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Producing the interpretation of a literary work can be done by giving responses toward
the work and employing the subjective criticism; one strain of the reader-response theory, can
analyze that interpretation. This paper was aimed at describing and analyzing individual
responses and the communal interpretations produced by the readers of Virginia Woolf's “The
Legacy”, particularly toward its theme about the affair case happened in the marriage life. It was
also to find out the involvement of the subjective motive the readers possessed toward the
production of their individual responses and the communal interpretations. The findings show
that the readers produced individual responses along with the symbolization of their subjective
motive, in terms of the personal experience of affair case in the marriage life, the personal belief
about that affair and love, and the reading experience. In those individual responses, it was
found both the identical and the various individual responses formed by the readers. The
production of this identical response involved the identical symbolization of the readers'
subjective motive. The readers also had gone through the communal discussion and they
approved two communal interpretations. Firstly, Angela's affair was common due to her
unhappy marriage life condition. The reason was becaunse the readers had experiences affair
case similar to Angela's affair and her unhappy marriage life. This similar condition between
Angela's affair and readers' personal experience influenced the readers to accept that as the
communal interpretation. Secondly, the direct and indirect personal experience of affair case
could cause a different position in responding to Angela's affair. It was because the distance the
readers had. Another point was revealed that the readers had involved their subjective motive as
the symbolization consciously.

Keywords: Interpretation, subjective criticism, individual response, symbolization, and
commumnal interpretation. :

A.INTRODUCTION

In the literary world, each genre is actually dedicated to its readers and those readers
may bring various roles to a literary work. Basically, a reader is the one who reads and gives
meaning to the literary work. At the mean time, during or after the reading process, whether a
reader will sit passively or move actively determines his or her particular role as areader. Arole
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ofareader that used to be believed and assumed to be the only possiblerole is the passive role of
areader. This illustrates a reader who reads a literary- work as if he o she were a sport spectator
sitting passively, just absorbing the contents of the artistic creation of that literary work and
allowing it to dominate his or her own thoughts. As aresult, such a reader brings little to the text
and, therefore, it is the text that prowdes all that is needed to mterpret a certain meanmg ofthe
text itself. In short, readers’ role is so passive that he or she is not invdlved-in shapingthe
mterpretatlon of aliterary work. - . TR , |

' On the other side, another role of a reader that may have enllghtened the study of a
literary work and that becotés the basic-assumiption of the reader-response theory isthe role of
areader as the active audlence or the re-treator of the literary work hé of she'reads. This role is
closely related to the further action taken by areader, namely récreating the litérary work itself.
The v1ew oi the unportanee 'of readers’ role has enlightened’ the study 'of d'literary ‘work since
1920s,’ "when' for the' ﬁ_rst time Richards proposed to catalogue the readers' strategies for
understandmg and mterpretmg poetry (Davis, 1986:345):. “Unlike the prevmus concern of the
study of a 11tera1y work, he turned d1rect1y to the steps. readers 80 through as they read. He
evaliiatéd and analyzed his students” free | responses and he came to a ‘certain conclus1on He
acknowledged that a reader might bring to the text a'Vist array of idéas amiassed thiough'life's
experiende, inchiding previousliterary experience, and-apply such information or‘experience to
the text. By doing so, the reader isno longer consideréd as the passive receiver of atext, buthe or
shieiis an dctive participant in the creation of a text's'meaning. As: atesult, this conclusion
becomes a turning point from the belief of passive role of areader totlie active one in w]:uch he
acts as there~creator of the texthe'reads: ' s sl I

Meanwhile, from the late 1960s through the preseiit, ‘moderr feader-tesponse théoty
has emerged and thie ‘meaning of readers'as the re-creators coricentrates excluswely on what
readers do next and how they do it. Such a belief of placing the réader'as the re-creator may
become one important viéw to' consider-that a reader-Can’ do more than just’ readmg a 11tera1y
work: 1t means that placmg the rolé of areader'as the re-Credtor makes the reader as the’ pmnaly
concern of the study ofa hterary work. ! ‘ - ' B

L Concemmg the role of a reader asthe re—creator Evans (l 987 23) explams that. the role
of the reader as a re-creator is mamly adutyto recreate the llterary work he or she reads aﬂer the
reading process. Further, Evans also implies that placing the reader as the re-creator is one way
to shape and to understand the interpretation of the printed text of the literary work. The reason
is, just like what Iser in Evan (1987;23) writes, the meaning ofiiterary works remains related to
what the printed text says, but it still requires the creative imagination of the reader to put itall
to gether In short, itis beheved that the mterpretatlon of aliterary work is created by the reader
of the 11teratybwok as a creatlve unagmanon Thus, how 4 certain 11terary work tells and shows
the reader its aim, still, the meaning or the, mterpretatlon of ‘it depends on the creative
unagmanon experienced by the reader.

' N PR - v - T kY
Therefore; this paper will describe and present how the meamng of a literary work is
shaped by using the reader-response theory. A chosen literary work is'a short story written'by
Virginia Woolf namely “The Légacy”: People’ who have read Virginia' Woolf's “The Legacy”
might find out that a domiriating idea'within the story is about a'case of committirig an affair in
the marriage life. A case of committing an affair in the marriage life committed by a wife, named
Angelahas been a dominant issue of the storyThe affair itself was a secret one, and Gilbert, her
husband found it out after her death by reading her diary dedicated as her “legaey” -to him. This
issue is multi-interpretable and it demands on how the readers: (the respondents of this study)
will see, understand and finally.respond differently. By presenting this paper, the writer tries to
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demonstrate what the individual responses and the communal interpretations are and how their
personal experiences influence the way to give meaning to Virginia Woolfs “TheLegacy” o

'thecaseofcomrruttmganaﬂ'arrmthemamagehfe T L Ne e e

B. On Reader~Response Theory '

The main focus of the reader-response theory is dlff‘erent from that of other approaches in
analyzing the meaning or the interpretation of a literary work. Iser in Thompson (1992:12)
illustrates that the reader-response theory shifts the critical focus from the, text to the reader.
It means that the point of difference lies on the reader as the analysis focus ‘In the same way,
Bressler (1999.67) also explams that the reader—resp onse theory, drverts the emphasis away
from the text-as the sole determiner of meaning to the 51gmﬁcance of the reader as, an
essential pamclpant inthe readmg process and the creation of meaning, Both explanatlons
above place a reader of a,  literary work as an actlve part1c1pant along w1th the text in the
produeuon of interpretation of that hterary work from the point of view of the reader-
response theory Furthermore this plaomg areader becomes an actlve partrcrpant will then
give another vrew of areader' srole 1tseIf . .

Reader—response theory tends to,be dmded into three strains (Dav1s 1986 346) Those
are structuralism, phenomenology and subjective criticism. These various approaches or strains
can be distinguished from one another according to where the scholars place the locus of the
meaning. The.locus, of the meaning . might be placed in the text, in the reader or in the
relationship between the two. Finally, it springs a fact that different placing of its locus of
meamng will then create some dlﬂ‘erent approaches

In this study, the Wnter focuses on a particular stram of the reader—response theory in
terms of the subjective criticism. It is becanse this strain places the greatest emphasis on areader
and his or her-subjective knowledge and motives in the interpretative process. Besides, in the
sub_;ectlve criticism a reader's thoughts beliefs and experiences play a greater part than the
actual text in shapmg awork's meaning,. Finally, these two basic reasons exactly meet with this
study. It is going to be about namely to describe and to analyze areader's response contained the
symbolization of his or her sub_lectlve motlves and the' communal mterpretatlon arnong the
commumty of readers

ot ' |-
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C. OnTheSub]ectrveCntlcnsm : coe e : VL

* The ‘theoretical statting point of the subjective criticism'is the subjeeuve ‘paradigm.
Different froi those of other paradigms have: promoted, as' anew parachgm Bleich (1978:15)
describes that the generality of the subjective paradigm’ hes on the ground that the access of
human beings to the world is necéssarily subjective. It can be seen obviously when further
Bleich gives an example that all knowledge whether it is mathematical 'or humanistic has'a
subjective motive. It implies that it is also subjectivity that will open human beings access to
knowledge in,this, world. In addition, Bleich's argumentation that even objective reality.is a
construction of'a subordinate function of people's subjective perspective can also be seen as a
strong supporting point ofhis assumption upon the subjective paradigm. . .| , .

Furthermdre,' the best idea of the subJectrve paradigm that every’ smgIe perspective
including its subjective motive will spring the same analogy that in literature, particularly on the
act-of i interpretation of'a single text has its subjective motive from its reader as well. Based on

this simple analogy, it will lead into the ordinary fact that when each person says what he or she

sees or responds to what he'or she reads, each person will be substantially different and varied.

31



« Journal of Epglish and Education Vol. 1 No. 1.July 2007

It is because each person's perception is essentially. different for he orshe involves his ortier
very own varied subjectivity; though'later on it 'still possible!to find similarities in' these
substantially different responses. This simple analogy is‘actually supported by Bleich's further
explanatlon on the relation of subjective paradigm ‘and ‘subjective- criticisim- to @ study of
literaturé. Bleich (1978:99) concludes that finally thé sub_; éctive cr:t1c1sm will activély integtate
the'stirdy of reading and interpretation with the expenence This ordinary fact is essennally the
basic assumption of the subjective paradigm seeing how the study of acsthetic expenence shall
be conducted.

D. The Response and the Symbolization Y ~ AR

P . ¥

i - Ih the subjsctive criticism the meaning of'a text depends éntirely ‘on a process delivered by
its readers; in this frame of reference, readers fall into the category of subjects. Subjects are
- people, or especially readers, who can speak, read and write. The most that a reader can do
. withthereal-object, the text, is to see it, in otherwords, itis meant that readers are toread and
to speak and to write about it. This process of creating meaning or-giving initial perception
of the textual object is called the symbohzauon Symbolization { takes ‘place.in the mind of
the reader and this Jmtlal symbohzatlon is what Bleich call the response The reasen why
Bleich calls the response as symbohzatlon is, as ifs namé suggests, symbohzaﬁon is
a ‘transferrmg a'symbolic ob_lect‘s existence to a reaI object's physical exxstence by delivering
response statements.~Thi$ in line with'Bleich (1978:147) has suggested that'thé personal
. .symbolizations can be shared with the'aid of response statements: Meanwhile; the efforts to
understand that response statement further is a process called resymbolization and Bleich

- .callsthlsasmterpretatlon g T R I ORI

l

+ Generally, a response-is defined as the experience of perceiving an object in evaluative
way. Meanwhile, Bleich (1978:65-6) considers the response as-symbolization because this
evaluative perception, or the response itself, involves converting areal object to a symbolic one.
It means that areal objectis a text and text's existence or meaning is shaped by the perception by
the aid of response statement, which is actualized by the use of language as a symbol object.
Besides, symbolization. occurs, in the perception, identification of experience and also. its
relation to consciousness of that experience. At this point of understanding, Bieich (1978:65)
constructs the conception of symbolization as a symbolic explanation of experience.

E. The interpretation and the Resymbolization

Since the very beginning, Bleich] has emphasmed that thie response is symbolization and it is

the immediate motive for interpretation of a single text:It means that when these responses
or symbohzatlon are collected comrunally thén they will shape and form the communal
mterpretatlon of that single iéxt. Besides, those responses‘are also developed communally
meaning that explanations how these responses:or symbolization given are being involved.
The explanation being argued and involved are called as the resymbohzatlon It is
resymbolization of thie conceptualization of why one pereelved the Ob_] ectin evaluatlve way
andthen symbolizedit. ' . . ,

At this point, Bleich (1978:65) demonstrates further that the 1dea of resymbolization is
both an explanatlon of language used and explanation of explanatlon Therefore, it can be said
that the resymbolization is when, the symbohzanons are. investigated its language use and its
explanatlon of why a certain symbohzatlon may occur. As aresult, Bleich (1978:98) tries to put
interpretation as resymbolization that is niotivated by a subjective urge to understand one's
evaluative perception 6f an_object. “Furthermore, Makaxyk (1999:172) mentions that the
subsequent interpretation and the public presentation of theé symbolization are what so-called
resymbolization. To sum up, resymbolization can be identified when there is public
presentation and its explanation occurring during the communal development among readers.
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Thus, Bleich's proposal to call interpretation as resymbolization is dctually a way to objectify
responses or symbolization by the-aid of response statement since there:are explanations of
explanation from symbolization. Besides, resymbolization also involves public representation
as a form of public, acceptance that, in fact,-it is also a proof to objectify the response or
symbolization itself. Thus, conceptualization of communal interpretation or resymbolization is
actually, a conceptualization , of ob_]ectlﬁcatlon of 1nd1v1dual ,Tesponses or personal
symbolization. =~ .. . R VR

.

The distinction between symbolization and resymbolization corresponds respecuvely totheuse
of language as simple denotation and as complex explanation. Symbolization arrives at the

- first impression of.a text,.its simple denotation. whereas resymbolization works when
readers become aware that.a.symbolic objectification - system, or, symbolization, is
unsatisfactory., As a result, readers.communally tryto resymbolize or explain it. Such
explanation ‘can actually change the object of attention. The motive for:such important

' changes ‘grows from personal and communal subjéctivity. Thus; resymbolization reworks
' on established symbols ina dlrectton that more adaptwe to presetit needs These presents
neéd proposed by the cormnumty of readers can, be solved by havmg negotiations. To
conclude the explanauons demanded and negonated by readers resymbolize all items
under mquuy and the comnunity ‘that ongmally seeks explanatlpn will )rahd_ate the

. resymbolization, Finally, this short of explanation, is commonly known as interpretation as
. Bleich has:suggested {1978:67). Therefore, so far Bleich's explanations-of symbolization
and resymbolization are ways to propose individual response and-communal interpretation
become something acceptable in terms.of acceptable knowledge in the study of literature. A

' ﬁlrther 111ustrat10n of these two processes is prowdcd inthe fo]lowmg two ﬁgures T '

- T ¥ . . ' r i aify NIRRT
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F.On Readers' Interpretation on Virginia Woolf's “The Legacy”

Within the responses produced by each reader of Woolf's “The Legacy”, the individual
Tesponsesican be found: along with the symbolization. Each reader shapes his‘or her individnal
responses'in which thie subJectlve motives-are involved andfemerge asthe symbohzanon of the:
mdmdual responses The subjecnve mOtIVBS are 1n the form of the personal expenence
personal behef and the readlng experlence that mosﬂy lead to the 1ssue of an affalr case
happemng 1n the mamage hfe Besndes it also can be pomted out the smulanty and

1

vartous: md1v1dua1responsestowardWoolfs“TheLegacy * s e
No| " 'NAME ° | 'INDIVIDUALRESPONSE "[ "  ~SYNBOLIZATION

1. " Rms/m/23 , .|-Angela’s affairis,a qu1te ordmary, .There are many .affair cases
) . |, affair. Y happening around, hlm and

b hun

FEEN

ot e e U .. mostlykeptsecretly R
A A Angelasaffalr is pot nonnal because » Affair. cases are mostly;, | o
N ‘itis commlted by Angela.” ' . commltted by the husbands
" ‘ Angela saffairisbad anditis . ., .| Personal belief: anaffair . .

C e amamagebetraya] .. 1. .| caseisbasically bad. .

2 Ethan/m/22 .1 .| Angela’s affair is normal to happen .¢++| The similarity,in his personal,, .. -

. due to her unhappy mamage hfe 'expenenoe that an unhappy marriage.
' A " [lifeisa pnmary cause of an affalr "
I - b o . e
1 .:]!‘ L. . i"'l e e - & vcase R ‘:
e ' |*Angeld’s affiir is not’ to be ' K "« - *| The persorial expérience and ' :
blamed. . . ..~ -t . |-thereading expérience” .-
3.(.. Bob/male/22. | Angela’s-affairiis not just ausuali- . |'Personal belief ::a true lover.
vertr . ..o | affainbutitisajoummeyof, . . | - o~ .l

' oW . .. . .| seekingatruelove., . ., . 4, T T .
) Angela’ s affair is normal tohappen Personal behef alove relanonshlp

‘for she is lonely and shé needs love in | is a triie'love betwéen the two'sole *
her unhappy marnage llfe L + .| mates:and it doesn’t come fromrthe-

. ,personal expenence ' P
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4 | Kiki/female/21 | Angela’s affair is bad thing to do. Personal experience :-her own
[ERTE .t 4 0 ... 5iiti-e,|feeling when her, mother-committed
o an affair.
Angela’s affair is to be blamed, " | Personal experience : the
-| but not totally blamed. consequence

5 | Witty/female/22 Angela's affair is normal due to hér * |, | Pérsonal experience having
marriage condition, a busy husband the similar background

6 | Sky/Female/21 | Angela's affairis a positive-affair, | |Personal experience: a negative

' because it is based on love. | .. |affair,Reading experience: novel

po springing -the affair' theme.

7 | Sekar/female/22 | Angela's affair is a-common affair due : |‘Personal belief shaped by the
to a particular reason behind it,i.e. * | personal experience: an affair

Her unhappy marriage life. case must have a reason behind it.
Angela’s aﬂ'aixl' is bad. . | Personal belief from the norm and
' ’ the religion and personal
. experience.
& | Santiffemale/2¢ | Angela's affair is normal to happen-due | Pérsonal experience: She

to her unhappy marriage life. experiences it herself.

, The 1denucal individual responses are 1dent1ﬁed ﬁom the md1v1dual responses
produced by Rms, Ethan, Witty, Kiki, Sky and Saati. Although the identical responses are
expressed in such a different diction, they actually lead to one statement namely Angela's affair
is common or norma.l to happen due to their unhappy marrlage _The’ emergence of this identical
individual response is supported by the identical symbohzanon from their subJectwe motives.
The symbolization appears based on their peisonal experience in which most affairs happen
because the doer of an affair has.an unhappy marriage tife: In other words, the personal
experience that influences the readers to say.such an,identical individual response has
something in cominon with what Angela faces in the story of Woolf's “The Legacy” ’

The various individual responses are produced by all of the respondents. They
produce various' individual responses i.e. 1) Angela's affair is a positive affair, 2)
Angela's affair should not be blamed and 3) Angela's affair is a journey of true love, 4)
Angela's affair is not normal, 5) Angela's affair is bad and 6) Angela's affair should be
blamed. Since these dre various individual responses, each of those individual
responses emerged is underlain by various symbolization from various personal
experience, personal belief and readlng experience of the affair case those readers have.
Readers are able to produce various individual responses because they have various
personal expenences of affair cases. It becomés their influential factor in producing
those individual responses. The emergence of those various individual responses is
acceptable in the study of the reader-response theory because all individual responses
shaped by the readers are considered valid interpretation,

Above all, another point to study related to the emergence of those: individual
responses, both the identical and the various ones'is about the consciousness that the
readers acknowledge in involving their subjective ‘motives within those individual
responses. This circumstance can be remarked as a mgmﬂcant point, as it is argued by
the subjective criticism, that readers and their subj éctive, motive really have worked
together in the making meaning of'a certain text, in this case is Woolf's “The Legacy™.
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.In the communal negotiation, there are two communal interpretations shaped - and
approved by the readers of Woolf's “The Legacy”. Those two communal interpretations are
formed based on the agreement on the identical individual response and the different position or
tendency found in the individual responses produced by the readers with different dlstance of
their sub_]ectlve motives partlcu] arly their personal experience.

" The first communal interpretation is revealed by the identical individual response. It
means that it is produced from the similarity of needs the readers have. The readers negotlate
and finally agree that Angela's affair becomes something common to happen due to her unhappy*
marriage life. This communal interpretation is shaped based on the same understanding the.
readers-have toward Angela's affair and the reason causing her affair. At last, this communal
interpretation also functions as the interpretation the readers shape toward Woolf's “The Legacy,,

The agreement of’ this communal interpretation is supported by the resymbohzauon the
readers have in the forms of their, explanatxon and acceptance of that communal mterpretanon
Bes:des those resymbohmtlons also givet the explanation of the symbolu: explanation or what
so-called the symbolization from the readers and the public presentation of that communal
mterpretatlon The readers are able to spring the exclusive public presentatlon meaning that' th¢’
public’ presentation’ emerged is 'only based on the belief and experienice they have. In' other
words, they assume that other readers who do have subjective motives of an affair case in the-
marriage 'life will never agree with their first communal interpretation toward Woolfs “The.
Legacy’”. Coae

. The second communal mtezpretauon resulted by the communal negouahon is based on;
the various individual responses leading to a different position in judging the affair comm1tted
by Angela The community of readers agrees that the directness of personal experience,
influences the readers to decide their judgment to Angelas affair case. This means that the
distance the readers have toward an affair case will raise sucha dlfferentposmon and tendcncy
to see the affair Gase in the story of Woolf's “The Legacy”. At the same time, the readers agrce
that the public presentation is the public presentatlon of public i in general meamng that the’
public presentation may exist in the society. It means that such a conceptlon bccomes d natural
cons:deratlon possnbly brought by peopleinthe soclety ‘

.
G.BeyondTheReaders Interpretations

. + DBased on the findings on the readcrs individual responses and the communal
interpretation explamed before, there are two significant points that can be discussed. The first,
point deals with the consciousness the readers have, showed in inyolving their. sub]ectwe
motives in the productlon of their individual responses toward an affair case commifted by
Angela in Woolf's “The Legacy”. This becomes si gm.ﬁcantto be discussed because it can show
that th¢ readers are so close to their subjective motives in terms of the personal expenencc
personal belief and the readmg experience in the producnon of a Ilterary work S mterpretatlons
as the subjective criticism has suggested Y i

The first point to 'discuss is based on the fact that the readers of Woolf's “The"
Legacy” consc:ously involve ‘their subjective ‘motives in the productlon of their'
individual respotises to Woolf's “The Legacy™, particularly toward its thefne’ As-it'is:
described previously; each ‘reader realizes that'his or her subjective’ motlves are-
involved in the way they shape their responses to Angela's affair case.In this case ‘the
réaders' sub_| ective motives are in the forms of their personal experiénces on the affan'
casé happemng inthe mamage life, thelr personal beliefon the case of cornrmttmg an ',’ B
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affair in the marriage life and the meaning of love in general, and their reading
experiences working together Furthermore, by asking the readers directly, the
researcher is'able to investigate the readers' consciousness in involving their subjective
motives. As a result, based on the ﬁndings itshows that all readers realize that they have
engaged their subjective motives in giving responses to Angela's affair, though itisin a
different level. Finally, this circumstance springs a certain meaning in the exploration
of the readers' individual response and its relation with the theory being used, namely
the subjective criticism.

Besides focusing on the fact that readers bring along with them theirsubjective
motives In giving response-to a certain text, the subjective criticism also emphasizes
that the symbolization found in each individual response has a close relatlonshlp to
those subjective motives particularly to a certain experience the readers have. This
further means that the symbolization or the explanatlon of symbolic experience will
occur, in the _perception, the identification of experience and also its relation to
consciousness of that experience. Up to this point of understanding, it can be
understood that the readers' consciousness in involving the subjective motives is
actually one way that correlating each other with the emergence of the symbolization
within their individual response. It means that in a certain individual response if there is
the symbolization appearing, at the same time, it can be remarked that the reader
involves his or her personal experience, personal belief or those reading experience
consclously Fmally, it can be said that a reader's consciousness' involvement of’
personal expenence is a way to objectify that the personal experience owned could be’
regarded as the factor influences much in the production of individual responses to the
story of Woolf's “The Legacy™.

N In conclusmn, the consciousness that the readers realizes in the rnakmg of
responses toward Woolf's “The Legacy™ particularly in the affair case committed by
Angela is an actual proof that the subjective motives have a close relationship with
readers in the production of responses. Those subjective motives are inherently:
embodied within a reader's mind and, therefore, when he or she gives responses to
Woolf's “The Legacy”, those subjective- motives will immediately emerge: and its
emergence can be felt consciously

"The second point is related to a slight dlﬁ'erent position that the readers present
within their individual responses toward Angela's affair case. This different position the’
readers show n their individial responses actually has been acknowledged by the
readers themselves as one of the communal interpretations toward the story of Woolf's

“The Legacy”. Therefore, the significant reason to discuss the two points above is.-
because the former will show that the readers has consciously involved their subjective
motives in responding to the story whereas the latter can prove that the readers are much -
influenced by the 'distance’ of those subjective motives. As a result, these two points
aboye will be in line with what the subjective criticism has argued about so far that it will
actively integrate the study ofreadmg and interpretation with the experiences.

Basically, the second point i$ significant because a slight different posmon the readers

present within their individual responses toward Angela's affair case. In this case, as it has been
illustrated before, the reader with her direct personal experience of an affair case in the marriage
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life tends to state her position in such an abstain way, meaning that she is unable to make any
judgment and even she unwillingly makes it. On the other hand, the readers with their indirect
personal experiences have a tendency to state clearly where their positions are. It means ‘that
they can take a side to Angela's affair, agree on it or they even can extremely blame Angela's
affair.

Based on these two distinctions, it can be said that the directaess of the personal
experiences plays an important role in the individual response and the judgment made by the
readers. This condition is remarked as the circumstance of creating the distance. The researcher
identifies the direct and indirect personal experiences the readers have as the distance of their
personal experiences to the production of responses toward literary text they have read. It
further means that the distance or the direct and indirect status gives such a'specific
consideration for a reader to produce his or her further judgment or the position state toward
Angela's affair case. Therefore, at last, a reader with her direct personal experience preiers to
produce such ajudgmenttoward the affair case in the story of Woolf’s “The Legacy”.

In accordance with the sabjective criticism as the underlying theoretical point, this
different posmon the readers show based on their direct and indirect personal experience of an
affair case in the marriage life can spring a certain conception in the understanding of the
subjéctive motive itself. In giving responses to Woolf's “The Legacy™, the reader with her diréct
personal experience isreally placed as the realistic side ofa reader upon the short story. Itmeans
that such areader is the one who closely similar to the character in the story. As a result, she is
placed in adifficult situation to give judgment upon what she has done inthe reality. Therefore,
she may feel the same way when she hasto give judgment to Angela's affair case and Woolf's
“The Legacy” may function as a particular reflection for herself and her personal expenience.
Therefore, from this circumstance it can be inferred that besides the subjective motives areader
has, the distance toward that subjective motive may also be another influential factor, for a
reader to produce his or her responses to a certain literary work. The same personal ¢ cxpenence
may have created an identical response among readers, but a distance of that subjective motive
can also influence arcaderto shape another different response among others.

1+ To sum up, the readers' different position to Judge Angela's affair case may reflect a
certain standpoint in the discussion of the subjective criticism. The readers’ consciousness can
be an actual proof that the subjective motives have a close mlanonshlp with readers in the
productlon of responses, but the readers' same personal experiences with a different dlstance
may spring another standpomt_ Thus far, it can be seen that the identical personal experience of
an affair case may spring various individuval responses both a different individual response and
th¢ same one. However, the identical personal experience with a different distance of it can
cause such a different tendency in responding to the literary work.

L “

H. CONCLUSION

This study shows how strong the relation of giving meaning and subjective motive
possessed by readers is. The individual responses have been produced consciously along with
their symbolization. It means that readers are able to give meaning on the literary work-while
involving - consciously ftlieir subjective motives represented as their symbolizations.
Meanwhile, the communa! interpretations have been approved and produced along with their
resymbalization. It shows also the acceptance from each reader. The result has proven the
relationship between the subjective motive and the produstion of meaning as the main locus of
study of sub_;e‘ctwe criticism from the reader-response theory.

L
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