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Abstrac t 

This paper presents a psychological investigation of the 
informa l  reasonin g o f  literar y expert s an d student s a s the y 
describ e a  fictiona l  narrative .  Th e literar y situatio n i s 
viewe d a s a  communicativ e relatio n betwee n reader s an d 
writer s mediate d b y writte n text .  Thi s investigatio n use d a 
tas k o f  tex t  descriptio n an d applie d a n explici t  two-stag e 
cognitiv e mode l  o f  literar y communicatio n t o analyz e th e 
readers '  verba l  protocol s i n term s o f  discursiv e pattern s an d 
reasonin g strategies .  Finding s sugges t  tha t  th e mode l  o f 
th e communicativ e contex t  whic h literar y expert s construc t 
fo r  thei r  readin g i s instrumenta l  i n thei r  reasonin g abou t 
th e text .  Student s i t  seem s ar e ambivalen t  abou t  th e author -
tex t  relationshi p 

Informal Reasoning and Literary Expertise 

This paper presents a psychological investigation of 
informa l  reasonin g o f  literar y expert s an d student s an d th e 
rol e tha t  authoria l  intention s pla y i n thei r  interpretiv e 
strategies .  I t  draw s o n severa l  area s o f  cognitiv e research : 
th e stud y o f  expertis e (Ericsso n &  Smith ,  1991) ,  th e stud y 
of  informa l  reasonin g (Voss ,  Blais ,  M e a n s ,  Greene ,  & 
Ahwesh ,  1989) ,  an d th e stud y o f  discours e representatio n an d 
processin g (Denhier e &  Rossi ,  1991) . 

Ther e ha s bee n a n ongoin g debat e i n literar y studie s 
regardin g th e rol e o f  a n author' s intention s i n constrainin g a 
reader' s interpretation .  Th e argumen t  ha s evolve d fro m th e 
positio n hel d a t  th e beginnin g o f  th e twentiet h century ,  tha t 
understandin g a n author' s intention s wa s strategicall y 
necessar y fo r  understandin g th e literar y tex t  an d wa s th e onl y 
means b y whic h a n interpretatio n coul d b e validated .  Thi s 
was the n replace d b y th e vie w tha t  textua l  interpretatio n wa s 
t o b e denve d solel y fro m a n examinatio n o f  tex t  propertie s 
and ha d n o nee d o f  biographica l  inl'ormatio n abou t  th e autho r 
or  additiona l  stud y o f  th e historica l  perio d o r  cultura l  mores . 
The literar y tex t  wa s regarde d a s a  free-standin g aestheti c 
objec t  whic h coul d b e successfull y  interprete d i n term s o f  it s 
own structur e an d coherenc e an d i n thi s wa y marginalize d th e 
influenc e o f  th e autho r  i n th e interpretiv e process .  I n th e 
196()' s th e Europea n structuralis t  m o v e m e n t  se t  ou t  t o 
replac e th e intcrprctn e paradig m altogether .  Seekin g t o 
make th e stud y o f  literatur e a n exac t  scienc e w  hic h w  oul d b e 
explanator y rathe r  tha n interpretiv e the y achieve d th e demis e 
of  mtentionalis m an d announce d th e "deat h o f  th e author " 
(Barlhes ,  1966/77) .  Thei r  interes t  wa s no t  o n th e meanin g 

or  valu e o f  a  wor k bu t  rathe r  o n th e device s whic h enable d i t 
t o b e realize d withi n a  socia l  context .  Thus ,  withi n literar y 
studie s th e emphasi s shifte d t o th e socia l  constructio n o f 
meanin g i n th e productio n an d receptio n o f  literar y text .  A s 
a result ,  th e autho r  wa s marginalize d i n th e establishmen t  o f 
meanin g an d th e rol e o f  th e reade r  greatl y expanded .  The n 
th e question s pertainin g t o th e limit s o f  interpretatio n 
surface d wit h theorist s allowin g reader s unlimite d possibl e 
readings .  Th e instabilit y  o f  th e tex t  an d th e rol e o f  th e reade r 
i n literar y communicatio n becam e importan t  topic s withi n 
critica l  theorie s abou t  literatur e (Cullers ,  1981 ;  Eco ,  1992 ; 
Fish ,  1980) .  A t  thi s poin t  th e debat e withi n literar y 
theorie s a t  t o wha t  constrain s interpretatio n i s wid e rangin g 
and ofte n unsettlin g fro m a  psychologica l  perspective . 

Recently ,  psychologist s intereste d i n tex t  processin g hav e 
begu n t o conside r  th e relationshi p betwee n curren t  cognitiv e 
discours e theorie s an d literar y reading ,  (Kintsch ,  1993 )  an d 
hav e undertake n researc h t o investigat e thi s activit y (e.g. , 
Britto n &  Eisenhart ,  1993 ;  Grave s &  Frcderiksen ,  i n press ; 
Magl ian o &  Graesser ,  1991 ;  Z w a a n ,  1992) .  Wh i l e 
extendin g th e existin g experimenta l  paradig m t o investigat e 
th e processe s associate d wit h literar y understanding ,  thes e 
psychologist s relat e thei r  theoretica l  assumption s an d 
empirica l  finding s t o ver y wel l  grounde d theorie s whic h hav e 
bee n establishe d i n th e stud y o f  tex t  comprehension . 

Th e followin g psychologica l  investigatio n i s base d o n th e 
assumptio n tha t  th e literar y situatio n i s a  communicativ e 
relatio n betwee n reader s an d writer s mediate d b y writte n tex t 
an d tha t  successfu l  communicat io n hinge s o n share d 
understanding .  T o rea d successfull y on e mus t  establis h th e 
appropriat e contex t  fo r  th e reading ,  an d ther e i s n o har d an d 
fas t  rul e fo r  accomplishin g tha t  sinc e eac h tex t  present s 
nove l  problems .  I n additio n reader s \  ar y widel y wit h respec t 
t o thei r  genera l  worl d knowledg e an d thei r  literar y 
knowledge .  T h e contex t  m a y b e derive d fro m multipl e 
source s whic h includ e understandin g th e words ,  th e event s o f 
th e narrative ,  th e plan s an d goal s o f  th e characters ,  a s wel l  a s 
themati c information .  A t  th e sam e tim e th e contex t  als o 
include s th e communicativ e contex t  whic h include s a  mode l 
of  th e author ,  th e reade r  an d th e text .  Pre \  iou s researc h ha s 
alread y identifie d th e constructio n o f  a n autho r  mcxle l  whil e 
readin g a s influencin g th e strategi c behavior s o f  reader s 
(Gibbs ,  Kushner ,  &  Mills ,  1991 ;  Haa s &  Flower ,  1988 ; 
Vipon d &  Hunt ,  1984) .  I t  appear s tha t  literar y expert s 
construc t  multi-layere d representation s no t  onl y o f  th e 
discours e structure ,  bu t  als o o f  th e communicativ e decision s 
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of  th e writer ,  a s wel l  a s th e comprehensio n processe s 
require d b y a  reade r  t o understan d th e text ,  an d tha t  e \  e n 
w h en th e author' s identit y i s  unavailable ,  exper t  reader s 
construc t  a  hypothetica l  mode l  o f  th e autho r  (Grave s & 
Frederiksen ,  1991) .  Thes e psychologica l  dat a sugges t  a 
mor e interactiv e vie w o f  th e relationshi p betwee n th e literar y 
reader ,  th e autho r  an d th e tex t  tha n i s c o m m o n l y foun d 
withi n literar y studie s whic h privileg e on e aspec t  ove r 
anothe r  a  priori . 

What do we mean by literary expertise? 

The expertise in question is viewed as an acquired set of 
skill s  an d knowledg e resultin g fro m specialize d trainin g ove r 
an extende d perio d (Encsso n &  Charness ,  1994) .  Literar y 
expertis e include s bot h specifi c  subject-matte r  expertis e an d 
a mor e genera l  discours e expertise .  M u c h o f  th e cognitiv e 
researc h o n exper t  performanc e ha s focuse d o n specifi c 
subject-matte r  domains ,  (Chas e &  S i m o n ,  1973 ;  Chi , 
Feltovich ,  &  Glaser ,  1981 )  an d ha s characterize d expertis e i n 
problem-solvin g i n term s o f  domain-specifi c  knowledg e 
representation s an d cogniti\ e strategies .  A t  th e sam e time , 
another  par t  o f  th e discussio n associate d wit h reading ,  tex t 
comprehension ,  an d writin g ha s le d t o a  consideratio n o f 
discours e expertis e a s a  mor e genera l  expertis e (Perfetti , 
1989 ;  Scardamali a &  Bereiter ,  1991) .  Unlik e domain -
specifi c  expertise ,  discours e expertis e i s no t  associate d wit h 
specifi c  subject-matte r  knowledg e an d tasks ,  bu t  rathe r  i s 
applicabl e acros s domains . 

Thi s researc h investigate s literar y expertis e mor e a s a 
discours e expertis e (albei t  quit e specialized) ,  tha n a s a 
domain-specifi c  expertise .  T w o expenmenta l  condition s 
suppor t  this :  first ,  non e o f  th e expert s involve d i s a  subject -
matte r  exper t  o f  th e autho r  o r  th e period ,  an d second ,  th e 
verba l  protocol s ar e recorde d durin g a  firs t  readin g o f  th e 
texts . 

A cognitive model of literary expertise 

As cognitive science research in expertise suggests, two 
aspect s o f  symboli c processin g tha t  nee d t o b e characterize d 
ar e representation s an d th e processe s whic h ac t  o n thos e 
representations .  Thi s investigatio n use d a  tas k o f  tex t 
descnptio n an d applie d a n explici t  two-stag e cognitiv e mode l 
of  literar y communicatio n t o analyz e th e readers '  verba l 
protocols . 

Discursive patterns. In the first stage of analysis a 
multi-leve l  cognitiv e mode l  o f  discursiv e pattern s (Grave s & 
Fredenksen ,  1991 )  i s applie d t o analyz e th e semanti c units , 
i n thi s cas e th e propositions ,  i n readers '  descriptio n 
protocols .  Eac h discursiv e patter n include s a  tex t  uni t  bein g 
described ,  an d a  poin t  o f  referenc e fo r  th e description ,  tha t  is , 
a reader ,  author ,  o r  tex t  perspective .  Thi s mode l  assume s 
tha t  reader s construc t  representation s o f  th e linguisti c 
structure s (style ,  lexicon ,  syntax ,  cohesion ,  topicalization , 
punctuation )  th e propositiona l  structure s (litera l  an d 
figurativ e meaning ,  coherence ,  macro-structures ,  logica l 
relations) ,  an d th e conceptua l  frame s o f  a  tex t  (descriptive , 
narrative ,  dialogue ,  an d proble m frames) .  A n examinatio n 
of  th e discursiv e pattern s provide s a  pictur e o f  wha t  aspect s 

of  th e tex t  reader s ar e descnbin g an d fro m whic h discours e 
perspective .  I t  i s  als o possibl e t o infe r  som e aspect s o f 
proces s i f  on e examine s th e discursiv e pattern s ove r  th e 
cours e o f  th e reading .  Thi s leve l  o f  analysis ,  however ,  doe s 
not  provid e informatio n abou t  h o w reader s us e thos e 
description s a s the y reaso n abou t  th e text . 

Informal reasoning. In order to investigate how literary 
reader s reaso n abou t  th e text ,  a  mcxle l  o f  informa l  reasonin g 
i s applie d t o th e tex t  description s wit h th e discursiv e 
pattern s constitutin g th e inpu t  (Graves ,  1993) .  Th e analysi s 
of  informa l  reasonin g specifie s a  semanti c net ,  buil t  ove r 
time ,  wher e uni t  node s ar e base d o n reasonin g operation s 
(claim ,  hypothesis ,  analogy ,  expectation ,  question , 
evaluation ,  an d meta-statement) ,  whic h ar e linke d b y 
relalioit s (condition ,  elaboration ,  reiteration) ,  an d ar e situate d 
at  on e o f  thre e reasonin g level s (fact ,  local ,  global) .  Thi s 
model  draw s o n studie s o f  reasonin g carrie d ou t  i n th e socia l 
sciences ,  (Voss ,  Blais ,  Means ,  Greene ,  &  Ahwesh ,  1989) , 
i n medica l  diagnosi s (Pate l  &  Groen ,  1991) ,  an d i n scientifi c 
discover y (Dunbar ,  1993) . 

Method 

This study employed a text-description task in which six 

literar y expert s an d si x Honors '  Englis h student s a t  th e en d 
of  thei r  undergraduat e trainin g wer e individuall y aske d t o 
produc e a  verba l  descriptio n o f  a  literar y passage .  Th e 
chose n excerp t  wa s th e openin g o f  Th e Englis h Patien t 
(1992 )  b y Michae l  Ondaatje .  Thre e o f  th e literar y expert s 
wer e facult y member s o f  McGil l  University' s Englis h 
Departmen t  an d thre e wer e publishe d writer s o f  Englis h 
fiction .  Whil e al l  twelv e participant s wer e familia r  wit h 
bot h th e autho r  an d hi s writing ,  no t  on e ha d rea d Th e 
Englis h Patien t  a t  th e tim e o f  th e interview .  Readers '  verba l 
tex t  description s wer e recorde d an d wer e analyze d i n term s o f 
th e discursiv e pattern s an d reasonin g strategies . 

Selected results and discussion 

In analyzing the discursive patterns, the within subjects-
measure s wer e th e specifi c  level s o f  th e discursiv e pattern s 
and th e thre e discours e perspectives .  T o analyz e th e reader' s 
reasonin g strategie s th e within-subject s measure s wer e th e 
reasonin g categories ,  operation s an d levels .  Fo r  bot h set s o f 
analyse s a n additiona l  within-subject s measure ,  th e tim e 
cours e o f  th e readin g wa s operationalize d a s section s o f  th e 
text . 

Expertise and text descriptions. An examination of 
th e developin g model s o f  tex t  descriptio n reveale d tha t  fo r 
bot h studen t  an d exper t  reader s th e conceptua l  fram e leve l 
description s o f  th e tex t  (mea n =  164.0 )  predominate s ove r 
linguisti c (mea n =  20.8 )  an d propositiona l  (mea n =  22.4 ) 
description s acros s al l  thre e sections .  I n additio n ther e i s a 
significan t  interactio n fo r  fram e leve l  description s b y 
section s rea d wit h amoun t  o f  fram e descriptio n increasin g 
ove r  th e cours e o f  th e readin g F(2,20 )  =  4.68 ,  p  =  0.021 . 

Thi s I S a  ver y robus t  patter n fo r  literar y readin g an d refiect s 
th e reader' s focu s o n th e constructio n o f  a  situatio n mode l  o f 
th e tex t  whic h includ e descnptiv e informatio n pertainin g t o 
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setting ,  characte r  identificatio n etc. ,  th e sequenc e o f  event s 
of  th e narrative ,  th e plan s an d goal s o f  th e characters ,  a s wel l 
as themati c information .  Th e Honor' s Englis h student s i n 
thi s stud y resembl e th e literary '  expert s wit h respec t  t o th e 
specifi c  level s o f  tex t  representatio n identifie d b y th e 
discursiv e patterns .  Th e questio n tha t  follow s i s  gi \  e n tha t 
the y ar e talkin g abou t  th e sam e things ,  wil l  the y operat e o n 
thes e tex t  descnption s an d reaso n abou t  tex t  i n th e sam e wa y 
as th e experts ? 

Expertise and the communicative context. It was 
state d earlie r  tha t  al l  successfu l  readin g i s a  matte r  o f 
identifyin g th e relevan t  contex t  an d whil e thi s contex t  ca n b e 
descnbe d a t  multipl e level s o f  th e text ,  i t  als o include s th e 
communicativ e contex t  pertainin g t o th e writer' s strategie s 
and th e reader' s responses .  Whil e al l  reader s generat e 
significantl y mor e description s fro m th e tex t  pjerspectiv e 
(mea n =  142.1 )  tha n eithe r  th e autho r  (mean = 39.82 )  o r 
reade r  perpsective s (mea n =  20.41) ,  i t  i s  onl y th e exper t 
reader s w h o earl y i n thei r  readin g generat e almos t  a s muc h 
descriptio n fro m th e autho r  perspectiv e (mea n =  25.67 )  a s 
fro m th e tex t  perspectiv e (mea n =  34.16 )  (se e Figur e 1) . 

Exper t  reader s als o begi n t o construc t  a  mode l  o f  th e reader 
ver y earl y i n thei r  reading .  Thi s suggest s tha t  th e pragmati c 
contex t  help s defin e th e overal l  proble m spac e fo r  exper t  tex t 
descriptions .  I t  woul d appea r  tha t  th e communicativ e 
contex t  get s establishe d befor e th e situatio n mode l  whic h 
require s muc h mor e additiona l  informatio n fro m th e text . 
Thi s i s no t  t o sugges t  tha t  thes e reader s ar e embarkin g o n a 
ques t  fo r  th e author' s meaning .  Rathe r  i t  i s  take n a s 
recognitio n o f  th e fac t  tha t  th e constructio n o f  th e autho r  an d 
reade r  model s reflect s th e explici t  acknowledgmen t  o f  th e 
intentionalit y underlyin g th e text . 

Followin g I S a n extrac t  fro m th e protoco l  o f  a  literar y 
academi c afte r  readin g th e firs t  sentenc e o f  th e tex t  whic h 
give s a  sens e o f  h o w importan t  th e communicativ e contex t 
i s  fo r  exper t  reader s an d h o w i t  provide s a n immediat e 

framewor k fo r  th e ensuin g interpretation : 

She stands up in the garden where she has been working 
an d look s int o th e dLstance.(stnlenc e # 1 fro m th e novel . 
The Englis h patient. ) 

"Well again you know the beginning is obviously sort 
of  designe d t o gra b you r  attentio n b y a  kin d o f 
disonentation .  Y o u don' t  k n o w w h o th e hel l  thi s 'she ' 
is ,  wher e th e garde n is ,  wha t  she' s doing .  A n d on e o f 
th e job s tha t  you'r e goin g t o hav e t o d o i s figur e i t  al l 
out  a s th e tex t  unfolds :  th e relationship s betwee n thes e 
differen t  element s an d th e background .  You'r e give n 
ver y m u c h a  focu s o n th e foreground ,  bu t  beyon d tha t 
al l  o f  th e contex t  an d th e litera l  landscap e i s no t  there. " 

Having read only the first sentence of the novel, this 
literar y academi c begin s immediatel y wit h a  globa l  clai m 
whic h i s mad e u p o f  thre e discursiv e pattern s fro m bot h th e 
autho r  an d reade r  perspectives .  Thi s extrac t  i s  particularl y 
interestin g sinc e m u c h psychologica l  tex t  researc h ha s 
privilege d tex t  feature s ove r  al l  othe r  variable s an d i n thi s 
instanc e thi s exper t  reade r  i s identifyin g wha t  i s no t  presen t 
i n th e text .  Thi s i s a  c o m m o n strateg y o f  exper t  literar y 
reasonin g an d suggest s tha t  a  tex t  get s descnbe d no t  onl y o n 
it s o w n ment s bu t  b y comparisons ,  explici t  o r  not ,  t o othe r 
text s an d writers . 

Reasoning levels and links. The identification of 
reasonin g level s i s mean t  t o provid e som e measur e o f  th e 
scop e o f  readers '  reasonin g strategies .  A t  th e fac t  leve l  ar e 
paraphrase d o r  verbati m tex t  expression s whic h ar e usuall y 
cite d a s evidenc e fo r  reasonin g operation s othe r  th e othe r  tw o 
levels .  A t  th e loca l  leve l  th e reasonin g operation s refe r  t o 
what  ha s jus t  bee n rea d bu t  includ e s o m e inferentia l 
processing .  Reasonin g operation s a t  th e globa l  leve l  includ e 
integrativ e inference s whic h ar e broa d i n scope . 

Expert s 

l J Student s 

2 3 0 • 

« 2 0 • 

lex t  Autho r  Reade r 

Sectio n 1 

lex t  Autho r  Reade r 

Sectio n 2 

Text  Autho r  Reade r 

Sectio n 3 

Figur e 1 .  Discours e perspective s b y expeitis e ove r  sections . 

587 



Reasonin g Pat h fo r  Literar y Reader s 

Literar y academi c 

Globa l 

Local 

Facts 

8 9  1 0 U  12 13 

Write r 

(.loba l 
r 

Loca l  D 

w Fact s 

- U IL . J •  " 
1 - 3 9 1 0 1 1 1 2 1 3 

Studen t 

Globa l 

Loca l 

Facts 

D o a [ 5 m D o a D  m m D  m D 

^  . 
I I  I I  I L 

D D f r n D D D Dq 

6 6 0 6 

7 8 10-1 1 12 1 3 

Figur e 2 .  Reasonin g pat h o f  thre e reader s fo r  th e firs t  thirtee n sentence s 

The identificatio n o f  reasonin g link s i s  mean t  t o giv e a 
sens e o f  th e coherenc e o f  th e reader' s reasoning .  Overal l  th e 
most  common link s ar e condition s whic h occu r  whe n reader s 
provid e evidenc e fo r  thei r  statements .  Th e link s betwee n 
reasonin g operation s a t  th e loca l  leve l  ofte n consis t  o f 
elaboration s an d sometime s conditions .  Th e link s amon g 
operation s a t  th e globa l  leve l  ar e mos t  ofte n elaboration s an d 
reiterations . 

The quantitativ e result s o f  th e reasonin g analyse s revea l  a 
differenc e betwee n student s cmd expert s wit h regar d t o th e 
scop e o f  thei r  reasoning .  Th e within-subject s contras t 
betwee n statement s occurrin g a t  th e fac t  an d loca l  level s i s 
statisticall y significan L SI,10 )  =  56.70 ,  p  <  O.OOI ,  a s i s 

th e contras t  betwee n informatio n occurnn g a t  th e kxa l  an d 
globa l  levels ,  ££1,10 )  =  67.43 ,  p  <  0.001 .  Al l  reader s 

carrie d ou t  mor e reasonin g operation s a t  th e loca l  leve l 

(mean =  95.92) ,  followe d b y th e fac t  (mea n =  48.83) ,  an d 
globa l  level s (mea n =  10.5) .  Ther e was ,  however ,  a 
statisticall y significan t  between-group s effec t  fo r  th e globa l 
leve l  only ,  F(.l,10 )  =  6.34 ,  p  =  0.031 ,  wit h th e literar y 

expert s generatin g mor e globa l  reasonin g operation s (mea n = 
17.0 )  tha n th e student s (mea n =  4.0) .  Figur e 2  pro \  ide s a 
schemati c representatio n o f  th e reasonin g path s fo r  on e 
literar y academic ,  on e writer ,  an d on e studen t  reader . 

An analysi s o f  th e reasonin g link s reveal s tha t  th e within -
subject s contras t  betwee n statement s linke d b y condition s 
an d elaboration s i s statisticall y significant ,  F(.1.10 )  =  23.84 , 
2 <  0.00 1 a s i s  th e contras t  betwee n elaboratio n an d 

reiteratio n link s F(.1,I0 )  =  62.66 ,  p  <  0.000 .  Lookin g a t 

th e mean s reveal s i t  i s  clea r  tha t  reader s generat e mor e tha n 
twic e a s m a n y conditiona l  link s (mea n =  86.75) ,  a s 
elaboration s (mea n =  41.00) .  Reiteration s cKcu r  leas t  ofte n 
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(mean =  8.00) .  Wit h respec t  t o le\e l  o f  expertise ,  however , 
ther e i s a  statisticall y significan t  between-group s effec t  fo r 

reiterations ,  F(.1.10 )  =  5.25 ,  2  =  0.045 .  A n examinatio n o f 

th e mean s show s tha t  th e exper t  reader s generate d mor e 
reiteratio n link s (mea n =  10.67 )  tha n studen t  reader s (mea n = 
5.33) . 

Whil e al l  reader s provide d coheren t  descnption s o f  th e 
text ,  th e structur e o f  th e coherenc e i s ver y differen t  fo r  th e 
tw o groups .  Thi s reasonin g networ k generate d b y th e studen t 
i n Figur e 2  i s coheren t  sinc e th e reasonin g operation s d o no t 
stan d i n isolatio n bu t  ar e linke d b y elaborations ,  re-iteration s 
or  conditions .  Th e scop e o f  th e reasoning ,  however ,  i s 
much mor e loca l  an d neithe r  th e claim s a t  th e loca l  leve l  no r 
th e text-base d fact s ar e use d a s evidenc e fo r  a  mor e 
encompassin g framework . 

Directionality of reasoning. Literary experts rely on 
bot h forwar d an d backwar d reasonin g a s the y wor k thei r  wa y 
throug h a  text .  Th e directionalit y o f  th e representatio n i n 
thi s typ e o f  a  tas k follow s th e semantic s o f  th e link s an d 
node s an d shoul d no t  b e understoo d t o represen t  th e 
directionalit y o f  th e reasoning .  Whil e directionalit y ha s 
been a n importan t  issu e i n som e studie s o f  reasonin g suc h 
as medica l  diagnosi s wher e ther e i s a n agree d upo n end-state , 
namel y correc t  diagnosis ,  i t  i s  no t  possibl e t o pi n i t  dow n i n 
th e contex t  o f  th e text-descriptio n tas k o f  thi s research . 
When a  reade r  provide s evidenc e t o suppor t  a  reasonin g 
operatio n thi s doe s no t  necessaril y  specif y th e directionalit y 
of  th e underlyin g reasonin g a s fro m tex t  instanc e t o clai m 
sinc e th e reade r  ma y hav e elaborate d a  specifi c  schem a an d 
the n b e simpl y lookin g fo r  instance s t o confir m it . 

The unique problem space of literary experts. It 
i s  a t  th e globa l  leve l  tha t  th e exper t  reader s appea r  t o se t  u p 
individua l  task s fo r  themselve s whic h ar e i n th e natur e o f 
puzzle s requirin g solutions .  Th e readin g tha t  eac h give s a t 
thi s leve l  i s  specifi c  t o eac h reader ;  it' s  a s i f  eac h set s u p a 
uniqu e proble m space .  I t  i s  a t  thi s leve l  tha t  th e multipl e 
interpretation s ar e develope d whic h correspon d t o th e ide a 
tha t  "th e creativ e tex t  i s  alway s a n Ope n Work "  (Eco , 
1992) .  Fo r  example ,  th e literar y academi c cite d abov e 
focuse s o n th e postmoder n them e o f  relationships -  th e 
relatio n betwee n ar t  an d nature ,  betwee n th e natura l  an d th e 
artificial ,  sexua l  relation s betwee n me n an d w o m e n 
includin g th e rol e o f  a  m o d e m da y A d a m an d Eve .  I n he r 
own words :  "What' s th e relationshi p an d where' s th e snake? " 

The literar y writer ,  b y comparison ,  develop s a n i n dept h 
stylisti c  analysi s o f  th e musica l  structur e o f  th e text , 
comparin g i t  t o a  sonat a an d drawin g o n al l  level s o f  tex t 
descriptio n t o elaborat e hi s view .  Hi s descriptio n explain s 
jus t  ho w th e tex t  wa s buil t  u p an d examine s i n considerabl e 
detai l  th e effec t  o f  certai n linguisti c choice s mad e b y th e 
autho r  a t  th e sam e tim e evaluatin g thos e techniques . 

I n eac h case ,  thes e reader s mak e claim s an d hypothese s 
base d o n specifi c  textua l  evidenc e i n conjunctio n wit h thei r 
literar y knowledge ,  thei r  mor e genera l  worl d knowledge,  an d 
thei r  goal s fo r  reading .  The y the n continu e t o loo k fo r 
evidenc e t o confir m o r  disconfirm .  Thi s account s fo r  th e 
multipl e reiteratio n an d elaboratio n link s eviden t  i n thei r 
reasonin g a t  th e globa l  level .  A t  th e loca l  leve l  an d th e fac t 

leve l  ther e i s a  grea t  dea l  o f  overla p amon g reader s becaus e i t 
i s  her e tha t  the y ar e usin g textua l  evidenc e t o suppor t  thei r 
remarks .  A t  thi s leve l  ther e i s n o doub t  tha t  al l  reader s ar e 
understandin g th e sam e text . 

I n discussin g th e limit s an d rang e o f  interpretation ,  th e 
exper t  p>erformanc e strongl y suggest s establishmen t  o f  th e 
autho r  mode l  comprise s a n importan t  componen t  o f  th e 
interpretiv e process .  Exper t  reader s appea r  t o b e clea r  o n 
thi s issue .  A s on e exper t  put s it ,  "Yo u can' t  us e languag e a t 
al l  i f  yo u don' t  identif y wha t  th e sourc e o f  thi s informatio n 
i s an d star t  guessin g abou t  th e min d that' s behin d it. " 
Anothe r  exper t  explains ,  " I  g o fro m th e premis e tha t  th e tex t 
i s  somethin g tha t  a  perso n ha s pu t  togethe r  an d on e o f  th e 
thing s tha t  interest s m e i s wh y hav e the y don e i t  thi s way. " 
Thi s premis e ha s importan t  consequence s fo r  ho w expert s 
reaso n abou t  incomin g tex t  information .  Fo r  example , 
conside r  th e rol e o f  anomalie s i n mos t  reasonin g tasks . 
Comin g upo n anomalou s informatio n whe n buildin g 
theorie s abou t  th e world ,  ofte n lead s t o a  reinterpretatio n o r 
restructurin g o f  information .  I n literar y reading ,  however , 
anomalie s ar e v  iewe d a s deliberat e an d ar e incorporate d int o 
th e developin g mode l  o f  th e text . 

Students ,  i n contrast ,  see m ambivalen t  whe n expressin g 
thei r  view s abou t  th e author-tex t  relationship .  Whil e abl e t o 
acknowledg e th e agenc y underlyin g th e text ,  " C o m m o n 
sens e tell s  m e o f  cours e tha t  th e tex t  an d th e jjcrso n w h o i s 
writin g th e tex t  ar e linked, "  on e studen t  goe s o n t o say ,  " 
For  m e it' s  a  mistak e t o rea d a  tex t  knowin g everythin g 
abou t  th e author. "  Student s see m t o b e caugh t  betwee n a 
commonsense acceptanc e o f  th e intentiona l  aspect s o f 
human communicatio n an d fea r  o f  committin g th e 
intentiona l  fallacy . 
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