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Abstract: Literary works such as scientific works, after being created, inevitably attract people's attention and somehow,
a kind of communication would be stablished between the work and the author. This communication is realized when it is
efficient. Communication is effective if the authors of the work are real. Based on all hermeneutic theories, knowing the
true authors, has a great impact on the formation of effective communication between the author and his audience
through the interpretation and understanding of the text. When an unreal author is included in the work, the
understanding of the audience is disturbed and effective communication is not formed. The main issue of this article is
what effect does unreal creation have on the understanding of the audience? By using an analytical-descriptive method,
we have come to the conclusion that this type of creativity disturbs the audience's understanding and ultimately makes

efficient communication difficult.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Nowadays everyone communicates with other
people by using a certain media and conveys the
information to them. The author, composer, director,
etc., also share their intended content, which is
generally called information, as the case may be, using
the media of books and articles, songs, music or
movies, etc, with others. Although at first glance, the
copyright system has an individual aspect that pursues
no other purpose than protecting the rights of the
authors, but a closer look at the elements of this
system shows that the social mission of copyright, if not
more important than its individual aspect, is not less
important. By creating a work, the author ftries to
convey and communicate a message to her audience.
This message is considered to contain unique
information because originates from creativity of author
and it indicates the appearance of her personality in the
work. Communication has a specific meaning;
Communication is a Bilateral act and it never comes to
the fore unilaterally. The author's effort to communicate
with the society will be fruitful when her message is
received, interpreted and finally correctly understood by
the audience. Otherwise, the Communication is not
stablished. This is a general rule that is applicable in
any case, whether the transmitted information is
artistic, literary or scientific. Therefore, a professor or a
student who writes a book or an article based on her
knowledge and learning and his own perspective, is
also subject to the same rule. The professor or student
is also trying to communicate with his audience, who
are basically the scientific and academic part of the
society, by writing a scientific work. The condition for
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effective communication is that there is no destructive
obstacle in the process of transmitting, receiving,
interpreting and understanding the scientific work. from
a social point of view, copyright can be a mechanism
for establishing effective communication in society.
effective communication cannot be achieved unless the
general conditions of communication are provided.
Interpretation and understanding of the work by the
audience is one of the main elements of
communication. Various factors can challenge the
audience's interpretation, including the presence of an
author in the work who was not really the author of that
work. This issue will disrupt the audience's
interpretation and ultimately efficient communication.

In some university regulations, students are
required to mention the names of their advisors as
authors (even corresponding authors) in articles
extracted from theses and dissertations. Therefore,
someone who is not the author of an article or should
not be the author, placed next to the student as co-
author. in interpreting and understanding, the audience
also interprets and understands the article, considering
the name and effect of the supervisor mistakenly. This
issue and in general, similar cases such as guest
author and... which can be called fake authorship may
have a corruptive effect and, | believe that, it has
caused a deviation in the interpretation and
understanding of the audience, and finally it makes it
difficult or impossible to establish efficient scientific
communication in the society.

2. CONCEPTS
2.1. Hermeneutics

Humans are constantly interpreting and
understanding. Even human daily life is accompanied
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by interpretation and understanding hermeneutics has
been defined in different ways; Some, have defined it
as the theory of interpretation which deals with the
issue of the meaning of texts [1]. Some have also
interpreted hermeneutics as fundamental philosophy as
to the epistemological assumptions [2] for others,
hermeneutics is a methodology or a method of
analyzing the category of information systems [3].
Hermeneutics is a science that tries to teach people the
proper  method of interpretation. Therefore,
hermeneutics means the method of interpretation [4].
Hermeneutics is related to the issues, methods and
purpose of interpretation and includes factors such as
history, culture, cultural diversity, language, time
interval between author and interpreter, context of the
text, etc. It is a science that provides rules, principles
and methods for the interpretation of religion and the
Bible, as well as its connection to society [5].

2.2. Authorship

Authors are the heart of copyright [6]. There is no
clear definition of Authorship in international regulations
and domestic laws [7]. This shows that the international
requirements have recognized the flexibility of the
domestic laws in determining the definition of
authorship and author. According to one of the leading
researchers in the field of Berne Convention studies,
this means that there are different interpretations in
different legal systems regarding authorship and author
[8]. For this, the Berne Convention has left the
definition of authorship and the author to the domestic
laws. Authorship in the civil law system and systems
close to it, is the emergence and creative expression of
a scientific, literary or artistic work in forms such as
books, articles’, etc. Consequently, the author is the
one who uses the power of her creativity, creates a
work [9]. From this definition, we can conclude that, the
attribution right of authorship belongs to a natural
person and cannot be transferred. Therefore, those
who lacking creativity in creating works, are not
considered authors. Accordingly for US [10] and
French?® courts, those who simply follow the instructions
of the author and do not participate in intellectual
affairs, are not considered author. Therefore, work
represents at least a part of the author's personality in
it and according to some, the word "authorship," like
"ownership" or "professorship," reflects an appropriate
and necessary connection between authors and their
texts [11].

'balack's law dictionary, p. 403.
2CA Poitiers. 3e ch., Dec. 7, 1999.

2.3. Communication and its Elements

In the communication sciences, what components
are known as the elements of communication? In this
regard, the purpose of communication is to dialogue,
not the discourse in the post-modern [12] context which
some authors have abolished the individualistic figure
of authorship [13].

Communication is a social phenomenon that
consists of various elements. Although at first glance,
communication can be defined as the transfer of
information from one part to another part of a system
[14], but it seems difficult to provide a precise definition
of it. Communication has different elements; 1-
Message sender, 2- Idea, content and message, 3-
Encryption, 4- Communication channel, 5-Message
receiver, 6- Decoding, 7- Feedback. Literary and
artistic works such as books, articles, films, etc., have a
message for other members of the society. The author
sends his message to the audience and communicates
with them through an intermediary such as a book
which is a mass media. In mass communication, the
author's message is sent to the general public or a
large number of them [15]. The communication process
is as follows; First, the sender, here the author,
encodes his mental ideas (ideas, thoughts, feelings,
etc.) in the form of words (books, articles, etc.) or
images (photos, movies, etc.) and uses It, transmitted
to the recipient through a communication channel such
as books or cinema and television. After receiving the
message from its recipients, who are book readers or
movie viewers, the decoding process begins. the
receiver must understand and interpret the symbols
(words or images, etc.) embodied in the message in
order to understand the mental ideas of the sender.
(decoding). When the message is decoded according
to the sender's intended meaning, the sender's and
receiver's mental images would match and effective
communication will be achieved [16]. With this
explanation, the role of the author and its recognition is
very important, because what is important, is the
efficiency of the communication, not the communication
itself. On the other hand, this efficiency depends on the
process called decoding and interpretation.
Communication is effective and efficient when the
receiver infers the same concept that the sender
intended. Otherwise, the communication will not be
efficient and communication will not be formed
basically, and that mechanical operation realized in the
outside world is the only form that appears to be
communication, but in fact, it is not communication.
There are many factors that can make effective
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communication difficult or impossible. The audience's
mental backgrounds, emotional blocks, hostility, the
sender's charisma, conflict of interests, past
experiences, lack of verbal skills, environmental and
surrounding conditions, both physical and mental, etc.
[17] are some of these factors.

A Part of decoding the message depends on the
investigation of the sender, his identity and personality
traits. Criteria such as the existence of hostility,
charisma of the sender and conflict of interests
demonstrate this claim. For example, when the reader
of a book or article tries to decode the messages
contained in that work, certainly, recognition of the
author of them, play an important role in shaping the
audience's interpretation. If there is a great name as
author in the work, her charisma can influence the
decoding of the message. In this case, if that great
author is the real author, the said influence will also be
real, but if the name of that author included as a guest
or honorary author, the interpretation of the audience
will be distorted, Because the reader interprets the text
based on the previous works and the intellectual field of
the guest author.

3. HERMENEUTICS METHODS

Etymologically, hermeneutics came from Greek,
hemeneuein, which means to reveal one’s thoughts in
words [18]. Hermeneutics refers to interpretation and
translation of text (typically ancient scriptures) but also
applies to verbal and non-verbal communication [19].

Schleiermacher established the foundations of his
hermeneutics by understanding that the reason for the
ambiguity of old texts is their distance from the history
and culture of its time. According to Schleiermacher,
every text is tied to the historical and cultural origin of
its time, and separating it from this connection, causes
ambiguity of the text for the reader. Thus,
Schleiermacher's hermeneutics begins with the attempt
to relate the text to its historical and cultural contexts.
Schleiermacher did not consider it necessary to find the
author's intention and believed that the author herself is
not aware of all aspects of her intention and the
interpreter can understand her intention better than the
author. The totality of the author's life was an element
that Schleiermacher brought into the field of
hermeneutics and text interpretation instead of the
author's intention. In his opinion, it is not only the text
that reveals the author's intention, but the whole of his
life that appears in the work [20]. Therefore, the work
cannot be understood unless all aspects of the author's

life are understood by the interpreter. In addition,
Schleiermacher believed in the existence of an
ultimate, original and definitive meaning for the text and
denied the possibility of providing multiple true
interpretations for the text.

As one of the followers of Schleiermacher's ideas,
Diltai believed that in any given time and culture, the
society has a general understanding and knowledge
that the interpretation of texts should be based on this
knowledge and general understanding of* the context
of the text. According to him, this general knowledge
and understanding is the final background of all human
texts and actions in a certain period of time and place,
and its recognation and understanding is essential for
any kind of interpretations. accordingly, every text has
an ultimate meaning that can be extracted by
identifying the mental idea of its author.

Husserl, like Schleiermacher and Dilthey, believed
that the true interpretation of texts depends on
identifying its historical and cultural context, with the
difference that, according to him, the text itself contains
the historical and cultural context, and there is no need
to try to determine the external context of the text.
According to Husserl, the interpreter must remove all
his mental backgrounds and interpret each text
according to the historical and cultural contexts of the
time. So, according to them, it is possible to interpret
and understand the text truly by leaving aside the
mental assumptions of the interpreter.

Unlike Husserl, Nietzsche believed that people
cannot free themselves from their mental backgrounds
when interpreting texts. Understanding and awareness
are necessarily formed through the mental
backgrounds and personal biases of the interpreter's
mind. Therefore, there is no pure and objective
understanding and knowledge, and every
understanding and knowledge is the result of people's
personal inference based on their mental backgrounds
and personal biases.

Although Heidegger was Husserl's student and
follower, he did not accept his theory of understanding
and pure knowledge, and instead, based on
Nietzsche's view on knowledge, claimed that the
interpreter has a mind and an existence (being) that is
completely immersed in worldly life, in such a way that

3up .
ibid.
4ojbjectiver Geist (literally, objective mind).
°F.P.A. Demeterio Ill, Hermeneutics: The Philosophy of Interpretation, p. 3.
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understanding and interpretation always take place
from this point of view. Personal biases and mental
backgrounds of the interpreter are a necessary
condition for the act of understanding and interpreting
texts, without which understanding and interpretation is
impossible. Just like a fishing net, without which the
fisherman will not be able to catch fish. Here, the
fisherman is the commentator. Fishing net is his mental
background and water is considered as text. This is
why when we come across a completely new text, we
are unable to understand and interpret it, but by
studying its basics, the mind gets the necessary
preparation to understand and interpret the text.

Gadamer, Heidegger's student and follower, while
accepting the main principles of his teacher's
hermeneutics, made changes in it. Instead of
Heidegger's notion of mental backgrounds and
personal biases and his hermeneutic process,
Gadamer used the words "horizon" and "Fusion of
horizons" to explain his hermeneutics. According to
Gadamer, the horizon is personal and experiential
worldly life, which is formed by the biases,
presuppositions, experiences, knowledge and emotions
of each person. As a changing and dynamic
phenomenon, the horizon is the foundation of every
interaction, conversation and understanding of
humans. Humans always do, look and understand all
things from the perspective of their personal horizon.
Modifying and changing a horizon requires exposing it
to other horizons. This is what is referred to as " Fusion
of horizons ". This is the reason why people's horizons
change as a result of interaction and communication
with each other. For Gadamer, hermeneutics is
undoubtedly a dialogue. In the interpretation of texts,
the same interaction and dialogue takes place, one
side of which is the interpreter and the other side is the
text. That is, a dialogue is formed between the reader
as interpreter and the text. When the interpreter enters
into a conversation with the text and the horizon of the
text with her own perspective, she reflects her own
horizon and can reach consciousness. In an effort to
understand the meaning of the text, the interpreter can
change his horizon Repeatedly and, at the same time,
push the horizon of the text to another direction, so that
the fusion of the horizons is finally achieved and the
interpreter achieves the meaning of the text.

Habermas, with making some changes, accepted
Gadamer's view that interpretation is dialogic.
However, he questioned the validity of Fusion of
horizons because The result of the conversation may
lose its authenticity and credibility due to reasons such

as people's inner desire to dominate the other party, as
well as unconscious factors such as ideology. In order
to overcome these two diverting factors, Habermas has
proposed to overcome this deviation by replacing the
act of communication with the selfish act based on
personal desires. In addition, Habermas, inspired by
Karl Popper and his threefold division of the world of
each individual, introduced the three elements of truth,
purity of the individual, and proportionality as universal
factors for overcoming possible deviations in
conversations. On this basis, in order to distinguish the
act of communication from the act of selfishness and
based on personal desires in a conversation between
people, each conversation is measured based on these
three criteria and in the absence of any of these three
factors, the act described as selfish or with Ideological
bias.

4. COMMUNICATION AND AUTHORSHIP

Considering the above definition and identifying the
elements in the communication process and examining
the necessary tools for it, i.e., the media, it is now
possible to examine authorship and its criteria from this
point of view. According to the above definition and
recognition of communication elements, now it is
possible to examine authorship and its criteria from this
point of view. Based on this, only activities which have
a fundamental effect in order to create a message and
convey it to the audience, are considered as
authorship. The criteria for verifying authorship credit in
some relevant guidelines for journals, can also be
interpreted on this basis. The criteria proposed by the
International Association of Medical Journal Editors
(ICMJE) can be analyzed from the perspective of
message and communication. The following four
factors, which must be realized simultaneously, are the
criteria for stablishing authorship: http://psychology.psy.
sunysb.edu/psychology/graduate/current_students/auth
orship.htm

1. Substantial contributions to the conception or
design of the work; or the acquisition, analysis,
or interpretation of data for the work; AND

2. Drafting the work or revising it critically for
important intellectual content; AND

3. Final approval of the version to be published;
AND
4. Agreement to be accountable for all aspects of

the work in ensuring that questions related to the
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accuracy or integrity of any part of the work are
appropriately investigated and resolved [21].

The emphasis of this association on the simultaneity
of these elements shows that authorship is confirmed
when contributor has an important and Substantial
contribution in the production of the content that is to
be interpreted. For this reason, if a person only
participates in the preparation of the research idea or
its plan or even data analysis, she is not considered the
author. The message contained in work It is a "whole"
that is independent of the "parts" of the text. Therefore,
participation in the preparation of some parts of the
research, while lacking an substantial participation in
producing the content and the final message of the
text, cannot qualify a person as an author.

5. LITERATURE REVIEW

Although some researches have been done on the
topic, none of them has specifically discussed the
negative effect of fake authorship on the interpretation
and understanding of the audience. The general
researches on the subject has been limited to the
ethical issues it or the negative practical effects on the
rights of the original author have been investigated
[22]. Infringement of employment rights, reducing the
credibility of the main authors, especially in the case of
articles extracted from doctoral theses and resulting
from the cooperation of students and supervisors, etc.,
and some have also mentioned it as a form of
academic corruption [23]. However, in none of the
published works, understanding, interpretation and
deviation in the perception of the audience have not
been considered. In this research, an attempt has been
made to prove that, in addition to the disadvantages of
unreal authorship that have been mentioned in
numerous works, this sinister phenomenon can have a
negative effect on the understanding and interpretation
of the audience and ultimately, the stablishing efficient
communication.

6. PHILOSOPHICAL THEORIES OF AUTHORSHIP

The main philosophical theories about authorship
have been proposed in three formats: John Locke's
labore theory, Hegel's personality theory and Kant's
communication theory. It is worth mentioning that these
theories are mainly expressed with the aim of justifying
the ownership of intellectual work, but scholars have
also used them to explain authorship. However, unlike
the two theories of labore and personality, Kant's
communication theory to be more inclined towards
authorship than ownership.

6.1. Labour Theory

The labour theory in justifying intellectual property is
presented based on John Locke's view in explaining
property in general. Locke uses propositions of natural
rights to justify ownership. Locke's ownership theory is
based on several premises:

1. God has given the world to mankind jointly.

2. Every person owns himself.

3. Everyone's work belongs to him.

4, When a person combines his work with

something in common, he has made it his
property [24].

Although some consider labour theory to be
insufficient in justifying intellectual property rights,
some others, have tried to justify intellectual property
rights on that basis. In general, four theories have been
adapted from Lockean approach; 1- The labour-desert
theory based on which the rights of authors are derived
from the fruits of their labour. 2- Creationist account
according to which the person who creates something,
owns it because the value of that thing is measured
solely based on the mental labour of that person. 3-
The intellectualist account based on the intellectual and
personality aspect of John Locke's labour theory,
implies that the work in this theory, means intellectual
work that is mixed with commonalities and finally
causes its result, to be assigned to the author. 4- The
opposite approach to ownership presented by Shifrin.
In this view, Shifrin, unlike other approaches, does not
consider private property to be justified based on John
Locke's labour theory. According to Shifrin, Locke's
labour theory can justify the material and physical
aspect of ownership, while intellectual property, due to
its inexhaustible and indestructible nature, has the
ability to be used by random people even at the same
time [25]. The very nature of intellectual property
prevents the use of the language of ownership to justify
their ownership.

Each of these approaches, based on John Locke's
work theory, may justify a part of the rights arising from
creativity, but each of them faces criticisms; For
example, some have criticized the Ilabour-desert
approach and said that many of the benefits that come
to authors are due to natural talents and gifts, and it
cannot be said that it is due to their merit instead of the
added value they have added to the commons [26].
The creationist approach of labour theory also faces
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the criticism that, unlike physical labour, which is not
based on the past labours, intellectual labour is
generally based on the past knowledge [27]. the
intellectualist account of the labour theory, seems
confusing because the topics are directed towards the
theory of personalitya. However, according to some
scholars, this is the advantage of this theory and can
be used in line with the theory of multiple basis of
intellectual property rights7.

6.2. Personality Theory

Another philosophical theory about the justification
of authors' rights is the personality theory, which is
attributed to Kant and Hegel, but it is mostly reflected in
Hegel's thoughts and according to Justin Hughes, it is
the most important alternative to labour theory [28].
Based on this theory, the granting of exclusive rights to
the author is due to the appearance of the individual's
personality in the work, especially works of art. This
theory, by emphasizing the author and her rights, forms
a stronger support for them. Hegel has a personality-
oriented view of intellectual property rights. According
to his thoughts, authorship is a completely personal
and internal, and accordingly, he considers intellectual
rights non-transferable, because the transfer of
intellectual rights means the transfer of the personality
of the author to another. In parts of his famous book,
"Philosophy of Right", Hegel considers intellectual
creations or the fundamental characteristics of their
constituents to include the author's individual
personality and for this he believes that the general
essence of a person's conciseness is incommunicable
[29]. Hegel considers the right to use an intellectual
thing to be transferable to others, but he assumes that
intellectual rights, including the right to authorship and
attribution, are non-transferable. The inability to
transfer intellectual rights to others is not because of
the internal aspect of the author's personality, but
because the objectified work must be controlled by the
authors. The author’s right to control the way others
use the work would be linked to her personality and
therefore cannot be transferred. Intellectual rights have
an internal aspect that is objectified in an external form
and emerges. Based on this, the rights of the authors
are granted to them in order to protect the personality
and recognize the right of the individual to control
herself and her autonomy [30]. According to Hegel,
literary-artistic work is the emergence of individual

®ibid.
"ibid.

personality in it. This approach is more compatible with
the legal foundations of civil law systems and is less
applicable in copyright systems. Although apparently,
Hegel's view has a completely individual aspect and is
based on the authors’ individual rights, But a closer
look at his other views, shows that the social aspects of
authorship has not been ignored from Hegel's point of
view. Hegel by suggesting that the purpose of
intellectual creations is to be interpreted, inferenced
and understanded by others, emphasizes the social
aspect of authorship [31].

6.3. Communication Theory

In justifying the basics of authorship, some scholars
emphasized on communicative role of it. According to
Kant, the publisher has the right to publish a work if he
has been given permission to do so by the author. The
work contains a message that the author gives to the
society. The publisher is the mediator of
communicating this message to the society [32]. Some
scholars have also considered authorship in copyright
as a way of addressing [33]. This is why some have
said that copyright infringement only occurs when the
work has been communicated to the publics. The
author reveals a part of her personality to public
through a conversation with it. Kant says in his work
"On the wrongfulness of unauthorized publication of
books" that a book contains a discourse that a person
communicates to the public. In a book, the author talks
to her readers. It can even be said that based on Kant's
argument, a book is a tool for exchanging thoughts.
Although Kant used this approach to protect the rights
of authors and publishers, this shows that the author’s
goal in creating a work is to establish a relationship
with her audience.

Albeit, Kantian reading on communication, is
different from the discourses that attribute a
communicative role to copyright, because in Kantian
view, emphasis on the communication is with the aim
of identifying the personal right of the authorship and
the illegitimacy of publishing her work without
permission, but in the new communication
interpretation of copyright, the copyright system is
viewed as a tool that aims to facilitate communication
between members of society [34] for this, Waldron
believes that authorship is more like a public good than
a personal right for the author [35].

8bid, p. 223.
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This approach is liberal and positivist and considers
authorship as a political and social tool [36]. Contrary to
the perspective of personality theory which basically
has a moralistic approach to authorship, based on
positivist theories, romantic concepts such as author,
originality and work are contrary to the social mission of
copyright in creating social communication [37].

However, both readings are based on the
transmission of the message and the communication
between the author and the audience. It even appears
that classical views on authorship which seems to be
more focused on the rights of authors than the
communication, can be interpreted on this basis.
Waldron Raises ways in which social defense of
intellectual property Takes the individualist form and
notes that “social policy, judicial and scholarly rhetoric
on the topic retains many of the characteristics of
natural rights talk” [38].

Therefore, the theoretical foundations of authorship,
i.e., the labour, personality and communication theoryj,
each by emphasizing an aspect of authorship, have
tried to justify the rights of authors. According to the
labour theory, mixing the authors’ labour with the
commons, considered the reason for granting rights to
the authors. In Hegelian view, the intellectual work
represents personality of its author, and her personality
appears in the work and this is the reason for granting
rights to her. According communication argument,
since the author's goal in creating a work is to stablish
a relationship with the audience, her rights must be
preserved, including the attribution right and publishing
the work in her name. Despite the differences that may
be seen in these theories, it seems that all of them
agree, except labour theory, that granting rights to
authors can be justified based on communication and
social foundations, at least implicitly and perhaps Even
unintentionally.

7. DISCUSSION AND ANALYSIS

Considering an intellectual work as the author's
message to the society has special effects; The author
an intellectual work seeks to establish a relationship
with his audience. Communication in social sciences
and social psychology has special concepts and
elements, one of the most important of which is the
feedback that the audience gives to the work. This
feedback is the result of interpretation and
understanding of the work. Examining the
hermeneutics of different thinkers from the past to the
present shows that identifying the author of the work

can play an important role in the process of interpreting
and understanding the work; In Schleiermacher and
Dilta's hermeneutics, which is an attempt to reach the
author's ultimate intention based on his intention, the
identification of the author and his correct introduction
are very important for the audience in order to achieve
a correct interpretation and understanding of the work.
Let's suppose that a scientific work, such as a thesis,
dissertation or article, etc., is prepared by a student,
but the student is forced to include the names of
supervisors and advisors in the work due to university
requirements. In this situation, it is obvious that the
message in the work is a result of the student's
thought, culture, history, and mental reflections, and
the guidance professors and advisors have no role in
this field. Adding the names of guidance professors
and advisors or any other person in an unrealistic way
will cause problems and distort the process of
interpretation and understanding of the audience.
Because the audience of the work, in interpreting the
message in the work and understanding it, has to go
back and identify the historical and cultural contexts
governing the time of the creation of the work.
Undoubtedly, one of the most important factors in this
exploration is the examination of other ideas, works
and the foundations of the author's thoughts. The
audience applies the principles of the guidance
professors' and advisors' thoughts in the interpretation
and understanding of the work, while in fact, such
principles do not exist in the student's intellectual work.
Therefore, the audience will either fundamentally not
get a correct understanding of the work or, in the best
possible case, will get an interpretation and
understanding containing errors and distortions,
because in this situation, "false interference of ideas"
occurs. Therefore, the ultimate concept and
understanding of the author's intention that
Schleiermacher and Dilthey and of course
contemporary thinkers in line with them such as Emilio
Betti and Eric Hersh were looking for will not be
realized. In addition, based on the opinions and
thoughts of postmodern philosophers such as
Nietzsche, Heidegger, Gadamer and Habermas, it is
possible to recognize the existence of some deviations
in the interpretation in the assumption of imposing the
name of a author other than the true author of the text
and work. The main essence of the hermeneutic
analyzes of Nietzsche, Heidegger, Gadamer and
Habermas is that the existence of biases, mental
presuppositions and emotions of the interpreter in
interpreting and understanding the text is unavoidable
and even necessary. Therefore, there is no
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understanding beyond the knowledge, ignorance,
personal biases and emotions of the interpreter. There
is no doubt that the presence of an author's name other
than the real author can form a part of the
presuppositions in the interpreter's mind, which, for
example, based on Heidegger's hermeneutics, is
necessary and necessary for the purpose of
interpretation, or based on Gadamer's hermeneutics,
the interpreter talks to the text with this horizon that
The text has a certain non-real author, it is arranged
and due to the error in the formation of presuppositions
or horizons, in the end, the correct interpretation and
understanding of the text will not be obtained.
Habermas's hermeneutics is more explicit in this
context because according to it, the authenticity and
validity of any interpretation depends on three things;
Truth and credibility, purity of the author and
appropriateness and competence. Where an unreal
author is imposed on the text, how will it be possible to
recognize the purity and honesty of the author of the
text? In this case, due to the unreal interference of
thoughts, the interpreter will make a mistake in
recognizing such an element, and as a result, correct
interpretation and understanding of the text will be
avoided. As a result, the act of communication will not
be formed, the message in the text will not be properly
conveyed to the audience, and ultimately the
communication will not be realized as the alleged
mission of copyright.

According to author-centered narratives in text
hermeneutics, in every communication, there must be
at least three elements, otherwise the realization of the
communication is ruled out; Author, text and audience.
Although, decades ago, people like Roland Barthes
and Michel Foucault talked about the "creative death”
and based their hermeneutics on the basis of the text
itself, the mind, and the reception of the audience;
Michel Foucault presented a social image of the author
in his influential article, what is the author? unlike the
romantic and person-centered creation. In this work,
Foucault claimed that the literary author in this sense
was formed during the 20th century and was derived
from the ownership of the text as one of the
characteristics of the relationship between the text and
the author [39]. He depicted a culture for the society in
which discourse is formed without the need for the
existence of an author. A world where the identity of
the person speaking is irrelevant [40].

Roland Barthes went even further and talked about
the death of the author [41]. According to Barthes, the
text, as soon as it is published, is out of the control of

its author and after that, it no longer has subjectivity.
According to him and others like Jacques Derrida,
every text is a product of other texts and can be
understood only in the light of those texts [42]. The
person-centered creative approach should give way to
the approach based on communication between texts
[43].

However, it seems that the interpretation and
hermeneutics of texts through the lens of the method
that considers the life of the author at the time of
interpretation is preferred over postmodern opinions in
this field; Generally, people try to find the author's
intention  during interpretation. This is done
unconsciously by the audience. Also, it seems that
distancing from the method of finding the author's
intention of the text, as is popular among postmoderns,
is passive rather than relying on solid and persuasive
positive analysis, and is based on the claim of the
impossibility of achieving the author's true intention. Is.
Husserl's phenomenology and his objectivism for text
hermeneutics can be interpreted on the same basis. In
this regard, the text and words are living beings that,
according to Gadamer's interpretation, the concept of
truth emerges after the interpreter's conversation with it
(the text). As much as such statements may seem
meaningful to philosophers, they do not meet with
success in the minds of common people. According to
philosophers, intention is the author's personal state of
mind. This state of mind cannot be communicated to
others through communication, and for this reason, in
the interpretation of the text, the words themselves are
objectified. Moreover, postmodern hermeneutics
seems to be a paradox because interpretation is, in any
case, a secondary and dependent thing. depending on
the text and the work that someone else has created
before. Even if the role of the author, in accordance
with the thoughts of people like Gadamer, is reduced to
the collection and accumulation of words that have
been given meaning by the passage of time, the effect
of collecting words in the form of a specific structure
and composition by the author, which can contain a
specific meaning, cannot be overstated. denied
Hermeneutics means the science of interpretation
methodology, while according to postmodern theories
in this field, hermeneutics means the method of
authorship. These theories are not only the factor of
removing creativity and the author from literary and
artistic works, but they also strike the root of the
methodology of interpretation and in a way, they are
the factor of its removal, while the claim is that
hermeneutics means  the methodology  and
interpretation of interpretation.



Analysis of Fake Authorship from the Perspective of Communication

Frontiers in Law, 2023, Volume 2 9

Regardless of the criticisms that have been made to
some post-modern works, which are led by the famous
works of Alan Sokal and Jean Bricmon [44], modern
hermeneutic theorists also return to the ideas of
classical  hermeneutics and the ideas of
Schleiermacher and Dilthey, from the opinions of
theorists such as Gadamer and Heidegger. have
passed; Emilio Betti and Eric Hersh have tried to revive
the author-oriented ideas of Schleiermacher and Diltay
in hermeneutics, and achieve a coherent formula and
structure for formulating these ideas. According to Eric
Hersh, the interpretation of each text involves two
different inferences and understandings; First, the
understanding that comes from the meaning of the
words, and the second is the evidence and
documentation about the meaning of the words. The
literal meaning of each word is constant throughout
different ages, but the evidence and documentation of
each meaning is different according to the
requirements of each age. Hersh believes that although
it is not always possible to achieve the author's
intention, but by trying to achieve a method to remove
and eliminate false perceptions, an inference can be
reached that is more accurate and correct and closer to
the author's purpose in comparison with other
perceptions [45].

The personal experience of the audience of the
present text is also a proof of this claim that the general
public tries to achieve the author's intention in the
interpretation of the text. Just like this moment when
the readers of this article are trying to find out the
author's intention from these lines and words.

8. CONCLUSIONS AND SUGGESTIONS

The articles extracted from student theses and
theses contain messages and information that are
presented to the scientific community by the student
through media called articles and magazines.
According to the educational and research regulations
of the university, the student is obliged to prepare and
compile a thesis and dissertation under the general
supervision of the supervisors and advisors and defend
it. In this regard, the student uses his initiative and
creativity to create an original work. As a result, he
expresses at least a part of his personality in his work.
This, facilitates interpretation because, even based on
non-authorial readings of hermeneutic, such as the
hermeneutic of Heidegger, Gadamer and Husserl, the
author's character can be effective in the correct
interpretation of the text. Every communication has
elements, the most important of which are: sender,

message and receiver. The "sender of the message"
(student) transmits her "message", which is a text
containing scientific content, to the receivers (generally
the scientific community) through the media of the
article. So far, the communication has not been
established because the mere transmission of the
message without encountering its interpretation by the
receiver does not achieve the communication. The
receiver interprets and understands by relying on
various factors, especially the emerging character of
the author in the work. The presence of a non-real
author (for example, a guest author) in the work
belonging to the student introduces a false character to
the text. The audience begins to interpret by assuming
that this character is real, and since this assumption is
invalid, the interpretation of the audience is also
challenged and may be fundamentally invalid.
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