Some Views on Fantasy

richest source of human creativity

George MacDonald  "The Imagination, Its Functions and Its Culture." In The Imagination and Other Essays. (Boston: Lothrop, 1883) p. 27)

It [fantasy] is, pre-eminently, the creative activity from which the answers to all answerable questions come; it is the mother of all possibilities, where, like all psychological opposites, the inner and outer worlds are joined together in living union. Fantasy it was and ever is which fashions the bridge between the irreconcilable claims of subject and object, introversion and extroversion. In fantasy alone both mechanisms are united.

(C.G. Jung, Psychological Types, trans. H.G. Baynes, rev. R.F.C. Hull, The Collected Works of C.G. Jung, Vol. 6 (Princeton, NJ: Princeton UP, 1971), p. 52) 

Now there is a clear sense in which all reading whatever is an escape. It involves a temporary transference of the mind from our actual surroundings to things merely imagined or conceived. This happens when we read history or science no less than when we read fictions. All such escape is from the same thing; immediate, concrete actuality. The important question is what we escape to
(C.S. Lewis, "On Realisms," in  An Experiment in Criticism (Cambridge: Cambridge UP, 1965), p. 68.) 

In a world which is indeed our world, the one we know, a world without devils, sylphides, or vampires, there occurs an event which cannot be explained by the laws of this same familiar world. … The fantastic is that hesitation experienced by a person who knows only the laws of nature, confronting an apparently supernatural phenomenon.

(Tzvetan Todorov, The Fantastic. Trans. Richard Howard (Cleveland: Case Western

Reserve UP, 1973) p. 25).

[T]he fantastic is important because it is wholly dependent on reality for its existence. Admittedly, the fantastic is reality turned precisely 180° around, but this is reality nonetheless, a fantastic narrative reality that speaks the truth of the human heart 

(Eric Rabkin, The Fantastic in Literature. Princeton, NJ: Princeton UP, 1976.

p. 28).

[S]ince by definition [fantasies] do not describe ordinary reality, to assume that there significance is the meaning they give to ordinary reality is to miss the point of their extraordinary characteristics. We do not enjoy fantasies because of their psychological or moral meaning.

(Perry Nodelman ‘Fantasy’ in Only Connect ed. Egoff et al. (OUP 1996) p 167) 

