2013 6 Jun. 2013
2 Journal of School of Chinese Language and Culture Nanjing Normal University No.2
1% 2
2
® K
( 211171)
80 [ (13 2»”
80 o
11209 : 1008 —9853(2013) 02 —073 —04
1988 7 ( » 4 “ " o N
1
Al Al o <<
>> N << >> N << >> N << >> “ 7 °
[3 ‘120 ”» » R
“ ” 2
“« ”»
143 ”» ”»
. ( » “
» 4 (Pl) «
”» 80 €«
” “« 9 &80 2 @ ¢ )
90 ”» ”»
43 ”» 80 (43 ” “«
[ 80
"o ( “ 7 » . N
13 »
12012 -12 -10
: 1974
12012 “ J— "( :20128JD750019) .

73



1988
Do

74

113 »

PN (SR

“« ” [13

? 1980

o L) . { » :
BAAEFATEFLRETHMHUART , BRAEF LR T 3 4
“RAT T meE R, m LA B ERERRIE EREN—
CALEE T, BRI A NEE R LR @, B TRXELZH,EEE
LARR. TRAEMPWRIFRITRE
WIEAEZ R, iE 1%

— gt E. MmMERRTIA
AL R I BT

BT e T RMFAER A
kB PR RAFARIE, AR ﬁb)i/l#&itﬁ’i&/ , TR BALAT B Gt
R A X Af 208 LT Bk E AR Stk it fs . [5)(P52)

» 6 (PI)

5

» 7 (P159)

A o
o A A S

“ ”
o

54\i\#iﬁ%j—iX%fﬁif@@J%i%?ﬁiﬁéﬁ fBfHRER—ANAAERAELEEZLE
BT RGBT ENEFR A A F RESAMAORREFRALIRTRAA Y T
8 B A LA KR AR T WSIER ,ifil‘:\fé‘;ﬁckTTz%f&L,ﬁﬁ oA 0GR R PR AR
RAEFMT R BX—5 TXRRBRG, CHRLH TERITIFHEARER, F2 L, 4

AR B AR A SR . B E EEFLAN L ww%.ﬁim% JE AR By S 4 AR
ARG BT T, Rl — A E A U Bk B B ek a1

N

)



13

43

o o 80
” o { » ( Austin Warren) :

“AR2ARANE FrBIR RE AW FT AN KFE M 0 A Sl R — AR H R
RA—ANFk. FEF Rt WEEH, RTAELERILZ—FKRAK,BEFTIL SA? &K
FAAE 2 U/ % 5 47 "7 7. 1. A. Richards, T. S. Eliot, AllenTate, R. P. Blackmur, YvorWinters
Kenneth Burke, 3% 9% )7 J. C. Ransom, 3 & 4% ] & Cleanth Brooks, Fin E & . X —fkAE—48
Flegsbsy i 2 LR L FERZANA T EITE—F. WML ETREAEGBIHLT .
b 7 W3 k4 A= Winters ARZARPT 069 Bt Ik A2 T Xk AF B 4230 T VAL AR 5L 4 Mat-—
thew Arold, 73 Winters 4% Irving Babbitt 8942 & , 2 #2 id 535 1. A. Richards, & # & F718 ¥
IR IR F AL BT H IR, K WA Brooks %, K AT 3K 2Oy @ AR PR B AT 69 AT 206 (AT
428 , F L T 428 Ransom 6942 )% , 5 PR & 4 827

iAo — KA —F LN “FFaapiR”, F £ AR AKRZ A £k — T Ransom 5 6 R
A @rdtiE )( New Criticism) . {o e F5 P B IF R A B EM, IS H —F2 0, m BA A LA
PR AT RE E, B A BRI TR, W BT — 8 W BT AR, RE AT
WO REK S, REELH LA RARBH "

43 » (43 ”
o

113 »

[ ”» “« ” o << >>

113 »

“ 7 1988 — 1989 ( bi “
. << >> « ”»
90

80 “ »

[ ”

75



113 ”» 13 »

13 » “ ”» “ ” 113 ”» . “

113 ” “ ”

[ ”» @ ”» [ ”»

113 ”»

13 ”»

1
1z
1
[4]@1 a»‘a%@ vl’liﬁém&xﬁﬁ FEE (M. ] b7 467 K 32 ok ,2005.
T3 - BT - shin . I%%ﬂ:ﬂ-ﬂ?i"i[M] M BaEE. G § M LT H R, 1992,
(6136 « i » FwkdF. Lukdd LF L M ].;rmﬂ;-;i.rivé',:ﬁm+li*ztwmi,1994.
(T1E L. 3 5 BE LK TGS Lﬂ..-—l—ﬂ%éafi’iéﬁﬁii’e[M].J:ié:%7‘?&)%&‘1’&:,1997.
12ex EE£+x% [M]. L5 L5408 $ 4k, 2000.
I3 ‘1’.4\:1)‘(&(&‘1%%" [M] 7&% }‘&)T‘ﬁ«&k% 2004.
0 SR8 [M]. 4 7 d K 5 & B4t ,2005.
TR B B

[10] 54t AL F 0%

A Review on the Trend of “Re - writing the Literary History”
Xu Min

Abstract: The study of “re — writing literary history” by scholars has been carried out in the following two
directions: 1. discuss and locate it in the level of history of academic discipline; 2. Observe it in the historical
context of the 1980s “ideology emancipation” and “enlightenment” , and reference the modernization of liter—
ary narration and the construction of modernization ideology in 1980s. These observations neglected the com—
plexity of individual cases. The study of “re — writing literary history” should take the “concepts” which have
deep influence on current literary history writing as unite, research a series of cases of literature academic
trend in the New Period, explore the relevant or contrasting relations among individual texts. On this basis,
the criteria for criticism, theoretic orientations and value cares should be evaluated.
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