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282 Social Science Front

An Exploration of the Everyday Life in Chengdu in the 19th Century in Zhuzhi Ci
Wang Di  (121)

This paper explores the public everyday life in Chengdu during the 19th century embodied in Zhuzhi Ci
(ancient folk songs with love as their main theme) which different from the other lyric poetry largely re—
cords people” s real life. Because of this feature Zhuzhi Ci is rich in information of everyday life which
however is usually a gap in conventional historical data. Zhuzhi Ci also provides insights into how local elites
viewed ordinary people and popular culture. Historians of Chinese popular culture increasingly use literature as
a primary source of data including scripts of local operas popular novels and proverbs. However scholars
failed to fully recognize the value of Zhuzhi Ci as a source of historical research. In their poems they judged
popular culture and ordinary people sometimes favorably sometimes less so. Such a complex attitude resulted
in their mutual relation with the culture and the people. This paper offers two folds in use of folk poetry as a
primary source: to uncover descriptions of the colorful public life in Chinese cities and to determine the atti—
tudes of elites toward common people. This paper finds that Zhuzhi Ci could be analogized to the “rhythm of
city” which indeed mimicked the rhythms of Chengdu whose text lyrically described the atmosphere feeling

and consciousness of urban daily life.

On Bakhtin’ s Theory of Novel: Context Development and Features
Ling Jianhou  ( 188)

1930s and early 1940s marked M. M. Bakhtin’ s specialization in fiction theory. After his The Dialogic I-
magination in English version in 1981 Four Essays was published. And consequently ~“Bakhtin’ s Theory of
Novel ” prevailed as a special term in theoretical nature influencing the old and more recent schools of novel-
istic studies in the West. Study of novel served as a transition during Bakhtin” s whole academic career link—
ing his early exploration in philosophical aesthetics to his late years’ meditation over philosophical anthropolo—
gy and then to his philological studies ( both literary and linguistic studies) as a philosopher. Such a transition
also made possible Bakhtin’ s theoretical development that began with his tracing the origins of Dostoevsky’ s
dialogical thinking first to Christianity then to the culture of folk laugh continued on to his discovery of anti
—monological thinking as comparable to his early criticism of monological thinking and finally reached his es—
tablishment of the cultural system of the interactive relationship between monologism and anti —monologism
which was not so much concerned with poetics as with philosophy. It is without doubt given the origins of his
studies and their inner development the scale and framework in his academic thought Bakhtin’ s theoretical
heritage goes far beyond the scope of the literary studies as represented by Formalism and the subsequent

Structuralism.



