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“Efficiently Ordered and Explicitly Articulated”:
On Michel Foucault’ s Theory of the Naissance of the Human Sciences
ZHANG Jin

For Michel Foucault the naissance of the “human sciences” is the result and representation of the
modern episteme in the 19th century. Based on the development of the sciences of man the three doub—
les the empirical and the transcendental the “cogito” and the unthought the retreat and return of the
origin become the models of the human sciences. Therefore the function of the human sciences is to
question the conditions and reasons of biology economics and philology so that the human sciences such
as psychology sociology literature and mythology have to borrow methodology from mathematics philos—

ophy and empirical sciences ( biology economics and philology) .

Imitation as Ethical Action: Ethical Criticism in R. S. Crane’s Study of Poetics
LIANG Xinyi

R. S. Crane’ s most controversial career is his study and revival of Aristotle’ s poetics. When for—
malist literary criticism led the trend Crane focused on the classic issues such as “genre” and “imita—
tion” and reconsidered modern literary criticism in the way of returning to poetics. In Crane’s view the
text is a concrete and complete object and the form is the dynamic construction principle that organizes
all elements in the text as a whole. This construction activity is also the “imitation” action of the creator
based on his own Natural. As an ethical action “imitation” is closely related to the understanding and

shaping of creators and critics’ selves.

De-romanticization of Homer: Goethe Nietzsche and the Homeric Question
YE Ran

Since the emergence of the Homeric Question Homer’ s identity has become problematic but seri—
ous critics usually have not denied the Homeric artistic unity. In the postJnlightenment era from the
19th century to the present many critics think that the Homeric artistic unity originates from the Volks—
geist which is the romanticization of Homer. However it is noteworthy that during the German chaos of
the early and middle 19th century Goethe and Nietzsche consecutively advocated the de-romanticization
of Homer and thus thought that the Homeric artistic unity originated not from the Volksgeist but from

“Homer’ s personality” namely the “seriousness” of Odysseus. In the final analysis the romanticized
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