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Comparative Literature Comparative Poetics

and the Way of the Humanities
Zhang Pei

(Institute of Comparative Literature and Culture Peking University 100871 China)

Abstract: This article beginning with a historical review of the discipline of comparative literature 1is
intended to reorientate the constitution of comparative literature the position of comparative poetics in
comparative literature and the relationship between comparative literature and the humanities. As manifested
by its own history which is self—reflective comparative literature has undergone three stages: 1) translation
and interpretation as comparative literature in itself; 2) self-conscious comparative literature which focuses on
relation studies; and 3) comparative literature for itself or comparative poetics. Comparative poetics makes the
soul of comparative literature through which comparative literature serves as a methodological model for the
humanities represents a new practical philosophy and champions a new humanism.

Key words: comparative literature; comparative poetics; humanities; methodology; humanism
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