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Theories and Methods of Literary Anthropology

YE Shuxian
(School of Humanities, Shanghai Jiao Tong University, Shanghai 200040, China)

Abstract; Interdisciplinary research since the 20th century has spawned many new
disciplines which intersect with cultural anthropology. Compared with the flourishing
development of historical anthropology and artistic anthropology in Europe and America,
literary anthropology has only achieved a better development in China. The emergence of
literary anthropology is based on the academic turn of two disciplines: the anthropological turn

‘.

of humanities (or “cultural turn”). And the literary turn of anthropology (or “humanistic
turn”). Under the background of knowledge globalization and local cultural consciousness, the
school of Chinese literary anthropology proposes to end the passive situation without its own
theory and methodology, trying to construct a theoretical system, with cultural as text and its
symbolic encoding principles as the core, with “mythological history” which is inseparable from
literature, history, philosophy, and religion, as the cognitive target, and with quadruple
evidences as the methodology. It is hoped that the particularity of the occurrence Chinese
civilization will be explained in accordance with this theoretical system, and the rules of
cultural coding and re-coding that can be constituted by visible literary texts will be
reconstructed through the overall understanding of the unreal and invisible cultural texts.

Key words: literary anthropology; cultural as text; literary; quadruple evidences;

mythological history



