5 122 No.5 Vol. 122
2013 9 JOURNAL OF ZHEJIANG GONGSHANG UNIVERSITY Sep. 2013

R+ - hEBREL

( 79085)
:1106. 4 TA : 1009 4505( 2013) 05-6004 -06
o 20 80 “ 7
( langue) N “ ” ( parole)
o “ ” ( counter-model)

« ”»

:2013-07-20
: (2011M501216) ;
“ 7 (11ZJQNO51YB)



[43

( indeterminacy) ”( deferment) o

. — ( )

@ @ ® “ ”( new philology) @
® . “ ”
( rehumanization) o
© @
® o
© ©,
20 90 —

OBremond Claude ed. Thematics: New Approaches. Albany: State U of New York P 1995; Trommler Frank ed.
Thematics Reconsidered: Essays in Honor of Horst S. Daemmrich. Amsterdam: Rodopi 1995.

@Davis Todd F. ed. Mapping the Ethical Turn: A Reader in Ethics Culture and Literary Theory. Charlottesville:
UP of Virginia 2001; Lubkoll Christine ed. “Ethical Turn”? Geisteswissenschaften in neuer Verantwortung. Munich: Fink
2009; Booth  Wayne C. The Company We Keep: An Ethics of Fiction. Berkeley: U of California P 1988; Gibson Andrew.
Postmodernity Ethics and the Novel. London: Routledge 1999; Hadfield Andrew Dominic Rainsford and Tim Woods
eds. The Ethics in Literature. London: Macmillan 1999; Miller J. Hillis. The Ethics of Reading. New York: Columbia UP
1987; Miller J. Hillis. “Is There an Ethics of Reading?” Reading Narrative: Form FEthics Ideology. Ed. James Phelan.
Columbus: Ohio State UP  1989; Newton Adam Zachary. Narrative Ethics. Cambridge: Harvard UP 1995, Siebers Tobin.
The Ethics of Criticism. Ithaca: Cornell UP 1988.

®Attridge Derek. The Singularity of Literature. London: Routledge 2004; Carroll No?l. Beyond Aesthetics: Philo—
sophical Essays. Cambridge: Cambridge UP 2001; Davies David. Aesthetics and Literature. New York: Continuum 2007;
Elliott Emory ed. Aesthetics in a Multicultural Age. Oxford: Oxford UP 2002; Loesberg Jonathan. A Return to Aesthet—
ics: Autonomy Indifference and Postmodernism. Stanford: Stanford UP 2005.

@Gle?gen Martin-Dietrich and Franz Lebsanft eds. Alte und neue Philologie. Tiibingen: Niemeyer 1997.

®Kreiswirth Martin. “Tell Me a Story: The Narrativist Turn in the Human Sciences. ” Constructive Criticism: The Hu—
man Sciences in the Age of Theory. Ed. Kreiswirth and Thomas Carmichael. Toronto: U of Toronto P 1995; Nash Christo—
pher ed. Narrative in Culture: The Uses of Storytelling in the Sciences Philosophy and Literature. London: Routledge
1990.

®Hopper Paul J. and Elizabeth Closs Traugott. Grammaticalization. 2nd ed. Cambridge: Cambridge UP 2003.

@DJucker Andreas H. ed. Historical Pragmatics: Pragmatic Developments in the History of English. Amsterdam: Ben—
jamins 1995.

®Nevalainen Terttu. An Introduction to Early Modern English. Edinburgh: Edinburgh UP 2006; Tieken-Boon van Os—
tade Ingrid. An Introduction to Late Modern English. Edinburgh: Edinburgh UP 2009.

OMair Christian Geoffrey Leech Marianne Hundt and Nicholas Smith. Change in Contemporary English: A Grammat—
ical Study. Cambridge: Cambridge UP 2009.

@Kortmann Bernd Tanja Herrmann Lukas Pietsch and Susanne Wagner. A Comparative Grammar of British English
Dialects: Agreement Gender Relative Clauses. Berlin: Mouton 2005; Kortmann Bernd and Clive Upton eds. The
British Isles. Berlin: Mouton 2008.



6 2013

« ”»

( local concerns) o

”( Feyerabendian)
Al o (

. ( Mark Turner) @
. ( Gilles Fauconnier) o
{ )( Reading Minds)  { )( Literary Minds) { )( The

Way We Think) ,

( blending) o

o" 1670 ( ) (

. ( Jonathan Culler) ” ( naturaliza—

tion) > P71 . ( Menakhem Perry) — “ ”( primacy effect)

(DFauconnier Gilles and Mark Turner. “A Mechanism of Creativity. ” Poetics Today 20.3 (1999) : 397-418; Turner
Mark. “The Cognitive Study of Art Language and Literature. ” Poetics Today 23.1 (2002) : 9-20; Turner Mark. The Lit—
erary Mind. Oxford: Oxford UP 1996; Turner Mark. “The Mind Is an Autocatalytic Vortex. ” Turner Mark. The Literary
Mind. Ed. Jiirgen Schl?ger and Gesa Stedman. Tiibingen: Narr 2008. 13-43; Turner Mark. Reading Minds: The Study of
English in the Age of Cognitive Science. Princeton: Princeton UP  1991; Turner Mark. “The Way We Imagine. ” Imaginative
Minds. Ed. Ilona Roth. London: Oxford UP; British Acad. 2007. 213-36.



25 o
O) [ »

( graft) . ( Emest Gombrich) — ”

“«

( supplement)

@® «

( figure—ground) " ( markedness)

”( theme-theme) @ JF. K. 1955
o “ " ( narrative situations) @,
@ “«
2 @
( master trope) o . ( Joanna Gavins)
2T, “ ”( emotive turn)
®

@ ® .

( Ger—

(DAndrews Edna. Markedness Theory: The Union of Asymmetry and Semiosis in Language. Durham: Duke UP 1990.

@Dane? Frantisek. “Functional Sentence Perspective and the Organization of the Text. ” Papers on Functional Sentence
Perspective. Ed. Dane? Prague: Academia 1974.106-28.

@Stanzel Franz K. Narrative Situations in the Novel: Tom Jones Moby-Dick The Ambassadors Ulysses. Trans. J. P.
Pusack. Bloomington: Indiana UP 1971. Print. Trans. of Die typischen Erz?hlsituationen im Roman: Dargestellt an Tom
Jones Moby-Dick The Ambassadors Ulysses u. a. Vienna: Braumiiller 1955; Stanzel Franz K. A Theory of Narrative.
Trans. Charlotte Goedsche. Pref. Paul Hernadi. Cambridge: Cambridge UP 1984.

@Fludernik Monika. Towards a “Natural” Narratology. London: Routledge 1996; Jahn Manfred. “Frames Prefer—
ences and the Reading of ThirdPerson Narratives: Towards a Cognitive Narratology. ” Poetics Today 18.4( 1997) : 441-68.

®FEder Jens. “Narratology and Cognitive Reception Theories. ” What Is Narratology? Questions and Answers regarding
the Status of a Theory. Ed. Tom Kindt and Hans-Harald Miiller. Berlin: de Gruyter 2003.277-301; Sternberg Meir. “Uni—
versals of Narrative and Their Cognitivist Fortunes. ” Poetics Today 24.2-3 (2003) : 297-395 517-638; Zerweck Bruno.
“Der cognitive turn in der Erzihltheorie. Kognitive und natiirliche ‘Narratologie. ” Neue Ansiitze in der Erzihltheorie. Ed.
Ansgar Niinning and Vera Niinning. Trier: Wissenschaftlicher Verlag Trier 2002.219-42.

©®Benedict Barbara M. Framing Feeling: Sentiment and Style in English Prose Fiction 1745— 1800. New York: AMS
1994; Roberts Nancy. Schools of Sympathy: Gender and Identification through the Novel. Montreal: McGill-Queens UP
1998; Kovecses Zoltan. Metaphor and Emotion: Language Culture and Body in Human Feeling. Cambridge: Cambridge
UP 2000; Terada Rei. Feeling in Theory: Emotion after the “Death of the Subject. ” Cambridge: Harvard UP 2001; Hogan
Patrick Colm. The Mind and lis Stories: Narrative Universals and Human Emotion. Cambridge: Cambridge UP 2003; Keen
Suzanne. Empathy and the Novel. New York: Oxford UP 2007.

(DDennett  Daniel Clement. Consciousness Explained. Boston: Little 1991; Damasio Antonio R. The Feeling of What
Happens: Body and Emotion in the Making of Consciousness. San Diego: Harcourt 1999; Robinson Jenefer. Deeper Than
Reason: Emotion and Its Role in Literature Music and Art. Oxford: Clarendon 2007.

®Bortolussi Marisa and Peter Dixon. Psychonarratology: Foundations for the Empirical Study of Literary Response.
Cambridge: Cambridge UP 2003; Schmidt Siegfried J. Foundations for the Empirical Study of Literature. Trans. Robert de
Beaugrande. Hamburg: Buske 1982; Tsur Reuven. Toward a Theory of Cognitive Poetics. 1992. 2nd ed. Brighton: Sussex
Acad. 2008.



ard Steen) . ( Chanita Goodblatt) , .

o ~

“ ” ( application-oriented) (

) @,

(DSteen Gerard. Finding Metaphor in Grammar and Usage: A Methodological Analysis of Theory and Research. Amster—
dam: Benjamins 2009; Steen Gerard. “Metaphor and Language and Literature: A Cognitive Perspective. ” Language and
Literature 9.3 (2000) : 261-77; Steen Gerard. ed. Metaphor Identification. Spec. issue of Language and Literature 11. 1
(2002) :5-90; Steen Gerard. Understanding Metaphor in Literature: An Empirical Approach. London: Longman 1994.

) Coulson Seana and Todd Oakley eds. Conceptual Blending. Spec. issue of
Cognitive Linguistics 11.3-4 (2001) : 175-358; Coulson Seana and Todd Oakley eds. Conceptual Blending Theory. Spec.
issue of Journal of Pragmatics 37.10( 2005) : 1507-742; Richardson Alan and Francis F. Steen eds. Literature and the
Cognitive Revolution. Spec. issue of Poetics Today 23. 1( 2002) : 1-182; Semino Elena and Jonathan Culpeper eds. Cogni-
tive Stylistics. Amsterdam: Benjamins 2002; Stockwell Peter. Cognitive Poetics: An Introduction. London: Routledge
2002; Gavins Joanna and Gerard Steen eds. Cognitive Poetics in Practice. London: Routledge 2003; Herman David
ed. Narrative Theory and the Cognitive Sciences. Stanford: Center for the Study of Lang. and Information 2003; Hogan Pat—
rick Colm. Cognitive Science Literature and the Arts: A Guide for Humanists. New York: Routledge 2003; Zunshine Li-
sa. Strange Concepts and the Stories They Make Possible: Cognition Culture Narrative. Baltimore: Johns Hopkins UP
2008; Zunshine Lisa. Why We Read Fiction: Theory of Mind and the Novel. Columbus: Ohio State UP 2006. Tsur Reu-
ven. Toward a Theory of Cognitive Poetics. 1992. 2nd ed. Brighton: Sussex Acad. 2008.

Gibbs Raymond W. Jr. “Evaluating Contemporary Models of Figurative Language Understanding. ” Metaphor and
Symbol 16.3-4 (2001) :317-33; Adler Hans and Sabine Gross. “Adjusting the Frame: Comments on Cognitivism and Lit—
erature. ” Poetics Today 23. 3(2002) : 195-220; Sternberg Meir. “Universals of Narrative and Their Cognitivist Fortunes. ”
Poetics Today 24.2-3(2003) :297-395 517-638.



21 o

15—20 o

1 FAUCONNIER GILLES MARK TURNER. The way we think: conceptual blending and the minds hidden complexities
M . New York: Basic 2002.
2 CULLER JONATHAN. Structuralist poetics: structuralism linguistics and the study of literature M . London: Rout—
ledge 1975.
3 GAVINS JOANNA. The year’s work in stylistics 2008 J . Language and Literature 2009 18(4) .

Narratology in the Twenty-First Century: The Cognitive Approach to Narrative

Monika Fludernik
( Department of English Literature and Culture University of Freiburg Freiburg 76085 Germany)

Abstract: The first decade of the twentyfirst century witnessed the rapid development of narratology. This paper makes a
diachronic overview of the cognitive approaches to literature and narrative in particular. To a larger extent cognitive narratolo—
gy is an immediate result from the marriage between cognitive science and narrative studies. This paper argues that the future of
cognitive narratology lies in integrating the diverse cognitive approaches and testing them empirically. Thought it might risk
quickening the crisis of narrative studies in specific or even literary studies in general it will see the birth of a new paradigm.
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