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Construction of Theory in the Criticism of the
Study of Literature and Arts

Zheng Huisheng

Abstract: Criticism of the study of literature and arts is not the same thing as literary and art criticism nor is it of the same
concept. As a practice, it is a scientific activity in the study of literature and arts as an object for criticism and, as a theory, it
is a scientific research into the critical practice activities in the study of literature and arts. In terms of its nature, it is academic
criticism and, in regard to subjectivity, it is a criticism that involves criticism by the professionals. As for its tasks, it is meant
to explore the characteristics and rules of the study of literature and arts and reveal a variety of issues in its construction in
furthering a healthy development of the study. As criticism of the study of literature and arts is an academic factual judgment and
value judgment, it often is an academic contest, which is why the position of empiricism and logics should be made particularly
prominent. As there is no literature on the theoretical construction of criticism of the study of literature and arts, the discussion
here is only a tentative one.

Keywords: Criticism of the study of literature and arts, academic criticism, objects, nature, contents, methods, literary and

art criticism, the study of literature and arts



