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A STUDY OF THE KU-WEN OF THE T'UNG-CH’ENG SCHOOL

In the history of Chinese Literature, no other school exerted
greater influence upon the contemporary writers than the T ung-
ch’eng School (F#K) which formed the main current in the stream
of Chinese literature throughout the Ch’ing period (1644-1911). This
thesis attempts to make a through study of this school by tracing its
origin, analyzing its literary theories, examining its development and
evaluating its place in the history of Chinese literature.

The Ku-wen (f#7%Z) of the T’ung-ch’eng School was largely
derived from the Eight Masters of the T"ang and Sung Dynasties (B
R UAkF) and Kuei Yu-kuang (FaE>E) (1506-1571), yet it had a
style of its own. It was characterized in ya-chich (HE/Z), serving as
an example of literary works of accuracy and laconism opposed to
those which were marked with artificiality and frivolity in the late
Ming and early Ch’ing period.

Most scholars believe that the founders of the T’ ung-ch’eng
School were Fang Pao (/77%) (1668-1747), Lau Dai-kwai (I AHE)
(1698-1780) Yao Nai (k) (1730-1814). But according to my own
investigation, Da Ming-si (## 1) (1653-1713), who was olden
than Fang Pao fifteen years, was, in fact, the forerunner. He was not
only an excellent Ku-wen writer, but also a critic whose literary
theories were largely adopted by Fang Pao, Lau Dai-kwai and Yao
Nai. The literary theories of the T ung-ch’eng School are well worth
a study. Above all, “recitation” (EfFf) and ‘removal of archaism’ (%



=) are two tenets which were closely observed by members of the
School. Besides, they also emphasized the proper behavior and moral
integrity of a writer.

Writers and publications of the T’ung-ch-eng School were
legion and copius. A biographical account of the mose prominent
writers and a critical review of the best known literary works of this
School were presented in this thesis.

Some modern scholars denounced the literary theories of the
T ung-ch’eng School on account that they followed too closely to the
teachings of the Confucianism, yet none seems to disagree that the
simple, terse and expressive compositions of this School was a
herald of the later movement for modern Chinese language and
literature. A critique and evaluation of the literary works of this
School as a whole forms the conclusion of this thesis.

Critics on the early masters of the T’ung-ch’eng School seem to
have focused on the studies of Fang Pao and Yao Nai, but neglected
another master Lau Dai-kwai. In fact, Lau was a distinguished writer
realm of Ku-wen. In particular, his compositions on travel was
ranked among the best in the Ch’ing Dynasty, or even above that of
Fang Pao and Yao Nai. Therefore, a detailed study of Lau’s literary
works in this respect is included in the Appendix.

A selected Bibliography is also attached at the end of the thesis.
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