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Connor, Walker. 1984, The National Question in Marxist-Leninist Theory and Strategy, Princeton: Princeton
University Press.
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ments have a significant effect on children s support of their parents in three ways: daily activities such
as doing household chores for the parents, continuance of economic support, and other considerations.
Those who live with their parents are most likely to provide support for their parents in all three as-
pects, those who do not live with their parent but who live close to them come next, and those who
live far away from their parents are least likely to do so. Based on the results, the authors discuss the
implications of the current changing living arrangements on family support in China and make sugges-

tions for further research in this field.
(13) On Anthony Smith s Exposition of “Nation” Ma Rong °141°

“Nation” has become a popular word in China in both academic circle and social life since the be-
ginning of the 20" century. However, there has been debate over the understanding and translation of
this Western term among scholars. Anthony D. Smith, a sociologist teaching at the London School of
Economics and Political Sciences, has published many books and articles on the concept of “nation”
and his opinions have been very influential among Western scholars. In his book National Identity
published in 1991, Smith discussed the historical process of this concept and the problems in its appli-
cation. The author introduces Smith s views, and provides insights into this concept. The author
makes further discussion based on his own research experiences and suggests translations for several

key terms for future discussion.
(14) Literary Theory: Towards Communication and Dialogue Qian Zhongwen °152°

In the opinion of the author, two “dislocations” moving in opposite directions occurred in research
on literary theory in China and foreign (mainly Western) countries during the 20" century, and these
deprived both sides of common ground for fruitful communication and dialogue. From the 1980s on-
wards China and the West began to have an integrated understanding of literary theoretical research
and to adopt a common approach to research topics and issues. A true dialogue between the two sides
gradually began. Communication and dialogue provide the only road for the literary theory of both
sides to survive and achieve innovations. In the course of communication and dialogue each side should
act as an independent subject. China must create a literary theory with Chinese characteristics, but

this does not mean advocating narrow nationalism and cultural isolation.
(15) The Formation of the Classical Artistic Spirit in China Gao Xiaokang °160°

“The classical artistic spirit”, which is similar in meaning to “classicism”, is an artistic concept in
which the classics are taken as a model, and the inheritance of aesthetic ideals and the permanency of
the value of art are emphasized. The classical spirit of art embodies the essence of the national art tra-
dition and is important for he understanding the spirit of traditional aesthetics. In the history of the
development of Chinese literature, the formation of the classical spirit of art underwent a long process.
From the pre-Qing period to the Sui and Tang dynasties, the concept of literature developed from the
early didactic approach to concentration on the model of literature and the law of creation. Hence the
beginning of the classical spirit of art in China. In the Song and Yuan dynasties the consciousness of
the model of literature matured. The literature of the Tang dynasty was taken as a model and therefore
a concrete aesthetic model of literature came into being. A consciousness of leaming from the model in
the spirit of aesthetics was formed, namely, the consciousness of “reaching the acme of perfection” by

learning from the “law of the model”. By the M ing and Qing dynasties, classical literature had gradu-
° 208 -



