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ABSTRACT

The Issue of the Korean-Chinese Poetic Criticism in 1990’s
- Focusing on the Magazine Literature and Art(Munhakwayesul), 

Zhangbaikshan 

Jang, Eun-Young

This study examined the issue of criticism in Korean Chinese literature in 1990’s. 

This is transitional time why China introduced a market economy system. It had 

an important effect on Korean Chinese society not the cultural climate but also  

literature. Besides, Diplomatic Relation between Korea and China in 1992 gave 

an impulsion to changing literature. So this study tried to take note of directionality 

of Korean Chinese literature through the Korean Chinese magazine Literature 

and Art(Munhakwayesul) and Zhangbaikshan. 

First issue of Korean Chinese literature in early 1990’s is crisis and restoration 

of criticism genre. At that time criticism faced with what is modernity. Some 

critics insisted that criticism should to improve. So it was necessary to accept 

foreign theory. Then they were concerned postmodernism and deideology tendency. 

What was important thing is that they would find their culture identity.  

So few critics tried to communicated with world literature. Especially they 

emphasized communication with Korean writer who lives in other country. 

Ultimately they thought that Korean Chines literature must get  literal universality 

and ethnic speciality. For example poet Nam-YoungJeon’s totem poetry is 

representative work. 

The issues of Korean Chines criticism in 1990’s are not directivity of literature 

but also directivity of culture identity. Korean Chines literature had departed from 

Socialistic realism little by little and had getting diversity. Above all things criticism 

aimed for international sense and ethnic culture identity.

           
Key Words
Korean Chines literature, criticism in 1990’s, Literature and Art(Munhakwayesul), 

Zhangbaikshan, ethnic culture identity
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