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Ein philosophische r Denke r ist unte r andere m auch dazu verpflichtet , präzise zu 
unterscheiden , was er dem spekulativen Materia l („vo n seinem Innere n her" ) abver-
langen darf un d was er ihm eben a prior i aufzwingt. Weich t er, aus welchen Gründe n 
auch immer , dieser Verpflichtun g aus, so läuft er Gefahr , überal l dort , wo es sich um 
die wirklichen philosophische n Problem e handelt , nich t meh r gesprächs- un d dami t 
kritikfähi g zu sein. 

Stuttgar t M i l a n D a ň h e l 

Stolz, BenjaminA.I  Titunik,  LR.  I Doležel, Lubomír (Eds.): Language and 
Literary Theory. In Honor of Ladislav Matějka. 

Ann Arbor, Michigan 1984, VII +  643 p. (Paper s in Slavic Philology 5). 

I t is impossible adequatel y to review a Festschrift consistin g in thirty-nin e essays of 
varying length and complexity . N o such volum e could be unifor m in scholarl y value 
or in general-reade r interest . Th e breadt h of subject matter , from birchbar k texts to 
Góngor a and Švejk testify to th e breadt h of Matejka' s concerns . And your reviewer is 
hardl y qualified to write abou t th e scholarl y importanc e of such paper s as "Th e Dia -
spora Children' s Serbo-Croatian " by Ďurovíc , Mares' s "Dvojí písmen o a na Baš-
čanské ploči " or Worth' s tantalisin g "Mirro r Reversais in Novgoro d Paleography" . 

Indee d your reviewer can onl y attemp t an amateu r assessment of a volum e in which 
he foun d a great deal to stimulat e him and a fair amoun t to bore him . On e notice s 
straightawa y tha t old-fashione d Stucturalis t theor y and an old twentieth-centur y area 
of scholarl y perusa l usually called lingustics predominate . Even old Wellek himsel f 
has no w rejected literar y critica l pseudo-objectívit y and called for judgement . Lingu -
istics has becom e a provinc e for thos e stuck eithe r in th e ru t of a Beatlesesqu e rejectio n 
of philolog y or in th e slippery furro w of believing tha t literar y criticism can be as exact 
a science as nuclea r physics. Physicist s ten d to believe in th e unknow n and potentiall y 
unknowable . Sixtiesish literar y scholar s still ten d to believe in th e knowable . 

I canno t in two pages review thi s far from tediou s volum e in any othe r manne r tha n 
by pickin g ou t individua l essays or views. Todorov' s "Dialogism e et Schizophrenie " 
tackle s a social problé m which th e autho r finds particularl y tha t of expatriate s retur -
nin g to thei r native country . A foreigner like me finds tha t th e social situation s he des-
cribes are as awkward for a foreigner as the y are for an expatriate . Centra l and east 
European s do ten d to complai n abou t th e same thing s as any "Westerner" , but it is dif-
ficult for th e Westerne r to say: but it is th e same for me . Praisin g and pityin g are 
equally difficult for th e sensitive huma n being. Th e "Easterner " does no t realise where 
he has let himsel f be vulgarised by a pseudo-Westernism , just as th e "Westerner " fails 
to appreciat e what th e Easterne r conceive s of as basic social justice. An "Eastern " 
woma n who joins in on a triek to have an uneducate d masseu r acquaintanc e offer a 
male intellectua l friend "vaginal massage" (tha t ist an authenti c event in a certai n socia-
list country ) does no t realise she is debasin g herself and her own sexuality. 

Eagle on Kunder a debases th e sensitive Eagle. H e fails to see th e journalis m in th e 
Czec h writer . Doleže l and Gaifma n bot h provid e useful approache s to Švejk, but 



414 Bohemia Band 28 (1987) 

nevěr explicitly doub t the worthines s of Haše k for serious literar y criticism . Actually, 
on e suspect s Doleže l does doubt , but he still is no t explicit . Several paper s on Bakthin , 
expecially when the y poin t ou t th e Russian' s inconsistence , manifes t the importanc e 
ofth e suave, generalising , dandyesqu e approac h to literatuře . 

If on e believes in th e Computer , Van Campen' s essay on th e use of th e chip in 
teachin g Slavonic languages is important . I t is a well writte n essay, thoug h it suggests 
someon e who actuall y credit s moder n technolog y with some sort of sensitivity of 
language and huma n perception . Th e fear of th e spirituá l pervade s except in such 
essays as thos e of, say, Schmid , Winner , Mignol o and Hammarberg . 

Th e reade r will find importan t theorie s in th e volum e like Hammarberg' s tha t Rea -
lism coul d be defined as "a perio d or movemen t where th e prose functio n oversha-
dows th e poeti c functio n overall. In transitiona l period s or movement s th e prose func-
tion and th e poeti c functio n would be struggling for hegemony , and such forms as th e 
'poe m in prose ' or th e 'nove l in verse' and parodie s bot h in prose and verse would be 
prominent. " (p . 395) Tha t would appea l to anyon e concerne d with th e Decadence . 

Dolezel' s Statemen t that , "Svejk's encounte r with histor y is fully determine d by th e 
fact tha t he is unabl e and unwillin g to accep t its obligations" , for all its automati c 
acceptanc e of Hegelianism , is a soun d and productiv e idea . Th e reade r will conclud e 
tha t Doleže l has omitte d his final sentence , "Švejk is an anti-historicis t novel. " If, 
however , Doleže l mad e tha t Statement , he would have to begin considerin g Czec h 
historicis m - and thu s devote th e whole volum e to himself. 

Any academi e Slavicist reade r with a hand y xerox machin e will find somethin g in 
Language and Literary Theory. She or he will also find inspiratio n for he r or his own 
thoughts . Thi s volum e is, then , useful, no t onl y as a Statemen t of ho w thing s look , but 
also as a stimulu s to ho w thing s migh t look . 

Londo n R o b e r t B. P y n s e n t 

Mácha,  Karel: Glaube und Vernunft. Die Böhmische Philosophie in geschichtlicher 
Übersicht. Teil 1: 863-1800. 

K. G. Säur, München-Ne w York-London-Pari s 1985, 166 S. 

De r tschechisch e Exilphilosop h Kare l Mách a veröffentlicht e den ersten Teil seines 
geplante n monographische n Überblick s über die Geschicht e der böhmische n Philoso -
phie . De r Inhal t des Buche s versprich t auf den ersten Blick viel: Nac h Vorwort un d 
Einführun g ist der gesamte zweite Teil („Traditionen" ) der philosophische n Analyse 
der alten böhmische n Legende n gewidmet . In sieben Unterkapitel n beabsichtig t der 
Autor , beide Zweige der böhmische n Legendentraditio n zu charakterisiere n -  die 
lateinisch e wie die slawische. Es bleibt aber meist bei neue n Umschreibunge n des 
Bekannten . De r eigentlich e Aussagekern des Buche s findet sich dan n im dritte n Teil -
fünf Unterkapite l -  wobei es leider tatsächlic h nu r um den nackte n Ker n geht . Auf 
bloß 64 Seiten erstehe n sechs Jahrhundert e böhmische r Gedankengeschichte : „Am 
Anbeginn der philosophische n Kultur" , „Di e Blütezei t der geistigen Kultu r in Böh -
men des 14. Jhs." , „Böhmisch e Frag e des 15. un d 16. Jhs. " un d „Di e böhmisch e Philo -
sophie des 17. Jhs. " sowie „Di e böhmisch e Philosophi e im 18. Jhd." . 


