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ABSTRACT

In this bibliographic essay I first give some of the reasons that, in my opinion, had led to
the lack of knowledge about the Chicago School as regards the Literary Criticism.
Afterwards I have prepared a basic bibliography on Neo-Auristotelians, which up to the
present time, has been little known due to its dispersion and lack of organization in a
general project. The primary sources show an intellectual activity which has been both
long and huge, regarding time and its interests respectively; whereas the secondary
sources embody a fair view of the response thar the Chicago School has been given
throughout the years. This bibliography is meant to be neither exhaustive nor critic, but
a first serious approach to the theoretical and critical activity of a group of scholars whith
common interests who are a very important milestone in the 20th-century American
literary criticism.

Introduction

The Chicago School of criticism, also known as “the Chicago critics” or “Neo-
Aristotelians,” stands, in the american theoretical and critical panorama, for an
outstanding period that unfortunately has not attracted our country’s attention.' Although,
due to the aim of this essay, this is not the time to take into account every cause that has
led to this lack of attention and, even, ignorance, we will point out briefly those that in our
opinion are the most important ones.’

a. The dominant role played by the New Criticism, which has been traditionally
considered as the most relevant theoretical and critical movement during the first half of
this century. This consideration has overshone and surpassed the other schools thanks to

" This article was originally written in Spanish. Translation by the author and by Marfa José
Morén de Diego. Revised by Lucy Ann Hughes.
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their theoretical ideas and practical criticism dominating in almost every university and
college in the United States.

b. The Spanish scholars’ tendency, similar to that of their European colleagues, to
direct their efforts to the knowledge of inherently European theoretical trends: Russian
Formalism, Stylistics, Structuralism, etc.® This tendency has preverted American literary
ideas from taking root in European culture, with the exception of the great revolution that
took place in the domain of philosophic and literary scholarship: Deconstruction, that,
although born in Europe, has travelled to the U. S. A. where it has gained, from its
presence in Yale’s classrooms, the seal of fashionability. On the other hand, this opinion
should not be understood as a gratuitous criticism of those who have paid attention to
European literary theory. Just taking into account the great number of schools, tendencies,
movements, and authors, one would realize that this effort has been necessary, essential,
and, in certain cases insufficiently exhaustive. One more proof of this cultural lack of
communication and exchange of ideas exchange is the same inattention, at times to the
extent of idleness, which American critics adopted for many years towards European
theories . In their favour they have the capacity of their culture to assimilate the continuous
visits of internationally famous figures to their universities, and the speed to make their
own that which started out as was only a loan.

c. Due to the Chicago School’s strongly dominant university base, its wider diffusion
has been rather limited. At no time have their ideas and methods travelled further afield
than the University of Chicago (meeting point of the main group in the thirties) and the
University of Toronto, both places where R. S. Crane, the undoubted leader of the group,
taught over the course of his career. In contrast to the New Criticism, which quickly took
over control of the English Departments of the most important universities in the country,
the Chicago School did not consider undertaking a serious campaign of proselytism, which
prevented it from getting not only the status of a majority movement but also national and
international acknowledgment and implantation.

In spite of that, it is clear that there is a whole second and third-generation
NeoArristotelian approach that, to a greater or lesser extent, owes its intellectual base and
even its very ideas to the education given in the University of Chicago during the last fifty
years. This at times theoretically unorthodox approach, which in spite of this owes a debt
of gratitude to the standars set by Crane and McKeon above all, inites such famous names
as W. C. Booth, N. Friedman and N. Frye, whose intellectual stature give an idea of the
high standar of the first Neo-Aristotelians. Therefore there is still detailed research to be
done about the influence of the Chicago School on literary scholarship in the United States
in the second half of this century.

d. The last of the causes considered to have contributed to the neglect suffered by the
Chicago critics in our country has been the difficulty in obtaining the original sources,
which could be calied the group’s manifestos. There is an almost complete lack of
translations, references are scarce and reviews almost non-existent. What is more, the first
articles appeared in specialist reviews during the thirties, most of which never reached
Spain, and when at last the compilation of the group’s most representative work, Critics
and Criticism: Ancient and Modern, was published, North American criticism was already
advancing down rather different paths which, due to their contemporary and novel
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character, were more succesful in winning the attention of Spanish specialists. So one must
conclude that even conditions that might be called external have never favoured the
diffusion and acceptance of Neo-Aristotelian ideas. Taking into account that not only were
they eclipsed by the development of the New Criticism but also that they were displaced
by more innovative trends in scholarship, and locked up in an ivory tower in the University
of Chicago, it is understable why these critics® assumptions have had no easy way of
reaching our country, which was more interested in finding out about theories which
appeared at first to have greater influence and implantation.

In the face of this situation, the aim of this essay responds to the interest in recovering
a period of American literary criticism and of a group of authors who (and this is no
exaggeration of their achievements) constructed a whole theoretical project with solid
foundations, based on tradition—Who can stray from the path marked out by Aristotle
without slipping up?—but open to whatever own moment in history might offer.

This essay is only conceived as a basic review for the Spanish reader, a contribution
to a basic bibliography, as the title indicates. It is not our aim to write a bibliography with
comentary, so we shall avoid any assessment, opinions or commentaries about the named
works. Instead, and whenever it has been possible to find them, we shall give specific
details about every work when they may be of interest. For instance, the year of its
publication, the city and the publisher in the case of books; the volume, number and pages
numbers in the case of articles; the editions of the work, its different versions, its
reprintings in compilations, collected works or books by the same author, etc. so that it is
s easier for the interested reader to find what he is looking for. All these details, together
with their inclusion in a specific part of this essay, will provide an clear idea of the
character of every included work, of its importance within an author’s career and of any
success it may have achieved since its first publication. This may cause some works to
appear under different headings due either to the mixture of its theoretical and critical
character, or to it first appearing as an article and later being included in a book by the
same author or to its inclusion in a collected work. The appearance of some work twice
has been preferable so as to provide an exhaustive study, at the risk of appearing repetitive.
Not knowing whether one heading or another would be the best one for a specific work,
we think that its duplication will favour those readers interested in a particular subject
who, in otherwise, would have to look through all the works one by one to avoid missing
any of them that could be under another heading because of the variety of its content.

The works collected under the heading ““Primary sources™ are those written by the
authors commonly accepted as integral parts of the Chicago School, that is, the members
of the first group who coincided in the thirties and fourties in the Departments of English
and Philosophy of the University of Chicago and whose most important articles appeared
in the collected work edited in 1952 by R. S. Crane, Critics and Criticism: Ancient and
Modern. Apart from the editor other contributors to this work were W. R. Keast, N. F.
Maclean, R. P. McKeon, E. Olson and B. Weinberg.

To achieve a better understanding of the different authors” output, we have opted for
under division in four different headings (1a, 1b, 1c, 1d); the first one contains for general
assumptions on literary theory and criticism, and the other three, the traditionally accepted
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generic distinctions: Fiction, Drama and Poetry, all of them considered as much in terms
of their theoretical character as in terms oftheir practical and analytical aspects.

The second part, “Secondary sources,” consists of three headings: “Studies on the
Chicago School,” “Success of the Chicago School in Spain,” and “Other works of
interest.” The first heading (2e) assembles the works (books and articles) that interpret,
evaluate, describe, comment or record the theoretical-critical activity of the school as a
whole or of its individual members, including monographs and chapters from general
studies or from articles about this subject published in the United States or other countries.

The heading “2f,” “Success of the Chicago School in Spain,” is made up of
translations, in any of Spain’s official languages, of the Neo-Aristotelian works, as well
as of those reviews, articles or mere references that, in a direct although not always very
extensive way, deal with the work developed by the members of the Chicago group.

The last heading, “Other works of interest,” is a kind of miscellanea where there is
amixture of general studies on American contemporary criticism, handbooks, anthologies
and translations from the primary sources into some other languages. As regards the
studies on American contemporary criticism, rather than making an indiscriminate
selection of studies, only those which are significative (albeit tangentially) for an
understanding of the Chicago critics have been included, not only for what they say, but
also for what they omit to say. This is therefore not an exhaustive review of the American
contemporary criticism, but an approximation as close as possible to the reality that
surrounded the coming-out of the Neo-Aristotelian writings. By including several articles
and books in Italian, we hope to make the Spanish reader’s search easier.

Under this heading, as in the previous ones, perhaps some titles considered essential
may habe been missed; taking this already into account, the door remains open for those
blanks to be filled in, those mistakes corrected and every detail collected with the
exhaustive dedication the subject undoubtedly deserves.

1. Primary sources
1a. General assumptions on literary theory and criticism: theoretical account and method
lal. Collected works: compilations
Crane, R. S. ed. Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Chicago: U of Chicago P,
1952. Rpt. Midway Reprints. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1975.
, ed. Critics and Criticsm: Essays in Method. Abridged Edition with a New
Introduction and Bibliography. Chicago: Phoenix Books, 1957. Rpt. 1960.
Olson, E., ed. Aristotle’s Poetics and English Literature. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1965.
1a2. Specific works: books

Crane, R. S. The Languages of Criticism and the Structure of Poetry. Toronto: U of
Toronto P, 1953.
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. The Idea of Humanities and Other Essays Critical and Historical. 2 vols. Chicago:
U of Chicago P, 1967.
Keast, W. R. Seventeenth Century English Poetry. London: Oxford UP, 1963.
Mckeon, R. P. The Basic Works of Aristotle. New York: Random House, 1941.
. Introduction to Aristotle. Enlarged and revised ed. New York: Random House.
Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1947.
. Freedom and History: The Semantics of Philosophical Controversies and
Ideological Conflicts. New York: Noonday, 1951.
Olson, E. General Prosody. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1938.
. On the Longinus. Chicago: Pudizol, 1945.
. Tragedy and the Theory of Drama. Detroit: Wayne State UP, 1961.
. “On Value Judgments in the Arts.” Critical Inquiry 1 (1974): 71-90. Also On
Value Judgments in the Arts and Other Essays. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1976.
Weinberg, B. French Realism: The Critical Reaction 1830-1870. Chicago: U of Chicago
P, 1937.
. French Poetry of the Renaissance. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1954.
. Critical Prefaces of the French Renaissance. Evanston: Northwestern UP, 1959.
. A History of Literary Criticism in the Iialian Renaissance. 2 vols. Chicago: U of
Chicago P, 1961.
. Tratatti di Poetica e Retorica del Cinquecento. 4 vols. Bari: G. Laterza, 1970-74.

1a3. Articles

Crane, R. S. ““Literary Scholarship and Contemporary Criticism.” English Journal XXIII
(1934): 523-47.

. “History versus Criticism in the University Study of Literature.” English Journal
XXIV (1935): 645-67. Also The Idea of the Humanities and Other Essays Critical and
Historical. Chicago-London: U of Chicago P, 1967. Il 3-24.

. Rev. of Horace: Three Phases of His Influence. Ed. P. F. Saintonge. Philological
Quarterly 1937: 162-63.

. “Interpretation of Texts and the History of Ideas.” College English 11 (1941):
755-65.

. “Two Essays in Practical Criticsm: Prefatory Note.” Kansas City University
Review VIII (1942): 199-202.

. “Semantics and the Teaching of Prose Literature.” College English IV (1942):
12-19.

. “English Neoclassical Criticism: An Outline Sketch.” Dictionary of World
Literature. Ed. J. T. Shipley. New York: Philosophycal Library, 1943. 193-203. Also
Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 372-88.

. “The Critical Monism of Cleanth Brooks.” Modern Philology XLV (1948):
226-45. Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Chicago: U of Chicago P,
1952. 83-107.
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. “I. A. Richards and the Art of Interpretation.” Ethics LIX (1949): 112-26. Also
Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 27-44.
____. “The Concept of Plot and the Plot of Tom Jones.” Journal of General Education
(1950). Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Chicago: U of Chicago P,

1952. 616-48.

. “On Writing the History of English Criticism, 1650-1800.” University of Toronto
Quarterly XXII (1953): 376-91. Also The Idea of the Humanities and Other Essays
Critical and Historical. Chicago-London: U of Chicago P, 1 157-175.

. “The Idea of the Humanities.” Carleton College Bulletin XLIX (1953): 3-18.
Also The Idea of the Humanities and Other Essays Critical and Historical. Chicago:
U of Chicago P, 1967. 1 3-15.

. “The Varieties of Dramatic Criticism.” Carleton Drama Bulletin V (1953): 47-66.
Also Carleton Drama Review 1 (1955-1956): 22-38.

. “Literature, Philosophy and the History of 1deas.” Modern Philology LII (1954):
73-83. Also The Practice of Modern Literary Scholarship. Ed. S. P. Zitner. Glenview:
Scott, 1966. 27-38. Also The Idea of the Humanities and Other Essays Critical and
Historical. Chicago-London: U of Chicago P, 1967. Vol. 1. 173-87.

Keast, W. R. “The ‘New Criticism’ and King Lear.” Modern Philology XLVII (1949):
45-64. Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U
of Chicago P, 1952. 108-37.

. “Johnson’s Criticism of the Metaphysical Poets.” ELH XVII (1950): 59-70.

. “The Theoretical Foundations of Jonhson’s Criticism.” Critics and Criticism:
Ancient and Modern. Ed. R.S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 389-407.

. “The Elements of Art in Gibbon’s History.” ELH XXIII (1956): 153-62.

McKeon, R. P. “Literary Criticism and the Concept of Imitation in Antiquity.” Modern
Philology XXX1V (1936): 1-35. Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed.
R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 147-75.

. “Aristotelianism in Western Christianity.” Environmental Factors in Christian
History. 1939. Ed. J. T. McNeill, M. Spinks and H. R. Willoughby. Port Washington:
Kennikat, 1970. 206-31.

. “Plato and Aristotle as Historians: A Study of Method in the History of Ideas.”
Ethics LI (1940): 66-101.

. “Aristotle’s Conception of Moral and Political Philosophy.” FEthics LII (1941):
253-59.

. “Rhetoric in the Middle Ages.” Speculum XVII (1942): 1-32. Also Critics and
Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952.
260-96.

. “The Philosophic Bases of Art and Criticism.” Modern Philology XLI (1943): 65-
87 and XLII (1944): 129-179. Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed.
R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 463-545.

. “Poetry and Philosophy in the Twelth Century: The Renaissance of Rhetoric.”
Modern Philology XLIII (1946): 217-34. Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and
Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 297-318.
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. “Aristotle’s Conception of Language and the Art of Language.” Classical
Philology XLI (1946): 193-206 and XLII (1947): 21-50. Also Critics and Criticism:
Ancient and Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 176-231.

. “Aristotle’s Conception of the Development and Nature of Scientific Method.”
Journal of the History of Ideas V11 (1947): 3-44. Also Roots of Scientific Thought: A
Cultural Perspective. Ed. P. P. Wiener and A. Noland. New York: Basic Books, 1957,
73-89.

. “The Nature and Teaching of the Humanities.” Journal of General Education 111
(1949): 290-303.

. “Aristotle and the Origen of Science in the West.” Science and Civilization. Ed.
R. G. Staufer. Madison: U of Wisconsin P, 1949. 3-29.

. “Philosophy and Method.” Journal of Philosophy XLVIII (1951): 653-82.

. “Semantics, Science, and Poetry.” Modern Philology XLIX (1952): 145-59.

. “Dialectic and Political Thought and Action.” Ethics LXV (1954): 1-33.
. “Symbols, Myths, and Arguments.” Symbols and Values: An Initial Study. Ed. L.
Bryson. Chicago: U Chicago P, 1954.

. “Rhetoric and Poetics in the Philosophy of Aristotle.” Aristotle’s Poetics and
English Literature. Ed. E. Olson. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1965. 201-36.

. “Arts of Invention and Arts of Memory: Creation and Criticism.” Critical Inquiry
I(1975): 723-39.

. “The Hellenistic and Roman Foundations of the Tradition of Aristotle in the
West.” Review of Metaphysics 32 (1979): 677-715.

. “Criticism and the Liberal Arts: The Chicago School of Criticism.” Profession 82.
Ed. R. I. Brody and P.P. Franklin. New York: Modern Language Association, 1982.
1-18.

Olson, E. “Rhetoric and the Appreciation of Pope.” Modern Philology XXXVII (1939):
13-35.

. “The Argument of Longinus’ On the Sublime.” Modern Philology XXXIX
(1942): 225-58. Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane.
Chicago: U of Chicago P. 232-59.

. “Recent Literary Criticism.” Modern Philology XL (1943): 275-83.

. “Is Theory Possible.” Poetry: A Magazine of Verse LXXI (1948): 257-59,

. “The Poetic Method of Aristotle: Its Powers and Limitations.” English Institute
Essays. Ed. A. S. Dawern. New York: Columbia University Press, 1951. 70-94.

. “Criticism.” Encyclopedia Britannica: Macropaedia. 1952 ed.

. “Verse.” Encyclopedia Britannica: Macropaedia. 1952 ed.

. “William Empson, Contemporary Criticism, and Poetic Diction.” Modern
Philology XLVII (1950). Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed. R. S.
Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 45-82.

. “An Outline of Poetic Theory.” Critiques and Essays in Criticism. 1920-1948.
Ed.R. W, Stallman. New York: Ronald, 1949. Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and
Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 546-66.
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. “A Dialogue on Symbolism.” Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed.
R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P. 567-94.

. ““Education and the Humanities.” Pedagogfa I (1953): 85-95.

. “A Dialogue on the Function of Art in Society.” Chicago Review XVI (1964):

57-72.
. “Hamlet and the Hermeneutics of Drama.” Modern Philology 1.XI (1964):

225-37.
. “The Dialectical Foundation of Critical Pluralism.” Texas Quarterly IX (1966):

202-30.
Weinberg, B. “The Poetic Theories of Minturno.” Studies in Honor of Frederick W.
Shipley. St. Louis: U Missouri P, 1942. 101-29.
. “Scaliger versus Aristotle on Poetics.” Modern Philology XX XIX (1942): 337-60.
. “Robortello on the Poetics.” Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed.R. S.
Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 319-48.
. “Castelvetro’s Theory of Poetics.” Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern.
Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 349-71.
. “Nuove attribuzioni di manoscritti de critica letteraria del Cinquecento.”
Rinascimento 111 (1952): 245-59. '
. “From Atristotle to Pseudo-Aristotle.” Comparative Literature V (1953): 97-104.
. “The Problem of Literary Aesthetics in Italy and France in the Renaissance.”
Modern Language Quarterly XTIV (1953): 448-56.
. “Argomenti di discussione letteraria nell’ Accademia degli Alterati (1570-1600).”
Giornale Storico della Letteratura Italiana CXXXI (1954): 175-94.
. “La ‘méthode scientifique’ et les insuffisances de la critique litéraire au
dix-neuvieme siécle.” RLM V (1954): 245-49.
. “Bartolomeo Maranta: nuovi manoscriti di critica letteraria.” Annali della Scuola
Normale Superiore di Pisa XXIV (1955): 115-25.
. “Le bateau ivre, or the Limits of Symbolism.” PMLA LXXII (1957).
. “Les rapport entre [’historie litteraire et 1’analyse formelle.” Stil-und-
Form-Problem in der Literatur. Heilderberg: Carl Winter-Universitatsverlarg (1959):

77-86.

1b. Studies on fiction

Crane, R. S. “Suggestions toward a Genealogy of The Man of Feeling.” E. L. H. 1(1934):
205-30. Also The ldea of the Humanities and Other Essays Critical and Historical.
Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1967.1 188-213.

. “Semantics and the Teaching of Prose Literature.” College English TV (1942):
12-19.

. “The Concept of Plot and the Plot of Tom Jones.” Critics and Criticism.: Ancient
and Modern. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 616-48.

. “Observations on a Story by Hemingway.” Introduction to Literature. Ed. L.
Locke, W. M. Gibson, and G. Arms. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1957. Also The Idea
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of the Humanities and Other Essays Critical and Historical. Chicago: U of Chicago
P, 1967. II 315-326.

Ic. Studies on drama

Crane, R. S. “The Varieties of Dramatic Criticism.” Carleton Drama Bulletin V (1953):
47-66. Also Carleton Drama Review 1 (1955-1956): 22-38. Also The Idea of the
Humanities and Other Essays Crirtical and Historical. Chicago-London: U of Chicago
P, 1967. 11 215-35.

Keast, W. R. “The New Criticism and King Lear.” Critics and Criticism: Ancient and
Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 108-37.

Maclean, N. “Episode, Scene, Speech, and Word: The Madness of Lear.” Critics and
Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952.
595-615.

Olson, E. Tragedy and the Theory of Drama. Detroit: Wayne State UP, 1961.

. “Hamlet and the Hermeneutics of Drama.” Modern Philology 1L.XI (1964):
225-37.

. The Theory of Comedy. Bloomington: U of Indiana P, 1968.

. “The Elements of Drama: Plot.” Perspectives on Drama. Ed. J. Calderwood.
London: Oxford UP, 1968.

1d. Studies on poetry

Crane, R. S. The Languages of Criticism and the Structure of Poetry. Toronto: U of
Toronto P, 1953.

Keast, W. R. “Wallace Stevens’ ‘Thirteen Ways of Looking at a Blackbird.””” Chicago
Review VIII (1954): 46-63.

. Seventeenth Century English Poetry. London: Oxford UP, 1963.

Maclean, N. F. “Wordsworth’s ‘It is a Beauteous Evening.”” Kansas City University
Review VIII (1942): 202-208.

. “From Dictionary to Poem: ‘A Likeness’ by Robert Browning.” Promoting
Growth toward Maturity in Interpreting What is Read. Ed. W. S. Gray. Chicago: U of
Chicago P, 1951. 12-18.

. “From Action to Image: Theories of the Lyric in the Eighteen Century.” Critics
and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952.
408-60.

McKeon, R. P. “Personification but Not Poetry.”” ELH XXIII (1956): 163-170.

. “Poetry and Philosophy in the Twelfth Century: the Renaissance of Rhetoric.”
Modern Philology XLIII (1946): 217-34. Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and
Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 297-318.

. “Semantics, Science and Poetry,” Modern Philology XLIX (1952): 145-59.

Olson, E. “Sailing to Bizantium: Prolegomena to a Poetics of the Lyric.” Kansas City
University Review VIII (1942): 209-19. Also Five Approaches of Literary Criticism.
Ed. W. Scott. New York: Collier-Macmillan, 1962.
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. “A Symbolic Reading of The Ancient Mariner.” Modern Philology XLV (1948):
275-283. Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago:
U of Chicago P, 1952. 138-46.

. “An Outline of Poetic Theory.” Critiques and Essays in Criticism. 1920-1948.
Ed.R. W. Stallman. New York: Ronald, 1949. Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and
Modern. Ed. R. S. Crane. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 546-66.

. “William Empson, Contemporary Criticism, and Poetic Diction.” Modern
Philology XXXXVII (1950). Also Critics and Criticism: Ancient and Modern.
Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1952. 45-82.

. “The Poetry of Dylan Thomas.” Poetry: A Magazine of Verse LXXXIII (1954):
213-20.

. The Poetry of Dylan Thomas. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1954.

. “Luise Bogan and Léonie Adams.” Chicago Review VIII (1954): 70-87.

. “The Poetry of Wallace Stevens.” College English X VI (1955): 395-402. Also
The English Journal XLIX (1955): 191-98.

. “The Poetry of Marianne Moore.” Chicago Review X1 (1957): 100-104.

Weinberg, B. “An Interpretation of Valery’s Le Cimetiére Marin.”” Romanic Review
XXXVIII (1947): 133-58.
. French Poetry of the Renaissance. Chicago: U of Chicago P, 1954.

2. Secondary sources
2e. Studies on the Chicago School
2el. General studies

Baker, J. R. “From Imitation to Rhetoric: The Chicago Critics, Wayne C. Booth, and Tom
Jones.” Novel 6 (1973): 197-217. Also Towards a Poetics of Fiction. Ed. M. Spilka.
Bloomington: Indiana UP, 1967.

Booth, W.C. “Between to Generations: The Heritage of the Chicago School.” Profession
82. Ed. R. L. Brod and P. P. Franklin. New York: Modern Languages Association,
1982. 20-22.

Brooks, C. “The Formalist Critic.”” The Kenyon Review XIII (1951): 72-81. Also The
Modern Critical Spectrum. Ed. G. J. and N. M. Goldberg. Englewood Cliffs:
Prentice-Hall, 1962.

Cesearani, R. Breve viaggio nella critica americana. Pisa: ETS, 1984. 36-60.

Crane, R. S. “The Chicago Critics.” Princeton Encyclopedia of Poetry and Poetics. Ed.
A. Preminger. Enlarged ed. Princeton: Princeton UP, 1974. 116-17.

Daiches, D. English Literature. Englewood Cliffs: Prentice-Hall, 1964.

Holloway, J. “The New and the Newer Critics.” Essays in Criticism V.4 (1955): 365-381.
Also The Charted Vision: Literary and Critic Essays. Chicago, U of Chicago P, 1960.
187-203.

Krieger, M. “Creative Criticism.” The Sewanee Review LVIII (1950).
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. The New Apologists for Poetry. Minneapolis: U of Minnesota P, 1956. 2nd. ed.
Bloomington: Indiana U P.

Krieger, M. “Literary Analysis and Evaluation, and the Ambidextrous Critic.” Criticism:
Speculative and Analytical Essays. Ed. L. S. Dembo. Madison: U of Wisconsin P,
1968. 18-36.

Leitch, V. B. “The Chicago School.” American Literary Criticism from the Thirties to the
Eighties. New York: Columbia U P, 1988. 60-80.

Lemon, L. J. The Partial Critics. New York: Oxford UP, 1965. 150-55.

McKeon, R. “Criticism and the Liberal Art: The Chicago School of Criticism.”
Profession 82. Eds. R. 1. Brod and P. P. Franklin, New York: Modern Languages
Association, 1982. 1-18.

Mukhetjee, T. The Chicago Critics: A Foundation Evaluation. New Delhi: Academic
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Notes

1. The most important approach to the Chicago School in Spain is D. Ynduréin, *‘La Escuela
de Chicago,” in Introduccion a la metodologia literaria (Madrid: S. G. E. L., 1979), pp. 66-69.

2. These reasons, as well as a deep approach to the Chicago School can be found in my
Doctoral Dissertation entitled Las ideas literarias de la Escuela neoaristotélica de Chicago.

3. Two clear examples of this tendecy would be A. Garcia Berrio, Significado actual del
formalismo ruso (Barcelona: Planeta, 1973) and M. Rodriguez Pequeiio, La teoria de los géneros
literarios y los formalistas rusos (Madrid: Jicar, 1991).





