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Abstract
Myth studies in the field of comparative literature began with myth-criticism, as
developed by Pierre Brunel, grounded in a historical approach to myth. Over time, and
under the influence of constructivism, other approaches, such as mythopoetics, were
introduced. From myth-criticism to mythopoetics, the understanding of myth has shifted
from a historical to a constructivist perspective. In the historical approach, myth is
defined in ethnic—religious terms and is regarded as prior to literature. By contrast, the
constructivist perspective questions the existence of myth outside literature and
considers literature itself to be the shaper of myth. The present study examines the
opposition between historical and constructivist perspectives and demonstrates the role
of the fundamental components of these two intellectual frameworks in shaping three
approaches to myth studies: myth criticism, reception-oriented approaches, and
mythopoetics, along with the different methods they employ in the study of myth. For
each approach, methodologically significant studies are introduced as examples, and the
influence of historical and constructivist assumptions on the study of myth is analyzed.
Findings suggest that neglecting these two perspectives and failing to recognize their
foundational components can lead to serious errors at the outset of research. Therefore,
categorizing approaches from the standpoint of historical versus constructivist
perspectives and examining the research methodologies within each category play
significant roles in improving research practices in this field.
Keywords: Comparative literature;  Myth;  Constructivism;  Myth-criticism;
Mythopoetics.
Introduction
In French scholarship, two distinct perspectives on the concept of myth and its
relationship to literature can be identified. The first is the genealogical-historical
perspective, which dates back to the nineteenth century. It is associated with theorists of
the history of religions such as Eliade, anthropologists such as Claude Lévi-Strauss, and
literary critics including Gilbert Durand, André Siganos, Daniel Chauvin, and Northrop
Frye. This perspective regards ethnic—religious myths as a “mode of thought” (Strauss
1962) and as a reality transcendent to literature (Sellier 1984, 114); it believes in the
inherently “mythic” nature of a specific category of narratives existing outside
literature. Myth criticism emerged from this perspective and focuses on examining the
manifestations of these myths in literary works.

From the 1970s onward, under the influence of constructivism, a constructivist
perspective emerged in opposition to the historical approach, calling into question the
notion of ethnic—religious myth. Constructivism, a philosophical movement of the mid-
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twentieth century, holds that “knowledge is not a pre-given category.” Accordingly, an
individual’s understanding of reality is not merely a reflection or reproduction of it;
rather, knowledge is “constructed” and shaped through interaction with reality in
specific cultural, personal, and social contexts (Piaget 1998, 225). This philosophical
and artistic movement has influenced various fields in recent decades, including
education, psychology, and sociology, as well as myth studies.

From a constructivist standpoint, the “mythic” quality of certain narrative forms
is not accepted as an inherent property of complete and perfect creations existing
outside literature. Instead, emphasis is placed on the “mythification” of certain stories
under specific cultural and social conditions, and on the active role of literature and the
text in constructing and creating myth. In line with this shift from a genealogical—
historical perspective to a constructivist one, and in response to new questions, modern
approaches to myth studies—such as mythic poetics—have emerged.

Research Questions and Methodology
This article first presents a historical overview of the evolution of the concept of myth
in literary criticism, introducing the genealogical-historical and constructivist
perspectives. It then compares the approaches derived from these perspectives—namely
myth criticism, reception-oriented approaches, and mythic poetics—from the standpoint
of their intellectual origins. By clarifying the role and position of the components of
historical and constructivist perspectives in myth studies, the article seeks to delineate
the boundaries of these three approaches and distinguish them methodologically. In
each approach, methodologically rigorous works are introduced and evaluated in terms
of research method, and then compared with other approaches. The following questions
are the questions through which the present study seeks to examine approaches to myth
research:

e Does myth create literature, or does literature create myth?

¢ Do we believe in the “being” of myth, or in the “becoming” of myth in certain

narratives?
In addition to preventing methodological pitfalls, this study aims to facilitate the
selection of research methods and provide quick access to practical bibliographies for
each approach.
Findings and Conclusion
Today, both perspectives coexist in myth studies. The historical perspective offers an
older, traditional, and historically grounded definition of myth, based on a hypothesis of
a primordial myth as the origin of literary myth. Although this perspective has been
questioned, criticized, and even rejected by some scholars, it continues to occupy an
important place in myth research. Thus, in the field of myth studies, two major and
fundamentally irreconcilable intellectual directions must be kept in mind. Depending on
whether a study is situated within the framework of Eliade and Northrop Frye, who
posit an idea of origin, or within a constructivist framework that views myth as a
modern construct—one that does not exist a priori but is the product of textual
transformations—the researcher must be aware that these two perspectives are not only
different but fundamentally incompatible. Consequently, literary myths cannot
simultaneously be evaluated as heirs to primordial myths and as entirely new creations
produced by literature and literary texts.

In this article, the genealogical-historical and constructivist perspectives were
introduced. The study then sought to clarify the boundaries between myth criticism,
reception-oriented approaches, and mythic poetics by examining the components of
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these two perspectives as their intellectual foundations, and to distinguish these
approaches methodologically. While myth criticism seeks to reconstruct an original and
primary version of myth in order to demonstrate its manifestations in literature, mythic
poetics—drawing on reception theory—rejects the existence of an original myth prior to
literature and regards the “text,” in the process of reception, as the creator of myth.
With regard to reception-oriented approaches, the historical and constructivist
perspectives give rise to two distinct research methods. In the historical view, an
original version of myth is reconstructed and defined, and its transformations and
receptions over time are traced. In the constructivist view, however, no original version
exists; myth is understood as the totality of all its receptions. In reception studies, the
focus is on myth and its meaning, whereas mythic poetics employs reception theory to
highlight moments of myth creation and acts of innovative myth-making.

Whether the researcher chooses to pursue a study from a historical perspective
or from a constructivist one, he/she must recognize that the presuppositions of these two
perspectives cannot coexist, and that thinkers such as Eliade and Vernant hold
fundamentally opposed and incompatible views of myth. The researcher is free to adopt
either perspective—or even to combine elements of both—but must clearly state his/her
position with regard to the intellectual and theoretical heritage he/she chooses, and
remain constantly aware of what he/she is doing and of the presuppositions underlying
the thinkers he/she invokes.

The selection of an appropriate approach ultimately depends on the research
question and the researcher’s objectives. If the aim of the study is textual interpretation,
myth criticism may be appropriate. If, however, the goal is to examine myth itself,
reception-oriented approaches and mythic poetics provide more suitable research tools
to address the problem. Nevertheless, as shown, intersections among these approaches
are often observed.
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