Clif, 3BEPHYTUCS 0O CUCTEMATUMYHOMO NiAXOAY, WO MONErye HaM Nepenik NniteparypHUX
i YCHWX >KaHpiB, NPONOHOBAHUX TEOPIEIO NiTepaTypy M KoMnapaTUBICTUKOIO, abo nepenik
Mogenen igeHTUdiKauii, NiAroToBaHWX NiTepaTypHO MCHUXOJOTIEID, UM, BPELUTi-peLuT,
nepenik ponew i couiasbHUX IHCTUTYLIH, BUpOBaeHUxX couionorieto 3HaHHa?, CuHTe3yBaTH
i MeToZO/oTiYHI NPONO3uLii AN BUKOPUCTAHHS iX Y NiTepaTypo3HaBUYMX OOCHIIXKEHHSIX,
npucesueHnx npobnemam KoMyHiKalii, Lo NocTaloTb SK Y AiaxpoHii npouecy peuenuii,
TaK i B CHHXPOHIi CUCTEMH KOMYHiKaLii?®, — ocb neplwoyeprosa BUMOra, sika MeHi
BUOAETbCA aKTyanbHolo. MoXAWBO, HACNiIAKOM Lboro Gyfe HOBHWI LIAHC NPUMHUPUTH
repMeHEeBTUUHY | CTPYKTYpanicTCbKy MeTofonorii, aki oTpuManu 6 3mory 36arHyTw,
wo, 3 ogHoro 6oky, de singularibus non est scientia, a 3 gpyroro — scientia sine
communicatone sermonis non facit sapientiam (3 okpeMoro HemMa 3HaHb... 3HaHHA 6e3
cninbHoi becian He pobUTb po3yMHuM (nart.). — [oum. nepeks.).

M. KoHcmany lep. 3 gppany. SApuru Lumban
Komenmapi Onexkcandpa bpaiika

22 Aus. posaiau B ra E B moiit kuyskui “Ecrernannii Aocsia i alreparypua repmenestuka”. TyT s moroaskyiocs
3 Erpembaem, sixuit 1963 poky, kputukyioun GppaHiy3bKy IWIKOAY AlTepaTypHOI KOMIApaTUBICTURY, YIKE
Harapas PO Te, WO “Halla AMCHMIAIHA He BUYEPIYETHCS iCTOpi€o 3B’A3KIB I BIAHOCHH MiK NMCbMEHHUKAMM,
WIKOAAMY 4M AlTepaTypHumy xaHpamu”. Bin rakosk npuituss nosurio Pene Beaneka: “aiteparypa — ne cucrema
dopm, ki AoAnHA Hapa€e cBOIN npupoAHii MOBi”. ETbeMOAb 3akAMKAB PO3POOASTH NOPIBHAABHY NOETUKY,
PUTOPUKY Ta €CTETHKY Ji 3a0XO4yBaB CBOIO AMCHMIAIHY popmyBaTu ecretnyni cypskenns (aus.: Etiemble.
Comparaison n’est pas raison. La crise de la littérature comparée. — Paris, 1963. — P. 70 sqq.).

B ITpukAaA PEKOHCTPYIOBAHHS CUCTEMM AiTepaTypHOI KOMyHikanii, MaAnx AiTepaTypHux KaHpiB a6o SKMXOCh
npoctux popm Aus.: Jaufs H.R. Alteritit und Modernitit der mittelalterlichen Literatur. — Munich, 1977. -
P. 34-47. Toit camuit nocTyAar HuHi cHOPMYABOBAHMI B AHTPONOAOTIYHNUX AOCAiAKeHHAX: “OAHE CAOBO,
HiAIIoBIWY AO AiTepaTypu SIK AO CUCTeMHM, a He (parMeHTapHO, SK Ije 3a3Bu4ai pOOASATh — BUXONAIOIYN pedi
3 KOHTEKCTY, HEXTYIOY) MaTePUKaMy, — MOJKHA 3aKAACTY OCHOBM AASl CHPaBKHBOT'O KOMIIAPATHBHOTO aHAAi3y
i, MoskAMBO, chopMyArOBaTH KirbKa cipaBAl AleBux TeopernyHux rinmores” (ams.: Smith P. Des genres et des
hommes // Poétique. — 1974. — Ne19. — P. 311).

AppiaH MapiHo

KOMIIAPATUBICTUKA TA TEOPIA JITEPATYPH.
IIOETUKA INOPIBHAJIbBHOTO JITEPATYPO3HABCTBA

Mapino Adpian (5.1X. 1921 — 19.111.2005) — pymyHcekui kpumuk, icmopuk i
meopemuk simepamypu, naypeam npemii im. Fepdepa (1985). LebromyBaB 1939
poky B8 “XKypuanyn Jlimepap” (“Jurnalul Literar”). Cmynine dokmopa 3006yB8 1946
poky 3a ducepmayito “XKumie Anexcandpa MakedoHcekozo”,

1949 6yB apewmoBaruli 3a HIGUMO NPOMU3AKOHHY NOAIMUYHY OisAbHICMEb.
lToBricmio peabinimoBanuii 1969 poky. Y1973— 1980 pp. pedazyBaB xypHan
“Pymynceki 3owumu 3 aimepamypo3zHaByux cmyditi” (“Cahiers roumains d’études
littéraires”), axkult Ha6YB 3HAYHO20 MIHCHAPOOHO20 PO320/10CY.

OcHoBHi npaui: “ModepH, modepHizm, modepHicms” (“Modern, modernism,
modernitate”), “Emvembab, abo Komnapamuszm y 6ow” (“Etiemble ou le
comparatisme militant”, 1982), “Komnapamusm i meopis saimepamypu”
(“Comparatisme et théorie de la litterature”, 1988), “biozpagpis nimepamypHux
ided” (“Biografia ideii de literaturd”) (7 momiG, 1992—2003), nepwui mom “CnoBruxa
nimepamyprux ided” (“Dictionar de idei literare”, 1973).
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MOyHpamMeHTaNbHe OHOB/IEHHSI KOMMAPATUBICTUKW BUMArae He JihLle HOBOI NPAMOJTIHIMHOT
nepeopieHTalii, a 1 pagukanbHoi nepebynosu B LapuHi Teopii Ta “noetukn”. Takui
KpOK nepepnbauac pilyye pedopMyBaHHs TEOPETUYHOrO M METOA0/IONYHOro anapary
Cy4acHOi KOMNapaTUBICTUKK, NOAIBHOrO 40 OrosOWEHUX KPUTHKOIO CTUCIUX hOpMyn
cBoro “omonomxkerHa”. Ha wnaxy uboro nounHaHHa noctae 6arato nepewkoj, ogHa
3 IKMX, MOX/IMBO, HAMOCHOBHIlLA — Le AyX AOrMaTU3My, AKUH He TepnuTb Byab-aKWUX
3anepeyeHb i BXXe BU3HAYMB YCi OCTATOYHI hOpMYNU Ans BxKMBaHHA. Konu KaxyTb:
“MopiBHanbHe niTepaTypo3HaBCTBO icHYe” un “He icHye”, Wo BOHO (He3Baykalouu Ha
0b6cTaBuHK) “3anuwacTtbcs” un “Mae 3anuLUTMCA” TakUM, KUM HOro Byno BU3HAUYEHO;
Wwo BOHO “MycuTb 6yTn” came Takum abo WO iCHYE TinbkKM opHa “icTMHHa
KoMnapaTueicTMuHa nepcnektuea” Towo'!, — MaeMo npaBo 3anuTaTh: AKUH
NOKTPUHANbHUI aBTOpHTET NiaTBEpmXKYE Lue? Aka TeopeTUyHa NeriTMMHICTb nodibHoro
LOrMaTMYHOro KomnapartuBiamy? XTo BUpIlIMB, pa3 i Ha3aBXAM, WO NOPiBHANbHE
nitepatypo3HascTeo “came Take”? Uwu icHye “3acturne”, neBapiamuBHe, BU3HaUEHHS
nopieHsbHOro nitepartyposHaectea? Camo cobolo 3po3yMino, Wo MOXHa CnpocTyBaTHh
Bci pormMaTHuHi BU3HaueHHs, TyMaHHi Ta 6e3nigcTaeHi, SK Taki, WO He BignosigaloTb
CYTHOCTi KOMNapaTUBICTUKHK. XTO, BpewTi-pelT, “3adikcyBas” 06’eKT Ta METOAMKY
MOPIBHANBHOrO NiTepaTypo3HaBcTBa? | AKWO Ue NOHATTA — fAK i BCi iHWIi, SKUMHU
MOCNYroByY€ETbCS NiTepaTypO3HABCTBO, — HE WO iHLIE, Ik TePMiHOJIOFiYHA KOHBEHLif,
3acib, yctaneHa Ta icTOpMUYHO JatoBaHa dOPMYNa, WO 3MIHIOETbCA Pa3oM 3 iCTOPIEIO,
TO UM He MOXXeMo i peBi3yBaTu, 3anponoHyBaTH iHwe piweHHA? Takoro noctynary
LOTPUMYIOTbCA BCi KOMnapaTtusicTh — ogHoayMmui Pene Benneka, ETbembna ta iHWwMX,
rofIoCH SIKUX 3ByyaTb Aepani nepekoHnusiwe. OTOX NepeoCMUCIEHHS UbOrO NUTaHHS
NneriTuMHe M akTyasnbHe. [lponoHoBaHa po3BigKa TaKOX YMNUCYETbCA B L0
“pedopmicTcbKy” nepcnekTuay.

* % %

IHwa piy — BpogkeHa “kpu3a” NMOpPIBHANBHOrO NiTepaTypo3HaBCTBa, 3YMOBJ/IEHA,
HaWiMOBipHille, ycnagKkoBaHWM AOrMaTU3MOM, SIKUM He Ja€ 3MOru 3BeCTHU KiHLi 3
KiHuamu. 3raayeTtbcsa nosuuia Pene Benneka (“Hemae Hi BU3HaueHoro o6’ekTa, Hi
cneuianbHoi Metofnonorii”?) un Etbembnsa (“...icHye WoCb TaKe, WO Ky/brac B HaLlii
avcumnnini”; “Hecminuee y cesoemy metopi, He BneBHeHe y cBOiX winax’3), onHe
CNOBO, NOPIBHANbHE NiTepaTypO3HaBCTBO NepebyBaE y cTaHi NOCTIMHOT NopasKH.
SAKwo yHiBepcUTeTCbKa KOMMapaTUBICTUKA BigyyBae Oesiky (MpoTe Ay)ke hopmasibHy)
yNeBHEHICTb, TO aBTOPHU KPUTUUHUX CTAaTEM HEe BTpayaloTb Harogu nepioguyHo
HarafyBaTW Npo “NAWHHICTb | ABO3Ha4YHICTb cBOro npeameta”’, npo “posrybneHoro
nocnigHuka”, sKkui 3aexau “Ha nepexpecti” Towo?. IHWi BigKpMTO, | HeBe3sniacTasHo,
3anepeyyloTb NPaBO NOPIBHANLHOrO NliTepaTypo3HaBcTBa Ha “aBToHomito”’. [lopamo
[0 BCbOro We “cTpokaTy npupoay MaHicecTauil Mi>kHapogHOro KoMnapaTusiamy,
ocobnmBo KoHrpeck M.A.TM.J1.*”8, wo 6yno 3aBBa)keHO orispadamu.

TeepaxeHHa npo Te, wo “Kkomnaparusictuka” Ta/abo “nopisHanbHe
niTepaTypo3HaBcTBO” nepebyBailoTb y cTaHi “Kpu3n” Bxke TOMy, WO “nopisHANbHE

! Carré [.-M. Preface // Marius-Frangois Guyard. La Littérature comparée. — Paris, 1965. — P. 5; Pichois C.,
Rousseau A.M. La Littérature compare. — Paris, 1967. — P. 77; Weisstein U. Comparative Literature and
Literary Theory. — Blomington; London, 1973. — P. 29.

2 Wellek R. The Crisis of Comparative Literature // Concepts of Criticism. — New Haven; London, 1965. —
P. 282, 290; raki x 3anepeuenusi y Fletcher J. The Criticism of Comparison. Contemporary Criticism. —
London, 1970. — P. 107; Jost F. La Littérature comparée, une philosophie de letters. Essais de littérature
compare. — Fribourg, 1968. — P. 314 etc.

3 Etiemble. Rimbaud dans le monde slave et communiste. — Paris, 1964. — P. 4; Comparaison n’est pas raison
(Paris, nouv. éd.,1977); Pour des maisons tolérants. Le Nouvel Observateur. — 1971. — Mai-Juin. — P. 19.

4 Owen Alridge A. The Comparative Literature Syndrome // The Modern Language Journal, LIII, 2/1969.
— P. 110; Balakian A. The Presidential Adress: Comparative Literature at the Crossroads // Bulletin de la
S.F.L.G.C. 1980. — Ne1/2. — p. 29.

> Duri§in D. Vergleichende Literaturforschung. — Berlin, 1976. — Ss. 31-32.

“ MiskHapoAHa acoljianis NOpPiBHAABHOTO AiTepaTypO3HABCTBA.

¢ Gsteiger M. Littérature comparée et esthétique de la reception // Actes du VIIIe Congres de 'A.LL.C. —
Stuttgart, 1980. — P. 538.
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NiTepaTypO3HaBCTBO — Lie He JiTepaTypHe NopiBHAHHA"', winkom cnywHi. Akwo

NOPiBHAHHSA — YyHiBepca/bHWW, AABHO BU3HAHWMW, CMiSIbHUK MeToph AN BCiX HayK (Bo
LUbOro MM LLE NOBEPHEMOCS), TO HaBiWoO, CNpaBgi, BU3HAYATH Ta Ha3uBaTH “HOBY
OMCLMMIHY” TaKUM AaBHIM, TaKUM Y>KUBAHWUM i Mafio cneundiyHum TepmiHom? Yu He
cnif BiAMOBMTUCA Bif HbOrO, BUNYYUTH i3 “KomnapaTtusiamy”? Le senuka npobnema.
Cnoeo Mae npuknagatucs Ao pedi um Haenaku? | ak came? “JlBo3HauHa, 6e3 cyMmHiBy,
He Ay»e Baana Hassa”, ToO6TO cnia Bu3HatH®, wWo gucumunniHa “noraHo HassaHa”.
MpunyctiMo, eTukeTKa He igeanbHa. Ane Hagiwo 11 3miHioBaTH? Ta 1 “y>ke 3anisHo ue
pobuTn.” KoHcTatauis cymHa, npoTte 3po3yMina’. Yrke HefocTaTHbO iPOHIYHO 3anuTyBaTH
(xoua ipoHis TYT LiNKOM BUMpaegaHa), fika ydactb “nopiBHAHHSA” B NOPiBHANbHOMY
nitepatypo3HascTei. HeobxiaHo 3HaiWTH abo HOBMI TepMiH, KK ByB OU Kpalum, abo
HagaTW MOMY HOBOrO 3MICTy — MOBHICTIO nepepobneHoro, Ginbw BU3HAUYEHOrO Ta
TOYHOTrO, Ha NPOTHUBAry TOMy, WO LWKOAUTb HOMY, NPOTe OCBsAYeHe 3BHYaeM. CeMaHTUUHA
onepadisi, ika 3Ha4HOK MipOIO BU3HAUaTUMe Hally No3uLito.

Uu maeMo MU AMBYBaATUCA 3 TOro, WO caMa AediHiuia “komnapaTtusiam” 3aBxau
3a/IMIIAETbCA HETOUHOIO, LLO Beae [0 BiAKPUTTIB, aKi 36MBaloTb 3 naHTenuky'', no
6e36epeXKHOro eKNEKTU3MY, 40 BaraHb Y CRiPHUX MUTaHHAX, WO obpUBaIOTb YCi 3B’A3KH,
0O CKEeNnTUUM3MY, IKWM yBaxkae cebe HaWmygpiwum y uLin cutyauii? Omke, TepMiH
nvwaetbes “6e3 npeameta”’. Ane He icHye W “unctol amcumnninn”. 3pewToto, nicns
€/1aCTUYHOTO BU3HAUYEHHS, sIKe MOXXe 3a[0BOJIbHUTH BCiX, 3aCTepPiraEmMo B LbOMY X
ayci: “KoxkeH BiIKMAaE B LUbOMY BU3HAUYEHHI Te, LIO, Ha WOro AyMmKy, [...] 3aiBe, W06
NPUATH, 3peLTolo, 00 BlacHoro posymiHHa”'!. Lle He ipoHis, sk Mo)ke BMaaBaTHCs 3
NepLIOro Norasay, TOMY Lo M iHLWI KOMNapaTUBICTU KOHCTAaTYIOTb, WO, He3BaXkatouu Ha
BCi BiAKMIAHHSA W BUMpPABJIEHHSA, NOPiIBHSA/IbHE NiTEPATYPO3HABCTBO 3aJIMLLIAETLCS
“KpacuBoto TyMaHHiCcTIO nuTaHb Ta npobnem” 2, “Lle 3aragka, onosuTa TaEMHUuUeD”,
3a kanambypom B.Uepuinnsa. MpoTe 3a rpoto cnie Ta po3yMy 3a/MILAETLCA CYTTEBE
NUTaHHA: AKWO “cnoso” nepebyBac y “KpUM30BOMY CTaHi” W >KoHE BU3HAUYEHHA He
3a10BONbHAE'®, TO XTO 3aBakae HaM nepedopMy/oBaTH i CNOBO, | npeameT, To6TO
KOMMapaTUBICTUUHY npobnemMaTuky B Linomy? AKLLO TEPMiH KOHBEHLiOHaNbHWH, TO
yoMmy 6 He HafaTh oMY iHLLOT KOHBEHLIOHANIbHOCTI, ane afieKBaTHILWOT 1 MOAEepPHI30BaHOI.
HeobxigHo, HapeluTi, BUWTH i3 3aMKHYTOro Kosna.

[ns uboro Maemo 3p0s1aTH NPUHAKMHI YOTUPH NEPELIKOAH:

a) npegMeT KOMMNapaTMBICTMKM BM3HAYa€ETbCA SK “BUBYEHHSA JliTepaTtypu 3
MibkHaLioHanbHoro nornaay”. Ls KoHuenuis ay>ke nolumpeHa, npote il He cnif 3aknapatv
B ocHoBy npobnemu, 60 ii NpUHLUMN cyMHiBHUIM. CnipHe, Ha Haw nornsg, He OOMEXXeHHS
LUMX CTYAiM 3HaMeHUTUMK “BnnuBamun”, “obMminamu”, “KoHTakTamu”, “BigHOCMHaMKU” Ta
“38’A3KaMK” TOLLLO, peasibHICTb SKMX HIXTO He 3anepedye, a CyTo W OAHO3HAUHO ICTOPUUHUM
niaxig y uboMy tvni gocnimkeHb. MakTUUHO BiH 3BOAWTb KOMNAPATHBICTHKY A0 “icTopil
Mi>KHAPOLHUX JliTepatypHux BigHocuH” ', TTigxia LinKoM feriTMMHKWIA, ane BiH NepeTBopIoE
NopiBHAMbHE NiTEPaTyYpPO3HABCTBO Ha 3BMUaMHY W 3anexxHy rinky “ictopii niteparypu”.
Himeubke BM3HaueHHs “nopiBHAnbHa icTopia nitepatrypu” (Vergleichende
Literaturgeschichte) (i homy nomibHi) MoxHa Togi BBaXkat TouHiwmMmu. Kpim Toro, He
BapTO FOBOPMUTH, LLO TaKKM 3acTapiiMi pPenyKLiOHi3M BNAaCTUBUM SiMLIEe TaK 3BaHiM
“chpaHLy3bKin WwKoni”, 60 BiH Ay»e NOLIMPEHUH | HOro MOXHa CNOCTeperTh Makxe
BClOOM. IcTOpHMYHa TpaaMLis BUBYEHHS NiTepaTypu nepeBaykae BCi iHWi. [NopiBHAMbHE

7 Carré J.-M. Op. cit. — P. 5.

8 Foscolo Benedetto L. La “Letteratura Mondiale” // 1l Ponte. — 1946. — P. 127; Escarpit R. La Littérature
comparée // Le Monde. 1952. — 22 juin.

? Brown C.S. Comparative Literature // The Georgia Review. — 1959. — Ne13. — P. 168.

10 “TIporpama” amepuranchkoro sxypHaay “Comparative Literature” Busnauae cBiit 06’€KT y MaAeHbKii
BUAaBHMYIN HOTaTi “y HaMWMPLIN MOXKAMBYIL croci6”.

Y Pichois C., Rousseau A.M. Op. cit. — P. 174.

2 Pageaux D.-H., Schmeling M. Vergleichende Literaturwissenchaft // Komparatistische Hefte. — 1981. —
Ne4. - S. 117.

3 Riidiger H. Grenzen und Aufgaben der vergleichenden Literaturwissenchaft // Zum Theorie der
vergleichenden Literaturwissenchaft. — Berlin; New York, 1971. - S. 8.

4 Guyard M.-F. Op. cit. — P. 7.
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NiTepaTypO3HABCTEBO BifJ, MOro No4YaTKy MUC/IMIOCS AK iCTOPUUHA OUCLMMAIHAG, i LS KOHLenLis
JOHWHI NPUCYTHA B BaraTboX HaLiOHa/IbHUX LWIKOMaX CyyacHOro Komnapatueiamy. MoxxHa
TaKOX [0[aTH, WO NOCTIMHO AOMIHYE TPaAMLIMHUM KOMNApaTHBi3M, OCKifIbKM BiH yBiOpas
y cebe “ysecb ictopuunui po3ym” (all historically minded individuals)'. IcTopis
NiTepatypH, 3a BCi€l WMUPOTH ii NpeaMeTa, 3a/IMLIAETbCA BCE-TaKK ICTOPIElO NiTepaTypu
(3a npegmeToM, MexaHiaMoM, MeTofoM). MaloTb LiNKOBUTY pauito BUYEHi, KOTPI, fK,
npumipom, I.P.fAycc, poarnspaioTe TpaguuiiHy KOMNapaTUBICTUKY K iftocTpauito Ao
ictopuuHoi “napagurmun” (Historismus)'®. Ak “aucuunnina” um “Hayka icTopuuHoro
xapakTtepy” “nopieHs/bHe NiTepaTypo3HaBCTBO” W LOCI BU3HAUAETLCA HA KOHEepeHLinx,
koHrpecax M.A..Jl. Towo. Mu B >xogHOMY pa3i He nparHemMo nigfaBaTv CYMHiBY 4YM
3HeLjiHIoBaTH icTopito NiTepatypu. Ane o6 He aybniosath il 6eskiHeuHo, He cnpuUiMaTUCS
3aBXau aKk “popatok”, “cynyTHii npeamet” i T. 4., KOMNapaTHBICTUKA MaE 3pobUTH
cnpoBy 3MiHWMTH cBolo “napaaurmy”’. HeobxigHo, o6 komnapaTtuBiCTUKa 3HaMLLNA iHLLMWI
LNSX, AKMK JacTb IM 3MOry NigHATUCA Hag, TpaAuuiMHoo icTopieto. AKLWO po3pi3HAOTb
“niteparypHy ictopito” (reHertuka, daktorpadisa Towo) U “ictopito nitreparypu”
(nitepatypHicTb, nucbmo [I'écriture], chopmu, >xaHpw, TBOpH “6es imeHi” aBTOpa Towo),
TO HoMy 6 Top,l He Baatvcs Ao BHyTpILLIHbOFO noginy Ha ICTOpM3OBaHy Komnapamslcmxy
n “imaHeHTHY”. O,u,HaK noeAHaHHs NniTepatypHoi KOMI'IapaTMBICTMKM 3 ICTOpI€I0
MeHTanbHocTen” TexX He po3B’a3ye npobnemy: 3 posainy nitepatypHoi ictopii
KOMMNapaTUBICTUKA NepeTBOPIOETLCS Ha PO34iN 30BCiM BY3bKOI iCTOpii (KynbTypH, igen
Towo). To6To aBTOHOMIA Beae A0 NiKeigauii;

6) NO3WTUBICTCbKI, 4O TOro > AYXe CMipHi 3acafu LbOro TUNy AiTepatypHoi
icTopiorpadii, SKMK TpMBaNWM Yac NpeBanioBaB, 3MYLLIYIOTb NMO-HOBOMY MNOTJISHYTU Ha
camMui cTaTyc TpagMuiiHol KoMnapaTtueicTUkU. Un BapTo Ham obmexxysatu cebe W
BUBUATH /MLIE DaKTH | 3B’A3KK MK HUMKU? Bin “dpakty” uekaloTb AOKYMeHTasIbHOCTI,
Big “38’A3ky” — 3a4eKNapoBaHUX FeHETUUYHUX i Kay3anbHWUX BiAHOCHH, peTesibHO
JLOKYMEHTOBaHUX. Lis By3bka KOHLENLis e KOPUCTYETbCSA aBTOpUTETOM. MU BneBHeHi,
WO NpeAMET NOPIBHSANBHOrO NiTepaTypoO3HaBCTBA — Lie HacaMnepepn LOC/ioKeHHS
TBOPIB Pi3HUX niTepatyp “y ixHix 3B’a3kax oguH 3 ogHUM” V. loeTbcs NPoO KOHTaKTH,
iHTepdbepeHLii, uMpKynaUii, 4OTHUHI 0o heHomeHy “BnauBy”, “iHTepTekcTyanbHOCTI”,
“mipaxky” (i3 HoBoi ranysi — “imaronorii”), npo BiAHOCHHH, HIBUTO 3aBXAM Kay3asbHi
Mi>K ABOMa uYM Binblue HauioHanbHUMK nitepaTtypamu. lNopisHanbHa nitepatypa — “ue
LOCNiOyKEHHS AYXOBHWUX Mi>KHaLiOHaNbHUX 3HOCHUH, (DaKTUUHUX 3B’A3KiB, WO ICHYIOTb
mixx banpoHom i Mywkinum, Fete i Kapnainom towo” 8. BusHaueHHs 6esanensuiite
W HesanepeuHe, IKe Lie Ma€ YUCTEHHUX NPUXHIbHUKIB. TOBTO C/lif BUBYATH ICTOPUUHI
3B’A3KH, W Hiyoro KpiMm Hux! IHWi foxonaaTb HaBITb 4O TOro, WO BMBYEHHSA “KOHTaKTiB”
(contactological) nporonowytots “metoponoriuHo nigospinum” ',

Oppasy » BMHUKae Harato CyTTEBUX 3anuTaHb. UM MOXK/IMBE B NOPIBHANbHOMY
niTepaTypo3HaBCTBI 0BMexKeHe NoHATTA “akTy” B CYyTO NO3UTHBICTCBKOMY CEHCi TepMiHa
— aX [0 TOro, WO 03HaYyBaTUMETLCSA HUM JiHLLe “KOHTaKT” Mi>K TeKcTamu, “nocepeHuk”
Mi>K aBTOopamu sK “ocobuctoctaMu”, KOTPi MaHAPYIOTb, OOMIHIOIOTLCSA IMCTAMM,
nepeknagaloTb, 3a3HaoTb “Bnauey” Towo? Ane xiba dgeHoMeH iHBapiaHTa uu
napaneniamy, ckasatu 6, oHoBneHHs abo nigHeceHHs A0 PiBHA NeBHOT TUNONOrii He
cTae Tex “chakToM” 3a YMOBH, WO BiH Byae rapaHTOBaHWH SK TakWi HAMBUMOTIMBILLMMU
dinonoriyuHumm metopamn? Xiba aBa TEKCTH, 36iralouMcb OfIMH 3 OAHWM 3a BifCYTHOCTI
NPAMOro KOHTaKTY, He KOHCTUTYIOIOTb ghakm i B0 TOro X Y HAaWOPTOLOKCANbHILLIOMY
noauTueictcbkoMy ceHci? Yce, wo nignagae nig o6’€KTUBHE BUBYEHHA, NiAHOCHTbLCS
Ao “HaykoBoro”. fKuwo icHyloTb — a ue camooueBuaHO — 3B’a3ku de facto y nnani

B Weisstein U. Influences and Parallels. The Place and Function of Analogy Studies in Comparative Literature
// Teilnahme und Spiegelung. Festschrift fur Horst Rudiger. — Berlin, 1975. — S. 606.

% Jauss H.-R. Paradigmawechsel in der Literaturwissenchaft // Metoden der deutschen Literaturwissenchaft,
Hrsg. Victor Zmegac. — Frankfurt am Mein, 1972. — Ss. 279-280.

7 Van Tieghem P. La Littérature comparée. — Paris, 1951. — 4e éd. revue. — P. 57.

8 Carré J.-M. Op. cit. — P. 5.

Y Weisstein U. Verbal Paintings, Fugal Poems, Literary Collages and the Metamorfic Comparatist — Y.C.G.L.,
1978. — Ne27. — P. 1; Comparative Literature and Literary Theory. — Pp. 4-6, 157-158.
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BMNJIMBIB, u,npxynﬂu,n TBOpIB TeM i T.4., TO ICHy}OTb MAaKOXC QpaKkmMuyHi 3B’A3KHU Y NNaHi
romMoorii CTPYKTYPH TEKCTIB, Y iXHiW LiIHHOCHOCTI TOLO. 3a AKUM MPaBOM Lie BU/TY4aETbCS
3 KoMnapaTtueicTUkK? He 0603 A3KOBO BYTH BEIMKMUM KOMMapaTUBICTOM, abu 3p03yMmiTH,
WO AocnimKeHHs “dakTHUHKUX 3B’A3KiB” (Kay3asbHOro UM JOKYMEHTa/IbHOro Tuny)
TiIbKKW PO3LLIMPHUTL eMnipruHi obcepBalii, Jonaouu BiacTaHi. Hemae Hivoro saranbHoro,
Harato3HauHOro, BUHATKOBO “niTepaTypHoro”, HiYoro, KpiM HarpoMagaXeHHs iHdopmauii,
Hepigko pobpe nepesipeHoi, fobpe knacudikoBaHo!, fiKa 3aBXAM YeKae Ha
iHTepnpeTauilo Ta OUiHKY i, B KiHLEBOMY NigCyMKy, Ha BBeaeHHs B “Teopilo”. 3a
Bi[ICYTHOCTI LibOro BOHa 3a/IMILAETbCA 3aMKHeHOlo B Be3nniaHin epyauuii, pesepsom
ans ceHomeHosorii, Mmopdosnorii i akcionorii niteparypu, 3a610KOBaHUM Ha3aBX[M.
Y 38’83Ky 3 NONEMIKOIO HABKOJIO “KPU3M” MOPIBHANBHOIO NiTepaTypo3HaBCTBA NEBHA
BiAMOBA BiJ, NO3WTHBI3MY CTaBana iHofi Maike 060B’A3K0BOIO, ane 6e3 NPoOBXKEHHS
WASXOM pPillyYyuX aHTUNO3UTHUBICTCbKUX pemapuwie. OpaHak ue 3acnyra HOBMX
KoMnapaTuBIiCTCbKUX opieHTauin. CurHan, sakun nogas PeHe Bennek
(aHTUdpakTOrpadpiyHiCTb, CLIEHTU3M TOLLO), Y>Ke NPUHIC CBOI NIOAW: NOYau BUXBaNATH
3aMiHy “pakTUUHMX BigHOCHH” Ha “BiBHOCHHM UiHHICHI” Ta “po3rnagatv BHYTPIiLWHI
BiJHOCHHM YacTille, HiX BiHOCHHU 30BHiILWHI”. 1972 poKy NO3UTHBI3M BYB NPOroNOLWEHH
“aHaxpoHiaMoM”. OOMeXKeHHs KOMMNapaTHBICTUKK “3B’A3KaMKu Mi>K aBTopamu” Ta
“npaMuMK 3B’A3KaMKU Mi>K NliTepaTypHUMKU dpeHOMeHaMK” CTanu BBaXKaTucsa “HamripLimMm
BUABOM no3utueiamy”?, Taka » cuTyauis cnoctepiraetbcs B PymyHil, ne 3actepexeHHs
NPOTU NO3UTHUBI3MY BUHUKalOTb ¥ 60-x pokax (Tynop BiaHy), B YropuwmHi Ta iHWKX
KpaiHax CxigHoi €sponu. Ane um 6yB Ue Bce-Taku Burpaw? Ckasatu Ba)KKO, No3ask
“Mich cpiniauii” — guTAYy XBOPOOY KOMNApPaTHBICTUKM — NOYanu 3HOBY, i AO TOrO X
YKOPCTKO, 3axMLLATH Bif TUX, XTO (5K, cKaxkiMo, PonaH BapT) nparHe Horo 3pyiHyBaTw...
B) 3BiAKM Takuh KopcTkuh onip? [losicHeHHA pAy)Xe npocTe: iCTOpUYHa
KOMMapaTUBIiCTUKa M NO3WUTUBI3M — NpsAMI W ay>ke crneuuddiuHi BUSBU YHIBEPCUTETCBKOI
Tpaguuii 3axogy. Komnapartueictuka Tyt Hapop,unac;l aK ,u,MCLl,MnniHa CyTO aKkajeMiyHa
iB TaKomy BUrAAAI 3a iHepui€eto icHye W pani. I'IporpaMM , “ni,u,pquMKM”, “umnknu
HaByaHHs" , yCe Hece Ha cobi BigbuTOK caKpasibHo- CBSATOI, AUAAKTUYHOT YHIBepCMTeTCbKOI
nianbHOCTI M Hivoro Ginblue. MobaunTn /HwubG TIN KOMNAPATUBICTUKM, iHLIY OpiEHTaLio
KoMnapaTtMBicTaM, AKi € Ti/IbKM Npodhecopamu, BaXKKO (AKLLO He HEMOXKIUBO). 3MiHa
BCiel “napagurmMun”, rpyHTOBHE 3pYLUEHHS MOXMBE, SKLLO NiAXOAMTH 4O LbOrO MUTaHHS
3 iHWOI MO3uLji: KOMNapaTUBICTUKA — Lie He 3BMYaWHa YHIBEPCUTETCbKA AWUCLMMAIHA, He
B/IaCTUBO HaBuasibHa AisinbHICTb, He “yHiBepcuTeTcbKa” cnewjianbHicTb cepen, baraTbox
iHwux. OTKe, [OKW MeHTaNbHa Ta KyNbTypHa iHepLis He ByayTb NoAoNaHi, 3MiHa ONTHKM
M MeTony 3a/MWIKUTbCA NPaKTHUUHO HeMoxausoto. KomnapartueicTvka — ue, cnig
Haro/JI0CUTH, X HisIK He TiZIbKK “neaaHTMuHa Hayka”, a i akTueHa “igeonoria” i “Teopis”,
“cuctema” inen. BoHa Moke BXxoauTH 00 Kona 3alikaBieHb KPUTHKIB, MMCbMEHHWKIB,
ny6iLMCTIB, 3peLTolo, YCiX, XTO He JiMlle He MaE 3BaHHA npodecopa, a W He nparHe
horo otpumatu. To un BapTo 3aBOPOHATH TM AOCTYN A0 KOMNApaTUBICTUKKU?
MopyweHa npobnema Moske BupaasaTucs abcypaHoto. MpoTe akTH HezanepeyHo
3acCBiyYylOTb: 3aHEMOKOEHICTb CTATyCOM Ta OpraHi3auielo KOMNapaTUBICTUKHK fAK
“npenmeta gocnigxeHHs”, Ak “akamemiyHol Ta HaBuasbHOI (scholarly) aucuunninm,
WO BifoOOpaKeHO B TUNOBUX NiApyUYHUKaxX”, HE TiNbKU HE 3HWKAE 3 NOPSAAKY AEHHOro,
am nepe6yBae B LEHTpI aKTUBHMX 3aliKaBneHb KOMnapaTMBiCTMKM CTBep,D,)KyIOTb
MOACHUTH TaKi YUCNEHHI NPOMOBH Ha 3aXVICT yecTi aKa,D,eMI'-IHOI KOMMNapaTUBICTUKH,
sKa HabyBa€ Npu UbOMY 3HAUYEHHS EAMHO NPaBUIbHOTO BYeHHA??! ABO Te, Lo NUTaHHAM
HaBUYaHHA Ha BCix KoHrpecax i 36opax M.A.I.Jl. npuainseTbca Taka Benuka ysara?
A60 opraHisauiiHi TypboTH Npo aAMiHICTPATUBHUK Ta ynpaBAiHCbKWUIA NOPALOK
“iHcTUTYyLioHabHOT KoMnapaTueicTUKM”? He 3ragyioun BXe YCiX TUX, XTO HEMOXMTHO

» Jost F. Introduction to Comparative Literature. — Indianapolis; New York, 1974. — P. 37.

2 Koppen E. Die vergeleichende Literaturwissenchaft als akademisch Fach // Mainzer komparatistische
Hefte. — 2/1978. — Ss. 26-38; Robert J. Clements, Comparative Literature as Academic Discipline. — New
York, 1978.
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BIpMTb wo I'IOpIBHFIane NiTepaTypo3HaBCTBO MOXe PO3BHUBATUCSH fMwe 3aBAAKH

IHCTMTyTaM i Wo Horo po3BUTOK 3abe3neyyeTbecs NMWe CTaTycoM “axkafneMiyHoi
AUCUMNAIHK, AKUK peBHO obepiraeTbes...

r) IXHi aHTUNOAM — He TiNIbKKM NPOTUBHHUKMK NiTEPATYPHOI icTOpil W CyKynHOCTI ii
MOTHBALIW, a M yCi, XTO 3anepeyye camy MOXJIMBICTb CEPIMHOIO UYMW KaTeropiaibHOro
obpaMneHHAa, a oTxe, Byab-aKkoi “reHepanizauii” nitepaTypHOro TBOpy, KOTPH
PO3YMIETbCS SIK PeasibHICTb iHAUBIAYya/ibHA, HEMOBTOPHA, HEBU3HAUasIbHa, “opuriHanbHa”.
EcTeTu3Mm Ta iMNpecioHi3M nepeKkpololoTb Y LbOMY NYHKTI CyyacHWM new criticism,
“HoBYy KpWTHKY”". SAKLLO TBip UM NiTepaTypHUN TEKCT He nignarac 3MiHam, AKLLO BiH
YHiKa/IbHWH, TO Lie O3Hayae, WO BiH He MiANArae TakoXK NOPiBHAHHIO Ta reHepasnisauili.
JlitepatypHi Teopii TeX He NPonoHyIOTb HiYoro BapToro yearu. [pote gobpe Bigomo:
XTO Mae€ BiguyTTa “opuriHanbHocTi” | xTo 0bpas 3a AeBi3 “yeary 4o yHikanbHoro”,
TOrO He UiKaBWTb aHi ICTOPUYHUIA KOMNapaTWBi3M, aHi Teopis niTepaTtypwu.

Yce ckaszaHe NepeKOHMBO LOBOAMUTDb, LLO MOPiBHAJIbHE NiTepaTypO3HABCTBO Bij
3apomKeHHs nepebyBac y cTaHi po3KOJY, BHYTPILWHbOro KOHMAIKTY, po3aBOEHHSA. Lis
rnmboka “kKpusa” nNpPoxoauTb Kpi3b yClo niTepaTypHy icTopito Ta ii QoCnigyKeHHs, IXHIO
CTPYKTYpY ¥ nepioausalito. laetbca Hacnpasai Npo (yHAaMeHTaNibHY KOHTPOBEpP3ito
NO3UTHUBI3MY-ICTOPU3MY, LLLO MPOTUCTOITb, AK YK€ 3HAEMO, BUBUEHHIO “3B’A3KiB chakTy”,
SIKe [10NyCKaE NOPiBHAHHA 6e3 iCTOPHUHMX 3B’A3KiB, Tak camo sK i 6e3 reHepanizauii
Ta UiHHICHUX cymkeHb. OTxKe, 3 ogHoro Boky, npumat “dakty”, 3 apyroro — “Ttexkcry”
un niteparypHoro “rBopy”, 3 ycima Hacfigkamu, siki 3 uporo sunaueaiotb. Lle Te, wo
“3ymMOBMNO” hyHOAMEHTaNbHE PO3XOMPKEHHS M FOCTPUM KOHMIKT MeTOfiB: iCTOPUUHOIO
— 3 ofnHoro 60Ky, i TeopeTHuHoro Ta chopManbHoro — 3 apyroro. Kputuunui ta
iCTOPUYHKI NigXig [O niTepaTypHUX TBOPIB nepegbayac i CNpsMOBYE 4O BU3HAYEHHS
inei “niteparypu” abo “nitepatypHocTi”, ska, AKLLIO CKasaTu KOPOTKO, TAXKIE [0 Teopii
nitTepatypu. XTo KOMy nignopsakosyeTbes? lcTopuuHui aHania npaktukye “s cobi” uu
rotye marepiaju ONns y3arajbHeHb i “cymkeHb”?

Came B ubOMy nosifirae CyTHiCTb “KpuM3n” NOpPIiBHANLHOrO NiTepaTypo3HaBCTBA,
AKOMY [OBOAMTbCSA LLOPa3y CaMOBWU3HAYATUCS: YA BOHO /CMOpUYHa QUCUUNAIHA YU
ecmemuko-meopemuyHa, “Biguentpoea” un “pouentposa”’? AkageMiuHa, iCTOPUUHA,
No3uTHUBICTCbKA UM “chpopmanbHa” i “noetukanbHa”? EkcTeHcHBHA UM iHTEHCHBHA?
“OuHamiuHi” un “cTaTUuHi” nopiBHAHHA BoHa npakTuKye? [pUkmMeTHO, WO camui
BUBIp Ay>Ke WBKUAKO onpeaMeTHBCs Yy DOpMi KOHpoHTauUil MiX “dpaHuy3bKoio
wkono” Ta “amepukaHcbKolo”, TOBTO MK “iCTOPHUKO-NO3UTHBICTCLKMM” Nigxonom
Ta “opraHiyHolO iHTepnNpeTaTUBHOI KpUTUKOoW . “MaibyTHE” KoMnapaTHUBICTUKH,
3[AETbCS, 3a/IEXMUTb Bif BigNOBigi Ha Le Baxkiuee nuTanHs. Moro PO3YMiHHS LHMPHUTbCS
NOCTYNOBO CKpi3b, i 0COBIUBO HaNONErAMBO OCTaHHIM YacoM y 3axigHin HimeuuwnHi,
y CWA, y Weenuapii (Werkimmanenz Historiographie), Ha Cxogi.

Lle nutaHHs, nebartu WwWono SKOro NOCTIMHO NOHOB/IOKOTLCA, MOXe BYTH MPUHLMMNOBO
BUpILLEHe TisIbKKU 3 3a/lyYeHHsSM [IBOX CYTTEBUX KOHBEPCIM.

MNo-neplwe, KPUTUUHA aKLis Ma€ pPo3rnagaTucs K CUHTE3 iCTOPUUYHOI, TEOPETHUUHOI
Ta ouiHOoYHOI AiK. AKwo ii npegMeToM BUCTynae “nepcoHanbHicTb” TBOpY (CTPyKTYpa,
3Ha4YeHHs, BUCIB), Le MoXe 3[4iMCHIOBATUCA NiUle Yepe3 pedepeHLii BogHoYac
icTopHuHOro nopsaaxy (TemnopanbHi 36AMXeHHs # BiANOBIAHOCTI) | TeOpeTHUUHI, Yepes
PYHKLIOHYBaHHS TaKUX JliTepaTypHUX KOHLENTIB, AK CTWUJb, Tedid, iges (= Teopis
niTepaTtypu); HUMW BOLHOPA3 BU3HAYAIOTLCA | CNPAMOBYIOTBCS WiHHICHI Cya)KeHHS
= KpPUTHUUHE CymKeHHs). [TpumMaT icTopu3My 3anuLaeTbesa B ycboMy. IcTopis nitepatypu
3 [laBHMHM | 0O CbOrOfHI Aae€ Bce Te, WO MoXe gaTh. HeobxigHO AOCAIAMTH iHLWI
nornsiay M iHWi pileHHs.

Mo-ppyre, KOMNapaTHBI3M iLEHTUMIKYETbCA KPUTUUHOIO aKUi€lo. YCe, Lo CTOCYETbCS
36uKeHb, 3B’A3KIB paKTy, HaNeXKHO [OKYMEHTOBaHMWX, nigHiMae ix Ao piBHA icTopil
nitepatypu (iHTepHauioHanbHoi). KoHuenTyanbHUiM anapaT, SKUM CKEPOBYE CYKYMHICTb

* “Hosa kputuka” — aHTAO-aMepPUKaHChbKa TeopeTnyHa mwkoaa 1920—-1950-x pp. O6crooBara “aBroHOMHICTS”

Ta “opraHiuHy eAHICTH” AlTepaTypHOTO TBOPY SIK MUCTELBKOTO ABUILA, OGIPYHTOBYBaAd IPAaKTUKY “AOKAAAHOIO
”

auranusa”.
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“komnapaTuBicTcbkMx onepauii”, 6epe cBil nouatok (abo >k NPoAoOBXKEHHS) y Teopil
niTepaTypu. 3peLlTolo, LiHHICHI cyayKeHHs, BUpobneHi Ha 6a3i KoMnapaTUBICTHKH,
3acafHWYO HiuMM He Pi3HATbCA Bif NiTepaTypHOI Basopu3alii.

CTOCOBHO LbOro pafMKasbHOro pilleHHs KOMNapaTUBICTUKA TIEID UYMW TiEHO Mipoio
JONYyYaeTbCs 3a3BUYaM JO TpPbox no3uuid. lNepwa, cneyudpiuHo TpaguuiHa, — e
CYTO HeraTWBHa BigMoBa Bifg “acuminauii” KOMNapaTUBICTUKM 3 KPUTHUKOIO Ta iCTOpIEO
nitepatypu?’. [lpyra nporosiollye KOMNPOMiCHe Pille€HHA: Yy NOPIBHANbHOMY
NiTepaTypo3HaBCTBI NparHyTb BaunTu “cepefHio”, a pajle NOABIMHY AWUCUMUNNIHY,
“ponomixkHy” nns ictopii nitepatypv Ta nitepatypHoi KpUTHKK? , un “cynepaucumnniny”
(aTpodpia um rinepTpodin?), AsKka KOHTPONOE ABI “nigavcumnninn”: ecTeTMuHy Ta
KYNbTypHO-icTopuuHy?*. MNo3uTHBI3M TyT BiguyTHO Bigirpae ponb “pokymenTanicra”
(6ibniorpadpia, matepianu fo Teopii niTepatypu Towo), NoyecHy, NneBHa piy, ane,
6e3CyMHIBHO, HeCyTTEBY, NignopsakoBaHy. TpeTs no3uuia cnpasfii BUKOPUCTOBYE
npecTuxkHy dinocodcbKy Ta KpUTUUHY Tpaauuito. Bora iae Big 6partis Lnerenis i
Bia Konpigxka, ski ycesigomnioBanu, wo ictopis nitepatypu 6yna 6 Hemoxnvea be3
3BepHEHb 00 “IHO3EMHMX MOPIBHSAHB”, HEMOXK/IMBA HACTI/IbKW, HACKi/IbKU HEMOXX/UBE
iCHyBaHHA niTepaTypHOi KPUTUKK 6e3 “Teopii” i 6e3 “npuHuunis”?. TepMmiH
“komnapartueicTiuHa Kputuka” BuHuk Wwe 1790 poky. CeHt-bes y 1868 poui rosopue
npo “nopieHanbHy icTopito nitepatypu”, a PeHan” cTBepaKyBas, LLO BCA KPUTUKA
HeMoxnuBa 6e3 nopisHaHHAZ. Micna nybnikauii “Journal of Comparative Literature”
(1903) b.Kpoue™ piwyude Bigkraae dpyHaameHTanbHy igeHTUdIKaLiIO KOMMNapaTUBICTHKH
3 ICTOPUYHUMU Ta KPUTUUHUMH CYLXKEHHAMM — Ha TiK NiACTaBi, WO KOHCTUTYIOBaNbHWUM
eNeMeHT HabNUXKaETbCA [0 KPUTUKM, AiIKa cTaE ToTanbHo. Lia rnubunHa egHicTb
po3rnanacTbCsa AK NoxigHa Bifg gocnigxKeHHs TBopy “y BCix Woro 3B’s3kax”?,
Mpuragaimo, 3pewTolo, “Wo B HacC — igeTbca Npo pocikcbkux dopmanicris, —
Teopin Ta icTopis cTBOPIOOTb €AHICTL”.

Bu3HaHi komnapaTuBicTM cnpyMiMaloTb L0 HACTaHOBY NOBINIbHO, NPUCKINJWBO i B
OCHOBHOMY CroHTaHHO. BoHa npuBoauTb, 3peluTolo, A0 NPUHLUMUMNOBUX 3asB, AKi LWe He
3peanizoBaHi, npoTe cami no cobi Bxe € gocarHeHHaM. BinbwicTe AOCAIAHMKIB He
BUC/IOBJIIOIOTb DaXkaHHS NPOJOBXKUTH HAC/iyBaTH CBOIX BEJIMKUX NONEpeaHUKIB, cepep
AKUX He MoxkHa He 3ragatu [.Centcbepi. Y CLUA, 3 nosaru no xpoHosnorii, uutyioTb
Hacamnepep, Pene Benneka. BiH He po3yMie “koMnapaTUBICTUKH... 6e3 KPUTHKK Ta
ectetukn”. [Ins Hboro “KpuTHKa — HeBiA'€MHa CKNagoBa YacTMHA BCbOrO JliTepaTypHOro
auckypey”, ne noeaHyloTbca “KpUTHKa, icTopis Ta Teopis nitepatypu”?. Y ®paHuii Tex
€ uyfoBa, ane camoTHsa noctatb — ETbembnb. BiH 3aknukae go “cTBopeHHs
NOPIBHANBHOIO NiTepaTypO3HABCTBA, SIKE NOEAHAE ICTOPUYHUN METOoL Ta KPUTUUHUM
poO3yM..., obepexxHicTb couiosorii Ta BifBary Teopii eCTeTUKH i NepeTBOPHTb, HapeLLTi,

2 Biaromin y: Gsteiger M. Werkimmanenz und Historiografie // Arcadia. — 8 (1975). — S. 169, are moxAmBi
pedepeHnii — Ayske YMCAeHHI.

 Wellek R. Discriminations. — New Haven; London, 1970. — P. 17; Nuiiez E. Literatura comparada en
Hispanoamérica // Comparative Literature Studies. — 1964. — P. 43.

% Dyserinck H. Komparatistik. Eine Einfithrung. — Bonn, 1978. — S. 9, 11; Uber Moglichkeiten und Grenzen
der Komparatistik // Mainzer komparatistische Hefte. — 1978. — S. 15.

B Schlegel F. Charakteristiken und Kritiken. — Miinchen, 1975. — Ss. 271-273; Schlegel A.W. Kritische
Schriften und Briefe. — Stuttgart, 1965. — T. 2. — S. 36; Coleridge S.T., Biografia Literaria. — Oxford, 1907.
-T.2.-P.85; T.I. - S. 14.

* Penan JK.E. (1823-1892) — dpanyyspkuit nucbMeHHNK i piroror-opienraricr. Asrop dirocodceprux Apam,
“Icropii moxoaskenus xpucTusHcTa”. Y METOAOAOTIT ICTOPUMIHOTO Ni3HAHHS TOEAHYBAB YHIBEPCAABHMI CKEIICUC
i3 iHTYITMBHUM AOMMCAOM i AMAETAHTU3MOM.

" Kpoue B. (1866—1952) — iraaiiiceruit pirocod-HeorereabsiHenb, AiTEPATyPHUIT KPUTHUK.

2 Sainte-Beuve. Portraits contemporains. — Paris, 1889. — P. 367; Renan E. L’Avenir de la science. — Paris,
1890. — P. 296.

77 Croce B. La “letteratura comparata” // Problemi di estetica. — Bari, 1966. — P. 71, 73, 75-76; Porta A. La
letteratura comparata nella storia e nella critica. — Milano, 1951. — Pp. 30, 35-39.

B W.(ellek) R.(ené) // Comparative Literature. — 1952. — P. 279; Concepts of Criticism. — Pp. 1-20, 292;
Discrimination. — Pp. 296-297; The Attack on Literature and others Essays. — Chapel Hill, 1982. — Pp. 138-
140 ra in.
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HaLly OMCLMMIiIHY Ha npeaMer, Ti rigHui, | HagacTb i HanexHi metoan”? . [leskux HiMuis

50-x pokis yxe 3abynu. IcTopis nitepaTypu HeMuHyye “koMmnapaTusicTcbKka”, BOHa
HEeBiAAiNbHA Big, NiTepaTypHOi KpUTUKK. [NopiBHANbHE NiTepaTyposHascTeo (Vergleichende
Literaturwissenschaf) CTaHOBWTb CMiflbHUW KOpPNycC i3 NiTepaTypO3HABCTBOM
(Literaturwissenschaft) un 3aranbHuM niTepatypo3HaBcTBoMm (Allgemeine
Literaturwissenschar), xo4a NOEAHaHHA LUMX TPbOX MOHATb CTPUMYBaNIocs “TaBTonorieto”.

Ui BigkpuTTa, Wonpasga, 4OCUTb HECMINKBI, hparMeHTapHi, MapriHanbHi, CXBaNOIOTb
Takui Niaxig we He Ha NOBHWI ronoc, i Te, Wo 6epyTb OAHIEID PYKOIO, BUMYCKAIOTb
APYrolo: gucumniiHa, “sika BUBYAE KPUTHKY, Teopilo Ta icTopito nitepartypu...”,
BUAB/IAETbCA TAKOX “OfIHIEIO 3i CKNAMOBUX YACTUH NiTepaTypHOi KpUTHKK”® Towo. |
BCe-TakKMW Te3a eAHocTi 6a3u (KomMnapaTUBHO-KPUTUUHO-ICTOPHUHOT) AOCAIAXEHHS
NniTepaTtypu CBigUMTb NPO MOCTynasbHiCTb pyxy (3anam’ataimo cpopmyny PpaHcya
Xocra: “Komnapatusictuka — novum organum nitepatypHoi Kputukn”) sk Ha Cxogi,
TaK i Ha 3axogi. [lporpaMHi cTaTTi B OCTaHHIX BUMYCKax >KypHanis 3 NopiBHANbHOrO
nitepatyposHasctea (“Neohelicon”, 1973, “Canadian Review of Comparative
Literature /Revue Canadienne de littérature comparée”, 1974, “Mainzer
Komparatistische Hefte”, 1978) micTatb cxBasibHi Bigryku npo Hei, npote nNogeKkonu
ue fimwe iMnaikauii. 3pewwToto, HoBUI TeKcT cTatyty M.A.IM.JL. (yXBaneHMFi Ha IX KoHrpeci
B IHc6pyKy, 20—24 cepnHs 1979 poky) 3HOBY BU3HauMB I'IOpIBHHﬂbHe ﬂITepaTypO3HaBCTBO
AK “pocnigkeHHs icTopii mTepaTpr Teopii anepaTpr 2 |HTepnpeTau.|| TEKCTiB,
30iMCHIOBaHE Mif KYTOM 30py Mi>KHauioHanbHUX nopisHaHb”. | 3HOBY TaBTONOTIA ¥
dopmynioBaHHi. Ane BU3HaMMO, WO Le >KecT fobpoi Bosi 3 BOKy BiNbWwOoi YaCTHHM
HaMBMLL,OI iHCTaHUiT Mi>KHapOJAHOI KOMMNapaTUBICTUKH, AKa, HApPeLTi, BUMLLIA Ha MOLUYKU
BTPAYEHOro yacy...

OT1xe, nogonaHHsa “kKpu3un” KoMnapaTUBICTUKM, HaBITb Ha PiBHI Binbl-MeHLW
TpaaMLiHOT KoHUenuii, Moxnuee (TeopeTnuHo). Hagitb Ti, XTo He BaXkac BM3HaTH,
wo “Kkpu3a” cyTTeBa, yce-TakW MOrOAXKYIOTbCA 3 HEOBXigHICTIO (hyHAAMEHTANbHOIO
OHOBJIEHHS. TOMy WO nopylweHa TyT npobieMa TaKoX CTOCYETbCS KOMMNapaTHUBICTUKK
B pafMKanbHOMY TEOPETUUYHOMY CEHCi, a caMe BUPOBNEHHA cTaTycy, NPUUHATHOrO
AN “noeTMKU KOMNapaTuBICTUKK”, a TaKOXX OBroBOpPEHHs YMOB, 3a AKMX Le CTaHe
moxknueuM. [Monpu BCce, KOMNapaTUeicTUKa W fani nepebysae B nowykax CBOro
npenmeTa, NPOAOBXKYE PO3UUHATUCA abo y BNacHe KPUTHUHOMY aKTi ik 0OOB’3KOBHIA
CKNaAHHWK NiTepaTypHoi icTopii, Teopii Ta KpUTHUKKM, abo B ecTeTULi Ta Teopii niTepaTypH,
fIK e NpaKTHUKYETbCA M HUHI. KOMI‘IapaTMBiCTMKa MOBHICTIO aBTOHOMHA, SIKa W CNY>KWUTb
06’€KTOM HaLoi PO3BiAKH, MYCHTb 3pyHHyBaTH L€ I'II,D,I'IOpSlJJ,KyBaHHﬂ MPOrosIOCUTH
CBOIO AiSNIbHICTb AK HE3aNEXHY i 3anponoHyBaTH CBOI cneuudiuHi piweHHsA. AKwo
ifleonoriyHa aKTUBHICTb — Lie peasibHa MOXJIUBICTb (LLLO MOXHa BBaXkaTW AOBELEHWM),
To “TeopeTtnuHa”’ 1 “noetnuHa” KoHBepcis — ue Te, WO wWe cnig gosecTu. lpeTtbea
npo 3MiHy Mogeni: NOPiBHAWMO (haKTHUUHI 3B’A3KKU (4acTKoBe) 3i CTPYKTYPHUMMHU
38’a3kamu (3aranbHe), “oanHuuHe” 3 “popgoBuM” | NepeBeaiMoO CyKYMHICTb LMX AaHWX
Yy TEOPETUUYHWUW i METOA0/OrYHUM KOFrePEHTHUA CUHTES.

HamaraTtucs 3anponoHyBaTW KOMNapaTUBICTCbKY TEOpItO iTepaTypH, HaBiTb y BUISL
HOTaTOK, e/IeMeHTIB “NoeTHKU KomnapaTusicTUKK”, — Henerka cnpasa. Benuka i mana
Tpaauuii “noetukn”, ii MeTpu Ta eniroHu He (PYHKLIOHYIOTb >XOAHUM YUHOM Yy
KOMMNapaTUBICTCbKOMY CeHCi. 3HaWTK onopy, NigKasKy, AOPIPKKY Ha LbOMY LUNSAXY CTaeE
penani cknagHiwe. lpu UbOMYy cyyacHi TEOPETUKMU iFHOPYIOTb CYBEPEHHICTb
KOMMapaTHBICTUKKM abo CTBEPIKYIOTb, WO BOHa “MepTBa”. HelwopasHo M1 nepernaHynu
3 [IOXHMHY HiMeLbKWX BCTYNIB [0 /liTepaTypO3HaBCTBA M He 3aBBaXKW/IK TaM >KOLHOIo
MOCU/IAHHA Ha NOPIBHA/IbHE NiTepaTypO3HABCTBO. TaKa > CUTyalisl B CyYacHUX NoeTUKax,
[le KOMMapaTUBHUM KPUTEPIM NOBHICTIO BiACYTHIN. Y BCAKOMY pasi HEMaE »KOLHOro
BiUYTHOTO 3B’3KYy MiX cydacHolo MeTogosorielo “noetukn” um “Haykolo npo

» Etiemble. Comparaison n’est pas raison. — P. 77.

% Comparatists at Work. Studies in Comparative Literature. Ed by Stephen G. Nichols, Jr., Richard B. Vowels
(Waltham-London, 1978), p. V; Remak H.H. The Future of Comparative Literature // Actes du VIIIe
Congres de ’A.ILL.C. — Stuttgart, 1980. — II. — P. 436.
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niteparypy” (Himeubkoto, Byab-KOIO) i KOMNAPaTHUBICTUKOI; BOHA HaBITb HE 3raflyETbCA
HuMmK Ak “meton”. MpoTe ganeko He BCi MOXKAMBOCTI BUUepnaHo. ICTOPUKKU NOeTHKM
TakoyX 36epiraloTb MOBUYaHHA. BigcyTHicTb Takol yBaru 6e3yMOBHO LIKOAWTb NPECTUXKY.
3BepHIMO TaKOX yBary Ha YMC/IeHHi TPYAHOLL, AKi MOXYTb BUHUKHYTH, AKLLO Teopis
niTepaTypy BUABUTb BaXKaHHS CKOPUCTATUCA OOKNAAHOW iHopMaLicio we ayxe
KopHcHOT “knacuuHoi” KoMmnapaTtueicTUkU. Lia Teopis nponoHye “BukopucToByBatn”
Ta nepeTnymMadvyBaTtu ii B TEOPETUYHOMY, MifCyMOBYBa/IbHOMY Ta YHiBEPCaniCTCbKOMY
CEHCi 3a JOMNOMOroto cneuianbHOi METOLUKH, IKY 3a/IULLIKMNIOCA JIULLIE 3aBEPLUUTH.
3peLwTolo, CNif PoO3Pi3HATH, | AyXKe 4iTKO, TeOPeTHUHi 3acafu MOPIBHANBHOrO
NiTepaTypo3HABCTBA W TEXHIUHI Ta NPaKTUUYHI MOXX/IMBOCTI X PO3POOKHM, BiAMIHHOCTI
MiXK Liclo “Teopieo” Ta i BipobpakeHHaM y BignosiaHin “npaktuui”. OgHak ans
Toro, wob ue 3pobuTH, cnig cneplly NigroTyBaTH TEOPETUUHUI IHCTPYMEHTapIM, a ue
nosepTac Hac 0 BUXigHoro nyHKTy. C1oBoM, HeOBXiAHO 3HATU WNAXU NOAONAHHS
TPYOHOLLiB.

MonepeaykaeMoO Tako>K NPO HEMOPO3YMIHHS, LLO MOXe BUHWUKHYTU. He Moxke ByTH 1
MOBM NpO Te, OO TEOPETUK-KOMNAPATUBICT CTaBaB Ha LWISAX TEOPETUKA NOETUKU —
pO3uNieHOBYBaB, 3MiHIOBaB, a TUM Bifblue aHy/bOBYBaB TeOpii Ta METOAM, LLO iCHYIOTb
y MoOeTuL,. Moro 3aBpaHHs BOAHOpPA3 | CKPOMHILWI, ¥ aMBiTHIWI: igeTbcs Npo Te, Lo
HOBMW KOMMApaTUBICT Ma€ JiMLle NPOMOHYBATH HOBI asbTepHaTWBM, poboui rinoTeswm,
TOBTO Teopis Ta METOA PO3TALUOBYIOTbCS B NEPCNEKTUBI, AKa He AONYCKae 3MiH, TUM
nadye nyb6nioBaHHsA siKorocb 6ibw aBo MeHW BiLOMOro Metomy (CTPYKTYpanicTcbKoro,
ceMioTnuHoro Touwo). Moro BipTyasibHa po/ib NOJISIrae SMLLe B 3iCTaB/IeHHi M LOMNOBHEHHI,
B3aEMHIN Bepudikauii Towo. HeobxigHo BBIATH B Teopilo niTepatypu no-iHwomy, 3
iHLLIOro MYHKTY BiA/iKY, iHLUMMK NPONO3ULISIMUA M IHLLOIO KOMNAPaTUBICTUYHOO TPaAHMLiED
BiIKpMBATH W BM3HauaTH. Taka “cBoepigHicTb” UbOro gemapuuy.

MpoTe BCce-TakW iCHYE TpaauLis KOMnapaTUBICTCbKOT “noeTuku”, aky He cnifg i
nepebinbluysaTtu, i npuMeHwysaTH. laeTbca Npo dparMeHTapHi NPO3pPiHHA, NOLIYKH,
BiOKPUTTS 6e3 NPOMOBXKEHHS, AKi MOXYTb CTaTW [NOPOroBKasoM. TepMiH “nopisHanbHa
noetuka” (vergleichende Poetik) 3'aBnsetbcs, 3a Bcima gaHumu, y HimeuuuHi gecb y
cepeguHi XIX cronitta (Mopiy NaynT). EcTeTUKH NOBILOMANAIOTL NPO CTBOPEHHS Teopil
noesii Ha KOMMNapaTUBICTUYHKUX 3acafdax, LWASXOM iHAYKLil, napaneniamy Ta NOPIBHSAHHS
(Mopic Kap’ep). Heski nioHepu komnapatusictuku (Jlyic NMonb Betc) BigHOBUAM i
CNOBO, i MOBY, Aa/M IM MUMOXifb CTUC/Ty THMOJOriYHYy Ta “dhopmanicTiuHy” opieHTauio
(MeTpuuHi bopmu, obpasu Towo). CnekynaTUBHA ecTeTHKa i TpaauuiiHa pUTOPHKa
LoMiHyBanu y ®paHLuii Ha cTafii CTaHOB/IEHHSI KOHLENTY B 30Hi akafeMi3amy W 3ayMHOI
TemMHol epyauuii (“Hawi gocnimyeHHs NPo NOPIBHANbHY NOETHKY”, “npaBuna ecTeTUKMy...
POPMYIOTb ICTOTHWUI eneMeHT NopiBHANBHOrO sliTepatypo3Hasctea”)d!. 3HakoBuMm
nonepeaHukoM TyT Bye pociaHuH O.Becenoscbkuii 3i cBoeto “icTopuyHOO NoeTukoio”
(“lctopuuna Ta nopisHsnbHa noetuka”, 1894, 1899 ta “Moertuka citoxeris”, 1897—
1906). BiH posrnsgae Mi>kHalioHanbHWUM niTepaTypHUiM NpoLuec y Moro eAHOCTI i NparHe
3a [JONOMOroI0 iICTOPUYHMUX Napanener, NPUCYTHIX y BinbloCTi BigoMUX niTepatyp,
pernpeseHTyBaTh HOro B “sAKomora NoBHIWIOMY y3arasbHeHoMy Burnsagi” 2. Meta, saky
nepecnipysas O.Becenoscbkui, — “pos’sacHeHHs cyTHOCTI noesii ii icTopieo”, wo
NigxXonunu W OefKi cydacHi KoMNapaTUBICTH, SAKi LWe NparHyTb MOHOBUTH iCTOpIlO
nitepatypu®. 3 TakuMu NponosuuisMu Morna 6 BUCTYNUTH “nopiBHsanbHa ecteTuka”,
O[lHaK BOHMW He NpUHecyTb MJIOAIB, NO3asK jiTepatypa cepep iHWWX BULIB MUCTeLTBa
oTp1Mana npaBo BIACHOro Norisay Ha “cyTHicTb 3aranbHoro”. Llei meton, sk 6aummo,
BiJLHOBJIIOETHCS, aie LUAAX MOr0 PO3BUTKY B YCiX CyHaCHUX CKIaAHUKAX KOMMNapaTUBICTUKH
(“nopiBHAHHSA MUCTEUTB”) XMOHUH.

Mpouec yTBepaeHHa “noeTukanbHoro” nornagy B cyyacHii KomnapaTuBicTUL
BiAOYBAETbCA NOBINIbHO, CNOPaAMYHO: BiH HE BNOPAAKOBaHHI i N036aBneHWi BiANOBIgHOro

1 Grasserie R. de la. Essai de rytmique compare // Le Museon. — 1891. — X. — P. 300; Miiller H.C. L'étude
scientifique de la littérature compare // Revue internationale de 'enseignement, 1898. — XXXV. — Pp. 296-297.
3 Veselovsky A. On the Methods and Aims of Literary History as Science, tr. // Y.C.G.L., 1967. — Ne16. — P. 48.
33 Durisin D. Sources and Systematics of Comparative Literature. — Bratislava, 1974. — P. 26, 33, 42;
Rincon C. El cambio actual la notion de literature. — Caracas, 1978. — Pp. 65-66.
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MeTofo/oriyHOoro 3ycunns. Maemo B OCHOBHOMY JeKknapauii Hamipis, wWwo
NporosiowyoTbCa NiJ TUCKOM HOBWMX NiTepaTypHUX MeTOLiB, 3a OYEeBULHOI
HECMPOMOXHOCTI MO3UTHUBI3MY M NEpPEHACUYEHHS ICTOPULUM3MOM. TOMY Cnif, BU3HATH,
Wo Aeknapauism He Bpakye nesHoi “TeopeTuuHoi” acnipauii, ane BiACYTHI B HMX
NOCNiAOBHICTb | [OKTPUHabHA KorepeHuis. LLlofo TpakTyBaHb, TO BOHU He NepeBULLYIOTb
pieeHb enoxu, Byap To Teopia “kpeauii” un “nitepartypHi >kaHpu”, “cTunicTuka” Towwo.
MNMpo Bce ue npetbca B ponoeigi XaHa XaHkicca Ha gpyromy koHrpeci M.A.TT.J1.
(1958), 3micT akoi uinkom Bignoeigae Hassi: “Teopis niTepatypu Ta NopiBHA/IbHE
NniTepaTypo3HaBCTBO” .

MpaHuy3bka KoMnapaTHUBiCTMKa He 3MiHloBanacs fo 60-x pokie (i Le TakoX Hacnipok
“kpuan”). Maiie He Byno 3BepTaHb A0 “AOCNiAXKEHHS NOPIBHANBHOT ecTeTUKK”. BoHu
NPOBOAMIUCSA B OCHOBHOMY TNif KepiBHWLTBOM Mapcens baraitoHa”, sikuit 6ys y PpaHuii
YHIBEPCHUTETCbKWUM [LifilUEM, UX HE HAMBIAKPWTILIMM [O KOMMNapaTUBICTUKW. BiH nigHocUTb
“ictopruny noetuky” O.Becenoscbkoro oo piBHA “noeTuku”, sKy MO>KHa 3acTocyBaTu
TaKoX [10 NPO30BUX NiTepaTypHUX TBopiB. TOBTO BiH nparHys opieHTyBaTHUCA “Ha
3arasibHy HayKy npo sitepatypy uu 3arasbHy noetuky”. LLle 3 BaraHHsaM, ane niBkpoky
6yno 3pobneHo: “...koMnapaTHUBICTUKA HE MOXe 3anUWaTUCA Ha 3a4HbOMY NaaHi
TEOPETUYHUX PO3AYMIB MPO NiTepaTypy 3aranom: gkujo HaBime BoHa He NPONoHYe
aimepamypHoi’ dokmpuru (a yomy 6 i Hi? — ogamo Mu), mo BoHa i nepedbayae
6ibWOr YU MEHWOo Mipoto (Ha uboMy MU Haronowyemo)”.3* ETbeMbnb nigxonnioe
Ta PO3BMBAE L0 Te3y; BiANOBIGHO BiH Hafa€ nepesary TepMiHy “nopieHssibHa noetvka”
nepen TepMiHoM “Teopis nitepatypu”, 60 BiH Ginblw BiANOBIAAE HOBUM 3aBAAHHAM
KOMMNapaTUBICTUKK: “NOPIBHANIBHOMY AOCAIIKEHHIO NiTepaTypHUX chopm”, icTopil »aHpiB,
“nopisHANbHIN icTopii nitepatypu”, ane BogHouac, i 0cob61MBO, KOMNapaTUBHIH
ectetnui”®. Y cBoix Kypcax, ckaximo, y “BasuioHi”, BiH TpakTye “nuTaHHs nopiBHAIbHOT
eCTeTUKMU”, OCKINbKK “BOHa CNYXWTb NPOSEroMeHaM1 A0 BCiEl NOETUKWU ManbyTHboro” s,
[o uiei Tean MPHEAHYETHCS I.P.Aycc, skui cxBantoe “p03po6Ky nopiBHﬂanoT NOETHKH,
PUTOPUKK Ta ecTeTukn”Y, i wo MPUKMETHO: Komnapamslcmxa Ha Horo RyMKY, MOXe
CMMPATMCA Ha PeLenTUBHY ecTeTHKy W KOMYHIKaLI,IHHI cTynii. BogHouac HIMeu,bKa
TpaguuinHa KOMI'IapaTMBICTMKa BMBYaE, K i poci, npo6nemy B3aEMO3a/IeXXHOCTI “Teopil
nopisHsaHHA” 1 “Teopil nitepatypu”. Mpobnema cnpaBp,l Moxe byTu BUpilleHa n1e
Wwnaxom cuHTe3y. [pote BUCHOBKY npo Te, WO “3aBAaHHA MNOPIBHANBHOrO
NiTepaTypo3HaBCTBA W TEOpil NiTepaTypy y NPUHLMNI igeHTHUHI "3, nilwnu nuwe HepasHo.

LLlo cTtocyeTbcss komnapatueicTukKM CxigHoi €Bponu (SIKy MW HIKONW He BUMYCKanu 3
nons 3opy), To BOHa He BigMoBunacs Big “TeopetnuHocti”. Y PymyHii 3 1937 poky
dopMyoeETbCS ifes “ecTeTUKWU NOPIBHANBHOrO NiTepaTypo3HaBCcTBa”, Xoua i B JOCUTb
3anayTaHoMy BUrAA4i. ‘ﬂopiBHﬂana noeTuka” BM3HAua€ CBil NpeAMET LIAAXOM
TPaKTyBaHHS Teopn )KaHpIB CTUNICTUKKU, METPUKHU, NOPIBHANBHOIO nepeknagy Ha
KoHdpepeHLii 3 nitepatypHoi komnapatueicTUku B ByganewTi (26—29 >koBTHs 1962 poky).
LLe 6inbw po3pobneri Teopii (y Yexii i CnosauurHi) nponoHytoTb nepexif, Bij, BUBYEHHS
MiDXK/IITepaTypHUX 3B’A3KiB (= KOHTaKTIB MiXK HaLioOHa/IbBHUMK NiTepaTypamu) 4O BUBUEHHS
BHYTPILIHbOJITEPATYPHUX (= MOXOAXKEHHS Ta TUMOJoris deHoMeHy nitepatypu). Lle#n
OCTaHHIM WAsX, KUK nepenbdavac reHepanisauilo nparxe “BIAKPHUTH BHYTPILLHI 3aKOHM,
AKi 6 xapaKTepuayBaiu CbeHOMeH niteparypu”, natu aHan|3 reHeTUYHUX Ta TUMOOTIYHUX
03HaK Lporo peHomeHy”. “IcHyBaHHS iMaHEHTHUX 3aKOHIB” y BCAKOMY pasi po3r/isgacTbes

* Baraiton M. (1895-1977) — dpanuysskuii icnanict, aBTop AOCAIAYKEHb PO KPYTINACHKUI POMAH.
 Bataillon M. Nouvelle jeunesse de la philologie & Chapel Hill // R.L.C., 1961. — Ne35. — p. 295; Nouvelle
étape. — Idem. — 1969. — No43. — P. 6; Pour une bibliographie internationale de littérature comparée. — Idem,
1967. — Ne30. — P. 140.

¥ Etiemble. Savoir et gout. — Paris, 1958. — P. 168; L’Orient philosophique au XVIIIe siécle. — Paris, 1957.
— L. — p. 20; Histoire des genres et littérature compare // Acta Litteraria. —1962. — V. — p. 207.

% Le Babélien. — Paris, 1961. — II, p. 34.

%7 Jauss H.R. Esthétique de la réception et communication littéraire // Critique. — 1981. — Ne418. — P. 1130
(i3 npsimum nocuranuam Ha EteemOas).

% Fokkema D.W. Comparative Literature and the New Paradigm // Canadian Review of Comparative Literature
/ Revue Canadienne de littérature comparée. — 1982. — Nel. — P. 3, 5.
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TYT Ak noctynart. [Monbla Texx Mae cBoix afenTis “nopisHanbHOT noetukn”. OpHak
TPyAHOLW,i, 3 AKUMHK CTUKalOTbCA haxiBLi, 3a/MWAIOTbCSA LOCUTb CYTTEBUMH (TPYLHOLLL
TYyT eBcpemism). [MuTaHHA, 9Ke Aoci He nigHiManocs, BKpal NPocTe: 3 YOro noyuHaTu?
fAky Teopito 3actocosysartu? LLlo, BnacHe, po3yMmiTH nig “nopiBHANBHOIO NOETHKOW0D”?
TpuBanuit yac BiAnNoBiAb Ha Le Byna HEeBNEBHEHOIO Ta TpaaMLUiMHOW: HanpuKiHui XIX
CTONITTA Ha3uBalOTb “NopiBHsANbHE BipLWIO3HABCTBO ; WYKalOTb “nepexin CTUAICTUKKU B
HayKy npo nitepatypy”, AKycb “Teopilo NOETUUHOro CTUAIO W NOETUKK”, METPHUHI hOPMU
— NOPIBHANbHY NOETHKY ToLo. Y UbOMy niaHi Hebarato 3aMiHWMOCA M y Hall Yac: 3HOBY
Ha3uBaloTb, Nocuialouuck Ha aBtoputer Doccnepa’, Wnituepa, MNatudennga™,
“cTUnicTUKY”; KyNIbTUBYIOTb MOTPOXY “NOPIBHSANBHY CTUAICTUKY”. “lcTOpUuHy cTUAiCTUKY”
TaK camo po3rnafaloTb sK “iCTOPUUHY Ta NOPIBHANBbHY KPUTHKY NiTepatypu”’. MeTpuka i
NPOCOAis He 3acTapi/ii CbOrOfHI, BOHU KOONTYIOTbCS KOMMNAPATUBICTUKOIO M 3a/lyHaroTbCs
[0 OHOB/IEHHS Uiei aucuunnitun. [oeaHaHHS 3 PUTOPUKOIO, 3LAETHCS, Tenep AOCArHYTO, i
Lie MOCUJIIOE OPIEHTALLiIO HA O3HAYEHY KOMMapaTUBICTUUYHY nporpamy. Y HiMeuuuHi noTy»kHi
CTUNICTHUHI TpagMLii CnpsIMOBaHi B LbOMY XX HanpsMKy, Toai sk y CLLUA “komnapartveHa
ctunictuka” He Burnspac exe GifHUM poguueM: BOHA BifHWHI BnMcanacs B KOJO
KOMMNapaTUBICTUUHUX “YHIBEPCUTETCbKUX OAUCLMMAIR".

TpaguuiriHe BUBYEHHS >KaHPIB — LAPEMHO OXpelueHe “nopiBHANBHOIO NOETUKO 39 —
TaKOXX BWKJIMKAE MeBHi cnogieaHHA. HalpapukanbHiwa nporpama, 34a€evhbes,
3anponoHoBaHa ETbembnem, akui Hanonsrae Ha “ecteTuui »aHpis”, peanizoBaHii
NOPIBHANBHWUM AOCAIAXKEHHAM NiTepaTypHUX >aHpiB y aKoMora Binbuiii KinbkocTi
UMBINi3aLiN, HE3aNEXHO Bif TOro, “Manu UM He Masiu L >KaHpH, Ui UMBinisauii dpakTHuHi
38’a3kn” %, AHeKcis KoMnapaTHUBICTUKOIO Teopii NiTepaTypHUX >KaHpiB, i 0cobnnso
eniyHux, KoHcTatoBaHa e B XIX cToniTTi, HUHI nopyuwye Kinbka HoBux npobnem. Bowu
K, CBOEIO YEPrOl0, BUMAraloTb PO3B’A3aHHS iHLUMX, BUCYHYTUX TPaAMLIMHOI PUTOPHUKOIO,
30KpeMa WoAo reHesu, eBosIoLii Ta yHiBepcanbHOCTI >KaHpis, “iHBapiaHTiB” KOXHOro
YKaHpy, TePMIHONOTIYHOT i/un 06’€KTUBHOT AediHiLil )KaHpy, a TAKOX MOSABU HOBMX
YKaHpiB, TaKWX AK ayAioBiyasbHi Ta ixHi Mogudikauii (Lo 6yno npeaMeToM KOMOKBiyMy
B Asai-ne-®PepoHi 23 yepeHsa 1979 poky) Towo. LLle i goci icHye TeHaeHLia po3rnsagatu
“Teopito >kaHpie (HaBiTb KOMNapaTHBHY)” K LINIKOM OKpeMy, 6e3 BUXOAIB [0 3aranbHoi
Teopii NiTepaTypH, Lo, 3BUYAWHO, He AA€E BiAMNOBIAI HA NopylleHe NuTaHHA. YTiM, ue 3
TUX PO3MipKOBYBaHb CTOCOBHO T€M i TUMIB NiTepaTypH, e BOHU PO3rnsfaloTbcs AK
aBTOHOMHI ccpepu JocnigxkeHHs. | Bce-Taku ix “TeopetnuHa” apTUKynsLisa MOX/WBA.
AHTpononoris, apxeTunonoria Ta Midponoria Tex BigirpatoTb TyT cBoto ponb. Cnig
TaKOX HarosI0CMTU Ha BiAKPHUTTI KOMNApaTHUBICTUKOIO aHTPOMOJIONYHMX CTYAIN YSBHOTO
(’imaginaire) Ta geakux iHWKWX cnpobax y LUbOMY HanpAMKy*'.

Yce ue, fo peui, CTOCYETbCA W NiAXOLY KOMNapaTUBICTUKK O NOETUUHUX (hOPM,
TepMiHa, IKUM OflHa 3 NeplIMX KOMNapaTUBICTUYHMX NPOrpaM O3HauYW/a BUBYEHHS
CYKYMHOCTi chopMasibHUX MOZanbHOCTEN BUCIOBY*, |XHiH xapakTep — yHiKasibHWM i
OAHOMaHITHWH, IHOMBIAYaNbHWK i KaTeropianbHWM — Npu3Bie A0 HOBOI Npobnemu (3
nornsay aHanisy Tekcry), 6a3oBol ana “knacuuHoi” KoMnapaTUBICTUKM: e 3aKiHYyeTbCs
Te, WO He nopiBHOeTbCA? [le NounHaeTbesa Te, WO NOPiBHIOETbCA? AK iAeHTUdIKyBaTH
NOeTHUYHi POpPMU No3a HalioOHaNbHUMHW W MOBHUMH KOpAoHaMW? YU MOXX/IMBO 3BeCTH
“nopisHioBaHe” [0 KifIbKOX BEJIMKUX KaTeropin, npu TOMy, WO X TaK Ba)KKO
TpaHCMoHYBaTH Ha iHWi MOBH, AK, ckaximo: Form, Gestalt, Fiigung, Haltung?®

* ®occaep K. (1872-1949) — mimensruit piroror. AocaiakyBaB AYXOBHY KYABTYPY POMAaHCHKMX HapOAIB
paunporo CepeaHboBivus, Biapoaskenus,, IIpocsiTuuyrsa it pomantusmy. ITos’s3ysas aitepaTryposHascTso 3
dirocodiero Ta icTopiero KyAbTypH.

“ Tarngeasa A. (1824-1900) — ¢panyysskuit AlHrBicT i Aekcurorpacg.

% Cadot M., Voisine J. La Littérature comparée en Europe orientale // R.L.C. — 1964. — N238 — P. 595.

“ Etiemble. Histoire de genres et littérature comparée. — P. 205.

‘U Roddier H. De I'emploi de la méthode génétique en littérature compare // Comparative Literature. —I. — Pp.
113-124; Principes d’une histoire comparée des literatures // R.L.C. — 1965. — Ne39. — Pp. 178-225.

2 G. E. W. (oodberry). Editorial // Journal of Comparative Literature. — 1903. — I. — Pp. 5-6.

4 Héllerer W. Methoden und Probleme vergleichende Literaturwissenchaft // Germanisch-Romanische
Monatsschrift. —Neue Folge, 1951-1952. — II. — S. 128.
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He moxkHa ckasatu, Wo dppaHuy3bKa KOMNapaTUBICTUKA, HABITb HAWTPagULiMHIWa,
MOBHICTIO irHopyeasia Takui nigxig: “lMopiBHiOBaHHSA TUX caMux 3acobiB BUpaXKeHHs B
pPi3HUX KpaiHax (...) Ma€e NOBHICTIO Hanexartu OO KoMneTeHUii NiTepaTypHOi
KoMmnapaTtuBicTUkK”. ABo: “Xoue BOHa TOro 4M Hi, niTepaTypHa KOMNapaTuBiCTHKa
NOMABOIOETLCS MOPIBHANIBHOIO CTUAICTUKOIO, [MBOBMXXHO BaraTto3HauHoo Ta nnigHo”.
“Lle nponne HoBe CBITNO Ha BILHOCHHM MiXX TBOPaMM M Ha IHTUMHICTb X peuenuin”*,
MpoTe BigcyTHicTb “y3aranbHiOoBanbHOT KOHBEpPreHuii” LMX OOCNiAXEeHb — BOHM
NPOBOAATLCA po330cepenKeHo i “caMi no cobi” — cTBOPIOE HeaBUAKY He3PYUHICTb.
LlikaBa B ubomy nnaHni peakuis ETbembnsa, KOTpui NOCTY/NIOE, AKWO HE OOBOAMTD,
HeobXiAHICTb NoefHaHHA “AOCNigKeHHA NOETHKM >KaHpie, cTUAIB, cTPYKTYp” (cepen
AKUX — MeTpHUKa, 0OpasHiCTb, MAUCTEPHICTb nepekiagy) i “CUHTETUUHOTO LOC/iLXKEHHS
nitepatypu B uinomy”#, OcHoBHe M oueBMAHE — Le Te, WO NOPIBHANIbHE BUBYEHHS
NiTepaTypHUX 3B’A3KiB (CyyacHUX) i popManbHUi aHani3 nitepaTypHUX TEKCTIB He
MaTUMyTb MOCTYNajibHOrO Pyxy, MOKH rinoTesa “nopieHasbHOI noeTuku” He Byae
YHichiKOBaHa B OpraHoH yceuislicCHOCTi hbopManbHUX [OCHiIOXKEHD... 3PELUTOIO, HOBWH
NPOCTip CTYLilH, Ay>Ke faNeKWH Bifl BUUEPNHOCTI CBOIX MOX/IMBOCTEHN, — Lie 3iCTaB/IeHHS
Teopiw, inen, nitepaTypHUx KoHuenTis, onHe cnoso — “noetuk”. Lle Ta chepa, aky
KOMnapaTHBiCTMKa paHile 3ragysana, a noTiMm 3abyna. Konu ii 3HOBY BifKpuau, To
3BEPHYJIMCA (PAKTUUYHO [O BUBYEHHS BiAHOCHH MiX NiTepaTypHUMHU Teopiamu. [lomiHye
icTopuuHmni nigxin. MopieHanbHa NiTepatypHa KpUTUKA Ta KPUTHKA igen nitepatypu®
BHOCSATb BaXk/IMBE TeOpPEeTUYHEe Ta MEeTOLAOJ/IoTiYHE [OMOBHEHHS, YBUPa3HIOOUH
HeobxiaHicTb “cucTeMHux” opieHTauin. KomnapaTtusicTu-cpaxisLi, BHMKaOUM B CYTb
CMpaBeu, PO3risfaloTb ABa WAXU PO3B’A3aHHA nopylueHux npobiem: 1) nonyckaerbcs
iHTepHaLioHaNnbHUK KYT 30pYy (hakTHUHUIM abo Hi), ane NOPIBHAHHA NliTepaTypHUX
Teopik He BUXOAMTb OBOB’A3KOBO Ha “yHidikoBaHy Teopilo”; 3icTaBneHHsa nependavae
Hacamnepeg BepudikaLito “pesieBaHTHOCTI” MOpPiBHIOBAHUX TEOPiM 3a enoxamu Ta
3oHamMu?’; 2) Ginbl piwyyi, nepebysBaioun Ha NPaBUAbHOMY LWIAXY, HAMaratTbCs
BUSBWUTU KOHBEPIreHTHICTb i AUBEPreHTHICTb NiTepaTypHUX Teopil Yy (PYHKLiOHYBaHHI
NEBHWX YMHHMKIB (TpaguLis, HOBMU3HA, hopMa, curHidikauis Towo)*. Lle sigkpueae
MOXX/IMBICTb CTBOPEHHSI CXEMH, €KBiBaSIEHTHOI iIMOBIPHOMY BM3HAUY€HHIO NiTepaTypH,
y (PYHKLiOHYBaHHI aesakux 06’€KTUBHMX napameTpis, YiTKO BU3HAYEHWUX | METOAUUYHO
BUBipeHUX. He eknekTusm, He amanbrama, a CNpaBXXHiIM KPUTUYHUW CHUHTES,
nignopsaaKoBaHWM BNACHOMY 3aKOHY.

MpuKkMeTHa O3HaKa BCiX ecKi3iB abo pajue parMeHTiB “NopiBHANBHOI NOETUKK” —
ue ix ay>ke By3bka 6a3a, €EBPONEMCbKUIM €THOLEHTPU3M. SAKLLO NOETHKA 3BEPTAETLCS
[0 YHiBepcasibHOro, To HeobXifHO, Wob yHiBepcanbHe iIHCTUTYLLIOHYBaNOCS, HANOBHWU/IOCS
BiANOBIAHUM peanbHUM 3MicTOM. 3BiACH HEOOXiAHICTb Aianory Ta 3icTaBneHHs 3
MOBCIOAHOIO NiTEPATypHOIO pedd/ieKCiEl0 — eKCTPAEBPONENCHbKOID, eKCTpacXifHoto,
CNOBOM, 3arnouyaTKyBaHHA crpasgi yHiBepcanbHoi “noetukun”. TyT cnig 3ragaty sBigomy
NONEMIKY 3 €BPOMOLEHTPU3MOM, B AKiM ETbeMBb BUCTYNUB SIK BEMKUIA nonepenHuK®.

Hayka nouana ycBifomntoBatv Ty O4E€BULHICTb, LLO NiTEpATypPHi TEeOpii HE MOXYTb
Ginblue cTBOpIOBATHCA TiNbKWM Ha 3axifHi¥ OCHOBI; NnoTpibHa niTepaTypHa Teopis, sKka
BUME 3a MeXi “HaluMX KyNbTypHUX Tpaaumuiin” i BisbMe g0 yBaru “napagurmu” i TeopeTHuHi

“ (F.B.). La Littérature comparée et ses rapports avec la “rytmique”, la “métrique”, la “stylistique” etc. //
R.L.C. — 1930. — Ne10. — Pp. 527-529; Roddier H. De ’emploi de la méthode génétique en littérature
comparée. — P. 118; Munteano B. // R.L.C. — 1952. — Ne26. — P. 278; Constantes dialectique en littérature
et en histoire. — Paris, 1967. — Pp. 77-78.

# Etiemble. Comparaison n’est pas raison. — Pp. 89-100; L’Orient philosophique.... — P. 18; Le Babélien. —
III. — P. 77; Littérature comparée // Enciclopaedia Universalis. — Paris, 191. — 10. — P. 11.

4 Strelka |. Vergleichende Literaturkritik/ — Bern; Miinchen, 1970. — P. 5; Marino A. La critique des idées
littéraires. —Bruxelles, 1977.

47 Scholz B.F. Comparing the Theories of Literature? Some Remarks on the new Task Description of the
I.C.L.A. //Y.C.G.L. — 1979. — Ne28. — Pp. 26-30.

% Fokkema D.W. The Problem of Genmeralization and the Procedure of the Literary Evaluation //
Neophilologus. — 58. — 1974. — P. 268.

¥ Marino A. Etiemble ou le comparatisme militant. — Paris, 1982. — Pp. 51-62.

Ca060 i Yac. 2007 « Ne6 W 57




BaPTOCTI, AKi HafeXaTb iHWWM KynbTypam i anepaTypaM5° IcThHa ouesMaHa abo Maibke
oueBupaHa. Xou 61 Tam sk, AOBOANTLCH 3a BCAKY WiHY BUABNATH MidXK d)aKTaMM NiHii
MeXaHiYHOi Ta NOBEPXHEBOI CNiJIbHOCTI M He paxyBaTUCA 3i 3HAYHWMU BiAMIHHOCTAMM,
LLLO iCHYIOTb MiXK 3axiHOIo i CXifHOIo NliTepaTypHUMK ecTeTvkamu. Hanpuknag, Mimecic,
AKOMY Ha/IeXXUTb 3acafHHuya poJib Y €EBPONEMCbKiN pedpaeKcii, MOBHICTIO BiACYTHIN Y
KJIACHUHIN SINMOHCBKIN KPUTULi. 3a0X0UyOTbCS (JTIMITOBAHO) y MOPIBHS/IbHIM NOETHL TiJIbKU
B6U3bKOCTI Mi>K MOETUKOKO apiCTOTENIBCbKOIO M CAHCKPHUTCbKOW. A TUM YacoM icHye
LUIMPOKEe nosie ANA NOLyKy nofibHocTel i 36irie Ha 3pa3oK paca/cMaK UM NoeTuKa
KMTaMCbKa/MnoeTuKa CUMBOJIi3MY TOLLO. Y LbOMY HanpsiMKy, LLO PO3YMIETbCS K LUASAX
CHHTE3Yy, MAEMO LLIYKaTW MOXK/IMBICTb “eBeHTyanbHOI yHiBepcanbHOi Teopii nitepatypu”,
“KPWUTHUHI KOHLLENTH AKOT YHiBepcasibHi”, BU3HAYaTH “NopiBHANBHY NOETUKY (cross-cultural
poetics)” “kopoTkoro nfipuuHoro >xaHpy”, “tunu peaniamy” Towo®'.

3BicHO, Ue foy)Ke CKNafHO, afyke NOPiBHSAMbHA CXifHO-3axigHa NOeTUKa We AyXKe
mMonopga. Ane W0 He BUKJIMKAE CYMHIBIB i B YOMY MONISIraloTb OCHOBHI TPYAHOLLI, TO Lie
BiZICYTHICTb TEOPETUUHOrO aneTuTy B Bi/bLUOI YaCTUHW LUMIOMOBAHUX KOMMNAPaTUBICTIB.
Sk icTopuuHa gucuuMnniza, Lo SKOi 3BepTaloTbCsA eMNipUYHO, Cy4aCHUH KOMMNapaTHBi3M
TpaaMLiMHOro FaTyHKY B3arasi no30aB/feHUH TEOPETUUHKUX 3alliKas/ieHb | JONUTAUBOCTI.
CkaxiMmo, HiMeLbKHI XypHan BUCOKoro pisHa “Apkagia” 3anponoHysas nporpamy
a6c0m0THo HETeOPETUUHY; 3anuTYioTb 3 NPOTUEXHOro 6epera Peiiny (3 NOKa3HUM
CKEeNncucoM): SIKLLO nOpIBHﬂane ﬂITepaTypO3HaBCTBO Ma€ BnacHy Teopilo”, TO uu He
NOpPOXHS Ha3Ba Tofi TepmiH Allgemein (= 3aranbHui, yHiBepcanbHui)’%2, y DpaHuii
CTBEPAXYIOTb, WO KOMMNapaTUBiCTMKa “OocTaTouyHO noeepHynacs cnuHow” Ao
“CUHTETUYHMX cnpob”™, ogHaK 34aua NO3MLIM BaXKKO CnpuiMacTbca. HenesHui, akwo
He “KaTacTpodiuHuin” (“nyaHTmnlcquMﬁ”, “ad hoc”%%, “imnposizosaHun”,
“npnbnnsHKin”) cTaH cyyacHoi Teopii NOPIBHAILHOIO NiTepaTypo3HaBCTBa NEBHOIO MipOIo
BUK/IMKAE CYTO HeratuBHy peakuito®. BoHa, Ha >kanb, BunpasaaHa. Komnaparueictvka
He MoXxe obxogutucs 6e3 meopii, BracHoi meopii nitepatypu; ii cif CTBOPUTH.

lTep. 3 ppary. Oneeu PomaroBoi
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