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TEOPIH ENITA®II B YKPATHCHPKUX TIOETUKAX
XVII - TEPIIOI ITOJIOBUHU XVIII CT.

Y cTaTTi po3rnsHyTO LWKiNbHY Teopito enitadii B AaBHin YkpaiHi. TepmiH “eniTadis” BxvBaBcs B
noeTukax y ABOX 3HAYEHHSIX: SIK MOXOPOHHA Moe3is B LiNIoMy i sik XkaHpoBui pisHoBua. OgHi noeTuku
HaronoLuyBanu Ha enirpamaTuyHin popmi enitadii, y Apyrux nig BNAMBOM PUTOPUKM HA NEPLLNIA NNaH
BMXOAMMNO (PYHKLiOHanbHe npuaHaveHHs enitadii Kk Hanucy. AHanidyeTbCa KOMMNo3uuis enitadin,
cnocobu ix HanmcaHHs, knacudikauis Ta cneuudika 3anexHo Bif TOro, KOMy BOHW NMPUCBSAYEHI.

Knroyosi criosa: noetuku, enitadii, NOXOPOHHA Noesist.

Olha Tsyhanok. The theory of epitaphs in Ukrainian poetics of the 17t — the first half of the 18"
century

The article gives consideration to the school theory of epitaphs in Ukraine of the late Baroque era.
“Epitaphs” were then understood either as funeral poems in general or as a genre definition. Some
poetics emphasized the epigrammatic form of epitaphs; others stressed the function of epitaphs as
inscriptions influenced by rhetoric. The paper also pays attention to the composition of epitaphs, the
methods of their writing, their classification and the specific character given to them by the person to
whom they were dedicated.

Key words: poetics, epitaphs, funeral poetry.

Enitadis — oauH i3 HannowmnpeHiwunx y aBHin nitepaTtypi >)xaHpoBUX PisHOBUAIB
enirpamu. Yxxe y 36ipui ctaporpeLbknx enirpam “lNanatnHcbka aHtonoris” (Anthologia
palatina), 3acnyra y CTBOPEHHi IKOi HaneXxmnTb Bi3aHTINCbKOMY rpaMaTmnkoBi X CT.
KoHcTtaHTnHy Kedpani, enitadii 6ynn cepes OCHOBHMX TeMaTW4HUX rpyn (nopsg
i3 No6oBHUMY, enigerkTUYHUMK enirpamamMn Ta noceatTammn). CepeaHbOBIYHI,
peHecaHCHi Ta 6GapoKoBi aBTOpM Mepeknaganu naTUHOK CTaporpelbki TEKCTU W
cami nucanu enitadgii BugaTHMM ocobam, cBOiM Grm3bkmum Ta iH. [6; 9; 10 etc.].

HocnigHuku ykpaiHcbkux noetuk XVII — nepwoi nonosuHu XVIII cT. Ha enitadisx
AOoKnagHo He 3ynuHanucs. BiTanin Macnok y cBoOi I'pyHTOBHIM MoHorpadil nuwe
3ragysaB: “Enitacia — Hanucu Ha Haarpobkax. BoHn cTBoploBanuncs 3a npaBmnamu
CKnagaHHs enirpam, gyxe 4acTto 3 4OTEeNHUM 3aKiHYeHHAM — knay3ynow” [3, 166].
[MpoTe aBTOPW YyKpaiHCbKUX MOETUK yBaxanu enitadito NOWUPEHUM XaHPOBUM
pisHoBugom: “...3ycTpiyaemo B niTepaTtypi Ha KoxHoMy kpoui...” (Liber, 1637, 146);
“...HaltyacrTiwe 3 ycix enirpam BukopuctoBytoTbes” (Via lactea, 1735, 172)' Towo.

! Ha3Bu moeTyk i OKpeMMUX PUTOPUK TYT i AaAl HABOASTBCA CKOPOUYEHO, mepia nyudpa 3a Ha3BO BKa3ye ik
HaIMCaHHA, ApyTa — apkyu pykomucy. IToBni Ha3Bu Ta umdpu pykomncis Aus. y npaui B. Macaroxa [ 3, 225-228].
AaTMHCBRUI TEKCT IOAAETHCA B MOAEPHI30BaHOMY IIPaBOINC.
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YacTo B yKkpalHCbKMX MoeTukax enitagisam npuceavysanu okpeMunn naparpad,
KU HasmBaBcs no-pisHomy: “IMpo enitadito (enitadii)” [De epitaphio (epitaphiis)]
(Camoena in Parnasso, 1686, 114; Fons Castalius, 1700, 121; De arte poetica,
1705, 330; Officina, 1726, 39; Via, 1729, 52; Praecepta, 1743, 127), “INpo ckopOOTHY
(-Hi) enirpamy (-mn) abo enitacii” [De epigrammate (-mmatibus) lugubre (-bribus)
seu epitaphiis] (Epitome, 1734, 61; Regia, 1740, 33; Liber, 1742, 123); “lNpo
noeTtuyHy enitadito” [De epitaphio poetica] (Tabula, 1729-1730, 59 Ta iH.). Jlnwe
B noetuui “Ilipa” (1696) enitacin Hemae (Lyra, 1696). 3BepHiMO yBary Ha e oaHy
Ha3By enitadii — “ckopboTHa enirpama” [epigramma lugubre].

Ak enitadia acouitoBanacs 3 KiHUEM NOACLKOrO XUTTS, TaK i Teopist iHKoNu
3aBepllyBana Buknag kypcy noetuku. deocaH MNpokonoBmnY 3akiHYMB OCTaHHIO
rnaey cBoro kypcy (“fmasa VIIl. MNpo enitagitn”) cnosamu: “Ane pasom 3 uieto
NMOXOPOHHOIK MOE3iE BXe BUMycKae AyX i [HaB4YanbHUI] pik, a Takox i Hawa
npaus...” (“De arte poetica, 1705, 455; nogibHi doopmyntoBaHHA AMB. Takox: ldea
artis poeseos, 1707, 173; Praecepta, 1746, 123). BogHouac icHyBaB iHWWiA nigxia,
Konu enirpama posrnsganacsa neplow cepen NoeTUYHUX XaHpiB (Buais), Wo,
oyeBMAHO, NigkpecntoBano ii 3HadywicTb (Regia, 1740, 27 Ta iH.).

TepmiH “eniTadis” B ykpaiHCbKMX NOETUKaX BUKOPUCTOBYBABCS Y OBOX 3HAYEHHAX
— LUMPOKOMY, SIK y3aranbHeHWn Ans BCiei NOXOPOHHOI Noesil, i (4acTiwe!) y By3bkomy,
AK OAMH i3 T )XaHPOBUX PiZHOBUAIB. Y WMPOKOMY 3HAYEHHI Lie NMOHATTS BXUTO B
noetuui “HactaHosu” (1735), oe po3ain HasueaeTbca “IMpo eniTadito Y NOXOPOHHY
noesito” [De Epitaphio sev Funebri Poesi] (Praecepta, 1735, 31)). NMpuxunbHuku
LUMPOKOro 3HA4YEeHHsI TepMiHa cnupanucs Ha lNMoHTaHa, sikuid 3rpynyBaB yci TBOpU
uiei TemaTukm B nigpo3ain “lpo enitagito abo noxopoHHy noesito” [De Epitaphio sev
Funebri Poesi] [7, 212-247]. loHTaH cTBepaXyBaB, WO OTOTOXHEHHS LINX MOHATb
Oyno 3aranbHONPUNHATOW NpakTukoto [7, 213-214].

Y By3bKOMY 3HauyeHHi crioBo “enitacia” BxmBaeTbes y “KHu3i npo noetuyHe
mucteutso” (§VII. MNpo enitadito, eniuegito, HeHio” (Liber, 1637, 147-148)). Akwo
NPUXUNBHWKN y3aranbHEHOro Nigxo4y 3Haxoaunu nNiaTpuMKy B aBTopuTeTi MNoHTaHa,
TO iXHi OMOHEHTU Manu Ha cBoemy Ooui iHWKX TeopeTukis niTepatypu. ABTop
noetukn 1637 p. 3isHaBaBcs, WO, NOAINAKYM NOXOPOHHI BipLi Ha eniTadii, eniueaii
Ta HeHil, Hacnigye Cepsia ((Liber, 1637, 146), akoro 3ragysanu y CBOIX noeTukax
Ckanirep [8, 425], a 3a HuM | DeodpbaH Mpokonosuy (De arte poetica, 1705, 399)".
Ak 3asHavaB Ckanirep, CepBint yuuTb Bigpi3HATU eniTadito Big eniueaii: eniueais
BUronoLlyBanacsi nepes noxoBaHHaM, enitadgis — 6ina camoi morunu, go Toro X
nuwe pas [8, 425]. Poagin CXXII TpeTboi kH1rn noetnkn Ckanirepa HasnBaeTbCA
“EniTadia, eniueaia, conbHMn cnie, TpusHa, napeHTanii, TpeHn, HeHii” [Lib. IlII,
CXXII. Epitaphium, Epicedium, Monodia, Inferiae, Parentalia, Threni, Naeniae]
[8, 425-427].

Y noetuui “AnonnoHoBui keap” (1702) TepMmiH “enitadia” BXUTO OBOSAKO:
roBOpPUTBLCS NPO NOETMYHI eniTadil, AKi NoaiNaTbCA Ha [BnacHe] enitadito, eniuenito
ymn HeHito (Cedrus Apollinis, 1702, 148).
pisHOBUA enirpamu i sk BipwoBuMi Hanuc. MNepeBaxHo enitadito TpakTyBanu Sk
enirpamaTMyHMin BipL, NPU3HaYeHNn Ana Hagnucy Ha moruni nomeprioro (Liber,
1637, 146; Poeticarum institutionum breve compendium, 1671, 22; Camoena in
Parnasso, 1686, 114; Cunae Bethleemicae, 1686—1687, 56; Cedrus Apollinus,
1702, 148; Tabulae, 1729-1730, 31). OcHoBy Takoro nigxogy 3aknas [MoHTaH [7,
212]. Enitadito Takox BuM3Hadanu gk npocty enirpamy (Via, 1729, 52; Tabulae,
1729-1730, 59; De arte poetica, 1705, 330; Praecepta, 1746, 120 Ta iH.) Ha noxsany
abo ocyn nomepnoro (Fons Castalius, 1700, 121).

! OueBnaHo, iaerscs npo Mapxka Cepsis 'onopara, komenraropa “Eneian” Bepriais IV cr. [aus.: 1].
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BignosigHo oo gpyroi TeHaeHLUil, enitadis posyminacs Sk BipLLOBUA YX MPO30BUNA
Hanuc, KOTpUI 3BUYAMHO BMpi3anu Ha Morunax, MapmypoBux Haarpobkax, Ha
npanopax, wWo BusiwyBanuca Hag morunotw (Fons Castalius, 1685, 79-80; Leo
Roxolanus, 1693, 175; Rosa, 1696, 51; Lyra Heliconis, 1709, 246; Parnassus,
1720, 16; Via, 1724, 66). Take Bu3HadeHHs enitadii 3Haxoanmo B putopuui 1671
poky (MutanHs lll. Akum cnocobom cnig nucaTtu enitTagii i HAAMOrMMNbHI Hanucwn):
Epitaphium est oratio sive soluta sive ligata in defunctorum sepulcris scribi solita, vel
vexillis super sepulcra pendentibus [EniTadisa — ue BipwoBa 41 npo3oBa NpoMoBa,
sKa 3BUYaMHO NULLETLCS HA Morunax nomepnux abo Ha npanopax, Lo BUCATb Hag
mormnamu] (Quaedam institutiones, 1671, 94).

Y peskux noetunkax, Hade ob’egHytoun obmaea nigxoam, napanenbHO nogaBanu
ABa BM3Ha4yeHHA enitadii — i Ak Hanucy, i ak enirpamu (Officina, 1726, 39). Y
noetukax “Butar’ (1734) i “Manay” (1740) naparpacd Hasuascs “NMpo ckopbGOTHY
enirpamy abo enitagit”, a xapakrepuaysanacs enitadisa Sk KOPOTKUIN HaANUC Ha
moruni (Epitome, 1734, 61; Regia, 1740, 33; nogibHe Bu3Ha4eHHs — Via lactea,
1735, 172). B ocTaHHi® HaBiTb 3MiyOTbCcA 0bnaBa noHATTA: “Enirpama rpeubkoto
MOBOIO epigraphe, a natuHceKkot inscriptio” (Via lactea, 1735, 171). Hacnpaggi
obugBa TepMiHM O03Ha4YaloThb “Hanuc”, a He “enirpama”. Y [loBraneBCbKOro nogaHo
ABa BapiaHTV BU3Ha4YeHHs enitadii — Sk BipLLOBOro Yn Npo3oBOro HaAMOrMAbHOIO
Hanucy abo SK BipLIOBAHOro 4M NpPoO30BOro noxopoHHoro TeBopy (Hortus, 1736,
232). CnouaTtky [loBraneBcbkunin BUKNagae MipkyBaHHS “pUTOPUYHUX” NOETUK, MNOTIM
3a3Havae, WO cKnagosi YacTuHKM B enitadii Taki X, gk B enirpami (Hortus, 1736,
233); npo ue nuwe Takox noetuka “HactaHosun” (Praecepta, 1746, 120)). Cnig
3aBBaXuTK, WO MeXi MiX ABOMa nigxogamu — po3yMiHHAM eniTadii Sk enirpamu i
SIK HANUCY — AyXXe YMOBHI, 3Ha4YHOI MipOolo nepenniTarTbes.

Komnosuuito enitadii goknagHo posrmnsHyTo B “MNoeTtuui” deodaHa Npokonosuya: “yY
nepLwuin yactuHi, abo ekcnoauuii [expositio], AaeTbcs, sk NpaBKIo, KOPOTKUIA Nepernik
GinbLU NPUKMETHUX AisiHb NOKINHOIO, MOro YECHOT YM MOPOKIB, iHOAI TiNbKM BKA3yeTbCA
Moro cycnineHe ctaHoBuLLe abo cTaH i MarHo. A B ApYrii YacTuHi, abo B 3aBepLUEHHI
[conclusio], sKWo nokinHun OyB BMAMBOBOK OCOOOID, SIK KOHCENT MOMillalTb Ha
KiHeub SIKWACb BUPa3HWA BUCHIB, LLO BKa3ye HA KOPOTKOYACHICTb TIOACBKOrO XUTTS,
Ha MOro MapHOTY i TNIHHICTb, SIKLIO X 0CODO0K HE3HaYHOK YW TiAHOK HACMILLKK,
AOpeyHo HaBiTb BUKOPUCTOBYBATM XapTu 1 noniTudHi gotenu (De arte poetica, 1705,
452). lNMosicHeHHs NMpokonosuyem KoMNo3uLii eniTadii oTpMmano Wupoky NiaTPUMKY,
uen dparMeHT NOro TpakTaTy Maixe OOCNIBHO NepexoanTb Y NOETUKU-MeTaTekCTu
(Praecepta, 1746, 120; Idea artis poeticae, 1707, 173; Libri tres, 1714, 53). MNMogibHe
BU3HAYEHHA 3HaxogMMo Takox y noetuui “lkona” (1726); TyT nuwe gogaHo, Wwo cnig
yBOAUTY 3MicTOBHUI | goTenHun koHcenT (Officina, 1726, 40). Y HM13Ui noeTuk gpyra
YyacTuHa enitadii HasnBaeTbCa “KiHUiBka” (“3aBeplueHHs” — clausula) (Via, 1729, 52;
Tabulae, 1729-1730, 59; Praecepta, 1743, 127; Praecepta, 1746, 120).

B enitadii, 9k i B enirpami, LiHyeTbCSA BUTOHYEHICTb (OOTEMHICTb), YiTKICTb i
ctucnicte Buknagy (Officina, 1726, 40). [JopeyHo, okpim noBYaHHs abo BNy4yHOro
BUCMOBY (sententia) npo MapHOTY CBITY TOLLO, yKa3aTu pik CMepTi YM Bif CTBOPEHHS
CBiTY, YM Big HapoaxeHHs XpucTta, geHb, micaub (Cytheron Bivertex, 1694,
171; Liber, 1742, 124). Oesaki noeTukn pagaTb HanpuKiHLi TEKCTY HaBeCTU SKiCb
MipKYBaHHS 4n MopanicTuyHy HactaHosy (Hymettus, 1718, 43; Epitome, 1734,
61). Noetuka “Kactanbcbke mxepeno” (1700) 3a3Hadvae, Wo y npo3osin enitadil
Kpalle Ao4aTtyv BiAOMMIA BUCHIB, a Y BipLWOBAHIN — KOHCENT Yu wock nogibHe (Fons
Castalius, 1700, 121). Y gesikux noeTnkax ykasaHo, Lo HanpuKiHLi cnig nucaTtun im’s
Ta npi3BuLLe aBTopa eniTadii, NpoTe 3a3Bu4am BOHU onyckatoTbes (Hymettus, 1718,
43; Regia, 1740, 34). Ak 6aummo, 3a Takoro niaxony Oynosa enitadii noBTOpIOE
KOMMNO3WULi0 CKnagHoi enirpamu.
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Y noetuui “Kactanbcbke mxepeno” (1685), wo BusHavae enitadito 9K Hanuc,
BUOKpPEMIIEHO TakKi 1i CKNagHWKKW: BMHangeHHs Temu (inventio), poamiweHHs
matepiany (dispositio) Ta BuronoweHHs (elocutio). “BnHangeHHsa enitadii pisHe
yepes pi3HOMaHITHICTb NpeamMeTy Ta o6cTaBuH. PosmileHHs enitadii Take: akwo
OyB XpPUCTUAHUH, TO nonepedHbo ctaButbeca D. O. M. Piis Manibus N. (B[ory]
H[ankpawomy] H[anbinbwomy] i Bnaroyectusnm Manam H[awum]. — O. L].), i BXe
ToAi mogatTbea iM'A, pig, ciM'a, GaTbkiBWMHA, 6aTbKK, YMM Yy XUTTI 3aKiMaBcs,
3acnyru nokinHoro, gapwu Hayku. Togi, 3pewToto, xan byae 3BepTaHHs... [Hkonm
nogarTbCA Hanagku Ha cMepTb. BuronoweHHs enitadii noTpinHe: gianorivyHe
(prosopopoeia), gpamatudyHe (drammatica) yn posnosigHe (narrativa), Tomy
wo abo roBopuTb O4MH NOET, abo BiH 300paxkae W iHWiI pedi, ki roBopaTb, abo
Bnepemiw. lMNMoet roBoputb 3 My3otw, lNogopoxHim, NMomepnum 4ym YecHoTotw
Momepnoro...” (Fons Castalius, 1685, 80; nogibHe BM3Ha4YeHHsA auB. Takox Regia,
1740, 33; Praecepta, 1743, 128). lNoetuka “Wnax” (1724) onucye asa cnocobu
BUronoweHHs enitadii: posnosigHe (narrativa) i apamatnyHe (prosopopoeia) (Via,
1724, 67). Ak 6a4ymmo, npu Takomy “pUTOPUYHOMY” NiAXOAI YacTUHK eniTadii Taki
X, 5K OpaToOpPCbLKOi NPOMOBU, HE3amNeXHO Bif TOro, iAETbCA MPO NOETUYHY enitadito
Y1 NPO30BY.

“KHura npo noetnyHe mucteuTBo” (1637) BKkasye, WO HanucK y Bipwax abo y npoasi
MaloTb NepekasyBaTh XUTTS NOKINHOIO i ACKpaBo BigobparkaTun noro 3acnyru. Hanucu
CTBOpPIOIOTHCA Y POPMI enirpam i cknagarTbes 3i BCTyny (exordium) — 3BepTaHHs 4o
NMOAOPOXKHBLOIO UM AKOICh 3HA4YHOT ocobu, po3nosiai (narratio) — kOpOTKOi NoxBanu
AisNbHOCTI MOMepnoro, Noro ciM’i i poay, Ta 3akiH4eHHA (conclusio), y skomy cnig
PO3BaXNTU 3aypeHux Apy3iB, nobaxaTun BiYHOro GnaxeHcTsa abo BUronocuTn
ceHTeHuito (Liber, 1637, 149). Li mipkyBaHHA He gicTanu NigTPUMKW B Mi3HIWIKUX
noeTukax.

He Bnucanucs B 3aranbHe pidnLLe TEOPETUKO-NITEPATYPHOro NpoLecy n po3gymu
npo Komno3suuito enitadii, HaBegeHi B noetuui 1700 poky, e BUOKpPEMIIEHO Taki
CKIagoBi YaCTMHM LbOr0 XaHpy: nnad, HEMPUEMHOCTI, BTillAHHSA, NigbagbOpeHHS,
NOSICHEHHS HeLWacTs 4Yn BTpaty abo, HaBnaku, NPoKNbOHW, OcyAd, catmpa Ta iH. (Fons
Castalius, 1700, 121). O4eBugHo, enitadia TyT po3yMieTbCa AK eniyenia. Ckanirep
noainse eniuedito Ha noxeanu [laudes], nokas BTpatn [jacturae demonstratio],
po3noBigb [narratio], nnay [luctus], yTiwaHHa [consolatio], ninbagboptoBaHHS
[exhortatio] [8, 426].

Enitadii nepeBaxHo nuwyTbca y dpopmi npocToi enirpamu [epitaphium simplex]
— “ronoi, 6e3 xogHoro pgoteny” (Cytheron bivertex, 1694, 161; Via lactea, 1735,
171), “npocTo, BKka3ytun ocoby [nomepnoro]” (Libri tres, 1714, 53), “To6T0 TOro, XTO
MoKoITbCH, onucye Tpets ocoba” (Hymettus, 1718, 44). Moetunka “MonovHnin wnsx”
(1735) ykasye, wWo uen cnocib HanucaHHsa eniTadii We 4eXTO HAa3MBAE iICTOPUYHUM
(Via lactea, 1735, 172). Y noetukax XVIII cT. sk npuknag npocToi enitadii HaBegeHo
anctux “A 3Hanwos raBaHb” [Inveni portum] (Via poetarum, 1724, 53; Via ingeneos,
1729, 48; Via lactea, 1735, 171; Liber, 1742, 120; Praecepta, 1743, 120). Us
enirpama, obnobosaHa Npuropiem CkoBopoao, Mae baraTty nitepatypHy icTopito
[5, 74-86].

Opyrvn cnocib HanncaHHs enitadin — Yepes gpamaTuaadito (prosopopoeia), konm
ocoba aBTOpa NPUXOBYETLCSA, AK Lie onncaHo B noetuui 1714 p. (Libri tres, 1714,
53). Y Takux BUnagkax y TEKCTi gie caM noMepnun, akui Bege 6ecigy 3 nogopoXHim
abo 3 ynTayem, iHCTPYMEHT, SKMM KOPUCTYBaBCSl MOMEPIIMIA, YN KaMiHb abo moruna,
HagineHi 3gaTtHicTio roBoputu (Hymettus, 1718, 44; nogibHi bopmynioBaHHA
aus. Takox: Officina, 1726, 39; Epitome, 1734, 62). Y noetuui “MonoyHumn wnax”
(1735) ykasaHo, WO Le JOoCAraeTbCsa 4Yepes3 gpamartm3sadilo (prosopopoeia) uu
nepcoHigikauito (fictio) (Via lactea, 1735, 172). MNoetuka “lManay” (1740) 3a
aHanorielo o enirpam HasuBae Apyrun BuA enitadin “cknagHoto enitadieto”
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(epitaphium compositum), y kit 6a4Mmo cunbHUIM KoHUeNnT (conceptus animosus)
abo BigcyTHICTb KOHUeNTy Ta gpamaTtusauito (Regia, 1740, 34).

MoeTtuka “KameHa Ha MNapHaci” (1686) Bnepwe nogae knacudikauito enitadin.
BuokpemnoTbCa 4OoTMpK iX TMNK: po3noBigHi (enunciativa sev enarrativa),
pianorivHi (dialogistica), smiwani (mixta) Ta enitadii-saragkn (aenigmatica) sk
YyacTuMHa po3snoBigHux. [Jo po3noBigHMX HanexaTtb enitadii, y SKMX roBopuTtb
nuwe noert. fianorivyHi — ue Ti, y AKMX HasBHa ApamMaTtmsauisi, JOCArHyTa yepes
PO3MOBY NOAOPOXHBLOMO 3 MOMEPNM i MOFMNOD, NOMEPNOro 3 APY3sMU Ta PiaHUMYU
yn 6aTbKiB i3 NOMEPNUM CMHOM abo HaBMaku. 3MillaHUA TUMN — Le TBOPU, B SIKNX
O[IHOYACHO [itoTb i MoeT, i noMepnuin, i iHWI nepcoHaxi. B eniTadiax-saragkax
cnig BigragaTtu, x1o noxoBaHun (Camoena in Parnasso, 1686, 114). Y pesikux
noeTrKax BUOKPEMITIOITLCS NULLE TpU TUNK eniTadin: po3nosigHi (enunciativa sev
enarrativa), gianorivHi (dialogistica) Ta enitagii-saragku (aenigmatica) (Cytheron
bivertex, 1694, 170; Lyra Heliconis, 1709, 246; Liber, 1742, 123). lNoeTuka
“INpoobpas” (1707) onncye pi3Hi NOETUYHI TEXHIKM HanucaHHsa eniTadin, ane ixHix
Ha3B He aae (ldea artis poeticae, 1707, 173). Y noetumui 1729 p. Ha3BaHO pO3noBigHi
(narrativa), gpamatunyHi (prosopopoeia), KOnu roBOpUTbL caM MNOET i3 KUMCb abo 3
ynMmoch, Ta gianoriyHi (dialogistica) enitadii, oe po3moBa BigbGyBaeTbCcsa y hopmi
aianory (Tabulae, 1729-1730, 53). | 3HOBY X Taku KOPiHHA LMX BU3Ha4YeHb crig
wykaTu B lNMoHTaHa. LWonpasaa, BiH He nofae knacudikadii enitadin, nuwe Brkasye,
Wo ansa enitadin, SK i ANsa iHWKWX TBOPIB, XapaKTEepHi Tpu cnocobu HanucaHHA:
noeT roBopuTb cam, NOeT BeAe PO3MOBY 3 iHLIMMM, NOET MOBYUTbL, JalOYN 3MOry
BUCNOBUTUCS iHWUM [7, 247].

3rigHo 3 noeTukoto “MNanau”, enitadgii NMWyTbCA K Npo30to, Tak i BipweM (Regia,
1740, 33). ABTop noetukn 1637 p. cTBepAXyBaB, WO eniTadii BUronoLwysanmcs
HaZ Morumnoto i Mornu wopiyHo nostoptoBatucs (Liber, 1637, 148). [edaki noeTuku
dikcyloTb | MMcbMoBy, W yCcHY cdopmu: “EniTadis Buronowysanaca 6ins morunu,
yacTo nucanacs n Ha camux morunax” (Cedrus Apollinis, 1702, 148). CTBOploeTbCA
BpaxeHHs, wo B Ykpaini XVII-XVIII cT. nobyTyBana nepeBaxHo nucbMoBa opma
enitadin, agxe BoHM “NnwyThcsa Haa mornnamum mepteux” (Camoena in Parnasso,
1686, 87; Cytheron bivertex, 1694, 145).

Ycnig 3a MNMoHTaHoMm [7, 212] aBTOpM NOETUK Bynn eanHi B TOMY, WO B enitadii
3BUYaANHO KOPOTKO BKa3ylOTb iM’S, BiK, 3acnyru, CycnifisHe CTaHOBMLLE, FigHi noxBanu
YECHOTU, NPUYNHU CMEPTI Ta iHWI iCTOTHI BigoMocCTi npo nokinHoro (Liber, 1637, 148;
Camoena in Parnasso, 1686, 114; Rosa, 1696, 51; Libri tres, 1714, 53; Hymettus,
1718, 43). Lle ocobnumBo cTocyeTbcsa po3noBigHuUX i gianoriyHmx enitadgin (Cytheron
bivertex, 1694, 171; Lyra Heliconis, 1709, 247; Liber, 1742, 124).

YBary aBTOpiB NOETUK NPUBEPHYB aHTUYHUIA 3BUYAM PO3MILLyBaTU Ha Mormnax
3HapAgada npadi Ym atpnbyTn NnoMepnux: Ha MOruni NnacTyxa — nanuui, Mopsaka —
Becro, 3emnepoba — nnyr, BOTHa — MeY, MUCnmBLA — cokona abo cobaky Towwo. [lesiki
NOETUKN 3a3HavaloTb, LLLO TaKi BKa3iBKW Ha pif OisNbHOCTI CTaBNATLCS HA Morunax i
Tenep (Hymettus, 1718, 43; Regia, 1740, 34), 3okpema, BCTAHOBIOKTb CUMBOJIN:
Ha Mormnax BoXziB — OpIiiB Yn NeBiB, CBALLEHHUKIB — KITHO4i, opaTopiB — 6rinckaeky,
noetis — nebeasa (Rosa, 1696, 5; Idea artis poeticae, 1707, 173—174; Libri tres,
1714, 53; Epitome, 1734, 62; Via lactea, 1735, 35; Hortus, 1736, apk.172-173).
Lli npeomeTn Hepigko dirypytoTb B enitadiax.

Y noetuui 1714 p. 3a3Ha4yeHoO BipLLOBUIA pO3Mip eniTadin: NaTUHCBKI NULWYTLCS, AK
enirpamu, NonbCbKi YN CNOB’AHCLKI — OANHAAUATMCKOAA0BUM cunabiyHnm BipLuem
yn TpuHaguaTucknagosukom (Libri tres, 1714, 53).

B enitadiax Benuke 3Ha4YeHHs MalOTb NOPIBHSIHHSA, KOMK 0Ci6, SKMM NULWIYTbCS
enitadii, NOpiBHIOOTL i3 piBHUMK TM: BOrIogapiB i3 BonogapsMun, 3Hath 3i 3HaATTHO,
BOXAIB i3 BOXAAMM, repoiB 3 reposamMu, myapeuis 3 Myapeusamu, MUTLUIB 3 MUTLAMU
Towo (Hymettus, 1718, 45; Officina, 1726, 41; Regia, 1740, 38). JopeyHi B
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enitadisx Taki Tponu, sik aneropis, Apamartuaadis, nMTaHHs, irypu; wob BuknmukaTun
pO34yneHHs, po3xanobutn, cnig ysectn B TekcT lMpo3epniHy, Mapok, Jlaxecy,
JiGiTiHy Ta iH. (Officina, 1726, 39; Tabulae, 1729-1730, 31).

ABTOp puTtopukn 1671 p., posrnsgatoym Teopito enitadii, NpakTUYHO NOBTOPIOE
NONOXEHHS NOETUK, NPO SKi BXe rosopunocs. BiH roBopuTb Npo noBaxHi M
XapTisnuei enitadii, Npo cnocobu, SKMMK BOHWU NULLYTLCS, 3ragye CTeMU A CUMBOIMU,
AKi BUPi3bOnoBanmcsa Ha mormnax y cy4yacHi nomy 4yacu. Ak npvknagu Bnepemill
nogaHo npo3osi Ta BipwoBsi noeTnyHi enitadii (Quaedam institutiones, 1671, 94
(3B.)). Lle we pas nigTBepaXye, sik TiCHO B AaBHi Yacu 6ynu nos’si3aHi noeTuka n
puUTOpMKa, BipLLIOBI i Npo3oBi eniTadil.

Y noetudi “KopoTknn BukNnag noeTU4Hux HacTtaHoB” (1671) ynepwe nogaHo
noLmMpeHnin y NisHiWKX noeTukax Buknag npo crneundiky enitadin 3anexHo Bia
TOro, KoMy BOHM npucesideHi (Poeticarum institutionum breve compendium, 1671,
22). MogibHi HacTaHOBM 3HaXO0AUMO B GaraTbOX YKpaiHCbKMX aBTOPIB NOETUK; BOHU
BMknageHi abo kopotko (Cunae, 1686, 56; Liber, 1714, 53; Tabulae, 1729-1739,
59), abo poknagHo (Hortus, 1736, 233). IHkonn, o4eBMaHO, 3a Gpakom ayauTOpPHOro
yacy, aBTopu MoeTuk obmpanu sKMicb OAWH abo Kinbka acnekTiB: JOKNAAHO
posrnsganu, sk nuwyTbeda enitTadii ym 1o gitam (Hymettus, 1718, 45; Epitome,
1734, 61-62; Regia, 1740, 37), un 1o npaButenam i BoiHam (Via, 1724, 67; Via,
1729, 52-53; Praecepta, 1743, 127). HavnoBHile 3 ykpaiHCbLKNX NOETUK Ui NUTaHHS
BuceiTneHo B kypci “llkona” (Officina, 1726, 40; kopoTko guB. Takox: Tabulae,
1729-1730, 31). “AnonnoHoBun kegp” (1702) HaBoAUTbL AXepeno UMx HacTaHaB:
‘UbomMy gocuTb getanbHo Hae4vae e3yiT MNMoHTaH” (Cedrus Apollonis, 1702, 148).

lMoHTaH Nogae TakoXx pekoMeHgauii, Ak nMcaTu XapTiBnuBi Ta caTUpudHi enitadii
(iocosum et salsum) [7, 245]. Taki TBopM BnepLue 3ragaHo y “Bidhneemcbkin konucu,i”
(1686): noscHOETLCA, WO BOHM NUWYTbCA no-iHwomy (Cunae, 1686, 56, oue.
Takox: Rosa, 1696—1697, 51), ToMy LLO BCsiKa PiSHOMaHITHICTb Japye 3a00BOSNEHHS
(Fons Castalius, 1700, 122). XXapTu B enitacisx 3assmyan HegopeuHi, xiba wwo npo
epeTukiB, N'aHMUb Ta iH. (Cedrus Apollonis, 1702, 148; Tabulae, 1729-1730, 60).
lMpokonoBunY 3a3Havae, WO XapTiBNuei enitadii HerigHMM NOAAM | HaBITb NTaxam
4Yn TBapuvHaM MUWYTbCA He nuwe Ansa BTixu, a 1 ansa snpas (De arte poetica,
1705, 330); noro niaTpumye noetuka “HacrtaHosn” (1746) ( Praecepta, 1746, 120).
Mpo Taki enitadii 3ragaHo 1 y iHWKX noetukax (Via, 1724, 68). IHkonu noetam
O03BONSAETLCSA 3Merka noxapTtysaTu 3 nokinHux (Hortus, 1736, 233). Ha npotueary
XapTiBNUBUM i caTUpUYHUM eniTadiam “cTaHgapTHI” oTpMMann HasBy CepUO3HUX
(epitaphium serium) (Regia, 1740, 36).

Omxe, B yKpalHCbKMX NOETMKax 4OCUTb I'PYHTOBHO po3rnagaeTbes Teopis eniTadil.
Buxogaum 3 umx HOopMaTMBHUX MpaBuf, BapTO NpoaHanidyBaTu niTepatypHy
npakTuKy — npuknagu enitagin y camux noetumkax ta enitadii 3 ykpaiHCbKUX
PYKOMUCIB i cTapoapykiB.
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MeTpo biroyc VIIK 821.161.04.09
YUTAIOYH IMUTPA JIUXAYOBA

Y craTtTi nepernsgaloTbCca AesKi KoHUenLii pocincbkoro megiesicta Amutpa Jlnxadyosa (3okpema
LoAo noxomkeHHs nitepatypu KuiBcbkoi Pyci, CTUMO MOHYMEHTarnbHOro iCTopuamy), NO3HaYEHNX
BMIMBOM iMNEPCLKOro ANCKYPCY Y TryMayveHHi AaBHbOro MMCbMeHCTBa. ABTOP CTaTTi AOBOAUTb, LLO
inei, siki npoaykyeaB [l. JluxayoB nig BNAMBOM PafsiHCBKOI igeonorii, HenpuaaTHi AN yKpaiHCbKOT
niTepatypHoOi MeaieBiCTUKN.

Kritoyosi criosa: nitepaTypHa MeAieBICTKA, MOHYMEHTarbHUIA iCTOPU3M, iMNePCbKUIA ONCKYPC.

Petro Bilous. While reading Dmitri Likhachov’s works

The article reconsiders some concepts of a Russian medievalist Dmitri Likhachov, first and
foremost those concerning the origins of Kievan Rus literature and its monumental historicism. The
author argues that Likhachov’s ideas which stood under the influence of Soviet ideology can hardly
be used by Ukrainian medievalism, since they reproduce the imperial interpretations of ancient
literature.

Key words: literary medievalism, monumental historicism, imperial discourse.

HaykoBa cnagwumHa [. JinxadyoBa — ue, 6€3 CyMHiBy, NOMITHE siBULLIE B POCINCHKIl
Hayui Ta y cnasictumui XX CT. Woro npaui 3 MegieBicTukm LLopa3sy akTyani3ylTbcs,
KON 3axo4uTb MOBa MpO OaBHK niTepaTypy, agXxe [OCAiAHWUK BUCBITAMB
KOHLeNTyarnbHi NTMTaHHA PO3BUTKY CXiGHOCNOB’AHCbKOro nucbMeHcTBa X — XVII cT.,
3anponoHyBaBLUM CBOT BiANOBIAi 1 pO3MUCAN LLLOAO0 NOro CUCTEMM XKaHPIB, MOETUKK,
cTuniB, NpPOBIQHOI TeMaTMKM N XYAOXHbOI cneuyndikn. [lopobok akagemika Mae
dakTonoriyHe 1 MeTogoNoriYHe 3HayYeHHs i ANa yKpalHCbKUX OOCNIOHUKIB, KOTPI
Aoci He obxoadaTbeca 6e3 mocmnaHb Ha AYyMKU W aBTOPUTET BU3HAYHOIO BYEHOTO.
[MpoTe, 9K NOKa3ylTb CNOCTEPEXEHHSA Ha NyonikauiiMn HUHILLHBOTO Yacy, HiXTO 1
He CyMHiBaeTbcs y BUpobneHnunx [1. Jluxayosum KoHuenuisx. Moro weapo unTyoTs,
Krnagy4um HayKoBi NONOXXEHHSA B OCHOBY CTYAIN i3 4AaBHLOIO NMCbMEHCTBA. 34aeTbCes,
LLIO HaZ yKpalHCbKMMW MefieBicTamMm TSXKie aBTOPUTET He NuLle Uiei nocTarti, a i (3a
iHepuie) HeNnOpPYLIHUX 3acaf pPoCiMCbKOT Hayku, KOTpa TpuBanuin 4Yac BU3Havana
npiopuTeTn y BUBYEHHI AaBHbOI nitepatypu (3okpema aobu Kniscbkoi Pyci) i onga
dinonorie YkpaiHu.

MpoTe 4m Bce B opoOky [1. JiInxayoBa moxxe 6e33acTepexHo NpunMaTn yKpaiHCbKe
nitepatypo3HaBcTBO? AMepuKaHCbK1IA cnasicT EBa ToMNCoH, sika, Ha BigMiHy Big
HaLlMX CNiBBITYM3HUKIB, HE 3aBOpPOXEHA AOCBILOM POCINCBHKOro BYEHOTO, 3apaxoBye
Moro Ao NomiTHMX “TpybagypiB iMnepii”, KOTPMIA NpMYeTHUI 0O “cneundivyHoro
3MillyBaHHS HauioOHaNbHOT iAEHTUYHOCTI 3 IMNEPCBLKOI, LLO 1 NPMBENO A0 cniBnpadi
JlnxayoBa 3 geprxaBoto 3aans 3amiuHeHHA 06pa3dy “pocicbKoi cnaBn” cepep, pocisH
Ta iHo3emuiB” [9, 246]. JocnigHnua nogae xapaktepuctuky npaui “CmixoBun
CBIiT gaBHbOi Pyci” (1976), noBogsum Ge3nigcraBHICTb Te3n aBTopa Mpo Te, WO
“rymop gaBHbLOT Pyci HanexmnTb 0O KaTeropii eBPONEncbKOro cepefHbOBIYHOMO
rymopy”: “Mix nitepatypamu MockoBii Ta cepefgHboBi4YHOT €Bponun Oyna
npuHumnosa pisHnua. Jlitepatypa 3axogy, cMmilouMcb Hag nNpasunamu, wopasy ix
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