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AHoTania. 34iliCHeHO KOMIIApaTUBHUM aHaJli3 ABOX BIJIMBOBUX Y
CIOA nitTepatypo3HaBuux HanpsMiB XX CT.: ,HOBOI KPUTHUKH U Teopil
yuTayubkoro BiAryky (TYB). BusHayeHo ixXHI XapakTepHi O3HakKH,
OCHOBHI MNpPOTUPIYYA M TOYKU [JOTHUKY, NPUYUHU BHUHUKHEHHS ¢
3aHenajy, CTYNiHb BIJIMBY Ha PO3BUTOK TEOPETUKO-JIITEpaTypHOTro
npollecy Ta LiHHICTb AJif cboroAeHHs. [logaHo kaacudikalii 0CHOBHUX
NigXoAiB y Meax Teopil yutanbkoro Biaryky H.H.Tosnanpa i
JI. M. Po3eH6J1aTT i 3/1iiCHEHO iX MOPIBHAJBHUK aHaJi3. BuokpemsieHO
CHJIbHI ¥ BigMiHHI pucu ,HoBOi kKpuTuku ¥ TUB. 3arasom, 3 TO4YKHU
30py Cy4aCHOCTi, HAUOIIbII i€BOK ¥ NMPUAATHOI [0 BHUKOPHUCTAHHSA
BUSIBUJIACh paHillle PO3KPUTUKOBAHA 3a CIOPiJAHEHICTh i3 ,HOBOIO
KPUTHKOW  TpaH3akKiiiHa Teopis JI. M. Po3zeHbsaTT, B AKiil 0JlHaKOBa
yBara MNpUAIJNAETbCA AK 4YUTAa4yeBl, TaK 1 TEKCTOBI, a 3Ha4YeHHA
TBOPUTBLCA y NIPOLEeCi TpaH3aKLil Mi>K HUMM.

Kiro4yoBi cjioBa: ,HOBa KpUTHUKA', Teopis YMTALbKOTO BIiJATYKY,
KOMITAapaTUBHUU aHaJli3, JiTepaTypo3HaBcTBo CIIA.

Y  OuIplIOCTI  JIITEpaTypO3HABYMX JIOBIAHMKIB 1 CIIOBHHUKIB
3a3HauYeHO, IO Teopis umranbkoro Biaryky (Reader-Response Theory)
BUHMKJIA HAa MIPOTHBAry rereMoHii gopmainizmy ,,HoBOi KpuTuku (New
Criticism), a came sk peakmis Ha ece , AQCKTUBHA TOMHJIKA”
B. K. Bimcerra 1 M. K. bepacai, nanpukiami 1960 — mogarky 70-x pp. y
CHIA. Ilpore yknagauka OAHIET 3 JBOX IMEPIIMX AHTOJIOTIM 3 Teopii
YUTAIbKOTO BIATYKY ,,KpUTHKa YUTAlIbKOTO BIATYKY: Big hopMaiizmy 10
nocT-cTykTypanizmy” Ixeitn Tomnkinc y 1980 porii, mpoBoasuu Bia0ip
ece, oOpasia Takud MPUHIMUIL: MPOCTEKUTH SK ,UYATAYEHEHTPOBaHI”
TEopii 3apoAWIMCS y JIOHI ,,HOBOI KPUTHKHA 1 TPOCTEXKUTH iXHI
nojanbli TpaHcopmariii. Y BCTymi A0 1HIIOI aHToJorii ,,Yurtaud y
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TEKCTI: ece 3 muTaHb apautopli Ta iHTepnperaii’ (1980) Crrozen Pyoin
Cyneliman 4urtaemo: ,,0yAe WIKOJAA, SKIIO TENEepilmHd Moja
BUKOPHUCTOBYBAaTH ,,HOBY KPHUTHKY SK XJOMUMUKA JJII OWUTTSA — UM SIK
JTUCKPEIUTOBAHOTO 0OaThKa — MPUMYCHUTh HAc 3a0yTH BaroMi BHECKU
,HOBOT KpUTUKH <...>y Cy4dacHY JITEpaTypHYy T€OPit0 i KpUTUKY  [15,
c.5]. M.JL. Ilparr y crarti ,IHTepnperaiiiini crpaTerii/cTpaTeriuti
IHTepIpeTaIli: MTpo  aHMIO-aMEPUKAHCBKY KPUTHKY  YHUTaIlbKOTO
Biaryky” (1983) morpumyeThcst CX0kK0i TyMKH: ,,... (popmaiti3m i ,,HOBa
KpUTHUKA” BXE HACTUIBKA JUCKPEIUTOBAHI Y TEOPETUYHHUX KOJIax, IIO
1HIIIa cepis HamaaiB BUJAETHCS HEAOPEUHOK. 3 1HIIOro OOKy, O6arato B
4OMY KPUTHKA YATAIBKOTO BIATYKY BUSBIISIETHCS HOTAIIMHUM BapiaHTOM
TOTO X (popMati3My, Tak pizko Bigkuayroro” [11, c. 201].

Y  KynbTypi, ,,IO3HAUCHIH IIBUAKUMH 3MIHAaMH, HIIIO HE
3MIHIOETBCS MIBUIIE, HDK MuUHYJE” [2, c.281], 1 nek ¢akt BuMarae
PETYJSIPHOTO  3BEpPHEHHS  J10 3a0yTOro MHUHYJIOTO 3  METOIO
HEYNEePeIKEHOro NePEOCMUCIICHHS 1 nepeolinku. [IpoBoasiun aHaIorio
3 eminoBUM KoMmiuiekcoMm, ['apombn bnym y kHuU31 ,,OcTpax BIUIMBY:
Teopis moes3ii”’ (1973) noBOAWTH, IO KOXKHE HACTyIHE ITOKOJIHHS
HaMaraeTbcs ,,BOMTH 0aTbKa” 3 METOIO 3BUILHEHHS MPOCTOPY AJISI CBOTO
po3BuTKy. CripoOyemo 3’sicyBatu, Hackiabku TUB Bmanocs ,3HUIIATA”
MOCTYJIaTH ,,HOBOI KPUTUKK 1 4K OyJia BOHA B3araji ii ,,0aTbKOM™?

CBigueHHsIM CTifikoro iHTepecy HaykoBiiB g0 TUB i1 ,HOBOI
KPUTUKK® € mpalll, onmyOsikoBaHi Ha moudatky XXI cTomiTTs, 30KpemMa
KkHura ,,DopMaricTHIHa KpUTHKA i Teopis unTarpkoro Biaryky” (2002 p.)
Tonna @. JleBica Ta Kennera Bomaka — ,,JOCTYyIIHE MpeICTaBICHHS IBOX
BKJIMBUX HAMPSAMKIB B 1CTOPil TEOPIi JIITEpaTypH ABAALSATOIO CTOMITTS ,
y mepeamoBi 1o sakoi Jlxymian Bondpeils kaxe npo HEOOXITHICTH
,TpaHCcHOpMyBaTH KpPUTUYHE MHHYJE MUISAXOM IHTEpHpeTamii 3
NEepPCIEeKTUBU ChOroJieHHs [6, c. viii]. IIpore ocHOBHa yBara aBTOpIB
30cepe/KeHa TEePEeBaXHO Ha OMNHUCOBI TEOpi Ta MPaKTUUHOMY
3aCTOCYBAaHHI HalpalloBaHb TEOPETUKIB BHUIIE3a3HAUYCHUX JIITEPATypHO-
KPUTUYHUX HAMNpsSMKIB, O€3MOCepeHbO HE TMPOBOJASIUU  IXHBOTO
MOPIBHSHHSL.

Meroro Hamoi po3BiAKK € 3I1MCHEHHS KOMIIApATHBHOTO aHAII3Y
nBox BrumBoBuX y CIIA mitepatypo3HaBuux HampsiMiB XX CT.: ,,HOBOI
KPUTHKHN ¥ Teopil YUTANBKOIO0 BIiITyKY (BCE * aKIEHTYIOUM yBary
caMe Ha OCTaHHii Teopli, HeIOCTaTHLO BUBYCHIN y BITUYM3HIHIN HayIll),
BUSIBUBIIIM 1XHI XapaKTepHI O3HAKH, OCHOBHI MPOTHUPIYYS W TOUYKHU
JIOTUKY, TPUYMHW BUHUKHEHHS ¢ 3aHemnaay, CTYIIHb BIUIMBY Ha
PO3BUTOK TEOPETUKO-JIITEPATYpHOTO IpoIlecy KIHI XX CTOMITTS Ta
I[IHHICTD JUISI CHOTOEHHS.
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Crnepury HaBeZeMO BHU3HAUYECHHSI O3HAUEHUX HAIPSIMIB 31 CIIOBHUKA
miteparypaux TepmiHiB Jxk. Uingepca ta . I'eHrtci: ,,AMEpUKaHCHKUN
JiTepaTypHO-KpUTHYHUI Hanpsum Big 1930-x 1o 1960-x, ,,HoBa KpuTHKA”
30CepeKyBajlacsi Ha BHUBYEHHI JITEPATypHUX TEKCTIB ,,00’€KTUBHO ,
COpPHUIMAIOYX 1X SK CaMOJIOCTaTHI, aBTOHOMHI Ta ICHYIOY1 3apajy CaMHX
cedbe cyrtHocti” [3, c.205] Ta ,He O3Hayaruu OCOOJMBOrO METOIY YU
KPUTUYHY TEOPil0, TEPMIH KPUTHKA YHTANBKOT0 Binryky (dazi — TUB)
BIICWJIAE 10 DAY PI3HUX TMIJAXOAIB, SIKI MEPEBAXHO 30CEPEIKEHI Ha
PO3YMIHHI ¥ TEOPETU3YBaHHI CTOCOBHO CIIOCOOIB CIPUHUMAaHHS TEKCTiB
1HIMBITyalbHUMH 4YWTa4yaMu, ad0 YyWTavyaMu, KOTPi1 HaJexkaTh JO TaKUX
cnenu@ivHUX KaTeropii, sk kiac, reaaep (pix), erHoc Tomo” [3, c. 253].
CyrTeBUM € (DakT BUKOPUCTAHHS B AHIJIOMOBHIM JIITEpaTypi PI3HUX
TEPMIHIB JJIsl IO3HAYEHHS CYKYITHOCTI JIITEPATypO3HABUUX JOCIIII>KEHD B
Amepuni Ta €Bpormi, MPUCBIYCHUX BHUBYECHHIO KAaTEeropidi wuMrTaua,
npouecy 4YMTaHHsl a0o/Ta 4YMTAUNBKOr0 BiaAryky: ,,Reader-response
theory” (P. biu, II. PabGinosiu, /[x. Bondpeiiz, T.®. /leBic i K. Bomak,
A.C. Xap06i, JIx. Ancan), ,,Reader-response criticism” (/Ix. TommkiHc,
C. Maiiro, E. ®ponn, H. Kaponaiins, B. Isepin, JI. Taiicon), ,,Reader-
oriented criticism/theory” (C. P. Cyneiiman, J[x. Emnsapa, P. Cennmen),
,2Audience-oriented criticism” (C. P. Cyneiiman). Ilepuri nBa tepmiHu
MalOTh 3HAYHO BYXYE 3HAYEHHS 1 BHUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS (4YacTo SK
cuHonimu: literary  criticism 3  aHrI.  mepekiamaeTbes K
,JIITEPaTYpO3HABCTBO’), BJAcCHEe, JUIsI TMO3HAYEHHS BUIIECHA3BAHOTO
Harnpsimy B JiTepaTypo3HaBcTBi CIIIA. OctanHiM YyacoM Aeaali yacTilie
BUKOPHCTOBYEThCS  HasBa ,,Reader-response theory” 3 wmetoro
HAroJIOIIEHHsST Ha  TEOPETUYHOMY  3HAYCHHI  HAMNpsAMKY  JUIs
JiTepaTypO3HABCTBA.

[{ikaBo, 110 1 ,,HOBI KPUTUKU , 1 IPEACTABHUKN TEOPil UUTALILKOTO
BIAITYKY BHU3HAIOTh KHUTY aHrfidns AiiBopa Apmctponra Pigappca
I IpakTruna kputuka” (1929) BaroMum miarpyHTSIM A1 TOOYAOBH iXHIX
JiTepaTypO3HABYUX TEOPiH, IIOMpaBla, aKTyajdi3yloud B MOro Mparsx
pI3H1 aCMEKTU: PaHHI ,,HOBI KPUTUKHU — 3BEPHEHHS JI0 BJIACHE BUBUYEHHS
TEKCTy, a He Olorpadgii aBTOpa UM ICTOpit0O HOro HaNWCaHHS;
NpEeACTaBHUKHA PAHHBOTO ,,dUTAYCOPIEHTOBAHOTO  JIITEPATypO3HABCTBA
3aI[IKaBUJIUCh EMITIPUYHUM CHOPSIMYBaHHSIM HOTO mpaili Ta 3BEpPHEHHSIM
710 TICUXOJIOTIYHUX OCOOJMBOCTEN peanbHUX uutadiB. JI. M. Pozenbnart
y kHu31l ,Ywurtau, Tekct, TBip: TpaH3akiiiiHa TeOpis JITEPATYPHOTO
tBOpy” (1978) nuByerbcs: ,3a 1poHI€O 10Mi, ,HOBI KPUTHKH
BIIMITOBXYIOTHCS BiJ Pidap/icOBMX BHCOKHX CTaHIAPTIB 1HTEpIIpETallii,
aje ... 30CEPECMKYIOUUCh Ha TEKCTI W irHopyroum umrada” [14, c. 63]
OTxe, IEBHOIO MIPOIO, 111 IB1 T€OPI1i, 3 CaMHX JIKEpPEJI, MAlOTh CIIJIbHY B
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yaci ,,TOYKY BIJNPaBICHHS , aj€ pi3HI BEKTOPU PO3BUTKY N Hac
po3kBiTy (TUB nuiie Hanpukisi 1960 1 1o noyatky 80-x).

HactynHoto BaroMmorw moctaTTio, ToB’si3aHor0 3 TUB, Oyna
Jlyiza M. Pozenbnatt (1904-2005), sy pa3om i3 A. A. Piuapacom 3apa3
HA3UBAIOTh POJOHAYAIBHUIICIO 1I1€i Teopii, mpo Ky B 1995 p. Beitn byt
NucaB: ,,TeIep JIETKO MOOAUMTH, SK JaJeKO TNomepeay BoHa Oyna y
HNOPIBHAHHI 3 TUMH, KOTO B IIICTAECATUX MPOrOJIOCUIN 3aCHOBHUKAMU
,KPUTHKH duTanbkoro Biaryky”” [12, c.x]. Ii mpaus ,Jlitepatypa sk
JOCIIIIKEHHS’, HanucaHa 1me y 1938 p., Ha goBruil yac Oyna 3a0yta 1
mumie Hanpukidii 1970-x, 3aBasku JleBizy bueiixy [15, c. 45n], 3HOBY
Oyjia TOIIHOBAaHA W BU3HAHA ,,MTIOHEPCHKUM ™ JOCILDKCHHSAM Yy IIiH
rany3i. Y cBoid mpaui ,,Cy0’ektuBHa kputuka” JI. bielix mopiBHIo€e
TpaH3aKI[iiHY TEOPIIO JI. M. Pozen6nart i TPaH3aKTUBHY
Hopmana H. IN'onmnanga: ,,xoua #oro (H. I'omnanna. — JI 4.) norsig Ha
npo0JIeMy BiJpi3HAETHCS BiJ MOMIIAIB PO3eHOIATT y IESIKMX KIIOUOBUX
acIieKTax, HOro OCHOBOIIOJIOKHA KOHIIEHIIISI YATAHHS € TYXKE CXOXKOIO:
,JIITEpaTypHa KPUTHKA ... OOMpAE MPEAMETOM JOCIIKEHHS HE TEKCT, a
TpaH3akKIlio MiX yuTadeM 1 Tekctom™ [1, c. 111], ane JI. M. Po3enGaart
,...[IPUHIIIIa O TOTO X BUCHOBKY, 1o ¥ ['omnanna, mpore Habarato
panime” [1, c. 111n].

Xoua icHye Oarato BaplaHTlB cucTeMaTu3alli MmiaXo[iB y Mexkax
TUB, Ha Hamy ayMKy, IIKaBO NPOCTEKUTH, SIK Came 1 32 SIKUMH
OPUHIMIIAMU i1 CXEMaTU3YIOTh MPOBIAHI HAYKOBIl I[LOTO HAIpPsMY.
Cnepury nogamo knacudikamiro H. H. 'omnanaa, HalipaJuKaibHIIIOTO 3
yCiX Yy HaJlaHHI BJIaJu peaJIbHUM YuTayaM 3 IUIOTI ¥ KpPOB1 Yy MpOIIEC]
iHTepnperTanli; gam — kinacudikamiro JI. M. Po3eHOnatT, Teopito sKoOi
BBaXKalOTh JyXe OJIM3bKOIO /10 ,,HOBOI KPUTHUKHK~ 3a ii yBaXKHE CTABJICHHS
110 TEKCTY.

Knacuegixauia ocnoenux nioxooie T4B H. H. I'onnanoa

VY ece ,,PeBizisa ,,.Bkpagenoro mucta” (E. A. Ilo. — JI. A.): untanus
K nepcoHanbHa Tpanzakuis” H. H. ['omnana, po3mipkoByrouu mpo Te,
YOMY IIPU YMTAHHI OJHOTO ¥ TOTO K TEKCTY B YUTA4iB BUHUKAIOTh Pi3HI
BIITYKH TIPO HBOTO, 1 BIJICTOIOIOYM CBOIO TpaH3aKTHBHY (transactive)
TEOPII0 YWTAHHS, CTaBUTh 3amUTaHHsA: ,SIK Mu (KpHTHKH — JI. A)
MOSICHIOEMO 111 BiAMIHHOCTI?” [8, C. 363] Horo BifmoBigh MOXKHA CTHCIIO
nepeaaT, KiacugiKyBaBIId MOTISIN p13HI/IX TEOPETHUKIB y TaKi TPYIH:
,,TeKCToaKTnBHa” (,,text-active”) Teopm (mepenbayae iCHYBaHHS
HOPMAJIBHOIO ~BIATYKY, SKHil, BJacHe, 1 TBOPUTh CaM TEKCT, a
BIZIMIHHOCTI y BIATYKaX BBaXXAIOThCS HECYTTEBUMH 1 HE BapTUMH
nociipkeHHs); OiakTuBHa (biactive) Teopis (BHU3HA€E BCTaHOBJICHI
TEKCTOM PAaMKH, Yy MeXax SKuUX MNpoekryerbca uurtad. H. H. I'omnann
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BIJIHOCUTh JI0 HEl HIMEIBKY pEIENTUBHY €CTETUKY, TEOPito
MOBJICHHEBUX AaKTiB, ,,aQeKTUBHY CTWIICTUKY C. ®Diiia, KOHIIEHIII0
wcynepuntada’ M. Pipdarepa); BracHe TpaH3aKTHBHA  Teopis
H. H. I'oymanpa.

OCHOBHHMM HEJIOJIIKOM ,,TEKCTOAKTHUBHOI TEOpii, Ha TyMKY aBTOpa,
€ cynepeqHOCTl I0JI0 BIJIOMOCTEH TIPO OCOOJMBOCTI JIFOACHKOTO
CIIPUUHATTS: a caMe, COPUHUHATTS — 1€ TBOPYHUU IPOIEC, Y SIKOMY MH
HAKIIAAEMO CXeMH (CTPYKTYpM) HAIIOro MHCJICHHS Ha iHQOpMaIliio,
OTPUMaHy BIJl OpraHiB BIX4yTTA. ,,I AKIIO 11e Oy10 6 MpaBoo, 1O came
TEKCTH CIPUYUHSAIOTH BIATYKH, TO YWTAaHHS IIEPETBOPUIIOCH Ha
aHOMAJIbHY TIPOLEAYpPY, TMOBHICTIO BIAMIHHY BIJl 1HIIMX aKTIB
iHTepnperallii cBiTy HaBKoJIO Hac” [8, c. 364].

biaktuBHa Teopis, 3rigno 3 H. H. 'omnanaoMm, € BEIUKUM KPOKOM
ynepes, y IOpiBHSAHHI 3 MPOCTOIO ,,TEKCTOAKTUBHOI TEOPIEI0, OCKIIBKU
BOHA BHW3HAE, 110 YMTA4l 3HAXOMASITh y TEKCTI OUIbIle, HIX TaM €, U
,,CIIUPAIOTHCSl Ha COLIAJIbHI Ta ICTOPUYHI 1/1€1, TaK caMo K 1 Ha MPOCTYy
JIHTBICTUYHY KOMIIETEHTHICTH |[8, c.366]. Ane i BOHa Mae€ CYTTEBI
HEJIOJIIKM: MO-TIepIlle, HacTpaB/Il, 1€ Bl TEOpil — HOBA TEOPis YMTAI[bKO1
aKTUBHOCTI ILJIIOC CTapa ,,TeKCTOAKTUBHA™ TEOPId, B K TEKCT SKOCH JI€
Ha ynTaya. A Teopis, 110 IPYHTYEThCS HA XUOHIH, ,,HIKOJIU HE MOXKE OyTH
O1BII HI’K HAMOJIOBUHY MpaBUJIbHOIO [8, c. 366] (3 MM TBEPXKEHHSIM
BAXKO  MOTOAWTHUCSA,  3BAXKAOUM  HA  TPaH3aKUIMHYy  TEOpIIo
JI. M. Pozen6Onart). Ilo-gpyre, aBTOp KPUTHUKY€E MO YHUTALBKUX
BIATYKiB Ha aBa eramd, sk y moHsATTi C. ®ima ,,stop-motion” (110Ch
CXO’K€ Ha BlJieoMarepiall, OTpuMaHui 13 cepii ¢oTorpadiii, HAIPUKIA/I,
MJIACTWIIHOBUUM MYIbT(PIIBM), OCKUIBKA HOTO JOCTIIKEHHS ONTHYHUX
17TF031M JTOBEJIH, III0 MO30K CIIPHIIMA€E BCE K OJHY TPHUBaIy TPaH3aKIlIo,
a He SIK Cepil0 KapTUHOK.

VY TpaH3akTUBHIN TeOpii ,,uuTay BUOYJTOBYE BIATYK, & TEKCT MPOCTO
3MIHIOE 3HAYCHHS TOTrO, IO YUTAad MPUBHOCHTH y HBOro” [8, c. 367],
BUKOPUCTOBYIOUH 1i, KPDUTUKH 3MOXKYTh ,,[IOEAHYBaTU OaraTe po3MaiTTs
JITEpaTypHOTO JOCBIY 3 BEJIMKUM PIZHOMAHITTSAM caMux Jrojaein” [8,
c. 367], — mizcymoBye H. H. Tommann. o peui, y ece ,,IIposeromenu o
Teopii uutaHHs®  JlxonaraHa Kamiepa KOpPCTKO pPO3KPUTHKOBAHE
tBepkeHHa H. H. 'omnanna npo Te, 1o caMe untadi TBOPSITh 3HAUCHHS
TBOPY Ta MOHATTS ,,0co0ucTICHA Tema” (,,identity theme”) — 1ie cranuii Ta
00’€THYIOUMH IIEHTP YMTAIbKOI OCOOMCTOCTI — 3 MOro KHHTH ,,5
YUTABKUX IPOYUTaHb’. ,,BBakaroun TEKCT HAJA3BHYAWHO CKIQJHUM 1
HEBU3HAYCHUM, MaH ['OJIaH[ MEpeHIC KOHIENT €JHOCTI 3 TEKCTy Ha
ocoby” [5, c.55], mo, Ha aymky JIxk. Kamnepa, € HenmpumycTuMuM 1
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3arajioM Ha3WBa€ aMEPUKAHCHKY €TrONCHXOJIOTIIO ,,3BYJIbI'apU30BAHOI0 T
CCHTHMEHTAJII30BaHOIO BEPCI€0 ,,HOBOI KpUTHKK ™ [5, ¢. 55].

VYxke B 1995 poui B ece ,,UuTanbkuil BIATYK B¥KE€ € KOTHITUBHOIO
kputukoro” H. H.Tomnann gemo MoaudikyBaB 110  Kiacudikarlliro,
HA3BaBIIH TPETIO KATETOPIIO ,,dUTaYCaKTUBHUM  MOJIyCOM Ta 3apaxyBaB
no Hei, mopsiax 31 cBoero, Teopii /. bneiixa, C. ®@ima, E. ®miaH 1
JI. M. Po3eHOnaTT, 3 NOPUMITKOIO, IO JHIIE TEOopli HKUX HAYKOBIIB
BUOy/AyBaHl HAa NPaBUIBHOMY MIAIPYHTI, OCKUIBKH ,UWTa4dl TBOPSThH
3HAQYEHHSI, ... KOHCTPYIOIOUM YBECh JOCBIJ MIJISAXOM JOCHIIKEHHS
MMaCUBHOTO TEKCTY 3a JIONOMOTO0 cxem™ [9].

Knacugixauia JI. M. Pozenoramm

JI. M. Po3eHOusiaTT 3a3Hadae, 1o Jyxe 4acTo ,,YUTallbKU BIATYK
aCOITIIOETHCS 3 KPUTUYHHUM MIiAXOJOM 3 KIHIICBUM ,,IEPCOHATBLHUM
BIITYKOM™’, HATOMICTb MPONOHYE CIPUHMATH HOTO 5K ,,MAaTPHUIIO CEPe]
SAKOi 00MpaeThes Oynb-akuid kputuuHui miaxia” [13, c¢. 70]. A migxoau
B Mekax TUB Bigpi3HAIOTBCS caMe€ B KOMIUICKCHHMX BIJHOIICHHSX
,o2dutaa — Tekctr”. HaykoBenp posnoauisie iX Ha TpU TPYIIHU:
,,auTadeopieHTtoBaH1” (,,reader-oriented”), siki HaroJIONIyIOTh Ha POJII M
BIITYKaxX 4MTaya; ,,TeKCTOOpieHTOBaHi~ (,.text-oriented”), 30cepemkeHi
Ha (opmi Ta ,,0pi€HTOBaHI Ha uMTada-IuIoc-TekeT” (,,reader-plus-text-
oriented”). /lo mepioi rpyny BOHA 3apaxoBYy€E MCUXOAHATITHYHI TEOpIi
H. H. l'onnanga ta . bneiixa, no apyroi — crpykrypainizm C. Uermana,
Jx. Kannepa 1 M. Pipdareppa Ta nocrcrpykrypanizm C. ®dimra, g0
TpeThoi — peuentuBHy ectetuky B. I3epa 1 I'. P. Slycca, puropuuny
repmeHeBTUKY C. Maiito, CBOIO TpaH3aKIiliHy TEOpil0, 3aCHOBaHy Ha
parMaTU3Mi.

HapiTh 3Bakarouum Ha TMEBHY MOMIOHICTh IMX Kiacuikariu,
MOMITHI CYTT€B1 pO3ODKHOCTI B caMoijeHTU(]ikalii 000X TEOpPETUKIB:
H. H. I'onmnang BxiatounB Teopito JI. M. Po3eHOmaTT pa3om 31 CBOEIO 10
YUTAYCaKTUBHUX (,,[IPaBUIBLHUX’, HA HOro JIyMKY) TEOpiil, HATOMICTh
BOHA 3apaXxOBY€ CBOIO TPAH3AKIIIHY TEOPII0 YMUTAILKOTO BIATYKY 0
OpPOMIKHOI TpynH, ,,OpI€EHTOBAHOI Ha YMTada-ruoc-Tekct . He
1ICHTUYHE TJIyMadeHHS ,,TEeKCTOAKTHUBHOI® Ta ,,TeKCTOOPIEHTOBAHOI’
rpym. Y TOpiBHSHHI, MeEpIla BCe X TSKIE OO ,,HOBOI KPUTHUKH 1
dopmanizaMy, a Jpyra BKe BBaxkaeTbcs pizHOBUAOM TUB (Hamp.,
ctpyktypanizm JIx. Kamepa).

CnisibHe MiK ,,HOBOIO KpuTuko1” it TUB

['oBopsiuu mipo Te, mo TUB 3ananro pi3HOpigHA, cynmepewinBa i
rereporeHHa (quckperHa) 1 o00’eqHyro4ya, Ha TMEpPIIMH  TOTJIS,
HEMOEAHYBaHl HANpSAMKH, SAK-OT CTPYKTypadisM, (PEHOMEHOJIOTis,
PUTOpPHKA, TEPMEHEBTHKA, PEIIENTUBHA €CTETUKA TOIIO, 3a0yBaEMO TIPO
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T€, 1[0 CBOT'0 4Yacy ,,HOBa KPUTUKA TAKOXK HE BIAPI3HSIIACH €JJHICTIO 1 &K
HISIK HE€ MOIJIa Ha3WBATUCh JITEPaTypO3HABUOK) IIKOJIOK. Y KHU3I
,wJlreparypHa  ictopiss  Cnomydyenux  IrariB  KomymbOilicbkoro
yHiBepcurery” (1988) 3a penakuiero Emopi Emnmiorra Haerbes mpo Te,
10 X04a TEPMIH ,,HOBa KpUTHKA OyB ykUTHH 11e y Jekuii 1910 poky Ta
B 3aroioBky aHtoiorii 1930 p., mume y 1941 p., xonu JIxon Kpoy
Pencom onyOnikyBaB KHHMIY 3 Ha3BOw ,,HoBa kputuka”, ska micTuia
BUBYCHHS (TOYHIIIE, TIEBHY KPHUTHKY) Tparp Emiora, A. A. quapz[ca
Binssima Emricona, AnBopa BinTepca ¥ iHmux, ,,0yB caMe TON yac i
Ha3Ba 3akpinuiack” W He Oyna ,,JIy’Ke MPOMOBUCTOK 1 00’€JIHyBaia
»piaa pi3Hux npaktuk® [4, c. 1003]. ,HactaB wac imeHTH(}iKyBaTH
MOTY)KHUM 1HTCIEKTyaIlbHUN HampsM, SKUH 3acllyTOBY€ Ha3MBaTHCh
HOBOIO Kputnkow” [4, ¢. 1004], — mporonocus JIx. K. Pencom. Xoua, 3a
NIEPEKOHAHHIM TCIKHAX HAyKOBIIIB (Hamp., EBan Kaprtomn,
Hxepanba I'padd), icHyBano ABi Tyke BIAMIHHI ,,HOBI KPUTHKH ', 11O
NpeTeHAYBaIM Ha I[0 HA3BYy: OJHA 3 HHUX HArojsAraja Ha HOBH3HI,
MOEAHYIOUNUCHh 3 TaKUMH aKaJAEeMIYHUMH AUCHMIUTIHAMH, K diutocodis,
1CTOpis, IICUXOJIOTIS TOIIO, 1HIIA K, HABITAKU, BIJLIsAIa ce0e BIJl HUX, HE
JOMYCKalOUM >KOJHOTO BTPYYaHHsS 330BHI [2, c. 293]. OcTaHHs BpeEIITI
oTpuMaja IepeMory i cTtajia Ti€r ,,HOBOW KpUTukow (dani — HK), sika
HaM BiJioMa 3apas.

VY 1948 pomi Crenmi Exqrap Ximan y kausti ,,030poene 6auenns’ [10]
MO/Ia€ 30BCIM 1HIIIE COPUUHSITTS ,,HOBOI KPUTHKH TOTO Yacy, Ky Ha3UBa€e
,modern criticism” 1 HaroJIoIIye Ha IHIIMX acCIeKTax, HiK, HAIpPHUKJIaJI,
Kuint Bpyke y 3acamnugiii mpaili aMepuKaHCBKUX (popMaiicTiB ,,l'apHO
BUJIITUIEHA YpHA: JOCHIJKEHHSI CTPYKTypu moesii” (1947) 3 yBarow 1o
,pETeNbHOro” mpounTaHHs XxyaoxkHboro TBopy. C. E. Ximan mnoB’s3ye
HOBE JIITEPATYpPO3HABCTBO TOTO YaCy MEPEBaKHO 3 TEHACHIIEIO JO0JIATH
KOpPJIOHW, a He BCTaHOBMoBath ix. ToOrto intrinsic (3amkHeHe y coOi)
JiTepaTypO3HAaBCTBO  MpoTucTaBisiock  interdisciplinary / extrinsic
(MUKIUCIIMIIIIHAPHE, TICHO IIOB’S3aHE 3 IICUXOJIOTIEI0, JIHTBICTHKOLO,
1CTOpI€10, AHTPOIIOJIOTIEI0 TOIO). YBara 10 MiKIUCUUIIIIHAPHOCTI CTaHE
mi3HilIe xapakTepHoro pucoro TUB.

3 mouatky 1970-x mpo yMTadiB ¥ MPOIEC YUTAHHS THUCATH O3y
HAyKOBIIIB (Tak 3BaHui audience-oriented criticism): s Tema OyJa
HAJ[3BUYANHO aKTyaJbHOIO ¥ mojieMiuHor0. [IpoTte 3 yacom (SIK 1e cTaaocs
3 ,,HOBOIO KPHTHKOIO’) OKpeciauiach ,,CEpIEBMHA, OCHOBHI TCOPETHUKH
TUB: Crenm ®im (paHHsS Teopis — aeKTUBHA CTUIICTHKA, 3piia —
,,JHTEpTpeTalliiiHl CNuUIbHOTH ), TicuxoaHamTuku Hopman H. I'ommanng
(Tpan3akTuBHa Teopis) 1 Jlesia breiix (cy0’ekTBHA KpuTHKa), J[>KoHaTaH
Kamnmep  (ctpykrypamictebkuii miaxin) Ta  Jlyiza M. PozenOmatt
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(TpaH3akiliiiHa Teopis). 3a3BUYail JO HUX JOJIY4YalOTh MPEJACTaBHUKA
HIMEIIBKOI pelenTuBHOi ecteTuku B. [3epa Ta, 3pinka, I'. P. Sycca (xoua,
Ha HaIly AYMKY, HE IIIJIKOM BUIIPAB/IaHO).

,,HOBUX KpUTHKIB” 1 mpeactaBHUKiB TUB Takox 00’enHyBasia
OailyX1CThb 1O BUBYEHHS Kareropii aBTopa. ,,JHTeHuIiHA nmoMuika” —
TepMiH, BOpoBakenuil popmanictamu B. K. Bimcarrom 1 M. K. Bepacii
B 1946 p. n1s mo3HauyeHHs HENPABOMIPHOCTI BpaxyBaHHS 3aJyMIB Ta
IHTEHILII aBTOpa MpU IHTEpHpeTallii TBOPY, — YaCTKOBO MOAUISABCA 1
npeactaBHukamMu TUB, siki 3arajgom Oynu MepeKoHaHi B HEMOKJIMBOCTI
MOBHOIIIHHOTO BHBYEHHS aBTOPChKUX 1HTeHIiH. Came 4yuTalbKi
BpOKECHHSI TMpPO aBTOpa Ta MHOro 3aayMd BaXJUBI Ui IPOIECY
1HTepIpeTallii Ta, BiacHe, Jjisl KPUTHKIB.

BigminHe Mixk ,,HOBOIO KpuTUKOI0’ i1 TUB

Bce x Takwu, 1110 o020 0yJsI0 CBOTO 4acy B ,,HOBiM KpUTHII ¥ 110 —
y TeOopli YNTALbKOTO BIATYKY?

1. 1ns ,,HOBUX KPUTHUKIB~ JIITEPATypO3HABCTBO CTAJI0 MICLUEM ISt
iHTeNnekTyanpbHoi  emitd, TYB, Ha mnpotuBary, mparHyia Jao
JEMOKPATUYHOCTI ¥ 3aJlydeHHsl 0 JITEpaTypHOI KPUTHUKHU LIUPOKOTO
yuTalpkoro 3arany. 3a cioBamu C. @ima, ,HTeprperaiis crajia
€IUHOI0 TPOr0 y MicTi” [7, ¢. 356], 1110 CBIYUTH MPO IiMCHE 3aXOIICHHS
y TOM dYac IIHUPOKUM KOJIOM JHOJACH pi3HUX Mpodeciii Teopiero
JiTepaTypd Ta JITEPATypHOIO KPUTHKOIO I103a MEXaMU BY3bKOTO
akageMiyHoro kona HaykoBIiB. Y HK xkxputuk € MemiatopoMm Mix
TEKCTOM M yutaueM, y TUB KpUTUKOM € caM uMuTay.

2.V ,,HOBifl KpUTHIIl” TEKCT — II¢ OpraHiyHa €JIHICTh, aBTOHOMHHI
00’€KT 3 €IMHO TNPaBUJIBLHUM 3HAYCHHSM, y AKOMY (opMma mepeBaxkae
HaJl 3MICTOM, a 4YWTa4 € TMacCHBHUM CIIO)KMBayeM, Ha BIJIMIHY Bif
akTUBHOrO yntada y TUB, kotpuii cam opmye 3HaUEHHS ¥ ISl SIKOTO
BOXIMBUM € 3MmicT, a He (opma. TUB pgomyckae MHOXWUHHICTB
MPOYUTaHb: OUIbIIE UM MEHIIIE BajiJHUX/BUIPABAAHUX TEKCTOM (Harp.,
JI. M. Po3en6mart) abo 0gHAKOBO TPABHIIBHIX (mamp., H. H. T'ommang,
. breiix). CprKTypaJIICTCBKHH niaxig y mexkax TUB, Bu3Hae, 1110 Tect
Ma€ BJaAy Hal 1HTepnpeTaTop0M Ha BI,Z[MlHy BiJl cy6’€KTHBH01
KPUTUKH, JIe caMe MEePCOHATbHUN YWUTALBKUNA JOCBiJ € BUPIIIAIBHUM Yy
dbopmyBaHH1 3HaueHHSI. DEHOMEHOJOTIUHMN mMiAXidg TmepedyBae Mix
HUMHM 1 BU3HAYaJbHUM HA3WBa€ JIOCBIJ TPaH3aKIlli/iIHTepaKIlli Ta mpolec
3aMOBHEHHS MPOTAIHUH (gaps) y TeKCTI.

3.,,HoBuMu KpuTHkamu’” CTBOPIOBABCS IEBHUM KaHOH TBOPIB, 10
AKUX MOXHa Oyyio 3acTocoByBaTu mpuiiomu i1 Mmeroan HK (mepeBakHO
nmoe3ii Ta HeBEJMKI 32 00CSITOM MPO30BI TBOPH), BU3HAUAJIACH I[IHHICTh
TBOPY HAsSBHICTIO BaXJIMUBUX CHMBOJIIB, TEMH 3arajbHOJIOJICHKOTO
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raTyHKy, OararcTBa TpomiB 1 @Qiryp, a 3Ha4YeHHs (meaning) €
pesyabratoM 4  JIIHTBICTUYHUX  3acOo0IB:  MapajokCy,  1poHii,
HEBM3HAYCHOCTI Ta HarnpyxxeHHs (tension). ¥ TUB Oyap-saxuil Xyq0KHI1N
TBIp, BiJ AHTUYHOCTI N0 CBHOTOJCHHS, NPUAATHUM I aHamizy U
IHTEepIpeTali.

4., Perenpue uutanusa’ (close reading), ocHoBHe noHsaTTs: HK, sike
3a BUHSTKOM JiiTeparypo3HaBuoi Teopii JI. M. Pozenbnarr, y TUB He
BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS, O3HA4Ya€ ,,CKPYMyJhO3HE BHBUCHHSI CKJIATHOTO
3B’SI3Ky MiX (POpMaJIbHUMHU €JIEMEHTaMH TEKCTy 1 oro temorw” [16,
c. 141].

5.Ha ¢inocodcerki 3acaau ,,HOBI KpUTUKK HE 3BaXKaju, HATOMICTh
y TUB ¢inocodis nparmatuzmy Y. C. Ilipca, B. JIxkeitmca 1 0co011BO
JIx. JIpto1 3aknana gyHmament jis teopiit JI. M. Pozen6aart, C. ®ina,
C. Memnto.

6.3miHa 00’ €KTUBHOI MapaJurMy Ha Cy0’€KTUBHY, PO SIKY BIIEpIIIE
3aroBopuB rncuxoaHamituk [l. bieiix, npuseno teopetukie TUB no
IYMKHU MPO HEJAOCSKHICTh 00’ €KTUBHOCTI y aHai31 XyJI0XKHbOT'O TBOPY.
,,HOB1 KPpUTHUKHK TPOTOJIOCUIN MPO ,,aQEKTUBHY MOMUIKY’ caMe 4epes
ocTpax nepej cy0’ €eKTHBIZMOM.

/. Ha ocTaHOK, BU3HAUMMO OCHOBHI TUTaHHS, SIKUMH TIepeiMalnch
obuaB1 Teopii: ,,Axkuit et Tekct?” 1 ,,flka eauHa 1HTEpIpETalis TeKCTY
SKHaMKpallle BCTAHOBUTh MOT0 OpraHiyHy €JHICTh (organic unity — yci
YaCTUHU TEKCTY B HEPO3pPUBHOMY Iiiiomy)?” y ,HOBIM kputuii’; 11 o
pobuts ek Tekct? 7 1,,11{o BiiOyBaeThCs MpOTITOM MPOLECY YUTaHHS (3
TEeKCTOM 1 untauem)?” y TUB.

BucnoBku

[IpoBeaeHe AOCHIKEHHSI Ja€ HaM MOXJIMBICTh 3pOOUTH Taki
BUCHOBKH:

1.  Bbyab-saka Teopis (ocobnuso y CIIIA, ne mparmaTusm € Jeib
HE HalllOHAJIbHOIO (D1J10c0(i€r0) Ma€ JOBECTH CBOE MPAKTUYHE 3HAUCHHS.
Xoya BXKE€ HIXTO 13 CyYaCHUKIB HE€ MPAKTUKYE ,,HOBY KPUTHKY B Il
NEPBICHOMY CEHCI, MPUHOM ,,pE€TEeIbHOr0 YHWTaHHS JOCI YCHIIIHO
BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS OararbMa KpUTUKAMU Ta TEJaroraMu.

2. Teopis 4YWTaUBbKOTO BIATYKY BHUSBHWJIACh HEIOCTATHHO
PEBOJIONIMHOID ¥ HEBIANMOBIAHOK THUM  COILIIOKYJbTYPHUM  Ta
MOJIITUYHUM TIpoliecaM, siki BigOyBammch y 1980-x, 1o ¥ mpusBeno 10
MOCTYIOBOIO 11 3racaHHs SK JITepaTypO3HAaBUOTO HampsMy Ha TIi
PO3KBITY TaKHUX TEOPiH, K (PemMiHI3M, TOCTMOICPHI3M, MAPKCU3M TOIIIO.
[Ipote memarorika BcoTayia ii 3700yTKH, SIKI aKTUBHO U e€(EKTHUBHO
MPOJIOBXKYE BUKOPUCTOBYBATH Y TaK 3BAHMX KJacax YUTAILKOTO BIATYKY
JoTenep.
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3. 3 TOYKH 30py Cy4aCHOCTI, HAHOUIbIII J1€BOIO U MPUAATHOIO JI0
BUKOPUCTAHHS BUSIBWJIACH PaHIIIE€ PO3KPUTUKOBAHA 332 CIOPIAHEHICTH 13
,HOBOIO KPHUTHKOIO~ TpaH3akuiitHa teopia JI. M. PozenOnarrt, B sKii
OJIHAKOBA yBara NpUAUISETHCS SK YUTA4YEBl, TaK 1 TEKCTOB1, a 3HAYEHHS
TBOPUTHCS Yy TIPOLIEC] TPAH3AKIIT MK HUMH.

VY nojaneiioMy BUAAETHCS AOPEUYHUM JOCHIAUTH, AKI HaaOaHHS
,HOBOT KPUTHKK Ta TEOpil YMTAIbKOTO BIATYKY OyJlM 3al03W4eHi
HACTYITHUMH (XPOHOJIOTIYHO) JITEpaTypPHUMH IIKOJAMU Ta HAIIPSIMKaMH,
AK1 ANy TPAaHC(POPMOBAHOMY BUTJISA/II M 10 CHOTOJEHHS, JIETaJIbHO
OpOaHaIi3yBaTh Ta IMOPIBHATH TEOPil OCHOBHHMX 11 MNPEICTaBHUKIB.
Oco0nuBy yBary HEOOXIAHO 3BEPHYTH HAa MOXJIMBICTh MPAKTUYHOTO
3aCTOCYBaHHSl iX 3JI00yTKIB Yy CydYacHIM TeJaroriiyi Ta METOIUII
BUKJIQJIaHHS JITEpaTypu B YKpaiHi.
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,HOBASI KPUTUKA” U TEOPUSI UUTATEJbCKOM PEAKIIUUA
B JIMTEPATYPOBEAEHUU CIIA: KOMIIAPATUBHbBIU ACIIEKT

JTroomuna Bukmoposna Anucumosa
luydaanisimova@mail.ru
Acnupanmka, npenodasamernw
Kagheopa muposoii numepamypoi
Kuesckuu ynusepcumem umenu bopuca I punuenxo
Vn. Bopoeckoeo, 18/2, 04053, 2. Kues, Yxpauna

AHHoTanus. CraenaH KOMIIApaTUBHBIA aHAIM3 ABYX BiauATeNbHbIX B CIIIA
IUTEepaTypoBeIUEeCKUX HampaBieHuii XX Beka: ,,HOBOM KpPUTHKH H TEOPHUH
YUTATEJbCKUX PEaKIUi (aKIEHTUPYs BHUMaHHWE MMEHHO Ha IOCJIEIHEH Teopuw,
HEJIOCTAaTOYHO M3YyYECHHON B OTEUECTBEHHOM JINTEPATYypOBEACHUM). BBISIBICHBI UX
XapaKTEepHBbIE YEpPThl, OCHOBHBIC IPOTHUBOPEUYHMS M TOYKH COINPHUKOCHOBECHUS,
NPUYUHBI BOBHUKHOBCHUSI M YIAJKa, CTCIICHb BJIWSHUS HA PA3BUTHUE TEOPETUKO-
JATEPATYPHOTO  TMpolecca MW  ILEHHOCTh JJIi  COBpeMEHHOCTH. l[logaHbl
kinaccudukanuu ocHoBHBIX Toaxoa0B TUP H. H. Xonnanna u JI. M. Po3en6maarr,
OCYIIECTBIICH WX CPAaBHUTCIbHBIN aHalnu3. BbIIeneHbl OOIMe W OTIWYHTEIbHBIC
4epThl ,,HOBOM KpuTuku” u TYP. B oOmem, ¢ TOYKM 3peHHs] COBPEMEHHOCTH,
HanOoiee JICMCTBEHHOM W TOMHOM K TPUMEHCHHIO OKas3ajach paHee
pacKpUTHKOBaHHasi 3a OJM30CTh K ,,HOBOM KPUTUKE  TpaH3aKIUOHHAS TEOpHUS
JI. M. Po3eHOnatT, B KOTOPOM OJMHAKOBOE BHUMAaHUE YIEISETCA KaK YUTATENIO,
TaK M TEKCTY, a 3HAYEHUE POKAACTCS B IIPOLIECCE TPAH3AKIIUN MEXKAY HUMMU.

Kiaro4yeBble cjoBa: ,,HOBasg KpPUTHKA , TEOPUS UMTATEIBCKOW pEaKIUH,
KOMIIapaTUBHBIN aHanu3, nureparyposeaeHue CIIIA.

139


mailto:luydaanisimova@mail.ru

Jlropmuna AnicimoBa / ,HoBa kpuTHKa” i Teopisi YMTALbKOTO BiIryKy B JliTepaTypo3HaBcTBi CIIA

NEW CRITICISM AND READER-RESPONSE THEORY
IN LITERARY CRITICISM OF THE USA: COMPARATIVE ASPECT

Lyudmyla Anisimova
luydaanisimova@mail.ru
Department of world literature
Borys Grinchenko Kyiv University
18/2 Vorovskogo street, 04053, Kyiv, Ukraine

Abstract. The aim of our research is to accomplish the comparative analysis
of two powerful in the USA literary critical movements of XX century: New
Criticism and Reader-Response Theory (paying attention more to the last one, less
studied in Ukraine). Their features, main contradictions, common ideas, points of
coincidence, reasons of emergence and decline, degree of influence to the
development of theoretical and critical process and value for contemporary science
are revealed. Though in majority of guides and glossaries pointed that Reader-
Response Theory stands in total opposition to the hegemony of formalistic New
Criticism and as the reaction to assay Affective fallacy of W. K. Wimsatt and
Monroe Beardsley in late 1960™ and early 70" in the USA. As we thought, exactly
L. M. Rosenblatt (1904-2005) should considered to be the founder of denoted
theory and her book “Literature as Exploration” (1938) as the pioneer work in
reader-oriented criticism. It is interesting that both New critics and Reader-response
theorists considered the book of I.A. Richards “Practical Criticism” (1929) as the
important basis for their theories, but accenting different aspects. Therefore to a
certain extent these theories from the beginnings have got common source, but
different vectors of development and time of growth.

In article the main classifications of RRT of N. N.Holland and
L. M. Rosenblatt are represented, analyzed and compared. Also common and
distinctive features of New Criticism and RRT are defined. In general the most
suitable for practical use is L. M. Rosenblatt’s transactional theory of reading, in
which the same attention is paid both to the reader and the text, and meaning is
evoking during the process of transaction between them.

Key words: New Criticism, Reader-Response Theory, comparative analysis,
literary criticism of the USA.
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