
 
 
Revolution, and among them P.Bogatskyi, weren’t understood by the young generation of Bolshevik scientists, who 
were absorbing new sociological method, who were depicting the Kobzar’s creative work from the point of view of in-
ternational-communistic positions, Marx-Lenin ideology, to which T.Shevchenko had no relation.  

Literary aspects, problems indissolubly connected with the challenges of the present time, give clear answers to the 
readers in social-philosophic and philological variations. In Shevchenko studies studios of P.Bogatskyi the modus of 
national, mentioning of his main problems became that epicenter, which allowed combining of the past and the present 
in their critical topicality, projected to the perspective.   

Key Words: world-view, Shevchenko studies, Pavlo Bogatskyi, Taras Shevchenko, individual style, national self-
identification.  
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The article is dedicated to the comparison of «Poslaniye» («Epistle») by Y. Malanyuk with poems of T. Shevchenko. 
The works are viewed in the context of a specific historical epoch and facts of individual life. Dialogue of two poets’ 
works is followed; the common and distinctive features are shown. The attention is paid to the development of 
Shevchenko’s thoughts, emotions, and images in Y. Malanyuk’s work’s. In the article it is proved that, in spite of 
temporal asymmetry, role of both poets in national-cultural life of their societies was practically similar and included 
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expressing of national pain, caused by tragic situation in Ukraine under pressure of Russian authority both in th XIXth  
and in the XXth century.    

In the center of the research is work «Polaniye», on which Y. Malanyuk was working during 1925-1926 years. 
According to its genre and composition it is very complicated lyrical work, which connects features of epistle genre 
(addressee, words of addressing, oratorical style) with poetics of invective. According to its content and character of 
emotional experience «Poslaniye» is close poems «Varyaz’ka ballada» («Varagian ballad»), «Kulish», «Z varyahiv» 
(«From Varagians»), «Diva Obyda».  

Poem-epistle, addressed to M. Ryl’skyi, was the response on the works of poet-neoclassic, which proved his rupture 
from cruel and controversial events in Ukraine in the middle of the XXth century. It is known that Yevhen Malanyk had 
a piety to the poetical talent of M. Ryl’skyi, and in «Poslaniye» the author’s favourable attitude to the addressee was 
also proved. Despite this, the image of addressee in not central in the poem, «fishing moods» – is only one of impulses 
for creating the «Poslaniye». In the article it is proved that in Y. Malanyuk’s works, as in T. Shevchenko’s appeals to 
M. Shchepkin («Zavorozhy mene, volhvo»), M. Hohol’ («Hoholyu»), M. Kostomarov  («N. Kostomarovu») the main are 
painful thoughts about destiny of Ukraine. The main attention is paid to lingual and stylistic aspects of analyzed texts.  

. Shevchenko and Y. Malanyuk feeling themselves as upholders of historical being of the nation while searching of 
ways for national rescuing, conceived many possible variants: from bloody revenge to reconciliation and peace 
between all sons of Ukraine. 

Key words: epistle, epistolary, addressee, typical comparison, meditation, invective, antithesis 
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