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AHoTaniga. IlopymyeTrbca mnpo6JsieMa aHTPONOJIOTIYHOI Teopil
JiTepaTypu B Cy4YaCHUX INOJBCbKUX JocaipkeHHAX. CborojHi B
M0JIbCBKOMY JIITEpaTypPO3HABCTBI CIIOCTEPIraEMO BUHUKHEHHA BeJIMKOI
KiJIBKOCTI myOJIiKaLlid, 10 I'PYHTYKOTHCA Ha KOHLEMNLii aHTPOMOJIOTI]
JiTepaTypy. 3Baal04u Ha IMONYJAPHICTb, AKOKW 3a OCTaHHI pPOKHU
KOPUCTYETbCA  AHTPONOJIOTIYHHUM  KOHTEKCT  JIiTepaTypO3HaBYUX
JlOCJipKeHb,  3p00JIeHO  BUCHOBOK MNP0  HafABHICTb  dBHUINA
,AHTPOIOJIOTIYHOTO NMEePeBOPOTY B JIiTepaTypO3HABCTBI”. ¥ MOJbCHKUX
JIiTepaTypHUX JOCJiIKEHHAX He 0yJI0 CTBOPEHO EJUHOIO, Y3rOAKEHOT0
BU3HAYeHHs ,aHTpOMNoJIorii JiTepaTypud . bBiabuiicThb [A0CHAiAHUKIB
NiAKPECAITh MIKAUCUUILIIHAPHUMN | BIAKPUTHUM XapakTep ,IIPOEKTY
aHTpomoJIoTil JiTepaTypu’. ABTOpPHM 3a3HayalwTbh, L0 3aJly4eHHd Y
JIOCJiIPKEHHSI JIITEPAaTYPHUX TEKCTIB OiJiblll IIHUPOKOTro, KyJbTYpPHOIO
KOHTEKCTYy [l03BOJISE BUUTHU 3a MexXi JIiTepaTypHOIro aHalizy Ta
IHTepHpeTyBaTH JiTEpaTypHI TEKCTU K OLHY 3 KYJIbTYPHUX NPAKTUK.

KiroyoBi ciyoBa: aHTponoJsiorid, KyJaAbTypa, JiTepaTypa, TeKCT,
MIXKAMCIUIIJIIHAPHI OCJIiP)KeHHS], HAPAaTHUB,KOMYHIiKaljinHa NpaKTHKa.

Y cyuacHiii Teopii JiTepaTypy HasBHA TCHACHLIS JIO PO3LIMPCHHS
KOHTGKCTY ~ JIOCNIJUKCHb 1  3ajydeHHs JO  JITepaTypo3HAaBCTBA
METOJOJIOTIYHOTO  JIOCBIYy IHIIMX Tady3edl TyMaHITapHUX Hayk.
JliTepaTyp0o3HaBCTBO BXk€ BiJJaBHAa KOPUCTYEThCS OCBIAOM (istocodii,
MICUXOJIOTiT Ta Teopli KynbTypu. baraTto AOCHIIHUKIB MIIKPECITIOE, 1110
caMe aHTPOIOJIOTIUHI JOCTIKEHHS, K1 BIUCYIOTh JIITEPATypHUH TBIp Y
MIUPOKUM, KYJITYPHUH KOHTEKCT, CTAlOTh YHMMpPa3 MOMYJSPHIIINM
MOJIEM JIITepaTypPHUX iHTepeciB

30MKEeHHSI aHTpononoru Ta JITEpaTypH 3YMOBJIIOE CBO€p1I{Hy
,,AHTPOTIOJIOT13a1lii0” JiTepaTypu 1 ,JIiTepani3aiio’” aHTPOMOJIOrii.
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AHTpOIOJIOTII0O TMOYUHAEMO PO3YMITH K JOCHIKEHHSA ,,TeKCTIB
KyJbTypW , IO TMOB’S3aHO 3 IMEPCHEKTUBOK ,UUTAaHHS KYyJIbTypH ,
,IIACAHHS KYyJIbTYpH Ta ,,aHTPONOJIOra K NHUCbMEHHUKA . Jlkepena
PO3yMIHHS KyJIbTYpHU B T€PMIHAX CBOEPIAHOTO TEKCTY MOYKHA 3HAWTH B
TaK 3BaHOMY HapaTHBHOMY NEPEBOPOTI, SKUWA MOMIYAEMO B 0aratbox
rajy3sx CyJacHHX ryMaHITapHUX HayK [2, c. 7-47]. Y apyriit monoBuHi
XX cromrtts Hapamue CTaB TEPMIHOM, MIO BUKOPHUCTOBYEThCA K B

ICTOPUYHHMX, TaK 1 QUIOCOPCHKUX Ta KYJIbTYPHHX JOCIIKEHHSX.
KOHCTpyKTUBHUII XapakTep UbOr0 TEpPMIHA, SIKAW BKIIOYAE E€IEMEHT
¢ikuii,  paagMKaIbHO ~ 3MIHMB  PO3YMIHHS ~ NOPUPOAM  TaKUX

dbyHaameHTanbHUX P110cOPCHKUX KATEropii, SK 1IEHTUYHICTh, 1CTOPIs,
npaBaa Ta iH. Kateropis HapaTUBY 3yMOBJIIOE PO3YMIHHSI KYJIbTYpHU SIK
TEKCTY, HAaJIAl0YH HOMY JIITEPaTypHOTO XapakTepy.

[TonymsipHICTB,  SIKOFO B OCTaHHI  POKH  KOPHCTYETHCS
AHTPOTIOJIOTIYHMM KOHTEKCT JITEPATypPO3HABUMX JIOCIIKEHb, 3a0X0UY€
JaCTUHY JOCITIJIHUKIB JI0 CIOCTEPEKEHHS SBHIIA ,,aHTPOIOJIOTTIHOTO
NIEPEBOPOTY B JITEPATYPO3HABCTBI’, TOBOPOTHUM ITYHKTOM SIKOT'O Maja
Oytu mosiBa mnpamb Boabdranra I3epa. Enapa Kacmepcbkuit —
NOJIbCHKUM JIITEpAaTypHUN KPUTHK, aBTOP TEOPETUYHHUX Mpallb y Tailysi
aHTPOMOJIOTI] JIITepaTypu — 3a3Hauvae, Mo AymMkd Bonbdranra I3epa
MPUCKOPWIIM PO3BUTOK JOCHIKEHb HA MEXI1 JIITEpaTypu ¥ aHTPOIIOJIOT11
KyJIbTYpH Ta CHNPHUSJIM BUHUKHEHHIO Py HAYKOBO-IOCHIIIHUX IEHTPIB,
10 3aliMarOThCs AaHTPOIOJIOTTYHOIO Teopiefo JIiTepaTypH

Cboromni B TOIBCHKOMY JITEpaTypO3HABCTBI  CIOCTEPIraEMoO
BUHMKHEHHSI BEJMKOI KUIBKOCTI MyOJiKaIli, 10 IPYHTYIOTbCS  Ha
KOHILIETII1 aHTponoyiorii jitepatypu. Cepel MOJbCHKUX aBTOPIB CIIJ
sragati: Ensapna Kacmepeobkoro, Ikeroxa Iomnescbkoro, Pumapia
Huua, Manroxary Yepminceky, €By KocoBcbky, ['anny JIeOKOBCHKY,
Pumapma Popmaka, Mixana, IlaBma MapkoBcbkoro, MarnganeHy
PemOoBchky-ITnynennuk un Ansiry CitocapchbKy.

3a OCTaHHI POKH OITYOJIIKOBAHO YMMAaNy KUIBKICTh JOCHIIKEHb 3
AHTPOMOJIOTIYHOI ~ Teopii JiTepaTypu. HalOIbIl BaXJIMBUMHU  €:
,Antropologia kultury-antropologia literatury” 3a penakimiero €Bu
KocoBcrkoi, Auaun ['omynu Ta €Breniroma SBopcekoro (Katosite,
2007), ,,Kulturowa teoria literatury” 3a pepaximiero Tepe3u Bamac Ta
Pumapma Hwuua (Kpakis, 2012). yxe saxnuBli KHwkkd Ensapna
Kacnepcekoro, Hanpuknazn: ,,Swiat cztowieczy. Wstep do antropologii
literatury” (ITyntycek-Bapmasa, 2006); Aaau JlebkoBcbkoi ,,Empatia. O
literackich narracjach przetomu XX 1 XXI wieku” (Kpakis 2008) ta €Bu
KocoBchkoi, 30kpema ,,Antropologia literatury” (Karosire, 2003).
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BaxxnuBe micie 3aiiMaroTh TaKOXK KOJICKTHUBHI JOCIIKEHHS, SK-OT.
,Narracja 1 tozsamos$¢. Antropologiczne problemy literatury” 3a
penakiieto Brnomzimexxa bonernpkoro ta Pumiapga Hwuua (Bapiaga,
2004); ,Kulturowa teoria literatury. Gtowne pojecia 1 problemy” min
penakiieto Mixana IlaBna MapkoBcbkoro ta Pumapna Huua (Kpakis,
2006). IIpoGnemaM aHTPOIOJIOrIT JITEpaTypH MPUCBSIYEHI TaKOXK JBa
HOMEpH yaconucy ,,Ieksty Drugie” (Ne 51 6/2007 1 Ne 4/2009), B sxux
onyOJiikoBaHo cTaTTi AHHM JIeOkoBcbkoi, Puiiapna Huua, Mixana ITaBna
Mapxoscpbkoro, ITama Poxaxa [11, c. 24-33; 9, ¢c. 9-24; 13, c. 34-49] Ta
NepeKJIaIeH1 MOJbCbKOK MOBOIO TEKCTU Bonb(praHra Isepa [5, c. 11-35].

VY nonbcrkoMy mTepaTyp03HaBCTBl CIIOCTEPIraEMO KiJIbKa TeHSHITIH
PO3YMIHHS ,,aHTpononorn mTepaTypH CaMe TOHATTS JIITEPATYPHOI
aHTPOMOJIOTIT IHTEPIPETYETHCS no—p13H0My 1 HE IMJUIsIrae OAHO3HAYHOMY
BHU3HAYCHHIO. L[m HCOJHO3HAYHICTh  migkpecmoe Mixan  Ilasen
MapKoBCHKHH, SIKUH 3asBIs€, MO (Ppasa ,miTepaTypHa aHTPOIONIOTisS (d4u
AQHTPOIIOJNIOTISl  JIITEpAaTyph) MOXKE O3HAuYaTh BEJIbMHM PI3HOMAHITHI
seuma [11, C.26]. Ha naymKky JeSIKMX TOJNBCHKUX — JIOCIIIIHHUKIB,
,,AHTPOIIOJIOTiSl JIITepaTypu” € HE CTUIbKKM KOHIICTIIEI0 JITepaTypHOro
aHai3y, CKUIbKA MKIUCIMIUTIHAPHUAM MTPOEKTOM, KU Ma€ HeBU3HAYECHI
MEXl Ta JIO3BOJISIE PI3HOMAHITHI MOXJIMBOCTI JIOCHIJKEHb. Take
BU3HAaueHHs1 mojgae Marnanena PemOoBchka-IlnynieHHuk, sika y crarTi
,LPoetyka 1 antropologia” crTBepmKye: ,3a OCTaHHI JCCSTUIITTS
CIIOCTEPEXKEHO TMOEHAHHS JITepaTypo3HaBCTBa Ta aHTtpomnosorii. Lle
JI03BOJISIE  TIPOCKTYBaTH HOBHMM 00’€KT JIOCHIKEHHS — aHTPOMOJIOTII0
mitepatypu. L MikarCHMIUTIHAPHA ,,001TOBaHa 3eMJIsl” IIE HE JI04eKalach
YITKOTO OKPECJIEHHS CBOIX MEX, 1 IIe HE SCHO, Y BOJIOJAPIOBATH B HIU
OyIIyTh aHTPOMIOJIOTH Ta JIiTepaTypHi Kputuku™~ [14, ¢. 91].

€Ba KocoBchbka BBaXkae, 1110 KOHIIEMIIS aHTPOIOJIOTI JIITEpaTypH €
pe3yIbTaTOM CBOEPIAHOTO BaKyymy B raiysi Jiteparypo3HaBcTBa. llei
BaKyyM CJIiJI 3allOBHUTH MIKIUCHMIUTIHADHUM aHaII30M, SKHUH MOXKE
PO3ILIMPUTH CIIEKTP 1HTeprpeTaiiil. Y tekcTi ,,0 niektdrych przestankach
uprawiania antropologii literatury” KocoBcbka mnume: ,,ChOrogH1
AHTPOTOJIOTIST  JITepaTypu — 1€ TMOHATTS, SKOMY CliJ HaJgaTh
KOHTEKCTOBE 3HadyeHHs. Ile Tomy, mo BOHO HE OyJ0 CTBOPEHO, 1100
MO3HAYUTH pealbHUM (akT, MO0 B JaHUM MOMEHT Ha3UBAETHCS
aHTPOTOJIOTIEIO JITEPATYPH, a CKOPIIIIE, BUHUKIIO K PE3yJIbTaT BaKyyMy,
SKAA 3alOBHIOETHCA TOHATTAM. lle MOHATTA BKa3zye Ha HEOOXIIHICTH
MDKIUCITUILIIHAPHUX JOCITIKEHB, K1 OyayTh IPOBOJUTHCS Ha MEXI
MK aHTPOITOJIOTi€r0 Ta JmiTepaTyporo” [8, c. 104].

[Ipo mie He 3peanizoBaHUN MPOEKT AHTPOMOJIOTIT JIITepaTypH
sragye Takoxk [kerox IomneBCchbKuil y 4ymoBOMY TEKCTi ,,Literatura i
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literatury. O kilku przestankach mozliwej a nawet koniecznej, lecz weigz
jeszcze nieistniejace] antropologii literatury”.

HeBu3HaYCHICTh MOHATTS aHTPONOJIOLii JliTepaTypu B OCHOBHOMY
MOB’si3aHa 3 HEOJHO3HAYHICTIO TEPMIHA aHMPONON02is, SAKUN Y
HaWIIUPIIIOMY CEHCl O3Hayae ,HayKy IMpO JIOJUHY Ta BCTyIa€ B
pPI3HOMAaHITHI ~ KOHTEKCTH:  (UIOCOPCHKI, OIONOriYHI, KYJIbTYpPHI,
MCUXOJOTIYHI 1 T. . TUIbKKM BUOIp KOHTEKCTY J03BOJISIE BKAa3aTU METY
aHaJli3y Ta BU3HAUYUTH KOJIO MUTaHb, SIKIi AaHTPOIIOJIOT1SI MOXKE MOCTAaBUTH
miteparypi [8, c. 104, 105]. ToO6To, 100 Bu3HAYUTH AeDiHILIIO TTOHITTS
,,AHTPOIIOJIOTIsI  JIITEpaTypu”’, HEOOXITHO MepIl 3a BCE OKPECIUTH
o0JacTh MOCHIIKCHHS, 3aBJaHHSA W NMUTaHHS, K1 111 HOBAa JIHUCIMILTIHA
CTaBUTh Mepes co000, 1 BpaxyBaTH T€, SIK KOHIIEMIIIS aHTPOIOJIOTTYHOI
JiTepaTypHy B JTaHUH Yac pO3yMIETHCS B TTEPATYPHUX KOJaX.

binbiiicth  DOCHIIHUKIB OOMEXYIOTh IIed TepMiH 00JIacTIO
KYJIbTYPHHX JOCIIKEHb, OT)KE, 3BOAATH 10 KYJIbTYPHOI aHTPOIOJIOTIT B
HIMPOKOMY pPO3yMIiHHI. B TakOMy KOHTEKCTI aHTpPOIIOJIOTIs JiTepaTypu
MOke OyTH crpoOOr0 BIAMOBICTA Ha MUTAHHS: 10 Take JITeparypa K
KyJaeTypHUM (heHoMmeH [4, ¢. 20], abo sk iTepaTypa 1II0CTPYE KYJIbTypHI
KaTeropii Ta MIPOIIECH, IO BIIOYBalOThCS B KyJIbTypl. ['oBOpsun mpo
JiTeparypy SK KyJIbTypHUM (EeHOMEH, HE MO)KHAa HE 3rajatv iMeHi
Muxaiina baxtina. EnBapa Kacnepchkuii, aBTOp KHIXXKHU ,,Antropologia
literatury. Podstawy teoretyczne. Projekt Michaita Bachtina”, 3a3nauae,
mo came baxTiH OyB TBOpLEM MEPIIOrO MPOEKTY 3aMpOBAIKEHHS
AHTPOMOJIOTIYHOI ~TMEPCHEKTUBU JI0 JiTepaTypo3HaBcTBa. [ Xxoua
BUJIATHUN POCIHCHKUN JOCTIAHUK HE BXKHBAE€ TepMiHA ,,aHTPOIIOJIOTIS
NUTaHHS, SIKI Ha3UBaIOTh CHOTOJHI TUIIOBO AHTPOIOJIOTIYHUMHU, OYIH
anpoM Horo Jiteparypo3HaBunx anHamiziB. Codis Mitocek, aBTOpKa
KHMmKKH ,,Teorie badan literackich”, nimcpecmoe o OaxTIHIBCHKI
po3ymMH PO mTepaTypy MarTh 61JII>IIIG CHUJILHOTO 13 3arajbHOI0
T60p1€I0 KYJIbTYPH, HDXK 13 MOETUKOI0 YU OyIb-SIKOIO 1HILIOI0 TaTy33I0
JiTepatypo3HaBcTia [12, ¢. 338].

Cy4acHi BY€HI, Kl MPOEKTYIOTh MOJIEIb MaOyTHIX JOCHTIKEHb Y
rajy3i aHTPOIOJIOTI] JITEpaTypH, CTUKAIOTHCS 3 HU3KOIO MUTaHb: SKUMU
NOBUHHI OYTH BIJHOIICHHS MDK JITEpaTypol0 W aHTPOIOJIOTIE0
KynbTypu? Ska (1 4d MOXIMBO II€¢ BU3HAYUTH?) B3aEMOMIS MIXK
Jitepatyporo 1 kynbTypoto? Illo Take miTepaTypa B KOHTEKCTI KYJIbTYpH, 1
AK MM BHU3Ha4aemMo KyapTypy? ILli muTaHHsS HaI3BUYAMHO CKJIAIHI, a
METOMOJIOTIYHUX BIAMOBIAEH Moke Oyt Oarato. Y MOJIBCHKHUX
TOCITIDKCHHSX HasABHI KUTbKa TeHIeHmiM. [IpoGiaeMa BigHOMIEHH MIXK
AQHTPOTIOJIOTIEI0 W JMITEPaTypOIO 3raayeThCs, 30KpeMa, B Mpaisx AHHHU
JlebkoBcrkoi. B ece ,Miedzy antropologig literatury 1 antropologia
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literackg” aBTOpKa NpPUXOAUTH JO TaKOrO BHUCHOBKY: ,,<..> IcHye
HEMUHYYE TMHTAHHS TPO B3AEMO3B’SI30K MDK  JITEpPaTypor Ta
AHTPOIIOJIOTIEIO. I[Is  3anexHicTh  1HOMII NMPE/CTABIAETbCA Y
MUKIUCHUIUIIHAPHOMY — KOHTEKCTl. (Cama  aHTpOmojoris anepaTypI/I
CKCILTIKYETBCS  TO-PISHOMY: IHOZI PO3YMI€TBCS TNPOCTO SK aHami3 i
PO3YMIHHS JIITEPaTypHUX TEKCTIB y MIMPOKOMY KyIbTYPHOMY ACIICKTi,
<...>abo <...> 5K HOBa CHUJILHOTA, 10 TIOEJHYE AB1 rany31 HayK [9, c. 14]

T)Keroxc TonneBCHKMI — MIAKPECTIOE, [0 BIAHOIIEHHA  MiX
JITEpaTypor0 W aHTPOMOJIOTIEID KYJIbTYpH MOXYTh HAaOyBaTH pi3HI
KoH(irypaiti. Jlitepatypa Moxke OyTH IHCTPYMEHTOM aHTPOIOJOTTUHUX
JTOCHTIKEHb, CIY>KUTH CBOEPITHOIO HAYKOBOIO JOMOMOTOI B aHami3i
JaHO1 KYJBTYpHOI (popmarlii, MOXe TakoX OyTH ,, JOKYMEHTOM JaHOl
KynbTypu” [4, c. 72]. Jlyxe MHUPOKO B3a€EMO3B 30K MIXK KYJIBTYpPOIO 1
mitepatyporo po3ymie EnBapn Kacnepcbkuid. Y KHU3I ,,WstQp do
antropologii literatury” aBTop nuncpecmoe HEPO3PUBHUH 3B "SI30K  M1XK
muMu 1Boma cepamu: ,,KoHkpeTHi i, IK-OT MUCAHHS 1 YUTaHHS, TOOTO
UCHMO Ta JAPYK, 3yMOBWJIN BHHUKHEHHS OKPEMHUX yCTaHOB <...> (opm
CIUIKYBaHHS. TakuM 4MHOM, JiTeparypa Jaja MOIITOBX ISl POCTY Ta
ILH(bepeHuiIOBaHH>1< >Ky.HI>TypI/I” [7, c. 30].

3 1i€i TOYKH 30py, JITEPaTypa PO3YyMIETHCA BXKE HE TIIBKH SK
TEKCT, a K KyJbTypHa MpaKTUKa MUChbMa 1 YUTAHHA, 110 ICHYE B
MIMPOKUX MEXaX BUAABHUYOTO PUHKY, YUTAI[bKOI MOJH 1 T.1.

BumeBkazaHni 3B S3KM MK aHTPOIIOJIOTIEID Ta JIITEPaTyporo
TPUITHCYIOTE z[OMiHyfoqy pOJIb aHTPOMOJIOTII, JJIsl SIKO1 JIITepaTypa Mae
BINIrpaTH NONOMIKHY POJIb. [xerox [OIIEBCHKUIA 3ayBaXy€, 110 MOXKE
Oyt 1 HaBmakW, TOOTO AHTPOMNOJOris KyIbTYPH BHUCTYIATHME
ITHCTpYMEHTOM [JIsl JIITepaTypo3HaBcTBa. JlOCHIAHMK MIAKPECIIOE, IO
HAWOUIBII TEPCIEKTUBHUM TMPOEKTOM aHTPOIIOJIOTii JIiTepaTypu Oyje
TakKuil, y sKOMy oOOMJBI ramgy3i — JjiTepaTypa Ta aHTPOIOJIOTis —
3QJIMIIATUMYTHCS ~ aBTOHOMHUMH ¥ 30eperaTumyTh  CBOEpIJIHI,
npyUTaMaHHI iM MEPCIEKTUBU Ta HAYKOBO-AOCHIIHI MIAXOAU. Y TaKOMy
PO3YMIHHI JliTepaTypa € CIEPTOI Ha CJIOBO KOMYHIKAIlIMHOIO
MPaKTUKOIO, SIKY aHTPOMOJIOTiSl 1HTEPNPETYE KPi3b MPU3MY KYJIbTYPHUX
KaTteropii. 3 bOro MOTJIsALY, JiTepaTypa mijyisirac HeHaue 30BHIITHbOMY
TJIYMAu4€HHIO, 3 HE-JIITEPATyPHOI MEPCIIEKTHUBH.

3arasioM, OUTBIIICTh MOJBCHKUX aBTOPIB CXOMATHCS HA TOMY, IIIO B
KOHTEKCTI ,,JIITEPATypHOi aHTPOIOJIOTIi JiTepaTypa € OJHUM 3 6araTbox
METOMIB KOMYHIKAIlli B IIHPOKIA, BIJKPUTIM CHUCTEMI KYJIbTYpHOI
komyHikartii [1, ¢. 20]. Jlitepatypa, 3 aHTPOIOJOTIYHOI TOUKH 30Dy, CTAE
YaCTUHOIO KYJIbTYPH, MOBHOIO MPAKTHUKOIO Ta LIIOCTPAIIEI0 KYIbTYPHUX
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KaTeropil. 3a JOMOMOrOI0 JIITEpAaTypH, SIK 1 3a JOIMOMOIOI KYJIbTYpPH,
MOEMO YMUTATH Ta IHTEPIPETYBATH CBIT.

Agne miteparypa — sk miakpeciatoe Ensapn Kacnepcbkuit — 11€ 1moch
Outblie, 1e 3acid (opMyBaHHS KyJbTypu Ha 0araTboX piBHSX.
Jlitepatypa — He JUIIE TEKCTH, a ¥ KyJIbTypHI MPAKTHKH, MOB’S3aHI 3
muMu Tekctamu. Kacnepchkuii 3a3Hadae, 1110 BUBYEHHS JIITEpaTypu B
AHTPOIOJIOTIYHOMY KOHTEKCTI Ja€ BEIMKI MI3HABAJIbHI MOXJIMBOCTI.
ABTOp THIIEe: ,,AHaJI3 aHTPOMOJIOTIYHOI 1HTEpHpeTalli JiTepaTypu €
OaxaHUM 1 MOTPIOHUM 3 KIIBKOX (YHIAMEHTAJIbHUX MNPUYUH. Takuii
aHaJl3 oOIpyHTOBaHUM (hakTOM, IO JiTEpaTypa — 1€ OKpeMa yYacTUHA
KyJIbTYPHOI PEaJbHOCTI, SIKa YITKO BUIIISETHCA HA TJI IHIIUX YacCTHH.
<...> MoTuBali€l € TakoX (PakT, 0 AaHTPOMOJIOTIUHI JOCTIIKEHHS HE
CTBOPWJIM caMi MO €001 3aJ0BIIbHUX KOHILIEMIIA Ta 1HCTPYMEHTIB, SIKi
J03BOJISIIOTH aHAMI3yBaTH JiTepaTypHi peHomenu” [7, €. 33]

[lincymoByrOuUM, MOXKHa CKas3aTH, IO B MOJbCHKUX JITEPATYypHUX
TOCTIKEHHSIX HE OYyJI0 CTBOPEHO €IMHOTO0, Y3TOJKEHOTO BU3HAYCHHSI
,,AHTPOIIOJIOT1I JIiTepaTypu’. DBIABIIICTh TOCTITHUKIB MiAKPECIIOIOTh
MDKJIUCIUTUTIHAPHUN 1 BIIKPUTHUH XapakTep ,,JIPOEKTY aHTPOIIOJIOTii
JiTepaTypu’. ABTOpU 3ayBa)KylOTh, IO 3aJy4E€HHS Yy JOCHIIKCHHS
JITepaTypHUX TEKCTIB OUIBII MIUPOKOTO KYJIBTYPHOTO KOHTEKCTY
JI03BOJIIE BUMTH 3a MEXl JIITEPAaTYpHOrO aHalli3y Ta 1HTEPIpPETyBaTH
JITepaTypHI TEKCTU AK OJIHY 3 KYJbTYPHHUX MPAKTHUK.
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AHTPOIIOJIOT'USA JIMTEPATYPbBI
B ITOJIBCKOM JIMTEPATYPOBEJIEHUU

Mapma Muxaiinoena 3amoxncuykas
marta-zambrzycka@wp.pl
Kanouoam eymanucmuuecxux nayx
Kagheopa ykpaunucmuxu
Bapwaesckuii Ynueepcumem
Va. lmypmosa 4, 02-678, 2. Bapwasa, Ilorvwa

AHHOTanusi. 3arparuBaeTcs TMpoOJieMa aHTPOMOJOTUYECKOM  TEOpUHU
JUTEPATypbl B MOJIbCKUX JINTEPATYPOBEIUECKUX HCCIENOBaHUIX. B Hacrosmee
BpeMsi B TIOJIbCKOW JIMTEPATYpPHOW TEOPHHM CYIIECTBYET MHOXECTBO paboOT TIo
,»AHTPOIIOJIOTUU JIUTEpaTyphl”. BBUAY MOMyNSIPHOCTH, KOTOPOM B MOCIEAHUE TOJIbI
MOJIB3YIOTCS aHTPOIOJOTHYECKHAE UCCIEA0BAHNS COBPEMEHHOM JIMTEPATYPHI, CIIETIaH
BBIBOJI O Hajauumv (peHoOMeHa ,,aHTPOMOJOTUYECKOTO TOBOPOTA B JIUTEPATYPHOH
KpUTUKE U JuTeparypoBeaeHun’ . KoHuenius ,,JJuTepaTypHOl aHTPONOJIOTUN ™, UIH
,»AHTPOIIOJIOTUU JIUTEPATYPbI”, OCTAETCS HEOJHO3HAUYHOM, MTOCKOJIbKY €Ile He ObLIO
pa3paboTaHo eIMHOrOo ee onpeneneHus. MccneqoBaTenu NpeaCcTaBstOT pa3InyHbIe U
4acTO NPOTUBOPEUYMBBIE MHEHUSI O TOM, Y€M JIOJDKHA OBbITh aHTPOMOJIOTHS
JIUTEepaTypbl. DOJBIIMHCTBO aBTOPOB MOAYEPKMBANOT  MEKAWCHHUIUIMHAPHBIM,
OTKPBITUH XapakTep ,,IIPOEKTA aHTPOIIOJIOTUN JTUTEPATYpPbl . ABTOPBI OTMEYAIOT, YTO
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aHAIM3 XYJ0KECTBEHHOI'O TEKCTa B IIMPOKOM, KYJBTYPHOM KOHTEKCTE MO3BOJISIET
MHTEPIPETUPOBATH €r0 KaK OJHY U3 KYJbTYPHBIX NPAKTHK.

Kir4yeBble cia0Ba: aHTPONOJIOTHSA, KyJbTypa, JUTEpaTypa, TEKCT,
MEKIMCIMIUIMHAPHBIE UCCIIEIOBaHMS, KyJIbTypHAasl IPAaKTUKA, HAPATHUB.

ANTROPOLOGIA LITERATURY
W POLSKICH BADANIACH LITERATUROZNAWCZYCH

Streszczenie. Tematem artykulu jest zagadnienie antropologicznej teorii
literatury we wspolczesnym polskim literaturoznawstwie. Obecnie w polskim
literaturoznawstwie pojawia si¢ wiele prac z zakresu ,,antropologii literatury”.
Popularno$¢, jaka cieszy si¢ w ostatnich latach antropologiczny nurt badan
literackich sklania cze$¢ polskich badaczy do konstatacji o zjawisku
»antropologicznego przetomu w krytyce literackiej 1 nauce o literaturze”. Pojecie
antropologii literackiej, czy tez antropologii literatury pozostaje w dalszym ciggu
wieloznaczne 1 nie doczekato si¢ jednorodnej definicji. Badacze prezentuja rdzne,
czesto rozbiezne poglady na temat tego, czym powinna by¢ antropologia literatury.
Wigkszos¢ autorow podkresla 1nterdyscyphnarny ,,otwarty” charakter ,,projektu
antropologii literatury”. Autorzy zauwazaja, ze wpisanie tekstu literackiego w
szeroki kontekst kulturowy pozwala interpretowa¢ go w kategoriach poza
literaturoznawczych, jako jedng z kulturowych praktyk.

Stowa kluczowe: antropologia, kultura, literatura, tekst, badania
interdyscyplinarne, narracja, praktyka kulturowa.

ANTHROPOLOGY OF LITERATURE
IN THE POLISH LITERARY STUDIES

Marta Zambrzycka
marta-zambrzycka@wp.pl
Department of Ukrainian Studies
Warsaw University
Shturmova 4, 02-678, Warsaw, Poland

Abstract. The subject of the article is a problem of anthropological theory of
literature in Polish, modern literature studies. Today in the Polish literary studies
there is a large number of publications based on the concept of “anthropology of
literature”. Popularity, of the anthropological context of literary studies encourages
some researchers to observe phenomena of “anthropological revolution in literary
criticism”. Polish literary studies haven’t still created a single, coherent definition
of “anthropology of literature”. Most researchers emphasize interdisciplinary and
open nature “of the anthropological project of literature”. The authors note that the
literary text, included in a broad cultural context can be interpreted in terms beyond
the literary, as one of the cultural practices.

The benefits of this study is a presentation of the most modern and current
trends in the Polish literary theory. Literary increasingly turning to interdisciplinary
research, as a result there is a union of the areas of cultural studies, cultural
anthropology and literary theory.
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The article presents the concepts of the following researchers: Edward
Kasperski, Grzegorz Godlewski, Ryszard Nycz, Matgorzata Czerminska, Ewa
Kosowska, and others,

It was tested in this study, that the term “anthropology of literature” is
interpreted variously, and is not subject to a single definition. Literary researcher,
Michat Pawetl Markowski, says, that the phrases: “literary anthropology”, and
“anthropology of literature” could mean the phenomenon quite different from each
other — the differences was shown in this text. According to some researchers, the
notion of “anthropology of literature” is still not the clear concept of literary
analysis, but a kind of an interdisciplinary project with undefined boundaries.

Key words: anthropology, culture studies, literature, text, interdisciplinary
research, narrative, communication practice.
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