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Rezime

Aktuelna bosanskohercegovacka znanost o knjizevnosti, a posebno u ovom
kontekstu inace tradicionalno dominantna knjizevnohistorijska praksa,
neminovno se suoc¢ava s najmanje dva temeljna izazova: prvi je stalna po-
treba istinskog uklju¢enja u savremene knjizevnoznanstvene tokove, dok
je onaj drugi nuznost kona¢no potpunijeg znanstvenog sistematiziranja
i prezentiranja cijele jedne jo§ uvijek nedovoljno poznate i umnogome
neispitane knjizevne proslosti, koja, pak, predugo ¢eka da bude cjeloviti-
je istrazena. Stavise, i ono $to nam je o proglosti bosanskohercegovacke,
a narocito bosnjacke (,bosanskomuslimanske®) knjizevnosti i ovdasnjeg
knjizevnog Zivota manje ili viSe poznato i samo trazi preispitivanja, po-
gotovo uzmu li se u obzir one moguénosti znanstvenih proucavanja koje
nudi savremeni teorijski trenutak. Upravo zato, ova knjiga kao cjelina i tice
se onog $to su mogucnosti teorije novog historicizma u bosanskohercego-
vackoj knjizevnohistorijskoj praksi, utoliko prije $to je autor misljenja da
upravo (i) novi historicizam ima tu potrebnu snagu da na jednom mjestu
udruzi ono dvoje $to je, uz neke druge elemente, vjerovatno najpotrebnije
bosanskohercegovackoj znanosti o knjizevnosti u trenutku kad - kako se
¢ini - konacno zavrsava potrebne pripreme za potpuniji odgovor na zane-
mareno knjizevno naslijede, a to su, naime, medusobno skladno spojena
najutjecajnija dostignuca savremene teorije i postojana, ali i sama savreme-
na i aktuelna knjizevnohistorijska svijest.

U ovoj knjizi, otud, autor se bavi dvama blisko povezanim uzim pro-
blemskim podrudjima: temeljnim teorijskim znacajkama novog histo-
ricizma, savremene izvorno americke knjizevnoteorijske ,,8kole s jedne
strane, dok je, s one druge, pokusao ovo savremeno teorijsko usmjerenje
angazirati u oblasti historijskog prouc¢avanja knjizevnosti i knjizevnog zi-
vota BiH. U tom smislu, knjiga je na izvjestan nacin dvo- ili, ¢ak, tropred-
metna. Gledano iz perspektive tradicionalne knjizevnoznanstvene podjele
na teoriju knjizevnosti, historiju knjizevnosti i knjizevnu kritiku, interes
knjige, s jedne strane, dominantno je teorijski, te u tom segmentu knjiga
predstavlja studiju ¢iji je cilj da — na nacin koji je autor smatrao najpode-
snijim - ponudi cjelovitije ili, pak, vlastito razumijevanje onog $to bi se
moglo razumjeti kao klju¢ne ,metodoloske” odrednice novog historiciz-
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ma. Uporedo s ovim, s druge strane, u drugom problemskom podrucju
knjige, autor je nastupio — u tradicionalnom smislu barem - manje kao
knjizevni teoreticar, a viSe kao histori¢ar knjizevnosti, koji, medutim, sad
s iskustvom novohistoricistickog razumijevanja knjizevnih i kulturnih po-
java iz dalje ili nesto blize proslosti, pokusava iskoristiti temeljne postavke
novohistoricistickog ¢itanja knjizevnosti i kulture nekadasnjih vremena u
oblasti proucavanja knjizevnosti i knjizevnog zivota BiH. S tim u vezi, ovaj
segment knjige nije, ipak, tek egzemplaran ili ilustrativan, ve¢ je na osnovi
dvaju primjera iz bosanskohercegovacke knjizevnosti i ukupnog knjizev-
nog zivota imao za cilj da pokaze to da li su i, ako jesu, kako su moguca
novohistoricisticka razumijevanja razlic¢itih knjizevnih pojava mimo onog
predmetnog podrucja kojim se bavi americ¢ki novi historicizam i, naravno,
izvan konteksta americke knjizevne akademske zajednice. Zato su i ¢itanja
dvaju primjera iz bosanskohercegovacke knjizevnosti i knjizevnog Zivota
istovremeno i dvije nove studije, i same radovi istrazivackog karaktera, po-
taknuti upravo novohistoricistickom Zeljom za otkrivanjem neceg novog i
drugacijeg, dotad nepoznatog, ili shvatanog na neki drugaciji nacin. Izbor
ovih dvaju primjera iz knjizevnosti i knjizevnog zivota BiH, pak, odreden
je uvjerenjem da su, uz ¢itav niz drugih, slicnih moguénosti, upravo ova
dva primjera kojima se autor bavi dovoljno zanimljivi i vazni da im se u
ovoj knjizi dodijeli status oglednih studija iz novohistoricisticke prakse.
Ovakvo $to sve zajedno, kao autoru vazna perspektiva iz koje je pisao
knjigu, uvjetovalo je, otud, i perspektivu njegova razumijevanja novog hi-
storicizma, u studiji koja je s razlogom naslovljena kao Novi historicizam:
Knjizevnost u historiji, kulturi i politici. Na ovom mjestu novom historiciz-
mu autor je pristupio, dakle, sa Zeljom ne da proucava, recimo, to kako su
se americki novi historicisti bavili onim §to je njihov predmet izu¢avanja
(to su najce$ce brojna shakespeareoloska pitanja ili pitanja u vezi s knji-
zevnosc¢u i kulturom engleske renesanse) ve¢ je njegov interes prvenstveno
bio usmjeren ka onome §to je — najjednostavnije govore¢i - zanimljivo, po-
ticajno ili potrebno jednom bosanskohercegovackom proucavaocu i pro-
ucavateljici, opet, bosanskohercegovacke knjizevnosti (ili nekih njezinih
sastavnica — bo$njacke, bosanskohrvatske ili bosanskosrpske knjizevnosti,
jevrejske knjizevne tradicije u BiH i sl.) u konkretnom a na savremenim
knjizevnoznanstvenim postavkama zasnovanom ¢inu razumijevanja dav-
nasnjih knjizevnih pojava i procesa. Ovakva metodoloska perspektiva, s
druge strane, odredila je i konkretna pitanja te na¢in na koji se njima ba-
vio autor, pri ¢emu se u spomenutoj studiji najvie zanimao ne, ponovo,
prvenstveno poloZzajem novog historicizma u samoj americkoj teoriji ve¢
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u savremenoj teoriji uopce, utoliko prije $to se autoru - s obzirom na bo-
sanskohercegovacki kontekst iz kojeg pise — novi historicizam nije ukazao
nuzno samo kao dio americkih knjizevnoznanstvenih zbivanja, ve¢, zapra-
vo, prije svega kao $ira pojava savremene teorije, kao segment $irih teorij-
skih pojava i procesa, zbog ¢ega ih je onda u tom kontekstu i posmatrao.

Knjizevnost i kultura historije u jugoslavenskom socijalizmu: KnjiZev-
noteorijski i knjizevnohistorijski modeli izu¢avanja (S uvidom u slucaj ,, Dje-
lidbe“ S. Kulenovica i njezine recepcije) prva je ogledna studija iz novohi-
storicisticke prakse u knjizi, a u osnovi tice se jos uvijek gotovo minimalno
istrazene bosanskohercegovacke knjizevne i ukupne kulturalne situacije
neposredno nakon Drugog svjetskog rata te u vremenu koje potom slijedi,
a kad je knjizevnost, kao i ukupna kultura u drustvenim okvirima jugo-
slavenskog socijalizma, imala, istina, uveliko povlasten status, ali, takoder,
i odredene, ideoloski angazirane obaveze i duznosti. Slicnu poziciju, me-
dutim, imala je i knjiZevna znanost, koja je u pravilu imala mogu¢nost ili
da osluskuje, naslu¢uje i vjerno slijedi politicke direktive jugoslavenskog
poratnog rezima i njegova drustva ili, pak, da, ukoliko ne moze pristati
na ulogu partijskog medija i cenzora, pronade osobite nacine izbjegava-
nja drustvenih zahtjeva i zadataka, a zapravo da oscilira izmedu vlasti-
tih znanstvenih i slicnih uvjerenja i javnih, drzavnih vjerovanja, $to bitno
odreduje interese ove studije. U ovom radu autor se zato bavi skandalo-
znim slucajem recepcije drame Djelidba (1947) Skendera Kulenovica, koja
je, nakon praizvedbe na sceni danas$njeg Narodnog pozorista u Sarajevu u
februaru mjesecu 1948, odmah uklonjena s repertoara zbog svoje — kako se
vjerovalo - ideoloske nepo¢udnosti, na $to je, medutim, onovremena, ali i
kasnija bosanskohercegovacka i jugoslavenska knjizevna znanost reagirala
na vrlo zanimljiv i znakovit nac¢in. U radu, pritom, autor se bavi i njezinim
odgovorom, ali, s tim u vezi, i samom Kulenovi¢evom dramom, ukljucuju-
¢iinjezinu drugu verziju, iz 1957.

Nevolje s kanonom: Slucaj bosanske i/ili bosnjacke knjiZevne historije
(Na primjeru okolnosti i karaktera ranog kanonizacijskog rada M. Begica)
druga je ogledna studija iz novohistoricisticke prakse u knjizi, u kojoj se au-
tor bavi jednim drugim, iako — u poredenju s prethodnim - dosta bliskim
problemom: ukupnim prilikama i obiljezjima samog pocetka savremene
kanonizacije bosanskohercegovacke i/ili bosnjacke knjizevnosti, procesom
$to se desava takoder u narocitim uvjetima jugoslavenskog socijalizma, a
zapocinje u vrijeme kraja $ezdesetih i pocetka sedamdesetih godina 20.
st., pri ¢emu, nazalost, nije dovrsen u cijelosti ni do danas. Uprkos bezre-
zervnoj vjeri u knjizevnu historiju u bosanskohercegovackoj knjizevnoj
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akademskoj zajednici, ni do danas knjizevnost i knjizevni Zivot BiH nisu
znanstveno obradeni u okvirima kakve cjelovite historije knjizevnosti, a
to se odnosi i na historije knjizevnosti Bosnjaka, bosanskih Hrvata i bo-
sanskih Srba, a zapravo na onaj stvarni faktor koji postavlja niz pitanja: da
li i kako postoji bosanskohercegovacka knjizevnost, u kakvom je ona od-
nosu s bo$njackom, bosanskohrvatskom i bosanskosrpskom knjizevnoséu
te s hrvatskom i srpskom knjizevno$c¢u uopce itd., mada su i obratna pi-
tanja posve moguca: da li i kako postoji npr. bosnjacka, bosanskohrvatska
i bosanskosrpska knjizevnost i kakav je onda njihov odnos prema bosan-
skohercegovackoj, na jednoj, te prema opcenito hrvatskoj i srpskoj knji-
zevnosti, na drugoj strani. A na takvoj osnovi javlja se i jos$ jedno pitanje:
da li je i zasto moguca te potrebna historija bosnjacke, bosanskohrvatske,
bosanskosrpske te bosanskohercegovacke knjizevnosti, i kakva bi ona tre-
bala biti, $to je, pak, sve zajedno pretpostavka za sredi$nju dilemu: Da li,
u uvjetima nepostojanja pisane cjelovite historije bilo koje od spomenutih
knjizevnosti unutar BiH, postoji bilo kakav oficijelni knjizevni kanon ve-
ziv za neku od bosanskohercegovackih knjizevnih razina? Bosanskoher-
cegovacka znanost o knjizevnosti, svakim svojim narastajem knjizevnih
znanstvenika, u niz navrata i tokom nekoliko decenija pokusavala je dati
odgovore na ova pitanja, a oni nikad nisu bili posve istovjetni, mada su,
dakako, uocljive i brojne podudarnosti. Sve to autoru je izgledalo narocito
interesantno, ali i vazno s danasnje tacke gledista u povodu pitanja po-
stojanja bosnjacke knjizevnosti te njezina odnosa prema bosanskohercego-
vackoj, bosanskohrvatskoj i bosanskosrpskoj, kao i prema $iroj hrvatskoj i
srpskoj knjizevnosti. Upravo tim problemom konstituiranja te karaktera
potencijalnog bosanskohercegovackog i/ili bosnjackog knjizevnog kanona,
sagledanog prema njemu susjednim ,,ko-kanonima®, a s obzirom na vrlo
slozene okolnosti jugoslavenskog socijalizma, pozabavila se, otud, druga
ogledna novohistoricisticka studija u ovoj knjizi, koja se posebno odnosi
na rani kanonizacijski rad Midhata Begica, na svojevrstan nacin zacetnika
savremenog procesa kanonizacije ovdasnje knjiZevnosti.
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Summary

Present-day Bosnian-Herzegovinian literary studies, and particularly the
literary-historical practice traditionally dominant in this context, are una-
voidably facing at least two fundamental challenges: a constant need for
true involvement in contemporary currents of literary studies in general
and the necessity of what would finally be a more complete scholarly sys-
tematization and presentation of one entire, still insufficiently known and
largely unexamined literary legacy, whose fuller exploration has been de-
layed for too long. Moreover, what is more or less known about the Bos-
nian-Herzegovinian, and particularly Bosniak (‘Bosnian-Muslim’) literary
past and the local literary life is in need of re-examination, especially when
the potentials of literary studies unlocked by the contemporary theoreti-
cal moment are taken into account. It is for this reason that the book deals
with theoretical potentials of New Historicism in Bosnian-Herzegovinian
literary-historical practice, the more so because the author holds the opin-
ion that it is (also) New Historicism that possesses the required capacity
to combine in one place the most important and harmoniously intercon-
nected achievements of contemporary theory and a stable, but contempo-
rary and topical literary-historical awareness, both of which are, among
other elements, probably the two factors of greatest importance for Bos-
nian-Herzegovinian literary studies in the moment when they appear to
finalize all the necessary preparations for a more comprehensive response
to widely neglected Bosnian-Herzegovinian literary legacy.

In this book, hence, the author deals with two closely related specific
problem areas: the basic theoretical traits of New Historicism, a contempo-
rary ‘school’ of literary theory of American origin, on the one hand, while
attempting, on the other, to engage this contemporary theoretical orienta-
tion in the field of historical study of literature and literary life in Bosnia-
Herzegovina. In this sense, the book touches on two, or even three major
subjects. Viewed from the perspective of the traditional division of literary
studies into theory of literature, history of literature and literary criticism,
the interest of this book is, on the one hand, predominantly theoretical, the
section in which the book constitutes a study whose aim is to offer - in the
manner the author finds the most appropriate - a more comprehensive and
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original understanding of what could be recognized as key ‘methodologi-
cal’ determinants of New Historicism. Parallel to this, on the other hand,
in the second problem area of the book, the author assumes the role — at
least in a traditional sense — of a literary historian rather than a theorist,
this time possessing the experience of New-Historical understanding of
literary and cultural phenomena from the distant or more recent past and
attempting to employ basic premises of New-Historical reading of past
literatures and cultures in the field of study of literature and literary life
in Bosnia-Herzegovina. In relation to this, the section of the book is not
merely exemplary or illustrative; its purpose, instead, is to use two exam-
ples from Bosnian-Herzegovinian literature and overall literary life in or-
der to show whether and how New-Historical understandings of diverse
literary phenomena are possible outside the subject area of American New
Historicism and, of course, outside the context of American literary aca-
demic community. That is why the readings of the two examples from Bos-
nian-Herzegovinian literature and literary life are also two new studies,
and research pieces as well, inspired by the New-Historical desire to dis-
cover something new and different, previously unknown, or understood
in a different manner. The choice of the two examples from literature and
literary life in Bosnia-Herzegovina is based on the belief that, along with
a number of other similar possibilities, it is the two examples discussed by
the author that are interesting and relevant enough to be granted the status
of pilot studies of New-Historical practice.

All of this, as an important perspective from which the book has been
written, has conditioned the perspective from which the author under-
stands New Historicism, in the study which is for a reason entitled New
Historicism: Literature in History, Culture and Politics. At this point, the
author approaches New Historicism wishing not to study, for instance, the
ways in which American New Historicists have dealt with their subject
matter (most frequently various questions from the field of Shakespeare
studies or questions pertaining to English Renaissance literature and cul-
ture) but to direct his interest to what is — in simplest terms — interesting
and stimulating to, or simply necessary for a Bosnian-Herzegovinian re-
searcher of Bosnian-Herzegovinian literature (or some of its constituents
- Bosniak, Bosnian-Croatian or Bosnian-Serbian literature, Jewish literary
tradition in Bosnia-Herzegovina etc.) in a concrete act of understanding
past literary phenomena and processes, which is, however, founded upon
contemporary tenets of literary studies. Such a methodological perspec-
tive, on the other hand, has determined concrete questions and modes
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in which they are addressed by the author, whose primary interest is not
the position of New Historicism in American theory alone, but in con-
temporary theory in general, all the more so because the author - given
the Bosnian-Herzegovinian context from which he writes — has never seen
New Historicism as being a part of American scene of literary studies ex-
clusively, but primarily as a wider phenomenon in contemporary theory,
as a segment of broader theoretical phenomena and processes, for which
reason he views them in that context.

Literature and Culture of History in Yugoslav Socialism: Literary-Theo-
retical and Literary-Historical Models of Research (Case Study of ‘Djelidba’
by S. Kulenovi¢ and Its Reception) is the first pilot study of New-Historical
practice in the book, addressing in substance still meagrely explored Bos-
nian-Herzegovinian literary and overall cultural state immediately after
the Second World War and the ensuing period, when the literature, and the
culture in general, within the social framework of Yugoslav socialism, had,
truth be said, a privileged status, but also certain ideological engagements
and duties. A similar position, however, was held by literary studies, which,
by rule, had an option to either observe, anticipate and obediently follow
political directives of the Yugoslav post-war regime and its society or, if
they could not agree to the role of a party medium and censor, find par-
ticular modes of avoiding social demands and tasks, and, in fact, oscillate
between their own scholarly convictions and public, official beliefs, which
has significantly determined the interests of this study. In this chapter,
therefore, the author discusses the scandalous case of the reception of the
theatre piece Djelidba (1947) by Skender Kulenovi¢, which, immediately
after its premiere at the National Theatre in Sarajevo in February 1948,
was removed from the repertoire due to its — as was believed - ideologi-
cal objectionability. The reaction of Bosnian-Herzegovinian and Yugoslav
literary criticism at the time, and later, was rather interesting and sympto-
matic, so — for this reason - the author discusses this response as well as
Kulenovi¢’s drama itself, including its second version from 1957.

Troubles with Canon: The Case of Bosnian and/or Bosniak Literary His-
tory (Example of Circumstances and Character of Early Canonization Work
by M. Begic) is the second pilot study of New-Historical practice in the
book, in which the author discusses another issue, different from but closely
related to the previous one: the overall circumstances and traits of the very
beginning of the contemporary canonization of Bosnian-Herzegovinian
and/or Bosniak literature, a process taking place under the specific condi-
tions of Yugoslav socialism, having begun in the late 1960s and early 1970s,
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but unfortunately remaining unfinished to this day. Despite absolute trust
placed in literary history by the Bosnian-Herzegovinian literary academic
community, literature and literary life in Bosnia-Herzegovina remain to
this day scholarly untreated within the framework of an integrated literary
history, which is also the case with the literary histories of Bosniaks, Bos-
nian Croats and Bosnian Serbs, or, in fact, the real factor posing a whole
range of questions: Does Bosnian-Herzegovinian literature exist and how?
How is it related to Bosniak, Bosnian-Croatian and Bosnian-Serbian lit-
eratures and to Croatian and Serbian literatures in general? However, the
reverse questions are also possible: Do, for instance, Bosniak, Bosnian-
Croatian and Bosnian-Serbian literatures exist and how are they related to
Bosnian-Herzegovinian literature, on the one hand, or Croatian and Ser-
bian literatures, on the other? In view of that, another question arises: Are
Bosniak, Bosnian-Croatian, Bosnian-Serbian and Bosnian-Herzegovinian
literary histories possible and why? What should they be like? Finally, all
of this presupposes the central dilemma: Is there, in the conditions of total
absence of a written integral history of each of the said literatures in Bos-
nia-Herzegovina, any sort of an official literary canon that might be related
to one of the Bosnian-Herzegovinian literary strata? Bosnian-Herzegovin-
ian literary studies, with every generation of their literary scholars, have
for a number of times and for a few decades tried to provide answers to
these questions, but they have never been completely equal, although many
correspondences are evident as well. The author finds all of this extremely
interesting and important from the contemporary point of view on the
existence of Bosniak literature and its relation to Bosnian-Herzegovinian,
Bosnian-Croatian and Bosnian-Serbian literatures, as well as Croatian and
Serbian literatures in general. Therefore, it is exactly the problem of consti-
tution and character of a potential Bosnian-Herzegovinian and/or Bosniak
literary canon, seen in relation to its contiguous ‘co-canons’ and in view of
the very complex circumstances of Yugoslav socialism, that is the subject
of the second New-Historical pilot study in this book, which particularly
examines the early canonization work by Midhat Begi¢, who could be seen
as the originator of the contemporary process of the canonization of litera-
ture in Bosnia-Herzegovina.
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Pe3rome

AxTyanpHOe 60CHMIICKOTEPIIETOBMHCKOR TUTePaTy poBeieH e 1, 0COOeH-
HO, B JaHHOM KOHTEKCTe TPaAMILIMOHATBHO HOMMHAHTHAS IUTEPaTypPHO-
-MCTOpUYECKasl IMPAKTUKA, HEM30EKHO CTANKMBAIOTCS CETOHs C HaMMe-
Hee IBYM:A (yH/JaMEeHTa/IbHBIMY BbI30BAMI: IIEPBBIM fAB/ISAETCS IIOCTOSAH-
Has MOTPeOHOCTb B MCTMHHOM VX BKJIIOYEHVV B COBpeMEHHbIe JIUTepa-
TypOBefYecKyie TeYeHNs, a JPYTUM — HeOOXOAMMOCTb OKOHYATe/IbHOIL,
60JIee TIOTHOV HAyYHOI CUCTEMATMU3ALNN U TIPE3eHTALUY [[eTIOTO OJHO-
ro, BCe ellle HeJOCTATOYHO M3BECTHOTO M, BO MHOT'OM, ellle HeJOCTaTO4-
HO JICC/IElOBAaHHOTO JIMTEPATYPHOTO IPOLIJIOTO, HOJITO >KAaBIIero Hoyee
LIeJIOCTHOTO €T0 MCCIefjoBaHys. TeM He MeHee, ja>ke TO, YTO O MPOIIJIOM
6OCHMIICKOTePIIETOBMHCKOM, B YaCTHOCTY OOCHSAIKOM (“O0CHUIICKO-MY-
CY/IBMAaHCKOI ) IUTePaTypPhl ¥ O IUTEPATyPHOI KM3HM O0JIee MM MeHee
HaM M3BECTHO, HY)X/JaeTCsl B IIEPECMOTpPe, 0COOEHHO eC/i B3ATb BO BHM-
MaHJe BO3MOXKHOCTY HayYHBIX MCCTIEJOBAHNIL, KOTOPBIX IIPEOCTABSAIOT
COBpeMEHHbIE TeOpeTIYecKyie BO33peHMA. VIMEHHO M03TOMY HacTOALIAS
KHITA, KaK IIe/loe, ¥ KacaeTcs TOTO, YTO IPefICTAB/IAIT OO0 BO3MOX-
HOCTJ TeOpUM HOBOTO MCTOPMUIIM3MAa B OOCHMIICKOTEpPIIETOBMHCKO /-
TepaTypPHO-MCTOPUIECKOI IIPAKTIKE, TeM Oo/iee IIOTOMY, YTO aBTOP ITOI
KHUTY IyMaeT, YTO UMEHHO (1) y HOBOTO MCTOPUIVI3MA €CTb Ta HY>KHas
cuIa, obecrieyyBarolias Ha OfJHOM MeCTe COeIMHUTD IBe Belll, KOTOPBIE,
BMeCTe C HEKOTOPbIMM APYTMMM 3/IeMEHTaMU, BEPOSITHO SB/ISIOTCS Ca-
MBIMJ HEOOXOAVIMBIMM JIsI 0OCHUIICKOTEPLIETOBMHCKOTO TUTEPaTypOBe-
IeHVs1 B MOMEHT, KOTI/ZIa, KaK Ka)keTcs, HAKOHell 3aKaH4YMBAIOTCs HY)KHBbIe
HOZITOTOBKY /151 IPefOCTaB/IeHMsI O0/ee IIOJTHOTO OTBeTa Ha BOIIPOC, Ka-
CAIOIUIICS TUTEPATyPHOTO HAC/IeANsI, OCTaBIeHHOrO 0e3 BHMMaHMS — a
3TO, 3HAYNUT — B3aVIMHO CTPOJHO COEIVMHEHHbIE CaMble BIMATENIbHBIE J0-
CTVKEHUsI COBPEMEHHOI TeOpUM U NPOYHOE, U, B TO >K€ BpeMsd, TaK Ke
COBpeMEHHOE VI aKTya/IbHOE TUTePaTy PHO-UCTOPUYECKOE CO3HAHIE.
[TosToMy, B HaCTOsIIEl KHUTE aBTOP IIPOC/IEKMBAET JIBe, TECHO CBsI-
3aHHbIe MEeXAY co00i1, mpobrmeMHble chepbl: GyHAaMeHTaIbHbIE Teope-
TUYEeCKMe OCOOEHHOCTM HOBOTO MCTOPMIIV3MA, COBPEMEHHOI, aMepu-
KaHCKOJ1 110 IIPOUCXOXK/EHNIO, TUTEPATyPHO-TEOPETUIECKON “UIKOMbL, C
OJJHOJ CTOPOHBI, a C IPYTO¥i CTOPOHBI, OH IIOIbITAJICA JAHHOE COBPEMEH-
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HOE TeOpeTUYecKoe HallpaBjIeHMe aHTXXIPOBATh B 00/IACTY MCTOPUYEC-
KOTO M3Y4Y€HN A NUTepaTypbl U IUTEpaTypHOII X13HM bocunun u I'eprero-
BUHBL. B 3TOM cMbIC/Ie, KHUTA, OIIpefie/IeHHbIM CIIOCOOOM ABJIAETCS JIBO-,
JaXke TpexmpegMeTHO. Ecy cMOTpeThb ¢ TOUKM 3peHMA TPaguLIYIOHA/Ib-
HOTO JIUTEPATYPOBENYECKOTO pas/ie/IeHN A Ha TEOPUIO TUTEPATY Pbl, UCTO-
PUIO TUTEPATYPhl U INTEPATYPHYIO KPUTHUKY, TO MHTEPEC KHUTY, C OJHOM
CTOPOHBI, IIPEBOCXOHO TEOPETUYECKNUIL, TaK 4YTO, B JJAHHOM CETMEHTE
KHMITA NIPefiCTaB/IAeT OO0l NCCIeOBaHMe, Ybs I[e/Ib — CAMBIM IIOIXOf -
I[VIM CIIOCOOOM II0 MHEHUIO aBTOPA — IMIPEAJIOKUTD OojIee IeI0OCTHBIE TI0-
JIOXKEHUsT, MK COOCTBEHHOE OHMMAaHMe TOTO0, YTO ObI MOIJIO paccMaTpu-
BaTbCS B KaueCcTBe K/TIOYEBBIX “METOJO/MIOIMYECKUX IOTOXKeHNIT HOBOTO
ycropuumsMa. Bmecre ¢ Tem, ¢ Apyroit CTOpPOHBL, B Ipyroii Mpo6IeMHOI
006/1aCTV KHUTY, aBTOP BBICTYIINJI — XOTsI ObI B TPAaAMIIMIOHATIBHOM CMBbIC/IE
- MeHee KaK TeOpPeTUK JINTepaTyphl, a Ooee KaK MCTOPUK JIUTEPATypbl,
KOTOPBIJ, OTHAKO, TETIEPD C OIIBITOM HOBOMCTOPMYECKOTO TOHMMAaHNA /M-
TepaTypPHBIX U KY/IbTYPHBIX SIBJIEHUII U3 Ha/IbHETro uim 6oree O/MM>KHEeTo
HaM I POILJIOTO, IIBITAETCs MICIIONIb30BaTh PyHAaMeHTa/IbHbIe II0/TOXKEH ST
HOBOMCTOPMYECKOTO YTE€HN S JINTEPATYPhI ¥ KY/IbTYPbl IIPOLIIBIX BpPEMEH
B 00/1aCTV M3Y4YEHV A TUTEPATy Pbl X TUTEpaTy pHOIL Xu3HU bocHum u Tep-
LIETOBMHBI. B CBA3M ¢ TeM, TaHHBI CETMEHT KHUTY He AB/AETCA BCe-TaKU
3T3eMIUIAPHBIM VIV VWITIOCTPATUBHBIM, a, IPUBOJA JBa IIpuMepa 13 60oc-
HUJCKOTe€PLETOBYHCKOM IUTEPATYPbl M COBOKYITHOM TUTEPATy PHO XKM3-
HI, CTABUT CBOEI LIEJIbI0 ITI0KAa3aTh — BO3MOXKHBI JIM U, €CIL BO3MOXKHBI
- TO KaKMM CHOCOOOM, HOBOMCTOPMYECKVIe IOHVMAHMS Pa3/INYHbIX JIN-
TepaTypHBIX sB/ICHNUII, HAXOAIMXCS BHE IPeAMETHOI 06/1acT, KOTOPOI
3aHMMAETCA AMEPUMKAHCKUII HOBBI MCTOPULM3M M, KOHEYHO, HaXOM -
IIMXCA BHE KOHTEKCTAa aMEPUKAHCKOIO IMTEPATYPHOTO aKaJeMI4eCKOTro
Kpyra. [loaTomy 4TeHMe ABYyX IPUMEpPOB 13 OOCHUIICKOTEPLIETOBUHCKOI
JUTEpaTypbl U TUTEPATYPHOI XKU3HY OJHOBPEMEHHO IIPEJCTABIAIT CO-
00J1 Ba HOBBIX MCC/IEOBAHNA, JBE PAOOTHI VICCTIEOBATENbCKOIO XapaK-
Tepa, NOOY>X/JeHHBIX IMEHHO HOBOVMCTOPMYECKNM KeTTAHMEM OTKPBITUA
4YEero-TO HOBOT'O U MHOTO, IO CUX IIOP HEM3BECTHOTO, M/ IIOHMMAEMOIO
yHave. BpIOOp JaHHBIX ABYX HPVYMEPOB U3 INTEPaTyPbl U IUTEPATYPHOI
n3Hu bocanm n I'eprieroBnHbI, OJHAKO, ONpEfie/IEH YBEPEHMEM aBTOPa
4YTO, HApAAY € MHOXXECTBOM JPYTUX, IIOXOKMX BO3MOXXHOCTEN, MMEHHO
3TU [Ba NPMMEpPa, KOTOPBIMYM OH 3aHMMAETCH, JOCTATOYHO MHTEPECHBI U
Ba)KHBI, YTOOBI OTYYUTh B KHUTE CTaTyC OYEPKOBBIX VICC/IEHOBAHMIL HO-
BOMCTOPUYECKON IPAKTUKMA.
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BoimenpuseneHHOE, BCe BMECTE, B Ka4€CTBE OUY€HD Ba>KHOI IJIS1 aBTOPa
HO3WIIVY, Y3 KOTOPOJI OH IIMCAJI CBOIO KHUTY, 00YC/IOBUIO U ITO3UIIVIO €T0
HOHVMaHMs HOBOTO MCTOPMIM3MA, B UCCIIENOBATEIbCKOI paboTe He 6e3
OCHOBaHMA Has3BaHHOU Hoswiti ucmopuyusm: /Iumepamypa 6 ucmopuu,
Kynvmype u nonumuxe. B zannom paspese, K HOBOMY UCTOPULII3MY aBTOP
IOJIOIIIeTI, 3HAYMT, He C XKeTaHUeM M3y4aTh, HAIpUMep, KaKUM CIIOco60M
aMepMKaHCKJe HOBble ICTOPUIIVICTHI 3aHMMAINCh CBOMM IIPEJMETOM JC-
clefoBaHusA (a Yalle BCEro MX IPeMETOM SB/ISIOTCA MHOTOYMC/ICHHbIE
BOIIPOCHI HIEKCIIMPOJIOTUM VI BOIIPOCHI, CBA3aHHBIE C IUTEPATYPOI U
KYJIBTYPOII aHITIMIICKOTO BO3poXk/ieH ) — MHTepec aBTOpa IpeX e BCero
ObLI HAIIpaBJIeH Ha TO, YTO — MPOIIe TOBOPS — MHTEPECHO, YTO SBJISETCS
HOOY>XKIAOIVM VIV HY>KHBIM J/Is1 00CHUIICKOT € PLIETOBMHCKIX UCCIE0-
BaTesIell, M3yYaIOLINX OOCHUIICKOTEPIIETOBMHCKYIO TUTeparypy (mnm ee
COCTaByALIINe — OOCHALKYIO, 60CHUICKO-XOPBATCKYIO MM OOCHUIICKO-
CepOCKYIO IMTepaTyphl, TaK K& eBPEIICKYI0 TNTePATyPHYIO TPaJUIUIO B
bocuunm u I'epiieroBrHe i T. 11.) B KOHKPETHOM, Ha COBPEMEHHBIX TN Tepa-
TYPOBELYECKIX IIOJIOKEHUAX OCHOBAHHOM aKTe IIOHMMAHUA JaBHUX JIU-
TepaTyPHBIX ABJIEHUI U TIpLeccoB. Takas MeTOmO/MOrM4ecKas MO3UIs,
C Ipyroil CTOpOHBI, ONIpefeNnnia U Kpyr KOHKPETHBIX BOIIPOCOB U CIIO-
co6 ¥ IpyeMbl 0OCY>KJIeHUsI aBTOPOM STHX BOIIPOCOB, IIPY Y€M B BBIIIIe-
YIIOMSHHYTOM pasfiesie, OH 3aHMMAJICS OOJIbIle BCETO U IIPeXX/e BCEro He
MEeCTOM, KOTOpO€ 3aHMMAET HOBbBIN MCTOPULIM3M B CAMOIl aMEPUKAHCKOM
TEOpPUH, a MECTOM, KOTOpe 3aHMMAeT B COBpeMEHHOI Teopui BOoO1Ie, TeM
6oree 4TO — yunTHIBasA OOCHMIICKOTEPIIETOBMHCKMI KOHTEKCT B KOTOPOM
HaXOJUTCA U U3 KOTOPOTO IMUIIET aBTOP — €My HOBbBI MCTOPULM3M He
IIOKA3aJICA HY>KHO U TOJbKO YaCThI0O aME€PUKAHCKIX JIUTEpaTypoOBeRdec-
KMX COOBITHIA, a IIPeXKfie BCero 6ojiee MIMPOKNM sIBIEHIEM COBPEMEHHOII
TEOpPUM, CETMEHTOM 0oJlee IIMPOKUX TEOPETUIECKUX BO33PeHMIT U Ipo-
I1eCCOB, TaK YTO B 9TOM KOHTEKCTe UX 00CY>/Ia/l I pacCMaTpyBaJl.

Jlumepamypa u Kynemypa ucmopuu 6 1020cnaeckom coyuanume: /lu-
mepamypHo-meopemu4eckuii U UMePAmypHO-UCMOpuUeckuti Mooenu
uccnedosarus (C npocmompom cnyuas npoussedenuss “Djelidba” C. Ky-
7IeHOBUHA U peuenyuu npoussedeHus) — MepBoe OYepKOBOE UCCIe0Ba-
HI€e 13 HOBOMCTOPWYECKOI IIPAKTUKM B KHUTE, Kacalolleecs B OCHOBHOM
BCe ellle MUHMMAJIBHO MCCIENOBAHHON OOCHMIICKOTEPLIETOBMHCKON JIN-
TepaTypPHOI U COBOKYITHOJ KY/IBTYPHOJ OOCTaHOBKM) HEIIOCPECTBEHHO
nocne Bropoit MupoBoIi BOMHBI U B TObI IIOCTIE HEE, KOTA INTEPATYPa,
KaK ¥ Ky/JIbTypa B I[eJIOM B OOII[eCTBEHHBIX paMKaX IOTOCTTABCKOTO COLIM-
anu3Ma MMena, IpaBja, PUBUJIETMPOBAHHDIN CTAaTYC, HO, OJHOBPEMEH-
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HO, MIMeJIa 11 OIpefie/leHHble Me0NOrMYecKy aHTa)KMPOBaHHbIe 00sA3aH-
HOCTM! U HO/DKHOCTU. TI0X0XYI0 IO3UIINIO, MEeX/Y IIPOYMM, 3aHMMAJIO U
NINTepaTypoBeeHe, Y KOTOPOTro, KaK IPaBIJIO, CYIIeCTBOBaIa BO3MOX-
HOCTb — 160 MPUCTYUINBAThCS, IPEAYrafblBaTh M OCTABATbCs BEPHBIM
HOMUTVYECKUM JMPEKTUBAM IOTOC/IaBCKOTO MOC/IEBOCHHOTO PeXuMa U
ero obiecTsa — b0, eCIy He MOIJIO COITIACUTBCS C POTIbI0 HAPTUITHOTO
CpeACTBa MaccoBO MHPOPMALINY U LIeH30pa, HAXO[UTb IYTY Y CIIOCOOBI
YKJIOHEHV S OT OOIeCTBeHHBIX TPeOOBaHUII U 3alaHNIT, HA CAMOM JeIle,
OCIIVIMPOBATh MEX/Y COOCTBEHHBIMM HAyYHBIMM V1 CXOHBIMM yBEPEHU-
AMM U ITyOIMIHBIMY, TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIMM, OPUIIVATbHBIMU YOKeHA-
MM — 4TO U OIIPeMIe/IN/IO MHTePeChl HACTOSIETO pasfiefia uccaejoBaHms. B
HacToALIell paboTe aBTOP MMOITOMY M 3aHUMAETCS U3ydeHNeM CKaH/jasIe3-
HOTO CTy4asi peleNuuy JpaMaTU4ecKOro IpousBefieHNs, mbechl, CKeH-
nepa Kynenosuua Djelidba (1947), xoTopas mocie nepBoil IOCTaHOBKMA
Ha cljeHe ceropHsAmHero HanyonanbHoro Tearpa B CapaeBo B ¢eBpaie
Mecsne 1948 ropa, cpady ObUla CHATA C penepTyapa M3-3a CBOel — Kak
BEpPUIOCH — MEOTOTYeCKOl HeO/IaroHaJeXKHOCTY, Ha YTO, OHAKO, TOT-
JAIIHAS, HO U MO3JHelIas 60CHUIICKOTepPLIeTrOBIHCKAsA 1 I0TOC/IABCKas
JNTEepaTypHas HayKa OTpearupoBaaa OYeHb MHTEPECHBIM U 3HAUUTE/Ib-
HBIM crioco6oM. B pabore aBTOp 00CY>X[jaeT M 3TV OTBETHI U, BMECTe C
TEM, pacCMaTpUBa€T CaMy IIbECY KyHeHOBI/I‘Ia, Y4UTbIBAA N €€ OPYyTylo
Bepcuo, u3 1957 ropa.

3ampyonenus ¢ kanonom: Cryuati 60cHULCKOL u/unu 60CHAYKOL Nu-
mepamypHoil ucmopuu (Ha npumepe o6cmarnosok u xapakmepa pamrei
pabomuvt Hao xanoHom M. Bezuua) — BTOpoe 04epKOBOe MCC/IeJOBaHUe
Y3 HOBOVICTOPMYECKOJI IIPAKTUKY B KHUTE, B KOTOPOM aBTOp 0OCyXHa-
eT JPYTYIOo, XOTs C IpefbIAyLIell — TeCHO CBA3AHHYIO M OYeHb O/IM3KYIO
IIpO67IEMY: COBOKYITHOCTb OOCTOSITENBCTB ¥ 0OCOOEHHOCTY CAMOTO Havaa
COBpPEMEHHOI KaHOHM3aLNU 6OCHMUIICKOTePLIETOBIHCKOM M/MIn 60CHAI -
KOJI JTUTEPATYPBbI, IIPOLECC, IPOUCXOAAIINII TaK >K€ B OCOOBIX YC/IOBUAX
IOTOCTTABCKOTO COIMaM3Ma, HadyaBIINIICA B KOHILE IIeCTU/IeCAThIX — Ha-
Jajie ceMufiecsAThIX ToioB XX Beka, IIpY 4eM, K COXKaJIeHNI0, OCTAJICS He3a-
KOHYEHHBIM JI0 CerofiHALIHero fH:A. HecMoTps Ha 6€30roBOpOYHYIO Bepy
B JIMTEPATYPHYIO UCTOPUIO B OOCHMUIICKOTEPLIETOBYHCKOM JINTEPATyPHOM
aKa/leMIYeCcKOM KpyTe, HU 110 CETONHALIHMIL IeHb BOIIPOCHI IUTEPATY PhI
VI IUTEPATYPHOIT XM3HU BocHum u TeplieroBMHBI HayYHO He 00CYXKHe-
HBI B PaMKaX HeKOell LIeJIOCTHOM MCTOPUY JIUTePaTypPhl,  9TO OTHOCUTCSA
Y K UCTOPUMU TUTEPATYPbl OOCHIKOB, OOCHUIICKUX XOPBATOB 1 OOCHMIL-
CKIX cepboB, Ha CAMOM Jie/ie KacaeTcs peaibHoro $pakTopa, 3aalolero
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PALL BOIIPOCOB: CYILECTBYeT /M M KaK CYIeCTBYeT GOCHMIICKOTrepLero-
BUHCKas JINTepaTypa, B KAKOM OTHOLIEHMM HaXO[UTCS OHa K OOCHALIKOIA,
OOCHUIICKO-XOPBATCKOI ¥ 6OCHUIICKO-CepOCKOI IuTepaTypaMm, Tak >ke U
K XOPBAaTCKOIT U cepOCKOIl IuTeparypaM Booblule 1 T. A., XOTs 1 obpar-
HbIe BOIIPOCHI IIOJTHOCTBIO BO3MOXKHBI: CYILIIeCTBYIOT /1M ¥ KAKVIM 00paszoMm,
HamnpuMmep, 60cHsALIKasT, OOCHUIICKO-XOpBAaTCKast M OOCHMIICKO-cepOcKas
JIUTEpaTyphbl ¥ KaKOTO TOTAA UX OTHOLIEHNE K OOCHUIICKOTepLerOBIHC-
KOJI INTepaType, C OFHOI CTOPOHBI 1, BOOOIIe, K XOPBATCKO 11 cepOCKOit
MUTEpaTypaM, C JPyroii CTOPOHBL. A Ha TAaKOM OCHOBAHUM IIOSIBIAETCA
ellle OAVH BOIIPOC: BO3MOXKHA /I ¥ HY>XHA JIM U, €C/IU Jla — TO IOYeMy
— ucTopusi 6OCHSAIIKOI, HOCHUITCKO-XOPBATCKOIT 1 OOCHUIICKO-CePOCKOIL,
TaK e ¥ OOCHUIICKOTePIIeTOBMHCKOI INTepaTyp, KaKoil oHa (3Ta MCTO-
pusi) JOMKHA OBITH, YTO, BCE BMECTE SIB/ISIETCS MPEIIOCHIIKOM OCHOBHOM
nuneMMbl: CyIiecTBYeT /iU, B YCTIOBUAX HECYLIeCTBOBAHNA MUCbMEHHO
11e/IOCTHO MICTOPWM /IF000JI U3 BBIIIEYIIOMAHHYTHIX TUTEPATYP B paMKax
Bocuun u TeprieroBuHsl, KaKoi-mmbo IUTEPaTyPHbI KaHOH, KOTOPOTO
MOYXHO CBSI3bIBaTh C HEKOTOPBIMM U3 OOCHMIICKOT€PIIETOBMHCKIX JIUTE-
paTypHBIX ypOBHei1! bocHUIICKOTepIIeTrOBMHCKOE TUTepaTypPOBefieHNe, C
Ka)KJbIM IOKOJIEHVEM CBOMX [JUTEPAaTypPOBEMIOB, B TeUEHME HECKONTbKUX
[eCATVICTUI IBITA/IVICh OTBETUTD Ha 9T BOIPOCHI, KOTOPbIe HUKOIA He
OBITV TTIOJTHOCTBIO OAVIHAKOBBIMY, XOTS, KOHEYHO, MO)XHO OOHApPY>XUTD U
MHOTO COBIIafieHNMit. Bce 9T0 Ka3amoch aBTOPy OYeHb MHTEPECHBIM 1, KO-
HEYHO, BaYKHBIM CO CETOJHSAIIHEI TOYKY 3PEeHNs], 0COOEHHO 00CyXieHNe
IpoOIeMaTHKY U BOIIPOCA CYIIECTBOBAHMA OOCHSAIIKON JMTEPaTyphbl U
ee OTHOLIEHNA K OOCHMIICKOTepLIerOBIHCKOI, 6OCHUIICKO-XOPBATCKOI 1
60CHMIICKO-CepOCKOIL, U LIVMpPe, K XOPBATCKOIT 11 cepOCKOII TuTepaTypam.
JIMeHHO po6/IeMOlT KOHCTUTYMPOBAHNA U XapaKTepa MOTeHI[MaIbHOTO
OOCHUIICKOTEePIIETOBMHCKOTO 1/MIM OOCHSAIIKOTO KaHOHA, paccMaTpu-
BAeMOTO 110 OTHOILIEHMIO K COCEHMM ‘CO-KaHOHAM , YYUTHIBAsI ¥ OYEHb
CTIO>KHBIe 0OCTOATENbCTBA IOTOC/IABCKOTO COLMANM3Ma, 3aHUMAJICA aB-
TOP BO BTOPOM OY€pPKOBOM HOBOMCTOPMYECKOM MCCIETOBAHUY B JAHHOI
KHMNTe, KacalollleMcCs, B YaCTHOCTH, paHHell paboTsI Hai KaHOHOM Muzixa-
Ta bernya, ABIANOIMMCA ONHMM U3 OCHOBOIIO/IATraTesIell COBPEMEHHOTO
Ipoljecca KAHOHM3AIUN 3/elITHell INTepaTyphl.
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