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JluHa CmopoxeHKo

«3A OKHOM WWYMUT TO CTEIb, TO TOPOA...»:
AHTUTE30BOCTb MOTUBOB B MO331N BOPUCA TEHETbI

B cmamepe 0603HayeHbl aHMuUMe3UcHble MOMUBbI «20p00» — «Cesio / Cmenb» 8 NO3MUYECKOM HAcsle-
ouu npedcmagumers PaccmpenissHHo20 803pox0eHus bopuca TeHemel. PaccmompeHo csoeobpasue
asmopCcKo20 MUPOBO33peHUS U 80CNpoU38edeHUs NO3MOM YpOAaHU3UPOBAHHO20 COUUYMA U CeTbCKUX
CUMBOJI08. BblsACHEHO, 4MO YyNOMAHYmMble MOMUBLI — 3MO He MOJIbKO UCMOPUYECKas U KyJabmypHa
peanbHOCMb, HO U 06BeKmM 3cmemuyecko20 80CNPUAMUS, mpebyoujuli pazHelx N0OX0008 K MoJIKo8a-
HUto e2o cymu, npobiem, 06pa3zos, Mecma 4es108eKd 8 Hem.

Knioueeole cnoea: 20po0, ypbaHu3upo8aHHeili coyuym, cmens, 06pas, CUMeos1, MOMuUs.

Lina Storozhenko

“OUTSIDE, THE NOISE OF STEPPE OR CITY... ":
THE ANTITHESIS OF THE MOTIVES IN THE POETRY OF BORYS TENETA

The article outlines the reasons of antithesis motives “city” — “village / steppe” in the poetic heritage
of Borys Teneta, representative of the Executed Renaissance. We consider the originality of the author’s
world and his performance of urbanized society and rural character. It is found that these reasons are
not only a historical and cultural reality, but also the aesthetic perception of the object, which requires
different approaches to the interpretation of its essence, problems, images, man’s place in it.

Key words: city, urbanized society, steppe, image, symbol, motive.

Y/IK 823.162.1-3.09
Ceimnana Cyxapeea

KOHTPPE®OOPMALIVHA NITEPATYPHA AIAJIbHICTb MUKOJIAA LIIXOBUYA:
NMPOBJIEMATUKA U IHTEPTEKCT

Y cmammi npoaHanizogaHo koHmppegopmayitiHy npo3y Mukonasa Llixoguya, 8uU3Ha4yeHO OCHO-
8Hi npobnemu nosnemiku 3 pepopMamopamu, 8KAazaHo HA 38'A30K 3 IHWUMU MEopamu mozo 4ydcy.
38epHeHO yesazy Ha 6GioepagiyHuli i penieiliHUll YUHHUKU (hOpMyBAHHA meopyocmi nosaemicma.
IHmepmekcmyansHul acnekm npedcmassieHo Kpizb npusmy meopyocmi Teogina Pymku.

KoHmppegopmauitiHi meopu Llixosuya ocHosaHi Ha pekomeHoauiax lempa Ckapau, 84yeHHi lzHamis
Jlotionu i cnig3syyHi 3 nonemikoto iHWuUx npedcmasHukie kamonuyu3smy. [luceMeHHUK Hadasas nepe-
8azy He MeosI02iYHUM NOACHEHHAM, d puMopUYHit nepcgasii, nouepnHymiti 3 nonepedHbL020 ime-
pamypHo2o nepiody, 03006/1eH020 esleMeHmamu 6apoko. Moo cmusb 8upisHABCcA emouitiHicmio, 6y8
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cnosHeHul ipoHil, aHmuHomiti, aHagop mowo. Ha npuknadi 0ocioKeHUX HUM «mpudyimu NPUYUH
8i0BepHeHHA 8i0 apiaHcmea» NOMIYaeEMO MeosioziuHy HepiBHOMIpHICMb, NOBMOPU, NEBHY YacmKy
nimepamypHo20 enizoHcmaa. Omxe, 8apmo 3pobumu 8UCHOBOK NPO XyOOXHIO CAMOBYmMHICMb NUCob-
MeHHUKa ma tio2o meoJsio2i4Hy muni3auito, AKa 8nucy8asna meopu y 3azaneHul KoHmppegpopmayitHul

mezameKkcm.

Kniouoei cnoea: pechopmauis, koHmppegpopmayitiHa nimepamypa, nosnemika, iHmepmekcm, enieoH-

cmeo.

IlonbcbKOMOBHA IIpO30Ba JliTe€parypa
XVII cT. psicHi€e He nulie XaHPOBUMM KOMOiHAIisIMU,
a TeMaTMYHVMIY Pi3HOBMJAaMY, SIKi B MeXKaX IOIeMiKI
BapTO PO3MEXYBAaTu Ha TBOPM, IPUCBsYeHi Oepec-
TeChKIil pobnemMaruii, pedopMarLiiiHNM CyIeped-
KaM i aHTUTYpeubKiil 60poTh6i. Y IboMy TeMaTnd-
HOMY KOHITIOMEpaTi OCOOMMBOIO PEBOIOLINHICTIO
Bifi3HauawThcsi pedopmaniiiHi Ta KoHTppedopma-
LilfHi Tpani 3 OMIAAY Ha PafiMKajbHICTh IO3UIiN
IIPOTECTAHTCHKMX TEUill 1 IXHIX CyIPOTUBHUKIB.

BuBuennst KoHTppedOpMaIiliHOI TOTbCHKOMOB-
HOI IIpo3y enoxu 6apoKo HeMucauMme 6e3 posIIARY
TBOPYOTO Ta >XUTTEBOTO HUIAXY OJHOTO 3 OCHO-
BHUX II NIpefcTaBHMKIB — Mukomasg Ilixosumda
(LixoBcpkoro). IM’s BupaTHOTO KOHTppedopmaTopa
MaJIOBilOM€ HalllMM CY4aCHMKaM AK B HayKOBill, TaK
i B cycminpHiil HapuHi, TOMY ifOr0 TBOPUMIt FOPOOOK
Ha CbOTOfHI NOTpebye AeTalbHOro posriny. Mera
Hamoi myOmikauii — HpegcTaBUTH IpoOreMaTny-
HMII Ta IHTEPTEKCTYa/JIbHUI acCIEeKTU JiTepaTypHOI
misbHOCTI Mukonasa IlixoBum4a Ha T pO3BUTKY
KoHTppedopmaniitHoi mposu XVII cr.

Hisnpuicte Muxkonas llixoBuya B 3arajb-
HUX pucax oxapakrepusyBamy Sxym Tas6ip [9]
ta CranicnaB begnapcpkmit [4] B ormsaai KoHTppe-
¢dopmauiitHoi niteparypu, npuHarigHy ii xapakre-
puctuxy nogas CrnaBomup Pagons [7] y kacudikanii
pedopManiiiuux i KOHTppedopMaLilHUX MOTUBIB;
YaCTKOBO MM POSIJIAfAMN JOCTIIPKYBAaHMI acCIEKT
B nolepefHix my6mikanisax [1; 2; 3], mpore HeoOXifHO
3a3HAYNTH, 1110 HA CbOTO/IHI He iCHY€E OKPEMOTO OIIpa-
L[I0OBaHHS TBOPYOro Kopobky Mikonas IixoBuya aHi
3 IIOJIbCHKOI, aHi 3 YKpaiHCbKOI cTopoHu. Taka irHo-
palis BaXIMBOI JiTepaTypHOI CTOpiHKM 6apoKOBOI
IOoOU BUK/IMKAE ITOJVB, aIPKe [TOJIEMiYHI TBOPU TIICh-
MeHHMKa Oy [y>Ke MOIIMpeHi B KO iforo cydvac-
HUKIB, 4aCTO IUTYBA/NCD i CITYTYBa/IN IPKEPENIOM elli-
rorcrsa [8]. IM’ss Muxonas IixoBuda sragyBanocs
HapiBHi 3 Ilerpom Ckaprowo, Muxaiiom boiimoro
Ta iHImMK BugaTHuMu nonemicramu X VII cr.

IIpisBuile NM1ChbMEHHMKA JOCTEMEHHO HaM HEBi-
ToMe, OCKi/IbKM BiH Ii/JIMCyBaB CBOI TBOPY Ha Pi3HMI
nap — To AK LlixoBcbknit, To AK I]ixoB4MK, TO — 3pe-
LITOXO Halvacrinie — gk I{ixoBuy. Bimomo, 1110 Mutenb
MaB TaK 3BaHe IIeOelicbKe IIOXOKeHH i HapOAUBCA
B 1598 poui Ta 3pocTaB Ha 3eM/IAX Benmkonosnbuii,
me B 1615 poli BCTynMB IO 3rpOMAJ KEHHS €3YiTiB.
ITicns 3aBepuieHHs opMalii Ta HaBYAHHA BUK/IA-
maB ¢inocodio, putopumky Ta OOrocnoB’s y pis-
HUX €3YITCBKUX KOJeriaAXx — cno4arky B IlosHaHi,

a nisnime Ha Kpecax. IlepeixaBmn Ha cXifi, BeCHOIO
1645 poky BiH fomyduBcs B Kuesi go Teonmoriunoro
JUCIIyTy Ha 3axmcT bBepecreiicbkoi yHil, BuUCTymna-
104y Ipotu pekropa KueBo-MormasHcbkoi Kojerii
Inokenris ['3ens. BogHouac, nparjooyun npegekTom
B Ocrposbkilt konerii Ha BonmHi, €3yiTcbkuil Mici-
OHEp CTMKHYBCA i3 3HaYHMM PO3BUTKOM apiaHCTBa
Ha IIMX 3eMJIAX, TOK 3HaYHY YacTKy CBO€I TBOPYOCTI
HPUCBATUB OOPOTHOI 3 IMM PeJlirifiHUM HAIPSMOM.
CopuATnusi yMOBM I PO3BUTKY aHTUTPUHITap-
CTBa Ha CXimHUX 3eM/IAX BUHMKIM BHACTIMOK 3Ha-
YHOTO €KOHOMIYHOTO IIOTEHIia/ly JI0TO0 Npe/ICTaBHN-
KiB, 30KpeMa MarHaTta €xu Hemupuda, 3acHOBHUKa
apiaHcpkoi akageMii Ha Bonmuni. Okpim 1boro, cxigHa
IIO/IiTUKA BUpPi3HANIACA IOMiPKOBAHICTIO 1[OMIO IIPO-
TeCTAaHTChKUX Tedill, AKi Ha IUX 3eM/ISIX 3HaNIIIN
mnst cebe GmaromatHuil IpyHT. Yepes XMenbHIYUNHY
IMCbMEHHVK OYB 3MYIIEHMII pasoM 3 IHIIMMU die-
HaMM CBOTO 3TpOMAaJKeHHsA mepeixatu o Kpakosa,
IpoTe i TaM IPOJOBXYBaB BUCTYIATH IpOTU pedop-
Manifinux BIMBiB y Peui Ilocmommtiii. Mukomaii
IlixoBuu (LlixoBchKwit) BimiiimoB y BivYHICTB
26 6epesHs 1669 poxy.

B ymoBax mIBMKOr0 NOMMPEHHS aHTUTPUHITAP-
cTBa 1o Bcint teputopii Peui IlocrionuToi, a Takoxx
aKTVMBHOI His/IBHOCTI «IIOJIbCBKMX» 1 «4echbKux Opa-
TiB» TPOTUCTABUTUCH TIONBbCHKOMOBHIN Ta JTaTMH-
CbKOMOBHIII pedopmaninniit miteparypi XVII ct.
0y/10 HeIpOCTO i BUMarajo BMCOKOTO PiBHA epynu-
uii. OpgHak Ha HuUBI KOHTppedOpMAaIiiiHOI Misib-
Hocti Mukonait 1lixoBuu ne 6yB camotnim. Voro
COpaTHMKaMM I10 IIepy MO>XHa BBakaTy fIHa I'eHHira,
®panninieka Puxnoscpkoro, Pabisina bipkoBcbKoro,
[MInmona CTapoOBONLCHKOTO TA iH.

Y cxigHmit Ta misHimi mepiofu TBOpYOCTI
M. llixoBu4a BMIIIIM JPYKOM TaKi JI0TO Bifomi
IO/bCHKOMOBHI TBOpH, AK “Wizerunek nieprawdy
arianskiej” (1650 p.), “Nowe zawstydzenie
socinistow” (1653), “Wyklecie ministréow
arianskich, ktorzy chcac sie wykreci¢ z tego, co im
zadano w Nowym zawstydzeniu, ze diabla za Boga
prawdziwego majg... zakleli diabta, ktérego...
Bogiem prawdziwym zowig”® (1654), “Pogrom
diabta arianskiego abo Odpis na dwie ksigzki,
ktore arianie o diable napisali” (1659), “Obrona
zacnych i poboznych ludzi... przeciwko paskwilowi
od jakiego§ ministra arianskiego przeciw nim
napisanemu; z namowa do Stanéw Koronnych
wniesiong, aby przykonstytucjach przeciwarianom...
stali” (1661) Ta in. Haitbinpimoro mnoummpeHHs
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HaOym [Bi Jioro momemiuni mpani: “Tribunat
$wietych Ojcow Greckich starszenstwo Biskupom
Rzymskim nad Patriarchami  Wschodniemi
przysadzajacy. Z Tribunalu Lacinskiego W.X.
Mikotaja Cichowicza Theologa Societatis Iesu roku
P. 1658 w Krakowie wydrukowanego przeniesiony i
miejscami skrécony” — naTMHCbKOMOBHMIT BUCTYII,
IepeKIaZleHNII HalPUKIiHII CTONTTA IOCHiJOBHMU-
koM IJixoBuda — Teodimom Pyrkoio Ta HaHOBO
HUM iHTepmperoBanuil [5], a takox “Trzydziedci
przyczyn, dla ktérych kazdy zbawienia dusznego
i poczciwosci swojej szanujacy ma sie odrazaé
od zboru tego, ktoéry Arianskim zowig z krétka
refutacja Katechizmu Rakowskiego” (1652 p.) [6].
«TpubyHam» oOIOHYBaB pajlle IIPaBOCIABHIUX,
TOX [0 6OpOTHOM 3 HPOTECTAHTCHKUMU TeUisiMU
HONYyYMBCA JIMIIE IPUHATrIHO, HATOMICTDH IIPAIIo
Muxkonaa IlixoBud4a npo TpUALATH IPUYMH, YOMY
HeOoOXiJHO MOKMHYTM apiaHCbKy HayKy, MOXXeMO
BBa)XaT! K/IIOYOBOIO B allONIOT€TMYHOMY KOMIUIEKCI
KOHTppedopMalLiliHOrO XapaKTepy.

[IpakTM4HO y BCiX CBOIX aIlOJIOTifAX, HAIIPaB/IEHUX
IpOTU aHTUTpMHITapiiB, Mukonait IJixoBu4 BUKO-
PUCTOBYBaB LIMTATy 3 Ipaub Irnatia Jloitonm, 3acHo-
BHMKA €3YiTCbKOTO OpJEHY, 30KpPEMa, BUK/IAJEHi
B fokyMeHTi “Pewne zalecenia stuzace do popierania
prawdziwej wiary” (ImOIbCBKMII IIepeKIaji TEKCTY
31554 p.). lleTa/IbHO AOTPUMYIOUNCH L€l iHCTpyKILii,
IICbMeHHUK OyB cyronocHuit 3 ITerpom Cxaprowo
Ta iHmMMU nonemicramu-esyiramu. Hacnmigysanns
Jlojtonu 3HaxXoxMMO B TBOpax Banep’sina Binbupkoro,
Mapuina Jlama, Tageyma I'pa6oscbkoro, Sxyba
Byitka, Illencan >Ke6poscbkoro. Orox, Mukomaii
ITixoBu4 He OYB OpUTiHAIBHNM Y CIIOCO01 ITOIEMIKH,
JO/IalouyM ONOHEHTa Jioro >k Tesamu. IlmcbMeHHUK
He 3aTPMMAaBCs Ha eTalli HelJafiHOI KPUTUKY, OFHAK
yciMa crmocobaMm cTapaBcs BifjBepHYTM iHOBIpIiB
BiJl IXHbOTO LIJIAXY, 3HEOXOTUTH JO BIACHOI TEOJIOTII.
ToMy 110ro aBTOPCHKMII CTUIb CTAaHOBUB OCOOJIVBY
arMocdepy, B sAKill Bce CKIafHe 3[jaBalocs TOCTYII-
HVUM, Cepiio3Hi NUTaHHA 30ymKyBamM ipoHIYHY
IIOCMIIIIKY, a piBeHb eMOLiIHOI eMbiBaneHTHOCTI OYB
Iy>Ke BUCOKMM.

[JixoBu4 BifCTOOBAB Te3y Ipo ABi mpupoau Icyca
Xpucra — boxy i moacbky. CBO€E NlepeKOHAaHHSA BiH
omMpas Ha Hayli XalKeOHCbKOro cobopy. Y mparii
“Wizerunek nieprawdy arianskiej...”, crnpsmoBaHiit
npotu BueHHs Vonama IlInixTunra, OKpiM eKk3ere-
TMYHOI KaTONMMIBKOI HAyKM, BJA/NO IpefiCcTaBJIeHi
puropuuHi ¢irypy, fAKi HagaoTb TEKCTy eMOLli-
Hoi Hanpyru. I3 nporo mpusogy CnaBomup Pamonb
3asHaydaB: «Y nucomencmsi LJixoecokozo0 npocmeicy-
EMO XapakmepHe ssuuie. Buuepnasuiu 6ozocnoscoki
efeMenmy, i CMapPaEMvCs NOO0NAMU C60€ CTNAHO-
8Ul4e 3a PAXYHOK 00PiKAHb, HA2A0YB8AHD, 36ePMAHD
00 Nouymms cnpaseonueocmi OnoHeHma, No4ymmis
yumauie» [7, 142]. Takum 4YmMHOM, B IOJIEMIiYHI
KOHTppedoOpMaliiiiHiil JiTepaTypi crocrepiraerbcs

BUJIVIMMII 3aHENaj, apryMEHTALifHOTO YMHHMKA,
HOYepIHYTOro 3 6orocnoB’s. OcoOmMBUII aKLeHT
KaTOJIMKM CTaBM/IM Ha PUTOPUYHI JIiT€paTypHi Nnpu-
itomu, sKi B II momosuai XVII cT. cTanu nepeBakatn
HaJl iCTOpMYHMM Ta HAaYKOBYUM (paKTaxKeM.

Y tBOpi “Trzydziesci przyczyn, dla ktérych kazdy
zbawienia dusznego i poczciwosci swojej szanujacy
ma si¢ odraza¢ od zboru tego, ktéry Arianskim
zowig...” IJixoBMY CIpOCTyBaB aHTUTPUHITap-
CbKe BYEHHA 3a JOTIOMOTOI0 TPUJUATH TOTOBHMX
Te3, OUIBLIICTD 3 AKKUX MEPeryKyeTbCs 3a 3MiCTOM.
SIckpaBo BMIHO Iie, HANIPMKIIAJ, Y Ha3BaxX IepIINX
YOTUPBOX Te3: «nepekpyueHHs 3micmy Ceamozo
ITucoma» — «HenpasunvHuii nepexknad mekcmy
Bibnii» — «panvwuea apiancexa 6i6nicmuxa» —
«iezkosacHe cmasnenus 0o Cmapozo 3anosimy».
Taxk camo meperykyioTbcsa 25-26 Te3u: «20pOuUHs
apian i 803senuneHHss cebe NOHAO THWUX» — «NPoO-
CNIABTIEHHA APIAHCOKUX YeCHOM Ma NPUHUNEHHS
Xpucma» — «panvuiusi npopoumea aHmumpuHi-
mapiie» — «NPOMUCMABNeHHA APiaHcbK020 64EHH
no2A0AM IHUUX 6iPOBUSHAHDY.

Y 6i6niitHoMy mrami mpani IlixoBumua cTm-
JCTMYHO TEPEeryKyBalMcsA 3 TOTOYaCHUMMM KaTo-
mMubKuMy noctwuiamu Ha 6asi Craporo i Hosoro
3anosiriB. 30epiranacs IX OCHOBHA PUTOPUYHA CXeMa,
IIPOTe B JIEI[0 CIIPOIIIeHil un pparmeHTapHiit Gpopmi:
6i6miffHMIT BUK/IA 1 HACTYIIHe MOpa/lbHe [TOBYAHHS.
Obisnanocri nmucbmenHnka 3i Cesarum Ilmcbmom
CIPUANINA HE JIMIIE JI0TO IPUHANEXHICTh KO YepHe-
94Oro OpfieHy, a i1 6e3nocepenHi QyHKIIT KopekTopa
Io1bcbKOMOBHOI bi6bmii («Revisor Bibliorum»), aki
JIOMY JOPY4M/IM BUKOHYBaTu B 1653 poi.

Y mepmuiit nepegMoBi mo «TpumLATH IPUYMH»
Muxonari IlixoBud npoBiB opuriHanbHi mnapaneni
MDK TypeLbKOI HEBOJEH Ta aKTMBisalliero apiaH
y Peui ITocronuriit, HATOMICTD y Apyrift — rnbie
PO3BUHYB TeMy 6i6/miytHO1 TepMEHEBTUKM, sAKa
B aHTUTPUHITApChbKill iHTepIperanii Oya mpepcras-
JieHa y lepeKpydeHoMy Burani. OCHOBHOIO aHTHTe-
3010 LOMI0 CYIIPOTUBHMKIB CTajla HayKa IIpO €[HICTh
IIpecBaroi Tpiitui. Ilonemiunmii aBTOp 3a3Hauas:
“Wierzg wszyscy / Zze w Bogu sqg Trzy Osoby / jedna
istno$¢. Arianie to niewstydliwie bluznig” [6, 185].
lomoBHMIT 7ENTMOTUB aHTUAPiaHCBKOI TBOPYOCTI
IlixoBuua — “Chrystus jest Osobg Boskg” [6, 205] —
B OCHOBHMX 4aCTMHaX TBOPiB IPOI/IALAETCA 33 CUM-
BOJIaMu Ta putopmuHuMu Girypammu i auine B mpu-
KiHIIeBUX BMCHOBKAX BUPaXeHMII OYKBa/IbHO.

Takum 4MHOM, MOXXHA TiIACYMyBaTH, IO BCepe-
muHi i B II monoBuui XVII cT. monmemiuHi nmucaHHsa
3BOJVINCh HE /IO HAayKOBOI apryMeHTalil, a Jo iI
miteparypHol KOMIimALil i cTmmicTm4HOl 03730061.
HesBakarouy Ha cepiiO3HICTb TeM, AKi HifiHiManucA
KAaTONMMIBKUMM aBTOPaMy, XyLOXKHSA MalCTEPHICTh
6pana ropy Haj 60roC/IOBCbKMMI febaTam, 110 CIIO0-
cTepiraeMo y TBOpuoMy Bopobxy Mukosas Llixosnuya
(ITixoBCcHKOTO).
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CeemnaHa Cyxapeea

KOHTPPEOOPMALIMOHHAA NNTEPATYPHAA AEATEJIbHOCTb MMKOJIAA LLUXOBUYA:
MPOBJIEMATUKA U UHTEPTEKCT

B cmamee npoaHanusuposaHa koHmppegpopmayuoHHas npo3a Mukonas Ljuxosuda, onpedeseHbl
2/1a8Hble NpobIeMbl NOSIEMUKU C pehopMamopamu, yKazaHad 8s3b ¢ Opy2uMu Npou38edeHUsMU Mo2o
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spemeHu. ObpaweHo sHUMAHuUe Ha buozpaguyeckul U penuzuo3Hslli hakmopel opmuposaHus
meopyecmeaa nosemucma. iIHmepmekcmyaneHelli acnekm npedcmassieH hocpedcmeomM meopue-
cmea Teogpuna Pymku. KoHmppegopmayuoHHeie npou3gedeHus Lluxo8uya 0CHOBAHbI HA peKoMeHOd-
yuax lNempa Ckapeu, yuyeHuu MeHamus Jlotionel u co38y4YHsl ¢ hoseMukol Opyaux npedocmasumeneli
kamonuyusma. lTucamens omoasan npednoymeHue He Meosio2uYecKUM 06BACHeHUAM, d pumopu-
yeckoll nepceasuu, noyepnHymou U3 npedbidywez2o0 umMepamypHo20 nepuood, yKpauweHHo20 3Jie-
MeHmamu 6apokko. E2o cmusib omauyanca sMOyUOHAIbHOCMbIO, Obl/T NOIOH UPOHUU, dHMUHOMUU,
adagop u m. n. Ha npumepe ucciedo8aHHbIX UM «mpuUOUAMU NPUYUH OMpedyeHUs om dpudHcmeaa»
3ameyaem meoJsioeu4ecKylo HepasHOMepPHOCMb, NOBMOPLI, onpedesieHHyo 00/ JIUMepamypHoz0
3nueoHcmea. imak, cnedyem coename 861800 0 Xy0oxxecmaeHHOU camobsimHoCcmu nucamess U e2o
meosoeudeckoli munu3ayuu, Komopas 8nucki8ana npoussedeHus 8 06ujuli KOHMppephopMayuoHHbIU
Mezamekcm.

Kniouyeesle cnoea: Pechopmayus, KoHmMppehopMayuoHHAs umepamypd, NoJieMuKd, UHmepmexkcm,
3NU20HCMEO.

Svitlana Sukhareva

MYKOLAITSIKHOVYCH COUNTER-REFORMATION LITERARY ACTIVITY:
TOPICS AND INTERTEXT

The article analyzes Mykolai Tsikhovych counter-reformation prose, the main issues of controversy
with the reformers as well as the relationship with other works of the time are given. Attention is paid
to biographical and religious factors shaping polemicist’s creativity. Intertextual aspect is presented
in the light of the Teofil Rutka’s works. Mykolai Tsikhovych counter-reformation works are based
on the Petro Skarha's recommendations as well as Ignatius Loyola’s teaching and are in tune with the other
representatives of the Catholicism. The writer preferred not theological explanation but rhetorical
persuasions taken from the previous literary period and decorated with the Baroque elements. His style
is distinguished by emotiveness, is full of irony, antinomies, anaphora etc. One will notice theological
irregularity, palilogy, a certain amount of literary imitation on the example studied by him “thirty causes
of distraction from Arianism”. Therefore, it is necessary to draw a conclusion about the writer’s artistic
identity and his theological typification inscribed in the general counter-reformation megatekst.

Key words: reformation, counter-reformation literary works, polemics, intertext, epigonism.

YIIK 821(4-15).09M’esine
Cepeiti ljikasuti

HEOMAPKCUCTCbKA BEPCIAA PEBOJIIOLIINHOT CUTYALLIT
B POMAHI YAHU M’€BINA «3ANI3HA PAJA»

Y cmammi asmop aHanisye xyo0oxHio peanizauito pegosnoyitiHoi cumyayii'y ceimogopmamopcbkomy
Yukni bpumarceko2o paHmacma YaliHu M'egins, 30kpema y (ioeo pomai «3anizHa pada». Ha nio-
cmasi eceicmuku nuCbMeHHUKA, imepamypHO-KpUMUY4HoOI peyenyii io20 pOMAHiCMUKU 8U3HA4YeHO
NpuUXuUIbHICMb pOMAHICMa 00 HEOMApPKCUCMCbKUX idel, wjo 8i06usaemscsa Ha meopii i npakmuui
Xy00xHbOI meopyocmi. Jlisa iHmepnpemayis coyiymy, knacogoi 60pomsbu npoyumyemscs 8 00pobky
paHmacma Ak Ha pabynbHOMY, MAkK i Ha CUM8BOTIYHHOMY pigHi. Aemop 00800UMb, WO 8 «3ai3Hil padi»
npedcmassieHo KaacuyHul eapiaHm ¢opmysaHHs pesosoyiliHoi cumyayii: nokazaHo micmo-oepxasy,
AKA 06MAXeHa pacosuMU, K1ACOBUMU MA 308HIWHbLONOAIMUYHUMU NPOMUCMOAHHAMU. Ha 8iOMiHy
8i0 iHWux pomaHis yuky, 4. M’eginb nokaszas diegy MoOesib BUKJIHOYEHHA ChislbHOMU 3 Kanimasnicmuy-
HO20 couiymy, pyUHy8aHHa mpaouyiliHoi cmpykmypu cycninecmea ma 8ioyyxeHHsa npayi 8io pobim-
Huka. Hemoxugicme o4esudHo20 ycnixy pegositoyii 015 camozo micma Hero-Kpobio30H nucbMeHHUK
CUMBOJTIYHO 8UPpIlY€E nepegedeHHAM NPOMUCMOAHHA 8 NO3A4acosuli CMAH.

Knrouoei cnosa: pesosioyia, MapKcu3m, Micmo, poMaH, pegositoyitiHa cumyauyis.
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