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NMPUPOJA U KAYECTBA COKPATOBOW MPOHUW B KOOPOAUHATAX
EBPOMNEWUCKON ®UNTOCODUN U PUTOPUKU

3aepymoe 3ayp AcniaHogud, kaHOuUdam ¢buriofio2uHeCKUX HayK, popeKmop
o Hay4yHol pabome u pa3sumuro UHmMesnIeKmyarnbHo20 rnomeHyuana, lamuaop-
cKull eocydapcmeeHHbIl fiuHagucmuYeckul  yHueepcumem, 357350, Poccus,
2. Mamueopck, np. KanuHuHa, 9.

B craTtbe nccnegytoTca TpaHchopMaumm npeacrasneHnin o peHomeHe npo-
HuM. E€ npupoga u kayecTBa OCMbICNIUMBAIOTCS B koopAauHaTax comnocodum n pu-
TOpWKKN. ABTOP MOKa3bIBAET, YTO BO3MOXHOCTU MPOHUU N 3 dEKTHI MPOHNYECKON
KOMMYHMKaLUN CTaHOBATCHA aKkTyarbHOW WCCneaoBaTenbCkon cdepon yxe BO
BpemeHa CokpaTa, U nuwb B XX B. HaunmHaeTcs nocteneHHoe opMupoBaHue
3TUYECKMX U (PUNONOTrMYECKUX TEOPUA MPOHUU. Takum 0Opa3oM, pacCMOTpPeHue
WUPOHUM KaK MOHATMSA LenecoobpasHo HayaTb C OCBELLEHUS €€ XapaKTepUCTUK B
Uocodckon Hay4YHOM napagurme.
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The article examines the transformation of ideas about the phenomenon of
irony. Its nature and quality conceptualized in the coordinates of philosophy and
rhetoric. The author shows that the possibility of irony and ironic effects of commu-
nication become relevant research area in the time of Socrates, and only in the
twentieth century. It begins the gradual formation of ethical and philological theo-
ries of irony. Thus, consideration of irony as a concept it is advisable to start with a
light of its performance in the philosophical scientific paradigm.
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MpoHus 3aHMmaeT ocoboe MecTo B UCTOPUM €BPOMENCKON KyNbTypbl YXKe CO
BpeME&H AHTUYHOCTU. o BCen BUANMMOCTU, UPOHUS peannsyeTcs B TEKCTax camblixX
pa3HbIX 3MOX 3a40Mro A0 TOro, Kak nosensetcs cam TepMuH: «lrony, though not
the term, fills Homer and the Old Testament: in various forms it permeates Greek
tragedy and comedy; Ovid's Metamorphoses is a handbook of irony as well as of
mythology, and probably more meaningfully so; and the earliest Old English poems
are replete with irony» [16, c. 210] («MpoHuKsa, XOTA 1 He caMo NOHATUE, HanomnHAeT
KHurn Fomepa 1 Betxun 3aBeT: B pasHbix bopMax OHa MPOHMKAET B rpeyveckyto
Tpareguio 1 komeauio: "Metamopdosbl" OBuans — 310, BO3MOXHO, CMPaBOYHUK B
fonbLuen cTeneHn No MPOHUKU, YeM NO MUONOrUK; U camMble paHHUE CTUXK, Hanu-
CaHHble Ha OPEeBHEAHrNMUACKOM, HamnosfHEeHbl MPOHWENy). OHTONOrMYECKUn cTaTyc
WMPOHUN OUHAMUYEH Ha MPOTSHXKEHUM BEKOB: pUTOpUYECKas TakTUka BedeHUs crnopa
MOCTENeHHO NpeBpaLlaeTcsl B CNocob OTHOLUEHUS K XM3HW, CBOWCTBEHHBIN 3CTETU-
YeCKOoW NpaKkTUKe N MUPOBO33PEHUI0 pOMaHTUKOB XIX B. 1 nocTMoaepHUCToB XX B.

UpoHus, eé npupoda n KayectBa OCMbICIIMBAIOTCA B KoopguHaTax unoco-
dun n putopukn oo koHua XIX Beka, U nuwb B XX B. HAYMHAETCHA NOCTENEHHOoe
hopMMpOBaHME ITUYECKUX U PUNONOTMYECKUX TEOPUA UPOHUU. Takum obpasom,
pPacCMOTPEHNE NPOHUUN KaK MOHSITUSI LienecoobpasHo HavaTb C OCBELLEeHUs eé xa-
pakTepucTuk B hunocodCckon Hay4yHOM napagurme ¢ Tem, YToObl UMETb BO3MOX-
HOCTb OXapaKTepu3oBaTb TpaHcopmaLumn npeacTaBneHuin o6 aTom heHoMeHe.
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Bo3MOXXHOCTU MPOHUKN N 3 dEKTHI MPOHNYECKOW KOMMYHMKALMM CTAHOBSATCS
aKTyarnbHOW nccnegoBaTenbCckon cdepon yxxe Bo BpemeHa CokpaTa, KOTopbI no-
CpencTBOM MPUTBOPHOIO He3HaHMs nobexaaeT B (pMnocogckmMx criopax CBOMX
onnoHeHToB. CoKkpaT B UCTOPUM aHTUYHOCTM NpeacTaéT B ABYX MMOCTacsX: peanb-
HblA YernoBek, unocod, KOTOPbIA He OCTaBUIT HUKAKMX TEKCTOB; MEPCOHaX aHTNY-
HbIX KOMeaui n guanoros. NnaToHoBckue «[uanorv» npegctaBnsaioT uoeanunsu-
poBaHHbI 06pa3 dunocoda, YTo OAET OCHOBaHUSA MCCreAoBaTensM HasblBaTb
Cokparta «cynep-vernosekomy» [12]. lNoHUMaHWe MpoHUM B AHTUYHOCTU NPOUCXOAUT
6narogapsi obpasy Cokpata, paspabaTtbiBaemomy B komeamm ApuctodaHa «O6-
naka», «Memopabunumn» KceHodoHa, «[uanorax» MnaTtoHa: 3geck Cokpar craHo-
BUTCS FepoeM, MeHSIIOLLIMM Macku (mmkel y ApuctodaHa u MyapeL, B ponv npocTaka B
Avanorax MnatoHa). OcTaBnB B CTOPOHE CMopbl UCCNefoBaTene 0 CTeneHn OocTo-
BepHocTu obpasa Cokpata [10], cnegyeT NnogyYepkHyThb, YTO 3TU TEKCTbl — €OUHCTBEH-
HbI/ UICTOYHMK CBEOEHUI O 3apOXKAEHUN MPOHWN B €€ COBPEMEHHOM NMOHUMaHUN.

O6pa3 CokpaTta B aHTU4HOW NUTepaType BeCbMa NpoTMBOpPeYnB: Tak, Cokpat —
nepcoHax «ObnakoB» ApuctodaHa — He AEeMOHCTPUPYET HUKaKOW CKMOHHOCTU K
NpOHUM, TO Xe oTMmedaeTcs n B «Memorabilia» KceHodoHa, 1 Tonbko B «[dnano-
rax» NnaToHa OH CTaHOBUTCS MacTepoM MpoHuu [17]. Ho n B nocnegHem criyvae
He HabntogaeTca NOMHOM MOEHTUYHOCTM NIMYHOCTKU cbunocoda camon cebe: Bbl-
ckasblBaHuss CokpaTa B W3BECTHOW CTeNeHn OOHapyXuBaloT HenocnegoBaTerlb-
HOCTb M NpoTMBOpeYnBoCTb [18], KOTOpble paccMaTpuBaloTCH, TEM HEe MeHee, Kak
MaHNdecTUpoBaHME NPOHUN, a TaKKe Kak CTPEMITEHWNE K pa3pyLUEHMIO JOMM C TEM,
4YTOObI OCYLLECTBUTb MeAarormyeckMin 3ambicernn B NpuobpeTeHnn HOBOrO 3HaHUS
cobeceHMKOM.

LnuepoH 1 KBuHTMNMaH BBOAAT B €BPONENCKYIO KynbTypy NpeacTaBneHne o
CokpaTe kak pogoHavarnbHUKe MPOHMU NMOCPEACTBOM paccCyXdeHuin o6 3aToMm doe-
HOMEHEe C Onopoun Ha aBTopuTeT K obpas hunocoda. OTMETUM Takke, YTO NepBoe
ynoMuHaHue o6 mpoHun CokpaTa npegctasneHo y Apuctotens [5; 11], koTopbln
CBSI3blBAE€T MPOHUIO C MPUTBOPCTBOM. [puUTBOpHas, HapouuTasi HeOCBEAOMIIEH-
HOCTb CTaHOBWUTCS O4HMM U3 cnocoboB NPOSIBNEHNsI UPOHWK, a €€ Lienblo — 3ama-
HMBaHWe cobecedHMKa B «OBYLLKY» C Lefibi0 JEMOHCTpaLnM ero HEBEXeCTBa, a
Takke BO3MOXXHOCTb MOABEPrHYyTb COMHEHMIO UCTUHHOCTb OOLLEen3BeCcTHOro — rno-
HATUA, HOPM, yTBepXaeHu: « CokpaToBCKas UPOHUS — €AMHCTBEHHOE BMOMHE He-
Npou3BONibHOE M BMECTe C TeM BronHe o6aymaHHoe npuTBopcTBO. OAMHaKOBO
HEBO3MOXHO KaK U3MbICIIUTb €€ WCKYCCTBEHHO, Tak U M3MeHUTb en... B Heln Bcé
OOIMKHO OblTb LUYTKON N BCE BCEPbE3, BCE YNCTOCEPAEYHO OTKPOBEHHBIM N BCE
rny6oKo COKpbITbIM...» [7, C. 286].

Cokpart Kkak nepcoHax «uanorosy» [naToHa He NpUMeHsieT K COBCTBEHHOMY
MEeTOAY pacCyXOeHust TEPMUH «UPOHUS», HE NpeanaraeT e€ Teopun, YTo obHapy-
XMNBaET CyTb SIBNEHMUS: 3TO KOHKPEeTHasi No3uLusi, a He NpocToe NPUTBOPCTBO, Ma-
HUdecTupoBaHHas B CTONIKHOBEHUWN MOHUMAHUS UCTUHBI U UCTUHHOCTU codomcTamm
n cammm CokpaTtom. CokpaT roBOpUT, YTO HUYEro He 3HaeT, U 3TO NpaBaa, BeAb B
oTnun4yme oT cobecedHNKOB OH He pacrionaraeT roToBbiIMW AeUHULIMSMUN NMOHATUNA,
0 KOTOpbIX MAET crop: «3adai Tbl CBOW BONPOC KOMY XO4Y€ellb U3 34ELUHUX XKuUTe-
nen, ntobon 6bl 3acmesanca un ckasan: "CyacTnmebiM Tbl, BUAHO, NOYUTAELLb MEHS,
YyXKecTpaHel, ecnu gymaellb, 6yaTo s 3Hat0, MOXHO N Bbly4MTbCSl 4oOpoaeTeny,
UK e OHa AOCTUraeTcs MHbIM CnocoboM. A 51 He TONbKO He 3HaK, MOXHO el Bbl-
YUMUTbCA UMK Hemnb3s, HO 1 BoobLle He Bedaro, 4To Takoe pobpogetens”. U co
MHOW, MEHOH, TOYHO TaK Xe: 34ecCb 51 OeNn0 HYXXOQYy MOUX corpaxgdaH v ynpekato
cebsi B TOM, 4YTO BOOOLLE 3HATb HE 3Hal0, YTO e Takoe fobpoaetenb» [6]. Ho us-
6paHHas CokpaToM MO3ULUMsi NMpocTaka CTaHOBMTCS CMOCOOOM MOABEPrHYTb CO-
MHEHUIO cymTaroLmnecs abcomntoTHLIMU UCTUHBI, ChopMUPOBaBLLEECS pa3 N HaBce-
roa 3HaHue cobecegHuika.

OcHoBy MpoHun CokpaTa cocTaBnsieT UMEHHO COMHEHWe, Ha YTO yKasblBaeT
C. Kbepkerop: «B Halwe BpeMsi MHOro roBOpUTCS O 3HAYEHWUM COMHEHUsI OIS
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HayKu; @ MPOHWUSA ONs YaCTHOW >XU3HWU ABMNSETCA TEM, YEM COMHEHME — AN HayKu.
M nostomy nogobHO TOMy, Kak y4EHble YTBEPXKAAKT, YTO HET UCTUHHOW Hayku 6e3
COMHEHWUsI, C MOMHbIM NPaBOM MOXHO YTBEPXAaTb, YTO HET MOAMMHHO YenoBeve-
CKOM XM3HWM 6e3 mpoHum» [4, c. 186]. BHewHsia HanBHocTb CokpaTa nossonser
eMy nogpepratb COMHEHUIO WUCTUHHOCTb 3HaHWM CBOMX coBecedHWKoB, npexae
BCEro, Toraa, koraa pedb MaET 06 aTMYeCcKnX LIeHHOCTSX. Putopuyeckune ctpaterum
Cokparta, KoTopble ABNSATCS onpegensownmmn ans «duanoros» naToHa, cTaHo-
BATCH 3HAYUMMbIMK OIS €BPOMENCKOW KynbTypbl, YTO 3adhMKCUPOBAHO M B COBpE-
MEHHbIX croBapsx: Hanpumep, «Socratic irony — ignorance assumed in order to
entice others into making statements that can then be challenged» [Oxford English
Dictionary] («CokpaToBa UpOoHUs — NPUTBOPHOE HE3HaHWe, nobyxxaatoLee opyrnx
AenaTb YTBEPXAEHUS, KOTOPbIE MOXHO OCMIOPUTBLY).

Opyron nogoxod K U3y4eHWMo COKPaTOBCKOW MPOHUWM onpedensieTcs paccMoT-
peHnem eé He Kak cnocoba JOCTUXEHUSA UCTUHBI MMBO PUTOPMUYECKOrO Npuéma, Ho
KaK TakTUKM OEeMOHCTpaLun COOCTBEHHOW WUCKMTOYUTENBHOCTU NOCPEACTBOM 3Ha-
HWS, HEAOCTYMNHOrO HeMnocBALWEHHbIM. o MHeHuo A. Huamaca, npoHus Bocnpu-
HMUMaeTcsa ¢ Nogo3peHneM BBuAY TOro, YTO B paHHMX auanorax MnatoHa Cokpat
cyYMTaeT UPOHUIO Pa3HOBUAHOCTLIO XBAaCTOBCTBA, CPeACTBOM AUCTaHLMPOBAHUS OT
cobecegHuka M OEMOHCTPUpPOBaHUA cobcTBeHHOro npesocxoacTBa [15]. Takas
no3numns HaxoauT NoATBepxaeHne BO dparMeHTax «[duanorosy, CBUAETENLCTBY-
lOLLMX O HeraTMBHOM oueHKke peun CokpaTta ero cobecegHukamm. Tak, pacumax B
Ananore «locygapcTBo» npaBoMepHo nogo3peBaeT CokpaTa B HEUCKPEHHOCTW,
BeAb TOT, Ha3blBasg Ppacumaxa yMHbIM, Ha Aene nogpasyMeBaeT MpoTUBOMONIOX-
Hoe, IBHO NMoKa3sblBasi CBOE MHTENNEKTyanbHOe NpeBOCXOACTBO, BeAb OH obnaaa-
€T cakpanbHbIM 3HaHWeM, HedoCTynHbIM ero cobecegHukam. WpoHus Cokpata
obopaymBaeTcs He NOXblo, a peanuayeT pedvesble OeWCTBUS, KOTOpble co3daroT
BO3MOXXHOCTUN BO3BbILLEHWUS Haf, OMMOHEHTaMMW.

CoBpeMeHHOe NoHMMaHWE POoriv COKPaTOBOW MPOHUN OCHOBLIBaETCHA Ha Te3u-
ce 0 BaxHenwen ponu «uanoros» NnaTtoHa B ganbHeNLwENn 3BOMOLUN UPOHUK: U
dunocodusa anoxm BospoxageHus, U Hemeukuin pomaHTnam XIX B., U noctmoaep-
HM3m XX B. obpaluaroTca K MHTeprnpeTaunmM npoTMBopevnBoro nosegeHns Cokpa-
Ta, Npexage Bcero, ¢ no3uumin metogonorum gunocodpum [1].

BesycrnoBHO, COBPEMEHHOE MOHWUMaHWE MPOHUM MMEET WCTOKU B aHTUYHON
KynbType, OCHOBHble MOCTynaTbl KOTOpOW MOryT ObiTb, BCreg 3a 3. Jlanmnom,
0600LeHbl B criegylowmnx nyHKTax: Bepbanusauns npoTUBOMNOMNOXHA CEeMaHTUKe
BblCKa3blBaHWS; pernpe3eHTUpoBaHHOE B AUCKYypce / TEKCTe He CoBnagaeT C MbiC-
NUMBIM; KPUTUKY MaHUECTUPYET NMOXHas noxsana, a foXxHas KpUTUKa, B CBOIO
odepedb, — MOXBany; MPOHUSA SBNAETCS Crnocobom penpeseHTaumMm obbekTa B
Henenom Buae W, Kak CrieacTeue, ero ocmesHus [14, c. 24].

EBponevickass KynbTypa ONepupyeT MOHATUEM «UPOHMSA» B NUTEpPaTypHO-
dhunocodcknx KoopauHatax: paccygeHus o6 UpPOHUM CTPOATCA Ha OCHOBE aHa-
nn3a XyOOXECTBEHHbIX TEKCTOB, KOTOPbIE PENnpe3eHTUMPYIOT WMPOHMI0 Havbonee
o4eBuMaHo 1 Apko. Tak, K. Bpykc BblgBMraeT Te€31C 0 BO3MOXHOCTU NpUpaBHUBaHUSA
UpoHMM KO Bcen nutepatype [8; 9]; uccnepoBatenn paccmaTpuBaloT PakTopbl,
obycrnosnveatoLLme BbIGOP MPOHMKN B KaYeCcTBe BeAyLUel KOMMYHUKaTUBHOWM cTpa-
Ternu, Kputepun e€ pacrnosHaBaHus, onpeaeneHme CUrHanoB, KOTOpble MapKkupy-
IOT aBTOPCKYH MPOHUYECKYIO MHTEHLMIO [13].
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TPAHC®OPMALINOHHbIE NPOLIECCbI B TPAOULIMOHHOW
XYAOXECTBEHHOU CUCTEME PEAJTIU3MA
KOHLIA XX — HAYAJA XXI BEKA

Brocan Yenebu, cmapwuli npernodasamersb, KapadeHu3ckuli mexHudYeckul
yHusepcumem, Typuyus, . Tpab3soH, yn. Masu ai 7/5; acnupaHm, bakuHckul cna-
esHCKuUl yHusepcumem, 3 70114, AsepbalioxaH, e. baky, yn. C. Pycmama, 25.

B crtaTtbe paccmaTpuBaloTcs npobnembl TpaHCOpPMaLMOHHbBIX NPOLIECCOB B
XYLOOXECTBEHHON CUCTEME peanmaMa pycckon nutepaTypbl. CoBpeMeHHOe nuTe-
paTtypoBefeHMe BCE 4alle obpaljaeTca K peanmncTUYeCKon 3CTETUKE MPOLUIOro,
nbiTasicCb ONpeaenuTb ero Befylme YyepTbl, 3aHOBO UHTEPNPEeTUpOBaTb €ro TUMno-
nornto, obHapyXxnTb NpucylumMe peanusamy npeaLlecTByloLWero nepmoga npoTueo-
peuns. B To e Bpemsa nutepaTypoBedeHME N nUTepaTypHasa KpUTUKa NepexogHo-
ro nepuofa BenyT LerneHanpaBneHHbIN NOMCK HOBOW h1NocodCcKon OCHOBbLI U HO-
BOM 3CTETMYECKOW NnaTtdopMbl peanncTUYecKoro HanpaeneHuss B nutepaType
KoHua XX — Havyane XXI| Beka.

Knio4yeBble cnoBa: peannaMm, NOCTMOAEPHUCTCKAA 3CTETUKA, XYOOXKECTBEH-
Hasg cucTemMa, CMeHa Xy4OXXeCTBEHHbIX NapagnrMm, MogepH1U3M

TRANSFORMATION PROCESSES IN THE SYSTEM OF TRADITIONAL ART
REALISM LATE XX — EARLY XXI CENTURY

Vusal Chalabi, Senior Lecturer, Karadeniz Technical University, Turkey,
Trabzon, Mavi 7/5 ah, postgraduate student, Baku Slavic University, 3 70114
Azerbaijan, Baku, 25 S. Rustam st.

The article deals with the problems of transformation processes in the art sys-
tem of Russian literature of realism. Modern literature is increasingly drawn to the
realistic aesthetics of the past, trying to determine its leading features, re-interpret
its typology, to discover the realism inherent contradictions of the previous period.
At the same time, literature and literary criticism of the transition period, are target-
ed search for a new philosophical framework and a new aesthetic platform realistic
direction in the literature of the late XX — early XXI century.

Keywords: realism, postmodern aesthetics, art system, a change of para-
digms of artistic modernism
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