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AHoTanifa. 31iCHEHO KOMIIApAaTUBHUM aHaJi3 [BOX BIIJIMBOBUX Y
CIIA niTepaTypo3HaBuux HanpsamiB XX CT.: ,HOBOI KPpUTHUKH” U Teopil
yuTaubkoro Biaryky (TYB). BusHaueHOo iXHi XapaKTepHi O3HaKH,
OCHOBHI MNpPOTHPIYYA KW TOYKM [JOTUKY, NPUYMHU BUHUKHEHHA ¢
3aHenajy, CTYIiHb BIJIMBY Ha PO3BUTOK TEOPETUKO-JITEPATYPHOTO
npoliecy Ta I[iHHICTb JaJs cboroAeHHs. [logaHo kaacudikalii oCHOBHUX
nigxoaiB 'y Mexax Teopii uyurtanbkoro BiAryky H.H.Tostanpa i
JI. M. Po3eH6/1aTT i 3/ilicCHeHO iX NMOPiBHAJIbHUN aHaJii3. BUoKpeMJieHO
COUIbHI ¥ BiAMiHHI pucHu ,HOBOI KpuTuku © TUB. 3arasioM, 3 TOYKH
30py CY4YacHOCTi, Haibiibll Ai€EBO0 W NPUAATHOIO A0 BUKOPUCTAHHS
BUfIBUJIACh paHille PO3KPUTUKOBAHA 3a CIOPiJHEHICTh i3 ,HOBOIO
KpUTUKOK” TpaH3akuiiiHa Teopis JI. M. Po3en6.saTT, B sKiil oZjHaKoBa
yBara IMpUAIJIAETbCA HAK YUTAyeBi, TaK 1 TEKCTOBi, a 3Ha4YeHHA
TBOPUTHCA y NIPOLEeCi TpaH3aKLil Mi>K HUMU.

Kii04oBi cjoBa: ,HOBa KpUTHKA”, Teopisd 4YMUTALbKOTO BiATYKY,
KOMITapaTUBHHWM aHaJli3, JiTepaTypo3HaBcTBo CIIA.

Y  OUIBIIOCTI JITEpaTypO3HABYUX JIOBIJIHUKIB 1 CIIOBHHUKIB
3a3Ha4YeHo, M0 Teopis uuTanbkoro BiATyKy (Reader-Response Theory)
BUHMKJIAa HA MPOTUBAry rereMoHii ¢gopmainizmy ,,HOBOi KpUTUKH (New
Criticism), a came 5K peakiis Ha ece , AQeKTUBHA TOMUIKA
B. K. Bimcerra 1 M. K. bepacni, Hanpukinii 1960 — nouatky 70-X pp. y
CHIA. Tlpore yknamauka OJHI€I 3 JBOX MEPIIUX AHTOJOTIA 3 Teopii
YUTAILKOTO BIATYKY ,,KpUTHKA YUTAILKOTO BIATYKY: B (hopMalizmMy 10
noct-ctykrypanizmy” Jlxeitn Tomnkinc y 1980 porii, mpoBoasuu Bia0ip
ece, oOpasa Takuil TPUHIMIL TPOCTSKUTH SK ,,YUTAYCLICHTPOBAHI
Teopli 3apoauiaucs y JIOHI ,,HOBOi KPUTUKHA 1 TPOCTEKUTH IXHI
nojanelil TpaHncdopmariii. Y BCTymi A0 1HIIOI aHToJyorii ,,UYurtau y

© Amnicimosa J1, 2013
129



n -y

JIrogmuiia AnicimoBa / ,HoBa kpuTuka” i Teopist YUTALBKOTO BiATYKY B JiiTepaTypo3HaBcTBi CLIA

TEKCTi: ece 3 MUTaHb aBauTopii Ta inTepnperaiii’ (1980) Crro3en PyOin
Cyneiiman 4wurtaemo: ,0ylae IIKOJA, SAKIIO TEMEpITHS  Moja
BUKOPUCTOBYBATH ,,HOBY KPUTHKY’ SK XJIOMYUKA IS OUTTS — YU SIK
ANCKPEUTOBAHOTO GaThbKka — MPUMYCHTh HAC 3a0yTH Baromi BHECKH
,,HOBOI KpDUTUKHN <...>Yy cydJacHy JITepaTypHY TEOPit0 ¥ KpUTUKY  [15,
c.5]. M.JL. Ilparr y crarti ,lHTepnperaniiiHi cTpaTerii/cTpareriuti
IHTEpHpeTalii: MOpo  aHIJI0-aMEPUKAHCHKY  KPUTHUKY  YHUTALbKOTO
BIITYKY” (1983) JIOTPUMYETBCS CXOKOT TyMKH: ,,. . ¢hopmaii3m 1 ,,HOBa
KPUTHKA” BXE HACTUIBKH JMCKPCIMTOBaHI y TeOpeTI/I‘-IHI/IX KoJax, II0
1HIIIa cepis HamaAiB BUAAETHCS HEIOPEYHOIO. 3 IHIIOrO OOKY, 6araT0 B
YOMY KPUTHKA YUTALIBKOTO Biz[ryKy BUSIBJISIETHCS] HOTALITHUM BapiaHTOM
TOI'O X (bopMaJIBMy, TaK p13KO BmKHHyToro “[11, c. 201].

Y KynbTypi, ,,H03Haqu1H IIBHAKUMA 3MIHAMH, HIIIO HE
3MIHIOETBCSl IIBUIIIE, HDK MuHYyJE” [2, ¢.281], 1 meit dakT BuMarae
pEeryjisipHOrO  3BEpHEHHS 70 3a0yToro MHUHYJIOTO 3  METOIO
HEYNEPEIKEHOT0 EPEOCMUCTIEHHS i1 iepeolinku. [IpoBoasiun aHanorito
3 eninoBUM KomiuiekcoM, ['aponpn biym y kHu3zi ,,OcTpax BIUIMBY:
Teopiss moe3ii” (1973) noBoaWTh, MO KOXXHE HACTYMHE IOKOJIHHS
HaMaraeTbcs ,,BOMTH OaThbKa” 3 METOIO 3BUIBHEHHS MIPOCTOPY JJIsi CBOTO
po3BuTky. Cripobyemo 3’scyBatu, Hackuibku TUB Bmamocs ,3uumuru”
MOCTYJIATH ,,HOBOI KPUTUKHK 1 4K OyJia BOHA B3araii ii ,,0aTbKom™?

CBigueHHsIM CTiliKoro iHTepecy HaykoBIiB 10 TUB i ,,HOBOIi
KpUTHKWA® € TIpalll, omyOsikoBaHi Ha moyaTky XXI cTomTTs, 30Kkpema
kHura ,,OopmanicTiyHa KpUTHKA i Teopis YUTalbkoro BiAryky” (2002 p.)
Tonna @. [leBica Ta Kennera Bomaka — ,,JOCTyIIHE IPEICTABICHHS ABOX
BOKJIMBUX HANPSIMKIB B ICTOPIi Teopii JiTepaTypu ABAAISTOTO CTOIITTS,
y mepeaMoBi no skoi JDxymian Bondpeis kaxe mnpo HEOOXiTHICTH
,TpaHcopMyBaTlU KpPUTHUYHE MHUHYJIE€ UUISIXOM IHTEpIHperamii 3
MEePCIEKTUBU ChOTOJIeHHs [6, c. viii]. IIpore ocHOBHa yBara aBTOpIB
30Cepel’keHa MEepEeBaXHO Ha ONHUCOBI TEOpid Ta MPAKTUYHOMY
3aCTOCYBaHHI HalpalloBaHb TEOPETUKIB BUILE€3a3HAYCHUX JIITEPATYpPHO-
KPUTUYHUX HaNpsMKiB, Oe€3mocepeHh0 HE MPOBOJSAYU iXHBOTO
NOPIBHSHHSL.

Mertorw Hamoi po3BIAKKA € 3A1MCHEHHS KOMIIApAaTUBHOIO aHami3y
nBox BIuBoBuX y CIIIA miteparypo3HaBuux HamnpsimiB XX CT.: ,,HOBOI
KPUTHKN® U Teopii YUTALBKOI0 BIAryKy (BC€ X aKUEHTYIOUYH YyBary
caMe Ha OCTaHHI Teopii, HeIOCTaTHRO BUBYEHIN y BITUM3HSHIN Haylll),
BUSIBUBIIM 1XHI XapakTepHI O3HAKH, OCHOBHI MPOTHUPIYYS W TOYKH
JNOTUKY, TPUYMHA BUHUKHEHHS ¥ 3aHemaay, CTYIiHb BIUIMBY Ha
PO3BUTOK TEOPETUKO-TITEPATypHOTrO TIpolecy KiHI XX CTOMITTS Ta
[IHHICTD JUIA CHOTOMCHHS.
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Crepiily HaBeIeMO BU3HAUEHHS O3HAUYECHUX HAMpPSMIB 31 CIIOBHUKA
mitepatypuux TepminiB Jk. Yingepca ta I'. ['eHTci: ,,AMEpHUKaHCHKHIA
JiTepaTypHO-KpUuTHYHUM Hanpsam Bi 1930-x no 1960-x, ,,HoBa kpuTHKa”
30Cepe/KyBajlacsi Ha BUBUYEHHI JIITEPaTYpHUX TEKCTIB ,,00’€KTUBHO,
CIpuiiMarouu ix sIK CaMOJOCTaTHI, aBTOHOMHI Ta ICHYIOUl 3apajJd CaMHX
cebe cytHocTi” [3, ¢.205] Ta ,HE O3HA4YarOYu OCOOJIUBOTO METOAY UM
KPUTHYHY TEOPil0, TEPMIH KPUTHKA YUTANBKOI0 BiAryky (oazi — TUB)
BIJICUJIAE JI0 PSAY PI3HUX MIAXOMIB, SIKI MEPEBaXHO 30CEpPEHKEHI Ha
PO3YMiHHI ¥ TEOpPETHU3yBaHHI CTOCOBHO CIIOCOOIB CHpUHMMaHHS TEKCTIB
1HIUBIIyaIbHUMH YhTa4aMu, a00 YuTayaMH, KOTp1 HajeXaTh O TaKHUX
crienivHUX KaTeropiu, sk Kiac, regaep (pix), eraoc tomo” [3, c. 253]
CyrreBuM € (akT BUKOpPHUCTAHHA B AHTJIOMOBHIN anepaTyp1 pi3HUX
TEPMIHIB JIJIs1 TO3HAYEHHS CYKYITHOCTI JIITepaTypO3HABUUX JOCITIIKEHb B
Amepuii Ta €Bpormi, NPUCBIYECHUX BHUBUCHHIO KaTEropii 4YMTaya,
npouecy 4YHMTAaHHA a0o/Ta 4YMTANBLKOr0 BIATyKY: ,,Reader-response
theory” (P. biu, II. Pa6inosiu, J[x. Bondpeiiz, T.®. [deic 1 K. Bomax,
A.C. Xap06i, JIx. Ancan), ,,Reader-response criticism” (Jl>x. ToMIKIHC,
C. Maiiro, E. ®poun, H. Kaponaiins, B. Isepin, JI. Taiicon), ,,Reader-
oriented criticism/theory” (C P. Cynetiman, [[x. Ennsapa, P. CCJII[CH)
wAudience-oriented criticism” (C. P. CyneiimaH). [lepuri aBa TepmiHu
MalTh 3HAYHO BYX4YE 3HAYEHHS 1 BHUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS (YacTO SIK
CUHOHIMU: [iterary  criticism 3  aHIJ.  TIEPEKIATAEThCA  SIK
,JIITEPATypO3HABCTBO’), BJIACHE, JIs MO3HAYEHHS BHUIIEHA3BAHOIO
HarnpsaMmy B nitepatypo3HaBcTBi CIIIA. OctanHiM yacoM Aenani yacTiiie
BUKOPUCTOBY€ETbCSI  Ha3Ba ,,Reader-response theory” 3 MeTOO
HAroJIOIIEHHS  Ha  TCOPETUYHOMY  3HAYEHHI  HAMpsIMKY  JUIs
JITEpaTypO3HABCTBA.

[{ixaBo, 110 1 ,,HOBI KPUTUKKU ’, 1 IPEICTABHUKHU TEOPI1i YUUTALILKOTO
BiATYKYy BH3HAIOTh KHUTY aHIIiHIsg AvBopa Apmctponra Pigappca
,J[pakTnyHa kputuka” (1929) BaroMum miArpyHTSIM AJi9 NOOYIOBU TXHIX
JITEpaTypO3HABUMX TEOPii, IIONpaBla, aKTyali3yloud B HOro Mparsx
pI3HI aclleKTH: paHHI1 ,,HOB1 KDUTUKHU — 3BEPHEHHS JI0 BJIACHE BUBUYCHHS
TeKCTy, a He Oiorpadii aBTOpa YW ICTOpiF0O HOro HaIKMCAHHS;
NpEACTAaBHUKUA PAHHBOTO ,,UUTAYEOPIEHTOBAHOrO” JITEPaTypO3HABCTBA
3aI[IKaBHJIMCh EMIIIPUYHUM CIIPSMYBaHHSIM HMOTro mpalll Ta 3BEpPHEHHSIM
710 TICUXOJIOTTYHHUX 0COONMBOCTEN peanbHUX yuTadiB. JI. M. Po3enoOnart
y kHu3l ,,Ywutau, Tekctr, TBip: TpaH3akuiiiHa Teopis JITEPaTypHOrO
tBOpY” (1978) nuByeThcs: ,3a 1pOHIEHO JIOMi, ,HOBI KPUTHUKU
BI/ILITOBXYIOTHCS BiJl Piuap/COBUX BHUCOKMX CTAaHJAPTIB 1HTEpHpETAIlii,
aje ... 30CepPeKYyIOUNCh Ha TEKCTI M irHopyroun uutaya’ [14, c. 63]
OTxe, MEBHOIO MIpOIO, 111 JAB1 TEOPIi, 3 CAMUX JIKEPEJ, MalOTh CHIJIbHY B
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yaci ,,TOYKY BIJAMpPaBICHHSA , ajle pPI3HI BEKTOPUM PO3BUTKY U Yac
po3kBity (TUB numie nanpukini 1960 1 1o nouatky 80-x).

HacrymHoro Baromoro mocTtarTio, ToB’s3aHor0 3 TUB, Oya
Jlyiza M. Pozen6aatt (1904-2005), sxy pazom 13 A. A. Piuapacom 3apa3
Ha3MBaIOTh POJIOHAYANIBHUIICIO I11€] Teopii, mpo sAky B 1995 p. Beitn byt
NUCaB: ,,TEHep JIETKO MOOAaYuTH, SK JaJeKo Momepeay BoHa Oyina y
MNOPIBHSIHHI 3 THMH, KOIO B HIICTIAECATUX MPOTOJIOCUIN 3aCHOBHUKAMU
,KPUTHKH 4YUTalbKoro Biaryky”” [12, c.x]. [i mpana ,Jlitepatypa sk
JOCIIKeHHs’, HanucaHa me y 1938 p., Ha moBruit dyac Oyna 3a0yra i
muuie HanpukiHii 1970-x, 3aBasku [eBizy bruelixy [15, c. 45n], 3HOBY
Oyna TOliHOBaHAa ¥ BH3HAHA ,,MIIOHEPCHKUM’ JOCIIDKCHHAM Y IIIH
rainysi. Y cBoiil mpami ,,Cy0’extuBHa kputuka’ [[. bneiix mopiBHIO€e
TpaH3aKIIHHY TEOPIIO JI. M. Po3zenOnarr 1 TpPaH3aKTUBHY
Hopmana H. IN'ommanna: ,,xoua ioro (H. l'osmanga. — JI. A.) nornsig Ha
npobsieMy BiIPI3HAETHCS BiJ MOrIsaAiB Po3eHOMATT y NESKUX KIFOYOBUX
aCIeKTax, MOro OCHOBOIIOJIOKHA KOHIICMI[iSI YUTAHHS € JIY)KE CXOXKOIO:
,JITepaTypHa KpUTHKA ... 00Mpa€e MPeMETOM JOCIIKEHHS HE TEKCT, a
TpaH3akKIilito MK yuTadeMm 1 Tekctom” [1, c. 111], ane JI. M. Pozenbnarr
,...TIPUHANIIIA 10 TOTO » BUCHOBKY, o W [ommana, mpore Habarato
panime” [1, c. 111n].

Xoua icHye Oarato BAPIaHTIB CHCTEMATH3ALli MIAXOMIB y MeXax
TUB, Ha Hamy AYMKY, L1KaBO NPOCTEXKHUTH, AK came 1 32 SIKUMH
NPUHLUNAMHU 11 CXEMaTH3yIOTh IMPOBIJIHI HAYKOBII IIbOTO HANpsMYy.
Cnepmry nonamo kiacugikaunito H. H. 'onnanna, HalipaguKanbHIIIOTO 3
yCiX y HaJaHHI BIaAW peajbHUM YUTadyaMm 3 IUIOTI B KPOBI y Mpoueci
iHTepnperTanii; gam — kimacudikario JI. M. Po3en6marT, Teopiro sSKoi
BBa)KAIOTh JYK€ OJIM3bKOIO JI0 ,,HOBOI KPUTHKHU 32 11 yBaXKHE CTaBJICHHS
710 TEKCTY.

Knacugixauia ocnoenux nioxooie T4B H. H. I onnanoa

VY ece ,,PeBizia ,,Bkpanenoro nucra” (E. A. [lo. — JI. A.): uutanas
K nepcoHanbHa Tpan3akuis® H. H. lomnana, po3mipkoByroud mpo Te,
YOMY MPU YUTAHHI OJHOTO ¥ TOTO K TEKCTY B YMTAYiB BUHUKAIOTH Pi3HI
Bi):[ryKH PO HBOTO, 1 BIJICTOIOIOYM CBOIO TPAH3aKTHUBHY (transactive)
TEOPII0 YUTAHHSA, CTABUTh 3alMTaHHA: ,SK MH (KpI/ITI/IKI/I — JIL A.)
MMOSICHIOEMO 111 BII[MIHHOCTI?” [8, c. 363]. oro BiAmoBigb MOKHA CTHCIIO
nepenatu, Kiacu(iKyBaBIIM MOTJSAM PI3HUX TEOPETUKIB y TaKl TPYIH:
,,TEKCTOAKTUBHA”  (,text-active”) Teopis (mepenbayae iCHYBaHHS
HOPMAJILHOTO BIATYKY, SIKMW, BJIaCHe, 1 TBOPUTh cCaM TEKCT, a
BIZIMIHHOCTI Yy BIJAIYKaXx BBa)KalOTbCS HECYTTEBUMU 1 HE BAPTUMHU
nociipkeHHs); OiakTuBHa (biactive) Teopis (BU3HAE BCTaHOBJIEHI
TEKCTOM PaMKH, Y MEXax sKuUX NpoekTyerbcs umtad. H. H. ['ommang
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BIIHOCUTh JIO Hei HIMEIbKY pELHENTUBHY €CTETUKY, TEOpito
MOBJICHHEBUX aKTiB, ,,a(eKTUBHY CTWiIiCTUKY’ C. ®ima, KOHIIEHIIiI0
,cynepunutaua” M. Pipdarepa); BimacHe TpaH3aKTHBHA  TeOpis
H. H. T'oiutanpa.

OCHOBHHUM HEJIOJIIKOM ,,TEKCTOAKTUBHOI~ TEOPii, HA TyMKY aBTOpa,
€ CYNEPEYHOCTI MIOAO0 BIAOMOCTEM MPO OCOOJIUBOCTI JIFOACHKOIO
CIIPUMHATTA: a CaMe€, COPUUHATTA — L€ TBOPYUM MPOLEC, Y AKOMY MH
HAaKJIaJa€EMO CXEMU (CprKTypH) HAIIOr0 MUCJEHHS Ha 1H(opMaIrito,
OTPMMaHY BijJ OpraHiB Biqdyrrs. ,,I sKito ne 6yno 6 mpas/oio, 1o came
TEKCTH CIPUYMHAIOTH BIATYKH, TO YHTaHHSI IIEPETBOPUIOCH Ha
aHOMAaJIbHY TIPOIEAYPYy, TOBHICTIO BIAMIHHY BiJ 1HIIUX aKTIB
1HTepHpeTalli CBiTy HaBKoJO Hac™ [8, c. 364].

biaktuBHa Teopis, 3rinHo 3 H. H. ['omnanaoMm, € BenmuKUM KpoKoM
yrnepea, y NOpiBHSHHI 3 TPOCTOIO ,,TeKCTOAKTUBHOIO ™ TEOPI€I0, OCKUILKU
BOHA BHM3HA€, IO YMTa4l 3HAXOAATh y TEKCTI OUIbIIe, HIK TaM €, U
,,CIIUPAIOTHCSL HA COLlaJIbHI Ta ICTOPUYHI 1/1€i, TaK caMO SIK 1 Ha MPOCTY
JIHTBICTUYHY KOMIIETEHTHICTH  [8, c.366]. Amne i1 BOHa Mae CyTTEBI
HEJIOJIIKU: TO-TIEpIIie, HACMIPaB/i, I1e Bl TEOpli — HOBA TEOPis YUTALIBKO1
aKTHUBHOCTI ILTIOC CTapa ,,TeKCTOAKTUBHA TEOPisl, B SIKiil TEKCT SKOCH JIi€
Ha yhTaya. A Teopis, 0 IPYHTYETHCS HA XUOHIM, ,,HIKOJIU HE MOXKE OyTH
O1IbII HIK HAIlOJIOBHMHY MPaBUILHOW [8, c. 366] (3 MM TBEPIKECHHAM
BAXKO  MOTOJWTHCS,  3Ba)KalOUM  HA  TPAH3aKIIMHY  TEOPIIO
JI. M. Pozen6narr). Ilo-mpyre, aBTOp KpUTHUKYE TMOMLT YHMTAI[bKHX
BIATYKIB Ha JBa ertamu, K y noHarri C. @ima ,,stop-motion” (mock
CXOX€E Ha BiJeoMmarepian, oTpuMaHui 13 cepii (ortorpadiii, HaNmpuUKIALI,
MJIACTUIIHOBUM MYyNbT(HUIBM), OCKUIBKH HOTO JOCHIHKEHHS ONTHYHUX
1TI031H JTIOBEJIM, 110 MO30K CIIpUMMAaE BCE SIK OJIHY TPUBay TPaH3aKIIIIo,
a He SIK Cepil0 KApTUHOK.

VY TpaH3aKTHBHIN Teopii ,,4uTad BUOYJAOBYE BIJTYK, & TEKCT MPOCTO
3MIHIOE 3HAQ4YE€HHS TOro, L0 YWTad MPUBHOCUTHL y Hboro” [8, c.367],
BUKOPUCTOBYIOUHM 1i, KPUTUKU 3MOXYTb ,,JIOEJHYBAaTU Oarate po3MairTs
JITEPaTypHOrO JOCBIAY 3 BEJIUKUM PI3HOMAHITTSAM camMuXx Jroaeun” [8,
c. 367], — macymoBye H. H. I'ommanga. [lo peui, y ece ,,IIponeromenu 0
teopli uurtaHHs” JlxoHaTana Kammepa JKOpPCTKO PpPO3KPUTHKOBAaHE
tBeppkeHHs H. H. IN'ommanga npo Te, 1mo caMe unTadl TBOPSATH 3HAUYCHHS
TBOPY Ta MOHATTA ,,oco0ucTicHa TeMa” (,,identity theme”) — 1ie ctanuii Ta
00’€THYIOYMH IIEHTP YHWTAIbKOi OCOOMCTOCTI — 3 WOro KHUTH ,,5
YUTAIbKUX MPOYUTAHB . ,,BBakarouM TEKCT HAJ3BUYAWHO CKIIAJIHUM 1
HEBU3HAYCHUM, MaH [oJimaHj MEepeHiC KOHIIENT €IHOCTI 3 TEKCTy Ha
oco0y” [5, c¢.55], mo, Ha nymky Jx. Kamnepa, € HempumycTUMuM 1
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3arajoM Ha3MBa€ aMEPUKAHCHKY €rorCHUXOJIOTIIO ,,3BYJIbIapHU30BaHOI0 Ta
CEHTHMEHTAII30BaHOI0 BEPCI€I0 ,,HOBOI KpUTUKK ™ 5, ¢. 55].

VYxe B 1995 poui B ece ,,YuTanbkuid BIATYK B)KE€ € KOTHITUBHOIO
kputukor” H. H. T'ommang nemo moaudikyBaB 10  KjiacuQiKalliro,
Ha3BaBIIIKM TPETIO KATEropilo ,,YUTAYCAKTUBHUM MOJIYCOM Ta 3apaxyBaB
no Hei, mopsa 31 cBoero, Teopii /. bneiixa, C. ®@ima, E. ®miHH 1
JI. M. PozeHOnaTT, 3 MOpPUMITKOIO, IO JIMIIE TEOpii LHUX HAYKOBIIB
BUOY/IyBaHI Ha MPaBUIBLHOMY MIJAIPYHTI, OCKIJIbKU ,,4UTadyl TBOPSThH
3HAYEHHS, ... KOHCTPYIOIOYHM YBEChb JOCBIJ HUISAXOM JOCTIHKCHHS
ITACMBHOI'O TEKCTY 3a JOMOMOTOr0 cxeMm’ [9].

Knacugpixauia JI. M. Pozenonramm

JI. M. Po3eH0OnaTT 3a3Haydae, M0 qyKe 4acTo ,,YUTAlbKUA BIATYK
ACOITIIOETHCS 3 KPUTUYHHMM TIIXOJAOM 3 KIHIEBUM ,,JIEPCOHAIBHUM
BIJIF'YKOM”, HATOMICTbh MPOIOHYE CIPUNMATH HOTO SIK ,,MaTPUIIIO Cepe]l
SIKO1 00MpaeThcs Oyab-skuil Kputuauuil miaxin” [13, c¢. 70]. A migxoau
B Mexxkax TUB Bigpi3HAIOTBCA caMe B KOMIUIEKCHUX BIJIHOIIEHHSIX
,S2dutaau — Tekcr”. HaykoBeub po3noauise iX Ha TpU TPYIIH:
,auTadeopieHToBaHi” (,,reader-oriented”), skl HaroJIONIyIOTh Ha POy U
BIITyKax 4uTaya; ,,TEeKCTOOpieHTOBaHi” (,,text-oriented”), 30cepemkeHi
Ha (opMi Ta ,,0pi€eHTOBaHI Ha yWTada-TUIIOC-TeKCT  (,,reader-plus-text-
oriented”). Jlo mepinoi rpynu BOoHa 3apaxoOBY€ ICUXOAHATITHYHI TEOpii
H. H. T'ommanga ta /. brieiixa, 1o apyroi — ctpykrypanism C. Uermana,
Jx. Kamnepa 1 M. Pipdareppa ta moctctpykrypanizm C. ®ima, 10
TpeTboi — peuentuBHy ectetuky B. I3epa 1 I'. P. flycca, putopuuny
repMeneBTHKY C. Maifto, CBOIO TpaH3akiliiiHy Teopilo, 3aCHOBaHy Ha
parmMaTusmi.

HapiTh 3Bakaroun Ha TMEBHY MOMIOHICT, MHMX Kjiacuikalii,
MOMITHI CYTT€BI PO301KHOCTI B camoijeHTH(ikalii 000X TEOPETUKIB:
H. H. T'ommang BximrouuB teopito JI. M. PozeHOmarT pa3om 31 CBO€HO 10
YUTAYEAKTUBHUX (,,[IPaBWIIBHUX, Ha MOTr0 AYMKY) TEOpiil, HATOMICTb
BOHA 3apaxOBYy€ CBOI TPaH3aKI[IHY TEOPil0 YUTAILKOrO BIATYKY [0
OPOMIXKHOI TpynH, ,,OpPIEHTOBAaHOI Ha 4YWTada-ruitoc-Tekct”. He
IICHTUYHE TJIYyMA4eHHS ,,TeKCTOAKTHUBHOI Ta ,,TEeKCTOOPIEHTOBAHOI’
rpyn. Y MOpIBHSHHI, Teplia BC€ X TSIXKIE A0 ,,HOBOI KPUTHUKHU 1
dbopMmainizaMy, a Japyra BxkKe BBakaeTbcs pizHOBHAOM TUB (mHarmp.,
ctpykrypanizm Jlx. Kamnepa).

CnuibHe Mixk ,,HOBOIO KpuTnkow” i TUB

['oBopsiun mipo Te, mo TUB 3anaaTo pi3HOpiAHA, CylnepeuauBa M
reTeporeHHa (JuckperHa) 1 oO0’€lHylouYa, HaA TEPIIUNA OIS,
HEMOEAHYBAHI HANpPSIMKH, SIK-OT CTPYKTypasi3M, (DEHOMEHOJIO 1S,
pUTOPHUKA, TEPMEHEBTUKA, PELICTITUBHA €CTETUKA TOIIO0, 3a0yBaEMO TPO
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T€, 1110 CBOT'O 4Yacy ,,HOBAa KPUTHKA TaKOXK HE BIIPI3HIACH €AHICTIO 1 aX
HIIK HE MOrJja Ha3UBAaTHUCh JITEPAaTypO3HABUOK IIKOJOK. Y KHU3I
SJliteparypHa  ictopis  Cnomydenux — IlratiB  KomymOiiichkoro
yHiBepcutety” (1988) 3a pemakuiero Emopi Emtiorra iigerses mpo Te,
10 X04a TEPMIH ,,HOBa KpUTHKA OYyB YXUTHH 111e Yy Jekiii 1910 poky ta
B 3arojioBky anrtosorii 1930 p., nmume y 1941 p., komu [Ixon Kpoy
Pencom omyOsikyBaB KHUTY 3 Ha3Bolo ,,HoBa kputHka”, sika MicTHUIIA
BUBUYCHHS (TOYHIIIE, TMEBHY KPUTHUKY) npanp Emiora, A. A. quapﬂca
Binbsima Emricona, AHBopa BinTepca i iHIIMX, ,,6yB came TOM 4Yac 1
Ha3Ba 3akpinuiach’ ¥ He Oyna ,,y’Ke MPOMOBHUCTOK 1 00’€IHYyBaja
,pan pi3Hux mnpaktuk’ [4, c¢.1003]. ,HactaB uac iaeHTH(dIKYBaTH
NOTYXHUN 1HTENEKTyaJIbHUM HampsiM, SIKMM 3aciiyrOBy€ Ha3UBATHCh
HOBOIO KpuTukor” [4, ¢. 1004], — nporonocus JIx. K. Pencom. Xoua, 3a
IIEPEKOHAHHAM JNEAKUX HAYKOBIIIB (Hamp., EBan Kapros,
JIlxepansa I'padd), icHyBamo aBi Ay»Ke BIAMIHHI ,,HOBI KPHTHKH , IO
NpETeHIyBall Ha I[I0 Ha3By: OJHA 3 HHUX HamoJsArajla Ha HOBH3HI,
MOETHYIOUNCH 3 TAaKUMHU aKaJeMIYHUMM JUCIUILTIHAMH, SK (imocodis,
1CTOpisl, ICUXOJIOTis TOIIO, 1HINA K, HABIMAKH, BILIsAIA ce0e BiJ HUX, HE
JIOIYCKAIO4YU KOJHOTO BTpY4YaHHs 330BHI [2, ¢. 293]. OcTaHHsS BpeIlITI
oTpuMala MmepeMory 1 craia Ti€l ,,HOBOW KpuTukor” (dani — HK), sxa
HaM BiJIoOMa 3apas.

VY 1948 poui Crenni Enrap Ximan y kau3i ,,030poene 6auenns” [10]
MO/Ia€ 30BCIM 1HIIIE CIIPUUHSTTS ,,HOBOI KPUTHUKH TOTO YaCy, SIKY Ha3UBa€E
,modern criticism” 1 HaroJjoIlye Ha IHIIUX aCHEeKTax, HiXkK, HAMPUKIAI,
KiinTt bpyke y 3acagHudiil mpaiii aMepuKaHCbKUX (opMalicTiB ,,I'apHO
BUWJIIIJICHA ypHA: JOCHIIPKEHHS CTpYyKTypH moesii” (1947) 3 yBarorw no
,,PETEIILHOTO” TPOYUTaHHS XyI0XHbOro TBOpy. C. E. Ximan mnoB’si3ye
HOBE JIITEPATYPO3HABCTBO TOTO Yacy MEPEBAKHO 3 TEHJCHIIIEIO JTOJIATH
KOpPJIOHU, a HE BCTaHOBJOBaTH iX. ToOTO intrinsic (3amMkHeHe y co01)
JITEpaTypO3HAaBCTBO  NpoTUcTaBisuioch  interdisciplinary / extrinsic
(MLKAMCHMIUTIHAPHE, TICHO TIOB’SI3aHE 3 TICHMXOJIOTIEI0, JIHTBICTHKOIO,
ICTOpI€10, aHTPOIIOJIOTIEO TOINO). YBara J0 MUKIUCITUIUIIHAPHOCTI CTaHE
ni3HiIe xapaktepHoro prucoro TUB.

3 moyatky 1970-x mpo yuTauiB ¥ mpolec YUTaHHS MUcaau 0e3nmiy
HayKoBIIIB (Tak 3BaHui audience-oriented criticism): g Tema Oyna
HaJ3BUYATHO aKTyalbHOIO i monemiuHoro. [Ipote 3 yacoM (sk 1e cranocs
3 ,,HOBOIO KPUTHKOIO’) OKpecIujach ,,CepIeBHMHA, OCHOBHI TEOPETUKHU
TUB: Crenni ®im (panHs Teopis — adeKTUBHA CTWIICTUKA, 3pljia —
,,JHTEpIpETalllifHl CcnuIbHOTK ), ncuxoaHamituku Hopman H. 'omnang
(Tpan3aktuBHa Teopis) 1 [dein breiix (cy0’ekTrBHA KpUTHKa), [[KOHaTaH
Kamnep  (ctpykrypamictcekumii  miaxig) Tta  Jlyiza M. PozenOnartt
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(TpaH3akiiiiHa Teopif). 3a3BUYaAll 0 HHUX JOJy4YarOTh MpeJACTaBHUKA
HIMEIIbKO1 perienTuBHOI ecTeTuku B. I3epa Ta, 3piaka, I'. P. fycca (xoua,
Ha HaIlly TYMKY, HE I[IJIKOM BUIPABJIAHO).

,,HOBUX KpuUTUKIB” 1 mpenactaBHukiB TUB Ttakox 00’e€nHyBasa
OalyXiCTh JO BMBYEHHS KaTeropii aBTopa. ,,JHTeHIliliHa MmoMuiIKa” —
TepMiH, BripoBamxenuit popmanictamu B. K. Bimcarrom 1 M. K. bepacii
B 1946 p. nns mo3HaueHHsT HEMPaBOMIPHOCTI BpaxyBaHHS 3aayMiB Ta
IHTEHI[IA aBTOpa MpHU IHTEPIpETallii TBOPY, — YAaCTKOBO MOJUISABCA 1
npeactaBuukamu TUB, siki 3arasiom Oynu nepeKoHaH1 B HEMOXXJIMBOCTI
MOBHOIIIHHOTO BHMBYEHHS aBTOPChKMX 1HTeHIIH. CaMe 4MTaIbKi
BpaXEHHS NP0 aBTOpa Ta WOro 3aJyMd Ba}JIMBlI A MPOLECY
1HTepHpeTauli Ta, BIacHe, AJIs1 KPUTHUKIB.

Biagminne mix ,,HOBOI KpuTukow” it TUB

Bce  Taku, 1m0 #oso2o Oyno cBOTo 4acy B ,,HOBIM KPUTHII™ M 110 —
y T€OpIi YUUTALBKOTO BIATYKY?

1. 1151 ,,HOBUX KPUTHUKIB” JITEPATypO3HABCTBO CTAJIO MICIIEM JJIs
iHTenekTyanpHoi  emith, TUYB, Ha mnOpotuBary, mpar"yia o
JEMOKPATUYHOCTI ¥ 3allydyeHHs A0 JITEpaTypHOi KPUTUKH IIHPOKOTO
yuTalbkoro 3arany. 3a cioBamu C. ®imia, ,HTeprpeTalis craia
€JIMHOIO TPOrO Y MicTi” [7, ¢. 356], 1110 CBIIUUTH MPO AIMCHE 3aXOIJICHHS
y TOM dYac IIMPOKUM KOJOM JIIOACH pi3HUX Tmpodeciii Teopiero
JITEpaTypu Ta JITEPaTypHOK KPHUTHKOK 1032 MeEXaMH BY3bKOTO
akageMmiyHoro kosia HaykoBuiB. Y HK kpuTuk € Memiatopom Mix
TEKCTOM U unTtadyeM, y TUB KpuUTUKOM € caMm unrTady.

2.V ,,HOBi#l KpUTHUIIL” TEKCT — 1I€ OpPTaHiYHa €IHICTh, AaBBTOHOMHHUM
00’€KT 3 €IMHO TPABWIBHUM 3HAYEHHAM, Y SKOMY ¢dopma mepeBaxkae
HaJl 3MICTOM, a YWTa4 € IIACUBHUM CIIO)KMBa4ye€M, Ha BIJIMIHY BIJ
akTUBHOrO untada y TUB, koTpuii caM gopmye 3HaAYEHHS ¥l JJIs SIKOTO
BOXJIMBUM € 3MicT, a He ¢dopma. TUB gomyckae MHOXHHHICTh
IPOYUTAHb: OLIbIIE YA MEHILE BaJIIJHUX/BUMPABIAHUX TEKCTOM (HArp.,
JI. M. Po3en6aatrt) abo 0aHAKOBO NPaBHIIBHIX (manp., H. H. T'onnann,
J1. bneiix). CTpYKTypaJIICTCBKI/II/I niaxia y mexkax TUB, Bu3Hae, mo tect
Ma€e BIAAy Hajl 1HTepnpeTaTop0M Ha BlI[MlHy Bil Cy0’€KTHBHOI
KPUTHUKH, JI€ caMe MEePCOHAIIbHUM YUTALBKUN JTOCBIJ € BUPIMIATLHUM Y
dbopMyBaHHI 3Ha4YeHHS. OEHOMEHOJOTIYHMH MiAXiJ mepedyBae Mix
HUMHM 1 BU3HAUAJIbHUM Ha3WBA€ JIOCBIJA TPaH3aKIIii/IHTepaKIlii Ta mpoIiiec
3allOBHEHHS MPOTAJIMH (gaps) Y TEKCTI.

3.,,HoBumMu kputvkamu” CTBOPIOBABCS MEBHUI KaHOH TBOPIB, JI0
SAKUX MOXKHa Oyno 3actocoByBatu mpuiiomu it merogu HK (mepeBaxkHo
noe3ii Ta HEBEJMKI 3a 00CATrOM MPO30BI TBOPH), BU3HAYAIACH I[IHHICThH
TBOPY HASBHICTIO BaXKJIMBUX CHMBOJIIB, TEMH 3arajbHOJIOJCHKOIO
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raTyHkKy, OararctBa TpomiB 1 ¢iryp, a 3HadeHHsS (meaning) €
pesynbTatoM 4  JIHIBICTUYHUX  3ac00iB:  MapajioKCy,  1pOHii,
HEBU3HAYCHOCTI Ta HanpyxeHHs (tension). Y TUB Oynp-skuit Xya0xHii
TBIp, BiJl AHTUYHOCTI JO CHOTOJCHHS, MNPUAATHUM I aHamizy M
1HTepHpeTaIlii.

4., PerenbHe untanusa” (close reading), ocHoBHe nousaTTss HK, sike
3a BUHSTKOM JiiTepaTypo3HaBuoi teopii JI. M. Po3enOnarr, y TUB He
BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS, O3HA4Ya€ ,,CKPYIyJIbO3HE BHUBUYEHHS CKJIQJHOTO
3B’SI3Ky MK (OpMaIbHUMH €JIeMEHTaMU TEKCTy 1 Woro Temoro” [16,
c. 141].

5.Ha ¢inocodchki 3acaau ,,HOBI KpUTUKK W HE 3BaXKajiud, HATOMICTh
y TUB ¢inocodia nparmatuzmy Y. C. Ilipca, B. [Ixeitmca 1 oco6nuBo
JIx. Jproi 3aknana ¢pynaament s teopiit JI. M. Pozenbnart, C. ®ima,
C. Memo.

6.3MiHa 00’ €KTUBHOI MapaurMu Ha Cy0’ €KTUBHY, MPO SKY BIIEPIIIE
3aroBopuB rncuxoaHamtuk Jl. baeitx, mpuseno Tteoperuxkie TUB no
JYMKH TIPO HEIOCSHKHICTh 00’ €KTUBHOCTI Y aHadI31 XyI0KHBOTO TBODY.
,,HOB1 KPUTHKN” MPOTrOJIOCUIIU MPO ,,a(DEeKTUBHY MOMUJIKY CaMme 4epes
ocTpax mnepej cy0’ eKTUBIZMOM.

7. Ha ocTaHOK, BU3HAYMMO OCHOBHI IMUTAHHS, SKUMH TIepeiMalich
o0uaBi Teopii: ,,JAkuii meit Tekct?” 1 ,,lka €quHa 1HTepIpeTalis TEKCTY
SKHaMKpallle BCTAHOBUTh MOro OpraHiuHy €IHICTH (Oorganic unity — yci
YaCTUHU TEKCTy B HEPO3PUBHOMY IIJIoMY)?” y ,.HOBiH kputuii”; ,,I11o
poburts neit Tekct? ” 1 ,,11{0 BigOyBaeThCs MpOTATOM MPOILECY YUTAHHSA (3
TeKCTOM 1 unTadyem)?” y TUB.

BucHoBkHu

[IpoBeneHe MOCHIKEHHS Jla€ HaM MOXKIIMBICTH 3pOOUTH Taki
BHUCHOBKH:

1. Bynp-axa teopis (ocoomuBo y CIIIA, ne nmparmMatusMm € Jieqb
HE HaI[l0HAJIBHOIO (1)1J1000(1)1e}0) Ma€ JOBECTH CBOE NPAKTHIHE SHAYCHHS.
Xoua BXeE HIXTO 13 CyIIaCHI/IKlB HE NPAKTHKYE ,,HOBY KPUTHKY” B i
NEPBICHOMY CEHCI, NPHUIOM ,,peTeIbHOr0 YHMTAaHHS JIOCI YCIIIIHO
BUKOPUCTOBYEThCS OaraTbMa KpUTHKAMH Ta TEe1aroraMu.

2. Teopis YWTABKOro BIATYKY BHSBHJIACh HEIOCTAaTHHO
PEBOJIIOIIIMHOI0O ¥ HEBIANMOBIIHOK THM  COIIIOKYJIBTYPHHM  Ta
HNOJIITUYHUM TpouecaM, skl BigOyBamuch y 1980-x, mo i npusBeno 1o
MOCTYMOBOTO 1i 3racaHHs $K JIITepaTypO3HABUOIO HAmpsiMy Ha Tii
PO3KBITY TaKMX TEOpii, K (eMiHi3M, TOCTMOAECPHI3M, MAPKCHU3M TOIIO.
[Ipore memarorika BcoTana ii 3700yTKH, SIKI aKTUBHO ¥ e(EKTUBHO
IIPOJIOBKY€E BUKOPUCTOBYBATH Y TaK 3BAHUX KJIaCaX YUTAIILKOTO BIATYKY
JOTerep.
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3. 3 TOYKH 30py CY4aCHOCTIi, HAUOLIBII 11€BOIO i MPUIATHOIO JI0
BUKOPHUCTAHHS BUSBUJIACH PaHIllle POSKPUTUKOBAHA 32 CIOPITHEHICTH 13
,,HOBOIO KPHUTHKOIO” TpaH3akiiiiHa teopis JI. M. Po3zenOmnarr, B skiii
OJIHAKOBa yBara NPUIIISETHCS SK YATAYEBI, TaK 1 TEKCTOB1, a 3HAYCHHSI
TBOPUTHCS Y TIPOIIEC] TpaH3aKIIT MK HUMH.

VY nojanbIioMy BUAAETHCA JOPEYHUM JOCHIIUTH, SIKI HaJOaHHS
,,HOBOI KPHUTHKK~ Ta Teopli YHUTAIbKOro BIATYKYy Oyl 3amo3u4eHi
HACTYIMHUMU (XPOHOJIOTIYHO) JIITEPATyPHUMH IIKOJIAMU Ta HAMPSIMKAMHU,
K1 JIANUIA Y TpaHC(OPMOBAHOMY BUTJISII M IO CHOTOJICHHS, JE€TaIbHO
poaHaldi3yBaTh Ta MOPIBHATA TEOpPli OCHOBHUX 11 MPEICTABHUKIB.
Oco0yiMBYy yBary HEOOXIJTHO 3BEpPHYTH Ha MOXJIMBICTb MPAKTUYHOTO
3aCTOCYBaHHS iX 3700yTKIB y Cy4YacHIW TMemaroritii Ta METOAMI
BUKJIaJIaHHS JIITEpaTypu B Y KpaiHi.
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,HOBASI KPUTUKA” U TEOPUS YUTATEJIbCKON PEAKIINU
B IUTEPATYPOBEJIEHHUU CILIA: KOMITAPATUBHBIN ACIIEKT

JTtoomuna Buxkmopoena Anucumosa
luydaanisimova@mail.ru
Acnupanmka, npenooasameins
Kagheopa mupoeoti numepamypot
Kuesckuui ynusepcumem umenu bopuca I punuenxo
Va. Boposckoeo, 18/2, 04053, 2. Kues, Yxpauna

AnHoTtamus. CaenaH KOMIIApAaTUBHBIA aHanu3 JByX BiauaTenbHbIX B CIIA
JUTEPATYPOBEAUYECKUX HampaBieHuid XX Beka: ,,HOBOM KPUTUKH U TEOPHUH
YUTATEJIbCKUX pPEaKUMil (aKIEHTHPYsd BHUMAaHHE MMEHHO Ha MOCJEIHEH TeOopuH,
HEJIOCTAaTOYHO U3YYEHHOW B OTEUECTBEHHOM JIUTEPATypOBEAECHUM). BBIABIEHBI HX
XapaKTepHbIE YEpPThl, OCHOBHBIC MPOTHUBOPEYUS U TOUYKH CONPUKOCHOBEHHS,
MIPUYUHBl BO3HUKHOBEHUSI M yMNaJKa, CTEIECHb BIUSHUSA HA Pa3BUTHUE TEOPETHKO-
JUTEpPAaTypHOTO TIpollecca W IEHHOCTh IS coBpemeHHOocTH. [lojanbl
kinaccudukamuu ocHOoBHBIX moaxoaoB TUP H. H. Xomranna u JI. M. Po3enGnarr,
OCYILIECTBJIEH MX CPAaBHUTEJbHBIM aHanu3. BelieneHbl o0IMIME U OTIIMYUTEIbHBIC
4epThl ,,HOBOM Kputuku~ u TUP. B o06miem, ¢ TOYKH 3peHHS COBPEMEHHOCTH,
HauOojee JEWCTBEHHOW W TOJAHOM K TNPUMEHEHHIO OKa3ajlach paHee
pacKpuUTHKOBaHHAas 3a OJMW30CTh K ,,HOBOM KPUTHKE TpaH3aKIMOHHAS TEOPHUS
JI. M. Po3eH0naTT, B KOTOPOM OJMHAKOBOE BHUMAHUE YJIEISAETCS KaK YMTATEIIO,
TaK U TEKCTY, a 3HAUCHUE POKJIAETCS B MPOILIECCE TPAH3AKIIMU MEK1Y HUMM.

KiawuyeBble ciaoBa: ,,HOBas KpUTHKA”®, TEOpUS UMTATEILCKON peakiuw,
KOMITapaTUBHBINA aHanu3, murepatyposenenue CIIA.
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NEW CRITICISM AND READER-RESPONSE THEORY
IN LITERARY CRITICISM OF THE USA: COMPARATIVE ASPECT

Lyudmyla Anisimova
luydaanisimova@mail.ru
Department of world literature
Borys Grinchenko Kyiv University
18/2 Vorovskogo street, 04053, Kyiv, Ukraine

Abstract. The aim of our research is to accomplish the comparative analysis
of two powerful in the USA literary critical movements of XX century: New
Criticism and Reader-Response Theory (paying attention more to the last one, less
studied in Ukraine). Their features, main contradictions, common ideas, points of
coincidence, reasons of emergence and decline, degree of influence to the
development of theoretical and critical process and value for contemporary science
are revealed. Though in majority of guides and glossaries pointed that Reader-
Response Theory stands in total opposition to the hegemony of formalistic New
Criticism and as the reaction to assay Affective fallacy of W. K. Wimsatt and
Monroe Beardsley in late 1960™ and early 70™ in the USA. As we thought, exactly
L. M. Rosenblatt (1904-2005) should considered to be the founder of denoted
theory and her book “Literature as Exploration” (1938) as the pioneer work in
reader-oriented criticism. It is interesting that both New critics and Reader-response
theorists considered the book of I.A. Richards “Practical Criticism” (1929) as the
important basis for their theories, but accenting different aspects. Therefore to a
certain extent these theories from the beginnings have got common source, but
different vectors of development and time of growth.

In article the main classifications of RRT of N.N. Holland and
L. M. Rosenblatt are represented, analyzed and compared. Also common and
distinctive features of New Criticism and RRT are defined. In general the most
suitable for practical use is L. M. Rosenblatt’s transactional theory of reading, in
which the same attention is paid both to the reader and the text, and meaning is
evoking during the process of transaction between them.

Key words: New Criticism, Reader-Response Theory, comparative analysis,
literary criticism of the USA.
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