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Cmamms npucesuena cydyacnum inmepnpemayiim meopuocmi Mukonu 102015 8 noNbCbKO-YKPATHCOKOMY KYIbmMyp-
HOMY ma iHMe1eKmyaibHOMY NPOCMOpI, 30Kpema il NepeoCMUCTIEHHIO KPi3b NPU3My npasoso2o OUCKYpcy y ¢eliiemonax
M. Ceooicensi. AkmyanvHicmo 00CiONHCeH s 3yMOGILEHA NOCUTLEHHAM [Hmepecy 00 npobiemu KyIbmypHOI ma HAyioHAIb-
Hoi i0enmuyunocmi [ 02013 6 yM0O6ax CyuacHux NOMMUYHUX MPAHCHOPMAYIL, 30KPeMA POCIUCHKO-YKPAIHCKOL 8itiHU, KO
nocmams RUCbMEHHUKA CMAE NpeoMemom i0eono2iunux i Kyiomyprux ouckyciu y Ionvwi ma Yxpaini. Memoio cmammi
€ 3’sacysanns moeo, AKk y yukai ¢einemonis «llpaso Toconay M. Ceoocenb akmyanizye 20201i6CbKI CMUCIU MA SKUM
YUHOM Yepe3 Npasogy Memagopuky MOOeNIoE CyuacHuli COYioKYIbMypHULL NPOCMIp, a Maxoxc eusHavenus poni Iozona
5K IHMEPMeEeKCMyaibHO20 KOOy 8 NOIbCbKO-YKpaiHcbkomy dianosi. Teopemuuny 0CHO8Y OOCHIONCEHHS CMAHOBIIAMb KOH-
yenyii 1imepamypuoi komyuixayii ma peyenyii mexcmy (O. Bineyvxuii, M. Inosincoxuii, FO. Jlomman, P. Maiienoea),
SKI AKYEeHMyms Ha AKMUSHIN poii Yumaya ma KyJIbmypHO20 KOHMeEKCmY Y (popMyS8anHi CMUCTY XYOONUCHbO2O MEOD).
Y emammi maxooic epaxosano nioxio oo inmepnpemayii « Bubpanux micys i3 aucmyeanus 3 opyzamuy M. Toconsa ax
OUCKYDCUBHO20 MEKCMY 3 HOPMAMUBHO-NOGUATbHOI cmpamecieto (P. Jlyscnuii). ¥V npoyeci ananizy 0oeedero, ujo yuki
etinemonie M. Ceodicensi , cmuiizo8ano nio KOOEKc, y KoMy AImepamyprull i i0puOudHULl OUCKYPCU 63AEMOOIIOMb 5K
cnocodu Mooento8ants coyianbroi peanvrHocmi. I1okazano, wo 2020Ni6CbKI Crodcemu QYHKYIOHYIOMb 5K THMEPMeKCcmy-
anvri MoOeli, wepes SKi Amop OCMUCTIOE ICMOPUYHE MA CYYACHT NPOOLeMU, 30KPEMa MEXAHI3MU KOHGIIKNY, NPUMUPEHHS
ma cycninvhoi komynikayii. Ocobausy yeazy npudileHo npazMamuyHuM Cmpamezisam mexkcmy — Ipouii, ouyOHenHo ma
MemanapamueHocmi, ki opmyroms cneyughiuiy KOMyHIKamuey cumyayilo 63aemooii asmopa i uumaua. Y 6UCHo8Kax
3asnaveno, wo peyenyisn 1ocons y Ceooicens 6uxooums 3a medici rimepamyphoi inmepnpemayii ma nabysac xapaxmepy
KVIbIMYPHO20 MOOENIO8AHHS, Y AKOMY NPA6o, icmopis ma aimepamypa nocmaroms AK 83aEMonos ‘a3awi ouckypcu. 1ozone
Y YbOMY KOHMEKCMI 6UCIYNACE He ule AK KIACUK, d AK IHCMPYMeHN NePeoCMUCIenHs YKPATHCLKO-NONbCOKUX Kybmyp-
HUX 83AEMUH T NPOCMOPY CRINLHOI ICMOPUYHOL nam ’sami.
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GOGOL THROUGH THE LANGUAGE OF LAW: THE POLISH-UKRAINIAN CONTEXT

This study examined how Gogol s literary heritage is reinterpreted within the Polish-Ukrainian cultural and intellectual
context through the lens of legal discourse in M. Sworzen's feuilleton cycle The Law of Gogol. Based on theories of
literary communication, reception aesthetics, and semiotics of culture (O. Biletskyi, M. Glowinski, R.M. Mayenowa, and
Yu. Lotman), it explores the perceptions and practices of reading Gogol in contemporary Polish essays and how these
differ from traditional philological and national-centered interpretations. The study aimed to reveal how Gogol's texts
function as a “lost code” that is reactivated in modern cultural reinterpretations, particularly in legal and quasi-legal
narrative frameworks. The major aim of this study was to track the transformation of Gogol's literary discourse into a
model of socio-legal reflection in Sworzen's feuilletons. It was undertaken to learn more about the mechanisms through
which legal language becomes a metaphorical tool for interpreting history, morality, and social relations. The study also
sought to put more flesh on the idea of intertextual dialogue between law, literature, and history, demonstrating how these
domains intersect in the construction of cultural meaning. The paper therefore explored writers’ perceptions and their
perspectives and beliefs about Gogol's relevance in contemporary cultural debates, particularly: his role as a mediator
of historical memory, his ambivalent cultural identity, and the ethical dimension of his literary legacy. The results show
how Sworzen's feuilleton cycle transforms Gogol's narratives into a legal-discursive model that organizes social reality
through irony, grotesque, and defamiliarization. The study shows the importance of intertextuality through the blending of
literary and juridical codes in shaping cultural interpretation. Our analysis indicates that Gogol is no longer read solely
as a classical author but as a dynamic interpretative framework for Polish-Ukrainian dialogue. Apparently, the idea of a
stable national reading of Gogol in research results should be questioned, as his work continuously generates multiple,
shifting meanings across cultural contexts.
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IMocTranoBka mpodaemu. [uckycii npo igeHTHY-
HicTh Muxonu [orons y monsCchbKiil KyabTypi TpHBa-
I0Th 1 CHOTONIHI, OJIHAK MUTAaHHS HOTO YKPaiHCHKOI
IIEHTUYIHOCTI K OKpeMa HayKoBa U COIOKYIBETYpHA
po0JieMa CTallo aKTyaJIbHUM JIMIIE B OCTAHHE JIeCs-
TUIITTS, CIPOOU PO3IIISIHYTH 1€ SIBUIIIE BU3HAYAIOTh
HOBE IPOYUTAHHS [TOCTATI MMCHbMEHHHKA.

B KoHTEKCTi pocilichbKO- YKpaiHChKOI BiHH MpoO-
OJeMa MepeoCMHUCIICHHS KaHOHY Y 3BSI3KY 3 po3ipBa-
HOIO IJICHTUYHICTIO IMCbMEHHMKA 3HOBY IIOCTAE SK
OJTHa 3 OCHOBHHX Y TIOJIbCHKO- YKPAiHCHKOMY TOTO-
JiBcbkoMy auckypci. Hanpuknan, 6aitonik C.dponos
(2026), xaHpoBHii 3MiCT SIKOTO TIepeadadae Goxyc Ha
MEPEOCMHUCIICHHI CTEPEOTHIIIB Mpo reposi Oiorpadii,
[MOYMHAETHCS JTUCKYCIEI0 MK IMOJBCHKUMHU Ta yKpa-
THCBKMMH 1HTEJEKTyaJlaMi TIpO MOpalbHE IpPaBo
YUTATH KJIACUKY, B TOMY 4ucii TBopu M.[orous micns
JIOCBI/Ty HACWJIBCTBA i/ Yac 1€l BIHU.

C.@ponoB  Big3HAayae€ BAXKIUBICTH  BIACHOTO
JOCBiy CHpHHAHATTS mocrtati loroms uepe3 obOpas,
chopmynpoBanuit OkcaHor 3a0yKKO K “3pajHUKA,
ronionoro mo B’si3HSA” (Frolow, 2026:10), ockiapKH,
00paBIlI MOBOIO TBOPYOCTI POCIHCHKY, MMChMEHHHUK
CTaB YacTHUHOIO IMIIEPCHKOIO JIITEpaTypHOIo IMpo-
CTOpY, IIO CTajJ0 BOJHOYAC HOro TBOPHUOIO CTpare-
riero i Gpopmoro KyasTypHOi HecBoOoau. Ha mymky
0.3a0yK0, CHOTOMHI UYHWTAHHS KIJIACUKH, B TOMY
gucti 1 TBopiB M.loroms, moBuHHO cTaTté (HOPMOIO
JEKOHCTPYKILii, 00 CIiJi BpaxoBYBaTH, SIK KyJIbTypa
MOYX€ MacKyBaTH IMIIEPCHKY PEaIbHICTh.

Ha nymky omHOTO 3 MpOBigHHMX MOJBCHKHUX Clla-
BictiB [k ITmeOinau, HaBMaKW, MOKJIaJaHHS BHHH
Ha KJIacu4Hy JiTeparypy XIX cT. He HaOIM3UTH HAC
IO HAJEXKHOTO TIOKApaHHS CHPaBXKHIX 3JI0YMHIIB
(Frotow, 2026:10).

MeniatopoM 'y 1bOMY [UTaHHI BHUCTYIa€e
0. AnnpyxoBuuy, 3amydenuit C.DPponoB a0 mAucC-
Kycii, SIKHii BBaXkae, MO0 MOCTaTh [OToMs 3aiuima-
€TBCS CYTIEPEWINBOIO 1 OaraTo3HAYHOIO, TTO3HAYAIOTH
COOOI0 TIPOTHCTOSIHHA B 1JI€OJIOTIYHIN, IOJIITHYHIMH,
JiTepaTypHiii Ta moOyTOBil miomuHax. Sk 3a3Hayvae
1O.Annpyxosuy, ['orons MoxHa po3msiaaTucs ado K
YKpaiHCHKOTO MAaTpioTa, SKUi «HECBiJIOMO MPOHHK Yy
JHK immepii, mo0 migBaxuTH i 3cepeauHu 1 3pyi-
HyBaTH», 00 IHTEPIPETYBATH HOTO SIK IIEPEKOHAHOTO
imnepus (Frotow, 2026:11). 3anexxHo Bif TOTO, YU
JUBUMOCS MM Ha [Orons 3 mporpecHBHOI YW KOH-
CEpBaTUBHOI TOYKU 30pY, MOXKHA TIOOAYUTH y HHOMY
KOCMOTIONIiTa, SIKHH 00paB KUTTS B €BpOII, TUCTaH-
mirorounch Bix IletepOypra, abo x, HaBIMaKu, KCEHO-
(hoba-nancnaBicTa  caMOyKa-MiCTHKA, OJEPKIMOTO
npaBocnaBHoo ineero (Frolow, 2026:11).

OTxe, npobnema, ik untatd [oroist cboroi, Sk
KJIaCHKa POCIHCHKOI JIITepaTypH M SIK YKPaiHCBKOTO

MUCbMEHHHKA, 3aJIMIIAETHCS HeBHpileHo. Hacam-
kiners C.DpoioB 3MiNIy€e akIEHT Bill MOJITHIHOTO
JI0 aHTPOIOJIOTIYHOTO BHMIpY, HAroJOUIyIOUH, IO
nocratb Muxonu [oroist mepex yce xapakTepusy-
€TbCSl TIIMOOKOI0 BHYTPIIIHBOIO PO3ABOEHOCTIO, SIKY
HEMOKJIMBO 3BECTH JIO MTPOOIEMHU HAI[IOHAIBEHOTO.

BoueBuap, cydacHe CHpUHHSATTS TBOPYOCTI |1
roctati M.I'orosst He BUUEPITY€ETHCS JUCKYCISIMHU TIPO
HAI[IOHAJIFHY 1 KYJIBTYPHY 1IEHTHYHICTh, Y4COM BOHO
TpaHC(HOPMYETbCS Yy MPOCTIp AUCKYPCHBHOTO aHa-
T3y, 0 BPaxOBY€E ICTOPUYHUI JOCBI[ MOJBCHKOI Ta
YKpalHCBKOT KYJIBTYp, MEpel yCe IMIepChKe MUHYJIE.
Y Mexax Takoro MiTXOMy TOTOJIBCHKI TEKCTH IPO-
YUTYIOTBCS Kpi3h MPHU3MY NPABOBUX KaTeropii, sK
e poouts M.CBoxeHb y 1ukii ¢enberoHiB «IIpaBo
Torons» (Sworzen, 2016).

VY wmiii crarTi 30cepenuMocsi Ha LMK (einero-
HiB M.Cpoxenst «IIpaBo T'oroms» (2016), omyOuri-
KOBAaHOMY Ha TpaBHHYOMY TopTani «Ob6cepBarop
KOHCTUTYIIHHWY  www.obserwatorkonstytucyjny.pl/,
SIKMH JJO3BOJIUTH OKPECIIUTH, SIKi TOTOTIBCbKI CMUCITH
MOJIbChKA JIiTEepaTypa po3risaac sk akTyanbHi. BuOip
LIUX TBOPIB MOSICHFOETHCS TUM, IO UK (PEIILETOHIB
«IIpaBo T'oroms» mommproe KOHTEKCT iHTepHpeTarii
TBOpuoCTi loroms: Bim Oiorpadiii MOIOIOTO TMHCH-
MEHHUKa, K OyJja MpUCBIYeHA KHATA MOJOPOKHIX
eceiB. M.CBoxenst «Onuc kpainu [or» (Sworzen,
2011), mo crana sk NyTiBHUKOM 1o Ykpaini [oromns,
TaK i CBOEPITHIM apaTeKCTOM JIO TOJILCHKOTO IMepe-
Kiany «BuOpaHWX MiCIlb....», IO KOMEHTaps BCiel
TBOpuocTi M.['orons MmoBoto mpaBa y (heiineTonax.

AHaniz pociigkeHb. TeOpeTHUHOIO OCHOBOIO
CTaTTi, NPHUCBAYECHIH 1icTOpii MPOYUTAHHS TBOP-
gocti M.I'orosnst y cydacHOMy KOHTEKCTi, yBa)KaeMo
teopiro O.l.Binenpkoro mpo ponb yuTada B icTOpii
JiTeparypu, SIKUH 3a3HadaB, IO «TBIP € XyJOXHIM
YM HEXYIOXKHIM, MEPIIOPSAHUM YU JIPYTOpsIHUM
TIJBKU Y CBIIOMOCTI YHTaYiB; 1€ BOHU BiIKPHUBAIOTh
y HBOMY Kpacy, IIé BOHH CTBOPIOIOTH HOTO ,,izero®,
i71eF0, SIKY He IiJ103proe Toit, xTo numiey (I1{ut.3a: Ko3s-
ik, 2020: 157). Teopiro giTepaTtypHoi KOMYHIKaIii y
HOJILCEKOMY JIITEPAaTypO3HABCTBI po3podisas M. Io-
BIHCBHKHH, SIKMI 3a3Ha4aB, 10 CTPYKTYpa XyI0KHBOTO
TBOPY BIUIMBA€ Ha cnoci0 Horo iHtepnperauii, ¢op-
Mye crieriuiyHy KOMyHIKaTHBHY CHTYaIlil0 Ta 3aJ1a€
o0Opa3 uutaya. (Glowinski, 1977:65). P.Maiienosa
MiIKpecIioBaa, Mo MHOKHHHICTh CMHUCIIB TEKCTY
ICHY€ 3aBISIKM TOMY, 1110 MU BKJIFOYA€MO TEKCT B KOH-
TEKCTH, 1[0 HAC OTOYYIOTh, YUM OiNbILIEC OMHUCAHHX
y TEKCTi CUTyalill MM 3/aTHi pO3Mi3HABaTH SIK 3Ha-
KOBI SIBMINA, 1 YUM IIUIBHIIIO € CHCTEMA 3B’SA3KiB,
Ky MU BHOYIOBYEMO BCEPEIHMHI TBOPY, THM TJHO-
UM 1 3MICTOBHIIIUM CTa€ HMOTO IHTEpIIpeTallis
(Mayenowa,1979: 157). Otxe, MOXIUBOCTI iHTEp-
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nperamii TEKCTy 3yMOBIIOIOTBCS KOMYHIKaTHBHOIO
cutyariero. OCKUIbKH, SK 3a3HAYAIOTh JOCIIJIHUKH,
CMHCJ XYIOKHBOTO TBOPY (OpPMYETbCS HE Bcepe-
IIUHI TEKCTY, a B JTUHAMIIHIN B3a€EMOJIiT MIJK TEKCTOM
1 YUTAUYeM y TIPOCTOPi KYIBTYPH, HE MOYKHA OMUHYTH
pobdorn FO.M.JloTmMaHa mpo miaor SIK MeXaHi3M
cmucioyTBopenHs (Lotman, 1989).

OT1xe, y IbOMY KOHTEKCTi CTa€ 3HA4yLIUM 3ayBa-
skerHst P.JlyxHOro 1ipo Te, 1m0 y «BubpaHux MicIisx...»
M.T'oroms obupae TUCKYPCUBHUI THTT BUCIIOBITIOBAHHS,
SIKMH TIpeTeHye Ha Oe3nocepeqHiii BIUIMB Ha CBiflo-
MICTh YMTaua 3aJylsi peaji3allii TOIIOBHOTO 3aBIaHHS
KHUTH —OKpECIIeHHsS 00pa3y ileaqbHOrO CyCHiIbCTBA
(Luzny, 1994). ¥V nHamomy mociigKeHHI 00CTOOETHCS
Te3a mpo Te, mo M. CBOXXEHb BUKOPHUCTOBYE KHHTY
Toromst sIk «TeKCT i3 BTpa4e€HUM KOZOM», IIPOLIEC CTBO-
PEHHS HOBUX KOJIB BiZIOYBa€THCS SIK IHTEpIpeTaltii ik-
CHOCTI, TIpU YOMY aKTyaJli3y€TbCsl EPEIyCiM eTHYHUH
MOTEHIIiaJl KHUTH. 3BEPTar0uMCh JI0 TOTOTIBCHKOTO JIUC-
Kypcy, M.CBoXXeHb aKIIEHTY€E yBary Ha ifiei MOpaJibHOTO
BUTIPABJICHHS CYCHIJIbCTBA, TPAHC(HOPMYIOYM TEKCT
Toromns y Mmomens pedriekcii Hax BaaMu CyCITiIbCTBA Ta
MOXKJIMBOCTSIMU iX TIOAOJIAHHS.

[Ipobnemy BuBueHHs TBopuocTi M.Iorosns 3 nep-
cnekTrBd XXI CT. CTaBWIN Y CBOTX HAYKOBUX PO3BiJI-
Kax sIK YKpaiHchKi nocnignuku (bynaxoscbka, 2011),
Tak 1 mombChki JniTeparyposnaBui E.Kacnepcekuit
(Kasperski, 2012), A.Koctronek (Kosciotek, 2004),
M.Mapxkoscbkmii  (Markowski, 2016), K.Camcens
(Samsel, 2017), I1.BamkeBuu-JIeBaH10BChKaA
(Waszkiewicz-Lewandowska, 2012), oqHak 110 eceic-
TUKU M.CBOXKEHS y Cy4acCHOMY TIOJIbCHKOMY TOTOJIe3-
HaBcTBI 3BepTaBcs jumre K.Camcens.

Mera crarTti — Ha TpUKIaAi THKITY ¢einero-
HiB M.CBoxens «IIpaBo I'oroms» 3’sicyBaru (opmu
Ta BUAW BIUTUBY TBOpYOCTi [orosnst Ha ykpaiHCHKO-
MOJBCHKHUI 1aJI0T, BU3HAYUTH CMHUCIIOBY JOMIHAHTY
B HOTO CIpUUHATTI Ha cyyacHOMY etami. Iy 1iporo
Tpeba BusBuTH Napaneni dernetoniB M.CBoxkeHs 3
tBOpamu M.l oros, crioci® opranizarii KoMyHiKarlii
aBropa (heiyIeTOHIB 3 YMTa4deM, MpoaHai3yBaTH, SK
peatizyeThcsi KOMyHIKaTHBHA CTPATETisl TEKCTY.

Bukaax ocHoBHoro marepiaiy. [lukin ¢eiine-
toHiB M.CBOokens «lIIpaBo loroms» ckimamaeTscs
3 COpPOKa KOPOTKHX TEKCTIB, y SIKHX KOMEHTap 0
[oromnst mianopsiAKOBaHO CyyaCHOMY HNPOYMTAHHIO Ta
OCMUCJICHHIO 10r0 TBOPYOCTI # BMcaHo ii mepeaycim
y CHUIBHHUH TOJIBCHKO-YKPaiHCBKUI iCTOPUKO-TIPaBO-
BUH mpocTip — crouyarky Peui [Tocmonuroi, 3rogom
iMITepii, TOTIM CyYacHUH.

Bin pasy cmig 3a3HauMTH, [0 BU3HAYAIHHOIO
pucoto 1ukay ¢eisietoniB M. CBOXEHS € CTpYyK-
TypHa TORiOHICTh 10 «BubOpanux wmicup i3 JHCTY-
BaHHs 3 Japy3samu» M. Toross. Ilukn cknanaerscs 3

COpPOKa KOPOTKUX TEKCTIB, HA3BU SIKUX € aJIF031IMHU JI0
OKpPEMHX PO3IiTiB « BHOpaHUX MiCIb 13 TUCTYBAHHS 3
Ipy3saMu». Yci 3aroioBku MaroTh Gpopmy «llpo...» i
BHpa3HUIl MOBYAIBHUN Xapaktep, Hanpukiaaa: «IIpo
HWIKiAMBICT,  HaaMipy iHQopMalii», CTUIi30BaHi
mig kazycu («[Ipo mutHy ciyx0Oy», «[Ipo xabapuu-
utBoy»). Hazeu deiineroniB y dopmi «IIpo...» omHO-
JacHO BiJIcWJIalOTh 10 KHUTH M.lorons Ta iMiTyIOTh
moOyIOBY 32 MOJISILTIO CTATTi 3aKOHY, KOXKeH 3 (hefine-
TOHIB Ma€ HOMEP, O3HAYECHUI PUMCHKUMH IH(pamu,
110 € MOMIOHUM JI0 cTaTel a0 MyHKTIB KOACKCY.

VY uukni GerapeToHIB 3MIHIOETHCS POJIb UNTaYa: HA
BIIMIHY BiJ 3BHYAiHOTO YWTada, iIe He 3HAHOMOTO
3 ycima tBopamu M.l oroms, 3 sxuM igeHTH(hIKyBaB
cebe onosigay «Onucy kpaiau ['or», aBTop (enbeTo-
HiB MO3ULIIOHYE cede K MeTaunTad, TOOTO 0013HAHUH
yuTad, npodeciiHuii MUCHbMEHHUK 1 TpodeciiHuii
MPaBHUK, SIKMH HA CTOPIHKAX MEPIOMYHOTO BUIAHHS
MIPEICTABIISIE CBOIO MO3UITIIO ¥ POPMi aHATII THIHUX Ta
JTEepaTypHO-KPUTHYHUX CYIKEHb. MokeMo mnepen-
OadaTH, 10 NEpeA HaMU Yy3arajbHIOIYi BPaKCHHS
mpo TBopuicTs M.Toroms.

OnHak MK CKOHCTPYWOBAaHO SIK MOJEJb, CTBO-
peHy 3a aBTOPCHKOIO MHCHMEHHHIIHKOIO JIOTIKOIO, 1
X04ua aBTOp € MpodeCiHHNM TTPAaBHUKOM, BiH HE OITH-
Cy€ peajbHE IPaBO, a YKJIAJa€ XyIOKHIO CHUCTEMY
KaTeropidi, “ysSBHUH KOAEKC”, IO PErylltoe Maibke
BCE JIIOICHKE KUTTA Ta Yepe3 SKUH MOKHA TT00aunTH
CYCHIUIBCTBO. 3arojiOBKH SK TapaTeKCTH IMOKIIMKaHi
(hopmMyBaTH CIPUIHHATTS TEKCTIB Yy MPOIEC] YUTAHHSA,
TOMY aBTOP IIPOIIOHY€ YNTAYEB] UKL, 1110 HOTO MOYKHA
MOJIUUTUTH HA T1’ATh BEIHMKHUX PO3ILTIB, MPUCBIUYESHIX
OCHOBHMM MpuHImnam mopaii («IIpo xabapHunrsoy;
«[Ipo BiAMOBiAAJBHICTH 32 TBAPHH»); MPUBATHOMY 1
rocrnonapcbkomy npaBy («I1po 3amoBitiy, «IIpo kap-
TAPCHKI OOprm»); nepskaBHOMY ympaBmiaHIO («IIpo
00IT JJOKYMEHTiB»); CHCTeMaM KOHTPOJIIO 1 HaIJIsIy
(«IIpo HEOOXiqHICTE TOBOPUTH TMPABAY» ); 30BHIITHIM
crocyHkam («IIpo mocepeqHUITBO y MaTpUMOHIaJb-
HUX CIIPaBax»).

Texkctu (enpeTOHIB JHIE HACHIAYIOTH (popMy
FOPUIUIHOTO THCHhMa, TIEPETBOPIOIOYH ii Ha IHCTPY-
MEHT XyHZOKHBOTO MHUCIEHHS. OTXe, MU MaeMo
CIpaBy 3 €CEICTUYHUMU PO3ILyMaMH, 1110 IHTEPIPETY-
I0Th COILlaJIbHY Ta IHCTUTYLiHHY peanbHiCTh. ABTOD
BUKOPHCTOBYE MOBY TpaBa SIK CHOCIO opraHizarii
CIIOCTEpEKEHb HaJ CYCIIJIBCTBOM, OIOPOKpATI€lo,
MOPAJUTIO TA MOBCSIKACHHUM XHUTTSIM. 3aCTOCYBAaHHS
B eceicTurll iMiTamii IOpUINYHOTO TUCKYPCY € yaa-
BaHHSIM, HACTIpaB/i 11e METaQOPUIHUI OMHC CBIiTY, B
SIKOMY CYCIIJIbCTBO MHCIIUTBCS SIK CYKYITHICTH HOPM,
nporenyp 1 ysaBHuX npasuit. OTxke, 3aydeHHs GopMu
cTaTeil abo MyHKTIiB KOJIEKCY MOXKHA 1HTEPIIPETYBaTH
SIK TIPUMOM OYyAHEHHs, L0 3MYIIy€ 4nTada CIpHUi-
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MaTd 3BUYHY PEaJbHICTH y MPOOIEeMAaTH30BAHOMY,
HE3BUYHOMY paKypci.

lonoBHUM JIEHTMOTHBOM, 110 00’ €IHYE BCI TEK-
CTH THKIY, € «1IpaBo loroms», omHak y deinero-
Hax M.CBOXXEHSI BHpPI3HIEMO Tapayielli 3 He TUTbKH
3 «BuOpaHUMH MiCIISIMU...», a i 3 IHIIUMH TBOpaMHU
M. Torons. OTxe, MOKEMO NPHUITYCTUTH, IO MOBa
paBa CTae iHCTPYMEHTOM IIiTEpaTypHOr0 MOJIEIIO-
BaHHS PEATBHOCTI Ta ii TPOTECKHOTO CIIOTBOPEHHSI.
Xoga aBTOp (heHICTOHIB HE BKUBAE CIIOBA KTPOTECKY,
M. CBokeHb TIepenae 3MiCT OKPEMHX €Ii30/IiB i3 TBO-
piB ['orouns sik aHek1OTH, TIOAIT BiATBOPIOIOTHCS BiIITO-
BIJIHO /IO TOTOJIIBCHKOT onTuKH. [Ipu 1IboMy O0CTOBIp-
HICTh 300pa)KyBaHOTO CYPOBOKYETHCS aBTOPCHKUM
KOMEHTAapEeM 13 MO3HIIT CbOTOJICHHS.

OTxe, poO3TITHEMO Ha TIpUKIaaax, sk M.CBoKeHb
BHKOPUCTOBYE TOTONIBCHKY ONTHKY Y CBOiX TBO-
pax. DeileTOHN 32 BU3HAUEHHSIM € HEBEIIMKHMU 32
00CSIrOM TEKCTaMH, IO BUKIIOYAIOTH MOXJIMUBICTb
PO3rOPHYTOrO aHallizy MpPOOJEeMH, TOMY OIIOBib,
SIK TIPaBWJIO, TIPUCBSIYEHO OIHOMY MOTHBY 3 TBOPIB
M.JToroms. Sk 3asnaugae K.Illechrsik (Szczes$niak,
2008:60), 1eit »aHp BUPI3ZHAETHCS HE TUTBKHA CBOIM
00CSIroM, TEMOIO YU CIOKETOM, a CIIOCOOOM KOMY-
HiKalii MK aBTOpoM 1 yuTaueM. Y ¢eineToHi mu
0a4nMo, He 1110 CKa3aHo, a K CKa3aHO, 3 KO0 METOI0
13 k01 mo3uttii. OTxe, helneToH 3aBKIu nepeadadae
MIEBHY TPy 3 aJpecaToM: aBTOp HIOW BCTYyIIae B PO3-
MOBY, TPOBOKYE, ipOHi3ye, mepekonye. Hampukmnan,
¢etineron «IlIpo yromm» (Artykut XXV. O ugodach)
Oy/lyeThCSl HAaBKOJIO MOTHBY IOPO3YMIiHHS, a HOro
THTEPTEKCTyallbHUM JiKepesioM € «I1oBicTh mpo Te, K
rocBapuBcs IBan IBanouu 3 IBanom Huxudoposu-
gem» (I'oromis, 2008).

BeTyn TyT BUKIIIOUHO aBTOPCHKUI:

Chociaz wiele si¢ teraz mowi o Ukrainie i jej
przysztosci, cofng si¢ kilka wiekow wstecz. W potowie
wrzesnia minie kolejna rocznica ugody hadziackiej z
roku 1658, ktora byta politycznym projektem wielkiej
klasy: mialo oto powsta¢ Ksiestwo Ruskie jako
trzeci — obok Korony i Litwy — petnoprawny podmiot
Rzeczpospolitej z wilasnym hetmanem, wojskiem,
urzedami, trybunatem, przywilejami dla kozackiej
szlachty, prawostawiem zrownanym z wyznaniem
katolickim, z witasnymi senatorami. Nic z tego nie
wyszto. Ugoda zostata na papierze. Mato o niej
wiemy, nie wspominajqc o pytaniu, gdzie jest ow
Hadziacz (tez nie miatem pojecia, poki nie trafitem w
tamte strony) (Sworzen, 2022). —TeKCT MPUCBSIYECHO
lamanpKiit yromi K BEJTMKOMY, ajie HepeaTi30BaHOMY
MIOJIITHIHOMY TIPOEKTY, SIKUH € CHMBOJIOM ajbTep-
HaTHBHOTO MUIAXY PO3BUTKY YKpaiHCHKOi iCTOpIi.
VY HaBegeHOMY YpHBKY IparMaTuka QeineToHy mpo-
SIBIISIETHCS SIK KOHCTPYIOBAHHSI KOMYHIKaTHBHOT CHUTY-

arii, e aBrop He mpocro iHpopmye, a GopMmye crio-
ci0 OadeHHs peaJbHOCTI Yepe3 TPy 3 MOBOIO IpaBa
i ouikyBaHHsAMH uwnTada. [Iparmarmka Qparmenta
IPYHTY€TbCSI Ha NOEIHAHHI KITBKOX KOMYHIKaTHB-
HUX CTpaTeriil, cepel] IKUX OCOOJMBO BHUPA3HUMH €
MeTaHapaTHBHICTh, ipoHis Ta ouyaHeHHs. [To-niepiue,
aBTOP HE JIMIIIE TIPEICTABIISIE ICTOPUIHY iH(OPMAIIITO,
a i pedurekcye HaT MPOTICCOM ii aKkTyaJizalii B cydac-
HOMY AMCKYPCi, 110 HaJa€e TEKCTY METaHAPaTUBHOIO
xapakrepy. llo-mpyre, BUHHMKae ipOHIYHUI eQeKT
3aBJIIKH KOHTPACTY MK MacCIITa0HICTIO TIOJTITHYHOTO
npoekty ['agsinpkoi yronu Ta Horo pakTHYHOIO Hepe-
AJTI30BaHICTIO, @ TAKOX Yepe3 IMiJKPECICHO 0COOMC-
TICHHH KOMEHTap II0J0 OOMEKeHOCTI 3HaHHS. Bom-
HOYAC pealli3yeTbesl CTPATErisl OUyJHEHHS, Y MeXax
sKoi icTOpuYHI Mofii Ta HaBiTh reorpadivyni peanii
MOCTAIOTh SIK KYJIBTYPHO BiJalicHi ¥ mpoOieMaru-
30BaHi 00 €KTH Mi3HaHHS. Y pe3yabTari GOpMyeThCs
KOMYHIKaTHBHA CHUTYaIlisl, B SIKIH YUTa4Y 3a7Tyda€ThCS
JIO0 CIIUTBHOTO TIPOIIECY IHTEPIpeTalii iCTOPHIHOTO
Marepiaiy, 10 HOCHIIOE HOTO MparMaTHYHy B3a€MO-
JIIIO 3 TEKCTOM.

Tpumarn yBary ymrtaua I03BOJISIE BUKOPHCTAHHS
dbopm omoBimi, 3amo3mueHuXx 3 TBOpiB M.l oroms,
HalpuKJIaa, aHEeKIOTIB, ICTOpii, KOMEHTapiB, SKi
BUCTYIAIOTh KOMIIO3ULIIMHUM LEHTPOM (DEIbETOHY.
Icropito cBapku IBana IBanosuya 3 IBanom Hixidopo-
BrueM M.CBOKeHb BUKOPUCTOBYE SIK aHEKJIOT:

Jak wiemy, dwaj przyjaciele od serca pozarli si¢
na calego i wniesli na siebie sqzniste pozwy do sqdu
w Mirgorodzie. Cale miasto wiedziato o toczqcej sie
od dwoch lat sprawie, zas miejscowym wladzom byla
ona nie w smak, gdyz obaj panowie byli dobrze znani
i nie wiadomo bylo, jak wesprzec jednego bez szkody
dla drugiego.

ABTOp (peiisreToHy HE 30CEepemKYEThCS Ha CKap3i
SIK OKpeMoMy MoBiieHHeBomy >kaHpi (Loewe, 2013;
Wierzbicka,1983; Wyrwas, 2002) , skuif € OCHOBOIO
KoH(UIIKTY B moBicTi loromns, BoHa icHye K iMILIi-
UUTHUN TIparMaTudyHOro MEXaHi3My, IO OpraHizye
KOH(UIIKTHI cuTyarii. Ajie B MoJalbIIoMy aBTop Qeii-
JICTOHY 30CEPEIKY€eTbCS Hal MEXaHi3MaMM YIroIu
B ICTOPHYHOMY Ta JIITEpaTypHOMY BUMIpax, y SKid
TBOpuUicTh [oromns BukoHye QyHKIito Mozeni. 3icTas-
neHHs Lagsipkoi yroau 3 emizofom 3 «[loicti mpo
JIBOX IBaHIB» BUOYJOBYe TNapajeiibHy CMHUCIIOBY
CTPYKTYpY, B sIKili 0OWIBa BUITAJKU BUSBISIOTH Hee-
(eKTUBHICTH NpoLeyp NPUMUpPEHHs. BaxmuBy poib
BiZirpae TyT ipoOHis, sika 1eMacKy€e HapajoKc: PUTyal
Megiamii 3aMicTh pPeanbHOTO TPUMHPEHHS BUSBIIS-
€THCSl IPUXOBAaHUM HACWIIBCTBOM Ta pUMycoM. Bon-
HOYAC 3aCTOCOBAHA CTPATETisl OUYIHEHHS TPU3BOIUTH
110 TOTO, 1110 3BUYHI IPAKTUKHU I10CEPEIHULTBA [10CTa-
I0Th SIK TPOTECKHI W HENPUPOIHI, CIIOHYKAaO4YH 10
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iX TIOBTOPHOTO OCMUCIICHHS SIK MPOOJIEMHUX SIBUII.
Gdy staneli bezradnie pod drzwiami zamknietymi na
klucz, na sygnat horodniczego, obecni zerwali si¢ z
miejsci... To, co nastgpito dalej, Gogol nazywa czyms
normalnym w podobnych sprawach: ,, W Mirgorodzie
jest to zwykly sposob godzenia powasnionych”.
Zwykty sposob, zalezy dla kogo!, my nadal nic nie
wiemy... Gogol wigc ttumaczy nam jak dzieciom, Ze
to ,,przypomina nieco gre w pitke” (chyba si¢ nie
pomyle, jesli powiem. ze szto mu o ,,dwa ognie”). Z
Jjednej strony ustawil sie horodniczy, z drugiej —jego
pomocnicy, a posrodku — dwaj osaczeni. UZzywajgc
Jezyka procedury cywilnej mozna rzec tak: obie
strony procesu naciskane byty z obu stron, faktycznie
zas — byly popychane coraz to mocniej ku sobie, a to
szturchancem w plecy, a to sojkq pod zebro. Niektorzy
z gosci byli juz po kielichu, wobec czego ich zapat
byt odpowiednio wigkszy. Ostatecznie powstata
wokol nich szczelna obrecz (ktoz nie zna weselnych
zabaw z parq nowozencow posrodku), broni¢ sie
dalej Iwanom nie bylo jak, gdyz oblegaly ich osoby
urzedowe w towarzystwie matzonek, ktorych rqgczki
tez dopomagaty w tej zboznej sprawie. Nie ma twierdz
niezdobytych... <...> No coz! Cate to wodzenie si¢ w
kregu na podobienstwo Greka Zorby zakonczylo sie
mato pickng katastrofg...(Sworzen, 2016). — YV HaBe-
JIeHOMY (pparMeHTi TOTOJIIBChKE MPUMHUPCHHS 3aMi-
HEHO Cy9aCHUM TEPMIHOM «MeJliallis», a caM pUTyal
Meiamii mocTae sk CKJIaJHO OpraHi3oBaHa CIICHA, Y
SKi (opManbHa Mporeypa MPUMHUPECHHS MEPETBO-
PIOETHCS Ha KOJIEKTUBHO 1HCIIGHOBAaHHUM aKT MPUMYCY
1o 3ronu. Menialtisi BiIOyBa€eThCs HE K HEUTpasbHE
MTOCEePEIHUIITBO, a SIK MyONMiuHUN, Maibke TeaTpai-
30BaHUI PUTyal: YYaCHUKIB KOHQIIIKTY 30MpaIOTh Y
CIIUIBHOMY MPOCTOPi, CTBOPIOKOTH KOHTPOJILOBAHY
CUTYAIlIF0 B3a€MHOTO CIOIVISIIAHHS, IMIiCAS YOTO ITiJ
THUCKOM OTOYCHHS Ta MPEJCTABHUKIB BTN 31HCHIO-
€THCS TIPUMYC 10 (PI3UTHOTO KECTY TPUMHUPEHHSI.

MogoszHaBcTBO. AiTepaTypO3HABCTBO

...............................................................................

Tyle o dwoch ugodach z réoznych epok: z XVII
i XIX wieku. Obie zostaly na papierze — pierwsza
w archiwalnym dokumencie, druga na kartach
dzieta Gogola. Przy obu papier nie zastqpit dobrej
woli — jej miejsce jest wcigz blizej serca niz dloni
trzymajqcej pioro, dtugopis, myszke komputera...
(Sworzen, 2016). — 3BepHeHHs 10 ToBicTi ['oromns
JIOBOAUTH, SK JiTeparypa Moxe (DyHKIIOHYBaTH
SIK CITUTPHUHM 1HTepIpeTamiiHuil KOI ISl TIOJIb-
CBKOI Ta YKpalHCBKOI KyJabTYyp. SIK MHucaB Mpo MOBi-
cTi «Mupropoaa» B.3BUHALBKOBCHKHUH, icTOpis Y
lorosnst He BIATBOPIOETHCS Oe3MOCepeIHbO, a Mio-
norizyeTsed (3BUHANBKOBChKHM, 2018), Tak camo y
(dheitneroni M.CBoXeHS iCTOpHYHA OIS BaKJIUBa
CBO€I0 KOMYHIKaTHBHOIO CUTYAIli€l0, Y AKiif unTa4da
MEPEKOHYIOTh crmocobu ii kaHpoBoro odopm-
neHHs. TakuMm yMHOM, Yy (eHIeTOHI 3ampONOHO-
BaHO MOJIENb, y SIKi# icTOpis, JiTepaTypa U mpaBo
pO3TIAIAIOTECA K B3a€MOIIOB’A3aHI JUCKYPCH, a
CIPABKHE IMOPO3YMiHHS IOCTAa€ HE K Pe3yJbTar
(dbopMaIbHUX yrol, a SIK MpoLEeC CHIJIBHOTO mHepe-
OCMUCIJICHHSI MHHYJIOTO.

BucnoBknu. [lombchkuii  JTiTepaTypO3HaBEllb
E.Kacnepcrkuit 3a3HauaB: «Mukoia ['oronb 6e3cym-
HIBHO BHUIIEPEIUB CBiil Wac. 3aBASKA YUTAHHIO HOTO
TBOPIB 1 HaIlIa BJJaCHA €IT0Xa IT0CTA€ OUTBII TPO30POI0
Ta 3po3yminoro» (Kasperski, 2012:25). Orxe, pener-
Lisl TOroiiBCcbkoi TBOpUOCTi y (eiteronax M. Co-
JKEHs BUSIBIISIETHCS HA PiBHI CIOXKETiB, MOTHBIB Ta MPO-
6nemarukn. M.CBOXEeHb BUKOPHUCTOBY€E TUCKYPCUBHI
MOXKITUBOCTI «Bubpanux QparmenTiBy i, crmparo-
4yuch Ha TBOpH [Orosusi, BUHOCHTh Ha OOTOBOPEHHS
Ba)KJIMBI CyCIUIbHI NPOOIEMH, B TOMY YHCII yKpa-
THCBKO-TIONILCHKOTO KyNbTypHOTO aianory. [lomansuri
JOCIIJDKEHHSI JayTh 3MOTY 3’SICyBaTH, SIKUM YHHOM
3BepHEHHs 70 TBopyocTi M.lorons mo3Bossie mepe-
OCMHUCITUTH SK ICTOPHYHI, TaK 1 Cy9acHI KOHTEKCTH
YKpaiHCBKO-TIOJILCHKUX CTOCYHKIB.
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