Yaconuc 3a Kb MKeBHOCT

JoBaHa [I. MetpoBuh"'

30PAH rABPUNIOBUTR O KIbUKEBHOJ
KPUTULN™

Anctpakrt. Pag foHOCK nperniel OCHOBHUX TEOPUjCKMX
pasmulbarba 3opaHa MaBprnosrha 0 KiKeBHOj KpUTH-
LK, HeHOj NPUPOAM 1 MONOXKajy Y CMCTEMMMA CBEKONNKe
JbyACKe [yXOBHe AenaTtHocTu. HapounTa naxma nocsehe-
Ha je nojawmery npomuspeyHoCcmu, No MULLIberY 30-
paHa laBpunoBrha OCHOBHE KapaKTepUCTUKE Khb/KeBHe
KpUTKKe, KOja MpeBacxXofHO NPOUCTHYE U3 HeHe NCTOBpe-
MeHe MoBEe3aHOCTM ca Cy6jeKTUBHNM CBETOM YMETHOCTU 1
tbeHe TeXHe [1a YCNoCTaB/ CaMOCBOjaH 06jeKTNBHUN MeToq,
N TMe Ce KOHCTUTYULLIE Kao ayTOHOMHa obnacr. Y cknagy
C TMe, Nopepfe ce iBa OCHOBHA MPUCTYyNa 3acTyrnybeHa y
NCTOPUjN KHXKEBHE KPUTUKE, CMOJSballtbh U YHYTpallhK,
a CBe y CBPXY LUTO MOTMyHWjer pasymeBatrba NojMma mpaHc-
noHosaHe cybjekmugHocmu, Kojum laBprnosuh HacToju fa
NOMKMPU HU3 NPOTUBPEUYHOCTN KOje NCKPCaBajy Yy Npoyya-
Bakby KHbVXKEBHE KPUTMKE. Y CBETNY TUX MPOTUBPEYHOCTH,
Ha Kpajy pa3maTparba, yKasyje ce U Ha OfHOC Khb/XKeBHe
KpUTKKe Ca ABEMA CPOAHUM 06/1acTUMA, METAKPUTMKOM U
ecteTnkom. OBUM ce ckpehe naxHa Ha TeopujcKn pag jes-
HOT Of, Haj3HauajHUX Kputrnyapa 20. BeKa, Koju je yMHOro-
Me JOMNpPUHEO 036W/bHUjEM Pa3BOjy KHoXEBHOKPUTUYKE
MWCSIM HAKOH [lpyror cBeTCKor para.

KmbyuHe peum: KhKeBHa KpUTMKA, TPaHCMOHOBaHa
Cy0jeKTMBHOCT, METAKPUTUKA, ecTeTuKa, 3opaH laBpurno-
Buh.

" jovanapetrovic278@gmail.com

12 OBaj pap je ponyreHa Bep3mja CEMUHAPCKOT paja MyCaHor nog
MeHTOPCTBOM AoL. Ap JeneHe JoBaHoBwWh y okBUpPY NpeameTa Cprcka
Kro/>KeBHOCT 20. BeKa — KpUTKKa U Apama, Ha [lenapTmaHy 3a cprcky
1 KOMMNapaTUBHY KrbeBHOCT Dunosodckor dakynTeTa y Huwy.
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YBop

MNepuopg HenocpegHO HakoH [pyror cBeTcKkor parta
Y KHVPKEBHOj KPUTULM OBENEXeH je nmonemukama ay-
6OKO YKOPEHEHNM Y MONUTUYKE U MAEONOLLKe chepe.
Bogne ce ,60p6e” NpOTMB COBjeTCKOr AOrMaTU3Ma, a Mo-
TOoM 1 gomaher. lomnHmpajy, fakne, pacnpase Koje cy
npesacxogHo ,politicke, ideoloske ili, najtacnije receno,
knjizevno-politicke” (LUKIC 1985: 347), Te y tbMMa Huje
0CTajajIo MHOIO MeCTa 3a U3HOLLEHE COMCTBEHMX ecTe-
TUYKKX NOrNeAa, a KaMOU 3a NosieMuUcare o buma.

MapanenHo ca Tme NocTojana je NoOAe/beHOCT U Kaja je y
nuTakby MO camo cxBaTarbe KhbikeBHoCTU. OBaj,Cyko6”
n3mehy NobopHVKa MOAEPHOT Ha jeAHOj CTPaHW, 1 Tpaau-
LIMOHANHOT 1 peanncTUYKor Ha Apyroj, 06enexmo je Kibu-
MEeBHY CLEeHY MOYETKOM MefeceTx roavHa aBafecetor
BeKka (JEPETUTR 2011: 1183)."2

Cama KrbI/XeBHOKpPUTUYKA [eflaTHOCT ce YMHOrome
CBOAMNA Ha NpeliTamnaBake focTurHyha npegpaTHmX
KpUTHYapa, y3 peTke TeKCTOBE Koju Cy bunm caBpemeHn
(LUKIC 1985: 354). Tpe6ano je aa npobe rotoso AeLe-
HMja HAKOH paTa KaKo OU KHUXKEBHU KPUTUYAPU KPEHY-
NV fa UCTynajy ca HoBuM aenuma.'* 3opaH laspunosuh
jepaH je of MpBUX KOju Cy ce uUCTaknu y dopmupamny
CcaMOCTalHuje KrbUKEBHOKPUTMYKE MUCAK, MPU Yemy Y
chepy HEroBNX MHTEPECOBaHA He ynase CaMo KHbKeB-
HOYMETHMYKN TeKCToBY, Beh cnapa y peTke Koju cy ce 'y
TOM nepuogy no3abaBuny NPobIeMoM came KPUTKKE 1
Kputnyapa. Npegpar MNManasectpa (2008: 514) o3HauaBa
TeKkcT ,O KpuTnuwn', nHaye yBoaHu aeo laspunosuhese

13 3opaH laBpunosrh cnaga y Kputuyape Koju cy 6unu npuctanvue
TpaguumMoHanHor 1 peanuctuukor (QEPETTH 2011: 1184).

4 londa, 1956. i 1957. dolazimalaplimakriti¢arskihknjiga: Isido-
reSekuli¢, DusanaMati¢a, MarkaRistica, DimitraMitreva, Gustava-
Krkleca, BorislavaMihajlovi¢aMihiza, BorisaZiherla, PetraDzadzi-
¢a, Ervina Sinka, VladanaDesnice, MidhataBegi¢a, JovanaHristica,
JovanaBoskovskog”(LUKIC 1985: 354).
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Krbure Kpumuka u Kpumuyapu, Kao NpBu 036USbHUjU 1
aMmbuumno3HUju ornepn o Npupoaun N GYHKLMjU KpUTUKe
Y CPMCKOj KKEBHOCTW HaKoH [pyror cBeTCKor parta, a
LefIOKYMHa HberoBa Teopnjcka pasmuLsbatba Kao Hajyc-
nenmjyu CermeHT YnTaBor onyca.

YnpaBo Taj cMep KpuTMYapcKke AenaTHOCTM 3opaHa
laBpunosuha un jecte npeamet oBor pafa. Hactojahemo
na, majyhn y Bugy tekctoey Kojuma ce 6aBro camom
NPUPOOOM KHbVXKEBHE KPUTUKE M HEHVM MOJSIOXKajeM y
CBEKOJINKOj NHTENIEKTYasHOj N [yXOBHOj cdhepu JbyACKMX
pocturHyha, ykaxkemo Ha laBpunosuheBe nornege y sesu
Ca OBOM Kpajre fennkatHom obnawhy, kao 1 aa npefo-
yrmo moryha pellera Ha Koja je yKa3nBao, NpeBacxofHO
Ha nojam MpaHcnoHOB8AHe CybjekmuBHOCMU, KOju je OH
03HauYMO Kao TEPMUH KOjui O1 Ha HajapeKBaTHUjU HAUUH
00yXxBaTMO NPUPOLY KHbMPKEBHE KPUTUKE.

1. MMpoTBpPEYHOCT KAO OCHOBHO
obenexje KpuTuKe

Kako 61 ce nojam mpaHcnoHogaHe cybjekmusHocmu
MOrao pa3yMeTu, HEOMXOAHO je Aa ce Hajnpe yKake Ha
faBpunoBmMheBo CxBaTarbe Came MPUpofe KhIKeBHe
KpWTMKe, OAHOCHO Ha HW3 MPOTUBPEYHOCTU KOoje WC-
KpcaBajy npu CBakoM MOKYLLajy Aia ce OHa Mano 6nvxe
ofpean 1 fa ce CMecTU y CUCTEM JbYACKUX AYXOBHUX fe-
NaTHOCTW.

Ta NpPOTMBPEUYHOCT NPONCTMYE U3 UCTOPUjCKE TEXHe KpU-
TMKe ga opopmMu cucTeM OBJEKTUBHUX KpUTEpUjyma Ha
OCHOBY KOjuX 61 MOrna fia NpUCTyna KibUKEBHOM Aieny C
jenHe, N KOHCTaHTHMM CyoYaBakeM Ca CaMUM npegmeToM
FEHOI UCMUTMBaba KOoju ce onvpe 06jeKTVBHOM MocMa-

1> TnaBHW 1M3BOpY aBpUNOBNNREBMX CTAaBOBA O KHUMXKEBHOj KPUTULIM
6vnu cy TekcT,MpoTrBpeYHa Nprpoga CMUCIa 1 NoNoXKaja KpUTrke”
13 MoHorpaduje HeuzsecHocmu: oenedu u kpumuke (1985: 16-45), kao
1 nornaebe Krumre O Kpumuyu - , TpaHCMOHOBaHa Cy6jeKTUBHOCT:
n3pas u CrHTe3a ABOjCTBa Kputmnke” (1975: 103-150).
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Tpawy ¢ Aapyre cTpaHe. Kao TakBa, oHa he ce cBakako u3-
LBOjUTV Of OCTaNMX WHTENEKTYalHUX AeNaTHOCTU Koje
1UMajy MmoryRHOCT NoTBpAe Wiv ornoBpraBarba BPeAHOCTM
CBOjMX Cy[oBa, 3axBa/byjyhy caMom MpeameTy HUXOBUX
nHTepecoBama. Kako n cam laBpunosuh uctnye, ocobe-
HOCT OBOr nosoxaja ,se sastoji u neprestanom kolebanju
kritike izmedu nauke i doZivljaja, izmedu racionalnosti i
iracionalnosti, moguénosti donosenja sudova, i analize i
dozivljavanja lepote” (GAVRILOVIC 1985: 16).

OBa [BOCTPYKOCT KHIWKEBHE KPUTMKE pe3yntupa-
na je ABama JOMUHAHTHUM KPUTUYKUM TeXHaMa Y UC-
TOPWjK, KOj! Ce YOomnwTeHO MOry OKapaKTepucatu Kao
CNOLAWRU, OQHOCHO YHYMpPAwbu MPUCTYN KHbMKEB-
Hom peny. OgHoc oBa ABa npucTtyna faBpunosuh o6ja-
WHaBa OHOCOM [1Bejy KaTeropuja — ceema nocmojehez
(peanHor) n ceema cmeopeHoz (CBeTa yMETHOCTM).

Tako3BaHa crnosballkba KPUTKKA NOMasn of YNHEeHU-
Le Aa je KrWKEBHO eno HacTano y ogpeheHom mcTo-
PWjCKOM KOHTEKCTY, Te Kao TakBO Ca HbUMe CTyna y of-
peheHn oHOC (Ha NCTK HauMH Ha KOju je CBET CTBOpe-
HOT, Tj. YMETHOCT, fleo cBeTa nocTojeher). Y Tom cnyuyajy,
3afaTaK KpUTUKe jecTe Ja MUCMMTa CNOXEHOCT TUX Of-
Hoca. Pe3ynTtati Koju 61 ce nputom Jobunu, mehytum,
HUCY AOBOJbHU Kako 6u ce morno pehu Aa je uenvHa
KHUXKEBHOT Aiena tbma obyxBaheHa:

»,Osnovna granica spoljasnjeg metoda [...] jeste u njenom
zastajanju pred problemom estetske vrednosti, odnosno
pred problemom smisla i znacenja knjizevnog dela kao
autonomnog umetnickog oblika. Spoljasnji pristup, u
stvari, ukljucuje estetsku vrednost u istorijske okolnosti,
drugim rec¢ima, on tu vrednost objektivise, posmatra je
kao fenomen koji je uslovljen drustvenim fenomenima
i podleze kritickom ispitivanju koje se ne bavi samo
umetnos¢u”

(GAVRILOVIC 1985: 30).

Y nuTatby je, fakne, Kpajbe YCKO CXBaTakbe eCTETCKUX
BPEAHOCTU, Te ce MoXe pehn Ja OHa CTpaHa Kb UKeBHOT
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pena HeobyxBaheHa NCTOPUjCKUM, 06jeKTUBHUM, N3Mme-
pviBUM, 61Ba OCTaB/beHA MO CTPaHW. To He 3Haun aa je
CNosballkby NPUCTYN KibMXKEBHOM ANy NOorpeLlaH, anu
je HenonycT/bMBO ApXarbe CrnosballtbhX Kputepujyma
CyBULLE jeAHOCTPaHO, WTO Cama KHUMXEBHOCT He [03-
BOJbaBa:

,[...] ona je ve¢no okrenuta jednim svojim licem ka istoriji,
ona sadrzi jedan vecni sloj koji rezonuje na istorijska
zbivanja i kretanja, a spoljasnja kritika, ispitujuci taj sloj,
vrsi izuzetno vaznu funkciju, s tim sto ta funkcija ima svoju
unutrasnju granicu”

(GAVRILOVIC 1985: 40).

[ojam yHYTpLHE KpUTUKE MOBE3aH je ca CBETOM
CTBOPEHOTr 1 MONasn Of NPeTNnoCTaBKe Aa Ce KHbKeB-
HO [ieno, Kao ayTOHOMHA LiefIMHa, pPasfiMKyje Kako of
CBUMIX OCTaNnX AenaTHOCTU JbyACKOr fyXa, Tako 1 Of OC-
Tanux fgena. Ta 3aTBOPEHOCT KhUKEBHOT fAena, oferbe-
HOCT Of] CBera Crosballihber, Na 1 came NcTopuje, Hasasm
Ce y OCHOBM CXBaTahba KpuTnyapa Koju cy nobopHUun
YHyTpalmer npucTyna, Te je 3ajatak oBako cxsaheHe
KpuTuke pa,nezavisno od odnosa koje knjizevnost gradi
sa epohom, odredi njen smisao, znalenje, njene naboje,
njenu organizaciju i tako dalje” (GAVRILOVIC 1985: 41).'6

CamyMm 6GaB/bereM KHUKEBHUM [ENOM Kao ayTo-
HOMHOM TBOPEBUHOM, YHYTpaLlHbK MNPUCTYN CBAKaKoO je
6N1KN OHOME LUTO KhbMXKeBHa KpUTUKa jecTe, npempa ce
y CBOj/IM HaCTOjarbMMa HMje NoKa3ao Kao notnyH. Hemo-
ryRHOCT v jegHor u gpyror npuctyna Aga go Kpaja oTBO-
pe KhMKeBHO AeN0o Hanasu ce ynpaso y NPOTUBPEYHO]
npupoan KruxesHe Kputuke. C jefiHe cTpaHe OHa 3a
CBOj NpeaMeT MMa YMETHOCT, Koja y cebn HOCU HeyMuT-
Hy Cy6jeKTMBHOCT, KaKo y CTBapahby Tako 1y peLenuuju,
[OK C Apyre CTpaHe HenpecTaHO HacToju Aa CBOje OJHO-

' Basjba MMaTM Ha yMy Aa Cce Moj YHyTpalbUM NprCTynom
KHVKEBHOM [leny NoapasymeBajy Kako UCMUTUBarba caMor CMUCa
KHVXKEBHOCTY, Tako U aHanm3e O6jeKTUBHMX acnekaTta KrbUKeBHOr
Aena (Hnp.jeanykn cnoj).
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ce npema aeny npeacTaBu KpPo3 objeKTBHe KpuTepujy-
Me, yecto ce cnyxehu n TepMmrHONOrMjoM 13 obnacTm
Koje Cy came no cebu HeKHbKeBHeE.

JTu se otkriva jos jedan paradoks: dok je svet stvorenog,
odnosno svet umetnosti svet oblika, svet posebnih
organizacija i posebnih struktura, dotle je kritika delatnost
koja operise terminima i kategorijama koje pripadaju
svetu postojeceg; znaci da ona postoji u meduprostoru,
kao neka vrsta veze izmedu istorijskog, postojeceg,
realnog, racionalnog sveta i sveta stvorenog, odnosno
sveta umetni¢kog”

(GAVRILOVIC 1985: 25).

Be3 pa3ymeBarba OBE MPOTUBPEUYHOCTUN HE MOXe Ce
rOBOPUTU O pa3ymeBatby TOra LUTa je KkbUKeBHa Kpu-
TKa Ha MPBOM MECTY, a NOTOM M O HeHOM BnvxKem fe-
duHMCcary nnn ogpehnsarby MecTa y OfHOCY Ha ocTane
AyXOBHe genaTtHocTu. LLta 61 ce oHpa MOrno HasBatu
aymeHmu4YHOM KrbXKEBHOM KPUTUKOM 1 rie 6u ce y Tom
CNyyajy MO CBPCTaTK OCTaNIi MPUCTYNN KibXKEBHOM
AENy KOju HUCY YCKO Ca HOM Be3aHM (T3B.CMosballbi)?

2. Mojam mpaHcnoHosaHe cybjekmusHocmu
N ayTOHOMHOCT KpUTUKe

[la 6u ce yonwTe MOrI0 roBOPUTA O NMOjMy TPaHCMO-
HOBaHe CybjeKTMBHOCTW, MOPaAMO Ce OCBPHYTW Ha joLu
jeaHy, HeWTO KOHKPEeTHWjy NPOTUBPEUHOCT KHbMXKEeBHe
KpuTuKe o Kojoj 3opaH MaBpunosuh nuwe.

Haume, Kako je Beh MCTakHYTO, NpeamMeT KpuUTUKe
(cama yMeTHOCT) yCnoB/baBa HeHY Npupoay C jeaHe
CTpaHe, a HeHa BeunTa Texra ga opopmMu CONCTBEHU
CMCTEM BPeAHOCTU 1 COMNCTBEHW METOS, C Apyre CTpaHe.
Y nuTamy je, fakne, onosuunja nmehy weHe cagpxu-
HOM YCJIOBJ/bEHE 3d8UCHOCMU U CTPEMIbEeHA Ka flOKa3n-
Bakby COMCTBEHEe dymOHOMHOCMU Y O[HOCY Ha CpofHe
WHTENEKTYyanHe obnactu.

103




Yaconuc 3a Kb MKeBHOCT

Y cBOM HacTojarby fja MOHYAMN TEPMUH KOjuM O1 ce eBeH-
TyanHoO NMOMMPUO HU3 NPOTUBPEYHOCTN KOje ce He MOry
n36ehu Kaga je peu o KpUTULM (He caMo KhbKeBHO), Beh
yonwTe v yMeTHWYKOj), 3opaH laBpunosuh je noHyguo
TEPMUH MPAHCNOHOBAHe cybjekmusHoCMU. TepMnH Mpo-
NCTNYE U3 HEeMOBUTHE YMHbeHULIE [ia, KONUKO rof ce Kpu-
TVKa TpyAmna fa ycnoctasu ogpeheHn cuctem BpeaHoOCTH,
ogpeheHn meTof Koju 61 je pa3nMKoBao of OCTanux ae-
NaTHOCTW, YKOJIUKO Xenn fja OCTaHe BepHa cebu, He cMe Aa
13ryoum n3 Bnaa HeOMXOAHOCT [OXKMB/baBakba YMETHUUKNX
[iena Koja Cy Y LLeHTPpY HeHOr MHTepecoBama:

J[Jkritika je dozivljaj, ali dozivljaj sasvim posebne vrste; ona
ne moZze da ostane u ravni obi¢nog prevodenja utisaka, ve¢ to
prevodenje mora da ima intelektualne, odnosno racionalne
elemente u sebi, $to je razlikuje od svih ostalih delatnosti”
(GAVRILOVIC 1975:119).

TpaHcrnoHoBaHa CybjeKTUBHOCT, CTora, MpeacTaBsba, postupak,
onajneizbezanhodkritickog sudenjakojiide od prvogtalasavog
dodira, od prvog emocionalnog kontakta sa umetnickim
delom, do svodenja i objektivisanja tog emocionalnog dodira
na intelektualnu apstrakciju ili kriticki sud, analizu, odnosno na
razlaganje tih prvih dodira” (1975: 122).

Kako laBpunosuh nctnue, ynpaBo To MHCUCTUPaHE
Ha ofprKaky emouMOoHanHe, npaunoHanHe KOMMOHEH-
Te, U nope[ CBe TeXHe a Ce OHa KPo3 13pas paunoHa-
nu3yje, oaBaja KibXKeBHY KPUTUKY Of, OCTasIMX HayUYHUX
06nacTn Kop KOjux ce CBaKy ynanB eMOLMOHANTHOT CMa-
Tpa onacHowhy 3a camo oapatbe Te 06nacTu.

TepMUH mpaHcnoHo8aHa cybjekmusHocm 6uo 6u
HajafleKBaTHMje peLletbe 1a ce UCTaKHe OQHOC KOoju Kpu-
TUKa 3ay3MMa npema cBeTy ymeTHocTu, 6ynyhin nctoepe-
MEHO Be3aHa 3a tera 1 HacTtojehu ga ce of Hera oBoju.

To opBajarbe OWUTHO je Kapa »kenvMo fa objaCHUMO Mo-
ryRHOCT MoumMarba KhbMKEBHE KPUTMKE Kao camocTaliHe
obnactu. Havme, oHO yKasyje npe cBera, Ha ,racionalnost
kriticarskog postupka, znaci na trenutak kad kritika pocinje
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da posmatra delo kao objekt svoje analize zasnovane na
metodu, objektivnim sudovimai kriterijumima”(GAVRILOVIC
1975:126).

MocTojarbe Memoda je Nno muwsbeny 3opaHa laBpu-
nosrha OCHOBHW MPeayc/iOB 3a pa3ymeBarbe KPUTMKE
Kao ayTOHOMHe o6nacTu. Yak 1 Kaja je pey o nmnpecu-
OHUCTWYKOj KPUTULM M HEHUM NMOBOPHMLMA KOju CY
oapuuany moryRHOCT 1o KakBor cmctema BpefHoOCTH
Ca KOjum NpuUCTynajy geny, o MeTogy ce Moxke roBopu-
T, Makap 1 HecBecHoMm. Oppuuarbe nocTojaka 6uno
KaKBOI KpuTepujyma nofjefHako je ornacHo Kao u bes-
YCIOBHO npupp»aBaTu ce UCTOr — NPBK CaM NojaM Kpu-
TKe npolwupyje o 6ecmucna, a Apyrv je npeTeapa y
pormatmsaM. KakaB Taj metog Tpeba aa byae?

MeTop KrbUXeBHe KpUTUKE jeNHO je CMUCIIEH YKO-
JIVKO je Be3aH 3a OAJINKe CaMUnX KhbXKeBHUX fena:

,Drugim re¢ima, metod kojim se obeleZava jedna kritika mora
biti odreden relacijom delo - kritika, pa tek onda eventualnim
relacijama koje se pletu oko samoga dela, vezuju za istoriju, za
moral, za sisteme ideja, za stanje duha itd.”’

(GAVRILOVIC 1975: 137).

CaMO KpuTUKa Koja y CBOjoOj AenaTHOCTN BPEAHOCTU
NMpOHanasn y CaMmOM KHVIKEBHOM [Ny MOXKe Ce Ha3BaTu
KHbUPKEBHOM KPUTUKOM Y MPABOM CMUCITY Te peuut, OfHOCHO
61TV 00yxBaheHa NojMOM TPAHCMOHOBAHE CYOjEKTVIBHOCTU.

CNOMEHNMO Ty 1 OHE rpaHe KibXKEBHE KPUTUKE Koje
WHCUCTUPAjy Ha 06jeKTUBHUM KpUTepujymmrma npunu-
KOM aHanu3e KhVPKEBHUX Aena, MonyT JIMHIBUCTUYKE
WY CTPYKTYPANNCTUYKE, MPUTOM NOTUCKYjyhin OHaj npa-
LMOHaNHKW, eMOLMOHAsHM acnekT. 3opaH laBpunosuh He
opbaLyje TakBe NpUCTyne, Npu3Hajyhv brUXoB 3Havaj 3a
NoTNyHMje yno3HaBahe jeJHOT KhbXKeBHOT Aena, mehy-
TUM, Kafa je pey O kb1Ma, Mopa Ce MMaTU Ha MY HIXO0Ba
OrpPaHNYEHOCT, HEMOTMYHOCT:

J[..Jkritika — i kad je zasnovana na objektivnom pristupu
- mora da vodi racuna i o emocionalnim nabojima i
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znacenjima koji zrace iz knjizevnog dela. Ne ucini li to, svede
li svoje ispitivanje samo na moguce objektivne sastojke ili
strukture, elemente dela, ona ce Citave slojeve ravnopravne
vaznosti, ¢itave spletove znacenja neminovno zapostaviti”
(GAVRILOVIC 1975: 141).

Y kojoj je mepu, mehyTnm, 3opaH faspunosuh ycne-
BaO Ja NMPUMeHU CBOje CTaBOBE Y COMCTBEHOj KpUTMYap-
cKoj npakcn? Kako bpaHko Monosuh y ceom npurkasy la-
BpunoBuheBe Kwure eceja 3anucu 0 CpnckUM hecHUYuU-
Ma nuctuye, 36or cBeonLuTe NOBE3aHOCTUN Halle noesuje
(N KHbMXKEBHOCTM YOMLWTE) Ca NCTOPUjCKAM OKOMHOCTU-
Ma, KOja je nocnegunua ctaiHuX Npeknga KOHTUHyUTeTa y
HalleM KyNnTypHOM pa3Bojy, 3opaH laspunosuh je yecto
610 NpMMOpPaH fa NocerHe 3a NCTOPWjCKO-KYNTYPONOLL-
KM (Cnosballrbum) Npuctynom. Y Tome, Unak, He Tpeba
BUAETM HEeroBo U3HeBepaBare nieje 0 TPaHCNOHOBA-
HOj cybjeKTMBHOCTU, jep ,cpeanwTe laBpunosuhesor
KPUTUYKOT MHTepeCcoBamba jecTe, Unak, noesuja; TauHuje,
ofjofieBakbe eCTETCKUX BPEfHOCTU Mnoesuje MPUTUCKY
nctopujckmx okonHoctn”(MOMOBUT 1987: 96-97).

3.0aHocC KPUTUKEe, METAKPUTUNKE N eCTeETUKE

Mpema muwrbeny 3opaHa faspunosuha, pokycupaHa
Ha BPEAHOCT KHbUKEBHMX [1eNa, hUXOB CMICA0 1 3HaYaj,
KHWPKEBHA KPUTUKA CBAKaKO 3anasu y 0bnacT ecTeTuKe,
AVICUMIMIIVIHE KOja ce 6aBu npobsiemoM fenor, a camum
TVM 1 NPO6IEMOM BPeAHOCT YMETHOCTU. TexHa Ka pa-
LMOHaNM3aLmju CBOjuX CyfoBa, Ma CaMUm TUM U AOANPW-
BHE Ca CMOJbHMM, HEeCTETCKM O6/1acTMMa OHO je WWTo
KPUTUKY of, ecTeTKe ofaBaja. Hactojehin ga oBaj ogHoc
npepcTasu cnvkosuTo, laBpunosuh paje cnepgehy cxemy:

J[...] kritika bi predstavljala onaj krug — ukoliko se ¢itava
estetska oblast zamisli kao niz koncentri¢nih krugova - koji
se na spoljnoj, na perifernoj oblasti estetskog, dodiruje sa
drugim teorijskim disciplinama i drugim mogucnostima
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pristupa s jedne, a s druge, vrednosno ispituju¢i umetnicka
dela vezuje za metakritiku, a preko nje i za estetiku. Tako
bismo dobili oblast koja se sastoji iz tri kruga: periferni
krug predstavlja kritika, unutrasnji krug je metakritika, i
najzad u centru stoji sama estetika”

(GAVRILOVIC 1975: 146-147).

OBako HeyoburyajeHO NpeAcTaB/bakbe OAHOCA Heon-
XO[HO je Kako 61 ce yKa3ano Ha rpaHUYHM NOoXaj Koju
KHbVXXEBHA KPUTUKA MMa MCTOBPeMeHO nNpunagajyhu
obnacTun ecTeTcKor n of kera ce yaaraajyhu.

Hu Kaga ce roBopu 0 OAHOCY KPUTUKE N METaKpUTU-
Ke, Tj. KpUTUKe came KpUTUKe, He Moxe ce nobehu of
npotmepeyHocTn. Vimajyhin 3a cBoj NpegmeT HewwTo WTo
HenpectaHo M3MMYye OOJEKTUBHOM Mepemy, KpUTMKa
He MOXe [a MOHyAW TakBe cucTeMe BpeaHOCT U Bpea-
HOCHe CyloBe Yuja afekBaTHOCT MoXxe 6utn notephrBsa-
Ha 1nv onospraBaHa. He nocrtoju, Aakne, Ha4yMH Ja ce ca
curypHowhy NpoBepn Ta4YHOCT HEeHKX CY0Ba, Te Ce Ha-
mehe npobnem ycnocTaBsbarba NOCTOjaHe METaKPUTHKE:

JParadoks kritike i jeste u tome $to je po svojoj prirodi pozvana da
sudi, a sama se opire ispitivanju koje sudi o njoj samoj; jer svaka
metakritika, ma kako umna i sloZzena bila, uvek ¢e morati da se
suodi sa elasticnos¢u kritike, odnosno njenom protivre¢noscu
koja i otezava preciznost u definisanju njezina polozaja”
(GAVRILOVIC 1975: 149).

3aK/pyuyak

Ha Kpajy oBor cBojeBpcHOr npernega TeOPUjCKUX
cTaBoBa 3opaHa [aBpunoBuha, MOXeEMO 3aK/byuUTy
[la Ce Y HbMXOBOj OCHOBY Hanasu NPOTUBPEYHOCT KhbM-
XKeBHe KpUTMKe Kao teHa HeoTyhuBa 0cobuHa, a pasy-
MeBare OBe MNPOTUBPEYHOCTM MMaBHM je NpegycioB 3a
MOTyRHOCT pa3ymeBatba KiUKEBHE KPUTKIKE YomLiTe.,

OBa NpoTMBPEYHOCT orfieda ce y ABOjakoM OJHOCY
KHIPKEBHE KPUTUKE Npema npegmeTty CBOr MHTepeco-
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Bakba (KHIXeBHO eN10) — Y Be3aHOCTU 3a HheroBy cybjek-
TUBHY MPUPOAY M HauMH Ha KOju Cce OHO JOXWB/baBa, U
TEXHN KPUTUKE Ja Taj AOXKMBIbAj paLMOHanusyje Kpos
06jeKTUBHN CUCTEM BPEfHOCTU, KPO3 COMCTBEHU Me-
TOA Kojum 61 JoKasana CBOjy CaMOCTaNIHOCT Y OfHOCY
Ha 6nucke obnactu sbyfacke OyxoBHe fenaTHocTw. Taj
npovec npeTBapama MpaLuoHaNHOr JOXMNB/baja YMeT-
HUYKOT fiena, 6e3 Kora ce KrbMXKeBHa KPUTUKA He MOXe
CMaTpaTU ayTeHTUYHOM, U dopmMUpatba PaLUoOHaNTHKX
CyZ#oBa Ha ocHoBy oppeheHor metoga, 6e3 Kor He Mo-
eMO roBOPUTU O KbPKEBHOj KPUTULM KaO ay TOHOMHO]
obnactu, 3opaH MaBprnosmh o3HauyaBa NoOjMOM MpaHc-
noHogawe cybjekmusHocmu, Koju bu Tpebano ga cnuko-
BUTO Ofpasn camy MPOTMBPEUHY NPUPOAY ayTEHTUYHE
KHUXKEBHE KPUTUKE.

MpoTrBpeyYHOCTU Ce youaBajy 1y HacTojarbrMa fAa ce
KHbVXKeBHa KpUTMKa noBexe ca chepom ecTeTCKor, Kojoj,
NPVPOAHO, MO CaMOj CBOjOj CAAPXMHM NPUNaaa, anu cey
NCTO BpeMe, yciell [oArpa ca HeecTeTCKMM obnactnma,
of e ofBaja. OHe MCKpCaBajy 1 Npu pa3maTpamy Bese
Ca MeTaKpUTUKOM, Koja 360r came Npupoae KrbKeBHe
KPUTUKE HE MOXe Y MOTMYHOCTN 61T peann3oBaHa.

Y CBOjUM NCLIPNHNM U3NaratbliMa O KHUPKEBHOj KpUTK-
LM 1 HeHoj NpurpoaK, 3opaH laBpunosuh ykasao je Ha MHO-
re tbeHe ognvke Tpyaehu ce aa je carnega y uenoctu. Tume
je, 3ajegHoO ca CBOjJUM KHbVXKEBHUM KPUTMKaMa, YYMHMO
3HavajaH Kopak Ka CKpeTakby NaxHe Ha YNCTO KrbUKeBHa
nuTaka y TEOPUjCKOj MUCIIN O KHUPKEBHOCTI Y Mepuogy y
KOMe je rbeHa HeKIXKeBHa CTpaHa npetuia ga noTryHo
06ecMUCIN YNTaBY KHUMKEBHOKPUTNYKY AeNaTHOCT.
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Jovana D. Petrovi¢
ZORAN GAVRILOVIC ON LITERARY CRITICISM

Abstract. The paper represents an overview of Zoran
Gavrilovi¢’s most important conclusions on the subject
of literary criticism, its nature and position in the system
of human knowledge. A significant part of the paper
is dedicated to explaining the contradictory nature of
literary criticism, which Gavrilovi¢ identifies as its most
important characteristic. Contradictions arise from its
connection with art, subjective in its nature, and its efforts
to establish an independent and objective methodology
and thus constitute itself as an autonomous field. This
led to two dominant approaches in the history of literary
criticism, which Gavrilovi¢ broadly defines as external and
internal approach. Comparison of these two approaches,
their advantages and disadvantages, along with other
contradictions, such as discrepancy between the nature
of reader’s (and critic’s) response to the literary work and
attempts to express those impressions through often
inadequate terminology, helps to understand the key
term that Gavrilovi¢ introduces — transposed subjectivity.
With this term Gavrilovi¢ seeks to reconcile all of the
contradictions that are encountered in the study of literary
criticism. The author’s view of the relationship between
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literary criticism and two related fields, metacriticism
and aesthetics, is also discussed. This helps to form a
more complete understanding of the work of one of the
most important Serbian critics of the 20th century, who
significantly contributed to the development of literary
criticism after the Second World War.

Keywords: literary criticism, transposed subjectivity,
metacriticism, aesthetics, Zoran Gavrilovié.
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