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CJIOBO ITPO THIUBIIYAJIbHUI MI® IBAHA ®PAHKA,
AHJIKES XITIOKA 1 BPYHO IIVJIBIIA (peuen3is Ha MOHOTpadiro:
Hypxanesud, B.B. (2015). V nowykax napamuenoi ioenmuurnocmi :
iHousioyanvuuti migh y meopax leana @pamnka, Anoxces Xytoxa i bpyHo
Hynvya. Jporobud : Komo)

T'anuna CABAT

Ookmop inonoziunux Hayk, npogecop xagedpu pomancovkoi pinonozii
ma Komnapamusicmuxu, /[po2obuybkuil 0epircasHuii neoa2o2iyHuil
yHigepcumem imeHi leana @panka (Yrpaina, /[pocodbuy)

Y peyensii naconoweno, ujo ceim @pankoeozo ciosa — neguuepnie 0xicepeio Ons
po3Maimux inmepnpemayitiHux HaOIUNCEHb | WO 8ANCTUBY POTb Y NPOYeCi aKmyai-
3ayii inmepnpemayiiinozo nomenyiany @pankogoi cnadwunu sidiepac ii bazamoac-
nexkmmua konmexcmyanizayis. Ilokaszano, wo B. [{ypxanesuy edanocs suatimu 61achui
inmepnpemayitinuil nioxio oo meopie leana @panxa, bpyno Llyneya it Anosrces Xyo-
Ka: 6uby0y8aHo OpuiHATbHUL IHMEPOUCYUNTIHAPHULL OUCKYDC, Y AKOMY 201108HY PO/b
8i08€0€HO MAKUM NOHAMMAM, AK HAPAMUEHA [0eHmuyHicmb, THOUGIOyanbHUL Migh
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i Kynbmypha nam’smbv, Wo 0ONOMA2aoms GUAGUMYU 1 NPOAHANI3YEamu CRilbHi OJis
meopyocmi ycix mpbox aemopie mexanizmu cencomsopenns. Cmeepodiceno, wo 0o
npobnemu cumeoniunoi 6ioepaii, ik i 00 KOHYenyil iHOUBLdYanrbHo20 Mihy, 36epma-
aucs I Tpabosuu, O. 3abyocko, T. Metizepcoka, A. Honiwyk, JI. [Jemuorok, T. JKos-
HOBCbKA; ONPAYLOBAHO MAKONC NOHSMMS CUMBONIUHOL Uy KyIbmypHoi Giocpagii’ y
npoexyii na meopuutl 0opobok leana Ppanxa; docnidxiceno meopu bpyno Llyneya i
Anoaxces Xyioka, 30kpema il y KOMRAPAMUSHOMY ACNEKMI.

V peyensii 3anpezenmosano cmpyxkmypy monoepaghii ma ocnoeruil 3micm i po3-
oinie. [loxasano, wo y eécmyni 06IPYHMOBAHO NOMPedy OOCTIOHCEHb MAKO20 MUNY,
3a3HAYEHOo IXHE meopemuune niOTPYHMs il 3a2a1bHOMEOPEMUYHY 3HAYYWICNb, NO8 ‘51~
3aHY 3 NeBHUMU POOOYUMU POPMYTAMU, K NEPEMBOPIOIONb MEOPII0 HA PEAbHO YUH-
Hull iHcmpymenm peyenyii. 3aceioueno, wo 6ci po30iiu peyeH308anoi MoHoepagii
— ye bazamoacnexmue inmepnpemayiine nabaudxcenns 0o meopyocmi leana Opan-
ka, bpyno Illynoya ma Anoxces Xyroxa. [locnionuys akyenmye ysazy na cneyugiyi
KOHCTMUMYIO8AHHS THOUBIOYATIbHO20 MIy 6 IXHIX meKcmax i 00800umb, w0 6a20My
ponv y ix (mighis) npouumanni sidieparome inocois cnosa i nimepamypHa cepme-
HesmMuKd, asmopcbka pepiueKcis il camopepuexcis y euensioi 8UPA3HO ApmMuKyIbo8d-
Hozo memaouckypcy. Hazonoweno, wo pospizneni na nepuiuii no2iso po3oinu npayi
yinicno eapmonyroms. Koncmamosano, wo peyensosana npays noenubnioc npobnemy
IHOUBIOYanbHO20 Mighy nepedycim i3 Ginocohcbrux no3uyiil i niOMeEEPONCeHO Cyul-
HICMb 00CMOI0BAHOL 6 Hill OYMKU, WO XPOHOMONHULL AHAT3 MAE MEXCY 3ACMOCYSAHHSI
Ul HACHIOKU 11020 3ACMOCY8AHHS HEOOXIOHO nepesipsamu ma noiuonio8amu [HWUMU
MEMOOUKAMU.

First of all I note the encouraging fact that Laboratory of Ivan Franko and
Slavic Studies of Drohobych Ivan Franko State Pedagogical University con-
stantly directs young scientists to study Ivan Franko’s life and work as a social
and cultural phenomenon in his universality. The new facts are introduced in
scientific use, the literary, philosophical and historiosophical heritage of great
writer is promoted in a new way. This fact is confirmed by a number of issues
«Ivan Franko’s Studies» and specifically the reviewed monograph of Victoria
Durkalevych — the researcher of Ivan Franko’s Laboratory.

Ivan Franko’s creative heritage is as unique phenomenon as whole-
Ukrainian one. We can’t speak about Andzhej Ktsiuk and Bruno Shults in the
same way despite the fact that all of them deal with the Ukrainian topos. It is
evidenced by Ivan Franko’s small prose, specifically by such autobiographi-
cal texts as «Small Myron», «Mykytych’s oak», «My crime», «Hryt’s School
Lesson», «The Pencily, «Father humorist» and others. They contain extreme-
ly intellectualized spirit of native land, escaped from folklore «decantersy
and celebrates the freedom in a new way reasonably and uninhibited.

Viktoriya Durkalevych’s monograph «In Searching for Narrative Identity:
Personal Myth in the works of Ivan Franko, Andzhej Ktsiuk and Bruno
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Shults» — doesn’t forget about this nerve of Ivan Franko’s artistic thinking,
especially in the second chapter.

The world of Ivan Franko’s word still remains as inexhaustible source
for various interpretational approximations. Properly selected theories and
concepts allow to open new facets of Franko as an artist. The multifaceted
contextualization plays an important role in the process of updating interpre-
tative potential of Franko’s heritage.

It is specifically spoken about the possibility of chronotope research
promlems, more precisely — about Drohobych text and its correlation in the
works of Ivan Franko and other artists, for whom Drohobych plays the role
of significant topos. The author however goes beyond this problematic and
offers to research the works of Ivan Franko, Andzhej Ktsiuk and Bruno Shults
through the prism of personal myth.

Many native scholars have been studied the problem of symbolic biogra-
phy as well as the concept of personal myth. Regarding to this we can name
some of them: «The Poet as a Mythmaker: A Study of Symbolic Meaning
in Taras Shevchenko’s works» by George Grabowicz, «Shevchenko'’s Myth
of Ukraine» by Oksana Zabuzhko, «Problems of Individual Mythologies:
Shevchenko’s Mythmaking» by Tetyana Meyzerska, «The Mythological
Horizon of the Ukrainian Modernism» by Yaroslav Polishchuk, «Mytholog-
ical paradigm of Nickolay Vorobyov’s poetries» by Demydiuk Liliya, «The
Discourse on Oneirical and Mythological Aspects of Valeriy Shevchuk’s
Prose» by Tetyana Zhovnovskaya.

The concepts of symbolic and cultural biography in the projection on
Ivan Franko’s works are also analyzed. In this context it is necessary to men-
tion such important researches as: «Texts and Masks» by George Grabovych
and «Franko is/not the ‘Stonecutter» by Tamara Hundorova. The works of
Andzhej Ktsiuk and Bruno Shults have found their researchers. Among them
are « Bruno Shults the Great Inhabitant of Drohobych» by Roman Mnych, in
which «comparative parallels» of Bruno Shults and Ivan Franko’s works are
represented, and monograph «Ethnocultural Discourse and Literature of the
Polish-Ukrainian Boundary of the XX Century» by Oleksiy Sukhomlynov.

Reviewed monograph indicates that Victoria Durkalevych has found
her own interpretative approach to literary creations of Ivan Franko, Bruno
Schults and Andzhej Ktsiuk. Based on the number of current research in the
sphere of literary and cultural studies, sociology the author builds an original
interdisciplinary discourse, where the main role is given to such concepts as
narrative identity, personal myth and cultural memory. Operation by these
categories allows the researcher to identify and analyze common to all works
of three authors mechanism of meaning production.
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Monograph consists of an introduction, three chapters and conclusions.
In introduction «From the story about the life to the life as story» Victoria
Durkalevych justifies the need for the appearance of this type of study, refers
to the theoretical basis associated with the research of current problems.

Historical discourse of the analyzed problem arises in sufficient semantic
completeness and analytic personal micro-portraits; this segment of research
has the general theoretic weight and significance. It is not connected with one
or other definitions according to principle: narrative identity, self-narration,
autobiographical memory, personal myth, which may be varied to infinity but
concerned with certain formulas that convert theory into real effective tool
of reception. From the first chapter the multidimensional interpretative ap-
proach to literary creation of Ivan Franko, Bruno Shults and Andzhej Ktsiuk
has began. In the chapter «Self-narration and therapy: the mythologization
of autobiographical discourse in Ivan Franko’s creation» the author focuses
on the specifics of the emergence and constitution of the individual myth in
several Franco’s texts. The reconstruction of personal myth is based on the
Ivan Franko’s understanding of literary communication and model of auto-
biographical prose. The next chapters of monograph has written in the same
way, and they deal with formulating and solving the problem of narrative
identity in Bruno Schults and Andzhej Ktsiuk’s creation. The great role in
the interpretation of personal myth by the author of «Cinnamon Shops» and
«Sanatorium Under the Sign of the Hourglass» the philosophy of the word
and literary hermeneutics are also played. (the researcher clearly shows this
in in chapter «Self-narration and catastrophe: the deconstruction of personal
myth in Bruno Schulz’s prose») In turn, in the constructing of narrative about
«Great Kingdom of Balak» (chapter «Self-narration and responsibility: the
semiotization of memory in Andzhej Ktsiuk's dilogy») the great modeling
role belongs to the author’s reflection and self-reflection which has a form
of clear meta-discourse articulation. So, it can be state that reviewed work
deepens the problem of personal myth primarily with philosophical positions.
It’s important that mentioned chapters, which at first sight look like apart, are
in holistic harmony.

The book enriches primarily the study about Ivan Franko as a science,
shows the creation of Ivan Franko in new interpretative context. The author
is quite right that chronotypical analysis (the Drohobych text) has its limit
of using and it is necessary to review the effects of the use and deepen by
the other methods. It seems that there is the most significant achievement of
Victoria Durkalevych and her book in this self-consciousness limit. So, it is
a certain step towards understanding the prose works of Ivan Franko, on the
way that will really lead us to the truth.
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