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CEJAM THIIOBA YUTAIBA KIbUJKEBHOCTH Y XXI BEKY

W360p cenam THIIOBA YNTamba KibIKEeBHOCTH Y X X1 BeKy anmyanpa Ha yiaory
cegam muiiosa geocmucnenociiy Bunnjema EMiicona, mpe cBera TOKOM 4eTpie-
cetux roguHa XX Beka. Haunn Ha koju cy npencrasHuny Hose kputnke unranu
KIbIDKEBHE TEKCTOBE MITAK Cce OMTHO Pa3JIMKyje O]l HaYMHA Ha KOjH JJaHAC YUTaMOo
— WINA CMO MOJ IPUTHUCKOM JIa YUTaMO — KEIKEBHOCT. Mako rmocroje Harmopeno
Cca UOMHUM, CUMUWOMAUICKUM, T1a YaK U UapaHoOuyHumM THIIOBUMAa YNTama KbH-
JKEBHOCTH M3 IPETXOJHOI BEKA, HOBE BPCTE YUillAMd HA Ga/bUNY, YULAILA UHO-
spuLuHe, peiapamiugHol U Op301 uuiliarba CBE BUIIIC YCBajajy METONE MPHUPOTHUX
HayKa. JeJuHa JOBOJBHO aKTyellHa aJTEpHATUBA CABPEMEHOM HAay4YHOM IIPHUCTYITY
KIbIDKEBHOCTH MOX/1a OM ce Moria nmpoHahn y nmpuMeHn MejacyoBOr IpHHIUIIA
Ppaguxaine KOHUHIeHYuje Ha YUTambe KIbYYKEBHOL JIe1a.

Kmbyune peun: Mopern, ®panko (Moretti, Franco); Ceysux, EBa Kocod-

cku (Sedgwick, Eve Kosofsky); Mejacy, Kerren (Meillassoux, Quentin); unrame;
CBETCKa KEbMKEBHOCT; TEOpHja; HayKa.

CaBpeMeHa KibH)KEBHOTEOPH]jCKa IPEBUPAba MOYXK/1a CE Haj0O0JbEe MOTY

NpPaTUTH y 00JIaCTH METOOJIOTH]€ YHTamba. YNTame KEbM)KEBHOCTH ITOCTAJI0
je Ha npena3y u3 XX y XXI Bek pu3nuan nogyxsar, Oyayhu yrpoxeHo He
caMo XpOHUYHUM Marbkom (PUHAHCHPama, HET0 M HEKOM BPCTOM TEOpH]jCKe
unghnayuje. Morno OM ce ca HEIITO UPOHHUje Ka3aTH KAKO y CaBPEeMEHOM
JPYUITBY MOCTOJU BUILE UL0BA YUIAFA KFUNCEGHOCIIU, HETO YUilanayd
KIbIDKEBHUX Jiena. OnadpaBIiy cegam TUIIOBA YHTaba KEbMKEBHOCTH Y X X1
BCKY, JKCJICIIM CMO J1a aTyAupaMo Ha yJIOTy cegam uilosa geoCMUucieHociiu
Bunujema Emncona (William Empson) y KeHXKEBHO] TEOPHjU M TpaKcH
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Pan je Hactao y okBupY npojexta Cpiicka Krudice8HOCIHL Y e8POUCKOM KYIULYPHOM
apociopy (178008), xoju GpuHaHCHUpa MUHHACTAPCTBO 3a MPOCBETY, HAYKY U TEX-
HOJIOIIKY pa3Boj Peny0iuke CpoOwuje.
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cpemrHOM Mpomuior Beka.! HaunH Ha koju ¢y npencraBauim HoBe kpuTHke
YUTaIM KIM)KEBHE TEKCTOBE UIMAK ce OMTHO pa3iuKyje OJl HauWHa Ha KOjU
JaHAC YUTaMO — WM CMO ,,[IPUTUCHYTH' J]a YNTaMO — KEbIKEBHOCT. Yu-
Tambe KILIKEBHOCTH, Kako heMo y Ha4eTHUM LpTama MOKYIIaTH J1a TOKaKe-
MO, MEHAJI0 CE Y CKJIa/y ca OIMIITUM MPEMEIITAkEM TEKUIITA Ca KyAType
Ha HayKy, KOja je IpoyKella CBE acleKTe CaBPEMEHOT APYIITBA.

Mauu Opoj caBpeMEeHHX KEbHKEBHUX KpUTHYAPA MOT'a0 OH ITpero3Ha-
TH CBE TUIIOBE JBOCMUCIIEHOCTH, KOJU CY, ipeMa EMIICOHOBOM MUIILJBbEHY,
0OJINKOBAJIM CMUCA0 KibMKeBHOCTH. Ko Ou gaHac mMao 10BOJbHO MOTHBA
¥ BOJbE JIa IPOMHUIIIbA CYNITHIIHE pasiuke uMely Tpeher tuna Emncono-
Be aMOMBAJICHTHOCTH, KOja ,,C€ jaBJba Kaja JABe uieje, (...) IoOBe3aHe camo
TUME LITO cy 00e 3HauyajHe y oxpel)eHOM KOHTEKCTY, MOTy HCTOBPEMEHO
outn nare y jenHoj peun’ (Empson, 1949: 102),> u cenmor tuma amOuBa-
JIEHTHOCTH, KOja ,,Ce jaBJba KaJia IBa 3HAYCH-a PEUH (...) IPEACTaBIba]y IBA
CYNpOTCTaBJbEHA 3HAUCHA Ofipel)eHa KOHTEKCTOM, TaKO Jia CKyIa MoKazyjy
bynaaMeHTaHy nojeny y nuirdeBom ymy (Empson, 1949: 192)?° Kom-
IUIMKOBaHA CUHTAKca HUJ€ JEAMHM pa3jor u3 Kor EMIcoHoBa emnucremo-
JIOTHja KIbMKEBHOCTU MOYKE JIEJIOBATH 3aCTapesio CaBPEMEHUM TyMadlMa.
Emricon je Ouo jenan on yremesbuBaua iiomHol yuiliarea (close reading),
ycpencpeheHor Ha HeoOM4aH BoKadyap, MOHaBJbamkba U3pasa, MapeHTese,
dbycHOTE U Apyre HABOJHO Mame 3HAuajHE €JIEMEHTE TEeKCTa KOju, pedu-
ma [leju I'enon (Jane Gallop), ,,300r Tora Hucy mMame cymmusu™ (Gallop,
2000: 8).* [TomHO unTame, Mpema [ e0moBoj, He y4u Hac caMo Jia ,,9yjeMo
IITa 3aMCTa MUIIE y TEKCTY , HETO U J1a ,,lTIoMHO ciymamo apyror (Gallop,
2000: 16).° Ypkoc eTHIHM YhTamba [ e10moBe, TOMHO YHTAE OCIamhallo ce

1 [TpBo u mocnenmwe norasibe Mo3Hare Emiconose Monorpaduje Seven Types of
Ambiguity (Empson, 1949) o6jaBsbeHo je y okupy IIpocBerrnor 30opanka Nova
kritika, y npeBony Jymana IlyBaunha (Empson, 1973a; Empson, 1973b). Ceu
MPEBOJIM Y TEKCTY Cy HAIIH, YKOIHKO TO HHje JIpyraduje Ha3HAYCHO.

2 VY opurunaiy: ,,An ambiguity of the third type (...) occurs when two ideas, (...)
connected only by being both relevant in the context, can be given in one word
simultaneously*.

3 VY opurunaiy: ,,the seventh type of ambiguity (...) occurs when the two meanings
of the word (...) are the two opposite meanings defined by the context, so that the
total effect is to show a fundamental division in the writer’s mind®.

4 VY opurunany: ,,nonethelles conspicuous®.

5 VY opurunaiy: ,.close reading, learning to hear what’s really on the page, listening
closely to the other™.
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Ha Cpa3MepHO y3aH KaHOH yIJIABHOM EBPOIICKHMX KEbM)KEBHUX Jelia, Koja
Cy HaIlMcajM YIJIaBHOM ,,0enu’ Mymikapiu. Y po6a nubepanu3ma, riiobda-
JM3aIMje U MPOI[BaTa CBETCKE KHM)KEBHOCTH, KPUTHYAPH U TCOPETUIAPH
Cy Ce CTOTa, CACBUM OYCKWBAHO, OKPEHYJIH JITSPHATMBHUM KOHIICTITHMA
yutama (Moretti, 2013: 162).

[ToMHO ynTame HACHTU()UKOBAHO j€ Ca CBOJUM CPEIHOBCKOBHUM H
deynamTHIM KOpeHHMa, OpeksioM u3 oubnujcke erzereze. @panko Mope-
T (Franco Moretti) npornacuo ra je y OutH ,,Te0JIOIIKOM BeXOOM — BeoMa
CBEUaHHM TPETMAHOM BEOMa MaJjior Opoja TeKCTOBA, KOjU CE CXBATajy BEO-
Ma 030uspHO (Moretti, 2013: 163).° Mopetu je 2000. roauHe HAcCTOjao aa
MOKaXKE KaKo MpaKca YMTama, TOTOBO PEITUTHO3HO nmocBeheHa nerabuma,
TEIIKO MOKE OJIFOBOPUTH TOTpebdaMa CaBPEMEHUX CTYHja CBETCKE KEbU-
*eBHOCTH. HecarneauBo BeMKH KOPIYC TEKCTOBA ca CBUX KpajeBa CBETa
3axTeBa, nMpemMa MOpEeTHjeBOM MHIBbCHY, HOBY METOIOJIOTH]Y IMpoydYa-
Bama. KmmkeBHa ucropuja he ce crora ,,yoOp30 cacBUM IPOMECHUTH: OHA
he OutH ‘u3 Apyre pyke’: u3arkaHa ojf Tyhux ucTpaxuBama, 6e3 ujegrnol
JjeguHol HeilocpegHol yuiiarea texcia* (Moretti, 2013: 162 — xyp3uB je
npucytaH y opuruHaiy).” HoBu Tunm MopeTHjeBor yuitiara Ha gabuHy
(distant reading) npoyuaBaoily ,,J0O3BOJbaBa Ja C€ yCPEACpPEAH Ha jeau-
HUIIC KOje Cy MHOTO Mame WM MHOro Behe o1 TekcTa: MmocTyrnke, Teme,
Tpone — wiH xaHpoe u cucreme” (Moretti, 2013: 163).8 Mopetu mnpu-
MEHYje PUPOIHO-HAYYHO MEPHIIO CKAle Ha YUTake KEbHKEBHOCTH, KOje
CBE BHUIIIC 3aBUCH O]I lipoyuasarba MaTepujaia ,,u3 napyre pyke“. v , Jlonar-
HUM KoHjekTypama‘“ (,,More Conjectures*) aytop Hac nojceha kako ,,uma-
MO MHOTO TOTa JIa HAy4uMO U3 METOJIa IPYIITBEHUX U MPUPOTHUX HayKa'
(Moretti, 2013: 173).° Mopetu je 2008. romute, y TOM IyXy, I04€0 CIPO-
BOJIUTH HayYHE CKCIIEPUMEHTE Ha KEbFDKEBHHUM JICJIMMa, TAKO IITO j& ca KO-
nerama u3 KmmkeBne naboparopuje Yausepsutera Crandopn (Stanford

6 VY opurunainy: ,,a theological exercise — very solemn treatment of very few texts
taken very seriously®.
7 VY opurnnany: ,,[literary history] will quickly become very different from what it

is now: it will become ‘second-hand’: a patchwork of other people’s research,
without a single direct textual reading*

8 VY opurunany: ,,allows you to focus on units that are much smaller or much larger
than the text: devices, themes, tropes — or genres and systems*.
9 VY opurunany: ,,we have a lot to learn from the methods of the social and of the

natural sciences®.
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Literary Lab) xopucTtro KoMIjyTepcke aHalu3e Yy UCIIUTUBAY CTHIICKHX
U KAHPOBCKUX OJIMKA KILMKEBHUX TEKCTOBa. TWM Hay4yHHKa CKOBAoO je
uMe Keauiiuinaimiuenu hopmanrusam (quantitative formalism) 3a HOBY Me-
TOJI0JIOTH]Y MPOyUYaBamka KIbWKEBHOCTH U 00jaBUO pe3ylTaTe CBOT UCTpa-
KHUBarma y 00JMKY HayYyHOT U3BEITaja, ca TpadMKOHUMA U CTaTHCTUKaMa
y npunory (Allison et al., 2011).

[pyru teopetnyapu OceTusM Cy moTpely Jia ce ygame Ol Kapak-
TEPUCTUYHE MEIlIaBUHE MapKcH3Ma M ICHXOaHallu3e, Koja je yrpaBibala
BehMHOM KIIKEBHUX MHTEpHpeTanuja XX Beka, pykoBoaehu ce Hauenu-
Ma cumidilomaiickol yuiiarea (symptomatic reading). KibM>keBHU KPUTH-
yapu cy, peunma becta (Stephen Best) u Mapkycose (Sharon Marcus),
,,00yuaBaHU J1a u3jeHa4ye yuTame ca TymaueweM™ (Best, Marcus, 2009:
1) y MHTEpAUCIMIUTMHAPHOM OOPa30BHOM CHCTEMY CEIaMICCETHUX H
OoCaMIeCeTHX TOJIMHA!

Mebhy aucrummiHaMa HUje IUPKyJIrcaia OMIIo Koja HMjeja WHTeprpe-
TaIrwje, Hero crenu@uvaH TAT TyMadermha KOjH je 3HaYeHhe CXBaTao Kao
CKPHBEHO, TIOTHCHYTO, JTyOOKO W KOME je UCTpakuBad OMO MOTpeOaH
na OW Ta 1eTeKToBao M oTKpro. OBaj ‘HaYMH’ TyMadermha MOHEO je UMe
‘CHMIITOMAaTCKO YnTame’. Mu cMo OMin 00y4aBaHH y CHMITTOMaTCKOM
YUTAmY, IIOCTAJI CMO BE3aHU 3a Mo/ KOjy je OHO JTaBajio YMHY TyMa-
Yerba, M TEIIKO HaM je J1a TIOBEPYjeMO KaKO TeKCTOBH M FbHIXOBU YHTa-
OIlU He nocenyjy Hecgecho. (Best, Marcus, 2009: 1 — xyp3us je Ham)'!

Tymaue oyt Mapkca (Karl Marx), @pojaa (Sigmund Freud), An-
tucepa (Louis Althusser) unu ®penpuka [lejmcona (Fredric Jameson),
JPYyTUM peurMa, TIOBE3yje BEKOBUMA CTAPO TEOJIOIIKO YBEPEHE JIa UCTHHA
HHje ,,qocTymHa gyiauma’ (Best, Marcus, 2009: 4)'? u na je, caMuM TuM,
Mopa pa3oTKpuTH MohHa (purypa Kpurudapa.

10 VY opurunany: ,,As literary critics, we were trained to equate reading with interpre-
tation®.

11 VY opurunaiy: ,,It was not just any idea of interpretation that circulated among the
disciplines, but a specific type that took meaning to be hidden, repressed, deep and
in need of detection and disclosure by an interpreter. This ‘way’ of interpreting
went by the name of ‘symptomatic reading’. We were trained in symptomatic
reading, became attached to the power it gave to the act of interpreting, and find it
hard to let go of the belief that texts and their readers have an unconscious.*

12 VY opurunaiy: ,,available to the senses®.
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CuUMIITOMaTCKOM YHTaBky KibHKEeBHOCTH bect 1 MapkycoBa cyIpoT-
CTaBJbajy TAKO3BAHO yuitiarbe tiogpuiue (surface reading). Y HaBOAHO]
,[TOBPIITNHHU* TEKCTA CAaBPEMEHHU PALIMOHAIHU YUTAOIH, IPEeMa MUIIIbECEY
becra u MapkycoBe, cBe pehe mpeno3Hajy CUMITOM TyOJbUX M CKpUBE-
HUX y3poka. [lpyrum peunma, ,,[IOBpIIMHA HHCUCTUPA Ja TIIEaMO y 1Y,
a He 1a oOyyaBamo cebe aa miegamo xkpo3 wy* (Best, Marcus, 2009: 9 —
Kyp3HB je PUCYTaH y OpuruHaiy)."* Ficropuja KibHre U HCTOpHja YUTarba
3aHHUMAjy C€ 3a MaillepujaiHoci ,,IOBPIIUHE U3 EKOHOMCKE U JPYIITBEHE
nepcrektuse (Best, Marcus, 2009: 9—-10).'* ®dopmanusam mpoyuasa eep-
banny cpykiypy ,,JIOBpIIuHE KibrkeBHOT nena (Best, Marcus, 2009:
10),"> mok ce HOBE MHTEpIpETAIMje MOCTKOJOHUjAITHUX HapaThBa (HoKy-
cupajy Ha ,,[TIOBpPIIHA® WU gocnoHa 3Hauera (Best, Marcus, 2009: 12—
13).!® Bect 1 MapkycoBa OJTy4HH Cy Y HAMEPH J1a CBELY YJIOTY TyMauekha
HAa MUHHMYM, T1a 4YaK FOBOPE U O ,,MUHHMAJTHOM KPUTHUYKOM ydeurhy* y
quTaky ,,oBpiinHe” Tekcta (Best, Marcus, 2009: 17).!7 Ayropwu, cxomHo
TOMeE, 3YIIHO MPHUXBATajy ,,CKOPAIIbU OKPET Ka KOMIjyTepuma, 0azama
nojiaraka, u APyruM o0JIMIMMa MAallIMHCKE UHTEITUTEHIIM]e IIIUPOM Pa3Jin-
YUTHX T0Jba U MPAKCH, OJ] UCTOPHje KIbUTE IO YNTama Ha JasbuHy ™ (Best,
Marcus, 2009: 17)."® KommjyTepu cy ,,citabu Tymauu, aid MONHH OTKCH-
Bau, aHATOMHU, TAKCOHOMH* U YIIPABO U3 TOT pa3jiora npeacTaBibajy HEO-
MIXOJTHO TOMArajo y npoydaBamy KibIKeBHE ,,loBpiuHe (Best, Marcus,
2009: 17)." KorHUTHBHE CTyIHje KIbHKCBHOCTH YUHE jeJlaH Ol Y30PHUX
o0nMKa yuTama MoBpIlIuHe, KOjU ce ,,0aBU MaTepHjalHUM pajilbaMa MO3Ta
TOKOM TIporieca unrama‘“ (Best, Marcus, 2009: 9).%°

13 VY opurunany: ,,A surface is what insists on being looked at rather than what we
must train ourselves to see through®.

14 VYnopenutn ozesbak ,,lloBpmHa kao mMarepujainHoct™ (,,Surface as materiality®).

15 VYnopenuTn onesbax ,,[1oBpIIMHa Kao cioxxkeHa BepOanHa CTPYKTypa KEH)KEBHOT
jesuka“ (,,Surface as the intricate verbal structure of literary language®).

16 VYnopemutu onespak ,,[loBpurmHa kao JOCIOBHO 3Hauewme™ (,,Surface as literal
meaning*).

17 VY opurunaiy: ,,minimal critical agency“.

18 VY opurunany: ,,the recent turn toward computers, databases, and other forms of
machine intelligence across a range of fields and practices, from book history to
distant reading™.

19 VY opurunaiy: ,,weak interpreters but potent describers, anatomizers, taxonomists®.

20 VY opurunaiy: ,,attend to the material workings of the brain during the reading process®.
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bect u MapkycoBa Cy CBECHHU Kako 3ajarame 32 HOB HAYMH YHTamka
,»,MOXKe OOY/IUTH CyMIbY Jla YHHUINITaBaMo TocTojehe TeMerbe cTyamja Xy-
MaHUCTHKE: KPUTUYKO MUIIBEHHE, JEIUHCTBEHOCT YMETHOCTH U KyNType
(Best, Marcus, 2009: 17).2! Y3pok noTeHIgjaimHe ,,y30yHe™ akajeMcKe
JaBHOCTH ayTOpH IpOHaja3e y TOME IITO Cy HayYHU KPUTEPUjyMHU 00jeK-
TUBHOCTH, BaJIUJTHOCTU U UICTHHE TIOCTAIM TOTOBO TaOYHCaHU Y TyMadeHhy
KibIKeBHOCTH. TBpAma becta u MapkycoBe 1a He xele J1a ,,HalycTe CTy-
IUje KyaType y dotiiyHociiu®, Hero a ,,yCBoje MojeuHe HayuyHe METO/e
y crynujama kyiarype” (Best, Marcus, 2009: 17 — kyp3uB je Har),?> umak
MOJKE MPEACTaBIbATH JOBOJbAH PA3JIOT 3a OpUTY.

Tymaun cy TokoM XX BeKa TOJIHMKO ONCECHBHO HACTOjaJId Ja U3-
poHe nyOsba 3Hauewa M oOpaclie KyATYpHHX U KIHKEBHHX (heHOMEHa
Ha TIOBPIINHY, J1a je uyBeHa xeup teoperndapka EBa Kocodcku CenBuk
(Eve Kosofsky Sedgwick) m1xoB HaulH ynuTama Npo3Baja iUapaHouyHum
(paranoid).?® Konuenr mapanoje je, npemMa CELUBHKOBO]j, CaBPIICH MPH-
Mep jake (pojroBCke Teopuje Tymauema. lako3BaHe ,jake* (,,strong®)
TeopHje OJUIMKYje KOHIENTyalHa €KOHOMHja, TOTIOJIOTHja U TayTOJNIOTHja.
Hpyrum peuuma, ,,jake* Teopuje HacToje Aa oOjacHe Hajupu Moryhu
oricer mpuMepa kopuctehu HajMamu Moryhu Opoj mojMoBa U 0OMYHO ce
,»BPTE* y KpyT 3aTO IITO YYUTaBajy COICTBEHE MOJIa3HEe XUIIOTE3€ y CBa-
Ky TI0jaBy Koje ce nmoayxsare. @pojaoBcka TeopHja napaHoje MmpeicTaBiba
napajurMaTu4yal MpuMep OCOOCHOCTH TaKBE METOMOJIOTHjE TyMmadema.
Teopuju mapanoje, yno3opaBa CelBUKOBa, 3alpaBO OAroBapa JIPYIITBO
ca IITO BUILE MapaHOMYHMX JbyAH. Teopuja mapaHoje mpouirpuhe cBoje
HAJICKHOCTU U cTehy HaydHH KpeauOunuTeT Tako mrto he hopmynucaru
JIMjarHO3€ y KOjuMa ce CBU MOTY MPETNO3HAaTH, a He TaKo MITO he u3neduTH
napasojy. ,,Jaka“ ¢pojaoncka Teopuja he Tako mpoayKkoBaTH HABOJHO HE-

21 VY opurunany: ,,This might raise alarm that we are destroying existing rationales
for studying the humanities: critical thinking, the uniqueness of art and culture®.

22 VY opurunainy: ,,To adopt some of the methods of science to the study of culture®;
,,abandon the study of culture altogether*.

23 VropeauTH MOrNaBbe ,JlapaHOMYHO YHTaWke W PEMapaTHBHO YHTAkE, HIIH,
TOJIMKO CH TTapaHOWYaH Jia BEpOBATHO MHUCIHII KaKo je oBaj ecej o Tedu* (,,Para-
noid Reading and Reparative Reading, or, You’re so Paranoid, You Probably
Think This Essay is about You*) y mo3natoj Mmonorpaduju CeyBuxoe Oceharve
gogupa: aghexin, iegaioiuja, epgopmaitiuerociu (Touching Feeling: Affect, Ped-
agogy, Performativity) (Sedgwick, 2003: 123—-151).

284



CEJJAM THUIIOBA UNTABA KIBIXKEBHOCTHU V XXI BEKY

CIIOpHE Hay4He pesyiTare, 6e3 0031upa Ha BUIIIE HETO CIIOpPaH JAPYIITBEHU
ytuiaj (Sedgwick, 2003: 134-135).

Konuenr peiapaiiusnoi uuitiara (reparative reading) EBe Ko-
copcku CeyBuxk u3 1999. rogmHe Kopuryje HeEraTMBHE TMCHUXOJOIIKE
U JpyIITBEHE acrekTe (pojIoBCKOT #aparouuHol uuilarea (paranoid
reading), xoje je obenexmno XX Bek. PernaparuBHO unTame 1mMo3ajMibyje
CBOjY METO/IOJNIOTH]Y O JUCIHIUIMHE ca TpaHule usmely ApymrBeHux u
npupoaHux Hayka. Kako Ou HamycTtuna circulus vitiosus ,,jakux* Teopuja
XX Beka, CelBUKOBa y3uMa y 003up edekar 3Hamba Ha YOBEKOBO OKpY-
xeme (Sedgwick, 2003: 124). Oxper CeyBHKOBE 0] €MHCTEMOJIOTH]jE Ka
»eKonoruju 3Hama’” (Sedgwick, 2003: 145)** oapakaBa Tako3BaHO Clia-
osbeme Teopuje nouetkoM XXI Beka. CelBUKOBa ce MUTA ,,1ITa OU MOIIIO
00Jbe mpezcTaBsbaTu ‘cliabdy TeopHjy, TeK HelTo 60Jby 0f1 onuca heHome-
Ha KOje HaBOJHO HaMepaBa Ja 00jacHH,” Of] MOTLEHEHE U TOTOBO CyBHIII-
HE BEIITHHE MMarMHaTUBHOT TOMHOT ynTama Hose kputuke* (Sedgwick,
2003: 145)?* Moxkemo pa3ymeTH 3amito bect u MapkycoBa y penaparus-
HOM YHUTay MPENO3Hajy ,,eMOTHBHY MTPUBPIKCHOCT MOBPIIUHMA TeKcTa“,
npemaa koHIenT CelBUKOBE MPeCcTaBiba Aaleko O1axku O0NUK yuinarsa
Hospuwune. CEUBUKOBA C€ OJIpHU€e BEJIUKUX HapaTupa (master narratives),
,,YCKO TIOBE3aHMX ca KOHIlenToM HyxHocTu (Sedgwick, 2003: 147)* u
HAMEPHHUX J1a CAXMY CMHUCAO MOCTOjamba y JeIHO] peueHuIu. ,,Pernaparus-
HO HacTpojeH unTaiail > Mopa OUTH OTBOpEH 3a u3HeHalewa (Sedgwick,
2003: 146) u cnpemaH J1a ce U3NOXKH ,,cuiu KoHTUHreHnuje* (Sedgwick,
2003: 147).”° PenapaTuBHO YHTakbE, IPYTUM PEUUMa, OTKJIamba IITETY KOjy
napaHouyvHa (huKcalyja Ha BeUHE U CKpUBEHE CTHHE HaHOCU COIICTBY.

[Tocnenmwu Tum ynTama KOjuM hemo ce GaBUTH y OBOM TEKCTY TO-
THUYE U3 CTY/IM]ja €JIEKTPOHCKE KIHKEBHOCTH. XUIIEPMEIMjaTHa KEHKEB-
HOCT HacTaje M3 cycpera ca MH()OpPMAaTHUKUM HayKama U Ipe/CTaBba
jemHy on oOyiacTu CaBpeMEHE KHHMKEBHOCTH KOja ce Hajopxke pasBHja.

24 VY opurunaiy: ,,ecology of knowing™.

25 VY opurunany: ,,what could better represent ‘weak theory, little better than a de-
scription of the phenomena which it purports to explain,” than the devalued and
near obsolescent New Critical skill of imaginative close reading®.

26 VY opurunaiy: ,.,emotional fidelity to the text’s surface*.

27 VY opurunaiy: ,.closely tied to the notion of the inevitable®.

28 VY opurunaiy: ,,reparatively positioned reader®.

29 VY opurunaiy: ,,force of contingency*.
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bp3una 4iHM KIbYYHY OJUIMKY pa3BOja U pelenifje TUTHTaTHe YMETHO-
CTH, TOCEOHO KaJia je ped o JIeNy MO3HaTe YMETHUYKE TPpyIie Mo UMEHOM
Jani-xae Yani wewxe ungyciipuje (Young-hae Chang Heavy Industries).
Konabopauuja usmelhy xopejckor ymerHuka Janr-xae Yanra (Young-hae
Chang) u amepuuxor necuuka Mapka Bora (Marc Voge) npociaBuna ce
JTUTUTAITHUM 00pajiaMa KibMKEBHUX KIIACUKA M KOHTPOBEP3HUX MOJIUTHY-
KHUX TeMa. MUHIMAalMCTHYKa OCTBAPEHa HHTEPHALIMOHAIHOT Jya OOMYHO
Ce cacToje Of1 peyu U pedYeHHIIa Koje Ce M3HEHa/ a M0jaBJbyjy Ha eKpaHy,
na Ou ca mera ucnapuie Beh uayher TpeHyTka, Mo TUHAMUYHOM PUTMY
ye3 mysuke. Jlena ymerHuukor aya, nonyt /lakouie (Dakota), cTBopeHa
cy nomohy codTBepa 3a aHuManyje noj HazuBoMm bwecak (Flash), mro
cycper ca Jawui-xae Yaui tlewikum uHgyciipujama YaHU ,,0MKAM TIIe-
namy (QuiaMa Hero 4nTamy KibkeBHOCTH (Pressman, 2014: 80).% Ile-
cuka I[Ipecman (Jessica Pressman) ¢ mpaBoM TBpaH Kako ,,u3Boheme /la-
Koltle UCKJbY4yje MOTYNHOCT MOMHOT YuTama, y HaMa M03HaTOM OOJIHKY
IIpaKce CIOpOr UCIIUTUBAaKa ycpeacpeheHe Ha TEKCT U TeH3Hje KOje CTBapa
jesuk texcta. Tekct [axoitie mpomuye npen HaMa y OJbeCKOBUMA TOJIH-
KOM Op3MHOM Ja ra je uecto Hemoryhe npoyuTaru, a KaMoJu IIOMHO IIPO-
yutatu* (Pressman, 2014: 83).>! Yuranar je, peunma Ilecuke IIpecman,
,,3aJIeNIJbEH 32 €KpaH, HEe MOTAaBIIY Ja CKJIOHU MOTIIE] Y CTpaxy /Aa HelITo
He nponyctu’ (Pressman, 2014: 78),%* ToTOBO MpUMOpaH Ja y4ecTByje y
HOBO]J TIpaKcH 6p30i yuitiarba (speed-reading) (Pressman, 2014: 79).

CenaM TuIOBa YUTaAWKA — UOMHO, GUCIUAHYUPAHO, CUMUILLOMATICKO,
HOBPUWUHCKO, HAPAHOUYHO, pellapailiuéHo U Op30 yuillarse — 3ajeTHO 00JIH-
KYJy XOpU30HT pazyMmeBama KibikeBHOCTH y XXI Beky. HajcaBpemenuje
YyHUTallauke Mpakce, Koje MOCTENeHO yCBajajy METOAOJIOTH]Y MPUPOIHHUX
HayKa, UMaK He MPEACTaBibajy jeUHY MOTyhy alTepHATUBY TpPaaUIHO-
HAJTHUM HAYWHHUMA YUTaba KEHKEBHOCTH.

[Tocnenmwu TpeH y KOHTHHEHTaNHO] Gpuino3oduju, Koju ce Hajuenrhe
HA3UBA CUEKVIAWUSBHUM peanru3mom, MOXKAa MOXE MOHYIWTH H3Ja3 U3

30 VY opurunaiy: ,.closer to viewing film than reading literature®.

31 VY opurunainy: ,,Close reading, as we know it, a practice of slow examination fo-
cused on the text and tensions its language produces, is something that Dakota’s
performance elides. Its text flashes so fast that it is often impossible to read, let
alone close read.”

32 VY opurunany: ,.glued to the screen, unable to look away in fear of missing some-
thing™.
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CaBpeMeHe ,,CliijeHTH(HKANN]je  XyMaHHUCTUYKOT 3Hama. CIeKylIaTHBHA
pealTMCTH TI0JIa3€e O YBH/IA CABPEMEHE HayKe Jia OM CTUTIIH JIO 3aKJbYYKa O
CYIITHHCKO] HEMPEABUIJbUBOCTH U HEMEPJEUBOCTH CBETA Y KOME )KUBUMO.
Peunma ocHuBava oBor ¢uiiozodcekor npasia, Kenrena Mejacya (Quentin
Meillassoux):

ArmconyT je anconyTHa HeMoryhHocT Hy»Hor O6wha. He moap:kaBamo
BapHjaHTy MPHUHIMIA JIOBOJFHOT pas3iora — Jia TOCTOjH HyXKaH Pa3yior
3aIlTO je HEIITO TaKBO a He Ipyradrje — Hero pajinje arcolyTHy HCTUHY
upunyuiia nepaznoia. Humra Hema pasmora na Oyne WiIM a OCTaHe
TaKBO KaKBO jecTe; cBe Mopa 0e3 pa3znora Mmohu na He Oyzie w/ninn Mmohn
na Oyze apyraduje o oHora 1to jecre. (Mejacy, 2014: 73)*

MejacyoB KOHIIENT ,,HY)XKHOCTH KoHTHHreHuuje™ (Mejacy, 2014)*
Wi ,,pagaukain[e] kouturreniyj[e]” (bagjy, 2014: 8)*° cBeta u cBera mro
C€ O CBETY NPUPOIHUM jE3UKOM MOXKE Ka3aTH jOIII YBEK YeKa Ha PEakIujy
KIWKEBHE TeOopHje.

MoxeMO caMO 3aMHUCIIUTH TIOCICIUIIC TIPUMEHE TaKBOT KOHIICTITA
Ha CaBPEMEHO YUTAkhE U TyMaYCHhe KIIKEBHOCTH. KOHTHHIEHTHOCT Ha-
IMX TyMa4ewa Hajuenthe ce, KOJIOKBUjaJIHO Ka3aHo, Y3UMa 37[paBo 3a To-
ToBO. CTYIEHTH KEWKEBHOCTH Ha MPBOM Yacy Hayde Kako Ce TyMauckhe
KEVMDKEBHOT JIejla HE MOYKE 3aCHUBATH Ha MPOM3BOJHHUM acollHjalyjama.
[TomenyTo yno3opemwe, meh)yTum, 0OMYHO TIpaTH KOHATPATUKTOPHA H3ja-
Ba KaKO CBaKW CTYJCHT MMa MPaBO Ha COTICTBEHO TyMaueme Tekcra. [1oa-
pa3yMmeBa ce Kako je ci1000/1a HHTepIpeTaIyje peinaTHBHa U OrpaHHuCHa,
anu 10 1aHac HUCMO YCIeNU Jja 00jaCHUMO 3aIlITo OU Tako MOpasio OUTH.
[ITa Ou ce 3amMcTa JOTOAMIO YKOJIUKO OMCMO MPUTPITHIIN PaJUKAIHY CIIO-
0oy uhTama KEBWKEBHOCTH, YMECTO IITO ce MoMohy HayuyHe METOIO0JI0-
THje TPYAUMO J[a YUTAHkE 0CI000IMMO CBAKE KOHTUHTCHTHOCTH? YKOIUKO

33 VY opurunainy: ,,L’absolu est I’impossibilité absolue d’un étant nécessaire. Nous ne
soutenons plus une variante du principe de raison — toute chose a une raison néces-
saire d’étre ainsi plutdt qu’autrement —, mais bien plutot la vérité absolue d’un
principe d’irraison. Rien n’a de raison d’étre et de demeurer tel qu’il est, tout doit
sans raison pouvoir ne pas étre et/ou pouvoir étre autre que ce qu’il est.” (Meillas-
soux, 2006: 82)

34 VY opurunany: ,,nécessité de la contingence* (Meillassoux, 2006).

35 VY opurunaiy: ,,la contingence radicale” (Badiou, 2006: 11).
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OMCMO TIpecTalu Jia ce MPeTBapaMo Kako MOCTOjU JOBOJbaH TEOPETCKH, a
HE caMO MPaKTUYHH, Pa3JIoT Koju OM Hac TakBe cioboze aumuo? OTmnop
npeMa ujaeju paaukaiHe KOHTUHTEHIIHMje YNTamka KIBMKEBHOCTU JIaJIeKO
je mame pasymspuB y XXI Beky, Hero mro je Ouo 3a Bpeme ,,BiajlaBuHe
MOMHOT unTama. [IpeTBapame KIIKEBHUX Jena y rpaduKkoHe HE MOXe
Oai y cBeMy HaJMAaIIUTH CI000AY UhTama 0e3 TpaHulia.
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Branko Vrane$
Summary
SEVEN TYPES OF READING LITERATURE IN THE 21T CENTURY

By choosing seven types of reading literature in the 21st century we aimed
to recall the role which William Empson’s seven types of ambiguity used to play,
especially in the 40s. The way in which the New Critics and their successors used
to read literary texts differs, however, substantially from the way we read litera-
ture, or are urged to read literature, today. Although they coexist with close, symp-
tomatic, and even paranoid types of reading from the previous century, new kinds
of distant, surface, reparative, or speed reading are becoming progressively ori-
ented towards the methods of natural sciences. Perhaps the only fresh alternative
to the contemporary scientific approach to literature might be found in applying
Meillassoux’s concept of radical contingency to reading literary works.

Key words: Moretti, Franco; Sedgwick, Eve Kosofsky; Meillassoux,
Quentin; reading; World Literature; theory; science.
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