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Lavrynovych L. Typology of Postmodern Personage
The article deals with the typology of character- personage in postmodern prose on the 

material of Ukrainian and foreign literature. Depending on the type of creativity of the artist -
realistic, romantic or classic (based on the concept of D. Nalyvayk ) - universal types of 
postmodern characters are determined, respectively, mimetic, creative and simulation (imitation). It 
is emphasized that these types synchronously coexist in the literary process and thereby determine 
its heterogeneous character. The general principles and tendencies of character creation in the 
literature of postmodernism are analyzed.

Keywords: postmodernism, character-personage, mimentical, imitative, creative, type of 
works.
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Lanovyk M. Theory of Relativity: the Problem of ‘Theory Crisis’ Intensification or the 
Search of Precise Knowledge in Humanitarian Studies. The article deals with the humanitarian 
knowledge shifting in the 20th century and its intensification under the influence of the Theory of 
Relativity. Both positive and negative sides of the influence are investigated. The problems of 
synchronization of coordinate systems of different national literatures and cultures, historical 
periods, artistic and scientific interpretative systems are raised. The main attention is paid to the 
E.D.Hirsh’ theory of perspectivism as the idea of text interpretation from different points of view.

Keywords: Theory of Relativity, literary studies, interpretation, coordinate system, point of 
view, work of literature.
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