                                                          Tamar lomiZe

                        metonimia JenetTan

     roman iakobsonis poetikuri  koncefcia safuZvlad daedo mraval filologiur naSroms, ZiriTadad _ Teoriuli poetikis sferoSi. amitom sagangebo yuradRebas imsaxurebs is gamokvlevebi, romlebSic iakobsonis debulebebi gamoyenebulia konkretul  literaturul  teqstTa  analizis  mizniT.   maTgan gansakuTrebiT sainteresoa cnobili frangi literaturaTmcodnis, Jerar Jenetis vrceli statia ,,metonimia prustis SemoqmedebaSi".

    Jenetis amocanaa prustis mxatvruli maneris TaviseburebaTa gamokvleva da imis dasabuTeba, rom ,,metafora da metonimia SeuTavsebeli antagonistebi rodi arian. isini ganamtkiceben da msWvalaven urTierTs, meore maTganis jerovani Sefaseba sulac ar niSnavs metonimiaTa erTgvari nusxis (romelic konkurencias gauwevs metaforaTa nusxas) Seadgens, aramed _ imis gamovlenas, Tu rogor monawileoben da funqcionireben analogiis mimarTebaTa farglebSi ,,Tanaarsebobis" mimarTebebi. amgvarad, unda gamoaSkaravdes metonimiis roli metaforaSi" [Jeneti 1938: 37].

    ratom SearCia Jenetma analizis sagnad swored prustis Semoqmedeba? imitom, aRniSnavs mecnieri, rom TviT prustis esTetikur TeoriaSi, iseve, rogorc praqtikaSi, metaforul (analogiaze damyarebul) mimarTebebs Zalze arsebiTi roli ganekuTvneba, imdenad arsebiTi, rom maTi mniSvneloba da roli Zalze gazviadebulia, sxva semantikur mimarTebebTan SedarebiT.

    Jenetis naSromis meTodologiur safuZvels warmoadgens iakobsonis ori statia (,,enis ori polusi da afaziur darRvevaTa ori tipi" da ,,SeniSvnebi poet pasternakis prozis Sesaxeb"), xolo ZiriTad paToss (rogorc samarTlianad aRniSnavs s. zenkini) _ ,,metonimiis upiratesobis damtkiceba metaforasTan SedarebiT" [zenkini 1998: 30].

    iakobsonis kvalobaze, Jeneti saubrobs metaforuli da metonimiuri mimarTebebis (iakobsonTan _ ,,polusebis", ,,RerZebis") Sesaxeb da aq gulisxmobs ara marto tropebs, aramed, sazogadod, yovelgvar semantikur mimarTebebs, romlebic agebulia, Sesabamisad, analogiisa da momijnaveobis principebis mixedviT.

    rogor esmis Jenets termin ,,Tanaarsebobis" mniSvneloba da emTxveva Tu ara is ,,momijnaveobis" iakobsoniseul gagebas? am sakiTxis gasarkvevad davakvirdeT Jenetis mier prustis teqstebidan moyvanil nimuSebs da, agreTve, imas, Tu rogor aanalizebs maT frangi mecnieri. 

    naSromis dasawyisSi Jeneti imowmebs stiven ulmanis Sexedulebas imis Sesaxeb, rom prustTan gvxvdeba imgvari metonimiuri mimarTebebi, romlebic emyareba ori SegrZnebis momijnaveobas, maT Tanaarsebobas erTsa da imave mentalur konteqstSi. aseTia, magaliTad, kombres cis qveS gamefebuli siCumis ,,laJvardovani zedapiri" an baRis kutikarze mimagrebuli zanzalakis ,,ovaluri" da ,,mooqrovili" JRaruni. aq smeniT SegrZnebebs miewereba mxedvelobiTi aRqmis Tvisebebi (mizezis metonimiuri Senacvleba SedegiT) da, amgvarad, Jenetis TvalsazrisiT, esaa metonimiebi, romlebic SeniRbulia metaforuli predikaciiT.

    amasTan, TviT iakobsonis debulebebidan gamomdinare, ,,laJvardovans", iseve, rogorc ,,ovalursa" da ,,mooqrovils" metaforuli predikatebi SeiZleba vuwodoT mxolod im SemTxvevaSi, Tu teqstSi winaswar ar iqneba  moxseniebuli kombres laJvardovani ca, an is, rom zanzalaki ovaluri formisaa da mooqrovili. magram prustTan es piroba daculi araa da mkiTxveli uSualod ukavSirebs am epiTetebs teqstis winamorbed nawilebs. Sesabamisad, misTvis ar arsebobs am epiTetTa alternatiuli variantebi, maTi garkveuli paradigma (e.i. mkiTxvels ar eZleva seleqciis mentaluri operaciis ganxorcielebis saSualeba). ritorikuli figura _ hipalaga _ aq agebulia wrfiv mimarTebebze teqstis nawilebs Soris. amitomac gamoTqmebSi: ,,siCumis laJvardovani zedapiri", agreTve _ ,,zanzalakis ovaluri da mooqrovili JRaruni" SeiniSneba martooden metonimiuri da ara metaforuli _ predikacia.

    amgvarad, Jeneti ugulebelyofs sintagmatikisa da paradigmatikis teqstualur gamoxatulebebs da yuradRebas amaxvilebs, ZiriTadad, obieqtTa realur momijnaveobaze. es tendencia statiaSi bolomdea gatarebuli.

    magaliTad, mkvlevari sagangebod ganixilavs or pasaJs prustis qmnilebebidan. pirvel maTganSi (romanidan ,,svanis mxares") mTxrobeli gascqeris mezeglizis vels, sadac, puris yanebs miRma, moCans andria pirvelwodebulis saxelobis taZari ori moCuqurTmebuli samrekloTi: ,,samrekloebs hqonda wawvetebuli, qerclovani, ujredovani, gilioSirebuli, moyviTalo, marcvlovani saxuravebi, romlebis or TavTavs waagavda"; meore nawyvetSi (,,sodomi da gomori") gadmocemulia marselis fiqrebi sen-marsis eklesiis Sesaxeb, romelsac is meore dRes unda estumros: ,,sen-marsis ori mravalsaukunovani movardisfro samreklo, maTi rombisebri formis, odnav amozneqili da TiTqos mTrTolvare kramitis filebiT, dRis yvelaze  cxel saaTebSi, rodesac, banaobis garda veraferze fiqrob, magonebda aw gadaSenebul, qercliT dafarul, Tavwawvetebul Tevzebs, uZravad rom aRmarTuliyvnen wylis gamWvirvale laJvardSi".

    am citatebSi erTnair samrekloTa ori wyvili Sedarebulia urTierTgansxvavebul sagnebTan, erT SemTxvevaSi _ TavTavebTan, meoreSi ki TevzebTan. Jenetis azriT, samrekloTa Sedareba TavTavebTan motivirebulia garemocviT (puris yanebiT, romlebic gars ertymis andria pirvelwodebulis saxelobis taZars), TevzebTan Sedareba ki _ banaobis molodiniTa da zRvis siaxloviT. mecnieris SexedulebiT, garemocva ki ar warmoqmnis am msgavsebas, aramed _ ganapirobebs mis SerCevasa da aqtualizebas mraval analogiur SesaZleblobas Soris. ,,aq, _ SeniSnavs Jeneti, _ momijnaveoba gansazRvravs da warmoSobs msgavsebas, da yvela am SemTxvevaSi metaforis sayrdensa da motivacias warmoadgens metonimia" [Jeneti 1998: 40].

    rogorc vxedavT, aqac momijnaveobis mimarTebebSi igulisxmeba saganTa da movlenaTa realuri momijnaveoba sivrceSi, maSin, rodesac iakobsonis koncefciaSi, iseve, rogorc mis amosaval TeoriaSi _ ferdinand de sosiuris lingvistur moZRvrebaSi, momijnaveoba gagebulia rogorc wrfivi mimarTebebi teqstis elementebs Soris.

    ismis kiTxva: ratom ar SeiZleba, momijnaveobis cneba daukavSirdes ara teqstis sintagmatikas, aramed _ obieqtTa realur mezoblobas sivrceSi? iqneb, Jenetis pozicia ufro marTebuli da perspeqtiulia poetikisa da ritorikis problemaTa gadawyvetis TvalsazrisiT, vidre iakobsonisa?

    aq gasaTvaliswinebelia, rom iakobsonis Teoriis Jenetiseuli interpretacia saSualebas ar iZleva, adekvaturad ganimartos tropebisa da figurebis semantikuri struqtura; metic, rodesac sagnebisa da movlenebis realuri msgavsebisa an momijnaveobis safuZvelze mecnieri cdilobs iseTi ritorikuli figuris daxasiaTebas, rogoricaa sinekdoqe, misi msjeloba aradamajerebelia.

    magaliTad, statiaSi ,,Sekvecili ritorika” Jeneti wers: ,,anZasa da xomalds ar akavSirebs momijnaveoba, samagierod, momijnaveoba arsebobs anZasa da afras, an anZasa da qandaras da, saerTod, anZasada mTel danarCen xomalds, anu yovelive imas Soris, rac aris xomaldi da ar aris anZa” [iqve, 22].

    amgvarad, Jenetis azriT, sinekdoqes princips momijnaveoba ar warmoadgens. magram Jeneti ar ganmartavs, saxeldobr, rogor aigeba sinekdoqe, romel semantikur mimarTebebs asaxavs is, Tu ara momijnaveobas. es gaugebroba gamowveulia imiT, rom mecnieri ugulebelyofs sintagmatikisa (momijnaveobis) da paradigmatikis (msgavsebis) lingvistur interpretacias, romelic gulisxmobs pirveli maTganis mikuTvnebas metyvelebis, meoris ki _ enis planebisadmi. swored amgvari gageba udevs safuZvlad tropebisa da figurebis klasifikaciis im models, romelic winamdebare naSromSia warmodgenili.

    am modelis mixedviT, momijnaveobis mimarTeba akavSirebs swored rom anZasa da xomalds rogorc cnebebs da ara anZasa da xomaldis sxva nawils, magaliTad, afras. marTlac, enobrivi koleqtivis cnobierebaSi anZa yovelTvis ukavSirdeba (sinekdoqurad) xomalds, e.i. maTi kavSiri sintagmaturia, wrfivi. amasTan, esaa uzualuri mimarTeba da, amitom, ar saWiroebs sinekdoqes orive wevris moxseniebas teqstSi.

    rogor gaiazrebs Jeneti msgavsebis mimarTebis arss?

    ,,wawvetebul, moyviTalo da gilioSirebul saxuravs ZaluZs, _ aRniSnavs mkvlevari, _ Cvens warmosaxvaSi erTnairad advilad da ad libitum amoativtivos damwifebuli TavTavis (an zvinis), an kidev _ oqrosferi Tevzis xati. am ori virtualuri ,,msgavsebidan” prusti TiToeul jerze irCevs imas, rac ukeT miesadageba situacias an (rac igivea) konteqsts” [iqve, 39].

    ,,prusti irCevs...” _ es fraza migvaniSnebs, rom mxatvruli saxis specifikis gansazRvrisas Jeneti iTvaliswinebs iakobsonis im debulebas, romlis Tanaxmad, metaforis safuZvelia seleqcia (Tumca statiaSi es termini moxseniebuli araa da, rogorc wesi, saubaria metaforis (an metonimiis) wevrTa substituciurobis Sesaxeb).

    is faqti, rom Semoqmedi (am SemTxvevaSi _ prusti) situaciis an konteqstis mixedviT irCevs, ras Seadaros samrekloebi, ar niSnavs, rom Sesabamisi mxatvruli saxe metaforaa, an metaforul mimarTebebzea agebuli. ama Tu im tropisa an figuris Seqmnisas yvela mwerali mimarTavs seleqciis operacias, im SemTxvevebSic ki, rodesac is irCevs kliSirebul, mza trops (radgan mas SeuZlia, ar gamoiyenos es tropi da aRniSnos denotati misi Cveuli, yofiTi saxelwodebiT). Semoqmedebis procesSi seleqciis ganxorcielebisas saqme gvaqvs erTaderT _ enobriv planTan, radgan jer ar arsebobs teqsti, rogorc sintagmaturi, wrfivi mocemuloba. Sesabamisad, ar arsebobs arc enisa da metyvelebis opoziciuri mimarTeba, am ukanasknelis gareSe ki ver gamovyofT metaforulsa da metonimiur teqstualur planebs.

    (rac  Seexeba  substituciurobas,  is axasiaTebs yvela tropsa da  figuras,  e.i.  maTi    komponentebi,   garkveuli         gagebiT, urTierTSenacvlebadia (zemoyvanil citatebSi urTierTSenacvlebadia, erTi mxriv, samrekloTa saxuravebi, meore mxriv ki _ TavTavebi da Tevzebi), Tu ar CavTvliT metaforas, romlis implicituri komponenti xSirad imdenad ,,mRvrie” semantikur garemoSia ganzavebuli, rom misi mkafio semantikuri gansazRvra Zneldeba. amdenad, tropebisa da figurebis substituciuroba araa kriteriumi, romelic SeiZleba gamoviyenoT maTi klasifikaciis mizniT.).

    seleqciisa da kombinaciis operaciebi, romlebic ganekuTvneba or enobriv poluss da Sesabamisad, metaforulsa da metonimiur planebs, aucileblad gulisxmobs am orive operaciis teqstualur xorcSesxmas da, Semdgom, mis aRqmas recipientis mier. im SemTxvevaSi, rodesac es ukanaskneli teqstis aRqmisas axorcielebs seleqciis operacias, Sesabamisi teqstualuri elementi unda mivakuTvnoT enis (metaforul) plans, xolo rodesac mas am operaciis Catareba ar sWirdeba da enobrivi erTeulebi warmoqmnis myar (teqstualurad ganmtkicebul an enobrivi koleqtivis cnobierebaSi arsebul) sintagmebs, SeiZleba vimsjeloT teqstSi metyvelebis (metonimiuri) planis monawileobis Sesaxeb.

    aqedan gamomdinare, prustTan orive SemTxvevaSi gamoyenebulia Sedareba, da ara metonimiaze proecirebuli metafora: ,,...or TavTavs waagavda...”, ,,...magonebda... Tevzebs”. Sedarebis komponentTa msgavseba sulac ar niSnavs, rom is metaforuli planis gamoxatulebaa. figura, romlis orive wevri eqsplicituradaa mocemuli teqstSi, swored am niSniT ganekuTvneba sintagmatur (metonimiur, metyvelebis) plans. prustis mxatvruli maneris is Tavisebureba, rom SedarebaTa komponentebad SerCeulia realurad momijnave obieqtebi, ar niSnavs, rom es ,,momijnaveoba” emTxveva am terminis mniSvnelobas iakobsonis TeoriaSi. Jenetiseuli analizi koreqtuli iqneboda, im SemTxvevaSi, avtors rom miznad ar daesaxa rusi mecnieris debulebaTa ilustrireba da emsjela prustis mier gamoyenebuli originaluri (saganTa da movlenaTa realur momijnaveobaze agebuli) ASedarebebis Sesaxeb.    

                                 Genett’s   Metonymy

         The article analyses the work of famous French  philologist   Gérard Genette   `Proust’s Metonymy~. The methodological base of Genett’s work is Roman Jakobson’ linguoportical conception.

      Following Jakobson, Genett reasons about metaphorical and metonymical relations and implies not only tropes, but generally all semantic relasions, which are based on principles of analogy and neighbourhood (or selection and combination).

    It should be mentioned that Genett attaches no importance to textual expressions of metaphorical and metonymical  relations. He takes into consideration mainly factual likeness and neighbourhood of real objects, which are reflected in texts. Genett declines linguistic interpretation that implies putting the former to the plan of speech and the latter to the plan of language.
   Besides that, while analyzing proust’s artistic style,  Genett attempts to imagine  the operations of selection and combination (proceeding in aithor’s consciousness), which give birth to metaphor, in first case, and to metonymy, im second case. However it is easy to observe that the results of such analysis are not thoroughly convincing, because  Genett takes into consideration mostly the author   and much less the recipient. But while creative working  there is no text as syntagmatical object. Accordingly, there are no oppositional relations of speech and language and it’s impossible to distinguish metaphorival and metonymical plans of text.

   Only when the recipient, while perceiving the texr, realizes the operation  of selection, the corresponding element should be attributed to metaphorical plan, and when it is not necessary to realize this operation  and the linguistic units make hard (textually strengthened or being usual for consciousness of linguistic body) syntagmes, it is possible to reason about metaphorical or metonymical  plans, presented in text.

   In fact, Genett rejects Jakobson’s conception and also its base _ the linguistic doctrine of  F.de Saussure, which gives hard, reliable foundation for the analysis of the style of literary texts  including Proust’s texts. Hence, Genett’s conclusions about  `metaphors, projected on metonymies~, which are typical  for Proust (according to Genett),  require certain corrections.
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