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Mia evoLagpéovoa xaw yonoyu ouvoyn tov Béoemv g Zyohs g Modyag yio ) on-
petohoyior Tov OedTEov, YOUUIEVY At TAAAVTOUX0 ApeQuravd peketoi Tov Oedtoov, o
omoiog éDave 1o 1994 oe nhiat oG 36 £Tmv. ot TV XOUTLXY) AVTHETMOION XAl T 0w~
ot eneEeoyaoia OV OEUATOS TOL Epatde KAl TO TOEYIKA KOl AVUCTNOE TV ETAGPY UE €%~
TQOOMITOVS THG TXOM)S AUTIG, TTOV BOIOROVTL 1O 0TIV TOITY YEVEQ, EEXVHVTAS (UTTO TIG
avatnmioels Tov Mecomohépov. H aviyvoom, mooohijpn xat ouinmon ohmv v oyett-
ROV EQYAOUDY OAWY TWV EATQOOMIWY (TOMES (IO AVTEG OEV EXOVV UETAPOUOTEL OLTTO TCL
TOEYXAL OVTE ONUEQX) OONYEL OF LAV HORETA OLPOQOTOMNUEVT] EIXOVOL OYETIACL [IE T ON)-
naoio g Zyohng autg Yo Ty wtoia %o Oemolo Tov Oedtoov oty Evpdmn tov 2000
ALDVOL, 1) OTTOLOL TTUQUYVIQLOTIXE OTNV EXTAUOT) TNG %O 0TO BAOOG TWV ETOQOMV TNG KL Ui
duONxe At TO YEYOVOS, OTL OL TEQLOCOTEQES EQYUOLES EIVAL YOUUUEVES OLOYIXAL OTCL TOE-
KRG %L AQYNOOV YLOL OEXUETIEG VUL UETAPOUOTOVV OF OV OTTO TIG XVQLOTEQES EVQWITCIXES
yAmooeg. Eivon 0¢ emtiong xaoaxrtoLotino, 0t peydho 1éeog tov F'odhxot Zrpovxtovoa-
Mopov otig dexaetieg Tov 1960 xaw 1970 Baoiletan 08 aQreTd peyahn EXTaon oTig £0Y0-
oleg avTég, oL omolEg WOTOO dev TPV TOTE T O£0M 7oL Tovg GEICEL oTat duTKAL YOI~
nata (eEaigeon amotehovy ot Zhafordyor tg Feopaviag, oL omoiol, Tpochaufavovrag To
HEAETIUATOL (UTA, OTNY CQYIXT) TOVG OLALTUTIMON), £YLvay oL aotxol (OQELs TG HETAPOQUS
™mg Zxohng ™ [odyag xaw tov [Tohwvivoy Aopopov oty Avon, BA. B. Tlovyveo, Snuet-
oloyia tov Oeatpov. AOva 1985, 00. 14 €E.). Xapurmolotxd onueimvel o yvmotog Oe-
wonTrog g Aoyoteyviag, Rene Wellek, mwg «Prague is an indispensable link in the chain
leading from Moscow to Paris» (0tov mporoyo tov J. Mukarovsky, The Word and Verbal
Art. New Haven 1977, 0. XI), vtovomvrtag twg oty eE€MEN g Oempiag tg hoyoteyviag
1 Zyohn g Modyag amotekel amaQait)to evoLdpeco otadud petad Tov Pootxot ®o-
pohopon xow Tov Fakhxov Aopiopot. O 10toeros tov Oemouny Jan Broekman, e&etd-
Covtag ToV YOAM®O OTOVQRTOVQUALONO, xaténEe oto cupmépaopa, «that Parisian
structuralism, which has become fashionable today, is no more than a recapitulation of
what has been presented here [in the Prague School] - only in this sense can we speak of
it as being a further development of structuralist thinking. The same themes and methods
are being discussed anew. What is being presented to us as dernier cri is at best a
differentiation, or an expansion, of these themes...» (Jan M. Broekman, Structuralism:
Moscow — Prague — Paris. Boston 1974, 0. 69). Kat 0 6uyyo. TQOX0QEL axOpt TEQLOGOTE-
00: «At the worst the French development were a reduction, a hardening into dogma of
linguistic assumptions that would eventually come under fire in the post-structuralist
critique. Yet eigtheen years since Broekman’s judgement, with the depassement of
deconstruction having altered the intellectual scene, the flexibility and range of the Prague
School still takes a back seat to the French structuralist tradition» (6.7., 0. 3).

To 7600 YvHOTNG TOL OEPATOS £lvan 0 oLYYQ. ammodevieL evdig apéong 1) «Ewaym-
i (00. 1-12), 6mmov avagpéeTon OYL LOVO 0TOVG EATQOOMITOVS TG ZYoAg thhd xat 0T
Lerrovgyia ™ péoe 0TO QOVIXO SLAOTNIA TOU MECOTOAENOU: TTQOXELTOL Yot OO
Efoaionv diavoovpévav and mv Toeyia, ™ ZhoPaxia, and meoopuyeg amd ) Pooia
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(Roman Jakobson, Petr Bogatyrev), ot omtoiot idouoay évav xixho ehevbeomv padnudtov
%L ouENToEWY 08 TOMEG YAMDOOES, IOV dLaoEYMONHaY %o avahiBnxay ot ootrég
O¢oe1g TG Zyog v ota Bépata g YhOooug 1w tg Aoyoteyviag. Ot Bemontinég xat
PLAOCOPIXES PATELS TV AVULTIOEOY CQUTMY 0NNYOVV (KON %O 0TV AVCTQOOUYYQIXT
Movagyio xou 10 yvwoto Kixho g Biévvng pe tovg Oetiuotés (A, tioa T moantind
V0 ouvedpiwY Lo TV WToEw) onuaoic g Zxoing g IModyag M. Jankovic/Z. Pesat
[eds.], The Prague School: Its History and Future. Prague 1992 »au Jan Bakos [ed.],
Czechoslovak Structuralism and Viennese Scientism. Bratislava 1993). To avavempévo
eVOLUPEQOV TN dLEOVOUG TVEVHUTIXYG KOVOTITAG YLOL TV TTRaypatixt) O€om g Zyohg
g Modyag péoa 0to vevpatxd yiyveobo Tov 2000 aumve, Oov TeMd AmodemviETaL
OTL oYL OV EE0*OLOVOOVV VaL VPLOTAVTOL YAWOOUKEL (POCrypatet, AhAd %o OTL EVITXVOVTOL
arOpa TEQLOOOTEQO (dLcpogeg Yhmooeg non leguntur), deiyvouv xou dhheg dNuootevoeLS,
OV AVOAVOVY TLY. TOV %UTAAOYO TV dhéEemv ov d0BNxaV 0TV ®UXhOV AVTO, 0Y0-
MALoVY oL TEARTIXG TV LENTNoEMY Toug %Th. (Bh. evdewtind L. Matejka [ed.], Sound,
Sign and Meaning: Quinquagenary of the Prague Linguistic Circle. Ann Arbor, Michigan
Slavic Studies 1976 [Wing 0o. 607-622], Fr. Galan, Historic Structures: The Prague School
Project, 1926-1946. Austin, Texas UP 1985 P. Steiner [ed.], The Prague School Selected
Writings, 1929-1946. Austin 1982+ K. Chvatik, Tschechoslowakischer Strukturalismus.
Theorie und Geschichte. Miinchen 1981 H. Gunther, Struktur als Prozess: Studien zu
Aesthetik und Literaturtheorie des tschechischen Strukturalismus. Miinchen 1973 %.d.). O
Marvin Carlson, 070 Yvwoto Tov faoxd €070 Yo T Oemic Tov BedTEOV, RAVOVTUS [ILa
€OXOMNON TOV peTamorepxot Oedtoov, onuewdver 1o eEng: «When semiotics re-
emerged as a major critical concern in the late 1960s, the areas of investigation laid out by
Mukarosvky still defined its basic orientations» (M. Carlson, Theories of the Theater: A
Historical and Critical Survey, from the Greeks to the Present. Ithaca, NY, Cornell UP
1984, 0. 410). H cuvolx1] avdiuon) Tov ®vijHatog quto e OAOL TO YOOITTA TOU 00NYel Te-
AL 0TO OUUTTEQUONL, TG 1] EVEWITAIXY GLLTNON Yt T Oemoia Tov Dedtoou et dexa-
£TIEG EXEL LELVEL OTAOYN), ETAVOLOUPAVOVTOG OTA YUAMAUG EXEVAL TOL EQWTIUOTAL TTOV €-
youv tebel 1O oy amd 1o Aevtepo [Mayxoowo IMokepo. Avto PéPaia dev exmthjooet,
YLLTE 1) TTQOGANPY) TOU QWOKOY (POQUAMOIOU TEAXRA YIVETAL [1E TOVG IOIOVG TOOTOVG %Ol O-
dmyet otovg idlovg ddpovs. H va to movpe %t ohhig: 1) ogeth} tg Avong oty Avato-
Mxn) Evpomn, —xow auto 1o Oépa eivan aveEaotnto oe peydho fadud amd my emoin) tov
Koppovviopov (to 1917 ot Pwoia xow 1o 1945 ot Toeyio)— dev avayvwiotne agrov-
VIOG GO T HLAVONO OTNY ETTOYN TG %O ONUELDVEL TOQ, 0TO TEAOG TOV CUMVCL, [V O-
YU AVOYVOQLOT LLE EQYAOLES OTIMG 1) TTQOXELLEVY)” ONUCLIVEL ETTLONG, GTTO TNV TAEVQA TWV
SLAVOOUHEVOV, OTL OYL LOVO OTTO TNV GITOWT) TG LOTORLOG (ARG RO TNG TTQOOPATIG TIVEL-
patnis wroglag, 1 Avatohxt) Evodmn anotekel avamdonaoto péog s Evommng ot
moémeL v foer ) O¢on g 0 cw, aveEa T td vtoheippota TG Weokoyiag tov Wu-
%000 TToAépou xau Tig orvovopuxég dagogomonjoets. Ta meguonTa emredypota g €v-
wrTaixig davonomg tov 1960 xaw tov 1970 omnpilovian og peydro Padud oe vviuota,
XURAOVG %O TQOPANUATIONOUG 7oV TTEoNYON*aY 0T Pooia, T000 TV T0001%1) 000 %ot
) oofetinny, v Toeyic, TO00 T pecomoleuxn} OO0 %ot TV xoppovvioTizt), %ot v Ilo-
Lovia TG HETATORELRNG TTEQLOdOV, 08 Aaolg dNAadY Tov orjpeQe POIO#OVTAL 0TO TTEQL-
0010 g ®owNg avtibnmg.

To ovvtopo Pifrio Tov Quinn dev eivar ovotaotixd éva reader, ONAadt e avOoro-
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YNON XEWEVOV OTTO EXTQOOMITOVG THG ZYOANG cvTg, ahhd pua eEapeTind ooy, ov-
VIO %0t OLOPWTLOTLXY) GTUVOYN %ot GUVOEOT, 1) omola, axQUB(g emteld) faoiletan oto 0¥-
VOLO TOU GYETLXOV VAXOU RO EXEL APEDT) TTEOOPAON 08 OAES TIG TTUYES TOU KIVIUOTOG, i-
VEL [ILOL TTOLQAOTALTURT] EVIVTTWON Yict TV eVEMEIX, SLALOrTROTITE, AVTLOOYUUTIXOTITC
0L TO QUAERTIXO TTQOPAUOTLONO, TTOV KAUQOXTNOILEL TIG VAL TIOELS CUTES, OL OTTOLES (Q-
YOTEQX 0T YoMLY TOUG EXDOYN EYVAY TTO ATOQOEYHOTIRES %a TTO povodidoTateg. [Toé-
el var Ot PaoTEL 0OTMOOMTOTE Utd GAOVG TOvg BEmENTXOUS Tov BEATEOV, Yt VL ROTU-
vonbel xahiTteQa 1 LoToQLrY B0 Tov KVNUATOS PEsa 0TS Bempieg Bedtoov Tov 2000 at-
@va. Ot peydhot TEoPAUATIONOL TG ENUEOLOYIOS TOV OEATEOV £0VV 08 HEYIANV EXTO-
oM 1101 T0-draTuTMOEL deERUETIES TTOLY ERPOVIOTOVV 0T duTirt) Evpdmn. Zto mowto #e-
pchano,«Prague School Structuralism» (00. 13-42) 0 ouyyo. avaliel pe fdaon Oha o yoo-
TTA TOV ZWVIUATOS TIG PAOLKEG EVVOLES «OOMN», «ONUELD», «AELTOVQYIC, «VOQUES», «aEL0».
210 devteQo ®e@ihato,«Theory of the Theater» (00. 43-70) eEeTdLovran aQYIXA OL OYEOCELS
tov Togywv Bewonuxmv Tov Bedtoov pe Tyv Theaterwissenschaft tg xevroung Evommng
(BA. naw Tov ovyyo. «Theaterwissenschaft in the History of Theater Study», Theater
Survey 32/3, 1991, 00. 123-136) »aw avahvetan oe Ba0og 1o Paoixd eyyewidio tov Otokar
Zich, Estetika dramatického uméni. Teoreticka dramaturgie. Praha 1931 [p). ITovyveo,
0.7, 0. 15 €E.]) ov €dwoe To Evanopa xow T BAom Lo Tig avalnToes auTeg %L dwoe eE
QNG TO TEOPADLOMCL OTNV AVAALOT THG DEATOIXIG TTAQACTAONG EVALVTL THG AVAAUONG TOU
QQUUATIXOV KEWEVOV. Znuelo exxiviiong NTay zow YU autov ot Demoieg tov Wagner yia 1o
Gesamtkunstwerk xou 1 eneEeoyaoia Tovg a6 tov Adolphe Appia. Kau edd avahvovro
T Paod evvolohoyird goyakeia Tg Oeatous Bewolag, Omg drapoopmbnxay ot ov-
véyxewa. To xeqpdharo 3 agiepmvetan to «Semiotics of Theatrical Acting» (o0. 71-99), t0
xe@ahawo 4 og «Semiotics of Stage Design» (00. 101-118), 10 #eqdhaio 5 oe «Semiotics of
Theatrical Text» (00. 119-131).

O topog #heiver pe o «Conclusion» (00. 133-144), 1) omoia Oyt povo cuvopilet, ahhd
TEOOTAOEL %Al VL TQUXOAOVONOEL Ta emLTevypaTaL TG ZYoMig g Tlodyas o o on-
petwTnn Oewola g Beatons emxovmviag xau otig véeg Oewpieg Oedroou: ot Legpa-
via pe v Zxoh) g Kootdvtlag yua ta «reception aesthetics», tnv Herta Schmid, v
Erika Fischer-Lichte, tov Manfred Pfister (The Theory and Analysis of Drama. Cam-
bridge 1988), tov Achim Eschbach (Pragmasemiotik und Theater. Tiibingen 1979), ot
Talhia otov Patrice Pavis («Pavis is the most wideranging, most intellectually disciplined
of the French theater theorists (compared to, say, Andre Helbo)» (0. 137 BA. naw ) Pr-
Bhoxgurrin pov oty Hapdfaoty 2, 1998, 00. 260-264) xaw Regis Durand, eva ot Josette
Ferral zou Jean Alter éyovv dMheg xatafolrés (J. Austen): oty Itahio pe to Keir Elam,
tov De Marinis, tov Alessandro Serpieri xou tov Franco Ruffini, otnv Apeguxn ev péoet
e tov Richard Hornby o tov Einar Haugen («American theorists have been more
resistant to semiotic theory generally», 0. 139" 1oy0eL axopa TeQLOCOTEQO YiaL TV Ayyhict),
eva oe Pifhio emomreiag, omwg «The Field of Drama» tov Martin Esslin (1987) xau to
«Places of Performance» (1989) tov Marvin Carlson yw ta Oeatoud xtiguo dev aiouvy
Boowd gdro. Optopévor daveiCovian pepund concepts, Omg éxavay dhhwote xaw oL [dh-
1oL 0TQOVXTOVQUAOTES (T aoxohimTeL Aemropepetaxd o Pifhio tov J. G. Meriquor,
From Prague to Paris: A Critique of Structuralist and Post-Structuralist Thought. London
1986). Qot600 0 Carlson avoryvwilel TV WwTooLxY) onpasic g Zxohis g IModyag: «the
Prague Schoos agenda is still the most comprehensive set of analytical goals in
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contemporary theater theory» (f. M. Carlson, Theater Semiotics: Signs of Life.
Bloomington, Indiana UP 1990). Kat 0 ouyyo. eEaigeL, ®helvovTag, ®aL T1 OLVONTLxY) TToL-
OTNTAL TOU RAVIUOTOG CUTOV, OE RATTOLOY OVTLOLOTOAY [E TOVG dUTLXOVG ETTLYOVOUS TOVG:
«As a theory of the theater, Prague structuralist semiotics is still remarkable for its
conceptual richness, its intellectual quality, its potential for practical use, and the range of
influence» (0. 141).

Axorovdel e eEaviinuxn Pihoyoagia, mov yweiletar o Primary Materials xou
Secondary References (00. 145-160) xaw 1 omolo ivan 1) TANQECTEQ TTOV VITAQYEL ONuLe-
001, %AOMG KO HEQKES POTOYQUPLES ALTTO TUQAOTAUOT) TTOV OYETLLETAL [e TLg BemonTneg av-
tég avalnmoels oty [pdya tov Mesomohépov. O pehetntg dtadéTeL aovviOwoT) yLo Tig
HELETES AVTEG OEVOEQRELT AL XQUTLXY] IXAVOTITOL CVTWUETMILONG %t oVVOeoS” To Pifhio
dafaeTon evydoLoTa ®aw eivan xaTatomotzo. H 1otoguxn) Tov onpaoia £yxertal 0to ot
AVODEXVVOVTOL OL VALTOMROEVQWTTUIRES RATUPOAEG TG EVEWITAIXNG DemENTxNg oxEYNg
otV oTtoQurt| €EEMEN, TEAYLO TTOV €xeL EEXAOTEL HEGH GTOV AVTLOTOQLOWO TV (POQUUAL-
0TrMV OEWOUOY TOV TELELTAIWY deraeTIOV TO Teader auTo, amd APEQUXavO peheTnT), o-
TOTEREL XATL OOV LOTOQIXY] ATTOXUTAOTOON LS AOWRIAG TTOV EYIVE €15 BAQOG [LaS oo TG
wxég Yhmooeg g Evowmmg, mtapafiatovrag tov xavova og 1) YAwooo dev Oa émperne
v gbvat pItodlo ot eevBeon duaxivion Twv eDV xat 1) debBvirdtiTa Tov 2000 ALHVL
de Oa £mpeme VoL TEOOXQEOVOEL 08 YAWOOKA (odypate. oty oo yn. H wtopia g
TEOCAYmS TG Zxohng s [odyag delyvel T avtifeTo ®aL TN TTOV OLORANEOON®E O
%0705 Tov Aol ZTQOUXTOUQAMOOY, TOETEL VO YIVEL ROL [t VIPAMO ATTOTIUN oM
HOL RQUTXY] TOV QAVEIMV TOV, TWV TEOTWY EPUOIOYIG TOUG KO TWV AUCEVIOTWY OUYVE
X0 AVIOTOQNTWV «UETAPOQMV» U0 EVOL TOMTIOWXO TTEdI0 010 dhho (BA. TV TUYM TOU
Propp omv agnynuatohoyic). H povoyoagpio tov Quinn ovpfidrher oto péywoto fabuo
0T1) DLODKATLOL AVTY) TNG LOTOQLXYG OLELOAOYNONG, TOVAGYLOTOV OO0V apod. T Dewpia Tou
Oedtoov, adhd xow oL povo. Koipa mov avtdg o €Eumvog xaw dtaBaopévog peketnug, pe
TOV avOQMILOUO TOV %O TV OUUTAOELT Yuat TO (%0 had tov Togxwv, xdOnxe 1600 1eo-
.
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e
MARVIN CARLSON
Performance. A Critical Introduction.
London/New York: Routledge 1996, Zeh. VIII, 247.

O ovyyoagéag, xabnynmg oto New York City University yu @¢atoo xaw Zuyrouuxy Ao-
YOTEXVIOL, TTOV £YEL OMOEL 0TO TAEEADOV YVIOOTES LOVOYQUPIES YLOL TNV LOTOQLOL %at BemQi
tov Bedtpov (Theories of Theater: A Historical and Critical Survey from the Greeks to
the Present. Ithaca, Cornell UP 1984 Places of Performance: The Semiotics of Theater
Architecture. Ithaca, Cornell UP 1989 Theater Semiotics: Signs of Life. Bloomington,
Indiana UP 1990), maovotdCet €00 pa %outint} £0aymyr) 0To VEO 100G, TO 0TT0l0 0TV
Apeoun) €xev ogoayioer ™) Beaton) Conj Twv televtaiwv SUO dexaETiv, otV
performance (O¢apa, TaRAoTaoN, TEAEOT), Spettacolo), TNV 0ol APLEQMIVEL OTOV TROMO.
nebapévo Michael Quinn (BA. magamdvm). O Carlson eivou Oeatgordyog o eEeTdlel T0
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