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DCTATBIYHA-AKCIIATTYHBI TATIHIBIAT
MIOMHIKAy MICBbMEHCTBA ¥ TPAKTOYIIbI ayTapay
nayHsi Oenapyckai JirapaTypsl

Bapoyka B.1O.
Yemanosa adykaywti “Biyebcki 03apocaynvt yuisepcimam imsa IL.M. Mawspasa”, Biyeock

Y apmuwixyne dacnedyroyya kKpuimapuii ayduki eapmacyeti NOMHIKAY nicbMeHcmea aymapami OayHsl
benapyckai aimapamypul.

Mboma pabomvl — 6bIA8IYb ICMIMBIYHA-AKCIANASIYUHBIL KPLIMOPLIL AYIHKI NOMHIKAY NiCbMEeHCmEd
aymapami oayuau Oenapyckai 1imapamypel, npacadviyb ObIHAMIKY QYHKYBIAHABAHHS 3CMIMbIYHA-
AKCIANALTUHBIX KPLIMIPBISLY.

Mamapoian i memaovt. Mamspwiaiam 0na OaciedasanHs cmani nicomogvis nommuiki XI-XVII
CcmMazo003sy. ACHOYHbIA Memadvl — KAHKPIMHA-2ICIAPbIYHbL, MbINALALTUHBL, 0ICKPLINMbIYHBL.

Botniki i ix aomepkasanne. A0’ ekmam ac’>HCABAHHA aymapay OayHsu Aimapamypsl Oblli aHMblYHAs
cnadyvina 1 kuiei bionii. 'Y apmuikyne eviLiyuaroyya mulnanacivHeis [ KAHKPIMHA-2ICMAPbIUHbIA
ICMIMBIYHA-AKCIANALTYHBIS KPBIMIPLII AYIHKI meopay nicomencmea aymapami nepwviady Kieyckail Pyci,
onoxi Aopaodacounsn, XVII cmaeo00ssa. [lpacousaeyya OviHAMIKA QYHKYBIAHABAHHS ICMIMbIYHA-
AKCIANASTYHBIX KPLIMIPLISY HA KOJNCHBIM dmane paseiyys nicomencmea. y nepwisio Kieyckaii Pyci — npa3
ananiz “Kewyia Eyppacinni lHonayxaii”, nacnanus Knimenyia Cumansyiva oa npaceimapa @amvl, “cnoy”
Kipvinor Typayckaea, “Cnosa ab nanxy leapaevim”; y 3noxy AOpaodsicinHs — npasz xapakmapwblCmulKy
kyaemyphai cnaouviil M. I'ycoyckaea i @. Crapuvinol, y XVII cmaeo0os3i — npaz daciedasanue
nimapamypuaii cnaduvinel Cimsona Ionaykaza.

3aknwurnne. Kpvimopuiami scmomviunai sHaunacyi meopa y nepwiad Kieyckau Pyci evicmynani
aAonaseoHaAcyb HOPMAM XPLICYISIHCKAU Mapai, OblOAKMbIYHACYb, 3AHAMABAHAS. Y 600pA3HAll MKAHIHE, y
nepuisi0  AOPAONCIHHA  BAICHBIMI  KPLIMIPLIAMI ICMIMBIYHAU 3HAYHACYI CMAHOBAYYA 2PAMAOCKAS
KawmoyHacyb 3mecmy, maucmapckae yeacabnentne nicomeHuiyxix iosu; y XVII cmaeo003i — cancasasn
émicmacyb meopay, 0aCKaHaIaCyb MACmayKai ¢opmoi.

Knrouaewin cnoewvl: oaynsas benapyckas aimapamypa, akcisioeis, 3¢mamvika, aHmMvlYHAs CRA0YbIHA,
bionis, kpeimapwli scmamulynall 3HAYHACYT, THMIPNPIMAYDBIAL.
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The article explores the features and criteria for assessing the monuments of writing by authors of
ancient Belarusian literature.

The aim of the research is to reveal aesthetical-axiological criteria for evaluating monuments by the
authors of ancient Belarusian literature, to trace the dynamics of functioning of these criteria.

Material and methods. The material for the study was written monuments of the XI1I-XVII centuries.
The basic methods of the research are the concrete-historical, the typological and the descriptive.

Findings and their discussion. The object of the authors’ comprehension was the ancient heritage
and the books of the Bible. Aesthetic-axiological criteria for evaluating literary monuments by the
authors of Kievan Rus, the Renaissance and the 17th century are singled out. The dynamics of functioning
of axiological and aesthetic criteria in the period of Kievan Rus is analyzed through the analysis of the
“Life of E. Polotskaya”, the letters of K. Smolatich to Thomas the Presbyter, works (“slovy”) of K.



Turovsky, “Slovo o Polku Igoreve”; during the Renaissance — through analyzing the cultural heritage of
M. Gusovsky and F. Skoryna; in the 17th century — by analyzing the artistic heritage of S. Polotsky.

Conclusion. Criteria of the aesthetic significance of the literature work in the period Kievan Rus was
compliance with the norms of Christian morality, didacticism; in the period of Renaissance — the social
significance of content and writing skills, in the 17th century — the semantic fullness and perfection of the
artistic form.
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