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Micavlh~ Tsianivka~

Flinders University

Prismatikev~ fwtoqumive~ ston Kabavfhò
Me aformhv to rhvma “gualivzw”

ajstravftei twvra hJ plavth tw`n uJdavtwn

Kavlbo~

O Kabavfh~, o Kwnstantivno~ kai h eterovthta

Crovnia diabavzoume Kabavfh. Kavti pou ma~ enoclouvse kavpw~ sthn poivhshv tou (allav

pou den sumbaivnei pia) hvtan kavpoie~ “uperbolikev~” crhvsei~ th~ glwvssa~, ovpw~, p.c.,

h crhvsh tou rhvmato~ “gualivzw”. Gia touvto apofasivsame na exetavsoume kavpw~

susthmatikovtera ti~ scetikev~ poihtikev~ leitourgive~ ston Alexandrinov. Arcikav qa

prevpei na pouvme ovti to “gualivzw” evcei na kavnei me avmese~ diadikasive~

antanavklash~, antapovkrish~ k.tl., kai touvto den eivnai tucaivo kai anexevlekto, allav

qemeliakhv~ shmasiva~ gia ton poihthv, kai dievpetai apov evna suvsthma sugkekrimevnwn

kai aisqhtikav wrologiakwvn prodiagrafwvn. To scetikov suvsthma kaqorivzetai apov thn

amesovthta twn sunaisqhmavtwn, to akariaivo th~ pragmavtwshv~ tou~ kai, bevbaia, sthn

evntash mevsa apov thn opoiva dhmiourgeiv o Kabavfh~: th scetikhv evntash o ivdio~ th

“daneivzetai” kai apov avllou~, kurivw~ apov tou~ gavllou~ sumbolistev~ kai idivw~ to

Mpwntlaivr, allav me trovpo apokleistikav dikov tou.

Gia na sunenohqouvme qa prevpei na xekinhvsoume me mia basikhv kai aparaivthth

prou>povqesh h opoiva qa ma~ sunodeuvei se ovlh th diavrkeia touvth~ th~ ergasiva~ò ovti

ta diavfora senavria pou diabavzoume sta poihvmata tou Kabavfh antapokrivnontai se

mia safwv~ diakrithv kai eparkwv~ “ierarchmevnh” yucologiva twn upokeimevnwn pou

summetevcoun sta pepragmevna kai ovci se poia yucikhv katavstash brivsketai o ivdio~ o

poihthv~. Me scetikhv asfavleia qa levgame ovti h en lovgw ieravrcish qa mporouvse na

kaluvyei tevsseri~ perivpou klivmake~, an kai mia tevtoia prospavqeia mporeiv na

apodeicteiv pollaplav perivplokh.

Gia suntomiva qa mporouvsame na pouvme ovti sthn prwvth klivmaka entavssontai

avtoma pou den exelivcthkan ouvte faivnetai na mporouvn na kavnoun kavti tevtoio,

katadikasmevna sth moivra pou zoun (gevroi hv nevoi, den evcei shmasiva). Sth deuvterh,
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avtoma pou evcoun metakinhqeiv hv metakinouvntai (kai) se mia avllh prooptikhv: autoiv

evzhsan kai kavti katavlaban. Sthn trivth qa mporouvsame na entavxoume avtoma pou

metakinouvntai pro~ mia avllh katavstash, h opoiva axiologeivtai poikolovtropa kai

poluepivpeda mevsa sto poivhma: edwv entavssontai ta perissovtera eirwnikav poihvmata.

Tevlo~, sthn tevtarth, sunantouvme ovla ekeivna ta upokeivmena pou biwvnoun kavpoia

aisqhtikhv apoqevwsh (me ti~ aisqhvsei~, ti~ skevyei~ hv ta aisqhvmata), uperbaivnonta~

katalutikav thn kaqhmerinovthta.

Touvth eivnai apofasistikhv sunqhvkh katanovhsh~ tou plaisivou mevsa sto opoivo

kineivtai o Kabavfh~, w~ “eleuvqerou skopeuthv”, kavti pou sto bavqo~ to diaskedavzei o

ivdio~, ovpw~ exavllou to dhlwvneiò “GiÆ aujtov kÆ ejgwv katagivnomai stouv~ pollouv~ nav

parousiavzw sobarhvn o[yi. Hu\ra pwv~ [foberavº] megavlw~ mev dieukoluvnei tev~

uJpoqevsei~ mou. jEswterikw`~ gelw` kaiv ajsteieuvomai poluv” (Kabavfh~ 1983ò46).

vEtsi loipovn kavqe kritikhv prospavqeia pou qevlei ton Kabavfh na eivnai etouvto hv

ekeivno, epeidhv ton tautivzoume me tou~ hvrwe~ twn poihmavtwn tou eivnai

kathgorhmatikav esfalmevnh. Gia touvto den evcei kanevna, p.c., novhma na milav kavpoio~

gia “parakmiakov” poihthv, epeidhv kavpoio~ carakthvra~ tou aisqavnetai hv antidrav

parakmiakav. To dhlwvnei o ivdio~ o Kabavfh~ to 1902 w~ exhv~ò

Potev devn e[zhsa sthvn ejxochv. OujdÆ ejpeskevfqhn ejxocav~ ka[n diav suvntomo diavsthvmata, wJ~
a[lloi. jEn tosouvtw/ e[graya e{na poivhma eij~ tov oJpoi`on uJmnw` thvn ejxochvn, kaiv gravfw o{ti
eij~ aujthvn ojfeivlontai oiJ stivcoi mou. Tov poivhma ei\nai mikrou` lovgou a[xion. Ei\nai dev tov
piov ajneilikrinev~ pra`gma pouv givnetai: swsthv yeutiav. jAllav mev perna` ajpÆ tovn nou` twvra, -
aujtov ei\nai ajlhqhv~ ajneilikrivneiaÉ JH tevcnh devn yeuvdetai pavntaÉ [H ma`llon o{tan hJ tevcnh
yeuvdetai tov perissovteron, devn ei\nai tovte pouv dhmiourgei` kaiv to perissovteronÉ
(Kabavfh~ 1983ò21).

Edwv o poihthv~ prolabaivnei me apofasistikov trovpo ton mellontikov kritikov tou

kai ton exoudeterwvnei. Den xevroume pwv~ qa antidrouvse twvra o Sefevrh~, p.c., an

diavbaze ti~ parapavnw grammev~, autov~ pou to 1962 shmeivwne -epeidhv diavbaze

kuriolektikavò “Kaiv shvmera ajkovmh, o{tan tovn sullogistw`, brivskw pwv~ mprostav tou

ei\mai e{na~ pelagivsio~ pouv pavei nav milhvsei mÆ e{nan poluv grammatismevno kuvrio, mevsa

sev miav misofwtismevnh biblioqhvkh mev poluvtima caliav. [ . . . ]  “H Qavlassa tou` prwiou`”
devn ei\nai hJ dikhv mou” (Sefevrh~ 1999ò 354-55). vH kai h akovlouqh dhvlwsh tou Sefevrh,

gia to qevma th~ “alhvqeia~”, pou faivnetai na apascoleiv tovso ton ivdio -adiavforo

pavntw~ gia ton Kabavfhò “[...] oJ Kabavfh~ devn ei\nai oJ a[nqrwpo~ pouv e[cei e[mfuto tov

dw`ro tou` lovgou: mhvte ei\nai oJ lovgo~ pouv tovn bohqa` nav brei` thvn ajlhvqeia tou” (1999ò

376). 
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VEtsi, me ton Kabavfh, den tivqetai qevma alhvqeia~ – yeuvdou~, parelqovnto~ –
parovnto~ k.tl, allav mpaivnoume sto dhmiourgikov ekeivno cwvro pou ta pravgmata

shmatodotouvn apov movna tou~ -kai mevsa apov scetikav gnwvrimou~ mhcanismouv~ kai

“autovnome~” enovthte~ lovgwn-, kai den apaitouvn kamiva eivdou~ eswterikhv “sunavfeia”
w~ “antivgrafa” kavpoiou exwterikouv montevlou. H basikhv authv antimetwvpish

metaqevtei ton poihthv apov to parelqovn sto mevllon kai ton anagnwrivzei w~ evnan apov

tou~ prwtopovrou~ tou metamontevrnou. Ta dhmiourgikav tou “sfurokophvmata”
autonomouvntai kai autoshmatodotouvntaiò coup par coup. 

Movnon evtsi mporeiv na katanohvsei kavpoio~ ti eivdou~ entavsei~ dhmiourgouvntai

eswterikav kai “mazikav” sto lovgo tou Kabavfh: kai eivnai fanerov ovti oi entavsei~

autev~ pernouvn fanerav mevsa sto lovgo tou me ti~ evntone~ fraseologive~, ta ctuphtav

epivqeta kai ta uperbolikav “gualivzw”: evntona kai, ovpw~ eivpame, wrologiakav.

Ta plouvth

Sto poivhma “Orofevrnh~”, o omwvnumo~ hvrwa~, metav ti~ gnwstev~ tou peripevteie~ sthn

Iwniva, qa epistrevyei basiliav~ sthn Kappadokiva, avswto~ kai uperovpth~: “cuvqhke”
epavnw sth basileiva “blevponta~ plouvth stoibagmevna nav gualivzoun”, goavfei o

poihthv~. Ta plouvth autav pou “gualivzoun” guvrw apov ton Orofevrnh qa ton odhghvsoun

ston telikov camov tou. vOmw~, exetavzonta~ thn euruvterh oikonomiva tou poihvmato~,

mporouvme na pouvme ovti to “gualivzoun” den mpaivnei avstoca kai ayucolovghta ekeiv,

allav, anapovdrasta, proetoimavzei apov prin to avtomo na “peravsei” se kavti avlloò sthn

aisqhtikhv tou apoqevwsh. Givnetai evtsi safev~ edwv ovti evcoume mia diplhv stavsh sthn

opoiva o ivdio~ o Kabavfh~ den emplevketai avmesa. Sth sumbolhv twn duo autwvn

antivrropwn katastavsewn emfanivzetai to “gualivzw” gia na purodothvsei th diplhv

upovstash tou upokeimevnou kai to scetikov rhvma ekeiv paivzei katalutikov kai

anantikatavstato rovlo.

Poavgmati to upokeivmeno ta “blevpei” autav, ta zei entona kai ektuflwtikav, kai

touvto qa evcei ti~ aisqhtikev~ sunevpeiev~ tou: sunevpeie~ pou qa ekdhlwqouvn, baquvtera

yucikav, metav apov arketov kairov, anadeiknuvonta~ to upokeivmeno se “evmorfo, leptov

provswpo”. vIsw~ to lavqo~ tou Orofevrnh hvtan ovti antiv na givnei esthète apov thn archv

pagideuvthke na emplakeiv se qevmata exousiva~. To “guavlisma” tuflwvnei istorikav

allav, tautocrovnw~, prokaleiv kai to misoxuvpnhma th~ asuvneidh~ mnhvmh~ -aisqhtikhv~,

sthn perivptwshv ma~-, h opoiva kai qa apoqewqeiv sto tevlo~. Pavntw~ den eivnai movno to

“gualivzw” pou metafevrei ovlh authv thn evntash, allav kai avlle~ levxei~

egkatesparmevne~ mevsa sto poivhma pou paivzoun antivstoico rovlo, ovpw~ò “evmorfo” (kai

ovci ovmorfo), “leptov”, “exaivsie~ nuvcte~”, “perouzevde~”, “lagneiva”, k.tl.
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Kavqe tovso kavti “gualivzei” sto poivhma, ovpw~ sta ovneira -avmesa kai mh

elegcovmena apov th bouvlhsh. Metav apov autav eivmaste evtoimoi na akouvsoume

“fusiologikav” to kleivsimo tou poihvmato~ò

Aujtov~ pouv eij~ tov tetravdracmon ejpavnw

miav cavri ajfh`ke ajp j tav wJrai`a tou neiavta,

ajp j thvn poihtikhv ejmorfiav tou e{na fw`~,

miav mnhvmh aijsqhtikhv ajgoriou` th`~  jIwniva~,

aujtov~ ei\n j oJ  jOrofevrnh~  jAriaravqou (A¾ò34).

*

Milhvsame prin livgo gia avmeso oneirikov bivvwma kai eivnai anavgkh twvra na pouvme livga

perissovtera gia to qevma autov kai mavlista se sundiasmov me th fravsh tou poihvmato~

pou diabavsame livgo prinò “mnhvmh aijsqhtikh”. Ti mporeiv loipovn na eivnai authv h mnhvmh

pou eivnai “aisqhtikhv”É O Giwvrgo~ Sabbivdh~ sti~ “shmeiwvsei~” tou to apodivdei w~

“anavmnhsh” (A¾ò119). Eivnai endiafevrousa h epexhvghsh kai dhlwvnei pollav gia thn w~

twvra provslhyh tou poihvmato~. Me ton ovro “anavmnhsh” to qevma pernav se evna pio

“makrinov” parelqovn, kai o Kabavfh~ qa mporouvse avneta na kavnei crhvsh th~ scetikhv~

levxh~ pou anamfivbola gnwvrize. Touvto to “diovrqwma” givnetai apov to Sabbivdh

(apodektov kai apov avllou~), giativ upavrcei h diavcuth kai paradedeigmevnh antivlhyh

ovti o Kabavfh~ eivnai “istorikov~”, enwv sthn ousiva eivnai anti-istorikov~, ovpw~

prospaqhvsame na to apodeivxoume allouv.1v 

Autov exavllou faivnetai kai apov to poivhma pou exetavzoume edwv, afouv givnetai

fanerov ovti h Istoriva den eivnai to zhtouvmeno: to zhtouvmeno eivnai h aisqhtikhv

apokatavstash enov~ proswvpou. Touvto paivrnei endhmikev~ diastavsei~ sto poivhma kai

kaqhlwvnei to avtomo (ton Orofevrnh) se mia stigmiaiva povza, hv toulavciston se mia

“parontikhv” prooptikhv: kavti pou eniscuvei to aisqhtikov apotevlesma. Touvto givnetai

pio emfanev~ kaqwv~ o Orofevrnh~ istorikav kai koinwnikav apomonwvnetai, kai apov thn

archv, afouv “Paidiv ton evdiwxan ap thn Kappadokiva,  ap’ to megavlo patrikov palavti, /

kai tovn ejsteivlane nav megalwvsei sthvn jIwniva, kaiv nav xecastei` stouv~ xevnou~”. Gia

touvto epivsh~ h istorikhv tou suneivdhsh qa meivnei “misozalismevnh” kai “oknhrhv”.

Antivqeta se ov,ti aforav sta aisqhtikav ovla eivnai avmesa kai evntona, gia touvto kai oi

nuvcte~ th~ Iwniva~ eivnai “exaivsie~”, ta plouvth pou apoktav argovtera “gualivzoun”
mprostav tou kai gia touvto, telikav, h poihtikhv tou emorfiav, kai metav apov ciliavde~

crovnia, eivnai parouvsa kai ovlo “fw~”. 
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vOmw~, gia na eivmaste antikeimenikoiv, evna movno paravdeigma den arkeiv: allav den

eivnai duvskolo na entopivsoume poluv perissovtera. To ivdio, p.c., sumbaivnei sto

poivhma “Makruav” (A¾ò57), kai eidikovtera sto stivco “qa[qela aujthvn thvn mnhvmh nav thvn

pw`”. O Sabbivdh~ “metafravzei” pavliò “Mnhvmh = anavmnhsh”. Wstovso sto poivhma pou

prohgeivtai “Epevstrefe” (A¾ò56), o Sabbivdh~ sto stivco “o{tan xupna` tou` swvmato~ hJ

mnhvmh”, paradovxw~, den parapevmpei sthn anavmnhsh. Kai sti~ duo periptwvsei~ ovmw~

provkeitai gia zestev~, evntone~ stigmev~ kai kurivw~ olozwvntane~. Sto “Epevstrefe”
givnetai lovgo~ gia “epiqumive~”, gia “aivma”, gia “aggivsmata” kai gia “devrma”, me

apokoruvfwma sto tevlo~ò “ jEpevstrefe sucnav kaiv pai`rne me thvn nuvcta, o{tan tav ceivlh

kaiv to devrma ejnqumou`ntai”. To ivdio kai sto poivhma “Makruav”, provkeitai pavli gia

parelqontikav biwvmata, ovpw~ kai sto prohgouvmeno, allav poluv dunatav, apov “devrma”,

“giasemiv” kai “mavtia mabiav”: evtsi kleivnei to poivhmaò “ \A naiv, mabiav: e{na sapfeivrino

mabiv”2.

vOla autav primodotouvn thn avpoyh ovti evntash kai aktinoboliva aisqhtikhv eivnai to

zhtouvmeno kai to xeguvmnwma th~ yucologiva~ tou hvrwa epivsh~: xeguvmnwma tovso

xafnikov pou den mporeiv parav na “gualivzei”. Gia touvto pisteuvoume ovti h “mnhvmh” sthn

poivhsh tou Kabavfh eivnai ovntw~ zwntanhv kai “gualisterhv” kai ovci “anavmnhsh”. H

mnhvmh tou eivnai fantasiva dunathv sunodeuovmenh apov eklavmyei~ autosuneidhsiva~.

VOtan qevlei o Kabavfh~ -kai to krivnei skovpimo-, kavnei crhvsh th~ levxh~

“anavmnhsh”. Autov givnetai duo forev~: mia sto “Trwve~” (A¾ò26), ovpou pravgmati oi

Trwve~ “ajnamnhvsei~ klai`n k j aisqhvmata”, palaiotevrwn -istorikwvn- hmerwvn. Th

deuvterh sto poivhma “qavlassa tou prwiouv” (A¾ò52), ovpou oi anamnhvsei~ safwv~

leitourgouvn mevsa apov kavpoio istorikov (parelqontikov) pavco~ò “ki o[ci k j ejdw` tev~

fantasive~ mou, tev~ ajnamnhvsei~ mou, tav ijndavlmata th`~ hjdonh`~”.

Kavpote ovmw~ den arkouvn ta paradeivgmata apov evnan movno poihthv hv suggrafeva kai

creiavzetai na anaferqeiv kaneiv~ kai se avllou~. Edwv qa avxize na qumhqouvme to evrgo

tou Marsevl Proust. Eivnai gnwstov ovti to epiblhtikov evrgo tou Anazhtwvnta~ to

Camevno Crovno eivnai evrgo mnhvmh~ kai mavlista th~ pio dunathv~. Den creiavzetai

kavpoio~ na diabavsei poluv: hvdh apov thn prwvth selivda diapistwvnoume me poio trovpo h

mnhvmh authv eivnai tovso “ulikhv”, tovso parouvsa, pou thn aisqavnetai o afhghthv~

swmatikav, mevsa se sunecev~ pevrasma apov ton uvpno sto xuvpno, me shmeivo anaforav~

thn anavgnwsh kavpoiou biblivou. Shmeiwvnei sthn prwvth kiovla~ selivda tou biblivou

touò “mou fainovtane ovti hvmoun egwv o ivdio~ gia ovsa milouvse to biblivoò mia ekklhsiva,

evna kouartevto, h antipalovthta tou Fraggivskou tou Prwvtou me ton Kavrolo ton

Prwvto” (Proust, 1973ò3). Sth deuvterh selivda ta pravgmata givnontai akovmh pio

zwntanav, kaqwv~ me amesovtero trovpo pernouvme sto ivdio to swvma tou afhghthv pou

aisqavnetai ovti “genav” me thn ivdia tou th savrka (metafravzoume)ò
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v“Alle~ forev~, ovpw~ h Euva gennhvqhke apov to pleurov tou Adavm, mia gunaivka

genniovtan katav th diavrkeia tou uvpnou mou apov mia avbolh qevsh tou mhrouv mou.

Ftiagmevnh apov thn hdonhv pou movli~ eivca geuteiv, fantozovmoun ovti hvtan authv h ivdia

pou mou thn prosevfere. To swvma mou pou evniwqe th dikhv tou zestasiav mevsa sto dikov

th~ apozhtouvse na enwqeiv maziv tou, xupnouvsa” (s. 4).

vOla autav eivnai “epidhmikav” sumptwvmata mnhvmh~, kaqwv~ “ponav” to ivdio to swvma,

kavti pou ma~ to eivpe parovmoia scedovn kai o Karuwtavkh~. O ivdio~ akribwv~

mhcanismov~ tivqetai se egrhvgorsh, se ov,ti aforav sthn evntash, an xanadiabavsoume to

“Epevstrefe” tou Kabavfh, kaqwv~ h “mnhvmh” leitourgeiv w~ apo-anavmnhsh, ftiagmevnh

apov aivma, ceivlh, cevria, aivsqhsh, devrma k.tlò

jEpevstrefe sucnav kaiv pai`rne me,

agaphmevnh ai[sqhsi~ epevstrefe kaiv pai`rne me-

o{tan xupna` tou` swvmato~ hJ mnhvmh,

k j epiqumiva palhav xanaperna` sto ai{ma: (A¾:56).

To xanadiabavzoume parovmoia scedovn pollev~ forev~ ston Kabavfh -me lavmyei~ kai

eklavmyei~-, ovpw~, p.c., sto “ vOtan diegeivrontai”ò “Prospavqhse nav tav krathvsei~,

poihthv, / o{tan diegeivrontai mev~ stov mualov sou / thvn nuvcta h[ mev~ thvn lavmyi tou`

meshmeriou` (A¾ò81).

Gia na faneiv kaluvtera povso dunatav kai “swmatikav” eivnai ovla autav qa

mporouvsame edwv na anafevroume kai thn traumatofiliva tou Kabavfh, h opoiva den

mporeiv parav na eivnai avmeso apotevlesma twn ovswn eivpame w~ twvra -kaqwv~ hvrwe~ tou

Kabavfh traumativzontai, p.c., se kaugavde~. Eivnai endiafevron na dei kaneiv~ apov poluv

pio kontav tevtoiou eivdou~ skhnev~ -kurivw~ thn amesovththtav tou~-, h opoiva

sunepavgetai aisqhtikev~ apoqewvsei~ (h mnhvmh edwv paivzei to basikov rovlo), allav

sumpivptei me ton traumatismov tou swvmato~: h istoriva egravfetai kuriolektikav pavnw

sto devrma kai sth savrka twn upokeimevnwn: alhvqeia, kaluvterh “ensavrkwsh” tou

lovgou apov authv den mporeiv na fantasteiv kaneiv~.

Gia ton Kabavfh to qevma den tivqetai me ovrou~ yucanalutikouv~, kai den mporouvse

na givnei kavti tevtoio. vOmw~ o filotraumatismov~, egeivrei th baquvterh kai amesovterh

scevsh traumatismouv kai mnhvmh~, allav kai thn “oikonomikhv” tou~ diaceivrhsh, kaqwv~

arcivzoun oi mhcanismoiv ekeivnoi pou ta metousiwvnoun aisqhtikav, sunhvqw~ kavtw apov

th bivaia lavmyh, to meshmevri hv “periv tav mesavnucta”, ovpw~ to diabavzoume sto “En

povleith~ Osrohvnh~” gia to Revmwnaò “t j wJrai`o tou sw`ma stov krebavti fwvtize hJ selhvnh./

/ [ . . . ] oJ nou`~ ma~ ph`ge stovn platwnikov Carmivdh” (A¾ò76). 
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*

O Frovunt sto biblivo tou Pevran th~ Archv~ th~ Eucarivsthsh~ frontivzei na dhlwvsei

ovti “h suneivdhsh qa gennhqeiv ekeiv pou stamatav h mnhvmh-ivcno~” (1922ò28). Me avlla

lovgia -kai gia na to eklai>keuvsoume-, oi pio iscurev~ yucikev~ donhvsei~ den eivnai

dunatovn na givnoun antilhptev~ avmesa apov th suneivdhsh, an kai prohgouvntai authv~:

touvto eivnai qemeliwvdou~ shmasiva~ kai katalutikhv~ antivlhyh~ pou katocurwvnei thn

upovstash th~ yucanavlush~. O Mpevniamin, akolouqwvnta~ to Frou>dikov skeptikov, sto

biblivo gia to Mpwntlaivr, shmeiwvnei anaferovmeno~ ston Proustò “Eivnai autov pou sth

glwvssa tou Proust shmaivnei to exhv~ò stoiceivo th~ aqevlhth~ mnhvmh~ mporeiv na eivnai

ov,ti den eivce biwqeiv suneidhtav apov to upokeivmeno” (1982ò156). O Mpevniamin,

paravllhla edwv, emplevkei kai metaruqmivzei to Mpevrxon, afouv autov pou

stoiceioqeteiv th mperxonikhv “kaqarhv” mnhvmh (enatevnish) twvra qa prevpei na

eklambavnetai w~ “aqevlhth” mnhvmh. H diaforav akouvgetai mikrhv, allav me dramatikev~

qewrhtikev~ sunevpeie~. H deuvterh (“aqevlhth” mnhvmh) eivnai authv, p.c., h opoiva

carakthrivzei to evrgo tou Proust. Paravllhla, to pevrasma apov to evna sto avllo,

dhlwvnei th metavbash apov thn energetikovthta sthn paqhtikovthtaò h deuvterh eivnai pio

avmesh kai, efovson apokalufqeiv, mporeiv na “lavmyei” ektuflwtikav.

Gia touvto kai h apokavluyh twn baquvterwn kai organikovterwn mhcanismwvn th~

mnhvmh~ mporeiv na eivnai movno “sumptwmatikhv”, “traumatikhv”, san na dokimavzetai to

ivdio to swvma. vH antivstrofaò h mnhvmh sthn pragmatikovthta mporeiv na tulivxei me

prostateutikav “rouvca” ti~ entupwvsei~, gia na ti~ xanaprotavxei pio iscurav -an

upavrxoun oi katavllhle~ (kai rhxikevleuqe~) sunqhvke~-, enwv, antivqeta, h anavmnhsh

ti~ katastrevfei. Mnhvmh kai anavmnhsh eivnai loipovn sto bavqo~ antivpalloi kai

diaceirivzontai to euvflekto ulikov me entelwv~ diaforetikov, ovso kai aparaivthto,

trovpo. 

Kaqwv~ loipovn “diarhgnuvetai” h mnhvmh, oi yucikev~ diadikasive~ “anqivzoun”
kuriolektikav pavnw sto swvma (qumivzoume edwv ta “avnqh tou kakouv” tou Mpwntlaivr)

me tik automatismwvn kai fwtismouv~ evntona “gualisterouv~” kai “omoipaqhtikouv~” kai

me ekfrastikhv egguvthta tautologiva~ (kai tautocroniva~-tautotopiva~). A~ qumhqouvme,

p.c., ekeivno ton kataplhktikov stivco tou Kabavfh gia ti~ fwnev~ò “Kavpote mev~ sthvn

skevyh tev~ ajkouvei tov mualov”. O Frovunt sto shmeivo autov mporeiv na staqeiv pollaplav

crhvsimo~3. 

Gia na to xekaqarivsoume akovmh mia foravò Den uposthrivzoume edwv ovti o Kabavfh~

kavnei yucanavlush, h opoiva eivnai entelwv~ diaforetikov pravgma. Aplav upoqevtoume ovti

oi dhmiourgoiv (avlloi perissovtero, avlloi ligovtero) kai eidikovtera o Kabavfh~, cwriv~

na to programmativzoun, kinouvntai poluv kontav se periocev~ pou egeivroun euaisqhsive~,
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ti~ opoive~ “episthmonikav” mporeiv na proseggivsei h yucanavlush. Touvto eniscuvetai

apov to gegonov~ ovti pollev~ forev~ oi yucanalutev~ katafeuvgoun sthn anavlush

kallitecnikwvn evrgwn gia na sthrivxoun qemeliwvdei~ apovyei~ twn ergasiwvn tou~. 

Gia na kleivsoume touvth thn enovthta qa prevpei na anafevroume ovti o Brasivda~

Karalhv~, se mia endiafevrousa melevth tou “Endopolitismikev~ diaforopoihvsei~ sthn

poivhsh tou K. P. Kabavfh”, anafevretai sta qevmata pou ma~ apascolouvn edwv. Eivnai

carakthtristikov ovti w~ upovtitlo th~ ergasiva~ tou o Karalhv~ shmeiwvneiò “O

ellhnismov~ w~ swmatikhv epifavneia”. Autov ma~ odhgeiv sthn kardiav th~ dikhv~ ma~

problhmatikhv~ kaqwv~ sto scetikov keivmeno upogrammivzetai ovti “o Kabavfh~

upokaqistav thn empeiriva kaqauthv me ta antikeivmena pou thn prosdiorivzoun kai thn

peribavlloun”, ovti h mnhvmh leitourgeiv w~ “proevktash kai paravtash mevsw th~

glwvssa~ mia~ katavstash~ swmatikhv~ dievgersh~”. Kai touvta eivnai avmesh apovrroia

tou gegonovta~ ovti o “ellhnismov~” den eivnai avlloqi gia ton Kabavfh allav “telikhv

sunqhvkh upavrxew~ tou lovgou”, kai akovmhò “Se genikev~ grammev~, qa uposthrivzame

ovti o ellhnismov~æ tou Kabavfh eivnai mia swmatikhv antivdrash, to suvmptwma mia~

Nachtrag, katav ton Sivgkmount Frovunt, mia~ metatiqemevnh~ enevrgeia~ [. . . ]”.

(Karalhv~ò 10).       

Kai avlle~ “diorqwvsei~”

O Sabbivdh~ den “diorqwvnei” thn anagnwstikhv ma~ provslhyh movno sta paradeivgmata

pou anafevrame w~ twvra. Sta qevmata fwtolhyiva~ k.tl., pou qa exetavsoume kai pio

kavtw, epimevnei na givnetai poluv sugkekrimevno~. Duo triva movno paravdeigma edwv. Sto

poivhma “Ap” te~ enniav” (A¾ò63), th levxh “eivdwlon” (“Tov ei[dwlon tou` nevou swvmatov~

mou”) to apodivdei w~ “eikovna” (A¾ò121). Eivnai entupwsiakhv authv h “diovrqwsh”, afouv

afaireiv ovlh thn antanaklastikhv amesovthta tou eidwvlou kai to upobaqmivzei se mia

makrinhv kai livgo eikastikhv antapovkrish. 

Sto poivhma “Hrwvdh~” epivsh~ -pou anhvkei sthn “yucologikhv” kathgoriva twn

poihmavtwn-, kaqwv~ ta paidiav th~ Alexavndreia~ mazeuvontai se “ejklektav trapevzia”
gia na milhvsoun gia filosofiva kai evrwta, tovte, levei o poihthv~ò “e[xafn ajfhrhmevna

siwpou`n” kai afhvnoun ta pothvria tou~ “a[ggicta” sullogizovmena thvn tuvch tou jHrwvdh.

O Sabbivdh~ krivnei skovpimo sta scovlia na exhghvseiò “a[ggicto~ = ajnevggicto~”. 

Giativ to kavnei autov; Duvskolo na exhghvsei kaneiv~ afouv to avggicto~, ouvtw~ hv

avllw~, shmaivnei anevggicto~. Qevlei, fantazovmaste, na ma~ prolavbei mhn kavnoume to

lavqo~ kai to sundevsoume me to aggivzw. Giativ avrage o Kabavfh~ den evgraye

“anevggicta”; Pisteuvoume ovti ovci giativ “den gnwvrize ellhnikav”, allav giativ akribwv~

to “anevggicto” edwv, gia na apokalufqeiv h evntashv tou, prevpei na meivnei ovso to
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dunatov pio kontav sto antivqetov tou, to “aggivzw”: me avlla lovgiaò ta pothvria hvtan tovso

anevggicta san na ta avggize kavpoio~ò san na aggivzetai to anevggicto. 

To ivdio mporeiv na iscuvei sto poivhma “H sunodeiva tou Dionuvsou”, ovpou

diabavzoume ovti evna~ apov tou~ akovlouqou~ tou qeouv eivnai o

“ JHduvoino~ oJ malqakov~” me mavtia misovkleistaò “uJpnwtikov~”, tonivzei me idiaivtero

tovno o Kabavfh~. O Sabbivdh~ metafravzei to “upnwtikov~” w~ “uJpnalevo~”. Kai ovmw~

avllo to “upnwtikov~” kai avllo to “upnalevo~”: diaforetikhv atmovsfaira kai

sunaivsqhma kai gia ton “akovlouqo” tou qeouv, allav (kai ivsw~ perissovtero) gia ton

anagnwvsth.

Me to ivdio pneuvma kai avlla pollav scovlia tou Sabbivdh, ovso kai an faivnontai

“filologikav” orqav, anagkavzoun ton piqanov anagnwvsth se mia provslhyh

perioristikhv kai monovdromh, apovrroia istorikouv kai, kavpote, scolastikouv

“orqologismouv”. Mevsa apov to plaivsio autov, xanagurivzonta~ ston “Orofevrnh” kai

diabavzonta~ me megaluvterh prosochv to poivhma mporouvme twvra na probouvme kai se

kavpoie~ avlle~ diapistwvsei~: o exhv~ stivco~, p.c.ò

Tov tevlo~ tou kavpou qav gravfthke k j ejcavqh:

h[ i[sw~ hJ iJstoriva nav tov pevrase,

kaiv, mev tov divkio th~, tevtoio ajshvmanto

pra`gma devn katadevcthke nav tov shmeiwvsei.

Akolouqwvnta~ thn axiologikhv klivmaka me thn opoiva arcivsame authv thn ergasiva

givnetai fanerov ovti o Orofevrnh~ topoqeteivtai sthn trivth yucologikhv klivmaka, metav

thn istoriva (pro~ thn aisqhtikhv), ovpou “pernav” sthn ousiva o Orofevrnh~. Me th

skevyh authv twvra mporouvme na staqouvme pio diakritikav se keivno to amfivbolo

“pevrase” tou deutevrou stivcou tou apospavsmato~. O Sabbivdh~ “diorqwvnei”, scedovn

fusiologikav kai anamfisbhvthtaò “pevrase=prospevrase”.

Kai ovmw~ emeiv~ qa protimouvsame ekeivno to “pevrase” na meivnei atovfio, ovpw~

eivnai, cwriv~ avlla upokatavstata. Giativ, safwv~ mporeiv h Istoriva na “prospernav”
ton Orofevrnh allav den sumbaivnei movno autov. Ekeivno pou kurivw~ sumbaivnei eivnai

ovti movno me ton trovpo autov o Orofevrnh~ mporeiv na “peravsei” kavpou allouv, dhladhv

sthn aisqhtikhv klivmaka. Eivnai sivgouro ovti edwv evcoume evnan apov tou~ pio

perivergou~ stivcou~, afouv dhlwvnetai to istorikov xepevrasma, allav sthn ousiva

ekfravzetai h yucikhv evxarsh tou upokeimevnou se mia anwvterh katavstash, thn

opoiva endomuvcw~ lactarav kai epikurwvnei o poihthv~. H suvgkroush twn duo

katastavsewn dhmiourgeiv ekfrastikhv abebaiovthta, thn opoiva o Sabbivdh~ speuvdei

na diorqwvsei. 
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Stomwvnei ovmw~ evnan “prwtovgono” stivco, ovpou anavglufa tupwvnontai duo pravgmata

tautocrovnw~. Kai touvto, me ovlh thn kalhv filologikhv qevlhsh, den eivnai dunatovn na

givnei katanohtov, parav san “biologikov” evkqema, pou movli~ anasuvrqhke apov th gh kai

“gualivzei”, tevtoio akribwv~ pou eivnai. Apantouvme loipovn ovti akovmh kai sthn

perivptwsh pou o Kabavfh~ gravfei kavtw apov thn epivrroia th~ “periorismevnh~”
ellhnomavqeiav~ tou, yucologikav, leitourgeiv diaforetikav apov ov,ti sto “grammatikov”
epivpedo. An dhladhv sto nou tou evcei thn Istoriva pou prospernav ton Orofevrnh,

yucikav hvdh brivsketai kavpou allouvò sto aisqhtikov “pevrasma” tou scetikouv hvrwa.

Touvto den mporeiv tivpota na to anacetivsei kai prohgeivtai me fantasmagorive~,

xafnikav “gualivsmata” kai, autovmata, grammatikev~ paradoxologive~.

*

To katalabaivnoume ovti ta parapavnw den mporeiv na peivsoun asuzhthtiv. Den ma~

mevnei loipovn parav na epistrateuvsoume kai avlla paradeivgmata, guvrw apov thn evnnoia

tou “pernwv”, gia na faneiv kaluvtera autov pou prospaqouvme na pouvme. To “pernwv”
eivnai aisqhtikhv emmonhv tou poihthv kai kaqorivzei thn poihtikhv tou douleiav me

monadikhv nomotevleia kai apotelesmatikovthta. H evnnoia tou “pernwv”, pevran ovlwn

twn avllwn, divnei ston Kabavfh thn prwtokaqedriva sta qevmata tou monternismouv kai

ton anakurhvssei prwvto didavxanta sto epivpedo th~ suvllhyh~ tou fainomevnou ekeivnou

pou proavgei kavqe euvqrausto kai eumetakivnhto antikeivmeno (hv katavstash) se

prwtarcikov gnwvrisma th~ aisqhtikhv~ leitourgikovthtav~ tou. Me thn evnnoia authv ston

Kabavfh h crhvsh tou “pernwv”, ti~ perissovtere~ forev~, eivnai katalutikhv~ shmasiva~

kai shmadeuvei th stigmhv th~ aisqhthv~ “metatovpish~”, h opoiva, amevsw~, givnetai

aisqhtikhv. Provceira edwv na qumivsoume to “Apoleivpein o qeov~ Antwvnion” (A¾ò 20),

kaqwv~ “pernav” o aovrato~ qivaso~ kai ovla allavzoun. Epivsh~ to “Iwnikovn” (A¾ò 53),

ovpou thn atmovsfaira twn lovfwn th~ Iwniva~ “pernav sfrivgo~” apov th zwhv twn arcaivwn

qewvn. To ivdio epanalambavnetai sto “poluv spanivw~” (A¾ò 49), sto “Pevrasma” (A¾ò 86),

kai avlla pollav.  

To paravdeigma twn “Atelwvn” poihmavtwn

VIsw~ den qa mporouvse na upavrxei kaluvterh apovdeixh apov ovsa uposthrivzoume edwv

apov ta Atelhv Poihvmata pou kuklofovrhsan to 1994. Kai touvto giativ ekeiv mporeiv na

fanouvn kaqarovtera ta oriakav kai apofasistikav stavdia dhmiourgiva~ enov~

poihvmato~, pou gia ton Kabavfh, eivnai pavnta upovqesh foberav prosektikhv. Tivpote den

afhvnetai sthn tuvch. Qa pavroume edwv gia paravdeigma to poivhma “Sthn prokumaiva”
(1994ò 99)ò
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Nuvcta mequstikhv, stav skoteinav, sthvn prokumaiva.

Kæ e[peita stov mikrov dwmavtion tou` pornikou`

xenodoceivou -o{pou doqhvkame plhvrw~ stov noshrovn ma~ pavqo~: o{le~

tiv~ w|re~, stovn “dikov ma~” e[rwta-

wJ~ pouv tav tzavmia guavlisan mev thvn kainouvria mevra.

Th`~ nuvcta~ th`~ ajpoyinh`~ moiavzei hJ morfhv

mev ajnevsthse miav nuvcta perelqovnto~ makrunou`.

Cwriv~ selhvnh, poluv skoteinhv

(wJ~ suvmferne). Th`~ sunanthvsewv~ ma~

sthvn prokumaivan: eij~ ajpovstasin 

megavlhn ajp j tav kafenei`a kaiv tav mpavr (s. 99).

H Renata Lavagnini ma~ parousiavzei ta stavdia grafhv~ tou scetikouv poihvmato~

(1994ò 95-99). Givnetai safev~ ovti provkeitai gia poivhma “anavmnhsh~”, ovpw~ qa to hvqele

mia prwvth anavgnwsh. Kai ovmw~ den eivnai, giativ provkeitai kai pavli gia poivhma mnhvmh.

Ta shmantikovtera gegonovta anhvkoun sto parelqovn, allav edwv me trovpo tovso avmeso

kai parovntaò “nuvcta mequstikhv, stav skoteinav, sthvn prokumaiva”: h avllh “morfhv” pou

emfanivzetai w~ parovn den eivnai parav h provfash gia na tonisteiv h duvnamh kai h

amesovthta th~ mnhvmh~, h opoiva “anastaivnei”, katav ta lovgia tou poihthv, to makrinov

parelqovn.

Mevsa apov th scetikhv evntash qa mporouvsame na stoichmativsoume ovti

nomoteleiakav qa prevpei kavpoio~ na perimevnei kavti pou na “antanaklav” to

eswterikov avnamma. Pravgmati kavti tevtoio givnetai ston pevmpto stivco me to

carakthristikov “guavlisma”ò “wJ~ pouv tav tzavmia guavlisan mev thvn kainouvria mevra”. H

evntash authv apodivdetai pio anavglufa an dei kaneiv~ thn amfitallavnteush tou poihthv

anavmesa sthn paqhtikhv suvntaxhò “wJ~ pouv tav tzavmia guavlisan mev thvn kainouvria

mevra”, ovpw~ to diabavzoume sto “teleutaivo” poivhma pou uioqeteivtai apov thn

epimelhvtria, kai mia avllh ekdochv pou skeftovtane o Kabavfh~ -kai divnetai se

uposhmeivwsh sth filologikhv epexergasiva th~ Lavagnini-, se energetikhv diavqesh

authv th foravò “wJ~ pouv tav tzavmia guavlise h kainouvria mevra”.

Gia touvto kai se evna avllo “atelev~” poivhma, sto “Tou evktou hv tou ebdovmou aiwvno~ (s.

255) tonivzetai o trovpo~ me ton opoivo ofeivloume na zouvme to makrinov parelqovn. “Devn

ei\n j ajfuvsikon a[n e[tsi aijsqhmatikav / thvn ejpochv th~ [Alexavndreia~] ajtenivsomen

aujthvn”. Sto “Gevnnesi~ poihvmato~” (axivzei ton kovpo na dei kaneiv~ pwv~ ftiavcnetai autov
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to poivhma, ss. 123-126), pavli sta Atelhvò to ovlo givnetai pio avmeso me “fw~”,

“fantasiva” (“nav hJ fantasiva”, diabavzoume se mia parallaghv, upogrammismevno to na

apov ton poihthv) kai “eivdwma sarkov~”. Edwv o poihthv~ qa mporouvse na pei “eivdwlo”, hv

“ivndalma”, allav protimav to neologismov “eivdwma”, pou eivnai pio avmeso, pio yhlafhtov

kai pio dunatov apov thn “eikovna”ò

Miav nuvcta pouv tov fw`~ t j wJrai`o th`~ selhvnh~

sthvn kavmarhv mou ejcuvqh. . . hJ fantasiva, kavti

paivrnonta~ th`~ zwh`~ò poluv livgo pra`gma-

miav makrunhv skhnhv, miav makrunhv hJdonhv-

e{na ei[dwma dikov th~ e[fere th`~ sarkov~,

e{na ei[dwma dikov th~ sev klivnh ejrwtikhv. . .

Raqumiva – fwtoqumiva

Upenqumivzoume ovti to “gualivzw” edwv crhsimopoihvqhke paradeigmatikav kai qa

mporouvse to ivdio pneuvma na anicneuqeiv kai se avlla poihvmata me antivstoica

apotelevsmata. Provkeitai pavntw~ gia taktikev~ kai upocrewtikev~ purodothvsei~ twn

aisqhvsewn. Kanevna avllo ivsw~ poivhma den qa mporouvse na apodwvsei thn organikhv

authv anavgkh, ovso to poivhma “Poluevlaio~” (A¾ò60). Ekeiv givnetai olofavnero -san se

aisqhtikov manifevsto, poio eivnai to megavlo autov kovrwma pou ruqmivzei thn

eswterikovterh bouvlhsh tou poihthv. Kai evtsi, evna poivhma pou den qewreivtai apov ta

aristourghvmata tou Kabavfh, kai ivsw~ h kritikhv to “pernav” me gorgov bhvma, mporeiv na

apokthvsei ovlw~ idiaivterh shmasiva. 

Kai h shmasiva authv eniscuvetai apov to gegonov~ ovti gravfthke to 1914. Anhvkei

loipovn sta ftasmevna poihvmata tou Kabavfh, sth mevsh ivsw~ th~ poihtikhv~ tou

wrimovthta~. Eivnai san na to kataqevtei ekeiv staqerav kai metav apov poluv skevyh, kavti

san aisqhtikhv diaqhvkh. O cwvro~ eivnai bevbaia eswterikov~ gia thn endunavmwsh twn

entavsewn. Allav ti diaforav alhvqeia apov avllou~ poihtev~, ovtan sthn wvra th~

wrivmanshv~ tou~, arcivzoun na epizhtouvn skoteinovterou~ tovpou~ (pollev~ forev~, mevsa

apov to dantikov suvndromo)ò

Sev kavmarh a[deia kaiv mikrhv, tevssare~ toi`coi movnoi,

kaiv skepasmevnoi mev oJlopravsina paniav,

kaivei e{na~ poluevlaio~ wJrai`o~ kaiv korovnei:

kaiv mev~ sthv flovga tou thvn kaqemiav purovnei

miav lavgnh pavqhsi~, miav lavgnh oJrmhv.
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Mev~ sthvn mikrhv thvn kavmarh, pouv lavmpei ajnamevnh

ajpov tou` poluelaivou thvn dunathv fwtiav,

diovlou suneiqismevno fw`~ devn ei\n j aujtov pouv bgaivnei.

Gi j a[tolma swvmata devn ei\nai kamwmevnh

aujth`~ th`~ zevsth~ hJ hJdonhv. 

Oi levxei~ eivnai ekeiv, ovle~ fortismevne~ na to qumivzoun -evstw ftiactav, gia evnan

tevtoio “hlektrikov” poluevlaio. Edwv prokalouvme pavli, giativ o hlektrismov~ den eivce

ftavsei akovmh sthn Alexavndreia kai o Sabbivdh~ sti~ “shmeiwvsei~” tou mav~ afhvnei sto

skotavdi, afouv den kavnei kanevna scovlio. Den kavnei to ivdio ovmw~ sto poivhma “Ap j te~

enniav” (A¾ò63): ekeiv gia to stivco “ap j te~ enniav avnaya th lavmpa”, parembaivnei w~ exhv~ò

“lavmpa = petrelaivou” (A¾ò121). Diafwnouvme rizikav bevbaia, ovci movno giativ provkeitai

gia thn evnnoia “lavmpa” (kai ovci mia sugkekrimevnh “mavrka”), allav kai giativ tautivzetai

to upokeivmeno pou milav me ton ivdio ton Kabavfh, to lavqo~ pou evcei givnei kat j

epanavlhyh.

Perittov na dwvsoume edwv ta piqanav senavria mia~ tevtoia~ “lavmpa~”: Gia tou~

duvspistou~ movno na akouvsoume pavli ton proeidopoihtikov stivco tou ivdiou tou poihthv,

apov ton “Poluevlaio”, pou diabavsame prin livgoò “diovlou suneiqismevno fw`~ devn ei\nai

aujtov pouv bgaivnei”. Allav kai tivpote den hvtan “sunhqismevno” gia ton Alexandrinov.

Eivnai endiafevron apov thn avpoyh authv na scoliavsoume ti givnetai me to poivhma

“Ephvga” (A¾ò59). Ekeiv, gia to stivco “ephvga me~ sth fwtismevnh nuvcta”, o Sabbivdh~

aplwv~ metafevrei to scovlio tou Alevkou Segkovpoulouò “Bevbaia o{ti devn provkeitai giav

kanevna rwmantikov fwvtisma th`~ selhvnh~” (A¾ò121). Den ma~ levei ovmw~ o Sabbivdh~ ti

mporeiv na eivnai autov~ o “fwtismov~” kai poia h phghv tou -kai kalav kavnei, afouv eivnai

yucologikov~ kai mavlista evmmona yucologikov~. Na qumivsoume movno ekeivno ton avllo

omovtropo stivco apov to “VEna~ qeov~ twn”ò “mev~ stev~ skiev~ kaiv mev~ stav fw`ta th`~

bradua`~” (A¾ò73). “Yucologikoiv” apodeiknuvontai kai stivcoi apov to poivhma “Apov ualiv

crwmatistov”, kaqwv~ o afhghthv~ “sugkineivtai poluv” apov to “crwmatismov” kai tou~

gualisterouv~ iridismouv~ ovci gnhvsiwn polutivmwn livqwn, allav apov “komavtia ajpov uJaliv,

kovkkina, pravsina h[ galavzia”.

Me to skeptikov autov mporeiv na givnei katanohtov kai to scedovn perittov divstico

“plavi> stov paravquro h\tan tov krebavti: / oJ h{lio~ tou` ajpogeuvmato~ tw[fqane w{~ tav misav”,

apov to “O hvlio~ tou apogeuvvmato~” (B¾ò7). Kai mporeiv na katanohqeiv giativ, sto

sugkekrimevno poivhma, kai sto sugkekrimevno plaivsio, o misov~ fwtismov~ exagoravzei

ovlo to yucikov upovstrwma tou upokeimevnou. vEtsi to divstico autov -an kai akouvgetai

livgo adevspoto-, telikav, apodeiknuvetai kentrikov shmeivo anaforav~ kai

anantikatavstato.
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Touvto eivnai shmantikhv stigmhv th~ kabafikhv~ poihtikhv~ kai entavssetai sto

kevntro twn “tecnikwvn” tou epilogwvn gia na ftiavxei ta poihvmatav tou. H “lavmyh” (mishv

hv olovklhrh, atovfia hv ftiacthv) eivnai pou purodoteiv to ovlo kai authv evcei th

dunatovthta ovci movno na “ftiavxei” ta poihvmata allav kurivw~ na ta katatavxei sthn

yucologiva twn upokeimevnwn pou paivrnoun mevro~, kaqwv~ epivsh~ kai na mporevsei me

scetikhv avnesh kai me prismatikov trovpo na apodwvsei duo hv kai perissovtere~ povze~

tautocrovnw~. vEtsi, ovso kai an ta poihvmata eivnai grammevna se prwvto provswpo den

shmaivnei ovti antapokrivnontai se mia kabafikhv “exomolovghsh”, allav sto ovti o

Kabavfh~ evcei th dunatovthta na “stamatav” tou~ hvrwev~ tou se mia yucologikhv povza

(ovpw~ eivpame) pou ta fwtivzei akariaiva. Movli~ ta fwtivsei, ta “fwtografivzei scedovn,

sto plaivsio kai epivpedo pou anhvkoun. Ekeiv, xafniavzetai ivsw~ kai to ivdio to

upokeivmeno apov ta apotelevsmata, kai, ovso den mporeiv (kai den prevpei) na ta

eklogikeuvsei, tovso megaluvterh sugkivnhsh kai “qevrmh” prokaleiv. To “evktupon”, h

kovpia enov~ arcetuvpou, pou ekpivptei xafnikav, sullambavnetai aisqhtav, zwntanav, me

sugkivnhsh, allav kai eikonikav (antanaklastikav), shmeivwne o Kant.

*

Paravdoxa ovmw~, ti~ perissovtere~ forev~, provkeitai kai gia calavrwma. vEtsi, h

monadikhv kai “purwmevnh” evntash, eivnai sucnav karpov~ mia~ calarwtikhv~ diavqesh~

tou atovmou na afeqeiv sta pravgmata. Den eivnai paravdoxo autov: krustallwvnei mia

apov ti~ pio carakthristikev~ stigmev~ tou monternismouv, afouv to evna (evntash)

epikaleivtai amevsw~ to avllo (calavrwma). Apov dw phgavzei ovlo to poihtikov spleen, apov

dw “milav” h gnwsthv “avrrwsth” Mouvsa, allav kai apov dw ma~ evrcontai ovla ekeivna ta

evrga pou tentwvnoun thn poihtikhv evkfrash kai ta aisqhvmata se baqmov pou pavne na

“scistouvn” sta duo, hv na fanerwqouvn “gualisterav”, ovpw~ kai sth fwtografiva.

vEtsi, p.c., sto poivhma tou Kabavfh “Sto qevatro” (1994ò 102) den eivnai kaqovlou

tucaivo ovti ovla exelivssontai mevsa se evna katexochvn “optikov” peribavlon, ovpw~ to

qevatro. vOla arcivzoun me mia egkatavleiyh kai bariemavra (“barevqhka nav blevpw thvn

skhnhv”), kaqwv~ o hvrwa~ gurivzei kai “blevpei” evna provswpo, gnwstov hv avgnwsto, den

xevroume (kai den evcei shmasiva na mavqoume): touvto to “calavrwma” epiteivnetai kai

apov thn “kourasmevnh omorfiav” tou antikeimevnou. vOla autav eivnai aparaivthte~

sunqhvke~ gia na mporevsei o parathrhthv~ na ftiavxei thn eikovna (“sev fantazovmoun kaiv

sev eijkovniza”, dhlwvnei carakthristikav). H yucologikhvv bavsh edwv eivnai akribwv~ h

ivdia ovpw~ sumbaivnei me tou~ fwtismouv~ kai ta gualivsmataò kavti calarwvnei hv cavnetai

gia na “lavmyei” argovtera pio poluv, mevsa apov th apovtomh sustolhv tou crovnouò “ vO,ti

bracuvei to crovno divnei thn aivsqhsh th~ eucarivsthsh~”, dhvlwne pavli o Kant.

116 Micavlh~ Tsianivka~



Sto shmeivo autov xanasunantouvme to Mpwntlaivr (ston opoivo anaferqhvkame sthn

archv authv~ th~ ergasiva~) kaqwv~ epivsh~ kai th megavlh tou adunamiva gia ta nucterinav

oravmata, ti~ xafnikev~ fantasmagorive~, tou~ ainigmatikouv~ pursouv~, ti~

antanaklavsei~ k.tl. To xevroume ovti o Kabavfh~ evcei diabavsei kai afomoiwvsei to

megavlo poihthv. vOmw~ evcei th dunatovthta na sullavbei ta baquvtera nohvmata twn

aisqhtikwvn tou skirthmavtwn, kaluvtera apov ton kaqevna. Eivnai gnwstov ovti to

mpwntlairikov poihtikov klivma eisevrcetai sti~ skoteinev~ parufev~ autouv pou

carakthrivsthke w~ “parakmiakhv poivhsh”. 

vOmw~ o Kabavfh~ den “diabavzei” parakmiakav to megavlo poihthv. kai ouvte eivnai

authv h prwteraiovthtav tou. H prosevggish tou Kabavfh ston Mpwntlaivr givnetai

“sumptwmatikav”, mevsa apov to “xavfniasma”, allav kai to “stenov kuvklo hdonhv~”, ovpw~

to evqese me monadikov trovpo o ivdio~ o Kabavfh~ò

Diavbaza apovye giav tovn Baudelaire. [. . . ] Kaiv mev faivnetai o{ti o Baudelaire h\tan
kleismevno~ mevsa sev pollhv stenov kuvklon hJdonh`~. Ctev~ thvn nuvcta ai[fnh~: h[ thvn
parelqou`sa Tetavrth: kaiv tovse~ a[lle~ forev~ e[zhsa, k j e[praxa, kaiv fantavsthka,
kaiv siwphlav ejrruvqmisa piov paravxene~ ajpolauvsei~ (1983ò 42). 

To blevpoume edwvò “evzhsa”, “evpraxa”, “fantavsthka”, “ruvqmisa”ò ovlo to

yucologikov favsma pou sunodeuvetai scedovn pavnta apov thn “stenhv” hdonhv kai thn

“hJdonikhvn “agitation” th`~ fantasiva~”, ovpw~ to qevtei allouv o Kabavfh~ (1983ò 23) kai

iridivzei edwv me keivno to akariaivo “aivfnh~”ò

O strathgov~ pou odhgeiv 

Me ovla ovsa eivdame w~ twvra givnetai safev~ ovti ta scovlia kai oi ermhneutikev~

apovyei~ gia thn poivhsh tou Kabavfh axivzei ton kovpo na xanaexetastouvn

prosektikovtera. H filologikhv “frontivda”, ovso pio poluv antikeimenikhv faivnetai

tovso pio euavlwth eivnai se periptwvsei~ ovpw~ ekeivnh tou Kabavfh, o opoio~ den

faivnetai na avfhne ti~ levxei~ sthn tuvch. Gnwrivzoume exavllou povso “strathgikov~”
uphvrxe autov~ o poihthv~, afouv -katav paravdoxo trovpo-, eivnai o poihthv~ pou ketexochvn

milav gia strathgouv~ kai strathgikev~4. Upov thn evnnoia authv o “istorikov~” Kabavfh~

gia ma~ den shmaivnei tivpote avllo parav “strathgikov~” poihthv~, prosektikov~,

metrhmevno~ kai kurivw~ “fwtografikov~”, ovpw~ akribwv~ sumbaivnei ovtan prospaqouvme

na apodwvsoume th fusiognwmiva enov~ proswvpou: gia touvto pisteuvoume tovse~ pollev~

forev~ givnetai lovgo~ gia portraivta sthn poivhshv tou.

Metav to qavnatov tou ovmw~ evginan suntonismevne~ prospavqeie~ na “apokatastaqeiv”
filologikav to evrgo tou, le~ kai o ivdio~ to avfhse kavpw~ aprostavteuto. H ovlh
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prospavqeia hvtan apovrroia mia~ “orqologistikhv~” tavsh~ na “taktopoihqeiv” to evrgo

tou: to ivdio evgine kai me ton Kavlbo. H neovterh Ellavda evprepe prwvta prwvta na

“didacqeiv”. Pwv~ didavsketai kaneiv~É Me orqologikev~ apotivmhsei~, didaktismov, kai,

kurivvw~, istorikhv prosevggish.

Prwvtoi euquvnontai polloiv. Megavlh merivda euquvnh~ pevftei bevbaia sto Sefevrh.

Me ton “abevbaio” Alexandrinov eivce megavla problhvmata kai prospavqhse na ton

diabavsei “orqavÆ -ovpw~ qa taivriaze se evna “aplov” Makrugiavnnh kai istorikav. To

shmeiwvnei ston “Provlogo” th~ prwvth~ evkdosh~ twn Dokimwvn, kaqwv~ skevftetai na

gravyei kavti gia ton Alexandrinov me safwv~ grammatologikhv nootropiva, ovpw~ to

dhlwvnei rhtav me keivno to aposbolwtikov “teleutaivo~”ò “miav melevth giav tovn

jAlexandrinov poihthv, savn e{na shmavdi eJnov~ suvgcronou kovsmou pouv sbhvnei kaiv savn tovn

teleutai`o ejkprovswpo mia`~ makrovcronh~ eJllhnikh`~ paravdosh~ pouv e[sbhse [. . . ]”
(Sefevrh~ 1999ò 14-15). Gia touvto kai h epovmenh skevyh tou Sefevrh, ma~ dhmiourgeiv

shvmera poluv periverga sunaisqhvmata, allav fwtivzei th diavqeshv tou na “katatavxei”
ton poihthv sthn “Istoriva” kai epomevnw~ sto parelqovn, autovn ton rizospastikovtero

provdromo tou metamontevrnou!

{Ola aujtav maziv ajpotelou`n thvn ejmpeiriva th`~ eujaisqhsiva~ tou, eJniaiva, tautovcronh,
suvgcronh, pouv ejkfravzei mev thvn iJstorikhv suneivdhshv tou. Cwriv~ aujthv thvn ajntivlhyh,
qav mou` h\tan ajduvnato nav tovn katalavbw kaqovlou: ki autov tov poivhma [“Pro~ ton
Antivocon Epifanhv”, B¾ò 32], e[xw ajpov thvn prooptikhv pouv blevpw, qav mou` fainovtane
ajplouvstata geloi`o” (Sefevrh~, 1999, A¾ò 355). 

Megavle~ koubevnte~ kai apivsteuth uperbolhv authv tou gero-smurniouv. To

paravqema fanerwvnei to avlloqi tou Sefevrh (afouv, diaforetikav, “qa [tou] hvtan

aduvnato na ton katalavb[ei] kaqovlou”) na “diorqwvsei” ta parastrathvmata tou

Alexandrinouv. Zwntanov paravdeigma “diovrqwsh~” ta scovlia p.c., tou Sefevrh, gia to

poivhma “Apistiva” (A¾ò 109), kaqwv~ milav gia “glwssikev~ abebaiovthte~”, enwv scoliavzei

to stivcoò “Potev aujtovn ajrrwvstia devn qaggivxei kaiv qa[cei makrunhv zwhv”, kai tou~

stivcou~ò “K j hJ Qevti~ xevscize tav porfurav th~ rouvca, k j e[bgazen ajpov pavnw th~ kaiv

xepetou`se stov cw`ma tav braciovlia kaiv tav dactulivdia”. O Sefevrh~ tou katalogivzei

ovti den “eustoceiv” sto epivqeto “makrunhv zwhv” -antiv gia “apovmakrh” pou proteivnei o

ivdio~, kaqwv~ epivsh~ kai sto “xepetou`se sto cwvma ta braciovlia”. Shmeiwvneiò “dev mouv

faivnetai pwv~ mporouvme nav pou`me xepevtage stov trapevzi to kapevlo tou” (Sefevrh~

1999, A¾ò 396-97). 

Eivnai duvskolo na katalavbei kavpoio~ ton tovso stenov scolastikismov tou Sefevrh,

afouv kai oi duo levxei~ kavnoun pio “anavglufa” ta pravgmata. O Sabbivdh~, sthn

perivptwsh authv,  akolouqwvnta~ ta bhvmata tou Sefevrh, qa scoliavsei uioqetwvnta~ ton
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-allav kai prospaqwvnta~ na diaforopoihqeiv elafrav apov ekeivnon (to dhlwvnei to

amfivbolo “endecomevnw~”)ò “makrunhv=makriav, mev thvn cronikhv kaiv ovci topikhv e[nnoia: oJ

Kabavfh~, endecomevnw~ epedivwke thvn sunuvparxh tw`n duvo ejnnoiw`n. Xepetou`se=pevtage,

e[ricne” (A¾ò 124).

Sto epivpedo twn sugkekrimevnwn paradeigmavtwn mporeiv kaneiv~ na stacuologhvsei

ovsa qevlei kai me pneuvma livgo “eristikov” na anatrevyei pavra pollav. Genikovtera

ovmw~, sto qevma tou aisqhsiasmouv (kai katav sunevpeia aisqhtikouv -ismouv), axivzei na

shmeiwvsoume edwv to akovlouqo scovlio tou Sefevrhò “prospaqei` [o Kabavfh~] nav

ftiavxei stivcou~ aijsqhsiakouv~, ejnw` hJ glw`ssa tou devn tovn bohqa`” (A¾ò 403):

pisteuvoume ovti sumbaivnei akribwv~ to antivqeto. Kai san evrqei sta qevmata mnhvmh~,

pou ma~ apascovlhsan idiaivtera se touvto to keivmeno, “fusiologikav” o Sefevrh~

shmeiwvnei kavti pou anatrevpetai rizikav apov ovsa eivpame w~ twvraò

JO aijsqhsiasmov~, tov ai[sqhma th`~ aJfh`~ tou` Kabavfh, devn mporei` nav e[cei potev

ajrketov uJlikov giav nav tov petuvcei. Sthvn kalhv tou ejpochv -kaiv ei\nai paravxeno nav tov

parathrei` kaneiv~- uJpavrcei pivsw ajpov thv glwssikhv e[kfrash, h[, a[n mporw` nav pw`,

kukloforei` mevsa sthv mnhvmh tou, tovn aijsqanovmaste nav eJnwvnetai mev thv lactavra kaiv

thvn ojduvnh th`~ mnhvmh~ (Sefevrh~, 1999ò 404: upogrammivzei o ivdio~).

Ta parapavnw eivnai seferikev~ skevyei~ tou 1962 kai ovmw~ -gia na mhn ton

adikouvme- upavrcoun kavpoie~ aprovsmene~ exairevsei~5: eidikovtera se seferikov

keivmeno tou 1947, ovpou, perigravfonta~ ton erwtismov tou Kabavfh kavnei lovgo gia

katavdiko pou “gerna` sthv fulakhv kentwvnta~ stov devrma tou maniakav hJdonikev~

eijkovne~” (Sefevrh~ 1999, A¾ò354). An kai diapistwvnetai kaqarav ovti apov to 1947 w~ to

1962 o Sefevrh~ allavzei rizikav apevnanti sto fainovmeno Kabavfh -kai autov mporeiv na

katanohqeiv sto epivpedo twn poihtikwvn antagwnismwvvn- sthn ousiva allavzei o tovno~

kai ovci to pneuvmaò “Tovn Kabavfh devn ei\nai hJ ajpousiva th`~ paravdosh~ pouv tovn

baraivnei: ei\nai tov ajntivqeto”, shmeiwvnei o Sefevrh~ to 1946 sto keivmenov tou “K.P.

Kabavfh~, Q.S. VEliot: paravllhloi” (1999, A¾ò 358), kai epimevnei na qewreiv ton poihthv

“poihthv tou ghvrato~” (1999, A¾ò 324), kavti pou carakthrivzei apokleistikav ivsw~ movno

ton ivdio to Sefevrh.

O Sefevrh~ prospaqeiv na apotimhvsei thn poivhsh tou Kabavfh me mhcanismouv~

“anavmnhsh~”ò “procwrou`sa, quma`mai, poluv ajrgav, poluv ejmpeirikav, koitavzonta~ nav ijdw`

poioiv stivcoi tou mporou`san n j ajgkistrwqou`n sthv mnhvmh mou”, gravfei gia thn perivodo

pou eivnai sthn Korutsav kai diabavzei Kabavfh apokleismevno~ apov ta ciovnia. H

ergasiva authv -w~ eivnai anamenovmeno-, den mporeiv na procwrhvsei kai qa

xanaepistrevyei stou~ poihtikouv~ autouv~ tovpou~ argovtera, to 1941, kaqwv~ taxideuvei

gia thn Aivgupto. Kai den mporouvse na oloklhrwvsei thn ergasiva tou sthn Korutsav

giativ, “empeirikav” ivsw~ den mporeiv na “qumhqeiv” stivcou~ pollouv~, afouv oi
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“laofilevsteroi” (kai aisqhsiakovteroi, qa levgame emeiv~) stivcoi tou Kabavfh den ton

“trabouvsan” (1999, A¾ò 365). 

Gia touvto ivsw~ o Sefevrh~, kai ovtan akovmh gravfei poihvmata pou stoceuvoun sth

mnhvmh, ovpw~ “Mnhvmh A¾ kai “Mnhvmh B¾, ta poihvmata autav eivnai anamnhstikav: euvkola

mporeiv na to diapistwvsei kavpoio~ me thn prwvth anavgnwsh. 

Qa kleivsoume me mia avllh scetikhv novta kai evnan avllo poihthv, ton kuvprio

Kuriavko Caralampivdh, o opoivo~ susthmatikav anatrevpei th seferikhv aisqhtikhv: den

kavnei to ivdio ovmw~ me ton Kabavfh. Aplav “sumposiavzetai” maziv tou, se mia apevritth

anatolikhv kai ana-qewrhtikhv apovklish. H dikhv tou antimetwvpish th~ euruvterh~

kritikhv~ nootropiva~ pou eqevsame pio pavnw eivnai poluv pio dhktikhv kai avmesh:

kurivw~ ovmw~ eivnai “swmatikhv”, ovpw~ “fwtografivzei” to ivdio to kormiv tou Kabavfh

(“koivta!”, levei, “to kormiv tou”). To kataqevtei autov o Caralampivdh~ kaqwv~ ta bavzei

me thn “koufavla” Attikhv, sto poivhma “O kaluvtero~ poihthv~ th~ Alexavndreia~” (1995ò

13). Na shmeiwvsoume edwv ovti o Caralampivdh~, epivthde~ epimevnei sto “kormiv” kai sto

“qespevsio swvma th~ poivhshv~ tou”, kaqwv~ epivsh~ epivthde~ ma~ xafniavzei me ekeivno to

“avpanto” -apov thn perifevreia ki autov~-, eutucwv~ “adiovrqwto~”: na “gnwrivzei” avrage

“kalav” ellhnikav;

–Swvpa mwrhv koufavla t~ jAttikh`~

ki e[la nav piavsei~ ap  j thvn a[krh tov kormiv tou,

tov qei`o kormiv tou, tov qespevsio sw`ma

th`~ poivhshv~ tou, tov a[panto th`~ ojmorfia`~ tou.

Qav trelaqei`~, qav palabwvsei~ sav qav dei`~

aujtov pouv blevpw ejgwv. To blevpei~: Koivta! (Caralampivdh~ 1995ò14). 

NOTES

1 ¾Giativ o Kaisarivwn hvtan clomov~Æ, Leukev~ Stigmev~ sthn Poivhsh, Kastaniwvth~ 1998, 132-
148.

2 H ivdia hv antivstoice~ antavsei~ anicneuvontai scedovn se ovla ta scetikav poihvmata tou
Kabavfh. De~, p.c., “Hdonhv”, A”ò82, “Gkrivza”, AÆò88, “Ekovmisa ei~ thn tevcnhn”, BÆò27,
“Tecnourgov~ krathvrwn”, BÆò30, “Mevre~ tou 1896”, BÆò57.

3 Genikovtera, gia to qevma autov de~ò C.L. Karavoglou, “O hdonismov~ th~ kabafikhv~ poivhsh~
kai h kritikhv. Yucanalutikev~ dokimev~ kai dokimasive~ ston Mesopovlemo”, Mic. Pierhv~
(epim.), H Poivhsh tou Kravmato~. Monternismov~ kai Diapolitismikovthta sto VErgo tou
Kabavfh, 2000ò 309-329.

4 “O strathgov~ pou odhgeiv, o Fernavzh~ pou Fernavzh~”, Mikrofilologikav 13 (VAnoixh 2003).

120 Micavlh~ Tsianivka~



5 Kaqwv~, p.c., paraqevnta~ th skevyh tou vEliot pou levei gia ekeivnou~ pou bivwsan empeirive~
aisqhsiakav kai empeirikav maziv, ovti “hJ piov zwntanhv aijsqhsiakhv ejmpeiriva tou~ h\tan sav nav
ei\ce tov sw`ma skevyh”. Kai sunecivzeiò “Ei\nai, nomivzw, duvskolo n j  ajrnhqei` kaneiv~ o{ti aujtov~
akribw`~ ei\nai oJ tuvpo~ th`~ eujaisqhsiva~ tou` Kabavfh” (1999ò 342-43).
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