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Pestome: CraTusta pPEeKOHCTpyHpa KOHCTHTYTHUBHHS Je0aT OKOJIO OBJIrapCkusi CTPYKTYpalM3bM,
KOWTO post factum Oene HapedeH ,,HeBUMMA MIKONA*, B leHTbpa Ha M3CJIeI0BATEICKUS HHTEPEC €
nojieMuKara Mexay Mupocnas SlHakueB u 'eopru ['epKUKOB, KOSITO UMa SICHH 3aJ1034 B MOJIETO HA
JIMHTBUCTHKATA U pe(IeKCHUsITa 3a IUTEpaTypa, HO IIOPAJAX YCIOBUATA HA €IUH U3KITIOYUTEIHO CIIOKEH
XYMaHUTapeH KOHTEKCT, € MpeJCTaBeHa KAaTo KOH(IMKT Ha MHTEPIPETALMU BBPXY MapKCHCTKaTa
UICOJIOT UL

Abstract: The article reconstructs a constitutive debate around Bulgarian structuralism that post factum
was called “The Invisible School.” At the center of the clash was the embattled work of Miroslav
Yanakiev, a key Bulgarian literary scholar who was better received in international circles than in his
own country. The conflict allows one of the deepest aporias of the repressive regime to emerge in
simultaneously demanding and debilitating innovation.

2.  Kalinova, Maria. 2018. Exotopy: Mikhail Bakhtin and Jacques Lacan on the
Outside Context of Discourse. SLAVICA TERGESTINA, 20 /2018, ISSN: 592- 0291,
pp. 98-117.

Pe3tome: TekcThT € MOCBETEH Ha eK30TOMMATAa NMpu baxTuH W JlakaH, KaTo MOKa3Ba HAcOKaTa U
Bb3MOXKHUTE MHJICKCH Ha CPaBHEHHE MEX]y MOCTMapKCH3Ma M MCHXOAHAIM3aTa. NCUX0aHaIN3aTa.
Wpesita ¢ He a ce ThPCH HOB NPHYMHEH €JIEMEHT — Ha HECH3HABAHOTO BMECTO MKOHOMHKATA, —
BBIIPEKH Y€ TO3H BHIIPOC HE MOXKE J1a Ce TOJMHUHE C OTJIe/l HAa ChBPEMEHHHTE 1Ie0aTH, a JIa Ce MPOCIeIu
JIOTUKATa HAa BBHIOCTABEHOCTTA HA MCTHHATA W 3HAHHETO, JKEJIAHUETO HA W3TOYHATA W 3arajHaTa
TEOPHsl J]a KOHCTUTYHPA MMAHCHTHO (peaHo) BBHIIHO, KOESTO J1a He MOXe Jia ce 3annun B Aufhebung
WITH Ha M0-BHCOKO HUBO Ha erHCTBO. Tyk u baxtuH, u JlakaH, 6e3 1a ca ce cperiaiy, MpuHaIeKaIu
MIOYTH Ha eJIHO U chIuo nokosienue (baxtun xuBee ot 1895 r. no 1975 r., Jlakan — ot 1901 r. no 1981
r.) ¥, BBOPEKH Pa3IHMYHATE MHCJIOBHU MNPEIM3BUKATEIICTBA U MPOOJIEMH, HA KOMTO MOCBELIaBaT
BPEMETO CH B ThPCEHE Ha OTFOBOP — B YAMBHUTEIHO “ChCEJCTBO” HA MHCHJITA Pa3BUBAT TEMATa, Ye
YOBEIIKOTO CHIIECTBO € CKC-IICHTPUYHO M HETOBHAT LIEHTHD € W3BBH Hero. TailHaTa Ha 4YOBEKa,
HeroBara Hal-IbI00Ka HHTUMHOCT, € CKPUTa OTBBH.

Abstract: The present text treats the concept of exotopy in Bakhtin and Lacan, explicating the direction
and the possible indices for comparison between post-Marxism and Psychoanalysis. The general idea
is not to seek a new causative element — the unconscious in place of economics, although this problem
cannot be overlooked in view of contemporary debates - but rather to trace the logic of outsidedness of
truth and knowledge: the concept of desire in Eastern and Western theory constitutes an immanent
(real) outside, which cannot be subsumed into Aufhebung or any higher level of unity. Both Bakhtin
and Lacan, without having met each other, belonging in one and the same generation (Bakhtin lives
between 1895 and 1975, Lacan — between 1901 and 1981) and facing different conceptual challenges
and problems, work in a condition of unique philosophical ‘likelihood’ on the subject of the human
being’s ex-centricity — the secret of the human being, its innermost intimacy, is located outside itself.
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Pe3tome: B craTtusTa ce pasriiekia BIIPOca 3a aBTOPCKUTE MHTECHIMWH B Kpbra Ha baxTuH Kato
BB3MOXKHOCT 32 JICH/ICOJIOTU3UPaHe HA BHTPEUIHMS U BHHIIHIS KOHTEKCT Ha TBopOaTta. KoHueniusta
3a aBTOpa € CBBhp3aHa ¢ (HOPMYIHUPAHETO KAKTO HA KOHUEMIHMATA 3a ,Hacoorus” (Mapkcuzvm u
Gunocoghus na esuxa, 1929 r.), Taka ¥ Ha KOHIIETIIUATA 32 ,,HECH3HABAHO * (DPpotiouzbM: MAPKCUCMKA
kpumuxa, 1927 T.), KOeTO MO3BOJsIBA Ja ce 0003HAYAT WHTCHUHHUTE HA aBTOpa C HEOJNOrM3Ma
L aaeomoreMa‘.

Abstract: The paper will address the return to the question of authorial intentions in the writing of the
Circle of Bakhtin as an opportunity for de-ideologizing the internal and the external context of the work
of art. The concept of the author is unfolded as participating in the formulation of both the concept of
“ideology” (Marxism and Philosophy of language, 1929) and the concept of “unconscious”
(Freudianism: A Marxist Critique, 1927 ), which allowed designating the author’s intentions with the
neologism “ideologeme.”
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Pe3tome: TeKCTHT € MOCBETEH HAa HEOOXOAMMOCTTA Jia ce W3che[Ba (opMma Ha auanora, B KOSTO
HAMPEeXKEHUETO MEXIy JIBC aHTarOHUCTUYHU T[EPCIEKTUBH Ja HE BOAU JIO Pa3pyIIUTEHO
npotuBonocTaBsHe. [log00eH HMHCTPYMEHTApUYM € BB3MOXKHOCT Ja C€ 3ama3d H OCBETIH
HechacueTo (dissent) KaTo Tpaemo BbB BPEMETO HECHhBITAJICHUEC HA OTJCITHUTE TPAIUALIUH.

Abstract: The work is dedicated to the necessity to explore a form of the dialogue in which the tension
between two antagonistic perspectives does not lead to a destructive opposition. Such tools are an
opportunity to preserve and shed light on the dissent as a lasting mismatch of the individual traditions.

5. Kanunosa, Mapus. 2014. ,,HeBuaumara maTpuina: ABoiiHATA ClleHAa HA
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Pe3tome: TekcThT u3ciieBa o0OeMa Ha MOHSTHUETO Mampuya MEXIy JIBe KpaiHu AeQUHUIMU: OT
OCMHUCIISTHETO ¥ KATO HEBUIUM UHGAMPUAHM, CXeMd, MOOel 0 Bb3MOKHOCTTA Jia ObJe pasriiekaaHa
KaTO MIACTHYECH HHCTPYMEHT, KOMTO M3BBPIIBA OMEPallii Ha TPOMEHIMBOCT U JIeCTAOMIT3apaHe.
Abstract: The work explores the scope of the concept matrix between two ultimate definitions: from
its understanding as an invisible invariant, scheme or model to the possibility to be considered as a
flexible tool that performs procedures of variability and destabilisation.



