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COBPEMEHHBIE NMPOBNEMbI ICTOPUYECKOW TUNONOIrUN NINTEPATYP
HAPOOOB Poccunckon ®EQEPALIUMN

B craree paccmarpuBaroTcs axkTyalJbHBIE TIPOOIEMBl  CPaBHUTENBHO-HCTOPUYECKOH METOJOJOTHH
COBPEMEHHOTO OTEYECTBEHHOrO JuTeparypoBeneHus. CraBUTCS BOIpoc 00 H3MEHEHHH TEPMHHOJIOTHYECKOTO
KOpITyca CpaBHHUTEIbHON (QHIONIOTHM M 0 HEOOXOJMMOCTH HOBBIX IIOAXOJOB K H3YyUEHHIO HAI[MOHAJIBHBIX
JIUTEepPaTyp, UX UCTOPUUECKOH TUIIOIOTUH.

The article deals with the urgent problems of comparative and historical methodology of the present-time
literature studies. The author raises the question about the changes of the terminological corpus of comparative
philology and the necessity of new approaches to the studies of national literatures and their historical typology.

Kniouesvle cnosa: nurepatypa HapoaoB Poccuiickoit dDenepanuu, METOIO0JIOTHS JIUTEpaTypOBEICHUS,
HCTOpUYECKAs TUIIOJIOTHSI HAIIMOHAIBHBIX JINTEPATYp.



