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O Béhyog anuelodyog André Helbo, mou €xel mTOPOUCIAoEl WG TWPA PEPIKOUG CUYKE-
VIPWTIKOUG TOPOUC Kal Povoypaeieg yia T Beatpikr onuetodoyia (m.x. Sémiologie de la
représentation. Bruxelles-Paris 1975' L. "enjeu du discours. Lecture de Sartre. Bruxelles-Paris
1978' Les mots et les gestes. Lille 1983-Approches de I'opéra. Paris 1986), mapouaidlel ¢’
QUTO TOV TOMO SIAPOPEC MEAETEC TOU, PETOPPOCHEVEG OTA OyYAIKA, TIOU Ol TIEPITOOTEPEC,
pE TNV (810 1) GAAN poper), €X0UV dNUOGCIEVTET KOTA Kalpolg. Agv £X0uv GUEDN OXEaN MeE-
Ta&L TOUG KOt eV AMOTEAODY PO «BEwpPin Twv TOPOCTOTIKGOV TEVOV»- 0 TITAOG €ival,
{00¢ Y10 AOYOUG EUTOPIKOUC UAANOV, TIOPATAQVNTIKOG. Agv ipat Kat BERaiog, av ameu-
BUvetal og QoItNTEC TOU BedTpou 1 Twv performing arts, TOU Ba SUGKOAEUTOOY UAANOY VO
ToPaKOAOLBRGoLY Ta cuNToLpEVa. ZTIC performing arts 0 CLYYPAPENG GUUTIEPIANHBAVEL
€KTOC OO TO BEATPO KOl TNV OTEPA, TO UMOAETO, TO KOUKAOBENTPO KOl TO TOipKO, dang
@0ogwE Beapata dnAadr), pe Ta omoia, pe e&aipean iow¢ To Taipko, n Beatpoioyia aoxo-
Aeital €101 KI 0ANIOG. O aOVTOHOG TIPOAOYOC TIEPIEXEL OKANPG AOYIO VIO TIC WE TP ETI-
OTNMOVIKEG TIPOCTIABEIEG YIO TN JIOPOPPWON HI0CG BEXTPIKAG BEwpiag, KOt dIOMIOTWOVEL
WG AUTEC OEV EXOLV 0dNYROEL O€ TIMOTE GANO TIAPd O€ Pia OEIPd amd JIEVEEEIS Kal Bew-
pPNTIKG 0d1EE080. AMG Kat 0l TOTOBETATEIG IOV KAVEL O 610G, OMOCTIOOUATIKA KOl HE
TPOMO A0VVIETO, deV BepameVoLY TNV KATdaTaoN.

To npato pépog Tou BIRAIOU «KpITiKh Bewpia Kal TOPACTOTIKEG TEXVEG» EVAVEL TPia
SI0QOPETIKA KEQPOAAIA: 1) «EVa YEVIKO KOWVWVIO-ONUEIWTIKO HovTéNo» (00. 3-23), 2)
«[Mpog pla BeaTpIKh ONUEIWTIKA» (00. 25-36) Kol 3) «OeaTPOAOYia KOl AOYOTEXVIKEC
OTIOLdEC» (00. 37-51), IOV €ival GUVTOMA Kal EKBETOLY, KUPIWG HE TIPOYPUMHOTIKEG dNA®-
OEIG KOl EMYPOUHOTIKOUC AQOPITHOUC, TIG AMOYEIG TOU CLYYPAPED VIO Eva TTArB0G BEUa-
TO. ZTO TPWTO KEPAANIO SIOTMICTMVETAL I avayKaio aTpon NG onueEloAoyiag mpog To
KOWWVIKA cup@paldpeva (wg «the set of rules of a game»)- 0 cuyypa@éag e100yel, OTWE
Kat 0 Pavis, TNV €évwvola NG «GUYKEKPIUEVOTIOINGNG» Kal TN enunciation (Ek@paong, dia-
TOTMWONG), Y1a VO GTACEL 0E PO QUVOUIKY (OVTI-OTOTIKA) avaAuan. To B€0Tpo amoteAei
Tedio SOKIUAC TETOIWV avOAUGEWY. To deUTEPO BOKIMIO EEKIVAEL PE TN ONUAVTIKY SlaTi-
0TwanN, TwE N Beatpikr onuelooyia Aiya povo pebodoloyikd epyaleia pmopei va davel-
oTel ano TV agnyn otodoyia (récit), aANG KI oMo T ONUEIWTIKY avdAUGN TOU KIVNUATO-
YPA@oU Oev €XEL VO TIEPIUEVEL TTOANG. To Seixvel ELYAWTTO OTIC TPOOTIABEIEG TNG POUKIO-
VIKNG ONMEIOAOYIOG (M€ TO KUBEPVNTIKA, MOBNUATIKE povTEAT Twv Marcus Kat Dinu, Ta
YAWOOOAOYIKG Tou Balea, kat Ta KOIVwvIoAOyIKG Tou Campeanu)- ava@EPEL Kat GANa Ta-
podeiypota davelapol TG Beatpikr anueloloyiag and PovIéAa NG YAWOToAoyiog Kot
NG agnynyatodoyiag (m.x. éva TETOI0 oTaiplocTo Povtého odnyei atnv dpvnon g Bgo-
TPIKAG EMKOWvwviIag and to Mounin, TV avaltnon g eAGXIOTNG Povadag amd Tov
Kowzan KTA.), OTIOU TO «KEIPEVO» EXEL HIa TEAEIWG DIOPOPETIKN AEITOULPYIKOTNTA (N TIOPE-
EAynon ¢ «EMKOIVWVIOG» W OMOKAEIOTIKA AEKTIKAG €ival XopaktnploTikn, BA. G.
Mounin, Introduction a la sémiologie. Paris 1970, go. 87¢€.). Otav {ntdet ato TéA0C N dI-
€0puvVoN NG BENTPIKAC TNUEIOAOYIOG TIPOG Wi GNUEIOAOYIO OAOU TOU TIOAITIGHOU, EEXVAEL
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0TI OKPIBAOG aUTO ATAV TO EYXEIPNUA TOL TIPWTOL TOPOL NG Hovoypagiag tng Fischer-
Lichte (Semiotik des Theaters. Tiibingen 1983). To TpiT0 KEQPAANIO OTPEPETAN EVAVTIOV TOU
«textual absolutism», TEPIYPAQEL 0TN CUVEXEID TA EKPPACTIKA p€oa Tou BedTpou, mou Ee-
TePVODV TO AOYOTEXVIKO KEIWEVO, YO VO TIPOGAWTEL TEAIKA EUQOON OTNY TPOSANYN. «The
synthesis between production and reception theories has so far never been attempted»
(0.50, 6o T0 IPAEEL 0 Pavis To 1988, T0 OXETIKG GpBpo Tou ival Tou 1985). O BEAyog ouy-
ypa@éag dev €xel dlapaoel ta dpbpa tou Amo Paul ané to 1971, mouv BERata dev xpnal-
MOTOI00V TN CNUEIWTIKE 0POAOYIC, TIEPIYPAPOLV OUWC OKPIBWC TO PAIVOUEVO TG BENTPI-
KNG emkovwviog (A. Paul, Theaterwissenschaft als Lehre vom theatralischen Handeln.
Koélner Zeitschriftflr Soziologie und Sozialpsychologie 1971/1, aa. 55-77" Tou idlou, Theatra-
lischer KommunikationsprozeB. Medienspezifische Erdrterungen zur Entwdhnung vom
Literaturtheater. Diskurs 2,1972, go. 33-58, d1eupup€va Kal Ta duo apBpa padi Twpa aTov
topo: HI.Klier [ed.], Theaterwissenschaft im deutschsprachigen Raum. Darmstadt 1981, c.
205-289).

‘Eva de0TEPO TUNUO «BaoIkEG DIEVEEEIC» OmOTEAEITON MO TEGTEPA TOAV GUVTOMa Bip-
Bpa: 1) «Epeuvntiki peBodoAoyio» (00. 55-67), 2) «EmiKovwvia Kol niyvwaon» (oo. 69-
77), 3) «MpaydotoAoyia [pragmatics] kon guZfitnon [discours]» (oo. 79-86), 4) «O K1~
KOG, AOXETO OXNUa;» (00. 87-94). Ot OnNUEIOCEIC QUTEC Biyouv pia oglpd omd evaIoPEPO-
VT TIPORAAHATA, OAAG TIAPAPEVOUY OTO OTABI0 TwV VOEEWY: €101 TLY. y1a Ta Opla NG on-
HEIWTIKNAG MEBOSOU OTa UN-EpUNVELTED OTOIXEID TNG TIapdaTaong (0. 57), yia v anouasia
™G TMPACANYNG Mo TIG TPOCTIABEIEG TNG «ONKEIOTIOINGNC» TOU BedTpOU (ayvoolvTal Ta-
VTEAWC Ol EPTEIPIKEC UEAETEC YIO TNV TIPOGANYN, OMWC OAN N ZX0AA TNG «aIgBNTIKAC TNE
TPOOoANYNG», PA. TeAeuTaia kot M. De Marinis, Dramaturgy of the Spectator. The Drama
Review 31,1987, 00. 100-114), yia TV anaitnon, 0 XwpIopoc Tou Beatpikol yeyovoTog o€
OKNVN Kal Koo va YEQUPWOEL, yia Tnv avaAuacn tng mpagng tng dnuioupyiag Tou vorua-
T0¢ amnd 1o Beotr (0.60 MOU CNUAIVEL TTOPEID TTIPOC TEAETOUPYIKA OTOIXEID) KTA. MEVIKWG
UTIAPXEL P10 TAON UTIEPEKTIUNGNG TOL pAAou Tou Beatr) (6mw¢ otov Wekwerth, 6,m., Tov
OTIO{0 OYVOE(), 0TOV 000 AVABETEL OXI AMAKC T SNMUIOVPYIKH OMOKPUTTOYPAPNGN TWV
VONUATWY, 0AAG KL TNV 310 T dnuIoupyia Twv VONUATwv Tng mopdotaong yi' auto 1o
AOYO 0T ONUEINTIKA avaAucon Tou Beatpikol KWdIKa (Kowzan, Fischer-Lichte — amo-
@aivetal 6Tt o1 Katnyopieg Toug givat «artificial distinctions» [0. 87], kot ¢ éva Babuo
BéPata avandgeukta givat) dev diveTal Kal TOAN] onpacia- EMKEVIPWVEL TNV TIPOTOXNA
TOU OTIC OUPIORNTACEIS TOU Mounin (6.1., 0. 87-94) yia v OTapé&n BE0TPIKNAC EMKOIV®-
viag, mou gugntolvtal in extenso (00. 69-77).

To tpiTo TPAKK TOU BIBAIOU, «NEEC TIPOOTTIKEG Kal VEX EPYOAEIN», GUYKEVIPWOVEL TIE-
VTE, OKOUO GUVTOOTEPT, GpBpa: 1)»To omTIKG Tapdadelypa Kat n oknvr» (0o. 97-107), 2)
«Avayvaotpn Kat opath dlaotaon. Omepa Kot B€atpo» (00. 109-115), 3) «MpdoAnwn kat
oxéon» (00. 117-124), 4) «Anuioupywvtag ouvoxn (coherence)» (oo. 125-135), 5) «To mo-
padelyua Touv BeduaTog» (00. 137-145), pepikd omd Ta omoio HotGdouv JOANOY TEPIOTO-
O10Kd. Z€ KOpId TEPIMTOn OpwE dev BEpamELOLV TIG EYYEVEIG aduvapieg NG BEOTPIKAC
anpetoAoyiag. Ot dIAQopeg TPOTEYYITEI PaivovTal KATWE OTIOTUWAIKES: OTO TPWTO KOl
deutepo ke@dAato avaldnteitatl n 31£€0d0¢ (ou givat n amooVVAEDT TG BEATPIKNG ONEL-
oloyiag amno tn deomoTEin TNG YADOTAE) 0T ONPEIOAOYIO TWVY OTITIKWVY TEXVAV, SIKAIOAO-
ynuévn oto Babud mou to BEatpo gival «BEapax». To TPITO KEPAAAIO E10GYEL TNV Ewola
TOU TIALIVISI0U, KOIVWVIKOU Kol BETPIKOV, EMEID TO BEATPO QVTIKABPEPTIZEL TOV KOGHO-

276



BIBAIOKPIZIEZ

T KEQAAQLD 4 KOt 5 divouv €UQaan 0To Yeyovog, OTI N TAPACTACN TEMKA YiveTal péoa
0TO KEPAM TOu Beath] (o€ avaoyia pe TNV Rezeptionasthetik, 6ToOU TO TEAIKO TPOTOV NG
AoyoTtexviag, To avayvwopd, dNUIOUPYEITAL 0TO KEQPAAL TOU avVayVAOOTN- 0T0 B£0TPO auth
N avTIANYN €ivat KAMWE IO «AOYIKN», EQOCOV QUTO JeV TIOPAYEL Eva KOAAITEXVNUA TIOU
OVTIOTEKETOL GTO XPOVO). T TIPORANA OTI 0 YEVIKOG KOSIKAC TNG TOPATTACNS UTOPET va
YIiVEL avTIANTTOE 1) Kl OX1, BETEL éva GAANO, TNG GLVOXNG: £PATOV TO BEAUA OPVEL EUPETT
HOVO ixvn, N avaAucn Pmopei va EEKIVATEL POVOo amo Tnv eVTUMwan Tou Beatr- To OTL N To-
pdotaon SI0BETEL Evav KOSIKA (U1 VONKATIKA Kal GNUAGCIOAOYIKE GUVOXH) €ivol amAGg
umeBean epyaaiag TG avaAuang, «not an inherent entity which preexists before analysis»
(0. 127). E@ocov T0 Beatplkd yeyovoc LAOTIOIEITAL POVO 0TV emKovwvia (EmTuXA A
0x1), 0TnV omoia GUPBAAEL 0 BeatnC Pe TO SIKO Tou KOoUo (10€€C, aiobnpata, UVAPEC,
UTIOOUVEIONTO), 10IKC PECK TWV PNXAVIOUWV TNG TAUTIONG, N TOPACTOON gV UTOPEL va
avoAUBEl HOVO amo T pepId NG mapaywyng (yr' auto diepwtdtal o Helbo, kamwg pnto-
PIKG, YIO TN XPNOIKOTNTA TNG £WWOLAE TOU KWAIKA). AN gival Adn @oRepd mepimAokn n
TIEPLYPOPH) TOU BEATPIKOD KAOSIKA, — N KOTaypa@r) g TPOcAnwng (tov Kabevog, tng Ka-
Be oTIyUAC, TWV AAANAETIBPACEWY TWV AVTISPATEWV TWV BEATAOV, KAUTOADY €VTacng Kal
TPOCOXNAC, UVNUOVIK®Y JIOSIKATIOV, EYYPOPRE KOL OMOBAKELCNC TWV TTANPOPOPIWV, GUV-
Beanc Kal amooVVBEaC Toug KTA.) ival amholotata aduvatn. O Helbo gaivetat £toipog
Vo EMWHIoOET TO KOOTOC aUTHG NG €mAoyAg: «The theatrical event intimately mingles
performance and fiction, attention and communication (except for borderline cases): by
rather unwillingly privileging a cognitive dimension, for the sake of the scientific alibi, we
are still very much aware that there subsists an irreducible core. Contrary to what can be
rationalized to the describable strategy, it is precisely theatrical pleasure that resists
analysis» (0. 127). Autd dev eival 0pBd, (0w¢ TEPTEL KPUPG TOUG idIOUE TOUC ETIOTAKIOVEC,
0aQAC CLYVABWC TOUC TPOAKTIKOUCE Tou BedTpou. To PLOTAPIO (N «TEPYN») TIOU AVTIOTEKE-
TOI TNV AVAAUGN €ival n CLVBETIKOTNTA TWV SIOSIKACIWY TIOU YivovTtal TouTdxXpova KABe
OTIyUr NG BeaTPIKAG MapAoTacng. TETola GLUVBETIKOTNTA deV TAPOUCIALEL N YAWTOo/opl-
Mo (kat outd evdvtia otoug E. Marconi/A. Rovetta, Il teatro come modello generale del
linguaggio. Milano 1979). Katd tov Helbo n «epyaaio» Tou Beatr| gival akpiBaq n idia pe
QUTA TWV TIAPAYWYWY: YI' aUTO N avAAUON TOU BENTPIKOU KWSIKA W¢ CNUEIWTIKOV OUOTH-
potog givat aduvatn, yioti CUPTEPIAAUBAVEL HOVO TN Hia TAELPE PO SNUIOUPYIKAG dla-
SIKaaiog, aKOpa Kal 1 éwola TG «TpocAndng» sivat atpePAn, yiati o Beatrig divel 0o
000 «Aappaver»: «Moreover, the spectator has to grapple with clusters of signifiers in the
performance continuum, which are brought face to face with the paradigms of memory
and of the unconscious. It is therefore extremely dangerous to speak of the theatrical sign,
and even more objectionable to limit oneself to a technical description. Even the term
theatrical reception is questionable; as a dialogical experience, a contemprary event,
theater does not belong in a reader’s universe. Much like the stage, the audience produces
what it claims to reproduce» (0. 143¢.).

AUTEC gival ONPAVTIKEG SIOMIOTWOEIS, TOU HOG 03NyoOv TOAD HOKPLE omd TO «AOyoTE-
XVIKO» B€0Tpo, €VvToOTOIC €ival pJovouepeig Kat LTEPPBOAIKEC. Kat xpelddovtal KAMOIE
10TOPIKEG KOl LOPOOAOYIKEC S10QPOPOTIOINTELS: AOPUARDG LTIAPXOUV €idn autooxedlalope-
Vou AdikoO BedTpou, ATou 0 POAOC TOu Beatr gival TOAD EVEPYNTIKOG, 0 «TTOPAYWYOG»
OMAWG EKTEAETTNAC TNG GUANOYIKNAG BoLANGCNG KTA., OTIWG T.X. 0NV TOPadociakn mopdoTa-
on tou Kapaykioln (BA. B. Mouxvep, To Mopadoctakd Ko Tou @eATpou ZKIWV oTny
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EANGS0. Eupwmnoikn @eatpodoyia. ABrjva 1984, aa. 259¢€€.), aAAd autd dev anoteAolv
Tov Kavova. O Helbo mapapAémnel emiong 0Tt n aTopIKOTNTA TOU BeaTh (KATA TO HOVTENO
autd @TIdxvel 0 kKabévag Tn OIKA Tou mapdotacn — PA. TIG ouvevtelEelg BaBoug Twv
OMAVIGV EPELVNTAVY TTOPATIAVW), KATA T SIGKPELD TNG TAPACTACNG KAl 18iwg TPOC TO
TENOG, 1} KOl 0E OTIYES EVTOONG KOl guvaloBnuaTIKAG PEBeENS, ennpeadetal, dueoa (Ao-
YO OKOUGTIKGOV aVTISPACEWV) 1 €UPEST, Ao TO UTTOAOLTIO KOIVE, (OTE va dnuioupynBei
KOI TO QOIVOPEVO TNG «GOYKAIONC» TWV EVIUTIWOEWY KAl aVTIOPACEWY, IOV dev gival Td-
vTo 10 id10 évtovec. O Helbo 6pw¢ mpoxwpei ge PI{ooTOCTIKA cuumepdopata: «The
notion of code itself is problematical»- o1 peAéteg Tou Kowzan kat tng Fischer-Lichte
€xouv amnodei&el, 0TI dev PMOPOLY VO SEIEOUV TOV KOBIKO «EV AEITOUPYiO» O éva YEVIKO
eMinedo mMapd HOVO TV avaAuan HI0C CLYKEKPIUEVNC TOPAOTACNG i OTO EMMEDO NG
10TOPIKNAC Vopuag (BA. Molxvep, Znueloloyia Tov Oedtpov, 6.1.). «Since theater cannot
be grasped through a rhetorical approach, one should determine procedures able to
describe the permanent inflow of creativity that generates it, the constantly renewed
genesis of sense». H u@atikr TPOROAN TETOIOU TPOYPAUMOTOG dEV OVTIAAUBAVETAL TIG
OKOpO  pEYaAUTEPEG OUOKOMIEC, yloTi Oev £€xel 0OXOANBei ouoTnUOTIKG pE TNV
Publikumsforschung (n BiBAoypagia dev ava@Epel Kal TNV TEAEUTAIO OXETIKA LOVOypa-
@ia ¢ Anne-Maria Gourdon, Théatre, public, perception. Paris 1982). 'ETa1 pe eAa@pd
Kopdld o ouyypagéag ntei pla «definition of the spectacle influenced by the reception
theory», Tou va TEPIYPAQEL TV «interpretative activity that goes far beyond decoding» (o.
144). Mopa ™V TEAIKN OTPOYN TPOG KPITIKN EMiyVON TOU aveEQAPHOTTOU TOU EYXEIPHHO-
10¢ («It is certainly possible to debate endlessly the characterization of this creation-
reception process»), 0 i310¢ 0 CLYYPAPENG OEV TIPOXWPEL TEPT AMO UIA TIPOYPAUMOTIKN
S10KAPLEN.

NEog S10vonTIKOG POHaVTIONOG; AIOTIOTOVEL KAVEIG TNV EMEIPN vnQaAIOTNTOG Kal
HETPIOQPOCUVNG, TNV MAPOUCIN KATIWC CTIACHWIIKWY, AMOCTIOOHOTIKGOY Kal BIAOTIKOV
TOTIOBETAOEWY IOV EEKIVOUV GAAWCTE OMOKAEICTIKA OTO TN @OIVOUEVOAOYia TOu BedTtpou
Tou 2000 aiva. Eival aAffela, 0Tt akpIBWC auTd TAPouaIAlel TO TEPATTIO PACHA HOp-
@oAoyiag mou GUOKOAEVEL TOGO TOAD TN Bewpia, €ival GUWE Kat auto, Tou PE TNy avapdae-
IO TOU AGTKOU, TOU HEGUIWVIKOV Kl Tou BedTpou Tou MTOpoK £8waE TO EVaUoHa WOTE
VO OMOKPUTITOYPa@NnBoUV 01 BOCIKEG EMIKOIVWVIOKES JIAdIKOTIEC TNG BEQTPIKNG TTOPA-
otacng. Me v uTEpeKTiPNGoN Tou Beatrh OXt HOVO WG IOGEI0L GUVANKIOUPYOD TOU KAAAL-
TEXVAMATOC, OAAG KOl G TOU HOVOSIKOD Gnugiou avagopdc g €peuvag (dnNAadn N €IKO-
V0 TG TOPAaTACNG 6Tn Pvipn Tou, OXI Tia n id10 N mapdotoon), PTAVoUpE aTo GANO AKPO
TOU TTOPadOCIoKOU QIAOAOYIKOU Bedtpou. O Helbo 1davikomolei TG IkavotnTeg Tou Bea-
- 01 TOMOBETATELC TOU SNADVOLV OMOaTPOYH OTd TNV Kuplap)ia Tou Adyou (yia éva on-
HEIOAOYO (0WC €ival auTO pia XEIPOVOUIa wpipavang). TETOIEC EPQATIKEG KO EUTABEIC
KIVAGELG B¢ dev BonBolv yia pia HeMovTIKA Bewpia Tou BedTpou.

BaAtep Molyxvep
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