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Kadenpa HOBOI 1 HOBITHBOI icTOpii YKpaiHu,
VYKpalHChKHIA KATOMUIBKUI YHIBEPCHTET

BIOT'PA®ISA IBAHA JIEBUHCBKOI'O B ICTOPUYHUX
HAPATUBAX: AHAJII3 JUKEPEJIBHUX TEKCTIB

2017/18 akameMi9HOTO POKY Ha ICTOPHYHIA Tporpami YKpaiHCBKOTO
KaTONUIIPKOTO YHIBEPCUTETY 4UYHWTaBCs coenkypc «JIpBiB 3a nobm IBana
JIeBHHCBKOTO: apXiTeKTypa, KyJIbTypa, OTITHKA», PO3POOIeHHI aBTOPOM IIHX
te3. OIHUM 3 HaBYAIBHHX 3aBlaHb OyB J€TAIBHHUI aHaNi3 JABOX TEKCTIB, sIKi
€ BXIIMBUMH JDKepeaaMu BUBYEHHs Oiorpadii 1. JleBUHCBKOTO: HEKpoJora,
HarmcaHnoro xypaaiictoMm ®@enem denopiiBuM, Ta Mi3HINIOT MEMOpiaJIbHOT
cTarTi aBTOpCcTBa podOiTHMKA (pabpuku JleumHchKoro IBana Onexcuua. Llei
aHaJIi3 MPUBIB JI0 TIEBHOIO MipOIO HEOYIKYBaHUX BUCHOBKIB.

TpuBanuii yac 0a30BMM («KaHOHIYHMM») BBakaBCs TeKCT OJIeKCHHA
(muB.: Onexcud . XKurts 1 gisuieHicTh [Bana JIeBunCchKoOTO // IBaH JIeBHHCHKHIA:
Woro xwurrs ta npaus. — JIeBiB, 1934. — C. 8-22). BogHouac HEKpOJIOT,
crianennii GenopuiBuM it onmyOnikoBaHuH y pidHNKY KaneHaaps «[Ipocsituy,
puBepTaB MeHITy yBary nociinaukiB (P. [Denopuis] . [Ban JleBunCcHKHi //
ImrocTpoBanwmii kaneHgap ToBapuCTBa «IIpoCckBiTay 3 MiTepaTypHUM 30ipHHKOM
Ha nepectynHuii pik 1920. — JIsBiB, 1919. — C. 341-343). Xoua came BiH
O1UIBIIION MIPOFO 3aCIYTOBYE Ha CTATYC MEPIIOKEpPEa.

[ToniOHICTh TBOX TEKCTIB BIAJa€ B OKO y MEpIIOMY K miaxomi. B obox
BHIIAJKaX 0A4UMO OJHY W Ty K TOCTIIOBHICTH OJHM3BKO COpOKa OCHOBHHUX
CEeMaHTHYHUX ONOKiB. TeKCTONOTIUHUH aHAali3 BUSBISAE HE MPOCTO ONU3BKY
MOiOHICTB, e B 0araTb0X BUMAAKAX iTEHTUYIHI (hParMEHTH TEKCTY.

VY napuci, HanucaHoMy 1. OJeKCHHOM, OCHOBHI TEKCTOBI KOMIIOHEHTH
€ mnoBropamu Tekcty @. demopriBa — BiJ BCTyIMHOro peueHHs: «IBaH
JleBuHchkuit yponuscest just 6. munnst 1851 p. B JlonuHi, ne Horo 6aTpko OyB
JUPEKTOPOM HapOJHOT IKosm» (cTop. 9), 1 10 dpazu «Aus 4. mumast 1919 poxy
CXOJMTH 3 IBOTO CBiTa B 68 POIIi CBOTO TPYISIIOTO XUTTD» (CTOp. 21); 00mmBa
peUYeHHSI TOCITIBHO MOTOPIOIOTH Te, I0 HammcaB PemopiiiB (BiAMOBIIHO, HA
ctopinkax 341 ta 343 Hekposory).

VYei Bifpi3ku HapatuBy, onpanboBaHoro d. dexopriBuM — Harpukiaz,
Ha ctop. 341: «Toxi manuii [BaH milIOB momMaraTu JSYKOBU B IICpKBi. MaB
TapHUH TOJIOC 1 ce BIIYMHSIIO TIepe]l HUM TEPCIIEKTHBH JIIKIBCHKOT KApHEPH»;
naini, Ha ctop. 342: «BiH OakaB 0a4WTH XUTE B IMUPOKUX MPOSBAX, XOTIB
YyTH JIOACHKUIA TaMip, CTyK MAalinH, CBUCT (abpux», «Bci Haiikpacri,
HaWOLIbII iMIO3aHTHI OyxiBiai JIbBOBa... ce TBOpH IBaHa JIEBHHCHKOTOX,
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«CrenuspHoctuio IB. JleBuHCBHKOTO Oysa OynoBa HIMUTAIB 1 caHATOPUIN, 1
Jani, ax 70 3aBepmanbHoi ¢pasu: «byB mperapHoro maroanHOIO. .. [lonumms
Mo co01 MIMPHIA JKajb i BATIHY MaMsITh» (cTop. 343) — yci CIiBBITHOCATHCS
3 Maibke «I3epKaJbHAMM» ITOBTOPAMH Ha CTOpPiHKAaX MEMOpiadbHOI CTaTTi,
omyomikoBanoi 1. OnexkcuHOM. 3BiICH OIHO3HAYHWN BUCHOBOK: OJICKCHH,
(haKTUYHO, TIEPEKOITIIOBAB TEKCT HEKPOJIOTY 3 HE3HAYHUMHU 3MIHAMH.

Ciij 3a3Ha4MTH, 0 10 i€l KomifioBaHol ocHoBH IBan OnekcuH A01aB
BiacHI MiHHI iH(OpMalii — JECITOK IepeKasiB, SKi € BAXIUBAMH IS
PEKOHCTPYKIIii iCTOPUYHOTO TIOPTPETY BENUKOTO OyMiBHHUOTO. 30Kpema, Ha
ctop. 14 cBOE€T cTaTTi BiH PO3MOBiAA€ PO TPAAUIIIIO MIOPIYHOTO CBATKYBAHHS
ypoauH JleBuHCchKOTO Ha (habpudaHOMY MojBip T Ta Ipo Horo 3BHUKY 00’ 131UTH
JIbBiB onHOKIHHUM Bi3koM. Ha crop. 15 — icropis migmaiicTpa, sSikuil BKpaB
2000 merom, aje OTpUMaB MpOOaueHHs; HA CTOp. 16 — TPO «BAPTOBHX»
Ha OymiBenmpHHX MaiimaHumkax. Ha ctop. 18 misHaemocs, sk JleBHHCHKHI
3a0e3medyBaB cobi pekiaMy B TpamBasiX, MiAKYHNOBYIOUH KOHIYKTOpiB. Lli
oroBigl — miHHui BHecok OJIeKCHHA, BaKJIMBUKA I BUBYEHHS ocoOu IBana
JleBuHCBHKOTO.

Aute, ONpH BapTiCHI IOTIOBHEHHSI, y CBOil 0CHOBI cTaTTs IBana OnexcruHa
— 1e KOMIUIIiA (BEJIMKOI0 MIpO0 — KOMifoBaHHs 0e3 3MiH) Tekcty Dens
®denopriira.

Bucnosku:

1). bazoBum mxepenom BuBYeHHs Oiorpadii IBana JIeBHHCBHKOTO Cimif
BBaXkaTu HekpoJor apropctBa Denst Oenopiisa. Teker crarti [Bana Onexcuna
€ BTOPUHHUM, TOXIJHUM.

2). XKurrenuc IBana JIeBHHCHKOrO, TpENCTABICHUI Ha CHOTOMIHI B
ICTOpHYHHMX HapaTWBaX, INOTpedye MEBHOI «IEKOHCTPYKLii». HeobximHo
MPOJOBKUTHU TIOLIYK JOMATKOBUX JUKEPENbHUX TEKCTIB OKpiM HaparusiB .
®enoprisa Ta I. Onexcuna.
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IVAN LEVYNSKYI’S BIOGRAPHY IN HISTORICAL
NARRATIVES: AN ANALYSIS OF SOURCE TEXTS

During the academic year 2017/18, a special course developed by the
author of these thesa was taught at the Ukrainian Catholic University as a part
of the History Program curricula, named Lviv in the Age of Ivan Levynskyi:
Architecture, Culture, Politics. One of its study tasks was a detailed analysis of
two texts making important research sources of Ivan Levynskyi’s biography:
the necrology written by a journalist Fed Fedortsiv and a later memorial
article by Ivan Oleksyn, a worker at Levynskyi’s factory. This analysis led to
somewhat unexpected conclusions.

Over a long period, Oleksyn’s text was considered to be the basic
(«canonicy) one (see: Onexcu 1. XKurrs 1 nisutbHicTs [Bana JleBuHcbKOTO
// TBan JleBunchkuit: Moro xurts Ta npaus. — JIbsie, 1934. — C. 8-22).
Whereas the necrology compiled by Fedortsiv, published in the Prisvita
calendar yearbook, fixed a lesser attention of the scholars (®. [DenopuiB]
@. IBan JleBuncokuii // ImroctpoBanuii kanenaap Toapructsa «IIpocbBitay 3
JiTepaTypHUM 301pHUKOM Ha nepecTtynHuit pik 1920. — JIbBi, 1919. — C.
341-343). Although it has been just this peace which deserves more the status
of primary source.

Similarity of the two texts catches the eye from the very first approach. In
both cases, one and the same sequence of some forty principal semantic units is
observed. The textual analysis discovers not just a close similarity but in many
cases identical fragments of the text.

In the essay by Oleksyn, the main text components are exact replicas
of Fedortsiv’s text — from the introductory sentence: «IBan JleBuHCBKHIt
ypomuBcst aust 6. munast 1851 p. B JlomuHi, e #oro 6arebko OyB JUPEKTOPOM
HapoaHoi mkonn» (page 9) through the phrase «/lus 4. aumust 1919 poky
CXOJUTH 3 I[LOTO CBiTa B 68 poIli cBOro Tpymsmoro xurts» (page 21); both
sentences repeat verbatim what was written by Fedortsiv (correspondingly, on
pages 341 and 343 of the necrology).

All the segments of the narrative developed by Fed Fedortsiv — e.g.,
page 341: «Toni manuii [BaH miioB nomaraty ASYKOBH B IIEPKBi. MaB rapHuii
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roJIoC 1 e BIAYMHSIIO TIePe/l HUM MEPCIICKTUBH JSKIBCHKOT KAPUEPH»; Next, p.
342: «Bin 6axaB 0aunTH )KUTE B MIMPOKHUX IPOSIBAX, XOTIB UyTH JIIOACHKUN
ramip, CTyK MalliuH, cBUCT (pabpuk», «Bci Halikpacii, HalOLIbII IMIIO3aHTHI
Oynisni JIpBoOBa... ce TBopu IBana JleBuHCBKOrO», «CrneuusuibHOCTHIO IB.
JleBuHcbkoro Oyna OymoBa mmuTainiB 1 caHaropuit», and further, up to the
concluding phrase: «byB mperapHoto JitonuHOW0. .. [lonmunms 1o codi mupuit
JKaulb 1 BASTYHY namsth» (page 343) — all these are related to almost «mirror»
iterations on the pages of the memorial article published by Ivan Oleksyn. Thus
there is the unambiguous conclusion: Oleksyn de facto copied the necrology
text with minor alterations.

It should be noted that to this duplicated core Ivan Oleksyn had added
valuable data of his own — some ten retellings important for the reconstruction
of the great builder’s historical portrait. Namely, on the page 14 of his article
he tells about the tradition of the annual celebrations of Levynskyi’s birthday
in the factory courtyard as well as about his habitual rides across Lviv
employing a one-horse coach. On the page 15 — the history of a prentice who
had stolen 2000 bricks but was pardoned; page 16 — about the «watchmen»
at the construction sites. Page 18 informs us on how Levynskyi secured his
advertizing in electric trams bribing the conductors. These narrations are
valuable contributions by Oleksyn important for the investigation of Ivan
Levyskyi’s personality.

But notwithstanding the valuable additions, the article by Ivan Oleksyn
in its essence is a compilation (to great extent copying without changes) of Fed
Fedortsiv’s text.

Conclusions:

1). The basic source for studies on Ivan Levyskyi’s biography should be
considered the necrology by Fed Fedortsiv. The text of Ivan Oleksyn’s article
is of secondary, derivative nature.

2). Ivan Levynskyi’s biography presented by now in historical narratives
requires a kind of «deconstruction». The search for new source texts besides
the narratives of Fed Fedortsiv and Ivan Oleksyn should be continued.
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