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Recensioni 

potevano mancare Smail-aga el  poema epico -
 di Ivan , Dora Krupi eva, Pavao Gregorijanec e Kla-

 di  di Šenoa, Ivica Ki manovi  e Laura G. di -
 va i , Jan orislavi  dell’omonimo rom

di Ksaver Šandor Gja , š   
Kamov, Leone G - i -

 e poi il Dottore ) di  di Krle a (del quale so-
no inclusi i personaggi di altre opere, come accade anche nel caso di altri 
scrittori), Giga Bari eva dell’  e del dramma  
di Milan Begovi , i  di , 
Me  e Maestro di  i . Proprio l’esem-
pio del oviciano testimonia come non siano stati inclusi sol-
tanto i protagonisti e i personaggi eponimi, ma anche altri personaggi che 
hanno un ruolo di rilievo all’interno del testo. 

In conclusione, si può osservare che il -
 di Nemec costituisce un oso e innovativo per lo 

studio della letteratura croata a diversi livelli, anche al di fuori dei confini 
croati e slavi meridionali, ma nel contempo è una lettura interessante per o-
gni lettore colto e curioso. L’autore offre una visione sì personale, ma sen-
’altro rappresentativa teraria croata, del suo canone e dei 

suoi capolavori narrativo, epico e drammaturgico, e lo fa coniu-
gando, con lo strumento della lessicografia, storia della letteratura e critica 
letteraria, applicando così ha diver-
se (non moltissime) attesta  e che in Croa portato alla ca-

ne nel 2008 del .  ( -
nario della letteratura croata. Le opere), diretto da Dunja Detoni-Dujmi  e 
re circa 150 autori, lavoro che in un certo senso viene integrato 
proprio dal  con cui Nemec, ancora una volta, fornisce un contri-

to di rilievo agli studi letterari croati. 

LUC GLIO 

Mateo agar, . (Empirie und Theo-
rie der Sprachwissenschaft, 4). Universitätsverlag Winter,  
2021, 542 pp. 

-
 (that 

is .  . 
proposed a new view of the phenomenon of writing and shifted 
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the attention to writing as a dynamic process, as opposed to the more tradi-
tional focus on formal and static characteristics of writing, such as the shape 
and  of certain letters, their proportions, interconnectedness and devel-
opment, as well as their p

l-
-

0  
the Institute of Croatian Language and Linguistics (that is 

. Institut  
 

-
 

first Slavic script – the Glagolitic script – was preserved the longest in Croa-
tian territory, 
for Croatian Glagolitism and the Faculty of Humanities and Social Sciences 

n edition of the 
o  cant-

So, in 2021 
the 

 rlag 
 P. Blevins. 

 the introduction to the English edition, conclusion, a comprehen-
sive literature list, and a  names
and it is 542 pages long. 

entitled  f
p , the author presents arguments for the importance of 

palaeography in philology, as opposed to it s ancillary his-
torical discipline, which was how viewed 
the 18th  is most 
evident in transcription.  
lin th century, according to which special 
at emic picture of a linguistic message, 
and writing itself is seen “as a process -
propriate visual ossification of a linguistic message” (p. 14). The author also 
mentions epigraphy and all of its idiosyncrasies, starting with the mechani-
ca onto a hard surface and how this process in-
fluences the appearance of graphemes. Despite that, ar 
“changes in epigraphic writing ”, thus “pa-
laeography must encompass this corpus as well, with a special sensitivity to 
its peculiarities . 
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The second chapter is dedicated to an overview of Glagolitic palaeogra-
phies and offers a detailed summary of the overall Slavic Glagolitic palaeo-
graphic activity, concluding with a short overview of the development of 
Cyrillic palaeography. 

The third chapter is entitled  b – -
,

ta 
from relevant historical sources, the author presents arguments that confirm 
the connection 
th -

f pre-literacy phenomena, as determined 
. 

The issue of primacy of Slavic scripts is one of the oldest discussed in 
Slavic Studies to this day, which is why  dedicated a whole 

-
sents arguments, prompting the readers . 

s and 
models of the s of the Glagolitic 
script and the degree of its graphemic independence from other scripts at the 
time was a central issue of palaeoslavistics until the second half of the 20th 
century. The central part of this discussion is entitled f

, and there the author presents different theo-
ries (the Latin theory – including the St. Jerome theory –, the Gothic or mi-
gration theory, the Syrian theory, the menian theory, the Georgian theo-
ry, and other less significant theories), pointing to relevant sources and re-
ferences. 

thout an insight in-
to the structure and developmental paths of another script. Therefore, Chap-

 the 
issue of its authorship. 

/By-
 a design and/or structural model for the first Slavic 

pha-
sised that the greatest in
consists in the -

 principle. 
al -

with Old Church Slavonic Cyrillic script from the most distant and a more re-
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ound 
Glagolitic script, transliteration and transcription of early Cyrillic script and 
round Glagolitic script, 15th-century angular Glagolitic script graphemes, 
transliteration, transcription, and the numerical value of Glagolitic letters. 
Finally, a column with traditional transliterated names, as well as the tran-

nd reconstructed names of Cyrillic and Glagolitic letters, is provided. 
entitled 

, and a special part of this chapter is dedicated to Glagolitic alpha ta-
ries, which are an importan
letters. -
golitic script with reconstructed names of letters of  (Glagolitic and 
ear ng H  
chapter on phonological features of  

 
phoneme to one grapheme, i.e., monographeme, mapping, although this prin-
ciple is not fully implemented in any script, including the two Slavic ones, 

 
. 

In Chapter 10, the author attempts to reconstruct graphemic idiosyncra-
sies in the organisation of Slavic , as many researchers did 
him, rel
to Old Church Slavonic 
contains 11 phonemes, in Slavic  there were more graphemes for 
vow rs are due to an unconfirmed differentiation 

tween letters  and ,  and  in the pronunciation, as well as includ-
ing . Duplicate nature of mentioned phonemes is most often interpret-
ed as an effort to preserve the structure of numerical integrity. In a separate 
chapter  presents differences in inventor  the Slavic 

. 
In Old Church dact-

ed ones written in Glagolitic script, , which are discussed in 
Chapter 11, are quite frequently used.  are independent gra-
phical units intended to optimise the transmission of the linguistic message. 

the most common  are titlos, which often 
serve as signals for certain graphetic procedures, such as , em-
phasis, or logographic/numerical value. Other diacritic  are spirits, the 

,  corrective apostro-
, the use of   

Cyrillic ones it was introduced solel -
ing practices. 
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 separate chapter is dedicated to the ways of writing numerals in Old 
Church Slavonic, 
thi . 

In the chapter on the transcription (pronunciation) and transliteration of 
Old Church 
re

-
count the particularities of the Croatian Redaction of Old Church Slavonic, 
an

the Passion according to Matthew from 
the . 

In the chapter  -
, the author dedicates a lot of attention to the manuscript’s layout, the ma-

terial it is written on, , i.e., the ways in which it is or-
ganised into folios, -orientation, margins and relations, typographic align-
ment, proportions of letters and white spaces, writing utensils and the changes 

, the writing surface, etc. 
Chapter 15 offers an , and 

-

to the affiliation of a given monument to particular national philology. This 
e often inacces-

the 
. 

Chapter 16 is dedicated to palaeographic starting points in the approach 
to the 
modern palaeographic description, such as linear organisation, ductus, and 
graphetic elements ( , punctuation/interpunction, function-
ality of capital letters, especially initials, ligatures,  – contrac-
tion and suspension). 

-
, , , , -

, Kiev Missal, Ohrid Gospel, and Prague Missal. In the chap-
ter on literary features of Glagolitic epigraphs, the author gives a systematic 
review of the oldest Glagolitic epigraphs from around the Slavic world, ana-
lysing their palaeographic features and charting them on a map. 

The penultimate chapter is dedicated to palaeograhy in its most narrow 
and traditional sense – omorphological changes in Glagolitic let-
ters. Mateo lve 

. 
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’s provides a com-
plete and coherent picture of linguistic and palaeographic features found in 
ca
form a special unit that merits a specific methodological approach. This pa-
laeography differs from all previous Slavic palaeographies since 
on modern graphical-linguistic 
fro
process. Therefore, t
palaeographic research, and not only of Slavic scripts. It is novel in the true 
se
methodological approaches to palaeography and a plethora of new data that, 

first Slavic literary language and the two Slavic scripts. One could say that 
thi -
ture history of palaeoslavistics, in Croatia, and Slavic Studies in general, the 
dating of Slavic palaeographic research 
“af -
cover new research approaches and methodological models, as well as a per-
manent and fruitful scepticism that instigates the search for scientific truth, 

son-
age in Croatian and Slavic philology. 

S UB I  

-
. Ro rsg.). Kulturverlag 

Kadmos, Berlin . 

Dal punto di vista del 2022,   che si pone come 
o ne delle cause che hanno portato allo scoppio nel 
2014 della guerra  non può che risultare al-
lo stesso tempo stimolante e to. La raccolta di saggi 

è, in effetti, tanto ricca 
di spunti di riflessione, tanto fattuali quanto metodologici, quanto sorpren-
dentemente figlia di un’epoca che appartiene ormai al passato. 
primario dei due giovani ma affermati slavisti curatori del volume e degli 
autori dei saggi che lo compongono, tra cui spiccano voci di primo piano 
degli studi letterari slavistici e della sociologia, è quello di comprendere le 
ragioni storiche e culturali che hanno portato alle ostilità nell’Ucraina orien-
tale, le dinamiche discorsive e della scena lettera-


