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Criticism has not sufficiently investigated the complex aesthetic program of the three-volume
Obrazy Italii (1911-1924) of Pavel Paviovich Muratov (1881-1950), art historian, critic, belle-
lettrist, and an exemplary type of the “renaissance man” of Russian modernism.

In its combination of art criticism, personal anecdote, biographical sketch, lyrical digression,
philosophical speculation, and history, Muratov’s text exemplifies the genre of the literature of
art modeled on John Ruskin’s three-volume Stones of Venice (1851-1853), and informed by his
readings — and translations into Russian — of, most notably, Walter Pater, Vernon Lee, and
Bernard Berenson.

Composed over a thirteen-year period marked by dramatic ruptures in the historical and cul-
tural continuity of Europe and Russia, as well as dislocations in the author’s life, Muratov’s text
may be read as an evocation of a humanist aesthetic utopia that stands as an alternative to the
fractured temporality and fractured identity of his own historical moment. This paper argues that
Muratov finds a relief from his anxiety over the dislocations of the present historical moment by
modeling a practice of reading the past through its artistic and architectural monuments.

This practice is allegorized in the 1922 short story “Venetian Mirror” [«Venetsianskoe zerka-
lo»], which, it is proposed, projects the ltaly of the Renaissance as an alternative site for a
Russian cultural identity that, in Muratov’s view, has been vitiated and voided by World War | and
the Bolshevik Revolution.

Keywords: Pavel Paviovich Muratov, Obrazy Italii/lmages of Italy, “Venetian Mirror,” Venice,
Silver Age, Russian aestheticism, the image of Italy in Russian modernism, literature of art, aes-
thetic essay, aesthetic travelogue, ekphrasis, palimpsest.

INTRODUCTION
Yacruiy Vitaauu os yHOCHT ¢ COGOI B CBOY 9Mmde-
CKMe Humye uAu 6y AHMYHO-GAATOMOAYIHBIE 3EMAK
U TaM, oA He6OM CYPOBBIM MAM OMYCTOLIEHHBI,
MHAYe PAAYeTCs, MHaYe TPYCTUT U MHAue AIOGHUTL.
P. P. Muratov, «Epilogue, »
Images of Italy, 111, 423.

In 1922, Pavel Pavlovich Muratov (1881-1950), art historian, critic, essayist, and novelist,
published a story under the title “Benenmarnckoe crexkao” (“The Venetian Mirror” (Mura-
tov 1922). Set in the Venice of Muratov’s Italian grand tour — first in 1908, then in 1911 —
the story regresses into the Cinquecento, linking the nameless narrator’s destiny with that
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of the mirror’s various owners. The sketchy plot moves from the intimation of a brief, see-
mingly casual affair; a parting; and the narrator’s retrospective recognition of the unreco-
verable perfection of the liaison that leaves him, still in Venice, perpetually stranded in the
past. The story is addressed to the beloved, now in Russia, and is offered as an explanation
for the narrator’s failure to keep his promise to send the woman an antique Venetian mir-
ror of a rare perfection. The narrative itself is constructed as a series of flawlessly execu-
ted nesting stories turning on the leitmotif of reflective surfaces. Its opening is given in
the negative future tense: “Ero oransarouiee 4epHbio 1 cepe6pOM CTEKAO He OTPA3UT BAIINX
raa3»? This future eliding of the Russian subject that the mirror will not reflect abruptly
gives way to the past tense detailing the narrator’s search for the perfect mirror. It then
slides into the anterior past for the interpolated tale of the mirror’s history, and closes with
a neat turn to the present tense of the narration. The mirror is found; it is experienced; and
it is left with its hereditary owner, an aged widow-turned-vestal virgin to the memory of her
beloved husband.

The narrator, whose name and biography are withheld, is an aesthete with an educated
eye and cultivated sensibility who navigates the remotest passages and canals of Venice as
if they were the city of his birth. He is a familiar among the dealers of antiquities as a dis-
criminating connoisseur. For his inamorata, he seeks a small mirror that would meet the fol-
lowing criteria of excellence: «...4T06bI CTEKAO €r0 OKa3aA0Ch €3 MaAENIINX U3bSIHOB;
9T06BI paMKa ero 6blAa COTHYTA M BbIpe3aHa 0COOEHHO UCKYCHOI pyKoit...»’ The same exi-
gency extends to the mirror’s setting. The narrator specifies a frame that is not only of local
provenance, but that specifically transmits the genius loci of the city in which it was craf-
ted: «...s1 medtar o pe3b6e, BbIAAIOLIEH MOPCKOE M BOCTOYHOE POACTBO Benermu»?. He
requires, in other words, a flawlessly reflective surface, unblemished by traces of its mate-
rial composition, so that it might reproduce, without calling attention to itself as a mirror,
the visual field of the object held up to it. At the same time, he insists on a particular kind of
frame that would immediately identify what is being reflected in the glass as a spectacle seen
through a manifestly Venetian framing of reality. In other words, his intent is to give his
absent mistress a looking glass in which she would see the familiar — her own face against
the background of the gardens of her Russian estate — within an alien setting. This combi-
nation of a frame and reflective surfaces thrusts the specular representation of the beloved
woman’s quotidian Russian present into the matrix of a Venetian past.

The narrator is eventually directed to a mirror matching these specifications in a con-
cealed chamber of antiquities belonging to the impoverished descendent of a distinguished
Venetian family. This survivor of a once glorious past is the ancient Signora Moricci. She
reveals that her old fashioned oval mirror was made by craftsmen who imparted to it
a «crtpamHas taitHa» («terrible secret»). The secret, it emerges, consists of the mirror’s
power to transform the vision of anyone who looks into it. Rather than reflecting to the
viewer an image of his or her appearance and surroundings, the mirror recaptures and
reconstitutes the fugitive past of the spectator and concentrates in a single syncretic image
the totality of one’s existence. The narrator describes this power as follows: « Anunna 6e3-
pasAndys BHE3AIMHO CIAAAeT C HAC, Mbl IOAHOCTBIO CUA JKMBEM B OAHOM B3TAsiAe. Mbl At0-
OMM MAM HEHaBUAMM, TOP3KeCTBYeM uAn oTdanBaemcs»’. Whosoever looks into its depths,
sees not one’s accustomed reflection, but one’s past. «Msr ocTaemcs AMIOM K ALY C Halelt
CyAbOOJ, HAMMCAHHON B HAWIMX YePTax HeM3TAaAMMbIMU OGyKBamu. MBI y3HaeM mpomaoe
¥ BHOBb BOOYMIO BUAUM OAHAKADBI CAYIUBIINECA »6.

As I was reading this text in the Rare Books Room of the New York Public Library, I be-
came aware of a growing suspicion that what I was reading was not just a metapoetical fic-
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tion with an ingenious variation on the obligatory trope of ekphrasis, here involving a magi-
cal mirror instead of the traditional portrait. Nor was its hermeneutic complexity neatly re-
ducible to the elegiacal theme of tempus fugit. Read in the context of the professional (criti-
cal, art historical, and belle-lettristic) activities that preoccupied Muratov from roughly
1906 to the early 1920s; his aesthetic and cultural orientation; and his personal alienation
from the Bolshevik regime and eventual emigration to Berlin and shortly thereafter to Ro-
me, the story becomes an elegant allegory for Muratov’s quest to create in prose a perfect
mirror of his Venice, his Italian Renaissance, and ultimately, bis Italy. This was the quest
that found its most accomplished realization in the three-volume Obrazy Italii [ Images of
Italy], the research and writing of which occupied its author for nearly two decades.

ARGUMENT

Obrazy Italii is in its essence a hybrid text: not exactly history, but with history’s orien-
tation on the “works and days” of the past; not exactly art criticism, but with art criticism’s
commitment to formal analysis; not exactly fiction, though with fiction’s license to imagine
empirically unverifiable psychological motives of the artists and sculptors who were its sub-
jects; and not quite travelogue, though its precise tracing of itineraries, roads, and memo-
rable sights make it a practicable guide to travelers through Italy. The deftness with which
Muratov interweaves this multiplicity of often competing and even clashing discursive
modes elicited its characterization as “one of the most dazzling books of its type ever writ-
ten’”. This paper will argue that the image of the “Venetian mirror” as a specular medium
imbued with the power of reviving the past in all its vital presence and simultaneously of
revealing the essential truth of the viewer’s being is the governing trope of Obrazy Italii.
This preliminary study will be confined to examining Muratov’s programmatic statements
in the trilogy; to the theme of memory and oblivion in the two «bookend» sketches devot-
ed to the city of Venice; and to an analysis of the rhetorical devices and strategies, specifi-
cally to synaesthesia, by which the author effects the movement from reflection in the sense
of mimesis, to introspection, in the sense of the work’s capacity to stimulate in the reader a
vivid psychic response.

Obrazy Italii is first published in Moscow 1911 (volume 1) and in the course of a little
over a decade, swells to three volumes of small-format pages supported by reproductions of
the art under discussion, in which form it is published, definitively, in Leipzig in 19243.
Between the first and the last versions of this remarkable work, Muratov the man matures
into an influential literary and art critic, a translator, creative writer of novellas, plays, and
a novel, a historian and curator of the art of the Italian Renaissance, a Byzantinist and
Medievalist who, with Igor Grabar, puts the study of Russian religious art of the Middle
Ages on its first, scholarly basis.

His life is consumed with cultural brokering and travel: no fewer than 16 journeys to Ita-
ly, England, and France in the decades before his emigration in 1922. As this minutest of thum-
bnails suggests, Muratov the man — the son of a military physician, schooled in the Cadets
and trained as a construction engineer, — lived, as faithfully as one could in the tumult and
chaos of the years of war, revolution, and emigration, the ideal of Castiglione’s Renaissance
man. Nina Berberova and subsequent biographers acknowledge him as such not only becau-
se of his passion for the historical period that produced the prototype, but because of the
degree to which the writer curated his own persona to match the ideal. In nearly every
point, Muratov’s public figure appears to exemplify Baldassare Castiglione’s requirements
for the ideal courtier, that he be high born, skilled in the arts of war, athletic, eloquent of
speech and writing, scholarly, artistic, worldly, and in all ways useful (Castiglione 1928).



2015 — Ne1 Ad Litteram 347

Muratov, of course, is not idiosyncratic in his infatuation with Italy. Like his contempo-
rary poets, writers, artists, and critics of the Silver Age — from Merezhkovsky and Gippius,
to Rozanov, Balmont, Solov’yov, Blok, Belyi and Gippius (to name just a few) — Muratov is
drawn to the Italian Renaissance as a projection of a pre-modern, ideal social order, attrac-
tive as an alternative to the “terrible world” of the present with its ominous societal tensions
and looming philistinism. Nor is Muratov in any way unique among his peers when he avid-
ly consumes the writings of the English pre-Raphaelite investigators of the Italian Renais-
sance, writers such as Walter Pater, John Symonds, Vernon Lee and Bernard Berenson.
What makes his Italophilia distinctive, however, is the degree to which it will come to in-
form and shape both his subsequent creative and scholarly career. The methodologies and
concepts of the Anglo-American writers decisively molded his understanding of Italy?. The
methodology of Bernard Berenson (his various influential studies from 1894 through 1918
and beyond), Heinrich Wolfflin (Renaissance and Baroque, 1888, and Principles of Art
History 1915), and Adolfo Venturi, Storia dell’ arte Italiana (1901-39) are foundational to
his own formal approach to the description and analysis of works of art from the Italian
Renaissance, Byzantium, and Medieval Russia.

Obrazy Italii grows out of a program of fevered reading and composing that by 1906
erupts into a fierce Italophilia. To be properly understood, Muratov’s art historical trilogy
must be seen as one panel in a triptych of Italophilic labors. The first leaf of this triptych
contains his intensive course of readings of Continental «erudite» travelers to Italy and art
critics!%, many of whose writings — among them Pater, Symonds, Vernon Lee, Berenson,
Taine, Wolfflin — he translates and publishes. This phase also comprises his immersion in
the Russian literature on Italy, a brief account of which finds its way into the preface to the
first volume of Obrazy Italii1! The third leaf consists of three volumes of translations of
novellas from the Italian Renaissance, equipped with a serious scholarly apparatus, which
he publishes in 1912191312, The central panel, of course, comprises the evolving text of
Obrazy Italii.

Confronted with this triptych, one has the impression of a frenzied initiative to reconsti-
tute, in Moscow, a seamless recreation of the spirit of the Italian Renaissance: to draw
Russian culture back from its headlong charge into modernism in its kaleidoscopic itera-
tions — futurism, constructivism, suprematism, — and to anchor it firmly in the humanism
of a Europo-Russian culture of the World of Art persuasion that will itself soon collapse in
the military theater of World War I, Revolution, and Civil War. What emerges, over and
over again, from the pages of Muratov’s “prose treatise” as James Clive calls it, is a deter-
mined escape from the modern, a deeply-felt nostalgia for an Italy that Muratov — along
with a slightly earlier generation of Continental and American cultural elite — identified as
the goal for aesthetic and literary adventures and whose literary reconstruction in prose
amounts to a projection of an aesthetic utopia. In the spirit of Vernon Lee, Muratov attrib-
utes to the perception of the landscape itself the concept of a frame of mind that the former
subsumed under the term genius loci — a divinity that “is of the substance of our heart and
mind, a spiritual reality” (Lee 1899: 5).

In his choice of genre for this grand labor, Muratov, first, keeps pace with his Russian
modernist contemporaries — Merezhkovsky, Gippius, Bryusov, Ivanov, Rozanov, Bely and
Blok come to mind — who cultivated a particularly loose form of non-fiction prose com-
bining personal anecdote, philosophical speculation, and polemic with criticism and formal
analysis. Muratov’s three volumes, though written under such different circumstances and
at different times, are remarkably consistent in their fluid hybridity: they move easily from
memoir to history, travelogue, to biography, formal analysis to polemic. The generic label
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for which Muratov reaches is the essay, but one exploded to the hyperbolic scope of 150,000
words. Muratov makes this identification in 1926 in Mcxyccmbo nposvs:

Eme 6Aymke K MCKYCCTBY CAOBECHOCTHM CTOUT IPO3a IOBECTBOBATEABHAS M ONUCATEAD-
Hasl, HATIPUMEP, KHUTY UCTOPUKOB MAY MYTELIECTBEHHNKOB, UAU MEMYAPUCTOB, COEANHSIIO-
WX ONMCAHIE C IOBECTBOBAHMEM... [J0-pyCccKrM AAS mcaTeA€lt 9TOrO POAA HET AOASKHOTO
HaMMEHOBAHWS, ¥ MbI BBIHYKAEHBI MMEHOBATH MX HA aHTAMICKUI Aap «accenctamuy. [Ipu-
MEPOM «3CCENCTa»... OcTaeTcs anrAnyannn Yaarep Ilarep...»13

The correct taxonomic rubric, of course, is the Victorian genre of the literature of art,
whose most influential British practitioners were John Ruskin, Dante Gabriel Rossetti, Wal-
ter Pater, John A. Symonds, Henry James, and Vernon Lee. It will be recalled that this fun-
damentally ekphrastic genre — rendering one art form through the medium of another —
is at once descriptive and naturalistic and also evocative and psychological. Its commitment
is simultaneously to assessing the degree of verisimilitude that an art work reveals with res-
pect to its subject (its mimetic fidelity); and to producing a powerful, psychological impact
in the reader by way of articulating the emotive power of the art works under analysis. This
doubled aesthetic perspective can be understood as a technique in the service of an aes-
theticist ideology that takes the world that exists outside art to be the world within art. Put
another way, texts such as Ruskin’s Stones of Venice or Pater’s Imaginary Portraits or The
Renaissance or Symonds’ Renaissance in Italy, posit reality as an aesthetic, multidimen-
sional totality, a multi sensorial repository of a palimpsest of impressions, mediums of medi-
ation, and the relationships among them. Muratov’s cross-cutting among nature descripti-
ons, analyses of art works, and “genre scenes” with historical digressions and anecdotes from
life bear the earmarks of this ideological position. The tone of the “sentimental journey”
that pervades Vernon Lee’s (pen name of Violet Paget) The Spirit of Rome and Laurus No-
bilis — translated, not incidentally, by Muratov’s second wife and published by Muratov —
also finds its way into Muratov’s prose. He stages Lee’s notion of “genius loci” principally
through a generous use of the trope of synaesthesia, scrupulously detailing the sensory fea-
tures of the Italian landscape: its sights, sounds, smells and tactile sensations set up a cascade
of associations with history and art. To be sure, the scholarly dimension of the work, dep-
loyed in sections devoted to the meticulous analysis of specific works, is closely indebted to
Bernard Berenson’s “critical formalism”, as Muratov calls it (Muratov 2009, III: 228-229)
and operates with the former’s phenomenological rather than ideological orientationl4.

The starting point for Muratov’s project is situated in the Silver Age “religion of art” with
its worship of artistic masterpieces as repositories of ultimate values and as schooling pro-
tocols for attaining transcendent insights that, in turn, will inform and shape the construc-
tion of on the basis of an aestheticized “self.” Like the British Victorians and his contempo-
rary Russian poets and philosophers, Muratov regards art as “revelatory” and great artists
as providing transformative “conversion” experiences. The art critic who writes artistically
about art equally attains to this hieratic status. He does this by confronting the reader with
an evocation of an art work that, because “unfinished,” requires the reader to imaginative-
ly “complete” the work and to confront and test his understanding of and emotional res-
ponse to the work to those with which the critic provides him. The critic cues the emotion-
al response by framing his own encounter with the artwork as a moment of heightened
awareness and multi-sensorial acuity.

Muratov’s evocation of Venice in “Aereiickne Boabi» [ «The Waters of Lethe»] might
serve as an example. This first chapter to the first volume of Obrazy Italii opens with a cate-
gorical premise: «Ectb ABe Benerun.» (“There are two Venices”) — one registered by the
philistine Grand Tourist; the other — available only to the connoisseur willing to follow the
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lead of his erudite guide and learn to correctly «read» the palimpsestic script of high art
(Muratov 2009: 24-33). Muratov stages this encounter with the transcendent Venice as an
encounter with the «hidden» city, the one inaccessible to the tourist of the Grand Canal and
Caffe Florian and the Murano glass shops. He introduces this «other» Venice through
a transformational moment that negotiates a move into a sacred space, signaled by its
inscrutability, silence, and solitude. “V3kue nepeyAku BAPYT mOpaskaioT CBOMM TAYOOKMM,
HeMbIM BoIpaskeHueM. [Ilary peAKOro mpoxoskero 3Bydar 3Aech Kak OYATO O4eHb M3AAAEKa.
OHy 3ByYaT u YMOAKAIOT, X PUTM OCTA€TCS KaK CAEA M YBOAUT 3a C000i BOOGpaskeHue
B cTpanbl Bocnomuuaunit»1. With its alliteration, periodicity, and rhythm, the passage cues
the reader to prepare to shift into an altered frame of mind, to become receptive to the
transformational power of the genius loci. The adverb «Bapyr», abruptly shifts the tempo-
ral mode, signaling the rupture between two ontological planes: the empirical and the
visionary in which “muteness” and “silence” replace language, and rhythm alone summons
memories that are a distant kin to Platonic anamnesis. Indeed, Muratov explicitly identifies
the insight gained through the encounter with the “hidden” Venice with the recovery of the
ancient, sacred, rites underlying banal tourist attractions Thus, for instance, “To, uro 6p110
Ha [Ipsnerre AMIb SKMBOMMCHOM TOAPOGHOCTBIO — YepHas FOHAOAA, YEPHBI AATOK Ha
IA€Yax y BEHEIMAHKM, — BBICTYNAET 3A€Ch B CTPOTOM, IIOYTH TOPIKECTBEHHOM 3HAYEHUM
BeKOBOro 06psaa”lé, In just a few sentences, using rhythmical prose, narrativizing space,
deploying synaesthetic sensory data (plasticity, color, sound), and cuing emotional and
evaluative responses («mopaskamT,» «Kak GYATO,» «KaK CAEA,» «AMIIb,» «TOPSKECTBEH-
HbIM»), Muratov shapes a complex structure of experience around a work of art, in this
instance, the city of Venice. He creates a secular ritual (the connoisseur’s peregrination) in
which the reader can imaginatively immerse himself so as to achieve a transformation of
sensibility and a re-evaluation of his own image of Venice. In performing the creative recon-
struction of the city through his reading of Muratov’s text, the reader is primed to recover
some essential consciousness of self («crpanbr Bocmomuuanuit»). The Venice to which
Muratov steers his reader is at once a more tangible and more elusive subject than its art
and architecture, its urbanistic design, and the natural elements in which it took form over
the ages. It has a literal solidity, constituted of its stones and bridges, its churches and
squares. It comprises those monumental spaces and structures that the philistine traveler
identifies with Venice; and it comprises those dark and narrow streets and alleyways that
turn it into a “labyrinth with an unexpected, unanticipated logic” — the logic not of the
world of exigency and contingency, but of the world of art.

Muratov meticulously details the conditions for the “correct” receptivity to the aesthet-
ic spectacle by choosing as both his points of entry and exit from his Italian journey, the city
of Venice. The opening section, titled «Aereiickue Boas» [The Waters of Lethe], and the
concluding sections, titled «B Aaryne», «Odoprsr Kanarerro», «dmmaor» [“In the La-
goon”, “Canaletto’s Etchings”, “Epilogue”] both dwell on the liminal moment of the con-
frontation with a work of art (architecture; urbanistic design; etching) at which the erasure
of a conventional perceptual framework gives way to the aesthetic vision. Muratov uses the
potent symbol, charged with particular pathos in the circumstances of historical rupture, of
the waters of Lethe (Muratov 2009: 408—425). The reference to the Greek Ameles Potamos
(River of Unmindfulness) is motivated topographically and thematically. The topograph-
ic allusion rests on the analogy between the course of the mythical river, which flowed
around and through the cave of Hypnos and into the Underworld, and the disposition of
waters around and through the city of Venice. In this capacity, the evocation of Lethe gives
Muratov a reservoir of literary and cultural allusions, and provides him with a set of fixed
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descriptive epithets for the aquatic foundations of the city. Thematically the invocation of
the mythological geography of Hades gives Muratov the terms for the tripartite argument
of his trilogy: on the nature of the city — and by extension, Italy, Reality writ large — as
aesthetic artifact; on the condition of exile (the voluntary, temporary self-exile of the
tourist; and the exodus of the émigré); and the schooling of the philistine spectator into the
self-reflective aesthete. In this apprenticeship, Muratov serves as guide and model, oriented
toward his audience of contemporary Russians, initiating them into rituals of aesthetic
appreciation, training them to become critical humanists, and, in the process, claim a psy-
chic identity that is immune to the disruptions and displacements of geopolitical vagaries.
A neo-romantic in his model of the world, Muratov constructs his authorial subjectivity in
the text in the figure of the aesthete who charges the artist with holding up a mirror to
nature and, at the same time, demanding that the mirror include the private subjectivity of
the aesthete observer. Restated in terms of the mnemonic operations involved, this dual ori-
entation requires the elision of memory as a precondition for retrieval of what might be
called cultural pre-memory.

Provisionally, this might be rephrased as follows. The psychological topic of oblivion for
Muratov has two dimensions: it is at once, treated as therapeutic, as a salutary erasure of
self-consciousness, a dislocation of the subject; a kind of anesthesia that provides solace.
Secondly, oblivion is a kind of scraping clean of one set of cultural impressions to make
room for the inscription of another. It is in this sense that Venice/Italy-as-mirror can be
seen to function palimpsestically.

To approach the cultural implications of the psychological “work” to which Muratov
puts his literary “mosaic,” I shift to the narrative design of the trilogy!’. The exposition fol-
lows a double itinerary: spatial and temporal, which both begins and ends in Venice and
moves temporally along two chronological lines. One is autobiographical in the loose sense
of evidencing the author’s intellectual growth by the growing complexity and depth of his
encounters with Italian culture. This becomes clearly manifest when comparing the first and
third volumes. The second temporal line commences in Padua, at the tipping point between
the Medieval and the early Renaissance, with the figure of Giotto. As Muratov moves chro-
nologically closer to the High Renaissance, the trajectory of his movement through space
brings him closer to the Florence and Rome, from which he then abruptly moves south, into
the deeper past of Roman antiquity. The scheme I've here reproduced in its crudest form is
of course far more involved in its realization, as Muratov, through an intricate system of
names, reminiscences, and allusions, brings into his narrative landmarks from Russian cul-
ture and weaves his “humanist” Russia into the texture of his composition.

But how, more particularly, does the topic of this work — the impressions and lessons of
the Grand Tour — manifest itself as a particular kind of reading experience? One might
begin answering this question by interrogating, briefly, the unique cultural and personal
mission of the Grand Tour. As an institution and a practice, the Grand Tour temporalizes
space: it transforms all the elements of a landscape — its architecture, gardens, ruins, festi-
vals, paintings, sculptures, gardens, markets, and people — into points of access into various
strata of the past and, through the subjectivity of the traveler encountering, “processing,”
and imaginatively and affectively appropriating the “sights,” transforms these into a mobile,
indeterminable future, into the potentiality of entering into new, unanticipated configura-
tions of space and self. The institution of the Grand Tour does this in the form of assorted
“props” and “technologies:” the travel diary or memoir; the travel sketchbook; paintings;
plaster casts; etc. which, transported from their original site, become the germ of new sites,
new landmarks in the Grand Tourist’s subjectivity and geography.
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In this sense, it is fair to say that the work Muratov makes his text do takes its prompt
from the institution of the Grand Tour as just outlined. In guiding us through the temporal
and spatial terrain of Italy, Muratov’s prose does two things: establishes the earmarks of his
ideal aesthetic utopia; and contrives to insinuate into this idealized virtual “space” the par-
ticular experiences of his readers so that the Italy of his text will be transformed into “the
native home of our soul, the living page of our life, the beating of our heart”18. In point of
fact, Italy itself, in Muratov’s understanding, is a totalizing universe: an autonomous, self-
contained, rational, spiritual, and affective unity whose perfect expression was attained in
the architecture, painting, sculpture, and literature of the Renaissance. Thus understood,
the trilogy can be read as offering a hermeneutic way of reading the landscape of the Grand
Tour. Muratov is acutely aware of the multiple temporalities that exist in the present
moment of [his] encounter with the landmarks, the landscape, the artifacts themselves. And
he takes pains to structure his exposition in a way that will include, involve, and compel the
reader to navigate into an identical vortex of temporalities, to experience at once the jolt of
dislocation from the present, the connection to the past, and a future “déja vu” moment to
use as a vantage point from which to look back at oneself looking at the past. This is why,
by the way, one needs to set aside epic lengths of time to read this work: one needs time to
make room for all the reminiscences, reflections and reveries that Muratov provokes in us.

One might consider, among many, four ways in which he does this sleight of hand: First,
he anchors each encounter with Italy in deeply felt, immediately experienced sensory data,
rendered through the ubiquitous device of synaesthesia. He describes, in as many sensory di-
mensions as possible, the ways in which a particular site or artifact registers itself or im-
prints itself upon the senses of the observer. This, for example, is how he experiences Rome:

«C4acTAmMB... TOT, KTO BCXOAMA 3A€Ch B AeKaOPbCKIE AHM, YTOOBI TOCAE CBESKECTH 3aTe-
HEHHbIX YAMI| [I09YBCTBOBATh GAATOAETEABHOE TENAO HA BEYHO COAHedHOM [Imuumo, KToO
CTOSIA Ha BePXHell MAOIIaAKE B HOUM, BEIOL[}E AYIIHbI CUPOKKO, KOAeOAOmYM mAaMs (o-
Hapeit 1 crubanIyM cTpyy (OHTAHOB, KTO B OCAENIUTEABHOM GAECKe TO3AHEN BECHBI MCKAA
3AECH AIOOUMMBIX PO3 MAM OCTPO ¥ CTAPMHHO MAXHYI[MX BeTBei skacMunal»1?

Second, he manipulates the grammatical person of narration. With an abrupt switch in
grammatical person, from the third to the inclusive first plural, or, even more dramatical-
ly, to the second person as in this conclusion of his chapter on Padua, he draws the reader
into the thick of the experience he is describing.

«Koraa ot raaBHOV yAuIIBI CBEPHENIb, BIPABO BAOAD KAHAAZ, TO ONAAAEIIb B COBEPIIEH-
HBI/ MPaK, ¥ ATy IOA apKaAaMy HaYMHAIOT 3BYYaTh TaK I'YAKO, YTO XOUETCS COMTH Ha MOC-
10BY©0. HO BADYT BRIXOAMINb HA [AOILAAb, 32 HEVl MOCT, OTKPBITOE IPOCTPAHCTBO U BBICO-
Kas depHas GalIHs Ha CBETAOM elje Hebe. DTOT 3A0BEINI CUAYIT HAIOMUHAET O BpEMEHAX
BEAVMKOTO 3A0Aes UTaAbsHCKOTO CpepHeBekoBbs, Dudeanto Ceupenoro»20,

Third, by invoking and reconstituting historical personalities from the past and using
a historical figure as guide, he elides the temporal disjunctions among at least four tempo-
ral frames: the historical past; the author’s recollected past; the time of narration; and the
time of the reader reception. Thus, for our first glimpse of Florence, he recruits Dante to
take us to the Piazza of the Basilica of San Miniato, which afforded Dante his final glimpse
of the city2l:

“...KaJXAas MTAAbSHCKAsi AOPOTa HAIOMMHAET HAM AOPOTHU €0 M3THAHHMYECKUX CKUTA-
HU, KaSKAOE BOCXOKAeHNME oA He6oM TOCKaHbl 3aCTaBASIET BCIOMUHATH MYTh, KOTOPBIM
oH weA Ha ropy Ynucruanma. Mbl 4T0-TO IOBTOPsiEM BCAEA 3a HMM, KOTAA MEAAEHHO MOA-
HUMAEMCs 110 6ECKOHEYHBIM KAMEHHBIM CTYIIEHAM MEKAY ABYX PAAOB CTAPYX KUIAPUCOB.
W, B3oiias HaBepx k Can MuHpATO, MBI OCTAHABAMBAEMCS U HEBOABHO IASIAMM Ha3aa. Tam
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ceAnt Mbl 063, O6PATUBIINCH AMI[OM K BOCTOKY, B Ty CTOPOHY, OTKYA@ MOAHSAMCH, — MO0
BCSKMI C YAOBOABCTBMEM CMOTPUT Ha MPONMAEHHBI yTh... LleproBs Can MunbATO 1 Bepy-
myio ciopa AectHuny AanTe HasbiBaeT B ABeHaAnaToi necte ‘Yncruanma’. OH IPUBOANUT ee
3ateM, 4TOOBI IOKA3aTh, KAK BBICOKM M TPYAHBI AASL CMEPTHOTO GBIAM AECTHMI[bI, UCCEIEH-
HbIe B CKAOHAX CBSAILIEHHOI ropsl. Benomuuas ee, on onsts Benomuzaet csoto Oaopenmyuio.
B ro Bpems1, KorAa CKAAABIBAAMCE 3TY CTPOKM, OH MBICAEHHO ObIA 3Aech, y Can MunbsTO »22.

Notice how the author moves between past and dramatic present, expanding his singular,
authorial voice into the collective «we,» including his readers in the immediacy of the
moment, and making the reader’s first experience of the site be the pretext for re-enacting
a historical precedent. Art stages an encounter with life that is revelation and recollection.

Fourth, and this he does specifically for his Russian interlocutor, Muratov recruits
Russian travelers, artists, and writers, who were brokers of Italian civilization and culture,
and uses their “eyes” — through direct citation or allusion — to mediate the reader’s per-
ception of Italy. This, it seems to me, is a way of naturalizing, as it were, the northern civi-
lization within the southern, and so of providing for Russia a new set of spatio-temporal
coordinates: the south as post-Pushkinian Russia’s humanist past. Consider, for instance,
this entirely unobtrusive insertion of Gogol’s perspective into his attempt to pinpoint the
moment when the essential Rome “reveals” itself: «... B cAyyaiispix cTpaHCTBUSIX OTKpHIBA-
ercst cepany Pum ¢ Suukyaa B 6rectsmeli cuuese, 0 kotopoit mucaa [oroas...»2. Or, at
another time, on a starry night, the road between San Gimignano and Poggibonsi brings to
mind other nights: «... BcnomnzaroTcsa Apyrye HOYM, 3UMHNMI Iy Th Ha caHAX oT [lepecraBab
3aaecckoro k Tpownre, nan emé HOYb ampeabckasi, HacxaabHasi, TAe-T0 oA BopoBckom
u Manospocaasuem»?4. Or, on an excursion to Lago Albano, he suddenly recognizes, «u
3HAaKOMBIE AepEeBbs, TAVMHA, OBPAry, 3alax IPeAbIX AJCThEB TOXKe HamommuHaa Poccnio, —
MUHYTaMM Ka3aAoCh, YTO MAEIIb YePe3 PYCCKuit Aec B KoHie anpeas»?. A final example
might be illuminating: He sees a kinship between the architecture of Palladio and the vers-
es of Pushkin: «... 3akoHBI apxuTeRTYpBI KMBYT B Ayure [laaraano Tak ke MHCTUHKTHUBHO,
Kak >xuet B Ayue [Iymkuna nacTHHRTHBHBIN 3aK0H cTyxa. Kak IlymkuH, o ecTb cam cBost
HOPMa, pacKphIBaIOL[asi ¥ 060MX B KasKAOM SIBAEHNMM UX UCKYCCTB U, GBITH MOJKET, B KASKAOM
X JKM3HEHHOM ABVsKeHuu. Bee, uro or [Taaraanmo, — TBOpUeCTBO, U B YnCTeiIINE TBOPYE-
CKJe CTPYM BAEKAM OBl HAaC AeAd ¥ MBICAY €TO, IPOCAEKEHHbIE Mal 3a MIATOM ¥ M30 AHA
B A€Hb, IOAOGHO TOMY KaK BAEKYT ‘AeAa M AHM' PYCCKOTO moaTa»26.

According to the hermeneutic that fixes on tropes, rhetorical strategies, and narrative
turns such as the ones just described, Muratov’s journey through Italy can be read, as
a compendium of journeys through time in which artifacts, texts, landscapes serve as mark-
ers of time , markers of the passage of lives, and registers of the creative «energy» of time
itself. This dynamic of movement — spatial and temporal — creates the effect of timeless-
ness, of a space that is of no time and of all times. «MsI Bo3Bpamaemcs u3 Vitarun ¢ HOBbIM
MYPOOIIYIEHNEM CAUSHHOCTY HAaYaA U KOHIJOB, EAVHCTBA MCTOPHY ¥ COBPEMEHHOCTH, He-
Pa3phIBHOCTH AMYHOTO M BCEMVPHOTO, IPABABI BEYHOTO KPYroBOpOTa Bemjeit, 6oaee ApeB-
Hell IPaBAbL, YeM CKyAHAst uAest mporpecca...»?’. I am tempted to see in this architecture of
temporality the outlines of what Michel Foucault called the time of the «heterotopia» —
«...we are in the epoch of juxtaposition, the epoch of the near and far, of the side-by-side,
of the dispersed. We are at a moment ...when our experience of the world is less that of a
long life developing through time than that of a network that connects points and intersects
with its own skein»28. By writing himself and his time; us and our readerly time — into the
time of the Italian Renaissance, Muratov invites us to take refuge in an elective, timeless
temporality of his aesthetic utopia.
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CONCLUSION

To conclude: it will be recalled that the story «Venetian Mirror» begins with a future
tense narration. Indeed it does so, but only in order to deny the future in a series of negat-
ed propositions that begins with: «Mottled with black and silver, its glass surface will not
reflect your eyes...the pond...the gardens»?. By withholding the mirror, the protagonists
refuses to link his beloved’s present and the future line of her life’s development with the
past they shared, which is made manifest in the mirror’s frame and in the double image —
the perfect past and the defective present — simultaneously visible in the reflective surface.
Muratov’s enchanted looking glass merges past and present in the same discursive space, and
relentlessly frames every instance of the present by an invariant, inviolable past. This is the
perspective that Italy, in his view, affords «naturally», this is the lesson he draws from his
spatial journey through time.

In the epilogue of Volume 3 of Obrazy, written already from emigration, Muratov
sounds a response to the tense polemics about the status of Russia’s imperial past by offer-
ing Italy’s accommodation to its multiple pasts as an analogical model for the solution to
the problem of cultural discontinuity. He writes, «I]eHoi Heu36eskHbIX AOMOK U IE€peMeH
HbiHew s Mtaans mpuoGperaer cBoe mpaso sKuTh HacTosmuM. OuylieHne ee BE4HO KU3-
HEHHOJ CTMXMJ — BOT TO, YTO COCTaBASIET MCTUMHHBI CMBICA MTAABSHCKOTO IyTEIIeCT-
Bus...»30 The closing phrase of the first sentence “>xute Hacrosmum» can be read in two
ways: “to live in the present,” as I have rendered it above, and “to live authentically, in a
genuine way”. I find in this formulation the particular pathos of Muratov’s cultural invest-
ment in Italy: to serve as a model for the «right» way to address the discontinuities of his-
tory: an appeal to treat upheaval not as the pretext for erasing the past, but as one of a
series of frames for establishing the continuity and essential vitality of the cultural heritage.
And finally, it can be read as a manifesto affirming the reality of an aesthetic utopia,
encounters with which are profoundly transformative. Set in the objectively existing topo-
graphic, cultural, and historic field, construed as an aesthetic totality, Italy and the artistic
heritage of its Renaissance, function, for Muratov, as a repository for memories, both col-
lective and private, where the fragmentary self can reconstitute its wholeness. It is in this
sense that the trope of the Venetian mirror, while retaining its psychological focus, acquires
its didactic import, becoming a tool and a medium in the aesthetic education of the reader/
viewer in a world where humanist standards of value and taste — and the humanist measure
of man — no longer exist. A composite artifact composed of a fixed, unalterable frame
enclosing a surface that registers both a perfect past and a perpetually unfolding and novel
present, Muratov’s mirror with the «terrible secret» aptly describes his cultural project in
O6passt Vitaann. As Muratov writes in his preface to the first edition, «Vaepskaunsie 3aech
o6passl MTaany MOKHO Ha3BaTh TakkKe BOCHOMMHAHMAMM. JTarms ¢ 0COGEHHOM CHAOI
npo6YsKAAET B AyIlIe KaSKAOTO CIOCOOHOCTh BOCIIOMUHAHMIA. AHY, IPOKUTBIE TaM, He UCYe-
3a10T 6eCCAEAHO, I IIPOLIAOE OTAEABHOTO CYIECTBOBAHMS BBICTYIIA€T OTYETAMBEE HA POHE
Heymupamouero 1 Beankoro npoumaoro»3l. In learning to read Italy through Muratov’s
readings of the Italian landscape and history as represented in the art of its Renaissance, the
reader succeeds in his quest to recover individual lost time, and in so doing, recoup the
coherence and meaning of existence.

IIPUMEYAHU A
1“He will take away into lands of epic beggary or routine prosperity a little part of Italy, and there,
beneath a stern and devastated sky, he will no longer rejoice and grieve and love in the same way” (My-
paros 2009, I11: 423). All translations from Muratov, unless otherwise credited, are the authot’s.
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2 «Mottled with black and silver, its glass will not reflect your eyes» (Muratov 1922: 21).

3 ¢... its glass should be free of even the slightest defect; its frame should be bent and carved by an
exceptionally skillful hand....» (Muratov 1922: 24).

4 «I dreamed of carving that would betray the maritime and oriental geneology of Venice»
(Muratov 1922: 24).

5 «In an instant the mask of indifference falls away from us and we live entirely and fully through
our eyes» (Muratov 1922, 26).

6 “We are face to face with our destiny that is inscribed into our features in letters than can never
be erased. We recognize the past and once more we see with our own eyes what had once come to
pass”. The passage continues: “O, He siBAsieT At BOALIEOHOE CTEKAO POA MAAEHBKOTO TeaTpa, Ha CLieHe
KOTOPOTO C YKOAOM B CEPALIE MBI y3HAEM BCEX IEPCOHAKEN KOMEANN UAY APAMbL, OAHAKADBL Pa3bIr-
panHO¥ npy HaweM yyacTun! AeiCTBUTEABHOCTb COBIBIIASICS, HE MEHEe OT TOrO MyYMTEAbHAs, OTpa-
Ba BOCIIOMMHAHNS He MeHee kpernka... “—“Oh, does not the enchanted mirror reveal a sort of minia-
ture theater on whose stage we recognize, with an aching heart, all the characters in the comedy or
the drama in whose unfolding we had once played a role! Reality is no less painful for having come to
pass, the poison of recollection is no less potent...” (Muratov 1922: 27).

7 Clive James, “Pavel Pavlovich Muratov”, Cultural Amnesia, p. 524. See also: V. N. Grashchen-
kov, among Muratov’s growing number of biographers, critics, and admirers, who writes: “Ums My-
paToBa HaBcerAa OCTaAOCh CBAI3aHO € HaMATbi0 06 obasrerbusix ‘O6pasax Mraamu’. Dra kuura
OKa3aAach BBICIIMM AMTEPATYpPHBIM AOcCTioKeHneM Mypartosa, BeAnkoit TBopueckoit yaadei» (I'pa-
menkoB 1993). «The name of Muratov is forever linked with the memory of the enchanting “Images
of Italy.” This work has remained Muratov’s supreme literary accomplishment, a sublime creative
success.”

8 P. P. Muratov, Obrazy Italii. Vol. 1. Moscow, “Nauchnoe Slovo,” 1911, 1912-1913, 1917. P. P. Mu-
ratov, Obrazy Italii. Vol 1, 2, 3. Leipzig, Z. I Grzhebin, 1924.

9 «VBaeyenue VTaaueit cTar0 pemaromymM NOBOPOTHBIM MOMEHTOM B TBOPYECKOit Guorpadun My-
parosa» (Ipamenkos 1993). («The decisive turning point in Muratov’s creative biography was his
infatuation with Italy.»)

10 By the roughest of counts, the “overt” pre-texts of the Muratov text can be found in a dozen-
and-a-half Continental writers, including Johann Wolfgang von Goethe’s Italienische Reise (1816-17);
Charles de Brosses’ L’Italie il y a cent ans (1836) ; William Beckford’s Letters from Italy (1834); Sten-
dhal (La Chartreuse de Parme, 1839; Voyages en Italie, 1837-39); Frangois-Rene Chateaubriand’s
Voyages en Suisse, en Italie (1836); John Ruskin’s Stones of Venice (1851-3); Ferdinand Gregorovius’
Wanderjahre in Italien (1856—77); Hippolyte Taine’s Philosophie de I’art en Italie. Voyage en Italie
(1866); Philippe Monnier, Venise au XVIIIe si¢cle (1908); Paul Bourget’s Sensations d’Italie (1891);
Henri de Régnier’s Esquisses vénitiennes (1906).

1 His translation of Walter Pater’s Imaginary Portraits was published in 1908.

12p, P. Muratov, Novelly ital’janskogo Vozrozhdenija. Izbrannye i perevedennye P. Murato-vym.
Ch. 1 Novelly trechento; Ch. 2 Novelly kvatrochento. Moskva, Izd. K. F. Nekrasov, 1912; Ch. 3:
Novellisty chinkvechento. Moskva, Izd. K. F. Nekrasov, 1913. (vstup. stat. I P. Muratova; obshchaia—
pp. 1-10; pt. 1 — pp. 13-29, pt. 2 — pp. 195—206; pt. 3 — pp. 5—41.)

13 (Still closer to artistic prose is a type of narrative and descriptive prose such as is found, for
instance, in the books of historians or travelers or memoirists, which combines description with nar-
rative. There is no appropriate term for this sort of writer in Russian, and so we must use the English
term “essayist.” An example of such an “essayist”... is the British writer Walter Pater...» (Muratov,
1926: 240-258).

14 Especially important to Muratov is Berenson’s concept of the “tactile value” that distinguishes,
according to the latter, a number of important artists of the Quattrocento.

15 «The narrow alleys suddenly stun one with their deep, mute expression. Here the steps of the
rare passer-by resonate as if from a great distance. They resonate and grow silent, their rhythm lingers
like a trace and carries the imagination into regions of memories» (Muratov 2009: 24).
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16 “What in the Piazzetta was merely a picturesque trifle— a black gondola, a black shawl across
the shoulders of a Venetian woman — here stands out with the severe, almost solemn significance of
an ancient rite” (Muratov 2009: 26).

17V, N. Grashchenkov sees in Muratov’s text a certain “mosaic quality” — “mosananocts” (I'pa-
menkoBs 1993, 312).

18 Here is the full quote: He Teatp Tparuueckuii uan caHTHMeHTaAbHbII, He KHUTa BOCIOMMHAHMIL,
HE MCTOYHYK IK30THUECKUX OLYILEHNI, HO POAHOIN AOM HAIIEeH AYIIH, SKUBAsI CTPAHUIA HALIEN SKU3-
HIt, GMeHNe CepALa, B3BBOAHOBAHHOTO BEAMKUM Y MaABIM, TakoBa VITaAus, u B 9TOM HUYTO HE MOJKET
cpaBHUTBCS ¢ Heil. Hukakumu cBOMMY 3peAniaMy, HUKAKUMHU YyAECAMY CBOMX MCKYCCTB OHA HE OC-
Aemasier i He oraymaer Hac. OHa He TOAABASIET HUKOTO I He BCTyaeT B IPOTUBOOOPCTBOBAHNA C BHY-
TPEHHUM CYILECTBOM COBPEMEHHOTO YeAoBeKa. Hyu 0AHOrO MIHOBEHMS He 3aCTaBASIET OHAa HAC UCIbI-
THIBATH OTOPBAHHOCTH OT MIPA, IYCTh YAMBUTEABHOTO, HO 4y3KAOTO 1 3aMKHyTOrO B cebe. llleapas
¥ BEAMKOAYIIHAS, OHA IIPUEMAET HAC, BAMBAET HAM B AYIY MEAAEHHBIMM IPUTOKAMY CBOIO MYAPOCTh
¥ KPacoTy, MEHAET OCTEIIeHHO NePBIUYHYIO TKaHb HAIIETO GbITHA, ¥ MbI IPOU3PACTAEM BMECTE C Heif
HETIPUMETHO AAS CaMbIX ce0s, TOKa He CKasKeT O TOM KuBas 60Ab pazayku (Muratov 1924, I11: 424).
“It is not a tragic or sentimental theater, nor a book of reminiscences, nor even the source of exotic
sensations; instead, it is the native home of our soul, the living page of our life, the beating of a heart
agitated by both the great and small: this is Italy and in this it has no rival. None of its spectacles, none
of the wonders of its arts blind us or deafen us. It oppresses no one and does not enter into conflict with
the inner being of contemporary man. Not for a single moment does it force us to experience alien-
ation from a world that though surprising, is alien and self-contained. Generous and magnanimous, it
receives us, pours slow streams of wisdom and beauty into our soul, gradually altering the original
texture of our being, and we grow rooted in its substance, entirely unaware that this is so until the raw
pain of parting gives us notice”.

19 «Happy are they who have climbed these steps [Spanish Steps] on a day in December to feel,
after the raw cold of shaded streets, the sweet warmth of Pincio’s perpetual sunshine; who stopped
on the uppermost landing on nights when the sultry sirocco whips the flames in the gas lamps and
twists the jets of water in the fountains, who in the blinding glare of a late spring comes here to look
for beloved roses or the unfashionably fragrant sprigs of jasmine!» (Muratov 1924, I: 14).

20 «When you turn off the main street to the right, along the canal, you enter into total darkness,
and your footsteps in the arcade echo so loudly that you are tempted to walk in the street. Suddenly,
you find yourself in a square; on its far side is a bridge, and beyond it, a vast expanse, and a high tower,
black against a translucent sky. The sinister silhouette brings to mind the tyrant Eccelino, that infa-
mous villain of Italy’s Middle Ages» (Muratov 1924, 1: 122).

21 Characteristically, this entry point resonates with multiple simultaneous associations, their num-
ber depending on the degrees of the readers’ erudition. For example, the site figures as the normative
destination for the touristic vista of the city, as in various editions of the Baedeker guide, or, for
instance, as it is marked in E. M. Forster’s Room with A View. See also, for instance, the description
given by Baedeker: “The piazza in front of the church [of S. Miniato al Monte] commands a charming
view of Florence and its environs (afternoon-light most favourable): on the height to the r. Fiesole,
then the city itself with S. Croce, the cathedral, S. Lorenzo, the Palazzo Vecchio, S. Maria Novella,
and the Lung’Arno...” (Baedeker, 1870, 1-344, 325).

22 “Every road in Italy reminds us of the roads [Dante] wandered in his exile, every hill beneath
the Tuscan sky triggers the memory of his path up the mount of Purgatory. As we slowly climb the
endless stone steps to the Basilica of San Miniato, between two rows of ancient cypress, we re-
peat something of what he had done. When we reach the top and stop at the [piazza of] San Minia-
to, we involuntarity turn to look back. «There we both sat down, turning our faces to the east, in
the direction from which we had climbed, for each of us looks back with pleasure at the way we had
come.

... The Basilica of San Miniato and the stairs that lead to it are mentioned by Dante in Canto XII of
Purgatorio. He invokes them to show how high and ardous for mortals were the steps carved into the
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slope of the sacred mount. While remembering this mountain, he again remembers his Florence. At
the time he composed these lines, he was here, in San Miniato “ (Muratov 1924, I: 188-9).

23« during a random stroll on Monte Gianicolo Rome suddenly appears as that brilliant flash of
blue about which Gogol writes...” (Muratov 1924, III: 33).

24 4 the winter sleigh ride from Pereslavl-Zalessky to Troitse-Danilov Monastery, or an April,
paschal night somewhere near Borovsk and Maloyaroslavets” (Muratov 1924, I1I: 247).

B «familiar trees, clay, ravines, the smell of rotting leaves that make one think of Russia and at
moments it you think you are walking through Russian woods in late Aprily (Muratov 1924, I11: 191).

26 «,the laws of architecture live as instinctively in the soul of Palladio as the instinctive law of
verse lives in the soul of Pushkin... Everything in Palladio — is art, and every one of his thoughts and
deeds, just like the «thoughts and deeds» of the poet ...would draw us into the purest currents of cre-
ation” (Myparos 1924, II: 352).

27“We return from Italy with a new understanding of the fusion of beginnings and ends, of the unity
of history and the present moment, of the truth of the eternal cycle of phenomena, which is truth of
far greater antiquity than the miserly idea of progress...” (Myparos 1924, III: 425).

28 See Michel Foucault, “Dits et écrits,” 1984, Des espaces autres (conférence au Cercle d’étu-
des architecturales, 14 mars 1967), In Architecture, Mouvement, Continuité, no. 5, October, 1984,
pp. 46—49.

29 «Ero oTAnBatomee YepHbI0 1 cepe6pPOM CTEKAO He OTPa3uT Bammx raas...» (Myparos 1922, 21).

30 “At the price of inevitable ruptures and upheavals Italy won its right to live in the present. The
experience of its eternally vital nature is what constitutes the true significance and meaning of the
journey to Italy...” (Myparos 1924, I1I: 424-425). The closing phrase of the first sentence “>xursb Ha-
crosmum» can be read in two ways: “to live in the present”, as I have rendered it above, and “to live
authentically, in a genuine way”.

31Ttaly has the particular power of awakening [in us] the capacity for remembering. The days spent
there do not vanish without leaving a trace, and the past of an individual existence emerges in sharp-
er relief against the field of an undying and sublime past» (Myparos 2009, 25).

REFERENCES

Baedeker, K. (1870) Italy: Handbook for Travellers; First part: Northern Italy and Corsica (2nd
Edition ed.). Coblenz: Karl Baedeker.

Baljon, C. J. (1997) Interpreting Ruskin: The Argument of the Seven Lamps of Architecture and
the Stones of Venice. The Journal of Aesthetics and Art Criticism,vol. 55, no. 4, pp. 401-414.

Beaune-Gray, D. (2004) L’itinéraire intellectual de Pavel Muratov (1881-1945). Les rencontres de
P Institut Europeén Est-Ouest. Premiéres Rencontres. Lyon.

Bullen, J. B. (1995) Ruskin, Venice, and the Construction of Femininity. The Review of English
Studies. New Series, 46 (184), pp. 502-520.

Castiglione, B. (1928) The book of the courtier. London, United Kingdom: J. M. Dent & Sons.

Foucault, M. (1984) "Dits et écrits," Des espaces autres (conference au Cercle d’etudes architec-
turales, 14 mars 1967). Architecture, Mouvement, Continuité, 5, 46—49.

Grashchenkov, V. (1993) P. P. Muratov i ego ‘Obrazy Italii’. In: Muratov, M. Obrazy Italii (Vol. 1).
Moscow, Russia: Galart Publ. (In Russ.).

James, C. (2007) Pavel Pavlovich Muratov. In: James, C. Cultural Amnesia: Necessary memories
from bistory and the arts. New York, United States: W.W. Norton & Co.

Lee, V. (1899) Genius Loci: Notes on places. London, United Kingdom: G. Richards.

Muratov, P. (1922) "Venecianskoe zerkalo". In: Muratov, P. Magicheskie Rasskazy. Moscow,
Russia: Del’fin Publ. (In Russ.).

Muratov, P. (1926) Iskusstvo prozy. Sovremennye zapiski, no. 29, pp. 240-258. (In Russ.).

Muratov, P. (1912) Novelly trechento. In: Muratov, P. Novelly ital’ianskogo Vozrozhdeniia,
izbrannye i perevedennye P. Muratovym. Moscow, Russia: K.F. Nekrasov. (In Russ.).

Muratov, P. (2009) Epilog. In: Muratov, P. Obrazy Italii. Ot Tibra k Arno. Sever. Venetsianskii
epilog. St. Petersburg, Russia: Azbuka-klassika Publ. (In Russ.).



2015 — Net Ad Litteram 357

Muratov, P. (1913) Novellisty chinkvechento. In: Muratov, P. Novellisty ital’ianskogo Vozrozh-
deniia, izbrannye i perevedennye P. Muratovym. Moscow, Russia: K. F. Nekrasov. (In Russ.).

Muratov, P. (1912) Novellisty kvatrochento. In: Muratov, P. Novelly ital’ianskogo Vozrozhdeniia,
izbrannye i perevedennye P. Muratovym. Moscow, Russia: K.F. Nekrasov. (In Russ.).

Muratov, P. (1911, 1912-1913, 1917) Obrazy Italii (Vol. 1). Moscow, Russia: Nauchnoe Slovo.

Muratov, P. (1924) Obrazy Italii (Vols. 1, 2, 3). Leipzig, Germany: Z. I. Grzhebin.

Muratov, P. (1926) Iskusstvo prozy. Sovremennye zapiski, vol. 29. Paris. Pp. 240-258. (In Russ.).

Muratov, P. (2009) Obrazy Italii. Ot Tibra k Arno. Sever. Venetsianskii epilog. St. Petersburg,
Azbuka-klassika Publ. (In Russ.).

Polonsky, R. (1998) English Literature and the Russian Aesthetic Renaissance. Cambridge, Eng-
land: Cambridge University Press .

Strange, G. R. (1968) "Art criticism as a prose genre". In: Levine, G. & Madden, W. (Eds.). The Art
of Victorian Prose. N. Y. : Oxford University Press.

Wilson, R. K. (1973) The literary travelogue. A comparative study with special relevance to Rus-
sian literature from Fonvizin to Pushkin. The Hague: Nijhoff.

Submission date: 24.10.2014.

BEHEIIMAHCKOE 3EPKAAO: «OFPA3BI UTAAUIN » (1924)
ITABAA TABAOBMYA MYPATOBA MM AMUTEPATYPA OF MCKYCCTBE
JIEHA M. JIEHYEK
(Pua Konnenx, MoptreHa, OPEOH)

CroskHast acTeTydyeckas IporpaMma TPeXTOMHOro TpyAa (counmsenms) «O6paspr Mraamy»
(1911-1924) I1. TI. MyparoBa, UCTOPHUKA, XYAOSKECTBEHHOTO KPUTHUKA, MUCATEAS], PEHECCAHCHOTO
YeAOBEKa» IMOXM PYCCKOTO MOAEPHM3MA, AO CHX IIOD He IHOAYYMAA 3aKOHYEHHOTO, BCECTOPOHHETO
KPUTHYECKOTO aHAAU3A.

Crpos nosecrBoBaune 06 Mraany, BRAIOYAIONIee KaK HCKYCCTBOBEAYECKIE CBEACHNS I HCTOPIUYe-
ckue (aKThl, TaK M AMYHbIE BOCIOMUHAHNA, AMPHUIECKNE OTCTYIAEHNS, Guorpadudeckue O4epKi,
u purocodckue paccykaenns, MypaToB opueHTHPYeTCS IpekAe BCErO Ha JKaHpP TaK Ha3bIBAeMO
Antepatypsl 06 uckyccrse Ha npumepe tTpuaormm Ax. Peckuna «Kamunm Bewemum» (1851-1853),
a Tak:Ke Ha Teopuu n MeTopororndeckue paborsl Yoarepa [larepa, Bepuonst Au v Beprapaa Bepen-
COHa, 4b} mpou3BeAeHN MypaToB He TOABKO XOPOILIO 3HAA, HO ¥ IEPEBOAMA Ha PYCCKMUIA A3BIK.

Counuenne, Hap kKoTopsiM MypaTtos pa6oraa B Tedenne 13 aer, COBIaBImX C IEPUOAOM APaMaTi-
4eCKMX Pa3A0MOB B €BPOIENCKOM ¥ PYCCKOM UCTOPUM M KYABTYpE, C IMUTpaLMell CAaMOTO aBTOPa, MO-
SKeT GbITh IPOYUTAHO KAK IYMAHUCTUIECKAS ICTETUIECKAS YTOMNS, IPEACTABASIONAs AABTEPHATUBY
PaCKOAOBLIEJICSI COBPEMEHHOI aBTOPY pearbHOCTH. B HacTosmelt paGore yrBepsraaercs, yro Mypa-
TOB IIPeAAAraeT CBOM CIOCO6 AASL IPEOAOAEHNUS YYBCTBA PAaCKOAA, CTPaxa epeA pPaspylaioumuMcs
HACTOSILYM, 8 UMEHHO OOpaljeHne K HETAEHHBIM AYXOBHBIM ILIEHHOCTSIM, NOTPYKEHME B IPOLIAOE,
IPOYTeHMe er0 CKBO3b IPU3MY UCKYCCTBA.

Taxkoit cnoco6 aareropudecky npeAcraBieH MypaToBeiM B pacckase «BeHenuaHCKOe CTEKAO»
(1922), 8 xoropom Mraaus anoxu Bozposkaenns nporusonocrasasercs Poccun, 4bst KyABTYpHas ca-
MOGBITHOCTb, 10 MHEHNMIO MypaToBa, Heo6paTUMO pa3pylieHa BOVHOM 1 PEBOAIOLMEN.

Karouessie caosa: [Tasea [TaBrosua Myparos, «O6paset Utaaun», «Benenuanckoe 3epkanro», Be-
nenysi, Cepe6psHbIl BEK, PYCCKuMit acTeTU3M, 06pa3 Vitaauu B pycckoM MOAEpHM3ME, AUTEPATYPA 06
MCKYCCTBE, 3CCE, XYAOKECTBEHHBII TPaBeAOT, IK(PPacKc, TaAUMICECT.
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