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ANTHROPOLOGICAL COMPREHENSION OF A WOMAN-AUTHOR
AS THE SUBJECT OF CULTURE THROUGH THE PRISM
OF LANGUAGE AND LITERATURE (GENDER ASPECT)

Purpose. To study the phenomenon of a woman-author as a subject of culture and philosophy from a develop-
ment of literary aspect in the works both Western and Ukrainian scientists. To define the significance of the philo-
sophical representation of the gender stereotypes to reconsider their place and role in the socio cultural discourse.
Theoretical basis. To investigate the theoretical framework in the postmodern philosophy the cross-disciplinary
approach is used. The comparative approach is methodologically important to clarify the problems concerning
a woman-author as a subject of culture. It is underlined that the boundary line between literature and philosophy is
movable, which coincides with the shapes of the human experience. Based on the conviction that gender has inte-
grated into all social relations, that means it is a gender context of any social interaction, it is important to emphasize
the productivity of a new scientific methodology of sociocultural constructing of gender. Originality. Is in system-
atic literary analysis of Ukrainian and Western women’s prose as specific philosophical phenomenon. It was proved
that the investigation of women’s literature, its identity is an important focus of both philosophy and culture, which
helps find philosophical problems in literary texts. Besides the analysis of gender implications in texts allows to start
theoretical dialogue on gender problems, which means the participation in the discussion about the targets of our
cultural life. Conclusions. It has been proved that literature of the XX"-XXI* centuries is characterized by strength-
ening interaction between philosophical systems and literary works that reflects mainstreaming of intellectual and
thinking bases. It was revealed that women’s philosophical and literary conceptions have created a unique woman’s
world of being and an image of "a hew woman", thus leading the way towards the new stereotypes based on com-
prehension that sex differences should not be determining factors both in cultural and social coexistence.

Keywords: gender; cultural representation; women’s literature; gender stereotypes; female writers; philosophical
problems

Introduction

More and more scientists come over to the thought that it is impossible to raise the questions
about literature and art, without researching the aspect, where there is "a dividing line" between
them. The boundary line between literature and art is movable, which coincides with the shapes
of our experience. Based on the conviction that gender has integrated into all social relations,
that means it is a general context of any social interaction, and the fact of a growing demand for
the information concerning the women’s and men’s equality is difficult to ignore, it is important
to emphasize the productivity of a new scientific methodology of sociocultural constructing of
gender, according to which feminine and masculine are the results of social sex constructing in
the process of cultural development (Danylova, 2013). As gender is a sociocultural construct, it
contains sets of attributes, patterns of behavior, psychological characteristics, roles and essence,
established by culture. The formation of modern measurement of culture has had a great impact
on the transformations of the essentialist ideas concerning the essence of sex. Taking a closer
look at the peculiarities of metaphysical comprehension of the reality in particular cultural tradi-
tion it is quite obvious that both literature and philosophy always have impact on the gender con-
text of the culture. It is expressed through the stereotyped thinking of an author who consciously
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or unconsciously follows it while writing a text. Actuality of the research lies in the fact that in
the cultural field of Ukrainian gender asymmetry penetrates all spheres of the society and cul-
ture, including literature as its integral part.

Purpose

The purpose of the article is to study the phenomenon of a woman as a subject of culture from
a development of literary aspect in the works both Western and Ukrainian scientists.

Statement of basic materials

The attempts to include literature and language to philosophical and cultural field were made
by different philosophers. The scientists tried to determine various different ways of compre-
hending essence and truth. Julia Kristeva underlines the necessity to comprehend philosophically
any literary text, where "the sense and a subject" are concentrated. She writes:

"The text ... works with a sound mark of a signifier, that covers, according
to Saussure, the sense; in this case the signifier is comprehended by La-
can’s analysis. It is important to penetrate through the signifier with its
subject”. Only then a text becomes "a part of an extensive process of the
material and historical movement". (Kristeva, 2013, p. 10)

A prominent German philosopher Hans-Georg Gadamer (1991) pointed out, that among all
linguistic phenomena a literary text takes a privileged place in the process of understanding
hence it has the closest attitude to philosophy (p. 126).

It is a well-known fact that there is a term philosophy of literature that includes introduction
of literature to the context of philosophy of a thinker to determine philosophical problems in lit-
erary texts. The literary comprehension of the philosophical and cultural problems is a focus of
the analyses of the most postmodernist thinkers. Deleuze (2007, p. 34), for example, draws the
difference between literature and philosophy, emphasizing that if philosophy creates new con-
cepts, literature and art think not less than philosophy, but they think with the help of “the fits of
passion and perceptions”.

The researchers investigating the gender aspects of culture, determining the peculiarities of the
historical formation of the views about the sex in the history of the Ukrainian culture, providing
visions of gender theory, making gender research of literature considering it privileged material are
T. Hundorova, O. Zabuzhko, L. Taran, S. Pavlichko, I. Zherebkina, O. Kis, V. Ageieva and others.

The prominent scientists share a point of view that a considerable part of feminist criticism can-
onizes a woman and decentralizes a man. Meanwhile, in the scientific world of feminism there is a
credible orientation that poses challenge to the general representation of women in the culture of
post modernism, or rather, their erroneous representation in different popular cultural manifesta-
tions: in literature, cinematography, media, cyber-culture and so on, historizing women’s struggle
for inclusion in artistic canons and allowing to see women as creators of alternate self-defined
images and genres (Scott, Cayleff, Donadey, & Lara, 2016, p. xviii; Launius, & Hassel, 2018).
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When scholars argue that androcentrism, uniting with universalism, ignores the specific nature of a
woman’s subjectivity, they do not mean insufficient representation of women in the cultural
"mainstream” of postmodernism. The issue is that the canon establishes legitimization of some
kinds of representation of women in various papers that display postmodern world outlook. Modern
scholars note that it should be moved away from a narrow disciplinary and even period emphasis,
and put early modern women’s texts and culture into conversation with writings from other spaces
and time periods (Loomba, & Sanchez, 2016, p. 3; Saraswati, Shaw, & Rellihan, 2017).

In one of the chapters of her book "Postmodernism and Feminism: Where Have All the Women
Gone?" Patricia Waugh argues that women writers, like all other previously silenced groups, feel
the need to reassert the viability of their sense of identity if they want to acquire the strength and
consistency necessary to subvert their imposed decentralization. Thus, Waugh goes on, women
writers find themselves at odds with the dominant (male, she adds) postmodernist ideology that
uses and abuses formal experimentation so as to do away with any trace of totalizing, authorita-
tive conceptions of subjectivity and master discourses (Waugh, 1989, p. 1).

Within this context, the Ukrainian scholar Tamara Hundorova, analyzing the problems of
women reading and mass literature, underlines that:

It seems that literary tradition relates to male authors and to male critics
and to the view of their understanding of the essence of the artistic crea-
tion and authorship, of styles and types of imagery. In such patriarchal
cultural tradition a female author is "the Other, marginal, fragmented
and threatening (the last one means the doubts as to her authorship)".
(Hundorova, 2013)

All modernization experiences the obstacles of the past. Hence, there is a constant appeal to
Berehinia, aspirations for "a feminine woman", the ruthless exploitation of a woman in different
ways, acceptance of such roles by a woman. Speaking about the field of the feminist criticism
first of all a question concerning authorship is raised: Is an author a man or a woman? A classic
variant of mistrust of a woman as an author is the suspicions about the authorship of Marko
Vovchok. The scientist is sure if it had been a man the question would not have been raised. So
the prerogative of women-authors is intimate-creative attitude to a book. Concerning the female
creative work the men-critics assert that it is lacking in "wide knowledge", which is compensated
with "intimate knowledge", which means that women’s creative self-expression is a private, sen-
sible matter. A woman, always being polar in the male discourse, should represent herself ac-
cording to her subordinate status. It is intimate, lyrical, sensual imagery that characterizes female
prose, but she must overcome it to "enter a big literature™. The comparison of so-called male and
female literature is done via "personal”-"human". Of course, today when we have many women-
authors it seems there is no need to speak about the ambivalence of the institution of author-
ship. But still there is such cultural precedent (Hundorova, 2013).

Scientist-postfeminists have undermined the claims of cultural and philosophical theories for
intellect and universality, asserting, that they are based on the male paradigm that in turn, is
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based on so-called gender-neutral language. Androcentrism of the language and lameness of
a woman in the global picture are displayed in the language (Lacan, 1996, p. 45). Language is
not so anthropocentric as androcentric, it establishes the picture of the world on behalf of a male
subject, where a woman is mainly an object, “the Other", "the Stranger” or is completely ig-
nored. From our point of view for that very reason female literature has not been included to the
literary canon for a long time. Emily Shore (1998) in Female literature of the XIX™ century and
the literary canon investigates in what form female authors were refused recognition, and their
texts were discredited (p. 263). Some arguments of the German researcher are fully consistent
with the problem of female subjectivity.

As for the Ukrainian women-writers involved in literary writing from the end of the 18" cen-
tury it should be noted that they mostly represented the traditional male values but still national
women’s literature was born gradually. The vivid women characters and their extraordinary des-
tinies are represented in the works of the Ukrainian women-writers of the Renaissance of our na-
tional literature such as Hanna Barvinok, Maria Markovich-Zhuchenko, Olexandra Psiol and
others. But the most vivid evidence of the gender progress was the image of "a new woman" in
the literary works of Lesia Ukrainka. The image was a reflection of the European phenomenon
of the "war between the sexes", emerged in the modern west culture.

In this context particular attention should be paid to the ideological focus of the works of Lesia
Ukrainka. The author giving the proper priority to the romantic concept of a strong personality
testifies how this personality withstands the others. It should be emphasized that a choice, above
all, is self-determination. The next step is fight for "self", the identity. That is why her heroes are
almost devoided of that search for self through repentance, sometimes even self-abasement,
which we meet in the novels of Dostoievski and Tolstoi. What defines self-determination of
Lesia’s heroes? It is that V. Vinnichenko called "honesty with oneself”, which means to be in
a harmonious unity with one’s essence and nature. It is that Skovoroda called "microcosm". But
we should underline that in contrast to Scovoroda’s world as a steady and definitely indestructi-
ble, Lesia’s self-sufficiency of a subject is in perpetual movement that is probably the movement
to oneself. In other words the playwright of Lesia Ukrainka is everlasting looking for the Truth,
that defines and directs being of heroes.

A. K. Bychko, analyzing cultural heritage of Lesia Ukrainka, emphasizes, that:

The author stays not only in constant movement, but in fact movement
becomes a main character of the events of her dramatic poems and trage-
dies. But this movement is special. It is not connected with a space dis-
placement. All events are tense volatile, because they are only external
manifestation of that unstoppable movement that generates them. Defining
the basic idea of the literature of Lesia Ukrainka, it should be emphasized
that in fact she proclaimed the will as the major motive force of human

being. (Bychko, 2000, p. 104)
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Regarding modern female prose it depicts, as in the era of Lesia Ukrainka, unorthodox thinking
personality with sharp critical mind. Modern heroine has an intense inner life, she seeks answers
to life’s essential questions. Philosophers have long noticed the importance of “asking" for
search for what makes the sense of human being: in such way a man goes beyond the horizon
(Kiseleva, 1994, p. 72). The heroine of the modern prose calls into question the correctness of
the world order: in such way her conscious awareness manifests, which is not satisfied with the
existing answers. Very often the general idea of a story is the problem of the meaning of life, that
becomes an outgoing point for further thinking of a heroine: such role the question of a heroine
connected with suicidal intent: "Why not now?.. Really?..What should | expect?" plays in the
novel of O. Zabuzhko (2015, p. 9). We cannot but agree with L. Taran who points out that:

Modern women authors determines the situation when autobiographical
works ceased to be a prerogative of men. It is really symptomatic, since it
gives evidence of new achievements with the help of a word of those
who have been in marginal situation for a long period of time both in cul-
ture and society. Consequently, to one extent or another, the process of
the comprehension of a woman of her actual place in a society actualizes.
(Taran, 2007, p. 125)

In recent years feminist criticism has divided into some aspects. A famous Ukrainian scientist
I. Zherebkina (2000) highlights the basic types of the feminist literary criticism: women’s litera-
ture, women’s writing, and women’s biography (p. 138). Philosophical critical theory and femi-
nist criticism deal not only with women’s literature but they prove that every text has a particular
social, cultural and even political impact.

One more quite interesting feature for studying the components of the feminine subjectivity is
the male pseudonyms often used by the female writers including the contemporary ones (Marko
Vovchok, George Eliot, George Sand, Magnus Flyte, K. Stewart, Rob Thurman, K. Taylor and
others). The absence of the experience of the female writing is stated as far back as the Xix™
century. However, if in the past the female writers explained their decision to take the male
pseudonym either as the concern about their privacy or as their inclination to bisexuality; in the
modern situation of the tough struggle for the reader the female writers themselves explain this
fact by given surveys and researches. The conducted surveys say that the women buy the books
written by the male writers more readily not to mention the men. As it is known in the XIX™ cen-
tury the women writers were treated with prejudice, the more striking is today’s situation when
the female writers are still being treated with some kind of prejudice. There is the thought that
the male pseudonym is necessary for the female writers if the main character of their works is
a man, or if they write in the so-called "the man’s style™ of military science fiction, fantasy or the
tough thrillers. This fact, in our opinion, is the best example of the persistent vitality of the gender
stereotypes and the ideas about a woman as a weak creature who is unable to represent the cruel
reality of life in an interesting and adequate way.

doi: https://doi.org/10.15802/ampr.v0i15.169641 © I. A. Koliieva, T. A. Kuptsova, 2019

127



ISSN 2227-7242 (Print), ISSN 2304-9685 (Online)
AnTpononorivyHi BuMipH dinocodebkux gocnimkens, 2019, Bum. 15

Anthropological Measurements of Philosophical Research, 2019, NO 15

ANTHROPOLOGICAL PROBLEMS IN THE HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY

The widespread opinion is that only a man can reveal completely the essence of the male
character that is why there is still the rule for the successful female writers to conceal their real
names. The famous Joan Rowling, whose copies of books about Harry Potter are comparable to
the copies of the Bible and the Koran, during the interview said that the publisher wishing to at-
tract the broad audience of both sexes advised her to show only the initials on the books about
the young magician and by no means to explain that J. K. Rowling is Joan Rowling. However,
her new detective The Cuckoo s Calling Rowling again published under the male name — Robert
Galbraith, explaining that fact with the desire to attract the new target audience.

It goes without saying that the situation is gradually changing. Nowadays, more and more
female writers refuse to use the initials or publish their works under the male pseudonyms (Mira
Grant with her novels about zombies Newsflesh, which became extremely popular). The phe-
nomenon of the usage of the male pseudonyms by the female writers as the component of the
gender regime shows the tendency to the general postmodern tendency to remove the emphasis
from the binary oppositions.

There is the considerable distance between the female writer and the text of writing-oneself.
The new narrative strategies of the female writing are only being developed. As an example we
can give the Virginia Wolf’s observations concerning the English literature which, unfortu-
nately, are still of current importance for the Ukrainian literature. In her novel A Room of
One’s Own V. Wolf wrote:

Women are supposed to be very calm generally: but women feel just as
men feel; they need exercise for their faculties and a field for their efforts
as much as their brothers do; they suffer from too rigid a restraint, too ab-
solute a stagnation, precisely as men would suffer...

And
The weight, the pace, the stride of a man’s mind are too unlike her own

for her to lift anything substantial from him successfully. The ape is too
distant to be sedulous. Perhaps the first thing she would find, setting pen
to paper, was that there was no common sentence ready for her use. "It
was strange to think that all the great women of fiction were, until Jane
Austen’s day, not only seen by the other sex, but seen only in relation to
the other sex. And how small a part of a woman’s life is that; and how
little can a man know even of that when he observes it through the black

or rosy spectacles which sex puts upon his nose.... Suppose, for instance,
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that men were only represented in literature as the lovers of women, and
were never the friends of men, soldiers, thinkers, dreamers...".
(Bradshaw, & Wolf, 2015, p. 114)

It can be said that the ideas from the Wolf’s work dated 1929 are still relevant speaking about
the Ukrainian reality of the beginning of the XXI* century. Modern female writers have some-
thing to deal with — they should speak out, write out all this piled silence, reveal their own depths
of heart and present them to the world. Whether their experience is not worth taking into ac-
count? Probably it is obvious why the wish to work out the female writing, the tries to recon-
struct the self-identification of a woman as a personality come across the resistance in still domi-
nant patriarchal discourse of the modern Ukrainian literature (Taran, 2007).

The internal culture of the characters of the female prose is expressed through their language
which is informative, consecutive, rich in associations, and often gnomic (Filonenko, 2006, p. 38).

As the language is a system which allows to think, thinking is a "product™ of the system ap-
pearing when interacting between the subjects in culture and the environment (for example, the
nature) which is an object of thinking. According to the ideas of structuralists (F. de Saussure,
R. Jakobson and others) thinking happens because the language allows us to form the social rela-
tions and categorize our environment as the symbolic representation. J. Derrida writes that:

The roots of the western science and philosophy go back to the ground of
the everyday language where the episteme "takes" them. Thus, if the
classical philosophy dealt mainly with the problem of epistemology that
is the relations between thinking and the natural world, the philosophy of
postmodernism experiences the peculiar "return” to the language focused
on the problem of language, so the problems of cognition and sense are
of the most importance for the postmodern philosophy. (Derrida, 2007)

As it is known earlier the structure has a centre, the so-called "steady beginning”. In post-
modernism the centre is not the centre, it consequently and orderly takes different forms and got
various names. In such way, as Derrida says, the history of metaphysics is the history of different
"replacements™ as metaphors and metonymies. Hence, it can be said that the meaning is always
elusive and incomplete because the language can never convey perfectly the ideas of the speaker.
In this way it is important to emphasize that in the world where the science is too closely con-
nected to power we should take seriously the postmodern skepticism about the relations between
knowledge, rationality and power in our reality. L. Koud, for example, researching the peculiari-
ties of women’s cognition, analyzes the ways of studying the women’s experience from the point
of view of the feminist epistemology. The researcher proves that the theory based on the female
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experience, should emphasize on the understanding not on the "justifying, checking and control”
and it should admit the value of the individual experience of women (Koud, 2005, p. 186).

The plurality according to H. Arendt (2003) is the basis of the "human condition”. We all dif-
fer one from another, even more we strive for it. Nevertheless, being different we all are given to
establish something common with the number of Others also different. There is no just similarity
unmarked with the difference. The complexity of the experience of the subject is such that very
often the general abstract philosophical and reflective tries to embrace the borders of this experi-
ence can darken and distort its important sides (Kolesnykova, 2017). Undoubtedly, the concepts
help clarify and order in our thoughts, but at the same time they can darken the very texture that
they are trying to make clear. That is why the narratives sometimes are more successful in catch-
ing the "tides of life" in that way they "brighten™ linguistics and philosophy.

Originality

The scientific novelty is in the given systemic literature and language analysis of the Ukraini-
an and Western women’s prose as the specific philosophical phenomenon. In general, it is
proved that the studying of a woman, her language and originality is of current importance and is
closely connected to her essence as a subject of culture.

Conclusions

The research of the anthropological understanding of the woman-subject through the prism of
language and literature gives the following conclusions: sexual being sociocultural is based on
the duality of the humanity as the ontological basis for gender stereotypes. Consequently, gender
is the way of "removing" the opposition of male and female stereotypes in the metaphysical sex
integrity. The concept of the “thinking woman™ naturally resulted in the philosophization of the
female literature and language; the fiction undoubtedly is one of the main sources of myths with
the help of which both the western and Ukrainian civilization interpret and present themselves;
just as much as the binarism is a natural form of identification, as much it penetrates into the dis-
course of the female authorship; the problems of women writing, reading and mass literature
have related to male authors and to male critics and to the view of their understanding of the es-
sence of the artistic creation and authorship, of styles and types of imagery.

Representing the woman as an individual, the female writers appeal to the understanding of
many philosophical and cultural problems, and the philosophization of the female prose is in the
framework of the general tendency of the development of literature in the XX century. We can
conclude that in the cultural world reflection beginning with the end of the XI1X™ century the
image of a "new woman" is given through the idea of "to be the purpose to oneself". The new
female type of the vivid personality is developed, the main features of which are freethinking,
intelligence, the ability to make the decisions as to her destiny independently. In the Ukrainian
culture it was Lesya Ukrainka who was the first to develop this image that became the negation
of the traditional stereotype of a woman in literature and language.

The literature of the XX™-XXI* centuries is characterized by the strengthening of the interac-
tion between the philosophical systems and the literary works. The result of this process is the
actualization of the intellectual and thinking principles in the later. The philosophy of the post-
modernism is in the process of the appeal to the language, focusing its attention on the problem
of the language that is why the questions of cognitions and content are of language character.
The artistic and philosophical ideas come into the dialogue.
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AHTPOIIOJIOTTYHE OCMMCJIEHHS JKIHKU-ABTOPA
AK CYB’E€KTA KYJIbTYPU YEPE3 IPU3MY MOBH I TITEPATYPH
(TEHIEPHUIA ACHIEKT)

Mera. [IpoananizyBatu (eHOMEH KIHKH-aBTOpa SIK Cy0’€KTa KyJabTypH Ta ¢iocodii yepe3 mpu3My MOBH Ta JIiTe-
paTypH B Tpamsix 3aXigHUX Ta BITYM3HSIHUX HAYKOBIIB. BcTaHOBHTH 3HaueHHS (iTocO(CHKOi penpe3eHTarii renaep-
HUX CTEPEOTHIIIB I MEPEOCMHUCIIEHHS IX MICLS Ta POJIi B COLIOKYJIbTYpHOMY aucKypci. Teopermunmii 6a3mc. s
JOCITIIKEHHST TEOPETUIHUX OCHOB IIOCTMOICPHICTCHKOT (hitocodii JOMUTBHUM € BUKOPHCTAHHS METOAY MDKIUCIUILTI-
HapHOTO MIIX0Jy. 3 METOI0 KOMIIJIEKCHOTO aHaji3y BHUCBITJIEHHs IpoOJieM KIHKH-aBTOpa SIK CyO’ €KTa KYJIbTYpH,
BXJIUBUM € 3aCTOCYBAaHHS KOMITAPATUBICTCHKOTO aHali3y. Haromorryerscs, 1o Mexka Mk JIiTepaTyporo Ta (iso-
codiero — ayka pyxoma JiHis, SKa 3aJIeKUTh HaOyToro cyd’ekTOM ocobucToro moceiny. Crmparodnch Ha MepeKo-
HaHHS, IO TeHep BIIMCAHUI B YCi COLAJIbHI CTOCYHKH, JOBEAEHO, 1110 TeHAEPHUIH KOHTEKCT BiJIoOpaXkeHHid B OyIb-
SIKIi COIIANBHIN B3a€EMOJii, HATOJIOMIYETHCS Ha HEOOXITHOCTI 3aCTOCYBaHHS HOBOI HAYKOBOT METOJOJIOTII COMiaIb-
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HOKYJIBTYPHOTO KOHCTpYIoBaHHS reHyiepy. HaykoBa noBusna. [lossirae y npoBeieHOMy CHCTEMHOMY JIiTEpaTypHO-
MOBHOMY aHANIi31 YKpaiHCBKOI 1 3aximHO1 kiHOYOT Mpo3u sK crenudiqaoro (imocodcebkoro sBumia. 3araiom, T0Be-
JIEHO, W0 JOCHIKEHHs JKIHOYOi JliTepaTyp Ta il CBOEPIAHOCTI € aKTyalbHUM IHTAHHAM SIK s Qitocodii, Tak
1 U KyJIBTYPOJIOTI, sIKe JoToMarae BigHaiTi GinocodcrKi mpobdaeMu B JiiTeparypHux Tekcrax. Kpim toro, reame-
PHUIl aHAII3 JITEPaTYpPHUX TEKCTIB IO3BOJISIE BECTH TEOPETHYHUI Tiayor 3 ICHACPHHX MPOOIeM, O CIpHsE 00ro-
BOPEHHIO BAXIIMBHX 33/1a4 1 MpOOJIEM HAIIOro KyJbTYPHOTO JKUTTA. K€ OPraHIiuHO TOB’S3aHO 3 ii CYTHICTIO SIK
cy0’ekTa meBHOI KynbTypr. BucHoBku. JloBeneHo, mo ans miteparypu XX-XXI cTomiTe XapakTepHe HOCHICHHS
B3aeMOIi MK QLI0COYCHKMMHU CUCTEMaMH M XyJOXKHIMH TBOPaMH, HACIIJIKOM YOTO € aKTyajli3alis IHTeJIeKTyalb-
HOTO, PO3MHCIIOBOTO TI0YATKy. 3’SCOBaHO, IO JKiHOYA JIiTepaTypHO-(inocodpchka JyMKa BUTBOPHIIA HEIOBTOPHUHA
CBIT XKIHOYOTO OYTTS Ta 00pa3 "HOBOT )KIHKHM'', TAKMM YMHOM MPOKJIABIIN IIJSIX JI0 HOBUX CTEPEOTHIIIB, 3aCHOBAHUX
Ha PO3YyMiHHI TOTO, 110 CTATEBl BIAMIHHOCTI HE MalOTh OYyTH BH3HAYaJIbHUMU SIK Y CYCIUIBHOMY, TaK 1 B KyJIbTYPHO-
MY CIIBICHYBaHHi.

Kniouosi crosa: reuaep; KylnbTypHa PEpe3eHTAllis; )KiHOYa JIITepaTypa; IeHACPHI CTEPEOTHIIH; KIHKU-aBTOPKH;
¢inocodcerki mpobdbiaeMu
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AHTPOITIOJOI'MYECKOE OCMBICJIEHHUE KEHHIMHBI-ABTOPA
KAK CYBBEKTA KYJIbTYPbI YEPE3 [IPU3MY A3bIKA U
JIMTEPATYPbBI T'EHAEPHBIN ACIIEKT)

Hens. I[Ipoananu3upoBath (EHOMEH >KEHIMHBI-TUCATENSI KaKk CyObeKTa KyJabTyphl M ¢uiocoduu depes
MIPHU3MY SI3BIKA U JIUTEPATypHl B padOTaxX 3alaJHbIX U OTCYECTBEHHBIX YUCHBIX. Y CTAHOBHUTH 3HaUeHHE (QHI0CO -
CKOM penpe3CcHTal TCHACPHBIX CTCPCOTUIIOB MJIA EPCOCMBICIICHUS UX MECTA U POJIM B COUMOKYJIIBTYPHOM JIUC-
kypce. Teopernyeckuii 6a3uc. s vccie10BaHUs TEOPETHIECKUX OCHOB IMTOCTMOAEPHUCTCKON (hunmocodun meme-
CO00Opa3HBIM SIBJISETCS HCIIOJIb30BAHHE METO/Aa MEXIUCHUIUIMHAPHOTO noxoaa. C Ieinblo KOMIUIEKCHOTO aHalin3a
OCBEIIEHHS POOIIEM KEHIIUHBI-aBTOPA KaKk CyOBEKTa KyIbTYphl, BAXKHO IPUMEHEHHE KOMIIapaTHBUCTCKOTO aHAIIH-
3a. [loguepkuBaeTcs, 4YTO rpaHb MEXIY JIMTEPaTypoi U ¢puiocopreld — 0O4eHb OABMKHAS JIMHMUS, KOTOPasi 3aBUCHT
OT MPHOOPETEHHOT0 CYOBEKTOM JIMYHOTO OmbITa. ONMMUpasch Ha YTBEPKAEHHUE, YTO TEHJIEP BIICAaH BO BCE COLUAIb-
HBIE OTHOIICHUSI, TOKa3aHO, YTO TeHAEPHBIH KOHTEKCT OTOOpaXKeH B JIIOOOM COIMATLHOM B3aUMOICHCTBUY, aKICH-
TUPYETCSA BHUMAaHUC Ha HeO6XO}II/IMOCTI/I HCITOJIb30BaHUS HOBOMU Haquoﬁ MECTOOO0JIOTUN COLIMOKYIIBTYPHOT'O KOHCT-
pyupoBanus reHnepa. Hayunass HoBu3HA. 3aKII04aeTCs B IPOBEJCHHOM CHCTEMHOM JINTEPATypPHO-SI36IKOBOM aHa-
JIM3€ YKPAaMHCKOW W 3aIajiHOM MKEHCKON MPO3bl Kak crenn(pUuecKoro KynbTypHo-duinocodcekoro siieHus. B nemnom
JIOKa3aHO, YTO HCCIIEJOBAaHHE JKEHCKOW JINTEPATYpPhl, €€ CBOEOOpa3Msl SIBISETCS aKTyalbHBIM BOIPOCOM Kak IS
¢unocoduu, Tak U U KyJIbTYPOJIOTHH, KOTOPOE MOMOTaeT HalTH (uiIoco(CcKre MpodIeMbl B JIUTEPATypPHBIX TEK-
crax. Kpome TOrO, reHIepHBIN aHAN3 JUTEPATypPHBIX TEKCTOB ITO3BOJIAET BECTH TEOPETHUYECKHH OHAJOT MO Mpo-
OnemaM TeHziepa, 4To CriocoOCTBYET 00CYXKICHHIO BaKHBIX 3a/1ad M Lieliel Hallel KyabTypHO! ku3HH. BeiBoasl. [lo-
Ka3aHo, 4to Juist utepatypbl X X-XXI BeKOB XapakTepHO yCHIICHHE B3aMMOJICHCTBHS MEXAY (PHIOCOPCKUMHU CHCTE-
MaMH U XyJOXXECTBEHHBIMH ITPOM3BEICHUSAMH, CIEICTBHEM YEro CTala aKTyaln3alys WHTEIUIEKTYaJIbHOTO, pa3-
MbILUIsIONEero Hadasa. OOOCHOBaHO, YTO JKEHCKas JINTepaTypHO-(QHUIoco(CKas MBICIb CO3/ajla HETTOBTOPHMBIN
MU JKEHCKOTO OBITHA M 00pa3 "HOBOM KEHIIUHBI , TAKUM 00pa30M IPOJIOKHB IyTh K HOBBIM CTEPEOTHIIAM, OCHO-
BaHHBIX Ha MOHMMAaHUM TOTO, YTO ITOJIOBBIE OTIIMYMS HE JIOJDKHBI 0aTh ONPEASISIOINME KaK B 0OIECTBEHHOM, TaK
U B KyJIbTYPHOM COCYIIECTBOBAHHU.

Kniouesvie crosa: rennep; KylbTypHasl penpe3eHTALMs; KEHCKas JINTepaTypa; TeHJIepHbIe CTEPEOTHUIIbI; KEH-
IIIMHBI-aBTOPHI; HHITOCOPCKIE TPOOIEMBI
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