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JANAXPOHUYECKHUE OCOBEHHOCTHU ®OPMUPOBAHUA
CMBICJIOBOTI'O TOJIA JIMHT'BOKYJIbTYPHOI'O KOHLEIITA
AMERICAN INDIVIDUALISM (HA MATEPHAJIE
HUCTOPUKO-TIYBJIMIIMCTUYECKOMN JJUTEPATYPHI
XIX-XXI BB.)

Hccnedyromes sonpocsi, ceazantvle ¢ PopMuposanuem u pazsumuem KyibimypHo-
20 konyenma AMERICAN INDIVIDUALISM. B pamxax 0anno2o ucciedo8anus npo-
eooumcesi Oepunuyuonnvlil ananuz crosa “‘individualism”, sensiowezocs penpesen-
MAHMOM KOHYEenma, Ucciedylomes e2o dMmumMonocuteckie 0CODeHHOCIU, a MaKice
NPOCIENCUBAIOMCSL USMEHEHUS, NPOUCXOOUBLUUUE C OYEHOUHOU U COOEPIHCAMENLHOU CO-
CMABNAWUMU KOHYENnma Ha Mamepuaie UCmopuKo-nyoruyucmudeckol iumepanty-
pot XIX-XX 66. Kpome moeo, 3ampazusaemcs 6onpoc o cmamyce uHOUSUOYAIUIMA 8
COBPEMEHHOU AMEPUKAHCKOU NYONUYUCMuyecKoll aumepamype.

KitoueBble c10Ba: uHOUBUOYANUIM, KOHYENM, AMEPUKAHCKAA HAYUOHATbHAS A3bl-
K06asi KAPMUHA Mupa, 6azoevie CMpPYKnypHble NPUSHAKY KOHYEenma, OUaxpoHus, and-
U3 8HYymMpeHHell Qopmbl, TUH2BOCMUTUCIIUYECKUL AHATU3 NYOTUYUCTNUYECKO20 MeK-
cma.

AHTPOIIOIEHTPHA3M COBPEMEHHOM HAYKH O SI3BIKE U IIOHHMAaHHE BO3PACTal0-
e BaxXHOCTH 3()(OEKTHBHON MEXKYJIBTYpHOH KOMMYHHKAIIMK B TII00QJIEHOM
MUpE MPUBOIAT K TOMY, 9YTO BCE OONBIIYIO aKTyalbHOCTH MPUOOPETAIOT HCCIIe-
JOBaHWsSL, CBSI3aHHBIC C HM3YUCHHEM M OIMCAaHWEM OCOOEHHOCTEH OTIEeNBHBIX
HAITMOHAJBHBIX S3BIKOBBIX KapTUH Mupa. VIMEHHO 3TO CTajo OZHOW W3 OCHOB-
HBIX 33a]a4 JJHHTBOKYJIBTYPOJIOTUH — HAIPABICHHUS B S3BIKO3HAHHUM, N3yUaroIle-
T'O IIPOSIBIICHHUS TOM MIIM HHOM KYJIBTYPBI C TOYKH 3PEHUS UX (PUKCALIIH U BBIpa-
KCHUS B HAIIMOHATBHOM SI3BIKE.

KiroueBBIM MOHATHEM IJMHTBOKYIBTYPOJIOTHH SIBIISICTCS JIUH2GOKYIbYHD-
HblIl KOHUenm — HEKUH «BepOaM30BaHHBIN KyNbTypHBIH cMmbicia» [1. C. 11].
K oTmmunTensHBIM YepTaM JTHHTBOKYJIBTYPHOTO KOHIIENITA OTHOCSTCS, C OJHON
CTOPOHBI, €r0 ATHOCHENH(PUYHOCTD, a C APYrOM — SKCIUIMKAIHS Pa3THIHBIMH
CpEICTBaMH ONPENEIEHHON S3BIKOBOM CHCTEMBI (TIPEkIe BCEro, JSKCHKH). Ta-
KAM 00pa3oM, TUHTBOKYJIBTYPHBIC UCCICIOBAHUS YIUTHIBAIOT KaK HAI[OHAIb-
HYIO KYJIBTYPHYIO CIIEIU(HUKY TOTO WIA HHOTO KOHIIETITA, TaK U Pa3JIMYHBIC ac-
MIEKTHI €0 S3BIKOBOTO BBHIPaKEHUs (JIEKCHUECKHE, TpaMMaTHIeCKue, (poHeTmue-
CKHE H T.11.).

[Ipu 5TOM OONBIIMHCTBO COBPEMEHHBIX JHHTBOKYIBTYPOIOTHUECKUX HCCIIE-
JoBaHUH (DOKYCHPYIOTCS Ha aHANM3€ KOHIICNITOB B OCHOBHOM C TOYKH 3PCHHS
CHHXPOHHH — Ha MaTepHajie COBPEMEHHBIX KOPITYCOB, TOJKOBBIX M SHIMKIOIEIH-
YECKUX CIOBapel, aHKETHPOBAHUS HOCHTEINEH S3BIKA, ITYOIUIIMCTHYCCKIX, HAYd-
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HBIX ¥ XyJO)KECTBEHHBIX TEKCTOB, OIIOToB, (hpazeonorm3moB u T.1. OmHAKO, TO-
CKOJIbKY JIMHTBOKYIJIBTYPHBIA KOHIENT (KaK U SI3BIK B IEJIOM) SIBISETCS (heHOMe-
HOM HE CTAaTUYECKUM, a TMHAMHYIECKUM, JJISI €70 TONMHOIEHHOTO H3YUeHUs Helo-
CTaTOYHO MCIOIB30BaTh HCKITIOUUTENBHO JaHHBIC CHHXPOHIMYECKOTO XapaKTepa.

JLII. IporoBa u FO.A. T'oTnaH roBOpsST O BaXKHOCTH JAUAXPOHHUYIECKOTO HC-
CIIEIOBAHUS IJIs1 KOHIICTITYaIbHOTO aHAIN3a, IIOCKOJIBKY HMEHHO OHO TTO3BOJISIET
«IIPOCIETUTH DBONIOMUIO0 (POPMHUPOBAHUS CTPYKTYPH KOHIIENTA, HPOSCHUB U
orucas QyHKINOHAIFHO-CEMAaHTHIECKHE OCOOEHHOCTH SI3BIKOBBIX CPEICTB, BEI-
paKaromMuX — MPEKAE BCETO — SIACPHYIO YacTh KOHIENTa». [Ipr 3TOM aBTOpHI
VKa3bIBalOT HA HEOOXOOMMOCTh YUUTHIBATH BOIIPOCHI, CBS3aHHBIE C «HCTOPHUE-
CKOW TITyOMHOI (hopMHPOBAHUS ATOTO KOHIIETITA, & TAKKE C IPOUCXOXKICHIEM
JIEKCHKH, pernpe3eHTyromein ganapid kornent [2. C. 7-8].

Taxum oOpa3zoM, HaydHAs HOBH3HA M aKTyaJbHOCTH HCCICAOBAHUS OIpEre-
JISIFOTCSL TIOIBITKON TPENOCTaBUTh KaK MOXKHO Ooliee MONHYI0 AWHAMHYECKYIO
KapTHHY (opMupoBaHus U pa3suTus koHienTa INDIVIDUALISM B ameprkaH-
CKOU KyJBTYpE C MPHUBIICUCHUEM KaK dTHMOJOTHICCKUX AAHHBIX, TAK H OTPHIB-
KOB M3 BAKHBIX HCTOPUYECKHX W IMYOJHIHCTHYSCKUX TEKCTOB, OTPAKAIOIINX
OCHOBHEIC ATaIlbl 3TOTO Pa3BUTHA.

Lenpio naHHON CTaThH SIBISETCS ONHCAHUE MHAXPOHHYECKUX OCOOCHHOCTEH
¢dopmuposanus koHienta AMERICAN INDIVIDUALISM — onHoro u3 Hanbonee
3HAYMMBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB aMEPUKAHCKOW KapTHHBI Mupa. CTOHT cpa3y OrOBOPUTH-
Cs1, YTO MHANBUIYAIN3M — 3TO OJJHA U3 MUPOBO33PEHYECKUX OCHOB 3aI1aTHOTO MUpa
B menoM. Onaako B CoemuHEHHBIX [lTatax AMEpUKH MHIVMBHIyAIH3M 00pEN crie-
IU(HIECKHI XapaKTep, CTaB OCHOBOITOJIATraroiell HallMOHATIBHON IIeHHOCTRIO. MH-
IMBUITYaIA3M, MECTO JINYHOCTH B COLIYME M TPAaHHITBI €€ CBOOOIBI Beerna ObUIH
B2)XHBIMH TEMaMH B 3alajHod (HI0COPHHU, KYJITYPOIOTHH, HCTOpHorpaduu u
uckyccrBe. Ceromssi, B CBSA3M C MHOTOYHCIICHHBIMU BBI30BAMH, IEpe] KOTOPHIMH
CTOAT 3allafHbIC, B TOM YHCIIE aMEPHKAHCKHE, [IEHHOCTH, BOIPOCHI, CBSI3aHHBIC C
HHIUBHUTYaJT3MOM, OOPETAOT OCOOYIO aKTyaIbHOCTb.

ba3oBble npu3HaKku (CTPYKTYpa) KOHIENTA
AMERICAN INDIVIDUALISM

Juist mocnenyromero amaxpormdeckoro ommcaHus konmenta AMERICAN
INDIVIDULAISM creayer KpaTKO OCTAHOBUTHCS Ha €ro 0a30BBIX, CTPYKTYPOOO-
pasyrommx mpusHakax. Kak ormewaer M.B. [IumenoBa B cratee «MeTomonorus
KOHIICNTYaJIbHBIX HCCIICOBAHMID, KOHIIENT, 00Naasi pa3HOYPOBHEBOH IPEACTaB-
JICHHOCTBIO B SI3BIKE, HarOosee HHGpOPMATUBHO M HATIISIHO IIPEACTaBIICH Ha JIEKCH-
9YeCKOM YPOBHE SI3bIKA. B 3TOi CBSI3M CTPYKTypa TOro WM MHOTO KOHIICTITA BEISB-
JSIeTCsl IMEHHO depe3 JISKCHUECKIH YpOBEeHb, @ IMEHHO METOIOM aHAJM3a JICKCH-
YecKoro 3HaueHUs U (HOpMEI clioBa, pernpesenTtyromero koxmenr [3. C. 18].

Paznuunbie caoBapy COBPEMEHHOTO aHTIHICKOTO SI3BIKA MAIOT HECKOIBKO
pasHbie TonmkoBaHus TepMuHa “individualism”. [Ipu 3TOM, Kak MpaBmII0, pasrpa-
HUYUBAIOTCS JIMYHOCTHBIM, JKUTCHCKWHN (ITOBEICHHE YEIOBEKAa B ITOBCEIHCBHOM
KH3HU) W  COIUATIBHO-PHIOCOPCKHIA aCIeKThl 3HAYEHWH JaHHOTO —CJIOBA.
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K npumepy, “Longman Dictionary of Contemporary English” naér cienyromue
nedunun: 1) “the belief that the rights and freedom of individual people are the
most important rights in a society; 2) the behaviour or attitude of someone who does
things in their own way without being influenced by other people” [4]. 3nech MOXx-
HO BBIJICTIUTH TaKWE KOMIOHEHTHI, KaK “rights”, “freedom of the individual per-
son”, “doing things on one’s own”. B cioBape “The Longman Dictionary of Eng-
lish Language and Culture” mom4épkuBaeTcsl, 9TO WHIUBHIYaJIH3M SIBISIETCS OC-
HOBHOM MHPOBO33PEHUYECKON JOKTPUHOM I CTpaH 3amnana, B ocooerHoctr CIIIA:
“...the idea that the rights and freedom of the individual are the most important rights
in a society, a central belief in most western countries, especially the US” [5].

B cnorape “The American Heritage Dictionary of the English Language”
nekcema “individualism” mpezacraBieHa JOCTaTOYHO MOIPOOHO M COMPOBOXKIA-
eTCsl HECKOJIBKUMH TOIKOBaHUSAMH. [IpH 3TOM SKCILTHIUPYIOTCS Cpa3y HECKOIb-
KO AaCIIeKTOB CEMaHTHKH CJIOBa: MHPOBO33PEHUECKHH, COMUAIEHO-IKOHO-
MHYECKHA, TMYHOCTHBIN: 1. a) belief in the primary importance of the individual
and in the virtues of self-reliance and personal independence b) acts or an act
based on this belief; 2. a) a doctrine advocating freedom from government regu-
lation in the pursuit of a person's economic goals b) a doctrine holding that the
interests of the individual should take precedence over the interests of the state
or social group; 3. a) the quality of being an individual; individuality b) an indi-
vidual characteristic; a quirk [6]. OcHOBBIBasICh Ha TAaHHBIX ACHHUHHUIIAX, MOXK-
HO TOBOPHUTHh O TaKMX 0a30BBIX MpH3HAKaX, Kak “primary importance of the
individual”, “self-reliance and personal independence”, “freedom from
government regulation”, “precedence over the interests of the state /
group”, “individuality, individual characteristic”.

“Oxford English Reference Dictionary” maét Tpu neHHAIINN, OTpaXkaroIIue
pasHbIe OICHOYHBIC KOMITOHEHTHI OOO3HadaeMoro sieieHms: “1. the habit or
principle of being independent and self-reliant; 2. a social theory favouring the
free action of individuals; 3. self-centered feeling or conduct, egoism” [7]. Ecnu
MIEpBBIC 1BA TOJNIKOBAHUS OTPAKAIOT MOJIOKUTEIBHYIO WM HEHTPAJIHHYIO OLIEHKY
WHANBUAYaIH3Ma, TO TPEThE ONpEeNeIICHNe, YPaBHUBAIONICe WHINBUIYAINU3M H
arou3M (egoism), COIEPKHUT OTpUIATEIIbHBIC KOHHOTAIWHU. JlehWHUIIMOHHBII
aHAJIM3 TIO3BOJISICT BBIICIHTH Takue 0a30BbIe KOMIIOHEHTHI, Kak “being inde-
pendent and self-reliant”, “free actions of individuals”, “egoism”. NuTepec-
HO, 9To TipH 3ToM B “The Oxford Advanced American Dictionary” mpencrasiie-
HBI JIIIH HEHTpaTbHBIC WM MTOJIOKATENFHO OKpAIIEHHBIE CO CTHIIUCTUICCKON
ToukH 3peHus nepuuuyn: “1) the quality of being different from other people
and doing things in your own way; 2) the belief that individual people in society
should have the right to make their own decisions, etc., rather than be controlled
by the government or public opinion” [8]. 34ech BHIIEIAIOTCS KOMITOHEHTEI
“being different from other people”, “doing things in your own way”, “the
right to make one’s own decisions”. B mannom cioBape GUTypHpyeT TaKkxKe
BakHas onmo3uiws “individual people — government, public opinion”.

“Macmillan English Dictionary for Advanced Learners” Takxe pasrpaHu4H-
BaeT colraibHO-(unocodckoe U 00bIIeHHOE 3HaUeHUs ciioBa: “1. the belief that
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the freedom of individual people is more important than the needs of society or
the government; 2. the behaviour of someone who does things in their own way
without worrying about what other people think or do” [9]. B nepBoii nedpunn-
MU CHOBA (DPUTYPUPYET MPOTHBOIIOCTABIICHHE CBOOOBI MHIMBUIA U HYXI 00-
miectBa (“the freedom of individual people — the needs of society”). TpakTog-
Ky WHIUBHIyaIn3Ma, IPEICTABICHHYIO BO BTOPOH NEQUHUIIH, MOKHO CUUTATh
KaK HEHUTPaTbHOM C TOYKH 3PEHHS IMOIMOHATHHON OKPACKH (CHHOHUMUYIHOU
nmoHsThio “independence”), Tak ¥ OJM3KOH K TOMY, YTO OOBIYHO MOHHUMAETCS
mox ciioBoM “‘selfishness” (“thinking only about yourself and not caring about
other people”[Ibidem]).

B “Merriam-Webster Dictionary and Thesaurus” “individualism” Takxe
TPaKTyeTCsI C Pa3HBIX TOYEK 3PEHHS: COIMHMAIBHO-(GHUIOCOPCKOH M HKOHOMUYIE-
ckoit: “1. a (1): a doctrine that the interests of the individual are or ought to be
ethically paramount; (2): the conception that all values, rights, and duties origi-
nate in individuals b : a theory maintaining the political and economic inde-
pendence of the individual and stressing individual initiative, action, and inter-
ests; u auynocmuoii: conduct or practice guided by such a theory; 2. an individu-
al peculiarity” [10]. Ilpu aHanu3e JaHHOTO UCTOYHWKA BBIJCISIOTCS KOMITOHCH-
161 “political and economic independence”, “individual initiative”, “indi-
vidual peculiarity”.

B omimune ot mpenpiaymux ucrounukos, “The Cambridge American Eng-
lish Dictionary” orpaHnuuBaercs oJHOW JeUHUIIMEH NaHHOH JiekceMbl: “‘the
idea that each person should think and act independently rather than depending
on others” [11]. [daHHOe ompezeneHHE IO3BOJSACT BBIICIUTH KOMIIOHEHT
“thinking and acting independently” B kauecTBe ofHOTO 13 0a30BBIX AJIEMEH-
TOB cTpyKTyphl KoHmenrra INDIVIDUALISM.

Takum oOpa3om, aHanu3 aepuHUIMA cioBa “individualism”, penpe3eHrtyro-
[IETO COOTBETCTBYIOUIMI KYIBTYPHBIH KOHIIENT, IO3BOJISIET YCIOBHO Pa3OHTh
0a30BbIe MPU3HAKA KOHIIENTA HA TPH TPYIIIIHL:

1. JInyHOCTHBIH
(0ObIIeHHDII, OBEIeHYe-
CKHUH) acneKT

2. CoumnaJibHO-
¢uitocodekuii acnekt

3. Onno3nuust «<MHIUBUAY-
aJIbHOE — FPYNIIOBOE»

CaMOCTOATEILHOCTD, MoJIara-
HHE HA CBOM CHJIBI, INYHAS
HE3aBUCHMOCTb, OTJIMYHE OT
NPYrUX, UHIUBUIYaIbHbIC
0COOEHHOCTH, HE3aBUCUMOCTh
B MBICJISX M JICHCTBUAX

(doing things on one’s own;
self-reliance and personal
independence; individual
characteristic, peculiarity;
being different from other
people; doing things in your
own way; thinking and acting

[paBa, cBoOOzA OTICTBHOTO
YeJIOBEKA, MEPBOCTEIICHHOS
3HaYCHHE UHANBHU/A, CBOOOA
OT MPaBHUTEIBCTBEHHOIO KOH-
TPOJIS, TIOMUTHISCKAS U KO-
HOMHYECKasl HE3aBHCHMOCTb

(rights, freedom of the indi-
vidual person; primary im-
portance of the individual;
freedom from government
regulation; political and eco-
nomic independence)

WHTepechl HHANBHIA — HHTE-
pechl TocynapcTBa / TPYIIbL;
YaCTHbIE JIKLA — IPABUTEIIb-
CTBO, OOILIIECTBEHHOE MHEHHE;
cB000/1a HHINBUIOB — OOIIIe-
CTBEHHbIE HYK/IbI

(interests of the individual —
interests of the state / group;
individual people — govern-
ment, public opinion; the
freedom of individual peo-
ple — the needs of society)
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independently; individual
initiative) (cxopee nonodicu-
MeNbHO OKPAWeHHbLE)

egoism (ompuyamensHo
OoKpauientoe)

HcTopuko-atTumonornyeckuii ananus umeHu kouuenta INDIVIDUALISM

Hns aHamm3a ocoOeHHOCTEH (HOPMUPOBAHHS M Pa3BUTHSA KyIbTYPHOT'O KOH-
IeNTa IPEeNCTABIETCSI HEOOXOIMMBIM IIPUHATH BO BHIMAHHUE YTHMOJIOTHUECKHE
TAHHBIE, CBSA3aHHBIE CO CIIOBOM-PEMPE3EHTaHTOM JAaHHOTO KOHIIENTA.

Kak u OONBIIMHCTBO CIIOB, OTHOCSIIUXCS K MEKIYHAPOAHOW JIEKCHKE,
“individualism” uMeeT JIATHHCKHAE KOPHHU M MPHIIUIO B aHTJIMACKUHN fA3bIK B Ka-
gecTBe (DpaHITy3CKOro 3amMcTBOBaHMSL. CaM TepMUH 00pa30BaH IPHCOEIITHEHH-
eM cyhdukca -ism, KOTOPBIA TPAAUIIMOHHO CIYXHT JUIsl 00pa30BaHMS Ha3BaHHH
pa3IMYHBIX YIeHUH H oOmIecTBeHHBIX TeueHnH (“used to form nouns that refer
to social, political, or religious beliefs,studies,or ways of behaving”
[http://dictionary.cambridge.org/dictionary/english/ism]) x cmoBy “individual”,
KOTOPOE, B CBOIO OYepellh, 00pa30BaIOCh IPUCOSAMHEHHEM cyddrKca puara-
TenpHOro “-al” kx yatuHckomy citoBy “individuus” [12. P. 290]. CornacHo cio-
Bapro “A Comprehensive Etymological Dictionary of the English Language”
“individuus” (oTpunatensHbpld npuduke “-in” + mnpuiararensHoe “‘dividuus”
(“divisible™)) sBnsercs nepuBarom riarona dividere” (“to force apart, separate,
divide”), oTHOCsIIIETOCS K CpeTHEBEKOBOW JIAaTHIHU. B ciioBape Taxxe orMevaer-
¢, UTO B KJIACCHUYECKOM JIaThIHU coBO “individual” GbI0 BriepBble yrmoTpebdie-
HO JIPEBHEPUMCKHUM ITOUTHYECKAM [eATeNIeM, OpaTopoM u duiocopom Map-
koM Tymmuem IlumepoHoM Tpu TepeBoje TIpedeckoro ciosa atomoc (“that
cannot be cut, divided”) [13. P. 788].

I'maron “divide” (B cpenneanrimiickoM — “deviden”) mmeer WHIOEBpOIICH-
CKyI0 OCHOBY “*width-" (“to separate™), KOTOpasi B JIATBIHH peajn30Baliach B
¢dopme “vidua”, B rorckoM — “widuwo”, B IHEBHEaHIIMHCKOM — “‘widewe”.
[Ipedukc di- (dis-) umeeT 3HaUeHUE «Bpo3b» (“apart”) [Ibid. P. 468].

Taxum 00pa3oMm, BHYTPEHHSSI pPEKOHCTPYKIHUS CIOBa PEMpe3cHTaHTa KOH-
menTa JaéT OCHOBAaHWE VIS MIPEIIIONIOKEHUS, IYTO 0a30BO€, MPOU3BOAIICE 3HA-
yeHue i cioBa “individual”, Ha 0CHOBE KOTOPOT'O BITOCIIEACTBUH 00pa30Bajcs
tepMuH “individualism”, MOXXHO CHOPMYITHPOBATH KaK «CIUHBINA, HEACTHUMBIN,
Ha OCHOBAHWH YETO MOXKHO CIIEJIATh BBEIBOZ, YTO MMEHHO IIPEICTaBICHUS O Iie-
JIOCTHOCTH JIMYHOCTH, JIMYHOCTH KaK 0a30BOI SIMHHIIBI COIIyMa MOTIIH 3aJI0-
KHUTh OCHOBY 3allafHON KOHICNINH WHAWBHAyaln3Ma. OTO 3HAUCHHE
OTpa’keHO, B 4acTHOCTH, B cioBape “A New English Dictionary on Historical
Principles”, rae Tperbs nedunumms ciosa “individualism” ¢ momerkoit “meta-
phoric” copmynmpoBaHa ciemyromuM oopazoM: “the doctrine that the individ-
ual is a self-determined whole, and any larger whole is merely an aggregate of
individuals, which, if they act upon each other at all, do so externally” [14.
P. 224].
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CortacHO JaHHBIM 3JICKTPOHHOTO 3TUMOJIOTHYecKkoro ciopaps “Online Ety-
mology Dictionary” si3pika Dictionary.com B cpeiHEaHTJIMHCKOM s3bIKe (HaYaio
XV B.) nmatuHCKOe cylmecTBUTeNbHOE “individuum” MCHoiap30Baioch B 3HaUe-
HUW “‘eIMHUYHBIA TpencTaBuTens Buaa” (“individual member of a species™).
B ncrounnkax, otHocsmuxcs K 1742 T. 3aperucTpUpOBaHO Pa3rOBOPHOE YIIO-
TpeOJIeHHE CIIOBa B 3HAUCHHH «4elloBeKk» (““‘a person”) [15].

Jliis 0003HAYCHHSI COIUATBHO-9KOHOMHYECKOH W IMOJIUTHYCCKOH JOKTPHHBI
CIIOBO CTaJI0 UCIONB30BATHCS HECKOJIBKO MO3HEE, XOTS caMa JOKTpHUHA Hadala
¢dopMupoBaThCsS  3aONTO IO ATOTO. CormacHO  PHIUKIIONCIHH
«The Encyclopedia  Americanay  «MHAMBHIyadH3M» KaK  COIMAIBHO-
MTOJTUTHYCCKUH QeHoMeH nosBriics Bo @paHmmu nociie OpaHITy3cKOi peBOITIO-
nnn koHna XVIII B. CiioBoO HCONMB30BATIOCH COMUANMCTAMHA U PEAKIMOHEPAMU
u 0003HavYaNO0 KpaliHe OTPHLATENBHEIE, C UX TOUYKH 3PCHUS, SIBJICHUS, CBSI3aHHEIC
C PEBOIIOIUECH: pa3pylICHUE CTApOro MOpsaKa, HepapXuu, COCPEIOTOINE TeI0-
BEeKa HCKIIFOYMTEIIEHO Ha COOCTBEHHBIX HMHTEpecax B yIIepOd OOMECTBEHHBIM
HyX1am [16. P. 69].

DBOJIOLHUS OLEHOYHOT0 U COIEPKATEIHHOT0 KOMIIOHEHTOB KOHIIENTA
AMERICN INDIVIDUALISM B amMmepuKaHCKOii
HCTOPUKO-MYOTHIIUCTHYECKOI JTUTEepaType

Awmepukanckuii ucropuk Heromya Apuenm (Yehoshua Arieli) B kuure
“Individualism and Nationalism in American Ideology” ucciemyer pa3BUTHE
WHANBUAyalH3Ma KaK OXHOW M3 KIIFOYEBBIX aMEPHKAHCKUX HaeonoreM. ['oBops
0 MPOUCXOXKICHUH TEPMHHA, OH TaKKe OTMedaer, 4To cioBo “individualism”
BO3HUKJIO BO (DPAHIY3CKOM S3BIKE CpEId CTOPOHHHMKOB uaei AHpu CeH-
CumoHa, ¢uiocoda u cormonora konma XVIII — mavana XIX B. B To Bpems
CIIOBO MMENIO KpaliHe OTpPHIIATENIFHOE 3HAUYECHHE W aCCOLUUPOBAJIOCH C TaKUMH
SIBIICHUSIMHE, TTOPOKIEHHBIMI PEBOJIOHEH, KaK OTPHIB OT KOPHEH, OTCYTCTBHE
UIEaNOB W OOIIETPH3HAHHBIX MHEHUH, pacnaa oOmecTBa, IUHAYHBIC YCTAHOB-
KH{, CBS3aHHBIC C DKCIDIyaTallied 1 KOHKYpEHIIHEH, CTaBIINEe pe3yIbTaToOM y3a-
koHeHHOM aHapxuu: “The term “individualism” was coined by the Saint-
Semonians to characterize the condition of men in nineteenth century society —
their uprootedness, their lack of ideals and common beliefs, their social
fragmentation, and their ruthless competitive and exploitative attitudes which
evolved from legitimized anarchy” [17. P. 211].

CnoBa “fragmentation”, “ruthless”, “exploitative”, “anarchy” umeroT B TOH
WA MHOU CTEIECHU BHIPa)KCHHBIC HETATHBHBIE KOHHOTAIMU. BTopas gacTs mpuBe-
IOEHHOTO BHIIIE OTPBIBKA ITOCTPOSHA KaK IEPEUNCIICHIE C HapaIlUBaHUEM UTHHBI
CHHTarMbl. Takasi KOHCTPYKIHSI OKa3bIBaeT SM(paTHIECKOE BO3ICHCTBIE HA YNTa-
TeJIsl, yCUIINBAET OTPUIIATEIHHYIO OIIEHOYHYIO CEMAHTHKY TEKCTa U MIOTIEPKABACT
OTpHUIATENIFHBIC KOHHOTAINH, 3aJI0)KEHHBIC B ICXOIHOM 3HAYECHHH CIIOBA.

UYTo KacaeTcs aHTIIMKACKOTO s3bIKa, B ITepBoM m3ianuu “Dictionary of Political
Economy”, Bemmeqmem B 1896 1. mon pemakierd Marmca IManrpeiiBa (Inglis
Palgrave), otmeuaercs, uto cioBo “individualism” GbUTO BIiEpBBIE HCIIOIB30BAHO
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B Ka4eCTBE COIMAIEHO-3KOHOMHYECKOTO TepPMUHA OpUTaHCKUM (rocodom, co-
[IMOJIOTOM, IKOHOMICTOM W TOJUTHYeCKuM fesitenieM [[xxonom Crtroaprom Mui-
neMm (John Stuart Mill) B xadecTBe aHTHTE3bI COIHMAIM3MY M KOJUICKTHBH3MY:
“INDIVIDUALISM. This term was applied by J.S. Mill to that system of industri-
al organisation in which all initiative is due to private individuals, and all organisa-
tion to their voluntary agreement... The natural antithesis to individualism is
COLLECTIVISM or we may say SOCIALISM, a system under which industry is
directly organised by the state, which owns all means of production and manages
all processes by appointed officers” [18. P. 389].

Takum  00pa3oM,  COIMATBHO-)KOHOMHYECKAas  TPAKTOBKA  ITOHATHUS
INDIVIDUALISM BoO3HHKJIa BO MHOI'OM KaK aHTUTE3a «HHUIMATHUBA OTHEIb-
HOU JIMYHOCTH — TPYIITa, KOJUIEKTHB, TOCYIapCcTBO». B cioBape Taxke chopmy-
JTUPOBAaHBl OCHOBHBIC XapaKTEPHCTHKH WHIWBHIyalu3Ma B COLHAIBHO-
SKOHOMHYECKOM ToHuMaHuH: “(1) private property in capital, to which are add-
ed almost of necessity the rights of bequest and inheritance, thus permitting un-
limited transfer and accumulation. (2) competition, a rivalry between individuals
in the acquisition of wealth, a struggle for existence in which the fittest survive”
[Ibidem]. Ha ocHOBe AaHHBIX Ne(GUHHUIUH MOXHO BBIIEIUTH CMBICIOBBIC KOM-
MMOHEHTHI “‘private property”, “competition, rivalry in acquisition of wealth” B
KadecTBE  OCHOBHBIX  CTPYKTYypOOOpasylOIIMX  IIPU3HAKOB  KOHIIENTA
INDIVIDUALISM Ha paHHEM »JTame €ro CyIIeCTBOBaHHS B COIHAIBHO-
HKOHOMHUYECKOM H MTOJTUTHIECKOM BHIAX AUCKypCa.

[Ipu >TOM CTOMT OTMETHTH, YTO B COYMHEHHAX CaMOro MWD CIIOBO
“individualism” oOmamaer pe3Ko OTpHIATEIBHBIMH KOHHOTAIMsIMH. B 3cce
“Newman’s Political Economy” waauBuayanu3m Toro Bpemenu (“the existing
individualism”) omuceIiBaeTcst Kak Ooprba rofeii Mexay coOoi: “arming one
human being against another, making the good of each depend upon evil to oth-
ers, making all who have anything to gain or lose, live as in the midst of ene-
mies, by no means deserves the disdain with which it is treated by some of the
adversaries of socialism, and among the rest, by Mr. Newman. Socialism, as
long as it attacks the existing individualism, is easily triumphant...” [19]. 3necb
MBI BUIUM, 9TO MHAMBHIYAIN3M TPAKTYETCS KaK KECTKas KOHKYPEHITHS MHIU-
BHJIOB MEXKIY COOOH M IPOTHBOIIOCTABILIETCS «TapPMOHHH HHTEpPecoB». OTphI-
BOK HACHIIICH JICKCUKOW, CBSA3aHHOW ¢ OOphOOM W nake BOWHOM: “‘arming”,
“against”, “gain or lose”, “in the midst of enemies”.

B paznene “Chapters on Socialism”, Harmcanaom Mwiem B 1879 r., Takke
MpoCIIeKUBaeTcs Meradopa «MHIANBHAYAIN3M Kak OoprOa»: “It is the principle
of individualism, competition, each one for himself and against all the rest. It is
grounded on opposition of interests, not harmony of interests, and under it every
one is required to find his place by a struggle, by pushing others back or being
pushed back by them...It is the parent of envy, hatred, and all uncharitableness;
it makes every one the natural enemy of all others who cross his path, and every
one’s path is constantly liable to be crossed” [19]. JlaHHBIH TEKCT TakkKe cCouep-
KHUT KaK JIEKCHKY, MPUHAIICKAIIYI0O K CEMaHTHYECKOMY IIONI0 «Oopnrbay
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(“competition”, “against”, “struggle”, “pushing others back”, “enemy”, “cross
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his path”), Tak 1 KpaifHe HETraTUBHO OKpAIICHHYIO aOCTPaKTHYIO JIEKCHKY (“‘en-
vy”, “hatred”, “uncharitableness”).

B aAMEPHUKAHCKHAHN OO0IECTBEHHO-TIOIUTHYECKUA I JIICKYPC CIIOBO
“individualism” BoIIJIO Yepe3 MEepBbIA aHTIOA3BIYHBIA MEepeBOa paboThl (paH-
IY3CKOTO MCTOPHKA W MONUTHYECKOTO AesTens Anekcuca ae TokBmis «Jlemo-
kpatust B Amepuke» (Alexis de Tocqueville “Democracy in America”). Bo BTO-
poM ToMe kHHMTH B miaBe “On Individualism in Democratic Countries” aBTop
OTMEYAET, 9TO KaK UIes HHINBUIyaIn3Ma, TaK H CaMO CIIOBO SIBIISTIOTCS HOBBIMHU
IUTSL JTEOJICH €ro TTOKOJIEHUS M 9TO IPEIBIAYIINE TIOKOJICHUS CTaIKIBAJIHNCH JIAIIH
¢ nousTHeM egoisme (selfishness): “Individualism is a novel expression, to
which a novel idea has given birth. Our fathers were only acquainted with
égoisme (selfishness)” [20. P. 98].

Bces rmaBa crpontcs Kak pa3bsCHEHHE PA3HUIIEI MEKAY YCTOSBIIUMCS TTOHS-
tieM “selfishness” 1 HOBBIM Ha TOT MOMEHT siBieHHeM “individualism”. C Tog-
ku 3peHus Toksuis, kak “‘selfishness”, Tak u “individualism” oka3pIBarOT ma-
ryOHOE BO3IEHCTBUE HA JKU3HB OTICIHHOTO YEJIOBEKA M BCETro OOIIECTBA B IIe-
JIOM, OJIHAaKO eciy noHatne “selfishness” He cBs3aHO ¢ TOW WJIM MHOM 0OIIe-
CTBCHHO-TIONIUTHYECKOH CHCTEMOH W SBISIETCS, CKOpee, OOIIeYesIOBEUSCKAM
MTOPOKOM, TO HHIWBHIYAJIN3M OH PaCCMAaTPUBAET KaK MOPOKICHNE IEMOKPATHH,
HE MEHee onacHoe B oarocpouHoi meperektuse: “Selfishness blights the germ
of all virtue; individualism, at first, only saps the virtues of public life; but in the
long run it attacks and destroys all others and is at length absorbed in downright
selfishness. Selfishness is a vice as old as the world, which does not belong to
one form of society more than to another; individualism is of democratic origin,
and it threatens to spread in the same ratio as the equality of condition”
[Ibidem]. B Tekcte mepeBoaa mcmoib3yercs npuéM onunerBopenus (“selfish-
ness blights the germ of all virtue”; “individualism only saps the virtues of pub-
lic life”), xoTopelii MpHIaeT aBTOPCKOH pedn 0Opa3HOCTh, SAPKOCTh M YOeIH-
TenbHOCTh. “Individualism” u “selfishness” mpencraroT 31ech B 00pazax HEKHX
OIACHBIX CYIIECTB, IIPHHOCAIINX Bpel Kak OOIIECTBEHHON, TaK M YaCTHOM JKU3-
HU YeJIOBEKa.

B mnienmom ToxBuIb BBIpakaeT KpaitHE OTPUIIATENHHOE OTHOIIICHUE K WH/INBH-
Iyalu3My KaK K OTJIHYUTEIBHOMY MPH3HAKY IEMOKPATHIECKOr0 TOCYAapcTBa U
MUIIET O TOM, YTO TaKOW B3TJISAA HA MUP BEAET YeTIOBEKa K H3OJLIIIUH U TIOITHOMY
omuHovecTBY: “Thus not only does democracy make every man forget his ances-
tors, but it hides his descendants and separates his contemporaries from him; it
throws him back forever upon himself alone and threatens in the end to confine
him entirely within the solitude of his own heart” [Ibidem]. laHHBII OTPHIBOK
CBSI3aH C TEMOHW OJMHOYECTBA M 3a0BEHMsSI, HA YTO YKA3hIBACT CEMAHTHKA CIIOB
“forgets”, “hides”, “separates”, “alone”, “solitude”. IMEHHO B W30JIAIIUU YEJIO-
BEKa U IOCIEIYIOIMIEM paclaje COIMalbHBIX CBs3eH TOKBMIIb BUAWT Hamboiee
OITaCHOE TIOCIIEICTBIE PACIPOCTPAHEHUS MHINBUIYATHCTHICCKAX IICHHOCTEH U
B3TIIIOB HA MHP.

Ha ToT dakt, uto B cepemune XIX B. cinoBo “individualism” He SIBJISIOCH
YCTOSIBIIMMCSI B aHTJIMIICKOM SI3BIKE, YKa3bIBACT M CHOCKA, ITPHMEYaHHE Iepe-
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Bomunka kauru ['erpu Pusa (Henry Reeve) Bo Bropom tome: “I adopt the ex-
pression of the original [individualism], however strange it may seem to an Eng-
lish ear, partly because it illustrates the remark on the introduction of general
terms into the democratic language... and partly because I know of no English
word exactly equivalent to the expression. The chapter itself defines the mean-
ing attached to it by the author” [17. P. 194] Takum o6pa3om, “individualism”
BXOJUT B AQHIIIMACKAN S3BIK KaK YacTh HOBOTO IEMOKPAaTHYECKOTO CIIOBAapSL.
B kaure TOKBHIIS OTpaskaroTCs OTpHIATEIbHBIE KOHHOTAIMKM ciioBa “‘indivi-
dualism”, KOTOpbIE COITPOBOKAAIN W BO MHOTHX CITy4asiX IMO-IIPEKHEMY COMPO-
BOXIAIOT CIIOBO B SI3BIKE-HCTOYHHKE .

Barmsaaer TokBuist Ha KU3Hb W MONUTHYECKOE ycTporicTBO CoennHEHHBIX
lITaroB, BEIpaskeHHBIE B «JleMOKpaTHu B AMEpPHKE» BBI3BAI MHOTOUNCIICHHEIE
CIOpHl B aMEPUKAaHCKOM NYOJHIIMCTHYSCKOM IHCKypce. OTH IUCKYCCHH BO
MHOroM crocodcTBoBanmu (opmupoBanuio koHienta AMERICAN INDIVI-
DUALISM kak OmHOTO W3 KIIOYEBBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB aMEPHKAHCKON HAIMO-
HaJbHOM S3BIKOBOW KapTHHBI Mupa. Yke B 1841 1. B xypHane “The Boston
Quarterly Review” mosiBmiiack craths moj Ha3BaHueM “Catholicism”, Bo MHO-
TOM OCIapUBaromasl B3TJLIOBl TOKBHIIS HAa aMEPHKAHCKUN WHIWBUIYaJIH3M:
“Thus it is that the “individualism”, which de Tocqueville so clearly discerns in
the United States; that strong confidence in self, or reliance upon one’s own ex-
ertion and resources, is precisely the antipodal principle of a tyrannical Catholi-
cism. The strife of all our citizens for wealth and distinction of their own, and
their contempt of reflected honors, their easy familiarity with persons in authori-
ty, or of eminence, of which this observer has seen so much, disprove, most ef-
fectually, his Roman Catholic prophesy” [22. P. 326].

B nannom xonTekcTe “individualism” BeICTyIaeT Kak CHHOHHM YBEPEHHOCTH
B cebe (“strong confidence in self”) u mojaraHus UCKIFOYUTEIHLHO HA CBOM YCH-
mus 1 pecypesl (“reliance upon one’s own exertion and resources”), a TaKkxe,
9TO HE MCHEE Ba)KHO, aHTOHUMOM TIPHUHIIAIA «THPAHUICCKAM) KaTOIUII3MOM,
BO MHOTOM OINPEIEIISTIONINM B3TTISABI, OLCHKH U TpelncKa3aHus TOKBHIIS OTHO-
CHUTEIHHO MOJIIOON JAEMOKPATHYECKOW CTpaHbl. ABTOPCKas MO3UIUS B TEKCTE
BEIPa)KACTCs HE TONBKO Yepe3 HCIIONB30BAHUE MOJIOKUTEIHHO OKPAIICHHOM
nekcuku (“strong confidence in self”, “wealth”, “distinction’), Ho Taxxe U Uepes
BEIJICNICHUE ONPENENIEHHON YaCcTH TEKCTa KYPCHBOM, KOTOPBIA MOKHO paccMaT-
pHBaTh 3IeCh KaK MpPUMEp HCIIONB30BAHUS CTIIIUCTUICCKUX BO3MOKHOCTEH

! “Partly perhaps because of the extraordinarily pervasive influence of Saint-Simonian
ideas, "individualisme" came to be very widely used in the nineteenth century. In France, it
usually carried, and indeed still carries, a pejorative connotation, a strong suggestion that to
concentrate on the individual is to harm the superior interests of society. The latest edition of
the Dictionary of the Academie Franeaisel7 defines it simply as "subordination of the general
interest to the individual's interest," and one recent writer, noting its naturally pejorative
sense, has remarked on its "tinge of ‘'ubris,' of 'dWmesure" which "does not exist in Eng-
lish,"18 while another observes that in France "until the present day the term individualism
has retained much of its former, unfavorable connotations" [21. P. 48].
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CPEICTB TOPH3OHTAIBHON crpatudukauun’. Beygensist gpasy “of their own”
KypCHBOM, aBTOpP Kak ObI MOAYEPKUBAET HE3AaBUCHMOCTh U CAMOCTOSITEIILHOCTh
xuteneid CoequHEHHBIX LlITaTOB, MX CTpeMJICHHE NOOMBATHCS BCETO CBOMMH
CHJIAMH, YTO, B CBOIO Oo4epeilb, CIOCOOCTBYET emé Ooee riry0OKOMY IPOTHBO-
TTOCTABJICHUIO aMEPUKAHCKOW MeHTainbHOCTH U uaeonornu Craporo Csera.

CoBpemenHbIld amepukanckuid conmonor Asan Kenner (Allan Kenneth),
CCBIIasICh Ha cTaThio B kypHale “The United States Magazine and Democratic
Review” 1939 T. rOBOPHT O TOM, YTO B aMEPUKAHCKOM ITyOJIUITCTHYCCKOM JIHC-
Kypce TOTrO BpeMECHU WHANBHIyaIH3M PacCMAaTPHBAETCS KaK «BEPIIMHA YeIJIOBE-
yeckoro mporpecca»: “In America, then, individualism was seen as the pinnacle
of humankind’s progress: “The course of civilization is the progress of man
from state of savage individualism to that of an individualism more elevated,
moral, and refined” [25. P. 155]. Kak BuzHO, 31ech Iporpecc 4eIoBeyecTBa yBsi-
3BIBACTCS C pa3BUTHEM HHIUBUIyaTN3Ma.

Heromrya Apuenu (Yegoshua Arieli) B kaure “Individualism and National-
ism in American Ideology” muIIEeT 0 HOBOM CMBICIIE, KOTOPBIA MPHOOPENTH Ha
aMEpUKaHCKOW TI0YBE B TOT HMCTOPHYECKUH repuoa cioBo “individualism” wu
cooTBeTcTBYIOIUK KoHIenT: “The term, which in the Old World was almost
synonymous with selfishness, social anarchy, and individual self-assertion, con-
noted in America self-determination, moral freedom, the rule of liberty, and the
dignity of a man” [17. P. 193].

[Tocne oxonvanus I'paxkaanckoit BorHbI (1861-1865) xonnent AMERICAN
INDIVIDUALISM crai urpath emé 0oiiee 3aMETHYIO pOjib B aMEPHKaHCKOM
MyOIMIIMCTUYECKOM TpOCTpaHCcTBe. Tak, ucropuk U dmiocod koH YHIbsIM
Hpetinep (John William Draper) onuchiBaeT ycrex coluaibHOM cucteMbl CeBe-
pa ciemyromuM obpasom: “Magnificent cities in all directions were arising; the
country was intersected with canals, railroads... companies for banking, manu-
facturing, commercial purposes, were often concentrating many millions of
capital. There were all kinds of associations... churches, hospitals, schools
abounded. The foreign commerce at length rivaled that of the most powerful
nations of Europe. This wonderful spectacle of social development was the re-
sult of INDIVIDUALISM; operating in an unbounded theatre of action. Every-
one was seeking to do all that he could for himself” [26. P. 207-208].
“Individualism” cBsi3bIBaeTCs 31ech JlpeiinepomM co cBOOOMON NeCcTBUI 1 Mak-
CHMAaIbHBIMH YCHJIMSIMA WHIWBUAA CIENATh BCE IS YIyUIICHHUS CBOSH KU3HU.
[IpumeuarensHo, uTO cornacHo Jlpeiinepy wmaes aMepuKaHCKOTO WHIWBUya-
TU3Ma He TIPOTHBOPEYUT MHOT'OYHCICHHBIM COOOIIECTBAaM, CYIIECTBOBABIIAM B
to Bpems (“There were all kinds of associations...”).

! BepTuKanpHas CerMEHTAIHS [OPA3yMEBACT WICHEHHE TEKCTA HA CUHTArMBI, CHHTAKCH-
YeCKHE €AMHCTBA PA3JIMYHOW NPOTSHKEHHOCTH M BBIPAKAET CHHTAKCUYECKME OTHOLICHMS
BHYTpH TekcTa. YTO KacaeTcsi TOPU3OHTAIBHOM CTpaTU(UKALMH, TO OTHOCSIIMECS K 3TOM
IpYIIIE 3HAKU MPENUHAHUS (KaBbIYKH, CKOOKH, CIIBOGHHBIC THPE, CIBOCHHBIC 3aIlsThIE, a TaK-
e KypCHB, paspsjika U 3arjaBHble OYKBbI) IIOMOTAlOT BBIJCIUTH B TEKCTE PAa3HOro poja Ia-
PEHTETHYECKUE BHECEHHUS U CIOCOOCTBYIOT CTpaTU(HKALMK €ro Ha pa3Hble ypoBHH [23, 24].
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Emé omna BakHeitmas Bexa B (opMHUPOBAaHUM W 3aKPEIUICHUHM WHIWBUIya-
JH3Ma KaK Ba)KHOTO aMEPHUKaHCKOTO KYJIbTYPHOTO KOHIIENTa CBSI3aHA C UMEHEM
31-ro mpesunenTa CoemuuénnbiX LlltaToB ['epbepra Kitapka I'yBepa (Herbert
Clark Hoover) m ero koHIenumued «TBEPAOro HHIUBUAyan3Ma» (rugged
individualism), chopmynupoBanHOii WM B KHHre “American Individualism”
(1922) u mporpammuoi peun “Principles and Ideals of the United States
Government” ot 22 ok1s16pst 1928 r. Cornacuo ['yeepy “rugged individualism”
O3HaYall, IPEeKIe BCETO, 0TKa3 OT TOCYAaPCTBEHHOTO PETYIHPOBAHUS IKOHOMH-
9YeCKOW AaKTUBHOCTH M MAaKCHMAlbHOE MOOMIPEHHE YaCTHOH WHUIMATHBEL.
VIMeHHO B HE3aBUCHMOCTH W TPEANPUUMYNBOCTHA OH BUIET OCHOBHBIC KOMIIO-
HEHTHl aMEPHKAHCKOI0 WHIWBHIyAlIN3Ma W OTINYHTENbHBIC YepTa aMepuKaH-
CKOTO XapakTepa, KOTOpPbIE BO MHOTOM OOYCIOBHJIM YCHEX MOJIOAOH HAIMU B
[IEJIOM M PKOHOMHYECKHi OyM Havanma 1920-x B wactHocth: “If we would have
the values of individualism, their stimulation to initiative, to the development of
hand and intellect, to the high development of thought and spirituality, they must
be tempered with that firm and fixed ideal of American individualism — an
equality of opportunity” [27. P. 8-9].

Kak BUmHO U3 IpHBENEHHOTO BHIIIE OTPHIBKA, HHIMBHIYAIACTHYCCKUE [IEH-
HOCTH BKJIFOYAIOT B ce0sl kKak ¢usmueckoe passutue (“the development of hand
and intellect”), Tak 1 qyxoBHOE M MHTeLIEKTyaabHOe (“the high development of
thought and spirituality”). I'yBep moquépkuBaeT, 4To PaBEHCTBO BO3MOXKHOCTEH
(“an equality of opportunity”) siBnsieTcss HEOOXOIMMBIM YCIIOBHEM IS peain3a-
UM 3TUX HEHHOCTEH W «HEM3MEHHBIM HIICaloM» aMEPHKAHCKOTO WHIMBHIya-
mu3Ma. Ha nuHrBOCTHIIMCTHYCCKOM ypoBHE ayumateparus “firm and fixed” BoI-
MOJTHAET dM(paTHUYecKkyro (YHKITHIO, aKIICHTUPYS aBTOPCKYIO MBICIH 00 yKOpe-
HEHHOCTH HMHIUBHIYyaJIMCTHYECKOTO MOHATHS “‘an equality of opportunity” B
aMEepUKAaHCKOM HaIlMOHAJBHOM XapakTepe M MeHTamuTere. Kpome Toro, BeIIe-
JICHWE TAaHHOTO CJIOBOCOYETAHUS KYPCHBOM IepelaéT 3HAUNMOCTh MICH paBEH-
CTBa BO3MO)KHOCTEH KaK HEOTHEMJIEMOM COCTaBIIAIOLIEH YacTH aMEpUKaHCKOrO
WHANBUOyalA3Ma.

Cremyer oTMETHTB, uTO ['yBep MOHMMAET HHIWBHIYaIN3M JOCTATOYHO IIHPO-
KO — KaK aMepHKaHCKH{ o0pa3 >KM3HH B LIEIOM H KaK OCHOBY JEMOKpPATHH:
“American Individualism is not a form of government; it is a way of life. It in-
volves every physical and mental activity of a people who are concerned with the
development of a liberal political philosophy. It is not a tool of government. It is a
spiritual principle upon which the government rests. “Democracy <...> arises out
of individualism and prospers through it alone” [28. P. 115].

Opmnako Benukas Jlenpeccust 1929—1933 rr. u BbI3BaHHBIE €10 YKOHOMHYE-
CKHE U COIMANIBHBIC TPYIHOCTH MPUBENH K IPOBO3TJIAMICHAI0 HOBBIM IIPE3HICH-
toM OpankiauHoM [emano Py3BensToM monutukn «HOBOro kypca» (The New
Deal), koTOpBI# MOApa3yMeBai, B YHCIE MPOYETo, HEKHI MATEPHAIM3M CO CTO-
POHBI TOCYIApCTBa M IIOMOINL COMUANGHO HE3AIIUIIEHHBIM CIIOSIM HACEIICHHSL.
[IporuBHuKN Py3Benpra OOBHHSUIM €rO B TOM, YTO STH MEpHl HIAYT Bpas3pe3 ¢
TPAIUITUOHHONW JIIsT AMEpHKH CBOOOJOW MpEeANPHHUMATEILCTBA, & €r0 CaMoro
MOJJ03PEBAJH Ja’Ke B CHMITATHSX K MIESIM COIHAN3MA.
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Awmepukanckuii corronior Mpen Tomcon (Irene Thomson) B acce “Individu-
alism and Conformity in the 1950s vs. the 1980s” oTmMeuaeT HEKYIO <«JIBOW-
CTBEHHOCTBY, IPHUCYIIYI0 aMEPUKaHCKOH KyJIbType: C OXHOW CTOPOHEI, aMepH-
KaHIICB ITIPHHATO CYNTATh WHAWBUAyanucrtamu (emé TokBmiap mmcam o0 X
CTPEMJICHHH K CaMOMW3OJLINM); C IOPYrOil e CTOPOHBI, aMEepHKaHIAM CBOIi-
CTBEHHO HCITBITHIBATH TOTPEOHOCTH B MPHHAIICKHOCTA K TOMY HIIH HHOMY CO-
obmrectBy: “American individualism has long been seen as containing contradic-
tory impulses — toward independence and isolation on the one hand, conformity
and community on the other”. ABTOp HHIIIET O TOM, YTO MEPUOJIBI, KOT/Ia B 00-
[IECTBE TOCIIOACTBOBANIN WHIUBHIYATHCTHYCCKAE IIEHHOCTH, CMEHSITUCH TIEPH-
omamMu TpeoOiamaHuss KOH(POPMUCTCKUX HACTPOCHUH, KOTOPHIE BBIPA’KAIIUCH,
Cpeau MPoYero, B MIMPOKOM PacIPOCTPAaHEHUH pa3HOOOpa3HBIX 00BeTMHEHUH 1
opranm3anuid. Tak, k mpumepy, ecinu 1920-¢ ObUTH BpeMEHEM HHIMBHIYaTH3Ma,
TO Tepost 1930-X oHa Ha3bIBaE€T HOCHTEIEM OCOOBIX KOJUIEKTHBHBIX IOOpoIe-
tenei» (“the bearer of specific group virtues”). «Koradopmucrckum» 1950-M Ha
CMeHY IPHUIIEN «OYHTApCKUW» WHIMBUIYATU3M KOHTPKYIbTYphl 1960-x, Torma
kak 1970-e cramm nepuomom yxoza B Hapumccu3M. ['oBopst o 1980-x Tomcon
O0TMEYaeT, YTO 3TOMY MepruoAy ObliIa CBOWCTBEHHA IIPOTHBOPEUMBAS CMECH MH-
TUBUAyaIn3Ma U KoH(popMmu3Ma (“an ambiguous mixture of individualism and
conformity”) [29. P. 497].

Juckyccuu 0 MecTe MHAMBHIyaJIN3Ma B aMEPUKAHCKOW >KU3HH aKTyaJIbHBI
o ceil JeHb, 0 4YEM, B YACTHOCTH, CBUAETEIHCTBYIOT 3aTrOJIOBKH COBPEMEHHON
aMEPHUKAHCKON AJIEKTPOHHON TPECCHl M Pa3IMYHBIX aKaJEMHYECKUX U COIHOIIO-
THYECKUX HucchenoBanuii: “What's on Americans' minds? Increasingly, 'me'"
(2012) [30]; “Community and American Individualism” (2010) [31]; “Ameri-
ca’s “Individualistic” society” (2015) [32]; “American Individualism: Excep-
tional?”” (2010) [33]; “The Character of American Individualism” (2011) [34].

AMepUKaHCKUI WHAWBUAYAIN3M OOCYKNAeTcS W B KOHTEKCTE HEIaBHUX
npesuneHTckux BeIOopoB B CIIIA. IIpumedarensro: “Donald Trump: Our Indi-
vidualist Nightmare Hero” (2016) [35]; “Understanding Donald Trump: a Look
at American Individualism” (2016) [36].

JlaHHBIC 3arOJIOBKHM CBHICTEIBLCTBYIOT KaK O Ba)XKHOM MECTE, 3aHHIMAaeMOM
kounentoMm AMERICAN INDIVIDUALISM B amMeprkaHCKOH HaMOHAIBHON
SI3BIKOBON KapTHHE MEpa B HENOM U ITyOIHIIMCTHYECKOM TUCKYPCE B YaCTHOCTH,
Tak ¥ O CIIOPHOM cTaTyce 3Toro sisieHus ceronns. JlPsua Jlesenmopt (David
Davenport) u T'opmon JInoiia (Gordon Lloyd), coBpeMeHHbIE aMeprKaHCKUE HC-
cnenoBaten, B 3cce “Rugged Individualism: Dead or Alive”, nmpencTaBisoiiemM
o000 OTPHIBOK M3 OJJHOMMEHHOH KHHTH, BbImemmend B 2017 T., paccykIarT 0O
COBPEMEHHBIX TEPCIEKTUBAX aMEPHKAHCKOTO WHAMBHIYAIM3Ma M IIPUBOIAT TIO-
BOJIBI KaK JUIs TIECCHMM3MA, TaK ¥ U1 ONMTHMH3Ma Ha 3TOT cU€T. B memom xe aB-
TOPBI CYUTAIOT, YTO, OYAydH XapaKTepHOU YepTOH aMEepPHUKAHIICB, MHIMBUIYaIN3M
MOXXET HMCIBITBIBATh HEKWI KPH3HC, HO €T0 IOTHOE Pa3pyIIeHHEe MaIOBEPOSTHO:
“On the other hand, people have been proclaiming the demise of rugged
individualism for more than one hundred years, yet somehow it lives on. Planted
deeply in the soil of the American founding and character, it may be diminished
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but is not likely to be destroyed. The more interesting question is whether it
might enjoy some kind of renaissance in the twenty-first century” [37].

TakuMm 00pa3oM, OCHOBHOM IHAXPOHHYECKOW OCOOCHHOCTHIO KYJIBTYPHOTO
kourentra AMERICAN INDIVIDUALSIM moxHO cuuTaTh W3MEHEHHsI, MPO-
M30MIEIINE C CEMAHTUKONW CIIOBAa-MMEHH KOHIIENTA M €r0 YMOTHBHBIM KOMIIO-
HEHTOM: 00O3Ha4asi B SI3BIKE-HCTOYHUKE TAKAE PEAIMH CBOCTO BPEMEHH, KaK
STOM3M, aHApXWs, COMUANBHOE PacCIOCHHE W HedecTHass KOHKYPEHIHUS, B aMe-
PUKAaHCKOM BapHaHTE aHTIIMACKOTO s3bIka ciioBo “individualism” obpeno B oc-
HOBHOM IIOJIO)KATENTFHBIE KOHHOTAIINH, CTaB BO MHOT'OM CHHOHHMHUYHBIM TaKUM
OCHOBOIIONIATAIONIAM aMEPHKAHCKAM IIEHHOCTSIM, KaK HE3aBHCHMOCTB, IIPEI-
NPUUMYABOCTG ¥ TIONaraHue Ha CBOM CWiBl. Kpome Toro, KoHIENT
“individualism” TeCHO CBsI3aH C caMOi JIEMOKpPATHYECKOH OCHOBOH aMephKaH-
CKOro obmiecta. B 0OJbIIMHCTBE COBPEMEHHBIX CIIOBApeil aHTIIUICKOTO SI3bIKA
OTpa)KaeTCcs BTOPOE, IOJOKHUTEIbHOE» 3HaueHue cioBa “individualism”. On-
HAKO B HEKOTOPHIX CIIydasX (PUKCHPYETCS W MEpBOE, OJIIM3KOE K M3HAYAIEHOMY
3HaueHue, Tae “individualism” BBICTyITaeT CHHOHHMOM TIOHATHS ‘‘egoism,
selfishness”.

Hecmotps Ha TO, 9TO KaKk caMo SIBIICHHE MHIUBHIYAIN3Ma, TaK H CIIOBO-HMS
KOHIICNITa UMEITN €BPOIEHCKOe MPONCXOXKICHNUE, TUCKYCCHH O CYITHOCTH aMe-
PHKAHCKOT'0 WHIWBHIyaln3Ma BO MHOTOM CIOCOOCTBOBaNM (HOPMHPOBAHHIO
aMEpPHUKAHCKOU KyIbTYphl W HAMOHAIBFHON KapTUHBI MUpa, OCO3HAHUIO aMEpH-
KaHIIaMu ce0sl KaK TPeACTaBHTENCH YHUKaJIbHOH, WCKIIOYUTEILHOW HAIlHH.
O0600m1as poik WHAWBHyadH3Ma B aMEPHKAHCKOH MCTOPHH W KyJbType, Hero-
mrya ApHenu OTMEYaeT €r0 YHHUBEPCANbHBIA M HJICATMCTHUECKUN XapakTep,
Omaromapsi KOTOpoMy MMEHHO MHAWBUAYAIN3M CTal OIHOW W3 TJIABHBIX aMEpH-
KaHCKUX HAIMOHAIBHBIX OCOOCHHOCTEH W MPaKTHUYCCKH CHHOHMMOM IOHSTHSI
«aMEPHKAHU3M»:

“Individualism supplied the nation with a rationalization of its characteristic
attitudes, behaviour patterns and aspirations. It endowed the past, the present
and the future with the perspective of unity and progress. It explained the pecu-
liar social and political organization of the nation-unity in spite of heterogeneity-
and it pointed towards an ideal of social organization in harmony with American
experience. Above all, individualism expressed the universalism and idealism
most characteristic of the national consciousness. This concept evolved in con-
tradistinction to socialism, the universal and messianic character of which it
shared... This twofold aspect — universalism and the capacity to describe values
peculiar to American society — made individualism a term synonymous with
Americanism” [17. P. 185].
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features of concept, diachrony, analysis of inner form of word, linguostylistic analysis of
journalistic text.

The paper deals with the issues of the structure, content and development of the concept
AMERICAN INDIVIDUALISM from the historical perspective. The paper consists of four
sections. The first one dwells on the topicality of the chosen topic, which is largely condi-
tioned by the intensive development of lingocultural studies and the increasing interest in
national specific cultural concepts witnessed today.

Next, the author provides the results of the analysis of the definitions of the word repre-
senting the concept (“individualism”) found in modern English monolingual dictionaries (in-
cluding the ones specializing in American English), on the basis of which some conclusions
are drawn concerning the key structural features of the concept as well as of its evaluative
component. The findings suggest that in the native English speaker’s consciousness, individu-
alism is primarily associated with independence, personal freedom, self-reliance and prioriti-
zation of one’s interests above those of a group. Some sources provide the meaning of the
word which is close to the notion “egoism, selfishness”, which goes in line with the original
meaning of the word in the source language (French).

The third section includes the etymological analysis of the name of the concept, which
shows that the word “individualism” derives from the Indo-European stem “*width-" (to sep-
arate), and was formed with the help of the negative prefix in- and the prefix de- meaning
“apart”. Thus, the idea of integrity, indivisibility laid the foundation for the content of the
concept INDIVIDUALISM.

The fourth section, which is also the largest one, is devoted to the evolution of the concept
from the point of view of its semantic and evaluative components. As has been noticed above,
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the word was borrowed from French, where it denoted such strongly negative phenomena
associated with the Great French Revolution as lack of unity among people, disorder, anarchy,
unfair competition, social stratification, generational gap. It is in this meaning that the word
was used by Henry Reeve in the first English translation of the book Democracy in America
by Alexis de Tocqueville. However, the publication of Tocqueville’s book in the USA trig-
gered numerous disputes in the journalistic discourse concerning the essence and specific
character of American individualism and its place in the American life. These disputes largely
contributed to the formation of the way the young nation perceived itself, its distinctive fea-
tures as compared to the Old World and its uniqueness.

The paper also includes various excerpts from journalistic and historical texts which re-
veal the peculiarities of the way American individualism has been perceived in different peri-
ods of time. The linguostylistic analysis of the selected passages allows to make some conclu-
sions about the linguistic means through which the given concept is explicated in American
journalistic discourse. The author concludes with the modern status of the concept AMERI-
CAN INDIVIDUALISM in modern journalism and research.
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