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NMpo6nema npasauBocTu obpasa «pyroro» B MMarosiorum

AHHOTauumA. B cTaTbe paccmaTpuMBalOTCA KOHUENTYaNbHble NPeAnocbi/IKM U OCHOBaHMA UMaro-
nornyeckoro nogxoaa K npobneme npasamsocti obpasa «[pyroro». [JokasaHo, 4To «6e3pas-
IM4ne» MMarosIoroB K 3Tol Nnpobaeme, BbIHECEHME €€ 3@ CKOOKM MMAronorMyecknx nccnenoBa-
HWI1 06yCcNOBNEHO HEKOTOPLIMM 6A30BbIMM NAEAMW NOCTCTPYKTYPAZIM3MA: NPEXAE BCErO naeen
HepedepeHLManbHOCTU InTepaTypbl. Ha nprmepe KOMMNapaTUBUCTCKOTO aHaIM3a BO33PEHUN
OBYX U3BECTHbIX Y4eHbIX-CTPYKTypaanctos KO.M. JlotmaHa u P. bapTa BbiABAEHbI NPUHLUNUASb-
Hble Pa3InymnA B X NOAXOAE K U3YYEHMIO NINTEPATYPbI, OTpaXKatowue ToT BOAOPa3LEeN, KOTOPbIN
NPOXOAUT MeXAY TPAaAULMOHHOM KOMMNAPaTUBUCTUKOM U MMaronormei. B cratbe nokasaHo,
YTO OTHOLUEHME K Npobaeme NpaBaMBOCTM 06pa3a «pyroro» B 3Ha4YMTEIbHOM CTENEHW 3aBU-
Ceno OT MMPOBO33PEHYECKMUX YCTAHOBOK YUEHbIX, UX 3CTETUYECKUX B3rNAA0B, OT TOFO, Kak OHU
oTBeYann Ha 6osnee obLLMe BONPOCHI: YTO TaKOe INTepaTypa, KAaKoBbl ee GYHKUUM U OTHOLLEHUA
C peasibHOCTbIO, CYLLECTBYET I UCTUHA? BbiABneHbl dpnnocodckmne npesnocbliKM MUPOBO33PEH-
YEeCKUX U METOLO/IOTMYECKUX PA3INYUIA MEXKAY COBETCKUM U GPaHLLY3CKMM YYEHbIMU: OpUEHTa-
uma JIoTmaHa Ha TPASMLUNIO rereseBCKOro TeNeon0rM3ma u AManekTukn, a bapra — Ha Tpagmumio
nocTknaccuyeckon punocopum ®. Huywe, M. Xaigerrepa, 3. l'yccepnna, aHanutTuyeckon puaoco-
¢dun. B cTaTbe gaHo 06bsiICHEHME pPa3NINUYHbIM KOHLUEeNuMAmM peanmsma y K0.M. JloTmaHa u P. bapra:
NoKasaHa UCTOPUYHOCTb JIOTMAHOBCKOM TPAKTOBKM pPeasin3ama M NaTeHTHAA «MAe0N0MMYHOCTbY
nosunumm bapta. OnncaHbl NOCAeACTBMA NOCTCTPYKTYPASNCTCKOrO «NMOBOPOTa» B UCTOPUYECKO
nepcrnekTUBe, ero naeonormdeckasn nogonsieka. CaenaH BbiBOA O CBA3U MMAroaornm Kak cdepbl
r'YMAHUTAPHOIO 3HAHMA C MOCTCTPYKTYPASIMCTCKMM ANCKYPCOM, UAEN U NPABMIA KOTOPOro OHa
9KCTpanosmpyeT Ha usyyeHue «pyroro».
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Issue of the truthfulness of the image of “Anohter” in imagology
Abstract. The article examines the conceptual prerequisites and grounds of the imagological
approach to the problem of the truthfulness of the image of the “Another”. It has been
proved that the “indifference” of imagologists to this issue, putting it beyond the framework

of the imagological research, is due to some basic ideas of post-structuralism: first of all

to the idea of non-referential literature. The example of the comparative analysis of the views
of two well-known structural scholars Yu.M. Lotman and R. Barthes revealed fundamental
differences in their approach to the study of literature, reflecting the watershed between
the traditional comparative studies and the imagology. The article shows that the attitude



to the issue of truthfulness of the image of the “Another” largely depended on the ideological
attitudes of scholars, their aesthetic views, on the way they answered more general
guestions: what is literature, what are its functions and relationship with reality, is there truth?
The philosophical preconditions of ideological and methodological differences between Soviet
and French scientists were revealed: Lotman’s orientation to the tradition of Hegelian teleology
and dialectic, and Barthes —on the tradition of post-classical philosophy of F. Nietzsche,

M. Heidegger, E. Husserl, analytical philosophy. The article explains the various concepts

of realism in Yu.M. Lotman’s and R. Barthes’: it shows the historicity of Lotman’s interpretation
of realism and the latent “ideology” of Barthes’s position. The consequences of the post-
structuralist “turn” in the historical perspective, its ideological background are described.
The article is concluded with the connection of imagology as a sphere of humanitarian
knowledge with post-structuralism discourse, the ideas and rules of which it extrapolates

to the study of the “Another”.
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