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KaTtaropbia camaigsHTbidikaubli acobbl
AIK a6’eKTa nitapatypasHayubix
i iHWbIX rymaHiTapHbIX Begay

FnasmaH /1.9.
YcmaHoea adyKkaubli “BiyebcKi 03apxcayHbl YHisepcimam ima MN.M. Mawspasa”, Biyebck

Y apTblkyne gacnepyeuua KaTaropbla camaigsHTbidiKaubli acobbl AK ab’ekTa MixablcynaiHapHbIX
rymaHiTapHbIX Beday, siki ¥ anolwHia a3ecauiroansi A4aBosii pa3ka Habbly y pO3HbIX rafiHax rymaHiTapHbIX
HaBYK CcTaTyc Haltbobl BbiBy4aemal 3'aBbl.

MaTa npaubl — BbiSBiLb i axapaKTapbi3aBaub cyTHacub ¢eHomMeHa camaigdHTbidikaupli acobbl Y
MiXKAbICLbINAIHAPHBIM AbICKYPCE Y AbIAXPAHIYHBIM i CIHXPAHIYHbIM acMeKTax.

Martapbian i meTtagbl. Y AKacui matapblana A0 aHanisy KaTaropbli camaigsHTbidiKaubli acobbl
BbIKapbICTOYBalOLLL@ HaBYKOBbIA Jac/edaBaHHi Mcixosaray, cauplénaray, caupblsi/ibHbIX MNcixonaray i
dinocaday, aHTpanonaray, nitapatypasHayuay, npbicBevyaHbls gaaseHamy deHomeHy. Capog meTtagay
JacnefaBaHHA  BbI3HayaloLLA  KyJAbTypHA-TicTapblyHbl, MapayHanbHa-ricTapbl4Hbl | 3/1€MEHTbI
KaHT3KCTyanbHara aHanisy.

BbIHiKi i ix abmepKaBaHHe. Maabixoabl 4a aHaNi3y camaigaHTbidiKaubli acobbl MAHAMICA Ha npausary XX
ctaroaasn: ag becceagomara ncixanariyHara npauacy (Y. Axksmc, 3. ®paiia) aa caublanbHam 3'asbl (K.
Mig, Y. Kyni). 3 nauatkam dinacodckix gacnegasanusy (M. Xaiiaarep, 0. Xabepmac, B. Xécne) 3BapTaeuua
yBara Ha KaMyHiKaTblyHYl0, KarHiTblyHYl0 NpblipoAy camaigsHTblYHacLi, cynapayniBacyb “a — iHwbl” i r.a.
CEéHHsA pacnaycioarKaHHe aTpbiMani KynbTypanaridnbia (3. FigaHc, A. LWamaHay, A. Actaxay), dinanariyHbis
(M. Pbikép, M. bBaxuiH, /1. CadpoHaBa), HoBbia ncixanaridHbia (A. Jlyk'sHay) Taopbli ig3HTbIYHACL.
AHanisytouua po3HblA Y3POYHi camaigsHTbluHAcLi acobbl. MNpausc gacnefaBaHHA A3A3€HbIX acnekTay
nawblpaeuua, natpabyoybl N3yHat HaBYKOBal L aacHaCL,i BbIBYYIHHSA.

3akausaHHe. CamaigaHTbidikaupla acobbl pasrnagaeuua nepaBaxHa AK CKAagaHbl, abymoyneHbl y
KYNbTYPHa-ricTapbl4HbIM NaHe, 6ecnepanbliHHbl NPaL3C HabblLLA TOeCcHacLi YanaBeka 3 camim caboli.
[blanekTblka ratara npauascy 3ak/atodaeuua y HemarybiMacui Takora camacynaf3eHHA, a Takcama y
cynpaLbCTasHHi acobacHara i cauplfafibHara ckiagHikay.

KnouyaBblAa  cnoBbl: camaigsHTbidikaubldl  acobbl, ig3HTbIMHACUb, TFyMaHiTapHbIA  HaBYKi,
NiTapaTypasHaycTea, MacTaLlkas YyMOYHacLb, CamacLb, acobacHbl KpbI3ic.
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The article deals with the category of self-identity as the object of interdisciplinary humanitarian
science, which in recent decades has acquired the status of the most topical phenomenon in various
humanitarian fields.

The purpose of the study is to identify and characterize the essence of the phenomenon of self-identity
in interdisciplinary discourse in diachronic and synchronous aspects.

Material and methods. As a material for the analysis of the self-identity category, scientific studies in
psychological, sociological, social psychological and philosophical, anthropological, literature fields, which
are connected with the phenomenon, are used. As research methods, the cultural-historical, the
comparative-historical and elements of contextual analysis are used.

Findings and their discussion. Approaches to the analysis of self-identity have changed during the
twentieth century: from an unconscious psychological process (W. James, Z. Freud) to a social
phenomenon (J. Mead, C. Cooley). With the beginning of philosophical researches (M. Heidegger, J.
Habermas, V. Hesle), attention was paid to the communicative, cognitive nature of selfidentity, the
contradiction of “lI — not I”, etc. Nowadays, cultural works (E. Giddens, A. Shamanov, A. Astakhov),



philological (P. Riker, M. Bakhtin, L. Safronov), new psychological (A. Lukyanov) identity theories have
become widespread. Different levels of personal identity are studied. The research process of various
aspects is expanding, which requires a certain scientific integrity of learning.

Conclusion. Self-identity is defined primarily as a complex, culturally and historically determined,
continuous process of findin the person’s identity with himself. The dialectic of this process lies in the
impossibility of such self-coincidence, as well as in the opposition of personal and social components.
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