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AHHoOTanMA: B crarbe paccMaTpuBarOTCs KadeCTBEHHbIC N3MEHEHUS B UCCIICJOBAHUIX aBTO-
Onorpadmuii B ICTOPHUYECKUX Tpynax. ABTOp (hOKyCHpYyeTcsl Ha 3HAYMMOCTH T€HIEPHBIX HCCIIEA0BAHUH
B 00JIaCTH CJIOKHBIX B3aMMOCBSI3EMN MCXKIY pa3IMYHbIMU NTOAXOJaMH, B TOM YHCJIC Ha q)I/IJ'lOCO(l)CKOM,
HICUXOJIONO-JIMHIBUCTUYECKOM ITyTH aHAIN3a )KU3HEHHBIX HCTOPUI BOOOILE U XKEHCKUX aBToOHOrpaduii
B YaCTHOCTH (B TOM UHCIIE C IPUMEHEHUEM TEOPHHU JKEHCKOTO IIMCbMa, CO3JaHHON (paHIly3ckuMu de-
MHHHUCTCKUMU (ritocohaMu), aHaIU3UPYET CTapylo M HOBEHILYIO IUTEPaTypy B 0OIACTH aBTOOMOTpa-
(ryeckux uccienoBaHui. [eHIepHbIN TOAXO0 K aHATIM3Y STOIOKYMEHTOB ITO3BOJISIET CIETaTh BHIBOM O
TOM, YTO MY)XYHHBI MEHBIIIE COOOIIAIOT O CBOCH CEMEIHOW M YacTHOM JKU3HHU M CKIIOHHBI TIPHIaBaTh
9TOM KU3HU MHOM CMBICI U MECTO B CHCTEME IIEHHOCTHBIX Hepapxuil. BTopoii BBIBOJ Npy comocTas-
JICHUU MY>KCKUX U JKEHCKUX aBTOOMOrpaduil — MHIMBUIYaTHM3UPOBAHHOCTh U HE3aBUCHUMOCTb Perpe-
3EHTAllUU CBOETO €20 B paccKaszax O MU3HU. AHAJIMTHKU IOJYEPKUBAIOT, YTO IpH cOOpe MaTepuaa o
MYKCKHUX JKH3HAX UMEET 3Ha4€HHE U T10JI cCaMoro codmparens pacckas3os. [Ipu pacckase MHTEpBbIOe-
PY-KEHIIMHE PacCKa3uMK M3JIaraeT Te JKe CaMble )KU3HEHHBIE COOBITHS MO-IPYTroMy, HEKEIH HMHTEp-
BBIOEPY-MYKUMHE. Y MY)KUMHbI-AaHAJIUTHKA PU YTEHUH STOTEKCTOB HEMEJICHHO BO3HUKAET MY KCKasi
OG]J.IHOCTL ", OTHOBPEMECHHO, TUITMYHBIC JJIs OTHOIIECHUI MYXXYUH UCPpAPXHUH.

KiroueBsble cj10Ba: aBroOuorpadus, >KEHIUHbL, TeHep, F'eHIepHas UCTOPUS, METOIOIOTUs
UCTOpUU, OHorpapuuecKue UCCIEA0BAHYSL, IICUXOIOIUs TaMSITH, UCTOpUOrpadus

BaarogapHocTH: VccnenoBanune BEITOIHEHO NP TMoiepkke Poccuiickoro HayaHoro (oH-
na. I'pant PODOU 19-01-00191.

Jnsa nutupoBaHus: [Tymkapésa H.JI. DBpucTryeckas eHHOCTh aBTOOMOTpaduit sl reH-
JIepOJIOoTra: COMOCTAaBIISAS TEOPETUYECKUEe UTOTH POCCHMCKUX M 3apyOeKHBIX aBTOOHMOTpadUuCCKUX
uccnenosanuii / BectHuk Poccuiickoro ynusepcutera Ipyx0s! HaponoB. Cepus: Ucropus Poccun.
2019. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 214-245. https://doi.org/10.22363/2312-8674-2019-18-2-214-245

Abstract: Heuristic value of autobiographies for specialists in gender and female studies
(based on the comparison of theoretical results of Russian and international autobiographical studies).
The article discusses the qualitative changes in the study of autobiographies in historical works.
The author focuses on the importance of gender studies in the field of complex relations between
various approaches, including the philosophical, psychological, and linguistic way of analyzing life
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histories, in general, and women’s autobiographies, in particular (which comprises using the theory
of female writing created by French feminist philosophers), as well as old and recent literature in the
field of autobiographical research. The gender approach to the analysis of documents makes it possi-
ble to conclude that men report less about their family and private life and tend to give this life a dif-
ferent meaning and place in the system of value hierarchies. The second conclusion when comparing
male and female autobiographies is the individualized and independent representation of the ego in
life stories. Analysts point out that when collecting material about men’s lives, it is the gender of the
story collector that is important. When talking to a female interviewer, the narrator presents the same
life events in a different way than to male interviewer. When reading an egotext, a male analyst imme-
diately forms a male community and, at the same time, hierarchies typical of relations between men.

Keywords: autobiography, women, gender, gender history, history methodology, biographi-
cal research, memory psychology, historiography
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BBeaenue

OTtHomeHne K aBroOuorpadusM, MeMyapaM M WHBIM €go-IOKyMEHTaM MOXKET
OBITH IBOSKMM: KaK K HOCUTEJISIM MH(OPMALIMK O IPOLUIOM U KaK CAMOCTOATEIILHOMY
SIBJICHUIO TYXOBHOW KyJbTYpbl. VICTOpUKH, TpaAUIIMOHHO O0pallaBIINecs K MeMyapam
KaK K JOKyMEHTaJIbHOMY MCTOYHHKY, OTMEUAJIHM B KU3HEHHBIX HCTOPHAX MPEXKIE BCe-
ro UX yTWIMTapHOE IS UX MCCIleNoBaHUM 3HaueHue. s ucropuka arodble Memya-
pbl uK aBToOnorpadusi — oObIYHBINA HApPPATUBHBIN MCTOYHHK, HE BCEINIa TOUHO (HK-
CUPYIOIINN cOOBITHE. B 3T0I «HETOUHOCTH» MOXXHO OOHAPY)KUTh NCTOKH TUITHYECKOM
Ul MiccileoBaTeIel IPOoLIOro NPeHEeOPEKUTENbHOCTH K STOIOKYMEHTaM, SIBICHHOE
B cienyromeM BbickasbiBanuu JI. pon Panke: HazHaueHue aBroouorpaduu — «B TOM,
YTOOBI Pa3bsSICHATH JIMUHBIC CBS3U; UCTOPUK JOJKEH OBITH OCTOPOKEH, YTOOBI HE JaTh
BOCIIOMUHAHMSIM YBIIEUb CO00I0, OH 00s13aH adCTparupoBaThes OT TMEPUIETHH JTUIHON
JKHM3HHU, O KOTOPBIX B HUX cooO0IIaeTcs»'. Xymn0KeCTBEeHHbIH YPOBEHb MEMYyapoB, TICH-
XOJIOTH3M aBTOOMOrpaduil U JIMYHBIX 3aMUCOK TeM OoJjiee HE MHTEPECOBaJ UCCIIENO-
BaTeJIeH-UCTOPUKOB, CUMTABIINX, YTO 3TH ACIEKThI — I10JIe PadOThI IUTEPATYPOBEIOB.
OTAMYHO MOMHS HCTOYHUKOBETYECKHUE YCTAaHOBKH IOJYBEKOBOM JaBHOCTH, HCTOPUKU
BUJIETH B aBTOOMOTrpadusiX JMIIb BCIIOMOTATEIbHbIH SMIMPHUUECKUI MaTepuall, COLu-
anbHask PyHKIHSI KOTOPOTO BechbMa CyObeKTUBHUHPOBHA’. CyObeKTUBHOCTD (B TEPMHHAX
BBIJIAIOIIETOCS] UCTOYHUKOBEa AMOoXK cTarHanuu A.l.TapTakoBCKOro — «JIMYHOCTHOE
Hayalo KaK CTYKTypOoOOpas3yIOMIMiA TPUHIUID), PETPOCIIEKTUBHOCTh (MJIA «IBOWHOE
3pEHME») U IAaMITh KaK II0Ka3aTesb H30UpaTeIbHOCTH (PUKCAlMy MaTepraa — BOT, CUH-
TaNOCh, I[TIABHBIC YEPTHI ATOOKYMEHTOB’.

' L. von Ranke, Denkwurdigkeiten der Staatskazlers Fursten von Hardenberg (1793—1813) (Ber-
lin: Dunker & Humblot, 1877. Bd. 1), X.

2 Tapmaxoeckuii A.I'. 1812 rox u pycckas Memyapuctuka. M.: Hayxa, 1980. C. 28.

3 Tapanun JI.A. MeMyapHblif saHp COBETCKOH nuTepatyphl. Munck: Hayka u Texmuka, 1986. C. 10;
Tapmarosckuii A.I'. 1812 ron... C. 27; E2o sce. Memyapuctika kak (eHOMEH KyibTypbl // Bompocs
murepatypsl. 1999. Ne 2—3 (deppans—mapr). C. 38.
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JecsatuinetusiMu paboTe ¢ TaKUM BHIOM HCTOPHYECKHX MCTOYHHUKOB, KakK ego-
JIOKYMEHTBI, UICTOPHKU YUHJIA MOJIOJOC TTOKOJICHUE AHATMTHKOB MPOBOAUTH Pa3INYHbIC
aHanutuueckue oneparmu. K Hum oTHocunuch: (1) mpoBepka 0TOOPKEHHOCTH UCHOpU-
yecKol 00CMAHOBKU — TOTO BPEMEHH, Korja ObLT co3/aH TekcT, (2) Bepudukanus docmo-
6epHOCMU COO0IAeMON B ICTOYHUKE HH(BopMatuy, (3) ammpubymuposarue, (4) uccieno-
BaHUE BO3MOKHOCTH JUISl aBTOPA TIPEONIOICTh 11pecpadbl yeH3ypbl (TEKCThI HE JUIS TIeUaTH,
JUTSL CITY’KEOHOTO TI0JIb30BAHUS, YUET CYIIIECTBOBAHUS «BHYTPEHHETO PEIAKTOPay MPH MO~
TOTOBKE TEKCTa B OOHAPOIOBAHHIO M TIPOY.), (5) BELIBICHUE NPUBTEHEHHbIX UCIOYHUKO8
(MarepHaioB MPECChl, COBPEMEHHBIX OMUCHIBAEMBIM COOBITHSIM, COOCTBEHHBIX JTHCBHHKOB,
KOT/Ia MUCATKCH BOCTIOMMHAHHUS — TaK HAa3bIBAEMBIX «OIOp maMsaTu»?), (6) kpocc-mekcny-
anvHwle (Kpocc-MeMyapHbIe) COTIOCTABIICHUS U, HAaKOHel, (7) aHalIu3 cmenexu beriempu-
3ayuu, KOTopasi — Kak TOTJ[a HACTauBaJIM 00yYaroIIMe — BCEI/Ia BBIIIE «y 0oJiee myOTMuHBIX
TIEPCOHY, CTPEMSIIIXCS 00001aTh, THITM3UPOBAThH BUACHHBIC UMM SIBIICHHUS.

CoBeTCKOE MCTOUHHKOBEJICHUE MTPU BCEX €r0 HEOCTIOPUMBIX 3aCiTyrax OTIINYaioch
CTpeMJICHHEM HABEIIUBATh SIPJIBIKK HA aBTOpa TEKCTa. YUeOHUKH HANCITUBATIH MOJIOJIBIX
CTICIHATMCTOB HA OOPETCHUE YMEHHUSI «1aBaTh XAPAKMEPUCTUK) TULHOCIU MEMYAPUCA
(Kpyro30p, 4yBCTBO TaKTa, CMIOCOOHOCTH MPABUIBHO TMOHUMATH 3HAYCHHE COOBITHIA)Y,
«MEHSTH BO33PEHUS B TEUCHHE JKM3HM), 00yUYald HAaBBIKY JHArHOCTHPOBATh, «C KAKHUX
UOEUHO-NOTUMUYECKUX NOZUYULL GLICIIYNAL MEMYapucmy I CO3aTellb UHOTO aBTOJIO-
KYMEHTAJILHOTO TEKCTa, «B YbIO TIONB3Y» IUCAICS TEKCT®, 4TO JBUTAJIO €0 CO3IATeNieM —
«1r000Bb WIJTM HEHABUCTHY» K m300paxkaeMoMy’. Ha ocHoBe Gosee, yeM CyObEKTHBHBIX
OLICHOK U B3MJISIIOB CAMOMU MCCIICIOBATEIILHUIIBI (MITH UCCIIEA0BATENS), UM TPE/Iaraioch
MPOBECTH PAHKUPOBAHUE CO3ATEIICH aBTOOKYMEHTAIBHBIX TEKCTOB — OT «BBIIAFOIIHX-
CSl ICTOPHUYCCKHUX JIMYHOCTEH, CYMEBIIINX OTPA3HUTh MBICITH U TIEPEKUBAHUS MHOTHX JTFO-
JIeiD» 10 JFONEH PSIOBBIX, a TIOTOMY... HE CIMIIKOM MHTEPECHBIX®. JIFOOOMBITHO, YTO B
paboTax Oojee MaleKUX OT WIACOIOTHH HCCIeIoBaTeNeld MeMyapoB (HalpuMep, JIUTEpa-
TYPOBEJIOB) Tak)Ke OBLIO 3aMETHO CTPEMJICHUE BBECTH MOHATHE «0O0JIEe» WU «MEHEEe»
[CHHBIX TEKCTOB BOCIIOMHHAHUH, BHICTPOUTEH UEPAPXHUIO OT «MEMYapHON KITACCUKN» JI0
BOCIIOMHHAHUHN OOBIYHBIX JIFONICH — MPUYEM CAENaTh 3TO HA OCHOBE BBISIBICHUS «MEPBI
O0OBEKTUBHOCTHY U «CTETIEHN OOIECTBEHHON OTBETCTBEHHOCTIY .

SIBHAsT «ITOJO3PUTEILHOCTEY HCCIIEAOBATENIeH K TAKMM MCTOYHHKAM JINIHOTO
MPOMCXOMKICHHS, KaK BOCIIOMHHAHWSI, 3aITUCKH, MEMYaphl BBIPAKAIACh B TOM, YTO TIpa-
BOBBIM, HOPMATUBHBIM, CTATUCTUYCCKUM JOKYMEHTAM, CO3/IaHHBIM XPOHOIOTHUYECKU
OJTHOBPEMEHHO C OMKCHIBAEMBIMU B MEMyapax COOBITHUSIMH, BCErJa OTAaBaNach Mpe/-
MOYTEHHE Kak K 60j1ee 00BEKTHBHBIM U HYXHBIM JIJISl y4eHOTO. IMEHHO TIOATOMY MEMY-

* ®puones @.d. Jluteparypusle cuty>1hi // Hosoe criosj. 1914. Ne 1. C. 68.

5 Tonybyoe B.C. Memyapbl Kak HCTOYHUKOB 110 MCTOPUH COBETCKOro 001ecTBa. M.: M3narenscTeo
MockoBckoro yausepcureta, 1970. C. 111.

¢ Bywaney E.I'. Memyapusie uctounnky. Kasans: Kasanckuit men. uactutyt, 1975. C. 23

" Maxawun C.A. Ipenucnosue // M.E. CantbikoB-11leqpuH B BOCIOMHHAHHAX COBPEMEHHHMKOB.
M.: Toc. U3n-Bo XynoxecTBeHHOM uteparypsl, 1957. C. 6.

8 T'onybyos B.C. MeMyaphbl Kak MCTOYHMK MO HCTOPHH COBETCKOro obmecTsa. M.: M3marenncTo
MockoBckoro yauepcureta, 1970. C. 44.

% Snuckas U.C., Kapoun D.B. Tlpenens noctopepHoctH. M.: CoeTckumii nucarens, 1981. C. 377.
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APHBIC U aBTo6Horpa(1)quc1<He HUCTOYHUKH JCCATUIICTUAMHA OIICHHUBAJIUCH B HaIeun Hay-
K€ JIMIIb KaK BCIIOMOI'aTCJIbHBIC 1 ,IIOHOJIHI/ITCJIBHLICIO. «HCHOCpeZ[CTBCHHBIe CBUACTCIIN
BO3HHUKHOBEHHA JOKYMCHTA JIY4II€ MOI'YT UCTOJIKOBATH €TI0 6y1(By, HECXKCIIN JIXOIH, I10/1-
XOAAIIHC JaKE€ K CBOMM NTOKYMCHTAaM, HO HCPE3 P/ JICT, C HACTPOCHUAMU U IIPECACTAB-
JICHUSAMH, KaKUX HE OBLIIO Y HUX B TY MUHYTY, KOTZ1a JOKYMCHT BO3HMK»'' — UMEHHO ¢
TaKHUMHU Hpeﬂy6e)KILCHI/ISIMI/I OTHOCHJIaCh K aBTO6I/IOFpa(1)I/I‘ICCKI/IM UCTOYHHUKaM COBECT-
CKasa UCTOpHUYCCKasd HayKa, udydas 3ro-A0KyMCHTAJIbHBIC TCKCTHI.

3anuch )KU3HEHHOM HCTOPUH - yKe COLMA/IbHBIN MOCTYNOK

B nocnennroro 4eTBepTh BEKa OTHOIIEHHUE K OMTUCAHUAM CBOUX «KH3HEHHBIX HCTO-
pui» u3Menmnock. CoBpeMeHHBIE aBTOPHI MOHUMAIOT, YTO TEKCThl MEMYapOB HJIH BOC-
MIOMUHAHUI — 3TO HE TOJBKO «CJIOBECHAs KOHCTPYKILMS, HO M COLMAJIBHBIN IMOCTYTIOK,
BKJTIOUAIOIINH TEKCT B JAHHOCTD YeJIOBEYECKUX OTHOIIIEHHIA: 00eIas CBUIETeTbCTBOBATh
0 TOM, 4TO CIIYYHJIOCH, UIIYIIHH BMEIIMBACTCS B OTHOIICHHUS MEKILY JIFOIBMID 2.

Teneppb yXe MOHATHO, YTO CIIOPHOE M HEJOCTOBEPHOE B MeMyapax OObSCHSIETCS
HE TOJIbKO HECOBEPLICHHOH paboTON MaMATH WM YMBILIIEHHBIMUA YMOJTYAHUSIMH 1 HCKa-
JkeHnsAMU. Hekuii a71eMeHT HeJJOCTOBEPHOCTH alPUOPH 3aJI0KEH B CAMOM CYILECTBE MPO-
M3BE/IEHU MeMyapHO# JuTeparypbl. COBMACTh y YHCTHIX MEMYapHUCTOB MOXKET TOJBKO
npocTeiias nHpopMarya (MMEHa, 1aThl U T.I1.); 32 3TUM TPEJIEIOM HadYMHAETCS BBIOOD,
OLICHKA, TOYKA 3pEHUs'?; y KayKII0ro aBTOpa MMEETCsl BHYTPEHHSISI YCTAHOBKA Ha MOJUTHH-
HOCTb, KaK Obl IOTOBOP C YUTATEIEM, KOTOPOMY IIPEAIaraeTcsl HeBbIMBILUICHHAS I1PO3a.
CospemenHas guHckas uccnenonarensuuna M.J1. CaBkrHa BEpHO MOAYEPKUBALT, YTO ITH
YCTaHOBKM Ha MOJUIMHHOCTh UCTOPUYECKH M3MEHUYUBBI U 3aBHCAT OT MJEOJIOTHUECKHUX,
HCTOPUYECKUX, KYIBTYpPHBIX, 3THOTpaUuECKHIX, HAIIMOHAIBHBIX, TCHICPHBIX 1 MHOXE-
CTBA IPYT'UX KOHBEHIINH, «aKTyaJIbHBIX JUISl aBTOpA CO3HATEIILHO MITH OECCO3HATETBHON .

HHTepec reHaeposioroB ¥ HCTOPUKOB KEHIIUH K )KU3HEHHBIM HCTOPHSM U PAa3HOIO
poza K JOKyMEHTaJIbHOM Mpo3€e MPsIMO KacaeTcs COPOB O TOM, IIPHHAUICKAT JIM aHAJIU-
3UpYyEMBIE MU TEKCTHI Xy[J0)KECTBEHHON JINTEPAType UM CTOSAT Ha FPaHU MEXIY JOKY-
MEHTaMH 1 IUTepaTypoil. Criopsl 3TH pa3BepHYIUCH B POCCUIICKOM JIMTEPaTypOBEACHUH B
TOJIbl CTarHaIMH1, KOTZIa HY)KHO OBbIJIO OCMBICIIUTB OIPOMHBIN ITOTOK MEMYapHBIX TEKCTOB,
OyKBaJIbHO 3aBAJIMBIIINX IOJIC HAYYHBIX UcclenoBanmii" . Kax bt oOpaTHBIIHiiCS K HUM

1 Yepromopceruii M.H. Memyapbl Kak ucTopudeckuii ucrounuk. M.: MTUAH MBO CCCP, 1959.
C. 5-6; E20 arce. Pabota ¢ memyapamu tipu u3yuennu ucropuu KIICC. M.: Beicmast mkomna, 1961. C. 11-14.

" [Toxpoeckuti M.H. Memyapsb! yuacTHHKOB pesostotun / TIponerapekas pesomorms. 1921. Ne 1. C. 8.

12 fTeacén @. Cto net 60pu0bI ¢ aBrobuorpadueii / Muoctpannas aureparypa. 2000. Ne 4. C. 111.

13 Kecmen C.A. TloBecTBOBATEBHBII CTHIIL aBTOOMOTpaQUUECKUX TTPou3BeicHui Pene. ABToped.
Jwcc. kaug. gunonor. Hayk. Tamkent: M3n-Bo Tamkentckoro yrusepeurera, 1970. C. 10—11; Exvunosa M.
ABTOOHOTpaUIHUAT pa3Ka3 Kato camornpencTassHe // beirapckuii gomkmop. 1994. Ne 6.

4 Casxuna M.JI. ABTOOKyMEHTAILHBIE PYCCKUE TEKCTHI TEpBON monoBuHbl XIX B. PhD. diss.
Tampere, 2000. C. 40.

15 CM. muckyccnu B kypHanax: IIpaBa u 06f3aHHOCTH JOKyMeHTanucTa / Bompocsl uTepaTyphl.
1971. Ne 6; O0s13aHHOCTH CBHCTEIISI, IpaBa XynokHUKa // Borpockr muteparypsl. 1974. Ne 4; Jlureparypa,
JOKyMeHT, (akT // IHoctpanHas outeparypa. 1966. Ne 8; J. Andrew, Women in Russian Literature, 1780—
1863 (Basingstoke and London: Macmillan, 1988); B. Aroutunova, Lives in Letters: Princess Zinaida Volkon-
skaya and her Correspondence (Columbus; Ohio: Slavica Publishers, Inc., 1994); M. “Balina Introduction:
Russian Autobiographies of the Twentieth Century: Fictions of the Self,” 4/B (Auto/Biography Studies) 11,
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HE MOT" HE BCIIOMHHUTb, YTO CO BPEMEH KJIACCHYECKOTO €BPOIICHCKOIO JIUTEPATyPOBEIACHUS
XIX B. ©AET TpaguIHsI CANTATh aBTOOHOTpaduio «modepbio pomanay (1. [aray), BkiTo-
YaTh €€ B COCTaB HE JOKYMEHTAJIbHBIX HCTOYHHUKOB, HO XYI0XKECTBEHHOM JTHTEPaTyphI'C.
OpHaKoO ¢ JIMTEepaTypoOBEMYECKOW TOYKH 3pEHHS MeMyapHO-aBTOOHOTrpaduieckas mpo-
3a — «HETPOSIBJICHHBIN )aHP» (A. AXMaTOBa), «YCKOJIB3AIOIINN, HE HMEIOIIUN TBEPIBIX
rpaHui 1 npaBu»!’. VICTOPUKOB, TaKKMM 00pa3oM, BITOJHE YCTPOHIO MHEHHE O TOM, YTO
MeMyapbl U aBTOOMOrpaduy 3aHUMAIOT NPOMENCYMOYHOEe MECTO MEXKIY JOKYMEHTaMHU
U JINTEPATYPHBIMU ITPOU3BEICHUSAMHU 'S, TPUUEM JIUTEPaTyPHBIN (IIUCATEILCKHI) YPOBEHb
CJIOTa, MaCTePCTBO U3JIOKEHHSI MEMYaPHOTO TEKCTA OKa3bIBAET CYIIECTBEHHOE BIMSIHUE U
Ha €r0 M3BECTHOCTbh, M HA HCIOIB3YeMOCTh KaK HCTOYHHUKA.

Memyapsbl — MUITYT JUTEPATypOBEAbl — 3T0 (habyibHas Mpo3a, oOiagaromas He-
KOTOPO#M CXeMaTHYHOCTHIO, 33]]JaBAEMOI MOBTOPSEMOCTBIO ATAIOB KU3HEHHOTO IyTH
mroboro uuansuaa. Tlomyyaercs, 9To Mo KaHpPy OHA OOJIee BCETO TATOTEET K poMaHy>’,
HCTOPUYECKOH MPO3e WM JOKYMEHTAILHO-HCTOPHISCKUM ouepkam®!. J[iist reHmaeposto-
ra, CTPEMSIIETOCs BBISIBUTH BCEI/Ia KAKHe-TO TOHKHE HIOAHCHI MEKT€H/IEPHBIX OTHOIIIE-
HU, OY€Hb B)KHBIM CTaHOBHTCS TO, YTO MEMYyapHO-aBTOOHOTpaduieckas mposa — KaKk
JKaHPOBO-BUIOBOE 00pa30BaHKUE — MOMYCPKHYTO aneuiupyem K HOOAUHHOCHU U300pa-
arcenno20*?. B oTinune oT 00BIYHOTO MUCATENSI, MEMYAPHUCT (YTO OMSATh-TAKHM BAKHO JIJISI
MOHUMAaHUS OTHOIICHUN MYKYUH U JKCHIIVH B pa3HbIC SHOXI/I) UACT HE OT JII0XU K JINY-
HOCTH, a OT JJHIHOCTU (OT ceOs) K TOTBITKE OXapaKTepPH30BaTh BPEMs, B KOTOPOM OHA
(on) sxuma*. CoBpeMeHHbIi poccuiickuii pumocod B. ITomopora roBopur o Mmemyapax,
YTO OHHM — «YHUCTHIN KUHeMarorpad, mpap/a, BechMa Crenu(uieckoro CBOMCTBa, Kak Obl
MHE3UYIECKUE aTTPAKIIMOHBI CO CIA0OBIM MPHUCYTCTBHEM MOHTaxka»>*. U puocodsr, u jiu-
TEpaTypOBEIbl YCMATPUBAIOT B TEKCTaX MEMYapOB TUIaKTUYHOCTh U TA(QOCHOCTh: aBTOP
«IHUIIET ceOsh», 9TOOLI 000OIINTE CBOI COOCTBEHHBIN KM3HEHHEIN OIBIT K COOTHECTH €TO
C OTIBITOM JPYTHX, OHAKO HE MPOCTO TaK, a YTOOBI YNTATENb CAETall CBOM BBIBOJIBI, aB-
TOP KEJIaeT CaMOYTBEPIUTRLCS U TIOOYINUTD K ONpPEIeICHHbIM IeHCTBHAM . PeabHo mo-

no. 2 (1996): 3—7; J.G. Harris, “Diversity of Discourse: Autobiographical Statements,” in Autobiographical
Statements in Twentieth-Century Russian Literature, 14—24. Princeton (NJ): Princeton University Press, 1990;
Vpban A. XynoxecrBennast aproouorpadus u fokyment // 3se3na, 1977, Ne 2. C. 193.

19 H. Glagau, Die moderne Selbstbiographie als historische Quelle (Marburg: Elwert, 1903), 5.

17 Tuckyccuro 06 3Tom cM.: Henpossaennsiit sxanp // Bonpocs! nutepatypst. 1979. Ne 2. C. 31-53.

18 Iuns6ype A.A. O ncuxonoruyeckoit mpose. J1.: XynoxecTsennas aureparypa, 1971. C. 5-6.

19 Ackun B. Kareropus Gy/IyIuero 1 MpUHIIMIIB €€ BOTLIOMIEHHUS B HCKYCCTBE // PUTM, IPOCTpaHCTBO
u Bpems B uckycctBe. M.: Hayka, 1974. C. 73.

20 Mepexcunckasn A.FO. MemyapHo-aBTo6HOrpaduyueckas mposa 70-x It (mpobaeMaTHka U MO3TH-
ka). ABroped ... kauz. ¢uonor. Hayk. Kues, 1981. C. 22.

2 Jlesuyxuii JI. Memyapsi // Kpatkas nuteparypHas sHIEKI0neaus. M.: CoBeTcKas SHIMKIONE/HS,
1967. T. 4. C. 759.

2 I'onybesa E.M. JIMHrBOCTHINCTHYECKHE CPECTBA BHIPAXKEHHUS 0OBEKTHBHOIO H CyOBhEKTHBHOTO
(axropoB B jxaHpe aBroduorpaduu. Asroped. aucc. kaua. ¢uonor. Hayk. M., 1987. C. 8.

B Jlegxoecras H.A. Kareropus BpeMeHM Kak OJIHO U3 CPEJICTB CBSI3H TEKCTA MEMYapPHOTO KaHpa //
CO. Hayu. Tp. Moc. nenar. ua-T uM. M. Topesa. Bemm. 178. M., 1981. C. 19-25.

24 [Tooopoza B.I1. Asroduorpadus. M.: Jloroc, 2001. C. 144,

% Kysneyos M. MemyapHas npo3a // YKaHpOBO-CTUIHMCTHYECKUE HCKAHHS COBPEMEHHOM COBETCKOI
npo3sl. M.: Hayka, 1971. C. 120—148.
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MOTaIOT JIM MEMyaphl B PEIICHUH COOCTBEHHBIX JKHTEHCKUX 3aj1ad, — mpoblieMa He U3
npocThiX: «Korga MeMyapucTy He ylaeTcs €€ peliuTh, BOCIIOMUHAHUS TIPOXOISAT KOChIM
JIOXKIIEM M YXOIST B IECOK»*°. I TyT HCTOPHUKY MKEHIIIMH U T€HIEPOJIOTY OYCHb BaKHO TO,
YTO MEMyapHasi [P03a OTIMYACTCS KaK jKaHpP «0C000# OTKPOBEHHON HHTOHAIHEH»? . AB-
TOpPCKasi CyObEKTHBHOCTh CTAHOBHUTCSI CBOCOOPa3HOI (hOPMOit MOCTHKEHHUS 00bEKTUBHON
,HCI\/'ICTBI/ITCHI)HOCTI/I. BI)ISIBHHSI, A€ UMCHHO aBTOP MbITACTCA CKPBITH JIMYHOCTHOC HA4YaJI10
IMMOBECTBOBAHUS, AHAJIUTUK MOXCT ONPECACIINTE 3TU 00JIEBBIE TOYKH U noa4dac 3aMCTUTh,
YTO OHU HE TOJIBKO HE MEHEe, HO Jlayke MHOTIa 0osiee CyObEeKTHBHO OKpaIlleHHbIE™,
HcTtopuk He MOXKET He OIEHUTh BO3MOXKHOCTh COMOCTABISTh, AHAIU3UPYS YCT-
HBIC ¥ TUChMEHHBIC aBTOOHOTpaduu, pa3Hbiec BPEMEHHBIC MIACTBI. ITO MPUAACT €ro
aHaM3y OOJBUIYIO TIIYOUHY U OOBEKTUBHOCTH. YCTaHOBKA Ha MOJIMHHOCTb, aCCOLIUA-
TUBHOCTB, XPOHOJIOTHYHOCTh, ()ParMEHTaPHOCTbh, (pakTOrpadMiuHOCTh, PETPOCTICKTHUB-
HOCTb, CyOBEKTHBHOCTh, CMBICIIOBYIO 3aBEPIICHHOCTh (BOIUIONICHUE OIMpPEACICHHON
KOHIICTIIMH JCHCTBUTEIBHOCTH ), OIIYIIIEHHE HEMTOBTOPUMOCTH TPOIKHUTOTO, €r0 HEO-
ObraHOCTH*® — BCE 3TO OOIIKE YePThl MEMYapHO-aBTOOHOTrpa(uIECKOM TUTEPATyPhI KaK
1enoro. McTopuk HEMPEMEHHO YKa3bIBACT TAK)KE B KAYECTBE CIe OJHON UepThl «He-
TOYHOCTh COOOIIAEMBIX CBEICHHI», TaK KaK COCTABUTENsS TEKCTa «MOIJIA TOJBOIUTH
HaMHTB»“. VkazaHHast «KHETOYHOCTBY» MOXKET 6I)ITI) BbI3BaHa U UHbIMHW IPUYWHAMH — JKE-
JIAaHUEM (IIPUYKPACUTH» HeﬁCTBHTeHBHOCTB, MPUCOYMHUTH HE CYIICCTBOBABIICC PEAJlb-
HO*%: «JIBIMY JIETEH] M CITyXOB» (KaK CUNTAIOCH) — HE MECTO B HAYYHOM COYMHEHHH>,

«CBOSI KOMHATa»: MECTO »K€HCKHUX aBToﬁnorpa(bnqecxnx TEKCTOB
B COBOKYITHOCTH M€MYaApPHBbIX 3anMcen M MX OTJIMYUA OT MYMXKCKHX

He ocranaBnmBasich Ha MCHUXOJOTMYECKUX THUIAX aBTOOMOrpaduii, 0OTMEdy, 4TO
aHaJM3 )KU3HEHHBIX MCTOPUI MO3BOJISIET BHIIEISATh B HUX TPH OCHOBHBIX BHJa UH(DOP-
MaITiH, METOMOJIOTHIECKH BKHBIX IS HcTopuka: (1) comepskarenbHO-(DaKTyaTbHYIO;
(2) coneprkarenbHO-KOHIIENTYaIbHYI0 | (3) uHbOpMaImonHy0*. [TepBeiii U3 mepednc-
JICHHBIX TUIIOB IpeobnagaeT B MeMyapax BOSHHBIX; JUISI HUX XapaKTepHa TaKke Mpo-
CTpaHHO-BpEMEHHasi KOHKPETHOCTh, TOYHOE Ha3bIBaHHE MECT, IMEH U T.II.; B MEMyapax
YUYEHBIX — TMEPBbI ¥ BTOPOM THUIIBI HAXOAATCS B PABHOBECUM; B MEMyapax MOJIUTUKOB —

2 fuckas U.C., Kapoun 3.B. Tlpenenst noctoseproctu. C. 379.

2T Mepexcunckas A.FO. MemyapHo-aBTo6uorpaduyeckas mposa... C. 9.

8 Suckas U.C., Kapoun 3.B. Tlpenenst noctoseproctu. C. 336—387.

2 I'unzbype A.A. O ncuxonorudeckoit mpose. C. 56; A.S. 'unsOypr naske 6bl1a CKIOHHA pa3aesIaTh
MeMyaphl Ha «0oJiee CyObEeKTHBHBIE» U «MEHEE», CUUTAsl, YTO OONBIINI OTXOA OT CYOBEKTUBHOCTH — O11ar0o
U HOJIOKHUTENbHAS YepTa BOCHOMUHAHUH.

30 Punzéype JIA. O ncuxonormdeckoit npose. C. 10; Jletidepman H.JI. JlpuskeHue BpeMeHH U
3aKkoHBI J)kaHpa. CBepanoBck: CpenHe-Ypanbckoe KH. u3a-Bo, 1982. C. 15; fHuckaa U., Kapoun B. Ilpenenst
noctoBepHoctu. C. 375; Mepeocunckas A.1O. MemyapHo-aBroduorpaduueckas nposa... C. 19; lapanun
JI.A. MemyapHblii sxaHp coBeTckoit tuteparypsl. C. 8; Jlesyuxuii JI. Memyapsl. C. 759.

3! Bywikaney E.I'. Memyapusie uctounuku. C. 7.

32 Cm. mozmpobuee: Auckasa U.C., Kapoun 3.B. lpenenst noctoseproctu. C. 391.

33 Maxawun C.A. Tlpenucnosue. C. 7; Bepecaes B.B. Ilyuikun B sxkusuu M.: CoBeTcKuii mucaress,
1936. C. 6—7.

3% [anvnepun HU.P. TekcT kak 0OBEKT TMHIBUCTHYECKOTO Mccilenopanus. M.: CoBeTckuii micarens, 1971.
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npeoOaaeT BTOPOH THII, emie Ooliee SIBHBIH B MeMyapax JiesiTeleld HCKyccTBa, KOTo-
pble HCCIICIOBATENIN CKIIOHHBI UMEHOBATh MEMyapaMK «JIBOMHOW WIIM MaKCUMaJbHOM
cyObekTHBHOCTH» . IIpH 3TOM B MHOTOBEKOBOW HMCTOPHH aBTOOMOTpadHii KCHCKHUX
HUMEH CYIIIECTBCHHO MEHBIIIE, YeM MY)KCKHUX. ..

JKeHIIuHBI MUCcaIi CBOM KU3HEHHBIC UCTOPUU PEIKE MYKUUH; 00 0COOCHHOCTSX
JKEHCKON aBTOOHOTpaHUecKoil MPO3bl MHE YK€ JOBOIAMIOCH MHCATh CHEHUANTBHO,
TaK 4TO 37IeCh JIUIIb MOBTOPIO CaMOeE TIIaBHOE...

CnocoOHOCTh HamKMCcaTh COOCTBEHHYIO NCTOPHIO KU3HU (WIIH YacTh €€ — B 3aIlH-
CKaX, BOCIOMHHAHUSIX O KAKOM-TO >KU3HCHHOM COOBITHH) €CTh IICUXOJIOTUICCKH CIIOXK-
HBIH aKT COCTOSIBILIETOCS KaK JINYHOCTh MHANBHAA. JKeHIMHAM Bceraa OblIo CIOKHEe
CTaTh JINYHOCTBIO, COCTOSATHCS KaK IMYHOCTD. «UeNoBeKy pa3aBIieHHOMY, CIIOMJICHHO-
My, IOTepsBIIEMy ceOs, He Hamucath MemyapoB»’’. C 3TO# TeOPETHUIECKOM MOCHUTKON
CXOXKa JIpyrasi: «aBroOuorpadusi HeBO3MOXKHA B TAKOM KYJILTYpHOM JaHmadre, rae HeT
caMoOOCO3HaHMs U camopediekcnn»*®, OmHaKo Takoi KylnbTypHBIi maramadT (cultural
landscape) TpynHO make BOoOpa3uTh, KOTJa pedb HIET O KEHIUHAX, He CITydaifHO Tpa-
BO Ha CaMOOCO3HaHHE TPeOyeT 0cOO0T0 COCTOSTHHSI, 00Pa3HO TOBOPSI, «CBOCH KOMHATHI»
(Bupmxunus Bynbd). Kpome Toro, WHAMBH/I JKEHCKOTO 110JIa MOXKET OBITh OaHAJILHO HE
NpUYyYeH K BepOanu3aun peQaeKcruii CBOEro )KU3HEHHOTO OIbITa T 0Ka3aThCs CIIHII-
KOM 3aBHCHMOH OT 3alpEeTUTEIBHBIX COIMANIBHBIX YCIOBUH (Korma camopedekcus u
(buKcarys MPOCTO HaKa3yeMBbl ).

IenyiepHast uctopus ObICTPO Hamwia o0Iee Mojie ¢ APYTUM HOBBIM HAIPABICHUEM
B HCCIICJIOBAHUSIX MPOIION0 YCTHOW UCTOPHEH: B CITydae YCTHOTO HU3JIOKCHHS )KU3HEH-
HOU UCTOPHU MEMYapHCTKE HET HEOOXOIUMOCTH «JIOMaTh Ce0sD», 1a0bl IPEOIOIIETh CMY-
HICHHE: B3SIB C MHTEPBBIOEPA CIIOBO 00 aHOHUMHOCTH PaccKasa, OHa M3Jlaraet To, 4To He
npeTHa3HaYaeTcst ISl OMyOIMKOBaHMS, a JOJDKHO MPOCTO «IIOCITYKUTh Haykey. BoT 1o-
YeMy UCCIICIOBAHHS IICUXOJIOT UK MAMSATH POIMIIUCH B KOHTEKCTE MICUXOJIOT UK SMOINIA*’ 1
NICUXOJIOT UK Pa3BUTHSI* (OHA pacCMaTpUBAET CIOXKETHI B CBA3H C 0COOCHHOCTSIMH JICTCKOM

35 I'onybesa E.M. Jlnarsoctunuctudeckue cpeactsa... C. 16; [lywkapésa H.JI. Y MCTOKOB KeHCKOI
aBrobuorpaduu B Poccun // @unonornueckue Hayku. Ne 3. 2000. C. 62-70.

3¢ Iywikapéea H.JI. «[Tummute ce6s!» (TennepHble 0co6eHHOCTH MuchMa U utenus) // CoTBopeHue
ucropun. Yenosek. [lamsars. Tekct. Kazans: Mactep Jlaitn, 2001. 241-274; [hwxapésa H.JI. Y uctoxoB
skeHckoi aBrobuorpadun B Poccun // JKenckuit auckypce B nmuteparypHom mpouecce Poccun XX B.
Wznanue na CD-ROM. M., 2002. URL: http://elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=22617042.

37 I'ypesuu A.A. ColanbHas ICUXONOTUs U HCTOpHUs. MicTouHnKoBemueckuit aciekT / McTounuko-
BezeHue. TeopeTnueckue u Metogonoruueckue nmpodiaemer. Co6. Crareit. M.: Hayka, 1969. C. 392;
Anckas U.C., Kapoun O.B. Ilpenenst noctoBepHocTH. C. 384.

38 G. Gusdorf, “Conditions and Limits of Autobiography (1956),” in Autobiography: Essays Theo-
retical and Critical (Princeton (New Jersey): Princeton University Press, 1980), 30.

39 J.D. Bransford Learning, understanding, and remembering (Belmont (CA): Wadsworth, 1979);
G. Goodman, J. Hirshman, D. Hepps, and L. Rudy, “Children’s memory for stressful events,” Merrill-Pal-
mer Quarterly 37,n0. 1 (1991): 109-158; G. Bower, “Emotion and memory,” in Handbook of emotion ana
nd memory (Hillsdale ( NJ): Erlbaum, 1992), 3—31; S.A. Christianson, “Emotional stress and eyewitness
memory: A critical review,” Psychological Bulletin 112, no. 2 (1992): 284-309.

40N.L. Stein, and M.D., Liwag Parents’ and children’s memory for real-life emotional events (Uni-
versity of Chicago, 1994); K.Nelson, “Remembering and telling: A developmental story,” Journal of Nar-
rative and Life History 1, no. 2—3 (1991) 109—-128.
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namsTi)*!, HHOTIa — KOTHUTUBHOM Tickxosiorun*?. Ho, yBbI, KpaiiHe pe/ko MCuXoioraMu
He (PeMHUHHUCTCKOTO TOJIKA CTABUTCS BOIIPOC O F'€HJICPHBIX PA3IMYMSIX TAKOW mamMsTi®.

KoHCTpyKTHBHCTCKIE TOIXOAB! K M3YYEHHIO MCTOPHYECKOW MaMSTH, 3aJI0KCH-
Hele B 30—60-¢ rr. XX Beka @. baptierom u I. Munom, 3acTaBisiioT COBpEMEHHBIX €€
UHTEPIIPETaTOPOB CTABUTh TAKUE BOIPOCHI, KAK «YaCTHOCTU CUTYallMU 3allOMUHAHHUS)
(OCBEILIEHHOCTB, PACCTOSIHUE U IUPOTA 0030pa), 00CTOSTENBCTBA, IPH KOTOPHIX MOBCE-
HEBHBIC JITH30/IbI MIEPEXOMAT U3 KPATKOCPOYHOI MaMSTH B JIOJITOCPOYHYIO; TyTH WHTE-
Tpaliy 3alIOMHEHHOTO B 3HAHNE ¥ IIMMUHALIMN IIPOTHBOPEUHI MEKTy 3HAHHEM H TIOJTYy-
4eHHOU MH(pOpMAIHei; MpoOiaeMy HOBTOPSIONMIETOCs OIBITAa B CXOAHBIX MOBCEIHEBHBIX
CHUTyaIsIX (TaK Ha3bIBaeMas «pe-3MU30IYecKast TaMsTh»): 3TO 0COOCHHO BayKHO, KOT/IA
AQHATM3UPYIOTCS MY)KCKHE M JKCHCKHUE TEKCThI 00 OTHOM U TOM MCTOPHYECCKOM COOBITHH
win siBnenun*. TIpu 3TOM NCHUXOJIOTH MPEUIararoT MPUHITH BO BHUMAHUE TOT (aKT, 4TO
€CTh T'€H/ICPHBIC PA3JINYUUSI MEXKIY CIIOCOOHOCTBIO OYPHO MEPEeKHUBATH KAKOS-TO COOBITHE
¥ HaBBIKAMH €0 OIMCaHUs (PKEHIIHAM 3TO YacTO AACTCs JIerde), M1y UMIIPecCcheit n
OKCIIPECCHEil, yMEHHEM BIICUATISATHCS U 3aMMCHIBATh TO, YTO MPOU3BEIIO BreUaTieHne".

[TpoGnemMoii mamMsTH TIOBCEAHEBHOTO SBISIETCS, PEKIE BCETO, TO, YTO OOBIYHBIC
JFOIM HE CTaBSIT repe co00il 3a1a4u 3aOMHUTh YTO-TO, YTO SIBJISCTCS Ul HUX OObI-
JICHHBIM, HE YIUBJSIFOLIMM, PYTHHHBIM. M371aras oOblIeHHOE, HHAUBHIBI 000ET0 MoJja
MOT'YT HaXOJMTh YTO-TO, YTO — [0 UX COOCTBEHHOMY MHEHHUIO, OCHOBAHHOMY Ha WH[IH-
BU/IyaJIbHBIX WU COLMAIIBHBIX IIPUYNHAX, — CTOMT HIPOIYCTUTh, HE YIIOMHHATh*. JKeH-
IIUHBI O0JIee CKOBAHHBI IMTOJJOOHOTO poJia MPEATNCAHUIMH, @ MYKYHHBI CKIIOHHBI K TaK
Ha3bIBAEMOMY «HAMEPEHHOMY CIIOBECHOMY HCKa)XCHHIO 3allOMHEHHOTo» (intentional
verbal misrepresentation of remembered events*’).

Korzma moBcesHEBHBII OMBIT HE SIBISETCS TPABMAaTUYECKUM, OH PEIKO MOJBEp-
raeTcsi KpUTHIECKOMY OCMBICIICHUIO U CEJICKIIMU B BOCTIOMHHAHUAX. ONUH U3 aMepu-
KaHCKUX IICHXOJIOTOB KJIACCH(HUIIMPOBAII CTAHAAPTHI IIPOBEPKH NPABANBOCTH HA TICH-
XOJIOTUYECKHUE ¥ AmucTeMosiorndeckre. K mepBbIM OH OTHEC TOJI, BO3pACT, XapakTep,
a TaroKe X IPyIIHI (TI0T — BO3PACT, BO3PACT — XapakTep U T.I1.); OH TIojarajl, 4To BO BCEX
UCCIICIOBAaHUSAX CO CMEUIAHHBIMU T'eHACPHBIMH TPYIIIAMH, )KCHCKasi aMsITh OKa3bIBa-

#I'N.L. Stein, “Children’s memory for emotional events. Implications for testimony,” The recovered
memory/false memory debate (San Diego (CA): Academic Press, 1997).

42 ] M. Mandler, “The development of event memory,” in Human memory and cognitive capabili-
ties (Amsterdam: Elsevier, 1986), 459—467.

43 M. Ross, and D. Holmberg, “Recounting the past: Gender differences in the recall of events in the
history of a close relationship,” Self-inference processes. The Ontario Symposium. Vol. 6 (Hillsdale ( NJ):
Lawrence Erlbaum Associaties Publishers, 1990), 135—-152.

4 M. Linton, “Transformations of memory in everyday life,” Memory observed (San Francisco:
Freeman, 1982), 77-91.

4 «Kakasi TponacThb JeKHT MEXK/Ty EKCTMPOBCKUMH CTPACTMHU U — [0 MPOHUH CY/IbOBI — yMEHHEM
TOBOPHUTH 00 3TOM, MOAO0OHO MPOaBIly OSH3MHA HAa aBTOCTOsIHKE WK TuHeHmkepy!». Lut. mo: A. Huxley,
The genius and the goddess (New York: Harper and Brothers, 1955), 47.

4 N.L. Stein, P. Ornstein, B. Tversky, and C. Brainerd, eds. Memory for everyday and emotional
events. Papers presented at a conference, University of Chicago, May 1993 (Mahwah (New Jersey): Erl-
baum, 1997), 57.

47P. Eckman, Telling lies (New York: Norton, 1985).
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nachk U Golee MONHOM, B 00jIee TOYHOM, Oosee HackImeHHoM aeTansmu®®, Jlanee kak
(hakTOpBI, BIAUSIOMNE HA TAMSTH O TIOBCETHEBHOM, M Ha3BaH KOHTEKCT, KeJlaHNe MU
He)KeJIaHWe 3allOMUHATh, CTETIEHb PaclpOCTPAaHEHHOCTH/OOBIICHHOCTH 3alIOMHHAEMO-
T0, JINYHBIH OIBIT M JINYHAS TIAMSATH CITyIIaTeIs/9uTares®.

Psin mcnxos10roB, H3yyaromyx reHaepHble 0COOCHHOCTH MaMsITH, TOCTaBUIT BOIIPOC
0 MyTSX PEKOHCTPYKIIMH MPOLISAIIHNX cOObITHII'. BernomMuHaromme 1160 MpUBS3bIBAIOT UX
K COOBITHSAM OOIIECTBEHHON 3HAYMMOCTH (CMEPTh IIPE3HJICHTA, TPABUTEIIS, HauaJlo WITH KO-
HETl BOWHBI U T.I1.), JINOO K KAJICHIAPHBIM JTaTaM (TO, MECSIIT, YHCIIO), CBSI3aHHBIX C YaCTHOM
JKH3HBIO MHAUBUIA®! . J[JIst sKeHIIUH OoJiee 3HAYMMBIMU JUTS 3aITOMUHAHHS SIBJISTFOTCS JTAKE
HE XPOHOJIOTHYECKUE CIIPHUBSA3KI», HO SMOITMOHAJIBHBIE TTEPEKUBAHUSI, KOTOPBIC SBISFOTCS
YacThIO IIOBCEHEBHOIO OMBbITA. McceoBaren HepeIko YIIOMUHAIOT O HUX, OJJHAKO — T0-
BOPSI O TOM, UTO CYILLECTBYIOT HEKHE KYyJIBTYpPHbIE U COLIMANIbHBIE «IIPABUIIAY, PETYIUPYIO-
1IMe TIOHMMaHUE U TOJKOBaHUE MOBCETHEBHBIX. Peub 0 «OMOIIOrHYECKOM HACTICICTBEY,
KOTOpPOE — C TOYKHU 3PEHHS TPAAUIIMOHHOM (HE TeHACPHO ) ICUXOJIIOTHH U OMIpeeseT
«AHTEPIIPETAINIO, OIIEHKY, TIPOSIBIICHHS SMOIMI U X KOHCTPYHPOBAHUE B COIIMATLHOM HH-
TepakIym». VICTOUHUKN 3MOITMOHATIBHON PEaKIiH, PEIENTOPEI, CTPYKTYpa, BEIPAKEHUE U
CIICIYIOILMH 32 HeH OIIBIT — TAKOBA «CXEMay JIF000H 3MOIMOHATIBHOM PeaKkuuy Ha COObITHE
(mpowucinectre)™. OJHAKO «CXEMay 3Ta UMEET OOJBIIHE STHOKY/IBTYPHBIE, HCTOPHIECKUE,
XPOHOJIOTUYECKHE Bapualu™> . IMEHHO KyJIBTYpPO#l 1 STIOX0# OMPEeIEIFOTCS IMOIMOHAb-
HBIE PEAKINH; TIO3TOMY OFH M TOT K€ AMOIMOHAJIBHBINA MOOYIUTENh MOXKET BBI3BATh K
JKH3HU M PEaKIIWIO THEBA, W PEaKIUI0 CTpaxa WM W TOPAOCTH, U pa3odapoBaHus. Heco-
MHEHHBI TeHJICPHBIC Pa3JINIus B THUIIAX AIMOIMOHAIILHBIX PEaKIMi Ha OTHO M TO K€ COOBI-
THE™, PACXOXK/ICHUS HAYMHAKOTCS TaM, I7Ie TICUXOJIOTH HILYT UM 00bsiCHeHHsl. CTOPOHHUKH

4 M. Ross, and D. Holmberg, “Recounting the past: Gender differences in the recall of events in the
history of a close relationship,” in Self-inference processes: The Ontario Symposium. Vol. 6. Hillsdale (NJ:
Lawrence Erlbaum Associaties Publishers, 1990), 135—-152.

4 M. Ross, “Validating memoires,” in Memory for everyday and emotional events, 51—69.

5 BriepBble HEOOXOMUMOCTh U3yYeHHs 3TOTO BOIpPOCa TMOCTaBjleHa Kak 3amada B 1970-e rr. CM.:
A.D. Baddeley, V. Lewis, and I. Nimmo-Smith, “When did you last... ?” Practical aspects of memory
(New York, US: Cambridge University Press, 1978), 77-83; O coBpeMeHHBIX ycIiexax JTOro MOIX0/a:
Iywrapéea H.JI. «Ilumute cebs!» 3amaun MCCIeIOBaHHs PaHHUX JKEHCKUX aBroOmorpaduii / Gen-
der-Forschung in der Slawistik. Wiener slawistischer Almanach. Sonderband 55. Wien, 2002. P. 333—-349.

ST J.A. Robinson, “Temporal reference systems and autobiographical memory,” in Autobiograph-
ical memory (Cambridge (UK): Cambridge University Press, 1986), 159—188; L.W. Barsalou, “The con-
tent and organization of autobiographical memories,” Remembering reconsidered (New York; Cambridge
US: Cambridge University Press, 1988), 193—243; ITywrapéea H.JI. TlamsTh O MOBCEJHEBHOM JKCHIIUH
U3 Cpelibl HayYHBIX paOOTHHUKOB // AKTyaJbHbIE TPOOIEMBI M3 HCTOPUYECKOTO MOIIIOr0 ¥ COBPEMEHHOCTH
B OOIIECTBEHHO-IYMaHUTAPHBIX U COLMO-PEIUTHEBEAYECKUX Haykax bemapycu, OMMKHEro M JajbHero
3apyOesxpsi. BureOck: BI'Y umenn I1. M. Mameposa, 2007. Y. 2. C. 303.

52P. Eckman, and W.V. Friesen, “Constants across cultures in the face and emotion,” Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, no. 17 (1971). 124—129.

53 C. Lutz, “Parental goals, ethnopsychology, and the emotional meaning,” Ethos, no. 11 (1983):
246-262; C. Lutz, and G.M. White, “The anthropology of emotions,” Annual Review of Anthropology,
no. 15 (1986): 405-436.

54 J.G. Alien, and D.M. Haccoun, “Sex differences in emotionality: A multidimensional approach,”
Human Relations, no. 29 (1976), 711-722; J. Kuebli, and R. Fivush, “Gender differences in parent-child
conversations about past emotions,” Sex Roles, no. 27 (1992): 683—698.
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TEeH/IEPHON KOHIIEMIIMH TTOJIaratoT, YTO MPUYMHA — TPEKE BCETO, B Pa3HbIX MyTAX COLMa-
JM3alUK AETeH Pa3HOro I0Jia, BOCIUTHIBAIOIIUX B JICTSIX Pa3HbIE TUIIBI AMOLMOHAIBHBIX
peaxiuii, a BoBce He B 0A30BBIX (PU3HOIOTMUECKUX PA3TUUMSIX MEXKIY MYKUMHAMHU U >KCH-
IIMHAMH (KaK IOJIaratoT «0OBIYHBIC» UCCIIEI0BATENH) ™.

OOmMM B OLIEHKAaX MCHXOJIOTOB YKa3aHHBIX HANpaBJICHUHN SIBISACTCS yOexIeH-
HOCTB B TOM, YTO 00JIee TECHYI0 KOMMYHUKATUBHYIO CBSI3aHHOCTD, OOJBIIYIO AMIIATHIO
MIPOSIBIIAIOT MaTe€py B OTHOLICHUSX C AOUEPsIMH (B 0COOEHHOCTH MPH NMepeKNBaHUH He-
TaTUBHBIX SMOIMH U COOBITHH, UX BBI3BABINNX ). JKSHIIUHBI BOOOIIE Yale TOBOPSIT
(¥ Uy T) 00 YMOITMOHATBFHOMN KU3HH, YeM MYKIUHBI — YTO Takke (110 MHEHHIO TICHXO-
JIOTOB-T€HJICPOJIOTOB) €CTh CJICAICTBUE BBIPAOOTKH B KEHIIMHAX ITOH ICHXOJIOTMYECKOH
NOTPEOHOCTH COLIMYMOM; T10 3TOH K€ MPUYMHE KEHIUHBI 00Jiee HOPMATHBHBI B CBOMX
peakiusx>’ — KOrJa OH HUX «OKHIAeTCs» COOO0JIe3HOBAaHHE — COUYBCTBYIOT, KOT/Ia Clie-
3Bl — IUTAYYT U T.I1.

MyK9HHBI B CBOMX aBTOOHOTpa(HIX JaIle BCETO TOBOPST O padoTe, KEHCKOE TIPH-
CYTCTBHE B MX PaccKa3ax O IPOILIJIOM — HE TO, YTOObI MMHUMAJIBHO, HO BKJIIOYACTCS JIMIIb
HOCTOJBKY-TTOCKOJIBKY>®, TaK YTO EHCKHE (PUTYpPBI B UX aBTOOHOTpadusix — KaK BBISICHII
TePMAHCKUI HCCIeIoBaTellb, MHTEPBbIOMPOBABIINI MykunH-1IBeHnapies 1920-1930-x rn
POXKAEHHS, — TMO0 BTOPOCTETIEHHBI, THOO «HEONPEIICHHBD) B MX POJISIX Ha «OKHTEHCKOH
criere»*’. Pacckasbl 0 ceMEHOM KHU3HH B MY)KCKUX «OKU3HECHHBIX HCTOPUSX» A. JleMaHH
Ha3BaJl «YCPHOU JIBIPOIl B MYKCKHX aBTOOMOrpadusix»®’: My »K4HHBI pacCKa3bIBaIOT
IpexJe Bcero o pabore, Ha BTOPOM MECTE IO MOBTOPSIEMOCTH — PaccKasbl O CIIyk0e B
apMuH (MHOTJa Ha BTOPOM MECTE — TeMaTU3alusl OJIMTHYECKUX OPUEHTALMH U TIpe.-
MOYTEHHI) U, HAKOHell, (peub UAET O BOCIIOMUHAHMAX MY)KUMH, BBIPOCIINX B ObIBLICH
['JIP u sxuBymux B HacToOsIIIee BpeMsl Ha Tepputopun ObiBiIel Bocrounoit ['epmannn)
o criopre®l.

33 P. Davis, “Gender differences in autobiographical memory. Paper presented at the NATO Ad-
vanced Research Conference: Theoretical perspectives on autobiographical memory (July 1991). LaGrange
(UK), 1991; Fivush R. Gender and emotion in mother-child conversations about the past,” in Journal of
Narrative and Life History, no. 1 (1991): 325-334.

56 C. Zahn-Waxler, P. Cole, and K. Barrett, “Guilt and empathy: Sex differences and implications
for the development of depression,” in The development of emotion regulation and disregulation. Cam-
bridge studies in social and emotional development (New York-Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1991), 141-164.

57].G. Alien, and J.H. Hamsher, “The development and validation of a test of emotional styles,”
Journal of Counseling and Cli nical Psychology, no. 42 (1974): 663—668.

58 B. Dausien, “Die biographische Konstruktion von Geschlecht,” Einheit und Vielfalt. Das verste-
hen der Kulturen (Amsterdam-Atlanta, 1998), 256-275; N. Hawkins, “Die Relewanz der Familie in der
biographischen Selbstdeutung von Ménnern,” in Biographie und sociale Wirklichkeit (Stuttgart: [S.n.],
1984), 217-238.

39 K. Triieb, “Von der merkwiirdigen Absenz der Frauen in minlichen Lebensgeschichten.” Viel-
stimmiges Geddchtnis. Beitrdge zur Oral History (Ziirich: Chronos, 1994), 79—94.

% A. Lehmann, Erzihlstruktur und Lebenslauf. Autobiografische Untersuchungen (Frankfurt am
Main: Campus Verlag, 1983), 239.

8! [1lony C. 3a6enexKuTeTHOTO OTCHCTBUE Ha KEHH B OHMOTrpa(UYHUTE Pa3Ka3y HA M3TOYHOTEPMAHCKH
mbxe // Bearapcka erHomorusi. 2004. Bp. 2. C. 5-23; Cwm. taxke: S. Scholz, “Ménlichkeiten erforschen,”
Potsdamer Studien zur Frauen- und Geschlechterforschung, no. 1-2 (2000): 6-21.
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I'eHaepHBI MOX0M K aHAM3y COOpaHHBIX TEKCTOB OOHAPYKMI cedsl B MCXO[-
HBIX TTOCHITKAX UCCIE0BaTeNIeH-HHTEPIIPETATOPOB: U «OHorpadus», 1 «Imom» — yTBep-
JKIAI0T OHU — €CTh COLIMAJIbHbIE KOHCTPYKTBI, IPUYEM HEOTAEIUMBbIE APYT OT Apyra
[aT0, pasymeercs, Mmoka3bpIBaeT, YTO OOIIMM METOOJIOTHUECKAM ITOIXOJIOM K HCCIIENIO0-
BaHUIO Y HUX OCTACTCS CTPYKTYPHBIH (DYHKIIMOHAIN3M M COLUAIbHBIA KOHCTPYKTH-
BI/I3M]. CJIGI[CTBI/ICM BBICKA3aHHOTO ABJIACTCA TOT TUII BOCIIUTAHUSA YMECHUS T'OBOPUTH O
cebe, KOTOPBIN MPUBOAUT K MOIyYEHHBIM pe3ynbTaraM (MY>KUYHWHBI HE TOBOPSAT O CBOEH
OMOIMOHAIEHOM, CEMEHHOM, YaCTHOM KHU3HM)*?; TaXKe OYEBUIHBIM COOBITHSIM DMOIHO-
HAJBHOHN M YaCTHOW JKM3HMW MMHU B UTOTE MPHUIAETCS WHOW CMBICI (IIPH MOCIETyoei
peduiekcuu U Tiepecka3e-BOCTIOMUHAHHMSX ), OYEBUIHO U HATMYUE «IHHUN HATSKEHHSD)
MEXIY MY>KCKOU TereMOHUEH B CYIIECTBYIOIIEM COLIMATLHOM MOPSIKE U BIUSIONICH HA
HETo pa3pyLINTeNIbHO TEHACHIINEH MPaBOBOTO PaBEHCTBA (K paBHOMN OIUIATE 33 PAaBHBII
TPy HE3aBUCHUMO OT mosia)®.

BTopoii oueBHUAHBIN BEIBOA IPH COMTOCTABICHUN MY)KCKUX H JKCHCKUX aBTOOHMO-
rpaduil — THANBUIYaTN3UPOBAHHOCTH M HE3aBUCMOCTH CBOETO 4 B paccKka3ax O JKHU3HU:
JUTSL KaXKI0TO MY>KYHHBI €T0 MYKECTBEHHOCTh B COOCTBEHHBIX HMCTOPHSIX-BOCIIOMHHA-
HUSX €CTh «COCTSI3aTeNIbHAsI CTPYKTYpay, a MOTOMY IPEIOIaraeT, 4YTO pacCKa3zuuK ro-
BOPHUT O cede 1 TOJIbKO 0 cehe’.

TpeTwii BBIBOJ: COMOCTABUMOCTh MYKCKHX TPEACTABICHUA 00 MaealbHOW My-
JKECTBEHHOCTH JIJIS1 KQKJIOM M3 BO3PACTHBIX KOTOPT: MPH TEX I MHBIX CBOCOOPa3MsIX,
MPAKTHYECKN BCE MYXYHHBI, BCEX BO3PACTOB BKIFOYAIOT B 00pa3 «HACTOAIIETO MYK-
YUHBD) TaKUE XapaKTEPUCTHKH, KaK MPO(eCcCHOHAIN3M, PEaTMCTHYHOCTh B OIICHKE
OKPYXAIOIIET0, JUYHYI0 OTBETCTBEHHOCTh — U, KAK CTOBOPUBILIUCH, HUKTO HE MBITACTCS
OLICHUBATh CTCICHb MYKECTBCHHOCTU YC€PE3 OTHOILICHUC K KCHIIUHAM. ABTOGI/IOFpa-
(1)I/II/I MYXXYHUH ITPOCTO GCILHBI Ha TaKUC CHOXKCThI: MYKYUHBI JaK€ Ha IIPAMO ITOCTABJICH-
HbIe BOIPOCH! («Kak BBl MO3HAKOMIIIACH CO CBOCH CITyTHHIICH >KH3HHU?») TBITAIOTCS
OTBETUTH YKJIOHYHMBO, OTTOBOPKAMHU, KPAaTKO, a B CIIy4yae HACTOWYMBOCTH UHTEPBBIOEPA —
M0J[9aC BCTIOMUHAIOT M3 CBOCH CEeMEHHOW KU3HU HE TO, YTO OBLIO PaIOCTHBIM U 00be-
JIUHUIIO B TPOIIIOM M HACTOSIIEM, HO «IIPOOJIEMHBIC 30HBD) KH3HU CEMbH, HAIIPUMED,
HEJIOBOJILCTBO CIIMIIKOM OOJNBIION MpOo(hecCHOHATbHONH aHTaKMPOBAHHOCTHIO JKEHBI.
[IpaBaa, He cTouT 3a0BIBaTh, YTO 3HAYCHHUE MPH cOOpEe MaTepraia O MYKCKHX JKU3HSX
MMEET U TI0JI CaMOTO MCCIIEA0BaTeNsl, COOMparessi pacCKa3oB: MPH paccKa3e HHTEPBBIO-
epy-’KeHIIMHE PACCKa34HK M3JIaraeT Te )K€ camMble )KU3HEHHBIE COOBITHS 110 HHOMY, YeM
WHTEPBBIOEPY-MYXKUMHE (C TIOCTIETHUM HEMEIJICHHO BO3HUKAET MYXKCKasi OOIIHOCTh —
U OTHOBPEMEHHO THITUYHBIC JIJIsI OTHOIICHUN MY>KUMH Hepapxun)®.

62 B. Dausien, “Die biographische Konstruktion von Geschlecht,” Einheit und Vielfalt. Das verste-
hen der Kulturen (Amsterdam: Atlanta, 1998), 565.

8 H. Keupp, et al. Identititskonstruktionen. Das Patchwork der Identititen in der Spitmoderne
(Herbolzheim: Rowohlt, 2000).

% M. Meuser, Geschlecht und Mcnlichkeit. Soziologische Theorie und kulturelle Deutungsmuster
(Opladen: Leske + Budrich, 1998), 16.

5S. Scholz, Minlichkeit erzihlen. Lebensgeschichtliche Identititskonstruktionen ostdeutscher
Mcdinner (Miinster: Westfaelisches Dampfboot, 2004).

224 GENDER RESEARCHES IN THE STUDY OF THE PAST



ymxapésa H.JI. Becmuux PY/[H. Cepua: HCTOPUA POCCHH. 2019. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 214-245

BbiBOABI

CHOXXHOCTH M PacXOXKACHUS B MHTEPIPETALUH ITOJyYSHHBIX PE3yJbTaToB O pas-
JUYUSIX B MY)KCKOH M KEHCKOH OIIEHKaX COOBITHH OOBIYHO OOBSCHSIOT YIPOIIECHHBIM
IOAXOOO0M K CUCTEMAaTHU3alluu SMOIITMOHAJIBHBIX peaKHHﬁ, «3aIlIMCaHHBIX» B IaMATHU UH-
JTUBUAOB. B OOBIYHBIX MCCIIEOBATENFCKAX CXeMaxX UX MPOCTO JIESIT Ha HEraTUBHBIC U
MO3UTHBHBIE, B TO BPEMS KaK B JICHCTBUTENILHOCTH SMOIIMOHAIBHBIE PEAKIINU OBIBAIOT
HECBOJUMBIMH K TIPOCTOM CXeMe WIIM JIBYM yKa3aHHBIM BhIIIe Kareropusim. P. dusymn,
CIHEUUAIBHO 3aHUMABILIMICS U3YYEHHUEM SMOLMOHAIBHBIX MEPEKUBAHUN B pacckazax
O TPOIIIIOM Y MPECTaBUTENECH Pa3HBIX MOKOJICHUH, OTMETHII, YTO MIPAKTUYECKHA BCEM
JKCHIIMHaAM CBOMCTBEHHO paccMarpuBaTb «OMOIMOHAJIBHOC) KaK OCHOBY HMHTEPIICP-
COHAJIbHBIX KOHCTPYKTOB, a MYy)K4YMHAM — CYHTATh, YTO OHO KOHCTPYUPYET HHIUBUIY-
aJILHBIN, TIPUBATHBIN MHp denoBeka®. KpoMe Toro, clioBecHas manuTpa I OIMHCAHMS
HEPEKUTOTO y )KEHIIMH M JIEBOYEK HECPABHEHHO IIMPE, YeM Y MYKIUH®.

Hackonbko BO3MOXXHO 00BEIMHEHNE OTACIBHBIX aBTOONOrpaduuecKux HappaTu-
BOB — MYXXCKHUX WJIM KCHCKUX — JJIS aHAJIN3a mamsatu? Kakue METOOUKHU 31€Ch MOT'YT
OBITH ITpeoxkeHbl? J{ist hopManu3aum N3JI0KEHHOTO B aBTOOHOTpadusix ((KU3HEHHBIX
WCTOPHSIX, BOCIIOMUHAHUH U T.JI.) Marepralia HeKOTOpbIe MCCIEA0BATEN MPeIaraoT
pa3fensaTh MHIUBUAYAIbHbBIE SMTU3016I OMorpaduil (JIMIHYIO MaMsITh) U OOIIYI0, «pe-
KOJUIEKTUBUPOAHHYIO» TaMSATh (CXOMHBIC AMH30/bl OMorpaduil mpeacTaBUTeIeH/-HUI
OJTHOTO U TOTO K€ COLUAIBLHOTO CJI0s1, TOKOJICHHUS U MPOY.) — «HA0OP CXOKUX WHIIUBU-
JYyaIbHBIX 3MU30/10B KU3HI»*®, KOTOPbIE HE OBLITH YeM-TO 0COOCHHBIM, BBIICIISIOIIIAMCS
JJ1d 3allOMHUHaHu, OJTHAKO IO MPOIICCTBUU BPEMCHU IIPOYHO 3ae4yaTiiCJIMCh B IIaMATH.

BaxHBIM aCHIEKTOM TICHXOJIOTHYECKOTO M3YyYEHHUS MaMSITH SBISIETCS BOMPOC O
TOM, Ybk0 TIAMATH BOCTIPOM3BOUT TOT WJIM UHON TEKCT, a OTBET Ha HETO KPOETCS B TOM,
YTO 3aCTaBIISICT BCIIOMUHATH TO WM HHOE COOBITHE, YeM MOTHBHUPYETCS HAITMCAHHUE aB-
ToOnorpaduu, KTo — B 0oJiee MpOCTOM Cilydae — CTaBUT Bonpoc «Bcrmomuure!» (1 Tem
cambIM 0 Jpyroii mHpopmanun — «3adyabTe!»). B Oojee mmMpokoM cMbIcie 3TO BO-
IIPOC O B3aMMOACHCTBUY UHAUBUA U KYJIBTYPHBIX CTEPEOTUIIOB, KOHCTPYHUPYIOLIUX €0
«BCTIOMHHAHWE» W 3aCTaBJISIONINX OMyCKATh YTO-TO, HE SIBIISAIONIEECS ISl COIUyMa Cy-
mectBeHHBIM. T. Tpabacco, n3ydaBmInii IMEHHO BIHSHUE 3THX CTEPEOTHUIIOB, TIPUIIIET
K BBIBOJY, YTO 3alIOMHHAHHUE C ATOH TOYKH 3PEHUS JIETCPMHUHHUPYETCS COIMATHHBIMU
POJISIMH, 3HAaHUSIMU, BEPOBAaHHUSAMH, BO33PCHUSIMH, IICHHOCTSIMH, COLIMAJIbHBIMU CBSI3S-

% R. Fivush, and J. Kiibli, “Making Everyday Events Emotional: The Construal of Emotion in
Parent-Child Conversations About the Past,” in N.L Stein. Memory for everyday and emotional events
(Chicago: [S.n.], 1997) 239-267.

7S. Engel, “The role of mother-child interaction in autobiographical recall,” in J.A. Hudson,
Learning to talk about the past. Symposium conducted at the Conference on Human Development (Nash-
ville: Cambridge University Press, 1986); P. Miller, “Narrative practices: Their role in socialization and
self-construction,” in U. Neisser, and R. Fivush. The remembering self: Construction and accuracy in the
life narrative (New York: Plenum, 1994), 158-179.

8 W.F. Brewer, “Children’s Eyewitness Memory Research: Implications From Schema Memory and
Autobiographical Memory Research,” in N.L. Stein. Memory for everyday and emotional events (Chicago: [S.n.],
1997), 453-467; [Iywrapéea H.JI. OO11ast THHUS KU3HU U PETPE3CHTALHs YCIICIIHOCTH B aBTOOHOrpadusx u
aBroOHOrpadUIecKrX HHTEPBbIO XKeHIMH-YueHbIX // Tractus aevorum. 2014. T. 1. Ne 1. C. 15-28.
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MU U OTHOLICHUAMH, YMCHHUEM I10JIb30BATHCA A3BIKOM JIJI BBIPAXKCHUA OTUX MICPECIKUBA-
HUH (JIMHTBHCTUYECKON KOMIIETEHTHOCTBIO), MOTHBAIMECH YBAKCHHUSI K TEM WM HHBIM
nepcoram®. B OTHOMIEHHUSIX MEXIY B3POCIIBIM H PEOSHKOM BOIIPOC O TOM, YbIO TaMSITh
BOCIPOU3BOJIUT BOCIIOMHUHAHUE OCOOCHHO 00OCTPEH; OJJHAKO M BO B3aUMOOTHOIIICHU-
SIX, HAIIPUMED, )KYPHAJIUCTA U paCCKa34nKa, HCCICIOBATeNSI-dTHOTpada U PeCIoHICHTa
9TOT BOMPOC OKA3BIBAETCS aKTyaJbHBIM, XOTsS U 0ojiee CKpBITHIM’’. HakoHelr, B MUCh-
MEHHOM TEKCTE€ BOCIIOMHHAHUI BCETIa MPUCYTCTBYET 3aJI0KCHHAA aBTOPOM MHTCHIIUA
HAIMCAaTh UX — OHA TAKXKE SIBJISIETCS TPOU3BOJHON OT TIEPEYNCIICHHBIX BhIIIE (PakTOpoB
(menHoCTeH, yOexxmeHuil u npod.). He ynuBuTeNnbHO, 9TO — KeJasi CHATH OMHCAHHOE
BBIIIIE OMOCPETIOBAHUE — MICUXOJIOTH (M OTHIO[b HE TIPUBEPKEHIBI PEMUHUCTCKON aH-
TPOIOJIOTUH, B KOTOPOH yKa3aHHOE HMXKE TpeOOBaHUE SIBJISETCS OAHUM U3 OCHOBOIIO-
Jlararolux) akKTUBHO TIpeIaraioT ceiyac BECTH ayAHO-BUIEO 3allUCh WHTEPBBHIO-BOC-
MMOMUHAHUH, YTOOBI MOJIYYUTh C €€ MOMOIIIBIO JOMOJHUTEIBHYI0 HH()OPMAIIUIO O TOM,
YTO CKPBITO YMBIIUICHHO WIIH HEBOJIBHO, JIJIsl aHAJIM3a HEBEpOaIbHBIX HHTEPAKIIAi' .

B xoHewHOM cueTe, aHaTu3 MaJIOMCCIICIOBAHHBIX )KEHCKUX aBTOOHOTpaduii (Ko-
TOpbIe B PEMUHUCTCKOU JINTEPAType JaXKe HMEHYIOT aBTOSUHOTPA(UIAMEI) B CPABHEHUH
C MYXXCKMMH WJIM aBTOHOMHOE — OCHOBA JJIsl TAKTHKH IIOCTPOCHUSI OJHOH U3 000CHO-
BaHHBIX Teopuil (grounded theory) o ¢yHKIMOHMPOBAHHH KEHCKOTO KOMMIOHHTH.
HepeannzoBanHas moka 4TO 3ajjaua COCTOUT HE CTOJBKO B MOATBEPIKICHUH WIIH
Bepu(UKaMK CYNIECTBYIONUX MHEHHH M OLIEHOK, KacAlONIUXCsl CAMUX TEKCTOB,
CKOJIBKO B CO3JIaHMH — Yepe3 MPOBEPKY TMIOTEe3 — HEKOM MUHH-TCOPUH, Kacaromencs
HEKOEro O0IIEro COIMaTIbHOTO KEHCKOTO OMbITA WM, TOYHEE, BBIXKMBAHUS KEHIIUH B
MYXCKOM cooOmiecTBe. KoHEeUHO, ONBIT HCTOPUYECKOTO aHaJH3a, «YCTHOM MCTOPHUNY
MOMOTaeT BOCIOJHATh T€ CTPAHUIbI KEHCKOW UCTOPHH, KOTOpbIE Majio u ci1abo
3aJJ0KyMEHTHPOBaHbI. TakuMm 00pa3oM, )KeHCKUE aBToOMorpaduu — MyTh K CO3JaHUI0
«0aHKa JIAHHBIXY», «apXHBa KEHCKOW MCTOPHH », O0OTAIICHUIO 3HAHUN O COIMAaIbHO-
HUCTOPUYECKOM KOHTEKCTE KHM3HU KEHIIWH B pa3Hble HCTOPHUYECKHUE DTIOXHU. 3a BHEIIHE
MOXOXHUMH (DaKTaMH SKU3HHU MOJUAC MOTYT CKPBIBATHCSI PA3HBIC COIMATBHBIC CMBICIIBI
YeJIOBEYECKUX MMOCTYIKOB, COLIMAIBHOIO NOBEACHHU HHANBUA0B. OOHapyKeHUE reH-
JACPHOTI0 aCII€KTa 3TUX pa3n1/1q1/1171 — OBPUCTUYCCKHU aKTyaJIbHAd U BaXKHad HaydHasd
3aaya’’.

% T. Trabasso, and S. Suh, “Understanding text: achieving explanatory coherence through on-line in-
ferences and mental operations in working memory,” Discourse Processes, no. 16 (1993): 3-34; T. Trabasso,
S. Sun, and P. Payton, “Explanatory coherence in communication about narrative understanding of events,”
in M.A. Gernsbacher, and T. Givon. Text coherence as a mental entity (Amsterdam: John Benjamins, 1995),
189-214.

70 [Tonosas muddepeHnmarus B 3epkase GeMUHHCTCKOi ncuxonoruy // ColuanbHble U TyMAaHUTapHbIe
Hayku. Pedepar. sxypuain. Cepust counonorus. 1993. Ne 3—4,; Ihurapésa H.JI. Memyapsl n aBroduorpadum
JKEHIIMH KaK UCCIIeOBATENIbCKUN «ITOJUTOHY JUIsl H3y4eHus! «keHckoro miuceMay // E.P. Jlamkosa u XVIII
Bek. Tpaauuumu u HoBble noaxop! / Pe. JI.B. Terunnuna. M.: MU um. E.P.lamkoso#, 2012. C. 224-241.

"I'T. Trabasso, “Whose memory is it? The Social context of remembering,” in N.L. Stein, Memory
for everyday and emotional events, 429-445.

28 B. Gluck, and D. Patai, Women's Words: The feminist Practice of Oral History (New York: The
Feminist Press, 1991); C. Ellis, and A.P. Bocher, Composing Ethnography: alternative forms of Qualitative
Writing (California: Walnut Greek, CA, 1996). URL: http://frank.mtsu.edu/~kmiddlet/history/women.html.
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Introduction

Attitudes toward autobiographies, memoirs, and other ego-documents can be two-
fold: one can perceive them as carriers of information about the past and as an independent
phenomenon of spiritual culture. Historians, who have traditionally refered to memoirs
as to a documentary source, primarily noted the utilitarian significance of life histories
for their research. For a historian, any memoir or autobiography is a common narrative
source, which does not always record an event accurately. In this “inaccuracy”, one can
discover the sources of disregard for ego-documents, typical of researchers of the past,
which is manifested in the following statement by L. von Ranke. According to it, the pur-
pose of the autobiography is “to clarify personal connections; historians must be careful
not to let themselves be taken away by the recollections and disengage from the ups and
downs of the personal life described in them.”! The fictional level of memoirs, the psy-
chologism of autobiographies and personal notes were of even smaller interest for histori-
ans. The latter considered these aspects to be within the field of activity of literary critics.
Keeping in mind the historiographic views dating back to half a century ago, historians
saw autobiographies only as auxiliary empirical material, the social function of which is
very subjectified.? Subjectivity (which, in the opinion of A. Tartakovsky, an outstanding
source-study expert of the stagnation period, is a “personal beginning as a structure-for-
ming principle”), retrospectiveness (or “double vision”), and memory as an indicator of
the selectivity of material fixation were considered the main features of ego-documents.’

For decades, historians taught the younger generation of analysts to conduct vari-
ous analytical operations, using such a type of historical sources as ego-documents. These
operations included: (1) verifying the reflection of the historical setting — the time when
the text was created, (2) verifying the accuracy of the information communicated in the
source, (3) attributing, (4) exploring the possibility for the author to overcome the obsta-
cles of censorship (texts not intended for printing, texts for official use, taking into account
the “internal editor” involved in the preparation of the text for publication, etc.), (5) iden-
tifying the sources involved (press materials, current to the events described; personal dia-
ries, written at the same time when the recollections were recorded — the so-called “pillars
of memory™, (6) making cross-textual (cross-memoir) comparisons and, finally, (7) ana-
lyzing of the degree of fictionalization, which, as educators insisted then, is always higher
“in more public persons”, who tend to generalize, typify the phenomena they have seen.’

' L. von Ranke, Denkwurdigkeiten der Staatskazlers Fursten von Hardenberg (1793—1813) (Ber-
lin: Dunker & Humblot, 1877), 10.

2 A.G. Tartakovskiy, 1812 god i russkaya memuaristika [1812 and Russian memoirs] (Moscow:
Nauka Publ., 1980), 28.

3 L.Ya. Garanin, Memuarnyy zhanr sovetskoy literatury [Memoir genre of Soviet literature] (insk:
Nauka i tekhnika Publ., 1986), 10; A.G. Tartakovskiy, “Memuaristika kak fenomen kul’tury,” Voprosy li-
teratury, no. 2-3 (1999): 38.

* FF. Fridlev, “Literaturnyye siluety,” [Literary silhouettes] Novoye slovo, no. 1 (1914): 68-75.

5 V.S. Golubtsov, Memuary kak istochnik po istorii sovetskogo obshchestva [Memoirs as a source
on the history of Soviet society] (Moscow: Izdatel’stvo Moskovskogo universiteta Publ., 1970), 111.
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For all its unquestionable merits, the Soviet source study was distinguished by the
desire to label the author of the text. Textbooks aimed young specialists at acquiring the
ability to “characterize the personality of the memoirist (outlook, sense of tact, ability to
correctly understand the meaning of events)”, to “change attitudes throughout life”. They
taught the skill of diagnosing “what ideological and political stances the memoirist”, or
author of some other autodocumentary text, took, “in whose favor” the text was writ-
ten®, whether it was “love or hate” that moved its creator to the portrayed.” On the basis
of more than subjective assessments and views of the researcher, those specialists were
asked to rank the authors of autodocumentary texts — from “outstanding historical figures
who managed to reflect the thoughts and experiences of many people” to ordinary, and
therefore, ... not very interesting people.® It is curious that works by memoir researchers
who were more distant from ideology (e.g., literary scholars) were also marked by a striv-
ing to introduce the concept of “more” or “less” valuable texts of recollections, to build
an hierarchy from “memoir classics” to ordinary people’s recollections, and to do so on
the basis of identifying ““a measure of objectivity” and “a degree of public responsibility”.’

The obvious “suspiciousness” of researchers with regard to such personal sources
as recollections, notes and memoirs was expressed in the fact that preference was always
given to legal, regulatory, and statistical documents, created chronologically at the same
time as the events described in memoirs, since those documents were considered more ob-
jective and necessary for scholars. That is why for decades, memoirs and autobiographical
sources were viewed in Russian research as merely auxiliary and supplementary.'® “Direct
witnesses of the document’s appearance can interpret its language better than people who
approach even their own documents, but a few years later, with moods and ideas they
didn’t have the moment when the document emerged”!! — this is an example of the preju-
dices that Soviet historical research had towards autobiographical sources when studying
ego-documentary texts.

A record of a life history is already a social act

In the last quarter of the century, attitudes toward the descriptions of “life histo-
ries” have changed. Modern authors understand that the texts of memoirs or recollec-
tions are not only “a verbal construct, but also a social act that includes the text in the

® Ye.G. Bushkanets, Memuarnyye istochniki [Memoir sources] (Kazan: Kazanskiy pedagogiches-
kiy institute Publ., 1975), 23.

7 S.A. Makashin, “Predisloviye,” [Foreword] in M.Ye. Saltykov-Shchedrin v vospominaniyakh
sovremennikov [M.E. Saltykov-Shchedrin in the memoirs of contemporaries] (Moscow: Gosudarstvennoe
1zd-vo khudozhestvennoy literatury Publ., 1957), 6.

8 V.S. Golubtsov, Memuary kak istochnik po istorii sovetskogo obshchestva, 44.

% LS. Yanskaya, E.V. Kardin, Predely dostovernosti. Ocherki dokumental noy literatury [Confi-
dence limits. Essays non-fiction] (Moscow: Sovetskiy pisatel’, 1981), 377.

1"M.N. Chernomorskiy, Memuary kak istoricheskiy istochnik [Memoirs as a historical source]
(Moscow: MGIAN MVO SSSR Publ., 1959), 5-6; M.N. Chernomorskiy, Rabota s memuarami pri izuchenii
istorii KPSS [Working with memoirs in the study of the history of the CPSU] (Moscow: Vysshaya shkola
Publ., 1961), 11-14.

"' M.N. Pokrovskiy, “Memuary uchastnikov revolyutsii,” [Memoirs of the revolution] Proletar-
skaya revolyutsiya, no. 1 (1921): 8.
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reality of human relations: promising to testify to what happened, the writer interferes
in relations between people”.'?

It is now clear that the controversial and the unreliable in memoirs is explained
not only by the imperfect work of memory or by deliberate reserve and distortion.
A certain element of unreliability is a priori embedded in the very essence of the works
of memoir literature. Only the simplest information (names, dates, etc.) can coincide in
works of pure memoirists; beyond this limit starts choice, evaluation, point of view.'
Every author has an internal setting for authenticity, a certain contract with the reader
who is offered non-fiction prose. The modern Finnish researcher 1. Savkina rightfully
emphasizes that these attitudes toward authenticity are historically variable and depend
on ideological, historical, cultural, ethnographic, national, gender, and many other con-
ventions that are “relevant to the author consciously or unconsciously”.!*

The interest of gender scholars and women historians in life histories and various
kinds of documentary prose is directly related to disputes over whether the texts analyzed
by them belong to fiction or stand on the line between documents and literature. These
disputes unfolded in Russian literary criticism during the period of stagnation, when it
was necessary to comprehend a huge flow of memoir texts, which literally flooded the
field of scholarly research.”® Everyone who addressed them could not help but recall
that the classical European literary criticism of the 19th century marked the start of the
tradition to consider autobiography as “the daughter of the novel” (G. Glagau), to view
it not as a documentary source, but as fiction.'® However, from the literary point of view,
memoir and autobiographical prose is “an unmanifested genre” (A. Akhmatova), which
is “elusive, lacking firm boundaries and rules”.!” Historians, therefore, were quite sat-

12F. Lezhon, “Sto let bor’by s avtobiografiyey.” [One hundred years of struggle with autobiogra-
phy] Inostrannaya literature, no. 4 (2000): 110-121.

13 Kesten, S.A. Povestvovatel'nyy stil’ avtobiograficheskikh proizvedeniy Rene [Narrative style
of autobiographical works of Rene] (Tashkent: Izd-vo Tashkentskogo universiteta Publ., 1970), 10-11;
M. Elchinova, “Avtobiografichniyat razkaz kato samopredstavyane,” [Autobiographical narrative as a self-
presentation] Bulgarski folklore, no. 6 (1994): 17-27.

1L. Savkina, “Istoriya teorii (ob izuchenii avtodokumental’noy literatury),” [History of theory
(on the study of autodocumentary literature)] in I.L. Savkina. Avtodokumental ‘nyye russkiye teksty pervoy
poloviny XIX v [Autodocumentary Russian texts of the first half of the XIX century] (Tampere: University
of Trampere, 2000), 40.

15 See discussions in: “Prava i obyazannosti dokumentalista,” [Rights and duties of a documen-
taryist] Voprosy literatury, no. 6 (1971); “Obyazannosti svidetelya, prava khudozhnika,” [Duties of the
witness, the rights of the artist] Voprosy literatury, no. 4 (1974); “Literatura, dokument, fakt,” [Literature,
document, fact] /nostrannaya literatura, no. 8 (1966); J. Andrew, Women in Russian Literature, 1780—1863
(Basingstoke and London: Macmillan, 1988); B. Aroutunova, Lives in Letters: Princess Zinaida Volkon-
skaya and her Correspondence (Columbus, Ohio: Slavica Publishers, Inc., 1994); M. Balina, “Introduction:
Russian Autobiographies of the Twentieth Century: Fictions of the Self,” 4/B (Auto/Biography Studies),
no. 2 (1996): 3-7; J.G. Harris, “Diversity of Discourse: Autobiographical Statements,” in Autobiographical
Statements in Twentieth-Century Russian Literature (Princeton (NJ): Princeton University Press, 1990),
14-24; A. Urban, “Khudozhestvennaya avtobiografiya i document.” [Artistic autobiography and docu-
ment] Zvezda, no. 2 (1977): 193.

19 H. Glagau, Die moderne Selbstbiographie als historische Quelle (Marburg: Elwert, 1903), 5.

17 See discussion in: “Neproyavlennyy zhanr,” [Unmanifested genre] Voprosy literatury., no. 2
(1979): 31-53.
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isfied with the opinion that memoirs and autobiographies occupy an intermediate place
between documents and literary works'®, and the literary (writerly) level of language,
the skill of expounding a memoir text, has a significant impact on the popularity of that
text and its usability as a source.

As noted by literary scholars, memoirs are anecdotal prose, possessing some
sketchiness, set by the repetitive nature of the life course stages of any individual."”
As it turns out, in terms of genre, it the closest to the novel®, historical prose, or do-
cumentary and historical essays.?! For a gender scholar, always seeking to reveal some
subtle nuances of intergender relations, it becomes very important that memoir and
autobiographical prose as a genre-type phenomenon strongly appeals to the authenticity
of the depicted.** Unlike an ordinary writer, a memoirist (which is again important for
understanding the relations between men and women in different eras) moves not from
era to personality, but from personality (his or her own) to an attempt to characterize
the time in which he (she) lived.?* The modern Russian philosopher V. Podoroga says
that memoirs are “pure cinema, however, of a very specific nature; they are certain
mnesic attractions with a slight presence of editing.”** Both philosophers and literary
scholars see didacticism and pathos in the texts of memoirs: authors “write themselves”
to summarize their own life experience and relate it to the experience of others, but not
without a purpose, but for the reader to draws his or conclusions. Author want to assert
themselves and encourage certain actions.”> Whether memoirs really help in solving
one’s own everyday tasks is not an easy problem: “When the memoirist fails to solve
it, the memories pass by like a pelting rain and are buried in the sand.”?® And here it is

8 A.Ya. Ginzburg, O psikhologicheskoy proze [About psychological prose] (Leningrad: Khu-
dozhestvennaya literatura Publ., 1971), 5-6.

19V. Askin, “Kategoriya budushchego i printsipy yeye voploshcheniya v iskusstve,” [Category of
the future and the principles of its embodiment in art] in Ritm, prostranstvo i vremya v iskusstve [Rhythm,
space and time in art] (Moscow: Nauka Publ., 1974), 73.

20 A Yu. Merezhinskaya, Memuarno-avtobiograficheskaya proza 70-kh gg. (problematika i poetika)
[Memoir-autobiographical prose of the 70-ies. (problems and poetics)] (Kiyev: Kiyevskiy Gosudarstven-
nyy Universitet Tarasa Shevchenko Publ., 1981), 22.

2L, Levitskiy, “Memuary,” [Memoirs] in Kratkaya literaturnaya entsiklopediya [Short Literary
Encyclopedia] (Moscow: Sovetskaya entsiklopediya Publ., 1967), 759.

2 Ye.l. Golubeva, Lingvostilisticheskiye sredstva vyrazheniya ob “yektivnogo i sub’’yektivnogo
faktorov v zhanre avtobiografii [Linguistic-stylistic means of expression about the “objective and sub”
objective factors in the genre of autobiography] (Moscow: Moscow State University Maurice Thorez Publ.,
1987), 8.

ZN.A. Levkovskaya, “Kategoriya vremeni kak odno iz sredstv svyazi teksta memuarnogo zhan-
ra,” [The time category as one of the means of communication of the text of the memoir genre] in Shornik
nauchnykh trudov Moskovskogo pedagogicheskogo instituta im. M.Toreza [Collection of scientific works
of the Moscow Pedagogical Institute. M.Toreza] (Moscow: Izdatel’stvo Moskovskogo pedagogicheskogo
instituta Morisa Toreza, 1981), 19-25.

24 V.P. Podoroga, “Vopros o metode,” [Question about method] in V.P. Podoroga. Avtobiografiya
[Autobiography] (Moscow: Logos Publ., 2001), 144.

2 M. Kuznetsov, “Memuarnaya proza,” [Memurnaia prose] in Zhanrovo-stilisticheskiye iskaniya
sovremennoy sovetskoy prozy [Genre and stylistic quest of modern Soviet prose] (Moscow: Nauka Publ.,
1971), 120-148.

261.S. Yanskaya, and E.V. Kardin, Predely dostovernosti, 379.
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very important for a women historian or a gender scholar that memoir prose be distin-
guished as a genre by “a specific frank intonation”.?” The author’s subjectivity becomes
a peculiar form of perceiving objective reality. By identifying where exactly the author
is trying to hide the personal beginning of the narrative, the analyst can identify these
main points and sometimes notice that they are not only not less, but even occasionally
more subjectively colored.?®

A historian cannot fail to appreciate the opportunity to compare different tempo-
rary layers by analyzing oral and written autobiographies,. This gives his or her analy-
sis greater depth and objectivity.?’ A fixation on authenticity, associativity, chronology,
fragmentation, factualism, retrospectiveness, subjectivity, semantic completeness
(the embodiment of a certain concept of reality), a sense of uniqueness and unusualness
of the lived*® — all these are common features of memoir and autobiographical literature
as a whole. As another feature, historians certainly also point out the “inaccuracy of
the information reported”, since memory “could have betrayed” the writer of the text.?!
Such “inaccuracy” can also be caused by other reasons, such as the desire to “embel-
lish” reality, to make up something that never existed in reality*?: there was considered
to be no place for “the smoke of legends and rumors” in a scholarly work.*

A “room of one’s own”: the place of women’s autobiographical texts
in the totality of memoirs, and their differences from men’s

Without dwelling on the psychological types of autobiographies, I note that the
analysis of life histories makes it possible to distinguish three main types of information
that are methodologically important for a historian: (1) content and factual; (2) content
and conceptual, and (3) informative.* The first of these three types prevails in memoirs
of the military, which are also characterized by time-space concreteness, exact naming
of places, names, etc. In memoirs of scholars, there is a balance between the first and

27 A.Yu. Merezhinskaya, Memuarno-avtobiograficheskaya proza 70-kh gg. (problematika i poetika), 9.

281.S. Yanskaya, and E.V. Kardin, Predely dostovernosti, 336-387.

2 A.Ya. Ginzburg, O psikhologicheskoy proze [About psychological prose] (Leningrad: Khu-
dozhestvennaya literatura (Leningradskoye otdeleniye), 1971), 56. Ginsburg A.Ya. See above. Ginsburg
even tended to divide memoirs into “more” and “less subjective” ones, believing that a greater departure
from subjectivity is a good and positive trait of recollections.

30 A.Ya. Ginzburg, O psikhologicheskoy proze, 10; N.L. Leyderman, Dvizheniye vremeni i zakony
zhanra [The movement of time and the laws of the genre] (Sverdlovsk: Sredne-Ural’skoye knizhnoye
izdatel’stvo, 1982), 15; L.S. Yanskaya, and E.V. Kardin, “Ob"yektivnoye i sub”yektivnoye v memuarakh,”
375; A.Yu. Merezhinskaya, Memuarno-avtobiograficheskaya proza 70-kh gg. (problematika i poetika), 19;
L.Ya. Garanin, Memuarnyy zhanr sovetskoy literatury, 759.

31 Ye.G. Bushkanets, Memuarnyye istochniki [Memoir sources] (Kazan: Kazanskiy pedagogiches-
kiy institute Publ., 1975), 7.

321.S. Yanskaya, and E.V. Kardin, Predely dostovernosti, 391.

33S.A. Makashin, “Predisloviye,” [Foreword] in M.Ye. Saltykov-Shchedrin v vospominaniyakh
sovremennikov [M.E. Saltykov-Shchedrin in the memoirs of contemporaries] (Moscow: Gos. Izd-vo khu-
dozhestvennoy literatury , 1957), 7; V.V. Veresayev, Pushkin v zhizni [Pushkin in the life] (Moscow: Sovets-
kiy pisatel’ Publ., 1936), 6-7.

3*LR. Gal’perin, Tekst kak ob "yekt lingvisticheskogo issledovaniya [Text as an object of linguistic
research] (Moscow: Sovetskiy pisatel’, 1971).
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second types. In memoirs of politicians, it is the second type that prevails, which is even
more apparent in memoirs of people of art, referred to by researchers as memoirs of
“double or maximum subjectivity”.*> At the same time, in the long history of autobiog-
raphies, female names are significantly less frequent than those of men...

Women wrote their life histories less often than men; I have already written about
the features of female autobiographical prose separately®, so here I will only reiterate
the most important aspects...

The ability to write one’s own life history (or part of it — as notes or recollec-
tions of some life event) is a psychologically complex action of an individual who has
succeeded as a personality. It has always been more difficult for women to become per-
sonalities, to be held as personalities. “A devastated, broken, lost person, is uncapable
of writing a memoir.”?” This theoretical premise is similar to another one: “an auto-
biography is impossible in such a cultural landscape where there is no self-awareness
and self-reflection.”® However, such a cultural landscape is difficult to even imagine
when it comes to women; it is not by chance that the right to self-awareness requires
a special state, figuratively speaking, a “room of one’s own” (Virginia Woolf). In ad-
dition, a female individual may not be accustomed to verbalizing the reflections of her
life experience or be too dependent on restrictive social conditions (when self-reflection
and fixation are simply punishable).

Gender history quickly found a common field with another new area in the rese-
arch of the past — oral history: in the case of an oral account of her life historiy, a fema-
le memoirist does not need to “break herself” in order to overcome embarrassment:
making the interviewer pledge the anonymity of the story, she sets out what is not
meant for publication, but should simply “serve the science”. That is why the study
of the psychology of memory was born in the context of the psychology of emotions®

33 Ye 1. Golubeva, Lingvostilisticheskiye sredstva vyrazheniya ob “yektivnogo i sub "yektivnogo fak-
torov v zhanre avtobiografii, 16; Pushkareva, N.L, “U istokov zhenskoy avtobiografii v Rossii,” [At the
origins of women’s autobiography in Russia] Filologicheskiye nauki, no. 3 (2000): 62—-70.

3¢ Pushkareva, N.L. “ “Pishite sebya!” (Gendernyye osobennosti pis’ma i chteniya).” [“Write
yourself!” (Gender features of writing and reading)] In Ye.A. Vishlenkova. Sotvoreniye istorii. Chelovek.
Pamyat’. Tekst [The creation of history. Person. Memory. Text]. Kazan’: Master Layn Publ., 2001, 241-274;
Pushkareva, N.L. “U istokov zhenskoy avtobiografii v Rossii.” [At the origins of women’s autobiography
in Russia] In T. Klimenkova, T. Troynova, and Ye. Trofimova, Zhenskiy diskurs v literaturnom protsesse
Rossii XX v [Female discourse in the literary process of Russia of the XX century]. Moscow: [S.n.], 2002,
http://elibrary.ru/item.asp?id=22617042.

37 A.Yf. Gurevich, “Sotsial’naya psikhologiya i istoriya. Istochnikovedcheskiy aspect,” [Social
psychology and history. Source study aspect] in Istochnikovedeniye. Teoreticheskiye i metodologicheski-
ve problem [Source study. Theoretical and methodological problems] Moscow: Nauka, 1969, 392;
L.S. Yanskaya, and E.V. Kardin, “Ob"yektivnoye i sub”yektivnoye v memuarakh,” 384.

38 G. Gusdorf, “Conditions and Limits of Autobiography (1956),” in J. Olney. Autobiography: Es-
says Theoretical and Critical (Princeton (New Jersey): Princeton University Press, 1980), 30.

39]1.D. Bransford, Learning, understanding, and remembering (Belmont (CA): Wadsworth,
1979); G. Goodman, J. Hirshman, D. Hepps, and L. Rudy, “Children’s memory for stressful events,” Mer-
rill-Palmer Quarterly, no. 1 (1991): 109-158; G. Bower, “Emotion and memory,” in S.A. Christianson.
Handbook of emotion and memory (Hillsdale (NJ): Erlbaum, 1992), 3-31; S.A. Christianson, “Emotional
stress and eyewitness memory: A critical review,” Psychological Bulletin, no. 2 (1992): 284-309.
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and developmental psychology* (it considers plots in connection with the features of
childhood memory), sometimes, in the context of cognitive psychology.*! But alas, it is
extremely rare for non-feminist psychologists to bring up the issue of gender differences
in such a memory.*

Constructivist approaches to the study of historical memory, which were estab-
lished in the 1930-1960-ies by F. Bartlett and G. Mead, force contemporary interpreters
to pose such questions as “particularities of the memorization situation” (coverage, dis-
tance and breadth of the review), the circumstances in which everyday episodes transfer
from short-term to long-term memory; ways of integrating what has been remembered
into knowledge, and elimination of the contradictions between knowledge and the in-
formation obtained; the problem of repetitive experience in similar everyday situations
(the so-called “re-episodic memory”) — this is especially important in the analysis of
male and female texts about the same historical event or phenomenon.* Psychologists
suggest taking into account the fact that there are gender differences between the ability
to vigorously experience an event and the skills of describing it (which is often easier
for women); between impression and expression, the ability to be impressed and record
what produced the impression.*

The problem of everyday memory is primarily the fact that ordinary people do not
set themselves the objective of remembering something that is ordinary, not surprising,
routine for them. In presenting the ordinary, individuals of both sexes may find something
that — in their own opinion, based on individual or social reasons, — should be omitted,
not mentioned.* Women are more constrained by this kind of prescriptions, and men are
inclined to the so-called “intentional verbal misrepresentation of remembered events”.*

When everyday experience is not traumatic, it is rarely subject to critical reflec-
tion and selection in recollections. One of the American psychologists divided the stan-
dards of truthfulness verification into psychological and epistemological. To the former,
he referred to gender, age, character, as well as their groups (gender-age, age-character,
etc.); He believed that in all studies with mixed gender groups, women’s memory turned
out to be both more complete and more accurate, more saturated with details.*’” He fur-

40N.L. Stein, and M.D. Liwag, Parents’and children’s memory for real-life emotional events (Chi-
cago: University of Chicago, 1994); K. Nelson, “Remembering and telling: A developmental story,” Jour-
nal of Narrative and Life History, no. 1 (2-3) (1991): 109-128.

41 ] M. Mandler, “The development of event memory,” in K. Klix, H. Hagendorf. Human memory
and cognitive capabilities (Amsterdam: Elsevier, 1986), 459-467.

“2M. Ross, and D. Holmberg, “Recounting the past: Gender differences in the recall of events in
the history of a close relationship,” in J.M. Olson, and M.P. Zanna. Self-inference processes. The Ontario
Symposium (Hillsdale (NJ): Lawrence Erlbaum Associaties Publishers, 1990), 135-152.

4 M. Linton, “Transformations of memory in everyday life,” in U. Neisser. Memory observed (San
Francisco: Freeman, 1982), 77-91.

* A. Huxley, The genius and the goddess (New York: Harper and Brothers, 1955), 47.

4 N.L. Stein, P. Ornstein, B. Tversky, and C. Brainerd, Memory for everyday and emotional events.
Papers presented at a conference (Mahwah (New Jersey): Erlbaum, 1997), 57.

46 p. Eckman, Telling lies (New York: Norton, 1985).

4TM. Ross, and D. Holmberg, “Recounting the past: Gender differences in the recall of events in the
history of a close relationship,” 135-152.
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ther named the context, the desire to remember or lack thereof, the degree of prevalence/
routine of the remembered, personal experience and personal memory of the listener/
reader, as factors affecting the memory of everyday events.*®

A number of psychologists studying gender features of memory raised the ques-
tion of how to reconstruct past events.*” Those who remember them link them either
to events of public significance (death of the president, governor, the beginning or end
of war, etc.), or to calendar dates (year, month, day) related to the individual’s pri-
vate life.>® For women, it is not even chronological “bindings”, but emotional experien-
ces, which are part of everyday experience, that are more significant for remembering.
Researchers of ten mention them, but only when they say that there are certain cultural
and social “rules” governing the understanding and interpretation of everyday ones.
I am not talking about “biological heritage”, which, from the point of view of tradi-
tional (non-gender) psychology, defines “interpretation, evaluation, manifestations of
emotions and their construction in social interaction”. Sources of emotional reaction,
receptors, structure, expression and the experience that follows — such is the “scheme”
of any emotional reaction to an event (incident).”! However, this “scheme” has large eth-
nocultural, historical, chronological variations.* It is culture and epoch that determine
emotional reactions; therefore, the same emotional stimulus can provoke such reactions
as anger, fear, pride, or disappointment. There are undoubted gender differences in the
types of emotional reactions to the same event®, it is where psychologists look for ex-
planations of discrepancies that discrepancies begin. Supporters of the gender concept
believe that the reason consists primarily in different ways of socializing different-sex
children, which causes children different types of emotional reactions, and not at all in

4 M. Ross, “Validating memoires,” in N.L. Stein, P. Ornstein, B. Tversky, C. Brainerd. Memory for
everyday and emotional events (Mahwah (NJ): Lawrence Erlbaum Associaties Publishers), 51-69.

4 For the first time, the need to study this issue was posed in the 1970s. See in: A.D. Baddeley,
V. Lewis, and I. Nimmo-Smith, “When did you last... ?”” in M.M. Gruneberg, P.E. Morris, and R.N. Sykes.
Practical aspects of memory (New York: Cambridge University Press, 1978), 77-83; N.L. Pushkareva,
“Write Yourselves!” Objectives of the study of early female autobiographies” in Gender-Forschung in der
Slawistik. Wiener slawistischer Almanach (Wien: Sonderband 55, 2002), 333-349.

S0 J.A. Robinson, “Temporal reference systems and autobiographical memory.” In D.C. Ru-
bin, Autobiographical memory (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1986), 59—188; L.W. Barsalou,
“The content and organization of autobiographical memories,” in U. Neisser, E. Winograd. Remember-
ing reconsidered (New York; Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1988), 193-243; N.L. Pushkareva,
“Pamyat’ o povsednevnom zhenshchin iz sredy nauchnykh rabotnikov,” [The memory of everyday wo-
men from the scientific community] in Aktual 'nyye problemy iz istoricheskogo poshlogo i sovremennos-
ti v obshchestvenno-gumanitarnykh i sotsio-religiyevedcheskikh naukakh Belarusi, blizhnego i dal’nego
zarubezh'ya [Actual problems from the historical vulgar and modern in the social, humanitarian and socio-
religious sciences of Belarus, near and far abroad] (Vitebsk: VGU P. M. Masherova, 2007), 303.

SIP. Eckman, and W.V. Friesen, “Constants across cultures in the face and emotion,” Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, no. 17 (1971): 124—129.

52C. Lutz, “Parental goals, ethnopsychology, and the emotional meaning,” Ethos, no. 11 (1983):
246-262; C. Lutz, G.M. White, “The anthropology of emotions,” Annual Review of Anthropology, no. 15
(1986): 405-436.

53 J.G. Alien, D.M. Haccoun, “Sex differences in emotionality: A multidimensional approach,” Hu-
man Relations, no. 29 (1976): 711-722; J. Kuebli, R. Fivush, “Gender differences in parent-child conver-
sations about past emotions,” Sex Roles, no. 27 (1992): 683—698.
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the basic physiological differences between men and women (as “ordinary” researchers
believe).>*

A common feature in the assessments of psychologists of these areas is the con-
viction that mothers show greater communicative links and greater empathy in relations
with daughters (especially when experiencing negative emotions and events that caused
them) . Women generally speak (and write) about emotional life more often than men,
which also (according to gender psychologists) is a consequence of the development of
this psychological need in women by society. It is for the same reason that women are
more normative in their reactions’ — when they are expected to express “condolences”,
they sympathize, when they are expected to cry, they cry, etc.

Men most often talk about work in their autobiographies. The female presence in
their stories about the past cannot be called minimal, but it is only included in them to
some degree”’, therefore, according to a German researcher who interviewed Swiss men
born in the 1920s—1930s, the female characters in their autobiographies are either sec-
ondary, or “vague” in their roles in the “everyday scene”.’® A. Lehmann called stories
about family life in men’s “life histories” “a black hole in male autobiographies™’: men
talk primarily about work, the second frequent topic being stories about serving in the
army (or, sometimes, thematization of political orientations and preferences) and, final-
ly, (speaking the recollections of men who grew up in the former GDR and are currently
living in the territory of the former East Germany), sports.®

The gender approach to analyzing collected texts found itself in the initial pre-
mises of the interpreter-researchers: they state that both “biography” and “gender” are
inseparable social constructs [which, of course, shows that structural functionalism and
social constructivism remain their common methodological approach to research].
The consequence of this is the type of teaching ability to talk about oneself which leads to

99 ¢¢

54 P. Davis, Gender differences in autobiographical memory. Paper presented at the NATO Ad-
vanced Research Conference: Theoretical perspectives on autobiographical memory (July 1991). London:
La Grange, 1991); R. Fivush, “Gender and emotion in mother-child conversations about the past,” Journal
of Narrative and Life History, no. 1 (1991): 325-334.

35 C. Zahn-Waxler, P. Cole, and K. Barrett, “Guilt and empathy: Sex differences and implications
for the development of depression,” in J. Garber, and K. Dodge. The development of emotion regulation and
disregulation. Cambridge studies in social and emotional development (New York-Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 1991): 141-164.

3¢ J.G. Alien, and J.H. Hamsher, “The development and validation of a test of emotional styles,”
Journal of Counseling and Clinical Psychology, no. 42 (1974): 663—668.

7B. Dausien, “Die biographische Konstruktion von Geschlecht,” in N. Schneider, R.A. Mall,
and D. Lohmar, Einheit und Vielfalt. Das verstehen der Kulturen (Amsterdam: Atlanta, 1998), 256-275;
N. Hawkins, “Die Relewanz der Familie in der biographischen Selbstdeutung von Ménnern,” in M. Kohli,
and G. Robert, Biographie und sociale Wirklichkeit (Stuttgart: Bohnisch, 1984), 217-238.

S8 K. Triieb, “Von der merkwiirdigen Absenz der Frauen in minlichen Lebensgeschichten,” in
G. Spuchler. Vielstimmiges Geddichtnis. Beitrédge zur Oral History (Ziirich: Chronos, 1994), 79-94.

39 A. Lehmann, Erzéhlstruktur und Lebenslauf. Autobiografische Untersuchungen (Frankfurt am
Main: Campus Verlag, 1983), 239.

0'S. Sholts, “Zabelezhitelnoto otsiistvie na zheni v biografichnite razkazi na iztochnogermanski
mizhe,” Bulgarska etnologiya, no. 4 (2004): 5-23; S. Scholz, “Minlichkeiten erforschen,” Potsdamer
Studien zur Frauen-und Geschlechterforschung, no. 1-2 (2000): 6-21.
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the results obtained (men do not talk about their emotional, family, private life) *' — even
obvious events of emotional and private life, are ultimately given a different meaning
(during subsequent reflection and recollection retelling); the presence of a “tension line”
between male hegemony in the existing social order and the destructive tendency of
legal equality (equal pay for equal work regardless of gender) .

The second obvious conclusion when comparing male and female autobiogra-
phies is the individualization and independence of one’s own Self'in stories about life:
for every man his masculinity is a “competitive structure” in his own recollection sto-
ries, and therefore, it assumes that the narrator talks only about himself.*

The third conclusion: the comparability of male ideas about ideal masculinity
for each age cohort: with certain personal features, almost all men of all ages include
such characteristics as professionalism, realism in the assessment of the surrounding
reality, and personal responsibility in the image of the “real man”; and, as if every-
one is in collusion, no one tries to assess the degree of masculinity through attitudes
towards women. Men’s autobiographies are simply poor in such plots: men even try
to answer direct questions (How did you meet your spouse?) evasively, with excuses,
briefly. In the case of the interviewer’s perseverance, sometimes it is even not joyful
events, which brought together their families in the past and the present, that they
recall, but the “problem areas” of family life, e.g., dissatisfaction with the wife’s too
high professional engagement. However, we should not forget that the sex of the re-
searcher, the story-collector, is also of importance when accumulating material about
men’s lives: when talking to a female interviewer, the narrator describes the same life
events differently than in the case with a male interviewer (in the latter case, there is a
male community that emerges immediately, and, at the same time, hierarchies typical
for relations between men).*

Gender aspect of studying the psychology of memory: main results

Difficulties and discrepancies in the interpretation of the results obtained about
differences in male and female assessments of events are usually explained by a sim-
plified approach to systematizing the emotional reactions “recorded” in the memory of
individuals. In conventional research schemes, they are simply divided into negative
and positive, while in reality, emotional reactions are not reducible to a simple scheme
or to the two categories indicated above. R. Fivush, who was particularly engaged in the
study of emotional experiences in stories about the past by representatives of different
generations, noted that almost all women tend to view the “emotional” as the basis of
interpersonal constructs, and men tend to assume that it constructs the individual, pri-

61 B. Dausien, “Die biographische Konstruktion von Geschlecht,” in N. Schneider, R.A. Mall, and
D. Lohmar. Einheit und Vielfalt. Das verstehen der Kulturen (Amsterdam: Atlanta, 1998), 565.

2 H. Keupp, Identititskonstruktionen. Das Patchwork der Identititen in der Spitmoderne (Her-
bolzheim: Rowohlt, 2000).

8 M. Meuser, Geschlecht und Mcnlichkeit. Soziologische Theorie und kulturelle Deutungsmuster
(Opladen: Leske + Budrich, 1998), 16.

4S. Scholz, Minlichkeit erzihlen. Lebensgeschichtliche Identititskonstruktionen ostdeutscher
Mcdinner (Miinster: Westfaelisches Dampfboot, 2004).
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vate world of a person.® In addition, the verbal palette for describing the experiences is
incomparably wider in women and girls than in men.%

How possible is it to combine individual autobiographical narratives — male or
female — for memory analysis? What techniques can be offered here? In order to for-
malize the material described in autobiographies (life stories, recollections, etc.), some
researchers propose to separate individual episodes of biographies (personal memory)
and common, “recollected” memory (similar episodes of biographies of representatives
of the same social class, generation and so on.) — “a set of similar individual life epi-
sodes™®’, which were not something special, distinguished for memorization, but were
firmly imprinted in the memory, as time passed.

An important aspect of the psychological study of memory is the question of
whose memory the text reproduces, and the answer to it lies in what causes the recol-
lection of this or that event, what is the reason for writing the autobiography, who —
in a simpler case — demands, “Recall!” (and consequently, “Forget!” regarding other
information). In a broader sense, this is a question of the interaction of an individual
and the cultural stereotypes which construct his or her “remembrance” and make him
or her omit something that is not essential for society. T. Trabasso, who studied the
influence of these stereotypes, came to the conclusion that memorization from this
point of view is determined by social roles, knowledge, beliefs, attitudes, values, so-
cial connections and relations, the ability to use language to express these experiences
(linguistic competence), motivation for respect for one person or another.®® In the re-
lationship between an adult and a child, the question of whose memory is reproduced
by a recollection is particularly acute; however, in the relationship between, e.g.
a journalist and a narrator, an ethnographer and a respondent, this question turns out
to be relevant, although more hidden.®
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avtobiografiyakh i avtobiograficheskikh interv’yu zhenshchin-uchenykh,” [General line of life and rep-
resentation of success in autobiographies and autobiographical interviews of women scientists] Tractus
aevorum, no. 1 (2014): 15-28.

8 T. Trabasso, and S. Suh, “Understanding text: achieving explanatory coherence through on-line
inferences and mental operations in working memory,” Discourse Processes, no. 16 (1993): 3-34; T. Tra-
basso, S. Sun, and P. Payton, “Explanatory coherence in communication about narrative understanding of
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Finally, the written text of the recollections always contains the author’s intention
to take them down — it also derives from the factors listed above (values, beliefs, etc.). It
is not surprising that, wishing to remove the mediation described above, psychologists
(and not at all adherents of feminist anthropology, in which the requirement below is
one of the fundamental ones) are now actively proposing to conduct audio and video
recording of reported recollections, in order to obtain additional information about what
is hidden intentionally or unwillingly, to analyze non-verbal interactions.”

Ultimately, the analysis of poorly researched female autobiographies (which are
even referred to as autogynographies in feminist literature) versus male or autonomous
ones is the basis for the tactics of building one of the grounded theory about the func-
tioning of the female community. The unrealized task so far consists not so much in
confirming or verifying existing opinions and assessments concerning the texts them-
selves, but in creating — through testing hypotheses — some mini-theory concerning
certain general social female experience or, more precisely, the survival of women in
the male community. Of course, the experience of historical analysis, “oral history”
helps to fill those pages of women’s history that have been documented scarcely and
poorly. Therefore, women’s autobiographies are a way to create a “databank”, an “ar-
chive of women’s history”; to enrich the knowledge about the socio-historical context
of women’s life in different historical eras. Externally similar facts of life, sometimes
hide different social meanings of human actions, social behavior of individuals. The dis-
covery of the gender aspect of these differences is a heuristically relevant and important
research task.”

© Ilymxapésa H.JIL., 2019

—G)
This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License

Pyxomnucek nocrynuia: 19 okra6ps 2018 .
Submitted: 19 October 2018

Bu6simorpaduyecKuii Ciucok

Ackxun B. Kareropust OyyIuero 1 MprHIUITE e BOIUIOIEHUS B HCKycCTBE // PUTM, IPOCTpaHCTBO U BpeMs
B uckycctBe. M.: Hayka, 1974. C. 63-73.

bywxaney E.I” Memyapusie uctounuku. Kasanes: Kazanckuii nen. uncrutyt, 1975.

Bepecaeg B.B. Ilymkun B xu3Hu M.: CoBerckuii nucareins, 1936.

Tanvnepun U.P. TekcT kak 00bEKT JTMHIBHCTHUECKOTO UccienoBanus. M.: CoBeTckuii mucarens, 1971.

Tapanun JI.AI. MemyapHblii xkaHp coBeTcKoi nuteparypsl. Munck: Hayka u Texnuka, 1986.

N.L. Pushkareva, “Memuary i avtobiografii zhenshchin kak issledovatel’skiy «poligon» dlya izucheniya
“zhenskogo pis’ma”.” [Memoirs and autobiographies of women as a research “testing ground” for the study
of ‘female letters’] In Ye.R. Dashkova i XVIII vek. Traditsii i novyye podkhody [Ye.R. Dashkova and the
XVIII century. Traditions and New Approaches]. Moscow: MGI Ye.R. Dashkovoy Publ., 2012, 224-241.

0 T. Trabasso, “Whose memory is it? The Social context of remembering,” in N.L. Stein, Memory
for everyday and emotional events, 429-445.

"'S.B. Gluck, and D. Patai, Women'’s Words: The feminist Practice of Oral History (New York:
The Feminist Press, 1991); C. Ellis, and A.P. Bocher, Composing Ethnography: alternative forms of Quali-
tative Writing (California: Walnut Greek, CA, 1996), http://frank.mtsu.edu/~kmiddlet/history/women.html.

238 GENDER RESEARCHES IN THE STUDY OF THE PAST



ymxapésa H.JI. Becmuux PY/[H. Cepua: HCTOPUA POCCHH. 2019. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 214-245

Tonybyoe B.C. Memyapbl KaKk HCTOYHHKOB MO MCTOPHUHU COBETCKOTO obmiectBa. M.: M3garenbcTBo
MockoBckoro yHusepcureta, 1970.

Tonybesa E.H. JIMHTBOCTHIMCTHYECKUE CPECTBA BBIPAXKEHUST 0OBEKTHBHOIO U CYOBEKTHBHOTO (haKTOPOB
B 'kaHpe aproouorpadum. ucc. ... k. pun. 1. M.: [B.m.], 1987.

Tunszbype A.Al. O ncuxomornueckoii mpose. J1.: XynoxectBeHHas uteparypa (JIeHHHrpaickoe OT/eIeHNeE),
1971.

T'ypesuu A.A. CounanbHasi ICUX0NOrust U uctopusi. MictounnkoBeadeckuit acnekt // VictouHuKoBeIeHHE.
Teoperuueckue u Mmetogonoruueckue npodnemsl. M.: Hayka, 1969. C. 392.

Enuunosa M. AsrobuorpaduvHuUsT pa3kas Kato camonpesctabsae // buirapckuii donkimop. 1994. Ne 6.

Kecmen C.A. TloBecTBOBaTeNbHBIN cTHIb aBTOOMOTrpadmueckux nponssenenuil Pene. Tamkent: M3n-Bo
TamkenTckoro ynusepcurera, 1970.

Kysneyos M. MemyapHras npo3a // JKaHpOBO-CTHIIMCTHUECKUE UCKAHUS COBPEMEHHOM COBETCKOW MPO3EI.
M.: Hayka, 1971. C. 120-148.

Jlanwuros A. OBs3aHHOCTH CBHETEIIS, ITpaBa XynoxHUKa // Boripocsl iuteparypel. 1974. Ne 4. C. 45-131.

Jlesuyxuii JI. Memyaps! // Kpatkast nuteparyphas suimkionenus. M.: CoBerckas sHuukoneaus, 1967.
C. 759.

Jlesxosckas H.A. Kateropust BpeMeHM Kak OJJHO U3 CPEJCTB CBSI3M TEKCTa MeMyapHOro »kaupa // COopHUK
Hay4yHBIX TpynoB UH-T M. M.Topesa. M.: Uactutyt um. M.Topesa. 1981. C. 19-25.

Jletioepman H.JI. J|BnxeHne BpeMeHN 1 3aKOHBI skaHpa. CBepanioBek: CpeaHe-ypai. KH. u3a-Bo, 1982.

Jleacén @. Cro ner 60ps0bI ¢ aBToOHOrpadueii / Mnocrpanuas auteparypa. 2000. Ne 4. C. 110—121.

Maxawun C.A. Tpenucnosue // M.E. CantbikoB-1lleapiH B BOCIIOMUHAHUSX COBpeMEHHUKOB. M.: Toc.
N3n-Bo XynoskecTBEHHOM uTepatypsbl, 1957.

Mepeorcunckaa A.FO. MemyapHo-aBroOuorpadudeckas mposa 70-x TT. (mpobiremMaTnka M MOITHKA).
Astoped. ... kaun. ¢punonor. Hayk. Kues: [b.n.], 1981.

Ilooopoea B.I1. Aprobuorpadus. M.: Jloroc, 2001.

Tokposckuii M.H. Memyaps! yuacTHHKOB peBostounn // [Iponerapckas pesosorus. 1921. Ne. 1. C. 7-8.

Ilywrkapéea H.JI. Y uctokoB xeHckoit aproouorpaduu B Poccuu // @unonorudeckue Hayku. 2000. Ne 3.
C. 62-70

Ihwrapéea H.JI. «[Iummure ceds!» (I'ernepHble ocoberHOCTH TichMa 1 yteHus ) // E.A. BunuieHkoBa.
CotBopenne ucropun. Yemnosek. [Tamsate. Teker. Kazanb: Mactep Jlaiin, 2001. C. 241-274.

Iywrapéea H.JI. «ITummte cebs!» 3a1adn uccienoBaHms paHHNX JKeHCKHX aBrobuorpadwuii / Gender-
Forschung in der Slawistik. Wiener slawistischer Almanach. Sonderband 55. Wien: Ges. zur
Forderung slawistischer Studien, 2002. P. 333-349.

Iywxapésea H.JI. OOmas TUHHS KU3HU M PENpPE3eHTAIUs YCIEITHOCTH B aBTOOMOTrpadusX U aBTO-
OunorpaduvecKkux MHTEPBBIO )KEHIMUH-Y4YeHbIX // Tractus aevorum. 2014. Ne 1. C. 15-28.

Ihwxapésa H.JI. TlaMATh 0 TIOBCEAHEBHOM JKCHIIUH U3 CPEObl HAyYHBIX PaOOTHUKOB // AKTyanbHBIC
MpoONIeMbl U3 UCTOPUYECKOTO TMOILIOTO U COBPEMEHHOCTH B OOIECTBEHHO-TYMaHUTAPHBIX H
COLIMO-PEIUTHEeBEIYECKIX Haykax bemapycu, OimkHero u najibHero 3apyOexbs. Burebek: BI'Y
umenu [1. M. Mameposa, 2007. C. 303—313.

Iywkapésa H.JI. Memyapsl 1 aBToOHOTpaduy KCHIIUH KaK UCCIIEI0BATEIILCKHI «IIOJUTOHY JIJISI H3yYCHHS
wkeHckoro mrcbMay // JI.B. Terunnuna. E.P. Jlamkosa u XVIII Bek. M.: MI'U um. E.P. JlamikoBoii,
2012. C. 224-241.

Casxuna M.JI. ABTOTOKYMEHTaJIbHBIE PycCKUe TeKCTHI mepBoii monoBuHbl XIX B. Tampere: University of
Tampere, 2000.

Tapmaxkosckuii A.I° 1812 rop u pycckas memyapuctuka. M.: Hayka, 1980.

Tapmaxkosckuii A.I" MeMyapuctuka kak (peHOMeH KylIbTypsl // Bompocsr mureparypsl. 1999. Ne 2-3.
C. 35-55.

Vpban A. XynoxectBennas aproonorpadus u 1okymMentT // 3sezaga. 1977. Ne 2. C. 192-208.

@puones O.D. Jluteparypubie cunysTbl / HoBoe ciosj. 1914. Ne 1. C. 68—75.

Yeprnomopckuii M.H. Memyapsl kak uctopudeckuii uctounuk. M.: MITMAH MBO CCCP, 1959.

Yepnomopckuit M.H. Pabota ¢ memyapamu nipu u3ydeHun uctopun KIICC. M.: Beiciias mkona, 1961.

Llatimanoe Y. HeniposiBnenHsii sxaHp // Bormpockr muteparypsl. 1979. Ne. 2. C. 50-77.

T'EHAEPHBIE NCCIIEAOBAHNMA B U3YUYEHUUN [TPOLIJIOT'O 239



Natalia L. Pushkareva. RUDN Journal of Russian History 18, no. 2 (2019): 214-245

Llony C. 3abeneXuTenHOTO OTCHCTBHE Ha )KeHU B OnorpaduyHUTe pa3ka3y Ha H3TOYHOTEPMAHCKH MBKe //
Bbrarapcka ernonorus. 2004. Ne. 2. C. 5-23.

Anckas U.C., Kapoun 3.B. Ilpenensl noctoBepHOCTH. OUepKH JOKyMEHTAIBHOM uTeparypsl. M.: CoseT-
ckuit mucarenn, 1981.

Andrew J. Women in Russian Literature, 1780—1863. Basingstoke and London: Macmillan, 1988.

Alien J.G., Haccoun D.M. Sex differences in emotionality: A multidimensional approach // Human Rela-
tions. 1976. Ne 29. P. 711-722.

Alien J.G., Hamsher J.H. The development and validation of a test of emotional styles // Journal of
Counseling and Clinical Psychology. 1974. Ne 42. P. 663—668.

Aroutunova B. Lives in Letters: Princess Zinaida Volkonskaya and her Correspondence. Columbus, Ohio:
Slavica Publishers, 1994.

Baddeley A.D., Lewis V., Nimmo-Smith I. When did you last... ? / Gruneberg M.M., Morris P.E., Sy-
kes R.N. Practical aspects of memory. New York: Cambridge University Press, 1978. P. 77-83.

Balina M. Introduction: Russian Autobiographies of the Twentieth Century: Fictions of the Self // A/B
(Auto/Biography Studies). 1996. Ne 2. P. 3-7.

Barsalou L.W. The content and organization of autobiographical memories // Neisser U., Winograd E.
Remembering reconsidered. New York — Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1988. P. 193-243.

Bransford J.D. Learning, understanding, and remembering. Belmont (CA): Wadsworth, 1979.

Brewer W.F. Children’s Eyewitness Memory Research: Implications From Schema Memory and Auto-
biographical Memory Research // Stein N.L. Memory for everyday and emotional events. Chicago:
[S.n.], 1997. P. 453-467.

Bower G. Emotion and memory // Christianson S.A. Handbook of emotion and memory. Hillsdale (NJ):
Erlbaum, 1992. P. 3-31.

Christianson S.A. Emotional stress and eyewitness memory: A critical review // Psychological Bulletin.
1992. Ne 2. P. 284-309.

Davis P. Gender differences in autobiographical memory. Paper presented at the NATO Advanced Rese-
arch Conference: Theoretical perspectives on autobiographical memory (July 1991). London: La
Grange, 1991.

Dausien B. Die biographische Konstruktion von Geschlecht // Schneider N., Mall R.A., Lohmar D. Einheit
und Vielfalt. Das verstehen der Kulturen. Amsterdam-Atlanta: [S.n.], 1998. P. 256-275.

Dausien B. Die biographische Konstruktion von Geschlecht // Schneider N., Mall R.A., Lohmar D. Einheit
und Vielfalt. Das verstehen der Kulturen. Amsterdam-Atlanta: [S.n.], 1998. P. 565.

Eckman P. Telling lies. New York: Norton, 1985.

Eckman P., Friesen W.V. Constants across cultures in the face and emotion // Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology. 1971. Ne. 17. P. 124-129.

Engel S. The role of mother-child interaction in autobiographical recall / Hudson J.A. Learning to talk
about the past. Symposium conducted at the Conference on Human Development. Nashville (TN):
Cambridge University Press, 1986. P. 196-206.

Ellis C., Bocher A.P. Composing Ethnography: alternative forms of Qualitative Writing. California: Walnut
Greek, 1996. URL: http://frank.mtsu.edu/~kmiddlet/history/women.html

Fivush R. Gender and emotion in mother-child conversations about the past // Journal of Narrative and Life
History. 1991. Ne 1. P. 325-334.

Fivush R., Kiibli J. Making Everyday Events Emotional: The Construal of Emotion in Parent-Child
Conversations About the Past // Stein N.L. Memory for everyday and emotional events. Chicago:
[S.n.], 1997. P. 239-267.

Goodman G., Hirshman J., Hepps D., Rudy L. Children’s memory for stressful events // Merrill-Palmer
Quarterly. 1991. Ne 1. P. 109-158.

Glagau H. Die moderne Selbstbiographie als historische Quelle. Marburg: Elwert, 1903.

Gluck S.B., Patai D. Women’s Words: The feminist Practice of Oral History. New York: The Feminist Press, 1991.

Gusdorf G. Conditions and Limits of Autobiography (1956) / Olney J. Autobiography: Essays Theoretical
and Critical. Princeton (New Jersey): Princeton University Press, 1980. P. 28-48.

240 GENDER RESEARCHES IN THE STUDY OF THE PAST



ymxapésa H.JI. Becmuux PY/[H. Cepua: HCTOPUA POCCHH. 2019. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 214-245

Harris J.G. Diversity of Discourse: Autobiographical Statements / Autobiographical Statements in Twen-
tieth-Century Russian Literature. Princeton (NJ): Princeton University Press, 1990. P. 14-24.

Hawkins N. Die Relewanz der Familie in der biographischen Selbstdeutung von Ménnern // Kohli M.,
Robert G. Biographie und sociale Wirklichkeit. Stuttgart: Béhnisch, 1984. P. 217-238.

Keupp H. Identitdtskonstruktionen. Das Patchwork der Identititen in der Spdtmoderne. Herbolzheim:
Rowohlt, 2000.

Kuebli J., Fivush R. Gender differences in parent-child conversations about past emotions // Sex Roles.
1992. Ne 27. P. 683—-698.

Lehmann A. Erzéhlstruktur und Lebenslauf. Autobiografische Untersuchungen. Frankfurt am Main:
Campus Verlag, 1983.

Linton M. Transformations of memory in everyday life // Neisser U. Memory observed. San Francisco:
Freeman, 1982. P. 77-91.

Huxley A. The genius and the goddess. New York: Harper and Brothers, 1955.

Lutz C. Parental goals, ethnopsychology, and the emotional meaning // Ethos. 1983. Ne 11. P. 246-262.

Lutz C., White G.M. The anthropology of emotions // Annual Review of Anthropology. 1986. Ne 15.
P. 405-436.

Mandler J.M. The development of event memory // Klix K., Hagendorf H. Human memory and cognitive
capabilities. Amsterdam: Elsevier, 1986. P. 459-467.

Miller P. Narrative practices: Their role in socialization and self-construction // Neisser U., Fivush R.
The remembering self: Construction and accuracy in the life narrative. New York: Plenum, 1994.
P. 158-179.

Meuser M. Geschlecht und Minlichkeit. Soziologische Theorie und kulturelle Deutungsmuster. Opladen:
Leske + Budrich, 1998.

Nelson K. Remembering and telling: A developmental story // Journal of Narrative and Life History. 1991.
Ne 1, no. 1. P. 109-128.

Ranke von L. Denkwurdigkeiten der Staatskazlers Fursten von Hardenberg (1793—1813). Berlin: Dunker
& Humblot, 1877.

Robinson J.A. Temporal reference systems and autobiographical memory // Rubin D.C. Autobiographical
memory. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1986. P. 159-188.

Ross M., Holmberg D. Recounting the past: Gender differences in the recall of events in the history of
a close relationship // Olson J.M., Zanna M.P. Self-inference processes. The Ontario Symposium.
Hillsdale (NJ): Lawrence Erlbaum Associaties Publishers, 1990. P. 135-152.

Ross M. Validating memoires // Stein N.L., Ornstein P., Tversky B., Brainerd C. Memory for everyday and
emotional events. Mahwah (NJ): Lawrence Erlbaum Associaties Publishers, 1997. P. 51-69.

Scholz S. Miénlichkeiten erforschen // Potsdamer Studien zur Frauen- und Geschlechterforschung. 2000.
Ne 1-2. P. 6-21.

Scholz S. Mainlichkeit erzéhlen. Lebensgeschichtliche Identitdtskonstruktionen ostdeutscher Ménner.
Miinster: Westfaelisches Dampfboot, 2004.

Stein N.L.,. Liwag M.D. Parents’ and children’s memory for real-life emotional events. Chicago: University
of Chicago, 1994.

Stein N.L. Children’s memory for emotional events. Implications for testimony // Pezdek K., Banks W.P.
The recovered memory. San Diego (CA): Academic Press, 1997. P. 297-311.

Stein N.L., Ornstein P., Tversky B., Brainerd C. Memory for everyday and emotional events. Papers
presented at a conference. Mahwah (New Jersey): Erlbaum, 1997.

Trabasso T., Suh S. Understanding text: achieving explanatory coherence through on-line inferences and
mental operations in working memory // Discourse Processes. 1993. Ne 16. P. 3-34.

Trabasso T., Sun S., Payton P. Explanatory coherence in communication about narrative understanding
of events // Gernsbacher M.A., Givon T. Text coherence as a mental entity. Amsterdam: John
Benjamins, 1995. P. 189-214.

Trabasso T. Whose Memory Is It? The Social Context of Remembering // Stein N.L. Memory for everyday
and emotional events. Chicago: Chicago University, 1997. P. 429-445.

T'EHAEPHBIE NCCIIEAOBAHNMA B U3YUYEHUUN [TPOLIJIOT'O 241



Natalia L. Pushkareva. RUDN Journal of Russian History 18, no. 2 (2019): 214-245

Triieb K. Von der merkwiirdigen Absenz der Frauen in minlichen Lebensgeschichten // Spuchler G.
Vielstimmiges Geddchtnis. Beitrdge zur Oral History. Ziirich: Chronos, 1994. P. 79-94.

Zahn-Waxler C., Cole P., Barrett K. Guilt and empathy: Sex differences and implications for the develop-
ment of depression // Garber J., Dodge K. The development of emotion regulation and disregula-
tion. Cambridge studies in social and emotional development. New York-Cambridge: Cambrid-
ge University Press, 1991. P. 141-164.

References

Andrew, J. Women in Russian Literature, 1780—1863. Basingstoke; London: Macmillan Publ., 1988.

Alien, J.G., and Haccoun, D.M. “Sex differences in emotionality: A multidimensional approach.” Human
Relations, no. 29 (1976): 711-722.

Alien, J.G., and Hamsher, J.H. “The development and validation of a test of emotional styles.” Journal of
Counseling and Clinical Psychology, no. 42 (1974): 663—-668.

Askin, V. “Kategoriya budushchego i printsipy yeye voploshcheniya v iskusstve.” In Ritm, prostranstvo i
vremya v iskusstve. Moscow: Nauka Publ., 1974 (in Russian).

Aroutunova, B. Lives in Letters: Princess Zinaida Volkonskaya and her Correspondence. Columbus, Ohio:
Slavica Publishers Publ., 1994.

Baddeley, A.D., Lewis, V., and Nimmo-Smith, I. “When did you last... ?” In M.M. Gruneberg, P.E. Morris,
R. N. Sykes. Practical aspects of memory. New York: Cambridge University Press Publ., 1978.

Balina, M. “Introduction: Russian Autobiographies of the Twentieth Century: Fictions of the Self.” A/B
(Auto/Biography Studies), no. 2 (1996): 3-7.

Barsalou, L.W. “The content and organization of autobiographical memories.” In Neisser U., Winograd
E. Remembering reconsidered. New York; Cambridge: Cambridge University Press Publ., 1988.

Bower, G. “Emotion and memory.” In S. A. Christianson. Handbook of emotion and memory. Hillsdale
(NJ): Erlbaum Publ., 1992.

Bransford, J.D. Learning, understanding, and remembering. Belmont (CA): Wadsworth Publ., 1979.

Brewer, W.F. “Children’s Eyewitness Memory Research: Implications From Schema Memory and
Autobiographical Memory Research.” In Stein, N.L. Memory for everyday and emotional events.
Chicago: [S.n.], 1997.

Bushkanets, Ye.G. Memuarnyye istochniki. Kazan’: Kazanskiy ped.institut Publ., 1975 (in Russian).

Chernomorskiy, M.N. Memuary kak istoricheskiy istochnik. Moscow: MGIAN MVO SSSR Publ., 1959
(in Russian).

Chernomorskiy, M.N. Rabota s memuarami pri izuchenii istorii KPSS. Moscow: Vysshaya shkola Publ.,
1961 (in Russian).

Christianson, S. A. “Emotional stress and eyewitness memory: A critical review.” Psychological Bulletin,
no. 2 (1992): 284-309.

Dausien, B. “Die biographische Konstruktion von Geschlecht.” In N. Schneider, R.A. Mall, D. Lohmar.
Einheit und Vielfalt. Das verstehen der Kulturen. Amsterdam: Atlanta Publ., 1998 (in German).

Davis, P. Gender differences in autobiographical memory. Paper presented at the NATO Advanced
Research Conference: Theoretical perspectives on autobiographical memory (July 1991). London:
La Grange Publ., 1991.

Eckman, P., and Friesen W.V. “Constants across cultures in the face and emotion.” Journal of Personality
and Social Psychology,no. 17 (1971): 124-129.

Eckman, P. Telling lies. New York: Norton Publ., 1985.

Engel, S. “The role of mother-child interaction in autobiographical recall.” In J.A. Hudson. Learning to
talk about the past. Symposium conducted at the Conference on Human Development. Nashville:
Cambridge University Press Publ., 1986.

Ellis, C., and Bocher, A.P. Composing Ethnography: alternative forms of Qualitative Writing. California:
Walnut Greek Publ., 1996. http:/frank.mtsu.edu/~kmiddlet/history/women.html

Fridlev, F.F. “Literaturnyye siluety.” Novoye slovy, no. 1 (1914): 68—75 (in Russian).

Fivush, R. “Gender and emotion in mother-child conversations about the past.” Journal of Narrative and
Life History, no. 1 (1991): 325-334.

242 GENDER RESEARCHES IN THE STUDY OF THE PAST



ymxapésa H.JI. Becmuux PY/[H. Cepua: HCTOPUA POCCHH. 2019. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 214-245

Fivush, R., and Kiibli, J. “Making everyday events emotional: The construal of emotion in parent-child
Conversations about the past.” In Stein, N.L. Memory for everyday and emotional events. Chicago:
[S.n.], 1997.

Gal’perin, L.R. Tekst kak ob "yekt lingvisticheskogo issledovaniya. Moscow: Sovetskiy pisatel” Publ., 1971
(in Russian).

Garanin, L.Ya. Memuarnyy zhanr sovetskoy literatury. Minsk: Nauka i tekhnika Publ., 1986 (in Russian).

Golubtsov, V.S. Memuary kak istochnikov po istorii sovetskogo obshchestva. Moscow: Moscow University
Publ., 1970 (in Russian).

Golubeva, Ye.l. Lingvostilisticheskiye sredstva vyrazheniya ob’yektivnogo i sub yektivnogo faktorov v
zhanre avtobiografii. PhD (Philology) diss. Moscow: [S.n.], 1987 (in Russian).

Goodman, G., Hirshman, J., Hepps, D., and Rudy, L. “Children’s memory for stressful events” Merrill-
Palmer Quarterly, no. 1 (1991): 109-158.

Glagau, H. Die moderne Selbstbiographie als historische Quelle. Marburg: Elwert Publ., 1903 (in German).

Gluck, S.B., and Patai, D. Women's Words: The feminist Practice of Oral History. New York: The Fe-
minist Press Publ., 1991.

Ginzburg, A.Ya. O psikhologicheskoy proze. Leningrad: Khudozhestvennaya literatura Publ., 1971
(in Russian).

Gurevich, A.Ya. “Sotsial'naya psikhologiya i istoriya. Istochnikovedcheskiy aspect.” In Istochnikovedeniye.
Teoreticheskiye i metodologicheskiye problem. Moscow: Nauka Publ., 1969 (in Russian).

Gusdorf', G. “Conditions and Limits of Autobiography.” In Olney, J. Autobiography: Essays Theoretical
and Critical. Princeton (New Jersey): Princeton University Press Publ., 1980.

Harris, J.G. “Diversity of Discourse: Autobiographical Statements.” In Autobiographical Statements in
Twentieth-Century Russian Literature. Princeton (NJ): Princeton University Press Publ., 1990.

Hawkins, N. “Die Relewanz der Familie in der biographischen Selbstdeutung von Ménnern.” In

Huxley, A. The genius and the goddess. New York: Harper and Brothers Publ., 1955.

Kesten, S.A. Povestvovatel 'nyy stil’ avtobiograficheskikh proizvedeniy Rene. Tashkent: 1zd-vo Tashkent-
skogo universiteta Publ., 1970 (in Russian).

Keupp, H. Identititskonstruktionen. Das Patchwork der Identititen in der Spdtmoderne. Herbolzheim:
Rowohlt. Publ., 2000.

Kuebli, J., and Fivush, R. “Gender differences in parent-child conversations about past emotions.” Sex
Roles, no. 27 (1992): 683-698.

M. Kohli, and G. Robert. Biographie und sociale Wirklichkeit. Stuttgart: Bohnisch Publ., 1984 (in German).

Kuznetsov, M. “Memuarnaya proza.” In Zhanrovo-stilisticheskiye iskaniya sovremennoy sovetskoy prozy.
Moscow: Nauka Publ., 1971 (in Russian).

Lanshchikov, A. “Obyazannosti svidetelya, prava khudozhnika.” Voprosy literatury, no. 4 (1974): 45-131
(in Russian).

Levitskiy, L. “Memuary.” In Kratkaya literaturnaya entsiklopediya. Moscow: Sovetskaya entsiklopediya
Publ., 1967 (in Russian).

Levkovskaya, N.A. “Kategoriya vremeni kak odno iz sredstv svyazi teksta memuarnogo zhanra.” In Sbornik
nauchnykh trudov in-t im. M.Toreza. Moscow: Institut im. M. Toreza Publ., 1981 (in Russian).

Leyderman, N.L. Dvizheniye vremeni i zakony zhanra. Sverdlovsk: Middle Ural Book Publishing Publ.,
1982 (in Russian).

Lezhon, F. “Sto let bor’by s avtobiografiyey.” Inostrannaya literature, no. 4 (2000): 110—121 (in Russian).

Lehmann, A. Erzdhlstruktur und Lebenslauf. Autobiografische Untersuchungen. Frankfurt am Main:
Campus Verlag Publ., 1983 (in German).

Linton, M. “Transformations of memory in everyday life.” In U. Neisser. Memory observed. San Francisco:
Freeman Publ., 1982.

Lutz, C., and White, G. M. “The anthropology of emotions.” Annual Review of Anthropology, no. 15 (1986):
405-436.

Lutz, C. “Parental goals, ethnopsychology, and the emotional meaning.” Ethos, no. 11 (1983): 246-262.

Mandler, J. M. “The development of event memory.” In K. Klix, H. Hagendorf. Human memory and cog-
nitive capabilities. Amsterdam: Elsevier Publ., 1986.

T'EHAEPHBIE NCCIIEAOBAHNMA B U3YUYEHUUN [TPOLIJIOT'O 243



Natalia L. Pushkareva. RUDN Journal of Russian History 18, no. 2 (2019): 214-245

Makashin, S.A. “Predisloviye.” In M. Ye. Saltykov-Shchedrin v vospominaniyakh sovremennikov. Moscow:
State Fiction Publ., 1957 (in Russian).

Merezhinskaya, A.Yu. Memuarno-avtobiograficheskaya proza 70-kh gg. (problematika i poetika). PhD
(Philology) diss. Kiyev: [S.n.], 1981 (in Russian).

Meuser, M. Geschlecht und Mdnlichkeit. Soziologische Theorie und kulturelle Deutungsmuster. Opladen:
Leske + Budrich Publ., 1998 (in German).

Miller, P. “Narrative practices: Their role in socialization and self-construction.” In U. Neisser, R. Fivush.
The remembering self: Construction and accuracy in the life narrative. New York: Plenum Publ.,
1994.

Nelson, K. “Remembering and telling: A developmental story.” Journal of Narrative and Life History,
no. 1 (1991): 109-128.

Podoroga, V.P. “Vopros o metode.” In V.P. Podoroga. Avtobiografiya. Moscow: Logos Publ., 2001 (in Russian).

Pokrovskiy, M.N. “Memuary uchastnikov revolyutsii.” Proletarskaya revolyutsiya, no. 1 (1921): 7-8
(in Russian).

Pushkareva, N.L. “U istokov zhenskoy avtobiografii v Rossii.” Filologicheskiye nauki, no. 3 (2000): 62—70
(in Russian).

Pushkareva, N.L. “ ‘Pishite sebya!’ (Gendernyye osobennosti pis’ma i chteniya).” In Ye.A. Vishlenkova.
Sotvoreniye istorii. Chelovek. Pamyat’. Tekst. Kazan’: Master Layn Publ., 2001 (in Russian).

Pushkareva N.L. “ ‘Pishite sebya!’ Zadachi issledovaniya rannikh zhenskikh avtobiografiy,” In Gender-
Forschung in der Slawistik. Wiener slawistischer Almanach. Sonderband 55, 333-349. Wien: Ges.
zur Forderung slawistischer Studien, 2002 (in Russian).

Pushkareva, N.L. “Obshchaya liniya zhizni i reprezentatsiya uspeshnosti v avtobiografiyakh i avtobio-
graficheskikh interv’yu zhenshchin-uchenykh.” Tractus aevorum, no. 1 (2014): 15-28 (in Russian).

Pushkareva, N.L. “Pamyat’ o povsednevnom zhenshchin iz sredy nauchnykh rabotnikov.” In Aktual nyye
problemy iz istoricheskogo poshlogo i sovremennosti v obshchestvenno-gumanitarnykh i sotsio-
religiyevedcheskikh naukakh Belarusi, blizhnego i dal'nego zarubezh 'ya, 303—313. Vitebsk: VGU
imeni P. M. Masherova Publ., 2007 (in Russian).

Pushkareva, N.L. “Memuary i avtobiografii zhenshchin kak issledovatel’skiy «poligon» dlya izucheniya
‘zhenskogo pis’'ma’.” In L.V. Tychinina. Ye.R. Dashkova i XVIII vek. Moscow: MGI im. Ye.R. Dash-
kovoy Publ., 2012 (in Russian).

Ranke, L. von. Denkwurdigkeiten der Staatskazlers Fursten von Hardenberg (1793—1813). Berlin: Dunker
& Humblot Publ., 1877 (in German).

Robinson, J. A. “Temporal reference systems and autobiographical memory.” In D.C. Rubin. Autobio-
graphical memory. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press Publ., 1986.

Ross, M., and Holmberg, D. “Recounting the past: Gender differences in the recall of events in the history of
a close relationship.” In J.M. Olson, M.P. Zanna. Self-inference processes: The Ontario Symposium.
Hillsdale. NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associaties Publishers Publ., 1990.

Ross, M. “Validating memoires.” In N.L. Stein, P. Ornstein, B. Tversky, C. Brainerd. Memory for everyday
and emotional events. Mahwah (NJ): Lawrence Erlbaum Associaties Publishers Publ., 1997.

Savkina, I.L. Avtodokumental 'nyye russkiye teksty pervoy poloviny XIX v. Tampere: University of Tampere,
2000 (in Russian).

Scholz, S. Mdnlichkeit erzihlen. Lebensgeschichtliche Identitditskonstruktionen ostdeutscher Mdnner.
Miinster: Westfaelisches Dampfboot Publ., 2004 (in German).

Scholz, S. “Minlichkeiten erforschen.” Potsdamer Studien zur Frauen- und Geschlechterforschung,
no. 1-2 (2000): 6-21 (in German).

Sholts, S. “Zabelezhitelnoto ots”stviye na zheni v biografichnite razkazi na iztochnogermanski m”zhe.”
Blgarska yetnologiya, no. 2 (2004): 5-23 (in Russian).

Shaytanov, I. “Neproyavlennyy zhanr.” Voprosy literatury, no. 2 (1979): 50-77 (in Russian).

Sholts, S. “Zabelezhitelnoto ot-stistvie na zheni v biografichnite razkazi na iztochnogermanski muzhe.”
Biilgarska etnologiya, no. 4 (2004): 5-23 (in Russian).

Stein, N. L. Memory for everyday and emotional events. Chicago: University of Chicago Publ., 1997.

244 GENDER RESEARCHES IN THE STUDY OF THE PAST



ymxapésa H.JI. Becmuux PY/[H. Cepua: HCTOPUA POCCHH. 2019. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 214-245

Stein, N.L, and Liwag, M.D. Parents’ and children’s memory for real-life emotional events. Chicago:
University of Chicago Publ., 1994.

Stein, N.L., Ornstein, P., Tversky, B., and Brainerd, C. Memory for everyday and emotional events. Papers
presented at a conference, University of Chicago, May 1993. Mahwah (New Jersey): Erlbaum
Publ., 1997.

Stein, N.L. “Children’s memory for emotional events. Implications for testimony.” In K. Pezdek,
W.P. Banks. The recovered memory / false memory debate. San Diego (CA): Academic Press
Publ., 1997.

Veresayev, V.V. Pushkin v zhizni. Moscow: Sovetskiy pisatel’ Publ., 1936 (in Russian).

Tartakovskiy, A.G. 1812 god i russkaya memuaristika. Moscow: Nauka Publ., 1980 (in Russian).

Tartakovskiy, A.G. “Memuaristika kak fenomen kul’tury.” Voprosy literatury, no. 2-3 (1999): 35-55
(in Russian).

Trabasso, T. “Whose memory is it? The social context of remembering/” In N.L. Stein. Memory for
everyday and emotional events. Chicago: Chicago University Publ., 1997.

Trabasso, T., and Suh, S. “Understanding text: achieving explanatory coherence through on-line inferences
and mental operations in working memory.” Discourse Processes, no. 16 (1993): 3-34.

Trabasso, T., Sun, S., and Payton, P. “Explanatory coherence in communication about narrative understanding
of events.” In M.A. Gernsbacher, T. Givon. Text coherence as a mental entity. Amsterdam: John
Benjamins Publ., 1995.

Triieb, K. “Von der merkwiirdigen Absenz der Frauen in ménlichen Lebensgeschichten.” In G. Spuchler.
Vielstimmiges Geddchtnis. Beitrdge zur Oral History. Ziirich: Chronos Publ., 1994 (in German).

Urban, A. “Khudozhestvennaya avtobiografiya i document.” Zvezda, no. 2 (1977): 192—208 (in Russian).

Yanskaya, 1.S., and Kardin, E.V. Predely dostovernosti. Ocherki dokumental noy literatury. Moscow:
Sovetskiy pisatel’ Publ., 1981 (in Russian).

Yelchinova, M. “Avtobiografichniyat razkaz kato samopredstavyane.” B lgarskiy folklore, no. 6 (1994)
(in Russian).

Zahn-Waxler, C., Cole, P., and Barrett, K. “Guilt and empathy: Sex differences and implications for the
development of depression.” In Garber, J., and Dodge, K. The development of emotion regulation
and disregulation. Cambridge studies in social and emotional development. New York; Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press Publ., 1991.

HHdopmanusa 06 asrope / Information about the author

Mymxkapésa Haraabs JIbBOBHA, JOKTOP UCTO-
pHUECKHX HayK, mpodeccop, 3aBeyonas ceK-
TOPOM 3THOTEHJEPHBIX HccienoBanuii HcTury-
Ta THOJIOrUM ¥ aHTpononoruu umenu H.H. Muxk-
nyxo-Maxnas PAH, Ilpesunent Poccuiickoit ac-
coLMalMu UCCIeoBaTeleld JKEHCKOH HCTOpUM
(PAVDXI).

T'EHAEPHBIE NCCIIEAOBAHNMA B U3YUYEHUUN [TPOLIJIOT'O

Natalia L. Pushkareva, Doctor of Historical
Sciences, Professor, Head of the sector of eth-
nic and gender studies, N.N. Miklukho-Maklay
Institute of Ethnology and Anthropology of the
Russian Academy of Sciences, President of the
Russian Association for the Study of Women’s
History (RAIZHI).

245



