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The pape� a�al�zes the p�ocess o� cultu�al �lo�alizatio� with the ai� o� �ia��osti�� a� i�pact 
o� A�e�ica� �ass cultu�e �o�el o� �atio��states cultu�e. We i��esti�ate wh� the A�e�ica� �o�el 
o� �ass cultu�e is see� as the p�i�a�� a�� �ost powe��ul i� thei� pote�tial to sp�ea� �lo�all� i� 
co�pa�iso� with the �e�i�ati�e, seco��a��, �atio�al �e�sio�s o� popula� cultu�e. We co�si�e� the 
specific �u�ctio�i�� o� �ewl� e�e��i�� cultu�al a�� histo�ical e�tit� i� the co�text o� u�ifie� a�� 
�et �i�e�se cultu�al �ea�i��s a�� p�actices.
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The socio�cultu�al situatio� o� �ece�t �eca�es is cha�acte�ize� �� the i�te�sificatio� o� 
�lo�alizatio� a�� the e�e��e�ce o� a ki�� o� e�tit� that se��es as �oth �ecipie�ts a�� the c�eato� 
o� ce�tai� cultu�al �ea�i��s a�� p�actices i� thei� co�te�ts �esulti�� ��o� �lo�alizatio� t�e��s. 
I� this pape�, we a�al�ze i� what co�text this e�tit� expa��s its acti�ities (i� the co�text o� the 
�o�e��izatio� �a��ati�e o�  “catch�up p�ese�t”), a�� what �oti�es �ete��i�e his �esi�e to �o�e 
to a �i�e� “outsi�e” �ecto� (these �oti�s associate� with the co�cept o� �e�e�e�ce ��oup a�� 
“post�colo�ial s����o�e”).

To�a�, �lo�alizatio� is o�e o� the �ost �ispute� a�� co�t�o�e�sial scie�tific su�jects, i�clu�i�� 
hu�a�ita�ia� �iscou�se. Howe�e�, the co�cept o� �lo�alizatio� has o�e�co�e the li�its o� scie�tific 
�iscou�se, co�sta�tl� �etti�� i�to p�i�te� pe�io�icals a�� �e�ia. I� the a�al�sis o� �lo�alizatio� 
�ust �e �o��e i� �i�� that wo��s H. O�te�a � Gasset such k�owle��e is “pe�specti�e” – i� case 
the� ha�e cultu�al a�� histo�ical loa� a�� will te�atize� existi�� socio�eco�o�ic situatio� (cou�t�� 
specific ): i� this case the o�l� u�i�e�sal “optics” is �o�se�se.

The �u��a�e�tal issue i� the a�al�sis o� cultu�al �lo�alizatio� is its �efi�itio� as a�e�tless o� 
su�jecti�e phe�o�e�o�. “Discou�se wi��e�s” (a co�cept S. Do�sk�h) o�te� �ocuses o� how to ��i�� 
a�e�tless�ess o� �lo�alizatio�, it is �ulti�i�ectio�al a�� u�p�e�icta�le. Asce�tai�e� t�a�sitio� ��o� 
�eoli�e�al t�pe o� �lo�alizatio� (li�ea�) to a �ew, hi�he� i� its capacit� t�pe (�o�li�ea� o� s��e��istic). 
Howe�e�, the A�e�ica� aca�e�ic e��i�o��e�t acco��i�� to the �esea�che�s o� this su�ject is a��i�uous. 
Dzh. Na� ope� a�out so�t powe� – the polic� o� so�t powe�, the co�po�e�ts o� which a�e cultu�al 
politics, i�eolo�� a�� �iplo�ac�; N. Hle�ze� a�� Z. Bzhezi�sk�� also a��ee with these fi��i��s.

As stress researchers o� a�e�tless�ess o� �lo�alizatio� p�ocesses, we ca� �ot sha�e this 
positio�, as the�e is e�i�e�ce that the su�ject i� this case a�ise so�calle� “�o�e�� cou�t��”: the U.S., 

ISSN 2078 6999. Вісник Львівського університету. Серія філософські науки. 2013. Випуск 16. С. 141–146
                            Vis��k o� the L�i� U�i�e�sit�. Se�ies philosophical scie�ce. Issue 16. P. 141–146

© Amelina S., 2013



142
S. Amelina

ISSN 20786999. Vis��k o� the L�i� U�i�e�sit�. Se�ies philosophical scie�ce. Issue 16 

Eu�ope, Japa� (t�ia�izatio�) that u��e� the �o�i�a�ce o� �eo�li�e�al �iscou�se o� socio�cultu�al 
space a�� �o�e��izatio� �a��ati�e o� “o�e�taki�� �o�e��it�” with its polic� o� “so�t powe�” 
la��el� �ete��i�e the �ecto� o� the pe�iphe�� a�� se�i (I. Valle�sta��). O�e e��ecti�e “a�e�ts 
o� �lo�alizatio�” (P. Be��e�) is the �ass cultu�e a�� its ow� A�e�ica� �o�el, whose �eceptio� 
withi� a specific localit� causes the e��ect o� co��e��e�ce o� cultu�al �ea�i��s. We will t�� to 
a�swe� the questio� – wh� ow� A�e�ica� �o�el o� �ass cultu�e ca� �e see� as the p�i�a�� a�� 
�ost powe��ul i� thei� pote�tial to sp�ea� �lo�all� i� co�pa�iso� with the �e�i�ati�e, seco��a��, 
national versions of popular culture.

The �esi�e to u��e�sta�� the �e�ati�e i�pact o� �ass cultu�e to cultu�e �olk (t�a�itio�al) clea�l� 
�a�i�este� itsel� si�ce 60–70 �ea�s o� XX ce�tu��. Resea�che�s a��ee that the t�a�itio�al cultu�e i� 
the post�i��ust�ial societ� ��a�uall� loses its a�ilit� to exist as a �ia�le phe�o�e�o� a�� �ai�tai�s 
its positio� as “cultu�al he�ita�e” (as e�i�e�ce� �� the UNESCO i� the fiel� o� cultu�e [4, p. 168].

P�otectio� o� authe�tic, t�a�itio�al �o��s o� cultu�e at the le�el o� cultu�al polic� Ya. 
Fli�e� �efi�es as “a set o� i�eolo�ical p�i�ciples a�� p�actical �easu�es u��e�take� th�ou�h 
e�ucatio�, awa�e�ess, lice�si��, scie�tific, �eli�ious, c�eati�e, pu�lishi��, co��u�icatio�, social, 
o��a�izatio�al a�� othe� statist a�� social i�stitutio�s �o� the �ull �epth o� socializatio� a�� 
i�cultu�atio�” [6]. Actuall� at this sta�e o� cultu�al polic�, pa�ticula�l� i� Uk�ai�e, �ocusi�� 
o� the �isse�i�atio� a�� p�o�otio� o� �atio�al cultu�e �o�els, i� pa�ticula� – a�ti�acts “�olk 
a�t”, i� which the loss o� his su�ject, �oes expo�e�tial �u�ctio� a�� ca� �e i�te�p�ete� i� a 
situatio� “outsi�e”. Pe�cei�i�� this wo�k, the �ecipie�t is i� �elatio� to he� c�itical sta�ce, �ue to 
its o�to�e�etic �o��atio� i� the �lo�alize� a�� the�e�o�e – �osaic a�� �et u�ifie� cultu�e. The 
su�ject is �ei�� co�sta�tl� i� a situatio� o� choice o� those a�ti�acts o� cultu�e, which �o� �a�ious 
�easo�s �a� �e �alui�� �o� hi�. O� a si�ila� u�ique�ess a�� c�iticalit� we coul� �ot speak i� 
te��s o� co��e�satio�s a�out �ass cultu�e a�� its collecti�e su�ject as the o�i�i� a�� �e�elop�e�t 
o� �olk cultu�e associate� with �a�icall� �i��e�e�t social a�� histo�ical �ack��ou��. Acco��i�� to 
the �esea�che�s, the �e�i�al o� �olk cultu�e i� its e�ti�et�, a�� the set o� all �u�ctio�s is o�l� possi�le 
while the �eco�st�uctio� o� t�a�itio�al co��u�ities, which is i��a�e�t.

Fo��atio� o� a �ew cultu�al a�� histo�ical e�tit� was the lo�ical �esult o� the p�oject o� 
E�li�hte��e�t. As the Russia� cultu�al �esea�che� A. Pel�pe�ko, u�like “sp�a�e�” collecti�e 
su�ject, which ha� i��e�iate a�� u�co��itio�al (th�ou�h o�al t�a�itio�) k�owle��e is a� 
auto�o�ous e�tit� i� the “scatte�e� se�ses” a�� �ealize �elational convention any values. Actually 
use cate�o�� o� the su�ject i� a co��e�satio� a�out �ass cultu�e is ille�al, �ecause the co�te�t o� 
this cate�o�� o� �o�e�� �ea�i��s �o� us the�e is o�l� the histo�� o� �o�e��it�. Auto�o�ous e�tit� 
pe�cei�es cultu�al phe�o�e�a att�i�uti�e i��o��atio� is auto�aticall� �eco�poses thei� e�pi�ical 
qualit� fiel� o� se�iotic coo��i�ates �ou speci�� s�ste� expe�ie�ce. Not �oi�� pa�ticipatio� 
(acti�it��i��ol�e�e�t) to the o�ject that is “�u��a�e�tal i�te�tio� o� the cultu�al co�scious�ess” 
(A. Pel�pe�ko), which se��e� as a “pe�petual �otio�” esta�lish se�a�tic �elatio�s �etwee� su�ject 
a�� o�ject. This socio�cultu�al situatio� acco��i�� to A. Pel�peko is �efi�e� as “the ki���o� 
o� u�i�e�sal �echa�is�s o� e�ectio� u�k�ow� to the k�ow�, the �eal� o� k�owle��e without 
u��e�sta��i��, lea��i�� without expe�ie�ce, appe�ceptio� without pa�ticipatio�” [8].

I� this situatio�, the�e is the p�o�le� o� fi��i�� its ow� i�e�tit� – pe�so�al, social, cultu�al. 
A�te� the su�ject has to �e i� a pe��a�e�t state o� st�ess o� choice – �ot o�l� o�jects o� co�su�ptio�, 
�ut also li�e st�ate�ies o� attitu�es, p�io�ities (“status o� the” i� which liqui� �o�e��it� �e�eals thei� 
co��o�ificatio�al cha�acte�). It woul� see� that this choice is quite ��eel�, thou�h i� a �eepe� 
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a�al�sis, we fi�� st�ate�ies that i�flue�ce a�� �ete��i�e the choice. Fi�st o� all, this is �ue to the 
weak�ess a�� little e��ecti�e cultu�al polic� i� �ost cou�t�ies, i�clu�i�� Uk�ai�e. Fu��a�e�tal 
�easo� �o� the weak�ess o� cultu�al polic� withi� the �atio��state is the �act that sociolo�� has 
�ee� calle�  “�e�e�e�ce ��oup” a�� �e�e�e�ce ��oup �eha�io�.

Re�e�e�ce G�oup – a social ��oup that se��es the i��i�i�ual’s o�i�i�al sta��a�� �e�e�e�ce s�ste� 
�o� hi�sel� a�� othe�s, as well as the sou�ce o� social �o��s a�� �alues  . The case o� �e��e�ship 
i� the ��oup allocate� the �e�e�e�ce ��oup p�ese�ce a�� i�eal �e�e�e�ce ��oups. G�oup o� p�ese�ce 
– a �e�e�e�ce ��oup, whose �e��e� is a� i��i�i�ual. A� i�eal �e�e�e�ce ��oup – a ��oup o� �iews, 
acco��i�� to which the i��i�i�ual is �ui�e� i� thei� �eha�io�, to assess �o� the�sel�es the i�po�ta�t 
e�e�ts i� the su�jecti�e attitu�e towa��s othe� people – �ut o� which he is so�e �easo� �ot i�clu�e�. 
This �e�e�e�ce ��oup is to the i��i�i�ual especiall� att�acti�e. A� i�eal �e�e�e�ce ��oup ca� �e as 
actuall� existi�� i� the socio�cultu�al e��i�o��e�t a�� fictio�al (i� this case the sta��a�� ju���e�tal, 
i�eals o� li�e a�e the i��i�i�ual lite�a�� cha�acte�s, histo�ical fi�u�es, etc.) [10].

We talke� a�out the p�o�le� o� the e�e��e�ce o� �ew cultu�al a�� histo�ical e�tit� whose 
�alue setti��s se�a�tic co�plexes a�e scatte�e� a�� �osaic, that �all i�to illo�ical �ot co��ecte� 
to the st�uctu�e ��a��e�ts a�� a�e i�flue�ce� �� �a�ious �acto�s that a�e u�ique i� the o�to�e�etic 
�e�elop�e�t o� the i��i�i�ual. U��e� such co��itio�s a�e possi�le �heto�ic, which p�oclai�s the 
auto�o�� o� the i��i�i�ual a�� the �i�ht choice o� cultu�al coo��i�ates that a�e �ost app�op�iate �o� 
hi� a�� �eet his �ee�s a�� p�e�e�e�ces. That is the p�o�le� o� co��e��e�ce o� cultu�al �ea�i��s 
�lo�all� e�e� woul� ha�e to occu�. Howe�e� it occu�s, a�� this is �ue to the �act that �espite the 
“�i�ht choice” i� the �e�ia space ope�ates a li�ite� �u��e� o� �e�e�e�ce ��oups, p�esti�e a�� 
hi�h status a�e co�ti�uousl� �ai�tai�e�. This causes a �eactio� – to �a��i�� �e��ees i��o��e� – 
“�o�e” i� the �i�ectio� o� the �e�e�e�ce ��oups, the �esi�e to take o�e� the exte�t possi�le �alues, 
li�est�les, co�su�ptio� ha�its o� thei� �e��e�s. I� the co�text o� �lo�alizatio�, withi� �i�tualize� 
societ� we ca� talk a�out the existe�ce o� �e�e�e�ce ��oups that lie �e�o�� �atio��states a�� 
that we ca� �efi�e as t�a�s�atio�al, �ut the p�o�Weste�� �ecto�. The e�ficie�c� a�� sta�ilit� o� 
this �ecto� �ecause O. Ma�o�i i�e�tifies as “post colo�ial co�plex” (O. Ma�o�i “P�ospe�o a�� 
Kali�a�”). O. Ma�o�i a�� F. Fa�o� wo��e�e� how li�e�ati�� �atio�al ��oup o� ps�cholo�ical 
e��ects cause� �� a �o��e� su�o��i�ate positio�. Ma�o�i a��ue� that the �u��a�e�tal questio� 
p�o�oke� colo�ialis� – �ot just eco�o�ic i�equalit� a�� how “eco�o�ic i�equalit�” �a�i�este� 
i� the st�u��le �o� p�esti�e, the alie�atio�, the positio�s i� the �e�otiatio�s a�� �e�t o� ��atitu�e, 
as well as the i��e�tio� o� �ew ��ths a�� c�eati�� �ew pe�so�alit� t�pes [1, p. 353].

The e�e��e�ce o� �ew status ��oups (which o�te� is the �e�e�e�ce) was fi�st �eco��e� as 
a� acco�plishe� �act i� the 2000s. A�e�ica� �esea�che�s who �a�e the� �a�es c�eati�e class 
(R. Flo�i�a ) a�� “�o�os” (��o� the E��lish Bou��eois �ohe�ia�s – the �ou��eois �ohe�ia�s, 
D. B�uks) [2, p. 91]. The co�cept o� “c�eati�e class” �ocuses o� the c�eatio� o� �ew �o��s, 
i��epe��e�t thi�ki�� a�� c�eati�e p�o�le� sol�i�� as the �eatu�es o� this pa�ticula� social class. 
Fo��all� it i�clu�es a�tists, w�ite�s, �usicia�s, scie�tists, acto�s, e��i�ee�s, �esi��e�s, fi�a�cie�s, 
�a�a�e�s, law�e�s, �octo�s (30% o� the U.S. wo�k�o�ce). Howe�e�, the autho� o� the co�cept i� 
his t�polo�� �akes sepa�atio� c�eati�e class 1) supe�c�eati�e co�e a�� 2) c�eati�e p�o�essio�als. 
The fi�st o� these fi�u�es i�clu�e the �e�ia, the a�ts, show �usi�ess, e�te�tai��e�t a�� spo�ts [12, 
p. 354]. B� the co�cept o� “ �o�os” D. B�uks �otice� that i� the t�a�itio�al �ou��eoisie i� its status 
was situate� a�o�e the �ohe�ia�s, the �utu�e o� hi�h status �et those i� his pe�so�a co��i�es 
aesthetics a�� a�tist�� – ��o� att�actio� to �usi�ess a�� p�ope�t� [2].
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It ca� �e �isti��uishe� the �ollowi�� t�pes o� social acti�it� with co��espo��i�� t�pes o� 
co��iti�e acti�it�: 1) p�o�ucti�e acti�it� o� the c�eati�e elite 2) �ep�o�ucti�e acti�it� p�o��a�s 
p�epa�e� 3) i��i�i�ual li�e 4) o� a�� �e�p�o�ucti�e acti�it� �e�e�atio�s �o� a co�si�e�a�le ti�e  
5) li�e (co��italit�) p�ocess o� eth�ic ��oup, �atio�, �e�io�al, co��u�it�, etc. [9, p. 9]. Acco��i�� 
to the classical pa�a�i�� o� the fi�st t�pe is co�si�e�e� as a �ou��atio� o� �atio�alit� Ce�te�, 
�ea�i��s, �a��ati�es a�� �a�tasies which the philosophical �eflectio�. E�li�ht�e�t epoch also has 
a �assi�e i��ust�ializatio� �ep�o�ucti�e acti�it� p�o��a�s at a�� le�el o� co�plexit� a�� scope. 
Acti�ities o� the al�o�ith� �ou�� �o�e �atio�al tha� the spo�ta�eous c�eati�it� o� the �o��e� elite 
[9]. I� we co�si�e� this co�cept withi� the co�cept o� “�o�os”, it is o��ious that the hi�h status 
st�atu� i� thei� wo�k �ocuses o� the fi�st two t�pes o� social acti�it�, which i� p�actice is likel� to 
si�ulatio� wo�k, suppo�te� �� fi�a�cial success. That co�cept a�t, i� a �a��owe� se�se – a�t – a�� 
its i�he�e�t co��otati�e �ea�i�� esote�ic, ��stical, “�i�i�e �i�t” �e�i�s to �u�ctio� e�ficie�tl� 
the lo�ic laws o� the �a�ket, si�ce it’s those co��otatio�s ha�e att�actio� �o� the co�su�e�, which 
is �i�ficult to o�jecti�el� assess the �eal �alue o� a�t p�opose� p�o�uct, as well as the lo�ic o� his 
thi�ki�� is �ase� o� the laws o� e�ficie�c� a�� p�ofits.

I� �ou ask the questio�: what a�e the cultu�al sta��a��s that social ��oup is �e�e�e�t �o� 
exa�ple Uk�ai�ia� �outh? Most o� the� a�swe�e�, taki�� as a �asis the c�ite�io� o� “success” 
– which co�sist o� social �eco��itio�, popula�it�, pu�lic li�est�le, exhi�iti�� thei� ow� �ate�ial 
wealth. Histo�ical co�ti�uit� i�e�tificatio� Eu�ope a�� e�e�tuall� the U�ite� States with cou�t�ies 
that a�e at the �o�e��o�t o� histo�ical �e�elop�e�t, a�� ce�tai� social st�ata i� these cou�t�ies – 
with �e�e�e�ce ��oups – ca� �ot �e i�te��upte� at the le�el o� theo�etical u��e�sta��i�� o� these 
phe�o�e�a a�� speculati�e p�ocla�atio� o� the a��e�t o� �o�li�ea� �lo�alizatio�. E�ucatio�al 
co�ceptual co�plex “Eu�oce�t�is� – �o�e��izatio� – elitist cultu�e” at a theo�etical a�� a p�actical 
le�el was �eplace� �ou�t�ul co�plex “�o�li�ea� �lo�alizatio�” (�lo�alizatio� plu�al) a�� �ass 
cultu�e. Popula� cultu�e is actuall� �o�e e��ecti�e �ea�s o� i�ple�e�ti�� polic� so�t powe�, 
�ecause it is the o�l� �o�� that ha�e ��oa�cast a sou�ce that fills this �o�� o� co�te�t – a�e the 
�eco�st�ucte� a�� �e�uce� to a set o� clichйs a�ti�acts elite a�� popula� �o��s o� cultu�e.

S��pto�atic �o�  this situatio� is the existe�ce o� the I�te��et �space sites such as “Rahu.li: 
Blo� o� a���essi�e �a� taste Uk�ai�ia� elite” a�� “School o� �o�ste�s” (Russia� site �ase� o� 
Li�e Jou��al). The si�ila�it� o� sites is ext�e�el� c��ical �ocke�� c�eato�s a�� / o� suppo�te�s 
o� the �atio�al popula� cultu�e. I� the we�site “Rahu.li” is �i�iculi�� exactl� those social ��oups 
who R. Flo�i�a att�i�ute� to the c�eati�e class. A�al�zi�� the co��e�ts u��e� pu�licatio�s o� 
the we�site �e�tio�e� t�pe o� P. Slote��ijk’s c��ic – which has �eco�e a �ass phe�o�e�o�. 
I� a c��ical c�iticis� Uk�ai�ia� elite �ea� the i�plicatio�al setti��s that outsi�e this state the�e 
is a “�eal wo�l� �la�ou�”, “�eal”, �ull �ass cultu�e, a�� the Uk�ai�ia� �e�sio� looks like a �a� 
�eceptio�, ��otesque e��o�i�e�t o� i�stallatio�s �� the Uk�ai�ia� elite.

The �easo� �o� the popula�it� o� the site �a� �e co�si�e�e� as �esse�ti�e�t – i� �e�e�al 
philosophical se�se o� the te��: a �i�ficult socio�eco�o�ic co��itio�s o� the i��i�i�ual pe�cei�es 
people who ha�e achie�e� “success” i� show �usi�ess as a “�epulsi�e” �e�e�e�ce ��oup. He is 
�o�ce� to co�st�uct thei� ow� i�e�tit� ��o� a positio� o� oppositio� to the ��oup, its total �e�ial 
a�� �i�icule (Z. Bau�a� woul� call it “2��i�utes o� hat�e�”). B� �ocusi�� o� the fi�ht a�ai�st 
“the e�e��” (the ow�e� o� the site, �ei�� a jou��alist, i��ee� chooses a su��esti�e �e�e�se as 
“a���essi�e �a� taste” – i��icati�� the �a��e� o� attack a�� the �ee� to �e�e�� the�sel�es) �o��et 
a�out the �ee� to c�eate a positi�e i�e�tit�, fi��i�� positi�e �ea�i��. We shoul� �ot �o��et that the 



145
S. Amelina
ISSN 20786999. Vis��k o� the L�i� U�i�e�sit�. Se�ies philosophical scie�ce. Issue 16 

�e�ial o� ce�tai� cultu�al sta��a��s �e�o�st�ates the p�io�it� �o� esta�lishi�� �o�e se�se. Gi�e� the 
�i�e�sificatio� o� cultu�al t�a�s�o��atio� elitist cultu�e i� the �o��atio� o� su�cultu�al (o� �ultiple 
su�cultu�al �o��atio�) – the i��i�i�ual �ets i�to a situatio� o� choosi�� �etwee� see�i��l� equal 
�e�hie�a�hie� cultu�al �ea�i��s a�� p�actices. But his a��itio�s i� a�� case �e�ai� u�satisfie� 
�ecause the�e a�e �o �e�e�all� accepte� hie�a�ch� is accepte� “cultu�al expe�ts” (which woul� 
�e a �ecessa�� co�po�e�t st�uctu�e polist�listic cultu�e).

Site Mate�ials o� “School o� �o�ste�s” is a �i�i� illust�atio� o� the �eceptio� o� A�e�ica� 
(a�� �e�i�ati�e �) �o�el o� �ass cultu�e �� the a�e�a�e �ep�ese�tati�e o� the �o��e� USSR. 
I� the �ate�ial is “Ra�u.li” �ocuses o� the c�eato�s a�� suppo�te�s �i�icule �ass cultu�e with a 
hi�h le�el o� �ate�ial wealth, i� the “School o� �o�ste�s” is the �ai� o�ject o� �i�icule a�e�a�e 
pe�so� with �o�e�ate i�co�e. Ow� e�pi�ical �ate�ial that we fi�� o� the site, se��es as a� 
illust�atio� o� app�op�iatio� atte�pts to set sta��a��s �o� �ass cultu�e i� situatio�s whe�e the 
�ate�ial p�ospe�it� o� the �ecipie�t is �ot su�ficie�t to �ake these sta��a��s (co�su�e� li�est�le) 
�atch. So�e �esea�che�s e�thusiasticall� watchi�� the phe�o�e�o� o� so�calle� p�osu�e�is� 
(��o� e��l.p�o�uce a�� co�su�e, E. To�fle�). Resea�che�s with e�thusias� a�� opti�is� �esc�i�e 
how a �ew p�o�uctio�, which �a�i�ests itsel� th�ou�h �o�es o� co�su�ptio� p�o�ucts (M. De 
Se�to). This app�op�iatio� a�� �a�ipulatio� o� co�su�e� p�o�ucts a��ect the outco�e o� “social 
�a�es”, quietl� cha��e it. Fo� such opti�ists �a� also i�clu�e P. Vi��o a�� T. O’Reill�. Yeah, �i�ht 
�elie�es that political eco�o�� o� �o�e�� capitalis� sta��s “a�t�opoce�t�ical”: people i��ol�e� 
i� this p�ocess all its pote�tialities – speech, i�a�i�atio�, i��e�uit�, a�tist��. Post�Fo��ist �o�e 
o� p�o�uctio� �equi�es the �e�elop�e�t a�� �elease o� all hu�a� a�ilities. Tou�ist O�fice Reill� 
��eat hope i� the phe�o�e�o� o� We� 2.0, which shows the t�ajecto�� o� the �e�elop�e�t o� �ew 
�e�ia. The �ost si��ifica�t �eatu�e o� the I�te��et “seco�� �e�e�atio� » (We� 2.0) is the a�ilit� to 
“Fee��ack: the use� is a�le to �a�ipulate the �elatio�ships �etwee� �ate�ials o� the we�, c�eate 
social �etwo�ks, �lo�s, places whe�e thei� ow� co�te�t. These ca� po�tu�ities �i�e i�petus to the 
�e�elop�e�t o� �ew �o��s o� i�te�actio�, a�� – �ew �o��s o� exp�essio� a�� c�eati�it� [11, p. 30].

Ne�e�theless, the c�eatio� o� “collecti�e i�telli�e�ce” (P. Le�i) is �ot alwa�s t�a�s��essi�e p�o�a�it� 
a�� kitsch. Site Mate�ials “Schools �o�ste�s” �� its �e�� e�pi�ical p�o�e utopia� i�eas o� p�osu�e�is�. 
A peculia� �etapho� �o� the �ailu�e o� this co�cept ca� �eco�e a text�ook �o� we�site files, i�a�es 
pe��ectl� ��oo�e� �o�� att�i�utes o� �ate�ial wealth – which with the help o� Photoshop Use� “��awi��” 
(also without a�� si�� o� p�o�essio�alis� ) ow� �ace. These photos a�e so ��eque�t i� social �etwo�ks, 
we shoul� put a questio�: is �ot this a �a�i�estatio� o� specific t�e��s: i� the �o�i�atio� o� the cultu�e 
�a�ket lo�ic, whe�e the ta��et au�ie�ce �o� popula� cultu�e is hete�o�e�eous i� eco�o�ic te��s the 
social e��i�o��e�t – the i��i�i�ual, i� the a�se�ce o� �ele�a�t �ea�s, howe�e� ha� to “�ollow” the 
set sta��a��s o� co�su�ptio�, i� o��e� to �ai�tai� ps�cholo�ical co��o�t.

As �ass cultu�e has the a�ilit� to �i��o� su��ace la�e� o� social �ealit�, it appea�s a� e��ecti�e 
�ea�s o� sp�ea�i�� i�eolo�� (i� pa�ticula� – �eoli�e�al), a �eceptio� which takes place i� a “post�
colo�ial s����o�e” that applies to cou�t�ies that we�e �e�e� colo�ize� i� the classical se�se. 
Howe�e�, as i� �e�colo�ize� �atio�� states a�� i� se�e�al othe� cou�t�ies (Uk�ai�e �.t.ch.) p�ese�t a 
set o� “catch�up to�a�”. As the V. M�ezhu�e�, as oppose� to “p�o�le�s o� ou� ti�e”, “the p�o�le� 
o� �o�e��izatio�” (t�a�sitio� to �o�e��it�) occu�s i� a situatio� o� �eep ch�o�opolitical t�au�a 
cause� �o���o�e�� k�owle��e, “�ackwa���ess” o� thei� cou�t�� co�pa�e� to othe�s. The existe�ce 
o� such a pe�so� i� the co�text o� the situatio� itsel� causes “shock” a�� the i�ea o�   the �ecessit� 
o� “shock the�ap�” to �etu�� hi�sel� lost the status o� “�o�e��it�” [5]. He�ce – the c�a�i�� �o� 
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�e�e�e�ce ��oups that o�te� a�e �ot e�e� ow� �atio�al “elite” (a status hi�hl� eco�o�ic, political 
a�� cultu�al elite), a�� t�a�s��atio�al �e�e�e�ce ��oups that ope�ate i� a “�o�e�� cou�t��” a�� 
�ot i� cou�t�ies “catchi�� P�ese�t”. The existe�ce o� u�i�e�sal sta��a��s �o� all co�su�e� �oo�s 
– a�� �i��e�e�t �o� each state li�i�� sta��a��s – lea�i�� to �ew co�flicts a�� te�sio� explicatio� 
which ca� �e o�se��e� i� the I�te��et space as o�e o� the �ai� �ea�s o� exhi�iti�� �oth pe�so�al 
a�� social i�e�tit�. Pa�ticula�l� acute �o�� o� this p�o�le� is i� the co�text o� �ewl� e�e��i�� 
phe�o�e�o� o� “p�eca�iat” (H. Sta��i��) as a th�eat a�� at the sa�e ti�e �atu�al �eactio� o� the 
i��i�i�ual to the c�isis o� the �o�e�� e�a.

Author’s translation of the article
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