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Lemma. The relevance of the research is that the mythological and mythological images
existing in the culture ("woman-mother ", "woman-worker", etc.), which produce a "natural”
world for us, are analyzed while eliminating from the field of vision the alternative
possibilities of its device. By problematizing this evidence, comprehending the possible values
excluded by the authorities, it is possible to foresee the consequences of certain discursive
concepts, while destroying their ideological closeness, "naturalness"” and self-evidence of the
proposed designs. The formulation of the task consists in the philosophical comprehension
of the specifics of the conceptualization of motherhood as a complex semantic field, which is
determined by the nature of gender relations. The subject of the research consists of the
transformation of social forms and dispositive philosophical problems of motherhood, their
representation in the discourses and narratives of modern philosophy and culture. Analysis
of recent research and publications. Important for our study are the works of J. Butler, S.
Raddick, L. Irigarey, E. Sixu, J. Kristeva C. Lemert, E. Jeremiah, P. Deicher, L. Nicholson,
and others, which determine the study of maternity from the point of view of the problems of
identity / subjectivity, which is one of the main theoretical areas of postmodernity. The
researchers of gender, considering the postmodern impulse, tend to deconstruct female
identity, biology and "materiality”, despite the “eternal secret” of the essential body.

Key words:maternity, subjectivity, representation, discoursive practice, performativity.

Isolation of unexplored parts of the Statement of the chief material. It is
general problem. Only a few basic analyzed that "mother"” is not only a physical
ideologies of motherhood are analyzed that  figure or an immanent identity; "mother” is a
create the "objectivity" of our ideas and role ~ symbol occupying an incomparable place in
expectations in the sociocultural context of  language and culture. The complex structure
postmodern discursive transformations of  of gender social reality is indicated, which
both  motherhood in particular and  cannot be explained with the position of
parenthood in general. traditional binary oppositions (“culture /

Methodology of the research. This  nature”, "spirituality / materiality”, etc.), and
study uses both the theory of gender, its  thatnecessarytoexchange withintellection at
influence on the sociocultural context of the terms of differential digestion.It is
motherhood and its interpretation, and also  proved that the political discourse with its
relies on  postmodern  methodology, = monopoly on "symbolic violence™ forms
including  phenomenological-hermeneutic,  fixed knowledge, thus appearing images of

interpretative approaches. "woman mother", "Bereginy"”, "motherland”,
Scientific novelty of research. Today  etc.
there is a problem of deconstruction of the Conclusion. Transformations in the

mythology of modern motherhood, modern  sphere of the maternity family are inscribed
images of a woman mother are supported by  in the global context of the "post-modern™
the influence of patriarchal discourses, world, and those changes in the maternal
including in modern media culture. This  behavior patterns around which the "life
study examines their impact on the ethical  project” of a woman is being built are
and aesthetic aspects of motherhood. closely related to them.
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The problem is presented in general
terms and its links with important
scientific or practical tasks.In Ukrainian
society, as in other modern societies, certain
changes in marriage and family behavior
began to beconsidered not only in the
context of demographic transformations, but
also in connection with the increasing
pluralization of family relations, inextricably
linked with the general "post-paradigmatic”
pluralization of the postmodern society.
Thus, the philosophical analysis of the
overall gender policy in its aspects of
postmodern processes is also a necessary
condition for a meaningful study of
conceptual directions and empirical data that
have a relation - explicitly and implicitly - to
the phenomenon of motherhood.

The relevance of the topic researchof
the phenomena of motherhood is due to the
social challenges of the first decade of the
21st century, which, by changing the gender
regimes, led to the formation of new
institutional tendencies in motherhood and
caused a new flow of their reflexive
understanding. The problem of a harmonious
combination of professional, parental and
conjugal roles by a woman is currently

particularly controversial, requiring
conceptual reflection in many areas of
modern theory, including, of course,

philosophy. On the one hand, representatives
of the gender approach, reflecting on the
problem of motherhood, advocate the
expansion of the boundaries of personal
choice and alternative life styles, on the
other hand, the traditional discourse of "right
motherhood" continues to emphasize
patriarchal models, suggesting that the
mother's responsibility for the well-being of
her children and care they are the
fundamental components of a full-fledged
female identity. On the other hand, it is
obvious that the changes in the gender
regimes that have occurred in recent years in
our country have affected the growth of
economic and organizational resources that
have led to a significant increase in the
indicators of women's paid employment.

As known, women constitute today the
majority of university students, invading
such traditionally "male" spheres as heavy

engineering, computer technology, civil
engineering, military science, etc. Such
changes  inevitably  entail  political

transformations, influencing in general, on
the participation of women in the political
and civil structures of Ukrainian society. At
the same time, one of the most important
concepts in the gender regimes of the
Ukrainian society remains the distinction
between the public, public, and private,
domestic spheres of life of men and women,
forms of gender relations, both in the family
and in society.

Official state discourse says that
motherhood, as the main institutionally
recognized mechanism of family

functioning, occupies one of the important
places in "agenda" of modern Ukrainian
politics. However, the very formulation of
the issue indicates a certain stable tension
existing between the main subjects of this
problem: power and a woman-mother. There
are still various types of simulation and
manipulation models and technologies that
are designed to smooth problems and
embellish the real situation. An indisputable
confirmation of the fact that the Ukrainian
society is focused on complex gender
changes, consistent with European norms
and standards, is a series of government
decrees, adopted laws and relevant state acts.
At the same time, it should be noted that:
Maternal gender strategies have different
implications in our country and Western
European countries; the reduction of
governmental materialist programs placed an
additional burden on women in Ukraine,
who had to take unpaid social security and
family care - functions that had previously
been considered public. It should also be
noted: despite the researchers' particular
attention to the place and role of men in the
home, private sphere, the family and those

activities associated with it are still
"women's spheres” with an impressive
disproportionate gap.

Scientists say: "postmodern”

motherhood is diverse and not always
directly related to marriage and blood-
related relationships. It is increasingly filled
with values such as the desire for self-
realization, understanding and building a
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trusting relationship between mother and
children. A person is not satisfied with his
role as a "person” if he does not feel himself
to be a creator. Of course, among the many
ways of such self-realization, the most
natural for a woman is to have children, take
care of their "creatures” and love them. The
mother in the child "leaves" for her own
limits, her love for the child gives her
meaning and significance, and this love is,
according to E. Fromm, the most difficult
form of love: it is all the more deceptive, the
more "natural” it seems.

Today, this approach is reflected in the
theory of feminism, which raises a very
interesting layer of problems related to
motherhood. The scientific works of gender
researchers discuss the problems of the
mother's personality, its position in the
family and society; analyze such new topics
as maternal aesthetics, pregnancy problems,
childbirth, maternal "practices”, etc. The
theoretical discourse of maternity research
includes both the feminist theory, gender
studies, and philosophy, political and social
sciences, psychoanalysis and semiotics,
which received rapid development in
postmodernism. The dissatisfaction with the
essentialism of the early positions of
feminism led the researchers of gender to
recognize the plurality of points of view and
their subjectivity; the postmodern view of
the subject's identity shifted theoretical
reasoning to philosophical and
epistemological problems that brought the
feminist theory closer to postmodern views.

Stressing the relevance of such studies,
scientists write that new "dimensions" of
motherhood (pregnancy, childbirth, feeding
a newborn, etc.) are central to human
existence, but are rarely discussed in the
philosophical canon. Perhaps, the latter is
connected with those areas of "closeness"
that political discourses create (P. Bourdieu),
but in our case it is important that such a
"closed area" forms fixed values that seem
completely natural. Mythologies and myths
("mother-woman”, "woman-worker", etc.)
produce a "natural™ world for us, while
eliminating from the field of vision the
alternative possibilities for its organization.
By problematizing this evidence,

comprehending the possible values excluded
by the authorities, it is possible to foresee
the consequences of certain discursive
concepts, destroying their ideological
closeness, "naturalness" and self-evidence of
the proposed designs.

It should be noted that the predominant
understanding of gender in social sciences as
constitutive  simultaneously on multiple
levels, including the micro-level of relations
and the macro level of changes in social
structures, undoubtedly goes along with the
philosophical concepts of gender with
emphasis on the fact that gender relations
have ontological depth that should be
analyzed not only in the institutional spheres
of the economy or politics, but primarily in
the philosophical reflection of interrelated
gender relations and gender.

The analysis of the basic ideologies of
motherhood, creating the "objectivity" of our
ideas and role expectations, acquires special
importance in the sociocultural context of
postmodern discursive transformations of
both motherhood and parenthood in general.
Undoubtedly, the study of gender aspects of
these transformations is interdisciplinary,
but as an independent philosophical
phenomenon, motherhood is not fully
conceptualized category. A fundamental
development of the theoretical material of
motherhood is necessary on the basis of an
analysis of the specifics of gender society,
the philosophical reflection of the historical

epochs in question, as well as the
corresponding  representations in  the
concepts, discourses and narratives of
culture.

In Ukrainian society, as in other modern
societies, certain changes in marriage and
family behavior began to be considered not
only in the context of demographic
transformations, but also in connection with
the increasing pluralization of family
relations, inextricably linked with the
general "post-paradigmatic” pluralization of
the postmodern  society. Thus, the
philosophical analysis of the overall gender
policy in its aspects of postmodern processes
is also a necessary condition for a
meaningful study of conceptual directions
and empirical data that have a relation -
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explicitly and implicitly - to the
phenomenon of motherhood.

The phenomena of motherhood, like any
other complex socio-cultural phenomenon,

needing active philosophical reflection,
requires a comprehension from the
theoretical ~ positions of  postmodern

discourse, and here the subject of attention
are the works of M. Foucault, J. Derrida, and
J. - F. the Lyotard, J. Deleuze, Y. Kristeva,
F. Jameson, etc. Specificity of the problem
being investigated is determined by the
scientific approaches that have developed in
modern gender theory. If the feminist
thought of the 1970s demonstrated
"renunciation” of motherhood (B. Friedan,
S. Firestone, K. Millet, C. Delphi), then in
the 1980s, gender studies represent a policy
of "restoring” motherhood (E. Rich, N.
Chodorou, D. Dinnerstein, S. Ruddik - in
America, L. Irigara, E. Siksu, J. Kristeva - in
France). The theoretical stage of the end of
the 20th century, which continues today, is
both a conceptual expansion and a challenge
thrown by the theories proposed earlier (J.
Butler, E. Jeremiah, M. Chandler, P.
Deicher, L.Nicholson, C. Lemert, T. Moi
and many others). Motherhood, viewed from
the point of view of Butler is a practice, and
maternal subjectivity is not static, it is
always in the process, it is constantly
constructed, it is always "performativity".

Turning towards the performativity,
which is so important in this analysis, it is
necessary, in our opinion, to dwell on some
definitions. "Cultural performance” is, as the
well-known  sociologist JS  Alexander
believes, a social process by which actors,
individually or in interaction with each
other, expresses the meaning of their social
situation. This meaning may or may not be
by the way subjectively shared; this is the
meaning in which they as social actors
(consciously or unconsciously) want others
to believe [1].

Of particular importance for this
analysis are works showing that the
performance of the mother's functions by the
woman is the central and defining
characteristic of the social organization of
gender and underlies the reproduction of
male domination (E. Kis, S. Ruddik, E.

Fergusson and many others). It should be
noted that the indisputably weighty
contribution made by psychoanalysts and
sociologists (N. Chodorou, S. Ruddik, S.
Bohm, W. Simon, M. Kimmel, etc.), which
conceptions also had a significant impact on
the analysis of the phenomenon of
motherhood, scientific interpretation of the
problems of maternity, presented in this
article.

The desire to systematize existing
theories relating to the interpretation of the
phenomenon of motherhood can be traced in
the works of the Ukrainian researchers of the
gender I. Zherebkina, A. Vishnevsky, O.
Kis, L. Bondarenko, A. Tolstokorova, T.
Zhurzhenko, E. Lutsenko, O. Kikinejdi.

The phenomenon of motherhood, like
any  other complex socio-cultural
phenomenon, needing active philosophical
reflection, requires a comprehension from
the theoretical positions of postmodern
discourse, and here the subject of attention
are the works of M. Foucault, J. Derridaand
J.-F. Lyotard, J. Deleuze, Yu. Kristeva, F.
Jameson, A.V. Guligi, A.L. Gurevich, S.V.
Shevtsova, V.I. Pronyakin and other modern
researchers. The philosophical approach to
the analysis of gender relations in
motherhood cannot be comprehended in
isolation, outside its conceptual connection
with the anthropological, culturological,
historical developments of such scientists as
V. Gorsky, P. Gnatenko, S. Krymsky, V.
Palaguta, N. Khamitov, N. Troyan , N.
Taran, V. Tabachkovsky, S. Pavlychko, O.
Kis, T. Gundorova and others.

In the last two decades, feminism and
mass culture have come closer than ever
before. Analysts view this phenomenon from
different points of view, but the main reason
is still in the unprecedented spread of pop
culture itself. Today, we have much more
mass "examples" and just for viewing, for
scientific research, and for postmodern
deconstruction. Prints for women, glossy
magazines represent pop culture and as a
discourse, and as a source of inspiration, and
as a welcome pastime. Television includes
in its network more "women's views", which
are actually a "look™ of men, the Internet
presents more blogs and social networking
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pages that not only critically analyze the
existing pop culture, but also create their
own.

In the "new" pop culture, according to T.
Vlasova, the dividing line between the
political and the mass has disappeared: pop
culture informs us about political issues
where there seems to be no close pop
culture; and at the same time it makes us see
how something purely entertaining becomes
a political problem [7]. Here, as before, the
influence of the "male gaze" on how women
see pop culture and how they see themselves
in it remains very important. The idea of a
"man's view" is that when we look at a work
of art or on a movie / TV screen, we see
images the way a man sees them, not at all
fiction of feminists: these images are created
for consideration by men. That is, women
see themselves as men, and this determines
not only the relationship between men and
women, but also the attitude of women to
themselves. "Observer" in a woman is of a
masculine gender, "observed" is female. The
latter turns a woman into an object, most

often in the object of sight - "sight”, "sight"

[2].

Pop culture has always been closely
associated with commerce; a huge segment
of the advertising business has always been
addressed to women. In most cases, his
messages taught women to always "be on
guard” in order to preserve their most
important  quality their appearance.
Women, created by men, are great
pretenders, "creators of illusions”. And this
concerns not only stereotyped behavior,
stereotyped concept of the inner world of a
"real woman", but, above all, her
appearance, her body. Every woman knows
that despite all her achievements, she is a
failure if she is not beautiful. Thirty years
ago it was enough to look attractive, today a
woman should have a young body, including
all its parts. Whichever woman is, whatever
she does, she must look young: it is a mantra
that all the media repeat in every way
countless times every day. Of course, in
such a "fitness regime”, such a "youth
program" for a lifetime, pregnancy, the birth
of a child (especially a few children),
breastfeeding, etc. do not fit. In a culture that

retains the right to humiliate women who are
considered ugly, the desperate desire to "be
beautiful” tends to prevail over the desire to
have children. Women in a bikini on
billboards, parts of a female body - lips,
chest, eyes - on the covers of magazines and
in advertising video sequences; women on
television, promising that the “product” in
their hands will make you smaller, thinner,
longer, smoother, more elegant - the revelry
of images fascinates. The image of a
pregnant woman, occasionally appearing in
the media, occupies a certain marginal place.

The problem of abortion in pop culture
is also, in our opinion, not a prohibited, but
undesirable topic, and it is connected mainly
with several narratives. This, for example, as
O. Kis notes, a narrative of a "ghost child", a
narrative that can be called "the fire of hell
and the smell of sulfur,” a psychoanalytic
narrative of the tortures of a heroine who
accepts (or does not accept) a similar
decision, etc. [9].

Disdainful attitude towards mothers
seems to be a permanent feature of
patriarchal societies, but one cannot help but
notice that at the beginning of the third
millennium contempt for the "Mother"
acquired a new dimension related to
homosexual practices and pansy boy culture
[13]. But still women - and only women -
bear children, give birth to them in agony;
feed them with breast milk (their body!) And
- are preparing to lose them. The old way to
deprive a woman of her sons meant to take
them to the army, the factory, the mine, etc.,
and the daughters into the family of the men
for whom they married. It is also important
that the "mother” is not an alternative to a
career; a woman who gave herself to
motherhood today also must remain "in
shape", always young and beautiful, if she
wants to be loved, including her children.

It should be noted that a biological
family consisting of a mother and a child is
very vulnerable, it needs protection and care:
mothers need means of subsistence,
financial, physical and moral support. The
famous British feminist G. Grier writes that
if she had previously argued that
motherhood should not be seen as a
substitute for a career, today she is
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convinced: motherhood should be viewed as
a 100% career alternative, that is, as a paid
job, as an alternative to another paid work.
The choice, whether to continue to live,
giving all his time to family and home,
should be the choice of the woman herself.
The Dbenefits of the state with such
investment in motherhood, according to the
researcher, are indisputable [3].

Scientists say: "postmodern”
motherhood is diverse and not always
directly related to marriage and blood-
related relationships. It is increasingly filled
with values such as the desire for self-
realization, mutual understanding and the
building of a trusting relationship between
mother and children. What changes are
taking place in "attitudes" and "patterns™ in
the sphere of motherhood? If we turn to the
discourses of science and, in particular,
philosophy, we should note the growth of
studies devoted to the problems of
pregnancy, the birth of children, "maternal
practices”, etc. The scientific works discuss
issues of the mother's personality, her
position in the family and society, such new
topics as maternal aesthetics are raised, old
ones are deepened - motherhood as an
existential confrontation of death [10, 11].

Since the publication of the fundamental
book by Sara Raddik, "Maternal Thinking"
(1989), it has been a quarter of a century
already and, of course, today post-feminist
philosophers are reviewing many "subjects"
in maternity, certainly paying tribute to
gender researchers of the late 20th century,
paved the way in the dark forest of
paternalism, which sanctified a lot of mother
themes "[5, p. 2]. The theoretical discourse
of research includes feminist philosophy,
and existentialism, phenomenology, political
and social theories. Stressing the relevance
of such studies, scientists write that the "new
dimensions” of motherhood (pregnancy,
childbirth, breast-feeding, etc.) are central to
human existence, but are rarely discussed in
the philosophical canon. Today, the "gender
situation™ is undoubtedly characterized by
the ongoing transformation of the gender
regime in “public-private™ opposition, the
transition of women from the domestic
sphere to social and political life, but this

process is far from complete even in the
"global North", not to mention the “South”
[9]. In countries where the gender regime is
more "home-based"”, the materialist thinking,
the feminist feminism strategies have other
implications in comparison with those where
the gender regime has already taken-or
accepts-public forms. And this difference
remains relevant. Still in many countries,
one of the reasons why the exclusion of
women from the spectrum of supposedly
universal provisions goes unnoticed is that
the division of the private and public spheres
is represented in the liberal theory as if it
applied equally to all persons - men and
women [14].

As noted above, one of the most
important ~ contributions  of  gender
researchers in the last third of the twentieth
century. in feminist theory is a new
definition of the concept of “political”,
which includes both public and private
spheres. The notion that one can make an
easy and simple distinction between political
and personal, public and private remains
today the basis for much of political theory.
As feminist theorists have shown, this
fundamental division is based on the culture
of patriarchy, and it cannot remain
unchanged today, when the long era of
patriarchy comes to an end [6].

Today, as before, women continue to
resist the patriarchal domination of men,
asserting their right to "power" in the family
as a mother [8]. At the same time, feminism
continues to demand full citizenship for
women, regardless of family relations. Like
the "materialists’" of the early feminist
movement, modern women insist on their
subjectivity as a mother, defending the
interests of their family. Historian T. Kaplan
calls such a maternal power "female
awareness"” in contrast to feminist awareness
[4]. When women act on behalf of their
assigned gender identity to improve their
lives and the lives of their families, this does
not necessarily means requiring the
privileges that men have. The political
scientist-feminist M. Moligno uses the term
"practical gender interest" to describe the
"road map" of those researchers who adopt a
gender hierarchy, but try to solve specific
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problems while making moral demands to
motherhood [13].

Nevertheless, whatever the "label” of the
success of feminist females, the demand for
justice for the mother can be found today
everywhere: in Peru, and in Los Angeles,
and in the settlements of Costa Rica [3].
Feminism, on the whole, has always
demonstrated mixed reactions to the
materialists’ policies: from essentialism (S.
Ruddick or K. Gilligan) to the complete
rejection of cultural submission as a mother
(S. De Beauvoir) [9]. But advocates and
critics of “"women's awareness"  of
motherhood should, as it seems, always
remember that the overwhelming majority of
women in the world still continue to fulfill
the family functions of the household and
motherhood, and for so many women their
"social authority” is still based on the
identity of the mother. And in Europe, and in
North America, and in Japan, women
continue to urge society to adequately assess
maternal work, even if women have access
to education, property, political
participation. The demands of the very first

feminists still receive a response all over the
world. Despite the politicization of all forms
of feminism, the struggle for gender equality
continues to emphasize the struggle for the
rights of the mother woman - both in society
and in the family.

Conclusion. The official interpretation
of the discourse of the family and
motherhood, in our view, is not
homogeneous, and the role of modern
culture is to show the importance of the
patterns and motherhood narratives recorded
in the minds of individuals, the role of
discourse in interpreting the various forms of
the life experience of the mother woman. It
should be noted that in the European post-
Soviet space, in this discourse, there are still
several myths that not only affect the
normative view of the mother, but also
legitimize the goals and instruments of the
state's family policy. Thus, the task is to
identify  the  gender  strategies  of
postmodernism in their close connection
with the context of everyday problems of the
mother woman of the early 21st century.
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MID®OJIOTEMH I MUD®OOBPA3ZH MATEPHHCTBA B /IUCKYPCAX TA HAPATHBAX
CYYACHOI ®/IOCO®II I KYIbTYPH

Anomauia. AKmyanbHicmb O00CHIONHCEHHA 6 MOMY, WO AHANIZYIOMbCA ICHYIOUL 8 KYAbmypi
Mighonocemu i migpoobpaszie ( «oicinka-mamuy, «oucinka-mpyoienuysy i m. /), Axi eupobrsrome
«MPUPOOHULLY O HAC C8IM, 0OHOYACHO YCY8AarUU 3 N0 OAYEeHHS AIbMEPHAMUBHT MOXCIUBOCHI iT
enawmyeanns. Illpobnemamizipys yr O04eBUOHICMb, OCMUCTIONOYU BUKTIOUEHI 61A00I0 MONCIUBE
3HAYEHHS, MONCHA Nepeddadumuy HacaioKu NeeHUx OUCKYPCUBHUX KOHYEeNnmie, npu yboMy pyuHyoyu ix
i0eono2iyHy 3aKpumicme, «NPUPOOHICMbY [ CAMO OYeB8UOHICMb NPONOHOBAHUX KOHCMPYKYIIL.
Ilocmanoeka 3aedanusa nonseae 6 inocoghcokomy ocmucnenti cneyuixu rouwyenmyanizayii
MamepuHcmea K CKAA0H020 CMUCTO8020 NOJIS, SIKE BUSHAUAEMbCS XAPAKMEPOM TeHOEPHUX GIOHOCUH.
Ilpeomem oOocnioycenns - mparcopmayii coyianvhux @opm i Odicnozimisa y inocogpcoiiil
npobnremamuyi MamepuHcmea, ix penpezeHmayia 6 OUCKypcax i Hapamusax cydacHoi ¢hinocoii i
Kyiomypu. AHai3 0CMaHHix 00caioxcens i nyonikauii. Basciusumu Onisi HAUWLO020 OOCHIONCEHHS €
pobomu Joc. bamnep, C. Paoodik, JI. Ipicapeu, E. Cixc, FO. Kpucmeesoi Y. Jlemepm, E. €pemis, 11
Uetiuep, JI. Hixoncon i in., Axi eusnauaioms O0CHIOJNCEHH MAMEPUHCMBA 3 MOYKU 30pYy Npodiiem
idenmuunocmi / cy0'ekmugHocmi, Wo € OOHUM 3 OCHOBHUX MEOPEMUUHUX HANPAMKIE NOCIMOOEPH).
Jlocnionuxu eendepy, 8paxo8yrouu ROCMMOOEPHICICOKULL IMIYAbC, CXUNbHI PEKOHCMPYIO8AMU JCTHOYY
idenmuunicme,  0Oion02I0 MA  «MAMEPIANLHICINbY,  HE36ANCAIOYU  HA  «BIUHY  MAEMHULIOY
eccenyianbHo20 Mmind.

Knwuosi cnoea: mamepuncmeo, cyo'ekmusHicmv, penpeseHmayis, OUCKYPCUBHA NPAKMUKA,
nepgopmamuguicm.
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MHU®OJIOTEMBI H MH®OOBPA3bI MATEPHHCTBA B JIHCKYPCAX H
HAPPATHBAX COBPEMEHHOH ®HTIOCODPHHU H KYJIbTYPE

Annomayusn. AKmMyanbHOCmb UCCIE008AHUA 8 TNOM, YO AHATUIUPVIOMCS CYUecmeyrouue 8
Kynomype Mmughonozemvl u Mugpooopasvl («HceHWUHa-Mamoy, «HCEHWUHA-MPYAHCEHUYA» U m. 0.),
KOmMopble Npousgooam «ecmecmeeHHslily 015 HAC MUp, 0OHOBPEMEHHO YCMPAHAS U3 N0 GUOEHUS
anbmepHamusHvle B03MONCHOCIMU e20  ycmpoticmea. lIpobremamusupys >3my — 0Ue8UOHOCHb,
OCMbICIUBASL UCKTIOUEHHbIE BNACMbIO BO3MOJMCHbIE 3HAYEHUS, MONCHO NPeosUudems NOoCcAe0Cmeus
onpeoeneHnbix OUCKYPCUBHLIX KOHYENmMOo8, Npu dMOM paspyuias ux uoeoniocuteckyro 3aKpulinocmo,
«eCmecmeeHHOCbY U CaMoOYyegUOHOCMb npednazaemvix Koncmpykyuil. Ilocmanoeka 3adanus
3aKn0uaemcs 6 QUIOCOPCKOM OCMbICIEHUU CNeyu@uKu KOHYenmyaiu3ayuy Mamepuncmeda Kax
CIIOJCHO20  CMBICI0B8020 NOJA, KOMOPOe ONpeoessemcs Xapakmepom 2eHOepHblX OMHOUEHUL.
Ilpeomem uccnedosanusn - mpancghopmayuu CoyuanbHbix Gopm u OUCHO3UMUB08 8 purocopckoll
npobiemamuxe MAmepuHcmed, Ux penpeseHmayus 6 OUCKYpcax U Happamuéax CoepemMeHHouU
Gunocopuu u kyromypol. AnaU3 ROCTEOHUX UCCAEO06ARUI U RYyOAUKaAYUIL. Basicnvimu 05t Haue2o
uccnedosanusa aeasiromes pabomut Jowc. Bamnep, C. Paooux, JI. Hpueapeii, 3. Cukcy, FO. Kpucmesoti
Y. Jlemepm, E. Hepemusa, I1. [leiiuep, JI. Huxoncon u Op., Komopbvle onpeoensiom Uccie0o8aHue
MamepuHcmea ¢ moyKu 3peHust npooiemM UOeHMUUHOCmu/ CyObeKMuUSHOCMU, YMo A6IAemcs OOHUM U3
OCHOBHBIX MEOPemuyecKux HanpagieHuli nocmmooepna. Hccireooeamenu ecenmoepa, yuumwleas
NOCMMOOEPHUCICKULL UMNYILC, CKIOHHbBI PEKOHCPYUPOBAMY HCEHCKVIO UOEHMUYHOCMb, OUON02UIO U
«MAMepUaILHOCHb», HECMOMPSL HA «BEUHYI0 MALHYY ICCEHYUANbHO20 Med.
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