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MH®OPMALIMOHHBIE TEXHONMOIMU: COLMATIbHO-®UTOCODCKUN KOHTEKCT

CraTbs NOCBSILLEHA UCCINENOBAHUIO COLMANbHO-(MUIIOCOMCKOrO KOHTEKCTA MH(POPMALMOHHBIX TEXHONOMUIA, 3anoSHMBLLMX BCe cdepbl
Halleil XU3HW, HauMHas OT obpa3oBaHusi, Hayku, paboTbl U 3akaHYMBas Aocyrom. B coBpemeHHOM obLlecTBe MOCTENEHHO MEHsIeTCs
cucTemMa KOMMYHUKALMKA, couManbHOe YCTPOMCTBO, BO3pacTaeT pofib TEOPETMYECKOro 3HaHus u nHdopmaumu. ViMeHHo 6naropaps
LUMPOKOMY PacrnpoOCTPaHEHU0 MHEAOPMALMOHHBIX TEXHOMOTUI B MOCNEAHUE OECSATUNETUs «BCEMUpHasi nayTuHay, ceTb WHTepHeT,
M3MEHSIET BCE CTOPOHbI COLMANbHOM XU3HWU: SKOHOMUYECKYH, KyNbTYPHYO U Ap. HO wmpokoe pacnpocTpaHeHue MHMOPMaLMOHHbIX
ceTel He TOMbKO NPUHOCUT Monb3y, obnerdyas xu3Hb NOAAM, HO U MPUBOAUT K BO3HUKHOBEHMIO 3aBUCUMOCTU, MHOTAA OYeHb rMyOboKoM,
OT BMPTyanbHOrO UCTOYHMKA HacnaxaeHwui. Tawke ynpollaeT MaHuMynMpoBaHWE CO3HaHWEM, YTO NPUBOAMT K MOTEpe OLLyLLEeHWs
peanbHOCTU OKPYXatloLLero Mvpa M MOXET UCKaxaTb TPaAULMOHHbIE LIEHHOCTHblIe OpMEeHTUpbl. [03TOMy Ans Tex Noaen, KOTopbiX
B6ecnokouT obecLieHnBaHMe TPagULMOHHBIX LEHHOCTEN KynbTypbl, UHOPMALMOHHbIE TEXHOMOMMU U BUPTyanbHas peanbHOCTb Ans
paboTkl, 06pa3zoBaHusi, 0byyeHust 1 ocyra NPeACcTaBnsoTCA HE NyYLLM MECTOM.

Knrodeenle cnoea: uHhopmayuoHHOe obu,ecmeo; UHGhOPMaUUOHHbIE MEXHOI02UU; Hay4yHoe 3HaHue, VIHmepHem-KoMMyHUKauyuu;
supmyarbHasi peanbHOCMb; UHGOPMaUUOHHO-KOMMYHUKaUUOHHbIE CUCMEMBI.

0.Skyba

INFORMATION TECHNOLOGIES: SOCIO-PHILOSOPHICAL CONTEXT

Introduction. The article is devoted to the study of the socio-philosophical context of information technologies, flooded all spheres of
our lives, ranging from education, science, work to leisure. The aim and tasks. Today, information technology permeates all spheres of
public life. Therefore, it is necessary to study the impact of information and communication technologies on the development and
formation of modern society. Research methodology. The theoretical and methodological basis of this study are general and special
methods and approaches, which will explore various types of information technology and their impact on society. Research results.
Technologies give a lot to people, moreover force people to serve them, pose a threat to traditional values. The development of
information and communication systems leads to the loss of skills of direct dialogue between people and its replacement by a virtual
one. The latest technologies expand a person's cognitive and professional capabilities, help a person to overcome spatial and temporal
boundaries, thanks to which they penetrate deeply into everyday life and significantly change it. At the same time, the widespread use of
telecommunications networks simplifies the manipulation of consciousness, which leads to a loss of sense of reality of the world around.
Discussion. Traditional communication networks originated a long time ago, when mail, periodicals, telephones, etc. appeared, and
today all their diversity is beginning to merge into a single information and communication network, without which it is impossible to
imagine socio-political, economic and even cultural activities. Conclusion. In modern society, information technology is penetrating
deeper into all spheres of human life turning into one of the main driving forces of modern social transformations.

Keywords: information society; information technology; scientific knowledge; Internet communications; virtual reality; information and
communication systems.
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Abstract. The article is devoted to the analysis of postmodern methodology as a paradigm of modern social research. The purpose of
the research is to analyze and substantiate the expediency of applying the methodological principles of postmodernism in the context of
rational epistemology; the task is to determine the framework of postmodemn conceptualization of social processes and the reasons for
the ambiguous attitude towards this complex phenomenon. It was given an author's assessment about abilities of postmodernism - as it
is a social theory in total and as a knowledge methodology, limits of their possibilities and prospects. Applying of synergetic
methodology in the context of a postmodernism strategy of deconstruction was analyzed. As part of the study of the possibilities of
practical implementation, an attempt was made to explain why the implementation of the philosophy of postmodernism in general does
not contribute to the optimization of social processes and arouses great criticism, but remains popular among the majority of the
Western population. A comparative analysis of the pros and cons of philosophical and social theories of the Modern and Postmodern
periods shows the ambiguity of the results of the practical implementation of the principles of postmodernism, since their research idea
leads to some chaos in both social processes and scientific research. The methodological analysis carried out is capable of initiating a
loud discussion about the place and role of postmodernism in various spheres of modern society and the future.

Keywords: postmodernism, methodology, rationalism, irrationalism, truth, freedom, synergetics.

Introduction
It is well known that the philosophy of

by some confusion of a significant part of society. The
criticism of some significant provisions  of

postmodernism is the basis of worldview, ideology,
morality, aesthetics of the world leading countries. Its
main postulates contradict the modernist style of
thinking widely-spread in our country as well.
Therefore, the overall process of Westernization has
multimeaning character, moreover, it is accompanied

postmodernism prevails in domestic philosophical and
scientific literature, calling up some cognitive
dissonance and, moreover, the sincere rejection at the
level of common sense. Philosophy itself is able to offer
a way out of the methodological impasse alike Hegel's
advice: “Answer the questions, which philosophy
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leaves unanswered is that they must be put differently”.
And the first question-grotesque: “Is it possible for
people to lie themselves so much?”. This is a rhetorical
question (of course. not). In the light of the foregoing
the aim of the paper is the substantiation of
methodological  principles and boundaries of
postmodern conceptualization of social processes in
the context of rational epistemology.

Research methods

The research is carried out in accordance with the
requirements of rational philosophy: the principles of
objectivity, dialectics (connection and development),
determinism, rationality, concreteness of truth, historicity;
methods of the unity of the historical and the logical, the
ascent from the abstract to the concrete and general
scientific (or interdisciplinary) methods (synergetic,
analysis and synthesis, induction and deduction).

Research results

The sphere of postmodern philosophical discourse
has traditionally been defined as the sphere of "human-
society" relations. The main and the highest goal of
philosophizing, which gives a holistic picture of the
realities of life, is social cognition. Not a single solution in
this area can be effective without taking into account the
methodological conceptualization of social processes by
social cognition. However, the postmodern period has
sharply limited the possibilities of conceptualization and
this is the main problem of social cognition. Such
domestic philosophers as A. Brodetsky, V. Vladimirenko,
|. Dobronravova, L. Drotyanko, V. Lukyanets,
M. Ozhevan, V. Rizhko, O. Sobol and others referred to
this problem directly or indirectly. But there is no need to
talk about a common vision of the social and
methodological  priorites of study and their
conceptualization - not only in domestic, but also in
foreign philosophical literature. So, Leslie Marsh states:
“Social cognition [...] is thus a kaleidoscope of research
projects that has seen exponential growth over the past
thirty or so years... of cognitive anthropology, cognitive
archaeology, cognitive economics, cognitive linguistics,
cognitive sociology and even the cognitive science of
religion, all vibrant fields of endeavor” (Marsh, 2008: 1-
2). Let's clarify: conflicting interests, goals, norms, values
acquire an independent ontological status in the
postmodern era. And social cognition is precisely the
area in which a wide range of conflicting public interests
are manifested, and the procedure directly depends on
socio-cultural conditions, prevailing values and, most
importantly, methodology. They inevitably affect the
content gained in this process of knowledge.

What methodological principles does postmodernism
use in the study of social processes? These are the
principles of “..fallibilism, discursiveness, deconstruction,
deprivilegedization of science” (Zubkov, 2019: 64). They
are well known. Therefore, we will pay attention to
interdisciplinary methodological principle of synergetic,
which mainly explains the appearance of postmodernism
(we agree that there is "a need for an account the
complex and interdisciplinary nature of the choice of
both methodological approaches and the actual source
base of research" (Orlyk & Stezhko, 2019: 5).

The attitude to the inevitability of errors, uncertainty,
indecision, ambiguity, the intermediate interpretations
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dominance — all this is a manifestation of the "theory of
dynamic chaos", studied by synergetics.

Synergetics as a modern theory of development is
based on the organization and order positions, the
ideas of disorder, chaos, randomness as equivalent to
the former. So, people live in a non-stationary universe,
where three concepts are inextricably linked:
randomness, irreversibility, uniqueness. Dialectics gets
argued that the world does not just exist, but constantly
arises through a sequence of destructive and creative
states, in which not only organized, but also stochastic,
nonlinear, chaotic processes play an important role.
Moreover, chaos is not an absolute antithesis of
organization but a necessary transitional situation from
one level of "order" (and dialectics) to another. The
"chaos" theory challenged the traditional principles of
determinism, i.e. an unambiguous dependence of the
system state on the initial parameters. Consequently, a
new social phenomenon — planetary globalization
processes — is defined as dynamic chaos, which can
be described only in the terms of synergetics. The state
of chaotic dynamics in society is mostly determined by
the irrationality of the actions of both separate
individuals and social groups; these actions do not fit
the description in the schemes of the centrism-
methodology of the modern epoch.

A field of bifurcation is appearing as opposites to
"dynamic chaos" and ‘"controlled chaos", which
determines the capabilities of a qualitatively new attractor,
determines the transiton to a new direction of
development. History gives many examples of "whole
world chaos", which way out does not fit the traditional
discrete and linear understanding of the world as a
manifestation of historical necessity. The value of
synergetics as a methodology lies in the fact that it
rehabilitates chaos (and, therefore, in part,
postmodernism) as an integral part of the development of
society. The course of events in recent world history, the
collapse of some state-political or military political
formations and the creation of new ones are already
presented as an inevitable reality, which is determined not
so much objectively as subjectively. The newest history is
rather a manifestation of the non-standard, turbulent
nature of world processes, permanent management of the
"chaoticized world", when the light disturbances make
conditions into the global unpredictability of changes in
society as a complex and nonlinear system.

The neo-dynamics of the chaoticized world
contradicts the requirements of necessity, rationality,
linearity of the historical process within spirit of the
modern era. In the rationalism schemes of revolution,
war, etc. there is a continuation of the objectively
conditioned policy of states "by other means"
(K. Clausewitz). In a postmodern situation, the
inclusion of the synergetic procedure into the cognition
process provides the latter with a significantly different
essence compared to the classical methodology of
scientific rationalism. The society is seen as capable of
"irrational self-organization", but the path to truth lies
through inter-subjectivity and taking into account the
infinitely varied individual values. Therefore, current
social cognition is not seen in the plane of scientific
rationality (as a reduction to uniquely determined
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canons of thinking), but as an understanding of history
exclusively in the humanitarian context.

Thus, synergetics provides the researcher with a
categorical apparatus, using expands the range of fooms
and methods of cognition of social processes. The
modern level of research indicates the multi
manifestations of chaos and therefore, the possibility of
maximum liberalization of criteria of the rationality,
freedom for thoughts in the vision of self-organization.
"The mobility of synergetic methods and models, their
ability to self-adapt and restructure can be considered [...]
as a virtue corresponding to cognitive practices of the
postmodern era (Dobronravova, 2004: 194). Having said
that, it is possible to consider synergetics as a leading
methodology of social cognition in the postmodern epoch.

Postmodernists being heavily criticized are replacing
the rationality, determinism and objectivity of the truth with
intersubjectivity and irrationalism. In our opinion, the
criticism is unfounded and needs some clarification.
Firstly, history as a science is specified by "polysemy of
notions and categories of history and a unique big amount
of subjectivity" (Orlyk, Stezhko, 2019: 151); this would
give a feeling of confidence (but not the authentic, which
is based on knowledge of necessity); secondly, social
practice already demonstrates the senselessness of the
efforts of the ratiocentrism of the modern era to optimize
society. It is impossible to fix the existence of strict laws in
economics, politics and culture; any prosperity is fraught
with degradation, and any human transformation plans
are doomed to inevitable collapse. Moreover, there is a
paradox of rationality — the more rationally the goals are,
the wider the gap between them is. Thus, the
logocentrism of the European culture in the modern era
has found, in fact, the limits of its possibilities and it is only
a tribute to rationality as an immanent feature of a thinking
person. Therefore, the theory of rigid rationality, which
explains social processes in a simplified manner, must
yield to other principles that enable a deeper
understanding of society (modeled on: historical reality is
an interpretation of the praxeological side of the reason
exclusively). In this regard, let us pay attention to the fact
that the core of postmodernism — deconstruction (J.
Derrida) — is not a total disregard for ratio. It is rather
reconstruction not destruction aimed at understanding
how certain integrity was constructed. It cannot be
reduced to an indiscriminate denial of reason: rationalism
is denied and the goals of rational analysis are changing.
Therefore, the sharp critcism of the philosophy of
postmodernism due to the complete denial of rationality is
somewhat exaggerated.

The problem of deconstruction proclaimed by
postmodernists is closely connected with the problem
of the truth. The initiators of the postmodern tradition in
social cognition propose to get away from the
dominance of ratiocentrism as a synonym for truth and
objectivity of knowledge in favor of pluralism of inter-
subjectivity. It proposes a shift of emphasis in the
search for truth into the plane of collective creativity,
convention. According to Y. Habermas, “only those
norms can pretend to be significant, which will receive
agreement of all possible participants in the discourse”
(Habermas, 2000: 107). The main thing is not the
correspondence of the vision of reality to this reality
itself, but the extent to which it agrees with the

considerations of other participants in the discourse.
From the standpoint of the logic of common sense, this
thesis can be criticized, but philosophy notes that it is
partly based, since the subject reflects reality in the
paradigm of subjectivism, i.e. through the prism of
various values (which in the era of postmodern
acquires an ontological status), the consensus of like-
minded people can be accepted as a criterion of truth.
However, this statement is very controversial in the
paradigm of objectivity.

Thus, we have shown that the substantiation of the
legitimacy of postmodernism are included the reliable
factors, but their totality still leads us to an ambivalent
attitude towards this complex phenomenon. The
nonlinear dynamics of the "irrational world order" is
perhaps a positive correction to the methodology of
history as an objectively determined process. But the
next question arises: why the implementation of
postmodernism as a whole does not contribute to the
optimization of social processes and causes a lot of
fierce criticism? Why “does it lead to moral nihilism,
political apathy, rejection of intellect, chaos of
uncertainty” (Mikhalina, 2012: 2)?

There are several causes of this situation:

- philosophical and methodological. Postmodernism
uses specific interdisciplinary methods of cognition,
such as analysis and synthesis, induction and
deduction. Delving into a value-based analysis of a
diverse and multidimensional social life only leads to
deepening disagreements and "deep disagreements
are characteristically resistant to rational resolution”
(Aberdein, 2019) and to the search for horizontal
causality; vertical causality, i.e. conceptual synthesis is
ignored by postmodernists. This leads to ignoring the
inductive-deductive structure of knowledge and the
impossibility of forming a network of methodological
concepts, without which the optimization of social
processes is impossible. The interdisciplinary
methodology of synergetics presupposes the path of
conceptual synthesis, “crystallization of order out of
chaos”, but this possibility is rejected by the
absolutization of “deconstruction”;

- social and political. This refers to the specificity of
the implementation of the philosophy of postmodernism
in the structure of social practice of the Western model.
The rapprochement of the content of truth and freedom
("...truth and freedom need each other — neither can go
alone (Lynch, 2014: 5), the absence of restrictions in
"deconstruction" make the state elite think about the
"socio-political attitude" of postmodernism towards
extreme liberalism, which manifests itself in maximum
freedom of self-expression and actions that deny any
canons. This is a very dangerous turn - through "the
contradictory essence of freedom itself, which
complicates very a responsibility, objectively
transforming it somewhere into partial, somewhere into
elusive and somewhere quite rightly - and this is a
paradox — postulate its complete absence" (Stezhko,
Stezhko, 2018: 69), i.e. it's arbitrary. This was confirmed
by Leibniz: “Stronger arguments and impressions
delivered by reason to the will did not prevent the act of
the will to be accidental” (Lejbnic, 1983: 175). Political
scientists and politicians hope for the restraining power
of democracy. But this is an illusion, because democracy
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is not an unambiguous concept — even with the freedom
of the absolute majority (which is idealization itself), the
power of freedom is taken away from a part of the
people. This can lead to the "dictate" of chaos and
"powerless" anarchy because, as noted by F. Nietzsche,
"hatred grows in them from impotence to monstrous and
terrible proportions, to the very spiritual and poisonous
forms themselves" (Nietzsche, 1990: 422). Then the so-
called negative freedom awaits the power which by its
nature is close to nihilism and unrestrained egoism.
Today we have the opportunity to observe the
implementation of negative freedom in some
democracies in Europe;

- human universal. This refers to a trait inherent in all
people - this is the lack of a sense of proportion. The
simple expression: "You need to know when to stop
everything" is included in the content of common sense,
but who observes it? We think only a few. And yet this is
a very dangerous tendency, which both G. Hegel and
F. Nietzsche warned about: “Measure is alien to us, we
admit it; it is the infinite, the immeasurable that tickles us.
[...] and there we only find our bliss, where we are in the
greatest danger" (Nietzsche, 1990: 345). Exceeding the
line of measure leads to the absolutization of one's own
position — positions of doctrine (for example, the
absolutization of subjectivism in postmodernism),
subject, group, gang, sect, etc. In this case, you can
forget about compromises, tolerance, empathy, respect
for theory or freedom of someone else.

Discussion

But the question arises: how the popularity of the
ideas of postmodernism among the majority of the
population of European countries can be explained?
Among the reasons we single out the ambivalent attitude
of a person to freedom. On the one hand, each person
initially gravitates towards absolute, irrational freedom,
which borders on arbitrariness. But on the other hand,
he understands that such freedom ignores the freedom
of other people and can only lead to loneliness.
Therefore, for the sake of the opportunity to become a
member of a group, an individual is ready to sacrifice his
own freedom, replacing it with the freedom of the group
(and in fact, for the duty and conquest of any collective
— student group, party, religion, people). E. Fromm said
very accurately about this: “The first need of a person,
be it a leper or a convict, rejected or sick, is to find a
companion in fate. Thirsting to satisfy this feeling, a
person wastes all his strength, all his power, all the ardor
of his soul” (Fromm, 2011: 143). We consider this
statement to be very important, since it focuses on the
analysis of the actions of social groups.

Conclusions

Thus, the postmodern era focuses on a new socio-
political reality. Indeed, there is a need for a new type of
theorizing, for the construction of a new discourse. Such
construction would result in the end of the dominance of
the "order from chaos" paradigm in the analysis of social
systems and the emergence of the prerequisites for a
new vision of the historical process. Agreeing with the
thesis about the methodological focus “on the search for
certain principles of sociocultural dynamics”, related to
its “conceptualization of the complexity and polysemy of
culture” (Vykhovanets, Lukashuk, 2020: 48) and entering
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into dialogue, we note both the extraordinary complexity
of this task and the inevitability of its solution. After all, if
we abstract from the mind its objective and substantive
aspects, then in fact there will be nothing left which let
control the mental activity. In addition, the main thing is
to note - “rational philosophy does not manifest “the
ratio” unambiguously as an unconditional primacy of
logic; it does not neutralize a sensitive (somewhere
irrational) experience of an ordinary person. It is possible
and necessary to balance and stabilize the irrational
experience within the general rational system — so a
brain is able to take into account emotional and irrational
moments" (Stezhko, 2019: 79).

However, the postmodern era has not yet lost its
positions, has not revealed all its facets, therefore,
philosophy should foresee its new challenges and
prospects and define an outstripping strategy of social
development and, above all, education. However, like any
innovation, the emergence of a new methodology raises
more questions than it answers, so the topic we have
chosen requires further unbiased discussion in order to
find a consensus between modernity, postmodernity and
the post-postmodern perspective on the field of
methodological possibilities of social cognition.
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3. B. Ctexko, C. I. PbiMapb

COLMATIbHOE NO3HAHUE B COLMANBHO-KYNIbTYPHOM ®OKYCE MOCTMOLEPHOM 3MOXU

CraTbsi NOCBsiLLEHA aHanM3y MeTogonorMm NocTMoAEePHM3Ma Kak napagurMbl COBPEMEHHOrO coumarnbHOro no3HaHus. Lienb nccnegosanus
— obocHoBaTb MeToAoNorMYeckne NPUHLMNLI NOCTMOAEPHN3MA C MO3ULMIA PaLMOHarIbHON 3NMCTEMONOTN, OCYLLLECTBUTL Er0 KPUTUYECKUIA
aHanua, onpenenuTb rpaHvLbl MOCTMOAEPHUCTCKOW KOHLEeNTyanusaumm coumanbHbIX MPOLECCOoB U NPUYMHLI aMOUBaNeHTHOrO OTHOLLEHNS
K 9TOMY CINOXHOMY siBfieHuto. KpuTuka MeTogonorndeckmx NpuHLMNOB MOCTMOAEPHM3Ma BKMHOYAET B cebsi X MO3HaBaTENbHY0 MAEH,
npevmyLLecTBa U HeQOCTaTKy NO CPABHEHMIO C MOLAEPHUCTCKMMU couparnbHbIMU TeopusiMy. [JaHa oueHka no3HaBaTenbHbIX BO3MOXHOCTEN
NoCTMOAEPHM3Ma Kak CoLManbHOM TEOPUN B LIESNIOM, ero BO3MOXHOCTEN M nepcnekTus. MNpoaHanvanpoBaHo NpUMeHeHNe CUHEPreTUYECKON
METOZ0MNOornM B KOHTEKCTE MOCTMOAEPHUCTCKOM CTpaTerMn AeKOHCTPYKUMK. B pamkax paccMoTpeHns cnocoboB npakTU4eckon peanusaumm
naen noctMogepH1Mama caenaHa nonbiTka 06 bACHWUTE, MOYEMY MMMNNEeMeHTaumsa unocodum nocTMoaepHU3Ma B LLerIoM He cnocobecTByeT
ONTUMKM3aUMK OBLLLECTBEHHBIX MPOLIECCOB, BbI3bIBAET MACcCy SPOCTHOW KPUTWKWM, HO COXpPaHsieT MonynsipHOCTb B cpede Gonbluen yactu
HaceneHus eBponencknx ctpaH. MpeanpuHATLIR METOAOMOrMYECkUiA aHanmMa3 CnocoGeH MHULMMPOBATb LUMPOKYKD OUCKYCCUMIO O Ponv U
MecTe NOCTMOAEPHU3Ma B TEOPMM MO3HAHWS COBPEMEHHOro obLLecTBa.

Knroyesnie crnoea: nocmmodepHuU3m, Memodoioausi, payuoHanu3m, uppayuoHanudm, ucmuHa, ceobooda, cuHepaemuka.

3. B. Ctexko, C. 1. Pumap

COUIAINbHE MI3HAHHSA B COLIANBHO-KYNIbTYPHOMY ®OKYCI MOCTMOAEPHOI ENOXU

AHoTauisi. CtaTTsi npMcBsiYeHa aHarnidy MeTofomnorii NOCTMOAEPHI3MY sk MapagurMmn cy4acHoro couianbHoro nisHaHHs. MeToro JocniokKeHHs €
aHarnia Ta obrpyHTyBaHHS! [OLINMBHOCTI 3aCTOCYBaHHA METOAOSOMNYHNX MPUHLMNIB MOCTMOAEPHI3MY B KOHTEKCTi paLujioHarnsHOi enicTemornoril;
3aBAaHHAM - BY3HAYeHHsI MeX NOCTMOAEPHICTCHKOI KOHLenTyani3aui coljianbHUX NPOLIECIB Ta NpUYUHM ambiBaneHTHOro CTaBneHHs A0 Lboro
cknagHoro siBvMwa. MeTogonorilo AOCHiMKEeHHs BU3Ha4YalTb MPUHUMNM  pauioHanbHoi  ginocodii: 06'eKTMBHOCTI,  paujioHanbHOCTI,
OETEPMIHI3MY, 3B'A3Ky Ta PO3BWUTKY, KOHKPETHOCTI ICTWMHW, ICTOPUYHOCTI; MeToau: €4HOCTI iCTOPUYHOro Ta FOMYHOrO, CXOMKEHHs Big
abCTpaKTHOrO [0 KOHKPETHOro; MiXaucumnniHapHi MeToam - aHanmidy Ta CuHTesy, iHAyKuii Ta Aepykuii, meTod cuHepreTuku. Pesynbtatn
pocnigxkeHHs. [laHa aBTopcbka OLjiHKa 30aTHOCTEN NOCTMOAEPHI3MY SIK coLlianbHOI Teopii | sk METOAONOrIT Ni3HaHHSA, MEX 0r0 MOXITMBOCTEN
Ta nepcnektnsn. NpoaHanizoBaHO 3aCTOCYBaHHA CUHEPreTU4HOI MEeTOAONOrii B KOHTEKCTI MOCTMOAEPHICTCLKOI CcTpaTterii AeKOHCTPYKUil. Y
pamkax po3rnsay crnocobiB MpakTMYHOI peanisauii ige nocTMopepHiaMy 3pobrnieHa crnpoba MosiCHUTW, YoMy iMmnemeHTauis dinocodii
NMOCTMOAEPHI3MY B LIMOMY He Crpusie onTuMisauii cycninbHWX NPOLECIB Ta BUKNMKAE Macy KpUTWKM, npoTe 36epirae MonynsipHicTs B
cepepoByLLi BinbLoi YyacTuHW HaceneHHst 3axony. OBroBopeHHs Pi3HUX acrekTiB NocTMoAeEpHi3My B dinocodCbkoMy CepefoBULL € AOCUTb
aKTMBHWM, Of|HaK [OCTaTHbO LUBWIKE AOro MPOHUKHEHHS Y BCi cdhepy 3axiaHOro CycninbCTBa BUSIBISIE HOBI rpaHi, siki NoTpebyoTe NofanbLLoro
aHanidy; KpiM UbOro, HegoCTaTHbO BWCBITIIEHMMM € NpPoGreMy MeTOAOMnoriYHOl KoHUenTyanisauii nisHaBanbHWX MNPOLECIB Cy4acHOro
cycninbctea. BucHoBkuW. 3icTaBHWI aHani3 nepeBar Ta HeponikiB dinocodcbko-colianbHUX Teopit Aobu MopepHy Ta nocTtMomepHy
OEMOHCTPYE HEOAHO3HaYHICTb pesynbTaTiB NPaKTUYHOrO BTINEHHS MPUMHLMNIB NOCTMOAEPHI3MY, 30Kpema, iX nidHaBarnbHa iges npusoguTb A0
neBHOI XxaoTusaljii ik CycninbHUX NPOLLECIB, TaK i HAayKoBUX AoCHimkeHb. [1poBegeHnin MeToaomnorivYHWn aHania 3gaTHUi iHiLitoBaTN LUMPOKY
[OUCKYCito NPO porib i MicLie MOCTMOAEPHI3MY B pi3HMX cchepax cydacHoro cycninbcTea Ta ManbyTHboMy.

Knroyoei crnoea: nocmmodepHiam, Memodorozis, payioHaniam, ippauioHaniam, icmuHa, ceoboda, cuHepaemuka.
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