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cTpaHcTBO-BpeMs [8, c.298]. 3gecb, pedb maet ob
0CcobOM TpaHCLUEeHOEHTanbHOM KOHTAKTe, O KOJEKTMB-
HOM B3aMMOZENCTBUN Ha YPOBHE KOCMUYECKOro CBEpPX-
co3HaHus. CBepxco3HaHWe — 310 cBoero poga Jloroc,
BoxecTtBeHHoe Havano, AGcontoTHbli Pasym, koTopbin
MOXeT CyLLeCcTBOBaTb caM no cebe, ogHaKo OH, Npwu
3TOM, SABMSIETCA CneacTBMEM B3aMMOLENCTBUS Komre-
KTMBHbIX pa3yMHbIX TBOPYECKNX CUST.

Cornacumcst ¢ A. B3MHOBbLEBLIM, KOTOPbIA NMOAYEPKN-
Bar, 4YTo, PEHOMEH XXU3HW 3TO HEe MPOCTO Kakme-To Ky-
COYKN >KMBOFO BELLECTBA, 3TO — CMOXHEWLas XuBas
CTPYKTypa. OTO — camMoe CIIOXKHOEe B MEPCMNEKTUBE 3BO-
noumm Boobue. 3T0 He 03Ha4vaeT, YTo OHa (Teopwusi O
XWN3HWN) yXKe CyllecTByeT B rotoBoM Buge... PeHomeH
XWN3HN He eCTb BCEro NULb HarpoMOXAEHWE KaKUxX-TO
CTPYKTYp. OTO — NOrMYECKM OpraHN30BaHHOE, BHYTPEHHE
anddepeHUnpoBaHHoOe, CMCTEeMaTU3MPOBaHHOE MOCT-
poeHne. OH He BblpacTaeT cam no cebe. OH MoxeT
ObITb CO34aH TOMbKO WMCKYCCTBEHHO, M300peTeH ycunm-
MKW BblOAMOLWMXCH TBOPYECKNX yMoB [2, c. 519]. Takum
obpa3oM, maTepuanbHbIil MUP NOrMYeH, OpraHU30BaH,
OeTepMUHMPOBaH BCneacTBME BO3AENCTBMS HA HEro
pasyMHOWN >XMn3HW. TO ecTb Takum npeactaBnsieT ero
UMEHHO YenoBek. I MMeHHO 4enoBek ycTaHaBnuBaeT
npaewna, KoTopble MO3BOMSIOT EMY COCYLLECTBOBATb C
OpYrvMU1 NIOOBbMU U OKPYXKatoLMMK €ro BeLLamMm.

C. AroasvHckuin cnpaeBegnMeo 3amMeTun, 4To, Npuo-
OpeTa onbIT coyvacTvsa B pasHbIX couManbHbIX Kpyrax,
JNINYHOCTb BO3BPALLAET CBOK YTPAYEHHYH YHUKamb-
HOCTb, MOCKONbKY Habop n3bpaHHbIX €10 KPYroB sBnsie-
TCcs HenosTopuMbIM [9, c. 35]. KntovyeBasa MbiCcnb COC-
TOUT B TOM, YTO OYXOBHAs >XW3Hb YEISIOBEYECKOW JnY-
HOCTW OCTaeTCs Hepaspelummon guneMmmon. HenoHaT-
HO B MOMHOM Mepe, KaK MMEHHO B3aMMOOEWNCTBYIOT
OYXOBHbIE MEXaHW3MbI.

0.B. XapueHko
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BbiBOAbI

CnepoBaTenbHo, B3aMMOAENCTBUE  SABMsieTcH
onpegensaowmmMm akTopoM XMU3HU Ha BCEX CUCTEMHbIX
YPOBHSAX ObiTMA. Cama >XM3Hb cTana BO3MOXHOMN
BCneacTBve B3avMOAEWCTBUS PasfuyHbIX SIBAEHU U
npoueccoB. B oTnnune ot ectecTBeHHOW cpefbl, rae
MaTepuanbHble OOBLEKTbl, B3aUMOLEWNCTBYIOT, BnMAA
OpYyr Ha gpyra KOHCTPYKTUBHO UKW OECTPYKTMBHO, Cy6-
BEKTbl BO3ENCTBYIOT HA OObEKTbl UKW Apyr Ha gpyra
0CO3HaHHO, KPUTUYECKK, B 3aBMCMMOCTM OT TOrO, Kakon
MOparbHbI BbIGOP OHM AenatoT.
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Summary. The problem of mathematization of scientific knowledge has been discussed. The role of mathematization process as
precondition of transformation of science into direct productive force of the industrial society has been proved. The mathematization
of scientific knowledge has been shown as a factor of scientific communication complementarity in knowledge society.
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Introduction

The development of science was always
accompanied by universalization tendency of all its
versions. The standards of rationality, verity features,

norms, principles, traditions, moral imperatives regulate
and legitimate scientists’ activity anyway. The
mathematization of scientific knowledge, the beginning
of which coincided with the first successful usage of
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science as productive force of society, can be one of
the perfect examples of it. That's why it isn't a great
surprise that classical science produced a firm belief in
“inconceivable mathematic efficiency” language of
which is a priori considered as the most successful and
simple way to represent research results. It is
commonly known that many research articles,
monographs, conferences, roundtable discussions and
symposiums are focused extensively on this problem.
So, it should seem like all the problems have been
solved and all the questions have been settled.

Problem statement

Regardless of this, we return to the philosophical
thought of the sense of mathematics and its place in
the modern science structure over and over again,
ignoring the absence of its “another” theoretical crisis.
But now former pathos is replaced by skepticism,
criticism and doubts. The ideas that mathematics and
cognitive functions of its language are losing the
efficiency appear in publications about scientific
knowledge methodology more frequently.

In our opinion, it can be explained by such factors:
the study of complex, unbalanced dynamical systems,
which often causes the elaboration of contradictive
mathematical models; the development of humanities
and social sciences methodology, where mathematics is
used only for quantity determination; changing status of
science in modern society and adding to it ethical and
value dimension; mainstreaming of humanities research
and its influence on scientific and research
developments and technologies; aggravation of
opposition between "humanities” and “natural sciences”;
aggravation of scientific knowledge differentiation,
therefore it's losing its former entirety, systematicity and
unity.

Researches’ and publications’ analysis

Perhaps, because of these, and certainly of many
other factors, leading philosophers and methodologists
(V. Stepin, S. Krymskyi, L. Mikeshina, V. Lectorskyi,
L. Drotianko, V. Lukianets at al.) [1; 5] pointed at
fundamental changes of modern  scientists’
methodological knowledge many times. We found an
indirect confirmation of these tendencies in discussion
of the necessity of replacement of the term
“gnoseology” (theory of perception) by the term
“epistemology” (theory of knowledge). The arguments
of opponents come to the following result. On the one
hand, epistemology, considering science according to
its value potential, is able to remove opposition
“subject-object”, facilitating in such a way the
agreement of natural and exact science, and also with
anthropology, hermeneutics, personalism, trivial and
unscientific knowledge. On the other hand, gnoseology
has more stringent scientific, rational and verifying
criteria, therefore the illusion of saving and protection of
the classical science organization scheme and
scientific infrastructure from deconstructive influence of
post-modernity culture appears.

Mathematics as universal scientific language

Trying to solve this dissidence, recently, a term
“discourse” is brought methodologically into philosophy
and science, the discussion of its content and volume
is up to now. Without engage in controversy about this

guestion, we emphasize that the most common
explanation of this phenomenon come to the following:
discourse is a communicative activity, during which the
context of the text and context changes; and also it can
be an activity, the major part of which consists of
language usage principles and instructions. Anyway,
despite the dissidence of definitions, the relation
between discourse and language, speech, text and
communication process is quite clear.

As for the question of scientific discourse
particularity, at this point, in our opinion, it's perfect to
start with such a complex ontological question that was
asked by G. Gadamer in his time: does the universal
and obligatory for everybody scientific languages exist
at all? Answering it, he wrote that mathematics wasn’t
a special language, but it was a component part of a
great range of linguistic means which is accessible for
scientist to demonstrate his or her ideas. Indeed, if we
recall the history of non-classical science, we’ll
certainly see a lot of distinctive metaphors, cognitive
potentials which were repeatedly used by famous
scientists for explanation of their scientific and
philosophical standpoint. It is commonly known that
L. Wittgenstein continued this idea in his work
“philosophical investigations”, in which he successfully
proved that an ordinary language is richer than artificial
one, either according to communicative or cognitive
aspects. During the language game, the basis of which
is everyday language and principles of its usage,
happens the discussion of topical matters, solving of
controversial problems, conflict of controversial stands,
showing of different interpretations. However, the
discourse is defined as being generalized, integral
system of principles, norms, limitations and criteria, and
it is these that regulate activity of all scientific
community members and also provide formation and
transformation of methodological knowledge of
scientific thinking.

On the contrary, science can’t develop without some
conceptual and categorical matrix, which take on the role
of basis for scientific activity, providing intersubjectivity,
accuracy and strictness to scientific theories and
conceptions. A person, who didnt get the main
principles of scientific language organization and
functioning, would hardly become equal member of
scientific society. Besides, the designing of special
terminology is one of the basic tasks of scientific activity.
As a result, the replacement of scientific language by
everyday language, even with certain limitations, is not
possible and not reasonable. But despite of rationality
and clearness of such standpoint, the absolutization of it
can lead to the methodological collapse of real cognitive
process, because full formalization of scientific language
will surely cause gradual separation between scientists
and society. And, taking into consideration lasting
scientific knowledge differentiation, which is often
demonstrated as integration, it's possible to predict
understanding gap between researches themselves.

The philosophy of mathematics

In recent decades, the ambiguousness of problems,
described above, caused the rapid development of
such branch of philosophy of science as philosophy of
mathematics. Do we have a clear idea of the subject of
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this part of philosophy, can we completely determinate
the relation of philosophy and mathematics with other
exact, natural and human sciences, and to discover the
principles of their relation and other components of
their interaction? According to shallow analysis, we can
say that this question is quite problem-plagued. In other
words, such notions as “ philosophy of mathematics”,
“philosophy of physics”, “philosophy of genetics” are
nothing else but philosophical constructs, philosophical
concepts, and in these frame thinkers try to solve a
broad range of problems, that are connected with
certain field. Consequently, reciprocal influence of
mathematics and philosophy, and, moreover, the
solving of the problem of determining the object field of
the philosophy of mathematics require balanced,
deliberated, impersonal and comprehensive solution.
This solution should take into consideration both
philosophers’ worldviews and scientists’ standpoint. But
in this case the philosophy of mathematics can be
perceived in scientific society as an essential part of
mathematical Universe, that extends its boundaries.

The understanding of your own field “gives a birth” to
the requirement and possibility of philosophical
comprehension and philosophical reflection of certain
science. He who got that idea perceives his subject not
according to formulas, patterns, limitations and
deductive consequences but according to principles and
relation with other fields. As a result, the philosophy of
mathematics is the part of philosophy, that is intended to
help narrowly focused specialist in such situations, when
in mathematics former inviolable formulas lose their
force and the doubts about foundation veracity appear.

The history of science has a lot of examples of such
controversy. For instance, there wasn’t a lot of news
from A. Einstein during the last years of his career, as
noticed by his colleagues- physicists. His theory of
general relativity, unbelief in quantum nature of reality,
and tendency to find simple theory for all, were not
understood by the scientific society of those days. Later
on, the methodologists of science, noticed the
unstudied part of genius’s manuscript, found out a
source of philosophical generalizations, impersonal,
unattached to the formulas views on space, time,
substance, movement, gravitation. The relation
between phenomena and characteristics, that earlier
seemed to be clear but separated, became known. An
outstanding scholar moved from physics and
mathematics to metaphysics and philosophy.

This example enable us to show the mistake, which
is made while determining the place of philosophy in
science, methodology and subject matter of certain
science. In my opinion, the problem is that we misapply
the principle of complementarity, which was introduced
by N. Bohr into quantum-mechanics. If we recall the
history of this important methodological principle, we
would see that it had specific connection frames and
mechanisms of classical, non-classical physics with the
theory of general relativity. This principle soon was
extended to the whole field both exact and humanities
science. It became interpreted as general
methodological technique, that made it possible to think
that contradictory theories cover the disadvantages and
limitations of each other.

39

Despite high heuristic value of this statement, it
can’'t be used entirely and be generalized without
taking into consideration special features of certain
subject field. Besides, in my opinion, the correlation
between mathematics and philosophy couldn’t be
explained according to  the principle  of
complementarity. Mathematics doesn’t complete
philosophy, as well as philosophy doesn’t complete
mathematics. Both of them are quite independent field
of human knowledge, representing a special type of
reality perception and socialization. And this statement
can hardly be rejected.

| can say certainly that the correlation between
mathematics and philosophy always had utilitarian
characteristics. Neither G. Leibniz, I. Kant nor G.
Hegel, using the history of the development of
mathematics and its gnosiological peculiarities as
illustrative material, have not stopped at this point.
Mathematics, as any other field of perception and
culture at all, was nothing more than stage of particular
philosophical systems development. It's also veridical
that the introduction of philosophical knowledge into
exactly scientific always happened very -carefully.
Philosophy should not break the strictness, deductive
principles, conclusiveness and axiomatic nature of
mathematics.

Today it’'s certainly possible and it's worth saying
and making a lot for harmonization of mathematics and
philosophy, and also to study their correlation. But let’s
be honest: are we really sure that a philosopher can
add something new to the modern, sophisticated
mathematics? In fact, there is no agreement in principle
between mathematicians themselves even about
entirety and unity of mathematics. That's why, in my
opinion, the philosophy of mathematics should come
down to the analysis of object field of mathematics and
couldn’t solve fractional tasks, even if they are very
interesting. At the same time, it should search for
problem parts of mathematics and tasks, which haven’t
been solved yet by scientific principles and couldn’t be
demonstrated in symbols. And there is no doubt that
such problems really exist.

The philosophy of mathematics doesn’t retell or
translate the mathematical theories into philosophical
language. The object field of the philosophy of
mathematics starts where mathematical facts are not
enough for discussion and their interpretation into
general principles and the overrun of fractional
knowledge are required. This enables us to define
briefly the field of the philosophy of mathematics:
general study of the nature and structure of
mathematics, analysis of the problem of unity and
boundaries of mathematical perception of the world;
correlation of mathematics with other sciences and
principles of their complementation.

K. Gobdel's theory is an example of incorrect
extension of mathematical knowledge to the field of
humanities. Let us remember that his theories are
connected only with formalized, quantitative-
separated systems and can’t be extrapolated to other
sets and relations. Nevertheless, such theories have
mystical function in philosophy, moreover, their sense
and meaning are extended up to distortion of their
initial content.
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Summing up I'd like to point that, in my opinion, the
object field determination of the philosophy of
mathematics should correspond with famous G. Hegel's
formula, that the philosophy is a mentally generalized
epoch. Recently, the statement of a representative of
classical philosophy is quite strongly criticized. Indeed,
the function of philosophy in modern society is not only
summing-up the previous, drawing conclusions and
principles. In the rapidly changing world the philosophy
must be able to predict future, to be ahead of ideology,
politics, and to give people a robust tool of mentality. But
as for philosophy of mathematics this principle works
pretty well. It warns against hasty conclusions, and
doesn’t disorient philosopher according to his place in
the development of mathematics, enables to understand
it as long-standing entirety and a part of the culture of
knowledge, where it has leading worldview function.

The mathematization of science as productive
force of society

An acknowledged specialist in philosophy of
mathematics M. Kline, thinking about the phenomena
of this science, shows that in the time of
A. Makedonskyi, it was interpreted as “an ideal version
of the components of the real world, which is known for
us” [3, p. 52]. This statement confirmed one of the key
traditions of classical science concerning rationality of
physical reality and opportunities to understand it only
in mathematical way, that consequently is unified. It's
clear that such certainty in mathematics should have
some reasons, because the mathematization of certain
subject cardinally reviews and transforms its methods,
approaches, definitions, and the methods of getting
and representing the results. According to
O. Kedrovskyi and V. Tsykin mathematization doesn’t
come only to the extension of mathematical methods to
other sciences; it's correlation dialectical combination
of two object fields [2, p. 12-13].

But in such case, mathematics must become a kind
of ideal style of scientific thinking.

Such characteristics of mathematics were caused
by such features: the introduction of the main terms,
the meaning of which remain constant; abstraction;
idealization; usage of deductive methods and methods
of formal logic; the usage of special marks [3, p. 55-60].

The trust in mathematics, that was raised in
antiquity, changed a little up to XVIII century. Even in
the Middle Ages it has an important role in
understanding of Bible and proving the existence of
God. In one of his manuscripts, M. Kline wrote that the
assurance of the scholars of classical science was
based on belief in the existence of God, his intelligence
and rationality. Even |. Newton “considered scientific
activity as hard and boring work, but continued
declaring for it, because science enabled him to find
new confirmations that the world was created by God”
[3, p. 240]. So, at the beginning the belief in verity of
mathematical  statements was  grounded  at
metaphysical thoughts. It undoubtedly had s positive
influence both on the developing of science,
contributed to the extension and improvement of
education, and provided different subjects with unified
approach to studying and describing of natural
phenomena. It's not unusual that up to the end of XVIII

the science became a strong disciplinary organized
system with its own methodological and methodical
techniques, ideals and criteria.

Despite the fact, that A. Whitehead, taking into
consideration the appearance of such new disciplines
as geology, zoology, biology, evolution theory wrote
about gradual drop of mathematics’ influence, that
started in the middle of XIX century [6, p.88-89],
defending the point of view, that later its influence just
increased. Moreover, the representatives of listed
disciplines themselves contributed to the effective and
rapid mathematization, because it not only gave a
chance to enter the scientific society but also offered
opportunities of integration and unification of
knowledge, its implementation and acceleration of
scientific-and-technological advance. Most probably,
that A. Whitehead, pointing out the drop of interest to
mathematics, understands mathematics as
independent science, which in those times was already
branched, difficult for understanding and separated
from the reality of knowledge field.

Even some methodologists admit that a broad
range of mathematical dialects add quite specific
problems of misunderstanding, when the same results,
represented, for example, in the language of the
theories of chances and differential measurement have
absolutely not congruent form, that's why it's hard to
compare them. «Wide usage of mathematics in modern
science, — wrote V. Nalimov, only aggravates
Babylonish troubles” [4, p.172]. Therefore, it's
necessary to phase out strictly unique mathematical
language, involving the instruments of modern
nonlinear, meaningful and variable logics. We,
however, speaking about the mathematization, first of
all consider mathematics as meta language, which
even today is successfully used both in natural and
humanities disciplines.

Conclusion

The mathematization of scientific knowledge once
and forever connected science with manufacturing, so
it contributed to the establishment of the scheme
science-manufacturing-society, that is a key moment
for the analysis of modern scientific discourse. So, we
came back again to the knowledge triangle, proposed
by M. Fucco, adding to the methodological aspect of
the development of science sociocultural one. In such
context, scientific discourse solves the opposition
between science (as a field of getting theoretical
knowledge), manufacturing  (implementation  of
knowledge without taking into consideration its value
potential) and society (aims, values, ideals, moral and
religious standards which become from now a
component of scientific discourse).

Following up, science, having been separated
artificially from social requirements at the beginning of
its development, is gradually turning into productive
force, which connects all the available resources and
regulates their usage. In addition, the mathematization
of science plays an important role in such
transformation.
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PaCCManMBaBTCH npo6nema MarteMmaTunsaumm HayHHoro no3HaHus. OBGOCHOBbLIBAETCS MbICIb O TOM, YTO npouecc matematmsaumm ctan
NPUYMHOW NpeBpaLLeHns HayKkn B HENOCPEeCTBEHHYHO NPOU3BOAUTENbHYIO CUNY MHOYCTPpUaribHOro obuwectsa. NMokasaHo, 4To B 0bLlec-
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M.A. AbucoBa

MEOWALOUCKYPC: NEKCUKO-CEMAHTUYECKUW ACMEKT A3bIKOBOIO BO3AENCTBUA

AHHOmMauyus. B cmambe paccmampugalomcsi OCHOBHbIE JIEKCUKO-CeMaHMmMuU4YecKue MexaHu3Mbl 513bIK08020 8030elicmeusi Ha
obujecmeeHHoe cosHaHue 8 rpouecce peyesoli 0essmenbHOCMU 8 cghepe maccosoll KOMMYHUKauuu.

KnioueBble cnoBa: rnekcmyeckas cCeMmaHTuka, Meanaguckypc, A3bikoBoe BO3[ENCTBHUE.

AxTyanbHocTb

CoBpeMeHHble coumanbHble NPOLECcChl B 3HA4MTeE-
nbHOW Mepe obycnoBrieHbl UX OCBeLLeHWeM CpeacTBa-
MU maccoBol uHgopmauun. Cnocod nogaun nHGOpP-
Mauum ABNAeTCA OAHUM M3 pellarwmx akTopoB ee
BoCcnpuATusa  ayautopuen. CTpemuTenbHbIA  POCT
cpeacTB MaccoBOW KOMMYHMKaLMM 1 HOBbIX MHopMa-
LUMOHHBIX TEXHOMOM, AnHaMmmnyHoe passutme CMU B
Hauyane XXI| B. NpMBENO K CO30aHUO €OUHOro MHAGOP-
MaLUMOHHOIrO MPOCTPAHCTBA, 0COOOW BUPTYarbHON
cpefdbl, YTO CKasanocb Ha nmpoueccax Npou3BOACTBa U
pacnpocTpaHeHUs1 crioBa, 0CODEHHOCTSIX peveynoTpe-
OGneHna 1 xapaktepe S3bIKOBbIX U3MEHEHUI. AKTyarnb-
HOCTb TeMbl cTaTbM oOycroBneHa Kak BO3POCLUUM
MacLlTaboM SA3bIKOBOro BO3OENCTBUA Ha OOLEeCTBEH-
HOe CO3HaHWe U MaHUMNyNMPOBaHUS MaccoBOW ayauTo-
puven, C O4HON CTOPOHbI, Tak U HEJOCTAaTOYHOW N3yYeH-
HOCTbIO MaHUNYNATUBHbLIX BO3MOXHOCTEN A3blka Meau-
aguckypca, ¢ Apyrow.

NMocTtaHOBKa 3apjaHuA 3aKryaeTcs B yCTaHOBMe-
HUM U ONNCAHUKN NEKCUKO-CEMaHTUYECKUX MEXaHW3MOB
A3bIKOBOr0 BO3OENCTBUA Meamaguckypca Ha obuiecT-
BEHHOE CO3HaHue.

CteneHb pa3paboTaHHOCTU TeMbI

TeopeTuyeckon n metogonorunveckon 6asonm ucc-
negoBaHus B obnactu Teopun meguaguckypca siBnsi-
toTca pabotel M. MakntoaHa, H. Jlymana, [. Npenbepa
n ap. NMpobnema A3bIKOBOro BO3AENCTBUS HA YenoBe-
Ka nccrnegyetca npeactaBUTENAMMU pasfnyHbIX oTpa-
Cnen Hayk: ncumxonoruw, couumonoruu, dunocodum,
dunonornn n Gonee 4acTHbIX MeXAUCUUMMAMHAPHbIX

HanpaBneHuin: TeopMn KOMMYHMKaUun, peknamoseae-
HUS, nabnuk-punanwH3  u  gp. (P. Bnakap,
0. bonnHaxep, X. BanHpanx, C. Kapa-Mypaa,
C. Mockosnuu, Ox. Jlakodpd, I. Wunnep, I'. ®paHke,
3. Hoanb-Herman, I.C. xoyaTT, B. O'0oHHan,
. Mouenuoe, b. MapwwuH, 3. WocTtpom, B. MOCKBMH U
Apyrve).

OcHoOBHas 4YacTb

M3 MHOXecCTBa CyLLEeCTBYIOLNX MOAXOAOB K onpe-
AeneHno  mMeaMaguckypca, MOAXOA, NpearioXeHHbIN
M. ®dyko, KaxeTca ogHUM U3 Hanbonee NPOaYKTUBHbIX.
Mo mHeHnio M. dyko, gMcKypc npeactaenseT cobon
OAHOBPEMEHHO 0CObbI cnoco® BMAEHUSA U yrnopsao-
YeHus1 OEeNCTBUTENbHOCTU, peanu3yemblii B pa3HO0O-
pasHbIX ANCKYPCUBHBIX NPaKTUKax, 1 pesynbtaT B BUAE
CNOXMBLUMXCA MpaBui camMoro aToro Auckypca [6, c.
30]. B Hawem wnccrnegoBaHum Mbl Bygem npuaepxu-
BaTbCs onpefeneHnst Megnaguckypca kak COBOKYMHOC-
TN NPOLIECCOB M MPOAYKTOB peyeBoV OedATeNbHOCTU B
cdepe MaccoBoW KOMMYyHMKaLMK BO BCeM boraTcTee u
CMOXHOCTU UX B3aUMOLENCTBUS.

'naBHOM byHKUMEN Megunaguckypca G0nbLUMHCTBO
uccrnegosaTenen cuuTarT WHGOpPMaUMOHHY. NHDO-
pmaumsi, KOTOpyl nepefaéT MeauMagmckypc, MOXET
UMEeTb Kak BCeOOBbeMMWMIA, Tak U M3bupaTenbHbIN
xapaktep. OcobGeHHOCTBIO Megunaguckypca siBnsieTcs
TO, YTO Monyyatenb MaccoBOW MHOpPMaUUWU HE COX-
paHsieT ee; OHa, KaK yCTHas peyb, AENCTBYET TOSbKO
Torga, Korga nMpousBOAWTCA M BOCTNPUMHUMAETCs agpe-
caTom. Bce TekcTbl Meamagmuckypca He MOryT BOCCTa-



