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Abstract. This article is the first one in the series of fublications devoted to the problems of genderofaict
society, culture and language and to the pecuéardf female and male language pictures of thddwbr the given
work we present the brief review of the initial joel of gender studies in different sciences.
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feminine; manliness - feminity.

Homo Sapiengppears in two hypostases - as a man and as anvdine opposition “male-female” is funda-
mental for human culture.

Socially and culturally significant distinctions ihe behaviour, customs and socialization of mehvaomen as
a whole were sporadically fixed in scientific degtions, especially in anthropology and ethnograptgwever the
idea about the differentiation between the conceptsiological sex and social one (gender) came @xistence
only during the period of postmodernism.

The concepgenderwas treated athe set of agreements with the help of which aetgdransforms biological
sexuality into the product of human activityfigre and hereinafter the translation of citatiossour9 [Pushkary-
ova, p. 147].

As opposed to the categosgxusgender status and, accordingly, gender hierarobyb&haviour models stipu-
lated by gender are not set by nature but are gdedl' by societydoing gendey, they are ordered by the institutes
of social control and cultural traditions [Voron]n&ender relations are a prominent aspect of socganization.
They specifically express its system charactessdicd also structure the relations between speakibpects. The
basic theoretical-methodological positions of gentencept are based on four interconnected compsntrese
are cultural symbols; normative statements whickcgp the directions for the possible interpretatioof these
symbols and are expressed in religious, scientidigal and political doctrines; social instituteslaorganizations;
and also the self-identification of a person. Gemdkations are fixed in the language as cultursfigulated stereo-
types, influencing a person’s behaviour, includthg speech one, and the processes of its languaigdization
[Ryabov].

The categorgenderwas introduced intapparatus criticuat the end of the 60s - the beginning of the 7@ss/e
of the previous century and was used at first istdty, Historiography, Sociology and Psychologwrtlit was rec-
ognized in Linguistics, being useful for Pragmatiand anthropologically oriented descriptions ashale. The
gender factor taking into account a person’s nag@a and its social "consequences”, is one oéHsential charac-
teristics of a person and during all his or her ipecifically influences the comprehension ofdniger identity, and
also the identification of a speaking subject byeotmembers of society.

Thus, the terngenderwas used for the description of social, culturad @sychological aspects of "female" in
comparison with "male”, i.e. “while distinguishimgerything that forms features, norms, stereotgpekroles typi-
cal and desirable for those whom the society defaemen and women” [Pushkaryova, p. 16]. Durimgybriod it
was talked mainly of women'’s studies.

In the 80s years of the previous century more @batanced understanding of gender appeared. Itreated
as the problem of not only the explication of feenhistory, female psychology, etc., but also asptteblem of the
overall investigation of feminity and manliness dhd social and cultural expectations. In the 9%y of the pre-
vious century there appeared trends investigatiaglimess only and it was understood that mascuylimdis differ-
ent manifestations in any society. The most impurtd these trends was calledgemonic masculinity

At the same time there is no uniform opinion conag®y the nature of gender in modern science. dttisbuted,
on the one hand, to cogitative constructions dhéomodels developed with the purpose of more peestientific
description of the problems of sex and the diffdéegion of its biological and socio-cultural funatis. On the other
hand, gender is considered as a social construdtiieated by society, also by means of language.

“While sex is comprehended in the categories "nand "woman", gender - in the terms "manliness" éntos-
ginning) and "feminity" (female beginning)” [Ryabay. 6].

In the mythology of any nation and in plenty of lpebphical works it comes to feminity and manlinasscos-
mogonic and metaphysical categories: “...for examipl@ternational rivalry: some nations are maifdynale, oth-
ers - male. Let’s turn to the well-known fragmeB&Yyond good and evil” in which Nietzsche estimatesrole of
nations in creative process with the help of théamigors "female" and “male”...” [Ryabov, p. 28].

The complexity and ambiguity of these conceptoimected with their metaphoricalness, the rootstoth can
be traced in mythological thinking. These concepts met in all cosmogonic ideas of different natidmeing iso-
morphic to two hypostases of human being - menveorden. Manliness and feminity unite the complewbosite
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beginnings.

In any mythological picture of the world there isamber of binary oppositionsop - bottom; light - darkness;
right - left, etc. In many philosophical systems there is alsmmber of polar categoriasature - culture; activity -
passivity; rationality - irrationality; logic - emtions; spirit - substance; contents - form; auttypr submission.

The left member of each opposition is attributednemliness, the right one - to feminity. Each mdiattributes
makes an independent opposition without cause-#adteelation with peoples’ belonging to this bat sex. How-
ever sexual dimorphism taking place in the readithuman existence is nevertheless considered ghrthe prism
of feminity/manliness. To each sex the set of @poading qualities playing an important role in theation of the
prototype of male and female in public and indivitlconsciousness is attributed.

Thus in ancient Chinese mythology and natural gy two opposite beginnings are found - dgrkand
light yan, which are practically always in pair combinati®uch symbolics underlining the dualism of male and
female beginnings also existed during preliteragqa getting iconographic expression. The mythuatamdrogy-
nes also reflects the dichotomy of sex exposingthiple of harmony which is established wheneraid female
beginnings unite.

Even Aristotle identified male beginning with spial one, with form, and female - with physicaltlwmatter.
According to his point of view, male beginning addsn and movement to material (female) one an@giv soul
[Aristotle]. Such view of these two beginnings wasy popular and wide-spread and only the philogagtpost-
modernism systematically approached to the recerdiidn of the concepts of feminity and manlindsg, how-
ever, it had little reflection in the stereotypdoadinary consciousness.

Thus the problem of feminity and manliness wasedtail discussed in the works of the Russian phpbsos of
“Silver age” - Berdyaev, Ern, Ivanov, Bulgakov, Ropv, Solovyov, Merezhkovsky and Florensky. On d¢he
hand, the philosophers transferred the metaphoigediires of manliness and feminity to the modushifgation
and prescription attributing to real men and woraerobligatory the features of philosophical conséfgminity”
and "manliness".

On the other hand these concepts were applied day thlso to the persons of one and the same sex Thu
P. Florenskyopposes the male nam&kexanderand Alekseyassociating one of them with manliness and ancther
with feminity [Ryabov].

To some extent the dichotomic opposition of male female and their hierarchy where manliness itherpre-
dominating position is peculiar to practically &k trends of philosophical thought. It is provkdttin a number of
philosophical conceptions polar distinctions betwé®ese qualities are considered as “intrinsicstutial”, exis-
tential. In other, more modern works, “accidentalsual” character which must be overcome is ateibtio them
[Ibidem].

As we can understand from everything told befaranlinessandfeminityare important attributes of public con-
sciousness. Being universal, i.e. present in aftyrey concepts, they at the same time compriseioespecificity
peculiar to the given society.

According to Y. D. Apresian's idea, “specific cotatoons of nonspecific concepts are the sourcenofikedge
about the naive picture of the world imprintedanduage, helping to reveal the "stereotypes" afdage and wider
cultural consciousness” [Apresian, p. 350].

In the language gender stereotypification pecubarollective, "naive" consciousness is fixed. Bgrcommu-
nication with the help of the set of gender sterees available in the given language the experieeitexed by an
individual is actualized. Means of language areduse “the tool allowing an individual designingrsignodels more
or less adequately objectifying the fragments of & her conceptual system in external world” [Kasiaya,
p. 34].

Naive picture of the world reflected in languaged primitive. It has the deep logic dictated bg experience
of many generations including the observation & types of people called men and women, attributieigain
qualities and simultaneously their estimation tenth

Thus research of feminity and manliness must ireltiie description of the stereotypes connected thiéin
and the means of the manifestation of these sigyestin language.

Studies of the interrelation of language and the afeits native speakers can be divided in two qusithe
boundary being the 60s years of the previous cefiotthoff; Samel; Kirilina; Tafel]:

1) biological determinism - irregular (and not conmectith adjacent sciences) researches based nwinly
the observation of isolated facts;

2) gender researches themselves - large-scale ressastiich appeared in the 60s years of the previens
tury and were caused by the growth of the intet@she pragmatical aspect of linguistics, by theealgpment of
sociolinguistics and by essential changes in théitional distribution of male and female rolestthbowed to put a
new face on linguistic facts and interpret thera imew way.

Today it seems more correct to name the three pligbe development of gender researches: betthediirst
and the second stages there was a small tranpitiood from the beginning till the middle of the"™@entury which
became the preparatory base of modern gender cbssarAt that time the accumulation of the factmwang
doubting in exclusively biological character of sakdimorphism began.

For the first time the factor of biological sexlanguage was noticed in ancient times while thigkaout the
category of grammatical gender. The most ancieditfana long time the only hypothesis concerning risasons of
appearing and functioning of gender category imgleage was the symbolic-semantic one, based orothelation
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of natural biological categorgexuswith the grammatical categogenus The supporters of symbolic-semantic hy-
pothesis thought that grammatical gender had apgeaarder the influence of natural reality - thesprece of peo-
ple of different sex [Royen; Jarnatowskaja; Shahamgy

Although the points of view concerning the deteramicy of gender category by biological reality dit noin-
cide in a number of aspects, the opinion concertlirgloubtless connection of natural sex with gratizal gender
was common. The hypothesis was based on two feabfrenythological thinking - animism and anthropamo
phism. The symbolic-semantic hypothesis was reptedeby the scientists who had great influenceimguistics
(Gerder, Grimm, Humboldt, etc.), and it predetesitits long domination in linguistic descriptiohnust be men-
tioned that explaining the extra linguistic motieat of gender category the researchers used tha#tinguistic ex-
perience. It led to the occurrence of estimatiothm interpretation of gender category: masculieedgr appeared
to be paramount thanks to attributing the semamtiderce, activity and energy to its names. Namefeminine
gender, on the contrary, were characterized byipgsand subordination. Thus, the conditions otiab reality
were extrapolated over the laws of language dewedop that is proved by E. Borneman's data, whotedeane of
the most fundamental works considering the rolgearider factor in the development of society whera\esis is
conducted from the positions of interdisciplinappeoach [Borneman].

Discovering the languages without gender categopks a blow on symbolic-semantic hypothesis. Neneer
less within the framework of the criticism of thigpothesis and the gradual replacement of it byntbephological
and syntactic explanation of gender category tbegeition of the fact that the gender categoryfiisecapable of
influencing the human perception of correspondimgds and concepts was invariable. Thus the peisatidn at-
tributes to the objects designated by the wordeminine gender the properties of the personsmffe sex, and to
the objects of neuter and masculine gender - thpgrties of the persons of male sex.

According to R. Jacobson the Russians imagine dlgs df the week in accordance with the word gendliethe
same time ordinary consciousness does not reffgat what has caused the word gender - semantintspr
morphology [Shahmaykin]. All this allows assumitigt the grammatical gender of a name influencepéhneep-
tion of reality and activates the consciousnessmidésconnected with the concept of biological sek arhat is es-
sential, participates in the formation of positoawenegative connotationto(be continued
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AHHOTanus. [JaHHOU CTaThEH MBI HAUMHACM CEPUIO ITyOIHKALUi, TOCBAIICHHBIX polieMaM reHepHoro ¢hakropa B obre-
CTBE, KyJIBTYpE H S3BIKE, & TAKIKE OCOOCHHOCTSIM KEHCKHX M MYXCKHX SI3BIKOBBIX KapTUH MUpa. B maHHOI paboTe MbI IPUBOIIM
KpaTKuii 0030p HAYAILHOTO IEPHOJIa TeHICPHBIX HCCIICAOBAHUN B PA3IMYHBIX OTPACIISIX HAYKH.
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