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WILL TO TRUTH AND GENDER STUDIES

Purpose of the paper is to establish the emergence and evolution of a gender problematics from the foundations
of classical philosophy, namely, from the phenomenon of will-to-truth as the spontaneous desire of man to under-
stand the life. To achieve this purpose, the following tasks are solved: 1) to investigate the way in which philosophy
constitutes itself; 2) to establish how the category of "sex" manifests, both in the natural and in the social contexts;
3) to determine the correlation of gender studies and philosophy. Theoretical basis. If for the methodology of gen-
der studies it is inherent to proceed from the contextuality and value foundations of knowledge, then in this paper
gender is considered directly from the being-in-world, human presence. Originality. The distinction between will-
to-truth and will-to-knowledge, conducted for the first time by Michel Foucault, is used as a method by which the
ontological demand of sex (gender) is revealed. Conclusions. As a result of the study, it was found that scientific de-
velopments in the field of gender issues in their subject matter are not mainly descended from subject sphere of clas-
sical philosophy. Sex (gender) is not substantiated metaphysically, and it is ontical, not ontological attribute of the
human Kind; its presentation as the determining factor of the cultural history in context of femininity/masculinity
dichotomy is biased. This quality is similar to Nietzsche’s will to power, i.e., determination of definite knowledge
that is later used in legal, socio-political discourse, corrects language practice, determines scientific researches mak-
ing them dependant on axiological component of culture. As the social justice problem is solved, gender as the sub-
ject of social study loses its actuality.

Keywords: philosophy; feminism; gender studies; genderology; bias; will-to-truth; will-to-knowledge; being;
sex; gender

Introduction

Mistrust of speculative knowledge, desire to "bring it down to land" has befallen philosophy
from the times of sophistry. Since the subject of philosophy cannot be tasted, then expressing
and proving anything is a very popular decision in history. At its every stage, whatever the truth
illuminates thinking, the reaction to it will naturally be scepticism and relativism. Therefore, phi-
losophy will again and again have to be substantiated by the fact that it is a strict science, that its
problems are not spontaneous, and the conclusions are relevant.

And in our very pragmatic age, the philosophy has been enriched by such a number of unex-
pected topics and interdisciplinary ties that there is an impression it has no, or maybe, had no
conceptual shores. Post-Soviet postulate that any knowledge of the accomplished truth (and not
only philosophy or religion, but even the scientific idea of a fact) is pre-theoretically and so-
cially-psychologically "loaded", calls into question the fact that the essential thinking has no bias
in relation to its subject. That, as they say, provides the rationale for the method of anarchist
epistemology by Paul Feyerabend — do whatever you want (mach was Du willst) and anything
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goes. The bias of a researcher becomes common in the scientific environment so that it can claim
to be its new norm.

Thus, in 2018, there was a widely-publicized case of the mathematician Theodore Hill’s (2018)
article, in which the author relied on objective biological and experimental data, using certain
mathematical models, and draws the conclusion with regard to gender differences in adaptation to
environmental conditions. This article, however, was rejected by the well-known scientific peri-
odical, and then completely removed from publication in another one, because, in the editorial
board’s opinion, it violated gender tolerance, humiliating the feelings of girls.

This case is no exception. Its reasons are cynically Diogenes-style revealed by the most reso-
nant mystification of recent years, known as "The "Grievance Studies" affair”. We will not dwell
in detail on its plot, it is widely discussed in scientific journalism (Melchior, 2018), we just
briefly introduce its storyline. Three scientists, the mathematician James Lindsay, associate pro-
fessor at the University of Portland Peter Boghossian and editor of the Areo journal Helen Pluck-
rose, have, over the past few years, published several dozens of fake articles in well-known hu-
manities journals for, how they explain it, a social experiment. Their "articles" met all the formal
requirements, but they contained false or even absurd information and unscientific conclusions.
(For example, a special award winning "research” under the pseudonym Helen Wilson (2018),
relating to the reaction of urban residents to the scenes of dog sexual contacts in urban parks, re-
ferred to uncertain impressions of people who became the basis for culturological and legal con-
clusions.) Despite to the apparent fictitiousness of the submitted “articles”, they were accepted,
reviewed and published.

The object of this provocation was the work that the authors themselves called "grievance
studies" devoted to various forms of discrimination and humiliation: gender, sexual, racial, age,
etc. It is unlikely that the institution of preliminary review has failed here. Rather, there was
a research trend, the relevance of the topic to the actual demand of public opinion. The main em-
phasis is on the fact that this trend precedes, defines and even ignores the content part of the re-
search. Actually, this is what is called bias.

It is important to keep in mind that the revealing of bias does not in any way detract from the so-
cial value of gender studies or genderology. This term, in our opinion, can be used not only for gen-
der linguistics, but also for gender studies in general. We stand on the enlightenment philosophy
principles, striving for the emancipation of mankind in all spheres of life. The presence of the op-
pressed and disgraced is a shameful fact that must be completely extinct.

If discrimination is discussed by the discriminated people, it is unlikely that they remain outside
observers of the studied object. "Grievance Studies™ are aimed not only at comprehension of the
subject, but also at its display. This is why they look like a militant manifestation. To catch a trend
here to further falsify it is quite easy. Involvement in the situation, direct immersiveness in the sub-
ject is open to representation and swordplay in comparison with, say, declarative remoteness.

However, one should not forget that biased is not only feminism, but also those sciences that
until recently were considered "pure”. This is naive following the positivism of the early XX
century to believe in the existence of a single scientific method, extracted from the natural sci-
ences and adaptable to the humanities, which allegedly operates eternal undeniable "facts". An
observer of all realities is at the crossroads of the current forces of history and of his soul, and
therefore is affected by the political and mass of other interests.

Therefore, we must avoid the hidden challenge in the speculation of three modern "cynics"
aimed at deliberate discrediting of gender studies. We are interested in another phenomenon in
this issue. Bias of feminism and, more broadly, genderology correlates with the fundamental per-
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sonality of philosophy, as if identifying them. The fact that philosophy always has its own name,
is expressed from a certain Dasein, being-in-the-world, human presence here and now, as if indi-
cating the inevitable subjectivity and even the arbitrariness of a philosophical inquiry. As a re-
sult, it allows for any generalization.

We will not agree with this, because it is a true path to eclecticism. Despite absolute freedom,
philosophical thinking is a discipline. Its strictness is provided by the build-up of questioning not
from occasional (albeit perhaps actual) reasons, but — from being (Bulanenko, 2011). All aspects
of philosophy are the branches of this query. And if genderology is one of these aspects of phi-
losophy, even if it is newly discovered, it will definitely show itself in the projection of the ques-
tion of being. It is this precedent that we would like to find out in this paper. It has to loom
somewhere outside of political bias.

Purpose

The purpose of the paper is to establish the emergence and evolution of a gender problematics
from the foundations of classical philosophy, namely, from the phenomenon of will-to-truth as
the spontaneous desire of man to understand the life. To achieve this purpose, it is necessary to
solve the following tasks: 1) to investigate the way in which philosophy constitutes itself; 2) to
establish how the category of "sex" manifests, both in the natural and in the social contexts; 3) to
determine the correlation of gender studies and philosophy.

Literature review

The theme of the current state of philosophy, dissolution of its subject, its place in culture as
a whole, and in socio-humanitarian knowledge, in particular, has been raised quite often by
thinkers in the West and in the post-Soviet countries. And of course, there can be no single point
of view on this: for example, Y. Habermas tried to rehabilitate the classical foundations of phi-
losophy (Vetyugova, 2013), while R. Rorty actually announced the end and substitution of phi-
losophy through various discourses (Tselishcheva, 2016). However, the crisis of philosophy and
its difficult relationship with other sciences is not an accident, but rather its significant and indis-
pensable characteristic (Kemerov, 2018).

Among the contemporary discourses that take over and actively transform the philosophical
heritage, gender studies (genderology) are the most influential ones. They constitute an impres-
sive stock of texts. Among them, for our task there are important works by L. Fisher (1997), who
actualized the question of how gender discourse is rational and how it can be correlated with the
philosophical one. In particular, she distinguished the arguments of philosophical classics and
gender discourse. A. Pechenkin (2011) notes that gender studies use the ideas of the relativistic
flow in the philosophy of science, which contributes to the deepening of the crisis of philoso-
phical and scientific knowledge. Not rarely, gender studies now appear as a certain avant-garde
of philosophical rather than sociological thought (Slezkina, 2012).

In the vast majority of gender studies, it goes without saying that the philosophy (like culture
as a whole) is not neutral in relation to women, remains patriarchal, and enshrines the dominant
position of a man in stereotypes. In connection with this, they put the task of deconstructing
logocentrism as a "male image™ of philosophy in order to eventually obtain an alternative to
"masculine thinking". For example, the known researchers T. Vlasova and |. Hrabovska argue
that the formation of a binary categorization of sex hides the strategic goals of the socio-political
apparatus of production of a certain sexuality mode (Vlasova, Hrabovska, & Halytska, 2018).
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Hence, for our study, methodologically significant are the works of M. Foucault in relation to
such concepts as "will-to-truth™ and "will-to-knowledge". For it is not accidental that the conclu-
sions of gender studies, enclosing in the context of government practices, have mostly political
consequences. M. Foucault (1996) actualized the questions on social determination of the dis-
course about sex and gender — these topics, the list of practices and the use of terms in their field,
are formed by the expediency seen by the political power (in the broadest sense). In this case, the
issues of gender equality, sexual emancipation and political rights are fully consistent with the
more global goals of social life (demographic policy, material production, functioning of power
institutions). So, Foucault outlined the idea that gender and sexuality issues are raised not so
much because of their ontological weight, but to achieve certain practical goals.

It is likely that this approach may be useful in interpreting the ideas of feminist theorists,
which are the foundation of modern gender studies. Thus, S. de Beauvoir (2017) was the first
one who liberated "male" and "female"” from an objectivizing (biological) point of view, consid-
ering them in the cultural context in relation to the social hierarchy. And thus, these categories
became an integral part of political discourse, where the determination of women as "Other" dis-
places the substance approach to the reciprocity of men and women.

Instead, philosophy requires the movement of thought from being to the public sphere, and
not vice versa (Foucault, 2011). If we really stand on the fact that we are capable of bringing our
being and relationship to conformity with reasonable existential principles, then bias is an enemy
of gender studies as well. Political expediency also undermines the understanding of gender.

Statement of basic materials

Looking at the origins of philosophical thinking, we will have to agree with the fact, which is
usually stated by representatives of feminism, namely: neither gender nor sexual difference was
a trigger for it. It turned out that the gender category was ignored (or forgotten?) by classical phi-
losophy.

Is it reasonable to assume that there was a "collusion” of philosophers of the "stronger” sex
against the "weaker" sex? How does philosophy pose its problems in general?

Of course, we do not know this better than those through whom we are generally familiar with
the phenomenon of philosophy. In this regard, Aristotle as the first systematiser of knowledge ap-
pears to us as the most important witness. In Metaphysics he says:

But everywhere science deals chiefly with that which is primary, and on
which the other things depend, and in virtue of which they get their names.
If, then, this is substance, it will be of substances that the philosopher must
grasp the principles and the causes. (Aristotle, 1976, p. 120)

Today, such a statement seems to be something abstract and boring. But this Aristotle’s "must
grasp" has no hidden intention. Both for him and for his ancestors, and for our contemporaries,
the being specified by him to the notion of "substance™ and "principles and causes”, remains
magically unknown, that is, it is an aporia in which thinking unexpectedly finds itself.

We find ourselves in such a way that the question of the substance of being has engaged us in
advance. In our surprise there is no gap in it for a certain plan. Michel Foucault calls this state of
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a subject — "will to truth", opposing it to "will to knowledge". He convincingly showed that
knowledge differs from the truth in the fact that it relates precisely to the desire for supremacy,
domination and pragmatic formation of social discourse in a certain direction (Foucault, 1996).
That is, being is not a certain representation of things existent, but, above all, a question. Its
orientation is not separate, precedes one or another specific intentionality.

Moreover, interestingly, in the thinking of being, the object itself is not important. That is,
philosophy does not think with ideal substances, but with all sorts of things. And, say, dual gen-
der or pack multiple gender, if they exist, are also in being, inseparable, eternal and inevitable.

Being is not things in existence. The internal form of the term sex/gender is “posture, form,
figure, method, property”. That is, this category is relative to the being, and is not actualized an-
terior to the being for thinking. Thus, at the works of Aristotle, its characteristics begin to show
themselves for the first time when he speaks of the movement, the ground for which he saw in
the transition between the different states of being: from actual to potential, and back — to the ac-
tual one. This dialectic of reality and opportunity has distinct gender characteristics. The defined
form marks the frontier of amorphous matter.

This idea became a paradigm for the Hellenistic philosophy (Neoplatonism, Stoicism, early
Christian heresies), which identified actual life with the "fiery" omnipresent vigorous Logos-
God, provoked by the "dark™ impure passive matter, in the direction of disintegration into a plu-
rality of distorted phenomena downward their degradation. (It is noteworthy that such dialectic is
reproduced in Western thought in other epochs as well, for example, in the psychoanalysis of
S. Freud, in the misogyny of O. Weininger).

But this ontological paradigm does not think in terms of masculinity, as it may seem. On the
contrary, in this aspect, it thinks of its own being, which it understands (perhaps naive) in the
context of the general notion of "physos™, thus spreading the logic of the living to inanimate and
even artificially produced things. Moreover, this peculiar biologizing inherent in early thought
and in the case when its subject is a human society.

The question of the substance of being, solving what is, immediately faces the problem of
how it should be. Ethics naturally follows from ontology. The proper as its subject relates to
the social (political). Being proper means being together. And Aristotle, the author of ethics
and politics, is looking for these samples in the natural society, receiving a verdict of "masculinity"
through the millennium. He, they say, not only justified the institution of slavery, but also for cen-
turies determined the secondary and humiliating role of women in society. The Feminists believe
that Aristotle was guilty of the fact that he likened the man to an active form, and the woman — to
the passive matter, identifying the notion of "woman" with reproduction, and the notion of "man™
with citizenship.

However, the transfer of motivation and meanings from one epoch to another is deliberately
artificial. Aristotle, like the representatives of his school, was thinking in the conceptual horizons
inflicted by the Hellenistic culture. It is in its antiquity, "wife" means "fertile", and "husband" —
"man, human being".

The "guilt" of ancient thought in general is not that it supposedly exalted a man over a woman,
but that in it a man was understood as "political animal™ (Aristotle). In the natural order a person,
having differentiated features, has not an exceptional nature. Accordingly, the gender roles are
defined in advance. Inequality and superiority of power are self-evident and indisputable.

However, "physos" does not cover all spheres of being. Physical does not mean political. The
liberation of mankind required a qualitatively different prejudice about man. And the Christian
Book of Genesis in the first chapter reveals it, giving a person a separate stage of creation in the
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identity of the Absolute: "So God created man in his own image, in the image of God he creat-
ed him; male and female he created them". However, the insight into the gender equality is
immediately sharply halted by the second chapter with the teaching and didactic "rib theory",
where the female got the sin provocation brand.

It took ages of thought wandering for mankind to acquire such sovereignty that the entire field
of philosophy would be reduced to the question "What is a man?". However, Kant’s "man™ does
not have any organs that could be used to determine a gender. And in this case, the philosophical
thought is directed at the being of the substance, and not the substance: a person is a substance that
"exists as end-in-itself" (Kant, 1994). The thing here is the one corresponding to absolute. Self-
determination of a person surpasses all that is included in the causative relationships, including sex.
This self-absorption also exists in the later Heidegger’s (2003) concept of Dasein, a human presence
that "is distinguished by the fact that, in its very Being, that Being is an issue for it" (p. 27).

The conclusions that follow from the subject absolutism are not related to one gender at the ex-
pense of another. And from here, too, there is no specific "masculine” ethics, full of individualism
and arbitrariness in opposition to the so-called "women’s ethics of care” — sympathy for others,
responsibility for others, dedication and altruism (Artemeva, 2000). On the contrary, the impera-
tives of Kant literally speak of humanity, placing the boundary of the will of an individual with the
category of "other”. The existence of some sexually determined ethics is, of course, a myth.

Probably for the first time the gender is actualized as a historical factor by F. Engels (1986)
when it comes to the structure of a society that develops as a certain dialectic of patriarchy,
which is associated with the hierarchy, private property, class order, and state. Perhaps this re-
sulted in the context in which Simon de Beauvoir (2017) presented and substantiated women as
"oppressed sexual class” in her classic feminist work "The Second Sex" 1949. Contrary to the
classical "masculine™ philosophy, which always perceived itself as humanity, Simone de Beau-
voir understood the gender as a self-sufficient identity, or even the substance of mankind. Socrates
is probably a human being, but first of all he is a man.

In accordance with the representations of phenomenological and existential thought about the
orientation of consciousness, Simone de Beauvoir makes an unexpected conclusion: gender is
not a generic attribute, but an attitude. All biological (ontic) in man is just a proposal with which
we then deal. Men, women and not only are made. The essence of the human sex is the so-called
"Gender". It follows from this: maternity is not an instinct and not an organism’s function, but
a choice; a woman is not a commodity but a target; the body is the property of the subject, and
not of public institutions; love is the attitude of the strong, not the submissiveness of the weak;
marriage is not a rule of society, but a project; family is a union of peers, not subordination.
These revolutionary ideas will be debatable for a long time, but they have already changed the
content of the social institutions of the Western world, even corrected their language.

The fate of a woman in the light of her special reproductive and social roles; sexual difference
from the point of view of material production and labour market; differentiation of socio-gender
roles, private and public in the family, domestic labour in the labour market, the influence of the
prevailing stereotypes of sexual behaviour and language on sexual self-identity, the solution of
double standards of behaviour — there are without a doubt the actual problems of the present.
However, our task was not to plunge into the theory and practice of feminism.

We only seek to comprehend the leading intentions of gender studies. And first of all it
draws attention to the fact that it comes to the meaning of sex/gender, if any, rather reluctantly.
The fact that the culture is based on prejudices that impede human freedom, first of all, results
in the demand for their overcoming.
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This idea is not new; it follows directly from the Kantian apriorism. Understanding is always
biased, culturally conditioned. Culture is a certain game, in which among the various roles there
is a sex, or as recommended in this context, gender. The subject in this game is an actor. Since
even to himself he has an attitude, that is, he wants to act in front of himself. All roles are prede-
termined by a certain "scenario”, drawn from the institutions, are in subordination. They are stereo-
typical, but not eternal and not objective. On the contrary, the culture is historically flowing.

And if culture is really paradigmatic, what should follow from this? The demand of equality
is already a given. But if it is possible to rebuild its interior according to rational considerations,
then till what extent? Is it possible to completely turn the historical scene? Marxist attempts have
clearly shown that this is a utopia. Culture is not refutable; the change of social roles does not
change the fundamental mediation of human existence. The historical plot cannot be cancelled,
neither turned back in the direction of "naturalness”, nor reset. On the contrary, the further, the
more dramatic for philosophy, as well as religion, art, and, in general, human existence, the ques-
tion is — according to which plan, for what and how the historical flow develops.

But to see in the history a goal, a deep intrinsic sense, for the postmodernist view is unac-
ceptable "onto-theo-teleo-phallo-logos-centricism” (Derrida). This kind of thinking seems "mas-
culine”, built on binary asymmetric oppositions. As a result, the relativistic position is postu-
lated, entirely in the spirit of Protagoras, for which there is no essence of the existence of phe-
nomena outside the very phenomena.

What, in fact, is fully consistent with feminist and gender studies, which, explicitly or de-
claratively, refuse the assumption of the "logic of being", from the classical categories of causal
and teleological nature, from the sexual opposition "male-female™ in favour of the mosaic struc-
ture of gender. The bias thus gets an intellectual justification. If there is no being, but there is
only its fiction, then the intentionality about reality acquires a certain activism, in terms of
M. Foucault, "will to knowledge", in contrast to "will to truth", which operates primarily in the
context of the practices of political struggle and social consensus. This will, therefore, is a de-
rivative of Nietzsche’s "will to power". Even in the context of scientific discourse, it looks like
a desire to dominate; hence alternative perspectives are qualified according to the trend and
sometimes persecution.

Family, public institutions, culture as a whole, being subjects of research, find themselves
in a situation of cognizance. In the fact they are, they have a presumption of guilt. The re-
searcher in relation to the subject appears as the injured party and the avenger. As if subject
had to confess guilt and to repent. Thus, in "Grievance Studies" the necessity was proved to
train men like dogs, to force white students to listen to lectures on the floor as punishment for
slavery. This intention is the basis for formulating the activist tasks of genderology: evaluation
and revaluation of the nature of knowledge depending on the gender identity of the knowledge
creators, that is, the roles defined by the culture; demystification of ideas about the nature of
sex; revision of the humanities and, as practice shows, natural sciences; re-reading of the his-
tory of philosophy and science according to how they put and solve a gender perspective; lib-
eration of philosophy from the "tyranny" of masculine ontology in favour of ethical, legal and
political themes; correcting of the natural language depending on the woman’s experience or at
least gender neutral definitions.

The volitional attribution of the phenomenon to the prejudice (bias) uses, of course, already
clear meanings, and gender studies are based on the philosophical and cultural heritage. Their
relativity is also constituted by the fact that they are conditioned by the objective transfor-
mations of the human existence conditions, which we now see in the western world. They ar-
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gue that masculinity is "... derived from the gender ideology of society and is shaped by the
influence of traditional views on the role of man, modern economic realities and social situa-
tion", and therefore, "considering masculinity, it is necessary to take into account its plurality,
historicity, situationality” (Kuptsova, 2015). Even for everyday experience, it is clear that the
social roles of man and woman have essentially evolved over the past three generations, and not
necessarily because of feminism, but rather because of the objective process of secularization
and urbanization. This without a doubt is of interest to sociological surveys, in which
genderology only applied already known philosophical problems of freedom, identity,
physical-spiritual dualism.

Consequently, it should be emphasized that studies in the field of gender focus on the tem-
poral and changing phenomena of contemporary culture, thus avoiding the perception of more
general laws of history. For example, the matriarchy or patriarchy, as a certain social process,
has been objectively extinct. It makes no sense to project them into the future. Similarly, the
overwhelming majority of problems fairly roused once by feminism, turned out to be resolved in
the XXI century (Vlasova, Hrabovska, & Halytska, 2018). Moreover, the gender problem itself
is temporary. The modern gender discourse is actively promoting the thesis that already in the
XXI century the category of "gender" ceases to be relevant at all — and also not due to the work
of genderologists, but because of scientific and technological progress. As the industrial revolu-
tion generated an issue of gender equality, so the next, cybernetic (technical) revolution will lead
this issue to oblivion. The post-gender world, according to the topic experts themselves, will not
know gender differences. One of the most important reasons for this is the rapid advancement of
biotechnology and genetic engineering, which can really free a woman from the reproductive func-
tion of her body (Ferrando, 2014).

Bias that may be expedient in achieving a result in good deeds, in the scientific field is
fraught with, if not false, then controversial conclusions, for example: men have always ex-
ploited women; a woman and a man have the same abilities and are practically equally success-
ful in all kinds of activities; sexual intercourse without consent is identical to violence; political
correctness is not the same as censorship. In order to overcome the nature of the reaction to cer-
tain social transformations, the historical changes in culture caused by scientific and technologi-
cal progress, in order not to escape from the historical scene together with solving the present-
day political problems, the gender studies should follow the philosophy of courage in criticizing
their own principles based on analysis of the fundamental features of human existence, gender
must have sense.

Originality

In this paper, the distinction between will-to-truth and will-to-knowledge (M. Foucault) is
used as a method by which we made an attempt to identify the demand of sex (gender) from
being as a subject of philosophy.

Conclusions

As a result of the study, it was found that scientific developments in the field of gender is-
sues (genderology) do not originate from the principles of classical philosophy. Sex (gender) is
not substantiated metaphysically, and it is ontical, not ontological attribute of the human kind.
Its presentation as the determining factor of the cultural history in context of feminin-
ity/masculinity dichotomy is biased. Thus, in its essence, genderology is similar to Nietzsche’s
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will to power, i.e., determination of definite knowledge used in legal discourse. Its subject mat-
ter is rather a political problem than the substantial aporia. Consequently, it constitutes a com-
ponent of sociological or cultural research, which historically is transient as the problem of so-
cial justice is resolved.
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BOJISA 1O ICTUHU I TEHAEPHI JOCJIIZKEHHA

Mera crarTi noJsrae B Tomy, 1100 yCTaHOBUTH BUHUKHEHHS Ta €BOJIIOLIII0 TeHIEPHOT MPOOIEMaTHKH 13 3aCHOBKIB
KacuaHOi dirocodii, a came, i3 (heHOMEHA BOJIi-/I0-ICTHHHU SK CIIOHTAHHOTO TIPArHEHHS JIFOJUHU 10 Mi3HAHHS OYTTS.
Jlnst nocsrHeHHs 3a3Ha4YeHOT METH BUPILIYIOTHCS HACTYITHI 3aB/IaHHS: 1) JIOCHIIUTH Te, SKUM YNHOM KOHCTHUTYIOE ceOe
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3) BU3HAYHUTH KOPEJILII0 TeHJEPHUX A0CIiKeHb (a0o renaeposorii) Ta ¢inocodii. Teopermunmii 6a3uc. ko s
METOO0JIOTi] TeHAEPHUX TOCIIIPKEeHb BIACTUBO BUXOJUTH 3 KOHTEKCTYaJbHOCTI, I[IHHICHUX 3aCHOBKIB 3HaHHS, KY-
JBTYPHHUX 1 COMIANIEHUX MEPECYIIB Ta CTEPEOTHIIIB, TO B JaHii poOOTi cTaTh (TeHIEP) PO3TIIAIAEThC Oe3mocepe-
HBO 13 OYTTS-Yy-CBIiTi, TOOTO i3 JIFOACHKOT MPUCYTHOCTI 1 B 1l Mi3HaBaJbHIN 3110HOCTi. HaykoBa HOBH3HA. Po3piz-
HEHHsI BOJI-I0-ICTHHU Ta BOII-I0-3HAaHHS, IpoBeeHe Brepme Mimenem Dyko, 3aCTOCOBYETHCS SIK MPHIIOM, 3aB/IsI-
KU SIKOMY BHSIBJIIETBCSl OHTOJIOTIUHA 3aTpeOyBaHIicTh craTi. BucHoBKH. B pesynbrari qocnimkenHs: 0yJio BCTaHOB-
JICHO, IO HAayKOBi PO3pOOKHM y Traimy3i reHmepHoi mpobieMaTuku Oe3rmocepeHh0 He BUILUIMBAIOTH 13 MPEIMETHOT
obacti kiacn4Ho1 ¢inocodii; crate (renaep) MeradisMYHO HE OOIPYHTOBYETHCS, SIBJISIE COOOI0 OHTHUYHY, @ HE OH-
TOJIOTTYHY XapaKTepUCTUKY JIOJCHKOTO BHUIY; il MPe3eHTallisl K BU3HAYAIILHOTO YMHHHKA ICTOPIi KYJIBTYpH B KOH-
TEKCTI TUXOTOMIl (PEMIHHOCTI/MACKYIIIHHOCTI € aHTa)KOBAHOIO; ISl BJACTUBICTh aHAJIOTIYHA HII[IICAHCHKOMY BOJIiH-
HIO JI0 BJaau, TOOTO BCTAHOBJICHHIO INEBHOTO 3HAHHS, LIO TOJI BUKOPHCTOBYETHCS B IPABOBOMY, COLIaJIbHO-
HOJITHYHOMY JTCKYPCi, KOPEr'ye MOBHY IPaKTHKY, BU3HAYa€ HAYKOBI OLIYKH, Y3aJIKHIOIOYH iX BiJ aKCiOJIOTT4HOT
KOMITOHEHTHU KYJIBTYPH; 10 Mipi BUPIlIEHHS NPOOJIEMH COILIAIIbHOT CIIPaBEIJIMBOCTI CTaTh SIK NMPEIMET COLOIOrid-
HOTO JOCHTIPKEHHS BTPAda€ aKTyalbHICTb.
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BOJIA K UCTUHE U TTEHAEPHBIE UCCJIEJOBAHUA

Hens cTaThy 3aKkiI0O9acTCs B TOM, YTOOBI YCTAHOBUTH BOZHUKHOBEHUE M ABOJIOIMIO TEHACPHOM POOIeMaTHKH
13 OCHOBaHMH KJacCHYecKoh (uinocoduu, a MMEHHO, 13 (eHOMEHa BOJIM-K-UCTUHE KaK CIIOHTAHHOTO CTPEMJICHUS
YeIloBeKa K MO3HAHUIO ObITHA. I JOCTIKEHHS STOU el PEIIaroTCes CIeAYIOMKe 3a0auu: 1) uceiuenoBarh, KakuM
00pazoM KOHCTUTYHpYeT ce0st punocodusi; 2) yCTaHOBUTb, SIK MPOSIBJISIETCS KaTeropus 'mojia”, Kak B IPHPOIHOM,
Tak ¥ B COIIMAJHHOM KOHTEKCTE; 3) OMpPEHeTHTh KOPPEISIIUI0 TEeHISPHBIX WCCIEAOBAHUN (WM TEHAEPOJIOTHH)
u punocoduu. Teopernueckuii 6a3uc. Eciu 1151 METOI0JIOTHH TEHACPHBIX UCCIICAOBAHMI CBOMCTBEHHO UCXOUTh
13 KOHTEKCTYalbHOCTH, IICHHOCTHBIX OCHOBAaHUH 3HAHMSI, KyJbTYPHBIX U COLMAIBHBIX MPEAPACCYAKOB B CTEPEOTH-
OB, TO B JJAHHOW padoTe Mo (TeHAep) pacCMaTPUBACTCS HEMOCPEACTBEHHO U3 OBITHSI-B-MUPE, TO €CTh M3 YEIOBE-
YECKOTO MPHUCYTCTBHSI M B €r0 MO3HaBaredbHOU criocoOHocTH. HayuHnass HoBu3HA. PasnudeHue BOJHM-K-HUCTHHE
U BOJIH-K-3HAHUIO, TPOBeACHHOE BrepBbie Mumenem Dyko, mpuMeHseTcsl Kak IpueM, 0iaroaaps KOTOPOMY BBI-
SIBJISICTCSL OHTOJIOTHYECKAss BOCTPEOOBAHHOCTH moyia. BeIBoABL. B pesyibrare uccnenoBanust ObLIO YCTaHOBIICHO,
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YTO Hay4yHbIe pa3paboTKH B 00JIACTH T'eHIEPHO MPOOJIEMaTHKN HEIIOCPEICTBEHHO HE MPOUCXOAT U3 IPEIMETHON
obmactu Kiraccuaeckont (umocopun; moin (reHaep) Meraduzndeckn He 0OOCHOBBIBACTCS, MPEICTABIIET COO0H OH-
THUYECKYIO, 3 HE OHTOJIOTHYECKYIO XapaKTePUCTHKY YeIOBEYECKOrO BHJA; €r0 MPE3EHTALMs KaK ONpeAesIsIoLIero
(akTopa HCTOPHU KYJIBTYPHl B KOHTEKCTE AUXOTOMHH (PEMUHHOCTH/MACKYIHMHHOCTH SIBIISICTCS aHTKUPOBAHHOIA;
9TO CBOWMCTBO aHAJOI'MYHO HHIIIEAHCKOW BOJIE K BJIACTH, TO €CTh YCTAHOBJICHHIO OIPEAEIEHHOTO 3HAHWUS, YTO I10-
TOM HCHOJIB3YETCS B IIPABOBOM, COLMAIBHO-TIOJIMTHYECKOM AUCKYPCE, KOPPEKTHPYET S3BIKOBYIO IPAKTUKY, OIpe-
JeJIeT Hay4HbIe IIOMCKH B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT aKCHOJIOTMYECKOW KOMIIOHEHTHI KYJIbTYpPBI; 10 MEpe PeLIeHus mpoobiie-
MBI COLIMAILHOM CIIPaBEUIMBOCTH MOJI KaK IPEIMET COILIMOJIOTMYECKOTO UCCIICOBAHNUS TEPSET aKTyaIbHOCTb.

Kniouegvie crosa: dunocodus; peMUHN3M; TCHACPHBIC HCCICIOBAaHHS; TCHACPOJIOTHS; aHTA)KUPOBAHHOCTB;
BOJISI-K-UCTHHE; BOJISI-K-3HAHUIO; OBITHE; I10JI; TeHICP
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