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SEXUAL REPRESENTATION IN THE POSTMODERN PHILSOPHICAL
DISCOURSE

The purpose of the article is to discover the peculiarities of the interpretation of sexual representation in the
postmodern philosophical discourse; to analyze the way of becoming the category of sexuality an integral part of
feminine subjectivity; to compare the ways of interpretation of the category of sexuality in the works of the Western
and Ukrainian researchers. Methods and approaches. To investigate the theoretical framework in the postmodern
philosophy the cross-disciplinary approach is used. The comparative approach is methodologically important to cla-
rify the problems concerning feminine subjectivity. The very approach provides the researcher with the opportunity
to review the cultural peculiarities of the given historical period. Scientific novelty. Following the peculiarities of
the gender approach it was discovered that the modern interpretation of the category of feminine subjectivity in-
cludes not only racial, class and ethnical differences, but the peculiarities of a sexual character. Unfortunately, the
category of sexuality is still the way of women’s oppression. Nevertheless, this category is now an important tool
when representing the versatile nature of feminine subjectivity. The problems of sexual marginality are considered
to be the way of destroying gender stercotypes. Conclusion. It is proved that the postmodern philosophical dis-
course has contributed serious transformations when interpreting the feminine nature and changed the attitude to the
very category of sexuality. The interpretation of the category of sexuality is a certain touchstone clarifying the atti-
tude towards a human being in general and towards a woman in particular. It is determined that nowadays the prob-
lems of sexuality raise some concerns and anxiety posing more questions than giving the answers. One point is ab-
solutely clear: it is impossible to investigate the nature of a modern human being out of the postmodern philosophi-
cal discourse. What is more, it is impossible to investigate the postmodern philosophical discourse out of the catego-
ries of human sexual representation.

Key words: postmodernism, sexuality, feminine subjectivity, gender, human being, marginality.

gender inequalities.

It should be noted that the very problems of the

At the end of the XXth century there was a new  development of the feminine subjectivity, being
paradigm of the social development based on the closely connected to the philosophical postmodern
priority of the value of the human life. The repre-  achievements, reflect the common postmodern atti-
sentatives in various fields of the humanitarian tude in which the normalization of changes is one
knowledge take part in the researches of this ap-  of the key aspects.
proach to the human being, human existence and The works of such feminist philosophers and
human activity. gender researchers as J. Butler, J. Kristeva, H.

Postmodernism as a complex philosophical Cixous, L. Irigaray, T. Moi, I. Zheriobkina, O. Kis,
movement of the present time concerns the “prob-  T. Vlasova and others concerning the disputes of
lem of the human being” at the time of the drastic ~ feminine subjectivity made an outstanding contri-
changes, transforms directly the common para- bution to the development and interpretation of the
digms of theoretical thinking. This process of versatility of the given themes.
changes transformation also deals with the prob-
lems of the construction of gender subjectivity and
gender relations.

The achievements of the Ukrainian society on There is no doubt that in general gender studies
the way to the gender reconstruction showed all the are of inter-disciplinary character, that is why it is
complexity and ambiguity of this process having reasonable to use the inter-disciplinary approach
proved an absolute necessity to develop a new sys- when presenting the material. The comparative
tem of notions aimed to the elimination of the method plays an important role when interpreting

Actuality of the research

Methodology
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feminine subjectivity. The fact is that when dis-
cussing the problems of the feminine and the mas-
culine it is impossible to avoid the analysis of the
cultural continuum of the given historical epoch in
which such problems are solved.

Material

Postmodernism as a unique cultural situation
appeared in the second part of the XXth century
and put in the forefront various problems con-
nected with the determination of the subjectivity,
identity problems, the problems of sexual represen-
tation and many others. All these problems are still
drawing close attention of the foreign and Ukrai-
nian researchers. Considering postmodernism as a
special modern type of thinking, scientists say
about a great versatility of the artistic forms and
styles, about the possibilities of their plural inter-
pretation and about the alteration of the conven-
tional cultural and spiritual values.

Saying about the postmodern surveys, the re-
searchers point out the fact that the given theories
are based either on modern simplified concepts or
on the retrospective models which have no credi-
bility. At the same time it should be noted that the
very concept of postmodernism involves a risk of
overestimated modernity, its exaggerated signific-
ance of the present. Actually its “dramatic” break-
through appears to be more or less natural, at least
a predictable consequence of what had happened
carlier. Some philosophers think of postmodernism
as of an intellectual fashion that is capable only to
reflect an academic variant of the consumer ethics
[4]. Thus it is the philosophers’ opinion that the
categories of modernism and  postmodernism
are of temporary aspect showing invariably sig-
nificant measurements of the interaction between
them [1]. In their works the researchers say about
the personal experience of an individual as about
the most closed circle at the same time underlining
the necessity of knowing the others to know some-
thing about themselves.

Nowadays sexuality is central to understanding
a great deal about humanity and society. Studying
sexuality involves understanding all its intersec-
tions and connections with a lot of issues such as
poverty and racism. Therefore, sex research furth-
ers the understanding of power, marginalization,
and other social issues. That is why it should be
stressed that sexuality is not just about identity and
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behaviours, it is a tool to understand society and
issues of power.

As it is known in the idealistic culture the expe-
rience of the integral subjectivity is inseparable
from the cognition of nonhistorical constant such
as the human nature. Here we can cite the words of
Oscar Wilde who as far back as in the XIXth cen-
tury said that the only thing we knew about the
human nature was that it was changeable. In his
opinion, a change is the only human peculiarity
which is possible to predict and only our difference
one from another is of the true value. The famous
writer rejects the notion of the essence of the hu-
man nature as a constant stating that only when
throwing the conditions and rules of life we can
change the very human nature [13].

Postmodernism destroying and\or rethinking
the accepted philosophical categories gives some
new possibilities to discuss the new categories
which were not paid an appropriate attention due to
the closure or even prohibition to discuss these
categories. These “prohibited” and “uncomfortable
to discuss” phenomena include the rethinking of
the role of the category of sexuality when develop-
ing the human identity and the issues of sexual
marginality. Recently these issues and the ques-
tions connected with them are the main themes in
the works of the contemporary philosophers. It
should be noted that the discourse of sexuality in
the modern world in general and in modern
Ukraine in particular is still producing an ambi-
guous, often extremely negative reaction even
among the most educated people. The researchers
pay attention that our country especially nowadays
strives to live “normal”, as “all civilized countries”
trying to apply this principle to the sphere of sex-
uality. Paradoxically the tries to admit the serious
changes in the sphere of sexuality and gender
equality are transforming into the propaganda of
returning to the traditional family values and into
the lack of tolerance to the “difference” of the oth-
ers.

As the Ukrainian gender researcher T. Vlasova
stresses that “... sexuality is “never just sex”: all
discourses about sexuality are the internally con-
nected discourses about something else; sexuality
is not just a constant thread that unites the total
character of the human experience, it is “the final
dependent variable that needs more explanations
than it can produce” [1, p.22-23]. The researchers
insist that all changes in modern cultural situation
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always produce changes in sexuality itself. What is
interesting is that some philosophers refuse to con-
sider the category of sexuality only through the
prism of the private life and social reproduction of
the family. They say that in this case the sphere of
private is “conceptualized as more natural, nonhis-
torical and apolitical sphere” [3, p.58-61]. It should
be noted that among the leading philosophers, psy-
chologists and other specialists dealt with the prob-
lems of the representation of sexuality there is no
single approach to its definition. So, the famous
American sexologist A. Kinsey considers sexuality
as “a rational economy to produce the orgasm”,
besides he does not connect sexuality with the in-
tercourse, pregnancy and child delivery [8, p.372].
The other researchers consider sexuality only in
connection with love and pleasure in a heterosex-
ual pair [9]. The important fact is that some west-
ern sexologists and feminists have refused to dis-
cuss the connection of the maternal love and sex-
uality [6]. Nevertheless, taking into account all the
approaches to the study of this question we can
assume some false perception of sexuality as the
separate sphere not connected with the other fields
of the social life.

There is no doubt that the perception of sexuali-
ty in our country differs markedly from the com-
mon western views on this question. In the Ukrai-
nian and Russian discourses the researchers see “a
certain fear” that is not the fear of sex as a practice
but a fear of sexuality as an autonomous sphere
independent of social, religious or metaphysical
fields of activity and thus connected with the West
[2]. At present sexuality is considered to be one of
a great number of gender practices, often as some-
thing opposite to everyday life. Sexuality can be
defined as “the sphere where the forces of laws and
identities governing the everyday life can be
stopped and when developing the personality the
sides and properties which are usually in exile start
to play an important role” [11, p.213-227]. Certain-
ly, from the researchers’ point of view, in this case
the social and economic conditions are of great
importance creating or destroying certain patterns
of life system and family arrangement.

Nevertheless at present the other point of view
prevails. According to it sexuality is not special,
different social practice but it is “one of the various
threads in everyday life” [3, p.61]. According to
the phenomenological approach to the body, sex-
uality is a constantly present aspect of an individu-
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al or a family being, the movement in space or
speaking. Sexuality is “neither a separate sphere of
life nor a separate order of meanings; it is inte-
grated into the behavior in general” [3, p.61]. We
can agree with E. Kosofsky Sedgwick who claims
that sexuality is “a large number of actions, expec-
tations, descriptions, pleasure, identity formations
and knowledge in men and women and which
[sexuality] gravitates towards a denser concentra-
tion around certain genital feelings but which is not
defined by them to the full extent” [11].

It should be noted that the perception of culture
is often realized through the attempts to compre-
hend the historical process in the context of a so-
cial process and as carefully and thoughtfully as
possible conceive the complexity of both pheno-
mena and the respective demonstrations of the dis-
crimination. The life and freedom of people are
dependent on such comprehension especially when
speaking about the cultural discrimination i.e. both
cruel repressions because of racial and\or sex dis-
criminations and the attitude towards people called
the cultural differentiation. Therefore, a lot of phi-
losophers put forward an assumption that the dis-
crimination is the essence of culture [1, p.46]. The
philosophers point out the fact that various re-
searches devoted to the complex relationships be-
tween the center and the periphery, dominant and
subordinated cultures, conformism and anomalies
had existed earlier and lasted longer than the fa-
shion to postmodernism exists. Thanks to these
works we can realize that the dominant culture can
not only provide the explanation of marginality in
general and sexual marginality in particular but it
can produce it. In its turn the sexual marginality
appears to be able to consolidate the powers that
can be relatively challenged later.

Speaking about the cultural marginality of the
subcultures, it is claimed that it directly depends on
the cultural significance which these subcultures
occupy in society. Furthermore, the paradox is that
various subcultures are included in the heterosex-
ual cultures which widely criticize them. The re-
searchers emphasize the fact that the whole spec-
trum of the significant points for a discussion in
the field of the Western culture from the very be-
ginning of the XXth century appears to be “..
ineffaceably connected to the historical concrete
character of such notions as homoso-
cial\homosexual concerning not only men [4, p.43-
44]. It should be noted that at the same time there
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is an epistemological revaluation of these catego-
ries and such specific crisis of the notions is irre-
versibly reflected on other oppositions made the
basis of the modern organization of culture
(masculine\feminine, = majority\minority, natu-
ral\artificial and others) [4, p.43-44]. The fact that
such crisis becomes apparent particularly in many
other aspects proves the more saturation of the
modern culture with the ideas and images con-
nected to the homosexuality. The homosexuality is
taken as something exaggerated and excessive, as
something present somewhere “there” but as some-
thing that cannot be finally defined. The approach
to the marginality expresses the various mix of
prejudice, blatant discrimination, hysteria, para-
noia, fear, hate, rancor, indifference, tolerance,
moral permissiveness etc. It also should be noted
that in our country till recently male homosexuality
is regarded as an asocial behavior and female ho-
mosexuality is considered to be a disease. The fe-
male marginals are thought to be clinically ill and
they can be sent to the obligatory psychiatric
treatment.

In the context of the western postmodern cul-
ture the definition of the identity concepts always
played one of the leading places in the cultural pa-
radigm. M. Berman wrote that “our society is filled
with people who are ardently yearning and con-
sciously striving for authenticity; countless ano-
nymous men and women all over who are fighting,
desperately and against all odds, simply to pre-
serve, to feel, to be themselves” [4, p.325]. Trans-
gression gives a new feeling of self-consciousness
to a person. The opposition of the authentic es-
sence of a person that is deep inside to the second-
ary essence generated by culture and having the
external evidences due to the upbringing is one of
the most important and ambiguous issues nowa-
days; because the real value of life is in the indi-
vidual singularity. That part of us which differs us
one from another is an exclusive component and it
is the component that produces our unique value.
The need to release an internal wish, as some mod-
ern researchers think, threatens to loosen the sex
differences. Therefore, we can see an increasing
concern of the society produced by the possibility
of blurring of the sex differences. The transgres-
sive desire of the individual often makes take their
opposite both as a destroying reaction to the cate-
gories which characterize the depth of individuality
and as the substitution of categories on which the
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dominant structure based on and which prohibit
these desires. Nowadays the attempts to attach a
great importance to the homosexuality coexist with
a long tendency of ignoring this problem. The phi-
losophers note that with the demonstration of ho-
mosexuality as a crucial factor in culture, the mod-
ern society cannot understand what homosexuality
really is — a strong susceptibility of the individuals
which are halfway to the sexes, deviations, a secret
subculture, an internal or external enemy. The
modern gender critic Judith Butler in her book
“The Gender Trouble” reflects the problems of
homosexuality to unmask the gender theory, refute
its defining terms appeared as the fashion on ho-
mosexuality. Butler polemically claims that from
the point of view of a marginal it seems that hete-
rosexuality recommends “the normative sexual
role which is impossible to achieve in principle
whereas as the constant inability to identify oneself
clearly and consequently in this role reveals that
heterosexuality not only can be the law obligatory
for everybody but it is rather an annoying comedy”
[5, p.122]. The modern researchers consider the
problem of marginality from the different points of
view. So, G. Steiner defines homosexuality in the
course of postmodernity [12]. The French re-
searcher L. Irigaray raises an assumption that the
fundamental structure of the patriarchate is per se
homosexual paying the crucial role to homosexual-
ity and claiming that any sexual competition is
“homosexual in the structural way” [7]. R. Scruton
does not consider homosexuality as an accidental
perversion but gives the primary meaning to it,
calling it “the key issue of modernity” which on
conditions of “the appropriate research” will give
us “the profound vision of morality” [10, p.263].

Another important issue of nowadays is the
presentation of the feminine sexual discourse. The
philosophers often note the absence of such dis-
course in the modern culture highlighting the dis-
course which expresses the male vision of the is-
sue, for example pornographic, literary or medical.
It is stressed that to say openly about her sexuality
“a new woman” should enter into the men’s world
on the basis of either heterosexual personality as
men imagine, or as a lesbian in the costume of
male transvestite [1].

Scientific novelty
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From the point of view of a gender approach to
all attempts to rethink feminine subjectivity we
cannot but say that the interpretation of the catego-
ry of “woman” has begun to include the differenc-
es of racial, class, ethnical and sexual character.
That is why in the modern philosophical discourse
the notion of “feminine subjectivity” is not only as
the social and political category, as the symbol of
the suppression of women, but also as an integral
part of the very category of feminine subjectivity.
We think that the issues of sexual dissidence
should be considered as the way of rethinking of
common human values and various stereotypes on
the way to eliminate the numerous omissions in the
modern postmodern discourse.
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CEKCYAJIBHA PEITPESEHTANLIA Y ®IJIOCO®CBKOMY AUCKYPCI

HOCTMOJAEPHI3MY

Lins po6oTn. BusButr 0COOIUBOCTI TPaKTyBaHb MUTAaHb CEKCYaAJILHOI perpe3eHTalii y $pitocopchkoMy THCKY-
PCi MOCTMOIEPHI3MY; MIPOAHAI3YBaTH, SIKUM YHMHOM KaTETOpis CEKCYaJIbHOCTI CTa€ HEBiJ €MHOI YACTHHOIO XKiHO-
40l Cy0’€KTUBHOCTI; TIOPIBHSATH IHTEPIIPETALIiI0 KaTeropii CeKCyanbHOCTI y poOOTax 3aXiJHUX Ta BITYU3HSIHUX JIOC-
nignukiB. MeTtogodoris. [{is 3aifiCHEHHSI TEOPETUYHUX PO3BIIOK JOIIEHIM € BUKOPHCTAHHS MEXIUCIHUILTIHAPHO-
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TO MIIX0/Y, a TAKOXK BAKJIMBUM JUISl aHAJI3Y JKIHOYOI Cy0’ €KTUBHOCTI, BUCTYIIa€ KOMIIAPATUBHUHA METO/, SKUH Ja€
JIOCITITHUKY MOKJIMBICTD TO-HOBOMY TOJMBUTHCS Ha KYyIbTypHO-icTOpuuHUi (oH ermoxu. HaykoBa HoBu3Ha. B
pe3ynbTati aHamni3y Oy BUSBIIEHI Pi3HI iHTepIpeTanii MOHATTS JKIHOUOi Cy0’€KTHMBHOCTI, IO BKIIIOYAIOTh B ceOe
BIIMIHHOCTI SIK paCcOBOT'0, KJIACOBOTO Ta €THIYHOI'O XapaKTepy, TaK i MICTATh CEKCyalbHI OCOOIHBOCTI. 3’SICOBaHO,
110 KaTeropisi CeKCyaIbHOCTI 1€ ¥ 10Ci BUCTYIIAE 3acO00M NPUTHIUEHHS )KIHKU Ta OJIHOYACHO € BaYKJIMBUM 1HCTPY-
MEHTOM pernpe3eHTalii 6araTorpanHocti heHoMeHy kiHouoi cy0’ekTHBHOCTI. [IpobiaeMu cekcyaipHOI MapriHaiiza-
i1 iIHTEePIIPETYIOTHCS SIK 3aciO MoJ0NaHHs TeHAepHUX cTepeoTuniB. BucnoBku. JloBeneHo, mo dizocopcbkuii auc-
KypC IIOCTMOJIEpHI3MY CHpHsie TpaHc]opMallisM y po3yMiHHI JKIHOUOi IPHPOJM Ta 3MIHIOE CaMe CTaBJIEHHs 10 Ka-
Teropii CeKCyanbHOCTI. [HTeprpeTallist KaTeropii CeKCyaJbHOCTI € CBOEPIIHUM JaKMYCOBHM MamipIieM, 110 BUCBIT-
JIIOE CTaBJICHHS 10 JIIOJIMHY B LIIOMY, 1 JI0 IHKM 30KpeMa. BCTaHOBJIEHO, IO MUTaHHS CEKCYalIbHICTOI penpe3eH-
Tallii BUKJIMKAIOTh [TEBHE 3aHSITOKOEHHS 1 TPHUBOT'Y, CTABJITYM OUIBIIIE MUTAaHb, HIXK HaJlalo4yM Biamosinei. /loBencHo,
IO NPUPOIY CYYaCHOI JIFOJMHN HEMOXKJIMBO BUCBITIHMTH 1032 TEOPETUYHUM AUCKYPCOM IOCTMOJIEPHI3MY, SIKHH, B
CBOIO Yepry, HEMOXKJIMBO BUCBITIIFOBATH 11033 IOHATTSM CEKCYaJIbHOI PENpe3eHTAallil JFOIUHH.
Kiro4oBi ciioBa: mocTMOIEPHI3M, CEKCYaTBbHICTbD, )KIHOYA Cy0 €KTUBHICTD, TEHAED, JIOAUHA, MAPTIHAIBHICTD.
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CEKCYAJIBHASA PENNIPESEHTAIIUSA B ®PHJIOCOPCKOM JUCKYPCE
IHOCTMOJAEPHU3MA

Lean padorsl. BeisiBUTH 0OCOOEHHOCTH TPaKTOBAaHHS BOIIPOCOB CEKCYAIbHON pernpe3eHTanuu B (uitocodhckom
JIMCKypCe TIOCTMOJIEPHU3MA; TIPOaHATIN3UPOBATh, KAKUM 00pa30M KaTeropusi CEKCYalIbHOCTH CTAHOBHUTCSI HEOTHEM-
JIEMOW YacThIO )KEHCKOI CYyOBEKTUBHOCTH; CPaBHUTH MHTEPIIPETALIMIO KATErOPUH CEKCYyaIbHOCTH B paboTax 3amaj-
HBIX ¥ OTEUECTBEHHBIX HccienoBateneil. MeToposiorus. J[jis ocyecTBiIeHHUS TEOPETUIECKUX UCCIIEA0BaHHUIT Liele-
COOOpa3HBIM SIBIISIETCSl MCITOJIb30BAHHE MEXIAUCIUILTMHAPHOIO MOAXO/a, a TaKKe BaKHBIM JUIS aHAJM3a YKEHCKON
CyOBEKTHBHOCTH BBICTYIIA€T KOMITAPATHBHBIA METOJ, KOTOPBIH JaeT HCCIEIOBATENI0 BO3MOXKHOCTH IO-HOBOMY
B3IVISIHYTh Ha KYJIbTYpHO-UCTOpUUEcKUi (oH snoxu. Hayunasi HoBu3Ha. B pe3ysnbraTe aHann3a ObLIM BBISBICHBI
pa3MYHbIE UHTEPIPETAIMU ITOHSATHS KEHCKOW CYyOBhEKTHBHOCTH, KOTOPHIE BKIIIOYAIOT B ce0sl OTIMYHS KaK pacoBO-
T0, KJIACCOBOT'O M ITHUYECKOI'0 XapakTepa, Tak U CoIepikaT B cebe ceKcyalbHble OCOOEHHOCTH. BhIiBIEHO, 4TO Ka-
TEropHsi CEKCYaIbHOCTH €IIe JI0 CHUX IOp BBICTYIAET KaK CHOCOO YTHETEHHs JKEHIIHMHBI, OJJHOBPEMEHHO SIBIISISCH
Ba)KHBIM HHCTPYMEHTOM B PENPE3CHTANN MHOTOIPaHHOCTH (peHOMEHA KEHCKOU CyObeKTUBHOCTHU. [IpobieMsbr cek-
CyaJIbHOM MapruHajJu3alud MHTEPIPETUPYIOTCS KaK CHOCO0 MPEOAONIeHUs] TeHAEPHBIX CTEPEOTUIOB. BBIBOABI.
JlokazaHo, 4T0 (rI0cOPCKUIA AUCKYPC MOCTMOJEPHA3MA CIIOCOOCTBYET TpaHchopManusIM B TIOHUMAaHUH JKEHCKOH
TIPUPOIBI M U3MEHSIET CaMO OTHOIICHHE K KaTerOpUU CeKCyalbHOCTH. MHTepnpeTanusi KaTeropuu CeKcyalbHOCTH
ABJIAETCS. CBOEOOPa3HON JIAKMYCOBOM OyMaskKOM, KOTOpast OCBEI[AeT OTHOIICHUE K YEJIOBEKY B LIEJIOM, U K JKEHIIU-
HE B YaCTHOCTH. Y CTQHOBJIEHO, YTO BOIIPOCH CEKCYaJIbHON PENpPEe3CHTALMH BBI3BIBAIOT ONPEAEIEHHYIO 00€CIIOKO-
€HHOCTb U TPEBOr'Y, CTaBs OOJbIIE BOIPOCOB, YeM NPELOCTABIAA OTBETOB. Jl0Ka3aHO, YTO MPUPOILY COBPEMEHHOIO
YeJI0BeKa HEBO3MOXHO MCCIIE0BATh BHE TEOPETUUECKOro JUCKypca MOCTMOAEPHU3MA, KOTOPBIHA, B CBOIO Ouepelb,
HEBO3MOXHO HCCIIEIOBaTh BHE KaTETOPHI CEKCYaIbHOM PElpe3eHTaI[MU YeI0BeKa.

KaroueBsble ciioBa: IOCTMOIEPHU3M, CEKCYaIbHOCTD, KEHCKasi CyObEKTUBHOCTD, T€HJIEp, YEIOBEK, MapTrUHAIIb-
HOCTb.
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