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AHHOTaNNA

Cratbs NOCBSILEHA U3YYEHHIO OCOOCHHOCTElH MOHMMAHMS PEIUITMEHTaMH HayYHBIX TEKCTOB C TOYKH 3PEHUs T€H/IEPHOTIO
acriekTa. PaccMaTpuBaroTCsl T€HAEPHBIE CTEPEOTHIIBI KaK MOAEIM M CXEMBl BOCHPHSTHS HAyYHOTO TEKCTa, MOPOXKICHHOTO
MYXYUHAMH U KCHIIUHAMHU. PacKpbIBaeTCsl COAEpKaHNWE TEPMHHA (JIMHTBOTEHJEP», MOCPEICTBOM KOTOPOTO OMHCBHIBAIOTCS
TICUXOCOIMAIbHBIE SI3BIKOBBIE OCOOCHHOCTH JIMYHOCTH WM TEHIICPHOH S3BIKOBOW JIMYHOCTH, MO KOTOPOH, B CBOIO OYEpE.b,
TIOHNUMAeTCs OIPEACICHHAas CTEPEOTHHHAsA Mopenb. llomdepkuBaeTcs HEOOXOAMMOCTH METONOJOTHYECKOH pa3paboTKH
MpoOIeMBI 1oJIa C TOYKH 3PEHUS] OCMBICICHHS €€ OMOIOTHYECKOro, COIHMANTbHOTO, JTHHIBUCTUYECKOTO acmeKToB. OmmcaHsl
MEXaHW3MBl «IPHUIUCHIBAHUSI) aBTOPY TEKCTa TEHAEPHBIX XapaKTEpPHCTHK; NP 3TOM PEUUIHEHT «IIPHINCHIBACT
TeHAEPHOCTh, NPOELUPYsl OCOOEHHOCTH CBOETO CO3HAHUSI HA BHEIIHIOIO U BHYTPEHHIOIO (opMy TekcTa.

KioueBble cjioBa: BOCHpUSTHE TEKCTa, TeHJIEP, JIMHIBOTEHIEP, S3bIKOBas JMYHOCTb, BHEWIHsS (opMa TeKCTa,
BHYTpEHHsIs1 JOopMa TeKCTa.
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Abstract

The article is devoted to the study of the peculiarities of the recipients' comprehension of scientific texts from the point of
view of the gender aspect. Gender stereotypes are considered as models and schemes of perception of a scientific text
generated by men and women. The content of the term "linguistic gender" is revealed, through which psychosocial linguistic
characteristics of a person or gender linguistic personality, which, in turn, means a certain stereotypical model, are described.
The necessity of the methodological development of the gender problem from the point of view of understanding its biological,
social, linguistic aspects is emphasized. The mechanisms of “ascribing” gender characteristics to the author of the text are
described; at the same time, the recipients “ascribe” gender, projecting the features of their consciousness onto the external and
internal form of the text.

Keywords: perception of the text, gender, linguistic gender, linguistic personality, the external form of the text, the
internal form of the text.

Introduction

The relevance of the work is determined by its inclusion in one of the promising areas of anthropo-oriented language
learning — linguistic genderology and is associated with the need for theoretical understanding of a number of problems that
have not received due attention so far.

Among such problems, we see the need to study the peculiarities of a person's understanding and comprehension of
information in the form of various kinds of texts from a gender perspective. Currently, the study of the scientific text is
acquiring special significance, which is associated with a number of factors, among which the process of globalization,
covering all aspects of social life, including science; activation of intercultural scientific communication as a consequence of
this process and a constant increase in the types of written information from various fields of knowledge, can be named.

Research of a scientific text, carried out in linguistics and related sciences, was primarily aimed at identifying its lexical-
grammatical, semantic and stylistic features, studying its architectonics, analyzing various types of connections existing at the
formal and semantic levels in the vertical and horizontal planes of the text. At the same time, to date, the gender factor in the
perception of a scientific text remains poorly understood. As is known, gender is determined through the measurement of
social relations that have developed in a particular culture. Gender as a scientific category is characterized by stability, but its
components are constantly changing. This means that “gender-specific prescriptions may differ for different generations, social
groups, certain ethnocultural and religious communities” [5, P. 197].

Of all deviants, gender stereotypes are increasingly used today. It should be noted that these stereotypes arise not on
rational scientific knowledge but on certain gender bias which practically cannot be eradicated since they are associated with
the mentality and traditions of the society [4]. Studies of the speech of men and women show that there are certain differences
between how men speak and write, and how women do it [1]. All this together affects the characteristics of the recipients'
perception of what men and women say or write.

Deconstruction is used as a meta-approach in gender studies, that is, a special strategy of attitude to the text, which
includes both its deconstruction and its reconstruction [8, P. 75]. In this regard, it seems quite natural to introduce a new term
— "lingvogender", through which it is possible to describe the psychosocial linguistic characteristics of a person or gender
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linguistic personality. At the same time, the gender linguistic personality is considered as a stereotypical model, and linguistic
gender is considered as one of its components.

The aim of our research is to establish differences in the perception of a scientific text written by men and women. It can
be argued that the category of gender has a certain effect on the perception of certain words and concepts. In this regard, A.G.
Fomin notes that gender is viewed as a cognitive category through which, by means of the formation of a network of
associations based on gender, the entire surrounding reality is perceived and the cognition process is constructed. It is gender,
according to the researcher, that largely determines the nature of interpersonal communication which is recorded at a deep
level in the system of social institutions and determines the legitimacy of certain moral and ethical norms that prescribe the
behavior of men and women [8].

These gender roles determine the existence of three gender personality types (masculine, feminine and androgynous),
which cannot but affect the nature of speech activity. In the context of this study, we turn to the concept of S.L. Bem,
considering the concept of androgyny which means that any person, regardless of their biological sex, is able to combine the
primordially masculine and feminine qualities [2]. This state allows a person to less rigidly adhere to established gender-role
norms and freely switch from traditionally female occupations to traditionally male ones, and vice versa. Androgyny can be
correlated with the so-called "mobility" of the sexual role and designated as the integration of obvious masculine and feminine
traits, which is peculiarly organized in accordance with individual personality characteristics and is often determined by a
specific situation. Individuals who, in a familiar situation, consistently choose a masculine or feminine model of behavior, do
not belong to the androgynous type. Androgyny means reaching a new level of mixing gender-role stereotypes, when a person
does not adhere to the tradition of polar division of individuals in accordance with gender role. This phenomenon can be
viewed not simply as a combination of what are considered opposite qualities, but as a new system for integrating existing
stereotypes.

The development, perception and interiorization of such sex-role stereotypes can be conventionally described in three
stages [2]. For example, the way a reader perceives a text is conditioned by what kind of “conceptual tools” he uses to
comprehend the information contained in this text, which M. Talbot considers not fixed but dependent on many factors
including social ones [9]. Depending on how the reader interprets the text, he will extract such information from it. Of course,
there is a limit to arbitrary interpretations of the text, and this limit is the objective content of the text or concept [4].

In modern scientific literature, the following ideas about the aforementioned gender types have developed [2]:

1. Masculine gender type — a “social” type that feels comfortable in the environment of others, the goal in life is
communication. This gender type is focused on the authority of strength and independence of behavior, has high individual
achievements, prefers male authority, is intolerant of objections, prefers to defend own opinion and take leadership positions.
Representatives of the masculine gender type are the least emotional, they perceive many processes and concepts in a dual
way.
2. The feminine gender type prefers dependent, subordinate behavior, is cautious, does not like to show initiative and
independence, deliberately limits the "research space", needs constant moral support from other people.

3. The androgynous gender type is free from rigid sexual typification and traditional norms, is able to really comprehend
and evaluate situations, overcomes difficulties independently, is socially active and communicative, has good organizational
skills and personal qualities of a constructive nature (protection, help), persistent, independent, has a high level achievements,
values personal comfort. The androgynous gender type has a clear life purpose, really looks at things from the point of view of
their functionality.

Based on the foregoing, we can conclude that, despite the active development of the theory of gender in linguistics,
modern science is in “need of methodological development of the problem of gender from the point of view of understanding
its biological and social aspects” [3, P. 18]. This is due to the following reasons: first, it is still widely believed that biological
differences between men and women are correlated with their social behavior, which indicates a commitment to the concept of
biological determinism in this matter; secondly, as multimedia capabilities increase, the social environment is much more
subject to changes than the biological characteristics of the individual. In such a case, the socialization of both men and women
has a steady tendency to transform into the realization of their interests and abilities, conditioned by social needs. In this
regard, it can be argued that the content of specific messages from a gender perspective contains the entire totality of a certain
fragment of social content. It can be both real and abstract, existing only in the imagination of the individual.

The semantic variability of the text in its perception is a manifestation of the mechanisms of semantic formation
conditioned by the gender expectations of the recipients, which is realized, as in other types of texts’ perception [7, P. 163], in
the form of individual reactions of the recipients. Thus, "gender" is actually a subjective sense when perceived. In fact, the
perceiving person “ascribes” gender characteristics to the author of the text, but this fact does not at all indicate their presence
— the recipient “ascribes” gender, projecting the features of his consciousness onto the external and internal form of the text.

As a result of the psycholinguistic experiment, we obtained a set of parameters according to which the subjects
characterized the scientific text as “masculine” and “feminine”, confidently attributing them to the corresponding sex. At the
same time, it is obvious that often "masculinity" and "femininity" is associated with the factor of ease/difficulty of
understanding the text. This fact gives grounds for including a gender component in modern models of understanding
information in text form. At the same time, it is associated with meaning and relates to the semantic mechanisms of
understanding, but not to the meaningful ones.

In the process of identifying the biological sex of the authors of scientific texts, it was established that the written speech
of the authors does not always correspond to the generally accepted gender stereotypes of "male" and "female" text. This
confirms our assumption that the features of male and female written speech can only be defined as tendencies of use and are
consistent with the belief of a number of researchers who believe that gender-marked differences inherent in the speech
behavior of men and women manifest themselves inconsistently (hence the characterization of gender as a “floating" marker)
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and are not absolute, but relative. In the traditional sense, scientific texts are not gender-oriented, and therefore it is often
difficult to determine the gender of the author of a scientific text.

Conclusion

Thus, the text itself, representing a certain type, gender-labeled or gender-neutral, plays an active role in the
communication process. The degree of gender marking of scientific texts is often so insignificant that the identification of the
author's gender is often realized based solely on extralinguistic / background data (subject of content, intuition) rather than by
analyzing the linguistic aspects of the text (structural and verbal-semantic analysis of the text). In the absence of gender
markers in the scientific text that are directly related to the linguistic aspects of the text, the thematic focus of the scientific text
becomes a defining parameter of the gender of the text, conditioned by stereotypical ideas about the spheres traditionally
assigned by society to men (politics, economics, science, business, hunting, fishing, sports) and women (children, fashion,
health, education, social protection, culture). In accordance with the stereotypical notions that science belongs to the sphere of
interests of men, the scientific text itself acts as an indicator of gender marking.

KonpuukT uaTEpecon Conflict of Interest

He yxkazan. None declared.

Cnucox jgurepartypsl / References

1. AzamatoBa T.X. 'eHmepHbIE OCOOCHHOCTH BOCTIPUSATHS MaPATUHTBUCTHUYCCKUX CPEICTB CHHTArMAaTHYECKOTO TEKCTa /
T.X. Azamarona // @unonorndeckie Hayku. Bompocs! Teopun u npakTuku. — Tam6os, 2015. — Ne 9. — Y. 2. — C. 13-15.

2. bem C.JI. JIun3sl reHaepa: TpaHCQOPMAIIH B3TTIAOB Ha pobiemy HepaBeHcTBa 1ojoB / C.JI. bem. — M.: POCCIIOH,
2004.-331 c.

3. Unbunbix C. A. T'ennepHbie acnekThl 3koHOMHYeckoro nosencuus / C.A. Uneunbix; MuH-BO 00pa3. u Hayku PD. —
HoBocubupck: HI'YDVY, 2015. — 354 c.

4. Kupununa A.B. UccnenoBanue reniepa B JMHIBUCTUYECKUX HaydyHbIX nucuuiuinHax / A.B. Kupununa // I'ennepHbie
00pa30BaHHE B CHCTEME BBICIICH M CpPEIHEH MIKOJIBI: COCTOsSHUE U mepcnekTuBbl / MBaH. roc. yH-T. — MBanoBo, 2003. — C.
132-138.

5. Murpanosa 1.X. TeopeTnueckoe OCMBICICHHE OHSTHS «T'€HIEP)» H €ro IPETOMIICHHAE B COBPEMEHHBIX HCCIEIOBAHUIX
/ N.X. Murpanosa // O6pa3oBanue. Hayka. Hayunsie kagpsr. — Mocksa: FOruTH-/lana, 2013. — C. 196-200.

6. Pynues B.I1. CnoBaps kynbTypsl XX Beka. KiroueBsie nonstust u Tekctsl / B.I1. PynaeB. — M.: Arpad, 1999. — 381 c.

7. TutnoBa A.C. Ilpomecc BOCHpHATHS KIHUIIOBOH TEKCTOBOU CTPYKTYphI: tos and pros / A.C. Tutnosa // SI3pIKOBBIC
SIMHUIIBI B CBETE COBPEMEHHBIX HAYYHBIX MapanurM. — Yda, 2018. — C. 161-166.

8. ®omun A.I'. TlcuxonuHTBUCTHYECKAs KOHUEHIUS MOJICIMPOBAHUS TEHICPHOH SI3BIKOBOW JMYHOCTH. — Kemeposo:
Kyszbaccry3uznat, 2003. — 236 ¢. 175 161.

9. Talbot M.M. Language and gender. An introduction / M.M. Talbot.— Malden, MA: PolityPress, 1998. — 182 p.

Crncok JTUTepaTypsbl Ha aHrmiickoM / References in English

1. Azamatova T.KH. Gendernyye osobennosti vospriyatiya paralingvisticheskikh sredstv sintagmaticheskogo teksta
[Gender features of the perception of paralinguistic means of syntagmatic text] / T.KH. Azamatova // Filologicheskiye nauki.
Voprosy teorii i praktiki [Philological sciences. Questions of theory and practice]. — Tambov, 2015. - No. 9. - Part 2. - P. 13—
15. [in Russian]

2. Bem S.L. Linzy gendera: transformatsii vzglyadov na problemu neravenstva polov [Gender lenses: transformations of
views on the problem of gender inequality] / S.L. Bem. — M.: ROSSPEN, 2004. — 331 p. [in Russian]

3. I’inykh S. A. Gendernyye aspekty ekonomicheskogo povedeniya [Gender aspects of economic behavior] / S.A.
II’inykh; Min-vo obraz. i nauki RF. — Novosibirsk: NGUEU, 2015. — 354 p. [in Russian]

4. Kirilina A.V. Issledovaniye gendera v lingvisticheskikh nauchnykh distsiplinakh [Research of gender in linguistic
scientific disciplines] / A.V. Kirilina // Gendernyye obrazovaniye v sisteme vysshey i sredney shkoly: sostoyaniye i
perspektivy [Gender education in the system of higher and secondary schools: state and prospects] / Ivan. gos. un-t. — Ivanovo,
2003. — P. 132—138. [in Russian]

5. Migranova L[.KH. Teoreticheskoye osmysleniye ponyatiya «gender» 1 yego prelomleniye v sovremennykh
issledovaniyakh [Theoretical understanding of the concept of "gender" and its refraction in modern research] / I.LKH.
Migranova // Obrazovaniye. Nauka. Nauchnyye kadry [Education. The science. Scientific personnel]. — Moscow: Yuniti-Dana,
2013. —P. 196-200. [in Russian]

6. Rudnev V.P. Slovar’ kul’tury XX veka. Klyuchevyye ponyatiya i teksty [Dictionary of XX century culture. Key
concepts and texts] / V.P. Rudnev. — M.: Agraf, 1999. — 381 p. [in Russian]

7. Titlova A.S. Protsess vospriyatiya klipovoy tekstovoy struktury: tos and pros [The process of perceiving clip text
structure: tos and pros] / A.S. Titlova // Y Azykovyye yedinitsy v svete sovremennykh nauchnykh paradigm [Language units in
the light of modern scientific paradigms]. — Ufa, 2018. — P. 161-166.

8. Fomin A.G. Psikholingvisticheskaya kontseptsiya modelirovaniya gendernoy yazykovoy lichnosti [Psycholinguistic
concept of gender linguistic personality modeling]. — Kemerovo: Kuzbassvuzizdat, 2003. — 236 p. [in Russian]

9. Talbot M.M. Language and gender. An introduction / M.M. Talbot.— Malden, MA: PolityPress, 1998. — 182 p.



