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JIHTBICTUYHI 3ACOBH TA JJUCKYPCUBHI CTPATETTi 3SHEIIIHEHHSI
I'YMAHITAPHUX JUCHUIJIIH AK «®PEMIHI3OBAHUX» COEP
B AHITTIOMOBHOMY IIYBJIIYHOMY JUCKYPCI

Cmamms npucestuena 00CTiONCEHHIO TTHLGICIMUYHUX 3AC00I6 Ma OUCKYPCUBHUX CHIPAMEZItl, 3 OONOMO2OI0 SKUX Y CYYACHOMY
AHZTIOMOBHOMY NYONIUHOMY OUCKYPCE KOHCIPYIOEMbCS 3HEYIHEHHS 2YMAHIMAPHUX OUCYUNITIH K «eminizo8anuxy cgep. Axkmy-
anbHiCMb nPodIEMU 3YMOBTIEHA NOWIUPEHHAM Y MEOIIHOMY, OCGIMHbOMY Ma coymepeHcesomy OUCKYPCI yasieHb npo humanities
5K MEeHW NPAKMuYHi, NEPCNeKMuUGHI il COYIanbHo 3uavyuyi Hanpsimu nopienano 3i STEM. Memoro cmammi € 8usgnenms ma cuc-
meMamu3ayisi MOGHUX MApKepie i OUCKYPCUSHUX CIpamezil, wo Gopmyoms maky akcionoiuny il 2eHOEPOSAHY ACUMempIIo.
Memoodonoziuny ocnogy cmaHoAMb KPUMUUHULL § heMiHICMUHUL KPUMUYHULL OUCKYPC-AHATE3, A MAKOHC NIOX00U 00 GUBHEHHS.
oyinnocmi, stance ma appraisal. Mamepianom ciyeyioms aneioMosHi MeOIliHi, 0CGIMHI ma coymepedcesi meKcmu.

Y pezynomami ananizy ecmanogneno, wjo 3ueyineHHs yMAHIMAPUCTIUKU Peani3yemvCs uepe3 OYIHHY JeKCUKY,
appraisal-kamezopii, stance-mapkepu, memagopuuni mooeni ma pumopudni onosuyii. Busenieno mapkepu eKoHOMIUHOT
0esanveayii il CUMBONIYHOT MeHWOB8apMOoCcmi, 30kpema soft («m’sxuily), impractical («nenpaxmuunuiiy), less valuable
(«menw yinnuiy), economically feasible («exonomiuno doyinvHutly), a maxoc memaghopuuni mooeni underwater basket
weaving i hobby. Iloxasano, wo ncegdoob ekmusizayis ma enicmemiune NOZUYIOHYBAHHA OAIOMb 3MO2Y NOOABAMU
cy0 exmusni cyooicenns npo humanities i STEM sik nioumo oueeuoni gpakmu. Pumopuuni onosuyii soft/hard («m sikuii/
arcopemruiiy), analytical/creative («ananimuunuii/meopuuiiy), hard skills/soft skills («mexniuni/m’axi naguuxkuy) cmpyx-
mypyroms yi cghepu sk HepieHoyiHHI. Yemarnosnero, wo humanities acoyitoromvbcs 3 «heMiHHICMIOY, M AKICIIO U HUMHC-
yum npecmudicem, mooi sik STEM penpeszenmyiomuvcs K payionanvhuil i coyianvho npiopumemuuit npocmip. Ompumani
pe3yiemamu 3aceiouyioms poib nyONuH020 OUCKYPCY 8 HOPMANI3ayii ma 6i0meopeHHI 2eHOePOBAHUX [EPAPXITL.

Kntwouosi cnosa: nyoniunuii ouckypce, eymanimapui oucyunainu, STEM, 3neyinenns, cenoeposanuil Ouckype, stance,
appraisal.
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LINGUISTIC MEANS AND DISCURSIVE STRATEGIES FOR DEVALUING
THE HUMANITIES AS “FEMINIZED” FIELDS
IN ENGLISH-LANGUAGE PUBLIC DISCOURSE

The article is devoted to examining the linguistic means and discursive strategies through which the devaluation
of humanities disciplines as ‘‘feminized” fields is constructed in contemporary English-language public discourse.
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The relevance of the study is determined by the widespread representation of the humanities in media, educational,
and social media discourse as less practical, less promising, and less socially significant than STEM fields. The aim of
the article is to identify and systematize the linguistic markers and discursive strategies that construct this axiological
and gendered asymmetry. The methodological framework combines Critical Discourse Analysis and Feminist Critical
Discourse Analysis with approaches to evaluation, stance, and appraisal. The material comprises English-language
media, educational, and social media texts.

The analysis shows that the devaluation of the humanities is realized through evaluative lexis, appraisal categories,
stance markers, metaphorical models, and rhetorical oppositions. Markers of economic devaluation and symbolic
inferiority include soft, impractical, less valuable, and economically feasible, as well as metaphorical models such as
underwater basket weaving and hobby. Pseudo-objectivization and epistemic positioning are shown to present subjective
Judgments about the humanities and STEM as seemingly self-evident facts. Rhetorical oppositions such as soft/hard,
analytical/creative, and hard skills/soft skills construct the two domains as unequal. The findings further demonstrate that
the humanities are associated with femininity, softness, and lower prestige, whereas STEM is represented as a rational
and socially prioritized domain. The results confirm the role of public discourse in the normalization and reproduction of

gendered hierarchies.

Key words: public discourse, humanities, STEM, devaluation, gendered discourse, stance, appraisal.

IHocTanoBka npodjeMu. Y cyqacHOMY aHTIIOMOB-
HOMY ITyOIITHOMY TUCKYpPCi CITOCTEPITaeThCs CTiHke
MIPOTUCTaBIIeHHs TyMaHiTapHuX 1 STEM-aucuurutis,
y MeXax SIKOTO iXHs CyCIijIbHA, akaJeMiuHa Ta Mpo-
(eciiiHa TIHHICT HEPITKO KOHCTPYIOETHCS acuMe-
Tpu4HO. ['yMaHITapUCTHKA PENpPEe3eHTYEThCS SIK Soft,
MEHII TpaKTHYHa H MEHII MepCreKTHBHa cdepa,
tomi sk STEM moB’si3yeTbcs 3 palioHaNBHICTIO,
CKJIQJIHICTIO, €KOHOMIYHOIO JOUIJIBHICTIO Ta mpode-
ciiiauum ycmixom. Taka nonsipusanis HaOyBae noaart-
KOBOTO TEHJIEPHOTO BHMIipy, KOJIM humanities cuM-
BOJIIYHO MapKyrThes sk “feminized”, a STEM — sk
“masculine” cdepu 3HaHHA. Y pe3yibTaTi MOBHE
MIPOTUCTABIICHHS] OCBITHIX HANpsAMiB BHXOIWUTH 32
MeX1 HeHTpaIbHOTO onucy IXHbO1 cenndiku ta oepe
y4dacTb y popMyBaHHi iepapXii IXHbOT IPECTHKHOCTI.

Hocmipkennst 1iei mpobieMu motpedye Bpaxy-
BaHHS COITIAJIbHOI Ta 1J€OJNIOTIYHOI TPHUPOTU JHC-
Kypcy. Y KpUTHUYHOMY JUCKypC-aHaTi31 MOBa PO3TIIS-
Ja€eThes K (popMa coniabHOT MPAKTHKH, OB’ s3aHa 3
KOHCTPYIOBaHHSIM 1 JIETITUMALIIEIO BIaJHUX BITHOCUH
ta HepiBHocTel (Fairclough, 1989: 105-109; Weiss,
Wodak, 2003). T. Ban [le#ik TakoX Haroyomye Ha
poi myOIiYHOTO IUCKYPCY Y BIATBOPEHHI TOMIHAHT-
HUX 17€0JIOTIYHMX MOJEeNel 1 COomiambHUX YSBICHB
(van Dijk, 2011: 379—407). Oco6:11B0i akTyaabHOCTI
s npoOsiema HaOyBa€e B yMOBaxX MapKeTH3allil OCBiT-
HBOTO JHMCKYPCY, KOJM I[IHHICTh YHIBEPCHUTETCHKHX
porpam Jieaji JacTille BU3HAYAE€ThCS KaTeropisiMu
KOHKYPEHTOCIIPOMOXKHOCTI, IpAlEBIAIITYBaHHS Ta
exoHoMiuHOI ehektuBHOCTI (Mayr, 2015: 755-774).

OTixe, HayKOBO 3HAUYILIUM € BUSIBICHHS KOHKDPET-
HUX JIHTBICTHYHMX 3aC00iB 1 JUCKYPCUBHHX CTpare-
T'iif, 3a IOTIOMOTOIO SIKMX y MEJIHHOMY, OCBITHBOMY Ta
COIMEPEKEBOMY CErMEHTaX aHIJIOMOBHOTO ITyOIiu-
HOTO TUCKYpCYy TYMaHITapHI JAUCHHUIUIIHA KOHCTPY-
IOFOTBCS SIK MEHIII BapTIiCHI Ta BOJHOYAC CHMBOIIIYHO
OB’ s3yI0ThCS 3 (peMiHHICTIO. AHami3 Takux Mexa-
HI3MIB J1a€ 3MOTy BCTaHOBHTH, SK OIIHHA JIEKCHKA,

stance, appraisal, MeTadopudHi MOJIeITi Ta PUTOPHYHI
ono3utii 6epyTh y4acTh y GopMyBaHHI il HOpMaJiza-
uii reaaeposanoi iepapxii humanities/STEM.

AHagi3 gociigxeHb. TeopeTHYHE OCMHUCIEHHS
JOCIIPKYBaHOI MPOOJIEMH CIHpAaeThcs Ha Tpari 3
JUCKypC-aHaji3y, Teopil OIIHHOCTI Ta TeHAEpPHOL
JHTBICTUKHA. Y CydYacHUX JOCIHIDKEHHSX JHCKYpC
PO3MIIAAETHCS HE JIMIIEC K MOBHUH TPOIYKT, a 5K
(dopma cowianpHOI TPaKTHKH, Y Mexax sikoi dop-
MYIOTBCSI ¥ BIATBOPIOIOTHCS CYCIIJIbHI 3HAYCHHS,
imeororii Ta BITHOCWHU BiaaW. Takwid Miaxin mpem-
craBineHo y mparsgx H. ®epknada, T. Ban [leiika,
P. Bonak Ta I Beiica (Fairclough, 1989; van Dijk,
2011: 37-407; Weiss, Wodak, 2003). Jlns anamizy
TeHJICPHOTO BIUMIipy OCOOJIHMBO BaXKJIMBUM € (heMiHic-
TUYHUNA KPUTHYHUHN AucKypc-aHami3z M. Jlazap, opi-
€HTOBAHWI Ha BWSIBIICHHS CIIOCOOIB JAWCKYpPCHBHOTO
BiITBOPEHHSI TEHICPHUX i€papxiii Ta HepiBHOCTEH
(Lazar, 2005). IlpoGiemy B3a€MO3B’SI3Ky MOBH, T'€H-
JIepy ¥ COI[iaJIbHUX 1JICOJIOTiH TaKoXK PO3poOJISIOTH
. Kamepon Tta [Ix. Canjpepiena, siKi IMOKa3yrOTb,
0 TeHICPOBAHI YSABICHHS MOXYTh 3aKPITUTIOBATHCS
gepe3 MOBTOPIOBaHI CIIOCOOM MOBHOTO KaTErOpH3y-
BaHHS W OIIHIOBAaHHS COINIAIBHUX POJIEH 1 MPaKTHK
(Sunderland, 2004: 5-26; Cameron, 2014: 279-296;
Cameron, 2020: 25-30).

JIIHrBICTHYHMIA MeEXaHI3M TaKOr0 OILIHIOBAHHS
TIPOAYKTHBHO OITUCYEThCS Uepes Kareropii evaluation,
stance Ta appraisal. M. bemqnapek TpakTye evaluation
SK KOTHITUBHE OIIIHIOBAaHHS Ta HOro MOBHE BHUpa-
JKEHHSI, [0 MOYKEe OyTH EKCIUTIUTHUM 200 IMILTIIUT-
HuM (Bednarek, 2009a: 146-175). Konuenuis stance
JIa€ 3MOTY MPOCTEKUTH CIIOCOOU IMO3MIIIOHYBAaHHS
MOBITS IIIOZI0 BUCIIOBITIOBaHOTO; Y Mozemi JIxk. [Iro bya
BOHO OXOILTIOE OIIHIOBAHHS 00’ €KTA, TIO3UI[IOHYBaHHSI
cy0’eKTa Ta CIiBBIAHECEHHS HOTO MO3UIII] 3 IHIIUMU
yuacHuKaMu KomyHikauii (Du Bois, 2007: 139-182).
Y mexax teopii appraisal /[)x. Maprina ta I1. Baiira
0COOJIMBOTO 3HAUEHHS JUISI I{LOTO JOCIIIIKCHHS Ha0y-
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BalOTh Kareropii attitude, engagement i graduation, 3a
JIOTIOMOTOI0 SIKMX KOHCTPYIOIOTHCSI OLIHKH, CTYIiHb
iX IHTEHCUBHOCTI Ta CTaBJICHHS MOBIIS JIO aJIbTepHA-
TuBHEX To3utiit (Martin, White, 2005).

[lorpu 3HauHy yBary 1O KPUTHYHOIO aHai3y
JUCKYPCY, OIIHHOCTI Ta TeHJEPOBAaHNX MOBHHX ife-
OJIOT'1M, JIIHTBICTUYHI MEeXaHi3MH 3HELIHEHHS TyMaHi-
TapHUX JUCLUUILIIH caMe siK «demiHizoBaHUX» chep
y mpotucraBicHHi STEM mnorpeOyroTh OKpemMoro
KOMIUIEKCHOTO po3msiy. Lle 3yMoBiIIoe HEOOXiTHICTE
MTO€THAHHS KPUTHYHOTO Ta (DEMiHICTHIHOTO KPUTHY-
HOTO JTMCKYypC-aHali3y 3 iHCTpyMeHTapieM evaluation,
stance Ta appraisal IS BUSBICHHS KOHKPETHHUX
MOBHHUX 3ac00iB, 3a JIOIIOMOTOI0 SIKHX Y CyYacHOMY
AQHITIOMOBHOMY ITyOJIIYHOMY JUCKYpCl (QOpMy€eThCs
BI/IMTOBITHA ITIHHICHA i TeHIEpOBaHa iepapxisl.

Merta craTTi noJsirae y BUSIBJICHHI Ta CUCTEMAaTH-
3awii JIHrBICTUYHHX 3ac00iB 1 AMCKYPCUBHUX CTpaTe-
T'iif, 3 TOTIOMOTOI0 SIKMX y Cy4aCHOMY aHIJIOMOBHOMY
nyOJIIYHOMY JIMCKYPCI KOHCTPYHOEThCS 3HCIIIHCHHS
IryMaHITapHUX AUCHUILIIH K «peMiHizoBaHux» chep
y npotuctaBieHdi STEM sk OibIn partioHaIBHUM,
MIPECTIKHUM 1 COIIAIbHO MTPIOPUTETHUM HAIIPSIMaM.

st mOoCSTHEHHS MOCTAaBJICHOI METH mnependava-
€THCS: BU3HAYUTH OCHOBHI OL[iHHI Ta MeTapopH4Hi
MapKepy 3HELIHEHHS T'YMaHITAPUCTHKH; TIPOCTEKUTH
ponb stance Ta appraisal y ¢dopmyBaHHI HiHHICHOT
acumetpii humanities / STEM; oxapaxrepuzyBaru
PHUTOPHUYHI CTpaTerii iX MPOTUCTABICHHS; OKPECIUTH
TeHACPHUI Ta 11€0JOrTYHUN BUMIpP BUSBICHUX IHC-
KYPCUBHHX MPAKTHUK.

Buknaxg ocHoBHOro marepiaay. Marepianom
JOCITIIPKEHHS CITYyTYIOTh aHTJIOMOBHI METiiHI, OCBITHI
Ta COIMEpEekeBi TEeKCTH, BimiOpaHi 3a HasSBHICTIO
OLIHHUX BHCJIOBIIOBaHb, METaQOPUYHHUX MOJEICH
1 PUTOPUYHMX OMO3UMLiK moxo humanities i STEM.
AmHaniz 3IiHCHIOETbCA 13 3aCTOCYBaHHSIM KPHUTHY-
HOTO Ta (PEMIHICTUYHOTO KPUTHYHOTO JUCKypC-aHa-
T3y, KOHTEKCTYaJbHO-IHTEPIIPETAIIHOTO TIiIXOTY,
a TakoK Kareropii evaluation, stance ta appraisal.
Lle mae 3Mory po3risgaTé OKpeMi MOBHI OJIMHUII HE
130JIbOBAHO, & SK EJIEMEHTH IIHUPIINX JAUCKYPCHBHUX
CTparteriii KOHCTPYIOBaHHS IIIHHOCTI i IPEeCTHKY Pi3-
HUX cep 3HAHHS.

OmgauM 13 HaWOLIBII BHUPA3HUX MEXaHI3MIB €
€KOHOMIYHa JIeBajbBallisi TYMaHITAPUCTUKH, KOIHU
LIHHICTh OCBITM BU3HAYA€ThCA Hacamiiepex ii puH-
KOBOIO JIOLUIBHICTIO. Tak, y BHCIIOBIIOBaHHI .
if it was economically feasible, I would also do an
English major” (TikTok, 2025) cmoBocmomyueHHs
economically feasible («ekOHOMIYHO MOIITEHUT)
y BIJITIOBITHOMY KOHTEKCTi (DYHKI[IOHYE SIK OI[IHHHUN
Mapkep, 10 HiANOPsAKOBY€e BHOIp TyMaHiTapHOI crie-
LiaJbHOCTI KPHUTEPIF0 E€KOHOMIUHOT Buroau. [lojmi-

OHMIT aKC10JIOTTYHHI €(DEKT CTBOPIOIOTH JIEKCEMHU Soft,
impractical, less valuable, lacks value, sxi popmyroTh
CEeMaHTHYHE TI0JIC MEHIIO] MPaKTUYHOCTI Ta IIiH-
HocTi humanities. ¥ myOmikamii “Stop Calling Them
‘Soft Skills’: Why Your Humanities Major Is More
Valuable Than You Might Think A. Binrepc mpo-
OyeMarn3ye TIO3HAYCHHS TYMaHITapHUX KOMITETEHT-
Hoctel sk soft skills, ockiIbKM Taka HOMIHALIIS 3a7a€
paMKy IX COPUIHATTS K MEHII 3HAUYIINX TIOPIBHIHO
3 hard skills (Winters, 2025).

3 mo3uwii Teopii appraisal Taki OLIHKM Hacam-
nepes1 CIiBBITHOCATBCS 3 Kareropieto appreciation,
yepe3 SKy SIBUIIA OIHIOIOTHCS 32 IMapaMeTpamMu
SIKOCTI, 3HauymocTi Ta IiHHOCcTi (Martin, White,
2005; Bednarek, 2009b: 165-192). IlokazoBumMm €
BucioBitoBaHHs npo STEM sik mucnuiniiau, mo €
“more rigorous, more meaningful and more likely to
lead to a better future” (Reddit, 2017). [ToBroproBana
TTOpiBHSIFHA KOHCTPYKITisE more + adjective He ume
no3uTuBHO oriHioe STEM, a if uepe3 graduation
IHTEHCU(]IKY€E IO OLIHKY, IMIUTILUTHO BUOYIOBYIOUH
humanities K MEHIII CKJIaAHY, MEHII 3HAYYIIly i MEHIII
MEPCIEKTUBHY albTepHATUBY. TeOpeTHYHE PO3MEK-
yBaHHsI KaTeropiit attitude, engagement i graduation y
cucTeMi appraisal 1ae 3Mory onmcaru came e Mmexa-
Hi3M rpagamii ominku (Martin, White, 2005).

BaxnuBum 3aco00M 3HEIIHEHHS € TaKoXK MeTa-
(dopruHe TMEepeHEeCeHHsT T'YMaHITapUCTUKU Yy cdepy
HecepHo3HOTro ab0 HENMpPaKTHYHOTO 3HaHHSA. Bupasu
basket weaving degrees Ta underwater basket
weaving (TikTok, 2026a) cTBopiotoTs 00pa3 adbcypi-
HOI, MPaKTUYHO HETIPUIATHOI CIEIiaIbHOCTI, TOI 5K
y BucioBmoBanHi “Except the point of university is
to get a job... there’s such thing as hobby” (TikTok,
2026b) rymaHiTapHa OCBITa KOHIENTYaJIi3yEThCS SIK
hobby («x006i»). ¥V Takuii cmocid BoOHA CHMBOJIITHO
BHBOJIUTKCS 32 MEXi «Cepiio3HOI» TpodeciitHoi yHi-
BEPCUTETCHKOI MiATOTOBKU. Came OLliHHA JIEKCHKa Ta
MeTadOpUYHI MOJICIi CTAHOBJISTh OJHY 3 HAMCTIHKi-
LIMX TPYT BUSBICHUX MapKepiB 3HEI[IHCHHSI.

OTxe, Ha MIEPIIOMY PiBHI aHATI3y MOYKHA BUOKpE-
MHTH TPH B3aEMOIIOB’sI3aHi TPYIIN 3ac00iB: MapKepu
eKOHOMIuHOi jeBanbBallii (economically feasible,
employable), Mapkepu CUMBOJIIYHOT MEHIIOBAPTOCTI
(soft, impractical, less valuable) Ta meradopuuni
mozerni (underwater basket weaving, hobby). Ix pyHxk-
LIOHYBaHHS CTBOPIOE MOBHE MiAIPYHTS IS IIUPIIOT
TUCKypcHuBHOI monsipu3arii humanities i STEM.

OmHAM 13 XapakTepHUX MEXaHi3MiB MOOyI0BU
iepapxii humanities / STEM e niceBnoo6’ exTuBizartis,
TOOTO MOAAHHS MPHUBATHOTO CYMKCHHS SK HIOWUTO
3arajibHOBU3HAHOTO (akTy. [loka3oBHM € KOMEH-
tap: “humanities majors are equally important and
respectable! However, it is true that stem majors are
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objectively more challenging material-wise” (TikTok,
2025). Jlekcema objectively («00’€KTHBHO») TIepeBO-
IUTh CyO’€KTHBHY OIIIHKY B IUIOIIMHY HIOMTO Oe3-
3alepeyHoro 3HaHHA. Y TepMiHax stance Iie MOKHA
pO3MIAAATH SK CIICTEeMIYHE TO3WI[IOHYBAaHHS, 3a
JOTIOMOTOI0  SIKOTO MOBEIb JIEMOHCTPYE BHUCOKHUN
CTYMiHb YIIEBHEHOCTI Y BUCIIOBIIOBaHOMY. [loiOHMi
edexT npocrexyerses y dpasi “I think engineering
graduates are, on average, better poised to provide
value to the taxpayers than art majors...” (Reddit,
2017): wouctpykmis [ think ¢opmamsro Mapkye
Cy0’€KTHUBHICTh, OJTHAK ON average Ha/ae CyMKESHHIO
KBa31CTaTUCTUYHOTO XapakTepy U MOCHIIOE HOro
MIPETEeH3110 Ha y3arallbHEeHY J0CTOBIPHICTb.

Taki npukiagd OCOOJMBO IMOKA30BI 3 MOIVISAY
eIiCTEeMIYHOTO stance, OCKITLKA MOBHI 3aCO0HM BHpa-
JKCHHS BIIEBHEHOCTI, OUYEBUAHOCTI a00 MMOBIpHOCTI
BH3HAYAIOTh HE JIUINIE TIO3MIII0 aBTOpa, a i crocid
MOJIaHHSI MIEBHOI OIIHKK aJpecaToBi. Y JIOCIIJIKCH-
HSX stance MiJKPECIIETbCs HOro (hYHKIIisI MO3HUILI0-
HYBaHHS MOBIIS IIIOJI0 ICTHHHOCTI Ta JOCTOBIPHOCTI
BucnoBmoBanoro (Du Bois, 2007: 163; Mushin,
2001). ¥ pochipkyBaHOMY Marepialli Iie CTBOPIOE
eeKT MPUPOAHOCTI iepapxii, BIANOBIAHO A0 SKOi
STEM mnocratoTh SIK CKJIaJHiIlI, KOpUCHil abo cyc-
[MUIBHO WIHHILI JUCUHAIUIIHHA.

Crparerist npoTHCTaBIeHHS Ha0yBa€ BUPA3HOTO TeH-
JIEPHOTO XapaKTepy B TUCKYpPCi, e eMiHi3allis TeBHUX
cdep CHiBBITHOCUTHCS 31 3HIKEHHSIM TXHBOT SIKOCTI 00
crarycy. ¥ crarti [. Eanproc “The Great Feminization”
(Andrews, 2025) Bucmie “to be blunt” («kaxyuu
npsiMo») (OpMy€e PUTOPHYHY TIO3MINIO  BiJIBEPTOTO
TTOBITOMJICHHS HIOWTO HE3pYJHOT ICTHHH, TOI 5K paza
“other goals than open debate and the unfettered pursuit
of truth” BHOyI0OBYE€ 0OMO3MIIiI0, Y MeKaX SKOi HeeMiHi-
30BaHUI POCTIpP ACOLUIOETHCS 3 BIIKPHTOIO JJUCKYCIEIO
Ta TOLITYKOM iCTHHH, a (heMiHI30BaHUH — 3 BIAXHIICHHSIM
BiJT ITMIX 1HTEJIEKTYaTbHUX MIHHOCTEH. Y TaKii TUCKYp-
CUBHINM Moperti (heMiHi3allisl Perpe3eHTYEThCS HE TPOo-
CTO SIK 3MiHa TeHJEPHOTO CKJIaay MEBHOI cdepH, a K
YMHHUK il CUMBOJIIYHOT TpaHcdopmariii.

lepapxiuHe  TPOTUCTABICHHS  MIATPUMYETHCS
TAKO)K  PUTOPHYHMMH  AMXOTOMissMH  soft/hard,
analytical/creative, hard skills/soft skills, building
the future/understanding the world. ®opmansHO
TaKi OIMO3HUIlii MOXXYTh ONMUCYBaTH BIIMIHHOCTI MiX
chepamu 3HAHHSA, MPOTE B KOHKPETHHUX KOHTEKCTaX
BOHM HaOyBalOTh akcionoriunoi acumerpii: STEM
CHIBBITHOCHUTBCS 31 CKIIQJHICTIO, PE3yJIBTaTUBHICTIO,
MalOyTHIM 1 KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXKHICTIO, TOMi SIK
humanities — 3 M’AKiCTIO, KPEaTHBHICTIO T4 MEHIIIOIO
MIPHUKJIATHOO 3HAYYIIIICTIO.

[CeBA000’ EKTHUBI3AIlII0, CHICTEMIYHE IO3MIIIOHY-
BaHHS, PUTOPUYHI TUXOTOMIii Ta TIO3UTHBHE PaMKY-
BanHs STEM sk cepu cxmamuocti, nii # nmpodeciii-
Hoi mepcrnektuBu. CyKynHO Li CTparerii CopusioTh
JIUCKYpCUBHINM Harypamizauii acuMeTpii humanities/
STEM i popmytoTs humanities sk CHMBOJIIYHO MEHII
MPECTUKHY aJIbTePHATHBY.

I'enpepHuii BUMip aHATI30BaHOT aCHMETPI1 BUSBIIS-
€THCS B TOMY, IIIO OIliHHI XapaKTepucTHUKU humanities
1 STEM chiBBiAHOCSTBCS 3 IIUPLUIMMHU YSBICHHSIMH
po «peMiHHI» Ta «MacKyaiHHD» cepu 3HaHHs. Taka
MEepCIeKTHBA BiANOBiAae (HEMIHICTHIHOMY KPHUTHY-
HOMY JHCKYypC-aHalli3y, SKHH 30CepPEemKyeEThCsl Ha
crroco0ax MOBHOTO BiITBOPESHHSI i HOpMaJi3aii reH-
nepHux iepapxiii (Lazar, 2005). Y mocnimkyBaHOMy
Marepiaii humanities moB’si3y10ThCs 3 M’ SIKICTIO, €MO-
LIMHICTIO Ta MEHIIIOI0 CKIaAHICTIO, Tol IK STEM — 3
paIliOHAIBHICTIO, 00’ €KTUBHICTIO 1 COIIAJIbHOO ITpi-
OPHUTETHICTIO.

[Toka3oBoto € iHTEpIpeTalisi TeHIepHOT HepPiBHO-
MIpHOCTi y BHOOpi OCBITHIX HampsIMiB uepe3 PUTO-
pUKy «BimbHOTO BHOOPY». 3a manumu OECD, y
OararbOX KpaiHax yacTKa JKIHOK cepel 3700yBadiB
ocBiTi 32 STEM-HanpsMamM# 3aJIMIIA€THCS HIKIOIO
3a 50% (OECD, 2023). V comnmepexeBoMy IUCKypCi
Taka HEPIBHOMIPHICTh MOXKE IIOIABAaTUCS SIK Pe3YJib-
TaT BHMHATKOBO iHAMBigyanbHoro BuOopy. Hampu-
knan: “Instead of putting in a lot of hard work ... a
lot of women take Gender Studies — where the work
is easy” (YouTube, 2018). Omozwuis hard work/work
is easy He jmme npotuctarise STEM i renmepHi
CTYZIl 32 KPUTEPIEM CKIIAQJHOCTI, a i 1MOB’s13y€e BUOIp
«JIETHIOTO» HANPSAMY came 3 KIHKaMH, MATPUMYIOUYH
MOJIEJIb «MACKYJIIHHOTO CKJIaJIHOTO» Ta «(peMiHi30Ba-
HOTO JIETKOT0» 3HAHHSI.

[ToniOHMIT MeXaHI3M pealti3yeThCsl Y BUCIOBITIOBAH-
Hix “What’s wrong with financial imbalance if you can
trace it back to people making free choices?” Ta “Who
is holding them back? Their own, free will, choices?”
(YouTube, 2017). ITosropenns free choices, free will,
choices akiieHTy€e OCOOMCTY BiJIIOBIAIBHICTD 1 pam-
KY€ COIlialbHy HEPIBHICTH K HACTIIOK TOOPOBITHHIX
pinreHs. Ha muckypcuBHOMY piBHI Taka cTpareris 3Mi-
LIy€ yBary BiJj MOXJIUBHX KYJIBTYPHHX Ta IHCTHTYLIM-
HUX YMHHHKIB J0 1HAWBITyaqbHOTO BUOODY.

BomHouac y kopmyci mpeacTaBieHi W BHCIIOB-
JIFOBaHHS, SKI MpOOIeMaTH3yOTh 110 MOAeb. Tak,
yuacHuI Reddit-nuckycii onmcye curtyariro, Koiu ii
BiJIMOBIISUTH BiJl iH)KEHEPHOI CHEIiaIbHOCTI # peKo-
MeHayBaiau oOparu Oinemr female-friendly subject
(Reddit, 2022). ITpukmernuk female-friendly («npu-
WHATHUH/CIPUSATIUBHUE 17151 ’KIHOK» ) Y [IbOMY KOHTEK-
CTi BHCTyTIA€ TEHISCPHUM MapKepOM, 110 CHMBOJIIYHO
PO3MEKOBY€E OCBITHI HAaNpsiMHA Ha OLTBII i MEHII Bif-

OTxe, Ha JpyroMy piBHI aHamizy 3HeLi-
HEHHS  TYMaHITAPUCTHKH  peaji3yeThCs  4depe3
284

AxryaspHi mmMTaHHS rymaxiTapanx Hayk. Bum 103, 2026



Kykymkin B, Asenko A, Alursictmyni 3acobm Ta AMCKYPCUBHI CTPATETI] 3HELTHEHHS TYMAHITAPHUX AMCLIUIIAIH..

...............................................................................

MOBiHI MeBHIN reHnepHiil rpymi. Takuii npuxiazn
JEMOHCTPYE, 10 OCBITHIH BHOip y myOmidyHOMY AwmC-
Kypci MOX€ KOHCTPYIOBAaTHCS HE JIMILE SIK 1HIUBITY-
aJbHE PIIIeHHS, a i K pe3ysbTaT COLiaTbHAX OYiKYy-
BaHb IIOJI0 «HAJICKHIX» JIJIS )KIHOK 1 YOJIOBIKiB cep
JUSUTBHOCTI.

OTxe, reH/IepHO-1/IC0NIOTIYHIIA BUMIpP 3HEIlIHEHHS
TYMaHITapUCTHKH PEali3yeTbCsl uYepe3 MO€THAHHS
OIIIHHUX OIMO3MI[if, F'CHJIEPHO MApPKOBAaHUX HOMiHA-
i 1 HApaTUBY «BITLHOTO BHOOPY». Y CYKYITHOCTI
BOHM MOXYTH CHPHUATH HOpMai3alii JTUCKYpPCHUBHOI
MoOJIeNi, y sAKii humanities acomiroroTbest 3 QeMiH-
HICTIO, M’SIKICTIO Ta HWXYUM MPECTHKEM, TOMI SIK
STEM - 3 pauioHanbHICTIO, CKJIQAHICTIO Ta CYCIilb-
HOIO 3HAYYIIICTIO.

BucnoBku. IIpoBeneHmii aHamiz 3acBigumB, IO
3HEIIHEHHS TYMaHITapHUX IUCIUILIIH Y Cy4acHOMY
AQHIJIOMOBHOMY ITyOJIIYHOMY JHCKYPCi peatizyeThCs
Yyepe3 KOMIUIEKC B3a€EMOTIOB’SI3aHUX JIHTBICTHYHHUX
3ac00iB 1 JUCKypCcUBHUX crparerii. Jlo HaiOiIbImn
XapaKTepHUX HaJIekKaTh OIliIHHA JICKCHKA, Kareropii
appraisal, stance-mapkepu, MeTadoOpHUHI MOIEII,
rceBa000’ eKTHUBI3AIlS Ta pUTOPHYHI ormo3uilii. JIek-
ceMH ¥ cnoBocmosyueHHs soft, impractical, less
valuable, economically feasible, a Takox Mmerado-
puuHi HoMiHaii underwater basket weaving 1 hobby
(hopmytoTh ysBIICHHS Tpo humanities STk MEHII TIpaK-
TUYHI, MEHII TEPCIEKTUBHI Ta CHUMBOJIYHO MEHII
BapricHi nopiBHsHO 31 STEM.

BcranogiieHo, 1110 BayJmBy posib y (hOpMyBaHHI
miel acumeTpii BifirparoTh cTparerii emicTeMiYHOTO
MO3MIIIOHYBAHHS Ta MCEBI000’ €KTHBI3AIli, 3a J0MO0-
MOTOIO0 SIKMX CyO €KTHBHI OIlIHKH MOXYTh ITO/Ia-

...............................................................................

BaTHCA K HIOWTO oueBHAHI a00 3arajJbHOBHU3HAHI
¢daxtu. Putopmuni onosuuii soft/hard, analytical/
creative, hard skills/soft skills momaTkoBO cTpyKTYy-
pytotb humanities i STEM sik HepiBHOmiHHI chepH,
noB’sizyroun STEM 31 ckiasHicTIO, panioHaIbHICTIO,
PE3YNIBTaTHBHICTIO Ta MPO(eciiHOI0 MePCIEeKTHBOIO,
a humanities — 3 M’SIKiCTIO, KPEaTHBHICTIO Ta MEH-
OO TIPUKIIAJHOIO 3HAYYIIICTIO.

l'enpgepHnii BUMIp HOCTIIKYBAaHOTO JHCKYPCY
BHSBIISIETHCS B CHMBOIIIYHOMY CITiBBiTHECEHHI TyMa-
HiTapuctuku 3 eminnictio, Toai sik STEM pemnpe-
3EHTYIOThCS SIK O1JIBII MAaCKy/iHI30BaHUH, pallioHaIIb-
HUH 1 colianbHO MpiopuTeTHUH npoctip. Haparusu
PO «BUTEHUI BHOIp» Ta TEHIEPHO MapKOBaHI HOMi-
Harii Ha kmrant female-friendly subject moxyTh
3MIII[yBaTH yBary BiJl KYIbTYPHUX Ta IHCTUTYI[IHHIX
YUHHUKIB JI0 1HJIUBIyalbHOI BiIMOBIIAIBHOCTI i Y
Taku# croci0 CrpusATH BiATBOPEHHIO YCTAJICHUX YsIB-
JICHb TPO «HAJICIKHI» IS )KIHOK 1 YOJIOBIKIB OCBITHI
TpaeKTOpIi.

Omxke, 3HEIIHEHHs humanities mocrae He SK
pe3ynbrar (YHKLUIOHYBAaHHS OKPEMHX HEraTHBHO
MapKOBaHMX OJIMHHIb, a SIK CYKYIHICTH IOBTOPIO-
BaHMX CHOcoOiB  OIIHIOBaHHS, TO3WI[IOHYBaHHS
Ta TPOTHCTABJICHHS, MO (QOPMYIOTh TEHJIEPOBAHY
MIHHICHY l€papXito MK TymaHiTapauMH Ta STEM-
mucuuiuiinamy.  IlepcnekTuBy mopanplInMX —0CHI-
JDKEHb yOayaeMo B 31CTaBHOMY i pEeTPOCIEKTUBHOMY
aHaJi3i TakMX JOUCKYPCHBHHX MOAEICeH y Ppi3HHX
HAIlOHAJIFHUX 1 KYJIBTYPHHUX KOHTEKCTax, a TaKOX
Yy BHUBYEHHI B3a€MOJii TeHAEPHHUX 17€0NOTii i3 MOB-
HAMH MEXaHi3MaMH KOHCTPYIOBAHHS TIPECTIKY Pi3-
HUX cep 3HAHHS.
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