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Abstract. While considering historically gender problematic of woman and man we
can observe individual differences and their becoming in family and social life. It’'s important
to understand that gender problematic has historical character, which constantly changes in
the process of development. The main goal of the paper is to consider the evolution of gen-
der problematic in the context of the development of history of philosophy.
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Introduction. After gaining its inde-
pendence the Ukraine has set out on
course toward equality between women
and men and tries to introduce gender
component almost in all the spheres of so-
cial interaction, which is reflected not only
in normative documents but also in gender
programs, which are aimed to approach
this question from practical standpoint.
While considering historically gender prob-
lematic of woman and man we can ob-
serve individual differences and their be-
coming in family and social life. It's im-
portant to understand that gender prob-
lematic has historical character, which
constantly changes in the process of de-
velopment.

Analysis of recent researches
and publications. The exploration of the
problem of gender problems which arise in
the relations of men and women has its
origin in the works of the thinkers of An-
cient Greece, Plato and Aristotle to be pre-
cise, who had began in their works to con-
sider the question of relations between
men and women, in family as well as in so-
ciety in general. Every historical epoch
gives us a model according to which men
and women are supposed to interact.
Nowadays this theme is to a certain extent
widely explored and actual and starting
from the middle of XIX century we can see

the constant flow of new works dedicated
to these problems.

Purpose. The main goal of the pa-
per is to consider evolution of formation of
gender problems in in the context of the
development of history of philosophy.

Results. When we consider the an-
tique period of the genesis of gender stud-
ies the names of Plato (427-347 b.c.e.)
and Aristotle (384-322) should be men-
tioned. For example, in his work
«Simposium» Plato writes about three
sexes: men, women, and androgines.
Plato uses in his works the myth about an-
drogines (from Greek word Andros — man,
gyne or gynaikos — woman). «Firstly, not-
withstanding, we should get to know
something about human nature and things
which have happened to it. There was a
time when our nature was not the same as
now but drastically different. First of all,
people had three sexes and not two, as to-
day — male and female- cause there ex-
isted third sex which joined in itself the
name and appearance of both sexes —
male and female... And there were three
of those sexes and such they were be-
cause male from beginning arise from the
sun, female from the Earth an joined two
of them the Moon cause Moon unites both
powers...At last Zeus said: «it seems that
| have found the way to protect people and
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at the same time to put the end to their ex-
tremities by reducing their power. | will put
all of them in half and they will become
weaker and at the same time more useful
for us cause their quantity will increase...
Men which represent only one part of that
which contains two sexes of the first entity
which was called “androgin,” who had pas-
sion towards women... those were crea-
tures who had in themselves features of
both woman and man. Zeus was mad at
them and divided them into two halves of
the same whole, and only when they would
fall in love with each other can act of
wholeness be accomplished» [6].

Later, in his another work «The Re-
public» Plato formulated his own vision of
gender models, in particular he suggests
the models of behavior of men and
women. In Plato’s view women and men
shouldn’t merry at their whim, so neither
man nor woman has the right to choose
which makes them equal. It appears that
marriage is secretly guided by philoso-
phers who unite the best ones with the
best ones and the worst ones with the
worst .After childbirth children after some
time are taken away and then they are
given to different mothers and no one
knows whose child is given to whom and
all the men (in the margins of cast) are
considered to be fathers of all the children
and all the woman to be wives of all the
men.

For Plato common ownerships of
wives and children is the highest form of
unity of human beings. He formulated an
ideal construct although in real life he was
a man of his own time and correspondingly
he was influenced by the stereotypes of
Antiquity concerning relation toward
woman in which woman was considered to
be lower than man. Thus he said , that if
«a man was a coward during his life than
after death his soul will be converted into a
womany». On the other side in his work
«The Republic» gives to woman equal
rights with man, so she can be even a phi-
losopher or a warrior while childrearing is
responsibility of both sexes.

The resolution of gender problems
by Aristotle is different from Plato’s as he
considers woman to be equal to man but
he believes her to be a slave and he
strives to give an answer to the woman
guestion by considering in his «Politics»
two dimensions of womanhood: woman as
a part of family and as a part of society in
general. On the level of society woman is
not equal to man as she doesn’t have
those qualities which are essential to man
(bravery, courage, kindness, modesty,
moral virtues) although some of them
(kindness, moral virtues, modesty, just-
ness) can belong to a woman but to a far
lesser degree. « So the power over wife
and children exists as over free people but
it is performed in different ways... a slave
can’t think at all but a woman can do it but
this ability doesn’t find an application.. The
expression « Silence is a decoration» can
be applied to all the women but not to
meny [1,p 33-34]. But on the level of family
woman is equal in importance, but with dif-
ferent functions which are essential to her.
Man actively realizes himself outside of
home i.e. in politics, and his main function
is to provide for his family. Woman who
has as much importance for family as man
is destined for housekeeping while her
function is to protect and multiply the gains
of man. We should note that in relation to
continuation of species Aristotle gives pri-
ority to man as from man child receives
form and from woman only matter. And in
the work «About genesis of animals» Aris-
totle notices that woman is a sterile man.

For the Middle Ages there were two
main factors which determined the relation
to gender problems: on the one side, bible
history and on the other, medieval society
with its norms and believes. It is written in
the Bible: “And God said, Let us make man
in our image, after our likeness: and let
them have dominion over the fish of the
sea, and over the fowl of the air, and over
the cattle, and over all the earth, and over
every creeping thing that creepeth upon
the earth...So God created man in his own
image, in the image of God created he
him; male and female created he them”
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[Genesis 1:26,27]. So in the beginning
God created man and woman as a unified
whole. The paradisiacal life of man and
woman and direct communication with
God haven’t had hierarchical character
which appeared after the Fall as both man
and woman are creations of God. Hierar-
chy and other forms of inequality arises in
medieval society with appearance of apos-
tles who thought in margins of typical to
this times, mainly antique culture, and their
interpretation of the teaching about the hi-
erarchy of divine creatures. In society
there existed great difference between
woman and man. Although woman al-
ready had right for education but she
wasn’t allowed to take part in government
cause there was no mention of gender
equality in society. Only man can be a
head of church and state and whole soci-
ety must be obedient to him. In this com-
mon subjugation to higher power equality
was displayed. All the rights disappeared
due to particularism as there was no
equality of rights, rationality of laws aimed
to the whole, to state. The institute of fam-
ily existed but desires of woman were not
considered.

In the epoch of Renaissance the
culture was formed on the basis of Antig-
uity, so of great interest are utopias. Of
special interest are the works of Thomas
More (1478-1535) “Golden book” where
he describes an ideal state and “The city
of the sun” by Tommaso Campanella in
which the idea of the ideal city is proposed.
T.More considers the activity of the man
and the woman as such that can be equal
independently of the sphere whether it is
science, art, religious activity or even mili-
tary service (although only together with a
man). Highest positions in the state can be
held by both men and women, family must
be built not on the basis of love but on the
harmony of characters where family pairs
are determined by parents. In the same
way first gender problems begin to be
formed: equality of abilities of man and
woman for different occupations, educa-
tion and leadership.

A utopian Tommaso Campanella
speaks about indivisibility of education and
upbringing as for man so for woman (in-
cluding military art) the clothes is not sex-
ually differentiated as well. But their occu-
pations are different so the woman should
concentrate on childbirth and the man
should perform hard physical labor. Alt-
hough in his ideas the institute of family is
absent, but in general the ideas of T. Cam-
panella can be interpreted in this way:
equality of genders while resemblance of
clothes corresponds to resemblance of
characters, thoroughly regulated gender
roles and privileges of rule for women: “All
heads of detachments — both male and fe-
male ones... childbearing is in interest of
the state and interests of persons are im-
portant only because they are parts of the
state ... Breastfeeding is a responsibility of
female heads of detachments if it is a girl
and of male heads of detachment if it is a
boy” [3]. In the epoch of Renaissance the
return to ideas of Plato was going on
cause in the problem of gender relations
nothing new was suggested.

In the XVIII century in the works of
G. Locke and T. Hobbs arises the idea of
“the social contract” in which they deter-
mine chief grounds of equality of all the cit-
izens as before XVIII century the woman
was considered to be equal to the man.
But the idea of social contract has shown
that social and gender equality can exist.
Further we can trace the development of
gender ideas in the work of Jean-Jacques
Rousseau (1712-1778). While analyzing
resemblance and difference in the norms
of behavior between men and women (that
was called in the modernity “gender stere-
otypes”) he also thought about particulari-
ties of education of both women and men
and of relations in the family. In opinion of
the thinker equality and resemblance be-
tween men and women rises up first of all
from their biological resemblance as rep-
resentatives of humankind. But as social
creatures they are unequal which is ex-
plained by their innate characteristics.
Correspondingly there are different norms
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of behavior: the man is open, direct, con-
scientious, has his own judgments, sin-
cere when the woman is shy, cunning, flir-
tatious, considering the thoughts of other
people. In this way Russo views moral vir-
tues of different sexes. On the question of
education he wrote that the woman has
sophisticated and shrewd mind that is why
she is capable to get education and not
only in the matters of housekeeping and
child upbringing but in other spheres too.

Immanuel Kant (1724-1804) differ-
entiated between men and women first of
all on the character of participation in polit-
ical activity and then on the character of in-
dividuality and behavior. Men are active in
decision making and women are passive.
Some traits of women are connected with
childbearing but also she is moral, elo-
guent, reasonable, timid and with expres-
sive face. Gender stereotypes which were
expressed by Kant rule even today in the
political circles (woman isn’'t capable to
make important political decisions) and
basic women’s characteristics are con-
nected with biological and cultural status of
the woman. An English writer Merry Woll-
stonecraft (1759-1797) expressed the
thought that natural characteristics are
connected with upbringing (today it is
called gender socialization).

Although there were various
thoughts in different epochs and countries
we can still notice their contemporary
echo. It is important to notice that these re-
searches don’t have the character of the
finished system but they give the vectors
for further development in XIX, XX and XXI
centuries. In the end of XIX and in begin-
ning of XX centuries in many western
countries the social situation is changed .
In the Great Britain, France and in the
United States the movement for women’s
rights took toll, feminism got started (in the
first part of XIX c.) an great multiplicity of
currents and declarations arose which
stood for the rights of the woman for free-
dom of choice, work, education and so on.

For XX century the figure of Sig-
mund Freud became symbolic who was

the first to explore women’s conscious-
ness. While exploring women conscious-
ness he wrote works like “Womanhood”,
“Psychology of women” and other, devel-
oped the theory of narcissism both for
women and for men and considered their
sexual relations. XX century had drasti-
cally changed the relation toward gender
stereotypes and talk of equality gained
new meaning.

On the modern stage of the devel-
opment gender relations became the ob-
ject of psychological research. There are
four types of sex roles which are common
both for men and women: male, female,
androgin and undifferentiated. Human be-
comes identical to him- or herself only
when he or she has both male and female
characteristics. Gender identity signifies
that a person accepts determinations of
manliness and womanhood which are
common to her culture. Of greatest im-
portance in this process is the way of sub-
jective self-categorization of a person.

In the last ten years swiftly develops
realization of ideas of gender approach to
education and creation of gender orien-
tated system of education. Such system of
education takes into consideration psy-
chological particularities of the develop-
ment of individuals on different stages of
education and this helps to harmonious
personal development in connection with
gender and creates the conditions for max-
imal self-realization and development of
abilities of boys and girls. Such system
creates the conditions for personal devel-
opment and for improving of psychological
health of pupils thanks to the principles of
separate education, provides possibilities
turn boys and girls into individuals capable
of interaction with each other and with so-
ciety in general.

Conclusions. So gender is so-
cio-psychological sex of a person, the en-
tirety of his or her psychological character-
istics and particularities of social behavior
which is displayed in communication and
interaction. It is obvious from this definition
that in difference to biologically predeter-
mined sex “gender” is a psychological and
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ICTOPUYHA PETPOCNEKTUBA rEHOEPHOI MPOBNEMATUKU
MarBieHko I. C.

AHomauis. Po3anisadarodu icmopudHo 2eHOepHYy rnpobriemamuky XiHKU ma 4osiosika
MU MOXeMO rpocmexumu iHOusidyarsibHi 8i0MIHHOCMI Mma cmaHO8/1eHHS iX 8 CiMelHOMYy ma
CycrninmbHOMY Xummi. Baxnueum € po3yMiHHSI mo2o, Wo eeHOepHa rnpobremamuka Hocumeb
icmopuyYHuUl xapakmep, KUl nocmitiHo 3Haxodumbcsi 8 rpoueci po3sumky. OCHOBHOK Me-
moro cmammi eucmynae po32sii0 esosnoyii ¢hopmyeaHHs 2eHOEPHOI npobremamuku 8
icmopuko-gbiriocoghcbKoMy ripouyeci. 3’scoeaHo, WO 8 ocmaHHi 0ecsimb PokKie CmpIiMKO po-
38usaembCs pearnizauis ioeti 2eHOepHo20 rnidxody 00 oceimu i CMmeopPeHHS 2eHOEPHO-OPIEH-
moeaHoi cucmemu oceimu. Taka cucmema ocgimu epaxosye rncuxosioeiyHi ocobnueocmi
po38uUMKy iHOuUgIdie Ha pi3HUX wabrnsx oceimu, Wo Crpusie 2apMOHIlIHOMY ocobucmicHoOMYy
pPO38UMKY | CMBOPHOE yMOBU Or1s1 MakcuMasibHOI camopearnidauii ma po3sumky 30i6Hocmel
ocobucmocmi sk 40s108i40I, mak i XiHo4oi cmami. Taka cucmema cmeoproe yMos8uU Orisi OCO-
bucmicHo20 po3sUMKY I NOMMWEHHS MCUX0I02i4HO20 300p08'S y4YHIie, Hadae MOXueocmi
xronyukam i disyamkam cmasamu ocobucmocmsmu, 30amHUMU 83aemodissmu 0OuUH 3 00-
HUM | 3 cycrninibemeom 8 uiriomy. Cmame po3arisidaembcs K couiasibHO-Mcuxosio2iyHa xa-
pakmepucmuka froOUHU, CyKyrnHicmb o2o abo ii ncuxosioaiyHux xapakmepucmuk i 0cob-
Jsiugocmeu coujaribHOI Mo8ediHKU, SKI MPOoS8rAloMbCs 8 CriifikyeaHHI i 83aemMolii. 3 ybo20
8U3HaYeHHs 04e8UOHO, W0 Ha 8IOMIHY 8id biosl02iYHO 8U3HaYeHO20 cmami «cmamhby € rcu-
XOJ102i4HOI0 | couianibHO Kameaopiero, obudsa uji acriekmu 8 pi3HOMy CcmyrieHi po3gusa-
rombcsi 8 pesynbmami ocobucmoeao euxoeaHHs. Haleaxrnusiwy porb y opMyeaHHI
couiarnbHo 3pinoi noduHu gidieparome bambKu ma e4umerii.

Knroyoei crioea: 4ososik, XiHKa, pigHicmb, 2eHOep, CiM s,CyCcrifibcmeo.
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