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AHHOTaHI/IHZ 6 cmambve paccmampuearomcs meopemuKO-memodOﬂoeuquKue OCHOBbl
U3yd4eHusl CoOyUulbHbIX npedcmaeﬂeHuﬁ 00 omyoecmee U HOpmMax MACKYJUHHOCMU 6
KOHmeKkcme coepemeHHoﬁ COL;uaJZbHOIZ ncuxosocuu. AHCI]ZMS’upyIOI’}’lC}Z Ktouesvie nooxoowl K
NOHUMAHRUIO (])enomeHa COYUAIbHbIX npedcmaeﬂeHuﬁ, PAaACKpblearomc: ocobennocmu
MACKYJIUHHOCMU KdK COYUailbHO CKOHCMPYUpOBAHHO20 A6JIEHUA, a makace
npocieastcueaemcs mpchgbopMauuﬂ 06pa3a omyoecmea 6 YCIOBUAX USMEHANOUWUXCA
2eHoepHvix Hopm. Ocoboe eHuMaHue YOensemcs MON00eddCU KAK COYUANbHOU 2epynne,
Haxoa;m;eﬁc;z 6 npoyecce nepeoCcmslCierusl mpaduuuozmblx Mmooeneu MYoHcecmeeHHocmu u
podumeﬂbcmea. HOK‘CBLZHO, ymo coyuailbHvle npedcmaeﬂenuﬂ 00 omyoecmee
Gdopmupyromes noo GIUsAHUEM KYAbMYPHBIX, COYUANbHBIX U NCUXOIOSUYECKUX aKmopos u
MEeCHO C643dHbl C 00MuHupyi0u;uMu HOPMAMU MACKYJIIUHHOCMU.

Abstract: the article examines the theoretical and methodological foundations of
studying social representations of fatherhood and norms of masculinity within the
framework of contemporary social psychology. Key approaches to understanding social
representations are analyzed, and masculinity is considered as a socially constructed
phenomenon. Particular attention is paid to the transformation of fatherhood under
changing gender norms. Youth is viewed as a social group actively rethinking traditional
models of masculinity and parenting. It is shown that social representations of fatherhood
are formed under the influence of cultural, social, and psychological factors and are closely
related to dominant norms of masculinity.
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B ycnoBusX COBpEeMEHHBIX COLIMAJIBHBIX W3MEHEHUH mpolieMa OTLOBCTBA U
MacKyJIMHHOCTU MpuoOpeTaeT ocoOyl0 akTyalbHOCTh. TpajMIIMOHHBIE IMPEACTaBICHUS Q0
MY>XKYMHE KaK HCKIIOYUTEIBHO JOOBITYMKE W HOCUTENE BJIACTH B CEMbE HOCTCK\
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YTPauyuBalOT CBOK YCTOWYUBOCTH, yCTyIasi MECTO 0oJiee TMOKUM U BapUATUBHBIM MOJEISIM
MY>KCKOH HMJIGHTMYHOCTH. B 3TO# CBSI3M 0COOBIN HAY4YHBIM WHTEpEC MPEJCTaBIISICT aHATU3
COLIMANIBHBIX MPEACTABICHUN 00 OTIIOBCTBE M HOPMAaxX MACKYJIMHHOCTH, TOCKOJIbKY UMEHHO
OHU OTPAXKAIOT KOJUIEKTUBHBIN OMBIT, IEHHOCTH U OKUJAHUs OOILIECTBA.

[TonsiTe conuanbHBIX MpEACTaBICHUM OBUIO BBeACHO B Hay4dHbli oOopoT C.
MockoBUYH, KOTOpBIM paccMaTpuBall UX Kak 0co0y0 (opMy COIMAJIbHOIO 3HAHUSA,
BO3HHUKAIONIYI0 B TMpOIlECCE KOMMYHHUKAIMM W COBMECTHOW JeATeNbHOCTU Jrojen [1].
ComuanbHple TMPEJCTaBICHUS] BBIMOJHAIOT (DYHKIMIO MHTEPHpPETAlUd PeaJbHOCTH,
II03BOJISAsI MHIMBUAAM OPUEHTHPOBATHCS B COLUMAIBHOM MHUPE MW BBICTPAauBaTh MOJIEIHU
NOBEJCHUsA. B KOHTEKCTE IeHEPHBIX MCCIIEIOBAHMI COIMAIbHBIE TPEACTABICHUS UTPAIOT
KJIIOUEBYIO POJIb, TaK KaK MMEHHO Ye€pe3 HHUX 3aKPEIUISIIOTCA M MEepeAaroTcss HOPMBI
MY>KECTBEHHOCTH U POJUTEIILCTBA.

C Touku 3penus X.-K. A6Gpuka, comnmanbHble MPEACTABICHHUS UMEIOT CTPYKTYPHYIO
OpraHu3aIMio, BKJIIOYAIOIIYI0 IEHTPAIBHOE SAPO W TepudepudecKue >3IEMEHTH [2].
[{eHTpanpHOE AOPO OTpAXkKAET yCTOWUMBBIC, KYJIbTYPHO 3aKPEIUICHHBIC 3HAYEHUS, TOTAa KaK
nepudepust Oojiee UYYBCTBUTEIbHA K COLMAIbHBIM H3MEHEHHsIM. [IpUMEHUTENBHO K
OTLIOBCTBY A3TO O3HAYaE€T, 4YTO 0a30BbI€ OXKUIAHUS, CBSA3aHHBIE C OTBETCTBEHHOCTHIO U
3a00TON O CeMbe, COXPaHAIOTCS, B TO BpeMs KaK CIOCOOBI peann3aiiii OTIOBCKOM poiu
MOTYT TpaHC(HOPMHPOBATHCH.

MackylnMHHOCTP B COBPEMEHHOM HayKe paccMaTpuUBAETCAd HE KaK OMOJIOTHYECKH
3a/laHHasl XapaKTepUCTHKA, a KaK COIMAIbHO U KYJIBTYPHO OOYCIOBIEHHBIM KOHCTPYKT. B
paMKax TEOpUM TETeMOHHOM  MAaCKyJIMHHOCTH, mpemioxkeHHon P.  Konwnenn,
MMOAYEPKUBACTCA CYIIECTBOBAHUE JOMUHUPYIOLIEH MOJEIA MYKXECTBEHHOCTH, KOTOPAs
3a/laeT HOPMATHBHBIC CTaHAAPTHI MYXKCKOTO ToBeneHus B obmiectBe [3]. OnHako naHHas
MOJIETIb HE SBJAETCS E€JUHCTBEHHOW W HEW3MEHHOW: Hapsily C HEW CYHIECTBYIOT
aNbTepHATUBHBIE OPMBI MACKYIMHHOCTH, KOTOPBIE MOTYT BCTYIATh C HEMl B IPOTHUBOPEUHE.

M. KumMmen orMedaer, YTO MAaCKYJIMHHOCTb (POPMHUPYETCSI B MpoLEecce COLMAIBLHOTO
B3aMMOJICMCTBHS U 3aBUCUT OT UCTOPUUYECKOTO U KYJbTYPHOro KOHTEKCTa [4]. B ycioBusx
COBPEMEHHOT0 ofImiecTBa HaOJMIOAAeTCs KPU3UC TPAJAULMOHHON  MAaCKYJIMHHOCTH,
CBSI3aHHBIN C U3BMEHEHHUEM POJIM MYKUYUHBI B CEMbE U POCTOM 3HAYMMOCTH SYMOLMOHAIBHON
BOBJICUEHHOCTH OTIIa B BOCHUTAaHHUE JETEH. DTO NPUBOAUT K NEPECMOTPY COLMAIBHBIX
MPEICTaBICHUH O TOM, KAKUM JIOJKEH OBITh «HACTOSIIIUNA MY>KUMHA» U «XOPOILIUI OTeI.

OTHOBCTBO KakK COLMAIBHO-TICUXOJIOTUYECKUA (EHOMEH TakXke mpeTepreBaet
3HauUMTENIbHbIC U3MEHEHUs. Ecnu paHee ponb OTHA accoUMUpOBaIach NPEMMYIIECTBEHHO C
(GYHKIMSAMH ~ KOHTPOJISI M MaTepHajbHOro OOecmedeHus, TO CeroAHs Bc€ yalie
MMOAYEPKUBACTCA €ro HMOLMOHAJIBbHAS, BOCHUTATEIbHAs W MOJACPKUBAIOLIAA POJIb.
Cornacho 3.

DPpUKCOHY, y4acTHE€ MY>KUMHBI B BOCIHUTAHUMU JETEH SBISETCA BaXKHBIM JTAlOM
MICUXOCOIMAIIBHOTO  Pa3BUTHsSI JIMYHOCTM M CBA3aHO C (POPMUPOBAHHEM 9yBCTBa

OTBETCTBEHHOCTHU U 3pENIOCTH [5]. \\‘ /
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Oco0oe 3HaueHue B M3YUYEHUU COLMAIbHBIX IPEICTABICHUI 00 OTIOBCTBE HMEET
MOJIO/IEKb, MOCKOJIBKY MMEHHO B ATOM BO3pacTe MPOUCXOIUT aKTUBHOE (popMUpOBaHUE
KU3HCHHBIX YCTAHOBOK, IIEHHOCTEW M TIpEeACTaBICHUN O Oyayiied CceMeWHOW poI.
Monoapie JrOAM  OJHOBPEMEHHO YCBAaWMBAKOT TPAAMLIMOHHBIE T'EHIEPHBIE HOPMBI H
CTAJKMBAIOTCA C QJIbTEPHATUBHBIMU MOJEISIMU MACKYJIUHHOCTH, TPAHCIUPYEMbIMU
CpEJICTBAMHU MacCOBOM HH(OpMalMM U COLUAIBHBIMU HMHCTUTYTaMH. B pesynbrare ux
COLIMAJIbHBIE TPEACTABICHUS 00 OTLOBCTBE HOCIT NMPOTHUBOPEUYMBBIM XapakTep, coueras
3JIEMEHTHI TPAJIULUOHHBIX U COBPEMEHHBIX B3IJIS/IOB.

TakuMm o0pa3zoM, aHAIU3 TEOPETUUYECKUX MOIXO00B MO3BOJISET CAENATh BBIBOJ O TOM,
YTO COLMANbHBIE MPEACTABICHUS 00 OTIIOBCTBE M HOPMAaX MAaCKYJIMHHOCTH SIBISIOTCS
JTMHAMUYHBIM 00pa30BaHHEM, OTPAXKAIOIIUM MPOLIECCHl TpaHC(HOpMAIUU TeHAEPHBIX poJieh
B COBPEMEHHOM o01ecTBe. X nzydeHue npeacrapisieT BaXXHYIO OCHOBY JJIsl TajbHEHIINX
SMIUPUUECKUX HCCIIEOBaHUI, HANIPABJICHHBIX HA BBISIBJICHHE OCOOCHHOCTEW BOCTIPHUATHUS
OTILIOBCTBA Y MOJIOACKH.

In the context of contemporary social changes, the issue of fatherhood and masculinity
has become particularly relevant. Traditional perceptions of men exclusively as
breadwinners and holders of authority within the family are gradually losing their stability,
giving way to more flexible and diverse models of male identity. In this regard, the analysis
of social representations of fatherhood and norms of masculinity is of special scientific
Interest, as they reflect the collective experience, values, and expectations of society.

The concept of social representations was introduced into scientific discourse by S.
Moscovici, who defined them as a specific form of social knowledge arising in the process
of communication and joint activity [1]. Social representations perform the function of
interpreting reality, enabling individuals to navigate the social world and construct
behavioral patterns. Within gender studies, social representations play a key role, as norms
of masculinity and parenthood are established and transmitted through them.

According to J.-C. Abric, social representations have a structural organization that
includes a central core and peripheral elements [2]. The central core reflects stable,
culturally 3akperiennbie meanings, while the periphery is more sensitive to social change.
Applied to fatherhood, this implies that fundamental expectations related to responsibility
and care for the family are preserved, whereas the ways in which the paternal role is
realized may transform.

In contemporary scholarship, masculinity is viewed not as a biologically
predetermined characteristic but as a socially and culturally constructed phenomenon.
Within the framework of the theory of hegemonic masculinity, proposed by R. Connell, the
existence of a dominant model of masculinity is emphasized, setting normative standards
for male behavior in society [3]. However, this model is neither the only nor an unchanging
one; alongside it, alternative forms of masculinity exist that may contradict the hegemonic
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M. Kimmel notes that masculinity is formed through social interaction and depends on
historical and cultural contexts [4]. In modern society, a crisis of traditional masculinity is
observed, associated with changes in men’s roles within the family and the growing
importance of fathers’ emotional involvement in childrearing. This leads to a
reconsideration of social representations of what constitutes a “real man” and a “good
father.”

Fatherhood as a socio-psychological phenomenon is also undergoing significant
changes. Whereas previously the paternal role was predominantly associated with functions
of control and material provision, today increasing emphasis is placed on its emotional,
educational, and supportive dimensions. According to E. Erikson, men’s involvement in
childrearing represents an important stage of psychosocial development and is linked to the
formation of responsibility and maturity [5].

Youth is of particular importance in the study of social representations of fatherhood,
as this period is characterized by the active formation of life orientations, values, and
perceptions of future family roles. Young people simultaneously internalize traditional
gender norms and encounter alternative models of masculinity transmitted through mass
media and social institutions. As a result, their social representations of fatherhood tend to
be contradictory, combining elements of both traditional and contemporary perspectives.

Thus, the analysis of theoretical approaches allows us to conclude that social
representations of fatherhood and norms of masculinity constitute a dynamic construct
reflecting the transformation of gender roles in modern society. Their study provides an
important foundation for further empirical research aimed at identifying the specific
features of youth perceptions of fatherhood.
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