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Technology as a socio-historical phenomenon

Abstract. The article reveals the authors' vision of the essence of the technology
as a sociohistorical phenomenon. It is based on the idea that technology is not only a
set of technical devices but a segment of the general system — a society — located
between a social medium and its natural surroundings in the form of a peculiar social
technosphere, which simultaneously separates and connects them. The main objective
purpose of the technosphere is to promote the effective rendering of society-generated
entropy outwards; it defines the features of the technosphere as a sociohistorical
phenomenon. The analogues of such material formations take place also in wildlife
(from the spider-web to the beaver dam) but are very few and arise from the
implementation of instinctive programs of the species. In a person's consciousness,
such programmes are not given by “nature”, they are formed on the basis of
“desobjectivation” of technical objects available in society. In the process of
“desobjectivation” the essence, the “logic of the subject” becomes the achievement
of a person and due to his abilities is filled with new meaning. As a result, the
technology is a materially ideal phenomenon: on the one hand, it is a set of technical
objects and on the other hand — technical thinking of a person, the highest
manifestation of which is technical sciences nowadays. Properly technical objects are
created by society to meet the individual and social needs of a person. These are
primarily consumption items; due to their manmade nature, the question of production
means development arises, which over time becomes increasingly important, especially
by virtue of their significant impact on social relations (which in time also require
certain technical devices for their implementation). The complex of these devices forms
the techno sphere of society as a compound integrity. Not only groups of different in
application technical objects become the constituent parts of the technosphere, but also
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their conglomerates designed to perform certain functions, which, similar to the
biological branch, were called techno enosis; in the latter at the account of a peculiar
“competition”, the development of these components in particular and the
technosphere integrally takes place. However, despite consistency, the technosphere is
a subsystem of a society, therefore, there is no perspective of creating certain laws of
its development and an appropriate coherent periodization. For this reason, the
scientific periodization of the development of technology as such is connected with the
purpose of the given research and is defined by it.
Keywords: technology; technosphere; technical thinking; technical devices;
technocenosis

Introduction: problem statement.

At the present stage of human civilization, the development of the general changes
in social realities occurs very quickly. One of its most important factors is the rapid
development of technology. Its study and successful interpolation will determine the
possibility of the scientific forecast of the influence of technology on the course of
iconic processes in society for the near future and will allow improving the conditions
of scientific prediction of the technology impact on future social processes. The
implementation of this task requires the definition of the essence of technology as a
social phenomenon. The researchers have studied this question for a while and still,
there are many different perspectives. This problem is studied as by Ukrainian
(Vynnyk, 2016; Melnyk, 2010; Mykhailovskyi, 2018; Muratova, 2019;
Chornomordenko & Kachak, 2016; Chursinova, 2014), so foreign (McLain, Irving-
Bell, Wooff, & Morrison-Love, 2019; Nishimura, Kanoshima, & Kono, 2019; Kahlau,
Schneider, & Souza-Lima, 2019; Oliveira, 2020; Ushakov, 2017; Jaspers, 2012)
researchers. Consider the existence of different points of view on a set of defined
Issues.

The purpose of the proposed article is to present an original vision of the specified
subject. The accents defined by us seem to be the most approximate to understanding
the profound realities of technology as a social phenomenon.

The methods of research are chosen on the basis of historical scientific reliability
of technical progress, special methods of technology development processes research.
The article is based on scientific, theoretically-critical use of the previous research
on the history of technology.

Results and discussions.

The technology is one of the most important social phenomena and as such
deserves close attention. The research of technology as a specific phenomenon
presupposes the starting of its definition, though there are lots of them nowadays.
Basically, four interpretations of this phenomenon essence are defined, in particular:
technology as a tool for work, as a system of artificial bodies of activity, as a public
material system, as organized by man substance and energy. The analysis of dozens of
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technology definitions indicates the absence of an expanded definition of the term that
would cover all the features of the phenomenon. They either do not include all its
manifestations (based mainly on the means of production), or do not sufficiently take
into consideration its social nature. It is thought that the comprehension of this social
phenomenon should begin with the analysis of society as a system (Kahlau, Schneider,
& Souza-Lima, 2019; Nishimura, Kanoshima, & Kono, 2019).

According to the generalized by us scientific and theoretical ideas, the
development of complex systems (in particular, living ones) provides for their
constant complication with carrying out entropy to the external environment. The
passage of junction points is followed by the transition to a higher structural level
of development, the highest of which is society as a specific biological
superorganism. In the process of such development, the role of the appearance of
specific material formations, which the “living system” places between itself and
the environment, is rather important. Thus, in the animal world, gradually
complicated individual material objects — a kind of “proto-technology” (from the
spider-web to the beaver dam) are observed (Frojde, 1986, p. 17; Rukovskij, 1991,
p. 41) and in the public body, they form the technology as a necessary subsystem of
the latter.

The creation of the marked objects in wildlife takes place as an external
implementation of instinctive programs with the gradual (in the process of
evolutionary development) inclusion of their correction elements on the basis of
individual experience. In the society whose constituents (separate individuals) do
not possess such a “program” from birth, it is formed in the consciousness of the
latter as a “desobjectivation” of external objects of a technology previously created
by humans. Then these programs, in their turn, are “objectificated” in human
activities, in particular by creating new technical objects that society places between
itself and the environment. A unique algorithm is formed: “the technology manifests
itself as an active capability and power inherent not only to a separate person but to
a person as a social creature and, ultimately, to humanity as a whole” (Aliyeva,
2003).

Consequently, the technology constitutes a social subsystem that forms a
technosphere between society and the environment. It is formed by society, but from
the materials and by the rules of nature, being a natural anthropogenic formation. The
technosphere is the realization of people's activities, in particular their thinking,
throughout history, and this world is objectificated — realized in the product — thinking
of mankind, a distracted thinking in general. And the individual needs to desobjectivate
it, take possession of implemented there types of activity (Rozin, 2013). Remaining a
“lifeless” subject, the technology “comes to life”, being brought into use by the society
in accordance with its purpose. As a result, based on its genesis and conditions of
functioning, the technology as a social subsystem has two significantly different, but
inseparably linked and attributable to each other “images” — ideal and material, and can
be understood only in their “duality”.
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Technical thinking is no less important and essential constituent of technology
than its material embodiment. It, in the same manner as thinking, is a specific feature
of a person. As a physiological process it occurs in each individual brain, but in
obligatory interaction with other individuals, the “connection” with which is carried
out through the re-encoding of “internal” nerve impulses into “external” generally
significant signals through the sign systems and vice versa, which makes individual
mental cogitative processes a public one. Accordingly, the result of mental processes
objectification is the creation of two different types of material formations — carriers of
the pointed signals (signs) and technical objects.

Creation of technical objects at any level of technological development requires
appropriate knowledge, which can be obtained in different ways: directly in the process
of life-activity (practice); on the basis of aloof observation (contemplation); during the
purposeful influence on the subject, its study (experiment). Considering the
systemacity of the world around us, on the one hand, and the “fragmentation” of
knowledge in different “heads” — on the other hand, they should always be conducted
to a system the character of which is determined by the level of knowledge. There are
three such systems in history: mythology, philosophy, and science. However, only in
the latter one two interrelated forms of cognition are clearly defined: experimental —
with direct research of the object and theoretical — with the study of its simplified model
created for this purpose (Gryffen, 2012).

Nowadays, scientific knowledge has taken the dominant position and covers
almost all reality. The system of sciences, the constitution of which is defined
differently, was formed. In the most “objectivistic” system (according to “the forms of
movement”) sciences are divided into natural, with appropriate subdivisions, and
social. There is no place for technical sciences in such system. However, often the
division of sciences is made according to their purpose: the study of society itself and
its habitat. Then the existence of technical sciences, the object of which is the
technosphere, which divides (and connects) the natural environment and society as a
specific phenomenon of the real world with its features, is natural.

Belonging to that kind of sciences system, the technical sciences still significantly
differ from others relative to the specifics of its objective existence (its “manmade”
nature) and their own purposes. A Nobel prize holder, a prominent American scientist
Herbert Simon emphasized that if the main purpose of natural sciences is perception
(analysis prevails), so for the technical sciences an ultimate purpose is to create a
“second nature” (synthesis dominates) (Sajmon, 2004) In an experimental research, the
main thing is not to obtain knowledge, but to improve the object. As for theoretical
research, since in each case the ultimate goal is to create a class of technical devices, a
kind of simplified model turns out to be a specific real device of this class.

The creation of technical devices is carried out by society to meet the needs of a
person, and therefore their character and “nomenclature” are largely defined by these
needs (Maslow, 1954). Among a significant number of systems emphasizing different
human needs the so-called “Maslow's hierarchy of needs” is the most wide-spread.
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However, it does not take into account the fact that the carrier of needs — the individual
— Is simultaneously an element of higher integrity (society). It is he who, by virtue of
his complexity and his own prehistory, is an integral system. It follows that two
interconnected systems of needs are peculiar for a person. Thus, the composition and
functions of the technical system should take into account both individual needs of a
person (in objects of assimilation, creating comfortable conditions, providing constant
physical and mental job), and social needs (in society as such, communication, self-
esteem).

In primitive society, a complex of things that provided material interaction of the
tribe community with the environment, was concentrated in the dwelling of that time
(including the latter) (Tolochko & Stanko, 1997). With respect to the unity of
production and consumption, the labour sharing (except sex and age distinction) did
not exist as well as the differentiation of technical objects types. At the same time, the
dwelling became an environment which confronted the external world, it was the place
of each individual person formation — both in desobjectivation of manmade objects and
in meeting social needs. Therefore, in this case, the technical system was of a syncretic
character.

The technical objects, usually called consumption items, first of all, serve to meet
the individual needs of people. Regarding assimilation problems, the consumption
items mainly play a supporting role. And the needs of comfortable conditions are
almost fully provided with their help. The appointed needs have a wide assortment —
from clothing to sports devices. In fact, these very items are the things a person really
needs.

However, the “man-made” nature of the necessary consumption items naturally
causes the appearance of other technical devices, which are not directly aimed at
meeting human needs, but provide the possibility of their creation — the production
tools (or, more broadly, means of production). One of the first to deal with the problems
of aesthetics of technical objects and industrial design was Franz Reuleaux (1829-1905
biennium), an outstanding German mechanic engineer, lecturer of the Royal Technical
School in Berlin (nowadays, Berlin Technical University). He was called “Poet of
Technology” and believed that with the help of technical devices in general, or tools in
particular, we make “the internal processes of the material world to act and work for
our purpose” (Ryolo, 1885, p.1). They provide the creation of other types of
technologies, in particular the means of production, for further technological progress.
The importance of this type of technology involves their significant influence on
industrial relations, namely, the social system, creating working conditions. In the
process of society and technology development, this type of technology progresses at
the fastest pace and becomes the most diverse. It consists of numerous classes and
subclasses, significantly expanding social opportunities in interaction with the
environment (McLain, Irving-Bell, Wooff, & Morrison-Love, 2019). Thus, it should
be logical to conclude that the means of work are not only the criterion of the human
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labour power development but also the indicator of social relations in which labour is
carried out.

However, the society in interaction with the environment faces the need to act in
the form of integrity, which with its quantitative growth and spread also involves the
use of certain technical means (in order to provide integrity). The means of
communication supposed to provide material (substantial and energetic) (transport)
and informational (linking) streams serve as unifying, integrated objects. They fulfill
this role both in reference to the elements of society — individuals and social groups,
and to their production activities. The latter comprises communication means as
belonging to the means of production.

The increasing number of social entities leads to the intensification of various
kinds of contacts between them. The growth and complicacy of each entity are also
accompanied by structural changes. They are primarily connected with the distribution
of labour and the distinguishing of separate production social groups with different
interests. In both cases, the appropriate types of technical devices (separate) are needed,
which, above all, include weapons and military technology in general. Another type of
technical devices of this kind is articles of luxury. Such articles can be used both as
special technical devices and the objects of other technology types, which obtain a
high-status character.

Accordingly, the technology is a system with a complex structure, which is due
to its transformation into a dynamic developing system. In this context, the
technosphere is compared to the biosphere. It stands to reason that there is a significant
difference between the elements of these dynamic systems — the biological personality
and the technical device (product). First of all, it is the difference between the living
and the lifeless. This specific element includes differences both in functioning
(regarding entropy) and in structure (heterogeneity of materials in the first case, and
homogeneity — in the second one). However, there is something in common between
them, as complex formations require a certain “previous plan” for their
implementation. Although there are significant differences in this case too (Libberta,
1982, p. 18).

The biological personality is self-created in accordance with the program laid in
its genotype, which is connected with each cell of the organism. Its “construction” is a
process that in ontogenesis repeats phylogenetic development — since a biological
person, regardless of the development level in ontogenesis, should successfully
function in the environment as a separate organism at each stage. The technical device
is created by a society from ready-made components, and only in a programmed form
it starts to function by itself. But it also needs some kind of genotype — external in
regard to this device. Today, such a “genotype” is a document (sometimes called a
passport), without changes in which no “phenotypic” transformations in the device is
possible. Still, in both cases, the new peculiarities of “organisms” arise in the form of
random mutations in the genotype, which are fixed in with respect to natural selection
or social practice.
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Another important similarity of technical and biological is that in both cases a
separate “organism” can only function in a particular conglomerate (Malaspina, 2019).
This refers not only to the biosphere or the technosphere as a whole but also to some
local unities, which are called "biocenosis™ in relation to living organisms. Technical
devices, by analogy, received such name as “technocenosis”. Cenosis is a kind of
system that differs from the system properly in that its whole structure is influenced
much more by the properties of separate components which are already included in it.
These communities of any kind have a common — as distinct from Gaussian — nature
of the elements distribution. It is in the composition of cenosis that specific technical
devices perform functions in the technosphere, and therefore largely determine the
dynamics of the latter.

It stands to reason that the development of technology in general and in its
structural and functioning units, as well as any material objects, is directed by certain
patterns. Therefore, the researchers seek to find the “general laws” of this development.
In our opinion, such question setting is as scientifically incorrect as attempts to find the
“general laws” of physics or biology. Regarding the technology, the attempt to use the
so-called “laws” of Hegelian dialectic cannot be recognized as legitimate. These “laws”
are designed for an ideal single object that does not arise, does not disappear, and does
not come into interaction with anything. This fundamentally distinguishes an ideal
single object from real objects. Valid “laws of technology” should concern its real
objects, even if they have different levels of generalization and idealization.

Since the development of technology is a historical process, there is a problem of
its periodization. The corresponding numerous periodizations are reduced to two basic
principles. As for the first, the periodization of the development of technology as a
social phenomenon should coincide with the periodization of society development;
according to the second, the technology in its development is self-sufficient,
subordinate to its own laws and not only independent of the development of society
but dramatically affects it. Both principles reflect the significant features of technology
and have the right to exist. However, in reality, the development of technology that
complies with two different types of consistent patterns, cannot be determined by any
of them. Therefore, the periodization of its development can be the only relative,
depending on the purpose of the research.

The main direction of the general development of technology is the gradual
transference of partial technical functions of a person to technical devices. Initially, it
concerned the tool that interacted with the subject of work and changed it directly;
subsequently — types of energy spent by a human being on this interaction (muscle
strength, then — the energy of animals, and then — the forces of nature), and finally
control and management of these processes. Today, despite the importance of all
appointed aspects, the latter gained special attention. It is associated with a significant
increase of productivity, and what is the most important, a gradual more and more
complete transference of “alive” workers’ functions to the technical systems.
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Eventually, the time when only the purposefulness and general control will be kept by
a person and everything else will be performed by technical systems will come.

Conclusions.

One of the most important social phenomena — technology, comprises a created
by mankind in relation to the environment a special sphere that separates them and
simultaneously connects with each other. Materially specified technosphere consists of
a system of technical devices designed both to meet the needs of separate individuals
and society as a whole. However, the set of technical devices inherently is not yet a
technology, because only the direct efforts of people “restores it to life” and makes it
effective. The development of technology is of spontaneous character and is
determined by the momentum of socio-historical evolution, not intrinsically but
through interaction with the relevant structural and functional changes of human
society.
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Jleonin I'pidpden
HarionansHuit icropuko-apxiTektypHuii My3eit “KuiBcbka doprens”, Ykpaina

Hanis Pu:xeBa
MukonaiBcbkuil HalloHaIbHUM yHIBepcuTeT iMeH1 B. O. CyxomauHcskoro, Ykpaina

TexHika, Ik COmiaJIbHO-ICTOPUYHE SIBHIILE

Anomauia. Y cmammi npe3eHmosaHi Ys8/1eHHs a8mopie Npo CYMHICMb MexXHIKU,
K COYIANbHO-ICMOPUYHO20 Asuwd. B tioco ochogi nesxcumv nocnsnd Ha mMexHIiKy
He NPOCmOo 5K HA CYKYNHICMb MEXHIYHUX NPUCMPOI8, ane sIK Ha NIOCUCmeMy 3a2albHoi
cucmemu — CyCnilbCmeéd, WO PO3MAULOBAHA MINC COYIYMOM i 1020 NPUPOOHUM
OMOYEHHAM ) BU2IA0L CBOEPIOHOI CYCNINbHOI mexHocGepu, wo ix 00HOYACHO
po3medicogye ti 00 ’eonye. Ochogne 006 €KmugHe NPU3HAYEHHs MeXHOchepu — Cnpusimu
epeKmueHoMy BUHECEHHIO 2eHePOBAHOI CYCNINbCMBOM eHMpONii HA308HI; BOHO
BU3HAYAE XAPAKMEPUCMUKU MEXHOChepuU AK COYIaNIbHO-ICMOpUYH020 asuwa. Ananoau
MmakKkozo pooy MamepiaibHUxX YmeopeHb Maroms micye U )y meapuHHoMy cGimi (8i0
nagymunHs 00 600po6oi epebii), 0OHAK € NOOOUHOKUMU U BUHUKAIOMb VHACTIOOK
peanizayii IHCMUHKMUBHUX NPOSPAM OCOOUH. V ceioomocmi n100uHU maxi npozspamu
He 3aK1aoaromscs “npupoooio”’, 8oHU opMyrOmubcs Ha OCHOBI “‘po3npeomeyenHs’”
HAsIBHUX V CYCRLIbCcMBI MexHiYHux o0 ’ckmis. Y npoyeci ‘“poznpeomeuenns’™
cymuicms, ‘“‘702ika npeomema’ cmaomv OOCASHEHHAM JMHOOUHU 1 3a80aKU il
30i0HOCMAM HANOBHIOIOMbC HOBUM 3MICMOM. Y makutl cnocib, mexHika cmaHo8uUms
Asuwe mamepianbHo-ideanbHe. 3 00H020 DOKY ye CYKYNHICMb MEeXHIYHUX 00 '€Kmis, a
3 [HUW020 — MEeXHIYHe MUCTIeHHS TI0OUHU, BULYUM NPOSBOM K020 CbO2OOHI € MEXHIUHI
Hayku. Brachne, mexniuni 00 ’€kmu cmeopiolomvcs CyCRilbCMBOM 05 3a0080J€HH s
iHOUgioyanvHux 1 cycnilbHux nompe6 moounu. lLle, nepw 3a 6ce, npedomemu
CHOJICUBAHHA, Y 38 A3KY 3 IX PYKOMBOPHICMIO NOCMAE NUMAHHS PO3GUMK) 3Ac00i8
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BUPOOHUYMEBA, WO 3 4acoOM Habysac 6ce OLNbUIO2O 3HAYEHHS, 0COOUBO 3ABOAKU
IXHbOMY ICMOMHOMY 8NIUBY HA 8CI CYCNIIbHI CMPYKMYPU (K 32000M OJi51 peanizayii
KOHKDEMHUX 3a60aHb MAKONC BUMA2AI0OMb NeBHUX MeXHIYHUX npucmpois). Komnnexc
yux npucmpois ¢opmye mexrHocepy cycninbcmea AK CKIAOHY YINICHICMb.
CkraoHukamu mexHocghepu cmarome He auule 2pynu pPIi3HUX 34 NPUSHAYEHHIM
MEeXHIYHUX 00 €Kmis, aie U IXHI KOHeloMepamu, NPUsHayeHi 01l GUKOHAHHS NeGHUX
@DYHKYIU, AKI, AHAIO2IYHO 00 0I0NI02TYHOL 2ay3i, OMPUMATU HA38) MEXHOYEHO3I8, 8
OCMAHHIX 34 PAXYHOK CBOEPIOHOI “KoHKypeHyii” 6i00y8acmuvcs po36UMOK YKA3aHUX
CKIAOHUKI6 30Kpema i mexHocgepu 6 yinomy. QOHAK, NONPU CUCEMHICb,
mexHocgepa € nidcucmemoro CyCcniibcmaea, omace, 2001 CHOOI8AMUCH HA BIOHALIOEHHS
OKpeMUX 3aKOHI8 il po36UMKY i CMBOpeHHs 8i0N06i0HOT YinicHoi nepiodusayii. Tomy
HAyKoea nepioousayis po36UmK) 61dcHe MexHIKU No8 s3aHa 3 Memol KOHKPEemHO20
00CN0NCEeHHS | BU3HAUEHA Helo.

Kniwouoei cnoea: mexuika; mexnocgepa, mexHiuHe MUCLEHHS, MEXHIYHI
npuUCmpoi; mexHoyeHo3u

Jleouun I'pucdpen
HanunoHalibHBIN HCTOPUKO-apXUTEKTYpHBIN My3el “KueBckas kpenocts”’, YKkpanHa

Hanexna PoikeBa
HuxonaeBckuil HallMOHaIbHbIM yHUBEpcUTET UMEeHH B. A. CyxoMiMHCKOTO, YKpanHa

Texnmca, KaK COIIMAJIBbHO-UCTOPUYIECKOC SIBJICHHE

Annomayuna. B cmamve u3nodxcenvt npeocmasieHuss agmopos O CYWHOCMU
MEeXHUKU, KAK COYUATbHO-UCMOPUYECKO20 A6NeHus. B e2o ocHose neaxcum 632150 Ha
MEeXHUKY He KaK HA COBOKYNHOCMb MEXHUYECKUX YCMpPOUucms, a KaK Ha NoOCUCeMY
obweti cucmemsl — obwecmea. Pacnonoscennas 6 6uoe ceoeobpasnoti 0ouecmeenHou
mexHocghepbl, MeAHcOY COYUYMOM U €20 NPUPOOHBIM OKPYHCEHUEM, OHA OOHOBPEMEHHO
pasepanuuueaem u obwveounsem ux. (OcHOBHOe 00bEKMUBHOe HA3HAYEHUe
mexHocgepvl  — cnocobcmeosamsv  IPHEKMUBHOMY BbIHECEHUI0 2eHepUpPyemoll
00Wecmeom IHMPONUU HAPYHCY, OHO Onpeodesien XapaxKmepucmuKku mexHocgepvi
KaK COYUAIbHO-UCMOPUYECKO20 SABNeHUs. AHanocu makoeo pooa MamepuanbHbix
00pa3o8anull uUMerom Mecmo U 8 JHCUBOMHOM Mupe (om naymuuvl 00 000po6oU
NJIOMUHBL), OOHAKO OHU eOUHUYHble U BOZHUKAIOM BCLeOCm8ue peanu3ayuu
UHCMUHKMUBHBIX Npocpamm ocobell. B co3nanuu uenosexka maxue npozpammsl He
3akaaovleaomces “npupoooi”’, oHu opmupyromces Ha ocHoge ‘pacnpeomedusarus’”’
uMerwuxcsa 6 ooujecmae mexuuieckux o0ovekmos. B npoyecce “pacnpeomeyusanus’”
CyWyHocmb, “102uKka npeomema’’ CMAHOBAMCs 00CMUICEHUEeM YelogeKa U, 0.1a200aps
€20 CnoCOOHOCMAM, HANOJIHAIOMCS HOBbIM cooepaicanuem. Takum oOpa3om, mexHuxka
npedcmasisiem AGNEHUe MAmMepualbHo-UuoeaibHoe. ¢ OOHOU CHMOPOHbl, MO
COBOKYNHOCMb MEXHU4ecKux 00beKmos, a ¢ Opyeou — mMeXHUYecKkoe MbllleHUe
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Ye08eKa, GblCUUUM NPOSBTIEHUEM KOMOPO20 Ce200Hs ABNAIOMC MeXHUYecKue HayKu.
CobcmeenHo, mexuuyeckue 00vekmuvl co30aromes 0ouecmeom 0is y0o8iemeopeHus
UHOUBUOYATLHBIX U 00UjeCB8EeHHbIX NompeOHOCmell Yeloseka. Dmo, npexjicoe 8cezo,
npeomemsl NOMpeONeHUsl;, 8 C643U C UX PYKOMBOPHOCMbIO BO3HUKAEM BONPOC
COBEPUIEHCMBOBAHUS OPYOULL NPOU3BOOCMBA, YMO CO 8peMeHeM npuobpemaem 8ce
bonvutee 3Hauenue, 0COOEHHO 01a200aps Ux CyuleCmeeHHOMY 8030eliCMBUI0 HA 6Ce
cmpykmypol 0bwecmea (Komopwvie 01 peamusayuu KOHKPEemHbIX 3a0ay Mmakice
mpeoyom OnpeoenénHbiX mexHudeckux ycmpotuicms). Komnnexc smux ycmpoticmeé
Gopmupyem mexnocgepy obujecmsa kaxk croxcHyro yerocmuocms. Cocmasuaomumu
mexHocgepvl  CMAHOBAMC He MOAbKO 2SPYNAblL  PA3IUYHBIX N0  HA3HAYEHUIO
MeXHUYeCcKUx 00bEeKmos, HO U UX KOH2IoMepamul, NpeOHA3HAYeHHble 015 8bINOIHEHUS]
onpeodenennvix ynxyui. Ilo ananoeuu c Ouon02cUUeCKolu ompacivlo OHU NOLYYULU
HA36aHUe MEeXHOYEHO0308, 8 MNOCIeOHUX 3d cyem C80e0Opa3Hou “KonKypeHyuu'
APOUCX00UM pa3zeumue YKa3aHHbIX COCMAGIAIOWUX 8 YACMHOCMU U mexHocepbl 8
yenom. OOHako, HecMomps Ha CUCMEMHOCMb, mexHochepa A61emcs NoOCUCmemMou
obwecmea, cied0osamenvbHo, He CMOUM HAOesAMbCsl HA O0OHAPY’CeHUue OMOeNbHbIX
3aKOH06 ee pa3eumus U CO30aHue COOMEemcmayouleli YeroCmHou nepuoousayul.
Iloomomy Hayunasa nepuoousayus pazeumusi cOOCMBEHHO MEXHUKU C8A3AHA C Yelblo
KOHKPEMHO20 UCCAe008AHUSL U Onpedeietd eio.

Kntouesvie cnoea: mexnuka, mexHocepa, mexHuueckoe MblldleHUE,
mexHuyecKue yCmpoucmea, mexHoyeHo3
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