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HOBAIIMU SIIMCTEMOJIOTHYECKOI'O HMHCTPYMEHTAPUS

Obcydcoatomess  Hosayuu — MemoOOI0SULECKO20 — UHCMPYMeHmapus, —npeodonesaiowue  abCcmpaxkmHolil
«aHOPOYEHMPUIM» U NO36ONAIOUWUE OMPA3UMb CYOBLEKMHOCMb PeMUHHO20 MUNA. « YCn08us snucmemonocudecKkoll
0mMBEmMCMEEHHOCIUY NPEONONA2Alom yyem 8 PereKCUBHBIX PACCYHCOCHUAX ONbIMA NOAd, CNeYUDUKU PeMUHHO2O0
Hauana 8 KoznumueHou oeamenviocmu. Ha ¢hone pasiuuenus ouckypcusnozo u 00OUCKYPCUBHO20 ONUCLIBAEMCS
bazoeasn konyenyus «f-HeonpedereHHOCMbY, COKYCUPOBAHHAS HA NPUHAMUL PPAKMATLHOU NPUPOObL HCEHCKO20
Hauana.
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THE NOVATIONS OF THE EPISTIMOLOGICAL TOOLS

It is discussed the novations of methodological tools, exceeding the abstract “androcentrism” and allowing to
reflect the subjectivity of the feminine type. “The terms of epistimological responsobility” propose the account in
reflexive experience meditations of the gender and the peculiarities of feminine basis in cognitive activity. In the
background of the difference in the discoursive and the before-discoursive the basic conception “I-indeterminate” is
described focused on the acceptance of the fractal nature of the feminine basis.
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