ISSN 2227-6246 (Print) 3B6IPHUK HAYKOBUX MPALb

ISSN 2663-6956 (Online) «MPOBJIEMMW CYYACHOI NCUXO10r1i»
DOI: https://doi.org/10.32626/2227-6246.2026-67 2026. BUIYCK 67
UDC 159.9.01+[316.6:303.44] YIK 159.9.01+[316.6:303.44]

Historical and Psychological Retrospective of the
Genesis of “Social Connection” Concept and its
Research Prospect

IcTopuko-ncuxonoriyHa peTpocnekTvBa reHesu
KOHL,eNTYy «CcoLjia/ibHUI 3B'A30K» Ta NepcneKkTuBa
MOro AocCnig>XeHHs

“Koval Hennadiy
Ph.D. in Psychology,

Assistant Professor of the Department of Philology,
Zaporizhzhia National University,
Zaporizhzhia (Ukraine)

ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3250-0128
Researcher ID: L-8537-2017
E-mail: Gennadiy83zp@i.ua

Kosaas I'ennaniin
HoxTop dimocodii B ramysi ncuxoJiorii,
IOIeHT Kadeapu ICUXO0JIOTIT,
3anopispKuil HalliOHAJbHUI YHIBEPCUTET,
M. 3amopixkixsa (YKpaina)

ABSTRACT

The article aims to highlight the theoretical analysis of the “social connec-
tion” concept and its transformation throughout the 20th-century historical ret-
rospective.
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Research methods. To achieve the study’s objectives, a historical-psycho-
logical analysis was employed to identify, compare, and synthesize the relevant
research material.

Research results. The study offers a theoretical analysis of the evolution of
“social connection” at the intersection of sociological, socio-psychological, and
general psychological discourses. The genesis of the term is traced from classical
structural sociological concepts, where connection serves as an objective, static
basis for solidarity, to functionalist and interactionist approaches that empha-
size rational social action and procedural forms of sociation. Special attention is
paid to non-classical interpretations, where social connection transforms from
an “external given” into a subjective individual resource. Through the lens of
contemporary theories, social connection is conceptualized as social capital —
a resource for accumulation and investment that serves as the foundation of
public trust. It is noted that in the context of Ukrainian scholarly thought, social
connection is conceptualized primarily within a non-classical paradigm: as a tool
of resilience and a key professional competence for specialists in territorial com-
munities. Approaches to the term’s parameterization are examined, revealing
challenges in achieving its unambiguous understanding. In particular, the study
reveals the functional differentiation between strong and weak ties as commu-
nity resilience resources, as well as the distinction between social connections
and contacts as interaction parameters.

Conclusions. The results of the analysis demonstrate the necessity of estab-
lishing “socio-psychological connection” as an independent object of psychologi-
cal research. A definition of the connection is proposed as a form of organiza-
tion of the whole that determines the mode of existence of its parts. The study
substantiates that inclusion in such a connection radically transforms the archi-
tecture of the individual psyche, creating a space for supra-individual mental
phenomena that are irreducible to individual ones.

Key words: carrier of the psychic, supra-individual mental phenomena, so-
cial connection, sociation, social capital, structural functionalism, socio-psycho-
logical resource.

Introduction
Today, in the discourse of social issues, the approach to de-
fining social connection through the concept of relationships is
deeply entrenched, where it is understood as a system of rela-
tionships between people. At the same time, interpretations of
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social connection based on the interaction of individuals (sub-
jects, agents, actors) are no less prevalent. These focus on the
mode of social exchange, highlighting the mutual dependence or
compatibility of people and groups. Social connection can also
be viewed as a system of factors — such as relationships, interac-
tions, and contacts — that unify individuals, groups, and society.
These factors regulate collective activities and the formation of
social institutions, ultimately defining an individual’s position
within them. It is also worth noting the interpretation of social
connection through the lens of social influence, which serves as
its dynamic dimension. While the connection itself represents
a structure, influence acts as the kinetic energy that enables
this structure to function (Durkheim, 2018; Homans, 1958;
Parsons, 1970; Prislin, 2025; Turner et al., 2011; Coriosoris,
2014).

Thus, a distinct trend can be observed within the discourse
on social issues: a tendency toward the mutual definition of core
analytical categories, where basic social phenomena are inter-
preted through one another. At the same time, this trend neither
culminates in an attempt to synthesize these analytical tools into
a more fundamental category, nor does it foster a clear consen-
sus on the semantic substance of the concepts involved — particu-
larly that of social connection.

On the other hand, another feature can be identified: the
specification of the meaning of general scientific concepts as
they are integrated into the disciplinary discourses of social
studies (such as social and general psychology or sociology) as a
methodological research tool. As can be observed, this procedure
introduces concepts such as «influence», «interaction», «rela-
tionship», «connection», «cause», «system», and «whole and
part» into the disciplinary fields of these sciences. Typically,
this process involves appending the predicate «social», «socio-
psychological», or «psychological» to these general categories,
followed by a further clarification of their conceptual substance
in light of such modification.
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Methods and methodology

As can be observed, the issues described above tend toward
a methodological focus of analysis. At the same time, within
the scope of historical-psychological inquiry, scientific inte-
rest typically lies in revealing the transformation of perceptions
regarding the subject of study. In this context, the traditional
methodological approach for analyzing such changes involves
both the direct disclosure of the grounds for declared shifts in
subject interest (research programs, paradigms in general) and
the tracing of undeclared changes in the interpretation of a gi-
ven concept’s meaning. After all, a shift in a term’s conceptual
substance without a change in the term itself reflects, in a spe-
cific way, the evolution of scientific understanding within a par-
ticular field of inquiry.

Thus, the application of historical-psychological reconstruc-
tion to the genesis and transformation of the concept of “social
connection” should facilitate the clarification of its conceptual
substance. This, in turn, will contribute to identifying the pros-
pects for its investigation within the framework of contempo-
rary psychological and socio-psychological discourse.

The purpose of this article is to present the results of a theo-
retical analysis of the conceptual substance of the term “social
connection” within the historical retrospect of its transforma-
tions throughout the 20th century.

Results and discussion

The formation of the concept of “social connection” within

the discourse of sociality is traditionally associated with the
scientific work of E. Durkheim (Berkman et al., 2000; Holt-
Lunstad, 2021; Turner et al., 2011). It is noted that through
his study of the nature of solidarity, this classic of sociological
thought distinguished between two types: mechanical solida-
rity, inherent in traditional societies and based on the homoge-
neity of their members, and organic solidarity, characteristic of
complex social systems. In the latter case, integration is ensured
© Koval Hennadiy
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not by the similarity of individuals but by their functional inter-
dependence through the division of labor. Thus, while mechani-
cal solidarity relies on direct interaction, organic solidarity is
sustained by systemic ties that serve as the objective foundation
for social cohesion (Durkheim, 2018).

Within the framework of M. Weber’s interpretive sociology
(Weber, 1998), the term “social connection” can be interpreted
through social action, which is viewed as an individual activity
endowed with subjective meaning and oriented toward the be-
havior of others. Weber distinguishes four types of such action
(instrumentally rational, value-rational, affective, and tradi-
tional), which serve as the fundamental basis for the emergence
and maintenance of diverse social connections.

At the same time, in the works of G. Simmel, social con-
nection is treated as the basis of “formal sociology”. As is well
known, this approach prioritizes “pure forms of sociation”
which, despite varying content, possess a typical structure and
emerge through the process of social interaction (Turner et al.,
2011).

According to the postulates of T. Parsons’ structural func-
tionalism, social connections are the key instrument for ensu-
ring the stability and integrity of the social system. They are
based on a unified system of norms and values, which allows
for the integration of individual elements — from small groups
to large institutions —into a single whole. This stability is main-
tained through the processes of socialization and mechanisms of
social control (Parsons, 1970; Caranaxkos, 2019).

Thus, the evolution of the understanding of social connec-
tion in sociological thought is based on a synthesis of struc-
tural and functional approaches. This ultimately allows for
social connection to be viewed not only as a stable entity that
grounds social phenomena (as per Durkheim or Parsons) but
also as a functional construct that ensures the continuous in-
teraction and reproduction of social systems (as per Weber
and Simmel).
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Undoubtedly, such an understanding played a significant
role in justifying and objectifying the «social» as a subject of
scientific inquiry within the framework of classical rationality.
For instance, M. Weber’s concept is based on the premise that
an action directed toward another necessarily implies recipro-
city (Bebep, 1998; I'opoxosa, 2023). This framing requires iden-
tifying the factors that determine social action even before it
occurs. In other words, reconstructing the language of classi-
cal rationality — characteristic of the psychological discourse of
that time — this is formulated as the task of identifying those
variables that determine the will to act. In this context, the so-
cial emerges as an objective reality that determines individual
behavior. This approach is reflected in several fundamental
theories: collective beliefs in E. Durkheim’s concept (Durkheim,
2018; Carocapescbkuii, 2018); and shared norms and rules in
T. Parsons’ model of social action (Parsons, 1970; Caranakos,
2019).

Ultimately, the problematization of action leads to a logical
shift in scientific focus: on the one hand, from the strictly so-
cial to the psychological, and on the other, from behavioral ac-
tivity to interpretive activity. This tendency is clearly observed
in numerous versions of the interactionist approach (Burns et
al., 2025; Bacrooruucskuii, 2005). Interactionist theories justify
the need for an extensive interpretive toolkit which, by accom-
panying every act, grants the action its social status. This ap-
proach is also reflected in fundamental theories — for instance,
in social exchange theories, where the calculation of rewards and
costs serves as one of the variables determining social connec-
tions (Homans, 1958). In turn, this shift from a sociological to
a socio-psychological focus brings to the fore the problem of the
group mind and supra-individual mental phenomena, which re-
quire clarification of their ontological status and interpretation
(Lewin, 1939; CaiocapeBcbkuii, 2018).

In the discourse of the «social» through the lens of socio-psy-
chological analysis, the research focus — and thus the conceptual
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interpretation of social connection — shifts from the functional
purpose of ties to the psychological determination of their emer-
gence, revealing the internal mechanisms of their formation.
In particular, the psychoanalytic approach proposes viewing an
individual’s social functioning through libidinal dynamics and
mechanisms of identification with a leader, where a special place
is held by the psychoanalytic interpretation of culture as a space
of identifications (Trach, 2021). Developing this line of thought,
E. Fromm interprets social connection as a fundamental re-
sponse to existential challenges: connecting with others becomes
a tool for the individual to overcome the existential vacuum.
Healthy social connections, embodied in productive labor and
love, emerge as an alternative to social alienation (I'y6a, 2012).

Modern Ukrainian scientific research offers a non-classical
vision of «social connection», viewing it through the lens of an
individual’s lifeworld and resilience. In the works of T. Tyta-
renko, social connections are interpreted as a dynamic support
resource that enables the constructive overcoming of crises and
the projection of the future through dialogue with significant
others. Within the dialogical paradigm, social connection is em-
bedded in the context of an individual’s life path, where dialogue
serves as a criterion for successfully navigating crises and con-
structing one’s own destiny (Turapeuxo, 2010; 2018).

In this context, a conceptual shift occurs: from perceiving
connection as an objective structural given to understanding it
as a toolkit for self-projection. The individual emerges as the
creator of their own sociality, where connections are simultane-
ously the subject of individual creation and a form of social capi-
tal to be accumulated.

Such conceptualization reaches its completion in P. Bour-
dieu’s theory of social capital, where connections are viewed
through an economic metaphor. Social capital emerges as a spe-
cific form of ownership, while the development and maintenance
of a network of relationships is seen as a conscious investment
strategy. In thislight, accumulated connections represent a capi-
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talized personal resource that yields «dividends» in the form of
access to opportunities, support, and social recognition (Tzana-
kis, 2013; Bsosaa, 2016).

At the same time, this interpretation offers significant
prospects for further conceptualization and problematization
within the context of contemporary social trends. Specifically,
in the light of technological innovations, classical ideas of the
dialogical paradigm require re-evaluation — particularly regar-
ding dialogues where one of the parties is a digital algorithm.
In such a format, the act of communication is perceived as real,
and the psyche generalizes the algorithm into the image of a ho-
listic and full-fledged interlocutor (Meng, & Dai, 2021; Boyd, &
Markowitz, 2026). This clearly prompts a revision of the issues
surrounding social perception — a traditional domain of socio-
psychological discourse — exploring how it might be supplemen-
ted by the concept of para-social perception. Consequently, this
leads to the exploration of para-social connections as a potential
resource for personal growth.

Another aspect of development within the non-classical
interpretation of «social connection» involves its status as a
critical factor in physical and mental health. A long-standing
tradition of research demonstrates that the impact of social in-
tegration/isolation on mortality rates is as significant as that
of risk factors such as smoking or obesity. Furthermore, this is
expressed in the discovery of direct correlations between a defi-
cit of social connections and an increased risk of cardiovascular
disease, immune dysfunction, and cognitive disorders (Berkman
et al., 2000; Hakulinen et al., 2018; Holt-Lunstad, 2021). In the
context of mental health, the significant role of «weak ties» is
noted. Empirical evidence suggests that even brief, superficial
daily contacts with acquaintances significantly increase life sa-
tisfaction (Sandstrom, & Dunn, 2014; Spitsyna, 2025).

The integration of a non-classical understanding of «social
connection» into the field of classical sociological analysis (no-
tably in the works of J. Coleman and R. Putnam) allows these

© Koval Hennadiy
DOI (article): https://doi.org/10.32626/2227-6246.2026-67.188-208
https://problemps.kpnu.edu.ua/ 195




ISSN 2227-6246 (Print) 3BIPHUK HAYKOBUX MPALb
ISSN 2663-6956 (Online) «MPOBJIEMMW CYYACHOI NCUXO10r1i»

DOI: https://doi.org/10.32626/2227-6246.2026-67 2026. BUITYCK 67

connections to be interpreted as the foundation for social trust
(Coleman, 1988; Putnam, 1993). In this light, the network of in-
teractions becomes a prerequisite for collective action and a com-
munity’s capacity for self-organization in the face of contempo-
rary challenges. This necessitates a re-evaluation of the profes-
sional profile of the social worker. As Yu. Shvalb (Illsan6, 2022)
points out, the competency in moderating and creating social
connections becomes of paramount importance in the activity of
acommunity specialist. The implementation of this competency,
in turn, implies the realization of the social interests of the com-
munity as a collective subject of activity. Thus, social connec-
tion is transformed from an individual psychological asset into a
powerful socio-psychological resource of the community, deter-
mining its vitality.

The parameterization of social connection is reflected in the
distinction between «strong» and «weak» ties, which, within the
non-classical paradigm, becomes a key criterion for the analysis
of network structures. Drawing on M. Granovetter’s concept of
the «strength of weak ties» (Granovetter, 1983), the assertion
gains weight that it is precisely weak interactions that are more
effective in ensuring social mobility and information exchange
beyond the boundaries of stable groups. Within social studies,
this prompts a renewed discussion on the contrast between rigid
hierarchical institutions and flexible networks with a dynamic
temporal structure as distinct modes of social organization.

The concept of «weak ties» continues to hold a significant
position in contemporary scientific discourse. The classic argu-
ments of M. Granovetter’s theory regarding the «strength of
weak ties» are consistently reaffirmed today. However, the role
of «strong ties» is being re-evaluated in the context of the digi-
tal transformation of society. While in the classical framework
weak ties were primarily viewed as «informational bridges» be-
tween closed groups, current research highlights a growing de-
bate over the resilience of strong ties. Crucially, research data
confirms the predictive power of weak ties in labor mobility:

© Koval Hennadiy
DOI (article): https://doi.org/10.32626/2227-6246.2026-67.188-208

196 https.//problemps.kpnu.edu.ua/




ISSN 2227-6246 (Print) COLLECTION OF RESEARCH PAPERS
ISSN 2663-6956 (Online) “PROBLEMS OF MODERN PSYCHOLOGY”

DOI: https://doi.org/10.32626/2227-6246.2026-67 2026. ISSUE 67

monitoring processes on LinkedIn proves that they provide ac-
cess to non-trivial information that is difficult to obtain within
homogeneous «strong» groups (Rajkumar et al., 2022).

However, contemporary research into online environments
introduces significant adjustments to this model, pointing to a
renaissance of strong ties. In a digital reality saturated with in-
formation noise and para-social acts, it is precisely strong ties
(close friends, family) that become the primary source of emo-
tional support and the filtration of verified data (Gee et al.,
2017). In conditions of crisis or high uncertainty, users tend to
trust «their own» small communities and messengers more than
an extensive network of random contacts, which re-actualizes
the concept of the «strength of strong ties» (Arnaboldi et al.,
2013).

At the same time, para-social interaction with algorithms
intensely mimics the structure of strong ties, creating a specific
ecosystem of «digital sociality.» In this environment, digital
communication tools reinforce and «cement» the core of such
strong ties, restoring their role as a primary resource for social
resilience. This is further illustrated by the algorithmization of
personalized content, which creates the effect of «filter bubbles»
and leads to a specific preservation of social perceptions (Ber-
man, & Katona, 2020). In this context, we observe a paradoxical
return to the principles of organic solidarity, where the basis of
unity is no longer the commonality of labor conditions, but rat-
her the homogeneity of perceptions and preferences that form
new types of closed digital communities. Consequently, this
serves as a distinctive foundation for contemporary digital con-
servatism.

Despite its deep rooting in empirical research practices, the
problem of the parameterization of social connection remains
acute today. To some extent, it finds its solution in multidimen-
sional models that distinguish between the structure, function,
and subjective quality of interaction. According to the four-
dimensional concept of social connection, the research focus
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should encompass not only objective characteristics of social in-
teractions and specific acts of support but also processes of inter-
personal synchrony and an individual’s sense of belonging (Baek
et al., 2025). Such an approach allows for identifying social con-
nection as a complex dynamic system, yet it leaves room for de-
bate regarding the transition from quantitative definitions to a
qualitative grasp of the phenomenon’s essence. Specifically, the
contrast between «strong» and «weak» ties is reflected in the ap-
proach to parameterizing this very distinction, albeit in diffe-
rent terms. In the socio-psychological and psychological focus of
analysis, this difference is illustrated by the distinction between
the terms «social connection» and «social contact». Based on
a quantitative criterion, an attempt is made to separate short-
term interaction as a «contact» from time-extended, recurring
interaction as a «connection».

However, the traditional differentiation of social connec-
tions and contacts based on quantitative criteria (duration and
frequency) appears insufficiently productive — at least from a
psychological perspective, especially within therapeutic dis-
course, where the task of establishing contact is a fundamental
objective (IlleBuenko, 2021). In this approach, contact emerges
as a parameter of interaction that characterizes a specific state
of connection within which interaction occurs, regardless of the
specific subject of exchange. In this sense, contact is a dynamic
parameter characterizing the quality of presence of the parties
in the interaction. Everyday rituals (greetings, handshakes)
initiate this state, while farewells conclude it. This necessarily
brings to the fore the problem of the adequacy of contact: its cor-
respondence to the form of interaction, the content of exchange,
and the type of social connection for which it serves as a func-
tional parameter.

Conclusions
In summary, it must be stated that there is no unified in-
terpretation of the term “social connection” in either the clas-
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sical discourse of sociality or its contemporary interpretations.
Despite the existence of fundamental approaches that view this
phenomenon through the prism of solidarity, social action, in-
teraction, social systems, or structures, a clear dichotomy re-
mains: a contrast between sociological and socio-psychological
approaches to analyzing social connection. Specifically, the
sociological perspective defines connection through interaction
and relationships, expanding its analysis into derivative phe-
nomena such as social trust, cohesion, and health. Meanwhile,
the socio-psychological perspective focuses on the specific mec-
hanisms of forming and maintaining connection and its deriva-
tive supra-individual mental phenomena, such as trust, empa-
thy, influence, and identity.

However, despite the recognized significance of “social con-
nection”, its actual conceptual substance often remains over-
looked. Defining connection through other categories — such as
interaction, relationships, systems, or resources — tends to le-
gitimize its role in scientific discourse and underscores its im-
portance for the discourse of sociality, rather than clarifying its
inner essence and conceptual meaning. A prime example of this
is the existing challenge of measuring and parameterizing the
phenomenon in question.

In this context, it becomes crucial to specify exactly what
kind of connection is being discussed within the scope of socio-
psychological analysis. This is where the need for concretization
arises: here, «social connection» emerges specifically as a con-
nection between carriers of the psychic. This shifts the analyti-
cal focus toward two key vectors. First, toward justifying the
conditions and possibilities for establishing such a connection
between carriers of the psychic. Second, toward investigating
the intrapsychic consequences: how the acquired connection
modifies the individual’s psychic structure and what new forms
of its organization emerge as a result of this process.

The grounds for such an inquiry can be derived from the
working definition of connection as a form of the whole. Within
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this definition, the characteristic of connectedness describes a
fundamental mode of the whole’s existence as a set of parts —
that is, as a unified system where connection acts as its integral
component. In this sense, connection emerges as a mode of orga-
nizing the whole, or its form. Consequently, «social connection»
is not an external addition to the individual, but the immediate
form of organization of their psychic experience. Thus, a carrier
of the psyche who is in connection with another carrier and one
who lacks such a connection represent fundamentally different
modes of existence for the psychic system as a whole — different
forms of psychic organization (Koval, 2026). This constitutes
the basis for the emergence and functioning of various mental
phenomena, as well as for the irreducibility of supra-individual
mental phenomena to those limited by an individual mode of psy-
chic organization — namely, those existing outside of a connec-
tion with another carrier of the psychic.

From this, it is clear that in such an interpretation, the term
«social connection» — understood as the link between an indi-
vidual carrier of the psychic and another carrier or carriers — is
more appropriately defined as a «socio-psychological connec-
tion.» In turn, socio-psychological connection should play a sig-
nificant role in describing and, to some extent, explaining the
diversity of those phenomena of reality to which the predicate
of the psychic is typically applied. In this regard, it is necessary
to clarify the possibility of treating connection in general, and
socio-psychological connection in particular, as an independent
object of psychological research and analysis. Accordingly, an
urgent task for scientific inquiry becomes the identification
of specific subject interests arising in the study of connection:
from the mechanisms of its initiation to the investigation of its
role as a determinant of existing and/or possible forms of psy-
chic organization. The implementation of these directions repre-
sents the prospect for further advancement in the investigation
of the issues raised.
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Kosanb [eHHaOili. Icmopuko-ncuxonoziyHa pempocneKmuea reHesu
KOHyenmy «coyianbHuli 38’a30K» ma nepcnekmuea io2o 00CAiOHeHHs.

Memotro cmammi € gucsimsaeHHA pe3ynbmamie meopemuyHo20 aHaAi3y
3micmy noHamms «coyianoHull 38°A30K» 8 icmopuyHili pempocrnekmusi (io2o
3MiH yrnpodosxc 20-20 cmoaimms.

Memodu OocnidxeHHA. [na po3e’A3aHHA nocmasaeHux y pobomi
30800Hb BUKOPUCMOBYBABCA MemoOd iCMOPUKO-ICUX002i4YH020 aHANI3y 0
BUOKpPeMseHHs, MOPIiBHAHHA ma y3a2aa6HeHHA mamepiasny 00CniOHEeHHS.

Pe3syabmamu 0ocnidxeHHA. Y cmammi npedcmasneHo pe3ysnsmamu
meopemu4Ho20 QHAI3y reHe3u 3micmy MOHAMMA «CouyianbHull 38°A30K»,
pPO32/1AHYMO20 y MepemuHi COYioan02i4H020, COYianbHO-MCUX0/102IYHO20 Ma
302a/16HOMCUX0/102i{YHO20 OUCKYpCis. Byno npocmexeHo reHe3y mepmiHa: 8iod
KAAQCUYHUX CMPYKMypHUX Coyiono2idyHux KoHuenyili, O0e 38°A30K sucmyrae
06’EKMUBHOI0 CMAMUYHOKO OCHOBOI0 COonMidapHocmi, 00 yHKYioHanbHUX U
iHmepakyiliHux nioxodis, AKi aKueHMymMo Ha pauyioHanbHiIl coyiansbHil Oiif ma
npoyecyansHux gopmax couiayii. Ocobausy ysazy npuoineHo HeKAACUYHUM
iHmepnpemayiam, y mexax AKux couianbHuli 38’A30K MPAHCEHOPMYyeEMbCA i3
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«308HiWHbOI daHocmi» Ha cyb’ekmusHull pecypc ocobucmocmi. Kpise npusmy
rMowupeHuUx Ha cb0200Hi meopili Po3KpuUMOo 3micm 38°A3KYy AK COYiasnbHO20
Kanimany, wo nifaA20€ HAKOMUYEHHIO, IHBECMYBAHHIO Ma € hyHOAMeHMom
cycninbHoi 0oegipu. 3aysaxeHo, WO Yy KOHMeKCMi 8iMm4Yu3HAHUX pPO38i00K
couyianbHuli 38’A30K KOHUENMYanisyemosca Hacamrepeo y Meax HeKknacuyHor
napaduemu: AK iHCmMpymeHm xcummecmilkocmi ma Kaw4osa npodgeciliHa
KomnemeHuis ¢axisys mepumopianbHoi epomadu. Po3zasHymo nioxoou
0o napamempu3ayii mepmiHa, Wo eusende mpyoHow,i y Aocs2HeHHi lio2o
00HO3HA4YHO20 PO3YMIHHA. 30KPEMA, 00CAIOHEeHHA PO3KPUBAE (PYHKYIOHANbHY
ougpepeHuyiayito Mix CUunbHUMU ma caabKumMu 38°S3KamMu AK pecypcamu
cmilikocmi crninbHOMU, @ MAKOX PIi3HUUK MIXC COuianbHUMU 38°A3Kamu ma
KOHMaKmMamu AK napamempamu 83aemodii.

BucHoBKu. Pesynomamu aHanisy 0emMoHcmpyrome  HeobxiOHicmb
p032710y «COUiAIbHO-CUX0M02iYHO020 38°A3KY» AK camocmiliHozo o06’ekma
rcuxonoeiyHo20 00CniOHeHHA. 3arnpornoHOBAHO BU3HAYEHHA 368°A3KYy AK
hopmu opeaHizayii yinoeo, Wo B8U3HAYAE Crnocib icHysaHHA (oeo YacmuH. Y
00Cni0xeHHi 06rpyHMoBAHO, W0 BK/HOYEHHA 8 Makxuli 38’A30K PAOUKasnbHO
mpaHcgopmye apximekmypy iHOU8IOYanbHOI MCUXiKU, CMBopoYU pocmip
0719 Ha0iHOUBIOYaMbHUX MNCUXIYHUX ABUW, AKI HEe 38009MbCA 00 iHOUBIOYanbHUX.

Knruoei cnoea: Hocili ncuxiyHo2o, HAdiHOUBIOyanbHI McuxiyHi Asuwa,
coyianbHUli  38°A30K, couiayid, couianbHuli  Kaniman, cmpykmypHul
(DYHKUIOHAMI3M, COYianbHO-MCcUxon02i4HUll pecypc.
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