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FEHOEPHbLIE CTEPEOTUINbLI U XKEHCKUE CTPATErmm
B BbICLWEM STEM-OBPA3OBAHUUN: OB30P
MEXOUCLUMJIMHAPHOIO nonA

B crarbe mpencraBieH 0030p myOauKanuil 00 U3MEepeHUU U aHaIu3e I'eH-
JIEPHBIX CTEPEOTHIIOB B BHICIIEM 00pa30BaHUH, OITyOJIMKOBAHHBIX B MEKIY-
HapOJHBIX JXypHalax 3a nocueanue tpuauarh et (1990-2020) ¢ uensto
CHUCTEMATH3UPOBATh TEOPETUKO-METOI0I0INUECKHE TIOAXO/bI K OIPEEICHUIO
reHJIepHbIX cTepeoTunoB B STEM-00pa3oBaHuu U 0003HAYUTh UX POJIb
B TPAHC(OPMALIMOHHBIX IIPOLIECCAX COBPEMEHHOIO BBICIIET0 00Pa30BaHUs
Y Pa3BUTUH COLMOKYJIBTYPHON OTKPBITOCTH COBPEMEHHBIX YHHBEPCUTETCKUX
cpen. s TOCTHKEHMS LIeIN UCTIONb30BaHbl Kak oTKphIThIe (Google Scholar),
tak u 3akpsiThie (JSTOR, EBSCO, Scopus, Web of Science, American
Psychological Association) 6a3bl Hay4HbIX IyOnukanuii. B pesynsrare or-
Oopa s aHaNIM3a KCIOb30BaHa 61 CTaThs, MOCBSILEHHAS CIEAYIOIINUM
TeMaM: CIIOCOOHOCTh U YBEPEHHOCTb B CBOMX cIOCOOHOCTSIX B STEM-
rpeaMeTax, CaMOOIeHKa, HAaCTOMYMBOCTh, T€H/IEPHBIC POJIH, MOTHUBALHS,
LIEHHOCTH, COIIMAIIBHBINA JUCKOM(DOPT, HU3Kas OIS ICBYLIEK B TEXHUUECKUX
CHENMaJIbHOCTSX, TeHJICPHBIH pa3pblB B JOCTHIKECHUSIX, HEPABHOMEPHBIN
OTCEB CTYAEHTOB, pa3Hble KapbepHbIe IIaHbl. OJHUM U3 KPUTEPHUEB 0TOOPa
1 GaKTOpOM M3MEPEHUs MMOCIYKUIN TeHJIEPHbIE CTEPEOTUIIBI B BHICIIEM
oOpazoBaHuu. Ha ocHOBe nMpoaHaIM3UPOBAHHBIX CTATeH MpeiaracTcs
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ONPEACICHNUC I'CHACPHBIX CTEPEOTHUIIOB, BbICIIAOTCA IIO3UTUBHBIC U HETA-
TUBHBIC CTCPCOTHUIIBI U UX 3HAYCHUC JJId (1)OpMI/IpOBaHI/I$[ HCPABCHCTBA,
HOle06HO OIMUCBHIBAIOTCS MOITYISAPHBIC IICUXOJIOTHICCKUE TCOPHUU ICHACPHBIX
CTEPECOTHUIIOB — yIpO3a NOATBCPIKACHUS CTCPCOTUIIA U UMILUTUIIUTHBIC TCOPUH,
OIIMCBIBAOTCA METOAUKH UX U3MCPCHUS. PaCKpI)IBaCTCﬂ, KaK IeHACPHLIC
CTEPCOTUIIBI ITO3BOJIAIOT U3YUHUTh OCHOBHBIC ACIIEKThI FTCHACPHOTO HEPABEH-
CTBa B BBICIIIEM 00pa30BaHHUU: CTaTyC MEHBIIMHCTBA B aKaJJEMUUECKOH Cpezie,
CBSI3b TEHJICPHOM M NPO(ECCHOHATIBHON UICHTUYHOCTH, MOTHBALUS, Ha-
CTOMUYUBOCTb U CTYAECHYECKUI OTCEB, YCTOHUMBOCTD B noiaydeHuu STEM-
npodeccun. O603Ha4YaETCss HEOOXOAMMOCTh JIATIbHEHIIIEr0 MEXCTPAHOBOTO
HCCIICA0BaHUSA U PA3BUTHUA MECTOAUK U3MEPCHUS T'CHACPHOTO HEPABEHCTBA.
CTaBUTCsI BOIIPOC O BO3MOXHOCTH OCO3HAHHOTO BEIOOpPA MPO(eCCHOHATIEHOTO
IIyTH B COBPEMEHHOM BBICIIEM 00Pa30BAHUH.

Kntouegvie crnosa: reniepHOe HEPABEHCTBO, Bhiciiee oOpa3zoBanue, STEM-
o0pa3oBaHue, FeHIEpHbIEC CTEPEOTHIIBI, YTPO3a OATBEPIKACHHS CTEPEOTHIIA,
HUMIUTMIOUTHBIC TCOPUN

DOI: 10.17323/727-0634-2022-20-3-505-520

Beiciee oOpazoBaHue — KJIF0YEBOM HHCTUTYT COLUATU3AIMH U 00peTeHUs
npodeccuu B3pocieroniero nokoieHus. [lonydenne Boiciiero 00pa3oBaHus
BIIMCAHO B COLIMOKYJIBTYPHbIE KOHTEKCThI COBPEMEHHBIX OOIIEeCTB, KOTOPhIC
B TOW WJIM MHOW Mepe MPEeaONpeAeIsioT KaK BEIOOP CIEeIUalIbHOCTH, TaK
Y YBEPEHHOCTb B 3aBEPIICHUHU BHIOPAHHOTO 00pa30oBaTesIbHOro My TH. OIHAKO
COIIMOKYJIBTYPHBIE KOHTEKCTHI ICTOPUYHBL. HampuMmep, sKeHITMHBI IOy YN
MacCCOBBIH JIOCTYT K BhICIIIEMY 00pa30BaHUIO TOJIBKO CTO JIET Ha3aJl Kak B Poc-
CHH, TaK ¥ BO MHOTHUX 3aIlaJIHBIX CTPaHax. 32 3TO BPeMsi OHU 0OpeH YCTOM-
YUBBIC U XK€ JIUAUPYIOIIHE TO3UIIUU B TYMaHUTAPHBIX U COIUAJIBHBIX HAyKaX,
HO OHH BC€ €IIIe OCTAIOTCSI MEHBIIIMHCTBOM B IIIMPOKOM CHEKTPE MHIKEHEPHO-
TEXHUYECKUX Hayk —Science, Technology, Engineering, Math (STEM). B Poccun
MmeHee 35 % sxeHIuH padotaroT B obnactax STEM, a B OTeNbHBIX CHIEIIHAITb-
HocTsx ux meHee 10% (Poccrar 2016). O6memMupoBasi TEHACHIUAS Ta JKe:
YKEHIIMHBI PeXKE PACCMATPUBAIOT M BBIOUPAIOT 00pa30BaTEIbHYIO H KAPbEPHYIO
TpaekTopuio B STEM.

Uro e MelaeT COBPEMEHHBIM YHUBEPCUTETCKUM CpellaM U KYJIbTypaM
MIPEOA0IETh Daphephl U CAeNaTh TEXHUYECKOEe 00pa3oBaHue 00Jiee OTKPHITHIM
Y MHKJTFO3UBHBIM JUTsI )KeHITMH? UTO MelIaeT MoBbICUTh HU3KHUI TPOIICHT JKEeH-
LWH, TPUHSBIINX PEUICHHUE TMOJYYUTh BhICIIee 00pa3oBaHue B 00JacTH
WH)KEHEPHO-TEXHUUECKHX, TOUHBIX HayK? B HayudHOI nuTeparype onmucaHbl
pa3HbIe MPUYKHBI, OJIHA M3 KOTOPBIX — '€H/IEPHBIC CTEPEOTHIIBI B CPEZE CTY/ICHTOB
u npenonasareneii. OMHU UCCIENOBAHUS CBSI3bIBAIOT CTEPEOTHITHI C HU3KOU
BEPOSITHOCTBIO BBIOOpa CTyJeHTKaMu nonydeHus: oopaszoBanust B STEM-
nucuurnHax (Kessels 2015) 1 moToMy HHU3KOM MPOIEHTE JO0JIU KEHITUH
B TexHU4ecKuX By3ax u pakynsretax (Cheryan, Plaut 2010; Yang, Gao 2019).
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Hdpyrue GUKCUPYIOT CBA3b CTEPEOTUIIOB ¢ (POPMUPOBAHUEM MAECHTUYHOCTU
MEHBIINHCTBA, UCIIBITHIBAIOIIETO YIPO3y HMOATBEP)KICHHS CTEPEOTHIIA B OT-
HOIIEHUH CBOEH COIMANILHOM TPYIIIbL, B JAHHOM citydae —xeHInuH (Marx 2019)
Y TMPU3HAIOIIET0, YTO X BBIOOD He cBolicTBeHeH ux nony (Cheryan et al. 2011).
TpeTbu roBopsT 0 HEeKOMpOpTHOU yHUBepcuTeTckoi armocdepe (Kessels 2015).
BrnusiHue cTepeoTUnoB Ha keJIaHue KEeHIIUH CTPOUTh Kapbepy B STEM ycunu-
BaeTCs B Ipoliecce AajbHeHIell connaan3alyy, Jalie BCero mnocjie nepexoaa
u3 yHuBepcuteTa K 3ansaroctu (CaBuHckas, Jledenera 2020),— Bce 310 TpeOyeT
OT CTYZACHTOK JJOTOJHUTEIBbHBIX YCUIINH 1O YAEPKaHUIO CBOUX MO3ULUI BHYTPH
TEXHUYECKHX crieruanbHocTer (Smeding 2012).

Lenp naHHOTO MCCIEIOBAHUS — CUCTEMATH3ALM SMIIMPUUECKUX HCCIIe-
JIOBaHU, OIyOJMKOBAHHBIX B IIOCJIEHUE ACCATHIICTUS, M3y YAIOLIUX I'€HIepHbIe
CTepeoTHUIIbI B BbiciieM STEM-00pa3oBaHuy, BBISBICHHE U OITMCaHUE Hanboee
MOMYJIAPHBIX TEOPETUUECKUX MMOAXOJ0B, METOAUK U3MEPEHHS T'€HIEPHBIX
CTEPEOTHUIIOB U ONIPEAETICHUE UX POJIM B TpaHCHOPMAILIMOHHBIX ITpoLIeccax co-
BPEMEHHOT'0 BBICIIEro 00pa30BaHusl, B PA3BUTUH COLIUOKYJIBTYPHOM OTKPBITOCTH
COBPEMEHHBIX YHUBEPCUTETCKUX CPEl.

MeToponorus

st orOopa HaHHBIX UCIOIB30BaH METOJ CUCTEMATHUYECKOro aHaIu3a —
KaOMHETHOE HCCIeIOBaHUE, BKIIIOYAIOLIEe TIOUCK, 0TOOP U KPUTHUYECKYIO OLIEHKY
peneBanTHbIX yOnukamuii (Moher et al. 2010). Janusie ¢ 1990 o 2020 rr.
cobupanuck Kak U3 oTKpeIThIX (Google Scholar), Tax u 3akpeiThix (JSTOR,
EBSCO, Scopus, Web of Science, American Psychological Association) 6a3 Ha-
yuHbIX yOnukanuid. Ha nepsom atamne ObL1 c(opMyTUpOBaH MOMCKOBBIN 3aIpocC:
«STEM AND gender stereotypes AND higher education» u 0TOOpaHO OKOJIO
IBYX JecaTKoB ctaTeil. [locie mepBUYHOrO MoucKa ObIIO MPUHATO pelIeHne
paciupuTh 3anpoc, 100aBUB JONOIHUTEIbHYIO0 HHpOpManuio «(science OR
technology OR engineering OR math* OR STEM) AND gender stereotyp* AND
("higher education’ OR college OR university OR undergrad®)». Tlouck Ha aH-
TTIUHCKOM M PYCCKOM fA3bIKaX OCYILIECTBIIAJICSA TPEMsl DKCIIEpTaMH HE3aBUCUMO
JOpyT OT Ipyra, KaXK bl HOCMOTPEI 10 B pa3HbIX 0a3bl JaHHBIX.

B coorBercTBUM ¢ MeToMUecKMMH pekoMeHnanussMmu PRISMA (Moher
et al. 2010), nmpouecc oTO6Opa crareil pa3aenuiii Ha HECKOJIBKO 3TAroB (CM.
puc. 1 B Ilpunoxenun). Ha nepBom srarne «uaeHTuUKanum» B o0y 0azy
JIAaHHBIX OBLITH coOpaHbl Bece HaitneHHble cratbu (109). 3areM Ha ATane «CKpH-
HUHTay Ob1I0 yaaneHo 18 nybnukaros. Ha TpeTbeM 3Tane — «IpueMiaeMocTh —
chOpPMYITUPOBAHBI KPUTEPHH, TIO KOTOPBIM OCTaBUIIN B Gaze 61 crarbio!. He-
peneBaHTHBIMM CYMTAINCH CTaThU, B KOTOPBIX HE COAEPKAIOCh TEOPETHUECKUX
WM SMITUPUYECKUX UCCIIEAOBAHUHM, SMITUPUUECKHE UCCIIEOBAHMS IIPOBOIUIINCH

TTosubrit NEepeyYCHb 0T06paHHLIX crarel ¥ X aHaliu3 TIPEAOCTaBIACTCA 110 3aIlIPOCY K aBTOpaM.

507



508

XKypHan uccneposaHum coumanbHOM NONUTUKM, 2022, 20 (3):505-520

HE Ha CTYJeHTaxX yHUBEPCUTETOB, a TAKXKe PaOOTHI 10 CMEKHBIM TEMaM, B KO-
TOPBIX TEHAEPHBIX CTEPEOTUIIB YIIOMUHAIUCH 1151 0OOCHOBaHMS IPYTHX UC-
CJIEI0BATENbCKUX BOIPOCOB. Ha 3TOM 3Tamne Mbl HCIOJIB30BAIHM IEPEKPECTHOE
OLIEHUBaHUE CTaTei: KKl U3 TPEX IKCIEPTOB aHAJIU3UPOBAJ CTaThU, 0TO-
OpaHHBIE IPYTUM 3KCIEPTOM, OLEHHBAJ UX PEIEBAaHTHOCTh 3aJjaye UCCIIeN0-
BaHHUS HA OCHOBE IIPOUTEHUS AHHOTALHH.

Cratbu 1po re’jiepHble crepeoTHibl B STEM Gonbliie BCEero mpeiacTaBlIeHbI
B Scopus n B Google scholar —no 16, a taxxke B JSTOR (9), Web of Science
u EBSCO (1o 7), XOTsI HEKOTOpbIE U3 0TOOPAaHHBIX MOTJIH BCTPEYATHCS B HECKOIIb-
Kux 0a3aX QUTHPOBAaHMSA. SHAUUTENBHBIA POCT MyOaMKaMii o Teme HabIonaeTcs
¢ 2000 r. (c™. puc. 2 B [Tpunoxenun). Mbl 3TO CBSI3bIBAEM C MEPHOIOM (HOPMHU-
POBaHUs HOBOW LIM(POBOIA Cpeibl, MOCTYKHBLIEH TOTUKOM AJIS TPaHC(HOPMALH
STEM-nipocdeccuii ¥ MOBBIIEHHOTO K HUM OOIIIECTBEHHOTO BHUMAaHUSI.

I'ennepubie crepeorunst o STEM B BbicIieM 00pa30BaHUU OCBEINAIOTCS
B IIIMPOKOM CIIEKTPE U3JaHUHN C pa3HBIMH HayYHBIMH HanpasyieHusMu. Hau-
6onee monynsipusie — Sex Roles (10), Social Psychology of Education (4),
Psychological Science, International Journal of Gender, Science and
Technology w Journal of Personality and Social Psychology (no 2). Utoro
OBIIIO0 OXBaveHO 45 KypHAJIOB.

TeopeTuyecKkue OCHOBAHUSA
ctepeotunos o STEM-o6pazoBaHumn

[Monsitue «crepeorun» (Lippmann 1922) yka3biBaeT Ha KOTHUTHBHBIE ITPO-
1eccsl POpMHUPOBAHUS 00pa3a «IPyroroy WM co3AaHus 00pa30B JIoel U3 APYTUX
TPYIII VIS UX YHOPOIIEHHOTO U 4acTO 30MpaTesbHOro BocpusThs. CTepeoTHIsl
0 STEM — mmpoKo pacrnpoCTpaHEeHHbIE, YIIPOIEHHbIE 1 0000IIEHHbIC MPe-
CTaBJICHU KaK O IpeaAMeTHBIX cdepax STEM, Tak U 0 COLMATIBHBIX XapaKTepH-
CTHKaXx JIFOJICH, KOTOpbIe y4arcs U padoTatoT B 3Tux obnactax (Kessels 2015).
OHU MOT'YT HE UMETb I'eHAEPHON OKPAcKH, HO BCerja OCHOBaHbI Ha KATEropu3aluu
rpynn 1o noiny, pace, kinaccy (Pickering 2001). CrepeoTuribl IessiTcs Ha MO3U-
TuBHbIe U HeratuBHbIE (Sherif 1966). [lepBbie cO3aI0T HOBBIE BO3MOXKHOCTH,
OCHOBY ISl «COLIMAJIBHOTO JIU(Tay, ABIAI0TCA GOPMON AUCKYPCHBHOMN MOAEPIKKH.
HeratuBHble CHIDKAIOT pecypcHBI noTeHIra, GopMUpYIOT HeraTHBHBIE SMOLIMU
(Harmpumep, CTpax yrpo3bl), CO3MAI0T Oapbephl («CTEKIISTHHBINA IIOTOJIOKY).

AHaIu3 TEOPETUYECKUX MOAXOA0B, TPUMEHSEMBIX B SMIIUPUUYECKUX UC-
CJIEIOBAaHUAX, IOKA3bIBAET, YTO HanbOJIee NONYIISIPHBIMHU SIBIISIIOTCA TICUXOJIO-
TMYECKUE TEOPUHU, KOTOPbIE UMEIOT SCHYIO CBSI3KY C JIOTMKOI OCTPOSHU S TON
WM MHOM IIKaJbl. Yalie Bcero ast u3MepeHus crepeoTunoB B STEM ucnonb-
3yIOT Takue TecThl 1 onpocHukH Kak /AT (Greenwald et al. 1998), GNAT (Nosek
et al. 2002; Steffens, Jelenec 2011), Beliefs Questionnaire (Mo¢ et al. 2009),
SVS (Spencer 1993), Stereotype Threat in Science Scale-Gender Items (Deemer
et al. 2016), SUPER-test (MainomoHnoxk, [llernosa 2020).
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Yrposa noaTBepXAeHus cTepeoTtuna

CoriacHo TeOpHH COLMAIBHON MASHTUYHOCTH, A-KOHLENIUs HHIUBUAA
MpeCTaBIIsIeT COYeTaHKe JTMYHOM U TpymoBol uaeHtuaHocrei (Piatek-Jimenez
et al. 2018). OmHako cooTHECeHUE cebsl ¢ TOM WITH MHOM TPYIINOii ONOCPEIOBaHO
CYLIECTBYIOIIMMH I'€HAEPHBIMU CTepeoTHNaMU. Tak, JeByIIKaM CJIOXKHO cop-
MHUPOBATh CBOIO MPUHAIICKHOCTh K STEM-c0o001IecTBy Kak B YHUBEPCUTETE,
TaK W Mo3xe, Ha padouem Mecte (ibid). DakT HU3KOI MPENCTABICHHOCTH JIEBYIIIEK
B STEM y>xe npencrasisietT yrposy rpynmnoBoii uneatuaHoctd (Cheryan, Plaut
2010), 3Ha9UT CIOCOOEH aKTUBU3UPOBATH caM cTepeoTun. MHauBmua onacaercs
JIeMOHCTPUPOBATH MOBEJCHHE, TONTBEPIKAaOIee HeraTUBHbIN crepeoTu (Shapiro,
Williams 2012). Haripumep, IeByIIIKM HAUMHAIOT ITPUTTUCHIBATH CE0E HEraTHBHbIC
MpeCcTaBlIeHus 001IecTBa 0 cBoux KadectBax (Marx, Stapel 2006).

Cy1iecTByeT TPpU UCTOYHUKA YI'PO3bl CTEPEOTHIIA: CaM MHAWBU]; JIIOIH,
BHEIIHUE 10 OTHOILIEHHIO K COLMAIbHON TPYIIIe; JIFOIM, TPUHAIEKALINE K TOH 7xKe
couunanbpHoii rpymre. (Shapiro, Williams 2012). B cdepe oOpazoBanust st jie-
BYIIEK BHEIIHUMH JIFObMHU MOTYT ObITh npenonaBatenu (Carrell et al. 2010),
a MpeICTaBUTENISIMU TOU Ke TPYINIbl UX OXHOTPYIIHUKH. OIHOIPYHNITHUKH
SIBJISIIOTCS 3HAYMMBIM HCTOYHUKOM MOATBEPXKACHUS cTepeoTuna (MaloLuoHoK,
[ermora 2020). Jaxe Takue GpakTOpbl KAaK YUCICHHOE IIPEBOCXOJICTBO FOHOIICH
HaJ JIeByIIKaMU UM 0OCTAHOBKA B ayAMTOPHH MOTYT MOCTYKUTh IPUYHHON
yrpo3sl ioaTBepxaeHus crepeoruna (Deemer at al. 2016; Marx 2019). Ucrou-
HUKOM aKTyallU3allM 9TOH YIpo3bl ABJISIOTCS HE TOJIBKO FOHOIIM, HO M OIHO-
rpynnHuiel. Eciy cTyaeHTKH OKa3bIBalOTCA B COOOLIECTBE OAHOTPYIIHHUILL,
KOTOpbIe OOPIOTCS ¢ yIpO30i MOATBEP)KACHHUS CTEPEOTUIIA, TO ITOT (PaKT MOKET
CIIY)KUTh IPUYMHON (hOpMUPOBaHUsI TeHAEPHBIX cTepeoTunoB (Marx 2019).

MMnnuuunTtHbiE Teopum

BombIIMHCTBO U3 HAC Aake He MOJ03PEBaI0T O TeX MPeapaccyikax, KOTopble
TeM He MEHee UTPatoT OOJBIIYIO POJIb B HALIEH OLIEHKE JII0/Iel, X )KU3HU U pa-
60Tb1. CoLManbHy0 OLIEHKY Pa3/esIAioT Ha [Ba TUIIA: IBHYIO, XapaKTePH3YIOIIY0Cs]
HaMepeHUeM, OCO3HAHUEM M KOHTPOJIEM, U HESIBHYIO, XapaKTepU3yOILYOCs
OTCYTCTBHEM HaMEpEHHUsI, 0CO3HaHUsl 1 KoHTpous (Gawronski, Bodenhausen
20006). TTockonbky HesiBHAsI MM aBTOMaTH4YecKasi 00paboTKa MPOUCXOAUT 0e3
OCO3HaHMS WJIM KOHTPOJIS, HA IOBEACHHE BIUSAIOT MBICIIH, KOTOPbIE HE CBSI3aHbI
C SIBHBIMH, MTOATBEPKACHHBIMH YOCKICHUSAMH, LIEHHOCTAMH WIN JaXKe MPSIMO
poTuBOpeyar uM. UMmmuuTHele Teopun (GOKYCUPYIOTCS Ha aHAJIU3€e HOCIe-
HUX — «HESIBHOM» MBIILIJICHUH U MOBEIeHUH. VIMIUIMIIUTHBIE CTEPEOTHUIIBI BO3-
HHUKAIOT aBTOMATHYECKH: HEPOU3BOJIbHBIE ACCOLUALIMN, KOTOPbIE JIIOIN CO31AI0T
MEXY COLMAIbHOM rpynmol (My»)4nHbl) U 00nacThio (STEM). Tak, cozHaTenbHO
MIPUHUMAETCS, YTO MY KUHMHBI M KEHIIMHBI XOPOLINE NHKEHEPHI B PABHOM CTENEeHH,
HO TIPX ATOM UMILIMLMIHO HHKEHEPHOE JEN0 OOJIbLIE CBA3BIBACTCS C MYKUMHAMM,
yem c xeHinHamu (Kiefer, Sekaquaptewa 2007).
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Teopus oxunanus (Ridgeway 2011) mocTynupyert, 4TO OXKUJAHUS UITU
KOTHUTHMBHBIE ITpenyOexieHus paboToaareneil IpuBOASAT K HESIBHON Mpe-
B35ITOCTHU B OLIEHKAX, KOTOPasi MOXKET MEIaTh KeHI[UHAM [0Jy4YaTh Mpesio-
KEHHS 0 paboTe WK NMOCIEAYIOMNN KapbepHbIIl POCT, CO31aBaTh U YKPEIJIATh
KOPIOPAaTUBHYIO KYJIBTYpPY. CIIOCOOHOCTH JKEHIIUH YaCTO 3aHUKAIOTCS, IOTOMY
YTO OHU BOCIIPUHUMAIOTCS Kak noTeHranbabie Mmarep (Kmec 2011), dopmu-
pyeTcs NpeAB3sATOCTb B OLIEHKaX KOMIETEHTHOCTH JKeHIIUH 17151 paboThl B STEM
(Reuben et al. 2014).

I'enpepusie crepeotunst 0 STEM pa3nensior Ha ABE TPYIIIbL: CTEPEOTHUIIBI
0 TeX, KTO cBsizaH co STEM, u cTepeoTunsl 0 Tex, KTo npeycnesaet B STEM
(Master, Meltzoff 2020). [TepBas mpeacTaBisieT rpymiy CTepeOTHIIOB, OCHOBaH-
HBIX Ha MPEACTaBICHUSIX 00 MHTEpece FoHoIIeH u JeBylek Kk STEM npeaMeTam.
OHU BBIPACTAlOT U3 CpPEeIHEro 0o0miero oOpa3oBaHuA: B LIKOJE MaTeMaTHKa
1 (H3MKa BOCIPUHUMAIOTCS KaK MPeIMeThl, 00JIbIIe TOAXONAIINE ISl U3y UYeHUS
Manpunkamu (Kessels 2015; Wang, Degol 2017; CaBunckasi, Mxutapsia 2018).
Bropas rpymnmna accouupyercst ¢ mpeicTaBIeHUs MU O Ka4eCTBaX, KOTOPBIMU
HeoOxoauMo obuanarh s yeriexa B STEM-cdepe (Master, Meltzoff 2020).

Ponb reHpepHbLIX CTEpeoTUnos
B Bbicwem STEM-o6pasoBaHum

W3yuas reHiepHble CTEPEOTHUIIBI B BBICILIEM 00pa30BaHUH, aBTOPHI IpOaHa-
JU3UPOBAHHBIX MyOJUKAIMI 3aTparuBaloT camble pasHble MPOLECCHI, IPO-
TeKallllue B yHUBEpcUTeTaX. PacCMOTPUM OCHOBHBIE KaTErOpHUH, KOTOpBIE
(OpPMUPYIOT CIOXKHBII MEXaHNU3M T'€HIEPHOI0 HEPABEHCTBA.

Pecypcbl u craTtyc

CrepeoTHIbl pacCMaTPUBAIOTCS Kak (PaKTOp HU3KOW MPEeACTaBICHHOCTH
nesyiiek B STEM oGpazoBanuu. Kitaccuueckue paboThl O COIUATIBHBIX CTE-
peoTunax noApoOHO ONMUCATN MEXAaHU3MbI MOAACP)KAHUS JOMUHHUPYIOIIEr0
craTyca OOJBIINHCTBA U JUCKPUMUHUPYEMbIX CTAaTYCOB MEHBILIMHCTB, IPe-
CTaBJISAIONIMX ayTrpynisl (cM.: Psioosa 2003). Beiciiee oOpa3zoBanue popmupyer
HE TOJIBKO MpodeccCHoHaIbHbIe COOOIIeCTBa, HO U HEPAPXHUI0 BHYTPU HHX.
OTaenbHbIE COLMAIbHBIC TPYIIBI yrKe Ha 9Tane 00pa3oBaHUA MOTYYalOT CTaTyC
MEHBLIMHCTBA, OCO3HAIOT €ro ¥ BMECTE C 3TUM IpHodpeTaroT cturmy. Hampu-
Mep, B aMEPUKAHCKUX YHUBEPCUTETAX (PUKCUPYETCs HETaTUBHOE BJIMSHUE
MacKylIuHHOU KyJabTyphl (Cheryan et al. 2017): HeCMOTpsI Ha TO3UTUBHbBIC
CTEpPEOTHITBI B OTHOLIEHUH 00pa3a MporpaMMHUCTKH Y JE€BYLIEK, OHU C MEHbIIEH
BEpOSITHOCTBIO BHIOMPAIOT KOMITbIOTEpHBIE Hayku (Beyer 2014). CtyaeHTkn
KOPEHCKOro yHUBEpCUTETA IPU3HAIOT €01 MEHBIIMHCTBOM B OpPraHU3allMOHHON
KYJBTYPE C MY>KCKUM JOMUHUPOBAHUEM M TPOTHO3UPYIOT CBOIO Kapbepy Kak
MeHee coctositenbHyto (Jung, Kim 2020). CTyaeHTKH U3 eBpONEeUCKUX YHH-
BEPCUTETOB UCIIBITHIBAIOT COLMAIBHBIN TUCKOM(OPT B CUTYyallUl MEHBLIMHCTBA
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(Kronberger, Horwath 2013), crepeoTHIibl B mpoliecce COlMann3aiii CHIKAIOT
MOTHBAIIMIO ¥ caMoolleHKY jaeByiiek B STEM-npodeccunu (Ertl et al. 2017).
O ponu CTepeOTUIIOB ¥ CHUKEHHUH O AeBy1IeK B STEM NuiyT U KUTalcKue
uccienoarenu (Yang, Gao 2019). ['ennepHas cTpyKTypa YHHBEPCUTETOB
CBUJETEIBCTBYET 00 OpPraHMU3alMOHHBIX IPOLECccax U KyJIbTYPHOH cpele,
KOCBEHHO IEMOHCTPHUPYIOLINX OT(32)KPBITOCTh 00pa30BaTeIbHOM Cpelibl U 3a-
JAIOIIUX MEPCIEKTUBBI Pa3BUTHS OTPACIU U U3MEHEHUH npodeccruoHaibHon
CyOKYJIBTYpBI B OyAyIIEM.

NpeHTUYHOCTL M ponu

OnucaHHble BbILIE TEOPUU UCXOAAT U3 MIPEACTaBICHHUH 0 30HaX KoM(DOPT-
HOW M KOH(IMKTHON MJASHTUYHOCTH (KaK JIMYHOW, TaK U rPyNIoBoi). B ana-
JTU3UPYEMBIX MaTepHallax pedb Tak)Ke HIET O COrJacOBaHUMU I'eHACPHON
1 po(hecCHOHANBHON NACHTUYHOCTH U CO3aHUU YHUKAJIBHOM I KaXkI01
TPYIIIBI U YeJIOBEKA THE370BOM MIEHTUUHOCTH (nested identities). B omHOM
clly4yae YHUKaJIbHasi UAGHTUYHOCTh HECET COLMANbHBIH KOM(DOPT, B APYyTOM —
yrpo3y u TpeOyeT MOCTOSIHHBIX YCUITUH 110 ee cornacoBanuto. Oomactu STEM
3a4acTyI0 CTEPEOTUNIM3UPOBAHBI MPEACTABICHUSIMU O TOM, YTO y4dalluecs
1 padoTaroLINe TaM JIOAU CTPEMSTCA K COLUANIbHON M30JISIIIUH, a TAK)KE 5B-
JISII0TCSL HETIPUBIIEKATEILHBIMU FeHUsIMU, nerd-genius stereotypes (Starr 2018).
OTuUM cTepeoTunaM B OONbLICH CTENEHU MOABEP/KEHBI IOHOLIH, HEXKeNU Jie-
BYLIKHM, AJISI HOCIEIHUX OHU CTAHOBATCA UACHTHU(PHUKALUOHHBIM 6apbepoM
(Beyer 2014). XoTst uMeHHO npodeccruoHanbHas UIeHTH()UKAIINS OKa3bIBACTCS
3HaYMMBIM (pakTOopoM BbICOKMX nocTrkeHuit (Jones et al. 2013). JleBymiku
yaie cTpemMsaTcs paboTarh C JII0AbMHU, YTO HECOBMECTHMO CO CTEPEOTHUIIOM
0 COLMAJILHON M30JISLHUHU TPOrpaMMHUCcTOB. OHU Taxoke yaile 3a00TATCS O BHELL-
HEM BHJIE, HEXKEJIU IOHOIIH, BEIOUBASICh U3 CTEPEOTUITHOTO MPEICTaBICHUS
o BHenrHocTu sroniet u3 STEM (Cheryan et al. 2011).

AocTuXeHua M yCTOMYMBOCTb BbiGopa npocheccum

NmnnuuuTHele acconuanuu Mexay STEM u My>KuMHaMU UMEIOT Hera-
TUBHBIE TIOCIECTBUS B OTHOIICHUH CTPEMJICHHUS KEHIIIMH 3aHUMAThCsl HAyKOH
n MateMatukoil. Cryaentku STEM cnienuanbHOCTeH, nMerole 0oliee CUiIbHbIe
UMIUTMLUTHBIE aCCOLMALMH MYXKYUH c0 STEM, MeHbIIe OTOXIECTBISIOT ce0s
¢ 9TOM cdepoil u nmeroT Oosnee ciaadble HAyYHBIE KAPbEPHBIE YCTPEMIICHUS
(Kiefer, Sekaquaptewa 2007; Cundiff et al. 2013). IIpenocraBienue cTyaeHTKaM
Ooupiero ombita B oonactsix STEM He MOXKET 0CIa0UTh 3TH CTEPEOTHUIIBI
(Ramsey, Sekaquaptewa 2011; Smyth, Nosek 2015). Huzkast unentudukamms
ce0s ¢ mpodhecCHOHANTBHOM TPYIINOI U3-3a TEHACPHBIX CTEPEOTUIIOB TPUBOIUT
K BBIXOZlY M3 TPYIIIIBI, TO €CTh K OTYnCIeH!I0. CyLecTBYIOIINE CTATUCTHYECKHEe
JTAaHHbIE JEMOHCTPUPYIOT, UTO JIEBYIIKHU Yallle FOHOIIEeH oTcenBatoTcs co STEM
crnenuanbHocTel (Astorne-Figari, Speer 2018), npu ’TOM OHU HMEIOT MEHBIITY IO
BEpOSITHOCTH OTCceBa u3 yHuBepcurera (Vincent-Lancrin 2008).
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3aknwoueHue

CoBpeMeHHbIe HCCIIeI0BaTeNN B 00JaCTH IeHASPHOI0 HEPAaBEHCTBA
B 00pa30BaHMM AaKTHBHO MCHOIB3YIOT IICUXO0JIOTHYECKNE TEOPUHN T'eHIESPHBIX
CTEpPEOTHUIIOB JJIs ONMCAHMUS COLMAJIBHBIX MIPOLIECCOB B BBICIIEM 00pa3oBa-
HUH, pa3padaThIBalOT U aJalTUPYIOT HOBbIE METOJUKH M PEITU3bI 151 pa3HBIX
CTpaH U KyJbTYP, OAHAKO MPUXOIAT K corylacyromumcs BeiBogam. [Ipu sTom
r1100aJbHOI0 MEKCTPAHOBOIO UCCIIEAOBAHUS IO IaHHOM TeMe 3a MocieIHNue
NIBa ICCATUIIETHS CAEIaHO He ObLIO, XOTS JaHHbIE ISl TAKOTO UCCIIEI0BAHU A
yxe umerorcs (Manomonok, [llernosa 2020). CyiiecTByomniue METOIUKN
U3MEPEHHUsI CTEPEOTUIIOB NO3BOISIOT 3a()MKCUPOBATh UX MPOSBICHUE B PaM-
KaX ONpeAeNeHHBbIX TEOPUI U1 B ONPEACICHHBIX 00J1acTSIX, HO IOKa HElO-
CTaTOYHO METOAMK, KOTOPbIE Obl (HOKYCHPOBAIHMCH HA U3MEPEHUHU CTEPEO-
TUTIOB B oOnactsax STEM, yauTsiBas Bce 0COOEHHOCTH MPEIMETHOTO OIS
U COLMAIBHO-KYJIBTYPHOr0 KOHTeKcTa. Co3/1aHHe U UCIOIb30BaHUE TAKUX
WHCTPYMEHTOB MOMOTJIO OBl YAYYIIUTh TOUHOCTH U3MepeHust B STEM-
00pa3oBaHUH, YCHJIMUTh UX MEXKIUCIUIIMHAPHBIN XapaKkTep, Tak KaK CBO-
eBpeMeHHas pukcanus npoOIEMHBIX MECT Y CTYACHTOB IIOMOKET OIEPaTUBHO
pearupoBaTh Ha U3MEHEHUE UX 00pa30BaTENbHON TPACKTOPHHU U JaxKe
aKaJeMHYECKON yCIeBaeMOCTH.

Conuonorudeckue Teopuu moaepuusanuu (Muarnxapt, Benbuens 2011)
MOCTYJIUPYIOT MOBBIILIEHHE OCO3HAHHOCTH U OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, Pa3BUTHE
pedIeKTUBHOCTH. YHUBEPCUTETHI SIBJISIOTCA NPOBOJHUKAMHU OyIyLIEro,
MeCTaMH CKOIUICHMS JI0Jeil ¢ KpUTUUECKUM MbILIUIeHHeM. IMeHHO 31ech
OCO3HAHHOCTb UCTOPUYECKON M3MEHUYNBOCTH CTEPEOTHUIIOB U T'€HIECPHBIX
poJieil MO3BOJISAET OCYIIECTBIATH BEIOOD )KM3HEHHBIX CLIEHAPUEB M BMECTE
C 3TUM — BO3MOXHOCTb UX MeHATh. OHAKO, KaK TIOKa3bIBAIOT HUCCIIEA0BAHUS,
CTEPEOTHUIBI U IPEIPACCYAKH OCTAIOTCS U ABIISIOTCS MaccoBbIMU. Bee eie
CYLIECTBYET yrpo3a MOATBEPKIACHUS CTEPEOTHUIIA, 3alUIaeMas APyroi
yI'PO30i — pa3pylieHus CI0KUBIIEr0Csa packiaaaa MO3ULUI A CTaTyCHOTO
O0NBIIMHCTBA. MBI BUUM, UTO IpoOIeMa CASPKUBAHUS COLIMAIBHOTO pas3-
BUTHSI YHUBEPCUTETOB 32 CUET CYLIECTBYIOIHUX CTEPEOTUIIOB OJHUMAETCS
MPaKTUYECKH BO BCEX IMPOAHATIU3UPOBAHHBIX MyOIMKALUAX, YIIOMUHAIOTCS
roCyJapCTBEHHBIE IPOrPaMMBbI IIPEOJO0ICHUS TeHAEPHBIX CTEPEOTUIIOB. DTOT
MIPOLIECC HOCUT I100anbHbIi XapakTrep. Cama HayuHas AMCKYCCHS, pa3Bep-
HYBIIAsACA HAa CTPAHULAX HAyYHBIX JKYpPHAJOB, SIBIAETCS CBUIACTEIbCTBOM
MOJIEPHU3AILIMOHHBIX U OCTMOJACPHU3ALMOHHBIX MPOLIECCOB B YHUBEPCUTETAX.
Ho Bompocs! 0cTaroTcst OTKPBITHIMU 17151 pe(hOpMaTOPOB ¥ AIMUHUCTPATOPOB
YHUBEPCUTETCKUX CPEJl: MOSIBUIICA JIU BBIOOP Y COBPEMEHHOT'O CTYICHUECTBA
1 KaKOBBI ero rpanuubl? [loka xe cylecTBOBaHHE MeHASPHBIX CTEPEOTHUIIOB
CHUYKAET MOTEHI[MAaJ OCO3HAHHOI0 MPO(ecCHOHaNbHOr0 BEIOOPAa MOJIOABIX
KEHILUH Ha dTane npopoprueHTalNH, NOCTYIIJICHUS B YHUBEPCUTET U allb-
HeWIel ycrnenHol Kapbepsl B CIEIIUaTIbHOCTH.
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GENDER STEREOTYPES AND WOMEN STRATEGIES
IN STEM: A MULTIDISCIPLINARY REVIEW

This paper focuses on the systematic review of articles on the measurement
and analysis of gender stereotypes in higher education that were published
in international journals over the past 30 years (1990-2020). The review aims
to systematise the theoretical and methodological approaches defining gender
stereotypes in STEM higher education and their role in the transformational
processes of contemporary higher education and in the development of so-
ciocultural openness of university environments, which have been available
in the global socio-humanitarian field in recent decades. To achieve this goal,
we used both open (Google Scholar) and closed (JSTOR, EBSCO, Scopus,
Web of Science, American Psychological Association) citation databases.
According to formulated criteria, the database of the 61 most relevant articles
was left for the analysis. The articles covered the following topics: ability
and self-confidence in STEM subjects, self-esteem, persistence, gender roles,
motivation, values, social discomfort, low percentage of girls in technical
majors, gender achievement gap, uneven student dropout, mismatched career
plans. Based on the studied articles and classical approaches, the definition
of gender stereotypes was proposed, positive and negative stereotypes and
their significance for the formation of inequality were highlighted, the two
most popular psychological theories about gender stereotypes — stereotype
threat and implicit theories — were analysed, and methods of their measure-
ment were systematised. The final part of the article reveals how gender
stereotypes allow us to study the main aspects of gender inequality in higher
education: female minority status in the academic environment, the relation-
ship between gender and professional identity, motivation, persistence in
obtaining a STEM profession and student dropout. The discussion indicates
the need for further cross-country comparative research and the development
of comprehensive measures. The question about the possibility of a conscious
choice of a professional path in higher education is raised.
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