HeJIoH i momiecrep. Bona Tako)X BMKOPMCTOBYBa/Ia PisHi TEXHiKM, HAIPUK/IAJ, aIlTiKaLIilo,
BUIIMBKY Ta IPUHTYBAHHS.

Bappapa Kapuucbka cTaja Iepuiol SKiHKOW0, sKa OTpuMana npemiio «Ockap»
3a Ju3aiiH KocTioMiB. BoHa orpyumana Haropopy B 1948 p. 3a koctiomu 10 imbmy
«Kanna r’Apk». Leit ¢inem 6yB sustmit 3a MotuBamu pomany Onekcanppa [Jroma
«Jama 3 kamenismu». Kapuncpka cropuma ams Ginemy kocTiomu, siki BioOpaxamm
iCTOpUYHMIT KOHTEKCT i XapakTepy IepcoHaXiB. BoHa BuKopucTana y cBOiX po6oTrax
Hailpi3HOMaHITHIII MaTepia/i it TeXHIKM, CTBOPIOKYY HETIOBTOPHI Ta BUIIYKaHi 06pasit.

Haropona «Ockap» crana BepumHow kap’epu Bapsapu Kapurcbkoi. Boxa Gyma
BI3HAHA OJJHI€I0 3 HANBUATHILINX XYLOKHUIb KOCTIOMA y cBiti. Bapsapa Kapuacbka
TakoX Oyna BioMa cBO€l OnmaropiiiHicTio. 30KpeMa, BOHA JIOIOMArama CHPOTaM,
inBanigam i HyxgeHHUM ciM’siM. BapBapa Kapuucbka Gyma CpaBKHBOK KOPOZTEBOIO
KocrioMa. BoHa 6y/a TalaHOBUTOM, HANONEIMBOIO i TBOPUOIW JKIHKOIO, KA JOCAITA
HeGYBa/IX BUCOT Y CBOil ranysi. [i po6oTut € cripaBxHiMu meeBpami, AKi HagMXaloTh
i BpaxkatoTb foci. Bapsapa Kapurcbka Oya He TiIbKM IeHia/IbHOIO XyAOXKHNULIEH, ajle i
[06poIo 1 YyiTHOW TIANHOW. BoHa saymimia moMiTHuMiI crify B ictopii XapkoBa i Bcboro
CBiTY.

CEKLIS:
ICTOPUKO-KYJIbTYPHI TA COLIA/IBHO-EKOHOMIYHI BUMIPU TYPU3MY

V. Stepanov
THE CONCEPT OF “TOURISM SECTOR” IN THE PUBLIC SYSTEM

B. Cmenanos
MOHATTS «CHEPA TYPU3MY» Y TPOMALCBKIN CUCTEMI

The concept of “tourism sector” allows us to understand the social processes that
take place in the field of tourism activities in the social system. To do this, we should
consider the interpretation of the concept of “sphere”, which is studied both at the socio-
philosophical and sociological levels.

It should be noted that the methodological basis for stratifying these concepts can be
found in the meta-analysis of the structural-functional tradition (T. Parsons, R. Merton),
and in the systemic sociological approach (J. Habermas, N. Luhmann). Without going
into a detailed analysis of these scientific paradigms, we note that the allocation of social
spheres is based on several modernized principles of T. Parsons  structural-functional
grid, namely: adaptation, goal achievement, integration, and stabilization of properties. In
this regard, the differentiation of spheres is quite homogeneous and mainly boils down to
two important questions: what the most stable subsystems of society look like and how to
perceive the deepening processes of differentiation of elements at the system-wide level.

The latter circumstance is becoming increasingly relevant in the world as global
processes develop. We can now observe that the development of national systems and their
subsystem elements is significantly influenced by global trends. In this regard, individual
differentiated elements of the system are transformed under the influence of global factors.

In the national philosophical and sociological tradition, there are sufficient
methodological grounds for analysing such processes. It is worth noting that in the mid-
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twentieth century, the idea of systemic unity and functional “differentiation of spheres
of public life” was formed. It was based on the generality of the manifestation of such
system components as activities, relationships, actors and their roles. The specifics of their
implementation were taken into account in accordance with the nature of public values,
needs and interests.

Today, we can identify the main trends in the study of the processes of differentiation
and self-manifestation of “spheres of public life”>. First, the development of qualitative
criteria for assessing the state of the main subsystems of society with their subsequent
differentiation into intra-system elements, for example, in the economy — the sphere of
social and labour relations, in politics — the sphere of social policy, etc. Secondly, the
development of theoretical approaches and methodological tools for analysing the specifics
of phenomena and processes in their areas of concentration, such as the social sphere.
Thirdly, studying the problems of subordination and conditionality of the development
of system elements of different levels of differentiation to priorities and goals, especially
in terms of integration into global processes and transition to sustainable development.

The allocation of any element based on objective indicators of systemic differentiation
and integration of the sphere of life must meet the following requirements: functional
specificity; targeted unification of connections and relations; activity orientation and
satisfaction of certain interests and needs. In addition: structural feasibility and consistency;
social and subjective content; ability of institutional development and inter-institutional
interaction.

All of this together makes it possible to move to a sociological interpretation of the
concept of “tourism”. In particular, its place in the modern social system as a branch of the
implementation of institutional processes in tourism. It should be noted that the tourism
industry has traditionally been viewed as an object of economic reality. At the same time,
various social aspects of tourism were considered as components of more general problems
of social policy and differentiation by specific areas.

It should be noted that in this case, the tourism sector is not reduced to the rank of
one of the subsystems of society. In the broad sense of the word, it is seen as a specific
branch of social reality. In particular, the phenomena and processes of social reality have
their functional manifestation in various fields — economy, politics, cultural and spiritual
life, etc.

All of this suggests that the expansion of the subject area of tourism research, the
inclusion of a wide range of social relations and interactions, makes it possible to distinguish
the tourism sector as an independent systemic object of society. In the most general sense,
tourism is a certain area of concentration of various types and forms of social relations.
They are based on tourism goals and values.

Any narrowing of this understanding of tourism leads to a limitation of the object
boundaries and subject field of understanding. The example is purely economic tasks. In
particular, the allocation of the tourism sector as a component of the economic system
is based mainly on the analysis of quantitative indicators. At the same time, qualitative
characteristics are considered within the framework of changes that describe economic
processes, which is an issue for further research.
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