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Abstract

In the areas of urban public space planning and community engagement, the accessibility of public spaces is
an important and relevant topic. These spaces serve as community facilities where people from various walks of life gather
for leisure activities (Zhang, & He, 2020). But ensuring that the space is fully accessible to everyone, regardless of their
age, ability or education, is a multifaceted challenge. Scholars Leclercq and Pojani (2023) argue that one of the most
significant concepts of public spaces is their ability to promote social cohesion and community building for everyone.
According to Leclercq and Pojani, (2023), the purpose of these spaces is to become a servant and help all local people to
gather, communicate and engage in various activities. And here, according to Zhang and He (2020), the concept of public
space means that everyone should have a common space where they can choose and connect, and it helps to create
a wider community. At its core, the concept of public space is about the creation and maintenance of space that is open
and accessible to all members of the community (Charmaz, 2020). Deepening how people communicate and what they
expect from the construction of a public place, where they visit and what activities they would like to be carried out, this
is precisely what affects its physical design, the devices that appear (Habermas, 2022; Thomas, et al., 2022). Looking
at the importance of public spaces for the individual and their possibilities for leisure time, today's society is a relevant
and important question. It is the case of Santakas Park, which is located in the heart of the Kaunas city center, that is
relevant from this point of view and allows us to better understand how urban leisure spaces accessible to all can change
and satisfy the needs of residents and quality of life indicators. It is also very important that the quality indicators of public
spaces directly affect people's psychological and physical state (Azhar, Hardilla, & Kurniawan, 2021). This research will
also shed light on the issues surrounding the ever-emerging lack of knowledge and provide insights and understanding
of the current concept of public spaces. The aim of the article is to analyze public space as a place for free time accessible
to everyone in the case of Santaka Park. To achieve the goal, the following problematic questions are raised: how are
the public spaces of Santaka Park, as places of free time accessible to all, evaluated and experienced? How can we ensure
that public spaces are adapted to people of different ages, abilities and needs? How can different cultural and social groups
be taken into account to create public spaces that are welcoming and inviting to diverse communities? Research methods.
In order to understand the dynamics, ways of use, social interaction and overall impact on communities, the theoretical
analysis method examines public space, scientific literature, conditions of importance of dialogue, methods and other
multidisciplinary approaches needed for the analysis of public spaces, including various research methods.
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Theoretical contextualization of public space This space is designed to foster social connections
The purpose of public spaces is to become  andencourage community engagement. Public places

a servant and help all local people to come together,  are spaces where people can connect to create ideas,
communicate and engage in various activities perspective experiences and where they can create
(Leclercq, & Pojani, 2023). The concept of public  relationships that help strengthen the bond of society.
space is about creating and maintaining a space that is Public space can take many different forms, from
open and accessible to all members of the community.  parks and squares, sidewalks, libraries, community
clubs to public buildings. These spaces are carefully
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Maciuliene, & Ivanova-Radovanova, 2019). This
provides opportunities for people to connect and act
together. Public space helps create a sense of shared
ownership and responsibility. Public space also plays
an essential role in matters of municipal participation
and democratic engagement (Lee, 2021). Often used
as a gathering place for public events, cultural events
and political demonstrations, providing opportunities
for people to express their opinions and participate
in the democratic process. This space is especially
important in societies where freedom of speech
and expression is valued. Parks, green spaces
and other natural places help to improve air quality,
reduce external noise and promote biodiversity.
These places support the natural environment, fauna
and flora and contribute to overall health and well-
being. Nevertheless, public space is not always given
the attention and resources it deserves. Although
insufficient attention is also paid to the cultivation
of personal security (Navarrete-Hernandez, &
Kousha, 2023). In some cases, public space can
be ignored or even harmed by purchasers or civil
servants who privatize private interests over public
benefits. This can lead to a decline in social cohesion,
municipal commitment and environmental medicine.

The design of public space is one of the main
factors that determine how this space is perceived.
How people interact and what they expect from
a public place and what activities can take place
can influence its physical design, construction or
facilities (Habermas, 2022; Thomas, et al., 2022). For
example, a square with a concrete base and no plants
can feel cold and unattractive, even though it is sunny,
but a park with lots of seating but little sun and more
shade can be seen as a comfortable and attractive place
to relax. Also provided and accessible amenities,
such as — basketball courts, other playgrounds or
the opportunity to express themselves for public
perception of art, can promote social interaction
and community development much more easily
and comfortably (Mygind, Kjeldsted, Hartmeyer,
Mygind, Stevenson, Quintana, & Bentsen, 2021).
Public spaces must also be accessible and inclusive
to be effective, and good design alone is not enough.
This means that it is necessary to take into account
the various needs and preferences of various users,
such as those with disabilities, families with small
children, and senior citizens (SvagZzdiene and Vaseris,
2020). For example, a public area that is only
accessible by stairs may not be accessible to people
with mobility issues, and the lack of accessibility may
be difficult for families with young children. Creating

spaces that are inviting and accommodating to all is
an essential goal of architecture and acknowledges
these difficulties (Latham, & Layton, 2019).

Public spaces that are dirty, poorly lit or considered
dangerous are unlikely to be fully utilised, while areas
that regularly host events and activities can become
thriving hubs of community life (Holy-Hasted, &
Burchell, 2022). A collaborative strategy is essential
for the effective management of public spaces,
involving local authorities, community organizations
and other stakeholders.

However, other aspects are discovered in public
spaces that provide opportunities for rest and recovery.
Parks, beaches and other natural spaces can offer
respite from the stresses of everyday life, allowing
people to relax (Mygind, et all., 2021). Promoting
mental health and well-being can be achieved by
engaging in reading, meditation, or outdoor activities
(Jian, Luo, & Chan, 2020). However, it is essential
to ensure that they are well-planned, accessible
and safe in order to fully exploit the potential
of public spaces for leisure. Public spaces must be
planned with the community's wants and preferences
in mind, including amenities that meet their unique
recreational needs. In order to ensure that everyone
has an equal opportunity to enjoy these spaces,
Syaodih and Aprilesti (2020) emphasized that spaces
must be accessible to people of all abilities, including
those with disabilities or mobility problems. In
addition, public spaces must be well-maintained, safe
and hazard-free, with lighting provided (Beccali, et
all., 2019). This necessitates routine maintenance
and repairs, as well as community participation in
the administration and maintenance of these areas.
After finding out that public space is significant for
every person and analyzing the concept of public
space, we move on to the next step — to find out
what is the organization of leisure time and what are
the possibilities of its application in public space,
from a theoretical point of view.

Possibilities of application of leisure
organization in public space in theoretical aspect

According to the original idea of public spaces,
everyone should have access to public spaces where
they can meet together, engage or participate in
larger communities and otherwise spend their free
time and create impressions of the implementation
of their leisure plans (Carmona, 2019). A frequently
researched and described form of leisure activity is
sports and outdoor activities, which are the primary
recreational uses of public spaces (Aquino, et al.,
2022). These recreational areas, which often offer
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amenities such as basketball courts, soccer fields,
and running tracks, create a wealth of opportunities
for people to engage in active activities and thus
maintain their health.

Social gatherings and cultural events also apply
to organizing leisure time (McGillivray, Guillard, &
McPherson, 2022). For example, parks and squares
can be used for outdoor performances, festivals or
fairs, giving visitors the opportunity to appreciate
music, art and food in a cozy environment. These
gatherings can unite people of all generations, social
backgrounds, and cultural backgrounds, fostering
social cohesion and a sense of community (Avin,
& Pilarczyk-Palaitis, 2023). In addition, learning
and education can be promoted in public spaces.
Libraries, museums, and other spaces can not
only provide opportunities for lifelong learning
and development, but also provide educational
activities and resources for individuals of all ages
and thus help organize leisure plans (Li, Dang, &
Song, 2022). In order to develop intellectual curiosity
or simply to expand one's personal knowledge base,
these spaces can be used for conducting seminars,
lectures and other educational events.

An important aspect is that the opportunities for
organizing leisure time in the public space must be
broad-spectrum, diverse and reveal the interests
of different people (Varheim, Skare, & Lenstra,
2019). When examining the possible possibilities
of adapting methods of leisure organization in
public space, an important step is to assess possible
challenges and take into account social, cultural
and economic factors that may affect the effectiveness
of these leisure organization models.

First of all, one of the factors can be social trends, that
is, changes in the behavior of the population, demographic
changes, or social instability itself, all of which can have
an impact on the organization of leisure time (Brown, &
Stokes, 2021). As events organized in an accessible space
must meet the needs of different age groups, this may
require differentiated leisure offers.

A second factor may be cultural diversity.
For example, different values put forward by
the population can create great challenges, but also
unique opportunities can arise from it (Carretero, et
al., 2022). Leisure activities should reflect the culture
of the area. This point is important because it
requires evaluating and promoting the interaction
of various cultures and thus achieving a unique model
of the leisure space.

The third and no less important challenge

is financial opportunities and the availability

of the necessary space. These challenges can affect
organizational effectiveness levels (Colding, Gren,
& Barthel, 2020). The lack of financial resources
can cause problems when organizing large events
or maintaining the ongoing maintenance of a certain
public space. As a result, these challenges are
essential indicators that are important to consider
and think about when creating large-scale plans for
the organization of leisure in public space.

The organization of leisure time in public spaces
has a special impetus, the potential to improve
the quality of life of each individual or communities
(Simdes Aelbrecht, et al., 2022). When deepening
the concept of public space for leisure, it can be
understood that it is an important place for leisure
because it is and must be accessible to all residents
and offer various activities (Kamalipour, 2023).
By strategically improving, creating and designing
and managing public spaces, conditions are created
for a variety of leisure activities, as urban planners
and policy makers promote social cohesion, physical
and mental well-being, and contribute to active
and sustainable urban development steps (Russo,
& Andreucci, 2023). It is also important that such
opportunities are provided to everyone, in an effort
to provide everything to a person and this is done
not only in cities of high economic level, but also
in those with average income and opportunities (Le
Gouais, et al., 2023).

From a theoretical perspective, the organization
of leisure in public spaces draws on a range
of disciplines, including urban planning, sociology,
psychology and recreation management. These
domains provide a framework for understanding
the relationship between leisure, public space,
and individual and collective well-being (Smith,
2023). For example, ecological psychology's concept
of privilege emphasizes how public spaces can
be designed to encourage physical activity, social
interaction, and creative expression (Backman, et
al., 2023). In practice, the organization of leisure
time in public spaces can manifest itself in various
forms: from the creation of passive amenities such as
parks and squares to the creation of active recreation
facilities, such as playgrounds, sports fields, various
community gardens for recreation (Ziakas, 2023;
Broitman, 2023). In addition, outdoor events can be
organized to enliven public spaces and attract diverse
visitors (Quinn, et al., 021). These initiatives can
cater to a range of interests and abilities, promoting
inclusion and a sense of fulfillment among community
members.
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The effective organization of leisure in public
spaces requires a comprehensive approach
and involvement of all, which takes into account
the needs of various user groups, the context
of the surrounding neighborhood and the common
goals of the communities (Nelischer, & Loukaitou-
Sideris, 2023). By appealing to the principles
of accessibility and sustainability, public spaces can
become thriving hubs of activity, fostering a positive
sense of leisure time, promoting physical and mental
health and contributing to the overall vibrancy
of cities. After clarifying the connections and concept
of public space and leisure opportunities, we move on
to the next question — how to achieve the best results
for the adaptation of public space. Because of this,
it is important to find out how the dialogue between
the city and the public works on public space issues.

Public space-social construct — the object
of consumption is the dialogue between the city
and society

Historically, public spaces have often been
considered inert constructs of thought and behavior
(Charmaz, 2020). However, over time it has become
more and more open to cultural and social dialogue. One
significant expression of social and cultural dialogue in
public spaces is street art (Diniz, & Stafford, 2021). Street
artists use these spaces as canvases for self-expression,
encourage conversations about societal issues, or simply
add beauty to the urban landscape. Their work plays
a transformative role in fostering cultural understanding
and fostering unity among artists, consumers who can
be called viewers, and the wider public.

Theater is another reflection of public dialogues in
consumer society. This raises the question of whether
it functions merely as a wish-fulfillment tool or
becomes an object of desire itself. Theater reflects
society's values by challenging norms or reinforcing
them with narrative techniques (Yilmaz, 2023). The
use of artistic objects and services in public spaces
further engages diverse individuals in deficit societies
by providing access to artistic expressions that are
often exclusive or unavailable elsewhere. However,
this topic is subject to debate (Vicherat Mattar, 2020).
Those who oppose the prioritization of public space
emphasize the maintenance of order rather than
freedom. The balance of competing interests, such as
the cleaning of graffiti often seen in public spaces,
can be conflicting between preservation and erasure.
However, it can be said that the concept of public
space as an object of social design and consumption
plays an important role in the ideal dialogue between
the city and society (Maselskyte, 2019).

It seems clear that public space is created
and developed according to the needs of city
residents. Through ongoing dialogue, public space
can continue to be shaped to reflect our shared values
and the changing needs of society. Parks are of special
importance to society as a whole because they
provide various opportunities for people. First of all,
in the parks we can break away from the routine, city
noise or fight the stress.

Another important aspect is that parks promote
physical activity and a healthy lifestyle (Hunter, etall.,
2019). Parks also have educational value, spending
time in nature provides opportunities to learn about
the plants and animals found there. Therefore, spaces
accessible to all are not only physical places, but also
an important social element that plays a decisive role
in the communication between the city and the society.

A social construct is a concept that defines
how people create and perceive meanings, ideas,
and understandings of the world. According to
Hewitt (2020), it is the process by which people,
through collaboration and communication, shape
and categorize their perceptions and experiences
according to social, cultural and linguistic factors.
These constructs are related to the formation of human
identity and the understanding of communication.
For example, gender is a social construct because
it is not only a biological factor but also the result
of various societal norms, values and perceptions
about how men and women should behave (Hewitt,
2020). Social constructs are very important in
research in social sciences, psychology, sociology
and anthropology because they help to understand
how societal norms and values influence people's
perception and behavior (Nalivaike, 2020).

Public space, as a social construct, is an exclusive
object of consumption in the city, which perfectly reveals
the dialogue and communication of the society. It is more
than just a physical place — it is a space where different
interests, cultural contexts and human interaction
intertwine. This space becomes important not only in
an architectural sense, but also in a social sense. Public
spaces reflect society's opinions and values, the needs
of various groups and differences in worldly perception.
The transformation of public space is a continuous
process (Boeri, et al., 2020). Its architecture and design
can influence how people use and communicate with it.
Finally, public space is more than a physical place — it
is a living social construct where the dialogue between
the city and society takes place.

The objects of public space consumption in urban
dialogue are essential components of community life,
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which provide an opportunity for residents to interact.
These can be parks, squares, libraries or sports fields,
which become places where residents of a certain area
can meet, exchange ideas and communicate. These
facilities promote social diversity and integration as
people from different social, ethnic and economic
groups can meet and interact in natural settings.
Dialogue in the city's public spaces helps to create
tolerance and understanding, encourages discussions
aboutlocal issues and different points of view (Kent, &
Lane, 2021). The perception of the quality of the urban
environment is an important factor in determining
local sustainable development and environmental
planning policy issues (Grazuleviciené, et al., 2020).
The objects of public space consumption in urban
dialogue are not only physical elements, but also
spaces of social and cultural interaction where people
meet, share ideas and contribute to the well-being
of their community. The dialogue between the city
and society about public space is an essential factor
towards a productive public space (Robinson, 2022).
This is for several reasons: starting with democratic
decision-making, as dialogue promotes an open
decision-making process.

By involving residents in discussions about the use
and development of public space, city authorities
can make decisions that meet the needs and interests
of the community. Also community participation:
dialogue promotes the participation of residents
and their active involvement in the decision of local
affairs (Kent, & Lane, 2021). Dialogue with residents
to promote new ideas, innovations and creativity in
public space planning. Residents can offer unique
and impeccable ideas that can improve public space
and increase its appeal. And a very important thing is
transparency and trust: the dialogue between the city
government and the residents promotes transparency
and trust. When residents are informed about plans,
projects and decisions about public space, it increases
trust in the authorities and reduces the possibility
of disagreements, and cultural and social values:
public spaces reflect the cultural and social identity
of the city. Dialogue helps to ensure that public space
is designed as a place of communication that meets
the values and needs of the city's residents. Dialogue
with residents can lead to better decisions based on
diverse perspectives and experiences. City dwellers
can get an understanding of the benefits and rules
of using public space.

Conclusions

1. Public spaces can be understood as open
and common spaces intended for the public,

where everyone has the opportunity to express
themselves, communicate, share experiences,
implement desired activities or simply spend
free time. The organization of leisure in public
spaces includes various forms of activity that meet
various interests and demographics. Public spaces
offer a variety of activities, entertainment, events,
cultural programs and community gatherings. Public
spaces are indeed suitable for organizing leisure
activities, are accessible and open to all persons.
Public spaces have great potential to contribute
to the well-being and community integration
of city residents and guests. However, in order to
maintain and improve the situation, it is important to
properly plan and preserve these spaces, taking into
account the different security needs of the spaces,
the possibilities of the city and the wishes of the public.

2. One of the factors of effective management
of the formation of public spaces is the fostering
of dialogue between society and the city. This
communication channel is a way of feedback,
cooperation and shared responsibility in shaping
the city's public spaces. By fostering an environment
of mutual understanding and collaboration,
stakeholders can more easily solve problems,
implement needed improvements, and ensure that
spaces continue to respond to the changing needs
and desires of a growing user base. The established
dialogue between the city and society regarding
public spaces creates a living environment that meets
the needs of city residents, their values and the overall
identity of the city. As a result, it can be seen that
through continuous dialogue and cooperation, it
is possible to achieve the successful development
of public spaces, its attractiveness and better
accessibility, where all city residents feel that they
are creating their own city spaces, contributing, being
included and listened to.

3. Santaka Park is an important public space
of'the city, whichisaccessibleto every resident without
any restrictions or fees. It is a place where people
can easily meet, socialize and spend their free time.
The park's attraction for visitors is its infrastructure,
which is carefully executed and designed to meet
the wide range of visitor needs. Park accessibility
is an important and positive aspect for every visitor,
regardless of social status or available resources.
The park is in a convenient location, in the city
center, surrounded by nature. It is also important that
the park is accessible by different means of transport.
And the park itself is adapted to different activities
and satisfaction of needs, which is why playgrounds
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and sports grounds, sports equipment, recreation community and city development goals of the city
areas, and the beach were specially distinguished.  residents by providing affordable opportunities to
Santaka Park contributes to the well-being, health, = come and spend free time in Santaka Park spaces.
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OHIHKA ITYBJIIYHOTI'O NPOCTOPY AK JOCTYIHHOTI'O AJIA BCIX MICIA ITPOBEJEHHA
BIJIBHOI'O HACY: HA ITPUKJIAAI SANTAKA PARK

AHoTanis

VY cepax ruraHyBaHHS MICBKOTO TPOMAJCHKOTO HPOCTOPY Ta 3alydEHHsS IPOMaIy JOCTYIHICTh TPOMAJCHKHAX MPO-
CTOpIB € BAXIIMBOIO Ta aKTyaJIbHOIO TeMoto. L{i mpocTopu cirykaTh rpoMa/ICbKIMU 3aKIalaMH, JI€ JIOAN 3 PI3HUX BEPCTB
CYCIUIBCTBA 30MparoThes s A03BULIA (Zhang, & He, 2020). Ane 3a0e3neueHHst TOro, 1mo0 mpoctip OyB MOBHICTIO
JOCTYITHUM JUIsl BCIX, HE3aJIEXKHO BiJl IXHBOTO BiKY, 31I0HOCTEI UM OCBITH, € OaratorpaHHuM BUKJIMKOM. Bueni Jlekiepk
i [Tomxkani (2023) cTBEPKYIOTh, IO OIHIEI0 3 HAWBAXKIIMBININX KOHIICMIIIA TPOMAJICEKAX MICIb € 1X 37JaTHICTh CIIPUSTH
COIalIbHIN 3TypTOBAaHOCTI Ta po30ynoBi criabHOTH s BeiX. 3rigHo 3 Leclercq i Pojani, (2023), MeTta mux mpocTopis
MOJISITa€ B TOMY, IIO0 CTaTH CIIYTOIO Ta JOIIOMOITH BCIM MICIICBHM JIFOISIM 30MpATHCS, CIIUIKYBAaTHCS Ta OpaTd y4acTh
y pi3HOMaHITHHX 3axofax. | TyT, 3a cioBamu Wxkana Ta Xe (2020), KOHIIEMIIisS TPOMaJACEKOTO MPOCTOPY O3HAYaE, II0
KO)KeH TOBMHEH MaTH CHUTbHUA npOCTip, Jie BIH MO)Ke BHOMpaTH Ta 06’€z1HyBaTI/ICﬂ i Lle JI0TIoMarae CTBOPUTH mpury
Cl'Il.HbHOTy 3a CBOEIO CYTTIO KOHLICIILIsI TPOMaJIChKOIO MPOCTOPY MOIISTaE y CTBOPEHHI Ta MiATPUMII MPOCTOPY, AKHii € BifI-
KPHUTUM 1 JIOCTYTHUM JUTsT BCix wieHiB crninbHOTH (Charmaz, 2020) [TornmmGienHst Toro, SIK JIIOIN CHlJ‘IKyIOTLCS[ Ta 4Oro
BOHH OYIKYIOTb BiJl OyZiBHUIITBA TPOMAJICBKOTO MiCIisl, I¢ BOHM BiJBITyIOTh 1 IKi /i BOHM XOT1/M O 3711HICHIOBATH, 1€ cCaMme
Te, [0 BIUTUBAE Ha Horo (i3muHMA AU3aiiH, MPHUCTPOI, AKi 3’ aBisroTees (Habermas, 2022; Thomas, Ta iH., 2022). Po3rs-
JTAT0YH BOKIIMBICTh TPOMACHKIX MICITh IS JTFOAWHU Ta ii MOXKIIMBOCTI IS IO3BIJIUISA, Cy9acHE CYCIUIBCTBO € aKTyaTbHUM
1 BaximBUM nutanHsM. Came Bunanok napky CaHTakac, sIkMid po3TaloBaHuil y camomy IeHTpi Micta KayHac, € akry-
QJIBHKUM 3 111€1 TOYKH 30py Ta JJ03BOJISIE HAM Kpallle 3pO3YMITH, SIK JOCTYITHI JUIsl BCIX MICBKI IIPOCTOPH JIO3BULISL MOXKYTh
3MIHIOBATHCS Ta 33/I0BOJILHATH MTOTPEON MEIIKAHIIB Ta MOKA3HUKH SIKOCTI JKUTTS. Takoxk ayske BaKIIMBO, 1110 TTOKa3HUKN
SIKOCTI ITyOJIITYHUX TIPOCTOPIB Oe3MocepeIHbO BIUIMBAIOTH HA TICUXONOTIYHUH Ta (iznunuii ctan moneit (Azhar, Hardilla,
& Kurniawan, 2021). Ile mocmimKkeHHS TaKOX MPOJJIE CBITIIO Ha MPOOJIEMH, TTOB’s13aHi 3 MMOCTIHHO BHHUKAIOYOI0 HECTa-
Yero 3HaHb, 1 3a0e3MeUNTh YSBICHHS Ta PO3YMIHHS MOTOYHOI KOHIIEMII] TPOMAACHKUX MicIlb. METOIO CTaTTi € aHami3
IpOMaJICHKOTO MPOCTOPY SIK JIOCTYITHOTO JUIs KOYXHOTO MICIIsSl TIPOBE/ICHHST BUILHOTO 4Yacy Ha Mpukiaal napky CaHraka.
Jlnist TOCSATHEHHST METH MOPYIIYIOThCS HACTYIHI IPOOJIEMHI MUTAHHS: SIK OL[IHIOIOTHCS Ta MEPEKUBAIOTHCS TPOMAJICHKI
npoctopu mapky CaHTaka sIK JOCTYITHI JUTsl BCIX MiCIls BUTBHOTO 4Yacy? SIk MU MOXeMO 3a0€3Ie4YHTH, 00 TPOMaJIChKi
Micis Oyiu aJjarToBaHi 10 JFOAEH Pi3HOTO BiKy, 34i0HOCTEH 1 moTpe6? Sk Mo)kHa BpaxyBaTH pi3Hi KyJIbTYpHI Ta COLiaIbHi
TpyIH, 0100 CTBOPUTHU TPOMAJICHKI IIPOCTOPH, SIKi BITAIOTH 1 3aMIPOIIYIOTh PI3SHOMAaHITHI rpoMaan? MeToan TOCIiKEHHS.
[[{o6 3po3ymiTH AWHAMIKY, CTIOCOOM BHKOPUCTAHHS, COIialbHy B3a€MOIIO Ta 3arajlbHAH BIUIMB HA CITUTBHOTH, METOJ
TEOPETUYHOTO aHani3y BUBYA€E MyONiYHUI MPOCTIp, HAYKOBY JIiTEparypy, ymoBH BaKJIMBOCTI aianory, METOJIM Ta 1HIII
MYJIBTUANCIMIUTIHAPHI T1IX0M, HEOOXiAHI JUIs aHaITi3y Iy OJIiYHUX HpOCTOplB y TOMy YHCITI Pi3HI METOIM JIOCIIJUKEHHSI.

KurouoBi ciioBa: myOmmiyHMi TPOCTIip, O3B, MAPK, JOCTYIIHE JUIS BCIX MicIe.
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