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The article considers the phenomenon of xenophobia and the consequences of this phenomenon.
Homosexuality is also considered from the view of different epoch societies. The general theoretical and
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the purpose of the study has been chosen and the ways of preventing the consequences of xenophobia
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to ignore such things as socio-psychological phenomena: homophobia and xenophobia.
The outline of the issue. Xenophobia (the fear of foreign or strange) is the natu-
ral feeling. It’s a psychological defense reaction (absolutely everyone can feel it). However, when
the whole society does not like any kind of people’s group, this society is in terrible danger [4].
Xenophobia’s objects change from epoch to epoch, from country to country, but it’s psycholog-
ical mechanism is the alternative of «we are they» is still versatile and it still seems to work by
prehistoric and primitive schemes.

At the same time, the ethological and socio-biological base of this alternative is getting
lost nowadays. Xenophobia often turns into dangerous socio-psychological phenomenon: when
the differences between people started to be accepted as a problem, when people are afraid of
these differences, then from ‘different’ they turn into ‘strange’ and they awake fear and accept-
ed as the threat to our positive identity and the casual way of life. The fear causes the enmity,
which can grow into hatred and hostility. And after that the psychological mechanism ‘we are
they’ fully activates and the defines the formation of negative stereotypes and superstitions, dis-
gusting mode of enemy, different kinds of discrimination [6]. Exactly the recognition of danger-
ous social phenomenon has defined its place in the list of urgent problems in the modern world.
The extreme expression of this trend are becoming painted with xenophobia aggressively violent
crimes or «hate crime», characterized by a pronounced hostility to the victims — people of a dif-
ferent nationality, race, religion, or in this case — sexual orientation.

Mostly stressed situations determined by not accepting cause the threat for stability of self-
conception, damage the firmness of identity, as a result of it specific kinds of defense reaction ac-
tualizes in social fears and phobias.

The purpose of our research: to investigate the level and specificity of xenophobia’s expo-
sure on the example of homophobia.

The relevance of the issue. Analyzing the process of relationships in society, it is impossible
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The theoretic model of the research is in the society, which is regulated by social rules. People
who do not follow them are punished and condemned. And exactly these standards regulate the ac-
ceptance of one or another behavior of the individual. The standards are preserved across the gen-
erations, intruding ideals and examples. Though xenophobia means to save your own authenticity
and to refuse anything strange, new, extraordinary. Homosexuality for our people is something
strange and not acceptable, but homophobia is the way to deny this phenomenon. During our re-
search we were investigating the level of xenophobia and homophobia among the youth. Since the
homophobia is not acceptable in our society, we suggested that it might have some specific fears.

Discussion of the issue. The research was held in three stages, there were about 350 peo-
ple. To find out the todays’ trend and the enquiry we decided to investigate the youth. 150 peo-
ple took part in our studies — among them there were 75 respondents aged from 18 to 25
and 75 respondents aged from 40 to 55. The study revealed some specific features of the
phenomenon. The education influences the level of xenophobia — the higher level of edu-
cation the less level of xenophobia. 76% of xenophobic people have secondary education,
32% of xenophobic people have a child with higher education, but parents — secondary ed-
ucation, and 17% of the xenophobic have higher education in both generations. It’s the inter-
esting fact, that the gender doesn’t have any impact on the level of xenophobia — both male and
female have the same level.

The respondent has two scales — one is homophobia, the other is xenophobia. The coeffi-
cient of correlation was 0,82. As for xenophobia people are inclined to give more categorical an-
swers, than as for homophobia. So 46,8% of all the respondents showed xenophobic signs, and
only 33,3% were categorical only about homosexuality. We can explain it with the fact that all
questions, pointed to find out the xenophobia, have the more hidden objective threat that pro-
vokes the bigger number of negative anxieties. Comparing two disputes, the person chooses
something less acceptable, for example, moving to another country makes respondents more
precautions than working together with a homosexual person. The older generation is more ho-
mophobic and xenophobic. The group of young people, is characterized by large severity ho-
mophobia than xenophobia, and the second group shows the opposite results. The possible ex-
planation could be the fact that the older generation has a well-established system of values, ide-
ology, based on the lifelong experience [1].

In the second stage of the study 100 people attended it: 44 boys and 56 girls aged from 15
to 23 years old.

They did not show more interest of gender’s preferences about others, but they did not leave
it without attention. Boys and girls did have bigger interest for others’ personal life. 58% people of
the whole group were against homosexuals. Conventionally, let’s call them homophobic. Also we
noticed that people with their own gender were categorical and didn’t accept homosexuals among
their gender, than homosexuals among the opposite gender. Such categories as ‘gay’ and ‘lesbian’
got into list with such things as ‘disease’, ‘AIDS’, ‘troubles’, ‘disputes’, ‘fear’, ‘annoyance’.

58% of people were homophobic, but other 42% showed tolerance, tolerance is the abili-
ty to accept any different thoughts without being aggressive and also different features and an-
other way of lives of others.

The first group is much more oriented on success, career, and their own future, but at the
same time, they reject the family, people, communication, failures, and threats.

The distinctiveness of both groups is the category ‘changes’. In the first group changes are
negative and unwanted, but the second group is positive and preferable about changes.

On the third stage, we took 100 people: 50 of them were homosexual girls, and also 50
heterosexual girls. The age of the respondents was 18-23. In the group of homosexual girls there
were 53%, with middle and higher levels of social fears, among the heterosexual — 27%.

The most homosexual and heterosexual girl’s stained zones are demonstrated by the aver-
aged profile ‘fear — avoidance — a wish of taking part’ by the M. Libovits’s modified test.

The level of social anxiety of homosexual girls is quite higher, than heterosexual girls. The
most uncomfortable zones are ‘the speech before the audience’, ‘the action (work) under con-
trol’, ‘test, knowledge check’, ‘declaration of love’. We consider that these fears are specific for
the observable group, as their way of adaptation is the refusal of taking part in such situations
and reducing the level of solicitation.
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Conclusions. Thus, according to the obtained results, homosexuality is non-acceptant by
our society. As a rule, homosexual people have low self-esteem, they feel different from other
people. As a result, they have the lack of self-confidence, anxiety that directly affects their life.

If the person has high self-esteem, considers oneself to be good, positive this person has
complete self-perception. If the person has the need to demonstrate this to anybody else all the
time, trying to be recognized, and reminding to anybody else about his advantages all the time
this person has a low self-esteem [2]. It’s obviously, when the person has a high self-esteem in-
deed there is no need to do all the mentioned above things.

The person, that asserts oneself at the expense of others, has not got out of the shackles of
the biological elements, where there is no morality. Asserting oneself at the expense of yourself
not others is the actual, not illusory basis for self — | am better than yesterday, due to overcom-
ing the desire to dominate [10]. Overcoming this aspiration by the person, his/her realizing of it
as well as refusal of it are the real reasons for the growth of self-esteem, and respect of others.
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Y cTaTTi peHomeH KceHodobil po3rnsaaeTbea Ha NpuKnai romodobii, a TaKoX AOCNIKAYOTbA Hacia-
KM LbOro ABULLA, a CaMe B3aEMO3B’A30K PiBHA COLia/IbHiIX CTPaxiB Ta ix cneuudikm i3 romoceKcyanbHO opi-
€HTALEr0. TaKOXK aHaANI3yeTbCA GEHOMEH FOMOCEKCYani3My 3 TOYKM 30pY CNPUNHATTA MOro CycnifIbCTBOM pis-
HUX enox. Mig Yyac HanMcaHHsA cTaTTi 6yN10 BU3HAYEHO 3ara/ibHi TEOPETUKO-METOA010rUHI NiAcTaBM A8 A0CAI-
[OYKEHHS, AibpaHO KOMNJIEKC METOAMK, afeKBaTHUX METi AOC/iAKEHHS, onuTaHo 350 pecnoHAeHTiB, NpoaHa-
nisoBaHo cneumdiky focnigKyBaHnx GeHOMEHIB Ta BU3HAYeHO WAaXM NpodinakTUKKM iX Hacniakis.

Knroyosi ciioea: Hopmu, KceHogobis, 20Moghobis, 20MOCeKCYasbHICMb, COYianbHI cmpaxu.

B cTatbe dpeHOomeH KceHodoOUM paccmaTpusaeTca Ha npumepe romodpodun, a TakKe uccaemyoT-
cA NoCNeacTBUA 3TOrO ABIEHUA, @ UMEHHO B3aMMOCBA3b YPOBHA COLMAJIbHBIX CTPAXOB M UX cneumou-
KM C FOMOCEKCYa/ibHOW opueHTaumel. TakKe aHanusupyeTcs GeHOMEH FOMOCEKCYaM3ma C TOUKM 3pe-
HWA BOCNPUATUA ero obL,eCTBOM PasHbIX 3Mox. Bo Bpems HanucaHua ctaTbi 6bian onpeaeneHbl obuime
TEOPETUKO-METO0/I0TMYECKME OCHOBbI A8 UCCNef0BaHNUsA, Nof06paH KOMMAEKC MEeTOAMK, afeKBaTHbIX
Lenv uccnesfoBaHus, onpoleHo 350 pecnoHAEHTOB, MPoaHaAM3npoBaHa cneunduKa nccnesyemoix peHo-
MEHOB ¥ onpeaesieHbl NyTY NPOOUNAKTUKN UX NOCeACTBUNA.

Kntoyesbie cnosa: Hopmel, KceHogobus, 20Moobus, 20MOCEKCYANbHOCMb, COYUAsbHbIE CMPAXU.
OdepxaHo 7.04.2014.
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