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Marchyshyna A. A. Poetics of gender identity in postmodern literary discourse. The paper 
highlights poetological potential of gender identity in postmodern literary discourse. The concept 
of gender identity is interpreted as the individual’s self-perception of his/her own biological sex 
under certain social and cultural conditions. Constructive role of gender identity in discourse is 
determined by transformational in  uence of postmodern worldview envisaging the destruction of 
deep-seated gender stereotypes. The process results in new gender identity models formed by ap-
propriate language means.
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He’d seen the young man as no more than a student for months. Average, but with potential. 
Granted, he’d noticed Gage had a bad-boy appeal, only, that type had never attracted him. He liked 
intelligent, compassionate men. Typically professionals like himself, close to his own thirty years [12].

  (He liked intelligent, compassionate men)     
   ,       -

   (a bad-boy appeal),        
that type had never attracted him. ,      ,  

     :      -
,         : And there would be absolutely no reason for 

Gage to come here any longer. Which would be a relief [12]. ,    ,  
        ,    -

 : The doorbell sounded. He glanced over at the clock on the stove. Gage was early. 
Good boy [12].      bad  good  –   

   ,    – . 
     ,    -

,      ,     - -
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How lucky she was. She was a woman who had everything. A husband, four children, a lover, 
and a soon-to-be successful career. What more could she ask for? Her body, soaked in the sun, re-
 ected back into the water of the bay the gloss of comfort absorbed over the last few weeks with James 

and the children in France. They had camped in the Perigord, eaten truf  es and con  t de canard, and 
tried hard to have a successful family holiday [11, 31].

    A husband, four children, a lover, and a soon-to-
be successful career     (a woman who had everything),  

   ’  (   ),    ’       
’  .     “dual-gender nuclear family model” [10]. 

  (the gloss of comfort absorbed over the last few weeks),    
   ,   tried hard to have,   , 

 a successful family holiday –    ,    .
     [1, 40]  

    ,     .     -
   «    [   -

 – . .]    ,    » [2, 57],  
       .      

 :
… the relationship had been a remarkably easy and happy one. They are fond of one another. 

Matilda knows exactly what she wants William for – sex, humour, a cinema companion and an occa-
sional repair man. As this is still very much the area of AIDS, she also appreciates being able to have 
reasonable trust in the fact that William won’t give her anything she doesn’t want to have [9, 39-40]. 

       ,   , -
     (remarkably easy and happy).    ,  -

        ’ .     
   . ,      

,     ,         -
  (sex, humour, a cinema companion and an occasional repair man). 

           
  : For this part, William lacks Matilda’s thorough understanding of the politics 

of heterosexuality, but likes her,  nds her interesting, imaginative in bed; and – a great plus, at least 
at the beginning – she seems to be different from all the other women he knows, because she isn’t 
looking for a husband or for a baby-maker. Something, however, has happened recently inside Wil-
liam. He’s become aware that while Matilda isn’t out to trap him, she isn’t willing to give him very 
much either. <…> She sees herself as a free spirit, and William as some sort of attendant sparrow. 
Matilda is the big bird in the sky and William the little one. The dreaded lifestyle is gradually taking 
on a different aspect. William  nds himself dreaming about houses in the suburbs and wedding rings. 
What has always been pressure has re-formed itself as fantasy [9, 40].

   « »  ’  (Matilda is the big bird in the sky 
and William the little one)  « , ,    , 

  » [2, 197].     (dreaded lifestyle)  
    –    ,     -

 (houses in the suburbs and wedding rings).       (trap) 
      (fantasy).       

  : ,  ’   (a free spirit),   
   she isn’t looking for a husband or for a baby-maker   ,  -
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,       William as some sort of attendant sparrow, 
      .

       ’  
    ’   . ,   
        .  :

‘You make me feel sorry for men.’
‘I know. I feel sorry for them too. But we can’t devote our lives to feeling sorry for men, can’t we? 

The object of feminism is to rid ourselves of the emotion of pity in relation to men. We must pity our 
own condition instead. Not ourselves, but our condition. And turn that into anger, and then anger into 
action’ [11, 55].

  -    ,   -
    (sorry, pity, anger).       
    make me feel sorry for men.  -  

    . (    , ,  , 
  )       -

       (feel sorry for men)  , 
 ,   -  But we can’t devote our lives to feeling sorry for 

men, can’t we?      ,  (pity 
our own condition)     (turn <…> anger into action).

 ,    ,   -
 .  ,     -  
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