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MOES1 ®NTTOCO®CKOU AHTPOITOJI0MMNNU
N COBPEMEHHAS oUTTOCO®USA

H. H. Pocmoea
Mockoeckuli 2ocyoapcmeeHHsbili yHugepcumem umeHu M. B. JlomoHocoea, Mockea (Poccus)

BeedeHue. Nccnepyetca ctaTyc Bonpoca «YTo ecTb YenoBek?» B duaocodun. AKTyasbHOCTb paboTbl
06ycNI0BNEHA NOCTOAHHO MEHSAIOWENCA KyAbTypHOM cuTyauneit. Takne GeHomeHbl, Kak BMOTexHOA0rMK,
WNCKYCCTBEHHbIV MHTENIEKT, MHTEPHET Belleil BHOBb CTABAT Nepes, HaMK BOMPOC: KTO Mbl U AONYCTUMbI U
npoucxoasalume nepemeHsl?

MemooOsbi. B cTaTbe UCNO/Ib30BaH UCTOPUKO-GUnocodpcknini metod. MNpoBoauTca pasnnume mexay
dunocodpckoit aHTpoNonornen Kak gUCUMNANHON 1 punocodcKoit aHTpononornen Kak KoHdurypaumnen
camoi ¢unocodumun. ABTOp aHanmsmpyetr GpeHOMEH aHTPOMONOrMYECKOro MOBOPOTA WM CBA3bIBAET ero
npexae scero ¢ U. KaHTom. KaHT coBepLuaeT aHTPOMNoOIOrMYecKkyo pesostounio 8 ¢unocodun, a nocne-
ayowan esponeinckan ¢dunocodua cosepluaeT KOHTPPEBoOOLMIO, NpeBpawas ¢unocoduo B OHTONO-
rmMto. B y3KoM cmbic/ie c10Ba aHTPONO/IOTMYECKUIA MOBOPOT CBA3AH C HEMELLKMMU MbICIUTENIAMU NEepPBOM
nosoBuHbl XX BeKa. ABTOpP OTMEYAET, YTO HEMELKUIN NPOEKT PUI0COPCKOM aHTPONOIOrMM PA3BUBASICA
HapA4y C PyCCKUM NPoeKTom GrUnocodCcKom aHTPoONonormu.

OcHoBHble udeu ucciedo8aHus, e2o pe3yanbmamsi U ux obcyxdeHue. Ecnu 3anagHas ¢unocodpus
CMeLLaeT Temy YenoBeKa Ha nepudeputo, To pycckaa dunocodua aHTponoueHTpuYHa. NoaobHble KOH-
durypauumn dnnocodumm xapaktepHbl U A8 COBPEMEHHON CUTYaLMK Ha pybexke BEKOB. AHTUAHTPOMOO-
rmyeckan TeHAeHUMs B 3anafgHou ¢uaocodmm cerogHs BbIparkaeTcA B UAEE KOHLLA UCKAKYUTENbHOCTU
YesI0BEYECKOro CyLLEeCTBOBaHUA. AHTPOMOLLEHTPUYHOCTb PYycCKoi dunocodun cerogHa BonaowaeT naen
QHTPONO/NIOrMYECKOM KaTacTpodbl.

3akntoveHue. MoppobHO MPOaAHANM3MPOBAB COAEPMKAHME MAEU KOHLA Yes0BEYECKOM WMCKAYU-
Te/IbHOCTW, aBTOP BblAenAeT yeTbipe GOPMbl 3TOM MAEU: NPEoAOeHNEe TPaHULbI MEXAY KyAbTypoin u
NPUPOAOM; NPeoAosieHNE FPaHULLbl MEXAY Ye/0OBEKOM U }KMBOTHLIM; MPEOAO/IEHNE TPAHULBI MEXAY
YeNOBEKOM M TEXHUKOW; NPeoaoseHne rpaHULbl MeXay YeNOBEKOM M 06beKTaMu. B MOHATMKM aHTpomMo-
JIOTUYECKOM KaTacTpodbl GUKCUPYHOTCA TPU 3HAYEHUA: 3aMeLLLeHMEe CO3HAHMA A3bIKOM; MCYEepPNaHHOCTb
AHTPOMO/IOIMYECKUX MPOEKTOB; YyTPATa aHTPOMNOOrnMYeckon Gopmbl. B coBpemeHHOM pycckon dunoco-
buK aBTOp BbIAENAET aHTPOMONOTMYECKME NPOEKTbI U NPeACTaBAfET COBPEMEHHYIO MOCTaHOBKY BOMpoca
0 YenoBeKe.

Kntoyesvie cnosa: aHTpononorus, punocodckas aHTPONONOTUA, aHTPOMOJIOTUYECKUIA NOBOPOT, Ye-
NIOBEK, UAEA CMepTU YeNOBEKA, aHTPOMNoorMyeckas KatacTpoda, KUBOTHOE, TEXHWUKA, CNEKYNATUBHbIN
peanunsm, pycckas ¢unocodpus.
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IDEA OF PHILOSOPHICAL ANTHROPOLOGY
AND MODERN PHILOSOPHY

N. N. Rostova
Lomonosov Moscow State University, Moscow (Russia)

Introduction. In article the status of a question «That there is a person?» in philosophy is
investigated. Relevance of research is caused by constantly changing cultural situation. Such phenomena
as biotechnologies, artificial intelligence, the internet of things raise for us again a question: Who are we,
and whether the happening changes are admissible?
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Methods. In article the historical method in philosophy is used. In article distinction between
philosophical anthropology as discipline and philosophical anthropology as a configuration of the
philosophy is carried out. The author analyzes a phenomenon of anthropological turn and connects it
first of all with I. Kant. Kant makes anthropological revolution in philosophy, and the subsequent
European philosophy makes counterrevolution, turning philosophy into ontology. In the narrow sense of
the word anthropological turn is connected with the German thinkers of the first half of the XX century.
The author notes that the German project philosophical anthropology developed along with the Russian
project of philosophical anthropology.

Results. If the western philosophy displaces a subject of the person on the periphery, the Russian
philosophy makes the question of the person central. Similar configurations of philosophy are
characteristic and for a modern situation at the turn of the century. The anti-anthropological tendency in
the western philosophy is expressed in idea of the end of exclusiveness of human existence today.
Anthropocentricity of the Russian philosophy is embodied today by idea of anthropological accident.

Conclusions. The author analyzes the content of idea of the end of human exclusiveness and
allocates four forms of this idea: overcoming of border between culture and the nature; overcoming of
border between the person and an animal; overcoming of border between the person and equipment;
overcoming of border between the person and objects. In concept of anthropological accident the author
fixes three values: replacement of consciousness with language; exhaustion of anthropological projects;
loss of an anthropological form. In modern Russian philosophy the author allocates anthropological
projects and represents modern statement of a question of the person.

Keywords: anthropology; philosophical anthropology; anthropological turn; person; idea of death
of the person; anthropological accident; animal; equipment; speculative realism; Russian philosophy.
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