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CYBBEKTHOCTb KAK OCHOBAHHE ®OPMHUPYIOIIIUXCA
HEHHOCTEH ITU®POBOI'O OBLIIECTBA

E. B. Manaxoea
HUAY MUDH, Mockea (Poccus); Hucmumym ¢unocogpuu PAH, Mocksa (Poccus)

Bseoenue. [lanHas cTaThsl paccMaTpUBaeT NOHATHE CyOBEKTa M €T0 POJIM IPUMEHHTENBHO K (HOpMHpO-
BaHMIO IICHHOCTEH TOTO THIIA OOIIECTBA, KOTOPBIH B KaYeCTBE OJHOTO U3 OCHOBHBIX CIIOCOOOB IPOU3BOJICTBA
UCIOJIB3YeT IU(POBBIE TEXHOJIOTHH, B TOM YHCIIE HCKYCCTBCHHBII MHTEIUICKT.

Memooui. 3amauy TaHHOTO MCCIEOBAHMS IUKTYIOT PACCMOTPEHHE CyOBhEKTa OJJHOBPEMEHHO C CHCTEM-
HBIX U aKCHOJIOTMYECKHX ITO3UIHH, YTO B MEPBOM CIIydae MO3BOISIET OOPATHTHCS K COBPEMEHHBIM paboTaM B
oOnacTi KHOEPHETUKU TPETHErO MOPSAIKA, BO BTOPOM — K (HIOCO(PCKO-ITHUECKAM HANPaBICHUSIM: KOHCEK-
BEHLHAIM3MY, JICOHTOJIOTHH, STHKE 100pOACTENH.

OcHogHbie udeu UcCie008anusl, NOTYYeHHbLE pe3yIbmamyl U ux oocysxcoeHue. 1[eHHOCTHOE OTHOIICHUE K
MOOBIM 00BEKTaM JEHCTBUTEIBHOCTH TIPEJCTaBIACT COO0H OCHOBaHME MUPOBO33PEHHUs CyOBEKTa U HEOOXO-
MO It 5 QEeKTUBHOTO IesIenoaranus 1 pOpMUPOBAHUS OLIEHKH ITOJIYYEHHBIX PE3yIbTAaTOB ASSTEIBHOCTH.
Ho mipu 5TOM BOIIPOC O TOM, KaKUM 00pa3oM JOJDKHBI BOCIPUHIMATBCS YETIOBEKOM U OOLIECCTBOM KaK CyOBbek-
TaMM HayYHO-TEXHOJIOTHYECKHE MHHOBALMH, B OCOOCHHOCTH IIU(POBBIEC, BOBCE HE CBOAUTCS K TOMY, OJDKHBI
JIM 9TH WHHOBAIIMM OICHHMBATBCS IMOJIOKUTENHHO WM OTPHIATENBHO. 31eCh MBI PacCMaTpHBacM, Ha KaKOM
OCHOBaHMH CYOBEKT BOOOIIE CIIOCOOCH BBIHOCHTH OLICHKY, U KAKUM OH MOJXKET BHJIETh CaMOro ceOsi U CBOM
B3aMMOOTHOIICHHUS ¢ 0OBEKTaMH OLICHKH B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT BBIOPAaHHOM CHCTEMBI, B KOTOPO# JJaHHOE B3aUMO-
JeHCTBUE MPOMCXOIUT. DTH CHUCTEMbI, KaK MbI I10JIaraeM, MOTYT U JlaXKe JOJDKHBI PAcCMaTpPHUBATHCS OJHOBpE-
MEHHO C JBYX HO3HIHMIL: 1) KaK ¢ TOUKH 3peHHUsI CyObEeKTa U ero HHTEHIHH, OIPEAEIIIONINX BO3MOXKHOCTh TOTO
WM HHOTO [IEHHOCTHOT'O OTHOLICHHS; 2) TaK U C TOYKU 3PEHHUsI BHELTHEH 10 OTHOIICHUIO K CyOBEKTY, HO MO-
3BOJISIIONIEH ONpENENTh €ro MOJIOKEHHE B BO3HHKAIOUICH CHCTEME OTHOLICHHWH M XapaKTepHCTHUKH CaMOW
CHCTEMB.

3akntouenue. CyobekT B IM(POBOM OOIIECTBE CIIOCOOCH PYKOBOICTBOBATHCS YTHIIUTAPUCTCKOM 3THKOM
Ha ypOBHE LIEHHOCTHBIX B3aHMOOTHOILIECHHIT ¢ 00BEKTaMHU: ICOHTOJIOTNYecKast — JOOABIISIeTCs] Ha YPOBHE B3au-
MOOTHOIIIGHUH C IPYrUMHU CYOBEKTaMH; STHKa JJ0OpoeTeny — Ha HanboJiee BEICOKOM METacyObeKTHOM YPOB-
He.

Kniouesvie cnoea: cyObeKTHBIN MOAXOM; THYECKas CHCTEMA; LIEHHOCTHOE OTHOIIEHHE; JeSTEbHOCTD;
YTHJIUTApU3M; ICOHTOJIOTUSL; ITHKA NO0OPOJETENH.
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THE ROLE OF THE SUBJECT IN THE FORMATION
OF VALUE PERSPECTIVES OF THE DIGITAL SOCIETY

E. V. Malakhova
National Research Nuclear University MEPhI, Moscow (Russia), Institute of Philosophy, Russian
Academy of Sciences, Moscow (Russia)

Introduction. This article examines the concept of the subjects and their role in relation to the formation
of values of the type of society that uses digital technologies, including artificial intelligence, as one of the main
methods of production.

Methods. The objectives of this study dictate the consideration of the subject simultaneously from sys-
temic and axiological positions, which in the first case allows us to turn to modern works in the field of cyber-
netics of the third order, in the second — to philosophical and ethical concepts: consequentialism, deontology,
virtue ethics.

Results. Value attitude to any objects of reality is the basis of the subject's worldview and is necessary for
effective goal setting and the formation of an assessment of the results of the activity. But at the same time, the
question of how scientific and technological innovations, especially digital ones, should be perceived by a per-
son and society as subjects, is not at all reduced to whether these innovations should be evaluated positively or
negatively. Here we consider on what basis the subject is generally able to make an assessment, and how he/she
can see him/herself and the relationship with the objects of assessment, depending on the chosen system in
which this interaction occurs. These systems, as we believe, can and even should be considered simultaneously
from two positions: 1) as from the point of view of the subject and his/her intentions, determining the possibil-
ity of a particular value relationship; 2) so from the point of view external to the subject, but allowing to deter-
mine his/her position in the emerging system of relations and characteristics of the system itself.



Conclusion. A subject in a digital society is able to be guided by utilitarian ethics at the level of value re-
lationships with objects, deontological ethics is added at the level of relationships with other subjects, virtue
ethics — at the highest meta-subject level.

Keywords: approach of subjectness; ethical system; value attitude; activity; utilitarianism; deontology;
virtue ethics.
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