on the left and turns it toward his much more conservative way of thinking.

Dugin seeks to transform one of Heidegger’s basic innovations, the notion of Dasein, to the Russian
context. He does so by developing his notion of a distinctively Russian Dasein within another important
“mytheme” created by Heidegger—that of das Geviert or the fourfold.

Dugin grants the fourfold a crucial role as the basic structure Heidegger identifies with the other
beginning. For Dugin the Other Beginning begins with the fourfold [6].

Dugin proceeds to read the fourfold as granting to Russia an extraordinary role in the other beginning.
He has only to cite Heidegger himself in this respect. Volume 69 of the GA is his principal text, and Dugin
draws on two important statements by Heidegger. The first: “The History of the future of the earth is contained
in the essence of Russianness (Russentum), which has not yet been freed to itself. The history of the world is
the task set to the Germans for consideration (Besinnung).” The second: “Russia—that we do not conquer and
exterminate it technically-culturally but rather free it to its essence and open it to the breadth of its suffering
as to the essentiality of an essential salvation of the earth.” [7, S. 119] Dugin proceeds to create a narrative of
the Russian other beginning whereby Russia becomes the site of the creation of a new attitude to being, the
fecund earth that allows for salvation from the metaphysical illusions of the West. Russian Dasein (ironically
Russianized by Dugin as Dasain () becomes the bearer of a distinctively Russian way of being that shall
liberate not only Russia itself but can be a beacon of salvation to the rest of the world.

To summarize, in his lecture about the essence of language of 1957 [8, S. 173] Heidegger said that
thinking ploughed the field of Being. The ground for comprehension and learning of Heidegger’s esoteric
thinking as the solitary guarding of the Being has been prepared in Russia, inside the Russian language. Firstly,
in Russia Heidegger has been read as a philosopher of the future, not the past, as a “precursor of the dawn of
a completely different era of the world”: thus, the key concepts of “Black notebooks” of “Machenschaft(en)”,
“das Rechnerische”, “das Riesige” not only help to give an unfavorable diagnosis to the late modernity but also
to look ahead. Secondly, Russian literature on Heidegger shows not only the existence of its own independent
language of description and analysis but also a tendency towards holistic approach to the consideration of the
philosopher’s work involving, in addition to the analysis of Dasein and Being-historical thinking, political
ontology and critics of civilizational discourse in the spirit of conservative revolution. Thirdly, the learning of
Heidegger’s thought through discussion and the separation with French poststructuralism and postmodernism
in the late Soviet and post- Soviet philosophy have become an integral factor of development of national
philosophical thought which has grown stronger while exercising in deconstruction of ideological and thinking
surpluses and in the very Heidegger’s case.
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Annotanus: MaTEpec k pumocodckomy Haciaennuto Mapruaa Xanaerrepa BEIBOIUT Ha U3YUCHHE
npo0OseMaTHKu KOH()OpMHU3Ma B COBPEMEHHOMN akajeMuieckoi Hayke U puitocoduu. [Ipu 3Trom
caM KOH(OpPMH3M ClieAyeT MOHUMATh HE B TPAAUIIMOHHOM COI[MAIbHO-TICUXOJIOTHYECKOM,
OMXEBUOPUCTCKOM KITIOUE, a B (HEHOMEHOJIOTHYECKOM, TO €CTh KaK ‘‘HEUYTO, UTO SIBISET ceOst h3
camoro ce0s» (“that which shows itself from itself” [6, p. 51]). UToOBI BbIBECTH TTOJJOOHBIN B3I
Ha «KOH(POPMU3M» U3 JIOTHKHU Puinocopun Xaiaerrepa, HEOOXOAUMO 00PaTUTHCS K KOPHAM
HAYKOIICHTPUYHOCTH COBPEMEHHOTO MHPA, ONIPEIEIUTh CTETICHb BIUSHUS AUCKypCca «HAYIHOU
palMOHAJIBLHOCTH Ha MOBCEIHEBHYIO )KM3Hb YEJIOBEKA, a TAK)KE 3aHOBO ITOCTABUTh BOIIPOCHI O
TOM, KTO K€ SIBISIETCS] «CyObEKTOM) HAayYHOMU JESTEIIbHOCTU B HACTOSIIMI MOMEHT, U Oiaronaps
JIOMUHHAPOBAHUIO KAaKOW «KapTUHBI MUPA» COBPEMEHHAsI akaJieMU4yecKas Hayka U ¢pumocodus
IPEJICTABISIIOT COOOM Cpelly, B KOTOPOM aKTUBHO MPOLBETAET U MOOLIPSIETCS LIEHHOCTHAS
opueHTaIus KoHpopMuszma.

KitroueBsie cnoBa: guiiocodus texnonoruit, Maptun Xaiinerrep, Oropokparu3anus U MacCOBU3ALIUS
Hayku U ¢punocoduu, HayyHas kapTuHa mupa, Ge-stell, das Man, kondopmuzm

Phenomenology of conformism in contemporary academic science and philosophy.
Moiseenko Yan Yurevich

Institute of Philosophy and Law, Russian Branch of the Academy of Sciences

Abstract: Interest in the philosophical heritage of Martin Heidegger leads to the study of the problems
of conformism in modern academic science and philosophy. Moreover, conformism itself should
not be understood in the traditional socio-psychological, behavioural manner of simple conformity
to the common standards, but in the phenomenological manner, i.e. “that which shows itself from
itself” [6, p. 51]). In order to derive this view of “conformism” from the logic of Heidegger’s
philosophy, it is necessary to follow the roots of the contemporary world’s obsession with science
and to determine the discourse of “scientific rationality” influence on the everyday life of a person.
Then it is necessary to raise again the question about who is the “subject” of scientific research,
and thanks to the dominance of which world-picture modern academic science and philosophy
constitute an environment where the value orientation of conformity is encouraged.

Key words: philosophy of technologies, Martin Heidegger, bureaucratization and massification of
science and philosophy, scientific world-picture, Framework, The They, conformism/conformity

Emé Ha 3ape cranoBinenus ¢unocodcekoil mapaaurmMpl MojepHa HayKa 3asBUJIa O CBOMX aMOMIIMSAX CTaTh
IJIaBHBIM TIOJICIIOPbEM JUJISL 4EJIOBEYECTBA, PA30PBABILIETO OKOBBI CPEIHEBEKOBOM CXOJIACTHKH, a IS
«TIPOCBEIIEHHON» €r0 4acTH — CBOETO poJa «IIyTEBOIHOM 3BE370N», KOTOpas yKas3blBaeT IyTh IIporpecca
u npouseranus. Hameuennasa emé B tpynax P. Jlekapra u M. HproToHa TeHneHUMs BHEAPEHMS HAYYHOI'O
MBIIIIJICHHS] B TIOBCETHEBHYIO KM3Hb UeJI0BeKa Oblila BhIAEpKaHa BIUIOTh 10 HAIIMX JHEH, C HE3HAUYUTEIbHBIMU
OTKJIOHEHUSIMU. B 0cO6EHHOCTH, €Ciii paccy»XJaTh O T.H. 3al1aJHOM OOIIECTBE — «YCIEXU» HAyKH B 3aBOCBAHUU
MOMYJISIPHOCTH Y PEAETHHO HIMPOKOH ayTUTOPHHU 3/1eCh OeCTIpelieIEeHTHBL. B CBsI3U ¢ 3TUM, BOBICUEHHOCTh
00IIEeCTBEHHOCTH B Cyry00 Hay4HbIH, a TaKkKe PUIOCOPCKUIN TUCKYPCHI, UTO 3WXKAYTCS Ha HAyKOLEHTPUYHOM
MHUPOBO33PEHUH, MOXKET OBITh OTCIIC)KEHA Ha PA3IMUHBIX YPOBHX BoBieu€HHOCTH [11]. Bens B coBpeMeHHOM
MHUpPE PEIKOe MOJUTHYECKOE WJIM HKOHOMHYECKOE peIleHHe NpUHUMAeTCs He Oyaydd NIpeaBapUTEIbHO
W3yYEHHBIM 4e€pe3 IMPHU3MY Hay4HOIO IOAXOJa B LEJAX JaTh IPENECIBHO TOYHBIA IPOTHO3, HACKOJIBKO €TI0
MOCIIEICTBUS OyyT COOTBETCTBOBATh HAYYHOH PallMOHAIBLHOCTH WIH, 110 KpaiiHel Mepe, TOCIOICTBYIOLINM B
00IIEeCTBE MPEACTABICHUSM O HEH.

[ToBcemecTHas MMIUIEMEHTalLUs MMOJOOHOIO MOAXOAAa K MPHUHIATHIO PELIEHUH B pa3iMuHBIX chepax
KHU3HU COBPEMEHHOIO YelloBeKa MMeeT ABosikue nociuenctBus. C oqHON CTOpPOHBI, HaydyHas BepupUKaLusa
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PHCKOB M yrpo3 eI Ha CTaJnuu pa3pabOoTKHU KaKoro-JInbo MpoeKTa AaéT CTOPOHaM, BOBJIEUEHHBIM B IIPOIIECC,
HEe0e30CHOBATENbHYIO YBEPEHHOCTb, YTO OHH HE TOJILKO OMUPAIOTCS Ha «TBEPAYIO IMIOYBY» O]l HOTAaMH B BHJIE
HAay4YHOM TEOpeTHYecKOol 0a3bl U HAYKOEMKUX TEXHOJOTUH, HO U pa3ZelifioT OJHO U TO K€ AUCKYPCHUBHOE
10JI€ C IepeIoBON 0OIIECTBEHHOCTbIO, CYMTAIOLIEH «HAyUHBIH TOIX0/ [NIaBHBIM CLIOCOOOM B3aUMOAECHCTBUS
C OKpYKAroInUM MUPOM. (30€Ch UMEET CMBICI YIIOMSIHYTh (PEHOMEH T.H. «TPAXKTAHCKOW HAyKW» (citizen Sci-
ence), KOTOPbIil OMICHIBAET CUTYaLIMH JIFOOUTEIHCKOM BOBICUEHHOCTH B HAYYHBIN MPOIIECC U 1aXKe MTPOU3BOJI-
CTBO JIFOOUTEISIMH HEKOTOPOI'0 HAyYHOT'O 3HAHUS MOCPEACTBOM MyOIUKAIMii B COLMANIBHBIX ceTsX) [3].

C nmpyroii CTOPOHBI, «OJEPKUMOCTH 00IIIECTBEHHOTO IUCKypca HaAyuYHOU BepudUKaInel KaXk10ro mara
B TIOJIUTHKE, SKOHOMUKE, COIIMAIILHOM cepe, KyIbType, 00pa30BaHUM U T.Il. MOXKET C JIETKOCTHIO IPECTYIHTh
rpaHb pa3yMHOTO U MPUOOPECTH «MaHUAKAIIbHBIE» YepThl. B 3TOM citydae, He TOIbKO 00pa3 )KU3HU OTJEIbHBIX
WHAWBUIOB CTaHET MOMYMHEHHBIM 0€3:KAIOCTHOMY AMKTATy HAyYHOH PAaIlMOHATBHOCTH, HO M COOCTBEHHO
chepa HayKd — TPEICTABICHUS O MPEAMETE W METOAOJIOTHU HAyYHBIX HCCIEAOBAHHM, HAUHET HEM30EKHO
MEHSTHCS MO/ IaBICHUSIMH MPOLIECCOB MAacCOBU3ALIMU [2], M HAyYHBIM JUCKYPC KaK TaKOBOW OKOHYATEIHHO
MOTEePSIeT HEKOTJa SJIUTAPHBIN XapakTep, UTO HE MOXKET B KOHEYHOM HUTOT€ HE CKa3aThCsl HA Ka4€CTBEHHOM
OTJIMYHMH TIOJIMHHO «HAYYHOTO» 3HAHHS, OT pPE3yJbTaTOB KaKUX-TMOO Apyrux (opM deToBEYEeCKOM
NeATeNIbHOCTH [3].

Hacrosimass creneHp MaccoBH3allMM HAyKH HPUBOJUT K TOMY, YTO Hay4dHas JESTEIbHOCTh HE
npezacTasisier co0oil 0oee MPOAYKT MHIAMBUAYAIBHBIX YCHIIMNA — BCE OOJBINE ATO KOJJICKTHBHBIA TPYI, a
YUHTBIBass MaclITaObl COBPEMEHHBIX MCCIIENOBATEIbCKUX TPYII, PabOTAOIIMX HaJ OJHUM IIPOEKTOM — B
0COOEHHOCTH, B €CTECTBEHHBIX HAayKaX — 3TO padoTa LENIbIX «HAYYHBIX KOPIIOPAIH» WK JaKe T.H. «HAyYHBIX
babpuk» (science factories) [14]. Uto xacaercss GyHKIMOHHPOBAHHS TTOJJOOHOTO po/ia CTPYKTYP, TO UM Kak
IIPABUJIO CBOMCTBEHEH BBICOKUI ypOBEHb OIOPOKPATUUECKONW OpraHU3alliK, U OH BO3PACTAET C YKPYIHEHUEM
U YCIIO)KHEHHEM UX BHYTpEeHHero yctpoiictsa [10], 4To B cBOIO ouepenp, KapAWHAIBHBIM 00pPa30M MEHSET
Cpeny, Ilie cylecTByIoT yuéHble. OHON U3 Haubosee pacpoCTpaHEHHBIX CTPATEeruil aganTauuii K MEHSI0-
Hiecs cpene, rae OJUH 3a JIPyT'MM BO3HUKAIOT HOBBIE PEINIAMEHTHI, BHYTPEHHNE U BHEIIHUE OTPaHUYEHUS,
ABJISIETCS KOHPOPMU3M — ero (heHOMEeH ObUI MOIPOOHO MCCIIEOBAH CIIEHUAINCTAMH B 00IaCTH TICHXOJIOTUU
u O6uxeBuopusma (Hanpumep, [1]). OgHako, HECMOTpPSA Ha CYIIECTBEHHYIO CTENEHb MPOpabOTaHHOCTH, Y
HAac HET YBEPEHHOCTU B TOM, 4TO (peHOMEH KOH(POpPMHU3Ma MOIYyYUI MO-HACTOSIEMY IIyOOKYI0, HOAITUHHO
¢dmnocockyro HHTEPIPETALUIO, B TO BpeMs Kak €€ BpeMsl Kak pa3 MPHUIILIO, BEAb MOJ] BIUSHHEM 3aBUCUMBIX
MIPOLIECCOB MAaCCOBU3AIIMH HAYKH M BHEJIPEHMSI HAYYHBIX U «KBa3WHAYYHBIX» IPAKTHUK B TOBCEITHEBHYIO )KHU3Hb,
MMEHHO KOH(OPMHU3M MpEeTEeHAyeT Ha TO, YTOOBl CTaTh MEra-TPEHJOM CpPelrd MOIYCOB OBITHS 4YeloBEKa B
Hay4qHOM U (prtocodekom mone [11]. A 3HAYUT, ¥ CTaTh APaliBEPOM CEPHhEIHBIX COIMAIBHBIX TPaHC(HOpMAITUii.

B kadecTBe cBOEH peakiny Ha HACYIIIHYI0 HEOOXOUMOCTh PHIIOCOPCKON HHTEPIPETANN KOH()OpMU3Ma
MBI IIpejyIaraeM o0paTuThes K puitocodpun Mapruna Xaiiaerrepa, a MMEHHO NTPOBECTH (DEHOMEHOIOTHYECKOe
BCKPBITHE 3TOT0 (peHomeHa. CyliecTByIOT OCHOBAHUS [TOJIAraTh, YTO MOJOOHBIN OAXO/ T03BOJIUT IPOHUKHYTh B
CYLIHOCTb TOTO, YTO CKPBIBAETCS 32 IPUBBIYHON, Oy THUUHOM €ro MHTEepIpeTaluel, ObITyIOIIeH B COBPEMEHHOM
I'YMaHUTapHOM JUCKypCe, 8 UMEHHO CBOJIUTH ()eHOMEH KOH(OPMH3Ma K HEMOCPEICTBEHHBIM MOBEJICHUECKUM
MPAaKTUKaM MMUTAIMH WHAMBUIOM HEKOTOPBIX TPYMIOBBIX (WM IIMpE — OOIIECTBEHHBIX) HOpMATUBOB [1].
Ha camowm nene, punocodcekue uccnenoBanus B 001actu KOHGOPMU3Ma HE MOTYT OTPaHUYUBATHCS TOJOOHOM
€ro TPaKTOBKOM KaK caMOJI0CTAaTOYHOrO siBieHUs. Eciu paccMoTpeTs — ¢ moMouibio Guiaocopckoil mpu3Mel
Xaiigerrepa — uTo B CyTH CKpPBIBA€TCS 32 3TUMU MPAKTUKAMU alaliTalliy K IPYNIIOBbIM HEHHOCTSAM, TO MOKHO
0oOHapy>XKUTh TaM HEUTO KyJa 0oJiee OHTOJIOTUYECKH BECOMOE.

Bpamkax HameueHHOT0 (heHOMEHOIOTUYEeCKOTO BCKPBITUS KOH()OPMU3MaHEOOXOAUMO, BIIEPBYIO 0UEPEIb,
paccMoTpeTh crenn(puKy COBPEMEHHOM HayKOIIGHTPUYHON KapTHHBI MHpa, YeEMYy MOMOXET HCCIIeI0BaHUE
gyepes mpu3My Gurocouu TEXHOIOTHI Xaiinerrepa, BBISBUTh IPUIHHBI €€ TOMUHHPOBAHUS HAJl OCTAIbHBIMU
BO3MOXXHBIMH MHUPOBO33peHUsIMU. Takum 00pazom, ciedyeT YAeJUTh BHUMAaHHE TaKOW COCTaBJISIONICH
COBPEMEHHOM HayKH KaK TEXHOJIOTH3allUs, TOCKOJIbKY, COITIACHO COBPEMEHHBIM HCCIICAOBAHUSIM, TEXHOIOTHH
OTHBIHE HE BOCIPUHUMAIOTCS B Ka9€CTBE HEUTPAIHHBIX MHCTPYMEHTOB, KaK CPE/ICTBA peasn3alliy Iesiei B
KpaTualIre CPOKH, HO SIBIISIOTCS LIEHHOCTSIMH caMHu 1o cele, 0oniee Toro, OHM (POPMHUPYIOT KOTHUTUBHBIE
XapakTepucTUKH uenoBeka [12]. TexHomornyeckas panMoOHalIbHOCTb, MOCTYJIUpyEMas TEXHOJIOTHUSIMH,
KOTOPBIE CTAHOBATCS BCE 0OJiee aBTOPUTETHBHIMH B COBPEMEHHOM MHpE, MPEACTaBISIET COOOH TOPKECTBO
TEYVN — TOTO CaMOTO KOMILIIEKCHOTO (peHoMeHa, yTo Obu1 onucan M. Xaiaerrepom B noknane « The Question
Concerning Technologies» (pycck.: «K Bompocy o Texuuke») [8]. CoBpemeHHas akajgeMuueckas Hayka (u
¢dunmocodusi B 4aCTHOCTH) MPEJACTABIAET COOOH TOPKECTBO ITOTO TEYVN B UUCTOM BHJEC, MOCKOJIBKY HH Ta,
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HU JIpyrasi, He CTaBsT OOJbIlle BhICIIEH 3a7adeil pacKpbITHE MOIIMHHOTO ObITHS (DEHOMEHOB, BMECTO 3TOTO
032004€HbI TOJYMHEHNUEM UX OBITHS PUTHIHOMN CXeMe M3BJICUCHHSI U3 OKPY>KAIOIIET0 MUPA TIOJIb3bI U BBITOJIBI,
KOTOpasi OCYIICCTBIISCTCS 3a CUET pacrlpeiesieHHs 3HAHUU M TPEICTABICHUNA O Pa3IMYHBIX (EeHOMEHAX
OKPY>KaI0ILlero MUpa Mo 3apaHee OTBEAEHHBIM ISl TOTO «IIOJI0YKaM» MBIIUIEHUS (TaK, C TOMOILbIO MeTadophI
«KHWKHOTO ITKada ¢ IOJI0YKaMI» Mbl HAMEPEHBI BBIPA3UTh HAIlle OTHOIICHUE K CI0KHOMY U HEOTHO3HAYHOM
HeonoruzMy Xamgerrepa Ge-stell (aurn. — Framework, pyccK. — «I0-CTaB, «Kapkac» v T.I1.) [7; 8].

Boixon Ha mpoGiieMaTrKy KoH(pOpMH3Ma B Hayke U pustocodun xalgerreprualCKuii B3I ] Ha OJI0KEHHE
BEIleH mpeAnonaraeT B aHanu3e Tpanchopmanuu cyObeKT-00bEKTHOM TOMHMKH, TI€ CTAHOBUTCS BO3ZMOXKHBIM
NpOBECTH (PYHIAMEHTAIBHYIO PEBU3UIO IMO3UIMH «CYOBEKTa» HAy4YHOHW nesTeNbHOCTH. bamancupys Ha
TpaHMIE MEXAY IByMs CITIOCOOAMH BUICHUS OKPYKAIOIIETO MUPa — KMUPOBO33PEHUEMY (aHIIL.: world-view)
U «KapTUHOW MUpay (aHII.: world-picture), T BTOPOU SBJIsETCS Hanbojee penpe3eHTaTUBHBIM IPUMEPOM
pa3BépteiBanus Ge-stell [7], a Taxke BbIOMpas B KAYECTBE TOUKU OTCUETA HAIIIETO PAa3MBIIIJICHUS KITFOUEBOU
npe-koHuent ¢unocobun Xamnaerrepa Dasein (aHrn.: Being-there, pycck.: ObITHe-31eCh) [6], cTaHOBHUTCS
OYEBUIHO, YTO HAWBHO BHUJETHh B «CYOBEKTE HAyYHOH NEATEIHHOCTH» OTIEIHHOTO MHAMBHIA — YYEHOTO.
Kak yxe ObuTo MMOKa3aHO paHbllle, B HAIM JHA HAyYHAs ACATEIBHOCTh CTAHOBUTCS YaCThIO TIOBCETHEBHBIX
MPAKTHUK, OTYACTH JaKe PaCTBOPSSICh B UX PYTHHHOM CTE3€, T7I€ IPOUCXOIUT MEPEKITI0UECHUE SK3UCTUPOBAHMUS
Dasein Ha HeayTEHTUYHBIA PEKUM — UMEHHO B 9TOM pEXHME Ha aBaHCIIEHY BBIXOAHUT TO CaMOe MOATHHHOE
«IIEMCTBYIOIIIEE JTUI0», KOTOPOE JINIIb HAJIeBaeT Ha cedsi MacKy «cyOonekTa» HoBoro BpemMeHH, B TO BpeMs
Kak, Ha JieJie, He CBOIUTCS K Hemy. Pasymeercs, peub UAET o xaiinerrepoBckoM KoHienrte das Man (aHTIL.:
The They, the One; pycck.: «J1 10 1l 1», KOHH»), CPEIH XapaKTEPHBIX YePT KOTOPOTO €CTh HE MAJIO MOUIMHHO
KOH(QOPMHUCTCKUX CTpATETHI aJanTaiy, HAMEKH Ha KOTOPBIE MOYKHO, IPH JTOJDKHOM BHUMaHUH, OOHAPYKHUTh
B TOM yacTH Tpyaa «Sein und Zeity, (anmn.: “Being and Time™) [6], 9TO BBOAUT JJIs YUTATENSA 3TOT CBOCOOpa3-
HBI HEOJIOTU3M, OTHO3HAYHO ONPECNIUTh MPUHAIIECKHOCT KOTOPOTO K KAaKOW-HUOYIb «9aCTH PEUm» TPYIHO
Ha JIFOOOM M3 SI3BIKOB, Ha KOTOPBIE MEPEBOIMINCH paOboThl Xaiimerrepa. OmHaKo cieayeT MpU3HATh, YTO B
OCHOBOIMOJAralIInuX padoTax HEMEUKOro ¢uiocoda He MPEACTaBICHO CKOIBKO-HUOYIb AETAlbHON HHTEp-
nperanuu das Man-a, a 3HAYUT, MBbl UIMEEM ONPEIEIEHHYIO CBOOOY B KOHLIENITYaJIN3allMH 3TOro (heHOMeHa, B
TOM YHCJIC, © B HE CAMOM TPECKa3yeMOM KITIOYE.

Takxum 06pa3om, coBokyIHas aHauTHKa Ge-stellv das Mannio3BonseT Ham chopMupoBath pritocodekuit
(GyHIaMEHT Uil UHTEpIpEeTali MHOTMX W3MEHEHMH, YTO B HACTOSIIMNA MOMEHT BPEMEHHU IPETEpIIeBAIOT
aKaJieMu4ecKas Hayka U Gpuiaocodus, a TakKe TOTro, KaK aJanTHPYIOTCS K 3TOW MEHSIOUICHCs cpee yUEHbIe
u ¢uiocodsl, Apyrue y4acTBYIOUIHE CTOPOHBI B MPOU3BOJICTBE HAYYHOTO 3HAHMs, a Takke, COOCTBEHHO,
cama ¢miocodus u camo HaydyHOe 3HaHUE. Uepe3 Mpu3My XalJerrepuaHcTBa CTAHOBUTCS BO3MOXHBIM
paccMOTpETh BO3PACTAIOIIYIO OIOPOKpaTH3alMI0 W (HopMaNn3aluio HAydHOTO NpOIecca, ONEPKUMOCTh
HAy4YHON OOIIECTBEHHOCTH TIOBCEMECTHBIM BHEJPEHHUEM PEHTHHIOBBIX CHCTEM U KOJMYECTBEHHBIX
MoKasareJsei, NpuBeIeHHe HayYHBIX CTaTel M0 €CTECTBEHHBIM U T'YMAaHUTAPHBIM HayKaM K HEKOMY «O0O0IIeMy
3HaMEHATENI0» C TOYKH 3PCHHS UX CTPYKTYPBI, TII€ KaKIBIH IEMEHT MPONKCaH 3apaHee B ymepo cBodome
TBOpYECTBA U aBTOPCKOMY BbICKa3bIBaHMIO [4] (peub uAET o HaOuparomeMm aBTOPUTET (hopMaTe HayYHBIX
nyomukanmii IMRAD [13]). B konTekcTe TOTO0, 4To NccnenoBanus ¢puiocoduu M. Xaliaerrepa Ha HACTOSIIEM
JTare MepeKUBaIOT «PEHECCAHC) TI0 BCEMY MHUPY, CBUICTEIILCTBOM UETO SIBISIETCS BRIXOZ Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX Ha-
YUHBIX cTareil U1 MoHorpaduit o Xaiaerrepe (camblii spKuil mpuMep, Ha HAI B3I, 3TO [5]), mpeanaraeMblit
(heHOMEHOIOTUYECKHI MOAX0/ K PACCMOTPEHUIO «KOH(DOpMHU3Ma B HAyKe» MOXKET OBITH 00Jiee YeM aKTyaJeH.
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Xaiioezeeposckuit 6onpoc 0 mexuuke 6 KOHMeKcHe cO08PeMEeHH020 Punocodhckozo
oopazoeanus

Pomanenxko FO.M.

Hnemumym gunocogpuu Cankm-Ilemepbypeckozo cocyoapcmeenno2o ynusepcumema. JJokmop
@unocoghckux nayx, npogeccop

yr_romanenko@rambler.ru

AnHoTanus: PepopmupoBanre COBpeMEHHOTO PriI0cOPCKOro 00pazoBaHUs XapaKTepU3yeTcs

BHEJIPEHUEM B HETO KOMIIBIOTEPHBIX, UHTEPAKTUBHBIX U CETEBBIX TEXHOJIOTUI HA OCHOBE
WuTepHeTa, 9TO MO3BOISET PACIIMPUTE ayJUTOPHIO M BOBJIEUb B (hrimocockuii 1uamor 60bIIoe
KOJIMYECTBO ydyacTHUKOB. HoBelllas TexHuKa no3BojisieT cienars puiocodckoe oOyueHue
MacCOBBIM, 3(PPEKTUBHBIM U CKOPOCTHBIM. DTO MOXHO OIICHUTb MOJIOKUTEIHHO, OJJHAKO y 3TOTO
(eHOMEHa ecTh U CBOsI HeratuBHasi cropoHa. CyThk MpoOIeMbl 3aKJII0YAETCsl B TOM, CIOCOOHA

JM TeXHU3aLus: 00pa30BaHUs COXPAHUTh COOBITUHHOCTH Nepenadu Gpuinocopckoro cmeicina? B
HACTOSIIIIEE BPEMsI CHOBA CTAHOBUTCS aKTyaJbHbIM BOIPOC O TEXHUKE, TAK KAK €r0 B CEPEIMHE

XX Beka nocrasmi M. Xanzgerrep. B xalinerrepoBCKOM ITOHUMaHWN, TEXHUKA OKa3bIBACTCSI
aMOMBaJICHTHOH. B OHTOJIOrMYECKOM CMBICIIE OHA SIBISIETCS CIOCOOOM caMOpacKpbITHst ObiTHs. Ee
1apaJoKCcalbHOCTh 3aKJIFOYAETCS] B TOM, YTO OHA OJHOBPEMEHHO SIBISETCA HCTOUHUKOM OMACHOCTH
U CIacUTeNbHOU criioid. CyIliecCTBEHHBIM MOMEHTOM BO3HUKHOBEHHUS, (DYHKITMOHUPOBAHUS

U paclpoCTpaHEHUsl TEXHUKH SBIIsIeTCA BooOpakeHue, Tpakryemoe M. Xaiinerrepom Kak
OHTOJIOTMYECKHM c110c00 OBITHS YelIOBEKa, B KOTOPOM HAaXOJUT CBOE IMAJICKTUUYECKOE pa3pelIeHue
po0ieMa IPOTHBOIIOIOKHOCTH UCKYCCTBEHHOTO M €CTECTBEHHOTO. [IpoayKTHBHOCTE 1
4eJIOBEKOMEPHOCTh COBPEMEHHOTO (pMI0CcO(CKOro 00pa3oBaHus OyJET 3aBUCETh OT Pa3yMHOTO
pEeLIeHusl TOr0 BONPOCA B KOHKPETHBIX ME1arorn4eCcKuX MpakTHKaX.

Kunrouesnie cnoBa: M. Xalinerrep, OHTOJIOTHS, TEXHUKA, PAllMOHANIN3M, CHHIUEHTU3M, KPUTHKA,

akajzieMuueckas punocodus.

Heidegger’s Question of Technique in the Context of Modern Philosophical Education.
Romanenko Y. M.

Institute of Philosophy, Saint-Petersburg State University

Abstract: The reform of modern philosophical education is characterized by the introduction of

computer, interactive and network technologies based on the Internet, which allows to expand
the audience and involve a large number of participants in the philosophical dialogue. The latest
technology allows to make philosophical education massive, efficient and fast. This can be
evaluated positively, but this phenomenon has its own negative side. The essence of the problem
1s whether the technicalization of education is able to preserve the eventuality of the transfer of
philosophical meaning? Nowadays, the question of technique is again becoming relevant, since
it was posed by M. Heidegger in the middle of the 20th century. The technique is ambivalent

in Heidegger’s understanding. It is a way of self-disclosure of being in the ontological sense.

Its paradox is that it is both a source of danger and a saving power. An essential point in the
emergence, functioning and dissemination of technique is the imagination, interpreted by M.
Heidegger as an ontological mode of human being, in which the problem of the opposition of the
artificial and the natural finds its dialectical solution. The productivity of modern philosophical
education will depend on a reasonable solution of this question in specific pedagogical practices.

Keywords: M. Heidegger, ontology, technique, rationalism, scientism, critique, academic philosophy.

i B pabore «Jleno Xaiinerrepa» B.B. buOuxuH mMmoguepkuBai IJIABHYI0 W OMNPEACISIONIYIO YepTy
XaierrepoBckoil puocoduu, yTBepikKaas, 4To €ro MbICIb — 3TO «OHTO-JIOTHS: CIIOBO O TOM, YTO BCEraa

YK€ €CTh IMPEXkKIe, YeM YEIIOBEK HauyHET CBOIO padoTy oco3HaHus» [1, c¢. 10]. MHbpIMU cioBamu, B JaHHOM

HccnenoBanue BoinonHeHo npH moagepxke PODU, npoekr Ne 18-011-00753 A «Penentust u Tpanchopmanus uaen
Maptuna Xaiinerrepa B pycckoil prirocockoit MbICTI.
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