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IMAGE OF HUMAN IN THE POSTMODERN EPOCH

Purpose. Based on the study of philosophical anthropological concepts, to highlight the project of personality in
different historical periods, to reveal the meaning of humanistic issues in the postmodern epoch, to identify the es-
sential features of the image of human of the second half of the XX — the beginning of the XXI century. Theoretical
basis. The methodological basis of the article is the principles of historicism, integrity, objectivity regarding the
mastery of the issue of person’s image in postmodernism. The research applied comparative-historical, culturologi-
cal, analytical, axiological approaches to reveal the problem of individuality in the second half of the XX — the be-
ginning of the XXI century. The theoretical basis of the article consists of scientific works in the field of philosophi-
cal anthropology, history, cultural studies, and aesthetics. Originality. The author revealed the peculiarities of trans-
formation of the personality model from antiquity to postmodernism, specified the image of man of the second half
of the XX — the beginning of the XXI century. Conclusions. The analysis of anthropological ideas of Western phi-
losophy of different ages shows the variety of views about understanding the nature of the person, its complexity
and ambiguity. In the epoch of postmodernism humanistic issues are of particular relevance, which is connected
with social and political uncertainty, domination of mass consciousness, loss of national and cultural identity. The
image of a person of this period is deprived of a solid foundation, it is blurred and relative. The destruction of faith
in the absolute in the context of the second half of the twentieth century contributed to the formation of confidence
in the interdependence of all things (including certain historical periods), raised the problem of the personality im-
age to a new ontological level. Orientation in the achievements of European civilization, perception of its anthropo-
logical experience, intercultural dialogue contribute to the productive use of the achievements of mankind in order
to understand the modern person and to form its adequate image. In its essence, postmodernism does not set the goal
to realize a retrospection of subject type. However, separating from the cultural memory the excerpts of ideas about
a person, by certain styles and directions, it builds on their formations its own eclectic image of the individual.
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Introduction

Anthropology in the twentieth century made a significant contribution to the awareness of
human nature, however, there were revealed certain limits of its understanding, which cannot be
extended from the standpoint of classical philosophy. In postmodernism, humanism has been
subjected to sharp criticism. Feeling of frustration, confusion, the absurdity of being, a playful
and mocking attitude to life and the high ideals affirmed (at least at the level of assertion) Euro-
pean civilization led to a revised interpretation of the image of the individual and its concept.

Although postmodernism has declared itself as an ideological system since the second half of
the twentieth century, it has not yet established itself as a holistic paradigm with well-defined
views on eternal problems. This direction has cast doubt on the leading spheres of activity of the
person, proclaimed a certain absurdity of existence, at the same time declaring the desire to "re-
open" the subjective world of the individual, to find his lost "Self". Logic and rationalism, which
were the basis of the modern era, are recognized as destroying human freedom and manifesta-
tions of violence against him.

Anthropological scientific inquiries of postmodernism gave rise to doubt on the dominant
principles of humanism. Theorist of this period U. Eco suggested that the hero of this era feels
very uncomfortable, he is lonely because he lost his spiritual orientation. Accordingly, the indi-
vidual is afraid of being himself, seeking certain images and roles that would make him relevant

Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International
doi: https://doi.org/10.15802/ampr.v0i16.141904 © L. M. Mykulanynets, 2019

43



ISSN 2227-7242 (Print), ISSN 2304-9685 (Online)
AHTpononoriyHi BuMipu ¢inocopcbkux aociimkens, 2019, Bum. 16

Anthropological Measurements of Philosophical Research, 2019, NO 16

TOPICAL ISSUES OF PHILOSOPHICAL ANTHROPOLOGY

and understandable to others, the same lonely and unknowable. Therefore, the personality of this
time is difficult to understand at the level of philosophical ontological knowledge.

The theme of the person’s essence activates such issues as: being, consciousness, integrity,
etc. For their solution, modern humanities involve in dialogue religion, history, ethics, politics,
sociology, psychology, cultural studies, etc. Their purpose is to restore the unity of man, to get as
much information about him as possible in order to find the true "Self". It is a kind of perfect
utopian idea of a future "monad" person, which is more a project than a real goal.

It can be stated that today philanthropic issues are revealed in various aspects: rethinking of
the content and nature of the individual, the importance of religion and traditions in his for-
mation, studying of different types of worldview and their impact on the person, reflecting of
philosophical and cultural foundations of anthropological sciences, etc.

At the same time, the idea of the "death of man", which was expressed by M. Foucault in the
twentieth century, is particularly relevant. The loss of subjectivity, the dependence of conscious-
ness on social, political and mental factors are real threats posed by postmodernism.

A critical view of the individual in the second half of the twentieth century developed under
the influence of the philosophy of F. Nietzsche, who opposed the tenets of modernity. The
thoughts of the thinker have caused a duality in the perception of the modern hero. On the one
hand, his value is his own potential, which contributes to the achievement of the true purpose of
existence, on the other — he is constantly subject to attacks of illusions, fear, struggle for life and
happiness.

F. Nietzsche’s beliefs laid the foundations for the leading strategies of person interpretation
that changed the limits of his existence: one emphasizes the possibilities of artistic worldview
(J. Bataille, J. Lacan, M. Foucault); the other shatters the foundations of metaphysical thinking
(M. Heidegger, J. Derrida, Y. Kristeva). The directions presented confirmed a contrasting view
of the individual: he is no longer a hero but appears as a creature that lost his orienting points;
personality is social, biological and mental in nature, but intersubjective in life.

Despite the fact that man, his relationship with society, the search for his own "Self" became
the subject of study by many scientists (J. Baudrillard, R. Barthes, D. Derrida, J. F. Liotard,
M. Foucault, M. Heidegger, etc.), the current stage of the development of the humanities requires
the specification and objectification of homo sapiens model contained in the postmodern pro-
gram.

Purpose

Based on the study of philosophical anthropological concepts, to highlight the project of per-
sonality in different historical periods, to reveal the meaning of humanistic issues in the post-
modern epoch, to identify the essential features of the image of human of the second half of the
XX —the beginning of the XXI century.

Statement of basic materials

The study of peculiarities of the type of postmodern person implies the researcher’s address
to the historical and cultural reconstruction of its ideal in certain historical periods. Human life
can be interpreted as a kind of worldview, dialogue and mutual enrichment of different civiliza-
tions. There is a deep connection between the epochs, despite the fact that often each successive
epoch denies the achievement of the previous one. Therefore, comprehension of the image of the
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person of the second half of the XX — beginning of the XXI century requires understanding of
the formation and development of the fundamental elements of anthropological science.

The subject’s model question was first raised in European philosophical thought in ancient
times. In the works of eminent thinkers (Protagoras, Sophocles, Plato, Aristotle, etc.), this
problem is considered in the aspect of domination of physicality. The perception of the flesh as a
"face"”, identical to thinking and symbolizing the principle of beautiful individuality, is a
formative element of this civilization. The person explicates in harmony with space and nature.
This harmony builds the idea of a free individual. According to S. Baranov (2009): "The image
of man is a certain expression of dignity and freedom, resilience to the blows of fate, internal
change of man™ (p. 7). However, the hero of this period is not free enough, he must obey to the
power of the absolute. Ancient personality is a means that promotes connection to higher values,
it does not yet have a sense of self-importance. However, ethical categories such as charity,
humanism, good, etc., are already being developed into the historical stage, which testifies to the
emergence of a new axiological orientation that laid the foundation for medieval philanthropic
Views.

The eminent thinker M. Berdyaev (1933) expressed an opinion explaining the reasons for the
development of a new type of middle-aged individual: "Christianity freed man from the power of
cosmic infinity, into which he was immersed in the ancient world, from the spirits and demons of
nature. It put him on his feet, strengthened him, made him dependent on God, not on nature"
(p. 36). Theocentric views of the Middle Ages affirm the idea of the person as the image and
likeness of the Lord. Personality moves to the forefront, though submissive to Him, but has the
right to be responsible for himself. This idea is a source of understanding of the religious anthro-
pocentric concept. Inner existence is the centre of knowledge for the fathers of the church. The
soul is higher than space, it is associated with the Creator. Therefore, asceticism, renunciation of
everything external and secular become the basis of life. Man is interpreted in two dimensions —
he is free, immortal, God-like, the centre and purpose of the universe, but in consequence of the
Fall, it is internally dissociated. That is, in the presented age, a type of believing subject appears,
who lives righteously, directed to God — the source of creative activity.

The Renaissance proclaims new values, affirms a philanthropic system whose starting point
was humanism — proclamation of the special purpose of the individual. It is based on three lead-
ing principles: liberation of man from rigid church dogmatism, awareness of his uniqueness, re-
turn to ancient ideals.

Pico della Mirandola (Italian Renaissance thinker) formulates a defining view of the individ-
ual: "... the human being is the intermediary between creatures ... set midway between fixed
eternity and fleeting time" (Bragina, 2001, p. 331). This postulate makes the subject a certain
centre that connects the ideological world and the material (which, unlike the Middle Ages, is no
longer interpreted as inferior). Accordingly, all needs, physical and sensual components become
equal. Anthropological philosophical pursuits of the Renaissance lead to the following questions:
who is a person, is he insignificant or mighty? The desire to find answers to them is in the trea-
tises of Francesco Petrarca "Remedies for Fortune Fair and Foul”, Facio "Of the Excellences and
Outstanding Character of Man", Lorenzo Valla "On pleasure. Of the True and the False Good",
etc. They affirm the image of the hero, considered the measure of all things. He harmoniously
combines natural and social phenomena, nobility, divine basis, pure soul, beautiful body, morali-
ty, fight for good and justice. An individual is like God in that he is capable of creative self-
determination, universal, not limited.
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Baroque is a type of culture that originated in Europe in the seventeenth century, defining a
new stage in the development of civilization. It develops a kind of doctrine of the world and the
personality, which, though based on the modified ideas of previous epochs, has a unique style.
The image of the person is transformed, indicated by the tension of feelings. In this period phil-
anthropic quest is growing, becoming ontological. Theorists of this direction have found contra-
dictions between the person and society, nature, laws of existence.

The sense of contradiction separates the integrity of the individual. However, the time pre-
sented laid the groundwork for the emergence of another type of creative subject — capable of
subtle feeling, suffering, experiencing, thinking and fantasizing.

As A. V. Lipatov states:

Baroque determined the problem of man in the philosophical, sociologi-
cal, psychological aspect by scientists, ideologists, and artists. The aspi-
rations of the era resulted in the psychological deepening of the conflict
and the associated mainstreaming of the character, not as a type, but as a
personality. The new concept of man became also reflected in the speci-
ficity of mass perception. The interest in the individual, the subjective,
the unique in its singularity — all this became a sign of the times, which
left the imprint on aesthetic tastes, literary teachings, the sphere of recep-
tion and the worldview in general. (Lipatov, 1977, p. 218)
The image of the individual is a complex phenomenon that is constantly evolving and chang-
ing. The tension of time brings theatricality, pathos and dynamism to its understanding.
Classicism with rational thinking transforms views on the concept of a person — autono-
mous one, who can deeply and soberly evaluate phenomena, make predictions about their con-
sequences. He influences social and historical events through the power of intelligence. The
ideal became a subject with strong spirit. He sacrifices his interests and even his life for the sake
of the public good. The person is regarded as one of the pillars of the universe, a translator of the
social system, which through the mind asserts higher moral values.

The era of the XIX century is characterized by a special understanding of personality and its
capabilities. P. Gurevych notes:

Romantics have suggested that human existence is much more than its
social dimension. The individual is cramped in the available historical

space. He is easily transferred through imagination to other cultural
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worlds, many of which he creates himself. By denying reality, the roman-
tic enters into unknown zones of his own being. Transforming reality, he
embraces something unique, independent, which is inherent only to him
as a living being. (Gurevych, 2001, p. 97)

The philosopher justifies the view that the subject is interesting due to his spiritual qualities,
creative attitude to life.

Nineteenth-century anthropology assumes that a person is a microcosm, in which all the har-
mony of the cosmos is potentially embedded. Emphasis is placed on its uniqueness, and the tra-
dition of individualization is deepened. I. Kant, I. Fichte, F. Schelling (the Doctrine of the Abso-
lute) laid the foundations for understanding the essence of man. The ontological status of the
subject is loneliness. He is disappointed in the world that surrounds him, so he sinks into self-
observation and seeks unity with the Divine Principle. Herewith, romantics have developed a
productive idea of personality, according to which it is able to create its own civilizations that do
not exist in reality, but transform its inner being and environment.

In the modernist period we can trace a significant development of culture, science, technolo-
gy, medicine. The huge creative potential of the hero is revealed. The humanistic problem is be-
coming dominant. The reason for this situation is a departure from the spiritual origins, the af-
firmation of atheistic consciousness. One of the principles of the era is the denial of the "old",
which leads to the shattering of the value system.

An important postulate for the comprehension of this period is the "death of God" and the
idea of a "superhuman™ expressed by Nietzsche. In light of them, a new image of the person —
the lonely one — begins to develop, moving away from society, with its own weighty inner world.
The modernist conception of the individual suggests two approaches: objectivist and subjectivist
ones. The first one comprehends the personality through the experimental study of its individual
components (emotions, needs, ideals, etc.), the second one declares unigqueness, freedom, re-
sponsibility and the right to choose their own "Self".

Postmodernism was a testament to the crisis in the life of society and man in the second half
of the XX - beginning of the XXI century. According to the researcher N. Amiri, it, unlike the
modernism,

Emphasizes the importance of the socio-historical context. In postmodern
art, the temporality and historical existence of man is a major issue of
study. The contemporary artist tries to organize "disorganization” without
a clear form of the world ... the postmodern artist knows that the result
of his work is much more important and more valuable than his original

intentions and desires. (Amiri, 2016, p. 1627)
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Modern humanities substantiate the view that an important feature of the era is game, irony,
pluralism, multiculturalism, the parity of existence of different types of mentality. There is
formed an idea of the person as one that simultaneously lives in all epochs, entertains with them,
constructs his doctrine of being, based on typological figurative and historical collages of the in-
dividual. A retrospective analysis of the model of the individual until the second half of the XX
century shows that each period offers its own vision, which in the second half of the twentieth
century can be interpreted as one of the variants of the subject.

P. Pavlidis points out that

A person in postmodernism has great opportunities to engage himself in
culture, thus developing as a personality in the context of world creativi-
ty. However, the modern hero develops in the aspect of the consumer of
"cultural production™, and therefore is not capable of conscious cultural
activity that is based on eternal moral standards. Man is not fully real-
ized, he remains infantile. (Pavlidis, 2005, p. 57)

The leading task of the individual is to learn the experience of previous times, to create his
own image thereon — eclectic, repetitive, variational, cited and so on. The subject of the second
half of the XX century demonstrates readiness for dialogue — with civilizations, styles, direc-
tions, he tries to recognize the value of any point of view, appeals to texts of different historical
periods, and at the same time, playfully and mockingly refers to life and high standards of socie-
ty. The person of postmodernism seeks to combine in his own "Self" the traits of all eras, and at
the same time, his essence remains fragmentary and discrete.

In the second half of the twentieth century, traditional approaches to the individual do not
study him, but model in accordance with the values of a certain time. The image of the person
refers us to the relevant socio-historical and artistic situation, which helps to understand the
mechanisms of constructing the content of the individual. Thus, from antiquity the modern hero
takes the ideal of a beautiful appearance, which in postmodernism is understood as a cult of the
body. According to J. Baudrillard:

Its (that is, the body) "new discovery" after the millennium era of Puri-
tanism, which took place under the sign of physical and sexual liberation,
is ubiquitous in advertising, fashion, mass culture (and especially the fe-
male body, it is necessary to understand why), the hygienic, dietary, ther-
apeutic cult that surrounds it, the imposition of youth, elegance, masculini-

ty or femininity, the care, regimes, sacrificial pursuits that are associated
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with it, the myth of Satisfaction — all today testifies that the body is the
object of salvation. It literally replaced the soul in this moral and ideolog-
ical function. (Baudrillard, 2006, p. 115)

The philosopher clearly reveals the transformation of the ancient idea of beautiful appearance,
the shift of semantic accents that lead to the re-reading of this thought, the leveling of its original
meaning.

Creating one of the variants of the image of man in postmodernism is also due to the appeal
to the postulates of the Middle Ages, considered in the typological dichotomous proximity. Prob-
lems raised by the second half of the twentieth century: “"death of God", "death of man”, "end of
history" can be solved through the return of the individual to the traditional religious truths of the
Middle Ages: eternity of God, immortality of soul, infinity of history. However, this era includes
various ideal constructions — mythologemes, ideologemes, theories that emerge as the subjective
mode of thinking and feelings of the modern individual. Thus, the principles of medium aevum
demonstrate their vitality in solving the questions of finding the sense of life, holistic and har-
monious existence, giving certain completeness and unity to a destructive type of postmodern
person.

The time of ancient Greece gave origin to philanthropic thought, which became dominant in
the Renaissance. The anthropological crisis of the turn of the XX — XXI centuries was manifest-
ed through the conflict of humanism and anti-humanism. It is a testimony to the basic ideological
oppositions of human existence: person — God, reason — faith, rationalism — irrationalism, tradi-
tions — innovations, etc. Proponents of each direction bring to the level of social consciousness
the hopes and fears of the society, influence the development of the outlook and axiological ide-
as of the individual. The consequence of this confrontation is the communication between the
philosophical, religious and secular traditions of different eras, which in postmodernism facili-
tates a person’s choice of his own image and concept of being.

Aesthetics of the baroque in the characterization of the subject received certain formative fea-
tures. Theatricality, which was one of the dominant qualities of the XVII — XVIII centuries, is
understood in the second half of the twentieth century as an aesthetic category. It is connected
with the understanding of social and internal life of the individual in the context of the playing
space, where he can simultaneously feel in different roles and model situations under the laws of
a certain action that is aimed at the viewer (Bazaluk, 2017). Entertainment during this period
creates a mosaic picture of the environment, combines incompatible phenomena. Anthropology,
based on baroque allusions, irony, game, perception of the world as chaos, seeks landmarks that
would construct the image of a hero who can live fully, free from the absurd wanderings in an
endless space of variants of his own "Self".

One of the factors behind the transformation of postmodern philosophy is the critique of
reason, which gives impetus to the development of the main irrational foundations of the se-
cond half of the twentieth century. The lack of a reasonable approach to being, the emphasis on
the feelings, is a leading feature of a person of this period. Neglected structuring, substitution
of science by scientific similarity, rejection of analyticity, normativity and orderliness are deci-
sive for him. That is, the modern man affirms the "Self"-concept by contrasting himself with
the ideas of classical philosophy. Although daily existence repeatedly shows us a subject that
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proclaims the dominance of rational thinking. This person is one that keeps everything under
his control, he is the master of his life and calculates his every action. It shows a peculiar im-
age of the individual, which completely curbed his own emotions, goes firmly to the goal —
money, success and glory. Thus, in postmodernism, we observe both antagonistic attitudes to-
ward philanthropic ideas of the eighteenth century and their transformed implementation into
present-day realities.

The main categories of romanticism — detachment from the outside world, loneliness, illu-
sions and fantasies are getting a new interpretation in the second half of the XX century. The he-
ro of the time is irrational, spontaneous, egotistical, that makes him similar to the subject of the
XIX century. However, the difference is that he is constantly living in a situation of possible loss
of his own identity, blurring of the individual. The problem of relations between the individual
and the society in the second half of the XX — the beginning of the XXI century becomes a lead-
ing feature, it is often solved through the fantasy, game with dreams, departure to the invented
worlds.

Postmodernism destroys the anthropological model of the early twentieth century. The trans-
cendent idea of the F. Nietzsche’s willed overman is replaced by the reconstruction of the real
person. If the notion of "personality” was dominant in modernity, then in the second half of the
XX century sociality prevailed. S. Kostyuchkov (2018) noted that "postmodern man is open to
all, perceives the world as a symbolic space, not wanting to get into the content of things, the es-
sence of phenomena, interpretation of images (representations) and meaning of symbols, choos-
ing the symbolic, "sliding" (that is, light, not deep) being" (p. 104).

Modern homo sapiens becomes fragmentary, discrete, devoid of integrity. His image is
shaped by contrasting the key principles of the modernist worldview. As O. Chistyakova (2016)
rightly points out: "The man of modernism is an immanent "product™ of his time with emerging
conceptual justifications and narratives, and the person of postmodernism has an imprint of his
epochal history and the radically changed state of society™ (p. 996).

Thus, the study of the problem of human image in the second half of the XX — beginning
of the XXI century revealed that there are two trends in present-day reflections. One illus-
trates the position of comparing the interpretations of the individual in different historical
periods with his understanding in postmodernism, proving that the latter forms a unique type
of person. It is much more complex, original and testifies to a qualitatively new development
of civilization. The other justifies the personality as a certain social and biological model,
constructed from the cultural experience of previous times. This collage subject independent-
ly chooses the era in which he lives, professed values, his image. Moreover, in certain situa-
tions of life, depending on the particular conditions, the doctrine of his own "Self" can be
transformed.

Many concepts of the person declare the search for adequate and objective comprehension
of the person, which in principle is impossible in postmodernism. None of the humanitarian
knowledge programs examining this issue has a definitive scientific option. This situation is
an indicator of subjectivity, any researcher dealing with anthropological issues creates by
himself the image of the individual. On the one hand, there are simultaneously different
epochs and their aesthetic, moral ideals; on the other, there is a re-reading of the postulates
of each historical period on the principle of mirror reflection, at the level of opposition pairs:
life — death, rational — irrational, spiritual — corporeal, eternal — temporary.
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Originality

The paper revealed the peculiarities of transformation of the personality model from antiquity
to postmodernism, specified the image of man of the second half of the XX — the beginning of
the XXI century.

Conclusions

The analysis of anthropological ideas of Western philosophy of different ages shows the vari-
ety of views about understanding the nature of the person, its complexity and ambiguity. In an-
cient times, he was generally understood as free, but limited by certain generic and biological
factors, subject to the rule of the Absolute. In the Middle Ages, the central tenet of personality
cognition is the God-likeness. Renaissance humanism is manifested in the harmonious synthesis
of the spiritual and physical nature, material and spiritual values, temporal and eternal ideas. Ba-
roque type of the subject demonstrates the complexity, tension and drama of his inner life. Clas-
sicism offers a rational type of individual, who by the power of his own mind can influence so-
cial processes. Romanticism focuses on the private world of the hero, his creative beginnings. In
modernism, man is treated as a free and autonomous substance, although placed in society and to
some extent subject to the laws of the latter.

In postmodernism, philanthropic topics are of particular relevance due to socio-political un-
certainty, domination of the mass consciousness, loss of national and cultural identity. A per-
son, independent and free from any norms and dogmas, is a model of that time. One of the op-
tions for his formation is the reconstruction of anthropological postulates of different historical
periods and their transformed implementation into general practice. They become the basis in
pursuit of integrity and freedom of the individual. At the same time, criticism and rejection of
worldview models of previous epochs open alternative ways of understanding the meaning of a
person, constructing his qualitatively new type in the second half of the XX — beginning of the
XXI century.

The image of a postmodern person is deprived of a solid foundation, it is blurred and rela-
tive. It combines what was previously considered incompatible. This is due to the absence of a
single philosophical and ideological core. The destruction of faith in the absolute in the context
of this time contributed to the formation of confidence in the interdependence of all things (in-
cluding different civilizations), raised the problem of the personality image to a new ontologi-
cal level, stimulated the search for his unity. Orientation in the achievements of European civi-
lizations, perception of their anthropological experience, intercultural dialogue contribute to
the productive use of the achievements of homo sapiens in order to understand the modern per-
son and to form its adequate image. In essence, postmodernism does not aim to retrospect the
type of subject. However, separating from the cultural memory the excerpts of ideas about a
person, by certain styles and directions, it builds on their formations its own eclectic individu-
al.

Finally, it should be noted that this publication is not a full-scale study of the whole range of
issues related to understanding the image of human in the postmodern era. The future detailed
study of the personality model in different historical periods seems necessary to us in the context
of interaction with the ideas of the second half of the XX — beginning of the XXI century. Con-
temporary philanthropic problems require a thorough research in terms of their impact on the
development of a new socio-cultural situation.
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OBPA3 JIIOJUHHA B EITIOXY ITIOCTMOJAEPHI3MY

Meta. Ha ocHoBi BuB4YeHHS PiIOCOPCHKUX aHTPOIOJIOTTYHUX KOHIEIIIH BUCBITIIMTH IIPOEKT 0COOUCTOCTI B pi-
3HI ICTOPHYHI NEPioH, PO3KPUTH 3MICT I'YMaHICTHYHOI NPOOJIEMATHKH B €II0XY ITOCTMO/IEPHI3MY, BUSBUTH CYTHICHI
0COOIMBOCTI 00pazy JMoauHA ApyToi MomoBHHA XX — modaTky X XI cromitts. TeopeTuunuii 6a3uc. Metononoriu-
HOO OCHOBOIO CTaTTi € IPHUHIUIIA iCTOPH3MY, IUTICHOCTI, 00’ €KTHBHOCTI IOJ0 BUBYCHHS MUTAaHHS 00pa3y MepcoHn
B ITIOCTMOJIEPHI3MI. Y JOCIHIKEHI 3aCTOCOBAHO MOPiBHAIBHO-ICTOPUYHAMN, KYJIBTYPOJIOTIYHIH, aHAIITHYHUH, aKcio-
JIOTIYHUH MiIXOAW JJIS PO3KPHUTTS MPOOIEeMH iHIUBIAyalbHOCTI y ApyTii momoBuHI XX — moyatky XXI CTOMTTS.
Teopernunoro 6a3010 myOImiKamii CTamy Mpari HAyKOBIIB y Tamy3i (pitocodchkoi aHTponoorii, icTopii, KyapTypo-
norii, ecretuku. HaykoBa HoBM3Ha. BusiBneHo ocoOnuBocTi TpaHcdopmarii Moseni 0COOMCTOCTI Bifi aHTHYHOCTI
IO TIOCTMOJICPHI3MY, YTOYHEHO 00pa3 JitoquHu Apyroi monoBuHu XX — novyatky XXI cromiTrs. BucHoBKH. AHani3
aHTPOIOJIOTIUHUX i1el 3aXiJHOEBPONEHUCHKOT (intocodii pi3HUX eroX MoKazye po30iKHICTh HOTJISIIB HA PO3YMiHHS
CYTHOCTI THITy MEPCOHHM, 11 CKJIAIHICTh Ta HEOJHO3HAUHICTh. Y TMOCTMOJIEPHI3MI 'YMaHICTHYHA TeMaTHKa HaOyBae
0COOJTMBOI aKTYaJIbHOCTI, 1[0 MOB’SI3aHO 3 COIiaIbHO-TIOJIITHYHOK HEBU3HAYCHICTIO, JOMIHYBAaHHIM MacOBOI CBifO-
MOCTI, BTPAaTOK HAIIOHAIBHOI Ta KyJbTYypHOI imeHTHYHOCTI. OOpa3 repos 3a3HaueHOi MO0 MO30aBJICHUI MIIIHOT
OCHOBH, BiH PO3MHUTHH 1 PEIATUBHUNA. 3HUIICHHA BipH B a0CONIOTH Y KOHTEKCTI APYTOi IMOJOBHHH XX CTONITTS
crpusIo GOPMYBaHHIO BIICBHEHOCTI y B3a€EMO3aIeKHOCTI BCHOTO Cymoro (y TOMY YHCIi IEBHUX ICTOPUYHUX ITEpio-
IiB), MTHIO TPOOJIeMy MPOEKTY IHIWBIIyyMa Ha HOBHI OHTOJIOTiYHHUI piBeHb. OpieHTAlis y 3400yTKaX €Bpo-
MeHChKOI MUBLTI3AMIT, COPUHHSTTSA 1 JOCBiAY, MDKKYJIBTYPHHAN HiajOT CIIPHSIOTH MPOAYKTUBHOMY BHKOPHCTAHHIO
JOCSITHEHB JIIOJICTBA 337151 PO3YMIHHSI Cy4acHOI IepcoHH i gopmyBaHHA ii agexBatHoro imimky. Ilo cBoiit cyTi,
ITOCTMOJICPHI3M HE CTaBUTH c0O01 32 METY 3MICHUTH PETPOCIEKINIO THITY Cy0’€KTa, OJTHAK, BUIUIIIOUH 3 KyJIbTYPHOT
mam’siTi yPUBKHU YABJICHb PO OCOOHMCTICTh, AKMMH JIJISI HHOTO € TICBHI CTHJII i HANpsSMH, HA X YTBOPEHHSIX Oyaye
BJIACHHI €KJIEKTUYHUIT 00pa3 iHIUBIyyMa.
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ORCID 0000-0002-6346-6532

OBPA3 YEJIOBEKA B 2110XY HOCTMOAEPHU3MA

Hens. Ha ocroBe m3yueHns GuimocopCcKux aHTPOIIOIOTHIESCKAX KOHIIEIIIMNA OCBETUTh MPOEKT JINYHOCTH B paz-
HBIE HCTOPHYECKHUE TIEPUOIBI, PACKPBITH COMEPKAHNE TYMaHIUCTUIECKOH MpoOIeMaTHKH B SMIOXY ITOCTMOIEPHU3MA,
BEISIBUTH CYITHOCTHBIE OCOOCHHOCTH 00pa3a yesoBeka BTopoil mostoBuHEI XX — Havana XXI Beka. TeopeTuueckuii
6a3muc. MeTo0I0rHIecKoif OCHOBOI CTAaThH SBJISIOTCS MPUHIIMITEI HCTOPU3MA, HEIOCTHOCTH, OOBEKTHBHOCTH B U3Y-
YeHUH BOIIpoca oOpas3a MEepCOHBI B MOCTMONEpHU3ME. B mccienoBaHNM MPHMEHEHBI CPaBHHUTEIHLHO-MCTOPUUECKHH,
KYJIBTYPOJIOTHICCKUH, aHATNTHICCKUH, aKCHOJIOTUIECKINA ITOIXOIBI K PACKPBITHIO MPOOIEMbl HHANBUAYAIHFHOCTH BO
BTOpoii monoBrHe XX — Havana X XI Beka. TeopeTnueckoii 6a30ii myOIMKaUU CTAIM TPYABI YUEHBIX B 00sacTh Gu-
J0CO(CKON aHTPOIOJIOTHH, UCTOPUH, KYJIBTYpOJOrHHu, screTuku. HayuHasi HoBu3HA. BEISBICHBI 0COOEHHOCTH
TpaHcopManuy MOJENIH JMYHOCTH OT aHTUYHOCTH JI0 TIOCTMOJIEPHU3MA, YTOYHEH 00pa3 uesoBeKa BTOPOH I10JI0-
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BuHBI XX — Havana XXI Beka. BelBoabl. AHAJIM3 aHTPOIOJIOTHYECKUAX HIEH 3aragHOeBpoNeckol (umocohpuun
Pa3HBIX SMOX MOKA3BIBAET MHOTOOOpaszne B3TIIAI0B HAa NMOHMMAaHHWE CYIIHOCTH THIA TIEPCOHBI, €€ CIIOKHOCTh U
HEOJHO3HAYHOCTh. B mOCTMOZEpHI3ME TYMaHUCTHYECKAs] TEMATHKA ITOTydaeT 0CO0YI0 aKTyalbHOCTh, YTO CBS3aHO
C COIMAaJBHHO-TIONIUTHYECKON HEONPEAEICHHOCTHIO, TOMUHIPOBAHNEM MacCOBOTO CO3HAHUS, TIOTepell HaI[MOHAIb-
HOW U KyJIbTYpHOU uaeHTHYHOCTH. OOpa3 reposi yka3aHHOTO BPEMEHH JIUIIICH MPOYHON OCHOBBI, OH Pa3MbIT H Pesi-
THUBEH. YHUUYTOXCHHE BEPhI B A0COJIIOTHI B KOHTEKCTE BTOPO MOJOBHHBI X X BeKa CIIOCOOCTBOBATIO (hOPMHUPOBAHUIO
YBEPEHHOCTH BO B3aMMO3aBUCHUMOCTH BCETO CYIIETO (B TOM YHCIE OMPEIEICHHBIX UCTOPUUECKHUX MEPUOJIOB), MO~
HSUT0 Tpo0JieMy MPOEKTa MHAUBHIyyMa Ha HOBBI OHTOJIOTMYECKHN ypoBeHb. OpHEHTAIMS B JOCTH)KCHUSIX EBPO-
NEeWCKOW IIMBUIIN3ALMH, BOCIIPUATHE €€ OIbITA, MEXKYJIbTYPHBIH JHAaIor CIIOCOOCTBYIOT MPOJYKTUBHOMY HCHOJIb-
30BaHUIO [IPUOOPETEHHH YeIoBeYeCTBa JJIsl IOHUMaHHs COBPEMEHHOM MEepCOHbl U (OPMHUPOBAHUS €€ aJIeKBATHOTO
nmumKka. [To cBoelt cyTH, MOCTMOEPHU3M HE CTABHT LEIBIO OCYIIECTBUTH PETPOCHEKIIHIO THIIA CYyOBEKTa, OTHAKO,
BBIJIENSASA U3 KYJIBTYPHOU MAMSITH OTPBIBKH MPEICTABICHUH O JINYHOCTH, KOTOPHIMH TSI HETO SIBIITIOTCS OTIpeIeieH-
HBIC CTHJIM U HAIIPaBIICHH, HA UX 00pa30BaHUAX CTPOUT COOCTBEHHBIH SKICKTHYHBIN 00pa3 MHANBUIyyMa.

Kniouegvie cnosa: o0pa3 denoBeKa; MOCTMOICPHU3M; AHTPOIOJOTHS, HMCTOPHUYECKUE OIIOXH; TyMaHH3M;
MHPOBO33pECHUE
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