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The Anthropological Turn in Human Activity: Challenges and Strategies of 

Modernity 

Purpose. The article provides a socio-philosophical and philosophical-anthropological analysis of 

transformations in human activity amid global instability and contemporary technological and value changes. The 

study aims to clarify how normative systems (constitutions, international law) and public discourses shape the 

horizons of possible human action and define appropriate modes of activity in the modern world. Theoretical basis. 

The theoretical framework synthesizes philosophical-anthropological, socio-philosophical, sociological, and 

economic concepts. The study applies a systemic approach, the principle of dialectical ascent from the abstract to 

the concrete, and a comparative analysis of forms of civic activity and national models of constitutional provisions 

in leading states. It examines the evolution of the understanding of human activity: from critiques of liquid 

modernity and power mechanisms, through the problematization of irrationality, to its instrumentalization in the 

concepts of emotional intelligence and the creative economy. Originality. The study’s originality lies in revealing 

the philosophical-anthropological dimension of normative and economic discourses, which are usually considered 

primarily in institutional terms. The paper offers a critical analysis of the gap between declared values and actual 

practices, demonstrating how public discourses and elite narratives shape the normative model of a "successful" 

individual while masking structural constraints on freedom of action. Conclusions. It is argued that the answer to 

the question "how to act today" cannot be reduced to technocratic or adaptive strategies. It requires a combination of 

critical reflection, humanistic values, social responsibility, and the capacity to act simultaneously across personal, 

institutional, and global dimensions. 
Keywords: human activity; philosophical anthropology; Homo economicus; Homo digitalis; global information 

world; instability; technological progress; technological determinism 

Introduction 

The relevance of the study is determined by the radical changes taking place in today’s 

globalised information world, where human activity is no longer local or self-limiting and 

influences and changes the essence of human beings. In times of unprecedented bifurcations 

(Zlobina, 2022), society is particularly in need of stable guidelines and clear instructions: 

people are looking not only for an understanding of current challenges but also for knowledge 

about possible scenarios, potential risks, and prospects. There is a growing demand for 

conceptualising survival and adaptation strategies and for recommendations from 

authoritative experts who can inspire hope and instill confidence. The problem of human 

activity in a global context has both scientific and practical significance. Researchers are 

paying attention to and analysing various aspects and types of activity, critically examining 

existing theories of activity (Blunden, 2023). They use a combination of feminist theory, 

decolonial thought, and creative practices to overcome the planetary crisis, proposing a radical 

transformation of our way of life and way of acting through the idea of ethical care for the future 

of the planet and all its inhabitants (Karkulehto et al., 2022). They study the consequences of 

introducing new technologies (artificial intelligence, big data, digital platforms), when 

technologies can not only expand opportunities, but also call into question the very idea of 

autonomous action, the risks of erosion of human freedom, and emphasise the need for an 

ethical rethinking of activities, as well as actively developing technologies for predicting 

human activity, and thus more effective programming of human activities (Binz et al., 2025; 
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Krylova, 2025; Perepelytsia & Kordumov, 2025). The originality of the study lies in its 

critical rethinking of technocratic determinism and its demonstration that the real 

transformative power lies not in the autonomous influence of technologies, but in the legal 

and social institutions that regulate their development and implementation. Through a 

comprehensive combination of socio-philosophical concepts of activity, constitutional and 

legal norms, and philosophical and anthropological reflection, it has been substantiated for the 

first time that the formats of human life are determined primarily by the institutional 

mechanisms behind technical developments, which allows us to reveal the nature of the 

influence of global processes on modern society in a new way. 

Thus, the study aims to address an important theoretical and practical problem: to reveal the 

characteristics of a new type of human activity emerging in a globalised information 

environment and to define courses of action that would ensure the preservation of autonomy, 

responsibility, and a humanistic horizon in the context of transformations in the modern world. 

Purpose 

The purpose of this article is to provide a socio-philosophical and anthropological analysis of 

human activity transformations amid global instability, technological advancement, and the crisis 

of normative and value orientations, as well as to identify humanistically responsible courses of 

action in the modern world. 

Statement of basic materials 

Anthropological questions of human activity 

Human activity, new formats and ways of acting that arise in a globalised information world, 

deeply penetrate its linguistic structures, ways of thinking, models of understanding the world 

and oneself, as well as the assimilation of new forms of communication, behavioural practices, 

styles of consumption and leisure. In other words, inclusion in global activity gradually 

encompasses almost all the key features of human existence. Global activity, as a large system of 

shared human activity, transforms everything it touches and makes humans not only participants 

but also active elements of this changing reality. 

These circumstances undoubtedly create a new anthropological shift, because this format of 

life requires not only intellectual changes from people, but also creates conditions for the 

reconstruction of physicality (the phenomena of beautification, cyborgisation, transplantology 

technology, etc.). 

The activities of modern humans are determined by several powerful institutions that set both 

the rules of the game and value orientations. First and foremost, relevant state institutions (the 

government, parliament, and judicial systems) establish legal and economic frameworks. They 

determine tax policy, regulate the labour market, and set educational standards that directly 

influence citizens’ career paths and life strategies. Educational and scientific institutions 

(universities, research centres) are also key providers of knowledge, skills, and innovation. They 

not only teach but also shape critical thinking, directing activities towards areas that require high 

qualifications and adaptability. In addition to the above, various economic institutions 

(corporations, financial markets, central banks) also direct human activity through the laws of 

supply and demand, shaping needs and offering jobs. They stimulate competition and 

productivity. We can’t forget about the media and digital platforms (social networks, global 
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media), which have a huge impact on public opinion and values. They decide what info is 

important and shape cultural norms, modelling behaviour and ways of communicating in all 

areas of life. 

Constitutional foundations of activity in the space of modern states 

Modern human life is inextricably linked to state-organised space. Life outside the state 

system is practically unthinkable today, since the basic forms, limits, and methods of an 

individual’s activity are determined by constitutional norms or a set of fundamental legal acts, as 

in Great Britain, Canada, Israel, New Zealand, or Sweden. It is these documents that establish 

the permissible and legitimate formats of human activity, making them primary guidelines for 

individual and collective action. 

There are over two hundred constitutions in the world that not only declare rights and 

freedoms, but also shape the legal framework for activity, defining permitted, desirable, and 

prohibited practices. In this sense, constitutions are socio-cultural documents that reflect the 

historical experience, political compromises, and value priorities of specific societies. However, 

a comparative analysis shows that constitutional values mostly function as normative guidelines 

rather than guaranteed practices, and their systematic violation by states themselves indicates a 

structural gap between declarations and actual state activities. 

A telling example is the issue of war and peace. An absolute constitutional ban on war 

remains the exception rather than the rule, even though all 193 UN member states declare their 

commitment to the principles of peace and security enshrined in the United Nations Charter. The 

constitutional preambles and norms of many states enshrine peace as a fundamental value: the 

German Basic Law emphasises the promotion of universal peace in a united Europe, the French 

constitutional tradition declares the renunciation of the use of force against the freedom of other 

peoples, and the US Constitution defines the maintenance of internal peace as one of the key 

objectives of the political union. 

At the same time, real practice shows otherwise: only 26 countries in the world do not have 

regular armed forces (Barbey, 2015), and most constitutions limit themselves to prohibiting 

aggressive war, leaving room for defensive, preventive, or coalition military action. Even in the 

case of Japan, where Article 9 of the Constitution formally renounces war as a sovereign right, 

there are self-defence forces. This gap between peaceful normative rhetoric and the real logic of 

state action explains why, according to international research institutes, the number of armed 

conflicts in the world exceeds a hundred and is growing. 

Systematic violations of constitutional norms by states are particularly evident in the practice of 

the European Court of Human Rights. Although ratification of the European Convention does not 

automatically require changes to national constitutions, most European countries have historically 

developed a common legislative logic whereby constitutional provisions are consistent with the 

norms of the Convention. For example, freedom of assembly, association, and expression is 

enshrined in both the Grundgesetz of the Federal Republic of Germany and the Human Rights Act 

of the United Kingdom, which implements the provisions of the Convention into domestic law. 

In this regard, the increasing number of appeals to the European Court of Human Rights (2025) is 

symptomatic. Every year, the Court receives tens of thousands of applications in which states are 

defendants for violating norms enshrined not only in international acts but also in their own 

constitutional orders. Case names such as 'Citizen v. State' reflect not isolated failures, but a systemic 

crisis in the implementation of constitutional principles, which undermines trust in state institutions. 
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Consequently, constitutional provisions are often general and declarative in nature and do not 

correspond to the dynamics of contemporary social processes. This leads to a persistent gap 

between proclaimed ideals and their mass implementation, forcing us to seek additional 

normative sources for regulating human activity. 

International organisations as a source of normative models of activity 

In addition to constitutions, international organisations such as the UN are important 

regulators of current forms of activity. 

The main source of principles is the UN Charter (United Nations, n.d.-c). It establishes a 

universal code of conduct for states: prohibition of the use of force (United Nations, n.d.-c, 

Art. 2(4)), obligation to settle disputes peacefully (United Nations, n.d.-c, Art. 2(3)), cooperation 

in the economic, social, and cultural spheres (United Nations, n.d.-c, Art. 1(3)), and protection of 

human rights (United Nations, n.d.-c, Art. 1(3)). These principles lay the foundation for peaceful, 

responsible, and socially oriented activities. 

Specific practical guidelines are contained in the United Nations 2030 Agenda for Sustainable 

Development (United Nations, n.d.-a) and in the Guide for Lazy People to Save the World 

(United Nations, n.d.-b). Sustainable Development Goals. They call on individuals to be 

environmentally conscious, socially active, combat discrimination, and engage in volunteer 

work. 

Innovative models, such as the Society 5.0 concept (UNESCO, 2024), offer their vision of 

progress through the symbiosis of humans, technology, and nature, with an emphasis on self-

development. According to the creators of the concept, a digital society is one in which people 

are freed from the routine of physical labour as much as possible and can be empowered to self-

actualise, self-realise, and self-express. The motto of Society 5.0, as stated by representatives of 

the Japanese concept, is: "The information revolution brings happiness to all" (Chaliuk, 2023). 

The World Economic Forum details personal strategies for rapid change in its reports. Key 

recommendations include principles such as lifelong learning (World Economic Forum, 2025a, 

2025b), environmental and social responsibility, and active civic participation. 

Thus, contemporary international documents directly or indirectly form a comprehensive 

normative framework for individuals, combining peaceful behaviour, respect for human rights, 

professional flexibility, socio-environmental awareness, and active citizenship. 

Although these principles are addressed to states, they indirectly set models of behaviour 

for individuals and peoples: participation in humanitarian programs, the development of 

education, science, and culture, the promotion of social progress, the responsible fulfilment of 

international obligations, respect for the self-determination of peoples, and democratic 

processes. Together, these norms form a global ethical horizon for action that extends beyond 

national legal systems. 

Human activity in the discourse of financial elites 

The Edelman Trust Barometer 2025 report identifies business as the most trusted institution, 

making the opinions of the financial elite an important source for understanding current norms of 

activity (Edelman, 2025). Their public recommendations shape social expectations, serving the 

dual function of legitimising power and influence. 

For example, Elon Musk, leader of the Bloomberg (n.d.) ranking, advises people to devote 

themselves to 'dirty work', work hard, and think globally, emphasising the importance of 

21



ISSN 2227-7242 (Print), ISSN 2304-9685 (Online) 

Антропологічні виміри філософських досліджень, 2026, Вип. 29 

Anthropological Measurements of Philosophical Research, 2026, NO. 29 

 

TOPICAL ISSUES OF PHILOSOPHICAL ANTHROPOLOGY 

Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International  

doi: https://doi.org/10.15802/ampr.v0i29.365909 © N. M. Rybka, 2026 

effectiveness, intellectual development, and the fight against 'total lies' (electron media group, 

inc., 2024). Larry Page and Sergey Brin (2004) laid down the principle of 'Don’t be evil' in a 

letter to investors, emphasising the mission of business to make the world a better place. Jeff 

Bezos (2021) advises gaining 'real experience' in low-level jobs to develop responsibility, as well 

as creating more than you consume. Lawrence Fink (2025), CEO of BlackRock, emphasises the 

totalisation of economic activity in his annual letter: from investing to greening and adapting to 

longer careers. 

Typically, speeches by representatives of the financial elite form a specific 'anthropology of 

success', emphasising hard work, adaptability, responsibility, creativity, and service to global 

goals. However, critical analysis reveals a significant gap between this 'anthropology of success' 

and the actual mechanisms of capital accumulation. Public statements about hard work often 

serve as a myth-making tool – the construct of the self-made man, which reduces a complex 

system of inheritance and privilege to individual will. The real levers of power, such as the 

offshore schemes revealed in the Pandora Papers (Shiel, 2021), remain outside the discourse. 

Thus, the discourse of the elites can be seen as a form of social engineering that legitimises 

hierarchy by offering the masses hard work as a path to success, while concealing systemic 

inequality. This shapes an anthropological type of 'obedient man' who believes in equal 

opportunities, while the real mechanisms of power are protected by financial secrecy. 

Expert discourses on human activity 

When analysing contemporary guidelines for human activity, several key paradigms can be 

identified that offer different – sometimes contradictory – answers to the question 'what should 

be done?'. From criticism of the present day to practical advice, these approaches reveal the gap 

between ethics, economics, and technological determinism. 

Social philosophers draw attention to the changing nature of action in late modernity 

(metamodernity). While modern action was aimed at the rational transformation of the world (in 

line with Enlightenment optimism), today’s action often lacks a clear teleology. We are dealing 

with a fluid society where actions are fragmented, motivations are scattered, and responsibility is 

blurred. Therefore, the question 'what to do?' is no longer just a question of strategy or politics, 

but a question of ethical orientation in a situation where there are no obvious meanings. 

It is equally important to realise that modern people act within the space of new power 

mechanisms and disciplinary structures. In the era of digital platforms, algorithms, and 

behavioural analytics, action is often determined not by external coercion but by internal self-

control, self-regulation, and the desire to be visible and effective. Byung-Chul Han (2010, 2014) 

calls this 'psychopolitics', in which a person becomes both the subject and the object of 

exploitation. In such conditions, action becomes ambivalent: it can be a manifestation of 

freedom, but also an instrumentalised echo of systemic imperatives. 

In the context of market-industrial civilisation, where economic activity and the logic of Homo 

economicus are becoming decisive, the concept of emotional intelligence is developing. The 

concept of 'emotional intelligence' allows subjective states to be converted into productive capacity 

and thus contributes to the emergence of the creative economy as a sign of a higher level of 

economic development, where value is created by knowledge, innovation, and creativity in global 

horizontal networks (Bazhan & Chernova, 2023; Rybka, 2013; Tolstov & Shapoval, 2025). The 

concept of the creative economy transforms the forms of activity, shifting the emphasis from 

material production to intellectual work, where the creation of unique ideas, images, and symbols 

22



ISSN 2227-7242 (Print), ISSN 2304-9685 (Online) 

Антропологічні виміри філософських досліджень, 2026, Вип. 29 

Anthropological Measurements of Philosophical Research, 2026, NO. 29 

 

TOPICAL ISSUES OF PHILOSOPHICAL ANTHROPOLOGY 

Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International  

doi: https://doi.org/10.15802/ampr.v0i29.365909 © N. M. Rybka, 2026 

becomes key. This gives rise to new flexible forms of employment – from freelancing and project 

collaborations to working in horizontal peer-to-peer networks that break down traditional 

hierarchies. Accordingly, the requirements for activities are changing radically: the focus is no 

longer on performing standard operations, but on the ability to continuously learn, communicate 

across platforms, and engage in transdisciplinary creativity. As a result, success in the creative 

economy is determined not only by professional skills but also by the ability to convert personal 

experience, emotional intelligence, and cultural sensitivity into competitive products and services. 

However, there are more radical, even extremist theories in philosophical and professional 

circles: the views of Nick Land and Curtis Jarvin (also known as Menccius Moldbug) are the 

subject of debate in intellectual circles (González, 2026; Möllers, 2025). Although the authors do 

not offer universal or ethically acceptable models of behaviour for society, their ideas are often 

characterised as neo-reactionary, yet their texts contain certain imperatives for the individual in a 

technocratic, hierarchical system. 

Nick Land (1998) promotes 'accelerationism' in his early works – the idea that technological 

capitalism is an irreversible, dehumanising process similar to 'singularity'. The optimal behaviour 

is not resistance, but acceleration of the process and adaptation to its requirements, as the human 

race tries to free itself through technology. Therefore, in Land’s (1998) understanding, the 

answer to the question 'what to do?' is always the same: accelerate. Thus, the individual must 

realise themselves as a temporary component in the technological process. The 'right' behaviour 

is the pursuit of technological fusion (cyborgisation), increasing one’s own productivity and 

efficiency, and abandoning 'sentimental' human values (democracy, equality, compassion) in 

favour of the cold logic of the system and the market. In his other work, Nick Land (2011) talks 

not so much about 'how people should behave' as 'how the system itself behaves'. Man is a 

passenger (or fuel) on a ship flying towards the singularity. Any attempt to 'control' or 'humanise' 

the process is futile. Those who survive and thrive are those who best integrate into the logic of 

the capital-machine. 

According to Curtis Yarvin, individuals should submit to a competent technocratic hierarchy. 

Yarvin criticises modern democracy as ineffective and corrupt. His ideal is 'neocameralism' or 

technocratic monarchy, where power belongs to private, efficiently managed corporate 

governments. A person’s behaviour in such a system is determined by their place in a rigid, 

meritocratic hierarchy. This is because, according to Curtis Yarvin, the government should be 

owned, and then the owner is interested in its long-term value. Given this logic, every citizen in 

such a system is a customer or employee, and their duty is to be productive; their right is to 

receive quality protection and management services (Yarvin, 2025). Accordingly, an individual’s 

behaviour should be loyal, productive, and apolitical. A citizen-customer does not 'discuss' 

power; he 'demands services'. There is no need to protest; if the services are poor, one should 

'vote with one’s feet' or strive to enter the managerial class. Social morality is replaced by 

corporate ethics and contractual obligations. What this means for behaviour: Any political 

activity aimed at changing the system from below is futile. Effective behaviour is the desire to 

rise in the hierarchy by demonstrating competence and loyalty to the 'owner' (the ruling 

technocratic elite). Social mobility is possible, but only through service to the system. According 

to Curtis Yarvin (2009), a dissident in a rational society is an unskilled worker who refuses to 

follow instructions, so he is not sent to prison; he is fired. 

Thus, the 'rules of conduct' in Lend-Yarvin’s techno-fascist utopia/dystopia are the need to 

abandon humanistic illusions and ethical prohibitions, as well as the principles of democracy, to 
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compete with everyone, to exercise power through technology, and to submit completely to 

technological progress. Critics consider these ideas to be extremist, anti-democratic, and socially 

dangerous. They lead to conclusions that legalise authoritarianism, social inequality, and the 

devaluation of human dignity. These views should be analysed in an academic context with an 

understanding of their radical nature and potential social risks. 

On the other hand, the same circumstances of modern life are reinterpreted in a completely 

different, constructive way. The views of the well-known economist, founder of the 

aforementioned World Economic Forum, Klaus Schwab, which he sets out in his two books 

(Schwab, 2017; Schwab & Malleret, 2020), are of considerable interest, as they were written 

during a period of profound global change and offer not just predictions, but specific guidelines 

and frameworks for action in the new reality. Schwab notes that today it is necessary to direct all 

activities towards building resilience – from sustainable business (localisation, diversity) to 

personal resilience (mental health, financial literacy). Activities should also be oriented towards 

the availability of AI technologies, which means not only the development of AI, but also 

effective management, AI ethics, and its integration into various fields (medicine, logistics, art). 

Professions in the fields of renewable energy, circular economy, social entrepreneurship, and 

investing in projects with a positive social and environmental impact are becoming increasingly 

relevant. Coaching, mentoring, the creation of online educational platforms, and retraining 

programmes for adults are becoming extremely important activities, as learning, further 

education, and retraining are becoming permanent. 

The main advice that shines through in both books is to be proactive, not reactive. Don’t wait 

until change completely transforms your industry or life, but start building a strategy now based 

on four pillars: technological literacy, social responsibility, environmental sustainability, and 

personal flexibility. The future will belong to those who are able to harness the potential of 

Fourth Industrial Revolution technologies to achieve the goals of the Great Reset. 

An analysis of the present is offered by Yanis Varoufakis (2023), a Greek economist and 

Minister of Finance in the Tsipras government, who believes that in today’s world, we no longer 

live in classical capitalism. Indeed, today’s reality is a techno-feudal dystopia in which 

supranational digital corporations such as Amazon, Google, and Meta not only control the 

markets and personal data of billions of people but also significantly influence political 

processes. In this system, we are no longer citizens with rights, but serfs of digital platforms, 

obeying algorithms that we do not understand and cannot challenge. Varoufakis suggests that we 

should be more aware, critical, and united, going beyond capitalist logic in our actions and acting 

with an understanding of the multidimensionality of modern life. 

Therefore, Varoufakis concludes that people today need to be conscious, active, and 

organised, because techno-feudalism is not the end of history, and only through joint struggle 

can a more just system be built. 

Thus, we can conclude that modern human activity is in a state of loss of teleological certainty: 

the question 'what to do?' is transforming from a pragmatic one into a deeply ethical and 

anthropological one, linked to a crisis of meaning, responsibility, and subjectivity. The conditions 

of digital capitalism and globalisation are changing the nature of action: it is increasingly shaped 

not by external coercion, but by internal self-discipline, algorithmic imperatives, and demands for 

efficiency, which creates ambivalence between freedom and subordination. 

The concept of the creative economy opens up new opportunities for self-realisation through 

creativity, intellectual labour, and emotional intelligence, but at the same time increases the risks 
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of exploiting subjectivity and blurring the boundaries between work, life, and self-expression. 

The radical techno-ideologies of accelerationism and neo-reaction (Land, Jarvin) propose a 

model of action based on the rejection of humanistic values, democracy, and ethical reflection, 

reducing humans to functional elements of a techno-economic system, which carries significant 

social and anthropological risks. Alternative approaches (Schwab, Varoufakis) emphasise the 

need for proactive, responsible, and solidarity-based action that combines technological literacy 

with social, environmental, and democratic responsibility. In the philosophical and 

anthropological dimension, the key challenge is to preserve human dignity and autonomy of 

action in the context of techno-social transformations, where the future depends on the ability of 

humans to remain not only effective agents of the system, but also bearers of meaning, criticism, 

and collective responsibility. 

Originality 

The originality of the study lies in combining the analysis of constitutional and international 

legal norms with a critical reflection on economic and managerial discourses as factors in the 

formation of anthropological models of activity. For the first time, activity is considered not 

only as a practical or instrumental category, but as a space for constructing human activity in 

conditions of algorithmic, institutional, and value constraints. The proposed approach allows 

us to identify hidden mechanisms of normative influence on humans and to outline the 

previously understudied gap between declared humanistic values and the actual practice of 

social action. 

Conclusions 

The analysis of contemporary forms and methods of human activity in a globalised 

information world reveals a profound transformation of the very mode of human existence. 

Activity is no longer just a tool for achieving goals, but is becoming an all-encompassing 

anthropological reality that shapes thinking, language, physicality, emotions, values, and ideas 

about success and a dignified life. People find themselves in a field of cross-influences from 

state, economic, educational, media, and technological institutions, which not only regulate their 

actions but also set the horizons of what is possible. 

At the same time, there is a significant gap between normative guidelines (constitutions, 

international law, sustainable development declarations) and actual practice, which manifests 

itself in wars, human rights violations, growing inequality, and the dominance of corporate logic. 

In this context, contemporary theories of action oscillate between two poles: on the one hand, 

radically technocratic and anti-humanistic projects that call for complete adaptation and 

submission to the logic of the system; on the other hand, critical and constructive approaches that 

insist on the preservation of human dignity, democracy, and social responsibility. 

Of particular importance is the integration of the irrational dimension of activity through the 

concepts of emotional intelligence and creative economy, where creativity, empathy, and 

reflection become not private traits, but systemic resources. 

Finally, we note that the answer to the question 'how to act?' cannot be universal or technical. 

It requires a combination of critical consciousness, institutional responsibility, solidarity 

practices, and the ability to act simultaneously at the personal, social, and global levels. It is in 

this multidimensional activity that the possibility of a humanistic future in conditions of radical 

transformation is outlined. Therefore, the answer to the question 'how should a person act today?' 
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simultaneously becomes the question 'who to be?' and makes it possible to understand how a 

modern person changes and what they become under the influence of the radical transformations 

of the present. 
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Антропологічний поворот у людській діяльності: виклики та стратегії 

сучасності 

Мета. Метою статті є соціально-філософський та філософсько-антропологічний аналіз трансформацій 

людської діяльності в умовах глобальної нестабільності, технологічних і ціннісних змін сучасності. 

Дослідження спрямоване на з’ясування того, яким чином нормативні системи (конституції, міжнародне право) 

та публічні дискурси формують горизонти можливого людського діяння і визначають належні способи 

діяльності в сучасному світі. Теоретичний базис. Теоретичною основою роботи є синтез філософсько-

антропологічних, соціально-філософських, соціологічних та економічних концепцій. У дослідженні 

застосовано системний підхід, принцип діалектичного сходження від абстрактного до конкретного, а також 

компаративний аналіз форм громадянської активності й національних моделей конституційних приписів 

провідних держав. Розглянуто еволюцію розуміння людської діяльності: від критики плинної модерності та 

владних механізмів через проблематизацію ірраціональності до її інструменталізації в концепціях емоційного 

інтелекту та креативної економіки. Наукова новизна. Оригінальність дослідження полягає у розкритті 

філософсько-антропологічного виміру нормативних і економічних дискурсів, які зазвичай аналізуються 

переважно в інституційному ключі. Запропоновано критичний аналіз розриву між декларованими цінностями 

та реальною практикою діяльності, а також показано, як публічні дискурси та наративи еліт формують 

нормативну модель "успішної" людини, маскуючи структурні обмеження свободи дії. Висновки. 

Обґрунтовано, що відповідь на питання "як діяти сьогодні" не може бути зведена до технократичних або 

адаптивних стратегій. Вона потребує поєднання критичної рефлексії, гуманістичних цінностей, соціальної 

відповідальності та здатності людини діяти одночасно в особистому, інституційному й глобальному вимірах. 
Ключові слова: людська діяльність; філософська антропологія; Homo economicus; Homo digitalis; 

глобальний інформаційний світ; нестабільність; технопрогрес; технологічний детермінізм 
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