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I. Skyba
ANTHROPOLOGICAL DIMENSION OF THE PROBLEMS OF MODERN SOCIETY IN THE CONTEXT OF SCIENCE AND FREEDOM 
INTERRELATION
The article investigates the modern society problems concerning the relations between science and freedom from the human-like per-
spective. Introduction. The author identifies the specifics of modern society, focuses on trends of its development, existing problems 
that actualize the subject of this study. The aim and tasks. The author explores the anthropological problems of modern society. 
Among the tasks is exploration the problems of freedom as the basis of any social development and science (scientific knowledge) as 
the main factor of modern social development. Research methods: systematic, cultural-historical and sociocultural methodological 
approaches are used in their dialectical interconnection. Research results: problems of society  nowadays are increasingly acquiring 
anthropocentric, even sense-oriented coloring. The latter, in its turn, is connected with the values and freedom in man’s life. A change in 
social development strategy is also a consequence of the choice of “critical mass” of people rather than one person. The choice is al-
ways made at the level of values and worldview. Therefore, the role of worldview disciplines is significantly increasing in the modern 
world. The modern problem of freedom is acquiring some peculiarities resulting from the processes of informatization and globalization, 
consumption strategies, the emergence of virtual reality and a virtual personality, and others. Freedom is integrated into the system of 
knowledge, immanently corresponds to its anthropological factors, and it is also directly proportional to the result obtained. Such a 
choice is possible if there is awareness of it, otherwise it withdraws from freedom and approaches chance and “blind” determinism. The-
se days, both in the life of an individual and a society, the decisive role is given to scientific knowledge. On the one hand, it is the main 
factor of social development, since it is scientific knowledge that has the greatest influence on civilization choice. On the other hand, in 
modern social practices including the technical sphere there is a tendency of reduction of the status of science. It is manifested in the 
fact that scientific-technological progress is coming to replace scientific-technical one, that transforms the classical way of interconnec-
tion of science, technics and technology. At the same time, the development of postnonclassical rationality takes place inside the sci-
ence itself, that combined with the formation of a synergistic picture of the world, is preparing new responses to the challenges of the 
modern world. Discussion The author more broadly refers to the conception of the dependence of freedom on knowledge. In particular, the 
views of B. Spinoza, M. Polani, M. Weber and others are considered. Conclusion. The current stage of the society development poses 
many challenges, threats and risks to humanity. Most of them point out to the anthropological crisis as their root cause. Certain results of 
social development (positive or negative) simultaneous and always are the consequences of a certain socio-cultural choice. Exclusively 
investigating and understanding the reason allows one to make another choice consciously, including one that is compatible with life.
Keywords: man, freedom, morality, science, knowledge, scientism, anti-scientism, modern society.
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UNFAIR ACTION AND ITS LEGITIMATION IN INTERNATIONAL SPACE: PHILOSOPHICAL AND
LEGAL CONTEXT

Volodymyr Vynnychenko Central Ukrainian State Pedagogical University, spharchenko_1@ukr.net

Abstract. This investigation is devoted to the conceptualization of the "unfair action" phenomenon; determination of 
mechanisms of its legitimation in international space. The article states that understanding of fairness in primitive society was 
associated with unconditional execution of certain rules, regulations. In ancient Greece, the concept of "benefit" was remotely 
equal to fairness. In public mind, the concept of "benefit" slowly converted into the demand for a punishment for the breach of a 
general rule. Over time, the model of benefit was converted into a more sophisticated practice of empowering people. It is 
described that Christian morality allowed the equality of all people before the God. Feudal morals laid the basic proportional 
fairness. The quintessence of this model was the "noble origin". In bourgeois society fairness provided legal equality of individuals in 
civil society. Gradually political, legal, economic, academic institutions were formed. Modern ethical debates are focused on theories 
of fairness within which individuals in their social life are seen as interconnected elements, both mutually needed and in that sense, 
equal to each other. Individuals, living in the community, form a whole, a society, with common goals and interests.
In general, in a broad sense, unfairness is the folly of public life; it can be defined as the common denominator of all socially 
immoral disordered relations among people, as the last immoral-appeal instance in public affairs. It coincides with the immorality 
in its projection on the social sector; it is the lack of virtue in social institutions. 

Keywords: equity, fairness, international space, legitimating, unfair action, unfairness.




