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RECEPTIONS OF HUMAN DIMENSION IN THE CONTEXT OF
ANTHROPOLOGICAL DISCOURSE OF HUMANISTIC MANAGEMENT

Problem statement in general and its relationship with important
scientific or practical tasks

The relevance of the study. The relevance of the reception of the human
dimension as an anthropological dimension of humanistic management takes
place in terms of relationships "man-society" since man is central in the whole
European philosophy, which demonstrates not only general-theoretical, general-
philosophical, but praxiological sense as well. In the complex and contradictory
development conditions of European philosophy, model of anthropocentrism,
which includes features that are the foundation for analyzing the most deep and
diverse relationships in the system "man-socium-nature" is formed. A model of a
man in European philosophy is functional-basic and is the foundation for studying
a number of universal patterns in the relationship of "man and society", "man and
government", "man and management". Anthropological approach to the new
format of receptions of man in the projection of anthropological dimensions of
humanistic management in European Philosophy format lead to the three-level
model, which is similar to a three-level model of the social world: 1) European
society as a socium; 2) European society as a system-structural world; 3)
European society as sociomicro- and sociomacrocosm of everyday life.

This author's practice is part of performing the tasks of SRW of the
Ministry of Education and Science "Formation of mechanisms of civilizational
development of modern socium in a global dimension» (0111U010481), which
will be used for preparing management regional development programs,
particularly in determining the ways and trends of social development in the
conditions of globalization, which allows to expand the means and methods of
implementing economic, political and social reforms in the country to comply
with general civilizational standards. The main provisions of scientific results
form the theoretical and methodological basis of studying modern anthropological
dimensions of the human being in European philosophy.

Analysis of recent research and publications, which have started
solving this problem, relied upon by the author

Philosophical receptions of human dimension as an anthropological
dimension of humanistic management are aimed at understanding man's place in
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the hierarchy of things. This problem of philosophical anthropology is defined not
only systematically, but historically as well: by the first works from philosophical
anthropology of Max Scheler (1874-1928) "The Place of Man in the Universe"
(1928), Arnold Gehlen (1904-1976) "Man. His Nature and Place in the World"
(1940). Fundamentals of philosophical anthropology were laid by L. Feyerbahom,
F. Nietzsche, W. Dilthey, E. Husserl, H. Driesch. In its formation, it has
incorporated problems of the works of Uexkull, A. Portman, but was finally
defined in the works of M. Scheler, H. H. Plessner, A. Gehlen, M. Buber.
Philosophical anthropology identifies the sphere of the human being, human
nature, human individuality, the sphere of the anthropocultural socium in whole as
the object of its study.

Problems of man were interpreted by Ukrainian scientists V.Shynkaruk,
M.Zlotin, V.Ivanov, M.Tarasenko, V.Tabachkovskiy, H.Zaichenko, I.Bychko,
V.Voronkova, M.Popovich, S.Krymskiy, V.Andruschenko, Y.Bystrytsky,
S.Proleyev, M.Kultayeva, [.Stepanenko, Y.Andros, O.Kyrylyuk, V.Yatchenko,
H.Shalashenko, M.Zaytsev. As a result of interpreting the anthropological studies,
modern view on the human world is based on the provisions of "Renaissance
Humanism", which deduces its understanding of the man and the surrounding
reality from the human being itself and, through it, is based on anthropological
principles of humanistic management. In our opinion, the representatives of Kyiv-
anthropological school interpreted problems of man in terms of his being and
ontological foundations of human existence, values and philosophical
orientations. According to Ye. Andros, "Philosophical anthropology focuses on
invariant (in this case universal), stable natural, anthropo-cultural and personal
human qualities, taken in the social and historical flow, specificity in relation to a
particular era. Then - on philosophical reflection and knowledge in a certain
culture and anthropological parameters of the human image in the infinity of life
and self-perfection"[1, p. 5].

Definition of unsolved aspects of a general problem, the paper deals
with. Problem situation.

In the context of philosophical and anthropological dimensions, emphasis is
shifted to human ontology, in which doctrine of the meaning of human life and
the possibilities of its comprehension, in particular by examining the conflictness
of human world-attitude and self-creation is central. Through the anthropological
principle, an attempt to explain the man himself and the surrounding world,
comprehend the man and the surrounding world, understand the man as a unique
phenomenon, as the creator of history and culture is made. Fundamental questions
of philosophical and anthropological discourse - the attitude of man to the world
and the world to man: what is the world we live in? what is man's place in this
world? what is the man himself and what is the nature of his consciousness?

The purpose of the paper is to form the theoretical bases of reception of
human dimension as an anthropological dimension of humanistic management,
which is important for the reflection of the human dimension of humanistic
management.

This purpose is realized in the following tasks:
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- to identify development trends of philosophical and anthropological
knowledge relative to humanistic management, based on the human reception of
the projection of the anthropological dimensions of human existence, which is
fundamental in European philosophy;

- to disclose the essence of human dimension as an anthropological
paradigm of humanistic management, in which man is not only an economic or
political member of society, but spiritual and cultural as well;

- to give analysis of human dimension as an anthropological paradigm of
European philosophy that studies the anthropological principles and imperatives
of human society.

The discussion of the problem

Philosophical and anthropological aspect of humanistic management is
fundamental in European philosophy, so we turn to the reception of man in the
projection of anthropological dimensions of human being, which are reduced to
the following trends, existing in the world today.

Trend one: a) the attitude of man to the world of social life shows the
attitude of man to socium and is characterized as specific self-creation of man,
self-realization in this world, and in this sense - the dominance of man as "the
measure of all things" (Protagoras); b) man acts not so much as the creator of
society, not so much as a substance that is embodied in a society that holds to a
certain extent the existence and functioning of society in this sense, so it conforms
to its needs and laws, and therefore acts as a force, in some respects conformable
to society; ¢) man acts as creator of his own sociomicrocosm of everyday life.
These three trends - the attitude of man to the world of social existence - lead to
forming a certain triad: 1) man within the first set of relations dominates the
world; 2) within the second - conforms to it; 3) within the third - shows a peculiar
synthesis - the creation of the world by man and, depending on it, conformity to it.
All these three groups of interdependencies of relations appear together,
concurrently and are inseparable from each other, they form a single trend, based
on the law of negation. In the context of this diversity of relationships, moment of
integral attitude of man to the world of his social being is formed, and this
integrity is inseparable and makes the connection of all components inseparable.
A man both dominates the world of his social life, and conforms to it, therefore, it
is basically impossible to break this inconsistency of human relationships [2, p.
288].

Trend two can be described as a trend of isolating phenomenon of man.
Thus, at the first level of relations, human nature in the abstract-substantial sense
1s presented weekly, vaguely in the overall substantiality of man. In the second
system of relations, it appears more clearly in the mass-functional existence, in its
being reduced to sociality, its serving role. However, at the third level of relations,
human nature reveals most vividly, in its directly-pure form, suggesting that
human nature at different levels of relations appears from different sides, which
are inextricably interconnected and create the whole integrity of both exchange,
and distribution of socially significant work, through the states of the loss of
subjectivity, emergence of senses of independence and depression. Man relative to
Receptions of human dimension in the context of anthropological discourse of humanistic management
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the world acts as a holistic and multifaceted subject, whose multidimensionality is
an extremely difficult problem.

Anthropological analysis of the levels of man allows to show the
complexity of this versatility, abundance of differences, even contradictions of
approaches to analyzing man as a complex social being, despite the great diversity
of approaches to man. Multidimensionality of man has a lot of individual
dimensions since man has cosmic, physical, biological, social, psychological and
cultural components. The man is a historical and creative being, who, in the
process of reformative activity, transforms nature, society, himself, developing his
physical and spiritual potentials. Creative, reformative human activity indicates
highly-complex, multi-dimensional system. In general, multi-dimensional man is
a man, who possesses the creative thinking and tries to actualize himself as a
personality. Modern anthropological space on a global scale in certain tendencies
becomes harmful to the personality, humanism, spiritual values, it is a narrative
structure, hyperreality because it contains the same impersonal particle «many.
That is why, modern man has become not the goal, but a means to achieve (by
power - formal and informal - structures) any purposes (political, ideological,
economic, philosophical) [3, p. 74].

Receptions of man in the projection of anthropological dimensions of
human existence in European philosophy deepen relations of humanizing the
surrounding world of nature and society from the standpoint of developing human
needs. This means that the criterion of social progress and its ultimate goal is the
human personality, the possibility and the prospect of its comprehensive
development and its universalization within culture, socium and nature. Problems
of modern secular humanism in fact combine these two vectors of social sciences
and the humanities. It integrates political and historical aspects of the analysis,
giving a truly global perspective to humanism [4, p. 254].

Methodological and general scientific significance.

Methodological and general scientific significance of receptions of
anthropological dimensions of human existence in European philosophy creates
conditions for forming a new format of European philosophy, which can be
defined as a system of worldviews, based on the true foundations of human
freedom. Receptions of anthropological dimensions of human existence
necessitate overcoming entropic processes that interpret the conditions of creating
human society, in which imperatives of human society must be implemented, and
the conditions for forming a strategy of social progress must be created.

Analysis of the patterns of forming the anthropological paradigm of human
dimensioni as the basis of European philosophy is oriented toward humanistic
factor: a) increasing the level of economic development in the context of building
a social-democratic state with a mixed economy; b) development of the
constitutional state; ¢) the systematic improvement of legislation and forms of its
presentation; d) formation of civil society and its institutions; e) formation and
development of social responsibility in the sphere of public administration.
Anthropological doctrine deduces its understanding of man and the surrounding
reality from the human being and through it [6, p.262].
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Essence of human dimension as an anthropological paradigm of humanistic
management focuses on the fact that man is not only an economic or political
member of society, but also a sociocultural phenomenon that incorporates all the
rational, cognitive-creative, cognitive-informative, which intertwine with
emotional-volitional, traditionalist, national-historical, national-psychological
elements. But being a reality, which takes certain place in the given space-time
limits, does not make the individual historical. Democratic transformations of
modern Ukrainian society determine the social formation of such values of
anthropology, which are caused by specific historical circumstances. It is the
question of forming such type of welfare state, which would focus on a man, his
high social purpose, the orientation of the welfare state on the man, his well-
being, happiness. In addition, there is no other way to make politics really humane
and human, to combine it with morality and man. Philosophical anthropology
covers the full range of issues that make up the essence of human problem in the
coordinates of the universal laws of life and universal principles of human
activity. The humanistic basis of human dimension as an anthropological
paradigm of European philosophy is giving the humanistic connotation to social
life, focusing on realizing human interests and values, when each man discovers
the way to personal substantiality [5, p. 96].

Human dimension as an anthropological paradigm of European philosophy
explores the anthropological bases of economic, political and social spheres,
interprets the conditions of creating humane society, in which imperatives of a
just society must be implemented, notions such as "humane society", "humane
relationships", "humane person", "humanistic management" must be rehabilitated.
In anthropological paradigm as a matrix of anthropocentrism, a total approach to
the study of man as socio-cultural being is used, the focus is placed on forming a
society that is based on the ideals of justice, solidarity, social consensus, based on
anthropological mode of man, i.e. forming the anthropological foundations of the
welfare state, stable social development, overcoming lag of Ukraine from highly
developed countries.

The object of human dimension as an anthropological paradigm of
European anthropological philosophy is a set of ideas, principles, concepts of
humanism that constitute a paradigm of political anthropology, accumulated by
Western political and economic doctrines that ensure the regulation of relations in
sociums with a focus on anthropological paradigm of culture and management. It
1s the anthropological paradigm as a paradigm of European philosophy that is seen
as a culture, which is able to support the practical-political implementation of
general democratic values, which would contribute to the development of
individual completeness and integrity of the personality. It is primarily about a
constitutive significance of the human personality and his experience to find new
forms of social, political and religious relations, in which man is considered as the
limiting form of realizing the idea of civil society, dialogue (polyphony of voices),
possibility to initiate transformative processes in a changing and contradictory
political life. These problems become especially relevant in view of the fact that
as a result of human insecurity in conditions of crisis socium, overcoming the
Receptions of human dimension in the context of anthropological discourse of humanistic management
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destruction of the personality, non-self-identity, non-integrity of the personality,
dissociation of consciousness, man becomes alienated from the whole world of
society, nature, himself. After all, man enters a social world not as an abstract
being, but as a concrete social integrity, hence political anthropology should form
an environment that would be worthy of a complete image of personality, and
therefore civilized lifestyle.

Receptions of human dimension as anthropological paradigm of European
philosophy are based on domestic and foreign experience in theory and practice,
science, culture and education, includes the principles of humanism as a system of
beliefs that define the disclosure of human capabilities as a criterion for evaluating
the effectiveness of the state and maturity of social institutions, and the inherent
right of everyone to free development of personality and realization of all his
capabilities. Post-industrial era as the sociocultural context of modern activity
paradigm creates new sociocultural trends, associated with forming a new
paradigm of human dimensional foundations of management. Human dimension
management 1s based on the following principles: 1) the principle of
anthropological reduction as explanation of objective formations of politics,
government and culture through their relatedness to man; 2) the principle of
authority as a holistic perception of human nature, based on created objective
forms of culture; principle of anthropological interpretation of certain phenomena
of human life, based on human dimension, anthropologism, humanism; 3)
anthropological principles, based on "man as the measure of all things"; 4)
development and the fullest use of the national cultural heritage in the
multifaceted relations with other national cultures, openness to cultural interaction
to ensure proper place for Ukraine in the European and global humanitarian space;
5) interaction between the state and civil society, business and government to
create the necessary social and economic conditions for improving the quality of
life, comprehensive harmonious development of man, protection of his rights and
freedoms [6, p.25-29].

Reception of human dimension as an anthropological paradigm of European
philosophy is the basis of the anthropological paradigm of management, it is a
human dimension of economics and politics, economic ethics, dialogue and
tolerance as imperatives of human relations, social pragmatism and focus on the
real needs of "earthly man", which provide a broad social base, possibility to
survive in a crisis society. The essential feature of anthropological principles of
management is that they focus on combining individual and group valuable
institutions, social, national and general civilizational interests. The civilization of
the XXI century with its vast technological progress and equally impressive
tragedies, on one hand, has created opportunities for implementing projects of true
human dimension, and on the other hand has caused deepening effect of crisis
factors, which "totally" threaten humanity. As a result of these processes, mankind
faces a choice, the crucial role of which belongs to human dimension and human
dimensional European values. In these conditions, following anthropological
standards should become the main criterion of public management. In this regard,
it should be noted that in order to purposefully solve strategic programs of human
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development, developed by the government, they are aimed at implementing the
concepts of human dimensional development. It is post-industrial era that
interdetermines evolution of humanitarian sociocultural processes, allows to fix
the substitution of technicist society paradigm by sociocultural development
paradigm, directed to forming "symbolic man", created by the information epoch
(Castells); forming post-industrial humanitarian market; inquiring for searching
new meanings and forming new types of activity and professionalization systems,
oriented on humanitarian production (human production).

Reception of human dimension as an anthropological paradigm of European
philosophy is a new type of management activities, aimed at achieving positive
qualitative changes in all spheres of society by means of humanism,
anthropocentrism, use of humanitarian resources and technologies. The human
dimension i1s based on the concepts of communication, professional self-
determination, cultural and symbolic capital, cultural policy. The human
dimension is conceptualized as a sociocultural and anthropological phenomenon,
introduced in the context of post-industrial scale of values, based on the activity
theories of both the individual, and the government. Human centrism as type of
politics is formed on the basis of the system model, which includes the evaluative,
descriptive and instrumental clusters: 1) evaluative cluster includes the values of
strategic thinking and cooperation, effective communication and productive
reflection, responsibility and development, improving quality of life; 2)
descriptive cluster is defined by objects of anthropological dimension of public
management, such as symbols, institutions, communities, territories, spaces,
sociocultural processes, and includes professional communities of humanitarian
managers as subjects of sociocultural space; 3) instrumental cluster forms the
types of resources, such as symbolic (the space of communication and language of
profession), competence (communicativeness, reflexivity, creativity and
projectivity) [7, 246-253 1.

The anthropological principles of human dimension of European
philosophy are based on the possibility of forming the elements of universal
culture, which are determined by: 1) the needs of social practice that necessitate
reflection of phenomenon of humanistic management in a global transformation;
2) the need for a comprehensive understanding of the nature, meaning, functions,
development areas of humanistic management in the socialization of the economy
by features of humanistic management as an integrated social system, determining
the place and role of the main sub-structures of humanistic management; 3) the
importance of effective management of economic and social systems in transitive
societies, maintening political, social, economic and cultural stability, associated
with effective mechanisms of ensuring humanistic management; 4) the need to
provide all levels of management mechanism with humanistic scientific
knowledge about the nature and character of the interrelation of objective
conditions of ensuring human dimensional management in organizations,
peculiarities of its functioning in conditions of transformation processes
(transitive, transient, and modernization). The main area of anthropological
development of Ukraine is the purposeful formation of a new quality of life,
Receptions of human dimension in the context of anthropological discourse of humanistic management
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which consists in creating conditions for proper realization of opportunities of
each person and guarantee of a decent living standard.

In modern conditions of development of the state, for elaboraating and
implementing human dimension as the basis of management practice, it is
necessary to: 1) analyze the objective need for developing humanization of the
socium as an integrated social and economic social system, in the context of
which feedbacks work harmoniously; 2) identify "fundamental economic and
managerial constants", which are stable basis of management system operation in
the marketplace; 3) develop areas of optimizing the mechanism of effective
ensurance of humanistic management to prepare absolutely new managerial elite
of the XXI century; 4) develop and implement socioantropological paradigm of
human dimensional European humanistic management, based on self-
organizational and system processes. Human dimension as humanistic principle of
management is aimed at forming human dimensional European humanistic
management as a management paradigm of the XXI century, which is a
multiparadigm sphere of knowledge, based on several independent paradigms that
are determined by the following factors: 1) practical: humanistic management is a
practical field of activity that is related to solving practical problems, arising in
different spheres of society; 2) institutional: humanistic management is a set of
institutions that conduct humanistic management activity; 3) activity: humanistic
management is the activity, related to the state management; 4) regulatory and
legal: humanistic management serves as a legal and regulatory system that
governs the state management; 5) scientistic: humanistic management is an area
of scientific knowledge, which is implemented in the state activity; 6) system:
humanistic management should be formed as a system that requires a system
regulation and self-regulation; 7) instrumental: humanistic management is a set of
instrumnets for state management and influence on society; 8) innovative:
humanistic management serves as an important mechanism for implementing
innovations and renewing all spheres of society; 9) liberal: humanistic
management is a way of regulating the relations between subjects of politics,
government, management, centered around the "man as the measure of all things".

1. To fulfill all tasks of concept of human dimension as the anthropological
basis of humanistic management, it is necessary to form the elite of humanitarian
managers, exercise social and humanitarian policy by forming the key objectives
of humanitarian management activity in human dimensional direction: a) notional
(semiotic); b) personal growth and activity self-determination (anthropological);
¢) spatial; d) strategic thinking and political action.

2. Promote development of human dimensional outlook of humanitarian
managers and development of human dimensional technologies, which are a set of
scientifically grounded methods and special techniques of indirect impact on
society through the management of social human behavior.

3. Promote modernization of human dimensional European space of
Ukraine, which requires: establishing a modern human dimensional culture of
public management; full integration of Ukraine into the information space;
strengthening the Ukraine's presence in the global humanitarian space.

Voronkova V.G., 2014
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Human dimension comes from the fact that reserves of humanistic
development of economics, politics and culture are to be found in man himself,
the development of his consciousness and spiritual capital. Without the
development of anthropological capital, further development and improvement of
society become impossible. The most important resource of human dimension
appears intensification of anthropological capital and human existence.
Anthropological principles of human dimension are terms of saving human,
natural, social and political resources. In its substantive characteristics, concept of
human dimension includes theoretical and conceptual grounding of "typical" tasks
of humanization of politics, economy, ecology, social policy, science, education
and culture.

The acquired knowledge may be useful for solving anthropological
problems of humanistic management.
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RECEPTION OF HUMAN DIMENSION IN THE CONTEXT OF

ANTHROPOLOGICAL DISCOURSE OF HUMANISTIC MANAGEMENT

The subject of research is the perception of human dimension as the anthropological
aspect of humanistic management, based on the interrelations between man, government,
society. The paper describes the evolution of views on man in the context of anthropological
foundations of humanistic management; it is noted that the development trends of the
philosophical and anthropological knowledge of humanistic management are based on human
perception in the projection of anthropological dimensions of man, which is fundamental in
European philosophy. The paper analyzes the essence of human dimension as anthropological
paradigm of humanistic management, in which man is not only economic, or political, but also
the spiritual and cultural member of society; gives the analysis of human dimension as
anthropological paradigm of European philosophy that investigates the anthropological
foundations of economic, political and social spheres, interprets conditions of creating a
humane society, in which the imperatives of a just society should be implemented.
Characteristics and features, as well as the conditions for achieving human dimension as the
anthropological foundation of European humanistic management are disclosed. The acquired
knowledge can be useful for solving anthropological problems of humanistic management.

Keywords: human dimension, anthropological dimension, philosophical anthropology,
humanistic management, man as the measure of all things, anthropological paradigm

B.I'BOPOHKOBA (moktop ¢unocodckux Hayk, mpodeccop, 3aB. Kaderpbl
MEHEIDKMEHTa OpraHu3aIiiui, akaJIeMUK Y KpanHCKOM aKaJeMUH MOJTMTHYECKUX HAYK, aKaJeMUK
MexnyHapoaHoi akajgeMuu Hayk Bbiciied mkonsl (MockBa); akaaeMHK AKaJIeMHH HayK
COIMATBHBIX TEXHOJIOTUH U MECTHOTO caMoympaBiieHus (MockBa)

3anoporkcKas rocy apcTBEHHAs] HH)KEHEPHAS aKaieMusi, 3aropokbe, YKpanHa

PELEIIOUA YEJIOBEKOMEPHOCTHU B KOHTEKCTE

AHTPOITIOJIOTUYECKOI'O JUCKYPCA TYMAHUCTUYECKOTI'O YIIPABJIEHUSA

[IpeameTom wucciaenoBaHUsS SABISIETCS BOCHPHUSTHE YEJIOBEUYECKOTO H3MEPEHHUsS Kak
AQHTPOIIOJIOTUYECKOIO  aClleKTa TyMaHUCTUYECKOIO YIPABJIECHMS, B OCHBOE KOTOPBIX
B3aMMOOTHOIIICHHSI Y€JIOBEeKa, BJIACTH, OOIIecTBa. B cTaThe OMHMCHIBACTCS IBOJIOLHUS B3TJISIOB
Ha 4YEJIOBEKAa B KOHTEKCTE AHTPOIOJIOTMYECKHX OCHOBAaHWK T'YMaHHCTHYECKOIO YNPABIICHHS;
OTMEUEHO, YTO  TEHACHIMH  Pa3BUTUS  PUIOCO(PCKO-aHTPOMOIOTUISCKOTO  3HAHUSA
TYMaHUCTUYECKOTO YIIPABJICHUS OCHOBAHO Ha BOCHPUATHE YEJIOBEKOM B MPOEKIMH
AHTPONOJIOTUYECKUX U3MEPEHUHN YEIIOBEKA, YTO ABJISETCS OCHOBOIIOJATAIOIIUM B €BPOIEUCKON
¢unocodpun. B craTthe aHATU3UPYIOTCS CYIIHOCTh YEJIOBEKOMEPHOCTH KaK aHTPOIMOJIOTHYECKOM
napagurMbl TYMAaHHCTHUECKOTO YIIPaBJIEHUS, B KOTOPOM YENOBEK SBISIETCS HE TOJIBKO
SKOHOMUYECKOW, WJIM TOJIUTHYECKOW SUYCHKOW 0O0IecTBa, HO M JYXOBHO- KYyJIbTYpPHOM
KJIETOYKOHN OOIIECTBA; JAeTCs aHAIN3 YE€JIOBEKOMEPHOCTH KaK aHTPOIOJIOTUYECKON TapaurMbl
eBporeiickoi Gunocodun, KOTopas UCCIETYET aHTPOTIOJOTHUECKHE OCHOBBI IKOHOMHYECKOM,
MOJINTUYECKON U COIMATBHON Cepbl, OCMBICIHBACT YCIOBUS CO3/IaHUS TYMaHHOTO OOIIECTBa,
B KOTOPOM JOJDKHBI OBITh PEaIM30BaHbI MMIICPATUBBI CIIPABEIMBOIO 0O0IIECTBA. PacKphITHI
XapaKTepHbIe YePThl U1 OCOOEHHOCTH, a TaKXKe YCJIOBUS JOCTIKEHUS YETOBEKOMEPHOCTH Kak
AQHTPOIIOJIOTUYECKOM OCHOBBI €BPOIEHCKOr0 T'YMaHHCTHYECKOro yrpasieHus. IlomydyeHHbie
3HaHUA MOTYT OBITh TMOJIE3HBIMH [N PEUICHHS  aHTPOIMOJIOTMYECKUX  Mpobiem
TYMaHUCTHUYECKOTO YIPABIICHHUS.

KiroueBble ci10Ba: 4e10BeKOMEPHOCTh, aHTPOTOJIOTHYECKOe u3MepeHue, grmocodcekas
AQHTPOIIOJNIOTHSI, TYMaHHCTUYECKOE YMpaBJIICHHE, YEJIOBEK KaK Mepa BCEX  BEIIeH,
AQHTPOIIOJIOTUYECKAsl MApaurMa, aHTPOIOJIOTMUECKUI KalmuTal
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dinocodis

MEHE/DKMEHTY OpraHizaiii, akajaemik YKpaiHChKOW akaaemil TOJITUYHUX HayK, aKaaeMiK
MixnapoaHoi akaaemii Hayk Bumioi mkoiau (MockBa); akameMik Akanemii HayK COITIaIbHUX
TEXHOJIOT1H# 1 MicIieBOro caMmoympaniiHHs (MockBa)

PELEINLNIA JIIOANHOBUMIPHOCTI B KOHTEKCTI
AHTPOIIOJIOTTYHOI'O JUCKYPCY 'YMAHICTUYHOTI'O YIIPABJIIHHSA

[IpeaqmeToM MOCTIIKEHHS € CHPUMHSTTS JIIOJICBKOTO BUMIPY SK aHTPOMOJIOTIYHOTO
aCMeKTy TyMaHICTHYHOTO YTIPaBIIiHHS, B OCHOBI SIKHX B3a€MOBITHOCHMHH JIIOJMHH, BIAJIH,
CyCHiibCcTBAa. B CcTaTTi ONHUCY€EThCA €BOJIOINIS TMOMVBAIB HAa JIIOAWHY Yy KOHTEKCTI
AQHTPOIIOJIOTIYHUX 3acaJl TYMaHICTUYHOTO YIIPABIiHHS; BiAMIYA€THCS, 110 TEHACHIIIS PO3BUTKY
bim10coPCHKO-aHTPOIIOJIOTIYHOTO  3HAHHS T'YMaHICTUYHOTO  YTPaBIiHHSA  0a3yeTbCs Ha
CHPUHHATTI JIOAMHOIO B MPOEKIIii aHTPOMOJIOTIYHUX BUMIPIB JIIOAMHH, 110 € OCHOBOIIOJIOKHUM
y eBpomeichkiii ¢imocodii. Y crarTi aHAM3ye€ThCs CYTHICTh JIFOJUHOBHMIPHOCTI SIK
AQHTPOIIOJIOTIYHOT MapagurMyd TYMaHICTHYHOTO YIPABIiHHS, Yy SKIA JIOAMHA SIBISETHCS HE
TUTBKM €KOHOMIYHOIO, UM TOJIITHYHOIO KJIITHHKOIO CYCHUIBCTBA, aje W TyXOBHO-KYJIbTYPHOI
KJIITUHKHA CYCHIUIBCTBA; JA€THCS aHai3 JIIOJUHOBUMIPHOCTI SIK AQHTPOIIOJIOTIYHOI MapagurMu
€BpoOMechKOi ¢imocodii, sKka TOCTIHKYE aHTPOTOIOTIYHI OCHOBH €KOHOMIYHOI, MOITHYHOI 1
couianbHOI chep, OCMUCITIOE YMOBU CTBOPEHHS TYMaHHOTO CYCIIbCTBA, Y SIKOMY IIOBUHHI OyTH
peanizoBaHi IMIIEpAaTUBH CHPABEIJIMBOTO CYCHUIBCTBA. PO3KpHUTI XapakTepHi pHCH 1
0COOJIMBOCTI, @ TaKOXX YMOBU JIOCATHEHHS JIOAMHOBUMIPHOCTI SIK AQHTPOIIOJIOTIYHOT OCHOBHU
€BPOTECHCHKOT0 T'yMaHICTUIHOTO yrpaBiiHHg. OTpUMaHi 3HaHHS MOXYTh OyTH KOPUCHUMHU IS
BUPILICHHS aHTPOIOJIOTIYHUX MPOOJIEM TYMaHICTUYHOTO YIPABITiHHS.

KirouoBi cioBa: JTIOJMHOBUMIPHICTh, aAHTPOIOJIOTIYHI  BUMIpH, dimocodchka
AHTPOIIOJIOTIS, TYMaHICTHYHE YIpPABIiHHA, JIOJMHA SK Mipa BCiX pedeld, aHTPOIOJIOTivHa
napajurma, aHTPOTOJOTIYHUN KariTal
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