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NPUrNALLIEHUE K AUCKYCCUU

Bompoc «Hto Takoe duiocodusn?» OTHO-
CHUTCSl K YHCy BeuHbIX. PpaHiy3ckue ¢Guioco-
¢be1 xonma XX B. XK. [lené3 u @.I'BarTapu cre-
IUAFHO TIOCBATHIIM 3TOW TpolieMe eyt
KHUTY C aHaJIOTHYHBIM Ha3BaHueM (1991). Un-
Tepec K JaHHOW TeMe ompexaessiercs ee QyHnaa-
MEHTaJIBHOCTBIO: JTF000# (uocod 1 ceds moi-
KEH PEIINTh, 9T0 Takoe ¢umocodus. M moHu-
MaHHe 3TOTO ONpPEJENSIET BCE €r0 TBOPUECTBO.

B «M3BecTtusix CapaTOBCKOTO YHHUBEpPCHUTE-
ta» 3a 2010 rox (Cepus dunocodus. Ilcuxoo-
rus. [leparoruka. T. 10, Bbim. 2) Obia omyOu-
KOBaHa Ha 3Ty TEMYy MOSI CTaThsl, B KOTOPOU BBI-
JIBUHYTa TIOJIEMUYECKast Hies O TOM, 4To (Quio-
cockoe TO3HAHHE — 3TO OCOOBIN MyTh MOCTH-
KCHUS YEIOBEKOM JIeHCTBUTEILHOCTH, IPHHIIU-
MUAANBHO OTJIWYAIONIUICS OT JAPYroro MyTH —
Hay4yHOTO (IIPH 3TOM aBTOp HE KacayiCs TaKHUX
(hopM TO3HAHMSI, KaK PEIMTHO3HOE U XYH0XKECT-
BEHHO-00Opa3Hoe). Ecnu HaydyHBIM HamelleH Ha
MMO3HAHUE MPEIMETHOIO MHpa W 1O TPUPOIE
CBOGH mparMaTH4eH, TO MHPOBO33PEHYECKO-
¢uocoCckuii MyTh CBSA3aH C MO3HAHUEM BHYT-
pEHHEH, NyIIEBHO-AYXOBHOM CYIIHOCTH YeJO-
Beka. OH MOPOXKACH MHTEPECOM YelIoBeKa K ca-
MoMy ce0e, CTpeMJICHHEM OTBETHTb Ha BOIPOC
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O PUTOPUKE KPU3UCA B AENE ®UNOCODUN
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B cratbe obcyxaaeTcs Tema Kpuanca COBPEMEHHON unocoum.
OTa Tema npeAcTaBneHa B kayecTBe 0COGON KPU3NCHONA PUTOPUKH,
KOTOpYK He WHTepecyeT cunocodus. Putopuke npoTuBonocTaBns-
eTcs Tema UNOCOGCTBOBAHNS Kak cnocoba ycKomnb3aHus OT HaBs-
3aHHbIX U3BHE PUTOPUYECKNX NPUEMOB. B uTore Aenaetcs nonbiTka
onpenenuTb 0cobblii cnocod cylecTBoBaHMs dunocodun u duno-
coda.

KntoyeBble cnoBa: coBpeMeHHas punocodus, putopuka, ynoska,
Xaiigerrep, obulectBo, cratyc dmnocoda, obpa3oBaHue, Kpuauc,
cnocob 6bITys.

About Rhetoric of Crisis in Philosophy
M. A. Bogatov

The article discusses the topic of the crisis of modern philosophy.
This theme is presented as special crisis rhetoric not interested in
philosophy. Rhetoric contrasts to theme of philosophy as a way of
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«Kt0o A?». O0BeKTOM TO3HABATEIHHOTO HHTE-
peca B 3TOM cllydae SBJISCTCS MPUHITUIHATBLHOS
oTiimuue 4enoBeka (S) oT okpyskarormero Mupa
(me-5I). A Tak Kak JyXOBHas COCTABIISIOINIAS HE
MOXET OBITh PAaCKphITa Ha OCHOBE 3MITUPHYE-
CKOT'O 3HaHHUSA, TO MUPOBO33PEHUECKO-(PUIOCOd-
CKUH IyTh TMOCTWXECHUS HE TOJBKO MPUHIIMITU-
QIBHO OTJIMYEH OT HAYYHOTO, HO U OTHOCUTEIh-
HO HE3aBHCHUM OT HET0, XapaKTepU3ysCh arpu-
OPHOCTBIO TIOHATHH W HACH. DTa CyIIHOCTHAs
yepra (GrI0cOGCKOro 3HaHUSA HE MOXKET OBITh
npeojoieHa wiu oroponieHa. Cpenenue xe Gu-
70cO)CKOTO BHUMaHUS K 0oJiee KOHKPETHBIM
00BEKTaM, B TOM YHCIIC SI3BIKOBBIM, PACTBOPSIET
(unocodckoe 3HaHUE B HAYYHOM, OIPaHUIUBAS
¢unocopuro METOA0NOTHYECKOH HyHKINEH.

B nannom Homepe «M3Bectuit CapaToBCKO-
TO YHUBEPCUTETa» IMyOIHKyIoTCsI ctath M. A. bo-
ratoBa u C. M. MankuHOH, KOTOpBIE AaIOT CBOU
OTBET Ha BeuHbIl (hrocodckuii Bompoc U pas-
MBIIUISIOT O TOM, TPAaBOMEPHO JIH TOBOPHUTH O
«3akate» (QUI0cOPCKON MBICITH, KOTJIa «BBIYUC-
JISIOIIEE MBIIIJICHUE» BO BCE OOJIBIIEH CTEIICHU
BBITECHSIET «OCMBICIISIONIEEY, T.€. Prtocodckoe
MBIIUICHHE.

b. U Mokun
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escaping from the externally imposed rhetorical tricks. As a result,
attempt to define a specific mode of existence of philosophy and the
philosopher is given.

Key words: modern philosophy, rhetoric, trick, Heidegger, society,
status of a philosopher, education, crisis, way of life.

B XX B. cimoxminachk ocobast MaHepa pas3ro-
Bopa o ¢miocoduu (a Takke — 0 KyJIbType, UC-
TOPUU U BIOXE), KOTOPYIO MOXKHO OBLIO OBI Ha-
3BaTh PUMOPUKOL Kpu3uca, TIe BMECTO KpHU3nuca
MOYET OBITh IMOCTABJIEH LENbIA PsIJT UHBIX CIIOB:
KOHEII, 3aKaT, 3aBepIlIcHIe, CMepTh. B oTimune
OT pa3BepHYBIIErocs HEIABHO pas3roBopa 00
SKOHOMUYECKOM KpH3uce', y Gpunocodckoii pu-



