ONITOCODPUS HAYKHN

V]IK 1

O NPEJIMETE H HOBBIX 3AJJAYAX ®NJIOCOPUU TEXHUKHN
B KOHTEKCTE KPU3HUCA EE IIPEJIMETA

A.B. I'nywienko

Paccmampusaiomesn ocnosHvie Hanpaenenus u wkoavl guiocouu mexnuxu. Mcciedylomes npomusopeyus 6
OanHou 0O1aCmU 3HAHUSL, KOMOPble UMEIOm KAK Memo0oI0cUYeCKUl, MAK U KOHYENMYaabHblil Xapakmep: ¢ 00HOU
CMOPOHbL, Cywecmayem NompeOHOCMb 6 USYYEHUU CYWHOCMU MEXHUKY, C OpYeoll CHOPOHbL, COBPEMEHHbIE
cpeocmea puaocoduu mexHuKu He NO360I0M peuiums OanHylo 3a0a4y. Aemop npediazaem nooxoo, 6eoyuull K
peulenuro 3motii npooaemol.

Kniouegvie cnosa: gunocopus mexuuxu, npomusopeuuss, Memoooio2ueckie u KOHYenmyaibhvle npobuemol,
CYWHOCTNb MEXHUKU, MEeMOO0N02UYECKUL NOOX0O0.

D.V. Glouschenko
On the subject and new tasks of technology philosophy
within the crisis context of the subject

It is considered the main trends and schools of philosophy of technology. It is analyzed the contradictions in
the field of knowledge, which have both methodological and conceptual nature: on the one hand, there is a need to

examine the essence of technology, on the other hand, modern philosophy of technology does not resolve this

problem. The author proposes an approach that leads to the solution of this problem.
Key words: technology philosophy, contradictions, methodological and conceptual problems, technology
essence, methodological approach.
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