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Issues related to the cardinal changes taking place in modern science and social practice and
their significant effects on research issues in the field of theoretical and social philosophy,
philosophy of science and philosophy of technology are highlighted. It is substantiated that the
radical transformation of science (its transformation into techno-science) and its role in society
inevitably leads not only to the destruction of demarcation lines between scientific and non-
scientific knowledge and the replacement of scientific theories with discourses created in non-
scientific practices, but also significantly affects all spheres of society. life - production, culture,
education, etc.

In modern conditions, the influence of constantly changing and improving technologies on the
physical, mental, intellectual and other meanings of society and man actualizes philosophical
research in this area. One of the reasons for this is the uniqueness of the modern stage of scientific
and technological development of society, which is often referred to as "techno-science". The current
situation in science, which has entered the era of post-classical science, requires an interdisciplinary,
even transdisciplinary approach and an integrating unity of natural, technical and socio-
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humanitarian fields for the development of scientific knowledge. The basis of such unity should be
provided by philosophical knowledge, which is a much more complex type of unity than a simple
reduction to a single beginning. Since it is philosophy, while remaining the most free type of thinking.

Today there is a kind of return of metaphysics to science. The point is that scientists in their
reasoning quite often go to the so-called metaphysical section, or rather forced to come to such an
interpretation of certain concepts that is similar to the metaphysical. This is possible due to the
fact that, despite the independence of the spheres of philosophy and science, their boundaries
are not completely impenetrable. Which, by the way, is not surprising, since all sciences in one
way or another came out of philosophy, generated by it and cultivated by it. Another
interpretation of the connection between science and philosophy is possible. It consists in the fact
that both philosophy and science exist in a single space, in a single field of meanings. Therefore,
modern philosophy must not only respond quickly to the radical changes taking place in all
spheres of social life, but also to anticipate the main trends, prospects and especially the
humanitarian and ecosocial consequences of these changes.

Keywords: science, techno-science, engineering, technology, nanotechnology, philosophy,
philosophy of engineering, philosophy of education, transformation, society.

PIAOCOPISI HAYKH I TEXHIKH B CYYJACHOMY CBITI
K. M. Bepreaec, II. A. Kyaim, T. IO. IlIkoapHikOBa, T. M. Bepreaec

Buceimaiorombess NUMAHHS. NO8'S13GHL 3 KAPOUHANbHUMU 3PYUEHHAMU, WO 8lobysarombes 8
CYUACHIl Hayyl i COYIaNbHIU NPAaKmuyi ma ix icmomHux eniueax Ha npobremamury 00CiiONeHb
8 UapuHi meopemuuHoi [ coyianvHoi ¢pinocodii, ¢pinocogii Haywku i @inocogpii mexHIKU.
Ob6TpyHmMoO8aHo, ul0 padukantbHa mpaHcgopmayis Hayku (il nepemeopeHHst 8 mexHOHaykKy) ma ii
posii 8 cycnibCcmei HemuHyue npuseooums He Jaulle 00 pYUHauil 0emapKayiliHux JHIT MK
HayKosUM 1 NO3AHAYKOBUM 3HAHHAM mMaA 3AMIUEHHAM HAYKOBUX mMeopili OUCKYpCaMU, ULO0
CMBOPIIOMbCSL 8 HEeHAYKO8UX npakmukax, a il icmomHo eniusdae Ha 8CL cpepu CYCNiNbHO20
HmKummsi — eUpOOHUYMEB0, KYAbmypy, oceimy ma iH.

Y cyuacHux ymosax ennue nocmitiHo 3MIHHUX | 00CKOHAIOBAHUX MEXHOI02I HA PIBUUHI, NCUXTUHI,
IHmeseKkmyaibHi ma iHUL 3HAUUMOCML CYCniibemaa U JH0OUHU aKMyastisye pinocogpcoii 00CNIONEHHSL
8 uili cpepi. OOHIEID 3 NPUUUH UYbO20 € CBOEPIOHICMb CyuacHOi cmaodii HayKoB8020 i MEeXHO/I02IUHO20
PO38UMKY CYCNLIbCMBA, SKY UACMO NO3HAUAMb MmepmiHom "mexHoHayrka'. HuHiuHsS cumyauyis e
Hayyi, sika ecCmynuia €8 enoxy NOCMHEeKNIACUMHO! HAYKU, BUMA20Ee MUDKOUCYUNJIHAPHOZ0, HABIMb
MPAHCOUCYUNILIHOPHO20  niOxody U iHmezpyrouol €0HOCMI  NPUPOOHUUUX,  MEXHIUHUX 1
COUI02ZYMAHIMapHUX 2any3etl Ol po3eUmMKY HAYK08020 3HAHHS. OcHogy makoi eOHocmi Ui NOBUHHE
3abesneuumu inocogpcoke 3HAHHS, sIKe came Nnocmae 3HOUHO CKAAOHIUUM MUNOM €0HOCMI, HDK
npocmum 38e0eHHsM 00 eOuHozo nouamky. Ilosask came pinocoghis, 3aMUULAHOUUC, HATOLILUL
CBO0IOHUM MUNOM MUCTEHHS,, 3a80sKU peeKcii Hao YHigepcaniamu Kyabmypu 3abesneuye
3b6epereHHss ma cmanicme KYJabmypHoi mpaduyii Ui 600HOUAC 8UXO0UMb 30 MEXKL UUX YHigepcanill,
PYUiHYyoUU mum camum mpaouyii ti Cmeoproroull HO8L SHAUUMOCME MA CMUCTL.

Cb0200Hi cnocmepizaemves. c8oepiOHe nogepHeHHs memagisuku 8 Hayky. Hdemwvcs npo me,
WO 8UeHi 8 C8OIX MIPKYBAHHSIX 0080/l UACTO 8UX00siMb HA MAK 38AHUN Memagi3uuHUll 3pi3, Ul
MOUHIWE 3MYUWeEHl 8UX00UMU HA mMaKe MAYMAUEHHS MuxX Uu THUWUX NOHSAMb, Ui0 noldibHe Ha
Mmemadgpizuure. Lle cmae MoxmAuUBUM 3080SKU MOMY, ULO, HE38AXKAOUU HA COAMOCMIUHICMb cghep
ginocodii i Hayku, ix mesxxi He € abconromHo HenpoHukHumu. [Ilo, 0o peui, Ui He OUu8HO, NO3AsK 8CL
HayKu mak uu iHakuwe suliuau 3 ¢inocopii, Hero NOpoorsKeHi i Hero XK aupouieHi. Mosknueor e i
HWwa Hmepnpemauisi 38's13ky Hayku i ginocogii. BoHa nosasizae 8 momy, wo i gpinocogis, i
HayKka, ICHYomb 8 SIKOMYCb €OUHOMY Npocmopi, 8 €eOuHomy noai cmucnie. Tomy cyuacHa
¢inocogpis 30608'13aHA HE AUUE WBUOKO peazyeamu HA KaAPOUHANbHI 3MIHU, WO 8i00yearombest 8
ycix cepax cycnineHozo bymms, a U nepedbauamu OCHO8HI meHOeHUili, nepcnekmusu U
0COOUBO 2YMAHIMAPHI MA eKOCOYIANbHI HACTIOKU YUX 3MIH.

Knrouoei cnoea: Hayrka, mexHOHAYKA, MeXHIKA, MeXHO02l, HaHOmexHonoezii, ¢inocogis,
ginocogpin mexHiku, gpinocodpisi oceimu, mpaHchHoOpMayis, couiym.
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Introduction of the issue. In
modern conditions of globalization and
technologization @ of  society, the
influence of constantly changing and
improving technologies on the physical,
mental, intellectual and other
characteristics of man and society is
becoming a trend of modern
philosophical research. Most
researchers believe that one of the main
reasons for this is the uniqueness of
the current stage of scientific and
technological development of society,
which is often referred to as "techno-
science". It is the subject area of
philosophy of science and technology as
a direction that accumulates both
socio-humanitarian and scientific and
technical component of knowledge, was
at the intersection of various problems
generated by techno-science. What is
and what characterizes the field of
modern research in the field of
philosophy, methodology and sociology
of technology, starting with techno-
science and its cultural and historical
dimensions, social evaluation of
technology and innovation, NBICS
technologies (nano-, bio-, information,
cognitive and social technologies) and
socio-humanitarian  approaches to
solving emerging problems and ending
with transformations in the field of
engineering education and training in
terms of fundamentally new advances
in engineering and technology become
central to the development of research
in philosophy and science in the late
twentieth — early twenty-first century.
Modern science, which has entered the
era of post-classical science, requires
an interdisciplinary, even
transdisciplinary, approach and
complementary unity of natural,
technical and socio-humanitarian
disciplines for the development of
scientific knowledge, which faces new
challenges of scientific and
technological development. The basis of
such transdisciplinary unity should be
philosophical knowledge, which is a
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much more complex type of unity than
a simple reduction to a single
beginning. After all, the wunity of
philosophical knowledge itself is a kind
of "unity of the diverse" or "diversity of
the one". Unlike specific sciences,
philosophy does not strive for accuracy,
and its most important feature is less
unambiguity and flexibility of the
concepts used. However, the inflexibility
of philosophy is compensated by its
ability, on the one hand, to most widely
embrace being, and on the other - to
become a secondary, interpretive, level
of this being. It is philosophy, while
remaining the free type of thinking,
that, through reflection on the
universals of culture, ensures the
preservation and stability of cultural
tradition and at the same time goes
beyond these wuniversals, thereby
destroying traditions and creating new
meanings. Many philosophers, as well
as some philosophical thinkers, note
that there is now a kind of return of
metaphysics to science. The point is
that wunder certain circumstances,
scientists in their reasoning may go to
the so-called metaphysical plan, or
rather forced to come to such an
interpretation of certain concepts,
which will be similar to the
metaphysical. This is probably made
possible by the fact that, despite a fairly
high degree of independence of the
spheres of philosophy and science,
their boundaries are not completely
impenetrable. Which, by the way, is not
surprising, given that all the sciences
somehow came out of philosophy, it is
generated and grown by it. There is also
a slightly different interpretation of the
connection between science and
philosophy.

The aim of the article is in analysis
of philosophy and science may exist in
a single space, field of meanings,
discourses, paradigms, and so on. In
addition, this space is imbued with
some end-to-end elements that bind it
together, making it something integral,
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unified, meaningful, and wuniversally
acceptable. It is clear that both
philosophy and science interpret these
elements differently, but the elements
remain the same.

Results and discussion. The
creation of new meanings in the
development of techno-science as a new
stage in the development of modern
science and technology is possible only

through the close interaction of
technical, natural and social
components. Modern techno-scientific

reality has at least two beginnings - the
capitalization of science, which leads to
a fundamentally different regime and
modality of science and scientific
knowledge, and theorizing and
autonomy of the techno-sphere, within
which the instrumentally of all levels of
cognitive  activity and knowledge
production is of particular importance,
construction of reality and the resulting
problem of the ontology of objects of
scientific research and social practice.

Among the variety of intensive
developments in the philosophy of
science, technology and scientific and
technological development, two areas of
research are becoming dominant: the
dynamics of nonlinear interactions in
super-complex systems and the social
assessment of technology  (SAT).
"Technology assessment", which emerged
in the 1960s as part of expert policy
advice aimed at shaping knowledge as a
basis for action and decision-making on
technology and its social application,
now covers not just interdisciplinary but
transdisciplinary research sphere, which
is formed at the junction of the tripartite
connection ‘"science - technology -
business" as an applied format of techno-
science. Jamison notes: "The boundaries
between academia and the business
world are gradually blurring" [2].

Today, techno-science itself, as a
multifaceted scientific knowledge, deals
with a field that includes not only
objects, but also the coordinated
activities of people and structures. In
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techno-sciences research, the
construction of an object is not only
inseparable, but also due to the material
and technological infrastructure of the
study. Moreover, since the determinants
are practical goals (interventions), the
trajectory of the object and its essential
characteristics are set and directed,
which  involves the creation of
experimental objects, simulations and
"epistemic things" i,e. a kind of
"machines", model systems for obtaining
data and constant testing of their ability
to perceive certain parameters [5].

Such a complex organization of the
field of techno-science requires a
transition to a new nonlinear way of
thinking. The SAT is formed as a
modern complex scientific and
technical discipline, which 1is not
focused on any one basic natural
science, scientific and technical or
socio-humanitarian theory, but on the
whole complex of scientific (and non-
scientific) knowledge and includes not
only comprehensive research but and

system design. In addition, within
techno-science, design becomes an
independent method of acquiring

knowledge and in addition to the
practical result is no less important to
be able to produce new knowledge with
technology [6], which, gaining
independence for the next generation of
engineers, designers, experimenters,
begin to act in the role of objectified
reality, which mediates nature. Socio-
technical design becomes an analytical
tool that allows you to assess the
potential opportunities and risks of the
development of new technologies. The
technologies themselves, being a stage
in the development of technology and
interacting with large techno-social
projects, become an active aspect of
technology, which, in turn, is: activities
to create artifacts; purposeful use of the
effects of nature (first and second);
moreover, such use, which works for
man and society (by the way, and
against, too), allowing them to realize
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their plans; and finally, technology, as
Heidegger pointed, is the existence of
man — not only the tools, machines and
environment that he creates, but also
an inalienable aspect of his life.

Modern technology affects all areas
and branches of knowledge, as a result
of which humanitarian technologies are
in high demand in modern society.
Therefore, the philosophy of technology
can be called today the philosophy of
equipment and technologies. A holistic
and multifaceted understanding of
technology allows us to conceptualize it
as a "social body" that requires the
development of SAT methodology as a
new type of scientific knowledge
designed to comprehend the fact
missed by traditional interpretations of
technology that it is a significant factor
in social interactions and their results.
The institutionalization of the SAT
reflects the response to the challenges
posed by scientific and technological
progress to modern civilization, and
globalization poses new challenges due
to the widespread use and influence of
technologies used in a variety of
scientific and socio-cultural contexts.

Problems such as environmental
pollution, climate change, global
warming, covid-19 and others go

beyond nation states. This causes a
growing need to evaluate science and
technology at the global level. Thus,
along with the development of national,
a common (common) foundation is laid
for the creation of a global SAT. This is
facilitated by the emergence of a more
or less common definition of the SAT as
a scientific, interactive process, the
purpose of which is to promote the
formation of public and political opinion
on the social aspects of the
development of science and technology.

This definition contains a number of
essential principles of the modern SAT.
It is about forming an opinion, not
informing about an opinion, because
the main tasks are the analysis of
values and the widest representation of
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all stakeholders. Although the SAT is
still interpreted as a scientific process,
it is also a communicative process
aimed at creating the conditions and
providing the necessary means to
overcome deadlocks in social debates,
i.e. not only assessing risks but also
bringing together perspectives and
conflicting values. In addition, the SAT
is an interactive process, as it considers
the interaction between disciplines and
experts as a primary element of its
method. Ultimately, the SAT is a social
initiative because it focuses on those
aspects of technology that are relevant
to society, both in terms of ethics and
the environment or the economy. As
can be seen from the evolution of the
SAT, it has learned to respond quickly
and adapt to ever-changing situations
in the fields of science, technology,
engineering and social practice.

The socio-technological discourse of
modern techno-science, due to inter-

disciplinarily, also combine both
theoretical  research and socio-
humanitarian technologies. This

"adjustment" of people and things, in
the terminology of Bruno Latour [4],
characterizes a new type of relationship
in modern science and is reflected in
information, cognitive and
biotechnology. Due to the addition of
nano- bio-, information and cognitive
technologies, modern social
technologies are expanding a single set
of NBICS technologies that open new
technological perspectives for the
development of philosophy of science
and technology. NBICS convergence has
become one of the most important for

the philosophical understanding of
technological innovation. In modern
concepts of techno-science is a

synthesis of "knowledge that" and
"knowledge as", and in the classical
triad of tasks of science "description -
explanation - understanding" is built
into the design and forecasting [6].

Most concepts of techno-science,
fixing the turn of science to practice,
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recognize the inseparability of knowledge

from the material conditions of its
production, pay attention to the
heterogeneity of modern technical

knowledge. In the era of development of
NBICS technologies and the complexity
of the field of science, the rigid distinction
between the humanities and natural
sciences, exact and inaccurate sciences,
and at the same time, on the theoretical,
methodological, technological levels, their
integration takes place. Multidisciplinary
as a distinctive feature of modern post-
classical techno-science is reflected in
the formation and development of a new
scientific and technical discipline, which
combines both interdisciplinary and
disciplinary fields — nanotechnology. The
epistemological basis of nanotechnology
was, on the one hand, the principle of
unity of the world on a nanoscale, which
is understood as a potential opportunity
to construct macro-objects with given
properties from nanostructures, and on
the other - an activist approach to
improving natural objects up to human
physiological and mental states, and the

principles of reductionism and
constructivism.

A distinctive feature of modern
biotechnology is the epistemological

attitude to the understanding of life as
a text and life as a transformation, and
their humanistic component is aimed at
"improving man". According to the
Kourany, "in the 21st century, the goals
of improvement go far beyond all that
has been in the past. They are aimed at
a total redesign of man, his body and
mind, in order to overcome all its
inherent limitations. This plan includes
everything that we consider important:
our cognitive abilities and talents,
emotions, the structure and boundaries
of our bodies, our relationships with
each other and with the world around
us, our personalities" [3: 983].
Convergent processes occurring in the
field of NBICS technologies directly
affect the formation of the problem field
of both philosophy and philosophy of
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technology. From  the  peripheral
component of modern philosophy, the
philosophy of technology is transformed
into an independent philosophical
discipline, precisely due to the issue of
convergent technologies, which
according to G. Hottois are both
"natural environment and engine of
development" [1: 61].

Indeed, the problems of convergent
technologies have, on the one hand,
actualized and, on the other,
exacerbated many philosophical and
social problems related to the ethical,
legal, value, and personal aspects of
human existence in modern
technological society. The problem of
personal identity is becoming one of the
most important problems in the era of

technocracy, because human nature
changes in accordance with the
changes that occur with the

surrounding technologies. For example,
modern information and biomedical
technologies not only form new ways of
human-technical interaction, but also
significantly transform the mentality,
psyche and human behavior. Therefore,
a comprehensive analysis of techniques
and technologies, taking into account
the many influences on man and the
formation of personality, requires due
attention not only from philosophers
and scientists, but also institutions in
general, especially educational. It
should be understood that modern
research in this area concerns the
training not only of medical,
pedagogical, engineering, etc.
personnel, but also the concept of
building a modern model of education
in general. "Basic education" replaces
"fundamental education".

Fundamental education, as opposed
to the base - is education, which
combines humanities, natural sciences
and technical knowledge by studying a
wide range of issues "education too deep"
and "wide education," which has both
basic and applied value. Fundamental
education today changes and
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complements the meaning of the concept
of '"competence'. The latter is now
understood as the formed integrated
ability to solve specific problems. This
ability implies not only the availability of
a significant amount of knowledge, but
also the ability to dynamically update
them in accordance with constantly
changing conditions. The main intention
of the competency-based approach in
education is a sharp increase in its
practical orientation and social
significance. In this sense, philosophical
and sociological studies of science and
technology STS (Science and Technology
Studies) together with the ACT project
(American College Testing) should play
one of the key roles in solving the
problems of modern education, which
should be aimed at developing the
personality of each person, studies in the
technogenic world.

In the range of constant changes of
equipment and technologies the problem
of transformation of  professional
education in general, engineering,
medical, and pedagogical in particular
arises. As the subject of research in post-
classical science becomes more and more
anthropo-dependent and human-
dimensional, the urgent need of the latter
is its humanization and
humanitarianization. = Changing and
complicating the subject of research in
post-nonclassical science requires the
addition to technical means of solving
problems of socio-humanitarian
component and thus takes it beyond
techno-science in the field of culture and
society, and its (post-nonclassical
science) epistemological principles form
the need for medical, technical,
engineering etc. sociologists.

The modern technological way of life
creates new conditions and therefore
places new requirements on
professional and engineering education.
After all, the modern world is a highly
competitive world for mastery and
domination in the field of high
technology. And the key role in this
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confrontation is played by research
centers and laboratories, production
experimental sites and technical and
technological universities. And behind
all this are the figures of a scientist,
engineer, experimenter. The modern
engineer becomes a central figure of
scientific and technological progress. Its
activity is nothing but a creative
application of scientific principles to the
planning, creation, management,
operation, management or operation of
technical systems. That is why it is
important to build a new model of
training of the engineer of the future - a
specialist who can constantly self-learn,
quickly find the necessary information,
integrate the latest ideas from various
fields of science and technology, and
have a developed mechanism for
technical decisions at the inventive
level, to see, but also to be aware of the
social context of their activity and its
consequences, etc. Responding to the
challenges of the future, modern
technical and technological universities
in training new engineers must take
into account that the new technological
system dramatically changes the
requirements for human capital and,
consequently, approaches to education,
which forms such '"capital" (and not
just capital, and "start-up capital"). The
growing pace of new knowledge and the
corresponding professional
competencies must be accompanied by
adequate dynamism of the education
system, which, due to objective and
subjective factors, always lags behind.
Structural changes in technology
change not only man, but also the
reality in which he lives and interacts
with. That is why the most important
component of the problems of modern
philosophy and methodology of science
and technology is the movement and
transformation of not only the techno-
sphere but also the cultural
environment. Already familiar in
scientific circles, the triad "technology —
information - intelligence" reflects the
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key components of modern culture, in
which, along with technological
transformation is erasing the
boundaries not only of disciplinary and
interdisciplinary differences, but also
fundamental dichotomies: inhuman,
individual - collective, etc. Network
electronic and information culture of
everyday life, the technologies of which
are part of the life of the individual and
society, are a new type of culture and
socio-technical and technological
reality. Man always, interacting with
innovative technologies, becomes
actually dependent on them. And this
indicates that the noosystemic reality is
a dynamic unity of social and technical.
In other words, modern man exists in a
constantly changing (and therefore
constantly new) reality.

Techno-science today is not just a
mode of knowledge production, which
involves  huge  technological and
organizational resources; it is not just
the instrumentalization of knowledge,
the replacement of representation by
intervention, the priority of the
engineering component over high
theory, and so on. It is a mode of
science that is imperatively required to
produce knowledge that must be
transformed into market-value goods
and services, as well as the
infrastructure that ensures their
creation, circulation and consumption.
Techno-science today is a re-assembly
of science, mainly of the economic
order, a regime in which science must
ensure the expanded reproduction of
the economy by creating more and

more new  technical objects -
reproduction, which is supported today
by social, technological, ideological,
economic, legal, moral and other

mechanisms of liberal capitalism.
Techno-science in the modern world
is the accelerated colonization of our
social and natural worlds by techno-
objects. In this sense, the description of
techno-science means at the same time
the description of the modes of our
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existence, including the most routine
and intimate spheres, in which techno-
objects with their own, often conflicting
protocols of functioning are increasingly
squeezed. Techno-objects, and hence

techno-science, overcoming the
boundaries between external and
internal, are already everywhere -

around us and in ourselves, and often
replacing us.

In fact, the principles of algorithms
and tools offered by modern technology
become a new reality, a new ontology
and guarantee objectivity, i.e.
compliance with the object. This, in
turn, leads to the fact that it is not the
choice of problems that dictates the
choice of method, but, on the contrary,
the choice of method determines the
formulation of problems, tasks, their
embodiments, and so on. Therefore, the
problem with techno-science is not to
conduct another round of conceptual
explications, to make new theoretical
distinctions or to blur old technological
connections, but to turn specific
implementations of techno-science into
empirical objects of study, the
description and explanation of which
were not reduced would be the most
legitimate  forms of their self-
presentation. Perhaps one of the most
important questions about techno-
science is how modern techno-science
research practices should be built and
organized, which, if not structurally,
would at least similarly correspond to

the heterogeneous complexity of its
object.
Conclusions and research

perspectives. What can we expect from
this new reality and how long-term and
global will its consequences be? Is
techno-science only a modern stage in
the development of the so-called Great
Science; but is there anything new that
has its own epistemological and
sociocultural values, which replace
traditional academic science and are
designed to replace it and become a
new project of "knowledge-power" and
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the basis of a new techno-social
system? Can traditional academic
science in general and philosophy in
particular be completely transformed,
and, in the end, be supplanted by
technological science, etc.? As historical
experience shows, no, because both
science itself and its self-reflection
(philosophy) are and will remain a
resource for the expanded reproduction
of techno-science and other spheres of
social life. Although, of course, current
trends are such that new forms of
production of scientific knowledge
within techno-science and new techno-
sciences are capitalized, become a
public, progressive type of modern
research and  generate  systemic
changes at all levels of cognitive and
practical activities. It is possible that
the abandonment of the classical
scientific ethos will destroy the current
status of the scientific community,
which will lead to the degradation of
existing educational practices, which
still directly embody the enlightenment
dream of a single and comprehensive
rational knowledge, and a gradual
return to the quasi-medieval world
qualitatively complicated compared to
the era, which may be a prototype of
the near future. Therefore, modern
theoretical and social philosophy,
philosophy of science and philosophy of
technology must not only respond
quickly to the radical changes taking
place in all spheres of social life, but

also anticipate the main trends,
directions, prospects and especially
humanitarian and ecosocial

consequences of these changes.
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