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Celavardi

Filosofiskas antropologijas temam veltita trissejumu krajuma tresaja dala
lasitajs atrod turpinajumu cilveka esibas un ar to saistito pardzivojumu vetiSanai.
Ja pirmajos divos krajumos ir skartas idejas, kas pieskir vai skaidro cilveka eksis-
tenci, versot skatu pasam uz sevi un lielajam idejam, kuras ieaugam no mazotnes,
tad Sis krajums butu caurvijams ar vardiem “mijiedarbiba miisdienu sabiedriba”.
Cilveka mijiedarbiba visa tas bagatiba un nokrasas — mijiedarbiba ar valsti un
kopienu, individa mijiedarbiba pasam ar sevi un sevis atspulgu citu acis, dabiska
stavokla mekleSana un arhetipu parskatiSana vai ieraudziSana no jauna.

Krajums ir zinatnisks, kas nozime — taja tiek ne tikai ieraudzits musdienu
cilveks sasaiste ar vinu veidojosajiem un veidotajiem fenomeniem, bet ar1 izsverts —
ka cilveku ieraudzit Sodienas konteksta. Lidzigi ka musdienigs cilveks ir reize tas
pats un reize cits, ari Sodienas zinatne atrod sevi no jauna datu parbagatibas,
tehnologisko izravienu un maldu informacijas pasaule. Sekojot laikmeta zinatnes
paradigmai par starpdisciplinaritates pievienoto vertibu, ekosistémiskas uztveres
pieejam un koprades speku, $is krajums (atseviski vai komplekta ar ieprieksejiem)
butu rekomendejams jebkuras jomas zinatniekam, ikkatram, kas respekte zinat-
nisko domu un dzives skatu, lai kada nozare darbotos. Jauni laiki, jauni instru-
menti — ar1 misu skata pasSiem uz sevi.

S1 krajuma idejas ir lokali saknotas gan laika, gan telpa. Krajuma iznaksa-
nas bridi Rigas Stradina universitates humanitaras un socialas zinatnes ari ir
jauna cela sakuma. Ir nodibinata Socialo zinatnu fakultate, kuras misija ir uzdot
un risinat miisdienu sabiedribas lielos jautajumus. Sis krajums un taja atrodamo
autoru domu gaita apliecina $o misiju un drosi kalpo ka alma mater vizitkarte.
Lielie jautajumi mus tuvina atbildem, kas vedina uz domas skaidribu ka, iespe-
jams, vienigajam zalém pret haosu un nenoteiktibu.

Visbeidzot, nejausam lasitajam varéetu rasties jautajums, vai $im krajumam
pieversties, ja nav lasiti ieprieksejie “Filosofiskas antropologijas” krajumi? To
noteikti var darit. Kaut ari domas visos krajumos ir savstarpeji papildinosas, tomer,
pieversoties atseviSkam krajumam (pat atseviskiem rakstiem taja), lasitajs vienmer
atradis sevi, jo katra apcere ir tikai viens galvenais varonis — pats lasitajs. Ar savam
cieSanam, pardomam, ceribam, abstrakcijam, emocijam, izmisumu — eksistences
vienlaicigo iesp&jamibu un neiespgjamibu. Saja krajuma més ieraugam miisdienu
cilveku sevi, un varbut mazliet rodam iesp€ju pietuvoties sev — musdienu cilveka.

Martin$ Daugulis, Ph. D., docents
RSU Socialo zinatnu fakultates prodekans
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For readers

In the third part of the three-volume collection on philosophical anthropology,
the reader finds a continuation of the exploration of human existence and its expe-
riences. If the first two collections dealt with the ideas that give or explain human
existence, turning the gaze on the self and the big ideas that we grow into from an
early age, this collection should be punctuated by the words “interaction in contem-
porary society”. Human interaction in all its richness and all its shades — interaction
with the state and the community, interaction of the individual with himself and
the reflection of himself in the eyes of others, searching for the natural state and
revisiting or seeing archetypes anew.

This collection of scientific articles not only shows the modern human in rela-
tion to the phenomena that shape and are shaped by him, but also considers how to
see human in the context of today. Just as modern human is at once the same and
different, today’s science finds itself in a world of data overflow, technological break-
throughs and misinformation. Following the paradigm of contemporary science on
the added value of interdisciplinarity, ecosystemic approaches and the power of co-
creation, this collection (alone or in combination with the previous ones) should be
recommended to any scientist, to anyone who respects scientific thought and outlook
on life, whatever the field. New times, new tools — also in our view of ourselves.

The ideas in this collection are rooted in both time and space. At the time of pub-
lication, the humanities and social sciences at Riga Stradin$§ University are also at
the beginning of a new path. The Faculty of Social Sciences has been established, whose
mission is to ask and address the big questions of contemporary society. This collection
and the thought process of the authors in it are a testament to this mission and serve
as a reliable calling card for the alma mater. The big questions bring us closer to the
answers, leading to clarity of thought as perhaps the only cure for chaos and uncertainty.

Finally, the casual reader might wonder whether to turn to this collection if they
have not read the previous volumes of Philosophical Anthropology. One can certainly do
so. Although the ideas in all the collections are complementary, if one focuses on an indi-
vidual collection (even individual articles within it), the reader will always find himself,
because in each essay there is only one protagonist: the reader himself. With his suffer-
ing, reflections, hopes, abstractions, emotions, despair — the simultaneous possibility
and impossibility of existence. In this collection, we see the modern human in ourselves,
and perhaps we find a little chance to get closer to ourselves — in the modern human.

Martins Daugulis, PhD, Assistant Professor
Vice-Dean, Faculty of Social Sciences, RSU



FILOSOFISKA ANTROPOLOGIJA. Rakstu krajums IIT 7

Par autoriem

Vents Silis (ORCID 0000-0002-5482-3147)

Dr. sc. soc., Mg. phil., Rigas Stradina universitates Humanitaro
zinatnu katedras asociétais profesors, Centralas medicinas éetikas
komitejas priekssedetajs, Partikas drosibas, dzivnieku veselibas un
vides zinatniska institiita “BIOR” Petijumu etikas komitejas prieks-
sedetajs. Doce studiju kursus pétniecibas etika. Rakstu krajumu
“Filosofiska antropologija I” (2015) un “Filosofiska antropologija I1”
(2018) zinatniskais redaktors un autors. Veicina viru psihologiska
atbalsta grupu kustibas veidoSanos Latvija. Petnieciskas intereses:
viriSkibas jedziens un ta izpausmes Latvija 21. gadsimta, Karla
Gustava Junga analitiska psihologija.

E-pasts: vents.silis@rsu.lv

Vija Sile (ORCID 0000-0002-5246-3790)
Dr. phil., Rigas Stradina universitates Humanitaro zinatnu kated-
ras profesore. Veidojusi un istenojusi vairak neka 20 dazadus kursus
bakalaura, magistra un doktoranturas studiju programmas. Daudzu
zinatnisko rakstu, gramatas “Medicinas etikas pamatprincipi”
autore, gramatu “Biomedicinas étika: teorija un prakse”, “Medicinas
sociologija” sastaditaja un autore, rakstu krajuma “Filosofiska antro-
pologija I” (2015) un “Filosofiska antropologija II” (2018) autore.
Pétnieciskas intereses: filosofiska antropologija, humanitaras
zinatnes medicina.

E-pasts: vija.sile@rsu.lv

Dina Bite (ORCID 0000-0003-1589-3676)
Dr. sc. soc., Rigas Stradina universitates Humanitaro zinatnu kated-
ras vaditaja, asociéta profesore, studiju kursa “Medicinas sociologija”
vaditaja. Petniece starptautiska un nacionala limena projektos,
Latvijas Zinatnes padomes eksperte lietiSkaja sociologija. Pétnie-
ciskas intereses: sabiedribas ilgtspé€jas nosacijumi un kulturvide,
sociala izolacija un integracija, iedzivotaju veseliba energetiskas
nabadzibas konteksta.

E-pasts: dina.bite@rsu.lv


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1589-3676
mailto:dina.bite@rsu.lv
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5246-3790
mailto:vija.sile@rsu.lv
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5482-3147
mailto:vents.silis@rsu.lv

FILOSOFISKA ANTROPOLOGIJA. Rakstu krajums IIT

Laura Bitiniece (ORCID 0000-0003-1841-3148)

Mg. phil., doktora zinatniska grada pretendente filosofija, Rigas
Stradina universitates Humanitaro zinatnu katedras lektore. Izstrada
disertaciju par Platona darbu “Politeia”, interesejoties par cilveka
ricibas motivaciju un pamatojumu rikoties morali. Saista antikas
filosofijas piedavatais skatijjums uz labu cilveka dzivi un to, kas nepie-
cieSams laimei.

E-pasts: laura.bitiniece@rsu.lv

Elina Graudina (ORCID 0000-0002-8878-9071)

Mg. sc. pol., doktora zinatniska grada pretendente politikas zinatné,
Rigas Stradina universitates Humanitaro zinatnu katedras lektore.
Petniece nacionala limena projekta “Vertibas darbiba: atbildigas,
dros$as un izglitotas pilsoniskas sabiedribas attistiba ar petniecibu
un ricibas modelu izstrades palidzibu”. Petnieciskas intereses: pilso-
niska sabiedriba, jaunie$u politiska lidzdaliba, Eiropas vertibu integ-
racija, demokratija, filosofiska antropologija.

E-pasts: elina.graudina@rsu.lv

Mara Grinfelde (ORCID 0000-0002-3172-5560)

Dr. phil., Humanitaro zinatnu katedras docente, Latvijas Univer-
sitates Filozofijas un sociologijas instituta vadosa pétniece. Piedali-
jusies daudzas starptautiskas zinatniskas konferences, vairaku
publikaciju autore. Petnieciskas intereses ietver kermena fenome-
nologiju, medicinas fenomenologiju un filosofijas izmantoSanas
iespé€jas sabiedribas veselibas joma.

E-pasts: mara.grinfelde@rsu.lv

Péteris Plakans (ORCID 0000-0001-9972-7215)

Mg. iur., Mg. sc. pol., Rigas Stradina universitates doktorants
sociologija. Strada par véstures un socialo zinatnu skolotaju Rigas
64. vidusskola un Rigas Igaunu pamatskola. Piedalas jauniesu
priekslaicigas macibu partraukSanas risku mazinasanas pétniecis-
kajos projektos. Pétnieciskas intereses: religijas un politikas attie-
cibas, valsts un baznicas tiesibas, populisms.

E-pasts: peteris.plakans@rsu.edu.lv


https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9972-7215
mailto:peteris.plakans@rsu.edu.lv
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-3172-5560
mailto:mara.grinfelde@rsu.lv
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-8878-9071
mailto:elina.graudina@rsu.lv
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1841-3148
mailto:laura.bitiniece@rsu.lv

Par autoriem

Mara Rubene (ORCID 0000-0001-8020-6903)

Dr. habil. phil., Latvijas Universitates Filozofijas un sociologijas insti-
tita vadosa pétniece. Nozimigakas gramatas: “Da Capo. Filozofiski
estetiskas studijas un portretu skices” (2020), “Aisthesis. Mimesis.
Theoria” (2010), “Darbarties filosofija: i§ Esaties i estatj. I$ latviu
kalbos verte Renata Zajanckauskaité” (2001), “No tagadnes uz
tagadni. Musdienu filosofija €tiska taisniguma meklgjumos” (1995).
Pétnieciskas intereses: miisdienu francu, vacu filosofija, fenomeno-
logija, estetika, ekoestétika, literaturfilosofija.

E-pasts: mara.rubene@lu.lv

Mairita Satika (ORCID 0000-0002-9394-0178)

Mg. sc. soc., Rigas Stradina universitates Humanitaro zinatnu
katedras lektore, vairaku zinatniski petniecisko projektu dalibniece.
Doce bioetikas un profesionalas éetikas kursus. Petnieciskas inte-
reses: medicinas €tika un bioetika, profesionala etika, filosofiskas
antropologijas problematika, apzinatiba.

E-pasts: mairita.satika@rsu.lv

Uldis Végners (ORCID 0000-0001-5478-5227)

Dr. phil., Rigas Stradina universitates Humanitaro zinatnu kated-
ras docents un Latvijas Universitates Filozofijas un sociologijas
instituta vado$ais pétnieks. Petnieciskas intereses ir saistitas ar
fenomenologisko filosofiju: laika un kermena pieredze, medicinas
fenomenologija un fenomenologijas izmantoSanas iespéjas sabied-
ribas veselibas joma.

E-pasts: uldis.vegners@rsu.lv

Velga Vévere (ORCID 0000-0001-9752-5353)

Dr. phil., Latvijas Universitates Filozofijas un sociologijas instituta
vadosa petniece, Ekonomikas un kultiiras augstskolas profesore.
Monografijas “Serens Kirkegors: biit un vestit” (2011) autore, kolek-
tivo monografiju “Eksistence un komunikacija: Serena Kirkegora
filosofija” (2006, 2008), “Kirkegoriskie lasijumi” (2014) sastadi-
taja un zinatniska redaktore, daudzu zinatnisko rakstu autore.
Pétnieciskas intereses: fenomenologija, ekofenomenologija, eksisten-
cialisms, komunikacijas filosofija, etika (taja skaita biznesa etika),
sociala atbildiba. Ka augstskolas profesore lasa lekcijas filosofija,
komunikacijas vadiS$ana, biznesa etika, kritiskaja domasana.
E-pasts: velga.vevere@lu.lv


https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5478-5227
mailto:uldis.vegners@rsu.lv
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-9752-5353
mailto:velga.vevere@lu.lv
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-8020-6903
mailto:mara.rubene@lu.lv
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-9394-0178
mailto:mairita.satika@rsu.lv




FILOSOFISKA ANTROPOLOGIJA. Rakstu krajums IIT 11

Saturs
PriekSVArAS ..ottt e 15
PrefaCe ..ottt 20

Elina Graudina

CILVEKA DABISKAIS STAVOKLIS HOBSA, LOKA UN RUSO SKATIJUMA ...... 25
TeVads ..ot e e 25
Cilveka dabiskais stavoklis: Tomass Hobss un DZzons Loks ............... 26
Pret cilveka dabisko stavokli: Zans Zaks RUSO . ......ovuuevennneennnn... 41
NODEIGUMS . ..ottt e e 50
The Natural State of Human Beings According to Hobbes,

Locke and Rousseau: SUMMATY . ......vitetinennenneeneeneennnnn. 52
Lteratlira . oottt ettt e e e e e 53

Velga Vevere

SERENA KIRKEGORA ANTROPOLOGIJA ........oitiiiiiiiaiiaaaannn, 55
TeVadS oot e e e e 55
Eksistences JEdziens .. .......ouitiiiiinii i i e 60
Antropologiska SINtEZe . . ....vvint ittt it e 66
Radikalais individualisms .. .........coiiiiiiiinin ittt 69
NODEIGUIMNS . . .ottt et e et e et 71
Seren Kierkegaard’s Anthropology: Summary .......................... 72
| 51 <) - 1V i O 73

Mara Grinfelde, Uldis Vegners
PERSONA, CILVEKS UN SUBJEKTIVITATE FENOMENOLOGISKA

SKATITUMA .« .o oo oo e e e e e e e 75
TeVadS oot e e 75
AtHiERSINE . .. o e e e e e 77
Personalistiska attieksme: Eskapersona ............covvviuinennnnn.. 79
Naturalistiska attieksme: Es ka cilveku sugas parstavis .................. 90
Fenomenologiska attieksme: Es ka transcendentala subjektivitate ......... 93
NODEIGUIMS . .ottt e e e e e e e 96
Person, Human Being and Subjectivity in Phenomenology: Summary ..... 97

Lteratlra . oottt e e e e e e 97



12 FILOSOFISKA ANTROPOLOGIJA. Rakstu krajums IIT

Laura Bitiniece
CILVEKS UN TEHNOLOGISKA DOMASANA: HEIDEGERA SKATIJUMS ....... 99
Tevads ..ot e 99
Klatesamibajebkasesesmu? .........c.coviiiiniiinniiineennnennneenn. 99
Klatesamibas eksistenciali........... ...l 104
Kasirtehnika? ......... ... i it ei i 107
Ka vel var notikt patiesiba? ......... ... .. i 111
NODEIGUIMS . . .ottt et e e ettt 113
Human Beings and Technological Thinking: Heidegger’s
Perspective: SUMMATY ..ottt it i iie e iieeaneenns 114
513 - 1V - 115

Mara Rubene
CILVEKS UN FRANCU FILOSOFISKA ANTROPOLOGIJA STARP

POLU RIKERU UNMISELU FUKO ...ttt ittt 117
JeVadS ..ot e e e 117
Definet cilveku? Filosofiskie labirinti .............. .. ... 119
Homo natura. Cilveks un vina dubultnieki . ............... ... ... ... 124
Pols Rikers un protoposthumanisms: cilveciska realitate ................. 131
Misels Fuko un iespé&jas “padomat citadi”. Antropologijas jautajums ....... 136
NODEIGUIMS . . oottt e ettt et et e et et et i i 145
The Human Being and French Philosophical Anthropology between

Paul Ricoeur and Michel Foucault: Summary ...................... 146
51 <) - 1V i 146

Vija Sile

MUSDIENU CILVEKS ERTHA FROMMA SKATIJUMA: DESTRUKTIVITATE . . . . .. 151
TeVads ..ot e e 151
Cilvekadaba .......oiiiii i i i et e e e 153
Cilvekadabaunraksturs ............ciiiiiiniin ittt inannnn 156
Rakstura neproduktivas un produktivas orientacijas .................... 160
Brivibaun begsananotas ............iiiiiii i i i e 163
AtsveSinasanas un destruktivitate ............. .. . i 167
Piederet vai but? ..ottt i i i e e e e 171
NODEIGUIMS . . oottt e e e e e 174
The Concept of Modern Human Beings in the View of Erich Fromm:

Destructiveness: SUMMATY . ...ovuettn e tn e eneneeneenaennnn 175
Lteratlira . ..ottt e e e e 176

Mairita Satika

MUSDIENU CILVEKS ERIHA FROMMA SKATIJUMA: MILESTIBA ............ 177
1eVadS oot e e e 177

Milestiba un pseidomilestiba ............ .. ... i 178



Saturs 13

Pseidomilestibas izpausmes .............iiiiiiiii i 181
Dievamilestiba . .........iiiniiiii i 183
Erihs Fromms un apzinatibas prakse ................ccovviineeannann.. 184
NODEIGUIMS . .\ttt e ettt et e e e 190
The Concept of Modern Human Beings in the View of Erich Fromm:
Love: SUMmMAary ... ..ottt e et e et 191

Lt atlra . oottt ettt e e e e 192

Vents Silis

ARHETIPI UN MUSDIENU CILVEKS . . .« e ettt et e e e e e 193
TeVads ..ot e e i 193
Junga antropologijas pamati: psihesuzbuve ........................... 194
Subjektivas psihes struktiiras — Ego, Ena, Persona un Anima / Animuss .... 198
Objektivas psihes struktiiras —arhetipi............. ... ..o i 209
Arhetipu teorijas kritisks izvert&jums ............ ... i i, 213
Klasiskas arhetipu teorijas parvertejums ...............cccoiieeeeennn.. 216
NODEIGUIMS . ..ottt e ettt et e et e et et i i e 218
The Modern Human Being and the Archetypes: Summary ............... 219
LIteratlira . .. ooe et i i e e e e e e 220

Peteris Plakans

MUSDIENU CILVEKS KRISTIGO VERTIBU PRETSTATOS . . .+ oo eveeeaeenn .. 223
TeVadS ..o 223
Religijas lomas mazinasanas (transformacija) .......................... 225
Miusdienu kristigo vertibu pretstats ...........oiiiiiiiiii .. 228
Religiski konservativieuzskati .............coouiiiiiiiineineninann.. 229
Religiski liberalieuzskati . ........ ...ttt 233
Latvijas politiku uzskatu piemers ...........c.ooviiiiiiiin i, 235
NODEIGUIMNS . . .ottt et e e et et 242
Christian Values for the Modern Human: Summary .................... 244
Lteratiira ..o ettt e e i e e e e e e e e 245

Elina Graudina

CILVEKA DABISKAIS STAVOKLISMUSDIENAS ... .. ooitiiiei e 247
Tevads ..o e e e 247
Cilveka dabiskais stavoklis: Imanuels Kants ............................ 248
Misdienu pasaule: vertibasuncilveks ............ ... ... . ool 261
Cilveka “dabiskais stavoklis — mainiga daba” totalitarisma apstaklos ...... 266
Humanisms ka nepabeigts projekts: Jirgens Habermass ................. 268
Cilveks postpatiesibas laikmeta ............. ... i, 275
NODEIGUMS . ..ot e ittt et e et e e e i i 279
The Natural Condition of Human Today: Summary ..................... 281

LIteratlira . . oottt e e 282



14 FILOSOFISKA ANTROPOLOGIJA. Rakstu krajums IIT

Dina Bite

CILVEKS SOCIOLOGIJAS SKATIJUMA .. ..ottt 285
TeVadS oo e 285
Cilveka definicija SOCIOIOZI}A . ..o vvvveee ittt e 285
Kartiba versus riciba: sociologisko teoriju klasifikacija .................. 289
Makroteorijas un cilvekadaba ........... ... ... il 201
Mikroteorijas un cilvekadaba ........... ... .. i 298
NODEIGUINS . . .ot ettt ettt e e e et et 302
The Human Being from a Sociological Perspective: Summary ............ 303
| 51 <) - 1V i 304

PHILOSOPHICAL ANTHROPOLOGY III: Summary ............cooiviinienn... 305



FILOSOFISKA ANTROPOLOGIJA. Rakstu krajums ITI 15

Prieksvards

Pirms desmit gadiem Rigas Stradina universitates Humanitaro zinatnu kated-
ras docetajiem radas iecere veidot trisséjumu krajumu par filosofiskas antropo-
logijas temam. Docetajiem un doktorantiem bija ne tikai pétnieciska interese par
filosofisko antropologiju, bet ari praktiska vajadziba radit tekstus latviesu valoda,
lai tos varetu izmantot studiju procesa. Jau 1. sejuma prieksvarda ir noradits, ka
sada veida krajums ir pirmais latviesu valoda, kops eksiste filosofiska antropolo-
gija ka augstakas izglitibas sastavdala. Bet rakstit macibu gramatu nozimetu iero-
bezot autoru individualo redzejumu un rakstibas stilu unificetas formas varda,
ka ari padaritu vel sarezgitaku multidisciplinaras pieejas istenosanu. Nemot véra
aplikojamo tému sarezgitibu un dazkart diskutablo raksturu, autori un zinat-
niskais redaktors (velak redaktori) izskiras tiesi par rakstu krajuma veidoSanu.
Rakstu krajuma formats lauj paplasinat gramatas lietotaju auditoriju no jomas
profesionaliem un studentiem lidz interesentiem, kuriem aplukotas temas skiet
lasiSanas vertas. Ilgstosais petniecibas process un ta trissejumu rezultats sniedz
praktisku pienesumu filosofiskas antropologijas attistibai Latvija. Iesaktais darbs
filosofiskas antropologijas tradicijas veidosana turpinas un, domajams, turpina-
sies, piesaistot arvien vairak ieinteresetu petnieku.

Pateicoties RSU Izdevniecibas un poligrafijas nodalas atbalstam, 2015. gada
tika izdots 1. sejums Venta Sila zinatniskaja redakcija. Tas aizsaka konceptualo
virzienu, saskana ar kuru filosofiska antropologija “ienem vidutaja lomu starp
dabaszinatnem un humanitarajam zinatném, censoties apkopot dazadu zinatnu
nozaru atklajumus par cilveku” (Silis, 2015, 14). Pirmaja sejuma tika apliikotas
tadas temas ka drosme, emocijas, apzina, jaunrade, briviba, identitate, laime,
milestiba, nave. Ta ka 1. s€jums atrada savu lasitaju ar1 arpus studiju procesa,
Humanitaro zinatnu katedras docetaji intensivi turpinaja darbu, un jau 2018. gada
ka konceptualais turpinajums tika izdots 2. sejums Venta Sila un Ivara Neidera
zinatniskaja redakcija. Otraja s€juma apliikotas témas ir cilveka kermenis un
miesa, seksualitate, dzimums un dzimte, cilveka uzlabosana, laiks, telpa, valoda,
spele, dzives maksla, arprats.

Filosofiskas antropologijas 3. s€juma sagatavoSana prasija vairak laika, un
tagad tas tiek nodots lasitaju vertejumam Venta Sila un Vijas Siles zinatniskaja
redakcija. Ari Saja nosledzosaja sejuma ir saglabata vienota multidisciplinara
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pieeja, kas izmanto filosofiskas metodes, lai interpretétu empiriskos datus, proce-
sus un stavoklus un izdaritu visparinajumus par konkréetiem ar cilveka eksistenci
un vina dabu saistitiem jautajumiem. Atbilstigi katras temas specifikai tiek izska-
titas vairakas teoretiskas nostadnes, sniedzot to kritisku izvertejumu.

Visos tris sejumos atkariba no rakstu tematikas ir izmantotas vairakas pet-
niecibas metodes: jedzienu analize, hermeneitika, fenomenologiska analize,
primaro un/vai sekundaro tekstu analize, interpretacija, tuvlasijums, filosofiska
refleksija u. c. VienojosSais elements ir ne tikai rakstu struktiira, bet ar1 ieskats
pagatnes domataju darbos, lai iezimeétu to saistibu ar miusdienam un aktualitati
atsevisku jautajumu interpretacija. Vistiesak §1 pieeja ir istenota tresaja sejuma,
aptverot laika periodu no apgaismibas lidz miisdienam. Tapat ka pirmos divus
sejumus, ari1 treso ir veidojusi Humanitaro zinatnu katedras docetaji un dokto-
ranti, pievienojot vinu devumam Velgas Veveres skatijumu uz S. Kirkegora antro-
pologiju un M. Rubenes ieskatu musdienu fran¢u antropologija no P. Rikera lidz
M. Fuko.

Sis tresais séjums ir identisks iepriek$éjiem sava strukturalaja veidola, ta¢u
konceptuali at$kirigs, meginot atbildet uz filosofiskas antropologijas pamat-
jautajumu — kas ir cilveks? Jautajums, uz kuru atbildet ir sarezgiti vispar, vel
grutak — viena sejuma ietvaros, bet autori to uzdrosinas darit, jo parak liela ir
velesanas tadu atbildi rast vai vismaz pietuvoties tai. Kognitivi aizraujoss ir ari
atbildes meklesanas process, pat ja nav ceribu gut pozitivu rezultatu. Meklgjot
atbildi uz $o jautajumu, autori nem vera ne tikai multidisciplinaro pieeju, bet ar1
butiskakos domatajus un virzienus, ka ar1 antropologiska skatijuma specifiku
Rietumu kultaras konteksta no apgaismibas lidz miisdienam.

Elina Graudina raksta “Cilveka dabiskais stavoklis T. Hobsa, Dz. Loka
un Z. Z. Ruso skatljuma” apliiko apgaismibas laika domataju redzéjumu un
uzskatus par individa un sabiedribas stavokli attieciba pret valsti, sabiedribu,
citam pret citu.

Velga Vevere raksta “Serena Kirkegora antropologija” vispirms pieversas
Kirkegora uzskatiem par komunikaciju, kas ir cilveka eksistences butiskaka
sastavdala. Ko nozime biit cilvekam? Ko nozime but cilvekam noteikta eksisten-
ciala situacija? Vai iespejama autentiska patiba? Vai eksistejosais individs var apzi-
naties savu autentiskumu? Viens no Kirkegora antropologijas pamatpostulatiem
ir tas, ka cilveka patiba ir dazadu elementu sinteze: aktualitates, brivibas un
iespejamibas.

Mara Grinfelde un Uldis Végners raksta “Persona, cilveks un subjek-
tivitate fenomenologiska skatijuma” skata cilveku caur Edmunda Huserla feno-
menologijas prizmu. Saskana ar Huserla fenomenologiju autori detalizetak
apraksta tris raksturigakos attieksmes veidus: personalistisko, naturalistisko un
fenomenologisko.
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M. Grinfelde un U. Vegners secina, ka transcendentala subjektivitate ir jeg-
pilna. Pateicoties tai, viss, ko més pieredzam, mums kaut ko nozime. Ja es perso-
nalistiskaja un naturalistiskaja attieksmeé varu nomirt un tade]l esmu mirstigs,
tad transcendentalais es nemirst, jo nav dziva butne, bet gan drizak dzivo biitnu
pieredzes nosacijums. Transcendentalais es var tikai sakties un beigties.

Laura Bitiniece raksta “Cilveku un tehnologiska domasana: Heidegera ska-
tijums” pieversas divam temam — esamibai un sevis iztaujasanai. Autore analize
to, ko Heidegers sauc par eksistencialiem, piemeram, fakticitati, autentiskumu
un esamibu—uz—navi. L. Bitiniece pieversas pretstatam starp brivibu un kontroli
jeb tam, ko Heidegers sauc par tehniku. Tehnikas jedziens ir saistits ar cilveka
vajadzibu izmantot un paklaut dabu, vienlaikus paklaujot ari savu brivibu. Raksta
nosleguma iezimetas Heidegera piedavatas idejas tam, ka parvaret tehnisko
domasanu.

Mara Rubene sava raksta “Cilveks un francu filosofiska antropologija starp
Polu Rikéru un Miselu Fuko” vispirms izdala 20. gadsimta 20.—30. gadu periodu,
kad filosofiskas antropologijas jedziens ieglist modernas aprises, izvirzoties filo-
sofisko diskusiju krustpunkta, skaidrojot cilveka dzivi, cilveka pasauli, cilveka
butibu. Divdesmita gadsimta 60.—70. gados 1pasi karstas diskusijas par cilveku
norisinas, meklgjot atbildi uz jautajumiem, kuri joprojam ir klateso$i pec Otra
pasaules kara. Kas notika? Kapeéc tas notika? Ka tas vareja notikt? TreSais periods
francu filosofiskas antropologijas attistiSana ir datejams ar 21. gadsimta pirmajam
desmitgadem, kas, péc petnieku teikta, esot raksturojams ar “drosmes atgusanu”,
kad “pec cilveka naves, vina izzusanas vai gala” atkal norisinoties pieversanas
“antropologijas kategorijai”. Filosofiskas antropologijas uzmanibas centra ir jauta-
jums par cilveku un cilvekzinatnu, socialo un dabaszinatnu iespejam, kas nozime
atbildet ar1 par So zinatnu pamatojumu un savstarpejam attiecibam. Filosofijai
ir jaatgriezas pie seno grieku filosofiska jautajuma par to, kas ir laba dzive, un
jabalsta tie speki, kuri nodrosina musu speju un spekus pretoties tas pielidzina-
Sanai lietai, parvérsanai mehanisma. Saja aspekta ir jaskata Fuko atzinas par
dzives makslu un eksistences estetiku, uzsver M. Rubene.

Vija Sile raksta “Miisdienu cilveks Eriha Fromma skatijuma: destruktivitate”
apliiko tikai vienu cilveka dualitates pusi. Savukart otro pusi — milestibu — Mairita
Satika apliko nakamaja $1 krajuma raksta. Erihs Fromms, pétot cilveku no indivi-
duala, psihologiska un sociala aspekta, faktiski péeta cilveka dabas dualitati, atkla-
jot tas pretruniguma daudzveidigas izpausmes. TieSi no cilveka dabas dualitates
izriet Fromma skatijums uz cilveku ka butni, kurai javeido pasai sevi — jaattista
savas iedzimtas dotibas (savs potencials) sabiedribas doto iesp€ju robezas. Bet
tikai no individa pasa ir atkarigs tas, cik liela mera $is iesp€jas tiek izmantotas.
Ja individs nespej sevis pasa del vai nevar noteiktu apstaklu (atsvesinasanas) del
pilnigi pasrealizeties, vins klust destruktivs.
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Mairita Satika raksta “Misdienu cilveks Eriha Fromma skatljuma: miles-
tiba” pievérsas milestibas témai. Vina apliiko Eriha Fromma skatijumu uz cilveka
dabas dualitati, pieverSot uzmanibu autora piedavatajiem risinajumiem, kuri
butu noderigi arl miisdienu cilvekam, — ka atpazit, attistit un piedzivot produk-
tivas rakstura orientacijas, ka parvaret atskirtibu un sasniegt vienotibu. Raksta
tiek petitas milestibas formas un pseidomilestibas izpausmes, ka ari raksturota
Fromma milestibas makslas prakse, salidzinot ar apzinatibas praksem.

Vents Silis raksta “Arhetipi un miisdienu cilveks” apliuko cilveka dabas jauta-
jumu saistiba ar arhetipa jedzienu, kas K. G. Junga analitiskaja psihologija ienem
vienu no centralajam vietam. Junga atbilde uz jautajumu “Kas ir cilveks?” ietver
skaidrojumu par intrapsihisko strukturu, cilveku savstarpejam attiecibam privata
un sociala limeni, ka ar1 cilveka pastapsanas celu — individuacijas procesu. Junga
antropologija balstas uz fundamentala nos§kiruma starp diviem galvenajiem psihes
limeniem: apzinu un bezapzinu, kas katra sadalas vel divos limenos — personiskaja
un kolektivaja. Psihes dzive norisinas saskana ar lidzsvara principu — bezapzina
kompense apzinas vienpusibu, uzsverot tos psihes veseluma aspektus, kurus
apzina ir atstajusi novarta — Sis mehanisms darbojas lidzigi homeostazei.

Neskaitami musdienu antropologu peétijumi liecina, ka pat visvienkarsaka-
jas cilveka pamatipasibas un uzvediba (pieméram, bérnu audzinasana) starp
dazadam kulturam pastav ne tikai lidzibas, bet ari radikalas atSkiribas, tapec
Seit nav iesp&jams runat tikai par universalam iezimém. Sis arguments noteikti ir
janem vera, uzsver V. Silis, modernizejot Junga teoriju.

Péteris Plakans ir pieversies temai “Musdienu cilveks kristigo vertibu pret-
statos”. Autors to veic no relativi jauna skatpunkta — kristietibas antropologijas —,
nemot vera, ka musdienu globalizeétaja pasaulé ir mainijusies religijas loma.
Religiski konservativie kristiesi velas reformeéties, lai atbilstu Bibeles standar-
tiem un atbrivotos no modernas sabiedribas grecigajiem netikumiem, bet reli-
giski liberalie velas atzit socialo realitati un padarit kristietibu pieejamu visiem.
Sekularizacija ne vien samazina sabiedribas atbalstu kristietibai, bet paraleli
padara to pienemamaku, jo ta vairs nav tik radikala. Svarigs kristietibas antro-
pologijas peétamais objekts ir shizmas, kuras visbiezak notiek mainigaja protes-
tantu saime.

P. Plakans raksta nobeiguma nonak pie secinajuma, ka svarigaks par indi-
vidualo religiozitati ir sabiedribas garigums, kas pieprasa kopigi risinat socialas
problemas.

Elina Graudina $1 s€juma pirmaja raksta apluko cilveka dabisko stavokli
triju apgaismibas domataju — Hobsa, Loka un Ruso — skatijuma. Likumsakarigi,
ka turpmakaja témas izpete autore ir nonakusi lidz atzinam, kuras apkopotas
jauna teksta ar nosaukumu “Cilveka dabiskais stavoklis musdienas”. Apgaismibas
ideju sasaiste ar musdienam aizsakas ar I. Kanta antropologiju. Talakaja izklasta
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E. Graudina pieversas vertibu temai, tas korelacijai ar brivibas jedzienu, izgli-
tibu, demokratijas un pilsoniskas sabiedribas attistibu. Saja konteksta biitisks ir
Hannas Arentes totalitarisma analizes apliikkojums, no kura izriet secinajums, ka
totalitarajos rezimos cilveka tiesibas uz dzivibu tiek nonivelétas lidz zemakajam
punktam. Noteicos$a ir piilla domasana — cilveku masas sasniegusas tadu stadiju,
kad tas vienlaicigi var ticet visam un nekam, domat, ka viss ir iespejams un nekas
nav patiess.

E. Graudina apluko ar1 J. Habermasa komunikativas racionalitates teoriju
tagadnes aktualo problemu gaisma. Proti, pieaugot informacijas daudzumam,
pieaug ar1 dezinformacijas apjoms, kas ietekme individu un demokratijai tik
nozimigo pilsonisko sabiedribu. Autore cité Timotiju Snaideru, kurs apgalvo, ka
individs sak paklauties tiranijai taja bridi, kad neievero atskiribu starp to, ko grib
dzirdet, un to, ka ir patiesiba.

Dina Bite pieversas sociologiskajam aspektam skatijuma uz cilveku, un vinas
raksta nosaukums ir “Cilveks sociologijas skatijuma”. Autore sniedz ieskatu sva-
rigakajas sociologiskajas paradigmas, uzsverot to saistibu ar cilveka dabas inter-
pretaciju. Temata izklasta izmantots klasiskais sociologisko teoriju iedalijums
makrolimeni un mikrolimeni hronologiska seciba, lai izgaismotu to atskirigo
skatijumu uz cilveka dabu. D. Bite vispirms apliko cilveka definiciju sociologija,
nemot vera, ka sociologija galvenokart koncentrejas uz cilveka un apkartejas
sabiedribas mijiedarbibu, kas paredz nebeidzamu diskusiju par jautajumu “kurs
bija pirmais — sabiedriba vai cilveks?”. Cilveks socialo teoriju izpratneé ir sarezgits,
dazadu ieksejo impulsu un ar€jo vides faktoru ietekmets rezultats jeb produkts.
Sociologisko teoriju skatijuma cilveka daba tiek raksturota ne tikai ka dualitate,
bet ka daudzveidigu faktoru mijiedarbibas rezultats. Autore uzsver, ka masdienu
sociologijas izaicinajums un vienlaikus iesp€ja ir veidot integrétu un starpdiscip-
linaru skatijumu uz dazadiem cilveka dabas aspektiem, nemot vera socialas dzives
dazadibu un mainibu.

Vents Silis, Vija Sile
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Preface

Ten years ago, the teaching staff of the Department of Humanities at Riga
Stradin$ University came up with the idea to compile a three-volume collection
on various topics of philosophical anthropology. Professors and PhD students had
not only a research interest in philosophical anthropology but also a practical need
to produce texts in Latvian that could be used in the study process. The preface
to Volume 1 already points out that it is the first collection of this kind in Latvian
higher education since the existence of philosophical anthropology. Nevertheless,
to write a textbook would be to limit the individual vision and writing style of
each author in the name of a unified form and would make the multidisciplinary
approach even more difficult to be implemented. Given the complexity and some-
times controversial nature of the topics covered, the authors and the scientific
editor (later editors) decided on a collection of articles. Simultaneously, the format
of the collection of articles allows scope of target readers to expand from profes-
sionals and students to those who find the topics covered a valuable read. The long-
term research process and the three volumes result in a practical contribution to
the development of philosophical anthropology in Latvia. The work that has begun
to build a tradition of philosophical anthropology continues and is likely to con-
tinue, attracting an increasing number of interested researchers.

In 2015, owing to the support of the RSU Publishing House, Volume 1 was
published (under the scientific editorship of Vents Silis). This launched the con-
ceptual direction according to which philosophical anthropology “plays a mediat-
ing role between the natural sciences and humanities, seeking to bring together
the findings of different disciplines about human beings” (Silis, 2015, 14). The first
volume dealt with such topics as courage, emotions, consciousness, creativity,
freedom, identity, happiness, love, death. Since the first volume found its readers
outside the study process, lecturers of the Department of Humanities continued
their work intensively and already in 2018 Volume 2 was published as a conceptual
continuation, edited by Vents Silis and Ivars Neiders. The content of the second
volume consists of the following topics: human body and flesh, sexuality, sex and
gender, human enhancement, time, space, language, entertainment, the art of
life, madness.
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Volume 3 of Philosophical Anthropology took longer to prepare, but is now
being brought to the readers’ attention under the scientific editorship of Vents Silis
and Vija Sile. The third and the final volume also maintains a unified multidis-
ciplinary approach that uses philosophical methods to interpret empirical data,
processes and states of affairs, and to make generalisations about specific issues
related to human existence and human nature. Several theoretical approaches are
examined and critically evaluated according to the specificities of each topic.

All three volumes use a variety of research methods, depending on the topic of
the articles: conceptual analysis, hermeneutics, phenomenological analysis, analy-
sis of primary and/or secondary texts, interpretation, close reading, philosophical
reflection, etc. The unifying element is not only the structure of the articles but
also the insight into the works of past thinkers in order to highlight their relevance
to the present and the importance of their interpretation of certain issues. This
approach is most explicit in Volume 3, covering the period from the Enlightenment
to the present. Like the first two volumes, it has been written by professors and
PhD students in the Department of Humanities, with the addition of Velga Vevere’s
perspective on the anthropology of S. Kierkegaard and Mara Rubene’s insights into
contemporary French anthropology from P. Ricoeur and M. Foucault.

Volume 3 is identical to the previous volumes in its structural form, but con-
ceptually different in its attempt to answer the fundamental question of philosoph-
ical anthropology: what is human? A question that is difficult to answer in general,
and even more difficult to answer in a single volume; however, the authors dare to
do so because the desire to find such an answer, or at least to come close to it, is too
great. The process of seeking the answer is also cognitively exciting, even if there
is no hope of a positive result. In seeking to answer this question, the authors take
into account not only the multidisciplinary approach but also the major thinkers
and movements, as well as specificity of the anthropological perspective in the
context of Western culture from the Enlightenment to the present day.

Elina Graudina in her article “The Natural State of Human Beings According
to Hobbes, Locke and Rousseau” examines the views and visions of Enlightenment
thinkers on the position of the individual and society in relation to the state,
society and each other.

In her article “Seren Kierkegaard’s Anthropology”, Velga Vévere first focuses
on Kierkegaard’s views on communication, which is the most essential part of
human existence. What does it mean to be human? What does it mean to be
human in a particular existential situation? Is authentic identity possible? Can
the existing individual be aware of his authenticity? One of the basic postulates of
Kierkegaard’s anthropology is that human authenticity is a synthesis of different
elements: actuality, freedom and possibility.
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In their article “Person, Human Being and Subjectivity in Phenomenology”,
Mara Grinfelde and Uldis Vegners look at a human being through the prism
of Edmund Husserl’s phenomenology. The authors describe in greater depth
the three most characteristic attitudes according to Husserl’s phenomenology:
personalistic, naturalistic and phenomenological.

Mara Grinfelde and Uldis Vegners conclude that transcendental subjectivity
is meaningful. Because of it, everything we experience means something to us.
Whereas the I in the personalistic and naturalistic attitude can die and is there-
fore mortal, the transcendental self does not die because it is not a living being
but rather a condition of experience of living beings. The transcendental self can
only begin and end.

Laura Bitiniece explores “Human Beings and Technological Thinking:
Heidegger’s Perspective”. In the course of this article, she focuses on two themes:
existence and interrogation of the self, looking at the way humans are (analys-
ing what Heidegger calls existentials, i.e., authenticity, inauthenticity and being-
toward-death), and the opposition between freedom and control, or what Heidegger
calls technique. The notion of technique is linked to the human need to exploit and
subjugate nature, while at the same time subjugating one’s own freedom. The article
concludes with Heidegger’s ideas for overcoming technical thinking.

In her article “The Human Being and French Philosophical Anthropology
between Paul Ricoeur and Michel Foucault”, Mara Rubene focuses not only on
the ideas of the best known philosophers but also provides a broader insight into
the tradition of philosophical anthropology in the 20t century. The author first
identifies the period of the 1920s—1930s, when the concept of philosophical anthro-
pology took on a modern shape, coming to the fore at the intersection of philosophi-
cal debates, explaining human life, the human world, human nature. Why did it
happen? How could it have happened? — These are questions that are so important
after the Second World War. The third period in the development of French philo-
sophical anthropology dates back to the first decades of the 215t century, which,
according to scholars, is characterised by a “recovery of courage”, when “after
the death of man, his disappearance or his end”, the “category of anthropology”
is once again addressed. Philosophical anthropology focuses on the question of
the possibilities of man and the human, social and natural sciences, which also
means answering the question of the foundations and interrelationships of these
sciences. Philosophy must return to the ancient Greek philosophical question of
what is a good life and to the forces that ensure our ability and power to resist it
being assimilated to a thing, transformed into a mechanism. Foucault’s insights on
the art of life and the aesthetics of existence must be seen in this light, says Rubene.

Vija Sile discusses “The Concept of Modern Human Beings in the View of Erich
Fromm: Destructiveness”, thus reflecting only one side of human duality (Mairita
Satika looks at the other side, love, in the follow-up article in this collection). By
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studying a man from the individual, psychological and social perspectives, Erich
Fromm in fact explores the duality of human nature, revealing the manifold mani-
festations of its contradictory nature. It is from the duality of human nature that
Fromm derives his view of man as a being who has to shape himself — to develop
his innate gifts (his potential) within the limits of what society can provide.
Nevertheless, it is up to an individual to determine to what extent these possibili-
ties are used. If the individual is unable to fulfil themselves completely, or cannot
do so because of certain circumstances (alienation), he becomes destructive.

Mairita Satika addresses the topic of love in her article “The Concept of
Modern Human Beings in the View of Erich Fromm: Love”. She looks at Erich
Fromm’s view of the duality of human nature, focusing on solutions that the author
proposes, which would also be useful for the modern man: how to recognise, develop
and experience productive character orientations, how to overcome difference and
achieve unity. The article describes forms of love and pseudo-love, and describes
Fromm’s practice of the art of love in comparison with mindfulness practices.

In his article “The Modern Human Being and the Archetypes”, Vents Silis
discusses the question of human nature in relation to the concept of the arche-
type, which occupies a central place in the analytical psychology of Carl Gustav
Jung. Jung’s answer to the question “What is man?” includes an explanation of
the intrapsychic structure, the relationships between people at the private and
social levels, and the path of personal self-development — the process of indi-
viduation. Jung’s anthropology is based on a fundamental distinction between
two main levels of psyche: the conscious and the unconscious, each of which is
subdivided into two further levels: the personal and the collective. The life of the
psyche is one of balance: the unconscious compensates for the one-sidedness of
the conscious by emphasising those aspects of the whole that the conscious has
neglected — a mechanism similar to homeostasis.

Countless studies by modern anthropologists show that even the most basic
human characteristics and behaviours (such as child-rearing) not only share simi-
larities but also are radically different between cultures, so that it is not possible
to speak only of universal traits. This argument must certainly be considered,
emphasises Vents Silis when modernising Jung’s theory.

Peteris Plakans has undertaken the theme of “Christian Values for
the Modern Human”. The author does this from a relatively new perspective —
anthropology of Christianity, given that the role of religion has changed in today’s
globalised world. Religiously conservative Christians want to reform to meet bibli-
cal standards and rid themselves of sinful vices of modern society, while religious
liberals want to acknowledge social realities and make Christianity accessible to
all. Secularisation not only reduces public support for Christianity, but in parallel
makes it more acceptable because it is no longer so radical. One of the important
objects of study in the anthropology of Christianity is the schisms that are most
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frequent in the changing Protestant family. Peteris Plakans concludes that spir-
ituality of society is more important than individual religiosity, with the former
demanding that social problems be solved together.

In the first article of this volume, Elina Graudina examines the “natural
state” of human in the works of three Enlightenment thinkers: Hobbes, Locke and
Rousseau. Naturally, further research on the topic has led to the insights sum-
marised in a new text entitled “The Natural Condition of Human Today”. The link
between Enlightenment ideas and modernity begins with Kant’s anthropology.
In the following section, Graudina focuses on the theme of values and their cor-
relation with the concept of freedom, education, the development of democracy
and civil society. In this context, Hannah Arendt’s analysis of totalitarianism is
relevant, which leads to the conclusion that in totalitarian regimes the human
right to life is reduced to its lowest point. Mass thinking is the key: the masses of
people have reached a stage where they can believe in everything and nothing at
the same time, think that everything is possible and nothing is true.

Elina Graudina also examines Habermas’s theory of communicative ration-
ality in the light of current problems. Namely, as the amount of information
increases, so does the amount of misinformation, which affects individuals and
civil society, which is so important for democracy. The author quotes Timothy
Snyder, who argues that an individual begins to succumb to tyranny the moment
he fails to notice the difference between what he wants to hear and what is actu-
ally the case.

Dina Bite focuses on the sociological aspect of looking at a human being.
Accordingly, her article is entitled “The Human Being from a Sociological
Perspective”. The author gives an insight into the most important sociological
paradigms, emphasising their relation to the interpretation of human nature.
The presentation of the topic uses the classical division of sociological theories into
macro and micro levels in chronological order, with the aim of highlighting their
different perspectives on human nature. Dina Bite first discusses the definition of
man in sociology, considering that the main focus of sociology is the interaction
between man and the surrounding society, which implies an endless debate on
the question “who came first — society or man?” Man, in the sense of social theo-
ries, is a complex product of various internal impulses and external environmental
factors. Sociological theories describe human nature not only as a duality but as
the result of the interaction of multiple factors. The author stresses that the chal-
lenge and opportunity of contemporary sociology is to develop an integrated and
interdisciplinary view of the various aspects of human nature, considering diver-
sity and variability of social life.

Vents Silis, Vija Sile
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