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A co�cept o� �espo�si�ilit� as a� i�alie�a�le �eatu�e o� ��ee sel��executio� o� a pe�so� is 
�isco�e�e� i� the �i�e� a�ticle. The �ai� atte�tio� is pai� to the existe�tial �atu�e o� �espo�si�ilit� 
which is a specific sou�ce o� its social �i�e�sio�. C�eati�e pote�tial o� �espo�si�le hu�a��c�eato� 
is a�al�se� i� co�t�ast to spi�itual e�pti�ess, losi�� o� a �easo� �o� ow� existe�ce. De�a�catio� 
�etwee� the co�cept o� �espo�si�ilit� a�� �otio� o� �ut� is p�opose� �� the autho�. A specific 
�atu�e o� a�th�opoce�t�ic ethics o� �o�i�a�ce is �ete��i�e� i� co�t�ast to ecolo�ical ethics o� 
�espo�si�ilit�. Ho�izo� o� �utu�e �e�elop�e�t o� the societ� is �o�esee� o� the �asis o� its �i�tual 
i�a�e co��elatio� with �eco��itio� o� �i��it� o� a�othe� pe�so� a�� �espo�si�ilit� o� the pe�so� 
�o� his/he� sel��executio� that is �ete��i�e� �� ci�il cultu�al e��i�o��e�t.
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Rh�th�s o� �o�e�� pa�a�oxical �ealit� cha�acte�ize� �� i�sta�ilit� a�� social, cultu�al 
a�� political e��a��ass�e�t. The le�el o� spi�itual a�� �o�al cli�ate shows that li�e is a 
�ulti�i�e�sio�al, co�plex a�� a��i�uous. Face a�� i��e� �oo� o� the e�a is e�i�e�t i� the �act 
that “i� �i�ficult ci�cu�sta�ces to fi�� �ou� wa� to the �atu�e �ecisio�, which is a�le to take 
�espo�si�ilit�” [3, p. 18]. А�ticle is a� atte�pt to u��e�sta�� the challe��es o� ou� a�e. Purport 
i�te�p�et the co�cept o� �espo�si�ilit�, �ase� o� the t�a�itio� o� existe�tial philosophizi��.

Existe�tial positio� i� the i�te�p�etatio� o� hu�a� li�e �ui�es to tu�� to his i��i�i�ual 
�easu�e�e�t. Acco��i�� to this sou�ce o� ou� �eha�io� is �ot a� a�st�act �atu�e, a�� i� e�e�� 
person: “existe�ce o�e�co�es exte��al alie�atio� �etwee� thou�ht a�� li�e. It shapes the� i�to 
the u�it� o� li�e a�� thi�ki�� li�e fille� with thou�hts” [1, p. 37]. As a �esult o� this app�oach, 
�a� co���o�ts hi�sel�, as a p�o�le� o� its ow� existe�ce. She �e�i�s to �a�k the u�ce�tai�t� i� 
�elatio� to thei� ow� o�jecti�es, i�te�ests a�� wa�s to achie�e happi�ess. This �i�ficult� ca� �ot 
�e �esol�e� o�jecti�el� o� theo�eticall�. It e�cou�a�es people accou�ta�le �o� thei� ow� �ecisio�s, 
e�e� i� it is co�t�o�e�sial a�� i�pe��ect. Existe�tialis� is �ot �isti��uishe� the�sel�es o� a��thi�� 
hu�a�. It takes e�e��o�e i� the �ull�ess o� its a��i�uous i��e�iate, ��a�atic li�e. Next we 
will �ocus o� the pe�so�al �i�e�sio� o� �espo�si�ilit�. It ca� �ot �e �e�uce� to the li�its o� the 
�e�e�al co�cept, a�� is o�e o� the existe�tial hu�a� ��ee sel���ealizatio� a�� sel���ete��i�atio�. 
It is cha�acte�ize� th�ou�h the i�te�p�etatio� o� the co�te�t a�� pu�pose o� hu�a� li�e. This is i� 
a �i�ficult situatio� specific choice o� thei� �ail� �oals a�� p�io�ities. It is i�po�ta�t to �e�e� to the 
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pe�so�al �i�e�sio� o� �espo�si�ilit� i� a situatio� whe�e a�uses e�a slo�a�s a�out the �ee� �o� 
�lo�al �espo�si�ilit�. As a �esult, we �o��et a�out the actual �espo�si�ilit� that each o� us has – not 
acco��i�� to the Glo�e, �ut �o� what o�l� he was e�t�uste� to ca�e �o�. We ha�e a �espo�si�ilit� 
�o� what �i� �ot �ou, �ot so�eo�e else. Fo� exa�ple, the Hasi�, Ra��i Mei� use� to sa�: “Go� 
�oes �ot ju��e �ou �o� what �ou ha�e �ee� as A��aha�, Moses o� Sa�so�…Go� will ju��e �ou 
�� how �ou we�e Ma�e�”. Fu��a�e�tal existe�tial �espo�si�ilit� is to �e �ou�sel�. This p�o�le� 
o�e ca� �ot �ele�ate to a��o�e else.

Reflectio�s o� existe�tial sou�ce o� �espo�si�ilit� is a� i�te��al co�po�e�t o� �e�elop�e�t 
o� Uk�ai�ia� ci�il societ�. To�ethe� with this philosoph� we a�e �ace� with a co�scious a�� ��ee 
i��i�i�ual. His c�eati�it�, he co�st�ucts a �ealit�. Outsi�e it is chaotic a�� alie�ate� �ealit�, �e�oi� 
o� �ea�i��. Hu�a� existe�ce is �ot a tool i� the ha��s o� ulti�ate �ealit� – the �i��, hu�a�it�, 
hi�h spi�it o� a�solute. It is �ot li�ite� o� co��itio�e� out o� thei� ow� will a�� a�ilit� to take 
�isks a�� i�itiati�es. Cast i� a wo�l� that te��s to �est�o� a�� o� its i�itiati�es, the �a� is �ot 
�ete��i�e� �� a��thi�� othe� tha� itsel�. The�e�o�e, the�e is �o �ua�a�tee the �easi�ilit� o� its 
choice, a�� o�l� �o��stop actio� at its ow� �isk, u��e� thei� ow� �espo�si�ilit�. Respo�si�ilit� is 
alwa�s i��a�e�t to hu�a� c�eati�it�, so to a�oi� �espo�si�ilit� – a �i�ect �oute to the acquisitio� 
o� sla�e co�scious�ess. I� this se�se the �u�ctio� �espo�si�le �eplo��e�t o� a �ew �ealit�, which 
is a co�seque�ce o� the �isclosu�e o� the u�ique pote�tial o� the i��i�i�ual. O��iousl�, that is �ot 
alwa�s �eplo� u�ique pe�so� th�ou�h �o�e lia�ilit�. But i� this case, the �e�lect o� �espo�si�ilit� 
�e�ol�es escape ��o� ��ee�o� whe� the �u��e� o� actio� wei�h o� the shoul�e�s o� so�eo�e 
else. That wo�l� is so, what is the �a� who �uil�s it as acti�e, u�ique, i��eplacea�le a�� u�ique 
existe�ce. Fo� exa�ple, Sa�t�e sai� that “all i�tellectuals ��ea� act” [11, p. 281], �ut o�l� u�its 
�a�e, �ecause the� �e�e��e� the i�e�ita�le �u��e� o� �espo�si�ilit� �o� the co�seque�ces o� 
their actions.

Appeal to the issue o� �espo�si�ilit� is �ot li�ite� to theo�etical i�te�est. Its �ele�a�ce is i� the 
�o�e�� Uk�ai�ia� atte�pt to a�swe� the �lo�al questio�: wh� �o I li�e i� that social space? He�e �e 
e�ecte� to a co��o� �e�o�i�ato� �u�e�ous p�o�le�s, �a��i�� ��o� social i�equalit� a�� e��i�� 
i�te��al �isu�it� people. So�e clea�a�ce i� a���essi�� this questio� see i� a�opti�� the opi�io� 
acco��i�� to which “the �espo�si�ilit� �o� thei� li�es, a�� the�e�o�e its success, p�ospe�it� a�� 
happi�ess �o�o�� ca� �e t�a�s�itte�, we a�e �espo�si�le �o� ou�sel�es” [12]. With the awa�e�ess 
o� sel� sole cause o� its �atio�al a�� state �ailu�es a�� �isaste�s, while �ot shi�ti�� �espo�si�ilit� 
�e�o�� ou� ci�cu�sta�ces, we ca� �e�i� to �uil� the �esi�e� social space. The ci�cu�sta�ces o� 
the �o��atio� o� the Uk�ai�ia� �atio� is �ot �a�o�a�le, �ut the �a��e� is that we use� s��path� 
to his thahich�o�i histo��. The �esult is a� acute lack o� p�i�ciple i� �atio�al issues. He� we call 
hu�a�e tole�a�ce. I� �act, Uk�ai�e �oes �ot �ee� s��path�, �ut �espect. The latte� ��ows out 
o� the �act that we ca� take o� thei� shoul�e�s the �u��e� o� �espo�si�ilit� �o� thei� ow� histo�� 
a�� stop �la�i�� ou� t�ou�les just �e�o�� ou� ci�cu�sta�ces. This positio� was a��ocate�, �o� 
exa�ple, La�issa C�ushel��tska. Recalli�� the histo�� o� �ep�essio� a�� �ep�i�atio� o� his �a�il� 
i� the c�uci�le o� the totalita�ia� s�ste�, it sa�s that �e�e�theless, “the cause o� all ou� �atio�al 
a�� state �ailu�es a�� �isaste�s a�e ou�sel�es” [7, p. 39].

Nee� philosophical u��e�sta��i�� o� the co�plex issues o� social �espo�si�ilit� �ue to 
the cu��e�t state o� �e�elop�e�t o� the Uk�ai�ia� state. I� the ea�l� twe�t��fi�st ce�tu��, it is 
cha�acte�ize� �� la��e �o�estic �isappoi�t�e�t i� �o��e� i�eals. It sta��s o� the ��i�k o� spi�itual 
e�pti�ess. O�te� the lea�i�� spi�its o� the e�a �ou�� i� the �otes o� �ea�i��less�ess a�� a�su��it�. 
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I� the wo��s o� I�a� Ka�a�azo�: “how �a�� people o�e� the past two ce�tu�ies te�pte� to tu�� to 
Go� ca�� i� the se�seless a�� c�uel wo�l� ... �ut the �act that a pe�so� such a wo�l� see�s a�su��, 
p�o�i�� that �a� is a �ei�� who seeks �ea�i��” [3, p. 58 ]. Mea�i�� occu�s whe� people ca� 
cou�a�eousl� �eci�e a�� take �espo�si�ilit� �o� it. The questio� o� the �ea�i�� o� hu�a� existe�ce 
sou��e� �e�� se�ious situatio� i� the twe�tieth ce�tu��. The issue o� �ea�i�� ca� �e �o��ulate� 
as �ollows: What shoul� �e �o so�ethi�� �athe� tha� �othi��? Positio�, acco��i�� to which so�e 
still takes p�ece�e�ce o�e� �othi��, ca� justi�� �el�i�� just o� the p�i�ciple o� �espo�si�ilit�. It is a 
wa� o� ��i��i�� l�u���o���i��oho �ea�i�� i� a� a�su�� wo�l� �e�o�� hu�a� pa�ticipatio�, as 
“the ��eatest �aste�piece �eco�es a si�ple piece o� �atte� i� a wo�l� whe�e the�e a�e �o people” 
[6, p. 156]. Usi�� the te��i�olo�� o� S. Kie�ke�aa��, we li�e i� a “spi�itual co��usio�”, whe� the 
�ost �e�e�al a�� �ost i�po�ta�t �oal o� hu�a� li�e is to achie�e the i�ea o�   “�a�” [4, p. 20].

I� co�te�po�a�� philosoph� o� social �espo�si�ilit� issues has �i�ect access to social p�actice, 
�ecause the u��e�sta��i�� o� �espo�si�ilit� i� its philosophical a�� theo�etical aspect ca� �o�e 
e�ficie�tl� explo�e issues o� le�al lia�ilit� a�� i� pa�ticula� c�i�i�al lia�ilit�. At the le�el o� 
social ce�tai�t� the pe�so� �espo�si�le �a�i�este� as �eha�io� �e�ulatio� acco��i�� to �e�e�all� 
accepte� social �o��s, as a��ee� to �ulfill thei� social �ole, as a co�scie�tious attitu�e to societal 
�e�a��s. Respo�si�ilit� i� a social co�text i��icates �o�al, le�al a�� social �atu�it� o� the 
pe�so�, its capa�ilit� a�� capacit�. This �espo�si�ilit� is a s�ste� o� accou�ta�ilit�, as a sa�ctio� 
�o� actio�s that a�e �ot co�siste�t with the pu�lic i�te�est. Li�it o� �espo�si�ilit� �epe��s o� the 
social si��ifica�ce o� his �eha�io�. That pe�so� is �espo�si�le �o� what i� the ci�cu�sta�ces o� 
a��a��e�e�ts �epe��s o� it, i� that it exte��s its co�pete�ce. Thus, �espo�si�ilit� is a wa� o� 
o��a�izi�� �i�e�se a�� �ulti�social �elatio�s. With its help, a pe�so� has to lea�� to �eha�e, �i�e� 
the i�te�ests o� othe�s. That is, social �espo�si�ilit� is the �ua�a�to� o� social secu�it� i� �e�e�al 
a�� pe�so�al secu�it� �i�hts i� pa�ticula�.

Respo�si�ilit� is a� i�po�ta�t ele�e�t i� the �echa�is� o� social co�t�ol. It p�o�i�es a 
�easu�e o� the e�ficie�c� o� the social o��a�is� a�� i��icates the le�el o� �o�al, le�al, a�� social 
�atu�it� o� the i��i�i�ual. The su�ject o� ou� i�te�est a�e existe�tial �acto�s shapi�� �espo�si�ilit�. 
The� a�e i� the �epths o� the spi�itual li�e o� the i��i�i�ual. The� a�e �ot i�pose� ��o� the outsi�e 
th�ou�h the �ules a�� �e�ulatio�s, a�� is a �atu�al a�� �esi�a�le co��itio� �o� authe�tic sel��
�ealizatio� i� li�e with the ci�il co�st�uctio� space. The�e�o�e, it is i�po�ta�t to e�phasize that how 
a pe�so� ca� �e �espo�si�le acco�plice li�e e�e�ts, so it is ��ee. The �ealit� is the �ua�a�to� lia�le 
t�ue ��ee�o�, thei� �utuall� co��itio�e� a�� �utuall� �ete��i�e�. A�� as exp�esse�, �o� exa�ple, 
M. Rie�el, “�a� is co��e��e�, �oo�e� to ��ee�o�, as it �elie�e� the postwa� existe�tialis�, �athe� 
– to ha�e to take �espo�si�ilit�” [10, p. 82]. Thus, ��ee�o� without �espo�si�ilit� is i�possi�le, 
the� it is o�l� fictio�. Respo�si�ilit� – a sel��co�scious �olitio�al ��ee�o� as a co��itio� o� its 
possi�ilit�. Respo�si�ilit� is a� i�te��al �eatu�e o� hu�a� �ei��s, it e�phasizes a�� st�e��the�s 
its ��ee�o�. It is �ot a �echa�is� o� exte��al co�t�ol a�� �e�ulatio� o� social �eha�io�. Retu��i�� 
to the �eflectio� o� existe�tial �atu�e o� lia�ilit� �well o� the �act that a� auxilia�� to u��e�sta�� 
its co�te�t, will last ��o� the co�cept o� sepa�atio� o� �ut�. Co�te�t �ut� clea�l� e��o�ie� i� the 
cate�o�ical i�pe�ati�e o� Ka�t, whose �ea�i�� �oils �ow� to “�ou �ust” act with �i��it�, �ecause 
�ou� actio�s �ise to the le�el o� u�i�e�sal �o��s. The co�cept o� �espo�si�ilit� is �ot �ase� o� 
exte��al �e�a�� a�� �o�estic �e�a�� o� the othe�. The �ut� is �utual, it appea�s, whe� p�ese�t 
two si�es, that ha�e �ecip�ocal �i�hts, p�esc�i�e� �� the co�t�act, the �iolatio� o� which i�pose 
a si��le clai�. Respo�si�ilit�, i� co�t�ast, is �ot �utual, �ecause its o�ject is the o�e who �ee�s 
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help �ow. That is, to �e �espo�si�le – this show’s own “optional” initiative on the person with 
who� I �o �ot associate a�� �utual o�li�atio�s. Respo�si�ilit� – an activity “�u��e� o�e” a�� 
�ot �ecause so�eo�e �espects �� �i�hts a�� I shall a�swe� hi� i� �etu��. Co�seque�tl�, authe�tic 
sole �espo�si�ilit�, that �oes �e�o�� the i��e�iate �espo�si�ilities, is to �ai�tai� �elatio�ships o� 
t�ust, o� which the co��o� people’s li�es. I� the �ut� – sel��e�i�e�t lo�ical co�seque�ce o� �utual 
a��ee�e�t, the �espo�si�ilit� is �i�e� axio�aticall�. It is acco�pa�ie� �� the �eplo��e�t o� such 
li��uistic p�actice, which is the �eco��itio� o� the �i��it� o� the Othe�. Existe�tialis� shows that 
accou�ta�ilit� is a p�e�equisite �o� the e�e��e�ce o� a ��ee a�� �eli�e�ate pe�so�, �ot pe��ectl� 
�atio�all� justifie� o�jecti�e �ut�. Respo�si�ilit� i�clu�es the �o�al �asis �ut� that p�o�es wh� 
�ou shoul� �o so, a�� �ot othe�wise, �ut it is �ot e�ou�h to i�ple�e�t this p�o�isio� i� actio�. 
The�e�o�e, a�othe� aspect o� �espo�si�ilit� is the ps�cholo�ical a�ilit� to �oti�ate will to wo�k. 
That is, existe�tialis� t�eats �espo�si�ilit� as i�he�e�t cha�acte�istics o� the i��i�i�ual. Acco��i�� 
to this I a�swe�, that I wish �o� this p�ocess is a� i�te��al pa�t o� �� �atu�e, a�� �ot �ecause I 
a� �o�ce� to. Respo�si�ilit� is pa�t o� �e, �ot just a �atu�al co�seque�ce o� �� actio�s. Because 
o� this, I �o �ot ha�e to lea�� �espo�si�ilit�, o� take it as a� exte��al �o�� o� social �eha�io�. I 
wa�t to ope� it th�ou�h sel���isco�e��. Ma�i�estatio� o� �espo�si�ilit� �ust �e co��u�icatio�, 
which �eco��izes u�ique a�� c�eati�e �atu�e o� �a� as a social �alue. The �asis so �ete��i�e� 
�espo�si�ilit� lies fi�st with �espect to �i��it� the pe�so�, �ot the i�stitutio�s. The�e�o�e, we ca� 
a�fi�� that “lia�ilit� �ue status, is �eco��ize� �� �a� as a �ocatio�, �ut �ue to a� a��ee�e�t – a 
�ut�” [5, p. 41].

O�e shoul� pa� atte�tio� to the �act that i� the p�ese�t situatio� the p�i�ciple o� �espo�si�ilit� 
lea�s us to �ethi�k the �alue o� a�th�opoce�t�is�. It was �ou��e� i� t�a�itio�al ethics si�ce the 
ti�e o� F. Baco� i�e�tit� o� k�owle��e a�� powe�. F. Baco� i�eal ��a�uall� le� to the �ailu�e o� a 
pe�so� to p�otect the�sel�es a�� thei� e��i�o��e�t ��o� the �est�ucti�e powe�. Ma� is a sla�e to its 
powe�, a�� its wit a�� i��e�uit� �e�a� to �o��e� o� a��it�a�i�ess a�� i�sole�ce. I�he�e�t i� �o�e�� 
tech�olo�� �isk, �e�o�st�ate that to�a� selfish pe�so� shoul� �e �e�o�e� ��o� the pe�estal o� 
supe�io�it� o�e� �atu�e a�� the wo�l�. It shoul� take what it �ee�s is �ot the fi�al autho�it� �o�all� 
�oo�. A�justi�� a�solute a�th�opoce�t�is�, we �eject the hie�a�chical st�uctu�e o� the wo�l� a�� 
place hu�a� �ee�s alo��si�e the �equi�e�e�ts o� othe� li�i�� �ei��s. To�a�, we a�e “sca�e� o� that 
hu�e powe� is co��i�e� with a hu�e �oi�, a hu�e oppo�tu�it� – with the least k�owle��e a�out 
wh� it all” [6, p. 45]. The�e a�e two i�te��elate� �i�e�sio�s o� �espo�si�ilit� – to sa�e the i�a�e 
�e��a�atio� o� hu�a� existe�ce a�� a�aila�ilit� o� ph�sical e��i�o��e�t. Requi�e�e�ts �o� the 
twe�t��fi�st ce�tu�� �e�o�st�ates the �ee� �o� p���o�o�e�t��ch�i� o� e��i�o��e�tal ethics with 
o�ie�tatio� to a �utu�e that is �ecessa�� �o� �atu�e a�� �o� the i��i�i�ual. “Natu�e as a �atte� o� 
hu�a� �espo�si�ilit� is �othi�� �ew �o� ethical theo��” [6, p. 21]. This is �ue to the �act that �o�e�� 
tech�olo�� i�te��e�tio� a���essi�e �atu�e �akes people �ul�e�a�le a�� u�p�otecte�. The�e�o�e, 
cu�ulati�e a�� tech�olo�ical acti�ities a�e �ot ethicall� �eut�al. Natu�e i� he� i�fi�ite capacit� 
�o� sel���e�ewal le�ele� fi�st flui� a�� ephe�e�al hu�a� e��ea�o�. But the ХХ a�� especiall� 
the ХХІ ce�tu�� shows a� upwa�� t�e��, acco��i�� to which the hu�a� �elatio�ship to �atu�e 
�eco�es ethical oz�ache�osti, as is a th�eat to the �atu�al wo�l�. I��i��e�e�t attitu�e o� �a� to 
hu�a� �atu�e itsel�, �ust cha��e to �ealize he� sel��wo�th a�� accepta�ce o� what is without us, 
as space �a� exist, �ut we a�e without it – �o. So authe�ticall� hu�a� attitu�e is to �eco��ize the 
�atu�e o� its ow� �i��it�, oppose� t��a��� o� ou� powe�. Natu�e is �ot just a ph�sical co��itio� 
o� hu�a� existe�ce i� the �utu�e, a�� pa�t o� the hu�a� existe�tial pe��ectio�. How pa�a�oxical 
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it �a� sou��, �ut the �ealities o� li�e a�e p�oo� that a pe�so� shoul� lea�� hu�a�it� i� the a�i�al 
wo�l� that will �e�e� �all �elow its �atu�al i�a�e, as oppose� to the pe�so� who ca� �o i� ce�tai� 
situatio�s as a “�east”. I� the situatio� o� a co��o� th�eat to �atu�e a�� �esti�� o� �a�, we ha�e to 
�ealize the �atu�e o� �i��it� a�� sel��su�ficie�t, ��eaki�� utilita�ia� �oti�es, to �e�e�� its i�te��it�.

Fo�� the �asis o� la��ua�e a�� speech co��u�icatio� a�� philosophical �iscou�se p�i�ciple 
o� accou�ta�ilit� is a �ea�s o� co�st�ucti�� �iscou�se a�� ethical ho�izo� o� the hu�a� �utu�e. His 
axiolo�ical �ete��i�atio� co�fi��s the �ee� �ot just to li�it thei� actio�s acco��i�� to �eo�tolo�ical 
�o�al p�i�ciples, �ut e�cou�a�es the� to co��elate the e��ects o� hu�a� acti�it� i� �e�e�al. O�l� 
the positio� o� �espo�si�ilit� to the i��i�i�ual a�� all the e��i�o��e�t ca� e�a�le ou� �utual 
su��i�al. Up�ati�� �i�tual �utu�e, as pa�t o� sel��awa�e�ess – is �ot so i�pai�e�. It is a co��itio� 
o� co�si�e�atio� o� the co�seque�ces o� cu��e�t actio�s o� thei� ow� se�se o� sel���ulfill�e�t a�� 
li�e. The �utu�e is quite i�po�ta�t s���olic �acto� i� the �eplo��e�t o� ci�il co��u�icatio� space 
a�� cultu�al sphe�es o� li�e a�� �e�ulato�� p�i�ciple o� the co�stitutio� o� �o�e�� social �ealit�. 
Respo�si�ilit� as a wa� o� �efi�i�� the ho�izo�s o� the �utu�e, �oes �ot appl� to the co�st�uctio� o� 
its utopia� �e�efit o� p�ojects. It is a co�st�ucti�e wa� to a�oi� the �a��e�s cause�, �� the �e�ati�e 
aspects o� tech�olo�� a�� �lo�alizatio� axiolo�ical �ejecte�. The poi�t is that the �a��e�s a�� 
th�eats that a pe�so� has �o� �atu�e a�� ci�ilizatio�, shoul� �e �i�e� �o�e atte�tio� tha� a�ticipati�� 
�oo�. Othe�wise, we �etu�� to the co��u�ist p�actice o� �o�ce� hu�a�it� to ��i�� “a happ� �utu�e”. 
It is �ot that we ha�e to sac�ifice the p�ese�t �o� the �utu�e, a�� that the �esi�a�ilit� o� the �e�efit 
ca� �ot �e expecte� i� the �utu�e, �ecause to�a� co�sist o� p�eco��itio�s �o� its i�ple�e�tatio�. 
The h�pothesis co�ce��i�� the �esi�e to p�otect the�sel�es ��o� u�wa�te�, the� �o �ot wa�t to 
c�eate a �utu�e �ase� o� ce�tai� �oo�s. That is, �ou ca� li�e without the so�calle� i�a�i�a�� o� 
�i�tual “��eatest �oo�”, �ut �ot allow to accept the o��ious e�il. Without the pa�ticipatio� o� �utu�e 
�espo�si�ilit� is u�wo�th� hu�a� �ei��. Ou� task is to �ot wo��� a�out a pe��ect �utu�e, �ut o�l� 
to e�su�e its pe�specti�e a�� p�actical social �i�tual p�ese�ce. Taki�� �o� ��a�te� the i�ea that 
hu�a�it� shoul� co�ti�ue to �e, a p�io�i, it �aces the p�o�le� o� �espo�si�ilit� �o� the i�ea �a�, 
the possi�ilit� o� e�olutio�a�� i�ple�e�tatio�.

Thus, we ca� co�clu�e that �espo�si�ilit� issues as philosophical �eflectio� ��i��s to li�e the 
�ealities o� a �lo�alize� wo�l� a�� �i�es it a p�actical co��u�icatio�, ci�il, social a�� ethical 
�i�e�sio�. I� sea�ch �ulti�acete� wa�s i� the �utu�e, �espo�si�ilit� is a� i�po�ta�t i�eolo�ical 
a�� �o�al �ui�a�ce. He �ejects the passi�e o� �ihilistic �espo�se to the e��ects o� �o�e��is� o� 
escape ��o� the wo�l�. It o��e�s a� acti�e ci�ic e��a�e�e�t a�� �e�oc�atic �i�hts to the co�plex 
social, scie�tific, tech�olo�ical a�� ci�ilizatio�al p�ocesses. Escape ��o� the wo�l�, whethe� i� the 
�o�� o� i�tellectual �ihilis�, o� �i��le�class co��o�t a�� i��i��e�e�ce, is a �a�i�estatio� o� �o�al 
i��espo�si�ilit�. It is �oote� i� �o�al �a�cissis� t�a�itio�al wo�l��iew. The� ca� also �a�i�est 
itsel� i� such i�eolo�ical �o��s o� �atalis� as the �elie� �oo�, o� �ejectio� o� �elati�is� �asic 
�o�al p�i�ciples o� hu�a� societ�, o� as a utopia�is�, that is �e�alui�� �o�e��it� a�� appeali�� 
to the ethics o� the pe��ect �a�, is a th�eat to �a�aticis�.

Existe�tial �asis as a wa� to sel���ealizatio� o� the pe�so�, lets �ot �e�uce the �espo�si�ilit� to 
�epo�t o� thei� actio�s o�l� to hi�sel� a�� to the assu�ptio� o� �uilt �o� thei� possi�le co�seque�ces. 
I��ee�, i� this case ali�e a�� su��e�i�� �atu�al �a� is to ��a�e the socio�political �u�ctio�, that 
pe��o��s ce�tai� tasks o� ce�tai� social a�� expecte� �esults. The �espo�si�ilit� is �ot si�pl� a� 
exte��al �equi�e�e�t to �o p�ope�l�. It appea�s �o�estic �ee�s a�� co��itio� o� existe�ce, without 
which the latte� is u�a�le to �ull� i�ple�e�t. The�e�o�e, the �espo�si�ilit� – it is a� i�te��al 
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co�scious choice i� �a�o� o� ��ee�o� o� sel���ete��i�atio�. She is a sche�atic p�essu�e �e�uctio� 
o� i��i�i�ual ��ee�o� to set its exte��al co��o� to all �e� �eo�tolo�ical �o��s. Respo�si�ilit� 
– a �eco��itio� �ace itsel� sole cause o� what it seeks ��ee�o� a�� ��ee�o� o� choice. It’s taki�� 
all the co�seque�ces o� ou� “autho�ship” o� li�e. Respo�si�ilit� is �ot the o�l� �echa�is� o� 
exte��al co�t�ol a�� �e�ulatio� o� social �eha�io�, which a��ees pe�so�al a�� pu�lic i�te�ests. It 
is a� esse�tial �eatu�e o� hu�a� existe�ce, i� which the axiolo�� o� ethical �ui�eli�es a�� �efi�e� 
a �easu�e o� ��ee�o�. The �ealit� of �espo�si�ilit� is the �ua�a�to� the reality of ��ee�o�.

Author’s translation of the article
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