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The question about consciousness ecologization appears to be currently a question about environ-
ment preservation from anthropogenic influence of a man on the Earth. Realization of this is possible under
the conditions of necessary significance comprehension of ecological culture and ecological consciousness
by every person. Ethical and humanistic relations of a man and nature became the historical prerequisite of
ecological consciousness formation. Ecological consciousness is, first of all, comprehension of nature de-
fense necessity, and comprehension of anthropogenic effect results. Besides, ecological consciousness is
acquirement and comprehension of the fact that every separate man has responsibility for preservation of life
in whole on the Earth.

Modernity forms the question about transition to the new interaction model, which is called co-
evolution. The situation, which the mankind got to nowadays reflects and determines the general doctrine
crisis of a person consumer view to natural and social resources. Nevertheless common sense forces the
mankind to rethinking and comprehension of a sharp necessity of interconnections harmonization in the sys-
tem “man-nature”. Involving the varied estimations ecological crisis in itself can be interpreted as objective
violation in system interaction “man-nature”. The given violation is expressed in the serious anthropogenic
pressure to biosphere, including the growth of planet population number, and in natural resources depletion,
and equilibration disorder in natural environment. Ecological problematics, by all means, should have philo-
sophical ground, as under the ecological crisis formed conditions it is closely connected with worldview
basements alteration. The opinion that from the point of view of philosophical anthropology and culture phi-
losophy ecological problematics arouses interest as some particular case of more general system “artificial-
natural” was formed in domestic tradition. New rationality formation through the perspective of ecological
values, relations alteration in the system “man-nature”, consciousness ecologization is entirely the problem
of philosophical character.

The necessity of revelation and grounding of knowledge sphere, connected with ecological problems
and searching of the new world-view orientations from the positions of philosophical anthropology and cul-
ture philosophy, appeared in the realias of modernity. Emphasizing of anthropic values predominantly influ-
ences on culture, science and society in general. The result of this influence is an impact to a person by
means of culture and science to the surrounding reality and in consequence of this the significant transfor-
mation of the last one. In the foreseeable future people have to realize the ecological problematics, and es-
pecially, the understanding process of human survival in general.

Key words: environmental crisis, ecological consciousness, civilizational crisis, environmentalism,
axiological paradigm.

Question solution of interconnection in the system “man-nature” in the modern socie-
ty became essential for the whole mankind survival. The whole world can simultaneously
preserve and destroy only the people activity. Besides activity, performing on the basis of
absolute comprehension of natural laws, considering people interaction with each other
and, in spite of ideas of a man only as an element of nature, this means that the question
of consciousness ecologization is presently a question of environment preservation from
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man anthropogenic effect on the Earth. The realization of this is possible under the condi-
tions of every person comprehension of ecological culture and ecological consciousness
necessary significance, the foundation of which is realized from childhood and lasts the
whole life.

The process of the concrete interaction of a person with nature has the old history. In
the initial formation phase a man undertook serious measures for the own survival, and the
scopes of anthropogenic effect to nature were rather insignificant. In the process of the
Earth population growth passive subordination to nature gave place to active influence,
and gradually the information about nature development laws became forming in the so-
ciety. Ethical and humanitarian relations of a person and nature became the historical pre-
requisite of ecological consciousness formation. Ecological consciousness is, first of all,
comprehension of natural protection necessity, comprehension of anthropogenic effect re-
sults. Besides, ecological consciousness is adoption and comprehension of the fact that
every person has responsibility for life preservation on the Earth.

In the concept “consciousness” the integrity of all psychic states and qualities of a
man, as a person is fixed. It acts as a very serious action of functioning reflection and in-
ternal study of an objective reality. Consciousness unites all forms of study, cognition of a
man and his views. This is a special type of a man activity, product of man interactions
with an objective reality. In the process of activity every man feels the influence of objects,
events, and other people. In its turn, a man under the influence of these internal factors,
somehow, influences on the environment. A man not only in a certain established manner
is related to the objective reality, he, in contrast to animal is notionally belonged to his own
activity, in other words, to his own personal relation, objectively converted to the outside
world.

It should be noted that historical form of a man existence, approved the creation of
modern civilization, induced a great number of problems, requiring instant solutions. The
alteration of outmoded technological methods and outdated interaction mechanisms of a
person with nature take place in the historical process development of a man activity.
Adaptation interaction mechanisms mainly worked in the beginning of man history. A man
subordinated to the forces of nature, adapted to transformations, taking place in it, thus,
changing, his personal nature. Henceforth, according to development of productive forces
the utilitarian relation of a man became the predominant as in nature in general, so to the
other person, in particular. Modernity forms a question about transition to the new interac-
tion model, which is called co-evolution. The situation where mankind got, reflects and de-
termines the general crisis of person consumer view doctrine to natural and social re-
sources. Common sense forces a man to rethink and realize a sharp necessity of relations
harmonisation in the system “man-nature”. That is why rethinking of modernity global prob-
lems, reasons, interconnection and the ways of their resolving deserve special attention [2,
p. 31].

Relations aggravation in the system “society-nature” recently led human society to
the edge of ecological disaster. Lately in the present-day social study the modern level of
development is broadly characterized by this state, which is denoted by the concept “civili-

zational crisis” [3]. The special segment, which occupies ecological problems spectrum,
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appears to be the key component of civilizational crisis. In social science literature as in
domestic, so foreign, the given spectrum is analyzed from various points of view, and also
there is a great number of approaches, from the position of which study of ecological prob-
lem is realized. Under the presence of various estimations, ecological crisis in itself can be
interpreted as an objective violation in interaction system “man-nature”. The given violation
is expressed in serious anthropogenic pressure to biosphere, including planet population
increase, and depletion of natural resources, and also equilibration violation in natural en-
vironment.

Scientific and technical activity of a man has unlimited possibilities in nature organi-
zation case. But it can successfully realize them, without doing damage to nature, only
when possible boundaries are fulfilled in nature. It is important that scientific-and-
technological advance will be combined with thrifty attitude to natural resources, will not
lead to air and water pollution, earth attenuation. And there society, which is appealed to
rationally, scientifically organize metabolic process with nature, and taking the role of ulti-
mate arbitrator, maximally optimize mutual relations of a man with nature, providing their
balance, should come to the rescue. In reality, there is a great number of testimonies, how
a man, improving nature, corrected natural flow of processes. As a practice show, if a man
desires, using scientific and technique achievements, he can beneficially influence to na-
ture, actively deal with desert invasions, drain feverish swamps, create wind-belts, irrigate
and vegetate arid lands. Interaction method of a man and nature depends not only on
used activity tools, but on aims, which a man makes before him in his relations with natural
environment. These aims should proceed from the concept of nature management, consi-
dering harmonisation necessity of a man and nature interaction, humane and careful rela-
tion to it from the side of those, who cannot live without it. Harmony achievement in mutual
relations of a man with nature requires certain efforts. Harmony is a certain entity and
something easily achieved. Presence of fundamental contradictions between a man and
nature does not allow achieving of absolute harmony between them. However, if a man
desires to live happy and worthily he should strive to establishment of more or less harmo-
nious conformity between social and ecological aims and demands. Without including
harmonization mechanisms, natural environment will be irreversibly polluted and de-
stroyed, it will lose its ability to maintain available conditions of existence for civilizational
development of society. That is why a man should come to rescue nature with his tech-
nique, correct his mistakes, which induced and induce decline of environment quality. If
anthropogenic influence is connected with depressive impact of a man to nature, leads to
exhaustion of its resources, deforestation at big space, salinification and desertisation of
soils, number and species reduction of animals and plants, then such influence to envi-
ronment, leading to its destabilization and gradual degradation, undoubtedly, should be
overcome. Anthropogenic influence to environment can also be positive, when a man
strives to purposefully reproduce natural resources, reconstruct phreatic water reserves,
concerns with arboriculture, redamation at the place of natural resources elaboration [1, p.
228]

The question of philosophical research scientific part of ecological crisis is implicit,

especially in the aspect of productive approach to treatment of civilizational crisis founda-
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tions. Denoting the given approach as original unit, one can stop at the consideration of
ecological problems philosophical aspect, at questions, connected with study of key eco-
logical consciousness aspects formation. In this case we deal with using of concept “envi-
ronmentalism”, which is interpreted as an extensive and manifold philosophical, cultural
and political direction, relying on English word “environment”, denoting surrounding media.

Environmentalism generally represents a general-theoretical and worldview orienta-
tion, at the bottom of which is interaction of social foundations with life environment, and
manifests in various spheres of in philosophic studies. Environmentalism is also inter-
preted as movement for life environment quality. In social science literature the concept
environmentalism is traditionally divided into two conventional components. One speaks
about emphasizing of such elements as theoretical and worldview orientations and, vari-
ous movements of ecological character, practical sphere of environmentalism is meant.

It is necessary to note the fact that the problem, connected with alterations, taking
place in social, political and spiritual spheres of society has an important theoretical signi-
ficance, in other words alterations, which occur under the influence of tendency of ecologi-
cal problems emphasizing, taking the primary place in the given spheres. Philosophical
study of phenomenon, denoted by the term “environmentalism”, and obtained significant
spread in various spheres, in this context acquires topicality. Research of ecological prob-
lematic from the positions of philosophical anthropology and culture philosophy is condi-
tioned by the fact that environmental processes lead to transformation in the conscious-
ness sphere.

The modern stage of civilization is marked with formation of interdisciplinary dialogue
formatting tendency between domestic and foreign social science tradition of environmen-
talism research. Ecological problematics, by all means, should have philosophical groun-
ding, as under the conditions of formed ecological crisis it is closely connected with altera-
tion of worldview groundings. Thus, for instance, N.N.Moiseev introduced the term “eco-
logical imperative” into scientific circulation. [7] N.N. Moiseev significantly contributed to
the formation process of biosphere stability scientific models. He comes to the point that
necessity of ecological problematics philosophical grounding is mature. Also he denoted a
question about motivations, inducing all mankind to live according to laws, elaborated by
the modern science [4, p. 15]. Ecological problem has a great significance for tradition of
philosophical anthropology and culture philosophy, first of all it considers the systems of
worldview idea.

The opinion about the fact that from the point of view of philosophical anthropology
and culture philosophy ecological problematics attracts interest as some particular case of
more general system “artificial- natural” was formed in domestic tradition. The formation of
new rationality through perspective of ecological values, relations alteration in the system
“‘man-nature”, consciousness ecologization are purely the problems of philosophical cha-
racter. Thus A.N. Pavlenko in his article “Ecological crisis as pseudoproblem” notes that
“the subject of philosophical ecology is not the ecological situation itself, but those ontolog-
ical reasons, which can be detected under its analysis, as transformation revelation of
man being and being of the outside world points to morality transformation” [5, p. 71].
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From positions of environmentalism the survival question is placed in the new aspect
of results comprehension of ecological problems “understanding”. In other words, the
world in general, is understood, as possessed with predetermined aim. Ecological envi-
ronment is understood through the perspective of technogenic civilization as some victim,
as an object of utilitarian consciousness orientations use. Criticism of utilitarian approach
to the ecological environment is considered to be interesting. In the given case the com-
parison of utilitarian and environmental approaches, attracts attention especially in the at-
tempt of determination and specification of various movements, connected with the prob-
lems of ecological environment.

From the point of view of environmentalism the connections in such systems as pow-
er and environmental groups, social reality and “I” conception, technique and culture are
studied. Beyond environmentalism the integral understanding of the above mentioned
systems would be rather difficult. The topical issue is concluded in the fact that ecological
values were transformed in the values of the dominating worldview and the new culture. In
the given case the question is about overestimation of technogenic civilization values, and
about rejection from consumer attitude to the outside world.

Among political, social, economic, demographic and scientific, and also technical
global problems of modernity, relation ecological problems of a man, society and nature
stand apart, as they are considered to be intersocial. Prevention of scientific-and-
technological advance negative consequences, leading to biological degeneration of a
person, requires efforts of the whole world society. The global ecological crisis, generated
by the course of the previous social development, achieved an extraordinary acuity to the
beginning of XXI also by reason of extremely increased at the modern stage irregularity of
socioeconomic, political, scientific and technical, demographic, ecological and cultural de-
velopment of various states. United forces of all countries are required for the danger de-
termination of ecological disaster and solution of the current ecological problems. The giv-
en problems globality is determined by the fact that they somehow concern the whole hu-
manity and cannot be resolved independently from each other. The consistent ecological
crisis resolution presupposes establishment of harmonious relations between society and
nature, and also liquidation of social antagonisms. In Russia barbarous nature destruction
is connected with imperfection of social, legislative and economic base. However, they do
not commit the basic harm to nature. A man uses nature irrationally in virtue of excessive
consumption norms. The next motto should become the most universal principle of relation
to nature, man, to all live and inanimate: “One should not take, without returning”. The
modern consumer society is selfish and inhumane according to its essence, and towards
nature, and a man, as it deprives him of genuine, intellectual values. Thereby activation of
international activity, pointed to elaboration of general approaches to environment protec-
tion, to creation and the promptest implementation of its quality tests into practice, to de-
velopment of nature management juridical norms should be accompanied with revision of
traditional ecological theoretical positions and representations. Under the society transition
to co-evolution way of development, which is inevitable in the future, anthropocentric para-
digm of relations between man and nature should be gradually changed with ecocentric

system of beliefs [6, p. 149]
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Thus, the necessity of revelation and grounding of knowledge sphere, connected with
ecological problems and searching for the new worldview orientations from the positions of
philosophical anthropology and culture philosophy appeared in modern realias. The em-
phasizing of the new anthropic values predominantly influences on culture, science and
society in whole. The result of this influence is the impact of a man by means of culture
and science to surrounding reality and consequently the significant transformation of the
last one. Foreseeable future is fated to comprehension of ecological problematics, and es-
pecially, to the understanding process of human survival, in general. And this process in
the future will predominantly influence on the status of society and science in general that
in its turn will lead to designation of the new existence meaning and formatting of the new
axiological paradigm.
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