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these categories, he explores the theory of knowledge. Leibniz analyzes in detail the way of knowledge, which leads
philosopher to the truth. Leibniz comes from the identity of the subject and the object. The theory of the truth of
Leibniz’s original and has no analogues. It is impossible to study the philosophical model of truth, without regard to
its intellectual discovery. In the article the negative opinion of F. Schelling about the philosophical concept of Leibniz.
The author believes that Schelling was wrong, when he gave the philosophy of Leibniz negative characteristic. On
the contrary, Hegel was right when he wrote that the philosophy of Leibniz is very close to the understanding of the
true nature of the absolute.
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B crarbe 1oKa3bIBaeTCsl, 4TO CPeI BAXKHEHIINX TeM, pa3padaThIBAeMbIX YUSHBIMH JAHHOTO HAIPABIICHHSI, MOYKHO
BBIJICTIUTH SHKYJIBTYPALUIO; aHAIN3 3HAYEHUS AETCTBA JUIl 0COOCHHOCTEH (yHKIIMOHNPOBAHHUS B3POCIIOTO YEJIOBEKa;
creuupUYECKUi TUI TUYHOCTH, ONIPEACISIONINNA TUII KYJIBTYpHl. B TOM M WHOH cTeneHn ObUIH pacCMOTPEHBI YEeTHIpe
OCHOBHBIX I10/IX0/1a, KOTOPbIE NPHHSTO BBIACIATH BHYTPH IICUXOJOTHYECKONW aHTPOIOIOIHH: BO-IIEPBBIX, KOH(HUTYpa-
monanmcrckuid (P. benenukr, M. Mun); Bo-BTOpbIX, OCHOBHOH M MopansHO# nmuHocth (A. Kapaunep, P. JIunrow,
K. Tro0ya), B-TpeThux, HanuoHansHoro xapakrepa (K. Kimakxon, A. MHkesc); B-4eTBEPTHIX, KPOCC-KYIBTYPHBIH (JX.
Yurumr, P. Jle Bun). [lepBbie Tpu oaxoa OTHOCATCS K U3YYCHHUIO OTACTBHBIX KYJIBTYD, YeTBEPTHIH — K HCCIICTOBAHUIO
B3aMMOCBSI3H B CPaBHEHHH. B mporiecce aHann3a MBIIUIEHUS U AHCTBUI WHIMBHAA B YCIOBUSX PA3IHMYHOTO Kyilb-
TYPHOTO OKPY)XCHHUS, paMKax ICHXOJOTMYECKOW aHTPOIOJIOTHH 0c000e BHUMAHHE OBbLIO YAEJICHO TPaJULUOHHBIM
MEIUIMHCKUM [IPAKTUKAM, KOJIOTHYECKOM aHTPONOIOIHY, STHUYECCKONA UICHTUYHOCTH.
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In the paper we show that among the major themes developed by the scientists of this direction, we can distinguish
enculturation; analysis of the significance of the functioning of childhood for adults; specific personality type that
defines the type of culture. In varying degrees, considered four main approaches that are usually distinguished in
psychological anthropology: first, konfiguratsionalistsky (R. Benedict, Margaret Mead) and secondly the main and
modal personality (A. Kardiner, R. Linton, K. Dubois), and thirdly, the national character (C. Kluckhohn, A. Inkels),
and fourthly, cross-cultural (Uiting J., R. Le Vin). The first three approaches related to the study of individual cultures,
the fourth - to the study of the relationship in comparison. In an analysis of thought and action of the individual in a
different cultural setting, the framework of psychological anthropology, special attention was paid to the traditional
medical practices, ecological anthropology, ethnic identity.
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KoncTpynpoBanne KynbTypHOU M HAIIMOHATBEHOH HASHTHYHOCTH — caMasi aKTyallbHas Mpo0iieMa I'yMaHUTapHBIX
Hayk B Poccun. Ocoboe 3HadeHue [uis peuieHust 3Toil mpoOaeMbl UMeeT MOHITHE «Hauus». B coBpeMeHHO Hayke
HaKOIUICH OOJIBIION MaTepHall, CBI3aHHBII ¢ pa3padOTKOI ITHUYECKON NICHTHYHOCTH. DTHUUECKHE CBSI3H — OTO €CTe-
CTBECHHBIC U IIEPBUYHbIC COLUAIbHbBIEC CBA3U. POpMUPOBaHUE HALUKM — 3TO UCKYCCTBEHHBIH npouecc. Hanuu xapax-
TEpHBI 11 510X MojiepHa. COBpeMEHHBIE MCCIECAOBATENN CUNTAIOT, YTO 00A3aTENBHBIM YCIOBHEM (DOPMHPOBAHHMS
HaIlK SIBJIAETCS HaJMUKMe LEHTPAJIN30BaHHOTO rocyaapcTsa. bosblnoe 3HaueHNEe MMEET PaI[OHANIBHOE KOHCTPYHBA-
HHE TIOHATHS «HALUs». PannoHaabHOe KOHCTPYHUPOBAHUE MOHSITHUS «HAIMS ocyiiecTsiseT puiocodus. Poceniickas
¢unocodpus mMeeT GOIIBIIOIT OIBIT PAIIMOHAIBHOTO KOHCTPYHUPOBAHNUS BaYKHBIX MOHATHH. Benmkuii pycckuit gpurocod
Huxkonait Jlocckuit co3nan HOBOE MOHATHE «CYOCTaHIIMATBHBIHN AEATEIBY, KOTOPOE MOKHO PUMEHHUTH K COBPEMEHHOM
TEOPUHU POCCUNCKON HAIMHU.
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