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YEJOBEYECKOE B YEJIOBEKE
(ITponeroMeHs! K aHTPOIMIOJIOT MM MOPAIIH)

Paccmampusaemcs npobnema c6oeobpasus MopaibHO20 pecyiuposanus 6 ceeme KpUmuKu
PAYUOHATUCMUYECKUX — KOHYenyuil Mopanu. B eudy Heycmpamumvlx  npomugopequtl
NAHPAYUOHATTUCICKOU MPAouyuu U aHmMponoyeHmpumMa 6 dmuke 6 cmamve npeonazaemcs
YYBCMBEHHO-OIMOYUOHAbHAA U COYUOYEHMPUCTCKAA — MPAKMOBKA — MOPAIbHO20 — 000pa,
MOPANbHOU  HOPMbL U MOPATbHOU peeyisyuu. Bonpeku cyObekmusucmckomy HnOHUMAHUIO
Mopanu, Komopoe pacmeopsem MOopaib 80 8Cex UOAX Uel08e4ecKoll 0esimelbHOCMU, 8 OaGHHOU
cmamve npeomMem MOPANbHO20 De2YIUPOBAHUS OSPAHUYUBAEMCA MAKUMU  KOHGIUKMamu
unmepecos, paspeuienue KOmopuvlx RPoUcXooum nymem 0eCKopbiCMmHO20 CAMONOACEPMBOBAHUS.
Pacnosnasanue uyscozo unmepeca npoucxooum nocpeocmeom ynoooOaIeHUs. U CONEPeHCUBAHUS
UHOUBUOA C NOMOWBIO HPABCTNBEHHBIX YY8CME U HPABCMEEHH020 paccyoka. MopanbHvle uyecmeo
0obpa u 31a 6bpaACMAOM U3 UYYBCMBEHHO20 0000ujeHUs U IMOYUOHATbHOU AOCMPaKyuu
VMUAUMAPHO-I20UCMUYECKO20 000pa U 314 U NPOMUBONOCMABIAIOMCA NOCIeOHUM 8 npoyecce
HAXOHCOEHUsI CRPABEONUBOU HOPMbL - 2PAHUYbL HPABCMBEHHO20 CAMONONCEPMBOBAHUS TUYHBIM
uUHmepecomM 6 Noab3y uyKHco2o Ul obujecmeennozo. Ilosmomy HpascmeenHvle uyecmea
UHOUBUOOM  OCO3HAIOMCSI  KAK  HPABCMBEHHble  HOpMbl,  KOMOopble  CaMOCMOAMeNbHO
VCMAHABIUBAIOMCSL UHOUBUOOM Ol KANCO020 KOHKPEMHO20 KOH@IUKMA UHMeEpPecos npu
Yenosuu  c80600bl  MOPANIMHO20 6bl0Opa. B maxoiu mpanckpunyuu MOpanibHulll  8b100p
NOHUMAEMCS He KAK 86100 6 PAMKAX MPAOUYUOHHO20 NPOMUBONOCMABAEHU 000pa U 314, d KAK
HKOOX00UMOe yclogue onpeoeneHusi CHpasedugoll Mepbl  CAMONONCEPMBOBAHUS  UTU
VCMAHOBIeHUs/NO3ZHANHUS KOHKPEMHOU HPABCMBEHHOU HOPMbL 6HYMPU MOPAIbHO20 000pa.

Kniouesvie cnoea: mopanvuvlii unmepec, MOpPANbHAS HOPMA, MOPAIbHOE HYE8CMBO,
YHOOOOIeHue, conepedcusanue, MOpalbHas pe2yiayusl.
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The problem of originality of moral regulation in the light of criticism of rationalistic
concepts of morality is considered. In view of the irrecoverable contradictions of the pan-
nationalist tradition and anthropocentrism in ethics, the article proposes a sensual-emotional
and sociocentric interpretation of moral goodness, moral norms and moral regulation. Contrary
to the subjective understanding of morality, which dissolves morality in all human activities, in
this article the subject of moral regulation is limited to such conflicts of interests, the resolution
of which occurs through selfless sacrifice. Recognition of another's interest occurs through the
likening and empathy of the individual with the help of moral feelings and moral reason. The
moral sense of good and evil grow from sensual emotional generalization and abstraction to the
utilitarian-egoistic good and evil are opposed and the latter in the process of finding an
equitable rules - the boundaries of moral self-sacrifice personal interest in favor of another or
public. Therefore, the moral feelings of the individual are recognized as moral norms, which are
independently established by the individual for each specific conflict of interest, subject to the
freedom of moral choice. In this transcription, moral choice is not understood as a choice within
the framework of the traditional opposition of good and evil, but as a necessary condition for
determining a fair measure of self-sacrifice or the establishment/knowledge of a specific moral
norm within the moral good.
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