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Kolisnyk, O.V. Paradigmatic changes in American philosophy in the second half of XX st
Performed historical and philosophical analysis of the paradigms changes in American philosophy in the 

second half of the twentieth century, which de  ne characteristics of the modern philosophical discourse in U.S.A.
Key words: non–traditional forms of rationality, morality, sociocultural paradigms, self–identi  cation.
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Krivosheya, T. . Nonclassical educational model: education in culture and education culture
Study the problem of cultural mechanisms of education in the context of anthropological theories. It is proved 

that the task of forming a system of education in the non–classical humanitarian discourse is replaced by the task 
of understanding the image of man, the relevant inquiries culture. Anthropological focus on the issue of education 
shifts the emphasis from the study of phenomena on the pedagogical concept of man as the subject of culture.

Key words: culture, education, aesthetic education.
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