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SOCIAL AND PHILOSOPHICAL ESSENCE AND CONTENT OF
THE CONCEPTS OF ENVIRONMENTAL RATIONALITY AND
RESPONSIBILITY

Abstract. This article examines the socio-philosophical foundations of the concepts of environmental
rationality and environmental responsibility in the context of the global environmental crisis of the 21st
century. It identifies key approaches to understanding environmental rationality as a historically evolving
form of interaction between humans, society, and nature. It establishes that modern environmental
rationality is formed based on the principles of sustainable development, humanistic values, and
environmental awareness. Environmental responsibility is determined to be a crucial mechanism for
regulating the relationship between society and the environment. The article examines the philosophical
and social aspects of environmental culture, as well as the influence of scientific and technological
progress on the transformation of environmental worldviews. The need to develop an environmentally
oriented mindset is substantiated as a prerequisite for the harmonious development of modern society and
the conservation of natural resources.
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Introduction. The 21st century is humans and nature. Modern civilization
characterized by increasing global has long developed based on an
environmental problems associated with anthropocentric model that views nature
environmental  degradation,  climate solely as a source of material resources.
change, depletion of natural resources, However, the  consequences  of
and disruption of the ecological balance. technological development have led to
In today's world, the environmental the emergence of global environmental
crisis has ceased to be solely a natural threats, necessitating a reconsideration of
problem and has become a major socio- existing value systems and principles of
philosophical challenge for humanity. society's interaction with the
This  necessitates a  theoretical environment [1, 2].
understanding of the concepts of A historical and philosophical
environmental rationality and analysis of the genesis of rationality
environmental responsibility as key allows us to identify several key stages
categories of modern philosophy and in its evolution:
social practice. — the ontological and ethical

The relevance of this study stems understanding of reason in the ancient
from the need to develop a new type of and classical traditions;

environmental thinking focused on
harmonizing the relationship between
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— transcendental-normative interpre-
tation in the philosophy of the Modern
Age;

— instrumental-bureaucratic rationa-
lizetion of the industrial era;

—  critical reflection and communi-
cative rethinking of reason in post-
classical philosophy;

—  the formation of post-non-classical
and ecological rationality in the face of
global risks and threats.

Of particular importance here is the
identification of the internal
contradictions of rationality: its dual
nature as a source of progress and
simultaneously a factor of ecological
instability. Ecological thinking does not
reject rationality, but transforms it,
imbuing it with new content-systematic,
an inter-generational perspective, value
reflection, and a focus on sustainability.

Thus, this section aims to identify
the historical logic of the transition from
classical reason to ecological thinking,
which allows us to consider ecological
rationality not as an accidental concept
of modernity, but as a natural result of
the evolution of philosophical thought
and social practice. Uncovering this
genesis creates a methodological basis
for further analysis of ecological
rationality as a value-normative category
and a social mechanism for sustainable
development.

Classical rationality as a type of
historical-philosophical thinking evolved
in a tradition where reason (logos / ratio
/ Vernier) is understood not as a specific
cognitive technique, but as a universal
principle: it simultaneously explains the
order of being, defines the criteria of true
knowledge, and serves as the normative
foundation of what is proper. In this
sense, "classical” is not a chronological
characteristic, but an orientation toward
reason as the measure of the world,
ensuring the unity of ontology,
epistemology, and ethics.

Already in ancient philosophy, the
thesis of man's natural orientation
toward knowledge was formulated.
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Aristotle opens Metaphysics with the
famous formula: "All men by nature
strive for knowledge.” This extreme
concentration of meaning defines the
fundamental ~ motif of classical
rationality: the pursuit of knowledge is
conceived as a natural and therefore
universal property of human existence.
For the analysis of the dissertation, it is
crucial that Aristotle's rationality is not
reduced to logical correctness or
computational efficiency: it is associated
with the comprehension of causes and
principles, that is, with the emergence of
thought in the direction of that which
orders and explains the world. This is
precisely why classical rationality of
antiquity  contains a  pronounced
metaphysical component: reason is
"connected™" with the structure of being,
and does not simply construct models.
The scientific novelty of this study lies
in its comprehensive socio-philosophical
analysis of the  concepts  of
environmental rationality and
environmental responsibility, as well as
in identifying their interrelationships in
contemporary society. Particular
attention is paid to the transformation of
rationality in a historical and cultural
context and the formation of an
environmental culture as the foundation
of sustainable development.

The aim of this study is to uncover
the socio-philosophical essence of
environmental rationality and
environmental responsibility, as well as
to determine their role in shaping a
modern environmental culture.

Research Conditions and
Methods. The methodological basis of
this study is comprised of socio-
philosophical, systemic, axiological, and
comparative historical approaches. The
study utilized methods of analysis and
synthesis, historical and philosophical
reconstruction, comparative analysis,
and generalization of scientific literature.
The research materials include the works
of Russian and foreign philosophers,
ecologists, sociologists, and cultural
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scientists., devoted to issues of
environmental awareness, sustainable
development, environmental ethics, and
rationality. Particular attention is paid to
concepts of environmental responsibility
developed within the framework of
modern ecological philosophy.

The study examines the main stages
of the evolution of rationality-from the
classical rationality of the modern era to
modern post-classical approaches
focused on environmental safety and the
sustainable development of society.
Environmental rationality is the rational
activity of humans in their interactions
with nature, based on reason, scientific
knowledge, and long-term interests. This
concept prioritizes the preservation of
ecological balance over economic or
technical gain.

Key Features of Environmental
Rationality. Ensuring Harmony between
Nature and Society Human activity must
comply with the laws of nature.
Understanding nature not as an
inexhaustible source of resources, but as

a habitat, is the foundation of
environmental rationality.
Rational Use of Resources. The

careful and economical use of water,
land, forests, and energy resources is an
important manifestation of
environmental rationality. Taking into
account the interests of future
generations

Along with meeting the needs of the
current generation, the principle of not
compromising the life and development
opportunities of future generations is of
great importance.

Research results. Rationality has
traditionally been viewed as one of the
most important characteristics of human
thought and action. In  modern
philosophy, rationality was associated
primarily with scientific knowledge,
technological progress, and the human
ability to transform the world around us.
However, industrial development and the
extensive use of natural resources have
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led to the emergence of serious

environmental problems.

Scientific and technological
advances, the "green economy,”
renewable  energy  sources, and

environmental technologies play a
significant role in solving environmental
problems.

The Concept of Environmental
Responsibility. Environmental
responsibility is the moral, legal, and
social responsibility of individuals,
society, and the state for preserving
nature, maintaining ecological balance,
and preventing environmental damage.
This concept is not limited to
compliance with laws but is also
associated with environmental culture
and moral consciousness.

Main Forms of Environmental
Responsibility. Personal responsibility is
the responsibility of each individual to
reduce waste, avoid polluting nature, and
conserve water and energy.

Social  responsibility is  the
compliance with environmental
standards by enterprises, organizations,
and public associations.

State responsibility is the
implementation of environmental policy,
improvement  of  legislation, and
strengthening of environmental
monitoring. Global responsibility is the
desire of states to jointly address
international environmental issues.

The Socio-political Essence
Environmental Rationality
Responsibility

The socio-political essence of these
concepts is determined by the formation
of new values in the relationship
between humans and nature.

1. Humanistic Essence

Ecological rationality requires that
individuals consider not only their own
interests, but also the interests of the
entire biosphere. This promotes the
development of environmental
awareness and environmental culture.

2. Moral Essence

of
and
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The foundation of environmental
ethics is the principle of inadmissibility
of harming nature and respect for all
living beings.

3. Social Essence

Environmental issues are directly
linked to the development of society,
healthcare, the economy, and security.
Therefore, environmental responsibility
becomes an important factor in social
stability.

4. Philosophical Essence

Ecological philosophy views
humans not as masters of nature, but as
an integral part of it. This approach
signifies a shift from anthropocentric
views to biocentric and ecocentric
thinking. Modern environmental
rationality represents a new form of
thinking based on the recognition of the
limited nature of natural resources and
the need to preserve the ecological
balance.  Unlike the technocratic
approach, which focuses solely on
economic  efficiency, environmental
rationality embraces the harmonious
interaction of humans and nature.

Environmental rationality includes
several interrelated components:

Awareness of the interdependence of
society and nature.

Recognition of the value of the
environment as the foundation of human
existence.

Development of  environmental
awareness and environmental culture.

Responsible use of natural resources.

Focus on the principles of
sustainable development.

Along with the development of
environmental rationality, the
importance of environmental
responsibility is growing. Environmental
responsibility is a system of moral, legal,
and social norms regulating human
relationships with nature and future
generations.

The research results show that
environmental responsibility is both
individual and collective in nature.
Individual responsibility manifests itself
in environmentally oriented behavior,
rational consumption of resources,
compliance with environmental
standards, and the development of
environmental awareness. Collective
responsibility is realized through the
activities of the state, international
organizations, and public institutions.

An important element of

environmental responsibility is
environmental  culture, which s
developed through education,

upbringing, and the dissemination of
environmental values. Environmental
culture promotes a humanistic attitude
toward nature and the development of an
environmentally friendly lifestyle.

The table presents the main characteristics of environmental sustainability and
environmental responsibility

Indicator Environmental sustainability Environmental responsibility
Main content Rational interaction between Awareness consequences
society and nature of environmental impacts
Objective: Maintaining ecological balance | Objective: Maintaining ecological
balance Preventing environmental
threats
The main Sustainable development Moral and social responsibility.
principle
Social Formation of environmental Regulation of environmental
significance thinking behavior
Practical Rational use of natural resources | Compliance with environmental
manifestation standards
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The study's findings demonstrate
that environmental sustainability and
environmental responsibility are
complementary concepts. Their unity
ensures  the  formation of an
environmentally sustainable model of
social development

Discussion of Research Results.
The findings confirm that environmental
rationality is a crucial element of the
modern socio-philosophical paradigm.
Unlike classical rationality, which is
primarily focused on the technological
transformation of the world,
environmental rationality is based on the
principles of the coevolution of man and
nature.

Modern researchers note that the
environmental crisis is a consequence
not only of economic or technological
factors, but also of the crisis of values in
modern  civilization [3,4]. The
dominance of consumer behavior, the
pursuit of endless economic growth, and
insufficient attention to the
environmental consequences of human
activity have led to the destruction of
natural ecosystems. In this regard, the
development of environmental
responsibility as a moral principle of
social development is of particular
importance. Environmental response-
bility presupposes an awareness of one's
role in preserving the environment and
the future of humanity.

It should be noted that
environmental responsibility is closely
linked to the development of
environmental education and upbringing.
Education contributes to the formation of
an environmental worldview based on a
respectful attitude toward nature and an
understanding of the need for sustainable
development.

International cooperation plays a key
role in the  development  of
environmental  rationality.  Modern
environmental problems are global in
nature, and their solution requires the
combined efforts of governments, the
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scientific community, and international
organizations.

Thus, environmental sustainability
and environmental responsibility are not
only theoretical concepts but also
essential conditions for ensuring a
sustainable future for humanity.

Conclusion. The study established
that environmental rationality and
environmental responsibility are key
categories in contemporary social and
philosophical thought. Environmental
rationality represents a new worldview
focused on the harmonious interaction of
society and nature, the rational use of
natural resources, and the preservation of
ecological balance.

It has been determined that
environmental responsibility is a crucial
mechanism for regulating the
environmental behavior of individuals
and society. It encompasses the moral,
social, and legal aspects of human
attitudes toward the environment and
future generations.

It has been established that the
development of an environmental culture
and environmental awareness is a
necessary condition for the sustainable
development of modern society. In
today's environment, environmental
rationality and environmental
responsibility must form the basis of
public policy, the education system, and
social values. Environmental rationality
and environmental responsibility are
essential social and philosophical
concepts essential for the sustainable
development of humanity. They elevate
human attitudes toward nature to a new
level, promoting the preservation of
ecological balance, the rational use of
natural resources, and a sense of
responsibility to future generations. In
modern society, the development of
environmental awareness and
environmental culture is a priority for
every individual, society, and state.

In our opinion, the key feature of
environmental  rationality is  its
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coordinating function. In the context of
increasingly complex social systems and
global interdependence, traditional forms
of rationality are becoming fragmented
and insufficient. Environmental
rationality acts as an intersect oral and
interdisciplinary coordination
mechanism capable of integrating
economic, social, and environmental
parameters into a unified development
strategy. In this sense, it functions as a
meta-regulator, guiding the system's
development toward sustainability.

Of particular importance is its role in
transforming  development  criteria.
Environmental rationality redefines the

very understanding of progress, shifting
the emphasis from quantitative growth to
qualitative parameters of viability and
balance. In our view, this is precisely its
civilization significance: it creates a new
normative matrix in which sustainability
becomes the primary guideline for social
development.

The practical significance of this
research lies in the potential use of its
results in the development of
environmental education programs, the
formulation of environmental policy, and
the further study of the philosophical
aspects of the interaction between
society and nature.
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3.A. AGayasuMoBa
[TpaBooxpanureasHas AkadeMist Pecriybanka Ysbexncran, 3aBeaytoras Kadespoit
CornaapHO-TYyMaHUTapHBIX HayK, 40KTOp ¢puaocodpum (PhD), sonenr,
TamkenT Y3beknucrad

COIIMAABHO-®UMA0COPCKAS CYITHOCTDH M COAEP)KAHUE KOHIIEITII
DKOAOTUYECKOV PAIIVIOHAABHOCTU 1 OTBETCTBEHHOCTH

Annoranusa B crathe paccMoTpeHBI cOIMaabHO-PUAOCOPCKIE OCHOBAHM: KOHIIEIIITIA
DKOAO0TMYECKONi paliiOHaAbHOCTH U DKOAOTMYECKON OTBETCTBEHHOCTH B YCAOBMX I100aAbHOTO
sKoaormyeckoro kpmsuca XXI Beka. BplsgBAeHBI OCHOBHBIE IIOAXOALI K TIOHMMAaHMIO
DKOAO0TMYECKOli pallMOHaAbHOCTY KaK MCTOPMYECKM M3MeHsIomelics: GOpMbl B3aMOAIICTBIA
Jel0BeKa, oOOIIecTBa M IPHUPOABL. YCTaHOBAEHO, YTO COBpPEMeHHas DKOAOTHYecKas
palMoHaAbHOCTE  pOpMUpPYeTCsl  Ha
T'YMaHMCTIUYECKUX LIeHHOCTel U DKOAOTMYecKoro cosHaHms. OnpeseseHo, 4TO DKOAOTMYecKast
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OCHOBE IIPpMHONIIOB yCTOﬁ‘H/IBOFO Ppa3BuTn,
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OTBETCTBEHHOCTb BBICTYIIae€T Ba>KHENIIINM MeXaHM3MOM peryAMpOoBaHUsA OTHOIIEHUI MeXXAY
OOIIIecTBOM I OKpYyKalomieli cpeaoit. PaccMorpensr ¢guaocodpckue u coumaabHbIe acHeKThI
DKOJAOTUYECKON KyABTYpBl, a TaKXXe BAMAHME HAydHO-TEXHMYECKOTO IIporpecca Ha
TpaHcpopMalIMIO  DKOAOTMYECKOTO  MHUpoBo33peHUs.  OOocHOBaHA  HEOOXOAMMOCTD
popMUpOBaHIS  DKOAOTMYECKM OPUEHTHMPOBAHHOTO TUIIA  MBIIIAEHUS KaK  YCAOBMS
rapMOHIYHOTO Pa3BUTII COBPEMEHHOIO 00OIIeCTBa ¥ COXpaHeHIs IPUPOAHBIX PeCyPCOB.
KaroueBble caoBa: »KoaoImyeckas palyOHAaAbHOCTB, DKOAOTMYECKAs OTBETCTBEHHOCTD,
DKOJAOTMYECKOe CO3HaHMe, 9DKOAOIMYecKas KyAbTypa, YCTONYMBOE pasBUTHE, IIPUPOAA,
00111ecTBO, r100aAbHBI DKOAOTMYECKIIT KPUBIC, IIPUPOJHBIE PECYPCEL

3.9. AGayasumoBa
OsbexcraH Pecriy0amKacel KYKBIK KOPFay akazeMMUsIChl, OAeyMeTTiK-TyMaHUTapAbIK FLABIMAAp
KadeapacbHBIH MeHrepymici, praocodpnst goxropsr (PhD), gonenrt,
Taimnkent, O30exkcran

SKOA0I'MSAABIK ¥TBIMABIABIK ITEH JKAYAITKEPIIIAIK
TYKbIPBIMAAMA AAPBIHBIH, OAEYMETTIK-®UAOCOPUAABIK MOHI MEH
MA3MYHBbI

AnnpoTranusa. Makaaaga XXI raceIipAblH >JKahaHABIK DKOAOIMABIK AaFAapbICH XKaFAaiibIHAA
DKOAOTUAABIK YTBHIMABIABIK TI€H ®DKOAOTUAABIK >KayalKepIIidiK Ty>KbIpbhIMJaMaAapbIHbIH
92eyMeTTiK-P1A0CcoPUAABIK, HeTidgepi KapacTBIpLIAFaH. DKOAOTUAABIK YTBIMABIABIKTEL ajaM,
KOFaM >KoHe TaOMFaT apachlHJarbl e3apa opekerrecyain Tapuxm esrepeTiH Typi peTiHAe
TYCiHyAlH Herisri Tociagepi aHbikTaaAabl. Kasipri 9KOAOTMAABIK YTBIMABIABIK TYPaKThl AaMy,
T'YMaHUCTIK KYHABIABIKTap >K9HE DKOAOTUAABIK CaHa MPUHLIMIITEPi HEridiHAe KaAbIIITacaTbIHbI
aHBIKTaAAbl. DKOAOIMAABIK >KayallKepINidik KOraM MeH KoOpIlaraH oOpTa apachbIHAAFbl
KaTbIHaCTapAbl pPeTTeyAiH MaHBI3Abl TeTiri eKeHi aHBIKTaAAbl. DKOAOTMAABIK MoJeHUEeTTiH
PpuaocoPpuaabIK KoHe 2AeyMeTTIK acrekrizepi, COHAal-aK FBLABIMU-TEXHUKAABIK IIPOTPeCTiH
DKOAOTUAABIK AYHUETaHBIMHBIH ©3repyiHe acepi KapacToipblaaabl. Kasipri KoraMHBIH yilaeciMai
AaMybl MeH TaOUFM pecypcTapapl cakTay IMIapThl peTiHAe DKOAOIVAABIK OarjdapAaHfaH oliaay
TYPiH KaABIITaCTBIPY KasKeTTiAiri Heri3geareH.

Tyiisai cesaep:  DKOAOIVIABIK  YTBIMABIABIK,  DKOJAOTMAABIK — >KayaIlKepIIiJik,
DKOAOIMAABIK CaHa, DKOAOTMAABIK MIJeHMeT, TYpakKThl JaMy, Taburar, koraMm, JKahaHABIK
DKOAOTMAABIK AaF4apbIC, TAOMEN pecypcTap.
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