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Abstract: Aims: The purpose of the article is to highlight the anthropological dilemmas of 

contemporary philosophy related to the establishment of the information society. The global, local, and 

individual dimensions of informatization are projected onto modern human, which leads to his/her new 

positioning in the scientific and worldview picture of the world. The task of scientific research is to 

concretise the anthropological dilemmas of our time that are caused by information and technological 

transformations in society, namely: autonomy-dependence, traditionalism-innovation, and security-

risk. Methodology: When the key research question is a dilemma, the most appropriate methodological 

philosophical approach is the dialectic one. It is based on the search for the truth of knowledge or 

conditions of development through contradictions and confrontations. At the same time, the entire 

arsenal of general scientific methods is also mostly oriented towards the dialectical format of research, 

actualising elements of comparative analysis, comparison, and modelling in the person interpretation 

in the current information and technological space. Results: The results of the article determine the 

dominance of pragmatic dimensions of efficiency in almost all anthropological dichotomies proposed in 

the study. Information and technology form a digital holistic system where the elimination of human-

dimensional elements from the existential, epistemological, and axiological segments of the worldview 

paradigm of our time is initiated. Scientific Novelty: The scientific novelty of the study emphasises that 

classical anthropological constants such as autonomy, security, style, and traditions acquire 
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contradictory characteristics in the permanent information and digital process of society development. 

Conclusion: Philosophy, by maintaining a constant methodological balance at the level of: contradiction-

unity, makes another (in the cultural and historical dimension) attempt to resolve the problem of human 

positioning in the context of the dynamic development of a new type (in this case, a global information 

and technological) society.  

Keywords: social philosophy, worldview paradigm, modern scientific picture of the world, 

anthropological dichotomy, information society, globalization, information, and technological era. 

Introduction 

Cultural and historical progress has shaped the corresponding types of society. Since the time of 

scientific and technological progress, 4 stages of social development have been distinguished. Industries 

1.0, 2.0, 3.0, and 4.0 clearly defined the roles of each of the elements of the world order. Anthropological 

topics were the dominant theme in all periods, subordinating other elements in one way or another. 

Under such conditions, anthropological dilemmas were of a purely internal human nature. However, the 

intensity of globalisation processes has gradually integrated the external factor into anthropological 

contradictions, intensifying them in real time, while giving hope for their resolution in the future. 

The information factor has actually become the driving force behind the individual and social 

transformations of our time. Kodirov (2021) defines information as a factor of historical competition. 

Such a philosophical understanding of the role of a new worldview element creates a number of 

dilemmas that people face. The contradictions are ontological, cognitive, and value-based, covering all 

areas of individual and social development. The contradictions surrounding human existence have 

always been relevant in different cultural and historical epochs. The modern information age brought 

forward new tools that fuel these contradictions, giving new meanings to anthropological dilemmas. The 

information age of the twenty-first century is permeated with anthropological guidelines of 

competitiveness and creativity, which are the basis for the society’s development (Malik, 2019). 

Given the total impact of information technology on social development, the issue of influence and 

control over information is becoming more relevant (Ayodele, 2020). However, modern civilization is 

increasingly immersed in realities where humans are unable to fully regulate the system they have 

created. This state of affairs significantly deepens anthropological contradictions that take on new 

manifestations and are fuelled by the interactivity of digital space. 

Research Problem 

The research problem of the article is focused on anthropological contradictions specifications 

that are characteristic of the modern information society. Among the fundamental anthropological 

dilemmas, the study selects certain elements of the philosophical and anthropological discourse that has 

been most influenced by information technology transformations, namely: autonomy-dependence, 

tradition-innovation, and security-risk. The anthropological issues of autonomy, security, style, and 

traditions in the cultural and historical context have received new components of influence in the form 

of the information technology format. The information society is dynamically developing, striking with 

its scale and transience, which requires new approaches from the scientific and philosophical 

community to position the role of the human and the status of all anthropological concepts in the 

worldview paradigm. 

Research Focus 

The focus of the study characterises the process of projecting new scientific and ideological 

guidelines of an information technology nature onto a person. In fact, anthropological dilemmas have 
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not changed, remaining fundamental human problems for many centuries. However, the socio-cultural 

space where anthropological dilemmas acquire new features that require philosophical and scientific 

interpretation has dramatically changed. 

Research Aim and Research Questions 

The purpose of this research is to provide a philosophical interpretation of anthropological 

contradictions that take on new meanings in modern information society. Anthropological dilemmas 

are in nature individual, social, and global and determine the human elements of civilizational 

development. The objective of the study is to highlight the following components of philosophical and 

anthropological dilemmas of the information society: 

 existential aspects of anthropological contradictions caused by fundamental shifts in the 

interpretation of the human status (intellectual, physiological), which is cantered in the information 

technology space; 

 gnoseological elements of anthropological dilemmas fuelled by innovative information-

technological transformations of human cognitive activity in the modern scientific paradigm; 

 axiological principles of anthropological contradictions, which receive new guidelines based on 

the information and technological interpretation of the standardisation of material and spiritual values. 

Literature Review/Theoretical Overview 

During the twentieth century, philosophical and anthropological ideas occupied an important 

niche in the philosophical and scientific discourse. The question of human was no longer considered 

linearly but with pronounced conceptual problems of not only existential but also practical (cognitive 

and value) nature. The American anthropological school proposed a systematic approach to 

philosophical anthropology (Maskovsky, 2013). The advantage of such a philosophical and 

anthropological interpretation is the format of integrity in which anthropological dilemmas are 

considered. That is, when considering the issue of autonomy, the problems of dependence are 

automatically actualised; the concept of anthropological security immediately raises the issue of risks 

for humans. 

Jasanoff (2021) emphasises the role of the information technology factor in the process of 

debunking the idea of human exclusivity in the world order. It is pointed out that the anthropocentric 

principles characteristic of the positivist model of science and philosophy deepened the contradictions 

of anthropological dichotomies. When human dominance is removed from the basis of the worldview 

paradigm, a new process of philosophical and anthropological discourse begins, which consists in 

interpreting the coexistence of the human with other elements of the world order. In this context, 

anthropological contradictions are positioned in a completely different way. Contemporary 

philosophical and anthropological research “is aimed at finding alternative frameworks of thinking to 

anthropocentrism (new materialism, speculative realism, process ontology)” (Petrykivska, 2021). 

Chernilo (2021), in his study on the anthropological risks of the future, identifies not just one 

globalisation process that encompasses modern society, but a number of globalisation effects that 

directly change the course of civilizational progress. One of these fundamental elements of a global 

nature is information development, which determines the level of intensity of anthropological 

contradictions in scientific or philosophical life. Along with the philosophy of science or the philosophy 

of technology, a new branch of philosophy is being established - the philosophy of information (Sicart, 

2019). The dynamism and scale of information and technological development creates the need for new 

philosophical tools that will reinterpret anthropological contradictions, which are also increasing in 
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number. Therefore, philosophy's response to the growth of anthropological problems of the information 

society should be symmetrical. 

Scientific research emphasises the need to rethink the inherited content of human experience 

(Sokolovskyi et al., 2021). The reason for this change in philosophical and interpretive activity is the 

new information principles of building a modern society. It is obvious that the old philosophical and 

anthropological positioning in philosophy is impossible. If scientific and technological progress, which 

became the basis for the formation of Society 4.0 with the supremacy of human elements, Society 5.0, 

which is in the process of formation, is gradually moving away from these guidelines. As a result, the 

philosophical and anthropological topics are completely transformed. 

Information technologies belonging to Industry 4.0 have become fundamental mechanisms for 

socio-philosophical research in the modern science (Aquilani et al., 2020). Sattorovich (2020) 

emphasises that every cultural and historical phenomenon (whether a process or a phenomenon) 

modifies the social development. The information society can undoubtedly be interpreted as a socio-

cultural phenomenon. This status of information (which is significantly reinforced by another 

phenomenon of technologisation) leads to its ability to carry out fundamental transformations in 

society. 

Research Methodology  

General Background  

A number of general scientific and general philosophical methods were used in the study. Among 

the scientific and practical methodologies, it is worth highlighting the analysis (the primarily 

comparative analysis). This approach makes it possible to consider the status of the information 

technology factor on both sides of the anthropological dilemma. Modelling with the help of forecasting 

allows predicting the ability of the society of the future not only to state anthropological contradictions 

but also to effectively resolve them. Philosophical and scientific methods allow exploring and 

understanding anthropological dichotomy nature. Particularly, phenomenology interprets 

philosophical and anthropological contradictions on behalf of the first person (i.e., a person) (Pedersen, 

2020). This methodological format allows interpreting the information impact on individual and social 

consciousness. Ultimately, information technologies transform not only external elements but also 

modify the role and status of a person in the system of the socio-cultural paradigm.  

Philosophy defines structuralism as one of the methods of overcoming the problematic nature of 

anthropological dilemmas (Doja, 2020). Information technology is capable of expressing human 

elements (Neyrat, 2022). This ability contributes to the possibility of systematic analysis of 

anthropological structures by information systems. If considering the prospects of anthropological 

philosophical ideas in the context of informatization and technologisation, the concept of a 

transhumanist attempt to improve the human being, which consists in the modernisation of the human 

body and mind (and ideally the soul), comes to the fore (Benedikter, 2020). 

The information society of the future will try to actualise interdisciplinary discourse in solving 

anthropological problems (Rotger et al., 2019). If nowadays interdisciplinary connections are mostly 

used in certain knowledge clusters, in the future, due to information development, this methodological 

approach will be expanded in order to include the interaction of humanities, natural sciences, and 

technology. Although the current study does not use interdisciplinarity to solve anthropological 

dilemmas, it is noted that this approach is the future of philosophical and anthropological discourse. 
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Data Analysis  

The basis of multiculturalism in modern civilization is the formation of intercultural bases, for 

which information and digital technologies are the only source (Watts et al., 2022). The scientific data 

is an important strategic resource in the age of big data (Henneberg et al., 2021). Effective management 

and widespread dissemination are key ways able to increase the value of scientific data resources. 

Thanks to information and digital technologies, new opportunities for philosophical and 

anthropological discourse are emerging. Particularly, in the issue of human freedom, it is already 

possible not only to regulate the principles of autonomy from the outside world but also to monitor their 

observance and monitor transformations. 

It is worth noting that the information society actualises the algorithmisation of all processes that 

take place in it (Goldberg, 2019). If earlier the source of information and knowledge for anthropological 

dilemmas was naturally spontaneous or human-organised elements, now automated data collection 

algorithms are being offered. Thus, information technology resources are being reoriented from a purely 

auxiliary tool to an independent format for studying the anthropological contradictions of our time.  

Research Results  

The results of the study point to a new model of philosophical understanding of anthropological 

dilemmas in modern information society. The new paradigm involves the interpretation of 

philosophical contradictions in the context of information technology resources use that significantly 

deepen the ability to understand the nature of the anthropological dilemma. The information that 

becomes the basis of knowledge and competencies allows for a more objective assessment of the various 

manifestations of anthropological guidelines for a modern person, society, or civilization as a whole.   

Melnyk et al. (2022) emphasise that the humanistic paradigm has not been reoriented. The 

information society has somewhat transformed humanistic constants, which has led to a change in the 

content of anthropological dilemmas. Information society 4.0 has received new tools for human 

research. Artificial intelligence or 3D images of the human body are the most striking examples of the 

fact that the consideration of physiological or intellectual qualities of a person is considered not in the 

traditional format, but in terms of modelling the human essence (Smith & Hirst, 2019). The socio-

cultural manifestation of modern information and digital technologies is expressed in the impact on 

democracy, human rights, freedom of choice, etc. Under such conditions, the quantitative indicators of 

anthropological dilemmas will only increase. At the same time, the level of resolution of existing 

anthropological contradictions will also increase, as information and technology allow getting answers 

to questions that have not yet been resolved by science. The role of society is to protect people from 

losing their humanity (Shirley, 2020). For anthropological contradictions, this purpose is relevant, as it 

allows the formation of certain reference dimensions that become a guide for potential dichotomous 

confrontations. 

The impact of information technology tools is in the form of a combination of collection, 

dissemination, and processing of information flows (Dattatreyan & Marrero-Guillamón, 2019). Such 

information preparation determines the balance in anthropological dilemmas. Thanks to the integrity 

of information, a person is aware of the problems of the concept of freedom, cultural traditions, security 

issues, and other. 

The results of the study are highlighted in the most common philosophical and anthropological 

dilemmas of the information society (see Table 1).  
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Table 1 

Features of modern anthropological dilemmas in the information age 

Contemporary philosophy anthropological 

dilemmas  

The impact of the information technology factor 

on modern human dichotomies 

autonomy-dependence information and technologies have an ambiguous 

human-dimensional positioning since they 

simultaneously provide people with 

opportunities both to acquire the status of 

autonomous being and form practical and 

everyday prerequisites for dependence on 

sociocultural laws 

safety-risk the modern information society multiplies 

quantitative and qualitative indicators of 

anthropological contradictions, that, in turn, 

determine the principles of human security and 

the threats it faces 

traditionalism-innovation the correlation between tradition and innovation 

is a key human problem of the information 

society since the ICT segment introduces an 

imbalance in the fundamental anthropological 

socio-cultural attitudes 

Source: author‘s own development  

The anthropological dilemma of autonomy and dependence of the human dimension is traditional 

for any cultural and historical epoch and all the factors that accompanied it. Information has become a 

prerequisite for the formation of both a new format and a new content of human elements. Globalisation 

has become a prerequisite for the creation of global citizenship and a multicultural environment (Torres 

& Bosio, 2020). An anthropologically oriented environment is inferior to socially oriented elements, 

losing its autonomy. 

The cultural universalisation (deepened by total informatization) of the global world at the turn 

of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries gave rise to cosmopolitanism, which, in addition to cultural, 

also received a philosophical interpretation (Werbner, 2020). The formation of the concept of a “world 

citizen” has somehow influenced the autonomy-dependence relationship for the modern man. The 

levelling of cultural self-identification has negatively affected the principles of human independence 

from external social factors. While cultural studies examine the consequences of such a transformation, 

philosophy investigates the cause and nature of such a socio-anthropological reorientation. 

In the modern world, an important issue is devoted to the mechanisms of influence and protection 

of cultural identity (Anheier, 2020). For philosophical and anthropological discourse, this issue is 

important in the context of interpreting anthropological dilemmas. Particularly, the ratio of human 

autonomy and dependence directly depends on the degree of cultural self-determination. Information 

plays a key role in this process, as a person who has knowledge has a much better chance of self-

identification. ICTs are a mechanism for the development of self-organising processes that are 

potentially able to provide the desired human autonomy even in today's dynamic global world. 
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Garvey (2019), considering the practical application of the artificial element in his work, 

determines the level of technology's impact on human autonomy in the modern world. A simple 

pragmatic answer to a rather complex question is given: the use of artificial intelligence in the 

commercial segment makes people more dependent, while the use of AI in projects aimed at creating 

public goods ensures human autonomy from external social or global influences.  

Information technology tools are a new practice-oriented space where the concepts of “security” 

and “threats” form their anthropological evidence. Wang & Wu (2020) point out that “security is a 

central dimension of contemporary discussions on human health, loss prevention, environmental 

protection, sustainability, and cleaner production”. Floridi (2020) sees the prospects of civilization in 

combining the “blue colour” of technology with the “green colour of ecology”. This approach is intended 

to solve the problem of priority in human transformative activity. Almost all cultural and historical 

achievements of humans determine their impact (minimal or maximum) on the environment. This is 

how the key issue for the existential existence of a person is formed - the issue of security. If a person 

harmonises the conditions of coexistence with the outside world (nature, space, the Universe), a safe 

environment is provided for the further development of man and civilization.  

The information technology segment has repeatedly acted as a factor that potentially (for the 

global civilization dimension) and actually (in individual and social manifestations) becomes a threat to 

security. The issue of security is traditionally considered a fundamental problem of social development. 

In all previous social formations, mechanisms were developed to regulate relations between people and 

states and to establish socio-cultural safeguards against global risks that posed an existential threat. 

Modern society 4.0 actively involves information resources in the system of preventive tools designed 

to prevent existential crises (Aldabbas et al., 2020). At the same time, technologies are developing so 

rapidly that the problem of the uncontrolled ICT segment is becoming more and more relevant. As a 

result, society has faced a paradoxical situation of anthropological security. Information technology 

tools ensure the security of individuals and society at the practical and every day (in the philosophical 

sense - value) level but are a threat in the global (philosophical and existential) dimension. 

In general, the information age of the twenty-first century is characterised by the 

multidimensionality of all processes, so the pluralism (rather than the usual dualism) of anthropological 

dilemmas is not unusual in the modern worldview paradigm. The successes of the information society 

are bordered and alternated with threats arising from the introduction of innovative technologies 

(Sobirova, 2022). 

The study emphasises that ICT resources have not only a practice-oriented impact on 

anthropological dimensions but also a theoretical and ideological one. Particularly, the principle of 

“freshness” of information in the human-dimensional problems of modern society is noted (Abd-

Elmagid et al., 2019). Information updates the data virtually online that contributes to the dynamism of 

considering anthropological contradictions. For example, the dilemma of the relationship between 

tradition and innovation under stable socio-cultural conditions determines the dominance of 

fundamental human principles. When information support for innovative development is involved, this 

trend becomes a priority in the worldview paradigm.    

Postmodernism in modern philosophy was somewhat ahead of its time, as the ideas of destroying 

the traditional foundations of human existence were considered futuristic prospects at the end of the 

twentieth century (Berglund, 2007). The real innovative force that led to global transformations in 

human life and the functioning of society was the information technology space. In fact, postmodern 

principles have described everything that is happening now in the socio-cultural environment. The 

anthropological dilemma of tradition and innovation in the information society has an obvious priority 
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of the innovation component. Information and technology are in fact an example of a radical 

transformation of epistemological attitudes. And in the case of the axiological cluster, ICT resources play 

the role of tools that enable transformations and changes. Tataru (2019) emphasises the need to 

preserve the fundamental “human” while actively introducing innovative elements. 

The scientific and ideological landscape of the modern world is permeated with universality 

(Muratova, 2022). Under such conditions, the unique status of the human being disappears, giving way 

to the dynamism of processes and the changeability of the leadership of these processes. In the classical 

formulation and interpretation of anthropological dilemmas, the decisive role has always been reserved 

for the individual. This led to the total subjectivisation of the anthropologisation process, which did not 

contribute to their objectivity. The information society balances the subject-object characteristics of 

anthropological confrontations. 

Discussion 

Philosophical and anthropological dilemmas, despite their epistemological and axiological 

priority, also have an existential character. Bazaluk (2020) argues that “the essence of human is revealed 

as areal existentialism that require further rethinking and clarification”. The modern information 

society blurs the boundaries between ontologisation and anthropologisation, combining human-

dimensional topics. If earlier the discussion of anthropological dilemmas was purely human in nature 

now external factors that are successfully integrated into the humanities and sciences discourse.  

If considering anthropological dilemmas in the sociocultural dimension, the modern information 

and technological society 4.0 is an arena for their actualisation, and the future synergistically organised 

society 5.0 should become a platform for their solution. It is noted that the constant renewal of society 

occurs, among other things, due to dialectical anthropologically oriented factors that contribute to 

development. At the same time, society 5.0 must restore the sustainability of civilizational dimensions 

for their further development (Narvaez Rojas et al., 2021). This idea hides a discrepancy, which is that 

the information society is essentially dynamic and nonlinear, and under such conditions it is impossible 

to achieve the level of desired sustainability. The way out of this situation is the ideas of self-organisation 

and interdisciplinarity proposed by the synergistic approach to solving anthropological dilemmas.  

The anthropological issues of human autonomy, security, style, and traditions identified in the 

study require new philosophical and methodological approaches to address them. The classical 

dialectical confrontation can only exacerbate contradictions in modern society since current pluralistic 

worldview beliefs are unlikely to reveal the truth of one of the components of the anthropological 

contradiction. If considering the synergistic approach, then the information and technological resource 

that provides all the conditions for self-organising processes and regulates interdisciplinary relations 

comes to the fore. Therefore, anthropological dilemmas have a better chance of adopting a coherent 

position in the synergistic paradigm of science and philosophy. 

The key point in the philosophical understanding of the anthropological dilemmas of the modern 

information society is the clarity of the problematic. The philosophical community does not reject 

anthropological dilemmas at all; on the contrary, it considers them a prerequisite for development 

conditions or a source of knowledge truth. At the same time, all the related components of 

anthropological contradictions are closely analysed by scientific and philosophical discourse. In this 

context, the information society is the most significant irritant of human aspects.   

Levin & Mamlok (2021) point out the anthropological transformations that take place in the 

information society, namely: 
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 the disappearance of the difference between the real and virtual (digital) worlds; 

 levelling the differences between natural processes and phenomena and cultural artefacts that 

are united by common anthropological principles; 

 transition from information deficit to its surplus and the reverse processes related to threats to 

the acquisition of true knowledge and competencies. 

Therefore, the key philosophical problem is not the anthropological dilemmas themselves, but the 

factors that shape their content and format. In today's world, information and technology have become 

dominant practical, every day, and theoretical, and worldview components. Among philosophical ideas, 

there is no consensus on the impact of ICT elements on the anthropological dimension. On the one hand, 

the information technology arsenal significantly expands human potential. Consequently, ICTs are the 

main source of threats to humans, society, and civilization as a whole. 

Hornborg (2021) emphasises that modern society will be guided by “post-dualistic” approaches 

in the short term. This means moving away (gradually or rapidly, depending on the socio-cultural 

conditions of civilization's development) from dichotomies and contradictions of any kind. 

Anthropological dilemmas will not be an exception in this process. This opinion is quite controversial 

since the rejection of the dialectical factor of development requires a full-fledged replacement for it. 

Unfortunately, so far neither science nor philosophy has been able to offer an alternative way to 

actualise civilizational progress. The interdisciplinary and self-organising synergistic methodology is 

proposed by its creators as an element of coexistence with dialectical principles, but not as a substitute 

for them. In this context, the role of the information factor becomes even more unclear and 

controversial: 

• On the one hand, the information technology potential is designed to provide the necessary 

knowledge to resolve existing anthropological contradictions; 

• On the other hand, information is proposed as a factor that will level anthropological 

contradictions, completely eliminating them from the agenda of scientific and philosophical discourse. 

Conclusions and Implications 

Thus, philosophical and anthropological issues in the modern information society face new 

challenges: 

 The large-scale globalisation processes have contributed to the deepening of anthropological 

contradictions, as the linear understanding of the nature and essence of man is replaced by non-

linear guidelines that determine new priorities in human issues. 

 The information society has expanded the base of knowledge, ideas, and principles according to 

which philosophical and anthropological dilemmas are interpreted. 

 The existential characteristics of anthropological problems of our time are the transformation 

of the essential characteristics of a person, which are realised through the introduction of 

information technology mechanisms (artificial intelligence, virtual reality). 

 Gnoseological activity to solve philosophical-anthropological dilemmas is increasingly oriented 

to the methodological cluster of science and technology, which significantly enhances the ability 

to collect, process, disseminate, and analyse information and knowledge. 

 Axiological principles that regulate material and spiritual value aspects of philosophical and 

anthropological dilemmas use ICT elements as benchmarks. 

 Philosophical and anthropological dilemmas that are most relevant in the information society 

can be distinguished in the context of the following contradictions: traditionalism-innovation, 

security-risk, and autonomy-dependence.  
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