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Abstract
Objective of the study is to highlight and discuss the probabilistic trends in modern Russian social philosophy and the
science of FKiS, starting in the 90s of the XX century. laid by the next wave of "Eurocentrism™ and "Westernization” of the
domestic information space.
Methods and structure of the study. The study is designed as a systematic comparison of generally accepted and inno-
vative scientific approaches in the fields of philosophy, social and cultural anthropology, history, political economy, political
science, sociology, psychology and pedagogy of physical culture and sports.
Results and conclusions. The current state of Russian philosophy of physical culture and Sport (FKiS), as well as re-
lated social sciences, is characterized by sustained conservatism, insufficient preparedness and adaptation to a number
of significant changes. This concerns the transition of Russian society to a capitalist model of development, the increasing
informational impact of Western (European and American) scientific, educational and cultural trends, the aggravation of the
international situation and foreign policy contradictions, as well as the transformation of the role and social significance of
elite and Olympic sports in modern reality. Due to the objectivity and inevitability of historical progress, there is an urgent
need for an urgent and fundamental restructuring of philosophy and social sciences studying the FKiS. This is necessary to
ensure their compliance with modern socio-cultural challenges and the ability to adequately understand and cover them.

Keywords: modern Russian philosophy, modern Russian social science, probabilistic trends of change, philosophy, science,

education.

Introduction. It is known that the first publications
on the philosophy of physical education and sport
(hereinafter referred to as PES) began to appear in the
1920s. In this regard, it becomes obvious that special-
ized philosophy is already about 100 years old [6, 7,
11-14]. At the same time, the significant diversity of
philosophical doctrines of the 19th-20th centuries
leads to the conclusion about the initial heterogene-
ity of the philosophical foundations of social sports
science. This heterogeneity quite naturally influenced
the theory and methodology of the social sciences of
PES themselves, providing them with multidirectional
development vectors [4, 5].

The heterogeneity and multidirectionality of the
social sciences of PES, on the one hand, were further

proof of the falsity of a purely cumulative model of
growth and accumulation of scientific knowledge, on
the other hand, gave rise to a mass of discrepancies
and paradoxes that are extremely harmful and danger-
ous from the standpoint of the principles of scientific
unambiguity and consistency. Recognizing the un-
doubted fact of heterogeneity of the profile social sci-
ence, specialists began to talk about history, pedago-
gy, sociology and psychology of physical culture and
sport not just as sciences, but as disciplines filled with
disagreements and internal contradictions, as eclectic
conglomerates, in addition to science, including ele-
ments of mythology, ideology, art [1, 2, 6, 7, 10-14].
However, this heterogeneity also has a common
character and features determined by belonging to
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the Eurocentric and American sociocultural programs.
These programs have been washing over Russian
science, education, and culture in waves for the last
century and a half, largely suppressing elements of
originality and national identification, leaving Rus-
sian scientists at the “tail” of the world development
of science. Therefore, the relevance of the proposed
material, taking into account the assertion about the
initial heterogeneity of domestic specialized philoso-
phy and social science, is determined by the problem
of their traditional commitment to foreign borrowings
— commitment, once again confirmed by the facts of
mass philosophical and social scientific borrowings in
the period from the mid-90s of the 20th century to the
present.

Objective of the study is to highlight and discuss
the probabilistic trends in the change of modern do-
mestic social philosophy and science of physical cul-
ture and social science, starting from the 90s of the
20th century, laid down by the next wave of "Eurocen-
trism"” and "Westernization” of the domestic informa-
tion space, including specialized philosophy, science,
and education.

Methodology and organization of research. The
scientific work is organized in the form of a consist-
ent comparative analysis of traditional and innovative
scientific concepts in the field of philosophy, social
and cultural anthropology, history, political economy,
political science, sociology, psychology and pedago-
gy of physical education and sports [7-8, 10-14]. The
object of the analysis is foreign philosophical and so-
cial scientific borrowings, and the subject is the most
probable trends of their dissemination to the sphere
of philosophy and social science of physical educa-
tion and sports. The hypothesis of the study consists
in a preliminary scientifically substantiated assump-
tion that the most promising trends of transferring the
said borrowings to the sphere of physical education
and sports have a fairly high probability, since they are
based on the natural and largely inevitable nature of
the development of this process.

Results of the study and their discussion. Phi-
losophy of Physical Education and Sports. The main
array of traditional areas of philosophical research in
the field of Physical Education and Sports, for exam-
ple, presented in the Anthology of Philosophy of Sport
by Klaus Meyer and William Morgan [6, 14], or in the
Reader edited by V.I. Stolyarov [11-13], is clear evi-
dence of the great diversity and mixture of philosophi-
cal and sociological concepts of Physical Education
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and Sports. However, even this array cannot take
into account the full range and depth of philosophical
and social problems of the existence of a specialized
sphere in the conditions of the modern information
society with its high rates of development of digital
culture, which, in turn, greatly affects the nature and
direction of development of modern sports [2, 3, 6-8].
The modern conflict confrontation between Russia
and Europe also requires a significant adjustment of
philosophical ideas about the humanistic, non-politi-
cal, peacekeeping role of sport in the modern interna-
tional process [1, 5, 10-13].

A new philosophical understanding requires a sig-
nificant correction of the ancient and modern history
of Olympism [7, 12, 13], partly unconsciously and
partly quite consciously mythologically manipulated
by apologists of the Western European model of the
Olympic tradition [2, 5, 7, 12, 13].

In general, a thorough work should be done with
the philosophical understanding of sport as an an-
cient and modern social institution, taking into ac-
count its religious and political roots and modern
market-oligopolistic, corrupt-bureaucratic realities
[1-3,7,10-13].

Anthropology of Physical Culture and Sport.
Sport is not the only component of the Physical Cul-
ture and Sport sphere. Physical culture, physical and
military-physical education also have high social sig-
nificance and an objective historical role in the devel-
opment of society, which is especially relevant in the
modern period of politicization and institutionalization
of sports [1, 3, 4, 5, 7]. Now that society has entered a
period of global crisis, it is necessary to point out the
significant difference between sports, physical cul-
ture, military-physical education [1, 4, 5, 7].

It would also be worthwhile to consider that in ad-
dition to philosophical anthropology and cultural stud-
ies of sport, social and cultural anthropology has long
existed and is actively developing [2, 7, 8, 16, 18]. This
relatively young science includes many areas that can
“shed light” on the real and concrete social identifica-
tion and specificity of various forms and types of phys-
ical culture and physical education, different tribes,
peoples, nations [8]. Which, in turn, will significantly
undermine the absolutism of ideas about sport as a
global phenomenon in the era of globalization.

Sociology of Physical Culture and Sport. Some
experts have already rightly noted that the sociology of
sport, firstly, is mixed with the philosophy and cultural
studies of sport [7, 9-14], and secondly, it is develop-
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ing in parallel and in significant isolation from the main
directions of modern world sociology, which is largely
due to the absence of international and domestic as-
sociations, unions and journals with a pure physical
education and sports orientation [9].

In pursuit of the constitution of its own scientific
discipline, the sociology of physical education and
sport has largely lost its connection with sociology as
a science, having blocked its own opportunity to feed
on the latest sociological theories and concepts with
its own traditionalism and conservatism.

Psychology of Physical Education and Sport. A
similar situation of parallelism and lag has developed
in the psychology of physical education and sport,
which often comes into conflict not only with modern
psychology, but also with sports pedagogy, and even
with the theory and methodology of sport [4, 18].

Domestic psychology of physical education and
sport has not yet fully realized the importance and irre-
versibility of modern trends in the radical convergence
of biology, applied and psychological anthropology,
social psychology with the real prospect of the forma-
tion of biosocial psychology as a new scientific disci-
pline [8].

Conclusions. Traditional Russian philosophy of
physical education and sport and social sciences of
physical education and sport as a whole still demon-
strate conservatism, unpreparedness and unadapt-
ability to the transition of Russian society to the prin-
ciples of capitalist formation development (without
comments on the assessment of this transition), to
the next wave of information influence from Eurocen-
tric and American scientific, educational, cultural bor-
rowings, to the situation of acute (partially military)
confrontation of Russia in the foreign policy arena, to
the change in the role and social significance of the
highest achievements and Olympic sports in modern
conditions. The objectivity and irreversibility of the his-
torical process raises the question of an immediate
and significant restructuring of the philosophy and so-
cial sciences of physical education and sport in order
to remain at the height of correct understanding and
coverage of modern socio-cultural challenges.
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