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Dolskaya Olga. The formation of a new
discourse of technique in the conditions of
transition from technogenic civilization to
anthropogenic one.
Analysis of attempts to get the essential char-
acteristic of technique in various civilizations is
given. In conditions of transition to anthropo-
genic civilization technique is considered as
creativity, as the embodiment of knowledge of
not a single person but of a team, as the result
of the invention and the media, and not as a
utilitarian object. While recording the factors
that indicate a change in the discourse of se-
mantic understanding of technique, the author
comes to the conclusion that the implementa-
tion of the phenomenon of self-care, which will
intensify the dialogue with the technique is
waiting for us, so it is necessary to abandon
machine understanding of technique and form
a new discourse about it. The individuality of a
person is realized only by an introduction to
the practice of trans individuality.
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technique, trans individuality, essence of
technique, anxiety, civilization, technical
object, techno revolutionary, machine.
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