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Thinkers that explicate religious and philosophical systems of India carry out comparative digressions
to the area of psychoanalysis. Thus there is a stereotypic depreciation of the psychoanalytic theory due
to criticism of separate fragments outside of an integral psychoanalytic context. Protective reaction in
the form of universalization of spiritual experience of the Indian culture and ignoring of other historical
and cultural context is demonstrated in a discourse.
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The article is devoted to the problem of the intercultural communication. The author is guided by
the views of the leading Russian scholars in the field of philosophy and literary studies and tries to
determine positive and negative features of the intercultural dialogue in the process of mutual cultural
influence.
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