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Ethic and anthropological views of I. Sechenov are observed in the article. The author carries out a
comparative analysis of ethic and anthropological ideas of the two scientific anthropology representatives,
N. Chernyshevsky and I. Sechenov. Philosophical importance of I. Sechenov’s works is analysed in the
context of ethic and anthropological problems in Russia in the second part of the 19th century.
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5 . . 185.
6 . . 208.
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8 . . 117.
9 . . 177.
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11 . . 318.
12 . . 131.
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15 . . 134.
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The past 15 years have witnessed numerous studies of personal factors of emotional disadaptation
such as perfectionism and animosity. There was a study involving first-year university students before
their first mid-year examination. Preliminary results show significant emotional disadaptation due to
the above mentioned personal factors.
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