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The conception of resurrection stated by N. F. Fyodorov presents an aspiration to the heights of
Divine Creation without God’s assistance. An immanent resurrection is the product of universal human
work dedicated to the transfiguration of the world and personality unlike Christian transcendental
resurrection. According to the philosopher, this resurrection is the summit of the morale. In fact, Fyodorov
creates the ethics of Darwinism. Physical labor turned a monkey into a human. The work of spirit has to
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contribute to the transformation of an immoral and mortal person into a moral and immortal personality.
The conception of Fyodorov places moral and intellectual possibilities of humanity at a high level. However,
«The Philosophy to the common cause» takes the personality out of history, replaces it with an average
category – «the son of men». «The Philosophy to a common cause» eliminates the notion of liberty and
creation leading to transfiguration of spirit, to spirituality of nature and proposes labor as a method of
empirical transformation of the reality.
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