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INTERPRETATION OF SPECTACULARITY IN MODERN PHILOSOPHY
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Abstract. The authors consider the problem of “spectacularity’s” differentiation in modern philosophy.
The features of opposite views to the phenomenon of spectacularity and it role within the constraints of
evolution of modern society, are analyzed. The purpose of scientific research is to analyze theory by
philosophers and culture experts in the context of spectacularity’s phenomenon. In this study, method
of system approach and context analysis is applied. Novelty of the work lies in the fact that in these
work theories by scientists of divergent angles are formulated and described in borders of concept of
spectacularity .This research would be interesting to professionals working in the field of sociology,
cultural and philosophy studies.
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