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It should be understood what sense A. Pieron invested in the concept of a person. At the moment of
birth, the child is already a man. He is a representative of a special biological species, having
inherent specific features of this biological species: a large brain, strain, chain hands, etc. At the
moment of birth, the child can be called an individual - a specific representative of the human race.

From birth, it is endowed with individual features and properties inherent in him: the color of the
eyes, the shape and structure of the body, drawing its palm. This is already possible to determine as
an individuality. Why then the author of the statement calls the child only by a human candidate?
Apparently, the author meant the concept of "personality". After all, a person is a biosocial being.

If the biological features are given from birth, then the social it acquires only in society to itself. And it
happens in the process of socialization, when the child absorbs with the help of upbringing and
self-education of the value of a particular society. Gradually, it turns into a person, i.e. It becomes
subject to conscious activities and has a set of socially significant features, in demand and useful in
society. It was then that can be fully called a man. How can this assumption be confirmed?

For example, on March 20, 1809 in the villagers in the family of the landowner, Vasily Gogol -
Yanovsky, a son was born, ceremony named after Nikolai. It was one of the landlord sons born on
this day, nicolai, i.e. individual. If he died on his birthday, it would remain in the memory of his loved
ones as an individual. The newborn was distinguished by signs characteristic only for it (growth, hair
color, eye, body structure, etc.). According to the testimony of people who knew Gogol from birth, he
was thin and weak.

Later, he had features associated with the adulthood, an individual lifestyle, he began to read early,
wrote poems from 5 years, she diligently studied in the gymnasium, became a writer, whose work
was followed by all Russia. It showed bright individuality, i.e. Those features and properties, signs
that distinguished exactly Gogol. Apparently, it was this meaning that A. Pieron put into his
statement, and I fully agree with him. Appearing for light, a person must do a long, thorny way to
leave a trace in society so that the descendants with pride say: "Yes, this person can be called
great: they are proud of our people."

What is freedom? Independence from the strong world of this, which can give money and glory?
Lack of lattice or scorching? Freedom to think, write, create without regard to generally accepted
canons and tastes of the public? You can only answer this question, trying to figure out what a
person is. But the trouble! Each culture, each era, each philosophical school gives its answer to this
question. Each response is not only the level of a scientist who has comprehended the laws of the
Universe, the wisdom of the thinker who penetrated the Secrets of Genesis, kings a politician or
fantasy of the artist, but also a certain life position is always hidden, a very practical attitude towards
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peace. And yet.

Of all the diverse, contradictory ideas about a person, one general conclusion follows: a person is
not free. It depends on anything: from the will of God or gods, from the laws of space, the location of
stars and shining, from nature, society, but not from himself. But the meaning of expressions to
Jaspers, in my opinion, is that a person does not think freedom and happiness without preserving
his personality, his unique, unique "I". He does not want to "become all", but "wants to be an albeit
of the universe", as the author of the famous "Mowgli" wrote R. Kipling.


