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A n n o t a t i o n  
This article analyzes the work of contemporary authors and orientalists. The main article is to identify the authors of 

the ideological dominance eastern crop types and their correlation with the ultimate foundations of culture and dialogue 
that allows us to characterize empirical phenomena in social and cultural relations practice technology, consumer-
oriented and expansionist West and seeks to preserve the cultural and spiritual identity of the East. 
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A b s t r a c t  
Present paper discusses the basic methodological principles of the historical-philosophical reconstruction and its 

application to the study of medieval philosophy with regard to the anthropological ideas of John of Salisbury (XII 
century). 
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