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Kant’s “Critique of Pure Reason”
and Ways of its Reading by Philosophers

https://doi.org/10.22363/2313-2302-2023-27-3-499-512
EDN: DFXDJA
Editorial Article / PegakunoHHas ctatbs

Kantianism: Schools and Directions

Maja Soboleva'=' <

Philipps University of Marburg,
6 B Wilhelm-Roepker-Strasse, 35032, Marburg, Germany
P<sobolme63@gmail.com

Abstract. The study offers an overview of philosophical currents formed under the
influence of Kant’s critical philosophy. Such directions of Kantianism as German Idealism
represented by F. Jacobi, Neo-Kantianism represented by E. Cassirer and A. Riehl, ontological
interpretation of Kant’s theory by M. Heidegger and analytical tradition of Neo-Kantianism
represented by J. McDowell are considered in detail. These examples demonstrate different
approaches to understanding Kant which have been developed throughout history. Among
them, one can identify the epistemological approach that views Kant’s theoretical philosophy
as a theory of knowledge and, above all, as a theory of experience. It can be contrasted with
various metaphysical approaches developed against the background of an idealistic reading of
the Critique of Pure Reason. From time to time, realistic interpretations of Kant’s theory of
experience that try to avoid ontological dualism concerning the relation between “appearance”
and “thing in itself” have arisen, which seem adequate to its spirit and letter. Within the analytic
Kantian paradigm, a whole spectrum of interpretations of Kant’s concept of experience has
emerged, for which the stumbling blocks are, above all, Kant’s theory on the cognitive
faculties — sensibility and understanding, the deduction of categories and the transcendental
unity of apperception. In the first case, the main issue is the question of the cooperation of
cognitive faculties in the process of experience formation, which still causes difficulties for
researchers; in the second case, the question of the role of non-discursive and discursive
concepts in this process; in the third case, the question of the relationship of apperception,
consciousness and self-consciousness and their functions in cognition. The study shows that all
these questions still await their final resolution. The study is in fact an introduction to the block

© Soboleva M., 2023
@ @ @ This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
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The Topology of Kantianism

In anticipation of the 300th anniversary of Immanuel Kant’s birth in 2024, we
have decided to release a special issue devoted to the history of reception of Kant’s
theoretical philosophy. The Critique of Pure Reason enormously influenced the
development of subsequent philosophy and the modern theory of knowledge can
largely be regarded as having arisen from a discussion of this hitherto not fully
understood work.

If we sketch out schematically a map of those philosophical currents, which
were formed under the influence of Kant’s critical philosophy, we get roughly the
following picture: German Idealism emerged, in general, as a critical reaction to
Kantian rationalism; philosophy of life, represented by Schopenhauer, developed
as a negation of Kantian logicism; neo-Kantianism, by contrast, is an attempt to
rehabilitate the Kantian approach; phenomenology as a consequence of attempts to
overcome the Kantian dualism of appearance and thing in itself and to give an
alternative, hermeneutic, explanation of the formation of the concept of the object;
Heidegger’s fundamental ontology can be seen as a development of Kant’s
subjective notion of time; constructivism as a naive interpretation of Kant’s
“Copernican turn”; and, finally, the analytic theory of knowledge and the analytic
philosophy of consciousness received a significant impetus for their development
by dealing with the concepts of intuition, category, and the pure unity of
apperception.! In order not to be unfounded, let us illustrate the said above with a
few examples, which, in addition, will allow us to identify the key problematic
nodes of Kant’s theoretical philosophy.

a) German Idealism. The reading of Friedrich Jacobi’s works shows that the
turn from Kant’s critical philosophy to objective idealism was prompted by
dissatisfaction and disillusionment with the former. In his own words, Jacobi had
been studying Kant’s philosophy for eighteen years [3. P. 289]. The works devoted
to it, such as Epistel (Epistle on Kantian Philosophy) (1791), Uber das
Unternehmen des Kritizismus, die Vernunft zu Verstande zu bringen, und der
Philosophie iiberhaupt eine neue Absicht zu geben (On the Attempt of Criticism to
bring Reason to Understanding, and to Give Philosophy in General a New Purpose)

! There are, of course, other classifications of Kantianism. See, for instance, the work of Norbert
Hinske [1] or the collection of papers edited by Sebastian Gardner and Matthew Grist [2].
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(1802), Von den gottlichen Dingen und ihrer Offenbarung (On Divine Things and
Their Revelation) (1811) and FEinleitung zu den philosophischen Schriften
(Introduction to the Philosophical Works) (1815) reveal, however, not so much its
analysis as a criticism caused by misunderstanding of Kant’s systematic
argumentation. The focus lies on the concept of idea, which Jacobi perceives as an
extension of the category, violating Kant’s fundamental distinction between these
two modes of thinking. For the latter, the category is a function of understanding,
which, from the point of view of the conditions for the possibility of cognition,
makes sense only when applied to intuitions. An idea, by contrast, belongs to the
principles of reason and can be transcendent, i.e., it can go beyond experience.
Correctly noting that Kant’s category and idea are constructed similarly to
judgements, Jacobi concludes that Kant’s idea loses the metaphysical and
ontological completeness of its being, being used only as a logical instrument of
knowledge. One of the consequences of such a narrow understanding of the idea,
from his standpoint, is the impossibility to believe in the idea of God because, being
a simple inference of reason, it turns out to be “the emptiest of all ideas, an ideal of
emptiness” [4. P. 156]. Since Kant’s idea of God has only a regulative status, “one
can neither believe in it, nor not believe in it” [4. P. 156], and, hence, it loses any
practical sense for a human being. Practical reason can only “order” one to believe
in God [4. P. 156], what is insufficient for religious consciousness.

Taking Kant’s transcendental ideas only as constructions of pure reason, Jacobi
considers Kant an overthrower of the postulates on which Western European culture
rests, “all the proofs of the simplicity and immortality of the soul, as well as of the
rational creator of the world hitherto developed by speculative philosophy”
[4. P. 155]. Convinced that the history of humanity is intimately linked to
Christianity, Jacobi tries to develop a philosophy compatible with this religion. To
do this, he needs a different concept of reason and, thus, of ideas. Therefore, he
subjects Kant’s basic epistemological terms, such as “intuition,” “concept,” and
“reason,” to a radical revision. Whereas Kant’s intuition is sensuous, Jacobi
introduces the notion of intellectual intuition, capable of directly discerning certain
truths bypassing reason. In Jacobi’s theory, the concept ceases to be, in contrast to
Kant, a function of understanding and becomes a function of reason. He argues that
understanding is merely linking of the elements to one another, an activity, which
is peculiar not only to humans but also to many other animals. The differencia
specifica of the human species is not understanding but the human mind’s capacity
for pure and objective rational feeling, which is capable of directly comprehending
a higher, supersensible reality. Accordingly, it is not reason, but spiritual feeling
(Geistes-Gefiihle), which becomes the central organ of cognition, delivering
knowledge based on belief (Wissen im Glauben) [5. P. 402—403]. Jacobi
introduces a peculiar law of dependence between understanding and reason (in
Kant, on the contrary, reason is superimposed over understanding): “Where reason
is present, understanding necessarily exists. The opposite, i.e., [to think that] where
there is understanding, there is reason, is wrong”. [5. P. 426]. According to Jacobi,
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reason is nothing more than “a corporeal organ for the perception of the
supersensible” [5. P. 403]. It “does not create notions, does not build systems, does
not judge, but, like the external sense organs, merely lets [things] appear, positively
proclaims [them]” [5. P. 403]. In other words, reason for Jacobi is an organ of
revelation. Accordingly, the idea is “the representation of the given exclusively in
a sense” [5. P. 403]. Jacobi considers as ideas such concepts as freedom, God,
immortality, providence, virtue, etc.

Despite some positive aspects of criticism of Kant’s conception of theoretical
reason, for example, the indication that reason is generally a capacity for judgement
and inference, what certainly narrows the concept of reason, Jacobi’s philosophy in
terms of rigor of argumentation and analyticity is rather a step backward compared
to Kant’s theory. Jacobi’s interest is easy to understand — he seeks to substantiate
a philosophy of revelation, and for this, he needs a more complete and multifaceted
concept of reason than in Kant’s theory. As he puts it, if for Kant “the scandal for
philosophy and human common sense” consists of the impossibility of proving the
existence of things outside us, from Jacobi’s standpoint, “the scandal of philosophy
lies in its inability to scientifically demonstrate truth and prove the reality of objects
corresponding to the concepts of reason, i.e. to prove the objective significance of
ideas: the existence of God, freedom, substantiality and immortality of our soul”
[5. P. 394]. However, Jacobi seems to set an impossible task for philosophy by
simply mixing the notions of reason and belief, earlier separated by Kant.

We have lingered so long on the analysis of Jacobi’s critique of Kant to
demonstrate the fact that philosophers inclined to develop their own doctrines
inevitably perceive the theories of other authors in the light of their approaches,
either by fishing out from them as additional arguments in their favor what fits their
assumptions, or, on the contrary, what does not fit them completely, without
bothering to understand these theories in their entirety according to the goals that
their authors tried to achieve. Kant’s system, by virtue of its complexity and
versatility, is a fertile field for harvesting in one’s basket. However, having chosen
it as a starting point, some scholars often stray so far from it at the end of the journey
that their critique of Kant fails to reach its goal.

One can suggest that Fichte’s, Schelling’s, and Hegel’s theories also arise from
a productive misunderstanding of Kant’s philosophy. The genre of introduction
does not allow us to develop this topic in detail. Let us only note that already the
aphorism attributed to Schelling, “in Fichte, Ego is everything, whereas, in my
philosophy, everything is Ego,” shows how far these two theories are from the
Kantian one. For Kant, the pure unity of apperception is merely a necessary
condition of the possibility of our knowledge of the world. Like any transcendental
notion, it is a formal, not a substantial, condition of cognition. Its only function is
that the things of the world acquire for us the form of an object; the properties of
these objects can be established in the course of empirical study of them, not by the
self-revealing of the Self.
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In his lectures on the history of philosophy, Hegel unjustly reproached Kant
for “remaining confined within the limits of psychological outlook and empirical
manner” [6. P. 421]. He claims that “dualism being the last word of Kant’s
philosophy” [6. P. 439]. Asserting that Kant “holds the view of the separation of
concept and being” [ibid] and seeing this state of affairs as unsatisfactory, Hegel
seeks to create a philosophy in which idea represents the unity of concept and reality
and thus acquires ontological status and can serve as a means of explaining the
historical, i.e., dynamic, character of being. Developing his science of logic, he, like
Kant, maintains an orientation toward three key concepts of formal logic, namely
“concept”, “judgement”, and “conclusion”, while altogether redefining their order
and reconceptualizing them. The idea corresponding to the conclusion represents
the starting point of the movement of both thinking and being. It gains its
articulation through the judgement, and acquires its identity in the concept. Thus,
while Kant’s logic moves upward, Hegel’s logic moves downward. At the same
time, Hegel’s logic turns into a kind of dynamic ontology and acquires the features
of a specific metaphysical mythology compared to the Kantian logic. It is not
without reason that Marxists have repeatedly strived to put Hegel’s dialectics from
head to foot.

b) Neo-Kantianism gives, in general, a positive, affirmative reading of Kant’s
theory in the spirit of its time, i.e., oriented toward the rapidly developing natural
sciences. Kantian philosophy is regarded first of all as a theory of knowledge, for
which the very fact of science and its possibility constitute both the premise and the
goal. A typical position in this respect is represented by Hermann Cohen, who, in
his paper on Kant’s theory of experience, claims: “When we say that Kant
proceeded from the fact of Newtonian science, we thereby point to the most
important feature of his philosophizing. It concentrates on the concept of cognition”
[7. P. 55]. The core thesis, namely, that the concept of cognition is the central
problem of Kant’s first Critique, is indisputable. However, Cohen’s starting point,
the consequence of which is the interpretation of Kant’s theory of cognition, in
which the main question appears to be “not cognition in general,” but the
“mathematical-natural-scientific cognition” [7. P. 56] and in particular Newtonian
mechanics, is controversial.

Cohen is convinced that “the transcendental method is a reflection on
Philosophiae naturalis principia mathematica” [7. P. 67]. Accordingly, he
considers the notion of experience to be the central concept of Kant’s theory of
knowledge. He argues that “experience is a promising name for both method and
object, and in both senses perfectly suitable for natural history. But it was already
used in mechanics by Newton and his followers. Thus, Kant formulates the problem
of philosophy primarily in terms of experience, linking all theoretical relations of
the philosophical question with the legitimization of experience” [7. P. 58—59].
Cohen conceives Kant’s experience by analogy with scientific experience, the
preconditions of which, however, are to be sought in “the depth of the spirit, in the
roots of thinking” [7. P. 69]. Moreover, it is not psychologism when one connects
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elements of a theory with a priori science, for instance, mathematics, on the one
hand, and observation, on the other. Cohen interprets Kant’s notions of Apriori as
“such elements of cognitive consciousness that are sufficient and necessary to
justify and reinforce the fact of science” [7. P. 77]. In fact, he introduces the notion
of a transcendental argument here. He explains that if, e.g., the concept of a system
is necessary for a science because it constitutes it, then it is necessary to find such
an element of consciousness that corresponds to this feature of science. It is in this
way, he argues, that metaphysical justification of science becomes transcendental.
Cohen concludes that “the elements of consciousness should be effective as the
basis for science, and the preconditions of science should be made significant as
basic features of cognitive consciousness. The metaphysical a priori must become
the transcendental a priori” [7. P. 78]. This principle can be seen as a key to Cohen’s
interpretation of Kant’s theoretical philosophy. Even if this approach is
fundamentally correct, it significantly narrows the scope of Kant’s theory of
cognition, which sets the task of clarifying the possibilities of cognition as such and
not only within some historical, scientific theory.

Wilhelm Windelband, the founder of another, Southwestern branch of
Neo-Kantianism, despite his critical attitude to Cohen’s ideas, also represents the
view that modern metaphysics “is conceivable only as a theory of knowledge, i.c.,
as a critical study of logical forms of reality” [8. P. 239]. At the same time, by the
logical form, he understood not an empty place in the space of pure reason, which
should be filled with some content, but a rule of thinking of an object. He proceeded
from the fact that the concept of the world cannot be obtained due to purely formal
concepts, what, in his opinion, Kant tried to do. On the contrary, according to him,
success in studying the world is only possible because of the cooperation between
formal theories and empirical scientific disciplines. For him, philosophy is a critical
reflection on the available types of knowledge, a logic of scientific cognition of the
world, which considers, among other factors, the cognitive interests of a subject.
With Windelband, the understanding of logic took the form of an axiology, which
classified the sciences into nomothetic and ideographic according to the principle
of expediency.

The spectrum of interpretations of Kant’s theory of cognition within Neo-
Kantianism is so vast that it is impossible to reduce it to a common denominator
despite the common tendency to present Kant’s first Critique as the theory of
cognition. Nor is it possible to characterize them all in detail. Let us single out Ernst
Cassirer’s Kant’s Life and Thought and, for the sake of contrast, Alois Riehl’s
Philosophical Criticism, History and System.

Cassirer’s interpretation is based on Kant’s statement that the proud name of
ontology, claiming to know things in themselves, must give way to the humble
analytics of pure reason. Here, being ceases to be the starting point of reasoning and
becomes a problem whose objective solution depends on whether our judgements
about it possess a necessary and generally valid form [9. P. 135]. This new
formulation of the problem demands to explain how the correspondence of our
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cognition to the cognizable object is achieved and how an “order of objects” arises
[9. P. 137]. Analyzing for this purpose the Kantian synthesis a priori, Cassirer
suggests that “here the starting point is a certain constructive relation in which and
through which the fullness of particular elements simultaneously emerges for us
depending on the general form of connection” [9. P. 146]. He believes that “all
a priori syntheses are connected with the form of pure intuition, that is, synthesis is
either a pure intuition itself, or indirectly refers to it and relies on it” [9. P. 147].
In principle, one deals herewith a functional description of processes where
empirical arguments correspond to a logical function. According to such a
constructivist interpretation, it turns out that Kant’s Critique of Pure Reason is a
prototype of Cassirer’s philosophy of symbolic forms, the core of which is a
symbolic notion that transforms the sensually perceived into meaning according to
a certain functional rule.

Alois Riehl offers an entirely different, realist, reading of Kantian theory. He
called his realism “critical,” which, in contrast to the uncritical, naive realism,
distinguishes between judgements about the existence of things and judgements
about things themselves, about their qualities. His basic principle, which I call
Riehl’s axiom [10. P. 127—146], is formulated as follows: being of an object (Sein
des Objekts) must be distinguished from being by an object (Objektsein). To justify
his view, Riehl argues that universal statements about the existence of a thing are
made based on sense perception. In contrast, statements about what this thing is,
depend on the nature of the subject’s cognitive abilities. Thus, judgements of
existence and judgements about things are categorically distinct. A philosophy built
on these assumptions can be therefore both realist and phenomenological. In Riehl’s
view, Kant’s theory of cognition is of this very kind. It also has the advantage of
combining apriorism with empiricism and even naturalism. For Riehl, Kant’s
Apriori is not a “representation supposedly or obviously innate but a concept which
in its relation to other concepts must be used as a ground and not as a consequence”
[11. P. 76]. 4 priori concepts are inherent in the “logical Self” contained in the mind
of every normal human being capable of discursive thinking, and this determines
the specific nature of human cognition in contrast to the cognition of other species
of living beings. Under these conditions, Kant’s “appearance” can be interpreted
not as an ontological double but merely as a specific form of a thing in itself. The
distinction between phenomena and things in themselves has, hence, a strictly
methodological meaning, which consists of the prohibition to think that the human
images of things in particular and human cognition in general are universal. To
summarize, we can say that Riehl’s interpretation, based on his axiom, is closest in
spirit to what Kant said and deserves special attention.

¢) Heidegger considers the interpretation of Kant’s conception as a theory of
experience or a theory of positive sciences deeply wrong. “The Critique of Pure
Reason” is, he believes, first of all, ontology, which he understands as an analytics
of finite human existence. The fundamental ontology should prepare the ground for
metaphysics that takes into account the nature of human being. Heidegger writes:

KANT’S “CRITIQUE OF PURE REASON”... 505



Cobonesa M.E. Bectauk PYIH. Cepust: @unocodust. 2023. T. 27. Ne 3. C. 499—512

“The question as to the essence of metaphysics is the question of the unity of the
fundamental faculties of the human ‘mind.” The Kantian laying of the foundation
yields this conclusion: The establishment of metaphysics is an interrogation of man,
i.e., it is anthropology” [12. P. 204]. Heidegger establishes the necessary connection
between anthropology and metaphysics as follows: Kant’s three questions —
“What can I know?” “What should I do?” and “What may I hope?”” — correspond
to the three fields of metaphysica specialis, which include cosmology, psychology,
and theology. Since the human being is considered to be the being that is necessary
to ground reliable cognition, human subjectivity must take a central place in
philosophy.

According to Heidegger, Kant was able to pose the question of the essence of
human subjectivity but failed to answer it. He failed to see that his three questions,
summarized in the fourth, “What is man?”, testify to the radical finitude of human
existence, and it is the development of this topic that should continue the program
of philosophical anthropology outlined by Kant but not realized by him.

“The Kantian laying of the foundation of metaphysics begins with a
justification of metaphysica generalis as that which is at the basis of true
metaphysics, i.e., metaphysica specialis” [12. P. 220]. Metaphysica generalis —
under the name “ontology” — is the fixed form of that which was established as the
question of essent as such. However, as Heidegger argues, such a program is
incomplete and must be endorsed. Thus, the question of the first philosophy, “What
is the essent as such?” must force us back beyond the question “What is being as
such?” to the still more fundamental question: “Whence are we to comprehend a
notion such as that of Being, with the many articulations and relations it includes?
[12. P. 224]. In his opinion, the proposed formulation of the question of being is
essentially connected with the problem of finitude of the cognizing subject. The
latter is developed in terms of existence, understood as openness to the world, in
the metaphysics of Dasein.

Referring to Kant's theoretical philosophy, Heidegger seeks to substantiate his
project of fundamental ontology. This raises the question of whether his
interpretation contributes to understanding of Kant’s theory or switches from the
analysis of cognitive faculties of the subject to the existential problem of human
Dasein. In this connection, let us note that among the cognitive abilities, that Kant
singled out, Heidegger attached particular importance to the faculty of imagination,
considering it the foundation on which “the intrinsic possibility of ontological
knowledge, and hence of metaphysica generalis as well, is constructed”
[12. P. 127]. The transcendental capacity of imagination, which is the common root
of both fundamental sources of cognition — sensibility and understanding — makes
possible the initial unity of ontological synthesis. However, as Heidegger
concludes, transcendental imagination is rooted in primordial temporality. Thus,
the primordial root that grounds metaphysics in Kant’s theory is time.

It is not easy to agree with this conclusion, given that time in Kant’s aesthetics
is only one of the a priori forms of sensibility. The temporal transcendental schema
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as the basis of objective synthesis is an operation that also necessarily includes
space as another a priori form of sensibility, understanding, and imagination, i.e.,
it is not reducible to a single factor. As Kant suggests, temporal schemas in
synthesis of the productive imagination are restricted through spatial perceptions,
i.e.,, in some way, time depends on space. Morcover, Heidegger’s notion of
“Dasein’s finitude” is not deductible from Kant’s notion of “finite human
understanding” since the latter indicates only a particular way of thinking, not a
way of human existence.

d) In recent years, the renaissance of Kant’s theory of cognition has taken place
primarily due to analytic philosophy. Discussions have centered on such questions
as the nature of our experience in general and our sense perceptions in particular,
the epistemological status of self-knowledge, personal identity, and the so-called
new realism. Interpreters debate whether Kant should be considered a conceptualist
or non-conceptualist concerning the nature of our sensory experience, an internalist
or externalist regarding the nature of our self-knowledge, a constructivist or a realist
concerning the status of the external world.

In striving to find answers to these questions, researchers are irreconcilably
arguing over what is given to us in intuition — the flow of sensory data or the
objects themselves; whether the thing in itself should be understood ontologically
or epistemologically — in other words, should it be interpreted in terms of the
so-called two-worlds theory, which differentiates symbolic reality, created by us
and thus knowable, from the unknowable world of things in themselves, or in terms
of the epistemological two-aspects theory, for which there is only one single world?

Opinions are divided as to whether Kant’s intuition is subject to categorical
synthesis or this synthesis is not necessary to have intuitions. Many scholars are
confused with the fact that Kant’s transcendental theory of experience, aiming to
determine the conditions for the possibility of cognition, does not include an
analysis of language. After all, according to the widespread view, language is
necessary for conceptual thinking. It is also unclear which status the concept of
“unity of apperception” has — can it be seen as a synonym of consciousness or self-
consciousness, or does it only set the precondition for the latter, laying the
foundation for personal identity? There is no agreement as to what function the
doctrine of schematism has, whether schematism in fact causes a radical break
between the world and consciousness and, hence, Kant to be considered a skeptic
or even an agnostic regarding the question on the existence of the external world.

Let us note that all these questions go beyond purely textual hermeneutics, the
purpose of which is solely to understand the text as a historical phenomenon
adequately. They acquire relevance in the context of contemporary epistemological
and ontological discussions and polemics in the philosophy of consciousness.
During these debates, Kant’s critical philosophy has been rediscovered as a source
that helps to address many important problems concerning our way of cognition of
the world and our self-knowledge.
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The flow of research literature on the above problems and the range of opinions
are so great — from Peter Strawson’s descriptive metaphysics to Lucy Allais’
manifest reality — that it is impossible to systematize the positions more or less
adequately. As an example, let us briefly consider a solution to the problem of
cognition of the external world proposed by John McDowell in Mind and World
(1994). This approach is based on Kant’s theory of cognition and, with its help,
seeks to avoid the two extremes developed within analytic philosophy. One is naive
empiricism, based on Wilfrid Sellars’ famous “Myth of the Given.” The key
message of this myth is that neutral, self-evident sensory data serve as the final
authority for our cognition of the world, that is why the justification of judgements
ends with a simple reference to the given in experience. The other extreme,
“sophisticated empiricism,” has its origin in Willard Quine’s “third dogma of
empiricism,” which affirms the dualism of conceptual form and sensory content. It
is based on the conviction that nothing can justify an opinion without itself being
an opinion (as Donald Davidson formulated it) and therefore do not accept the
reference to an experience as a possible argument in explaining our knowledge of
the world. McDowell’s “third way” strives, on the one hand, to avoid the
“naturalistic error,” that is, the casual inference of judgements from sense data as it
is characteristically for the “Myth of the Given.” On the other hand, it has to
prevent, in McDowell’s words, a smooth rotation in an airless space [13. P. 35]
inherent in the theory of coherence, which takes reality “out of brackets” and
justifies a judgement by some further judgement. Its purpose is to preserve
experience as a “tribunal of cognition”, i.e. as the basis for judgements about the
world, as it is in Kant’s theory of knowledge. This strategy exhausts, in principle,
McDowell’s program of “minimal empiricism.”

The realization of this program implies a revision of “experience” so that,
while it remains an element of the “space of nature” based on causality, it is, at the
same time, not excluded from the rational “space of reasons.” On this path,
McDowell turns to Kant’s theory. Kant’s “experience,” as we know, arises from the
joint activity of intuition and thought, for, according to him, “thoughts without
content are empty, intuitions without concepts are blind.” In other words, Kant’s
concept of the object arises due to application of the categories to sensory
information. The epistemological consequence of this process is that we have an
“appearance” and a “thing in itself.” McDowell is deeply unsatisfied with this state
of affairs, where experience, he believes, says nothing about the world itself, and
seeks to improve it by reinterpreting the Kant’s concept of intuition.

His main correction to Kant states that any sensual intuition always has a
conceptual character. McDowell distinguishes between “passive” and “active”
concepts. By “active,” he means judgement, that is, predicative synthesis or
thinking that employs concepts. “Passive” concepts produce “meaning,” that is,
they provide objective synthesis by establishing relations; they also enable
distinction and reproduction of objects. By asserting that sensibility is active,
McDowell has in mind the synthesis of meanings through the “passive” concepts.
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In this case, the last element in the chain of justifying cognition would be, if not the
“content of thinking,” then at least the “thought content,” rather than the bare,
logically unformed sense data. Here, experience preserves, as he believes, its
receptive character and, hence, it appears as a natural phenomenon. At the same
time, it can be included in the “space of reasons” since even direct experimental
judgements (for example, about the color of objects) appear to be included in the
system of meanings. Thus, according to McDowell, the adequacy between
empirical judgement and the object of judgement can be attained due to the fact that
conceptual thinking participates in experience only passively by organizing
sensibility in a certain way. The object given in passive synthesis can then serve for
grounding our cognitive beliefs and actions. One can highlight that since even
passive synthesis always takes place in the semantic field of meaning, in order to
give it a “natural character,” McDowell expands the concept of nature. He
understands nature as “a naturalism that leaves room for meaning,” that is, a
naturalism for which natural reality turns out to be to some extent part of cultural
reality. He explains this modification with the fact that the capacity to produce
meaning is a natural quality of humans as living beings.

It is remarkable that McDowell’s return to Kantian rationalism was motivated
by the aim to save empiricism which Davidson and Sellars had abandoned. It is
doubtful, however, that he is able to do this by his modernizing Kant’s theory,
which, according to the latter, already perfectly combines transcendental idealism
with empirical realism. For if one interprets the “it” given in experience as
representational content, as McDowell does, then this comes into conflict with
Kant’s understanding of experience as a kind of “tribunal” for our beliefs about the
world, i.e., an instance that allows them to be verified, and which itself therefore
should not have a propositional content.

McDowell’s approach to interpreting Kant seems typical of philosophers who
have undergone socialization within the framework of so-called analytic
philosophy. It is characterized both by a specific set of premises (generally
characteristic of empiricism) that frames the discussion and by a general line of
argumentation that involves a critique of rationalism. It is to stress that recent
analytic Neo-Kantianism ignores twentieth-century continental Neo-Kantianism,
so this Neo-Neo-Kantianism does not mean convergence with continental
philosophy in the form of “adhering to” or “developing” the corresponding
direction. On the contrary, it forms an independent current within the broad
framework of Kantian philosophy.

Perspectives of Kantianism

Surely, this overview of Kantian philosophy is only schematic and can be
continued indefinitely, taking into account, for instance, the national traditions of
Neo-Kantianism — Russian, Italian, Brazilian and Japanese. We can also talk about
the attempts of the Neo-Kantians to organize an international community — an
example of this is the journal Logos, which was published jointly by German and
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Russian Neo-Kantians from 1911 to 1914. We can also speak of Continental and
Anglo-American Neo-Kantianism as two different interpretative paradigms.
Ultimately, each author, whatever school or direction he or she belongs to, has his
or her own Kant?. The explanation for this surprising phenomenon is simple. On
the one hand, Kant’s theory of cognition is still not fully understood, and there is a
real “conflict of interpretations.” Here, one may recall a historical anecdote that
supposedly Marx once said he was not a Marxist. It is likely that Kant, too, would
have said he is not a Kantian, even though he favored some interpretations of his
conception. On the other hand, Kant’s theory of cognition touches on problems that
have not yet been resolved — the mechanisms by which we know the world remain
still undiscovered. Furthermore, the psycho-physical dualism, the common
denominator for all epistemological problems, remains a stumbling block for us.
There is, as Kant put it, “a scandal for philosophy and universal human reason,”
that the existence of things outside us “should have to be assumed merely on faith
and that if it occurs to anyone to doubt it, we should be unable to answer him with
a satisfactory proof” [16. P. 101]. In such a situation, it is understandable why one
turns to a theory whose author worked on the same problems that preoccupy us
today.

The articles in this issue demonstrate the diversity of approaches to
understanding Kant’s works and help reveal still unexhausted potential of his
theoretical philosophy. They also eloquently testify that the most crucial part of the
work—an adequate interpretation of Kant’s Critique of Pure Reason—has not yet
been given and is yet to come.
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AnHoranms. [Ipemroxkena kapTa Tex QHUIOCOPCKUX TEUEHHH, KOTOPhIe CHOPMHPOBaA-
JIUCh TIOJ BO3JIEHCTBHEM KpuTHYeckod (umocodpuu Kanta. ITogpoOHO paccMOTpeHBI Takue
HamnpaBlieHUS KaHTHAHCTBA, KaK HeMeukwid uaeanu3M B jure @. SIkoOu, HEOKaHTHAHCTBO,
npeacrasienHoe J. Kaccupepom u A. Punem, oHTONOTHUECKast nHTEprpeTarus reopun Kanra
M. XaligerrepoM W aHaJUTUYECKas TpagulUsd HEOKaHTHAHCTBA, MpencraBieHHas Jx. Mak-
naysmioM. Ha aTux mpuMepax MOXKHO MPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBATH, KAKHE TIOJIX0/bI K TIOHUMAHUIO
Kanra crnoxxunuck B Xoae uctopun. Hanpumep, 4eTKO MOKHO BBISIBUTH 3MHACTEMOJIOTHYSCKHUH
MO/IX0/I, PacCMaTpUBAIONINI TeopeTnueckyto ¢uinocoputo Kanra kak TEopuio MO3HAHUS H,
MpEXJIe BCEro, KaK TEOPHIO OMbITa. Ei MOKHO NIPOTUBOTIOCTABUTH Pa3jIMYHbIE MeTau3nde-
CKHE MOJIX0/Ibl, KOTOPBIC PAa3BHIMCh Ha (DOHE MJICATUCTHYECKOTO MPOYTEHUS KPUTHKH YHCTOTO
pazyma. [IpakTudecku B KadecTBEe MCKIIOUCHHS MU3PEAKA BO3HUKAIOT PEATMCTUIECKUE TPaK-
ToBKHM KaHTOBOI TEOpUU OIBITA, CTPEMSIIHECS MTPEOI0JIETh OHTOJIOTUIECKUH JIyaJIu3M B OTHO-
[ICHUY SBIICHUS U BEIIH B ce0e, U KOTOPBIE MPEICTABIISIOTCS TOITOMY HanboJiee aJieKBaTHBIMH

KANT’S “CRITIQUE OF PURE REASON”... 511


https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5904-8701
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5904-8701

Cobonesa M.E. Bectauk PYIH. Cepust: @unocodust. 2023. T. 27. Ne 3. C. 499—512

ee nyxy u OykBe. B pamMkax aHaIHUTHYECKOTO KAaHTOBEJCHUS BO3HUK LIENbIHA CIIEKTP HHTEPIIPE-
Taluil KOHIeNuy onbITa y KaHTa, 7151 KOTOPBIX KaMHEM MPETKHOBEHUS CTaJIH, TIPEXK]IE BCETO,
yaeHue KaHTa 0 mo3HaBaTENbHBIX CIIOCOOHOCTSIX — YYBCTBEHHOCTH M PacCyKe, IeTyKIIUU
KaTerOpHi M TPAaHCIICHIACHTAIFHOM €IMHCTBE amllepleninu. B mepBoM ciydae OCHOBHBIM
SIBJIIETCS 10 CHX TOP BBI3BIBAIOLINM 3aTPYJHEHHUS y UCCIIEJ0BATENICH BOIIPOC O KOOIEpaluu
MO3HABATEIbHBIX CIIOCOOHOCTEH B Tporecce (HOPMUPOBAHUS OTBITa; BO BTOPOM — BOTIPOC
0 POJH OJUCKYPCUBHBIX U AUCKYPCHBHBIX MOHATHI B 9TOM TIPOIECCE; B TPETHEM — BOIIPOC
O COOTHOIICHHH AaIMEPICIIIH, CO3HAHUS M CAMOCO3HAHUS W WX (QYHKIHAX B ITO3HAHUH.
[TokazaHo, 9TO BCE 3TH BOTPOCHI €IIIe KIYyT CBOETO OKOHYATEILHOTO pelieHus. CTaThs nMeeT
XapaxTep BBEICHUS K ONOKY, MOCBAIIEHHOMY penenimn Kpumuxu uucmozo pazyma Kanra B
CBSI3M C MPHUOIIDKAIONIMMCS 001IeeM (ritocoda.
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Ppuapux Akobun: nocnepgosarenem KaHrta
MOXET ObITb TONbKO cymMacLeawmnii!
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Cankr-IleTepOyprckuil rocy1apcTBEHHBIH YHUBEPCUTET TEICKOMMYHHUKAITAI
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Annoranus. Opuapux Sdxkoou (1743—1819) uzBecteH MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO KaK MPeJICTa-
BUTEIH «(PUIOCO(GHN TyBCTBA M BEPHI» U KaK OIUH U3 MEPBBIX KpUTUKOB KaHTa, oOpaTuBIIHii
BHUMaHHE Ha (pyHIaMEHTAIBHOEC IPOTUBOPEUHE B €T0 CHCTEME: 0e3 MOHITHS «BELIH B ceOey
(wnm «Bemu camoii o ce6e») HEBO3MOXKHO BOUTH B €0 « KpHTHKY YHCTOTO pazymay, HO CTOIb
e HEBO3MOXKHO C STHM IOHATHEM B Hell octaBaThes. [lociienoBarenbHOe pa3BUTHE CHCTEMBI
TPaHCIEHACHTAIBHO GHIocoGUu NPUBOAUT K YCTPAHEHHUIO €€ COOCTBEHHON HCXOIHOM, OCHO-
BOIIOJIATAIOMICH TPEeNNOChUIKH. B 0OHapyXeHWH 3TOTO MPOTHBOPEUNS M B YKa3aHUH Ha €ro
3HAYAMOCTb JIJISI OLCHKH KPUTHUYECKOH (rutocouu Hepenko yCMATPUBAIH €Ba JIU HE eIUH-
CTBEHHBIH BKJIa SIkoOu B MUPOBYIO rtocoduto. B uctopuxo-punocodckoii turepatype npe-
o0JyiagaeT MHEHHE O TOM, YTO B o0mieM u 1enoM Skobu, oguako, Kanta npocTo He MOHSI U
OBLT B CPaBHEHUH C HUM BCETO JIUIIH «CBAPIUBBIM IpoxBocToM» ([eHpux ['eitHe) n «HU3IIEH
MoHanoi» (KyHo @umiep). ITa yHHUIKUTENbHAS OLIEHKA CYIIECTBEHHO YIIPOINACT U HCKAXKACT
Kak unocoduio SJxkobu, Tak u AeHCTBUTENBHOE OTHOIIeHHE SIxoou k KanTy, KoTopoe He 65110
CTOJIb OJHO3HAYHBIM. OHO JOIDKHO OBITH pAaCCMOTPEHO B TOpa3o Ooliee MHPOKOM HCTOpHIe-
CKOM U TpoOJIeMHOM KOHTeKcTe. KpaTko paccMOTpeHa HCTOPHS UIMTEIBHBIX U HEMPOCTHIX
B3aMMOOTHOIICHUH «IIPUBIIICTHPOBAHHOTO EPETHKA» U «CEPOT0 KapIHHAIA» HEMEIKOH (huto-
co(ckoli KIacCHKM C co3aaTreieM CHCTeMBI TpaHCIECHACHTAIBHOW (uinocodun. HamedeHs u
MPOAaHAIN3UPOBAHEl OCHOBHBIC HATIPABIICHHUS TIyOOKO MPOJYMAHHOW M HMEIOIIEH BechMa
CEphE3HbIC OCHOBAHUSI KPUTHKU KAaHTOBCKOH (uiocopuu — ee MpOTUBOPEUMBOCTH, HJEA-
JM3Ma, PacCylOYHOTO HWHTEIUICKTYyalll3Ma, CYOBEKTHBU3MA, «CHEKYJIATHBHOTO ATOM3Ma
U T. I. — C TMO3HUIUHA PaJUKaIbHOTO peaIn3Ma, 3APaBOro CMbICHIA, XPUCTHAHCKON BEpHI, METa-
(hU3UUECKOT0 «IYBCTBA CBEPXUYBCTBEHHOT'0», HEIOCPEACTBEHHOTO 3HAHMS BaXKHEHIIUX ISt
YelloBeKa UCTHH, a0COIFOTHBIX IIEHHOCTEH KU3HHU, MOPATbHONH WHTYUIIUH, CBOOOIBI M JIOCTO-
WHCTBa JINYHOCTH.

KnroueBble cjI0Ba: TPaHCICHICHTAIBHBIN HEaIU3M, peau3M, YyBCTBO, BEpa, pasyM,
bor, cBoOo1a, TMYHOCTH
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Abstract. Friedrich Jacobi (1743—1819) is known mainly as a representative of the
“philosophy of feeling and faith” and as one of the first critics of Kant, who drew attention
to the fundamental contradiction in his system: without the concept of “thing in itself”
(or “thing in oneself”) it is impossible to enter into his “Critique of Pure Reason”, but it is
equally impossible to remain in it with this concept. The consistent development of the
transcendental philosophy system leads to the elimination of its own initial, fundamental
premise. The discovery of this contradiction and the indication of its significance for the
evaluation of critical philosophy was often seen as almost the only contribution of Jacobi to
world philosophy. In the historical and philosophical literature, the opinion prevails is that
Jacobi, by and large, simply did not understand Kant and was in comparison with him, just a
“grumpy scoundrel” (Heinrich Heine) and a “lower monad” (Kuno Fischer). This pejorative
assessment significantly simplifies and distorts both Jacobi’s philosophy and Jacobi’s actual
attitude towards Kant, which was not so unambiguous. It should be considered in a much
broader historical and problematic context. The study briefly examines the history of the long
and difficult relationship between the “privileged heretic” and the “gray eminence” of the
German philosophical classics with the creator of the transcendental philosophy system. The
main directions of a deeply thought-out and well-founded serious criticism of Kant’s
philosophy (i.e. its inconsistency, idealism, rational intellectualism, subjectivism,
“speculative egoism”, etc.) are outlined and analyzed from the positions of radical realism,
common sense, Christian faith, metaphysical “sense of the supersensible”, direct knowledge
of the most important truths for a person, the absolute values of life, moral intuition, freedom,
and dignity of the individual.

Keywords: transcendental idealism, realism, feeling, faith, reason, God, freedom,
personality
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Opunpux SAxobu, kak u KaHt, monydun B AETCTBE npomecmanmckoe BOCIH-
TaHue. Bmecrte ¢ penuruno3HpIMy, XpUCTUAHCKUMHU UCTHUHAMU B €70 CO3HAHUE PAHO
BOIILUTH MeTa(pU3NUECKHUE MPECTABICHUA. YK€ B Bo3pacTe 8—9 JIeT OH UCIBITAT
JyIIEBHOE MOTPSICEHUE OT MBICIIH O 8eunocmu nocie cmepmu [1. S. 48]. Mbicib o
CBOEM 0ecClIeZTHOM MCUE3HOBEHUH U OECKOHEUHOM OyayIlleM BpeMeHH, B KOTOPOM
MEHSl y’K€ HUKorjga Oosblie He OyJeT, BhI3Bajla B HEM Yy)Kac U OTHasHUE. DTO
Memaghuzuyeckoe nepexcusanue HAIOXKWUIO OTIEYATOK Ha BCE MOCIEAyIolee
JTYXOBHOE pa3BUTHE SIKOOU.

B roHoCTH @pUapux cTan WIEHOM nuemucmckoeo Kpyxka (poaurtenu Kanra
Takke ObITH MUETHCTaMHU), B KOTOPOM CEpbE3HOE 3HAUEHUE MPHUIaBaIOCh UCKIIIO-
YUTEIHHO MOPAJIILHO CTPOTOMY 00pa3y JHCu3Hu, U He TPUIaBajIOCh HUKAKOTO 3Ha-
YEeHUS meo0cuy U 00psaoHocmu. ITO BaXKHO: SIKOOU ¢ FOHOCTH YyBCTBOBAJI JIOKb
PENUSUOZHO20 Mamepuanu3ma, KOTopbelii cTaBUT Mexay borom u yenoBexkom ocs-
3aeMblx NOCpeOHUK08, U TEM CaMbIM MOJIMEHSAET UCTUHHYIO BEpy U UCTUHHOE CIIy-
XKeHue bory — HI0I0CIyKEeHUEM, WIH «WDKECITYKEHUEM» («IIOTOBCTBOM»), 11O
onpenenenuto Kanra.

Oren @puapuxa, xenaBmui nepegaTb €My CBOE TOPTOBOE €0, OTIPABUI
HIeCTHAALATUIIETHETO IoHOIY BO dpaHKPypT-Ha-MaiiHe yuuThCsi KOMMEPIMH, OJ1-
HaKo OyIyumii JuTepaTop U GuiI0ocod UCHBITHIBAI HENPUSA3HD K MOILIIOMY MHUPY
«Ou3Heca», U OTHpaBUIICS YUUThCS B JKeHeBy. 3/1eCh yOeKI€HHbINA MTUETUCT U MTPU-
POXJIEHHBI MUCTHUK IPOBEN B «HENPEPBIBHOM YTEHUW» JBa roxaa. Jlomoin Bep-
HyJICS npoceeujernnvitl mucmuk. OTHBIHE HEMOCPEACTBEHHOE KU3HEHHOE PEJIUTU-
03HOE€ uyscmeo W abCTPaKTHOE HAYYHOE paccyicoeHue UMENU s «IBYJIHUKOIO
SAnyca» SIkoOu paBHBIC TTpaBa.

B 1761 r. bepnunckas akanemMust Hayk 00bsBUIa HOBbIM (Hi10cO(CKUil KOH-
Kypc Ha Jydllee COYMHEHHE IO MpOoOJieMe ouesuOHOCmU W O00KA3AMenibHOCHU
MeTadu3nIecKoro no3Hanus. He Obu10 17 sk Ay Iero 3HaHusl U HCTUHBI MOJIO-
noro Slko6u 6osiee HHTEPECHOTO Bompoca, yeM 3ToT. Ilpemuto B 1763 r. momyuun
Mowceii MeHaenbcoH, paboTa KOTOpOro Oblia ONMyOIMKOBaHA BMECTE C MPU3HAH-
HOM «IOYTH paBHOI» paboToil nmpuBaT-no1eHTa Kennrcoeprckoro yHuBepcureTa
Wmmanyuna Kanra'. SIko6u 6611 pazouaposad paboToit mobeautens. OH HUKOTAA
HE MPU3HABAIl payuoHaiucmuyeckozo oeuzma. HanpoTus, COUNHEHUE «IOKPUTH-
yeckoro» Kanra, «MccienoBanue CTENEHH SCHOCTHM MPUHUMUIIOB €CTECTBEHHOM
TEOJIOTUU U Mopalny» [2], comepkano uaeu, OIu3Kue ero COOCTBEHHbIM yOexie-
HusM. B 3T0 ke Bpems SkoOu npouutan TpakraT Kanrta o eduncmeenno 603modic-
HOM OCHO8aHUU 0J1s1 Ookazamenvcmea dvimus boea [3], BbI3BaBIIMK y HETO CHJIb-
HelIIee YMOLIMOHAIIBHOE COTIEPEKUBAHKE.

' Cwm.: Abhandlung iiber die Evidenz in metaphysischen Wissenschaften, welche den von der Konig-
lichen Akademie der Wissenschafien in Berlin auf das Jahr 1763 ausgesetzter Preis erhalten hat.
Nebst noch einer Abhandlung iiber dieselbe Materie. Berlin: Haude-Spener; 1764.
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Kakwue e MbIcnu emie «J1oKpuThuyeckoro» Kanra cTonb B3BOJIHOBAIM MOJIO-
noro Skoou?

Bbynymero cosnarens kputudeckoi (uiaocopuu He yCTpauBalO COCTOSIHHE
MeTa(pu3uKH, KOTOopasi 10JHKHA ObITh IJIABHOM HAYKOMH BO BCEM KOpITyCe YesoBe-
YEeCKUX 3HAaHUMU, HO CO BpeMEHU APUCTOTENs TaK U HE CTajla HAaCTOsIIEeNd HayKOH.
[TpuunHa CTONb NEYATBHOTO MOJIOKEHUS 1] — OTCYTCTBHE HAOEHCHO20 Memood,
COOTBETCTBYIOILETO MPUPOAE Memaghusuyecko2o 1M03HaHUA. MeHIeIbCOH B KOH-
KypPCHOM COYMHEHHUH BO3JIarajl HaJIeX/1bl Ha MOJApaXarolluil Mamemamuke METO]
noctpoeHus cucteMsl punocodun Xpucruana Bonbda. Kant ke npumen k yoex-
JEHUI0, 4TO I PUIocoduu Huueeo He OBLIO 8pedHee TIOAPAXKAHUSI METOy MaTe-
MaTHKH. DTH BBl MO3HAHUS NPUHIMIHAAIBHO pa3nudHbl. Meton ¢unocodun
OJIM30K 3/1paBOMY CMBICITY M MeTOAy ¢usuxu HbplOTOHA: B OCHOBY JOJKHBI OBITH
MIOJIOKEHBI  aOCONOMHO  00Cmo8epHble OaHHble Onbimd, HeNnoCpeACTBEHHO
OYeBH/IHbIE U IOTOMY HE HY>KJAIOIINECs HU B KAKUX «0Ka3aTeIbCTBAX» UCTUHBI.
MatemaTyka 3aHUMAETCS MbICAEHHO NPEOCmagAAeMbIMU N UCKYCCTBEHHO CKOH-
CTPYMPOBAHHBIMU «OOBEKTaMU», KOTOPBIE MBI camu co30aem: B HUX HET HUYETO,
KpOME TOT'0, YTO MBI CAMHU B HHUX BJIOKWIHA. MeTapu3nka, HaIpOTHB, UMEET JEJI0 C
peanvhbimu 00bEKTaMU, YK€ N3BECTHBIMH JIIOASAM. YK€ CYLIECTBYIOT IPUHATHIE
NOHAMUSA ITUX OOBEKTOB U COOTBETCTBYIOIINE UM HA36aHUS B OOBIICHHOM SI3BIKE.
[TosToMy MeTau3MK BBIHYX/E€H HAUMHATh C @HA1U3a OOLIEU3BECTHBIX, XOTS U
CMYMHBIX TIOHATUH — «MHPay, «BELIN», KIIPOCTPAHCTBA», «BPEMEHNY, «ITYIIN»,
«bora» u 1. 1. leno punocopun — pacunenamsp BaxxHeHIInEe TOHATHS 3PaBOroO
CMBbICJIa, IEJ1aTh UX SICHBIMU U ONIPEJEIEHHBIMU. DTOT MYTh AHAIU3A MOXKET HAUTU
u B MeTausuke docmogeprule ucmunsl. Hano uckate nenocpedcmeenno oocmo-
6eproe AJi CO3HaHMs, OIUPAsCh Ha gHympenHuu onvim. V1 Beauyaiimas 10cToBep-
HOCTb JJOJDKHA OBITh MPHCYIa UMEHHO OCHOBOIOJIOXKEHUSAM ecmecmeeH ol meo-
Jlo2uu, TIOCKOJIBKY 37IeCh pedb UAET 00 YHUKAIbHOUN «BEIIN», ONpPEACICHUS KOTO-
pOii TPYIHO CITyTaTh C ONpPEAEICHUAMU IpyTUX Beule. ITu pa3mbliienus Kanra,
HECOMHEHHO, CYIIECTBEHHO MOBIMUIM Ha Oyayiee yueHue SIkobu o «Hemocpe-
CTBEHHOM 3HaHUU» 0 bore u «060XeCTBEHHBIX BEIIAX).

BTropoii TpakTat, 0 doxazamenvcmee ObiTHs bora, ObUT UTOTOM MHOTOJIETHUX
pasmbinuieHni Kanrta o gasrcneiiuiem u3z écex nauwiux 3nanuii — o TOM, 4TO cyuje-
cmgyem boe. CaMble BayKHBIE U HEOOXOIUMBIE JIsl peaibHON MOBCEIHEBHOM )KU3HU
YeJI0BEKa 3HAHUS HE HY)KJAIOTCS B CIOXHBIX U TOHKUX 0OKA3amenbCmeax, Bellb
OHHU HY’KHBI gcem. JIOCTaTOYHO ydedumubca B TOM, 4TO bor ecTh, 1 BOBCE HE HEOO-
XOAMMO Ookazams €ro cyuecrsoBanue. Ho pazym yenoBeueckuii He MOXeT ynep-
KaTbCsl OT MOMCKa aOCOJIIOTHO JIOCTOBEPHOTO, HAYYHO20 J10KA3aTEIbCTBA 3TOM
UCTHUHBI, XOTS Ul 3TOT0 MPUXOIUTCA «OpOCUThCS B O€3[J0OHHYIO IIPONAacTh MeTa-
(GU3MKNW» U IMyCTUTHCS B «MpPAYHbI OKeaH, 0e30peKHBIN U JIUIICHHBIH MasKOB)
[3. C. 394]. Haiitu Takoe 10Ka3aTeabCTBO, OJHAKO, HE yaanock. M cam Kant npen-
JlaraeT He J10Ka3aTeabCTBO, HO JIUILIb OCHO8AHUE AJIS HETO.

Yro 3TO 3HAYUT, YTO HEKas Bellb «CylecTByeT»? MOXHO JM CKa3aTh, YTO
«CYLIECTBOBAHUE» — 3TO KaKoe-TO 0co0oe ceoticmeo Bemn? KaHT oTBeyaeT: HeT,
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«CYILECTBOBAHME)» — HE «IIPEJIUKAT», HE CBOMCTBO BEIIH, KOTOPOE MBI MbICAUM B
nousmuu 37Toi Beuy. Korna Mbl 0OHapy>KUBaeM, UTO MblCIUMAS HAMU BEIIb CYIIe-
CTBYET U 8 OelicmeumeibHOCmuU, TO TIOCIe ITOr0 OOHAPYKEHUS MBI MbICIUM B €€
MIOHSITHH COBEPUIEHHO MO Jice camoe, YTO U paHblie. [lonamue O BelId MPU STOM
He u3Mensiercs. Ee «cyliecTBoBaHUE» — 3TO €€ nojaeanue 6He Hauie2o0 NOHAMuUs
u MblinuieHus. [loaTomy u Bce To, 4TO MBI MOXKEM ckazams 0 bore, mpunucars emy,
MMOMBICIIUTh B HEM, OTHOCUTCS JIMIIIb K €T0 NOHAMUIO, © HUYETO HE TOBOPUT O €ro
CYILIECTBOBAHHH.

Kaszainocs Obl, ¢ uneei ooxazamenvcmea dOvimus nmokoHdeno. Ho Kanrt Bce ke
YTBEPKIAET, YTO JI0Ka3aTh ObITHE bora MOXKHO, UCXOIS U3 OOHUX UL NOHAMUILL!
A MMEHHO, U3 OHATHUS 803MOdMHCHOCMU. []a)ke B JIOTUYECKU TPOTUBOPEYUBOM, T. €.
He803MOJICHOU BEILIU MBI 41MO-10 MBICIUM, ¥ 3TO MBICIMMOE CO/IEpKAHUE B KAKOM-
TO CMBICTIE cyujecmayem. be3yCclioBHO HEBO3MOKHO, YTOOBI BOOOIIE HUYETO HE CY-
miectBoBao. JIro0as BO3MOKHOCTbH JJaHa JIUIIb B 4UeM-TO AeiicTBuTeabHoM. Creno-
BaTEJIbHO, ECTh HEKOTOPOE H€3YC/1086HO HEO0X00UMOoe cyujecmeosanue, 6e3 KoTo-
poro He ObLTO ObI M1 HUYEro BO3MOXKHOr0. MOKHO MOKa3aTh, Jajee, YTo 3Ta HeoO-
XOJuMasi CyIHOCTh — €JIMHAs, MPOCTasi, HEM3MEHHAs, BEUHas, 4TO JTF00ast peab-
HOCTb BO3MOJKHA JIMIIIb Yepe3 Hee, YTO 3Ta CYIIHOCTh — JyX U T. 1. Bee atu mpe-
JUKAThl U MBICIATCS B moHaTun «boray, cnenoarensHo, bor cymecryer. C nep-
BOH MOJIOBUHOM 3TOT0 paccyxeHus SIkoou, BeposiTHO, ObUT MOJHOCTHIO COTJIACEH,
HO YHTas BTOPYIO MMOJIOBUHY, KaK U Ipyrue doxazamenvcmaa Obitust bora, oH, ode-
BUJTHO, 3aKJTIOYIIL, YTO «JI0OKA3aTeIbCTBY» JOCTyNeH Juilb «bor dunocodory, sce-
00Was 6HymMpeHHss CYWHOCMb 8euyeli, CIIMHO30BCKAs «CyOCTaHIHs», B KOTOPOM
YeJIOBeK — JIUIIb MUMOJIETHBIH, BPEMEHHBIH M HECYLIECTBEHHBIH «MOIyCH2.
310 — guimbiunenuviti punocopom bor, unes, abcrpakuus. VICTHHHBIN, )KHUBOU U
auunsii bor, Teopey mupa, BEICIIUN MOPaJIbHBIN 3aKOHOAATENb U CY/Ibs UEJIOBEKA,
HE MOXET OBITh «BBIBEICH» JIOTHYECKH U «I0Ka3aH». Bepa B Hero — nemno oco6oro
ponia éepsl 1 0co00r0, METahU3NIECKOTO Uy8Cmea.

Uepe3 aBeHaauaTh JIET, B CBOEM MEPBOM, BJOXHOBIEHHOM ['ere pomane [4],
SIxo0u pa3MBILILILET O c80600e U HPABCMBEHHOCMU, — OCHOBOMIOJATAIOIINX U JIJIS
Kanta nmpobnemax. Poman, 1o mpu3HaHHUIO aBTOPA, Y HEr0 HE MOJIYYUIICS, OJTHAKO
JUTsl TIOHUMaHUS B3TJIA0B SIKoOM ero «moOuMerit pedeHok» [5. S. XI—XIII], u
JaKe «TOATTMHHBIN 001t kimrou» [6. S. VIII] ko BceM mocnenyomuM COYNHEHUSM
oueHb BaxkeH. He MeHee BaskeH U BTOpoi poMaH SIKOOH, BBIXOIUBIINI YacTAMU U
MOJIHOCTBIO MPEJICTaBICHHbIN B u3nanusx 1794 u 1796 rr. [7].

W3BecTHBII ucclieoBaTenb reHe3nca Tak Ha3biBaeMol «(huiaocopuu 4yBCTBa
u Bepb» B.A. KoxeBHukoB Buzen B ¢unocopckux pomanax SkoOu agexBaTHOE
BbIpaxkeHue nyxa smnoxu [8. C. 43]. Mopans v Hayka — Bellld TPUHLIUIHAILHO pa3-
Heie. Cosecmb HE 3aBUCHUT OT YUCHOCTH, HE TpeOyeT J0Ka3aTelIbCTB, HE TTOPOK/Ia-
€TCsl pacueTOM, ¥ OHA BaXKHEE JJIs1 )KU3HU, UeM Hay4HbIE TO3HAHUS, B TOM YHCIE —
(buI0CcOPCKO-ITUUECKUE CUCTEMBI. SIKOOM HE TOJBKO MPHU3HAET CaMOOBITHOCTD,

2 Cwm.: David Hume iiber den Glauben oder Idealismus und Realismus. Ein Gespréch von Friedrich
Heinrich Jacobi. Breslau: Lowe; 1787. S. 79—S80.
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MEePBUYHOCTH, HE3aBUCUMOCTb OT HayKH HPAaBCTBEHHOT0 Hadasna. OH MUIIET O Tpe-
BOCXOJICTBE MOPAIbHOU UHMYUYUY HAJl HAYYHBIM PACCYXKICHUEM 1aK€ B HO3HAHUU
peanvrocmu! MopanbHOMY 4y6cmey OTKPhIBA€TCS pealbHOCTh, YCKOJIb3aIoUIasi OT
paccyoka. B cBoOonie 00HapY K KUBAIOTCS MPEXKIE BCEr0 W Pa3yMHOCTh, M HPaB-
CTBEHHOCTh. CpeIoTOuHEe BCEro 3TOr0 — HeNnocpeACTBeHHOe BOCIIPUATHE CBEPX-
YYBCTBCHHON IJIATOHOBCKOM peanbHOCTH, «DO0XKECTBEHHBIX Bellei». VMeHHO
OHO — E€JIMHCTBEHHBIN UCTOYHHUK JIFOOBIX PACCYIOUYHBIX NpPABUIL, KOOEKCO8 N ITH-
YeCKUX meoputi. YenoBeka OTINYAET OT KUBOTHBIX JUIIb 3TOT Memahu3uyuecKuil
UHCMUHKM, KOTOPBIM U CIEIyeT Ha3blBaTh pPA3yMOM, OTINYAs €ro OT paccyokda,
MIPUCYLIETO B U3BECTHOW MEpEe U >KUBOTHBIM, CIOCOOHBIM MOHUMATh YYBCTBEHHO
JTaHHOE.

Pa3mpinenus o bore u ¢cBo6oae coeuHUINCH yepes aecsTh JeT B «llucemax
00 yuennn CirHO3bI» [9]. DTa KHHTa cTana cCOOBITUEM B MHTEIUIEKTYyIbHON HCTO-
puu ['epmanuu u caenana SIkoou 3HaMeHUTHIM. OH CTaBWII B HEH aKTyaJbHEHIITNE
JTYXOBHBIE 3aIpOChl 00IIECTBa ACHO M MPOCTO: J100 bor ects, U 3Ta UCTHHA HE
TpeOyeT 0Ka3aTenbCTB, JM00 UCTUHHO JIMILb AOKa3aHHOE HaykoH, u Torga bora
Het. Ecnu et bora, To HeT HU cBOOO/IbI, HU MOPAJIH, €CTh OJIHA I02UYeCKas HeoO-
X00uMocmsb HAYKU U MexaHudeckue 3axousl npupoabl. CIHHO3U3M — IMOCIIE0Ba-
TEJNbHOE OCYIIECTBICHUE HAYYHO20 TIOJX0a K BOIIpOocaM MUpPOBO33peHus. biaro-
Japs JIOTMYECKOM IOCIIeOBATEIbHOCTH OH BEACT K ameusmy, hamanusmy
u Hueunusmy. Het ecrectBeHHOM ¢puiiocopuu cBepxbecrectBenHoro [1. S. 75.];
a Bepa B bora — He nHayka, a noopoaerensn [6. S. XLVI]. [Ipusnanue Obrtus bora
OCHOBAHO HE Ha (paKTax, JIOTUKE U TOKA3aTEeIbCTBAX, a HA 0CO00T0 pojia «IyBCTBE
CBEPX4YYBCTBEHHOT'0», HA OLIYIIIEHUH €TO MPUCYTCTBUS.

Kputukys ciuHO3u3M U fen3M, SIkobu otdact onupancs Ha «KpuTuky 4m-
cToro pazyma» KaHTa, KOTOpBIM TOXE CTPEMUJICS «OTPAaHUYUTH 3HAHUE, YTOOBI
nath mecto Bepe» [10. C. 43] (ecnu OBITH TOYHBIM — MOpAIH U CBOOOJE). YiKe
nocne mybnukanuu nuceM o Crnunosze SIkoOu mucan I'ere, 4To «CHOBa 3aceln 3a
KaHTa» 1 XOUeT B3ATh €r0 B CON3HUKH «IIPOTUB OEPIUHIIEB».

Opnako pe3yinbTaT BHUMATENBHOTO HM3Y4YeHHUS KAHTOBCKOW «KpuTukm»,
HayaBiuerocs He noxe 1782 r., okazancs HeoxuaanHbiM. Criop o CrimHo3€e TIpe-
BpaTuiics B crop ¢ Kanrom u B auckyccuto 06 ucmunHom 3amvicie gunocogpuu
Kanma. 3anonaro mpo HanmMcaHWsl TMEPBBIX CTPOK (PUXTEBCKOTO «HAYKOYYCHHSD)
SIxobu yBUAEN cnuHo3usM CKBO3b IPUMY MPAHCYEHOeHMAalu3Mda U TIPUILET K Bbl-
BOJy, YTO TPAHCIICHJCHTAIBHBIN uoearusm Kanra no ceoemy dyxy — 4ucTeHImmit
cnuHo3u3M! IlpaBna, «mepeBepHyThID CIMHO3U3M — CHUHO3U3M CYOBLEKMUBHO-
cmu! V1 3TOT CKPBITHIA 0yx KaHTOBCKOHM (prI0cOpHH TPOTUBOPEUHT €T0 HYK8e, TO-
HATHIO «BEIIU B cebe». DTo mpoTtuBopeune Oyaet mpeoaoneHo. B 1787 r. Skobu
MIPOPOYECKHU IpecKa3all, 4To BCiel 32 KAHTOBCKUM «(PHIOCOPCKUM €BaHTEITUEM»
IPAAET MPUIIECTBUE MTOCIEA0BATEIBHOIO «CIEKYIATUBHOIO 3rousmay [11. S. 277,

3 Cwm.: Briefwechsel zwischen Goethe und F.H. Jacobi. Leipzig, 1846. S. 99.
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310], xoTOpBIN AETyKTUBHO BBIBEJET CUCTEMY MMpA M3 aKTa «YUCTOIO» CAMOCO-
3HAaHUA-CaMOCO3epLaHus «5».

KanT obpatun BHUMaHue Ha paboThl SIKOOH, HO HE YBUAET B HEM CKOJBKO-
HUOYIb cephe3HOro onmnoHeHTa. B mucsme k Mapky ['epity oH nain nepByro OLeHKY
€ro B3TJIsIaM: 3TO «(haHTa3umW», HE 3aCIy>KUBAIOIINE CEPHE3HOTO OMPOBEPKEHHUS
[12.S. 442]. OTu «daHTazum» OH BCE K€ BBIHYKICH OBbLI MOJIBEPTHYTh ITyOJIMYHOMN
KpPUTHUKE B CTaTbe «YTO 3HAUUT OpUEHTHPOBAThCS B MbllieHuu?» [13]. Kanr ona-
cajicd OTpaHHYEHHUs! MpPaB pa3ymMa CO CTOPOHBI «HEMOCPEICTBEHHOTO 3HAHUS»:
no00Hast «HEMOCPEICTBEHHOCThY» B TO3HAHUHM HCTUHBI MOOMIPSET HEBEKECTBO
1 (haHaTU3M.

Cratps 3anena Slkobu. On rimy6oko nmounrtan KanTta kak y4uuTens U BHICH B
HEM COI03HHUKA B O0pBOE ¢ EM3MOM, CIIMHO3U3MOM U «HEOCTTMHO3U3MOM». OH pe-
LIWJI OTBETUTh Ha KpUTUKY KaHTa myOnuuHO U ocHoBarenbHO. B 1787 r. BhILIa
HOBas pabora Skobu moxa HazBanueM «/JlaBun FOm o Bepe, wiu uaeanusMm u pea-
nu3Mm. becenan®. DTa kHUra f0mKHA ObLIA IPEUMYIIECTBEHHO «3aTKHYTh MaCTh. . .
pasrHeBaHHOM TOJIIE, KOTOpas BoccTajda Ha MEHs 1Mo moBoay muceM o CruHo3ze.
B I'epmanuu HeT citydas JIMTEPATypPHOTO MIPECIEI0BAHNS, KOTOPOE MOTJIO ObI CpaB-
HUTBCS C TEM, YTO Pa3BEpHYJIOCh MPOTUB MEHs MO ciayyaro nmucem o CrnuHO3E...
Oto ObUTa HacTosmas 3m06a...» [14. S. 19—20]. «3aTKHYTh NACTH» JOJKHO OBLIO
MPEKIE BCEro OOCTOSATENbHOE Pa3bsICHEHHE CBOEOOPAa3HO IOHATON «BEPHI».
K Hemy ObIIO MPHUIIOKEHO U KPATKOE PA3MBIIIICHNE O TPAHCHEHICHTAILHOM UjIe-
amu3me Kanta, rae BnepBbie ObUIO C(HOPMYIHPOBAHO CTaBIIee 3HAMEHHUTHIM BbI-
CKa3blBaHUE O BeIH B cede: «Ha MPOTSIKEHUM HECKOJBKHX JIET, — IPU3HAETCA
Sxobu, — s moymKeH ObLT CHOBA M CHOBAa HauMHATh uTeHue «Kputuku yucroro pa-
3yMay C CaMOro Haydaja, IOTOMY YTO MEHS IIOCTOSTHHO COMBAJIO C TOJIKY TO, UTO fe3
YHOOMSIHYTOM IIPEIMOCHUIKY I HE MOT BOMTH B CUCTEMY, a ¢ 3TOM MPEINOCHUIKOM HE
Mor B Heil ocTaTbesa»’.

«Bepoit» SkobOu Ha3biBaeT 0cOOOr0 poja YyBCTBO, MPHUCYIIEE Pa3yMHOMY
cyumectBy. OHO HemOCpPeACTBEHHO YJOCTOBEPSIET PeajJibHOCTh KakK MPEAMETOB
YYBCTBEHHOT'O BOCIPHSTHS, TaK U PEAIbHOCTb NPEIMETOB MeTau3UYeCKUX.
K sTomy Bocxonsuiemy k FOMy pa3bsiCHEHUIO IOHATHUS «BEPHD) U IPUCOEIUHIETCS
KpUTHKa KaHTOBCKOM (unocopuu, KoTopas, eciu OyJeT BepHa CBOEMY BbICILIEMY
IIPUHLIMITY €IMHCTBA allEepPLEIUY, T0JKHA YTBEPKIATh «/KeCTOYAHIINH uaea-
JM3M» U (CIEKYJIATHBHBIN 3rou3m»’. TpaHCLeHIeHTALHbIN HIealu3M — 3TO
CIIMHO3U3M, BBIBEPHYTHII HAW3HAHKY, «CIIMHO3U3M CyOBEKTHBHOCTH.

Yepes geTbipe roaa, oceHbto 1791 r., SIkobu BepHyJcs k TBOpuecTBY «I epky-
JIleca Cpeiu MBICIUTENEH» B PYKONUCH, o3ariaBieHHon «[locimanue 0 KaHTOBCKOM
¢dunocopum», Hamucannou i Marrmaca Knmaynmyca (Mattias Claudius,

4 Cm.: David Hume iiber den Glauben oder Idealismus und Realismus. Ein Gesprdiich von Friedrich
Heinrich Jacobi. Breslau : Lowe, 1787.

5 Cm. tam xe. S. 304.

 Cm. tam xe. S. 310.
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1740—1815). Drta «3mnucTONa» HEAaBHO OMyOJIMKOBaHA B HOBOM H3JaHHUU
coOpanus counHeHuit Skoou [15].

Eme uepes Bocems Jiet, B 1799 r., koraa Kanrt, mogBoas OKOHYaTEIbHBIA UTOT
KU3HU U TBOPUYECTBY, MyOJIMIHO OTMEKEBAJICS OT CyOBEKTUBHO-H/ICATHUCTUYECKOM
CNEKYJISITUBHON JUATCKTUKH, ObUIO OMyOJIMKOBAHO M OTKPBITOE MUCHMO «SK00OH K
®uxte»’. Kaut mucan B cBoeM «3asBIEHUW», YTO HUKAKHE XMTPOYMHBIE JIOIHYe-
CKHE€ «IEAYKIIUU» HE MOTYT «BBIKOBBIPSATH» W3 OJHUX JIUIIb MOHATUN PEATbHBIN
00bekT. SAAkobu, kak u Kanrt, kputukyet udearusm duxre. bonee cymecTBeHHO,
onHako, paznuuue: Kant kputrukyer dOuxre 3a JI0)KHYI0 MHTEPNPETALUIO U TI0-
MBITKY «Pa3BUTHUS» CBOETO YUEHHUS, KOTOPOE HU B KAKUX YCOBEPILICHCTBOBAHUIX HE
HYXJAeTCsl, U KOTOPOE HAJ0 TOHHMATh BIIOJIHE OYKBAJIBHO, B TOM YHCIE
B OTHOILIEHUU «BeLIN B cebey». SIkoOu, HarpoTuB, BUAUT B paboTax duxrte camo-
OIpOBepPKeHHe KAHTOBCKOM (uiocopuu, nockoiapbky duxre, 0CTaBasiCh BEPHBIM
HMCTUHHOMY yXy KaHTOBCKOTO TPaHCIIEHICHTAIN3Ma, YCTPAHUJI €r0 HEeToCIe/10Ba-
TEIILHOCTh M TPHUIIET K 10C1e008amenbHomMy cyovekmusuzmy (KOTOPBIT
Skobu ynonobnser «rpexy Onana» B ¢uaocopun’). KaHT ObLT «KpecTHTEneM»
TPAHCLEHJCHTAILHOTO CyOBheKTUBU3MA, a DUXTE CTANl €r0 «UCTHHHBIM MECCHEe)
[16.S.9, 13]. ®uxre, KCTaTH, IPU3HAT HOBUBAILHYIO POIIb SIKOOHU: «BOT yKE IECITh
JIET, KaK KaXXIblii MOXKET MPOUYECTh B ME€UaTH OCHOBATEIbHEUIIIEE U UCUEPIIHIBAO-
iee A0Ka3aTelbCTBO» TOro, «4To KaHT HU4ero He BelaeT 0 4eM-TuO0 OTIIMYHOM
or A...» [17. C. 508].

PasBepHyTas u cucremaruzupoBaHHas KpuTuka ¢unocopuu Kanra mana
SAxo6u B 1801—1802 rr. B pabote «O MOMBITKE KPUTUITN3MA CBECTH Pa3yM K pac-
CYyAKYy W nath (uiocoduu BooOIIe HOBoe HampaieHue» [18]. OxoHyaTenbHBIN
UTOT CBOMM pa3mbinuieHussM o Kanre Ako6u monsen B 1815—1819 rr. B npeau-
CJIOBHUAX KO BTOpoMYy [19] u uerBepTOoMy [6] TOMaM €ro COUYMHEHUH.

3neck SIkobu cxato msnaraer cBoe punocodckoe credo. CylmHOCTh ¥ Ha3HA-
YeHHE YeNIOBeKa — UCKaTh ucmuHy. JTa UCTHHA — HE KaKue-HUOYIb yTBEpKIe-
HUS1, KOTOPBIE s BBICKAa3aJ MEPBBIM, HE HOBBIE 3HAHUS, KOTOPHBIC 51 10OABUI B 001I1e-
YeJI0BEUYECKYI0 KOMUWIKY. Bricias HCTHHA, K KOTOPOU CTPEMHUTCS YeJI0BEK, KaK Io-
Hs1 00xecTBeHHBIN [1maToH, — 3TO UcTUHHOE Ovimue. He Te «MCTUHBD»Y, KOTOPBIE
CO31at0T JitoaH, a MicTuHa, co3aaBmias 4enoBeKa 1 ero crpemiieHus. 1ol UctuHoi
HE MOXET OBITh npupooa, B KOTOPOH KaIAbli YEIIOBEK ObLT OBl TUIIb HUYTOKHOM
1 MUMOJIETHOUM MoOugurayueti BceoObeMITIONMEH 1 O€3TMIHON cyocmanyuu, 6ec-
KOHEYHO MaJIOl ¥ MTHOBEHHO MCUYE3al0Ieii BOJIHOM B BEUHOM, OECKOHEYHOM U Oec-
CMBICTICHHOM OKeaHe ObITHsl. VIcTUHY MOXET MCKaTh JUIIb IUYHOCMb, 001a1at0-
1asi CO3HAHUEM CBOEH c80000b1 N CBOETO docmourcmeaa. I1oTMHHBINA U BBICIINI
MHTEpEC pa3yMa B YeJIOBEKEe HaAIpaBJIEH HE Ha THIATENIbHOE OMKUCAaHUE AIMIIUpUYE-
CKH OECKOHEUHO Pa3HOOOpPa3HOTO, HUYTOKHOTO U MPEXOMAIIETO «AaHHOTOo». OH
HaIpaBJieH Ha a0COJII0THOE U CBePXYyBCTBeHHOe. Briciue npeaMeTsl yenoBeye-
CKOM J110003HATEIBLHOCTH, KaK COBEpIIEHHO crhpaBemyuBo nucan Kant, — bor,

7 CMm.: Jacobi an Fichte. Hamburg: Perthes; 1799.
8 Cm.: Karl Leonhard Reinhold’s Leben und litterarisches Wirken. Jena; 1825. S. 235.
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cBoboa, OeccmepTre. SIKOOH MPHU3BIBAET B CBUAETENN TO YYBCTBO, KOTOPOE €CTh
BO BCSIKOM Pa3yMHOM CMEPTHOM CYLIECTBE, U KOTOPOE MOPOXKIAET U (punocoduro,
U PEJIMIHIO: YYBCTBO CBEPX4YyBCTBEHHOI'0, KOTOPOE U CJIENyEeT Ha3bIBaTh pa3y-
MoMm! Skobu ccbutaetcs 31ech Ha KaHTra, Kak COIO3HHMKA U €IMHOMBILIUICHHHKA:
4eJI0BEKY HYXKEH orcueoti boe, TBOpsIUNA MUp pa3yMHO M cBoOojxHO. Bce, uto
C aHTMYHOCTH yueHble U (ri1ocodbl Ha3bIBAIOT npupodoii — 310 He bor. Iyt k
MO3HAHUIO MCTUHHOTO OBITHS, CBEPXUyBCTBEHHOTO, CBOOO/bI, HICTUHHOTO M KHU-
Boro bora — He TeopeTHYecKHii, HE pacCyIOYHBII, WIN HAay4HBI, a IpaKTHYe-
CKHI1, MOPQJIbHBIN.

Paccynounas Hayka JIETKO, €CTECTBEHHO U JIOTHYECKHU TOCJIEN0BATENBHO J10-
XoauT 10 ompuyanus bora u Mopanu. OHa MOXET JIFOOUTH JIUIIB ce0sl, He MPU3HA-
BaTh HUYETO BHE ceOs, BHE (DAKTOB OIBITA M JIOTHKHU. TOraa oHa cama Xo4eT Obimb
Kax boz v IPUBECTHU YETIOBEKA B CO3/IAHHBIN UM CaMHM PYKOTBOPHBIN pail. Torma
OHa MPUTA3ACT Ha 6Ce3HAHUe, HA CO3/laHNe, KaK T'OBOPAT CETOMHS, meopuu 6ce2o,
KOTOpast CTAaHOBUTCS JIOTUYECKH 3aMKHYTOW CHUCTEMOM, Bce «OOBEKTBI» KOTOPOM
KOHCTPYHPYIOTCS B Heil camoil. B Takoll Hayke paccydok 3ariyiaer rojioc pasyma.
SAxobu nHanucan «llucema o CrimHO3€» 711 TOTO, YTOOBI MTOKA3aTh HENMPEeOo 0 IU-
MOCTb IIOJJOOHOTO POAa CHHHO3M3MAa, HEYMOJIMMO IPUBOJAALIETO K HENpuemie-
MOMY JJIsl BCEX YyBCTB M CEp/lia YelloOBeKa ameusmy v pamanuzmy, OTHAM JHIIb
Jlo2uyeckum IpUMeHeHneM paccyaka. CiuHO3M3M, aTeu3M, GaTaau3M U HUTUIN3M
MIPEOJI0JICBAIOTCS JTUILb PUNIOCOPCKUM PAZYMOM, AU METAPU3NUECKUM YyBCTBOM
CBEPXUYYBCTBEHHOI0, 0€3 KOTOPOIo gce MpeBpalaercs B Huumo. SIko0u yBepser,
gyro KanT B cBoux paboTax yTBepkKIal UMEHHO «HEUTO MOJO0HOE).

*okok

B 3akmroueHue KpaTko cucteMaTu3upyeM Kputuky Kanta B COBOKyITHOCTH pa-
60T SIk0OM HEe B XPOHOJOTMYECKOM, a B TEOPETUUECKOM IMOPSAKE, MO KIFOUYEBBIM
MOHATHSIM U ITpoOIIeMaM.

I'1aBHbIe NMYHKTHI OOBMHEHMS: «UA€ATM3M» H «IPOTHBOPEYUBOCTb.
Haynem c¢ yxe ynmoMsHyTOro paHee ynpeKa B paouKkdalbHOU 08YCMbICIeHHOCHU
[20. S. 365], ot koTopoit KaHT Tak 1 HE cMOT M30aBUTHCS O KOHIA CBOMX JIHEH.
HcTuHHBIN HaeaJ ncTHYeCKHii JyX KaHTOBCKON (pritocopuu HaXOIUTCS B HEMIPH-
MHUPUMOM NMPOTUBOPEYUH C €€ MATEPHATUCTHYECKOI OYKBOI, YTBEPKICHUEM O
HEKOEM TaWMHCTBEHHOM adguyuposanuu (T.e. 6030ydcOeHUU OesmeabHOCMIL)
IyIA TAaWHCTBEHHBIMHU, HEMIO3HABAEMBIMH «BEIIaMU B ceOe». DTa JIBYCMBICIICH-
HOCTb — CEpPbE3HbIHN JIOTHYECKUI HETOCTATOK, XOTSI UMEHHO OHa cjenaia (umoco-
¢uto Kanra BecbMa NOIMYJISIPHOM.

be3 ucxoanoro npeanonoxenust 06 adGUIMPOBaHUN TYIITU YUTATENb U B Ca-
MOM JIeJIe He MOXKET «BOWTH» B MpoOIeMaTuky nepBoil «KpuTHkm», 0HAKO BECh
MOCIEAYIOIUN X0/ KaHTOBCKUX PACCYXIECHUN SICHO M MOJPOOHO MOKAa3bIBaeT,
KakuM 00pa3oM B MPOLIECCE CHOHMAHHOU KOHCTPYUPYIOIIEH NeSTEIbHOCTH Mbllid-
Jlenuss BOZHUKAET MpecTaBJIeHue 0 HEKOTOPOH «BEUI», B KOTOPOM, COOCTBEHHO,
HUYEro, Kpome npedcmasnenus, U HeT. «Bemu B cebe» — 3TO mblcau, 1 OHU HE
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MOTyT «adpduuupoBaTh» AyIly Kak HEUTO BHELIHEE Ui Hee U BO3JICHCTBYIOIIEE Ha
Hee u3BHe. K ToMy ke mocneayromui rirybodailiinii aHaiu3 M03HaBaTEIbHON
NESATEILHOCTH PACCyAKa MOKa3bIBA€T, YTO CAMO IMOHSTHUE «BO3ACHCTBUM», WIH
NpUYUHHOCMU, HE WMEET HHMKAKOTO CMBICIA ISl XapaKTEPUCTHKH OTHOIICHUS
MEX/1y HEM3BECTHBIMHU «BEIIaMHU B c€0e» U TaHHBIMHU HaM B OIBITE «SBICHUSIMUY.

W3 3TOr0 OCHOBHOTO MPOTHBOPEUHS C HEOOXOOUMOCHIbIO BRITEKAIOT U MHOTHE
IpyTHE.

OMIMpPU3M U anpuopusM. Morydee Bnusinue amnupusma (B nyxe JIokka u
IOma) na Kanra oueBuano. OH IpUHUMAET U HE3aBUCUMOE OT HAC CYuecmeo8anue
BEIIEH, U X 6030elicmeue Ha 9yBCTBEHHOCTh CYOBEKTa, U «IaHHOCThY YyBCTBEH-
HOTO MHOT00Opa3usi HE3aBUCUMO OT MbIIIUIeHUA. bonee Toro, Te Bceobue hopMbl
YyBCTBEHHOCTH U paccyjika, Koropble KaHT Ha3bIBaeT anpuopHvimu, OH B IEHCTBU-
TENBHOCTH HAX00UM 6 onvine, Kak SMIUPHUUCCKUN ghaxm.

Onmnako ocHoBononararomuid st Kanra, umxymmii ot [lnarona, Apucrorens
u EBkimna uaean anooukmuueckotl HayKu, OTHON TOCTOBEPHOCTHU U I0KA3aTeNb-
HOCTH, TpeOYyeT OT HEro MPU3HAHUS BO3MOXKHOCTH «YUCTOTO» MBILUICHUS, U TEM
CaMbIM — aNnpuoOpHo2o 3HaHUS. DTOT UACAT B COI03€ C MPHUHIIUIIOM CIIOHTAaHHOU
akmueHocmy MBIILTIEHUST Hen30exHo npuBoauT Kanta Kk udeanuzmy. SIcHo, 4TO
€CJIM BCE Hallle TO3HAHUE 3aMMCTBYETCS] UICKIIIOUUTEIBHO U3 OIbITA, a OIBIT HE MO-
KET OBITh 3aBEPIIEH M BCETJa MOXKET OBITh JTOTIOJTHEH, YTOYHEH U JaKe OIPOBEPT-
HYT HOBBIM OIIBITOM, TO HUKAaKasl «arogUKTUYECKasH HayKa O peaTbHbIX 00bEeKTaX
MPUHIMITAATIBFHO HEBO3MOXKHA. KaHT ke Obll «BIMIOONEH» B MeTaU3HKY, U BCE
CWJIBI TIOJIOXKHJT HA TO, YTOOBI CIIENaTh €e, HaKOHeIl, HacTosmeld Haykoid. [TombiTka
COCIMHHUTH M MPUMUPHUTH ITH MPOTHUBOIOIOKHBIC YCTPEMIICHHUS QYA — HUCTOY-
HUK [NIyOOKHX IpoTHBOpeunii yuenus Kanra.

YyBCTBEHHOCTb, KaK OJIHA U3 ABYX INIABHBIX 103HABAMEIbHBIX CIOCOOHOCTEH
YEJI0BEKa, KaK 8ocnpusmue 6HeuHe20 MAPA, YKE CAMUM CBOUM MOHSITHEM TPEIIO-
JlaraeT CyIIeCTBOBaHUE HEKOETO pealbHOr0 00bEKTA 8He U He3a8UCUMO OT HacC. DTO
npusHaet u Kant, paznuyas u naxe npomugononazas 1yBCTBEHHOCTb, KaK cmpa-
oamenvbHyio (B CMBICIE APUCTOTEINSI) CIOCOOHOCTh CYOBEKTa MCIIBITHIBATH BHEIII-
Hee BO3JIECHCTBUE, «IIPETEPIEBAThY, U MBIIUIEHUE, KAK CHOHMAHHOCMb, CaMOJes-
TEIBHOCTh MO3HAIONIETO CYyOBhEeKTa (TaK)KE€ XOPOIIO OMUCAHHYI0 APHCTOTEIEM).
MHuoroo6pasue OurymeHui HaM MPOCTO JAHO, a BCE OOBEKTHI MBIIUICHUS HAMH
caenanbl. OgHAKO TE K€ CaMble owyujeHus, coraacHo Tomy ke Kanty — Bcero
JUIIb MOOUuKayuu COCTOSHUS OyuiU, T. €. YUCTO 8HYMpeHHUe COCTOSHUS MO3Ha-
ro1ero cyobekTa. OurynieHus: pOBHO HUUEro He cOOOMIatoT HaM 00 «adduuupyro-
Xy Bemax. B pacropsskeHUH MBITIUICHHSI IMEIOTCSL OJTHU JIUIID NPe0CcmasieHusl,
a TOBOPUTH O «IOAOOHM» MPEICTaBICHUI CO3HAHUSA TOMY, YTO 8000We He ecmb
npedcmasieHue, HE WMEET HHKAKOro cwmbicia. CoeauHEHHE MpeICTaBICHHMA
B JIFOOBIC MBICITUMBIC «IIPEJAMETHI», B TOM YHCIIE SKOOBI «JJaHHBIC» B OIBITE, TPO-
M3BOJUTCS HUCKIIOUUTEIBHO CAMONPOU3BOIbHOU IEATEIBHOCTHIO MBIIUICHHS.
CrnenoBatenbHO, BCe JAHHOE HaM B OIBITE HUYETO HE COOOIIAeT HaM O MUPE BHE
Hac. [lomywaercsi, 4TO UyBCTBEHHOE BOCHPHUSATHE, BOMPEKH CBOEMY HA3BAHUIO
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U TIOHATHUIO, BOBCE U HE SIBISIETCA 80cnpusmuem: IOCPEICTBOM HETO Mbl HUYETO,
COOCTBEHHO, He B0CHPUHUMAEM.

Paccynox Kant onpenensier kak 1BOsIKYI0 cHocOOHOCTh: 1) 00pa3oBaTh nows-
mue, 2) CyIuTh, T. €. coeOuHAmMs TOHATHUS B aKkTe CyxaeHus. Jleno paccyaka —
paboTaTh ¢ OaHHbIM HaM YyCTBEHHBIM MHOroobOpasuem. Paccynok cpasuusaem,
omenexkaemcs: OT pa3lIU4uui, BBIICIIET oOujee. Paccyiok MOIHOCTBIO 3aBUCUT OT
COJIEp’KaHUs YyBCTBEHHOI'O BOCIIPUATHA. B IOHATUN MBICIUTCS JIMILB TO, YTO €CTh
B CO3€pLIaHUH, IPUYEM YYBCTBEHHOE CO3EPLIAHUE OeCKOHEeUHO pa3Ho0Opa3Ho, a no-
HAMUA paccyaka Oe/IHbl, CKY/IHBI, CXBAThIBAIOT JIMIIb HE3HAYUTEIbHYIO YacTh UyB-
CTBEHHOr0 MHOrooOpasusi. Pa3Be Takoil «paccynok», TaK IOHUMAEMOE MblulleHUe
MOJKET OCYLIECTBIISATh ANPUOPHbIl cunmes?

Benuxkas 3acnyra Kanra, cornacHo SIkobu, B TOM, YTO OH OTJIMYAET Pa3yM OT
paccyaka, 0JHAKO BBICIIYIO MO3HABATEIbHYIO CIIOCOOHOCTH OH TOJIKYET COBeEp-
LIEHHO HEYJIOBJIETBOPUTEIHHO, CBOJIS, IO CYLIECTBY, Pa3yM K 0COOOMY, HILITIO30P-
HOMY IIPUMEHEHMIO PacCy/iKa, KOrja OH oOpalleTcst He K SIBICHUSIM, UM OTJelb-
HBIM IIPEeIMETaM OIIbITa, a KO 8celi COBOKYNHOCMU TIPEIMETOB, B ONbITE HE JAHHOM.
B 1o xe Bpems KaHT BuauT B pazyme 0coOyl0, CAMOCTOSITEIbHYIO U BBICIIYIO
MIO3HABATEJIbHYIO CIHOCOOHOCTb, HANPABAAIOWYI0 BCIO AMIUPUYECKYIO JIEATENb-
HOCTh paccynka. [lomdydaercs, uTo pasyMm cam o cebe HU4ero He MOXKET MO3HATh,
HO UMEHHO OH — UCTOYHHK BBICIIETO METAPU3NUECKOTO 3HAHUS O C8EPXYYECIEEH-
HOM, 10 KOTOPOT'O PacCcyoK, LEJIUKOM IOTPYKEHHBIM B KOHEYHOE U SMIIUPUYECKH
JaHHOE, B TIPUHIIMIIE HE CIIOCOOEH MOAHATHCS.

Sxobu ¢ orpoMHBIM yBaxkeHHEM oTHOCHIICA K KaHTy, mosToMy ero « Kputuky»
YHUTal OYeHb BHUMATEIBHO, OCOOCHHO — pa3zell O MepBOHAYAIBHOM CHHTETHYE-
CKOM €IMHCTBE ammnepleniuu U AEeAYKIUH YUCTBIX PacCyJOuYHBIX MOHATUH. OH
HAIlIeN IJIaBHOE ¢1a00e MECTO BCei CUCTEMBI — MOHATHE YUCHO20 MHO2000pa3uUs
U yucmozo cunme3sa. Eciv mpocTpaHCTBO U BpeMsi — BCETO JIUIIb (hopMbl IMITH-
pPUYECKOI0 YyBCTBEHHOI'O BOCHPUATHUS, @ KAaTETOPUU pacCyJllka — BCEro JIMIIb
@opmbl CIOHTAHHOM NEATEIBHOCTH C YyBCTBEHHBIM MHOTOO0OPa3ueM, TO HUKaKOro
MHO2000pazus B Hux camux HeT. Ha caMoMm niene «4ncroe MHOrooOpasue» — 3T0
IMRUpUYecKoe 8ocnpusmue, HO TPEICTABIIEMOE COBEPIICHHO HEONPEIEICHHO.
Hukakoro «4mcroro MHOrooOpasus»» HH B KaKOM CMBICIE OSTOTO MOHSATHUS
HE CYILIECTBYET, CIIEI0BATEIbHO, HET M HUKAKOT'O «YUCTOr0 ABMXKEHHUS» U HUKAKOTO
«YUCTOTO CUHTE3a». be3 njen «4ucToro CUHTE3a» NajaeT, 0JHAKO, BCS IPaHANO3-
Hasi KOHCTPYKIUS «allPUOPHBIX YCIOBHM BOZMOKHOCTH OIBITAY.

TakuMm o0pazom, udearuzm u cyovexmueu3m MPOHUIBIBAIOT BCE PACCYKIACHHUS
Kanra. Uneanu3moM B TO BpeMs Ha3bIBaIM YTBEPKIEHUE, YTO MaTepUaIbHbIE Tea,
JTaHHbIE HAM B [IOBCETHEBHOM H3HEHHOM OIIBITE — BCETO JIUIIb HAIIHU npeocmas-
nenusi. KaHT, HECOMHEHHO, OB HMIealncTOM. SIKOOM MPOTUBOMOCTABISET Uiea-
mu3my Kanra cBoil HemokoneOuMblii peanusm. «S peanuct, — MUIIET OH, — Ka-
KOTO ellle 0 MeHs He ObIBaJo, U 51 YTBEPIKJIal0, UYTO HET HUKAKOW IPOMEKYTOUHOM
pa3yMHON CHCTEMbI MEXJy TOTaJbHBIM MJICATU3MOM M TOTAJIbHBIM PEATU3MOM»
[21. S. 239]. SIxo6wu, onupasch Ha HalWJICHHYIO UM B ce0e IOMOBCKYIO «Bepy», 06e3
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Kos1e0aHui yTBEpKIaeT HE3aBUCUMYIO OT HaC PeasibHOCTb 80CNPUHUMAEMbIX HAMU
Bemield. OObIIEHHOE U MOBCETHEBHOE UYBCTBEHHOE BOCIPHUATHE — HACTOsILEE
Yy00, OTKPBIBAIOIIEE HAM BHEIIHUNA MUD.

Kant — wnpeanuct, npumenmuid B 1769 r. kK NOJHOMY M OKOHYATEJIILHOMY
yOeKIeHHIO (Ha3BaHHOMY UM JIaXKe «BEITUKUM CBETOM) ) B TOM, UTO NPOCHPAHCINEO
U 6pems — b (POPMBI Yesi06eyecko20 1YyBCTBEHHOTO BOCIIPUATHS, BHE KOTOPOTO
OHU — MpPOCTO HMYTO. KaHT yTBepkAaeT, YTO Mbl nO3HAeM OIHU JHILb AGIeHUsL,
MHaue TOBOpS, — TOJILKO COOCTBEHHbIE npedcmasnenus. Bce peanbHble gewyu,
CpeIy KOTOPBIX MBI )KUBEM U K KOTOPBIM Mbl U CAMU OTHOCUMCS], IPEBPALLAIOTCS Y
KaHTa B Kakue-TO «Ipu3paku», B «IPUBUACHUM», KOTOPBIE JHILIb «MEPELaTCs»
HaM B JIBOMHOM «KOJIJOBCKOM TYMaHE€» IIPOCTPAHCTBA U BpeMEHU. MBI Bce Haxo-
JMMCS B COCTOSIHUM KOIIMApHOI'O CHA, MbITAEMCSl CXBAaTUTh BOKPYT c€0sl XOTh YTO-
HUOYb peaIbHOE, HO KaXK/IbIi pa3 B pyKax HUYero He octaercsa. OJHU «SBICHUSN
HEU3BECTHOT'O HEUTO, IPU3PAKU U CUMYJISKPBI. ..

TaxoBa ke cyip0a 1 abCOMIOTHBIX, C8epXUY8CMEEHHBIX 00BEKTOB. MBICIUMBIE
B MJIeSX pazyMma memaghusuueckue 0ObEKTbI, — BCETo JIUILb UJCH, MOAbKO Uoeu,
CIIOHTaHHBIE MTOPOXKJIEHUSI CaMOI0 MBICIALIEro cyobekra. IlnaronoBckoe ucmun-
Hoe Obimue PacTBOPSICTCA B KAaHTOBCKUX Kamezopusax omuaanus. 1locTynatsl 4u-
CTOTO TMPaKTHYECKOro pasyMma SIkoOu Has3piBaeT «3aTblukammy» [22. S. 100] mis
«IbIp» B cucteMe Kputnuusma. Cybvekmusnas nompeOHocms He MOXKET HaJIeUTh
00beKmMuUHON PEKIBHOCTBIO MPEIMET, CYObeKMuHas pedibHOCMb KOTOPOTO He
BbI3bIBACT B TEOPUM HUKAKUX COMHeHUH. KaHTOBCkas Bepa 4MCTOro mpakTuye-
CKOTO pa3yMa» MOXET IPUBECTH Y€JIOBEKa TOJIbKO K HUrmiusmy [22. S. 184]. Me-
Tadu3znyeckue 0ObeKThl UK pasyMa CTAHOBATCS TAKMMHU K€ IIPU3paKaMu, KakK U
MIPEIMETHI OOBIIEHHOTO OTIBITA.

Nneanu3m Kanta norpy»xaer Bcex Hac B COH, OT KOTOPOTO HENb3s IPOCHYThCA,
B COCTOSIHUE TaJUTFOLIMHUPOBAHUS, OT KOTOPOIO HEBO3MOXKHO BbUIEUUTHCS. [laxe
caM «s» CTaHOBJIIOCh Y KaHTa TakuM ke npu3pakoM, Kak U Jiro0ast Ipyras Belllb.

KanT Bnan B riry6oyaiiniee 3a0mysxaeHue. S ourya B ONbITE HE CBOH OIILY-
LIEHUs, a npedmem 3TOTO OLyIeHUs. AOCOIIOTHO JOCTOBEPHOE UY8CMBO peab-
HOCMU, HaJIN4Ms BHEIIHEH U HE3aBUCUMOM OT MEHS peaibHOCmy 3aKJIFYEHO B ca-
MOM aKTe BocHpuATus. Tepss 3TO 4yBCTBO, Mbl HE MOXKET OTIUYUTh 80CHpUsMUE
OT npedcmagiienusi, peajibHy10 BEIllb OT BOOOpakaeMOM, CTAHOBUMCS Oe3YMHbLMU.
CrenoBarenbHO, pa3yMHOCTb YEJIOBEKA U 3aKIIIOYAETCS IPEXK/IE BCETO B uygcmee
peanvrocmu. CoaepKaHUEe YyBCTBEHHOI'O BOCIIPUSTHS BHEILIHETO MHpa C HEIpe-
OJI0JIMMOM CHUJION OIPENeNseTcsl UM CaMUM. 3aKpbIBas I71a3a, Mbl «TPE3UM», OTPbI-
BaeMCs OT PEaJbHOCTH, U TOTJIAa HAIIM MPEACTABICHUS O MUPE CTAHOBUTCA OJe/-
HBIMU, O€THBIMHU, TYMaHHBIMH, PaCIIBIBYATBIMU. MBI OTKpPBIBAaEM IJ1a3a — U MTHO-
BEHHO BCE CTAaHOBUTCS SICHBIM, ONpENeNeHHbIM, pazymHuim [5. S. 89; 16. S. 33].
I'myGouaiiiee 3abmyxkaeHue — yTBepkaarh, Bciel 3a Kanrom, uTo paccynok
IIPEAINCHIBAET 3aKOHBI IPUPOJIE, YTO 3TO MBI JIeIaeM MUP pasyMHbIM. Mup cam
packpbIBaeT ce0Os B HAIIMX YyBCTBAX M B HAIlIEM pa3yMe. DTUM 4yAE€CHbIM OTKPO-
BeHHeM Mupa, bora u «00KECTBEHHBIX BELICH» MBI NPUHYHCOAEMC K «BEPEY,
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KOTOpas BIACTHO 3axsamuiéaem Hac. Cornamascs ¢ I'epaepom, SIkoOu numiet, 4To
CylLIecTBUTENIbHOE «pasyM» (Vernunft) B HEMELIKOM A3bIKE IPOUCXOAUT OT Ii1aroja
«BHHUMATh» (CIymIaTh, cablmiate, Vernehmen) [16. S. 19]. 3agaua u Bennvaiimas
3aciyra ¢uinocodun «packpbiTh W Moka3zaTth ObiTue» [1. S. 72]. ®unocodus
HE MOXET U HE TOJDKHA «JIeAYLIUPOBATh» OBITHE, «0OOCHOBBIBATHY WIIH «I10JAaraTh»
ero. OHa JODKHA cIeslaTh HE3aBUCHUMOE OT HAac ObITHE — «BUIAMMBIMY,
«yCIBIIIAaHHBIM.

@dyHaaMeHTalbHas IPOTUBOIOJIOKHOCTh HAEAJU3MA U peaju3Ma — OCHOB-
Has, IJ1aBHAsl JUId XapaKTepUCTUKHU B3auMooTHoueHui Kanra u fxobu. ®umnoco-
¢us Kanra mis SIkobu — npomusoecmecmeennas, OHa npomusopeyum BCEH
npupoze yenoBeka. [1o3ToMy mpoTHB Hee HYKHO OOPOTBHCS CO BCEH CTPaCThIO
IyLIH, ONMUPAACh HA MPUCYIIUE KAXKAOMY Pa3yMHOMY YEJIOBEKY 3ApaBblii CMBICI,
CO3HaHUE CBOEH JTMYHOCTH, CBOOO/IbI, peaJIbHOCTH MUpa U ObITHs bora.

HOCJ’ICI[OBaTeJ'IeM Kanrta MokeT OBITh TOIBKO CYMaCIHC,Z[IHI/Iﬁg.
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AnHoTtanus. [IporpaMma «KpUTHKH UCTOpHYECKOTO pasyma» B. JlunbTes cioxuiach B
nmonemuke ¢ HacneaueM M. Kanrta Ha 0a3e TpaHCICHOCHTAIFHOH pedpieKCHN TaHHBIX OIHCa-
TelabHOM mcuxojorud. OHa Obljla OPUEHTHPOBaHA HA MOCTIXKEHHE PAAMKAIBHOIO OTIMYUS
HayK O AyXe OT HayK o mpupoje. OTHpaBisisich OT KPUTUYECKOTO MEPEOCMBICTICHUS! YUEHHUS
KaHTa B Tpanmiax coOCTBEHHOTO BapHaHTa aKaJleMHUYecKoW (umocoduu xu3HH, WimbTei
3aroBOPUJI O TOM, YTO HANpaBJIAIOLIUI O3HABATENbHYIO0 aKTUBHOCTh CyOBEKTa pa3yM Xapak-
TepU3yeTcs, MPEXJEe BCEro, HE «YUCTOTON» TEOPETHYHOCTH, & CBOEH BOBJICUECHHOCTHIO
B «OTKPBITBII» IOTOK HCTOPHM, KOTOPYIO OH IIPU HOCPEACTBE sA3bIKAa HalEseT 3HAaU€HUEM
1 cMbIciioM. OH B3aUMOJIEHCTBYET C HCTOPHUUYECKUM OIBITOM, KOTOPBI BO3HUKAET NPH HOCpeI-
CTBE CHHTE3a [IEPEIKUBAEMBIX CYOBEKTOM BO BPEMEHH aKTYyaJIbHBIX COOBITHI 1 00pa30B MaMATH
C peaJbHBIMHM KaTETOPMSIMH U KOHCTPYMPYEMBIMH PacCyJKOM MOHATHAMH. CIOCOOHOCTH
CYXKIEHHUS O MPOUCXOISIIEM B UCTOPUH, €T0 OLIEHKA B TYMaHUCTUYECKOH NMEPCIEeKTUBE TaKxkKe
MBICTATCS JMibTeeM Kak HEOTPHIBHBIE OT PabOThI UCTOPUYECKOTO pasyMa. Pazym, BoBieueH-
HBIH B IOTOK BPEMCHHU U KU3HU, HC MOXKET OBITH HOCUTEIEM TeOpeTH‘leCKOI;‘I «YUCTOTHD» U BbI-
CTynaeT KaK H3Ha4yaJIbHO FT€pMEHEBTUUECKUI IO CBOEH CyTH. JIMIIbTEN NMpeaCTaBUII aHATUTUKY
OCHOBHBIX YPOBHEH repMEHEBTHUECKON MPOLIEIyphl — IHepeXUBAHUs, BRIPAKEHHUS U TOHUMa-
HUSI — HaIleJICHHBIX Ha ONHCAHNUEe MHOT000Pa3Hs JyXOBHO-KYJIBTYpPHBIX MHPOB B CHHXPOHHH
U AMaXpOHMHU MX cyllecTBoBaHMs. OTpuias BO3MOXXHOCTb OCTH)KEHUS 3HAUYEHUS U CMBICIa
HCTOPHHU ITyTeM KOHCTPYMPOBAHHsI CyOCTaHIIMANBHBIX CXEM, OH YTBEpXKal BaKHOCTh Happa-
TUBHOTO TOCTH)KEHUS MUHYBILETO B CBETE HacTOsIIEero. [IpoekT «KpUTHKH HCTOPUYECKOTO
pasyma» [unbrest ommpaincs Ha MBICIB 00 «OTKPBITOCTH» CMBICIIa MHHYBILIETO, B CHIY €TO
YKOPEHEHHOCTHU B CAMOM CIIOC0O0€ YEIIOBEYECKOT0 CYIIECTBOBAHMUS BO BpEMEHH. JTa Hjest Oblia
BOCIIPUHSATA M NEpeocMbIClieHa B rOpu3oHTe (yHIaMeHTanbHOH oHTosNorun M. Xaiiaerrepa
U IPYTUX COBPEMEHHBIX MBICIIUTENEN T€pMEHEBTUYECKON OPUEHTALUH.

KioueBble caoBa: Hacienue U. Kanrta, TpaHcueHAeHTanu3M, >XU3Hb, HCTOpUS,
repMEHEBTHKA, UCTOPUUYECKHI OMBIT, TIEPEKUBAHNUE, BBIPAKEHHE, TIOHUMAaHUE, UHTEpIpeTa-
1y, repMeHeBTHKa M. Xaiigerrepa
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Abstract. W. Dilthey’s program of “criticism of historical reason” was formed in a
polemic with the legacy of I. Kant on the basis of transcendental reflection of the data of
descriptive psychology. It was focused on understanding the radical difference between the
sciences of the spirit and the sciences of nature. Starting from a critical rethinking of Kant's
legacy within the boundaries of his own version of the academic philosophy of life, Dilthey
began to talk about the fact that the reason, directing the cognitive activity of the subject, is
characterized, first of all, not by the theoretical “purity”, but by its involvement in the “open”
flow of history, which it gives meaning and sense through language. It interacts with historical
experience, which arises through the synthesis of actual events perception in the time flow and
memory images with real categories and concepts constructed by the intellect of the human
subject. The ability to judge what is happening in history, its assessment in a humanistic
perspective, is also considered by Dilthey as inseparable from the work of historical reason.
The reason involved in the flow of time and life cannot be a carrier of theoretical “purity” and
acts as inherently hermeneutic in its nature. Dilthey presented an interesting analysis of the
main levels of hermeneutical procedure — emotional perception, expression and
understanding, aimed at comprehension of the diversity of spiritual and cultural worlds in
synchrony and diachrony of their existence. Denying the possibility of comprehending the
meaning and sense of history by constructing substantialist schemes, he asserted the importance
of narrative representation of the past in the light of the present. Dilthey's project of “criticism
of historical reason” was based on the idea of the “openness” of the meaning of the past, due to
its rootedness in the very way of human existence in time. This idea was inherited and further
developed in the horizon of the fundamental ontology of M. Heidegger and other contemporary
thinkers of hermeneutical orientation.

Keywords: legacy of 1. Kant, transcendentalism, life, history, hermeneutics, historical
experience, emotional perception, expression, understanding, interpretation, hermeneutics
of M. Heidegger
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BesepeHune

C umenem Bunbrensma Junbres (1833—1911) cBsizano poxaeHNE KKPUTHUKH
HCTOPUYECKOTO pa3yMa» — LHIMPOKOT0 IBMKEHUS (pUaocodckoit MpICIH, CITIOTUB-
LIETO0 MPeICTaBUTENEH pa3INYHbIX HAIIPABICHUN U MIKOJI, C(DOKYCHUPOBABIIUX CBOE
BHUMaHME Ha BBIACHEHUM CIEUU(HUKU TMOo3HaHUS MuHYyBHIero. Co3naBas cBoe
y4eHHe o creuupurke r'yMaHUTapHbIX JTUCIUIUIMH — HAayK O 1yXxe — B dopMmare
aKaJeMU4eCcKOl BeTBU HeMeLKOH ¢unocoduu xu3nu, AuabTei BCTYIUI B moJie-
MUKy C 3nucTemojoruueckoi miatgopmoit Kanta, KoTopelif, Ha ero B3I,
COBEpUIMB CO3JaHUEM TPAHCLEHJCHTAIBHOM CTPAaTErMM PaJUKAIBHBIM IOBOPOT
B obOnactu ¢punocodpun, CKOHIIEHTPUPOBAJICSA B CHIIY CBOMX IMHUCTEMOJIOTHUECKUX
UHTEPECOB HAa AKTUBHOCTU TEOPETHMYECKOIO pPasyMa, Ha HAyYHOM IIO3HAHMH,
1 OCTaBHWJI BHE CIIEKTPa CBOETO BHUMAHUS MEPEKUBAHNE U TIOCTUIKEHHE YETIOBEKOM
CBOETO CyLIECTBOBAHMS B IIOTOKE BPEMEHM M KM3HM. [lomblTaemcs paccMOTpeTh
(hopMHpOBaHNE T€PMEHEBTUUECKON CTPATErNU «KPUTUKHU HCTOPUYECKOTO pazymar
JlunbTes B pakypce ero nojgeMuku ¢ ¢puiocodpueit Kanra, packpeiBas pecypcsl ero
[IPOrpaMMbl U MPOOIEMHBIE 3BEHbS, KOTOpPble OOHAPYKUBAIOTCS HA 3TOM ITyTH.

Ctpaterusi «kkpuTUKMU MUCTOPUYECKOrO pasymMa»

Coznannas JluiibreeM cTpaTerus «KKpUTUKH UCTOPUUECKOTO pa3yMay, Ipearo-
Jlarajia mpoJI0JKEHHE KAHTOBCKOTO MOUCKA, T.€. KpUTHYECKOTO OCMBICIEHUS BO3-
MOKHOCTEH U JINMUTOB MMO3HABATEIHHON JEATEILHOCTH CyOBheKTa. OJTHOBPEMEHHO
oOpallieHre K KpUTUIECKOMY M3YUYEHHIO MEPCIIEKTUB U I'PAHUL] HCTOPUYECKOTO TO-
3HaHUS 03HAYaJIo MOCIEA0BaTENbHYIO MoJeMuKy ¢ yuenueM Kanra [1. C. 66—83;
2. P.2—25; 3. P. 81]. Yxe cama moctaHOBKa MPOOJIEMBI Mperoiaraia 00peTeHne
paAMKaJbHO HOBOTO MHCTPYMEHTapHUsl HU3Yy4YE€HHUsS MCTOPUYECKOTO H3MEPEHUS
MO3HABATEIBHOM JIEATEIBHOCTH CyOBEKTa, 0TKA3 OT MpUMaTa €€ pacCCMOTPEHHUSI KaK
YHCTO TEOPETUUECKON M Mepexo 1 K MOCIeI0BaTeIbHON pedaeKcuu nepexuBanus
cyOBEKTOM CBOETO MpeObIBaHUS B TOTOKE UCTOpUU. BronHe pe3oHHO, YTO B 3TOM
Cllyyae peBU3UH JIOJDKHBI ObUTH OBITh MOJBEPTHYTHI HE TOJIBKO OCHOBOIIOJIOKEHHS
KaHTOBCKOM «KpUTUKH YKCTOTO pazyMay, HO U BCTaBajl BOIPOC O UX JIONOJHEHUH
U IIepecMoTpe B pakypce uael «KpuTuku npaktudeckoro pasyma» u «Kputuku
CIIOCOOHOCTH CYKJICHUSD.

[Ipuctynas x peaju3anuu NpOrpaMMbl «KPUTUKH HCTOPHUUECKOTO paszymay,
JlunbTelt cunTan Hy>KHBIM MPOBOJUTH PA3IUYUE MEX]y O3HABATEIbHBIMU (PYHK-
LUSAMU paccyaka 1 pazyma. «Pa3zyM ke, — IUILIET OH, KOMMEHTHPYS 3MUCTEMOJIO-
rudyeckue Bo33peHus KaHTa, — NOJUMHSAET BCE MpaBUa pacCylka CBOEMY
€IMHCTBY: 32 00yCIIOBICHHBIMH TTO3HAHUSMH PACCY/IKa Pa3yM HIIET O€3yCIOBHOE)
[4. C.410]. B rpanumax cBoero 3amMmpicia CO3JaHHUS KPUTUYECKOW MeTa(pu3uKu
KaHnrt, kak U3BeCTHO, OTBOJUT PACCYIKY 3a/1auy (JOPMUPOBAHUS ONBbITA HA OCHOBE
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JAHHBIX CO3EpLaHMsl, TOTJa KaK pa3yM 3aBepllaeT KapTUHY MO3HAHMSI, [PHUIaBast
(UHANTBHYIO OCMBICIICGHHOCTh MHUPY, MOCTHTaeMOMY CYOBEKTOM, Ha 0aze Huieil.
[IpuHKMMast KAHTOBCKYIO KaTeropUajabHYIO CeTh aHajIu3a no3Hanus, lunsreii npen-
JIOKUJI TIEPEOCMBICTIEHUE COJIEpKaHUS OMbITAa U JIEATEIbHOCTU PACCY]IKa, PAaBHO
KaK ¥ aKTUBHOCTH pa3yMa, IOoTpy’kasi UX B MOTOK MEPEKUBAHUS U OCMBICIICHHS HC-
topun. «Mcropuzanuus» 3agad 3MUCTEMOJIOTUU BEAET B MOCTpoeHusax unbres k
PaccMOTPEHHIO pa3yMa Kak GyH/IaMEHTAIbHO «[€PMEHEBTUYECKOT0», CIIOCOOHOTO
CO3MJaTh IOCTOSHHO MEHSIOLIYIOCS IEPCIEKTUBY OCMBICIEHUS MHOTr000pa3us
CYIIECTBYIOIIMX B CHHXPOHUHU U CIIOKUBIIUXCS B IMAXPOHUU KYJIBTYPHBIX MUPOB
B CBETE OTKPBITOCTH FOPU30HTA NEPEKUBAHUS, BBIPAXKEHUS U IOHUMAHUS BMECTE
C IPYTUMH JIIO/IbMHU.

Pa3smblinuissg o cnenuduke Hayk 0 IpUpoJie U HAyK O ayxe, Jlunbrelt yBuaen
0COOEHHOCTH MOCIIEAHUX B TOM, YTO B HUX HE CYIIECTBYET Oaphepa MeKAy MO3Ha-
IOLUM CYyOBEKTOM U OCTUTAEMBIMU UM 1yXOBHO-KYJIBTYpHBIMU ()€HOMEHAMU, CO-
3AaHHBIMH UM CAMUM paMKaxX pa3JIM4HbIX YeI0BeUYeCKUX coobmecTs. Ecnu moctu-
KEeHHe NpUpojsl, 1o JunpTero, Bceraa npeanoiaracT CBoeoopa3Hoe OBEIIECTBIIe-
HUE U3HAYaJIbHOI0 )KM3HEHHOIO OIIbITA U €T0 MOCIEAYIOIIEE PACCYJOUHOE «IIpena-
pUpOBaHUE», IPEACTABICHHOE, HAIPUMED, B SMUCTEMOJIOTHYECKUX KOHCTPYKIUAX
KanTa, TO B 0051aCTH HayK O JyXe H3Ha4aJIbHO HETIOCPEACTBEHHOE TOHUMaHHUE BOC-
MIPOU3BOAUMOI IPEIMETHOCTU U TOJBKO 3aT€M MPOUCXOJUT €€ pacCyA04yHas Mpo-
pabotka: «OCHOBaHHMSA U CTPYKTYpa 3TUX HAYK COBEPIICHHO WHBIC, HEXKEIU HAYK O
npupone. Mx oObenuHsAI0T — HEKHe €AMHCTBA, JaHHbIE HaM, a HE BBIBOJIUMBIC
IIyTEM YMO3aKIUYEHUs, €JUHCTBA BHYTPEHHE ITOHATHBIE HaM. MBI CHauana 3HaeM
U MOHMMAaeM HEYTO M TOJBKO MOTOM HayumHaeMm 3To mno3HaBaTh» [4. C. 388].
JlunbTel yTBEpKAaeT, TaKUM 00pa3oM, 4TO CONPHYACTHOCTh CyOBeKTa o0iacTu
JyXOBHO-KYJBTYPHBIX ()€HOMEHOB, BOBJICYEHHOCTh B €€ TKaHb Yepe3 OTbIT MPeObl-
BaHU B IIOTOKE JKU3HHU CO3/aeT CrIeU(HKY HayK O 1yxe. bonee Toro, UMEHHO rep-
MEHEBTHYECKasi ClIOCOOHOCTh pa3yMa HaJAeNsATh OCTUTAEMBbIE SIBICHUS 3HAYCHHEM
Y CMBICIIOM, HEOTPBIBHBIM OT $I3bIKA, HA3bIBAETCSI UM B KAUECTBE MEPBUYHOM 10 OT-
HOIIEHUIO K PA3JIMYHOIO POJA pacCyAOUYHBIM onepanusM. B 3ToM OTHOLIEHUH €ro
BO33pEHUS, HECOMHEHHO, CO3BY4HBI IoctpoeHusMm M. Xaiinerrepa, X.-I'. ['ana-
Mepa, X. Apenar, I1. Pukepa, JI. Butrenmreitna, FO. Xabepmaca u zp. aBTOpOB,
KOHCTaTUPOBABLIMX IIEPBEHCTBO S3bIKA 10 OTHOILIEHUIO K JIOTUKO-TI03HABATEIbHOM
NEeSATEIbHOCTH.

OnHOBpEMEHHO Ha MPOTSYKEHUH BCETO CBOETO TBOPUYECKOro myTu Junbreit
BCEI/Ia aKIIEHTUPOBAJI, UTO MPOIlecC 00OralleHusi CMBICIOBOTO COIEP KAHUS COIIH-
OKYJIBTYPHOT'O MHpa CBSI3aH C Pa3HOIIAHOBOW aKTUBHOCTBIO PACCy/IKa, IOCTUTAL0-
LIEr0 YacCTHU LEJIOCTHO NMEPEKUBAEMOT0O JKU3HEHHOTO ONBITA. DTOT MPOLIECC TOHU-
MaJiCsl UM TaK)Ke TOJ] BIMSHUEM KAaHTOBCKHX aHAUTHKU CIIOCOOHOCTH CYKIACHHS
U YYEHHs] O MOPAJIbHOM aKTHBHOCTU MPAKTUYECKOro pasyma. «Co CBOMX MEPBBIX
IAaroB HayKu O AyXe, — nucall [{unpTeil, — He TOJBKO U3Yy4aroT CYIIECTBYIOLIEE,
HO U HECYT B ce0e CO3HATENbHYI0 CUCTEMY OILICHOUYHBIX CYKJICHUM U UMIIEPaTHBOB,
KyJa BXOJIAT LEHHOCTH, HWJEallbl, HOPMBI, OpUEHTALUHU, OOpa3bl OyIyLIero»
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[4. C. 300]. ITpu aTOoM He cneayeT 3a0bIBaTh 3HAYUTENIbHBIEC pacxoxkaeHus unbres
C HEOKaHTHAHCTBOM baieHCKOI IKOJIbI OTHOCUTENBHO CII0C00a KOHCTPYUPOBAHMUS
IIPEIMETHOCTH TYMaHUTAPHOT'O 3HAHHUS, €€ IEHHOCTHOTO U3MEPEHUS U BBIPAXKECHMUSI
TAKOBOTI'O B OLIEHOYHBIX CYXJEHUSIX, BO3MOKHOCTEH NOHATHIHON reHepanu3anuu
B 3TOM chepe, cnennduke ee BUACHUS B MOPAIbHOM U3MEPEHUH U T.1I.

JunpTeil cuutan, 4ro cneunpuka HayK o Jyxe oOyclOoBlieHa CTpeMJICHHEM
MpeObIBAIOUIETO B HACTOSALIEM KOHEYHOI'O CYObEKTa, MOTPYKEHHOIO B IOTOK
KHU3HU U OTKPBITOrO OyIaylieMy, MOCTUTHYTh CMBICI MHOIrooOpas3us AyXOBHO-
KyJbTYPHBIX MUPOB KaK CMBICJIOBBIX LIEJIOCTHOCTEN, KOTOPBIE COCTOSIINCH B MPO-
LIJIOM WIN CYIIECTBYIOT ceroaus. @opMynupys 3a1auy «KpUTUKHA HCTOPUUYECKOTO
pasymay B «llocTpoeHuu HCTOPUUECKOr0 MUpa B HayKax o Ayxe», lunbrei nuier:
«Tem caMbIM MBI MOAXOJUM K BOIPOCY, KAKMM 00pa30M MOCTPOECHUE TYyXOBHOTO
MHUpa CyOBEKTa JelacT BO3MOXKHBIM IO3HAHUE JyXOBHOW JEHCTBUTEIHHOCTH»
[5. C. 239]. Peub uner 371ech 0 TOM, KaK MOXKET IPOXOAUTH MPOLIECC OTKPHITOTO U
MHTEPCYOBEKTUBHO 3HAYUMOIO, MMOABEP)KEHHOTO MOCTOSIHHOMY CMBICIIOOOHOBIIE-
HUIO BUJICHUS] MUHYBILETO, CO3/IaHHOT0 KOOIIEpAllMel yCUIINH JIF0IeH KaK HOCUTE-
Je# ;yXoBHOTO Hauyana. Takoil AeKIapaTUBHO PE3KO aHTUMETaPU3NUECKUH B3I
Ipearonaral 0Tka3 OT BUJAEHUS UCTOPUU B CyOCTAHIIMAIMCTCKOM M MPOTPECCUCT-
CKOM KJIIOYE KaK TEJICOJIOTMYECKH OPUEHTUPOBAHHOIO AYXOBHOIO enuHCTBa. 1lo
CBOEH HANpaBICHHOCTH OH OBLI, MPEXIE BCETO, MOJEMHYECKH 3a0CTPEH MPOTHB
IIPOCBELIEHYECKOI0 MHUpoco3eplanusi, ucropuocodpckux cxem Kanrta, ['erenst u
Konra.

JlunpTeil momneiTaics co3/1aTh CBOM 0COOBIA METO/I OCYIIECTBICHUS «KPUTUKU
HCTOPUYECKOr0 pazyMay» Ha 0a3e COeIMHEHUS! TPAHCLIEHIEHTAIbHON YCTaHOBKU U
MOJIX0/1a ONHMCATENbHOM ICHXOJOIMM, KOTOPBIH OPUEHTHPOBAH HA PAaCKpbITHE
«OKU3HEHHO-TIpakTHueckoro ampuopm» [6. C. 64—68]. «OOHOBIEHHBII» TpaHC-
[EHACHTAIbHBIA MeTO J{ubTes, posKACHHbBIN B monemuke ¢ Kanrom, cokycupo-
BaH Ha pe(JIeKCUU UCTOPUYECKOIO OMBITA U TEX PEaJIbHBIX AKU3HEHHBIX KATErOpHUH,
KOTOpbIE €ro (OpMUPYIOT, JAejas BOZMOXKHOM KOHIENTYalbHYIO U CMBICIOBYIO
popabOTKy NPEACTABICHUN O MHHYBIIIEM, UX BBIPAKCHHUE B TKAHU HAPPAIHH O €r0
coOpiTuax. Tak ¢dopMmupyercs KOpPIyC TIe€pMEHEBTUYECKUX MPEICTaBICHUM,
obecneuynBaroIui pealn3aluio NPOorpaMMBbl «KPUTHKU UCTOPUUECKOTO pa3yMay.

UcTopuueckuii onblT U KOHCTUTYUPOBAHWNE KYJIbTYPHbLIX MUPOB

Pa3BuBaemast /lunbreem cTparerus «KpUTUKH UCTOPUUYECKOTO pazyMay OIH-
pasiach Ha OTIMYHOE OT KAHTOBCKOI'O IOHMMAaHUE OTbITa U €0 POJib B KOHCTUTYH-
pOBaHMUM KyJIbTYpHBIX MUPOB. CyObeKT mo3HaHus JIuabpTest BCelesno MpruHaIIexKan
JyXOBHO-KYJIbTYPHOI peaibHOCTH U OAHOBPEMEHHO BBICTYIANl KaK €€ aKTHUBHas
co3uparenbHas cuia. Junbreii o0BuHs Kanta B OTCYTCTBUHM MHTEpEca K peObI-
BaHHIO CyObEKTa B UCTOPUH, B TOM, YTO OIBIT )KMU3HU OKA3aJICS COBEPIIECHHO Ty
€My U 3aMEHEH TEOPETUYECKHM OIBITOM Cyrybo HayyHoro nopsaka. CBoei 3a1a-
4eil OH BHJIEJ BO3BpAILEHHE YEIOBEUYECKOT0 CyObEKTa B M3HAYAIBHO POJHYIO EMY
KU3HEHHYIO CPEJly, UCIIOJHEHHYIO OIBITOM MEPEKUBAaHUS UCTOPUU. «I'epMeHEeBTH-
YEeCKUi pazym» U PyKOBOAMMBIN UM PacCya0K HYXAATUCh UMEHHO B TAKOM THIIE
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OIbITAa, HEOOXOAMMOM JUIsl OCMBICIEHUS JYXOBHO-KYJBTYpPHOH pEabHOCTH
B €€ UCTOPUYECKOM M3MepeHnH. Pa3nuc MOHMMaHUs KaK UTOI HHTEPIPETALIMOHHOM
«00paboTKM» OMbITa OKa3bIBaeTCs y JIMiIbTest BCeraa OTKPBITHIM HTOTOM JIESTEIb-
HOCTH UCTOPUYECKOI0 pasyma.

Kak usBecTHO, pa3pabaThiBasi COOCTBEHHbIN BapHaHT TPAHCLEHIEHTAIbHOU
¢mnocopun nozHanus, KaHt dpe3BblYaifHO BBICOKO OLIEHHBAN POJIb OIBITA B €T0
B3aMMOCBSI3U C JIEATENbHOCTBIO paccyaka. Mcxoast 3 nmpoTUBOIIOIOKHOCTH MUpa
«Bellel B cebe» U SIBICHUI, OH MoJiaraj, YTo JaHHbIE YyBCTBEHHOCTH CHUHTE3UPY-
10TCS Ha 0a3e YUCThIX apUOPHBIX (OPM — MPOCTPAHCTBA U BPEMEHHU, COCTABIISS
MaTepuan g 0000IeH!s] TOHATHIHBIM anmaparoMm paccynka. [Ipu stom, mpo-
CTPaHCTBO pacCMaTPUBAJIOCh UM KaK BHEILIHSS anpuopHas opMa 4yBCTBEHHOCTH,
TeCHeWIIMM 00pa3oM CBsI3aHHAs C MIPOU3BOJICTBOM (PU3MUECKOTO 3HAHUS, @ BPEMs
KaK BHYTPEHHsA anpuopHas (popmMa 4yBCTBEHHOCTH, CITy’Kallasi HaJeKHbIM OCHO-
BAaHMEM B TOM YHCJIE€ IMIIMPUIECKON ICUX0JI0TUU. L{eHTpaabHbIM 3BEHOM apceHana
paccyika OKa3bIBaeTCsl COBOKYIHOCTb €r0 KaTeropHii, CHHTE3UPYIOLINX 4yBCTBEH-
HbI€ JaHHBIE. 3HAYUMOM CIOCOOHOCTBIO, ONOCPETYIOIEH B3aUMOICHCTBUE MEKIY
pPaccyIKOM U 4yBCTBEHHOCTbIO, OKa3bIBa€TCs MPOJAYKTHBHOE BOOOpaKEHUE, KOTO-
poe Mo3BoJIseT BhIpabOoTaTh Ha 0a3e MEeXaHW3Ma CXEMOCO3UIaHUs TOHATHUS, HEOO-
XOJUMBIE /111 CHHTE3a UyBCTBEHHO AaHHOTO. OnbIT BuAencs Kanty urorom koorme-
palnuu 4yBCTBEHHOCTH U paccyno4HbIX noHATHil [7. C. 214]. [Ipu aTOM 0H nosaraz,
YTO TOJIBKO W€ pa3syMa KakK BEPILUHHbI YEJIOBEUECKON MBICIUTENIBHOI CIOCOOHO-
CTH MOTYT HaJIeJIATh MUP BBICIIMMH CMBICJIOBBIMU OPHUEHTHPAMU, BO3BBIILASACH HAJl
OTIBITOM U IPUBOJS €ro K pUHaIbHBIM ocHOBaHMsIM [7. C. 578].

JunpTeid, mpuHUMAas MHOTHE XO/1bI KAHTOBCKOH (hritocoduu mo3HaHus, MOTbI-
Tascsi NEPEOCMBICIUTH B3aUMOCBS3b OIbITA, PacCyiKa U pa3yma, paccMaTpuBas 1o-
CJIEIHUN B €r0 CMBICIIONOPO’KIAOIIEeH, HEOTPHIBHON OT CEMaHTUKHU S3bIKa (DyHK-
LIMU, B TECHOM €JIMHCTBE C MEPEKNBAHUEM UCTOPUUECKH TPAHCHOPMUPYIOIIETOCS
OIbITA U CIIOCOOHOCTBIO CykJeHUs. KaHTOBCKasi TpaKTOBKa OIbITa paccMaTpuBa-
€TCsl UM KaK BOCIPOU3BOJAIIAS PEAIUU TEOPETUYECKOTO MMO3HAHUSI €CTECTBEHHO-
HAYYHOI'O THIIA, U3JIMIIHE a0CTPaKTHAS U yJaJeHHas OT NePeXUBAHUS CyOBEKTOM
KHU3HU, HEMBICIIUMOM BHE €€ BpeMEHHOTr0 u3MepeHus. B pesynprare Takoro ucToi-
KOBaHMsI OMbITa MUP MPEJICTAET JIUIIb COBOKYIHOCTBIO YUCTHIX ()EHOMEHOB, TOT/1a
KaK, 110 MHEHHUIO JluiibTes, pealbHOCTh B HE MEHBIIEH CTENEeH! MPOU3BO/IHA TAKXKE
OT BOJIM U MEpeXuBaHus Npoucxoauiero. OH 3aK/I04aeT, YTO «BMECTE C HAIIUM
KU3HEHHBIM €MHCTBOM HaM cpa3y JlaH M LeJbld BHEIIHUNA MUD, JaHbl U JpyTrHe
*Ku3HeHHbIE euHCTBaY [4. C. 275]. OnbIT KU3HU OKA3BIBAETCS, COOOPA3HO C TAKUM
[MOHMMAaHHUEM, HEOTPBIBHBIM OT ITPeObIBaHUS BO BpEMEHU UCTOPHUH: «KU3HBb CaMbIM
TECHBIM 00pa30M CBsA3aHa C HAIIOJHEHHOCThIO BpeMeHeM. Ee 1ienocTHeIi xapakrep,
MIpUCYLINE el MPOLECCHl pacnajga 1 TO, YTO OJTHOBPEMEHHO 00pa3yeT B3aUMOCBS3b
U €IMHCTBO (CaMOCTh), — BCE 3TO omnpenaeneHo BpemeHem» [5. C. 278]. BHyTpen-
HEe U BHEIIHEE COJIep)KaHHWE ONbITa BBIIVIAAAT, B MNOHUMaHuM JluibTes,
HEepa3pbIBHBIM 00pa30M B3aWMOCBS3aHHBIMU U 33/Ial0LIMMU TOPU30HT MCTOpHUYE-
CKOTO BUJICHUS MUDpA.
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JKv3HEeHHBIH OMBIT TIpencTaBiseTcs: JHiIbTe0 OTIIMYHBIM TI0 CIIOCO0Y CBOETO
KOHCTUTYHUPOBAHHUSA OT €T0 MOCIEAYIOIIUX TPeo0pa3oBaHui yTeM 0ObEKTHBAIIHH,
HEOOXOUMOM I TIOCTYIKEHUS MPUPOIHBIX sBIeHUH. Takke B HayKax O JyXe
OTIBIT, C €r0 TOYKH 3pEeHUs, 0HOPMIISETCS KOHIENTYalIbHO HE TaK, KaK 3TO MpPOHC-
XOJUT B HayKax o npupoie. [IponsBoast peHOMEHBI JyXOBHOTO TOPSIKA, CYOBEKT,
1o yoexaenuto Junbres, KOHIENTyalu3upyeT MOTOK )KU3HEHHBIX SIBJICHUI Ha 0a3e
“pealibHBIX’’ KaTEropui (LIEHHOCTD U 11€J1b, 1I€JI0€ U YaCTh U T.J.), KOTOPHIE OMUCHI-
BaIOT €ro CyIIEeCTBOBaHUE BO BpeMeHU. OOBEKTHBAIMS ITOr0 MEPBOHAYAILHOTO
KU3HEHHOTO OIBITa MPHUBOJUT, B €r0 MOHUMAHUHU, K POXKICHUIO ammapara ¢op-
MaJIbHBIX PAacCyJOYHBIX KaTE€rOpuUid, KOTOpPbIE MPUMEHUMBI ISl XapaKTEPUCTUK
O00BEKTHO-BEIHBIX Pl MPUPOJHOTO MOPsIKa. B 3TOH mepcrnekTrBe 0CoObIM
00pa3oM BBIVISIUT POJb UCTOPUUECKOTO pa3yMa, KOTOPBIM M3HAYaIbHO B CBOEH
OTKPBITOCTH U3 HACTOAMIETO Oy ymieMy, (GUKCHPYyEeMOl B CEMaHTHYECKOM KOHTYpe
SI3bIKa, BIMSET HA (OPMUPOBAHUE OMBITA, CIIOCOOHOCTH CY>KICHHSI OTHOCUTEIBHO
COILIMOKYJIbTYPHBIX SIBJCHUH, UX LICHHOCTHBIX XapaKTEPUCTUK U 3HAUEHHS B [TOCTO-
STHHO MEHSIFOLIEHCS KAPTUHE UCTOPUH.

Hctopuueckuii ombit, 1no JuiabTero, poXKIAeTCss y CYObEKTa, KOTOPBIH
CONPUYACTEH ONPEIEICHHOMY JIyXOBHO-KYJIbTYPHOMY MHpPY, pa3IeisieT €ro
C IPYTUMH JIOJbMU. ITOT UHTEPCYObEKTUBHO 3HAYUMBII MUP TOHUMAETCSI UM Kak
O00BEKTUBHO CYIIECTBYIOIHIA, BOTJIOIAIOUINI HATMYHBIA KOJIJIEKTUBHO 3HAYUMBIN
TYXOBHBIA OMBIT. JKU3Hb OOBEKTHBUPYETCS B HAJTUYHBIX TyXOBHO-KYJIBTYPHBIX
Mmupax: «Maes 00beKTUBALIMY KU3HU BIIEPBbIE OTKPHIBAET HAM JOCTYII K CYIIIHOCTH
HCTOPUYECKOro. 3/1eCh BCE BO3HUKAET Oyiaronapsi TyXOBHOMY JESHUIO U HECET B
cebe moaromy xapakrep uctopudnoctu» [5. C. 193]. UyBCTBEHHO SIBJICHHBIC U JI0-
CTYIIHBIC TIEPESKUBAHUIO HHIWBHUIYALHO OCOOCHHBIE W MHOTrOOOpasHbie (heHO-
MEHBI KyJIbTYPBI BCer/ia JaHbl Ha (JOHE OOBEKTUBHOTO TyXa, IBICHHOTO B TOM WJIH
WHOM JYyXOBHOM MHpe. J[MIbTeil TOBOPUT O TOM, YTO OOBEKTHUBHBIE CIIOCOOBI
OpraHM3alii AYXOBHBIX MHUPOB MPEACTAIOT B CAMOM Pa3IU4YHOM OOJWYHH: OT
YCTPOEHHUS MAPKOB U TOPOJICKUX MOCTPOEK 0 IOPUINYECKUX YCTAHOBIICHUM, KOTO-
pBI€ PETYIUPYIOT XKU3HB JtoaeH. «JI00ble eqMHUYHBIEC KU3HETIPOSBICHUS perpe-
3eHTHPYIOT B IIAPCTBE 3TOTO OOBEKTUBHOrO Jayxa Hedro obdmee» [5. C. 192], —
3asBJSE€T OH, BCTyINasg B CKPBITYIO IOJIEMHUKY C UCTOPUYECKUM HOMHUHAIU3MOM
baneHckoil mIKOJIBLI HECOKAHTHAHCTBA.

B cBoux pa3mbinuieHusx o crenuuke 1yXOBHO-KYJIbTYPHBIX MUPOB JluibTeit
BO MHOTOM OINUPAETCSl HAa TereJIeBCKUE KOHCTPYKIIMHU, HO OJTHOBPEMEHHO U BbIpa-
KaeT pe3Koe Hecoryiacue ¢ CyOCTaHIHUaIbHO-MPOrPECCUCTCKUM CIIOCOOOM Mpe-
ctaienus ucropuu [3. P. 15; 8. C. 41]. KanTt u B emie 6ombiieii crenenu [ erens
MOAYUHSIOT, HA €r0 B3IJIAl, UCTOPUIO peIeKCUBHO-MeTahU3MUECKUM, TEIe0I0TH-
YECKU OPUEHTUPOBAHHBIM CXe€MaM, 4To Hexonmyctumo. s Junbres uctopus co-
CTOUT U3 MHOTOOOPAa3usl TyXOBHO-KYJIbTYPHBIX MUPOB, IPUBOAUMBIX K OTKPHITOMY
CMBICJIOBOMY €JIMHCTBY JIMIIIb YCUJIMEM pa3zyma, ONMUPAIOLIErocs Ha «Pa30MKHY-
TBII MO OTHOLIEHUIO K OyAyIIeMy U IPOILJIOMY OMBIT €€ MOCTHKEHUS CYObEKTOM,
CYIIECTBYIOIIEM B HACTOSIIIIEM.
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UcTopuyecknin pasym:
repMeHeBTuMYeckas npoueaypa n oTKpbITOCTb UCTOPUN

HcTopuueckuil pa3ym peajin3yeT CBOIO CMBICIOCO3UIAIOUIYIO JESTENbHOCTD,
cornacHo /J{unpTrero, yepes pa3auuHble FTEpPMEHEBTUYECKUE IIPOLIENYPBI B CBETE I10-
CTOSIHHO 00O0rallarolerocss OomnbpiTa MpeObIBaHUS YEIOBEKa IMOTOKE BPEMEHH.
B TpakTOBKE 3TOro BOmpoca CyIIECTBYET NMPEEMCTBEHHOCTb MEKIY «PaHHUMUN
U «103IHUMU» Tpynamu Jluibres, Mexay uaesmu «BBeneHus B Hayku o qyxe»
U TE€pMEHEBTUYECKOM KOHIENIMEH, 3amnedaTiieHHoN B «lloctpoennn ucropuue-
CKOTO MHpa B HayKax O JyXe», UTo 00CTOSTeNbHO MpoaeMoHcTpupoBan b. ['pot-
reizeH [9. C. 39]. Paciuupsis TpaiuLIMOHHOE IOHUMaHUE T€PMEHEBTUKHU KaK UCKYC-
CTBa MHTEPIIPETAIMU TEKCTOB 10 oOmied teopun monumanus [10. C. 235—262],
JluiibTel BBIAEISAET OCHOBHBIE CTYIIEHH €€ OCYLIECTBIICHUS: NIEpEXUBaHKE, BbIpa-
KEeHHEe, TOHUMAaHUE.

B kauecTBe nepBoro mara repMeHeBTUYECKOM IpoLeAypsl JnabTeil Ha3bIBacT
nepexxuBanre. OHO NpPeaIIeCTBYET akTy OOBEKTUBUPOBAHMSI SIBJICHHUM JaHHBIX B
[I0JIE CO3HAHUS, KOTOPBIM CIIy)KMT NPEANOCBUIKOM CO3JaHUsl 3HAHUA O MHpE.
JlunbTelt paccMaTpUBAET akT MEPEKUBAHUSI B KaUECTBE KU3HEHHOTO OIBITA, CBSI-
3bIBAIOIIET0 MOMEHT HACTOSILET0 C CBEPILMBIIMMCS paHee COOBITHEM, 3HAUCHUE
KOTOPOTO CKJIaJIbIBAETCS B €0 CO3BYUYHUU COBPEMEHHOCTH.

[TepexxuBaroTcs Kak OTIENBHBIE COCTOSIHUSA SBJIEHHOTO B I0JIE€ XXKMU3HEHHOIO
omnbITa Ha (hoHE COOBITUH, BEpLIAIIUXCS B MUPE, TaK U OoJiee OOIIMpPHBIE €AMHCTBA
(parMeHTOB XKM3HU B KOHTEKCTE €€ LEJIOCTHOCTU. JIMabTel MOoAYepKUBAET, 4TO
«CYUIECTBYET MepexuBacMasi B3aUMOCBSI3b, KOTOpasl CBSI3bIBAET UJICHBI TEUEHUS
KHU3HU OT poxkaeHus 1o cmepti» [5. C. 116]. CBoeoOpasHblii CIijIaB 4yBCTBEHHBIX,
paloHaIbHBIX, SMOIIMOHATIBHBIX M BOJEBBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB, IPUCYTCTBYIOIIUX B
KU3HEHHOM OIIBITE, COCTABIISIET OTJINYUTEIBHYI0 XapaKTEPUCTUKY MEPEKUBAHUS.
[Ipu 3TOM peub UAET Kak O NePEKUBAHUU BHEIIHETO, TAK U BHYTPEHHETO (IMOIIH-
OHAJIbHbIE COCTOSIHMS, IICHHOCTHBIE U IieJieBble MOOY’KICHHUs) ONbITa CyOBEKTa.
JlnunbTel cuuTaeT BaXKHbIM HAJIMYME BHYTPUIICUXHUECKOIO MEXaHU3Ma MOPOKIe-
HUS NEPEKUBAHUN, 3a1aI0ILETr0 LUENb UX )KU3HEHHOIO €JUHCTBA.

[TpenMeTHas 0ObEKTUBALMS ONBITA )KU3HU U €70 03HAUYEHUS, COITy TCTBYOLIUX
NEPeXKUBAHUIO, MPEJCTABIAIOT COOOH OCOOBI aKT CO3HaHMSA, HMEHYEMbIH
Junbreem «Bblpaxkenuem». Ceblnasich Ha ['yccepist, JunbTeil KOHCTaTUPYET, UTO
BBIPAKEHUE — MPOAYKT PEUEBOM aKTMBHOCTH, OHO MPEAMETHO IO CBOEH CyTH U
3akperieHo B s3bike [5. C. 83]. OHo Bcera HEUTO NOApa3yMeBaeT, HOMUHUPYET U
03HA4aeT, BHIBOJS NIPEIMET U3 NICUXUUECKOT0 MOTOKA NepeknuBaHus. TeM cambIM
JlunbTell acCUMMIMPYET MNPEACTaBICHUS 00 HWHTEHLMOHAJIBHOCTH CO3HAaHMS,
BbIIBUHYTHIE bpenTtano u ['yccepaem [5. C. 195]. On noguepkuBaeT, 4YTO MOMEHT
CXBaTbIBaHUS CMBICJIA U 3HAUEHUS BEPIIUTCA B UIE€AJIbHOM NPOCTPAHCTBE, BO3BbI-
LIAKOIIEMCs HaJ, HEMOCPEICTBECHHBIM IIOTOKOM JXKM3HH. TeM He MeHee, MExXIy
JunbreeMm u I'ycceprieM OCTalOTCsl CEPhE3HbIE PACXOKIEHUSI OTHOCUTENIBHO TPAK-
TOBKH aKTa BbIpaKe€HUs, HOO (PEeHOMEHOJIOrnYecKoe MOHUMaHue (unocoduu kak
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«CTPOTOM HAYKHM» HMCKIIOYAeT KaK ICHUXOJOTH3M, TaK M UCTOpH3M (rmocodun
xu3Hu [11. C. 22]. JlunbTel ke Bceraa 0cTaBajcsl IPUBEPKEH YTBEPKIACHUIO O He-
Pa3pbIBHOCTH CBSI3U BBIPAKEHUS C NEPEKUBAHUEM.

Beipaxxenue npeacrasusiercs JAUIbTe0 CONPSHKEHHBIM € JIOTUKO-IMHIBUCTH-
4ecKUM 0(OPMIICHHEM COJIepiKaHus epexuBaHus. [Ipu 7TOM npoaBIKEeHUE mepe-
KUBAHUS WM OTIEIBHOTO CO3EpPLAHUs MPOUCXOIUT «B HAMPABIECHUU KO BCEOO-
eMy, TaK KakK TOJIOKEHHUE JeNl MOXKET OBITh MPOSICHEHO TOJIBKO IMOCPEICTBOM
WMEH, TOHATUH, cykaeHuii» [S. C. 84].

S3pIKoBas popma, COrIacHO eMy, HECET B ce0e anpHOpHYIO YHOPSA0YEHHOCTh
U MHTEPCYOBEKTUBHYIO 3HAYUMOCTD, TMO3BOJISIE 00001aTh UCTOPUYECKUHN OIIBIT,
CKJIQJIBIBAIOIIMICA B MHOIOOOPa3HbIX )KM3HEHHBIX MUpax. B mojxemuke ¢ ucropu-
YECKUM HOMHUHAIM3MOM baneHCKOM MIKOJIbl HeOKaHTHaHcTBa JlunbpTeil yTBep-
KJaeT, 4yTo JII000e €AMHUYHOE MPOSBICHHE KU3HU MOXKET OBITh BBIPAKEHO KakK
penpe3eHTUpyollee HedTo oblee, MPUCYTCTBYIONIEE B PA3IMYHBIX KYJIbTYPHBIX
MUpax, BOIUIOMIAIOIINX Ha CBOM JIaJl MOPOAMBINNN UX 00BEKTUBHEIN AyX. [Ipn sToM
BBIP2YKEHUE MOXKET OMUPATHCS KaK Ha OMpEeNAoIne, Tak U Ha pe(IeKCUBHbBIE —
B KAHTOBCKOM CMBICJIE — CYKJIEHUS, HAXOIAIIIe 001Iee B UCTOPHUUECKH KOHKPET-
Hom [12. C. 115].

dopmupysich Ha 0a3e MEepPeKUBAHUS U BBIPAKEHUS, CTaAMsI TIOHUMaHUs c(o-
KyCHpPOBaHa Ha MOCTUKEHUE 1IEIOCTHOTO COJEP)KaHUS MHTEPECYIOIIETO CyObheKTa
(heHOMEHA B CBETE UMEIONICTOCS Y HETO MHINBHIyaJIbHOTO JKU3HEHHOTO OIBITA Ha
6a3ze komektuBHOTO. «IloHumanue, — nuer [uibreil, — BbIpacTaeT B MEPBYIO
ouepellb U3 UHTEPECOB MPAKTUUYECKON KU3HU. B Hell Jroau 3aBUCAT OT OOILIEHUs
apyr ¢ apyromM. OHM JOJKHBI B3aUMHO IOHUMATh ApyT Apyra. OJIMH 4eJI0BEeK J10J1-
KEH 3HaTh, uero xouet apyroi» [5. C. 255]. [lonumanue npeacTaet B mpousBee-
Husx J{unpTes Kak HauBBICIIAs CIIOCOOHOCTh HCTOPUYECKOTO pazyMa. XapaKTepHO,
YTO MepBOHayYalbHO BO «BBeneHun B Hayku O Ayxe» JlWibTei, HaAXOASICh MOA
rusiaueM J1.C. Musuist, cooTHOCHIT ()eHOMEH TOHUMAaHUS C TPAyKTUBHOM CTpaTe-
THEH, MPOIEAYpPON YCTAaHOBJICHHS AHAJIOTHH MEXIY H3y4YaeMbIMU SIBICHUSIMH
u oOpameHueM K HWHAYKOUH. Heckonbko WHaue TMOHMMaHUE TPaKTyeTcs
B «[locTpoeHnn UCTOPUYECKOTO MUpa B HAYKaX O yXe», I/l OHO ONPEEseTCs B
KOHTEKCTE PabOThI C peIbHBIMUA KATETOPUSMHA T€PMEHEBTHUECKOTO TUTaHa U TIPH-
oOpeTaeT naxe sK3ucTeHInaabHoe 3Byuanue [6. C. 218]. DBOMOIMOHUPYS, TPaK-
TOBKa JlMJibTeeM NOHMMaHUS COXPaHAJIA U ONPEIEICHHbIE MOMEHThI PEEMCTBEH-
HOCTH Ha MPOTSKEHUU €ro aKaJeMUUECKON Kaphephl.

[Tonumanue xapakrepusyetcs JunpreeM myTeM oOpalleHus K peabHON Ka-
TETOPUU 3HAUYECHMSI, KOTOPAsi MO3BOJISET NOCTUTHYTh MECTO U POJIb OMPEIETIEHHOTO
SIBJICHUS B LIGJIOCTHOCTH UCTOPUYECKOTO OIBITa MHIUBUTY ATbHOTO WIH KOJJIEKTHB-
Horo cyonekta [5. C. 287]. Insa Junbres cnenuduyHO CEMaHTHIECKOE pa3rpaHu-
yenue 3HaueHus (Bedeutung) u cmeicia (Sinn), UX cOOTHECEHHUE Yepe3 MOISIPHOCTD
uenoro u yactu. [lpu TakoM noaxoje, «uenoe HajenseT 4YacTh 3HaYE€HUEM, TOTr/Aa
KaK 4acTH IpujaioT ueiaomy cMbiciy» [13. C. 29]. 3HaueHue u cMmbica paccMaTpu-
BAIOTCS B UX €AMHCTBE U MOJSPHOCTH B KAYECTBE XAPAKTEPUCTUK HEKOTOPOU pa3-
JIeJICHHOM Ha YacCTH 1IEJIOCTHOCTH, B3STOW B IOTOKE BPEMEHHU OIBITA.
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Wnrepnperauust JunbreeM npobiieMbl 3HaU€HUSI BEChbMa OTJIMYAETCS OT €€
ucronkoBanus I'. @pere uinum . I'yccepiaeM CBOMM aKLIEHTUPOBAHUEM POXKACHUS
3HAYEHHUSI B MpPOLECCEe MEpPEeKHUBAHUS CYyObEKTOM BpEeMEHHU. 3HAUE€HHUE CJIOBa Y
®dpere — KOppeNUPYIOMUNA C HUM MPEIMET, & CMBICIT — CIIOCOO MBICIUTEIBHOM
JAHHOCTH MpeIMeTa. 3HaU€HUeE clioBa MbICIUMO ['yccepiem Kak pe3ysibTaT ero uH-
TEHLMOHAJILHOIO MoyaraHus. B ckpslToil nosnemuke ¢ JluipreeM nociaeaHui mu-
IIET, YTO «HMCTOPULIM3M DPOXKAAET K KU3HU PENSATUBHU3M, BECbMa POJCTBEHHBIH
HaTYpaJIMCTUYECKOMY IICUXOJIOTM3MY M 3allyThIBalOIIMICA B AHAJOTMYHBIE KE
ckentudeckue tpyaHoctu» [11. C. 222]. 3amerum, ogHako, uTo obpamenue ['yc-
cepist K mpobiieMaTHKe «GKU3HEHHOTO MHpay» B MO3THUI MEPUOJI €r0 TBOPUECTBA
IIPUBEJIO €70 K PACCMOTPEHUIO 3HAYEHUS KaK IPEIMETHOIO CHHTE3a, UMEIOLIEro
BPEMEHHOMN XapakTep. XapaKTepHO, YTO MO3ULIMS [[uiabTess OTHOCUTENBHO 3HaYe-
HUSL U CMBICJA, OTKPBIBAIOLIUXCS YEPE3 MCTOPUUECKOE MOHMMAHUE, BO MHOTOM
MPEABOCXUINAET MOAXO0J K AHAJUTUKE HCTOPUYECKHUX IMPEIOKEHUN, Pa3BUTHINA
MO37HEE B paMKax JIMHTBUCTHYECKOH (rtocodun.

[Ipouiecc mMOHMMaHMS MPEIOIATAET TAKKE BUIACHUE JESITEIBHOCTH JTIOJAEH B
€e CHHXPOHMM M JHAXpPOHHM KakK o00Jajaronield INEeHHOCTHBIM H3MEPEHUEM.
HecmoTps Ha CBS3b LIEHHOCTH C IPOLIECCOM MEepexuBaHus, [unbTell HEe cuuTaeT
BO3MO>XHBIM F'OBOPUTH O YUCTO MCUXOJOTUYECKOM HUCTOUYHUKE LICHHOCTHBIX Ipe-
cTaBjeHUU. B paBHOI Mepe OH HE NPUHUMAET U TPAHCLECHICHTAIMCTCKUMN B3IJIA
Ha IPUPOJY LIEHHOCTEW, NPEIJIOKEHHbI B HEOKAHTUAHCTBE BaJeHCKOM MIKOJIBI.
JlunbTeil MOAYEPKUBAET, YTO BAXKHO «UCXOJUTH U3 BBIPAXKEHUS, B KOTOPOM YXKe
3aKJIFOUYEHO KaXKJ10€ OT/IEIbHOE Ha/I€JIEHUE LIEHHOCTHIO, U, IPO/IBUrasiCh TAKUM 00-
pasoM, yscHUTB cebe Bce 3T rieHHocTH [S. C. 291]. [Tomaras, 4To, B CUITy HEBO3-
MO>KHOCTH NPEO0JI0JIETh IPEAB3SITOCTh OTHOIIEHHUS CYAAILIErO K OLIEHUBAEMOMY UM
MpeIMeTy, OlleHKa Bcerja cyObeKTuBHA, JIHibTel mpeagaraeT OnupaThCs B IOUCKE
apceHaJla LICHHOCTEW Ha BbIpakeHUE. FIMEHHO B BBIpa)KEHUHU LICHHOCTH, COIVIACHO
€My, 3aIe4aTieBaeTCs €€ HaJM4YHOe MPUCYTCTBUE U IOCTYITHOCTD JJIsl COOOIIEeCTBa.
[TocnenoBarenpHass 00pabOTKa IEHHOCTHBIX BBIPAYKECHHUN TTO3BOJISIET, IO €T0 MHE-
HUIO, BBISIBUTh UEPAPXUIO LICHHOCTEW TOrO0 WJIM MHOTO MCTOPHUYECKOTrO MHpA, UX
KOPPEISIUIO C ICUXUYECKUMHU aKTaMU U IeSTHUSIMH UCTOPUYECKUX CYyOBEKTOB.

Hcroprueckuil pa3yM CTpEMUTCS K TIOHUMAHUIO 3HAUUMOCTU OTAEIIBHBIX UC-
TOPUYECKUX (EHOMEHOB B KOHTEKCTE IOCTOSHHOW TpaHc(opManuu HCTOpUYe-
CKOTO OTbITa. 3HAYEHUE U CMBICII T€X WJIM MHBIX UCTOPUUECKHUX (PEHOMEHOB OTKPHI-
BAETCsl B KOHTEKCTE KPYrOBOM CTPYKTYpbl IOHUMaHUs, TaK KaK IOHUMaHUE YacTH
BCEr/Ia MpearnoiaraeT JMHAMUYECKH TpaHCPOPMUPYIOLIEecs] BO BpEMEHH MOHUMa-
HHE LEJIOCTHOCTU ITyXOBHOM Tpaauuuu. [Ipupona He 3Haer, no MmHeHuto unpres,
mo100HOM CcBsI3U (POPM BO BpEeMEHH, HE 3aJ1aeT MPEANOChUIOK UX FepMEHEBTHYE-
CKOTO OCMBICTeHHUS. «)KHU3Hb ke, HAPOTUB, B 1000 cBoel (popMe BHYTPEHHUM
00pa3oM compsbKeHa Kak YacTh C OMPEAeNIEHHBIM LIETbIM, T03TOMY €€ ()OpMbI HU-
Korza He 6e3yuacTHbl...» [5. C. 293]. CMbIcI0BOM FOPU30HT MOHUMAaHUs COIpSI-
raeT HacTosIllee U MUHYBIIEE B CBETE NMEPEKUBAEMOT0 CyOBEKTOM HACTYMHAIOIIETO
Oyaymero. IloHnMaHWe BOCHPUMMYMBO K BTOpPraromieMycs HEOXHUIaHHO
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U CrIocOOHOMY 0OpeTaTh CUMBOJIMYECKOE 3HAUCHUE COOBITHIO, KaK IMMOAYEPKUBAET
Jlunbrelt, u TpanchopMupyeTcs o ero Bo3aeiicteueM. Kaxnoe HoBoe cocTosiHIE
TOpPHU30HTA MIOHUMAHUS IPEJICTABISIETCS MY 3a/IaHHBIM B CBOEH HETTOBTOPUMOM KO-
HEYHOCTH U YCTPEMIICHHOCTH B OyJylliee «BOJEH K BIACTH» U «BOJIEH K BHYTpPEH-
Helt cobome» [5. C. 294]. Obpamenue [unbTes K STUM HUIIICAHCKHA OKpPAIICH-
HBIM KaTEropHUsM BBITJIAIUT BIIOJHE MPOAYMAHHBIM U CIYXKUT YIIyOJECHHUIO €ro
TPAKTOBKH IMMAHEHTHOUN TWHAMUKY TOPU30HTA TOHUMAHUS.

[Tonnmanue, peaan3zyemMoe UCTOPUUIECKUM Pa3yMOM, MOKET ObITh CONPSIKEHO
¢ oOpalieHneM Kak K HHIUBUIYaIbHBIM (pparMeHTaM HCTOPUIECKOTO OTIbITa, 3arie-
YaTiieBaéMbIM B MPOJAYKTaX ONEpally BbIpaXXEHHs, TaK U K pa3HOOOpa3HbIM IO
CBOEMY XapakTepy CHUTYalHsiM MEX4eJIOBEUECKOrO B3aUMOJICHCTBUS, a TaKKe K
MacHITaOHBIM M OOLIUM IO CBOEMY 3HA4Y€HHIO ()EHOMEHaM KYJbTYPHBIX MHPOB.
OHO MOXET peann30BaThCsl B CHHXPOHUH U TII00aJBHOM 110 CBOEMY OXBaTy JHa-
XpOHHUH Bceobelt ucropuu. [ odabHO-UCTOpUYECKOE BUICHUE ITPU STOM OKa3bl-
BaeTcs y JluibTes r1aBHBIM UCTOKOM OCYIIECTBJICHHUS! BO3MOXKHOCTEH MCTOpHYE-
CKOTO pazymMa.

«lapcTBO JXM3HHU, MOHATOE KaK OOBEKTUBALIUS JKU3HU BO BPEMEHHU, KaK BbI-
CTpavBaHUE U3HU B COOTBETCTBUU C OTHOUICHUSIMH BPEMEHU U TBOPUYECKOTO TO-
poxneHus, siBisiercss ucropueir. OHa — TO 1eNoe, KOTOPOE€ HHUKOT/Ia HE MOXKET
ObITh 3aBepiieHo» [5. C. 290], — numrer J{unpTeii, HaMeuass KOHTYP IMOCTHXEHUS
MUHYBIIETO UCTOPUYECKUM pasyMoM. M3 ompeneneHus UCTOPUH, TPUHUMAEMOTO
UM, BBITEKAET HEpa3pbIBHASI COMPUYACTHOCTh HCTOPUUECKOTO Pa3yMa OTKPHITOMY
OTBITY UCTOPUH, €T0 KOOIIEPALUs C CYKICHUSIMA O MUHYBILIEM, ITPEATIOJIATratoniast
UX COOTHECEHHUE C LIEIOCTHOCTBIO. 3/1eCh BHOBD pa3padaThIBacTCs TeMa KyJIbTypHO-
TBOPYECKUX PECypcoB Mo3HaHus, HameueHHass Kantom [14. C. 64] 6e3 uero ot-
nenbHble (hparMeHThl UCTOPUHU HE MOTJIM Obl OOpECTH 3HaUEHUS U CMbIcia, 00Ja-
JaTh IIEHHOCTHBIM M3MEPEHHUEM U OBITh MOHATHI B MOPAIbHO-T'YMaHHUCTUYECKOM
TJIaHe.

[Tpu TakoM B3I HAa MPOIJIOE UCTOPUIECKUNA pa3syM MpeaiaraeT ero Bue-
HUE KaK Ha/IeJICHHOW 3HAYE€HUEM U CMBICIIOM, CIIASHHOM B3aUMOCBSI3SIMU TUHAMU-
YEeCKOH IeTTIOCTHOCTH, KOTOPasi CONPATaeT BOSAUHO ACATEIBHOCTD OTEIBHBIX JIFO-
Neil, ®U3Hb HAlIU, KyJIbTYPHBIX MUPOB, 3110X UCTOPHUH U T.11. McTopus OTIeIbHBIX
JTYXOBHO-KYJIbTYpHBIX 00pa3oBaHMii, MUPOB, 10 J[uibTero, MOXeT 001aaath 00-
IIMMH MOMEHTaMH, KOTOPbI€ BayKHBI JIJIs1 SKCIUIMKALUU ee coObITui. OTBepras uc-
TOPUYECKUH HOMHUHAIIU3M, OH OTPHIIAET OJHOBPEMEHHO BO3MOKHOCThH MOCTHIKE-
HUSl YHUBEPCAJIbHOI JIOTUKU HcTopuu B nyxe ['erens. Hemo3BonautensHbIM AOITY-
IIEHUEM, Ha €T0 B3IJIS, SABISETCS OTHICKAHUE YHUBEPCAJIbHBIX 3aKOHOB UCTOPHUH,
HeoOxoauMo AUKTYIomuX ee xoia. CrienoBarensHo, JninbTeil mpuHIUINAIBHO UC-
KITI0YaeT BO3MOYKHOCTbD CO3/IaHUs YHUBEPCAIbHOW METaHAPPAIHH.

[ToBecTBOBaHME 00 HCTOPUU B €€ OTKPBITOCTU ISl pa3yMa, BIUCHIBAIOIIETO
OTAENbHBIC JYXOBHO-KYJIBTYPHBIE 00pa30BaHMs B LIEJIOCTHYIO KAPTUHY MPOILIOTO
B [TIOMCKE €T0 3HAUEHUS U CMBICIIA, IPEANoaraeT pernpe3eHTalo MOHUMAeMOro B
BO3MOXHOM MHOrooOpaszuu (hopm. OHO pucyercs IUIbTer0 Kak MOTCHIIHMAILHO
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HEOKOHYEHHOE, YPEBATOE PACKPHITHEM HOBBIX CMBICIIOBBIX TOPU30HTOB Uepe3 MH-
TEepIpeTaIuio, BEAYIIy0 K HOBOMY YPOBHIO MoHUMaHusd. Happauus, Bormomaro-
1asi MTOHUMAaHKUE, MOXKET 00peTaTh pa3InuHbIC TOBECTBOBATEIbHBIE (JOPMBI — OT
aBToOuorpaduu u 6uorpaduu 10 UCTOPUHN OTACITBHBIX HAIIMOHATHHO-KYJIBTYPHBIX
MHPOB, U JaX€ TOBECTBOBAHUSA O BCEMHUPHOW HCTOpHH. TakuM 00pa3oM JIIOAH
UIIYT CBOIO CAMOTOXKIECTBEHHOCTh. B mo0oMm ciyyae, kak nuieT Junbreii, npen-
BOCXUIIAsl UACH HE TOJBKO COBPEMEHHON F€PMEHEBTHUKH, HO U MHOTHUX COBPEMECH-
HBIX UCTOPUOCO(MCKHUX HAIMPABICHUMN, HACTOAIIEE JUKTYET MEPCICKTUBY UCTOIKO-
BaHUs U MOHUMaHHs MUHYBIIETO. C 3TON TOYKH 3pEHUS, BpEMEHHAsE 00YCIOBIICH-
HOCTb pazyMa, €ro COr3 C OIBITOM UCTOPHH 33Ja0T MapaJoKCaIbHBIM 00pa3oM U
CMBICTIOBYIO «OTKPBITOCTBY» HE TOJIHKO OYAYIIETr0o, HO i MUHYBIIIETO.

«OTKpBITOCTH» CHOCOOOB HAppaTHMBHOW CaMOpeaTu3aldyd HCTOPUYECKOTO
pa3zyma MOTEHIIMAIBHO HECeT B ce0e MaHPEIITHBUCTCKYIO NepCeKTUBy. JunbTeit
XOpOIIO OCO3HAET 3TO OOCTOATEILCTBO U MBITAETCSI BBHINTH W3 MOAOOHOTrO poia
3aTpyHEHUSI Yepe3 BBIABMKEHUE OHTOJOTUYECKOTO JOMYIIEHUS, KOTOPOE UMEET
SK3UCTEHLMAIbHOE 3By4YaHHe: «Mbl HE BHOCUM HHKAKOTO CMbICIA W3 MHpa B
XKU3Hb. MBI OTKPBITHI BO3MOXXHOCTH TOTO, YTO CMBICI U 3HAYECHUE BO3HUKAIOT
TOJIBKO B UEJIOBEKE U B €ro UcTopuu. Ho He B OTJIENBHOM, a B ICTOPUUECKOM UeJ0-
Beke. Benp uenoBek ecth uctopuyeckoe cymectBo» [5. C. 345]. Ucropus npen-
CTaBJISIETCS, CIIEA0BATENbHO, JIMIIbTEI0 Kak CIOCO0 pacKPBITHSI CMbICTIA U 3HAUCHUS
JKA3HU Yepe3 MOHMMAaHKE YEJI0BEKa, TBOPAILETO e€. Takoi B3IJs/, CTaBIIUNA UTO-
TOM «KPUTHKH HCTOPUYECKOTO pazyMay, OKa3bIBAE€TCS YPE3BbIUAHHO OIU3KUM
Xaiperrepy. «Bor-ObiTHe, — KOHCTaTUpyeT OoH, — ecTh uctopus» [15. C. 16].
A ecnu Tak, TO ObITHE OTKPBIBAETCS UePE3 UETIOBEUECKOE IPUCYTCTBHE B HEM B TO-
pusoHTe BpemeHH. «Takum 00pa3oM, CMBICT OBITHS TOJKYETCS BO BPEMEHI
[15. C. 135]. Yuras Junbres, Xaiaerrep NepeBOIUT €ro «KKPUTUKY UCTOPUIECKOTO
pazyMa» B OHTOJIOTUYECKHM IUJIaH, BBISBISAS MMMAHEHTHO MPUCYIIUNA i TiIyOuH-
HBIHM SK3UCTEHIIUATIbHBIA OTEHLIUA.

BbiBOAbI

«KpuTtuka uCTOpruuecKkoro pasymay, npeanpunsras uipreem, sBijiach CBOe-
00pa3HbIM OTBETOM Ha 3MHCTEMOJIOTHUYECKUE Mpo0eMbl, mocTaBieHHbIe KaHTOM.
Onupasich Ha COOCTBEHHBI BapUaHT TPAHCLEHJEHTAJIbHON pedIeKCUu JaHHBIX
OIucaTeIbHOM NMCUX0I0ruy, JJupreil yoeauTeabHo NpoeMOHCTPUPOBAI UCTOPU-
YEeCKO€ M3MEpPEHHE aKTUBHOCTH pa3zyma, NEPBUYHOCTb TAaKOBOM MO OTHOIIEHHIO K
YHCTO TEOPETHUECKOMY IIO3HAHUIO MUPA I10 JIEKATY €ro 00bEKTHO-BEIIHOTO TOCTHU-
JKEHMUsI, PEACTAaBIEHHOT0 B HayKax o npupoje. Hayku o gyxe, usyyaromue conu-
OKYJBTYPHYIO peaJIbHOCTh, MOOYyAuIM J{uibTest MOCTaBUTh MOJ BONPOC T€ Ipell-
CTaBJICHUA 00 ONBITE, PACCYJOUHOM AESITENLHOCTU U aKTUBHOCTH pa3zyma, KOTOpbIe
chopmynuposan Kanr.

B nmoctpoenusix Kanra nesarenbsHOCTh padyma CIIyKHUT CBOCOOpa3HBIM 3aBep-
LIAOIIMM 3BEHOM ITO3HAHUS, CO3JAI0IIMM BO3MOXHOCTb LIEOCTHOIO OCMBICIICHHUS
MHUpa, KOTOPOE IOIOJIHAET JaHHbIE YYBCTBEHHOI'O CO3EpLAHUS M PacCyJOYHOTrO

538 «KPUTUKA YUCTOI'O PA3YMA» KAHTA...



Anufrieva K.V. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):527—540

MBILJIEHUS, UX CUHTE3a, PE3YJIbTUPYIOIIETO B ONbITE. JIMIbTENH UCXOAUT U3 UHOMN
CTpaTeruy BUACHUS POJIM UICTOPUUECKOTO pa3yMa: Jisl HErO pa3yM MpeACTaBIsAeTCs
CIIOCOOHOCTBIO CyOBEKTa OBITh OTKPBITHIMY IMOTOKY KU3HU M UICTOPHH, B KOTOPBIN
OH BOBJICYEH, 3a1le4aTiieBasi 3SHAYEHUE U CMBICII €r0 COOBITUH B TKaHHU s3bIKa. Pasym
MPEJCTABISETCA €My HEPA3PBIBHO COMPSKEHHBIM C HCTOPUYECKUM OMBITOM, ITUTA-
€MBbIM UM U OJJHOBPEMEHHO yYaCTBYIOLUIMM B €r0 KOHCTUTYHPOBAHHH, OOJIEKas B
(dhopMy Happaruu ero COOBITHITHOE COIepKaHNe B TOPU30HTE BHICHUS IIEJIOCTHON
KapTHUHBI HACTOAILETO U MUHYBIIET0. DTOT HNPOLECC MPEAIonaraer, no Jumprero,
MOCTOSTHHYIO KOOTIEPALIUIO HCTOPUYECKOTO pa3yMa C pecypcaMu MaMsiTH U BOOOpa-
YKEHUs1, CHHTE3UPYEMbIMU IIPH IIOMOIIM OIepalui paccyKa.

Takoe noHumaHue J[lunpreeM HCTOPUYHOCTH pasymMa HEMUHYEMO BEIET
K YTBEPXKICHHUIO €r0 IN€pPMEHEBTUYECKOM CYLIIHOCTH. JTO BUAHO MO TOMY, Kak
nopoOHo J{unbTel mpopabdaThiBaeT OCHOBHBIE MTPOLIEAYPBI pEaTH3AIIH TePMEHEB-
TUYECKOW AKTUBHOCTHM HCTOPUYECKOIO pa3yMa — IIEPEKUBAHUE, BbIPAKECHUE
u noanmanwue. OTpurnas Jro0bIe BEpCUU CyOCTaHIIMATBHOTO HCTOJIKOBAHUS CMBICITA
ucropuu, JlWibpTed mucaid O BO3MOYKHOCTH €ro IOJMBAapUAHTHOTO IMPOYTEHHUS
CKBO3b IIPU3MY Pa3JIMYHbIX TUIIOB Happauuu. Ero «kputhuka UCTOPUYECKOro pa-
3yMay, OTIUPaBIIAsICSl HA MBICJIb 00 «OTKPBITOCTHY CMbICTIAa MUHYBILIETO, B CUITY €T0
YKOPEHEHHOCTH B CaMOM CIIOCOO€ YEI0OBEUYECKOI'0 CYLIECTBOBAHUS BO BPEMEHH,
CTaJia MPOJIOTOM K HHTEPIIPETAIIMH 3TOr0 BOIIPOCa B TOPU30HTE (hyHAaAMEHTaIbHON
OHTOJIOTMK XauJerrepa u Ipyrux COBPEMEHHbBIX MBICIUTENIEH T€PMEHEBTUUECKOM
OpUEHTALINH.
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Annotanus. [Tocne 3aBepmenus M. KaHTOM «KOIEepHUKAaHCKOT0» MOBOPOTa B MeTa(u-
3MKE BCS MOCIeAyIomas eBporneiickas ¢riocodus B TOW WM HHON CTENICHH HAXOIMWIACh TIOJ
ero BimsHUEM. Llenp rccnenoBanns — pacCMOTPETh PELEIIHI0 M TpaHcHOopMannio KaHTOB-
CKOM TeopeTrnueckod (uiocopum MapOyprckod MIKOJIOW HeokaHTHaHcTBA. Heobxomumo
npoaHanu3upoBaTh npuunHbl uHTepnpeTanuu I'. Korenowm u I1. Hatopniom kputunusma Kanra.
Juis aToro ciemyer paccMoTperh (i) MHTepHATUCTCKHE W (ii) SKCTepHATUCTCKHE (DaKTOPHI
cranoBieHus1 MapOyprckoit mkonsl. HeokaHTHAHCTBO, ¢ OMHON CTOPOHEI, BOSHUKIIO KaK OTBET
Ha MaTepHaln3M, HATypaJIu3M U NMOCTKaHTHAHCKUN Hemeuxuil uaeanusMm. Kpome toro, Map-
Oyprckas mKoja MCIbITala CHIbHOE BINSHHUE TPaHCPOPMAIMK HAYIHOH IMapaJurMbl B MaTe-
MaTHYECKOM ecTecTBO3HaHHMU B KoHIe XIX Beka. OOocHOBaHHE MapOyp KIaMu alpHOPHOTO
yueHus KaHTa npeamnosnarano TeMaTH3aLluIo IPEeKAe BCETO: a) YUCTOTHI MBIIUICHUS; b) cucTe-
MaTHYECKOTO eIMHCTBA MBIIUICHUS U OIBITA; C) OPHEHTALUH (mocopun Ha «(paKkT HAYKH»;
d) TpaHcueHneHTaNEHOrO MeToa. B nTore MapOyprckast MKoia HHTepIpeTHPOBaIa KaHTOB-
CKYIO KOHIICIIIHIO €MHCTBA CO3HAHUS; 0TKA3a/1ach OT IPUHIUIIA CHHTETHUECKOTO (peaIbHOro)
€IMHCTBA CO3HAHMS B IOJB3Yy CHCTEMAaTHYECKOTO (JIOTHMYECKOT0) CIMHCTBA; 000CHOBANA UH-
CTOTY HAay4YHOTO MBINUICHUS; BBIIBHHYJA TpeOOBaHWE OpueHTanuu (uiaocopuu Ha «dHakTt
HayKu»; pazpaboTaja KOHLENIUIO nepBoHaydaia mbinuienus (Ursprung); oTkas3ajnach OT HUIAEH
«TaHHOCTI» MpEeAMeTa MO3HAHUS U JI0Ka3aja ero «3aJaHHOCThY; H3MEHHJIA IOHNMaHNE CYIII-
HOCTH M (DYHKIIHH TPaHCICHICHTAIHFHOTO METO/A; BBIABHHYJA KOHIETIINIO MBIIIICHUS Kak
«IIOPOXKICHUSD) («IIPOU3BOJICTBAY); ChopMyIHpOBaAIa HOBOE TOHUMAHUE a priori. I3MeHeHus,
npousomeanye B XIX Beke B puiaocopun, MaTeMaTHIECKOM €CTECTBO3HAHUY U MaTeMaTHUe-
CKUX HayKax, PUBENIN K PE3KOW aKTHBU3AIMH KOHCTPYKTHUBH3MA. MOXKHO cIenaTh BBIBOI
0 TOM, 4TO 3MUCTEMOJIOrHYeCKOU napagurmoit Kanra Obl peanucmuueckuii KOHCIMpPYKMUSU3IM.
IMapaaurmoit MapOyprckoi MKOIIBI CTAN YUCNbIli KOHCHPYKMUBUIM.

KnioueBble €10Ba: YNCTOTa MBIIUICHHS, CHCTEMATHUECKOE €AWHCTBO, IEPBOHAYAIIO,
(baxT HAyKH, TPAHCICHACHTAIBHBIA METOI, a priori
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Abstract. After the completion of I. Kant’s “Copernican” turn in metaphysics, all
subsequent European philosophy to one degree or another was under his influence. The purpose
of the article is to consider the reception and transformation of the Kantian theoretical
philosophy by the Marburg school of neo-Kantianism. It is necessary to analyze the reasons for
H. Cohen's and P. Natorp’s interpretation of Kant's criticism. To do this, one should consider
(1) internalist and (ii) externalist factors in the formation of the Marburg School. Neo-
Kantianism, on the one hand, emerged as a response to materialism, naturalism, and post-
Kantian German idealism. In addition, the Marburg School was strongly influenced by the
change in the scientific paradigm in mathematical natural science at the end of the 19th century.
The justification by the Marburgers of Kant’s a priori doctrine presupposed thematization, first
of all, of: a) purity of thought; b) systematic unity of thought and experience; c) the orientation
of philosophy to the “fact of science”; d) transcendental method. As a result, the Marburg
School interpreted the Kantian concept of the unity of consciousness; abandoned the principle
of synthetic (real) unity of consciousness in favor of systematic (logical) unity; substantiated
the purity of scientific thinking; put forward the requirement of orientation of philosophy to the
“fact of science”; developed the concept of the origin of thinking (Ursprung); abandoned the
idea of “givenness” of the subject of knowledge and proved its “assignment”; changed the
understanding of the essence and functions of the transcendental method; put forward the
concept of thinking as “generation” (“production”); formulated a new understanding a priori.
The changes that took place in the 19th century in philosophy, mathematical natural science
and mathematical sciences led to a sharp activation of constructivism. It can be concluded that
Kant’s epistemological paradigm was realistic constructivism. Pure constructivism became the
paradigm of the Marburg School.

Keywords: purity of thought, systematic unity, origin, fact of science, transcendental
method, a priori
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BsepeHune

HasBanue »T0ii cTaThy, M00e3H0 nojckazannoe [laynem Hatopnowm, cpa3y xe
OpPUEHTHPYET Ha UCCIIEIOBAaHKE TOM Hepa3pbIBHOM CBSI3U, KOTOPasi 3aKOHOMEPHBIM
00pa3oM YCTaHOBHIIACH MEXKTy KEHUTCOSPTCKUM «BCECOKPYIIUTEIEM)» U TEMH €ro
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MocJeI0BaTeIsIMH, KOTOpble 00beAnHWINCh BOKPYT ['epmana Korena B MapOypr-
CKOM YHUBEPCHUTETE, CO3/1aB TEM CaMbIM OJTHOMMEHHYIO HEOKAaHTHAHCKYIO IIKOIY.

C Toro BpemeHH, kak iMmanyun KaHT 3aBepiin THOCE0I0r0-3IUCTEMOIOTU-
YecKul («KOMEepHUKAHCKUI) MOBOPOT B MeTa(u3uke, HauaThlil emie JlexkapTom, u
CO3JIaJI TPAHCUEHACHTAIBHYIO (WIOCO(MUIO, BPSI U MOABUINCH (PHIOCOPCKHUE
HAIpPAaBIICHUS, IIKOJIbl WIH OTIEIbHBIE MBICIUTENIH, KOTOPble HE BbICKA3aau Obl
CBOEr0 MHEHHUs B OTHOIIEHUM kputunusMa. [locie Kanra cramo HEBO3MOXKHO He
roBoputh 0 Kanre. M3-3a cBoeil riy0OKOMBICIEHHOCTH U ClOkHOCTH «KpuTnka
YHCTOrO pazymMa» Mopoauia (haHTacTUYeCKOe KOJIMYECTBO MHTEPIPETALUi caMOit
Pa3IMYHOI HaMpaBICHHOCTH — OT TTIyOOKOT0 HEMPUATHUS IO BOCTOP>KEHHOTO TO-
kioneHus. Kak pe3ynbrart, BCs mocneayomnias eBponeiickas ¢puiocopus B TOW WU
MHOM cTerneHu (M B MOJOKUTENBHOM, U OTPUIIATETILHOM CMBICIIE) OMMANKUBANACH
or Kanra. Takum oOpa3om, Kant, kak B cBoe Bpems Ilmaton u Apucrorens,
HEBOJIBHO CTajl BCEOOIIMM M O€3TOHHBIM HCTOYHHKOM DPAa3BUTHS U OOHOBJICHHUS
BCel eBpOIelCcKoi (GUII0COPCKON MBICIIH.

Leab ncciaenoBaHusi — pacCMOTPETh BOCIPUATHE, TOHUMAHUE U TpaHCop-
MAaIMI0 KaHTOBCKOW TeopeTndeckoil ¢umocoduu, npeacraBienHoi B «Kputuke
YUCTOrO pa3zymMa», TEMHU I[OCIeJOBATENsIMU, KOTOpbIe TMONYYHJIM Ha3BaHHE
MapOyprckoii mkonbl. OueBUAHO, UTO MPOAHATU3UPOBATH BO33PEHUS U HHTEpIpe-
tanuio Kanta Bcex MbICIUTENEH, MO TPAAUIIMU OTHOCHUMBIX K 3TOMY COIO3Yy, HE
IIPEICTaBIAETCS] BO3SMOKHBIM. [10o 3TOM IpUUYMHE S OCTAHOBIIOCH TOJIBKO HA OCHO-
BOIOJIOKHUKAX IIKOJIbI — cxosapxe ['epmane Korene u [layne Haropne. Onnako
moueMy MapOypiKIlbl BEIOpAJIM UICTOYHHKOM BJIOXHOBEHHSI IMEHHO KaHTa 1 110 Ka-
KOW MPUYUHE OHU WHTEPHPETHPOBATIHU (= MU3MEHUIN) KPUTHYECKYIO (prutocoduto
k€HHUrcOeprekoro renus? Pamu 3Toro He0OX0MMO paccMOTPeTh (1) urmepnaiucm-
ckue n (il) skcmepranucmckue (HaKTOPbl CTAHOBJIEHHUS ATOro (Gurocodckoro
cooOmiecTna.

AHTVIHaTypaﬂI/ISM n cTpemysieHme K HACTOTEe MblluNIeHUsd

Hctopus ¢popmMHpoBaHUs HEOKAHTHAHCTBA B IIEJIOM KaK pa3 U MPEACTaBIIET
c00010 IJIaBHbIM MHTEPHAIUCTCKUN (PaKkTOp BOZHUKHOBEHUSI MapOyprckoi HIKOJIbL.

HeokantuanctBo, Bo3Hukiee B 1860-x rr., 6bu10, pa3yMeeTcsi, BIOXHOBIECHO
Kanrom. /IBuxeHne «BO3HUKIIO B OTBET HA MaT€pUAIN3M, HATYypaIu3M U MOCTKaH-
TUAHCKUM HEMELKHUI HIeann3M, 4acTo JIEMOHCTPUPYS CUIIbHBIE CBSI3U C MO3UTH-
BHU3MOM, OCOOCHHO B paHHUH nepuoj. IlepBoHavyanbHO OHO IpeciieoBano IBOS-
KYyIO IIeJIb: 00€CleYnuTh Hay4HBId cTaTtyc (uiocoduu, MpeanpuHsB anpuOpHBIN
SNUCTEMOJIOTMYECKUI aHaJu3 OCHOBHBIX (PUIOCO(CKUX MOHATHH, U MPUIHCATDH
¢duocopuu poisib pyKoBOIAIIEr0 MpuHLKNA (guide), posib, KOTOPYIO HE MOIJIA ChIT-
paTh HU OJIHA U3 CHEIHAJIbHBIX Hay4yHBIX aucuuruime» [1. P. 192]. Hecmotps Ha
TaKyo ONPEAEIEHHOCTS 11eJIM, HEOKAaHTHAHCTBO, 110 MHeHUI0 K. Xp. KéHke, ecTb HE
4YTO HHOE, KaK «UCTOPHUKO-(PMIOCOPCKOE SBICHUE, KOTOPOE B Jy4dIEM Cllydae
MMeIo o0l 3HaMeHaTelNlb B TaK Ha3bIBaeMOM oOparieHnu k Kanrty, Ho HUKora
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HE TIPEICTABIISIIO COO0I0 OTMIEIBHOTO, OMPEACICHHOTO (HUIIOCOPCKOTrO HaIpasJe-
Hus» [2. S. 214].

Tak w1 mHave, HO mepBasl CTaausl Pa3BUTHUsS HEOKAHTHAHCTBA, KaK yTBEp-
xmaetr A. [Toma, okazanace «dusuonornyeckoit» (I'. I'empmronsu, @.A. Jlanre,
O. JIubman u ap.) ¥ TEM CaMbIM «HEaJCKBATHOW» MOJJIWHHOMN CYIIHOCTH (prtoco-
(bum, NOCKOIbKY OPUEHTUPOBAIACH B TEOPUH IMO3HAHUSI HA TICUXO()U3UYECKYIO Op-
rauuzanuio cyowrekra. B sroit curyanum I'epman Koren «otpmaer ceGe oryer B
HEOOXOMMOCTH MCXOAUTh U3 abTEPHATUBBI CYOBEKTUBU3M — OOBEKTHUBU3M,
HATH HOBBIN MyTh, KOTOPBIH MPeoaosien Obl HE TOJBKO CIEKYISITUBHYIO MeTadu-
3UKy M MaTepuaau3M, HO TakXke U TMCUXO(PHU3UOIOTHYECKUIl CyOBEeKTUBU3M.
OH npeanpruHUMaeT elle pa3 «Bo3BpaT K KaHTy», OTKpBIBatOIIMMA [l HETrO HOBBIN
MyTh — TpaHCUEHeHTaIbHYy10 (prtocoduton [3. C. 26—27]. Cam Koren eme B
[Ipenucnoun k nepsoMy uznanuto «Teopun onbita Kanra» (1871) yrBepxknan,
YTO «IPEANPUHSIT MONBITKY O-HOBOMY 00OCHOBaTh ampuopHoe ydyeHue Kanray,
C TeM, 4TOOBI 3alIUTUTh €T0 OT KHATAIO0K» U «YTBEPAUTH UCTOpHyeckoro Kanra B
ero cooctsennom obnuke» [4. C. 70]. HoBoe oO6ocHOBaHME alpUOPHOTO YUYEHUS
KanTa, kak mo3xe OOHapyXHTCS, TOHKHO OBLJIO C HEOOXOAWMOCTBHIO BKJIIOYATh
B ce0s1, MpexJe BCEro, TeMaTU3aIMIO: a) YUCTOTHI MBILIUICHUS; b) cuctemaruye-
CKOTO E€IMHCTBA MBIIUICHUS W OMBITA; C) OpueHTauuu ¢miocopuu Ha «PaxT
HayKu»; d) TpaHCIIEHIEHTaIbHOTO METO/IA.

HeconsmepunmMocCTb napaaurm

BropeiM, Ha 3TOT pa3 — 3KCTEPHANUCTCKUM — (PAKTOPOM CTAaHOBJICHUS KpH-
THyecko Quiiocopun MapOyprckoil MIKOJIbI U, CIE€I0BATENbHO, (PyHAAMEHTOM
UHTEPIIPETALMU IEPBON KAHTOBCKOM «KpUTHKM» CTaJIO TO KapIMHAIBHOE U3MEHE-
HUE B MaTeMaTHYE€CKOM €CTECTBO3HAHUU M CaMOW MaTeMaTHUKe, KOTOPOE IMPOU30-
nuto B cepeaune XIX B.

B 1860-x rr. [lxeiimc MakcBemn, ucmonb3yst oTkpeiToe M. ®apaaeem
SIBJICHUE DJIEKTPOMArHUTHOW HHIYKIMH, NPUCTYNWI K IHO3TAlHOMY CO3JaHMIO
TEOPUM DJIEKTPOMArHeTU3Ma, 3aKOHBI KOTOPOM OKa3allUCh HECO8MECMUMbIMU C
NpeXHUMHU 3akoHamu ¢u3uku. B te ke roasl Pygonsd Kiaysuyc, onupasce Ha
tpyasl k. Jxoyns, FO. Maiiepa, I'. I'enbmronbua, Y. Penkuna, npuiien K OTKpbI-
TUIO M MaTeMaTU4eCcKOi (GOpPMyIHPOBKE BTOPOro Hayajaa TEPMOJANHAMHKH, CO3/1aB
TEM CaMbIM BCEX IIOKUPYIOILYI0 cmamucmuyeckyto ¢pusuky. [loz:xe JI. bonpiman
IIPEJIOKUI CTATUCTUYECKOE UCTOIKOBAaHME BTOPOIO HAa4yasla ¥ cTaj UCIOJIb30BaTh
HOBBIE CTATUCTHUUECKHE (BEPOSITHOCTHBIE) METOIbI JIsl U3YUEeHUs PU3UUECKUX 00b-
exToB. O yeM CBUIETEIbCTBYIOT 3TH (PAKTHI?

Bo-nepBbix, Ta eme uMmeromasca B gusuke Bo BpemeHa Hpiorona u Kanra
Haz2na0HoCmb GU3NUECKUX 00BEKTOB TeNepb, BO BTOPOH nosioBuHe XIX B., MOJIHO-
cTeio ucuedna. Ctporo roBopsi, u Bo BTopoil monoBure XVII B., korna Hetoton
u3nan «Maremarudyeckue Hayana HaTypaiabHO# ¢unocopum» (1686—1687), mpe-
CJIOBYTas HATJSTHOCTh KJIACCHYECKOW HAayKH Obljja OY€Hb OOJBIION HATSKKOM,
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100 cylecTBoBaia OHa HE B pUpoe (S0JI0KO HE Maaano Ha rojoBy HeroTony! a
’aJib!), HO TOJIBKO JIMIIb B HAYYHBIX OMBITaX. A 4TO Takoe onbIT? ONbIT (3KCIEepH-
MEHT) — 3TO MCKYCCTBEHHAsl CUTYallUs, IPOU3BEIECHHAs HAyUYHBIM MBIIICHUEM.
Kpome Toro, 11000i#i 4yenoBek, 3aryIsTHYBIIWA B TJIaBHBIM HAY4YHBIN Tpy HproTOHA,
Oyzaer mopaxkeH (haHTaCTUUECKUM OOHMIUEeM (He-HarJIsIIHOM) MaTeMaTUKH, UCTIOJb-
3yeMOM y4EeHBIM ISl OIUCAHMSI CHJI IPUPObl. BripoueM, caM OH onpeaesst nmpea-
MET 3HAMEHUTOW KHUTH KaK «MaTeMaTH4YEeCKUE OCHOBaHHS (PU3UKN», BOBCE HE 000-
JBIIASICh XUMEPHUECKON «HArISAHOCTBION: «Bcs TpyaHOCTh pu3uKu, Kak OyaeT
BUJIHO, COCTOUT B TOM, YTOOBI 1O SIBIICHHUSM JIBUKCHUS PACTIO3HATH CUJIBI TPUPO/IHI,
a 3aTeM I10 3THM CHJIaM OOBSICHUTH OCTalIbHBIE siBeHus» [5. C. 3].

Bo-BTOpBIX, ¢ MpuIecTBHEM B (PU3UKY HauMHAas CO BTOPOii monoBuHbl XIX B.
CUJIOBBIX JINHUM 3JIEKTPOMAarHUTHBIX MOJIEH, a 3aTEM U MUJUIMAPAOB YaCTHULl, CUTY-
aIyst KOPEHHBIM 00pa30M W3MEHWIIACh: HU TOJIs, HM YAaCTHIIBI HE TOJIBKO HE HAOIIO-
JaeMbl YEJIOBEYECKUM T'JIa30M, HO OHU TaKXe HE OOHAPYKUBAIOTCS U «BOOPY>KEH-
HBIM» TJ1a30M (MUKPOCKOIIOM, HanpuMep). Bee, 4To Mbl 0 HUX 3HaeM (TpaBUIIbHEE
CKa3aTh: MpPEIoaraeM), Mbl OJy4aeM C MOMOIIBI0 HAYYHBIX MPUOOpPOB (OCUuII-
norpada, B yacTHocTH). Ho Bce Hay4yHbIe MPUOOPHI CYyTh HE YTO MHOE, KaK «IIpO-
JOJKEHUE» HaAyYHOT'O MBIIICHHUSI, TOUHO TaK €, KaK MOJIOTOK SIBJISIETCS «IIPOJI0JI-
KEHHEM» yenoBeueckoil pyku. [IpoBonumbie B pusuke paznoodpasHeitmme uzme-
peHus TaK ke SBIIAITCS MPOAYKTOM HAYYHOrO pa3zyma, a BOBCE HE SMIIUPUYECKON
nporenypoit. OcyuiecTBisieMble HAOMIONEHH, KaK U3BECTHO, OKA3bIBAIOT Pa3Iny-
HOM cTereHu BO3CHCTBHS HAa U3y4yaeMoe SIBJICHUE: «HAOMI0/1as SABICHUE, HENb3s
XOTs1 ObI ClleTKa He HapylaTh €ro XO, U 0e3 y4eTa 3TOro HalOJIroAeHUs TEOpUs He
MOXET CcTaTh nocaeaoBatenbHoi» [6. C. 235]. MHade roBops, Teneps o dusnde-
CKHX «00BEKTax» Mbl MOIy4YaeM JIUIIb KOC8EHHble CBECHUS NPU NOMOIIM HAYU-
HO20 MbIULIEHUS.

B-TpeTpux, HBIOTOHOBCKOE €CTECTBO3HAHME, ObIBIIEE OOPAa3IOM TOYHON
Hayku g Kanra, k koHiy XIX B. — MMEHHO Kak 00pa3el] — CTYIIeBAIOCh: Kak
yrBepkaaer HoGeneBckuit naypear Puuapn deitnman, «kimaccudeckas MEXaHUKa
o0aHKpoTHIach B Mupe aToMoB» [6. C. 234]. 3akoHbI IepecTaii OBITh CTPOTUMH U
JTUHAMHYECKUMHU, 10O BO3SHHUKIIA 3aKOHBI CTATHCTHYECKUE (BEPOSITHOCTHBIC). [laxke
COXPAHUBILKECS B ECTECTBO3HAHMUU HKCIEPUMEHTHI CTajgu OOJbLIEH YacThIO
MbICTeHHbIMYU DKCIIEPUMEHTaMU. B pe3ynbrare OTKpbUIOCH KaK OYEBUIHOCTH:
«HeBepHO, 4TO HayKy MOHO CO3/1aBaTh TOJIbKO U3 T€X MOHATHI, KOTOPbIE HAMPS-
MYIO CBSI3aHBI C OIBITOM. Bellb B camMOil KBAHTOBOM MEXAHUKE €CTh M aMIUIUTY 1A
BOJIHOBOI (DyHKIIMHU, ¥ TOTEHLIMA, U MHOTHE APYTHUe YMCTBEHHBIE TOCTPOCHUS, HE
MOJIA0IIHeCs IPSMOMY M3MepeHnto. OCHOBAa HayKH — B €€ CIIOCOOHOCTH npeo-
sudems. [IpenBUACTh — 3TO 3HAYUT COOOMIATH, YTO CIYUYHUTCS B OIBITE, KOTOPBIH
HUKOTa Mpex e He cTaBuics. Kak aToro moxkno nooutscs? [Ipeanomnaras, 4To Mbl
HE3aBUCHMO OT JKCIIEPUMEHTAa 3HAE€M, YTO IMPOMU30MAET, Mbl 3KCTPANOIUPYEM
OIIBIT, BBIBOJUM €T0 B 00J1aCTh, B KOTOPOH OH HE CTaBUWJICS. MBI pacliupsieM CBOU
MpPEeACTABIECHUS 0 MPEIENIOB, B KOTOPhIX OHU HUKOIAA HE NPOBEPSIIUCH. <...> Tak
410 0€3 YMCTBEHHBIX OCTPOCHHI He 00oiiTuce» [6. C. 236—237].
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B pe3ynbrare n3MeHEHNH B €CTECTBO3HAHUH BO3HUKIIA CMEHA HAYYHOU napa-
Ouemoel. OT HBIOTOHOBCKOM MapajiurMbl HayKa Iepeliuia K 3JIeKTpOMarHuTHOH, a 3a-
TEM U K SHUHIITEHHOBCKOM (pensiTUBUCTCKOI). I HAC Teneph yKe OYEeBUIHO, UTO
«TapagurMel OTJIMYAIOTCA Oojiee ueM coJepKaHueM, MO0 OHM HalpaBJCHbI HE
TOJIKO Ha MIPUPOJY, HO BBIPAXKAIOT TAK)KE€ M1 OCOOEHHOCTH HayKH, KOTOpas co3jajia
ux. OHU SABNAIOTCS UCTOUHUKOM METOJOB, MPOOJIEMHBIX CUTYAIMi U CTaHIapTOB
pelIeHU, TPUHATHIX HEKUM Pa3BUTHIM HayYHBIM COOOILECTBOM B JIaHHOE BpEMsI.
B pesyinbrare BocnpusTHe HOBOM IapaJurMbl YacCTO BBIHYXKAACT K IIEpEOIpeerie-
HHUIO OCHOB COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH HAyKH. <...> Tpaauuus HOpMalabHON HAayKH, KOTO-
pasi BO3HMKAET I10CJIE HAyYHON PEBOJIIOLIMH, HE TOJIBKO HECOBMECTHMA, HO 4aCTO
(akTHUECKU U HECOM3MEpUMa C TpaJUIMeH, CynecTBoBaBIei 10 Hee» [7. C. 142].

Bce yka3anHble (pakTOpbl CTAaHOBIEHMS «HAYYHOTO KpUTHLM3Ma» MapOypr-
CKOM IIKOJIBbI ¢ HEOOXOUMOCTBIO MOBIUSIIM HAa UX BOCIIPUATHE U UHTEPIPETALIUIO
«Kpurtuku yucroro pasyma». Hosas napagurma 3agasana HETpaIULMOHHBIE NIPEA-
CTaBJICHUS O MPEAMETE HayKH, CyIIHOCTH HAYYHOI'O MBILUICHHS U €r0 POJU B IIO-
CTPOEHUHU TEOPHUH, OHTOJIOTMYECKOM U METOJOJOIMUECKOM CTaTyce OOBEKTOB
HAYKH, 3HAUYCHUH OLIYIICHUH U BOCIPUATHHA B (pU3MKEe M MaTeMaTHKE, METOaxX U
croco0ax KOHCTPYMPOBAHUS HAYyUHBIX MOJENIEH, CUCTEMHOCTH HaAyYHOI'O 3HAHUS.
Taxum o0pazom, peuenuus «Kputuku uncroro pasyMma» MapOyprckoi 1IKOJION B
3HAYUTENbHOM cTeneHu (opMHpOBajIach HOBOM CHUTyaluedl B MaTEeMaTUYECKOM
€CTeCTBO3HAaHUM B KOH1E XIX B.

[Tpoananu3upyem KIrO4eBble MOMEHTBl M CHELU(UKY pelenuuu MapOypx-
naMu nepBou «Kputukm».

dyHaaMeHT peuenuun: eANHCTBO CO3HAHUS
M YUCTOTA HAYYHOr O MbILLIIEHUS

Jnsa Kanra eouncmeo co3naHus sBJIsETCS MEPBEHIIUM yCIOBHEM M TTIABHOU
XapaKTEPUCTUKOM CO3HAHUS Kak TakoBoro. Tak, B § 17 TpaHcuenneHTanbHOM aHa-
mutuku Kant popmynupyet: «CHHTETHUECKOE €AMHCTBO CO3HAHUS €CTh, CIeI0Ba-
TEJIbHO, 00OBEKTUBHOE yCIIOBUE BCAKOIO MO3HAHUS; <...> BCSIKOE CO3EepLaHUE, JUIs
TOTO uMmobObl cmamuv 0151 MeHsi 00beKMoM, TOIKHO MOAYUHATHCS ITOMY YCIOBHIO,
TaK KaK MHBIM IIyTeM U 0€3 3TOro CHHTe3a MHOTr000pa3Hoe He 00bEIMHUIIOCH ObI B
onHoM co3Hanum» [8. B 138. C. 209—211].

B ocHoBaHMM OOBEKTHBHOIO €AMHCTBA JHOOOr0 SMIMPHUYECKOTO CO3HAHMS,
J1000T0 3MITMPUYECKOTO BOCTIPUSITHUS JIEKUT TPAHCLEHIEHTAIbHOE CO3HAaHUE (MK
TPaHCLIEHIEHTAJIbHOE €MHCTBO ammnepueniuu). B nepsom nsnanun «Kputukm»
ropopurcs: «Mtak, HEBO3MO>KHbI HUKAKUE [TO3HAHUS B HAC, HUKAKas CBSI3b U €JJUH-
CTBO MX 0€3 TOTr0 €IMHCTBA CO3HAHHUS, KOTOPOE MPEAIIECTBYET BCEM JaHHBIM CO-
3€pLAHUI U JIMILIb B OTHOLLIEHWH K KOTOPOMY BO3MOKHO BCSIKOE MPEACTABICHHUE O
IpeaMerax. JOTO YUCTOE, M3HAYaJIbHOE, HEU3MEHHOE CO3HAHHWE sI XO4y Ha3BaTb
mpancyenoenmanvrou annepyenyuei» [9. A 107. C. 157]. Ponb uucmoeco cosua-
Hus orpoMHa. KaHT 3asBis€T B OTHOLIEHUH «YUCTOM anmepuenuun»: «Bce coszep-
LAHUS CyTh JJISl HAC HUYTO U HUCKOJIBKO HE KacaloTcs HaC, €CITM OHU HE MOTYT OBITh
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BOCIIPUHSTHI B CO3HAHUU, BCE PABHO, BIUSIOT JIM OHU HAa HETO MPSIMO UM KOCBEHHO;
HMHBIM IyTEeM MO3HaHUE HEBO3MOXHO» [9. A 116. C. 167].

B maparpadax A-uzganust o TpueauHoM cuHTe3e KaHT nemoHcTpHpyerT, Ka-
KUM 00pa3oM (opMHUpYIOTCS MEepBUYHBIE OINYIIEHHUA U Bocmpustus. [lepBeiM
YCIIOBUEM BOCIPUSTHS SBISAETCS edurncmeo co3nanus. CleoBaTeIbHO, U IEPBOU
(byHIaMeHTaIbHON XapaKTePUCTUKONW CO3HAHUS SIBISIETCS ero edurcmeao. Oco3Ha-
HUE TOXJECTBA HAC CaMMX €CThb OAHOBPEMEHHO OCO3HAHUE eOUHCMEd CUHMmME3A
BCEX SIBJICHHM coriacHo moHsATusM. Takum oOpa3zom, BTOpoil (QpyHIaMEHTAIbHOM
XapaKTepUCTUKON CO3HAHMsI SIBISIETCS €ro cunmemuveckuu xapaxmep. Crano
OBITh, CYIIECTBYIOT JIBE BaYKHEUIITHNE XapAaKTEPUCTUKH CO3HAHMUS: (1) €TO eOUuHCmeo;
(i1) ero cunmemuyeckuii xapaxmep.

Kommentupys § 17, Koren, kak npencraBisieTcsi, HECKOJIbBKO UPOHUYHO 3a-
kimovaeT: «OO0BeKT, moHsATHE M coeauHeHue (Vereinigung) CXOAATCS B OJHOM
MyHKTE, 8 UIMEHHO B MHOT000pa3uu. ITO OCHOBHOE YCJIOBHE, MIepBast MPEIOChUIKa
MO3HAHUSA, KOTOPOM JOJDKHO YJIOBIETBOPATH co3epranue. MHorooOpasHoe
JOJDKHO Ternepb OBbITh €AMHBIM WM, KaK 9TO HMHAa4ye HAa3bIBACTCS, CBA3AHHBIM.
CoenuneHne COBEpIIACTCS B CHHTETHUYECKOM €IMHCTBE IMOHSTHSA, a 3TO U €CTh
,TIOHATHE 0 mpeamMere BooOme . CienoBaTeIbHO, B KOHEYHOM cueTe 0OBEKT €CTh
HE YTO WHOE, KaK IOHATHE O CaMOM ce0e, OCYIIECTBIEHHOE B CHHTE3€ MHOT000pa3-
Horo» [10. S. 55]. be3ycnoBHO, ¢ TakOro pojaa «IMIUPUUYECKUMY MOIX0JIOM Map-
Oyprckuii cxojapx KaTeropudecky He COTJIaceH.

Kant npuaepxuBancs MeTOJOJOTUYECKOW YCTAaHOBKH, COTJIACHO KOTOPOM
HEO0OXOIMMO CHUHTE3UPOBATH B OMBITE MPEAMET MO3HAHUS, UCXOMS TPU 3TOM U3
JBYX Pa3HOPOJHBIX UCTOUHUKOB. MapOyp KIbl CUUTAIOT 3TO HEAOMyCTUMBbIM. [1o-
stomy Ilayne HaTopn pe3ko Bo3pakaeT: «OCTaBISATh B TAKOM BUJE Iyalu3M (ak-
TOPOB MO3HAHUS COBEPILIEHHO HEBO3MOKHO, €CIIU MBI CEPbE3HO MPUACPKUBAECMCS
KaHTOBCKOM UeH TpaHCLeHIeHTaasHoro meroaa» [11. C. 128].

EnunctBo co3nanust y Kanra, nonaraer KoreH, «ctpamaer BaXHBIM, MOKHO
CKa3aTh PEHIArOIINM, OTPAHUICHUEM», TIOCKOJIBKY HE MOXKET OBITh IIPU3HAHO IICH-
TPaJIbHBIM B KAHTHAHCKOW cUCTeMe». EMUHCTBO CO3HAHUSI HUKAK HE OTHOCUTCS HU
K JIMAJIEKTUKE, HU K 3TUKE, HU K 3CTETUKE; OHO «CTAJIO T00POETENbI0 KAaHTOBCKOM
UCTUHBD». MHaue roBops, «eAMHCTBO CO3HAHUS OMPENENUI0 ceOs KaKk €IUHCTBO
Hay4yHoro co3Hanus» [12. S. 16]. Ho camoe riaBHOe 3aKkiiouaercs HE B 3TOM, a B
TOM, 4TO €JUHCTBO CO3HAHUS — 3TO, 0€3yCIIOBHO, HE «4UCTOE, U3HAYAIbHOE, HEHU3-
MEHHOE CO3HAHHE», HO TOJIBKO eouHcmeo npunyunos. B 3tou cBa3u ['eept Daenb
nonuepkuBaeT: «DopmynupoBka Korena ojHO3HAYHA: €IUHCTBO CO3HAHMS
,»TOJIBKO®* — T.€. UCKJIIOYUTEIHHO — B CMBICJIC €IMHCTBA MPUHIUIIOBY [13. S. 424].
Kak TakoBble, MPUHILIUIIBI HAYYHOT'O MBIIIJICHUS HE UMEIOT OTHOIICHUS K SMITUPH-
YECKOMY COJIEPIKaHUIO.

B camom nene, MplnieHre copeMeHHoro KoreHy maremMaTtuyeckoro ecre-
CTBO3HAHMSI CTPOUTCS HA €IMHCTBE NMPUHIIUIIOB, & BOBCE HE HA €IMHCTBE CUHTETH-
yeckoro co3Hanus. U ecnu «Mbl OyieM IOMHUTB O TOM, YTO YUCTOE, CBOOOIHOE OT
MIPUBHECEHMIA CO CTOPOHBI HAIICH CyOBEKTUBHOCTH BOCIIPHUATHE €CTh MU}, TO HAM
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MMOKa)KyTCSl BIIOJTHE €CTECTBEHHBIMU M CIIPABEJIUBBIMH TIOCTOSIHHBIE HATTOMHUHAHUS
Korena o Tom, 4To oIlyIIeHHe eCTh He O0siee YeM BIeUaTIeHne, KOTOPOMY HEIb3s
MPUTTUCHIBATh HUKAKOW OOBEKTUBHOCTH, YTO OHO OTMPEEISAETCS U UCTIPABIACTCS
Mmeiieauem» [ 14. C. 49]. CripaBeanTuBbIM OyA€T 3aKII0YCHHE: €IUHCTBO CO3HAHUS
y Kanra sBnserca peanrvhvim (KOHCTPYKTUBHO-pealibHbIM), y MapOyprckoit
IIKOJIBI — JI02UYeCKUM, T.€. CYyTy0O KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKUM.

Takoe kauecTBO co3HaHUs, Kak yucmoma (Reinheit), siBisieTcsa npuHLIKNNATb-
HBIM I KpUTHYeCcKor ¢unocoduu MapOypKieB. 3HAMEHUTOE OCHOBOIIOIOKEHHE
Korena rnacut: «Mui hauunaem ¢ mviuinenus. MplllJIEeHHE HE MOKET UMETh HUKa-
KOT'0 MEPBOMCTOYHHKA KpPOME CaMoro ceds, MOCKOJIbKY €ro 4hCcToTa He JOJKHA
OBITh OTpAaHUYCHA M 3aMyTHEHA. YNCTOE MBITIICHUE UCKITIOYUTEIILHO CaMo 1o cebe
JOJKHO MOPOXKAATh UCKIIOUUTENBHO YUCThIE Mo3HaHus. ClieJoBaTeNnbHO, YUCHHE
O MBIIUICHUH JIOJKHO CTaTh YYeHHEM O nmo3Hanum» [12. S. 12—13].

Heo0Oxoaumo cornacuThcsi: HaydHOE O3HaHKUE OO0JIbIIE HE SBIISETCS CUHTE30M
9yBCTBEHHOCTH W paccynka. Crano OwiTh, «is KoreHa moHsTHE O CHHTE3€
MIPEIONPEEICHO, B HEM ,,3UsI€T MPO0e‘, KOTOPBI HE MOKET ObITh 3aKPBIT MTyTEM
oOparmieHus K cozepuanusiM. [loHOe MOHATHE MBILIUICHUS SBISETCA ,,0€ecnpeono-
covL1oyHOoU asmoHomuocmuio* (voraussetzungslose Selbstindigkeit) kak B aHaTUTH-
YECKOM, TaK U B CHHTETHYECKOM HCCIICIOBAHUU; OINPEACICHHOCTh COACP>KaHUS
pa3pabaTbIBacT HEMOCPEICTBEHHO MBINIJICHHE, aBTOHOMHO, W3 cebs. M3 aroro
HENOCPEACTBEHHO CJENYET JIOTMYECKas wucmoma TIO03HAaHUSA, IOCKOJBKY OHa
MPEJICTAaBISET COOOM CBS3HOCTH ACHCTBUTENHHO OIPEAETICHHBIX COJEPIKaHU
[15.S. 66—67].

Takum 00pa3oMm, KaHTOBCKOE cuHmemuyeckoe eOUHCmEo CO3HAHUS pau-
KaJIbHO TpaHchopMupyeTcs MapOypKIaMH B cucmemamuyeckoe eOuHcmeo (Hayd-
HOT'O MBIIIUICHUS, IPUHITUIIOB U OMBITA B 11eJI0M). KoreH mpu 3ToM BHEC yTOYHEHHE:
«CucreMaTnyeckoe eIMHCTBO OTJIMYAETCS OT CHHTETUYECKOTO TaK K€, KaK UJes OT
kareropun» [16. S. 647]. Haropn, kpome TOro, BBIABHMHYJ €Ile OJHY (BecbMa
CTpPaHHYI0, HA MOM B3IJIs/) MPETEH3HUIO B OTHOIICHUH CUHTE3a, yKa3as, uTo «KaHt
YCTaHOBUJI ,,p€KOTHUINIO (TOXAECTBEHHOTO KaK TOKIECTBEHHOT'O, T.€. I0JaraHue
TOXKJIECTBA) KaK CaMyI OCHOBHYIO (DYHKIMIO CHHTE3a. JTOT KAaHTOBCKHH aKT
,»PEKOTHUIIMH® CTpaHHBIM 00pa30M HallOMHUHAET IUIATOHOBCKUI aHamHecuc. U To,
U ApYyroe, mo-BUAMMOMY, IPUBOJUT K TOMY, YTO TO, YTO JOJKHO OBITh MO3HAHO,
JOJDKHO OBLITO OBITH M3BECTHO 3apanee» [17. S. 20]. Ecnu sxe roBopuTh 0 MapOypr-
CKOM TpaHncdopmupyromei pereniuun « KpuTUK 4ucToro pasyma B IeJIOM, TO €€
CYIIHOCTb MOKHO BBIPa3UTh KPaTKO:

«l. KaHThaHCcKo€ OmpeleseHue MBIIUICHUS KakK CHHTE3a HE SIBISETCS
,,AICUEPIBIBAIOIINM OIpeAeICHUEM , HO JJOJDKHO O0Jiee pauKaaIbHO CXBAThIBATHCS
B ,,00pa3HOM BBIPKEHUU TIOPOKICHHUS .

2. MHoxecTBO (MHOT0OOpa3HoE), KOTOpoe cay>KuT y KaHnTa B cuHTE3€ MbIII-
JICHUS TPEIOCHUIKOMN, TOJDKHO PACCMATPUBATHCS KaK TIOPOKIACHHOE, YTOOBI MbIC-
JUJIOCh OHO KakK €IMHCTBO U — B Ka4eCTBE MOPOKICHUS MBIIIJICHUS — MOIJIO
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MIPOUCXOAUTH HE U3 KAKOT'0-TO APYroro UCTOYHHUKA, a TOJIBKO W3 MBILIJICHUS U €r0
nearenbHocTH» [18. S. 140].

Kak »xe peanusyercss MOpoXAarOUMi HAayKy MPUHLHUI CHUCTEMATHUYECKOTO
€IMHCTBA OMbITa B KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKOM prntocodun MapOyprekoit mkossl?

NMpegmMeT NO3HaHUSA, «DaKT HAYKN» N TPAHCLUEHOEHTANIbHbLIA METOL,

B tpancuennenTanpHol punocodun Kanrta npeamer no3HaHus BOZHUKAET HC-
KIIIOYUTEIBHO B paMKax ombiTa. ONBIT B y3KOM CMBICIE — 3TO CHHTETUYECKOE
o0beIUMHEHNE ABYX HayaJl IO3HAHMSA, YyBCTBEHHOCTH M allPUOPHBIX IOHATHIM
paccyka, mpu 00s13aTeIbHOM MOCIETYIOIIEM UCTIONb30BaHUN CHHTETHYECKUX OC-
HOBOIIOJIOXKEHUH YUCTOrO paccyika. B mHUPOKOM CMBbICIE ONBIT — 3TO, KOHEYHO
e, HhIOTOHOBCKOE MaTeMaTHYECKOe €CTECTBO3HaHue, B KoTopoM KaHT ycmarpu-
BaJl UJ€aj TOYHOM HayKH.

B kputnueckom uaeanuzme MapOyprekoid MIKOJIbl KAHTOBCKHE JIBA «CTBOJIA»
MO3HAHUS 3aMEHSIOTCS OTHUM — YHCTHIM MBIIIJICHUEM, KOTOPOE TIOPOKIAETCS HC-
KIII0YUTeNbHO nepgornayanrom (Ursprung). COOTBETCTBEHHO, TPAHCLEHICHTAIbHBIN
CHHTE3 3aMEHSCTCS MHPHUHUTE3NMAIBHBIM METOJIOM — OCOOBIM MEXaHHU3MOM TI0-
POXIEHUS HAy4HBIX COJEp)KaHMM uyucToro MmbiuuieHus. [Ipu 3ToM mo3HaHue U
OTIBIT ¢ HEOOXOIMMOCTBIO MPUOOPETAIOT, KaK yTouHsieT HaTtopn, Tak Ha3bIBaeMBbIii
«TIPOLIECCOBUHBIN» XapakTep fieri, T.e. HayuyHOE IO3HAHME pacCMaTPUBACTCS
«HE KaK YCTaHOBMBIIIMICS 3aKOHUYEHHBIHN (hakT, a kak ctaHoBiaeHue» [11. C. 127].
Fieri kak 0eCKOHEUYHBIN B CYIIIHOCTH CBOEH MPOLIECC CTAHOBJICHUS 3HAHMA KaK pa3
U SIBJISICTCS SIPKUM BBIPOKEHHEM MIPUPOIBI HAYIHOU JESITETbHOCTH, OIBITA.

KaHT B noHuMaHuu caMoil epBOHAYAJILHOW CTYINEHU MO3HAHUS MCXOAWT U3
TOT0, YTO «IIOCPEICTBOM UyBCTBEHHOCTH IpeaMeThl HaM daromesy» [8. B 33. C. 89].
Kak BUIAT 3Ty ke CTyneHb MapOypxKIbI?

OHM mal0T Takoil OTBET: HEOOXOAWMO MCXOIUTh M3 «(akTta Haykm». Crano
OBbITb, MOXKHO KOHCTaTUPOBATh, UTO «IIE€PBBII U OCHOBHOM MOCTYJIaT KPUTUUECKOTO
ujeagr3Ma COCTOMT B TOM, YTO OH OTHOCHUTCS K HayYHOMY TO3HAHUIO, B «(HaKT
HaYKI» [T0O3TOMY PacCMaTpPUBAeT B KAYECTBE TOT'0, UTO BHICTYIIAET JaHHOCTHIO UyB-
CTBEHHOCTH B JJOTMAaTUYECKOM UK MeTaduzudeckom uaeanuzme» [19. C. 36].

Cam Koren nmonaraer, 4to aHajau3 U peKOHCTpYyKIHMio KaHTOBa yueHust HE0O-
XOAMMO TIPEIBAPUTH OTHICKAHHEM «TOYKH OTCUETa», U3 KOTOPOW HCXOIWI CaM
KanT. DT0il «TOUKOi OTCueTa» SABNAETCS «@akm HayKku, obocHosanubvlll Hetomo-
Hom 6 cucmeme npunyunosy» [4. C. 129]. Torma nepen dumocodueit (a He mepen
(¢u3nKOil) BO3HHMKAET 3aKOHOMEPHBIH BOMPOC: KAaK BO3MOXKHO MaTeMaTHYECKOe
€CTeCTBO3HaHUE?

Pycckuii nHeokantuanen A.JI. CakkeTTu Jayn cBoe 00bsCHEHHE TPeOOBAHUIO
OpPUEHTHPOBATHCS Ha «PakT HayKu»: «UTo ke 03HauaeT TOT CBOCOOpa3HbIii TpaHC-
LEH/ICHTAJIbHBIA METO/, WJIM OPUEHTUPOBAHUE IO3HAHHUS B (akTe HayKu? —
He uto unoe, xak ymosaxnouenue om ¢pakma nayku U, B 4aCTHOCTH, OT MaTeMaTH-
YECKOT0 €CTECTBO3HAHUS, K HE0OX0OUMBIM U OOCHAMOUYHBIM YCI08UAM, K OCHO8-
HbIM NPeONnoNONCeHUAM HAYKU, KAKOBBI BpEMsl, YUCIIO, IPOCTPAHCTBO, BEJINYUHA,
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cyOCTaHIMaTbHOCTb, IPUYUHHOCTh, CUCTEMAaTHYECKasi B3aUMOOOYCIIOBIEHHOCTb U
T.A., T.€. K TOMY, YTO HEPEIKO UMEHYIOT OCHOBAMU, WIU NPUHYUNAMY, HAYIHOTO
sHanus» [20. C. 104]. Ha moii B3r1s1, HCUEpIBIBAIONINN OTBET.

[TponemoHcTpUpoBaHHOE MapOypXKIaMu oOpallleHHe K MpeaMeTy MO3HAaHUs
KAaTeropu4ecKH MCKIIIOYAaeT BCAYECKYIO «JaHHOCTh». [Ipeamer He «uan»,
a «3aJjaH», 3a/1aH Kak OecKoHeYHas 3ajjaya — TaKOB KJIACCUYECKUNA OTBET IIKOJbI.
He mory ynepxxatbcs u mo3Bojto ceOe NpUBECTHU €Il OJJHY 3HAMEHUTYIO LIUTaTy
Hatopna u3 «Platos Ideenlehre»: «Ilo3nanue u mpeamer KOpPPEISTHBHBI ApPYT
IpPYyTy, @ UIMEHHO: OHU COOTHOCSITCSI KaK nyms U yerwp. <...> OJHAKO KPUTULIU3M
MOIYEPKUBAET, YTO MPEIMET — 3TO MOILKO X, IPEAMET — ITO MOIbKO npob.iema,
HO HUK020a He 0aHHOe; TIPo0IIeMa, IEIIOCTHBINA CMBICII KOTOPOH OTIpeIeNIeH JIUIIb B
OTHOIIICHUH K U3BECTHBIM BEJTMUMHAM YPABHEHHMSI, a UMEHHO — HalluM QyHIaMeH-
TaJIbHBIM TOHSATHSM, IPEICTABISIONIMM COOON TOJIBKO OCHOBHBIE (hyHKYUU TIO3HA-
HUSl, 3aKOHBI UX Oelicmausl, B KOTOPBIX 3aKJII0YaeTCsl caMo Mo3HaHue. JTo, cKopee,
UX MOXHO Ha3BaTh ,,JaHHBIMU ", IOCKOJIBbKY OHU BOOOIIIE U JENAI0T I0O3HAHUE BO3-
MokHbIM. Ho cam mpeamet He naH, a ckopee 3agan» [21. S. 367].

U Bce xe octpoyMHblil OpHeT Kaccupep «npusHail» HEKOTOPYIO TaHHOCTD:
«Takum 00pazoM, 3TO [KOTr€HOBCKOE]| YUY€HHE TaKKe IOJHOCThIO MpU3HAET
,»,JJAHHOE"“, Ha KOTOPOE IOJKHO OPUEHTHUPOBATHCS (PHIIOCOPCKOE pACCMOTPEHHE, HO
3TO IaHHOE, TaK CKa3aTh, 00Jiee BBICOKOM CTYMEHHU, COCTOAIIEE HE B MAaTEPHATIbHOM
ONPEIEICHHOCTH BEIleW, a B JIOTUYECKOM CTPYKType NIPHUHIMUIOB M WACH»
[22. S. 258].

VIMeHHO TpaHCIEHACHTAIBHBIA METO/I JIOJDKEH PelIaTh mpodiaeMy «3alaHHO-
CTU» U KOHCTpYyHpOoBaTh npeaMet. Korex nosarain, 4To NpUHLKMIIOM U HOPMOM KaH-
TOBCKOT'O TPAHCLIEHIEHTAIbHOI'O METO/IA «SABJISETCS IIPOCTAsi MbICIIb: T€ AJIIEMEHTBI
CO3HAHUS SBJSAIOTCS JIEMEHTaMU MTO3HAIOIIETO CO3HAHUSI, KOTOPBIE SIBIISIOTCS J0-
CTaTOYHBIMU U HEOOXOAUMBIMHU UIS TOTO, YTOOBI OOOCHOBATh M YKPENHUTh (PaKT
Hayku» [4. C. 147]. KaHTOBCKUI TpaHCUEHJCHTAJIbHBIM METOJ| BIOJHE MOXHO
OIpEAEIUTh KAaK HCCIIE0BAaHUE TPAHCLEHIAEHTAJIbHOTO KOHCTUTYTUBHOIO CO3Ha-
HUSL U OMPEJEJICHHBIX aCMEKTOB TPAHCLEHACHTATbHOW CYObEKTUBHOCTHU: CYIIHO-
CTH U NMPOUCXOKIECHUS, YCIOBUI BOZMOXKHOCTH U 00bEMa, IPaHMLl, IPUHLUIIOB U
3aKOHOB MPUMEHEHUS, UHCTPYMEHTOB U MEXaHU3MOB, O0BEKTUBHOM 3HAYUMOCTHU U
CUCTEMATUYECKOT0 €IMHCTBA CUHTETUYECKUX [TI03HAHUN a priori.

OnHako TpPaHCIEHICHTAIBHBIH MeToJ MapOyprcKkod IMIKOJBI CIEAyeT pac-
cMmaTpuBath MHaue. Tak, Hanpumep, AHxeil Hopac moguepkuBaert, 4To «c camoro
Hayasa TPaHCLUEHACHTAIbHBIM METO/ CUUTAETCSI METOJOM OCHOBaHUsI (puinocopuu
Y HAYKH, aHAJIOTUYHBIM IPUHIIUIIAM, JIEXKAIIUM B OCHOBE (hritocoduu u Hayku. Ko-
reH ObLT yOEXKIeH, YTO MPaBUILHBIMU allpUOPH SIBIISIFOTCS] CHHTETUUECKHE 3aKOHBI,
a He BpeMsi, IPOCTpaHCTBO U Kateropum» [23. S. 526]. Kpome toro, Hopac, ccpina-
sICh NpHU 3TOM Ha I'. Dnens, yka3pIBaeT, YTO KOT€HOBCKUM «TPaHCLIEHIC€HTAJIbHBII
METO/]I peajn3yeTcs B TpH dTana. Bo-nepBbIX, ONBIT OPUEHTUPYETCS TOIBKO Ha Ma-
TEMATHKY U «YHUCTHIE» HAYKHU, YTO CHJIBHO OIPAaHUYMBAET €r0 BO3MOKHOCTH. BTo-
PO LIar COCTOMT B TOM, YTO MHUCTEMOJIOT U HAYMHACTCS € «(PaKTa MO3HAHU, TaK
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9TO €€ TPAHCIEHJCHTAIbHBIA XapakTep peanu3yercs OOHApYKEHUEM YCIIOBHMA
BO3MOXXHOCTH, U TaKMM 00pa3oM TPaHCLEHICHTAIbHbIA BOPOC CTAHOBUTCS OPH-
E€HTUPOBAHHBIM HA JIOCTOBEPHOCTH. <...> TpPEeThbUM LIAroM TPAHCIICHJACHTAIHLHOTO
METO/Ia SBJISETCS MOCTPOCHHE MOHATUS omnbiTay [23. S. 527—528]. U B ToM, U B
JIPYTOM Cllydae TPaHCUEHAECHTAIbHBIA METOJ OOJIbINE MOX0X Ha uUcciedoeamens-
CKYI0 cmpamez2uto, HeXellu Ha croco0 JOCTHXKEHUS KaKoW-1100 1emu.

Ursprung und Erzeugung

Ilepsonauano u noposicoenue (IPOU3BOACTBO) — BOT KJIFOUEBBIE CIIOBA U, CO-
OTBETCTBEHHO, JEATEIBHOCTb, CO3/Al0IIasi HAYyYHOE MBIIIJIEHUE U €r0 pe3yJbTar.
Taxum 006pazom, BOBce HE KAHTOBCKHE /IBa «CTBOJIA» MO3HAHUSA U CUHTETHYECKas
NESITEIbHOCTh PacCy/IKa y4acTBYIOT B HAYYHOM ITO3HAHUM.

Koren maer cnepyromyro aeckpunuuio nepBoHadana (Ursprung): «Crano
OBITh, €CIIM TIO3HAHNE PABHO3HAYHO OCHOBOIIOJIOXKEHUIO, TO OTHBIHE OHO 00YCIIOB-
JeHO nepBoHavanoM. W ecnu MblUIEHHE — 3TO MBILUIEHUE TO3HAHUS, TO OHO
MMeEET CBOM UCTOK U NIPUYMHY B MBILUICHUU NIEpBOHAYana. <...> Muluienue 2675-
emcs MbliieHuem nepeonavana. <...> [losmomy nocuka 0ondcHa cmams J102UKOU
nepgonauana. <...> Bce uucmoe noznanue 0013cHo cocmoams u3 6UOOUIMEHEHU
NPUHYUNA nepeoHayand. <...> Bo ecex uucmulix nO3HaAHUAX, KOMOpble OHA [JI0TUKA |
yoocmogepsem 6 Kauecmee NpuHyunos, 00J)CeH NOJIHOCHbIO 20CHOOCMEO8AMb
npunyun nepeorauana. Tak JIOTMKa MepBOHAaYanaa CTAHOBUTCS JOTMKOW YHCTOIO
no3Hanus» [12. S. 36].

Konkpertusupys 310 ocHoBomnonoxenue, B.H. benos ormeuaer: «CornacHo
Koreny, MplluieHue ecTe MblIILIEHUE NTIEpBOHayaia. [lox nepsonavanom xe oH Io-
HUMAET, 0/IHaKO, HE IPOCTO HAYAJIO JHOO0r0 MBICIUTENLHOTO Mpoliecca, HO MEPBO-
HA4aJl0 KPUTUYECKOTO MBIIIJIEHHS; a B KauecTBE ,,lIEpBOHAyYajIa“ KPUTUYECKOTO
MBIIIJIEHUS] OH NOHMMAET, B CYIIHOCTH, akT Bompomranus. [lo mbican mapOypr-
CKOT'0 HEOKAHTHAHIIA, MBIIUICHUE TPOU3BOAUTCS U3 Ce0sl M CaMO yCTaHABIINBACTCS
B KauecTBe 1eau 1 3amgauamn» [19. C. 37].

OO0HapykH1BaeTCs, YTO NEPBOHAYAIIO KaK (PyHIaMEHTaIbHOE OCHOBAaHUE IPe/-
cTaBJsieT co00i PyHKIMOHAIBHYIO pabOTy MBIIIEHUS, B X0/1€ KOTOPOH OPOKa-
eTcs Kak pa3sHoOOpa3Hble COAEp)KaHMs MBIIUICHUS, TaK U YCTaHABIMBAIOTCS BCe-
BO3MOJKHBIE KOPPEISTUBHBIEC CBSI3H MEXKIY ITHUMH COAepkKaHUAMHU. X. XOJbIXal
pazbsacHsAET: «MBIIUIEHUE KaK NepeoHauano NO3HAHUsA ABIAETCS YACTBIM MBbIIILIE-
HueM. Takum 06pa3oM, ¢ YUCTOTON MBILUICHHS YCTaHABIMBAETCS €r0 JJOTUUYECKUM
npuoputer. OnHako Koren He yTBepKaaeT HUKAKOro METa(pU3MUECKOTo a priori;
YHCTOTA MBILUICHUS UMEET (PYHKIMOHATbHBINA CMBICI. <...> MeToJ eCTh MbIIILIe-
HUE caMO Mo cede — KaK M3HAYalbHO IIOPOXKJIEHHOE €ro CcoJep:KaHhe»
[24. S. 176—177)]. Crano ObITh, HEPBOHAYAJIO BHICTYIAET B KAUYECTBE JIBUKEHUS
(Bewegung), koTopoe OCyIIeCcTBISET OPOKICHHUE, TO €CTh IPOLIECC MPOU3BOJICTBA
(Erzeugung) conep:kanus Hay4yHOTO MbIIUIEHUSA. YTOOBI caM TEPMUH «IIOPOXKAE-
HUE» He BBOAMI B HEHYKHbIe 3a0myxaenusi, Koren npengocteperaet: «B nanbHei-
1ieM, OJHAKO, 00pa3HOe BBIPAKEHUE IMOPOXKIECHUS HE MOXKET HaHEeCTHU yuiepda
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XapaKTePUCTHKE MBILUICHUS XOTs Obl IOTOMY, YTO NOPOKIEHIE BOCTIPUHUMAETCS
HE KaK IPOAYKT, a KaK IPEXJIE BCETO AEATENBHOCTh caMOro npoussoautens. Camo
npouzeoocmeo (Erzeugung) sensemcs npooykmom (Erzeugnis)» [12. S. 29]. Cne-
JIOBATEIbHO, ABM)KEHHE NPOAYKTHBHOI'O MBILUIEHHUS CO3LAET €ro COJAEpKaHUE.
Nmenno takuMm o6paszom Koren periaer Bormpoc 0 Hayane MbIIUIEHUS U TEM CaMbIM
yCTpaHseT KaHTOBCKYIO MpoOJeMy CHHTe3a YyBCTBEHHOCTH M paccyaka. Crano
OBITh, «,,JJOTUKA MTO3HAHUS " BBITECHSET ,,KPUTUKY TIO3HAHUSA " B CHIIy TOTO, YTO aK-
LIEHT NEPEHOCUTCA HA MPOU3BOAIINN XapaKTep UCKIIOUNUTEIbHO YUCTOTO MbIIILIE-
Hus. [locneqHemMy He mpeAlecTBYEeT HUKAKOE CO3EPLIAaHNe — OTCI0Ja U pa3roBOp
0 HeM B ,,Jloruke ynctoro nozHanus* KoreH momnaraeTt U3JIHIIHUM; OHO CaMO €CTh
OCHOBaHUE, IIPOLIECC U pe3yibTaT cBoe aedarenbHocTu» [25. C. 72]. Ho Torna oka-
3bIBAETCS, YTO KOT€HOBCKOE MBIIIIJICHHE HE SIBJISETCSI HU OOBEKTUBHBIM MpeCTaB-
JIEHUEM U HE UMEET OTHOLIEHMsI K KaHTOBCKHMM alpHUOPHBIM CO3EpLAHUSIM IpO-
CTpaHCTBa U BpeMeHu. Ha kakom ke a priori oHO 6a3upyeTcs?

[TpencraBnenue Korena o0 a priori, no cpaBHeHuto ¢ KantoM, upe3BpluaiiHO
3amyTaHo. MOKHO JIMIIb CKa3aTh, UTO «CYMMUPYS BCE sIBHbIC U HESABHbBIC OMpe/e-
neHus, 1aHHple KoreHoM caMoMy NOHSATHIO allpuoOpH, — Y HETO 3TO U JIOTHYECKast
(dbopMa, 1 3aKOHOMEPHOCTD, U «IIEPBBIM 3aKOHY», U MPUHIUI, U YCJIOBUE TO3HAHMUS,
U MPEANOCHUIKA, U METOJ], U N03HABaTEIbHAsl IEHHOCTh, — a TAK)KE ClIyyau Mpu-
MEHEHUS ITOTO MOHATHUS, MOKHO MPEIOKUTH OJTHO €AMHCTBEHHOE OIpe/ieNiCHUE,
COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY alpUOpH JTOJKHO MOHUMATHCS KaK JI02UYecKuti cmamyc 00-
weoobszamenvrou 3navyumocmu cyxcoenutd» [26. C. 138]. Takoro poma 3arpyaHe-
HUS, TOXKaTyl, HeM30€XKHbI, €CIM MO/ HayYHBIM MBIIUICHHEM MOHUMATh Hempe-
pBIBHOE (KOHTHHYAJIbHOE) ACMCTBHE MO YCTAHOBJICHHUIO Pa3HOOOPAa3HBIX OTHOIIIE-
HUI BHYTPH CaMOT'0 K€ MBIIUICHUS, B Pe3yJIbTaTe Yero, Mo MBICIH MapOypiKLEB,
MOposKJ1aeTcs PyHKIHOHAIBHOE U CUCTEMATHYECKOE MHCTBO HayKH. B aToMm city-
yae «IIe€pBOHAYaJI0 MHOIOOOPA3HOIO BUIUTCS B €IMHCTBE; IEPBOHAYANIO €CTh HE
YTO MHOE, KaK TpeOyeMoe OKOHYATEeJIbHOE €AMHCTBO, & UMEHHO — CBA3HOE €UH-
ctBo» [17. S. 27]. Torna rnaBHO#N (QyHKIMEH MBIIIIICHUS SBISAETCS «CBS3b, IBOM-
CTBEHHOE HAIIPaBJICHUE MBIIIJICHUS Ha OJHOBPEMEHHOE OO0bEeIMHEHUE pa3/iesicH-
HOTO U pa3JiesnieHue 00beTMHEHHOT0, KOTOPOE U B Pa3IMUEHUH BCE )K€ COXPAHIETCS
kak enuHCTBOY» [17. S. 26]. TakoBbl «MeTaMOP(O3bD» YUCTOTO HAYYHOTO MBIIIJIC-
HUS, JINIIEHHOT'O AMIIMPUYECKOro 0a3uca U CUHTETUYECKOUN JeSTEIbHOCTH.

3akoyeHune

Penenuusa MapOyprekoit mkonoit «KpUTHKH YHUCTOrO pasyMay IpHHECHa
HEOKUJaHHbIE pe3yibTaThl. bbUIK MoABEprHyTH TpaHCHOPMAIIK MHOTHE KaHTOB-
CKHE OCHOBOIMOJIOKEHUS. B yacTHOCTH, MOKHO YKa3aTh Ha TO, YTO MBIIIIJICHUE 00-
peNo YHCTOTY U CUCTEMaTHYECKOE E€JMHCTBO; KaTErOpUHU MepecTain 3aHUMaThCs
CHUHTETHYECKOM NeATeNbHOCThI0 U OOBEIUHATh «MHOI000PAa3HOE»; M3MEHUIIOCH
MMOHMMAaHUE ONBITA U TPAHCIIEHIEHTAIBHOI'O METO/1a; allpUOPU3M YXKe HEe IMpUHA-
JIEKUT OJHUM JIMIIb IEMEHTaM [TI03HAHUS, HO KOPEHUTCS B CAaMOI OCHOBE Hay4YHOH
NeSTeIbHOCTH; OUIYLIEHHUs] MepecTald UrpaTh pPoJib MOCTABIIMKA YYyBCTBEHHOIO

552 «KPUTUKA YUCTOI'O PA3YMA» KAHTA...



Semyonov V.Ye. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):541—555

MaTepuana; Bellb caMa Mo cede mpeBpaTHiiach B OECKOHEUHYIO 3a1a4y MTO3HAHUS.
OnHako TakWe paauKalbHBIE TIEPEMEHBI HE BBI3BIBAIOT OOJIBIIOTO HEJOYMCHHS,
10O TTOHSITHBI OCHOBHBIC TPHUYUHBI TAKUX METaMOP(]O3.

W3menenus, mpou3omeame Kak B mpoiecce pa3BuTusa ¢uiaocodun Ha mpo-
TshKeHHH XIX Beka, Tak 1 B MATEMAaTHYSCKOM €CTESCTBO3HAHNH M MAaTEMAaTHYSCKUX
HayKax, MPUBEIIN K TOMY, YTO HAyYHOE MBIIUICHUE B CAMOM JIeJIe 00pesio HempH-
BBIYHYIO «YHCTOTY», & CO3JAaHHUE TEOPUWM M Ja)Xe LEJbIX HAIPaBJICHUN CTalo
OCYIIECTBIIATHCS MYTEM KOHCMPYUPOBAHUS, & HE KOHcmumyuposauus. Tenepb
MOKHO CO BCEH ONPEAECIECHHOCTBIO CKa3aTh: AMUCTEMOJIOTMYECKON MapagurmMoit
KanTa, koTOopyro OH HCMOib30Ball B «TpaHCIEHACHTAILHON aHAIUTHKE», OBLI
peanucmuyeckuti Koncmpykmuguszm. Takoi xxe mapagurmoit MapOyprckoi mkosbt
CTall YK€ YUCMblLU KOHCMPYKIMUBUIM.
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Introduction

Kant is known as a philosopher who revolutionized the theory of knowledge.
Kant compared his changes in the field of knowledge with those of Copernicus in
astronomy. Like Ptolemy’s astronomy, the pre-Kantian theory of knowledge relied
on ordinary understanding. Before Kant, philosophers did not doubt that man
acquires knowledge of the objects already given in the world in which he or she
lives. Such a process of acquiring knowledge' can be represented as an arrow going
from the objects to the minds. Philosophers of modern times raised the question
about the reliability of knowledge and the source of knowledge. Nevertheless, no
one raised the question about the direction of arrow acquiring knowledge. Kant’s
revolution changed the direction of this arrow: not from the objects to the cognition,
but from the cognition to the object. A man does not live in a given and known
world. Instead, a man’s cognition forms the world by the laws of this cognition. In
other words, The Critique of Pure Reason (CPR) considers cognition as a process
of constituting the laws and forms of the objective world.

Kant’s method of investigation is called the critical method. It discovers what
should be the functions of cognition to discover the natural world as it is in scientific
research. Kant’s process of constituting the world integrates two sources of
knowledge: intuition and understanding. The first source is direct knowledge given
in “pure” or a priory form of receptivity: space and time. It gives initial order to the
reception of sense data [1. P. 155—192]. The second — is an indirect source of
knowledge. This knowledge is produced by concepts that are the functions of
understanding under which multifold representations are united [1. P. 205]. The
concepts are arranged into judgements, which, in turn, create a system of
knowledge. The highest principle of cognition is the unity of transcendental
apperception in which all representations of intuition are synthesized. Without this
unity, the representations would not be “my” representations [1. P. 246—247].
Thus, the possibility of the objects is conditioned to the unity of “my”
consciousness [1. P. 250]. This is, in brief, the revolutionary knowledge system
developed by Kant. This system provided a way out of the impasse into which
modern philosophy had driven itself when it asked for the reliability of knowledge.
In Kant’s theory, the required reliability should not be found in the objects of
experience but in cognition. Thus, cognition as a process of acquiring knowledge
becomes a basis that ensures the reliability of knowledge.

The Kantian revolution of thought was also a revolution in worldview. Henrich
Heine compared the destruction made by Kant in the realm of thought with the
terrorism of Robespierre [2. P. 109]. The wonderful organization of nature, which

' In this article, cognition (Erkenntnis) means the process of constituting objects, whereas
knowledge — is an endpoint.
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previously seemed to be proof that nature was made by the hands of the creator,
now turned out to be a creation of human cognition.

Ernst Cassirer was a student of Herman Cohen — one of the leading figures in
the Marburg school of the neo-Kantian philosophical movement. The starting point
of Cassirer’s multi-volume work, The Philosophy of Symbolic Forms (PSF),
devoted to the philosophy of culture, is the “revolution in the way of thinking” made
by Kant [3. P. 154; 4. P. 78—79; 5. P. 29]%. Cassirer defined this revolution as a
radical change in the theory of cognition, the change that reorganized the
relationship between man and the world. Under Kant’s new theory of cognition,
objectivity is not found in the objects but in the cognitive judgements about objects.
However, Kant’s theory of cognition is applied to the scientific knowledge of
objects exclusively and does not embrace entire objectivity. Therefore, the CRP is
not the last point of Kant’s inquiries. In his following books, Kant analyzed the
forms of objectivity that go beyond scientific cognition. The Critique of Judgement
examines non-cognitive judgements. There are aesthetic and teleological (relating
to life sciences) judgements. CPR answers how mathematics and physics are
possible but does not answer how life sciences are possible. In Kant’s cognitive
system, there are no means to explain an organism’s plausible existence. How can
we explain the life and growth of organisms in a world where the concept of
causality explains everything? According to Wilhelm Windelband, this is the riddle
for our cognition [ein grofes Rétsel fiir unsere Erkenntis], which Kant discovers in
the Critique of Judgement [8. S. 163]. From Cassirer’s view, the incompatibility
between the teleological and cognitive judgements will not be a riddle if the
capacity of cognitive judgements is expanded. Kant understood that the CRP
approach is too narrow [4. P. 79]. Consequently, Cassirer defined the task of his
philosophy, the PSF, to extend Kant’s critical method to different forms of
objectivity, such as the pre-scientific world of living beings: the mythical and
aesthetic forms. “A critique of reason thus becomes a critique of culture.” [4. P. 80]
Kant’s inquiry was not aimed at what a being is. Rather Kant asked: how natural
science is possible? Whereas Cassirer set the task of exploring how different
cultural forms of world-making are possible.

This new task is very different from Kant’s original intentions. The analysis of
the functions of cognition in the CPR was aimed at confirming the necessity of
scientific knowledge. It must explain the reliability of knowledge. The functions of
cognition constitute the only objective form of the world. They do not allow
different possibilities for organizing the world’s structure. Intuition is immediately
given; therefore, only one form of space and time exists. Similarly, there is only
one a priori or pure synthesis. Althought, Kant called synthesis “the effect of the
imagination” [1. P. 211]. In this context imagination does not mean the arbitrariness
of action. It is a “blind” imagination that strictly follows a priori concepts of

2 Verene [6] argued that the roots of Cassirer’s philosophy of symbolic forms can be found rather in
Hegel’s than in Kant's philosophy. In contrast, Krois [7] argued that Cassirer's cultural philosophy
was close to ideas of phenomenology (Husserl, Heidegger, Merleau-Ponty).
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understanding. The necessity of these concepts excludes the possibility of a
different synthesis.

“The gist of his [Cassirer’s] comments [on Kant] may be summarized this way:
Kant has failed to account for a great variety of synthesizing acts by which sensory
data may be ‘spelled out in order to be read as experiences’ ” [9. P. 41].

This paper examines how Cassirer derived the different synthesizing acts out
of the Kantian notion of pure synthesis in CRP, more precisely, how the
“Copernican revolution” of Kant paved the way for various cultural forms in
Cassirer’s PSF.

The Shift in the Theory of Concept

Cassirer stated that the revolution of Kant’s thought lies in changing the model
of the concept [10. P. 97]. Cassirer clarified this changing in Substance and
Function (SF), written in 1910°. In the old model, the concept is derived from a
common property of existing things and is called a generic concept [10. P. 4].
Cassirer emphasizes that this kind of concept formation matches the model of the
individual existence of things because this concept is part of reality. So, Cassirer
called the generic concept “thing-concept” (Dingbegriff) [10. P. 2—3]. By contrast,
the functional concept is not a quality of individual things but becomes a function
that determines the order of moments in the series®. It means that moments are the
inner components of relation, and there is nothing outside of relation. While the
generic concept exists in the same mode as a thing perceived by the senses, the
functional concept (Funktionbegriff) is pure relation. It is called here “concept of
relation.” Cassirer came to the very radical statement that the meaning of judgement
depends on various relations [13. S. 152]. In SF, Cassirer still needed to develop
the theoretical platform for the plurality of objective forms, and all the examples of
concepts in this book refer to the concepts in the natural sciences. However, he
stated that SF’s results brought him to PSF’s ideas [4. P. 69]. The thesis of this
article is that with the help of the concept of relation, Cassirer justified the plurality
of synthesizing acts. By the term “plurality,” Cassirer did not mean worlds with
different natural laws but different modes of existence in one world. He denied
scientific cognition as the only way to establish objective reality. The world of
nature results from a “special form of cognition” [3. P. 154] or “one of the many
forms™ [3. P. 77]. We will inquire what Cassirer’s theoretical assumptions led him
to this conclusion.

Cassirer assumed a variety of cognitive acts to arrange worlds that go beyond
the physical world. The laws of these worlds are not derived from scientific
judgements. These worlds can be defined as “modes of existence,” “forms of
objective reality,” or “directions of spiritual activity.” All these terms refer to what
Cassirer had named “symbolic forms” [4. P. 73—385].

3 On this issue, see my article [11. P. 171—172].
4 Friedman [12. P. 30—34] assumed that the origin of Cassirer’s theory of the concept stems from
Bertrand Russell’s philosophy of mathematics.
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“Twofold Opposition” of A Priori Synthesis

Cassirer stated that the different symbolic forms depend on the forms of space
and time. What did he mean by this? Cassirer analyzed the form of space in the
article Mythic, Aesthetical, and Theoretical Space [14]. He seemed to follow the
Leibnitzian definition of space. He defined space as an order of things in a spatial
position. It is a functional concept or concept of relation. The concept of relation
does not depend on any given element; it does depend exclusively on their
connections. For example, the rule for ordering the series of natural numbers is the
same rule that defines the members of a series. Although the relation between order
and the content of the series is necessary, the order itself is not necessary. The
different principles of the order will form different content. The space is identified
with one specific order but is not bound to only this order.

Cassirer argued that the shift from the definition of space as the universal
ground of knowledge to space as “order” is “a victory of pluralism over abstract
monism, of a multiplicity of forms over a single form” [14. P. 8]. Space as a concept
of order is the condition for the plurality of worlds. The different order of arranging
sensory impressions in space set up different ways of world-making. The pluralistic
theory about space becomes a foundation for developing the two symbolic forms:
mythic and scientific-theoretical [5]. These two forms are the outcomes of different
forms of space and time.

Scientific space and time are characterized by three essential features:
continuity, uniformity, and infinity. Continuity means that points in space and
moments in time are not independent elements. Uniformity means that all the
“points” and directions of scientific space are the same; they do not possess
individual qualities. Every ‘moment’ taken from this continuum is defined as a
position in space or in the procession of time. Infinity means that space and time
can be expanded without end. It has no borders and lacks a beginning and an end
[5.P.83].

By contrast, the aesthetic and the mythic forms of space and time are
characterized by discreteness, heterogeneity, and clear borders [5. P. 84]. The
‘points’ in the mythical space and time do not have the same meaning. There are
‘points’ of greater and less articulation. The structure of this space and time is
organized as a dichotomic system. It is expressed in the division between more
articulated and powerful “sacred” moments and less articulated, ‘profane’ points [5.
P. 73—83]. The mythical space and time reflect the structure of bodily perception’.
Unlike points in scientific/theoretical space and time, those in aesthetic/
mythic/perceptive space and time are not subdued to a causal relationship. They
have a particular “type” of causality [5. P. 46]. This type of causality is called
metamorphosis or miracle. Everything can be transformed into anything else, as is
well-known from ancient myths and the Bible.

5 See my research regarding connection between Cassirer’s mythical symbolic form and the space
of visual perception, investigated by Gestalt psychology [15].
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Thus, the natural world exists in one form of space and time, whereas the realm
of art, myth, and the immediate world of living beings — in another. Space and
time as the forms of subsuming particular to the universal, can be organized in two
ways. The first characterizes by the concept of order, the concept of relation. The
particulars (moments) in this form have no other meaning than their position
concerning other moments. Their position is determined by the primary order
(concept, universal). The second way characterizes the particulars, which have their
meaning as robust and routine moments. However, the position in the structure also
determines the degree and specialization of their power. The moments in the center
are the most powerful and have the most potent emotional effect. In both cases, the
meaning of particulars is determined by their relations to the universal. So, in both
forms, the universal, that is, the form, precedes the particulars. However, doesn't
that look paradoxical? The structure where the whole defines the order of
particulars is intuition. Intuition means that there is no synthesis of a particular, but
there is a given structure. Indeed, despite the functional understanding of space and
time forms, in PSF, Cassirer continued to call them spatial-temporal intuitions
[Anschauung]. This issue needs to be considered in more detail.

In Kant’s Life and Thought, Cassirer examined the correlation between pure
intuition and a priori synthesis in CRP. Synthesis is “the action of putting different
representations together with each other and comprehending their manifoldness in
one cognition” [1. P. 210]. The unification of manifoldness is the faculty of
understanding and not of sensibility. This means that synthesis refers only to the
concepts of understanding and not to the forms of receptivity. Yet Cassirer stated
that all syntheses must be related to intuition. Pure intuition is not only a container
but also the place of connection between the concept (universal, rule) and the
impression (particular) that takes place in space and time. To support this, Cassirer
has referred to Kant’s essay in correspondence with Eberhard [3. P. 160]. Cassirer
argued that exactly there Kant discovered the principle of synthesis. This principle
implies that all synthetic a priori judgements are related to pure intuition, but the
character of this relation needs to be clarified in the CPR. “Thus the result is that
all synthesis a priori is separably linked with the form of pure intuition, that it either
is itself pure intuition, or else is mediately related to and rests on some such
intuition” [3. P. 160]. Hence, “pure” synthesis is not only a priori “as is that in
space and time,” as Kant put it [1. P. 210], but it requires the necessary relation to
pure intuition. This relation reveals the characteristic peculiarity of a priori
synthesis. It is the character of “twofold opposition” [Doppelte Gegensatz]
[3. P. 159]. What does it mean?

In the definition of “a priori synthesis,” Cassirer highlighted two contradictory
statements. One statement refers to “synthesis” and the other to “a priori.”
According to the first statement, synthesis is the action that combines sensory
elements. Synthesis is described here as a mechanical operation that unites sensual
manifold into one concept. The second statement is that unity precedes synthesis.
Thus, in a priori synthesis, the correlation of the particular with the universal can
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be done in two opposite ways: by connecting the particular to the whole and by
dividing the given whole into the particulars. The first is an empirical connection,
when a general concept is formed from a particular experience. The second is an
action of formal logic, which does not produce new knowledge but analyzes what
is already given. A4 priori synthesis includes both directions. Cassirer defined this
synthesis as: “a constructive connection, in and through which simultaneously a
profusion of particular elements [zugleich eine Fiille besonderer], which are
conditioned by the universal form of the connection, arises for us” [3. P. 159]. The
whole, therefore, is both composed of the elements and is already somehow present
in the “fullness” [eine Fiille] of these elements. Therefore, an a priori synthesis is
a whole that is synthesized and initially given.

Cassirer stated that Kant explains this structure of a priori synthesis with the
help of pure intuition. Intuition is a form of receptivity in which the whole is initially
given and composed. Let us take an example from geometry, the science of space
[3. P. 147—148]. The rule — the angle sum of a triangle is equal to 180°, is
discovered in a particular observation. However, this rule is given as a general
principle concerning any three straight lines that could intersect in geometry. This
principle ensures universal objectivity, that is, its correctness about all possible
triangles. The rule of a triangle is a priori. It is given before any observation. This
and other geometry rules are derived from intuition, which is the primary structure
of space. Besides, this principle is creative and synthetic because drawing the lines
of a certain triangle is an act of actual connection of points, so it is not a result of
formal logic or propositional thinking. This rule may serve as an example for all the
principles of space. Space includes two directions of correlation between the
particular and the whole: it is at the same time the act of connection and the form
of intuition where all elements are present initially. According to the first, the
particular is subsumed under the concept. The second direction, in fact, is not the
correlation since particular is already filled with universal. Cassirer argued that
these two directions of arranging are contained in the Kantian definition of pure
intuition. Since the form of space and time is based on the concept of order, it can
arrange manifold in two forms of objectivity: theoretical and mythical-aesthetic.
Since the forms of space and time are pure intuition, it allows us to explain the
possibility of the pre-scientific and aesthetic form as an immediate perception
whose features cannot be explained by conceptual thinking. When Cassirer pointed
out that every pure synthesis comes with pure intuition, he also explained the nature
of this synthesis by the double nature of pure intuition. Thus, the concept of a priori
synthesis is ambivalent; it includes twofold opposition since it implies, at the same
time, a synthesis and an original wholeness [3. P. 159].

The Logic of Non-ldentity as the Basis for the Diversity

The concept of a thought containing a double-thinking (Doppelgedanken)
characterizes Cassirer’s functional concept [16]. This returns us to the beginning of
the article. Already in SF, Cassirer criticized the non-functional approach to the
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concept, that is, the approach according to which the concept is defined in the same
manner as an existing thing. This notion of a thing cannot be ambivalent.
Nevertheless, the concept of relation is a concept of a new kind; it is a function that
defines the order of the moments. In the functional concept, the moments are
determined by a relation. From the logical point of view, the concept of relation is
inconsistent because it presupposes both the unity of the elements and their
separation [17. S. 291]. The relational theory of concept breaks the logic of identity.
To answer the criticism about inconsistency, Cassirer argued that the new model of
a concept presupposes a double-thinking.® This thinking includes two divided
moments that remain in a relationship; they are neither wholly divided nor
completely united [16. S. 116].

Cassirer worked out the concept of relation into the concept of a symbol — the
central notion of the philosophy of symbolic forms. The two-sided character of the
concept of a symbol challenges the contradiction between symbolic and intuitive
knowledge. In the commonly accepted view, a symbol is a sign that represents (or
stands for) something else; it is a material object that is used to represent something
different from itself. For Cassirer, the “symbol” signifies the link of the universal
(meaning, concept, rule of the function) to the particulars of sensory impressions.
Symbolic knowledge is knowledge received through concepts, that is, through
interpretation. Such knowledge results from cognition which constitutes objects and
does not grasp “reality” as it is. Therefore, Kant’s theory of cognition in the CPR is
the process of acquiring symbolic and not intuitive knowledge. Intuitive knowledge
is immediate cognition. This knowledge needs neither concepts nor synthesis.
Cassirer considered the immediate knowledge as fiction. The concept is the only
instrument of philosophy, and philosophy has no other way to reach knowledge.
Philosophy “knows” only one way to investigate: using concepts. “To philosophy,
which finds its fulfillment only in the sharpness of the concept and in the clarity of
‘discursive’ thought, the paradise of mysticism, the paradise of pure immediacy, is
closed” [18. P. 113]. Cassirer stated that the notion of immediate knowledge had
been inherited from mystical religious tradition. The philosophy of mysticism
needed immediate cognition to distinguish between the divine direct apprehension
and the limited consciousness of mortal man, which needs concepts for achieving
knowledge. This division was inherited even by the rational philosophy of Kant, in
which human cognition needs concepts as means for knowledge compared to divine
immediate intellectual intuition.

Cassirer stated that the conflict between intuitive and conceptual knowledge
had become the main problem of philosophy over the past 150 years. This
contradiction has caused opposition between phenomenology and neo-Kantianism,
philosophy of life and positivism, irrationalism, and rationalism [19. P. 136]. In the
introduction to the PSF is written: “The cleavage between these two antitheses

® The Swedish philosopher Konrad Marc-Wogau claimed that Cassirer's definition of the symbol is
based on the concept of relation, which contains a contradiction. For an exposition of the discussion
between Cassirer and Marc-Wogau, ref. [11. P. 173—174]

KANT’S “CRITIQUE OF PURE REASON”... 563



Kauyp Y. Bectank PY/IH. Cepust: @mnocodus. 2023. T. 27. Ne 3. C. 556—567

[concept and intuition] — it would seem — cannot be bridged by any effort of
mediating thought which itself remains entirely on one side of the antithesis”
[4. P. 112]. The phrase “it would seem” from the above citation points to Cassirer’s
doubt about the validity of this statement. We argue that Cassirer resolved this
conflict by the logic of non-identity. The concept of the symbol is functional one,
that is, the concept of relation. According to the logic of non-identity, the concept
of relation means the connection and separation of moments simultaneously.
Consequently, the concept of a symbol presupposes both the connection of sensory
manifold with meaning (as two separate elements) and the primary wholeness of
manifold and meaning.

Cassirer’s revision of the old tradition of the distinction between symbolic and
intuitive knowledge began in his book devoted to Kant [3] with a consideration of
a priori synthesis and intuition in Kant’s CPR. This synthesis and intuition contain
two different notions about the correlation of manifold with the concept. The first
notion involves the synthesis of the sensory manifold, and the second is the original
unity. This is the meaning of the “twofold opposition” of a priori synthesis. On the
one hand, synthesis is a combination. It presupposes a conceptual construction of
reality. This is a symbolic aspect of knowledge that denies the cognitive role of
intuition. On the other hand, unity (concrete wholeness) is already given in each
element of the synthesis, even before the synthesis itself. This unity presupposes
intuitive rather than symbolic knowledge. These two aspects of a priori synthesis
manifest that pure intuition and concept are not opposed to each other: intuition
contains the act of binding and arranging, and the concept — the givenness of
sensibility.

It should be noted that Cassirer’s solution to the contradiction between the
mediated (that is, concept, symbol) and the immediate (that is, intuition) does not
mean to “sublate” this contradiction. This is not the Hegelian “Aufhebung” in which
two opposites are sublated and synthesized into a new concept. For Cassirer,
contradictions remain opposite notions. Exactly the twofold opposition or double-
thinking makes it possible to avoid the mere givenness of the elements, the
“ossification” of knowledge. This characterizes pure synthesis as a creative process.
This is the main strength of the Kantian “revolution in the way of thinking” — the
revelation of human knowledge as a “divine” boundless creativity. Double-thinking
prevents cognition from turning into dogmatic monism of concepts (rationalism) or
sensibility. This doubleness paves the way for explaining the plurality of free forms
of world-making.

Conclusion

The present study is examined how Cassirer explained the possibility of
symbolic forms based on Kant’s theory of cognition. In the CPR, Kant set a
completely different task. His “revolution” was designed to provide a method of
scientific cognition that guarantees objectivity and truth of knowledge.
Neo-Kantians considered Kant’s critical method the solid basis for scientific
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knowledge. Unlike other neo-Kantians, Cassirer argued that the Kantian revolution
is a key to understanding scientific knowledge as a particular but not a unique
function of cognition. It is vital to a variety of symbolic forms.

Cassirer inherited the Kantian method of inquiry from facts to conditions of
these facts: there must be conditions in cognition that determine the facts as they
are. This paper examined Cassirer’s position, where the starting point is the facts.
Cassirer proceeded from the fact of existing different symbolic forms: myth,
religion, and aesthetics. The existence of these forms is a fact of culture. Whatever
explanations philosophers have found for these forms, they cannot deny their
existence. These forms show that the critical method should not be limited to just
the scientific form of cognition. It must be extended to other areas of culture. All
cultural forms should be included in the Kantian critical method.

We also examined how Cassirer turned to analyzing these symbolic forms. He
demonstrated that the difference between scientific and non-scientific forms lies in
the difference between space and time forms: the first is characterized by continuity,
uniformity, and infinity, whereas the second — by discreteness, heterogeneity, and
finiteness. Cassirer pointed out that pure intuition must be correlated with synthetic
a priori judgements. Therefore, the diversity of the forms of pure intuition should
be correlated with the structure of a priori synthesis. This structure is characterized
by twofold opposition. Pure synthesis includes both the synthesis of the sensory
manifold and intuition. Both are united and separated moments of a priori
synthesis. The present paper argues that Cassirer explained this opposition by
specifying the concept of a priori synthesis as the concept of relation. The “concept
of relation” is the model of concept that Cassirer has previously elaborated. The
concept of relation includes moments that stay separated and are united
simultaneously. This model of concept supposes double-thinking in the meaning of
a concept. Cassirer explained it by the logic of non-identity. This logic confirms the
characteristic of a priori synthesis which is defined as both combinations of
moments in synthesis and initial unity in intuition.
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Annoranus. Kant pa3paboTan Teopuio Mo3HaHus Al 000CHOBAaHUS HAYYHOI'O 3HAHMAL.
Takue o0acTi KyIbTyphl KaK 3CTETHKA M Hayka 00 opranu3Max, He paccMarpuBarotcs Kanrom
B KOHTEKcTe mo3HaHus1. Kaccupep mocraBmi nepen co0oit 3a1avqy pacipoCTPpaHUTh KAHTOBCKHM
METO/] MO3HaHUA Ha Bce (HPOPMBI KyJIbTYPHI, B TOM YHUCIIE TOHAYYHYIO U 3CTeTH4ecKyro. Llenb
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TAaHHOTO UCCIIEIOBAaHIs — ITOKa3aTh, kak Kaccupep packpbu1 BO3MOKHOCTE Pa3HBIX OOBEKTHB-
HBIX ()OPM, HA3BAaHHBIX CUMBOJIMYECKUMHU, OCHOBBIBAsICh HA KAHTOBCKOW TE€OPUHU TIO3HAHUS, HO
Tpancopmupys ee. Jnsg sroro Kaccupep nmpeanpuHsl Cleayronye marn: Moau(pUInpoBal
OIIpeNICIICHUS CUHTE3a a priori (aKTa paccyiKka) U YMUCTOro co3epuanus ((hopMbl IPOCTPAHCTBA
U BPEMECHH) — OCHOBHBIX CTPOUTEIBHBIX OJOKOB KAHTOBCKOTO ITO3HAHUS; YKa3all Ha HE00X0-
JUMOE€ COOTHOILEHHUE AalPUOPHBIX IOHATUH M CO3€pLaHus; OXapaKTepU30Bajl AlpPHOPHBIMA
CHHTE3 M CO3epIaHie KaK BKIIOYAIONINE B ce0s U COSAMHCHNE W M3HAYaJbHOE €INHCTBO —
MIPOTUBOpEYAIIre IpyT APYTY MOHATHA. DTO IPOTUBOPEUHUE «IBOIHAS HANIPABIEHHOCTH» OBbLIO
OTIpEJIENICHO KaK XapaKTepHOE CBOMCTBO alpHOPHOTO CHHTe3a. [1epBEIit apryMeHT uccienoBa-
HUS COCTOUT B TOM, YTO MIMEHHO TaKasi, BKIIFOUAIOIas B ce0s IPOTUBOPEUNS, XapaKTEPUCTHKA
aIPHOPHOTO CHHTE3a HECeT B ce0e BO3MOKHOCTD Pa3IMYHBIX CHHTETHIECKUX aKTOB. OTUH BHI
cCUHTEe3a 00pa3yeT MUp MPHUPOJIBI U CBSI3aH ¢ HAYYHOH (POpPMOI MPOCTpaHCTBA U BPEMEHH, JpY-
FOI71, M3 KOTOPOI0 BO3HHUKACT MI/I(b H 3CTETHKA, SBJIACTCA IMPOAYKTOM HCEHIOCPEACTBEHHOIO,
OJIM3KOTO TEJIECHOMY BOCIIPHATHUIO, IMPOCTPAHCTBA W BpeMeHu. Takum obOpaszom, Kaccupep
pacIupuil paMKH «4UCTOTO» CHHTe3a. BTopoil aprymeHT 3akiodaercs B ToM, 4To Kaccupep
onpeacania aHpHOpHLIﬁ CUHTE3 W YHUCTYH0 HUHTYUIHUIO Kak (byHKHI/IOHaHLHBIC IIOHATHS.
OyHKIMOHATEHOE MTOHATHE OTHOCHTCS K MOJENH MOHITHSA-KaK-OTHOLICHUS, pa3paboTaHHON
uM. TloHATHE-KaK-OTHOILIEHHE HapyllaeT IpaBuia HENPOTHUBOPEYMBOCTH, INpenroaras Kak
pasjiefieHre, TaK W COEJWHEHHE COCTAaBIIIONMX €ro MOMEHTOB. [IOHSATHE-KaK-OTHOIICHUE
OOBSACHSCT MPOTUBOPEUUBYIO XAPAKTEPHUCTHKY AaIPHOPHOIO CHHTE3a, KOTOPOE BKIIOYAET B
ce0s Kak COUeTaHNEe MOMEHTOB B CHHTETHIECKOM aKTe, TAK U UCXOJHOE €IUHCTBO CO3EPLAHMS.
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H.O. Jloccknin n ero MetakpmTuka 4ncToro pasyma
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Annortanus. Beixon B cBet «Kputuku uucroro pazyma» M. Kanta o3HaMeHOBaJ Ha4auio
PEBOIONUH HE TOJBKO B (priTocohuu, HO U B IPYTUX cepax WHTECIUICKTYIBHON AeSTeIbHO-
ctu. C KaXIbIM T0ZIOM BHUMaHHE K 3TOMY TPYIY TOJIBKO PAacTeT, OCOOCHHO B KOHTEKCTE pa3-
BUTHS KOTHUTHBHBIX HayK M TEXHOJIOTHH, CBSI3aHHBIX C pa3pabOTKON M BHEIPEHHEM CHCTEM
HCKYCCTBEHHOTr0 MHTeuIeKkTa. OJHAKO KaK y COBpeMEHHHMKOB KaHTa, Tak M y IOCIELyIOIUX
MOKOJIEHUH HccllefoBaTeleld BO3HHKAIM BOIPOCHI K OCHOBHBIM KOHILIENTaM, U3JI0KE€HHBIM
B nepBoi «Kputuke». OHEM M3 TakWX BBIAAIOIINXCA 3HATOKOB (rtocoduu Kanra, ocyme-
CTBHBIIMM METAaKpPUTHKY TPaHCLEHAEHTaNIbHOTO uaeanusma, ctaia H.O. Jlocckuil. Ero anamus
WHTEPECEH TeM, YTO OTIINYAETCA CHCTEMHOCTBIO, ITyOMHOH M BCEOXBAaTHOCTBIO, M 3TO IIPH TOM,
9TO TPOM3BEJECH OH HE CTOPOHHHKOM KaHTHaHCKOW ¢mrocodun. B mpenmaraemoii crarbe
SKCIUTULIUPYIOTCS OCHOBHBIC MOMEHTBI METAKPHUTHUKU UYHCTOTO pPa3yMa, OCYIIECTBICHHOU
Jlocckum. Llens uccnenoBaHus — CUCTEMaTU3UPOBATh BBIIEICHHBIE UM IOCTOMHCTBA U HEJ0-
CTaTKH TPAHCIIEH/ICHTAILHOTO UJIeaIn3Ma JUIs TOTO, YTOOBI OIIEHUTh COCTOSATEIBHOCTD BO3pa-
XKEHUI U ONpeNeuTh MOMEHTHI, NapagoKCaIbHBIM 00pa30oM YCKOJb3HYBIINE OT BHUMAaHHUS
Jlocckoro. B wacTtHOCTH, MTOKa3bIBa€TCs, UTO HauBBICHIEH oLeHKH Jlocckoro yaocranBaroTcs
crpemiuenne KaHTa co3qaTe rHOCE0NIOTHIO, KOTOpast HE ONUPAETCS B KAUECTBE PECYIIO3ULIUN
HU Ha Kakue APYrue OTpPaciy 3HAHUS; paspellleHHe NPOTHUBOPEUMH MEXIy SMIUPU3MOM
u paroHanu3MoM HoBoro BpeMeHH; co31aHie YIeHHUS O CHHTETHIECKOW palMOHAIBHOCTH U
TPaHCLECHACHTAIBHOH JIOTUKE; Ues MIMMAaHEHTHOCTH 3HAaHUs CO3HaHMIO. B KaudecTBe Kitoue-
BBIX HEJIOCTATKOB TPaHCLEHJEHTANbHOrO uaeanu3Ma JIocCKUil BBIOEIMI LENbId KOMILIEKC
MIPOTUBOPEUUi], TPYNIHUPYIOMKXCS BOKPYT TAaKUX MOHATHH, KaK BEIlb cama 1o cebe, apduru-
pOBaHKE, OIBIT, BHYTPEHHEE YyBCTBO, TPAaHCLEHIEHTAIbHAs CXEMa, TPAHCIECHACHTAIbHOE
eAuHCTBO annepueniuy. Ilpu 3ToM U3 MO €ro 3peHusl BBINANIO TaKOe KII0YEBOE Ul Teope-
Tudeckoi punocopuu Kanrta nonstue, kak TpaHCHEHAeHTalIbHas peduekcus. VccnenoBanue
IpeaBapsIeTCs] KPAaTKOM XapaKTEPUCTHKONH 0COOCHHOCTEH, B TOM YHCIIe TMYHOCTHBIX, JIocckoro
KaK METaKpUTHUKA YHCTOrO pa3yMa.

KnioueBble c10Ba: rpuTHKA YUCTOTO Pa3yMa, TPAHCLEHICHTANbHBIN HACANN3M, Uaeall-
pearnusM, TpaHCIeHCHTAIbHAs pedIeKcus
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Abstract. The publication of the Critique of Pure Reason by Immanuel Kant marked
the beginning of an intellectual revolution not only in Philosophy, but also in other spheres
of intellectual activity. Every year interest to this work is only growing up, especially in the
context of the development of cognitive sciences and technologies related to the development
and implementation of artificial intelligence systems. However, both Kant’s contemporaries
and subsequent generations of researchers had questions about the basic concepts, outlined
in the first Critique. Nikolay Lossky became one of such outstanding experts in Kant’s
philosophy, who carried out a metacritique of transcendental idealism. His analysis is
interesting because it is characterized by consistency, depth and inclusiveness, despite the
fact that he was not a supporter of Kant’s philosophy. The proposed article explicates the
main points of the metacritique of pure reason carried out by Lossky. The aim is to
systematize the advantages and disadvantages of transcendental idealism highlighted by him
in order to assess the validity of objections and identify points that paradoxically escaped
Lossky’s attention. In particular, it is shown that the highest evaluation of Lossky is awarded
to Kant’s efforts to create an epistemology that does not rely as presuppositions on any other
branches of human knowledge; the resolution of contradictions between Empiricism and
Rationalism; the creation of the doctrine of synthetic rationality and transcendental logic; the
idea of the need for the immanence of knowledge to consciousness. Lossky identified as the
key shortcomings of transcendental idealism a range of contradictions grouped around such
concepts as the things in themselves, affection, experience, inner sense, transcendental
schema, and unity of apperception. At the same time, it is shown that such a key concept for
Kant’s theoretical philosophy as transcendental reflection has disappeared from the Lossky’s
field of consideration. The study is preceded by a brief description of Lossky’s
characteristics, including personal ones, as a meta-critic of pure reason.

Keywords: Critique of pure reason, transcendental idealism, ideal-realism, transcendental
reflection
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BesepeHune

Ecin Ha ceKyHITy IPpeICTaBUTh, 9TO (hUIocodus BIAPYT MIPEBPATHUIACH B COCTSI-
3aHHE yYMOB, OPTaHM30BAHHOE MO NPUHUUMY OIUMIOUNCKUX WUTp, TO, BEPOSTHO,
npeooieHue Teoperndeckon punmocopun Mmmanyuna Kanra cramo Ob1 01HOM U3
TJIaBHBIX TUCHUIUIHH. [IefiCTBUTENBHO, e1lle COBPEMEHHUKH TOHSITH, 4TO «KpuTnka
YHCTOTO pa3yMay MPEAOCTaBIISACT MPEKPACHBIN MaTeprall, aHAIH3 KOTOPOTO TIOMO-
raeT CUCTEeMaTU3HPOBATh COOCTBEHHBIE BO33PEHUS HIIM JIaXKe MOCTPOUTH HOBYIO
(GUI0COPCKYI0 CHCTEMY, OTTOJIKHYBIIMCH OT TPAHCIICHICHTAIHLHOTO HCATU3Ma
Kak oT TpamruinHa. OnuH u3 nepBeix npumepoB — W.I'. 'aman. OH He orpaHu-
4yuIcs b perieH3ueit Ha nepByto Kpumuxy [1]. C 1883 o 1884 rr. ['aman npen-
MIPHUHSIT TIOTBITKY OCYIIECTBUTh METAKPUTUKY MypH3Ma pasyMma [2], koTopas, of-
HAaKoO, TaK ¥ He ObLIA B MOJTHON MEpe pean30BaHa, a MpeIBapUTEIIbHbIC HAOPOCKH
ObUTH Oy OJIMKOBaHbBI TOJBKO mocie ero cmeptu [3. C. 93].

HcTopus pycckoit puocodun Toke 3HACT HEMAJIO MOMBITOK «ITPEOIOJICHUS
Kanra. Cpemu HuX o0co0oe MecTO 3aHMMaeT HHTEIUIEKTYalbHOE Hacleaue
H.O. Jlocckoro. Hecmotps Ha Hecorjacue €O MHOTUMHU HWICSAMH, JICKAMUMHU
B OCHOBE TPaHCIEHACHTAILHOTO HIeanu3Ma, TeM He MeHee JIocckuil He oTBepra
WX TIOJHOCTHI0. MIHOTIa co3aeTCsl BIICUATIICHHE, YTO OH B KAKOM-TO CMBICIIE CTa-
paJics cacTH TPaHCLEHACHTANBHBIN Uaeanu3M ot camoro Kanra, 6eps u3 ero KoH-
HETIUH JTydIee | OTPOoBepras HeyJaqHoe.

Jlocckuii kKak MeTakpUTUK YUCTOro pasyma

W3BectHO, uTO ¢unocodckoe MupoBos3penue Jlocckoro Hagano Gpopmupo-
BaTbCA IMOJ BIUSHUEM JABYX OJECTSIIMX YYCHBIX U MEJaroroB — JeOHUIMaHIIA
A.A. Kosznosa u kautnania A.M. Beegenckoro. O6 3tom mnumet u cam JIoCCKui,
(akT 3TOT MOATBEPKAAIOT TaK)KE 3HATOKU ero ouorpaduu u TBopuecta. MimeHHo
Ko3noB u BBeneHckuil BiepBble 0UepUUBAIOT MPOOIEMHOE TI0JIe, B PAMKax KOTO-
pOro HayMHAET BBI3PEBATh HJCAN-PEATU3M U HEPAPXUUYECKHUI MEepPCOHATHU3M.
B uwacTHOCTH, 1TOZ1 BIUsTHMEM BBeIEHCKOTO yKe B CTy/AEHYECKHE I'OJIbl THOCEOJIO-
rus Bbia it JlJocckoro Ha nepBblil iad. IMeHHO Torna oH «riy0oKo MPOHUKCS
yOexIeHHeM, YTO TIO3HAHUIO JOCTYITHO TOJBKO TO, YTO MMMAHEHTHO CO3HAHHUION
[4. C. 87]. Ho Tak xak 6marogapst KosmoBy k aTomy MoMmeHTy Jlocckuii «rimy0oko
MIPOHMKCS CKJIOHHOCTBIO TIOHUMATh BCEJICHHYIO, KaK CUCTEMY MOHaJ B yxe JIeio-
HUIa», TO TIepe]] HUM «BCTalla 3aa4a npeonosers FOMa u Kanra, iMeHHO pa3BUTH
TEOPHIO 3HAHUS, KOTOpask 00bACHUIIA Obl, KAK BO3MOKHO 3HAaHHUE O BeIlax B cede u
ompaaana 0wl 3aHATHSA MeTaduzukoroy» [4. C. 87].

Bonee smommonansHO 00 3TOM JlOCCKMIA NHIIET B HEM3JIaHHOM OYepKe
«BnusHUSA, KOTOPBIM 5 MOJBEPrajcs» CIEAYIOUIMM 00pa3oM: «IEepBOE BIHSHUE
(JIeitonuma — Koznoa) Bieksio MeHs1 B 007acTh MeTaQHU3UKH, BTOPOE BIIUSHUE
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(Kanta — BBeieHCKOro) 3amnpemano MHE 3aHATHS MeTa(pU3UKOI0, KaK THOCEOJIO-
ruyecku Heomnpasnanasie» [S. C. 5].

CrpacTHOe XelaHue 3aHMMAaThCsl METaQU3UKONW M CTPOTUN KaHTUAHCKUI 3a-
MIPET B UTOTE OMPEIEIININ MOTI0Ca, MEXTy KOTOPBIMHU JIBUTaNach MbICIb JIocckoro.
[IprueM mosroca 3TH OKa3alIUCh HACTOJBKO CHIIBHO 3apsKEHHBIMH, YTO HU IPH-
iesniee JOBOJIbHO PaHO 03apEHHE, COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY «BCE MMMAHEHTHO BCEMY»
[6. C. 149], uu ycnemHas 3ammra 9 HosiOpst 1903 r. MarucTepckoii Auccepranuu
«OCHOBHBIE y4EHBS TICHXOJIOTUH C TOYKU 3PEHMS BOIIOHTAPU3MA»', HH MOArO-
TOBKA ¥ ITyOJIMKAIUsl OCHOBHOM YaCTH TEKCTa JTIOKTOPCKOM nuccepranuu «O00CHO-
BaHME MHCTHYECKOTO SMIMpH3Ma» B 1904—1905 rr.%, cyzs 1o BceMy, He PHBENH
K paspsake’. Kaut mpopomkan BocnpuHuMaThes JIocCKMM Kak «Hambolee Bius-
TENbHBIN Bpar Metadu3uku, co3naBimmii B XIX B. OTpUIIaTEIbHOE OTHOIICHUE K
HEHl He TOJIBKO HIMPOKHUX KPYTOB OOIECTBA, HO TPOMAIHOTO OOIBIIMHCTBA (PHIIO-
codon» [11. C. 6]. A Tak kak orpunianue Kantom «meTadu3mku OCHOBaHO HA TOYHO
pa3paboTaHHOI THOCEOJIOTHH, ¥ TOTOMY JIUIIb OHO, COOCTBEHHO, 3aCTYKHBAET CE-
pbe3noro BuuManus» [11. C. 6], To uMeHHO Teopuelt no3HaHus JIocckui 3aHsuics
B IepBylo odepenb. Kcratu, 37€ch MOXKHO OTMETHUTH, YTO B CBOEH OLIEHKE
Bkiana [ekapra u JleiiOauma B puiaocoduro oH Takke UCXOIUI U3 chopmyIupo-
BanHoro Kanrom 3anpera. Hanmpumep, JIocckuii yka3biBaeT Ha TO, 4TO «OHH CTPO-
i MeTapu3uKy, He 000CHOBAB THOCEOJIOTMUECKH CBOETO MpaBa Ha 3aHATUS ATOIO
Haykoro. Ho 310 He Memano UM caenaTh LEHHbIE OTKPBITHS B obmacTu metadu-
suku» [11. C. 7].

Hrorom 60ps6s1 ¢ Kantom 3a nmpaBo 3aHUMAaThCss MeTa(U3UKOM CTAIO TO, YTO
MOYTH YTO BECh KOPIYC TEKCTOB MO TeopeTnueckoi ¢umocodun Jlocckoro, a
TaKXke ero Onectammid nepeBos nepBoi «KpuTukm» cranm, ObITh MOXKET, CaMbIM
pa3BepHYTHIM aHAINU30M TeopeTrudeckoil guinocodpuu Kanra B uctopum pycckoi
¢umnocopum, OCyIIECTBICHHBIM HE CTOPOHHUKOM TPAHCHEHJIECHTAJIHHOTO HJea-
JTU3Ma.

[Tpexxne yem nepemTu K HemoCpeICTBEHHOMY PaCCMOTPEHHIO IIaBHBIX JJOCTO-
MHCTB M HeJocTaTkoB Teopun Kanrta, Ha koTtopbix (okycupoBan BHuMmanue Jloc-
CKHi1, ClIeZlyeT MOTYEPKHYTh, YTO OH OBLIT JOOPOCOBECTHBIM KPUTHKOM. MaTepual,

'TlonpoGuee 06 06CTOATENBCTBAX 3AIIUTEL M OT3bIBE BBEIEHCKOr0 Ha MATUCTEPCKYIO UCCEPTALIUIO
Jlocckoro cm. [7]. Tekct auccepraiiuu ObLT BIIEPBBIC OMyOIMKOBaH B «3amuckax VcTopuko-duio-
soruueckoro ¢akynsTera CankT-IleTepOyprekoro yausepcuteTa [8].

2 TekcT BTOpOU AMCCEPTalMU BRIXOAMI nocTenenHo ¢ 1903 mo 1904 rr. B «Bomnpocax ¢uiocoduu
U TICUXO0JIOTHI [9].

3 B.C. [lonoBa, HanpuMep, B CBOEH CTaThe OTAENbHO aKIEHTUPYET BHUMAHUE Ha TOM, uTo Jlocckuii
KaK-TO CITUIIKOM yCEPIHO CTapaeTcs MpeonoieTh « KpUTHKY 4iUCcTOTo pazymMa» U KaKIMH-TO CyTy0o
MIPAKTHYCCKIMH MOTHBAMH TaKOE PBEHHE CIIO)KHO OOBACHUTE. [103TOMY OHa BBHIABHUTACT THIIOTE3Y,
YTO OJHUM U3 MOTHBOB OBLIO HEKOE CONEPHHUYECTBO ¢ BBemeHCKNM, KeTaHHe OoKa3aTh eMy He-
mpaBoTy Kanra tam, rie Jlocckuit ee yematpusain [10. C. 65]. Bmecrte ¢ TeM kakoe-TO JIMTYHOE CO-
MIEPHUYECTBO MPEICTABIACTCS MaJIOBEPOSTHEIM MOTHBOM JJISl YEJIOBEKa, KOTOPBIH JIMIHOMY TIpH-
JaBaJl CIIMIIKOM Mayoe 3HadeHue. HacTonpko Manoe, 9To Jake B CBOHMX TPyJAax TaM, Tae ObLIo
YMECTHO B IEJISIX 00BsACHEHUS HUITOCO(CKUX HITH TICUXOJI0TMYCCKIX KOHIICTIIIHI MECTOUMEHHE «S»
IUcath ¢ 0OJIBIIOI OYKBBI, OH HAMEPEHHO IHCAT 3TO MECTOMMEHHE C MaJICHBKON OYKBBI.
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B TOM 4HCJIe OJarofapsi OCyIIEeCTBIEHHOMY MEPEBOAY, OH 3HAJ JOCKOHAIBHO, TO-
3TOMY OLIEHUTh TEKCT MOT KaK Ha KOHIIENTYallbHOM, TaK ¥ Ha OyKBaJlbHOM ypOBHE.
[Tocnennee kpaitHe Ba)KHO, TTOCKOJIbKY B3TJIS TIEPEBOMYMKA CHIIBHO OTJIMYACTCS
OT B3MJIs11a OOBIYHOTO MCCIIEIOBATENS M YK TeM OoJiee OT B3risaa 01arolapHoro
YUTATEIsI, 3a4apOBAHHOTO TAJJAHTOM M MJICSIMH aBTOpa.

['myOuny metakputuke JIocckoro mpuaago TakkKe U TO, 4TO OH ObLIT MpeKpac-
HBIM TOJeMHUCTOM. [IpudeM KauecTBO 3TO y HErO pa3BHBAJIOCh HE B KaueCTBE
WHCTPYMEHTA JIJIS SIPKOM CaMOTPE3eHTAaIlH, a KaK YacTh COOCTBEHHOTO (uiIocod-
CKoTo MeToa. be3yciioBHo, Toraa (11a u ceituac) B Gpuiocopuu moJeMuKa C OIIo-
HEHTaMH ObLIa JIeJIOM paclpOCTPAHEHHBIM — TaKas KPUTHKA MO3BOJISIET YTOUYHUTD
Y YIPOUYUTH CBOIO MO3UIIMIO, a B JUAJIOTe KaK KacKaJe OMPOBEPKEHUN POKIATIOCH
HOBoe 3HaHue. B ciydae Jlocckoro 3To 0cOOEHHO 3aMETHO.

JleiicTBUTENEHO, ¥ HETO eCTh ()pa3a, KOTOpasl XOPOIIO XapaKTePU3yeT €ro
MeTol. B wactHOCTH, OHa BcTpevaercs B «Jloruke», rue aBTop, OLIEHHWBAs CBOUX
MPEAIIECTBEHHUKOB, CPE/IM KOTOPBIX IIEHTpaJIbHOE MecTO 3aHuMaeT Kaur, npesa-
raer «He 3aryuieBbiBaTh pazHoriacuin» [12. C. 6], Tak Kak OHM MOMOTAaOT 3a0CT-
PUTH MBICITb U JOOBITH C €€ MOMOIIBI0 UCTUHY. [103TOMY HEyIMBHTEIBHO, YTO
ujean-peajn3M BO MHOTOM CTPOMJICS B CIIOpPE CO CTOJIMAMH MHPOBOM MBICIH,
BKJIIOYAasi COBPEMEHHHMKOB, WA TOCPEJICTBOM PACCYXKICHUH OT MPOTUBHOIO,
uHOrJa mpuodperaBmnxX GopMy amodaTHUecKux cyxaeHui. B wactHocTH, ecTb
naxe armoaTuvaeckoe onpeeneHue, koropoe JIOCCKUi 1aeT CBOCH HHTYUTHBUCT-
CKOIl cucTeMe U C KOTOPOro HauMHAeT OJUH M3 TJaBHBIX TpyAoB «UyBcTBeHHas,
WHTEJUICKTyaJIbHAsl 1 MUCTHYECKasi MHTYyUIUs». Tak, OH MUIIET, 4To:

«1. Cri0BO «MHTYUIIUS» He 03HaAYaem B MOEH CUCTEME UPPAYUOHATbHOCMU CO-
3epuaemoro (uutyunus beprcona) <...>.

2. C10BO «MHTYHULIMS» HE 03HAYACT Y MEHSI BUJICHUSI KOHKPEMHOLL Hepa3oeleH-
HOU yenocmu ObITHSA <...>.

3. CnoBO, «<MHTYHIIMSD Y MEHS BOBCE He 03Hauaem MbIIUICHUS, nepecKaKusa-
roue2o uepes nocpeocmayioujue 36eHsvs, IPOTEKAIOLIET0 B 00J1aCTH M0ACO3HATEb-
HOT0, PYKOBOJUMOTO TaKTOM, 03apE€HUEM, T€HHAIbHOIO JI0TaJIKOIO U T. II.

4. OHO HE 03HAaYaET MPOPOUECKOTO BEIIaAHUSI.

5. Moe y4eHnue 00 MHTYUIIUU HE €CTh MPOIMOBEAb HOBOTO, HEOOBIYHOTO CIIO-
co0a TO3HaBaHUS: 3TO — HOBASI Meopusi CTAPBIX, OOLIUHBIX CNOCOD08 3HAHUL —
YYBCTBEHHOT'O BOCIPHATHS, MaMSTH, BOOOPaKEHUS M MBIIUICHUS (CY>KIACHMUS,
MOHATHUA U yMo3akitoueHus )» [6. C. 137—138].

BHe Bcsikoro comMHeHHs, MOJIEMUYECKUH METOJl paccyxaeHuit Jlocckoro, B
MEPBYIO OdYepesb, ObUT ampoOMpOBaH HAa KPUTUKE TEOPETHUECKOH ¢umocoduu
Kanra.

MNMonoxuTenbHble MOMEHTbl «KpUTUKN YUcToro pasyma»

[lepexons k Oosee AeTaNbHOMY Pa300py TOrO, K KAaKUM BBIBOJAM IPHILIET
Jlocckuii B mpoliecce MHOTOJIETHETO aHann3a « KpuTuku 4ucToro pazymay, clieryeT
Ha4YaTb C TOro, 4YT0 OH, KaK IIpaBHJIO, HAYMHAJI C KOMIIJIMMCHTOB KaHTy 1 JaHUu
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yBO)XEHUs BelaMunio ero reHus. OH crapaiicad u30eratbh KpalHOCTEM B OLIEHKE
TPAHCLCHICHTAILHOTO UIeaTu3Ma, HE CKaThIBasICh 10 OJJUHAKOBO 0€30CHOBATENb-
HOT'O BOCXHUIIEHUS WM 0€CIIOYBEHHOM KpUTUKH. JIocckuii, 6€3yCII0BHO, TPU3HABAI
3acnyru Kanra nepen MmupoBoii Mbicibio. bojee Toro, oH Buen B €ro TpaHCICH-
JEHTAJIbHOM UJCAIN3ME BaXKHEHIINM 3aKOHOMEPHBIN 3TaIl 3BOJIFOLIMOHHOTO Pa3BH-
THS TEOPUU TO3HAHMSI, KaK eclid Obl (uinocodus U ee pa3iesibl UMeNIu KyMyJIsTHUB-
HbIN xapakrep. Mtak, 4to xe neHHoro Haxoawa Jlocckuil B «Kputuke 4ucToro
pazyman?

Bo-niepBbIX, OH BBICOKO LIEHUT TeOpeTHYecKyto ¢punocoduro Kanra 3a 1o, 4To
TOT BIEPBbIC B UICTOPUU MBICIU TIOCTABUJI «3a/]auy OCTPOUTH TEOPHUIO 3HAHUS O€3
IIPEAIIOCHUIOK, B3SIThIX U3 APYTUX HAYK, T.€. <...> Ha aHAJIU3E COCMABA COZHAHUA U
OIIEHKE JIOTMYECKOr0 3HAYCHHMS 3JIeMEHTOB ero s 3Hanus» [13. C. 206]. OToT
aCIEeKT HAaXOAMTCA B LIEHTPE TPaHCLEHAECHTaJIbHO-JIOIMUECKONH HHTEpIIpEeTalun
Teopernueckoii punocopuu Kanta, kotopas, ¢ Touku 3peHus Jlocckoro, okasbiBa-
eTcs HanOoJee aJIeKBaTHOM JJISl UCIOJIb30BAHUS B LIENAX JAJIBHEHIIIEro pa3BUTHS
THOCEOJIOTHUH. 371eCh CIeAyeT OTMETUTh, YTO pedb, MPEUMYIIECTBEHHO, UJET O
HEOKAaHTHAHCKOM uHTepnpeTanuu B Bepcuu 1. Korena. IMEHHO K Hell aneyuiupyeT
Jlocckuii 1 BUIUT B Hell Hambosee yJauHyIO MOIBITKY OYMCTKH THOCEOJOTHH
Kanra ot ncuxonoruszma u ¢peHomenanusma [13. C. 214].

Bo-BTopeix, JlocckomMy, B TOM uucie B cuily BIUsSHUS BBeneHckoro
[10. C. 63], umnonuposano ctpemiaeHue Kanra pa3pemurb NpoTUBOPEUUS IMIIU-
pusMa u panuonanusMa Hosoro Bpemenu [13. C. 206]. Hanpumep, eciiu onepeTbest
Ha paccyxaeHusi u3z «Beenenus B Guiocopuio» U MOCTPOUTH CXEMY SBOJIIOLUHU
TEOpUH MO3HAHUS, TO TeHEepallbHas BETKa 3TOro JApeBa OyIeT BBITIAICTh CleIyo-
MM 00pa3oM: TPaHCUEHIEHTHBIN SMIMPU3M => TPAHCLEHACHTHBIN PallMOHATIN3M
=> KPUTULU3M (TPaHCICHJIECHTANbHBIN HAEaTU3M) => HMHTYUTHBU3M. M3 3TOi
CXEMBI HETPYJIHO CHENaTh BbIBOJ, 4TO JIOCCKMI BUIUT B TPaHCLEHAECHTAIbHOM
ujeann3Me He TOJIbKO 3aKOHOMEPHBIH, HO TaKKe, M0 CYTH, MpeABapAIOIIUN uaean-
peanu3Mm stan pa3BuTHA (unocodcekoit Mpiciu. TeM camMbiM OH BOCHPUHHMAET
oTKpbITUsA KaHTa Kak «KpynHeHmui mar Bnepen B Teopuu 3Hanus» [13. C. 139],
IIyCTh HE BIIOJIHE COBEPILICHHBIN U HE 0 KOHIIA OCYILIECTBICHHBIN.

B 3TOM KOHTEKCTe UHTEpeC MpencTaBiseT To, Kak JIocCkuil mbITaeTcs HATH
COOCTBEHHOE OPUTHHAIBHOE PELICHNE 3aHUMAIOIIUX €r0 MPOo0JieM, TTO3BOJISAIONIEe
COXPaHUTh AOCTIKeHUs KaHTa U mpu 3TOM M30aBUTHCS OT MOPOXKACHHBIX UM 3a-
TpyaHEHUA. J{J1s1 3TOr0 OH BBIBOJUT MPOCTYIO (OPMYITy, 0OpaIieHne KOTOpoii mo3-
BOJISIET TpaHC(OPMUPOBATH TPAHCUEHACHTAJIbHBIA HICATH3M B HACaI-peain3M.
Tax, ¢ Touku 3peHus JlIocckoro, B OCHOBE TPaHCLIEHAEHTAILHOTO UACATTN3MA JIEKUT
MIPUHIINIL, COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY «YCJIOBHS BO3MOXKHOCTH 3HAHUS CYTh yCIOBUS BO3-
MoxHOCcTH Bemiel (t.e. mpupoas)» [13. C.205]. Bmecte ¢ Tem, kak mojaraet
Jlocckuid, yToOBI M30aBUTHCSA OT MpodiieM TeopeTndeckor ¢unocopun Kanra, B
IIEPBYIO OUYEPE/Ib CBSI3aHHBIX, 110 €I0 MHEHUIO, C Y3KMMH MOMEHTaMU IICUXOJIOTHU-
CTHUYECKU-(DEHOMEHAIMCTUYECKON €€ MHTEePIPETallui, HY’)KHO YCTAHOBUTbh MHON —
3€pKaJbHbI — IPHUHIMNI, COIJIACHO KOTOPOMY «YCJIOBHS BO3MOXXHOCTH BELIEH
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(T.e. mpupoOIbI) CYTh yciaoBHUsl BO3MOKHOCTH 3HaHusA» [13. C. 206]. CobcTBEHHO,
TaK ¥ NOSIBIISIETCS Ucall-PEan3M.

B-Tpetbux, noxanyii, camas 60ib1as, no MaeHuto Jlocckoro, 3aciyra Kanra
3aKJIFOYAeTCs B TOM, UTO OH pa3padoTaj MOHITHE CHHTETUYECKON PalluOHAIBHOCTH
[13. C. 206]. Kpome Toro, CHHTETUYECKHE allPUOPHU CTAHOBSITCSI OCHOBOM HOBOTO
THUIIA JTOTUKH, KOTOpas OJDKHA 3aHUMAThCSA HE CTOJIBKO (POPMOH, CKOJIBKO COfep-
)kaHueM no3Hanus. OueHuBas 3T oTKpbITHA, JIocckuit HazpiBaeT KaHnTa «moiiH-
HBIM BUHOBHUKOM PEBOJIIOLIMOHHOTO COCTOSIHUSA COBpEeMEHHOM Jorukm» [12. C. 6].
OH Takke MOAYEPKUBAECT, YTO TPAHCIICHACHTANIbHAS JIOTHUKA, MOCBSIICHHAS aHa-
JIU3y CUHTETUYECKOM NEeATENIbHOCTH MBIIUICHUS, YK€ MPOU3BeNa, a JalbHeHIeM
OCYIIECTBHT «B €Il OOJBIICH CTETICHH NTyOOKH IEPEBOPOT B PA3BUTUU JIOTHKNY
[13. C. 194]. Jlocckoro HacTOJABKO 3aXBaTUJIA UIESI CHHTETUYECKUX allPUOPH, YTO
COOCTBEHHYIO JIOTUKY ¥ THOCEOJIOTHIO OH CTPOUT, MBITASICh IMTOJIHOCTHIO N30aBUTHCS
oT aHanuTuyeckux cyxaenuit [10. C. 68—69].

BwMmecte ¢ tem Jlocckmii, XBans HOBATOPCKHM TPaHCLEHACHTAIbHO-JIOTAYE-
CKU METOJ J0Ka3aTeJIbCTBA, OJJHOBPEMEHHO C 3TUM yrpekaeT Kanra 3a 1o, 4To OH
HE peayn30Bajl CBOIO MIPOrpamMMy MO Pa3BUTHIO YUCHUS O CUHTETHUYECKUX alpuop-
HBIX CY KJICHUSX TIOCTIEI0BATENbHO U B IOJHOU Mepe. Tak, B pe3ynbrare yTBepKia-
€MOr0 TPAHCIEHACHTAIBHBIM HJICATH3MOM «Tyallu3Ma (OPMBI M COJEPKAHUS
3HaHus [13. C. 208], cTaHOBUTCS HE COBCEM IMOHATHO, KAKMM 00pa30M, UCXOIS U3
BCEOOIINX 3aKOHOB, HAIPUMED, 3aKOHA TPUIHMHHOCTH, 00ECTIEYNBACTCS 10CTOBEP-
HOCTb U HEOOXOJMMOCTh YAaCTHBIX CHHTETUYECKUX CYKICHUN WM MOCTHUKEHHE
4yacTHbBIX 3akOHOB npupozs! [13. C. 208]. Ilpu 3ToM yuyeHne o TpaHCUEHAEHTab-
HOM cxeMme TOoXke He JaeT OTBEeTa Ha BOIPOC, KaK COEAMHSIIOTCS Pa3HOPOJIHBIC
anemeHThl onbiTa [13. C. 210—211]. Koneunstii Bepaukt Jlocckoro He yremmuTe-
JIeH — «MaJieHbKas r1aBa “O cxeMaru3me” KHMIIUT MPOTUBOPEUUSIMHU U HEACHO-
CTSMU. 37IECh PACKPBIBACTCS OJIHA W3 ITyOOKHX TPEIIMH B Teopun 3HaHUs KaHTay
[13.C. 213].

B-uerBepThiX, Tak Kak KaHT «BBICTYyNWI NPOTUB TPAHCLEHJIECHTHBIX TEOPUU
3HaHUA, MEXKAY IPOYUM IIPOTUB TEOPUU UCTUHBIL, KAK COOMEemcmaus Mexy pe-
CTaBJICHUEM M BEIlIbIO, HAXO/ISIICICS BHE MPEACTABICHUS», TO TEM CaMbIM OH CHSLI
HEMPOHUIaEMbI€ TPAHUIIBI MEKTY CyOBEKTOM U 0OBEKTOM B IIPOLIECCE MO3HAHUS U
«U30aBUJICS OT Y0BO€HUlLl MUPA», XapaKTEPHBIX I THOCEOJOTUH €ro mpeiie-
ctBeHHukoB [13. C. 206]. B nepByto ouepenp AocTUTaeTcs 3TO Ojarojaps uuee
MMMAaHEHTHOCTU 3HAHUSI CO3HAHHWIO, KOTOPOM, KaK TOBOPWIJIOCH BbIlIe, JIocCKHit
Ype3BbIYAiHO TPOHMKCS U ToJlaraj, 4YTO HHUKaKoe 3aHsITHEe MeTa(u3uKoil
HEBO3MO)KHO, €CJIM COOTBETCTBYIOIIAsl €l T€OpHs MO3HAHWsS HE OTBEYAET ATOMY
TpeOOBaHMUIO.

Opnako, aHanm3upys TeopeTudeckyio dunocodputo Kanra, Jlocckuii mpuxo-
JUT K BBIBOJY, YTO OHA €/IBa JIU caMma COTJIaCyeTCsl C 3TUM KpPUTEpUEM, a €CIU U
COIJIaCy€eTCsl, TO 3TO BEJET K HOBBIM 3aTpyJHEHUsAM. Tak, OH nuier, 4ro no Kanry
«3HaHHE BO3MOXHO JIMIIb O npeomMemax, UMMAHEeHMHbIX CO3HAHUIO TIO3HAIOIIETO
cyobekra. Ho uenoBedyeckoMy CO3HaHMIO MMMAaHEHTHBI, COTJIACHO €r0 TEOpPHH,
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TOJIBKO IPEIMETHI, IOCTPOEHHBIE CAMUM YMOM Y€JIOBEKAa U3 OLIYLIEHUH, T. €. U3
cyObeKmusHbIX YyBCTBEHHBIX JaHHBIX. Takue mpeaMersl He MOTYT ObITh HOONUH-
HbIM Obimuem; <...> 3TO MHUp, KaKUM OH Kad#cemcs, MPEJCTABISETCS YEIOBEKY»
[11. C. 6]. B To e Bpemsi, kak oTMeuaeT JIocckuid, «memagusuxa, COTIIaCHO OIpe-
nenenuto Kanra, ectb yuenue o mpancyenoenmHom CO3Hanuio Obimuu, T. €. y4eHUE
0 Belax B ce0e, 0 MOTMHHOM MHUPE, KaK OH CYIIECTBYET HE3aBUCUMO OT CO3HAHMSL.
W3 npuBeACHHBIX MOJIOKEHUH €ro THOCEOJIOTHH CIEYET, UYTO KaK HayKa memagu-
3UKA He8O3MOJICHA, HO OHA BO3MOXHA KakK CUCTeMa yOeXJIeHHI, OCHOBAHHBIX Ha
sepe» [11. C. 6]. 1o Jlocckomy momydaeTcs, 4TO U Bellb cama 1o cebe y Kanra
CTaHOBUTCS MPEIMETOM BEphI, a pa3 Tak, TO MOCIEA0BATEIHLHOCTh TPAHCLEHICH-
TaJbHOI'O UAEATU3MA TOXKE BBI3BIBAET BOIPOCHI.

31ech CTOUT cZeNaTh HEOObIIOEe OTCTYIJICHHE U MOAKIIOUUTHCS K MOJIEMUKE
0 TOM, BepHO Win HeBepHO Jlocckuii nepeBonun TepmuH «Ding an sich» Ha pyc-
CKHI 513bIK. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE O0JIbIIION nHTEpec npeacTaiseT cratbst A.H. Kpyr-
noBa [14], B KOTOPOi OH COBEPIICHHO CIIPABEUIUBO OTMEUYAET, YTO, [0 OOJIBIIOMY
cyeTy, Bce Ooisee-MeHee 3HakoMmble ¢ ¢unmocodueit Kanta nccnenoarenu u 6e3
JIOTIOJIHUTENbHBIX YTOYHEHUH MPEKPAaCHO MOHHMMAIOT, O YeM MJET pedb, Korja
TOBOPUTCS O BElIH B cebe Win Belu camoii o cebe. EquHcTBeHHOE, OH MOAYEpKU-
BAeT, YTO XOPOIIO OBl MOCTaBUTh TOUKY B BOIIPOCE U JOOUTHCS TEPMHHOJIOTHYE-
CKoW To4HOCTH s Oymymmx nokoneHuit [14. C. 138—139]. K stomy MOXHO
TOJIBKO TIPHCOEAWHUTHCA W J00aBHTh, YTO HUKAKOH 0COO0OW pasHHIBI MEXIY
BelIbI0 B ceOe U Belbio camoii 1o cede Jlocckuit Toxe, Cyns 1Mo BceMy, He Aelal
[13. C. 131]. Kak nmpaBuiio TEpMUH 3TOT OH YIOTPEOIIET UMEHHO B JOPME «BEIllb
B ceOe», 0IHaKO U Jpyrue GopMbl — «BEILU caMU 0 ce0e» U «BEIU caMU B ce0e»
[13. C. 149] — y Hero BcTpeyaroTcs, IPUYEM B IIpeieax OJHOIO U TOTO K€ TEKCTa.

Taxke Jlocckmii oOpamiaeT BHMMaHHME Ha To, 4To KaHT, HecMOTps Ha
COOCTBEHHBIH 3aIpeT, BCE e CO3/IAeT CBOIO META(PHU3UKY, TOCKOJIBKY «IaXKe U MU,
Kak sBJIEHHE, 00pa3yeT HEKOTOPOE CHUCTEMAaTHYEeCKOE IIeJIoe, U YUeHHE 00 3TOM
LIEJI0M, KaK OHO HaMe4eHO B “KpuTHKe 4McTOro pasyma” B OCHOBOIIOJIOKEHUSAX
YHCTOTrO paccyjka, a Takke B counHeHnH Kanrta “Metadusnyeckue HavyalbHbIE
OCHOBaHUS €CTeCTBO3HaHUsA , ecTh Meradmsukay [11. C.7]. ns 3TOro Hy»KHO,
OJTHAKO, IPUHATH ompeenaeHue JIocckoro, corinacHo KOTOpoMy MeTaduzuka — 3TO
«Hayka o mupe Kax yeiom; OHa JAET 0Ouyyio KapTUHY MHUPaA KaK OCHO8Y O/ BCEX
YaCTHBIX yTBepxkaeHuit o vem» [11. C. 5].

OTpuuaTenbHble MOMEHTbI «KPUTUKM YNCTOro pasyma»

ITocne TOro, Kak Ha3BaHbl OCHOBHBIC BBIJCISACMBIC Jloccxkum JOCTOMHCTBA
«KpuTHku uncToro pazymay, 11es1ecoo00pa3Ho pacCMOTPETh €0 KPUTHUECKUE 3aMe-
ganmsa. 1x AOBOJIBHO MHOT'O, 1 Y KaXXI0I'0 U3 HUX, CCJIN MOXXHO TaK BbIPAa3UTHCA,
€CTh CBOE MMsI, KaK IPaBUJIO, OKaHUYUBaromeecs Ha cyhduke «—wu3m». Odunue
Haﬁ}leHHBIX TOHKHUX MCCT B TPAHCUCHACHTAJIbHOM HMACATTU3ME ITOTPACACT U B I10JI-
HOM Mepe XapaKTepHu3yeT MOILb TOT0 3anana 1o npeojposeHuto Kanra, ¢ kotoporo
Jlocckuii Havan cBoi punmocockuii myTh.
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Yto6b! AaTh MOAPOOHBII 0030p KaKI0T0 U3 U3bSHOB, OTPEOyeTCs MPOLUTHU-
pOBaTh B 3HAUUTEILHOM 00BEME MOYTH Bce TPybl JIocCKOro mo TeopeTuyeckon
¢dbunocodun. [ToaTomy nanee OyayT NpuUBEICHBI JTUIIH CAMUA UMEHA, IO KOTOPBIMU
CKPBIBAIOTCSI HEJOCTAaTKH TPAHCLUEHICHTAIBHOTO HJean3Ma, C HeOOJbIIOM
xapakrepuctukoi. Mrak, mo mHeHuto Jlocckoro Tteopernueckas ¢uiiocodus
Kanra — 370!

1) mHeopeanuueckuu akmyanusm, KOTOPBIA MPECTABIAET MUP KaK «MHOH#Ce-
cmeo cobvimuti, He 0ObEJUHEHHBIX JIPyr C APYTrOM HHUKAKOl0 Oojiee riryOOKOro
CBSI3bl0, KDOME BPEMEHH, T. €. KPOME TOTO, YTO OHU 00pa3yroT BO BPEMEHU NYUKU
cocyujecmeosanus Wim psiovl cmersl Bo BpeMeHn» [11. C. 41];

2) cybvexmueHo-udearucmuyeckull nanncuxusm, Tak kaxk «Kpuruka uncroro
pa3zyma» CBOJUT BECh MUP K COAEPKAHUSIM CO3HAHUS, MOCKOJIbKY «Mbl 3Ha€M HE
BelIM B ce0e, a TOIBKO SBICHHS, IPUYEM ITH SIBJICHUS CYTh BCIOAY U BCET/A npeo-
cmaenenHvle, TIOCTPOCHHBIE B HAllleM YM€ MO0 3aKOHaM Halleill no3nagamenbHOL
JesITeIbHOCTH. J{aXke U CBOIO COOCTBEHHYIO JYIIEBHYIO JKU3Hb MBI 3HA€M HE Kak
Bellb B cebe, a kak sBiaeHue» [11. C. 96];

3) ummennexmyanuzm, Tak Kak BC€ COJIEP)KaHUS CO3HAHUS CBOJATCS K Mpea-
CTaBJICHUSAM, TIOCKOJIBbKY, coriacHo KaHTy, B CO3HaHUU OOHAPYKUBAIOTCS «He Y)6-
cmeo, a npedcmasienue Yyecmed, He 801e80l aKm, d NpeocmasieHue 8016020
akmay [11. C. 96], na u B uenom «Bech Mup KaHTta ectb npeacraBieHue, 1 IpuTOM
TaKOE IMPEACTABIECHUE, BCE AIEMEHTHl KOTOPOrO CYIIECTBYIOT TOJBKO Ul TOTO,
4yTOOBI CJIOXKUTH Tipeactasienuey [15. C. 120];

4) enoceonocuyeckuii udeanusm, TaK Kak B SBJICHUSAX OOHApYKHBAIOTCS
«TOJIBKO MHTEJUIEKTYyalIbHbIC ncuxuueckue npoueccb» [11. C. 96]. 3nech Jlocckuii
JIeJIaeT peMapKy, 4TO TaKOBbIM yueHue KaHTa siBisieTcs TOJIbKO B IICUXOJOTUCTH-
4eCcKU-(PEeHOMEHATNCTUYECKOI MHTEepIpeTaIiy;

5) omeneuennvlll udea-peanusm, €CIA KyTBEPKAATH, 4TO (OPMBI, JICHKAIIHIEC
B OCHOBE SIBJICHUI1, UJIM HOPMBI, KOTOPBIM MOJYMHEHO CO3HAHUE, CYTh UJCH B Ija-
ToHOBCKOM cMmbicie» [11. C. 96]. Takas Touka 3peHus, Kak oTMmeuaeT Jlocckuii,
BO3MO>XHA TOJIBKO B TPAHCIEHACHTAIbHO-JIOIMYECKON HHTEpPIPETalu, IPU KOTO-
poii Teopetndeckas guocodus Kanra nepecraet ObITh MAHIICUXHU3MOM;

6) acHocmuyusM WU acHOCMuUYecKuu GeHomMeHanu3m, B CUIY OCOOBIX
CBO¥CTB Bemel camux 1o cede [11. C. 42];

7) conuncuzm, IO MPUYUHE TOTO, YTO «Teopus 3HaHus KaHTa HE 0OOCHOBBI-
BaeT pealbHOCTU TpaHccyObekTuBHOTO Mupa» [13. C. 207], a ero yTBepKIACHHS,
YTO «CYIIECTBYIOT APYTHE YEJIOBEUECKHUE CO3HAHMS, U UYTO (popMa UX TaKOBa XKe,
kak ¢opma ero cozHanms» [13. C. 164] ocratorcs 6e3nokazatenbHbIMU. [Ipudem
Jlocckuii He ©€3 yIOBOJBCTBUS OTMEYAET, YTO K BHIBOJY O HEBO3MOKHOCTH
YCTAHOBJIEHUSI «3MIIMPUYECKOTO0 HAYYHOTO 3HAaHHSA O CYLIECTBOBAHMM JAPYTUX
YeJI0BEYECKUX CO3HAHUI paHbllle IPUIIEN HE OH caM, a Apkuil anojorer Kanta
Beenencknii [13. C. 207];

8) ammponoyenmpuszm, MOCKOIbKY «HACTOSIAsl >KU3Hb, HACTOSILUE BEIIU
OCTalTCI <...> BHC IIpolecca 3HAHHU:A, IICPEropoAKa CHSTAa TOJIbKO MEXKIY
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CcyOBEKTOM 3HAHUS U BEIIbIO, KK SIBIICHUEM IS CyObekTa. [[pumMupenne octanoch
HEMOJIHBIM TaK)K€ M B TOM CMBICIIE, UTO CHSATHE MEPEropoOK HE MIPUBEIIO K PAaBHO-
MPAaBHOCTU MEXIY cyObekToM u oobekrom» [13. C. 207];

9) unousuoyanuzm, nockonbky y KaHTa 3HaHHME COCTOUT «H3 COCTOSHUUN
JTyIIeBHOM >Xu3HU uHANBUAYyMay» [13. C. 196];

10) HomuHanuzm, TaKk Kak «rmojarasi, 4To SIBICHUS CYTh pe3yjbTaT CUHTE3a
OIyIIEHUH, BO3HUKAIOIINX BCICICTBUE ,,ad)(GUIMPOBAHUS" YyBCTBEHHOCTH IIO-
3HAIOIEro MHAUBHUIyYyMa, KaHT MpUHYXKAEH paccMaTpUBaTh MUP SBJICHUN HCKITIO-
YUTEJIBHO KaK MPOIECC, KaK Psii COOBITUHM, pa3INuHbIE OTPE3KH KOTOPOT'O HE MOTYT
coJiepxaTh B ce0e TOKEeCTBEHHBIX dyieMeHToBy [13. C. 197];

11) eenemusm, Tak kak KaHT, yKIOHSSCh OT TpaHCUEHIEHTAIbHO-JIOTHYE-
CKOIl mporpaMmbl MOCTPOEHUSI THOCEOJIOTHH, 3aHUMAETCs TOUCKOM BHEIIHHUX HC-
TOYHUKOB (DOPMHUPOBAHMSI OTBITA U HAXOAWT UX B BEIIAX CAMUX IO ce0e, U4TOo Mpu-
BOJMUT B UTOT€ K ICUXOJIOTM3MY M HEpa3pelldMbIM IMpolieMaM, U3-32 KOTOPBIX
00BEKTUBHAS PEATLHOCTD, TOHUMaeMasi Kak BEIy caMHu 1o cede, C TPYIOM UHKOP-
MOPUPYETCS B TpaHCIEHAECHTAIbHBIN uaeanusm [13. C. 200—201];

12) doemamusm®, kotopeiii y KanTa nposBisercs U B yKa3aHHbIX BBIIIE He-
J0CTaTKax, ¥ B €ro 0e3710ka3aTeIbHOM € TOUKH 3peHust JIocckoro npeamnoiaoxeHn,
9TO HEYTO 00s3aTEeNHHO JOJDKHO adUIIMPOBAaTh YYBCTBEHHOCTh, M TOJBKO €€,
yT00BI MOTr pomuthes ombIT [13. C. 142—143]. Kcratu, uaero addumupoBaHus
YyBCTBEHHOCTH BeIlaMH caMUMU 1o cebe Jlocckuii BooOIe cunTan OaHUM U3 ca-
MBIX TJIaBHBIX HEJOCTAaTKOB TeopeTndeckoil ¢punocopun Kanra, u3 KoToporo BbI-
TEKAIOT TMCUXOJIOTU3M, CyObekTuBU3M U antponoueHtpusm [13. C. 213]. Kpome
TOT0, HEeZIOKa3aHHBIM, 110 MHEHUI0 Jlocckoro, siBnsieTcs nmoctynar Kanrta o Tom, 4to
JTAaHHBIE YYBCTBEHHOCTH IMOCTYMAIOT B CO3HAHUE CYyOBbEKTa B HECBA3AHHOM BHJIC
[15.C. 111];

13) cxenmuyusm, MOCKONABKY «KPUTHUKA YMCTOTO pasyMa OCHOBBIBAETCS Ha
MIPEIOJIOKEHUH, YTO CYLIECTBYET 3HaHHE, 00Jiaatomiee BCeoOIMM U Heo0X01u-
MBIM XapakTepoM. <...> DTa HUYEeM He JJ0Ka3aHHas MPEANOChUIKa cama 1o cebe He
0COOEHHO OIacHa, HO B Teopuu 3HaHus KaHTa oHa <...> KOMOMHHUpPYETCS y HETO ¢
TEMHU TMPEANOChUIKAMHA PANUOHAIMCTOB U JMITUPUCTOB, KOTOPBIC MPUBOIST
B KOHEUYHOM UTOTE K abcomoTHOMY ckentuim3my» [15. C. 106].

[IpuBeneHHbIE BbIIIE MPUMEPHI, O€3YCIOBHO, HE HCUEPIBIBAIOT BCEX BO3pAXKE-
Huit Jlocckoro mpoTuB uael U METONI0B, coaepkamuxcs B «Kputuke uucroro pa-
3yMa». Bce oHH, Kak MpaBWIO, TPYIIHUPYIOTCS BOKPYT TaKUX MOHSTHH, KaK BEIIb
cama 1o cebe, appurpoBaHue, ONbIT, BHyTPEHHEE YYBCTBO, TPAHCIICHICHTAIbHAS
cXema U TpaHCUEHIeHTaIbHOE €AMHCTBO anmnepieniuu. Eciau roBoputs 0 MeTo1ax,
to Jlocckuii mocTtosiHHO OOHapykuBaeT y KaHTa cMmelleHue MCUXOJoru3Ma u
TpaHCcLeHAeHTanu3Ma, jorudeckue kpyru [15. C. 116; 13. C. 162, 199], 6e310Ka-
3aTebHbIe U 0€30CHOBATENbHBIC YTBEPKICHHUS.

4 O pmormarmsme Kanra Jlocckuif TOBOPUT He TOJNBKO OT ciydas K ciydaro [13. C. 197—199],
HO TaKoKe MOCBSIIAeT eMy embie pa3aens [15. C. 25—68].
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Jaxe tam, rae y Kanta oOHapykuBaloTCs SIBHO yJIa4HbIE XOJbI U OTKPBITHS,
Jlocckuii KpUTUKYET €ro 3a TO, YTO OH HE JJ0 KOHIA UJIET M0 YKa3aHHOMY UM CaMUM
nytd. Hanpumep, U CHUHTETHMUECKHE ampuUOpPU — STO OTPOMHBIN IIar BIEpeEs,
U TPaHCUEHAECHTaIbHO-JIOIMUYECKUNA MOJIX0J K PEUICHHI0 THOCEOJOTMYECKHX BO-
MIPOCOB B BBICIICH CTENEHU MPOIYKTUBEH, U JOIMAaTUYECKUE MPEINOCHUIKH IMITH-
PHUCTOB U PALlMOHAIMCTOB 00s3aTEIHHO HYKHO SKCIUTMLIUPOBATH U JINKBUIUPOBATb,
HO KakJpli pa3 Jlocckomy dero-to He xBataeT. OH TakKe yKa3bIBaeT Ha TO, YTO
Kant, B nenom, 6e3 A0Ka3aTeNbCTB OTMETAET BO3MOXKHOCTh MHTEIICKTYalbHOM
WHTYUIIUU AJIS1 4eJI0BEKa, BBUILY TOTO, YTO OH «IIPEYBEINYMBAI CHIIY 3TOH CIIOCO0-
HOCTH, IMEHHO T0JIaraj, YT0O MHTYUTUBHBIN pacCy10K HEIIPEMEHHO JOJKEH OBbITh
CIOCOOHOCTBIO HE TOJBKO CO3€pliaTh, HO U CO37aBaTh co3eplaembie 0OBEKTHI HE
Kak siBJIIeHUs, a Kak Bemu B cebe» [15. C.114]. 3mech CTOMT OTMETUTH, UTO
Jlocckuii MPUBOAUT ONPOBEPIKEHUE TOJIBKO OJTHOTO U3 aprymeHToB Kanra npotus
WHTEJUICKTyJIbHOW WHTYHWIIMH, B TO BpeMs Kak TOIbKO B «Kputuke dmcToro
pa3dyma» TaKuMX apryMEHTOB MOKHO HacuuTatb He MeHee BocbMmu [16. C. 145,
242245, 247—248, 259—261, 264—266].

HeydTeHHble MOMEHTbI «KpnTnku 4ncToro pasyma» (BMeCTO 3aknio4eHus)

Bwmecre ¢ Tem HecpaBHEHHO OOJIBIINN UHTEPEC MPEACTABIISIET HE TO, KAKUE IMO-
noxenus neppoil «Kpuruku» Jlocckuit nenaer 00bEKTOM CBOETro aHajaM3a U Kakue
IIPU 3TOM JIOBOJIbI IPUBOAMUT — BCE 3TO B MU300MIIMH MPEACTABICHO B €r0 TpyJax
[0 UJeaN-peaiu3My U UepapXU4eCKOMY MEPCOHATU3MY, U KaXKIbIi MOKET JIETKO
COCTaBUTh COOCTBEHHOE MHEHHME, a TO, YTO YCKOJIb3a€T OT BHUMAHUS JTOTOLIHOIO
MeTakpuTHKa. FIMeroTcs B BUly HE TOJIBKO OCTPOYMHBIE — BIIOJIHE B IyX€ CaMOT0
Jlocckoro — aprymentsl Kanra, Hanpumep, IpOTUB OOBUHEHUH B COJTUTICH3ME, KO-
I71a TOT TOBOPUT, YTO HUUYTh HE COMHEBAETCS B HAJTMUNHU BHEIIHEHN 110 OTHOIIECHHUIO
K CyOBEKTY JeHCTBUTEIIBHOCTH, HHAUE 3a4eM Obl TOI'/1a Y UeJIOBEKa ObLIIM BHEIIHEe
qyBCTBO [15. C. 222] 1 oprassl BHEIIHETO BOCIIPUATHS — MPUPOJA BEb HE TEPIIUT
pactountenscTBa. OnHaKo W3 mois 3peHust JIocckoro — HApOYHO WM HEOCOo-
3HAaHHO — BBINAJAIOT UJIEH, KOTOPBIE OKa3bIBAIOTCS KPacyroJbHBIMM JUIsl TPaHC-
LIEHACHTAJIbHOIO Ueanu3Ma. B kauecTBe npuMepa JOCTaTOUHO IPUBECTU TOJIBKO
OJIHY — TIOHSTHE TPAaHCICHJCHTAIBHOM peduiekcun y Kanra.

JIefiCTBUTENBHO, BBI3BIBAET yIUBIICHHUE, YTO B CBOMX pacCykaeHusX Jlocckuit
HUYETo He TOBOPUT O TPAHCLEHEHTaNbHOM pedaexcuu. Eciu ObITh TOUHBIM, TO OH
BOOOIIIE MOYTH HUYETO He Oepercs rOBOPUThH O peIeKCHH B KaHTHAHCKOM HITU
naxke 0ojiee paHHEM PAlMOHATUCTHUECKOM CMBICIE, MPEANOYnTas Ha €€ MECTO
CTaBUTb HMHTYHLHUIO Pa3HbIX POAOB, KaK, BIPOYEM, M €ro MNPEALIECTBEHHUK
Bn.C. ConoBbeB [17]. 3aech MOXHO ObLIIO OBl BO3pa3UTh, YTO B ITOM €CTh BHHA
camoro KaHra, KoTOpHIii TF00MI camoe BaxKHOE yOpaTh MMoJable ¢ TOBEPXHOCTH,
JKEJIaTeIbHO — B CHOCKY, B IIPUJIO’KEHUE WM B CTOJI, TO €CTh B HemsaaHHoe. Of-
HaKo B city4dae ¢ JIocckum Bpsia Jin Takoe onpasaaHue npuemsieMo. OcyIiecTBieH-
HBIA UM Onectsmuii mepeBo] «KpUTHKM 4HCTOrOo pasyMa» Ha PYCCKHH S3bIK
MIPEIoJIaraeT O4YeHb TECHOE 3HAKOMCTBO CO BCEM TEKCTOM 3TOT'O BbIIAIOIIETOCS
TpyZAa, B TOM 4ucie ¢ npuioxenueM «O0 ampubdonnu pedaeKTUBHBIX MOHATHH,
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MIPOUCXOJSIIECH OT CMEIICHUS YMIMPUYECKOTO MPUMEHEHUS PAcCyAKa C TPAHCLEH-
neHtanbHbiM» U «lIpumedyanuem k ampuOonuu pedICKTUBHBIX HOHATHID,
KOTOpBIE, HECMOTPSI HAa CKPOMHOE Ha3BaHHWE U MECTO B (hOPMAILHOW CTPYKType
«Kputuku yncroro pazymay (mpuMeyaHue — 3TO K€ HE pa3/ie, U 1aXKe He IJ1aBa),
TE€M HE MEHEE, TOABOAAT UTOT BCEH TPAHCLICHICHTAJIbHON aHAIUTHKE.

Taxum 00pa3oM, BHE BCIKUX COMHEHMH, 4yTO JIOCCKMIA NMpeANnpHHsIT TUTAaHU-
YEeCKUH TPy M0 OCYIIECTBICHUIO METAKPUTUKU YUCTOrO padyma. Ero aprymeHTsl,
0e3yCcloBHO, TOCTOMHBI BHUMaHUsl. MHOTHE U3 HUX BBI3BIBAIOT JoBepue. OnHaKo
ocTaeTcs BOIIPOC — a UTo JKe JIeaTh ¢ TpaHCIeHAeHTaNbHOM pedaekcueir? He ona
JIA SIBJSICTCS KIIFOUOM KO Bcell «KpHUTHKE YHCTOro pazyMa», KOTOPBIN MO3BOJISIET
PELINTh 3aTPYyAHEHMSI, CB3aHHbIE C MOHATUSAMU BEIlM caMOM 1o cebe, TpaHCLEeH-
JEHTAJILHOTO €IMHCTBA alllepLENIK, BHyTPEHHEr0 4yBCTBa U Tak aanee? He ona
71 00ecreunBaeT TPAHCCYObEKTUBHBIN XapakTep 3HaHHUs?

Jlocckuii o0BuHseT KaHTa B OTCYTCTBUM J10Ka3aTEIbCTB WM MPEANOCHIIOK
€ro KJIIOYEBBIX YTBEPKICHUN. BMecTe ¢ TeM Takoil reHepaibHON MpeanoChlIKOM,
UCXOOHOW TOYKOM KpUTHKM KaHTa MOXKET BBICTYIIUTb TPAHCLEHACHTAIbHAs
peduexcus’. He MpUBOAS MOJHOTO CTPOrOro0 MHTErPAIBLHOrO ONPEIETIEHHS 3TOTO
MOHSTHSI, OTMETHUM, YTO TPaHCICHIEHTalIbHas pedekcrs — 3To IpUcyIas co3Ha-
HUIO CyObEKTa MHOTOYPOBHEBas cuctemMa JudQepeHnnanuy, yrnopsIounBaHus U
BepU(UKALIUU CONEPKAHUN CO3HAHMS, MMO3BOJISIONIAs TOOUBATHCS aIeKBATHOCTH
YCTaHABJIMBAEMbIX MEXJIy HHMMU CBsizeil. Kpome Toro, TpaHcueHAeHTaIbHas
pediekcus BBIMOTHSET €llle OJHY KpaiHe BaXKHYI0 (QYHKIIHIO — OHa 00ecrieynBaeT
TPAHCLIEHJCHTAJILHOE €IMHCTBO caMoco3HaHus. OHa SBJISETCS NEPBOHAYAIBHBIM
aktoM auddepeHnranu, akToM aHajdn3a, KOTOPBIN IMO3BOJISIET pa3neiauTh Sl
u He-S. B aTOM akTe, MOXKHO CKa3aTh, U (POPMUPYETCS COHAIOIIMIA U CaMOCO3Ha-
IOUINH CyOBEKT, UM, COOCTBEHHO, M O0YCIIOBIMBAETCS Pa3/ielIeHue MUpa Ha CyOb-
eKT 1 00beKT no3Hanus. [1o cyTH, ¢ TpaHCIEHCHTAIbHOH pedIIeKCUU HAYMHACTCS
TPaHCLCHJICHTAIbHBIN cuHTe3. Bce Kkak ¢ (U3MONIOrMYECKUM MPOLIECCOM
IUTAHUSA — YTOOBI CHUHTE3MPOBATH COOCTBEHHBIH OCJIOK, OpraHM3M CHayaia
pacuieriseT (aHATM3UPYET) OSJIOK YeT0-TO BHEIIHETO TI0 OTHOIICHHIO K HEMY.

K coxaneHnnro, HeBO3MOKHO y3HaTh y JIocCKOTO, Mo4emMy OT €ro peHTT€HOB-
CKOTO B3IJIs/Ia, KOTOPHIM OH OKMHYJ TeopeTnueckyio ¢unocodputo Kanra, ykpsi-
JIOCh TIOHATUE TPAHCLECHACHTAIBHON pedieKcu, BXKHOE HE TOJIBKO /IS TOHUMa-
Husl «KpuTHku yucToro pazyma», Ho Takke « KpUTHKU CITIOCOOHOCTH CYXKJIEHUS»,
BKJIIOUYasl yueHue o0 ompenensionieil u pedaeKCUBHON CIOCOOHOCTH CYKIEHUS.
B03M0kHO, COBpEMEHHBIE METAKPUTHKHN BO3bMYT Ha ce0s TPy MO OILIEHKE MMOTEH-
1[Maja 3TOro CUCTEMOOOPA3YIOILEro MOHATHS JUIsl CHACEHUS TPAHCLEHAEHTaIbHOIO
uaeanu3Ma OT 3aMeyaHud HMHTYUTUBHCTOB. UTO ke kacaercs Jlocckoro, To
¢ aHanu3oM nepBoil «Kputukn» oH crpaBumiics npeBocXoAHO. OcTaeTcsi TOJIBKO
€Ill€ pa3 BOCXUTUTHCSI TEM, YTO 3TOT BBIJAIOIIMICSA ONIOHEHT TPAHCICHIEHTANb-
HOro ujeanusma caenan Juist pa3Butus guiocodpuu Kanta B Poccum ropazno
00JIbIlIe, YeM WHBIEC TOUYUTATENN TPAHCLIEHICHTATU3MA.

5 ITogpoOHee 0 TpaHCLEHAEHTaIBHOM pedekcur 1 ee poau cm. [18].
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Abstract. The article analyzes the influence of Kantian philosophy on the problems and
development of Russian empiriocriticism. It is shown that the critical pathos of Kant’s
philosophy, as well as his call for intellectual honesty in philosophy, was appreciated first of
all. Relying on Kant, Russian empiriocritics proved the inconsistency of metaphysics in both
its religious and materialistic forms. In addition, the teachings of the founders of
empiriocriticism, E. Mach and R. Avenarius, were also criticized because some dogmatic
assumptions were found in them. Attempts to eliminate these assumptions resulted in a dynamic
concept of experience, based on which the concepts of empiriomonism (A. Bogdanov),
empiriosymbolism (P. Yushkevich), scientific philosophy (V. Lesevich), positive philosophy
of life (S. Suvorov), positive aesthetics (A. Lunacharsky), ethics of mutual joy (A. Bogdanov)
and many others were developed. Special attention was paid to the analysis of the “thing-in-
itself” since this very concept of Kantian philosophy was used by G. Plekhanov to justify
“orthodox” Marxism. Russian empiriocritics opposed Plekhanov’s identification of the “thing
in itself” and the material object, arguing that the concept of matter is a metaphysical
assumption and, for this reason, cannot contribute to refuting dualism and Kantian
“agnosticism.” From the monistic point of view, the “thing-in-itself” should be understood on
the basis of experience as a necessary form of its organization. According to Bogdanov, there
is nothing a priori in the “thing-in-itself”; this idea appeared as a result of substituting the known
for the unknown and expressed a process rather than essence. Kant’s aesthetics and moral
philosophy were also actively discussed in Russian empiriocriticism. The interpretation of
beauty as “expediency without purpose” was extended to the fundamental principle of the
“aesthetic worldview,” which gave credibility to the doctrine of the ideal, the practice of social
construction, etc. As a result of the polemic with the ethics of compassion, of which Kant was
considered the most authoritative defender, an alternative ethic of mutual joy was created. Thus,
the influence of Kantian philosophy on Russian empiriocritics was complex and contributed to
the development of new ideas.

Keywords: thing-in-itself, history of Russian philosophy, Russian positivism

© Rybas A.E., 2023
@ @ @ This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/legalcode

582 «KPUTUKA YUCTOI'O PA3YMA» KAHTA...


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-2120-2667

Rybas A.E. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):582—597

Article history:
The article was submitted on 18.01.2023
The article was accepted on 17.06.2023

For citation: Rybas AE. Receptions of Kant’s Philosophy in Russian Empiriocriticism.
RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):582—597. https://doi.org/10.22363/2313-2302-
2023-27-3-582-597

The interest in I. Kant’s philosophy among the supporters of empiriocriticism
in Russia, a movement that grew out of the reception of the theories of E. Mach and
R. Avenarius in the early 20th century, was due to at least two reasons.

First, with a good knowledge of Kant’s transcendental idealism, it was possible
to understand Avenarius’ philosophical system. It is known that the main idea of
the Swiss thinker was to continue the critique of pure reason begun by Kant, making
the concept of “experience” the object of consideration. According to Avenarius,
Kant’s “experience” was not subjected to critical analysis as it was the fundamental
category of his whole system. This is a dogmatic notion, and consequently, its
criticism is necessary. Thus, the Critique of Pure Experience is a prolegomena to
the Critique of Pure Reason, and studying the former is impossible without
knowledge of the latter.

The second reason why Russian empiriocritics began to turn to Kant was to
critically develop and supplement empiriocriticism by eliminating the dogmatic
assumptions in this doctrine. Indeed, those who popularized the ideas of Mach and
Avenarius in Russia at the turn of the 19th and 20th centuries cannot be called
epigones: they were independent thinkers who created their philosophical systems.
They perceived empiriocriticism as an advanced philosophy, the most developed
and scientifically argued, but they still need to be completed. The teachings of Mach
and Avenarius were criticized by them precisely for the fact that, while overcoming
the “dualism of reality,” they turned it into a “dualism of the way of knowing” [1.
P. 13]. Thus, the task of criticizing experience still needs to be solved because the
dualism of cognition is only a modification of the dualism of reality. In addition, a
simple description of the experience is not identical to its cognition and fixation of
elements of experience or sensations, as fragments of reality do not eliminate in
man the aspiration to comprehend the “higher unity” of all being. To avoid a one-
sided treatment of experience and to eliminate dualism by replacing it with monism,
Russian empiriocriticists tried to synthesize empiriocriticism with other
philosophical teachings, above all, Marxism and energeticism, and also turned to
Kant. Thus, there appeared different systems of “non-metaphysical unity” that
justified the possibility of monistic thinking: empiriomonism and tectology
by Aleksandr Bogdanov, scientific philosophy by Vladimir Lesevich,
empiriosymbolism by Pavel Yushkevich, positive philosophy of life by Sergey
Suvorov, positive esthetics by Anatoly Lunacharsky and so on. It is interesting to
note that empiriocriticism, as a criticism of Kantian philosophy, was corrected by
Russian empiriocritics through Kant's reception. As a result, the experience was
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interpreted dynamically — as a moving system of interrelated and antagonistic
relations. For example, Bogdanov regarded the experience as a “living” one, which
represents an arena of the struggle of different vital forces. Its elements as “crystals
of social activity, formed in the flow of labor — experience, as material for
systematic grouping according to the needs of that collective, which is the bearer or
the subject of experience” [2. P. 232]. This is how the “ontology of practice,” a
peculiar philosophy of life, emerged. Avenarius’ “name being innocent and distant
from the worldly struggle” became embroiled “in the disputes of Russian
intellectuals” who considered the Critique of Pure Experience “almost a ‘symbolic
book’ of the revolutionary social-democratic creed” [3. P. 36].

Let us consider some of the most critical aspects of the reception of Kantian
philosophy by Russian empiriocritics. These are 1) criticism and the principle of
intellectual honesty; 2) the discrediting of dogmatic philosophy; 3) the status of
“thing-in-itself” in the system of knowledge; 4) aesthetics; 5) ethics.

Criticism as a method of philosophy

Without exception, all supporters of empiriocriticism in Russia perceived
Kant's criticism as a necessary condition for philosophical cognition. An example
is the reasoning of Bogdanov, one of the most reputable thinkers of this direction.

Bogdanov begins his presentation of his system of empiriomonism with small
but essential remarks on the method of philosophical knowledge and emphasizes
the need to assume absolute freedom of criticism. He was defining his epoch as “the
age of criticism by preference” [1. P. 3], he also points to the origins of criticism: it
is, on the one hand, the French Revolution, which destroyed the social foundations
of traditionalism and made possible the conscious modeling of social life, and, on
the other hand, the philosophy of Kant, which proclaimed critical thinking as the
only genuine cognitive attitude to the reality. Bogdanov insists that freedom of
criticism is a necessary condition for progress in science and philosophy and in life
in general: progress is the affirmation of the new and the elimination of the old,
which is what criticism does first and foremost.

Bogdanov emphasizes that the role of criticism is not limited to its negative
aspect, i.e., the exposure of “idols” and various “fetishes” of knowledge. Negation
is only a moment of criticism, and not the most important one, because the primary
purpose of criticism is to develop an exceptional, productive view of the world,
which allows us to formulate the “ideal of cognition” and create the necessary
conditions for achieving it. Here, expository criticism organically grows into
creativity and becomes a stimulus for the development of life. “Criticism,”
Bogdanov wrote, “is the gardener who carefully clears the soil for the tree, prunes
the superfluous and improperly growing branches; but he is not the cause of the tree
growing and bearing luxurious fruit. Life develops out of life and determines its
purpose; it is creativity, not criticism” [1. P. 4].

As a method of philosophy, criticism is described by Bogdanov in the
following way. First, it should be a “cold and strict criticism of experience and
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abstract thinking” [1. P. 4], as a result of which metaphysical dualism will be
overcome, and the foundation of empiriomonistic philosophy will be laid. Further,
the criticism should be successive, i.e., such criticism should not be conducted from
the position of a single subject’s worldview. However, it should consider “all the
acquisitions of the great epoch of criticism” [1. P. 5] and be based mainly on those
philosophical teachings in which the spirit of criticism found the complete
expression (such, according to Bogdanov, were the systems of empiriocriticism and
Marxism, which represented “the critique of all cognition from the standpoint of
experience and the critique of experience itself from the standpoint of its connection
and regularity” [1. P. 5]). Finally, criticism should be scientific, i.e., objective and
unbiased, conducted in the name of truth, and not to agree new data with the existing
explanation system (ideology). Bogdanov believed such criticism would
correspond to the criteria of intellectual honesty, on the necessity of which Kant
insisted.

Discrediting dogmatic philosophy, i.e., metaphysics as a whole

Asserting criticism as a method of philosophy, the Russian empiriocritics
followed Kant and categorically opposed dogmatic philosophy. The “soul” of
dogmatic philosophy was recognized as metaphysical thinking, with its
characteristic dualism and the ontological priority of the “world of ideas” over the
“world of things.” The “war” that broke out against metaphysics aimed to restore
to philosophy its true significance. It should be noted that while discrediting
metaphysical thinking as an organon of knowledge, the Russian empiriocritics had
in mind not only and not so much those philosophical teachings that openly
positioned themselves as metaphysical, but also those that were considered
alternative: thus, some traces of metaphysics were found in Marxism (both in its
classical and Russian variants), in energeticism, and even in empiriocriticism.

Metaphysical thinking, having no support in reality and not knowing the limits
of its activity, Lesevich, the father of Russian positivism, argued, refers not to
philosophy but to poetic creativity because “only poetic works are guided by the
unity of any idea and are carried out by any one person” [4. P. 239]. Therefore,
metaphysical systems should be treated as works of art, which, perhaps, embellish
life, but in no way contribute to its cognition. The metaphysical language of
description of being abounds in allegories and metaphors, and this is not accidental.
Metaphors and allegories are appropriate only where objective reality is subject to
the subjective arbitrariness of thought because no adequate means can be found in
language to express the imaginary. “Subjective speculation constructs many bold,
complex, slender, and majestic systems in which even the most contradictory facts
to their basic position are given a meaning consistent with that position” [5. P. 59].
The arbitrariness of subjective creativity leads to the fact that “abstract concepts are
imperceptibly objectified, words are taken for the very objects and, thus, there
appear a number of realized abstractions, such as essence, ultimate goal, first cause,
etc.” [5. P. 59].
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According to Bogdanov, metaphysical thinking is vulgar thinking precisely
because metaphysicians deal with “higher” questions. Vulgarity is manifested here
first of all in the very opposition of “higher” to “lower,” which indicates an
adaptation to generally accepted ways of thinking. The very “notion of the
‘absolute’ is quite fictitious, for the content of concepts is taken only from
experience, and there is nothing absolute in experience and cannot be” [6. P. 153].
Truths, which cognition deals with and which determine human existence, cannot
be absolute: they are “living organizing forms of experience,” they should not only
be “discovered” or “stated” but serve as a guide in human activity “lead the way,”
give “a point of reference in life’s struggle” [1. P. 219]. The vital importance of
truth is conditioned not by the fact that the truth is eternal and unchangeable but by
the fact that it can serve as a goal of joint actions and as an instrument to achieve
this goal. Just as the final goal would mean the end of movement and thus the end
of life, the final, absolute truth would mean the end of thinking and human
creativity.

From Yushkewich’s point of view, metaphysics is a legitimate product of
“substantive thinking.” This thinking is characterized first of all by the fact that it
is based on the belief in substance, an “artistic symbol” created by primitive man in
order to systematize a rather limited range of phenomena, namely his experiments
with solids. Thus, “substantialism is primarily an ideology of solids, an ideology of
tactile sensations elevated to the absolute” [7. P. 145], and the limits of its
applicability are determined by the degree of primitiveness of human experience.
For everyday life, the metaphysics of substantialism is quite suitable because it
presents the being in its finite definiteness and the world as a whole — as a logically
ordered totality of the being, or picture, as a result of which a person acquires that
“simplicity of look,” which allows him to see in transient something unchangeable,
“true.” However, metaphysical thinking is unacceptable for philosophical reflection
because focusing solely on the “genuine” loses sight of the actual content of
experience. Yushkevich contrasts metaphysical substantialism with philosophical
“constantialism,” an approach to the interpretation of being that allows us to create
a picture of the world in its dynamics, reflecting, on the one hand, the ontological
unity of being and, on the other hand, the relativity and infinity of its knowledge.

The status of the “thing-in-itself” in the system of knowledge

Developing a dynamic conception of experience in order to overcome the
epistemological dualism preserved in the teaching of Avenarius and gain “cognitive
access to reality,” Russian empiriocritics repeatedly appealed to Kant’s philosophy,
referring in particular to the analysis of the concept of the “thing-in-itself”. This
was also facilitated by the dispute with “orthodox” Marxism, whose most
authoritative theorist Georgy Plekhanov, justifying “his own ‘fetishist’
materialism” [8. P. 131], relied on his proposed materialist interpretation of Kant’s
philosophy. “Plekhanov had no doubt that Kant, just like the materialists, affirmed
the existence of external objects independent of our consciousness” [9. P. 34] and
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essentially identified the concepts of “thing-in-itself” and “material object.”
According to Plekhanov, in Kant’s philosophy “perception, and consequently the
image of an object, is the result of two forces: the properties of the objects that
produce a certain impression on us, and the properties of a person who receives
these impressions, the properties of our ‘I’ that groups them in a certain way, so to
speak, arranges and links them per its nature” [10. P. 476]. Thus, “things-in-
themselves” are simply external objects existing independently of the subject, and
only their effect on us can be cognized. Defending the thesis of the activity of the
subject in the process of cognition and at the same time being wary of solipsism
and agnosticism, Plekhanov argued that some forms or relations of the cognizing
subject correspond to forms or relations of “things-in-themselves.” However, this
correspondence cannot be considered direct or be reduced to reflection. “Our
conceptions of the forms and relations of things,” he wrote, “are nothing more than
hieroglyphs; however, these hieroglyphs designate precisely these forms and
relations, and this is sufficient to enable us to examine the action on us of things-
in-themselves and in turn to influence them” [11. P. 447].

The Russian empiriocritics, arguing with Plekhanov, pointed out the most
crucial contradiction in his materialist interpretation of Kant’s philosophy. On the
one hand, they agreed with Plekhanov that the thesis of the incognizability of
“things-in-themselves” must necessarily be rejected because it opens up space for
various “theological fantasies” where “all those ghosts — God, the immortality of
the soul, freedom of will — can find refuge, which cannot coexist with the concept
of lawfulness” [10. P. 477.] On the other hand, they showed that the correspondence
or hieroglyphic theory in no way explains the possibility of cognition but merely
dogmatically presupposes it. The objects of the material world identified with
“things-in-themselves,” which exist outside the cognizing subject’s consciousness
and are simultaneously cognizable by it, are also a fantasy, if not theological, then
metaphysical. For it does not yet follow from the fact that we learn about processes
occurring in “things-in-themselves” by those changes observed in the world of
phenomena that what we cognize in this way is adequate to what objectively occurs
in “things-in-themselves.” From the hieroglyph to the material object, there is the
same gap as from the phenomenon to the “thing-in-itself,” it cannot be bridged
without a metaphysical leap. One has, therefore, only to believe that the order of
ideas corresponds to the order of things and that changes in the world of phenomena
are adequate to the corresponding processes in the world of things-in-themselves.
Metaphysical dualism does not disappear, nor do the problems and contradictions
that go with it.

In order to overcome Kantian ‘“agnosticism” and prove the possibility of
knowing “things-in-themselves,” the Russian empiriocritics believed it was
necessary to abandon faith in the matter because it did not, in principle, differ from
all other faiths. Matter is a metaphysical assumption, just like any other absolute.
Instead of matter, the concept of experience should be used.
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The concept of “experience” is fundamental to all varieties of Russian
empiriocriticism. The main distinguishing feature of “experience,” as interpreted
here, is that it is a limiting concept that allows us to justify the possibility of
monistic cognition. Consequently, the experience cannot be contrasted with
anything super-experiential or a priori. It is interesting to note that Kantian
philosophy, too, was used to prove this thesis — of course, in a corresponding
interpretation.

A typical example of this interpretation is Bogdanov’s reasoning about the
experiential origin of everything a priori. According to the author of
empiriomonism, this conclusion follows from the analysis of the well-known
contradiction of the concept of “thing-in-itself” as presented in Kant's
transcendental idealism. On the one hand, Kant regards things-in-themselves as the
cause of sensation, assuming that they affect our sensibility. However, on the other
hand, the categories of cause and effect, according to Kant, are those of reason and,
therefore, they are applicable only within the limits of experience and cannot in any
way be attributed to things-in-themselves. In other words, the contradiction in
Kant’s understanding of thing-in-itself consists in the fact that being supersensible
and transcendent simultaneously affects our feelings and causes sensations.
Bogdanov, criticizing Plekhanov and representatives of his school, points to this
very contradiction. Suppose we assume that “every ‘phenomenon’ arises from the
action of external ‘things-in-themselves’ on that ‘thing-in-itself” which constitutes
the essence of a given ‘person’” [1. P. 235], then it is necessary to admit that the
thing-in-itself, acting as the cause of the phenomenon, causes the corresponding
change in the other thing-in-itself (in the person who fixes the given phenomenon
in experience). “Consequently, all ‘phenomena,’ all ‘impressions,’ all ‘experience’
represent only changes of things-in-themselves” [1. P. 235]. It turns out that if the
concept of “thing-in-itself” is not devoid of content, then it must be dynamic, not
static, i.e., a “thing-in-itself” is some process, not an essence. Thus, every change,
impression, or any other phenomenon — all experience as a whole — represents a
definite change in the course of some process, or “thing-in-itself,” called a “living
being.” These changes constitute the actual content of the concept of “experience.”
“Therefore, ‘things-in-themselves’ consist of the same elements that appear and
disappear in ‘phenomena’” [1. P. 236]. It makes no sense to suppose that there is
something fundamentally inaccessible to cognition in things-in-themselves that
does not affect our sensibility or cause any change in experience because that would
be to argue about nothing.

Further, the thesis that things-in-themselves are unknowable also contains a
contradiction. Of course, we do not know what a thing-in-itself is, but we do know
that a thing-in-itself is unknowable. Consequently, what we can say about a thing-
in-itself is that it is unknowable, and in this respect, it is obviously cognizable. This
knowledge of unknowability is not really a sophism: achieving a wholeness of
knowledge in which there are no logical contradictions is necessary. The point of a
“thing-in-itself” is that in the place of not knowing something, we substitute our
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knowledge for not knowing, thereby achieving the completeness of knowledge
necessary for the normal existence of the life system called “man.” The horizon of
being is closed, and man gets an opportunity to think logically, i.e., to engage in the
systematization of experience. Thus, a “thing-in-itself” results from substituting the
known for the unknown. “Whole thinking,” Bogdanov writes, “required ‘last
causes’ of things both on the side of their activity and on the side of their passivity,
causes of both the ‘actions’ of things and their mere ‘existence.’ These ‘last causes’
were called a ‘thing in itself”” [1. P. 110].

Bogdanov traces the genesis of “thing-in-itself,” showing that throughout its
existence, humanity has unconsciously used it as a necessary tool of experience
gathering. At first, the “thing-in-itself” was formulated in primitive, roughly
realistic forms, when it was considered an exact copy of the thing-appearance
(hence, according to Bogdanov, the famous teaching from antiquity that we see
things because of their subtle and small likenesses, which are separated from things
and fall into our eyes). Then, as the dependence of the phenomenon of a thing on
the device of the organs of perception and the intellectual capacity of man was
discovered, the “thing in itself” came to be understood as an essence hidden far
from direct contemplation, and this essence became an object of cognition. Finally,
Kant elevated the concept of “thing-in-itself” to the highest degree of philosophical
purity by declaring it incognizable. As a result, “the collapse of this concept became
inevitable: its logical emptiness and, with it, real meaninglessness could no longer
hide from the knife of criticism behind the shell of formal obscurity” [1. P. 108].
“It turned out,” Bogdanov concludes, “that this concept expresses nothing but
reality plucked to the point that nothing is left of it. In this concept, nothing is
thought — such is its main defect. Kant has almost discovered this defect, having
put his ‘thing-in-itself” outside the categories of human thinking, i.e., in essence,
outside the sphere of thinking itself, operating with these categories” [1. P. 108].
After the critique of Kantian philosophy by empiriocritics, firstly, it became clear
that there is nothing a priori in “thing in itself” and that it consists of the same
elements of experience as phenomena, and, secondly, the actual content of “thing
in itself” was revealed, namely that it is the result of the substitution of the known
for the unknown.

We can say that “thing-in-itself” is the general name for all the concepts
necessary for experience’s integrity. Such fictions, or “truths-errors,” include the
concepts of the soul, God, immortality, absolute truth, unconditional goodness, etc.
They are all formed experientially through substitution, the universal way of
systematizing experience, rather than through the dubious religious-metaphysical
practices of transcendence. Critical analysis of these notions, according to
Bogdanov, should lead not only to their elimination but also to an explication of the
part of the truth that they contain. In other words, one should understand the
necessity and mechanism of the substitution. It must be shown that the unknowable
world of “things-in-themselves” has always served the cognizability of “things-for-
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us,” thus contributing to the development of knowledge (more on empiriomonism
see: [12. S. 96—130].

Positive aesthetics

The rejection of metaphysics could not but lead to a “philosophical protest”
against reality, from which the unconditional truths and eternal values that
determined the order and meaning of human life had been removed. In the era of
“the completion of the great process of the death of anthropocentrism,”
“materialistic pessimism” began to spread intensively, arguing that nothing but
nature exists and that nature is not a deity with reason, but an impersonal
mechanism, a “workshop” in which, moreover, there has long been no master. This
is how Anatoly Lunacharsky wrote about nature, summarizing the theoretical
positions of the “dystopian philosophy”: “It does not, strictly speaking, exist at all,
for it has no central consciousness, it feels nothing, it is a mere conglomerate of
forces. But the most murderous thing about it is its regularity, for there is no contract
and no legislator, only slaves. Every creature’s origin, development, and extinction
is mathematically strictly dependent on its environment. It got everything from the
latter, which determined it. But the whole is composed of such slave parts,
everything is blindly, incongruously mutually oppressed, mutually enslaved, forged
together by the chains of impersonal fatalism” [13. P. 68].

In such a situation, it was necessary to find a way to “reevaluate values” in
order to ensure that people have the most important reference points in life. Russian
empiriocritics were well aware that after the collapse of the “moral interpretation
of the world,” a return to the values of traditional morality was impossible because
the “heavy hammer of science” had shattered the “clay idols” once and for all. There
was only one thing to do: to justify the possibility of their creation instead of
searching for the “unconditional beginnings” of existence. Thus emerged so-called
God-building, representing the experience of modeling the most important religious
and metaphysical meaning — God — based on a scientifically substantiated ideal
of human life. As for the other values, they had to be constructed in the same way.

Positive aesthetics was to contribute to solving this problem. Emphasizing that
aesthetics was important for ethics and epistemology, Lunacharsky wrote that “the
basic laws of aesthetics, when properly understood, cast a bright light on all
psychology and can serve as the basis for an entire worldview” [14. P. 114]. The
aesthetic worldview is characterized above all by the fact that it does not appeal to
essences but allows us to assert universally valid truths.

This fundamental position of the aesthetic worldview was substantiated,
among other things, by Kant’s ideas expressed in Critique of the Power of
Judgement. According to Kant, there are statements, namely judgements of taste,
which differ from the rest in that they do not require the real existence of an object
to prove their truth. Indeed, as long as we experience artistic enjoyment of objects,
even if only imaginary, this enjoyment is quite natural and has an unconditional
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value. Moreover, a judgement of taste implicitly includes a universal meaning and
claims to be universally valid, even though it has only subjective necessity [15].

According to Lunacharsky, the judgements of taste described by Kant best
reflect the specificity of cognitive acts and form the basis of all other judgements.
Consequently, the aesthetic relation to everything that exists should be recognized
as universal. This extension of the subject matter of aesthetics followed from the
considerations, on the one hand, of the impossibility of metaphysics and, on the
other, of the fundamental incompleteness of experiential cognition. Since the ideal
of objective science is unattainable and scientific concepts, do not reflect reality
adequately, but only symbolize it, nevertheless claiming universality, all cognitive
acts do not essentially differ from judgements of taste. As a result, the Kantian
formula of beauty as a form of expediency without purpose is a formula for
understanding being in general. So every object can be called “beautiful” because
it exists in this way and not otherwise, i.e., it “conserves” its form or strives for
“self-preservation.” The principle of “movable equilibrium,” which plays a crucial
role in positive aesthetics and the philosophy of empiriocriticism in general, derives
from the same considerations.

Justifying the “positive aesthetics” project as a fundamental and
comprehensive science, Lunacharsky wrote: “Aesthetics is the science of
evaluations. One evaluates from three points of view: from the point of view of
truth, beauty, and goodness. Since all these evaluations coincide, we may speak of
a unified and integral aesthetics, but they do not always coincide, and therefore
aesthetics, unified in principle, separates from itself a theory of knowledge and
ethics” [14. P. 132]. The ideal of cognition, according to Lunacharsky, coincides
with the maximum of life and consists in achieving the identity of aesthetic
evaluations of truth, goodness and beauty, “harmony of soul and body”. The
criterion for advancing toward this ideal is determined on the basis of the following
considerations: “Everything that promotes life is truth, goodness, and beauty...
everything that destroys or belittles life and limits it is falsehood, evil, and ugliness”
[14. P. 132]. On the whole, Lunacharsky’s position can be called aesthetic realism
because the aesthetic attitude towards existence wholly determines it: in a world
where “man is the measure of all things” everything testifies to his creative activity
and exists only because it receives an appropriate aesthetic evaluation.

The thesis on the construction of values appeared to Russian empiriocritics as
a development of Kant’s doctrine on the dialectic of pure reason. According to
Kant, the transcendental illusion “is inherent in human reason and does not cease
to seduce it even after we have revealed its false brilliance” [16. P. 218]. This
illusion arises from the fact that the subjective premises of reason are regarded as
objective as soon as cognitive judgements are made about that which lies beyond
experience. This illusion is natural because it is inherent to man to think and
inevitable. After all, every cognitive act is formally expressed as a complete
definition, i.e., as if the object were cognized adequately, as its thing-in-itself,
which is impossible.
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Developing Kant’s thesis, the Russian empiriocritics showed that
transcendental illusion is necessary for a reason and human life in general. A world
in which “life itself becomes philosophy” [17. P. 40] cannot be described statically
regarding the transcendental subject. It is a constantly complicating system of
experience, and the vector of progressive development determines its dynamics
from lower forms of organization (subjective experience) to higher ones (objective
experience). From within experience, i.e., without using metaphysical ideas of
perfection or ultimate purpose, it is also possible to formulate the ideal of
knowledge (which would also be the ideal of life). This ideal, Bogdanov argued,
consists in that cognition would unite “the whole sum of human experiences into
harmoniously whole, infinitely plastic forms, in which the experience of each
person organically merges with the experience of all” [1. P. 36].

In general, such notions as “perfection,” “ideal,” and “fullness of life” are of
great importance for human life because historical (intellectual, moral, artistic,
social, etc.) development becomes possible thanks to them. The modeling of ideals
should be based, on the one hand, on the ideas developed in modern science about
the optimal form of human existence and, on the other hand, on the understanding
that these ideals are never attainable in practice. Only in this case, the affirmation
of ideals as the goal of development will make it possible to preserve the dynamics
of life. Creating “great, super-personal values” is not to build the only authentic,
scientific picture of the world but to ensure the realization of human creative
potentialities with the help of “collective creation of the ideal in the real.” Thus,
what was important in the construction of values was not the result, i.e., not the
values themselves, but exclusively the process of their creation. Thus, Lunacharsky,
stressing the importance of creativity as a process, wrote that even if all the results
of human creative activity prove to be fragile and “disappear in the future, the very
activity, the very creativity of values justifies itself at any given moment by the
happiness that it gives” [18]. Along with affirming scientific, moral, and artistic
values, man himself as a value must be created. It will be a “new” man living in a
“new” world.

The ethics of mutual joy

Kant’s practical philosophy was also at the center of attention of Russian
empiriocritics. Speaking against the “individualistic morality” of which Kant was
claimed to be a supporter, they proposed various versions of a new morality built
on the principles of collectivism. The most elaborate moral doctrine was
Bogdanov’s “ethics of mutual joy” [17. P. 46—76] presented as the opposite of the
traditional ethics of compassion. Without going into a substantive analysis of this
doctrine, we will note only those aspects in which the influence of Kant can be
observed.

Bogdanov argued that the traditional system of moral norms, or the ethics of
compassion, emerged due to the spontaneous movement of life and has long been
transformed into a system of moral enslavement of man. A new morality, which
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can be opposed to it, should proceed from the idea of harmonious, i.e., “consciously
expedient” development of society. This can be achieved if we can, firstly, show
the possibility of modeling moral norms of the non-coercive type and, secondly,
find a “contradiction-free answer” about the purpose of life, which would be the
central regulator of the new moral values.

According to Bogdanov, moral norms free from coercion and from
conservatism can be “norms of expediency,” which do not prescribe man his goals
but only indicate the means of achieving them. These norms are similar to
“scientific and technical rules” and resemble the hypothetical imperatives described
by Kant, who regarded them as “prescriptions of skill, commanding always only
conditionally” [16. P. 277]. Bogdanov also calls them “forms of life,” thus
emphasizing that “norms of expediency” are natural and correspond to the
“harmonious development of life.”

As for a consciously formulated goal in life, Bogdanov believes it may be an
ideal consisting of “an infinitely increasing sum of happiness” [17. P. 62]. This
ideal, or the maximum of life of society as a whole, coincides with the maximum
of life of its separate parts or elements — individuals. It is superindividual (not
suppressing the person and not elevating him, but eliminating the individualistic
content in man), dynamic, and essentially unrealizable.

One of the central values of the ethics of mutual joy is freedom. Bogdanov’s
interpretation of freedom is a peculiar development of Kant’s practical philosophy,
although it ultimately contradicts it. It is known that Kant regarded the idea of
freedom as a condition of moral law and derived from this notion the ideas of God
and immortality, asserting their objective reality based on the subjective need to
allow them as regulators of the moral universe. “The kingdom of liberty” thus
opened up space for faith, which, being based on pure practical reason, became, in
fact, the guarantor of the apodictic nature of all theoretical truths. This way, “moral
knowledge” came to be regarded as the highest and most complete knowledge, and
theoretical reason became dependent on practical reason.

In his analysis of Kant’s understanding of freedom, Bogdanov points out that
his doctrine deals only with the concept of freedom rather than with real freedom.
Indeed, on the one hand, Kant characterizes freedom as a problematic concept and,
on the other hand, claims that it is “the only one of all ideas of speculative reason,
the possibility of which, although we do not comprehend, we know a priori, since
it is a condition of the moral law which we know” [15. P. 124]. The possibility of
freedom is a priori known, i.e., apodictic. In other words: freedom as a possibility
is always realized, and therefore it is already somehow defined, fixed in this or that
notion of freedom. As a concept, freedom occupies a strictly fixed place in the
“metaphysics of morals” and is necessary for the completion of the system of
transcendental idealism; moreover, it is subject to the necessary logic of this system
and is itself a necessity since it conditions the consistency and functioning of the
system as a whole. That is why Kant can say: “The concept of freedom, since its
reality is proved by some apodictic law of practical reason, constitutes the support
of the whole building of the system of pure, even speculative, reason, and all other
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concepts (about God and immortality), which as mere ideas have no support in this
system, are added to it and with it and due to it acquire durability and objective
reality, i.e., their possibility is proved by the fact that freedom is realized because
this idea manifests itself through the moral law” [15. P. 123].

Bogdanov criticizes “metaphysical idealism,” drawing attention to the fact that
Kant creates only a new code of law, although in fact, “real, fully realized freedom
is not a ‘law’ at all, but the negation of law” [17. P. 65]. Freedom, in general, has a
negative nature, and any attempt to frame freedom within positive definitions would
substitute real freedom for the concept of freedom. As a result, freedom would be
interpreted to approve necessity under its name.

The interpretation of freedom as a cognized necessity, among other things,
implies a system of restrictions and punishments. For this reason, in modern society,
the concept of freedom is integrated into the system of legal conceptions and is
considered exclusively from a legal point of view. “What is this freedom? A certain
law. Therefore, as a rule of law, it must contain elements of external coercion” [17.
P. 64]. Bogdanov emphasizes that freedom is regarded as a law in order to enable
disobedience to that law by making it nominal and fictitious. After all, it is no
coincidence that they speak of “freedom” of speech, unions, etc., but not of
“freedom” of inner experiences — thoughts and dreams, of “freedom” to breathe
or to dream: in the first case there is a law, but freedom does not exist; in the second
case freedom is natural, because it is an inherent characteristic of human life.

The ethics of mutual joy also opposes the Kantian understanding of morality
in other respects. In particular, it excludes the appeal to conscience as the stronghold
of morality. According to Bogdanov, interpreting conscience as an impersonal
categorical imperative makes morality artificial, endowing it with additional
punitive functions. The criterion of morality should not be conscience but a
scientifically grounded principle indicating objective regularities of the dynamics
of morality as a particular system of human experience.
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AHHOTanMsA. AHaIM3UpyeTcs BIMSHHE KAaHTOBCKOW ¢mimocoduu Ha mpoOneMaTtuky u
pa3BHTHE PYCCKOTO SMIMPHOKPUTHIIM3MA. [I0Ka3pIBaeTCs, 9TO MpErKIe BCEro ObUT BOCTIPHHST
kputndeckuii nadoc punocoduu Kanra, a Taxke ero npu3bIB K MHTEIUIEKTYaIbHON Y€CTHOCTH
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B (mnocodpuu. Onmpasice Ha KaHTa, pycckrue SMIMPHOKPUTHKHU TOKA3BIBAUA HECOCTOSATEIIh-
HOCTh MeTa(pU3UKH KaK B €€ PEIMIHO3HOM, Tak U MaTepranucTuueckoil popmax. Kpome toro,
KPUTHKE MOBEPIIIUCH U yuYeHHs OCHOBOIIOJIOKHUKOB SMITUPHOKPUTHITI3MA
3. Maxa u P. ABenapuyca, rme Takke ObUTH OOHApY)KEHBI JOTMATHYECKUE IOMYIICHHS.
B pesyibraTe MOMBITOK YCTPAaHWUTh 3TH JOMYIICHHWS BO3HHKIA JUHAMUYECKAs KOHIICIIIIUS
OTIBITa, HA OCHOBE KOTOPOi OBUTH pa3paboTaHbl KOHIEIIHMH dIMIUpHOMOHU3Ma (A. bornaHoB),
smnupruocumBonmaMa (I1. FOmkeswa), Hayurolt dunocoduu (B. JleceBnu), mo3utuBHOM (Hu-
nocouu xm3HU (C. CyBOpOB), MO3UTUBHOMN dcTeTHKH (A. JlyHaYapCcKuil), STUKU COPaOBAHUS
(A. bormanoB) u mHorue aApyrue. Ocoboe BHUMaHHE YACISIOCH IPU 3TOM aHAIHM3Y «BELIH B
cebe», IMOCKOJIbKY HMMEHHO 3TO IOHSITHE KaHTOBCKOW (minocoduu OBUIO HUCTOIB30BAHO
I'. [InexaHOBBIM IUTII OOOCHOBAHUS «OPTOJOKCAIBHOTO» MapKcu3Ma. Pycckue aMIUpHOKpH-
THUKU BBICTYIATIH MPOTHUB MPEAIOKESHHOTO [1IeXaHOBBIM OTOXIECTBICHHUS «BEIIU B ceOe» U
MaTepHAIBHOTO IPEAMETa, TOKa3bIBasl, UTO MTOHATHE MATEPUH SIBISETCS METa(H3MIECKUM JI0-
MyOICHUEM W HE MOJKET I10 ATOH IMPHYUHE CIIOCOOCTBOBATH OMPOBEPKCHUIO Tyalln3Ma U KaH-
TOBCKOT'O «arHocTHIU3Ma». C MOHHUCTUYECKON TOUKU 3PEHUs, «BEIlb B ce0e» IOJDKHA OBITH
MIOHATA UCXOS U3 OIBITa, KaK HeoOxoxumas (opma ero opraausarun. CornacHo bornaHosy,
B «BeIIN B ce0e» HET HUYETO alpHOPHOTO, Ta HICS BO3HUKIA B PE3yNbTaTe MOJCTaHOBKU
U3BECTHOTO IO/ HEU3BECTHOE M BBIPAXKAECT HEKOTOPHIN MPOIIECC, a He CYIIHOCTh. B pycckoM
SMIIMPHOKPUTHIIN3ME aKTHBHO OOCY)XKIANNCh TaKXKe ACTETHKAa M MopaibHas ¢uiocodus
Kanra. McromkoBaHue MPeKpacHOTO KaK «IeJIeco00pa3HOCTH 0e3 meirm» ObUIO pacIIipeHo J10
OCHOBOIIOJIATAIOMIETO MIPHUHIIHIIA «ICTETUIECKOTO MHPOCO3EPLAHISD, YTO TO3BOJIMIO IPUAATH
yOeINTEeNTPHOCT YUYCHUIO 00 wHieane, NMPAaKTUKE COIMAIBHOTO KOHCTPYHPOBaHMS U T.J.
B pesymbrare mONEMHKH ¢ JTHKOW COCTpamaHWs, HauOojiee aBTOPUTETHBIM 3aIIUTHUKOM
KoTOpoii cunraics Kant, Opuia co3nana aJbTepHATHBHAS 3THKA COpaoBaHusl. Takum o0pazom,
MO>KHO CJeJIaTh BBIBOJL O TOM, YTO BIHSIHHE KAHTOBCKOH (puiocoduu Ha pyCCKHX SMIHPHO-
KPUTHKOB OBIJIO KOMITJIEKCHBIM M CITOCOOCTBOBAIIO pa3padOTKe UMK HOBBIX HJICH.
KaioueBsbie ciioBa: Bems B cede, HCTOPUS pyCCKON PHIIOCO(OUH, PYCCKUHN MTO3UTUBU3M
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The philosopher Felix Noeggerath (1885—1960) is almost unknown today. He
is significant for Kant studies because of his 1916 Erlangen dissertation “Synthesis
and the Concept of System in Philosophy. A Contribution to the Critique of
Anti-rationalism (With Two Excurses: ‘On the Judgmental Character of Meta-
Geometry’ and ‘On the Platonic Concept of petaév’)” [1]'. The work interprets the
central concept of synthesis in an original and radical manner.

Noeggerath dares to confront thought with the incommensurability of
atheoretical Being [Sein]. The linkage between logic and incommensurability is
what he calls rationalism. In contradiction to this claim, any attempt to exclude
atheoretical being from the realm of logic is anti-rationalism. Noeggerath elaborates
this in a penetrating discussion and modification of epistemological positions,
especially those of the Marburg School. The treatise remained unprinted, first due
to World War I, and later due to certain publishing obstacles. Only now is it
available to the public in a critical edition [2].

First, a few things about the author. Noeggerath was an impressive personality
known by many people at the time. Nowadays, he appears only in connection with
Walter Benjamin; still, his appearance in this context is noteworthy. Their
acquaintance began around 1915—1916 in Munich while they attended university
lectures together. Among many other things, Noeggerath was working on his
dissertation. Benjamin calls him in his correspondence of the period the “universal
genius” or simply “genius”: “The first time [ was almost stunned by his absolutely
universal education, since he is concerned — this is all at the same time—with the
foundation of a philosophical system in very significant way; with mythology from
Asia to early America, including all that is thereby related to it; with intensive
philological studies; and with the proof of Fermat’s [last] theorem, in addition™.
There is indeed, in the words of Gershom Scholem, “no need to justify that a man
of whom Walter Benjamin thought so highly deserves attention” [3. P. 80]. And so
it was Scholem who meticulously developed his biography, although we know of

11 would like to thank Peter Fenves for his precise review of the translation. In addition he and
Pierfrancesco Fiorato offered extremely helpful support to systematic questions. The directors of the
Monacensia (municipal archives in Munich) and of the University Library of Groningen generously
allowed the use of their sources.

2 Benjamin’s letter to Fritz Radt of December 4, 1915 [3. P. 87—388]. Systematic interpretations
have so far only been given by Benjamin scholars [4—6], esp. cf. Fenves’s extensive afterword to
our current Noeggerath edition [2]: Felix Noeggerath and Walter Benjamin Redux.
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no place where Noeggerath so much as mentions Benjamin. Scholem went far
beyond the meeting of the two, which was limited to certain years. I mention here
only the most salient matters.

Noeggerath came from a distinguished family. After a residency at a Swiss
boarding school, starting in in 1904, he studied a whole range of subjects at German
universities, primarily in Munich, where he took up permanent residence, but also
in Berlin, Bonn, Jena, Erlangen and — this is decisive for his philosophical
imprint—in Marburg. At Marburg he came into contact with Hermann Cohen and
Paul Natorp in 1907; and there again in the winter semester of 1912—1913 he
encountered Nicolai Hartmann. The latter wrote to Heinz Heimsoeth about his Kant
seminar: “Noeggerath also does not consider it beneath his dignity to speak; it is
touching how he descends from the pedestal of his difficult way of speaking and
makes an effort to speak in a completely childlike manner. He told me he expressly
learned how to speak in a philosophical manner through participation” [7. P. 132].

Noeggerath had already made a brief appearance the previous summer. On July
4, 1912, Cohen’s 70th birthday was celebrated in the university auditorium. “Two
of his students, Candidate Noeggerath and Dr. Schier, addressed him from the
tribune resplendent in the most beautiful floral decorations. The first presented a
Greek bust, ‘the Hypnos,’ as a token of gratitude. The second read out an address...
Moved by this, Cohen thanked them for the veneration and love, and he promised
to maintain the bond between him and his students”. Unfortunately, we know of no
personal remark by Cohen or Natorp about Noeggerath. This is striking, especially
since both of them would exchange letters that discussed many other students.
Noeggerath, however, studied elsewhere in the years between these Marburg
semesters, and even after his appearance in 1912—1913, he soon left the city again.

The next thing we hear about is the meeting with Benjamin in Munich in 1915,
but their exchange of ideas lasted only until “mid-March 1916” [3. P. 97]. This time
Noeggerath moved to Erlangen “to complete his studies with the philosopher Paul
Hensel (1860—1930), a friend of Wolfskehl’s [and Cohen’s], who was known for
his liberal stance, and to begin working on his dissertation, which he completed
through lively discussions with Hensel in the summer of 1916 and submitted in
October. On December 19, 1916, he was awarded the doctorate summa cum laude
in systematic philosophy, Indology, and comparative linguistics. During this time,
he met Helmuth Plessner, who also received his doctorate from Hensel (and on the
same day). Noeggerath’s dissertation Synthesis and the Concept of System in
Philosophy. A Contribution to the Critique of Antirationalism was never printed as
a result of the war circumstances and the inflation that occurred afterward.
However, Noeggerath had made several serious but failed attempts to get it printed,
especially in 1917 and 1922—1923... This is also the only work by Noeggerath
before 1945 that has survived with any certainty. Everything earlier, as far as it was
in his hands, he later destroyed, or it fell victim to the destruction of World War I1”
[3.P.97].

According to Scholem, Noeggerath came to Munich again in early 1917.
Benjamin had “the essential conversations with him about the mathematical theory
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of truth and how this discipline discovered itself for the first time in Europe with
the Pythagoreans™. Because of the war, Noeggerath obtained permission to use the
title of doctor on March 23, 1918, even though his dissertation had yet to be
published®. At about the same time, he joined the Kant Society®, seeking with his
former teacher Moritz Geiger to establish a Munich chapter. The two published an
appeal as the Executive Committee, which, however, was unsuccessful at that time®.
It is Noeggerath’s last attachment to an academic body about which we know
anything for certain. To be sure, however, he remained academically active, for
instance, as a translator [8]. Nevertheless, we come across his name just as much in
the publishing business and even as an author of children’s books’.

After World War II, Noeggerath had many new plans. “At the beginning of
1946,” he had the intention, according to Scholem, “of publishing four books™: a
volume with about 25 poems, a compilation called Imagindre Portraits (Imaginary
Portraits), a Denkfibel (Primer for Thinking) and a book titled Orpheus oder die
Spur des Vollendeten (Orpheus, or the Trace of One who Came to Completion).
Later, a book on the “Philosophy of the Symbol” was added to the list. Hardly
anything was prepared for printing. We can surmise the obstacles only in vague
manner. Health problems may have played a role. In the spring of 1949, for
instance, Noeggerath told Helmuth Plessner that he had “escaped from the Soviet
zone.” He came to Heidelberg at the end of 1948 and was then living in nearby
Ziegelhausen. He could sit at his desk only “for a few minutes at a time” because
of stomach problems, which lasted for months®. In general, illness is often
mentioned in the subsequent period; so, too, is oppressive poverty. Even as
Noeggerath “‘was in rags’—that’s how his second wife saw him in 1950 —
‘he remained a grand seigneur””.

There was, moreover, a deep resignation in the cultural Zeitgeist. A 1955
statement makes this clear. Although Noeggerath is only talking about poems here,
which he had apparently written in large numbers, it goes beyond this: “Why have
I never published any of them? For two reasons. First, not everything was as I

3 Benjamin’s correspondence to Scholem on May 25, 1917 [3. P. 99].

4Noeggerath estate in the Monacensia archive in Munich: Biographische Dokumente I,
No. 2431/93.

5 Cf. their names on the list of admissions between January and May 1918: Kant-Studien 23
(1918—1919), 167.

¢ Cf. ibid. P. 519. — Since the annual volume was not printed until 1919, the editors already note
that “the circumstances of the time” had so far prevented a foundation of the local group, in addition
to many other things (including a lecture by Max Weber) (ibid. P. 520).

7 According to Scholem [3. P. 105], he became co-owner of the newly founded Berlin children's
book publisher Herbert Stuffer in 1926 and anonymously wrote the text for its “Spielfibel” No. 4:
“Hurra, wir rechnen weiter!” (1932, illustrated by Tom Seidmann-Freud). By the way: Benjamin
published two very appreciative reviews of the first three Spielfibel [9. P. 267—272; 311—314],
but not on the fourth Spielfibel with Noeggerath's text.

8 Two postcards from January 11 and March 28, 1949, in Plessner-Archiv der UB Groningen:
Brieven van Felix Noeggerath aan Helmuth Plessner (1892—1985) uklu Plessner 143, 010-011.

° A statement by Marga Noeggerath, cf. [3. P. 115].
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wished. Second, I lack any literary ambition, a lack that is related to my thoroughly
negative assessment of today’s literary establishment. It is a mystery to me why
poems by Celan, for example, are printed, and I cannot believe that a man like Eliot
can be considered a great dramatist.” Noeggerath writes similarly about Nietzsche,
Ibsen, and Gerhart Hauptmann. Finally, he says, revealingly about Walter
Benjamin: “Part of the blame for this state of affairs lies in the fact that the critic is
an end in himself and that criticism itself has become literature”'°. It will hardly be
overlooked that Benjamin, at least since the well-known January 1930 letter to
Scholem, claimed the “critique of German literature (critique de la littérature
allemande)” as a central task for himself'!.

According to the title of Noeggerath’s four planned books, only Die Gedichte
(Poems) appeared, but this was not until 1961, a year after his death [13]. A slight
recollection, which he communicates, bathes his slightly dazzling personality in a
telling light. He laments being “labeled as a philosopher or epistemologist.” With
Rilke — Noeggerath had also known him since his student days in Munich — it
had been the other way round: “He only knew a few poems of mine and fell out of
all the clouds — he almost resented it — when he witnessed a conversation with
E[rwein] von Aretin about relativity (who was originally an astronomer): ‘I must
first slowly get used to you again,” Rilke told me at that time”'2.

Let's take another look at the planned “Primer for Thinking.” Its subtitle was
“Meditationen iiber ein Thema der Geometrie” (Meditations on a Topic of
Geometry). “Intended for interested laymen, and starting from a minimum of
presuppositions,” it was supposed to discuss “one of the last, quite central questions
of epistemology,” namely “that of the so-called axioms, i.e., of those propositions
which, though themselves neither capable of, nor in need of proof, nevertheless
underlie every proof’'3. Later Noeggerath gave it a new title: Die
erkenntnistheoretischen Grundlagen der neueren Geometrie und Physik (The
Epistemological Foundations of Modern Geometry and Physics)'*. Several
systematic sketches that have been preserved belong to the scope of this project!®.

And one may also include the only essay printed during Noeggerath's lifetime,
“On the Untimeliness of Abstract Art” (Uber das Unzeitgemdisse der abstrakten
Kunst) [14]'6. In it, Noeggerath builds a highly original bridge to the philosophical

10 Letter to the “Merkur” editor Joachim Moras, February 2, 1955, in [10. P. 29—33], here
[10. P. 32—33]. Scholem [3. P. 119] mentions that Noeggerath received the first edition of Benja-
min’s “Schriften” [11] from the Suhrkamp editor Friedrich Podszus in 1956. Nevertheless, also the
letter of Noeggerath to Podszus does not contain any statement about Benjamin.

I Cf. the overview by Martin Opitz “Literaturkritik” [12].

12 Noeggerath’s letter to Joachim Moras [10. P. 32].

13 Noeggerath in his CV from 1950 [3. P. 116].

14 Noeggerath’s letter to Herbert Fritsche from May 1946 [3. P. 113].

15 Noeggerath estate, Monacensia, Box I, Mss. 1-—20, e.g.: “A priori” (Ms. 2, 2439/93; 20 ss.);
“Uber die Axiome” (Ms. 3, 2440/93; 26 ss.); “Erkenntnistheoretische Fragmente” (Ms. 9, 2446/93;
28 ss.); several parts on “Freiheit” (Mss. 10/11, 2447/93 und 2448/93; in total 17 ss.).

16 See our reprint [2].
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interpretation of modern physics. The connection to the 1916 Synthesis and the
Concept of System is also apparent. A “metaphysics of the finite,” which he
pronounces as the program of philosophy at the end of the art essay [14. P. 1019]"7,
was Noeggerath’s endeavor from the beginning.

And so it remained, as he increasingly turned to a “symbol,” a
“transubstantiation” of “so-called inauthentic or ‘impossible’ concepts” into
sensually perceived objects, , as he put it'®. In Synthesis and the Concept of System
he discusses something like this via the example of imaginary points of view in
projective geometry, to which I will return; in the essay he does so via the reality
of the work of art. This extends to the interpretation of spiritualist phenomena.
Noeggerath, almost 50 years later, reports about a “materialization” of human
figures, which he himself witnessed in 1906 or 1907 during a séance in his mother’s
apartment. He does not doubt the real appearance of the figures. However, he
contradicts the usual explanations by alleged liaisons into the beyond and the like.
Instead, he approaches the occult phenomenon with his concept of a “situational
reality.” The observer within the séance is to be considered — and here he quotes
his art essay of 1951 in detail — similar to modern quantum physics as a
constitutive moment of reality'®.

In 1952 Noeggerath married Marga Bauer, with whom, as his health became
increasingly impaired, he lived again in Munich. On April 29, 1960, he died
“after an illness of about two months” and is “cremated according to his wishes”
[3. P. 120].

In 1916 Synthesis and the Concept of System Felix Noeggerath seeks a new
reading of Kant’s transcendental synthesis?®. A first hint of its direction lies in the
fact that he initially designates the semantic horizon of the word “synthesis” not
primarily via Kant but as a citation from Goethe. This happens in the form of the
first of three mottoes that Noeggerath prefaces his treatise with. He quotes one of
Goethe’s reflections: “The main thing about which one does not seem to consider
in the exclusive application of analysis is that every analysis presupposes a
synthesis [...] A great danger into which the analyst falls is, therefore, that of
applying his method where there is at bottom no synthesis” [16]. We will see why
for this fundamental principle, it stems from Goethe rather than a citation from
Kant.

The second motto comes from Kant. He warns against neglecting analytical
precision: “It is not an increase, but a disfigurement of the sciences, if one lets their
borders run into each other” (KrV B VIII). Then, after these two references to

17 For the connection with earlier work [3. P. 117].

18 The letter to Joachim Moras [10. P. 31].

19 Citation from Noeggerath’s report [15. P. 225].

20 Page references in the following according to Noeggerath’s typescript [1] (also given in our new
edition [2]).
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fundamental unification and punctual separation, the reconciling whole must now
be indicated in a third motto. It finds its symbol in Plato’s Eros, the hermeneutic
demon “in the middle” (ev pecw) between the two, through which — Noeggerath’s
third motto — “the whole is combined in one”: “wcte T0 MOV AVTO OVTO
EuvoedesBon” (Plato, Symp. 202e).

As indicated above: Noeggerath’s guideline is indeed Kant’s critique of reason.
Nevertheless, he considers it deficient precisely at its center, 1.e., in the thought of
transcendental synthesis. On the one hand, Kant unmistakably strives for the idea
of a philosophical system in the Critique of the Power of Judgement. On the other
hand, in the Critique of Pure Reason, he had determined the concept on which the
unity of the system hangs, namely “synthesis,” only in one partial aspect, namely
in relation to theory. This may have corresponded to his original intention in the
drafting of the first Critique, but more is needed for the later project of a
philosophical system. For it is no longer only a matter of theoretical philosophy.
The principle of “synthesis” in a system, according to Noeggerath, must also
include “atheoretical” objects: areas in which synthesis does not establish relations
of thought but relations of will or feeling, i.e., actions (ethics) and works of art
(aesthetics). In these a-theoretical directions, Kant did not sufficiently discuss
transcendental synthesis. Therefore, the relationship between synthesis and the
concept of system must be reformulated.

Taking his point of departure from this task, Noeggerath determines
rationalism and thus the critique of anti-rationalism to which the subtitle refers.
Rationalism is the search for a synthesis which, on the one hand, creates systematic
unity and, on the other, gives each individual part, including a-theoretical ones, its
specific form. Anti-rationalism devalues the a-theoretical part; more precisely, it
consists in an overvaluing of the theoretical part, i.e., of thinking. One may be of
the opinion that it is rational to dissolve all kinds of objects “indiscriminately into
relations of thought...” [1. P. 3]. What is theoretically not graspable is regarded as
a “possible remainder,” as indeterminately “irrational” [1. P. 3]. Such a “pseudo-
rationalism” is Noeggerath’s primary opponent — an “intellectualism” incapable
of differentiation [1. P. 3]. Even Kant bears traces of it. For this reason, it needs
Goethe: “Compare... the motto from Goethe, which precedes our work, with Kant’s
demand that the intellect cannot dissolve anything, which it has not itself connected
before! [In Goethe] a synthesis in general is presupposed, here [in Kant] one of
thinking” [1. P. 7].

Nevertheless, thinking remains central. Rationalism sets boundaries [ Grenzen]
to it, but it is precisely rationalism that establishes its own foundation in thinking
and, therefore, as a theory. It rests on an investigation into thinking that is in itself
conducted by thinking, i.e., it rests on logic. And here Noeggerath proceeds in a
strictly Kantian manner. Theory is a cognition [Erkenntnis], and cognition is a kind
of knowing [Wissen] that is projected toward and examined for its validity, i.e.,
science [Wissenschaft]. Consequently, theory is science. This is also true the other
way around. Science is cognition. Cognition is theoretical. Consequently, science
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is theoretical. Logic thus takes shape as a question of knowledge and is, to this
extent, scientific. What it lets us know is valid. This is the acid test for Noeggerath’s
rationalism. For: How should the logical (i.e., scientific) foundation of rationalism
substantiate a possibility of objects that are not scientific, i.e., atheoretical?

The first step is as follows. Logic gets a special role through the question that
is at stake here. In other words, it fathoms the ground, its own preconditions. It
remains science, but in contrast to other sciences it seeks to formulate the conditions
of the possibility of cognition, of theory itself. The cognition of logic, therefore,
applies to something that is original [urspriinglich] to itself and to the fact of
cognition in general. This original element, however, must, in turn, be a scientific
cognition. Otherwise, it would not be verifiably valid. Such a paradox, when made
into a concept of its own, is the transcendental synthesis sought by Kant and
Noeggerath.

If it succeeds in naming its form, it is the precise indication of something that
can be designated only by a double location. On the one hand, the synthesis is,
figuratively speaking, in front of the one whose possibility it produces. Moreover,
on the other hand, it should be at work in the very thing it precedes. Only in this
way, it comes to evidence. It must be validly cognized in itself. Then it can
recursively be understood as justifying knowledge. This double place inevitably
leads to the boundary [Grenze] of science. This is where Noeggerath starts. More
clearly than Kant, he emphasizes that logic, when it reflects on the boundary of its
scientificity, lays germs in itself for non-logical, non-scientific, atheoretical
objectivities [ Gegenstdindlichkeiten].

Here Noeggerath first follows Marburg’s footsteps. The “boundary” [Grenze]
received philosophical significance, especially with Cohen’s second Kant book
Kant’s Foundations of Ethics (1877). The work begins with a review of Kant’s
theoretical philosophy, more precisely: with a consideration of the “thing-in-itself
as a boundary concept.” In Cohen’s work, this retrospective is conspicuously not at
the center of his reconstruction of Kant’s epistemology, presented in Kant’s Theory
of Experience (1871). Instead, it is already on the way to ethics?!. It is only from
this second systematic viewpoint that the “Transcendental Dialectics” from the
Critique of Pure Reason comes up, and with it the unique boundary logic of the
knowledge of ideas, Kant’s so-called regulative principles. In Kant’s Foundations
of Ethics, the boundary knowledge, although belonging to logic, is developed from
a point of view external to the theory.

Noeggerath's interpretation of Kant’s system concept germinates in this
decision, even though he does not mention Cohen’s interpretations. He chooses
instead Cohen’s Logic of Pure Knowledge (Logik der reinen Erkenntnis, 1% edition
published in 1902) as his philosophically most crucial contemporary source. In it,
Cohen integrated meditation on boundaries [ Grenzen] into his new conception of a
logic of knowledge. This does not mean that he drags ethics into logic. The Kantian
separation between nature-being and ethical entitlement remains untouched.

2! The subsequent editions of the book published in 1885 and 1918 brought no change in this point.
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Nevertheless, symptomatically enough, Cohen outlines the ethical analogy for
almost every form of judgement discussed in his Logic at the end of the respective
chapter.

Noeggerath was fascinated by this conception, which combines constitutive
and regulative logic. Especially in the first two main parts of Cohen’s Logic, “The
Judgements of the Laws of Thought” and “The Judgements of Mathematics,”
he found — in affirmation and criticism, including a remarkable modification —
his starting points®2,

The inner outline of Noeggerath’s Synthesis and the Concept of System is the
following. A boundary is characterized by the laws of the objects whose area it
circumscribes. The lawfulness by which this circumscription is determined
correlates to those laws within the area. However, only in the territory-inside are
there objects: its border is not an object. Boundary cognition seeks instead the
principles according to which objects are formed, and special rules apply to
principles. Now, transcendental synthesis is the name for such a boundary complex
of principles, first of all in cognition.

Consequently, the new rules apply as principles of science. And still more:
they must themselves preserve the form of science, for they too are to be known in
valid knowledge. Since science is essentially a mode of determination for objects,
the boundary knowledge also follows valid guidelines within the field. However,
something has to change. To preserve the form of science requires cognizing the
original synthesis, with Kant’s expression, as if one cognized it.

What does “as if” mean? Doesn’t one thereby violate the classical prohibition
of contradiction from the outset? According to this prohibition in its simplest
version, an X is either cognizable or not — fertium non datur. To be cognizable
would mean that the X constitutes a specific identity (A is A). To be non-cognizable
would mean that the X does not constitute a particular identity. Its inquiry tends
toward a non-A. Non-A is denied the step to the object (non-A is not A). With
synthesis as a boundary, however, an X is in question, which — because it is not
within the domain — is not constituted as a determinate A but which nevertheless
is to be cognized as if it were an A. Here, a demand for cognition is obviously held
against the prohibition on contradiction.

22 Natorp’ s “Die Grundlagen der exakten Wissenschaften” is also repeatedly called upon by Noeg-
gerath. The book treats much more comprehensively than Cohen the details of the mathematical-
scientific sources (among others, Josef Wellstein), which also became necessary for Noeggerath.
But, and this is the crucial caveat, Noeggerath considered Natorp’s essential epistemological act of
“fieri” [17. P. 10—14] to be flawed. The “fieri” seemed to be subject to temporality, instead of
conversely helping to ground it. Therefore, Noeggerath sees Natorp on the way to his “Allgemeine
Psychologie nach kritischer Methode” [18]. The “reconstructive method” of this book has, according
to Noeggerath, a certain correspondence with Kant. For the logic of cognition, however, it must be
rejected [1. P. 71].
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Is it possible to read the “Non” in the “Non-A” in a way that this “Non-A” is
no longer a contradiction? Can this “Non-A” also designate a novelty, an otherness
transforming the whole cognitive situation? An adventurous thought! For it
demands a revolution of questioning, the venture of a new hypothesis in relation to
the material of the traditional knowledge. Noeggerath sees the methodological
model for this venture in Kant’s regulative principles of Transcendental Dialectics.
His most consistent exposition, however, he finds in Cohen’s Logic of Pure
Knowledge.

This is, using Cohen’s phrase, the “adventurous detour” [19. P. 84]: In the
negation of the pseudo-identity, as it were, in the middle of the annihilation of the
tendency of the X towards something false, a stop is set, an fictitious stopping point.
This fictitious point becomes the hypothesis, the hinge of the reversal into a new
positive, into a negation of the negation. And so that this does not come to nothing
in a thoroughly moving scenery, one must dare everything completely. One boldly
asserts that the setting of the fictitious point is the foundation of determinability par
excellence. It is the condition of the possibility of cognitive principles in general.
The fictitious point achieves this precisely because it is — necessarily
imaginary — not existent. Without blatant violation of the prohibition of
contradiction, such a thing is only possible if the method that gives an
X determination is a pure consummation, a self-discovery. This is thinking in Cohen
and Noeggerath — completion per se, without a carrier or subject.

The hypothesis runs as follows. The border-X that is subject to inquiry, the
transcendental synthesis, cannot, to be sure, constitute itself as A; but it is the way
to find an A. Constituting and finding [Finden] are different, and only the latter is
concerned here. But as indicated earlier, this cannot be a special path outside of
science. So, with transcendental synthesis, science must be newly invented
[erfunden]. Also, the objects within the circumscribed area are now different. It is
a paradigm shift. If it succeeds, it brings the cognition of the boundary and the
cognition of the bounded objects to unity under newly discovered rules. This is done
at the following price: it needs a reduction to pure form, a form not already
articulated into contents. In question is a cognition as a form without content. This
is what Noeggerath in fact intends: that the binary prohibition on contradiction be
therefore replaced by a three-valued logic?’. It makes a new mode of identity
possible. This is to be noted: the circumscribed objects also become new with
border cognition. Their contents are dissolved, analyzed. The purification toward
form is, as indicated above, decisive. If no new nexus [Zusammenhang] is found,
binary contradiction remains. The smallest nuances decide. The questioning driven
by the risky curiosity concerning border-knowledge must grope its way between
the Scylla of complete annihilation by contradiction and the Charybdis of a
delusional system on loan.

Up to this point, Noeggerath follows Cohen. Nevertheless, Noeggerath
emphasizes much more strongly that not only scientific reflections discover new

23 Cf. the letter to Joachim Moras [10. P. 31].
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things with the help of three-valued logic. Yes, as indicated, he limits science in
general to problems of theorizing. He rejects, for example, Cohen’s view that
“jurisprudence” may be “called the mathematics of the humanities, and primarily
for ethics its mathematics” [20. P. 66]**. In return, Noeggerath expands the capacity
of logic beyond the confines of science. With him, a logic that has become suitable
for comprehending the original synthesis eliminates the obligation toward science,
cognition, and theory for everything that comes into view outward from the newly
considered boundary.

The demarcation of boundaries has axiomatic force both inwardly and
outwardly. The science of logic brings a freedom to science inward and a freedom
from science outward. And indeed both in the form of a realizing justification:
science as well as non-science are now possible in a valid form. For logic, this has
a remarkable consequence. Logic — which must remain a science — relativizes
itself. It strips off all totalitarian behavior. It will no longer grow into a panlogism.
Noeggerath’s three-valued logic is a look beyond one’s own horizon. His claim is:
Nothing now speaks against synthesis assuming an atheoretical form.

v

A primordial scenery of the synthetic opens up, a kind of logical substructure.
The transcendental theory of finding can identify only germinal points of pure
quality. Developing these germs toward real appearance and giving them, per
Noeggerath, articulation, quantity, and measure, is no longer its business. With
atheoretical objects, this was not to be expected. Yet, in theory, this logic does not
supply real objects but only rules to prepare the appearance of possible objects.
Therefore, when it is now a matter of systematically presenting these principles of
the possible, a new boundary becomes noticeable, this time in language. To give
expression to the motility of reflection, it is true that philosophizing must remain
close to natural language with its attachment to dynamic objects and things. But its
most important problem, synthetic lawfulness, will then be to grasp only
metaphorically. Philosophizing risks missing precisely what it wants to say by
object- and thing-relevant designations.

Therefore, mathematics serves as a guide. Its symbolism can give an exact
form to the imaginary element of that border. According to Noeggerath, philosophy
can resemble this preciseness in the non-actual. The prerequisite is that it does not
behave mathematically but proceeds along its own path in critical distance to the
“specialized, act-kindred thinking” [1. P. 90] of the mathematician. This is the
purpose of the two digressions at the end of Synthesis and the Concept of System,
one on meta-geometry, the other on Platonic petayv (“between”).

I provide two examples from the Theory of Conic Sections. This theory had —
here lies Noeggerath’s approach — united the Euclidean conception of space (under

24 Noeggerath does not mention that Cohen rejects the fact of an (art) science for his Aesthetics of
Pure Feeling (1912) and establishes a “kind of new logic” on the paradigm of poetry [21. P. 367].
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the title of the parabolic projection) with two basic forms of non-Euclidean
conception of space (under the titles of the elliptic and the hyperbolic projection) to
a unified geometry. He is interested in this because “the problem of non-Euclidean
space... has become the formulaic expression of a new view of the nature of science
and thus of knowledge in general” [1. P. 87]. But in the end, Noeggerath is not
concerned with the question of Euclidean and non-Euclidean. He is interested in the
new interpretation of the Infinite.

To show this, the first example leads us away from the naive assumption that
space extends into an indefinite endlessness. For this purpose, Noeggerath uses the
theory of the so-called “spherical bush” [Kugelgebiisch]*® [1. P. 78—83]. Intuition
is not a criterion in this meta-geometry. Instead, space is defined, against the idea
of endless extension, as bent back in itself “spherically” towards a center. This
center marks a point with only one determination; it does not belong to the defined
space. No construction can positively represent this point. In this sense the point
does not exist. But, its positing is the condition of the possibility of constructions.
And furthermore: if it is posited, then in the spherical bush — Noeggerath restricts
himself to the (parabolic) variant — all basic and doctrinal theorems of Euclidean
geometry remain in force.

Thus, the positing of the non existing point becomes the hypothesis of a
(Platonic) un 6v, giving precise determination to the infinite. It frees spatial thinking
from the insoluble aporias of an indeterminate endlessness. As a result of the
spherical bending, the endlessness becomes the locally determined infinite of a
single central point. It is true that the new infinity, as with the (previous) endless,
means the non-being of a positive determination. But as punctual “not” it has an
exact place. The hypothesis of the spherical bush enables, as Noeggerath puts it,
the “apprehension of the infinite as something limited [4uffassung des Unendlichen
als eines Begrenzten]” [1. P. 103]. Thus, the limit or boundary [Grenze] is put into
effect as a principle of a continuously determined geometry.

The second example shows above all the producing moment of an imaginary
point of view (focus imaginarius [1. P. 94—97]). One puts a plane through a cone
in such a way that it intersects its central height axis at right angles. The line of
intersection with the cone then describes a circle. Now the plane is rotated around
a straight line lying in it but outside the cone as around an axis in continuous angular
motion. Ellipses, parabolas, hyperbolas are created as intersecting surfaces. The
demand is then to determine all conic sections as if they were created purely as
projections of the initial sectional figure circle into a changed geometrical
environment, despite their differences.

Crucially, the circle must also be dissolved, analyzed as a figure. Its appearance
is traced back to elements of construction that generate a circle under the initial
constellation but generate other projection shapes when the plane is rotated.
Thus, one does not allow descriptive attributes of finished circles, ellipses, etc. but
only genetic predicates of their becoming. The “predicative definition”

25 His most important source is Josef Wellstein’s “Grundlagen der Geometrie” [22].
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[1. P. 92] of the conic section distilled out under this projective consideration
exemplifies what we brought up above with respect to the boundary meditation: the
tracing back of content determinations to pure form. Continuity (as a form of
motility) is paired with discontinuity (of the appearing projections).

This law of continuity governs everything that under the title of transcendental
synthesis unfolds into a germinal form, first, of qualitative and, then, of quantitative
diversity. Neither a leap nor a dialectical change leads from one content to another.
This applies to single regions of the systems and for every transition between
different regions, e.g., from theory to practice and aesthetics or vice versa. Thus,
one postulates a continuous motility — precisely such synthesis — which generates
the parts of the philosophical system in a manner similar to geometrical projection.
If this succeeds, the validity of the cultural phenomena correlating the system
parts — knowledge, action, and art — is demonstrated.

The continuity of the synthetic motility remains fictitious from the point of
view of the products, but it is indispensable for their validity. However, these very
phenomena provide the basis for asking about this validity. They appeared at first
separately from each other or only uncertainly connected. So what unites them? For
the sake of the answer a hypothesis of continuity must be ventured. It claims that
this separation arises from a unified, purely legal synthesis. This becomes true in
the Platonian sense of “hypothesis,” i.e., as a foundation of stable insight if the
synthesis can be formalized and a strictly ordered series of actual forms can be
developed.

Under this guideline Noeggerath brings together his titular concepts: synthesis
and system concept. He obtains the continuity hypothesis with the help of Kant’s
three tables of transcendental judgements, categories, and principles in the Critique
of Pure Reason [23. A 70, 80, 161/B 95, 106, 200]. Each of these tables is known
to contain twelve individual elements in four groups of three each. For the
systematic division, the third group under the title “relation” is decisive. In it —
Noeggerath takes his key terms only from the tables of judgements and
principles — the three principles of substance, causality and interaction correspond
to the categorical, hypothetical, and disjunctive judgements [23. A 182—218/B
224—265]. Here, too, Noeggerath makes use of mathematical analogies. At the
center, in interpreting the hypothetical relation, this is the theory of the arithmetic
series [1. P. 51—54]. As a result, he assigns a systemic part to each of the
three pairs of judgement and principle. “For it is to be connected: the categorical
relation with ethics, the hypothetical with logic, and the disjunctive with
aesthetics” [1. P. 10].

It is immediately noticeable that Noeggerath changes the classical sequence
beginning with logic. Indeed: “The order of the limbs is: a) ethics, b) logic,
c) aesthetics” [1. P. 10]. However, despite this change, Noeggerath, as shown
above, also begins with thinking, hence, with logic. This concerns his interest in the
regulative potential of the third antinomy (freedom versus natural law) from Kant's
transcendental dialectics.
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However, we come up against a limit in the text before us. Noeggerath needs
to unfold his reflection of the third antinomy in detail. The reason is that the second
part of Synthesis and the Concept of System, which is supposed to present it, is —
because the work had to be finished as a qualifying dissertation for the
doctorate degree — only available in the manner of a protocol of attained results
[1. P. 62—76]. A similar case can be found, for example, in a series of details,
where Noeggerath intervenes in Cohen’s “Judgements of Mathematics” [1. P. 47].
What he hints at here, however, demonstrates a profound familiarity with

his subject-matter. The potential of this unusual writing for research is beyond
doubt.
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Ilepesoo c nemeykoeo /I.H. Yucmakosa

AnHortanus. Banstep benbsamun HazpiBasr @ennkca Heérrepara (1885—1960) «yHuBep-
CaJIbHBIM T'€HUEeM» UJIM TIPOCTO «reHuem». B cBoeM TpakTare 1916 rona «CuHTe3 U KOHIETINA
cucteMsl B pritocopum» HErrepat npeasioKun OpuriHaaIbHOE U paiiKaibHOE MPOYTEHUE KaH-
TOBCKOM KOHLeNIMU cuHTe3a. OH OCMENUBaeTCs IPOTUBOIIOCTABUTE MBICIIh HECOM3MEPUMOCTH
aTeopeTnueckoro ObITus. CBSI3b MEXAY JOTMKOW M HECOM3MEPHUMOCTBIO — 3TO TO, YTO OH
Ha3bIBACT palilMOHAJIN3MOM. B IIPOTUBOPEYUC C OTUM YTBECPIKICHUCM J'IIO6a$I IIOIIBITKA HUCKIIIO-
YUTh aTEOPETHIECKOE OBITHE M3 C(Eephl JOTUKU SBISICTCS aHTHpamuoHamm3MoM. Hérrepar
pa3BUBAET 3TO B IIYOOKOM OOCYKACHUH U MOIU(PHKAIUU SIMHCTEMOJIOTHUECKUX ITO3HIUH,
ocobeHHo no3uiuit MapOyprckoii mkosnsl 1 I'epmana Korena. Hérrepat koHCTpyupyeT MoHs-
THe (GMWIOCOPCKON CHCTEMBI C MOMOMIBIO TpeX TaOIHIl TPaHCICHICHTATBHBIX CYKICHUH,
kareropuii 1 npuHiunoB Kaura B «Kpurtuke unctoro pazymay». M3BecTHO, YTO KaXkaasi U3 3TUX
TaOJIUI CONEPKUT 12 OTAECNBHBIX DJIEMEHTOB B YEThIpeX IpyMmnax Mo TpU B Kaxkaou. Jis c
HCTEMATHYECCKOT'O ACJICHUA OHpC]IeJIHIOH.[eﬁ SABJICTCA TPEThA I'pYyIIia oA Ha3BaHUEM «OTtHO-
menue». Kaxxnomy Buay otHomeHuil Hérrepat oTBoaMT OIHY CHUCTEMHYIO dacTh. Ilo ero
yOeXKIECHUIO, KaTeropuajbHOE OTHOIIEHHE JOJKHO OBITh CBA3aHO C JTHUKOH, TMIOTETHYE-
CKO€ — C JIOTUKOH, a IU3bIOHKTUBHOE — C 3CTETHKOM. B pe3ynbTaTe MeHseTcs Kilaccudeckas
[IOCJIEI0BATENbHOCTh, HAUMHAsI C JIOTMKU. M momydaercss Takod MOpPSIOK WIEHOB: a) THKA,
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0) Joruka, B) 3cTeTHKa. B normueckoi cxeme Hérrepara pemaroniyto poiib UTparoT KOHKPET-
HblE€ MaTeMaTH4YeCKue IMOHATUS Merareomerpuu. [lo ero MHeHHio, Quiocopust MOKET
HallOMHWHATh WX TOYHOCTh B TIOCTPOCHHH >KU3HECTIOCOOHOW KOHUENIMHA OECKOHEYHOTO.
[Ipennockutkoit sBiIsIETC TO, 94TO (pHIIOCOUS cama He BeleT ceOs MaTeMaTHYeCKH, a HIST
CBOMM COOCTBEHHBIM IIyTE€M, Ha KPUTHYECKOM pPACCTOSIHUM OT «CHELHaIU3UPOBAHHOTO,
JCATCIIbHOI'O MBIIIJICHUS» MAaTEMATHUKH.

KnioueBsble cioBa: areoperudeckast popMa, HEIPEPHIBHOCTE VS. AWANEKTHKA, VloranH
Bonsgranr ¢oun I'ére, I'epman KoreH, rumoresa, JOrHKa, MareMaThka, METarcOMETPHS,
HEOKAHTUAHCTBO, [InaToH, panMoHamu3M, aHTHpAlMOHATU3M, HayKa, TpeX3HauyHas JIOTHKA,
BanbTep benpsimun
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Annotanus. ['epMeHeBTHYIECKAs TPAKTOBKA ITO3HAHISI X. APEHAT CIIOKIIACh BO MHOTOM
B pyciie mepeocMbIciieHns uaeinoro Hacaenus M. Kanra. XoTs oHa cyMena mpeanoxXuTh J0-
CTaTOYHO OPHUIMHANBHYI0 MHTEPIPETAIMIO TEOPETUYECKUX BO33PECHUI BEIHKOIO HEMEIIKOTO
¢unocoda, ee TepMEHEBTUYECKA CTPATETHs MCIIBITAa BIMSHUE TaKKe TEX MOAXOJOB K WX
MMOHUMaHUI0, KOTOpBIe OBUTH TIpeToKeHbI ee yuntemsimu M. Xaiinerrepom u K. Scmepcom.
I'epmeneBTHYECKOE yUeHHE APEHAT OTHPABIICTCS OT HEOOXOAUMOCTH OCO3HAHHS TECHOTO
€IMHCTBA MPAKTUIECKOTO JICHCTBHUS U MBICIHUTEIFHON aKTUBHOCTH YEIOBEYECKOTO CyOheKTa
— Vita Activa u Vita Contemplativa. [IppuHIMas UCXOTHOE TONIOKEHHUE METAPU3UKH KOHEY-
HOCTH Xaijerrepa o ‘“3a0pOIICHHOCTH YeJIOBEKa B TIOTOK BPEMEHH, APEHAT OJJHOBPEMEHHO
CllelyeT mpu3bIBy Slcmepca 0 HEOOXOMUMOCTH IK3UCTECHIIHAITEHO-TEPMEHEBTHICCKON UHTEP-
MPeTAIUU MPAaKTHYECKOTO JEHCTBHS M CIIOCOOHOCTEH Jyxa MyTeM OOpalleHus K UX MOHUMA-
HHUIO HA OCHOBC HacCJICaus Kanra. BI:I,Z[CJ'I}IH Cp€an OCHOBHBIX BEKTOPOB CaMOpCain3ally Jyxa
MBIIIICHNE, BOIIO U CIIOCOOHOCTH CY)KICHUS, OHAa NEMOHCTPUPYET WX TECHEHIIYI0 B3aMMO-
CBSI3b C OCHOBHBIMH THIIAMH IPAKTUIECKOW AKTHBHOCTH YeNOBEKa — TPYAOM, paboOTOi
U JeUCTBUEM. AHAIM3UPYS CHOCOOHOCTH IyXa, APEHAT aKIEHTUPYET ONMpPEeIelSIoUIyi0 Polb
MBIIIJIEHUA, KOTOPOC COCANHACT BOCAUHO MNPOLECCCHI MMOJTYUCHUA 3HAHUA U CMBICJIIOCO3HUIaHM.
Efo 0cobo BBIIENSIETCS IEPBUYHOCTH CMBICIIOCO3HAIONICH (QYHKIIMY pa3yMa IO OTHOIICHHIO
K CIIOCOOHOCTH paccy/Ka MOopOoXKIaTh HCTUHHOE 3HaHKE Ha 6a3e 0000IIeHHs JaHHBIX co3eplia-
HUsl. XapakTepu3ys MbIIUIeHue Benea 3a KanToMm kak «Bemib B ce0e», ApeHAT FOBOPHUT O €T
COIPUYACTHOCTH BEYHOCTH M BPEMEHH B MOMEHTE HACTOSIIETO, CIOCOOHOCTH 0000maTh
MUHYBILIEE U TIPOSKTHPOBATH Oyaymiee. MBIIIIEHHE COCTABIET SAPO MPAKTHIESCKOTO pa3yMa,
koTopoe KaHT 0TOXIECTBHI ¢ BOJIEH, OTKPBIBAIOLIEH B CBOEH YCTPEMIIGHHOCTH B Oynaylee
HOBBIH TOPU30OHT CMBICIONOPOKAeHHS. CIIOCOOHOCTE CYXXISHHSI TAKKe OKa3bIBACTCSI TTOPOIK-
JICHUEM MBIIUTEHHS, 00paIasch K MUHYBIIEMY IIPH OTIOpe Ha 3APaBBIH CMBICIT H BOOOpaKEHHE.
ApEHAT CHpaBeNTUBO YTBEPIKIACT, YTO «IIAPald» CIIOCOOHOCTH CYXICHHS, YKa3yHOIICeH
HA 3HAYUMOCTh KAHTOBCKOTO KaTErOPUYECKOr0 UMIIEPATUBA, TPO3UT HE TOJIBKO MCKAKECHHBIM
BHCHUEM HCTOPHH, HO U TPHYM(POM «OaHATIBHOCTH 371a» B Chepe MOTUTHKH.
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Abstract. H. Arendt developed largely her hermeneutical interpretation of understanding
in line with the rethinking of I. Kant’s philosophical heritage. Although she was able to offer a
rather original interpretation of the theoretical views of the great German philosopher, her
hermeneutic strategy was also influenced by the approaches to their understanding that were
proposed by her teachers M. Heidegger and K. Jaspers. Arendt’s hermeneutical teaching
proceeds from the need to realize the close unity of practical action and spiritual activity of the
human subject — Vita Activa and Vita Contemplativa. Accepting the initial position of
Heidegger’s metaphysics of finiteness about the “abandonment” of man in the flow of time,
Arendt simultaneously follows Jaspers’ call for the need for an existential-hermeneutic
interpretation of practical action and the abilities of the spirit by their understanding on the basis
of Kant’s legacy. Singling out thinking, will and judgement among the main vectors of self-
realization of the spirit, she demonstrates their close relationship with the main types of
practical human activity — work, work and action. Analyzing the abilities of the spirit, Arendt
emphasizes the major role of thinking, which brings together the processes of knowledge
acquisition and meaning creation. It highlights the primacy of the meaning-producing function
of the reason in relation to the ability of the intellect to generate true knowledge on the basis of
generalization of the data of contemplation. Describing thinking after Kant as a “thing in itself”,
Arendt speaks of its involvement in eternity and time in the moment of the present, the ability
to generalize the past and design the future. Thinking forms the core of practical reason, which
Kant identified with the will, and opens a new horizon of meaning generation in its aspiration
to the future. The ability to judge also turns out to be a product of thinking, referring to the past
while relying on common sense and imagination. Arendt rightly argues that the “paralysis” of
the faculty of judgement, indicating the significance of Kant’s categorical imperative, threatens
not only to produce a distorted vision of history, but also the triumph of the “banality of evil”
in the sphere of politics.
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BesepeHune

dunocodekoe Hacnenue XaHHbI APEH]IT CBSA3aHO C pa3pabOTKOIl OpUTrHHaIb-
HOH U MOKa elle HeJOCTaTOYHO U3YUYEHHON repMEHEBTUUYECKON CTPATEruu MOCTH-
xenus mupa. [lonnmanue renesuca GOpMHUPOBAHUS €€ TEOPUU HEBO3MOXKHO 0e3
oOpaiieHusi K ee UCTOPUKO-PHIOCO(PCKUM HCTOKaM, YTO BO MHOTOM CBSI3aHO
C TEPEOCMBICIICHHEM B 3K3UCTCHIIMAIBHO-TEPMEHEBTUYECKOM KITIOYE HACIEIUs
KanTa. ApeHar He cTpeMuiIach *KeCTKO ClIeJ0BaTh TOMY IyTH, KOTOPbIX 3ameyar-
JIEeBaE€T MAaruCTPATHHYIO JIMHUIO KAHTOBCKOM 3BOJIIOIIMH TPAHCIICHIEHTATBHOMN (u-
noco¢uu. Cxopee B mporiecce NepeocMbICICHHs €10 Hacuenus: Gpuiocoda MOKHO
YBHUJIETh JBIKEHHE OT AHTPOIOJIOT0-3TUYECKOW W COIUATBHO TMOIUTHYCCKOM
TEMAaTHK{, MOHMMAaeMOM KakK OCBOCHUE NPEIMETHOCTH «JIEATEIbHOM >KU3HNY,
K BUCHHUIO «CO3EPIATEIIbHON KUZHI», PEPICKCUBHON CITOCOOHOCTH MBIIIJICHHUS B
€ro TEOPETUUECKOM U MPAKTHUECKOM TIIOCKOCTAX. DTO 03HAYAET MOCTEIIEHHOE CMe-
IIEHUE €€ MHTEepeca OT IK3UCTECHIMAIBHOTO MEPEOCMBICTIEHUSI TEMATUKH MPAKTH-
yeckoil punocopun Kanta Kk repMEeHEBTHUECKOMY BHJICHHUIO TeX MpoOiieM, KOTO-
pBI€ ABJISIFOTCS IIEHTpaIbHBIMU B «KpuTHKe uricToro pazyma» u «Kputuke croco0-
HOCTH CYXXKJEHHS», C TEM YTOOBI IOTOM BHOBH BEPHYTHCS B OOpETEHHOW Ha ATOM
0a3e mepcreKTUBE K pa3paboTKe riI00agbHO 3HAYMMBIX BOIPOCOB COIHMAIBHO-
MOJIMTUYECKOTO U MOPAJIbHOrO Mopsiika. PaccMoTpeHue BOSHUKILETO B MOJIEMUKE
C KaHTOBCKUM HACJIEIUEM YUYE€HHUSI APEHIT O CBOMCTBEHHOW SK3UCTECHUUAIBHOMY
CyOBEKTY CHOCOOHOCTH HaIETISITh CMBICIIOM M TIOCTUTATh MUP B TePMEHEBTUYECKON

TepCIEKTUBE COCTABJIAIOT LIe/b STOM CTaThu'.

KaHToBCKOE Hacneaue — UCTOYHUK noaxona ApeHar
K €OUHCTBY «0EATENbHOM» U «CO3epLaTEIbHON» XXN3HU

Kant okazancs B neHTpe GUI0COPCKUX UHTEPECOB APEHAT W3HAYAIBHO KaK
MBICITUTEIb, TIOCTUTIINH YeJIOBeKa B KA4eCTBE TBOPIIA 0COOOTO HAIIPUPOTHOTO
MUpa  KyJIbTYpPhl, OTMEUYEHHOIO  EIMHCTBOM  MPAKTHYECKOTO  JACHCTBHUS
M TyXOBHOW aKTHBHOCTH — «AesaTenbpHOI» (Vita Activa) m «co3eplareabHOi
(Vita Contemplativa) >xu3au. OH, Ha ee B3I, ObLT BBIpa3UTENIeM JIyXa SIOXU
€BPOIEHCKOTO MOJICPHA, BO3BEIWYHMBIICTO WHCTPYMEHTAIBHBIC BO3MOXKHOCTH
MMOKOPEHUsI MHUPA, KOTOPBIE JOJDKHO OTPAaHMYUBATH JUIIh OHUMAaHWE IIEHHOCTH

! Xors Busaus uaeki Kanra Ha GopMupoBaHUe TepMEHEBTHIECKOM CTPaTeruy APEHAT IPEICTaB-
TeTCS TPEOYIOMNM TaTbHEHIIIEr0 IPUCTANEHOTO U3yUSHHS, CIIEAYET OTMETHTH TOT BKIIAJ B pa3pa-
00TKy 3TOi1 IpobIeMBl, KOTOPEIH coaepxutcs B padorax Jl. O. Aponcona, C. baknepa, P. baitaepa,
P. bepracruna, B.B. bubuxuna, /I.P. Bumisl, P. locrans, M. Konosan, /I. MakI oana, H.B. Mor-
pouminoBoit, X. Honaca, M. Iaccepun n°AntpeBa, M.E. CoboneBoit, A.®. Oummnmmona, 0. Xa-
oepmaca, M.A. Xesemu, A. Xemiep, M. Xeiidena, I1. Xoiinena, M.B. SIMmoasckoro u Jpyrux ore-
YECTBEHHBIX U 3apYOEKHBIX aBTOPOB.
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cBoOobl yenoBeka [1. P. 155]. Kanr cranoButcs, B OJ0OHON MHTEpIpETALINH,
BBIPA3UTEIIEM TPArHYECKOI0 IK3UCTEHIIUAIBHOTO JUCCOHAHCA SMIMPUUECKON JaH-
HOCTH M cB0O0OOBI yenoBeka: «Korga yenoBeueckoe JOCTOMHCTBO €IIe He 3aTpo-
HYTO, UMEHHO €r0 TParuyHoCTh, a HEe a0CYPAHOCTh BOCIIPUHUMACTCS KaK OTJIMYH-
TeJIbHAS YepTa YeJIOBEUYECKOI0 CyIeCTBOBaHUA. E€ BemnuaiiuM BIpa3UTEIIEM SB-
nsierca KaHT, 111 KOTOpOro CIIOHTaHHOCTh ACHCTBUS U COOTBETCTBYIOIIUE ITOTEH-
LMY [IPAKTUYECKOI0 pa3yma, BKIIIO4asi CUILy CY>KIEHHS, OCTAIOTCS BbIIAIOIIMMHUCS
CHOCOOHOCTSIMH 4€JIOBEKa, XOTS €ro aKTUBHOCTh MOJANAAAeT MOJ JACTEPMUHU3M
IIPUPOJIHBIX 3aKOHOB U €T0 CYKJEHHE HE MOXKET IPOHUKHYTH B TaliHy a0COJIIOTHOM
peansHoCTH (the Ding an sich). Kant o6anan cMenocTbio onpaBaaTh YeIoBeKa 3a
IIOCJIEACTBUS €T0 AEIHNUN, HACTauBasi UCKJIIOUUTEIBHO HA YUCTOTE €T0 MOTUBOB, U
3TO CIACJIO €ro OT MOTEPH BEPhI B YEJIOBEKA M €0 MOTEHIUAIbHOE BEJINYUE), —
ormeuaeT Apesar [1. P. 235]. B npuBeneHHOI XapakTepUCTUKE TOTO IOHUMaHUs
CHelU(pUKNA YEIOBEYECKOro CYIIECTBOBaHUS, KoTopoe 3adukcupoBan KaHT, mo
MBICIIM ApPEHAT, OTKPBIBAETCS MEPCIEKTHBA AAJbHEHIINX YCUINN IPAKTUYECKOTO
paszyma, KOTOpOMY HaJUIeKUT OOHApYKUTh Ba)KHEHIIINEe KOHCTAHTHI OBITHS 4Yeso-
BEKa B pasleisieMOM KM C JAPYTUMHU JIIOJbMH MHUpPE, MOJIHOM Tparuyeckux
1 HEKOHTPOJIUPYEMBIX KOJUIU3UH. PazymMeercs, yKe Ha 3TOM 3Tare «4eI0BeUecKoe
COCTOSIHUEY TOJICKUT pedIIeKCUU Ha TepPMEHEBTHYECKOW OCHOBE, OTHAKO APEHIT
BEJIMKOJICITHO OCO3HAET, YTO HK3UCTECHUMAIBHO HAIMPABIIAEMAasi MbICIb HYXIAa€TCS
B CAMOCTOSITEIBHOM PacCMOTPEHUH, POKJasi TEM CaMbIM TEMAaTUYECKOE I10JIE TIPO-
PabOTKHU «GKU3HU JyXay.

DK3UCTEHINAILHO-aHTPOIIOJIOTHYECKOe mpouTeHue KanTa, 0e3yclioBHO,
COCTOSIOCH Ha 0a3e OCBOEHUS TEX MOJIX0I0B, KOTOpPbIE ObLUIN MPEI0OKEHbI YUUTe-
nsmu Apeaar — M. Xaiigerrepom u K. Slcniepcom. Paznensis denomeHonornye-
CKYyIO CTpaTeruio mojxofa Xaijaerrepa K pa3padorke MeTadu3UKd KOHEYHOCTH,
€ro BUJCHHE «3a0pomeHHOCTH» Dasein B Mup, IaHHBIH B TOPU30HTE BPEMEHH,
ApEeH/IT BMeCTe C TEM IoJlaraeT He0OXOAUMBIM 0OpeTeHue crielupuIecKon aHaIu-
TUKH YEJIOBEUECKOT'0 CYIIECTBOBAHUS IIPU ONIOPE Ha KAHTOBCKOE HACJIEUE, ET0 OC-
HOBHBIE TEMAaTHUYECKUE CIIOM M IPEINOoJIaraéMblii UM KaTeropualbHbIA ammapar.
[Ipu >TOM BO3HMKAeT BOINPOC, KAaKUM 0Opa3oM BO3MOXKHO BBEJCHHME TeMaTHie-
CKOI'O COJIEpXkaHUs M KaTeropuil KaHTOBCKOM CHCTEMBI B aHTPOIOJIOIMYECKYIO
TEOPUIO O LEIOCTHOCTH «IESATENBHOMN KU3HN» U «KU3HU nyxa». KoneuHo, ApeHaT
COBEPILEHHO OINPEJEIEHHO, KaK SIBCTBYET U3 €€ MO3IHUX IITYAUH, yuJia ypoK, IIpe-
nogHeceHHbIl Xaiinerrepom B kaure «Kant u npo6iema Metadu3nkmny, rie moka-
3aHO pOXKJIEHUE MeTa(pU3UKHU KOHEUHOCTH B KOHTEKCTE Pa3MbIIUICHUN O KaHTOB-
CKOM TIOHUMAaHHUU TPOJYKTHBHOTO BOOOpaKeHUs, H3IOXKEeHHOM B «Kputuke
yycToro pasyma»’. Ho neranpbHOe 0OpalleHue K 3TOM TeMaTUKe BO3HHKAeT, Kak
MIPEJICTABIISAETCS, B TBOPUYECTBE APEHAT YK€ TOCIE TEOPETHUECKON MPOpadOTKH
AQHTPOIIOJIOTUYECKUX XAPAKTEPUCTHK <«JESITEIbHOW JKU3HW», BO3HHUKAIOIINX

2 18 nmexabps 1951 r. Xaiimerrep mucan ApeHAT O TOM, YTO MOCHUIAET €l HOBOE HM3IAHHE 3TOTO
TpyJia, a MO3{HEE MPOCHJI €€ BBICKA3aThCsl KPUTUUYECKHU O ero coaepxkanuu [2. C. 125; 133].
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B nuasore ¢ «Kputnkoil npaktruueckoro pazyma» u «Kputukoit cnocoOHOCTH CyX-
nenus». IIporcxoauT 3To moa HpsMbIM BO3AEHCTBHEM TOTrO crocoda paboThl ¢
HacJeaueM KaHTOBCKOW MBICITH, KOTOPBIN OBLI peioxeH B prtocodun SAcnepca.

VIMeHHO 3K3MCTeHIMaIbHAsA UHTEpIpeTalusl 0a30BbIX TEM U KaTEropuil KaH-
TOBCKOH (hunocopuu BIOXHOBIsUIa ApEeHAT IpU pa3paboTKe BOIPOCA O €IUHCTBE
NEATEIBHOM M TyXOBHOM COCTABIIAIOILEH JKM3HU 4YejoBeKa. B 3ToM oHa mpsmo
npu3Haercs B nucbMe SAcnepcy ot 27 aBrycra 1957 r., B KOTOpOM comepxkarcs ee
BIICYATJICHUSI OT MPOYTEHUS MOAAPEHHOM el uM kHuru «Benukue ¢unocodsn»:
«51 He mpounTana eue BCIO KHUTY, TOJIBKO TPU YETBEPTHU €€, HO 51 BCE K€ J0CTa-
TOYHO YBEpEHa, YTO €€ NEHCTBUTENIbHBIM LIEHTPOM SIBJISICTCSl UyAECHBIM aHaIu3
Kanra... HukTO Tak He MOHsUI €ro, Kak cienanu 3To Be» [3. P. 317]. DTo masieHb-
KO€ 3aMeYaHre TOBOPUT O TOM, YTO OHA MO3UTUBHO BOCIPHUHSLIA CIIOCO0 SK3UCTEH-
LMAJIbHOTO IE€PEOCMBICIEHUSI KAHTOBCKOIO Hacienus, npucymuii Scnoepcey.
[Tucebmo HammcaHo 3a roa a0 mosBieHus «YemnoBedeckoro coctosHus» (1958),
I7Ie TAKK€ OUEBUJHO JKEIAHHME ONEPEThCS HA KAHTOBCKOE BUICHHE «IESTEIBHOU
xu3HU». B TOM ke camom mocnanuu Slcnepcy ApeHAT MOsSCHSAET OCHOBY TOTO pa-
Kypca BUACHHS KAaHTOBCKOT'O HacJIeus, KOTOPOro OHA MPUIEPKUBAJIaCh Ha JTarle
HamucaHus 3Toro Tpyaa. OHa cUMTaeT, YTO B CBOEM OMHCAHUU (HOPMUPOBAHUS
yesioBeueckoro onbiTa KaHT He yuen ero xu3HeHHoe nu3Mmepenue. Ilpouects Kanra,
UCIPABIIAL ATOT HEJOCTATOK MPH OMOPE Ha HIK3UCTEHIIUAIBHBIN CIIOCO0 €ro MHTEep-

npeTanuy, — 3a7ada ee (Gurocockoro moaxona K BOCCO3JAHUIO €IUHCTBA
«IeSATEIBHON» U «Cco3eplaTenbHOi» XNU3HU. «B Hacrosmee Bpems, — coolmaer
oHa flcnepcy, — s umurao ‘KpUTHUKY CIIOCOOHOCTH CYXKACHHUS C yBEITUYMBAIO-

IIMMCsl OYapOBaHHUEM €10. 371ech, a He B ‘KpHUTHKe MpakTHYECKOro pa3yMa’, CKpbI-
BaeTcs NMOoUTHHHAS noymtudeckas guiocodust Kanra» [3. P. 318]. CmocoOHOCTH
CYXJICHUS — HEOOXOIMMOE COIPOBOKICHUE «ICATEIBHOM KU3HWY, HO OJTHOBpE-
MEHHO OHa OKa3bIBACTCS MPOJOKCHUEM MBICTUTEILHON CIIOCOOHOCTH, pa3pada-
ThiBaeMoM KanTtoM B mepBoil ero «Kpurtuke», NpUHAMJICKAINIEH H3MEPEHUIO
(OKU3HHU JyXa» YelIOBEKa.

Vike npu HanrcaHuu «Yea0Be4ecKoro COCTOSIHUSY APEHIIT C OYEBUIHOCTHIO
3aJlyMbIBaJIaCh O B3aUMOCBSI3U SK3UCTCHIIMAILHOTO UCTOJIKOBAHUS MPAKTUYECKUX
JIeSTHAN 4eJI0BEeKa U TePMEHEBTUKHU MOCTH)KEHUSI MUPA, XOTS IEHTP €€ aHAIUTHUKH,
0e3ycnoBHO, ObLT C(HOKYCHpPOBAaH Ha «JAeATEIbHOU >XuM3HM». Ha 3TOM 3Tame ee
TBOPYECTBA SK3UCTCHIIUAILHOE MPOYTCHNE KAHTOBCKOW MPOOJIEMATHKH OTYECTIHBO
0003HAYEHO NP aHATUTHKE TPYJa, PaOOTHI M ACHCTBHS KaK OCHOBHBIX XapaKTepH-
CTHK TPAaKTHYECKOW >KU3HM YeJIOBEKa, BHOCSIIMX BKJIAJ B KOHCTUTYHPOBaHUE
Mupa. Jlaske ToBepraronmecs TIaTeIbHOMY OCMBICIICHHIO MOJIOKeHus: Mapkca,
KacarolIuecs 3TOr0 TeMaTHYECKOTO TIOJIsl, BUAATCS €l CKBO3b IPU3MY KaHTOBCKOTO
YYCHUS O HaIIPUPOTHOCTU KYJIbTYPOCO3HIAIONIEH CBOOOIHONH aKTHBHOCTH YEJIO-
BeKa, Hecylleld B ceOc¢ M3HAYaIbHO SMAHCHIIATOPHBIA HMITYJIBC OCBOOOMKICHUS
OT TOpPa0OUIAIONINX BHENIHUX OOCTOSTEIBCTB M CTPEMJICHHE K TMOJUTHYCCKOU
cnpaBenuBoCTH. Tpyn paccMarpuBaeTcss ApeHAT Beies] 32 MapKcoM Kak MPoIecce
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«oOMeHa BeIIeCTB» MEX/Iy YEIOBEKOM U MPUPOJIOH, 00ECTIeYMBAIOIINI BOCIIPOH3-
BOJICTBO U MPOU3BOJACTBO JKU3HHU U OJTHOBPEMEHHO CBOOOJHO KOHCTUTYHPYIOUIHIA
paznensiembrit moabsMu Mup [1. P. 100]. B cBoeM moHuMaHu#M pabOThI OHA CUUTAET
TaKk)xe He0OXOANUMbBIM 00PaTUTHCS K MpeasiokeHHoMYy M. BeGepoM HcTonKOBaHHIO
MHCTPYMEHTAJIBHOTO JEWCTBUS, IO3BOJISIIOIIEMY OOjee OOCTOATENbHO YBUIETH
ONPEIMEUYMBAHNE YEIOBEUECKUX YCUIIMI B BEIIHOM PE3YJbTATE, OMOCPEIYIOLIEM
B3aUMOJCHCTBUE JIoAe B Mupe. VIMEHHO aelcTBHE, INpeanoJararouee HH-
TepCyOBbEKTUBHYI0 KOMMYHHUKAIIMIO, JI€JIa€T B KOHEUYHOM CYET€ BO3MO>KHBIM
OCMBICJICHHBI MUpP B TPaHUIAX COLMOKYJBTYPHBIX co00mIecTB: «JlelicTBre, Kak
OTJIMYHOE OT MPOU3BOJCTBA, HUKOTJA HE BO3MOKHO B U30JISIUU; ObITh U30JIHPO-
BaHHBIM O3HA4YaeT OBITH JIUIICHHBIM CIIOCOOHOCTH neicTBoBaThY [1. P. 188]. Kowm-
MYHHUKAaTUBHO O0(hOpMIICHHBI MUD Y€IOBEKa, C €¢ TOUKU 3peHusi, HauboJliee MOJIHO
IIPE/ICTABJIEH B HAJUYUHU sI3bIKa, 0Opa3HOM CTPYKType UCKyCCTBa U nonutuke. OH
o0pa3yeT HEeKOTOPOE OCMBICIIEHHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO, B TPAHUIIAX KOTOPOTO UMEETCS
myOIMYHOE B3aUMOJICHCTBHE U pEATM3yIOTCS KaK BIACTHBIE OTHOIICHUS, TaK U BO3-
MOHOCTb MPOTUBOCTOSITh UM. ECTECTBEHHO, UTO MPHU 3TOM OTPOMHYIO POJIb UT-
ParOT MBICIUTENBHBIC YCHIUS KOMMYHHUIMPYIOIUX CYOBEKTOB M UX CIIOCOOHOCTH
o0pecTy B3aMMOIIOHUMAaHHE, COXPAHSSI CBOI0O aBTOHOMHUIO.

XapakTepHO, 4TO pa3MbIIIIEHUS] APEHIAT O IPUPOJIE «AESITEIbHON )KU3HI» U
€€ BO3MOKHOCTH B COBPEMEHHOM MHpE, IpeACTaBieHHbIe B «HenoBeueckom co-
CTOSIHUN», 3aBEPLIAIOTCS YTBEPKACHUEM O HAJIMYMMU CBOOOJHON MBICIH Kak €€
HenpemeHHOM ycioBuu [1. P. 324]. [locne 3aBepiieHus 3Toro Tpyaa ApeHar mo-
CJIE0BATENIBHO JIBUYKETCS, IPOI0OJIKAsl ONMMPATHCSl HA KAHTOBCKOE HACJEIUeE, K CO-
3/1aHUI0 COOCTBEHHOTO T€pPMEHEBTUUECKOIO YUECHHUS B TPAHULIAX MPEJCTaBICHUHN O
«oKu3HU nyxa» [4. P. 13; 5. P. 14—36; 6. P. 352—359]. Ha 3ToM nyTH, KOTOpBIH
KyJbMUHHUPYET B CO3AaHUU (PYHIAMEHTAIBHO 3HAUMMBIX TPYIOB «KU3HB qyXan
(1978)° u «Jlekuuu no nonutudeckoii Gpuaocoduu Kanray (1982), packpeiBaercs
€€ MOHMMAHHE «CO3EpLATENbHOMN KU3HW», COCTABIISIIOUIEH BHYTPEHHIOK) CTOPOHY
«J1eATENIbHOM )KU3HU», €€ TyXOBHOE OCHOBAHUE.

YyBCTBEHHOCTb, PpacCynoK U pa3yM B NO3HAHUU U OCMbICNIEHUN MUpa

B nponecce coznanus «Kuznu nyxa», coxkycupoBaHHON Ha MCCIEIOBaHUU
MBICIUTENBHOM CLIOCOOHOCTH YEJI0BEKA, 00CITYKUBAIOILEH BOJIEBbIE AKThI U COMPSI-
KEHHOM CO CIOCOOHOCTBIO CYXAEHHUS, APEHIT BO MHOI'OM PYKOBOJCTBOBAJIaCh
YCTaHOBKOW MeTau3uKu KoHedHocTH Xamzaerrepa. B orimuume ot «Yenmoseue-
CKOT'O COCTOSTHHSI», IpU Hanucanuu «OKu3Hu gyxa» oHa oOpaiaercs K TpaHCLIEH-

3 DTOT HEOKOHUYECHHBII Tpyd ApeH.T, BBIIE NN MO-aHTIMHACKHY B IBYX TOMaX o1 Ha3BaHueM “The
Life of the Mind”, mosiBuiicst mox pemakuneit M. MakkapTé B HEMEILIKOM IIEPEBOE 0T 3arjlaBUEM
“Vom Leben des Geistes” (1979). IIpencrasisiercsi, 4TO OTOXKIECTBICHIE B HEMEIIKOM BapHaHTE
cioBa “Geist” ¢ aHMNIMHACKUM CIIOBOM “mind”, mpOBOAMMOE HE TOIBKO B 3aTOJIOBKE, HO U B TEKCTE
KHUTHU, BIIOJIHC onpaBz[aHo 10 CeMaHTI/I‘IeCKOMy HAITIOJIHCHHUIO. HO3TOMy B KOHTCKCTEC 3TOI>1 cTaTbn
KHHUT'a I/IMeHyeTCH «)KI/BHI) /:[yxa».
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JeHTalbHO-(peHOMeHOoJoTn4YecKol peduekcuu, mnonaras ee miarGopMmy aaexBaT-
HOM 000CHOBaHHIO (PYHIAMEHTAIBHOTO MOJOXKEHUS MeTa(pU3UKH KOHEUHOCTH 00
OTKPBITOCTH BBITHS HEMOCPEICTBEHHO COMTPUYACTHOMY €MY YETIOBEYECKOMY CYIIIe-
CTBY 4epe3 npu3My co3HaHus. OHa npuaepxxuBaercss KaHTOBCKO# TeopeTnyeckon
YCTaHOBKH, YTBEPXKasi, 9YTO «B 3TOM MUPE, B KOTOPBIN MbI IPUXOIHUM, SIBIISSICH U3
HEOBITHUS, U U3 KOTOPOTO MBI McYe3aeM B HeObITHE, bhiTHe U SBIstomieecs coBna-
naroT. MepTBasi Matepusi, PUPOHAS U UCKYCCTBEHHAs, M3MCHSIOIIASACA U HEU3-
MEHHasl, 3aBUCHUT B €€ CYILIECTBOBAaHUU, TO €CTh B €€ SIBJICHHOCTH, OT PUCYTCTBUS
®uBbIX cymiecTB» [7. P. 19]. [lockonbky peanbHO CYIIECTBYIOIIMM AJIS SK3UCTECH-
[MATBHOTO CYObEKTa BHICTYNAeT MUP SIBJICHUM, APEHAT CUUTAET HEOOXOIUMBIM
MOAYEPKHYTh TAKXKE CBOE pacxoxkaeHue ¢ Kantom, qomyckaBiimm, mo ee MHEHHIO,
aBTOHOMHOE CYyIIIECTBOBaHHUE «Beliei B cebe» [7. P. 23—24]. Takum o6pa3om, Bo-
MIPEKU IOTMAaTUYECKON MeTadu3nke, MeTahu3nKa KOHEUHOCTH UCXOIUT U3 IIEHHO-
CTH (peHOMEHAIbHO JaHHOT0, OOHAPY’KUBAsI B €0 TKaHU IK3UCTEHIIUAIBHO 3HAYH-
MOE.

[IpyHuMast B LIEJIOM JIOTHMKY NOCTPOEHHUS (PEHOMEHOJIOTMYECKON OHTOIOTHH
Xaitnerrepa, ApeHAT A0 KHA ObUIa 3arOBOPUTH O BAXKHOCTH MOCTHXKEHUS bbITHs B
ropu3oHTte BpeMmeHu. Mcxonnoe nomaoxxenue Meradu3uki KOHEUHOCTH, IO MHEHHUIO
ApeHaT, TOIHKHO 00PECTH MOCIEI0BATEIBHOE PA3BUTHE B IPOLIECCE PACCMOTPEHUS
MBICIIH, BOJIM U ICHCTBUS B TOPU30HTE BpeMeHH. J{J1s1 5TOro ux Haao ObUIO YBUIETD
KaK OHTOJIOTMYECKU 3HAYMMBIE pEaIy 4YeJIOBEUYECKOTO CYIIECTBOBAHUS B MUDE.
B sToM HaGmromaeTcst qBMKeHHEe APEHAT OT MUCXOJHOW XalaerrepruaHCcKoON ycTa-
HOBKHM K METOJIOJIOTMH PabOThl C MOJOOHOrO pona mpobiemamu Slcrepca, ero
OMBITY TEpeBOJa B OHTOJIOTWYECKUH peructp kareropuil ¢umocopun Kanra.
B nepBoii yacTu CBO€M KHUTHU O KM3HM JyXa OHA MOCIEA0BATEIbHO OCYIIECTBIIAET
TaKoro pojia paboTy, pa3MbIILISAsS O YyBCTBEHHOCTH, PACCYAKE U pasyMe, KOTOPbIe
COTIPSIKEHBI CO CIIOCOOHOCTBIO YEJIOBEKA HAEIATh CMBICIIOM SIBJIEHUS MUpA.

O06pa3 Mupa siBlieH, COOOpa3HO BapHaHTy MeTa(U3UKU KOHeYHOCTH Xaiiner-
repa, KOTOPbIM MPUHUMAET U pa3BUBAECT APEH/T, CKBO3b TOPU30HT CO3HAHMUS, HEOT-
PBIBHOTO OT IOTOKA BpeMEeHHU. APEHIT CUUTAET BETUKUM OTKpbITHEeM ['ycceps To,
9TO 0OBEKTHBHOCTH MHPA — HUTOT CYOBEKTUBHOCTH, YKOPCHEHHOH B aKT€ WHTCH-
LMOHANLHOCTU cO3HaHUs. «OOBEKTUBHOCTh, — 3aKJII0YaeT OHA, — BCTPOCHA B
camy CyOBEKTUBHOCTh CO3HAHUs, OJaroaaps MHTCHIMOHAIBHOCTHY [7. P. 46]. 1n-
TEHIIMOHATILHOCTh PUCYETCSl €l OCHOBaHMEM IOJaraHusi HHTepCyObEKTUBHO 3Ha-
YUMOM peaJbHOCTH.

[TepBBIM 1aroM Ha TOM MYTH BBICTYIAET MOCTPOCHUE MHUPA, UYBCTBEHHO SB-
JIGHHOTO B T0JI€ CO3HAHUsA. /JJaHHOCTh YyBCTBEHHO MOCTUKUMOI'O MUpPA UMEET, O
ApeHIT, CBOUM HCXOJHBIM MOMEHTOM TEJIECHOE MPUCYTCTBHE YeJIOBEKa B HEM,
yJIa4yHo TpejcTaBlieHHoe B pabotax M. Mepno-Ilontu. McTouHnKOM, TUTAIOIIAM
(dbopMupoBaHHE MUPa, IPEICTAIOT, COIVIACHO €M, B IEPBYIO OYepe/b MATh 00IIen3-
BECTHBIX «BHEIIHUX YYBCTBY, a TAK)KE CHHTE3UPYIOIIEE UX «00IIIee YYBCTBOY, POJIb
KOTOpOTro spko oxapakrtepusoBain emie AxkBuHar [7. P. 50]. Umenys noctukenue
PEAIIbHOCTH «IIECTHIM YyBCTBOM», ApEHAT KOHCTaTUpyeT, Beiaen 3a Y.C. ITupcom,
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YTO MBI, pyKOBOJCTBYSICh 3/IpaBbIM CMBICJIOM, YBEPEHBI B IPUCYTCTBUH PEAILHO-
CTH, JaX€ €CIIH Mbl HE€ B COCTOSHMM YTBEPXKAAaTh, YTO OHAa HAaM H3BECTHA.
«MUpHOCTB» KOHCTUTYUPYETCS, CTAlI0 ObITh, YK€ Ha UyBCTBEHHOM YPOBHE Kak
MHTEPCYOBEKTUBHO pa3/esiieMoe MOCTH)KEHUE PeaIbHOCTH, KOTOpasi HaJelseTcs
3HAYEHHUEM U BBIpa3uMa B S3bIKE. JTO MpENoiaraeT HHTepPCyObEeKTUBHYIO JOKa-
JU3APYEMOCTb BCETO, YTO HAINOJHAET MHpP, B IIPOCTPAHCTBE U 3aCTaBIISCT
3aJyMaThCsl 00 UCTOYHUKE €0 CBSI3U CO BPEMEHEM.

TpakroBka KaHTa, Kak ©3B€CTHO, OIIMPajach Ha MOJI0KEHUE, YTO KAPTHHA YyB-
CTBEHHO JJAHHOTO YIOPsIOYeHa MPH MOMOIIM JIBYX anpHOPHBIX (OPM YyBCTBEH-
HOCTH — TIPOCTPAHCTBA M BPEMEHM, II€pBas U3 KOTOPBIX SBJISETCS BHEIIHEH,
a BTOpas — BHYTpeHHel. VHTeprpeTupys IpPOCTPAaHCTBO M BpeMs BCIEH 3a
XalgerrepoM Kak BayKHEHIIME HK3MCTEHUUAIBHBIE KOHCTaHTBI, APEHAT TEM
HE MEHEE FOBOPUT O TOM, YTO UMEHHO KaHT BIUIOTHYIO MOAOLIEN K NOHUMAHHUIO
IPUHIUIHNAIBHON HEOOBEKTUBUPYEMOCTH BPEMEHH, YKa3YIOLIeH Ha ero CBsA3b Kak
BHYTPEHHETO YCIIOBHSI CO3/1aHus 00pa3a MUpa ¢ MPUCYTCTBHEM CYOBbEKTa B ObITHUH-
HOM KOHTEKCTE.

ApeHAT nojaraeT, YTo KAHTOBCKOE BUJEHHE BPEMEHH BO MHOTOM CXOK€E C UH-
TeprpeTanueil MpICIAIETo «5», mpeanonarawmei ykasaHue Ha HEMOCTHXKUMOE,
Tpedyrolee SK3UCTEHIIMATBHOTO MPOYTEeHUs. J{efiCTBUTENBHO, caMo 10 cebe MbIC-
nsiee «S», kak nosnaran Kanr, npunaanexxuT k cdepe «Bewiei B ce0e» 1 He MOXKET
OBITh OIPEIETICHO TKAHBIO SBIISIOIIETOCS, JIUIIE 3a7aBas TakoByo [8. C. 493].

ApEHAT BIOJIHE pa3/esisieT HEOKaHTUAHCKYIO 110 CBOMM MCTOKaM uiero o Oec-
CMBICJIEHHOCTH JOINYILEHUS BHYTPEHHEH CYTH SIBICHHOTO B ONbBITE KaK «BELIU B
ce0e», HO 3aTO TaKas XapaKTePUCTUKA KaXXeTCs €i BIIOJHE MPUIIOKUMOM K MbICIIS-
eMy «5I», KoTopoe U IposIBISETCS U OTHOBPEMEHHO CKPBITO B CBOEH CONPUYACT-
HocTu beiTHio. PedriekcuBHas MbICIUTENbHAS aKTUBHOCTD «S» XapakTtepusyercs
el kak riy0oKko ciputyanbHast: «OIbIT aKTHBHOCTH MBICIIH SIBIISIETCSI, BO3MOXHO,
M3HAYaJbHBIM UCTOYHUKOM HAILETO MOHSTHS JyXOBHOCTH caMoi 1o ce0e, He3aBu-
cuMo ot (opM, KOTopbie oHa puHUMaeT» [7. P. 42]. OHa BO3BHIIIAETCS HE TOJIBKO
HaJ «MUPHOCTBIO» PEAILHOCTH, NaHHOM BHEIIHUMH YyBCTBAMM, HO U HaJl TeJecC-
HBIM, IIPOTHBOCTOSALIMM Jaymne. TakoW XOJA pasMBIIUICHUNW IPsSMO 3aJaH
aBI'yCTUHUAHCKUMU CUMIIATUAMU APEHJIT, HO 3/1€Ch MOKET IIPOYUTHIBATHCS TAKKE
Bmustaue K. Scnepca u M. Ilenepa. Tak winu wHade, yxe npu (UKCAIIUN dyB-
CTBEHHO [JaHHOTO AaKTMBHOCTb MBICIAIEro «S» mpenngaraer CoOCTBEHHBIH
CMBICJIOBOW YPOBEHb €TI0 MOCTH)KEHUS, IPEBOCXOSIININ (PeHOMEHATIBHO JaHHOE B
MUDE, TEIECHO MOPOKAAEMOE U 3aJaHHOE ITOPbIBAMU AYLICBHON KU3HU.

B ucronkoBaHnun ApeHAT MBICIUTENBHOM CIOCOOHOCTH YelloBEKAa 0C000€e Me-
CTO MNPUHAMICKUT NPEUIOKCHHOMY €10 IMOHUMAaHHUIO B3aUMOCBS3U pacCylKa
(Verstand) u paszyma (Vernunft), KOTOpoe COCTaBJIS€T LEHTPAILHOE 3BEHO €&
repMEeHEeBTHYECKOHN Iu1aTopMbl. UyBCTBEHHO IaHHOE, ¢ TOYkHM 3peHus Kanra,
9YTOOBI TIPEACTaTh B BUJC 3HAHUSA, JOJDKHO MOJABEPTHYTHCS MBICIUTEIHHO-IOTHYE-
CKOM 00paboTKe Impu nmomouu paccyaka. Ilpu sToM «paccy1ok HUUEro He MOKET
co3epLarh, a YyBCTBA HMYErO0 HE MOIYT MBICIUTh. TOJBKO U3 COEAUHEHMS MX
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MOXeT BO3HUKHYTH 3HaHue» [8. C. 155]. [Toaromy KanT ynensn ctonps O6omblnoe
BHHUMaHHE PACCMOTPEHHUIO KaTerOPUAIBHOTO anmapaTa MBIIUICHUS, CIOCOOHOCTH
MPOIYKTHBHOTO BOOOPAXKECHHS K CXEeMAaTU3MYy, BEAYyIIEMY K (POPMHUPOBAHHIO TIOHSI-
TUi 00 00bekTax. OMBIT MBICTHIICS UM KaK pe3yJbTaT CHUHTE3a YyBCTBEHHO JIaH-
HOTO 32 CYET €ro MOHATHUMHOrO O(QOpPMIICHHUS, MPEAIOJIararoiero CrnocoOHOCTb
KOHIENTYaJU3aluu U CYXKIACHUS 0 MHOTOOOpa3uu mpeaMerHoro mupa. OmaHoBpe-
MeHHO KaHT, Kak M3BECTHO, CUMTaJ, YTO KapTHHA PEATHHOCTH «JIOCTPAUBACTCS
IIPH TOMOIIYU YCHIJIMHA pa3yma, KOTOPBIH MO3BOJISIET CyOBEKTY BO3BBIIIATHCS /10 BU-
JICHUS 1IEJIOCTHOCTH MUPO3/IaHHUS, HAICJISAsI CMBICIIOM MPUHIIUIHAIBHO YyBCTBEHHO
HenocTxuMoe npu nocpeactse uaeit [8. C. 340].

[Tpennaras coOCTBEHHOE MCTOJIKOBAHME B3aMMOCBS3M paccyaka U pasyma,
ApeHaT mojaraer, 4To, €CNIM CJIEJOBaThb TE3UCYy 00 OCHOBOIOJIATarolIed poiH
MBILIUICHUS B CO3JIaHUH 00pa3a MHUpa, TO HEOOXOIMMO yKa3aTh Ha JHIUPYIOIIYIO
poNib pa3dymMa MO OTHOIICHHIO K PACCyAOYHOW IEATENIbHOCTH W TOTEHIHATY
YyBCTBEHHOCTH, U €T0 CBS3b C CYILLIECTBOBAHMEM 4Y€JIOBEKA BO BpemeHu [7. P. 63].
Takoit X0 aHATUTUKY [TO3HABATETIHLHOM JESTEIbHOCTU MO3BOJISIET €l MPUIUTH K CO0-
CTBEHHOMY BapHUaHTY UCTOJIKOBAHUSI OHTOJIOIMUYECKUX OCHOBAHUN T€PMEHEBTHKHU.

Pazym (Vernunft) paccmarpuBaercst ApeHAT B KaueCTBE OCHOBHOM CITOCOOHO-
CTH CO3HaHMsI, BOIUIOMIAIONIEH MBIIUICHUE KaK TakoBoe. IMEHHO MBbIIIIJIEHUE 103-
BOJISIET HAJEISAThH YETIOBEUECKU MUP CMBICIIOM KaK HEKYIO IIeIOCTHOCTh. Benen 3a
KanToMm oHa monaraer, 4To B OTIMYUE OT pazyma paccynok (Verstand) siBisercs
MO3HABATENIBHON CIOCOOHOCTHIO, KOTOpas OMHPAETCS Ha YYBCTBEHHO coO3epliae-
Moe, TToJ1arasi CBOe 11eJ1bI0 MOCTUKEHNUE UCTHHBI siBJeHUH. HbIMU crioBamMu, «pac-
cynok (Verstand) »axaeT CXBaTUTh JaHHOE B YYBCTBEHHOCTH, HO pa3yM
(Vernunft) xoder nmoHsATh ero 3Hauenue» [7. P. 57]. Ilpu moMomu MpICITHTEIHHON
CIOCOOHOCTH pa3yM IMOCSTaeT Ha OCMBICIICHHE LETOCTHOCTH MUPa U UHTETPUPYET
B 9TOM KOHTEKCTE YaCTHBIE JIOCTOBEPHBIC CYKJICHUS O €ro siBJIeHUsX. B oTinnune
ot Kanta ApeHaT pe30HHO 3aMeUaeT, YTO €CJIM YCTPaHUTh CYIIEeCTBYIOIINE O1aro-
Japsi aKTaM MBICIH CMBICIIOBBIE KOHTYPBI MHpPa, TO, BO3MOXHO, U PacCyJA04YHbIC
poOJIeMbI MOKAXKYTCS JIOJIM HEHYKHBIMH, HE UMCIOIIMMH 3HadeHus [7. P. 62].
I'opuszoHT pasyma, Kak NpeJCTaBIAETCA €, HafeaseT UHTEPCYObEKTUBHO pa3ies-
€MbIii MUP 0COOBIM CMBICIIOBBIM U3MEPEHHUEM, CONPSKEHHBIM C MOJIaraHUeM Iiesien
YEJI0BEYECKOU IEATEIIbHOCTH.

B sT0ii cBA3M ApeHar, cienys BO MHOroM B (apBaTepe MO3AHHX paboT
Xaiinerrepa, pa3MbIIUIAET O POXKICHUH CMBICIOBOTO TOPU30HTA FEPMEHEBTUYE-
CKOTO MUPOIIOHMMAaHMS CKBO3b MPU3MY $3bIKA, COMYTCTBYIOUINX €My 3HAKOBBIX,
00pa3Ho-MeTadOpHUUECKUX CPEACTB, MO3BOJISIOUINX YBUAECTH B HOBOM paKypce Te
SIBJIGHUSI, KOTOPBIE YK€ MPUCYTCTBYIOT KaK HEUTO JAaHHOE, KaK JOCTOSHUE «37pa-
BOT'O CMBICTIa».

Mpiuienue pucyercsi ApeHAT Kak pe3ysbTaT MOCTOSIHHOTO COKPAaTHYECKOTro
auanora «S» ¢ coboit [7. P. 74—75]. Ilpuuem riaaBHON €ro XapakTepUCTHKON
OKa3bIBaeTCs MapaJoKcaabHasi COMMPUYACTHOCTh MOMEHTY HACTOSIIET0 U OJHOBpE-
MEHHO BEYHOCTH. BbITHE, «BBHICBEUMBASCH» B aKTE MBICIH, CO3/1a€T OCHOBAHHE
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co3epLaTeIbHON ku3HU denoBeka. Camo 1o cebe moJoOHOE HCTOIKOBAHHE MbIC-
JUTEIBHON CIOCOOHOCTH KaK OTMEUYEHHOH eIMHCTBOM IpPeObIBaHUS B HACTOSAIIEM
U NIPUCYTCTBUS B BEYHOCTHU CBUIETENBCTBYET HE TOJIBKO O NPUBEPKEHHOCTH KaH-
TOBCKOMY CTPOIO MHTEPIIPETALMU JTOIO CIOXKETa, HO U 3aCTABJIICT BCIIOMHUTDL O
Hacleauu ABTyCTHHA, YbH (puiocodckue uaeu npuBieKanin ApEeHIT CO CTyIeHYe-
CKHX JIET.

CB$13b MbILWNEHUS C BOJIE N CNOCOOHOCTLIO CYXAeHUSN

Pa3Mplluifs 0 3HaAYMMOCTH MBILUIEHUS B XKHU3HHU 1yXa, APeHAT HEMHUHYEMO
IIPUXOJUT K OCMBICIIEHUIO €70 POJIM JUIsl OPUEHTALUU BOJIEBOM aKTUBHOCTH U CIIO-
COOHOCTH CY>KJICHMsI YeJIOBEKa, YKa3blBasi OJIHOBPEMEHHO Ha MX cHelUu(UKy U aB-
ToHOMHMIO [7. P. 69]. Mbltnenue, Boyis M CHOCOOHOCTH CYKICHHUS TIPH STOM aHAJIH-
3UPYIOTCS €10 KaK C TOUKH 3pEHMs UX IK3UCTEHLUAIbHOW 00yCIOBIEHHOCTH, TaK U
B [IEPCIIEKTUBE UX AMUCTEMOJIOTMYECKOTO U3yUEHUSI.

[TockonbKy 4enoBeUeCKOe CYLIECTBOBAHME HMCTOJKOBBIBACTCSI ApEHAT BCIEa
3a XaiiierrepoM Kak HEMbICJIIMMOE BHE TOPU30HTA BPEMEHH, OHA 10J1araeT BaKHBIM
COOTHECTH Ka)KAYIO U3 HA3BAHHBIX CLIOCOOHOCTEH YesloBeKa C HEKOTOPhIM BPEMEH-
HbIM MOAYyCOM. VIMEHHO MBIIIJIEHUE, COOTHOCUMOE €0 C MOMEHTOM HaCTOSLIETO U
yxozsiee B 06CKOHEUYHOCTh, PEACTAET TEM 3BEHOM, KOTOPOE MPUCYTCTBYET B BO-
JIeU3bSBICHUH U CIOCOOHOCTHU CYXKJIEHUs, COSUHAA UX BOeUHO: «B 3TOM mpome-
AKYTKE MEX]y IPOILIbIM U Oy AyIIMM, Mbl OOHApYKUBAEM Hallle MECTO BO BpEMEHH,
KOTJ1a MBI IyMaeM, T.€. KOTJja Mbl JIOCTaTOYHO yJaJeHbl OT MPOIIJIOro U OyayIero,
YTOOBI OMUPATHCS HA HUX B MIOMCKE UX CMbICIA, 3aHUMAsl IO3ULIMIO ‘TTOCPETHHUKA’,
apOuTpa WK CyAbU MO OTHOIIEHUIO K MHOIOCTOPOHHUM, O€CKOHEYHBIM OTHOILIE-
HUSIM YEJIOBEYECKOTO CYIIECTBOBAHUS B MHpE, HUKOTJa HE JOCTUIas KOHEYHOIrO
pELIeHNs UX 3araJjokK, HO HaXOAsACh B TOTOBHOCTH /1aBaTh BCET/1a HOBBIE OTBETHI HA
BOIIPOC, YTO ke mpoucxoaut» [7. P. 209—210].

B pe3ynbTare Ta KapTHHA CUTYHMPOBAHHOCTH YEJI0OBEUECKOI0O CYILIECTBA BO Bpe-
MEHH, KOTOPYIO pUCyeT APEHAT, UCXO/Is U3 KAHTOBCKUX MOJIOKEHHUM, IPUBOJIUT K
BUJICHUIO CyObEKTa KaK HECYIIEro B ce0e MMITYJIbC UCTOPUU M AaKKYMYJIHPYIOILETro
€€ OMBIT CO00Pa3HO C BapUAHTOM «KPUTHUKH MCTOPUUYECKOTO pasyMay, OCYLIECTB-
JIeHHbIM Xaiaerrepom mnoj BiIussHUEM uael ¢punocopun xku3Hu. OJHOBPEMEHHO
€€ HCTOJIKOBAaHHWE OCHOBHBIX BEKTOPOB JESTEILHOCTU JyXa BO BPEMEHHU 3acCTaB-
JSI0T BCIIOMHUTBH O CXeM€ ABIYCTHHA, COOTHOCHUBILEIO MbIC/b, MAMSITh U BOJIIO
C MOMEHTAaMHM HACTOSLIET0, IPOLLIOro U Oyayiero. ABIyCTHH, Kak U3BECTHO, 000-
3HAUWJI NpUMAT HACTOSIIETO0 MO OTHOLIEHMIO K WHBIM M3MEPEHHUSM BpPEMEHMU.
B srom mnane Xaiinerrep, akieHTUPYIOIIUNA MEPBEHCTBO OYIYyIEro Mo OTHOLIE-
HUIO K APYTUM U3MEPEHUSIM BPEMEHU, HE IPUHUMAET NO3ULNI0 ABIYCTHHA, U TPAK-
TOBKa APEHJIT C BApUAHTOM HCTOJIKOBAHUS BPEMEHHU €€ YUUTEIEM B JaHHOM OTHO-
LIEHUH HE COBMAJaeT.

Paccyxnas o cneruguke BoJIEBOIO akTa M €ro CBA3HM C MBICIUTENBHOI cIlo-
COOHOCTBIO, ApEHAT OOHapyXHUBAE€T UX €AUHCTBO B TOM, YTO OHM MPEBOCXOIAT
€CTECTBEHHbIC T'PAaHUIbl IMIMPUYECKU JAHHOIO, BO3BBIIASCH HaJ HUM. Pasym
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MMOAHUMAETCS 10 OOpETEeHUs CMBICIIA, CTUPasi TPAHUITBI MEKTY HACTOSAIIUM U BEU-
HOCTBIO, @ BOJIEBOH aKT MPEAIOJIAraeT, YTO «Mbl UMEEM JIETIO C peaIusiMU, KOTOPbIE
HUKOT/JIa HE CYIIIECTBOBAJIN, KOTOPHIX €Il HET M KOTOPhIE MOTYT HUKOT/1a HE OBITH
[9. P. 14]. Ora 3By4amas B KAHTOBCKOM JyXe KOHCTaTalus BJeueT 3a co00il BO3-
MOXHOCTh OOOCHOBAHHS B3aMMOICHCTBHS MBICIUTEILHOTO CMBICIIOCO3UIAHUS Pa-
3yMa U aKTOB CBOOOJTHOTO BOJIEBOTO MPOCKTHPOBAHHUSI.

Bonesoii akT, mo ApeHAT, OKa3bIBa€TCsl BO3MOKHBIM JIUIIIH Ha 0a3e YenoBeye-
CKkoil cBoOOIbI. [Ipu3HaHMe 3TOrO OOCTOSATENHCTBA MPOM3OILIO B TpaHUIAX
Wy ICOXPUCTHAHCKOW TPAIHUIIMH U OBLIO UYXkJIO S3BIYECKON aHTUYHOCTH, TJIE Mpe-
BaJIMpOBasa UKINYECKast MOJIEb «BEYHOTO BO3BpALIECHH», COOOPa3HO C KOTOPOit
B IPaHMIIAX KOCMHYECKOTO I1IEJIOr0 BOCITPOU3BOAMUTCS YK€ CIIyUUBILIEECS paHee U
HE MOXKET BO3HUKHYTh 4ero-au0o paaukaibHO HOBoro. WyaeoxpucTHaHCKoe
MHUPOCO3EPIIAHNE TPEAINOJIaracT, YTO YEJOBEK CO3JaH Mo 00pasy U MoI00UI0
00XHUI0O U B CHJIy 3TOrO OOCTOSITENIbCTBA €My JapOBaHa CBBIIIE CIIOCOOHOCTH
K CBOOOJTHOMY BOJICU3BSIBICHHUIO. APSH/IT CUUTALT, YTO Hanbosee riryboKoe MoHu-
MaHue NpoOJeMbl CBOOOJHOTO BOJEU3BSABICHUS TMPEACTABICHO B TPAIUINH
xpuctuanckoir punocopun CpenneBexoBbs. g moHuMaHus ee COOCTBEHHOTO
BUJICHUSI 3TOTO BOIMpoca OcOOeHHO BaxkHbl uaen ApryctuHa u JlyHca Ckota,
TIIyOWHY TPAKTOBKH KOTOPBIM CYTH aKTa BOJICH3bSIBICHHUS OHA CUUTACT COMTOCTABH-
MOM ¢ KaHTOBCKOH [9. P. 145].

[Tpennarast ocTpyo KpUTUKY Bo33peHuidl ['066ca u CrMHO3BI OTHOCHTEIHHO
JAHHOTO TEMAaTUYECKOTO IMOoJist, APEHAT yTBEP)KIAeT, YTO HauOOJbIIeH TTyOnHOM
MMOHUMAaHHUS BOJIM OTMe4eHbl Bo33peHusi Kanrta. Ero monsTue BoJiM HECBOJIUMO K
MHTEPIIPETAllMd TAKOBOM Kak CBOOOJBI BbIOOpA MM COOCTBEHHOMW, 0€3yCIOBHOM
MPUYMHBI, a MPEIINOoiaraeT €€ OTOXICCTBICHHE C MBIIUICHUEM, MPUCYIIUM
0coOoMy, MpakTH4YeCKoMy, pazymy. «KaHTOBcKasi BOJISI JIeJ€TUPYETCS pasyMoM,
C TE€M YTOOBI CTATh €r'0 HCIIOJTHUTEIHLHBIM OPTaHOM B JTFOOBIX aKTaX MOBEICHUS», —
3akiodaeT oHa [9. P. 149].

KanToBckuii moixo, Ha €€ B3IJIsAl, BRITOAHO KOHTPACTUPYET KaK C KEJTaHHUEM
I'erenst cBecTH 4enoBEUYECKYIO CBOOOY K OCO3HAHUIO HEOOXOJUMOCTU abCONIOT-
HOTO HayaJla UCTOPHUH, YCTPEMIJICHHOTO K 3aBOE€BAHMIO BBICOT Iporpecca, Tak U ¢
(hakTUYECKUM OTpUIIAHKEM 3HAYMMOCTH BosieHus Hulrie, peyiupoBaBIuM camo
HaJu4he TAaKOBOT'O K «BOJi€ K BiacTu». Kpome Toro, mist ApeHAT KaHTOBCKOE
paccMoTpeHHe MPOOIEeMbI BOJU BBINISIUT Kak 0oJiee MPeAnoYTUTEIHLHOE IO OTHO-
LICHUIO K «BOJIE-HE-BBIPAXKATb-BOJIEU3bABICHUE» Xaiinerrepa. OIHOBPEMEHHO,
MOAYEPKUBAsi 3HAUMMOCTh KAaHTOBCKOTO IMOAXO0/1a K BOJEH3BSIBICHHUIO KaK UTOTY
MBICJTUTENIbHBIX YCUIIUN MPAKTHUECKOTO padyma, ApeH/IT HE CYUTACT HY>KHBIM aK-
LEHTUPOBATh €IWHCTBO €r0 HOPMAaTHBHO-MOPAJIBHBIX U YHUBEPCAIbHO-CMBICIIO-
BBIX yCTpemJieHHH. DTta mpobiema obOperaer Ooyiee BecOMO€ 3ByYaHUE IIPH
oOpallleHuH K aHaJIN3y pean3alii BO3MOKHOCTEH MBIIIIEHHSI B 00JaCTH CIIOCO0-
HOCTH CY>KJICHUSI.

Kak cnpaBennuBo momnaraetr P. baiinep, «Mbl BBIHY>KIEHBI paccMaTpUBATh
‘Kusup pazyma’ 6e3 Cyxnenus kak ucropuio 0e3 oxonuanus» [10. P. 90].
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CHoOHTaHHOCTh MBIIUICHUS, KaK yTBepkaain Kaut B «KpuTuke unucroro pazyma,
OpUEHTHPOBAaHA Ha TMOCTHKEHHE OMPEJCICHHON MPEeIMETHOCTH U pealu3yercs
B criocoOHoctu cyxaenus [8. C. 305—306]. CnenoBarensHo, 61aromaps crocoo-
HOCTHU CYX/JICHHUS OCYIIECTBIISIETCS CUHTE3 UyBCTBEHHO CO3EPI[aeMOro0 U MOHSATHII-
HOT'O MBIIIJIEHUS, ABUKYLIETOCS 110 KOHTYPY MHUpa U OCBaMBAIOILETO €r0 COAepKa-
Hue B KOHTeKCTe KyJIbTyphl [11. C. 64]. [TockonbKy CITOCOOHOCTB CYKJICHUS OTHO-
CUTCSl K KOHKPETHKE CIIYYMBIIETOCS, TO OHA CBsI3aHa C OMKUCAHUEM MHUHYBIIETO H,
B MHTEpHpeTauu ApeH T, 3are4aTieBaeT YeI0BeYeCKOe CyIIeCTBOBAaHUE B TOTOKE
uctopuu. Kak nzsectno, B «Kpuruke cnocooHocTH cyxaeHus» Kant pasnuuan asa
THIIA CYXACHUI — omnpenenstonue u peduektupyrommue [12. C. 178].

s onpenensiomero CyKJIeHUs CBOMCTBEHHO MOJBEACHHUE 3MIIMPUYECKU
JAHHOTO IO/ YK€ CYIEeCTBYIOIIee TOHATHE, TOTAA Kak pedIeKTupyrolee cyxie-
HUE TPEANONaraeT UCI0JIb30BaHUE BOOOPaXEHUS ISl BOCCO3/1aHUS YyBCTBEHHO
MHOT000Pa3HOro C LIEJbI0 MOUCKAa CIOCOOHOrO OOOOIIMTH €ro B OMpeesIeHHOM
NEPCIEKTUBE MOHATH. APSHIT CUUTANIA, YTO KAHTOBCKOE YUEHHE O CIOCOOHOCTH
CY’KJICHHSI, €r0 BUICHHE TBOPUECKOIO MOTEHIIMAaNa peQIIeKTUPYIOIIel ero Bepcuu
BKHO JJI IOHUMAaHUSI KOHCTUTYUPOBAHUSI COLMOKYJIBTYPHON U MOJIUTUYECKOU
peanbHOCTH. «Ilapanuu» MbICIIH paccMaTpPUBAJICS €10 KaK OCHOBaHUE HETPOTUBIIE-
HUSl COLIMATLHOMY 37y B €ro «0aHaTbHOM» OOJIMYHUH, SPKUN TMPHUMEp Yero OHa
yBHUJIeNIa B HEXKEJIaHUH U HECTIOCOOHOCTH CaMOCTOSITENIbHO CYAUTh O MUPE HALIUCT-
CKOTO MpecTynmHuka A. DiXMaHa, OUIYIIABIIETO CeOsl JHIIb «BUHTUKOM» MeXa-
HU3Ma ToTanuTapHoro rocyaapersa [13. C. 203—239]. Teme crmocoOHOCTH CyXxe-
HUS, TIPEATNONAraloNIel TECHYI0 KOONEPALMIO paccyaka U MPaKTUYECKOro pazyma
ApeHaT npearnoiaraia NOCBITUTh TPEThIO YacThb «OKU3HU AyXa», HO 3TOT IUIaH HU-
Korja He ObUT peann3oBaH, M €€ BUACHUE ITOW MPOOJEMBbl HAILIO BOILIOMICHUE
nuib B «JIexkuuax mo noautuyeckoit punocopun Kanrtay u psaae ee no3gHux padboT
[14. C. 7—24; 15. P. 167—184].

ApEeHAT Mpeanoxuia A0CTaTOYHO yOeIUTENbHOE UCTOJIKOBAHUE POJIH 3/pa-
BOTO CMBICJIa U CIIOCOOHOCTH BOOOpa)K€HHsI B KOHCTHUTYHPOBAHUU CIOCOOHOCTH
CY’KIeHHs. 3paBblii CMBICT TPAKTYETCs €10 Ha 0a3e KAaHTOBCKOTO YYeHHs KaK MH-
TepCcyOBbEKTHBHAS 3HAYMMOCTD OTPEACICHHOTO BUICHHS COOBITUI MUpa, pa3/ens-
€MOT0 B HEKOTOPOM YEJI0OBEUECKOM COOOIIECTBE, YKOPEHEHHAs B CTPEMIICHHUH K 00-
[ICHUIO M B3aWMOIIOHMMAHUIO Ha 0a3e s3bIKa. « DTOT 3/IpaBbIii CMBICI, — 3aKIIO-
YaeT OHa, — COCTABJISIET TO, K YEMY CYKJIEHUE aleJUTUPyeT B KaXI0M, U UMEHHO
3TO0 ocoboe oOpalieHHe MPHIACT CYXICHUAM HUX OCOOYI0 JOCTOBEPHOCTH)»
[16. P. 72]. Bcnen 3a XaiinerrepoM OHa BbICOKO OIIEHUBAET KAHTOBCKYIO TEOPHIO
MIPOAYKTUBHOTO BOOOpaKEeHUs, MpeJyiarasi, mpaBaa, HECKOJIbKO UHOE €€ MOHUMa-

HHe. «JTa omnepanus BOOOPaXeHUs,, — KOHCTATUPYET OHA, — IOJATOTABINBACT
00BeKT a7 ‘onepanuu pedaexcun’. U 3Ta BTOpas onepanus — onepanus pediex-
CHU — SIBISIETCS JCHCTBHUTENIBHOW JESATENBHOCTBIO CYXKACHHS OTHOCHUTEIHHO

gyero-nmuoo» [16. P. 68]. He orpunas BeiBomoB Xaiijerrepa, ApeHIT Hpeiaract
paccMOTpETh KAHTOBCKOE MPOUYTCHUE POJIM CXEMaTHU3Ma MPOyKTHBHOTO BOOOpa-
KEHHUSI KaK CBOEOOpasHOe 3BEHO O0O0O0OIIEHUsT YyBCTBEHHBIX OOpa30B IMyTEeM
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«U3BITHUSD) UX U3 TIOTOKA BPEMEHU U [TOATOTOBKH K MBICIUTEIbHO-TIOHATHUIHON 00-
paboTke Ha 0a3ze Kak ompeaessromeH, Tak U pe(IeKCUBHON CIIOCOOHOCTHU CyXe-
HUS, YTO MO3BOJISIET CO3/1aBaTh U KApTUHY UCTOPUU U aKTYaJbHOU MOJUTUKH.

Taxum 00pa3oM, CIIOCOOHOCTH CYKICHUS B TOHUMAHUU APEH/IT OKa3bIBaeTCs
BaYKHBIM CPEACTBOM 00OTrallleHUs] TePMEHEBTUYECKOTO TOPU30HTA MBILUICHHUS, Je-
Jasi BO3MOXKHBIM IIOCTH)KEHME KOHKPETHBIX COOBITHHI B CBETE€ OTKPBITOCTH
CMBICIIOBOTO cozepxkanus ucropun. Yuras Kanra u cornamasch BO MHOTOM C UH-
TepIpeTayei ero Hacueaus Scrnepcom, ona Bce 6osee u 0osiee 0OCO3HAET Ha oHe
TPAaruuyecKux COOBITMH HCTOPUM HEOOXOAMMOCTb CYXXIEHHMS O CIy4HBLIEMCS
B HEJAaBHEM IPOLUIOM M HACTOSIIEM B TOPU30HTE AOCOJIIOTHBIX CMBICIOBBIX
OpUEHTUPOB MOpasid. TONBKO B 3TON NMEPCHEKTUBE OTKPBIBAETCS PEAIBHOE €1H-
ctBo Vita Contemplativa u Vita Activa, crnocoOCTBytoIIee TPOTUBOCTOSHUIO
«0aHABHOCTH 371a.

Tema yHHUBepcanbHON 3HAYMMOCTH KAaTETOPUIECKOT0 UMIIEPATUBA CTAHOBUTCS
CTEP’)KHEBOM B YUEHUU APEHAT O CIIOCOOHOCTH CYXICHHS KaK BaXHEHIIIEM CBOM-
CTBE YEJIOBEUECKOM MBICIH B €€ NMO3AHUX Tpyaax: «VIMeHHo Guarogaps 3Toil uaee
4eJI0BEYECTBA, IPUCYTCTBYIOLIEH B Ka)KJIOM YEJIOBEUECKOM CYILECTBE, JIIOJU YEIIO0-
BEYHbI, © OHU MOTYT OBITh Ha3BaHbl TUBWJIN30BAaHHBIMH WM TYMaHHBIMH B TOH
Mepe, B KaKoi 3Ta ujesl CTaHOBUTCS IPUHIIUIIOM HE TOJIBKO UX CY)KJIEHUH, HO U UX
neiicteuii» [16. P. 75]. Pa3mblnuiasa HaJy KAHTOBCKUM KaT€rOpUYECKUM MMIIEpaTH-
BOM, ApPEHIT NPUXOJUT K BBIBOAY, YTO OH JOJKEH CIY’KUTh OCHOBOU €AMHCTBA U
NEeATELHOTO CyOBeKTa M HaOJIIoJaTeNs, MPUCYTCTBYIOMIETO B COOOIIECTBE
U cynsmiero o takoBoM [16. P. 75]. IIpu aToM ApeHAT paccMaTpUBaeT CYyIIECTBO-
BaHUE CyObEKTa B KyJbTYPHO-UCTOPUUECKOM M MOJIUTUYECKOM H3MEPEHUSIX Kak
COMPSKEHHOE C IOCTOSHHBIM OOOTAIllEeHMEM CMBICIIOBOTO HAIOJHEHUS MUpa
U JeficTBUEM B YCIIOBHSIX OOpbOBI C YIrpo30il BEUHOIO BTOPKEHMS «OaHaIbHOIO
3712, YIPO’KAIOIIEr0 YeJI0BEYECKOMY COOOIIECTBY.

BbiBOAbI

Ocwmpicnienue ¢unocodckoro yueHuss Kanta BO MHOrOM CTUMYJIHPOBAJIO
CO3JIaHHE TePMEHEBTHYECKOTO BUICHUS 3a/1a4 mo3HaHus Apenar. Hecmorps Ha TO,
4TO OCBOCHHME €10 Hacieaus KanTa nuto mox BaMsHUEM ee yuuTenei, Xainerrepa
u Slcnepca, eif yaanoch co3iaThb OPUTHHAIBHYIO CTPATETHIO SK3UCTEHIUAIBHO-
TepPMEHEBTUYECKOTO MPOYTEHHS €T0 HJEH, YTBEPKAAIONIYI0 HEpa3pbIBHOE €IHMH-
CTBO NPAKTHYECKOTO JEHCTBUS M MBICIUTEIBHOW AKTUBHOCTH YEJIOBEYECKOTO
cyobekra — Vita Activa u Vita Contemplativa. Co3znaBasi KOpImyc cOOCTBEHHBIX
TepPMEHEBTUYECKHX TPEICTaBICHUH, APEHAT OTTAJIKUBAETCS OT UTOTOB PACCMOT-
peHust XaiaerrepoM KaHTOBCKOTO MOHMUMAHUSI MCTOKOB YeJIOBEYECKOTO TBOpYE-
CTBa, MO3BOJIMBIIETO eMy C(HOPMYJIHUPOBATH UCXOIHBIC MOJIOKEHHS METaQH3UKU
KOHEYHOCTH, pPUCYIOLIEH KapTHHY «3a0pOLICHHOCTHY SK3UCTEHIINH B HEYMOJIUMBII
IIOTOK BpeMeHU. B To xe Bpemst ApeHAT cienyeT ykasaHuio flcnepca oTHOCH-
TEIIFHO HEOOXOAMMOCTH MOCIIEA0BATEIbHON AK3UCTEHIIMAIBHO-TEPMEHEBTHYC-
CKOW MHTEPIIPETAUN MPAKTUIECKOTO JCHCTBUS U CIIOCOOHOCTEN TyXa Ha OCHOBE
Hacneaus Kanra.
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ApPEHIT MOCeI0BATENbHO BBISBIISIET B3aUMOCBS3b TAKUX 0a30BBIX BEKTOPOB
caMmopeanM3alnu AyXa, KaK MbIIUIEHUE, BOJISI U CIOCOOHOCTh CYX/IE€HUS, C OCHOB-
HBIMU THUIIAMH MPAKTHYECKOW aKTHBHOCTH Y€JIOBEKa — TPYJOM, paboTol u Aeii-
cTBHeM. B ¢popmare aHanuTUKM cIOCOOHOCTEH TyXa OHa yTBEpXKAaeT ONpeAesto-
IIyI0 pOJIb MBIIUICHUS, O0JaNaloNIero MOTEHIHUAIOM JUI CIUIOYEHHS BOCIHHO
IIPOLIECCOB IMOJIyYEHHs] 3HaHUS U CMbICIOCO3UTaHusA. KoppekTupys KaHTOBCKUI
NnoJaXoA, ApPEHAT MOMYEPKUBACT IMEPBHYHOCTH CMBICIOCO3UIAIONMIEH (QYHKINU
pa3yMa 10 OTHOIIEHUIO K CIOCOOHOCTHU paccyka MOPOXKAaTh UICTUHHOE 3HaHUE Ha
6a3e 0000ImeHs JaHHBIX co3epuanus. Bemen 3a Kantom Apenar xapakrepusyer
MBILIIEHUE KAK «BEIllb B ce0e» U TOBOPUT O €ro CONPUYACTHOCTH BEUHOCTH U Bpe-
MEHH B MOMEHTE HACTOSIIET0, CIOCOOHOCTH 00001aTh MUHYBIIIEE U TPOCKTUPO-
BaTh Oynyuiee. CocTaBiisis sIIpO MPAKTHUUYECKOIO pa3yMa, MBIIJICHUE, KOTOpoe
KaHT oTOXAecTBUII ¢ BOJEH, HHTEPNPETUPYETCS €10 KaK OTKPBIBAIOLIEE B CBOEH
YCTPEMJIEHHOCTH B Oy 1ylliee HOBBIH TOPU30HT CMbICIONOpokAeHUs. OOpaiasch K
MUHYBIIEMY IIPH ONIOPE Ha 3PaBbIii CMBICI M BOOOPaXEHHE, CIIOCOOHOCTD CyX/Ie-
HUS TaKXX€ OKa3bIBACTCS MOPOXKICHUEM MBIIICHU. APEHAT BEPHO YTBEP)KAAET
3HaYUMOCTb KAHTOBCKOT'O KaTErOPUUECKOI0 UMIEpaTUBA AJ1s 0OpeTeHus I1100ab-
HOMW NEePCHEKTUBBI CYKACHUS O MUPE, Pa3/e/IIeMOM JIOAbMHU B €r0 THaXPOHHOM U
CUHXPOHHOM u3MepeHMsX. OHa NpUXOOUT K CIPaBEAJIUBOMY 3aKIHYECHHUIO,
YTO «IapATIHY» CIIOCOOHOCTHU CY>KJCHUS IPO3UT HE TOJIKO UCKa)KEHHBIM BUICHUEM
HCTOPHUH, HO ¥ TPUYM(POM «OaHATHHOCTH 371a» B chepe MOIUTUKH.
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AnHoTanms. Jloka3bIBacTCA, YTO OCHOBHOM KapKac IPEANOCBHUIOK U pacCyKICHUH
«Jloruko-¢unocodckoro Tpakratay BUTreHINTeiiHa BIOJIHE COOTBETCTBYET TPAHCICHICH-
TaJbHOMY MeTony (Kak oH opmynupoBaics I'. Korenom). Ecnu ¢punocodus Kanra ncxoaut
u3 (pakTa CyIecTBOBaHHMS MAaTEeMaTHKH M MaTeMaTHUCCKOTO €CTECTBO3HAHUS U HCCIEIyeT UX
YCIIOBHS BO3MOXXHOCTH, TO BUTreHImTeiH HCX0aUT U3 paKTa, 9To MPEIOKEHHS SI36IKA OTIHCHI-
BAalOT ACUCTBUTENBHOCTD, U PACKPBIBAET YCIOBHUS BOZMOXKHOCTH TakuX onucanuid. Kanr, oTse-
4as Ha BOIPOC 00 YCIOBHUSIX BO3MOKHOCTU Ha3BAaHHBIX HAyK, IPUXOAUT K HJe€ TPAHCLIEHICH-
TaJbHOTO CyOBEKTa W Pa3IMUCHUIO MHpa SBJICHHHA M BEIIW caMod mo cebe. Burrenmreiina
HCCJIEJIOBAHUE YCIOBUN BO3MOKHOCTH TOT'O, YTO MUP OMHUCHIBAETCS NPEATIOKEHUSIMHU, TPUBO-
JIUT K YTBEPXKAEHUIO, UYTO U MUP, U A3bIK COBMECTHO HAXOMAATCS B IOTHYECKOM IIPOCTPAHCTBE.
[locnennee cocTaBisieT apUOPHOE M TPAHCIICHICHTAIBFHOE YCIOBHE BO3MOXXHOCTH TOTO, YTO
SI3BIK «IOTATUBAETCS» 10 peaibHoCTH. i 06enx teopuii, — U «KpUTUKU YUCTOrO pazymay,
u «Jloruxo-¢unocogckoro Tpakraray — BaykHa ujes rpanullbl. B «KpuTuke uncroro pasymay
3TO TPaHMI]A BO3MOKHOTO OIIBITA M TO3HaHUS, B «Jlormko-gumocopckoM TpakTarey —
TpaHHIla TOTO, YTO MOXKET OBITH MOMBICIIEHO M BBIP2XCHO B OCMBICTICHHBIX IIPEIUIOKCHHUSX.
C pasHbIM OIpeleIeHUEM TPaHHLbI CBA3aHO Pa3jIndyHMe B TPAKTOBKE MaTEMAaTH3HMPOBAHHOTO
ectecTBo3HaHus. B camom nene, «KpuTuka 9ucToro pasyMay cosjaBajach B 310Xy 0€3yClIoB-
HOTO TIPU3HAHUS HBIOTOHOBOM MeXaHHKH. A «Jlormko-¢mrocockuil TpakTaT» CO3qaBajcs
B MEPUOJ KPHU3UCA HBIOTOHHAHCKOM MapaJurMbl M 3aMEHbl €€ WHBIMHU IPEICTaBICHUSIMHU
0 BpeMEHHU U mpocTpaHcTBe. OAHAKO UJesl TPaHMIBI, IPUCYTCTBYIOINAS B OOOUX YYCHUSIX,
00yciaBiIuBaeT OJIM30CTh B OTHOIMICHUH K MeTaU3UKe MEKAY aBTOpaMu «KpUTHKH 9HCTOTO
pasyma» u «Jloruko-¢pumnocodckoro TpakraTa». B nccienoBaHUH MOKAa3bIBACTCS TAKXKE, UTO B
¢unocoduu MaTeMaTHKH BUTreHINTEHH He cieaoBal Joruuu3My. Jis Hero kak MaTeMaTude-
CKHEe OOBEKTHI, TaK ¥ TPEUIOKCHUS JOTHKH SBISIOTCS KOHCTPYKIMSAMH. YOexIeHne
B KOHCTPYKTUBHOM XapaKTepe MaTeMaTHIECKUX H JIOTHYECKUX 0OBEKTOB CBHICTEIBECTBYET O
€ro OJIM30CTH KaHTHMAHCKOH TpaauLuy B GHIOCO(PUN MaTEMAaTHKH.

KnioueBble cJjiOBa: TpaHCICHACHTAIBHBI METOA, AalpHOpH, TPaHUIA IO3HAHMS,
TpaHMIa S3bIKa, KOHCTPYKTHBU3M, KOHBEHIMOHATN3M, (DIIIOCOPHS MAaTEMATHKH, JIOTHIIN3M,
MeTapu3uKa
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Abstract. It is proved that the basic framework of the premises and reasoning of
Wittgenstein's “Tractatus Logico-philosophicus” corresponds quite well to the transcendental
method (as formulated by H. Cohen). Whereas Kant’s philosophy proceeds from the fact of
existence of mathematics and mathematised natural science and investigates their conditions of
possibility, Wittgenstein proceeds from the fact that propositions of language describe reality
and reveals the conditions of possibility of such descriptions. Kant, answering the question
about the conditions of possibility of the named sciences, comes to the idea of the transcendental
subject and the distinction between the world of phenomena and the thing in itself.
Wittgenstein's investigation of the conditions of possibility that the world is described by
propositions leads to the assertion that both the world and language are together in logical space.
The latter constitutes the a priori and transcendental condition of the possibility that language
“reaches out” to reality. For both the theories — in the “Critique of Pure Reason” and in the
“Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus” — the idea of the boundary is important. In the “Critique of
Pure Reason” it is the boundary of possible experience and cognition, while in the “Tractatus
Logico-Philosophicus” it is the boundary of what can be thought and expressed by meaningful
propositions. Related to the different definitions of the boundary is the difference in the
treatment of mathematised natural science. For “The Critique of Pure Reason” was created in
the era of unconditional acceptance of Newtonian mechanics. And the “Tractatus Logico-
Philosophicus” was created at the time of the crisis of the Newtonian paradigm and its
replacement by other notions of time and space. However, the idea of boundary, which is
present in both doctrines, determines closeness in the attitude towards metaphysics between the
author of “The Critique of Pure Reason” and the author of “The Tractatus Logico-
Philosophicus”. The study also shows that Wittgenstein did not follow logicism in his
philosophy of mathematics. For him, both mathematical objects and propositions of logic are
constructions. The conviction about the constructive character of mathematical and logical
objects shows an affinity with the Kantian tradition in the philosophy of mathematics.

Keywords: transcendental method, a priori, boundary of knowledge, boundary of
language, constructivism, conventionalism, philosophy of mathematics, logicism, metaphysics

Article history:

The article was submitted on 11.01.2023
The article was accepted on 18.06.2023

630 «KPUTUKA YUCTOI'O PA3YMA» KAHTA...


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0602-4295

Sokuler Z.A. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):629—643

For citation: Sokuler ZA. Kantian Motives in Work of Ludwig Wittgenstein. RUDN Journal
of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):629—643. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.22363/2313-2302-2023-
27-3-629-643

BesepeHune

OO6patenne K TBOpUECTBY BUTreHmTeitHA 11 MOHUMAaHUS MacIITa00B BIIUS-
Hus Kanra Ha nocienyonryio eBponeickyro Gpuinocoduio yxe He MOXKET YUBHUTb.
Bompoc 0 kaHTHAaHCKHMX MOTHBAaxX M YCTAaHOBKax B ero (puiaocopuu crana TeMoi
uccnenoBanuii eme ¢ 1970-x rr. (cMm. Hampumep [1—6]), HecMOTpst Ha TO, YTO
KOHKpETHbIE yNOMHHAaHUA MMeHM KaHTa B omyOJMKOBaHHBIX TekcTax Burtren-
LITEHHA MOKHO IEPECUYUTATh IO MajblaM.

Oco0eHHO 04eBHUIHO BIMSIHUE KAHTUAHCTBA B paHHEW paboTe Butrenmreiina
«Jloruxo-¢punocopckuit Tpakraty. HecMoTpss Ha TO, uro BuTrenmreiin 3Hako-
Mmucs ¢ ¢punocodueit Kanrta ckBo3b npusmy lllonenrayspa, « Tpakrat» neiicTBu-
TEJNbHO NMPHUHAUICKUT 3aJaHHON KaHToM Tpaauiuu TpaHCUEHIEHTAIbHON (uIIo-
couu U B TO ke BpeMs MOXKET ObITh MPOYNUTAH KaK CKpbITast (2 MHOT/1a OTKPbITAasl)
II0JIEMUKA ¢ KAHTOBCKUMU YTBEPKICHUSMU.

Mwup, nornyeckoe npoCTpPaHCTBO U MeTadPU3NYECKNIA CYyOBEKT
B «Jlornko-$mnnoco¢dpckom Tpakrare»

Urobbl yka3aTh Ha Te 4epThl «TpakTaTa», KOTOpblE CBUIETEIbCTBYIOT O €r0
NPUHAAIICKHOCTH KAaHTOBCKOM TpaMIInK, TO3BOJIIO ce0e ynoTpeOUTh TaKue BhIpa-
xKeHusl, kak «oHTojiorus «Kputuku uncroro pasyma (KUP)» [7] u «oHTOMNOIHS
«TpakraTa»» [8], 4TO O3BOJIUT Cpa3y NOKa3aTh MapajlIEIN MEXAY TOW U IPYTOil.

ITox «onTosorueit KUP» s monpazymeBaro CleayrolIHe TE3UCHL: MUP, KOTO-
PBIi HAC OKPYIKAET, SIBJIETCSI 00BEKTOM HayKH U MUPOM HAIIEr0 OMbITa — 3TO MUP
SBJICHUH, a He Bewllell camux mo cede. Ero cTtpykrypa M opraHu3anusi BHECEHbI
TPAHCLEHIEHTAIbHBIM CYOBEKTOM U SIBIISIOTCS MPOEKIUAMU nocieanero. Ecinu 6b1
3TO OBUIO HE TaK, HEBO3MOXKHO ObUIO Obl HAyyHOE 3HaHHE O MuUpe. TpaHCLeHIeH-
TalbHBIM CyObeKT, OyIyud yCIIOBHEM BO3MOXHOCTH MHpa HAIIEro OIbITa, HE SB-
JISI€TCS OTHUM U3 00BEKTOB 3TOro Mupa. OH HE 1aH HU B KAKOM KOHKPETHOM OIIBITE,
OJTHAKO BECh BO3MOJKHBIN OIBIT HECET Ha cebe ero OTIe4yaToK. 3HaHHE O Bellax
caMHMXx 110 cede HeBO3MOKHO. OTHAKO O TPAaHCIEHCHTAIbHOM CyOBEKTE Mbl 3HAEM
Ha OCHOBAHMM TOT0, KAKMM SIBJISIETCS. MUP BO3MOXXHOT'O OMNbITA U HAYKH O HEM.
B mupe siBnenuit Het cBoO0bL, 11eNel u 1ieHHocTel. «LlapcTBo Lenei» BBIXOIUT 3a
IpeJIeIbl 3TOT0 MUPa; BO3MOXKHOCTb MOJOOHOTO BBIX0/1a CBsI3aHa C BOJICH cyObekTa
U €ro pelieHrueM NpUHATh Ha ce0si 6e3ycloBHBIM MOpaIbHbIN 3aK0oH. MeTtadusuka
K€ HE UMEET MpaBa Ha TAKOW BBIXOJ.

ITocmoTpuM Teneps Ha oHTONOrUIO « Tpakraray. [lepBble ke cioBa 3TOro Npo-
u3BeneHus: «1. Mup ects Bce TO, 4To uMeeT MecTo. 1.1. Mup ecTh COBOKYITHOCTb
¢bakToB, a He Bemiei» [8. C. 36] moka3bIBalOT, UTO PeUb UJIET HE O MUPE KaK OH €CTh
cam 1o ce0e, a 0 MUpe Halllero BO3MokHoro omneita. OHako, ecinu B KYP xapakre-
PUCTHKHU 3TOTO MUPA BBIBOJWJINCH U3 TOTO, YTO OH MOXKET ObITh 0OBEKTOM HAyKHU
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(unu, 4TO TO K€ camoe, 4YTO O HEM MOTYT ObITh C(HOPMYJIUPOBAHBI CUHTETUYECKUE
CyXJeHusl anpuopu), To B «Jloruko-¢puinocopckom TpakraTe» paccMaTpUBACTCS
MUp, KOTOPbI MOXKET ObITb 00beKmom onucanus. Y TBEpPKIEHUE, YTO MUDP €CTb
COBOKYIHOCTb (haKTOB, a HE Bellleil, 03HaYaeT, YTO MUP ONHUCHIBACTCS MpPEJIOKe-
HusMU (a He Habopamu nMMeHoBaHMil). Bce, uto B «Tpakrare» yTBepKaercs
0 MUDE, BCS €0 «OHTOJIOTUS» BBITEKAET U3 MIPEINOCHUIKH, YTO MUP MOXHO OIIHCHI-
BaTb M YTO YCIOBHEM BO3MOXHOCTU 3TOTO SIBJISETCA NapajuIeIUu3M MEXIY
CTPYKTYPOH NpeNIokKEeHUN U CTPYKTYPO (aKTOB.

VYcranoBku «Jloruko-¢punocodhckoro TpaktaTa» COOTBETCTBYIOT KaHTOBY
TpaHCLEHIEHTaIbHOMY MeToay. KaHT ucxoaur u3 gakra — ¢akra CylecTBOBAHUS
MaTeMaTU3UPOBAHHOIO €CTECTBO3HAHUS. B oTnnune ot amnupucroB KaHt coznaeT
BCIO HETPUBUAIBHOCTb IMOJOOHOro (paKkTa, MOCKOIBKY TaKOe€ Hay4yHOE 3HAHUE
HEBO3MOXHO OOBSCHUTH TEM, YTO OHO U3BJICUEHO U3 OmbITa. [logo6HOE SMIHUpHUCT-
CKO€ OOBSICHEHUE MPOCTO YIMYCKAET U3 BUJA, YTO HAYKy XapaKTepu3yeT Haluuyue
3axonos. Iloaromy KaHT cTaBUT BOmpoc O TOM, Kak BO3MOXHBI MaTeMaTHKa
1 MaTeMaTU3UPOBAaHHOE €CTECTBO3HAHUE, @ OTBET BBIBOJUT €TI0 3a IpeAeisl (pakToB
K allpMOPHBIM YCIIOBHUSM MX BO3MOKHOCTH.

Butrenmreiin Taxke ncxoaut u3 (axkra — (axra TOro, YTO MUpP MOXKET
OIUCBIBATHCS TpeiokeHUsIMA. OH MMOHUMAET, YTO JaHHBIM (aKT COBCEM HE TpH-
BUAJIEH, U €r0 HEBO3MOKHO OOBSACHUTH ITOCPEACTBOM PACXOKEro YOS KICHHS, YTO
B MHUPE €CTh BEILM, a Mbl MOKEM IPUIYMBIBATh /Il HUX UMEHA, KOTOPbIE IOTOM
COEIMHAIOTCS B IIPEUIOKEHUs. BUTreHmreitn co3Haer, 4To no1o0Hoe 00bsICHEHUE
yIyCKaeT W3 BUJA, UYTO NPEUIOKEHHE HE CMECh MMEH, OHO CTPYKTYpPUPOBAHO,
aptukynupoBaHo. [Ipasna, B oinune ot Kanra, Burrenmreiin ve gpopmynupyer
IIPSIMO BONPOC: KaK BO3MOKHBI OCMBICIEHHBIE IPEJIOKEHHUS, OINUCHIBAIOIINE
peanbHOCTh (M 3TUM OH 3aTpyAHWI noHuMaHue «TpakTara»). @akTHUECKH ke OH
HAa4YMHAET UMEHHO C OTBETA Ha JaHHBIA BONPOC, BHICTpAUBasl YIIOMSHYTYIO TPaK-
TOBKY Mupa. [Ipum 3TOM ycClOBHEM BO3MOXHOCTH KaK CTPYKTYp (akToB, Tak
U CTPYKTYp NPEAJIOKEHUIN OKa3bIBaeTCA Jocuueckoe npocmpancmeo «1.13. @akTel
B JIOTUYECKOM MpOCTpaHCcTBe cyTh Mup» [8. C. 36].

Jlormueckoe MpocTpaHCTBO, TAKUM 00pa3oM, OKa3bIBAETCS allpUOPHBIM YCIIO-
BHEM BO3MOXHOCTH Kak (PaKTOB MHpPA, TAK U OCMBICIICHHBIX IPEAJI0KEHUH, KOTO-
pble uX onuchIBatOT. OHO JICXKHUT 10 U B OCHOBE JIFOOBIX ONPEIEICHHOCTEH 3TOr0
mupa'. MOXHO CcKa3aTh, 4YTO POJb JIOTMYECKOTO IIPOCTPAHCTBA B OHTOJNOTHMH
«Jloruxo-¢punocopckoro TpakTaTa» aHAIOTWYHA POJU YCIOBUHA BO3MOXKHOTO
OIIBITA, T.€. AIPUOPHBIX (POPM NMPOCTPAHCTBA U BPEMEHU U AlIPUOPHBIX KAaTETOpHil
B KYP. U T0, m npyroe anpuopHo. Jlornueckoe mpocTpaHCTBO, KaK U yCIIOBHS
BO3MOXKHOIro ombiTa 1o Kanry, 3amaer Hambonee oOmme U HEOOXOIUMbIE
4epThl MUpA.

! «5.552. «OmBITY, B KOTOPOM MBI HYKIA€MCS I TOHAMAHHMS JIOTUKH, 3aKIF0YAETCS HE B TOM, YTO
HEYTO OOCTOWT TaK-TO M TAaK-TO, HO B TOM, YTO HEYTO ecmb. HO 3TO KaK pa3 He OmbIT. JIoruka ecTh
00 BCSIKOTO OTbITa — YTO HeuTo ecTh max. OHa ecTh 10 Kak, Ho He 10 UTox [8. C. 170].
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OO0meit yepToil KaHTOBCKOHM TpaHCIEHJCHTANbHOHN ¢unocopun u «Jlormko-
¢bunocopckoro TpakTaray SBISETCA MPU3HAHUE TOrO, YTO: a) MO3HAaHUE (WU
OINHMCaHNE) MUPAa HEBO3MOXXHO, €CJIM HE JOMYCTUTb, YTO MUP UMEET alpUOPHYIO
CTPYKTYpy; 0) 3Ta CTPYKTypa 00HO8pemeHHO 00pazyeT U allpHOPHYIO CTPYKTYPY
Mupa, i CTPYKTYpY TPAaHCLEHACHTAIBHOTO CYObeKma.

B camom nene, B «Jloruko-¢unocopckom TpakTaTe» CTPOUTCS KOHIICTIIHS
«MeTapu3nIeCKOro cyOBeKTa», KOTOPOro, CKopee, cae10Bano Obl Ha3BaTh «TPAHC-
LHEHACHTAIbHBIM CyObekTOM». C HHUM CBSI3aHBI JIOTMYECKOE MPOCTPAHCTBO
u soruka: «5.61. Jloruka HamoxHsET MUpP; TPAHULIBI MUpA SIBJISIIOTCS TAKXKE €€ Tpa-
Hutammy [8. C. 174]. «5.632. CyObeKT He IPUHAICKUT MUPY, HO OH €CTh I'PAaHHIIA
mupa» [8. C. 176].

Utak, cyObeKT He sIBIsIeTCS 00BEKTOM Cpeiu IpYruxX 00beKToB Mupa. OaHaKko
BECh MHUp SABJIAETCS MUPOM MeTaQU3HUECKOro CyOheKTa?, M 3TO €llle Pa3 MOKa3bl-
BaeT, uto Mup «Tpakrara» He sIBISeTCA BElbl0 caMoil Mo cebe. B To ke Bpems
MeTadusmueckuii cyObekT «TpakraTa» HE NPOAYLHPYET 3TOT MHUpP U3 ceOs.
O mnomoOGHOM TPEACTaBICHUM JaXKe CTPAaHHO YIOMHHATh HPUMEHUTEIHHO
K «Jloruko-¢punocopckomy TpakTaTy», HO € OBl elle ObUTH HYKHBI JI0Ka3aTellb-
CTBa, MOXHO MPHUBECTH MeTa(opy OTHOIICHUS CyObEKTa U MUpPA KaK Tla3a u MoJs
3penus’, Te3uc 5.634 «...HH OJHA YACTh HAIIETO ONbITA TAKKE HE ABJIACTCS arpH-
opHO#. Bce, 4T0 MBI BUIUM, MOXKET ObITh Takxke Apyrum» [8. C. 176]; te3uc 6.373
«Mup He 3aBucuT 0T Moeit Bou» [8. C. 210] u, HakoHel, MPOIUTUPOBAHHBIN BHIILIE
Te3uc 5.552, 4To JIorHKa IpeamecTByeT iroooMy «Kaky», T.e. mr000i onpeneneH-
HOCTH ¥ YTIOPSAJ0YEHHOCTH 00BEKTOB U (PaKTOB, HO HE MpeAImecTByeT «UToy, T.€.
CaMOMy CYIIECTBOBaHHIO 4ero Obl TO HU ObUIO. DTO Kak pa3 O3HA4yaeT, 4yTo
CyLIECTBOBaHHE HE3aBUCUMO OT JIOTMKH U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, OT cyObekTa. [lymaro,
TaKMMH JK€ CIIOBAMU MOXKHO CKa3aTh M O KAHTOBCKOM TPAaHCLEHICHTAIbHOM
cyOBeKTe.

MpaHuua mnpa, puanyeckme Teopum n maTemaTtumka

Tema «rpaHulibl MUpa» MPSAMO 3aCTaBJISIET BCIOMHUTH O KaHTOBOH Uiee Ipa-
Hunbl no3HaHuda. Kak y Kanra, Tak u y BuTrenmreiina sta rpaHuna mosiBIsSeTCs
BCJIEAICTBHUE TOTO, UTO JAAHHAS B OIBITE AEUCTBUTENBHOCTD (KOTOpYyr0 KaHT Ha3bI-
BaeT BO3MOYKHBIM OIBITOM, a BUTreHTeitn — mupom) opopmiieHa, opraHuzoBaHa
TPAHCUEHIEHTAIbHBIM CYObEKTOM. DTa O(POPMIICHHOCTb U SIBISETCSA TI'PAaHULICH.
B KYP peus maer o rpaHuine NO3HaHUSA, NOSBISAIOIIEHCS BCIEACTBUE TOrO, YTO
CTPYKTYypa TpPaHCIEHJICHTAJIbHOTO CYyObBEKTa, MPOCLUPOBaHHAs B MHp OIIBITA,
3aCJIOHSIET OT HAC PeAIbHOCTh camy 1o cede. B «Jloruko-dunocodckom Tpakrares

2«5.62. ... ToT (haKT, 4TO MHP ECTb MOL MUP, TIPOSBJISAETCS B TOM, 9TO TPAHUIBI A3bIKA (TOTO S3bIKA,
KOTOPBIH S TONBKO W MOHMMAI0) 03HAYAIOT TpaHHUIEl Moe2o mupay [8. C. 174] «5.63. A ects moit
Mup (MukpoxocM)» [8. C. 174].
3 «5.633. 10 i cy0 ?7T

«5.633. I'0e B MHpe MOXHO 3aMeTHTh MeTadusmdeckuid cyObekt? Thl TOBOPHILB, HENO 31eCh
O6CTOI/IT TOYHO TakK K€, KaK C I'JIa30M U I1OJIEM 3PCHUA. BCI[I) TJ1a3a Tbl Ha CaMOM J€JI€ HE BUUIIIb.
W Hu 13 "ero B moJie 3peHust Hellb3sl 3aKII0YUTh, YTO OHO BUAMUTCA Tiazom» [8. C. 176].
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U MUD, U S3bIK OpPraHU30BaHbl JOTMKOM, BCIEACTBUE YETO UMEHHO OHa 00pasyeT
TPaHUILy MHpA.

Ho 3necs xe mbl Bugum u paznuune Mexay KUP u « Tpakratom». B KUP peus
UJET O TPAHULIE UMEHHO NO3HAHUA, & MbICAUMb O HETIO3HABAEMON BELIU CaMOM 110
cebe Mbl MoxkeM. A B «Jloruko-gpunocodckom TpakTaTe» rpaHulia MUpa OKa3blBa-
€TCsl OMHOBPEMEHHO I'PAHULIEH SA3bIKA U MBICIIH:

«5.6. I'paHuIpl MOETO SI3bIKA O3HAYAIOT TPAHMIBI MOero mupa. 5.61. Jloruka
HaIOJIHAET MUP; TPaHULIbI MUpaA SBJISAIOTCS Takke ee rpaHunamu. Ilostomy Mbl He
MO>KEM TOBOPHUTBH B JIOTUKE: 3TO U 3TO CYILECTBYET B MUPE, a TO — HET. ...3TOT0 HE
MOJKET OBITh, TaK KaK JJIs 3TOTO JIOTHKA JOJIKHa ObL1a Obl BBINTH 32 TPAHULIBI MUDA:
YTOOBI OHA MOTJIa paCCMAaTPUBATh 3TU IPAHULIBI TAKXKE C IPYroi cTOpoHsbl. To, yero
MBI HE MOXEM MBICIUTh, TOTO Mbl MBICIUTh HE MOXEM; MBI, CIECI0BATEIbHO, HE
MOYKEM M CKa3aTh TOT'0, YeT0 MbI HE MOkeM MBICTUTEY [8. C. 174].

CormacHo KYP Bo3MokeH anmpHOpHBIH 00pa3 Hanbosiee oOmuX U HEOOX0IU-
MBIX 4EpPT MHPA, T.€. BO3MOKHOI'0 onbITa. OH BOIJIOLIEH B CHHTETUYECKUX CYyKIE-
HUSX alpuopy, BaXXHEHIIMMHU CpPENM KOTOPBIX ABIAIOTCS «OCHOBOIIONIOKEHUS
gucToro paccyaka», [7. C. 182—234], na3Bannbie B «IIponreromenax» oOmumMu
OCHOBOIMOJOXeHUAMHU ectecTBo3Hanus [9. C. 122]. Hanporus, B «Jloruko-duio-
cockoM TpakTare» yTBepxKAaeTCs, uTo «2.225. Het 06pasa, HCTHHHOTO alipruopu»
(am o6paza dakra, Hu oOpaza mupa) [8. C. 50], 1 uTO HEOOXOTUMOCTH MOXKET OBITH
TOJIBLKO JIOTHUECKOH, a BCE 0CTaIbHOE B MUpE CTydaiiHo®.

[IpencraBnsiercs, 3T0 pazavMyue MOXKHO OOBACHUTH TeM, uTo KaHT ctpout
CBOIO cHCTEMY B 3moxy TpuyMda HproToHOBOI MexaHuku, Torna kak Butres-
HITeHH — B 3MOXY KPUTHUKH U KpU3UCa HhIOTOHMAHCKON Hayku. Eciu Bo BpemeHa
KanTa npencraBineHus 0 HayKe CBSA3BIBAIUCH € Hjieeil 6e3ycI0BHOM, HE0OX0MMOM
UCTUHHOCTHU (3TUMU cBoiicTBaMM KaHT M XapakTepus3yeT CUHTETUUYECKUE CYKIe-
HUS alipuopH ), To Butrenmreitn popMupyercs B TOT UCTOPUUECKUI IEPUO, KOTAa
HayKa CBSI3bIBA€TCs OOJIbIIE C NPEJCTABICHUAMU 00 OTHOCUTEIBHOCTH U KOHBEH-
HOHATBHOCTH .

4 «6.37. He cymecTByeT HeOOXOQUMOCTH, II0 KOTOPOH OJHO JOJKHO HPOH30MTH IOTOMY, YTO IIPO-
n301UIo Apyroe. IMeeTcs TONbKO joeuueckas HeooxomumocTsy [8. C. 210].

> Bot xapakTepHOe paccyxaenne Anpu [lyaHkape o IpHHIMIIAX MEXaHUKH: «ECIIM 5TH IOCTyIIaThl
0071a1a10T OOIIHOCTHIO M JIOCTOBEPHOCTBIO, KAKUX HEAOCTAET IKCIEPHIMEHTATFHBIM HUCTHHAM, W3
KOTOPBIX OHH HW3BJIEKAIOTCS, TO ATO OTTOTO, YTO OHH B pe3yibTaTe MPOW3BEICHHOTO aHAIM3a
CBOJIATCS K IIPOCTOMY COTJIAIIEHHIO, KOTOPOE MBI HMEeM IIPaBo chopMyTUpoBaTh, Oyaydn 3apaHee
YBEPEHBI, YTO HUKAKOW OIBIT HE CTAHET C HUM B IpoTHBOpedre. OIHAKO 3TO COrjialiecHue He abco-
JIIOTHO TPOM3BOJILHO; OHO HE BBITEKAET M3 HAlleld MPUXOTU; MBI MMPUHUMAEM €ro, MOTOMY UTO
W3BECTHBIE OIBITHI TIOKA3aJIl HaM ero y1o6cTBo... OCHOBHBIE TOJOKEHUSI TEOMETPUH, KaK, HaIlpH-
Mep, moctynatr EBkiuia, CyTh Tak:Ke HE YTO MHOE KaK COTJIANICHUS, M ObLIO OBl HACTOJIEKO JKE He-
Pa3yMHO JIOMCKUBATHLCS, UCTUHHBI JIM OHU WJIM JIOXKHBI, KaK 3a/1aBaTh BOIPOC, UCTUHHA UJTU JIOXKHA
MeTpuueckasi cucreMa... OMNbITbl, KOTOPhIE MPUBEIM HAC K MPHUHITHIO OCHOBHBIX COTJIAIICHUN
TEOMETPUH B KadecTBe Hamboliee YOOOHBIX, OTHOCATCS K BellaM, KOTOPBIE HE UMEIOT HHYETro
0011ero ¢ 00BEKTaMH H3YICHUS TEOMETPHUH, OHU OTHOCSITCS K CBOMCTBAM TBEPJIBIX TEI, K PSIMOITH-
HEHHOMY pAacIpOCTPAaHCHUIO CBeTa. A TJIaBHOE OCHOBAaHHE, IO KOTOPOMY HAIlla TE€OMETPHS
MIPECTaBISETCA HAM YAOOHOM, — 3TO TO, YTO pa3iMdYHBbIC YaCTH HAIIETo Tejla, HaIl IJ1a3, HAIll
YIIeHBI 00JIaZaf0T B TOYHOCTH CBOKCTBaMH TBepAbIX Tem» [10. C. 89]
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Kant umcxomut kak u3 (akra M3 HEOOXOAMMON HCTUHHOCTH MPHUHIIUIIOB
€BKJIJIOBOM TC€OMETPUU M HBIOTOHOBOW MEXaHHWKH. M3 MCCienoBaHMs YCIOBUUI
BO3MOKHOCTH CYKJICHHN MaTEMaTUKH U MAaTEMaTU3UPOBAHHOTO €CTECTBO3HAHUS
OH M3BJIEKAET CTPYKTYPY TPAHCICHICHTAIBLHO CYOBEKTa, T.C. allpuOpPHBIE (HOPMBI
CO3EpLAHUs U allpUOPHBIA KaTErOPUAJIbHBIA CXEMAaTU3M. YUEHHE 00 3TUX CTPYK-
Typax U cOCTaBsieT riaaBHoe cojaepkanre KUP. Burrenireitn, kak 1 MHOTHE €r0
COBPEMEHHUKH, YOSKJICH, UTO MaTeMaTHKa U MEXaHUKa HE NCTUHHBI, & KOHBEHITH-
oHaybHBI. A. [lyankape u I'. I'ep1r qaxe roBopsT 0 HUX KaK O CIoco0ax WK s3bIKax
OMUCAHUS; MPU 3TOM MPEJIIONIATACTCS, YTO A3BIKM OMUCAHUS MOTYT OBITh pa3iuy-
HBIMU.

@unocodust Butrenmreitna, mogoOHO KaHTOBCKOH, ucxooum u3 ¢axma.
TonbKo 3TO yXe Ipyro# GakT: To, YTO MUP ONMHUCHIBaeM s3bIKOM. OTHAKO JTAHHOMY
(akTy HE COOTBETCTBYET HHKAKOH OMpEACIIEHHOW TEOPHH, HUKAKUX OIpEIeIcH-
HbIX UCTHH. [loaTOMy mccnenoBanue BuTreHimreliHa pa3BOpadyrMBaeTCs B HHOM
HaIpaBIICHWH, HEXENN KaHTOBCKoe. B «Jloruko-¢punocopckom Tpakrare» mpeoo-
JagaeT KpuTuka GuiIocoMCKuX KOHCTPYKIMH, a UX MOJOKHUTEIbHON pa3padOTKu
Butrenmreiin u3beraer. Ha ponb Teopun, cooOIIaonIeil HICTHHBI O JIOTUKE, JIeKa-
el B OCHOBE s3blka M MHUpa, npereHaoBana dpere-PaccenoBckas yoruka. Ho
Butrenmreiin oTBepraet momoOHpie mputs3aHus (cM. moapoOHee [11]) u Ha ux
MECTO CTaBHUT KaTErOPHUYECKOE 3asBJICHHE, YTO JIOTHYECKOE MPOCTPAHCTBO (Kak
anPUOPHOE YCIIOBHUE BO3MOKHOCTH TOTO, YTO SI3bIK CIIOCOOEH OMUCHIBATH JICHCTBU-
TEILHOCTh) HE MOKET OMHUCHIBATHCS OCMBICIICHHBIMU TIpeaiokeHUusIMUA. COOTBET-
CTBEHHO, HE OCTAETCS MOJIS ISl KOHCTPYKTUBHOM (PUI0COPCKOM paboThI, a TOIEKO
JUTSL €€ KPUTHKH.

basucHele yTBepKIAECHUS MEXAHUKU JUIsl BUTreHITENHA BBICTYAKOT HE allpu-
OPHBIMH HCTHHAMHM, HO MX POJb YMCTO MHCTPYMEHTANbHA® — OHH TO3BOJNSIOT
CTPOUTH BCE TPEUIOKECHHSI, OMUCHIBAIOIINE COOTBETCTBYIOMIMA KPYT (haKTOB, IO
OJIHOMY IUIaHy. BUTreHIITelHH CpaBHUBAET HAYYHYIO TEOPHIO C CETKOU, KOTOPYIO
HaOpAaChIBAIOT HA PEAbHOCTh, YTOOBI ClEJaTh €€ ONMUCAHUS IUHOOOpPA3HBIMH,
Y TIOAYEPKHUBACT YCIIOBHBIN, KOHBEHIIMOHAJILHBIN XapaKTep 000N CETKH TaKOTro

pona.

6 «6.341. HanpumMep, HEIOTOHOBCKas MEXaHMKA PMBOJUT OIIMCAHUE MUpA K equHoi gopme. [pen-
cTaBUM ce0e OeTyro IOBEPXHOCTh, Ha KOTOPOH B OecriopsaKe pacloIokKeHbl YepHble ITHA. Teneps
MBI TOBOPHM: KaKyto Obl KApTHHY OHH HU 00pa30BBIBAJIH, 51 BCET/Ia MOT'Y ClIENIaTh €€ OMHCAaHUE CKOJIb
YTOJHO TOYHBIM, TOKPHIBAsi ATY IOBEPXHOCTh YaCTOM CETKOM, COCTaBIEHHOMN U3 KBAAPATHBIX AUEeK,
1 TOBOPS 0 K&KIAOM KBaJipaTe, OeJIblii OH MK YepHbIid. Takum 00pa3oM st Oyy MPUBOIUTE OTIMCAHUE
MIOBEPXHOCTH K eTMHOH (hopme. DTa hopma mpou3BoIIbHA, TOCKOJBKY 51 MOT OBI C TAKUM JKe ycIIe-
XOM MPUMEHUTDH CETKY M3 TPEYTOJIBHBIX WJIM IIECTHYTOJBHBIX sUeeK... Pa3smumyHbIM ceTkaMm CooT-
BETCTBYIOT pa3JIMYHBIE CHUCTEMBl ONMHCaHMS Mupa. MexaHnka ompenenser (OpMy OIHCAHUS
mupa...» [8. C.202]. «6.342. ... ToT ¢akT, 4T0 KapTHHA, T000HAS BBHILICYITOMSIHYTOH, MOXET OIIH-
CBIBAaThCSl CETKON JaHHOW (POpPMBI, Huue20 HE TOBOPHUT O KapTHHE... Takke HUYETO HE TOBOPUT O
MHpE TOT (PaKT, YTO OH MOXKET OBbITh ONMCaH HBIOTOHOBCKON MEXaHUKOM, HO, OIHAKO, O MHPE HEUTO
TOBOPHUT TO OOCTOSTEIBCTBO, YTO OH MOXET OBITH OINMCAH €f0 TaK, KaK 3TO (PAKTHUECKH MMEET
MecTo. O MHpe TakXkKe YTO-TO TOBOPUT TOT (hakT, YTO OJHON MEXaHUKOW OH MOYKET OIUCHIBATHCS
npoire, yem apyroi» [8. C. 204].
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KpUTHYHOCTH TIO OTHONIEHUIO K Oa3MCHBIM TMPUHIUIAM MaTeMaTHYECKOM
(U3HMKN pacIpoCTpaHsIeTCs W Ha MPEACTABICHUS O MPUYUHHOU cBsi3u. [IpuHnumn
MPUYUHHOCTH, YTBEP)KJIaeT BUTreHIITEHH, TOBOPUT HE O PEATbHOCTH, a TOJBKO
o gopme duznYECKUX 3aKOHOB. J[aHHBINA MPUHIMII, KOHEYHO, alPUOPEH B TOM
CMBICJIC, YTO HE OOYCIIOBJICH OMBITOM, HO €ro HEJIb3sl Ha3BaTh UCTUHHBIM B TOM
cMbIciie, B KakoM Ji1si KaHTa ABISIFOTCS UICTUHHBIMH «OCHOBOIIOJIOKEHUSI YUCTOTO
€CTECTBO3HAHU.

[To y6exxnenuto Butrenmireiina, MUp HaIlero OIMbITa HE CTPYKTYPUPOBAH OC-
HOBOIIOJIOKEHUSIMA HAyKH, MPUHIUIIOM MPUYUHHOCTA B 4YacTHOCTH. [lpunimm
MPUYMHHOCTH, TaK CKa3aTh, HE «BJENAH» B CTPOCHHE MHpPA, B OTIWYHE OT TOM
CTPYKTYPHUPOBAHHOCTH, KOTOPYIO HECET B ceOe JIOTHIecKoe MpoCTpaHcTBo. B aTom
MHpE €CTh TOJBKO JIOTHYECKass HEOOXOIMMOCTb, a BCE OCTAJbHOE CIIy4aifHO.
CootBercTBeHHO: «6.36311. To, uTO 3aBTpa B3OWUIET COJHIIE, — TUIIOTE3a; a 3TO
03HAYaeT, YTO MbI HE 3HaeM, B3oueT Jin oHO» [8. C. 208]. C 3TUM 1eMOHCTPATUBHO
IOMOBCKHMM IPUMEPOM COYETAETCS YTBEpKIeHUE 6.363 1, 4TO MHAYKTUBHBIN BHIBOJL
HMMEET TOJIbKO TICUXO0JIOTHYECKOE, a He Tormdyeckoe ocHoBanue [8. C. 208]. Unayk-
TUBHBIA BBIBOJ, COTJacHO BUTreHireiiHy, cOCTOMT B TOM, 4TO «6.363. ...MbI
MPUHUMAEM npocmetiuiull 3aK0H, coryacyronmuiica ¢ onsitom» [8. C. 208]. Ilpo-
CTEHIINHI 3aKOH, COTJIACYIOLIUNICS C YK€ UMEIOIIMMCS OIIBITOM, Ha TOM U OCHOBAH,
YTO Aanblie OyneT MOBTOPSTHCS TO K€ camoe. BuTreHimreitHoBckas Gpopmymu-
POBKa OTJIMYAETCS OT MAOIOHHBIX (POPMYJIMPOBOK UHAYKTHUBHOTO BHIBOA TIOTIEP-
KUBAHHEM KOHBEHYUOHAIbHO20 XapaKTepa NaHHOM MpoLeTyphl.

31ech cpazy BUAHO OTJIMYHME MPEJCTaBlIeHUNA BUTreHmTeiiHa Kak OT AMIIU-
pu3Ma 1 UHAYKTUBHU3MA, TaK U OT npezcTasienuii Kanra o 3akonax Hayku. B 1o xe
BpeMsi KOHEUHBIM OCHOBAHHEM OTJWYMS B OLICHKE MPUUMHHOCTU MEXKIY JBYMS
HAIIMMU MBICIHTEISAMH SBIISETCS Pa3IMdue B UX OTHOLICHUH K HayKe' .

He-nornumnctckoe sB#OeHne MmaTeMaTmnku
B «Jlornko-dpunnocodpckom Tpakrarte»

[lox BIHMsIHMEM U3MEHEHMI, IPOUCXOJUBIINX B MATEMATUKE BO BTOPOM ITOJIO-
BuHe XIX B., I'epman Koren u ero MapOyprekas 1mkosa (HO He TOJIbKO OHH, pa3y-
MeeTCs) 3aHMMAIOT KPUTUYECKYIO MO3ULIMIO M0 OTHOUIEHHIO K yueHuto KanTta 06
anpuopHbIX ¢opmax co3epuaHus. B camom nene, uaes co3epuaHus CBsi3aHa
C MpEACTaBIEHUEM O HEM3MEHHOCTH 3TOr0 MO3HaBaTeIbHOro anmnapara. Ecnu Ob
MaTeMaTUKa KOPEHUIIACh B CO3EPLIAHNH, ObUIH Obl HEBO3MOXKHBI TTyOOKHE U3MEHe-
HUS €€ TEOPU U METOJOB.

VY Butrenmreiina Mbl BUIUM OJIM3KYIO 110 1yXy no3unuio. [y Hero marema-
THKa KOHBEHIIMOHAJIbHA, KaK M (U3nueckue Teopun. Hanmpumep, B €AMHCTBEHHOM
Mmecte «Jloruko-unocodcekoro TpakraTay, rae npsamo ynomuHaercs Kanr, peub
uzaer 06 obcyxnasmieiicss Kantom nmpoGieMe HEKOHTPY?HTHOCTH MPABOil U JI€BOM

7 «6.371. B 0CHOBE BCEr0 COBPEMEHHOTO MHUPOBO33PEHHS JIEKUT MILUTIO3HS, YTO TaK HA3hIBAEMBIE
3aKOHBI IPUPOABI SBISIOTCS 0OBICHEHUAMH NPUPOTHBIX ABIeHu» [8. C. 210].
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pyku [12]. s Kanra 310 peanbrast puzmdeckas u gunocodekas npodiema. OH
MIPUBOJUT MHOTO MPUMEPOB, YTOOBI MOKA3aTh: Pa3IMYNe MEXKY JIEBBIM U MPaBbIM
IIPOHU3BIBAET BECh MUD; TaK, BCErJa B ONpPEACICHHOM HaIlpaBICHUU 3aKpy4HUBa-
I0TCS BOKPYT OMOPBI BBIOIIHMECS PACTEHUs, CKJIAJBIBAIOTCS 3aBUTKU PAKOBHH
YJIUTKHA U IIpod. KaHT 3aKaH4YMBAaeT CBOM PACCY)KJEHUS CIEAYIOLIMMHU CIOBAMMU:
«[IT]onaTue nmpocTpaHcTBa, B3STOE B TOM 3HAUECHUU, KaK €T0 MBICIIUT T€OMETP U B
KaKOM IpOHUIATENbHbIe (UIOCO(BI BBEIM €r0 B CHCTEMY €CTECTBEHHBIX HAYK,
BJlyMUUBBIN YUTATENbh HE CTAHET PacCMaTPUBATh KaK YUCTHIN IUIOJ BOOOpaKEHHUS,
XOTsl HET HEAOCTaTKa B TPYJIHOCTSAX, CBSA3AHHBIX C 3TUM IIOHITHEM, KOI/Ia €ro
PEaNbHOCTh, CO3EPLAEMYI0 BHYTPEHHUM YYBCTBOM, XOTST MOCTUTHYTH MOCpPE.-
cTBOM pasyma» [12. C. 379].

Takum 00pa3om, MPUMEPHI TOTO, YTO Pa3Inyhe MPaBOTO U JIEBOTO SBISETCS
¢bu3nUecKoil peaabHOCThIO, HCTIONB3YIOTCS KanToM, 4TOOBI oKa3aTh OrpaHUYeH-
HOCTb JICOHUIIEBCKON MHTEIIEKTYaIHUCTCKOM TPAKTOBKH MPOCTPAHCTBA U CBA3ATh
IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHbIE OTHOLIEHUS ¢ cozepyanuem. Ho ecam nist Kanra peus muta o
MOHUMAaHUHU CYUHOCMU TIPOCTPAHCTBA, TO 17151 BUTreHmrelina BOpoc B TOM, Kakue
KOHYenmyaibHule UHCMPYMEHmMbl Mbl HCIIOJIB3YEM JUIsl ONHUCAHMs MOA0OHOIrO
HaOmoneHus: «6.36111. ...IIpaBas u neBas pyka pakTHUECKH MOJTHOCTHIO KOHTPY-
SHTHBIL. 1 TO, 4TO OHM HE MOTYT COBNACTh IIPU HAJIOKEHUU, HE UMEET K 3TOMY HU-
Kakoro otHouieHus. [IpaByio nepyaTky MOKHO ObLJIO ObI HAaJETh Ha JIEBYIO PYKY,
eciu ObI ee MOXHO OBLIO TOBEPHYTH B YEThIpeXMepHOM mpocTpancTse» [8. C. 208].

B tekcre «Tpakraray ecth emie 0JHO yIOMUHAHUE MPOOIEMBbI IPOCTPAHCTBA.
OHO MOSIBIISIETCS IOCTaTOYHO HEOKUAAHHO. BUTreHmrelHn o0cyKaaeT JOCTOMH-
CTBa pa3HBIX CHOCOOOB 3allMCH KBAHTOpPA M BBICKA3bIBaeT oOllee TpeOoBaHUE K
CHUMBOJIMKE: CIIOCOOBI CUMBOJIM3ALMH JI0JKHBI, TaK CKa3aTh, UMETh Ty )K€ pa3Mep-
HOCTb, YTO M cHUMBoJHM3upyemoe. M B kauecTBe mpumepa pabOThl MOAOOHOTO
TpeboBaHMs mosiBIsieTcs 3amedanue: «4.0412. [1o 3Toif e npudrHe HeYOBIIETBO-
PUTENBHO U UI€aTUCTUYECKOEe O0BSICHEHHE BUICHbS MMPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX OTHOIIIE-
HUI 4yepe3 «IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIE OYKW», OTOMY YTO OHO HE MOXET OOBSICHUTH
pa3MepHOCTb 3TUX OTHOIIEHUI» [8. C. 84].

TpyIHO cKka3arh, ¢ KEM UMEHHO TyT CIOpUT Butrenmreis: ¢ Kanrom wim ¢
KaKUMHU-TO €ro TOJKOBaTelsMHU, Oojee Oau3kuMu BuTreHmrelHy mo BpeMEHH.
OpHako nokaszaTeslbHa €ro apryMEHTAlUs: OH CChUIAETCS HAa «Pa3MEPHOCTb OTHO-
meHui». Kakux oTHomeHui, Mexxy uem 1 uem? OH He JaeT NOSICHEHU, HO B MO/~
TOTOBUTENIBHBIX MaTepuanax K «Jloruko-¢punocodpckomy tpakrary» [13] Burren-
IITEH HEOJHOKPATHO 00paIlaeTcs K MOHSATHIO IPOCTPAHCTBA U TPAKTYET €ro Mpu
3TOM Kak oOpa3dyeMoe O€CKOHEUHbIM YuCIOM To4YeK. OmHAaKO cosepyarue
MIPOCTPAHCTBA HE MOAPa3ZyMeBaeT 0€CKOHEYHO OOJIBIIOTO YKCa HE UMEIOUINX pa3-
Mepa TO4YEK; IOCIEIAHHUE IMPHUHAIEKAT HE CO3EPLAHUIO, a KOHYEenmyaiusayuu
npoctpancTBa. U B tTaHHOM ciyyae BUTreHINTeiH cTaBUT Ha MECTO CO3EpIaHUsl U
JAHHOCTU CBOOOHYIO OHATHIHYIO KOHCTPYKIHIO.
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HWrak, MBI BHOMM, CKOJb 4YacTO BUTreHINITEHH HE CKJIOHCH COIJIAIIaThCS
c Kantom. Tem Gonee HHTEpECHOM OKa3bIBaeTCs MO3UIIMS BUTreHIITeiiHA IO OTHO-
HIEHUIO K JOTUIM3MY. JIoTHIIM3M — 3TO MporpaMma B OCHOBAHUAX MaTEMAaTHKH,
CTOPOHHHUKH KOTOPOU MPUHUMAIOT yTBEpKAeHHe JIeiiOHuIa, 4To MaTeMaTuuecKue
AKCHOMBI U TEOPEMBI SBJISIFOTCS YACTHBIMU CITy4YassMH JIOTHUYECKUX UCTHH, T.€. OHU
SBISIIOTCA ~ AHAIUTUYECKUMHU  TpeanokeHusiMu. C  J1aHHBIM  yTBEPKIACHHEM
Jleitoaumna cnopun Kant, mokaspiBas, 4TO ¥ IPEJIOKCHHUS TE€OMETPUHU, U JaXKE
MIPeIOKEHUS apUPMETUKH SIBISIFOTCS CUHTETUYECKUMU. CIIOPBI MEXTy TOCIEI0-
BatensiMu JleitOnuma u nocnepoBatensmu Kanra npozgosmkaiorcst B ¢unocodhun
MaTteMaTukd 1o ce neHb. [locinemoBarensamu JlenOnuna Owbutn I'. @pere u
b. Paccen. IMeHHO 1715 peanu3aiyy mporpaMMBbl JOTHIN3Ma OblIa Co3/1aHa COBpe-
MEHHAasi CUMBOJIMYECKas JIOTHKA.

Kakyro »xe mo3unuio 3aHumaer Butrenmreiin, ydenuk Paccema? Moxer
MOKA3aThCs, YTO OH pa3/iessieT MOAXO0 I IKOJIbI, U3 KOTOPOU BBIIIE, T.€. JIOTULIU3M
®pere—Paccena. Hanpumep, on nuier, 4to: «6.2. MaTemaTuka eCcTh JJOTHYECKUN
metoa» [8. C. 196]. Onnako Mbl OyJeM pa3odapoOBaHbI, €CIIM CTaHEM HCKaTh B
«Tpakrate» cBeneHHE NPEIIOKEHUM MATEeMaTUKA K TNPEATOKEHHUSIM JIOTHKH.
Hamportus, Butrenmreiin otnu4yaer MaTeMaTU4ecKue MPEASIOKEHUs OT JIoThYe-
ckux. Eciu mociiequue siBISIFOTCST TABTOJIOTHSIMU, TO B TOM K€ Te3uce 6.2. OH Jajiee
yTBepkaaet: «lIpenyoxkeHuss MaTeMaTUKH SIBISIOTCS YpaBHEHHUSIMH, a MOTOMY
ncepaonpemiokeHussMm» [8. C. 196], oTkyna MOXHO 3aKIIOYUTh, YTO K HUM
BOOOIIIe HETPUMEHUMO MOHATHE AHATUTUYECKOTO MPEATIOKEHUS.

Kak mokaspiBaer I1. ®@packona [14], B «Jloruko-¢punocodckom Tpakrate»
Butrenmreiitn BMeCTO CBEJeHHS MAaT€MaTUKHU K JIOTHMKE CTPOHUT MapaslieibHYIO
TPaKkTOBKY TOW W Apyroul. Jljis 3TOro oH BBOAUT MOHATUE onepayuu. Onepanuu
3a/Iaf0TCSl METOJIOM MaTeMaTthdeckord mHayknuu (6.002) u mpeacTaBisioT coOoi
9iCcTO (JOPMAIbHBIE MAHUITYJIAIUU CO 3HaKaMHu. [locienoBaTebHOE TPUMEHEHHE
OJTHOM M TOH e omnepanuu aaet «HopManbHbId psan». Ero uneHsl cBs3aHbl OTHO-
mieHueM «cieaoBanus 3a» (4.1252) [8. C. 96]. Butrenireiin no4epkiuBaeT, 4To:
«5.232. BHyTpeHHee OTHOULICHHE, YIOPSAIOYMBAIOIIEE PSAJ, SKBUBAJICHTHO
orepanuu, 6arogapsi KOTOpOi OJIMH WiIeH BO3HUKAeT u3 npyroro» [8. C. 134].

B «Jloruko-¢gunocockoM TpakTaTe» HMEETCS BCETO JBa KOHKPETHBIX
nmpuMepa Omepaluii: omeparusi NpuOaBIeHUsT SAWHMIIBI, B PE3yJIbTaTe KOTOPOU
MOJTy4aeTcs Psii HaTypajbHBIX YHCEN, U ONEepalrs MOCTPOSHUs POopMYJT IPOIO3H-
[UOHATBHOTO HWCYHUCIICHHUS IIOCJIEI0BATENbHBIM MPUMEHEHUEM OINpeeICHHOM
JoTu4eckoi (PYHKIMHU K BHIOPAHHBIM B KQU€CTBE MCXOIHBIX MPOMO3UIIMOHAIBHBIM
nepeMeHHbIM (cM. moapoOHee [11]). Tem cambivM BuTrenmreiin nmokassiBaet, 4To
BCE CBOMCTBA KaK HAaTypaJbHBIX YHUCEN, TAK U CIOKHBIX MPEATIOKEHUN, MOCTPOECH-
HBIX U3 3JIEMEHTAPHBIX C MMOMOIIBIO TIOTUYECKHUX CBS30K, SBIISIOTCS UX «BHYTPEH-
HUMU) CBOMCTBaMH. JTO O3HA4aeT, YTO Ha3BaHHbIE OOBEKTHl HEOOXOAMMO HMH
o0amarT, MHA4Ye OHU HEe OBLIM OBl UMEHHO STUMH 00BbeKTaMu. J[aHHBIC CBOWCTBA
OOyCIIOBJIEHBl MPUHIMUIAMH TOCTPOEHUS COOTBETCTBYIOIETO psifa, T.C.
XapaKTEepOM MOPOXKAAIONICH omepalu U MECTOM JIAHHOTO BBIPAXKEHUS B PSIY
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(T.e. HA KaKOM II1are OHO ObLIO OCTPOeHO). [TocTpouTs 00BEKT (hopMaNBLHOTO psia
U 03Ha4yaeT MOCTPOUTh OOBEKT C TAKUMHU-TO CBOMCTBAMHU. JTO 3aCTaBISET BCIIOM-
HUTH cioBa KaHTa 0 TOM, 9TO MBI MO’KE€M 3HATh C HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO TOJIBKO TO, UTO
caMu BIIOKHJIA B cBoM 00bekT [7. C. 32].

®paza Butrenmreiina, uro: «6.234. MaremaTuka ecTb OJUH U3 METO/OB JIO-
rukny» [8. C. 194], cBUIeTEILCTBYET HE O OJIM30CTH, HO, HAIIPOTUB, 00 OTXO/E OT
norunu3Ma. BUTTeHIITEH CMOTPUT Ha JIOTUKY HE KaK Ha COBOKYIHOCTb aHAJUTH-
YEeCKU UCTUHHBIX MPEIOKEHHI, a KaK Ha IEATEIbHOCTh, COCTOSIIYIO B OCYLIECTB-
JICHUH ONIPEAEIIEHHBIX Onepauuid co 3HaKkaMu. M XoTsa BUTTeHIITEH HE TPUHUMAET
uaero Kanra, 4yto MareMaTuK mNpeabsaBiseT cede B CO3EpLAHUM OTACNbHbIC
MaTeMaTH4ecKre OOBEKTHI BpoJie uncia 12, TeM He MEHee ero MoHUMaHue MaTe-
MaTHUKH OJM3KO KaHTOBCKOMY. B camom nene, mist Hero: «6.021. Ywuco ecth moka-
3arenb omnepauun» [8. C. 181], T.e. HaTypaJbHOE YUCIO AJIA HErO, KaKk W JJis
Kanrta — pe3ynbTrar ornpeneaeHHOro NOBTOpsIoIerocs Aeictus. JlelicTBue sBis-
€TCsl TJIABHBIM, YTO CO3JACT HATypaJbHbIE YHUCJIA U OMPENEIseT MX CBOMCTBA.
Tonbko, B otnmune ot Kanta, mus ButrenmreiiHa 3T0 neiicTBue He TpeOyer
BHEUYBCTBEHHOT'O CO3E€pIaHusl, JOCTATOYHO BO3MOXKHOCTH CKOJIbKO YTrOAHO pa3
MPUMEHSTh BBIOpAaHHYIO ONepanuio (a TaKyl0 BO3MOXHOCTh MPEIOCTaBIISET,
B KOHEYHOM CYETE, JIOTMYECKOE MPOCTPAHCTBO, Mo3TOMy «6.22. Jloruky mwupa,
KOTOPYIO MPEAJIOKEHUS JJOTUKHU MOKa3bIBAIOT B TABTOJIOTUAX, MaTEMaTHKa MOKa3bl-
BaeT B ypaBHeHusax» [8. C. 196].

Butrenmreiitn MHOro 3aHuMaincs ¢umocodueit marematuku B 30-¢ U
40-e rr. MaTematnueckrue 0OBEKTHI OCTAIOTCS JJISl HETO 3HAKOBBIMU KOHCTPYKIIU-
SIMH, a KPUTHKA JIOTUIIM3Ma CTAHOBUTCS BCe OoJiee MOCIeI0BATENIbHON U PE3KOM.
J1yis Hero HempueMIIeMO IPEICTABICHUE O TOM, YTO 3aKOHBI JIOTUKH OoJee GyHa-
MEHTAJIbHBI, YeM UMEIOIIUECS MaTeMaTHUYeCKHe MPaKTUKU. B yacTHOCTH, MOCTOSH-
HOM kpuTuke noasepraercs @pere-PaccenoBckoe onpeaeneHne yucia (CorjiacHo
KOTOpOMY HATypajlbHOE€ YHCIIO €CTh MHOKECTBO PAaBHOMOIIHBIX MHOKECTB).
ButrenireiiH KpuTUKYyeT pacceloBCKOE MOCTPOCHUE HATYPAJIbHOIO psiia 3a To,
YTO OHO HEYJOOHO, HESIBHO YK€ HCIOJIb3YeT MPEACTaBICHUE O YHUCIaX, OTPhIBACT
OTJIETIbHOE YHUCJIa OT €r0 MECTa B Psiiy HaTypaibHbIX uncesl. OH MPOTUBOMOCTAB-
JISIeT PACCEIOBCKOMY MOCTPOCHHIO YHCIIO KaK Pe3yIbTaT MOCIeI0BaTENbHOTO pHU-
MEHEHUSl Olepaliu MPUOABICHUS €IIe OJHOM eIWHUIBI (CM. Hampumep
[13. P. 71—74, 76—77)).

B 10 xe BpeMsa ButreHmreliHa He OCTaBJISET BOIMPOC, SBISIOTCA JU NPEIJIO-
KEHUs apu(PMETUKN CUHTETUYECKUMU anpuopu. Te HEeMHOTOYUCIIEHHbIE YTIOMUHA-
Husa Kanra, KOTOpble MOKHO BCTPETUTh B €T0 3aIUCSAX, CBSI3aHbBI HMEHHO C 3THM.
Ho cunreTnunocts ButreHmTeiH 1oKa3bIBaeT COBCEM HeE Tak, kak Kant. OH cTpe-
MUTCS TI0Ka3aTh, YTO HOBBIC JJOKa3aHHBIC TEOPEMBI WA Pa3padOTaHHBIC TEXHUKH
npou3800sam usmMeHeHuss B UMeBleMcs ucuucienuu. [locnennee cranoBUTCS Apy-
ruM. [IoHATHO, 4TO TaKoe MpeACTaBICHUE UCKIIOYAET MPETEH3UIO Ha TO, YTO MaTe-
MaTHYECKHe YTBEPXKICHHUS SIBISIIOTCS aHATUTHUYECKMMU. Benp aHanmuTHueckue
MIPETIOKEHUST HE COAepkKAT HOBOM MH(OPMAIIMK U HUYETO COACPKATCILHOTO HE
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N00aBJIAIOT K MMEIOIIKMMCSA akcuomam, Toraa Kak Juisi ButrenmireliHa pas3Butue
MaTeMaTUYECKOW TEOpUM 3TO €€ U3MEHEHHUE, T.€. BHECEHHUE 4YEro-TO HOBOIO.
B wactHOCTH, BUTreHIITEMH TOBOPUT, YTO OTKPBITHE NEPUOJUIHOCTH PAlMOHAIb-
HBIX JIECATHYHBIX JpoOel mpeacTaBiseT COOOM MOCTPOCHHUE HOBOW TEXHUKHU
u HoBoro ucuucienus. M Tyt xe nobdasnser: «He sBnasercss nu 1o, 0 4eM g TyT
rOBOPIO, TEM K€, YTO UMeN B BULy KaHT, roBops, uto 5 + 7 = 12 He aHaIUTUUYECKOE,
a cuHTeTH4ecKoe anpuopmu» [15. P. 404]?

MpaHuua, punocodpua n 4yenoseyeckasa aK3UCTEHUUS

[IpoTuB Hamiell MOMBITKM TOKa3aTh TO, YTO cOMMxkaeT Burrenmreitna u
Kanra, MoxeT ObITh BBIIBUHYTO CIIEAYIOLIee BO3paKEHNE: HUKAKKUe COMMKEHUS He
OlpaBIaHbl BBUIY TOTO, YTO BUTreHINITEHH Tak IypHO TOBOPUT O (GUIOCOPUH,
OOBSABNSAS ee YTBEPKIECHUS M BOIPOCHl OECCMBICIEHHBIMU®, Torna kak KaHtom
PYKOBOJIUT 3a60ma 0 cyib0e U MpaBUIBHOM pa3BUTHH (hunocoduu.

Ha nmomo6Hoe BO3pa)keHHE MOXKHO OTBETUTh Tak: BUTreHIITEHH neiicTBU-
TeNbHO 00BsBII B «Jloruko-puminocodckom Tpakrare» (GUIOCOPCKUE YTBEPIKIC-
HUsl 0€CCMBICIIEHHBIMU U HE C/ITAN UCKIIIOYEHHs HU J1sl 0JHOTO (husocoda, B TOM
umcie u camoro cebs’. Hy a Kant? He o i nucai, 4ro: «B MeTadu3uKe MOXKHO
HECTH BCSAKHH B370p, HE OIacasich ObITh yIUYeHHBIM BO JKU» [9. C. 162]? Takoe
CY)KJEHHE IO PE3KOCTH HENANEKO OTCTOMT OT BHUTTEHIITEHHOBCKHUX OLICHOK
dbunocodum.

MHe npencTaBiseTcsl BaXHbIM 110Ka3aTh M 3[€Ch CONPUKOCHOBEHHE MBICIH
Kanta u Burrenmreitna. Hemapom u B «Jloruko-duiocopckoM TpakTaTey,
u B cucteme KaHTa Taky1o NpUHIMIHAIBHYIO POJIb UTPAET UIES TPAHULIBI BO3MOX-
HOT'O MO3HAHUS (MM OCMBICIEHHOTO BbIpaskeHus). C TOUKU 3peHust Kak OJHOTO,
TaKk M JAPYroro MBICTUTEINS 3Ty TPaHUILy COOMOIaeT €CTECTBO3HAHME, TOTJa KaK
Metadusuka (BuUTreHmTelH yarie HCIMONBb3yeT CIOBO «(uiiocodus») cUUTACT
BBIXOJSIIIEE 32 O3HAUYCHHYIO T'PaHUIly CBOei BoTuyMHOWU. U 3a 3TO Meradusuky
(punocoduro) nopunarot u Kaut, u Burrenmreiin.

Kak mokaseiBaer Kanrt, Meradusnka, mpITasiCh UCCIEIOBATh TO, YTO HEJO-
CTYITHO 4YEJIOBEYECKOMY IO3HAHHIO, TOBOPUT HE O MpeIMEeTe, KOTOPBIM SKOOBI
HCCIIeYeT, 2 O COOCTBEHHOM criocoOe BelpakeHUs. OH yUYUT, YTO TPaHCLIEH/EH-
TaJIbHBIC WJEU YKAa3bIBAIOT TOJHKO HA MPHHIIUIBI CUCTEMATHYECKOTO €IMHCTBA
npumeHenus paccyoxa. « Ecinm xke MpUHUMAIOT 3TO €IMHCTBO CIIOC00a MO3HAHUS 3a
€MHCTBO TO3HABAaEMOIO IMPEAMETa, €CJIU 3TO €JUHCTBO, KOTOPOE, COOCTBEHHO,

8 «4.003. BONBIIMHCTBO MPEMIOKEHHI H BOIPOCOB, BHICKA3aHHBIX [0 MOBOLY (PHUIOCOPCKHX MPO-
OneM, He JIOKHBI, a OeccMbIciIeHHBI. [103TOMy MBI BOOOIIIE HE MOXKEM OTBEYaTh Ha TaKOTro poja
BOIIPOCHI, MBI MOXEM TOJIBKO YCTaHOBHUTbH UX OECCMBICIEHHOCTb. BOIBIIMHCTBO BOIPOCOB U MpE-
JOKeHUH (MII0CO(POB BEITEKAET U3 TOTO, YTO MBI HE TIOHMMAaEM JIOTHKH Hamiero s3bika» [8. C. 74].
% «6.53. Moy NpeuI0KEeHHs TIOSCHAIOTCS TEM, YTO TOT, KTO UX TOHSI, B KOHIIE KOHI[OB IIPU3HAET UX
6eCCMbICHeHHOCTb, €CJIM OH MOAHAJICA C UX IMOMOIIPKO — HA HUX — BBIIIIC HUX (OH JOJIKCH, TaK
cKa3aTh, OTOPOCHUTD JIECTHHUILY, TTOCJIE TOTO Kak B30epeTcs mo Hei)» [8. C. 218].
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€CTh YHCTO PETYJATUBHOE, CUUTAIOT KOHCTHTYTHBHBIM... TO 3TO HE 0ojee Kak
omuOKa B OIleHKe COOCTBEHHOTO Ha3Ha4YeHH Hamero pasyma...» [9. C. 172—173].

Korna ButrenmreitH roBopuT, 4To (uiocohckrue BOMPOCH! U YTBEPKICHHUS
00yCIIOBJIEHBI HETOHUMAaHHUEM JIOTHKH HAIIETO S3bIKa, OH UIMEET B BUJY, UTO (PyHK-
U SI3bIKA 3TO OMHCaHue (aKTOB, M TEM CaMbIM 3aJ[aHa TPaHMIIAa TOTO, YTO MOXKET
OBITH ONMHUCAHO OCMBICIEHHBIMU TpeanokeHusiMUu. OIHAKO yCIOBUEM BO3MOKHO-
CTH OIMCHIBAaTh (DAaKThI SABJISIETCS JIOTHYECKOEe HpocTpaHcTBO. Ecmm ¢unocodsr
MPETeHIYIOT Ha onucaHue 6oJiee riIy0oKOro ciosi CyIIeCTBYIOLICH HE3aBUCUMO OT
HAaC PeaJbHOCTH, YEM €CTECTBEHHBIE HAYKH, TO OHH >KECTOKO ommubarorcsa. OHu
MPOCTO YTKHYJHChb, HE IOHUMAs 3TOrO, B YCIOBHUS BO3MOXXHOCTH JIIOOBIX
ONMCaHM.

Ho ne yuut nu Kanr, uto, neiTasch BBIIMTH 3a IPaHUILy BO3MOXHOIO OIBITA,
MeTa]u3HuKa TOIBKO MHUT, YTO OMMCHIBAET INTyO0OYalIIyI0 peaIbHOCTh, TOTAA KaK
Ha CaMOM JIeJie OHa YTKHYJIach B YCJIOBHS BOZMOXHOTIO omnbITa? He umen nu B BUIy
Butrenimrelin 4To-T0 1mogoOHOE, KOraa OH ofHaxabl 3ameTmin: «§43. I'panuia
SI3bIKa MPOSIBIISET ceOsl B HEBO3MOKHOCTH KaK-TO MHA4e omucarh (pakT, COOTBET-
CTBYIOIIMN NPEUIOKEHNIO (SIBJISIFOIIMICS €r0 MEPEBOIOM), UEM MPOCTO MOBTOPSS
3TO mpeoxkeHue. Mbl 37ech kacaemcs KaHtoBa pemieHus mpobieMsl (uiaoco-
¢bum» [16. C. 421]?

OrtBepras npeten3uu Mmetaduzuku Ha no3Hanue bora, Kaut 3asasnser: «Ho Ml
JEPYKUMCS STOU IpaHMIIbl, ECJIN HALLE CY>KIEHUE HE UAET Jajbllie OTHOLIEHUS MUpa
K TOW CYHIHOCTH, CaMO TMOHSATHE KOTOPOIl JIEKUT BHE BCAKOIO MO3HAHUS, TOCTYII-
HOTO HaM BHYTpH MHpa. B camom nene, B 3TOM cilydae Mbl HE NPUIIUCHIBAEM
BBICIICH CYIIHOCTH CaMOl no cebe HU OJHOTO U3 TE€X CBOWCTB, C KOTOPHIMU MBI
MBICIHM ce0€e MPEeIMETHI OIBITA, K TEM CaMbIM H30eraeM 0oemamuiecko2o aHTpo-
nomMopdusMa; HO TEM HE MEHEee Mbl IPUIHCHIBAEM 3TH CBOWMCTBA MO OTHOIICHHUIO
BBICIIICH CYIIHOCTM K MHUpPY U JOIYyCKaeM CUMBOIUYECKUL AHTPONOMOP(hU3M,
KOTOPBIN Ha JIeJIe KacaeTcs JIMIIb sA3bIKa, a He camoro oobekTay [9. C. 181]. IIpen-
CTaBJISIETCd CUMITOMATUYHBIM, YTO B JaHHOM KOHTekcTe KaHT amemiupyer K
SI3BIKY U 3HAUEHUSM MCIOJIb3YEMBbIX BBIPAXKECHUIA, Ipe/iaras HeuTo BpOo/ie JIMHIBU-
CTHUYECKOI'0 aHaJIn3a, KOTOPBIN MIOKAa3bIBAET, YTO Mbl HE MO>KEM BBIITH 3a IIpEIEbl
MHpA SIBJICHUM.

N nocnennee, 0 ueM HEOOXOAUMO CKa3aTh B JAHHOM KOHTEKCTE: 0151 000UX
muicaumernel uoes epanuysl pabomaem 080AKO: U Ha OTpaHUYCHHE MPUTA3AHUN
MeTa(pU3UKH, ¥ HA pacIIUPEHUE MPOCTPAHCTBA, B KOTOPOM pa3pelaroTcs dK3U-
CTeHIIMaNbHBIE TPoOIeMbl. CaMoe Ba)KHOE JIJIS YEJIOBEKA JIKHUT 3a STOU TpaHUIICH.
B mupe Bo3MOkHOTO oOmbITa (MHpe (HAaKTOB) OECIONE3HO HUCKATh IIEHHOCTH
U cMbICHbl. J1Jig 000MX MBICIUTENEeH TaKue BOMPOCHI HEOTAEIUMBI OT BOIpoca 00
OTHOIIECHUM MEXY deaoBekoM 1 borom!',

10 «Beputs B Bora 3Ha4uT MOHMMATE BONIPOC O CMBICIIE XKU3HH. Beputs B bora 3HauuT BUIETH, UTO
(baKTaMI/I MHpa BC€ HC OTPAaHUYUBACTCH. BepI/ITL B bora 3nHauut BUACTH, UTO KU3Hb UMCCT CMBICID)

([13. P. 74] (3amucs ot 8.7.16).
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Kant npucrynaer k «Kputnke nmpakrnueckoro pazyMay, 1okasas B «Kputnke
YUCTOIO pa3yMa», 4TO CIEKYJATUBHOE TEOPETU3MPOBAHUE HE MOXKET JaThb HHKa-
KOT0O 3HaHMsA, KOTOpoe Obl MOMOIJIO B Pa3peIleHUH IMOJO0OHBIX BOIPOCOB. 3aTO
npakmuyecku pasyM, HalpaBJIsSIOLINI BOJIIO YEJI0BEKa, UMEET MPAaBO HA BBIXOJ 3a
IIpenessl, yKa3aHHBIC I TEOPETHYECKOrO0 pasyMa, M Ha MOCTYJIMPOBAHHE
cOOCTBEHHBIX 00BEKTOB, KakoBbI bor, cBobona u 6eccmeptue nymu. He meradu-
3UYECKUE CHEKYJSIIUM, YIUT KaHT, a TOJIBKO JUYHOE HPAaBCTBEHHOE YCHIINE JAET
[IPaBO Ha NOJOOHBIN BBIXO 33 IPAHHIIBI YCIOBUI BO3MOKHOTO OTIBITA.

Burrenmreiin B «JIoruko-¢puinocodckom TpakTaTe» MOKa3bIBAET, YTO MOKHO
BBIPA3UTh OCMBICIICHHBIMU MPEIJIOKECHUAMU U KaKOB MHP, €CIIM €r0 MOYKHO OIIH-
CBhIBaTh TaKOBbIMH. OH JI€TaeT 3TO, 4TOOBI B KOHIIE 3asBUTH, 4TO bor, neHHOCTH U
CMBICJI )KU3HU HE B MUPE, a 3a €ro rpaHulieid. 3HauuT, 0ECIoIe3HO 0KUIATh OT yue-
HBIX TPaKTaTOB OTBETAa HAa BONPOC O CMbICiE KHU3HU. Cle10BaTeNbHO, MOUCKU
CMBICJIa )KM3HU — J€JI0 JINYHOU PEIIMMOCTH U JIMYHOTO YCHIIHS, KOTOPOE HE MOXKET
OBITh rapaHTUPOBAHO HUKAKUMU TPAKTATaAMHU M CUCTEMaMHU.

31ech, B 3TOM MOCJIEIHEM IyHKT€ MHE BUJUTCSA OJHA U3 CaMbIX INTyOOKHX
napajiesiedl MeXay IBYMs MBICIUTEISIMU: MX yOeXIeHHe, 4TO €CTh I'paHHMIa,
3a KOTOPYIO HE MOTYT BBIXOAMTB MOJIOKUTEIbHASI HAyKa U MeTahU3HKa, HO KOTOpast
MMEET PELIAONIee 3HAYCHHME JJI OTHMKUM M CaMOOIIPEAEICHHs 4YEIOBEKa B JTOU
KHU3HU.

Cnucok JuTepaTypsbl

[1] Kosznosa M.C. Cuemmuduka durocopckux mpobdmem: [losmmms JI. Burrenmreiina //
Ounocopekue uaen Jroasura Butrenmreitna. M. : UD PAH, 1966. C. 132—134.

[2] Meoseoes H.B. SBnsercs nu Butrenmeitn nocnenoparenem Kanrta? (PazmbiinuieHus o
osmzoctr ¢rocodcekux npoektoB panHero JI. Butrenmretina u U. Kanra) // I'ymanu-
TapHble Hayku. BectHuk TI'Y. 1997. Ne 1. C. 22—32.

[3] Hanna R. Wittgenstein and Kantianism // Glock H.-J., Hyman J., editors. A Companion
to Wittgenstein. John Willey & Sons, Ltd, 2017. P. 682—698.

[4] Glock H.-J. Kant and Wittgenstein: Philosophy, Necessity and Representation //
International Journal of the Philosophical Studies. 1997. N 5. P. 285—305.

[5] Appelgvist H. On Wittgenstein's Kantian Solution of the Problem of Philosophy. Pexxum
nmoctyna: http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09608788.2016.1154812 (mata
obpamenus: 09.03.2023).

[6] Livingston P.M. Philosophy and the Vision of Language. Routledge, 2008.

[7] Kaum M. Kputuka uncroro pasyma. M. : Hayka, 1998.

[8] Bumeenwmerin JI. Jloruko-punocodcekuii Tpakrar. M. : Kanon+, 2008.

[9] Kaum H. IlponmeroMeHBI KO BCSKOW Oyamymiedl MeTtadusnke, MOTyIIeH MOSBUTHCS Kak
Hayka // Counnenusi B 6 T. T. 4. U. 1. M. : Msicib, 1965. C. 67—210.

[10] [Ilyauxape A. O nayke. M. : Hayka, 1983.

[11] Coxynep 3.A. Jloruka B «Jloruko-punocodckom tpakrate» Jlronsura Burrenmreiina //

Bectauk MockoBckoro yauBepcutera. Cepust 7. @unocodus. 2022. Ne 3. C. 19—35.

[12] Kamwm M. O mepBOM OCHOBaHWHM Pa3lU4YUs CTOPOH B mpocTpaHcTBe // CoYMHEHHS

B6T. T.2. M. : MrIcis, 1964. C. 371—379.
[13] Wittgenstein L. Notebooks, 1914—1916. Second ed. Oxford : Basil Blackwell, 1979.

642 «KPUTUKA YUCTOI'O PA3YMA» KAHTA...



Sokuler Z.A. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):629—643

[14] Frascolla P. Wittgenstein’s philosophy of mathematics. Pt. 8. London, N.Y. : Routledge,
1994.

[15] Wittgenstein L. Philosophische Grammatik. Frankfurt on the Main, 1973.

[16] Bummeenwmeiin JI. Kynbrypa u neaHocts // ®uocodpckue padotsl. U. 1. M. : I'Hosuc,
1994. C. 407—492.

References

[1] Kozlova MS. Specifics of Philosophical Problems: Position of L. Wittgenstein. In:
Philosophical Ideas of Ludwig Wittgenstein. Moscow: Institute of Philosophy publ.; 1966.
P. 132—134. (In Russian).

[2] Medvedev NV. Is Wittgenstein a follower of Kant? (Reflections on the proximity of the
philosophical projects of the early L. Wittgenstein and 1. Kant). Humanities. Bulletin of
TSU. 1997;(1):22—32. (In Russian).

[3] Hanna R. Wittgenstein and Kantianism. A Companion to Wittgenstein. Glock H-J, Hyman
J, editors. London: John Willey & Sons, Ltd; 2017. P. 682—698.

[4] Glock H-J. Kant and Wittgenstein: Philosophy, Necessity and Representation.
International Journal of the Philosophical Studies. 1997;(5):285—305.

[5] Appelqvist H. On Wittgenstein's Kantian Solution of the Problem of Philosophy. Available
from: http://www.tandfonline.com/doi/abs/10.1080/09608788.2016.1154812 (accessed:
09.03.2023).

[6] Livingston PM. Philosophy and the Vision of Language. London, N.Y.: Rutledge; 2008.

[7] Kant 1. Criticism of Pure Reason. Moscow: Nauka publ.; 1998. (In Russian).

[8] Wittgenstein L. Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus. Moscow: Kanon+ publ.; 2008.
(In Russian).

[9] Kant 1. Prolegomena to any future metaphysics that can appear as a science. In: Works in
6 vols. Vol. 4. Pt. 1. Moscow: Mysl publ., 1965. P. 67—210. (In Russian).

[10] Poincare A. About science. Moscow: Nauka publ.;1983. (In Russian).

[11] Sokuler ZA. Logic in Ludwig Wittgenstein’s “Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus”. Bulletin

of Moscow University. Ser. 7. Philosophy. 2022;(3):19—35. (In Russian).
[12] Kant L. On the first basis of the difference of sides in space. In: Works in 6 vols. Vol. 2.
Moscow: Mysl publ.; 1964. P. 371—379. (In Russian).

[13] Wittgenstein L. Notebooks 1914—1916. 2nd ed. Oxford: Basil Blackwell; 1979.

[14] Frascolla P. Wittgenstein’s philosophy of mathematics. London, NewYork: Routledge;
1994.

[15] Wittgenstein L. Philosophische Grammatik. Frankfurt on the Main; 1973.

[16] Wittgenstein L. Culture and values. In: Philosophical works. Pt. 1. Moscow: Gnosis

publ.; 1994. P. 407—492. (In Russian).

Caeenusi 00 aBTOpe:

Coxkynep 3unauoa Anexcanopogna — NOKTOp GUIOCOPCKUX HAYK, Ipodeccop, kKadeapa OHTO-
JOTUM W TEOpPUM IMO3HAHUS, MOCKOBCKHI T'OCYJapCTBEHHBIM YHUBEPCHUTET UM.
M.B. JlomoHocoBa, Mockaa, Poccus (e-mail: zasokuler@mail.ru). ORCID: 0000-0002-0602-4295

About the author:

Sokuler Zinaida A. — PhD in Philosophy, Professor, Chair of Department of Ontology and
Theory of Knowledge, Lomonosov Moscow State University, Moscow, Russia (e-mail:
zasokuler@mail.ru). ORCID: 0000-0002-0602-4295

KANT’S “CRITIQUE OF PURE REASON”... 643


https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0602-4295
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0602-4295

;ﬁ' RUDN Journal of Philosophy. ISSN 2313-2302 (print), ISSN 2408-8900 (online) 2023 Vol. 27 No. 3 644—658
Becthuk PY[H. Cepus: ®UI0COOUA http://journals.rudn.ru/philosophy

https://doi.org/10.22363/2313-2302-2023-27-3-644-658
EDN: FOGLCW
HayuyHas ctatbsa / Research Article

M.d. CtpocoH: ot IOma k KaHTy n 06paTHO
M.A. EBcTuraeen = P><

HannonanbHbIi HcclieqoBaTeNbCKUM YHUBEPCUTET «BhICIIas MIKoia SKOHOMHUKNY,
Poccutickas @edepayus, 101000, Mocksa, yr. Macnhuykas, 20
P<Amevstigneev@hse.ru

Annotanus. [1.d. CTpocoH — 0o1uH U3 caMblif H3BECTHBIX KaHTHAHCKUX (prnocotoB u
uHTepnperaTopoB «Kpuruku yncroro pazymay. Ilpeanaraercs peKOHCTPYKLMS 3TOW UHTEp-
MpeTaIyy, a TAkKe aHATU3UPYETCS €€ HCTOPHS H MECTO B paMKaX CTPOCOHOBCKOH (rrocodum.
41 nokasbiBaro, kKakuMu 06pa3oM CTpPOCOH YMTAET TEKCT, KAKUM CTPaTerusM MHTEPIpETaliu
CIeJlyeT M C KakuMu mpoOiemamu craimkuBaercsa. B kuurax «uauBuias»y u «'paHHIBI
cMeiciay CTpocoH acconuupyet ceds ¢ KantoM n paccMaTrpuBaet ce0s Kak MpoJosnKaTem s ero
npoekta. Kanrosckas ¢dunocodus ssnserca mis CTpocoHa AECKPUNTHBHON, aHTUCKENTHYE-
CKOH MeTa(u3MKOil, KoTopasl MBITAETCS HKCILUIMLUPOBATh HAIly 0a30BYI0 KOHLENTYaIbHYIO
cxeMy. OJIHaKO OJ THETOM KPUTHKH €MY MIPUIIIOCH OT 3TOH TPAKTOBKH OTKA3aThCsl © CMEHUTh
UHTEJJIEKTYalbHbIX FepoeB. OJJHUM U3 ITIaBHBIX TepoeB KHUIH «CKENTULM3M U HaTypallu3My»
craHoBuTCs yxke IOM. Bropas 4acTb pabGOTHI U MOCBSIIEHA OMMCAHUIO 3TOTO Iepexoja OT
Kanta x IOMy. B a10if pabote CTpocoH paTyeT 3a HEKOTOPHIH YMEPEHHBIH, THOEpaIbHbIH
HatypaiamusM a la FOM BMecTo JeckpunTHBHON MeTahU3UKH, KOTOPOI OH HPHIEPIKUBAICS JI0
3TOr0. DTOT HOBBII HaTypanu3M 0ojiee CKPOMEH B CBOUX MPETCH3UAX.

KnioueBble cjioBa: JECKPHUIITHBHAS MeTa(pU3MKa, TPAHCICHICHTAIBHBIC apTyMEHTH,
HaTypaJlu3M

Hcropus craTbu:
Cratps moctymnuia 26.01.2023
Cratbs npunsra k myommkarmu 30.06.2023

Jast uurupoBanusi: Escmuenees M.J]. I1.®D. Ctpocon: ot FOma k KanTty u o6partHo // BecTHUK
Poccuiickoro ynuBepcurera apyx0bl HaponoB. Cepus: ®@unocodusa. 2023. T. 27. Ne 3.
C. 644—658. https://doi.org/10.22363/2313-2302-2023-27-3-644-658

© Escrurnees M. /., 2023
@ ®D This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/legalcode

644 «KPUTUKA YUCTOI'O PA3YMA» KAHTA...


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1391-4517

Evstigneev M.D. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):644—658

Strawson P.F.: From Hume to Kant and Back Again
Maksim D. Evstigneev' = [><

National Research University «Higher School of Economics»,
20 Myasnitskaya St., 101000, Moscow, Russian Federation
D<dmevstigneev@hse.ru

Abstract. P.F. Strawson is one of the most famous Kantian philosophers and
interpretators of Kant’s “Critique of Pure Reason”. This study is dedicated to reconstruction of
this interpretation. It is also dedicated to the analysis of the story and place of Strawson’s
interpretation in the history of his own philosophical career. I show how Strawson reads Kant’s
text, what strategies of interpretation he adopts and what problems he faces. In “Individuals”
and “The Bounds of Sense” Strawson explicitly associates himself with Kant and considers
himself as Kantian philosopher. Kantian philosophy for Strawson is the descriptive, anti-
sceptical metaphysics that seeks to explicate our basic conceptual scheme. However, due to
various criticism, Strawson had to abandon descriptive metaphysics and to change his
intellectual figures. On of the main heroes of “Skepticism and Naturalism” — his late book —
becomes Hume. The second part of the paper is dedicated to the explanation of the transition
from Kant to Hume. In this work, Strawson argues for some kind of soft Hume-like naturalism
instead of previously held descriptive metaphysics. This kind of naturalism is more modest than
metaphysics. It does not pretend to be the main and the most fundamental of all the
philosophical studies. It is simply an analysis of one of the possible philosophical perspective.
The stand point of ordinary believes.

Keywords: descriptive metaphysics, transcendental arguments, naturalism

Article history:
The article was submitted on 26.01.2023
The article was accepted on 30.06.2023

For citation: Evstigneev MD. Strawson P.F.: From Hume to Kant and Back Again. RUDN
Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):644—658. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.22363/2313-
2302-2023-27-3-644-658

BBeneHue: nse ¢pasbl B punocopuun

B crarse 0 kanTOBCcKHX OcHOBaHMAX MeTadusuku [1.D. Ctpocon mucam, 4yTo
«KOTIEPHUKAHCKUN TIEPEBOPOT» CTAJl JAHHOCTbIO JIJIsl TPAAULIMH, K KOTOPOIl OH caM
npunamnexur [1. P. 232]'. XoTs k MOMEHTY HalucaHus MM CTAThbU KaHTOBCKMii
«cnen» B punocodun 6611 oueneH [1. P. 232], Tak, KoHeUHO, ObILIO He BCeraa’.
W Bo MHOrOM 3TUM CiieloM Mbl 00s3aHbl camoMmy CtpocoHy. Ero paGoThl gacto
CBS3BIBAIOT C «peadbmmmranueit Metadgusuku» [2. P. 49] u nepexoqom «aHaauTHYIC-
cKoil Quimocopun» B HOBYIO a3y, ¢ mepexofoM (MOo3BOIIO cebe HECKOIBKO
nepeuHaunth (pasy Y. Cemnapca)’ OT IOHOMIECKOTO IOMHAHCTBA K B3POCIOMY

! 4 BeIpakaro GiaromaprocTs Exatepune Xan n Anekcanapy MeqbHHKOBY 3a UTEHHE B 06CYkKIE-
HHE 3TOr0 TEKCTa, a TAK)Ke 3a [IEHHbIE KOMMEHTAPUU U 3aMEYaHUsL.

2 OH MMeeT B BHJly OTYETIMBO KaHTUKAHTOBCKYIO» PHTOPUKY OTI[OB-OCHOBATENEH «AHATMTHYECKOM
¢dunocodum».

3 Ee nepenaer P. Bpenmom [3. P. 19].
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KaHTHaHCTBY. [lepexon mexny stumu pazamu CTPOCOH CBSA3BIBAET C OTKa30M OT
paaMKalbHOTO, «artoMmucrtudeckoro» [4. P. 53] smmupusmMa u BO3BpallEHUEM
K MeTadu3uKe, packpbiBaroleil (yHIaMeHTalIbHbIE CTPYKTYphl HAIlIEro MbIIILIe-
HUS O MUDE.

KaHT n ckpomHast Metapunsunka

«MunuBuaey CTPOCOH HAYMHACT C YTBEPXKACHHS, UTO UCTOPHUUECKH CYIIE-
CTBYeT JBa BHMJa MeTa(U3MKH: JIECKPUIITUBHAs M IepecMaTpuBaromias. Yarie
MeTau3uka «ObIBajla IMEpEeCMaTPUBAIOIICH, YeM JIeCKpUNTHBHOW» [5. P. 9].
«[leckpunTtuBHas MeTaduU3MKa JIOBOJIBCTBYETCS OINMCAHHEM JIEHCTBHUTEIBHOM
CTPYKTYpbl HAIllErO0 MBIIUICHUS O MHUpE, MepecMaTpuBaiouias MeTapu3uka
03abo4eHa mpoun3BoACcTBOM nyutieit» [S. P. 9]. K mepecmaTpuBaromuM uinm Bajm-
mupyrommM (validatory) [6. P. 23] meraduzukam CtpocoH oTHocuT Jlekapta
[5.P.90—095; 4. P. 16], Jleiibuuua u bepxin, a K 1eCKpUNTUBHBIM — ApPUCTOTENSA
u Kanra [5. P. 9]. FOM 3anHuMaeT B 3TOl cxeMe MPOMEKYTOUHYIO TTO3UIIUI0, COBME-
mas B cede anmeMeHThl U Toi u apyroit [5. P. 9]. Cam Ctpocon cummnaTusupyer
JNECKPUNTUBHON MeTapu3uKe, U 3Ta CUMIATHsI CBsI3bIBaeT ero ¢ Kantom.

JleckpunTuBHYI0 MeTapU3UKy OTIMYAET CKPOMHOCTh MPETEH3UH. ITO TaKou
BUJ METaQU3UKU, KOTOPBINA HE MPETEHAYET HU Ha YTO OOJIbIIEe, YEM POCHO OTH-
canue (PyHIAMEHTaJIbHON CTPYKTYpbI HAlIero MbIUieHus o Mupe. CTpocoH mu-
met: «3agaun Metadu3uK| — 3TO OueHb ol1Iue 3a1a4i. OHU CKOpee OTHOCSTCS K
o0muM GopMaM MM KapKacam, B paMKax KOTOPBIX OCYIIECTBIISETCS MCCIIEA0Ba-
HHE, 4YeM K KOHKPETHbIM 3MHU30JlaM B Mpolecce uccienoanus» [1. P. 232].
B npyrom mecre oH no6aBinseT, uto MeTaduznka — 310 «Haubosee oduiee 1 GyH-
JAaMEHTAJIbHOE HccienoBaHue. Meroabl MeTapu3uku OyayT HE SMIMPUUYECKUMH,
OHM ANpPUOPHBI <...> OHA 3aHUMAETCS KOHLENTYaJbHOW CTPYKTYpOH, KOTOpas
MPEATOIAraeTCsl BO BCAKOM dMIUPHUECKOM MbIuieHun» [7. P. 18]. UmenHo Takum
BUJIOM MeTa(pu3uku, cornacHo CTpocony, u 3aHaT KaHT.

«['paHuLbl CMBICIIa» OTKPBIBAIOTCS 3HAMEHUTHIM MaccaxkeMm: «MoKHO BOOO-
pa3uTh BUIbl MUPOB, OYE€Hb CUJIBHO OTIMYAOLIUECS OT MUPA, KOTOPBIM MBI 3HAEM.
MosxHO omucaTh BUABI ONbITAa OYEHb OTJIMYHBIE OT TOTO, KOTOPHIA MBI UMEEM.
Ho He Besikoe npeanonaraeMoe U rpaMMaTHYECKH 10Ty CTUMOE ONIMCAHNUE BO3MOXK-
HOTO BH/JIa OIBITA OyEeT NOJIMHHO UHTEJUIUTUOEbHBIM onrcanueM. CyIecTBYIOT
IpeJIeIbl TOr0, YTO Mbl MOKEM IMOCTUTHYTh WIIM CIIENIATh JUIsl ce0s1 MHTEIUIUTHOeb-
HBIM B Ka4eCTBE BO3MOXKHOM OOIIEH CTPYKTYypHhI onbiTa. MccmenoBanue 3Tux mpe-
JIeNIOB, HCCleZloBaHUe Habopa ujei, (popMUPYIOMIMX OrpaHUYMBAIOLIMNA KapKac
BCETr0 HAIIETO MBIIUIEHUSI O MUPE U BCETO HALIETO OIbITa MUpPa — 3TO, OUEBUJIHO,
BaXXHOE U MHTepecHoe ¢uiocodpckoe npeanpustue. Hu ogun ¢punocod He npen-
npUHKMMAan Goliee cephe3HOi MOMBITKU caenaTh 570, ueM Kant» [7. P. 15]°.

Kak, no muenuto Ctpocona, Kant 3to nenaetr? OH 3a7aeTcsi BOIPOCOM O BO3-
MO>KHOCTH HAIIETO OMbITA. 3aJaBUINCh 3TUM BOIPOCOM, OH IIOKAa3bIBAET, YTO OIBIT

4Cp.: [7. P. 16, 49]; [8. P. 249].
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TOTO THIIA, KOTOPHIM 00J1a/Ial0T CyIIECTBA BPOJE HAC, JOHKEH HEOOXOIUMO OBITH
OTIBITOM IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOTO MUPa PEUACHTU(DUIIUPYEMBIX TAPTUKY IS
puii — tenr’. CaM 1o ce6e 3TOT ONBIT J0JKEH MPEICTABIATE COO0M eIMHCTBO CepUH
BocrpuaTHii®. OH 0MKeH MPUIUCHIBATHCS HEKOTOPOMY HOCHTEINIO, KOTOPBIi CI10-
COOCH OTIAMYATh CBOM COCTOSIHUS M UX TIOPSIIOK OT MOJIOKEHUH JeT U opsiIKa, Cy-
HIECTBYIOMUX He3aBUCUMO OT Hero (A201-202/B246-247) [7. P. 24].

OTu pe3ynbTathl SABIAIOTCS CIEACTBUEM AaHAIUTUYECKOTO apryMeHTa, KOTO-
pbii, cornacHo Ctpocony, npumenseT Kant. Ognako «KpuTrka 4ucToro pasymay
HE CBOJUTCS K TAKOMY apryMEHTY. DTO €II€ U 3CCe O «BOOOpakaeMOM CyObEKTe
TpaHCIEHJAECHTAIbHOU nicuxosiorum» [7. P. 31—32].

Boob6paxaemblii npeaMeT TPaHCLEHAEHTaNIbHOW NCUXON0rumn

CtpocoH cetyer, uto «Kputrka» 0coOOEHHO CcI0KHas sl TOHUMaHUS [TOTOMY,
yro KaHT 0oOnadaer cBoe mpeanpusiTUe B OJEXKIbl HEKOTOPOU «BBOIALIEH B 3a-
onyxnaenue anaiorun» [7. P. 15]. UccnenoBanue «oOIMMX MOHATHAN WU KaTEro-
puii, B TEpMUHAX KOTOPBIX Mbl YIIOPSIOYMBAEM HAILIE MBIIIJIEHUE O MUPE U OIBIT
mupa» [4. P. 35], on compsiraeT ¢ uccienoBanueM PyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS CIIOCOOHO-
creii aymm’. B TepMHHBI CBOEH TCHXoI0rudeckoil uanombl Kant o6adaer Bce
3HaYUMbIe JOKTPUHBI «KpUTHKN», B TOM YHUCIIe U YYEHHE 00 alpuOpHOM IO3Ha-
Huu. «Kakue Ob1 HeoOxoumMocTi KaHT He HaXxoAus B Halleld KOHLENIMU OIIBITa,
OH MPUIKCHIBAT UX NPUPOJIE HAIIKMX criocodHocTei» [7. P. 1915,

5> HauGomnee SKCIUTUIUTHO 3TO BHIPAKEHO B «AHANOTUAX» U B «ONpoBepkeHnH uaeanusmay». Tam
Kant numret: «1 co3Haro cBoe ObITHE KaK ONpesielieHHOEe BO BpeMeHH. Besikoe onpenenenue Bpe-
MEHHU MMEET CBOEH MPEANOChUIKOI YTO-TO MOCTOSIHHOE B BocnpusATHH. Ho 3TO mocTosiHHOE HE eCTh
HEUYTO NMEIOIIEECs BO MHE, TaK KaK MO€ OBITHE BO BPEMEHH MOXET OBITH OTIPEIENICHO PEKIE BCETO
HMMEHHO 3THM NOCTOSIHHBIM. ClleoBaTebHO, BOCIIPHUATHE 3TOTO ITOCTOSHHOTO BO3MOXKHO TOJIBKO
IIPY MOMOIIY BEIM BHE MEHS, & HE MIOCPEICTBOM OJIHOTO JIMIIb IPEICTABICHHS O BEIN BHE MEHSA
<...> CO3HaHHE MOETO COOCTBEHHOTO OBITHS €CTh BMECTE C TEM HEMOCPEACTBEHHOE CO3HAHNE OBITHS
npyrux Bemieil BHe MeHsa (B275-276). Dtu Bemu SIBISIOTCS TPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIMH, TOCKOJIBKY OHHI
HaXOJATCSl «BHE MEHsI», OHH SIBIISIIOTCS pe-UACHTU(DHIUPYEMBIMH TIOCTOIIBKY, TOCKOJIBbKY 5 TOJDKEH
OTJIMYATH MOPSIIOK BOCIIPUATHI OT mopsika seineHus» (A201-202/B246-247).

«Kputhka 4yucToro pazyma» HUTHUpPYyeTCs MO MaruHanuaM, nepeBof B3AT u3: [9; 10]. OcranbHble
pabotsl KaHTa HUTHPYIOTCS COTIIACHO MEKIYHAPOIHBIM CTaHAAPTAM B KPYIJIBIX CKOOKaX B TEKCTE.
[To BO3MOKHOCTH MCHONB3YIOTCS CYIIECTBYIOIINE PYCCKHE TIEPEBOJIBI.

% D10 KMHOUEBOH Tesuc « TpaHCIEHAEHTABHOM ey KN,

7 CymecTByIOT CIOCOOBI MOKA3aTh UCMOPULECKYI0 HEOOXOMMMOCTE 3TN MaMoMbl. C HEKOTOPOH
TOYKH 3peHHs OHa ObLTa HeMuHyeMa. OHaKo MOCKoIbKY CTPOCOH caM M3HAYAIBHO 3asBIISET, YTO
€ro KHUTa — 3TO He KaHToBemueckas padora [7. P. 11], mocTonbKy ero Bpsa I JOJKHBI BCEphe3
HMHTEPECOBaTh Ucmopuieckue IPUIUHBI, 110 KOTOpbIM KaHT m30upaet Ty unuomy. B «MHTennex-
TyanbHOU aBTOOMOrpadum» CTPOCOH HA3BIBAET CBOIO KHUTY «aHaXPOHHUYECKOH IMOMBITKOH 3aBep-
6oBaTh Kanra B psiapl anamutnaeckux Meradhuznkosy [11. P. 9]. Crparno TpeboBaTh OT M3HAYAIEHO
AQHAXPOHMUYECKOTO MPOEKTa HCTOPUIECKONH TOUHOCTH.

8Cp.: [7.P. 115].
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CtpocoH nojaraer, 4To aHaIUTHYECKU apryMeHT «Kputukn» HezaBucum ot
«TPAHCIIEHICHTAILHOM UCTOPHU»’ M YTO, CJIEN0BATENBHO, €€ MOKHO OCTABUTH 3a
6opTom.

AHanuTH4YeCcKas, «CBeTIash 4acTh « KpUTHKW» MOCBSIIEHA aHATN3Y MOHITUS
OTIbITa U HCCIEAYET ero He0OX0JUMbIE CTPYKTYpHBIE 2JIeMeHThI. Ee M0o>kHO cBecTH
K T€3MCYy BUJA: «KaKUM Obl HE ObLI IPEIMET U COCP KaHUE HAILIETO OIbITA, BOT 3TA
CTPYKTypa OCTAHETCSI HEM3MEHHOW». « TemHas» ke yacth « KpuTUKM» Ha 3TOM HE
OCTaHABIUBAETCS, €l HY)XHO JIaTh 00bsCHeHUe, TIOKA3aTh, 8 CUIY Ye20 y HAC €CTh
Takou ombIT, a He apyrou [7. P. 86]. Cormacno CtpocoHy Takoe OOBsSCHEHHE
MIPOCTO HE HYXHO (OCTaBUM B CTOPOHE BOIMPOC O €r0 BO3MOXHOCTH), €CIIH MBI
M3HAYaJIbHO HE NPETEHAYEM Ha KBa3U-IICUXOJOTMYECKOE, F€HETUUYECKOE OIuca-
Hue [7. P. 261—262].

Ho noyemy onnH cuuTaeT Takoe UcciaeI0BaHue HEOOXOAMMBIM, a APYTOi HET?
Bognopaznenom Beictynaer «Konepuukanckuii nepesopot». [IpuBeny ero 3name-
HuToe omnpenenenue: «CnenoBano Obl cenaTh MOMBITKY BBISICHUTB, HE pa3perinm
JIU MBI 33/1a4d MeTapu3uKu 0oJiee yCIeuHo, eciau OyAeM UCXOIUTh U3 MPEAINoo-
KEHHUS, 4TO TPEAMETHI JOKHBI COO0PA30BaThCs C HAIIUM IO3HAHHUEM, — a 3TO
Jy4lle corjiacyercs ¢ TpeOyeMoil BO3MOKHOCTbIO MO3HAHUS @ priori, KOTOPOe
JOJDKHO YCTaHOBUTH HEUTO O IMpEAMETax Mpexkae, YeM OHM HaMm OyAyT AaHbD»
(Bxvi). Ins CtpocoHa «mepeBOpOT» CBOAMUTCA K MPU3HAHUIO TOTO, YTO 3ajada
MeTa(pU3UKH — 3TO M3YYEHHE OOILIEro Kapkaca, B KOTOPOM IPOHUCXOIHUT BCAKOE
HCCIIeIOBAaHUE, @ HE YACTHBIX €ro AJIEMEHTOB WM ero renesuca [1. P. 232].

Jnsa Kanra «mepeBopoT» BEAET K PasbIlPBIBAHUIO «TPAHCLCHACHTAIBHON
npaMbl» [7. P. 86] nenyKiuu KkaTeropui, K y4eHHUIO O pacCyJiKe, MPeNUChIBAIOIIEM
3akoHbl npupoze (B163) u, HakoHel, K TPaHCUEHAECHTAIbHOMY HJEANU3MYy KaK K
YUYEHHIO, «COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY BCE€ SIBJICHHS CYTh TOJBKO IMPEACTaBICHUS, a HE
BEIIM CaMH 10 cede U YTO COOOPa3HO 3TOMY HPOCTPAHCTBO M BPEeMsI CyThb JIMIIb
YyBCTBEHHbIE ()OPMBI HAIIIETO CO3EpLaHMsl, a He JaHHbIE CaMHU I10 cede orpeere-
HUS WU YCJIOBUS OOBEKTOB Kak Bemiel B cede» (A369). Ilouemy KaHTOBCKHUI
«TIEePEBOPOT» CTOJb TPEeOOBATENICH, & CTPOCOHOBCKUI CTOIB CKPOMEH?

OtBert nexxuT B NOHUMaHuu punocodamu anpruopHocTd. KaHTOBCKOE NCTIONB-
30BaHUE BBIPAKEHUS «a priori» OUYeHb Pa3HOOOPa3HO U MOXKET OBbITh CIOKETOM
OTJIENbHOM CTaTbH, I03TOMY S BBIJIEIIO TOJIBKO TE€ €r0 aCHeKThl, KOTOPbIE UHTEPE-
cytoT CtpocoHa. [lToMuMo cBSI3U aipHOPHOCTH U CTPOTOM, JTOTHUECKON HEOOXOAH-
MoctH, 6osiee Bcero CTpOCOHA HE YCTpamBaeT KAHTOBCKUN TUKTYM: «MBI @ Priori
MMO3HAEM B BEIIlaXx TOJBKO TO, YTO CaMH B HHUX BJIOXKWIH» (Bxviii). DTOT Te3uc sB-
JeTCsl IPSMBIM CIIEACTBUEM «IIEPEBOPOTA» WUIIM «U3MEHEHHOT'O METOJa MBbIIILIe-
Hus» (Bxviil). Takoi nHTEpnpeTanuu anpuopHOcTH CTPOCOH MPOTHBOTIOCTABIISIET

® B HCCNENOBATENbCKON JIMTEPATYPE JTOT TE3UC TONYYMI HA3BAHUE «TE3MCA OTAETUMOCTI
(separability thesis) [12. P. xiv, 6—11]. B nanpHeiinemM oH cTan mpeaMeToM aTaki MHOTUX HHTEp-
IpeTanuii KAHTOBCKOTO TPaHCIEHIEHTANEHOTo naeanm3Ma. OxHako CTPOCOH SCHO JaBaj ITOHATD,
YTO €ro MpOYTEeHHE, CKOPee BCEro, PACXOIUTCS C KAHTOBCKUMH HAMEPEHHUSIMH U kenaHusiMu. OHa
MIPOCTO MBITAETCS BBIXKATh U3 TekcTa Jyutiee [1. P. 237].
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TY, B KOTOPO# «OBITh @ priori» 3HAYUT «OBITh CYIIECTBEHHBIM 3JIEMEHTOM HaIIeh
KOHLIENITYaJbHOM cxeMbl». [locnenHss uHTepnperanus anpuopHOCTH HE MPEIo-
jmaraetr ¢ HeoOxoauMmocThio mepByto [7. P. 65]. He mpeamomararor mnepByio
MHTEPIIPETALMIO U 3a/1a4H, KOTopble CTPOCOH CTaBUT mepea MeTahu3HKOM.

Mps1 Moriu 6b1 Bo3pa3uth CTpOCOHY, yKa3aB Ha TO, UTO, €CJIU 3TOT IEPEXO]] HE
HE0OXO0UM JIJIsl er0 COOCTBEHHOT'O IIPOEKTA, TO OH YK TOYHO HEOOXOIUM JIJIsl KaH-
TOBCKOT'O. Y CJIOBHUS, B KOTOpbIX KaHT paboTaeT, u JOKTPHHBI, ¢ KOTOPBIMHU OH TO-
JEMU3UPYET, mpebyom OT HEro UCTOPHH, PACCKa3aHHOM Ha «A3BIKE CIIOCOOHO-
creit». OHa HEOOXOMMa, CKaXKeM, JUISl TOr0, YTOOBI 1aTh OTBET JOTMAaTHYECKOMY
palroHAIN3MY .

JeiictBuTensHO, KakuMu pecypcamu ¢unocod XVIII B. moapesaeT Kpbuibs
Metaduzuke? Hampumep, METOAOM «IEPBOTO Cpelu KpUTHUYECKUX (puimocodony
JIx. JIokka, moKa3pIBast, YTO HAIIK CIIOCOOHOCTHU He nPUcnoco.ieHvl A1l CBEPXUyB-
CTBEHHOT'O MO3HAHUA. A KaK 3TO OOBITPBHIBAET CKENTHUECKU SMIUpu3M? OnATh e
MOKa3bIBas, YTO HAIIU CIIOCOOHOCTH MPUCHOCOONIeHbl Ui TIO3HAHHS, B KOTOPOM
CKENITUYECKUI SMIUPHU3M HaM OTKAa3bIBAEeT, T.€. MOKa3blBas, YTO CIIOCOOHOCTHU
BPOJI€ HAIIUX HE CMOTYT UMETh IOJIHOIICHHBIN OIIBIT, €CJIM He OYIyT YUTECHBI BUIBI
CYXJIEHUM U pACCYKAEHUM, KOTOPbIE CKENTUYECKUI SMIIUPU3M JIMIIAET 3HAYUMO-
cTh. B 3TO# KBa3U-TOKKOBCKON MOJIENN «yJIbTUMATUBHBIN (PAKT O HaIlleM MO3HaBa-
TenpHOM ocHameHun» [1. P. 237—238] — 310 ¢akt 0 TOM, YTO COIEPIKHUTCS
B JylIe B Ka4ecTBe «3apojsiiieii u 3auatkoBy (Kanrt) (A66/B91). lns atoro, ka-
YKETCs, HEIOCTAaTOYHO MPOCTO ONMUCATh CTPYKTYpPY HAIEro onsita. Beap, ckaxewm,
NIPUBEIEHHBIN BBIIIE PAIlMOHATN3M HE CIIOPHUT C 3TUM, a MPOCTO MPHUOABISIET, YTO
CYLIECTBYIOT IO3HAHHUs, JIeXKAIIUE 32 MpeJeraaMyd BO3MOYKHOIO JUIsl HAC ONBITA.
POBHO Kak ¥ CKENITUIM3M IIPOCTO TOBOPHT, UTO HAIlIa KOHIIETIIUS HEOOOCHOBaHHA.

¥ CtpocoHa, KOHEUHO, €CTh OTBET TAKOMY PallMOHAIN3MY. ITOT OTBET HOCUT
MMsI TIPUHIIAIA 3HAYUMOCTH — «OOIIEr0 AMIUPUCTCKOro npuHuumnay [4. P. 62],
KOTOPBIi, IO €r0 MHEHUIO, 0€3 Tpy/1a MPUHUMAET SMIUPUKOOPHUEHTUPOBAHHAS (PU-
nocodust. ITOT mpuHIMI TIacuT: «He MokeT ObITh HUKAKOTO JIETUTUMHOTO WIIH
JIa)K€ OCMBICIICHHOT'O IPUMEHEHUS UJIeH WA MOHATHI, KOTOPOE HE COOTHOCUT UX
C DMIMPUYECKUMHU WIM SKCHEPUMEHTAIBHBIMU YCIOBUSMH HMX INPUMEHEHUS
[7. P. 16—17]. B cBeTe 3TOro mpyHIMIA aHATUTAYECKUN apryMeHT «KpuTukm»
JNEHUCTBUTENBHO BBIMISAUT CKIaaAHO. Mbl YCTaHOBWIM NPHUHLUI 3HAYUMOCTH
U Jajee MbITaeMCsl BBIICHUTH OOIIYI0 CTPYKTYypy oOmbiTa. B pesynbpTare Mbl
[I0JIyYMM KOHILIETITyaJIbHbIM KapKac, B KOTOPbIH OyJeT momajaarh BCSKOE Ipodee
OCMBICJIEHHOE YIoTpebaenue nousTuii'’,

Ho HackosbKO NpUHIMI 3HAYMMOCTH SIBJISIETCS CaMOOYEBUAHBIM Juist KanTa?
CkaxeM, eclid OH MOCIEA0BATENIbHO MPUAECPKHUBAJICSA €ro M0 XOAY TEKCTa, 3a4eM
Torja nucath « TpaHCLEHACHTANIbHYIO TUAIeKTUKY»? Pa3Be TpaHCLEeHAEHTAIbHBIN

10 Crour 3ametnts, uto CTPOCOH He BKIOUaeT KanTa B rpymimy T.H. KJIACCUYECKHX IMITUPUKOBY,
OOBIKHOBEHHO COCTABISIEMYIO M3 «OpPHUTAaHCKHX SMITUPHUKOBY U, ckaxkem, A.J[. Aiiepa. Hampotus,
CtpocoH nosnaraet, 4to KaHT 0CBOOOAMII IPUHIKIT 3HAYUMOCTH «OT HESICHOCTH U OTPaHHYEHHOCTH
KJ1accudeckoro smmupusmay [4. P. 73].
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ujeann3M He MOXKET ObITh paCCMOTPEH B KaueCTBE MOMNBITKU AATh 000CHOBAHUE
stomy npuHiuiy?'! Torna yaenue o Heno3HaBaeMoi BELIU caMoii 110 cebe 1 0 ToM,
YTO PACCyAOK MPHUIKMCHIBAET MPUPOJE 3aKOHBI — 3TO MOMBITKA MOKa3aTh, YTO He
cmoum Hadesimbcs Ha 00J1aJaHNe TEOPETUUECKUM ITO3HAHUEM 32 IIpeJieIaMu ITPUH-
1IMIa 3HAYUMOCTH 2.

JleMoHCcTpanuioo OeCIUIONHOCTH HAJEeK/bl Ha CBEPXUYBCTBEHHOE IO3HAHHE
KanT BUIUT Kak MpPOEKT MO OMUCAHWIO 00JIACTH WU CQEpPBI, TOCTYIMHOH yMYy.
OnHako «omnycanue o0IacTHy MpelrnoaaraeT «ouepuuBaHue €€ IPaHully, a mocie -
Hee, B CBOIO O4epe/lb, IPEANOoaracT MbIIUIEHNUE 3a 3TUMU TpaHuiamu. «Bo Bcex
rpaHunax», — 3amedaeT Kant, — «ectb HeuTo mosoxutensHoe» [15. C. 118],
MO3TOMY OBIIIO OBbI HEJIETIOCTHIO «ECIIU ObI MBI COBCEM HE MPU3HABAIM HUKAKUX Be-
e caMux o cede UM CTadl CYUTATh HAlll ONBIT €IUHCTBEHHO BO3MOXKHBIM CIIO-
coOOM TMO3HaHMA BeIeH, ClIeOBAaTENbHO, HAIle CO3EpLAaHUE B IMPOCTPAHCTBE
Y BpEMEHU — €TMHCTBEHHO BO3MOXKHBIM CO3E€pIIaHUEM, a Halll TMCKYPCUBHBIN pac-
CYJOK — TPOo00pa3oM BCSIKOTO BO3MOXHOTO PacCyiKa, CTaIO ObITh, TPUHUMAIH
Obl MPUHIUIIBI BO3MOKHOCTH OTIBITA 32 BCEOOIIME YCIOBUS Bellel caMux mo cedex
[15. C. 114]. Haw pa3ym «kak ObI BUAUT BOKPYT c€0sI IPOCTPAHCTBO ISl TO3HAHUS
Belleil camux 1o cede, XOTsI OH HUKOTJa HE MOKET UMETh O HHUX OIpeAeICHHBIX
MOHATUM U HE MPOCTUPAETCS Jajibllie ONHUX Jullb AByieHui» [15. C. 116]. Tonbko
Tak, nonaraeT Kant, Mbl MOkeM 00€301acuTh ce0st M 0T MeTapU3NUECKUX UILTIO3UIN
u ot ckentuuusma. [Ipoekt « Kputukn» — 3T0 HE CKOJIBKO UCCIIEI0BAaHUE JIOTUKH
WU «TpaMMAaTHKHW Haimero oobiieHHOro MbinuteHus» [4. P. 10], ckonbko pacuep-
YMBAaHUE KapThl TOTO, YTO JOCTYIHO PACCYAKY, @ YTO JIEXKUT 3a MPEAEIIOM €ro

ropusoHTa'’.

1 Ctpocon kxoMMeHTHpYET 3Ty onuuio B [7. P. 243].

12 Cxoxum 06pazom I'. DITMCOH NBITAICS TT0Ka3aTh, 4T0 CTPOCOHY YIAeTcsi OTOPOCHTE TPAHCIIEH-
JCHTAJILHBIA HJIeaju3M TI0TOMY, YTO OH OCTaBJISIET B CTOPOHE BONPOCHI, KOTOpsle KaHTy ObULIO
Hanbosee BaXXHO paspemmnTs. OH, HaIpUMep, YTBEPXKIACT, YTO AyalM3M CO3CpIaHni U MOHATHH,
KOTOpbIi CTPOCOH HAaXOAWT €CTECTBEHHBIM M OYEBHIHBIM, HE OBUI €CTECTBEHHBIM M OYEBHIHBIM
Hu uia Kanra, Hu ai1st punocodun ero Bpemenu. Y rpanuiry, cOriaacHo DIIHCOHY, HyKHO IIPOBO-
IUTh HE MEXIY TPaHCUCHICHTAJIbHBIM HACATU3MOM M AHAIUTHIECKUM apTyMEHTOM, a MEXIY
TPaHCIEHAECHTAIBHBIM HUICATN3MOM, KOTOPBIA M €CTh 3TOT AaHAINTHIECKUI apIyMEHT, B «3aBEI0OMO
KaTtacTpo(huyeckoil MoJeNpl0, B TepMuHax Kotopoit KauT ero muTtepmperupoBam» [13. P. 216].
Cp.: [12.P. 13].

[o3unusa CtpocoHa, 01HAKO, HAMEPEHHO aHaxpoHu4deckasi. [lockosibKy OH monaraer, 4To «HUKaKoH
¢unocod He MOMMET CBOMX MPEIIECTBEHHUKOB, IT0OKa HE TIEPEOCMBICIIUT UX B CBOUX COOCTBEHHBIX
tepmuHax» [5. P. 10—11], To on cuutaer, uro «Kpurrka uncroro pazymay Oblia Obl «MEHee HHTe-
pecHoli paboTO¥», eciii ObI MBI OTPAaHUYHMBAIN €€ 3HAYUMOCTh BHIPAKEHUEM KaKHX-TO HCTOpUYe-
CKHUX TPECYNIO3NUINH MK ucToprdeckoro kouTekcra [7. P. 120]. B atom acnekre CTpocoH mpoTu-
BOIIOCTABIISIET CBOEH MPOEKT (Kak B mHTepmpeTanuu KanTa, Tak n B ¢punocopun) Mmerapu3nke Kak
JVCIUIUIMHE, PAaCKPBIBAIONIEH NCTOPHUYECKHE MPECYNIIO3UNNHI B MBIIIIIEHHH, BPOJIE TOH, KOTOPYIO
npoxasurai P. Komuarsyz [6. P. 26]. Cm. mogpoOnee: [14].

13 Conocrapienne metadop 31eck He ciydaiino. Cam CTpocoH cpaBHHMBANI 3aHATHE QIIOCO(HUE
¢ paboTOI 10 U3YYIEHHUIO IPAaMMATHKH A3bIKa. Bce mtoau, roBopsinye Ha sI3bIKE, TaK WM HHAYE BIla-
JICIOT €ro rpaMMaTHKOM (B paMKax 3Toit MeTaopbl), HO HE BCE M3 HUX MOTYT €€ SKCILTHIUPOBATh.
[MocnenHuM MbI U 3aHHMaeMcs B punocoduu [4. P. 7].
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Koneuno, CTpocoH HE HaXOAUT TaKOW TMOJAXOJ YJIOBJIETBOPUTEIbHBIM.
OH, ¢ almo3Hell Ha 3HAMEHUTOe MecTo U3 «Jloruko-punocodekoro Tpakraran'4,
NHUIIET: «Ha JBYX MyTsAX oH [KaHT] HpOBOAUT TPaHUIIbI CMbICA'>, HO TPETHUM OH
nepecekaer ux <...> OH CTPEMUTCS MPOBECTU IPAHULBI CMBICIIA C TOUKH, JIEXKallIeH
BHEe HUX. C TOUKH, KOTOpasi HE MOXET CYILECTBOBATh, €CIU 3TU I'PAHUIIBI TIPOBE-
neHsl BepHo» [7. P. 11—12]. «<Ham HegocTaer ciaoB, 4TOOBI CKa3aTh, YTO 3HAYHT
ObITh 0e3 HUX», — Tak CTPOCOH 3aBepliaeT OCHOBHYIO 4YacThb «I'paHull
cMmbicaay [7. P. 273].

Heno, oqHako, B ToM, 4To HU KaHT, HU JIOKK HE HCKalli BO3MOXKHOCTH ITPOBE-
CTH TPAHUILY CMbICIA U OCMbICIEHHOCU, OHU U3HAYaJIbHO paboTalu B UAMOME
CIIOCOOHOCTEH yMa M BO3MOKHOCTH/HEBO3MOKHOCTH ISl HUX MOJIYYHTh TOCTYII K
TEM WUJIU UHBIM IIpeaMeTaM. SICHO, UTO OTKa3bIBasICh OT UAUOMBI CIIOCOOHOCTEMH, MBI
TaK)K€ BBIHY>KJICHBI U OTKA3aThCsl OT MBIIIJICHUS TPAHULIBI C IBYX cTOpoH. Kaxkercs,
TaK (punocodus CTaHOBUTCS CKPOMHeEE.

AdeckpuntnBHas Metadpusunka, KaHT U CKenTuumsm

CKpPOMHOCTb CTPOCOHOBCKOM METa(U3UKH YJIETy4YHBAETCS POBHO B TOT
MOMEHT, KOTJIa MbI BBISICHSIEM €€ OTHOIIEHHE K APYTUM CIoco0aM 3aHHUMAThCS
dbunocodueit unm meradpusuko. Tak, Ha IepBoOi sxe cTpanuie «MHIMBUIOBY MBI
YUTaeM, 4YTO pPe3yJibTaThl MepecMaTpuBarOIIeld MeTapU3UKH TOJBKO MOTOMY
3HAYMMBI, YTO €CTh JIpyras — JCCKPUNTHUBHAS — MeTau3nka, y KOTOPO OHA U
ctouT Ha cimyx0Oe [5. P. 9]. [loka mepecmaTtpuBaromas Metadu3uKa BBIIBUTACT
TUIIOTE3bl U CTPOUT MOJECIH, NECKPUIITHUBHAS MPOCTO CKPOMHO IKCIUIMIUPYET
HAaIly KOHLIENITyalnbHy0 cxemy. C 3To# Touku 3peHus oHa 0oinee GpyHaaMeHTaIbHa,
4yeM IepecMaTpuBarolas, KOTOPYI BOOOIIE MOKHO paccMaTpuBaTh B KayeCTBE
cpedcmea 1o SKCIUIMKALUK KOHLIENTYalbHOM cxeMbl'®.

Takasi mo3uIMs TTOMEIAeT JECKPUIITUBHYIO METapU3NKy B 3aHUMATEIHLHOE
MoJjokeHue. EIMHCTBEHHBIM PECYpPCOM IMOJIEMUKM C JAPYTMMH IIPOEKTAMH,
KOTOpPBIH €CTh y HEE Ha BOOPYKEHHH, SBISETCS SKCIUIMKALUA, ONHUCAHUE

KaHT xe TOBOpUT HE O rpaMMaruke, a 0 CyAeOHOM Ipoliecce, TpuOyHane pasyma. A Takxke 00
00J1aCTAX, OTPAaHUYESHHBIX MOTPaHUYHBIMU cTost0aMu (A296/B352) n HyXJaroluxcst B 3aIIUTE OT
HelleraJibHOro BTOpKeHus. Kpuriueckyto Guiiocoduio OH CpaBHHBAET C BHIXOJOM M3 €CTECTBEH-
Horo cocrosiHus (A751-751/B779-780), a 3anaya «KpUTHKH CIIOCOOHOCTH CYXIEHUs» (popMynu-
pyeTcs UM B TEpMHUHAX KOHKYPEHIIMH 3aKOHOIATEIbCTB 32 TEPPUTOPHIO: «pacCyJ0K U pasyM ola-
JIAIOT Ha OJTHOM U TOM 7K€ MOYBE OMbITa IByMS Pa3IMYHBIMU BUIaMHU 3aKoHoAaTenbeTB» [16. C. 14].
14 «CnemoBaTenbHO, KHMTa XO4YeT MMOCTABMTH ITPAHMUILY MBIILIEHHIO, WIIM CKOPEE HE MBIIUICHUIO, a
BEIPYKCHHUIO MBICIIEH, TaK KaK IS TOTO, YTOOBI IOCTABHUTH TPAHUITY MBIIIICHHUS, MBI JOJDKHBI OBLITH
OBI MBICIIUTH 00€ CTOPOHBI ATOH TPAHUIIBI (CIIEIOBATEIHHO, MBI TOJDKHBI OBUTH OBI OBITH CITOCOOHBI
MBICTIHTB TO, YTO HE MOKeT ObITh MbIcMO)» [17. C. 33—34]. Cp.: [2. P. 57].

15Cp.: [4. P. 26, 57).

16 Cm. momeitky E.H. CyxaHOBOH MmoKa3arth, KaK IaBa « IHINBUIOB» O 3ByKaX MOXKET BHICTYIIATh
B KauyecTBe NpUMEpa HCIIOJIb30BaHMS IepecMarpuBaroieii Meradusuku geckpuntuBHOU [18].
Cp.: [2. P. 64].
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KOHIIENTYaJIbHOU cxemb!'’. To ecTh JIEMOHCTpAIUs TOTO, YTO TO, UTO TOT WUJIU UHOMN
IIPOEKT XOUEeT MEePECMOTPETh MU OTOPOCUTH, SIBJISETCS CYIIECTBEHHBIM 3JIEMEH-
TOM HalIEero MBIIIJIEHUS O MUPE U HAILIETO OTbITa, @ 3HAUUT HE MOXKET ObITh 0TOPO-
el 6e3 Toro, yToObl He pa3pylHTh 3Ty cxeMy. Ho Toraa Bonpoc o ckentunusme
BCTaeT caM cO0O0M U IeCKpUNTHBHAs MeTa(U31Ka CTAHOBUTCS aHTU-CKENTHUYECKUM
npoekTom'®,

CkenTHyeckoe COMHEHHE B TaKOM MOJENU OTBOAUTCS YKa3aHUEM Ha TO, UTO
CKETMITUYECKHE YTBEPKICHHS «BKIIOUYAIOT B ceOs MPUTBOPHOE NMPUHATHE KOHIICTI-
TyaJIbHOM CXE€Mbl U B TO K€ BpEMs THXO€ OTPHUI[AHME OJHOTO U3 YCJIOBUH €€
cyuiectBoBanus» [S. P. 106]. Takue apryMeHThI TOIYyYUSIA HA3BaHUE «TPAHCIICH-
JICHTAIbHBIX aPTYMEHTOBY.

TpaHcLeHAeHTaIbHbIE APTYMEHThl MOTYT MPUHUMATh pa3IudHble (OPMBI,
s He OyIy MX 371eCh 00Cyk1aTh®. OJJHAKO BaKHO 3aMETUTh, YTO HEKOTOPHIE M3 HUX
OynyT oMy u anst Kanra u ana Ctpocona. Tak, Hanpumep, CTpOCOH Ioyaraer,
YTO CKENTHULU3M B OTHOIIEHNUHU BHEIIHETO Mupa KaHT onpoBepraer ykasaHuem Ha
TO, YTO BHEIIHUN MHp SIBISIETCA OJHUM M3 HEOOXOIMMBIX YCJIOBHM CaMOCO3Ha-
nua’’: «Beskuii Gpuaocod, NpUrIaIIarOIMil HAC TOATBEPANTH UM K€ OMPOBEPra-
IOIUI Halle BEpPOBAaHUWE B OOBEKTUBHBIM MHP MOCPEICTBOM DPAOOTHI CHAPYXH,
KakK 3TO OBbIBAJIO, C TOYKHU 3PEHUS TPUBATHBIX TAHHBIX WHUBUTYIbHOTO CO3HAHUS,
MOKA3bIBa€T CBOM TMpoBaJl B TMOCTI)KEHUU YCJIOBUA BO3MOXKHOCTHU OIIBITA
BooOmme» [7. P. 19].

Takoro poga apryMeHThl, OJHAKO, BCTPEYAIOTCS C MU3BECTHOH MpPOOIEMOil.
A MMEeHHO, OHHU KakK OyATO ObI HE JOCTUTAIOT CBOEH 11eJIN 6€3 HEKOTOPOTO CHIIBHOTO
npuHnuna Bepuduxanuu. J[elcTBUTENbHO, KaXKETCs, YTO JIydlllee, Yero CTPoco-
HoBckui KaHT u cam CTpOCOH MOTryT AOCTMYb — 3TO JI0Ka3aTeIbCTBO TOTO,
YTO a) ¥ HAC OellcmBUmenbHO ecmb Heobxooumoe seposarnue, umo P. Ho He 4uTo
0) p umeem mecmo. YToObl U3 a) cienoBano 0) U HyKeH NPUHLUI BepuduKanuu,
KOTOpBI TO3BOJISIET MEPEXOAUTh OT HEOOXOAMMOIO BEpOBaHUS K 3HAHHUIO
[22. P. 255]. lnu, iHBIMU CTIOBaMH, 3TOT MPUHIIHI JOJHKEH NOKa3aTh, YTO HEOOXO-
JUMBIM YCIIOBUEM OCMBICIIEHHOCTH COMHEHUMN CKENTHKA SBISETCS UX JIO)KHOCTb.

17 Pazsurure sTOro paccyxaenus cm.: [19. P. 69].

13 TIpu 5TOM OHAa SABNAETCA TAKOM CKOpEE «II0 ciydaron, cM.: [6. P. 10]. Llens npoekta — He onpo-
6epeHymb CKENTHIM3M, OHa KOHCTPYKTHBHA. HO TIpH 3TOM MPOEKT JO0IDKEH YMETh omeeuams Ha
ckenTuueckre comHeHus. X. [0k 3amMevaeT, 4To CKenTHYecKas IIepCcoHa 3/1eCh — He Ta, KOTopast
COMHEBAETCs B BO3MOKHOCTHU 3HAHUS, HO Ta, KOTOPAsl PACCEUBAET HAIly KOHIENTYaJIbHYIO CXEMY)»
[20. P. 21].

19 Cm. mosipobHee 0 hopmax TpaHCHIEHIEHTABHEIX aprymenToB: [21]; [20. P. 34—36)].

20 CTpocoH MMEET B BUTy apTyMEHT «OMPOBEPIKEHUS MACATN3MAY: «UIPa, KOTOPYIO BEIET Hea-
JIU3M, ¢ erie OOJBIINM ITPaBOM MOKET OBITh 0OOpalieHa MPoTHB Hero. M ieann3m npeamonaraer, 94To
€IMHCTBEHHBIN HETIOCPECTBEHHBIN OMBIT — 3TO BHYTPEHHHH OTBIT M YTO, HCXO/SI U3 9TOTO OIIBITA,
MBI TOJIBKO 3aKI0Yaem O BHEIIHMX Bemax <...> MexIy TeM Mbl JOKa3aJld 3/1eCh, YTO BHEIIHUH
OTIBIT SIBJISIETCS HETIOCPEICTBEHHBIM B COOCTBEHHOM CMBICIIE CIIOBA U YTO TOJBKO IPH €ro Mocpe-
CTBE BO3MOYKHO XOTS M HE CO3HAHUE HAIIero COOCTBEHHOrO CYILECTBOBAHHS, TO BCE XK€ €ro
oTpesereHne BO BpeMEeHH, T. €. BHyTpeHHUH onbeiTy (B276—277).
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N3 3T0# TOBYIIKHM €CTh HECKOJIBKO BBIXOA0B. MOXHO MOCTApaThCs MOKA3aTh,
YTO TpaHCILEHACHTaIbHbIC ApTYMEHThI Ha CAMOM JIeJie HE 3aBUCST OT BepeUKaIu-
oHusMa [23. P. 84—85] wiu MOXHO NMPU3HATH, YTO OHU 3aBUCST OT HEKOTOPOH €ro
dbopmbl, HO HE cuuTaTh 3TOT (akT QaTanpHBIM ayia aprymenta [24. P. 14].
Wnu, HakoHel, MOKHO OCIabUTh npemen3uu — 3TO TO, 4TO AenaeT caM CTpocoH.
[Ipuuem, nenaer oH 3TO, MEHsI CBOUX UHTEIJIEKTyalbHBIX repoeB. Ha mecto Kanta
Bcrymnaet KOM B ABOIHOM poJiv: TENeph yKe HE TOJILKO B KaUY€CTBE CKENTHKA, HO U
B KauecTBe HaTypanucTta [6. P. 3, 12—13, 33, 39].

[Ipex e uem nepeiTi K CTPOCOHOBCKOMY PEIICHHIO, TOCMOTPUM, CTPAIAET JIU
KaHTOBCKasl MO3ULIMS OT TAaKOM KpUTUKHU? Kak BBIMISAUT KAaHTOBCKUM O0TBET FOMy?
CornacHo Crtpocony Kanrt noxaspiBaet, yto FOM nmpuHHMMaeT KOHLENTYaJlIbHYIO
CXEMy, HO MPHU 3TOM MBITAETCS OMPOBEPTHYTH OJTHO U3 yCIIOBUH ee mpuHsTHs. Ho
yto Kant otBeuaer FOmy cornacHo camomy Kanty? OcTaBUB B CTOPOHE BOMPOCHI
KaHTOBEAUECKOH 3K3ere3bl «mpodieMbl KOMay (TOro, 4To B TOUHOCTH UMEET B BUY
Kanr, yrBep:kas, uto onposepr ckentuuusm lOma), MoxkHO, AyMato, cKazarh, 4TO
KaHTOBCKUI OTBET JOJDKEH 3aKJII0YaThCsl B yKa3aHUU Ha TO, uTo KOM He cripaBuiics
C TIOJTHBIM OITMCAHUEM O0JIACTH PACCY/IKA, YTO OH TOJBKO «CY)KUBAET PACCYJIOK, HE
ompenensis ero rpanuil [unsern Verstand nur einschrinkt, ohne ihn zu begrenzen]
(A767/B795). Ecnu ObI OH CIpaBUIICS € 3TOH 3a/1aueil, TO OH OBl MIOHSJI, YTO PacCy-
JIOK TIPUTUCHIBAET MIPUPOJIE 3aKOHBI, a CIIEA0BATEIbHO, CKENITUIIM3M B OTHOLICHUH
IpephIBHOTO HAOMIONEHUS M MPMYUHHOCTH OecrouBeHen’!. KaHTOBckuii oTBET
CKETNITUIIM3MY BBIPa)KEH B TEPMUHAX TaK HEHaBUCTHON CTpPOCOHY TpaHCLEHICH-
TaJbHOU Ticuxoyiorud. FOM He TipaB HEe TOTOMY, YTO €r0 COMHEHHUE OECCMBICIIEHHO
B CHUJIy TOTO, YTO HANpaBJeHO Ha yCIOBUE CBOEH ocMbIcIeHHOCTH. FOM He mpaB
II0TOMY, YUTO max pabomaem paccyook>.

O6patHo k IOmy

P. Poptu 3ameuan ABOHCTBEHHOCTh B MO3MIIMOHUPOBAHUU JIECKPUIITUBHOU
MeTtadpuzuku. C ogHON cTOpoHbl, CTPOCOH Kak OyTO XOUET CKa3aTh, YTO OHA CTpe-
MUTCS 0NpO6ep2HyNb IEPECMATPUBAIOILYIO HIIH CTaTh e€ ocHoBaHueM> . C IpyToi,
YTO MepecMaTpuBaroiias Merausnka — 3TO MPOCTO APYror BuA (uiaocodckoit
urpsl [24. P. 12]. CronkHyBIMCH ¢ npobiiemamu ckentuiusma, CTpocoH BbIOpai
BTOpoii Bapuant®*. Ho, BHIOpaB BTOpOIl BapuMaHT, OH TAaKKe M PacHpOIIAsICs

21 Bo MHOTOM MOSI HHTEpIIPETAIH KAHTOBCKOro oTBeTa FOMy cormacyercs ¢ mpoutenneM A. Caiize,
cMm.: [25].

22 Jlymaro, 3€Ch MOYKHO OBLIO OBI IIPOJOJKATH aPTyMEHT IIEPEBOIOM B IyX€: IO «JIMHTBHCTHYE-
CKOTO TIOBOPOTA» MBI TOBOPIIIH «TaK PabOTaeT pacCymoK», IOCIe «IMHIBUCTUIECKOTO TIOBOPOTa
MBI TOBOPHM «TaK pabOTaeT S3BIK». DTO N3BECTHBIN X0/ M €r0 HEOTHOKPATHO MPpUMEHSUTH U Kk KanTty
u FOmy, HO 51 He BIXKY He0OXOAMMOCTH Ipuberath k Hemy 31eck. CM. moapoOHee: [26].

2 «Hayka — He TOJIBKO JIUTS COMMON sense, OHa OCTAeTCs €ro WwkauBeHemM» [27. P. 59].

2 Cp.: [19. P. 70].
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¢ Kantom®. Mfiest IecKpUITUBHON MeTaQU3MKH Kak nepBoil Gu1ocopuy il Kak
KPUTHUKH YCTYIHJIa MECTO aHAIM3Y OOBIIEHHOT'O S3bIKa KaK 00HOU U3 ¢punocopuil.
B cTpocoHOBCKOM TBOpYECTBE 3TO M3MEHEHHE CBSA3aHO ¢ KHUTOM «CKenTuuu3m
U HATypallu3M.

B Heli OH MOJHOCTHIO MPUHUMAET KPUTUKY TPAHCLICHJEHTAIbHBIX apryMeH-
TOB*® ¥ UILET, YTO Ja’Ke eCIIM TPAHCIEHAEHTaIbHbIE ApTYMEHTHI HE TOIATCS HU Ha
4TO OO0JIbILEE, YEM JOKA3aTENIbCTBO TOTO, UTO Y HAC €cTh (h)yH/IaMEHTaIbHbIE BEPO-
BaHHUs ONPENEICHHOIO BHJA, U YTO JaXKE€ €CIU B 3TOM IOCJIEIHEM BOIIPOCE OHHU
OyayT onupaTbcs Ha HEKOTOPhIE HEKOHTPOJIUPYEMbIE HHTYUIIUH, TO BCE K€ «ITH
apryMEHTBI WJIM UX OCJIa0JIeHHbIE BEPCUU OYIyT MPOIOJIKATH ObITh HHTEPECHBIMU
<...> Benap gaxe eciii OHU U HE JOCTUTAIOT YCIIeXa B YCTAHOBJIECHUU TaKUX IPOU-
HBIX ¥ JKECTKUX CBs3eH, KaK M3HA4YaJIbHO O0eIlaan, OHU BCE-TaKHU yKa3bIBAIOT Ha
KOHLENTYaJbHbIE CBSA3M WIM BBICBEUMBAIOT UX. Jla’ke eciiu 3TU CBSI3U U HE CTOJIb
npo4Hs» [6. P. 23].

3assB 3Ty no3uuuto, CTPOCOH OKOHYATENbHO OTKA3bIBAETCS «OTBEYaTh» Ha
ckentuiusm?’. Termeph OH MONATAET, YTO €0 HE B TOM, YTO CKENTHUIIM3M CaMO-
IIPOTUBOPEYUB U CTABUT 110/ COMHEHHUE YaCcTh KOHILIETITyaJIbHOM CXEMBbI, B paMKax
KOTOpOM OH TOJIBKO U MOKET OBbITh C(HOPMYJIUPOBAH, & B TOM, YTO MBI IPOCTO HE
MOEM HE BEpPUTH B TO, B UeM cOMHeBaeTcs ckenTuk [6. P. 11]. Eciu mMbl yTpatum
3TY BEPY, MBI IPOCTO JTUIIUMCS BO3MOKHOCTH Y4aCTBOBATh B OOJIBIIMHCTBE HAILIUX
npaktuk [6. P. 34]. 3necs Ctpocon conuaapuszupyercs ¢ FOmom u Butrenmreitnom
(«O 1OCTOBEPHOCTH).

MBI, KOHEYHO, TYT XK€ MOXeM 3aMeTHTh CTPOCOHY, YTO €0 apryMEHTHI ObIOT
MHUMO Lenu. Benb ckenTuiu3M He X04eT JUIIUTh HaC BO3MOXHOCTEH y4acTBOBATh
B MPaKTHKaX, OH MPOCTO XOUYET IMOKa3aTh, YTO HAUIM YOESKICHUS HEJOCTATOYHO
000OCHOBAHBI.

Jleno, onHako, B ToM, 4To B «CkenTuIM3Me U HaTypainu3zme» CTpocoH mpen-
JlaraeT HOBYIO BEpCHIO CBOETO aHalIHM3a KOHUENTYaJbHOM CXEeMbI, KOTOPYIO Ha3bl-
BaeT «yMEpPEHHBIM HaTypanu3Mom». OH mpejuiaraeT pa3indarh JBa BUja HaTypa-
JU3Ma: PelyKTUBHBIN, WM KECTKUN, HATYPATU3M U JTUOEPaNbHBIM, UIH yMEPEH-
HbIit [6. P. 1]. TunuuneiM npeacraButesnem nepBoro spisercs Kyaitn, BTopoit uz-
oupaetr cam CtpocoH. CTPOCOHOBCKHM, MM HEPEAYKTHUBHBIN, HATYpPAIH3M TIPE/I-
I10JIaraeT, 4YTo Mbl U30eraeM CKENTHYECKOI0 COMHEHHUS ITOCPECTBOM apryMEHTa B
JyXe: 4TO Obl HU MOMAJIO MOJI CKENTUYECKOe COMHEHUE, €CTh HACTOJIbKO 0a30BbIe
YTBEP)KJICHHS, YTO MBI HE CMOXEM OT HUX OTKa3aTbCsl, HE MepecTaB ObITh JIIOIbMU
[6. P. 10—11, 40—41]. Onu yacTh Hamiero B3rJisAna Ha ce0si caMUX, OHH €CTe-
CTBEHHBI U B HEKOTOPOM CMBICIIE 10-palioHanbHbl [6. P. 51]. B aToM cTaTyce oHn

25 4] e xo4y cKasaTh, uTo CTpocoH nepecran uutarh Kanra. Ckopee 1o, uto KanT nepecraer urpars
POJIb KITI0YEBOH (DUTYpHI B TEKCTaX, HE NMOCBAIICHHBIX HEMOCPEACTBEHHO eMy. CX0xHUM 00pa3om
CTPOCOHOBCKYIO TBOPUYECKYIO ABotoIHio npenctasisieT P. Crepn [28. P. 219].

26 CrepH 00paIaeT BHUMAaHHE TAKXKE U HA KPUTHKY CTPOCOHOBCKOTO MOIXO0/A K HHIYKIIMHU KaK Ha
3HAUYMMOE OCHOBAHME «IIOBOPOTa» B €ro Mbichu [28. P. 224—225].

27 Cp.: [19. P. 72, 83].
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MIPOCTO SIBJIIOTCS (PAKTUUECKUMHE WM KBasH-(hakTrueckuMu. CKeNTHYECKUN BO-
MPOC KacaeTcsi BO3MOKHOCTH 0OOCHOBAHMSI 3TUX YOKIEHH, KOTOpasi HE HHTEpe-
CyET CTPOCOHOBCKHUI HaTYypaIu3M.

Ho kak ObITh, €cliu K TAKOMY HATYPAJIUCTy MPUXOAUT PEAYKTUBHBIN U TOBO-
PUT, YTO BC (POJK-TICUXOJIOTHUS HA camMoM Oeje TIPEACTABIIEeT co00i HabOp JTOXK-
HBIX THUIIOTE3, YTO HAlll OOBIIEHHBIN B3I HA MPEAMETHl BOCIIPUSATHS HA CAMOM
Oelle — 3TO WIUTIO3USI M UTO HA CAMOM Oejle TIPeIMEThl HE TAaKOBBI, KaK MBI HX
BocnpuHuMaeM? Uto Mup Ha camom odene «MOpPajdbHO U OyKBaJbHO OECIBETEH)
[6. P. 52]. NHpIMM c10BaMH, MBI BCTpEUAEMCS C T.H. IEPECMATPUBAIOLIUMU IPOEK-
TaMU WIH C MPOSIBICHUEM «UHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHOTO UMIIEPUAIN3MAa» CO CTOPOHBI TOM
Wi Apyrou qucuuruingsl [4. P. 14].

Jns Hux yxe roroB oTBeT. CTPOCOH 3aMEUaeT, YTO MEePCHEeKTUBBI PEIyKTUB-
HOTO M HEPEAYKTHBHOI'O HaTypaju3Ma — 3TO JBE€ PAJUKAIBHO OTJIMYAKOLIEECS
MEPCIIEKTUBBI, KOTOPbIE HAXOASTCS B COCTOSIHUU «XOJIOAHON BOMHBDY OPYT C ApY-
rom [6. P. 2]. 910 cocTostHuE, OJJHAKO, MOKHO MPEOAOJETh, €CIIH CKa3aTh, YTO 3TH
HATypalu3Mbl IPOCTO 3aHUMAIOT JIB€ pPa3HbIe MEPCIEKTHBBI WM TOYKU 3PECHMUS,
KOTOpBIE HEJIb3s 3aHUMATh OJTHOBPEMEHHO (KaK HallpuMep, B3I Ha YeJI0BEKa Kak
Ha JUIO (person) M Kak Ha 3JIEKTPO-XUMHKO-PU3HUECKUil opranuszm) [6. P. 61].
[TompITKa CMENICHHS UX MPOCTO MPUBEIET K TOMY, 9TO MbI (kak CTpOCOH BhIpaxa-
€TCsl I0 HEMHOTO JIPYroMy MOBOJY) OyJieM mpeiaraTh «y4eOHUK 1Mo (GU3NO0IOTUN
TOMY, KTO (CO B3/I0XOM) MPHU3HAETCS, YTO XOTeN Obl MOHUMATh paboTy uyenoBeye-
ckoro cepaua» [29. P. 505]. IIpu stom, 3amedy, yTo CTpOCOH OTKa3bIBa€T HAM B
BO3MOKHOCTH (McTonb3ys ¢ppaszy Cemtapca) 3aHUMATh CHHONITHYECKY IO TOUKY 3pe-
Hus [30. P. 19].

Teneps OH OKa3bIBacTCs B 0AHOM J0JIKe ¢ FOMOM, KOTOPBIiL )KECTKO Pa3BOIMI
«OOBIICHHYI0» U «(UIT0CO(PCKYI0» MEPCIIEKTUBBI, ITPH 3TOM HE 0COOECHHO 3a00TICh
0 BO3BEACHUHU MEX]y HUMH MOCTOB. Ha 3Ty JBONCTBEHHOCTh MEPCIEKTUB U yKa-
3piBaeT CtpocoH [6. P. 12—13]. Tak, B «Tpakrare» KOM nuier, 410 «MHEHUS O
TOKJIECTBE HAIUX CXOJHBIX BOCHPHUATHUN TMPHUICPKUBACTCS TJIABHBIM 00pa3oM
HeMBbICTAIIas U He(UI0COPCTBYIOMIAs YACTh YeIOBEYECTBA (T.€. BCE MBI B TO WJIH
MHOE BpeMs), CTaJlO0 ObITh, TE€ JIFOAM, KOTOPBIE HE 3HAIOT MUHBIX OOBEKTOB, KPOME
CBOMX BOCIPHSITHUIA, U HUKOT/IA HE TyMalOT O ABOSKOM CYIIECTBOBAHUU: BHYTPEH-
HEM U BHEIIIHEM, MpeICTaBisifonieM 1 npeactasisiemom» [31. C. 255]. On nobas-
nsieT: «HecoMHEHHO, YTO MOYTH BCE YEIOBEUYECTBO, 1a U caMu (UI0codbl B Teue-
Hue OOJIBbIIEH YacTH CBOEH JKM3HH, CUMTACT CBOU BOCIIPHUSATHS €IUHCTBEHHBIMH
0o0BEKTaMU U TPEINoJaraer, 4Yro To camoe ObITHE, KOTOPOE HENOCPEICTBEHHO
TIpeJCTaBIEHO yMy>S, 1 eCTh pealbHOE TeI0, MM MATePHAIbHOE CYIECTBOBAHUEY
[31. C. 256].

B sTux murarax st 66 X0TeN 00paTUTh BHUMAaHKE Ha MOAYepKruBaeMyto FOmom
Hen30eXHOCTh Hedunocopckoil nepenekTuBbl. OHA Ba)kHa AJIE CTPOCOHOBCKOTO
aprymenTa. Bonpocsl npaxmuku v BOIPOCHl ¢punocoghuu — 3TO NPUHYUNUATLHO

28 «Intimately present to the mind» — nepeson usmeren [32. P. 137].
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pasHbIe BOMPOChI>: «Mos mpakTuka>’, ckaxkeTe BbI, ONIPOBEPracT MOM COMHEHUS;
HO B TaKOM CJy4yae Bbl HE MMOHMMaeTe CyTH Moero Bompoca. Kak cymiectBo aes-
TEJBHOE, S BIIOJHE yIOBJICTBOPCH JJAHHBIM PEIICHUEM, HO Kak GHII0cod, KOTOpOMY
CBOMCTBEHHA HEKOTOPAs 10JIs JIFOOO3HATEIBHOCTH, €CIIM HE CKENTUIIU3MA, S XOUY
Y3HaTh OCHOBaHHE YNOMSHYTOTO BbiBOAa» [35. C. 33]. Conmmapu3upysach ¢ TaKoi
nucTUHKIMEH, CTPOCOH OTKa3bIBACTCS OT KAHTOBCKOW KPUTUYECKON MPOrpaMMBlI,
OT TIEPCTIEKTUBBI BCeX MepcrnekTuB [6. P. 52] u, BMecTe ¢ TeM, OT CBOETO paHHETO
MPOEKTa JECKPUNITUBHON METaPU3UKU.

3akni4yeHune

TekcT Hauvascs ¢ 3amMedaHus o nepexone Gpuinocopuu U3 IOMOBCKOUN (a3bl B
KaHTOBCKYy10. B «MuauBnaax» u «I'panunax cmeiciaa» CTpOCOH BbICTyHall OAHUM
13 PYIOPOB 3TOro nepexoaa. Ero KaHTHAaHCTBO — 3TO MPOEKT MO SKCIIUKALUU
Halllel KOHLIENTYalbHOH CXeMbl, (yHIAMEHTAIbHOW KOHIIETITYalIbHON CTPYKTYPBI
HaLIEero MbIIUIEHUS O MUPE, OCHOBHBIX IMOHATUN U KATETOPHil, KOTOPBIE JAIOT HaM
BO3MOKHOCTb HAaXOJUTHCS B JEATEILHOM U ITO3HABATEIBHOM OTHOILICHUM C ACH-
CTBUTEIBHOCTBIO. DTOT MPOEKT, OJHAKO, CTOJIKHYJICA C TPYAHOCTBIO, @ UMEHHO C
HECOM3MEPUMOCTBIO €r0 MPETEH3UM M BO3MOXKHOCTEH. CTONKHYBIIUCH C HEW,
Ctpocon BepnyJics k FOMmy, myckait He k FOMy-ckenTuky, a k KOmy-HaTypanucry.
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Annortaums. B «Kpurtuke yrcroro pazyma» u nocieayromux «IIpojseromenax ko BCsIKon
Oynmymeit Merapusmke...», «MeTapu3nuecKux Hadalax €CTeCTBO3HAaHUI», Opus Postumum
Kant pa3zBuBaet memagusuxy 603mooicHo2o onvima, 3aadei KOTOPOH SIBISETCS UCCIIEIOBAHIE
TPaHCLEHACHTAIbHBIX YCIOBUI BO3MOKHOCTH Halllero (110)3HaHus, Kotopoe, no Kanry, umeer
anpuopHbIil xapakrep. I1. CTpoCoH Ha3bIBaET ATOT MOJIyC META(PU3UKH 0eCKpUNmMueHoU mema-
@u3uxoil M CBSI3BIBACT €€ C aHATM30M KOHLENTYaIbHOM CTPYKTYPHI YEIOBEUECKOTO MBIIIUICHHS
o mupe. COBpeMEHHBIN PeaTMCTUIECKUN TPEH/I B MHTEPIPETAIINH KAHTOBCKOW TPAHCICH/ICH-
TanpHOU (umocoduu (IpexkIe BCEro, B paMKax aHAIUTHYCCKON (PIOCOPCKON Tpamuivm)
CBSI3aH C COBPEMEHHBIM Pa3BUTHEM HHTEpPHpETaluH «JIBYX acmekToB» (80-e romsl XX B.),
KOTOpasi IIPHIIUIA Ha CMEHY KJIACCHYECKON TeOpHH (MHTEPIPETAINH) «ABYX 00BEKTOB/MUPOBY
(cp. Takke ¢ MPOTUBOIIOCTABICHUEM «Meopus A6AAI0ue20 Vs. meopus asienutin). B pamkax
9TOI TEOpUH KAaHTOBCKOE SIBJIEHHE MMEET OOBEKTHBHUPOBAHHBIN CTATyC, SBISACH HE HAIUM
MEHTAIBHBIM TIPEJICTaBICHUEM, a COOTBETCTBYS (KaK MX 3HAK) peajibHO CYIIECTBYIOUINM Be-
maM WIH npedmemam onvima. B craTbe IMPOCICKUBACTCS CTAHOBICHHE, HUCTOPHUUYECKIE
U KOHIICTITYaJIbHBIE MTPEIIOCHUTKY KAHTOBCKOW Memaghusuku onvima (Beipaxkenue . [TaTona).
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Kanra xak «teopuu omsita» (I'. Koren, 3. Kaccupep), nanee oHa pa3BUBaeTCs B JJIOTHIECKOM
no3utuBm3Me/smmupmsme (I. Paiixen6ax, P. Kapraamn; nanee — B MoCT-MO3UTHBU3ME: KOHIIET-
nun Hayku M. Jlakatoca u T.Kyna), B anamutuueckoi ¢unocopuu nayku (I'. Byxnman,
VY. Cemnapc, X. [latHaM), a B HacTosIee BpeMs MeTadU3nKa OIbITa pa3BUBacTCA B paboTax
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Abstract. In the “Critique of Pure Reason” and subsequent “Prolegomena to Any Future
Metaphysics...”, “Metaphysical Principles of Natural Science”, “Opus Postumum” Kant
develops one of the modes of his transcendentalism, the metaphysics of possible experience,
whose task is to study the transcendental conditions for the possibility of our (cognition),
which, according to Kant, has a priori character. P. Strawson calls this mode of metaphysics
‘descriptive metaphysics’ and connects it with the analyzing the ‘conceptual structure’ of our
thinking about the world. The contemporary realistic trend (primarily within the framework
of the analytical philosophical tradition) in the interpretation of Kant’s transcendental
philosophy is associated with the modern theory of “two aspects” (80s of the 20th century),
which replaced the classical theory of “two objects/worlds” (compare also with the opposition
“theory of appearance vs. theory of appearances”). Within the framework of this theory,
the Kantian ‘appearance’ receives an objectified status, it is not our mental representation,
but corresponds (as its signs) to really existing things, or Kantian ‘objects of experience’. The
article traces the formation of the historical and conceptual background of the ‘metaphysics
of experience’ (H. Paton's original expression). Historically, the metaphysics of experience
inherits the neo-Kantian approach to interpreting Kant's transcendentalism as a ‘theory of
experience’ (H. Cohen, E. Cassirer), then it develops in logical positivism/empiricism
(H. Reichenbach, R. Carnap; further in post-posivivism: the theory of I. Lakatos and
T. Kuhn), analytical philosophy of science (W. Sellars, G. Buchdal, H. Putnam), and at
present the metaphysics of experience is developing in a number of contemporary works of
an analytical orientation (P. Strawson, K. Ameriks, L. Allais and etc.).
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KaHTOoBCKasi metadpuanka BO3MOXHOIo onbiTa

B cBoeil «Kputuke ynctoro pazyma» KaHT npeanpuHUMAaeT MOMBITKY U3Me-
HUTh TPEXKHIOI METaQU3UKy H «COBEPIIMUTh B HEH IMOJHYI PEBOIIOIHION
[1. BXXII, BXVIII]!, uto nenaer ee, kak ropoput A. Illonenraysp, Benuuaiiiueii
KHUTOH eBporneickoil punocoduu. P HenaBuux myonukanuit (cm. O. Xédde [2]
U JIp.) MOKAa3bIBAIOT BIUSHUE KAHTOBCKOW KOHIICMIIMM HA MHOTHE HAINpaBICHUS
COBpEeMEHHOM puiocoduu. ITo CBA3aHO € TeM, 4T0 KaHT «CTOUT y HICTOKOB HOBOTO
cniocob6a punocopcrroBanus» 3. C. 87], a ero KOHLIENIHS BHICTYIIACT TapaIur MO
JUISL COBPEMEHHBIX KOHIIENIINM, HalpaBJIE€HHBIX HA UCCIIEJOBaHUE allpHOPHON KOH-
LENTYaJbHOU CTPYKTYpPbI O3HAHMUS.

Bwmecre ¢ TeMm 3a 6onee uem 240 net co aus myOnukanuu «Kputuku yuctoro
paszymay» (nanee — Kpumuku) Tak U He y1aJ0Ch JOCTUYb COTIACHS OTHOCUTEIBHO
TOTO0, KaK cjelyeT MOHUMATh TpaHCUeHAeHTaIbHYI0 puiocoduro (TD) u B HacTo-
S1ee BpEMS CYLIECTBYIOT Pa3/INYHbIE €€ IPOUTEHUS: UICATUCTUIECKOE, PEATUCTH-
YyecKoe, MeTa(pHU3MKO-OHTOJIOTHYECKOE. .., KOTOPbIE TPYIHO COBMECTHUMBI JIPYT C
npyrom. ITpuuem, kak ormeuaer H. XuHcke, OTAMUMS 3TUX UHTEpIIPETAlUNA OTYa-
CTH 00YCJIOBJICHBI JOCTYITHBIM Ha MOMEHT UX CO3JaHHsS KAaHTOBCKHUM HACJIETUEM:
TaK BIUATENbHAsA B Hayaje XX BeKa HEOKAaHTUAHCKas TPAKTOBKA KAHTOBCKOM TEO-
PHUH OIbITa HE YUUThIBAJIA KAHTOBCKUM Opus postumum, KOTOPBIA ObLT Oy OJINKO-
BaH Juib B 1924 1. B ABaANaTh IEPBOM M JBAANATH BTOPOM TOMaX aKajeMUdYe-
ckoro cobpanus counHenuit Kanra. B 60-e rr. XX B. OblJI0 COBEPILIEHO HOBOE «OT-
kpeiTue» KaHrta, xaTanu3atopoM s KOTOPOTO BO MHOIOM MOCTY>KMJIa KHHUTA
I1. Ctpocona «I'panwuipl cMbiciay (1966) [4], a HHTEpIIpETAIIMOHHOE HATPSKCHHE
B HACTOSIIEE BPEMs CBSI3aHO C IPOTHUBOCTOSHUEM BOCXOASILEH €lle K NEepBOU
TeTTUHT'CHCKOW PEIeH3UU Ha KAHTOBCKYIO Kpumuxy TEOpUH «IBYX OOBEKTOBY» H
nosiBuBIieiics B 80-e rr. XX B. Teopun «aAByx acrektoBy (I'. DmnucoH [5]), npuns-
TUE KOTOPOM BENET K peaJMCTHUYECKON TPAaKTOBKE TPAHCLEHACHTAIU3Ma.
MBI puBeieM apryMEHTHI B ITOJIb3Y TE3UCA, YTO KaHTOBCKas Td, HECMOTps Ha ee
UMEHOBAHUE MPAHCYCHOCHMAbHbIM UOeaIU3MOM, SIBISETCS HE HIeaIu3MOM,
a ¢hopmoii peanm3ma.

Haunem Ham aHamv3 ¢ SKCIUIMKALMU «TJIAaBHOW UIEW TPAHCUEHICHTAIBHOMN
dbunocodum» [1. Al], KOTOPYIO MOKHO MPEICTABUTH B BUJIE CJICIYIOMICH TIOCIIEI0-
BaTEJIbHOCTH U3 IATH ITYHKTOB (MOAPOOHEE 00 ’TOM MBI TOBOPUM B [6]).

1) Onucremonorunueckuii noBopoT HoBoro BpeMeHu Kak Mpeanochlika TpaHc-
LIEHJCHTAJIbHOW KOHIENIIMU 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO, KaHTOBa nepeopueHTanus ¢ OH-
TONOIrMYECKOH MeTahU3UKU HA SNUCTEMON02ULECKYI0 «HAYUHYIO» MeTa(pU3UKy?.

! lanee yka3anue Ha CTPaHMIIB KAHTOBCKOM «KpuTukm aucToro pasymay [1] OymeM naBaTh B CTaH-
JapTHOW MEXyHapOoJHOH naruHaumu A/B.

B IIponecomenax Kaut 3aMedaeT, 9T0 TPAHCUECHACHTAIbHAS MeTaQU3UKa OTHOCUTCSA K OOBITHOMN
IIKOJIEHOH MeTa(U3MKe TOYHO TaK )K€, KaK XUMHS K IXMMHH WIH aCTPOHOMHS K acTPOJIOTHH
[7.C. 134].
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2) dopmynupoBKa TJIaBHOW «TalHbD» MeTadu3uku B mnucbMe KanTa K
M. I'eprry ot 21.02.1772 kak npobaemvl coomseemcmeaus NPEIMETOB U MPEACTaB-
nenuit’. Ha ee Ba)HOCTh yKa3bIBaeT TO, YTO B Hocnenyomux Kpumuxe u Ilpone-
20MeHax 3Ta npobiemMa TpaHCHOPMUPYETCS B «2lAGHbI MPAHCYEHOEHMANbHbLU
60NPOC» 0 BO3MOKHOCTH alPUOPHBIX CUHTETUYECKUX cyxnenuid [7. C. 33—34],
paspelieHre KOTOpOro COCTaBIsIeT CyTh KAHTOBCKOTO TPAHCLIEHIEHTAIU3Ma.

3) KanToBCcKHi «xonepHukarckuil nepesopomy Kak albTePHATUBHBIA CIIOCO0
pereHust mpobeMbl COOTBETCTBHSL.

4) Tpancyenoenmanvhwsili NOGOPOM OT U3YUYEHUS PEIMETOB K UCCIIEAOBAHUIO
HAaIIIETO allPUOPHOTO crocoba mo3Hanus (cM. Aehununuo u3 [1. B25]).

5) Memagpuzuueckuii mpancyeHOeHmManb bl cO8U2, COCTOSAIINN B CMEIICHUN
npocmpancmea u epemeHu U3 o01acTd 00bEKTUBHOTO B CyOBEKTUBHYIO 00JacTh
anpuOpHBIX (OPM YYBCTBEHHOCTH, M OCHOBoOMoJaratoueMm aiasi Td paznuueHun
BeIlM caMoi 1o cebe (mpenMera) u siBjeHus (IIpeaMeTa OIbITa), UIU BBEICHUEM
MPancyeHOeHmalbHoOlU mpuadsl «BelIb cama 1o cede (mpeameT) — siBieHue (pe/-
MET OIbITa) — MPEACTABICHUE», B paMKaX KOTOPOH f61eHue OTIOCPEAyeT OTHOLIe-
HUE MEXJy MPEeIMETOM H MPEACTaBICHHEM (peIIeHue MPOOIEMbl COOTBETCTBUS).

[Tpexxne yem nepelT K aHaIM3y KaHTOBCKOM KOHLIETIIIUU, 0OpaTUM BHUMaHHE
Ha JBa obOcrosATenbcTBa. Bo-mepBhIX, KaHTOBCKas Kpumuka «ecTb TOJHAs HIes
TpaHCIEHEHTaIbHOW (ritocoduu, HO eme He cama 3Ta Hayka...» [1. B2§]
(cm. Taxoke [ 1. B27] u nanee), coznanue KoTopoii B Kpumuxe NUILb MOCTYIUPYETCSL.
[Ipu sToM TpaHcueHneHTanbHas punocodus, B CBOIO OYepeb, BBICTyHAeT JIHUIIIb
IIPOIEAEBTUKON («IIPOJIETOMEHAMN») K COOCTBEHHO MPAHCYEHOEHMANbHOU Mema-
@usuke, kotopas, no Kanry, cocTout uz memaguszuxku npupoovt U memaghusuxu
Hpasos [1. B86I].

Bo-BTOpBIX, HaJI0 TaKXKe YUUTHIBATh U TO, YTO KAHTOBCKUU TPAHCUEHACHTAb-
HBIW MPOEKT MO0 MEPE CBOETO Pa3BUTHSI MPETEpPIIeBACT ONpeCICHHbIE H3MEHEHUS,
YTO BBIpAXKaeTCs B U3MEHEHUWU MHTEHLUHU TPAHCICHAECHTATbHOIO HCCIIECOBAHUS
Kanra: ecniu B 1-m uzganuu Kpumuxu (1781) Kanr, onpenensis TpaHCUEHACHTaIb-
Hy10 Quiocoduro, TOBOPUT 00 M3YUEHUU «HAIIMX MOHATUH a priori 0 mpeaMeTrax
Boobme» [1. A11—12]* to B nedpunnuun TD u3 2-ro usganus Kpumuxu (1787)
OH TOBOPHT yXke 00 M3YUYEHHUH «8U008 Hauie20 NO3HAHUSA TPEIMETOB, MOCKOJIbKY
3TO TMO3HAHHWE JOJDKHO OBITh BO3MOXHBIM a priori» [l. B25]. Tem cambim
BO 2-M W3JIaHUU 3aJlaeTcs yxke Mmemoodonoeuveckuii momyc Td, MOCKOIBKY

3 «I[TpotyMBIBast TEOPETHYECKYFO YaCTh. .. 5 3AMETHII, YTO MHE HE XBATAET EIIIE KOE-YET0 CyIECTBEH-
HOTO, YTO... COCTAaBJICT KITFOY KO BCEH TaiiHe MeTaQU3uKH. .. S mocTaBui mepen coboil BOMPOC: Ha
YeM OCHOBbIBACTCA OMHOUIEHUE MO0, YMO Mbl HA3bI6AEM NPEOCMAGIEHUEM 8 HAC, K npeomemy?y
[8. C. 487].

4 DM ykazanueM Ha «peMeT BooOmme» KaHT 3aaet nepBulii onmonozuyeckuti MOIyC TPAHCIEH-
JEHTATBHOU GHII0cowH, KOTOPHIH BOCXOIUT K JIEHOHHUIIEBCKOW OHTOIOTUH KaK YUSHHIO O BO3MOXK-
HOM npedmemne, IPA TOM, YTO MEXIY 8O3MONMCHbIM npedmemom JIeHOHNIA U npedmemom eoodbue
(Gegenstande tiberhaupf) KanTa ecTh CyIIECTBEHHBIC DPa3IUUUA: KOHLENT npeomema 6000uje
pacrioyiaraercsi BBIILIE 0 OHTOJIOTHYECKOH IIKalle, YeM KOHILENT 603MOJICHO20 npedmema (CM.
[1. A290/B346]; mompobuee 06 3ToM cM. Metaphysik Mrongovius [9. P. 811].

662 «KPUTUKA YUCTOI'O PA3YMA» KAHTA...



Katrechko S.L. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):659—676

Kpumuka «ectb TpakTat 0 memoode, a He cuctema camoi Haykw» [BXXII]. [Ipu
3TOM TpaHCIEHAEHTalbHas MeTadusuka MpicnuTcs KaHntom kak mpuiieniias Ha
CMEHY «TOpPJI0i» OHTOJIOTHU JOTMATHUKH «IIPOCTasi aHATUTUKA YUCTOTO PACCYIKA»
[1. B303]°, T.e. yueHue o kaTeropusx’, koropas (9T0 BaxHO!) IpHUMeHseTCs TeTephb
He K o0JacTu Bemiei-caMux-mo-cede, a K 00J1acTu SBICHHA (CM. I1.5 BBIIIIE).

DTOT MOoayc MeTadU3UKA MOXKHO COOTHECTH ¢ BBeseHHOH I1. CTpocoHOM Oe-
CKpURMUBHOU Memaghu3ukoll KaK HCCIeIOBAHUEM KOHIIETITyaJbHON CTPYKTYPHI
Hamiero meiuieHust o mupe [12. C. 8—10]. KiroueBsiM 1Jisi MOHUMaHUST 3TOTO
Moayca T® BICTyHaeT «MTOTOBOE ONPEICIICHUE TPAHCIICHACHTATLHOTO» U3 (par-
menra [1. B80—81]’, rne Kanr onpenenser mpancyendenmanvroe (OTIAYAs €ro
OT anpuopHo2o) Kak 000CHOBAHUE 803MONCHOCHU ATIPUOPHOTO, BBIACIISS IIPH 3TOM
JIB€ €r0 COCTaBIISIIOIIMeE: 1) KOHUEHIUIO dnuceHeH3uca (603MoHCHOCHb KaK IPOUC-
XOXJIEHUE aNpUOPHOr0) U 2) MPAHCYEHOEHMANbHYIO 0eOVKYUlo KaTeropHii,
HAIpaBIICHHYI0 Ha 00OCHOBaHHE 603MOJCHOCMU (NIPABOMEPHOCTH) MPUMEHEHHUS
aNpHOPHOTO B ONBITHOM IO3HAHUMK®.

B cootBetrcTBuM ¢ 3TUM KaHT pa3BuBaeT memaguszuky 603moxHcHo20 onvima,
HaIpaBJICHHYIO Ha BBISBIICHUE M aHAJU3 TPAHCIICHICHTAIBHBIX YCIOBUNA BO3MOXK-
HOCTH OIIBITAa/ONBITHOTO MO3HaHMA. DTOT Moayc Mmetadusuku Kant pasBuBaer,
npexae Bcero, B cBoux Ilponecomenax (1783) u Memaghuzuueckux ocHosanusix
ecmecmeosnanus (1783) (3ameTuMm, 4TO 3TH pabOTHl HAMMCAHBI MEXAYy 1-M
u 2-M usnanuamu Kpumuku U 1oclie KpuTudeckod peuensuu Xp. [lappe —
N. ®enepa Ha kanToBCKYI0 Kpumuky), a Takxke B nocnenyromem Opus Postumum.
[To3xe TpakTOBKA TPAHCIEHACHTATN3MA KaK MeTa(h)U3UKH OIBITA MOJTy4aeT pa3BH-
te B Heoxanmuancmee (I'. Koren, D. Kaccupep), nanee B JOrHUE€CKOM TO3UTH-
BusMme (I'. Peiixen6bax, P. Kapnamn), ananutuueckoit punocodun nayku (Y. Kyaiin,
I'. bByxnan), mocrmosutuBuszMe (T.Kyn, MW.Jlakaroc, X.IlatHam, M. Dyko)
U COBPEMEHHOW TpaHCIECHJACHTANbHOH (Quinocopun Hayku (M. Opuaman,
M. but6omn, M. Maccumn). B coBpeMeHHOM Pa3BUTHH Memahu3uku onvima Bbljie-
aum Juauio I Ilaton — II. Ctpocon — JI. Dmmaiic, koTopas mpeacTaBisieT
peauCTUYECKUI TPEH/ B TPAKTOBKE KAHTOBCKOTO TPAHCIICHICHTAIU3MA.

5 H. Xuncke GUKCHPYET 3TO Kak «aonroe paccrasanue Kanra ¢ onronoruein» [10].

® B cBoelt uccepramuu 1770 r. Kaut npuBOAUT CIIEAYIOIIUN CIIUCOK KATETOPUNA: BO3MOKHOCTE,
ObITHE, HEOOXOMMOCTb, CyOcTaH s, mpuunHa u Ap. [11. C. 289].

7 CM.: «TpaHCUEeHIEHTATLHBIM (T.€. KACAIOIIMMCS BO3MOKHOCTH MM TPUMEHEHHS AIPHOPHOTO T0-
3HaHMs) CJeqyeT Ha3blBaTh HE BCSIKOE allpUOPHOE 3HAHME... a TOJHKO 3HaHWE O ToM, (1) 4ro
[moyemy]| Te mnM WHBIE NPEACTaBICHUS BOOONIE HE MMEIOT AMIMPHUYECKOTO MPOUCXOXKICHHUS,
1 0 ToM, (2) KakuM 00pa3oM [Kak 3TO BO3MOXKHO (?), 9TO| STH NPEICTABICHUS ... MOTYT MIpUMe-
HATBCS B IIO3HAHWH, T.€. d priori OTHOCUTHCA K penmeraM onbitay ([1. B 80—81], pexoHcTpyKImnm
¢p. u BcraBku — C.K.)

8 Cp. ¢ KaHTOBCKUM BBeZIEHHEM K « TPaHCIIEHIEHTAIILHON aHAIMTHKE) O HA3BAHUEM «AHATTHKA T10-
HATHI, TOE OH OIpeNelsieT «HACTOAIIYIO 3a/ady TpaHCIeHAeHTansHo! (umocodum» [1. B 90—91].
Tam KasT nuimer, 4To nox axarumuxou nowsamuti OH MOHUMAET «U3y4eHHE BO3MOKHOCTH allpyuop-
HBIX MOHATHH, OTBICKUBAs X UCKIIOYUTENBHO B pacCyJKe Kak MECTe UX MPOUCXOXKICHUS U aHaNIHU-
3UPYs YHCTOE IPUMEHEeHue [paccyaka] Boobre» [1. B 90—91].
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Uro mpencraBiser coboit memaghuzuka onvima? 3amMeTUM, YTO Y CaMOTO
KanTa nanubiii TepMUH HE BCTpeudaercs, a BrepBblie oH BBoautcs I'. [latoHom B
kaure «Kantosckas Meradusuka onbitay (1936) [13. P. 72] u npoTuBonocTasis-
eTcst kputukyemoit Kanrtom crekymnsituBHoW metadusuke nporuwioro. [Ipu stom
[TaTon orceutaet k pparmenty [1. BXVII] Kpumuku, B kotopom KanT, nocne BBe-
JICHUS] UM «U3MEHEHHOro Metoaa MbiuieHus» [ 1. BXVIII], numer, 4to 310 «00e-
jaetT Metau3rUKe BEpHBINA IyTh HAYKHU B €€ nepeoti yacmu, rae Metadu3uka 3aHu-
MaeTcsl alpUOPHBIMU MOHATUSIMHU, COOOPA3HO C KOTOPBIMU MOTYT OBITh JIaHBI peo-
Mmemul 6 onvime’ (Bbiaenenue kypcusom moe — C.K.). U nanee KanT npojomxkaer,
YTO MOCJE YKa3aHHOTO MU3MEHEHHSI MOXKHO OOBSCHUTH HE TOJBKO 8O3MONCHOCHIb
anpUOPHOTO TO3HAHUSA, HO W JaTh OOBSCHEHUE «3aKOHOB, a Priori JeKamux
B OCHOBE IIPUPO/IbI KaK COBOKYITHOCTH MpeaMeToB omnbiTay [ 1. BXIX].

Tema memaghusuxu onvima siBnsiercs: neHTpanbHou s kauru I1. Ctpocona
«I"panuiipl cmbiciay [4. P. 24—32], koTopasi BO MHOI'OM IMOCITYXHWJIa KaTaanu3aTo-
poM ans «nepeoTkpeiTust Kanra» B ananutudeckoit punocoduu B 60-¢ rr. XX B.

B kuure CtpocoH paccMaTpuBaeT TpH MOJyca MeTadU3UKU: Memagu3uka
onvima, MpaHcyeHOeHmHas Memapuzuka u memaghusuka mpancyeHOeHmaIbHO20
uoeanuzma — ¥ Beaen 3a Kanrom u [TatoHOM oTBepraer mpancyenoenmuyio me-
Tapu3uKy, HO BMecTe ¢ TeM CTPOCOH IMOABEPTraeT COMHEHHUIO COCTOSTENLHOCTh
MpancyeHOeHmanbHo2o uoearusma (OCHOBAHHYI0 Ha TUIOXOM TICHXOJIOTHH),
U MOCTYJIUPYET BO3MOXKHOCTb JIUIIb MUHUMAIUCTCKON (aHTI. anodyne) memaghu-
3uKU onvima, 3afaueil KOTOPOU BBICTYIAET aHAIU3 JIEXKAIIMX B OCHOBAHUSIX OMbITA
KoHyenmyanvHulx cmpykmyp. CBOe NanbHEHIIee pa3BUTHE Memagusuka onvima
noyyaer B HemaBHed kHure JI. Dmmaiic «SBisironmasics peasbHOCTh: HUICATU3M
Kanra u ero peanmusm» [14], B KOTOpOil aBTOp pa3BUBAET yMepeHHO-Memaghusuye-
ckyto (aHTI. moderate) MHTEPIPETALUIO KAHTOBCKOW MeTaU3UKH (CM. H3JI0KESHUE
yMepeHHoW Meradusmueckoii wuHTepnperanmu B [15]). CooTBeTCTBEHHO,
P TaKOM TPAKTOBKE KAHTOBCKUN TPAHCUEHACHTAIN3M SIBJISICTCS HE UI€aTU3MOM,
a popmoii pearusma (moapoOHee cM. Hanry padory [16]).

B copepxarensHOM miiaHe memaghusuxy 603modcHo2o onvima (resp. anpuo-
puzm) KanTa MOKHO 3a/1aTh ¢ IOMOILBIO CIIEAYIONUX TpeX akcuom ',

1. OHTONMOTMYECKAst TPAHCIICHICHTAIbHAS aKCHOMA Pa3JIndusi, KOTOpas mpeji-
roJlaraeT, 4ro MO3HAaBaThb Mbl MOYKEM TOJBKO HpeoMenvl onvima WIN A61eHUS.
KaHTOBCKOE pa3lInuCHUE geuyeli-camux-no-cebe u A61eHul.

2. DOmCTeMOJIOTHYECKasE aKCHOMa alPUOPHOCTH, TOBOPAIIAs O TOM, YTO
B HallleM OIBITE (T03HAHUH) €CTh KaK alloCTepUuoOpHas (mMamepus) TaKk alpuoOpHOE

 O6paTuM BHUMAHHUE HA MCTIOJB3YEMBIH 31IECh TEDMUH ApedMen Onblmd v ero TPOTUBOIIOCTABIIE-
Hue npedmemy. IlepBeie KaHT COOTHOCHT C s181eHuaMU, a BTOPBIE — C Gewyamu camumu no ceobe.
Paznuuenne Bemed camMux 1Mo cebe W SABIEHWH SIBISETCS KPAacyrojbHBIM [JIsI KaHTOBCKOTO
TpaHCIEHAECHTAIN3MA.

10 Tperbst KozHUMONOZUUECKAsE AKCMOMA COCTOUT B TOM, 4TO B HANIEM TIO3HAHWH 3a/1€MCTBOBAHbI
JIBA OCHOBHBIX CTBOJIA (ITO3HABATEIBHBIX CIIOCOOHOCTH), @ HMCHHO YyBCTBEHHOCTh M PACCYI0K
[1. B29], Ho 3TOT acmeKT TpaHCLEHIEHTAIN3MA 3/IeCh MBI 00CYKIaTh HE OyIeM.
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(¢popma) cocraBnstomnias (COOTBETCTBEHHO, 3HAHUE MBICIIUTCS KaHTOM Kak CHHTE3
Gopmer M mamepuu). 310eCh TOCTYJIHpPYETCS HaIWYHEe B HAIIEM OIBITHOM
(Mo-)3HaHUM ampUOPHOTO (HE-OMBITHOTO) KOMIIOHEHTa, ¢pukcupyemoe Kantom B
KauecTBe alpHOPHBIX (OPM UyBCTBEHHOCTH U PACcCy/Ka, a B COBPEMEHHOU (uiio-
copum — B KauecTBe KOHyenmyanvrou/xameeopuanvrou cmpykmypul (I1. Ctpo-
con / C. Képuep) no3nanus. [Ipu 3TOM Haj0 yUUTHIBATh, YTO KAHTOBCKOE a priori
OTIpeNieNIAeT UL popMy 3HAHUSA, HO HE €r0 SMIUPUIECKOe cooepaicanue. Tak B
3aKOHE BCEMHUPHOTO TATOTEHUS ero GopMylia MOXKET pacCMaTpUBAThCS KaK arpH-
opHas (opma, a pacueTHas CUJIa IPUTSHKEHUS ABYX TEJ 3aBHCUT OT MX AMITHpHYe-
CKOI1 Macchl ¥ pacCTOAHUA Mexay HuMH. Vnu Hama anpuopHas Gopma npoctpas-
CTBa MPEIOIPEAEIAET BOCIPUATHE JOMA KaK IPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO T€ja, HO €ro CO-
JiepKaTellbHbIe XapaKTePUCTUKH, B YACTHOCTH TO, UTO Mepe]l HAMU HAXOAUTCS KuUp-
NUYHBIL KPACHBLUL OOM OIUHOU 6 § Mempos, NAIOTCS ONBITHBIM MMyTeM. TeM camMmbIM
B HallleM MO3HAHUU HAJIMYECTBYIOT KaK alpuopHasi, TaK U aroCTEpUOpPHAst COCTaB-
TSIONMe, a mpaucyenoenmanvias pegrexcus (tomumka) ([1. B319] u nanee)
JOJKHA PacTIpeIeIuTh XapaKTePUCTUKHU MPEMETa MO HIKAJIE «alpuOPHOE VS. aro-
CTEPUOPHOE» U COOTHECTU UX C UYBCTBEHHOCTHIO U PACCYIKOM.

[Tpu 5TOM HAAO pa3NUYATh MPAHCYEHOCHMAIUZM 8 CUTbHOM CMbICe KaK MPH-
HATHE 00EUX aKCUOM U MPAHCYEHOEHMAIUM 8 C1A00M cmbicie (WA anpuopusm),
TIPY TIPUHATUM TOIBLKO BTOPOi akcHOMBI! !,

CornacHo 3TUM akcHMOMaM [03HaBaTeIbHbIN Ipoliecc, 1o KanTty, MoxHO onu-
caTh Tak: Hallle TO3HaHHE HauuHaeTcs ¢ adGUUMPOBAaHUA Hallleld YyBCTBEHHOCTU
BElLl]aMU caMUMU 110 ce0e («Halle no3Hanue c onsitay [1. B1]), koTopeie naroTcst
HaM Kak sAe1eHus, ohOpMIICHHbIE allPHOPHBIMU (popMaMH, XOTsI OTCIOJIa HE clie-
JyeT, YTO HAIlle TO3HAHUE «IETUKOM IMIPOUCXOAUT U3 onbiTay [1. B1].

BwmecTe ¢ TeM MOXXHO TakKe pa3IMuuTh cmpoeuti (CHIIbHBIN) U C1a0Obll anpu-
opusM. B ciydae cTpororo (KaHTOBCKOTO) anpropu3Ma Habop anpHOpHBIX GopM
MBICIIUTCS. HEU3MEHHBIM, a B Clyuyae MOCT-KaHTOBCKOTO ci1aboro ampuopusma
(HEOKaHTHAHCTBO, JIOTUYECKUN SMITUPU3M, TOCTIO3UTHUBU3M) IE€PBOHAYATIHHBIHI
HaOOp anpHOPHBIX HOPM MOKET MOIUDULIUPOBATHCS WU MOTHOCTHIO U3MEHSITHCSL.

TeMm caMbIM MOXXHO TOBOPUTH O PA3HBIX BEPCUSAX Mema@u3uku onvimd,
BOCXOMSIIUX K anpuopusmy/mpancyenoenmanuzmy Kanta, cpeau KOTOPBIX cOO-
CTBEHHO KaHTOBCKHUI TPAHCLIEHIEHTAIU3M IIPEICTABISAET CAMYIO CUIIbHYIO U pau-
KaJlbHYI0 («PEBOMIOIMOHHYIO»), BEpCHI0o, KOTOpyio KaHT cBs3bIBaeT CO CBOMM
«KOTIEPHUKAHCKUM TIEPEBOPOTOM» B METa(PHU3MKE M B OCHOBE KOTOPOTO JICKUT
TPaHCLIEHICHTAIbHOE pa3IMYeHNE Belleil caMux 1o cede U SBICHHIA.

PeanucTtunyeckasn TpakToBka KAHTOBCKOIMO TpaHCUeHAeHTann3ama

[lepeiinem Tenepp K apryMEHTAIMU B MOJIb3y PEATUCTUYECKOTO MOHUMAaHHUS
KaHTOBCKOT'O TPAHCIICHICHTAIN3Ma, ero MeTa(u3uKu omnbITa. J{7s 3Toro npuBeaem

11 CyIecTByIOT TaKKe MO3UIUM YMEPEHHO20 MPaAHCYEHOeHMANU3MA, KOTa aKCUOMBI 1 1 2 mpuHu-
MaroTcsl, HO B OClIa0JIEHHOM BHJIE.

KANT’S “CRITIQUE OF PURE REASON”... 665



Kampeuxo C.JI. Bectauk PYIH. Cepus: @unocodus. 2023. T. 27. Ne 3. C. 659—676

MATh apryMEHTOB: 1. KOHIENTyallbHAs MOJJEP)KKA peaju3Ma B TEKCTaX CaMoro
Kanra; 2. HemaeanucTuueckuili XxapakTep KaHTOBCKOTO KONEPHUKAHCKOTO MEPEBO-
poTa; 3. O0BEKTUBUPOBAHHBINA CTATyC KAHTOBCKOTO KOHIIETITA SIBJICHUS;, 4. pa3iu-
4ye SBJICHUS W MPEACTaBICHUs (HA OCHOBE PAa3HuUsl «TCOPHS AGIA10Ue20Cs VS.
TEOPHS s6leHull»). SBICHUE KaK TNPEIMET TPEACTABICHUN; S5 HWHTYHUIIHS
(Anschauung) xak CHOCOOHOCTh «HPSAMOro» (HEHNOCPEACTBEHHOI0) JAOCTyIa
K PEaJIbHOCTH.

1. HayneM ¢ KOHIENTYaJIbHBIX MOSCHEHUM OTHOCUTENIBHO UcaIu3Ma U pea-
nu3ma y camoro Kanra B Kpumuxke u Ilponecomenax. B IIpeoucnosuu x 2-my uzna-
Huto Kpumuxu OH TOBOPHUT OT TOM, YTO Mbl MOXEM IO3HAaBaTh NPEIMET HE Kak
Belh camy 1o cebe, a b Kak sBieHue (cm. [1. BXXVI]). Benen 3a atum oH
MOCTYJIMUPYET PEATUCTUUECKUN XapaKTep HalIero Mmo3HaHusi, TOBOPS O TOM, UYTO
«aBieHue [He] cymecTByer 6e3 Toro, yto sBusieTcs» [1. BXXVII]. A nanee Kant
MOIYEPKHUBAET, YTO B SIBIICHUU OOBEKTHI U 1a)KE CBOMCTBA, KOTOPbIE MbI UM MPHUITH-
ChIBaeM, BCETJ]a PACCMATPUBAIOTCSA KAaK HEUTO JCHCTBUTEIHHO JAHHOE U «ECU Obl
sl IPEBPATUII B MPOCTYIO BUAUMOCTH TO, UTO S JOJDKEH MPUYHUCIUTD K SABJICHUSAM, TO
9T0 Ob1T0 OB Mol BUHOIY [1. B69—70]. B cHOCcke k 3TOMY (parmenty Kanr mo-
SICHSIET, YTO «IPEAUKATHI SIBJICHUS MOTYT IMPUIIUCHIBATHCS CAMOMY OOBEKTY, €CIU
pedb UJIeT 00 OTHOIICHUH K HAIIIEMY YYBCTBY...; HO BUAUMOCTh HUKOTJ]a HE MOYKET
OBITH MPUIIMCaHA MIPEAMETY Kak npeaukar...» [1. B70].

B uerBepTom napanoruzme [1. A367—380], Kaut umenyeT cBO# MPOEKT Me-
TaU3UKU MPaAHCYeHOeHMATbHbIM UOedaIU3MOM, TIOJT KOTOPBIM OH TOHUMAaEeT KOH-
LEMIUIO O TOM, YTO BCE SIBJICHUS CYTh TOJBKO MPEACTABIICHUS, a HE BEIIH B ce0e 1
YTO cO00pa3HO ATOMY IPOCTPAHCTBO U BPEMs CYTh JIUIIb YyBCTBEHHBIE (POPMBI
HAIlero Co3eplaHus, a He JaHHbIe caMu 1o cede ompenenenus (cM. [1. A369])12.
B [1. B519] 2-ro uznanus Kpumuxu Kant qo0aBiseT ABa BaXKHBIX MOsSCHEHMs. B
OJIHOM U3 HUX OH MOJYEPKUBAET, UTO €0 TPAHCIEHACHTAIN3M HE OTPULIACT ped.ib-
HOe «CyIIeCTBOBAHUE CAMUX BHEIIHUX BEUICH», T.€. SIBISIETCA peaiu3mom, a B Ipy-
TOM MPOTHBOMNOCTABIAET CBOU MPAaHCYeHOEeHMAIbHbII UCATTU3M «COAEpIKaTelb-
HOMY, T.€. OOBIKHOBEHHOMY HJieanu3mMy». Jlermo B ToM, 4TO B Tekcte Kpumuxu co-
CYLLECTBYIOT JIBa TUIIA AUCKYPCA: IMNUPUYECKUL U MPAHCYEHOCHMAIbHbIU, XapaK-
TEPUCTUKH KOTOPHIX HE COBMAJAIOT M JlaXe MPOTHBOpedYaT APYT Apyry (o yem
nHactoiiuuBo nutet I'. bépx [17]). Hanbonee mokazareapHBIM CIlydaeM 3TOH TBOW-
CTBEHHOCTHU BBICTYINAeT KAaHTOBCKOE pa3jMYeHHE MPEJAMETOB (=Bellel caMux 1o
cebe u mpeaMeToB ombiTa (=sBieHui). OOBIYHBIC BEIU C AYMIUPHUYECKON TOUYKU
3peHus peanbHO cyuiecTByIOT (1 KaHT He cOMHEBaeTCs B UX CYIECTBOBAHHUM), HO
B TPAHCIICHJICHTAJIbHON MEPCHEKTUBE OHHM XAPAKTEPU3YIOTCS YXKE HE KaK CaMu
BEIM, a KaK UX sA6leHus. YUUTbIBas ATH KOHIENTYyallbHble HECOBMAJACHUS

12 3ra nedunums moBTOpseTcs B IIaBe « TpaHCIEHIECHTAIBHBIN HICAT3M KaK KIIOY K pa3penie-
HUIO KOCMOJIOTHYECKOH auanekTukm»y Kpumuku [A491]. A Bo 2-m m3gannu Kant no6aBiser k Hel
MOSICHSIFOIIYIO CHOCKY: «VHOT/Ia sl Ha3bIBal 3TO YUCHHUE TAKXKE POPMATbHbIM UACATN3MOM, YTOOBI
OTJIMYUTH €T0 OT CO0epIHCamenbHo20, T.€. OOBIKHOBEHHOTO, Hicaan3Ma, KOTOPbIi COMHEBACTCS B
CyILIECTBOBAaHMM CaMMX BHEIIHMX Bellel nim otpunaet ero» [B519].
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B OMIIMPUYECKON M TPAHCLIEHEHTAIBbHON NEPCIEKTUBAaX, KAHTOBCKUM mpancyen-
OeHmanbHblll udeaiu3m HAKAKUM OOBIYHBIM HCATH3MOM (B AMIUPHUYECKOMN Tep-
crieKTuBe) He sABisercs (cp. ¢ pparmenToMm [1. A370, A371], rne Kanr cootHocut
CBOU MPAHCYEeHOeHMANIbHLIL UOedANU3M C IMAUPUHECKUM pearusmom). A coO-
CTBEHHO HJealu3MOM sBIsieTcs, 1o Kauty, mpancyenoenmanvuwiii peanusm,
KOTOPBIN «IpeBpaliaeT... MoaAu(pUKalUKA Halleil 4YyBCTBEHHOCTH B BEIH, CYIIe-
cTBytolIHe camu 1o cedex» [1. A491/B519] u «paccMaTpuBaronuii mpoCcTPaHCTBO U
BpeMs Kak HeUTO JIaHHOe camo 1o cebe» [1. A369].

Eme onun aprymeHT MokHO HaiTH y . Dmrcona. On oOpamaetcst K ¢par-
MeHnty [1. B81], rme KanT roBopuT 0 TOM, 4TO MPUMEHEHHE MPOCTPAHCTBA (M Bpe-
MEHH ), IOCKOJIbKY OHO OTPaHUYMBAETCS JINLIb IPEAMETAMU OIbITA SABJSAETCS JIUILIb
SMIUPUYECKUM, U TIOTYEPKUBACT, UTO MPAHCYEHOCHMANbHBIU peanucm HenpaBo-
MEpPHO pacuIMpsieT NPHUMEHEHHE MPOCTPAaHCTBA M BpEeMEHHM Ha cdepy sewsell
8000ue, a TO BpeMs KaK KaK mpaHCYeHOeHMAalbHblll u0edaiucm OrpaHuIuBaeT UX
npuMeHeHue Jub chepoit onbita [18. P. 23]. [IpuHIMNIHANbHBIM 3/1€Ch BEICTYTIAET
TO, 4T0o KaHTOB TpaHCLIEHJEHTAIU3M HE pacIIupsieT 00JacTh BOZMOXKHOIO OIbITa
3a CYeT BBEACHHUS HOYMEHAIBHBIX CYIIHOCTEH (THUma JEHOHUIIEBCKMX MOHAN),
a JHIb TmepepacrpenenseTr o0JacTH CoAepKaTelbHO-aoCTePUOPHOTro U (op-
MaJIbHO-alIPUOPHOTO B TO3HAHHH, OTHOCS TPOCTPAHCTBO M BpeMsl K o01actu
anpUOPHOTO.

ITpu sTom KaHT mocryaupyer Jullb anpUOpHBIA [HE—ONBITHBIN], a He
U7ealbHbIM XapakTep HAIIUX (popm TMO3HAHUS, HE OTPHUIAsl IPU 3TOM PEaJTbLHOTO
CYILLIECTBOBaHMs IPEIMETOB. BciencTBue 3TOro KaHTOBCKHM TpaHCLEHAEHTAlb-
HBI WAEaTu3M COBMECTHUM, KaK Mbl YK€ CKa3alld BbIIIE, C «IMIHPUYECKUM
peanuzmom» [1. A370, A371].

OtBeyass Ha OOBHHEHHS €r0 B HACATU3ME U CONMKEHHHM €ro KOHIICTIHH
¢ peHoMeHanmm3MoM bepkin U3 reTTUHreHCKOH perieH3un, KaHuT numeT crenuab-
HOE MPUIIOKEHUU K [Iponecomenam, rae OTBepraeT 3TH OOBUHEHHUSI, a BO 2-M U3/a-
Hun Kpumuxu 1o0aBiseT CHENHaNbHYIO0 TJIaBy «Onposepicenue uoeanusmar
[1. B274— B279], camMo Ha3BaHHe KOTOPOii TOBOPHT B MOJb3y €ro peamusma’’.

[ToaToMy TOUHEE UMEHOBATh TPAHCLEHACHTAIN3M HE MPAHCYEHOEHMATbHbIM
UOeanu3zMom, a anpuopuIMoM WU anpuopHo-mpancyeHoenmatvbHol ¢opmoti pea-
qusma [16]. Ilpu 5TOM KaHTOBCKHE alipHOPHBIE POPMBI MOTYT TPAKTOBAThCS «HATY-
paNUCTUYECKUM» 00pa30M U UMETh KYJIbTYPHO-UCTOPUYECKUI WM JIMHTBUCTHYE-
ckuii xapaktep'®. Takum 06pa3oM, TPAHCIIEHICHTANBHBINA MICAIM3M ABJIACTCS HU

13 3ameTnm, 4TO KaHTOBCKOE «ONPOBEPIKEHHE HMACATIN3MA» yXKE MMILUIMIUTHO MPUCYTCTBYET B
«aemeepmom napanozuzmey 1-ro nzganust Kpumuxu [1. A373—A377]. Bmecte ¢ Tem Kanr o6pa-
aeTcs K TeMe «ONPOBEPKEHHUS HICATN3Ma» B CBOMX 0oJIee IMO3AHUX TEKCTAaX: CM., HaIIPUMeEp, ero
yrourenue B 2-M [lpeducnosuu [1. XXXIX] u uepHoBbIX Marepuanax (Pegnexcusx R5653—S5,
R6311—R6319, R6323).

14 B maHHOM cilydae MBI yKa3bIBAEM Ha BOCXOJIANIYIO K HEOKAHTHAHCTBY M PA3BUBAEMYIO B MOCIIE-
JyIOLIEeM MTO3UTHBU3ME (IIOCT-IIO3UTHBU3ME) U aHAUTHYECKOH (rtocoduu, Hamyparucmuueckyio
TPAaKTOBKY KaHTOBCKOI'O allpUOPH3Ma/TPAHCICHACHTAIN3MA, KOT/a MPOUCXOXKICHNUE alPUOPHBIX
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oovexmuenvim (JleiOuum) unu cyovekmusnvim (bepknm) uoeanuszmom, a BBICTY-
naet pedaeKCUBHON HAJICTPOUKON HAZl IMNUPULECKUM PEaNU3MOM.

2. Nneanu3zm KaHTa 4acTo CBA3BIBAIOT C €r0 «KONEPHUKAHCKUM IEPEBOPO-
TOM», O KOTOPOM OH TOBOPHT B CBOeM [Ipeducnosuu X 2-My uznanuto Kpumuku.
OnHako 37€Ch HaJI0 UMETh B BUJY, YTO KaHT UCIONIb3yeT BBHIPAKEHHUE «KOTIEPHH-
KaHCKUW NIEPEBOPOT» JIMILb KAK AHAJIOTHIO, U TIO3TOMY €CJIM B aCTPOHOMHUYECKOM
KOIEPHUKAHCKOM IEPEBOPOTE MPOUCXOAUT IMOJHOE «IIEPEBOPAYUBAHUE) HCXO-
HOM cuTyanuu BUauMoro asuxenust CoHIa Mo HeOOCKIOHY, TO B Cllydae KaHTOB-
CKOTO «KOTIEPHUKAHCKOI'O IEPEBOPOTA» HE MPOUCXOJUT MOJHOTO «IIEPEBOPOTA» B
CMBICTIE OTKa3a OT peaiu3Ma. B 1aHHOM ciydae ecTh JUIIb OTKa3 OT HAUBHOTO pe-
anu3Ma, HE YUMTHIBAIOLIETO HAJIWYUE allpUOPHOTO KOMIIOHEHTA B HalleM IO3Ha-
Huu. KaHT He MOTHOCTBIO «IIOAYMHSAETY MPEIMEThl AalPUOPHBIM MPEICTABICHUIM
YyBCTBEHHOCTH U pacCyJKa, a AEJAeT 3TO JIULIb 110 OTHOUIEHUIO K npeomemam
onvlma, Ha KOTOpbIE BO3JCHCTBYIOT, aduUUpys HAlly 4yBCTBEHHOCTb, BEILU
camu 1o cebe. ITo BO3/IEUCTBHE, T.€. MOCTYJIUPOBAHNE HATHYUS BEIIEH—CaMUX 1O
cebe, M ompenenseT peaqTucTUUeCKUd XapakTep TPaHCLEHIEHTAIN3Ma, KOTOPBIN
Kant pa3BuBaer B cBOel KOHIIENIUNH ABOWHOTO adduiupoBanus. Tak, Hampumep,
IIPU BOCTIPUSITUH CTYyJIa, Hallla aipuopHas popma IpoCTpaHCTBa (KaK pacceloBCKHe
MIPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIE «OUKU») MPEIONPEEAET €ro BOCIPUATUE B KaYECTBE TPEX-
MEPHOI'0 MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO Tea. Ho ero KoHKpeTHbIe coiepKaTebHbIe Xapak-
TEPUCTUKH, B YACTHOCTH TO, UTO MEpPe]l HAMU HAXOJAUTCSI MATOBBIN METAILNTUYECKUMA
CTyJ, BbicOTOM 0.5 mMeTpa NaroTCA ONBITHBIM IyT€M. DTO TOBOPUT O TOM, YTO B
HallleM MO3HAHUU HapsAy C AMIMPUYECKON MPUCYTCTBYET U HOyMEHAIbHAsl TIPH-
YUHHOCTb, 4 B HAIlIEeM 3HAHUH CPAIICHbI allPUOPHAs U allOCTEPUOPHAS COCTABIISIO-
e,

Takum 00pa3oMm, KaHTOBCKHI «KOMEPHUKAHCKUI MEPEBOPOT» HE OTMEHSET
IMAUPUYECKULi BEKTOP COOTBETCTBUS «OT MPEAMETA K MPEACTABICHUIO» (2Mnupu-
yeckull peanuzm), peuiarolas pojib B KOTOPOM MPHUHAIEKUT BEUU—CaMOW—
no—cebe, apdurupyromieil Hanry 4yBCTBEHHOCTh. BmecTe ¢ Tem KaHT mocTymnu-
pPYeT U HOYMEHaJbHBIA BEKTOP «OT MPEACTABICHUI K MpeaMeTy» (mpaHcyenoen-
MANbHLIL  UOeanu3M), MPAHCYEHOEHMATbHLIM YCI08UeM KOTOPOTO  SIBISETCS
mpancyenoenmanbioe eouHcmeo annepyenyuu’” . B akte No3HaHUs HATMYECTBYIOT
KaK OIBITHBIC, TAK W alpUOPHbIE KOMIIOHEHTHI, & KAHTOBCKHI KOIEPHUKAHCKUMA

(hopM OOBACHSIETCS WITH UCHOPUKO-KYIbMYPHBIMU HAKTOPaMU (CP. C OHTOJIOTHYSCKUMH 005I3aTeITh-
ctBamu Y. KyaiiHa, «cuMBommueckuM mpocTtpancTBom» J. Kaccupepa, xoHunenmwen napaduem
T. KyHa, xoHuenuued snucmem («ucropudeckoe arnpuopu») M. @yko) Wi JTUHTBHCTHYECKUMHU
¢axropamu («mHrBHCTHYECKOe anpuopm» Y. [Tupca, JI. Butrenmreiina, K.-O. Anens; koHIenmms
«I3BIKOBBIX KapkacoB» P. Kapnama, «xonmenrtyampHas cxema» [l. [laBuncoHa). B stom ciyuae
arpHOPHOE OTHOCHUTCSI K CPETMHHON, MEXKTy 00BEKTUBHBIM U CYOBEKTUBHBIM, UHMEPCYOEKMUBHOU
obmactu KyIbTyphl, «TpetbeMy Mupy» K. Ilonmepa.

15 B 3TOM COCTOHUT CyTh KOHLENIUHU 06011020 apduyuposarnus (resp. HOyMEHAIBHOM TPUIHHHO-
CTH): 3MITMPHUECKOI IETEPMHUHAIINN SBJICHUS IOCPEICTBOM BO3/EHCTBHSI BEIIN CaMOi 1o cebe Ha
YYBCTBEHHOCTb U «MHTEIUIUTHOEBHON pudrHe aieHuid» [1. B522)], kakoBoH BBICTyMHaeT TpaHC-
LeHCHTAIIbHBIN TpenMeT (moapooHee cM. [16]).
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NIEPEBOPOT TMPEACTaBIACT cO00M CHHTE3 0a30BOTO IMAUPUYECKO20 peanusma 1
MEeTa—YypPOBHEBOTO MPAHCYEHOEHMAIbHO20 udeanusma (MOapoOHEe O KOMEepHU-
KaHCKOM TIEPEeBOPOTE CM. Haiu padoTsl [ 19, 20]).

3. OGpaTumcsi Tenepb K mpaHcyeHOeHManibHou mpuade «npeomem (Bellb-
cama-1no-ce0e) — s81eHue — npeodcmasietiey», B KOTOpOil OHTOJIOTUIECKUHN CTaTyC
SBJICHUSl SBJICHUE OTJIMYaeTcd Kak OT IMpeaMera, TaK U MpeACTaBICHUS.
3aMeTHUM, UTO B CIIy4ae OTOKJAECTBICHUS A6I€HUs C GeUybIO CAMOL NO cebe Mbl BO3-
BpallaeMcs K JOKaHTOBCKOMY HAaMBHOMY peaiu3My, a B CIIy4ae OTOKIECTBICHHUS
sAe6leHue C npedcmasienuem Mbl COJMKAeM KAHTOBCKHHM TPaHCHEHIICHTAIN3M
¢ ¢enHomeHnanusMoMm bepkin (4TO NMPOUCXOIUT, HAMPUMEpP, B TEOPUU «IBYX
MHUPOBY»). B 1000M 13 TaKUX OTOXAECTBICHUH TpAaHCLUEHACHTAIbHAS TpUaaa mpe-
BpallaeTcs B IUANy C«npeomem VS. npeocmaeiexue», 4TO HUBETUPYET CYThb
TPaHCLIEHEHTAIN3MA.

KaHTOBCKUI KOHIIETIT A6/1eHUs, HAPSIAY C 8elyblo camoli no cebe, BISETCS Of-
HUM M3 KIIOYeBBbIX s TP, u kak numer B 3Toi cBa3u ['. DincoH, TpakToBKa
TPaAHCIIEHICHTAIMU3Ma BO MHOTOM 3aBUCHUT OT TOTO, KaK MOHHUMAETCS KAaHTOBCKOE
saenenue [18. P. 21]. Onnako oHTONOrMYECKU cTaTyc s61enuss y Kanta ocraercs
HeoMpeeIEHHBIM U CYIIIECTBYET KOHILIETITYy alIbHBIN pa30poc B TPaKTOBKAaX TaHHOTO
TEPMHHA (resp. TPAHCLEHIEHTAIN3Ma B LIE€JI0M), IPOTUBOIOJI0KHBIMH MOJIFOCAMU
KOTOpBIX Ha COBPEMEHHOM JTale BBICTYMAIOT €r0 HMHTEPHIpEeTali KaK <«JBYX
MHUPOB» M «ABYX acIIEKTOB». B mepBoil U3 HUX A61eHue CMEIAETCs B CTOPOHY
npeocmasnenus (A 1axe OTOXIECTBISETCS C HUM: «SBJIEHUS... MOTYT CYyILIECTBO-
Bath ToJIbko B Hac» [1. B5S9] (cp. ¢ [1. A371—2]). B Teopun «JIByx acrekToB»
sA6/1eHUe, KOTOPOE MBICIIUTCS KaK OJIUH U3 dcneKkmos MpeaMeTa, He OTPbIBAETCs OT
npeomema, BBHICTYTIASI €T0 npo-aeieHuem: «aeienue HE cywecmeyem 6e3 moeo,
umo uepes neeo sensemcsy (napadpas [1. B XXVI—VII)).

Takoe MOHMMAaHHUE A6/1eHUs1 BBICTYIIA€T OCHOBOM JUIsl pEAIMCTUYECKUX TPAKTO-
BOK KaHTOBCKOT'O TpaHCIEeHAeHTanu3Ma. Kak Mbl yKe cKa3anu BBILIE, fA61eHUe
HEJIB3sI OTOXKAECTBIISTD HU C CYObEeKMUHbIM TIPEIICTABICHUEM, HU C 00beKMUBHBIM
MPEeIMETOM: OHO MPEACTaBISAET COOO0M HEKYIO MPOMEKYTOUHYIO 00 BEKTHBUPOBAH-
HYIO CYIIHOCTh, UMCIOIIYIO UHMEP-CYObeKmusHulll CTaTyc (MmoapoOHee CM. HaIIH
pabortsl [21, 22]). Bonee Toro, ecnu oneperbes Ha pparment [ 1. B235], To siBieHue
HE SIBIISIETCSI 00BEKTOM, «a TOJIbKO 0003HAaYaeT KaKOW-HUOYAb OOBEKT», T.€. SBJIC-
HUE SIBISETCA 3HaKom o0bekTa. Jis moscHeHus cTaTtyca sSIBICHUS NMPUBEAEM aHa-
JIOTHIO C TEJIECKONIOM: SBJICHUE KaK M300pa)KEHUE 3BE3/lbl Ha JIMH3E TeJEecKoma
UMeeT MPOMEXKYTOUHBIM CTaTyCc MO CPaBHEHHUIO KaK C peabHOM 3Be3/10ii-caMoii-
no-cebe (=KaHTOBCKas BEIIb caMa IO cede), TaKk U €€ MEHTAIbHBIM 00pa3oM
(=KaHTOBCKOE TMPEICTABIICHHUE).

Tem cambIM, HECMOTPSI HA HEKOTOPYIO aMOMBaJICHTHOCTH yrioTpebienus Kan-
TOM TepMHHA s68/1eHuss (moapoOHee 00 TOM cM. [23]), ero KOHIIENTYaaIbHbIN CMBICTT
COCTOMT B TOM, YTO SIBJIEHUSI — 3TO npeomemsl onvima, T.€. OObIYHBIE OKPYIKaIO-
e Hac, HaxXoAsIIMecs B MPOCTPAHCTBE BelIU. Takue OOBEKTUBUPOBAHHBIC
mpaHcyenoenmanvHole sA6enus (SBIEHUs-1) HAIO OTIAMYATH OT IMAUPUYECKUX

KANT’S “CRITIQUE OF PURE REASON”... 669



Kampeuxo C.JI. Bectauk PYIH. Cepus: @unocodus. 2023. T. 27. Ne 3. C. 659—676

seneHull (sIBIICHUE-2) KaK MEHTAJIbHBIX NPEJICTABICHHUN, IMOJNYYCHHBIX IMOCPE-
CTBOM CHHTE3a CXBaThiBaHHs (00pa3oB mpeaMeToB). TepMUHOIOTHYECKH, €ClU
MEHTAJIbHBIE SIBIICHUSI-2 — 3TO pe—npe3eHmayuu IpeIMEeTOB, TO 00bEKTHBHUPO-
BaHHBIC SIBICHUA-1 — 3TO npezenmayuy MPEIMETOB, WM IMIIUPUIECKUX BeLIeH
camux 1o ceoe.

Pa3nuuHblii OHTONOTMYECKU CTATYC SIBACHUI-1 U sBICHUN-2 MPOSICHAETCS,
€CJIM MBI 00paTUM BHUMAaHHE HAa TPAKTOBKY Ipeasiora «By». [Ipu o0cyxnennn cre-
uupuku TO B Yemeepmom napanocuzme Kant npubderaer K aHaaIu3y UCIOIb30BaA-
HuUA npejyiora «gue (Hac)» [1. A373].

Bwmecre ¢ Tem KaHT coBepIileHHO HEKPUTHYHO UCIIONIBb3YET IyallbHOE JJI HETO
BEIpaKeHUE «68/6Hympu Hac» [1. A373]. 31ech Hy)KHO MPOBECTH aHAIIN3 BhIpaxKe-
HUS «SIBJICHUE KaK MPEJICTaBICHUE B HAC/B TyIIEY.

3aMeTuM, 9TO BBIPAKEHUE «8 yIIE», €CIIU MPUHITH BO BHUMAHHUE IPOCTPaH-
CTBEHHBIN CMBICII MPEIIOTa «6», METaA(POPHUUHO U HECKOJIBKO HETOYHO: MPEACTaB-
JIEHUS] HE HAJIMYECTBYIOT g Halllel 1ylIé Kak Bemu B kopoOke. Kpome Toro, eciu
TPaJAULIMOHHO BBIPAKEHHUE «B AYLIE» YKa3bIBa€T HA 00JIACTh MEHTAIBHOTO, TO TPaK-
ToBKa KaHTOM mpocTpaHCTBa ¥ BpEMEHU B Ka4eCTBE allPUOPHBIX (GOPM Tpeoia-
raeT OTHECEHHE MPEJIOTa «B» YKe K Halllel YyBCTBEHHOCTH. A 3TO HE TO JK€ caMoe,
YTO HAXOJAUTCS «B AYHIE», TIOCKOJIBKY YYBCTBEHHOCTH ‘(PM3HOJIOTMYHA’ U OTHO-
CUTCs yKe, CKopee, He K dyuie, a K meny. bonee Toro, kak ormeuaet Kanrt Bo ¢par-
Mente [1. A375], sBneHus: HAXOAATCS HE «B JIyIIE» KaK MEHTAJIbHbBIE MPECTaBJIe-
HUS, a B npocmpancmee Kak MpeMeThl OIbITa (Tesna).

Hakoner, mockoipKy 001acTh npeacTaBieHuil pacmmpsiercs Kanrom 3a cuet
anpuopusix GopM, TO 3TO IPEANONAraeT Nepexoa OT SMIUPUUECKOTO (MHAUBHILY-
QJIBHOTO) CO3HAHUS K TPaHCUEHACHTATBLHOMY «co3HaHuto soodowe» [7. C. 57, 63],
KOTOpO€, B OTJIMYUE OT CYOBLeKmu6Ho20 WHAMBHUAYAIbHOTO CO3HAHUS, TOYHEE
XapaKTepu30BaTh Kak 001acTh mpaHc- uau unmep- cyovekmunoeo (Cp. ¢ «Tpe-
teuM Mupom» K. Ilomepa). Tem cambIM TpaHCL-€HACHTAIbHBIN aHAJIN3 MIPEATIOTOB
«B/BHE» TIO3BOJISICT 3aMEHUTH IMITUPHUUECKYIO TUATY «8HE — GHYmMpuU» Ha TPAHC-
LECHCHTATIbHYO TPUALY: «BHEmpanc — {6HEsmn = GHYMPUmpanc} — GHYMPUsun»,
CPEIHIOI0 YacTh KOTOPOH MOXHO COOTHECTH C OOJACThIO TPAHCLEHACHTAIBHBIX
OOBEKTUBUPOBAHHBIX SIBIICHUI-1, KOTOpbIE HAXOAATCA «B/BHYTpW» HAC JHIIb
TPAHCICHCHTAIILHO, & YMIUPUIECKU «BHE» HaC.

4. Ham cienyroniuii apryMeHT CBS3aH C pa3InyueM SI3bIKa/TCOPUH A8/ e-
2ocs [theory of appearing]| u si3p1ka/Teopun senenull [theory of appearance], KoTo-
poe pa3BuBaetcs B ctatbe C. bapkep [21]. CyTb 3TOro pa3inuieHus COCTOUT B TOM,
YTO TJIAarojbl YYBCTBEHHOTO BOCHPUATHS (BOCTIPUHUMATh, YyBCTBOBATh, HHTYH-
TUBHO CXBaThIBaTh (intuit), BUJIETh, CIBIINIATH) MOTYT TPAKTOBATHCS JBOSKO: JIMOO
KaK yKa3aHHe Ha PEalIbHO CYIIECTBYIOIINE MPEAMETHI (BOCIIPUSTHE YETO-TO; B 3TOM
ciydae 3To OyneT Teopus aesowezocs (theory of appearing)), muO0 Kak Ha HAIIA
CyOBEKTUBHBIC COCTOSIHHSI, CBSI3aHHBIC C BOCIIPHSITHEM MPEAMETOB (SBICHHUE KaK
npeactasieHue (theory of appearance)). PazHUIly MEXIy STHUMH ONUCAHUSIMH
MOJKHO TOSICHUTH Tak. Eciiu HaM gana, Hanpumep, ¢potorpadus AEBYIIKH, TO HaIIa
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MO3HABATENIbHAS MHTEHIUS (B paMKaxX TEOPUU SIBIISIONIETOCS) HampaBlieHa HE Ha
gomoepaghuro (= KaHTOBCKOE npedcmasieHue), a Ha N300pakKeHHBIA Ha HEl TIpeI-
MeT — 0e8yuiKy (= KaHTOBCKOE s68/1eHUe), COOTBETCTBEHHO s6/1eHUe OTIPEACIIACTCS
Kanrom kak «neonpeodenennwiii [10 €ro onpeneaeHus pacCyI0UHbIMU MOHATHSIMH |
npeomem smnupuyecxkou unmyuyuu/cosepyanusy ([ 1. B 34]; ccpuika most. — C.K.).
CoOOTBETCTBEHHO, B s6/leHUe ITO HE MpelacTaBieHHE (=sABJIeHHE-2), a npeomem
npeAcTaBiIeHUN (=sBJeHUe-1; cama JEBYIIKa), XOTs Mbl 4acTO Ha3bIBaeM Ipej-
CTaBJICHHE UMEHEM MpeAMETa [[IpeICTaBIeHUs |: HAapUMep, B BIPAKEHUU «Mbl BU-
JIM CTOJ», CJIOBO «CTOJD) OTCBUIAET K HAIlleMy MPEJCTaBICHUIO (O CTOJIE), U K SB-
JSIOLIEMYyCS HaM TPEAMETY 3TOoro mnpexacrasieHus. B Kpumuke (kak oTMeyaeT
C. bapkep) Kant ucnonbs3yet o0a 3TUX sI3bIKa, CYUTAS] KX B3aUMO3aMEHSIEMbIMHU, U
M03TOMY coBeplIaeT B Kpumuke He COBCEM 3aKOHHBIN MEPEXO OT «BEIIeH KaK sB-
nsomuxcs» (thing as appearing) K ux «aBieHusIM» (appearance) [24. P. 433(74)],
YTO ¥ TNPUBOAUT K TPAKTOBKAM SIBICHUH KaK CaMOCTOATEIbHBIX CYIIHOCTEH
(= mpencraBiieHUi) U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, K CyOBEKTUBHO-HICATHCTUYECKUM TpPaK-
TOBKaM TpaHcleHaeHTanu3Ma. Ho ecnu paccmarpuBaTh s61eHus (appearance)
HE KaK IpEeACTaBJICHUs, a KaK As1saouuecs eewu (appearing), T.e. IOHUMATh MO
sBIIEHUEM npedmem (pedepeHT) npeacTaBlieHni, TO KAHTOBCKHUI TpaHCIEHACHTa-
JU3M OYJET BBICTYNATh PEATUCTUUECKON TEOPUEH.

5. Ilocneauuii U3 HAIIMX ApTyYMEHTOB B MOJB3Y peanu3ma Kanta BoCXoauT kK
peaTuCcTUYECKON TpaKTOBKE TpaHcueHaeHTanu3Ma JI. Dinaiic, koropas B [ 14] moa-
YEpKHUBACT OMpPENEISAIONIYI0 POJib UHMYUuyuy B KaHTOBCKOM Teopuu mo3HaHus. B
n3BeCTHOH Kiaccuukanuu npeacrasnennii [ 1. B377] Kant Boinensier cyovexkmug-
Hble N 00beKmusHbvle TIEPUEHIIH, K IEPBBIM U3 KOTOPBIX OH OTHOCHUT OWfyUjeHUs]
(mat. sensation; Hem. Empfindung) xak MOIU(UKAIMU COCTOSIHHSI CYOBEKTa,
a KO BTOPO# — unmyuyuu (1aT. intuitus; Hem. Anschauung)'®. Dnnaiic moguepku-
BaeT MPUHIUIUAIBHOE OTIINYNE «OOBEKTUBHBIX)» UHMYUYUL OT «CYOBEKTHBHBIX)
owywenuti. KantoBckast unmyuyus siBIsieTcs oaroujeli COCOOHOCTHIO, KOTOpas
obecreunBaeT JOCTY HAIIETO CO3HAHUS K CAMHUM IIPEeIMETaM M TeM CaMbIM UHTY-
WIS JaeT HaM 00beKmugHoe 3HaHUe O IpeaIMeTax, WK, KaK BeIpaxkaeTcs DIiaiic
B HA3BaHUM CBOEH KHMTH, K «sBIsIoLlelica pearsnocmuy» (manifest reality)!’.
Tem cambIM ummyuyus OTCHIIAET HAC OT MPEACTABICHHUS K €ro MpeaMeTy Kak
pegepenmy NaHHOTO MPEACTaBICHUS (Cp. C TOHUMAHHUEM SIBJICHHS KaK 3HaKa U3
[1. B235]; cm. Ttakxke [1. A104—109]), T.e. MUHTYHIIMS UTPACT B MMO3HAHUH peghe-
PEeHYUAIbHYI0 POIb.

B 3aximrouenun crenaem emie OJMH XOJ, BBITEKAIONINI U3 HAIIMX paccykie-
HUH 00 MHTYUIIMHU, HO HE MOJNyYHMBIIUN pa3BuThue y camoro Kanra. MoxHO 3ame-
TUTh, YTO KAHTOBCKAsl KOHIICTILIMS MHTYUIIUH HE SIBISIETCS YHUBEPCAIbHOM, TaK KaKk

16 Tepmun Anschauung cTaHIAPTHO TIEPEBOAUTCSA HA PYCCKUMN KaK cozepyarue. Ho MBI, omupasch
Ha JATHHCKUI SKBHUBAJICHT JaHHOTO TepMuHa u3 [1. B377], B cBoux paboTax mepeBOIUM TEPMUH
Anschauung xax unmyuyus.

17 Cp. ¢ meopueii ssnaowezocs 13 NpeUIECTBYIOMETO APTYMEHTA I1. 4.
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oHa ¢popmynupyercs KaHToM Iuiib /U1 BBICIINX KUBOTHBIX, 00J1aJaI0INX ICUXH-
koi. B aToM ciyuyae mHTyunus (MHTyunus-1) kak Obl BCTpOEHA B MCHUXUKY WIH
HaIITy «IIPeICTaBUTENIbHYIO ClTIOCOOHOCTHY [ 1. B33—34] 1 mosTomy maTepueii kaH-
TOBCKOT'O SIBJICHHSI BBICTYIAET ourymieHue (xora cam Kant B pparmente [1. B 34]
BbIpaXkaeTcsi 0ojiee akKypaTHO, TOBOPSI O TOM, UTO MaTe€pHUEl SIBJICHMS BBICTYIAET
HE CaMo OILyIIIEHHE, a TO, YTO EMY «COOTBETCTBYET», T.€. ero aHajor). Ho kak ObITh
C HU3IIUMH KUBOTHBIMI» (’KUBBIMU CYIIIECTBaMH ), KOTOPBIE TaK K€ MHTYUTHUBHO
BOCIIPUHUMAIOT MHUP, ITYCTh U HE IOCPEJCTBOM «OPraHOB UyBCTBY» BBICIIMX )KUBOT-
HbIX. ECTh y HUX «Jaromasy CrocoOHOCTb, T.€. aHAJOT KAaHTOBCKOW MHTYHUIMH?
OueBHIHO, UTO «Ia»: HaIlpUMep, aMme0a UHTYUTUBHO «BOCTIPUHUMAET) CBET, JIBH-
rasicb K HEMy WIH OT HEro, XOTsl, IOHATHO, YTO y HEE HET OpraHa 3pUTEIbHBIX
owyujenuti — riasza, u HeT «Pacro3HAIOIIEro OpraHay — paccyKa, KOTOpbIi Mpu-
nucan Obl COOTBETCTBYIONIEE MM (HOHATHE) AaHHOMY BocrpuaTuio'®. TlosTomy
ecnu y Kanra untynnust (MHTyunus-1) u ollymieHue BBICTYNAeT B3aMMOCBS3aH-
HBIMU KOMIIOHEHTAMH OJTHOKOHTYPHOM O3HABATENbHOMN LIETIH «MHTYULIUS — OIILY-
IICHUE», XapaKTePHOU JJIsl MCUXHUKHU BBICIIUX XUBOTHBIX (B TOM YHCJIE U YeNO-
BEKa): B AMIIMPUUECKOM [TI03HAHUU HHTYHUIIMH OTHOCSTCS K PEAMETY ITOCPEICTBOM
omyteHus [ 1. B34], — To «MHTYHUINI0» HU3IIUX )KUBOTHBIX (MHTYHUIIUSA-2) MOKHO
TPAKTOBATh KaK a8moHoMuylo (OT OUIYLIEHWH), «Jarollyl0» I103HABATEIbHYIO
CIOCOOHOCTh, KOTOpasi, MOCKOJbKY 3/1eCh HET CYOBeKMuUBHbIX OIUIYHICHUN (CM.
[1. B377]), obecnieunBaeT 06BEKTHBHOCTh T10J00HOr0 «1o3HaHusM» (cp. ¢ [25])%.
[IprueM B 3TOM cily4yae MHTYHMIHS-2 «IaeT» HEMOCPEICTBEHHBIH (0OBEKTUBHBII)
JOCTYIl K CaMUM BEIllaM, XOTsI OYEBHJHO, YTO Ha MOJAOOHOM «HH3KOM» YpPOBHE
BOCHPUATHS MHUP HE BOCHPHUHHUMAETCS HAMH Ye€pe3 «OUKI» ampUOpPHBIX (opm
YyBCTBEHHOCTH W TOHATHIHBIE «OoukM» paccyiaka. Cxomnoe ¢ A. Yailitxenom
MOHMMAaHNUE UHTYULMHU KaK «JaIouieil», rapanTupyoeid 00beKTUBHOCTh HAIIIETO
MMO3HAHMSI, MOXKHO HaiTu y 3. ['yccepiis, KOTOpbId pa3nudaet unmyuyuio (cosep-
yanue) n owyuerue semu (cm. [27. P. 182—185, 358]), xots cam ['yccepib 3Ty
TEMY HE pa3BUBAET, HO MO3XKe (YXKE B KaueCTBE KOTHUTUBHOI'O MEXaHU3Ma 103Ha-
HUS1) 1aHHAs TeMa UHTYyHUIH pa3BuBaetcs [x. [100COHOM B ero KOHIIETIIHUU KO-
noruueckoro Bocpustus [28]%°. TeM caMbIM Takas UHTYUIMS (MHTYHIUS-2) 1aeT
JOCTYII K caMuM BemaM (cp. ¢ makcumoin . ['yccepns «Hazan k camum Bemam! )
U, TEM caMbIM, oOecrieunBaeT OOBEKTHBHBIN XapakTep HAlIero Mo3HaHUs (resp.
peaCTUYECKUI XapakTep KOHUEHINH TO3HAHNUSA).

18 Cm. o aToMy noBosty unTepecHyio pabory T. Bépmka «[Ipoucxokaenre 06beKTHBHOCTHY [25],
B KOTOPOH OMHCHIBAIOTCSI MEXaHM3MbI BOCTIPUSTHS (MHTYHUILIUK) HU3MINX KUBOTHBIX.

1 YioMsiHEM B 3TO# CBA3M CO3BYUHYIO HAIllEH TPAKTOBKE HHTyHUIMH paboTy A. Yaiirxema «CumBo-
JU3M, €TO CMBICT 1 BozzercTBre» (1927) [26], B KOTOpOil OH pa3BHBaET KOHIICHIIHIO IByXKOHTYP-
HOM CXEMBI TIO3HAHMS: KOHTYP «IPSIMOT0» BOCTIPHATHE BHEITHETO MHUPA (AHAJIOT KAHTOBCKOW MHTY-
UIMN) ¥ KOHTYP NICUXHYECKOTO BOCTIPHATHS YyBCTBEHHBIX KaUeCTB MOCPEACTBOM HAIIMX OPTaHOB
gyBeTB [26. C. 17, 25, 34], — KOTOpBIE CBA3aHBI APYT C APYTOM IOCPEACTBOM «CHMBOIHUIECKOTO
OTHOIICHUS.

20 KoHUENIuo HU3KOYPOBHEBON «MIAIOIEH» HHTYHIMH KaK BO3MOXKHOM CIOCO0E 0OBLEKTUBHOTO
MO3HaHUs, MBI, Beien 3a ['yccepiem — Yaiitxenom — ['m60coHoOM, pa3BuBaeM B padote [29].
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3akoyeHue

B ncropun kaHTOBEIEHNS MOKHO BBIJIEIUTH HECKOJIBKO IIEPHOJIOB UHTEPIIpE-
Talluu KaHTOBCKOTO TpaHcueHaeHTanu3Ma. [locneanee «(nepe-)otkpeitue Kanra»
npoucxomuT B 60-e rr. XX B. B paMKaxX aHaIUTUYECKOH (punocodckoil Tpaauuuu
(IT. Ctpocon, TI'.bépn, V.Cemnmapc, I'.Dmmmcon, K.Awmepukc, JI. Dmnaiic).
B ocHOBe cOBpeMEHHON peanncTUUEeCKOM UHTepnpeTaun Kanra JIeKUT npuies-
1asi Ha CMEHY TEOPHUH «IBYX MHUPOB» TEOpPHUS «IABYX aCIEKTOBY, KOTOpas Mpe-
ONpEACISAET peanucmuyeckyro TPAKTOBKY KaHTOBCKOTO TpPaHCLEHAEHTAIN3MA.
Co0TBETCTBEHHO, KAHTOBCKHM TPaHCIICHICHTAIN3M IOHUMAETCS 37eCh KaK Mema-
Quszuxa 603modicHoeo onvima (resp. deckpunmusnas memaghusuxa (CTPOCOH)).
Kak nHam mpexacraBnsieTcsi, Takas TpakTOBKa 00JiajaeT OONBIIMM IMOTEHIIMAIOM
U MIPEJICTABISIET COOON MEPCIIEKTUBHOE HAINPABICHUE HCCIEIOBAHUS B COBPEMEH-
HOM KaHTOBEJICHUH.
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AnHortanus. Vccnenyercss peHOMEH Tak Ha3bIBAEMOTO «TPETHEr0 MPOYTEHH COO0IIe-
HUH O MPONO3ULMOHAIBHBIX YCTAaHOBKAaX. JTO NPOYTEHHE, N3HAYaJIbHO HCCIIEOBaBIIEECs B
muccepranuu XK. ®omop (1973) u cTaBmiee ¢ Tex mop OAHON U3 3HAYUMBIX IIPOOIIeM (hopMaib-
HOM CEMaHTHKU €CTeCTBEHHBIX SA3BIKOB, OTIMUYAETCS OT Oosiee u3BecTHhIX de re u de dicto mpo-
YTEHUH U TeM, YTO SABJISACTCS MPOMEKYTOYHBIM cllydaeM Mexay HuMH. Eciu de re mpoureHue
MOXXHO 0003HaYUTh KaK TpaHCHapeHTHoe crermduueckoe, a de dicto mpouTeHHe — Kak
HETPO3pavHoe HecTeu(puIeckoe, ToO TPEThe MPOUTECHHE OKA3bIBAIOTCS TPAHCIAPCHTHBIM He-
cnenuduueckuM. CTaHgapTHOE pellieHue, npeanoxeHHoe Poaop, BeI3BIBAIO OypHOE 00CYX-
JICHHE B JIUTEpaType U MOPOAMIIO CEPHIO OOIICIPU3HAHHBIX KOHTPIPUMEPOB, KOTOPHIC, KaK
CUMUTAETCs, JEMOHCTPUPYIOT OrpaHMYeHHOCTh peuienus Ponop. Ilpu 3Tom anbTepHaTHBHBIE
MOJXOMBI K JKCIUTMKAIIMK JTHX MPOYTCHHU TakXKe CTpamaid oT (HOpPMaIbHEIX HEIOCTATKOB
(HampuMep, He YJIOBIETBOPSUIM TPEOOBAHHIO KOMIO3UIIMOHAILHOCTH 3HAUEHHS, KOTOPOE SIB-
nsieTcst 6a30BBIM TpeOoBaHHWEM B (hopMallbHO-ceMaHTHYEeCKOW jmTeparype). Mccienoanue
BBISIBWIO, YTO aHAJIU3 BCEX CJIOXKHBIX CIy4aeB TPETHEro IPOUTEHHs HE YUUTHIBAI B IIOJIHOM
Mepe UX CUHTAKCUYECKYIO CTPYKTYpY, KOTOpasi OcTaBaiach HE3aMEUEeHHOU B CHITY IPUCYTCTBY-
OIIIETO BO MHOTUX U3 3TUX Clly4daes dJuinncuca. [lokasaHo, 4To BOCCTaHOBIIEHHE ATOM CHHTAK-
CHUYECKOH CTPYKTYPBI MO3BOJISET MIPOAHATU3NPOBATH BCE CIIOXKHBIC CITy4ae KaK MPOCThIE C TPH-
MEHEHHMEM KJIAaCCHYECKOI'0 CTaHAAPTHOIO aHajlIu3a, IpeiokeHHoro doaop, AONOIHEHHOTO
0a30BBIMU IIPHHIIUIIAME JOITYCTUMOCTH ITOJICTAHOBKH L-2KBUBAIICHTHBIX BHIPa)KCHUH B HHTCH-
CHOHAJIBHBIX KOHTEKCTaX, Bocxoaauux k I'. @pere u P. Kapuany. B 3axmounrtensHoi yactu
JIEMOHCTPUPYETCA TO, K&K UMEHHO OCYIIECTBIISICTCS SKCIUTMKAIMSA OCHOBHBIX CIIOXKHBIX CITy-
4aeB «TPEThEro MpPOUYTEHUS» B TEPMUHAX CTaHAAPTHOIO MOAX0a.
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Abstract. This study explores the phenomenon of the so-called “third reading” of
propositional attitude reports. This reading, which was originally explored in the dissertation
of J. Fodor (1973) and has since become one of the significant problems in the formal semantics
of natural languages, differs from the more well-known de re and de dicto readings by being an
intermediate case. If the de re interpretation can be referred to as transparent specific, and the
de dicto interpretation as opaque non-specific, then the third reading is transparent non-specific.
Fodor's standard solution has been the subject of much discussion in the literature and has given
rise to a series of widely accepted counterexamples that are thought to demonstrate the
limitations of Fodor's solution. At the same time, alternative approaches to the explication of
these readings also suffer from formal shortcomings (for example, some of them did not satisfy
the requirement of meaning compositionality, which is a basic requirement in formal semantic
literature). This study points out that the analysis of all complex cases of the third reading did
not fully take into account their syntactic structure. This remained unnoticed due to the ellipsis
in many of these cases. It is shown that a restoration of the ellided syntactic structure makes it
possible to analyze all hard cases as basic ones using the classical standard analysis proposed
by Fodor supplemented by the principles of admissibility of substitution of L-equivalent
expressions in intensional contexts (known since G. Frege and R. Carnap). In the final part of
the work, it is demonstrated how exactly the main complex cases of the “third reading” are
explicated in terms of the standard approach.

Keywords: semantics, intensionality, extensionality, substitutivity, third reading
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BesepeHune

HccnenoBanue MOCBSILEHO MHTEPIPETALUU SK3UCTEHIIMAIbHBIX KBAaHTOPOB
(MM «HEeoNpeAeNIEHHBIX 1eCKpunuii» B TepMmuHoioruu b. Paccena) B koHTekcTax
COOOIIIEHUN O MPOMO3ULHUOHAIBHBIX YCTAHOBKaX B €CTECTBEHHBIX S3bIKaxX, a
MMEHHO ()eHOMEHY MX TaK Ha3bIBAEMOT'0 TPEThero npouTeHus. Paccen Ha3pIBal He-
OIpeeIEHHbIMU JECKPUILIUSIMUA UMEHHBIE TPYIIIbI C HEOIIPEIEICHHBIM apTUKIIEM
B aHIVIMHCKOM sI3bIKE. B pyCcCKOM sI3BIKE, Ti€ pa3aIndue MEKIY ONPEAEICHHBIMU U
HEOMNpeeNeHHbIMU JIECKPUIIUAMHU He 0053aTelbHO MapKUpyeTcs, IK3UCTEHIH-
aJIbHble KBAHTOPBl MOTYT 00O3HAYaTbCs TAKUMH BBIPAKCHHUSIMHU, KaK «KOPOJIb
OpaHuumny, «KypTKa, Kak y Banuy», «IByxaTaxHoe 34aHue» U T.I. 31ech Oyaer
UCCIIeIOBaHA Ta UX UHTEPIpETalns, B KOTOPOil OHM IOHUMAIOTCA He Kak pedepeH-
LMaJIbHbIE BHIPAKEHUS (TO €CTh BBIPAXKEHHUS, YKa3bIBAIOIINE HA KAKOW-TO KOHKPET-
HBIA 00BEKT MUPA), HO IPU 3TOM ITPHUOOPETAIOT TAKOI K€ CMBICI KaK «OJJUH KOPOJIb
@paHuMM», «KAKOE-TO [BYXATAXKHOE 3/aHUE», KOTOPbIE TaKXKe SBISIOTCS
9K3UCTEHLUAIbHBIMU KBAHTOPAMHU WJIM HEONPEACIEHHBIMU JECKPUIIIUSMM.

B ananutnueckoit Tpaguuuu Gpuiaocopuu S3bIka XOpOIIO U3BECTHO pa3inyue
MEXy IpOUTEeHUsIMHU de re U de dicto, KOTOpbIe MOTYT I0JIy4aTh B MHTEHCUOHAIIb-
HBIX KOHTEKCTax, KaK ONpeJelIeHHbIe, TaK U HEONpEeJIeHHbIe Aeckpunuuu. [lan-
HOE pazianyue BocxoauT K pabote b. Paccena «O6 o6o3nauenun» [1], B koTopoit
OH TIPOBEJI Pa3IU4Ue MEXIY NMEPBUYHBIM U BTOPUYHBIM BXOKIECHHEM TEPMHHOB
(xotss ¢dokycoMm ero paOOThl OBbUIM OINpENETCHHBbIE AECKPUMLUHU). TUINIHYHBIM
WHTCHCUOHAIBHBIM KOHTEKCTOM SIBISIETCS COOOIIEHHE O MPOMO3HIMOHATIBHON
YCTaHOBKE WJIM, TOYHEE, O KEeJaHUH, TaKOe, KaK MpecTaBiieHo B (1).

(1) Mamma xo4et KynuTh (Kakoe-T0) JOPOroe IaThe

JlanHOE mpeanoX)eHue MOKeT ObITh UCTUHHO B JIByX pa3HbIX THUIAX ClLiEHa-
pueB. IlepBbIl TUII MOYKHO NPOMJUIFOCTPUPOBATH TaK. ECTh KOHKPETHOE ILIaThe
¢upmel Bepcaue, kotopoe Mariie oueHb HpaButcsi. OHa HE B Kypce, YTO 3TO OYCHb
noporoe 1iarbe. B Takoil cutyauuu npepioxenue (1) sBaseTcss HCTUHHBIM. JTO
[pOYTEHHE MOJYyYmIIo Ha3BaHUe de re ('0 Belln’), OCKOJIBKY pedb 3/1€Ch HJET O
KOHKPETHOM OOBEKTE, IIATHE SBISETCS JOPOTUM TOJIBKO C TOUKU 3PEHHSI TOTO, KTO

PROBLEMS OF LOGIC 679



Kycnuu I1.C. Bectauk PYJIH. Cepusi: @unocodmus. 2023. T. 27. Ne 3. C. 677—697

npousHocuT npeioxenue (1). Paccen Ha3piBan 3T0 NEpBUYHBIM BXOXK/IEHUEM TEp-
MHHA, HO B COBPEMEHHOM JIUTepaType UCIOIb3yeTCs UMEHHO TEPMHUH de re.

Jannoe npemioxenue (1) Takxe Oyner HICTUHHO B CUTyalluu, Koraa Maiua He
HMMEET B BUJY KAKOE-TO KOHKPETHOE IJIaThE€, a MPOCTO MCHBITHIBAET JKEJIAHUE TO-
TPaTUTh OYCHb MHOTO JICHET Ha MOKYMKY IUIaThs. JJaHHOE MPOYTEHHE TOTYUHIIO
Ha3zBaHue de dicto («0 TOM, 4TO CKazaHo»). [ImaThe sSBISETCS AOPOTUM C TOYKH
3peHust Maiu, a He rosopsmero. B repmunonorun Paccena 310 BTOpu4HOE BXOXK-
JIEHUE TEPMUHA.

B ¢okyce BHUMaHUsI HACTOAIIETO UCCIIECIOBAHUS TaK HA3bIBAEMOE TPEThHE MPO-
YTeHHE, KOTOPOE CYIECTBYET HapsALy ¢ MpouYTeHUs MU de re u de dicto u ObLIO
otkpsiTo Ixaner @onop [2]. Tperbe npouteHue coueraer B cebe CBOMCTBA Kak
de re, Tak u de dicto IpoYTEHUs, HO HE MOXET OBITh CBEIEHO HU K OJHOMY W3
JMaHHBIX TMpouTeHWil. bonee MmoapoOHO CBOWCTBA TPETHETO MPOYTCHHS OyIyT
paccMOTpPEHBI B CIAEAYIOIIEM pa3ede.

CpaBHeHUe TPETbLEro NPOYTEHUS U NPOYTEHNI de re u de dicto

Pemenue, o6bsacHsIOIIEE, KAKUM 00pa3oM npeaioxenue (1) MokeT UMeTh 1Ba
MIPOYTEHHSI, TAK)KEe BOCXOJHUT K BBILICYNOMsIHYTOH padore b. Paccena. B Tepmunax
COBPEMEHHOW CEMaHTUYECKON TEOPUH JaHHAs Uesl BbIpa)kaeTcsl cIelyoIuM 00-
pazoM. [IpennoxxkeHnio ecTeCTBEHHOTO si3bika (1) COOTBETCTBYIOT JBE pa3HBIX JIO-
ruueckux gpopmsl. Jlornueckas popma — aOCTpakTHas penpe3eHTanus Toi CTpyK-
TYpbl IPEJIOKEHUSI, KOTOpasi HHTEPIPETUPYETCSI B COOTBETCTBUM C 3alaHHBIMU
npaBUIaMu UHTepnpetauuu. Jlornueckas Gpopma, COOTBETCTBYIOLIAS] IPOUYTEHUIO
de re, ipeacranieHa B (2). [lanas norudeckas popma He COOTBETCTBYET MOPSIIKY
CJIOB B IIPEJVIOKEHUH (KaK, COOCTBEHHO, 3T0 U OblI0 y Paccena). UMennas rpynmna
«JIOpOTO€ IJIaThe» COBEPIINIIO NEPEABUKECHUE U TEIEPh UMEET CaMyH0 LIUPOKYIO
o0nacTb JEHCTBUS B MNPEAJIOKEHHWH, OHO HAxXOOUTCS 3a MpeieaMu o0acTu
NEICTBUSI MHTEHCHOHAJIBHOTO oleparopa «xodeT». llepenBuHyTOe BbIpa)keHHE
OCTaBJIsieT cies (11 B Joruueckoi popme, mpuBeieHHOM B (2)), KOTOPBII HHTEpIIpe-
TUpyeTCS Kak IepeMeHHas. AOCTpakTop Afi C MHIEKCOM, COOTBETCTBYIOIIMM
MHJIEKCY Clle[ia TePEeIBUHYTOTO BBIPAXKEHHSI, BCTABISIETCS B JIOTHUECKYIO (pOpMY
11 TOTO, YTOOBI cecTpa MepeIBUHYTON MMEHHOM Irpynisl (T.€. BBIpaKEHUE, ¢ KO-
TOPBIM COUETAETCS MEPEABUHYTAsI UMEHHAsS TPYIIIA 00po2oe niamsbe) ObLI0 Ipean-
KaTOM M HMHTEPIPETUPOBAIOCh KaK 0003HAYarollee CBOMCTBO «OBITh O0BEKTOM,
KoTophlii Mamia xouet kynutb» [3]. (3necs u nanee PRO — ato Henpounsnocumoe
MECTOMMEHHE, yKa3bIBatolee Ha Mary.)

(2) [[moporoe mnatbe] [tp Ati [Marma xouer [PRO xymwuts #]]]]

[Ipono3uIMOHANIBHBIN IJ1AroJ 34€Ch NHTEpIpEeTUpYEeTCs B Ayxe . XMHTUKKU
[4] xaKk yHUBEpCAJIbHBIM KBAHTOP 110 BO3MOKHBIM MUpaM, OTPaHUYEHHBINA TEMU MU-
pamu, I7ie Bce MPOUCXOIUT TakK, Kak TOoro xouet Maia B HaiieM Mupe (Cienys cio-
KUBILEHCS TpagullMM, Wo UCHOJb3YeTCs JUIsi 0003HAUYEHUs] HAIIEro peajbHOro
Mmupa). Takum oOpa3oM, HeompeneaeHHast JeCKPUMLMs, 0003HavYaromasi KBaHTop,
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OyZeT coderaThcs C MPEIUKATOM, ONMMCAHHBIM B (3) 1 0003HAYAIOIIUM CBOMCTBO.
B pesynbrare npennoxeHue noiny4aeTr yCiaoBUs HCTUHHOCTH, AaHHBIE B (4).

(3) Ay.Yw[w coBmecTuM ¢ MaluHBIMU XKeJlaHUsIMU B wo—>Maiiia mokynaer
yBW]

4) [(3)]"*"¢=MWcTuna, ecinu u TOAbKO ey Jy[y ABIsSETCS JOPOTUM IIATHEM
B wo & Vw[w coBMecTuM ¢ MalltmHbIMHU KeJIaHUAMH B wo—>Mara rnoxy-
naery B wj |

WMHTepnperanus HEONPEACICHHON JECKPUIILIUY B JAHHOW ITO3ULIUNA UMEET ABa
BAJKHBIX CIEACTBUA. BO-NIEpBBIX, 3K3UCTEHIIMAIBHBINA KBAHTOP, KOTOPBIA BBOJUTCS
HEOMPECIICHHOW TeCKPUNIINEH, MorydaeT 0ojiee IMUPOKYI 00JIACTh JCHCTBHS,
4YeM YHHMBEpCalbHBIA KBaHTOp, 0003HAYaeMbli HMHTEHCHOHAJIBHBIM TJIArOJIOM.
B pesynbraTte HeonpenenéHHas AECKPUILIKS OOpeTaeT Tak Ha3bIBaeMoe cneyuguu-
HOe TIPOYTEHHUE: peyb UJIET 00 OJJHOM U TOM K€ IUIaThe ¥ B KaXJIOM BO3MOXKHOM
MHpe MalHbIX KEJIaHUMN.

Bo-BTOpBIX, IpeANKAT BHYTPU HEOIPEAEIECHHON JECKPUIILIMY OLICHUBAECTCS B
peaIbHOM MUPE Wo, @ HE B MUPaX, OMATh-Taku, MallIMHBIX KeJIaHUi. ITO 03HAYAET,
YTO 0OBEKT SIBJISIETCS JOPOTHM IUIaThEM B peabHOM MHpPE, C TOUKH 3PEHHS TOBO-
psIIero, a He ¢ TOYKU 3peHHsd Maiu. OTU yCcIoBUS UCTUHHOCTHU NPEACKA3bIBAOT,
YTO MpeaoKeHue OyeT UCTUHHBIM B CUTYyalllH, eciu Maiia He 3HaeT 0 10poro-
BU3HE IUIAThs U Ja’Ke €CJIM OHA MyTaeT IUIaThe ¢ GyTOOIKONW. DTOT acCHEeKT 3HaUe-
HUS IOTYYHII Ha3BaHUE NPO3PAYHO20 U mpancnapenmHnoz2o (IpeIuKaT «J0poroe
IJ1aThe» HEBUAUM I KBAHTOPA 10 BO3MOXKHBIM MUPaM, BBOJAUMBIM IPOMO3UIIHO-
HaIbHOHU ycTaHOBKOM). Takum 00pa3zom, mpouTeHue de re sIBISIETCS CeUPUUHBIM
U IPO3pavyHbIM.

CornacHo BTOpOMY NMPOUYTEHUIO, Ha3bIBaeMoMy de dicto, Mapus X04eT KynHTh
JOpOroe IIaThe, HO HE UMEET B BUAY KaKOe-TO KOHKPETHOE IuIaThe. Eciu cieno-
BaTh noaxoay Paccena, cornmacHO KOTOpOMY HPOYTEHUE NECKPHUIILIUU ONpEes-
€TCsl €€ IOJIOKEHUEM OTHOCUTEIIBHO MHTEHCHOHAJIBHOI'O IVIaroja B JIOTUYECKOU
(dbopMe npeanoKeHus, TO JaHHOE MPOUYTEHHE SIBISIETCS pe3yIbTaTOM UHTEpIIpeTa-
MU JTorudeckoir (opMbl, 1aHHOH B (5). B maHHOW CTpyKType HEompeneIcHHAs
JECKPUIIINS «I0POroe IIaThe» OCTAeTCs B 00JIaCTH ACHCTBUS HHTEHCUOHATIBLHOTO
[J1aroJa.

(5) [Mama [xouer [[moporoe mnaTtke] [Af; [PRO xymuts 4 ]]]]]

Pesynbrar uHTEpNIpeTalii TaHHOW JoTHYeckor ¢opmbl naH B (6). CormacHo
JTAaHHOW MHTEPIPETAINH, TIPEUIOKCHHE OyAeT HICTHHHO €CJTH U TOJILKO €CITH B KaXK-
oM Mupe MalnHbIX KeJTaHUM CyIIeCTBYeT O0BEKT, KOTOPBIN SIBISIETCS OPOTHM
IJIaThEM B 3TOM BO3MOKHOM MHUpe U Maiia ero nokynaer. [Ipu nanHoi uarepmpe-
TallMy TIaThe JTOJDKHO OBITh TOPOrMM MMEHHO B MUPE KeJlaHUs, a HE B PEAIbHOM
MHUpe. DTOT acleKT MPOYTEHUs MOJIy4YHJl Ha3BaHUE Henpospaunozo. bonee Toro,
I1aThe He 0053aTENIbHO JOJKHO OBITH OJJHUM M TE€M e B KaKIOM MHpeE: J0CTa-
TOYHO TOTO, YTOOBI B KAKJIOM MHUpPE CyIIECTBOBAIO TAKOE JOPOTOe IIaThe. ITOT
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aCIIeKT 3HAYCHHS TOTyYnJ Ha3BaHHe Hecnenuuaaoro. Takum oOpa3om, mpodre-
Hue de dicto SBISETCS HETIPO3PAUHBbIM HeCTIEHU(UUHBIM.

(6) [(5)]"" = VcTuna, eciu 1 TONBEKO ecy Vw[w cOBMECTHM ¢ MaIrMHEIMHU
KeNaHUSIMH B wo—>Jy[y sABIsSETCS MOpOrMM IuiaTheM B w & Maia
MOKYMaeT y B w] |

Tpetrbe npouTeHue, KOTOPOE UHTEPECYET HAC, YEM-TO [TOXO0KE, & YEM-TO OTIIH-
qaercsi OT MpouTeHus: de re u npouteHus de dicto. OHO TOX0Xe Ha MPOUYTECHUE
de re TeEM, UTO OHO TaK)X€ SABJISIETCS MIPO3PAYHBIM, U TIOXO0XKE Ha MpouTeHue de dicto
TEM, 4TO TaKXXe SBIAETCS HeCIeU(PUUHBIM. DTO MPOUYTEHHE, IPU KOTOPOM MpeJ-
JIO’)KEHUE pacCMaTPUBAETCS KaK UCTUHHOE B CJIEAYIOIIEM ClieHapuu: Maiiia cTouT
BO3JIE Mara3uHa ¥ CMOTPUT Ha KpacuBble IIaThs. OHAa XOUET KyNUTh OJHO U3 3TUX
IJI1aTbCB, MPCACTABJICHHBIX HAa BHUTPHHC. FOBOp?[HII/IfI 3HACT, 4YTO 3TO BUTPUHA
nopororo Oytuka. Mama o0 3ToM He 3HaeT. B 3Toil curyauuu mnpeioxeHue
«Mama xoder KYIOHUTb AOPOro€ miaTtbE» OUCHHUBACTCA KaK MCTHHHOC. HOCKOJ’IBKy
Maia He 3HaeT 0 JOPOTrOBU3HE IUIAThs, TO Mbl TOBOPUM, UYTO IPOUYTEHUE SIBIISIETCS
MIPO3paYHbIM — MPETUKAT «I0POroe» OLIEHUBAETCS B PEAIbHOM MUPE, a HE MUPE
MammHbIxX sxenanuil. IIpu 3ToM peub He UAET O KAKOM-TO KOHKPETHOM IUIAaThE, B
KaKux-TO MHUpax CBOUX keyanuit Mama IMMOKYIIA€T OAHO U3 3TUX IIJIATBCB, B JPYTHUX
Ipyroe, B TPETbUX TPETbE U TaK Jajiee, IOITOMY AAHHOE MPOUYTEHUE SBISETCS
HCCHCHI/I(l)I/I‘-IeCKI/IM. I[aHHOG IMPOYTCHUEC HCBO3MOXXHO MPCACTABUTL MMOCPCACTBOM
TEOpHUH, COTIACHO KOTOPOM BCE CYLIECTBYIOIINE IPOUYTEHHSI ONIPEAEIAIOTCS M10JI0-
KEHHEM HEONpPeeIEHHON JECKPUMIIMA OTHOCUTENbHO MOAAIbHOTO riiaroa. [Ipo-
6J1eMa COCTOUT B TOM, UTO B paMKax TaKOI'0 O1X0/1a HEBO3MOXHO Pa3BECTH aCIEKT
CHeU(PUIHOCTH U 3PPEeKT npo3padyHocTh. [ TOro, 4ToObI MPEAUKAT «I0POroe
IJIaTbe» MOT OLIEHUBATBHCS B PEaIbHOM MHpPE, B CUCTEME, TJ€ BO3MOXKHBIA MUD,
B KOTOPOM OILIEHHUBAETCS MPEIUKAT, 3a/1a€TCsl IOCPEICTBOM MapaMeTpa Ha UHTEp-
nperupytomeid GyHkuu (0603HauaeMOl JBOWHBIMU KBaJpPaTHBIMU CKOOKamH),
BCA HCOIPCACIICHHAasA ACCKPUIIOHA OOJIKHA BBIABHUHYTHCA H3-TIOQ o0bjactu
NEHCTBUSL MHTEHCUOHAIBHOIO IJaroja. B mpoTMBHOM ciydyae Bce IpPEIUKATHI,
OKa3aBIIIMECs B 00JACTH JEHCTBUS MHTCHCUOHAIBHOTO TJIaroja, OyIyT HHTEpIpe-
TUPOBATbCS OTHOCUTEIIBHO MHPOB, MO KOTOPBIM KBAaHTH(ULUUPYET JaHHBINA
riaron [5—7].

CrtaHpapTHOe peweHue

Pemenune mist npo6aeMbl TPETHEro MPOYTEHUS B TAKUX IPUMEPaX, Kak Mporio-
3ULMOHANIbHAs YCTaHOBKA, 1aHHast B (1), 6bu10 npennoxeno O. Ilepkycom u noiy-
YUJIO Ha3BaHME CTaHAAPTHOrO pemieHus [7]. B pamkax 3Toro noaxoja npeamnona-
raercs, 4To Joruueckas (opma NpeasioKeHHUsI COAEPKUT IEPEMEHHbIE, KOTOPbIE
YKa3bIBalOT Ha BO3MOXKHBIE MUPBI, @ TAKXKE ONEPATOPbl, KOTOPHIE CBA3BIBAIOT 3TH
IIEPEMEHHBIE, CO3/1aBasi KOHCTUTYEHTBI, KOTOPbIE MHTEPIPETUPYIOTCS KaK IIPOIIO-
3ULUU Ha YpPOBHE Jormueckoi (opmbl. B 3Toil cucreme Kaxablii mpeaukar,
BKJIIOYasl T€, KOTOPbIE HAXOAATCSA BHYTPH UMEHHBIX Py (K KOTOPBIM OTHOCATCS
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OTpe/ieNICHHBbIC U HEOTPECIIEHHBIC TECKPUTIIINHI) COMPOBOXKIAETCS TIEPEMEHHOM,
KOTOpasi HHTEPIPETUPYETCS KaK BO3MOXKHBIN Mup. [lepeMeHHass BHYTpH UMEHHOMN
IpyNIbl MOKET COBIIAJATh UM HE COBMAJNATh C MEPEMEHHON Ha TJIABHOM TIPE/Iu-
Kare mpemioxkeHus (riarosie). B pesynbrare Takoi KOHGUTypaluu MpeauKat
WMEHHOW TPYMITBI OyJIET OICHUBATHCS OTHOCUTEILHO WHOTO BO3MOKHOTO MHPA,
YeM MpeIUKaT, BBOJAUMBIN TiarosioM. OnepaTopsl, CBSI3bIBAIOIINE TEPEMEHHBIE 110
BO3MOXXHBIM MHPaM, BBOJIATCSI HA Ka)KIOM IIPOMIO3UIIMOHATHFHOM YPOBHE, COOTBET-
CTBEHHO, JIOTHYECKasi (hopMa MPEUIOKEHUH, COMEPKAIIUX TTPOTIO3UITHOHAIEHYIO
YCTAHOBKY, COAEP)KUT JIBa ONIEpaTopa-adCTpaKkTopa.

B »atoii cucreme mnpemnoxenue (1) MOXET HWMETh JIOTHYECKYIO (GOpMY,
nauuyto B (7).

(7) [Awi Mamma [xoueT-w; [Aw, [moporoe miatse-w; ] [1[PRO xymuats-ws ¢ 1]]]]

B nanHoii noruueckoii ¢popme HeonpeneneHHas JECKPUIILUS «I0poroe IJa-
THE» COIPOBOXKIAETCS TIEPEMEHHOM Wi, KOTOpasi He COBIIAJaeT C MEPEeMEHHON Ha
NpeIuKaTe «KyIMUTb», HO COBNAJAET C MEPEMEHHOM, Ha TJIaBHOM IMPEIUKATe «XO-
geT». OHa cBs3aHa JsIMO1a-a0CTPAKTOPOM TIIABHOTO MPEJIOKECHUS, @ HE BIIOYKCH-
HOro. OTO 03HA4aeT, YTO JAHHBIA MpeAuKaT OyJeT OLEHHUBATHCS OTHOCHTEIBHO
peagpHOTO MUpPa, @ HE OTHOCUTEIFHO MUPOB MaIIMHBIX KEJIaHUH. ITO MO3BOJISIET
MHTEPIPETHUPOBATH NPeUKaT Mpo3pauHo. [Ipu 3ToM HeonpeaeneHHas: 1eCKPUITLIUSI
ocraercs B 007acTW [EHCTBHS WHTEHCHOHAIBHOTO TJIArojia, 4TO IO3BOJISET
MHTEPIPETHUPOBATH MPEAUKAT HECHEIM(PUYHO: B KaXKI0M MUPE MOXKET OBITH CBOE
noporoe miathe. B pesynbprate mpeasiokenue (1) mpu MHTEprnpeTanuu JaHHOU
JIOTHYECKOW (OpMBI MPUOOPETAET CIEAYIOIUE YCIOBUS UCTUHHOCTH (8). DTO U
€CTh Hallle ICKOMOE TPEThE MPOUYTCHHUE.

(8) [(7)]""#=MWcruna, ecnu u TonbKo eciu Vw[w coBMeCTUM ¢ MalIHHBIMK
JKEJaHUAMU B wo—>Jy[y sBISETCA TOPOTrUM IaTbeM B wo & Mama mo-
Kymaer y B w]|

[lBa KOHTpNpuMepa K CTaHOapTHOM Teopumn

Belmie Mbl yBUJ€IM, KaK BBEICHUE IEPEMEHHBIX 110 BO3MOXKHBIM MUpPaM B JIO-
THYecKyIo GopMy IPeIIOKEHHH AeNaeT Hallly cucTeMy 0osiee THOKOM U MO3BOJISET
BBIBECTH TPETHE MPOUTEHUE, B KOTOPOM HEOIPEAEICHHAs! IECKPUILUS MOXKET
0CTaBaThCs B 00JACTH ACHCTBUS MHTEHCUOHAIBHOTO TJIarojia U MpHu 3TOM MOJIy4aeT
npo3paunoe npoutenue. Ognako M. IlBarep [8] BbLABUTAET TE3UC O TOM, YTO
CYLIECTBYIOT CJIy4au, CXOJHbIE IO THUIY C TPETbUM MPOUYTEHUEM, KOTOpHIE
HE MOTYT OBITh OOBACHEHBI B paMKaX 3TOH TEOPHUH.

KypTtka ManbTe

[TepBblif ciydail MPOWLIIOCTPUPOBAH B HIDKecienymoomeMm mnpumepe (9),
a KOHTEKCT, KOTOPBIN BBISBIISIET UHTEpECYyIolee Hac pouTeHue, Aad B (10).

(9) Anpuan xoueT KynuTh KypTKY, Kak y MaibTe.
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(10) Konteker: Y ManbTe ecTh 3eneHas KypTka ¢Gupmbl bend. Anpuax
(HOCHTENIb YCTAaHOBKM) TOXKE XOUET KYIUTH 3€JICHYI0 KypTKY (pupMEI
Benu, HO OH HHYETO HE 3HAET PO KypTKy MakbTe.

JlanHO€e mpenoKeHue UHTYUTUBHO SIBJISIETCS UCTUHHBIM B IAaHHOM KOHTEK-
cre. [Ipourenue, KOTOpoe MBI 3/1€Ch HaOIIOAAaEM, SBISAETCS TPETHUM IMPOUYTEHUEM.
AJlpyaH He TyMaeT 0 KaKOW-TO KOHKPETHOW OHOM KypTKe. [Ipenukar «kypTka, Kak
y ManbTe» OLleHUBaeTCs HE OTHOCUTEIIBHO MUPOB, COBMECTUMBIX C IIPEICTABICHU-
MU AJlpuaHa, Tak Kak OH HUYETO HE 3HAeT O KypTKe MaibTe, JaHHbINA NpeauKaT
JIOJKEH OLIEHUBATHhCSI OTHOCUTENBHO pealbHOr0 MUpa (T.€. C TOYKU 3pEHUs TOBO-
pAIIEro).

Tem He MeHee, eclT Mbl MONBITAEMCS BBISIBUTD JIOTHYECKYIO (hOpPMY TaHHOT'O
MIpeIOKEHUs, B yXe TOW, KoTopas Obljia paccMoTpeHa B (7), TO 3TO HE JacT HaM
IIPaBUWJIBHOTO IIPOYTEHUS.

(11) [Awi Anppuan [xodeT-w; [Awz [KYpTKy kak y Mainbre-w;i] [1[PRO
Kynutb-ws t1]]]]1]

(12) [(7)]"*¢ = Vctuna, ecu u TOAbKO el VW[W COBMECTHM C KeTaHH-
sSMH AnpuaHa B wo—>3Jy[y sABiseTcd KypTKoH, Kak y Manbte B wo &
AJlpyaH Mokymnaer y B w]]

[TpoGnema, Ha koTOpyto oOpaimaer BHuMaHue llIBarep B cBoeil pabote, co-
CTOHUT B TOM, YTO YCJIOBUSI HCTUHHOCTH, JaHHbIe B (12), mpeacka3bIBaloT, 4To AJl-
pUaH TOJIKEH BBIOMPATh MEXKIY PEaIbHO CYIIECTBYIOLIUMU 3€JIEHBIMH KypPTKaMu
¢bup™mbl benu (peauKaT «IoXoKui» UHTEPIPETUPYETCS KaK «CXO/AHBIH 1o opme,
MaTepuainy U 1BeTy»). OJHaKo 3TO MpelacTaBiseTcsl HeBEepHbIM. LBeTa He sABis-
I0TCS CYILIECTBEHHBIMU CBOMCTBaMU BEILEH, MBI C JIETKOCTbEO MOXKEM MPEACTABUTH
cebe BO3MOXKHBIN MUp, TJ1€ 00BEKT, SBJISIOUINICS KOHKPETHON 3€JI€HON KypPTKOM,
MMeeT KpacHbIi 1BET. Y CI0BUS UCTUHHOCTH, 1aHHbIE B (12), MOryT OBITH y/10BIIE-
TBOPEHBI, €CIM AJIpuaH MOKyHaeT TaKylo KYpTKy B MHpE CBOUX KeJIaHUH, 0CTa-
TOYHO, 4TOOBI OHa Oblja 3eyieHOH B peaibHOM Mupe. C TOUKU 3pEHHs SA3BIKOBOU
UHTYULIUUA 3TO0 HeBepHo. IIpennoxkeHue He OyJeT MCTUHHBIM CLIEHApPHM, KOTAa
AJlpyaH B KaXJ10M U3 MUPOB CBOMX >KEJIAHUH MTOKYIAeT KPaCHbIE KypTKH, KOTOPbIE
B peaJIbHOM MHpE SIBJISIOTCS 3€JIeHBbIMU. TakuM 00pa3oM, CTaHIApPTHOE PELICHHUE
IUIsL IPOOJIEMBI TPETHETO MPOYTEHHUS, CBA3aHHOTO C MPUMEPOM KypTKH Mansbre,
OKa3bIBACTCsI HEIPUMEHUMBIM JJIs1 JAHHOTO IPETIOKEHHUSL.

Bypaox-Xannga

Emie oHUM KOHTPIIpUMEPOM JUTsl CTAHAAPTHOTO PELICHUS, [0 YTBEPKICHUIO
[Barep, sBnsiercs npemioxenue (13). KoHTEKCT, KOTOpHIN BBIABISET Mpodiiema-
TUYHOE NpouTeHue 1aH B (14).

(13) Mamma xo4et KynuTh 31aHue ¢ 192 staxamu.
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(14) KomnTteker: Marmra cMoTtput Ha HeEO0oCcKkped Bypmk-Xamuda. DTo 3manne
umeet 191 stax. ITo camoe BEICOKOE 3/IaHHE B MUPE, TO €CTh 3J]aHUs C
192 sraxamu u Oonee He cymectByer. Ho Mama 00 3ToM He 3HaeT.
OHa TaxKe He 3HAeT, CKOJIbKO dTaked B 3TOM HeOOCKpeOe Ha caMoM
nene. Maia roBopuT, ykasbiBas Ha bypmk-Xamuda: «5 xouy Kynutb
3/IaHHe, KOTOPOE Ha OJIMH 3TaX BBIIIE STOTro!».

[IIBarep paccmaTpuBaeT aBe Jioruyeckue Gopmsl, faHHble B (15) u (16), u BbI-
JBUTAaeT TE€3UC O TOM, YTO HM OJHA U3 HUX HE IO3BOJIAET BHIBECTH IPABUJIBHBIC
YCJIOBUSL HCTUHHOCTH JIJISl 3TOTO IPEIOKEHHUSL.

(15) [Aw; Mama [xouer w; [Aw, [3mamme ¢ 192 staxamu ws] [1[ PRO
kymutb wo 4 ]]]]]

(16) [Aw; Mama [xodeT w; [Aw: [3manume c 192 staxamu w;] [I[PRO
kymutb w2 1 ]]]]]

[IpobGnema ¢ mepBoii Joruueckoit hopmoii B (15) cocTout B TOM, mpeauKaT
«3m1aHue ¢ 192 staxkaMm» JTOJKEH OLEHUBATHCS B MHUpax MalluHBIX JKEIaHWM.
[Tonyyaromasics B pe3yiabTaTe UHTEPIPETALUU ITOU JIOTUYECKOW (OpMBbI UHTEP-
nperanus gaHa B (17). Oqnako Maia He 3HaeT HUYETO O KOJIMYECTBE dTaxeHl B
Hebockpéoe bypmxk-Xanuda u 'y Hee HET cHOPMYIUPOBAHHOTO JKEJIaHUs TOKYTaTh
3nanue ¢ 192 sraxxamu.

(17) [(15)]""8 = UctrHa, eciu ¥ TOTBKO ecln Vw[W COBMECTHM C KeJIaHH-
ssMu Maru B wo—3y[y siBnsietcs 3qanueM ¢ 192 staxkamu B w & Maina
MOKyTaeT y B W] |

[IpobGnema co BTOpoi Joruueckor Gopmoit, manHoU B (16), COCTOUT B TOM,
YTO MOJIy4aIOIIUECss YCJIOBUS UCTUHHOCTU (faHbl B (18)) mpenckassiBaioT, yTO
MIPEIJIOKEHUE MOKET OBITh HCTUHHBIM, TOJBKO €Ciii Y Malu HeT HUKaKuX jKeJa-
HUNA. DTO CBSI3aHO C TEM, YTO HE CYHIECTBYET 3/aHus ¢ 192 sTaxkamu B peabHOM
Mupe wo. Takum 00pa3om, He CYILIECTBYET MUPA, TJIe €CTh TAKOH 0OBEKT, KOTOPHIii
B pEaJIbHOM MUpE SBJIIETCS 3aHuEM ¢ 192 3TakaMu U KOTOpBIH nokynaet Maina.
EnuncTBeHHAs BO3MOXKHOCTD JUISI TPEITIOKEHUS ¢ ITOM JIOTHYecKoi hopMoit ObITH
UCTUHHBIM — 3TO €CJIM OrPaHUYMUTENb YHHBEPCAJIbHOI'O KBaHTOpa SBISIETCS
MIyCTHIM (3TO CBSI3aHO C JIOTMYECKUMHU CBOICTBAMH YHHUBEPCAILHOTO KBAHTOPA).

(18) [(16)]""¢ = HcTuna, eciu U TONBKO eci VW[W COBMECTUM C 5KeJTaHH-
ssMu Matm B wo—>3y[y sBisietcs 3nanueM ¢ 192 staxxamu B wo & Mara
MOKYyIaeT y B w] |

PeweHune LBarep

[Barep [8] monaraet, 4YTO 3TU BBILICOOO3HAYCHHBIE CITyYau OpPOCAIOT BBHI3OB
CTaHJApTHOM TEOpHHM U TPeOYIOT HOBOTO MOJXOAA K aHAIM3y MPENIOKCHUH,
coZIepKalIuX MPOMO3UIUOHANIbHBIE YCTAaHOBKU. OHA mpearaeT HeKOMIO3UIUO-
HAJIBHOE pEUICHHWE [aHHOWH MNpoOJIEMBbl, a MMEHHO IPAaBHJIO HWHTEPIPETALUU
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MPEIOKEHUI ¢ MPOIMO3UIIMOHATLHBIME YCTaHOBKAMH, KOTOpPOE OHA Ha3bIBAcT
MIPUHIIMIIOM TOJACTaHOBKH (1aH B (19)).

(19) IlpuHITUI TOACTAaHOBKU:
[Ipu coolbueHnK O MPOMO3ULIOHANBHON YCTAHOBKE BO3MOXHA 3aMEHA
CBOWCTBA, SBIISIFOIIETOCS YaCThIO COJEpPXKaHHSI ATOW YCTAaHOBKH, Ha
JPyroe CBOWCTBO, €CITU TIEPBOE CBOWMCTBO SIBISICTCS MOJMHOXKECTBOM
BTOPOTO BO BCEX PEJICBAHTHBIX MHUPaX.

BakHast yacTb 3TOro MpenIoKEHUsI COCTOMT B IMOHATUU «PEJIEBAHTHBIX MU-
poB». 1lIBarep mpeasiaraet cuuTaTh pelIeBaHTHBIMU T€ MUPBI, KOTOPBIE SIBIISIFOTCS
HaunOosee OJIM3KUMHU K PeaIbHOMY MHUPY U B KOTOPBIX ITOJICTaBIEHHOE CBOMCTBO HE
SBJISICTCS MyCTHIM MHOXKECTBOM. DTOT NPHUHLHUII OOBSCHSAET NMPUMEP C KyPTKOH
Manbte cnenyrommm obpazom. [Ipexie Bcero Mbl TOJKHBI BEIOPATh PEICBAHTHBIC
Mupbl. Mbl BbIOEpEM Te, B KOTOPBIX €CTh TaKME KypTKH, Kak KypTka Manbre —
3eneHas KypTka ¢pupMel benu — u ManbTe nMeeT Takylo ke KypTKy, Kak U B pe-
aJIbHOM MUpE (TO eCTh 3elieHyI0 KypTKy (pupmbl benu). Tenepb, Mbl MOXKEM MPH
MHTEPIIPETAllMK MPEII0KEHUSI 3aMEHUTh CBOMCTBO «KypTKa Kak y ManbTre» Ha
CBOWCTBO «3eleHas KypTka (pupmbl beHu» moToMy, 4YTO BO BCEX T€X MHUpax, KOTO-
pble Mbl 0003HAUMIIM, KaK PEJIEBAHTHBIE, CBOMCTBO, O KOTOPOM MBI XOTHM COO00-
IIUTH (OBITH 3€JI€HON KypTKOU (hrpmbl beHu), sABseTcs moAMHOKECTBOM cO001Ia-
€MOTO0 CBOICTBa (OBITH KYpTKOH KaK y Manbte).

[Tpumep co 3nanuem bypmx-Xanuda odbscHsercs Tak. CBOWCTBO «OBITh 371a-
HUEM Ha OJMH 3TaX BbIle, yeM Bypmx-Xanuday sBisercs myCcTbhIM MHOKECTBOM
B peanbHOM Mupe. [1oaToMy Ham cienyeT orpaHUYUTh ce0sl TOJIBKO TEMH MUPaMH,
rze cyuecTByer 3aanue ¢ 192 staxxamu u rae bypmk-Xanuda, kak U B peaabHOM
Mmupe, umeet 191 stax. B kaxkaoM U3 MUpOB CBOUX JkesaHU Mailia mokynaeT oJ{HO
u3 31aHui ¢ 192 staxkamu U3 OMIDKAWIIUX MUPOB, M TOT (PaKT, YTO B PEATHHOM
Mmupe HeT 192-3TaxkHoro 371aHus, 0oJiee He ABISETCS PEIEBAHTHBIM.

[TpennoxxeHHOE peleHHE SIBISIETCS HEYJOBJIETBOPUTEIbHBIM, TaK KAaK J1aHHBIN
MPUHLIMIT TOJCTAHOBKU HApylIaeT MPUHLIMI KOMIO3UIMOHANbHOCTH. [IpuHImn
KOMIIO3ULMOHAIBHOCTH COCTOMT B TOM, YTO 3HAUYE€HHUE NPEIJIOKEHMs SIBIISIETCS
¢GbyHKIMEH 3HauUeHMs BBIPAXKECHUH, BXOJAIINX B ATO MPENIOKEHUE, U crocoda Ux
COUYEeTaHUs IPYT C IPYroM. 3/1€Ch KE HaM MPEAJIAraeTcs MPUHSTH €1IE U TONOIHU-
TEJIbHBIN CIIOCO0, KOTOPHIN MO3BOJISIET 3AMEHSTH PU UHTEPIIPETALIUN OJHU CIIOBA
JPYTMMHU 110 COBEPLIEHHO MPOU3BOJIBHOMY IIPUHLHMITY. bojiee TOro, CoBEpIIEHHO
HESICHO, ITOYEMY TaKOTO POja MOJCTAaHOBKA BO3MOXKHA TOJIBKO B COOOIIEHUSIX —
MIPOIMO3UIIMOHATILHBIX YCTAHOBKAX, [TIOYEMY MbI HE MOKEM MPOCTO MPOU3BOJLHO
3aMEHSATh OJIHU CBOMCTBA JPYTUMHU NPU UHTEPIIPETALMH JTHOOBIX IPEATIOKECHHUH.

CraniapTHbI MEXaHU3M peEIICHUs! MPOOJIEMBl TPETHETrO MPOUYTEHUS YAOBIIE-
TBOPSIET MPUHIIUITY KOMIIO3UI[MOHATIBHOCTHU U IpeJIaraeT MpoCcToe U SICHOE pellie-
HUe JUId 3ToH pobiemsbl. TeM He MeHee, Mbl BUJIUM, YTO CYLIECTBYIOT CIy4au, KO-
TOpBIE CIIOKHO OOBSACHHUTH C TIOMOIIBIO 3TOTO MPOCTOro MexaHuszma. Ha panHom
JTane pacCcykACHMUsI Mbl MOXKEM 3aJaTh BOIIPOC O TOM, CYLIECTBYET JIM KaKOWU-TO
Croco0 pemieHus i 3TUX NPOoOJEMHBIX CIIy4aeB, KOTOPbIM He TpeOyeT oTKa3a oT
(byHIaMEHTaIbHOTO MPUHIUIIA KOMIO3ULIOHATIBHOCTH.
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Mpepnaraemolii aHanms

OmnwucaB cTaHIAPTHBIA MEXaHU3M PELICHHUs TPOOIEMbI TPETHEr0 NPOUTEHHS U
0003Ha4YMB MPoOIEMATHUHBIE CITyYau, Mbl MOKEM MPUCTYINUTh K aHATU3Y JAHHBIX
CIIy4aeB, KOTOPBIM HE TpeOyeT mepecMoTpa CTaHIapTHOW Teopuu. MoxHO 00pa-
TUTh BHUMaHUE Ha TO, YTO BCE YMOMSHYTBHIE CIyyaud BKIIOYAIOT KaKOW-TO THUII
AIUIMIICHCA — HAJIMYMS B IIPEAJIOKEHUU HEITPOU3HOCUMOTO 31eMeHTa. [Ipearae-
Masi cTpaTerusi COCTOUT B TOM, YTOOBI BOCCTAHOBUTH HEMIPOU3HOCUMBIN MPEAUKAT
U OLECHUTh €ro OTHOCUTEJIBHO peajbHOTr0 MHUpa, Kak mpenaoxkeHo B [7]. Hinke
OyJeT moka3aHo, KaK TaKOro pojia MOAXOJ IO3BOJSIET OOBSICHUTH BCE CilydYaw,
obcyxnaemsie LlIBarep.

O6bscHeHne gns cnyyas ¢ Kyptkon Manbte

Crenys llIBarep, MOXXHO IOIyCTHTb, YTO IPEIUKAT «ObITh KaK KypTka MasbTte
03HaydaeT ObITh KypTKOW Takoro e 1Bera U ¢GupMbl. JlaHHAsT KOHCTPYKLUS SIBIISI-
eTCsl KOHCTpyKuuen paBeHctna [9; 10], oqHONM U3 pa3HOBUIHOCTENH KOMIIApaTHB-
HBIX KOHCTPYKIMU. B CHHTaKCMYeCKOW TuTepaType npeajiaraetcs uaest O TOM, 4TO
TaKOI'o poa KOHCTPYKLMHU BKJIIOUaroT 3juuncuc [11]. VY nanennsiii (HemponsHocu-
MBIif) aeMeHT noka3aH B (20), 3To mpenukar «kyptka». Kak mo0oii npenukar, oH
COIIPOBOXKAAETCS IEPEMEHHOM, YKa3bIBAIOLLIEW Ha BO3MOXHBIN Mup. B jornyeckoit
(dbopMe TaHHOTO MpEUIoKEHUs, NMOKa3aHHOU B (21), naHHAs mepeMeHHasi Compo-
BOXKJA€TCS HHAEKCOM [, CBS3aHHBIM CaMbIM BEpPXHUM aOCTpakTopoM Awi.
B pesynbrare, naHHBIM NpeauKaT JOJKEH HMHTEPIPETUPOBATHCS OTHOCUTEIBHO
peaIbHOro Mupa.

(20) Anppuan Xo4eT KynmHTh KypTKY Kak KypTka y Manbre.

(21) [Awi Anpuan [xo4eT-wi [Aw: [KypTKYy-w; Kak [KypTka y Manbre-wi]]
[1[PRO kymutb-w> #1]]1]1]

Pe3ynbpTaToMm nHTEpHpeTallK JaHHOH JTOrHuecKkoi opMbl Oy Iy T yCIOBHS UC-
TUHHOCTH, NpUBEJICHHbIE B (22). JlaHHbIE YCIOBUS UICTUHHOCTH KOPPEKTHO IMpe/I-
CKa3bIBAIOT, YTO MPEJIOKEHNE OLIEHUBACTCS KaK UCTHHHOE B CLIEHapUH, CPopMy-
nupoBaHHoM [IIBarep.

(22) [(21)]""8=HUcruHa, eciu ¥ TOTBKO ecln Vw[W COBMECTHM C KeJTaHH-
ssMU AfipyraHa B wo—>Jy[y ABJIsIETCA B W KYPTKOM, Kak KypTka y ManbTe
B wo & Anpuan nokynaer y B w] |

[Tockonbky B peanbHOM MHpe KypTka MasbTe sIBISETCS 3eJeHOM KypTKOM
¢upmel beny, B 11060M 13 BO3MOXKHBIX MHPOB OBITh Kak KypTKa MasbTe B peaib-
HOM MHpE O3Ha4aeT ObITh 3eJIeHON KypTkod (upmbl benu. U nr000#, KTO X04eT
KyIIUTh KYPTKY Kak KypTKa ManbpTe B peaJlbHOM MHUPE, XOUET KYIHUThb 3€JCHYIO
KypTKy pupmbl benu.

WupIMU crioBaMH, IPOTO3UITNH, 0003HaUaeMble KOHCTUTYeHTaMu (23) u (24),
JIOTUYECKH SKBUBAJICHTHBI.
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(23) [Awz [kypTKy-w; Kak [KypTKa y Manbre-wi]] [1[PRO kynute-w; #1 ]]]]]
(24) [Aws [3enenas xkypTka pupMel benu-w;] [1[PRO kymute-ws ¢ ]]]]]

U1 nockonbKy (24) npaBUiIbHO CXBATHIBAET MPOMO3UIINIO, BEIPAKAIOLLYIO Ke-
naHue Anpuana, (23), uMes JOrMYecKHd SKBUBAJIEHTHYI MHTEPIIPETALINIO, TAKKE
IIPaBUJIBHO CXBATBIBACT 3TY HNPOMO3ULHIO.

O6bacHeHne npumepa ¢ bypax-Xanudoi

K npennoxenuto (25) u koHTeKcTy (26), IpUBEIEHHBIM HUXKE €Ille pa3, Kak
(25) u (26), COOTBETCTBEHHO, IPUMEHSETCS TO KE CAMOE PACCYKICHHE:

(25) Mbopu xoueT KynuTh 31aHKue co 192 sTaskamu.

(26) Konrekct: Mara cMotput Ha He60ckped Bypmk-Xanuda. Ito 3qaHue
umeet 191 atax. ITo camoe BBICOKOE 3/IaHH€ B MUPE, TO €CTh 3JaHUS C
192 staxxamu m Oosiee He cymiecTByer. Ho Marmra 00 3ToM He 3Haer.
OHa Takxe He 3HaeT, CKOJIbKO dTaXkeld B 3TOM HEOOCKpeOe Ha camoM
nene. Mara roBoput, ykaseisas Ha bypmk-Xanuda: «5 xouy Kynuts
3/IaHue, KOTOPOE Ha OIMH JTaXK BHIIIE 3TOTO!».

He Bo3HuKkaeT comHeHul, 4TO npejioxkeHue (27) KOPPEKTHO OMUCHIBAET JKe-
nanue Mapu, MOCKOIBbKY OHO COAEPKUT UH(OPMALINIO, KOTOpast IS CIYIIAIOLIET0
CJIEyeT U3 KOHTEKCTa!

(27) Mama xoder KynuTh 3JaHKME, KOTOPOE HA OJHMH 3TaX BBHILIE, YeM
Bypmx-Xamuda.

Kak u panee, 3/1ech JOIMyCKaeTCsl HATMYKE AIUTUIICKCA BO BIOXEHHON KOMIa-
paTUBHOW KOHCTPYKIIMU. DTOT Matepual (T.e. yaanéHHas (paza) BOCCTaHABINBA-
€TCsl BMECTE C COMYTCTBYIOIICH MEPEeMEHHON MO BO3MOXKHBIM MupaMm. B morude-
CKOi popMe MpeIIoKEeHUs TaHHAs TIepeMeHHast CBsi3aHa aOCTPAaKTOPOM TIIaBHOTO
npenaoxeHus (Onarogapst 4eMy BOCCTAHOBIJICHHAs (pa3a MHTEPIPETHPYETCS MO
OTHOIICHHIO K MUPY OLCHKU BCCTO MPEATIOXKCHUA, T.C. B )IefICTBHTeJII)HOM ane):

(28) [Awi Mama xouer-w; [Aw> [3MaHHE-w, KOTOPOE Ha OJWH 3TaK BBIIIE
geM bypmxk-Xamda B wi] [3 [PRO xynmuts-w;, 13]]]]

Uro ke kacaercs mpoOIEeMaTUIHOTO TIpeIoKeHHsI (25), TO 7S HeTo mpeia-
raeTcs JIOTHYECKYI0 (hopMy, MPUBEICHHYIO B (29):

(29) [Awi Mama xouer-w; [Aws [3manue-w, co 192 sraxamu-ws] [3 [PRO
to kynuth-w; £3]]]]

[Ipennaraemas 31ech MO3ULMS 3aKiI0daeTcs B ToM, yTo (28) u (29) skBuBa-
JICHTHBI, T.K. UX BJIOXEHHbIE KJIay3bl 0003HAYaIOT OJIHO M TO K€ MHOKECTBO BO3-
MOXXHbIX MHpOB. MHaue roBops, B J0OOM MHpE W BBIIIOJIHAETCS YCIOBHE,
COIIACHO KOTOPOMY IOKYIIKA 34aHus co 192 sTakaMu sBisieTcs NOKYTIKOW 34aHMs,
KOTOpOE€ Ha OJIMH 3Tax BhIlIe byp/xk-Xanudsl B 1eHCTBUTETILHOM MHpE.
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31ech yUuTHIBaeTCs TO, 4TO B (28) Hcmonb3yercs Jorudeckas popma de dicto
K CIIy4aro, OTMCaHne KOTOpOoro cama Maiiia He mpu3Haiia Obl OIMCAaHUEM OHOTO M3
CBOMX >KeJNaHWH. 3amuinaemasi 31ech MO3HULHUS 37IeCb OCHOBBIBAETCSI HA TOM, YTO
ecnu Mara Xo4eT KynuTh 3[JaHue, KOTOpOe Ha OJWH 3TaX BbIIE, YeM bypmx-
Xanmuda B neicTBUTENILHOM MHUpe, jJorudeckas Gopma B (29) HCTUHHO U OOBEK-
THUBHO OIHCHIBAET TO €€ JKEIaHHeE.

OTCcyTCTBUE HApYLUEHUS reHepanusaumm o nepeceKkalollmMxca npeaukarTax

9. Kemet B pabote [5] chopmynupoBan orpaHu4YeHHE HA UHIEKCAIUIO ITEepe-
MEHHBIX 110 BO3MO>XHBIM MMpaM, U3BECTHYIO KaK ceHepanuzayus o nepecexaro-
wuxcsa npeouxamax (Intersective predicate generalization). CorjnacHo AaHHOMY
OrpaHUYEHUIO, IEPEMEHHBIE IO MUPaM B MPEAUKaTaX, KOTOPbIE IEPECEKAIOTCS, HE
MOTYT UMETh pa3Hble HHAEKCHI. [Ipe1oskeHHbIi BhIllIe aHaJIN3 HE BEAET K Hapylle-
HUIO JAHHOT'O OTPaHUYEHUs, IOCKOJIbKY BOCCTAHABIMBAEMBIN MIPENUKAT, Y KOTO-
poro nepemMeHHas 10 MUpaM CBs3aHa aOCTPAKTOPOM TJIaBHOTO MPEJIOKEHHUS, HE
NepeceKaeTcs ¢ IMPEeIUKaTOM, Yy KOTOPOro HHAEKC ObUT OBl CBS3aH JIOKaJIbHO
(T.€. aOCTPaKTOPOM BIIOKCHHOU KJIay3bl).

B npumepe ¢ xkypTkoit ManbTe BoccTaHaBiIMBaeMas HIMEHHAs TpyIiNa HaXo-
JUTCSI BHYTpU ApYyroil umenHoi rpynmnsl. B npumepe ¢ bypmx-Xanudoit Boccra-
HAaBJIMBAEMbI MPEIUKAT ABJISIETCS MOJIYMHEHHON COCTaBIISIONIEH BHYTPHU KOMIa-
pPaTUBHON KOHCTPYKIIMU U HE TIEPECEKACTCS HU C KAKUM JPYTHUM IIPEIUKATOM.

OcTanbHble cnyyaun

B sTom pasnene o0cyknaercs 1Ba OCTaBIIMXCS CIOKHBIX CIydas, pacCMaTpu-
BaeMbIX B nuTeparype. [lokazano, kak UMEHHO Ta 0O0IIasl JTMHUS apTyMEHTAIIUH,
KOTOpasi OblJIa MCIIOJIB30BaHA B MPEIBIIYIIEM pa3fiese, MOXKET ObITh MPUMEHEHA
TaKKE M K HUM.

Mpumep ¢ KOMEHAAHTCKUM YacoMm

[Tpumep (30) siBisieTcss amantanue OJHOTO M3 MPUMEPOB M3 [2] MpUMEHHU-
TeJIbHO K KOHTEKCTy (31):

(30) Pemoprep XO4YeT NPOMHTEPBHIOMPOBATH KAKOrO-HUOY/Ab YEIOBEKa,
HapyIIUBIIEr0 KOMEHJAHTCKHIA Jac.

(31) Koumexcm: penoprep npuesxaet B ropoa N, 4To0bI IPOUHTEPBBIOH-
pOBaTh JIO/IEH, KOTOPBIE MOTJIN CTAaTh CBUIETEISIMUA HEKOETO MPECTYTI-
nenus, ciaydusmerocs nocie 18:00. Pemoprep Xo4eT moroBopHuTh ¢
KEeM-TO, KTO ObLI Ha yNuIle Mmocie mectu Bedepa. [Ipu atom penoprep
HE 3HAaeT, YTO B 3TOM TOpOJie BBEJEH KOMEHJAHTCKHI 4Yac Kak pa3s
¢ 18:00 1 HuKTO (W3 TOPOXKAH) B 3TO BpeMs HE HAXOAWJICS Ha YIIHIIC.

Ecnu MBI mpeuiokuMm  JUis 3TOTO  MPEUIOKEHHUS JIOTMYECKyro (opmy,
npuBeAeHHY0 B (32), rae mnepeMeHHas MO MHUpaM BHYTPU HMMEHHOW TpYIIIbI
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KaKou-Hubyob yenogex, Hapyuusuiultl KOMeHOaGHMCKull Yyac CBsA3aHHa a0CTPaKTO-
POM TJIaBHOM KJIay3bl, TO MBI CTOJKHEMCS C TOH ke MpoOIeMOii, KOTOPYIO MBI BU-
nenu B mpumepe ¢ bypmx-Xanudoit: MHOXECTBO JII0/IeH, HAPYIIUBIINX KOMEH-
JAHTCKUH 4yac, sIBISIETCS MyCThIM B ICHCTBUTEIHLHOM MUPE.

(32) [Aw: pemoprep-w; xoder-w; [Aw, PRO mpounHTEpBHIOUPOBATH-W) Ka-
KOT0-HHAOYIb [4eJI0BEKa HapyIIUBIIIET0-W| KOMEHIAHTCKUN gac-w;]]]

Kak 1 BO BceX OCTalbHBIX CITy4asix, Mbl BUJIUM 371€Ch MPEIUKATHI C IEPEMEH-
HBIMH 10 BO3MOXHBIM MUpaM. B 4acTHOCTH, BHYTPH MIPEAUKATA HAPYUUBULE20 KO-
MEHOaHMCKUIl Yac IMEETCs UMEHHAs TPYIINa, KOTOpasi cama COJCPIKHT MPEIUKaT,
KOTOPBI MOXET COMPOBOXKIATHCS MEPEMEHHOUN C APYTUM HHIEKCOM, YeM Iepe-
MEHHAasl Ha MpeAuKaTe Hapyuusuwie2o. B cBeTe CKa3aHHOTO MBI MpeajaracM s
npennoxenus (30) moruueckyro hopmy, nmpeacTaBieHHyo B (33):

(33) [Awi penoptep-wi xouer-wi [Aw, PRO mpouHTEpBHIOMPOBATH-W) Ka-
KOT0-HHOY b [delIoBeKa HapyIIUBIIIET0-W, KOMEHIAHTCKUN dac-w;]]]

W3 npuBeACHHOTO BhIIIE KOHTEKCTA CIIEIYET, YTO COOOIIEHHE O MPONO3HIINO-
HaJbHOUM ycTaHOBKe (34) moaydaer jJorudeckyto popmy, npuBeneHnyo B (35):

(34) Penoprep XOdYeT NPOMHTEPBHIOUPOBATH KAaKOTO-HHOYIH UEIOBEKa,
HaXOJIUBIIET0Cs Ha YJIHIIE TOCiIe 6 YacoB.

(35) [Aw: pemoprep-w; xoder-w; [Aw, PRO mpouHTEpBHIOUPOBATH-W) Ka-
KOTO-HUOYIb [d4elIoBeKa, HaXOMMBIIIECTOCS HA YIHIE TMOcie 6 4acoB-

wa]l]

[TockonbKy HHTEPIPETALMH SISl COCTABIISIONINX, TPUBEACHHBIX B (36) u (37),
SIBJITFOIIUXCSL COCTAaBHBIMHM dacTsiMu jorudeckux ¢opm (33) u (35), coorser-
CTBEHHO (MpU CTaHJAPTHOM JOMYIICHUU, YTO W0 SBIIIETCS NEUCTBUTEIbHBIM MH-
POM), IPEACTABIISIOT COOOU OJIUH M TOT K€ HAOOP BO3MOXHBIX MUPOB, JJAHHBIE UH-
TepIpeTaluy B3aNMO3aMEHHMbI B UHTCHCUOHAIBHBIX KOHTEKCTaX.

(36) [Aw2 PRO mnpOMHTEpPBBHIOMPOBATH-W, KaKOTO-HUOYIb [d4eroBeKa
HapyIIMBIIEro-w; KOMEHAAHTCKUI yac-wy |]

(37) [Aw2 PRO mOpOMHTEPBBIOMPOBATH-W) KAKOTO-HUOYIb [dYeloBeka,
HaXOJMBILErOCs Ha yJIMIIE Tocie 6 4acoB-ws] |

Taxum oOpaszoM, nmoruueckue Gopmsl (33) u (35), HUIUEM UHBIM APYT OT Apyra
HE OTJIMYAIOIINECS, TAaK K€ SKBHUBAJICHTHI, H MO3TOMY TpetoxkeHue (30) Moxer
OBITh UCIOJB30BAHO B YKA3aHHOM KOHTEKCTE.

Ecnu maHHBIN aHaN3 BEpEH, TO CeIyeT NPU3HATh, YTO 3aKOH U3 OJJHOTO BO3-
MO>KHOT'O MUpPa MOKET OBbITh HapyIlleH B APYroM Bo3MoxHOM mupe. [loa Hapye-
HHEM 3/1eCh IOHIMaeTCs He HAMEPEHHOE JIeHCTBHIE, a IPOCTO COBEPIIEHUE KaKOTo-
7100 MOCTYTKa, HE COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO 3aKOHY.
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Mpumep ¢ TeM xe BepoucrnoBeaHMem

[TocaemHUM IPUMEPOM CIIOKHOTO CITydasi, KOTOPbIi OyIeT 31eCh PaCCMOTPEH,
chopmynupoBan B padote . Cyzo [12]. Jlannbrii npumep nipeacTasieH B (38) npu-
MEHUTEIIEHO K KOHTEKCTY.

(38) Mbpu nymaer, uto Chro — KaTOIHYKA.

(39) Koumexcm. Mapu — aTencTKa U MaJio YTO 3HAET O peurusx. B gact-
HOCTH, OHA HE IIPOBOANT Pa3NHuUil MEXIY pa3INYHBIMUA BUJAMH XpH-
ctruancTBa. OHa cliblliana, 4To €€ PeUTHO3HbIA 3HAKOMbIA J[)KOH
HavaJl BCTpeYaThCs C AEBYIIKON 1o uMeHu Chro. MdpH 3aKIiounia, 4To
sta CpI0 JJOJDKHA MPHUHAJIEKATh K TOMY K€ BEPOUCIIOBEaHHIO, YTO U
JxoH. OgHako OHa HE 3HAET, YTO ATO 3a BEpoHcNoBeAaHue. [ oBops-
KN, B OTIWYUE OT Md3pH, 3HAET O TOM, YTO J[?>KOH — KaTOJIHK.

[TpoGnema 31ech 3aKiaro4aeTcs B TOM, 4To Mapu He 3HaeT, 4yto Chio — Karto-
nuuka. CBA3pIBaHME MHJIEKCA HA MIEPEMEHHON 110 BO3MOXKHBIM MUpPaM MpU Mpean-
KaTe KaTOJIUYKa a0CTPaKTOPOM BIIOKEHHOH KI1ay3bl (M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, €€ HHTEP-
mpeTanus B JOKCACTHYECKUX albTepHAaTHUBaX MpdpH) HE pemiaer mnpobdiemy.
C nmpyroii cTOpOHBI, CBA3BIBAHUE STOW MEPEMEHHON a0CTPaKTOPOM IIaBHOM KI1ay3bl
(1, COOTBETCTBEHHO, €€ UHTEPIpETAIHs B IEHCTBUTEIILHOM MHUPE) TAK)KE €€ HE pe-
maet, u0o SABJSETCS HAapyIIeHWEM Tak Ha3piBaeMoi reHepanu3anuu X [lepkyca [7],
COTJIACHO KOTOPOM MEePEMEHHYIO 110 MUPaM TpH TJIABHOM IPEIUKATE KJIay3bl JT0J-
KEH CBSI3bIBaTh aOCTPaKTOp ATOM Kiay3bl. [IpuMepom, KOTOpHIM MPUBOIUT cam
[Tepkyc B MOATBEpkKACHUE JAHHON TeHEPAIN3AINH, IBIISCTCS CIICTYONTHI:

(40) Mbopu mymaet, 4TO MOit OpaT — KaHaJEIl.

Ecmu npennnoxenue (40) morso Okl 00J1a1aTh JIOTHYECKOH (popMoii, KoTopast
npenyoxkeHa B (41), rae nepeMeHHast IO MUPaM w2 MPHU NMPEAUKaTe KaHaoey CBsl-
3aHa a0CTPAKTOPOM TJABHOW Kiay3bl Aw2, TO JAaHHOE MPEAJIOKECHHE OBLIO OBl
WCTHHHBIM B CUTYallUH, TJI€ CYIIECTBYET YEIOBEK, KOTOPOro MapH cuuTaeT MOUM
OpaToM (BO3MOXKHO, OIIMOOYHO) U KOTOPBIN SBJISETCS KaHAIEM B JICHCTBUTEIb-
HOM Mupe (maxe ecnmu Mapu 3T0 He u3BecTHO). Ho mpennoxxenue (41) He nmeeT
TaKOT'O CMBICIIA.

(41) [Aw>Mbopu nymaer-w; uto [Aw; Mol Opar-wi — KaHaae-w;]]

[Toatomy, ucxonas us Takux npumepos kak (40), Ilepkyc npuxoauT K BbIBOY,
YTO CYLIECTBYET HEKOE 00liee OrpaHUYCHHUE Ha CBSI3bIBAHUE NIEPEMEHHBIX MO BO3-
MO>KHBIM MHUpPaM B JIOTUYECKON (opMe €CTECTBEHHO-SI3bIKOBBIX MPEIIOKEHHM
U KacaeTcsl OHO TJIaBHOI'O INpEAMKaTa IPEJIOKEHUs, IEPEMEHHAs TP KOTOPOM
MOXET OBITh CBS3aH TOJIBKO JIOKAJIBHO (T.€. OJIMKaUIIUM aOCTPaKTOPOM).

Ecnu renepanusanus X BepHa, TO TOT (akT, uTo mpepioxenue (38) Moxer
ObITh UICTUHHBIM B MIPUBEJEHHOM KOHTEKCTE, 033/]aU1BaeT.

Pemenne, npemioxxenHoe Cyno, nogobHo pemenuto lBarep, onupaercs Ha
MPUHLMIIBI ToAcTaHOBKU. Cy0 peasiaraet, uTo npeaukar (Takoi, Hampumep, Kak
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[AW.AX. X 1 JI>KOH npuHaayiexaT K 0IMHAKOBOMY BEPOHMCIIOBEJAHUIO B W]) MOKET
B COOOILIEHNH O BEPOBAaHUM OBITh 3aMEHEH Ha JPYyTOil MpeauKar, eciu oba npeau-
KaTa KOHTEKCTYaJIbHO YKBUBAJICHTHBI. T0O pelieHne, KOTopoe MmpeiaraeTcss HaMu
371eCh, HE TpeOyeT ClelUalbHBIX MPUHIUIOB MOACTaHOBKH. OHO omupaercs Ha
cleyronye mark. Bo-nepBbIx, MbI BOCCTaHABIMBAEM TO COOOIIEHHE O BEPOBAHUH,
KOTOpOE MpeAIaraeTcs HemoCpPeICTBEHHO KOHTEKCTOM:

(42) Mbopu nymaer, uro Chio IPUHAIIEKUT K TOMY K€ BEPOUCIIOBEIAHUIO,
4TO U J[>KOH.

3aTeM Mbl (YaCTUYHO) BOCCTaHABIMBAaeM MaTepuai, yaaleHHbId B (42)
AITUTICUCOM:

(43) [Awi Moapu gymaet-wi [Aw, ChIO IPUHAATICKUT-W2 K TOMY K€ BEPOUC-
MOBEIAHUIO-W2, YTO U JIPDKOH MPUHAJIEKUT-W1 ||

Yo6emumces, uto (44) u (45) 0603HaYAIOT OJTHY U TY XK€ MPOIMO3HUIUI0. ITO TaK
IIOTOMY, 4YTO B KaXXJOM BO3MOXHOM MHPEC MPUHAAICKATH K BEPOUCIIOBCAAHUIO,
K KoTOopoMy JI)KOH MpHUHAJICKUT B JEHCTBUTEIBHOM MHpPE, O3HA4YaeT ObITh
KaTOJIMKOM.

(44) [Awi Mopu gymaet-wi [Aw, ChIO IPUHAIIEKAT- W2 K TOMY JKE€ BEPOUC-
MOBEJAHUIO-W», UTO U JKOH NMPUHAATIEKUT-W | ]

(45) [Aw>Cpblo — KaTonuuKa-w,]

OTO 3HAYUT, YTO MBI MOKEM IOACTaBUTH (45) BMecTo (44), U cooOuieHUEe
0 BEPOBAHUU OCTAHETCS UICTUHHBIM. A €CJIH TakK, TO CO00IIeHre 0 BepoBaHuU B (38)
JIOJDKHO OBITh UCTUHHBIM, eciau (38) moHuMaercs Kak 00J1aJarolee JIOrHUeCKOM
dhopmoii, mpeacTaBICHHON B (46):

(46) [Awi Mbopu nymaer-w; [Aw, Cbio — KaTonuka-w]]

[IpencraBieHHOE 3/1€Ch pEIICHHE HE HApyIIaeT reHepanu3anuio X, MOCKOIbKY
TJIABHBIA MPEUKAT BIOKCHHOM KJIay3bl MHTEPIPETHPYETCS de dicto.

3akJioyeHue

PaccMoTpeHBI CIIOKHBIE CITydau TPEThETo MPOUYTSHUS B COOOIICHHSIX O IPOTIO-
3UIIMOHAIBHBIX YCTaHOBKaX. bblT c(hopMyIHpOBaH apryMeHT O TOM, YTO BCE MPO-
OJIeMaTUYHBIC PUMEPHI MOXKHO €CTECTBEHHBIM 00pa3oM OOBSICHUTH B TEPMHUHAX
CTaHJAPTHOTO pelieHHs. B oJHUX ciydasx JJisi 3TOro ObUIO TOCTaTOYHO PEKOH-
CTPYyHUpPOBaTh YJAICHHBIH MaTepHal, B APyTUX — TPeOOBAIOCH PAaCCMOTPETh CO00-
IICHUE, KOTOPOE HEMOCPEICTBEHHO CIIEIOBAJIO M3 KOHTEKCTA, PH HEOOXOAUMOCTH
BOCCTAaHOBUTH B HEM yIaJICHHBIN MaTepHall M yOeTUTHCS B TOM, UTO MPOOIeMaTHy-
HOE COOOIIECHHE OKA3bIBAJIOCHh SKBUBAJICHTHBIM TOMY 32/1aBAEMOMY KOHTEKCTOM
COOOIIEHUIO.

B Hamem ananm3e ObUT HCIIOJIB30BaH MPHUHIUI MTOJICTAHOBKHU, TO3BOJIMBIIHIA
3aMEHATh OJHO cooOmeHue apyruM. llpeanoxkeHHBI 37ech  NPUHLIUI
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CYIIECTBEHHBIM 00pa30M OTIUYAETCS OT TE€X, KOTOpbIe ObUIM yKa3aHbl B [§; 12].
Hcnonb30BaHHbIN B JaHHOW paOOTe MPHUHIIMII MOJICTAHOBKH SIBJSIETCS HE YaCThIO
npeaJiaraeMoi 3/1eCb TEOpPUH, a METATEOPETUUECKUM MPUHIIUIIOM — KIIFOUEBBIM
MIPUHIIMIIOM JJI1 KOMITO3UIIMOHATIBHOCTA — U €r0 MPUHUMAIOT BCE, KTO MIPOBOJIUT
UCCIIeIOBaHUS B chepe KOMIO3UIIMOHATHHON CEMAaHTHKHU €CTECTBEHHOTO SI3bIKA.

MpunoxeHue

W3 Bcex 00CyKICHHBIX BBIIIEC IPUMEPOB CTaHIAPTHAS TEOPHs MPUMEHNMA Cca-
MBIM IPSMBIM CLIOCOOOM K IPUMEPY HaAMEPEHUH MOKynaTess U IpuMepy ¢ KOMEH-
JAHTCKMM YacOM: COOTBETCTBYIOIEE COOOIIEHHE O NMPONO3UIMOHATIBHOM ycTa-
HOBKE COJAEP)KUT IPEJUKAT, OLEHUBAEMbI IPUMEHUTEIBHO K JE€HCTBUTEIBHOMY
mupy. B (1) u (3) npuBeneHsl 1Ba COOTBETCTBYIOLIUX COOOLIEHMSI O MPOMO3ULINO-
HaJIbHOM yCTAHOBKE € IpeAJIaraéMbIMU JIJIsl HUX JIOTHYECKUMU (hopMaMH.

(1) Anpuan xo4eT KynuTh KypTKY, Kak y MaibTe.

(2) [MAw: Anmpuan xo4et-w; [Aw; KymuTh -W; [KYpPTKY-W; Kak-w, KypTKa-w; y
MansTte]]

(3) Pemoprep xo4yeT NPOUHTEPBHIOMPOBATH KAKOTO-HUOY b YeJIOBEKA, HAPY-
LIMBLIETO KOMEHAAHTCKHH Yac.

(4) [Mw: penoptep xoder-w; [Aw: PRO mpowHTEpBBIOMPOBATH-W, KAKOTO-
HUOYb [deT0BeKa HapyIIMBIIEr0-w, KOMEHAAHTCKUH gac-w |]]

Bonee HeonHO3HAUHBIMU SIBIISAIOTCS ciaydau bypmk-Xamudsl 1 KaToIMLIKU3Ma
Cp1o. 51 coo0111eHUs O TPOMO3UIIMOHATILHON ycTaHOBKE B mpumMepe ¢ bypmxk-Xa-
TuQoH, MPUBEIEHHOTO elle pa3 B

(5) Mbopu Xo4eT KynuTh 34aHue ¢ 192 sTarkaMu.
(6) [Awi Mbapu xouer-wi [Aw, PRO kynute-w» 3manue-w, ¢ 192 staxxamu-w,|]

Bbeuio mokazano, uto norumyeckas ¢opma (6) SKBHBAJICHTHA JIOTUYECKOU
dopwme (7)

(7) [Awi1 Mbapu xouet-w; [Aw: PRO kymuTh-w; 3maHue-w, KOTOpOe Ha OIHMH
aTaxk 0oJiee BEICOKOE-W; 4eM bypmxk-Xannda Beicokoe-w; ]

(8) Mbopu xo4UeT KynuTh 3IaHHE, Y KOTOPOTO Ha OJUH 3Ta)K OOJIBINE, YeEM Y
Bypmx-Xamudsr.

JlaHHBII aHATN3 MOXKET MOKA3aThCsl COMHUTENFHBIM 10 IPHYUHAM, KOTOPBIC
CKENTUK chopMyupoBail Obl CleAyIOMKUM 00pa3oM: B (6) HeolpeeneHHast UMEH-
Has rpynna 30auue ¢ 192 smasxcamu MHTEpIpPETUpYETCS B cpepe AeHCTBUS UHTEH-
CHOHAJILHOTO IJIarojia, a MepeMeHHas MO BO3MOXKHBIM MHUpaM IpU HpeauKaTax
BHYTPH 3TOH MMEHHOW TPYNIBI CBs3aHA BIOXEHHBIM abOcTpakrtopom. [losromy
npeanaoxkeHue (5) OKa3bIBaeTCsl YUCTHIM cooOIeHneM de dicto.
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OpnHako KOHTEKCT BBICTPOEH TakK, YTO camMod Mb>pu Heu3BecTHa BbICOTA
Bypmk-Xanugsl, 1 cama oHa, BIOJIHE BO3MOXKHO, HE COIIACHIIach ObI C yTBEpXK/ie-
HueM (5). bonee Toro, B 1aHHOM cilyyae MOYKHO IMOCTPOUTH U CLIEHAPUU TaK Ha3bl-
BaeMOTO JJBOMHOTO BUICHUS, U3BECTHBIX U3 paboT Y. Kyaiina [13]. Tak, Hanpumep,
BIIOJIHE MOXKHO JIOIIyCTUTh, YTO B MHOM KOHTEKCTE, e Mapu BUIUT MPOEKT 3/1a-
Hus B 192 staka, Mapu 3asBisier: «S He Xouy MOKyNaTh 3[aHUe TAKOH BBICOTHI.

CxonHbiM 00pa3zoMm B mpumepe ¢ katonuuuzMoMm Chio Obula MpeioKeHa
noruueckas popma (9) s npennoxenus (10).

(9)  [Awi Mbdpu nymaer-w; [Aw, Chlo — KaTOMHUKa-w, ||
(10) Mbpu nymaer, 9yto ChI0 — KaTOJHUKA.

Yb6enumcs erie pas, 4To JaHHAs UHTEPIIPETALHSI STOTO MPEATI0KESHUS YKBUBA-
JICHTHA UHTepIpeTanuu Joruyeckoi popmsl (11), koTopas saBiseTcst OJHON U3 BO3-
MO>KHBIX JIOTHUECKuX (hopM npeanoxerus (12).

(11) [Aw; Mapu nymaet-w; [Aw, Chlo IPUHAIICKHUT-W, K TOMY K€ BEPOHC-
MOBEJAHUIO-W> UTO U J[?>KOH MPUHAIEKUT-W1 |]

(12) Mbpu ngymaert, uro Chio MPUHAIIIEKUT K TOMY K€ BEPOUCIIOBEIAHHIO,
4910 U J’KOH.

Kak u B npeapiayiieM ciyuae, jorudeckas ¢popma (9) He couepKuT BO BIIO-
KCHHOM KJlay3e HUKAKOTO MperKaTa, KOTOPhIH HHTEPIPETUPOBAJICS OBl TpaHCIIa-
pentHo. C Takum coobuenneM de dicto cama Mapu He coriacuiach Obl.

U naxe B mpuMepe ¢ KOMEHJIAHTCKUM 4acoM, HE TPeOyIOUIMM MOJ00HOTro
HeoOblyHOrO aHanu3a de dicto, BCE paBHO MOXHO yTBEp)KJIaTh, UYTO MPEAUKAT
«HapYUIMBIIHI» OIEHUBACTCS W3 TEPCIEKTHBHI PEOpTEPA, XOTS M3BECTHO, YTO
caM pernopTep HUYEro He 3HAeT O CYIIECTBOBAHHUU KaKOTO-ITMOO HapyLIaeMoro
orpaHUYeHUS (3aKOHA).

Beriie Ob110 OKa3aHO, KAKMM 00pa30M CTaHAAPTHOE peIlIeHHE MOKET 00bsiC-
HUTHh BCE JTH CIIy4au. BBIIICYOMSHYTHIE acleKThl MPEATI0KEHHOTO aHaIn3a —
3TO Ta LIeHa, KOTOPYIO NPUXOAUTCS TUIATUTh, €CIIU OTHICKUBATh PEIIEHUE [T ITHX
CllydaeB B TEPMHHAX CTAaHJIAPTHOTO MOIXO0/A.

[IIBarep [8] yka3piBaeT, 4TO BCE CIOXKHBIE CIy4dad, 3a HCKIIOYCHHEM
OJTHOTO — CJIy4asi ¢ KypTKoi MaiibTe — MOTYT OBITh OOBSICHEHBI B TEpPMUHAX aHAa-
nmu3a de qualitate. KopoTko roBops, coriacHO JaHHOMY aHAJIM3Yy, PECTPUKTOP He-
oIpeieIEHHOW UMEHHOU TPy («KypTKa Kak y MasbTe») HaxXoIUTCs B TpaHcHa-
PETHOM Mo3uLKH (T.€. UHTEPIPETUYETCS OTHOCUTENLHO MHUpa ropopsiero). [pea-
JIOKCHHE OKA3bIBACTCS MCTHHHBIM, €CIM W TOJIBKO €CIIM CYIIECTBYEeT KOHIIEMNT,
KOTOPOMY B JACHCTBUTEILHOM MUPE COOTBETCTBYET CBOMCTBO «OBITh KypTKOM Kak
y Manbre» (popmasibHas 3amuch 3TOTO CBOMCTBa mpuBeneHa Huxe B (13)),
a B MHMpax JOKCACTHMYECKUX albTEePHATHUB AJ[pMaHa — CBOMCTBO «OBITh 3€JE€HOM
HEMPOMOKaeMOH KypTKOi». Takoil KOHIIENT MOXKHO 337aTh (OPMaIbHO, OJHAKO OH
Bpsz a1 OyneT oroOpaxarh Kakoe-JInb0o CBOWCTBO, KOTOPOE PeaibHO MOXKET OBITh
KOTHUTHBHO JIOCTYITHO HOCHUTENIO YCTaHOBKHU (T.e. KOTOPOE MOXET OBITh UM
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IIpecTaBuMo). [les10 B TOM, 4TO KOHTEKCT BBICTPOEH TAKUM 00pa30M, 4YTO CBOHCTBO
«OBITh KypTKOM Kak y ManbpTe» He 1aHO HOCUTENO YCTAHOBKHM HU B KAKOM BHJIE U
AJlpyaH HEe HaXOAUTCA C HUM HU B KAKOM KOTHUTMBHOM KOHTAaKTe.

(13) [Aw.Ax. X ABIsETCS KYPTKOM Kak y MaibTe in w)

Beimie Ob110 MOKa3aHo, YTO B JAHHOM COOOIIEHHMU O MPOIMO3ULHUOHAIBLHOM
YCTaHOBKE UMEET MECTO YAAJICHHbII MaTepHral U YTO €CJIU YUECTh ATOT yJaJIeHHBII
MaTepual, TO JaHHbIM IpUMep MepecTaeT ObITh CIIOKHBIM CIy4aeM U CTaHOBUTCS
IIPOCTO €1le OJHOM WILTIOCTpAel TPEThEro MPOUYTEHUs COOOIEHHUI O BEpOBAHUU
B €r0 KJIaCCHYECKOM MTOHUMaHUHU.

Yro e KacaeTcsl OCTaJbHbBIX CIIy4aeB, TO UX, JEHCTBUTEIBHO, MOXHO OBLIO
OBl OOBACHUTH aHATTN30M de qualitate [14] wnu ke B TepMUHAX 0000IIEHHBIX TeHE-
patopoB koHuenToB [15]. Ognako ananus de qualitate 31ech, TOX0XKE, 1axe HE SIB-
nsieTcst HeoOXoIMMBIM. B ocTaBiieiicst yacTu 1aHHOTO MPUIIOKEHUS OyAeT oKa3aH
aJIbTEPHATUBHBIHN CIIOCOO HKCIUTUIIMPOBATH TPEX OCTABIIMXCS CIy4aeB B TEPMHHAX
de re aHanu3a cOOOILIEHUI O MPOMO3UIMOHATIBHBIX YCTaHOBKAX. byeT mokazaHo,
YTO B KQXJOM U3 3THX CIy4yaeB MOXXHO OTBICKAaTh HEUTO, HE SBISIOLIEECS CBOM-
CTBOM, HO IIPU 3TOM CIIOCOOHOE MHTEPIIPETUPOBATHCS B KAUECTBE res-apryMEeHTa B
pamkax Oosiee 0011ero cooOIIeHUs O BEpOBaHUU de re.

[IpemyiaraeMblil 37€Ch aHAJIA3 3aKIFOYAETCA B TOM, YTO B IpuMepe ¢ byprxk-
Xanudoii de re ananuz obperaer Bolpakenue /92. Ilpeanonaraemas oruueckas
dhopma 1151 5TOTO IMpUMEpa IPH TaKOM ero moHnMaHuu nana B (14). Cnexysi 3a [16]
u [17], mepemennas G, mpoOeraromias Mo IeHEpaTopaM KOHLENTOB, BXOAUT
B JIOTUYECKYIO (pOpMY MPEASIOKEHUs, coueTasich ¢ /92 u Oynyuu cBsI3aHHOU A-a0-
CTPaKTOPOM, HaxOJAIIMMCS B JIEBOU mepudepun BIOKEHHON Kiay3bl. [ eHeparop
KOHIICTITOB TPUMEHSIETCS K YUCIy, KaKk (PyHKIUS K apryMeHTy, M BO3BpaIlaeT
B KaueCTBE 3HAYCHHs] MHIUBUHBIA KOHIIENT, T.€. (B JAHHOM ciiy4ae) QyHKLHUIO OT
MHUpPOB K 4nciaM. BBeleHue 3K3UCTEHIIMAIbHOTO KBAHTOPA 10 T'€HEpaTopaM KOH-
L[ENITOB OCYUIECTBIIAECTCS MHTEHCUOHAIBHBIM Ii1arojioM. @yHKius, o003HayaeMast
[JIarojoM, TaKX€ COOTHOCUT T'€HEpaTOp KOHIIENITOB C HOCHUTENEM IPOIO3ULIHO-
HaJbHON YCTAaHOBKHU. Y CJIOBUSI UCTUHHOCTH TPEIONKEHUS (5) MpH JIOTHYECKOM
dopme (14) npuBeacHBI B

(14) [Aw; Mbopu xouer-w; [AG Aw, PRO xymute-w, 3manue-w; ¢ [[G 192]
wa] aTasKaMu-w, ]|

(15) [[(14)] = 1 ecau 1 TOTBKO €CNIHM CYIIECTBYET TeHEpaTOp KOHIENTOB G
Uit MopH B W U B K&KJIOM MHUpE W, COBMECTUMOM C XKeJTaHUsIMH Mdpu
B W, CYLIECTBYET ), TAKOW YTO Yy SBISETCS 3JaHUEM B W H Y UMEET
G(192)(w’) aTaxka B w’ 1 Mapu MOKymaet y B MUpe w’.

OnuH BO3MOKHBINA T€HEPATOP KOHIIETITOB 0TOOPA3UT uncio 192 B eMMHUYHBII
KOHIIENT, IPUBEACHHBIH B (16):

(16) [Aw’. umcino 3Taxel B 31aHUH, HA KOTOpoe Mapu cMOTpHT B Mupe w” +1]
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CooO1ieHre 0 BEpOBaHUU B ClTydae ¢ KaTOTUIIU3MOM ChI0 MOXKET OBITh Tpe/I-
CTaBJICHO KaK COOOIIEHHUE O de re YCTAaHOBKE M0 OTHOIICHHUIO K KaTOJIMIU3MY MIPH
JOMYIICHUH, YTO MpUJIaraTeabHOe «KaTOJMYKa» MOXKET OBITh Pa3JIoKEeHO Ha JIBe
9YacTH, OJHA M3 KOTOPBIX O0O3HAYaeT KATOJMIM3M, a Apyras CBOWCTBO «OBITh
nocnenosareiaemM». B TakoMm ciydae ycioBusi UCTHHHOCTH mpenioxeHus (10)
OyIyT Takue Kak yKa3aHo B

(17) [(10)] = 1 ecnu ¥ TONBKO €CIIK CYIIECTBYET T€HEPaTOp KOHIENTOB G
JUIE Mapu B W M B K&XKI0M MUPE W, COBMECTHMOM C JKeJTaHUAMHU Mapu
B W, Cbio — mociienoBaTenbanna G(karomummsma)(w’) B w’.

Bo3MoxHBIN TeHepaTop KOHLIETITOB B IAHHOM Cllydae MOKET 0ToOpaxarhb Ka-
TOJMIIM3M B KOHIICTT, MpuBeIeHHBIN B (18):

(18) [Aw’. BepomcmioBenanue J»oHa B w’]

[Tpumep ¢ komennanTckum vyacom [lIBarep [19] He oOcyxnaer aetanpHO. OHa
YKa3bIBaET JIUIIb HA TO, YTO aHAIN3 de re K HEMy HEPUMEHUM, €CJIM UCTUHHBIM
de dicto coobieHneM 0 MPOMO3UIIMOHAILHON ycTaHOBKe siBIsieTcs (19), a B kade-
CTBe coo0IIeHus de re 1oMxKHO paccMaTpuBatbes (20):

(19) Pemnoprep XoueT MPOMHTEPBHLIOMPOBATH KOTO-TO, KTO OBLI Ha YJHUIE
nocie 6 4acos.

(20) Pemoptep X04YET MOTOBOPUTH C KEM-TO, KTO HAPYIIAI KOMEHIAHTCKAN
gac.

IIpu de dicto untepnperanuu npemnoxerus (19) B HéM yTBepKAaeTCs, 4TO
penopTep MHTEPBBIOUPYET KOTO-TO, KTO OBLT HA YJIHUIIE MOC)Ie 6 4acoB, B KAXKIOM
13 BO3MOXHBIX MHPOB, COBMECTUMBIX C JKeIaHusIMH penioptepa. [lpu de re unrep-
nperanuu npeioxerus (20) TOIbKO TOBOPSAIIHI 3HAET, 4TO 6 4ACOB — 3TO BpEeMs
HACTYTIJICHUS] KOMEH/IAHTCKOTO Yaca.

[Touemy 31ech de re aHanM3 CYMTAETCS HENPUMEHUMBIM, HE COBCEM MOHSTHO.
JlomycTuMm, 9TO peleBaHTHBIM KOHIIENITOM SIBJISIETCS KOHIIENT U3 (21):

(21) [Aw’. rpaHuma, IpoxoIIas mo 6 gacam in w’]

JlaHHBII KOHIIENT OTOOpaXKkaeT JIF000M BO3ZMOXKHBIM MHUP B MOMEHT 6 4acoB B
sToM Mupe. OHaKO B IEUCTBUTEIIFHOM MUPE TPAaHUIIA, MPOXOAIIas mo 6 gacam,
UJICHTUYHA FPAHUIE KOMEHIaHTCKoro yaca. [loaTomy HapylieHue rpaHuilsl 6 ya-
cOB (IIOCPEICTBOM HAXOXK/ICHHSI HA YJIUIIE) B ACHCTBUTEILHOM MUPE — 3TO Hapy-
IIeHHEe KOMEHJAHTCKOTO Yaca B IEHCTBUTEIBHOM MUDE.

Takum oOpazom, mpemioxenuro (20) mpupaercs cieayrouias JOrHyeckKas

dbopma:
(22) [Aw; penoprep-w; xouer-w; AG Aw, PRO mpowHTEpBRIOMPOBATH-W>
KOT0-HHOYIb, KTO HAPYIIII-W, [ G[KOMEHIAHTCKUI ac-wi | wa]]

Ecnu Bpicka3aHHBIE 371eCh COOOpayKeHNS BEPHBI, TO TaK HA3bIBAEMBbIE CJI0)KHBIC
cllydasi TPEThErO0 NPOUYTEHHs JHOO HANpsSMYK OOBSCHHUMBI CTaHAAPTHBIM
pemieHreM, 1100 UX MOXKHO OOBSICHUTH B TEPMUHAX de re HHTEPIIPETALUH (TOXE
CTaHJApTHON).
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Zusammenfassung. In diesem Beitrag wird die philosophische Konzeption des Anfangs
der Philosophie als Beziechung zum Verhéltnis von Subjekt und Objekt untersucht, die der
Neukantianer Heinrich Rickert entwickelt hat. Die Untersuchung rekonstruiert erstens den
problematischen Hintergrund, der Rickert zum Problem des Anfangs und zu seiner
Unterscheidung zwischen drei Bedeutungen des Begriffs ‘Anfang’ fiihrte. Dieser Hintergrund
steht im Zusammenhang mit der Wiederbelebung der dialektischen Philosophie zu Beginn des
20. Jahrhunderts. Zweitens wird eine Konzeption des korrelativen Anfangs der Philosophie als
Antwort auf das von Hegel zu Beginn der Wissenschaft der Logik formulierte Paradoxon
vorgeschlagen. Auf diese Weise wird Rickerts Argumentation als Antwort auf die drei
wichtigsten Kritikpunkte Hegels am Anfang der Philosophie durch den Begriff des Ich
analysiert. Um die Argumente zu verdeutlichen, die Rickert in seinem Aufsatz liber den Begriff
des Anfangs der Philosophie entwickelt, werden wir die wesentlichen Hinweise auf Rickerts
Konzeption des heterologischen Denkens geben. SchlieBlich wird der Ansatz eines korrelativen
Anfangs im Hinblick auf das allgemeine Projekt einer Transzendentalphilosophie bewertet. Wir
werden aufzeigen, wie das, was Rickert die Wendung zum Objekt nennt, Rickert zu einer
paradoxen Position verpflichtet, die er selbst als ‘transzendentalen Empirismus’ charakterisiert.
Jenseits dieser Schwierigkeit will die vorliegende Untersuchung zeigen, dass Rickerts Position
eine der originellsten Positionen der Transzendentalphilosophie darstellt, die sich mit der
Hegelschen Frage nach dem wahren Anfang der philosophischen Wissenschaft
auseinandersetzt.
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Einleitung

Das zentrale Argument, das Rickert in seinem Text iiber den Anfang der
Philosophie entwickelt, hat den Charakter einer Forderung und einer Provokation.
Denn steht Rickerts Aufsatz tiber den Anfang in einem Kontext, in dem bereits eine
Auseinandersetzung mit dem spekulativen Idealismus stattgefunden hat [1. S. 9].
Und das nicht nur, weil Rickert die bekannte Passage aus der Wissenschaft der
Logik' als Beginn seiner Uberlegungen wihlt, sondern auch aufgrund von
bestimmten Bemerkungen, die, wie wir vermuten diirfen, Rickert selbst im Blick
gehabt haben muss. Wie seine Zeitgenossen stellt Rickert keine Bibliographie an
das Ende seines Textes. Dennoch ist es nicht unmdglich, eine intuitive Idee zu
bekommen, die es uns erlaubt, Rickerts Text als eine polemische Intervention zu
verstehen. Diese Bemerkungen konnen als Forderungen an die neukantianische
Philosophie verstanden werden. Sie stammen von zwei Autoren, die im
weitesten Sinne zur philosophischen Welt der Neukantianer gehoren: Jonas Cohn
(1869—1947) und Siegfried Marck (1889—1957).

Der fritheste Hinweis stammt von Siegfried Marck: “Der Kritizismus kennt
keinen ‘Anfang’ der Logik, er steht sofort mitten in ihr, in ihrer ‘Mitte’; Hegel
folgert aus der negativen Kritik des Anfangs der Logik nicht seine Ausschaltung,
sondern seine Aufthebung im Ende” [3. S. 48]. Neben der positiven Beurteilung
Hegels weist Marck auf etwas hin, was die neukantianische Philosophie, ebenfalls
eine Variante des Kritizismus, nicht kann, ndmlich den Anfang der Philosophie zu
denken (wobei er natiirlich die Logik in dem von Hegel verwendeten Sinne
versteht).

Jonas Cohn, damals ein etablierterer Autor als Marck, erlaubt sich bereits, den
Empfinger seiner Einwédnde mit seinem Namen zu benennen: “Gerade deshalb hat
die Theorie der Dialektik von niemandem fast mehr zu lernen als von ihrem
entschiedensten Gegner. Rickert liefert den indirekten Beweis dafiir, dass
undialektische Konstruktion in der Philosophie nicht ausreicht; aber dartiber hinaus
hilt sein Begriff der Heterothesis ein wesentliches Wahrheitsmoment fest, dass
ndmlich bei jedem Schritte des Denkens Neues, seinem Urpsrunge nach
Denkfremdes aufgenommen werden muss.” [4. S. 50—51]

Die Fragen zu Ricker sind klar: Ist es moglich, den Anfang der Philosophie zu
denken und gleichzeitig, wie es die Neukantianern wollte, im Geist der
Transzendentalphilosophie zu bleiben? Ist das Konzept der Heterotesis fiir diesen

! Die betreffende Passage lautet wie folgt: “In neueren Zeiten erst ist das BewuBtsein entstanden,
daB es eine Schwierigkeit sei, einen Anfang in der Philosophie zu finden, und der Grund dieser
Schwierigkeit sowie die Mdglichkeit, sie zu 10sen, ist vielfaltig besprochen worden. Der Anfang der
Philosophie muf3 entweder ein Vermitteltes oder Unmittelbares sein, und es ist leicht zu zeigen, daf3
er weder das eine noch das andere sein konne; somit findet die eine oder die andere Weise des
Anfangens ihre Widerlegung” [2. S. 65].
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Zweck nitzlich und auch ausreichend? Die Antwort von Rickert lautet natiirlich,
dass dies moglich ist. Im weiteren Verlauf dieses Abschnitts wollen wir zeigen, wie
und warum.

Die Originalitit von Rickerts Position zum Anfang der Philosophie liegt in
seinem Versuch, am Anfang der Philosophie eine Korrelation zu verorten, d.h. fiir
Rickert ist der Anfang der Philosophie nicht einfach, sondern zweifach. Diese
“Zweiheit” des Anfangs der Philosophie, die Dualitit zwischen Subjekt und Objekt
— wir werden gleich sehen, worin sie besteht —, kann ebenfalls aus verschiedenen
Gesichtpunkte betrachtet werden. Meines Erachtens lassen sich mindestens drei
solcher Ansichten aufzeigen, die dann drei verschiedene Argumentationsweisen
darstellen: eine indirekte Argumentationsweise, eine direkte und schlieBlich eine
kritische oder polemische Weise.

In Bezug auf den in dieser Einleitung abgesteckten Rahmen schligt der
vorliegende Artikel vor, die von Rickert entwickelte Theorie vom Anfang der
Philosophie aus einer doppelten Perspektive zu diskutieren: als Anfang eines
Systems der Transzendentalphilosophie und als Antwort auf Hegels Kritik an der
Philosophie der Reflexion.? Wir werden zunichst den problematischen Hintergrund
rekonstruieren, der Rickert zum Problem des Anfangs und seiner Unterscheidung
zwischen drei Bedeutungen des Begriffs “Anfang” fiihrt. Dann werden wir Rickerts
Auffassung des Anfangs der Philosophie als Antwort auf bestimmte
Schliisselpassagen von Hegels Wissenschaft der Logik darstellen. SchlieBlich
werden wir die Konsequenzen von Rickerts Lehre vom Anfang fiir die Definition
der Transzendentalphilosophie und die Kritikpunkte, die gegen sie vorgebracht
werden konnen, analysieren.

Der Anfang als Korrelation: Interpretation und Kritik

Der offensichtliche Widerspruch, der sich in der Passage aus der Wissenschaft
der Logik ergibt, resultiert aus einer doppelten Forderung an den Anfang der
Philosophie: Er muss sowohl unmittelbar als auch vermittelt sein. Rickerts Strategie
besteht darin, zu behaupten, dass der Widerspruch, dessen Legitimitdt fiir die
Entwicklung von Hegels eigener Position wesentlich ist, das Ergebnis einer
Verwechslung verschiedener Bedeutungen des Begriffs “Anfang” ist.

Gegen Hegel stellt Rickert drei Bedeutungen des Begriffs “Anfang” vor:
zeitlicher (vermittelter) Anfang, Anfang des Seins und Anfang des Systems
(unmittelbar). Der erste Begriff des "Anfangs" entspricht einem zeitlichen Anfang
oder Ausgangspunkt. Er ist der faktische Anfang der philosophischen Reflexion
und entspricht daher nicht unbedingt etwas Unmittelbarem [1. S. 9].

Diesem faktischen Anfang steht eine rationale, d.h. nicht-zeitliche, Dimension
gegeniiber. In einem rationalen Sinn kann “Anfang” entweder das erste Prinzip
eines Gedankensystems bezeichnen, auf das sich eine philosophische Theorie

2 Das heift, wir versuchen, eine mdgliche nicht-dialektische “Uberwindung” oder “Auflésung” der
Dialektik durch Heterologie in Betracht zu ziehen. Cfr. [4. S. 3].
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griindet und das daher etwas logisch Unmittelbares ist; oder er kann auch ein
Prinzip des Seins, d.h. ein Fundament der Welt, das als unmittelbar, aber in einem
ontologischen Sinn betrachtet werden kann, bezeichnen. Diese Bedeutungen sind
argumentativ unterscheidbar, und deshalb muss die Frage nach dem Anfang der
Philosophie beantworten, welche dieser Bedeutungen die vorrangige ist.

Im Grunde fragt die Frage nach dem Anfang der Philosophie nach dem
Verhiltnis zwischen der Entwicklung des Denkens (Anfang des Systems —
subjektiv) und der Struktur der Welt (Anfang des Seins — objektiv). Hinsichtlich
des letzteren Verhéltnisses nimmt Rickert wiederum einen Standpunkt aus der
Transzendentalphilosophie ein:

“Der kritisch geschulte Philosoph wird im ‘Anfang’ des Seins vielmehr das
Letzte sehen, iiber das er sich am Beginn des Systems noch jedes Urteils zu
enthalten hat [...] Vom logischen Anfang aus soll der Weg allméhlich zum
sachlichen Anfang oder zum nicht weiter ableitbaren Weltgrund hinfiihren. Hielte
man die beiden Anfiange oder Unmittelbarkeiten nicht auseinander, so verlore die
Entwicklung eines gegliederten Gedankengefiihges ihr eigentliches Ziel, und ein
System der Philosophie als eine mit Hilfe von Griinden fortschreitende Darstellung
des Weltganzen konnte man entbehren. Mit dem Anfang hétte man zugleich das
Ende erreicht” [1. S. 12].

Hier finden wir eine erste und wesentliche Divergenz zwischen Hegels und
Rickerts Auffassungen. Nach der von Rickert vertretenen allgemeinen Konzeption
der Philosophie gibt es eine grundsétzliche Trennung zwischen einem Anfang des
Denkens und einem Anfang der Welt, d.h. zwischen einem logischen Anfang und
einem ontologischen Anfang. Mit seiner Unterscheidung zwischen verschiedenen
Bedeutungen des Begriffs “Anfang” verfolgt Rickert eine eindeutig
antihegelianische Strategie. Denn es ist eine Geste, die dem Geist der Dialektik
zuwiderlduft. Rickert 16st den essentiellen Widerspruch des Anfangs der
Philosophie in eine Pluralitdt von nicht widerspriichlichen Bedeutungen auf.

1. a. Die Mangeln von Voraussetzungen in der Philosophie

Die erste Forderung an die Philosophie ist, dass sie ohne Voraussetzungen
beginnen soll. Auch hier macht Rickert eine Aussage, die im vollen Sinne des
Wortes als antidialektisch bezeichnet werden kann:

“Jeder Anfang macht also notwendig irgendeine Voraussetzung, genauer: er
ist selber Voraussetzung, d. h. der Philosoph nimmt bereits am Anfang etwas
als feststehend an, und das allein kann man von ihm verlangen, da3 seine
Anfangs-Voraussetzung nicht auf einer weiteren Voraussetzung ruht oder
durch sie erst vermittelt wird.” [1. S. 15]

Fiir Rickert besteht der eigentliche Anspruch der Transzendentalphilosophie in
einem Maximum an Erkenntnis durch ein Minimum an Voraussetzungen, nicht aber
in deren volliger Absenz. Gleichzeitig miissen wir bedenken, dass Rickert die
Philosophie als Wissenschaft von der Welt in ihrer Totalitdt versteht. Daher muss
die Philosophie voraussetzen, dass es eine Totalitdt der Welt gibt [1. S. 16]. Die
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Philosophie muss davon ausgehen, dass die verschiedenen Bereiche, die von den
Spezialwissenschaften abgedeckt werden, eine gemeinsame Grundlage haben, die
sie zu Mitgliedern eines Universums macht:

“Sie muf} so beginnen, dall ihr Anfang bereits auf das Ende, d. h. auf die
Erkenntnis des Weltganzen Ainweist, und daraus folgt: schon das erste Glied
des Systems muf} einen universalen Charakter zeigen, d. h. zwar noch nicht
das Ganze, aber ein Ganzes sein” [1. S. 17].

Dies erlaubt Rickert, eine zusitzliche Anforderung am Anfang der Philosophie
zu stellen, ndmlich dass sie nicht nur unmittelbar, sondern auch formal und damit
universal sein muss

1.b. Der Anfang beim Ich

Im Zentrum dieser Rekonstruktion der transzendentalen Interpretation des
Anfangs der Philosophie steht die Behauptung, dass die Philosophie mit dem Selbst
beginnen muss. Hegel widmet der Diskussion dieses Satzes einen langen Abschnitt:

“Ein origineller Anfang der Philosophie aber kann nicht ganz unerwihnt
gelassen werden, der sich in neuerer Zeit beriihmt gemacht hat, der Anfang
mit Ich. Er kam teils aus der Reflexion, dall aus dem ersten Wahren alles
Folgende abgeleitet werden miisse, teils aus dem Bediirfnisse, da3 das erste
Wahre ein Bekanntes und noch mehr ein unmittelbar Gewisses sei” [2. S. 76].

Hegel weist auf mindestens drei Probleme hin, die mit dem Anfang der
Philosophie im Selbst verbunden sind. Erstens (1) ist die Idee eines Bewusstseins
im Allgemeinen willkiirlich. Das “Ich”, das als Anfang der Philosophie fungieren
kann, ist sicherlich nicht das empirische “Ich”. Mit dem Ich zu beginnen, erfordert
daher ein Verfahren, dessen Ergebnis die Ausarbeitung des Begriffs des
allgemeinen Bewusstseins oder des reinen Ichs ist. Diese Reinigung des Ichs
erscheint jedoch als eine Anforderung des Problems des Anfangs. So erweist sich
die Aufgabe als etwas, das dem Begriff des Ichs selbst dulerlich ist, und entbehrt
daher jeder wirklichen Notwendigkeit. Im Grunde ist das Ich des Anfangs entweder
etwas von aullen Vermitteltes oder etwas Willkiirliches. Zweitens bietet der Anfang
durch das Ich nur die Illusion von Gewissheit (2). Dies ist eine Konsequenz aus der
Notwendigkeit einer Reinigung des Ich-Begriffs: “Damit tritt vielmehr der Nachteil
der Tauschung ein, daB von etwas Bekanntem, dem Ich des empirischen
Selbstbewulitseins die Rede sein solle, indem in der Tat von etwas diesem
BewuBtsein Fernem die Rede ist” [2. S. 77]. SchlieBlich setzt der Anfang im reinen
Ich den Gegensatz zwischen Subjekt und Objekt voraus (3). Vom Standpunkt des
gereinigten Selbst aus miisste sich der Gegensatz zwischen Subjekt und Objekt
auflosen, weil die Beziehung zu einem Objekt als Gegensatz eine Grenze und damit
eine Partikularisierung ist. Aber wenn man diesen Standpunkt akzeptiert, dann hat
es keinen Sinn mehr, sich auf ein Selbst zu beziehen. Fiir Hegel wird entweder ein
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alternativer Ausgangspunkt gesucht oder die Partikularisierung des Gegensatzes
zum Objekt explizit oder heimlich bejaht.?

Um die Diskussion zu erleichtern, wird die Erlduterung von Rickerts
Interpretation parallel zur Behandlung der drei im vorigen Absatz genannten
Kritikpunkte erfolgen.

Wir wissen, dass das erste Merkmal des Anfangs der Philosophie ihr
unmittelbarer Charakter ist. Fiir Rickert muss etwas, das unabhingig von jeglichem
Vermittlungsbezug ist, etwas unmittelbar Gegebenes sein, und, wiederum nach
Rickert, “das Wort ‘gegeben’ verliert ndmlich seinen Sinn ohne Voraussetzung
eines Ich oder eines ‘Subjekts’, dem etwas gegeben ist” [1. S. 18].

Der gegebene Charakter des Unmittelbaren enthélt eine Dualitédt. Er verweist
nicht nur auf das Ich, dem etwas gegeben ist, sondern auch auf das, was unmittelbar
gegeben ist. Neben der Gewissheit des Ichs als erstem Prinzip steht die Gewissheit
dessen, was dem Ich unmittelbar gegeben ist. Aus diesem Grund hat der Anfang
der Philosophie die Form eines Gegensatzes zwischen dem Ich-Selbst und etwas,
das sich davon unterscheidet und ihm gegeniibersteht, einem Nicht-Ich: “Die
Wabhrheit der beiden Sétze ‘Ich bin’ und ‘Das, was mir unmittelbar gegeben ist’
leuchtet ohne weitere Vermittlungen ein” [1. S. 21]. Rickert behauptet, dass wir am
Anfang der Philosophie nicht nur ein Unmittelbares finden, sondern zwei, ein
Unmittelbares des Pols des Ich und ein Unmittelbares des Pols des Nicht-Ich. Es
bleibt dann zu rekonstruieren, wie beide Pole universal sein kénnen. Hier kommt
Hegels zweite Kritik des Anfangs im reinen Selbst ins Spiel.

Hegel verweist auf eine Verwechslung zwischen den Bestimmungen des
reinen Ich und des empirischen Bewusstseins. Rickerts Strategie besteht wiederum
darin, durch begriffliche Klarung eine Auflosung der Widerspriiche um den
Ichsbegriff zu suchen. Rickert muss auch einen Weg der “Reinigung” des
Bewusstseins vom empirischen Selbst zum “Bewusstsein im Allgemeinen”
anbieten, denn der Anfang der Philosophie muss universal sein. Um diese Aufgabe
zu bewiltigen, unterscheidet Rickert zwischen zwei Arten der Abstraktion, der
generalisierende und der isolierenden Abstraktion.

Die erste Art der Abstraktion, die generalisierende Abstraktion, ist diejenige,
die eine Beziehung zwischen exemplarischen Individuen und einem Oberbegriff
herstellt. Dieser Oberbegriff besitzt keine Bestimmung, die nicht schon in den
exemplarischen Individuen zu finden ist. Deshalb bietet er auch keine Bestimmung,
die nicht schon in der besonderen Instanz zu finden ist. Der Gattungsbegriff des
Selbst wiirde uns im Hinblick auf den Beginn der Philosophie keine Bestimmung
bieten, die nicht im empirischen Selbst zu finden ist. Dieser Ausgangspunkt hétte
eine erste Einschrankung. Allgemeine Begriffe sind Begriffe von etwas
Bestimmtem. Die Universalitit des Anfangs der Philosophie erfordert einen

3 “Die wirkliche Entwicklung der Wissenschaft, die vom Ich ausgeht, zeigt es, daB das Objekt darin
die perennierende Bestimmung eines Anderen fiir das Ich hat und behilt, daB also das Ich, von dem
ausgegangen wird, nicht das reine Wissen, das den Gegensatz des BewuBtseins in Wahrheit iiber-
wunden hat, sondern noch in der Erscheinung befangen ist.” [2. S. 78].

HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY 703



Hasy bonugauu A.Bectauk PYJIH. Cepusi: @unocodus. 2023. T. 27. Ne 3. C. 698—712

allgemeinen Begriff des Allgemeinen. Dies ist die Art von Verwirrung, die Hegel
in Bezug auf den Anfang im reinen Selbst aufzeigt. Bei Rickert wiederum handelt
es sich nicht um eine Progression oder Lauterung vom konkreten Selbst zum
universellen Ich, sondern um die Unterscheidung zwischen zwei verschiedenen
Arten von Begrifflichkeit.

Diese zweite Art der Allgemeinheit ist, wie bereits erwihnt, das Produkt der
isolierenden Abstraktion. Rickert erklért, dass die dem Begrift eigene Beziehung
zwischen allgemeinen Elementen hergestellt wird:

“Doch weil ein solcher Sprachgebrauch leicht zu Mifverstindnissen fiihrt,
ziehen wir es vor, nicht alles, was wir durch Abstraktion in einer "Reinheit"
als ein Allgemeines denken, Begriff zu nennen, sondern sprechen von
Begriffen stets im Unterschied von dem, was unter sie fillt. Das durch
begriffliche Abstraktion erfallte Etwas, das allgemein sein kann wie sein
Begriff, bezeichnen wir dann als ein allgemeines Moment” [1. S. 29]

Dieses allgemeine Moment entspricht dem ‘Ich’, das als Anfang der
Philosophie fungiert. Das Ergebnis der isolierenden Abstraktion sind nicht die
wesentlichen Figenschaften des Selbst, sondern die Bestimmung einer allgemeinen
Struktur als Moment des Ich. Diese Aussage Rickerts ist, wie seine Einfithrung des
Begriffs des ‘Gegebenen’, ein philosophisches Arkanum. Rickert behauptet, dass
bestimmte Begriffe wie Ichheit oder Individualitit eine Universalitit anderer
(transzendentaler) Ordnung haben, aber die Unklarheit dariiber, warum dies der Fall
ist, schwicht Rickerts Position.*

Der dritte Hegelsche Einspruch weist darauf hin, dass der Anfang im Ich den
Gegensatz zwischen Subjekt und Objekt voraussetzt. Im Gegenteil, fiir Rickert
gehort es zum Wesen des Anfangs der Philosophie, dass er nur als Verbindung von
Subjekt und Objekt gedacht werden kann. Subjekt und Objekt sind Begriffe, die
erst in ihrer gegenseitigen Bezugnahme Bedeutung erlangen. Wenn die Philosophie
mit dem Ich beginnen soll, muss sie notwendigerweise auch mit einem Nicht-Selbst
beginnen, mit einem Objekt, das in Korrelation zum Ich des Anfangs steht. Keine
Definition des Subjekts kann ohne einen Bezug auf das Objekt angeboten werden,
und deshalb muss der Anfang der Philosophie eine Dualitét sein:

“Zum Subjekt gehort ein Objekt, ja diese Begriffe werden nur in ihrer
gegenseitigen Beziehung aufeinander versténdlich. Daher muf3 auch das Ich
am Anfang der Philosophie, falls damit der ganze Anfang gemeint sein soll,
so verstanden werden, daf} er sich in ein Ich im engeren Sinne und ein Nicht-
Ich spaltet. Das dem Ich unmittelbar Gegebene und notwendig mit ihm
verkniipfte Nich-Ich wollen wir das immanente Nicht-Ich nennen. Das Ich im
weiteren Sinne als ganzer Anfang umfaflt dann also das Ich im engeren Sinn
und das ihm immanente Nicht-Ich als Doppeltheit von Ich-Subjekt und Ich-
Objekt.” [1. S. 20]

4 “Moment” ist ein technischer Begriff in Rickerts Logik, der in “Vom Anfang der Philosophie”
keine weitere Prazisierung erfahrt [5. S. 120].

704 NCTOPUSA ®PUIIOCODPUN



Péez Bonifaci J. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):698—712

Die Philosophie muss von einer Totalitit ausgehen, wenn auch einer Totalitét
im formalen Sinne. Diese Totalitdt besteht dann in der Synthese zwischen dem
immanenten Selbst und Nicht-Selbst, zwischen Form und Inhalt, zwischen dem
Bewusstsein im Allgemeinen und einem gegebenen Inhalt des Bewusstseins im
Allgemeinen. Diese Synthese entspricht dem, was Rickert “die Welt des Anfangs”
nennt. [1. S. 30]

Um auf Hegels Kritik zuriickzukommen, akzeptiert Rickert teilweise die
Legitimitdt von Hegels Kritik. Das reine Ich an den Anfang der Philosophie zu
stellen, erfordert einen unausweichlichen Bezug auf ein Anderes als das Ich, auf
den Gegenstand. Andererseits muss der Anfang auch dem Anspruch entsprechen,
eine Totalitdt zu sein, und aus diesem Grund scheint der Bezug auf ein Anderes
prinzipiell ausgeschlossen zu sein. Der Bezug auf ein Anderes ist eine Bestimmung
und damit eine Singularisierung, die mit der Universalitdt des Anfangs unvereinbar
ist. Aus diesem Grund muss Rickert die Korrelation zwischen Subjekt und Objekt
nach einem anderen Modell als dem der Determination konzipieren. Dieses Modell
ist der zugrundeliegende Schliissel zum Verstdndnis von Rickerts Antwort auf die
drei Ebenen der Hegelschen Kritik und wird daher den nédchsten Abschnitt unserer
Arbeit einnehmen.

Das heterothetische Prinzip: das Eine und das Andere

Mit dem Begriff “Heterotesis” bezeichnet Rickert ein Begriffspaar mit der
spezifischen Eigenschaft, dass diese Begriffe ihre spezifische Bedeutung verlieren,
wenn sie nicht im Gegensatz zueinander gedacht werden:

“Der eine fordert den anderen als notwendige Ergidnzung, und erst das aus
beiden bestehende Ganze ist wahrhaft denkbar. Gewill konnen wir das eine
Glied einer solchen Korrelation begrifflich vom andern trennen, aber wir
miissen es dabei zugleich auf das andere beziehen, weil sonst nicht einmal die
begriffliche Trennung moglich wire. In der Regel sind solche Begriffe Glieder
einer Alternative und bilden zusammen eine Totalitdt, in der weder das eine
noch das andere Glied fehlen kann.” [1. S. 23]

Diese Korrelation der Begriffe wird von der Bestimmung (Negation)
unterschieden. Die Determination ist insofern spezifisch fiir die Teile der Welt, als
‘jede Determination eine Negation ist’. Die Bestimmung eines Inhalts erfordert die
Negation in Bezug auf einen anderen unbestimmten Inhalt. Die Totalitdt kann auf
diese Weise nicht begriffen werden, weil es kein Anderes gibt, in Bezug auf das die
Totalitdt die Negation sein kann. Die Totalitdt kann nur durch solche Begriffe
artikuliert werden, namlich durch solche, die ein heterothetisches Paar bilden.

Einer der Texte, in denen Rickert diese Idee ausfiihrlicher entwickelt, ist die
Abhandlung “Das Eine, die Einheit und die Eins” [5]. Die erste Darstellung der
Heterotesis entspricht der Charakterisierung des Erkenntnisgegenstandes, der nur
im Sinne einer Korrelation von Form und Inhalt verstanden werden kann:
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“Freilich ist, wie wir noch genauer sehen werden, das rein Logische nicht
absolut "einfach". Wohl aber bleibt der denkbar einfachste rein logische
Gegenstand ein Inhalt, von dem sich nur sagen 1dBt, daB es "ein" Inhalt
iiberhaupt ist, also Inhalt iiberhaupt in der Form des FEinen. Das noch
Einfachere oder das absolut Einfache ist kein Gegenstand, sondern nur ein
Moment am Gegenstand, das sich gesondert denken 146t. Daher mul3 der
einfachste Gegenstand schon Verbindung einer einfachen Form und eines
einfachen Inhalts sein” [5. S. 125—126].

Die Momente des Gegenstandes, Form und Inhalt im Allgemeinen, bedingen
sich gegenseitig. Der Erkenntnisgegenstand als Ganzes muss als eine Beziehung
verstanden werden, in der die aufeinander bezogenen Momente Form und Inhalt
sind. Dasselbe Modell des relationalen Denkens wird abstrakt als Beziehung
zwischen der Identitdt und ihrem Andersheit ausgedriickt [5. S. 128]. Was den
Gegenstand im Allgemeinen betrifft, so gehort zu seiner Identitdt, zu seiner Form,
notwendigerweise ein anderer, d.h. ein Inhalt, dazu. Objektiv zu denken, heif}t also,
relational zu denken. Die Charakterisierung der Heterotesis oder Heterologie in
“Das Eine, die Einheit und das Eine” wird durch den Verweis auf das Binom von
Form und Inhalt erreicht

“Die Heterologie ist schon bei der Bestimmung jedes theoretischen
Gegenstandes notwendig, den wir logisch denken wollen. Sogar die Identitét
1aBt sich zum selbstindigen Gegenstand nicht durch A allein, sondern erst
durch die Formel A ist A, also durch ein anderes A bestimmen. Einen Satz der
Identitdt gibt es daher streng genommen in vollig addquater Formulierung
nicht. Identitit und Andersheit gehdren notwendig zusammen” [5. S. 128].

Die Anwendung dieses Prinzips ist nicht lokal, d.h. exklusiv fiir die
Erkenntnistheorie. Im Gegenteil, Rickert stellt fest, dass dieser Modus des
heterothetischen Denkens fiir das philosophische Denken im Allgemeinen
charakteristisch ist. Die Heterotheose ist also der Modus, durch den die begriffliche
Artikulation einer Totalitdt gedacht werden kann, und damit sind wir wieder bei der
Auseinandersetzung mit der Hegelschen Philosophie.

Die Beziehung zwischen dem einen und dem anderen ist logisch gesehen die
grundlegendste mogliche Beziehung:

“das Andere ist genau ebenso ‘positiv’ wie das Eine, oder wenn man einen
solchen Ausdruck vermeiden will: das Andere steht urspriinglich oder von
Anfang an neben dem Einen, was selbstverstindlich nicht zeitlich gemeint ist,
und bildet ein Element innerhalb des rein logischen oder des theoretischen
Gegenstandes iiberhaupt, das zwar notwendig zum Einen gehort, aber nicht
aus ihm durch etwas abgeleitet werden kann, worin die Andersheit nicht
bereits enthalten ware.” [5. S. 129]

Derselbe Gedanke einer heterothetischen Opposition, in der Gegensitze
positiv  charakterisiert werden, wird von Rickert verwendet, um den
Zusammenhang des Anfangs der Philosophie zu charakterisieren. Der Anfang der
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Philosophie hat nicht die Form einer determinierten Negation, sondern die einer
Heterotheose:

“So bilden das reine Ich und das ihm immanente Nicht-Ich zusammen eine
‘Welt’, die als umfassende Welt des Unmittelbaren bezeichnet werden darf,
und die durch ihren Begriff daher die kritische Forderung in demselben Mafe
wie die universale erfiillt” [1. S. 32].

Diese Aussage hat gewichtige Konsequenzen, denn unter dem Gesichtspunkt
dieser Korrelation hat keiner der beteiligten Faktoren eine begriffliche Prioritét
gegeniiber dem anderen [5. S. 131]. Die Philosophie beginnt sowohl mit dem reinen
Ich als auch mit dem Objekt im Allgemeinen, oder genauer gesagt, sie beginnt nur
mit ihrer heterothetischen Korrelation.

Heterotesis und Transzendentalphilosophie

In diesem dritten und letzten Abschnitt werden wir die Konsequenzen von
Rickerts Lehre vom Anfang fiir die Definition der Transzendentalphilosophie und
die Kritikpunkte, die gegen sie vorgebracht werden konnen, analysieren. Im
Wesentlichen werden wir uns von den folgenden beiden Fragen leiten lassen: Was
sind die grundlegenden Elemente fiir eine Bewertung von Rickerts Vorschlag; was
konnen wir aus diesem Vorschlag hinsichtlich des Problems des Anfangs der
Philosophie lernen?

Um diese Fragen zu beantworten, miissen wir auf den Gegensatz zwischen der
Hegelschen und der transzendentalen Interpretation des Problems des Anfangs
zuriickkommen. Beide stellen konkrete Beispiele flir unterschiedliche Arten des
philosophischen Denkens dar. Christian Krijnen erkldrt diesen Gegensatz treffend
mit den Begriffen eines Quasi-Monismus der Korrelation versus eines Quasi-
Monismus der Negation [6. S. 99]. Der Gegensatz zwischen den beiden Prinzipien
des Denkens — Korrelation und Negation — nimmt eine besondere Form an, wenn
das Problem des Anfangs der Philosophie untersucht wird. Diese Form wird durch
den Begriff der Bewegung des Denkens verkorpert. Das heift, das Problem des
Anfangs kann nicht rein und ausschlieBlich im Sinne einer begrifflichen Kldrung
bewertet werden. Es gibt vielmehr eine zusitzliche Dimension, die berticksichtigt
werden muss, ndmlich die Dimension des Fortschreitens oder der Entwicklung des
Anfangs selbst hin zur Bildung eines Systems des Denkens als solchem.

Bei Hegel ist es gerade der Gedanke des Anfangs der Philosophie, der durch
die Forderung nach einem unmittelbaren unbestimmten Anfang zur ersten
Bestimmung des Systems fiihrt, nimlich der Uberwindung der Dialektik zwischen
Sein und Nichts im Werden. Es ist der Gedanke des Anfangs, der die Logik in Gang
setzt, d.h. ihre Dynamik selbst bestimmt. Im Falle der Transzendentalphilosophie
hingegen, so die neokantianische Interpretation von Rickert, geht die Dynamik
nicht vom Begriff des Anfangs selbst aus, sondern die Beziechung zwischen dem
Anfang des Denkens und der Erkenntnis des Anfangs des Denkens bleibt &uf3erlich
[6. S. 104]. Dies bedeutet, verstanden als Kritik an der Idee eines korrelationalen
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Anfangs, dass das Fortschreiten von der Korrelation zwischen reinem Selbst und
Objekt im Allgemeinen stindig die Einbeziehung neuer Bestimmungen erfordert,
die in diesem anfanglichen Binom nicht (immanent) vorhanden sind. Diese Kritik
setzt natiirlich die Legitimitit der spekulativen Bewegung des Denkens voraus.
Aber unabhingig von dieser Giiltigkeit ist es wichtig, Rickerts eigene Position in
dieser Angelegenheit zu betrachten.

Erstens hélt Rickert die Beziehung des Andersseins fiir logisch vorrangig vor
der Negation. Dieser Vorrang stellt den expliziten Kern seiner Kritik an der
Hegelschen Philosophie dar. Fiir Rickert bietet die Negation kein positives Wissen
iiber das Andere, sondern, wenn es um eine ausschlieBende Alternative geht,
zwischen dem Einen und dem Anderen, weist die Negation einfach auf das Andere
hin [5. S. 130], sie ist in der Lage, das Andere zu entdecken. Sie ist in der Lage, das
Andere zu entdecken, aber nicht, es zu schaffen. Der schopferische Charakter der
Negation besteht fiir Rickert in dem Schein, der durch die Verwechslung der
Negation mit dem logisch vorausgehenden Begriff der heterothetischen Opposition
entsteht.

Zweitens behauptet Rickert, dass nur sein eigenes Verstdndnis des Denkens als
Heterotesis es ermoglicht, das Denken in Bewegung zu setzen [5. S. 131]. Das
spekulative Denken wiirde versuchen, das Denken auf der Grundlage der bloBen
Identitéit in Bewegung zu setzen, wihrend der Bezug auf einen anderen erforderlich
ist. Doch angesichts dieser Phantasie bekriftigt Rickert stets das Primat der
Dualitét, d.h. der Beziehung. Es ist dieses Zusammentreffen der Dualitit, das der
ersten Bewegung des Denkens entspricht, d.h. der Synthese des einen und des
anderen in ihrer Korrelation: “In ihr [die Synthese] erst haben wir in Wahrheit den
vollen "Anfang" des Denkens. Thesis und Heterothesis sind nur durch Analysis der
urspriinglichen Synthesis begrifflich isolierte Momente des Logischen™ [5. S. 132].

Die Momente sind also nicht falsch in ihrer Einseitigkeit, sondern einfach
Momente. Aber was sollen wir dann unter Bewegung verstehen? Und was zwingt
uns dazu, in Bezug auf die Korrelation zwischen reinem Ich und Objekt im
Allgemeinen so voranzuschreiten, dass wir unseren ‘zweiten’ Schritt in der
Philosophie machen? Hier kommt der Unterschied zwischen dem korrelativen
Anfang und dem bloen Anfang durch das reine Ich ins Spiel.

Erinnern wir uns an das allgemeine philosophische Motiv, das hinter der Idee
der Korrelation steht, so sehen wir, dass Rickert versuchte, sowohl einer
objektivistischen als auch einer subjektivistischen Tendenz entgegenzutreten.
Wihrend die idealistische Philosophie, die den Anfang der Philosophie im Ich
sucht, zur Auflosung des Objekts im Subjekt neigt, positioniert die Idee der
Korrelation Subjekt und Objekt als gleichrangige Elemente. So kann die
Bestimmung des logischen Denkens selbst nicht ohne einen Bezug auf das Objekt
selbst vorankommen:

“Nicht allein bei der Erkenntnis der Objekt-Welt ist der Inhalt des unmittelbar
Gegebenen zu beriicksichtigen, sondern auch bei der weiteren Behandlung der
Subjekt-probleme kommen wir ohne eine Wendung zum Objekt nicht den
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kleinsten Schritt iiber das reine Ich hinaus. Jede Differenzierung des
identischen Ich-BewuBtseins ndmlich wird allein dadurch moglich, da3 wir
den Inhalt heranziehen, der dem Ich auch als unmittelbar gegebenes Objekt
gegeniibertreten kann, also begrifflich auf die objektive Seite der Ich-Welt des
Anfangs gehort, so eng er faktisch auch mit dem Subjekt verbunden sein
mag” [1. S. 42]

Um bei der Bestimmung des Subjekts voranzukommen, zum Beispiel bei der
Unterscheidung zwischen einem erkennenden Subjekt und einem Subjekt, das
kiinstlerische Schonheit schétzt, ist ein Durchgang durch einen objektiven, dem
Bewusstsein gegebenen Inhalt erforderlich. Auf diese Weise wird die Idee eines
Anfangs durch Korrelation, anstatt eine strenge Rechtfertigung eines Anfangs
durch das Selbst zu bieten, letztendlich das beinhalten, was Rickert eine “Wendung
zum Objekt” nennt. Nur durch die Einbeziehung dieser neuen Ausrichtung auf das
Objekt kann ein Fortschritt in Bezug auf das reine Selbst erzielt werden. Auf diese
Weise ist die Bewegung des Denkens tatsdchlich etwas, das von "aullerhalb" des
reinen Denkens selbst kommt: “Wo man sich nicht auf das allgemeinste a priori des
reinen Ich beschriankt, sondern die Mannigfaltigkeit der Formen des Subjekts
aufzeigen will, hat man Riicksicht auf den anschaulich gegebenen
BewuBtseinsinhalt zu nehmen” [1. S. 43]. Dieser Ubergang vom reinen Ich im
Allgemeinen zur Mannigfaltigkeit seiner Formen ist fiir Rickert auch der Ubergang
vom blofen Anfang der Philosophie zur Bildung ihres Systems. Die Bewegung, auf
die Rickert sich bezieht, bedeutet also nicht nur einen Schritt iber den Anfang der
Philosophie hinaus, sondern auch die Einfiigung eines wirklich dufleren Elements
in den urspriinglichen Zusammenhang, der am Anfang der Philosophie gesetzt
wurde.

Diese Wendung zum Objekt wurde bereits im Text zur Erkenntnistheorie und
Philosophie der Mathematik implizit vorweggenommen. In einem allgemeinen und
einleitenden Kommentar zu seiner eigenen Erkenntnistheorie stellt Rickert fest,
dass wir mit ihr die Alternative zwischen einem erkenntnistheoretischen
Empirismus und einem Rationalismus zu iiberwinden hoffen und einen Beitrag zum
‘transzendentalen Empirismus’ anbieten [5. S. 119]. Es ist die Erfahrung selbst, die
Erfahrung eines dem Bewusstsein gegebenen Gegenstandes, die es der Philosophie
erlaubt, die sogenannte ‘Welt des Anfangs’ aufzugeben. Diesem Empirismus
zufolge bedarf die transzendentale Sphére, auch wenn sie in ihrer bloen Formalitat
entdeckt wird, eines faktischen Moments. Die Bewegung des Denkens in
spekulativen Begriffen scheint dann einer Bewegung der Erfahrung
entgegengesetzt zu sein. Der Anfang der Philosophie stoB3t auf eine Vermittlung,
aber diese Vermittlung gehort nicht zum Denken des Anfangs selbst, sondern ist
eine Vermittlung durch etwas, das ithm duBerlich ist. Es bleibt aber die Frage offen,
ob der Preis, der fiir dieses Verstdndnis des Fortschritts der Philosophie zu zahlen
ist, nicht vielleicht der transzendentale, d.h. reine Charakter ihrer eigenen
systematischen Architektur ist.
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Fiir Rickert ist diese Aussage ausreichend:

“Was sich als Anfang des Systems darstellt, ist in seiner Doppelheit bei
jedem Schritt zu berticksichtigen, von dem wir hoffen diirfen, daB3 er
uns dem Ziel der Philosophie, der Erkenntnis des Weltganzen, ndher
bringt” [1. S. 50].

Die Aufgabe der Philosophie wird nun zu einer fortschreitenden Vertiefung
dieser Korrelation zwischen dem subjektiven und dem objektiven Pol, die bei jedem
Schritt durch eine Bestimmung von Subjekt und Objekt festgestellt werden muss.
Dieses Gleichgewicht zwischen Objektivismus und Subjektivismus, das durch
Korrelation erreicht wird, l4sst schlieBlich eine Frage offen: Welchen Sinn soll die
kopernikanische Wende, das wesentliche Prinzip der Transzendentalphilosophie,
haben, wenn wir in letzter Instanz auf eine Wendung zum Objekt zuriickgreifen
miissen?

Schlussfolgerungen

In diesem Beitrag haben wir die von dem neokantianischen Philosophen
Heinrich Rickert angebotene Interpretation des Beginns der Philosophie vorgestellt.
Wir haben besonders hervorgehoben, wie diese Interpretation des Beginns der
Philosophie als Korrelation zwischen einem reinen Subjekt und einem reinen
Objekt, die auf der Idee einer Heterotesis beruht, eine Neuinterpretation der
kantischen Philosophie und einen Versuch darstellt, auf spekulatives Denken zu
reagieren. SchlieBlich haben wir ein Problem dargestellt, mit dem diese Theorie
konfrontiert ist, ndmlich das Problem der progressiven Bewegung vom Anfang der
Philosophie zur Philosophie selbst. Dieses Problem wird bei Rickert erst durch eine
Hinwendung zum Gegenstand gel6st, die seine Philosophie in einen
‘transzendentalen Empirismus’ verwandelt.
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Abstract. This research examines the philosophical conception of the beginning of
philosophy as a correlation between subject and object developed by the Neo-Kantian
philosopher Heinrich Rickert. In the first place, the investigation reconstructs the problematic
background that led Rickert to the problem of the beginning of philosophy and his distinction
between three meanings of the term ‘beginning’. This background is related to the revival of
dialectical philosophy during the first decated of the 20th century. In the second place, we
explain this idea of a correlative beginning of philosophy as a response to the paradox
formulated by Hegel in the first pages the Science of Logic. In this way, Rickert's argument is
analyzed as a response to Hegel’s three main criticisms of the beginning of philosophy through
the concept of the ‘pure I’. In the third place, we clarify the arguments that Rickert develops in
his essay on the concept of the beginning of philosophy by introducing key references to
Rickert’s conception of heterological thought. Finally, we evaluate Rickert’s conception of the
beginning of philosophy in light of the general project of transcendental philosophy. We will
show how what Rickert calls the “turn to the object” commits him to a paradoxical position,
which he himself characterizes as ‘transcendental empiricism’. All in all, this study aims to
show that Rickert’s position is one of the most original positions in transcendental philosophy
that addresses the Hegelian question of the true beginning of philosophical science.
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Abstract. The manifestation of the significance of geographic specificity in the formation
and development of society is the most crucial research vector in the study of socio-
philosophical doctrines. The tradition of conceptualizing the meaning of geography in the
history of Russia was significantly contributed by Sergey Solovyov and Vasily Klyuchevsky.
Fyodor Stepun also correlated geographic conditions and social practices within the philosophy
of landscape, which he successfully integrated into his socio-philosophical doctrine. This
research paper is undertaken to reveal the essential principles of Stepun's social philosophy and
to determine the features of his argumentation, which he used to interpret the mechanism of the
socio-cultural process. Comparing the landscapes of Europe and Russia is Stepun's favorite
method to focus on entirely different systems of social practices formed in different natural
conditions. The limited/unlimited opposition is the foundation of Stepun's landscape
philosophy. Stepun emphasizes that religion plays a significant role in forming the existence of
social beings. Religion creates and maintains the unity of society, without which it is impossible
to include geographic space in social practices. Religion forms a collective social subject from
a multitude of individuals and collective formations and from their various activities — a unity
tradition: a culture that has its strategy for the social development of the landscape. Stepun
believed that the loss of religion's functionality as an instrument of social cohesion leads, in the
long term, to the death of culture. Orthodox politics will help in the conditions of Russia's
infinite space to ensure social cohesion and thus incorporate the landscape into social area. This
policy knows the unique role of religion in socio-cultural development. Thanks to the Orthodox
policy, it is possible to integrate the Russian landscape into the economic system effectively.
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Introduction

The spatial consciousness of a modern European person, formed based on the
subject-object dualism elaborated in René Descartes’ philosophy, assumes the
attitude of man to nature as an object — a material for the realization of own
interests, the realization of needs [1. P. 465—466]. The Earth is seen as a space
which should be adapted to human existence, included in social practices'. In the
European philosophy of the New Age, Charles Montesquieu and Johann
Herder played a defining role in correlating social development with natural
conditions 2.

In the history of Russian thought, the most critical role in the interpretation of
history in terms of the New European subject-object dualism, expressed in the
interaction of man with the natural space, was played by Sergey Solovyov and,
later, Vasily Klyuchevsky®. Prior to Solovyov, historians paid attention to the
natural features of Russia. However, Solovyov considered them in combination
with other factors and substantiated their influence on the features of social
organization, including economic, political, cultural and household features
[4. P. 59—60]. He laid down the understanding of the territory as a condition of
identity formation. He shaped the problem field of the Russian paradigm of
geosociology (for further reading regarding the latter ref. [6]). Because of
Solovyov, climatic conditions, the specificity of the landscape, and the proximity
of water bodies become the most critical factors in substantiating the historical

patterns of socio-cultural development of Russia*.

! Herder eloquently describes this situation when discussing anthropogenesis: “Nature raised man
from the earth — it elevated him, and he became the ruler of the Earth” [2. P. 105].

2 Montesquieu deduced the specificity of the laws of morality, law and religion depending on the
laws of nature [3. P. 165]. Unlike Montesquieu, Herder believed that geographical features create
conditions for the development of society but do not determine human activity [2. P. 182].

3 Sergey Solovyov proposed the idea of land gathering, which became the basis of Russian
statehood, and connected the state’s development with the territory’s expansion [4. P. 58]. Vasily
Klyuchevsky named external nature one of the three forces (along with personality and society)
forming human dwelling: “External nature is observed in historical life as the nature of the country,
where the known human society lives, and is observed as a force, as it affects the life and spiritual
structure of people” [5. P. 40].

4 In this regard, D.N. Zamyatin’s judgement about Russia is appropriate: “The Cartesian sin and
greatness of Russia is the recognition of its own expanse as the basis of national existence” [7. P. 68].
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In keeping with this tradition, Fyodor Stepun’ linked the peculiarity of socio-
cultural development to natural conditions. He referred to the concepts of landscape
and paysage®. He was trying to put them in the context of socio-philosophical
narratives and, through them, to comprehend the principles of the functioning of
society. In this study, I plan to answer the question of how Stepun integrates the
concept of the landscape into his socio-philosophical teaching and relates it to the
peculiarities of socio-cultural development.

The Role of Landscape in Actualizing Freedom

Stepun, already in his early work, drew attention to the fact that the
comprehension of space affects human existence. The extent and openness of the
terrain determine the actualization of a person as a participant in this world and the
evaluation of their role in the development of society. In 1912 he published a short
article Towards the Phenomenology of the Landscape, in which he analyzed the
peculiarities of space comprehension in Russia and Europe [10].

Europe is characterized by orderliness in society — a consequence of the
limited space of nature. For instance, Stepun writes that human hands create the
roads of Tuscany but are involuntarily subordinated to “the basic essence of
Florentine nature, — its completed formality” [11. P. 805]. European person
discovers the possibility of expressing their aspirations in form, in the pursuit of
compositional balance — finding meaning in aesthetic harmony with the world as
an active participant in world existence. Their efforts determine how the world will
change and the composition’s form. In contrast to Europe, Russia is characterized
by the ability to observe large spaces. The main features of Russian nature are “im-
mense distances, endless expanses, a clear aesthetic of uncreatedness and
shapelessness” [11. P. 807]. Man is aware of himself being a grain of sand in front
of the immensity of nature, its omnipotence; he realizes the infinity, the immensity
of the world beyond his control. Expanse does not allow the Russian man to realize
himself as a participant in the formation of the world.

5 Fyodor Avgustovich Stepun (1884—1965) was a famous writer and philosopher of the Russian
Abroad of the first wave who left Soviet Russia by train in 1922. During the foreign period of his
life and work, he developed a philosophical and religious concept in which he substantiated the
importance of religion in forming social unity. He criticized the teachings of the Bolsheviks and
believed that Soviet Russia would embody totalitarianism. On the pages of Novy Grad magazine
(1931—1939), co-founded by F.A. Stepun along with I.I. Bunakov and G.P. Fedotov, he presented
an alternative way of Russia’s development — the way of Christian politics [8. P. 74—380].

¢ The terminological peculiarity of the series of articles Thoughts about Russia, directly related to
the problematics of this paper, is that Stepun uses the concept of “landscape” in a broad sense,
putting in this word the characteristics of the landscape: “Russian spaces are truly expanses:
expanses uncluttered by any forms, expanses flooded by the spills of forests, fields, swamps and
rivers” [9. P. 318]. Stepun precedes the discussion of the specificity of the Russian landscape by
mentioning geographical determinism, the representatives of which derive “...the properties of the
national character from geographical and climatic conditions” [9. P. 318].

7 In what follows, I will cite this work from the edition [11].
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Stepun further deepened the contrast between Europe and Russia established
in his article by linking the specificity of the landscape to the development of social
phenomena. Beginning with a work on the philosophy of Oswald Spengler (1922)
[12], Stepun pointed out that the variants of social organization differ depending on
natural conditions. Nature acquires the status of one of the indicators for
determining the peculiarities of the formation of social phenomena. In Stepun’s
opinion, every culture can only cognize itself, i.e., comprehend the principles of
interaction between people and the functionality of social institutions in given
natural conditions® [12. P. 14].

In the cycle of essays Thoughts about Russia (1923—1928) [9], he contrasts
the models of socio-cultural development formed in the European and Russian
landscape conditions. Stepun connected the specificity of landscape inclusion in
social practices with the system of regulations and algorithms in the conditions
under which human freedom is realized. Due to the limitedness of the landscape,
freedom for a European person is an opportunity to actualize oneself as a participant
in socio-cultural development. The European nature’s formalization makes each
person want to take part in ordering the world around him/her. The geography of
European spaces influences the affirmation of the significance of each person and
his desire to bring something new into the formation of society’s being.

Unlike the European, the Russian man lacks “intellectual creativity and law-
abiding industriousness” [9. P. 317], because the form is not a prerequisite for the
Russian person’s self-actualization in the world, fitting himself into the universe's
composition. In the Russian landscape, “all forms are absorbed by formlessness;
the meaning of the expanse is in infinity...” [9. P. 319]. Under the influence of
nature, an individual does not realize himself as a creator, remaining passive. He
does not feel himself to be the master of life. He grasps the fragility of his

8 I would like to disagree with W.G. Szczukin, who, discussing Stepun’s philosophy of landscape,
notes that the idea of the influence of landscape on human thinking and creativity most likely dates
back to Friedrich Ratzel's school of anthropogeography [13. P. 152]. Agreeing with the undeniable
influence of Ratzel on the development of geographical thought, W.G. Szczukin’s remark is less
applicable to Stepun’s doctrine. Ratzel believed that culture is related to population density: poor
settlement indicates a low level of development of the people and its savagery [14. P. 11]. Wild
peoples are “peoples who are more under the pressure of nature or dependent on it than the
peoples of culture” [14. P. 14]. Stepun seeks to justify not the savagery of the Russian man but his
otherness — his difference from the European. Unlike Ratzel, he writes about the prospects of
Russia’s development, not about the past of its territory. One should also pay attention to the
appearance in Stepun’s reasoning for assessing Russian culture as superior to European culture. He
called Russian culture primary and European — secondary [15. P. 498]. Stepun undoubtedly fell
under the charm of Spengler’s ideas about the decline of the Western world and considered
Spengler's idea of the dying of Europe in the context of his philosophical doctrine, in which he
defends the paramount importance of religion in the formation of social unity [15. P. 498]. However,
we should not talk about the consonance of ideas, rather than the use of Spengler’s developments in
Stepun’s philosophy, because he does not apply Spengler’s terminology and does not accept his
justification, built on the opposition of culture and civilization as stages of socio-cultural
development [16. P. 325, 342]. It is fair to register Stepun’s philosophy of space as a contribution to
the Russian tradition of geosociology.
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achievements, his skills in front of the force of the elements: “Bread can be sown,
but it cannot be grown. Meadows, beautiful in spring, can always be burned and
overstayed in the rains by the time they are mowed” [9. P. 216].

A Russian man has never considered the land his own, nor did he strive to take
care of it [9. P. 320]. He did not intend to arrange his existence in the landscape, to
assert himself as an active participant in nature and culture. As W.G. Szczukin
noted, in Stepun’s philosophy, the “Limitless”” and monotonous Russian landscape
for centuries has accustomed our fellow countrymen to the idea that any civilized
human effort on this no man’s or “God’s” land is, in principle, doomed to failure.
A decisive, definitive transformation of nature into culture along the lines of what
has been done in the West by virtue of the victorious humanism there, on this Earth
is impossible, pernicious, or, at least, sinful” [17. P. 65].

Stepun concludes that the set of social practices in the conditions of Russian
space should be formed on different principles than in Europe [9. P. 318—319]. To
do this, it is vital to determine how a person can include the boundless natural space
in the social being. In the next section, I will analyze how Stepun throughout his
work, from the “Novograd” series of articles to his most recent publications’,
connects the functionality of religion as a social institution with the peculiarities of
including landscape in social life.

The Role of Religion in Shaping Society

Religion is a tool for forming a system of social practices through which man
creates and develops the sphere of his being!’. Religion is the only source of
timeless truth that allows it to form social unity, i.e., to reconcile all possible
contradictions in society and to provide identification of spheres of human activity
(economy, law, morality, science, art, etc.) as sides of a single process of
development of society as a whole [21. P. 538]. Social integrity is a condition for
forming the strategy of including natural space in the system of social practices.
Because of religion, society (collective social subject) creates a single collective
object — culture [21. P. 538]. Its creation in certain local natural conditions implies
including natural space in social practices — molding social space.

However, according to Stepun, social unity in the natural space of Europe and
Russia is shaped differently. In Europe, the following strategy is to include the
natural landscape in the sphere of social being. Each person in a limited natural
space can realize himself as a co-creator of social being, provided that he relies on
the timeless religious truth in his activity (for further details, ref. [26. P. 87]). Man

% Stepun laid the foundations of the doctrine of Christian politics in the Novograd cycle of articles:
The Path of the Creative Revolution (1931) [18], About the Man of ‘New City’ (1932) [19], The Idea
of Russia and the Form of its Disclosure (1934) [15], Longed for Russia (1936) [20], and About
Freedom (1938) [21]. After World War II, Stepun continued to develop the doctrine of Christian
politics in the sketches of the book Bolshevism and Christian Existence (1962) [22—24] and one of
his most recent articles, Nation and Nationalism (1965) [25].

197t should be noted that Stepun, in analyzing religion, focuses only on Christianity.
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identifies himself as an element of the collective social subject, as an important
participant in forming social space, able to make a unique contribution to culture.
Because of religion, man comprehends the will and understands that he can exercise
freedom under conditions of social unity. The effective improvement of Europe
became possible under conditions of a system of social practices that were formed
owing to religion [19. P. 450]. The rejection of religion in forming social unity leads
to the loss of human identification as a participant of society and the subsequent
degradation of freedom to meaningless arbitrariness. The modern growth of
European prosperity is the development of the bourgeoisie, which has “the
rationalist roots of the late Enlightenment” [19. P. 450] and is associated with the
businesslike manner and rationality of everyday life, creating and maximizing
conveniences. An individual preserves the focus on the transformation of the
environment but on the conditions of the bourgeoisie [19. P. 450] loses the religious
truth and the concept of culture as such: “In nature, neither indifference, nor beauty,
nor faith exists... Absurd and senseless: everything is carried into the distance, but
there is no distance in life — no distance of dreams, no distance of risk, no distance
of faith” [20. P. 515]. Stepun believes that the development of the bourgeoisie in
Europe relates to the fact that religion has lost its functionality as an instrument for
forming and maintaining social unity. It was 1) reduced to law in Catholicism; 2)
reduced to morality in Protestantism [9. P. 325]. Both variants contain temptations
and can lead to detrimental consequences in the development of culture.
Catholicism generates the temptation of clericalism, i.e., the desire to maintain
social unity by legislative prescriptions [19. P. 447]. Protestantism contains the
temptation of apoliticism, which leads to autonomization and atomization of
individuals — their striving to actualize free will without considering the goals of
social and cultural development [19. P. 447—448]. Both European variants of
religion’s justification entail the destruction of social unity and the loss of memory
about own historical tradition [20. P. 515], which in perspective, will lead to
disintegration of society and loss of the sense of socio-cultural development in
Europe!!. Europeans will lose the notion of interaction with the landscape, thereby
allowing the threat of alienation: the landscape can be occupied and adapted by
peoples of other cultures!?, applying their traditions of attitude to the land.

In the conditions of Russia’s limitless space, according to Stepun, religion
provided the possibility of being a society unlike that in Europe.

The sense of human, shaped by nature could be rationalized through piety,
expressed through religiosity. Religion did not push, as a European, the Russian
man to agile transformative activity concerning the world but transformed the sense
of insignificance before nature into subordination to social power [24. P. 571].
Stepun believes that “Russian muzhik [peasant] never feels himself the master of
his life, he always knows that there is a real Master over his life — God”

' One can see Spengler’s influence in these arguments. Stepun admits that he uses Spengler's idea
of the gradual death of Europe [15. P. 497—498].
12 Stepun feared that Europe would be occupied by young non-European peoples [15. P. 498—499].
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[9. P. 216]". Legitimizing the omnipotence of power through religion played a
crucial role in social cohesion: people realized themselves as participants of the
collective social subject, grounding their existence as its elements [9. P. 323]. A
person's activity makes sense only in the status of a constituent element of the
activity of the whole society. Stepun noted that, unlike the European, the Russian
man sought to bring something new through his activity only as a constituent
element of the collective subject, which is reflected in the mentality: “the honor and
love of the Russian people belong not to the hero who goes his way of his own free
will and in Promethean pathos tries to determine the fate of his neighbor, but to the
quiet saint who, forgetting about his feelings, lives only to be the window through
which God looks at people and they at God” [23. P. 585].

Stepun believed that the Russian man’s relationship to the land had not formed
in its entirety, and the landscape was not included in the social space because the
history of Russia had yet to form a unified interpretation of the functionality of
religion in the life of society. The Non-possessors (followers of Nilus of Sora), who
proposed to separate religion and politics, and the Josephites (followers of Joseph
Volotsky), who believed that the church should actively participate in state
administration, tried to qualify the role of religion [27. P. 403]. Noting the
tentativeness of the comparison, Stepun draws parallels between 1) the Josephites
and Catholicism because of the aspiration to draw the church closer to state power
(the temptation of clericalism); 2) the Non-possessors and Protestantism because of
the church’s detachment from public life and the aspiration to detach itself from
politics (the temptation of apoliticalism) [27. P. 402—403]. Stepun did not
explicitly mention similarities in his criticism of the two versions of Orthodoxy with
the branches of European Christianity. Nevertheless, using similar reasoning, he
came to the same verdict. Both interpretations of the role of the Orthodox Church
in society deprive it of its primary function as a social institution, that is, forming
social unity. Stepun believed religion could ensure society’s unity only if it
overcame the confrontation between the currents of Orthodoxy [27. P. 404].
Christian policy involves the separation of the state from the church, which at the
same time serves as a guide for the righteousness of state paths of development and
provides a link to church life and national culture [27. P. 404]. The application of
Christian politics will allow shaping of a model of socialization of individuals,
which includes a system of social practices to include the landscape in the social
space [18. P. 426—427].

The commonality of land is a condition for organizing economic life in Russia.
Stepun suggests removing land from private ownership so that all people would be
only its users [20. P. 530]. This would allow everyone to consider each personal
plot of land as a fragment of the unified Russian land and allow developing respect
for it. An individual working on his plot projects the attitude of the whole society

13 1 agree with W.G. Szczukin that “the Mystical God whom Stepun mentions <...> was nothing but
the spiritualization of the beauty and power of this plain — the blue of the sky, the infinity of
horizons, the leisurely flow of rivers, the bottomless blackness of the frosty night” [13. P. 159].
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(collective social subject) to the whole Russian land. In the framework of the
conciliar community provided by religion, other people identify themselves as such
workers of the land and, in its use, are oriented to the public good. If the institution
of religion is abandoned in justifying the feasibility of freedom, social unity will be
lost. In the economic development of the landscape, this will lead to the loss of
identification of the personal plot of land with the entire Russian land and the
subsequent destruction of the set of algorithms and regulations of social practices
associated with including the natural landscape in the social space. Stepun's
doctrine of Christian politics allows us to build a system of relations with the
landscape in the conditions of Russian boundlessness of space, to form a tradition
of thrifty nature management, and to substantiate a social system corresponding to
the boundlessness of nature.

Stepun’s conceptualization of the peculiarities of space comprehension relates
to religion’s functionality in forming social unity. I have reflected on reconstructing
the European and Russian ways of forming social space in Table.

The Role of Religion in Society Formation

The Role of Religion in the Formation The Role of Religion in the Formation
of European Society of Russian Society
Humans are aware of their will and, thanks to | Humans identify themselves through religion
religion, understand that theyey can realize it | as an element of social wholeness, allowing
only within society. them to grasp and exercise freedom.

Both options presented in the table consider religion's functionality in forming
social unity as a condition of comprehending natural space, and its inclusion in the
system of social practices.

Conclusion

In his teaching on Christian politics, Stepun developed the ideas of
geographical determinism of Sergey Solovyov and Vasily Klyuchevsky, linking the
specificity of the relationship between man and land to the quality of socio-cultural
development. In contrast to the classics of historical thought, Stepun considered the
influence of the landscape on the history of Russia and derived a universal criterion
for assessing the prospects of socio-cultural development. Analyzing the
significance of geographical peculiarities in Stepun’s socio-philosophical doctrine
provides an opportunity to actualize a new problem vector in the history of Russian
philosophy abroad. The study of the comprehension of natural space in the context
of the formation and development of society can serve as a tool to substantiate the
specificity of the functionality of social institutions and collective formations.
Stepun formed a model of socio-cultural development in which landscape became
a significant parameter in the development of the system of social practices.

Forming the strategy of including land space in social practices is a condition
for the viability of culture. Actualizing freedom, man forms the sphere of his being,
and this process implies mastering natural space and its inclusion into the system
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of social practices. Stepun considers man’s landscape development as one of the
indicators of the unity of society. Zealous economy, including land use, testifies to
the functioning of the system of social phenomena. The tradition of landscape
development in Stepun’s doctrine testifies to the systematic functioning of society.
According to Stepun, religion plays a unifying role, shaping social unity and
ensuring the formation of a system of social practices to incorporate the natural
landscape into society. The formation of social space depends on the specificity of
the religious interpretation of social practices in which the person embodies his
freedom. Depending on the conditions of nature, two opposite variants of social
space formation are possible: 1) from individual freedom through religiously
secured social unity to actualize the limited spaces of Europe; 2) from the social
unity formed by religion to the individual’s awareness of his freedom in the
conditions of Russian vastness. These variants of the formation of social being
construct different traditions of relating to the landscape: 1) the land is a limited
European space in which a multitude of individuals exercise their freedom, while
religion makes it possible to unite their trajectories of creative development into a
single socio-cultural process; 2) the land is boundless Russian space, which can
only be understood as an object of activity and included in social practices through
religious unity with other people, as elements of society (collective coexistence).
The denial of religion as a tool of social being leads to a loss of social unity and the
subsequent death of culture. People do not identify with a particular society or
cultural tradition and lose the strategy of including the landscape in social practices.
The problematization of the inclusion of geographical space in social being
served as a research perspective, which allowed us to justify the variability of socio-
cultural development, and the lack of a single scale of criteria for evaluating the
society. Europe and Russia develop in different ways, in the conditions of the
natural landscape differently, justifying the functionality of social institutions
(religion, law, etc.) and collective formations (institutions, communities,
organizations). The established model of relations with the land is a fundamental
condition for the formation and development of the sphere of social being.
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AHHOTANMA. AHATN3 3HAYCHUS TeOrpadUUECKUX OCOOCHHOCTEH B OBITHH COI[yMa —
BOXHEHIITNIA HCCIIEAOBATENILCKANA BEKTOP B HW3YyYEHHH COLMAIBHO-(PHUIOCOPCKUX YYCHHUH.
B Tpamnnmio KoHIENTyamu3alu{ 3HAUYEHHS reorpaduu B uctopuu Poccum OonbImol BKIaa
BHeciu C.M. ConoBséB 1 B.O. KiroueBckuit. @.A. CtenyH B pycie pa3BUTHS CBSI3U reorpa-
(hUvecKUX YCIOBUH M COLMANBHBIX MPaKTUK pa3pabotan ¢unocoduto manamadTa, KOTOPYIO
YCIICIIHO MHTETPHUPOBAJ B COOCTBEHHOE COIMANbHO-(pIIocodpckoe ydeHue. IIpennpusTorii
B HACTOSIIIIEM HCCIICTOBAHUI aHAIN3 [TO3BOUT YCTAHOBUTH BAKHEHIIIME PUHIIUATIBI COIIHAIh-
HOM punocoduu CrenmyHa, BEISIBUTb OCOOCHHOCTH €r0 apryMEHTAlluH, UCIIOIb3YEMbIE UM IS
000CHOBaHHS MEXaHH3Ma COIMOKYJIbTYpHOTO pa3BuTHs. CpaBHeHue nanamadra EBporns u
Poccun — st0 m3mro6aennsrit mpuém CremyHa, YTOOB aKIIEHTHPOBATH BHUMaHNE Ha (popMu-
PYEMBIX B pa3HBIX MPHUPOTHBIX YCJIOBUSAX COBEPIIEHHO PA3NIUYHBIX CHCTEM COLMAIbHBIX
npakTuK. ONIo3unusl orpaHHYeHHOE/0e3rpaHudHOe CTAaHOBHUTCS (pyHIamMeHTOM (unocodpun
nmaagmadTa Crenyna. OH ycTaHaBIMBAET KOPPEISIIUIO MEKIY BETHIMHONW TPUPOITHOTO TIPO-
CTpPAHCTBA ¥ UICHTU(UKAINCH OTACIHHOTO YSIOBEKa B KAUECTBE YUaCTHUKA coryMa. CTenyH
OTMEYAET, YTO PEJIUTHSI HTPACT ONPEIEISIONLYIO POJib B (OPMUPOBAHUH COITMATILHOTO OBITHS,
MIOCKONIBKY OOecIednBaeT EIMHCTBO O0IIecTBa, 0€3 KOTOPOrO HEBO3MOXKHO BKIIIOUCHIE
reorpaduIeckoro MpoCTPAHCTBA B COIMANBHBIC IPAKTHKH. PENNUTHs U3 MHOXKECTBA HHIBH/IOB
Y KOJUIEKTHBHBIX 00pa30BaHUil (HOpMHUPYET KOJIEKTUBHOTO COLUAIBHOTO CyOBEeKTa, a U3 UX
Pa3HOIUIAHOBON JESITENbHOCTH — EAMHYIO TPAIHIHIO: KyJIbTYpy, HMEIOIIYI0 COOCTBEHHYIO
CTPATETHIO COIMATBHOTO OCBOCHHUS JTaHAmadTa. YTpara QyHKINOHAIEHOCTH PEIUTHU B Kade-
CTBE MHCTPYMEHTA COLIMAIbHOTO eIMHEeHHS, TI0 MHeHUI0 CTenyHa, MPUBOJUT B IIEPCIIEKTHBE K
rubenu KyJabTypbl. B yCIOBHSIX POCCHICKOTO O€3rpaHHMYHOrO TMPOCTPAHCTBA OOSCTICUUTH
COIMAIBHOE €MHCTBO M TaKMM 00pa3oM HWHKOPIIOPUPOBATH JAaHAMAPT B ObITHE COMyMa
MIOMOKET MPaBOCIIaBHAs MOJUTHKA. biarojgaps mpaBoCiIaBHON MOJIMTHKE BO3MOXKHO d(dek-
THUBHOE BKJIFOYEHHE POCCUHCKOTO JaHIMAa(pTa B CHCTEMY X03HCTBA.

KaioueBble cioBa: pycckoe 3apyOexbe, COIIYM, PEIHTHs, COUHAIBHOE CIIHCTBO,
XPUCTHAHCTBO, TIPABOCIIABHAS OJUTHKA
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PYCCKOTO 3apy0ekbsi: CHHTE3 COLMOJOTHYECKOr0 HOMHUHAIM3MA U YHUBEpcanu3Ma». Pexxum
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PHH BOCIIPUATHS, KOTOPBIE MTO3BOJIAIOT YBUAETH CTPYKTYpPY (PeHOMEHA B KOHTEKCTE OHTOJIOTH-
YECKUX, COLNATBHO-HCTOPHICCKUAX H PETUTHO3HO-MICTHUECKIX paccyxaennii K. Manesuya.
ABTOp CTaBUT 33124y NPEICTaBUTh TCOPHIO BOCIPUITUS MajieBuda ¢ TOUKU 3PSHHUS COBPEMEH-
HOU Teopuu dHaKTHBHU3MA. TodHee, B paMKaxX JHAKTHBU3Ma aBTOP 00pAIacTcsi K TEOPUH COIH-
abHBIX ad(hOpAaHCOB, KOTOPAst CErONHSI aKTHBHO NMPUMEHSIETCS B AW3aiHE, TeM-HHIYyCTPHU
U IPYTUX MPAKTHYECKUX cepax jKu3HU. ABTOp ONMUPACTCS HA TEOPETUUECKUE U COIUATBHO-
MOJIMTHYECKUE CTaTh MajieBU4a W BTOPHUYHYIO HCCICIOBATEILCKYIO TUTEpaTypy. HecmoTpst
Ha M3YYEHHOCTh CyIepMaTH3Ma B HCKYCCTBOBEIUECKOM KITIOUE, aBTOP HACTaUBaeT Ha HEOOXO-
JMMOCTH JadbHEHIIET0 H3YIeHU TEOPETHICCKAX paboT ManeBrnia B KOHTEKCTE COBPEMEHHOM
¢unocodpun CO3HAHUS U HA aKTYyaJbHOCTH CyNEepMaTHUYECKOH (umocodun s COBpEMEHHOMH
KYJIBTYPbl MBIIDICHUS. ABTOp TpPUMEHSET (PEHOMEHOJOTO-TepMCHEBTHUECKUN METOH LIS
Hanbojee AayTeHTHYHOTO NpEACTaBICHHUS MBICTH ManeBuda, 3JEMEHTHl DKOJIOTMYECKOM
MICUXOJIOTUH U SHAKTUBH3MA B (rocoduu co3Hanus. B cBoro ouepens, Teopus addopaancos
MTO3BOJISIET COYETATh BCE BBHIICIICPEUNCICHHBIE MOMEHTEI OPraHUYHEIM | 3¢ (peKTHBHBIM 00pa-
3oM. HMccnenoBanme mokaseiBaeT, 4To uuer ManeBnda 00 MCKYCCTBE M TBOPYECTBE TaKKe
UMEIOT HEMOCPEACTBEHHOE POACTBO ¢ 3Toi Teopueil. bonee moapobHO Hccneayercs Te3uc 0o
OMIYIICHUU KaK HEJIN XYHOKCCTBCHHOI'O BBICKa3bIBAHUA. HOI[qepKI/IBaeTCH, qTo Ka31/1M1/1p
ManeBud Bcerma akIEHTUPOBAT TeNECHO-ap(PEKTHBHYIO COCTABIIONIYI0 HCKYCCTBa, TEM
CaMbIM YYacTBYs B INTOOATBHOHN KyJBTYPHO-UCTOPUYCECKON CMEHE MPEICTABICHUI 00 HCKyC-
CTBC; TCIICPb UCKYCCTBO IICPECTACT 6I>ITL QJINTAapHBIM, a4, HAIIPOTUB, IIOCTOAHHO CONPSKECHO B
MPaKTUYECKOM CTOPOHOM KU3HU. Tak, MajieBud roBOPUT 0 HOBOM HCKYCCTBE, KOTOPOE MOIXO-
JIUT YEJIOBEKY HOBOI'O MHPA, COBETCKOMY T'PKIaHUHY. B 37TOM KOHTEKCTE 51 CBSI3BIBAIO UCIO
addopranca, koTopas 03HaYAET CO3AaHHUE OLIYILCHUSI-BO3MOKHOCTH JUIsl CYOBEKTUBHOTO JIeii-
CTBHSA (areHra), ¢ XyI0KECTBEHHBIM aKTOM, IIETIHI0 KOTOPOTO, COTIIacCHO MaieBnudy, sIBISETCS
CO3JJaHUE SMOLUOHAIBHOTO Tesa — ad(YeKTHBHOTO oulyIeHus. Teopus connansHbIX apdop-
JIAHCOB, KOTOPAasi 00BSACHSIET MEXaHU3M COLUATIBHOI HHTEPAKIIHH, TIOJTyYaeT CBoe 000CHOBaHME
B KadecTBe HamOosiee OJM3KOW K CylepMaTH3My W aJleKBaTHOW OOBSICHUTEIHLHOW MOJEIH

© Xaxanosa A.A., 2023
@ @ @ This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
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cynpematuieckoi ¢pmirocopuu. B pesynbrare, OCHOBBIBasCh Ha ykKe pa3paOOTaHHON KOHIIETI-
UK TenecHO-a(HEKTUBHON TUHAMUKH, aBTOP IOKA3bIBACT JaTbHOBHIHOCTH U HOBATOPCTBO
I/I):[eﬁ MaHeBI/ILIa, KOTOpPBIC IO CYTU NPEABOCXUIIAIOT TCOPUIO COLMAIBbHBIX, SMOIIMOHAJIBHBIX
addopaaHCcOB OOIIEHYSI.

KnroueBblie ciioBa: apdopaanc, tenecuo-apdexTrBHas TUHAMUKA, OECIPEIMETHOCTD,
aBaHTrap/, TCOpUus BOCHPUATHUS, DHAKTUBU3ZM
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Bodily-Affective Aspects of Phenomen
in Malevich’s Suprematism
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Abstract. The study addresses some aspects of Suprematist theory of perception, allowing
to investigate the structure of Suprematist phenomenon in the context of ontology, socio-
political and religious-mystical works of K. Malevich. The aim of the paper is to present
Malevich’s theory of perception in the framework of enactivism. Namely, the article focuses
on the theory of social affordances, which today is widely used in design, game development
and other everyday practices. The author refers to Malevich’s theoretical and sociopolitical
essays, as well as to the commentary literature. Although Suprematism represents a well-
researched tradition in art theory, the author stress the need for a follow-up study of Malevich’s
theoretical essays in the contemporary context of philosophy of consciousness. The author also
emphasizes the relevance of Suprematist philosophy for today’s way of thinking. For the most
authentic presentation of Malevich’s ideas I use the phenomenological and hermeneutical
method on a par with elements of the ecological approach in psychology and enactivism in the
philosophy of consciousness. Consequently, the theory of affordances an effective and natural
unification of all the aspects discussed above. The study shows the affinity of Malevich’s ideas
to this theory. The author focused on the thesis of feeling as the goal of the expressive act of
art. As one could see, Kazemir Malevich always emphasized the bodily-affective dimension of
art, and in this sense he participated in a global cultural-historical shift in our conception of the
essence of art. Since then, art has ceased to be elitist, but has instead inherited everyday
practices. Thus, Malevich speaks of a new art that suits the man of the new world, the Soviet
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citizen. In this context, I relate the idea of affordance, which means the creation of a feeling-
opportunity for subjective action (agency), to the artistic act whose goal, according to Malevich,
is the creation of an emotional body-affective feeling. I defend the theory of social affordances,
explaining the mechanism of social interaction, as the most adequate model for explaining
Suprematism. As a result, based on the already developed concept of bodily-affective dynamics,
I show how visionary and creative Malevich was, and how his ideas contribute to the
development of a theory of social, emotional affordances.

Keywords: affordance, bodily-affective dynamics, unobjectivity, avant-guard, theory of
perception, enactivism
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BesepeHue

VY xynoxxHuka-HoBaTopa Kazumupa ManeBuda Mbl He HaiiieM COOCTBEHHO (H-
J0CO(CKUX TPAKTATOB WIM CTPOHHON (uiocodckoil Teopun Bocnpustus. Ero
MBICJIb POKJAETCS U3 CAMBIX Pa3HbIX UCTOYHUKOB BJIOXHOBEHHS: HCTOPUU UCKYC-
CTBa, TCOPUM BOCIPUATHUS, HAYUYHO-INOMYJISIPHOM JIMTEpAaTypsl TOTO BPEMEHH,
CYNpeMaTHYECKUX 03apEHUM, CONPSYKEHHBIX C IMYHBIM MOYTH PEIUTHO3HBIM OIIbI-
TOM, COLIMATBHO-NIOJIMTHUECKUX PAcCyKICHUH O MecTe XyA0KHUKa B OOLIECTBE,
MHUCTHYECKHX (PUIOCOYUIECKUX TE3UCOB O MHPOYCTPOMCTBE B LeioM. B sTom
CMBICJIE MBICJIb MasieBU4a XOJIMCTUYHA U SIBJISIETCA TEKCTOJOTHYECKUM ITOPTPETOM
caMoro XyJOXXHHKa. BripodeM, TOUYHO TO K€ MOKHO ObUIO OBl CKa3aTh O cOOMpa-
TEJIBHOM 00pa3e pyCcCKOro MHTEIUIUIE€HTa, PEBOIIOIMOHEPa-Xy10’KHUKA TOIO Bpe-
MEHH, Ul KOTOPOTO XapakTepHa 0co0asi MHTEHCU(HUKAIMA CMBICTIA, BHITEKAIOMIAs
U3 €ro JUYHOW MUCTEPUH MTO3HAHUS U MIOCTH)KEHUS CMBICIIA.

JleiicTBUTENbHO, TPaAULIMS aBaHTap/la Havaja JABaJALIaTOr0 BEKa OTJIMYAeTCs
CWIBHON TEHJCHIMEH K IOINOJHUTEIBHOMY TEOPETUYECKOMY, KBa3HHAyYHOMY
00OCHOBAHHUIO XYJ0KECTBEHHOTO BBICKA3bIBaHUA. [l0ATHI, XYJOXKHHUKH, MY3bI-
KaHTbI MOJPa3yMEBAIOT HEKYIO KOHIIETITyaJIbHYyI0 OUTBY MEXy CTapbiM OypKyas-
HBbIM MMPOM YCTOMYMBBIX ONIO3ULHUI, CTAHJAPTOB U HOBBIM MUPOM OLIYLICHUH U
COCTOSIHMI, ITpolLiecca CO3/1aHusl CMbICIAa XYJI0)KECTBEHHOI'O BBICKA3bIBaHMS, €r0O
nepexxuBanus. [locnennee 10 cux mop OCTaeTCsl INIaBHBIM TPEHAOM COBPEMEHHOTO
HCKYCCTBA, B KOTOPOM aKTyaJlu3M U IPUCYTCTBUE OKA3bIBAIOTCS pellalouMu (ak-
TOpaMH CO3/aHUs OIpenesieHHOro 3(dexra B aylle pelunueHTa U MOHUMAaHHUs
BCEH KOHLIETILIUHU XY/10)KECTBEHHOT'O BbICKA3bIBaHUA. TOUHO TAKKe JIJIs1 TIOHUMAHUS
CYNpEeMaTHYECKOro BbICKA3bIBAaHUS HEOOXOJUMO YUMTHIBATh 3MOLMOHAIBHBIN
KOHTEKCT, B KOTOPOM IHMILET W TBOPUT €ro cosnparens. OCh BpeMEHM Hadasia
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JIBAJLIATOrO BEKAa OTJIMYAETCSI OCOOCHHBIM TPEOOBAHUEM K JIEATENSIM KYJIbTYPhl —
TpeOOBAaHNEM PEBOJIIOLIMOHHBIX, MHOTJIAa O-NAIyacCKH CMEJIbIX PEeIleHUil 1 apTH-
KyJIMPOBaHHOHU pedIIeKCUU CBOCH PeUYH U POJIH B TEKTOHMYECKOM JIBUKCHUU LIUBHU-
nu3anuii. B Monomoit ctpane CoBeTOB 3TOT MPU3BIB 0OPETAET MOMCTHHE OHTOJIO-
IMYECKUI MaciTad, 4TO OY€Hb YacTO CTAHOBMIJIOCH JUISI MHTEJUIEKTYallOB «CTa-
pyiku EBpoIb» IpeIMeToM ONaciuBOro usymiaeHus'. MajaeBud ABJIsSeTCs SpKUM
IIPUMEPOM 3TOTO MapajoKcaIbHOro aMOMBaJIEHTHOI'O BpeMEHH, GUiIocopuiecKue
BO33PEHHsI KOTOPOT'O COYETAIOT B ceOe BbIILIE yKa3aHHbIE uepThl. DeHOMEH cynpema-
TU3Ma BBICTPAUBAETCS HAa CIOKHOM (pYHAAMEHTE COLMAILHO-TIOIMTUYECKUX H3Me-
HEHUH B CTpaHe, JIMYHOIO TBOPYECKOro ImyTd ManeBuua Kak XynokHuKa Hosoro
BpPEMEHH, PUIOCOPCKUX TPAAULIUAX PYCCKOTOBOPSILIET0 UHTEIIEKTYaIbHOTO MUDA.

CrouT HamOMHUTh, YTO IOMUMO BBEJICHUS HOBOW KOHLENIMU B JKUBOIIMCH,
MHHOBAIIMOHHBIX UJIEH B apXUTEKTYpPE, HAYyYHO-UCCIIEJOBATEIbCKOM NEATEIBHOCTH
Ha MPOTSHKEHUH KU3HU MajeBud 3aHUMal 3Ha4MMble [TOCTHI B OpraHax ympasJe-
HUS 10 JielaM HpPOCBELIEHMs, ObUl OTBETCTBEHHBIM 3a MYy3€ilHOE IBHXKEHUE
B cTpaHe. BHayane cBoeil TBopueckoi Kapbepbl OH TECHO COTPYAHUYAT ¢ QyTypHU-
CTaMH U aBaHrapJIMCTaMH, Ha BHICTABKaX KOTOPBIX MOSBUIIUCH [IEPBBIE CYNIpEMaTH-
yeckue paboThl, B TOM YUCIIE MKOHA cynpeMaTu3Ma «YepHslii kBagpat». Toraa xe
nosiBUIMCh MaHudecT cynpematuzma «OT KyOusma K cynpematuzmy. HoBblit
JKUBOIIMCHBIN pean3M», U34aHHbIM MaTIOMMHBIM, U IpyTHE TEOPETUYECKUE pa-
60T1el Manesuua. B 1917 r. ManeBuu cran npezacenarenem oouiectBa «byOHOBBIN
BajieT», MyOJMKOBAJl CTaThbU B JKypHalle «AHapXus», re B YaCTHOCTU OTKPBITO
TOBOpWJI O 0€3rocyIapCTBEHHOCTH CyNpeMaTh3Ma M B II€JIOM O HE3aBHCUMOCTH
HCKYCCTBa OT MOJUTHUYECKOM no3uuuu. [locneaHee cTaHeT riiaBHBIM KpUTEPHEM
B CyIb0€ XyI0KHUKOB-aBaHIAPAMCTOB KaK IpEACTaBUTENEH YNaaHUYECKOH
¥l BPEJIOHOCHOM U/I€0I0ruy 3anaa’.

Kak u MHOrue apyrue XymoXKHUKHM TOrO BpeMeHHU, MasieBud 3apakeH uneeu
HOBOTO BUJICHHS MUPA, COOTBETCTBYIOILETO0 COBPEMEHHOMY COBETCKOMY IIPOJIETap-
ckoMy co3HaHuto. CynpeMarusM, TOrja, BBIXOJUT 3@ PaAMKH YMCTO BHYTPEHHEIO
JUTSL ICKYCCTBA HAIPABJICHHS, TIPEJICTABIISIS COO0M O0Jiee 00Ty 0 TEOPUIO0 COZHAHHUS
HOBOT'O Y€JIOBEKA U Jlaxke ujeosoruto. JleicreurensHo, Manesuu B ayxe Jauaepa
HalMM NMUIIET MaHU(ECTHI U EKIapaliy, B KOTOPBIX YyBCTBYETCSl €r0 COOCTBEH-
Hasi BOJI K BiacTu. OHa pacnpoCTpaHsAeTCs BILIOTh 10 OHTOJIOTMUECKUX IPETEH3UM
ee HocuTend. Tak, cympeMarnyeckasi >KMBOIIMChH MOJYy4aeT CBOE MOJKPEIUICHUE B
TEOPETUUYECKHX BBIKIAAKaX XyA0XKHUKA O OBITHM IIPEMETA, MUPaA, CAMOI'0 aBTOpa
B CyIpeMaTHYECKON pealbHOCTH U O TOM, Kak paboTaeT BOCHPUSATHE 3TOH peab-
HOCTH, KAKOBa CTPYKTYpa CYNPEeMaTHIECKOro (peHoMeHa.

! Xapakrep oTHOCHTEIFHO MONOHOH pycckoi Harmu obcyxnaerca O. lllmenriepoM B «3akare
EBpons», 3. @peiinom u MHOrUMH IpyTumi [ 1].

2 Jlerom 1926 r. B razere «JIeHUHTpajCcKas NMpaBaa» BHIXOAUT cTaThs kputuka I'. Ceporo «MoHa-
CTBIPh HA TOCCHAOKEHUNY, KOTOPasi CTaa MOJUTUISCKUM JOHOCOM Ha HHCTHUTYT, B KOTOPOM pado-
Tan ManeBud, JeHUHrpaackuil ['oCynapCTBEHHBIH HMHCTUTYT XYJOXKECTBEHHOW KYJIBTYpPHI
(F'MHXYK), B KOTOPOM yKa3bIBaJIOCh HAa KOHTPPEBOIIOLIMOHHYIO AEATEIIFHOCTh MHCTUTYTA. HCTH-
TyT Bckope 3akpblau. Ilocne 3arpaHnuHbIX moe3nok B 1927 r. ManeBuu nojasepraics apectaMm U
MIpOIIEN Yepe3 HECKOIBKO 3aKII0UEeHHUH 110 0OBHHEHHIO B IIMTHOHAXKE.
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OHTONOrnMYecKknin apryMmeHT

B cynpemarusme Mup TBOPUTCS U3 HUUETO BEIIECTBEHHOT0 Havana, u3 Huuro
IIPEIMETHOCTH, BEIllb BO3HUKAET Oaroaps CHHEPruM YUCTHIX (POPM U OLYLIEHUH,
U TO Ha BpeMs, MOTOMY YTO >XM3Hb, KOTOPYIO OOHapyXMBaeT CyHpeMaTHCT
B CBOEM OKHE (Ha XOJICTE), IO CYTH SBISETCS H)JeM LBETHOTO U IpauuecKoro
BOCHpUATHUA — OECKOHEUHOM Oenoil sHeprueil, wnu Oe3rpaHUYHO YEepPHOU
marepueii [2. C. 77—78]. Hu ¢hopma, HM LIBET B CBOEM Ipeeiie HE SBISIIOTCS Ipa-
1000pa3yOLUMMH 3IE€MEHTAMU CYNIPEMAaTHYECKOTO BbICKA3bIBAHHSI, OHU SBIISIOTCS
CJIEIOM «IHEPTuH, OKpammBaroiei csoe asmwxenue» [3. C. 78], uinum pe3yibraTtoMm
OLIYLIEHHUs, UBOIUCHOIO BIICYATIECHUS, UHTYUTHUBHOTO BOCIPUATHUS SBICHUS
[3. C. 90]. OcHoBa Mupa ocTaeTcsi HETPOHYTOW BUAMMBIM WITIO30PHBIM MHOT000-
pasueM LBETHBIX (OpPM M B 3TOM CMbICIe Mup, o ManeBuuy, npeObIBaeT
B [TapMEHUIOBCKOM CHOKOMCTBHH, CYLIHOCTh KOTOPOTO HEM3MEHHA".

HeuszMeHHOCTh MOAIMHHOTO OCHOBAaHHUS MHpa BBIPaXKaeTcs MOHATHEM Oec-
MIPEIMETHOCTh, KOTOpAasi COCTABJISIET CYIIHOCTh BCeX siBieHU B mupe. [logooHoe
TyaJTUCTHYECKOE IJIATOHUYECKOE pellleHue Bompoca O ObITHU MO3BoJsieT Mare-
BUYY Jajbllle 000CHOBATh TE3HUC O HE3aBUCUMOCTH MUPA UCKYCCTBA OT APYTHX CO-
[UAJIbHBIX HHCTUTYTOB. MICKyccTBO O0JIbIIIE HE CITYKUT LIEJIN JIYYIIEero IOHUMaHUs
OKpY KaroIIero MPUBBIYHOTO MUpPA, HE CO3JIAeT WJUIIO3UU 3TOTO MHpPA, MOCKOJIbKY
OHO CaMO MPHUHAUIEKHUT LIAPCTBY HMHOTO MNOpPsIKA, HEMAaTEpUAIbHOMY LEAPCTBY
M3HAYaJIbHOIO Oe36echsi. Llenblo NCKyCcCcTBa CTAHOBUTCS BECTh 00 3TOM M3HAYalIb-
HOM COCTOSIHUH BCETO OBITHS, ¢ YeM MajeBuY CBA3BIBACT PEBOTIOIIMOHHOCTD U T1a-
doc Hoporo uckyccrpa B nenom®. Orcrona Manesuu packpblBaeT IMyTh Pa3sBUTHS
YKUBOIMCHOTO CJI0Ta OT UMIIPECCUOHUCTOB /10 cynpeMaru3mMa. Tak, UCTOpHs KUBO-
MIUCH TPEACTaBIsIET COOOH MPOIECC MOCTENEHHOTO OCBOOOKICHHS KUBOITHCHOTO
BBICKA3bIBaHUSl OT MOAYMHEHHUS (PU3MKO-ONTHUECKHM 3aKOHOMEPHOCTSIM HAIIETo
MIOBCEJTHEBHOTO BOCIIPUATHSL.

B nmpousBeneHusx HOBOrO MCKyCCTBa Hayalld Mcue3aTh 00pasbl, UCYe3 MpH-
3HAaK M300pa)Ke€HUs MPEIMETOB, WILIIOCTPALMs UACOIOTHM, OTpakeHue ObiTa, —
CJIOBOM, N300pa’KeHMsI «KaK TAKOBOCTWY SIBIICHUI )KU3HHU, JBUHYJIACh HOBas 3a7a4a
— BBIP@XEHHUS OILYIIEHUS CHJI, PA3BUBAIOLIMXCS B IMCUXO(PHU3UOIOIMYECKUX
obnactsx yenoBeueckoro cymectBoBanus [3. C. 84].

W3 npencraBnenuii ManeBu4a-uCKyCCTBOBEA CTAHOBUTCS SCHO, YTO OCHOB-
HBIM JTOCTM)KEHHEM UMIIPECCUOHHM3MAa OH CUMTAET ABMKEHHE B CTOPOHY OOJbILEH
pOJIM peLUNMNEHTa. DTO OH JOJDKEH HCHBITaTh OMNPEJECIIEHHOE BIIEYATIEHUE OT
BCTpEUM C KapTUHOW. HMmnpeccuonucmwvl CO3[JAI0T WIUIIO3HIO YK€ JPYyroro

3 Tak Ha 06n0%Ke kuury [llonenrayspa «Mup Kak BOJS U MPEICTABIEHNE» MaeBUY MHUIIET, 4TO
MHUP HEIBHKUM BHE BOJIM U MpeACTaBiIeHus [4].

4 «JIBIIAT TyX ¥ YHCTOE JAEHCTBO, CTOS 32 TIPEENAMU HOBOTO CETOIHANIHETO OBITHS, KPHKOM CHITb-
HOTO ropJjia MEHSET B 3BYKE HEIOHITHBIX CJIOB HAIM MPEICTABICHHS U IPEBPAIIACT CETOAHS B 3aB-
TpaHuil 1eHb. CMEIaTCs TOYKH, yCTAHOBUBIINE PEalbHOCTh Belly. MIeT HoBbIe TOUKH Iepe-
CEJICHHS] MBICJIb — YHUYTOXHB YIPYTOCTh MaTEpHH Beei... Mup Belel ncue3HeT, U IBET, U 3BYK,
u OykBa, 1 00bEM YCTaHOBSAT CBOIO (hOpPMY, SBAT (HaKTypy, U3 KOTOPOW YMCTHII JIETKHH O€r JISHKET B
OECKOHEYHOCTH sIBJICHHEM HOBBIX peasibHocTel. Karactpoda craporo mupa Henzoexnay [5. C. 101].
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MOpsAJIKa — 3TO WJUTIO3US OIYIIEHUS (HapUMep, BOCIIPUSTHE CBETa HA KapTUHAX
UMIpeccHoHUCTOB). Oco00e MECTO Ha 3TOM 3Tare pa3BUTHUS KUBOIUCH ManeBuy
orBoguT Ce3aHHy Kak mMacTepy padOThl CO LIBETOM U CO3/aHUIO OIPENEIECHHOIO
OLYILIEHUS )KUBOMUCHBIMU cpeacTBamMu. CienyonuM 3HaYuMbli mar ManesuueM
OTBOIUTCS KYOuU3My, B KOTOPOM HYKHOE OUIYIIEHHE NOCTUraeTcsl KOHTpAacTaMu
bopM. @ymypusm, B CBOIO 0Uepeib, ClIeNIaT BO3MOXKHBIM MIEPEKUBAHNE TBUKECHUS,
MIOCKOJIbKY «(yTYpPHUCTBI M300paXkali He ABMXKYIIMECS MPEIMETHI, a OUIyLICHHE
nerokeHus» [3. C. 85]. B aToM cMbIcie, cynTpeMaTh3M OKa3bIBAE€TCS BEPIIMHOM TaH-
HOTO TpolLecca, MOCKOIbKY, coyeTas B cede AuHamMu3M (yTypusMa U KOHTpAcT-
HOCTB KyOM3Ma, MIPUOTKPHIBAET H3HAYAIBHOE HUUTO — OECTIPEIMETHOCTH BCAKOTO
SIBJICHUS.

Haubounbiiee MmecTo B cynpeMaTHYECKOM HCKYCCTBE 3aHUMAET IMHAMHYECKOE
OLLYILIEHUE, IOTOM HJET CYNPEMATUYECKUH KOHTPACT, CTaTUYECKHI, NMPOCTpaH-
CTBEHHBIN, apXUTEKTOHHBIN U Jipyrue... [loaTomy cynpeMaTu3M Mbl TOJIKHBI HE
paccMaTpuBaTth, a TOJIBKO OUIYIIATh BBIPAXKEHHBIE B HEM OILLYUIEHUS JTUHAMUKH,
cratuku u T. A. [3. C. 97].

Cynpematuyeckuil (peHOMEH CTaHOBUTCS OJIMKE K BHIPAYKEHUIO HOBOM peaib-
HOCTH KaK «eIMHCTBEHHOU camorienn» uckycctra [3. C. 94]. Oto commxkaeT madoc
CylpeMaTu3Ma C XPUCTMAHCKOM HKOHOrpaduei, KOTopas TakXKe BbIpakaeT
CyOCTaHIIMABHBI yPOBEHb OBITHS, MPUOTKPHIBAS MUP KaK OH €CTh Ha CaMOM
nene’. IloguepkHeM, YTO XYHOKECTBEHHOE BBICKA3bIBAHUE IEHCTBYET NPEXKIIE
BCEro Ha TenecHO-a(PeKTUBHOM ypOBHE BOCTIPUSITHSI.

ManeBud MOJUYEPKUBAET PACXOXKACHHUE MEKIY «ONTHUYECKMMM BOCIPUSATH-
AMI» (0OBEKTUBHBIMH) U ICUXUYECKUMHU, TBOPUECKUMHU IPEICTaBICHUSIMH (5KUBO-
MMACHBIMU OIIYIIEHUSMH ), KOTOpPbIE BO3HUKAIOT B UcKyccTBe [3. C. 86]. B Tom u B
JIPYTOM Cllydae H3MEHEHHE (OPMBI U LIBETA IIPOMCXOIUT IO PA3HBIM OCHOBAHUAM®,
«OnrTryeckoe BOCHPUATHE E€CThb PACCMOTPEHHE SIBJICHUIN, a UHTYUTUBHOE €CTh
omyteHue ux» [3. C. 90]. )KuBonucHbIe ONIYIIEHUS OTPaXKaroT TeraecHo-addek-
THUBHBIE 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH HAIlIEr0 BOCHPUATHs. ManeBud NPUBOIUT IPHUMEP
C BOCIIPUATHEM IIPOCTPAHCTBA IIPHU IOMOILH I[BETA:

«IIpoBenem HabO/IEeHUE HAJl U3BMEHEHUEM Y YEJIOBEKa BIEYATICHUH OT 1ie-
JIOTO psifia OJHOrO pa3Mepa KOMHAT, BBIKPAILIEHHBIX B Pa3HbIE TOHA: KOPUYHEBBIH,
KpAaCHBIN, MAJIMHOBBIN, OXPUCTBIM. MBI yBUIUM, UTO BIIEYATIECHUE OT UX pa3Mepa
Oyner pasznoe. [Ipu mepekpacke ux B Oesblii IBET MbI OyZeM UMETh OJHO OITYIIIe-
Hue. Mbl OyJeM HX OIIyIIaTh MO pa3Mepy ropasno OONBIIUMH, a MPHU APYTUX
OLIBETKaX 3T pa3Mepsl yMeHblaTcs. ClieJ0BaTeIbHO, B 3TOM CIIy4ae LBET BIMSET
Ha Gopmy 1 u3MeHeHus npoctpanctsay [3. C. 88].

Hecmotps Ha TO, YTO cerofHs noo0HbIe pacCy>KICHUS KaxyTcs caMu co00i
pa3syMEIOLIMMHUCS, HE CTOMT 3a0bIBaTh, YTO O3THUM MbI O00s3aHBl BCEM TEM

5 JTOT MOTHB TIPEICTABIIEH B AHAIM3E CYIPEMATU3ME B KOHTEKCTE BH3aHTHICKOrO MHCTHYECKOTO
6orocmnoBwus [6; 7].

¢ MiuTepecHa 3amMeTka MaleBH4a 0 TOM, 4TO JCTETHYECKAsA KATETOPHs BKyCa TOJDKHA OHMMATHCS
KaK OTpakarolliasi OrpeAeeHHbIH xabumyc cyObeKTa, ero OTHOIICHHE K MUPY, KOTOPOE B €0 TBOP-
YecKoM TmpecTarieHun chopmuporanocs [3. C. 87].
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OTKPBITHSIM, KOTOPBIE KOTJ]a-TO BIIEPBbIE ObUIH CA€TaHbl HIMEHHO MacTepaMH U300-
PasUTENBLHOrO MCKyccTBa'. HauMHas C ONTMYECKHX DKCIIEPUMEHTOB DIOXH
Bo3poxxaeHus XyJ0)KHUKN BMECTE C YUEHBIMH IPUOTKPHIBAIM 3aBECY TaliHbI BOC-
MIPUSITHUSL.

H3BecTHO, uTO pusnyeckue U GU3NOIOTHYECKUE OTKPBITHS IPUPOJIBI U 3aKO-
HOMEPHOCTEW LIBETHOT'O BUJICHUS B JIEBATHALIATOM BEKE BJOXHOBJISIIM UMIIPECCH-
oHuctoB. C Tex Mop XyNOKHUKH U yU€Hble HEMHHYEMO COJIMKAIOTCS, JTOBOJS
3pUTENS 10 SKCTPEMyMa 3CTETUYECKHX CTAHIAPTOB, KAK 3TO BUJHO IO UCTOPUU
aBaHrap/ia ¥ MCKyCCTBa JBajauaroro Beka®. Tak, Oyayuu nexkropom IlponeTkynbra
B 1920 rony, ManeBuy cMoOr MpeACTaBUTh CYyNIPEMaTUYECKyI0 Teopuro 1Beta. Hamno
CKaszaTh, 4To Uit ManeBuya, Tak ke Kak 1 Juist A.A. borjaHoBa, sHepreTudeckas
¢unocodpus OcTBanpia Aajga OrpOMHBIN TeopeTuueckuil ummyJsc. Ilonstus nep-
BUYHOI 3HEPrUH, IBETA KaK CPEACTBA BHIPAXKEHUS SHEPTUHU (POPMBI, TUHAMU3ZMA U
Ip. OBLTH BECbMa XapakTEpHBI s cynmpemMaTudeckoi ¢unocodpun. B wactHOCTH,
Manesuu, nogo0Ho OcTBaIbAy, pa3BUBaAN COLMO-DHEPTETUYECKYIO TEOPHIO 1IBETA,
IJie IIBET BBICTYIAJ XapaKTePUCTHKOMN ONpe/IeIeHHOI COIUMaNbHON TPy kL.

CynpemaTtuyeckmne adpdpopnaHCbl BOCNPUATUS

Cynpemarnyeckasi 3CT€THKa MPOBOLMPYET BOIPOC O «KAaK» BOCHPHUITHU
OoJIbLIIE, UEM O €r0 «UTO»: CaMU I10 ce0e CIOKETHI, Oy/Ib TO MKOHWYECKHH JIUK, KOC-
MHUYECKHE CKOPOCTH WJIM OOBIYHBIM HATIOPMOPT, SBJISIIOTCA CKOpee MOBOAAMHU K
TOMY, 4TOOBI 3pHUTENb 33AyMAJICA O TOM, KaK OH BUAMT TO, YTO OH BUIUT. Kak u3
reOMETPUUYECKUX [IBETHBIX COUETAaHUI BO3HUKAET OIIYLICHHUE MOJIeTa WU MaJeHUS.
ManeBu4 npefocTaBiseT HaM Ja0OpaTOpHIO MO CO3JAHHUIO ONpeAETIeHHBIX

7 Tak KOrga-To XyIOKHHKA DIOXH BO3POKIEHHS CyMENH OTBECTH B30p OT HENOCPEICTBEHHOTO
OKpY>KEHHS K 3epKally, B KOTOPOM Ta e NPUPO/a, MHUP, BEIIH U JIIOJH B HEM IPECTAIN B IPSIMOH
MIEPCIIEKTUBE, T.€. B CBOEH OTHOCHUTENIBHOCTH JPYT K APYTy U K CMOTPAIIEMY, a HE TaK Kak Ipe.-
CTaBILUT X PaHbIIe CyOCTaHINAIBHBIA aHTUYHBIN B30D.

8 B sithopun SIIOXM KOCMUYECKHX 3aBOEBAHUM U TEXHMYECKUX IIPOPBIBOB YEJOBEK CTPEMUTCS OLILY-
TUTH ce0s1 «nanbIe» (ceds), cranossck Homo Externus (denoBekoM BOBHE, IO TY CTOPOHY CaMOTO
ce0s1). CeroziHs B 3TOM HalpaBICHUH Pa3BUBACTCS TPAHCTYMaHUCTUYECKast 3CTETHUECKAs KyJIbTypa,
KOTOpast 1oJpa3yMeBaeT BHIHECEHNE NICUXUUECKUX KOTHUTHUBHBIX (YHKIMH BOBHE CyObeKTa, Kak
HalpuMep, MamMsITh U (QyHKINS BHUMAHUS, KOTOPBIE MBI C JIETKOCTBIO JeNerupyeM Tenedonam u
IUTaHIIETaM.

° WHTepecHO caMo ABHKeHHE [IponeTKyibTa, KoTopoe BHadane COBETCKOH 3II0XH MO3BOISIIO B
paMkax o(pUIHATFHOTO Kypca apTHH Ha YIIPaBJIEHHE MacCaMH, OCTABJISIIO IPOCTPAHCTBO CBOOOIBI
JUTS XyJOXXHHUKOB. B ero co3mannu crirpana poias HEOOXOIMMOCTh B HOBOH (rtocouu, criocoOb!
OCMBICJIEHHSI MHpa KOTOPOW COOTBETCTBOBAIM OBl HOBOW COIMANBEHON pealbHOCTH — IIpoJjieTap-
ckoMy Mmupy. OTcroza e€cThb OCHOBaHHA IOJNaraTh, 4ro ABWXeHHE I[IponeTkynbTa B MEHBIICH
cTereHn OBIIO CBSI3aHO C IporaraHjaod uaed counanusma. boree toro, kak cumraer L. yrmnac,
KOHLIETIUS TPOJIETapCKOro UCKyccTBa bornanoBa MpIcIMIach UM Kak MIPUHIWIHAIBHO HE3aBUCH-
Mast OT IOJINTHKU 00JIacTh NEATENILHOCTH. 3/1eCh MBI BUANM, YTO €T0 MO3UIHS CX0XKa C CyIpeMaTH-
CTaMU: HOBasl COLMANbHASI PEATBHOCTh 10 HEOOXOIMUMOCTH TBOPHUT HOBBIE 3CTETUUECKHE 3aKOHBI.
Tak, B pabore «lckyccTBo M pabounii knace» (omydinkoBaHHOH B 1918 romy) oH mumier, 4to
HCKYCCTBO HE3aBHCHMO OT COLMAIBHOM MO3UINHN, KOTOPYIO 3aHUMAET XyA0KHHK, HO IIPU 3TOM OHO
HEOOXOJMMO CTPYKTYPUPOBAaHO B COTJIACHH C COLMAIBHBIM KJIaCCOM M €ro MHPOBO33PEHHEM,
COBIMajas ¢ HUM Ha riryouHHOM ypoBHe [8. P. 83].
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OIyIIEHWH, HHTYUTHBHBIX BOCIPHSTHS, YKHBOIMCHBIX BICYATICHWH. MIMeHHO B
3TOM OH BUJIUT CMBICH XY10’)KECTBEHHOT'O BHICKa3bIBAHUS. XYI0KHUK «POPMHUPYET
olIyIeHue, n0o omrymeHue onpeaenser et u popmy» [3. C. 90]. [Tonsitue omry-
[ICHUS, HAPSTy C MOHATUSMHU WHTYUIINH U )KUBOIIMCHOTO BIICYATIICHHS, B TEOPETH-
YecKuX 3aMeTKax MaieBuya CTAaHOBUTCS OCHOBHBIM KOHLIETITOM, OMPEIEISIONINM
CYLIHOCTb U 11eJIb UCKycCTBa. C OIHOM CTOPOHBI, «CYIIIHOCTb )KUBOIUCHOTO HCKYC-
CTBa €CTh CBS3b XyJO0KHHUKA C MUPOM uepes ero omrymerus». [3. C. 98], ¢ apyroi
peub UaeT 00 OUTYIIEHUH KaK MHTYUTUBHOM BOCIIPHUSITHH, BOSHUKAIOIIEM B CO3HA-
HUM PELIUIIMEHTAa, KOTOPBIHA, TEM CaMbIM, IPUOOIIAETCS K UICTOKY BCSAKOI'O BOCIIPHU-
ATUSL — YUCTOM OecnpeaMeTHOCTH u «Oe3Bechio». «lIpon3BeneHne KUBOMUCHOE
MMOKa3bIBACT HaM TOJIbKO Tipu3Haku mpeameTay [3. C. 92], KoTopble BRICTYHAIOT KaK
OIpeeNeHHbIE TIOBO/IbI, TPUITEPHI, MK apdopaanchl'’, COOTBETCTBYIOILETO OIILy-
IICHUS: MBI MO’KEM YBUETH JIUIIO B OBAJIE TOJILKO MIOTOMY, YTO UMEEM TTOBCEHEB-
HBIA OIBIT BCTPEYH C KUBBIMH JIMIIAMH, KOHTYPBI KOTOPBIX MOXKHO (PHUTYypaTUBHO
M300pa3uTh B KaUeCTBE OBaJa.

Cynpemartusm, Kak ¥ TPaaulis aBaHrap/a B [eJIOM, BBIXOJIAT 32 PAMKH UCKYC-
CTBa KaK COIMAJIHLHOTO WHCTHUTYTA, BHIMONHASA paboTy 1Mo (POPMHUPOBAHUIO HOBOTO
THUIIA BOCIIPHUATHSL, KaK U HOBOM KapTUHBI MUpa. B 3TOM TpaHCIEHASHTaIbHOM YCHU-
JUM CYINpEeMaTU3M pa3BOpaurMBaeT (DEHOMEHOJIOTHIO (OKUBOMMCHBIX BII€YaTie-
HUI», KOTOpPBIE MO3BOJSIOT 3PUTENIO OIIYTHTh W3MEHEHHS B BOCHPHUSTHH IPO-
CTpaHCTBa W BpEeMEHH. MaJileBU4 B 3TOM CMBICIIE TIPEABOCXHIIAECT COBPEMEHHEIC
aHanu3bl agpdopaaHIMATBEHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA CYyOBEKTa, KOTOPbIE MPUMEHSIOTCS B
JM3aifHe KOMIBIOTEPHBIX UTP. Tak, OH MPUBOAUT Pa3MBILITICHHE O TOM, KaK pa3Hble
reoMeTpuueckue (OpMBbI «IaayT U3MEHEHHE UX TIPOCTPAHCTB MPH YCIOBUH PA3HBIX
WX OIBETOK W, oOpaTHO, OyayT BbI3bIBaTh M3BeCTHHIM 1BeT» [3. C. 86]. TouHo
TaKXe Pa3HUILYy B BOCHPUATHH CO3JAI0T MacITald v HarpaslieHUe JIMHUI — TO, YTO
3aTeM, B JIBAJIIaTOM BeKe, OBUIO JIOKa3aHO Pa3IMYHBIMU ICUXOJIOTUYECKUMHU
SKCIIEPUMEHTAMU U HaOII0ICHUSIMHU.

Hanpumep, 1Be oaquHaKoBbIe IMHUM JaAyT pa3Hble BIICUATIECHUS B CBOCH Be-
JMYMHE, €CITU K KOHIIAM UX MPOTSIHYTh B MIPABYIO U B JIEBYIO CTOPOHHI JIBE HAKJIOH-
Hble JIMHUMU (HEOOJIbIINE JIMHUK BPOJI€ BUJIOK), B OJJHOM Cllydae — BOBHYTpb, B
IpyroM — BHepen. .. YepHblil TpeyroipHUK OyA€T HaM Ka3aTbCs Mo MacTaly apy-
THIM, €CJIM ero Ha OeJoM KBaJpaTe MOMECTUTh HE B IIeHTpe, a B yrury [3. C. 86].

Crnenyer MOAYEpKHYTh, YTO B KOHTEKCTE XYJA0KECTBEHHOTO BBICKA3bIBAHUS
B3aMMO/ICIICTBHIE PEIUIIEHTA C TPEIMETOM UCKYCCTBA BHIPAXKAETCS B HE MIPOCTO B
¢uznueckom npeodpaskeHnH adPopAaHIUATEHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA CyOBEKTa, HO B
ero tenecHo-ad(HeKTUBHON dMOIMOHATBHON TpaHchopmanuu. Unes apdopaanca
MPHOOpPETaeT CMBICT HMHTEPCYOBEKTUBHOIO TeleCHO-aQ(GEKTUBHOTO B3aMMO/ECHi-
CTBUS MEXy KapTUHOI ¥ 3PUTENEM, MIIH XYI0KHHUKOM M XOJICTOM ¢ Kpackamm' ',

10 nest agpghopoanca, n3nauansHO BBEIEHHAS B OKOJOTHIECKON MICHXOJIOTHH, O3HAYAET U3HAYAIb-
HOE SHaKTHBHOE CUCTEMHOE €IMHCTBO OPTraHKU3Ma U ero OrKalIero okpysxxeHnus [9].

! Panee MBI yoke paccMaTpHBaId HEKOTOPEIE adekTuBHbIE ad(hOpaaHCH B TBOPIECTBE Maesrnda
B KOHTEKCTe Bu3aHTHICKOW OOTrOCIOBCKOW TpaJullvM, I/Ie YKa3ajlh Ha TPH OCHOBHBIX CIOXKETa:
keHoswuc, bor u oboxenue [7].
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HecmoTps Ha pacxoxaeHue MeKAy YMCTO PU3NUECKUMU U IICUXHUUECKUMHU 3JIEMEH-
TaMH BOCTIPHUSITHS, ’KUBOIMCHOE OLIYIIIEHUE BCE JKE HE U30eraeT OnpeesIeHHOH Je-
TEPMUHAIIMK CO CTOPOHBI (u3uoioruu. Tak, ManeBud paccy aaeT O TOM, 4YTO
CTPYKTYpa, (pakTypa, >KMBOMHKCH, (hopMa 00pasa, «IPUI0KEHHE K 00pa3y TeX Wiu
APYTUX HAyK» 3aBUCUT OT CyOBEKTUBHOI'O PELICHUS, «B KAKOM M3 LIEHTPOB CBOETO
opranusma o()OpMUTH BBIpUCOBBIBaroImuiicss oopas» [3. C. 87—S88].

B nenom, cynpematusm 6J13KO MOJIXOJUT K COBPEMEHHOIN SHAKTUBHOM T€O-
pUM CO3HAHHUS, COIJIAaCHO KOTOPOW ObITHE MOHMMAETCs KaK CUCTEMHO-JUHAMUYE-
CKO€ €IMHCTBO CYOBEKTa U €r0 OKpY>KEeHUs. BbITh, 3HAUUT ObITH B aKTUBHOM B3au-
MOJICWCTBUU CO CBOMM OmmKkaimM okpykeHueMm. Mnes addopmanca Beipaxkaet
pe3yNbTaT 3TOro B3auMOJIeHCTBHA 2. MajleBHy Takxke BUJE] B CyNpEMaTU3ME 3a-
Jady npeoOpaskeHus! BOCHPUATHS yepe3 (OpMUPOBAHHE OLIYIICHHUS.

Yucro, Ka3aoch Obl, TEOPETHUECKUE PACCYKACHUS XYJ0KHHUKA O BOCTIPUATHH
HACKBO3b IPOMUTAHbI TUYHBIM PEJIUTHO3HBIM ONBITHBIM U3MepeHueM. CynpemMaTu-
YyecKasi ONTHUKA B3IJIs/1a HE MOXKET ObITh MPOCTO MEpecKa3aHa HayyHbIM CIIOBOM,
OHa crasiHa ¢ IMYHOCTBIO, TeM, KTO cMOTpUT. CynpeMaTudeckasi OHTOJIOTUS — 3TO
WCIIOBE/Ib, I JTHEBHUK XY/I0KHHKA, KOTOPBIA OMUCHIBAET OMBIT CBOETO JIMYHOTO
npeoOpakeHust (0005keHus), MyTh OT S K HyJIH0 BOCIIPUATHSA. DTa OHTOJIOIUS €CTh
(EeHOMEHOJIOrUs PK3UCTEHIMK caMoro asropa’”. Kak kaxkercs, 1y Manesuya 3c-
TETHKA KaK TaKOBasl 3aKJIIOYAeT B ce0e MUCTHUKY:

«...XyJ10)KECTBEHHbIE IPOU3BEICHUS U UX U3MEHEHHUS, OTHECEM K JYIIEBHBIM
WINA IICUXUYECKUM U3MEHEHUSIM, B CUILy Y€ro BOCIIPUATHUS SIBICHUN MUpa MPeIoM-
JISFOTCS B ACTETUYECKUN M MuctTudeckuit Buny» [3. C. 89].

[TpeoOpaxenune npoucxoauT Oaarogaps TOMy, YTO YEJIOBEK MpHOOIaeTcs K
OecrpeIMETHOCTH — Hayaly BCSIKOTO IIBETOBOIO U (hOPMaIbHOTO MUPA, K UCTOKY,
bory, k Huuto. [ToMmumo yike yka3aHHOIO XpUCTHAaHCKO-MUCTHUECKOIO HCTOYHHKA
MbIcd ManeBuda'¥, MOKHO 3aMETUTh B €ro MMChbMax TUITHYHO POMAHTHYECKMii
nadoc, cBOHCTBeHHBIN OypiKya3zHo# dunocoduu koHra XIX Beka. Tak, B quanore
¢ ero nocrosHHbIM cobeceauukoM M.O. I'eprien3oHoM, MasieBU4 BBICTpauBaeT
BIIOJIHE 3HAKOMYIO OHTOJIOIMUYECKYIO UEPAPXUIO, BIIOJHE 3HAKOMYIO IICUXOAHAIIU-
TUYEeCKU 00pazoBaHHOMY uuTaTento. CoriacHo el HayajioM Bcero ObITHs moJjara-
eTcs «Bo30Y KACHUE, TPOSBIISIOIIEECs BO BCEBO3MOXKHBIX (popMax Kak YUCTOE, He-
OCO3HAaHHOE, HEOOBICHUMOE, HUKOT/1a HUYEM HE JI0Ka3aHHOE, YTO AEUCTBUTEIBHO
OHO cymiecTByeT <...>» [13. C. 145].

JlanpHeiine ypoBHU ObITHS OKa3bIBAIOTCS TEM WJIM MHBIM U3MEHEHUEM 3TOrO
M3HAYaJIbHOIO UMIYyJbca. Beskoe ocMbICiieHHe, MBICIb SBISIET COOON «mpolecc
WM COCTOSIHUE BO30YXACHUS, IPECTABIISIIOIIEECS B BUJIE pEaIbHOTO U HaTypajib-
Horo neiicteus» [13. C. 145]. IIpu a3ToM Bo30yKaeHUE B ceOe MHOT1a MApPKUPYETCS
ManeBuueM Kak BHYTpEHHEE, WIM JyXoBHOe, coctosHue Obitus [13. C. 147],

120 Teopun adpexTHBHBIX addHopaaHcoB B KoHTEKCTE sHaKTHBH3MA [10]. O6 sHakTUBU3ME cM. [11].
13 3T0T MOTHB OBLT HAME PaCKPEIT B CTaThe «BH3aHTHiickie MOTHBEI B ad peKTUBHEIX addopaaHcax
cynpemarusMa (Kasumup Manesua)» [7].

14O HesBHOI MIPEEeMCTBEHHOCTH MaJjieBUueM CpeJHEBEKOBOM KaTOJIWYECKON Tpaaulueil B Juie
S. beme u M. Dxxapra cwm. [12].
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a MBICJIb — KaK BHeIHee, WM Kak mepTsas ¢opma [13. C.148]". Ilepexox ot
BO30YX/I€HUs K MBICTIM M €CTh TBOPUYECKUH IpoIecc, KOTOPbIil Hen30eKHO 3aKaH-
YUBAETCS OMEPTBEHUEM U3HAYATIBHOM KU3HU (KU3HEHHOTO nophiBa). Cam TBOpUe-
CKUH TPOIECC BBICTPAWBAETCS COIVIACHO PUTMY — «PUTMY BCEX YEJIOBEYECKHX
SIBIIGHU», TEPBOMY M TJIABHOMY 3aKOHY >KM3HH, Ha KOTOPOM OCHOBaHBbI BCE
nocnenyromue aupdepeHnnanuy MbICIUTEIBHOIO Tpolecca (Hayka, TEXHUKA,
uckyccrBo u T.4.) [13. C. 146].

OHTOTEONOrMYECKNIA KOHTEKCT CyNnpemMaTU4yecKoi ONTUKK.

3aKOHOMEPHO, CaM YeJIOBEK OKa3bIBAETCS OMpeesIeHHON cOOpKON H3HAYab-
HOro 0OE3rpaHUYHOro BO30YXKAeHUs. «Bce MpOoeKThl COBEPILEHCTB CYIIECTBYIOT B
HeM. DIoxa 3a 3M0X0H, KyJbTypa 3a KyJbTypOH MOSIBJISIIOTCS U UCYE3AIOT B €ro
6eckoneyHoM mpoctpanctey [13. C. 153].

YenoBek OKa3bIBa€TCs OTHABLIEH OT M3HAYAJIBHOIO COBEPUIEHCTBA MBICIBIO,
AnamoM, camMo-U3THaHHBIM U3 pasi 0e3-Mbichus. B kauecTBe oTmnaBiieit OT ObITHs
MBICJI YEJIOBEK OKa3bIBaeTCsl areHToM camoro Huuto, 3a1aua KOToporo 3akiroya-
€TCsl B MOCTOSSHHOM HUYTOXXEHHH COOCTBEHHOTO YCHWJIHA, MOCKOJBbKY HU OJHO
MO3HAHUE HHUKOTJA HE COBMAJAeT C MO3HABAEMOW NEHCTBUTENBHOCTHIO. JI100O0i
npeaMeT Kak ycrolumBas (opma pacTBOpSETCS B IOTOKE OECKOHEYHBIX
TpaHchopmaIui.

«CaMo mpescTaBieHHEe MEPLIAET KaK 3B€3/1a, U HET BO3MOXKHOCTH 33 Mepla-
HUEM YCTAHOBHTb €€ JEHCTBUTENBHOCTD, yCTAaHOBUTH npeame» [13. C. 154].

B sTtom cMmpbicie, yenoBeueckoe yCHiIne MO YCTaHOBJIEHHUIO CYIIECTBYIOIIETO
MOpsAIKa Belllel CTAJIKMBAEeTCsl C COOCTBEHHBIM OeccuiineM. B pesynbrare yenose-
YECKOE CO3HAaHME 03apsieTcsl OTKpoBeHUEM o bore kak «TBoplie HEMOCTHMXKMMBIX
oeckoneunsix siBiaeHui» [13. C. 164]. «Iloctwkenne bora uim mocTmwxkeHne Bce-
JICHHOM KaK COBEPIIEHHOI0 CTAJIO €ro MepBeHCTBYoMIeH 3anayuein» [13. C. 157].

OueBuaHO, 4YTO, pa3Oupas TEOJOTHYECKHE TMOCTpoeHuss ManeBuya, MBI
HEen30eXXHO CTAJIKMBAEMCsI C pa3HOro poja oMoHUMUsAMU. Tak, nonstue bora oka-
3BIBAETCS], CKOPEE, PACXOKUM MHTYUTHUBHBIM KOMILJIEKCOM IPEICTABICHUNA O TOM,
4yTO Takoe bor, 4em CTpOrum u 4eTKUM KOHLIENTOM. Bce ke akkypaTHO Mbl MOXKET
cKa3aTh, uTo ManeBuuy Onm3ka anodaruyeckas putopuka o bore. bor, Oynyun
COBEpUICHCTBOM, HE MOXET OBITh CXBay€H 4Yepe3 Kakou-TMb0 OorpaHUyYEHHBIN
crocob moctukeHus, 0ynp To ¢opMma, BeC WIH MBICTb. «...nmepea borom crout
IIpesie] BCEX CMBICIIOB, HO 3a MPEAEIOM CTOUT bor, B KOTOPOM HET yXKE CMBICIIa»
[13.C. 167].

Ano¢aTHYHOCTh JaHHOTO IpeacTaBieHus o bore BrojgHe BIucChIBaeTcs B 00-
LIYI0 PYCCKYIO HHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHYIO TPAAUIINIO, O YEM MBI YK€ MUCAIA B KOHTEKCTE
¢unocopun Hukonas bepnsesa [14]. MbI Takke oOpaiaid BHUIMAHHE HA TICHXO-
AQHAJTMTUYECKH HACTPOCHHYIO MHTYUIIMIO MayieBu4a, KOTOpas MPOYUTHIBACTCS B

15 «Bo30yk/1eH1E, KOCMUYECKOE TIJIAMSl, JKUBET OECTIPEAMETHBIM M TOJILKO B YEPETIE MBICIIA OXJIa-
KIAaeT CBOE COCTOSHHE B PEalIbHBIX IPECTABICHUAX CBOSH HEM3MEPHMOCTH, U MBICIb KaK H3BECT-
Hasl CTENeHb AEHCTBUSI BO30YXKAEHUsI, pacKajieHHas ero IUIaMEHEM, JBW)KETCS BCE JAaiblie U
JanbIie, BHEIPSSICH B OECKOHEYHOE, TBOPS 10-3a c00010 MHUpPHI BeeneHHoi» [13. C. 149].
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€ro T€O- U OHTOJIOTUYECKUX pacCykAeHusAX. Tak, ManeBud BbICKa3bIBA€T CHIIbHBIN
TE3UC O HEOBITHUH, MOHUMAS O] OCIETHUM TO, YTO MO3HAIOIINN YeI0BEYECKUN
paszym ypasymes o oBoay npoucxoasmero. [1ockonbky mocTHKeHn0, 0cOOEHHO
paloHaIbHOMY HOJUIEKUT TOJIBKO HEKOE 10/1001e peaibHOM 1eHCTBUTEIBHOCTH,
«100 MOCTUTHYTH ACUCTBUTEIBHOCTh HENb35», BCE MOCTUTHYTOE, OBITHE OKa3bIBa-
€Tcd CKOHCTPYHUPOBAHHBIM TE€M, KTO €ro mocTur. J[pyrumu cinoBamu, ObITHE
MIOCTUTAETCSI KaK «CBOE COOCTBEHHOE COUYMHEHHE, KaK MPEICTaBIsIEMOCTb HECyIile-
ctBytromero» [13. C. 180].

[TonoGHBII CyOBEKTHUBHU3M B IIPEICTABICHUH O OBITUU XapaKTepU3yeT «HOBYIO
OHTOJIOTHIO», OHTOJIOTHIO MOCTKJIACCHYECKOTO MEPHO/a, KOTJa BOMPOC O OBITHH
WM HEOBITUM 3aBUCUT OT JIMYHOTO Y4acTHs CIPAIIUBAIOLIEro. ITOT copucTuye-
CKUH NPHUHLUI, KOTOPBIA JIET B OCHOBY MHOTHMX OHTOJIOTMYECKUX IPOEKTOB
JIBAJLIATOTO BEKa, IPKO 3BYUYHUT B MbICIIM ManeBnuda, KOTOPbI OTKPBITO Ha3bIBAET
YeJIOBEYECKOE YCUIIUE OCMBICIEHMSI ObITUSL HEObITHEM. J{J1s ydIero moHUMaHus
TaKoro CO(HUCTHUYECKOTO >KECTa MOXKHO OOpaTUThCS K HU3BECTHOH Qopmyiie
«1 MbICIO TaM, TZIe HE CYLIECTBYIO, U CYILLECTBYIO TaM, IJie HE MbICIIIO» [15].

Cdepa nommuHOro ObITHSA, PeanbHOro sBIsSE€TCSs HUYTO OBITUS MOMBICIEH-
HOTO0, B TO BPEMsI KaK MBICIIb OKa3bIBAa€TCSI HUYTO CaMOro ObITHs. TakuM MpOTUBO-
IIOCTABJIEHUEM KJIACCUYECKOMY HOBOEBPOIEHCKOMY MPUHIUIY — «OJHO U TO XK€
npeaHasHaueHo Juis Obitust ¥ MblnuieHus» (Ilapmenun); «S mbicimio, crienoBa-
TENBHO, CYIECTBYIO» (JlekapT) — HOBast OHTOJIOTHS ONPEILISIET CTaTyC CyOBheKTa
KaK MPUHIUIHAIBHOTO YyXJI0r0 OBITHIO, aHOPMAJIBHON CyOCTaHIIMU, CYyTh KOTO-
pO#l 3aKIIOYaeTcs B MAapaJOKCAIbHOM CaMO KOJUIANICHPYIOLIEH NEATEIbHOCTH —
pednexkcun. Mpicmsmas, pediaekcupyromas cyocTaHIus, Oyay4d HUCTOYHUKOM
ObITHITHOrO OeCroKOoCTBa, HECeT B ce0e MyCTOTYy, KOTOPYIO HE B CHJIaX 3ajaTaTh.
B 3TOM CMBICIIE ICUXOAHATTUTUYECKAS] NES] HEXBATKU KaK OHTOJIOTUYECKOU YEPTHI
cyOBbeKTa UAET B COJMIAAPHOCTH C XalIerTepOBCKUM KOHILIETTOM Dasein, KoTopbiii
omnpeaeNsieTcs NpuHIUNUanbHOi HenenoctHocThio [16. C. 100]. Bocnpunumaro-
M B CynpeMaTH4ecKol onTuke MasieBuya OKa3bIBaeTCsl CyObEKTOM OBITUHHOM
JpaMbl, pa3BOPAYMBAIOLLIEICS HA MMOCTKIACCUYECKOM CLEHE.

3aknio4yeHune

Cynpemartuyeckasi (peHOMEHOIOTUS, aMOMIIMO3HBIN POEKT aBaHrap/a, code-
TalolUi B ceOe YBICKATENbHYIO 330TEPUKY U €PETUYECKUN MUCTHUIIN3M, SIPKO BbI-
pa3uil TEHJEHIMIO BCETO ABAIIATOTO BEKA B CBOEM CTPEMJICHUHU K YHUBEPCATBHOMN
meopuu éce2o. B Teopun Bcero Masesnua MOXHO BBIJICJIUT €11E OJHY KPaeyroib-
HYIO OMNIMO3UIINIO, HAPSAY C ONMIO3UIUAMH «IIPeAMET — OeCrpeIMEeTHOCThY, «BEC
— 0e3Bechey, «1BeT/(hopMa — OIIYIICHUE», «BO30YKIEHUE — MBICIBY» — ITO OII-
MO3UIHS «TIpefen-OecnpenenbHoe». HTYUTHBHO-MUCTUYECKOE MPEACTABICHUE O
OecrpeieTbHOM M3HAYAJIBHOM COCTOSIHUM MHpa COMPSKEHO ¢ 00pa3oM mpenena
KaK Hen30eKHO OIINOKE WM Tpexe, KOTOpasi/blii COCTABISIET CYIIHOCTh PUPOIBI
yesioBeKa Kak TBopiia, TOro, KTO OTHal OT MU3HAYAJIBHOTO COBEPIICHCTBA, YTOOBI
IMOTOM B CBOEM TBOPYECKOM TOPBIBE BO3BpaIIaThCs Ha3aj K bory, k n3HauaapHOMY
Huuro [13. C. 161—165]. Kynbrypa noHMMaeTcs MM KakK ONpPEACICHHBIE
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TpaJULIMU U MPUBBIUKH paclpeseneHus Beca B mupe, 0ynp To Llepkoss ninu daod-
pHKa, PETUTHO3HbIE WIIM CBETCKUE ITyTH CBOETO Npeodpaxkenus. [louTn HeBO3MOX-
Has 3a/a4a Mo OOPETeHUIO0 M3HAYAIBHOTO OE3BEChs BBIPAXKAETCS B CylpeMaTHye-
CKOM MHCbME uepe3 AUalIeKTUKy (GopMbl U 1Berta. J{ns ManeBuya cynpemaruye-
CKOE€ BBICKa3bIBAHME — 3TO AKT TBOPEHUS, MHUCTEpHUs NEPBOrO MpeAesia U €ro
Ke TpeoIoJieHHe. 3pUTellb JOJDKEH YMETh COBEpIIATh 3TOT anopaTHYECKUil xKecT
[0 HUYTOKEHUIO YBUACHHOIO CMBICIIA YEpE3 OINpEEsIEHHOE COYETaHue I[BeTa
1 (HOpMBbI BCAKUI pa3 MpHU BCTPEUE C KAPTUHOM, YTOOBI OIIYTHUTh HCTOK 3TOTO
CMBICJIa U caMOMy cTaTh borom, uncroi GecnpeIMETHOCThIO, YUCTHIM BO30Y XK 1e-
HueMm. B mpenene, uepe3 Takyio paboTy ¢ COOCTBEHHBIM BOCHPHUATHEM, YEIOBEK
HAy4yaeTcs *KUTh B 3TOM HOBOM MUPE, POKUBASI 3TY MUCTEPUIO B [TIOBCETHEBHOCTH.
Juzaiin apdexTuBHOrO agQopaaHIMaIbHOrO MPOCTPAHCTBA — 3Ta Ta YHUBEp-
casibHasi 11eJ1b, KOTOpast COMIKAET CYIIpeMaTH3M B KOHTEKCTE BCEH TpaJHIIUy aBaH-
rapjia ¢ TepaneBTHYECKOW COCTABIIAIOLIEH JTIOOBIX IPYIHX COLMAIbHBIX MPAKTHK,
TaK WM MHAYE YYUTHIBAIOIIUX TeIeCHO-aP(EKTUBHbIE IPUBBIYKH U 3aKOHOMEPHO-
CTH YeJIOBEKa.

Jloruka cynepMaTu4ecKoro BbICKa3bIBaHHUSI CTAHOBUTCS SICHOM, KOT'/1a MbI 00-
pamiaeMcs K OHTOJOTHYECKOMY aprymMeHTy ManeBuuya o HeObiTuu. CoriacHo
3TOMY apryMEHTy MCTHHHAs CYIIECTBYIOIAs pPEaIbHOCTh, OBITHE HEBO3MOXKHO
n300pa3uTh, TAKXKeE, KaK U IOMBICIUTh. bpITHE OKa3pIBaeTCs NPUHLUIINAIBHO He-
SIBIIGHHBIM. B 3TOM cMmbIcie cynpeMaTuueckasi KOMIIO3ULIUS JIKET, U300paXkaeT He-
CyILlIecTByIoIIee, T.e. HeObITHe. OHAKO LENbI0 XY/10)KECTBEHHOTO BBICKA3bIBAHUS
OKa3bIBACTCSI HE M300paKEHUE PeaTbHOCTH, a mpoxaynupoanue addexra, co3na-
HUE YCIIOBUH I ONpPENEJICHHOIO IMEpPEeKHWBAaHUA B AylLIe pELUIUeHTa. ITO
NepeKMBaHre, TOMUMO, COOCTBEHHO, YHUKAIBHOTO OIIYIICHHS, KOTOPOE MOKHO
MOJYYUTh OT MPOCMOTpa KaKOH-11M00 0JTHOW OmpesieleHHOM KapTHHBI, T03BOJISET
3PUTENIO NPUKOCHYTHCS K UCTUHHOM HESIBIIECHHOW PEAIbHOCTU. B 3TOM CMBICHE XY~
J0’)KECTBEHHOE BBICKA3bIBAHHE OKA3bIBACTCS O0JIee UCTUHHBIM, YeM ApyTrue GopMbl
CMBICIIOTBOPUYECTBA YEJI0BEKA. Tak, yepes JI0KHOE SIBICHHOE YEJIOBEK NEPEKUBACT
UCTHMHHOE HESBJIEHHOE ObITHE. 37ieCh MOXKHO 3aMETHTh MEXaHU3M JIBOHHOTO
HUYTOXKEHUsI, paboTy KOTOoporo ManeBud BCKpBIBA€T B YEJIOBEKO-Pa3MEpPHOM
nesitenbHOCTH. [lockonbky caMo ObITHE OKa3bIBA€TCSl HESBICHHBIM, JIH00ast 3aKOH-
YeHHas, SIBJICHHAs1 JOpMa ero MO3HAHUS MOXKET BBICTYIIATh TOJIBKO B POJIH OTIpe/ie-
neHHoro addopaanca K HaCTOSAIIEMY TOHUMAHUIO OBITHS, KOTOPOE BCE KE JICKUT
B FOPU30HTE TeeCHO-apPEKTUBHOrO NepexuBaHusi, a He MbIcau. C OgHOU cTo-
POHBI, OBITHE HE MOXKET OBITh CXBAYCHO YEJIOBEKOPa3MEpHOH (opMOH U B 3TOM
CMBICJIE OHO SIBJISIETCS HUYEM YEJIOBEUECKOI0 NOHHMMAaHUs, C APYyroil — Bce, YTO
CYILLIECTBYET B KauecTBE MpeaMeTa, 00pa3a WM MBICIU MO CYyTH SBIISETCS HUYEM
HWCTUHHOM pPEAJIbHOCTH, OHO HUYTOKUTCSA B CaMOM CBOeW OCHOBe. Tak, Bce, 4yTO
YeJIOBEK JOCTHraeT Ha IMyTH MO3HAHUS, — 3TO 3PPEKT ABOWHOTO HUYTOXKEHUS,
Omarozaps KOTOPOMY OH MOXET HCHBITaTh ap(eKT 4ucToro OecrnperMeTHOro,
0€3BEeCHOr0 HESABIEHHOTO MHPA.
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AnHoTaums. Bo3pociiee BHUMaHKe NPaBOCIaBHON LEPKBHU K BOIIPOCAM MEAULUHCKOIO
00pa3oBaHuUs B HAILICH CTpaHe SBUIOCH CICICTBHEM TOTrO (hakTa, uTo B 1990-¢ IT. OHa BHOBB
cTajia OJTHOH M3 CaMbIX JeATEeIbHBIX CHII Halero oduiectBa. CBA3b MEXIY IIEPKOBBIO U MEITHU-
IIUHCKAM COOOIIECTBOM, BOCXOAAIIAast KO BpeMEeHAM, KOTIa BpadeBaHUE AYIIEBHOTO U TeJleC-
HOT0 370pOBbs (haKTUUECKH OBLIO J1€JIOM OJHUX U TEX XK€ JI0JIeH, He MOJKET OCTaBJISTh LIEPKOBb
PaBHOAYIIHON K MpO¢eCCHOHATFHOMY CTAHOBIEHHIO MEIUIIMHCKUX paOOTHHKOB. B coBet-
CKYIO0 30Xy MPOM30IUIa MPUHYIUTENbHAS IEXPUCTHAHM3AINS MEAWIIHCKOW mpodecchd,
OBLTU MIPUHATHI MEPHI 110 YIIPAa3IHCHUIO BpaueOHOU STHKH, KOPHU KOTOPO# BocxoasaT k KisaTee
lunmoxpara 1 EBanrenbckum 3amoBeasiM. BoccTaHoBieHHe auanora HEPKBU U METUIMHBI
HAYaJoCh IOCIE pachaja COBETCKOTO TOCYJapCTBa, HO 3TOT IHANOT BCE €Ile SBISCTCS
HEIOCTAaTOYHO PETYJLIPHBIM. B HacTosmmee Bpemst pakTopamu, OCIOKHSIIOMNME YKa3aHHBINA
JMAJIOT, SBJISIIOTCS JMOEepabHOE MEAWIIMHCKOE 3aKOHOAATENbCTBO M KalUTATUCTHYECKHUE
METOJIbI XO3SHCTBOBAaHUS B 3/paBoOXpaHeHuu. llepBoe, yeranusysi abopThl, HCKYCCTBEHHOE
OIUTOIOTBOPEHHE W CTEPIIIM3AINI0, OCBOOOXIAET Bpada OT MOPAIBHON OTBETCTBEHHOCTH
B BOIPOCAX, KACAIOUIMXCS YIPABICHHUS YEIOBEUECKON KHU3HBIO, BTOPOE MOOYXKIaeT ero pac-
CMaTpUBaTh CBOIO MPOQECCHI0 He KaK CIIy)KCHHE, a KaK CpeACTBO 3apaboTKa Ha 4yKOM CTpa-
nanud. Eciu quanor nepkBU U MEIULMHBL, OyAy4H NEPEeHEceH B CTEHBI MEAULIUHCKUX BY30B,
CTaHEeT IOCTOSHHBIM, 3TO OYyZET CIIOCOOCTBOBATH YKPEIUIEHHUIO TyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHBIX OCHOB
MEJHUIMHCKON mpodeccruu, Ha KOTOPhIX OHa Bcerja M cyuiectBoBana. OHON U3 3HAYUMBIX
¢dopmM 3TOTO AMANOra, HECOMHEHHO, JOJDKHO CTaTh MPEMoJaBaHne OMOMEIUIIMHCKON ITHKH,

© Muxens [1.B., 2023
@ @ @ This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/4.0/legalcode
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Abstract. The increased attention of the Orthodox Church to issues of medical education
in our country was the result of the fact that in the 1990s it once again became one of the most
active forces in our society. The connection between the church and the medical community,
which goes back to a time when the doctoring of the mind and bodily health was in fact the
work of the same people, cannot leave the church indifferent to the professional formation of
healthcare workers. The Soviet era saw the forced de-Christianization of the medical profession
and measures taken to abolish medical ethics rooted in the Hippocratic Oath and the Gospel
commandments. The restoration of dialogue between church and medicine began after the
collapse of the Soviet state, but it is still insufficiently regular. Currently, factors complicating
this dialogue are liberal medical legislation and capitalist economies in health care. The former,
by legalizing abortion, artificial insemination, and sterilization, absolves the doctor of moral
responsibility in matters concerning the management of human life; the latter encourages him
to view his profession not as a service, but as a means of making money from other people’s
suffering. If the dialogue between church and medicine were to be carried on permanently
within the walls of medical schools, it would strengthen the spiritual and moral foundations of
the medical profession, upon which it has always existed. One of the most significant forms of
this dialogue should undoubtedly be the teaching of biomedical ethics, which should be
grounded in modern theology and the values of traditional spiritual cultures of Russia.
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BeseperHune

Kak B coBeTCKy!0 310Xy, Tak U CErOHs MpaBOCIaBHas LIepKOBb B Poccun oT-
JieNieHa OT TOCYZapCcTBa, a TakXkKe 0T 00pa3oBaHUs U 3apaBooxpanenus. [locie pac-
naga CCCP u ynpa3gHeHUs KOMMYHUCTHYECKOM UCOIOTUH OHA 3aHsJ1a aKTUBHYIO
COLIMAJIbHYIO O3UIIHIO, TPU3BIBAS BCEX YJICHOB OOIIECTBA, BKIIOYAst MEAUIIMHCKIX
pabOTHUKOB, B CBOCU [EATEIHHOCTH OMHPATHCS HAa XPUCTHAHCKHE IICHHOCTH.
C nosuiueil mpaBocaaBHOW LEPKBU B 3TOM BOIIPOCE COTJIACHBI U MPECTaBUTENN
JIPYTUX TPAAULIMOHHBIX PEIUTHO3HBIX 00beAMHEeHU Poccru, 7151 KOTOPBIX LIEHHO-
CTU TPAJULMOHHBIX AYXOBHBIX KYJIbTYp Hallel CTpaHbl — CaMblidi HaJECKHbBIN
(GbyHIaMeHT U3 BceX BO3MOXKHBIX. COrJIacHBI ¢ HEH U T€ POCCHICKHE BpadH-XpH-
CTHaHEe, KOTOPbIE TPYIATCS, HE TOJBKO cieays OyKBe 3aKOHa, HO ¥ IPUCTYIIUBAsCh
K OMEHHMIO CBOEro MPaBOCIABHOTO cep/iia. 3a MOCieIHUue CTO JIET ObLIO CAENaHO
MHOT0€ JUISL TOTO, YTOOBI CTYK MPAaBOCIABHOTO CEeplla B TPYJIM Bpaya CTall TUIIIE.
MHoroe U3MEHWIOCh U BCIEACTBUE OCTPOrO KpHU3HMCa, OXBATHUBILEIO POCCUIICKOE
00IIEeCTBO MOCHE pa3pylIeHUs COBETCKOTO rocyaapctBa. HaBs3aHHble MeTUIMH-
CKMUM pa0OTHHKAM HOPMBI JHOEPAIbHOTO 3aKOHOJATENbCTBA M HUMIIEPATHBBI
PBIHOYHOM PKOHOMHKH HalleJIEeHbl Ha TO, YTOOBI COBEPLIECHHO YIpPa3JAHUTH HpaB-
CTBEHHbIE Hayajla MEIULMHCKOro npodeccuonanusma. [IpaBociaBHas 1iepkoBb B
Poccun 4yTkO yragpiBaeT 3THM TEHACHLMH M HACTOWYMBOE CTPEMUTCS K TOMY,
9YTOOBI YKPENHTh TyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHBIC OCHOBAHUS MEAMLIMHCKOW MPO(QECCHH.
HanaxxuBass nuanor ¢ MeIWUIMHCKUM COOOIIECTBOM, LIEPKOBb YKa3bIBaeT Ha
HEOOXOUMOCTh  JTyXOBHO-HPAaBCTBEHHOTO OOpa3oBaHHs I MEIUIUHCKUX
pabOTHUKOB.

LlepkoBb 1 meaumumHckoe obpa3oBaHue

B cootBercTtBumM ¢ KoHcTuTynuen nuepkoBb B Poccun otaenena ot rocynap-
CTBA, & 3HAYUT U OT CUCTEMBbI IOCYJaPCTBEHHOTO 00pa3oBaHus. DTO BEPHO U AJIs
CHCTEMBbl METUIIMHCKOTO 00pa30BaHus, KOTOPOE SBJISIETCS CBETCKUM U ONperens-
eTcs Kak CBOOOJHOE OT Uaeoioruueckoro BiusiHus. Ho Hu ogHa cucrema o6paso-
BaHUS B MUPE HE MOXKET OBbITh CBOOOHA OT UIECOJIOTUH, A IIEPKOBb HE MOXKET OBIThH
paBHOMYIIIHA K TOMY, KaK OCYIIECTBIsIeTCS 00pa3oBaHue OyAyLIUX MEIULIUHCKUX
paboTHuKOB. MicTOpryeckn IIEpKOBb M MEAMIIMHA HE Uyl ApYT ApyTy. B Poccun
MHOTHX Bpauel U CBALICHHOCTYXUTeNelH 00beAUHAIOT 00111as Bepa U LIEHHOCTH, a
MHOTI'/Ia T€ U APYTHE SBISAIOTCS OJHUMU U TEMU XK€ JIFOJAbMHU.
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B coBerckyto smoxy npou3oluia NpuHyAUTeNIbHAs JeXPUCTUAHU3AIUS MEIU-
IIMHCKOTO coobmecTBa. Kak v B Apyrux CBETCKUX By3axX, B MEIUIIMHCKUX YYCOHBIX
3aBEJICHUSAX B MPOTPaMMBbI 00pa30BaHus Oy IyIIUX Bpadyei ObLIN BBEICHBI HJIC0JIO-
THYECKHEe AUCIUIUIMHBI, PU3BaHHBIE CHOPMHUPOBATH Y OYIyIIMX METUITMHCKHX
PabOTHUKOB HICOJIOTHYECKH BEPHYIO KXU3HEHHYIO MO3uIuio0. VX mpenogaBaHue
obOecrieunBasioch KadenpaMu MapKCHUCTCKO-JICHUHCKHX OOIIECTBEHHBIX HAayK,
KOTOpPBbIE MPU 3TOM OCTABAJIUCh MHOPOJIHBIM TEJIOM B OPTraHU3ME METUIIMHCKOTO
By3a. Co CTOpPOHBI BY30BCKHX IIpErojiaBaTeiieii-MeIUKOB, KaK U CO CTOPOHBI
CTYJICHYECTBA, OTHOIICHUE K MAPKCHCTCKO-JICHHHCKOMY OOIIECTBO3HAHUIO OBLIO
BechbMa (popMabHBIM. MeX 1y TeM MOAJIMHHOE TyXOBHO-HPAaBCTBEHHOE OCHOBAHHE
cBOCH mpodeccuu Bpauyu COBETCKOM SIMOXU BUACIU B TPAAULIUAX CTApOd Bpaueod-
HOM 3TUKH, Bocxoasuied k KnsrBe I'mmmokpara u EBaHTenbCKUM 3amoBEIsIM.
Ho B panHme coBeTCKIEe BpeMEHa MPENo/IaBaHre BpaueOHOM ITHKH B METUITUHCKUX
By3ax OBLIO 3ampernieHo, B TOM YHCJIE, MMOTOMY YTO OHA OTpHUIlajia aOOPTHI
U pasriaiieHue BpaueOHOH TailHbl. 3ampeT Ha BpaueOHYyIO STUKY HE ObLI MPHUHAT
MEJIMIIMHCKUM COOOIIEeCTBOM, U TI03TOMY Tocie Bennkoi OTedecTBEHHOW BOWHBI
B MEIUIIMHCKUX BY3aX OBLIM MPEANPUHSATHI AT [0 BO3BPAIICHUIO B METUINH-
CKOe 00pa3oBaHWE KOMIIOHEHTOB, MPHU3BAHHBIX YKPENMUTh HPABCTBEHHBIN MOTEH-
yas MEIULIMHCKON mpodeccuu. JucumimHon, KkoTopasi JobKHa Oblta obectie-
YUTh HPABCTBEHHOE OOpa30BaHHME COBETCKOTO MeEIWKa, CTaja MEIUIIMHCKAs
neontonorua. OJHAKO OHA «HE TPENoJaBajiacCh OTIACIBHBIM KypCOM, HO Obuia
BKJIIOUEHA B MPENOAaBaHUE PA3THUHBIX JUCIUILUTHEY .

Pa3Ban coBeTcKOro rocyaapcTa mpuBel K 3aKphITHIO Kadeap o0IIecTBEHHbIX
HayK BO BceX By3ax. Ha ux mecrte ObuTH co3/1aHbI Kadeaphl COIMATbHO-TYMaHUTap-
HBIX HayK, [PEToJaBaTe]Id KOTOPBIX OCBOOOXKIAIUCH OT ()OPMUPOBAHUS y OyIy-
[UX MEUKOB HACOJOTUUECKH BEPHOU KU3HECHHOU Mo3uIuu. /{151 mpenopaBaTenei
¢bunocopuu, COMOIOTUN U IPYTUX AUCIUILTAH OTKPBUICS MPOCTOP ISl HAYIHOTO
M TEearoTHYECKOro TBOPYECTBA, HO TPHU OSTOM BO3HHKJIA HEOOXOAMMOCTH
CaMOOTIPE/ICIICHUS B YCIOBUSAX «UACOIOTHIECKOT0 MHOTOOOPA3HsI».

BaxxHoli 0COOEHHOCTBIO MEIUIIMHCKUX BY30B HAIlleld CTPaHbI SBISCTCS TOT
(dakT, 4TO OHU HAXOAATCS B MOJYMHEHUH Y MHHHCTEPCTBA 37PaBOOXPAHCHHS.
BceneacTBue 3Toro uenblil psa nporeccoB, oxBaTuBmKX B 1990-e rr. By3bl, HaXo0-
JUBIIMECS B APYTOM BEJOMCTBEHHOM TOMYMHEHHH, JUISI MEIUIMHCKUX yUEOHBIX
3aBEJICHUI OKa3ajicsi MEHEee XapaKTepHbIM. Tak, B OOJBIIMHCTBE HEMEIUITMHCKUX
BY30B IPETo1aBaTelsiM ObIBIINX Kadeap 0OIIeCTBEHHBIX HAYK B CBOEM HUJICOJIOTH-
YECKOM CaMOOTPEICICHUN TPHUIILIOCh TEPESKUTh CBOCOOPAa3HYIO JHOEPATbHYIO
WHULMALMI0 — TEPENOAroTOBKY IO MpOrpaMMaM 3amaJHbIX YHHBEPCHUTETOB,
KOTOPYIO KypupoBaio ¢eaepaibHoe MUHHUCTEPCTBO 00pa30BaHUs U 3apyOeKHBIC
Hay4dHble (poHIBI. BeIBIIME 00IIECTBOBEIBI MEIUITMHCKUX BY30B B 3HAYUTEIHLHOM
CBOEH YacTH M30eXaau 3TOW WHUILMAIMK, XOTS T, KTO MPHIIE] B MEIUIIMHCKHE

L «Pycckas Tpamuims» B GHOITHKE: STHKO-aKCHOJIOTHYECKHe OCHOBaHus / oTB. pen. H.B. Bonoxosa.
Kypck : YauBepcurerckas kaura, 2017. C. 136.
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By3bl mocie 1991 r., Boutasm B ceOsl OTACIbHBIE HJICOTOTHYCCKUE KITUIIE
Y TIOJIXOIBI 321 THOTO JTUOEPaTbHOTO OOIIECTBO3HAHUS.

Tpanchopmanus cuctTeMbl CBETCKOT0 00pa30BaHus IpUBENa K TOMY, 4TO Liep-
KOBb CTaJIa yIeJATh OOJbIIIe BHUMAHUSA J€NTy MOATOTOBKU MEIUIIUHCKUX PAOOTHU-
koB. HO mOCKONIBKY y LEPKBH HET JOCTYIa B ayJUTOPUH METUIIMHCKHX BY30B,
JUAJIOT IIEPKBH C MEJMIIMHCKUM COOOIIECTBOM Hauajcs 3a Ux mpeneiramu. Memau-
[IMHAa BHOBBH CTaja NPEIMETOM IIOMEYEHUsI MPABOCIABHON IEPKBH, OTYECTIMBO
YBUJEBILEH BCE T€ MPOOIEMBI, UTO OOPYIIMINCH HA MEIUIMHCKUX PAOOTHUKOB C
HAYaJIOM TMEPECTPOMKU CHUCTEMBI 3lpaBooxpaHeHus. B 1993 r. B Poccum Obin
co3nan IIpaBocnaBHBINT MEIMKO-TTPOCBETUTEIBCKUM HEHTP «KH3Hb», KOTOPBIHA
3aHSJICS PacIpOCTpaHeHHEeM WHGOpMAMu 00 OTHOIICHUH ILIEPKBH K adopTam,
KOHTpALIENUH, CTePUIIN3alnH, (peTaabHON Tepanuu U 1eATeIbHOCTH ACCOIUAINH
IJTAHUPOBaHUs ceMbU>. Beliesl 32 3TUM BO3HUK HENbIH P APYTUX MPABOCIABHBIX
MEIUIMHCKUX OpraHu3alui, BKIIOYas HauOojee BIMATENbHYI0 W3 HHUX —
OOmecTBo mpaBociaBHBIX Bpader Poccum umenu cpsaturens Jlyku (BoiiHo-
SAcenenkoro) (2007).

OnHUM U3 HEMHOTHX KaHAJIOB BO3/ICUCTBUS IIEPKBU HA METUITMHCKOE 00pa3o-
BaHUeE, MPUYEM BECbMa y3KUM, BBICTYIHIIA BO3MOKHOCTH 0JIarocioBeHHs y4eOHOM
Y HAyYHOH JIUTEPATyphbl, MOJE3HOMN Al TyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHOT'O pocTa Oy IyLIHX
menukoB. Tak, B 1998 r. Careitmmii Ilatpuapx MockoBckuii u Bces Pycu
Anexcutii I 61arocioBuI K U3JaHUIO KHUTY JTIOKTOpa Grtocodckux HAyK, mpodec-
copa meauuuHckoro yHuBepcutrera uM. H.M. TluporoBa M.B. CunysiHoBoO
«CoBpemeHHas MmenuIHa U paBociasue» [1]. [locne 3Toro kaura Obia nmepepa-
6oTaHa B y4eOHUK M0 OMOMEIUIIMHCKOM ATHKE JUIsSI CTYJICHTOB-MENKOB, a €€ aBTOP
TOT/Ia )K€ OCHOBaja MEepBYIO0 U eAMHCTBeHHYIO0 B Poccuu kadenpy Onomenumms-
CKOM 3THKH, CTABUIYIO TJIaBHBIM LIEHTPOM PACIIPOCTPAHEHUSI PABOCIIAaBHO-OPHEH-
TUPOBAHHOW OMOATHKU — «3HAHHSI O TPaHUIAX JOMYCTUMOTO MAaHUITYIUPOBAHHUS
JKU3HBIO U cMepThio yenoBekay [2. C. 5].

AHanu3 Hay9HOTO TBOpuecTBa npodeccopa N.B. CuiryssHOBOM, ee yUeHUKOB U
KOJIJIET MO3BOJIIET CYJUTh O TOM, YTO B YCJIOBHSIX MPUHYIUTEIbHON TuOepain3a-
LMY ¥ KOMMEPLHAIU3AIUN POCCUHUCKOTO 3/[paBOOXPAHEHUS B IPOCTPAHCTBE MEIH-
IIMHCKOTO BY30BCKOT0 0Opa3zoBanms Ha ucxoje 1990-x rr. Bnepsoie B Poccuu Obuta
pa3BepHyTa TPAKTHKA JTyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHOTO OOpa30BaHUS MEIUIIUHCKUX
PabOTHHUKOB, ONMMPAIOIIASCS HAa IIEHHOCTH PYCCKOM MPaBOCIaBHON KyJIbTYpHI [3].
[Toy4eHHBIIT B 3TOM MEIUIIMHCKOM BY3€ OMBIT (DOPMHUPOBAHUS METUITUTHCKUX
pabOTHUKOB, 00JIaJAIONINX HE TOJIBKO COBPEMEHHBIMU HAYYHBIMU 3HAHUSMU, HO U
NIPABOCIIAaBHBIM ~CEpAIEeM, HMeeT OOJbIIOe TMEJaroriueckoe W MOpajJbHOe
3Hauenue. llpencrasngercsa, 4To ero HEOOXOAMMO BHHUMATENIbHO HU3y4aTh M IO
BO3MO>XHOCTH TPAHCIMPOBATh AajibLIe. JTO BBI3BAHO TEM, YTO B HA4aJI€ TPETHETO
necsatunetuss XXI B. 3a1a4a 1yXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHOTO 00Pa30BaHUS METUITUHCKUX
pabOTHHKOB CTOUT HE MEHEe OCTpo, 4eM B 1990-e 1T.

2 TIpaBociaBHBI MeOUKO-IIPOCBETHTENLCKUN HeHTp «Kusub» [UHrepHer]. Pesxum mocryma:
http://life.orthomed.ru/about/ (mata oopamenus: 03.03.2023).
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LlepkoBb 1 nubepanbHoe MeANUUHCKOE 3aKOHOAATEIbCTBO

[TpaBocnaBHas LEPKOBb YXKE HE OJUH TOJ BEIET HACTOMYMBYIO KPUTHUKY
cymiecTByromero B Poccun nmubepanbHOr0 MEIUIMHCKOTO 3aKOHO/ATelNbCTBa,
npexae Bcero «OCHOB 3akoHomaTenbeTBa Poccuiickoit Denepanuu 00 oxpaHe
3m0poBbs rpakaan» (1993/2011), ykassiBas Ha TO, YTO B HEM COJIEPKATCs MIPaBO-
BbIE HOPMBI, OTPULAIOIINE TPAJAULIMOHHBIE HPABCTBEHHBIE IIEHHOCTH POCCUICKOTO
obmectsa’. K 4uciy TakoBbIX HpPEkIe BCEro OTHOCATCS CTAaThH, KAcalomuecs
HCKYCCTBEHHOTO OIUIOJJIOTBOPEHUs, abopTa M MEIULUHCKON CTepUIM3aLUH.
Coznannpiii B 1998 1. LlepkoBHO-0OIIECTBEHHBI COBET MO OHOMEIUITMHCKON
stuke npu MockoBcko Ilatpuapxum Pycckoil mpaBOCIaBHOM LEPKBU C CaMOI0O
Hayasa cBOei pabOThl MOATOTOBUII CEPUIO aHATIMTUYECKHX MATEpUajoB, a TaKxKe
psz 3asBJICHUI O HPABCTBEHHBIX MPOOJIeMaXx, CBA3aHHBIX ¢ MEAMIIMHCKUMH MPaK-
TUKaMH JKCTpakopnopanbHoro oruiogorsopenus (OKO), abGopra u npyrumu
BMEIATEIHCTBAMY B PENPOLYKTHBHYIO chepy *u3HHM yesoBeka®. B ux uucne 3ass-
nenust «O HpaBCTBEHHBIX MpoOJeMax, CBSI3aHHBIX C PA3BUTUEM HOBBIX PENPOIYK-
TUBHBIX TEXHOJIOTHID», «O MOPATbHO-3TUYECKON HEAOMYCTUMOCTH KIIOHUPOBAHUS
yenoBekay, «O rpexe aetoyouiicTBa», «O HEraTHBHBIX IMOCIEACTBUSAX rocyaap-
CTBEHHOT0 (DPMHAHCUPOBAHHS METOAUK HMCKYCCTBEHHOTO OILJIOJOTBOPEHHS,
«XpUCTHAHCKOE OTHOILIEHHWE K HKCTPAKOPHOPAIbHOMY  OILIOIOTBOPEHHUION,
«O XpUCTHAaHCKOM OTHOUIEHMHM K CyppOraTHOMY MaT€pUHCTBY» U 1p. (1998—
2017 rr.)°. B Han6onee KOHIEHTPUPOBAHHOM BHU/IE KPUTUYECKAS MO3UIIUS IIEPKBU
[0 3TUM BONpPOCaM Haiwla cBoe BblpakeHue B mpuHATHIX B 2000 r. «OcHoBax
couuanbHor koHuenuuu Pycckoi IlpaBocmaBuoit LlepkBu», B pasnpene XII
«IIpobnembl 6uodTHKMY. Tak, HOpMa, KacaroIascs Jeraiu3aluil abopToB, MOIy-
yuia ciaeayrouyo oneHky: «lllupokoe pacnpocrpaHeHue u onpapaaHue abopToB
B COBpeMeHHOM oO1iecTBe LlepkoBb paccMaTpuBaeT Kak yrposy Oyayliemy 4eso-
BEUYECTBA U SIBHBIM NpPU3HAK MOpAJIbHOW Jerpajaluu», a MO IMOBOAY HOPMBI,
JIeTaU3yIoLIel MPaKTUKY UCKYCCTBEHHOTO OIUIOI0TBOPEHUS, ObLIO OTMEUEHO, YTO
«paCIIMPSIOLIEECS] TEXHOJOTMYECKOE BMEIIATENIbCTBO B IPOLECC 3apOXKIACHUS
YeJI0BEYECKON KU3HU MPEACTABISET yrpo3y Ul IyXOBHOM LEIOCTHOCTU U (hU3u-
YECKOro 3/I0pOBbsl JUYHOCTHU. [1o1 yrpo3oil oKa3bIBalOTCS M OTHOIICHUS MEXIY

JIFOABMH, U3APCBJIC JICKAIINC B OCHOBAHUU O6IJ.[CCTB3.»6.

3 O noBoM 3akoHonpoekTe «O6 OCHOBaX OXPaHbI 37I0POBbS rpax/an B Poccuiickoit Menepaunm» //
OOmecTBo TpaBocnaBHEIX Bpaueil Poccun nmenu cstutens Jlyku (BoliHo-fcenenkoro) [MuTep-
HeT]. Pexxum mocrtyma: http://opvr.ru/biomedical ethics.htm (mata obpamenns 20.02.2023).

4 LlepKxOBHO-OOIIECTBEHHBIA COBET MO OMOMEIMIMHCKON 3THKEe IpH MockoBckol Ilatpmapxum
[UuTepnet]. Pesxxum noctyma: https://cosb-mp.ru/sovet (mata obpamienns 21.02.2023).

5 IlpaBocnaBue M MpoOIeMbl GHOSTHKH: ¢0. pabor. M. : IlaTpuapruas KOMHCCHS IO BOIPOCAM
CeMbH, 3alIUTHl MAaTEPUHCTBA U JeTCTBa, 2017.

% OCHOBBI cOLMANbLHON KoHLEenuuK Pycckoil mpaBociaBHOM nepkBu. M. : M3marenscTBo MockoB-
ckoit matpuapxuu, 2000. C. 40—41.
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B cBoeli KpuTMKE HOPM POCCHMCKOTO MEAMIIMHCKOIO 3aKOHOJATENbCTBA,
KaCaloIIMXCs penpOTyKIHH, IEPKOBb UCIOIb3YET TEOJIOTHYECKUN AUCKYpC, 00pa-
ujaercs kK Oubneiickum cumBosiaM. Ho aTa KpUTHKa HOCUT U IOJTUTUYECKHUI CMBICI,
MIOCKOJIbKY HalpaBJieHa Ha 3alllUTy HAlMOHAJIbHBIX HHTEpecoB Poccuu, penpoayk-
TUBHOTO TIOTCHIIMAJIa Hamero oomecTtBa. Tak, NMpUHATHE 3aKOHA 00 OXpaHe
3I0pOBbSl C €ro CTaTbiMH, JETAIU3YIONIMMH MEIULIUHCKOE BMEUIATEIbCTBO
B cepy penpoayKIuH, ¢ TEOJOrMYECKON TOYKU 3pEHUs] HAAENseT POCCHUIiCKoe
3/[paBOOXPAHEHUE 3aKOHHBIM MPAaBOM IOCSraTh Ha 3aMbicesl boxkuil 0 yenoBeke.
C TOuKH K€ 3peHus HALIMOHAJIbHBIX HHTEPECOB MPUHATUE 3TOTO 3aKOHA [TO3BOJISIET
CUCTEME 3PABOOXPAHEHUS KOHTPOJIMPOBATH 3aBTPALIHUNA JEHb POCCHIICKOIO
obmectBa. [loaBepras KpuTHuke MpaBo POCCUICKOTO 3APABOOXPAHEHUS B3SITh MOA
MOJIHBIM KOHTPOJIb PEMpPOIYKTHUBHBIM MOTEHIMAI U OyJyllee CTPaHbl, IEPKOBb
oOpariaer BHUMaHUE Ha TO, YTO STOT KOHTPOJIb HE BCET/Ia HAIIPABIICH Ha 3aILIUTYy
HallMOHAJIbHBIX UHTEPECOB CTPaHbl, NOCKOJIBKY K HEMY «IIPHUMEIIAHbD)> HHTEPECHI
IJ1I00aJIbHBIX CHJI, IOKENABILINX OCTaThCs «B TEHW». B uacTHOCTH, naBast KpUTHYE-
CKYIO OLEHKY HOpMe€, Kacarollelcs MCKYCCTBEHHOIO OIUIOJOTBOPEHUS, LIEPKOBb
orMeyaeT: «C pa3BUTUEM YNOMSHYTHIX TEXHOJOIHH CBSI3aHO TAaK)KE€ paclpocTpa-
HEHHE WUJICOJIOTMHU TaK HAa3bIBA€MbIX PEMPONYKTHBHBIX IpaB, MPONaraHIupyemMou
HbIHE HA HAIIMOHAIEHOM M MEIyHAPOJHOM YPOBHSX» .

Tot axT, yTO LIEpKOBHASI KPUTHKA OOr0OOPUYECKUX U TTI00ATUCTCKUX UHTEH-
LIMH, 3aJI0)KEHHBIX B YIIOMSIHYTBIE pa3Jesibl POCCUMCKOI0 MEAUIIMHCKOIO 3aKOHO-
JATENbCTBA, 3BYYUT HA IPOTSIKEHNHU YK€ HECKOJIBKHX JECITUIETHI, 03HAYAET, YTO
caMO MPUHATUE OTOrO 3aKOHOJATENIbCTBA MPOLLIO KpaHE CTPEMHUTENBHO,
a y poccuiicKoro o0IiecTBa B CBO€ BpeMsl HE HAILJIOCh JOCTATOYHBIX CHJI, YTOOBI
OLIEHUTb NPEVIOKEHHBIE EMY IIPABOBBIE YCTAHOBJICHUS.

B camom nene, «OcHOBBI...» (1993) OblIu MPUHATHI Cpa3y MOCIE TOTO, KaK
Pa3BaIMUIIOCh COBETCKOE IOCYIapCTBO, B YCIOBHAX TOTAJIBHOTO KpU3Uca, Ha (oHE
MacCOBOT'O 3aKpbITUS MpeanpusTuil, 0e3padoTullbl, pasryjia MHpPecTyMHOCTH,
MAJCHUsI YPOBHS JKU3HM MWUIMOHOB Jtofeil. «OCHOBBI 3aKOHOJATEIBLCTBA...»
ObLTH pazpaboTansl B Heapax Bepxosuoro Cosera Poccuiickoit deneparuu, 1 yxe
B utosie 1993 r. yrBepxkaensl npesunentoM b.H. EnbliuHbIM, BHECIIMM B TEKCT
3aKOHa psiJl CBOUX KOppeKTHB. He ObII0 BCEHApOIHOTO OOCYKIACHHS 3TOTO BaX-
HOT0 JJIs1 BCEH CTpaHbl 3aKOHA, U MOXHO TOJIBKO J0Ta/IbIBAThCSl, KAKHE IKCIIEPTHHIE
IPYIIIBl BHECIU pEUIAlOUIUi BKJIAJ B MOATOTOBKY €0 OKOHYATEJIbHON pEeIaKI1y.
Ero moaroroBka M mpuHSATHE MPOXOIWIA HAa (OHE PACTYIIETO MPOTHBOCTOSHUS
BepxoBHoro CoBera u npe3ueHTCKON aAMUHUCTPALINH, 32 KOTOPOU CTOSIN UHTE-
pechl TpaHCHAIIMOHAJIBHOTO KamurTaia. B wurore B mpeamOyine «OCHOB...»
MOSIBUJIOCH XapaKTEPHOE YIIOMHUHAHHUE O TOM, YTO 3aKOH IPUHUMAETCS B COOTBET-
CTBHH C «OOIIENPU3HAHHBIMU MPUHLIUIIAMHA U HOPMaMH MEXTyHapOIHOTO IPaBay,
a B coJeprKaTesbHO yacTi «OCHOB...», Kacalollencs: pernpoIyKTUBHOM mpooiie-
MaTHKH, SBHBIM 00pa3oM Oblla BCTPOCHA HACOJIOTHS PENPOIAYKTUBHBIX MpaB.

7 OCHOBBI COLMANLHON KoHLEnuuK Pycckoil mpaBociaBHOM nepkBu. M. : M3marenscTBo MockoB-
ckoit matpuapxuu, 2000. C. 41—42.
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Hanpumep, B cTathe, neraiusyoliei HCKyCCTBEHHOE OIJIOJOTBOPEHHE, YTBEPK1a-
ercsi: «Kaxxmas coBeplIeHHONIETHSS KEHILIMHA JETOPOJAHOIO BO3pacTa umeem
Npaeo Ha HCKYCCTBEHHOE OILIOA0TBOPEHUE M UMILIAHTALIUIO SMOPHOHAN»S.

[Tpunsitbie «OCHOBBI...» MPUILIA HA CMEHY COBETCKOMY MEIUIIMHCKOMY 3a-
KOHOJIaTeNbCTBY M, B yacTHOCTH, 3akoHy PCDCP «O 3apaBooxpanenun» (1971),
B KOTOPOM 3/IpaBOOXpPAaHEHHE OOBSABIAIOCH «BEIUYAMIIMM 3aBOEBAHUEM COIUA-
nmu3Ma»’. COBETCKOE 3aKOHOATEIbCTBO (PUKCHPOBAIO NPUOPHUTET HALMOHATIBHBIX
MHTEPECOB, TOTJa KaK POCCUICKUIN 3aKOH 00 OXpaHe 3/I0pOBbS IPaskJaH MPEeBpaTUIT
OTEYECTBEHHOE 3/IpaBOOXPAHEHUE B COCTABHYIO YacTh TJI00ATBLHOTO 3paBOOXpa-
HEHHUs, JEMCTBYIOUIETO B COOTBETCTBUU ¢ uMmiepatuBamu BO3 u Bcemupnoro
banka, B nyxe nubepaibHOIN uaeonaoruu npas yenoneka. [Ipunsreie « OCHOBBI. .. »
HE TOJBbKO MOKOHYMIIM C COBETCKOM MOJENbIO 3APaBOOXPAHEHHUS, HO U MEpelaiu
CaMO POCCHHCKOE 3/IpaBOOXPAHEHUE B BEJCHHE TJI00aTbHBIX CHUJI, TPAKTYIOIIMX
BCAKOE OOIECTBO KaK €lle OJUH PBIHOK, OTKPBITHIM NJIs1 TPaHCHAIIMOHAJIHLHOTO
Kanuraia. 9TO U CTaJlo MPUYMHON TOro, IOYEMY MPaBOCIABHAs LIEPKOBb BBICTY-
MUJIa Ha 3alIUTYy PENpPOAYKTUBHOIO MOTEHIMAIa Halllel CTPaHbl U MOBEIa KPUTHKY
TOepaIbHOr0 METUIIMHCKOTO 3aKOHOIATeNILCTBA.

Henb3s He BUIETH TOTO, UTO COBPEMEHHOE MEIUIIMHCKOE 3aKOHOAATENHLCTBO
Poccun BO3HUKIIO Ha pa3BajJuHaX COBETCKOIO rOCyJapcTBa, KakK CIEACTBHE O0Jb-
10 FeONONIUTUYECKOM TpaHCHOPMAIIUH, COCTABHOM YaCThIO KOTOPOI OBLIH TJIAHBI
0 JajbpHeimeMy ocnadaeHuto Poccumn u npeBpalieHuo €€ B HCTOYHUK JIEIIEBBIX
pecypcoB. Hannyre MHOTOYUCIIEHHOTO HACENIeHUs ObLIO ObI JIHIb MPENSTCTBUEM
JUIS. OCYLIECTBJICHUS IJIAHOB 110 UX AKCIUIyaTallud CO CTOPOHBI TPAHCHAIIMOHAb-
HBIX KOMIaHUM.

HenocasieHHOMY 4eTOBEKY KPUTHKA IIEPKOBBIO ATOTO JIMOEPATBHOTO MEIH-
IIMHCKOTO 3aKOHOJATENbCTBA MOXKET IMOKa3aThCsA MOKYIIEHHWEM Ha Ba)KHEUIIHe
3aBOCBaHMs COBPEMEHHOW NMBUJIM3AIMU B cdepe mpaB denoBeka. OqHAKO J1e10
UJIET COBCEM O ApyroM. SIBisAsch OJHON U3 Hauboee aKTUBHBIX COLMATBHBIX CUIT
COBPEMEHHOT'O POCCUICKOro 00IIecTBa, MpaBOCIaBHAas IIEPKOBb CTaBUTh Iepea
co0oif 3a7auy caenaTh OTEYECTBEHHOE 3/IPaBOOXPAHEHUE MOJTMHHBIM 3alUTHH-
KOM HaI[MOHAJIbHBIX UHTEPECOB U BBIBECTH €T0 U3-110J] KOHTPOJIS INI00aJbHBIX PhI-
HOYHBIX CHJI, IPUKPBIBAIOLINXCSA PUTOPUKON O PENPOAYKTHUBHBIX MpPaBax.

LLepkoBb 1 KOMMEpLMann3aunsa 3apaBooxXpaHeHns

Kputnkys nubepanbHOe METUIMHCKOE 3aKOHOAATEIbCTBO, LIEPKOBb TaKXKe
BBICKa3bIBa€T CBOIO 03a00YEHHOCTh KOMMEpIMAIM3aluell POCCUHCKOro 31paBo-
oxpaHeHua. OHa yKa3blBa€T Ha NaryOHble MOCHEACTBHS KaNUTAJINCTUYECKUX

8 OcHOBBI 3aKOHOIATENHECTBA POCCHITCKOM Oeneparun 00 oxpaHe 300poBbs Tpaxaad. 22.07.1993.
Cr. 35 [Uureprer]. Pexxum noctyma: http://www.consultant.ru/document/cons_doc LAW_ 2413/
(mata obpamenns: 18.09.2022).

93akon  PC®CP o s3mpaBooxpamenmu. 1971 1. [Uarepmer]. Pexmm  gocTyma:
http://www.consultant.ru/cons/cgi/online.cgi?req=doc&base=ESU&n=2162#Q06rY VTQTFInkKQ
K1 (mara oopamenus: 01.02.2023).
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METOJIOB XO3SHCTBOBAHUS B 3[PAaBOOXPAHCHUU M MPOTHUBOIOCTABIISIET UM TPaJIH-
IIUOHHBIE IIEHHOCTH PYCCKOM IyXOBHOHM KyibTypbl. B «OcHoOBax comuagbHOR
KOHIICTIIUMY» YTBEPXKAACTCS, YTO MEAUIIMHCKAS MOMOIIb «IODKHA OBITh MaKCH-
MaJIbHO 3((EeKTUBHON U JIOCTYIHOM BCEM 4jieHaM OOIECTBa, HE3aBUCHUMO OT MX
MaTEepHATLHOTO JIOCTATKA U COIMAIBHOTO TIOJOXKEHHUS. .. Bpad He TOMKEH CBS3bI-
BaTh CTENEHb CBOCH OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 33 OKAa3aHUE MEAULIMHCKON ITOMOIIH HCKITIO-
YUTETHHO C MATEPUAIBHBIM BO3HATPAXKICHUEM H €T0 BEIMYUHOM. ... B TO ke Bpemst
JOCTOMHAs OIUIaTa TPy/Aa MEAULMHCKUX PaOOTHUKOB NPECTABISETCS BaXKHOH 3a-
naueii obmectsa u rocyaapctsa» '’ IlepkoBb cunTaeT HEOOXOAUMBIM MOBHIIICHHE
oIJIaThl TpyJa BpaueH, MOCKOJIbKY 3Ta Mepa MO3BOJSIET MPEeIOTBPATUTh KOPPYII-
IIUIO M YKPETIUTh HPABCTBEHHOCTh B OTHOLICHUSAX MEX/y BpauaMH M MAIlIEHTaMH.

BrickasbiBasg CBOIO 03a004€HHOCTh KOMMEpIHAIM3alMeld OTEYECTBEHHOIO
3[IPaBOOXPAHEHHS, LIEPKOBb CBS3BIBAET JTOT MPOLECC C «IITyOOKUM OOIIECTBEH-
HBIM KPH3HCOM KOHIA ctoneTus»'!. B caMoM fene, KoMMepluanu3amus poccuii-
CKOTO 3/JpaBOOXpAHEHHUsI CTaja eImle OJHUM CIEICTBHEM pa3Bajia COBETCKOTO
rocy/lapcTBa U MEpexo/la K PhIHOYHONW MOJETH 3KOHOMHUYECKOW NesATEIbHOCTH,
npousomienuiero B Hayane 1990-x rr. Ilocne Toro, kak mpuiiennivie K BIACTH
nubepanbHbie peopMaTopbl OOBSBUIN O MEPEXOAE K «IIOKOBOW Tepamum», B
CTpaHe Haydajics CTPEMHUTEIbHBII POCT LIEH M MOJaBIIsAIONIee OONBIINHCTBO MPE-
MPUATHI OKa3aJoCch MEpell yrpo30il 3akpeiTud. B 3THX ycClOBUAX TrocyaapcTBO
0Ka3aJloch HECTIOCOOHBIM 00ECTIeYUTh HEOOX0IUMOe (PMHAHCHPOBAHNUE MEIUIIMH-
CKUX YUYPEKICHHM, U UX PYKOBOJIUTEISM MPHUIILJIOCh OOPAaTUTHCS K MPAKTUKE OKa-
3aHUS TUIATHBIX MEAMLIMHCKUX ycayr. B KopoTkuil mepwox BpemeHu Ha 0Oasze
OBIBIIIETO COBETCKOI'O 3/IpaBOOXPAHEHUsS C €ro BceoOiel OecryiaTHOW MeTuIH-
CKOM IOMOIIBIO BO3HHKJIA HOBAsI CHCTEMa, COSIMHSIONIAs B ce0e yCcIoBHO Oecruiar-
HYIO U IIATHYIO cepbl METUIIMHCKOTO 00CTy KUBaHUs. DaKTUUECKH K€ BCE HOBOE
poccuiickoe 3apaBooxpaHeHue B Hauase 1990-x IT. BRIHYKJIEHHO 0Ka3a10Ch IJ1aT-
HBIM W TEPENUIO0 K PHIHOYHBIM METOJaM Xxo3saiicTBoBaHUs. [Ipunumas B 1993 1.
HOBBIH 3aKOH 00 OXpaHe 3710pOBbS IPAXK/IaH, POCCUACKUE 3aKOHOIATENTN OKA3aJINCh
B CJIOKHOM cutyanuu. JKenas u30exaTh COUAIBHOIO HEIOBOJIBCTBA, aBTOPHI 3a-
KOHa BBEJIM B €ro TEKCT IOJIOKEHHE O BO3MOXXHOCTH IOJIyYEHUS TpakIaHaMU
OecrIaTHOr0 MEJUIIMHCKOTO OOCITY>)KMBaHHsI — TaKMX YHNOMHUHAHUN HACUUTHIBA-
JOCh IBAALATH [BA. YTBEp:KJIas IMPaBO TpaKJAaH Ha IOJydeHHEe OecIruIaTHOU
MTOMOIIIH, 3aKOHOIaTEIH CTPEMUIIMCh COXPAHUTh XOTh KaKy0-TO IPEEMCTBEHHOCTb
C COBETCKMM BpEMEHEM U ero OecriiaTHoW menuuuHoi. Kpome toro, mpunsarue
3aKoHa ObLIO MPU3BAaHO HABECTH XOTh KaK0Oe-TO Mo100Ke nopsiaka B cdepe, rie yxe
[apWI PHIHOYHBIA Xa0C U CTAKUBAIMCh MHTEPECH! aIMUHUCTPATOPOB MEIUIIMH-
CKUX YUYPEXKICHWH, BOJIOHTApU3M MATE€PHAIbHO OOECHEUYEHHBIX MAIMECHTOB
Y TIOJIHOE OecTipaBre HEUMYIIIHX.

10 OcHOBBI COTUATFHOH KOHIICTIIHH Pycckoit npaBocnaBHoM nepkBu. M. : U3natenbctBo MoOCKOB-
ckoit matpuapxuu, 2000. C. 38.
' Tam xe. C. 39.
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[leyanbHBIM MPOSIBICHUEM POCCUHUCKOTrO Kpr3uca KoHia XX B. CTaja JAENoIy-
nsuusi. C TOYKM 3peHusi LEepKBH «Ooppba C Jemnomyisnued JoJKHAa BKIIOYATh
AKTUBHYIO MMOAICPKKY HAYYHO-METUIIMHCKUX U COLIMAIbHBIX TPOTPaMM I10 3aIUTE
MaTepUHCTBA M JETCTBA, II0JIa U HOBOPOKIEHHOTO» 2,

LlepkoBb BecbMa HAaCTOPOXKEHHO OTHOCHUTCS K TE€M WHHUILIMATUBAM MEJULIMH-
CKOTO COOOIIECTBA, KOTOPHIE CBS3BIBAIOT PELICHHE IeMOrpapuueckux mpoodieM
HaIero o0IIecTBa JHIIb C BHEPEHUEM JIOPOTOCTOSIIIAX METUITMHCKUX TEXHOIIO-
ruii, ocooenHo texnonoruit KO, HO mpu 3TOM ymycKaroT U3 BUAy Oosee T0CTyI-
HBIC MEPHI, TAKKE, KaK OTKa3 OT rOCyJapCTBEHHOro (hMHAHCUPOBAHUS a0OPTOB U3
dbonga OMC. B stom otHOomenun Csarenmmii [latpuapx MockoBckuii u Bees
Pycu Kupunn yrBepxnaer: «CoTHUM ThICSY AeTel TMOHYT Ka)Abli IOJ] B Hallel
CTpaHe B pe3yJsibTaTe abopToB. Sl 00 3TOM roBOpui U Oyay TOBOPUTH IO TeX IMOp,
[I0Ka COXPAaHAETCS ONACHOCTb I KU3HM CIEAYIOUIMX ITOKOJICHUM B Halleu
cTpaHe... Baxneimum marom B CTOpOHY TaKoOW 3alUThl MOTJIO ObI CTaTh MpeKpa-
nieHre (uHaHCHPOBaHUS a0OpPTOB 3a CUET CPEACTB OIOKETa M CHCTEMBI 00s13a-
TENILHOT0 MEMIMHCKOTO CTPaXoBaHUs» !>,

[lepkoBb OOpaiaeT BHUMaHUE Ha TO, YTO WHUIIUATHBBI [10 BHEAPEHUIO JTOPO-
rocrosimux TexHonoruii KO He cnmocoOCTBYIOT pelieHut0 MpoOIeMbl IEMOIMyis-
MU ¥ BEIyT K HPABCTBEHHOMY IMOBPEXKJICHHUIO HAIEro oOmecTBa. B 3asBneHun
I{epxoBHO-00IIECTBEHHOT'O COBETA 110 OMOMEAUIIMHCKON ATHKE «O HPaBCTBEHHBIX
mpo0yieMax, CBSI3AHHBIX C PAa3BUTHUEM HOBBIX PEMPOIYKTHBHBIX TEXHOJIOTHI
(1999) ytBepxknaetcs: «cnob30BaHUE HOBBIX TEXHOJIOTHH MOPOXKIAET cOOIa3H
paccMmatpuBaTh (HOPMHUPYIOMIYIOCS JKU3Hb KaK MPOAYKT, KOTOPHI MOYKHO BBIOH-
paTh COrJacHO COOCTBEHHBIM CKJIOHHOCTSIM M KOTOPBIM MOXKHO PacCIOpsKaThCs
HapaBHE C JIOOBIMH IPYTUMH MPOJTYKTAMHU YEIIOBEUYECKON e TeIbHOCTH. Yenoe-
yecKast JKM3Hb CTAHOBUTCA MPEAMETOM KyILTH-Ipofaxku» 4. OueBuHo, NpUUMHOi
toro, nmouemy OKO cTONb HACTOMYMBO MPOABUTAECTCS B KAdyeCTBE TIJIABHOIO
CpEICTBa MPOTUB ACTIONMYJISALNH, SBISIOTCS HHTEPEChl METUIIMHCKOTO OM3HEca —
HE TOJIBKO OTEYECTBEHHOT'O, HO M 3apyOexHoro. Tak, oTHOW U3 CHJI, 3aUHTEPEco-
BaHHBIX B poBkeHnu KO, crana coznannas B 1991 r. Poccuiickas accoruanmus
penpoIyKIMK YelioBeka. B ee co3laHuu MpUHUMAaIM y4acTUE HE TOJBKO OTeue-
CTBEHHbBIE CIICLIMATHUCTBI, HO U MX 3apyOekHble mapTHepbl [4]. OTH mapTHEpHI
COCPEIOTOYMIUCH HAa TOM, YTOOBI Yepe3 CO3/IJaHNE CETU PENPOAYKTUBHBIX KIMHUK
W areHTCTB MO MOA00pY CyppOraTHBIX Marepeil mpeBpaTUTh Poccuio B phIHOK
(epTUIBHBIX YCIIYT U HA KOMMEPYECKOW OCHOBE HCITOJIb30BATh PEIPOTyKTHBHBIN
MOTEHIIMaJ POCCUICKOro obiecTBa. B ctpemnenun 3apy6exxnoro 6uzHeca B cepe

12 OcHOBBI cONMATBFHON KOHIEIIIAN Pycckoit npaBocinaBHoi nepkBu. M. : U3natensctBo MoCKOB-
ckoil matpuapxuy, 2000. C. 39.

13 Beicrymnenne Casretimero Iatpuapxa Kupuia Ha rutenapHom 3acemannn XXX Mexayna-
pomubIx PoxxnmecTBeHCKnx oOpa3oBatenbHbIX uTeHmi // Pycckas [IpaBociasnas LepkoBs. Odumn-
anpHBIA caiiT MockoBckoro Ilarpmapxata. 25 suBaps 2023. [UaTepHer]|. Pexxum moctyma:
http://www.patriarchia.ru/db/text/5999288.html (gara o6pamenus: 02.02.2023).

14 TIpaBocnasue u npobaembl GUOdTUKK: ¢6. paGot. M. : [NaTpuapiuas KOMHCCHS 1O BOIIPOCAM
CeMbH, 3allIUTHl MaTEPUHCTBA U 1eTcTBa, 2017. C. §89—90.
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OKO BoCnonp30BaThCsi POCCUICKUMHU PENPOAYKTUBHBIMU pecypcaMu HE ObLIO
HUYEro ynuBuTensHoro. B Hayane 1990-x IT. ¢ TeMu e HaMepeHUs MU ATOT OU3HeC
MPOHUK B cTpaHbl Bocrounoit EBponel u Muauu, koTopsle, kak u Poccus, npeObI-
BaJIM B KPHU3UCE U TMPEACTABISUIM CO00H yHOOHBIM OOBEKT ISl W3BICYEHUS
npuosLu [5. C. 74—76, 78—S81].

3aHsIB YETKYIO O3ULMIO 10 BOIPOCY O AEMOMYJIAUUH U ncroib3oBannto KO,
LIEPKOBb BBIHYKJI€HA TIOCTOSIHHO MPOTUBOCTOSITh apTYMEHTAaM CBOMX ONIIOHEHTOB
— MOEpaNbHBIX TOJIUTHKOB U MEAUIMHCKUX IpeANpUHuMaresei'’. OHuM u3 He-
JAaBHUX apryMEHTOB, Ha KOTOPHIM NPUIUIOCH OTBEYAaTh LIEPKOBHBIM 3KCIIEpTaM,
CTall apryMEHT O JOMyCTUMOCTH TaK Ha3blBa€MOTo «ImpaBociiaBHOro OKO».
OtBetoMm crano 3asBienue LlepkoBHO-001ecTBEHHOTO coBeTa «O BCIIOMOTATENb-
HBIX PEeNpOAYKTHUBHBIX TexHoJorusx» (2019): «“TIpaBocnaBroe DKO” — 370...
IIpaKTHKa “‘CKOTHOro ABopa’”. Takas mpakTHKa “OCKOTHBIIEHUS YHUKAET IOCTOMH-
CTBO ueJOBeKa Kak HocuTens obpaza boxwus... LlepkoBHO-00IIECTBEHHBII COBET
110 OMOMEINIIMHCKON ITHUKE B KOTOPBII pa3 CBUAETEILCTBYET O TOM, YTO KpPAaCHBIE
JUHUM 3alIUTHI )KU3HU TMPOXOISAT CeroiHs B Bompocax nmpumenenus BPT, xorga
110 KOHBIOHKTYPHBIM COOOpa)KeHUSIM MOMHMPAETCs XPUCTUAHCKAs! HDABCTBEHHOCTD,
a U3 rocyapCcTBEHHOro 0r0/keTa MHAHCUPYETCs yOUICTBO MIJITHOHOB JIETeH —
aboptel. [Ipu 3TOM NTUIIEMEPHO TOBOPUTCSI, UTO ¢ ToMOIIb0 KO MOKHO BBEIUTH U3
“nemorpaduyeckoit sMbr» 6.

Cogetckast 31oxa ObU1a BpeMEHEM MacCOBOTO PacIpoOCTpaHeHHst a0OPTOB, HO
3Ta MpakTUKa MPOJOIDKAeT MpOIBETaTh M B HacTodiee Bpems. K coxanenuro,
Tenepb abopT — 3TO HE TOJBKO CHOCO0, KOTOPHIM KCHINWHA H30aBISETCS OT
pebeHka, HO M UICTOYHHK JJIs [TOJTy4YeHHUs SMOPUOHANIBHBIX U (DeTanbHBIX TKaHEH B
MHTEepecax OMoMemuIMHCKUX uccnenoanuit. [locme Toro, kak B 1998 r. Obuia
OTKpBITa pereHepaTUBHAas POJib CTBOJIOBBIX KJIETOK, MUP OXBaTHJIa HACTOSILAS JTH-
XOpajJKa, CBsI3aHHAsl C MCIIOJb30BAaHUEM TaK Ha3bIBAEMBIX «(ETaJbHBIX IMperapa-
TOB». B ycnoBusx cmaboro rocyaapcTBEHHOIO KOHTPOJS HaA 3Toi cdepoit
MEIULIMHCKOTO On3Heca «(eranbHas Tepamus» paciBena B cTpaHax Boctounoit
EBpomnsr [7]. B Poccun rimaBHBIM MPOTUBHUKOM MEAMIIMHCKOTO OM3HEca B cdepe
«(eranbHOI Tepanum» SBIAETCS MPaBOCIaBHAs IEpKOBH [8]. VIMeHHO moj Bius-
HUEM LEpKBU ObUIM TPHUHATHl CaMble pEIIWTENbHbIE MIard, HalpaBlICHHBIC
Ha yCTAHOBJIEHHE KOHTPOJIS HAJl Pa3BUTHUEM TEXHOJIOTUM, CBA3aHHBIX C UCIOJIb30-
BaHHWEM OMOMaTepHaoB OT a0OPTUPOBAHHBIX IMOPUOHOB. [IpUHATHIH ¢ yuacTHeM
LEPKOBHBIX 3KcrepToB PDenepanbHblil 3ak0H «O OMOMEIUIMHCKUX KIETOYHBIX
npoaykTax» (2016) HamOKUI 3aMpeT Ha UCHOIb30BAHUE YETOBEUECKUX SMOPHUOHOB

15 3KO (3KcTpakopropanbHOe OILIOAOTBOPEHHME), UTO 3a STUM CTOMT Ha camoM aene. COOpHHUK
MarepuanioB. Beimyck derBepTelid. M. : Ilarpumapiuas KoMuCCHSI 110 BOIPOCAaM CEMBbH, 3aLUTHI
MaTepUHCTBA U IeTCTBA; LlepkOBHO-00IIECTBEHHBIN COBET 10 OMOMEANIIMHCKON 3THKe, 2016 [6].
16 TIpaBocnasue u nmpodaemel 6uo3THKH: ¢6. pabot / nox pen. U.B. Cunysrosoii. M. : IlepkoBHO-
00I1IECTBEHHEII COBET 110 OMoMeauIMHCKOM THKe, 2021. C. 77.
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JUISl TIOJTy4eHMsl U3 HUX LEHHBIX KJIETOYHBIX HpenapaTos'’. TeM He MeHee OMbIT
CIIA, BenukoOpuTaHuu U T€X CTpaH, Ie a0OpTUPOBAHHBIE IMOPUOHBI IIUPOKO
HCIOJIB3YIOTCSA B OMOMEIMIIMHCKUX LENAX [9], Bce elle ocTaeTcsi OpUeHTUPOM ISl
OTENbHBIX YUEHBIX, PA3ACISIOMUX JUOEpaIbHbIA NOAX0A K Pa3BUTHUIO MEIUIIMH-
ckoro 3HaHuA. Co3HaBas ATOT (aKT, IEPKOBb MPU3HAET, YTO MPAKTHKA UCIIOIb30-
BaHUSI a0OPTUBHBIX SMOPHOHOB B HAayYHBIX M KOMMEpPYECKHX LEISIX B Hallel
CTpaHe B MOJHON Mepe €Ille HE U3KUTA U IOTOMY HY>KJIAeTCsl B THIATEIbHOM KOH-
TpOJIE CO CTOPOHBI TOCYAAPCTBA U OOILECTBA.

[TposiBiisis 03a00YEHHOCTH MPOLIECCOM KOMMEPLHUAIM3ALUN  POCCUICKOTO
3paBOOXPAHEHUs, IEPKOBb CTAPAETCS 3aHUMATh B3BEIICHHYIO MO3ULINIO. LlepKOBb
HE OTBEPraeT MEIUIMHCKUX YCIYT Ha IIATHOW OCHOBE, HO IIPU 3TOM HUCXOJUT U3
TOT0, YTO «BEPYIOLINN MEIUK JOJKEH IOHUMAaTh, YTO YEJIOBEK, HYKAAIOIINNCS B
IIOMOLUIH, XAET OT HEro HE TOJILKO COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO JIEUEHUS, HO U TyXOBHOM
noiepxku»'S. C TOUKHM 3peHus LEepKBH, CTPaJaHus MalMeHTa He JOJKHBI ObITh
MIPEIMETOM JIJISl U3BJICYCHUS BBITOJIBI CO CTOPOHBI Bpada. Oco0yr0 03a009€HHOCTh
LIEPKBH BBI3bIBAET PAa3BUTHE TeX C(hep BHICOKOTEXHOIOIMYHOIO 3paBOOXPAHEHNS,
KOTOPBIE MPOJBUTAIOTCS YaCThIO0 MEIUIIMHCKOTO COOOIIECTBA KaK CPEJCTBO pelie-
HUS TpoOJeMbl IENOIMyJIAIUN, HO B JAECHCTBUTEIBHOCTH HE PELIAlOT 3TOW Ipo-
6nembl. B 3TOM cMBICIIe COBEPIIEHHO MOHSATHBI YCHIIUS LEPKBH MO OrPaHUYCHHIO
qucia coBepiiaeMbix B Poccun abopToB, a Takxke peryssipHas KpUTHKa HHUIIMATUB
o npoasrxeHnto JKO. LlepkoBb MpU3bIBAET KaK Bpauel, Tak U OCTAIbHYIO 4acTb
o01ecTBa MPUACPKHUBATHCS TPAJAULIMOHHBIX IEHHOCTEH PyCCKOM KyJIbTYpbI U ITPO-
SBJISITH HPABCTBEHHYIO pa300pPUMBOCTh B BBIOOpE CPEACTB, BEAYIIUX K JTOCTHKE-
HUIO TJaBHOM LienM — cOepexeHuto Hapoja Poccum B yCIIOBUSX TSDKEIOH
aeMorpagpuuecKoil CUTyaluu. Y Ke MOYTH TPU JECATHIICTHS IIEpKOBb HACTaHBAET
Ha TOM, YTO B CO3HaHUM OOIIECTBA U B CO3HAHUU MEAMLMHCKUX PAOOTHHUKOB B
YaCTHOCTH JOJDKEH NMPOU30MTH HpPaBCTBEHHBIM NOBOPOT. Ilo cinosam Ilarpuapxa
Kupunnna, «curyanus, npu KoTropoii KOHCTUTYLMsS TOBOPUT O TOM, YTO JETU —
BAKHEUIINN MPUOPUTET IOCYJAPCTBEHHOM IOJUTUKH, U OJHOBPEMEHHO C 3TUM
roCyapCTBO OIUIAYMBACT YHUYTO)KCHUE JETCKUX JKM3HEU O POXKACHUSA, — IIPO-
TUBOECTECTBEHHA. Hemb3s roBOpUTh OAHO, a MOAAEPKUBATH APYTOE; ITY HOIUTUKY
HEOOXOIMMO U3MEHUTHY . MaTeprabHbIi HHTEPEC OTEIBHBIX IPYIIT BHYTPH Me-
JTUIAHCKOTO COOOIIEeCTBA, CBSA3aHHBIX C HWHAYCTpUEH abOpTOB M pa3BUTHEM
texHoaoruil 9KO, ¢ ToukH 3peHus LEepKBU, JODKEH OTCTYIHTh MEPe BBICIIUMU

17 ®enepanbHblii 3aK0H «O GMOMEIUIMHCKHUX KIETOUHBIX MPoaykTax» Ne 180-®3. 23 urons 2016
r. [Wartepuer]. Pexwum moctyma: http://www.consultant.ru/document/cons doc LAW 199967/
(mata obpamenns: 30.12.2022).

18 OCcHOBBI cONMATBFHON KOHIEIIINN Pycckoit npaBocnaBHoi nepksu. M. : U3natensctBo MoCKOB-
ckoit matpuapxwu, 2000. C. 37—38.

19 Bricrymienne Casretiniero Iatpuapxa Kupuia Ha mwieHapHOM 3acemannn XXX Mexmryna-
pomubIX PoxknmecTBeHCKnX 0oOpa3oBarenbHbIX uTeHmi // Pycckas [IpaBociaBnas LepkoBs. Odrmn-
anpHBI calT MockoBckoro [latpuapxarta. 25 suBaps 2023. [HMutepner]. Pexxum nocryna:
http://www.patriarchia.ru/db/text/5999288 . html (nara obparienus: 02.02.2023).
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MHTEpECaMU POCCUMCKOro oOLIeCTBa, CBA3AHHBIMU C €r0 (PU3NYECKUM BbIKHBa-
HUEM M JyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHBIM pa3BUTHEM. CpeACcTBOM IJis JOCTUKEHMS 3TOTO
JOJIZKHO OBITh U3MEHEHHE CO3HAHUS BCEX MCEIUIIMHCKHUX pa60THI/IKOB.

Heo6xoanmMocCTb AyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHOro 06pa3oBaHUA MeAULIMHCKNX
pabGoOTHUKOB B YCNOBUSX OBMOTEXHONOMMYECKON PEBONIOLNMN

IlepkoBb Bcera BHOCHIIA Ba)KHBIHM BKJIa B IIPOLECC 1yXOBHO-HPAaBCTBEHHOTO
o0Opa3oBaHMs PyCCKUX Bpauei, XOTs U HE UMeJla JOCTyNa B ayIUTOPUN METULMH-
CKUX BY30B. B coBerckuil mepuoj cBA3b MEXIYy LIEPKOBbIO U MEAMLIMHON Oblia
MIPUHYIUTEIBLHO pa3opBaHa, a B caMoM Havane 1990-x rr. menuuuHckas npodec-
CHsl OKa3ajach 10/ JBOMHBIM OpeMeHeM JIMOepabHOr0 MEAUIIMHCKOTO 3aKOHO/1a-
TEIbCTBA U KAMUTAIMCTUYECKHX METOJOB XO3SMCTBOBAaHUS B 3/IpaBOOXPAaHEHUHU.
O06a 31u pakTOopa 0Ka3bIBaIOT CEPhE3HOE BO3ACUCTBUE HA (popMHUpOBaHUE Mpodec-
CHUOHAJIbHOW MACHTUYHOCTU MEJAULMHCKUX PaOOTHUKOB, YTO HE MOKET HE BbI3bI-
BaTh 0CO00 03a00YEHHOCTH CO CTOPOHBI IIEPKBH.

Eme onHuM (akTopoM, BIMSIIOIIMM Ha MEAMIIMHY BCE MOCIEIHUE TPUALATDH
JeT, ABIsieTcs OnoTeXHoNornyeckas pepostonus. [losBaeHne HOBbIX OMOMETUINH-
CKHX TE€XHOJOTHH CTalo MEHSATh CaMO COJEp)KaHUE MEIUIMHCKON NeATEIbHOCTH.
Brnote 1o 1990-x rr. BO3MOXHOCTH MEAMLIMHBI ObUIM CBSI3aHBI MPEXKAE BCEro
C JiedyeHueM, HO Onarojaps MOSBIECHUIO TEXHOJOTUH, MO3BOJIAIOIIUX <«J1aBaTh
xu3Hb» (OKO, remernueckas AMAarHOCTHKA, PeJAaKTUPOBAHHME I'€HOMA), OMpene-
JATh U W3MEHSTh €€ KayeCTBEHHbIE MapaMeTpbl (CMEHa Moja XUPYPruyecKum
NyTeM, T'eHHas HHXXEHEepHs, HeHpo(apMaKoIOorus) U «OTOABUTaTh» BPEMs CMEPTH
(peanumanysi, TpaHCIUIAHTALlMA OPTaHOB, pEreHepaTUBHASI MEAUIIMHA), MEAUIIMHA
II0JTy4nsIa BO3MOXHOCTH JJISl «yIIPABJICHUs YesoBedYecKo xku3Hbto» [1. C. 3—4].

[TostBnieHrE HOBBIX TEXHOJIOTUN HE TOJBKO MPENIOCTABUIIO HOBBIE BO3MOKHO-
CTM MEIUIIMHE, HO U IOCTAaBWJIO IEpe] CaMHUM MEIUIUHCKHM COOOIIECTBOM
BOIIPOCHI O IPABOMEPHOCTH U 3TUYHOCTH UX MpUMeHEHUs. C TOUKH 3peHus LIEpKBU
MIOSIBJICHUE HOBBIX TEXHOJOIMM NPUBEIO K MOSBICHUIO Y 3HAUYUTEIBHON YacTH
oOuiecTBa, BKIOYasi U MHOTUX MEIUIMHCKUX paOOTHUKOB, K WILTIO30PHBIM Mpe-
CTaBJICHUAM O MEIULMHE KaK CPEICTBY IPOTUBOCTOSHMSA 3ambIciaM TBopua
0 MHUpe U YesoBeke. He umes Hae:)KHON TyXOBHO-HPaBCTBEHHOW OIOPBI, MHOTHE
CTaJIl BUJETh B HOBBIX MEAMIMHCKHX BO3MOXXHOCTSIX TaK)K€ U yHUBEPCAJIbHOE
CPEICTBO N30aBUTh YEJIOBEKA OT €0 U3BEYHBIX MTPOOJIEM U COBEPLIUTH C TOMOIIBIO
TEXHOJIOTHI TO, YTO OKa3ajJoCh HE MOJA cuiIy bory — ucnpaBUTh M yJIydlIUTh
CaMoro 4esioBeKa.

Kak ysxe Obu10 nokazano Ha npumepe KO, 3a npoaBukeHUEM HOBBIX TEXHO-
JIOTUH CEroAHsI OOBIYHO CTOSIT MHTEPECHl MEAULIMHCKOTO OM3HECa M KallUTaIUCTHU-
YeCcKHe METO/bl X03sMCTBOBaHUA B 37paBooXpaHeHuu. VX HacToilunBoe mpojaBu-
KEHHE B KH3Hb KOXJ0r0 00IIecTBa CBA3aHO ¢ (POPMUPOBAHUEM CIIPOCA HA HOBBIE
MeAULUHCKHE yCIyrd. @OpMUPOBAaHUIO K€ 3TOI0 CIPOCa YCHEIHO CIOCOOCTBYET
nubepanbHas UACOJIOTHs, TPOHUKAIONIAS B CUCTEMY MEIUIIMHCKOTO 00pa3oBaHus
U PYKOBOASIIAS U3HBIO MEIUIIMHCKOTO COOOIIECTBA Yepe3 3aKOHOJATENILCTBO.
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[TocpencTBoM JMOEpaNbHBIX MPUHIUIIOB «MOPAIBHOW aBTOHOMHUW» CYObBEKTa,
«peNnpOoyKTUBHBIX IIPAaB» U Jp. YEIOBEYECKas KU3Hb CTAHOBUTCS HE TOJIBKO 00b-
€KTOM OMOTEXHOJIOTMYECKOT'0 MAHUITYTUPOBaHMS, HO M OOBEKTOM BMEIIATEILCTBA
CO CTOPOHBI IN100aIbHOrO On3Heca. IMEHHO 3T0 00CTOATENBLCTBO U SIBIISETCS Mpe.-
METOM HETPUATHS CO CTOPOHBI IPABOCIAaBHOM LIepKkBU B Poccun. IMeHHO noatomy
LIEPKOBb CUUTAET HEOOXOAUMBIM IPOBEJCHHE CaMOl IIMPOKOM JUCKYCCHUU
0 POJIM U MecTe OMOMETUIIMHCKUX TEXHOJIOTUI B OOIIECTBE, a TAKXKE MPU3BIBACT K
YKPEIJIEHUIO JyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHBIX OCHOB MEIUIIMHCKOM Mpodeccum.

Uro e MOXKET caMa IIEPKOBb CKa3aTh O POJIM OMOMETUIIMHCKUX TEXHOIOTHI?
IIpexne Bcero To, 4T0 caMM MO cebe TEXHOJIOIMU HE SIBIISIOTCS HPABCTBEHHBIM
3JI0M U Y HEPKBU HET HEOOXOJUMOCTH OCY>K/1aTh UX MPUCYTCTBUE B HAILIEH )KU3HU.
Ecnu ObI co CTOpOHBI LIEPKBU TaKUE 3asIBJICHUS PO3BYUalH, TO 3TO ObLIO ObI BO3-
BpaTOM Ha TYNHMKOBBIN ITyTh NPOTUBOIIOCTABJICHNS HAyKU U BEPBI, HA KOTOPBI HE
pa3 BCTYNaJO COBETCKOE OOILIECTBO C €ro NpUHYIUTEIbHBIM aTeu3sMoM. B xoxe
3TON AMCKYCCHUHU LIEPKOBb HMEET MOPAJIbHOE NIPaBO HAIIOMHUTD, YTO OHA U CaMa He
pa3 Obl1a MPUYACTHA K MOSBJICHUIO TEXHUUECKUX HOBIIECTB, KOTOPBIMU IOJIb30BA-
Tuch MeaukHu B mponuioM. C TOYKM 3peHust IEpKBU OMACHBI HE caMu HO cebe
OMOMEIUIIMHCKYE TEXHOJIOTUH, a ONAacHO 3a0BEHHE TOr0 MOPAIBHOIO CMBICIA,
KOTOPBIM OHH OBbLIH ONPEEICHBI K CBOEMY CYIIECTBOBAaHHIO. BOT moyemy Bpauawm,
KOTOPbIE MOJIb3YIOTCSI HOBBIMU TEXHOJIOIMSMH, HY’KHbI HE TOJIBKO 3HAHUS U yMe-
Jple PyKH, HO U IpaBociaBHoe cepaue. OOpamascy k Kiarse I['mmmokpata
u EBaHrenbckuM 3anoBesisiM, IEpKOBb HAIIOMUHAET O TOM, YTO HPABCTBEHHAs KYJIb-
Typa SIBJISIETCS HEOTHEMJIEMON YacThIO MpoeccroHaln3Ma Bpada, a 0e3 Hee OH
BpauoM He OyJieT, a OyAeT B Jy4llleM CIydae MOoIyBpayoM, Oe3yIHbIM PEeMECIEeH-
HUKOM, BMEIIMBAIOIINUMCS B KHU3Hb APYTOro Y€IOBEKa.

[Tpuxoaurcss KOHCTATUPOBATh, YTO JUAJIOT LIEPKBU U MEIULMHBI IO CUX IOP
BeJIeTCs KpaliHe HeperyJisipHo. [IprunHa 3Toro B ToM, YTO OH BEIETCS B OCHOBHOM
3a MpejieaaMy CTeH MEULIMHCKUX BY30B, Ky/1a B CUJTy 3aHATOCTH CAMUM MEIULIMH-
CKUM paOOTHHKaM, a TeM OoJiee CTYJEHTaM SIBUTHCS IOMPOCTY HET BPEMEHHU.
I'opa3no noruuHee 66110 ObI, €ciiy ObI TAKOH TMaAJIOr ObUT IEPEHECEH B Ay JUTOPUN
MEJIULIMHCKUX BY30B M, €CIM Obl OH ObUI BKJIIOUEH B PAMKU Y4EOHBIX 3aHSATHH.
bbuto ObI M nOrUYHee, U mosie3Hee A OyyLIero Hamed MEeTUIMHBI U Halllero
o01IecTBa B IEJIOM, €CI Obl 3TOT AMAJOr C y4acTHEM OyIyIIUX METUIIMHCKUX
paOOTHUKOB U CIIELUAIBHBIX TOCTaHHUKOB LIEPKBU — LIEPKOBHBIX YUEHBIX, TEOJIO-
rOB — BeJICS HaNpsiMyro u 0e3 mocpenankoB. Ho B Poccum Takoli BO3MOKHOCTH
noka eme Her. M 3T0 MOXHO cuuTaTh OOJBIIMM YIYIIEHHEM OTE€YECTBEHHOM
CHCTEMBI CBETCKOT'O 00Opa30BaHMUs.

Mexay Tem coBceM MHadye 00CTOsI0 U OOCTOUT N0 C CUCTEMON 00pa3oBa-
HUs Ha 3amnaje, rae B 00I1eM IPOCTPAHCTBE YHUBEPCUTETCKOTO 10Ma TEOJIOT sl HE
TOJIBKO ITPUCYTCTBOBAJIa C MOMEHTA BO3HUKHOBEHUS NIEPBBIX YHUBEPCUTETOB, HO U
TPaJUIIMOHHO UTpajia poJib HauboJiee BaXKHOM IUCIUILTUHBI, SIBIISSACH COTIACUTEIb-
HOM u1aT(OpMOM, Ha KOTOPOH BBICTPAUBAINCH APYTHE JUCLUIUIMHBI U CBSI3aHHbIE
C HUMU «CBOOOHBIE TIpodeccury», B ToM drciie npodeccus Bpada. K Teomoruu kak
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HayYHOMY 3HaHHUIO 0 00KeCTBEHHOM AOCOJIOTE, BEUHBIX HCTHHAX W HE3bIOJIEMBIX
[IEHHOCTAX YEJIOBEUECKOH >KM3HH BCETJa aneuIMpoBalid HE TONBKO (PHriIocodbl u
IOPUCTHI, HO M BPaud, KOTJa UM MPUXOJUIOCH peliaTh CIOKHBIE AYyXOBHO-HpPAaB-
CTBEHHBIE BOIIPOCHI, HA KOTOPBIE HE MOTJIA IaTh OTBET UX COOCTBEHHAs nmpodeccus.
DOTOT OMBIT OPraHW3allid yHUBEPCUTETCKOrO 3HAHUS B Poccuu HCTOpUYECKH
oTrcyTcTBOBall. B 3TOM Bompoce, no cnosam B.K. llloxuna, oT 3anagqHoN LIUBUIK-
3aIMu «Mbl YMYAPUIIUCh OTCTaTh... 0OJIE€ YeM Ha IIECTh CTOJETHUH MO OJHUM
MOJCUETaM U MOYTH Ha BoceMb 1o Apyrum» [10]. U 31ech TpyAHO HE COTTIaCUTHCS
¢ JI.B. IIIMOHMHBIM, KOTOPBIN yTBEPKAAET, YTO COBPEMEHHOMY HCCIIEI0BATEIIO,
KOTOpBI paboTaeT B yCIOBUIX OypHOro pa3BuTus (hyHAaAMEHTaIbLHON U MPUKIIA]-
HOM HayKH, HE00X0AMMa IIEHHOCTHO-MUPOBO33pEHYECKAs MOACPIKKA CO CTOPOHBI
TEOJIOTUU, HE3aBUCUMO OT TOTO, OIIYIIAET JIU OH Cce0s MPUHAAIEKAIIUM K PETTUTU-
o3HOM Tpaauiuu wid HeT [11], a Ttakke ¢ O.H. PesnukoM, KOTOpHI nuIeT:
«MenunHa HyXaaeTcs B 0oyiee TBEpAOH HPABCTBEHHOMN OMOPE, YEM CYIIECTBYIO-
1€ MOpaJIbHbIE MPAKTUKU, OCHOBAHHbBIEC HA aMEPUKAHO-EBPONEHCKOM MOHUMAaHUU
CUCTeMbl IICHHOCTEH, KOMMepIuaiu3aluu, Onara u goira... Jlormatumueckoe
MpaBOCIaBHOE OOTOCIOBHE M MIPABOCIABHAS AHTPOIIOJIOTHS HY>KHBI COBPEMEHHOM
menuruue» [12. C. 104—105].

B ycrnoBusx, xorjga IesaTeIbHOCTh MEAUIIMHCKIX PAOOTHHKOB OMPEIEsIeTCS
HOpPMaMU IPUHATOTO B Hallled CTpaHe JMOEepaIbHOro 3aKOHOAATENhCTBA, KOTAA
(YHKIIMOHMPOBAHWE CHUCTEMBI 3/PAaBOOXPAHEHHE TIMOAYMHEHO UMIIEpaTHBAM
PBIHOYHOM 3KOHOMUKH, KOI/1d B OTHOUIEHUS MEX1Yy MEIUKAMU U UX MallMeHTaMHU
HEYMOJIUMO BTOPTalOTCSl BCE HOBBIE TEXHOJIOTHH, KPYTO MEHSIOIINECS BO3ZMOXKHO-
CTH TIEPBBIX U MOPOXKAAIONINE UIUTIO3UU Y BTOPBIX, BO3pacTaeT HEOOXOIUMOCTh B
TOM, YTOOBI MEIUIIMHCKOE O0Pa30BaHUE OMUPATIOCHh HA MPOYHBIC TyXOBHO-HPAB-
CTBEHHbIE OCHOBaHUs. YTOOBI OCTUYH 3TOT0, HEOOXOAMMA OOLIMPHAS [IPOrpaMMa
pedopM, KOTOpast OTPA3UTCS B TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX 00pa30BaTEIbHBIX CTAHAAPTAX, B
y4eOHBIX MpOrpaMMax MEIUIUHCKUX BY30B, B COJEP>KATEIbHOM HAIMOJIHEHUU
TYMaHUTApHBIX TUCIUIUTHH. [IpeacTaBisercs, 4To K UX pa3pabd0TKe JOHKHEI ObITh
MIPUBJICYEHBI HE TOJIBKO YMHOBHUKU CHUCTEMBI O0Opa3OBaHUs M aJMUHHCTPATOPHI
MEIUIIMHCKUX BY30B, HO U TPO(ECCHOHANBHBIC TEOJIOTH, 00JIadaroIIne MOHUMa-
HUEM TOT'0, KAKME€ KOMIIOHEHThI TEOJJOTMUECKOT0 3HAHHSI KPUTUYECKH 3HAYUMBI 115
MOATOTOBKH OYyIyIIUX MEIUIIUHCKUX PaOOTHUKOB. VIMerommiics K HACTOSIIEMY
MOMEHTY OIBIT MO3BOJSET CYyAUTh, UTO BaXXHYIO POJIb B IyXOBHO-HPAaBCTBEHHOM
00pa3oBaHUK MEIUIIMHCKUX PAOOTHUKOB MOXKET UTpaTh OMOMETUITMHCKAS 3THKA.
J10 M3BECTHOW CTENEHW Pa3BUTHE HTOW JMCLMIUIMHBI B HAIIEl CTpaHe MPOUCXO-
IWJIO CTUXUUHO, Onaromapsi yCepauio OTACTbHBIX dHTY3HacToB. C Hamiel TOYKH
3peHus TeKyIas 3aa4a COCTOUT B TOM, UTOOBI IPUaTh HOBBIN UMITYJIbC PA3BUTHIO
JTAaHHOW JUCIUTLINHBI, e1lle 00Jiee TECHO CBS3aB €€ C JOCTHKCHUSIMU COBPEMEHHOM
OTEUECTBEHHOU TEOJIOTUH U IOCTABUB HA IPOYHbIE IIEHHOCTHBIE OCHOBAHUSI TPA/IH-
LUOHHBIX JYXOBHBIX KYJIbTYp HAlllel CTpaHBI.
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3akoyeHue

[lepkoBh Beceraa ObuTa OIM3Ka MEAUIIMHCKON mpodeccun. YacTo Bpad U CBsi-
IICHHOCTYXUTENb ObLTH OJHUM U TeM ke JUIOoM. C yCTaHOBIIEHUEM COBETCKOM
BIIACTH B OTHOIICHUM Bpayeil Hayaia MPOBOAUTHCS IMOJMTHKA, OOS3BIBAIOIIAS UX
JTUCTaHLIUPOBAThCS OT LepkBH. KpoMe Toro, BpaueOHOMY COOOIIECTBY MPUIILIOCH
oUIMaTBEHO OTKa3aThCS OT HOPM BpadeOHOW 3THUKH, Bocxomsammx kK KisTse
l'unnokparta u 3anoBensm EBanrenus. HecMOTpst Ha 3TO COBETCKUE MEAUKH Mpe/-
MIPUHUMAIY YCUIIHSL JUTSE COXpaHeHHs (DyHIaMEHTaIbHBIX HPAaBCTBEHHBIX OCHOBA-
Huii cBoeit npodeccuu. [Tocne pazana CCCP Havanmock MOCTENEHHOE BOCCTAHOB-
JIeHWEe OOIICHUS MEXKy BpadyaMH U MPECTaBUTENsIMHU LIepkBU. Ho 1 B HacTosmee
BpEMSI OHO BCE €IIe OCTAeTCs HEJOCTATOUHO PerylspHbIM. [IpensTcTBusMU st
3TOTO ABJISIIOTCS IMOEpaIbHOE MEIUIIMHCKOE 3aKOHO1aTELCTBO U KalTUTATUCTHYE-
CKHE METOIbl X0341iCTBOBAHUS B 3[paBooXpaHeHuu. [lepBoe ocBoOOX1aeT MeIuKa
OT HPaBCTBEHHON OTBETCTBEHHOCTH B BOIPOCAX YMPABJICHHS YEIIOBEYCCKON JKU3-
HBIO, BTOpOE€ MOOYKJIaeT €ro paccMaTpUBaTh CBOIO MPOPECCUI0 UCKIIOYUTEIBHO
KaK UCTOYHUK MaTepUalTbHOTrO oboramieHus. IMeHHO Mo3ToMy AalbHEenIee mpo-
JOJDKEHUE JHAJIoTa MEKIy MEIUIIMHON M IIEPKOBBIO BUIUTCS BCe OoJiee HE0OXo-
mumbiM. Ecnu Takol quanor pasBepHETCS B CT€HaX MEIUIIMHCKUX ayTUuTOPHiA,
3TO OyIeT CrTOCOOCTBOBATH YKPETUICHHIO Ty XOBHO-HPABCTBEHHBIX OCHOB MEIHIINH-
cKoil mpodeccuu, Ha KOTOPBIX OHA BCErJa U JAepkainach. HecOMHEHHO, BaxKHOU
COCTaBJISIIOLIEH 3TOro Auanora AOHKHO CTaTh MpEenojaBaHue OMOMEIUIIMHCKON
3THKH, YKOPEHEHHO! B TIOYBE COBPEMEHHOW TEOJIOTUHU M OMUPAIOIIEHCS Ha IIEHHO-
CTH TPAJUIMOHHBIX TyXOBHBIX KYJIBTYp HAIICH CTPAHEI.
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AHHOTanMs. PeKOHCTpyHpPOBaHBI COJlEpKAHUE U JUHAMHUKA U3MEHEHUS TEOPUU CAaHKITUH
. benTama u poaHaIM3UPOBaHa ee PoJib B (POPMUPOBAHUHN COBPEMEHHBIX TPEACTABICHUAN O
MEXaHU3Max MOPAJILHOIO PeryiupoBaHus MoBeAeHus. B Tpakrare «BBeneHue B OCHOBaHHS
HPaBCTBEHHOCTH M 3aKOHOAATENILCTBAa» beHTaM Ha3bIBaeT CaHKLMEH TOT WM WHON BUX
CTpaJaHM{ WM YJIOBOJBCTBUH, IpHIAONMHA 00A3aTEIBHOCT MPABIIY WM 3aKOHY,
U BBIJEISAET YEThIPE CAaHKUUU: PU3UUECKYIO, MOTUTHYECKYI0, OOIIECTBEHHYIO, NI HPABCTBEH-
HYI0, U penuruosnyro. OOCyXast TPeThI0 CAaHKLUIO, OH OTOXJECTBISIET ee 0a30BbIil MOTUB
C «IFOOOBBIO K PEIyTaluny. B oTiHUYMe OT TAKOT0 MOTHBA KaK «0IaroCKIIOHHOCTBY, «JTF00OBb
K PEITyTaIim» UMEET PSI HETOCTATKOB KaK B OTHOIICHUH IPOCTOH 3 (PEKTHBHOCTH (COOTBET-
CTBHSI BIOXHOBIIIEMBIX €10 MTOCTYINKOB € MOJJEPKUBAEMbIM NPABUIIOM MM 3aKOHOM), TaK U B
OTHOIIIEHUH COJICHCTBHS HAHOOJBIIEMY CYACTHI0 HAMOOJBINEr0 KOJHMYeCTBa Jrojaei. M numb
pa3BUTHE LUBWIN3ALUU CMATYAET ITU HenocTaTku. B «/leoHTONOrMM» K YeThIpeM CaHKLUAM
N00aBIAIOTCA elle IBe: cUMIaTH4YecKas (CTpallaHue areHTa, BhI3BaHHOE CTPaJJaHUEM APYyroro
YeJI0BeKa) U peTpHOyTUBHAS (IPUUMHEHUE TOCTPAJaBIINM JIUIIOM YIepOa CBOeMy OOHIUHKY ).
Hpyras ocobeHHOCTE «/leoHTOMOTHI» — 00CYXIE€HHE BO3MOYKHOCTEH MBICIUTEISA-ICOHTO-
Jlora MOBJIMATH Ha XapakTep OOLIECTBEHHBIX, HPABCTBEHHBIX, CAaHKIUH, AEUCTBYIOIIUX B €r0
obmectse. B coBpeMeHHOI 3TUYECKOM TeOpHH MO MOPAIbHBIMU (HPABCTBEHHBIMH) CAHKIIH-
SIMA TIOHHMAIOT JINOO OOLICCTBEHHOE OCYKICHHE HAPYIIUTENS, JTHOO0 €ro caMoOCyKIACHHUE
B (popMe BUHBI WIH YIPBI3EHUIA coBecTH. beHTaM SBIsUICS BaxkHeHeld Gurypoii B popMupo-
BaHHUHU NEPBOT0 MOHUMAaHMSA MOPAIBHBIX (HPAaBCTBEHHBIX) CAHKIMMN, OJJHAKO, €CIIM YUUTHIBATh
€ro JIOTIOJTHEHHYIO THITOJIOTHIO, OH BHEC BKJIAJA U B (hopMupoBaHHe BTOporo. CaHKIUS B BUIE
«CTpaJlaHusl CUMIIATUW», €CIM €r0 HCIBITBIBAECT HapyIIUTENb HPAaBCTBEHHOH HOPMBI, U OHO
BBI3BAaHO CTPaJaHUEM €ro XKEpTB, XOTSA U HE TOXKAECCTBEHHA BUHE, HO MPEICTABISIET coOOM
BHYTPEHHHH, HE 3aBHCAIININ OT OOIIECTBEHHOTO OCYKICHUS ()CHOMEH.
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Abstract. The study deals with the content and transformations of Jeremy Bentham’s
theory of sanctions and its role in the development of the contemporary understanding of how
moral regulation works. In An Introduction to the principles of morals and legislation, Bentham
defines sanction as a type of pleasure and pain that gives the binding force to some law or rule
and mentions four sanctions: physical, political, popular, or moral, and religious. The popular,
or moral, sanction rests on such a motive as ‘the love of reputation’. Unlike the motive of ‘good-
will’, ‘the love of reputation’ has some drawbacks that lessen its general efficiency and its
contribution to the fulfillment of the principle of utility. Though the development of civilization
makes them less dangerous. In the Deontology, two more sanctions were added: sympathetic
(the pain generated by the contemplation of the pain suffered by a fellow creature) and
retributive (the pain caused to a perpetrator by retaliatory actions of his/her immediate victim).
The renewed typology of sanctions is discussed by Bentham in the context of the activity of a
moralist, or a deontologist. There are two main interpretations of moral sanctions in the
contemporary ethics: ‘the moral sanction as a public condemnation of a perpetrator’ and ‘the
moral sanction as a self-condemnation of a perpetrator (his/her feeling of guilt, pricks of
conscience)’. Bentham was a major figure in the development of the first interpretation.
However, his extended typology contributed to the development of the second. Bentham’s
sympathetic sanction in the case of ‘pains of sympathy’ that experienced by a perpetrator and
caused him/her by pains of his/her victims is not identical to a guilt-feeling but can work without
a public condemnation.
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BesepeHune

Bo MHOrux COBpEMEHHBIX HCCICAOBAHUAX MPUPOABI MOPAIUA OJHHUM
13 BaXXHBIX €€ OTJIUYUTEIbHBIX CBOMCTB OKa3bIBaeTCs creluduka cankiuuii. Mo-
panbHBIEe (HpaBCTBEHHBIC) CAHKIIMM OIIPEACISIOTCS TEOPETUKAMHU KaK HcanbHEIC
U TPEUMYIIECTBEHHO BHYTPEHHHUE, B OTJIMYHE OT TMPABOBBIX, KOTOPHIM
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IIPUNKCHIBAETCS MATEPUAJIBHBIN U CTPOro BHELIHUM XapakTep. B conumonornye-
CKOH MEPCNEKTUBE MOPAJIb B CBSA3U C 3TUM BOCIIPUHUMAETCS KaK TaKO€ CPEACTBO
COLIMAJILHOTO PEryJIHPOBaHMsI, KOTOPOE MPOHUKAET IIy0Ke, 4eM MpaBo U OObI-
Yail — B caMmbl€ UCTOKH IOBEJCHHS YJICHOB 00IeCTBa, B 007aCTh MOTUBOB U YEPT
XapakTepa WHAWBHAYAJIbHBIX areéHTOB. B ATHYECKOM MEPCIEeKTUBE ITO CBOMCTBO
CITy>KUT CKOpEe MPU3HAKOM TOT'0, YTO B OTJIMYKE OT IpaBa U 00bI4as MOPaJb Mpel-
CTaBIsieT cOO0H cdepy CBOOOTHOrO CaMOOTPAaHUYEHUS U CBOOOTHOI'O CaMOCOBEp-
IIEHCTBOBaHUA (CBOOOJAa OOECcreuynBaeTcsi OTCYTCTBUEM WM MHHHUMAaJIbHOCTBHIO
BHEUIHUX BO37eiicTBHil). K 3TOMYy MOHMMaHHIO MOPaid U MOPAJIbHBIX (HPaBCTBEH-
HBbIX) CAaHKIHUH MNpuUBEN JUIMTENbHBIM HCTOPUYECKUN MpOIECC, 3aTPOHYBIIMMA
pa3Hble HAyKH, U3y4alolIie MOpaIbHbIN oNbIT. OH OB PEKOHCTPYHPOBAH HEJITABHO
B BU/JIE IIYHKTUPHOTO o4epka [1].

B naHHOM MccnenoBaHMMIPENNPUHATA MONBITKA BBIABUTH POJIb BO33PEHUM
KOHKPETHOI'O MBICIIUTENS, aHITIMKCKoro yruinrapucra Uepemun bentama, B ymo-
MSIHYTOM BBILIE MIPOLIECCE OCMBICIEHUS (PEHOMEHA MOPaJIbHBIX caHKIMH. Tak kak
bentram cuuran, 4to MopaybHblE (B PYCCKOM IE€pPEBOJAE OJHOTO M3 TPAKTaTOB
bentama — «HpaBCTBEHHBIE») CAaHKLMU 3aHUMAIOT BIIOJIHE OIIPE/IEICHHYIO HUILY
BHYTPU CUCTEMBI CAHKIIMOHHBIX MEXAHU3MOB, PErYJIUPYIOIINX YEJI0BEUECKOE I10-
BeJICHUE, TO JJISl BBISIBICHUS MPUPOABI U CHEHUPUKUA MOPATbHBIX (HPABCTBEHHBIX )
caHKuui TpeOyeTcs aHanu3 OEHTAMOBCKOTO TMOHUMAHUSI BCEH STOW CHCTEMBI.
Kpowme Toro, cieayer yuuTbBaTh, 4TO Ha (OPMUPOBAHKE IPEIMETA COBPEMEHHBIX
CIOPOB MO MpoGIIeMe MOPAbHBIX (HPAaBCTBEHHBIX) CAHKLUH MOBJIHSIIO HE TOJIBKO
TO, 4TO beHTam nucan HemocpeACTBEHHO 00 3TOM THUIIE CAHKIMM, HO U O APYTUX
TUNax. JTO TAaK)Ke 3aCTaBIIAET yAEpKUBATh OoJiee MIMPOKYIO MEPCIEKTUBY HCCe-
noBaHus. Tak kak npencraBieHne beHTaMa o CaHKIMSIX MEHSAJIOCH C TEUEHUEM Bpe-
MEHH, TO B CTaThe MPOCIIekKEHA JUHAMHUKA ITUX U3MEHEHUI Ha OCHOBE CPABHUTEb-
HOT'O aHaJlu3a JIByX TPaKTaToB: «BBeqeHNs] B OCHOBaHUS HPABCTBEHHOCTHU U 3aKO-
HozaTenbCcTBa» (nepBoe uznanue — 1789 r.) u Bocco3/1aHHOM Ha OCHOBE PyKOIH-
ceit «/leonTonorum» (Hayano paboTel Haa TpakraroM — 1814 r, mepBoe mocmepT-
Hoe m3nanue — 1834 1., coBpemeHHas Bepcust coopku Tekcra — 1983 r.) [2; 3].
B nepBoii yactu cTatbu NpecTaBlIeHa TUMIOJIOTUS CAaHKIMI U3 «BBeneHus. ..», BO
BTOPOY — M3MEHEHHs], BHECEHHBIE B HEE B MO3/IHHI Ieproj TBopUyecTBa beHrama.
bentamoBCckas Teopus CAaHKLUMK IOJy4WIa HAa HACTOSIIMK MOMEHT DPAaCKpBITHE
B HECKOJIBKMX CHEIUAIBHBIX CTAThsIX, IOCBALEHHBIX CAHKIMSM B YTUJINTAPU3ME B
uesiom [4, 5], u B HeOOIbIINX MO 00beMy maparpadax KHUT 1O ITHKE, OJIUTHYE-
ckoi punocodun u purocopun npaa bentama [6. P. 35—36; 7. P. 199—209;
8. P.36—39; 9. P. 200—203]. OnHako B JaHHOW CTaThe OHA TMOJBEpraeTcs OoJee
OoIPOOHOMY U TEOPETUUYECKU KOHTEKCTYaIU3UPOBAHHOMY HU3YUYECHHIO.

Teopwusa caHkuuin BO «<BBegeHun B OCHOBaHNS HPABCTBEHHOCTU
M 3aKOHOOAaTeNIbCTBa»

a) MCXOAHAS TUTIOJIOTHS
EeHTaM HOHpa?,YMeBaeT 104 CAHKIUAMU TC YI[OBOJIBCTBI/ISI nu CTpaﬂaHI/IH,
KOTOpPbIE€ MOAJAEPAKUBAIOT MPOLECC HOPMATHUBHOTO PETYJIUPOBAHUS IOBEICHUS
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yesioBeka. B Tekcre TpakraTa copepikarcs ABa ONpeAesICHUs CAHKIIMM: ’TUMOJIOT U-
yeckoe («Belllb, KOTOpas CIYXXUT JUIs TOro, 4ToObl OOs3bIBaTh 4YellOBEeKa, a
MMEHHO — COOJI0aTh TOT WM MHOW CIOCOO MOBEACHMS») M KOHLENTYalbHOE
(«y10BOJIBCTBUE U CTpaJaHHeE... CHOCOOHOE /1aBaTh 00S3aTENIbHYIO CHIIy KaKOMY-
HUOY b 3aKOHY WK TipaBmuTy TioBeAeHus») [2. C. 35]. CaHKIIMU CMEIIAl0T reJ0HH-
CTMYECKHI OajaHCc TOTeph M MPUOOPETEHUI areHTa B CTOPOHY HCIIOJHEHHS
«3aKOHA WM TpaBuiIa». ATeHT, 3HaroIui 00 3ToM OanaHce, BeJeT ce0si cooOpa3zHo
HOpME.

Tunosnorust caHkuuii, Ucnosp3ytonascsa Bo «BBenenuu...» BKio4aer B ceOs
YEeThIpe HUIIN: «(PU3HUECKUE», ITOTUTHUYCCKUE», «HPABCTBEHHBIE (OOIIECTBEH-
HBIE)», «penurno3usiey (k. KpuMuHC BO3BOJUT POJOCIOBHYIO YETHIPEXUaCTHOM
tunonoruu caukiuii k k. Jlokky u [Jx. I'sto [10. P. 53], P. Kpucn npsimo yTBep-
KJIaeT ee POJICTBO TOJIBKO C THIosiorueil ooszanHoctei k. ['24, a 0 BO3MOXKHOM
CXOJICTBE ¢ THHoJoruen 3akoHoB Jx. Jlokka mums ynomunaet [9. P. 57, 188]).
Hannuue nepBoii HUIIM MOKa3bIBaeT, yTo [yl beHTama ydacTre BOJIM CO3HATEIb-
HBIX CYIIECTB B JOCTABIICHUH yJOBOJBCTBHI WJIM NMPUYMHEHUU CTPAJaHUM, MOJI-
JIep>KUBAIOLINX COOJIIOJICHHUE «3aKOHA UITU MPaBUJIa», HE ABJSIETCS CYLIECTBEHHBIM
MPHU3HAKOM CaHKIMH. DU3NYecKas CAHKIUS OCYIIECTBISIETCS IO €CTECTBEHHOMY
xony npupoas» [2. C. 36].

OpnHako 3TOT X0/ HE COBCEM «CIIOHTaHEH», MOCKOJIbKY MHULIMUPOBAH CAMUM
areHTOM, HapyLIAIOIUM «3aKOH WJIH MPaBUIIO». Tak, CONMpsKEHHOE ¢ (PU3NIECKO
CaHKIUEHN cTpa/laHue SIBISIETCA He MPOCTO «OeCTBUEM», a CBOETO pOJia «HaKa3a-
HUEM», IIOCKOJIBKY areHT UCIBITHIBAET €ro U3-3a MPOSIBIEHHOIO UM )K€ CaMHUM He-
omaropazymus [2. C. 38].

B ocranbHBIX cily4asx CaHKIMH IPEATNOoIaraioT, YTo CTpalaHie HapyLIuTenen
1 yZI0BOJIbCTBHUE 3aKOHOIOCIYIIHBIX JIFOJIEH «MCXOIAT UIN OKUIAIOTCS» OT 00Ja-
JAIOIIMX CO3HAHUEM CYIIECTB. B ciiydae moauTuyecKoil CaHKIKKU 3TO OyIeT CyAbs,
pacnpenensiomuil CTpagaHusi U yI0BOJIbCTBUS «COTJIACHO C BOJIEW rocynapsi Uiu
BBICIIEH MPAaBUTEIHCTBEHHON BIIACTH B TOCyAapcTBe». B cilydae penuruno3Hoit
caHkuuu — «Beiciiee cymectBo» wim «lIpoBunenue». B ciiydyae HpaBCTBEHHOM,
WK OOIECTBEHHOM — «cllydaiiHble JUIia B OOIIEeCTBE, K KOTOPHIM CTOpPOHA,
0 KOTOpOW HJIET pedb, MOKET HMMETh OTHOUICHHE B TEYCHHE CBOCH >KHU3HN
[2. C.36—37].

Jlise ICTOpHM STUKHU KIIFOYEBOE 3HAUYEHUE MMEET OCHTaMOBCKOE NOHUMAaHHE
crenu(puKI HpaBCTBEHHBIX, WJIM OOIIECTBEHHBIX, CAHKIIMH. B TpeTheii rnaBe «Bae-
JICHUS. .. », 3aJ1al0lIel o0IIre KOHTYphl TeOpUH caHKIUK benTama, yTBepkaaercs,
YTO 3a/IeHCTBOBAaHHBIC B HAJIOKEHUU ATHX CAHKLIUU JIUIA HE TOIBKO «CIy4YailHbD»,
TO €CThb HE SBISAIOTCA OQUIMAIBHBIMU YIOJIHOMOYEHHBIMH BIACTH, HO U
JEHCTBYIOT MO «CBOOOJHOMY pPACHOJIOXKEHHIO», TO €CThb HHHUIIMATUBHO U 0e3
TOTOBBIX QJITOPUTMOB («YyCTAHOBJICHHBIX WJIM TPUHATHIX C OOILIEro coriacus
npasui») [2. C. 36].

MHorue TeopeTHKH 0ojiee O3 THEr0 BPEMEHH MBITAINCH OTTPAHUYHUTH HPaB-
CTBEHHBIE CAHKIIUU OT JIIOOBIX MEp, CBSA3aHHBIX C MPUMEHEHHEM K HAPYLIUTEIIO
(¢u3nUecKoil CUJIBl WIN JIMIICHHEM ero MaTepualbHBIX Onar. beHtam sTOrOo He
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nenaet. HecMoTps Ha TO, 4TO OH 00OCHOBBIBAET BTOPOE 0003HAUCHHE HPABCTBEH-
HBIX CaHKIIMH — «OOIIECTBEHHbIE» (B aHTIUIICKOM TEKCTe «popular») — ux cBs-
3bI0 C BJIACTHIO «OOIIECTBEHHOTO MHEHUS», a MHEHHE, B35 TOE CaMo I10 cede, OTIIH-
yaeTcs OT GU3NYECKOr0 WM MaTepUaIbHOrO BO3/ICHCTBUS HA OLIEHHBAEMOE JIUIIO,
0 TEKCTY TPaKTaTa BUIHO, YTO 3TO OTINYHE HE siBIIsieTCs isi benrama GpyHnameH-
tanbHbIM [2. C. 37; 11. P. 35]. OH nog4epKuBaeT, 4To U MOJUTUYECKUE, U HPAB-
CTBEHHBIE CAaHKIIUH OMHUPAIOTCS Ha (PU3HUECKYIO CAHKLHUIO U Ja)Ke BKIIOYAIOT €€ B
ce0s Ha oOs3aTenpHOM ocHOBE [2. C. 39]. 3nech, KOHEUHO, peyb HE UAET 00 00s13a-
TEJHHOM (PU3UYECKOM BO3JICHCTBUU Ha HapymuTels. FiMeeTcst B BULy BCETo JIUIIIb
OIIOpa CaHKIUI Ha «CHJIBI IPUPOABD B IIUPOKOM CMBICIE 3Toro ciosa. Kakas-to
4acTb 3TUX CHUJI OTHOCUTCS K BO3/ICICTBUIO Ha MOBEJCHUE HAPYLIUTENS CaMUX IO
cebe oleHOK okpyskaromux. OIHAKO XapakTep pacCykKIeHUSI OTYETIUBO MOKa3bl-
BaeT, YTO BOMPOC O KAYECTBEHHOM DA3JIMYMU (PU3MUECKOTO M HEPUIUIECKOTO
BO3JICHCTBUS Ha HapyluTens Bo « BBeaeHuu. ..» He CTOUT.

[Ipumepsl HamOXXEHUST HPABCTBEHHBIX CAHKIMN MOATBEPKIAIOT 3T0. OHU HE
BKJIIOYAIOT B ce0sl ClyyaeB MPUMEHEHUS K HapYUIUTEN0 (U3NYECKON CHIIbI, HO
HMEIOT BIIOJIHE OYEBUIHYIO MaTEpUaIbHYIO cocTaBistolyto. Ummtoctpupys B Tpe-
Thel IaBe «HaKa3aHHe HPAaBCTBEHHOM CaHKIMK», beHTaM JBa /bl yIOMHHAET OT-
Ka3 OKPY’KaIOIIMX B IMOMOIIM TOMY Y€JIOBEKY, KOTOPbII HE OTBEYaeT HPABCTBEH-
HBIM CTaHJapTaM 00IIecTBa (OTIIMYACTCS «IyPHBIM MOBEACHUEM), TOI03PEBACTCS
B «JIypHOM TIOBEJICHUMWY, BHI3BIBAET HEIIOOOBh K CBOEMY «HPAaBCTBEHHOMY Xapak-
Tepy») [2. C. 38].

0) MeXaHU3M HPABCTBEHHbIX CAHKIUI

beHTaMOBCKYyI0 TEOpHIO CaHKIUI B IIEJIOM U €€ 4acTh, Kacalol[yloCcs HPaB-
CTBEHHBIX CAHKIIHIA, MOKHO JOCTPOUTH Ha OCHOBE aHaM3a TeX (pparmeHToB «Bae-
JICHHUSL. ..», KOTOpPbIE, B OTJIMYHE OT TPEThEil IMIaBbl TPAKTATa, MOCBALICHBI JPYTHUM
npobaemMaM (MCCIIeOBAHUIO yI0BOJIBCTBUSA, HAMEPEHH, MOTHBOB 1 T.1.) O0parie-
HUE K 3TUM (pparMeHTaM IO3BOJISIET HAWTHU OTBETHl Ha HECKOJBKO IIEHTPATbHbBIX
BOIIPOCOB.

[TepBsiii U3 HUX: Kak paboTaeT HpaBcTBeHHas caHkuus? [lo mpsamomy yTBep-
XKIeHHI0 beHTama, IJIaBHBIM 2JIEMEHTOM €€ MEXaHHM3Ma CIYXKUT TaKoe SIBJICHUE,
KaK pemyTalusi: «yJO0BOJIbCTBUS HPABCTBEHHOM CAaHKIHUK» TOXKICCTBEHHBI «YJ10-
BOJILCTBUAMH xopotiei penytauun» [2. C. 48]. [Ins moiaydeHus 3TUX yJIOBOJb-
CTBUI HaJI0 OBITH YBEPEHHBIM B TOM, UTO ThI «BJIaJICCIIb PACIIOIOKEHUEM OKpYyKa-
IOIIUX. .. JIFOJICH», UX «JIIOOOBBIO U YBAXKEHHEM» M KaK CJIEJICTBHE — «MOXEIIIb
paccYMThIBaTh HAa BBITOIY MX JOOPOBOJIBHBIX U JapoBbIX yeiuyr» [2. C. 48]. «Ctpa-
JTaHUsl HPABCTBEHHOM CAHKIIMU», B CBOIO OYEpE/b, TOXKICCTBEHHBI «CTPAJaHUIM
IYypHOU pemyTanum», uin «0ecyecTbsi». VX mepexuBaroT Te, KTO «IOABEPKEHBI
WIA MOTYT OBITh MOJBEP)KEHBI HEJOOPOXKEIATEIbCTBY OKPY)KAIOLIHX. .. JIIOACH»
[2. C. 53—54].

Crpaganus OT IOTEPH pemyTaluu HEOJHOPOAHBI, YTO MOJAMETHII e11le APUCTO-
Tenb. OHU BKIIIOUYAIOT B ce0s CTpalaHusl OT caMoro 1o cede OecyecTbs (3HAHUS O
TOM, 4TO O Tebe AyMalT JIOJAM) U OT €ro NparMaTHYECKUX IOCIEACTBUI
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(moBeeHMS JIIO/IeH, OCHOBAaHHOTO HA TOM, 4YTO OHU 0 Tebe nymarot) [12. C. 84]. To
e caMoe KacaeTcsl U yJoBoJIbCTBUH pernyTaunu. Onnako benram obcysxaaer oda
MOMEHTa Ha OJJHOM JIbIXaHWH, Pa3HUIIA JJIT HEr0 HEeCyIIeCTBEHHA. 3aTO OH o0pa-
[aeT BHUMaHUE Ha Apyroe pasrpannyeHue. « HempusisHb U HeyBa)KEHUE)» K areHTy
CO CTOPOHBI OKPYKAIOIINX MOTYT BBIPAKAThCS KaK B OTKa3€ OT OKa3aHHs €My yCIyT
(«cTpamaHuM JIUIICHHS» ), TAK U B TOM, YTO OHU «JIETAI0T €My ONPEACICHHOE 37105
(«mmonoxkurensHoM ctpaganuny) [2. C. 54]. CoOTBETCTBEHHO, IOMOJHEHUEM
K TOMY, 4YTO MBI 3Ha€M O HPaBCTBEHHBIX CAHKIIUAX U3 TPEThEH IIaBbl, OYJET TO, YTO
WX MaTepUaJbHBIM BBIPAYKCHHUEM BIIOJHE MOXKET CITY)KUTh M NMPIMON (pH3NIeCKHit
yiiep0 HapymuTeno. Bo3neiicTBue HpaBCTBEHHON CaHKIIMKM MUMEET, 10 beHTamy,
KyMYJISITUBHBIA Xapaktep. OHO 3aBHCHUT OT KOJIMYECTBA OCYXKIAIOLINX MM 0]100-
PAIOLIUX JCeMCTBHE areHTa JIoAel («HeroJoBaHHe... TEM CTpallHee, YeM OOoJbIe
YHCJIO JIML, €r0 Pa3JeisIoIIMX; OHO... TEM MEHEE CTPAIIHO, YEM MEHbILIE 3TO
gucioy) [2. C. 187].

B) 3 (PpeKTHBHOCTH HPABCTBEHHBIX CAHKIU

Brtopoii Bonpoc: HackoIbKO 3 (PEKTUBHO JelCTBHE HPABCTBEHHON CAHKITUH?
Ee addexruBnocTh (efficacy, B pycCKOM MepeBOJe — «ICHCTBUTEIbHASI CHIIA»)
benram crnenuanbHO OTTPAaHUYUBAET OT TOTO, HACKOJIBKO PE3yJbTaThl ACHCTBUS
HPaBCTBEHHOHN CAaHKIIMH COBIAJAIOT C TEMH, KOTOPHIE MOIYy4IH Obl 000peHue B
CBETE MpUHIUNA MoJe3HOCTU. B kauecTBe aTanona s¢dexruBHocTH bentam u3ou-
paetr MoTHB OmnarockioHHoctH (good-will), mockombky «TpeGOBaHHS STOTO...
MOTHBa OyAyT JeHCTBOBAaTh OJAMHAKOBO CHJIBHO W BTaiiHEe, M MyOJIMYHO, HE3aBU-
CHUMO OT TOTO, MOKHO JIM OyJeT OXHIaTh, YTO PEKOMEHJyeMOEe UMH IMOBEICHUE
OyJIeT u3BecTHO Ui HeT». CpaBHEHHE MOKA3bIBAET, UTO «TpeOOBaHUs JHOOBH K pe-
nyTamuu OyJoyT COBIAAaTh C TpPeOOBAaHUSAMH OJIATOCKIOHHOCTH [37€Ch yiKe
benevolence, — A.Il.] TobKO B TOM Mepe, B KAKOH UMEETCSI BEPOSITHOCTb, YTO T10-
BeZieHHe venoBeka Oyner m3BectHo» [2. C. 149—150; 11. P. 118—119]. To xe
camoe KacaeTcs COOIOIeHHs IPYTUX TpeOOBaHUMN, KOTOPBIE MOAIEP>KUBAET HPAB-
CTBEHHAs CAHKIIMS: BHYTPEHHss YOS KICHHOCTh — O0Jiee HaJeKHasl KX OMopa.

Xots bentam yka3bIBaeT Ha 3TO OOCTOATEILCTBO, OH HE CUUTAET €ro peularo-
M. Tomy ecTs HeckosIbKO IpuurH. [Ipexae Bcero benram 3amedaet, 4to y Hapy-
IIUTENeH «3aKOHA WM MPaBHUIIa» BCETJa OCTaeTCS HEYBEPEHHOCTh B TOM, COXpa-
HUTCS JIM MX JI€BUAHTHOE TOBEJCHUE B TaiiHe. Kpome Toro, oH yTBEp)KaaeT, 4To,
TaKk Kak B cepe Mopaju, B OTIMYME OT 00JIaCTU IpaBa, HE NEHCTBYIOT CTPOTHUE
CTaHJApPTHI, OTHOCSIIMECS K MOATBEPKIACHUIO (haKTa HAPYUICHHUS, TO HAPYIITUTEIIO
MIPUXOJUTCS YYUTHIBATh HE TOJBKO JOCTOBEPHOE 3HAHHE JPYTUX JIIOJEH O ero
MIPOCTYIKE, HO ¥ TO, YTO Y HUX MOTYT BOSHUKHYTH IIPOCTHIE MTOJI03PEHUS, YTO MPO-
CTYIOK OBbUI COBEpIIEH (Takue MOJO3PEHHUs MPUBOAIT K MPAKTUYECKU TEM IKe
HEONMaronpusTHBIM TOCIEACTBHAM, YTO M JIOCTOBEpHOe 3HaHue). Haxkower,
bentam yBepeH, 4TO YyBCTBHUTEIbHBIE K YYKOMY MHEHHIO JIOAH OIACaIOTCA
(hopMUPOBaHHS Y HUX MPUBBIYKH K COBEPIICHUIO TPEOCYAUTEIBHBIX TPOCTYIIKOB,
MTOCKOJIbKY MOCTOSTHHOE MPUBBIYHOE UX COBEPIICHHUE IPO3UT TEM, UTO KaKHUe-TO U3
HUX YK€ HE OCTaHyTCsI HEU3BECTHBIMU /115 OKpy:xaromux [2. C. 150].
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Eme ogHMM MOTEHIMAIBHBIM OrpaHuyuTesieM 3()()EKTHBHOCTH HPABCTBEH-
HBIX CAHKIUH SIBJISIETCA TO, YTO JIEXKAIIUNA B UX OCHOBE MOTHB JIIOOBU K PEIyTalllu
HE OTJIMYaeTCsl OT APYTrMX MOTHUBOB B TOM, YTO B 3aBHUCHUMOCTH OT XapakTepa
CUTYyallMu OH MOJTAJIKUBAET HE TOJIBKO K COOOpa3HOMY C HOPMOM, HO U K TPOTUBO-
pedaiemy el mopeaeHuto: «OT OJHOTO U TOTO € MOTHUBA... MOTYT IIPOUCXOIUTh
JIEHCTBUS XOPOIIUE, IEUCTBUS JypHBIC U AeicTBUs Oe3paznmuunbiey [2. C. 125].

CriocoObl TOIEpKaHUST PEMyTAlUY, WIH YBOKEHUS JIPYTUX JIFOJCH, MOTYT
OBITh Pa3HBIMHU, HEKOTOPbHIE U3 HUX NMPOTUBOPEYAT TEM HOPMaM, KOTOPBIE MOAIEP-
YKUBAIOT HPaBCTBEHHbIE CAHKIMU. Tak, cpeau MpUMEpoB OE3HPaBCTBEHHBIX JCH-
CTBUM, KOTOPBIE SIBISIOTCS PE3YIbTATOM CTPEMIIEHUS K «YIOBOJILCTBUAM, IPUHA/I-
JIe)KalllUM K HPAaBCTBEHHOM CaHKUMW», beHTaM yIOMUHAET CAEAYIOINI MOCTYIIOK:
«YTOOBI MOTYYUTH 3HAUUTEIBHBIN MOCT U TEM YBEIMUUThH YBaXKEHUE K cebe myo-
JIUKH, BBI MOJIKyMaere n3bupareneit... uwim Biaacte» [2. C. 135]. [{ns Toro, 4To0ObI
yBa)X€HHE MyOJIMKHU B 3TOM ClIy4ae ACMCTBUTEIHHO BBIPOCIO, HEOOXOAUMBI HEKO-
TOpBIC JIOTIOJTHHUTENbHBIC 00cTOsITENbCTBA. Wnm myOnuka 1oiKHA HE 3HATh
o noakyne (oocyxaeHue ¢pakTopa HE3HAHUS CM. BBIIIE), WIH K€ JIJIsl Hee JOJDKHA
MOTEPSATh CBOE 3HAYCHUE CBSI3b MEXKIY OOpETCHHEM «3HAYUTEIHHOTO IOCTa
U COOJIIO/IGHHEM YeCTHOW MpOUEeaAyphl ero moiydyeHus. Takue oOCTOsSTeNbCTBA HE
SIBJISIIOTCS.  HEBO3MOXXHBIMU WJIM  PEAKMMHU, TO3TOMY HPABCTBEHHAs] CAHKIIMS
JIOBOJILHO JIETKO HAYWHAET paboTaTh MPOTUB caMoOi ceosl.

Ha s> dextuBHOCTS HPABCTBEHHOW CAHKIIMH BJIHMSET HE TOJBKO OTCYTCTBHE
HEpa3pbhIBHOM CBSI3U MEXAY PEMyTaluel U NIeUCTBUTENbHBIM XapaKTEPOM MOBEE-
HUS areHTa, HO U BCEr/la COXPaHSIOIIUNUCS IPOCTOP AJIsi MHTEPIIPETAIMd MOTHBOB
areHTa OKpy>Xaromumu 1roapmu. «Kaxapiil uenoBek, — numer benram, — crapa-
€TCsl IPUIUCATh MOBEJICHNUE BCSIKOTO JPYroro 4esioBeKa HauMeHee MOXBaJIbHOMY
13 MOTUBOB, KOTOPbIE MOTJIH Obl OOBSICHATH 3TO NOBEIEHNUE; Jaliee, KOTa OH cle-
JIa7 TYT BCE, YTO BO3MOXHO, M HE B COCTOSIHUH CTOJIKHYTh UHANBUY aIbHBIA MOTUB
elle HIKEe, OH IMOBOpayMBaeT Oaraper0 W HamaJaeT Ha caMblil pa3psn 3TOro
MoTuBa» [2. C. 165]. CoOTBETCTBEHHO, ar€HT, KOTOPHIN YyYBCTBUTEJICH K YJI0BOJIb-
CTBHUIO OT COXPAHEHUS U K CTPAJAHUIO OT MMOTEPU PEIyTallU, HO 3HAET O TCH/ICH-
MU OKPY>KAIOIIUX TOJIKOBATh €r0 MOTUBHI HE B €0 TOJIB3Y, Oy/IeT MEHee CKIIOHECH
K COBEpIICHUIO MOCTYIKOB, TPEOYIOIIUX OT HEro MPUHOCUTH KaKUe-TO >KEPTBBI
pamu npyrux moned. [Ipumep benrama: «C 1enbio npruoOpecTy pacnoyioKeHue
myOMUKKA BBl yHOTpeOJsieTe 3HAYUTENbHYI0 CyMMY JI€Her Ha JeNl0 4YacTHOM
OIaroTBOPUTENBHOCTH WM OOIIECTBEHHOM MoNb3b». K 3T0i myOnuke nmpunazie-
KaT HE TOJIbKO JApy3bs, HO U Henpyru. Ouu, mo benramy, HemzOexHO OymyT
«OpocaTh Ha BaC TEHb» M YIIPEKaTh JaKe HE MPOCTO B CTPEMJICHHH MPUOOPECTH
(KynuTh) yBaxkeHue, a B «xBactoBcTBe» [2. C. 135]. DTa mepcrnekTuBa 1eMOTHBH-
pYyeT MOTCHIMATLHBIX OJIATOTBOPUTENICH, TO €CTh OJOKHpPYET padoTy HPaBCTBEH-
HOU CaHKIIUH.

I') HPABCTBEHHbIE CAHKIIUY U IPUHLMII OJEe3HOCTH

Tpertuii Bompoc: HACKOJIBKO OOIIee HampaBlIeHHWE, B KOTOPOM JIEHCTBYIOT
HPaBCTBEHHbIE CAHKI[MH, COOTBETCTBYET MPUHLHUITY MOJIE3HOCTH? beHTtaMm oTmaet
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cebe OTYET B TOM, YTO B OTJINYME OT MOTHBA «OJIATOCKIOHHOCTWY, WIIN «JI00pOoH
BOJIM», MOTHB «JIIOOBH K peryTallii» B ’TOM OTHOIIEHUU Oolee ys3BuM. KoHeuHo,
«no6past Boms» (good-will) Toxke MOXKET YKIOHSATHCS OT TOIJIUHHOTO (yTHIIMTA-
PUCTCKOTO) COAEPKAHHUS MOpPATU: OHA MOXET OBITh MAPTUKYJISPHOH, MOMKET
UCIOJIb30BaTh MHOW CTaHAApT BbIABIEHUS Ojara APyroro, KpoMe €ro yJI0BOJib-
CTBUS U CTPAJIaHUS, MOXKET HE JOIMYCKATh MEKIMYHOCTHOIO CYMMHUPOBAHUS Cya-
cThs U T.A4. Ho ee o011as HHTEHIMS O4eHb OJIM3Ka K MPUHLUIY IOJIE3HOCTH, YTO
no3BoyiieT beHTamy KMMEHOBaTh CBS3aHHBIA C HEIO MOTHUB «YHCTO OOIIECTBEH-
HbIM». J[I00OBB K peryTanuu, B CBOIO O4Yepe/ib, MOIydaeT Ha3BaHUE «II0TyoOIIe-
CTBEHHOTO» MOTHBA, MIOCKOJIbKY B HEM CUJIbHA JJM4YHasA coctapisitomast [2. C. 147].
«[TomyoOIIecTBeHHBII» XapaKkTep JIOOBH K pPEMyTaliH MEepPeceKaeTcst ¢ OpyToi
0COOCHHOCTHIO HPAaBCTBEHHBIX CAaHKILUH, U 3TO JieJIaeT MOTEHIIHAIbHOE YKIOHEHHE
pe3yNbTaToOB UX AECUCTBUSA OT MPHUHIMIA MOJE3HOCTU JOBOJIBHO CYIIECTBEHHBIM.
Nwmeetcs B BUIY TO 0OCTOATEIBCTBO, UTO <JTIOJIU B. .. CBOUX PACIIOIOKEHUIX 0100-
PATH UM IOPULIATH U3BECTHBIE CIIOCOOBI IOBEIECHUS. .. HE YIIPABJISIOTCS UCKIIIOUN-
TEJIbHO MPUHLIUIIOM IOJIE3HOCTH; MHOI/IAa UMHU PYKOBOJIUT MPUHIUI aCKETH3MA,
WHOTJIa IPUHIIATI CHMITATUHU U AaHTUTIATUH [K TEM WU UHBIM (hOpMaM IMOBEACHUS —
AIL]» [2. C. 149]. UMeHHO TO3TOMY B 11€JIb ar€HTa, OPUEHTUPOBAHHOIO Ha Pemy-
TaIMI0, MOXKET MPEBPATUTHCS M YOHMIICTBO OOMIUYMKA HA Jy3JIM, U BOBIICUCHUE
KOPOJIEBCTBA B KPOBOIMPOJIUTHYIO BOIHY pain 0OpeTeHUs HMEHHU 3aBOEBATEIS.

Bentam He cuMTaeT TEHIEHIUIO K YKIOHEHUIO «TPEOOBaHMN HPABCTBEHHOU
CaHKIUU» OT MPUHLMUIA MOJe3HOCTH (aTanbHOi. ColuanbHbIe CUCTEMBI, 0 €ro
MHEHHIO, TaK YCTPOCHBI, YTO 0100pEHHE U MOPUIIAHHE YWICHAMH O0IIEeCTBa MOCTYTI-
KOB UX COOpaThEB HE MOXKET BCEphe3 MPOTUBOPEUUTH OOIIECTBEHHOI MOb3e (3TO,
BO BCSIKOM Cllydae, CBOMCTBEHHO «HALUSM, HaXOJSALIUMCS B COCTOSSHUU CHOCHOM
UMBUJIM3ALUN»). A €ClId B3ATh OOUIYIO TEHACHILMIO Pa3BUTHUS YEIOBEYECTBA, TO
MO>KHO yTBEP)KJaTh, YTO MPHHLMUI TOJIE3HOCTH Bce OoJbIIe U OOJbIIe YKOPEHS-
eTCsl B KYJIbTYpE U HHCTUTYLIMOHAJILHOM YCTpoiicTBe 001iecTB. B utore «tpebdoa-
HUS HPABCTBCHHOW CAHKIIUM» HE TOJBKO CaMH MPHUOIMKAIOTCSI K TPEOOBAHUSIM
MIPUHIINIIA TTOJIE3HOCTH, HO U COMMIKAIOT C HUMH «TpeOOBaHUS PEIUTHO3HOM CaHK-
um» [2. C. 153] (Ha ocHOBE pa3HBIX paboT beHTama uccieaoBaTear peKOHCTPY -
poBaiii 0oJiee CIOKHYI0 KapTUHY COOTHOLICHUS MPUHIIMUIIA MOJIE3HOCTH U «HPaB-
CTBEHHBIX CaHKLUI», 4e€M Ta KOTOpas COACPKUTCSA BO «BBeneHUN...»; B HEU €CThb
MECTO W Il YCTOMUMBBIX pacxokIeHuil Mmexay Humu [13. P. 179—181] u ans
ydeTa 0COOCHHOCTEH OOIIECTBEHHOTO MHEHHS Pa3HBIX OOIIECTB 3aKOHOAATEIEM-
yTuiauTapuctom [14]).

1) pacmidpeHue Habopa CaHKUM i

UYeTBepThlli BOMpOC: SBISETCS JIM YEThIpEXYacTHAs THUIOJIOTHS CAHKIIHM
ucuepneiBatomeid? Eciu ananuszupoBaTh camo no cebe ymorpeOieHne TepMHuHa
«CaHKIMs», TO BO «BBenenuu...» pacmupenus ux Habopa He mpoucxoaut. Ecte
JUIIB OJHO NpUMeYaTeNbHOe HcKiIoyeHue. OO0cyxnas ocinabieHHe MOTHBOB,
YACPKUBAIOLINX JIOACH OT rpadexa, beHTaM ymOMHUHAeT MOTUBBI, OTHOCSIIUECS
KO BCEM YETBIPEM CaHKIMSIM: CaMOCOXPAHEHHE — B CBSI3U IOJIMTUYECKOM

764 MOPAIJIbBHA S ®MJIOCODPUA



Prokofyev A.V. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):757—773

CaHKIIMEH, CTpax CThlIa — B CBA3U C HPABCTBEHHOMW, CTpax boxkKbero He0BOJIb-
CTBAa — B CBSI3U C PEIIMTHO3HOM, a TaKKe€ «MOTUB OJarOCKIOHHOCTH, KOTOPBIN
JICHCTBYET KaK BETBb (PM3NYECKON CaHKIMM». B MpuMeyaHuu oH pa3bsCHSET, YTO
B IIOCJICJIHEM CJIy4ae UMEET B BUIY TO «CTpaJaHUe, KAaKOE€ HUCIBITHIBAET YEIOBEK,
Korjga ObIBaeT CBHUJETEJEM WM Y3HAeT OPYyTUM 00pa3oM O CTPaJaHUU JIPYroro
4elloBeKa; B 0COOEHHOCTH, KOT/Ia MPUYMHA ATUX CTPAJaHUi OH caM, — OJHUM CJIO-
BOM, cTpaaanue cumnatum» [2. C. 187].

To, yto benTam HauMHaeT NPUMEHITh TEPMUH «CAHKLUD» K «MOTHBY Ojaro-
CKJIOHHOCTH» U «CTPaJaHUSIM CUMIIATUN, HEY IUBUTENIbHO. ECITN B35 Th TOT CMBIC,
KOTOpBI beHTaM MNpuaaer TepMUHY «CaHKIMS»: MOJKPEIUIEHHE cOoo0pa3zHOro
HOpPME IMOBEACHUSI CO CTOPOHBI OTHOCUTENBHO HE3aBUCUMOI'O THIIA YAOBOJIbCTBUIM
U CTpaJlaHui, TO CUMITATHYECKUE NIEPEKUBAHUS, KOHEUHO, IBJISIOTCS TAKUM TUIIOM.
OHU TOACPKUBAIOT TE «3aKOHBI U MPABHIIAY», KOTOPHIE TPEOYIOT HE MPUYUHATH
BpeJ IpyroMy 4YeJOBEKY M OKa3bIBaTh €My MOMOIIL B HYykJe. B mepeuncnenusx
0COOBIX THUIIOB YIOBOJBCTBUHM U CTpPaJaHHil, 0COOBIX BHJIOB UyBCTBUTEIBHOCTH,
0COOBIX MOTHBOB U PACIOJIO)KEHUH OHM HEHM3MEHHO OOHApYKUBAIOTCS PSJIOM C
yJIOBOJIbCTBUSMH (CTPAJaHHUSIMK) DPEIyTaIllii WM JIOOOBBIO K HEHW, a TaKkke
C YIOOBOJILCTBUSIMU  (CTpaJaHMsIMH) OJarodecTusi WIH  «OJIaro4ecTUBOU
peBHOCTBIO». He cimydaiiHO 00Cy>XKIaeMmblii Cllydaid OTOXKICCTBIICHUS «MOTHBA
OJIarOCKJIOHHOCTH» U «CTPaJlaHUN CUMITATUW» C OAHOM U3 caHKUUK benTtam compo-
BOJKJIa€T OTCHUIKOM K TJIaBE «Y JOBOJIbCTBUS U CTPAAAHUSD.

Heckonbko 0Oonee HEOXHMIAHHBIM SIBIISICTCS MPUYHUCIEHUE 3TOM CaHKIMH
K 9rcITy GU3HYECKUX. 3/1ECh SBHO HIMEET MECTO TaKasi MHTepIIpeTanus GU3NISCKOM
CaHKIUHU, KOTOpas CyIIECTBEHHO PACXOAMTCS C €€ OMUCAaHUEM M3 TPEThEil I1aBbl
TpakTata. «CWIBl MPUPOIBI», €CIM MU 3aJCHCTBOBAHBI, HOCAT HE (PU3UUCCKUIA,
a Mcuxu4eckuit xapakrep. MICTOUHUK cTpalaHus arenrta (MpUYUHEHUE UM CaMUM
CTpa/laHuil IPyroMy 4eJOBEKYy) MaJIo MOXO0XK Ha HebIaropazymue, KOTopoe mposiB-
JISIeT TOT, KTO HaBJICKAeT Ha ce0s «u3nyeckue OeACTBU» (HAIpUMED, «HEOPEIKHO
oOparmaercsi Co CBEUKO» U B pe3ynbrare «cxuraet ceds») [2. C. 36]. Ongnaxo,
C IpYyroi CTOPOHBL, B CIy4Yae «CUMIATUYECKUX CTPaJaHUI OTCYTCTBYET HaMEpEH-
HOE MPUYUHEHUS CTpajaHus HapywmuTento. M B 3ToM caHkuus, AEHCTBUTEILHO,
noxoska Ha uznueckyro. B Gonee nozguux Tekctax bentam Oyner akIieHTUPOBAThH
HE CXO/JICTBA, a Pa3JIMYUs, U Mbl YBUJIUM IOSIBIICHUE B €0 TUIIOJIOTUU HOBOTO BUA
CAHKIIMH.

Teopwusa caHkuuii B «[leoHToN0rnn»

a) OOHOBJIEHHAS] TUIOJIOTHUSI

B «/leontonorun» beHtam meiTaeTcsi MOCTPOUTH OOHOBIEHHYIO, Pa3BEPHYTYIO
THUIIOJIOTHIO CAaHKIMH, UCTIOJIB3YS pa3Hble KpuTepuu. OH pa3rpaHuyMBaeT CaHKIUHY,
ClyXalue MoOyXJACHUEeM K MO3UTUBHOMY JEUCTBUIO, U CAHKIUU-PECTPUKIIUH,
BCAYHIMUC K OTKa3ly arcHra oT }IeﬁCTBHH, K KOTOPpOMY IMOATAJIKUBAIOT MHBIC MOTHUBEI.
Jlpyroe BakHOE pa3rpaHUYCHHE — CAHKIUU OOJEe3HEHHbIC («HAKA3YIOIINE))
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U CaHKIMM NPUATHBIE («BO3HArpaxxaaromuey»). beHtam nmomyepkuBaeTr BeAyLIyIO
POJIb B HOPMATUBHOW PETYJIALIMN NIOBEIECHUS CAaHKLIMI IIEPBOTO POAa.

B oTHOLIEHNN UCTOYHMKA CaHKIIMK beHTaM NpOBOJIUT LIEITYIO CEPUIO TUXOTO-
MUYeCKUX aenieHui. CaHKUUHU MOApa3AessloTcs UM Ha (DU3MYEeCKHe U BOJIEBbIE
(mpeanonararolye BMEMIATEIbCTBO YYBCTBYIOIIETO U pa3yMHOTo areHTa). Bose-
BbIE — IOAPA3JEISIIOTCS HA T€, KOTOPBIE SIBIISIFOTCS PE3YJIbTaTOM BMEIIATENbCTBA
€MHCTBEHHOT'0 M3BECTHOIO HaM YYBCTBYIOIIETO U Pa3yMHOT'0 BHUJa — 4YeJIOBEKa
(«4emoBeyecKHe», «BOJEBBIC U €CTECTBEHHBIE»), U T€, KOTOPbIe 00eCIeUnBaOTCS
HUKOTJAa HE HaONIONaBIIMMCS HaMH Pa3yMHBIM CYIIECTBOM («CBepXueloBeye-
CKHE», «CBEPXBECTECTBEHHBIE), «PEIIUTHO3HBIEY).

Cpenu «4enoBeueckux» caHKIMU beHTaM BbIAENSET T€, KOTOPBIE BBHITEKAIOT
13 BOJIU O(UIHATIbHBIX JIUI], «BOOPY>KEHHBIX COOTBETCTBYIOLIEH A0J€H MpaBUTEb-
CTBEHHOW BJIACTW», U T€, KOTOPbIE OMMPAIOTCSA HA BOJIIO MHIUBUAOB, IIPEIOCTAB-
JICHHBIX caMHUM ceOe (TIepBble OH HA3bIBACT «IOJUTHUYECKHUMMY, BTOPhIE — «HETMO-
IUTHYECKUMMY). «llonuTHueckue caHKIUW» MOAPA3JENAIOTCS Ha HajlaracMble
CyJ1eOHOM BIAaCThIO («CYIeOHBICY, UIH «IIPABOBBIEY) U APYTUMU BETBIMU MOTUTH-
YECKOM BJIACTH («aJMHUHUCTPATUBHBIEY).

«Henonutuueckne caHKUMKW» BKJIKOYAKOT JBE HUILU: JEHCTBYIOIINE KOJUIEK-
TUBHO U JECHCTBYIOIME MHAMBUAYaIbHO. B mepBoM cilydyae ynoBOJILCTBUE WM
CTpaJaHle UCXOMST OT YeIOBeKa, KOTOPbIN paccMaTpuBaeT ceds Kak 4wieH cooOlie-
CTBa U BOCIIPUHUMAETCS B 3TOM KaueCTBE (BXOJAUT B YUCIIO JIFOJIEH, KOTOPBIE CY AT
U JeicTByloT cooOmia). TakoBa HpaBCTBEHHas, WJIM OOIIECTBEHHAs, CAHKIIMS.
Bo BTOpOM cilyyae HCTOUYHUKOM YIOBOJBCTBUS U CTPaJaHUs CIY>KUT OTAEIbHBIN
yenoBeK. OH MOXET JAOCTaBIIATh YJIOBOJIBCTBUE WU MPUYMHATH CTPaJaHUE JIpY-
roMy Ju0O B OTBET Ha T€ AEUCTBUSA APYTOro, KOTOPbIE JOCTABUIN YIOBOJIbCTBHE
WM IPUYUHWIN CTPaJaHue eMy caMoMy, 100 6e3 Takoro ocHoBaHus. Eciu nepen
HaMH TIEPBBIA CIy4aid, TO 3TO «PEeTpHUOyTHBHAs CAHKLUS», a €CIM BTOPOH, TO
«CUMIIaTUYecKas» WU «aHTUnaThuueckasn». TakoB Hauboyiee MpO3pavyHbIN U pa3-
BEPHYTHII BapyaHT TUIIOJIOTMH U €€ ocHoBaHuli [3. P. 175—177]. B Bune npocrtoro
MIEPEUYMCIICHHS] Ta K€ TUIIOJIOTHS CAHKIMI [0 UCTOYHUKY IPUCYTCTBYET B ITUCHME
benrama Otheny [iomony 1821 r. (ceMb OCHOBHBIX HHII, CHUMIIATUYECKUE
Y QHTUIIAaTUYECKHUE BBIIECJIECHBI B CAMOCTOSITENIbHBIE CAHKIUY, TIOJIUTUYECKAS] HUILIA
nenupdepenuuponana) [15. P. 69].

Pazubie ¢dparmentsl «JleoHTONOrHM» TMO3BOJSIOT TOYHEE MPEACTABUTH
IJIaBHBIE JOMOJHEHUS K CUCTEME CaHKIMM, IPUCYTCTBYIOLIEH BO «BBeneHun. . . »:
cumnaruueckue u perpuOytuBHble. [log mnepBsiMu bentam mnoapasymeBaer
YYBCTBUTEJIBHOCTb ar€HTa «K MOCIEACTBUAM, IPOM3BEICHHBIM €T0 TOBEACHUEM Ha
coctosiare adPeKToB B... ApykecTBeHHOUH rpyau» [3. P. 199]. Ecau arenT momy-
4aeT yJI0BOJIbCTBUE OT CO3EPLIAHUS yA0BOJIbCTBUS APYTOro YEI0BEKA MU UCIIBIThI-
BAET CTPAJAHKE OT CO3EPLAHHUS €ro CTPAIAHUSL, TO CTPEMIIEHHE K TAKOMY YI0BOJIb-
CTBHIO WJIM CTpEMJIEHHE HM30eXaTh TAaKOro CTpaJaHMs MOATAJIKUBAIOT areHTa K
TOMY, 4TOOBI HE IPUUUHATH APYTUM BpeJ U OMOTaTh UM B HYXk/1€ (JIeMOHCTPUPO-
BaTh 4€CTHOCTH (probity) u 6maronerensHocTh (beneficence)). 3ToT MexanusMm Ha

766 MOPAIJIbBHA S ®MJIOCODPUA



Prokofyev A.V. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):757—773

pUMEpPe «CTpaTaHuil cUMIATHW» OBLT 00pHUCOBaH yxe Bo «BBenenuu...». benram
BOCIPOU3BOANT €ro U B «Jleontonorun». OnHako HapucoBanHyto bentamom kap-
TUHY YCJIOXHSIOT JBa OOCTOSTENILCTBA. BO-NIEPBBIX, TO, UTO «CTpajaHUs CUMIIA-
TUW» areHTa MOTyT OBbITh MOPOKIEHBl HE HEMOCPEIACTBEHHBIMU CTPaJaHUSIMU
JIPYTUX JIOJEH, a UCIBITBIBAEMBIMU UMH «CTPaJlaHUSIMHU cuMnatumn». [Ipuyuem uc-
TOYHHUKOM TaKHX CTpaJlaHuil MOKET OBbITh U caM areHT. beHTam B CBSI3U C 3TUM
YIIOMHHAET CTpaJaHus MbSHULBI W3-32 TOTO, YTO €ro ONU3KHE CTPAAAI0T, 3HAs
o ero Oecuecthe [3. P. 199]. Bo-BTOpBIX, TO, UTO CHMITATHYECKHUE TEPESIKUBAHUS
BEIYT HE TOJIBKO K JIOCTABJICHUIO IPYTOMY UY€JIOBEKY YJOBOJILCTBUS WM MPENOT-
BpAIICHUIO €T0 CTPaJlaHui, HO U K IPUYUHEHUIO CTpaJaHuil — oTciofa Gpopmyiu-
POBKa «aHTUIATUYECKasl CaHKIUs». OHa CBsi3aHa C HETOJ0OBAHUEM MO OTHOILICHUIO
K HApYIIUTENI0, KOTOPOE UCTIBITHIBAIOT T€, KTO HE ABIISAIOTCS )KEPTBAMU HAPYIICHUS
(IOTIOTHUTENIBHO O CUMIATUYECKUX CAaHKIHUAX cM.: [15]).

PerpuOyTuBHas cankuus obcyxnaercs benramom cpenyu MOTHBOB, MOAJEP-
KHUBAIOIIUX OJaro/ieTenbHOE MOBEACHUE, HAPSAY C OOIIECTBEHHOW, MJIM HpaB-
CTBEHHOM, U CUMIATHYECKOH. 371eCh OHA TOXKIECTBEHHA «IIIAHCY MOJYYUTh BO3HA-
IpaKJ€HUE U3 PYK TOr0, KOMY ThI puHec Bbiroy». [Ipu sTom benram noguepku-
BaeT HEMpEeACKa3yeMOCTh OYyIylIuMX CHUTyalluil, Te Takas B3aUMHOCTb MOXET
OKa3aThCsl MOJIE3HOM, UTO yCTPaHSET 3HAYCHUE HEPABHBIX COLIMAJIBHBIX MO3UIUN
YYaCTHUKOB B3auMHBIX oTHOIIeHHH [3. P. 182]. Coueranue cioB «peTpuOyTUBHAS
CaHKIMS» BCTpeyaeTcs Takke B (pparmentax «Jleonromorum» o6 obuiei kiaccu-
¢bukanuu AeMcTBUiA, AEMCTBUSX, pa3IpakaloluX IPYTUX JI0AeH, TpeOOBaHUIX K
YEJIOBEKY, KOTOPbIA Y4acTBYeT B MPUMEHEHHH pa3HbIX CcaHKIui. OJIHAaKO 3/1eCh
pedb UAET yKe 00 OTBETHOM yIepoe.

0) OTKJIOHEHHSI OT 0OHOBJIEHHOM THII0JIOTHH

Opnaxo Henb3sl CKa3aTh, YTO beHTam Ucnoabp3yeT cBO0 0OHOBICHHYIO pa3Bep-
HYTYIO TUIOJOTHIO TocienoBarenbHo. B «Jleonromorum» ects pparmMeHTsl, e
CaHKIMW, Kak U BO «BBemenuu...», Bcero uerbipe [3. P. 152]. Bcerpeuarores
NEPEYHCIICHUs, BKIIIOYAIOIINE CUMIIATUYECKYI0, HO MCKIIIOYAIOIIUE PEeTPHOYyTHUB-
Hyto cankiuio [3. P. 151]. Ho, uyto eme Oosee mpumeyaTenbHO, B TpaKTaTe
IIPUCYTCTBYIOT IACCa)KU, KOTOPBIE MOJHOCTBIO CITyTHIBAIOT CIOBOYNOTPEOIIEHUE,
3aJJaHHOE Pa3BEPHYTOI TUIIOJIOTHUEH.

Bor naunbounee sipkue npumepsl: «[Ipeamnonoxum, 94To KTO-TO, MOATATKHUBAC-
MBI CBOEI 37101 BOJIE, cOOepeTCsl HAHECTH Yap APYTroMy YeJOBEKY, C KOTOPBIM
OH B ccope. B Toil Mepe, B KaKOM OH YJIEpKHUBAETCA CTPAXOM OTBETHOIO yaapa,
OyZb TO CO CTOPOHBI CAMOI'O TPETHETO JIUIA WJIH XKE €ro JApyra Uil KOMIIaHbOHA,
yIEP)KUBAIOIIYIO CHTY CIEIyeT OTHECTH MMEHHO K (U3n4ecKoil caHkimu. To ke
camoe KacaeTcs yuiepOa WU MpearnoyiaraeMoro yuiepba Apyroro poja: yiepoa
JIMYHOCTH, PEMyTalii, COOCTBEHHOCTH U MOJIOKEHUIO B KU3HU» [3. P. 197—198].
«ATeHT [IpUUMHSAIOMUHN yiepO]| 10 KeH NpeaBUAETh, 4T0, Oyb TO B MOPSJIKE 3a-
LIUTHI. .. WK B TIOPSAJIKH BO3/IasTHUS, WJIK OJTHOBPEMEHHO B TOM U JIPYTOM MOPSIJIKE,
OH MOJKET ITOHECTH OT PELUITUECHTA TAKOH K€ UM KaKOW-TO Apyroi yiiepo. Orpa-
HUYEHHE WM CIEp)KKa, CO3/laBaeMas 3TUM CTpPaxoM, €CTb OrpaHUYEHUE WU
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CIEpIKKa, KOTOpasi HOCUT Xapakrtep ¢uznueckoit cankum» [3. P. 200]. «B teuenue
ATOrO MEPHOJa [paHHHUX ITANOB CTAHOBIEHUS muUBHIM3auuu — A.I1.]... duznye-
CKasl CAaHKIUS SIBJIIETCS €IMHCTBEHHOM, KOTOpas CAEP>KUBAET CKIIOHHOCTD, ITOPOXK-
JICHHYIO NIEPCIEKTUBON U JKEJIaHUEM HENOCPEICTBEHHOIO yI0BOJIBCTBUS WM U3-
0aBJIeHUsI OT HEMOCPEJICTBEHHOro cTpajaHus... [IpuunmHenue yuepba Apyrum
HaXOJUT CBOE MEPBOE OrPaHUYECHUE B CTpaxe OyAyIlero BO3Me3Iusl U BO3AasHuUS,
KOTOPBIE SIBIITFOTCSI €CTECTBEHHBIMU CJIEACTBUSMU HeromoBanus» [3. P. 202].

B s1ux maccaxkax knmaccudukaiys paspymaercs mo cleAyoluM HampaBie-
HusM. A. HamepeHHble IeHCTBUS areHTa, OTBEYaroIye Ha HeOIaronpusTHOE BO3-
JIeIICTBHE CO CTOPOHBI APYTrOro 4eloBeKa, OTHECEHbI beHTaMoM K (u3n4ecKoit
CaHKLUH, KOTOpas MO OIPENEICHUI0 HE NPEANOJaraeT y4acTus pa3yMHOW BOJIM.
b. Ilepen namu kak Oynro Obl OJJHA CAaHKIMS, HA3BAHHAS B TEKCTE «(PU3NUECKON»,
HO B CBETE€ OOHOBIICHHOM THUITOJIOTUH OHA BKIIIOYAET B ce0s1 HECKOJIBKO: BO3AAasTHUE
CO CTOPOHBI JKEPTBBI OTHOCUTCS K peTpUOYTUBOM, BO3IassHUE CO CTOPOHBI «Ipy3e
1 KOMIIAHbOHOB» — K CUMIATUYECKOM, WM BEpHEE, aHTUIIATUUECKOM, BO3ME3 /-
HBIN y1iep0d penytanuu — K HpaBCTBeHHOW. B. BHyTpu «dusnueckoit» caHKIuu
BO3HHUKAET 0c00ast HUIIAa MHAWBUAYATBHO OCYIIECTBISIEMbIX CAHKIIUM, KOTOPHIE HE
TOXKJIECTBEHHbl HHU CHUMIIATUYECKUM (QHTUIIATUYECKUM), HU PETPUOYTHUBHBIM:
MIPUYMHEHUE Bpea «B MOPSIIKE 3alUTHD», a He BO3AasHU. ETo MOXHO OBUIO ObI
Ha3BaTh «OOOPOHUTEIHHOW» CAHKIUEH.

OTH OTKJIOHEHUS OT TUIOJOTUH, HA MOW B3IUIAJ, CBA3aHbI C TeM, 4YTO beHTam
MBITAETCS YYECTh T€ CBOMCTBA CAHKIMM, KOTOPbIE HAXOAATCS 3a MpeAesiaMU orpa-
HUYEHHOTIO psja ee ocHoBaHui. Hanpumep, paccmaTpuBasi BO31assHUE CO CTOPOHBI
CaMO# JKEepTBbl HApYLUIEHUS WM COYYBCTBYIOIIMX €M JIOACH Kak IMpOsBICHUE
(Gu3N4eCcKoil CaHKIMH, OH aKIEHTHPYET HEe OTCYTCTBHE BOJEBOrO (hakTopa (Kak B
clly4ae MpUYHUCICHUS K (PU3HMUECKUM CaHKIMSIM «CTpaJaHuil cumMnatun» Bo «Bae-
JICHUU. ..»), @ HATM4ne (PU3MUECKOro BO3ACUCTBUS HAa HAPYIIUTENS. DTO, KOHEUHO,
HUKAaK HE COOTHOCHUTCS C OmpeeieHueM (U3NYECKON CaHKIWHU, €CIH, KOHEUHO,
OCTaBUTh B CTOPOHE COMHMTEIBHOE MPEANONI0KEHHUE, UTO beHTaM paccmaTpuBaeT
NeCTBHS, CIPOBOLIMPOBAaHHBIE HETOJIOBAHUEM, B KaUeCTBE CYTy00 pehIeKTOPHBIX.
Opnnako cam (hakT MPHUCYTCTBUS HIM OTCYTCTBUS (PU3MUECKOTO BO3JEHCTBHS Ha
HapyUIUTENsl BaKeH Al 3Tudeckoil Teopuu. M mMor Obl paccMaTpuBaThcs Kak
OTJIEIbHOE OCHOBAaHME AJIs MOJpa3jencHus caHkuuid. He ciydaiiHO HeHacuib-
CTBEHHbIE, HDAaBCTBEHHBIE U CUMITATUYECKUE, CAHKLIMU Y beHTama a) npuoOperaror
MaKCHUMAalbHYI0 CHUJIY Ha BBICHIMX CTAaUSX [UBWIM3AIMU U O) BBICTYMAIOT
KaK CpeJCTBO BOCIIOJIHEHUSI HEAOCTATKOB CHJIOBBIX, OJTUTHUECKUX U (U3UUECKUX
[3. P. 198].

B) CAHKIIUM U 331241 JJ€0HTO0JI0Ta

Bo «BBeneHuu...» Tema CaHKIIUM paccMaTpuBajgachk beHTaMoM B CBs3U C 3a-
JlayaMy 3aKOHOJATeNs: 3HaHHE BCEro Habopa CaHKIUI MOMOraeT 3aKOHOJATEII0
BBIOpATh ONTHUMANIGHBIN BapHaHT (YHKIIMOHHPOBAHUS CAHKIIUNA TOJUTHYECKUX.
B «/leonTtonorun» beHTtam CTaBUT APYTyIO L€llb, B LIECHTPE €r0 BHUMAaHUs Haxo-
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JUTCSL HE 3aKOHOJATEIb, & MOPAJUCT-IEOHTOJIOT, OOpalAlOIIUKACS K CBOCH ayau-
TOPUH C PACCYKIECHHUEM, KOTOpPOE JIOJDKHO CIIOCOOCTBOBATH ITOBCEMECTHOMY
OCO3HAaHHOMY HCIIOJHEHUIO MPUHIUIIA Moe3HOCTH. OTCI0a IepBasi 3a/1a4a JCOH-
TOJIOTa — TOKa3aTh JIIOJIIM, KOTOphIEe Hepe(hIESKCHBHO U CIIOHTAHHO MPECICAYIOT
CBOM COOCTBEHHBIM HMHTEpEC, YTO COOOpa3HOE C MOpAIbHBIMU TPEOOBaHUSIMU
MOBEJICHUE HE MPOTUBOPEUUT ITOMY HHTEPECY, a COOTBETCTBYET eMy. HopmMocoo6-
pa3HOE MOBEJCHHE SBIISIETCS BBITOIHBIM HMEHHO ITOTOMY, YTO TOT, KTO COOJIIOIAeT
HOpMY, M30eraeT HaKa3yIoIUX CAaHKIMK U TOMaaaeT 1Mo 0JIaroTBOPHOE JIEHCTBHE
BO3HArpa)XJarolinX.

PackpeiTue cBOEH ayJuTOPUU pa3HbIX, YACTO HEOYEBUJIHBIX, ACTIEKTOB pa3-
HBIX, 4YaCTO TPYJIHOPA3IMUUMBIX, CAHKIIUH — 3TO CYILIECTBEHHAs] YaCTh BOCIIUTA-
TEIBbHON paboThl neoHTOJOoTa. [locaeaHuI MOMOTaeT CBOEMY YHTATEIIO MTPOBECTH
TOYHBIN pacyeT yAOBOJbCTBUM U CTPAJaHUMN, IOPOKICHHBIX TOM MM MHOM IIpaK-
TUKOM. U ecnu mpakThKa IPOTUBOPEYHT MU, HAOOOPOT, COOTBETCTBYET KAaKOMY-
TO MOPJILHOMY TPEOOBAHUIO, TO B 3TOT pacyeT JOJDKHBI OBITH BBEICHBI MO4AC
yIIyCKaeMbl€ U3 BUJIa CTpaJaHus U YJI0BOJILCTBUS, CBA3aHHbBIC C CAHKIIUSIMU. B ciy-
Yae JICOHTOJIOTHH, OOpAIICHHON Ha caMOro areHra, pedb uaeT 00 yCTaHOBICHHUH
MpaBUILHOTO OajaHca ero OyAyIIMX W HBIHENIHUX YJOBOJLCTBUM M CTpaJaHHi.
B cnyuae neonTonoruu, oOpanieHHONW BOBHE, pedb HJIET 00 ydeTe BCEX TOYEK, B
KOTOPBIX MHTEPEC areHTa COBIAJAET C MHTEPECOM JPYrux rojaeil. B aToi cBsizu
benram Ha npumepe ynotrpeOIeHUs «OMbSHSIOMUX )KUIKOCTEI MOKa3bIBAET, KaK
COBOKYITHO paboOTaeT BCS CHCTEMa CaHKIHMKA, MOIIEPKHBAIOIMUX T00pOaeTelh
Onmaropa3ymusi, a Ha pUMeEpPe HAHECCHHS yaapa IPYTroMy YeJIOBEKY «KyJIaKOM WIIH
OCTPbIM HHCTPYMEHTOM» — KaK Ta JK€ CHCTeMa IOJJIepKUBaeT J00poaeTelb
yectHoctH [3. P. 177, 199, 200].

OZIHaKO JTIEOHTOJIOT HE TOJBKO «YKa3bIBAE€T» CBOEH ay/IUTOPUU HA HEOUEBU/I-
HbIe (OPMBI JNEHCTBUS U B3aWMOJCUCTBHUS CAHKIIUH, CIIOCOOCTBYS TEM CaMbIM
WHIWBHUIyaTbHOMY M OOIIECTBEHHOMY cyYacThio. [lapaimenbHO OH COACHCTBYET
W3MEHEHUIO 3TOM CHUCTEMbI B CTOPOHY OOJIBIIETO COOTBETCTBUS MPUHIUITY TOJIE3-
HOCTH (B TOM YHCJIe B CTOPOHY Ooiiee 3 (HEKTUBHOTO OTPAHUYCHUS Y3KO TIOHSITOTO
JUYHOTO UHTEpeca).

Morso Obl MOKa3aThCA, YTO U3MEHITh CAHKIIMK CIIOCOOEH TOJBKO 3aKOHOJIa-
TEJb, B PyKaX KOTOPOT'O HAXOAUTCS MPABUTEILCTBEHHAS BIACTh, CBOOOIHO 3a1af0-
mas (GopMy TpaBOBOTO Haka3zaHHWs M OOecleuMBaroniasi €ro JCHCTBEHHOCTD.
Onnako bentaM yBepeH, UTo U ICOHTOJIOT HAJIEIeH B ’TOM OTHOIICHUHU 3HAUUTEIIb-
HBIMH BO3MOXHOCTSIMH. OTH BO3MOKHOCTH, IO MHEHUIO beHTama, cBsi3aHBI
C HPABCTBEHHBIMH, WJIK OOMICCTBCHHBIMH, CaHKIUsAMH. OOIIECTBEHHOE MHEHHE,
Ha KOTOpPOE T€ OMUPAIOTCs, beHTaM BOCIpHHUMAET Kak CBOETro pojia TpuOyHaI, co-
BET U OJIHOBPEMEHHO 3aKOHO/IATEJIbHYIO acCaMOJIet0, B KOTOPBIE BXOJAT BCE T€, KTO
MMEET TPHUBBIYKY BBICKA3bIBaTh CBOE CYXXICHHE O IPYrux JOmsIx (mompobOHee
O pa3IMYHBIX KOHHOTAIUSAX TOHSATUS «TPUOYyHAT OOIIECTBEHHOTO MHEHUS»,
0 €ro MOJUTUYECKON pPOJU, O COOTHECEHHOCTH C IOPUAMYECKHM 3aKOHOM CM:
[8. P. 267—282; 16]). [eoHTOonor BBICTYMAeT KaK TaKOW YJEH 3TOr0 Oprasa,
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KOTOPBIH MOCTOSIHHO BBIIBUTAET 3aKOHOJIATENIbHbIE MHUIIMATHUBBI IO OCTPHIM BO-
[pocam, a €ro YUTATEN MOJACPKUBAIOT UX U 3aTEM PUHUMAIOT UHIUBHU1yaIbHbIE
penieHust Ha X ocHoBe. [{yst 0603HavYeHMs ATOM poin JeoHToora beHTam nucmosb-
3yeT (OPMYJIHMPOBKY «CaMOYUYPEXJACHHBIH 3aKOHOJATENb OOLIECTBEHHBIX, HIIU
HPaBCTBEHHBIX, caHKumit» [3. P. 206].

Hcnonnenue QyHKIUN «3aKOHOAATENS OOLIECTBEHHBIX, WK HPABCTBEHHBIX,
CaHKUUI» HAKJIaJbIBA€T Ha JEOHTOJOra OOJIbUIYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, MPHUYEM
CUTyallus YCIIOXKHSETCS TE€M, YTO B OTJIMYME OT pealbHON accamOiien, HUKTO He
MO>KET Ha MECTE YJIMUYUTh €ro B OLIMOKaX M IMPOTUBOPEUMSX, a TAKKE TEM, UTO
MOJINTUYECKUE CAaHKIUU (CO BCeW MX 0e3)KalIOCTHON MOIIBI0) YacTO CIEAYIOT 3a
M3MEHSIOMIMMCS OOIIECTBEHHBIM MHEHHEM.

JesTenpHOCTh AEOHTONOra BCTpOeHa beHTaMOM B MCTOPUYECKUI HAppaTUB,
Kacarouuics AeicTBUs pa3HbIX caHkiui. dusnyeckas caHKIUs (B MEXIUYHOCT-
HBIX OTHOILICHHUSAX OHA TMPEACTaBIAET COOOM HEMOCPEICTBEHHOE BO3ME3/IUE)
NEHCTBYET YK€ B paHHUE NEpUObl pasBUTHs LuBwiIn3anuu. K Hell B onpenenen-
HbIII MOMEHT IPHUCOEINHAETCS CaHKIUA noautudeckad. CuMnarudeckas CaHKLIUS
B paHHHE MEPUOJIbI HICTOPUH YEIOBEUECTBA OYCHBb cl1aba, HO MOCTOSIHHO YCHUIIMBA-
€TCS1 CO BPEMEHEM KAK B OTHOLLIEHUH KPyra TeX IE€UCTBHI, KOTOPBIE JIFOIA TOTOBBI
COBepLIaTh U3 CUMIIATUYECKUX NIEPEKUBAHUM, TaK U KPYyra TeX JIFOAEH, 10 OTHOLIE-
HUIO K KOTOPBIM BO3HHMKAIOT CUMITATUYECKUE NepekuBanus. Pa3Butue cumnaruye-
CKOM CaHKIIMH COMPSDKEHO C yCUIICHUEM CaHKIIMU OOIECTBEHHOM, HITM HPaBCTBEH-
HOH: y TOro, KTO Y3HaeT O IMOCTYNKaxX, NPOJUKTOBAHHBIX CHUMIIATHEH, WIH
OKa3bIBACTCS UX PELIUITUEHTOM, MTOSIBIISIETCS )KEJTAHUE OTBETUTH COBEPILUBIIEMY UX
areHTy TeM ke. A «caMblil IeMIEeBBI» CIIOCOO TAKOTO «BO3/IASHUS» COCTOUT B TOM,
9TOOBI OOpAaTUTh HA areHTa CHIIy OOILIECTBEHHOW, MJIM HPABCTBEHHOW, CAaHKLIUU
(TO ecThb ero MOXBaJIMTh).

Taxum 00pa3zom, GiarofeTeNbHbIC U YECTHBIEC MMOCTYIKH CTAHOBSITCS MIpeaMe-
ToM on06peHus. OpHako M cuMmaTHs, U OOIIECTBEHHOE OJ00pEeHHE MOTYT
OTKJIOHSATHCS OT TOJIb3bl UHIWBUAOB U COOOIIECTBA HJIU K€ KOHIIEHTPUPOBATHCS
UCKITIOYMTENIbHO Ha SIBHBIX M OJNU3KUX €€ MPOSBICHUSX, TEPsis U3 BUIY NalbHHE
[3. P. 202 — 205]. UmeHHO MO3TOMY 00IIECTBY HEOOXOAUM JIEOHTOJIOT, HO OH HY-
KEH JINIIb TOMY OOILECTBY, KOTOPOE CEPHE3HO MPOJIBUHYJIOCH B PA3BUTUU CUCTEMBI
CAHKIIUH.

3akoyeHune

Teopus cankuuii beHTama BmMcaHa B pouecc, KOTOPBI BHEC CYIIECTBEHHBIN
BKJIaJ B PA3BUTHE BCEX AUCUHUIUINH, H3yYaIOIIMX MOPajb, B TOM YHCIIE B Pa3BUTHE
3TUKU. Sl UMEIO B BUJLy TIPOIIECC YTOUHEHHUS IPAHUIL U CIIOCOOOB B3aUMOACHCTBUS
MEXIy TAKUMHU PETYJISITOPAMU YEJIOBEUECKOTO TMOBEACHHS, KaK MPaBo, OObIYail U
Mopaib. B 3THKe OH BBIpa)kajcs B BHJE MCCIEAOBaHUS CIEUU(DUKH MOPATHHBIX
(HpaBCTBEHHBIX) caHKIMHA. OJIHAKO OMpPENEIUTh TaKylo CelU(pPUKy HEBO3MOKHO,
HE COOTHOCS WX C ApyruMH caHkiusmu. [lom caHkmusiMu BO BceM OJoke
JUCLMIUINH, U3yYarOIMX HOPMATUBHOE PETYJIUPOBAHUE MOBEACHHUS, TOHUMAIOTCS
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MMO3UTUBHBIC MTOCIICJCTBUS COOJIOICHUS U HETaTUBHBIC MOCIIEICTBUS HAPYIICHHS
HOPMBI, KOTOpBIE MOJATAJIKMBAIOT AareHTOB K COBEPUICHHI0 HOPMOCOOOPa3HBIX
neiicteuii. [locnencTBust KacaroTcs areHTa, KOTOPBIA HApyIIaeT WU COOJOIACT
HOPMY, & CTUMYJIUPYIOUINI WM cAep>KUBaOIUi 3P PeKT pacnpocTpaHsaeTcs Kak
Ha HEro CaMoro, Tak W Ha JApyrux Joae. llocneacTBusi, KOHCTUTYHUPYIOIIHE
CaHKIIMIO, HE CIIOHTAHHbBI, & HAMEPEHHO CO3JaHbl B CBSI3U C HApyLICHUEM WJIU
coOuoeHreM HOpMBI. Te, KTO CO37ar0T UX, IENAI0T ATO HAa OCHOBE COOOpakeHUit
3aCJIyT'yl WIN CAEPKUBAHUS.

B ucropuu uccienoBanus Mopaju €CTh JIBE€ TPAIULIUUA TOHUMAHUS MOPAJIbHON
(HpaBCTBEHHOH) CaHKIMU. B pamkax mepBoil oHa MpPEACTaBISIET COOOM BO3ICH-
CTBHUE HA areHTa CO CTOPOHBI OKPY>KAIOIIUX €r0 JI0AEH, COCTOALIEE B JEMOHCTpA-
IUA OCYXKJICHHUSI WJIM OAOOpEeHHUsl ero MOTHBOB M mocTynkoB [1. C. 457—459].
B mo3mHux Bepcusx STOW TpaaMLUMU COOCTBEHHO MOpPAJIbHON (HPABCTBEHHOW)
CaHKILIMEN B cllydyae HapyLICHUsI HOPMBI SBJISETCA HE MPOCTOE MCUXOJIOTHYECKOE
HEYJ00CTBO areHTa, MOpPOKIACHHOE HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO KHUTh CPEIH JIIOJEH, KOTO-
pBI€ €Tr0 OCYXKAAIOT, a, XOTS Obl YACTUYHOE M HEOXOTHOE, TPU3HAHUE UM OIPABIaH-
Hoctu ocyxnenus [1. C. 459—460]. Bropas Ttpaguinuss BBOAUT B YHUCIIO
MOpaJbHBIX (HPAaBCTBEHHBIX) CAHKIUI HETaTUBHBIC MEPEKUBAHUS HApyIIUTENS,
HE CIIPOBOLIMPOBAHHBIE OCYKJIECHUEM OKPY KAIOIIUX, a SBJSIOLIMECS CIEACTBUEM
CaMOOCYXJEHUS: YyBCTBO BUHBI, YIPBI3€HHs COBECTU U T.J. VIMEHHO WX JaHHas
TpaJMIIMs pacCMaTPUBAET B KauecTBE OOpa3lloBOM MOpaJbHOW (HPAaBCTBEHHOM)
CaHKIMHU, KOTOpas B COOTBETCTBUU CO crenudukoil eHoMeHa Mopanu AOHKHA
ObITh BHyTpeHHEW U aBTOHOMHOM [ 1. C. 462—466].

[Tpu GerioM U MOBEPXHOCTHOM B3TJIsifiec OEHTAMOBCKAsl TECOPUSI CAHKIIUI BbI-
[JISIAUT KaK TEOpHUsl, MpUHAAJIeKAIIasl K IEPBOM TPaJAUILIMH, @ UCTOPUUECKH — KakK
OJIHA W3 MEPBbIX TakWx Teopuil. HpaBCcTBEHHas CaHKUUSA HE JApOM HMEHYETCs
benramowm erre u o6mecTBeHHOM. HapymuTenns HOpMBI oABepraeTcst cyay oorie-
CTBEHHOI'O MHEHUS U JABJIEHUIO C €r0 CTOPOHBI. T€, KTO OCYKIAat0T HApyIIUTEs,
BOCIIPHHMMAIOT ce0s KaK MpeCTaBUTENN co00IIecTBa U 001a1aTeT 00bEKTUBHBIX
Y YHUBEPCAJIbHBIX MPECTABICHUHN O MPAaBUIHLHOM M HENIPABUILHOM, 100pOAETENb-
HOM M TOPOYHOM, 0053aTENbHOM M HEeJOmycTHMOM. bonee Toro, GeHTamMOBCKas
HPaBCTBEHHAs] CAHKLMA HMEET OYEBHJIHYI0 MAaTE€pPUAIbHYI COCTaBISOIILYIO,
a B HEKOTOPBIX (pparMeHTaxX €ro TPYyJOB BKIIOYACT B ce0s Jaxe MPUUYUHEHUE
yiiepba HapyIIUTEo.

OpHako JOIMOJIHEHHAs TUIIOJIOTHMSI BKJIIOYAET M BHYTPEHHIOK CAHKIIHIO.
Sl umero B BUAY CaHKIHIO cuMnatudeckyro. OCOOEHHO SIPOK B 3TOM OTHOILLIECHUU
TOT CJy4ai, KOTJa «CTPaJaHusl CUMIIATUM» HACTUTAIOT UMEHHO TOT0, KTO MPUYH-
HUJ Bpell ApyroMy. BHYTpEeHHHMH MOTYT CTaThb U «aHTUIIATUYECKHE CAHKIUN,
€CIIM areHT, MPUYUHHUBILUI Bpea APYroMy, oOpaTUT UX Ha caMoro ceds (ciydai,
HE YIIOMHUHaeMblid beHTaMOM, HO BITOJIHE BO3MOYKHBIN U CaMbIi OJIM3KHUIA K YYBCTBY
BuHbI). [lo3nuuii bentaM He Ha3bIBaeT BHYTPEHHUE CAHKIIMKA HPABCTBEHHBIMH, HO
co3iaer Oosee MOJHYIO JUHEHKY CaHKIMHA, BHYTPU KOTOPOH TpaHMIIBI MEXKIY
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HPaBCTBEHHBIMH 1 BCEMHU OCTAILHBIMU MOTYT OBITh IPOBEICHHI MTO-Apyromy. py-
TUe KJIACCUYECKUE YTUIUTAPUCTHI CACIAI0T UMEHHO 3TO, NOJIOKUB Hayauao BTOPOM
TpaJUIIU TOHUMAaHUsI HPAaBCTBEHHBIX CAHKIIUM.

Cpenn 00Cy X Ial0IIUXCs B 3TUKE MPOOJIEM, MOPOKACHHBIX OMOPOH MOpaib-
HOTO pETyJIMPOBAaHWs HA BHEIIHIOIO CAHKIMIO — CAHKIMIO OOIIEeCTBEHHOTO
OCYXJICHUS, TPH SBJISIFOTCS HauboJiee BaXKHBIMU: TIpodiieMa Masoi 3 pexTuBHOCTH
TaKOM CaHKLMHU, MpoOsieMa JIETKOCTU €€ YKJIOHEHHUS OT MOpAaJbHOIO Hjeala Uiu
salpa MOpAIbHBIX IIEHHOCTEH, mpobieMa TMOTEpH aBTOHOMHH MOPAIBLHOTO
cyonekra. [lepeie n1Be benram obOcysxmaeT npsimo. OH yka3plBaeT HA UCTOYHUKU
Hed(h(HEeKTUBHOCTH, HO CUMTAET, YTO B I[MBUJIM30BAHHOM OOIIECTBE HX JCHCTBHE
ckomneHcupoBaHo. OH GUKCHUPYET BO3MOXHOCTh YKIIOHCHHS BEPIUKTOB «TPUOY-
Hasia 00IIeCTBEHHOTO MHEHUS OT MIPUHIINIIA ITOJI€3HOCTH, HO BUAUT U MEXaHU3MBI,
MPUBOJSAIINE UX B COOTBETCTBUE C HUM (3TO M B3aUMOJCIHCTBHE HPABCTBEHHBIX
CaHKUUH C CHMIATUYECKUMHU, U JIEATEIbHOCTh MOPAIMCTOB-ICOHTONIOrOB). UTO %€
Kacaercsl TpeThel mpobaemMbl TO cama KOHIIEMIUs Mopaiii beHTama, unm BepHee,
caMo €ro MpeAcTaBlIeHUE O Coco0ax pealn3aluy MPUHIHUIA TOJIE3HOCTH B KU3HU
o0ImIecTBa, UCKITIOYACT MPUJAAHUE KAKOW-TO [EHHOCTH aBTOHOMHOMY XapakTepy
MOpaJbLHOTO BEIOOPA, & 3HAYUT U MPU3HAHKUE €0 OTCYTCTBUE MOTEPEH.
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OK3UCTEHUMANIbHbIE UCTOYHMKU CKYJILLYTUHIa
n «konymbanHa»

JI.B. BaeBa 2 D<

AcTtpaxaHckuil rocyqapcTBeHHbIN yHUBepcuTeT uM. B.H. TaTumesa,
Poccuiickas @edepayus, Acmpaxans, 414056, yn. Tamuwesa, 0. 20, kopn. A
Dbaevaludmila@mail.ru

AnnoTtanus. BoopykeHHbICe HamaleHHUs B YUEOHBIX 3aBENCHHSAX C ILENBI0 MAaCCOBBIX
yOUHCTB (CKYJIIYTHHT, «KOTyMOaiH»), COBEpIIaeMble MOAPOCTKAMH, CTAIU HapacTarollei
TEHJICHIIUEN TOCIEAHUX JIET, IOpaXkasl CBOEH HEIpPE/ICKa3yeMOCThIO, CTUXUHHOCTBIO, KECTO-
KOCThI0. M3yuenue 3Toro (heHoMeHa IPOBOIUTCSI C PA3JIMYHBIX OCHOBAHUH, YTO TIO3BOJISIET BhI-
SIBUTH €0 Pa3IMYHbIe XapaKTePUCTUKU U OCOOEHHOCTH JJISl IUArHOCTUKH U NPEAOTBPAILCHUS.
[IpencraBiieHbl CIOKUBIIMECS HAyYHBIE MOAXOBI K H3YYEHHUIO CKYJIIIyTHHTa (TICUXOJIOrHYe-
CKWH, MPaBOBOM, COLMOJOTHYECKUH, CEMHOTHYECKHH, SK3UCTCHIMAIBHBIN), TMOKa3aHa HX
cnenmdrka W BO3MOXKHOCTH. Ha ocHOBe aHanmm3a KeicOB cCKymmyTuHra B Poccum
B 2014—2022 rr. noka3aHbl OCHOBHbBIE IPU3HAKU W TEHJICHIINH MIPOSBICHHUS MaCCOBBIX HaIla-
JeHuid B y4eOHBIX 3aBeJCHUAX. VCHoOnb3ys BO3MOXKHOCTH 3K3UCTCHIMAIBHOTO IOAX0Ja
B ritocohru ¥ ICUXOJIOTHH, Ha OCHOBe TpyIoB A. Kamro, 3. ®pomma, M. bocca, B. ®pankiia,
JI. bepkoBuI1Ia BBISBICHBI CMBICIIOBBIE 3TAIlbl M 3JIEMEHTHI CKYJIIIYTUHTa KaK 3K3UCTEHLUAIIb-
HOTO IIPECTYIUICHUS U IOCIEAYIONIET0 cyuluaa. Llenpro Halero ucciae10BaHus BRICTYIAET BbI-
SIBIICHAE M XapaKTEePUCTHKA MCTOYHHKOB W CYIIHOCTH CKYJIIIYTHHTa («KoIXyMmOaiiHay) Kak
9K3UCTEHIMAJIBHOIO TUINA MNPECTYIUICHHUS JUIsI TOHUMAaHMA CMBICIOBBIX MOTHBAIIMOHHBIX
HMCTOYHHUKOB CKYJIIIYTHHTa M aHAIM3a «IIOTPAHUYHON CUTyallun», Belylleld K UHIUBHUIYallb-
HOMY JIECTPYKTHBHOMY OYHTY NMpOTUB MUpa. [loka3aHa CBA3b HEPa3pEIIeHHOCTH SK3UCTEHITHU-
IbHBIX MOTpeOHOCTEH W TPOOJIEM JIMYHOCTH M 3aIlyCKaloLUIMX CaMopa3pyLIUTEJbHbIE
MEXaHU3MBbI JINYHOCTH (PaKTOPOB, C IEMOHCTPATUBHBIM «OErcTBOMY» OT PeajbHOCTH, Ha (hoHe
MacC-MeJIMIHOTO MATTePHA arpeCCUBHOCTH M JICTUTHMAIIUN HACHIIUS KaK crioco0a mpeoioie-
HUS Tpo0eM W caMollpe3eHTanuu. lIpencTaBiIcHHBIE XapaKTEPHCTHKH M MOJCIHPOBaHIE
MOCTYIKOB CKYJIIIIYTEPOB Ha OCHOBE DK3UCTEHIINAIBHOTO aHATN3a MTO3BOJIMIIN CAETIATh BHIBOIBI
0 BOBMOJKHBIX ME€pax HpOTHBOﬂeﬁCTBHH HO):[O6HI>IM MPECTYNIICHUAM.
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Abstract. Manifestations of school shooting or ‘columbine’, constituted by armed mass
attacks and murders in educational institutions perpetrated by adolescents, have proliferated in
recent years. They are marked by their unpredictability, spontaneity and cruelty. This
phenomenon has been subject to scholarly examination from various perspectives, enabling the
elucidation of its multifarious traits and characteristics as a means of diagnosis and prevention.
This study surveys established academic approaches to the study of school shootings
(psychological, legal, sociological, semiotic, existential) and delineates their specificity and
scope. Drawing on analysis of incidents of school shootings in Russia from 2014—2022, key
signs and tendencies in the occurrence of mass attacks on educational institutions are delineated.
Adopting existential approaches in philosophy and psychology, notably the works of A. Camus,
E. Fromm, M. Boss, V. Frankl and L. Berkowitz, the semantic stages and constituents of school
shootings as existential crimes and subsequent suicides are elucidated. The present study aims
to identify and characterise the roots and essence of school shootings (‘columbine') as an
existential crime type, in order to comprehend the semantic motivational origins of school
shootings and analyse the ‘boundary situation’ engendering individual destructive rebellion
against the world. The nexus between unresolved existential needs and quandaries of the
individual and the factors triggering self-destructive personality mechanisms is expounded,
whereby the individual enacts an ‘escape’ from reality against the backdrop of media-
disseminated aggressiveness and legitimation of violence as a means of overcoming problems
and self-presentation. The existential analysis and modelling of school shooters’ actions offered
here has enabled conclusions to be drawn regarding potential countermeasures to such crimes.
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BesepexHune

Pa3Butre nuBUIM3aLMKA U HAYYHBIN IPOrpecC B LIEJIOM HE YMEHBUIWIH COLIU-
aJIbHBIX IPOTUBOPEUMi, KOH(DIMKTOB, XOTS M CO3JaJIM CUCTEMY MOPAJIbHBIX U Ipa-
BOBBIX PETYJIATOPOB, MPU3BAHHBIX CIIOCOOCTBOBATH PEIICHUIO ATHX 3a1ad. [IposiB-
JICHUS arpeCcCUM, HACUIIMSL, B TOM YHCIIE C UCTIOJIb30BAaHUEM OPYKHUS COIYTCTBYIOT
UCTOPUU 4YEJIOBEYECTBa, KaK MAacCOBBIX (hopMax (BOOPY>KEHHBIX KOH(IUKTaX,
BOWHAX), TaK U B WHAUBUIYAIbHBIX TPOSBICHHUIX (TEPPOPU3M, KPUMHUHAIHHBIC
MPECTYIUICHHUS ), XOTS JTMHAMUKA B Pa3JIUYHBIX CTPAHAX CYIIECTBEHHO OTINYAETCS.
Ha ¢one o0mux KpuMUHAIBHBIX XPOHUK MOCIAEAHUX TPEX NECATUICTHUN OJHUM
13 HauboJee OCTPBIX U TPYJIHO MPOTHO3UPYEMBIX, pa3pyIIUTEIbHBIX 11O BO3/CH-
CTBUIO cTal ()EHOMEH «KOoIyMOaiiHa» (CKyJIIyTHHra), Tparndecku M3BECTHBHIN B
BHJIC MaCCOBBIX YOUHCTB (PacCTpesioB) B y4eOHBIX 3aBEICHUSX (B PSAC CIIy4YaeB C
MOCIEAYIOIUMU CyuuuaamMu). Ero ucTopus v npakTUKy 0Ka3blBalOTCS BO MHOTOM
CBSI3aHHBIMU C MAaCCOBBIM paccTpelioM B mikose Komymobaita 1999 . (koTopslit 0611
nanexo He nepBbiM B CIIIA, HO BoepBbie 0Open mupokyto orjacky B CMN),
MOJTyYUBIIMM BHUPYCHOE BO3JCHUCTBHE W PACIPOCTPAHEHHE B MOJIOJICKHOM CyO-
KyJIbTYyp€, 3aTEM B OHJIAWH-KYJIbTYPE U COLIMAIBHBIX MEHa B KAa4eCTBE CBOEOOpa3-
Horo «KynbTay. B CIIA B mocnenyromue roasl 0b110 coBepiiueHo 6omuee 100 mo-
NOOHBIX aKTOB PacCTPENIOB, U 3Ta CTATUCTUKA €3KEMECIYHO nonosHseTcs. B Poccun
3TO SBJIEHUE TAK)KE MPOSIBIIIOCH C Pa3pYyLIUTEIBHON MOIIBIO, XOTS U B 3HAYH-
TEJIbHO MEHBIIEH CTENEeHH, B CHIIy JACHCTBYIOLIETO 3amlpeTa Ha CBOOOJHYIO
MIPOJAXY OPY KU

MaccoBbsle paccTpenbl, PECTYyIUIEHUA-KONIUHY, NEPBOHAYAIBHO CTPEMUIKCH
OOBSICHUTh HCKIIOUUTEIBHO COLIMATIBHO-TICUXOJIOTHUYEeCKUMHU (hakTopamu (Iuc-
(YHKIMAMU U TICUXOJIOTUYECKHUMHU PACCTPOHCTBAMM), OJTHAKO MX KOPHU OKA3aJIUCh
ropa3zo Oonee crnoxxHbMH. MccrnenoBanue KeHCOB CKYNIIYTHHTa MOKAa3ajao, YTo
SMOIMOHAIBHO-TICUXOJIOTUYECKUE MPUUUHBI COMYTCTBYIOT U MHBIM HCTOYHUKAM,
CBS3aHHBIM KaK C pa3BUBAIOIIEHCS HICOJOTHEH pauKaiu3Ma M 3KCTpEeMHU3Ma
B MOJOJSKHON cpene, Tak U ¢ (pakTopoM HH(DOPMAIMOHHOTO BO3JACUCTBUS
B MEJIMAKyJIbTypE, Iie JOMUHUPYET 00pa3 TeppopUCcTa-0OJMHOYKH, MUDOIOTU3HPO-
BaHHOT'O Teposi, CocOOHOro OpOCUTH BBI3OB 0O0mIeCTBY. BOo MHOroM ocrtarorcs
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HESIBHBIMU 3aIlyCKalOIINEe aKT arpeCCUU NPUUYUHBI BHYTPEHHUM TPUTTEPHBIN Mexa-
HU3M, CTEIIEeHb BIHUAHUSA MHPOPMALMOHHOTO KOHTEHTA Ha T€ WJIN MHBIE MOJIOJEK-
HBIE TPYIIBI U UX 0COOCHHOCTH, BBISBICHHE (PAaKTOPOB PUCKA M 3AIIMUTHI OT HHX,
OLleHKa ()EHOMEHOB COBPEMEHHOM MeIUaKyJIbTypbl Kak (ppeiimMooOpa3yrouero
(oHa, MPOBOIUPYIOIIETO NOTPAHUYHBIE COCTOSIHUSL WJIM TPAaHCTPECCUBHBIN Tepe-
XOJ «Ipeaesar.

Henpencka3zyeMocTb, HESIBHOCTh KOPPENALUH C MOTHBHPYIOIIMMH (hakTo-
pamu, aHaJIOTUU UCXOIHBIX CUTYalMii U BO MHOTOM €IUHBIH CLIeHapuii caMoro Ipe-
CTYIUICHUS], €r0 MHOTOKPAaTHOE MOBTOPEHUE U TUPAKUPOBAHUE — CTAJH aTpUOy-
TaMH MPECTYMIEHUNH-KONUM, MoJ0OHO BUPYCY, PacpoCTPaHssACh B KOHIE XX —
XXI Bekax. Jrta JaTeHTHAsl CKphITas yrpo3a, BHE3AIIHO MOSIBIISIIOIIASICS B Pa3HbIX
TOUKax obuiecTBa, chopMupoBana 3anpoc Ha aHATUTUYECKUE HCCIeI0BaHUsA, KO-
TOpBIE JOJDKHBI POSICHUTH (DaKTOPBI, UICTOYHUKH U MEPBI 3allIUTHI OT 3TOTO THIIA
MpecTyIyieHu, mpu3HaHHbiX B Poccum ¢ 2022 1. mposiBIEHHEM Teppopu3Ma.
B conmansHo-(uI0cohCcKux U r'yMaHUTAPHBIX MCCIEIOBAHUAX CETOAHs OO0JbIIOe
BHUMaHME yJemsieTcs NpodiieMe pPOCTa arpecCuy B COBPEMEHHOM COLITYME B LIETIOM
Y TIPOSIBJICHUSIM I€CTPYKTUBHON aKTUBHOCTH B MOJIOJISKHOM Cpeie B OCOOCHHOCTH.
Ota muUpoKas TeMaTHKa UMEET MHOXKECTBO aCHEKTOB U (OPMHUPYET aKTyasbHBbIH
HCCIIeIOBATENbCKUI (PPOHTHUP, B KOTOPOM OOBEAUHSIOTCS BOZMOKHOCTH Pa3iIHy-
HBIX Hay4YHBIX 00JacTel U UX METOJIOB.

Knaccunounkaumsa nccnenoBaTesibCKMX NOAX040B K U3YYEHMUIO CKYJILLYTUHIa

HccnenoBaHusi, HOCBSILIEHHBIE U3YUYEHUIO KOJIyMOaiiHa WK CKYJIIIyTHHIa KaK
NPECTYIJICHUSI M COLMAIBHOrO (DeHOMEHa IJIaBHBIM 00pa30M HaIlpaBleHbI HA Xa-
PaKTEpPUCTUKY MIPABOBBIX, COLIMATIBHBIX, ICUXOJOTHYECKUX ACIIEKTOB MPOOIEMBI.

BaxHelimM OCHOBaHMEM aHajaW3a CKYJLIYTUHIA BBICTYNAET HCUXO02UYe-
CKUti TIOAXOJ, OCYILECTBISIEMBIH C NIPUMEHEHUEM pa3IMYHOM METOIOJIOTHH
(oT ncuxoaHanusa, OMXeBUOPU3MA, TeIITAIBT-IICUXOJIOTUH 0 COBPEMEHHbBIX HHTE-
IpaTUBHBIX HccienoBanuil). Ero 3amayeil siBisieTcss mOHUMaHUE TICUXOJIOTUHU TO-
CTyIIKa ¥ TICHXOJOIMYECKOro MOopTpeTa HalaJaBIINX, aHAaJU3 MOTUBOB M (poHa
MIPECTYIUICHHUS, OLIEHKA €ro BIMSHUS HAa OKPYXKAIOUIUX, MOCIAEACTBUA U 3PPEKThI
JUISL KOJUIEKTUBHOT'O CO3HAHUS.

OaHUM U3 NPU3HAHHBIX CHEIHAIUCTOB IO TEME CKYJIIIYTHHTa SBJSETCS ame-
puxanckuii ncuxonor I1. JIanrmas, mocBsTUBIIEH 3TOI MpobiemMe ceputo craTei,
MoHorpaduii, cosgaBmmii uH(oOpMamMoHHEIH pecypc School Shooters.info!.
HccnenoBarenb, U3y4uBIIMNA MHOTOYHCIIEHHBIE KEMChl MAcCCOBBIX HAlaJCHUM B
yueOHbIX 3aBefeHussx B CIIA u apyrux crpaHax, IPpUXOAMUT K BBIBOJAM, YTO 3TO
0COOBII THUIl MPECTYIUICHUH-IeMOHCTpalluid, KOTOPBIA OCYILIECTBISETCA IOA
BIIUSTHUEM LIEJIOT0 psiia PaKTOPOB, MPEXKIE BCETO CBA3AHHBIX C ICUXUYECKUMH 0CO-
O6eHHocTsIMU HanaaaBmux. B monorpaduu «Ilouemy nerun yousaror» 1. Jlanrman

' SCHOOL SHOOTERS. INFO. Resources on school shootings, perpetrators, and prevention [In-
ternet]. Available from: https://schoolshooters.info/ (accessed: 15.02.2023).
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PacCKpBIBAIOT Pa3JIMYHBIC ACMEKTHl CKYJIIYTHHTA, MPEIyNpeKaas, YTO HE CTOUT
BBIBOJIUTH MPUYNHBI YOUICTB U3 JEHCTBUS TOTO WM UHOTO OTAENTHHOrO (hakTopa
(TpaBnu, acONMATBLHOCTH, YIOTPEOJICHHS TICHXOTPOITHBIX BEIIECTB, YBICUCHHOCTh
mytepamMu 1 1p.) Kelcbl mpecTymieHuil MOKa3bIBalOT, YTO JI€TU U MOAPOCTKH,
COBEPINMBIIKNE WX, OBLJIM B Pa3HOW CTETICHH BOBJICYEHBI B COIHAIBHYIO CPEAy
LIKOJIbI, UMEJIM XOPOIIIHE KOHTAKThI B CEMbE, HEPEJKO MPOU3BOAMIN BIICYATICHHUE
«0YapoBaTENIbHBIX» pPEOsAT, KOTOpPHIE, OJHAKO, ObUIM TOJHBI THEBA M OKAa3aJUCh
TOTOBBI K YOHICTBaM.

I[1. JlTanrman CBSI3BIBAET ATO C ONPEICICHHBIM IICUXWYECKUM THUIIOM IOBEJIe-
HUS, KOTOPBIM OTIMYAET ITUX JIeTEH OT «OOBIYHBIX», TAKXKE MOTYYaIOINX TO WUIH
HWHOE BHelIHee BozjeicTBre. OH BBIJCIWI MICUXONATUYECKUE, TICUXOTUYECKUE U
TPaBMHPOBAHHBIE TUIIBI CKYJIITYTEPOB, B TOM YHCJIE€ C IEPEHECEHHBIMU PaHEE TPaB-
MaMU WK 00u1aMu (ToABepraBurecs (GU3nIecKkoMy, SMOIIMOHAILHOMY, a HHOTIA
U CEKCYaJIbHOMY HACHUJIUIO), UMEIOUINX CUMITOMBI IIM30(PEHUN WU IIU30TUIIH-
YECKOr'0 pPacCTPOMCTBA JUYHOCTHU, CEPhE3HBIC COLMAJIBHBIE W 3MOLMOHAIbHBIC
HapyumeHus [1].

[1. JlTanrMaH BBISIBUJI, YTO BO BCEX CIydasx IIYTHHTA OOIIMM OBUT UX JIEMOH-
CTPATUBHBIN XapaKTep, 4TO MPOSBISIOCH U B MPEAYNPEAUTENbHBIX 3HaAKax. JTO
MOTIJId OBITh CUTHAJIbI O HEHAaBUCTH W MecTH (1), O mpuriameHun KOro-to u3
3HAKOMBIX MPUCOEIUHUTHCS K pacrpane (2) U, HAKOHELl, MPEeAYyNPeKICHUs APY-
3bsIM U OJTU3KUM JIEPIKATHCS MOAAIBIIE B ICHD TPECTYIUICHUS OT YU4eOHOTO 3aBe/Ie-
Hus (3). lpenynpexaaroniye 3HaKM MOTYT OBITh B pa3roBopax O MacCOBBIX YOuii-
CTBaX, MHTEPEC K OPYKUIO, CEPUIHBIM YOUNCTBAM, a TAK)KE pa3MEIIEHUE TIOCTOB C
COOCTBEHHBIMU BUJICO U (POTO B COIICETAX C OpYXHeM JHO0 yrpo3amu yOuiicTa,
MecTH U T.1L. [2]. UccnenoBanus 1. JlanrmaHna mo3BoJIsSiFOT BO MHOTOM OCMBICIIMTh
BHYTpeHHHUE (HaKTOPbI CKYJIIIYTHHra, KOTOPbIE MPOSBIISIIUCH MIPU T€X WM HHBIX
BHEIIIHUX TPUTTEPAX.

CounanbHO-IICUXOJIOTMYECKHUE ACIEKThI CKyaIIyTuHra B Poccun uccnenyror
E.A. TIlacteika u M.E. Ilutanosa, C.K. [lorpednas, ormeyasi, 9to (hakTopamu Bo-
BJICYEHHOCTH MOJPOCTOB B JAECTPYKTHUBHBIE I'PYIIBI MOTYT CTaThb OCOOCHHOCTH
JUYHOCTH, CpPEIU KOTOPBIX MAaprUHAIBHOCTh, «3aTSHKHOM» MAaTaTOrMYeCKUil
MOJIPOCTKOBBIN HEraTuBH3M, BO30YIUMOCTb, HMMITYJIbCUBHOCTH, ITOHMKEHHBIH
(TIOBBINICHHBIN) UHTEIUICKT, STOLEHTpUYEeCKas Gukcanus, HechopMHUPOBAHHOCTh
KOMMYHHMKATUBHBIX HABBIKOB, SMOLIMOHAJIBbHO-BOJIEBbIE HAPYILLIEHHUS, HApYIICHHUE
WJEHTUYHOCTH, TOJIAPU3AINS CAMOOILEHKH, KOTHUTHUBHBIE HCKaXXEHHUS, YYBCTBO
onuHovecTBa [3]. s mpeaynpexacHus CKyJIIyTUHIa MCCIEA0BATENH IMpeyia-
raroT HE TOJIKO BBISIBJISITh CKJIIOHHOCTH K arpeCCUU y MOJAPOCTKOB, HO ¥ IPUHUMATD
MepBbI [0 paboTe ¢ TAKUMHU MOAPOCTaMHU (TIICUXOJIOTHYECKHE TPEHUHT U, apT-TeParus
u 1p.) [4].

[lcuxonornueckue M KpUMHHAIACTUYECKHE ACHEKThbl CKYJIIYTHHIa HCCIIe-
nyer B.O. Kapnos, uTo No3BOISIET €My AaTh XapaKTEPUCTHKY 3TOMY THUITY
MIPECTYIUICHUH, a TAK)KE COCTAaBUTh 000OLIECHHBIN TICUXOJIOTMYECKUH TTOTPET Hama-
MaBIIUX (KOTOPHIM CBOMCTBEHHBI 3aMKHYTOCTb, MHU3AHTPOMNUsS, COLMOINATHUS,
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a TaKKe NICUXOJIOTHYECKUE TUCPYHKINHU, KOMIUIEKC HEMTOIHOLUEHHOCTH, (GpyCTpH-
POBAHHOCTh, YyBCTBO HEOIICHEHHOCTH U HEHYKHOCTH) [5].

Ilpasosou, kpumuronoecudeckuli TIOAXO K MPoOJIeMe CKYJIIYyTUHTA PACKPhI-
Barotcs B paborax FHO.B. Cyxomonbckoii [6], A.C. Uynuna [7], K.b. Bansna [8],
N.H. Moceukuna [9], Opnosoii [10] u ap. Tak 1.H. MoceukuH noguepKkuBaeT Bax-
HOCTb TaKHX Mep, KaK KOHTPOJIb 32 000POTOM OpYKHUs, yCUIICHHE Pa0OThl OXpaHBI
B yueOHBIX 3aBEJCHHUSX, ITOJTOTOBKY IEIaroroB B Ype3BbIUANHBIC CHUTyallUu IS
MUHUMU3ALMN YUCIIA KEPTB, a TAKXKE JeNIaeT BBIBOJ O HEOOXOIUMOCTH YCUJICHHUS
COlIMAJIM3AIlMU TMOTEHUUATbHBIX HapymuTenedt 3akona [11. C. 259—260].
OTmeTHM, 4TO MEphI MO 3aMpPeTy PacHpOCTPAHEHUS B COLMANBHBIX CETAX UH(DOP-
marmu o «Komymbaitne» u komymOaitnepax Opuu mpuHsTH B 2018 T. TONIBKO 1ocie
tpeThero HananeHns (MBanoTeeBka, Yan-Y e u Ilepmckas mkona)’.

Coyuonozuyeckuti TOIX0] HANPABIEH HAa XapaKTEPUCTUKY COLMAIBHBIX Je-
TEPMHUHAHT 3TOr0 peHOMEeHa (COLMAIbHbIE MPOTUBOPEUHSI, KOH(PIUKTHI, TPABIS U
1p.), U3y4€HUE NPUHAIEKHOCTH aKTOPOB MPECTYIUIEHUN K TEM WM UHBIM COLHU-
aNbHBIM TPYIIIaM, YCTaHOBJICHHE KOppessiiuii (Bo3pact, MoJjl, MPUHAIJICKHOCTh
K COIIMAJIbHBIM CJIOSIM, CYOKYJIbTypaM, COOOIIeCTBaM, TOTUTHIECKUM JTHO0 KpUMU-
HOT€HHBIM TPYNIIMPOBKAaM, a TAaKK€ CBEPX-yBJICYEHHOCTb TEMHU MWW HHBIMU
00BEKTaMU JINOO HATMYMEM aJIIMKTUBHBIX TPOSIBICHUH U JIp.).

3nech creayeT MpeXkIe BCEro OTMETUTh HccleloBaHusl Mpodeccopa
A 1O. KapnoBoii u ee komier u3 TIIY, koTopbIMu TPOBEJEH COLMOJOTUYECKUI
aHaJM3 KeWcoB HIyTHHra B Poccuu, mpeacTaBieHa XapaKTEPUCTUKA COLUAIbHO-
MICUXOJIOTHYECKUX OCOOCHHOCTEH aKTOPOB, MX BOBJICUYEHHOCTH B UHBIC JECTPYK-
TUBHBIC COOOIIECTBA, UX YBJICUCHUN U pedepeHTHBIX Tpynm [12; 13].

HccnenoBatenu MpUXOAAT K 3aKJIIOUEHUIO O TOM, YTO B MPECTYIICHUSX
CKYJILIYTE€pPOB, HECMOTPS Ha UX aHAJIOTUH, HE BBISBIICHO YETKUX 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEN
Y KOPPEJISUi, B CBSI3U C YEM UX CJIOXKHO MPEAYNPETUTh U BBISIBUTH. B TOXXe BpeMs
B KayeCcTBE Ba)KHEHILIEro UCTOUHUKA, (POPMUPYIOLIETO HHTEPEC K «KOIyMOaiHy»,
BeicTynaoT MaTepuer 1 CMU, nmoapoOHO ocBemas Kaxaoe NpecTymieHue 1 JTud-
HOCTh Hanazgasuero. B cesa3u ¢ yem A.}O. Kaprnioa cripaBeyinBo 1€1a€T BbIBOJ
o ToMm, uto CMU He MOKHBI OBITH PEKIAMON ITHX MPECTYIUICHUW U CIETyeT
n30erath pacKpbiBaTh UMEHA MPECTYIMHUKOB, JaBas B OTKPBITHIA JOCTYN MUHH-
ManbHy0 uHpopmarnmo [13].

Hnghopmayuonno-KoMmyHUKaAyUOHHbI NOOX0O0 CBSI3aH C U3yUEHUEM IPOsIBIIC-
HUI HETaTMBHOTO MH(OPMALMOHHOTO BO3JCHCTBUS HA MOJIPOCTKOB B MHTEPHET-
KOMMYHHUKAIMH, KyJIbTa HACWINSA B MAacC-M€JIMa, paclpOCTPAHEHHUS JECTPYKTHUB-
HBIX BUPTYAJIbHBIX COOOIIECTB B COIMATIBHBIX Meina. AHaAIN3 MPoOIeMbl CKYyIIITY-
THHTa C MO3UIMH WHGOPMAIMOHHOTO BO3JEHCTBUSI MpEACTaBlIeH B paboTax
B.A. Canpsikuna [14], E.O. Manogoii [15], I'.B. KpacHoBoii u A.A. Mapkosa [16]
u ap. Hampumep, E.O. ManoBa oTMeYaeT, 4TO CKYJIIIYTHHI HEMOCPEICTBEHHO
CBSI3aH C JCBHALMSAMH B IUPPOBOI cpelie, B TOM YHCIIE I TUKTHBHBIM IIOBEJICHHUEM,

2 Menepanbublii 3akoH "O6 uHpOpManyuy, HHGOPMALMOHHBIX TEXHOJIOTHAX U O 3aluTe HHPOpMa-
uun" ot 27.07.2006 Ne 149-D3 (mocneaHsist peaaKius).
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MOTJIOMIEHHOCTHIO KOMITBIOTEPHBIMU UTPAMH U OTPHIBOM OT peajbHON KOMMYHH-
kauuu. Cpean GpakTopoB, BEAYIINX K CKYJIIIYTUHTY U CaMOYOHICTBY, UCCIIEIOBA-
TeJb BbLAENAET OYJUIMHT U KUOEpOYJUITMHT KaK UCTOYHUKH, UMEIOIINE 3HAYUTEIb-
HOE€ HEraTMBHOE BO3JICUCTBUE U MPAKTUYECKH HEKOHTPOJIUPYEMbIEC MEIaroramu
WIH POJUTEIISIMHU.

CemuoTnueckuii aHanu3 (PeHOMEHa CKYJIITYTUHTa JAlOT B CBOEM HCCIIEI0Ba-
Hun Y.b. I'punenko u 1.B. Pomepo Peliec. [Ipumenss MalmMHHBINA aHAaIU3 TEKCTOB
Ha OCHOBE MNapCHHra CalTOB U COILICETEH, CBA3aHHBIX C TEMOM CKYJIIYTHHTA,
HCCIIEIOBATENN IIOKA3bIBAIOT CTENEHb 3aMHTEPECOBAHHOCTU ayJUTOPUHM 3STOU
TEMOW W aHAIM3UPYIOT NOTEHLMAJIbHBIE PUCKH, CBA3AHHBIE C MPOJABUKEHUEM U
pacipoCTpaHEHUEM CBSI3aHHOTO C UJICOJIOTHEN KoTymMbaliHa MmearnakonTenTa [17].

C nos3uuumn sK3ucmenyuaibHo20 NoAXoaa UCCIEeI0BATENN aHAM3UPYIOT OT-
JIEJIbHBIE ACIIEKTHI CKYJIIIYTUHTA KaK TPAHCTPECCUBHOI'O aKTa, YTO MOJIy4YHIIO OTpa-
eHue B paborax B uccienoBanusx H.Jl. Y3nosa, M.H. CemenoBoii. CKynmryTHHT
TPAKTYETCS B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE KaK BHJ «3JIOKAYECTBEHHOI'O HApLMCCHU3Ma» Kak
«JIeCTPYKTHUBHBII BapHaHT TpaHCTpecCUBHOIrO akTa (B TpakTtoBke JKopka batas)
KaK arpecCHUBHBIM BBIXOJ 3@ TMpEIesibl MOPaJIbHO-HPABCTBEHHBIX, MPABOBBIX
U penurno3Hbix rparuiy. H.J[. ¥Y3moB 1 M.H. CemeHoBa KBanu(pUIIMPOBAIH CYTh
CKYJILIYTUHIa KaK TPAaHCIPECCUIO, NEpeCTyaHUE MOPAIbHOIO Ipejaesa, OTpHLa-
nue bora u yTtBepxkaeHus cpoero Hapiuccuueckoro S1. Oco3nanue ce0si 6orom,
NaJiayoM, BEpIIUTENIEM Ccy1e0 MPOUCXOAUT Ha (POHE KHE3PEOCTH CO3HAHUH MOJIO-
JBIX JIIOJIEH MO BIMSIHUEM MacCOBOHM KYyJbTYpbl, 00pa30B «BETUYUS» HACUIUS U
KECTOKOCTH, MIOYEPITHYTHIX U3 KYJIbTOBBIX ()MIIBMOB U KOMITBIOTEPHBIX UTD, YBIIE-
YeHHs] MUCTUKOW, CHEIU(PUUECKHX MY3bIKAIbHBIX MPUCTPACTHUI, BIUSHUS CETe-
BOTO OKpYXeHus U mpod.» [18]. DToT moaxom o MHOroM OyIeT paslensiThCs B
HaIlIeM MCCIIEZIOBAHUHU, TJI€ Mbl OOpaTUMCS K U3YUYEHUIO UICTOYHUKOB U CYIIIHOCTH
CKYJILIYTUHIa KaK AK3UCTEHLUAIBHOIO IPECTYIUICHUS.

MaTepmanbl U NCTOYHUKUN

brnarogapss 3TMM OCHOBHBIM MOAXOJaM C(OPMHUPOBAICS 3HAYUTEIbHBIN
HCCTIE0BATEIbCKUI MaTeprall U aHAIMTHUKA T10 MTPOOJIeMe CKYJIITy THHTa, KOTOPBIE,
oJiaraeM, MOTYT OBITh JOTIOJTHEHBI CO CTOPOHBI PriIoco(CKOro aHanmsa, mo3BoJs-
FOIIETO PEIIUTH CIEAYIOIIME OCHOBHBIE 33/1aud: 1. Y TOUHUTh MOHATUE U CYIIIHOCTh
storo ¢enomena. 2. CuCTeMaTH3UPOBATh CIOXKUBIIUECS TMOAXOABI IO €ro
n3yueHuto. 3. PackpeiTh Puiocoduio 1eCTpyKTUBHOCTH, CMBICIIOBBIE M aKCHOJIO-
TMYECKUE AaCMEKThl MOCTynKa HanagaBmux. 4. OxapakTepu3oBaTh HalpaBieH-
HOCTb, 3JICMCHTBI U 3TaIlbl CKYJIIYTUHI'd KaK 3K3UCTCHUOHUAJIBHOI'O MPECTYIIJICHUA.
OCHOBOM AJ1 TaKOTO MCCIIEI0BaHUS HAMU MPEJIaraeTcsi 3K3UCTEHIMAIbHBIN MO~
X0on, KOTOpI)H\/'I B HaHOOJIbIIEH CTENEHN HaICJICH Ha BBISIBIICHUEC 3K3UCTCHIIMAJIBbHBIX
po0JieM JTUYHOCTH, €€ B3aUMOOTHOIIEHUS ¢ MUPOM U J[pyrum, XapaKTepUCTHKY
cUTyaru «OyHTa» U «abcypaa», SK3UCTCHITUAIOB «OBITUS K CMEPTH» U «IIOTpa-
HUYHOCTH» CYLIECTBOBAHUSI.

780 YEJIOBEK U OBIIECTBO



Baeva L.V. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):774—792

[Tpexne Bcero yTouHUM caMo MOHSATHE, KOTOpOe OBLIO TaHO B pa3IMYHBIX pa-
00Tax, HO BMECTE C TeM HE UMeeT YeTKUX rpaHull. CKyJIIIyTHHT (OT aHTJI. paccTpel
B IIKOJIC) WJIM «KOJTyMOaiH» (0T paccrpena B mkoie KomymOaiiH, MOTyYUBIIETO
MaccoBoe ocBemieHue B CMU) ectb cruiaHupoBaHHOE, OpraHU30BaHHOE JEMOH-
CTpaTUBHOE BOOPY’KEHHOE Hala/eHUuE, COBEPLIEHHOE, KaK MpaBUiIo, OAHUM WIH
HECKOJIbKUMH yYaCTHUKAaMHU, B OTHOIICHUHU YYaIlUXCSI U COTPYAHUKOB YUEOHBIX
3aBEJICHUH C IIeTTbI0 MacCOBOTO yOUICTBA (M B psijie CIy4yaeB MOCIEIYIOMETO CaMo-
yOuiicTBa) Ha MOYBE HEHABUCTH K OKPY>KAIOIIUM. TE€pPMHH SIBISIETCSI YCIOBHBIM,
MOCKOJIBKY HCHOJNB3YeTCSl M JUIs ONKMCAaHUS HamaJeHWld, COBEPLICHHBIX 0e3
OTHECTPEIHHOI0 OPYKUS, U HE TOJIBKO B IIIKOJIAX, HO B ¥ By3ax M Koyuiemkax. Hama-
JABIINX HA3BIBAIOT KaK CKYJIIIyTepaMH, CTPEIKAMH, TaK U «KOTyMOalHEepaMmy.
bonee To4UHBIM C y4yeTOM yKa3aHHBIX YTOYHEHHH OyAeT MOHSITHE «BOOPYKEHHOE
JIEMOHCTPATUBHOE HANaJICHHE B Y4YCOHBIX 3aBEJACHHUSX HA IMOYBE HECHABHCTU.
Jlanee mMbl OyeM UCHOIb30BaTh YTBEPAUBIIUECS paHEE TEPMHUHBI «CKYJIIIYTHHIY
U «KOJyMOaliH», TOHMMaeMble KaK CHHOHUMBI.

[TpoGnema ckymiyTHHra, Kak U3BECTHO, MOJy4nsIa pacpOCTpaHEHUE MOCIe
MaccoBoro paccrpena B mkosie Komymb6aiin mrata Konopano 20 ampens 1999 r.,
KOTOPBIH ObLT CBEPIICH ydanuMucs IpukomM Xappucom u Jumanom Knubommgom,
U ero xeptBamu ctanu 13 denoBek u noctpaganu euie 24. [locie Heynasierocs
MUHUPOBaHUs cTONOBOM Xappuc u Knubong paccTpensiy NKOJIbHUKOB U yYUTe-
e, a 3aTeM yOuIu Apyr B pyTa B MOMEUICHUU MIKOJIbHOM Onbmmoreke. Mx mpe-
CTYIUJICHHE CTaJ0 UCTOYHHUKOM JUIsi MHOTHX IOCJIEIYIOIIUX MOJIpaskaHui, Tepak-
TOB-KOMUM, cOBepIIeHHBIX noapocTkamu B CIIIA, a 3aTeM 1 B Ipyrux CTpaHax.

CIIIA ¢ 607bpIIMM OTPHIBOM OMEPEkKAIOT BCE CTPaHbl MO KOJMYECTBY COBEp-
IIICHHBIX MAaCCOBBIX HaMaJICHUN U YOUICTB B mkonax. [lo maHHBIM HH(OPMALIUOH-
Horo noptana «Sandy Hook Promise», B CIIIA exeaHEeBHO OT HACHJIUS C TIPUME-
HEHHEM Opy us morubdarT 12 neteii u 32 nonyvaroT panenus®. B uenom B CIIA
¢ 1970 r. coBepiieno 2032 nogoOHbIX npectymieHus. OrMeueHo, uto B 93 % ciy-
YaeB MpecTyIUICHHE TUIAHUPOBAIOCH 3apaHee U B 4 U3 5 ciay4yaeB XOTA Obl OJUH
YeJIoBEK 3HaJl 00 3TOM 3apaHee U He COOOIHIL.

B EBpone maccoBeie yOuiicTBa B mKonax Obun B llIBenmum B 2015 1.
(TaMm BO MHOTOM IPUYMHOW CTajia pacoBas HETEPHUMOCTb, MPECTYIHUK BhIOpa
IIKOJTy, B KOTOpOii 0koJio 90 % ydueHUKOB ObUIM JI€TbMU MUTPAHTOB), B OUHIISIH-
Y TIoI00HBIe TIpecTyIieHus: umenu mecto B 2007, 2008 u 2012 rr., B DcTOHNH
B 2014 r. u Bo ®panuuu B 2017-Mm.

B Poccunm ¢ 2014 1. 66110 coBepuiero 11 momo6ubIx npectyruiennid. [lepBoe
npousonuio B ¢erpane 2014 r., Korma MECATUKIACCHHUK MOCKOBCKOHM IIKOJIBI
No 263, BOOpyKEHHBIM BUHTOBKON M KapaOMHOM, 3aCTPEIIII YUUTENs Teorpadum,
B3sU1 B 3JIOKHUKH OJHOKJIAcCHUKOB. Ilocie mpues3na moaumuu oH yOusl OZHOTO

3 About Gun Violence And School Shootings [Internet]. Available from: https://www.sandyhook-
promise.org/blog/gun-violence/16-facts-about-gun-violence-and-school-shootings/ (accessed:
15.02.2023).
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U TSDKEJIO paHWII IPYroro MoJIMLENCKOro, 3aTeM CAAJCs, a MO03Ke Obl1 00BsIBIECH
HEBMEHSIEMbIM U U30€KaJl IPUroBopa.

Hauunas ¢ 2017 r. nogpaxkanue «koixyMmOaitHepam» CTano aKTUBHO HPOJABH-
ratecsi B Poccum B BUPTyalbHBIX COOOIIECTBAX Yepe3 colMaibHble ceTH. B c000-
mectBax B cetn «BKontakre» («Opux Xappuc m Hwian Kmmubomnn», «True
columbine», «Columbine edits» u «Tyno komymbaiinep») B 2017 1. cocrosiio
6osee 6,5 ThICSUYM MOANUCYUKOB (HbIHE 3a0JJOKMPOBAHBI), I7Ie pa3MeIiaauch GoTo
u Buaeo u3 aena KomymOaiin, a camu Xappuc u Knmubong poMaHTH3MPOBAUCEH U
repOM3UPOBATIUCH KaK KEPTBbI TPABIN U OCKOPOJIEHUH B IIKOJIE.

Pacctpen, coBepiueHHbIN AEBATUKIACCHUKOM U3 VBaHTeeBkn MOCKOBCKOM
obmacty, B ceHTs10pe 2017 r. Takxke ObLT poBeneH 1o creHapuio «KomymbaitHay,
MOIPOCTOK OBLI 3aperucTpUpoOBaH B colnanbHO cetn «BKonTakTey mog nmMeHem
onHoro 13 cTpenkoB KomymOaiiHa n akTHBHO pa3Meliai Ha CBOEH CTpaHHIIe BUJIEO-
3anucu u ¢poTorpaduu cTpenasos! B mkoie Komymobaiin. [Ipexae ueM ero crpaHuily
3a0JI0KHpOBaANIH, HA Hee ycrenu noanucarbes moutu 14 000 monp3oBareneit.

B 2018 r. B [lepmu B mikosie Ne 127 nocne HanageHus ABYX CTapIIEKJIacCHU-
KOB IOCTpajainu 15 yenoBek, B TOM 4YMCIE CaMM HanaJaBIlle, HAHECUIUE IPYr
Ipyry HamepeHHble paneHus. B mapte 2018 r. B mikosie Ne 15 ropona [laapuncka
Kypranckoit o6nactu 13-1eTHsisi ydeHUIIa OTKpbUIa CTpenb0y U3 IHEBMaTH4e-
CKOTO OpY>HsI TI0 OJHOKJIACCHUKAM, B pe3yibTaTe MHIMACHTA MOCTPadalid CeMb
IIOJIPOCTKOB.

Haubonee maccoBoii crana Ooitnst B KepueHCKOM MONMUTEXHUYECKOM KOJLJIe-
ke B okTsaOpe 2018 r., xorma oT AeMcTBUiM CcTyleHTa nmoru0iau 21 4denoBex,
50 ObuIM paHEHbI, caM OH 3aCTpEIICA B OMOTMOTEKE XapaKTEPHBIM ISl KOTYM-
OaitHepoB criocobom. CTpeoK KOMUPOoBall «KOTyMOaHEPOB» B OJICKIC U CUMBO-
nuKe, Kak U D. Xappuc CTYIEHT CTpEesul U3 MOMIIOBOIO PYKbs, 3aMUHUPOBAJ
Oydet (rae mpousomien B3pbiB), UCIIOIB30BaT CaMOEIbHBIE B3PHIBHBIE CPE/ICTBA.
B nenp paccrpena B Komymb6aiine Ha J[. Knubonne O6b1a ¢pyTO0IKa ¢ HAAMUCKHIO
«I"HEBY, UTO CTANI0 BU3YyaIbHBIM MapKEPOM JUJIs OCIEAYIOLIUX HallaaBLIINX, B TOM
yucne u ans KepueHckoro crpenka, Ha KOTOPOM Oblia (yTOOJKa ¢ HAAMUCHIO
«HenaBuctb» (oTMeTuM, 4TO (yTOOJIKM C TAKMMHU HAAMUCIMH CBOOOIHO MpoJa-
I0TCS HA Pa3HbIX calTax).

B 2019 r. B bnaroBemieHcke CTyIEHT AMYpPCKOrO KOJJIEAXKAa W3 PYKbi
paccTperisul penoaBaTelisa U COTPYIHUKA OXpaHbl, paHUJ 3 YEJOBEK, a 3aTEM I0-
KOHYMJI )KU3Hb CAMOYOUKCTBOM.

B mae 2021 r. B Kazanu BBITYCKHUK IIKOJBI YOUI 9 uenoBeKk W paHUI 32,
HaKaHyHE OITyOJMKOBAaB IOCTHI O TOM, YTO €r0 MOTHMBOM SIBIJIIETCSI HEHABHUCTh
U CTpeMJIeHHE N30aBUTHCS OT «UEIOBEUYECKOI0 MyCcOpay.

B cents6pe 2021 r. B [IepMCKOM TOCYIapCTBEHHOM YHUBEPCUTETE CTYICHT
yous u3 pyxkps 6 U paHui 47 4enoBeK, UCIIONIb3Ys TaKKe B3phIBHbIC YCTPONCTBA.
Bo Bpems HanazeHus ObUT paHeH, MOCTe Yero eMy aMIy TUPOBAJIA HOTY.

B centsa6pe 2022 1. B keBcke ObLT COBEPINICH aKT CKYJIITYTHHTA, UMEIOIITHI
OTJIMYHMEM TO, YTO €0 COBEPIIWII BBITYCKHHK, KOTOpoMy ObuIO yke 34 roma. OH
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KCII0JIH30BaJl TPABMAaTUYECKHUE MTUCTOJIETHI U yOui 18 u panun 32 yenoBeka. ITOT
ClIy4ail y>ke MOKET ObITh BBIXOSIIKM 32 MPEAEIbl UCCIEAYEMbIX MPeCcTYyIICHHH,
MMOCKOJIbKY MOTHBAIIMS MOAPOCTKOB U B3POCIOT0 YEIOBEKA UMEET CYIIECTBEHHBIC
pasnuyus, OJJHAKO, B HEM TOK€ ObUIH 3JIEMEHTHI OIpaskaHusl IeUCTBUAM Xappuca
u Kimnbonna.

[Tonpaxxanue pacctpeny B mkoie KoaymOaitH numeno Mecto B GOJBIIMHCTBE
MepevrCIICHHbIX Hamanenuil: B MBanteeBke, Ynan-Yae, Crepiuramake, Kepuu,
ITepmu, Kazanu u MkeBcke. CoBeplieHHbIE MPECTYIUICHUS MO OOJBINEH YacTH
MMEIOT OYEBUIHBIC CXOIHBIC YEPTHI: MPECTYIUICHUSI OCYIIECTBISUTCH B y4eOHOM
3aBe/IeHUH, I/Ie YUHUIICS HalaJaBIINii; IpeaIIecTBYOIas TIlaTelbHas MOAr0TOBKA,
MIPOYMAaHHOCTb TUIaHA; IPEyTPEAUTEIbHBIC CUTHABI (COOOIICHHUS, TIOCThI) HaKa-
HYyHE MPECTYIUICHUI; OpraHU30BAaHHOCTh ACUCTBUN MO OMPEEICHHOMY CIEHAPHUIO
(B OCHOBHOM KomNupoBaHHE paccTpena B mmkone KomymOaiiH), oOmmii MOTUB
MOKHO 00BEIMHUTH CIOBOM «HeHaBUCThY; HalIPaBIEHHOCTh NMPECTYIJICHUM HE Ha
KOHKPETHBIX JIMYHOCTEH, a Ha BCEX MPECTaBUTENICH YIeOHOTO 3aBEICHISI; PUME-
HEHUE OpyXUs (KaK XOJIOJHOTO, TaK U OTHECTPENIBHOT0), B Psi/ie CIy4aeB B3pbIBYa-
TBIX YCTPOMCTB; HAJIMUYNE BHEITHUX aTPUOYTOB, MOKA3BIBAIONINX CBS3b C «KOIyM-
OaitHepammu» (oaexka, HAJMUCHU); B psAAE CIy4yaeB COBEPIICHHBIC CYWUIUAb WU
MONBITKU K 3TOMY.

HaGmronaemoit TenaeHmei ckyauryTuara B Poccun cranm mepexos oT X0mo/1-
HOTO OPY’KHSI K OTHECTPEIHHOMY, UTO MOBJIEKIO U POCT YMCiIa YOUTHIX U MOCTpa-
JAaBIIMX, YTO CBUAETEILCTBYET O OoJjee TIIATeIbHOW MOJArOTOBKE, HAJIHYUU JI0-
CTyMa K OTHECTPEJIbBHOMY OPY>KHIO, a TAK)KE O TOM, YTO MPECTYIUICHUS COBEPIIIIN
oonee B3pocnbie moau. [Ipectymiaenus 2021—22 rr. ObUIM COBEPIUIECHBI BBITYCK-
HHUKaMH IIKOJI, YTO ABJISIETCS HOBOM TEHAEHLHEH, €€ MEHEE KOHTPOJIUPYEMOM J1s1
MeJaroroB ¥ COTPYJHUKOB YUEOHBIX yUPEKICHUH.

Urto kacaeTcs XapaKTepUCTUK JIMYHOCTH, TO 37ECh UMEETCS DS aHAJIOTHM.
B ocHOBHOM 0HM KacaroTcs Bozpacta (17—19 mer), XOTs UMEIOTCS M UCKITIOUSHUS
(IIappunck — 13 net u MxkeBck — 34 roga). Taxxke oTMeuaeTcst 00U AJist BCEX
MOTHUB «HEHABUCTbHY, CBA3AHHBIA JTUOO C TpaByieH, TMO0 KOH(IUKTaAMU C memaro-
ramu. B Toxe Bpemst HEeT oOIIMX YyepT B OTHOLICHUH YCIIEBAEMOCTH (Cpeau Hama-
JABIIMX OBLTM YCHEBAIOUINE U HEYCHEBAIOINE), HATUYUS TICUXUYECKUX OTKIIOHE-
HUU (XOTS B psijie ciry4yaeB 3To uMmelio Mecto: MBanrteeBka, [lepmb-2018, Crepnu-
tamak, Kazans, MxeBck). P HanagaBmmx uMenu 3aMKHYTBIN XapakTep, OTJInda-
JUCh UMITYJIbCUBHOCTBIO U arpeCCUBHOCTHIO, HO OBLTM M TaKHe, KTO MPOU3BOIUI
BII€UATIICHUE 0JaronoJIyYHbIX, CIIOKOMHBIX TOJIPOCTKOB, HUYEM HE BBIACIISABIINXCS
M0 CpaBHEHUIO C ApyrumMu. [IpakTuuecku Bce MOAPOCTKH OBUTH YBJICUCHBI KOMITh-
I0OTEPHBIMU UTPAMU, OAHAKO 3TOT KPUTEPUH SBJISETCS HACTOJIBKO HIMPOKO PacIpo-
CTpaHEHHBIM, YTO KaK €JMHCTBEHHBIH OH HE MOT OBl CTaTh MOTHUBUPYIOIIUM
dakropom. Cpenu wucciemoBaTeNiell pa3IeUIUCh MHEHUS OTHOCHTEIHHO
CYITECTUBHOTO BIIMSHUA HACWIUS B KOMIIBIOTEPDHOW UIpe Ha CO3HAHUE
U TMOBEICHHE TeMepoB B peanbHOM ku3HU. C OAHOW CTOPOHBI, UMEIU MECTO
000CHOBaHUs B3aUMOCBSI3U MMOBEJCHHSI TeMEPOB B UTPaX, COJEPIKAIINX KECTKHE
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cueHol Hacuiaua [19], ¢ #Opyroil, ucciaeqoBaHMs, ONPOBEPrarollue TaKoe
BiusHue [20].

Koneuno, Ob110 OBl YIIPOIIIEHUEM CBOJIUTH MHOTO00pa3ue ClieHapHeB U UCTOY-
HUKOB 3TOTO COLUATILHOTO SIBJICHUS K OJJTHOMY U3 (DaKTOB, OyIb TO PEAKIIMs B OTBET
Ha OYyJUIMHT, yBJI€UYEHHOCTh POJIEBHIMU BUJCOUTPAMU WIIM BIUSHUE B UHTEPHET-
rpyni. Kaxapiil u3 crienaprueB uMeeT WHAUBUYIbHOCTb, HO TIPU 3TOM 3K3UCTEH-
[MAJbHBIE OCHOBAHHUS TOCTYNKOB IOJAPOCTKOB HMMEIOT BO MHOTOM €IMHYIO
IPUPO.TY.

Mexay «TBapblio gpoxatlen» n «fManayom»:
3K3UCTEHUMANbHLIA aHaNN3 CKYJLLIYTUHra

AHanu3 KeiCoB U JOKYMEHTAIbHBIX HCTOYHUKOB CKYJIIIYTHHTa MOKAa3bIBAET,
YTO, JJISI CTPEJKOB OOJIBLIYIO pPOJIb WUIpajia JIEMOHCTPATUBHOCTh MX IOCTYIIKA,
CTpEeMJIEHHE NPUBJIEYb K ce0€ MaKCUMaJIbHOE BHUMAHUE, KOTOPOE BO MHOT'OM OT-
CYTCTBOBAJIO B MX IMOBCEIHEBHOM ku3HU. [logo0HOE CTpemiieHrne, CBOMCTBEHHOE
HapLHUCCHUBHBIM JINYHOCTSAM, YCUIMBAETCS B YCJIOBUSAX COBPEMEHHON MENNAKYJIb-
TYPBI, TJI€ UHIUBU/ ITBITAETCS NPUBJIEYb K ce0e HanOoIbIIee KOTUIECTBO MIPOCMOT-
POB, OLICHOK, YHOMUHAaHUH U T.1. I Ipy 3TOM MHOTHE U3 HaraJaBIIuX TOJIBKO XOTEIN
Ka3aThCsl OeCCTPAIIHBIMKU T€POSMHU, XOTS UCHBITHIBAIM KOMILJIEKCHI HETOIHOIEH-
HOCTH, HEYBEPEHHOCTb, IIOCJIECTBHUS MOPAJILHOTO WM (PU3NUECKOTO HACHIIUS HAJ|
HUMU CO CTOPOHBI OKpy>keHusi. Hekoropble U3 «komyMOailHEpOB», IO OMMCAHUIO
MX OJHOKJIACCHUKOB U 3HAKOMBIX, MTOJABEPrajuCh YH)KEHHUSIM CO CTOPOHBI OJJHO-
KJIACCHUKOB, yuuTenel, yauupl, poauteneil. OHM ourymanu ceOs HEHY>KHbIMU
U HEHAaBUJEIU CBOE OKpyKeHue. IIpm 3TOM HEKOTOphlE HamaJaBIIME CaMH
OTJINYAJIUCh IMOBBIIIEHHOW KECTOKOCTBIO, OTCYTCTBUEM AMIIATUU U JAXe Caau3-
mom [1. C. 41].

AHanu3 KeHCOB CKYJIIIYTHHTA MOKA3bIBAET, UTO KaXK bl HaIaaBIIUNA OKa3bl-
BaJICSl B «IIOIPAaHUYHOMN CUTYyallMW», KOTOpas MOrJia ObITh CBSA3aHA C Pa3IMYHbIMU
TPUTTEPAMHU, HO U3 KOTOPOI CYOBEKT HaXOIMUJ UCKIIIOUUTENBHO AECTPYKTUBHBINA U
camMopa3pylUUTENbHbI BbixoA. HecmoTpst Ha TO, 4TO NpUYMHAMU HEHABUCTHU
HEPEIKO BBICTYNAIM OOWABI M YHW)KCHHUS, BCE CIlydyal MAacCOBBIX HalaJeHUN
B YUeOHBIX 3aBEICHUAX MOKAa3bIBAIOT, UTO WX aKTOPHI MO3ULIMOHUPYIOT ceOs HE B
KayecTBe KEPTB, a B KaUECTBE «Iajayeil», OCYIIECTBISIOMNX BO3ME3IUe («OUH-
LIeHue» oT «Onomycopar), u aaxe B kauectBe bora (/. Knubona u3 Konopano,
. T'ansBueB n3 Kazanu). B ocHOBe Takoi MO3UIINH JISKUT OIIYIIEHUE «TPAHINO3-
HOCTH cBoero f», mpeacraBieHue o cebe Kak CBEPXUEIOBEKE, UMEIOIIEM IPaBo
BEPILIUTH CYJI WU MPETIOAHECTH YPOK «OOBIYHBIMY JTI0AsM. [Ipu 3TOM Honroe ruia-
HUPOBAHUE HAIAICHUH TIOKA3bIBAET, YTO OHU COBEPUIEHBI HE B COCTOSSHUH UMITYJIb-
CUBHOCTHU, addeKkra, a UMEeIH YepThl PaIlOHATIBHOIO ACHCTBUSI, COBEPLICHHOIO
Ha T0YBE ONPE/EeNCHHBIX UICHHBIX YCTAHOBOK. DTO CBUAETENBCTBYET O TITyOOKOM
3aXxBau€HHOCTH CBOMM THEBOM, HEHABHUCTHIO, O KYJIBTUBUPOBAHUH B ce0e arpeccuu
Kak croco0a peleHus Bcex mpooieM.

Hananenue siBnsieTcss HEKUM pe3ysbTaToM, (pUHAIBLHOW TOYKOM, U €ro Heoo-
XOJUMO paccMaTpuBaTh KakK LENb COOBITMM M COCTOSHUMH, BEAYIIYI0 K CBOEMY
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utory. [lonaraem, 4To MaccoBble HamaJAeHUs B y4eOHBIX 3aBEJCHUSAX MOTYT OBITh
OIpezeNIeHbl KaK YK3UCTEHLMAIbHBIE NPECTYIJICHUS, HAIIPABJICHHbIE HA PEIICHUE
HK3UCTEHLIMAIBHBIX MTPOOJIEeM Hamnagarolero (abcypJHOCTb, HUTHIIN3M, OTYasIHUE,
CTpax, OAMHOYECTBO, HEMPUATHUS CMBICIIOB U LIEHHOCTENH MUPA), C OAHON CTOPOHBI,
Y OTpHIIAIOIINE IIpaBa Ha CylllecTBOBaHUe I Jpyrux.

ITpexxne Bcero, cieayeT BbIIEIUTh OCHOBHBIE JIEMEHTHI ITOCTYIIKA Hala/laB-
IIEro ¥ NOArOTOBKU K HeMY. C y4eToM TeX UM UHBIX 0COOEHHOCTEH K HUM MOXHO
OTHECTH CIJICAYIOLIHE.

1. OcmbIcieHne HEYIOBIETBOPEHHOCTH CBOEH JKM3HU (Ha (JOHE Pa3IUYHBIX
MPUYMH: JeNpUBalUu 3a00Tbl poauTenei, ¢pycTpauud OT HepeaTu30BAHHBIX
YCTPEMIIEHUH, COLMabHAs HKCKIIO3Ms, ABTOPUTAPHOCTb OKPYKEHUS, TpaBlls
u ap.). Monens «mup (bor) orBepr MeHs».

2. O0bsacHeHHEe CBOCH HEYyAO0BIETBOPEHHOCTH BHEIIHUMHU NPUUUHAMHU (POAU-
TeNH, YUYMTENsl, CBEPCTHHKH, OOIIEeCTBO B LesnoM). Moaenb «Mup BpaxieOeH
KO MHE.

3. OuryuieHue U KyJbTHBUPOBAHUE UyBCTBA HEHABUCTU K MHUPY U OKpY’Karo-
muM, GuKcanus 00beKTOB HeHaBUCTH. Mojens «S mpoTHB MUpay.

4. Oco3HaHHE CBOETO OJAMHOYECTBA, YYyXJIOCTH OOLIECTBY; HECIIOCOOHOCTH
WIA HEXeJlaHue B3auMOAEHCTBUS ¢ Jpyrumu 1 NpeoJojeHHs OJUHOYECTBA
U 4y’XJ0CTH MUpy. Monens «5 ogus. HUKTO HE mOMOXKeT».

5. HecriocoGHOCTh HAWTH CMBICI M IIEHHOCTh YKU3HHU, BOCHPUSTHE €€ Kak
abcypaa, Hen30eKHOTO pa3pylIeHus: cBoero S o1 BHEIIHUM AaBiieHHEeM. Moienb
«Mwup ectb abcyp».

6. OcMbIcneHust ce0st Kak UCKITIOYUTEIBHOTO reposi, UMEIOIIEro 0co0yro MHC-
cuto. Mogensb «S He Takol Kak Bce U UMEI0 0cOObIe paBay WiH «5 — bory.

7. Ilonck reposi-aHasora U 3aXBa4eHHOCTh €Tr0 MOCTYNKOM. Monens «5 mory
OBITH TaKuM, Kak Mou ['epon».

8. PasMpIlieHMe O MECTH, HAaKa3aHWHU, BO3ME3TUU M YOCSKICHUE B TOM,
YTO OHU HeoOXoauMbl. Mozens «MecTb OUHINaeT U cracaeTy.

9. Pa3mbliienus o cMepTH: 1) cMepTH TeX, KTO ABIseTCsl 00bEKTaMU HEHABU-
CTH KaK HEOOXOIMMOM U ONpaBAaHHON B COOCTBEHHBIX I1a3ax AJIS PELICHUs MPo-
0JIeM CBOETO CYIIECTBOBAHMSI; 2) Pa3MBIIICHUE O COOCTBEHHOW CMEPTH KaK BBI-
XOZIe W3 MPOTHBOCTOSHUS Sl M MHpa, HE OOJaJaroIero IeHHOCThI0. Mozenb
«CMepTh OUMLIAET U CHACAETY.

10. Ilepexon OT pa3sMbILUIEHHs K OCyllecTBIEHUIO uaei. CoBepuieHMs MO-
CTYIIKa KaK «aKTa BO3ME3/1s» M0 OTHOILEHHIO K JPYTUM U aKTa CAMOYTBEPKACHUS,
B TOM YHCJI€ B COOCTBEHHBIX Ii1a3zax. Mojaens «/la cBepmmTcs Bo3mesaue!».

11. B coydae coBepiueHus CyHIMIa: BOIUIOLIEHUE KEIaHUs CMEPTU KaK pas-
peleHHsI HEBBIHOCUMBIX TPOOJIEM CYIIIECTBOBAHUS M HETIPUATHE LIEHHOCTH YKU3HH.
CoBepiiieHne caMoyOUNHCTBA KaK HETaTUBHBINA OTBET Ha BONPOC: CTOUT JIM KHU3Hb
TOTr0, 4YTOOBI OBITH MPOKUTOMN? «51 3aBEPIINII MUCCHIO, 5 YAAISIOCH.

12. B ciy4ae coxpaHeHUs ’KU3HH: OKOHUATEIIbHOE pa3rpaHnyeHue ceds oore-
cTBa. «5 Gpocuit BBI30B, clienall, 4To MOT. Mup He U3MEHUTHY.
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[lepexxuBaHre 3K3UCTEHIUANBHBIX MpoOieM (OLIylIeHHe OJUHOYECTBA,
CMEpPTHOCTH, 00BEKTHBALIMY U MOAaBICHHS Sl BHEIITHUMHU (haKTOpamMH) ¢ HauOOJb-
el OCTPOTON XapaKTEepHO ISl MOAPOCTKOBOTO U IOHOIIECKOTO BO3pacTa, Koraa
MIPOUCXOJUT CTAHOBJIEHUE JIMYHOCTH HE TOJIBKO B PU3UUECKOM, HO B MUPOBO33PEH-
yeckoM MiaHe. [Ipu 3ToM BaxkHYIO pOJib UTPAET COCOOHOCTHh K (POPMUPOBAHHUIO
CMBICJIOB U LIEHHOCTEH, ITO3BOJISIFOIINX, BOIIPEKU HEBO3MOYKHOCTH U3MEHUTH OKpY-
JKAIOIIME YCJIOBMSI, HE MPOCTO BBDKUTH B HEM, HO U OHIyIIaTh ce0s CBOOOJHO U
nonHoeHHo. OTpHUllaHue TPagullik, MOpaiH, 3aKOHA, aBTOPUTETa OCTAaBJISET
MyCTOTY CMBICJIOB U LIeHHOCTEH. JKU3Hb TepsieT OCHOBAaHUE I TOTO, «YTOOBI OBITh
npoxutoit» (A. Kamio). Bopoc o cmeptu 1 camoyOuiiCTBE SIBIAIOTCS OTIPaB-
HBIMH JUIsl TIOUCKOB CMbICIA U LEHHOCTU cyulecTBoBaHUs: «EcTh numb omHa
MO-HacCTOsIIIEeMY cepbe3Has unocodckas npodiaema — mnpodiaema caMoyOuicTBa.
Pemmtsb, CTOUT UK HE CTOUT JKU3Hb TOTO, YTOOBI €€ MPOKUTh, — 3HAYUT OTBETUTD
Ha ¢yHIaMeHTaJIbHBII Borpoc ¢punocopum» [21].

A. Kamrio cBs3bpiBasi caMOyOHICTBO ¢ OCO3HaHHMEM abcypiaa, KOTOPBIHA OKpY-
’KaeT ObITHE 4YelOBEeKa M HE TeM CaMbIM JeNIaeT MPU3PAYHBIMHU BCE 3alpeThl:
«B MepTBEHHOM CBETE pOKa CTAHOBUTCS OYEBUIHON OECIOJIE3HOCTh JIOOBIX yCH-
nuit. [lepen nuioM KpoBaBoil MaTEMaTHKH, 3aJAI0IIEH YCIOBHSI HAIIETO CYIIECTBO-
BaHUs, HUKaKas MOpajib, HUKAKWE CTapaHus He ompaslaHsl a priori» [21. C. 31].
YenoBek oOpeueH OCO3HABATH MPOMCXOSINEE, U YTO «KHTh MOJ 3TUM YAyIIa0-
MM HeOOM — 3HAuUuT Ju00 YyHTH, 1100 ocTaThcsa». Eciau yenoBek fenaer BbIOOD
B MOJB3y caMmoyOwuiicTBa, 3akitoyaer Kamio, oH He chopaBisercs ¢ abcypiom,
a JIMIIb MOTPYXKAETCS B HETO: «CaMOYOHMIICTBO — 3TO COTJIacHe ¢ COOCTBEHHBIMHU
npenenamu. Bee 3aKkoHUEHO, YENTOBEK OTAAETCA NPEIHUCAaHHON eMY UCTOPUU; BUS
BIIEpEIU y)KacHOEe OyyIiee, oH Hu3Bepraercs B Hero» [21. C. 53].

Henpusite Mupa, HeHaBUCTh U OTHOBPEMEHHO OE€CIIOMOIIIHOCTh CTAHOBSITCS
BCEIMOTJIOLIAIOUIMMH YyBCTBaMH, JTUILIAIOLIMMU YeJIoBeKa cBsI3u ¢ MupoM. Oco3Ha-
HUE TOTO0, YTO T€OS HUYETo HE JEPKUT B JKU3HH, OCO3HAHHE CBOCH HEHY>KHOCTH U
OecrenbHOCTH (POPMHUPYET OCHOBAHUE JUIS 3CKANM3Ma, yX0/1a OT MUpa U CO3/1aHue
COOCTBEHHOT'O OHTOIIPOEKTA, B KOTOPOM €CTh TOJIBKO cOOCTBEHHOE 1.

[To muenuto 3. dpomma, HECIIOCOOHOCTh pa3peleHUs] IK3UCTEHIUAIbHbBIX
npo6aeM U O0JIe3HEHHBIN HAPIUCCU3M, CTAHOBITCS OCHOBaHMSMHU YEJIOBEYECKOM
JNECTPYKTUBHOCTU. AHAIU3UPYSl UCTOUHUKU IECTPYKTUBHOCTH, PpOMM NpUXOIUT
K BBIBOJY, UTO «3JIOKQUECTBEHHAsl arpeccusi CBOMCTBEHHA UCKIIIOYUTEIBHO Yello-
BEKy M 4YTO OHa HE TMOPOXKIACTCS XKUBOTHBIMHU HMHCTHHKTamMm» [22. C. 202].
be3 cuiabHBIX SMOLIMOHANBHBIX CBSA3EH ¢ MUPOM, oTMevasl PpomM, denoBek Oyaer
HEBBIHOCUMO CTpaZiaTb OT CBOETr0 OJIMHOYECTBA W MOTEpsSHHOCTU. byayum He
B CHJIaX YCTaHOBUTH pa3inuHble ()OPMBI CBSA3H C IPYTHUMH JIOJAbMH, OH HAYNHACT
CTpEMHTbCS MO0 K TOCIOACTBY HaJ JApYrMMHU (caau3Mm), JuM00 K MOJYMHEHMIO
(Mazoxu3m). Ecnu uenoBeky 3aKpbITHl M Iy Th JIIOOBHU, M IyTh CHMOMO03a, TOT/1a OH
pemaer 3Ty MpoOieMy HHAye: OH BCTYMAaeT B OTHOUIEHHS C CaMHUM COOOH
(mapuuccusMm). B pesynbrare oH caM Ay ceOsl CTaHOBUTCS LIENIBIM MHUPOM U
«mobuT» 1ensiii Mup B cebe camom, — mumier J. @pomm. [locneanss, mo ero
MHEHHIO, 3JI0Ka4eCTBEHHas, (opMa pemeHus 3Toil mpodseMbl (B COYECTaHUH
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C AKCTPEMAJIbHBIM HapIICCU3MOM) JIEXUT B OCHOBE JIECTPYKTHBHOCTH KakK >Keia-
HUSl YHUUTOXHTh BCEX OCTAJIbHBIX Jtoael («Ecimu HuKTO, KpoMe MeHs, He cyllie-
CTBYET, TO HEYEro OOATHCS APYIMX U MHE HE HYXKHO BCTYIaTh C HUMM B OTHOIIIE-
Hus. Pa3zpymas mup, s criacaroch OT yrpo3bl ObITh YHUUTOKEHHBIMY) [22. C. 204].

OpHako MOTHBOM JJIsl COBEPIUEHUS MPECTYIIICHUH MOKET ObITh HE TOJIBKO
HeHaBUCTb. D. dpoMM NPUBOAUT IpUMEp, KOIJa IOHOLIAa B IUTAaTe ApH30HA
B 1972 r., He UMEIOINIA TPU3HAKOB arpECCUBHOCTH, YOUII CBOMX POJUTENCH U3 pPy-
Kbsl, TIOCKOJIBKY €My «XOTE€JOCh y3HaTh, KaK MPOUCXOAMUT yoOuiictBO». dpomm
3aKJII0YAeT, YTO MOTUBOM MOJOOHBIX YOHICTB «sBJIsIETCS HE HEHABUCTb, @ HEBBIHO-
CHMOE YYBCTBO CKYKH, OECIIOMOIIHOCTh U MOTPEOHOCTh YBHJIETh XOTh KaKHE-TO
HECTaH/IapTHbIE CUTYyallUH, KaK-TO NPOSIBUTH c€0s1, HA KOI'0-TO IPOM3BECTH BIIeUYaT-
JeHue, yOeIuThCsl, YTO CYLIECTBYIOT TaKue AESHUS, KOTOpble MOTYT MPEKPaTUTh
MOHOTOHHOCTB MOBCEAHEBHOM xu3Hm» [22. C. 252].

3. ®pomMM 00OCHOBaJ, YTO OIIyLIEHHE aOCOJIOTHOM BJIACTH HaJA JAPYTHMMHU
JIOABMHU M YYBCTBO CBOET0 BCEMOIYIIECTBA CO34a€T WIUIIO3UIO MPEOJOJICHUS
JOOBIX SK3UCTEHIMATIBHBIX Mperpaj (IOrpaHUYHBIX CUTYyallUii), 0COOCHHO €CIIU B
peabHOM KU3HU Y YeJIOBEKa HET PaJloCTH U TBOPUECTBA. DTO KBATU(DUILIUPYETCS
UM KaK CaJu3M — IIPEeBpAIleHUe HEMOLIH B UJUTIO3HIO BCEMOTYIIIECTBA M HA3bIBAET
9TO «pEJIUruel NyXOBHBIX ypoaosy [22. C. 252].

[TpuBenenupie 3. @poMMOM HpUMEPHl U CIEIIaHHBIE BBIBOABI MOTYT OBIThH
[IEHHBIMA W TpH aHalu3e (Puiocoduu TMOCTYNKOB «KoJymOaitHepoB». dakTop
CKYKH M OTCYTCTBHSI MHTEpECa K KU3HHU TAK)KE MOYKET OKa3aTbCsl OJHUM U3 CKpPbI-
TBIX UCTOYHUKOB TParudeckux coObITHi. HecrmocoOHOCTh K CO3UIaHUIO U OCTpast
3aBUCTh K yCIeXaM JAPYTuX TaKKe€ MOTYT OKa3aTbCsd MOTHBAMH IOCTYIIKOB Hama-
JaBIIUX Ha (POHE Macc-MeIUMHOM pekiaMbl HacCUIUs U SI-LieHTpu3Ma.

PasBuBas sk3ucteHumanbuelii noaxon, H.JI. Y3108 1 ero xoieru crpasen-
JUBO OTMEYAIOT, UYTO «Oyaymuii yOwiinia HakamauBaeT AeguuuT noOpoaerenei
(Hazmex bl ¥ 1OBEpUs K MUPY); BOJIM U CAMOKOHTPOJISL; LIE€JIETOJIaraHusl; IPUHATHS
COLIMAJIBHBIX HOPM», 4YTO MPHUBOJUT K HANpPSDKEHHUIO, KOTOPOE JOCTUTHYB
CBOETO MHKA, MPUBOJUT K TPABMHUPYIOIIEMY COOBITHIO M COBEPIICHHUIO IPECTYILIE-
nus [23. C. 275].

[Tpoucxozsmias B MOJOJICKHBIX CETEBbIX KaHanax u oryactd B CMU mudo-
JIOTH3alus KOTyMOalH-TIpecTyIIeHH 1 00pa30B HaNaAaBIINX, KOTOPBIE HAI0JITO
OKa3bIBAlOTCSl B LIEHTPE BHUMAaHMsSI, CTAHOBUTCS BHEIIHUM CTHMYJIOM Jis TOA-
pPOCTKAa B COCTOSHUM ILIEHHOCTHO-CMBICIIOBOTO BaKyyMa, Kak IIOBOJ| CJeJaThb
«UYTO-TO 3HAYUTEJILHOE» B CBOEH kU3HU. Heyn0BIETBOPEHHOCTh U OICTOIIEHHE
Ha ()OHE TMOWCKAa BUHOBATHIX B COOCTBEHHOHW JyXOBHOM IyCTOTE, OTPHIIAHUE
CYLIECTBYIOIINX COL[MATIBHBIX HOPM U KOHIIEHTPALUs Ha CBOEH UCKIIIOUUTEIBbHOCTH
CTAaHOBATCA NPUYMHAMU M HUMIYJbCAMHU ISl COBEPIUEHUS JECTPYKTHBHOIO
U B UTOT'€ CAMOPA3PYLIUTEIBHOIO aKTa.

OK3UCTEHIMAIBHBIN MOAX0A B (Quiocopuu U IMCUXOTEpanuu ObLI CBS3aH
C BBISIBJICHUEM OCHOBHBIX 9K3HCTEHIMAJIOB, POPMUPYIOLINX JTUYHOCTh YEJIOBEKA, U
BaXHYIO POJIb CPEIM HUX UTPAIIH, «ObITHE K CMEPTH» U IMPOUCTEKAIOIIET0 U3 3TOTO
3a0ota o HeM (M. Xaiigerrep), «MHUpoOTKphITOCTHY (M. Bocc), nuanor ¢ dpyrum
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(M. By6ep), «Boms k cMmbicay» (B. @panki). OcMmbiciieHrne CBoel CMEPTHOCTH, KO-
HEYHOCTU MOXET M MPHU3BAHO CTaTh OCHOBAaHUEM 3a00Thl O HEH, HO UL ATOTrO
TpeOYIOTCSl MHTEIJICKTYAIbHbIE M HPaBCTBEHHBIE yCHIHU. B cBOeM MPOTHBOCTOS-
HUU CMEPTHU Ha OCHOBE MOpAIM 4YEJIOBEK OTKPBIBAET «OTHOLIEHUS», KOTOpHIE
«SIBJISIFOTCSI OCHOBOHM Uil BCEX 4YyBCTB OJaroroBeHus, cTpaxa, 0JIaroroBeHMs,
YIUBJICHUS, T€YaJd W yBAKEHHUS TME€pel JIMIOM Yero-tTo OONIBIIEr0 U
MortHoroy» [24. P. 120].

M. Bocc yka3biBan Ha 0cO0YI0 BaXKHOCTh OCO3HAHHOTO OTHOILICHUS YEJIOBEKa
K COOCTBEHHOI CMEPTH, UCKIIIOYAIOIIETr0 MOMBITKA OercTBa oT Hee. «MUpPOOTKpPHI-
TOCTB» KaK MPUHATHE TOT0 MHUpPA, SK3UCTEHIINAJ, KOTOPBI MO3BOJIAET OOJIBIIE J10-
BEpATh MHUPY, a HE OOSTCSA €ro M He IBITaThCS YIPAaBIATH TEM, YTO HE MOJKOH-
TPOJIBHO.

OTKpBITOCTH O3HAYAET BO3MOKHOCTh IOHUMAaHUS MUPa, €r0 BEUIEH, UX MOCTH-
JKEHHE, BBICBEUUBAHUE JJI YEIOBEKa, CO3/IAIOLIET0 CMBICIBI U 3HaUeHUd. [{pyrum
0a30BBIM 3K3UCTCHIIMATIOM SIBJISIETCS Pa3AeIEHHOCTD YEI0BEYECKOM AK3UCTEHIIUY C
Jpyrum, cnocoOHOCTh K «OBITHIO-BMECTEY.

CrpemiieHre K CO3/IaHUIO0 CMBICJIOB M IIEHHOCTEHN TAK)Ke SBISETCS BAXKHEHIITIM
OCHOBAaHUEM «yCTOWYHMBOCTH» 4YeJIOBEKa B OBITHH. DTO MOAPOOHO OMUCHIBAI
B. ®pankia B cBoux paboTax, 0oTMeuasi, YTO «M3HAYAIbHAS «BOJISI K CMBICITY» MOXKET
OBITH (PpycCTpHpOBAHA, M TOTJA BHYTPEHHSIS TyXOBHAsI SHEPTHsI YEIOBEKA MPOCIIU-
pyercs B Oojiee HU3KOE MU3MEPEHHUE, MPEBPAILasiCh B «BOJIO K BIACTH» (IPUPOLY
KOTOpO# nopoOHo uccaenosan @. Hullie) uim B «BOJIO K YAOBOJIBCTBHIO», YTO
B CBOIO ouepens ommcaHo 3. @peiinom. B. @pankin 000CHOBBIBAN, YTO CMBICIIO-
yTparta ¥ HECIIOCOOHOCTh OIIYTUTh LIEHHOCTD JKU3HHU (Ha oHe PppycTpaiuu, CKyKH,
OecleTbHOCTH JIEHCTBUM) AAIOT «OK3UCTCHIMAIBHBIA BaKyyM», OIyCTOLICHHE,
KOTOpPOE€ MOJKET pa3BUBATHCS JIMOO MO MyTH CaMOpa3pylLIeHHUs, JTUO0 yepe3 3TOT
pyOex, «IOrpaHUYHYIO CHUTYalMIO» K YTBEP)KIEHHUIO IOJJIMHHBIX 3HAUYCHUH,
HECBOJMMBIX K 00JIaaHHI0 OJ1araMu, yI0BOJILCTBUIO WIIM BIacTH [25].

B coBpemMeHHON MennakyabType HaMETUIICS NIEPEXOJL OT PEAIbHBIX MUPOIIPO-
€KTOB B «MHOOBITHE» B IIU(PPOBOH cpenie, KOTOPOE MOKET CIOCOOCTBOBATH OTPH-
LIAaHUIO peaJIbHOM COLIMAIbHOCTH, C OJIHOM CTOPOHBI, (POPMUPOBAHUIO COOCTBEHHBIX
OHTOIPOEKTOB, B KOTOPBIX WIIKO3UsS TI'PaHAUO3HOCTU cBoero Sl pomosiHsercs
3JIEMEHTAaMU €T0 FepOM3alNH, YIOI00IAICh MAaCCMENIHBIM U UTPOBBIM MIEPCOHA-
*am, a J[pyroi BOCIIipuHUMAETCS B KAUeCTBE OECTEIIECHON MUIIICHHU.

Cornacumcsi ¢ aBTOPUTETHBIM COBPEMEHHBIM HccieaoBaTeneM (eHOMEHa
arpeccuBHocT JI. bBepkoBeneM, KOTOpBbI OTMeuYanl BBICOKYIO pOJIb MeEAHa
B pacnpocTpaHeHHHM Bupyca arpeccuBHocTH. OH mosarajl, 4To MPECTYIUICHMS,
COBEpIICHHBIE 10/ BIUSHUEM (pakTOpa mpaiiMuHra — (GeHOMEHbI He TOJIBKO COIIH-
aJIbHbIE, HO U SK3HMCTEHIMAJIbHbIE, CBSI3aHHbIE C HEC(HOPMUPOBAHHOCTHIO CIOCO0-
HOCTH K peduiekcuu, MoHUMaHuIo ce0s B Mupe [26]. Kak ciencTBiue — HEBO3ZMOX-
HOCTb MPUCYTCTBUS B HEM, JKEJIAHHUE BHIOPOCUTCS U3 HETO WJIM YHUUTOXUTH €ro
MIPOSIBIICHUS KaK BpaxaeOHbIe /It COOCTBEHHOTO MHpA.
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3akoyeHue

Teopust SK3UCTEHINATIOB IPUMEHSETCS B KAYeCTBE METOIOJIOTHH HCCIIEI0BA-

HUSL 0COOEHHOCTEH OBITHS YelloBeKa B MPOCTPAHCTBE COBPEMEHHOH KYJBTYPHI,

MOMOTaeT paCIIMPUTh IPAHUIIBI TOHUMAHUS COBpeMEHHBIX (heHomeHoB. Hacnemue
HK3UCTEHIIMAIM3MA TI03BOJIET IPUMEHSTH €r0 BO3MOYKHOCTH JJISl PEILICHHUS HOBBIX,
HE CYIIECTBOBABIIMX paHbIIe npodsieM. [Ipu 3ToM Ba)KHO, MMOCKOIBKY 3TO Tpaau-
1Sl ABIISETCS TYMaHHUCTUYECKOW, COXpaHEHHE YBEPEHHOCTH B TOM, YTO YEJIOBEK
MOXKET MOAYMHUTH cebe pa3pylIUTeIbHbIE HMITYJIbCHl W, o0Jamas pazymowm,
MPEOJIONETh KPU3UCHBIE COCTOsHMsI. OHAKO B 3TOM €My HEOO0XOIrMMa IMOMOIIb
CBOEBPEMEHHOI TUarHOCTUKHU CUTYAaIlMH JJIsi COITPOBOXK/ICHUS YeJI0BeKa B HEH, IMo-
MOIIY B 00pETeHUH IECHHOCTD JKU3HU, KaK CBOEH, Tak 1 J[pyroro, mockoibKy 100po
— 9TO BCET/Ia yCUJINE U TPY/, @ UX OTCYTCTBUE — MCTOUYHUK MOPAIbHOM SHTPOTIHH.

DK3UCTEHIIMATFHBIN aHAIN3 TIO3BOJISIET CPOPMYIMPOBATH U YTOYHHUTH PSI TO-
HSATUHN ¥ IPU3HAKOB, CBA3AHHBIX C TEMOM CKYJIIYTHHra U ero ¢guiocodueii OyHTa.
MaccoBbie BOOpYKECHHBIC HalaIeHHUs B Y4€OHBIX 3aBEJICHHUSIX, COBEPIICHHbIC y4a-
IIMMUCS WIN BBITYCKHUKAMHU, TIPEICTABIAIOT cO00M 0COOBIN BUJ] IK3UCTCHIINAb-
HBIX MPECTYIUICHUI, HANPaBJICHHBIX HE MPOTUB OTACNbHBIX JIUYHOCTEH, a MPOTUB
NPeJCTaBUTENIEH ONPEIEICHHON «CUCTEMBD» (ILKOJIBI/KOJUIEKa/By3a), CYILIECTBO-
BaHUE KOTOPBIX Yy HAIAJAIOUINX BHI3bIBAET HEHABUCTh, THEB HA PA3JIMYHON MOYBE
(OoT NMUYHBIX 00MI A0 Mpe3peHusi), MpruodpeTas BCEMOTIOUIAIOINIMMA XapaKkTep Ha
(oHe HeCTTIOCOOHOCTH HAMOJHEHHUS COOCTBEHHOM )KM3HU TO3UTUBHBIMU CMbICIIAMU
U IICHHOCTBI0. DK3UCTEHIIMAIFHOE PECTyIUIeHNE (YOUHCTBO) — 3TO COBEpIICHUE
Hacunus (yOwiicTBa) NIl yTBEPXKICHHSI CBOETO CYIIECTBOBAHHS, MPEOIOJICHUS
«IyCTOTBI» OBITHSA, W YCTPAHEHUS APYTrOro Kak CHUMBOJIA CBOETO MOPaKCHHUS.
CaMoyOuICTBO, COBEpIIAEMOE B aKTaxX CKYJIIYTHHra, CTAHOBUTCA MPUMEPOM
«bercTtBa» OT OECCMBICIICHHOTO, a0CYpIHOTO CYIIECTBOBAHMS, OTYAsHUS, OT
OCO3HaHHUsI COOCTBEHHOMN cI1ab0CTH, HUUYTOKHOCTH Ha (hOHE MPUTA3aHHUM Ha BEJH-
4He, yCIeIHOCTh WU BJIACTb.

[Ipeononenue TUX pa3pyLIUTENbHBIX AJS TUYHOCTH TEHICHIUN BO3MOXKHO U
HeoOxoaumo. Ilcuxonornyeckas AMarHOCTUKA JIMYHOCTH, Pa3BUTHE CIIOCOOHOCTH
(hopMUpOBaHUS TO3UTUBHBIX IEHHOCTEH U CMBICIIOB, a TAK)KE OTKA3 OT MOOIIPEHUs
Sl-ueHTpu3Ma, KOHKYPEHTHOCTH B IIIKOJIE, OT KyJbTHBHPOBAHUS HACHIIUS B COBPE-
MEHHOH MacCOBOM KyJIbTYpe, KOHTPOJIb 32 KOHTCHTOM B COLIMAIBHBIX ME/IHA U MO/I-
TOTOBKa IEaroroB K BBIABICHUIO M PELICHUIO JTATEHTHHIX MpobiieM (OyJuiuHra,
HACWJIMS M JIp.) — BCE ITO cllaraeMble Mep MpOPUIAKTHUKU U MPOTUBOACHCTBUS
3TOMY 0COOOMY THITY 3K3UCTCHIIMAILHBIX TPECTYIUICHUI M CYUIHIOB, COBEpIIIae-
MBIX JETbMH U MOJIPOCTAMHU.

Cnucok aureparypsl

[1] Jlaneman II. Tlouemy netu youBaroT. YTO MPOUCXOAUT B TOJOBE Yy LIKOJBHOTO CTPEIKA.
M. : Dkemo, 2022.

[2] Langman P. School shooters: The warning signs. (n.d.) [MaTepHET]. Peskum nocryma:
https://schoolshooters.info/sites/default/files/school_shooters warning signs 1.1.pdf
(mata obpamenus: 24.02.2023).

MAN AND SOCIETY 789



baesa JI.B. Bectank PYIH. Cepus: @unocodus. 2023. T. 27. Ne 3. C. 774—792

[4]

[5]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]

[19]

790

Iocpebnaa C.K. CouuanbHO-TIICUXOJIOTHYECKass HKCIEpTU3a IPU NpaBOHAPYHICHHUSX
OKCTPEMHUCTCKOI HAIpaBICHHOCTH, COBEPIICHHBIX HecOBepIIeHHOJIeTHHMMH // Hayka
U coluyM: MaTepuaisl Beepoc. Hayd.-mipakT. koHd. 2020. Ne XIV. C. 40—44.
Hacmvixa E.A., [lumanosa M.E. TIpobaema BOOPYKEHHBIX HAINaJCHUH MOAPOCTKOB B 00-
pas3oBaTeNbHBIX yupexaeHusx // BecTHuk IleH3eHCKOro rocyfapCTBEHHOTO YHHBEPCHU-
teta. 2020. T. 3. Ne 31. C. 21—25.
Kapnos O.B. Kynbt KonymbaiiHa 0CHOBHBIC JIETEPMUHAHTHI MaCCOBBIX YOUICTB B IIKO-
nax // Becrauk Kazanckoro ropuamdeckoro uactutyta MBJI Poccun. 2018. T. 4. Ne 34,
C. 442—446. https://doi.org/10.24420/KUIL.2018.49.27.001
Cyxodoavckas FO.B. MaccoBoe yOHiicTBO B 00pa30BaTEeNIbHBIX OPTraHU3AINAX KaK OOBEKT
KPUMHHOJIOTHYECKOTO UcclieoBanust // BecTHuk Hayku u oOpasoBanus. 2019. T. 6. Ne 1.
C.51—53.
Yynun A.C. DeHOMEH CKyJIIyTUHTa B coBpeMeHHOoM Poccuu. [IpaBoBoii acriext // O630p.
HIIITHU. 2020. T. 3. Ne 22. C. 48—52.
Bansn K. CoBpeMeHHBIE MaCCOBHUKM KaK HOBOE BOIUIOIIECHHE IIPOOJIEMBI IPECTYIHOCTH
Ha IT0YBE MaHUAKAILHOHN ofep:kumocTH // Bompocs! poccuiickoit rocturmn. 2020. Ne 10.
C. 309—324.
Moceuxkun M.H. BUKTUMOJIOIMYECKUE ACIIEKThl IPOTUBOAECUCTBUSA BOOPY>KEHHBIM Hara-
JISHUSIM Ha ydeOHble 3aBeaeHus (schoolshooting) // Buktumonorus. 2019. T. 1. Ne 19.
C. 46—53.
Opnosa FO.P. AxTyanbHble BOIIPOCH OpPraHU3allMU OpTaHAMU BHYTPEHHUX A€ Mpery-
MIPEXICHHST HACKIIBCTBEHHBIX IPECTYIUICHNH, COBEPIIAEMBIX HECOBEPIICHHOIICTHUMH B
obpazoBareNbHBIX yupekaeHuwsx // Kpummnonormdeckuit xypraim 2020. Ne 1.
C. 43—46. http://doi.org/10.24411/2687-0185-2020-10012
Kapnosa A.JO. Mexanu3Mbl HHAUBUIyaJIbHON paJuKalU3aliy B IPOLIECCE caMoopra-
HU3AIMN MOJIONEKH // MoomeXb M MOJIOAEKHAs TIOJINTHKA: HOBBIE CMBICIEI U TIPaK-
tuku / mon pea. C.B. Pssannesa, T.K. Pocrosckoit. M. : DxoH-unpopm, 2019.
C. 69—S81.
Kapnosa A.1O., Maxcumoea H.I'. Ckymmytuar B Poccun: 4ro mmeer 3Hauenue? //
Brmacts. 2021. T. 29. Ne 1. C. 93—108.
Cenuganosa E.A. TIonroToBKa IeJaroroB K OCYIIECTBICHUIO TPO(HIAKTUKN arpecCcHB-
HOTO MMOBeIeHUs 00yJaromuxcs B mKkojiax / Haydnoe obecrieueHue CUCTEMBI MOBBILIE-
HUsI KBayMpukamu kaapos. 2018. T. 4. Ne 37. C. 78—387.
Canpueikun B.A. JlecTpyKTHBHOE TIOBEICHHE MOJIOAEKH B YCIOBHAX MH()OPMAIMOHHON
BOMHBL: KOTyMOAH-BBI30BE M MephI IipeononeHus // Teopus u mpakTuka o0IeCcTBEH-
Horo pa3sutus. 2019. T. 1. Ne 131. C. 18—21.
Manosa E.O. CoBpeMeHHBIE peaiui acOIUAIbHBIX MPOSIBICHUM MOJPOCTKOB B UHTEP-
HET-NPOCTpaHCTBe // VIHHOBaIlMOHHOE DPa3BUTHE MPO(PECCHOHATHLHOTO OOpa30BaHMS.
2020. T. 2. Ne 26. C. 107—114.
Kpacnosa I'.B., Mapxos A.A. VIHTepHET Kak akTyajbHas yrpo3a HMH()OPMAalHOHHOM
6e3onmacHoctn snmuyHocTH // W3Bectns Caskt-lleTepOyprckoro rocyaapcTBEHHOTO
skoHomuueckoro yauBepcurera. 2018. T. 2 No 110. C. 102—108.
I'punenxo V.b., Pomepo Peiiec U.B. CeMaHTHYeCKUi aHAIN3 A(POBOTO JECTPYKTHB-
HOTO KOHTEHTa MO TEMaTHKE «CKYJIIYTHHI» B couuaibHOi cetn «BKonrakrte» //
[Mcuxomoruss m mpaeo. 2021. T. 11. Ne 4. C. 180—195. http://doi.org/10.17759/
psylaw.2021110413
Vsnoe H /., Cemenosa M.H. CKyniyTUHT: yOUHCTBO M MOCTTOMHIUIHOE CaMOYOHii-
CTBO Kak TpaHCTpeccHBHbBIM akT // Cymmmpornorus. 2021. T. 12. Ne 4. C. 16—30.
http://doi.org/10.32878/suiciderus.21-12-04(45)-16-30
Anderson C.A., Shibuya A., Thori N., Swing E.L., Bushman B.J., Sakamoto A.,
Barlett C.P. Violent video game effects on aggression, empathy, and prosocial behavior

YEJIOBEK U OBIIECTBO



Baeva L.V. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):774—792

[20]

[1]
[2]

[10]

[11]

[12]

in Eastern and Western countries: A meta-analytic review // Psychological Bulletin.
2010. T. 136. Ne 2. P. 151—173. https://doi.org/10.1177/1948550610379

Ferguson C.J., Garza A., Jerabeck J., Ramos R., Galindo M. Not worth the fuss after
all? Cross-sectional and prospective data on violent video game influences on
aggression, visuospatial cognition and mathematics ability in a sample of youth // Journal
of Youth and Adolescence. 2013. Ne 42. P. 109—122.

Kamio A. Mud o Cuzude. Dcce 06 abeypae // bynryrommii yenoek. duocodus.
IMonutuka. UckyccrBo. M. : [Tomutuzpar, 1990.

@pomm 3. AHaToMus yenoBedeckon necTpykTuBHOCTH. M. : AST Publishers, 2015.
V3znoe H.J[., Oxouckaa H. K., Buymcxux A.FO. CKyIIIyTHHT: COIUalbHO-(Qrocodckuii
acniekT npobnemsl // BectHuk Ilepmckoro yHuBepcurera. ®unocodus. Ilenxonorus.
Coumonormst. 2022. Ne 2. C. 264—276. https://doi.org/10.17072/2078-7898/2022-2-
264-276

Boss M. Psychoanalysis and Daseinsanalysis. Lefebre L.E., transl. New York : Basic
Books, 1963.

@panka B. Yenosek B nouckax cmeicia. M. : Iporpecc, 1990. C. 45—128.

beprosuy JI. Arpeccust: IpUYUHBL, TOcaeACcTBUsA U KOHTpoJib. CII0. : [IpaiiM-EBpo3sHak,
2007.

References

Langman P. Why children kill. What is going on in the head of a school shooter. Moscow:
Eksmo publ.; 2022. (In Russian).
Langman P. School shooters: The warning signs. (n.d.). [Internet]. Available from:
https://schoolshooters.info/sites/default/files/school shooters warning signs 1.1.pdf
(accessed: 24.02.2023).
Pogrebnaya SK. Socio-psychological expertise in extremist offenses committed by minors
In: Science and society: Thesis s of the All-Russian Scientific and Practical Conference.
Vol. XIV. 2020. P. 40—44. (In Russian).
Pastyka EA, Pitanova ME. The problem of armed attacks by teenagers in educational
institutions. Bulletin of Penza State University. 2020;3(31):21—25. (In Russian).
Karpov OV. The Columbine cult the main determinants of mass killings in schools.
Bulletin of the Kazan Law Institute of the Ministry of Internal Affairs of Russia.
2018;4(34):442—446. https://doi.org/10.24420/KUI.2018.49.27.001. (In Russian).
Sukhodolskaya YuV. Mass murder in educational organizations as an object of
criminological research. Bulletin of Science and Education. 2019;6:51—53. (In Russian).
Chunin AS. The phenomenon of school shooting in modern Russia. The legal aspect.
Review. NCPTI. 2020;3(22):48—52. (In Russian).
Vanyan K. Modern mass media as a new embodiment of the problem of crime on the basis
of manic obsession. Issues of Russian justice. 2020;(10):309—324. (In Russian).
Mosechkin IN. Victimological aspects of countering armed attacks on educational
institutions (school shooting).Victimology. 2019;1(19):46—53. (In Russian).
Orlova YuR. Actual issues of organization by internal affairs bodies of prevention of
violent crimes committed by minors in educational institutions. Criminological journal.
2020;(1):43—46. (In Russian). http://doi.org/10.24411/2687-0185-2020-10012
Karpova AYu. Mechanisms of individual radicalization in the process of youth self-
organization. Youth and youth policy: new meanings and practices. Ryazantsev SV,
Rostovskaya TK, editors. Moscow: Ekon-inform publ.; 2019. P. 69—=81. (In Russian).
Karpova AYu, Maksimova NG. Schoolshooting in Russia: what matters? Power.
2021;(29):93—108. (In Russian).

MAN AND SOCIETY 791



baesa JI.B. Bectank PYIH. Cepus: @unocodus. 2023. T. 27. Ne 3. C. 774—792

[13] Selivanova EA. Preparation of teachers for the prevention of aggressive behavior of
students in schools. Scientific support of the system of advanced training of personnel.
2018;4(37):78—287. (In Russian).

[14] Saprykin VA. Destructive behavior of youth in the conditions of information war:
columbine-challenges and measures to overcome. Theory and practice of social
development. 2019;1(131):18—21. (In Russian).

[15] Malova EO. Modern realities of asocial manifestations of adolescents in the Internet
space. Innovative development of vocational education. 2020;2(26):107—114.
(In Russian).

[16] Krasnova GV, Markov AA. The Internet as an actual threat to personal information
security. Proceedings of the St. Petersburg State University of Economics.
2018;2(110):102—108. (In Russian).

[17] Grinenko UB, Romero Reyes IV. Semantic analysis of digital destructive content on the
topic of “schoolshooting” in the VKontakte social network. Psychology and Law.
2021;11(40): 180—195. (In Russian). http://doi.org/10.17759/psylaw.2021110413

[18] Knots ND, Semenova MN. Schoolshooting: murder and post-homicidal suicide as a
transgressive act. Suicidology. 2021;12(4):16—30. (In Russian). http://doi.org/
10.32878/suiciderus.21-12-04(45)-16-30

[19] Anderson CA., Shibuya A, Ihori N, Swing EL, Bushman BJ, Sakamoto A, Barlett CP.
Violent video game effects on aggression, empathy, and prosocial behavior in Eastern
and Western countries: A  meta-analytic review. Psychological — Bulletin.
2010;136(2):151—173. https://doi.org/10.1177/1948550610379

[20] Ferguson CJ, Garza A, Jerabeck J, Ramos R, Galindo M. Not worth the fuss after all?
Cross-sectional and prospective data on violent video game influences on aggression,
visuospatial cognition and mathematics ability in a sample of youth. Journal of Youth
and Adolescence. 2013;(42):109—122.

[21] Camus A. The Myth of Sisyphus. An essay on the absurd. In: The Rebellious man.
Philosophy. Politics. Art. Moscow: Politizdat publ.; 1990. (In Russian).

[22] Fromm E. Anatomy of human destructiveness. Moscow: AST Publishers; 2015.
(In Russian).

[23] Knots ND, Okonskaya NK, Intraskikh AYu. Schoolshooting: socio-philosophical aspect
of the problem. Bulletin of Perm University. Philosophy. Psychology. Sociology.
2022;(2):26—276. (In Russian). https://doi.org/10.17072/2078-7898/2022-2-264-276

[24] Boss M. Psychoanalysis and Daseinsanalysis. Lefebre LE, transl. New York: Basic
Books; 1963.

[25] Frankl V. Man in search of meaning. Moscow: Progress publ.; 1990. P. 45—128.
(In Russian).

[26] Berkowitz L. Aggression: causes, consequences and control. Saint Petersburg:
Prime-Euroznak publ.; 2007. (In Russian).

Cgenenus 06 aBTope:

baesa Jlomura Bnadumupoena — HOKTOp (GHIOCOPCKUX HAyK, Tpodeccop, TUPEKTOp
Kacnuiickoro ryMaHUTapHOTO MHCTHUTYTA, Ipodeccop kadeapsl Gpumocopun, AcTpaxaHCKHMA
rocynapcrBeHHsli  yHuBepcuter wumM. B.H. TartummeBa, Acrtpaxanb, Poccus (e-mail:
baevaludmila@mail.ru). ORCID: 0000-0003-0439-525X

About the author:

Baeva Liudmila V. — PhD in Philosophy, Professor, Director of the Caspian Humanitarian
Institute, Pofessor of Department of Philosophy, Astrakhan Tatishchev State University,
Astrakhan, Russia (e-mail: baevaludmila@mail.ru). ORCID: 0000-0003-0439-525X

792 YEJIOBEK U OBIIECTBO


https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0439-525X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-0439-525X

lﬁ' RUDN Journal of Philosophy. ISSN 2313-2302 (print), ISSN 2408-8900 (online) 2023 Vol. 27 No. 3 793—808
Becthuk PY[H. Cepus: ®UI0COOUA http://journals.rudn.ru/philosophy

https://doi.org/10.22363/2313-2302-2023-27-3-793-808
EDN: JGUISO
HayuyHas ctatbsa / Research Article

Idnckypcbl 0 yyge: cnekTp no3nunm

E.B. 3os0Tyxnna-A6ommHa’ >

HOxHBIH (enepanbHbIil YHUBEPCUTET,
Poccuiickas @edepayus, Pocmos-na-/ony, 344006, ya. borvwas Caoosas, 0. 105
P<elena zolotuhina@mail.ru

AHHoTanms. VccnenoBaHue MOCBAILICHO MOCTPOSHHUIO TUIMOJIOTHU JUCKYPCOB O UyJE.
JMCKypCHI TPaKTYIOTCSA B JAHHOM CIIydae He B JMHIBHUCTHYECKOM, a B PUIOCO(CKOM CMEICTIE,
KaK OIpEeNeICHHBIA «CII0CO0 TOBOPUTH» 00 M30paHHOM (heHOMEeHe. DTO BKIIFOYAET OHTOJIOTO-
MHUPOBO33PEHUYECKYI0 MMO3UIMIO TOBOpALIEro (MHUIIYIIEro), 3MOLMOHAIBHO-IEHHOCTHBII
nagoc, KOMMYHHKaTHBHYIO YCTaHOBKY WM €€ OTCYTCTBHE, COOOIICHHE CIYIIATEeN0 (IHUTa-
TEJI0) KOHKPETHBIX B3TJLIOB U YOXKISHUH. ABTODP BEIIEISET IO MEPOBO33PEHUECKOMY OCHO-
BaHUIO TPU TPYIIIBI JUCKYPCOB: 1) 4y0, HOHATOE KaK CBEPXbECTECTBEHHOE, HO JOCTYITHOE JUIS
oOIIeHus; 2) 4yno, MOHATOE KaK PYKOTBOPHOE, CYry0o uUeloBedecKoe siBlieHHe; 3) 4yA0 Kak
pe3ynbTaT «ABOMCTBEHHOM NeTepMUHALMNY, UAYIIEH U OT TPAHCLUEHAEHTHOIO, U OT CaMOIo
yenoBeka. Uy10 U3HaualIbHO TPAKTYeTCA KakK sIBJIEHUE TO3UTUBHOE, KOTOPOE MOXKET OBbITh OIU-
CaHO U BBIPAXKEHO B pevr 0e3 MpsAMOro Ha3bIBaHUSI caMoro ciioBa. B paMkax mepBoil rpymiisl
JICKYPCOB PAacCMaTpPUBAIOTCS: PEIIUTHO3HBIN (XPUCTHAHCKUM), MU(OIOTHIECKUH M CKa304-
HBIA JHCKYpPC, a TaKKe BBIICISIETCS TUCKYPC CYIBOMHHO-IIPOBHICHIMAIUCTCKUN. BTOpoii
MOJIXOJI, CBA3AHHBIM C OTPHUIIAHUEM CBEPXBECTECTBEHHOTO, TOBOPHUT O YyJe€ B KOHTEKCTE
€ro HayYHO-TEXHHYECKOTO CO3MUIAHU, a TaK)Ke 0 HaJe)KAaX Ha UyJ0 B paMKax IPOrPEcCUCT-
CKHMX M YTONUYECKUX KOHUENIHM. TpeTuil Bua AUCKYPCOB, COBMEIIAXOIINI B3I HAa 4Uy0 KaK
Ha HMIyIllee U CBBIIIE, U OT CAMOIO YeJIOBEKa, BKJIIOYAET IMCKYpPChl MUCTHKO-MAard4ecku,
9K3UCTEHIMAIbHBIN U KPEaTUBUCTCKUM — TPaKTYIOIIUH TeMy TBopUuecTBa. MUCTUKO-Maruie-
CKUH JTUCKYPC ONMUCHIBAET UyI0 KaK Pe3yJIbTaT 03apEHUs U KaK CIEACTBUE YIIOPHBIX TyXOBHBIX
uckaHuil. B sK3ucTeHIIMaNbHOM AUCKYpPCE, NPEACTABICHHOM XYJOXXECTBEHHOW MPO30ii, €CTh
MECTO U JJIsl OTIMCaHMS YyJia KaKk BONIEOHOI MPUPOJIBI U BONIEOHOU Cyb0bI. B TBOpUeckom
JUCKYypce 4YyIOM SBJISIETCA caM aKT pOXKIeHHs HoBoro. IloaBoas UTOr ckazaHHOMY, aBTOD
MOYEPKHUBACT, UTO MIPEICTABIICT YUTATEISIM HE Ooiee 4eM HaOpPOCOK, TpeOyroNHid JaTbHeH-
el paboThl U TEMATUYECKOTO PACKPBITHSL.
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U TEXHHUKA, COLMAIBHBIN MPOrpecc, yronu3M, MUCTHKA, Marus, SK3UCTEHIaIbHbIE TepeKHBa-
HUS1, TBOPUYECTBO
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Abstract. The study is devoted to construct a typology of discourses about a miracle.
Discourses are interpreted in this case not in a linguistic, but in a philosophical sense, as a
certain “way of talking” about a chosen phenomenon. This includes the ontological and
ideological position of the speaker (writer), emotional and value pathos, a communicative
attitude or lack thereof, a message to the listener (reader) of specific views and beliefs. The
author distinguishes three groups of discourses on the ideological basis: 1) a miracle,
understood as supernatural, but accessible for communication; 2) a miracle understood as a
man-made, purely human phenomenon; 3) a miracle as the result of a “dual determination”
coming from both the transcendent and the person himself. The miracle is initially interpreted
in the article as a positive phenomenon that can be described and expressed in speech without
directly naming the word itself. Within the first group of discourses, the following are
considered: religious (Christian), mythological and fairy-tale discourse, and the fate-
providentialist discourse is also highlighted. The second approach, connected with the denial
of the supernatural, speaks of a miracle in the context of its scientific and technical creation, as
well as hopes for a miracle within the framework of progressive and utopian concepts. The third
type of discourses, combining the view of a miracle as coming from above and from the person
himself, includes mystical-magical, existential and creativistic discourses — interpreting the
theme of creativity. The mystical-magical discourse describes a miracle as the result of
illumination and as a consequence of persistent spiritual searches. In the existential discourse,
represented by fiction, there is also a place for describing a miracle as a magical nature and a
magical fate. In creative discourse, the miracle is the very act of the birth of a new one.
Summing up what has been said, the author emphasizes that he presents readers with nothing
more than a sketch that requires further work and thematic disclosure.

Keywords: worldview, typology, religion, myth, fairy tale, fate, science and technology,
social progress, utopianism, mysticism, magic, existential experiences, creativity
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SIBreHuUs YenoBeUeCKON KU3HU, 0003HAUaEMbIe KaK «4UyJ10», HE OTHOCATCS K
KaTEeropuy MOBCEAHEBHBIX COOBITUN, OHU MPEACTABIAIOTCS SKCTPAOPAUHAPHBIMH,
U3 PSAA BOH BBIXOIAIMMH, PEAKUMH U NOTpsAcaromuMu Uy 10 — HE4YTO HEBEPOST-
HOE, U3YMUTEIIbHOE U Beeraa nosumuenoe. OHO HECET paJloCTh U CUACThE.

Yyno — npexie BCero sIBICHUE KyJIbTYPHO-PEUYEBOE U MEHTAIBHO-LIEHHOCT-
HOE, MBI Y3HAEM O HEM M3 4yKUX IIOBECTBOBAHMM WJIM CaMU HA3bIBA€M HEUYTO 4y-
JIOM, TO €CTb JIa€M OLICHKY, KBaTHU(PUKALUIO, KOTOPYIO JIOAH HHOI'O MUPOBO33PEHHUS
WJIU IPYTUX UCTOPUYECKHUX DIIOX MOTYT HE pasleiaTh. B TO ke BpeMs, HECMOTps
Ha CBOIO XUTEHUCKYIO PEIKOCTD, CIOBO «4y10» MHOTOILUIAHOBO IIPUCYTCTBYET U B
OOBIICHHON peuH, U B JIMTEPAaTYpPHBIX TEKCTax, U B (MIOCOPCKUX TpaKTaTax.
Nmenno nmoaromy anst Gpuinocockoit MBICIH BaXHO OOpaTUTHCS K TOMY, Kakoil
CMBICJI TIPEJICTaBIIEHUE O YyJie IPUOOPETaeT B Pa3HbIX JUCKYPCax, a TAKXKE B pas-
JUYHON HappaTUBHOW npakTuke. Yyno uyny po3Hb. CienyeT 3aMeTHTb, YTO Halle
MaJIEHBKOE HCCIIEJOBAHUE MTOCBALLEHO 4yy UIMEHHO B OTOM IIO3UTUBHOM CMBICIIE,
OT KOTOPOI'O IPOUCXOMST SMUTEThI «UyIECHBIN, «9yIHBIN», «9yJOTBOPHBII», OHO
HCKJIIOYAET U3 PACCMOTPEHHUS «3JIble UyAecay, MPUHOCAIINE THOEIb U Pa3opeHue
mo100HO TeM, KoTopsle TBOpUT Bonann B «Mactepe u Maprapute» M. Bynrakosa
U KOTOpBIE, COTJIACHO PETUTHO3HOMY B3IJIsIy, CIIOCOOHBI TBOPUTH OEChl U Ipoune
BpPEIHBIE CYLIHOCTH.

Heckonbko CNoB 0 NOAxXoAe K aHanusy

Korna, obpamasics k ¢unocogckoii, meono2uueckoii u ncuxono2uiecko -
TepaType, Mbl HAXOJIUM TEMY 4y0d, TO OHa HE BCErJa BhIpaXK€Ha HEMOCPEACTBEHHO
caMHuM 3THM ci1oBoM. Hepenko peus uzaer o maiine bora u Opitus, o cynpoe, mpo-
BUJICHUH, O JIIOOBH M CHJIE BOOOPaKEHUS!, KOTOPbIE PE3KO KOHTPACTUPYIOT C BCEM
OOBIICHHBIM — TIOHSATHBIM, W3BECTHBIM U BBI3BIBAIOIIUM CKYKY. MBICIHUTENb
ObIBaeT MOTPSICEH MOPOH BOMIEOHONW CHIION GeccOo3HATENbHOr0, NOPOH MOIIBIO
MHTEJUIEKTA UM B3JIETAMU KPEATHBHOCTH — OHHM JIJISl HETO YyICCHBI, HEOOBIKHO-
BEHHBI, OHM — J1BO. HO HEM3MEeHHO NPUCYTCTBYET HEUTO «BBICOKOE U IITyOOKOE»,
HEOXXHJIaHHOE U TOopa3uTenbHoe, HeObBanoe. Koraa ke o uyae HaM cooOImaroT
NEPCOHAXH WUJIM aBTOP X)00HCECMBEHHO20 MeEKCMd, Mbl MO’KEM BHOBb HE HAWTH
CJIOBAa «4yJl0», HO HAalTH OIMCaHUE BOCTOpra M BblpaxkeHUs Tumna «HeseposiTHoe
cBepUIMIIOChk!». ByieM yuuThIBaTh 3Ty OCOOEHHOCTH JUCKYPCOB O uyne. B mono6-
HOM KOC6€HHOM TOBOPEHMHM MO>KHO OTMETHTH JIBa BApHAHTAa: B OJHOM Cllydae
(¥ 9TO YaCTO aHAIUTHUUYECKUE U OMHUCATEIbHbIE TEKCThI) PEUb UAET O «uyoe peab-
Hocmuy, B JPyroM (1 3TO TOBECTBOBAHUS, HAPPATUBBI) PEUb UNET O «4yoe coObl-
musy. X0Ts, KOHEYHO, BBIPAKEHHOMN IPaHULIbI MKy STUMU BapuaHTaMu HET, H00
«4yJeCHbIE COOBITHS» MOTYT ITPOUCTEKATH JIUIIIb U3 «4yAeCHON peansHoCTH. [IpH
9TOM INPAKTHUYECKH BCErJa B BO3BBIIIEHHO-POMAHTHYECKMX TEKCTaX O Yy
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UMeeTCsl B BUAY €ro C8epxpa3yMHOCMb, BO3BBIIIEHHWE HaJ PacCylIKoM, Haj
yMEHHEM OOBSACHATH U JOKa3bIBaTh. [ OBOPS 0 «TUCKypcax o uyae», Mbl OyieM py-
KOBOJICTBOBAThCS ATUM COOOPaKEHUEM.

KocBeHHBII Pa3roBop 0 «d4ylie PEalbHOCTH» BEAyT MHOTHE (PHIOCO(]HI,
yCMaTpuBas 4yJI€CHOCTb B COTBOPCHHH MHUPA U YEIOBEKA, B BOCKPECEHUN XPHUCTA,
B cB00O/I€, B MOIIIM CO3HUIaHUs, B TYXOBHBIX SKCTA3aX U MPO3PEHUSIX — B CHACTIIH-
BOM PBIBKE 32 MIPEICIIbI IPUBBIYHOTO U MPEACKa3yeMoro. TeMon 4yna HCTIOTHEHBI
Tpyapl Takux u3BecTHeIX aBTopoB K.-I. IOHr, K.-C. Jlerouc, H.A. bepases,
B.I1. BeiiecnaBues, A.®. Jloce, C.JI. ®pank, Y. Teitnop, B. ®panxn u ap.

HccnenoBanus uyaa kak ¢peHOMEHa KyJIbTypbl IPUCYTCTBYIOT, XOTh U B He-
00JIBIINX MAcIITa0axX, B COBPEMEHHOM 0TEYECTBEHHON MBICIIA. OHU MPEICTABICHBI
nMeHaMu Takux aBTopoB kak E.M. AoOwsmmeBa [1], C.C. AnekcanmpoB [2],
C.H. Acranos [3], K.H. Ilnyxunukosa [4], A.I'. Cansikosa [5], U.A. CratkeBuy [6],
E.C. Crenanoga [7], K.I'. ®pymkun [8], B.B. fIkosnes [9] u np. Apkum, nocneno-
BaTeIbHBIM UM Pa3BEPHYTHIM sBISETCS (Prtocockuii aHanmm3, MPOBEICHHBIN
A.T'. CagplkoBOH, M XKaib, UTO MOCJC 3aIUTHl KaHAWJATCKOM HE IOSBHIINCH €€
nanbHeilmue padoTel mo Tteme. [lo kpalinelr Mepe, uX BeCcbMa 3aTPYJHUTEIHHO
HaWTH.

CraBst 3a7adeil cTaThbi PaCCMOTPEHHE JHUCKYPCOB O UyJe, MBI IpuOeraem K
IUCKypc-aHanu3y. OJHaKO MOCKOIbKY MPeACTaBIsIeMOe YUTATEIIO pa3MbIIIIJICHHIE
SABIISICTCS He JUHSBUCMUYECKUM, d PUI0COPCKUM, TO Y TIOAXOJ K TAKOMY aHAINU3Y
MHOM, ueM B TUHTBHCTHKE. COOCTBEHHO, JUCKYPC — ATO MPOCTO CnOCOO 2080pUmb
(mucaTp), TaKKe KaK HappaTUB — 3TO cnocob pacckazvieams ucmopuu. VI ecnu
HappaTUBHBIN aHAJIN3 03HAYAET BBISICHEHHE BOIIPOCOB O TOM, KTO, KOMY, UTO U 3a-
4eM TOBECTBYET (MO0 HappaTWB — 3TO PAacCKa3 O COOBITHAX), TO K MTOHMMAHUIO
JUCKYypca B JAHHOM CITydae OTHOCSITCS OTBETHI Ha BONPOCHl: KakoBbI CMBICTBI YTIO-
TpebisieMbIX c10B (MOoHATHI)? KakoBbI MUPOBO33PEHUYECKHE UCTOKH CYXICHUN B
tekcre? Kakue eHHOCTH TeKCT MPOIOBEAYET U BMEHSAET YATATEINIO (CIyIIaTeNo)?
Bokpyr kakux SIBHBIX U HESBHBIX MPEANOCHUIOK CTPOUTCS MPEIaraéMoe paccyk-
nenue? Kakyro mozaens mupa hopmMupyeTt gaHHblid 1uckypce? UTo TEKCT peKoMeH-
JyeT 4ynuTaTento?

Tak, Hampumep, pa3roBOp O YEJIOBEUECKOM Tele IO-pPa3HOMY CTPOUTCS
B JUCKypce HayKd (DU3MOJOTHH, B TEOJIOTHYECKOM TpPAKTATe, B IPOTUICCKOM
poMaHe, B IOSACHUTEIbHBIX 3aMeUaHUsAX K PU3KYIbTYPHOMY TpEHaKepy U B Guiio-
co(hCKO-TICUX0IOTUYECKOM 3cce. To ke KacaeTcst TEMBbI y/a.

Ornupasicb Ha TaKOro PoJa METOAOJIOTHUECKHU MOIX0/, S MOJarard BO3MOX-
HBIM BBIICJIUTh KaK MUHHUMYM TPHU 6U0a OUCKYpCa O yyoe, pasiudaroujuecs no
CBOUM MUPOBO3ZPEHYECKUM, OHMOJI02U4ecKUM npeonocvlikam. llepaviii ouckypc
NpeJroiaraeT pasroBop 0 yyJe Kak o (peHOMEHE PEeHIUTENbHO CBEPXHECTECTBEH-
HOM U B IIPHUHIIUIIE HETIO3HABAEMOM, XOTs OJarom, MpeKpacHoOM U He UCKIII0Yaro-
IeM KOMMYHUKAIUIO. Bmopoti 6ud ouckypca paccMaTpuBaET 4ya0 Kak sSIBICHHE
COOCTBEHHO-KYJIbTYPHOE M BIOJHE pPyKOTBOpHOe: «Yyneca Mbl ymeeM Jenarh
camu!» Tpemuii 6ud Ouckypca TPEANoiaracT BO3MOXXHOCTH OJIHOBPEMEHHO
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IEpBOr0O U BTOPOTO BapHaHTAa, U UX COBMCHICHUC B PA3HBIX HNPONOPLHUAX. Bce
IMIOMMCHOBAHHBIC BHUAbI NUCKYpPCa MOI'YT BKJIIOYAaTb KAaK MHTCIJICKTYAJIbHBIC pa3-
MBINUJICHUA O «4yAC PpCaIbHOCTU», TAaK W OIHKCAHUA «UYIACCHBIX CO6BITHI>1)),
BBISBIBAIOIHUX «YYACCHBIC IICPCIKUBAHUA» (HOpOﬁ, KaK Mbl YK€ 3aMCTUJIH, oe3
YIIOMHHAaHUWA CaMOro CjioBa «‘-IYIIO»).

Yyno Kkak CBEPXbEeCTECTBEHHOE, HO He YyxXaoe

[TepBas rpynna poJCTBEHHBIX JUCKYPCOB OTTAJIKMBAETCSI OT IPEACTABICHUS O
TOM, 4TO YyJIO BCEr/la HCXOJUT OT HEKOEH BHEUEIOBEUYECKOM U HaJUeI0BeUeCKOn
PEaIbHOCTH, CTOSIIIEN Y HUCTOKOB BCET0 36MHOT0. MlcTopuuecku B paMKax peauzu-
03H020 MUpPoeocnpuAmMUA 1y1eCHBIMI UIMEHOBAINCh MOMEHTHI «BTOpKeHUs bora
B MHP», PaCKpPbITHA MeTahU3NIECKUX O€3/H, KaK U CYACTIMBBIC CITACCHHUSI, BOCKPE-
IICHMsI, BO3HECEHHs HA BEPIIMHY CIaBbl WM MOOEAbI, KOTOPBIE A0 TOIO BOBCE HE
OXXuJanuchk. YenoBek ¢ ero BOJE€M M MHULMATUBAMHU HE MMEET K Uyay HUKAKOIro
OTHOIIEHHUSA. TpaHCIEHIEHTHOCTh YyJECHOTO — MHPOBO33pEHUYECKasl MpeJo-
CBLJIKa 3TOro BHUJAEHUs. Uya0 3/1eCh — BHE3AIMHBII MpPephIB MOpsiIKa OOBIICHHON
SMIUPUYECKON KU3HU, O KOTOPOM CTPACTHO MOJIMIH, HO, BO3MOXHO, 1 BOBCE HE
MPOILIEHHBIN, HO BAPYT CYACTIMBO BO3HUKIIMI. B paMkax Takoro nojaxoja BIIOJIHE
€CTECTBEHHO MHTEPECOBATHCS BOIIPOCAMHU, O KO2O UU OM 4e20 UMEHHO UCXOAUT
9yJ10, 9TO 32 CyOBEKTHI €ro MOPOKAAIOT, KAKOBBI X UMEHA, MOXKHO JI YCTAHOBHUTD
C HUMU KOHTAKT U, XOTS BCAKOE Uy/10 YHUKAJIbHO, HEJIb3sl JIU, YTOOBI MPEKpacHbIe
yyieca noBTopsuiuch? IloquepkueM, 4To Mpu NPUHATUHU MOJIOKEHUS O TOMUHUPY-
IOLEH HaJl JIIOJbMU HAJ4elIOBEYECKON pEealbHOCTH OHA, KaK MPaBUJIO, BUAUTCS
HepapXUUYeCKOr U CTPYKTYPUPOBAHHOIA.

Tema dyna KaKk HEOCTUKUMOTO U B TO 7K€ BpeMs JOCTYITHOTO JUIsl Mpuooie-
HUS K HEMY U3JpeBIie pa3pabaThiBacTCA B XPUCTHAHCTBE, TAK OHA TPAKTYETCS TaM
u ceroans. Ho, ObITh MOXKeET, 0COOEHHO BBIPA3UTEIBHO ATOT CIOXKET «JIOCTYITHOCTH
HE/I0CTYITHOT'O» NIPEJICTABIICH B Xpucmuancmee cpeonegekoeom. O6 3ToM XopoIio
MMCad aBTOPHI UCTOpUYecKor mmKoyibl AHHanoB. Tak, Kak me 'odpd rosopur:
«HUynecHoe SBISAETCS MOPOXKIEHUEM CBEPXBECTECTBEHHBIX CHJI WM CYLIECTB,
MHOT000pa3ue KOTOPhIX NOUCTUHE Hencurcaumo. OO 3TOM CBUIETENbCTBYIOT pa3-
JTUYHBIE CPeTHEBEKOBBIE uyieca (mirabilia). UynecHoe BKIIIOUaeT B CBOIO chepy He
TOJIBKO MUP IIPEIMETOB, MUP BCEBO3ZMOXKHBIX JEHCTBUI, HO U T€ MHOTOUHCJICHHbBIE
CHWJIBI, YTO 32 HUMU CTOAT. Takum 00pa3oM, y 4yJJ€CHOTO B XpUCTUAHCTBE U Y XPH-
CTHAHCKOTO YyJla UMEETCSl aBTOP; HO aBTOP MOKET ObITh TOJBKO OAMH — bor;
OTCI0JIa BCTAET BOIIPOC O MECTE UYAECHOIO HE TOJIBKO B PEJINTMHU KAaK TAaKOBOM,
HO TNpeXJie BCero B penuruu MoHoreuctuaeckoin» [10. C. 46].

To ecTb, IpU HAJIMYUU AHTEJIOB U APXAHIEJIOB, CHJI, BJACTEH M FOCHOJICTB, a
TaK)kK€ — HE€ YIYCTHUM 3TO U3 BUAY! — JIbsiBOJIa U OECOBCKUX JIETHUOHOB, TOXE
CMOCOOHBIX Ha BOJILEOCTBO U KOJIJJOBCTBO, Y MOJJIMHHOTO Yy/1a €CTh TOJIBKO OJUH
HWCTOYHUK — BEpXOBHOE Hauvayo, I[Ipenseunsiii. Tema 4dyga B CpeIHEBEKOBOM
BOCIIPUSTUU MPEIIOJIAraeT BO3MOKHOCTh MPOCUTh bora o uyne u HagesTbcs Ha
Hero. OrteuecTBeHHbIl aBTOp A.Sl. ['ypeBuu mnoguepkuBan TECHYIO CBS3b
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Y KOMMYHHUKAIIIIO OOBIICHHOTO M YyI€CHOTO /TSl CPEHEBEKOBBIX XpucTuaH: «lle-
pen HaMu OOBIICHHBIN 3eMHOW MHp, TOYHEE, HEe3HAUUTENbHBIN, Ka3aJI0Ch Obl, €T0
(dbparMeHT — MOHACTBIPb, MOHAIIIECKasl KEJbsl, IIEPKOBB, PHIITAPCKUNA 3aMOK, JIOM
ropo>kaHuHa, JEPEBHs, a TO U MPOCTO JOPOra WM JIEC, U B 3TOM MaJOM YIOJIKE
YMEIIAI0TCs OIUH-/Ba, caMoe 0oJIbIlIee, HECKOJBKO nepconaxkeit. Ho B 3To 3emMHOe
MIPOCTPAHCTBO BTOPraroTcs U3 Mupa uHoro Xpucroc, boromareps, cBATbHIE, yMEp-
1IMe, KOTOPBIE COXPAHSIIOT CBS3U C MUPOM YKHBBIX M 3aMHTEPECOBAHBI B €T0 JIeaX,
6ecol u naxe cam Carana» [11. C. 19].

W Bce Xe Ui XpUCTUAHCKOTO CO3HAHUSA YYyJO B ONPEIEICHHOM CMBICIIE
«0oee 4y 1eCHOY», UeM IS, K IPUMEPY, AHMUYHO20 MUDOI02UYECKO20 COZHAHUA,
I7Ie CBSI3b MEXIY OJMMIUNUCKMUMH OOTaMH W JIOJbMU CTOJIb TECHAas, YTO OHHU
CCOPSATCS, MUPATCS, KOHKYPUPYIOT U IepyTcs APYT ¢ Apyrom. Uyneca mudonoruu
COBCEM TECHO NEpEIUICTalOTCA C TOBCEIHEBHOCTHIO M, COOCTBEHHO, pa3HHUIIA
MEX/1y JIIOJJbMU U O0TaMH COCTOUT JIMILb B Pa3INunUU BO3MOXKHOCTEH (0OTH TBOPSIT
gyJeca, a JIIOAU — HeT) U B 6eccMepTun: O60oru 6€CCMEpTHBI, XOTs, KaK H JIOMM,
OHHU MOTYMHEHBI CYIb0€.

W mudonorndeckuii, * MOHOTEUCTHUECKUNA JUCKYPCHI O Uy/ie AOTMOJHSIIOTCS
OUCKYpCOM CKA30YHBIM, B PAMKax KOTOPOTO MPOUCXOTUT MHOXKECTBO uyjec. B
HapOJIHBIX CKa3Kax He WJEeT peub o bore, HO Bceraa uMeeTcsi B BUAY CI0XKHOCTb U
MHOTOIUIaHOBOCTh MHpa, TJ€ HaJ YEeIOBEKOM CIOCOOHBI BJIACTBOBATH pa3HbIC
HAJIPUPOJIHBIE CUJIBI U T€ IyXH, KOTOPbIE BBIPAXKAIOT CYTh CAMOM MPHUPOJIBI.
B otnuune ot Muda ckaska, «XoTh B HEM U HAMEK, JOOPBHIM MOJIOJIIIAM YPOK», BCe-
TaK{ 3aB€Z0Mas JIOKb, I03TOMY CKa304HOE 4yJI0 YCIOBHO, 3TO Uy/10 pa3BJIEKATEb-
HOe, ToBecTByeMoe [uisi 3a0aBbl. lcciemoBaTenu CKa30K MOTYT BOOOIIE
HE TO0JIb30BATHCS CIIOBOM «UYJ0», XOTS B aHAIU3UPYEMOM TEKCTE MOXKET BCTpe-
4yaThCsi MHOXKECTBO uynec. Tak, B.S. [Iponn B «Mopdonoruu BosmeOHO#M cKa3Kuy
YIOMHHAET CJIOBO «UYyAO» TOJBKO OIWH pa3, 1a U TO B UMeHU «YUymo-tojio»
[12. C. 49]. 1 ecnii MOHOTEUCTUYECKUN XPUCTHAHCKUIN AUCKYPC MPEAINOaraetT y
WH/IMBUIA HE ICHCTBHE, a MPOCKOY — MOJIMTBY ¥ MOJILOY 0 O6J1arom uyae, To MU(5I
U CKa3KH pacrojiaraioT CBOMX MEPCOHAXel ckopee K aKTUBHOW MO3UIMH BHYTPH
CBOWCTBEHHOTO MM BOJIIEOHOT0 XpOHOTOMA: B MH(e y OOroB MOXHO YKpPacTb
OTOHb U CJeNIaTh YyJI0 CBOMM, a B CKa3Ke MOKHO M JOJDKHO HaWTH BOJIIIEOHOE
CPEACTBO M BOJIIEOHOTO TIOMOIITHUKA, KOTOPBIE 00ecredaT HeOOX0JuMbIe T0OpbIe
gyjeca.

Emie onuH muckype pa3roBopa 0 «KaTeropuuecku HEPYKOTBOPHOM UYJI€» MBI
BCTpeuaeM, KOrja peub UAET O Cynb0e M MPOBUACHHUM. Y CIOBHO TaKOM IUCKYpC
MO>XHO Ha3BaTb CYObOUHHO-NPOGUOCHUUANUCMCKUM. 3]1€CH MOXKHO IaK€ HE
CHpalIMBaTh O MUPOBO33PEHUYECKUX YOEKICHHSIX YeJIOBEeKa, OH MOXKET He OBITh
XPUCTHAHUHOM M BOOOIIIE HE OTATOIIaTh c€0sl OHTOJIOTMUYECKUMHU BOIIPOCAMH, 3TO
cKkopee Bcero poj ¢artanu3ma, Mpu KOTOPOM BCE, UTO MPOUCXOAUT, B TOM YHUCIIE
MOUCTUHE YYyJIECHbIC CIACEHHs] WIM HU3JCUCHUS, HEOXXHIAHHbIC MOIbEMbl Ha
BEpIIMHY Kapbepbl WIW CIaBbl TOJKYIOTCS KakK «rojoc cyasOb». IlpoBuaenwue
CIOCOOHO Ha JI00BIe Uy/eca, MPEBBIIIAOIINE TOHUMAHNE YeJIOBEKA: «4eMy OBITh,

798 YEJIOBEK U OBIIECTBO



Zolotukhina-Abolina E.V. RUDN Journal of Philosophy. 2023;27(3):793—808

TOT'O HC MHMHOBATH). q}/ﬂy CTOUT PaaoBaThbCAd, HO a6cypz[H0 IBITAaTHCA IOHATH €I'0
IPUYKUHBI U KOPHHU. 9T0 KacaeTcs qayacce, IpOUCXoaAunX KakK B d)KU3HH OTACIIBHOT'O
YCJIOBCKA, TaK, BO3MOXXHO, U B UICTOPUU CTpaH U HAPOJOB.

PykoTBOpHOE 4yao

C0BO «4y10» B TE€YEHUE CTOJICTHH YyIIOTPEOISIIOCH HE TOJBKO Ui 0003HaYe-
HUS BHE3aIHbIX OJarux cOObITUN, HO U 17151 XapaKTEPUCTUKU BETUKUX TOCTUKEHUI
YeJI0BEYECKON AESITEIbHOCTH, U3yMIISIOIUX CBOEH HEOOBIYHOCTBIO, TPaHAHO3HO-
CTbIO U BBICOKOW MOJIE3HOCTBIO. DTO OBLIM UyJeca, POXKICHHbIE IPAKTUYECKON aK-
THUBHOCTBIO YeJIOBEeKa, 00raTCTBOM €ro BOOOpaKeHHUs1, OpraHN3allMOHHBIMU YMEHHU-
MM U JIeJIOBOM XBaTKOM. B npeBHEM MuUpe TaKMMU YyAecaMU Ha3bIBAJIUChH MHpa-
Muza Xeorca, «Bucsuue caap» Cemupamuipl, cratys 3eBca ONMMIMICKOro, Xpam
Aptemunsl B Ddece, map3oneit B ["anukaprace, Konocc Pogocckuii m Masik Ha o.
®apoc B Anekcanapuu. [Iogo0HbIe cOOpYKEHNUS MOTPSACAIHN U BbI3bIBAIN IPEKIIO-
HEHUe Mepe]] reHreM yesioBedyecTBa. OHAKO B APEBHOCTH TEXHUKA U TEXHOJIOTHH
Pa3BUBAINCH MEUIEHHO M COTBOPEHHE MOJO00HBIM UyZec ObLIO JAEJIOM HEYACTBIM.
bypHoe pazeumue nayku u mexHuku B €BPONEUCKON KyJIbType, HAYMHAs
¢ XVI B., oueHb CKOPO MOCTaBWJIN Ha MMOTOK HOBBIE OTKPHITHS U U300peTeHUs], KO-
TOpble, KOHEYHO, HE BCerjga ObLIM BHEUIHE TPaHAMO3HBI, 3aTO OOECHedHuBaIU
JIIOJSIM TaKUE HOBBIE BO3MOYKHOCTH, O KOTOPBIX OHU IIPEKIE U MEUTATh HE MOIJIH.

HayuHo-TexHnueckue yyneca B XX B. CTaly BO3HUKATh PETYJSIPHO, HO BCS-
KU pa3 3aHOBO Mopaxkaiu. Kak Hu mapajoKcalbHO, B CBOMX MCTOKaX OHU ObUIN U
OCTaJINCh CBSI3aHbI C Mazuell — yMEHUH TalHOM U JIOCTYITHOM JIMIIb U30paHHBIM.
Hay4yHo-TeXHHUYEeCKM W Marudeckuii AMCKYpPC POACTBEHHBI, U COBPEMEHHBIN
Y4€HbII — 3T0 OoJiee MPU3EMIICHHBII BapHaHT Mara, BiaJICIOIero BIIOJIHE 330Te-
PUYECKUMH 3HAHMAMHU JUii coTBOpeHus uyaa. Hemapom B XX B. ¢yrtyposor
u ¢ganrtact Aptyp Knapk B cBoeit kaure «Heptsl Oymymiero» chopMmyaupoBai Te-
3MC, TIacUBIIMK «/[0CTaTO4YHO pa3BUTas TEXHOJIOTHMSI HEOTIMYMMA OT Marumy.
Uynecamu ¥ HbIHYE HA3bIBAIOT YK€ HajduuHble 3(P(EeKTUBHbIE U300pETEHUS U Te,
KOTOpbIE HAXOJATCS B COCTOSHMM INpPOEKTUpoBaHus U pa3padbotrku — Hi-Tech.
E.A. JKyxkoBa, aBTOp cTathu «BbICOKHME TEXHOJIOTMM: MEXIYy HAYKOW M 4yJIOM)
cnpaBeanuBo Bonpomaet: «[lokasarensHo, uto ¢ TepmunoM Hi-Tech ceroaus ua-
CTO MOTYT YHOTpEOJAThCS Takue MeTaophl, KaK «TEXHOJOIMYECKOEe Yya0»,
«UyleCHasl TEXHOJIOTHS», «UyHO-TEXHOJIOTHUS», «UylO BBICOKMX TEXHOJIOTHI»
u 1. 1. [logo6HbIe cioBOCOUETaHUS IO CYTH NPEACTABIAIOT 000 abcypa, moTOMYy
YTO TEXHOJIOTHS IO ONPEIEIICHUI0O OCHOBBIBAETCS HA 3HAHWU M HCIIOJIb30BaHUU
OTpe/IeNICHHBIX 3aKOHOB MPHUPOJIbl U HUKAK HE CBSI3aHA C MPOSBICHUSIMU CBEPXb-
ecTecTBeHHOro. IloueMy e Bce-Taku Mbl IIOCTOSIHHO CTaJIKUBAEMCS C BOCIIPHSI-
THEM BBICOKMX TEXHOJIOTUH Kak 4yjaa, NMpu4eM B OyKBaJbHOM, a HE TOJBKO
B IIEpeHOCHOM cMbiciie?» W cama orBeuaeT: «Pa3BUTHE TEXHUKHM M TEXHOJIOTHH
COINPOBOXAAIOCH TEM, YTO TEXHMYECKHE HOBUHKU YacTO BOCHPHUHUMAIHMCHh Kak
«4yzieca» UIMEHHO B CUJIy TOTO, YTO AJI1 MaCCOBOI'O CO3HAHMSI OHU BBICTYNAJIN WIN
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KaK HETMOHSATHBIE, UM KaK YHUKaJbHbIC SBJICHUS, BBI3bIBAIOIINE JUOO BOCXHUIIIE-
Hue, Moo ctpax» [13].

«MaccoBbli YEIOBEK» — BCET/Ia TOJBKO «I0JIb30BATENb», OH HE 3HACT Kak
YCTpOEHBI Mopaxkaroluye paHTa3ui0 HAyYHO-TEXHUYECKHe HOBUHKH. Tak, Ha mpo-
CTOpax ceTeid MOXHO HAWTH pa3Hble NEPEUYUCIICHUS TEXHOJOTHYECKUX Uy/ec —
iPod, MexyHapoIHYI0 KOCMHUYECKYIO CTaHIIMIO, a Takke KocMudeckuii Tesneckon
Xab6n, Linux, nazepsl, komnbioTep u cam MurepHer [14]. MoxHO K 3TOMY
100aBHUTh, K IPUMEPY, €Ll aJPOHHBIN Koaiinep. XoTs He MEHee UHTEPECHO U
«OOBITOBJICHUEY Y)KE YIOMSHYTBIX U MHBIX 9y/I€C, UX BXOXICHHUE B OBIT U OOMXO/I.
O06 stoM xopomuo ropoput 3. Mypraszun: «TexHonoruu npeBpaTHINCh U3 4yyJa
B MOBCEJHEBHYIO LITYKY, U JETH YIAUBIISIFOTCS, KOTJa 3TOrO Uy/aa HE CIy4daeTcs.
Jlouka MOEro Jpyra HeCKOJIbKO JIET Ha3aJ MOOILIa K OKHY Y IIOINBITANach IPUBbHIY-
HBIM JKECTOM TNPHUOIM3UTH KOpaOJIMK Ha peilje, OHAa XOTena ero MpHOIU3HTH!
JleBouka B TpH rojia He MOIJIa B34Th B TOJIK, [I0YEMY OKHO He paboTaeT Kak IUIaH-
mier. J{aliTe BpeMs, 1 3TO U3MEHUTCS, HalllM OKHA CTAHYT «YMHBIMI», CMOT'YT CaMH
peryiaMpoBaTh CBETOBOM MOTOK U TO, KaK Mbl CMOTpUM Ha Mup» [15]. 3aech BaxkeH
TOT MOMEHT, YTO OOBIIGHHOCTBIO CTAaHOBATCS SIBJICHHs, KOTOpBIE eIe Buepa
OJTHO3HAYHO NMOHMMAIMCh Kak uyno. IlyTh persona activa — «4eroBeKa JesTellb-
HOT'0» — 3TO IYTh COTBOPEHUS UyJA€eC, KOTOPbIE BXOJAT B JKU3Hb, CTAHOBSICH Ia-
JDKETaMU U JieBalicaMH.

[onueiimee cnusHUE TPEACTABICHUS O UYASCHOM M OOBIICHHOM MBI BUJIUM
B KOHUEMNIMU MPAnceyMaHu3mMa, HAMEPEHHOr0 MPEBPATUTh YEJIOBEKA YCHIIUAMU
HAYKH M TEXHOJIOTUU B CBEPXYEJIOBEUYECKOE CYIIECTBO. 31€Ch Yy/I0 BOOOIIE ncUe-
3aeT KaK CBOETo poJia peoKoCmb, OHO CTAHOBUTCS MPEICKA3yeMbIM U IOBTOPSIO-
LIUMCSl, 3allJJaHUPOBAHHBIM PE3YJIbTaTOM LIEJEHANPABIECHHOTO YCHUJIUS, MTOTOMY
y>K€ He U3yMJIET U HE BOCXUIIAET, XOTs, BEPOSITHO, U PaayeT.

Pa3ymeercs, pyKOTBOpHBIE, CO3/IaHHBIE JIIOJbMU YyJl€Ca, UCIOIb3YIOIINE 10~
TEHIMAJ IPUPOJIbI U €€ 3aKOHBI, TO €AUHCTBEHHbIE Uyieca Uil MAmMepuaiucmu-
yeckozo unocogpckozo coznanun. YO0exK1eHHbIE MATEPUATHUCTHI YaIlle BCETO BbI-
CTyHalT TaKXe Kak yOeKAECHHBbIE payuoHanucmvl, NOJAraroliye, 4yTo MO3HATh
paHbIIIE WIK TMO3KE MOXKHO aOCOIIOTHO BCE, MIO3TOMY ITOCJIEAOBATEILHOMY MaTe-
pHaTU3My 4y’KJ0 YMUIEHHE Iepe/l UPPAaLMOHAIbHBIMU UyJIeCaMH PEJIUTHU U MH-
cruuuiMa. Kak HaM W3BECTHO, MaTepUAIN3M, OCOOEHHO B €r0 IMPOCBETUTEIECKOM
U MapKCHCTCKOM HCIIOJIHEHHH, TECHO CBS3aH C udeeil npozpecca, Kak COLUalb-
HOT0, TaK U I03HABATEIBHOI0: B IEPCIIEKTUBE BCE JJOCETIE TEMHbIE [Tl HAC IOJIKHBI
OBITb MOHATHI U PACKPBITHI, UX BHYTPEHHUH MEXaHU3M OOHApy>K€H U IPUMEHEH
OMSATH-TAKU B TEXHOJIOTUSAX — €CJIM HE UHKEHEPHBIX, TO COLMANIbHBIX. | 0BOPUTH O
qyJie B COLHAIbHO-MAaTEPUATMCTUYECKOM, HAIPUMEpP, SKOHOMUYECKOM JUCKypCe
CTOUT JUIIb B METapOPHUECKOM CMBICIE: ISl TOTO, YTOOBl YyAO pPa3raaarts,
YSICHUTb €r0 MEXaHU3MbI U BOCIIOJIb30BAThCS UM JUIsl COOCTBEHHOT'O NPOLBETAHHUS.
Tax roBopsT o «SnoHckom», «Kuraiickom» nin «AMEpPUKaHCKOM» UyJie COLIUalb-
HOT'O pa3BUTHS, PELIENTHI CO3/IaHHUsl KOTOPOI'O MO>KHO II03aUMCTBOBATh, MOJEPHU3H-
POBaB COOTBETCTBEHHO COOCTBEHHBIM SKOHOMHUYECKHM H KYJIBTYPHBIM YCIOBHSIM.
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MoxHO TakXe CKa3aTh, YTO MUPOBOE KOMMYHHUCTUYECKOE JIBUKEHUE, CTOJb
xapaktepHoe st XX Beka, (aKTUYECKH OPUEHTHPOBAIOCH HA co3udauue «4yoa
KOMMYHUcmuyeckozo ooujecmsay. Ero 1ucKypc MOXKHO Ha3BaTh CKOJIb MaTepHa-
JIMCTUYECKUM, CTOJIb U YMONUYECKUM, KAaK HU CTPAHHO, MATEPUATIU3M U YTOIIU3M
HE IPOTUBOpEYAT APYT APYTY U HE pa3 B UCTOPUHU KYJIbTYPhI BCTYNAIOT B JIOJITO-
BpeMeHHBIN anbsiHc. KoHeYHO, KOMMYHUCTHYECKOE OOIIECTBO UYAECHO, TOTOMY
YTO OHO CIIPaBEAJIMBO, B HEM HET HKCIUTyaTal[l, OHO CO3HJIA€T OIPOMHOE KOJINYeE-
CTBO OOraTcTB, KOTOPBIX XBaTaeT Ha YAOBJIETBOPEHHE PACTYIIMX MOTpeOHOCTEH
KaXX/10T0 4ieHa oOmecTBa. M 3To 4yn0, KOTOPOMY MOKa HE COOTBETCTBYET HUYTO
Ha 3emJie, He TPOCTO CBalMBaeTcs ¢ Hebec, a 3apabaThiBaeTCs KPOBBIO U MOTOM
IIOKOJIEHUH, OOJIBIIMMHU KEPTBAMH OTLIOB U J€/I0B, CO3/1AI0LIUX YCIOBUS AJIs POXK-
JI€HUS 4yJIECHOIO HOBOTO MUPa, MOJUIMHHOW UCTOPHUH YEJI0BEYECTBA, TAK HE MOXO-
KEH Ha ero J0JITyI0 «IPEAbICTOPUION.

Apxerunuyeckue o0pa3bl pasi U CHaCThsl, HECOMHEHHO, JIEXKAJIU B OCHOBE KOM-
MYHHUCTUYECKON MJCOJIOTUH, JABABIICH CMBICI KH3HU LEJIOMY PSIY MOKOJICHUM:
B€Jlb 3TO YECTh U FOPAOCTh — CAMUM CO3[1aBATh YYyJ10, KAKOI'O PAHbILE HE BUIEI
cBeT: «HukTo He mact Ham n30aBieHbs, HA OOT, HU IAph U HE TEPOH, T0ObEMCS MBI
0CBOOOKICHbSI CBOCIO cOOCTBEeHHOM pykoii!» Cama upes, BhIpakKeHHas B CIOBax
«MHTEepHAIMOHATa» — «KTO OBUI HUYEM, TOT CTaHET BCEM» — 3TO UAes uyod,
BOJIIIEOHOTO TPEBpAlICHUs, TAMHCTBEHHOW TpaHC(hOpMallii, HEBEPOSTHOIO
BO3BBIIICHUS: OT «HUUYTO» — KO «BceMy». O4eHb BaXHO TaKXKe, YTO 3araJouHas
CIIPaBEUIMBOCTb, KOTOpasl Il UICATUCTUUYECKON MbICIH BhIpaxkeHa B [IpoBuae-
HUY, [IPEBBILIAIONIEM YEJIOBEUYECKOE pa3yMEHHUE O JOKHOM U HEJIOJKHOM, 37€Ch
TOXE OTJaHa B PYKH Hapoja U ero pyKOBOISAIIEH MapTUH, KOTOPBIE YyA0 CIIpaBe.-
JIMBOCTH BEpIIAT CaMH.

PeanpHbIil conpain3M MOTEpIeN Kpax HE TOJBKO MOTOMY, YTO IMPOTUB HETO
olLLepUIIach HEMaJsasi YaCTb MUpPa, HO ¥ IOTOMY, YTO UyJa BCE-TaKu HE IPOU3O0IILIO.
OH noTtepnen Kpax OT MacCOBOTO Pa304apOBaHMsI, KAKOE HA CAMOM JI€Ji€ TPO3UT
Y COBPEMEHHBIM MTOOOPHUKAM TEXHUKO-TEXHOJOTHIECKOTO Uy/Ia.

Yyno «ABONCTBEHHOW AETEPMUHALNN»

CymecTByeT Lenbli psa AUCKYPCOB, CBSI3aHHBIX TE€M, YTO SIBJICHHUE 4Uy/a I10-
HUMAaeTCs B HUX KaK (DeHOMEH JABOWCTBEHHOM MPUPOJIbI — MPOUCXOAIIEE B PaB-
HOM CTeNeHH W OT BBICIINX MHCTaHIIUN ObITUS — bora, [IpoBuaenus, HagdMIupu-
YECKON PEaIbHOCTH, — M OT CaMOI'0 YEJIOBEKAa KaK OT CYILECTBA BIOJHE KOHKPET-
HOT'0, 36MHOI'0, OTPaHUYEHHOT'0, HO BCE € HAJEIEHHOIO MOIIHBIMU 1yXOBHBIMU
noTeHIMsAMH. «Yyaeca TBOMCTBEHHOW MPUPOABD» BHIBOASIT MHAMBUAA B HEOOBIU-
HbI€ MapaHOPMaJbHbIE COCTOSIHUS, KOTOPBIE SIBJSIOTCS MPSAMBIM IMEPEKUBAHUEM
CUACTIMBON mpancgopmayuu u cebs, u ece2o, mo 6okpye. Boobie-To, B 3TUX cO-
CTOSIHUSIX, TI0 CYTH, CHUMAETCs JBOMCTBEHHOCTh CyOBbEKTa U 0OBEKTa, YeIOBEKa 1
MHpa, XOTS 10 ONPEEIIEHHOM CTENEeHN OCTaeTCs pa3inyu ceds u apyroro, A u Tor.
[Tomo6HbIe TIEpeKMBAaHUS HEPEAKO HA3BIBAIOT BHICIIMMU, MTOPOH «M3MEHEHHBIMUY)
COCTOSTHUSIMU CO3HaHMsI, MHOT' 11, Kak y A. Macioy, «[TMKOBBIMH EPEKUBAHUSIMUY).
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Uyn0 HOBOTO CYACTIMBOIO MUPOBOCIIPUSITHUS, KOHTPACTUPYIOIIETO CO CBOMCTBEH-
HOW MHOTHM TOCKOW OOBIJCHIUHBI, CTPOUTCS, IPOUCTEKAs U OT TPAHCIICHICHT-
HOT0, U OT CaMOr0 4eJloBeKa. Takoil B3IV Mbl MOKEM HAWTH Yy 3HAMEHUTBIX
nyxoBuaueB. Tak, «OJMH U3 OCHOBHBIX IPHUHIMIIOB, KOTOPBIX MPUAECPKUBAIICA
CBeneHOOpT, COCTOST B TOM, YTO HAIlla BCEJICHHAs TIOCTOSIHHO CO3/1ae€TCs U yIep-
KUBAETCS C TIOMOIIBIO IBYX BOJHOBBIX NOTOKOB: OJMH HUCXOIHUT ¢ HeOa, APYyroi
MIPUXOJUT U3 Hallel coOCTBeHHOM aymu, uinu ayxa» [16. C. 294].

31ech B MEPBBIX psAaxX CleaAyeT Ha3BaTh (AaKTUYECKHU YKE YIIOMSHYTHI HAMH
MUCTUKO-MAZUYECKUI OUCKYPC, KOTOPBIA TECHO CBSI3aH C ONMUCAHUSIMU YYJIE€CHBIX
coctosiHMil. OHU MOTYT MOCETUTh UHIUBHUIA KaK 0e3 ero 0coboro mpurianieHus,
TaK M CTaThb PE3YJbTATOM YNOPHOIO IMOMCKA M MHOTOJETHUX IMPAKTUK. B psae
CJIy4aeB YeJIOBEK MONaAaeT B UyJeCHOE U3MepeHUe ObITHS BHE3AMTHO U «BUIUT, YTO
JKA3Hb B YEJIOBEKE BEUHA, KAK M BCSAKAs )KM3Hb BEYHA; YTO JYILIA YEJIOBEKA TAKXKE
6eccMmepTHa, Kak bor; uto BeeneHHnas Tak ycTpoeHa U ynopsiIoueHa, YTo BCe BElIH,
BHE BCSKOI'O COMHEHHS, PabOTAalOT COBMECTHO BO 0Jaro BCEe OPYrHX M KaKIOU
B OTJI€JILHOCTH; YTO OCHOBOIIOJIATAOIINM IIPUHIUIIOM B MUPE SIBISETCS TO, YTO MBI
Ha3bIBaeM JFOOOBBIO, U YTO CYACTHE KAXKJIOH WHIAMNBUAYATHHOCTH IO OOJBIIOMY
cdety abcomoTHO obecnieueno» [17. C. 41].

Ho oOperenue uyaa MokeT OBITh 1 HE BHE3AITHBIM, a CJICICTBUEM JOITHUX MO-
JUTB M MEIUTAIMi, aCKeTUYECKOro oOpasza >XKU3HU, (PU3NYECKUX U TYXOBHBIX
yIPaXHEHHUH, CTPACTHOTO CTPEMIICHUS MPHOOIIMTBCS K dYyay. Marudeckue
NEUCTBHUS, €CIIM TaKOBBIE UMEIOT MECTO, — 3TO TOXKE SIPKOE MPOSIBICHUE UMEHHO
YeJI0OBEYECKOW aKTUBHOCTH, OOpAIIeHHOW K MHpPY IYXOB M JKAyIIEH OT HEro
aJIeKBaTHOTO OTBETA.

Hpyroii auckypc, BHUIAIIMA HCTOKM YyJa M B TPAHCLECHACHTHOM,
U B COOCTBEHHO-YEJIOBEUECKOM, — 3TO OUCKYPC IK3UCHEHUUATIbHBLIL, TTPUCY I
Kak (unocoduu BO BCeX €€ xKaHpax, TaK U XyJI0KECTBEHHOH nureparype. Kak He
BCIIOMHHTH 371€Ch MYIIKUHCKOE:!

«51 mOMHIO YyOHOe MTHOBEHBE:
ITepeno MHoI1 siBUNACH ThHI,
Kakx mumoneTHoe BUICHRE,
Kak renuii uncToi KpacoTbi»

B sx3ucTeHnmansHOM AUCKYypCe Ha OJHO M3 MEPBBIX MECT B UEPAPXUU TYIIEC
BBIXOJHT J170008b, UyJeCHAs UyKasi CyObEeKTUBHOCTb, BOJIIIEOHOE IPYroe «s», OT
KOTOPOTO KIYT U OJarOCKJIOHHOCTH, ¥ B3aUMHOCTH, U ynoeHus. [IpekpacHo omnu-
ceiBaet uyo mooBu C.JI. dpank: «J[1000Bb 10 CBOEMY CYIIECTBY HE €CTh IPOCTO
«4yBCTBO», YMOIIMOHAJILHOE OTHOIIICHUE K IPYTOMY; IEPBUYHBINA CMBICT (DeHOMEHA
TM00BU COCTOUT B TOM, UYTO OHA €CTh aKTyalTU30BaHHOE, 3aBEPIICHHOE TPAHCIICH-
TUPOBAHUE K «TBD» KaK TMOJJIMHHOM, S-MMOAOOHOHM, 1o cebe u st ceds cylien
PEANbHOCTH, OTKPBITHUE U YCMOTPEHHUE «ThD KaK TaKOTO poja pealbHOCTH U 00pe-
TEHUE B HEM OHTOJOTHMYECKOW OMOPHOM TOUKHM 1 MeHs. HenocTmxkumoe okasbl-
BaeTCsl 37E€Ch OCYLIECTBICHHBIM, 3/€Ch I JIEUCTBUTENIBHO «BBLIE3al0 U3 CBOEH
COOCTBEHHOM KOXH»;, HEMOCPEICTBEHHOE CaMOOBITHE, HE TEpsisi CBOEro o
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CYILLIECTBY €JUHCTBEHHOI'O IIEHTPA, CTAHOBUTCS BCE K€ MOJUIMHHO JIBYLEHTpUY-
HBIM — HapsIly ¢ CPEIOTOUYHEM «s» HEMOCPEACTBEHHOE ObITHE 00J1a/1aeT CPeoTo-
9HEeM «ThI» KaK cBOel cOOCTBeHHOU omopHou Toukoit» [18. C. 374—375]. 3aech,
KaK Mbl BUIMM, €CTh M BOCXHILEHUE, U BbICOYAMIIas OIlEHKa «COOBITHS JTIOOBWY,
U PU3HAHUE 3TOT0 Yy/1a HEIOCTHKUMBIM, XOTS U niepexuBaeMbIM. CoBceEM HHaYe,
CKOpee C aKLIEHTOM Ha BHEIITHEM, YeM Ha BHYTPEHHEM, TOBOPUT O JIOOBU U BIIOO-
nenHocty P. bapt. OgHako B €ro peyu Toke MPUCYTCTBYET BHE3AITHO HATPSIHYBILIEE
gyq0: «J[1000BHOE BOCXMILIEHUE — 3TO KaKOM-TO TMITHO3: sI 04apoBaH 00pa3zoMm.
CHayasia MOTpSCEH, HA’JIEKTPU30BaH, CABHHYT C MECTa, OINPOKHMHYT, “‘yIaapeH
3JeKTprudecKkumM ckarom™...» [19. C. 109].

Cama Oyayuw 4ynoM, JHO0OBbH CIIOCOOHA COBEpIIATh dyeca — IMOOEKIAThH
CMEpTh, OJI0JIEBAThH 3710, BO3POXKAATh YEIOBEUECKYIO JIyIly, OXBaueHHYIO Oe3pas-
nnuneM. Bee aTo Mbl Haxoaum U B ckaszkax ['.-X. AHaepceHa, 1 B IPOU3BEIEHUAX
®. bepuerr, u B nbecax E. [lIBapia, u B sanonee J[>x. Poynunr o I'appu [Tottepe.
WHTepecHo, 94TO 3K3UCTEHITMAIBHBIN JUCKYPC, BKITIOYAIOIINN JIF0O0BE KaK TJIaBHOE
YyJl0, 3TO HEPEIKO CKa30YHO-POMAHTUYECKUM AHCKYpC, B KOTOPOM HHCATENb
MPU3BIBACT YUTATEINS JIOOUTHh U JaKe KEPTBOBAThH COOOM IS TOTO, YTOOBI JCii-
CTBUTEJIBHOCTbH SIBUJIACH KAK YYJ0.

BnpoueM, B 3K3MCTEHLMANBHOM JIUCKYpPCE, MPEICTABIEHHOM XYJ0’KECTBEH-
HOM MpO30ii, €CTh MECTO M ISl ONUCAHUS 4YyJa KakK BOJIIECOHON MPUPOJIBI
u BonmeOnoi cyaponl (K. [laycroBckuil), kak yyaa caMod KU3HU — OTPOMHOTO
MyTH, KOTOPBIK Hamo npoitu (P. bpenbepn), kak KOJIIOBCKON TITyOHHBI, KOTOPOM
o0azaer 4yKoi B3IJIS, JOXK/Ab HA YJIMIIE U IaXKe KapeHasi KapTOIIKa C CeIeIKOM
(T. Yctunona). Uyno, yematpuBaeMoe B ITyOHMHE OBCETHEBHOCTH, 3TO BHE BCAKHUX
COMHEHUH «4yJO0 ABOMCTBEHHOM IPUPOABDY: 31€Ch IPUCYTCTBYET M YEJIOBEK-
CyOBEKT M TO BBICIIIEE, YTO CBETUTCS Uyepe3 OObIUHBIE BEIU U 0OCTOSATENbCTBA.

Eme ogun uHTEpecHsI U 00raThlii AMCKYPC, BKIIOYAIOUIUI TEMY Uy/a U 4uy-
JECHOT0, 3TO JUCKYPC meopuecmea. TBOPUECTBO — POKACHUE HOBOTO, CO3/IaAHHE
U M300pEeTeHHe TaKWX Pa3HOOOpPA3HBIX apTe(aKTOB, KOTOPHIX MPEXIe HE ObLIO,
KOTOpBIE BO BCSKOM CIy4yae HE3HAKOMBI TEM JIOSM, YTO KUBYT CETOAHS (XOTS
MOPOi, KOHEYHO, OBIBAET, YTO HOBOE — ATO XOPOIIO 3a0BITOE CTApOEL).

TBOpUECTBO YyIECHO IOTOMY, UTO OHO HEMPEICKa3yeMO U HE MOAAAETCS pac-
CYIKY, BBIXOJUT 32 PaMKH JIIOOBIX HOPMAaTHUBOB, CXEM U JieKald. MOXHO CKOJIBKO
YIOJTHO TOBOPHUTH O «Pa3BUTUU KPEATUBHOCTU» U J1a’K€ ITPOBOJIUTH COOTBETCTBYIO-
M€ TPEHUHTH, HO OTKPBITHE U N300peTeHNE BOSHUKAIOT HE Y BCEX, KTO TPEHUPO-
BaJICs, a, OBITH MOXET, U BOBCE y JAPYTUX JIOJCH, KOTOpbIe, KOHEUHO, MHOTO 1Iy-
MaJd HaJl MPOOIEeMOM, €Clii pedb UIET O HayKe, WIH CHIIBHO YyBCTBOBAJIH, €CIIU
JIeJI0 KacaeTcs UCKyccTBa. To €CTh 3TO HEKMI1 HEKOHTPOJIMPYEMBI CKauyOK, IPEephI-
BAIOUIMIA TPEIBIAYIIYI0 HOCTENIEHHOCTh, IMOTpscaroliee OOHApYKEHHE HOBOTO
MHpa, OTKPBITUE MHOTO BUAECHUS, BOCTOPI U PaJOCTh, KOTOPBIE COMPOBOXKIAIOT
3HaMeHHTOe <«@BpHKa!» Jlns TBOopuecTBa HEOOXOAWMO BIOXHOBEHHE, KOTOPOE
4acTO MOHUMAETCS KaK HeUYTO «JIaHHOE CBBIIIEY, JapyeMoe OOraMu, HalleTaHHOe
My3aMmH. B dyne TBopuecTBa Kak Obl CIIETAIOTCS TPAHCLEHACHTHBIE U 3€MHbBIE
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HUMITYJIbCHI, BEIyIIHE JUIHOCTh K TBOPUYECKOMY aKTy, KOTOPBIA BCET/a B YEM-TO
nonoben boxkecTBeHHOMY TBOpeHHIO. B TBopueckoMm mpoliecce emie sipye mposiB-
JIIETCS. MOMEHT, B CYIIHOCTH, XapaKTEPHBIA I YEIIOBEYCCKOTO MBIIICHUS
BOOOIIIE — TO, YTO MBICIb APOCMO NPUXOOUm, IyACCHBIM 00pa3oM BO3HHKAET
CJIOBHO OBl HUOTKY/I.

B Tekcrax OCHOBOMOJIOKHHMKA TYMaHUCTHYECKOW mcuxonoruu A. Macnoy
MO’KHO HAaWTH U3JI0KEHUE XapaKTEPUCTUK BBICIITUX COCTOSIHHMA, OJTHIM U3 KOTOPBIX
OH CUHTAET TBOpUYECTBO. T0 omrcanue, KOTOPOE OH AA€T, PUCYET JIJIsl HAC TOMCTUHE
KapTUHY 4yJa, HEOOBIKHOBEHHYIO PEAIbHOCTh, B KOTOPOM OKA3bIBACTCS YEIOBEK,
OyJZlb TO TIOAT, YUYCHBIN WM N300peTaTesb, MOrpyKEHHBIN B TBOpUecTBO. 1 mepBbIit
MOMEHT, KOTOPBIii Macjoy oTMedaeT, 3TO «OCTaHOBKAa BPEMEHW», PACTBOPEHUE B
HACTOSIIEM, BBIXOJ] 3a MPEebl OOBIICHHBIX MEPHBIX XapakTEepUCTHK. «Bormpoc,
KOTOPBIN ceifuac 3aHMMaeT MOE¢ BHUMAaHHE, — THIIET aBTOpP, — 3aKIIOYACTCS B
TOM, YTO, IT0 MOUM HaOIIOJICHUSM, TBOPUYECKUI YEITOBEK B MUHYTHI BIIOXHOBECHHS,
B MHCIIMPALMOHHYIO (pa3y TBOPUECTBA, 3a0bIBAET O MPOIILIIOM M Oy IyILIeM U )KUBET
TOBKO HacTosAKMM. OH C TOJIOBOM YXOJIUT B TO, YTO OH JIeJIaeT, OH MOTJIONICH, OH
3aXBa4€H MOMEHTOM TBOpYECTBA, OH Bechb ‘3aech u ceiuac”™» [20. C. 73].
OxkazaTbcs BHE BpeMEHH, HECOMHEHHO, 4Y/IECHO. ..

Macnoy BHIUT TBOPUYECTBO KaK MUCTHYECKOE COCTOSTHUE, CBSI3aHHOE C TPAHC-
LEHJICHIIUEH U TToTeper Dro. JIjis TBOpsIIero, Juisi aKTHBHOTO KpeaTopa hcue3aeT
U Tponuioe, u OyjayIiee, JUisi HeTO MHUT U BEYHOCTh CIIMBAIOTCS BoenuHo. Ho 1o
Macnoy TBOpUeCKOe COCTOSIHHE 00JIalaeT elie PsAI0M HEOObIYalHBIX XapaKTepH-
CTHK. DTO HAUBHOCTH BOCIIPHUSITHS, KOTIa YEIOBEK «UyBCTBYET CEPALIEM» TO, YeM
OH 3aHAT, CaM03a0BEHHE U MUHUMH3AIMSA CAMOKOHTPOJISI, CIOCOOHOTO MOMEIIATh
yrayOleHne B mpeaMeT. JTO TakkKe OTKa3 OT CTpaxa M TPEBOTH, OTKIIOYCHHE
3aIUTHBIX MEXaHU3MOB M CAMOOTPAHUUYEHUS, 3TO YCHIICHHE JOBEPHSI K MaTepuary
cBell paboThI, OTKa3 OT MpeayOekKIeHUN, MO3UTHBHAS yYCTAHOBKA K MPUHSATHUIO
HOBOTO ¥ TOHKasi BOCIIPUUMYHUBOCTb.

Macnoy Takxke HaXxOJuT B MPOAYKTHBHOM TBOPYECKOM IPOIECCE CIOHTAH-
HOCTb, 3CTETUYECKOE MUPOBOCTIPUATHE U TTOJIHOE CAMOOCYIIICCTBICHUE HHIUBUIA-
TBOpA. Ecii BAyMaThCs B TO, YTO MHIIET TICKXOJIOT, TO OKa3bIBAETCS, YTO PEYb
HJIET O YyJIECHOM IIPEBPAIICHHH OOBIYHOTO YEJIOBEKA, JKUBYIIETO B TIOBCEAHEBHO-
CTH, BO3MO>XHO, STOUCTUYHOTO ¥ HEPEJKO YHBUIOTO, a MOPOH MBOIIEro u OysHa,
B Kp€aTUBHOE HAJIBPEMEHHOE CYIIIECTBO, PaJIOCTHO U YyTKO 0OpaIieHHOE K MUPY H
UCIBITHIBaIOIIEe 0OTONOOOHBIN SKCTA3 YCIEIIHOTO CO3HUIAHUS WIH OTKPBITHS.

Kpome Toro, TBOpYECTBO 4yIECHBIM 00pa30M MpeBpallacT HAYEM HE MpUMe-
YJaTeNbHbIC BEIIU OOBIICHHOW JKU3HHU B 00pa3bl U CHUMBOJIBI, TIOJHBIC TITyOOKOTO
cmeicia. Kak mmcama ArHa AXMaToBa:

«Korma 6 BbI 3HaIH, U3 KAaKOTO copa
Pacryt cTuxu, He Befas CThIa,

Kak >kenTsIif oqyBaHUHK y 3a00pa,
Kak nomyxu u nebena».
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To ecTb 4y10 IPOUCXOIUT JBAXK/IbI: BO-IIEPBBIX, BOZHUKAET B BHJIE apTedakTa
qyJieCHasi PeaJbHOCTh — XYJO0XKECTBEHHas!, Mo3TUYecKasl, cepa HOBBIX 3HAHUMN
Y HOBBIX M300pETEeHUH, a BO-BTOPHIX, IpeoOpaXkaeTcs caM TBOpEIl, MPEBOCXO/s-
M B mepuoj cBoel pabOThl MPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMmsi, cOpachIBaoLuil J1t0ObIe
OKOBBI U 1aXKe NMOMUPAIOIIUI CaMy CMepTb.

TeKcThl, CBSI3aHHBIE C TBOPYECTBOM, HACBIIIEHBI PA3MBILUIEHUAMHU O €O
YyJECHBIX U UyA0JCHCTBEHHBIX BO3MOXHOCTSX, U SIBISIFOTCS] OTAEJIbHOM O0MbIION
TEMOH /7151 pa3roBopa.

3akoyeHune

3anaBasich LeNbi0 00PHCOBATh CIIEKTP JUCKYPCOB, KOTOPBIE BKIIOYAIOT CIIOBO
«4yZi0» U OIMCAaHUE YYJECHBIX MPOSBICHUN MUpPA U AYIIH, s IOHUMAJIA, 4TO 3TO
HEBO3MOJKHO CIENaTh B OHOM cTaThe. [IpenyioKeHHbI YNTaTEN0 O4epK — JIMILb
HaOpoCcoK 00ImMpPHOM mpobaemaTuku. TeM He MeHee, Mbl OTMETHIIN, YTO (PeHOMEH
qyZa MOXeT ObIThb Kak NpsSMO Ha3BaH, TaK M ONKCAH Yepe3 yKazaHWe Ha ero
PEAKOCTh, HEOXKMJIAHHOCTh M BHE3AIHOCTh, a TAK)Ke OJaroTBOPHOCTH JJISL Y€JO-
Beka. Kak npasuiio, 371ech ynoTpeOsitoTcs IPeBOCXOAHbIE CTEIIEHH, O3HAYaIOII1e
CWJIBHOE YAMBIIEHHE, BOCTOPr, 9KCTa3, pafocTb. CTpeMsCh BBIABUTH PA3JIMYHBIC
THUIIBI TUCKYPCOB, Mbl YKa3aJId HA HAJIWMYKUE WM OTCYTCTBUE CBS3HM UyAd C TPAHC-
LEHACHTHBIM. Pa3roBop B pamMKax peIMIMO3HOIO M HUICAIUCTUYECKOIO BUICHMS
UJET BOKPYT 4yZa KaK MPOSBICHUS CBEPXBECTECTBEHHOI'0, XOTS OHO OOHApYyKH-
BaeT cebs He Kak UyXJI0€ YEJIOBEKy, a CIOCOOHOE OTBEUaTh Ha €ro MPOCHOBI
u obpamenus. Cekynspuszanus, xapaktepHas st XX B., BBIIBUTACT HA MEPBBIH
IUIaH Jpyroe NOHMMAaHHE 4yJa — KaK pe3yJibTaTa aKTMBHOW YEJIOBEYECKOU Jes-
TEILHOCTU B TEXHUUYECKON U COLMAIBHO cepe, Kak Takoe uyJ0, KOTOPOe yKe He
3aBUCUT OT MHOMHUPHOI'O, HO TBOPUTCSI CHUJIaMHU CaMOT0 4eloBeka. BaxkHo, 4To B
JAHHOM CJIy4ae IUIOJbl YeJIOBEYECKOro TBOPYECTBA IOpPa)XKar0T BOOOpa)KeHHe
U SBIIIOTCS 4yZOM C TOYKM 3PEHMS MPEAbIAyLIero nepuoja passurud. Hakower,
TPETUIl JUCKYPC COBMEILIAET B ce0€ MPEACTaBICHUE O POJIU BBICIIUX CUJI U CAMOTO
YeJI0BEKa B MOSBJICHUY Yy/ia: /U1 BOSHUKHOBEHMSI IEPEKUBAHUI Uy IECHOTO HE00-
XOJIMMBI KaK «MMILYJIbCHI CBBILLIE», TAK U CTPEMIICHHE CaMUX JI0Jel. BHyTpH Kax-
JIOTO BHUJIa IUCKYPCOB MOKHO BBIICIMTH MX Pa3HOOOpa3HbIe BapUAHTHI, KOTOPHIE
KpaTKO pacCCMOTPEHBI B CTaThe, HO KaXK/IbI U3 KOTOPBIX MOXKET OBITh IPOaHAINU3H-
poBaH ropaszio noapoduee. 1 xors 00 akTyaabHOCTH TeMbl OOBIYHO TOBOPST B Ca-
MOM HayaJjie U3JI0KEeHUs, 51 XOTesa Obl 3aBepILIMTh MTPe/IaraéMblii YNTATENIO aHATIN3
YTBEPKACHUEM TOTO, YTO O 4yJl€ CTOUT MHUCaTh, BO-NEPBBIX, [IOTOMY, YTO CIOBOM
«4yyJecHoe» 0003HauaeTcs TO JIydllee, YTO ObIBACT Y JIFOACH, YETO OHU JKEIAI0T JUIs
ce0s1, a BO-BTOPBIX, MOTOMY UYTO 3TO «4YJECHOE» HUMEET OYCHb Pa3HbIM CMBICI, U,
KacasiChb TEMBbI 4yJia, Mbl JOJKHBI [IOHUMATh IPYT ApyTa.
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Abstract. Religious fundamentalism continues to be an enormous concern in the
aftermath of the 9/11 tragedy since the atrocity involved numerous extremist groups, including
religious fundamentalist ones. This horrible tragedy has brought in all citizens of the globe
mindful of the existential threat of these organizations. Their existence sparks an immense
discourse in various fields, including in the academic field that centres around the query of
‘what drives them to act mercilessly and inhumanely.” Aside from political matters, their
extremism is shaped by their method of approach to the doctrines or dogmas, teachings,
ideologies, and religious traditions of faith they espouse. The methodology used by
fundamentalists in approaching their religious texts and traditions is one of the major issues
confronting religious fundamentalism. That methodology refers to the authoritative method,
which entails two notable inquiries. Why do fundamentalists consider their religious doctrines
or dogmas to be infallible or unquestionable? Why do they presume that all other knowledge
and values are subordinate to their religious texts? This philosophical analysis seeks to
investigate and evaluate the flaws of the authoritative method within fundamentalism by
contrasting it with the Deweyan experimental or scientific method and bridging the two
methods with the ‘reflective method’ the author postulates.
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Introduction

This article expands on what had been discussed in a published analysis titled
Fundamentalism: A Cognitive Bias? [1. P. 167]. Fundamentalism is portrayed as a
cognitive bias in that article. This piece will focus on epistemological and
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methodological issues within it, one of which is the authoritative method the
fundamentalists apply in approaching their religious texts that shape their frame of
mind and alter their social behavior. The authoritative method, from a psychological
approach, pertains to how fundamentalists perceive the world and their life
experiences through a total correlation to the sacred texts they hold [2. P. 5]. The
main query is: What is the true significance of these sacred texts, and what are the
possible consequences of the application of that method for fundamentalists? The
following subsections will discuss the major drawbacks of the fundamentalist
authoritative method, the Deweyan experimental or scientific method, and finally
the ‘reflective method’ the author proposes in bridging the aforementioned methods.

Authoritative Method and Its Key Issues

In this section we will investigate how this method leads the fundamentalists
to an authoritarian attitude toward other groups in their social relationships. What
exactly is the authoritative method? What are its major flaws? Should the method
be arguable in terms of religious faith? The method’s foundation is an ontological
approach to the existence of God as the source of religious beliefs. On this
foundation, the method establishes religious texts as authoritative texts containing
infallible truths, only because fundamentalists believe such texts were handed down
directly and conveyed to humankind by God through revelations. The method is
built on three key premises. First, religious texts are considered absolute truths.
Second, religious texts subordinate non-religious norms. 7hird, fundamentalists
believe they are bound and obliged to develop, maintain, and defend their religious
texts as the only supreme source for any ethical standards of norms and principles
enforced in their society. Are fundamentalists deemed to be mistaken given that
their religious beliefs have their foundation on these three premises?

From a religious standpoint, the answer to that question is ‘no’ for four reasons.
First, they have the right and freedom to believe. Second, as in Wittgenstein’s
perspective, religious belief is a matter of faith, and hence believing in religious
truths belongs to a different language game, incomparable to, say, scientific truths
[3. P. 57]. Third, religious belief, like in Kierkegaard’s idea, is a matter of passion
and spirit that is subjective and personal [4. P. 29]. Fourth, like in Climacus’ view,
religious truth is subjective and the question of faith is not an ‘objective’ and
‘empirical’ issue that can be resolved by appeal to historical evidence, but to
‘existential’ and ‘personal’ significance of it [5. P. 132]. So, what is the main
argument used to question fundamentalism’s authoritative method? Their method
of interpreting religious texts determines their attitudes in society as well. To cite
William James’ pragmatic method or the Swedenborgian Doctrine of Use,
(religious) beliefs are tested by their consequences on believers [6. P. xxiv, 327].

Deweyan Experimental or Scientific Method

In weighing the authoritative method, the author employs the Deweyan
scientific method with its underlying assumptions concerning religion and religious
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texts. (1) Religion is a world of conjecture; (2) There are neither absolute truths nor
timeless truths; (3) The doctrinal method is limited and private, while the method
of intelligence is open and public; (4) Transcendental ideals or norms are putative;
(5) Religious experience is the ultimate basis of religion itself; (6) Religious ideas
and hypothesis should not be treated as truths, but as action-guiding principles; (7)
Truth claims of the religious institutions could be tested, and the effects of their
various claims could be adjudicated [7. P. 191—205]. Dewey appears to offer two
key notions, namely the essence of religion and the position of religious truths.

First, the essence of religion is religiosity founded on religious experience.
Religiosity is not a matter of ‘truth’ or ‘a world of truth,” but a matter of ‘fruit’ and
‘a world of meaning’ for the lives of believers. By emphasizing the concept of
‘common experience as the standard of judgement and value’, Dewey intends to
assert that religious teachings are produced from religious experience. He questions
authoritative methods that place a heavy emphasis on dogmas. He asserts that
“common experience is capable of developing from within itself methods which
will secure direction for itself and will create inherent standards of judgement and
value” [8. P. 38]. Second, there are no absolute or timeless truths. Truths stem from
inquiries operating employing observation, experiment, record, and controlled
reflection [9. P. 32]. Dewey’s concept of truth may offer us a definition, that what
we term ‘truth’ is not anything that ‘falls from the sky.” Dewey appears to
distinguish between two forms of truth: scientific truth and doctrinal truth.
Scientific truths are ideas that emerge from experimentation in people’s everyday
lives, as well as from intellectual thinking. The truth is reached by an open
intelligence process that can be tested publicly. Meanwhile, because doctrinal truth
is a matter of belief, it is confined and private [9. P. 39]. The following is the
overview of Dewey’s principal ideas of religion and his type of approach toward
religious texts.

1. Deweyan Philosophy of Religion

The major flaws of the authoritative method, a top-down method (all texts
written in sacred books are considered God’s infallible and unquestionable truths),
will be evaluated through Dewey’s philosophy of religion and his scientific method,
a bottom-up method. Dewey’s fundamental claim is that religious texts and ideas
function as hypotheses and guiding principles rather than truths. By way of his
concept of a ‘religion’ and ‘the religious’, he argues the significance of religion is
religiosity rather than religious dogmas generated by religious institutions. Dewey
confronts a widely held belief that one’s religiosity is solely determined by the
religion one practices. For Dewey, simply because a person does not accept any
religion does not imply that he or she is a non-religious person. True religiousness
is defined by the quality of one’s attitudes, and the vitality of religious institutions
resides in the ‘fruits’ that demonstrate their quality. [7. P. 199]. His idea of ‘religion
as a noun-substantive’ and ‘religious as an adjectival’ indicates that ‘a religion’
denotes an institutional structure, whereas ‘the religious’ denotes neither an
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institutional organization nor a set of religious ideas [9. P. 9]. Dewey uses the terms
to show that the heart of religion is ‘religious experience,” not religious
organizations or the dogmas they create. He underlines that “religious experience
is the ultimate basis of religion itself” [9. P. 10].

In terms of the dilemma of the authoritative method, religious institutions are
another key locus of Deweyan criticism. Returning to his concept of ‘a religion’and
‘the religious,” Dewey appears to draw a connection between the issues of the
authoritative method and how religious institutions function. Religious institutions,
according to Dewey, are governing entities that establish religious structures and
ideas, and they hold responsibility for resolving fundamentalist problems.
Regarding this matter, William James’ view of religion aligns with Dewey’s. He
concentrates primarily on the creative works of religious institutions and the effects
they have on their congregations, rather than on criteria of dogmas. Religious
institutions, according to both thinkers, have no particular privilege just because
they claim to have some links to the supernatural, and their significance is
determined by the quality of the leadership of their elites [7. P. 197—198]. From
the elite class theory, the minority class leads the majority class in any group. This
theory suggests that religious leaders are responsible for creating religious values
and educating their followers. Regarding this class, Dewey underlines that
“educators must be ready to devote their life to drive the education system into a
humanistic culture” [7. P. 198]. This group has had a considerable influence on the
existence of fundamentalist groups.

The feud between Pakistani fundamentalist groups and Fazlur Rahman, a
Pakistani Islamic philosopher and prominent liberal reformer of Islam, can be taken
as an example of how fundamentalist groups are vulnerable to the infiltration of
religious demagogues who abuse the power they wield, and it exemplifies how
religious institutions are frequently run by demagogues, rather than pedagogues.
Ebrahim Moosa, in the introduction for the book of Rahman, describes the case:
“As a person who held strong convictions and the author of provocative
ideas, Fazlur Rahman was maligned and castigated by the Muslim clerical
establishment, neo-revivalist political activists, and political conservatives in
Pakistan...Demagogues, of both religious and political stripes, orchestrated
campaigns of mass hysteria and protests against him on the pretext that they
ostensibly found some of his views and interpretations offensive” [10. P. 15]. The
author reviews this case as a clear portrayal that the authoritative method within
fundamentalism is dominantly determined by the political preference of the
religious demagogues, and it often leads the fundamentalists to coercive,
aggressive, and impulsive attitudes.

2. Deweyan Notion of ‘Religious Doctrines as Hypothesis’

Dewey’s argument contains three major premises. First, there are no
unquestionable truths, and religious ideas are hypothetical ideas. Religious ideas
should be treated as ‘prospective possibilities’, rather than absolute truths, and they
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are conceptual devices that can be altered into useful ideas as they are applied to
the materials of concrete experience in the lives of religious people
[7. P. 195—197]. Dewey seems to underline that religious ideas should be treated
as inspirational texts and guiding principles for the lives of religious people, rather
than as absolute truths. Second, religious ideas are considered as tools that can be
fruitful when used as the materials of concrete experience. Third, the pragmatic
method objects to the notion of absolute truths. Dewey, Hickman writes, considers
that “our experience does not have to conform to putative supernatural, ideological,
or transcendental ideal or norms; experience itself — our experience in and of our
cultural and historical context — is capable of generating the norms and ideals that
allow it to grow and develop” [7. P. 193; 11. P. 95]. Dewey says not that
transcendental ideas have their origins in God or men. He simply underlines that
human experience can generate ideas that do not have to correspond to
transcendental ideas. However, those transcendental ideas enable men to
comprehend the world around them.

Dewey’s perception of religious ideals or norms comprises two main points.
First, transcendental norms or ideals are putative. His term ‘putative transcendental
norms’ appears to imply that the transcendental norms are conjectural or
hypothetical. Sacred texts, thus, must not be viewed as absolute truths. Second,
human experience is capable of generating and establishing norms and ideals that
allow it to grow and evolve. When it comes to approaching religious teachings,
Dewey stands in opposition to fundamentalist. Fundamentalists believe that
religious ideals and norms are developed through a ‘top-down process’ in which
God, whom they regard as the source of truth, sends down His commandments
through revelations received by the prophets. Dewey, on the other hand, believes
that religious ideals and norms are developed through a ‘bottom-up process’, that
they also stem from social experience and evolve within the human context. It hints
that religious ideals and teachings are not the exclusive source of moral values for
humanity. However, Dewey’s objection to absolute or timeless truths does not
imply that he disregards the importance of any religious truths. The Deweyan
pragmatist approach to religion only stands up to fundamentalists who believe that
their holy books are the only source of any ethical norms. The Deweyan
experimental approach doesn’t discount and overlook the notion of religious truths
of their believers.

3. Beyond Religionism

This part expands on the first subtheme of this section. However, the author
will concentrate on the basic distinctions between the Deweyan and the
fundamentalist approaches to religion. We can discover it from Dewey’s principle
of positioning ‘the religious’ beyond ‘a religion’. Dewey’s concept of ‘the
religious’ does not denote any specific entity, whether institutional or doctrinal.
Dewey seems to explicate the notion of his philosophy of religion, that the centrality
of religion is in ‘religiosity and religious experience’, rather than in religious
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institutions from which religious dogmas or doctrine are produced. Dewey appears
to treat religious experience as the central idea of his philosophy of religion
[7. P. 193—194]. In a broader sense, the key issue within fundamentalism is that
the fundamentalists overly concentrate on ‘religious dogmas or doctrines’ generated
by religious institutions, rather than religiosity and religious experience within their
everyday life as religious people. From this perspective, religion is a matter of
spirituality. It is the same as saying that the vitality of religion is spirituality. What
is absent from fundamentalism is spirituality because fundamentalists value
dogmas or doctrines over spirituality. Dewey may be correct in arguing that
religious experience should be allowed to develop without external restraints or
religious institutions [7. P. 193]. What Dewey means by ‘religious experience as
the essence of religiosity’, to the author's understanding, is that the heart of religion
is something beyond religious dogmas.

Where do dogmas or religious doctrines stand? Dewey acknowledges the
importance of religious dogmas. Given that he underlines ‘the religious’ (red:
religiosity) rather than ‘religion,” Dewey appears to position religious teachings as
inspirations, motivations, aspirations, or guiding principles. Michael Eldridge, a
Deweyan interpreter, points out that religious doctrines and teachings should be
treated as ‘action-guiding possibilities’ that are continually revised through the
reconstructive process. They are not outside of experience [7. P. 193]. The main
issue with authoritative methods is that the fundamentalists are inclined to impose
their religious ideals and dogmas they regard as authoritative teachings on other
groups. Their efforts are both sociologically and epistemologically flawed for two
reasons. The fact that the diversity of religious beliefs and religious texts is
contingent in nature. Religious texts are conjectural texts, and as such, they should
not be treated as truths or absolute truths, but as inspiring and motivating principles
for the lives of believers. Religious teachings address spirituality and religiosity,
which, as Mohandas Karamchand Gandhi put it, means practicing love and
humanity rather than truths [12. P. 154].

Another fundamental contribution of the pragmatism approach is related to the
concept of the relation between the theory that corresponds to religious cognition
and praxis to social conduct [7. P. 194]. Two questions should be inserted here.
How can we assess the quality of religious teachings? What criteria are used to
determine religiousness? Dewey’s assertion that ‘religious facts are raw materials’
emphasizes the importance of religious truths being integral to religious people’s
values of life. They must be tested experimentally and practically, in the sense that
religious truths must be implemented and tested in the social lives of the religious.
This Deweyan pragmatic method makes more sense than the fundamentalists’
authoritarian viewpoint. However, Deweyan scientific approach cannot be applied
in the sense that science does. The author would propose another approach, the
‘reflective method,” which has comparable principles to the scientific method. The
‘reflective method’ will be discussed in the theme that follows.
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Reflective Method

This section expands on what the author means by ‘reflective method’,
comparing it to Deweyan ‘scientific method’ and the fundamentalist ‘authoritative
method.” The scientific method in science seeks objective truths. However,
objective truths in science are not given-truths as in fundamentalism’s authoritative
method. Truth in science, as in Dewey’s and William James’ concept, is “truth as
warranted assertability...it is constructed and reconstructed within human
cognition” [7. P. 195; 13. P. 35]. Truth in sciences arises from human cognition
through the process of trial-and-error or of ‘Popper’s falsification’, in the sense
that the truth we hold at present is not a final truth. The reflective method seeks
inspirations, motivations, visions, principles, and values in religious texts,
doctrines, or teachings for the lives of religious people. While ‘religious truths’ are
incomparable to ‘scientific truths,” both may still be tested reflectively. The
reflective method is distinguished by deep measures toward religious truths. It does
not concentrate on ‘authoritative truth’ as in fundamentalism or on ‘objective truths’
as in science, but on how the quality and the values of those truths are tested in
believers’ social conducts, whether they are constructive or destructive, useful, or
worthless. Like the scientific method, the reflective method emphasizes the
principle of utility that deals with the demands of concrete and existential affairs
[7.P.195].

Methodologically, if the experimental method is undertaken through the
method of ‘repeatability — falsifiability — transparency — objectivity’,
the reflective method is undertaken through the method of ‘retrospection —
reflection — projection’; construing the relevance and the contextuality of sacred
texts to be able to meet and to respond existential affairs in the past, present and
their projection in the future. From this concept, religious truths have two aspects:
religious and social. From a religious standpoint, their function and applicability
are restricted to intragroup, in the sense that those truths are only applicable to
believers. While, from a social standpoint, those claims are in interaction with alien
value systems and claims. Once those truths have reached the realm of society, they
should be tested or evaluated. This is because they have ramifications for the lives
of religious people. Ultimately, examining the authoritative method using the
Deweyan scientific method does not seek to widen the divide between science and
religion or to elevate one above the other. The Deweyan scientific method does not
aim to achieve the ‘scientification of religion’ in a narrow sense, but in a broader
one, which is that science and its secular ideas do not lead religion to an end; rather,
they establish religion in a new framework of meaning [14. P. 179].
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AHHOTaNMA. PemUrno3Heiii pyHIaMEHTATN3M MIPOIOIDKACT BBI3EIBATH OIPOMHYIO 03200-
YEHHOCTb Nocie Tpareguu 11 ceHTsa0ps, MOCKOIbKY B 3TOM 3JI0JESHUM Y4acTBOBAIM MHOTO-
YHCIIEHHBIE SKCTPEMUCTCKUE TPYIIIBI, B TOM YHUCIIE UCIIOBEAYIONINE PEIUTHO3HBIN QyHIaMeH-
Tajau3M. DTa yKacHas Tparelus 3acTaBWIa BCEX IPayKAaH MUPA OCO3HATh IK3UCTEHLUAIBHYIO
YIpo3y, UCXOAAIIYIO OT 3TUX OpraHuzanuil. Ix cymiectBoBanue BBI3BIBAET OYpHbIE JUCKYCCHH
B pPa3IMYHBIX 00JACTAX, B TOM YHCJIE B aKaJeMHUYECKOi cepe, B KOTOPOil IIIaBHBI BOIPOC
COCTOHT B BBISICHEHHH TOTO, «YTO 3aCTABIISIET STH IPYIIIHI 1eiiCTBOBATEH Oecromanto 1 oecde-
J10Be4HO». [IOMUMO MOJIMTHYECKOr0 MaTepuasa, X IKCTPEMU3M MOIMUTHIBAETCS OCOOBIM MO/~
XOJIOM K JOKTPUHAM WJIM JOTMaM, YUeHUSAM, HUICOJOTHSIM U PETUTHO3HBIM TPAJUIIUSIM BEPHI,
KOTOpBIE OHU HCIOBEAYIOT. METOI0NOT s, NCTIONb3yeMas (pyHIaMEHTATNCTAMH TIPH TTOIX0e
K CBOMM PEJIMTHO3HBIM TEKCTaM M TpalulUsIM, ABISETCS OAHON M3 OCHOBHBIX Hpobiem
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B WCCJICIOBAaHNH PEIUTHO3HOTO (pyHIAMECHTATN3Ma. DTa METOIOJIOTHSI OTHOCHTCSI K aBTOPH-
TapHOMY METOZy, KOTODBIi BiieueT 3a co00il ABa BakKHBIX Bompoca. [louemy dyHIameHTanu-
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TAIFHOMY WIH HAayYHOMY MeTony JploW M COeNWHSSI TH [IBa METOJA C «PEe(IICKCHBHBIM
METOJIOM», TOCTYJINPYEMBIM aBTOPOM.
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Abstract. The study is devoted to the study of actual state of the archival materials of V..S.
Solovyov which are held in different funds of Russia. During the working process was carried
out the analysis of Solovyov’s related materials in a number of archives of Moscow and St.
Petersburg. In the context of this topic, documents from such archive funds as: RGALI, GARF,
TsAGM, OR RSL (Moscow), OR RNL, IRLI RAS, RGIA (St. Petersburg) were reviewed.
Particular attention was paid to the 1880s as the least researched period of philosopher’s work
in his biography due to the insufficient availability of sources and to the restrictions of spiritual
censorship in connection with the church-political content of Solovyov’s works of this
period (“The Great Debate and Christian Politics”, 1883; “The History and Future of
Theocracy”, 1887, etc.). In this regard, special attention was paid to the Solovyov funds in such
archives as RGALI (F. 446) and OR RNB (F. 718). In the course of the study, many storage
units were identified containing unsorted, draft materials, notebooks and notes of the
philosopher, which need to be systematized and studied. The work carried out allows us to
establish the scale and determine the priority areas of current research on the creative biography
and philosophy of V.S. Solovyov based on the study of primary sources in the archives of
Russia.
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Yeunus o nmyOnukanuu counHennid Bnaammmpa Cepreesuda CosioBbeBa
(1853—1900) Hauanuch NpaKTUYECKU Cpa3y MOCIE CMEPTU MBICIUTENS, [IEPBbIC
CeMb TOMOB M3 3aIVIAaHUPOBAHHBIX BOCHMH OBLTM H3JaHBI OpaTOM MBICITUTENS
Muxawminom CepreeBudem, MOCIEIHUHN K€ TOM IO €r0 3aBEIaHHUI0 ObLIT OJTrOTOB-
JieH Kk ne4yatd U usnad 3ateM [.A. Pauunckum [1]. B 1910—1914 rr. ceiHOM
M.C. ConosseBa Cepreem MuxaiinoBudem coBMecTHO ¢ 3.J1. PanmoBsiM ObLITO BEI-
MyIleHo BTopoe u3aanue 3troro Codpanus counHenuit gpuiiocoda, ¢ JOMOTHUTENb-
HbIMH 9-M 1 10-M Tomamu [2]. [Tapamnensro 3.J1. PannoBsiM ObUIO BBITYIIEHO Ye-
ThIpexToMHOE coOpanue uceM B.C. ConoBreBa [3], B KOTOpoe TakKe ObLTH BKITIO-
YeHbI HEKOTOPHIE HE BOLIEANIHE B ero n3HadansHoe CoOpanne counHeHui myomm-
UCTHYECKHE paldoThl, a Takke moBecTh «Ha 3ape TyMaHHON IOHOCTH» U HEKOTO-
phl€ LIYyTOYHBIE IPOU3BEIEHUSA. TeM HEe MEHee, JaHHOE COOpaHue COYMHEHUH co-
JIepKanio MHOTOYHCIIEHHBIE JIAKYHBI (Ha €ro HEeMOJHOTY yKa3blBall B TOM YHUCJIE U
cocraBurenu, M.C. ConosbeB B [IpennciaoBun k nepsoMy usnanuto: «B npeanara-
emoe cobOpanue counHennii Baagumupa Cepreesuda CosioBbeBa BOHIYT MO BO3-
MO>KHOCTH BCE€ €r0 OpPUTMHAJIbHBIE IIPOU3BEICHUS, 3a UCKIOYEHUEM CTUXOTBOpE-
Huii u nosectu» [4. C. VII] u C.M. ConoBseB B IIpenucioBun KO BTOPOMY:
«I[Ipon3BoaNTh KakHe-THMOO CYIIECTBEHHbIC TEPEMEHbI B TAaKOM KalMTAIbHOM
TpyJe, KakuM ObLIO IIEPBOE U3JJaHUE, sl HE CUel HYKHBIM U OIPAaHUYUJIICS U3MEHE-
HUSMH YUCTO (POPMATIBHOT'O XapaKTepa U HEKOTOPhIMHU JtonoHeHussMm» [4. C. V).
Tak, Hu B W3Ha4yanbHBIE 8§ TOMOB, HM B mociuenyromue 10 He ObuTa BKIIOUCHA
pabota B.C. ConoBseBa «Poccust u Beenenckas LlepkoBby, H3HaUaabHO HAMMCAH-
Hasi UM Ha (paHIly3CKOM SI3bIKE U U3aHHasi BO @paHLnu, TOCKOJIbKY B Poccun ona
HE MOrJia ObITh NMPOMYIIEHA JyXOBHOM LeH3ypoii [5]. TpeTbuM nznanuem coumHe-
HUN MBICIHUTENS, B OCHOBY KOTOpPOTO JIETJIM W3JaHus, noarotosieHHsie M.C.,
C.M. ConoBseBbiMu, 3.J1. Pagnosem u I'.A. Paunnckum, MoxHO cuntath Cobpa-
Hue, Beimenaniee B 1960-x rr. B bproccene B kaTonmueckoM u3aaTenbcTBe «OKU3Hb
¢ borom» [6]. IIpumeuaTensHo, uTo K naHHOMY CobOpanuto 6bu1H J00aBieHs! 11 u
12 Toma, B KOTOPBIX BIIEpBbIE ObljIa MPOU3BE/IEHA MOMbBITKA APXUBHOI'O PO3BICKA U
nocienyroomei myoaukanuu pador CojoBbeBa, MOCBSIIEHHBIX KyMEHHYECKON
teMaTuke. OTAENbHOr0 YIIOMUHAaHUS 3aciyxuBaeT CoOpaHue COYMHEHUN MBICIIN-
TeJs, U31aHHOe B [ 'epMaHuK Ha HEMELIKOM si3bIKe noJ1 penakuueit Jlynonspa Mroi-
nepa [7]. bonpmias yacTe apXUBHOTO HACTEIUsI MBICIUTENS ObLIa Takke rnepepado-
TaHa U ONMyOJMKOBaHAa B paMKax Hayapiuerocs B 1990-x rr. mpoekra I[lomHoro
coOpaHus counHeHui u nuceM ¢unocoda, opraHM30BaHHOrO Ha O6a3e MHcTuTyTa
¢unocopuu PAH (B yactHocTH, BHUMaHUs 3acinykuBaeT ToM 4 IICC, B koTopom
N.B. bopucoBoii 6bl1a npou3BeieHa PEKOHCTPYKIUS TBOPUECKONH UCTOPUH ITPOU3-
BezeHuil ColloBheBa Ha OCHOBE aHajIM3a ApXUBHBIX (DOHIOB U MEPUOIUYECKON
neyatu nepuoga 1878—1882 rr.) [8].
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CBoe0oOpa3HbIM MOArOTOBUTENBHBIM 3TanioM K [lonmHoMy coOpaHHIo counHe-
HHU MOYKHO CUMTaTh IBYXTOMHUK noj peaakiuei H.A. Korpenesa u B.b. Pamikos-
ckoro 1989 1. [9]. B wacTHOCTH, B HEM YCHIIHSIME dTHX HCCIIE0BaTENCH ObLT OITy0-
JIUKOBAH psJl paHee HEU3BECTHBIX (DUIOKATOIMUECKHUX mpousBeneHuii CoiaoBbeBa
(«ITucemo B pemaxmmio xypHaia “Przeglad Polski”» [10. C. 267—272], «OTBeT Ha
myOJIUYHbIe YTeHUS 0. uepoMoHaxa AHTOHUS 0 “IIpeBocxoIcTBE MpaBOCIaBUs HaJ
ydyeHrueM nanusma B ero usnokeHun Bi. ConosbeBeiM™» [10. C. 274—280],
«ITucemo umneparopy Anekcauapy II» [10. C. 283—285] u 1.1.).

Kak MOXHO BUAETH U3 CHIEIAHHOTO BBIIIE KPATKOTO 0030pa, BO BCEX yKa3aH-
HBIX MOMBITKaX NOATOTOBKU U u3anusa Cobpanust counHenuii ¢punocoda ObLH 3a-
JIeiCTBOBAHbI M HEOITyOJIMKOBAHHBIC MIPU €T0 JKU3HU apXHUBHBIE PYKOITUCH, TPOU3-
BeJIcHA MOMNBITKA aHAJIM3a U BKIIOYEHHS B OOIIYI0 KaHBY TBOPYECTBA MBICIUTEIS
HEJONMCAaHHBIX, OCTABJICHHBIX BUEPHE MM OTKJIOHEHHBIX LIEH3YpPOU B CBOE BpPEMSI
K re4yaTu paboT. B coBpeMEHHOM pOCCHHCKOM COJIOBHLEBOBEACHUU OOJbIIAS
paboTa 1o po3bICKYy U MyOIMKALMU apXUBHBIX MaTEPHAJIOB MBICIHUTENS OblIa Mpo-
BeaeHa H.B. Korpenesbim, A.A. HocosbiM, 1.B. bopucosoii, A.I1. Ko3bipeBbiM 1
ap. B 9101 cBsI3M MOTYT OBITh yKa3aHbI, B YaCTHOCTH, HAXOJIKA U Iy OJIUKAIHS TPaK-
tara punocoda «La Sophia» (1876—1882), cuuraBiierocs yrepsHHbIM, HO OOHa-
pyxenHoro B ¢onae ¢umocopa B PI'AJIN [11], a Ttakke myOnuYHON JNEKIHUU
ConoBbeBa, B KOTOPOil OH MPHU3BIBAJ TOMHIJIOBATh HAPOJAOBOJIBLIEB — YOUIIIL Haps
Anekcannpa II [12].

CTOUT OTMETUTH TaKXke, 4TO HauOoJbllee KOJIUYECTBO JIAKYH B H3YUCHHH
apxuBHOro Haciuenus CoioBbeBa NMPUXOAWUTCSA Ha MO3JHUI MEpPHOJ €ro TBOpYe-
ctBa— 1880—1890-¢ rr. MiIMeHHO MaHHOMY MEPUOAY OTHOCHTCS HauOoJIbIee
YHCII0 «HEOMHCAHHBIX» U «HEPa300paHHBIX» EIWHHI[ APXUBHOTO XPAHCHUS:
YEpHOBBIX MaTepUasOB, 3alMCHBIX KHUXKEK, KOHCHEKTOB Quiiocoda, ero mucem
K HEYCTaHOBJICHHBIM JIMIIaM, Pa3pO3HEHHBIX JIUCTOB U T.A. [JOKyMEHTBI Takoro
XapakTepa MPUCYTCTBYIOT MPAKTUYECKH B KaXJIOM apXHUBE MBICTUTENS, U Kaxaas
eIMHUIIA XPAHEHUSI TAaKOTO POJa MpeacTaBisgeT co0oil mMarepuan s OyIyliero
OTIENBHOTO UccleqoBanus. [Ipy 5TOM CTOUT OTMETUTH TaKXKe, YTO HAauOOJIBIIUN
I1acT MPOU3BENEHUI OTHOCUTCS K mo3aHemy nepuony: 1880—1890-m rogawm,
MepUoy, MEepBOE NECATUIIETHE KOTOPOro MPUHATO 0003HAYATh B MCCIEAOBATEb-
CKOH nuTeparype Kak mnepuoj| «reokparndeckuii» [13. P. 8], «ucropuocodckuiinm
[14. C. 60] «yTonmmueckuii» [15. C. 405], «pumckuii» [16. C. 239], «60orocaoBcko-
nyOmuuctuyeckuit» [17. C. 123], «neproa 60pb0bI, mponaranabl ¥ IPOTOBEI»
[18. C. 131].

®opmanbHON TOYKOM OTCUETa JaHHOTO Nepuojia TBopuecTtBa ConoBbeBa MpH-
HSATO CUMUTATh €r0 BHICTYIUICHHE C MMyOJIMYHON PEUbl0 B 3alIUTY HAPOJIOBOJIBLEB —
yOuiiy umnepatopa Anekcanzpa II 28 mapta 1881 r. B 3ane Kpenutnoro o0miectsa
B Cankr-IlerepOypre. Teme oObenuHenus xpuctTuaHckux LlepkBeit ObLIO MOCBS-
[IEHO HEMAJIO pabOT MBICIUTENS, BBILICIIINX B TaHHBIN nepuo;: « Tpu peun B ma-
MaTh JloctoeBckoro» (1881—1883), «Benukuii criop u XpucTuaHcKas MOJIUTUKAY
(1883), «/lyxOBHBIE OCHOBBI )KMU3HI» (B IEPBOM peaakuuu —«Peaurno3npie OCHOBBI
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xu3Hu» — 1884 r., BTopoe mnznanue — 1897 r.), mepeBos ¢ rpeyeckoro «Y4eHus
JIBEHAIATH aroCcTONIOBY» («Awdayn TV dddeka AnostoOAmvy», 80 T. H.3.), BBIIOI-
HEHHBIA MBICIIUTENIEM COBMECTHO ¢ O6patom Muxausnom (1886), u t.4. «Ilybmumm-
CTUYECKMM» JIaHHBIM INEPUOJ TOXE Ha3bIBACTCSA HUCCIIENOBATEISIMU TBOPYECTBA
MBICJIMTEI HECHPOCTa: Ha NpoTsuKeHUM 1880-X IT. ero craTtbu Ha LEPKOBHYIO
TeMaTuky Beixoauiu B razere M.C. AkcakoBa «Pycb», )xypHanax «HoBoe Bpems»,
«Bepa u pazym», «IIpaBocnaBHoe 0603penue», «Bectuuk EBpons» u T.1.
[Tomumo mpodyero, myOnukanus paboT, MOCBAIIEHHBIX BOIPOCY O COEAMHE-
HUU TIPABOCIABHON M KaTOJUYECKOM IEepKBeH, Hanbosee BOJIHOBABIIETO MBICIIH-
TeJs B ATy MOPY €ro *U3HU M TBOPUECTBA, HACTPOUJIM MPOTUB HEro (aKTUYECKU
BCIO MHTEJUIEKTYaJbHYIO 3JIUTY TOTAAIIHETO POCCHHUCKOTo olmiecTBa: oT aubepa-
JIOB 10 KOHCEpPBATOPOB, YTO MOBJEKIO 3a COOOM MOJEMHYECKHE CTOJIKHOBEHHS
ConoBbeBa € MPEACTABUTENSIMU MBICIALIEN PYyCCKOM MHTEJUIMTEHIMM (B YHCIO
UJCHHBIX OMIOHEHTOB MBICIUTENS BXOAMIN TaKKe MHOTHE €ro ObIBIIME copaT-
HUKHU U yuuTens, Kak, Hanpumep: renepain A.A. Kupees, K.H. becryxes-Promus,
n3narens razersl «Pyce» U.C. AkcakoB, pegaktop ra3ersl « MOCKOBCKHE BEIOMO-
ctm» M.H. KatkoB, mportomepeit u mpodeccop MOCKOBCKOTO YHHUBEPCHUTETA
A.M. MBannos-IlnaronoB, uznarenu xypHajia XapbKOBCKOM JyXOBHOM ceMHHa-
pun «Bepa u pasym» K.E. Uctomun (T. Crosnos), A.Il. [HocteuH 1 ap.), HERO-
BOJILCTBO JYXOBHOHM LEH3Ypbl M JHYHO oOep-mpokypopa Caareiimero Cunoma
K.IT. ITo6enonocueBa, HEBO3MOKHOCTh My OIHMKALUU paOdOT MO [IEPKOBHO-TIOJIUTH-
yeckoi Tematuke B Poccun — U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, Iy OIMKAIIUIO0 MHOTHX M3 HUX 32
py6exxom. Tak, Hanbosee 3HaUNTEIBHBINA U 3aTaJOYHBIN TPAKTAT MBICIUTENS STOTO
nepuopa, «Mcropus u OyayluHOCTh TEOKPATUI, IO MEPE TOTOBHOCTH €T0 OT/IENb-
HBIX TIJIaB, 1O MOMEHTa W3JIaHUS BCEro TEKCTa LIEJIMKOM, MeyYaTajics B TEUCHHE
1885—1886 rr. B )xypHane «IIpaBocnaBHoe 0603peHne». IHTEpecHO, YTO CTAaThH,
BBIXOJMBIINE paHblie B «[IpaBociaBHOM 0003peHHN», B UTOTOBOM BapHaHTE CTAIN
rimaBamMu 0Oojee «Mo3AHMX» 1o cMmbicny KHUr (EBaHrenbckoe ocHoBaHHE
ooroenactus // IlpaBocinaBHoe oOo3penue. 1885. No 1, cooTBETCTBYET TiiaBaM
XIX—XXIV knuru nsatoil «SfBnenne Meccun u ocHoBanue HoBozaBeTHOM
teokpatuu. LlapctBo boxue u Llepkosey»; LlapcTtBo boxue u LlepkoBe B OTKpOBe-
nuu Hosoro 3amera // IlpaBocimaBHoe o6o3penme. 1885. No 9, cooTBeTCTByeT
[X—XVIII rnaBam Toi1 k€ KHUTHK; JlorMaTHYeCKOE pa3BUTHE LIEPKBU B CBSA3U C BO-
pocoM 0 coeauHeHuu 1iepkBeit // [IpaBocnaBHoe o6o3peHue. 1885. No 12, coot-
BercTByeT [IpenucnoButo u rnaBam [—XXIV kuuru nepsoii «Paz6op rimaBHBIX
MpeipaccyIKOB MPOTUB TeOoKpaTuieckoro Aena B Poccum»; TeokpaTus mpaoTues //
[TpaBocnaBHoe 0603penwme. 1886. Ne 5—6, coorBercTByeT rmaBam VIII-XXI kaurn
BTOpoil «lIlepBoHavanbHble CynbOBI 4YEOBEUECTBA M TEOKPATUS TMPAOTIIEBY).
B cBoeM 1enocTHOM BHUE 3TOT TEKCT YBHJIET CBET TOIBKO B 1887 r. B 3arpede —
ero myonukanusi Oblla OCYIIECTBJICHA MPU JEATEIBHOM COIEHCTBUU KaHOHUKA
®panbo Pauxu u emuckona Mocuna FOpas lITpoccmaiiepa, CUMIATH3HPOBABIIMX
TBOpuecTBY COJIOBbEBA U €0 IKyMEHUYEeCKOMY MpoekTy. [IpumepHo Ta ke cyapda
MOCTUTTIA TaKhe TOCIeaylomue padoThl MbICHUTENsA, Kak «Pycckas wuaes»
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u «Poccus u Beenernckas LlepkoBby: 00e ObLITH OIMyOJIMKOBAaHEI Ha (DPaHITYy3CKOM
s3pike B [lapuoke, u nuib 3aTeM ObUTH U3JIaHBI UX PYCCKUE MEPEBOIBI HA POJIUHE.

B cBs3u ¢ 3THM apXMBHBIE MaTepuabl MBICIUTENS HAXOIATCS ceddac He
TOJIBKO B POCCHICKHUX, HO U B 3apyOeKHBIX (OHJAX: TaK, €IMHCTBEHHAS U3BECTHAs
Ha JaHHBIA MOMEHT PyKomuch «VcTopuu u Oy IyIIHOCTA TEOKPATHI» XPAHUTCS B
Barukanckoit Amnocronsckoii bubnmuotexe (Biblioteca Apostolica Vaticana,
Vat. Slav. 64). Uctopuro nensyproro Haazopa 3a CoJ0BbEBBIM, OCHOBHOM IHK
KOTOpOTo mpuxoauTcs Ha nepro 1880-X IT., TakKe MOKHO HAWTH B CIIEIIUATIbHBIX
(oHaxX pocCHiiCKUX apXUBOB.

OcHOBHOE BHUMaHHE B paMKax HACTOSILET0 UCCIeI0BaHUs OBLIO COCPEIOTO-
YEeHO Ha JIBYX IIEHTPAJIbHBIX U HanboJiee 00bEMHBIX U3 CYILIECTBYIOIIUX HBIHE Mep-
coHanbHbIX apxuBHBIX (ouaoB B.C. ConoBbeBa, Haxomsimmxcsi B MocKBe
(PT'AJIN, @. 446) u Cankrt-Iletepoypre (OP PHB, ®. 718). 1 B nepBoM, 1 BO BTO-
poM (QoHe MpeXIe BCEro HHTEPEC MPEACTABISAIOT HEPa300paHHbIE UCCIIEA0BaTE-
JSIMU-COJIOBbEBOBEIaMU MaTepHalibl  ¢uinocoda: YEpPHOBUKUA PARTUUYHBIX €r0
paboT, 3amucHbIe KHIKKH, Pa3pO3HEHHBIE JIUCTHI, MUChMa HEYCTAHOBIICHHBIM JIH-
uam u 1.1. aTepec npeacTaBisioT Takke KOHCIEKTHI Pa3IMYHbIX KHUT, KOTOPbIE
M3y4as MBICITUTENb MPH HAIMCAHUU CBOMX MPOU3BEICHHIA; OOJIbIIAs YaCTh TAKOTO
polla KOHCIIEKTOB oTHOocUuTcs K 1880-M rogam, T.e. mepuoay TBOPUECTBA MBICIIU-
TeJIsl, IOCBAICHHOMY pa3paboTKe NMPOeKTa COSAMHEHUS] XPUCTUAHCKHX LIEpKBEN U
MOCTPOCHUS BCeMHUPHOM TeokpaTun. Ha cooTBeTcTBYI0IMil KpyT uTeHus CoJI0Bb-
€Ba ATOTO IepuoJa MOXKHO HAlTH ykazaHus u'y ero ouorpagos: tak, C.M. Cono-
BbEB MHUILET clieayromiee: «Mbl Buienu, 4to B 1oHOCTH COJIOBHEB B COBEPIICHCTBE
u3ydni GUIocopUI0 ¥ MUCTHYECKYIO JINTEPATYPy U YCBOWIJI JPEBHHUE KiIaccuie-
CKHE S3BbIKH ¥ TPU HOBBIX. Tenepb OH BCTyNaeT B HOBBIN MEPUO]T CaMOOOPa30BaHHS.
Kpyr ero urenust B 80-TbIX rojax — BCE, OTHOCSIEECS K BOIIPOCaM: KaToJIHye-
CKOMY, TOJILCKOMY U eBperckomy...» [16. C. 238]. B kauecTBe OCHOBHBIX TEKCTOB,
K KOTOpbIM obOpamaercs CoIOBBEB B ATO BpeMsl, INIEMSHHUK QHiocoda yKa3blBaeT
Berxuii 3aBer B opurunane (Topy), yHHaTCKYIO MOJEMHKY Ha IMOJILCKOM S3BIKE,
JlanTe Ha WTaIbIHCKOM SI3BIKE, YETHIPEXTOMHHK I10 KATOJMYECKOW JTOTMATHKE
«Praelectiones theologicae» utanbstHcKoro Teosora-ue3ynta XIX Beka J[xoBanHu
Ileppone, «Axtel Bcenenckux CobopoB» («Sacrorum conciliorum nova et
amplissima collectio») apyroro uramgbsHckoro Teosiora J[>koBaHHH JlOMEHHKO
MaHcu Ha TaTMHCKOM SI3bIKE, a TaK)KE€ COUMHEHHS JIATHHCKUX OOTOCIIOBOB B OpH-
ruHane (B ocooennoctu nansl I'puropus VII u Uunokentus III) [16. C. 238—239].

HNudopmanuio o 60rocioBckoM Kpyre ureHust ColoBbeBa MOXKHO MTOYEPITHYTh
u3 ero terpajaei u 3anucHbiX KHKeK (PTAJIN, ®. 446, Omn. 2, en. xp. 24). 3nech
MOKHO YBHJIETh, YTO TIPU MOATOTOBKE M HamucaHuu Tpyaa «Mctopus u Oymyml-
HOCTb TEOKpaTHM» OH OO0paliaeTcsl TakkKe K COYMHEHHIO aHTIUICKOro Teosora
Mapruna /Ixo3eda Pyrta, mocesmeHHOMy CBsIIEHHBIM penukBusiM («Reliquiae

! Conoeves B.C. Vctopus u GyaymHoCTh Teokparuu. Vat. Slav. 64.
2 TIATM (@. 31 — MOCKOBCKHI LEH3YpHBIN KOMHTET, I. Mocksa), PTUA (®. 776. — I'naBHoe
ynpasnenue 1o genam nedata MBJI; @. 807. — I[leTporpanckuii AyXOBHBIN IEH3ypHBIN KOMUTET).
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sacrae, sive, auctorum fere jam perditorum», Ha TaTHHCKOM S3bIKE)’, TJIe €ro HHTe-
pecyert Oouiee Bcero TT. 4 u 5, coaepxaiine nHGpopMamuo 00 OCHOBHBIX TAMHCTBAX
KaToJIMYeCKOM 1epkBu (KoHGUpManuu (MUPOIIOMa3aHusl) 4yepe3 eNUCKOICKoe py-
KOIOJIOXEHUE U T.11.); counHeHusM Kupuina Anexcanapuickoro (KOMIEHANYMY
ero pabot, u3gaHHblXx Ha jartbiHUM B [lapmxe B 1638 r. — «Cyrillus Alex.,
archiepisc: Opera omnia, Gr. et Lat., cura et studio Joan. Auberti. Lutetiae, Paris,
1638, 6 vols, in 7 fol», — ConoBbeB MOTYEPKUBACT 3/1€Ch BOIPOCHI O pa3/ielieHun
JIBYX BOJIb BO XpHCTE, B3aUMOOTHOILIECHUHU JHLl U ponu Cestoro Jlyxa B Tpouue u
T.71.)% paboTaM 10 LlepKOBHOI UCTOPUH, B YACTHOCTH, TPYAy «Busanruiickoe roc-
ynapctBo u LlepkoBs B XI B.» H.A. CxabamranoBuua (1884); dbpaHIiry3ckum u3aa-
HusM bubnnu u Tpakratam no ucropun Llepksu (M. 'Abbé Trochon — La Sainte
Bible : Les Petits Prophétes. Lethielleux,1883; Joseph-Epiphane Darras. Histoire
générale de I'Eglise depuis la création jusqu'a nos jours. L. Vives, 1873). 3nech
ConoBbeBa HHTEpPECOBAIM BOIIPOCHI PO MHOCKAa3aTeNlbHbIM cMbic HoBoro 3aBeTa,
a TaK)K€ €ro MHTEPIpETALUsIM y IPEACTaBUTENEH NaTPUCTUYECKOTO U CXO0JIaCTUYE-
ckoro OorocnoBus (/lnonucuss Apeomarurta, ABryctuHa, ['puropusi Bemukoro,
Dombl AKBUHCKOTO U 1p.)°. Cpeau ApyruX KOHCIEKTOB, BCTPEYAIONIUXCS B 3aIliC-
HBIX KHIDKKax M Terpaasx CooBbeBa, MPHUCYTCTBYIOT BBIMUCKH M3 COYMHEHHM
Wpunes JInonckoro «IIpotus epeceit» (conpoBokaacMble aBTOPCKUM KOMMEHTa-
PUSIMU C BBIpO)KEHHEM COMHEHUS B TIOJTMHHOCTH aBTOpCTBa MpuHes); paboThl Ta-
KHX TEOJIOTOB U UCTOPHUKOB penuruu, kak Asryct Miomep (Der Islam im Morgen
und Abendland, 1885), Opuct Penan (L'église chrétienne, 1879) u @enukc lanu
(Urgeschichte der germanischen und romanischen volker, 1881).

OcoOblil MHTEpeC MOTYT MPEACTaBIATH ISl UCCIEI0BATENsI COJIOBHEBCKHE
OTIBITHI ABTOMHCHMA, COBepIIaBIIrecs (GUIOcO()OM B KOHTEKCTE €ro COPHAHCKUX
HcKaHu# U criuputndeckux ceancos (PI'AJIU, @. 446, Omn. 2, exn. xp. 25). Apxus-
HbIe (POH/IBI MBICTHUTENS COJAEPKAT TAK)KE MAaTepHAIIbl, KACAIOIIUECS TEKCTOJIOTUU
€ro MPOW3BEICHUI: B YaCTHOCTH, aBTOPCKHE MOMPAaBKU K MPHKU3HEHHBIM Ty OIH-
KalusM U peryonukanusam ero padbot u coopuukos crateit (PI'AJIN, @. 446, Om.
2, en. xp. 26). Hakoner, ®ayT CBOETO MCCICAOBATENS XPAHAIINECS B apXUBHBIX
(oHIaxX PyKONUCH U YEPHOBUKHU CTaTell Gpumocoda, HEKOTOPhIE U3 KOTOPHIX HUKO-
raa He myOJIMKOBAJIMCh, a YaCTh MaTepHala U3 Jpyrux Oblia nepepaboTaHa U UC-
10JIb30BaHa UM BIOCJEACTBUM JUIsl HAIMCAHUSI OTAEJIBHBIX CBOMX TPYAOB (B TOM
YHCJIe TIOCBSIIIEHHBIX [IEPKOBHOMY BOIIPOCY).

B uncno ocHoBHBIX TeM, 3aTparuBaeMbix COJOBBEBBIM B TAKHX YEPHOBHKAX
cTaTelf, BXOJAT: OOBEJUHEHME KATOJMYECKOM WM IpaBOCIaBHON IepkBeii’;

3 PTAJIW. ®.446 on.2 en. xp.24 Terpams Conosbesa B.C. ¢ BhImuckamu U3 GUIOCOPCKUX KHUT
®yra M., CrabunpkoBuua, Penana 3. u ap. Ha pyc., rpeq., ¢p., Hem., s3pikax. (1885—1888).
JI. 10.

4 Tam xe. JI. 12—16.

5 Tam xe. JI. 21—23.

5 PTAJIU. @. 446. On. 1, en. xp. 39 [«O6 00beANHEHUH TPABOCIIABHON U KATOJIMYECKOM LIEPKBH» .
Cratbsa. be3 HazBanus. OTpeiBok. [1880-¢], 28 1.
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paccyxaeHue 0 MeTa(pu3MIECKOM Ayalln3Me BCETO CYIIETO U ABYX OCHOBHBIX IEp-
BOHAUajax: ICUXUYECKOM M TEJIECHOM; HCTOPHUSI MAICTBa U OTHOIIeHHEe BocTouHoii
LIEPKBU U €€ ENMUCKONOB K PuUMy; cCpaBHMTEIbHBIE ACHEKThl MUPOBBIX PEIUTHM
(xaTonmuuecTBa, MpaBoCiaBus, OyAau3Ma, MaroMeTaHCTBA); BOIMPOCHl O MOHAIIIe-
CTBE M aCKETH3ME; IOJIUTUIECKHUE BOIIPOCHI; MPOOIeMa HOHUMaHUS Ty XOBHOM Npu-
ponsl 106pa u 31a («Bee 1o0po yxe ecTh B bore») u 0 «KpyleHHH OTBICYEHHON
¢unocopum» («Tak Ha3piBaeMol MeTadu3ukm»); o Jloroce B aHTUYHOH (PHIIOCO-
¢uu (B OCHOBHOM, IJIATOHU3ME) U €r0 CONoCcTaBiIeHUH ¢ yueHuem o6 Orue u Hup-
BaHe B Kab0asie 1 BOCTOUHOW MYApPOCTH; CPABHUTEIBHBIE CXEMbI COMOCTABICHUS
00KECTBEHHOTO M MUPCKOro Haua («Bor—Iipupona—umaes»), u T.1. .

OpHuM M3 BaXKHBIX PE3yJbTaTOB INOUCKOBOM pabOThI, CBSI3aHHOW ¢ 0030poM
apxuBHbIX QpoH0B B.C. ConoBbeBa B Poccuu, siBisieTcs He TONBKO apxeorpaduye-
CKui 0030p U HCTOPUKO-(PUIOCcOPCKas KiraccuUKaIms elie He pa3o0paHHBIX ap-
XUBHBIX €IMHUII, HO TAK)KE€ BBISIBJICHHE OIIMOOK U HECOOTBETCTBHM B Ka3aJ0Ch ObI
y>K€ U3yUEHHBIX paHee M ONMMCAaHHBIX eIUHULAX XpaHeHus. Pe3ynpraToM oOHapy-
KEHHS TAKOTO Poja OLIMOOK M HECOOTBETCTBHM MOTYT ObITh M HEKOTOPBIE COMEP-
JKaTeJbHbIe OTKPBITUS: TaK, pH aHanu3e Gpouaa 718 (ConoBeeB Bnagumup Cepre-
esuu) OP PHB Obi1 0OHapyxeH paHee HEM3BECTHBIH YEPHOBOW MaTepuall K €ro
TpakTary «Benmukuii cnop m xpuctuaHckas noiauTtuka» (1883), xpansmerocs
B equnHuIile Xxpanenus 13 «OnpaBaanue nodpa. YepHoBuk» (24 mi.). Ha 1. 4—7.
JIaHHBIN OTPBIBOK HAYMHAETCS CO CIOB «B kapy cpeqHEeBEKOBBIX CIIOPOB MEKIY
JaTUHSHAMM M TpeKaMu MOJHUMAINUCh WHOTJA CPeOu 3THX MOCIEAHHUX Tojoca,
yTBEpKAABIINE, 4YTO BHU3aHTHH, KaK pe3uIeHIIMN PUMCKOIO UMIIEpPATOpa, IPUHA-
nexuT nepBeHcTBO Bo Beer LlepkBu» [19. C. 137] m 3akanuuBaercs ¢pa3oit
«B obmactu cobcTBeHHO 1EepKOBHOUW PumMckast LlepkoBb, Kak CKa3aHoO, MPEACTaB-
Js1a HA4ajao BUAMMOIO €IMHCTBA, LIEHTPATM30BaHHOM BIACTH, BEPXOBHOIO aBTO-
puteta» [19. C. 140]. [TockonbKy BCsl yka3aHHasl €IMHUIIA XPAHEHUSI TPEICTABIISIET
co00i1 YepHOBBIE OTPBHIBKM C MHOTOYHUCICHHBIMU ABTOPCKHUMH HCIPABICHUIMH,
ClIelyeT PU3HATh, YTO U B CIy4ae ¢ JaHHBIM HECOOTBETCTBUEM (KaK M CO MHOTUMU
JIPYTMMHU BbIIIEyKa3aHHBIMHU MIPUMEPaMH) 3/1€Ch HEOOXOAM 0oJiee MPUCTATBHBIH
Y OCHOBATEJIbHBIN TEKCTOJOTMYECKUI U CONEP/KATEIIbHBIN aHAIU3.

7 PTAJIN. ®@. 446. Omn. 1, en. xp. 38. Crarbu penuruo3no-hpuaocodpckoro xapakrepa. OTpHIBKY.
Pazposnennbie nucthl. [1870-e—1880-¢], 35 n.; PTAJIN. @. 446. Omn. 2, ex. xp. 17. Ctatbu no
BOIIPOCAaM peJUruu, Mopaiy, ¢punocodun. Pazposnennsie auctsl. 1874, [1880-e—1890-¢], 139 1.5
PT'AJIN. ®.446. Omn. 2, en. xp. 18. UepHoBBIe HAOpOCKH [K cTaThe 0 MeTadusuke]. Pa3po3HeHHEIC
sucthl. [1880-¢], 106 11.; OP PHB. ®. 718. Om. 1, ex. xp. 15. ConobeB B.C. OCHOBBI XpUCTHAHCKOM
penurun. Koppekrypa ¢ aBropckoil npaskoit. 3 mr.; OP PHB. @. 718. Om. 1, exn. xp. 16. Conosses
B.C. OcnoBsl xpuctunanckoi pemuruu. OtpeiBok. YepHosoii aBtorpad. b.x. 12 mm.; OP PHB.
@.718.0m. 1, ex. xp. 17. ConosbeB B.C. «IIpa3mHyercst TOpKECTBO NpaBabl U CMbICTA. ..» (CTaThs).
Bes 3arnmasus. Yeprosotii aBTorpad. b.a. 5 mn.; OP PHB. @. 718. Omn. 1, exn. xp. 20. ConosseB B.C.
CocraB mpiienus. Crates. YepHoBoit aBTorpad. b.1. 8 mm1.; OP PHB. @. 718. Om. 1, en. xp. 24.
Comnosres B.C. OtpriBkE 1 Habpocku pa3HbIX crateil. ABTorpadsl. b.o. 7 mn.; OP PHB. @. 718.
Om. 1, en. xp. 27. Conosees B.C. KoppekTypa ¢ aBropckumu mpaBkamu (paboTsl 1o ¢uitocodun).
OtpeiBok. b.a. 8 m.
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B 3axiroueHre CTOUT YIOMSIHYTh M O BTOPUYHBIX HCTOYHUKAX apXUBHOUW WH-
¢dopmanuu, Kacaromeics 1esTeIbHOCTH TOr0 WM MHOTO pycckoro ¢unocoda, u
B.C. ConoBneBa B yacTHOCTU. K TaKOBBIM HCTOUHHKAM MOXXHO B IIEPBYIO OUEPEIb
OTHECTHU YIIOMUHAHUS MBICIHUTENS B MIEPEMHUCKE, THEBHUKAX U MyOIUIIUCTUISCKIX
3aMeTKaX ero COBPEMEHHUKOB, a TaKKe OOHapyKeHue, KiaccuuKaluus 1 peKoH-
CTPYKIMSI €r0 COOCTBEHHOI'O 3MUCTOJSIPHOTO HACIEIUs], XpaHsierocs B GpoHmax
€ro co0eceTHUKOB U UACHHBIX ONMOoHeHTOB. Tak, B apxuse PI"AJIU conoBbreBckue
MaTepHalibl, IOMUMO €ro coO0cTBeHHOTo (hoHa, coaepxarcsa B @. 40 — ApceHsb-
esbl K.M., KK.; ®. 572 — Owurensraparer; ®. 449 — Cobonesckuit A.H.;
@. 542 — lleprenes J.H.). K npyrum apxuBam r. MockBbl, B KOTOPbIX MO>XHO
HAMTH OTCHUIKM Ha Pa3IUYHBIEC IEPUO/IbI TBOpUECTBA (PpHiocoda, MOKHO OTHECTH:
OP PI'b (®. 696 — ConobeB Cepreit Muxaitnouu (1885—1942); ®@. 171 —
Jlonatun JleB Muxaitnosuu; ®@. 16 — S.JI. bapcukos; ®. 334 — Yuuepunsl;
®. I'eppe). B Cankr-IletepOypre xe, MOMHUMO YK€ YKa3aHHOTO BbIIIe (OHIA
ConosneBa B OP PHB, noBonbHO 60b110# TIIACT HH(GOPMAIMKA O HEM XPAHUTCS B
apxuBHbIX (poHmax CII® APAH (®. 281 — K.A. I'pot) u UPJIA PAH (®. 367 —
A.A. Jlyrosoii, ®@. 252 — D.JI. Papnos, ®. 577 — H.A. u M.A. DHrensraparsl,
®. 552 — CokonoB H.M). 31ech cTOUT OTMETUTH, UyTO IIpH aHanuze ¢houaos MPJIN
PAH ObH BBISIBIICHBI CYIIECTBEHHBIC JIAKYHBI, CBSI3aHHbBIE C COCTOSIHUEM apXUB-
noro Hacneaus B.C. ConoBbeBa; B 4aCTHOCTH, ObLIO 0OHAPYKEHO, YTO OMUCH He-
KOTOPBIX (POHIOB OTCYTCTBYIOT, Harnpumep @. 367 A.A. JIyrosoro — (onja crapoit
00paboTKH, OMUCH HET, TOJBKO CIIUCKH B UHBEHTAapHOU KHUTe. OTIeNbHbIN ncce-
JIOBATEIbCKUN HMHTEPEC, KaK YK€ YKa3blBaJOCh paHee, MPEJCTABISAECT apXHUBHAs
pPEKOHCTPYKIUA IeH3ypHOro npecnenoBanusi ConoseBa: [IAI'M (. 31 — Moc-
KOBCKMH 1IEH3ypHBI KomuTeT, I'. Mocksa), PITUA (®. 776. — I'naBHoe ynpasie-
Hue no naenam neyatu MBJI; ®@. 807. — Ilerporpaackuii TyXOBHbBIN LIEH3YPHBII
KOMHUTET).

B pamkax nmaHHOW myOJMKalMKM OCYIIECTBIIEH OOIIUI MpeaBapUTEIbHBINA 00-
30p apxuBHBIX (oHI0B Poccuu, 00magaromux pereBaHTHOCTHIO C TOYKH 3PEHUS
JAIbHEUIIIEr0 HCCIeNOBAHUSl JKU3HEHHOTO MyTH M (UI0cOPCKOro HacIeaus
B.C. ConoBbeBa, a Takke IPEICTAaBICHbI IPUMEPBI IEPCIIEKTUBHBIX HANPABICHUM
UCCIIeIoBaTeNbCKOM paboThl ¢ AaHHBIMH (GoHAaMuU. [Ipu 3TOM NpUXOIUTCS KOHCTA-
THPOBaTh, YTO 3aJadya HCYEpHbIBAIOUIET0 O00O03peHUs MU KaprorpadupoBaHus
B pasNu4HbIX apxuBax Poccuu conoBpeBCKHX (POHIOB — Kak HEMOCPEICTBEHHO
nocesneHHbIXx B.C. ConoBbeBy, Tak U B cOCTaBe APYrux (POHAOB, COAEPIKALIIX
JTOKyMEHTAIMIO U HH(popMaIuio 06 3ToM Gunocodhe — ocTaeTcsl Ha CeroTHIIITHAMA
JICHb HEPEIICHHOH. DTOT (PaKT MOXKHO paclieHUBATh KaK ONPE/IeICHHBIN BBI30B /IS
YUEHBIX-apXUBHUCTOB U UCTOPUKOB PyCcCcKoi (hunocoduu, nepes KOTOPbIMU IPOCTHU-
paeTcst NEPCIEKTUBHOE N0JIE aKTyaJIbHbIX UCCIIEI0BAaHUM, B XOJ€ KOTOPBIX MOXKET
OBITh CIETIAHO €IlIe HEMaJO OTKPBITHIA.
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