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MNpencraBnsem cneumanbHbIi TEMATUHECKUI HOMEP HALLEro XypHana,
MOCBSILLEHHbIN OTAENBHOMY HarnpaBiiEHNIO B COBPEMEHHONM dunocodpumn —
aHaNUTUYECKON GUIOCOPUM CO3HAHUS. DTO NEPBBIN OMbIT TAKOro Poaa, Ko-
TOPbINA NOKAXET NPUEMIIEMOCTb AAHHOW NPakTUKK oist 6yayLwero.

Pepaktopamn Homepa 1 aBTopamm pegakLmoHHOM CTaTbM BbICTYMM-
NV npurnaweHHblie cneumannuctel — N.IM. Facnapos (BopoHexckas rocy-
[apCTBEHHas MeanumMHckas akagemus um. H.H. bypaeHnko) n C.M. Jle-
BUH (HaumoHanbHbIM UCCNeaoBaTeNbCkmin yHMBepcuTeT Boicwas wkona
3KOHOMUKM). Bce maTepmanbl NpoLwamM yCTaHOBAEHHYIO NPOLLeAYPY 9KC-
NEPTHOro pPeueH3npPOoOBaHNS N ObIIM PEKOMEH0BAHbI K MeYyaT peaKor-
nervem.

OBPEMEHHASA AHAJINTUYECKAS dUNJ1I0CODPUA
CO3HAHMS: BbI3OBbI U PELLEHUS

Uropb Fapu6oeuy Mac- B cTaTbe yTBepxpaaeTcsa, 4To napagurma, B KOTOpOil pa3BMBAETCA aHaNUTUYecKas
napoB — KaHauaat du- thunocodus Co3HaHMA, MOXKET ObITb 0XapaKTePU30BaHA TPEMA OCHOBHbIMU 3N1IEMEH-
nocoCKUX HayK, cTap- TaMu: HaTypanu3M, y4eT AaHHbIX IMNUPUYECKUX UCCNEA0BAHUN U afieKBaTHOE 00b-
Wwuit npenogasarens Bo-  ACHeHWe cyGbeKTMBHOrO onbiTa. [onynapHOCTb HaTypanu3mMa B COBPEMEHHON aHa-
POHEXCKOA NNTUYeCKON unocodum CO3HaHUA COBMELLAETCA C ero HeO[HOPOAHOCTbI0. B cTa-
rocyAapcTBeHHOI Mefm- Tbe Pa3nMyYaloTcA HaTypanu3M B WMPOKOM U Y3KOM CMbiCnax, a Takxe
LIMHCKOI aKagemMum um. MeTOA0N0rMYECKUIA 1 OHTONOTNYECKUIA HAaTypanu3M. Y4eT IMNUpUYECKUX AaHHbIX
H.H. bypaeHko. E-mail: npefcTaBAeTCcA TOYKOW MAKCUManbHOTO KOHCEHCYca B COBPEMEHHOI aHannuTuye-
gasparov@mail.rulgor ckoil punocodpuu cosHaHusA. Bce marnctpanbHble HanpasneHus punocohum cosHa-

HUA — MaTepuanu3m, GyHKLUMOHANN3M, Ayanu3m — BKITIOHAIOT B CBOIO apryMeHTauuio
Gasparov - Voronezh 3KCnepuMeHTanbHble AaHHble. 06bACHEHWe Cy6bEKTUBHOTO OMNbITa TaKKe MHOT006-

Medical State Academy. pa3HO — OT NOCTYIMPOBAHUA 0COBOI OHTONOTUM OLLYLEHNIT A0 UX MONHO IAUMUHA-
- uMu. BHe 3aBMCUMOCTM OT BbIGPAHHONM KOHLENTYanbHON CTpaTernn GONbLNHCTBO
thunocodoB cerofHA cornalwaeTcs ¢ TeM, 4To 6e3 afleKBaTHOr0 06bACHEHUA CyObeK-
TUBHOTO OMbITa Y HAaC HE MOXET ObITb Y0BNETBOPUTENLHOI TEOPUN CO3HAHUA. B 3a-
KI0YeHMe CTaTbi ieN1aeTcs BbIBOJ O TOM, YTO COXPaHEeHWe Tekylel napaaurmsl 3a-
BUCUT OT YCNEWHOCTH 0ObACHEHNA CYOBEKTUBHOTO OMbITA B paMKax HaTypanusma
1 3MAMpU3MA.
Knroyessie cnosa: hvunocodua co3HaHus, ayanu3m, matepuanusm, Gu3nkanusm,
(YHKUMOHANU3M, HAaTypaNu3M. SMAUPU3M.

ONTEMPORARY ANALITYC PHILOSOPHY OF MIND:
CHALLENGES AND SOLUTIONS

Llenb HacTosLWEN CTaTb — ONncaTh NapaanrMmy COBPEMEHHOW aHanm-
TN4eCcKkon GuUNocoPun Co3HaHUs, C OAHON CTOPOHbI, 0603HAYNB OCHOB-

! PaBora BrimonHeHa rpu $puHAHCOBOH moanepxke PITH®, mpoekt Nel3-03-00427.
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Sergei Levin - lecturer,
National Research
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In the paper, we argue that the paradigm of contemporary analytic
philosophy of mind has three main theoretical elements: naturalism,
respect to empirical data and the search for adequate explanation of
subjective experience.

The paper begins with a brief overview of the history of the beginning of
analytic philosophy of mind, with a description of its coming to Russia.
Then every theoretical element of contemporary philosophy of mind is
analyzed and their exemplification in the work of philosophers exposed.
Naturalism is very popular in contemporary analytic philosophy of mind
and it has many varieties. In the article, we specify naturalism in strong
and weak senses, methodological and ontological naturalism. The
shortcomings for the naturalistic in the strong sense explanation of
mind are considered.

Taking into account empirical data looks like a maximum consensus in
contemporary analytic philosophy of mind. ALl major lines in philoso-
phy of mind — materialism, functionalism, dualism - are trying to
strengthen their arguments with a help from empirical data. Materia-
lism tend to go by neuroscience due to its theoretical foundations.
Debates around functionalism today include empirical data from so-
ciology and psychology. Moreover even the proponents of dualism,
usually perceived as anti-naturalists, tend to include neuro-cognitive
research in their conceptual schema.

Explaining subjective experience may take radically different forms- from
postulating extra ontology of sensation to its total elimination. Never-
theless the choosing the strategy of explanation nearly everyone in the
field agree that there could not be any satisfactory explanation of mind
unless we have and adequate explanation of subjective experience.

In the end, we conclude that the welfare of the current paradigm of
philosophy of mind depends on successful explanation of subjecting
experience within the naturalistic framework and with a firm empirical
data support.

Keywords: philosophy of mind, dualism, materialism, physicalism,
functionalism, naturalism, empirism.

Hble Y3/10Bbl€ TOYKM, BOKPYr KOTOPbIX GOPMUPYIOTCH rNaBHbIE
ONCKyCCUM 3TON obnactu GunocodCcKoro Anckypca, 1 nokasan
MHOroo6pasme no3vunii, MPUCYTCTBYIOLWMX B aHaIUTUHECKOMN
Tpaamumm, — ¢ Opyrom.

C camoro Ha4vana CyLiecTBOBaHMA aHaNUTUYEeCKOn Gpunoco-
burn BONpPOoC 0 NMpUpPoAe CO3HaAHUA 3aH1Mall B HEW OOHO U3 LIeH-
TpanbHbIX MecT. OBbI4HO B KQYECTBE OCHOBOMOIAratoLero Tpyaa
B 9TOM 06n1acTu Ha3biBalOT Bhileawyo B 1949 r. kHury I'. Panina
«[loHaTne cosHaHus» [Flanagan, and Honderich, 1995:
570-572]. OgHako ewe B 1921 r. Bbiwan nekummn b. Paccena nog,
3aronoBkoM «AHanu3 co3HaHus» [Russell, 1921]. B npomexyTke
Mexay aTUMn ABYMs NyOMkauusiMym MOXHO OTMETUTb TakXe Bbl-
XOZ, LLeSIOro psiia BaXKHbIX paboT, NOCBSALEHHbIX hunocodum co-
3HaHUS, cpeamn KOTOpbIX cnenyeT ynoMsHyTb Tpyabl Y. Bpoyna
[Broad, 1925] u T. lMNparica [Price, 1932]. Tem He MeHee pannoB-
ckoe «[loHaTne co3HaHus» B onpeaeneHHOM CMbIC/IE MOXHO CYN-
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TaTb NMOBOPOTHLIM MOMEHTOM B POPMUPOBAHUN COBPEMEHHOMN
aHanuTnyeckom punnocodum Co3HaHuS.

B nekumax 1921 r. Paccen oTmevaeT, 4To cpean dunocodpos
MaTepuanmcTbl «BcTpedyanmch He yacTo» [Russell, 1921: 7]. B oT-
HOLLEHMN COBPEMEHHOI pnnocodunmn BepHO Kak pa3 obpaTHoe.
MaTtepunannam saenseTcs Hanbosiee PacnpPOCTPaHEHHOW NO3ULM-
en, Torga kak Ha ayanusm 60MbLUMHCTBO CMOTPUT C MOA03PEHU-
€M, eC/M He C ABHbIM HenpusaTnem?, Takas cuTyaums easa iv Obl-
na Obl BO3MOXHa 0e3 paaukanbHOW KPUTUKK KapTe3uaHCTBa,
pa3sepHyTon Pannom B «[MoHATUM co3HaHus». Ero metadopa
«Mpu3paka B MallunHe» OTBOpuIIa ABePb APYron NonyndapHon me-
Tadope, npuHagnexawen . [JeHHeTy, — «kapTe3maHCKUn Te-
aTtp». MoxHO yTBEpPXAATh, 4To B 1950-X rr. n3meHsieTca cama na-
pagurma, B KOTOPOWM pa3BMBAETCH aHanutuyeckas dunocodpusa
CO3HaHus.

B CoBeTtckom Coto3e aHanutunyeckas punocodpus HUKoOraa He
Oblna NPUOPUTETHLIM HanpaBfeHneM GUNOCOPCKUX U UCTOPU-
KO-®UNOCOPCKUX U3bICKaHMK. To, 4TO nNonagasno B Noje BHUMa-
HUS nccneposBaTenen, Kak NpaBuso, Kacaaochb JIOrMku, Gpunoco-
dun A3blka, TeopUKn No3HaHus, dunocodum Haykm. dunocodus
CO3HaHWS ocTaBasiacb Mo NPeVMYLLLECTBY B TEHU. B KHUrax coBeT-
cknx dunocodoB, NMUCaBLLUNX HA TeMy COo3HaHuA ([yOpoBCKuii,
1971; TyrapuHoB, 1971]), MOXHO 0BHAPYXMTb BOMPOCHI, CXOXNE
C TEMU, KOTOPbIMW 334aK0TCSH aHaNUTUYeckne Gunnocodbl CoO3Ha-
HUS, HO 3TO CXOACTBO TpebyeT OTAENIbHOM KOHUENTyanbHOM pa-
©0Tbl 419 YCTAHOBNEHUS TEMATUYECKOro eAMHCTBaA. B coBeTckom
drnocodun CCbiNkm Ha KNYEBbIE PUNYPbl aHANTNTUYECKON pur-
NOCOPUN CO3HAHUSA HE HOCUIM CKOJMbKO-HMUOYOb MacCOBbIA Xa-
pakTep, a ux TPydbl PeaKo BKIoYaNnCh y4ebHble nnaHbl OyayLimx
dunocodoB-cneumanmcTos. Neperop oTAeNbHLIX paboT (J1. But-
reHwTenH, b. Paccen) He MeHsn 00LLLEero NooXeHns oern.

CerogHs cutyaums ¢ aHanMTn4eckom punocodmren cosHaHns
B Poccun meHsieTca k nydwemy. C nepBor MOMOBUHbBI HYNEBbIX
CTasn PeryasgpHO NPOXoANTb HayYHbIE MEPOMPUATUSA, MOCBSLLLEH-
Hble COBpPEMEHHOW dunocodpun cosHaHmsa. B MIY, Nd PAH,
PITY, BLU3, CMN6rY nossmunnce cneukypcel no ¢punocodun co-
3HaHus. epeBoayeckas akTMBHOCTb, B KOTOPOW ocobasi posb
npuHaanexana A.®d. psa3HOBY, NpuBena K NosiBAEHNIO Ha pyc-
CKOM 413blK€ HEMAJIOr0 YMcia KHUM NO aHaIMTUYEeCKOn punoco-
dum cosHanus ([Pairn, 1999; MpwucT, 2000; Cépn, 2002; eHHeT,

2 CormacHo ompocy, nposeaeHHOMY B 2009 T., K (QU3MKATHNCTAM W UM COYYBCTBYIOIIHM
otHecn cebst 56,5 % ONpOIICHHBIX, TOrJa KaK OTPUUAIOT (u3MKaan3M Toibko 27,1 %
[Bourge, and Chalmers, 2014].
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2004; Munkep, 2004; Yanmepc, 2013]), 4TO NO3BONSAET KaK CO-
CTaB/IATb 4OCTATOYHO NMPEeACTaBUTESbHbIE PYCCKOSA3bIYHbIE CMEL, -
KYpChbl, Tak 1 UMeTb CBOOOAY BbiOOpPA NPU OCBELLLEHNM TEMbI CO-
3HaHWs B 06LWMX Kypcax punocoduin. Mones3HbIM MHCTPYMEHTOM,
CNOCOBCTBYIOLLMM OpUeEHTaUuM B Mupe dunocodumn co3HaHus
0151 PYCCKOSA3bIYHOIO YMTaTENS, BbICTYNAIOT CNI0BAPU U SHLMKIIO-
neauvn, rae B3rnsiAbl HA €e KJIYEBbIE MOHATUS PAaCKPbIBAOTCS
B CBA3M APYrIMN MOHATUSAMM aHanuTmndeckomn punocodun [Kaca-
BUH, 2009; HukoHeHko, 2015]. K aHanutuyeckon ¢punocodpun
co3HaHusa B Poccum cerogHs npukoBaHO 3aMETHOE 1UccnenoBa-
Tenbckoe BHUMaHwue. MNossuancbs MoHorpadum no dunocodun
CO3HaHWS, HaxoadlWMecs B PyCre aHaInTUYEeCKOor Tpaauumm
[fOnunHa, 2004; Bacunbes, 2009; 2014; HarymaHoBsa, 2011; Bon-
koB, 2012; MiaHoB, 2013]. B BeayLx 0TEHECTBEHHbIX GUIOCOd-
CKMX XypHanax BCe yaule nybnmnkyTca cTaTbl COOTBETCTBYIO-
wen tematmku [MeaHoe, 2011; KacasuH, 2012; Muxainnos, 2012;
MepsanskoB, 2013; KysHeuoB, 2014; Cekaukas, 2014]. Cnoxu-
JINCb YCTOMYMBLIE NCCNeaoBaTesbCkme KONNekTnebl — MoCKOB-
CKUI UEeHTp uccnegoBaHusa co3HaHus (A.l. BeceouH, B.B. Ba-
cunees, [.B. Bonkos, A.B. KyaHeuos v ap.); HayyHein coset PAH
Nno METOAONOMMM NCKYCCTBEHHOIO UHTennekTa (.M. OybpoBckuii,
[.B. VBaHos, B.A. Jlektopckuii n gp.); CaHkT-INeTtepbyprckuii
ueHTp punocodum cosHaHusa (C.M. JlesuH, [1.H. Pasees, M.A. Ce-
kaukas, [.B. HYupsa v gp.). lNMpr aTOM NpuxoamTcs NpusHaTth, 4TO
aBTOpPbl, apDUANPOBAHHbIE C POCCUNCKNMU YHUBEPCUTETAMMU, CE-
roAHs HE OTHOCATCS K pa3psaay LWMPOKO LUTUPYEMBbIX M U3BECTHbIX
3a npegenamu Poccum pmnnocodoB CO3HaAHMS. XO4eTCsa HaaesaTb-
Csl, 4TO nepeymncneHHas obpasoBaTtefibHas, NnepeBoayeckas u nc-
cnenoBaTenbCckas akTMBHOCTb PAHO WUV NO34HO NPUBEAET K TOMY,
4YTO OTeYeCTBeHHas Gpunocodus CO3HaAHMS He NPOCTO BCTPOUTCSH
B MapagurMy aHaimTuyeckon punocodumn co3HaHusl, HO ByaeT
NPUHMMAaTb y4acTue B ee JasibHerLweM pasBuUTun.

Ecnun nonbiTatbcs chOpMynMpoBaTh, HTO COOON NpeacTaBnsaeT
3Ta napaaurma B Havasne XXI B., To O0NbLUMHCTBO U3 TeX, KTO Cero-
OHS 3aHuMaeTca dunocodunen Co3HaHUs, HaBepHoe, Cornacu-
JIMCb Obl, 4UTO OOBbSCHEHWE CO3HAHMS LOMKHO &) ObITb HATypanu-
CTUYECKMM, 6) yYUTbIBATb JAHHBIE 3MMUPUYECKNX NCCNeN0BaHNIA
1 B) npepnaratb yOOBETBOPUTENbHYIO KOHLEMNLUMIO CYyObeKTUBHO-
ro onbiTa. BeinonHeHve aTnx Tpex ycnosun genaet dunocoduio
CO3HaHWsi BECbMa TPYA0EMKUM U UHTPUTYIOLLMM NPEANPUSTUEM.

MoyemMy MMeHHO 3TK ycnoBua? TpyaHee BCero OTBETUTbL Ha
3TOT BONPOC B OTHOLWEHMN ycnoBus a. lNepeas nonosuHa XIX B.
Oblla BpeMEeHeM TpaHcueHOeHTanbHoro naeannamMa a la Kaur,
duxte, LWennuur n Ferens. Bropas nonosuHa XX B. — 3T0 nepuog,
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TOPXEeCTBa HaTypasm3ma: Bepa B HayKy B MPOLUIOM CTOSeTUMn
oKaszanacb CUibHee Bepbl BO YTO-MO0 MHoe. OgHaKko 4To Takoe
HaTypannam? N aBnsiloTCA v BCe aHanutmnyeckme eunocodeol,
nuwylme O co3HaHuu, Hatypanuctamu? OTBET HAa BTOPOW BO-
npoc 6yaet otpuuartenbHbiM. P. CymHb6epH, . BaH WHBareH,
J1.P. benkep, . 3uMmepmMaH — 3TOT CNMCOK MOXHO NPOAoS-
XWUTb — OyAyT OTPULATL, YTO OHWM HATypanucTbl. Ha nepBbIin BO-
NpPOC OTBETUTb rOPas3no CnoxHee. HECMOTPs Ha TO 4TO, MO CNO-
Bam [. lMannHo, «MoYTK Kaxdplh XOo4eT OblTb HaTypasMcTOM»
[Papineau, 1993: 1], naneko He BCE MOHUMAIOT «HATypaIN3M»
B OAMHAKOBOM cMblIchie. . [accep BblaenseTr MeTog0N0rM4ecknii
M oOHTONOrnyeckmii Hatypanuam [Gasser, 2007: 4]. CornacHo me-
TOL4ONOrMYECKOMY HaTypanmamy, Hay4YHbll METO4, — €ANHCTBEH-
HbIN HAOEXHbIA MICTOYHUK 3HAHMA. 19 OHTONIOrMY4eCcKoro HaTypa-
NCTa CYLLECTBYET TOJIbKO TO, YTO AOCTYMHO (B MpuHUMNE) Ans
Hay4YHOro SMMMPMYECKOro UCCNeaoBaHns, T.e. 00beKkTbl, COAep-
Xallmecs B HaleM NpPOCTPaHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOM KOHTUHYYME.

Ha Haw B3rngag, ymeCcTHO Takxke pasnmyaTb HaTypasnsm B LIN-
POKOM U1 Yy3KOM CMbiIcnax. KnoyeBbiIM MOMEHTOM, 0O0beaNHSI0-
WMM 9TK ABa HaTypanmama, MOXHO Oblsio Obl cyMTaTh OTKa3d OT
CCbI10K Ha BOJIIO, XeNaHne UM MHOE BMeLLaTesIbCTBO CBEPXbEC-
TECTBEHHbIX CYLLLECTB Kak eUHCTBEHHOE M OKOHYaTe/IbHOE 00b-
sicHeHMe paKTMYecKoro nonoxeHus aen. Jlioboe HaTypanuctTmnye-
CKO€ 0OBbSACHEHVE A0IKHO UCKATb UIMMaAHEHTHbIE MPUYNHBI TOFO,
noYemMy BeLM MMEHHO TakoBbl. HaTypanm3m B y3KOM CMbICNE
npegnonaraeT, YTO B KAYEeCTBE MMMAHEHTHbIX MPUYNH MOTYT Bbl-
CTynaTb TOMIbKO 3MMUPUYECKN YCTaHaBNMBaeMble hakTbl, Kacato-
LLMecs Npmpoabl  CTPYKTYPbl 0O bSICHAEMOTr 0 MOJIOXKEHUS e, HO
He o0LLme NPUHLMMbLI aNPUOPHOro xapakTepa. Hatypannam B wn-
POKOM CMbIC/IE, HANPOTMB, OyAET NPU3HABaTb OCTOPOXHOE UC-
Nnosb30BaHME Takoro poaa NPUHLMMNOB B 0ObSACHEHUN (DaKTOB.
C TO4KM 3peHuns HaTypanmMamMa B y3KOM CMbICAe, HanpuMep, apu-
CTOTeneBckylo $u3uKy criegoBano Obl KBanMpULUMPOBaTb Kak
©ecnonesHyto Cnekynsuuio, a ¢ TOYKM 3peHns HaTypannama B LWn-
POKOM CMbICJIE — KaK PA3HOBUOHOCTb HAaTypaIMCTUYECKOro 00b-
SICHEHUSI YYBCTBEHHO MOCTUrAEMbIX SIBIEHUA.

Y3koe MOoHMMaHue HaTypanm3ma HaknanblBaeT Cepbe3Hble
orpaHuyeHns Ha GrUnocodunio CO3HaAHNUA U CO3OAEeT 3HAYUTESb-
HO€ HanpsiXXeHue, eciiv He NPOTMBOPeYMe, Mexay TpeboBaHneM
HaTypannCTMYECKOr0 OOBLACHEHUS CO3HaHUS N TpeboBaHMEM
NPeasioXnTb YA0BIETBOPUTENIbHYIO KOHLUEMNUUIO CYOHLEKTUBHOIO
onbITa, C OAHOM CTOPOHbI, 1 0COBEHHOCTAMN GUNOCOPCKOro Me-
Tooa — ¢ apyrow. T. Harenb B ctatbe «KakoBO 3TO ObITb NeTy4emn
MbILLbIO?» BBOAUT B (PUIOCOPCKYD ANCKYCCUIO MOHATUE «Nep-
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CrMeKTMBa NepBOro mua» U TeCHO CBA3aHHOE C 3TOMN NepcnekTm-
BOV MOHATME «KBane» (MHOXECTBEHHOE 4YMCNo «kBanma») [Nagel,
1974]. Ecan «nepcnekTnea NepBoro Amua» 1 «keananar» — 4acTb
€CTECTBEHHOW peanbHOCTU, TO KakuM 00pas3oM OHU MOryT BbITb
00bsICHEHbI B paMkax HaTypannama B y3KkoM cMbicne? KaxeTcs,
4YTO cama NpupoAa CyObLEKTMBHOIrO OMbiTa MPOTUBUTCS TaKOMy
0OBACHEHMIO, «MEPCNEKTVBA NepPBOro N1La» Bpoae Obl AaHa Ham
anpuopu 40 BCSAKOW aMnmpuyeckor paboTel. CTOPOHHMKY HaTy-
panu3Ma B Y3KOM CMbIC/IE OCTAEeTCS TOJSIbKO 3NVMMUHUPOBATH
«MepCcrneKkTuBy NEPBOro Nnua» n «<kganna». OgHako Takas ctpare-
s HE OYEHb YAAYHO COYEeTaETCS C TPEOOBAHMEM CEPLE3HOro OT-
HOLLEHMS K CyObeKTUBHOMY OMbITy. Beab peanbHOCTb CyObeKTUB-
HOro onbiTa NPeacTaBaseTcs 60NbLLIMHCTBY OObIYHbIX IIOAEN, TaK
Xe Kak 1 MHOrMM unocodam, 4HeM-To CaMOOYEBULHBIM, YEM-TO,
OT 4ero HeBO3MOXHO OTAENATbCS NPOCTO CChIIKOW Ha ee HEeCo-
BMECTMMOCTb C Hay4YHbIM OObSCHEHNEM.

MHorve ¢ounocodsbl BUOAT B KOHLENTYa/IbHOM aHanmnse cy-
LLLEeCTBEHHbIi MOMEHT 00bSCHEHNS CO3HaHUS. B pamkax Takoro
noaxona ob6bsiCHEHWE CO3HaHUS BCceraa OyaeT HEMOHbIM, eCnuv
OHO He cBA3bIBaeT PakTbl, yCTAHOBIEHHbIE SMMNUPUYECKMMUN UC-
CNnefoBaHNEMMN, C HALLWMM MOBCEAHEBHbLIM NMOHATUEM CO3HAHUS.
M nockonbKy Takoi aHanu3 6yaeT 4HacTUYHO anpuOpPHbIM, HaTy-
panM3m B Y3KOM CMbIC/IE€ CHOBA OKa3bIBAETCS B TPYAHOM MOJIO-
XEHUU, MOCKOJIbKY EMY MPUXOANTCS OOBACHSATL, KaK arnpuopHas
4acTb OOBbACHEHUS CO3HAHMSA MOXeT ObITb CBEAEHA K HEKUM 3M-
nUpuyeckn ycTaHaBiMBaeMbiM dakTaM. 3Oecb HaTypanmamy
B Y3KOM CMbIC/IE MO Gbl NPUATU Ha NOMOLLb naen Kpunke
0 TOM, 4TO daKkTbl, YCTAHABIMBAEMbIE B XOA4E SMMMUPUYECKOrO
NCCNeaoBaHns, CaMu ABMSIOTCA YaCTbio 3HAYEHUs paccMmaTpu-
BaemMoro noHatmna. OgHako, Ha Haw B3rngan, uaen Kpunke He
Cnoco6HbI peLlwnTb NPobemMy B NOSHOM Mepe, Tak Kak anpuop-
Hbl€ MPUHLLUMbI U B €0 KOHUENLUMN MeTadursnyeckon Heobxoam-
MOCTUV anoCTEPUOPU NPOAOIIKAIT UrPaTh CYLLECTBEHHYIO POSib.
Ecnu paccMOTpeTb ero 3HaMeHUTbIV NPUMEpP C TOXAECTBOM Me-
xay soaon n Hy,O, ToO HeOO6XOAMMOCTb 3TOr0 TOXAECTBA HEMBIC-
nrma 6e3 anpruopHoO HeOOX0AMMOCTU BCAKOrO TOXAEeCTBaA Kak
TakoBoro. Takum o6pasom, KaxXeTcs, YTO NMPUHATME HATypaIna-
Ma B y3KOM CMbICEe B kayecTBe TpeboBaHns K 00 bACHEHUIO CO3-
HaHWS BEOET K CYLLEeCTBEHHbIM 3aTPYAHEHUSM, 1 NO3TOMY Tpe-
60oBaHVe HAaTYPaNUCTUYECKOro 0ObSICHEHNS MPeanoYTUTEbHEE
noHMMaTb Kak TpeboBaHME HATypasIMCTUHECKOrO0 OOBACHEHUS
B LUMPOKOM CMbICIIE.

TpeboBaHMe yunTbIBaTb AaHHbIE SMMUPUYECKNX NCCeaoBa-
HWIA NpeacTaBnsaeTcs Hambonee 04eBNOHbLIM. XOTS COBPEMEHHbIE
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OyanucTbl yOEensioT 3Ha4YUTENIbHOE BHUMAHWE anpuopHbIM apry-
MeHTaMm (P. CynnbepH, [I. HYanmepc), 60MbLUMHCTBO N3 HUX TaKXe
NbITAETCSa COrnacoBaTb ee C pe3dyfibTataMm COBPEMEHHbIX AMMN-
puyeckux nccnegoBaHmin. MNpn aTOM HEKOTOPbIE BbICKA3bIBAIOT
VAEN O TOM, Kak MOrn Bbl BbIFISAETE CNOCO0bLI €€ 3MMMPUYECKON
nposepku. Hanpumep, M. berikep 1 C. €T, onncbiBalOT BO3SMOX-
HbIi 9KCMEPUMEHT, KOTOPbIA MOMOT Obl HAM paspeLLunTb BONPOC
0 NpaBoTe MarepuanMamMa unu gyann3ma sMnupu4ecknm nyTem
[Baker, and Goetz, 2011: 15-16]. Tak, ecnu NnpeanofoxXnTb, 4TO
rmnoTeTmyeckas oylia MoxXeT Kay3asibHO BO34ENCTBOBATb HA XOL,
CcoObITUI B GU3NHECKOM MUPE, TO 3TO MOXHO Oblfio BGbl NpoBe-
pUTb, NPOaHAIN3UPOBAB CTATUCTUKY HEMPOHHbIX COOLITUM B MO3-
re, pasnnuns Mexny cobbiTUSMW, BO3HUKAOLMMW ClyYanHo,
1 COBLITUAMMN, ABNSIOLLNMUNCS HaCTbIO PEryNSIPHON AeATENbHOCTH
Mo3ra. dukcunpys cobbiTUs, NMPOMCXOASLLME B MO3re UCMbITyeMOo-
ro, MOXHO ObII0 Obl HANTU CTATUCTUYECKYIO KOPPENALMIO Mexay
aKTMBHOCTbIO HEMPOHOB M MPOU3BOJIbHBIMU 1 HEMPOWU3BOJIbHLIMU
MUraHNSMN BEK YEN0BEKA, YH4aCTBYIOLLErO B 9KCNnepuMmeHTe. Ecnu
Obl KOppensaTaMn NPON3BOJIbHbIX MUraHWI Oka3anach clyyanHas
AKTMBHOCTb HEMPOHOB, 3TO CAYXMO Obl aPryMEHTOM B MOJIb3y
ayanmama. Ecnum xe Bce Muranus 6b1im 66l CKOPPENPOBAHbLI C
perynsipHo MO3roBOI akTUBHOCTbIO, 3TO Obl10 6bl CBUAETENBLCT-
BOM B Nonb3y maTtepuanuama. Kpome 1oro, nccnenoBsatesb MOr
Obl CAaMOCTOATENIbHO CTUMYJIMPOBATbL MO3I UCMLITYEMOr0 Taknum
06pa3om, 4ToObI BbI3bIBaTb MUraHME UCKYCCTBEHHO. ECnn Obl nc-
MbITyeEMbIA cOOOLWAN, 4TO MUraHUs MPOU3BOJIbHbI, 3TU OAHHbIE
MO Obl NHTEPNPETUPOBATHLCH B MOMb3Y MMNOTE3bI, YTO CO3HA-
TeNbHbIE BOJIEBLIE aKThl SABMSIOTCA HE 6oJiee YeM paunoHannaa-
LMEN yXXe CBEPLUMBLUMXCS PaAKTOB U HE UrpPal0T CaMOCTOATENb-
HOW Kay3aslbHOM PO B MUPE, YTO NPOTUBOPEYNIO Obl UICXOOHOM
ayanuctmnyeckon rmnotesde. KOHeYHO, TakOM 3KCMEPUMEHT He
cMor Obl MPesoCTaBUTb HaM OKOH4YaTeslbHOE [0Ka3aTeNbCTBO
B MOJIb3Y TOW UAN VMHOW TEOPUM CO3HAHUS, HO BMOJSIHE MOT Obl
CTaTb BaXHbIM apPryMeHTOM B COpEe CTOPOH.

Kpowme Toro, B nocnegHune 10 net B aHanutnyeckom punocodum
CO3HaHWS CTaNN y4UTbIBATLCS AMNUPUYECKNE AAaHHbIE HOBOIO TUNa,
a VIMEHHO: [aHHbIE COLMONOrMYeCKMX ONPOCOB 1 aHTPOMONormye-
CKMX OMMCaHNM, NONYYNBLUMX HA3BaAHNE SKCMEPUMEHTASIbHON du-
nocodum cosHaHus. o Havana 2000-x y4eT AaHHbIX SMINPUHECKNX
nccneposaHnin B nnocodum Co3HaHua nogpasymesas OAaHHbIE
€CTEeCTBEHHbIX HayK, HanpumMmep Henpoowunanonormn. MNMpegnonara-
JOCb, 4YTO NPOINTbL CBET HA NMPUPOAY CO3HAHUS MOMOXET U3y4yeHne
MO3roBbIX MPOLLECCOB. HACKONbKO e pe3ynbTaThl TakOro N3y4eHus
COBMECTMMbI C 0ObIAEHHBIMU 1 PUNOCOPCKNMUN NPEACTABNEHNSIMM
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0 CO3HaHMN? DNNMUHATUBHbIE MAaTEPUANIUCTbI CHUTAIOT, YTO ecnin
Hay4Hble JaHHble O paboTe MOo3ra paaMKaibHO OTINYAKTCS OT Ha-
LLUMX OObIAEHHbBIX 1 GUNOCODCKUX MPEACTABIEHMIA, TO TEM XYXE ANS
nocnegHux. CnegyeTt 0Tka3aTbCsi OT TOrO, YTO Mbl CeNYac AyMaem
0 CO3HaHMM Tak Xe, Kak Mbl OTKa3asIMCb OT BEPbI B KONZOBCTBO AN
OT NTONnemMeeBow kKapTuHbI M1pa [Schouten, and de Jong, 2011: 11].
Ho 3HaeMm 1 Mbl TO, OT Yero oTka3biBaemMcs?

O6blaeHHbIE NPeaCTaB/IEHUS CHYUTANIUCL YEeM-TO CamMoo4e-
BUAOHBLIM UK pedNeKCUBHO A0CTYNHbIM. OgHAaKO 3aTEM BbISICHU-
J10Cb, YTO B OT/IMHME OT KOHLLENTYyasbHbIX GUIOCOPCKMX BOMPO-
COB BOMPOC O COAEPXaHUN 0BbIAEHHBIX NPEeaCcTaBAEHN MOXET
MMETb NOTEHUMASIBHO BEPUDULMPYEMBIN OTBET. [MONCKOM Takmx
OTBETOB U 3AHANNCH «3KCNEepPUMEHTasbHble GUNocodsbl». Jkcne-
pyMeHTanbHaa dunocodus npeTeHayeT Ha TO, Y4TOObl OTHATb
y GmMnocodoB TakoW NPUBLIYHLINA A9 HAX apPryMEHT, Kak CCbljka
Ha O4EBUAHOCTb.

CerogHs akcnepmMeHTanbHom dunocodurein Hepeako Hasbl-
BalOT MCCNeaoBaHus, NpoaMBaloLLMe CBET Ha NpeacTaBfieHus
00blYHbIX Nloaen o nNpobnemax pasnnyHbix obnactenn dunoco-
dumn — 3aTnku, anuctemonoruun, Gunocodum cosHaHua v ap. Oa-
HUM U3 NOEVHbIX BOOXHOBUTENEN 3KCNEPUMEHTasIbHOM GUI0COo-
dun co3HaHug HasbiBaloT M. [JeHHeTa. iIMeHHO OH npeanoxmn
Ona nccnegoBaHuUs CO3HaHUS MeTof, reTepodeHOMEHONOMnN —
cucTeMaTuU3aumio ONMcaHnm MeHTalbHOMO OMbITa Pa3HbIX NI0OEN
©6e3 BCSIKOM NpeTeH3nn Ha YCMOTPEHWE YHUBEPCaNUii, nexatimx
B OCHOBE Takoro onbita. Kak metog retepodeHoOMEHO10rns npo-
TUBOMOCTAB/SETCS NMPexae BCero TpaanunoHHoOn GeHOMEHON0-
ru, UeNblo KOTOPOW ABNAETCSH OTKPbITUE YHUBEPCAsbHbIX CYLL-
HOCTHbIX XapakTepPUCTUK CO3HaHUSa MocpeacTBoM pednekcumn
[Dennett, 1992: 95-98]. Npu oTka3e OT cybCcTaHTUBALMKY FreTepe-
bEHOMEHOIOrMYECKOro ONMcaHns OHO TEM HE MEHEE HE MOXeT
NMOHUMATbLCS Kak coobLaloLLEE HAM HEYTO CYLLECTBEHHOE OTHO-
CUTENbHO CO3HaHNA. [1eno B TOM, YTO OAHUM U3 LLleHTPasIbHbIX MNO-
JNIOXEHUN (pYHKUMOHaNM3Ma ABNSETCA MOJIOXKEHME O TOM, 4YTO
0OblAEHHbIE MHTYUUMN OTHOCUTESIbHO CO3HAHWS COCTaBASAOT
KOHLEeNTyanbHOEe AP0 MOHATUS co3HaHua [Churchland, 2005].
Takum 06pa3oM, CUCTEMATUYECKOE U3YHEHUE HaLUMX UHTYULIIA
OTHOCUTEJIbHO CO3HAHUSA 4151 HEKOTOPbIX QYHKLMOHANNCTOB OKa-
3blBaeTCH BMECTE C TEM U N3YHEHNEM CO3HAHUA Kak TakoBOrO.

K Hanbonee M3BECTHbIM 3KCMNepuUMeHTaNbHbIM dunocodpam
CO3HaHMsA MOXHO npuamcnuTb . Hobe n [. MpuHua. B cBoeit co-
BMECTHOM paboTe «MHTynuum 0 CO3HAHMN: SKCMepPUMeEHTaNbHOE
ncenepoBaHmne» [Knobe, and Prinz, 2008] oHM yTBEPXOAIOT, YTO
NPUNUCbIBAHNE MEHTasIbHbIX COCTOSIHUIA TOM UAN MHOWN CUCTEME
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3aBUCUT KaK OT ee PYHKUMOHaNbHbIX XapakTEPUCTUK, Tak 1 OT GU-
3un4yeckux. MNepBble BaxHbl Aas TOro, YToObl JIOAM MOMn NOBe-
pUTb B CYyLLECTBOBAHWE Y CUCTEMbI KOTHUTUBHbLIX COCTOSAHWI (BE-
pa, HamMepeHue, pelleHne). BTopble BaxHbl s npaeBnonono6-
HOCTW CYLLECTBOBAHUS Y CUCTEMbI PEeHOMEHaSIbHbIX COCTOSAHWA
(yyBcTBa cyacTbsi, 601K, cTpaxa). ABTOpPbl NPUXOONAT K BbIBOAY,
4YTO BOCMPUUMHYMBOCTb K GUINYECKMM XapaKTEPUCTUKAM He Mo-
3BONSET NIOASAM CUYUTATb, YTO PEHOMEHANIbHLIMU COCTOSIHUSAMMU
MOryT 06n1agatb CUCTEMbI, PYHKLMOHANIBHO MOAOOHbIE NIOASM,
HO paanKasbHO OT/INYAKLWMECH OT HUX CBOUM PU3NYECKUM YCT-
ponCcTBOM. B MbicnuTensHOM akcnepumMmeHTe H. Bnoka «kutain-
ckasl Hauus» CKOOPAVHUPOBaAHHbIE OENCTBUS Xutenen MoagHe-
OecHON KONNEeKTUBHO aMynMpytoT paboTy mo3ara [Block, 1978].
PesynbTaTt nx paboThbl Gnarogaps onocpenyoLlemMy nHtepdernicy
BblpaxaeTcs B NOBEAEHUW OTAENBHOIO Tena, U 3T0 NnoBeaeHne
HEeoOT/INYMMO OT noBeAeHus 0Obl4HOro Yyenoseka. Hobe 1 MpuHL,
YTBEPXAAIOT, YTO JIIOAN OXOTHO NPUNUCHIBAIOT TaKOM CUCTEME Ha-
JIN4MEe y Hee KOrHUTMBHbIX aCNekKTOB CO3HaHUSA 1 He corallaroTcs
C 1UCnosb30BaHMeM GEeHOMEHANBHOT O 13blKa ONUCAHUS MEeHTab-
HbIX COCTOSIHUI. [IpyrumMm cnoBamm, N0AY rOTOBbI MOBEPUTL, YTO
«KuTanckas Haums» OyaoeTt BecTu cebsi pa3yMHO, HO He FrOTOBbI CO-
rnacuTbCa C TEM, YTO OHA MOXET YyBCTBOBATb O0JIb.

BkntovyeHne B drnocodcekyo apryMmeHTaumio MeTogoB Coum-
abHbIX HayK Oka3biBaeTcsa 0600400CTPbIM, OHO HE TOJIbKO OT-
KpbIBAET MccnegoBaTensiM HOBbIE MyTU MOATBEPXOEHUSA CBOUX
CNEKYNSATUBHBIX TMNOTE3, HO U AenaeT Ya3BUMbIMU K KPUTUKE UX
MeTO0JI0rMyeckne ocHoBaHus. MNpakTudeckn kaxpas nybnuka-
LMA NO 3KCNEepUMEHTasIbHON GUNocodun MOXET NOpoaUTb Lie-
NbI Wwnend nocnenyowyx nyéamkaumin, roe ons oTBeta Ha ToT
€ BOMPOC UCNonb3dyeTcsa apyrasa metogonorvs. Hanpumep, Mo-
XeT BbISICHUTBCS, YTO «kuTalckasa Haumsa» bnoka He obnapaet
CO3HAHWEM, MOCKOJIbKY 3TOT KeWc aHanmaupoBasca Hobe u
MpuHLEeM 6€3 ydeTa KyNbTYPHbIX U pErMOHasbHbIX OCOOEHHOCTEN.
[anee, nony4yeHHble pe3ynbTaTbl MOryT CTaTb NPeaMETOM CpaB-
HUTENbHOM MPOBEPKU, rae OyaeT NMPUHMMATbLCH BO BHMMaHWeE
KYNbTYPHbIA 6arax pecnoHaeHTOB. M B Xxoae Takoro CpaBHUTENb-
HOro MCCNeaoBaHUs MOXET BbIICHUTLCS, 4TO NPUMNUCLIBAHME
OLLYLLIEHUI «KUTANCKOW Hauun» 3aBUCUT HE CTOJIbKO OT €€ BHYT-
PEHHEro yCTPOMCTBA, CKOJIbKO OT MeCTa NPOXMBAHUS TOro, KOMY
Mbl agpecyem Bonpockl [Huebner et al., 2010].

CerogHsWHNIA KOHCEHCYC B BOMPOCE O PO SMMINPUYECKUX
nccnenoBaHni B peLleHnn Bonpoca 0 CO3HaHNM afekBaTHO Onun-
cbiBaeT 3uMmmMepMaH: «[llogBoas UTor, MOXHO ckasaTtb, YTO MaTe-
prann3m He MOXET ObITb OKa3aH NPOCTO C MOMOLLLbIO... PACCYX-
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neHun a priori... [lyannam HaxoguTcs He B Ny4HlLEM NO0XEHUN,
€CNU NMPUHMMaTb BO BHMMaHWE TOJIbKO J0Ka3aTeNbCTBa a priori.
Mopa BcTaTth € Kpecna v 6onee NpPUCTanbHO B3rNSHYTb HA COAEP-
XaHne Gr3ny4eckoro Mmpa, 4Ttobbl MOHATL, €CTb I B HEM MECTO
Ans Hac camux» [Zimmerman, 2011: 172].

OTu cnoBa BO3BpaALLAOT HAC K TPETbEMY SIEMEHTY Napaaur-
Mbl COBPEMEHHOW aHaNMMTN4eCckom Gunocodurm co3HaHUa — He-
06X0ANMMOCTU NPEeasIoXUTb aaekBaTHOE 0ObsSICHEeHME CYObeKTUB-
HOro onbiTa. TPYAHOCTb TAKOro 0ObACHEHWSI COCTOUT B TOM, YTO,
C OZIHOW CTOPOHbI, CYObEKTUBHbIN OMbIT NPEACTaBNAETCS YEM-TO
HACTOJIbKO OY4EBUAHbLIM, HTO HEBO3MOXHO MPOCTO OTOPOCUTb EFO
Kak nnno3uto. C opyror CTOPOHbI, OH CYLLLECTBEHHO OT/IMYaETCS
OT Hay4HbIX onucaHum peanbHocTu. B Havyane 1970-x rr. Harenb
[Nagel, 1974], cdopmynmpoBan 3HaMeHUToe onpeneneHne co-
3HaHWA: «kakoBO 3TO (what it is like) ObITb CO3HAIOLWMM CYLLECT-
BOM, WM KAaKOBO 9TO MNepexmBaTb ONpeaesieHHOe MeHTanbHOoe
COCTOSIHME. Kak MUHUMYM C 3TOr0 BPEMEHM N A0 CUX NOpP Mpo-
6nemMa 06bSICHEHNA CYObEKTUBHOCTN HAXOAUTCH B LEHTPE BHU-
MaHUS aHaANUTUYECKUX GUN0CcodpOB CO3HAHNS 1 BMOJSIHE 3aciy-
XEHHO MOoy4Mna Ha3BaHue TPyaHas NPo6aeMbl CO3HaHMSA»S.

XoTs 60NbLUMHCTBO COBPEMEHHbIX PUIOCOPOB cornallaeTcs
C TeM, 4TO 6e3 0ObACHEHUS NPUPOObI CYOBLEKTUBHOIO OMbiTa Mbl
HE MOXEM MMETb aAekBaTHOM puinocodun CoO3HaHUS, NOAXOLbl
K 9TOMY OOBSACHEHWUIO MOTYT ObITb AnamMeTpasibHO MPOTMBOMO-
JNIOXHbI. 1N HEKOTOPbIX CYOBLEKTUBHBLIN OMbIT — 3TO HE MPOCTO
OMH N3 aCrNekKTOB CO3HaHWs, a pyHOaMeHTaslbHas OCHOBA BCSIKO-
ro MeHTanbHOro coctosaHus. Ans Cépna nobas NHTEHUMS nMeeT
MECTO JIMLLIb NOCTOJIbKY, MOCKOJIbKY OHa MOXET ObITb CO3HATEJb-
HO MHTEHUMEN, T.e. NonacTb B MOTOK Hawero cyobekTMBHOMO
onbita [Cépn, 2002: 69]. CyOGbeKTMBHbIN OMNbIT €CTb 1 OCHOBAHME,
VN KPUTEPUIM CO3HAHUS; HO BCE MbIC/IUTENIbHbLIE OMepaumn akTy-
aJibHO M NOTEHUMANbHO 3aBUCAT OT MX OCO3HABAEMOCTU. Takomn
noaxon MMeeT CBO MeTadpunanyeckyto ueHy. Ecnm npupoga co-
3HaHWSA 00BbACHAETCH Yepe3 CyObEKTUBHbIN OMbIT, MOCAEAHNM Mo-
Jly4aeT 0CcoObIfi OHTONOMMYECKUI CTaTyC (KOHLUEenuusa ayanmama
cBoncTB). CTOPOHHUKM anbTEPHATMBHOIO MOAxoAa CTPEMSTCSH
0OBACHUTL CYOBLEKTUBHBIN OMbIT UCXOAs U3 (PaKTOPOB, K KOTOPbLIM
CYOBbEKTUBHbLIN ONbIT MO Obl ObITb peayumpoBaH. Tak, corfacHo
WHTEHLMOHANIbHO-CUCTEMHOMY noaxoay [leHHeTa, CyObeKkTUBHbIN

3 HnurepecHo, uTo make aBTOPbI, OTCTAHBAIONIME MPUHIMIHATLHYIO HEPEIIAEMOCTH

«TpyAHOIT pobiaeMbly», Hanpumep «mucTepuanery» K. Makrunu [MacGinn, 1989], moryT uc-
XOJUTH U3 BIOJIHE HATYPATUCTUYECCKUX MPEANOCHUIOK. MaKIMHH YTBEPXKAACT, 4TO SIHCTE-
MOJIOTMYECKHE OTPAHUYCHHS OTHOCHTEILHO (JCHOMCHA CO3HAHMS Ha YeIOBEKA HAKIIAAbIBACT
YCTPOWCTBO €ro Mo3ra.
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OMbIT — 3TO HE 0CO60Ee N3MEepPEHNE PeasibHOCTH, a YOOOHbIN NHCT-
PYMEHT MHTepnpeTauum noBeAeHns Apyrmx n camoro cebs [eH-
HeT, 2004: 27-44]. HTepnpeTaums NexumT B OCHOBE 0ObSICHEHUS]
JeHHeToM cyGBbEKTMBHOIO OMbITa U CO3HaHWS BoobLle. B cBa3u C
3TUM ero GuNocodUI0 CO3HAHNA OTAENAT OT PYHKLMOHANM3Ma
BOOOLLE 1 Ha3bIBAKOT MHTepnpeTueuamom [Miilder, 2010]. UHTep-
NPeETUBNU3M MPOTUBOCTOUT rUNeppean3My OTHOCUTENbHO CO-
3HaHus [Dennett, 1987: 342]. MNo [eHHeTy, 3agaBasiCb BONPOCOM
OTHOCUTENIbHO COAEPXaHWS TOr0 UAN MHOMO CyObEKTVMBHOIO OMbl-
Ta, Mbl 4OJIXHbI MTOMHUTb, 4TO 0G0 OTBET OYAET HE YKa3aHNeM Ha
dakT CyObeKTVBHOrO OMbITa, a MHTEpNpeTaumen apyrux GakTos.

B coBpemeHHo nutepaType npobdnemMy 0O0bsCHEHNS CyObek-
TUBHOIO OMbITa CBA3bLIBAIOT B OCHOBHOM C ABYMSI BOMpPOCaMm —
O CYLLECTBOBAHUM HEPeOyUMpPYeMbIX CYOBbEKTUBHbIX CBOMCTB U
0 cyObekTe aTUX CBOWCTB. ECTb HEMano punnocodoB 1 Henpoy4ye-
HbIX, MPU3HAOLLNX CYOEKTUBHOCTb HEPEAYLMPYEMbIM aCNEKTOM
peanbHOCTU. B nocnegHee Bpems 3HAYUTENbHYIO U3BECTHOCTb
NOMYYUI «NAHNCUXM3M», COFNTACHO KOTOPOMY MEHTasbHbIE CBOW-
cTBa ABNAOTCA 0a30BbIMU CBOMCTBaMM peanbHocTu [Chalmers,
1996; Rosenberg, 2004; Koch, 2012; Tononi, 2012]. Te xe, KTO He
roToB NPUHUMATb HAaTYPaMCTUYECKNIA Ayann3mM CBOMCTB, MbiTa-
IOTCS COBMECTUTb CYLLECTBOBaHME CYObEKTUBHbLIX KAQ4eCTB Kak
CYLLLHOCTEN, HE 3aBUCSALLMX OT PUINYECKUX XapaKTepUCTUK pe-
aNIbHOCTW, HO MNPW 3TOM U HE SIMMMHUPOBATb CYOLEKTUBHIN
onbIT. HeCMOTPS Ha BECOMbIE apryMEHThI MPOTUB KOrePEHTHOCTH
HepeaykTMBHoro dwusmkanmama [Kim, 1989], ®. [xeKcoH wu
M. Tali npenioXunm CBoU BapuaHTbl 00bSICHEHNSA CYObEKTUBHOIO
onbiTa B pamkax GpuU3nKanncTckoro MHCTpymeHTapusa [Jackson,
2005]. Hamnbonee nonynspHoi cTpaTtermen Takoro 00bsCHEHUS
ABNSETCA WCTONKOBAaHME (DEHOMEHaNbHbIX XapakTepUCTUK Kak
PENALMOHHBIX, WHTEHLMNOHAlNbHbIX CBOWCTB B MPOTUBOMOIOX-
HOCTb «KBasnmMa» kak CBOMCTB camMoro co3Hatollero cyobekra. Oa-
HaKO OCTaETCs HEeSICHbIM, MOXHO N1 aTb afleKBaTHOE MaTepua-
JINCTNYECKOE OOBACHEHNE CAMON MHTEHUMOHANIbHOCTMU.

[na Tex xe, KTO roOTOB NPU3HaTb CAaMOCTOATENIbHOE CYLLECT-
BOBaHMe peHOMEHAaJIbHbIX KQ4ecTB, NpobnemMa HocuTenem aTux
CBOMNCTB CTAHOBUTCHA BaXKHOW 4YacCTblO NOBECTKM OHS. B cBA3un C
9TUM MOHATHO BO3POXAEHME MHTEpeca K 3MEepOXEHTU3MYy CO
CTOPOHBI KaK AyannCTOB, Tak U TEX, KTO CUMMNATU3NPYET HepeaykK-
TMBHOMY MaTepuannamy. TEpMUH «3MepPIXEHTHbIM» Obli BBEAEH
ewe BO BTOpow nonoBumHe XIX B. aHrannckmm ¢unocodom
L.T. Jlbioncom [Lewes, 1875] n wumpoko ynotpedbnsanca CTOPOoH-
HUKaMKU «OpUTAHCKOro amMepaxeHTnama» — C. AnekcaHOepowm,
K.J1. MopraHom, 4.[. Bpoynom [McLaughlin, 1992].
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B HacTosiLee BpemMs C SMEPIKEHTU3MOM CBS3aHbl JBE OCHOB-
Hble OMCKYCCUW: O MNpUpoAe «3MEPMXXEHTHbIX CBOWCTB» U 00
«AMEPIKEHTHBIX MHAMBMAax». Camo no cebe CyLleCTBOBaHME
3MEPIKEHTHBIX CBOMNCTB KaXETCS JOBOJIbHO TPMBUASIbHBIM Y MOXET
ObITb MPU3HAHO AaXe penykKuuoHucTamu. [IencTBUTENBHO, Takoe
CBOWCTBO rpynmnbl MOSIEKYST BOAbI, KaK, HANpUMEp, TEKYYECTb, B/S-
€TC 3MEPKEHTHbIM B TOM CMbIC/IEe, YTO OHO HEBLIBOAUMO M3
CBOWCTB KaXXJ0M OTAENbHON N3 9TUX MOJIEKYST U UX BBAMMHOIO pac-
MOJIOXEHUS!, HO TPeOYeT Takxke yyeTa Kay3asibHbIX B3aMMOOENCTBUIA
mexay Hummn [Cépn, 2002: 115-117]. Takoe noHMMaHWe amepa-
>XEHTHbIX CBOMCTB MOMY4YMsI0 Ha3BaHme «Cnabas SMepaKEHTHOCTb>.
HanpoTtuB, «CunbHas SMEpPOXKEHTHOCTb» — 9TO TaKOe MOHUMaHne
3MEPOXEHTHbIX CBOMCTB, NPY KOTOPOM OHW pacCMaTpuBalOTCS
Kak HECBOAMMbIE K CBOMCTBAM COCTaBASAIOLLNX 3IEMEHTOB U Kay-
3a/lbHbIM B3aMMOAENCTBUSM MEXAY HAMU N HaOensioTcs cobCT-
BEHHbIMU Kay3asibHbIMU cuiamu. bonee Toro, HEKOTOPbIE aBTO-
pbl, Hanpumep Y. Xackep, noaaratoT, YTO NPU3HaHMe peanbHOCTU
Takux CBOWMCTB, kak cBOOOAA BOMU, HEN3BEXHO BEYET 3a coboi
NPU3HAHME CYLLLECTBOBAHMS HE TOJIbKO CUJIbHBIX SMEPOKEHTHbIX
CBOWCTB, HO 1 CYLLLECTBOBAHNSA 0COObIX HOCUTENEN STUX CBONCTB —
«dMepPOKEHTHbIX MHAMBMAOB» [Hasker, 1999: ch. 7]. B coBpeMeH-
HOW NIUTEPAaTYPE MOXHO BCTPETUTb HECKOJIbKO KOHUEMLNM «aMepa-
XEHTHbIX MHOVBUAOB». Xackep 1 3MMMEPMAH NMOHMMAIOT UX Kak
0cobble, HemaTtepuasibHble CyOCTaHUMK, SBMSIOLLMECS NPOAYKTOM
Kay3a/bHOro B3aMOAENCTBUS BbICOKOOPraHN30BaHHOW MaTepum
(amepoxeHTHbIM ayanuam). T. O’KoHHop n [. Ixxekobc, HanpoTuB,
npegnaraloT KOHLENLMIO OMEPIXEHTHbIX UHOVNBUOO0B B paMKax He-
0apuCTOTENIeBCKON MeTadu3mnKn, HacTamBasi Npu 3TOM Ha Coxpa-
HeHuM 6a30BOM MaTepuanucTudeckom oHTonorum [O‘Connor, and
Jacobs, 2003]. HecMoTps Ha TO 4TO MAes SMePOXEHTHbIX MHOVBU-
DOB Ha NepBbli B3NS4, UMEET OYEBMOHbBIE MPENMYLLIECTBA Nepes,
KflaCCUYECKMM AyanM3aMOM CyOCTaHUMI, ee nosiBNeHne 00bsCHS-
€TCH NOAXOA0M, FOCMOACTBYIOLLMM B COBPEMEHHOM aHanuTuye-
ckoi punocodumr codHaHums. MNpr aTom cama naes ocoboli (Hema-
TepuanbHOM) CyBCTaHLMN Kak HOCUTENSI MEHTasIbHbIX CBOCTB, He-
0b6XoauMbIM  00pPa30M  BO3HUKAIOLLLEN Ha OCHOBE  CJIOXHbIX
Kay3asibHbIX B3aMMOOENCTBUI MeXAy MaTepuanbHbiMU YacTmua-
MU, NpeacTaBnseTcs ganeko He beccrnopHoii [Facnapos, 2014].

MpobnemaTrka aMepaXKeHTHbIX CBOMCTB U MHOWBUAOB HAxX0-
OUTCH Ha CTbIKE Knaccuyeckomn hpunocodunm Co3HaHua n metadu-
3ukun. Takoe coyeTaHne, PaBHO Kak 1 COEANHEHME KITACCUYECKOMN
npobnemMatnkm pmnnocodmm CO3HaHMA C ANNCTEMOSIOTNEN, TakXe
SIBNSIETCS OAHOWN N3 3HAYMMbIX XapakTEPUCTUK COBPEMEHHOIO CO-
CTOSIHUS 9TOM 06nacTu GunocodpCckux nccneaoBaHui.
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skesksk

HecmoTpsi Ha orpoMHoe pasHoobpa3sne TEM U KOHLEMLNIA,
LLeHTpasibHOEe MECTO B COBPEMEHHOM aHaUTUYeCKon puioco-
dun co3HaHUa 3aHMMaeT npobremMa HaTypaancTUHeckoro obb-
SICHEHUSI CO3HaHUS, BKJIOYas HaTypasMCcTUYeckoe OObsICHEHME
CYOBbEKTMBHOCTU, KOTOpPOe Oblio Obl CNOCOOHO MHTErpnupoBaThb
VIMEIOLLMIACS HA CErogHALHNM AeHb MACCUB 3MMUPUYECKUX OAAH-
HbIX N MNPOBEPEHHbIX OObIAEHHbBIX MHTYULMIA, NpeaocTaBNeHHbIX
Kak HerpoHayKkon, Tak 1 aKCrnepumMeHTanbHom ncmuxonoruen. OT
YCMELIHOCTW peLleHns Takon 3aJa4m 3aBUCUT KOHCEHCYC COBpe-
MEHHbIX aHannUTn4ecknx dmnnocodoB BOKPYr napagmnrmMbl, KOTO-
PYIO Mbl MOMNbITANIMCb ONMUCaTb B HACTOSALLEN CTaTbe.
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ANYTU K OBbACHEHUIO COSHAHUSA
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CraTbs NocBslLeHa Npobaeme CoO3HaHNsA, KOTOpas 3akiioyaeTcs B BbIPabOTKe HaTypanu-
CTUYeCKOro 0GbACHEHUs (eHOMeHaNbHbIX acMeKTOB Halero CO3HaTeNbHOTo OMbiTa.
MHorue unocodbl nonaratot, YTo Takoe 06bACHEHUE HEBO3MOXKHO. COrnacHo ux MHe-
HUIO, Mbl HE MOXXEM peflyLMpoBaTh (heHOMeHaNbHble KayecTBa CO3HaTeNbHbIX COCTOSA-
HUIA, UAK KBaNNa, K U3NYeCKUM N GyHKLUMOHANbHBIM CBOIMCTBOM Halero Tena. Oc-
HOBHas Mfes CTaTbil COCTOMT B ClIEAYIOLEM: IS TOTO YTOObI NPOABUHYTLCA BNEpes Ha
nyTH 06bACHEHNS CO3HAHUSA, HAM ClIefyeT OTBETUTb Ha BONPOC O TOM, ABAAIOTCSA /N KBa-
71a CBOMCTBAMM, BHYTPEHHE NPUCYLLMMU CO3HATENbHbIM COCTOSHMUAM, @ He 0OCYKAATb,
penyLmMpyeMbl 11 OHU K DKU3NYECKUM AN DYHKLMOHASbHBIM XapakTepucTukam. Ecan
KBana ABNAOTCA BHYTPEHHE NPUCYLLMMU CBOWNCTBAMM, TO JOMKEH GbiTb MbICAUM CLie-
Hapuit nepeBepHyTOro cnekTpa. B cTaTbe AEeMOHCTPUPYETCS, YTO 3TOT CLIEHAPUIl HEMbIC-
num. Benep 3a MmGnepTom XapMaHOM B CTaTbe NpefylaraeTcs paccMaTpusath KBanua
KaK pensuMoHHble CBONCTBA penpe3eHTUpyeMblx 0GbEKTOB U MOHUMATL CO3HATENbHbIE
COCTOAHNA KaK penpe3eHTaLMOHHbIE COCTOAHNA. TaKoit NOAXOA NO3BONAET HaM Bblpa-
6oTaTh HaTypanucTUieckoe 06bACHEHWe CO3HAHWA. B 3aknioueHue oTcTanBaeTcs Tesnc
0 TOM, 4YTO 3TV penpe3eHTaLMOHHbIE COCTOAHUA NPUHAANEKAT He MO3ry, @ BCemy Teny,
BOBJIEYEHHOMY B CUCTEMY CIOXHbIX B3aUMOJENCTBUI C OKpYKaloLen Cpefoi.
Kntoyessle cnosa: dhunocodus cosHaHus, npobnema co3HaHus, heHomeHanbHoe
CO3HaHWe, KBanua, apryMeHT MHBEPTMPOBAHHOTO CMEKTPa, MHTEHLWUOHANbHOCTb,
MeHTa/IbHble penpe3eHTalu, penpe3eHTaLnoHNn3M.
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The article deals with the problem of consciousness. It is the problem of providing na-
turalistic explanation of phenomenal aspects of our conscious experience. Today ma-
ny philosophers believe that such explanation is impossible. According to them, we
can’t reduce phenomenal qualities of conscious states, or qualia, to physical or
functional properties of our body. The main idea of the paper is that to move forward
towards explanation of consciousness we should answer the question whether qualia
are intrinsic properties of conscious states instead of discussing whether they are re-
ducible to physical or functional characteristics. If qualia are intrinsic properties then
the inverted spectrum scenario must be conceivable. In the paper it is demonstrated
that this scenario is inconceivable. We can demonstrate this inconceivability appea-
ling to Wittgenstein’s critics of the theory of private language and using his arguments
such as, for example, “beetle in the box” argument. If qualia are not intrinsic proper-
ties of conscious states then we must try to explain the phenomenal aspects of consci-
ous experience using the concept of intentionality (or mental representation). Follo-
wing Gilbert Harman, it is proposed to consider qualia as relational properties of repre-
sented objects and treat conscious states as representational states. This approach
allows us to provide naturalistic explanation of consciousness. In conclusion it is ar-
gued that these representational states belong not to the brain alone but to the whole
body that involved in complex relationship with environment.

Key words: philosophy of mind, the problem of consciousness, phenomenal consci-
ousness, qualia, inverted spectrum argument, intentionality, mental representati-
on, representationalism.



HA NMYTU K OB bACHEHUIO CO3HAHUA

1. O0bsicHeHMe CO3HAHUS 0JIKHO HAYMHATHCS ¢ BblejeHus e-
HOMEHAJIBLHBIX CBOHCTB, KOTOPHIMU CO3HATEIbHBII ONBIT XapaKTepH-
3yeTcsl CYLHHOCTHBIM 00pa3oM.

CyIIecTBYIOT pa3Hbie Teopuu 00bsicHeHUs. Haunbosee momyssipHON
SIBIISIETCSI TEMITETIEBCKAsi MOJIETb JICAyKTHBHO-HOMOJIOTHYECKOTO O0BsIC-
HeHms. OqHAKO Kak ObI HU MMOHUMAaTh OOBSICHEHHE, Ul JTH000i Teopuu
00BSICHEHNS, KaK 5 II0JIararo, CIIPaBeUINBO CIEAYIOIIee: MPEXkKIe 4eM 00b-
SICHSITh TIPUPOAY KaKOro-JIn0o 00bEKTa, MbI JOJDKHBI KAKMM-TO 00pa3oM
BBIJICITUTH ATOT 0OBEKT, UACHTH(UINPOBATH €r0 KaK UMEHHO 3TOT OOBEKT.

B ¢unocodun BemxyTCa copsl 0 OBOAY TOTO, KAKMM 00pa3oM ocy-
IMECTBJIACTCA HWHAUBUIAYALUA O6LeKTa. He BHukas B MeTa(i)I/ISI/I‘IeCKI/IC
JIMCKYCCHUH, CBSI3aHHBIC C OOCY’KACHHEM NPUHLUIIA WHAMBHIYAllUH WU
3akoHa JIeHOHHUIAa O TOXKAECTBE HEPA3INIUMBIX OOBEKTOB, CICAYET MPH-
3HATH, YTO HHIMBHIYaIlHs, TIOHATAS KaK YaCTh 00OBSICHEHHS IIPUPOJIBI KOH-
KPETHOTO O0BEKTa, JOJDKHA HAYMHATHCS C (PUKCHPOBAHUS €r0 CBOWCTB.
Tonbko crierudUIUpysi CBOHCTBA KOHKPETHOIO 00BEKTA, MbI CIIOCOOHBI
HayaTh OOBSCHEHHUE €0 PUPO/IBI.

Bce ckazanHoe xacaeTcst M ipoOsieMbl 00bSICHEHHS co3HaHus. Kakue
JK€ CBOMCTBA CO3HAHMS MO3BOJISIOT HAM BBIJICJIUTH €I'0 KaK 00BEKT OGT))IC-
Henus1? CyliecTBeHHBII BKIIaJ B BBISIBIICHHE [T0JJOOHBIX CBOHCTB OBUI C/ie-
naH npexae Bcero P. Jlekaprom. CornacHo JlekapTy, CO3HaTENbHbIE TIPO-
IIECCHI U COCTOSTHUS XapaKTEePU3YIOTCS CBOCH SBICHHOCTBIO, KAYKHMOCTBIO
cyowsekty. Hanpumep, ¢punocod numet: «S — TOT, KTO BUAUT CBET, CIIbI-
LINT 3BYKH, OIIyIIaeT kap. Bee 310 — nioxHbIe omtyenus, noo s cruto. Ho
JIOCTOBEPHO, YTO MHE Ka)KeTCsl, OYATO 5 BUXKY, CIBINIY U corpeBatock. [1o-
cleqHee He MOXKET OBITh JIOXKHBIM, ¥ 9TO, COOCTBEHHO, TO, YTO IMEHYETCS
MomM ornymmeHuem» [Jlekapt, 1994: 25]. Haue roBops, CyIeCTBEHHBIMU
CBOMCTBaAMU CO3HATEJILHOTO OITbITA SIBISIOTCS CBOﬁCTBa, KOTOPbIC MOXKHO
0003HaYNTh KaK ()eHOMEHAJIbHBIE.

Ecnm MeHTambHBIE MPOIIECCH U COCTOSHUS XapaKTePHU3YIOTCS CYIITHO-
CTHBIM 06pa30M TOJIBKO HAJIMYHEM (beHOMeHaJ'II)HOFO HU3MEPCHUs, TO UX CY-
LIECTBOBAHNE HE MOXKET 3aBHCETh OT CYLIECTBOBAHMS KaKHX-JIMOO Teec-
HBIX 00bekTOB. CorracHo J{exapTy, Mbl JJOJDKHBI TOBOPUTH O HUX Kak O MO-
Jycax MBICIISIIESH BeMIr, 0c000# cyOCTaHINH, OTIIYHOMN OT MPOTSHKCHHON
cyOcTaHINH, KOTOpast SBISETCS OCHOBOW MaTepHANbHBIX 00BeKTOB. [1o31-
uus Jlekapra, KOTOpyro 0003HAYAIOT KaK Jyaau3M CyOCTaHIUH, HE CTaTKU-
BaeTcst ¢ MPo0IIeMOil 00BsICHEHUsI cCo3HaHMs1. Ecim co3HaHue sIBIIseTcst 0co-
ObIM CyIpaHaTypaIMCTHYECKUM 00BEKTOM, TO HE NIMEET CMbICIIa HCKATh Ka-
KOE-TH00 HATyPaTHCTHYECKOEe 00BsICHEHHE eTo Mprupoabl. OMHAKO MPOTHB
TTO3WIINH Tyann3Ma CyOCTaHIHIA OBLTO BBICKA3aHO YK€ JOCTATOYHO MHOTO
CUJIBHBIX apryMEHTOB, KOTOPBIC ITO3BOJIAIOT HAM €€ HE 3aHUMATb.

2. Boigeasisi peHoMeHaNbHbIE CBOHCTBA CO3HAHUS U BMeCTe ¢ TeEM
ocTaBasich Ha MO3MIUAX HATYPAJIM3MAa, MbI CTAJIKMBaeMcs ¢ mpoodJie-
MOM CO3HAHMSA.
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OTKa3bIBasCh OT Jyann3Ma CyOCTaHIIMH, HO COXpaHsisl IOJIOKEHUE
0 TOM, YTO CO3HATEJIbHBIE COCTOSIHUS XapaKTePU3YIOTCs Pex e Bcero de-
HOMEHAJIbHBIMH Ka4eCTBAMH, MBI CTAJIKUBAEMCsI C MPOOIEeMOil 0ObsICHe-
HUs co3HaHUsA. B camoMm 001em Buze 3Ta mpobiieMa MOXKET OBITh Mpe/-
CTaBIIeHa KaK MpobiiemMa 00BsICHEHUS TOT0, KakuM 00pa3oM (heHOMEeHAaITb-
HbI€ Ka4eCTBA BIMCHIBAIOTCS B HATYPAIUCTHYECKYIO KAPTHHY MHUpA.

B Gozee crienuduueckoM Buje npodiiemMa MmpeacTaBiseTcsi MHOTUMU
(umocodamu Kak mpobdiaeMa peryKIuH (eHOMEHATBHBIX Ka4eCTB K eCTeCT-
BEHHBIM CBOHCTBaM H ITPOIIECCaM, KOTOPBIE MOTYT HCCIIEI0BATHCS CPEJICT-
BaMM €CTECTBEHHO-HAYYHBIX JAUCHUIUINH, QYHANPYEMBIX pu3nkoi. Nna-
4ye TOBOPsI, OOBSICHSSI CO3HAHKE, MbI JOJDKHBI TI0Ka3aTh, KAKMM 00pa3omM
YTBEpKIACHHS 0 PEeHOMEHAIBHBIX Ka4eCTBaxX ACAYLUPYIOTCS U3 HATYpajlH-
CTHYECKUX yTBEPXKICHNUH. IMEHHO BOKPYT IpoOIIeMbl peayKiuu heHoMe-
HaJIbHBIX CBOMCTB K (DU3MUYECKHUM BEJIMCh OCHOBHBIE CIIOPHI B (hritocoduu
Co3HaHUs B mocienHeil yeTBepT XX B. MHOTHE QHUIOCO(HI MBHITAINCH
MPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBATH HEPETYLIUPYEMOCTh MEHTAIIBHBIX CBOIMCTB K (QpH3H-
yecknM cBoiicTBaM. [To3ummio Bcex 3Tux GpuiiocohoB MOXKHO 0003HAYUTH
KaK J1yaJli3M CBOMCTB.

Jaist Toro 4To0BI pa300paThesi, BO3MOXKHO JIM BBIPAOOTATh PETyKINO-
HHUCTCKOE OOBSCHEHHE CO3HAHHS, CIIEAYET HPEKAE BCETO IMOHATH, UTO
MPEJCTABISIIOT CO00 Te (PEHOMEHAIBHBIC KA4eCTBa, KOTOPHIC MBI ITbITa-
emcst 00BsICHNTD. UTOOBI HE YCIIOKHATH 00CYXK/ICHHE JAaHHOTO BOTIPOCa, 5
He OyIy BIaBaThCs B JAETAIN OHTOJIOTHU PAa3IMYHBIX MEHTAJIBHBIX 00BEK-
ToB. Bee, 4To HaM Ba)KHO 1OKa 3a)MKCUPOBATH, 3TO TO, YTO MBI KaK (hU3H-
YeCKHe CyIecTBa TOMUMO MaTepHATbHBIX KaueCTB 00J1a/1aeM TaKkKe KaKH-
MH-TO OCOOBIMU q)eHOMeHaJ'H)HI)IMI/I CBOﬁCTBaMH, KOTOpLIC, IO MHCHUIO
psina Guiocodos, HE SABISIOTCS GU3MUECKUMH CBOWCTBAMH. DTy MBICID
MOXHO C(hOpMyIHPOBaTh TouHee. Haly co3HaTeNbHbIE COCTOSIHUS MOTYT
OBITH IPE/ICTABIICHBI KaK €CTECTBEHHBIE, (u3ndeckue coctosiHus. O1HaKo,
KaK CUMTAIOT JyaJIUCThl CBOWCTB, TOMUMO CBOMX €CTECTBEHHBIX KAUECTB
9TH COCTOSIHUSI TAKXKE XapaKTepH3yIOTcs (PeHOMEHAIbHBIMU CBOMCTBAMH,
KOTOpBIC SBISIFOTCSI HEPU3UIECKUMH.

deHoMeHaIbHBIE KAYeCTBa, B3AThIE B UX HAMOOJIEE CI0KHOM JUIs pe-
JTYKTUBHOTO OOBSICHEHHS aCleKTe, 4acTo 0003HAYAIOTCS TIOHITHEM «KBa-
mmay (qualia)!. DTo moHATHE NPU3BaHO 3aQUKCHPOBATH KAUECTBEHHYIO CO-
CTaBJISIOLIYIO HAIIEro CO3HATENIBHOTO ornblTa. CKa)xeM, KOrja s UCIIbITHI-
Balo OO0JIb, TOCIETHSSI MOKET ()EHOMEHAIBHO MPEJCTaBIATHCS MHE Kak
pexKy1as, KOJIIOIIAsi, HOKIIAs U T.I.

3. IlposicHeHnne NMpUpPoAbI GeHOMEHATIBHBIX CBOHCTB 3aK/II04YaeT-
csl B pellieHUM BONPOca, MPUCYIIH JIM BHyTpeHHe (intrinsic) 3Tu c¢Boii-
CTBA HAIIMM CO3HATEJbLHBIM COCTOSIHMSM, 2 He B CIIOPAX 0 BO3MOKHO-
CTH UX PeIyKIHMH K (pu3nUecKnM cBoiicTBaMm.

1 [Moxpo6uee cm.: [MBanos, 2013a; Usanos, 2013b; Tye, 2013].
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Wrak, uist Toro 4To0bl NOHSATH CO3HAHUE, HAM HEOOXOAMMO 00BSIC-
HUTB NpUPOY (PeHOMEHAIILHBIX CBOICTB, T.€. KBanua. FiHaye roopsi, 00b-
€KTOM OOBSICHEHHS BBICTYNAIOT cBOMCTBa. Kak y’ke oTMeuanock, mpex/ie
YeM NPUCTYNUTh K OOBSCHEHHIO NMPHPOALI KaKOro-iu0o 00beKTa, MBI
JIOJDKHBI CrIe(UIpoBaTh CBOMCTBA, KOTOPHIC MI03BOJISIFOT HAM UH/IMBH-
JyUpOBaTh 3TOT 00BbEKT. B ciydae ¢ 0ObsicHEeHHeM CBOWCTB HaM HE00XO0-
JIMMO BBISIBUTH CBOMCTBa BTOPOro mopsiika. ONUchiBas KBajina, MHOTHE
¢duocodhbl MOMUMO yKa3aHHUs Ha TO, YTO ATU CBOIMCTBA SIBISIIOTCS (heHOME-
HaJIbHOI! IAHHOCTBIO, YaCTO BBIACISIOT TAKHE UX KA4eCTBa, KaK HEBbIPa3H-
MOCTb, IPUBATHOCTh, HEKOPPEKTUPYEMOCTb, JIOCTYITHOCTD JIJIsl CXBAThIBA-
HUS IPSAMBIM M HEIIOCPEACTBEHHBIM 00pa3oM, BHY TPEHHSS IPUCYIIHOCTb.
OTHOCHUTENBHO TOT0, KOPPEKTHO JIM XapaKTepH30BaTh (heHOMEHaJbHbIE
Ka4ecTBa C [IOMOLIBIO ATUX CBOMCTB, BemyTcs tucKyccuu. [lo moemy MHe-
HUIO, PEIICHNE 3TOT0 BOIPOCA 3aBUCHT OT TOTO, IPUHUMAEM JIK MBI T10JIO-
KEHHE O TOM, 4YTO (peHOMEHAJbHBIE KauecTBa SIBISAIOTCS BHYTPCHHHMHU
(intrinsic) xkauecTBaMH PUINICCKUX OOBEKTOB.

Kax s monaraio, BMECTO TOro 4yToOBI peIarh, SBISIOTCS JIM GpeHoMe-
HaJIbHBIE KAauecTBa YeM-TO (DU3UUECKUM WM HET, PeAyLUPYEMBbI JIU OHU
K (U3HYECKUM KayecTBaM, HaM CIIEAyeT OTBETHTh Ha BOIIPOC, SBIISOTCS
JIM OHM BHYTPEHHE NMPHUCYLIMMH HaM Kak (PU3HMYECKHM cyliecTBam. Yrto
MMEETCs B BUY IO/ TOHSATHEM «BHYTPEHHSISI IPUCYITHOCTE»? Ha aToT BO-
IIPOC MOKHO OTBETHTH CJIEIYIOINM 00pa3oM. Bce cBoiicTBa MOTYT OBITH
JMXOTOMHYECKH IT0/IeJICHBI Ha JIBa Kilacca. HekoTopble cBoiicTBa He MpH-
HaJUIeKaT 00BEKTaM CaMUM 110 cede, a SBILIFOTCS Pe3yIbTaTOM TOTrO, YTO
00BEKThI, KOTOPBIM OHHU IMPUIKCHIBAIOTCS, HAXOATCS B ONPEICICHHBIX
OTHOUICHUSIX K JApyruM oObekTaM. Hampumep, Kakoi-nmnbo 4esoBek Mo-
XKeT 00J1aJaTh CBOMCTBOM OBITh MY>KeM, TOJBKO €CIIH OH HaXOJUTCS B OIl-
pEelleNICHHBIX OTHOLICHUSX K IPYTOMY YeJI0BeKy. BHe KOHTeKCTa TakuX OT-
HOIICHUI HE MMEET CMBIC/IA CIIPAIMBATh O TOM, IPHCYILE JIX MY 3TO
CBOWCTBO. DTH CBOWCTBAa MOTYT OBbITh 0003HAYECHBI KaK PENSIHOHHBIC.
B oTnnume ot 3TOrO Kilacca CBOWCTB CYIIECTBYIOT CBOWCTBA, O KOTOPBIX
MBI MO’KEM FOBOPUTH KaK O IPHHAUISKALIUX 00BEKTaM CaMUM 1o cebe.
VX cymiecTBOBaHHE HE 3aBHCHUT OT TOTO, B3AaUMOJICHCTBYET JIU UX HOCH-
TeNb KaKUM-JIH00 00pa3oM ¢ ApyruMHu oObeKTaMu. IMEHHO 9TH cBOWCTBa
MOYKHO 0003HAYNTh KaK BHYTPEHHE ITpUCyIIne 00bekTaM. [loHnmast BHyT-
PEHHIOIO IPUCYIIHOCTH IT0{00HBIM 00pa30oM, s IOJIararo, 4YTo MbI JJOJKHBI
OTBETUTH OTPULATEIBHO HA BOIIPOC O TOM, SIBJIAIOTCS JIM ()eHOMEHAIbHBIE
Ka4yecTBa CBOMCTBAMH, KOTOPbIE BHYTPEHHE IPHUCYLIH HaM Kak (u3ude-
CKHUM cylecTBaM. K TakomMy BBIBOJY HAac MOJABOJIAT CICIYIOLIHE COO0pa-
HKEHUSL.

4. Eciiu (peHOMeHA/IbHBIE CBOIICTBA SIBJISIIOTCS BHYTPEHHUMH CBOWCT-
BaMH CO3HATEJIbHBIX COCTOSHU, TO A0JI5KeH ObITh MBICJIMM CLIEHAPHUIA
HHBEPTHPOBAHHOIO crnekTpa. OIHAKO €ro HeMbICJIMMOCTH MOYKHO
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MPOACMOHCTPUPOBATH € MOMOIIBIO paccyme}mﬁ BUTIEeHINTEHHOB-
CKOI'o THIAa.

Ecnu MbI paccmaTprBaeM (peHOMEHAIbHBIE KaUeCTBA KaK BHYTPEHHUE
Ka4yecTBa, HE 3aBUCSIIUE HE TOJBKO OT KaKUX-JIMOO OTHOILICHHIl, B KOTO-
PBIX MBI KaK (PM3MYECKHE CYIIECTBA HAXOIUMCS K BHELIIHUM 00bEKTaM, HO
W OT Hamel (pU3MYecKoi OpraHu3aIyy, TO JOJDKEH ObITh MBICIIMM CIICHA-
pUi THBEPTHPOBAHHOTO CIEKTPa. MBICIEHHBIH SKCIEPUMEHT «HHBEPCHS
CreKTpa» B puiocopun 00CyKaaeTCs JOCTATOUHO JI0IT0. YKE B TEKCTaxX
Jlokka oH chopMyITHPOBAH CIEAYIOIIIM 00pa30M.

«Bnpouem, uoes 2016020, uMelowancsa y 00H020 4es08eKd, MOICem
OMAUYAMBCSL OM dMOU udeu y 0py2020. B HaIMX NPOCTHIX HAESX HE OBLIO
OBl HUYETO OT I0JICHOCMU A B TOM CITy4ae, eciii Obl BCIIEICTBUE Pa3InIHO-
T'O CTPOCHUSI HAIIIMX OPTaHOB OBLIO OBl TAK ONPEJENICHO, YTO OOUH U MOM
Jrce npedmem B OHO U TO YK€ BPEMS npou3600uUl Obl 8 YMAX HECKOIbKUX
J100ell paziudivlie UIeH; HAPUMED, eclii Obl ues, BbI3BaHHAS (HHUATKOM
B yMe OZIHOT'0 YeJIOBeKa ITPH MOMOIIIH €T0 IJ1a3, Obliia TOXKECTBEHHA C Hjie-
eii, BRI3BaHHOU B yM€ IPYTOT0 HOTOTKaMH, U Haobopom. Bes 3TOro HUKO-
raa HCIb34 6BIJ'IO 6])1 ¥3HaTh, IOTOMY 4YTO YM OJJHOI'O YCJIOBEKA HE MOXKET
TIepEeHTH B TEJIO JIPYroro, YTOObI BOCIIPUHSATD, KAaKUE MTPEACTaBICHUS BbI-
3BIBAIOTCS C TIOMOIIBIO OPTaHOB TIOCIIETHETO; ¥ TIOTOMY HE MEPEenyTalliCh
ObI HY WJIeN, HY IMEHA U HU B TEX, HU B JIPYTUX HE ObLIO ObI HUKAKOMH J100/c-
Hocmu. B caMoM ziene, ecim Bce BEIW, UMEIOIINE cTpoeHue (uanku, Oy-
JIYT HOCTOSIHHO BBI3bIBaTh B KOM-HHOY/Ib HJICI0, KOTOPYIO OH HA30BET “TO-
1y60€e”, a Bce BeIlH, UMEIOIINE CTPOSHUE HOTOTKOB, Oy Iy T HOCTOSIHHO BBI-
3BIBATh UJCI0, KOTOPYIO OH TaK)Ke MOCTOSHHO OyZeT Ha3bIBaTh ‘“KenToe”,
TO, KAKOBBI OBbI HM OBLIN ATH IIPEJICTABIICHUS B €70 YME, OH OYET B COCTOSI-
HHH TaK )K€ MPABWIIBHO Pa3InyaTh MO HAM BEIIH JUIsS CBOMX HaJl00HOCTEH
U TOHMMATh U 0003HAUaTh ATHU PA3TUYMUs, OTMCUCHHBIC HUMECHAMH “‘TONY-
60e” n “xenroe”, Kak eciu Obl 3TH NPEICTABICHHS WIN UJIEH B €T0 yME,
MOJTy4eHHBIE OT ITHX JBYX IIBETKOB, OBIIIM COBEPIIEHHO TOX/ICCTBEHHBI C
uaesaMHU B ymax Apyrux joaeit» [Jlokk, 1985: 444].

B 3TOM MBICTIEHHOM 3KCIIEPUMEHTE HaM MpEJIaraeTcs MpeCcTaBUTh
CHUTYAIIHIO, KOT'Ia JIBa CYIIECTBA, TOXKCCTBEHHbBIC (PU3NICCKU U (DYHKITHO-
HaJIbHO, OKA3bIBAIOTCS HA/ICJICHHBIMU PA3HBIMU ()eHOMEHAJIbHBIMU Kayde-
ctBamu. B XX B. apryMeHT OT MHBEPCHHU CIIEKTpa 00CYKIalCs MPEexae
BCEro B KOHTEKCTE aHAINTHYECKOH (ritocopun co3nanus. Hecmotpst Ha
MHO>KECTBO JIOBOJIOB B €T0 IOIEPXKKY, BO3PAKCHUSI, BEIIBHHYTHIE €TO OII-
IIOHCHTaMH, Ha MO B3I, BCC )K€ 3aCTaBJIAOT HAC NpU3HATh, YTO B Ka-
KOM-TO Ba)KHOM CMBICIIC IIEPEBEPHYTHIH CIIEKTP HEMBICIHM. 3]1eCh HET
MecTa IJIsl HOAPOOHOTO aHAIN3a BCEX JIMCKYCCHI, KOTOPhIe BO3HUKAJIH T10
MOBOJTy 9TOTO apryMeHTa, OJHAKO OOIIYI0 HANPABJICHHOCTh BO3PAKCHUH

MOYKHO TIPEACTABUTH CIICTYIOITIM 06pa30M2.

2 [Moxpo6uee cm.: [MBanos, 2011; VBanos, 2013b].
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Paccyxnas o craTyce KBajaua, Mbl CTAJIKUBAEMCsI CO CJICAYIOIIEH JH-
nemmoii. Eciin MeHTanbHbIE TEpMUHBI, 0003Haudaronme GeHOMEHaIbHbIE
Ka4yecTBa, yKa3bIBalOT Ha BHYTPEHHHE CBOWCTBA CO3HATEIILHOTO OTIBITA, TO
€IMHCTBCHHBIM KPUTEPUEM MIPABMIIHOTO YHOTPEOICHUS 3TUX TEPMHHOB
SIBIISIFOTCSI CBUJIETEIILCTBA CyOBEKTa ATOTO OIBITA, HUKTO IPYTOH HE MOYKET
YAOCTOBEPUTHCS, TPABUIBHO JH (DUKCUPYIOTCA IAHHBIMH TEPMHHAMHU
1 (PUKCHPYIOTCS JIM BOOOIIE 3TH cBoicTBa. O/THAKO, KaK oTMedan Butren-
LITEHH, KPUTHKYS UICI0 IPUBATHOTO SI3BIKA, B 3TOM ClIy4yae BOOOIIe He MO-
KeT ObITh KaKUX-JIM00 KPUTEPUEB NMPABMILHOCTH YIIOTPEOICHNS JaHHbBIX
MEHTAJIBHBIX TEPMUHOB. ECITH KTO-TO HacTauBaeT Ha TOM, 4TO /I cedst ca-
MOTO OH IIPABWIIBHO (PUKCUPYET 3TUMHU TEPMUHAMU BHYTPEHHHE CBOHCTBA
CBOETO OTIBITA, TO €My MOKHO BO3pa3UTh clioBamMu Butrenmreiina: «*“5 3a-
KPETULSAIo s ce0st CBSA3h MOXKET O3HAa4aTh TOJBKO OJHO: 3TOT IPOIIECC
o0ecrieunBaeT To, YTO BIIOCIIEACTBUH S IPABUILHO BCTIOMUHAIO 3TY CBS3b.
Ho Benp B TaHHOM cilydae sl HE pacIiojiararo HUKakuM KpPUTEpPHEM IIpa-
BUJIBHOCTH. Tak M TAHET CKa3aTh: MPABUJIBHO TO, YTO MHE BCErja Mpej-
CTaBISIETCS IPABMIIBHBIM. A 3TO O3HAYAET JIUIIb, YTO 3/1€Ch HE MOXKET UJI-
TU pedb 0 “IPaBUIBHOCTH» [Butrenmreitn, 1994: 175].

Ecnu sxe MeHTalIbHbIE TEPMHUHBI B CBOEM YIOTPEOIEHIH HUYEM IIPUH-
LUMHAAIBHO HE OTINYAIOTCS OT JIIOOBIX APYTUX CIIOB, TO OHTOJIOTHYECKHIH
CTaTyC KBaJiia OKa3bIBACTCS MOJO0CH CTaTyCy JKyKa B KOpPOOKE M3 MBIC-
JICHHOTO 3KcniepuMenTa Burrenmreitna: «[Ipeanonaoxum, 9To y Kaxmaoro
ObuTa OBl KOPOOKA, B KOTOPOH HAXOAMUIOCH OBI YTO-TO, YTO MbI Ha3bIBACM
“xykom”. HUKTO HEe MOT OBI 3arTITHYTh B KOPOOKY APYTOTO; M KaXKIBIN I0-
BOPHJI ObI, YTO OH TOJIBKO 10 BHEHIHEMY BHY CBOET'O )KyKa 3HAET, 4TO Ta-
Koe KyK. [Ipr 3TOM, KOHEUHO, MOTJIO ObI OKa3aThesl, UTO B KOPOOKE y Kax-
JIOT0 HaXOIMJIOCH ObI 4TO-TO Apyroe. MoXHO JlaKe IPeJICTaBUTh cebe, 4To
9Ta BEIlb HETIPEPBIBHO M3MeHsu1ach Obl. Hy, a eciim mpu BceM TOM cl10BO
“KyK” ynorpeoisuiock Obl STHMU Jr0ibMH? B Takom cityyae oHO He ObLIO
051 0003HaUYEeHHEM Bellr. Bemrs B kopoOke BooOIIe He puHAaIIeKaia Obl
K SI3BIKOBOM MTpE JJaKe B KaUeCcTBE HEKOETO Heumo: Be/lb KOpOOKa Moriia
051 OBITH U IycTOW. BepHO, TeM caMbIM BEIlb B 3TOH KOPOOKE MOTIa OBI
OBITh “COKpalleHa”, CHATa HE3aBUCHMO OT TOT'0, 4YeM ObI OHa HU 0Ka3aJ1ach
[Butrenmrreitn, 1994: 183].

Takum o0pa3oM, (eHOMEHaIbHBIC CBOMCTBA, PACCMOTPEHHBIC CTO-
POHHUKaMH BO3MOKHOCTH WHBEPCHH CIIEKTpa KaKk BHyTPEHHHE CBOMCTBA
CO3HATEIBHOTO OIIBITA, TOCTYI K KOTOPBIM HMEET TOJIBKO CYOBEKT 3TOTO
OTIBITA, OKA3bIBAIOTCS UCKJIIOUYCHHBIMU U3 KOHTEKCTOB, B KOTOPBIX MBI CIIO-
CcOOHBI 00CYKIIaTh U CPABHUBATH IICUXUYECKHE PeHOMEHEI. O HUX MOXKHO
cKazaThb ciaoBamu Butrenmreiina: « OHU He HEUYTO, HO U He HUYTO! BEIBOJI
COCTOSIT OBI JIUITH B TOM, YTO HAYTO BBITOIHSIIO OBl TAKYIO JK€ (PYHKIIHIO,
KaK M HEYTO, 0 KOTOPOM HMYEro Helb3sl cKa3aTh» [Butrenmreiin, 1994:
185]. OmHako eciau MBI HE MOYKEM CPaBHUBATH HETIOCPEACTBEHHO KBAJINTA-
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TUBHBIA OIBIT ABYX Cy6LeKTOB, TO 9TO 03HA4YACT, YTO I'MIIOTE3a NUHBEPTHU-
POBAHHOTI'O CIICKTPAa HEMbICIMMA.

5. Ecin ¢eHOMEHANIBHBIC KAYECTBA He SIBJASIOTCH BHYTPEHHUMH
CBOICTBAMM HAIIETr0 CO3HATEJIBLHOIO ONBITA, TO (heHOMEHAJILHBIE ac-
MEKTHI 3TOr0 ONBITA JOJIKHBI MBICJIUTBCA ¢ IOMOIIbI0 MOHATUS WH-
TeHIHOHAJIBHOCTH.

UTo MBI IMEEM B BUJIY, KOT/1a TOBOPUM, YTO CO3HATEIHHBIC COCTOSHUS
HaJIeJICHBl (DeHOMEHATFHBIMU cBOCTBaMU? OYEBUIHBIM OTBETOM OyneT
yKa3zaHHE Ha TO, YTO KOT/Ia MBIl HAXOUMCS B ITHX COCTOSIHHSAX, HEUTO 5IB-
JICHO, TAHO HaM OTIpe/IeJIeHHBIM 00pa3oM. bosee Toro, T, 4TO MBI BOCTIpH-
HHMaeM, PE/ICTaBICHO HaM YHUKAJIBHBIM 00pa3oM, U3 IIEPCIICKTHUBEI Iep-
BOro juua. Kakum oOpa3zoM cieayer MOHUMAaTh TO, YTO CYyOBEKTHBHBIC
(heHOMEHBI BOCIIPMHHMMAIOTCSI B IepcrieKTHBe nepBoro smia? CoriacHo
MHEHHUIO MHOTUX (pri10cooB, 3TO 03HAYAET, YTO CO3HATEINBHBIH OIBIT HH-
TeHIMoHaeH. CyleCTBeHHONW 4epToil HHTEHIIMOHATIBHBIX COCTOSHUIM sB-
JseTCA UX acleKTyaabHOCTh. OHa 0OBSACHIET MePCHEeKTUBHBIN XapakTep
HAIIIeTO OTIBITA, T.€. TOT (haKT, YTO CyOBEKTUBHBIC ()EHOMEHBI BCET/Ia IaHbI
HaM onpeseeHHbIM o0pazom. Kak mumer CEpi, «oOpariarh BHUMaHHE Ha
MEPCIEKTUBHBIN XapaKTep CO3HATEIBEHOTO OTBITA — 3TO XOPOIINH CII0co0
HATIOMHHUTBE cebe O TOM, UTO 8CAKAA UHMEHYUOHATbHOCHb ACNeKmYydib-
Ha... Kaxoe MHTEHIIMOHATTFHOE COCTOSTHIE MIMEET TO, UTO 5 Ha3bIBAIO dc-
nexmyansrotl ¢hopmory [Cépim, 2002: 131]. Ckazars, 4TO HHTCHIIHOHAb-
HOE COCTOsIHUE 00JIaJaeT acIeKTyalTbHON POPMOii, (haKTHIECKH O3HAYALT
yKa3aTh Ha TO, YTO 3TO COCTOSHHE MMEET COAepKaHue, GpUKCHUpyromee
00BEKT, Ha KOTOPBIN OHO HAIPABJICHO, B ONPE/ICIEHHBIX ACIEKTaX.

OO6cyxaast mpodiieMy BHYTPEHHUX KadeCTB CO3HATEILHOTO OIIBITA,
T'unbepr XapmaH oTMeyaeT CIeIyIOIIHe BaKHBIE ACHEKTHl WHTECHIIHO-
HanpHOCTH [Harman, 1997]. [Ipexe Bcero Hamu4ue coaepkaHust HHTEH-
[HOHAJIBHOTO COCTOSIHUSI (PUKCHPYET TOT (PaKT, 4TO CyOBEKT HaXOJUTCS
B OIPEIETIEHHOM OTHOLIEHUH K OKpY>KaroleH ero cpeae. Jpyroi BaxxHbIi
ACTIEKT 3aKJII0YAETCS B TOM, YTO COJEpPKAHUE ITHX COCTOSHUI He 00s3a-
TEJBHO CXBATBIBACT TO, UTO IEHCTBUTENBHO CyIiecTByeT. CkaxeM, UCIaH-
ckuit konkuctanop [lonce ne Jleon mpuokLT Bo @nopury B mouckax QpoH-
TaHa BeYHOH MonogocT. OH MBITANCS HAMTH KOHKPETHBIH 00BEKT, Hae-
JIEHHBIH COOTBETCTBYIOUIMMH cBoOicTBaMu. OO 3TOM 00BEKTE MOKHO
TOBOPHUTH KaK 00 HHTEHIIMOHAILHOM O0OBEKTE, IMOCKOJIbKY KaK peajbHbIN
O00BEKT OH HE CYMIECCTBOBAN B JACHCTBUTEIHHOCTH. XapMaH CPaBHHUBACT
3Ty CHUTYAaIMIO ¢ KapTUHOU, H300pakaroeld efnHopora, KoTopasi, Heco-
MHEHHO, 00J1a/1aeT ONpeeICHHBIM cojepkaHueM. MOKHO cKa3aTb, YTO
OHa (UKCUPYET ONpE/IeJICHHBI NHTEHIIMOHATIBHBIA 00beKT. OHaKO, KaK
1 (OHTAH BEYHOU MOJIOJOCTH, STOT OOBEKT HE CYIIECTBYET B JCHCTBHU-
TEIBHOCTH.

IIpoBos mapamiens MeXIy H300paKCHHEM SMHOPOra H MEHTAb-
HBIMH PETIPE3EHTAIMSIMI HECYIIECTBYIOMNX OOBEKTOB, HAIIPUMEP TEX
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e eJUHOPOroB, XapMaH MOJYEPKUBAET, UTO «3TO HE 3HAUUT MPEATOI0-
XKHTb, YTO MEHTAIBHOE BOCIIPOM3BEICHNE EAMHOPOTa BKIIOYAET B ceOs
OCBEJIOMJIEHHOCTh O CBOMCTBAaX CaMOI0 3TOI0 MEHTAJbHOTO BOCIPOU3-
BeZieHNs equHoporay. OH mumieT: «S cpaBHUBAaO MEHTAIbHOE M300pa-
YKEHHE Yero-Iudo ¢ KapTHHOW, HO He C BOCHPUSTHEM KapTHHBL... [Ipen-
CTaBJICHHE €IUHOPOTa OTIMYACTCS OT IPEJICTAaBICHHUS H300pakeHUs
eauHopora... BaxkHo MpOBOAUTH pa3nuuue MEXIYy CBOMCTBAMHU perpe-
3EHTHUPYEMOTO 00BEKTa M CBOHCTBAMHU PENPE3CHTALUHN ATOTO 00BEKTA»
[Harman, 1997: 665].

HrnopupoBanne 1noJo0HOTO pa3iandus NPUBOAUT K MPEACTABICHUIO
O CyHIE€CTBOBaHUU OCO6])IX BHYTPEHHUX Ka4€CTB CO3HATCJIBHOT'O OIIbITA.
YacTo 3TO mpeAcTaBICHHE TOJIKPEIUIIETCS apryMEHTOM OT WILTIO3HH.
XapMaH ONKCBIBAET €ro CIIEAYIONM 00pa3oM.

OTOT apryMeHT HAYMHAETCs ¢ HENPOTHBOPEUYUBON IOCBUIKHA O TOM,
4YTO BCIIU, 6y}1y‘{I/I MMPEACTAaBJICHBI B BOCIIPUATHHU, HEC BCETAa TaKOBbI, Ka-
KHE OHH B JICHCTBUTEILHOCTH. DJION3a BUANT HEUYTO KOPUYHEBOE U 3€JIe-
Hoe. Ho nepen Hell HET HUYEro KOPUYHEBOI'O U 3€JIEHOI0; BCE 3TO WIIIO-
3Ms WK TAJUTIONMHANKS. V3 3TOT0 apryMeHT OMNO0YHO BEIBOIUT, YTO KO-
PUYHCBOEC U 3CJICHOC, KOTOPLIC BUIAMUT 3.]101/133, HC SABJIAKOTCA 4YCM-TO
BHEIITHUM I10 OTHOIICHHMIO K HEl ¥ COOTBETCTBEHHO JJOJDKHBI OBITH YEM-TO
BHYTPEHHUM WJIM MEHTaJIbHBIM. [I0CKOJIBKY BEpHOE, HE WIUIFO30PHOE, HE
TaJUTIOLIMHATOPHOE BOCHIPHSTHE MOKET OBITh KaUeCTBEHHO HEOTIMYHUMO
OT WUTIO30PHOTO WJIM TaJUTFOIIMHATOPHOTO BOCIIPHUATHS, B apTyMEHTE Jie-
JIAETCsI BBIBOJ] O TOM, YTO BO BCEX CITy4asiX BOCTIPHATHS DJION3a HETTOCPEI-
CTBCHHBIM 06pa30M 0OCO3HACT YTO-TO BHYTPEHHEC U MCHTAJILHOC U TOJIBKO
OTIOCPEOBAaHHO OCO3HAET BHENIHNE O0OBEKTHI, TAKHE, KaK JICPEBbS U
nucThs» [Harman, 1997: 665].

Ecnu npuMeHUTH 3T0 paccykJeHue K KapTHHE, H300paxaromnei eam-
HOpOTa, MJIH K TIOMCKaM ()OHTaHa BEUHOI MOJIOJIOCTH, TO CIIE/IyET CKa3arh,
YTO KapTHHA HE MOXKET H300paxaTh €JMHOPOTa, TIOCKOJIBKY OH HE CYIIECT-
BYET, U YTO OHA CKOpEe M300pakaeT YTO-TO HHOE, CKaJKeM, HICI0 eHHO-
pora, UMEIOIIyIocs B CO3HaHUM XyaokHUKa. [ToHce ne Jleon Takxke He Mor
uCKaTh (JOHTAH BEYHOH MOJIOAOCTH, IOCKOJIBbKY TOT HE CYIIECTBYET, CKO-
pee OH HCKaJl KaKylo-TO Hjiero 3Toro (onTana. OHAKO 3TO OYEBHHO HE
tak. [Toucku [lonce ne Jleona OpUTM MIMEHHO TIOMCKAMHE OTIPEIEICHHOTO
00beKTa, a He ero UJIeH, U XYJI0)KHHUK, ECIIH TOJIKO OH HE XY/I0’KHUK-KOH-
LENTYalInCT, HALEJICHHBIH Ha Mepeaady Ha MOJOTHE HeH, Tarkke cTpe-
MUJICSI N300pa3UTh CAMOT0O €IMHOPOTa.

OmmOGOYHOCTH JaHHOTO aPTyMEHTAa MOKET 3aKII0YaThCSI B HEOOOCHO-
BaHHOM IPEIOJIOKEHUH O TOM, YTO BOCIIPUSITHE B Cllydae OTCYTCTBUS
B JICHCTBUTEIBHOCTH OOBEKTA BOCIIPUATHS JOJKHO OBITH HAIPaBICHO HA
KaKOM-TO MHOW BHYTPEHHUH, MEHTaJIbHBIH 00beKT. OHAKO €CIIM MBI MO-
’KEM TOBOPHUTH O TOHMCKAX, HALIEIICHHBIX HA OOBEKT, KOTOPHII HE CyIIEeCT-
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BYCT B HeﬁCTBHTeHLHOCTH, TO MbI MOXXEM TOYHO TaK K€ IMPCACTABIIATH
1 BOCHPUATUC, U APYTUC MHTCHIHUOHAJIbHBIC COCTOSITHUA.

6. ®eHOMEHAIbHBIC KAYeCTBA, KBAJIHA, KOTOPbIe MbI CYUTAJIHN
BHYTPEeHHHMH CBOIiCTBAMH CO3HATEIbHBIX COCTOSIHUI, CJIeyeT pac-
CMaTPHUBATh KaK peJisiiMOHHbIE CBOWCTBA penpe3eHTHPYeMbIX 00b-
eKTOB.

Hcxons n3 cka3aHHOTO 00 MHTEHIIMOHAILHOCTH U BHYTPEHHUX CBOM-
CTBaX OTIBITA, KAKIM 00pa30oM CIICAYET MBICIUTH (heHOMEHATBHBIC KaueCT-
Ba? Korma MBI co3epriaeM BHEITHHI 0OBEKT, CKaXKeM, IEPEBO, TO 3eTCHBII
u KOpPI‘IHeBBIﬁ IBE€Ta BOCIIPUHUMAIOTCA HAMU KaK Ka4u€CTBa 3TOI'0 A€PEBa,
a He KaK BHYTPEHHHE KayecTBa Hallero onbita. Xapman ormevaet: «Ilo-
CMOTpHTE Ha J€PEBO U MONBITAHTECh HAIIPABUTh BHUMAaHUE Ha BHYTPCH-
HHUE CBOWCTBA BaIlIer0 BU3YAIBHOTO OITBITA. BEI 00HApYyKUTE, YTO €IIHCT-
BEHHBIE CBOMCTBA, HA KOTOPHIC BBl HAIIPAaBIIIM BHUMaHHE, OyIyT CBOWCTBA
JiepeBa, BKIII0Yas PeIsIMOHHbIE CBOMCTBA JIepeBa, Kak OHO BUIUTCS “OT-
ctoa”» [Harman, 1997: 667]. naue rosopsi, (heHOMEHaIIbHbIE KauecTBa,
WJIN KBAJINA, SBIISIFOTCS PENSIIMOHHBIMU CBOHCTBAMH PENPE3CHTHPYEMBIX
00BEeKTOB. BakHO MOMYEPKHYTH, YTO ATO HE MPOCTO CBOWCTBA OOBEKTA,
a cBoiicTBa 00BEKTa, HAOIIOAAEMOTO W3 OIPEIACIICHHON MEepCIEeKTHBEI,
WA, MOYKHO CKa3aTh, CBOHCTBA MHTEHIIMOHAJIHHOTO 00BEeKTa. MIMEeHHO
B TAKOM Ka4€CTBC OHH IMPUHAAJICI)KAT HAICMY CO3HATCIIbHOMY OIIBITY.

Cutyanuio BoCHpHUSTHSI 0OBEKTOB MOXXHO ONKCATh MHBIM 00pa3oM.
Bocnpunnmast 00beKTBl OKpPYXKAIOMIEH ero JeHCTBUTENBHOCTH, CyOBEKT
HAXOJHUTCS B ONPEICICHHOM OTHOIICHHUH (COCTOSHHH) K MupY. IMeHHO
3TOT (pakT 0COOOr0 OTHOILICHHUS K MUPY CXBATHIBAETCSI HAMH, KOT/[d MBI I'O-
BOPHM O HAJMYHMHU COZEPKaHUS y TAHHOTO KOHKpeTHOro coctostuusi. Co-
Jiep)KaHHe OOBSICHSACT HaJMYMe Y HEro INEepCHeKTUBBI, T.. aCHEKTyalb-
HOCTH, KOTOPAst TIO3BOJISIET HAM TOBOPHTH O JJAHHOM COCTOSTHUH Kak o (he-
HOMEHAJIbHOM. HecoMHEHHO, MBI MOJKEM TOBOPHUTH O (akTe 0codoro
OTHOIICHHS CYOBEKTa K MHUPY, & 3HAUUT, M O HAIMYUH OIIPEEICHHOI0 CO-
JIep>)KaHHsl Y COOTBETCTBYIOIIEIO PEIPE3CHTAIOHHOTO COCTOSIHUS, JIaXKe
KOT[Ia B ICHCTBUTEIHHOCTH HE CYIIECTBYET 00BEKTA, HAa KOTOPBIN HAIICIICH
aKT BOCTIPHSITHSA 3TOTO cyObekTa. [loqo6HO KHHUTE, comepKaHne KOTOPoit
[IPECTABIISAET BEIMBILIIEHHOT'O T€POsl B PEalIbHOM MUDPE, ckaxkeM, Lllepiio-
ka XoJymMca, B CO/IEpKaHUH CO3HATEIBHOTO COCTOSIHUSI MOJKET PETTPE3eHTH-
pOBaTbCsl HECYIIECTBYIONIHI 00BEKT. ECIIN BEIMBIIIICHHBIN FepOi MOXKET
o0ramaTh CBOMCTBaMH (HAIpUMeEp, KypUTh TPYOKY), TO H HECYIIECTBYIO-
Ml 00BEKT, MPEICTABICHHBIM B OMPEACICHHOM COCTOSHUHM CO3HAHUS,
TaKXKe MOXET 00J1a/1aTh KAKUMHU-HUOY b KauecTBaMu. OOCYKICHUE OHTO-
JIOTMYECKOT0 CTaTyca MHTCHIIMOHAIILHBIX 00BEKTOB U MX CBOWCTB JIOJDKHO
BECTHCh, HA MO B3TJISII, TOIBKO C TOYKHU 3PCHUS TOTO, KAKUM COJICpKaHHU-
eM 00J1a/1aeT MHTECHIINOHATIHFHOE COCTOSHHE.
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7. NHTEHIIHOHAJILHbIE COCTOSIHUSI SIBJISIIOTCS COCTOSIHUSIMH He
M03ra, a BCero OPraHuM3Ma, JefiTeJibHOCTHO BKJIIOUEHHOI0 B OKPY-
JKAIOLLYI0 Cpey.

Wntepnpernpys GeHOMEHaIbHbIE Ka4eCTBA KAK PEIISIIUOHHBIE CBOM-
CTBa PEMPE3CHTUPYEMOTO 00BEKTA, MBI BITOJIHE CITOCOOHBI BEIPA0OTATh Ha-
TypaIMCTHUECKOE OOBSICHEHHE ITPUPOJIbI HHTEHIIMOHAIBHBIX COCTOSHHIA
(MeHTaNBHBIX penpe3eHTanuii). Kak g monarato, 71 3TOro HaM HY’KHO pa-
300paThCs JIUIIB C BOIIPOCOM O TOM, SIBJISIFOTCSI JIN MEHTAJIbHBIE PEIPE3eH-
TalUK COCTOSHUSAMU Mo3ra. [locneqnuii Bompoc oTiaMyaeTcss OT Bompoca
0 TOM, SBJISIIOTCS JIM (DeHOMEHAJIbHbIE Ka4eCTBa BHYTPEHHUMH CBOWCTBA-
MH MEHTaJIbHBIX PENpPE3CHTANH, TeM, YTO OH TpeOyeT He KOHLENTYyalb-
HOTO PELICHUs], a CKopee, SMIUPHUIEecKoro. ToT, KTO moiaraer, 4To MeH-
TAJIBHBIC COCTOSIHUSI SIBJISIIOTCS COCTOSHMSIMH MO3Ta, PaCCMaTPUBAET WX
60 Kak pruzndeckue, 100 Kak GyHKINOHATBHBIE COCTOSHIS Mo3ra. Of-
HAaKo, TI0 MHEHHMIO psiia pruiioco(oB U yUeHbIX, €CTh IMIMPHUECKUE CBUIC-
TEIBCTBA TOTO, YTO OHTOJIOTHS IIPOIIECCOB B MO3TE HE SIBIISAETCS OHTOJIOTH-
€l MEHTAJbHBIX COCTOSHUH. TaKyro MO3UIMI0O MOKHO 00O3HAYUTH KaK
ANUMUHATHBU3M.

IIpencraBuTenn SNMMUHATUBUA3MA HCXOMAT U3 TOTO, YTO HAIIIX ITOBCE-
JTHEBHBIC IPEACTABICHUS O MPUPOJE NMCUXUUECKUX IMPOLEccoB (hopmu-
PYIOT ONpEAETICHHYIO TEOPHI0, KOTOPYIO SIUMHHATHBHUCTEI 0003HAYAIOT
TEPMUHOM «HapoaHasi nmcuxosorus». [lomoOHO mr000i apyroit Teopuw,
HapoJHasl TICHXOJIOTHSI MOXKET OKaszaTbesl JIOKHOW Teopuei. CormacHo
9JIMMMHATHBUCTAM, IMEHHO TaKOBOH OHa U siBiisieTcsi. Ee 00beKThI, Takue,
KaK MbICIIH, SMOLIH, )KEJTaHH U T.1., UCTIOIb3yEMbIe JJIs1 O0bSICHEHUS Ha-
IIeTO KOTHUTUBHOTO TOBEICHUS, TOJIKHBI HE OOBSICHATHCS TIOCPECTBOM
PeIyKIUH, a SIMMHUHAPOBATHLCS MOJJOOHO TOMY, KaK ObUIN 3JIMMUHHPOBA-
HbI TAKUE CYIIHOCTH, KaK ()JIOTMCTOH MK, CKaXkeM, elan vital.

OueBUIHO, HMUMUHATUBU3M ITIPEUIATaeT JOCTATOYHO PAAUKAIbHBIN
10/IX0/] K TOHMMaHHMIO ICUXUYeCKnX (peHOMeHOB. Takoii B3riisi1 He MOT He
BBI3BaTh KpUTHKY. O/IHAKO, KakK s I1oJlarato, He 00s3aTeIbHO IPHHUMATh
BCE MOJIOKEHHS ATMMUHATHBU3MA. BIIoTHE MOYKHO TOMYCTHUTH CYIECTBO-
BaHHME MCHTAJIBHBIX COCTOSHHUN, KaK OHM TOCTYJIHUPYIOTCSI HAPOJHOM MCH-
XOJIOTHEH, W MPU 3TOM IPU3HATh, YTO OHTOJIOTHS IMPOLIECCOB B MO3TE,
obecrieunBaronyx (pyHKIMOHUPOBAHHE KOTHUTHBHOW Cepbl, HE MOXKET
OBITh MOHATA KAK OHTOJIOTHSI MEHTAJIBHBIX PENPE3CHTAlN, 3a/1aBacMbIX
HapoaHoi ncuxosiorueil. [IpusHaBas cripaBeyIMBOCTb 3TOIO MOJIOKEHUS
JIMMHUHATHBU3Ma, HO HE OTKA3bIBasCh OT HAPOAHOU IICUXOJIOTHH, MBI IIPH-
XOZIUM K B3IJIS/Ly, COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY MEHTAJIbHBIE COCTOSHMSA, KaK OHU
(UKCHPYIOTCSI HAPOJAHOW MICHXOJIOTHEH, HE SIBISIOTCS. COCTOSTHUSMHU MO3-
ra. B rakoM ciryuae MEHTaJIbHBIC COCTOSHHS JOJDKHBI IOHUMATHCS KaK CO-
CTOSHUSA Bcero opranusma. OHTOJIOTHYECKH MEHTAJIbHBIE COCTOSHHS SB-
JISIFOTCST IPOCTO MOJIOKeHMsIMU Jient (states of affairs), koTopsle 3akiroua-
IOTCSI B TOM, YTO OPTraHW3M HaXOJUTCS B ONPEIEIICHHBIX OTHOIICHUSAX C
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OKpyxarommM MupoM. Takoe MOHHMAaHHE MOXKET OBITH COBMECTHMO C
9HAKTUBU3MOM — COBPEMEHHBIM MOAX0I0M, pa3padaThIBAEMbIM B KOHTEK-
CTe KOTHUTHUBHBIX HAYK, COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY CO3HATEIbHBIC COCTOSIHHSI
JIOJDKHBI IOHUMATBCSI KaK COCTOSTHHS OPraHH3Ma, 3aBHCSIIHE HE TOJIBKO OT
paboThl MO3ra, HO U OT €ro TeJIECHON OpraHU3alliH, U OT XapakTepa ero
JIeATEIbHOCTHOI BKIFOYCHHOCTH B OKPYXKAIOIIYIO cpely. B ciyuae derno-
BEKa MbI TAK)KE MOXKEM FOBOPUTH O 3aBUCUMOCTH CO3HATEIBHBIX COCTOS-
HUN OT S3bIKA U KYJIBTYPBI.
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UALIA, WITTGENSTEIN AND "INVERTED SPECTRUM"”

B cBoeii cratse «Ha myTtn k 00BsicHeHUIO co3HaHU JMuTpuii lIBaHOB mpuBo-
JIUT apTYMEHTBI B IOJIb3Y TOTO, 4TO ()eHOMEHAJIbHBIC CBOWCTBA CO3HAHUS HE MOTYT
OBbITh MPU3HAHBI BHYTPEHHUMH CBOMCTBAMH CO3HAIOILIETO CYOBEKTa U UTO HX CIe-
JyeT IOHMMAaTh CKOpee KaK PeIIIMOHHBbIC, HHTCHIMOHAIbHbIE cBolicTBa. 1o ero
YTBEPXKIICHHIO, eClii Obl ()eHOMEHAIIbHBIC CBOICTBA SIBJISINCH BHYTPEHHUMH CBO¥-
CTBaMH, TO IEPEBEPHYTHIN CIIEKTP» OBLI ObI MBICIUMBIM clieHapueM. OJJHaKo He-
KOTOPBIE PacCy/ICHHUs B BUTTCHIITEITHOBCKOM CTHJIE TIO3BOJISIIOT HAM 3aKIIIOUNTh,
YTO CLEHApUH NEePEeBEpHYTOr0 CHEKTpa HE MMeeT cMblcia. ClefoBaTenbHO, MO
modus tollens, MBI JOJDKHBI NIPU3HATH, YTO KBaJHMA HE SIBJISIOTCS BHYTPCHHUMH
CBOWCTBaMH CO3HAIONIETO CyOBbeKTa. B ¢Bs3M ¢ 3THM BO3HHKAET HECKOJIBKO BOIIPO-
COB, KOTOPBIE CTOUT 0OCYANTH MOAPOOHEE.

WTak, apryMeHT BKJIIOYaeT JiBe IMOCHUTKH. COrjIacHO MepBOH, MBICIMMOCTD UIIN
BO3MOXKHOCTH TI€PEBEPHYTOTO CHEKTPA SBISIETCSI HEOOXOIUMBIM YCIOBUEM CYIIIE-
CTBOBAHMA Keaiua, T.C. (beHOMeHa.HBHBIX CBOﬁCTB, TMOHATHIX KaK BHYTPCHHHUE, HCPC-
JISIIIMOHHBIE CBOICTBA CO3HATEILHOTO NIEPEKMBaHML. B ayibHeleM TepMUH «KBa-
sray» 51 Oyy yHoTpeOIaTh TOJIBKO B TOM CMBICIIE, a B IPyTUX CIydasx Oyy TOBO-
PHUTH IPOcTO O (heHOMEHAIBHBIX CBOWCTBAaX. BTopas mochuika yTBEpXKIaeT, 4To
MIePEBEPHYTHIM CHEKTP HEMBICIMM B HEKOTOPOM PEJICBAHTHOM CMBICIIE 3TOTO TEp-
MHUHA. B OCHOBHOM 5 X0TeJ OB OCTAaHOBUTHCSI HA TOM, HACKOJIBKO XOPOIIO BTOPas
MIOCBIIKA MOXKET OBITh 00OCHOBAHA CCHUTKOW HA M3BECTHBIE paccykaeHus Burren-
mTeifHa 0 0ECCMBICICHHOCTH MPHUBATHOTO SI3bIKAa BOOOIIE M MEPEBEPHYTOTO CIICK-
Tpa B yacTHOCTH. Ho cHavaa MHe KaxxeTcst He0OXO0IMMBIM 00paTUTh BHUMaHNE Ha
HEKOTOPYIO TPOoOIeMaTHIHOCTh NIEPBOH ITOCHUTKH apryMenTa VBaHoBa.

Ha moit B3TJIA A, HU HEMBICJIMMOCTb, HU HCBO3MOKHOCTD IIEPEBCPHYTOI'O CIICK-
Tpa HE MOTYT CIIY’KUTb PEHIAIOIINM TECTOM JUIsl CyIeCTBOBaHMS KBayna. [Touemy?
[IpencraBpTe, 4TO MF000E CBOHCTBO SK3eMIUTH(DUIIUPYETCS 00BEKTAMH, IMEIOIIH-
MH 9TO CBOHCTBO, HEOOXOAUMBIM 00pa3oM. B aToM ciryuae, eciii KBajna CyLecTBy-
10T, TO OHH 3K3eMIUTM(HIUPOBAHBI HEOOX0ANMBIM 00pa3oM. To ecTh eciu Moe co3-
HaTeJIbHOE IIEPEeKUBAHNE FK3EMILTH(DUIIPYET KPaCHBIN KBaJIE, TO BCE MOH JIBOMHU-
KM BO BCEX BO3MOXHBIX MHpax Toxe. ClemoBaTesbHO, IEPEBEPHYTHIN CIIEKTP
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HeBO3MOXeH. Ho jenaer Jim 3To0 HEBO3MOXKHBIM TO, YTO HEKOTOPBIE M3
CBOMCTB MOero (peHOMEHAILHOTO MepeKMUBaHUs OyIyT HOCUTh BHYTPEH-
HUH, HEPEJIAIMOHHBIN 1 HEMHTSHIIMOHAIBHBIN XapakTep? Prima facie, ka-
JKETCSI UTO HET.

Takum oOpaszom, ecian CBOiCTBa HK3EMITTH(OUIMPYIOTCS ¢ aOCOJIOT-
HOW MeTaU3NIECKON HEOOXOIUMOCTHIO, TO IIEPEBEPHYTHII CIICKTpP METa-
(hu3muecKn HEBO3MOXKEH HE3aBHCHUMO OT CyliecTBOBaHMs KBaina. Ha 3To
MOXHO ObIII0 OBl BO3pa3UTh, YTO HEBO3MOXXHOCTh U MBICIIUMOCTb — HE OJ1-
HO ¥ TO K€ U KJIIOYEBEIM MOMEHTOM SIBJISIETCSI UMEHHO MBICIMMOCTb, a HE
MeTapu3nyeckas BO3MOKHOCTb. Ho s He aymaro, 4To BBEAECHHE TaKOro
pa3iuuusl Kak-TO CIaceT CHTYAIHIO, IOCKOJIbKY, €CIIM Mbl MOXKEM Ipej-
CTaBUTH ceOe CieHapHii, B KOTOPOM KBaJIHa CyIIECTBYIOT, HECMOTPSI Ha OT-
CYTCTBHE BO3MOXXHOCTH IIEPEBEPHYTOTO CIIEKTpPa, HEMOHSITHO, KaK €ro
MBICIIUIMOCTB caMma 110 ce0e, T.€. ero IpeICTaBUMOCTb 0€3 COOTBETCTBYIO-
el MeTau3nIecKoi BO3MOKHOCTH, MOTJIa ObI ObITH HEOOXOIUMBIM YC-
JIOBUEM CYIIIECTBOBAHUA KBaJIMa. Syt Pa3MBITIJICHU, HA MOH B3rJjId4, 3a-
CTaBJISIIOT CEPbE3HO YCOMHHTLCSI B ONPABAAHHOCTH NIEPBOH TTOCHUIKH.

OOpaTtuMcsi KO BTOpPOW MOChUTKE. HacKoJIbKO BHUTICHIITEHHOBCKHC
paccyXJIeHHsI CIIOCOOHBI ONPAB/ATh TE3UC O HEMBICIMMOCTH TIEPEBEPHY-
toro crektpa? [Togo6HOe 000CHOBaHKE MPOOIEMATHYHO 10 HECKOJIBKUM
npudrHaM. Bo-TepBhIX, MOHATHE MBICTUMOCTH (conceivability), kak oHO
MOHMMAETCs B KOHTEKCTE MBICIIEHHBIX 3KCIIEPUMEHTOB, ITPEATIOIararox
TIepEeBEPHYTHIN CIIEKTP, BPSI JIM UMEET aHanorn y Burrenmreiina. O0b14-
HO B JIUTEPaType, IOCBSIIEHHON BUTTEHIITEHHOBCKOMY OTHOLLIEHUIO K I1e-
PEBEPHYTOMY CHEKTPY, YKa3bIBACTCs HA TO, YTO OH OTBEPTAET €r0 BO3MOXK-
HOCTB MCXOJS U3 BEPUPHUKAIMOHUCTKUAX cooOpakeHmid. C TOUKU 3peHUs
Bepu(HUKAMOHN3Ma HEKOE CYXKJICHNE, WIIM HEKHUil, KaK B JAHHOM CIIydJae,
CIIEHapUH, SBISIETCSI OECCMBICIEHHBIM B TOM Cllydyae, KOrja JUIsi Hero He
CYIIECTBYET crioco0a SMIUPUYECKON IPOBEPKU. B 3TOM cMbIciie MHOTHE,
€CITH HE OOJIBIINHCTBO MBICIICHHBIX 9KCIIEPUMEHTOB, 00CYkK/1aE€MBIX B CO-
BpeMeHHOU MeTadu3uke HYXHO OBIIO OB MPHU3HATH OECCMBICICHHBIMH.
OTO HE yIMBUTEIIHFHO, TaK KaK C TOUYKH 3PSHUS JIOTHYECKOT0 MO3UTHBHU3MA
cama meTtadusnka OECCMBICIICHHA.

B ympomeHHOM BapuaHTE Ta kK€ MO3ULUS MPHUITHChIBaeTCs Butren-
mreiHy nepuona «Jlormko-¢pumocopckoro Tpakrartay. OgHAKO €aBa N
OJTHOH JIMIIb CCBUIKOW Ha BepH(UKAIMOHU3M BO3MOXKHO OINPaBIATh He-
MBICJIMIMOCTB [IEPEBEPHYTOTO CIIEKTPa, TeM 00JIee YTO B COBPEMEHHOM Me-
Ta(H3MKe [10]] MBICIIMMOCTBIO TIOHUMAETCsl HEUTO COBCeM Jipyroe. Hampu-
Mep, B MPEAUCIOBUN K OOBEMHOMY COOPHHKY CTaTeH IMOJ Ha3BaHHEM
«Conceivability and Possibility» Mber unTaem: «Y Hac ecTh CIOCOOHOCTB,
KOTOpast MO3BOJISIET, NCIIOJIB3Ys CIIOBA MIIM KOHLEITHI, WIIM YyBCTBEHHBIC
00pa3bl, penpe3eHTHPOBATD ISl CaMHUX ce0sl HEKHe CIIEHApHH, BKIIIOYAI0-
M€ KaK aKTyaJIbHbIC, TAK H HEAKTYaJIbHbBIC 00BEKThI, (PUT'YPUPYIOIIHE KaK
B aKTyaJIbHBIX, TAK U B HEaKTyaJbHBIX KomOnHammax» [Gendler, Haw-
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thorne, 2002: 1]. CoOCTBEHHO, 3TO M €CTh MBICIUMOCTb, U MEKIY HEH
1 BO3MO’KHOCTBIO MIPETIONIAraeTcsl HaJlMuue HeKOTOPOil U AaJeKo He Bce-
I/1a OJHO3HAYHOU CBsA3U. [IOHATHO, YTO Takoe MOHWMAaHHUE MBICIUMOCTH
COBEpIIICHHO HE COBIAJAacT C BEPHUPHKANMMOHH3MOM. IloaTOMy BIOITHE
YMECTHO 33/1aTh BOIIPOC: MOYEMY HEOOXOMMO ONHMPAThCs Ha BepHU(pUKa-
LUOHHUCTCKUI KPUTEPUH IIPH pELICHUH POOIIeMBbl, 00CYkKJaeMOH B CyIIe-
cTBeHHO MHOM KoHTekcTe? Ilo kpaiineit Mepe, 3/1eCh Hy>KHO MIPECTaBUTh
obocHOBaHME /715 BEpU(PHUKAIMOHUCTCKOTO MTOAX0/a K PEIICHUIO TpodIte-
MBI MBICJTIMOCTH TICPEBEPHYTOTO CIEKTPA.

Kpome Toro, ecTh cepbe3HbIe OCHOBAHUS CUUTATh, YTO caM BuTreH-
mTeitH B «PUII0cOPCKUX NCCIEAOBAHUIXY, ITUTATHI U3 KOTOPBIX TPUBOAUT
VBaHOB, OTXOJUT OT BEpHU(PHUKAIMOHHU3MA, MpEJaras Opyroe MOHATHE
MBICTIIMOCTH U O€CCMBICIICHHOCTH, OCHOBAaHHOE Ha XapakTepe yrmorpeoie-
Hus ciioB B s3bike. B § 500 on numer: «Korga roBopures, 4To npeaioxe-
HUE OECCMBICIIEHHO, TO 3TO 3HAYMUT, HE TO, YTO OECCMBICIIEH €r0 CMBICI,
a TO, YTO OMPEAETICHHOE COUCTAHNE CJIOB MCKIIIOYCHO U3 S3bIKa, U3 YHOT-
pebnerms» [Wittgenstein, 1993: 433]. Onnako u Takoe MTOHIMAaHUE HE CO-
OTBETCTBYET OOMICTIPUHATON TPAKTOBKE MBICIMMOCTH WIIH HEMBICITHMO-
CTH OIPEJICIICHHOT0 BOOOpaskaeMoro cueHapusi. Takum o0pa3zom, U3 Toro,
4yT0 BUTreHIITeH WM CTOPOHHUKH JIOTHYECKOTO MO3UTUBU3MA CUUTAIOT
CIICHAPHH TePEBEPHYTOT0 CIIEKTPa HEMBICITUMBIM, €IIIe HE CIIEAYEeT eTro He-
MBICTIIMOCTB B KOHTEKCTE MeTa(pu3mdecKon quckyccnn. 1 3o He motomy,
YTO OHH HE MPABHI, a IOTOMY, YTO MBICIMOCTEIO OHH HA3bIBAIOT Pa3HbIC
BEIIH.

Jpyras nmpuyuHa, MO0 KOTOPOM, KaK S CUMTAI0, BUTTEHIITEHHOBCKUE
paccykieHus He CIOCOOHBI 0OOCHOBATH HEMBICIMMOCTH TIEPEBEPHYTOTO
CIIEKTPa, HOCUT HE CTONBKO (DOPMAJIBHBINA, CKOJIBKO COICPKATEIBHBIN Xa-
pakrep. /leso B ToM, uTO caM (GuiIocod 0JHO3HAYHO HE OTPHUIIAT BO3MOXK-
HOCTB MIEPEBEPHYTOTO CIIEKTpa B JIT000# opme. B «3amerkax Kk iexiusiv 06
“WHANBUIYATBHBIX TIEPEKUBAHUAX ™ W “dyBCTBEHHBIX JAHHBIX » BHTreH-
IITEHH TMPHU3HAET, YTO MBICIFIMA CUTYAaIlUs, KOTJa OAWH U TOT JK€ YEJIOBEK
I0-pa3HOMY BOCIIPHHHMMAET IBeTa. «PaccMOTpHM CIEIyrommii Ciydai.
Kro-to roBoput: “He Mory noHsTb, CEerojiHsi Bce KpacHOE 51 BUXKY T'OJIyObIM
1 Hao00poT”. MBI 0TBeyaeM: “IT0 JOJKHO BBITJISIIETH cTpaHHo!” OH oTBe-
YaeT, U4TO ITO TaK, M MPOJOIDKACT PAa3roBOpP, HAIPHUMEP, O TOM, KaKHM XO-
JIOJTHBIM BBITJISANT TBUTAFOIIINA YTONb U KAKAM PAacKaJICHHBIM — SICHOE (TO-
my6oe) Hebo. S gymaro, 4TO IPH 3TUX WIIM CXOIHBIX OOCTOSTEILCTBAX MBI
CKJIOHHBI CKa3aTh, YTO OH BHJEJ KPACHBIM TO, YTO MbI BHJEIHU I'OJIyOBIM.
OnTh 7K€ MBI CKa3aJy Obl, YTO 3HAEM, YTO OH IOAPAa3yMEBaET I10]] CIIOBAMHU
“romy6oi” 1 “KpacHBI” TO, 9TO MOAPA3yMEBAaeM MBI, YTO OH BCE BpPEMs
YHOTpeOIST UX Tak, Kak ynoTpeosimi ux Meb» [Wittgenstein, 1968: 284].

B nocnenyronieit aureparype crieHapuH, 1MoI00HbIe OTMCAHHOMY BbI-
1Ie, CTaJIM Ha3bIBaTh CICHAPUSIMU UHTPACYOBEKTHBHOIO IEPEBEPHYTOrO
CIIEKTPa, MPOTHUBOIOCTABIIAAL UX CIICHAPHUSAM HHTEPCYOBEKTHBHOTO IEpe-
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BEpHYTOro crekTpa. Pa3sHuiia Mesxay HUMH 3aKJIF0YaeTCs B TOM, 4TO B Iep-
BOM Cllyyae LBETOBOE BOCIPHSITHE M3MEHSETCsI U (PUKCHPYETCs BHYTPH
OJTHOTO W TOTO K€ CyOBeKTa, ToTrJa Kak BO BTOPOM CIIydae BOCIIPHUATHE
[[BETA pasHyacTcs y ABYX pa3HbIX cyObhekToB. Cumaanu [llymeiikep mpuBen
apryMEHT, [I0YEMY €CIIH MBI [TPH3HAEM BO3MOKHOCTh HHTPACYObEKTHBHO-
TO MEePEBEPHYTOTO CIEKTPa, TO JOJKHBI IPU3HATH U BO3MOXKHOCTb UHTEP-
CcyOBEKTHBHOTO MepeBepHyTOro crekrpa [Shoemaker, 1982: 357-381]. Ha
MO B3IJIs], HUYTO HE MO>KET BOCIPENSTCTBOBATh 3TOMY BbIBOAY. JlelcT-
BUTEJIBHO, €CITH TIPEJIIOIOKHUTD, UTO B /| CO3HAIOMINI CYOBEKT S| ¥ OTIINY-
HBII OT HEro CO3HAIOUWIMN CYOBEKT S, NMEIOT OJMHAKOBOE BOCHPHITHE
L[BETA, & B f, BOCIPHUATHUE 1IBETA U3MEHSIETCA Y S| U OCTaeTCs HEU3MEHHBIM
y S,, TO IMEET MECTO He TOJIBKO CIIy4ail HHTPacyOBbEKTHBHOI'O IEPEBEPHY-
TOTO CHEKTPa, HO U CITydail HHTepCyOBEKTHBHOTO MEPEBEPHYTOTO CIICK-
Tpa. [TockonbKy eciu S, MOXKET IMOHATH BepOAJIbHBIN OTUET S| O TOM, YTO
CILy4MIIOCH C BOCIPHATHEM L(BETa y S, TO OH TaKKe OyAeT CIoCcOOeH Io-
HSTb, YTO TOTO YK€ HE CIIyYHIIOCH C €r0 COOCTBEHHBIM BOCIIPHSATHEM I[BETA,
Y Ha OCHOBAHHUM 3TOTO NPUHUTH K 3aKIIOUECHUIO, YTO B ¢, CYIIECTBYIOT 110
KpaifHell Mepe Ba CO3HAIOINX CyOBEeKTa, KOTOPHIE IT0-Pa3HOMY BOCIPH-
HUMAIOT [IBETa OJHHUX U TeX K¢ 00heKTOB. KOHEWHO, HA OCHOBAaHHUHU ITHX
paccykJIeHHH elle HEBO3MOXKHO CHEaTh BBIBOJ O CYIIECTBOBAHUM KBa-
nua. Ho Ha MO# B3IJIsI]1, X BIIOJIHE JOCTATOYHO, YTOOBI OTBEPIHYTH UCIO
0 TOM, 4TO paccyXaeHnui ButreHmreiHa J0CTaTOYHO 71 TOTO, YTOOBI Y T-
BEP)KIAaTh HEMBICITUMOCTD ITEPEBEPHYTOTO CIIEKTPA.

B 3akiroueHne XoTenoch Obl OTMETHTh M TO OOCTOSITENIBCTBO, UTO
IJIAaBHOU I11eJ1bi0 BUTreHinTeliHa Oblla TEOPUsT «UyBCTBEHHBIX JAaHHBIXY.
IIpexxae Bcero OH MBITAETCS MOKa3aTh, YTO pedepeHTaMH MEHTATbHBIX
TEPMUHOB THITa «KPACHBII» WIH «3yOHast 00JIb SBIAIOTCS HEKHE IPUBAT-
HBIE CYIIHOCTH, HHTPOCIIEKTUBHO JIOCTYITHBIE TOJIBKO 00JIa1aiomeMy HMU
cyObekTy. BuTreHmireitn neiraercs mokasarb, 4YTO MPEAIOI0KEHHE, YTO
TaK{e CYIIHOCTHU CYIIECTBYIOT, SIBJISIETCS TIIyOOKO IMapaJoKCaTIbHBIM U HE
MIPOTHBOPEYALM COLUAIBEHON TPUPOJIE SI3BIKA KaK CPeJCcTBA KOMMYHH-
Kanuy, (pyHKIIMOHUPYIOMETO TONBKO B KOHTEKCTE OIMpPEICICHHON es-
tenpHOCTH. TeM He MeHee (mtocod He oTpuIaeT caMoil JaHHOCTH (eHO-
MEHAJIbHOTO OIBITA.

B Tex xe «3aMeTkax K JeKIsIM 00 “MHINBHUIYaIbHBIX TIepE)KNBAHN-
sIX” M ““4yBCTBEHHBIX JAHHBIX » MOKHO HalTH cienyrouuii maccax: «Ho
9TO €CJIU OBI 51 CKa3aJl, YTO ITOJI BRIPAXKCHUEM CThIJIa Ha JIHIIE 5 [T0/Ipa3yMe-
BaJ TO, YTO BBI MOApa3yMeBaeTe Mo “BbIpaXKECHUE JINIA + YyBCTBO ', €CIIN
s IBHO HE TIPOBOXKY PA3INIHS MEKAY MOJUTMHHBIMU U MHUMBIMH BBIpaKe-
HusMu Jana? Sl canuTaro, 9TO OIMO0YHO ONHCHIBATH TTOIJIMHHOE BRIpake-
HHUE KaK CYMMY BBIP)KCHUS U YETO-TO CIIIE, XOTS TOYHO TaKOe Ke 3a0ITyK-
JICHHE — MbI HETIPABUIILHO MIOHUMAEM (DYHKIIMIO HAIIIUX BBIPAKCHUHN — BO3-
HHUKAET, €CIIM MBI TOBOPUM, YTO TOAJIMHHOE BBIpAKEHHE €CTh 0c0boe
moBeqeHNe W HUYero Oomee» [Wittgenstein, 1968: 302-303]. To ecthb
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CKJIa/IbIBAETCS BIEUaTJICHUE, YTO BUTreHITeHH oTpULaeT KaKk aJeKBat-
HOCTb aJ/TATUBHOTO MTOHUMAHUs (DEHOMEHAIBHOTO MEePEKNBAHNS KaK He-
KOH 06aBKH K HAOII0JaeMOMY TTOBEICHUIO, HO M OTPULIAET M OTOKIECTB-
JIEHHE YTOr0 MOBEEHNUs ¢ 4yBCTBOM. OJTHAKO Jja’ke €CIIU MBI Beie 3a But-
TEeHITefHOM OTBEpraeM CyIIECTBOBAaHNE UYBCTBEHHBIX JAHHBIX, TO €IIe
HE 3HAYHUT, 4TO y HAC HET BO3MOXKHOCTH PacCMaTpUBaTh ()eHOMEHAIbHBIC
CBOWCTBA Kak BHYTPEHHE IPUCYIINE KadecTBa caMoro cyobekra. Benb
y HAac eIlle 0CTaeTCsl BO3MOXKHOCTH aiBepOranu3Ma, yTBep: K IaroIIero, 4ro
KBaJIMa — 3TO HE YTO MHOE, KAK MOAN(HUKAIINHI CAMOTO CO3HAIOMIETO Cy0b-
exTa. HecMOTpst Ha TO 4TO MpUHSTHE aBepOMaIN3Ma, TI0 MHEHHIO HEKOTO-
PBIX aBTOPOB, COMPSKEHO Il CTOPOHHUKOB MaTepHalu3Ma ¢ OIpeeIeH-
HBIMH TPYXHOCTSIMH, HEJIb35 CKa3aTh, YTO 3Ta MO3MLUS IPSIMO BEZIET K CyO-
CTaHUUaJIbHOMY Iyanu3Mmy. IlooTomy Kaskercsi, 4To BIIOJHE BO3MOKHO
MpU3HATh KBAJlMa, HE IMPUHUMAs KapTe3uaHckuil nyamusm. Ilo kpaiineit
Mepe J0BOIbI BUTreHmreliHa He CTaBsAT HAC TIepe/T OJ00HOH AUIEMMOI.
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LONG WAY, FAR AWAY...

Unras cratsio Jl. FIBaHOBA, 51 HE MOT OT/ENATHCS OT CTPAHHOTO OIIYIICHHS: 5T CO-
TJIACEH MOYTH CO BCEMU MOCBUIKAMH, HO TaM, Ha MOM B3IJIs], YTO-TO HE TaK C BBIBO-
JoM. ['maBHOe, B 4eM MBI COTIIACHBI C ABTOPOM, — 3TO B TOM, YTO (pritocohust 3aHNMa-
eTcsl KOHIETITYaIbHBIMHM BOIIPOCAMH, OCTABJISIsI HayKaM MpOOJIEMBI, I KOTOPBIX
BO3MOJKHO 3MIIUpHUYecKoe perieHue. Ho BApyr oka3pIBaeTCsl, 4TO BCS apryMEHTALUs
aBTOPA, BBINOJHEHHAs Ha BHICOKOM MPO(ECCHOHAIBHOM YPOBHE, TIPHBOJIHUT K BBIBO-
Jly, UTO «MEHTAJIbHbIC COCTOSIHUS, KaK OHHM (PUKCUPYIOTCSI HAPOJHON MCUXOJIOTHEH,
HE SIBJISTIOTCSI COCTOSIHMSAME MO3Ta... MEHTAJIBHBIE COCTOSTHUS JIOJKHBI TTOHHMMAThCST
KaK COCTOSTHHS BCETO opraHusMay. /lanee s mocraparoch 1okasarh, 9T0, BO-IIEPBHIX,
9TOT BBIBOJ] HUYETO HE MEHSIET B KOHLENTYAJIBHBIX KOHTYpaX MpoOJIeMBbl, & BO-BTO-
PBIX, OH JIOTHYECKH HE CBS3aH C BEIOPaHHOM aBTOPOM JIMHUEH apryMEHTAIUH.

JMUTpHUil HCXOIUT U3 TOTO, YTO CO3HAHNE OHTOJIOTHYECKU HIACHTU(HUIUPYETCS
yepe3 ero crnenu(puueckue CBOWCTBA, KIACCHYECKUI aHAINW3 KOTOPBIX BOCXOIUT
K Hdexapty. [TockoIbKy 3TH CBOHCTBA MPOTHBOIIOIOKHEI CBOMCTBAM (PH3MUYESCKIIX
00BEKTOB WJIM HECOBMECTHMBI C HUMH, BO3MOYKHBI JIBa ITyTH PELICHUs BOmpoca 00
OHTOJIOTUYECKOM CTaTyCe CO3HAHUS — Jyalau3M cyOcraHnumii B nyxe [lekapra nim
peIyKInsl MEHTAIIBHBIX CBOMCTB K (u3ruecknM. [1epBblif My Th aBTOp cYMTaEeT MHO-
TOKpPaTHO JUCKPEAUTUPOBAHHBIM U MIPEIaraeT COCPEOTOUUTECS Ha TPUEMIIEMBIX
crocobax peryKIuu.

31ech cpa3y BO3HHMKAET, HA MOH B3IJIAM, 3aKOHHBINA BOIIPOC: MOYEMY PEILyKIIHH
HMMEHHO MEHTAIBHOTO K (PU3MIecKoMy, a He Ha000poT? KoMMeHTHpYeMBIii TEKCT He
COZIEPKUT OTBETA, HO, BO3MOYKHO, OH JIGXKHT Ha IMOBEPXHOCTH: ITOTOMY UTO (przmye-
CKHME CBOWCTBA HAOMIOAaeMbl, M3MEPSIEMbI U JIOCTYIIHbl HAYYHOMY HCCIIEJOBAHUIO,
a MEHTaJIbHBIC... HO B TOM-TO 1 J€J10, YTO MCHTAJIbHBIC CBOICTBa IMpUBATHLI, KBAJIU-
TaTUBHBI U CYOBEKTHBHBI TOJILKO B PAMKaX «HapOJHOW MCHUXOJOTHUM», O KOTOPOi
BeChbMa KCTAaTH BCTIIOMHHAET aBTOP M KOHIICTIIIUEH KOTOPOW MbI 00s13aHbI JIbIOHCY,
Jennery u ap. Hena0mrogaeMocTs peHOMEHATBHOTO OTIBITA B JOCTATOYHOH CTETICHN
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OIpOBepraeTcs pa3MbllUICHUAME BuTreHmreliHa, Ha KOTOpbIE CChUIACTCS
aBTOp (TIPUBATHBIN S3BIK, <OKYK B KOPOOKe»). COBpeMEHHBIC TEXHUKH TICH-
XOJIOTHUECKHX HKCTIEPUMEHTOB MO3BOJISIIOT KOTUYECTBEHHO U3MEPATh MEH-
TajbHBIE COCTOSIHMA'. A GypHOE pa3sBUTHE KOTHUTMBHBIX HCCIIE/I0BAHMIA,
BO3MO’KHO, CKOPO OCTAaBHUT B MPOIUIOM apPTyMEHT HEAOCTYIHOCTH BHYT-
PEeHHEH )KNM3HU CO3HAHMS JJIs1 0OBEKTUBHBIX HAYK U «IPYTUX CO3HAHUID.

Jlymaro, BIIOJIHE 3aKOHHO ObLIO ObI MPEAIOI0KHUTh, YTO CTPEMIICHHE
yacTi ¢uinocopoB K GpuU3NIECKON peIyKIHUH MEHTAJIbHOTO BBI3BAHO HE
CTOJIBKO TOTPEOHOCTAMH HAyKH B €€ HBIHCIIHEM COCTOSHHH, CKOJIBKO
YHACIIe/IOBAHHBIMHU TIPEJCTaBICHUIME caMuX (pHII0co()OB OTHOCHTEILHO
napajurMaabHOCTH (PU3NYECKOTO JHUCKYpCa, a TAKKE MX COOCTBEHHOW —
BO3MO’KHO, HEOCO3HABAaeMON — HapOJHO-IICUXOJIOTHYECKOI yCTaHOBKOM,
KOTOpast 3aCTaBIIAET UX CINTATh, YTO UIMEET MECTO HEUTO TAKOE, UTO HyX-
HO peIylupOBaTh.

Jlarnee aBTOp yKa3bIBa€eT, UTO PEIICHUE TPOOIEMBI CO3HAHHS PABHO3HAU-
HO CO3/IaHUIO Y/IOBJIETBOPUTEIBHON OHTOJIOTHMM €TO CBOWCTB, a HAa4aTh 3Ty
paboTy Hy>KHO C PEIICHUS BOIIPOCA, SIBIISIOTCS JIM (DeHOMEHAIBHBIC CBOHCTBA
BHYTPEHHHMH WJIM BHELIHHUMH, T.€. B €0 HHTEPIPETAIMH, aTpUOYTHBHBIMU
(MPUCYIIMHI WX HOCHTEITIO CaMOMy TI0 ce0e) TN PesSAIHOHHBIMHE (IIPOSIB-
JISTIOIIMMHECS B €r0 OTHOIIEHWW K JpyrmM oObekTam). Bompoc permaercs
B [OJIb3Y PEJILIMOHHBIX CBOMCTB HA OCHOBAHNH, B YaCTHOCTH, apryMEHTa NH-
BEPTUPOBAHHOTO ceKTpa. Ho 371ech 5 BUKY ellie OiHy CTPaHHOCTh B PACCyxk-
neHusix apropa. OH mosaraer, 4ro eciii apryMeHThl BurreHmreiina BepHbl,
TO «(eHOMEHAIIbHBIE CBOWCTBA, PACCMOTPEHHbBIE CTOPOHHHKAMHU BO3MOXKHO-
CTU MHBEPCUM CIIEKTpa KaK BHYTPEHHHE CBOWMCTBA CO3HATEIILHOTO OIIBITA,
JIOCTYII K KOTOPBIM NMEET TOJIBKO CyOBEKT ATOTO OIIBITA, OKa3bIBAIOTCS HC-
KJTFOYCHHBIMHU U3 KOHTEKCTOB, B KOTOPBIX MbI CIIOCOOHBI 00CYKIaTh U CpaB-
HHBATh ICUXWYECKUE (PEHOMEHBI», & «ECIIH MbI HE MOYKEM CPaBHHBATH HEIIO-
CPEICTBEHHO KBAJIWUTATHBHBIIN OMBIT IBYX CYOBEKTOB, TO 3TO 03HAYACT, YTO
TUII0TEe3a MHBEPTUPOBAHHOTO CIIEKTPa HEMBICIHMA).

Bo-nepBbIX, Kak sl BUKY CMBICII 3TOM THIIOTE3bl, OHA HE TOJIBKO BIIOJI-
HE MBICJIUMA B KOHTEKCTE, HO M HANpsIMyI0 OCHOBaHa Ha IPEIOI0KEHHN
0 HEJOCTYITHOCTH KBJINTATUBHOTO OnbITa. OHa, B TOM 4ucIe B OpPMYIIH-
poBke JIx. JIokka, KOTOpYIO MPUBOAUT aBTOP, FOBOPUT O BO3MOXKHOCTHU
KOMMYHUKATHBHOTO COTTIACHS MEXKTY JTFOJIbMHA OTHOCUTEIEHO BTOPUIHBIX
KauecTB BeleH, Jake eClid ITH KauecTBa BOCIPUHUMAIOTCS UMH TO-pa3-
HOMY, TIOCKOJIBKY CJIOBA BBIPA)KAIOT HE KBaJINa, @ COLMAIIBHO CepTHHUIIN-
pOBaHHbBIE CITOCOOBI pa3IMueHUsI CBOHCTB. BOKPYT 3TOM k€ MBICIIM UMITPO-
Busupyer Burrenmreiin B «®Pmrocodckux nccieoBaHUAX», B 9ACTHO-
CTH, pacCy’kaasi 0 CEMaHTHKE IIBETOBBIX TEPMHUHOB (§ 239-279).

! MoHO BO3DA3HTh, UTO OHH YACTO H3MEPSAIOTCS HEMPAMBIM 00Pa30M. A pasBe cOCTOs-
HHS 3JIEMEHTAPHBIX YaCTUIl M3MEPSIOTCS (pU3MKAMU HerocpeacTBeHHO? Jla 1 aHTHTE3a 1psi-
MOW—HENpPAMON UMEET CMBICI TOJIBKO B KOHTEKCTE «HAPOAHO-TICUXOJIOTHUECKOTo» yoex ie-
HHS B CYIICCTBOBAHHHU CKPBITBIX M HCHAOIIOIaeMBIX JICMEHTOB IICUXHYECKOT0 OIIBITA.

[Panel Discussio|)]
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Bo-BropbIX, JMUTpHil yTBEpKIaeT, 4TO eciu (PeHOMEHAIbHBIE OIILy-
IICHHUS OTHOCATCS K BHYTPEHHUM CBOMCTBaM, TO OHH HeBBIpa3uMbL. Ho kax
CBs3aHA NPUPOJAA CBOMCTB (BHEIIHHE WM BHYTPEHHHE) C MX BbIpa3u-
MOCTBIO? MHE Ka)eTCsl, HyKHO pa3o0paThesi, YTO MBI HIMEEM B BHIY, KO-
IJ1a TOBOPUM O PEJSIMOHHBIX CBOWCTBAX: MX MaTepHAIbHYIO Win (op-
MAaIBHYIO OTPEACTICHHOCTb, T.€. HX MPOSBISEMOCTh TOJIBKO B MaTepHAITb-
HBIX OTHOILEHUSX 00BEKTa K 00BEKTY WIIM BCEro JIMIIb (GopMy MpeauKara
(OZTHOMECTHBI WJIM /-MECTHBIN), KOTOPBIH BEIPAXKaET TaKOE CBOMCTBO
(cM. mpuMep aBTOpa ¢ «MyX)em»). HeTpymHo 3aMeTHTh, 9TO 3TH BEIIX HE
BCEr/la COBIIAJAIOT: OOJIb SIBISIETCSI PEJIITUBHBIM CBOMCTBOM MOEH «(Iy-
I, HO JIOTHYECKH OHA — IPOCTOE aTPHOYTHBHOE CBOMCTBO, BEIPaKaeMoe
OJTHOMECTHBIM npeankaToM. Ho naske eciiu Mbl AMPEKTUBHO MPUBEAEM JIO-
THKY OOJIEBOTO TUCKYpCa B COOTBETCTBHUE CO CTPYKTYPOH (pakToB, T.¢., Ha-
MIPHUMED, 3aCTaBUM BCEX BMECTO «Y MEHS OOJUT IOJI0Ba» TOBOPUTH «Y Me-
Hsl B TOJI0OBE OOJIb OT Clia3Ma COCYZ0B», 9TO HUUETO He I00aBUT K BbIPa3H-
MOCTH CaMOTO OIIYIICHHUS.

Kanp, yTo aBTOp, MPUBOAS SIPKUii accaxx BurrenmreHa o Tom, 4To
B IIONYJISIPHO-TICUXOJIOTHYECKOM JTUCKYPCE «HUYTO BBIMTOIHSIIO OBl TAKYIO
e PYHKIIMIO, KaK ¥ HE4TO, 0 KOTOPOM HUYET0 HENb3s CKa3aThy, IPephiBa-
€T LIUTUPOBAHKE Ha ATHUX CJIOBAX U OCTABISIET BHE YUTATENILCKOIO BHUMA-
HUS CJICAYIOIIee TMPEIOKEHUE, BBIPAXKAIOIee CYTh BHUTTCHINTCHHHAH-
CKOM «Tepamuu si3bIka»: «MBbl OTBepraeM JIMIIb IPaMMAaTHKy, KOTopas
311€Ch BCSYECKH HABA3BIBAET Ce0st HaM». BOJIbIIast 4acTh «IpobiieM Co3Ha-
HUS», TAKHUX, KaK KBaJIHa, «IPYTHE COSHAHUS» U T.II., IIOPOKICHEI ECTECT-
BEHHOH ITyOMHHON TpaMMaTHKOW HAIIMX JIECKPHUIIIIUHN U, TI0 MbICITH BUT-
TeHIITEeHHa, JODKHBI HCYE3HYTh IOCJE MPAaBUIBHOW MEepEeHACTPONKHU
S3BIKA.

Crnenyromuil mar B pacCy k/JI€HHsIX aBTOpa TAKOB: €CJIM HEBEPHO, YTO
CBOWCTBA CO3HAHHSA SBJSIOTCS BHYTPCHHUMH, TO OHH HMHTCHIIHOHAJHHEIL.
Ha sToMm sTame s BIXKY CIETYIONUIYIO TPYAHOCTh: KOHIEHIUA MHTEHIIHO-
HaJIbHOCTH, co3anHas OpaniieM bpenrano, MyabTUILITMLIMPOBaIack B MHO-
TOYHCIICHHBIC BEPCHH 1 BAPUAHTHI, HE BCE M3 KOTOPBIX COBMECTUMBI IPYT C
npyrom. [Tomumo T'yccepist MOXKHO YHMOMSHYTH AHCKOMO, MeiHOHTa,
Mammn, Céprna, JleHHETa, KTO BCTpamBall 3TO MOHSATHE B COOCTBEHHBIC
KoHIenuu. B paccyxnenusx JMUTpus ynaBIHBAIOTCA SBHBIE HOTKHU
Cépna — acreKTyaJbHOCTb, NMEpPCIEKTHBA I1EPBOrO JIMIA, Yero He ObLIo
B OpUI'MHAJBHOM KoHUenuuu bpeHTano. M He coBCEM MOHATHO, 3a4eM
3/1eCh 3Ta MEPCHEKTHBA, €CIM MHOTHE HHTEHIIMOHAIbHbIE IPETUKAThI Pa-
00TarOT OIMHAKOBO BO BCEX JIATAX.

Bce cymiectByomniye KOHIENIMH HHTEHIIMOHAIBHOCTH TTI0IPOOHO pa3-
OMparoTcss B COOTBETCTBYIOIICH CTAaThe M3BECTHOW aBTOPY SHIIUKIIOIIE-
JMHU, s UMb TIOMBITAIOCH BHIPA3HTh CyTh MPOOIEMBI B €€ OPMTHHATLHOM

2 Cw.: Jacob, P. Intentionality / The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy; N. Zalta
(ed.). — http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/ intentionality/.
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BUJIe: KaK BO3MOJKHO, YTO BBICKA3bIBaHUs «S1 MHTEpecyloch eIMHOpOra-
MU» U «ETMHOPOTOB HE CYIIECTBYET» MOTYT ObITh OJTHOBPEMEHHO UCTHH-
HbeIMHI? BpeHTaHO B CBOE BPEMsI CUUTAI, YTO CBOMCTBO «MHTECHIIMOHAIBHO-
T'0 HECYIIECTBOBAHMS IIPUCYIIE BCEM MEHTAIBHBIM COCTOSIHUSAM M TOIBKO
1M (MHOTHE BIIOCJICICTBHN OCITAPHBAIIN 3TO TOXKIECCTBO).

Kak 051 TO HU OBLIO, OCTAETCS HESICHBIM, KAKUM 00pa30M IOJIyYeHHBIN
Ha MpEeBIIYyIIeM 3Tale BBIBOJ, YTO ()eHOMEHAIbHBIC CBOIMCTBA SIBIISIFOTCS
BHEITHUMH PEISIHUOHHBIMUA CBOWCTBAMHU CO3HAHMS, UMIUIMLUPYET KOH-
LENINI0 HHTEHIIMOHAIBHOCTH, KOTOopast cama 1o cebde, 6e3ycloBHO, yBa-
’KaeMa U IoJIe3Ha. JTa HEACHOCTh OTYACTH CHUMAETCS Ha CIIEAYIOIIEM ATa-
IIe, TJie aBTOP YTBEP)KJAAET, YTO B KOHTEKCTE MPEABLIYIIEro JOTHIECKOT0
mara (peHOMEHaJIbHbIE CBOWCTBA OKA3bIBAIOTCS CBOMCTBAMU HE CO3HAHMS,
a MHTCHIIMOHAFHBIX 006eKTOB. 1o KpaifHel Mepe CTAHOBHUTCS SICHO OTHO-
CUTEJIbHO MHTCHIIMOHAIILHOCTH, €CITH YK HE OTKY/a OHa I0CIIe0Bala, TO
JUIsl yero noHaaoominace. Ho u 31ech st He MOy OTJenaThCsi OT BoOIpoca:
YTO pelraeT 3To rnepedpacbiBaHUEe CBOMCTB OT CYObEKTa K 00BEKTY?

Ecnu MBI, T0JJ0OHO aBTOPY, HCXOANM U3 TOTO, YTO CO3HAHUE KOHCTH-
TyHnpyeTcsi peHOMEHAIBHBIMHI CBOWCTBAMH (UTO JJAJIEKO HE BCEM OUYEBHII-
HO), TO 33/1a4a €ro Hay4yHOTO OOBSICHEHHsI BHE KapTE3MaHCKONH CKOMIIPO-
METUPOBAHHOM TPAAULIMK COCTOUT B UX PEAYKLMH K HATYPAJIbHBIM CBOM-
ctBaM. [IyIs1 3TOro Ha KOHLENTYaldbHO-(QHIOCO(MCKOM YPOBHE BayKHO
3HATh, CBOMCTBAMHU YETO OHH SIBIIAIOTCS: «IYIIN», BOCIIPUHUMAEMOIl €10
BEIIW WIn ux B3anmozencTsus (JIOkk). JIMUTpHii TOBOPHUT: OHHM SIBIISIFOTCS
CBOWCTBaMH BEIIM, TOJIKO MHTCHLIMOHAIbHOW. VIHTEeHIIMOHANBHBIN 00b-
€KT, KaK OH CYHTACT, — 3TO HEKUH «aCIIeKT» PealbHOr0 00bEKTa, BUANMBIH
u3 nepcnekTuBsl epBoro yuna (ITI1JT). Ho Torma Bo3HukaeT Bompoc: a u3
KaKOM TepCHEeKTHBBI Mbl BUIUM — €CIIM BHIWM — HEMHTCHIIMOHAIbHBIC
00BEKTHI?

Ecnu u3 moeii [I1J] Hekuit HatypanbHbli 00beKT O BBITIISINT KaK UH-
TEHINOHAIBHBIN 00beKT O; n O; 005anaeT (peHOMEHAIbHBIM CBOHCTBOM
A, TO IPUCYIIIE JIK 3TO CBOICTBO 00BekTy O? Ecim na, To BBEACHNE HHTEH-
IMOHAJIBLHOCTH HE 03HAYaeT HWKAKOTro Iporpecca Mo cpaBHeHUIo ¢ JIok-
koM. Eciiit HeT, To — BCIIOMHUM paccysKAeHHs aBTOpa 00 WHIMBHyallnu
00BEKTOB B CAMOM Hayajie TeKCTa — 3TO pa3Hblie 00beKThl. Toraa — kak Ta-
KO€ YABOCHHE CYITHOCTEH COTJIACYeTCs ¢ HAYYHOW KapTHHOW Mupa?

Ho nu1st TOro 4To0bI HaKOHEI pelyIupOBaTh 3TH (EHOMEHAIBHO-UH-
TEHI[OHAJIbHBIE CBOMCTBA, aBTOP 33a€TCsI BOIIPOCOM: ABJISIOTCS JIU MEH-
TaJIbHbIC PETIPE3CHTAILIUN (TO)K}IeCTBeHHI)Ie — B €0 IOHMUMAaHHUU — UHTCH-
LIUOHATBHBIM COCTOSIHUSIM) COCTOSIHUSIMH MO3ra? 371eCh sl X049y OTMETHTh
JBa 00CTOSATENBCTBA. BO-TIEPBBIX, CIIOBO «MO3I» B 3TOM 3aKIIOUUTEIEHOM
ITyHKTE CTAaThbU MOSIBIISIETCS BIIEPBbIE — KaK TOHEI] C BAYKHOI BECThIO B KOH-
e 1bechl. Bo-BTOpBIX, cam JIMUTpHIi IPU3HAET, YTO STOT BOIPOC UMEET
SMIIMPUYECKUH, & HE KOHLENTyallbHbI XapakTep M, CIEA0BATENbHO, a
priori HUKaK He BIUSCT Ha PEIICHHE KOHIICTITYaIbHbIX ITPOOIEM.

[Panel Discussio|)]
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Ho =e 310 rmaBHOE. B 3TOM IyHKTE MBI JOJIKHBI HAKOHEL] YBUJIETh BbI-
XOJ M3 KOHIENTYaJIbHOTO JJaOUpUHTA, U MBI ero BUAUM. OH B TOM, YTO
MCHTAJIbHBIC PEIPE3CHTAIUN HE ABJIAIOTCA COCTOAHUAMH MO3Ta, KaK MbI
9TO IO CUX MOP, OKa3bIBAETCsl, UMIUIMIUTHO NoApazyMeBanu. OHTOIOIH-
YEeCKH, TOBOPUT JIMUTPHA, OHU SIBISIFOTCS ONPEAEIECHHBIM OTHOLIEHHEM
BCEr0o OpPraHu3Ma K OKpY’KaroIeMy MUpy.

HWrax, Mo3r mwin «Bech opranmsm»? ['omosa mpodeccopa oy nim
«ACUCTBUTEIBHBIN, TEJIECHbIM YEJIOBEK, CTOSIIIMI Ha XOPOLIO OKPYIJIEH-
HO#1 3emite»? HeB03MOXKHO H30aBHUTHCS OT OIyIIeHHUs hrmocodekoro déja
VU, HECMOTpsl Ha MOJHBIN «9HAKTHBHU3M». Pacnpenenenne MeHTalIbHBIX
peTnpe3eHTaIHi 110 BCeMy OpTaHU3MYy, PaBHO KaK M 110 BCEMY apeairy o0u-
TaHUA 4CJIOBCKaA, HU Ha HIar HE HpI/I6J'II/I)KaeT HacC K OTB€TaM Ha BOIIPOCHI,
M3-3a KOTOPBIX JIIOJM W HAUYMHAIOT 3aHUMAThCs (uiiocopuei: neicrsu-
TEJILHO JIU MUP TAKOB, KAKNM 5 €ro BIKY? JIeHCTBUTEIBHO JIU APYTHE JTF0-
JIU TyMatoT, BUAST U UyBCTBYIOT TaK ke, Kak 517 CyIecTBYIO JI1 51, KOTAa He
MeIciTio? Hy n octamsHOE — Tipo GeccMepTre IyIi i CBOOO Y BOJH.

[Mocnennsist hpasa crarby BeensieT Hafexy: «B ciaydae yenoBeka Mbl
TaKXKE MOXKEM TOBOPUTH O 3aBUCHMOCTH CO3HATENIBHBIX COCTOSHUII OT
A3bIKa U KyJlbTypbD». Ho B 11e710M 00CyK/JaeMBblil TEKCT CBHIICTEIBCTBYET,
YTO «Ha IIyTH K 00BSICHEHHUIO CO3HAHUs» MbI BMecTe ¢ JlekapToM n JIokkom
€/1Ba JIMIIb MIPOIILIN €r0 HAYaIlo.



EPISTEMOLOGY & PHILOSOPHY OF SCIENCE ¢ 2015 T. XLIV o Ne 2

EHOMEHAJIbHbIE KAHECTBA KAK PEJIALUOHHDbIE

cBoncTBA'

Cepreit Muxaitnosuy
JleBuH — kaHpmnpat du-
nocotckux Hayk, npeno-
AaBaTenb flenapTameHTa
couuonoruu, Haumo-
HaNbHbI UCCnefoBa-
TeNbCKNit yHUBEpCUTET
Beicwas wKona 3koHo-
MUKU.

E-mail:
serg.m.levin@gmail.com

HenocpepcTBeHHOe CyObLEKTUBHOE NepexuBaHue OnpefeNeHHbIX YyBCTBEHHbIX
AaHHbIX B HNUN0COGUM CO3HAHUA NPUHATO Ha3biBaTb PEHOMEHANbHbBIM KaYecTBOM,
unu kanua. PeHomeHanbHble KayecTBa TPAAULIMOHHO CYUTAIOTCA OfHMM U3 Hanbo-
nee TPYAHbIX ANA HATYPaNUCTUYECKOro 0OBACHEHNA acneKkToB Co3HaHMA. MHorue
thunocodbl UCXOAAT U3 TOTO, 4TO NOTHOE hM3nYeckoe Unu hyHKLMOHANbHOE onunca-
HUe COCTOAHUA YenoBeKa He AaeT OAHO3HAYHOT0 YKa3aHUA Ha To, YTO OH B AaHHbIi
MOMEHT nepexusaeT Ha camom Aene. KBanua npeactaBasoTca HepeayLunpyembimm
K (M3nYeCcKoMy YCTPOICTBY CUCTEMbI MU K €& (YHKLUOHANbHBIM BO3MOXHOCTAM
M 3a4acTyl 00BABNAKTCA 0COObIMKM Heduauyeckumn csodcTBamu. Ho Kakumu
CBOICTBAMN? BHYTPEHHUMU MK pensLmoHHbIMU? CyLiecTBYIOT apryMeHThl, LOKa3bl-
BalOLLME HEMBICIMMOCTb KBaNNa Kak BHYTPEHHUX CBOWCTB OpraHu3mMa uau Mosra.
B cTaTbe uccnepyeTca BoNpoc o KOHUENTyanbHO BO3MOXHOCTU PacCMOTPEHMUSA KBa-
NMa KaK pensuMOHHbIX CBOWCTB OpraHM3Ma W penpes3eHTUpyemMoro UM obbekTa.
B 3aknioyeHune yTBepKAAETCS, YTO (heHOMeHaNbHble KayecTBa Kak pPensuuoHHble
CBOIICTBA NPU WX ONUCAHWUM MOTYT GbITb CBEAIEHBI 6€3 NOTEPU CMbICAA K ONUCAHNIO
BHYTPEHHUX CBOMCTB OPraH13ma 1 BHYTPEHHUX CBOICTB penpe3eHTUpyemMoro 06b-
€KTa, @ TaKKe UX HaTypasbHbIX HEKBANUTATUBHbIX PENALUOHHbIX CBOICTB. Ncxoasn
13 HEMBICAIMOCTM KBaNMa Kak CBOWNCTB BHYTPEHHUX U PefyLMpyeMoCTy KBanna Kak
PensLMOHHbIX CBOICTB K CBOMCTBAM BHYTPEHHUM, AENAETCA BbIBOA O TEOpETUYe-
CKOIt HECOCTOATENBHOCTU CaMOr0 NOHATUA KBanKa.

Knioyessie cnosa: dhunocodus co3HaHus, KBaNNa, BHYTPEHHWeE CBOIICTBA, pensLm-
OHHble CBOICTBA, MEHTaNbHAA Penpe3eHTaLms.

HENOMENAL QUALITIES AS RELATIONAL PROPERTIES

B crarbe JIMutpust iBanoBa «Ha myTu k 0OOBSICHEHHIO CO3HAHMS» HEOOX0I1-
MBIM 3TalloM OOBSICHEHWs CO3HAHMS HAa3bIBACTCS BBIACICHHE CBOWCTB CO3HAHMUS,
OJIHUM U3 KOTOPBIX OKa3bIBAETCS KBAIUTATUBHOCTb. B CBA3M € 9TUM CTaBUTCS BO-
IIPOC O TOM, SIBJISIIOTCS JH (DeHOMEHAJIbHbIE KauecTBa (KBalna) BHYTPEHHUMH HIIH
PEJLUOHHBIMU CBOMcTBaMu. MIBaHOB OTCTaMBaeT TOUKY 3pPEHUS, COTJIACHO KOTO-
poii peHoMeHaNbHbIE Ka4yecTBa — 9TO PEJISIIIMOHHBIC CBOMCTBA PEIIPE3EHTUPYEMBIX
00bEKTOB. MBI e yTBep)KJaeM, 4TO MPOBO3IriameHne (PeHOMEHAIBHBIX KauecTB
PEISIIIMOHHBIME CBOMCTBAMHU HE SIBIISIETCS] YeM-TTH00, KpoMe yIO0OHOI SI3BIKOBOI
KOHBEHIIMH, KOTOpasi HE YKa3bIBaeT Ha peajbHO CYIIECTBYIOIIUE, Kay3albHO (-
(beKTHBHBIE PEISIIMOHHBIC CBOWCTBA.

Aprymenranuio [Imutpust MBaHOBa MOXKHO IIPEJCTaBUThH CIEAYIOIIUM 00-

pazom:

(1) Ksamma cyTs cBO¥CTBA.
(2) CaoiicTBa OBIBAIOT BHYTPEHHE MPUCYIIUE WU PEILSIIIMOHHBIE.

! Pa6ora BeimonHeHa npu moaznepxkke PODU, mpoext Ne 13-06-00902.
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(3) Ecnu kBanua cyTh BHyTPCHHHUE CBOHCTBA CO3HATEIBLHBIX COCTOS-
HUH, TO JOJKEH OBITh MBICTUM CLIEHAPUI WHBEPTHUPOBAHHOTO CIEK-
Tpa.

(4) Cuenapuii HHBEpTUPOBAHHOTO CIIEKTPA HEMBICIUM.

(5) Kganma He cyTh BHyTpEHHE MPUCYIIIHE CBOMCTBA.

(6) CrnenoBarenbHO, KBaJlMa CYTh PEISIIMOHHBIE CBOWCTBA.

B cTaThe MBI CKOHIIEHTPUPYEMCSI Ha aHAJIH3€ MOJO0XKEeHUs (6) 0 ToM,
YTO KBaJlia CyTh PEIALMOHHBIC CBOMCTBA. [IpOTHBOIIOCTABICHHE BHYT-
PCHHHX W PEJISILIMOHHBIX CBOUCTB B (PMIIOCOMUU UMEET JIOITYEO UCTOPHIO.
Pensmmonnsie (relational) cBoiicTBa MOTYT MPOTHBOIOCTABISATHCS HE
TOJIBKO BHYTPEHHHMM CBoiicTBaM (intrinsic), HO ¥ BHeIIHMM (extrinsic).
B cratee /1. ViBaHOBa pelAnMOHHBIC U BHEUIHHE CBOWCTBA OOBEIMHEHBI
B OJIHY KaTeroputo. Tak e MOCTYIIM U MBI, TeM 0oJiee 9To IS [ieiel Ha-
el JUCKYCCHH 3THM Pa3IHdHeM MEXTy BHEIIHHUMH WU PENSIHOHHBIMU
CBOHCTBaMH MOXHO IIPEHEOpEUb.

[lon pensumoHHBIMYI ITOHUMAIOTCS CBOMCTBA, BO3HUKATOIIIHE H3-3a OTHO-
LIEHUs OIHUX Belllel ¢ apyrumu. Ecim B oTHOIIEHHE BOBJICUEHBI JIBE BEIIH,
TO TaKOE CBOMCTBO MOYKHO Ha3BaTh MAJANYECKUM, €CIIA TPH BEIIH, TO TpHa-
JIMYECKUM, U T.1. HuKoraa rno onpeneneHuo pesioHHOe CBONCTBO HE MO-
JKeT OBITh CBOMCTBOM OJHOW BEIIH, TOTJa 3TO OyIeT MpocTO BHYTPEHHEE
CBOMCTBO. B kauecTBe nmapagurMaibHOrO NpuMepa PessIiMOHHOTO CBOMCTBA
B cTtatbe JmuTpus [BaHOBa MPUBOIUTCS CBOWCTBO «OBITH MYXEM», 3TO
CBOICTBO MPUHAIICKUT MYKY OJIaroapsi HAJIMYHIO Y HETO JKeHBI, 0e3 KOTO-
POi ICKOMBIH YETIOBEK MYKEM OBITh ObI HE MOT. Y KCHBI OUCBHIHO HET CBOW-
CTBa OBITH My>KeM, HO Y Hee €CTh CBOHCTBO OBITh KEHOM, KOTOPOE HE TIPHHA/I-
JIOKUT ed caMoii 1o ceOe 1 BO3MOYKHO, ITOCKOJIbKY Y HEE €CTh MYK.

Ha miepBbIif B3IIIS11T, MOXKET ITOKA3aThCSI, YTO €CTh J[BA Pa3HBIX PEIISIINOH-
HBIX CBOMCTBA — «OBITh MY»XEM» ISl MY’Ka U «OBITh XKEHOI» 1151 JKCHBI, KaXK-
JIO€ M3 KOTOPBIX TIPHHAUTCKUT OTICTEHBIM JIFOISIM, HO He 00ouM cpasy. [Ipu
OurDKaiIIeM pacCCMOTPEHHH MOHSITHO, YTO OBITh KEHOM U OBITh MY)KEM — 3TO
Pa3HBIC aCTEKTHI OTHOTO PEJIAIIOHHOTO CBOMCTBA «COCTOATH B Opakey». Kak
ormevaer Kur daifH, cornmacHO CTaHIApTHOMY B3IVISLY Ha pEIIILIUOHHBIC
CBOICTBa, BHYTPH KaXXIIOTO PETAIIIOHHOTO CBOMCTBA MOYKHO BBIIICIUTD Pa3-
HBIC HAIIPABJICHUS OTHOILICHUSI ATUX CBOWCTB IS Pa3HBIX y4acTHUKOB [Fine,
2000: 2—7]. Cam @aifH HE COTTACEH C TEM, YTO HAIIPABICHHUS OTHOIICHHUS
MO>KHO BBIJIEJIUTH B JIFOOOM pEJSIIMOHHOM cBoicTBe. [1o ero MHeHMHIo, ecTh
CHMMETpPUYHBIC PETAIIOHHBIC CBOWCTBA, B KOTOPBIX KKIBIA YIACTHUK TOX-
JIECTBEH JIPyTrOMY B HAIIPaBJICHUH OTHOIICHHUS, HO OH COTTIACEH C TEM, UTO pe-
JSIMAOHHBIE CBOKMCTBA C PA3HBIMHU HAMPABICHUSIMI OTHOIICHUH TaKXKe CyIIe-
CTBYIOT. B mpumMepe ¢ persiMOHHBIM CBOHCTBOM «COCTOSATH B Opake» Ha-
TIPABJICHUSIMU OTHOIICHUS OYAyT «OBITh MyXKeM» U «OBITh )KCHOW.

Kaxwue >xe Bemun Jimutpuii IBaHOB cuMTaeT y4acTHUKAMU PEISIIIUOHHO-
r0 cBoiicTBa KBama? OHOI U3 TaKUX BeIIeH, y9acTBYIOIIEH B KOHCTUTYH-
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poBaHUM (PEHOMEHAIBHOTO KauecTBa, Y HEro BBICTYIACT PErpe3eHTHpYe-
MBI 0OOBEKT, O YEM B CTAaThE MPSIMO HAIMCAHO HEOIHOKpaTHO. OTHaKO, KaK
MBI TOMHUM, JUISI 9K3EMILTH(HUKALMN PEJISIIIMOHHOTO CBOMCTBA O/THOH BEIN
HEJIOCTATOYHO, OATOMY HEJb3sl CKa3aTh, YTO ()eHOMEHAJIbHBIE Ka4ecTBa —
9TO PEJSILMOHHBIE CBOMCTBA TOJBKO PENPE3CHTHPYEMbIX 00BEKTOB. YTO
ele IMOMUMO PErepe3eHTYEMOro 00BbEKTa COCTABIISIET HCCIIEyeMOe Pellsi-
IUOHHBIC cBoiicTBa? Eciu Haiinercs eie ojiHa Bellb, TO (EHOMEHATBHBIC
KayecTBa OyayT AWaJUYECKHM pEIISIIMOHHBIM CBOWCTBOM, €CITH TpPH, TO
TpUATMYECKUM, U T.J. B TEKCTe cTaThy Mbl HE HAIIM MECTA, TJie OBUIO ObI
OJTHO3HAYHO HAITMCAHO, YTO MMEHHO COCTaBILIET PEIISIIMOHHOE CBOMCTBO
BMECTE C pernpe3eHTupyeMbIM 00bekToM. Cyzs 1o o01eMy X0y pa3MblliI-
nennid 1 1o ¢paze «OHTOJOTHUECKN MEHTAJIBbHBIC COCTOSHHS SIBIISIFOTCS
TIPOCTO TOJIOXKEHUsIMH J1ed (states of affairs), koTopele 3aKIt04arOTCs B TOM,
YTO OpPraHU3M HAaXOJHTCS B ONPEEICHHBIX OTHOIICHUSX K OKPY’KaloLIeMy
€ro MHUPY»2, BTOPHIM WIEHOM OTHOIIEHHUSI MOYKHO HA3BaTh BECh OPTaHU3M
yesoBeka. Benp Bce heHOMEHaIbHbIE Ka4eCcTBa, €CIIM OHU BOOOIIE CyIIecT-
BYIOT, — 3TO MEHTaJIbHbIE COCTOSIHUA. OOHAPYKHUTH IPYIHX MTPETEHICHTOB
Ha y4acTue B PEJIALHOHHOM CBOMCTBE HaM HE YaJIOCh, 3HAUYUT, MbI MOXKEM
3aKJII0YNTh, YTO (DEHOMEHAIBHbIE Ka4eCTBA — 3TO TUAANIECKHUE PEIISILIHOH-
HBIE CBOICTBA OpPraHU3Ma 1 PEIPe3eHTHPYEMOro 00bEKTa.

C y4eToM HaJIH4us y PeNAIAOHHBIX CBOWCTB HAIPABICHUI OTHOIIE-
HUH MOKHO TPEATIONIOKUTH, 9TO (heHOMEHATFHOE KaueCTBO — 3TO aCHM-
METPUYHOE PEIIIHOHHOE CBOMCTBO. OpraHu3M OTHOCHUTCS K PETIPE3eHTH-
pyeMoMy OOBEKTy HE TaK, KaK Pempe3eHTHPYEMBIH OOBEKT OTHOCHTCS
K opranm3My. Takoil 0OBEKT, €CITH MBI TOBOPHM O BHEIIHEH MO OTHOIIIe-
HUIO K OPTaHU3MY HEOIYIIEBICHHON BEIIH, KaKETCS TACCHUBHBIM 00BEK-
TOM, HE TIPOSIBIISIONIIM HIUKaKOW aKTHBHOCTH JUISI TOTO, YTOOBI CTATh y4a-
CTHHKOM KaKHX-TTHOO OTHOIICHUH ¢ oprann3MoM. [Ijist Toro 94To0b! CcTaTh
00BEKTOM (heHOMEHATTFHOTO OIIYIIICHNUS, CKa)KEM, BU3yaJIbHOTO OITBITA Ye-
JIOBEKA, PENPE3CHTUPYEMbIH 00BEKT MOXKET 00J1a/1aTh JIUIIh HEOOIBIINM
YHCIIOM HEOOXOIMMBIX M TOCTATOYHBIX BHYTPEHHUX KadecTB (pasmep,
MIPO3PAvHOCTh U T.I1.) M €T0 MPUPO/Ia MOXKET OUYEHB ITHPOKO BAPHHUPOBATH-
cs. TakuM 0OBEKTOM MOKET CTaTh U HEOOIBIIOE HACEKOMOE, M OTPOMHAs
ckana. Opranusm ke, 4ToOBI y Hero MOSBMIIOCH BU3YaJIbHOE OIIYIICHNUE,
JOJDKEH COOTBETCTBOBATH CTPOTOMY IEPEYHIO HEOOXOIMMBIX TpeOoBa-
Hu. MOXHO CKa3aTh, YTO JUIS TOSBICHUS PEIPE3CHTHPYEMOTr0 00BbeKTa
B ()eHOMEHAJIBHOM I10JI€ OpPraHW3Ma OJJHUM U3 HEOOXOIMMBIX YCIOBHUH
SIBIISICTCS ICATEIIFHOCTHASI BKIFOUEHHOCTh MOCIETHETO B OKPY’KAIOIIYIO
Cpeny, a CO CTOPOHBI PENPE3CHTUPYEMOT0 00BEKTa HATNYIHE KaKOH-THO0
JIeSITEIbHOCTH HE SIBJSIETCSl HEOOXOMMBIM yciioBHeM. HampaBieHHOCTh
BHUMaHHsI OpPraHU3Ma Ha PEerpe3eHTHPYEMbIi 00bEKT TPAJAUIOHHO UMe-

2 CwM. c. 29 HACTOAIIEro HOMEpa KypHAIIA.

[Panel Discussio|)]

N
w



C.M. NEBVH

[Panel Discussio|)]

N
~

HyeTCsl MHTEHIIMOHAIBHOCTBIO, B 00CYX/IaeMOW cTaThe ATa HarpaBJIcH-
HOCTh HIMEHYETCS TaK XKe.

[Toxoke, 4TO CYNIECTBYIOT CUTYaIlH, B KOTOPBIX MBI MOXKEM OCMBIC-
JICHHO TOBOPUTH O (PEHOMEHATEHOM Ka4eCTBE KaK O PEIAIIHOHHOM CBOM-
ctBe. JlomycTum, st BUXKY O€IyIo CTeHY; B IEPEBO/IE C OOBIICHHOTO SI3bIKa
Ha s3bIK (PUIIOCO(GUHM CO3HAHMSI ATO 03HAYAET, YTO MEHTAJIBHOE COCTOSI-
HHE MOETO OpPTaHMW3Ma XapaKTEPU3YETCs HATHIHUEM y HETO B TOM YHCIC
nepeXMBaHus KBanua 6es1oro 1gera. 1o (heHOMEHaIbHOE Ka4eCTBO ECTh
PENAIMOHHOE CBOHCTBO MOETO OpraHU3Ma U PETPE3CHTHPYEMOTO 00BEK-
Ta, a UMEHHO OeJoli cTeHsl. Ecim yOpaTh U3 3TOr0 OTHOIICHUS OJHY U3
CTOPOH — MOIl OpraHM3M HJIU CTEHY, IPOIJIET U KBajua 0esoro.

To, YTO MBI MOXKEM TOBOPUTH O (PCHOMCHAIBHBIX KQUeCTBaX KaK O pe-
JSIMOHHBIX CBOMCTBAaX, TeM HE MEHEE HEe 03HAYaeT, 4To ()eHOMEHaJbHbIC
KadecTBa CyTh PEJAIMOHHEBIC CBOICTBA. Bexap MHOTIA HAM MOXKET OBITh
MPOCTO yI0OHO OIKUCHIBATH HEKOTOPYIO CUTYAIMIO B TEPMUHAX PEIISIIMOH-
HBIX CBOWCTB, XOTS 3TH TEPMHUHBI OYIyT JIUIIH COKPAIICHHBIMH OMTUCAHNUS-
MU CBOICTB, BHYTPEHHE MPUCYIINX HECKOJIBKAM BEIIaM, O KOTOPBIX MBI
roBopuM. Hampumep, ytBepxnaenue «4 u b mo0ST apyT Apyra» 3ByUUT
KaK OINHCAaHUE PEIAIMOHHOTO CBOICTBA C ABYMS Pa3HBIMH HATPABICHUS-
MU OTHOIICHHUS (JIFOOUTH U OBITH THOOMMBIM). [10 CyTH MBI MOKEM Tepe-
JIaTh TOT K€ CMBICI, alleJUTUPYsI JIUIIh K BHYTPEHHUM CBOWCTBaM A u b.
CocrosiHre BIIOOJIEHHOCTH B KOI'O-TO LIEIMKOM U HOJHOCTBIO SIBIISIETCS
CBOMCTBOM BJIFOOJICHHOTO Y€JIOBEKa, HAJTMYHE BO3IIOOIEHHOTO ISl TOr0
He Tpedyercs. JJon KuxoT Mor BocmeBaTh CBOIO JIOOOBB K MPEKpPaCHOM
Jynbcunee ToGocckoi Tipy aOCOIFOTHOM OTCYTCTBHH TOM B MUpe. A yT-
BEp)KIACHNE OBITH JTIOOUMBIM, KOTOPOE, KaXKETCs, OTHOCHTCS K TOMY, KOTO
JFOOSIT, TIPU OJMDKANIIIEM PacCMOTPEHUH 03HAYAET, UYTO CYMICCTBYET HEK-
TO, JIFOOSIIUI 3TOr0 YeoBeKa.

J1st Toro yTOOBI MBI MOTJIN CKa3aTh, YTO MMEET MECTO HEKOTOPOE pe-
JSIIMOHHOE CBOMCTBO, @ HE IMPOCTO COKPAIIEHHOE ONHCAHUE HECKOJIBKUX
BHYTPCHHE TPHUCYIINX CBOWCTB, HEOOXOIMMO OMPEACTHTh aKTYaIbHYIO
WJIN TIOTCHIMAIBHYIO Kay3aJlbHYyI0 2(p()EeKTHBHOCTH ATOTO PEISIIIMOHHOTO
CBOWCTBA, T.€. IOKA3aTh, YTO BCTYIUICHHE B 3TO OTHOIIICHHE TOOABIISIET Be-
[[aM 9TO-TO TIOMHUMO TOT0, YTO ¥ HUX Y)KE €CTh, WIIN B KAYECTBE BHYTPCH-
HUX CBOMCTB, WJIN B KA4EeCTBE APYTUX PEIAIHOHHBIX CBOMCTB. OTHOIICHHE
Opaka OUEBHAHO Kay3aJbHO 3HAYMMO IJISi CYNPYTOB HE3aBUCHMO OT HX
BHYTPCHHUX CBONCTB. CynpyrH, K IPUMEpPy, MOT'YT IPETCH/I0BAThH HA UIIO-
TEYHBIA KpeauT ¢ Ooiiee BHITOAHON CTAaBKOH. A PESAIMOHHOE CBOHCTBO
MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOT'O B3aHMOIIOJIOJKEHUS — OJMH JIUCT HAXOAUTCS HAJI IPY-
T'UM — TaKXE MOKET OKa3bIBaTh Kay3aJIbHOC BJIMAHNEC HA HUX. KnepK BO3b-
MET JUTsI MTUChMa TOT JIHCT, 9TO OBLI CBEPXY, a He CHU3Y. Ho B uem 3akiroua-
eTcsl Kay3aibHas A((EKTUBHOCTh (PCHOMCHAIBHOTO KauecTBa? Kak oHO
MOJKET MOBIUATH HA OPTaHNW3M BHE 3aBUCHMOCTH OT BHYTPEHHUX CBOHCTB



®EHOMEHAJbHBbIE KAYECTBA KAK PENSILMOHHBIE CBOMCTBA

CaMoro OpraHu3Ma, pernpe3eHTHPYEMOro 0OBbEKTa M OTHOLICHUH MEXITY
HuMu? JloOaBIiseT in MOSBICHUE PENIAIOHHOTO CBOMCTBA KBAJIMA YTO-TO
TaKoe, Yero yxe He ObIIO B NCXOTHOH cuTyaruun?

OTHOLIEHNE, JIeXKaIIee B OCHOBE PEJAIMOHHOIO CBOMCTBA KBaJMa,
ObUIO PEIICHO ONUCHIBATH IIPH IIOMOIIY TEPMHHA «MHTECHIIMOHAIBHOCTHY.
CaMy WHTCHIHUOHAJIBHOCTh MOKHO ITOHUMATh KaK pe3yJibTaT B3aPIMO)IeI>i-
CTBHS BEIIEH C OINPEAEICHHBIMA BHYTPEHHUMH CBOHCTBAMHM, COCTOSIINX
B COOTBETCTBYIOLIMX OTHOWIEHUsX. C TakUM OIpeaeIeHUEeM WHTEHIINO-
HaJIbHOCTH MOXET COIJIACUTBCS M TOT, KTO BBIJCISIET JUIS HEE 0COOYIO
cyObekTHBHYI0 OHTOJ0THIO (CEpII), ¥ TOT, KTO Oy/IeT ONUCHIBATH HHTEPHA-
LIMOHANBHOCTh B 00BEKTUBHBIX TepMuHax ([lerner). Ecnu kax1p1ii HHTEH-
LIMOHAJIBHBIA aKT MOXET OBITh NMPECTABIICH KaK COBOKYITHOCTh BHYTPEH-
HUX CBOMCTB M OTHOIICHHH U IPU 3TOM 00J1a1aTh BCEM TEM, YET0 MBI OXKH-
JlaeM OT ()eHOMEHAIBHBIX Ka4ecTB 0€3 aneisiiuy K ()eHOMEHAIbHBIM Ka-
YeCTBaM KaK PEIISIIIMOHHBIM, TO 3TO 03HAYAET, YTO PEISIIMOHHOCTD KBAJIHA
He 001azaeT 0cOObIM OHTOJIOTMYECKUM CTATyCOM.

Bepuemcst k npumMepy ¢ 6e1oii CTeHOH | IOITyCTHM, 4TO (peHOMEHAb-
HOE TIepexuBaHue 0enoro umeer Mecto. JlJisi MOSIBJICHUS ATOro KBajua,
BO-TIEPBBIX, HEOOXOIMMO, YTOOBI MO OpraHn3M obOnanan 3penueM. Ecim
OBl 51 OBLT HE3PSTYHM, TO M KBaJIMA OesIoro y MeHs ObI He Ob110. [laniee Mox-
HO TIEPEUHCIIATh TpeOyeMble (PU3NOTOTHUECKHE CBOMCTBA U JaXKe BKIIIO-
YHUTH CI0JIa MoApoOHOe onHcanne Beell Helipoduznonoruu. bynyr imm stn
OMMCAaHUI OTHOCUTHCS K MOUM BHYTpeHHUM KadectBam? J1. JIpronc mucai,
YTO «IPEIIOKEHHUE, UM BHIKA3bIBAHHE, WIIN YTBEPKACHHE, KOTOPOE MPH-
MUCHIBACT BHYTPEHHHUE CBOMCTBA KaKOW-TMOO BEUIM, LEIMKOM U TOJI-
HOCTBIO OTHOCHTCS K 3T0M Bemu [Lewis, 1983: 197]». IIpu Takom ompene-
JICHUY BHYTPEHHUX CBOMCTB HOXOJKE, YTO YTBEPKIACHHS, ONMCHIBAIOIIHE
MO0 (DU3HOJIOTHIO U HEUPO(PHU3HOIIOTHIO, Oy IyT OTHOCUTHCS K MOUM BHYT-
PSHHUM CBOHCTBaM. Bo-BTOpPBIX, HEOOXOIMM Oo0Jee CKPOMHBIH CITHCOK
BHYTPEHHHUX CBOIMCTB CTEHBI, IIOKpaIICHHOW B Oenblit 1BeT. 1, HakoHer,
B-TPETBUX, [UISl TOTO YTOOBI BUJECTh CTEHY, HAM HYXKHO HaXOJHUTBCS C HEH
BO BIIOJIHE OIIPEJENCHHBIX MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX OTHOIICHHSAX. TO ecTh
OIMMCaHuA PCICBAHTHBIX BHYTPCHHHUX CBOMCTB MOETO opraHmisma, CTCHBI
U MX OTHOWIEHWI OyJET J0CTaTOYHO, YTOOBI y3HATh O HAIWYHUU Y MEHS
KBasina 6esoro. PensinoHHOCTh KBaJIMa HUYEro He U3MEHSIET B OHTOJIOT MU
CUTYyaLUH.

W3 mpuBeIeHHBIX PACCYKCHUI HAITPAIINBACTCS CIIETYIOIINI BBIBOI.
Ecnu eHOMEHaNbHBIE Ka4eCTBa KaK PEISIIMOHHBIE CBOMCTBA €CTh JIUIIb
COKpaIeHHBIH C110c00 OMMcaHus BHYTPEHHUX CBOWCTB M ITPU ATOM MBI CO-
rjamaeMcs ¢ TEM, YTO BHYTPCHHUMU CBOMCTBAMH OHU TOXKE 6BITI) HE MO-
TYT, TO CTOMT 33AyMaThcsi 00 0OOCHOBAaHHOCTH HCCIIEOBAaHUSA (hEeHOME-
HaJIbHBIX KA4eCTB KaK CBOWCTB BooOmie. Bo3mokHO, 4TO peanbHOe Obl-
THE KBaJIMA MO/IIAJAET O/l NHYIO OHTOJIOTHYECKYIO KaTETOPHUI0, HEXKEIN
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CBOWCTBA, HATIPUMED BEIIlb, IPOIECC, CYOCTAHIIMS, HITH K€ OTHOCUTEIBHO
KBaJIda CTOUT 3aHSATh AaHTUPEATMCTUUECKYIO MO3HULIMIO U HE CUYUTATh, YTO
B PEabHOCTH UM COOTBETCTBYET YTO-THO0, KPOME TMPUHSATHIX SI3BIKOBBIX
KOHBEHITHH.
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CTU4ecKoe 0GbACHEHME CO3HAHUA BO3MOXHO OCYUECTBUTb MOCPEACTBOM MHTEp-
npetauuu peHoMeHaNbHbIX KauecTB Kak pensLMOHHbIX CBOCTB penpe3eHTUpyemblx
06bekToB. [oKasaHo, YTO He CyliecTByeT Takoro cnocoba 060cHoBaHUA husnye-
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HAT DO WE REALLY EXPLAIN
WHEN WE TRY TO EXPLAIN CONSCIOUSNESS?

Max Belyaev —
Voronezh State
University

Ivanov's aim in his article is to defend a naturalistical point of view in discussion
about the nature of consciousness. The author used three philosophical presupposi-
tions: (1) There are two kind of properties. We have some of our properties purely in
virtue of the way we are (e.g., our mass). We have other properties in virtue of the
way we interact with the world (e.g., our weight). The former are the intrinsic proper-
ties, the latter are the extrinsic properties; (2) The phenomenal properties are extrin-
sic; (3) The phenomenal properties must be ascribed to objects represented through
the mind (e.g., material things, signs). The core of the article is Ivanov’s argument
for scientific explanation of the intentionality. This argument is strongly critisized
in this paper. The point of disagreement is the following: it is impossible to find the
objective explanation of consciousness since it is impossible to describe phenome-
nal attributes of objects as physical. The general conclusion is that if (A) to take a
naturalistic and scientific explanation of consciousness as identical, and (B) to defi-
ne the scientific explanation as the study the relationships between different kinds
of objectively existing things, and (C) to agree that phenomenal states are relational
properties of the body, there is no way to justify the physical nature of phenomenal
states themselves, and therefore their objectivity. Impossibility of explaining in this
case due to the fact that (1) the consciousness is not conceived at the same time ob-
jectively and subjectively existing, and (2) body do not possess intentionality.

Key words: consciousness, scientific explanation, qualia, intentionality, natu-
ralism.

/1. VIBaHOB mpejyiaraeT oT BONpoca, peayupyeMbl Jii peHOMEeHaNbHbIE Kayue-
CTBa K (PM3MUECKNUM, IEPEHTH K BOTIPOCY, SBISIFOTCS JIM (DEHOMEHAIIbHBIE Ka4eCTBa
BHYTPEHHE NPUCYIIUMH HaM Kak (pu3nueckuM cyuiecTBaM. [loHATHE BHYTpEHHE
MIPUCYILIETO CBOICTBA UCXOJUT U3 AUXOTOMUYECKOTO pa3AelIeHUs] BCEX CBOMCTB Ha
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JIBa KJlacca — BHYTPEHHHE U BHELIHNUE (pelsinoHHbIe). BHyTpeHHUE CBOM-
CTBA NPUCYIIU 00BEKTAM CaMHM 110 ce0e, UX CYIIECTBOBAHHE HE 3aBUCHUT
OT TOTO, B3aMMOICHCTBYET JI UX HOCUTEINb C IPYTUMH 00BeKTamMu. Perns-
IIUOHHBIC CBOMCTBA, HAPOTHUB, PEAIIOIATAIOT TAKYIO 3aBUCUMOCTh U HE
MOT'YT OBITh OIIMCaHbl BHE COOTBETCTBYIOIETO KOHTEKCTa. Paccyxast na-
nee, /1. VIBaHOB MPUXO/UT K BBIBOJY, YTO ()eHOMEHAJIbHBIEC KaUeCTBA HE SIBJISI-
I0TCS BHYTPEHHE IIPUCYIIUMHU HaM Kak (pu3ndeckum cyiectsam. B takom
ClIydae, COTJIACHO TPHUHSATOM BBIMIE KIAacCH()UKAIIUH, CIETYET yTBEpXK-
JIaTh, 9TO (heHOMEHAIIbHBIC Ka4eCTBa CyTh PEIISAIMOHHEIC U JIOJKHEI OBITh
NPUIHCAHbl PENPE3CHTHPYEMBIM 00BEKTaM (TeM, 4TO HaOMI0JaloTCs U3
OTIPEJICJICHHON MEePCIeKTHBBI). B kKauecTBe TakKMX 0OBEKTOB B KOHEUHOM
CYeTEe BBICTYIAIOT MIMEHHO 00BEKThI IPUPOHOTO MUpa, Belu. Kak cren-
CTBHE aBTOp IIOJIATAET, YTO KUHTEPIPETHPYS (heHOMEHAIbHBIE KauecTBa
KaK PEJIHMOHHBIC CBOWCTBA PEIPE3CHTHPYEMOrO0 OOBEKTa, MBI BITOIHE
CIOCOOHBI BBIPA0OTATh HATYPAINCTUYECKOE OOBSCHEHHE NPUPOJBI MH-
TEHLIMOHAIBHBIX COCTOSIHUI». C Hallleld TOYKH 3pEHUs, U JaHHOE Ipei-
MIOJIOKEHHE, ¥ OOIINH X0/ JOKA3aTeICTBA BBITILAAT OTHIOAH HE GeccIiop-
HBIMH.

OTMedy NPUHIMITHAIEHBI MOMEHT: C aBTOPOM CIIEAYET COTIACUTHCS
B TOM, 4TO ()eHOMEHAJIbHBIE Ka4eCTBa JUIsl YeJIOBeKa KaK (PU3NIECcKoro cy-
IIECTBA HE ABJLIIOTCA BHYTPEHHIMHU. MOXHO OBLIIO OB YCOMHHUTBCS B TOM,
HACKOJIPKO KaueCTBEHHO 0OOCHOBAH YKa3aHHBIN BEIBOJ B Tekcte J[. MBa-
HOBa, MOXHO TIPE/IJIOKHUTE COOCTBEHHOE 000CHOBaHHWE (0ojee cTporoe),
HO Ba)KHOCTb 3TUX IPEAINOJIOKEHUH ceiiuac MpeacTaBisieTcs BTOPOCTe-
neHHol. EanHCcTBEHHOE, YTO XOTEI0Ch Obl yTOYHUTH: B KAKOM OTHOILCHUH
Mo 00BeMy HaXOSTCS BBIPAKECHUS «(PH3MUECKOE CYIIECTBO» M «TEIOY.
K coxanenuto, aBTOp YKJIOHMJICS OT Pa3bsiCHEHMH Ha ceil cuer. bynem
CUUTATh, YTO PEUb UAET O TOXK/ECTBE YKa3aHHBIX BHIPAKCHNH, TOCKOJIBKY
B IIPOTHBHOM CJTy4ae HaM MPHIILIOCH OBl yTOYHSTH, SIBIISIETCS JIN CBOWCTBO
«OBITh (PU3MYECKUM CYLIECTBOM» BHYTPEHHUM Juisi Teda win Her. Ho
CBOMCTBO «OBITH (PU3MUECKUM CYIIECTBOMY CAMO MOXKET OBITH PeIyHpO-
BaHO K 0oJiee IPOCTHIM CBOMCTBAaM, B OTHOIICHHH KOTOPBIX HEOOXOIMMO
MPOJEIaTh Ty ke Ipouenaypy, ad infinitum. Takoit MeTox peCcTaBIACTCS
MaJIOIIPUBIIEKATEIbHBIM. B TO jke Bpemsi eciu B oHsTHE «(pr3ndeckoe cy-
IIECTBO» BXOJUT CBOMCTBO CO3HATENBLHOCTH (B CTATyCE BHYTPEHHET0), BCE
paccyXIeHHs JHIIAIOTCS apTyMEHTAaTHBHOM IIEHHOCTH, MO0 MBI BHOBB
BO3BpaIIaeMcs K Tyanu3my. MTak, eciam MBI jkenaeM, BO-TICPBBIX, OMEpH-
poBaTh HamboJee yNnOTPeOUTEILHBIMHE 3HAYEHHSIMHU CJIOB, & BO-BTOPBIX,
COXPaHSTh IIPUBEPIKEHHOCTh HATYPAIMCTUYECKON apagurme, To HeoOxo-
JIUMO yTBEP)KIaTh, 9YTO (PU3UIECKUE CYIIeCTBA CYTh Tena. Toraa B HOJTHOM
coryacu ¢ BeiBogamu /1. MiBaHoBa 0 peHOMEHATBHBIX Ka4eCTBAX ITO OTHO-
[ICHUIO K TeIy MOYKHO YTBEPIKAATh OIHO U3 BYX:

(A) Teno obnamaet persUOHHBIM (PEHOMEHAIBHBIM CBOWCTBOM, U 3TO
CBOMCTBO SBISACTCS (PU3NICCKUM
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(B) Teno obagaet pensuoHHBIM (heHOMEHATEHBIM CBOWCTBOM, U 3TO
CBOWCTBO SBISIETCSI HEPU3NIECKUM.

[Tpu sTOM mpearnonaraercs, 4To Bce 0€3 MCKIIOUeHUsT (eHOMEHAb-
HbIE CBOMCTBA XapaKTEPU3YIOTCS C TOUKH 3PEHUS JTaHHOM IMXOTOMUHU €111~
HBIM 00pa3oM, T.€. ABIITIOTCS JTHO0 (PH3MUECKUMH, JINO0 He(YU3NISCKUMHU.
Takum 00pa3oM, MCKIIOUCHA CUTYAIHsl, TP KOTOPOH Kakoe-mubo moa-
MHOXKECTBO (DEHOMEHAIIbHBIX CBOWCTB MOXKET OBITh OTHECEHO K (hu3HUe-
CKUM CBOWCTBaM, a KaKOe-TO JIPyroe MOAMHOKECTBO — K HE(U3UIECKUM.

Teneps ciienyeT yssCHUTD, CIOCOOCTBYET JIM IIOHUMAHUE PENSIIMOHHO-
TO XapakTepa ()eHOMEHAIBHBIX CBOHCTB HATYPAINCTHIECKOMY OOBSICHE-
HUIO co3HaHus. [loxamyll, mpenBapUTENbHO CTOUT KOHKPETH3UPOBATH
CMBICII, B KOTOPOM HCIOJIb3YETCSl BEIPAKEHNE «OOBSICHEHHE CO3HAHUSY.
ITockonbky JI. VIBaHOB OTBepraeTr AyajluCTUYECKYI0 KOHLEMIMK CO3Ha-
HUS (BO BCSKOM CITydae OH HE BUIUT OCHOBAHMI 3aHUMATh JAHHYIO MTO3H-
LINI0), €r0 CUMIIATHH HaXOJTCS Ha CTOpOHE HaTypanmn3Mma. Kak Obl Hu
YTOUHSTH CaM TEPMUH «HATYPaJIU3M» MPUMEHHUTEILHO K TEOPHH CO3Ha-
HUSI, SICHO OJTHO: B 3TOH mapajaurme Gpuiocopckoe 0ObsICHEHHE CO3HAHUS
TOK/IECTBEHHO HAYYHOMY OOBSICHEHHIO (MOXHO OBbLIO OBl CKa3aTh «(hU3M-
YECKOMY»).

[TorrpoOyem Tenepb Oosiee YETKO ONPEEIUTh, YTO SBISIETCS LENBIO
HAY4HOI'0 0OBSCHEHUS (ITOCKOJIBLKY MEHSI HHTEPECYET HaTyPaInCTHIeCcKast
rapajsiurma, si BIipaBe He KacaThCsl TUCKYCCHI O pa3IndHOM CTaTyce 00b-
SICHEHHSI B €CTECTBEHHBIX M COIMAIBHBIX HayKax). CepAneBUHON JTF000TO
HAYYHOTO WCCIICZIOBAHUS SIBIAETCS OOBSCHEHHE 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH, T.C.
YCTOWYMBBIX ¥ TOBTOPSIFOIIMXCS OTHOLIEHUH MEXIY OOBEKTHBHO CYIIECT-
BYIOILIMMH BEIL[AMH, UX CBOWCTBaMH U OTHOIICHHUsIMH. Kakum Obl HU ObLI
croco0 0OBACHEHUS, IPEAMET OOBICHCHUS OCTACTCSI HEU3MEHHBIM — 3TO
00BEKTHBHO CyILee, 0/ KOTOPBIM MbI [IOHUMAEM TO, YTO CYLIECTBYET He-
3aBUCHMO OT HCCIIEIOBATENS, CaMO I10 ceOe.

OOBEKTUBHOCTD — O/IMH U3 TUIIOB ObITHS cyero. OT 00beKTUBHOCTH
cllelyeT OTJIMYaTh WHOM TUIT OBITHS, @ UMEHHO CyOBbEKTUBHOCTh. K cyOb-
€KTHBHOMY MBI OTHOCHM TO, C Y€M MbI KaK HCCIIEI0BATEIIN IMEEM JIENIO He-
MTOCPEICTBEHHO (BUIMMOE MHOM, CIBIIIAMOE U T.11.). «CyOBEeKTHBHOE CO-
CTOSTHHE» KaK MOHATHE MO CONEPKAHUIO TOXKJIECTBEHHO (JEHOMEHAIBHO-
My. K npumepy, s cBouMu ria3aMu BHKY KUISAIIMNA YallHUK Ha ra3oBOM
[UIMTE, a KPOME TOT'0, 3HaI0, YTO YaHHHK CO BCEMH €r0 CBOMCTBAMHU CYIIECT-
BYeT OOBEKTHBHO (OCTAaBUM 3a CKOOKaMHU BOMPOC 00 MCTOYHHUKAX MOCH
yBepeHHOCTH). BocnprHnMaeMoe MHOH (JaifHUK, H3OAfONIHI 3BYK H HC-
ITyCKAIOIIUH 1Map) ecTh CyOBEKTUBHOE, HO €ro (hopMa, pazMep, COAEPKH-
MoOg, a TaKXKe TO, YTO OH ceifyac KUINT, CYIIECTBYIOT caMH 1o cebe. Oue-
BUJIHO, OITUCAHHOE MTOJIOXKEHHUE JIe]l He U3MEHUTCS, €CIIH 51 3aKpOlo TJ1a3a,
OTBEPHYCH OT IIJIUTHI, BHIKITIOUY CBET MJIM BOOOIIE BBIIAY U3 KyXHHU. Bece
9TH JEHCTBUS NPUBEAYT K TOMY, UTO KUIISLIMI YallHUK KaK aKTyalbHO Cy-

[Panel Discussio|)]
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11ast CyObeKTHBHOCTD IIEPECTaHET CYIIECTBOBATH MOJIHOCTBIO HITH YaCTHY-
HO, HO BOBCC HC IIOBJIMAKOT HA TO, YTO IIJIaMs ra3oBou TOPECJIKU HArp€BacT
BOJIy, @ OHA COOTBETCTBEHHO MPEBpaIIacTcs B map.

Jlyst MHOTHX BHJIOB CYILET0 CyOBEKTHBHOE U 0OBEKTUBHOE ObITHE Ja-
HbI KaK Obl COBMECTHO, UX pa3jinune He oco3Haercsl. Tak, st BUKy YalHUK
1 MOTY MapajuleIbHO O HEM MOAyMaTh, HO 3TO BCe HE 00pa3zyeT HUKAKOi
TEOPETHKO-TI03HABATEIHHOHN CII0)KHOCTH, ITOCKOJIBKY B aKTE PE(IICKCHH 5,
0e3yCIIOBHO, CMOT'Y pa3JIMYUTh JBa YKa3aHHBIX CIloco0a OBITHS CYyIIEro.
B Takom ciydae no0oe HayuHOE OOBSICHEHHE HE MPOCTO UMEET JIEJI0 C
00BEKTHBHOCTHIO, HO M TIOCTOSHHO BBIHY)KICHO pa3inyaTh B CYKICHUU
CcyOBEKTa TO, YTO KacaeTcs €0 BHYTPCHHETO OIIBITa, U BCE BHEIITHEE IO OT-
HOIICHHUIO K JAaHHOMY OmbITy. DyHIaMeHTaJ bHas CIIOCOOHOCTh HAay4YHO
OOBSICHATH HEUTO NMPHUCYTCTBYET y CyOBEKTa B CHITY €T0 CIIOCOOHOCTH IpH-
MTUCHIBATH ceOe (heHOMEHANFHBIE COCTOSIHASA U paboTaTh ¢ HUMH UMEHHO
KaK CO CBOMMH COCTOSTHHSIMU.

KakeTcst oueBUIIHBIM, YTO HATYpaIMCTHYECKOE OOBSCHEHHE CO3Ha-
HUS BO3MOXKHO JIUIIG B cUTyarmu (A), HO He B cutyanuu (B), mockomsky
HE(PU3UICCKUH XapaKTep PeIAIHNOHHOTO CBOWCTBA TEJIa BHOBH BO3BpaIlla-
€T HacC B IIapCTBO JIyaJIMCTUYECKOU mapajnrMbl. Ho HaCKOJIBKO BO3MOX-
HBIM SIBISIETCS OOBSICHEHNE q)eHOMeHaHBHOFO COCTOSIHUS KaK (1)I/I3I/I‘-IGCKO-
TO PEJSIIMOHHOTO CBOICTBA Tema?

TpyIHOCTH COCTOUT B CIICAYIOMIEM: OT OOBSICHSIFOIETO CYOBEKTa OXKH-
JIaeTcsl, YTO OH OOBSICHUT (PEHOMEHAJIbHOE COCTOSHHE Kak (pu3nueckoe
CBOWCTBO, a IS 9TOTO B OOBSICHEHUH TOJDKHBI PA3IMYaThCs OOBEKTUBHO Cy-
miee u CyObeKTHBHO cymiee. Ho sT HU Iipu KaKkoM YCIIOBUHU HE MOTY ITOMBIC-
JMTh Moe (PEeHOMEHAIBHOE COCTOSHUE CYILECTBYIOIMM BHE MEHs, 3TO a0-
cypaHo. Toraa, MOKET ObITh, 51 TOJDKEH OOBSCHUTH T¢ (HEHOMEHAILHBIC CO-
CTOSTHHS, KOTOPbIe IPUIHCHIBAIOTCS ApyruM? Ho HacKombko 000CHOBaHHO
CYUTATh MX OOBEKTHBHBIMU? HamoMHUM: OOBEKTHBHOCTH BBIIEISACTCS 3
CYOBEKTHBHOTO OIBITA TIOCPEICTBOM CO3HATEJIBHOW IEepepadoTKu ATOTro
ombiTa. OtHaKO (peHOMEHABHBIE COCTOSIHUSL IPYTHX JIMI] HE MOTYT BBICTY-
maTh MPEAMETOM Pe(IeKCHBHON AEATETHHOCTH CO3HAHUS, TaK KaK HEIO-
CTYIIHBI JUISl HEMIOCPEICTBEHHOTO BOCTIPUSTHS. 3HAUWT, I KaK OOBSICHSIO-
MU CyObEKT HUYEero He MOTY CKa3aTh O ()eHOMEHAILHOM COCTOSIHHU Kak
00BEKTUBHO cy11ieM. BeposiTHo, st Mor ObI clie1aTh heHOMeHaIbHbIe COCTOS-
HUSI TIPEIMETOM HAYYHOTO OOBSICHEHWS, €CTH OBl MBICIHI W TOBOPHI OT
MMEHH Tena, (PaKTHUECKH «HECYOBEeKTa», HO 3TO HEBO3MOXKHO, IIOCKOJIbKY
HCECOBMECTUMO HU C CO3HAHUEM, HU C p€YbIO, HA C MBICJIBIO.

OO BEIBOJ TAKOB: €CITH

(a) mpUHMMATH HATYPAINCTUYECKOE 0OBSICHEHUE CO3HAHMS KaK TOX-

JIECTBEHHOE HayYHOMY OOBSICHEHHIO

u

(b) mon Hay4HBIM OOBSICHEHHEM MOHUMATh W3YYCHHE B3aMMOCBS3EH

MEX]y Pa3INIHBIMHA BUAAMU OOBEKTUBHO CYIIIETO
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(c) cormacuTbes ¢ TeM, 9TO PEHOMEHAIBHBIE COCTOSHHS SIBIITIOTCS pe-
JSIIMOHHBIMY CBOHCTBAMH Tema ((PU3NIECKOTO CyIIecTBa),

TO HE CYIIECTBYET CIIoco0a 000CHOBaHMUS (PH3MUECKOTO XapaKTepa ca-
MHUX ()CHOMEHAJIbHBIX COCTOSIHUH, CII€0BATEIbHO, H UX OOBEKTUBHOCTH.
HeBo3M0OXHOCTh 00BSICHEHHUS B JAHHOM CJIydae CBsi3aHa C TeM, YTO:

(1) co3nanme Kak BHJ CYIIETO HE MBICIUTCS OJHOBPEMEHHO OOBEK-

THUBHO U CyOBEKTHBHO CYIIECTBYOIINM

u

(2) Tena (Bemu, MartepuajbHble OOBEKTHI, (PU3MUECKUE CYIIECTBA

1 T.1.) He 00JIaJJat0T MHTEHIIMOHALHOCTBIO.

JlaHHBIN BBIBOJI OTHIOAb HE MCKIIIOYAET, YTO HEKOTOPBIE MOAN(DHUKA-
LM TIPUBEJICHHBIX BBIIIE TPEX 0a30BbIX COTJIAIICHUH TTO3BOJIT IOJIYYHTh
WHOH, OoJiee MO3UTHBHBIA pe3ysbTaT MPUMEHHTEIBHO K MpoOIeMaTnke
CO3HaHUA. prFHMI/I CJIOBaAaMU, MOsI KPUTUKA HC HAITpaBJICHA HU IIPOTHUB Ha-
Typalii3Ma Kak onpeJieliecHHO! (hrtocodckoii mapajnrMel, HE TeM OoJiee
MIPOTUB OOBSICHEHHS KaK HEKOTOPOH JIOTHMKO-METOMOJOTMYECKOH Ipo-
uenypsl. Sl He MCKIII0Yaro, 4TO CO3HAHUE JIOMYCKAeT TaKoe OOBSICHEHHE,
KOTOPOE€ MOTJIO OBl COXPAHSATh MOHUCTUYHOCTh M OJHOBPEMEHHO OTIIH-
4aThCsl IO CBOEMY METOJy OT Hay4dHOTO 0O0bsicHeHHs . OJJHAKO Ha JaHHBIN
MOMEHT TPYJHO BOOOPa3HUTh ceOe 1M0I00HbIH BApHAHT OOBSICHEHHUSI, 0CO-
OEHHO BBINIOJIHAEMOTO BHYTPH HaTypanu3Ma. Ecin e OTTaJKUBaThCsS OT
no3urnmu J. ViBaHoBa, TO, mpu3HaBasi OECCIIOPHBIMU JIBA TE3HCA:

(a) peHOMEHANBHBIE COCTOSTHHS CYTh HHTCHIIMOHAJILHbBIE CBOICTBA,

(0) peHOMEHAIBHBIC COCTOSIHUS CYTh PEIIAIIHOHHBIC CBONCTBA,

sl CYUTAIO KpaiiHe COMHUTEIBHBIM, YTO 3TH CBOMCTBA MOTYT OBITh IIPH-
MMICAHbI KaKOMY-JTHOO Tery BooOImie, Oyab TO YeI0BEYECKOEe TEIO FITH
HMHOMW TpeAMET, B3ATHIN U3 OKPY’KalolIel Hac JeCTBUTEIbHOCTH.

[Panel Discussio|)]
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Cratba npeactaenser co6oi OTBET HA KPUTUKY, BbIABMHYTYIO B afpec pabotl
[1.B. ViBaHoBa «Ha nyTu k o6bscHeHN0 co3HaHUA». OCHOBHAA UAes CTaTbyu 3aKnio-
YAEeTCSA B TOM, YTO HE CYWEeCTBYET NPOCTOro peleHus npobaembl co3HaHus. s Toro
4T0GbI NPOABMHYTLCA BNEPES N0 NyTH BbIPAbOTKN HATYPANMCTUYECKOr0 06bACHEHUS
CO3HaHWSs, HaM CNEeAYeT OLEHUTb MHOXKECTBO HEMPOCTbIX apryMEHTOB U MbICIEHHbIX
IKCNEPUMEHTOB, @ TAK)KE BHUMATENbHO NPOAHANU3UPOBATH PSf, KOHTP-UHTYMTUBHBIX
NOAXO0A0B K 370 npobeme. CTaTbs 3aTparnBaeT Takue TeMbl, NOAHATLIE ONMNOHEHTa-
MU, Kak He06X0AMMOCTb U APTyMEHTbI OT NPeACTaBUMOCTY; NPeACTaBUMOCTb ClieHa-
pUs MHBEPTUPOBAHHOIO CMEKTPa; HEBbIPA3UMOCTb KBAJIUTATUBHBIX XapaKTEPUCTUK
CO3HaTesIbHbIX COCTOAHUI; 3NUMUHATULMA KBanWa; KaysanbHas AeACTBEHHOCTb
KBanWa; BO3MOXKHOCTb HATYpaMCTUYECKOro 06bACHEHUS CO3HAHUA; NpUpoAa WUH-
TEHLMOHANbHOCTU; NepPCNeKTUBLI penpeseHTaunoHn3ma. OCHOBHOI Te3UC, KOTOPBIit
B Heil OTCTanBAETCA, 3aKNI0YAETCA B CEAYIOWEM: [1f TOrO, YTOObI NPOABUHYTHCS
Brepes Ha nyTv 0GbsACHEHUS CO3HAHMA, HaM CfiefyeT 0TBeYaTb Ha BOMPOC O TOM, fB-
NATCA I KBANWA CBOICTBAMM, BHYTPEHHE NPUCYLMMU CO3HATENbHBIM COCTOAHN-
AIM, @ He NbITaTbCA PeAYLIMPOBATH UX K (hU3MYeCKUM UK DYHKLMOHAbHBIM XapaKTe-
pUCTMKaM opraHus3ma. B cratbe AeMOHCTPUPYETCS, YTO KBANNA ABNAIOTCA HE BHYT-
PEHHUMMN CBOICTBAMU CO3HATENbHbIX COCTOAHUA, @ PENSLUMOHHBIMU CBONCTBAMM
penpeseHTUpyeMbix 06bEKTOB. B Lienom, npeanaraemblit noaxod K npobneme ksanua
MOXeT GbITb 0XapaKTepU30BaH Kak KOMGMHALMA 3NMMUHATUBM3MA W penpeseHTa-
LMOHU3Ma.

Kniouessie cnosa: hunocodus cosHaHus, npobnema co3HaHus, heHomMeHanbHoe
CO3HaHWe, KBanMa, apryMeHT MHBEPTUPOBAHHOrO CMEKTPA, MHTEHLMOHANbHOCTb,
MEeHTasIbHble penpe3eHTalui, penpe3eHTaLnoHN3M, SNMMMUHATUBN3M.

SIMPLE SOLUTION TO THE PROBLEM
OF CONSCIOUSNESS DOES NOT EXIST

Dmitry Ivanov - Insti-
tute of Philosophy, Russian
Academy of Sciences

52

The article provides a reply to critics of On the Way Towards Explanation of Consci-
ousness. The main idea of the paper is that there is no simple solution to the pro-
blem of consciousness. To move forward towards naturalistic explanation of cons-
ciousness we should examine many complicated arguments and thought experi-
ments, carefully analyze a set of counter-intuitive approaches to this problem. The
paper addresses the next issues raised by commentators: necessity and the concei-
vability arguments; conceivability of inverted spectrum scenario; ineffability of
qualitative properties of conscious states; elimination of qualia; causal efficacy of
qualia; possibility of naturalistic explanation of consciousness; the nature of in-
tentionality; the prospects of representationalism. It defends the main thesis of
On the Way Towards Explanation of Consciousness that to move forward towards ex-
planation of consciousness we should answer the question whether qualia are in-
trinsic properties of conscious states instead of discussing whether they are redu-
cible to physical or functional characteristics. It demonstrates that qualia are not
intrinsic properties of conscious states. They are relational properties of represen-



NPOCTOIO PEWEHUA NMPOBJIEMbl CO3HAHUA HE CYLLECTBYET

ted objects. Itis also argued that phenomenal aspects of conscious states should be explained with
the concept of intentionality. The whole approach to the problem of qualia proposed in the article
could be characterized as a mixture of representationalism and eliminativism.

Key words: philosophy of mind, the problem of consciousness, phenomenal consciousness, qualia,
inverted spectrum argument, intentionality, mental representation, representationalism, eliminati-
vism

51 GnarojapeH OINOHEHTaM 332 KPUTHYECKUE 3aMevaHus K MOeil cra-
The¢ «Ha myTtn x 00bscHeHHI0 co3HaHUM» (c. 20 HACTOSIIEro HOMEpa).
[Ipexe ueM OTBETUTH Ha KaXKI0€ BO3PAKEHUE, XOTEIOCh ObI CKa3aTh ClIe-
nytomee. S riryOoko yOexkJeH, 4TO He CYIIECTBYET IPOCTOTO PEIICHUs
pOOJIEMbI CO3HAHUS, KOTOPOE MOYKHO OBLTO ObI MMPEICTABUTH B BUIC CM-
Ko popmynbl. He cymecTByeT Takke KaKoro-To 0JHOr0 OKOHYATEIIbHOTO
apryMeHTa B INOJIEPXKKY mopoO0Horo pemrenus. Ilosarato, o0ObscHeHHE
TIPUPOJIBI CO3HATENILHOTO OIbITa TPEOYET MpeBapUTEIbHON pa3paboTKu
CJIOKHOTO KOHIICNTYaJIbHOTO armapara, MpeIoaraoliero npoBeieHne
TOHKHX KOHIENTYAJIBHBIX Pa3INnunii, BOSMOXKHO, HE OYEBUAHBIX Ha TEp-
BBIH B3I, QaHAIM3 1IETI0M CeTH pa3sIMuHBIX apryMEHTOB U MBICICHHBIX
9KCIIEPUMEHTOB.

Taxoro poga paboTy s HONBITAICSA BBIOIHUTE B MOHOTpadun «IIpu-
pona ¢enomeHanbHOTO co3HaHUs» (M., 2013). B 06cyxmaemoii xe cTa-
The, HE MMes BO3MOKHOCTH aKLIEHTUPOBATh BHUMaHHUE Ha YIOTPEOIIEMBbIX
TIOHSITHSX ¥ TIOJIPOOHO MPOMKCHIBATH BCE TIEPEXO/IbI, BCIO apTyMEHTAIIHIO,
sI MOT JIUIIb KPATKO, TE3UCHO 0OO3HAYNTH OCHOBHBIE MOMEHTHI, Ha KOTO-
pBIe HCCIIIOBATEIISIM CO3HAHMS ClleayeT oOpaTHTh BHUMaHue. Kak MHe
Ka)eTcsl, M0JI00Hasi KpaTKOCTh U MOPO/INIIA YacTh KPUTHUECKHUX 3ameda-
Huii. Hazgerocs, 4To, 0TBEUast Ha 3TH 3aMEYaHUsI, sl CMOTY IPOSICHUTD KITI0-
YeBbIE MOMEHTBI CBOETO IT0/IX0/1a K ITPOoOIeMe CO3HAHMS.

[Tpexx e Bcero HAIIOMHIO, YTO B CTAThE 51 /1)l HEraTUBHBII OTBET Ha BO-
poc: BHyTpeHHe npucymu (intrinsic) im (heHOMEHabHbBIE CBOMCTBA, KBa-
JIMa, HAaIlUM CO3HATENBHBIM cOCTOSHUAM? Kak crpaBeannBo OTMETHII
Urops "acniapos (c. 31), 3TOT BBIBOJ OB MOIYYEH ITyTEM PacCyKICHHUS,
noctpoeHHoro 1o ¢popme modus tollens. Oxnako, no mueHuto ["acnaposa,
B MOEM PacCyKAECHUH MPUCYTCTBYET Pl HEAOCTATKOB. AHATU3HUPYS Iep-
BYIO ITOCBIIKY, OH 0TMeuaeT: «Hu HeMBICIMMOCTh, HM HEBO3MOXHOCTb T1e-
PEBEPHYTOr0 CHEKTPA HE MOTYT CIIYXKHUTh PEIIAIOIINM TECTOM IS CyIlie-
CTBOBaHUSA KBanuay» (Tam xke). C 3TUM MOXKHO corfacutbes. OHaKo mep-
Basi IOCBIJIKA MOETO PAacCyXICHUs SBIAETCS YCIOBHOW, B HEH He
YTBEPIKAACTCS M HE OTPHIIACTCS CYIIECTBOBAHUE YET0-T100, a JIMIIH TOBO-
pHTCS, UTO YeM ObI HU OBUIM KBaJIMa, €CIIM OHU 00J1aJaf0T OIPE/ICIICHHBIM
CBOWCTBOM, & UIMEHHO BHYTPEHHEH IPUCYIIHOCTHIO CO3HATEIBHBIM CO-
CTOSTHHSIM, TO CLIEHAPHH IIEPEBEPHYTOTO CIICKTPA MBICIIUM.

Janee ["'aciapoB IbITaeTCst OKa3aTh MPOOIEMaTHIHOCTD IEPBOH I10-
CBUIKH, YTBEPXK/Jasi, YTO BO3MOXKHO OJHOBPEMEHHOE HaJM4YHe TOTO, YTO
KBajMa 00J1a/laloT CBOWCTBOM BHYTPEHHEH MPHUCYIIHOCTH, HO CUTyalus

[Panel Discussio|)]

($)]
w



0.B. "BAHOB

[Panel Discussio|)]

(@)
N

WHBEPCUH CreKTpa HembicauMa. Cornamych, 4To Takas CHTyalus BO3-
MOYHa, Korja (heHOMEeHaJIbHbIe Ka4ecTBa HEOOXOAMMBIM 00pa3oM cBsi3a-
HbI ¢ TenoM. OJTHaKO B TAKOM CiTydae Mpo 3TH KayecTBa y)Ke HEJb3sl CKa-
3aTh, YTO OHH XAPAKTEPU3YIOTCS CYITHOCTHBIM 00pa30M MCKIIOUHTEIHEHO
cBOMM (heHOMEHAIILHBIM U3MepeHueM. Ecitn onn HeoOXouMBIM 00pa3om
CBSI3aHBI C TEJIOM, TO Y HAaC HET OCHOBAHHMH CUNUTATh UX YEM-TO IPUHIUITN-
QJIBHO UHBIM, OTJIMYHBIM OT (PU3UUECKUX MM (DYHKIMOHAJIBHBIX CBOMCTB
3TOTO Tena.

OObsicHenne (heHOMEHAIBHBIX CBOWCTB, IIOHATBHIX TAKUM 00pa3oM, He
SIBJISIETCSI TPYIHOM 1pooieMoid. [TocieHsist mosiBisieTcst Toria, KOTAa Mbl
paccmaTpuBaeM (eHOMEHaJIbHBIE CBOWCTBA KaK CBSI3aHHBIC CITyYalHBIM
00pazom ¢ TeroM. CTOPOHHUKH HEPETyKTHBHOTO (PH3UKAIN3MA, FITH, HHA-
4e, TyaJli3Ma CBOMCTB, KaK pa3 CTPEMHIINCH C TIOMOIIBIO apTyMEHTOB OT
npeacTaBUMOCTH (conceivability), K KOTOPBIM ClIe[yeT OTHECTH M apry-
MCHT OT MHBCPCUU CIICKTpPA, IPOACMOHCTPUPOBATD, YTO q)eHOMeHaHI)H])Ie
CBOMCTBA CBA3aHBI CITyYalHBIM 00pa3oM ¢ pru3ndeckuMHy U QyHKITHOHATb-
HBIMH HpOLieCCaMM Hamero oprauzma. O4eBHIHO, YTO TAKMM 00pa3om
MOHSATHIE (PeHOMEHAITbHbBIC CBOWCTBA, KBAJINA, €CIIM OHU BHYTPEHHE ITPUCY-
M HAaIIMM CO3HATENILHBIM COCTOSIHUSIM, JOJDKHBI MTPEIoiaraTb MbICIIH-
MOCTb EPEBEPHYTOTO CIIEKTPA.

OO6pamasich K aHaJIH3y BTOPOI MOCKUTKH MOETO paccyXaeHus, ['acma-
POB TIBITaETCS POJEMOHCTPHPOBATD, YTO «BUTTEHIITCHHOBCKHE pacCyK-
JICHUSI HE CIIOCOOHBI 0OOCHOBATh HEMBICIMMOCTH TEPEBEPHYTOTO CIEK-
pax (c. 33). Kak ormeuaet ["aciapoB, «puocod oqHO3HAYHO HE OTPHUIIAI
BO3MOXXHOCTh TIEPEBEPHYTOTO CIIEKTpa B J000H dopmey. JlecTBUTEb-
HO, OH 00CY>KIaJ clieHapuii HHTpacyOBeKTHBHOM HHBepcHuH ciekTpa. Cire-
JyeT MPU3HATh, YTO 3TOT BapHAHT MHBEPCHHU CIIEKTpPA BIIOJIHE MBICIIAM H,
OYEBH/IHO, BO3MOKeH. OJJHAKO TOT CIIEHapHii caM 110 cede He M03BOJISIET
c(hOopMyIHPOBATh APTYMEHT B MOIJICPKKY CYIICCTBOBAHHS KBajlha Kak
BHYTPEHHUX CBOWCTB MEHTAIBHBIX COCTOSIHHMNA. Benb Tpanchopmars
CO3HATEJIBHOTO OMBITA CYOBEKTA COMPOBOKAACTCS €TO0 OMXEBUOPATBHBIM,
(DYyHKIIMOHAIBHBIM M, BO3MOXHO, (PM3HOJOTMYECKUM H3MEHEHHeM. Bce
9TO HE IO3BOJISIET MOKa3aTh, YTO (peHOMEHAIbHbIE CBOWCTBA SIBIISIOTCS
4eM-TO HepeayUPYEMbIM K (PU3NUECKUM MM (YHKIIMOHAIBLHBIM CBOHCT-
BaM OpraHHu3Ma.

[TpumeuaTensHOCTD CliEHApHs MHTPACYOBEKTHBHON MHBEPCHUH CIIEK-
Tpa 3aKJII0YaeTCs B TOM, YTO OH, IO MHEHHIO HEKOTOPBIX (HII0cO(POB, K KO-
TOPBIM IIPUMBIKAET FacnapOB, TMO3BOJIACT HAM IPOAEMOHCTPHUPOBATH MBIC-
JMMOCTh CLICHAPUsI HHTEPCYOBEKTUBHON HHBEPCHH CTeKTpa. OJHAKO 3TO
He BepHO. B cBoeit kaure B riase «/HBepCcHst CIIEKTpay 5 MOIPOOHO 00b-
SICHSIEO, TIOYEMY 3TO TaK (cM. ¢. 152—183). 3aech ke st TUIIb KPaTKO OTMETY
cienyromiee. lllymeiikepy, Ha KoToporo cceiaercs ['acnapos, He yaanoch
MoKa3aTh, YTO B BAPHAHTE MHTPACYOBEKTUBHONW MHBEPCHU CIIEKTPa Pedb
U/IeT UMEHHO 00 M3MEHeHMH KBanua. V3MeHsromuecs: (peHoMeHaNbHbIE
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ACIIEKTHI CO3HATEIILHOTO OIbITAa CyOBEKTa MOTYT IOHUMAThCS KaK perpe-
3€HTATUBHbIC (MHTEHIIMOHAIbHbBIE), (YHKIIMOHAIBHBIE COCTOSHHUSI Opra-
HHU3Ma, HE MPEIIoIararoliie Halu4us TaKUX JOMOJHUTEIbHBIX CBOICTB,
Kak KBayna. Ilepexon ke OT cueHapus MHTPAaCyOBEKTHBHON HMHBEPCHU
CHEKTpPa K CLICHAPHIO HHTEPCYOBEKTUBHON HHBEPCHUH CIIEKTPA BOSMOYXKEH,
€CIIM MBI Y>K€ U3HaYaJIbHO JIOIYCTHIIM CylecTBOBaHKE KBanna. CoOCTBEH-
HO, Takol MaHeBp u cosepuiaer Lllymeiikep, TeM cambIM Jieas OMIMOKY
petitio principii. pyroit ¢pmmocod, Hex broxk, meirasce nzdexaTts 3Toi
OmKOKH, TIpeJyIaraeT CBOil BapuaHT 3TOTo nepexona. OQHAKO B pe3ysibTa-
T€ OH NPHUXOAUT K TOMY, YTO KBaJIMa HAYMHAIOT IPEJICTABIATHCS YEM-TO
HEBBIPA3UMBIM, YTO, HA MOH B3IJISI, CTABHT I10J{ COMHEHHE BO3MOXHOCTh
c(hopMyITUpPOBaTh APIYMEHT HHBEPTUPOBAHHOIO CIIEKTpA.

Kak s monararo, B KOHEYHOM CUET€ MMEHHO HEBBIPA3UMOCTbH (in-
effability) kBanma npenstcTByer MbiciuMocTH (conceivability) crieHapust
UHTEPCYOBEKTHUBHOrO criekTpa. [10cKoabKy 3TH MOHATHS CIIPOBOLIMPOBA-
JIM BONPOCHI 1BYX onnoHeHToB — Urops 'acnaposa u Uropst Muxaiinosa,
MIPOSICHIO, KaKMM 00pa3oM s ux ceOe MbICio. [I0HSTHE MBICTMMOCTH 5 Mic-
TIOJIB3YI0 B TOM HMINPOKOM CMBICIIE, B KAKOM OHO (DYHKIIMOHUPOBAJIO B ME-
TadU3NIECKUX IUCKyccusiX HaunHas ¢ Jlekapra, oOpamiaBuiero BHUMaHHe
Ha HE00XOJUMOCTh pa3lInuaTh CIOCOOHOCTH BOOOPasKEHHUS ¥ CIOCOOHOCTh
MHTEIUICKTYaJIbHOTO MTOCTIKEHNUS 4ero-n0bo. Hekas cutyarust MpiciinmMa,
€CIIM OHA HEMPOTHBOPEYNBBIM 00pPa30M KOHLENTYaJIbHO MPEICTABUMA.

ITouemy cueHapuil MHBEPTUPOBAHHOIO CHEKTpa HembIcauM? Mbl
BITOJIHE MOXXEM BOOOPA3UTh ATy CHTYAIIMIO, KaK U JIF000# Apyroi ¢aHTa-
CTHYECKUH CIOXKET, HO IBITAsICh IPEJICTABUTD €€ KOHIENTYaIbHO, MBI CTall-
KHMBaeMcsl ¢ mpoTuBopednsiMu. Harmpumep, Mbl 3HaeM, 9TO MOHATHE «Kpac-
HBII» 0003HAYaeT OOBEKTHI — I[BETA, Y KOTOPHIX MBI MOXXEM BBIICIHTH
TaKue CBOIMCTBA, KaK SPKOCTb, HACKIIIIEHHOCTb, CBETIIOTA, TOH M MPo4. Xa-
PaKTEPUCTHKH L[BETA BIIOJIHE JOCTYITHbI OObEKTUBHOMY U3MEPEHHUIO U WH-
TepCyOBEKTUBHOMY 0OCYKICHNIO, OHH TIO3BOJISIFOT HaM IMTOCTPOUTH TaOJIH-
1Bl IIBETOB, CBEPSISICH C KOTOPBIMH, MBI MOKEM IPUXOANTH K KOHCEHCYCY
B Halllell COBMECTHOH JiesiTebHOCTH. HY 0 KakMX TaKuX CBOHCTBAX KBaIna
MBI HE MOXKEM T'OBOPUTH. UTOOBI HE BIaAaTh B IPOTUBOPEYHS, JOITyCKasl,
4TO 00BEKTHI, 0003HAUACMBIC TCPMHHOM KKPACHOEY, M 00JIaIat0T, U HE 00-
JIAJIal0T ONPEICICHHBIMU XapaKTEPUCTUKAMMU, MBI JOJKHBI IPU3HATH, YTO
JIMIIb YCIIOBHO 0003HAYaeM KBaJlna IIBETOBBEIMU TepMuHaMH. [1o cyTtn 3To
1 03HAYACT, YTO KBAJTHNA HEBBIPA3HUMBI.

Wrope MuxailsioB 3a1aeTcsi BOIIPOCOM, 4TO O3HA4YaeT 3Ta HEBbIpa3u-
MOCTb, HO (pakTHuecKkH ab3arieM paHee OH caM XK€ M OTBEYAET Ha ITOT BO-
IIpOC, TOBOPS, UTO «CJIOBA BBIPAXKAIOT HE KBAJINA, a COLMAIBHO CePTU(H-
LIMPOBaHHbIE CIIOCOOBI pa3InueHHs1 CBOMCTB» (CM. ¢. 37). 51 ObI He ckazail,
YTO IIBETOBBIC TEPMHUHBI BBIPAXKAIOT CEPTH(UIIMPOBAHHBIC CIIOCOOBI pa3-
JIMYEHUS] CBOMCTB, CKOPEE OHU MpEeJHA3HAYEHBI [UIs BBIPAKEHUSI CAMUX
CBOJCTB, IIBETOBBIX KA4eCTB OOBEKTOB, HO sI COrJIaceH ¢ MMXalIOBEIM
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B TOM, YTO OHH HE BBIP@KAIOT KBanua. lHaue roBops, Mbl HE MOXKET CKa-
3aTh HUYETO KOHKPETHOTO 00 ATHX ()eHOMEHAJIbHBIX CBOMCTBAX, yIoTpeo-
JIsIsT JINIIB YCJIOBHO AJSI MX 00O3HAueHMs L[BETOBBIC TePMHUHBI. Bce 310
W O3HAYaeT, YTO KBAJIHMa OKA3bIBAIOTCS MCKIIOUCHHBIMH M3 KOHTEKCTOB,
B KOTOPBIX MBI MOTJIH ObI pab0TaTh C HUMH KaK ¢ KOHKPETHBIMU O0OBEKTa-
MH, HalpuMep 00CYKAATh UX IPUPOAY U CTPOUTH CLIEHAPUI HHBEPTHPO-
BaHHOTO cIieKTpa. IMEHHO 3TO s XOTe MIPOAEMOHCTPUPOBATH, HCIIOIbB3YsI
U/ieH 1o3/1HeTo BuTrenmreiina, npu 3ToM s He Mpearnosarai IPUMbIKATh
HH K KaKoH TEOpWH 3HAUYCHMH: HU K BepH(PUKAIIMOHNCTCKOW TEOPHH, HU
K Teopuu yrnorpebdnenus (use theory).

OO00CHOBBIBas TO, UTO (PEHOMEHAIbHBIE CBOWCTBA HE SIBIISIFOTCS] BHYT-
PEHHE NMPUCYIINMH CBOWCTBAMH CO3HATEIBHBIX COCTOSIHUH, 51 HE Mpeasa-
Taf0 OTKa3aThCsl OT OOBSCHEHUS ()EHOMEHAIBHBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK CO3HaA-
HUSI, OTKPBITHE KOTOPBIX CYMTAIO BXKHEHIINM gocTikenneM Jlexapra. S
TaKKe He IpeJylara OOBSICHATh UX C MO3MLUI penykuuonusma. [loye-
My-TO HMMEHHO TaKUM OO0Opa3oM NPOWHTEPHPETHPOBATN MOH IOAXOT
Hrops MuxaitioB u Makcum bensieB, X0Ts 1 0TMeUal, 4To BOIPOC O pe-
JTYKIUH HE SIBISIETCS TEM OCHOBHBIM BOIIPOCOM, Ha KOTOPBII MBI TOJKHBI
OTBETHTb, perias npodiaeMy cozHanusi. CoOCTBEHHO, 51 HE JIeJIal0 aKLeHTa
Ha TOM, KaKUM UMEHHO 00pa3oM Mbl Oy/ieM BbIpaOaThIBaTh HATYPaIUCTH-
yeckoe 00bsCHEHUE (DeHOMEHAIbHBIX CBOMCTB.

CymiecTBYIOT pa3iMuHbIe HaTypaTUCTHUCCKHUE ITOIXO/BI K 00BsCHE-
HUIO CO3HAHMS, U HE BCE OHM MPEJIaraloT pelylilupoBaTh CO3HaHHE K (u-
3MYECKUM XapakTepucTukam. Hampumep, Mbl MO ObI HHTEPIIPETUPO-
BaTh CO3HATEJIbHBIE COCTOSHUS KaK MOBEICHYECKHEe (ONXEBHOPH3M) WIIH
(hyHKIIMOHATBHBIE ((YHKIIMOHATI3M) XapaKTePUCTUKU OpraHW3Ma, OT-
JUYHbIE OT €ro (PU3MKO-XUMHYECKHX CBOWCTB. TOT MOAXOM, KOTOpPBIH
Ipejsiaral0 MCIoJIb30BaTh 5, MOKHO OOO3HAUUTh KaK pelpe3eHTalno-
HU3M, WIN UHTEHIMOHAIN3M. O0a Ha3BaHUS HUCTONB3YIOTCS KaK B3aUMO-
3aMEHHMbIE B COBPEMEHHOUN aHANUTHUeCKOW (uinocoduu co3Hanus. Pe-
MPE3EHTAIIMOHN3M BIIOJHE COBMECTUM C HaTypaiau3MoM. bosee Toro, oH
TaK)Ke COBMECTHM C (DYHKIIHOHAIH3MOM.

Hrops MuxaiisoB 3a1aeTcsi BOIPOCOM: KaKMM 00pa3oM IOJIyYESHHBII
Ha MPEIbILYIIEM 3Tare BbIBOJ, YTO ()eHOMEHAIbHBIE CBOMCTBA ABIISIFOTCS
BHEITHUMH DPEIALHOHHBIMU CBOWCTBAMH CO3HAHMUS, UMIUIMIUPYET KOH-
LENIHI0 HHTeHIMOHANBHOCTH? (¢. 39). Ha 3T0 MOKHO OTBETHTH CIICAYIO-
muM odpaszom. [Ipexie Bcero s He Mostydalt Ha MPebLIyIeM ITarle BBIBO
0 TOM, 4TO (heHOMEHAIIbHbIE CBOIMCTBA SIBJISIFOTCSI BHEIIHMMH PEJISIIIOH-
HBIMH CBOMCTBaMH CO3HaHHMs. [I0CKOIBKY TOZOOHYIO HHTEPIPETALHIO C
Hropem MuxaitnoBbsiM pazaenwin takxke Cepreit Jleun u Makcum bensi-
€B, IIPOSICHIO 9TOT MOMEHT 110/ipoOHee. Mo# BBIBOJ] COCTOSUI JIUIL B TOM,
YTO KBaJMa HE SIBJIAIOTCS CBOMCTBAMHU, BHYTPEHHE HPUCYIIMMHU CO3HA-
TENBbHBIM COCTOSIHUAM. HO M3 3TOr0o aBTOMaTHYECKH HE CIEAYyeT, YTO OHU
SBIISIIOTCS PEJIIIUOHHBIMU CBOMCTBAMH 3TUX COCTOSIHMM. Takoe crnenosa-
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HHUE OTCYTCTBYET B TOM CJIy4ae, eCiii KBaJida BOOOIIE HE CYIIECTBYIOT.
B xonue cBoeit crateu Cepreil JIeBUH BBICKa3bIBAET IMPEANOI0KECHUE
0 TOM, YTO «OTHOCHTEJIHO KBAJIHA CTOUT 3aHSTh aHTHUPEATHCTHUCCKYIO
TIO3UIMIO ¥ HE CUNUTATh, YTO B PEAIbHOCTH UM COOTBETCTBYET UTO-THOO,
KpOME MPHUHATHIX S3BIKOBBIX KOHBEHIID» (C. 46). OTYACTH 5 C HUM COIJIa-
ceH. OTHOCHUTENBHO KBaJINA 1 3aHUMAI0 aHTUPEATHCTCKYIO UM, TIPaBUIIb-
HEC CKa3aTh, DJIMMHUHATUBUCTCKYIO ITO3UIUIO. KBaHI/Ia, MOHATHIC KaK CBOM-
CTBA CO3HATEJIBbHBIX COCTOSHUMN, HE CYIIECTBYIOT, & TO, YTO MBI IIBITATIHNCH
0003HAYNTH TEPMHUHOM «KBAJHA», SIBISICTCS PEISIIMOHHBIMU CBOMCTBAMHU
penpe3eHTHPYEeMbIX 00BEKTOB.

JleBuH mpeuiaraeT paccMaTpUBaTh 3TH CBOMCTBA KakK JHaTMYECKHUE,
ACHMMETPUYHBIC PEISIIMOHHBIC CBOWCTBA. DTO OUYCHb MHTEPECHBIN MO
x071. B Takux TepMuHax s He Tymai o (heHOMEHATBHBIX CBOMCTBaAX. JleiicT-
BUTEJIBHO, XOTEJIOCHh OBl paccMaTpUBaTh KBaJna HE TOJIBKO KaK CBOHCTBA
PeTIpPE3eHTHPYEMBIX 00BEKTOB, HO U KaK HEUTO, XOTsI ObI OTYACTH XapaKTe-
PU3YIOIEE CO3HATEIbHBIE COCTOSHHS OPraHN3Ma, B KOTOPBIX 3TOT 0OBEKT
cxBaTbIBaeTcsl. OHAKO, HECMOTPSI HA TO YTO PEISIIMOHHBIC CBOMCTBA pe-
MIPE3EHTUPYEMBIX 00BEKTOB TOBOPSIT HAM YTO-TO U O CAMUX CO3HATEIIBHBIX
COCTOSIHMSIX, UX BPSZ JIM MOXXHO paccMaTpuBaTh KaK XapaKTEPUCTHUKH
9THUX COCTOSIHUN. XapaKTepPUCTHKA «ObITh BHICOKUM) BIIOJHE IPUMEHHMA
K pPEIpe3eHTHPYyEMOMY HaAMHU YE€JIOBEKY, HO HE MOHSITHO, B KAKOM CMBICIIE
OHa MorJa ObI OBITH TaK)KE CBOHCTBOM CaMOil MEHTAJIbHOH perpe3eHTa-
. ([lymaro, 9To 1mo100HBIH TpUMep MOYKHO HUCTIONB30BATh | JIIS BO3pa-
YKSHUsI IPOTHB a/1BepOaii3Ma, Ha BO3MOXKHOCTh KOTOPOTO yKa3biBaeT ['ac-
mapoB.) IToaTomy a7 TOro 4ToObI OOBSICHUTE CBSI3b STHX CBOMCTB C ca-
MHMH HHTCHIMOHAIBHBIMH COCTOSIHUSAMHM, s Hamucanr: «OOcyxneHne
OHTOJIOTUYECKOTO CTaTyca MHTCHIHMOHAJIBHBIX OOBEKTOB M MX CBOMCTB
JIOJDKHO BECTUCH, HA MO B3TJISL[I, TOJIKO C TOUKH 3PEHHS TOTO, KAKUM CO-
JieprKaHueM 00J1a/laeT MHTEHIIMOHAIbHOE cocTosiHue» (c. 28). Muave ro-
BOpSI, CBOWCTBA PENPE3EHTUPYEMOT0 00beKTa (PUKCUPYIOTCS KaK 4acTh CO-
JIepyKaHNsl CO3HATEIILHOTO COCTOSIHUS, HO HE KaK CBOMCTBA 3TOTO COCTO-
STHUSL.

Ilo maCHMIO .HCBI/IHa, (beHOMeHaJ'leI)Ie Ka4yeCTBa, MOHATHIC KaK peJIs-
LIHOHHBbIE CBOWCTBA, HE 00JaJat0T 0COOBIM OHTOJIOTHYECKHM CTATyCOM,
MTOCKOJIBKY OHH JINIICHBI Kay3albHON 3PPEKTHBHOCTU. DTOT BOIPOC Tpe-
OyeT OTIeTbHOr0 BHUMATEIBHOTO paccMoTpenust. OHako prima facie ka-
XKeTcsl yOeIUTEIbHBIM MTOJIOKEHHE O TOM, YTO HAIU JICUCTBUS BCE-TAKU
3aBUCAT OT UBMCHCHU COJACPIKAHUA HAIINX MHTCHIMOHAJIBHBIX COCTOA-
Huil. Ecim 9T0 Tak, TO pelsannOHHBIE CBOMCTBA PENPE3CHTUPYEMBIX 00b-
€KTOB BCE-TAaKH OOJIAIAIOT ONPECICHHBIM OHTOJOTMYECKUM CTATYCOM,
ITyCTh U B KAYECTBE YaCTH COJICPKAHMSI MEHTAIBHBIX perpe3eHTaruii. [Ipn
9TOM HE JlyMaro, YTO TEPMHHBI «COJIEPKAHUE» U KPEIIPE3CHTALUSD CIIeTy-
€T pacCMaTPUBATh KaK COKPAIIICHUE IS OITMCAHNS KAKUX-TO HHBIX €CTECT-
BEHHBIX CBOHCTB M cOCTOSTHUN. CrIOCOOHOCTh OJHUX (PU3UIECKUX 00BEK-
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TOB PENpPEe3eHTHPOBATH JIpyTrue 0OBEKTHI cama 0 cede SIBJISIETCS] eCTeCT-
BEHHBIM (DEHOMEHOM, KOTOPBIH HE HY)KIAaeTCs B PEIyKLUH K YeMY-TO UHO-
My.

[TockosbKy BO3MOKHOCTh HAaTypalICTHUECKOTO OOBSICHEHUSI CO3Ha-
HUSI, Ha KOTOPYIO s yKa3bIBato, CTABUTCS 110]] COMHEHHE B CTaThe Makcuma
bensena, ocTaHOBIIOCH OTACIBLHO Ha ’TOM MOMEHTE. B cBoei ctaThe bens-
€B 3aJ1aeTCs BOIPOCOM O TOM, «CIIOCOOCTBYET JIM TIOHUMAaHHE PEIIAIIHOH-
HOTO XapakTepa (eHOMEHATBHBIX CBOWCTB HATYPATHCTHICCKOMY OOBsIC-
HeHu1o co3HaHus» (c. 49). OH oTBeyaeT Ha 3TOT BONPOC OTPULATEINIHHO,
OOBSCHSSI ATO cCreaylomuM obpa3om: «HeBO3MOKHOCTH OOBSICHEHUS
B JAHHOM CJIy4ae cBsizaHa ¢ TeM, 4To (1) co3HaHHWe Kak BHJ CYIIETO HE
MBICITUTCSI OJHOBPEMEHHO OOBEKTUBHO M CYOBEKTHBHO CYIIECTBYIOIIUM
u (2) Texna (Beuy, MaTepraIbHbIC 00BEKTHI, (PU3UICCKUE CYIISCTBA H T.1I.)
He 00J1a/1al0T MHTEHIIMOHAIBHOCTBION (C. 51). Ha Moii B3riisy, 00a myHkTa
SIBJSIFOTCSL CIIOPHBIMHU.

Ecnu cyOBeKTHBHBIN THI OBITHS CYIIEro, 0 KOTopoM nuimieT bemses,
HE TPEAIoIaraeT BBEACHUS Tyalli3Ma €CTECTBCHHOTO U CBEPXbECTECTBEH-
HOTO, TO CJIeTyeT NPU3HATh, YTO CO3HATEIBHBIC COCTOSHMUS, HAJICJICHHBIC
TaKOW XapaKTEPUCTUKOH, KaK CyOBEKTUBHOCTD, SIBJISIOTCSI €CTECTBEHHBI-
MU (peHOMeHaMH. DTO 3HAYUT, YTO MBI MOXKEM HE TOJIBKO MPEJICTABIATH
CyOBEKTHBHBIE COCTOSIHHSA KaK OOBEKTHBHO CYIIECTBYIOIINE €CTECTBEH-
HbIe (DEHOMEHBI, HO U IBITATHCS OOBSICHUTH MX MPUPOAY C OOBCKTHBHCT-
CKOH mo3unuu. B kakoM-To cMbIciie, KOHEYHO, BCSI TIOJIHOTA 3HAHUS O TOM
WIM UHOM CO3HATEIIbHOM COCTOSIHUM OyJIeT HaM HEJOCTYITHa, B 9TOM
W TPOSIBIISIETCS crenuduKka CyObeKTUBHOCTH. 3HAHHE W3 TEPCIEKTUBBI
TIEPBOTO JIUIIA, TOCTYITHOE CyOBEKTY CO3HATEILHOTO COCTOSHHSA, BCeTaa
OyZIeT ocTaBaThCs IS HAC HETOCTIXUMBIM. OTHAKO 3TO HE OTMCHSIET BO3-
MOYHOCTH OOBSICHUTD IIPUPOJTY CO3HATEIILHOIO COCTOSIHUS, €CIIH OHO SIB-
JISICTCST €CTCCTBCHHBIM (heHOMEHOM. J1Jis1 OOBSCHCHHS Ba)KHO, YTOOBI MbI
MOTJIH ICAYIIUPOBATh YTBEPKACHHUS 00 5TOM (PeHOMEHE U3 APYTUX YTBEPXK-
JICHHUI 0 ECTeCTBEHHBIX Mporieccax. FIHade roBopsi, MPemsaTCTBUEM [T Ha-
TYpaJMCTHYECKOT0 00BSICHEHHS Oy/IeT HaIM4Ne Pa3pbIBOB B HAIIIEH OHTO-
JIOTHH, a HE SIHCTEMOJIOTHH.

B cBoeii cTaThe s MBITat0Ch yKa3aTh, KAKIM IMEHHO 00pa30M HaM cie-
JIyeT MBICIIUTh CyOBEKTHBHOCTbD, YTOOBI BEIPAOOTKA HATYPATUCTHICCKOTO
00BSCHEHUS CO3HATEILHBIX COCTOSIHUI Obli1a BO3MO>KHOH. 11151 3TOTO 51 HC-
MOJIB3YIO PAacHpOCTPaHEHHOE B COBPEMEHHOM (uitocodun co3HaHus Mo-
HUMaHHE CYIIHOCTH CYOBEKTHBHOCTH TIOCPEJICTBOM MOHSTHSI TIEPCIEKTH-
BEI IIEPBOTO JIKIA. I HE BBOKY 3TO MOHATHE [T 00CYKACHNS MHTEHITHO-
HAJIBHOCTH, KaK 3TO IBITaeTCs MpeacTaButh Mropsr Muxaiinos, ckopee
Hao0opoT, npuMbIkast K CEpity, sl IBITAIOCh MPOSICHUTD TIOHSTHE HIEPCIICK-
THUBBI TIOCPEJICTBOM BBEJICHUS TIOHATHUSI HHTCHIMOHAIBHOCTH. [ToHsTHE 5Xe
MHTEHIIMOHAILHOCTH TT03BOJISIET HAM YBUJIETh CYObEKTHBHOCTh KaK ecTe-
CTBEHHBIN perHomeH. OcnapuBasi BTopoe mojokenne bensena, s momnararo,



NPOCTOIO PEWEHUA NMPOBJIEMbl CO3HAHUA HE CYLLECTBYET

YTO JIFOOBIM (PU3UUECKUM OOBEKTaM MOXHO INPHUITUCATh MHTCHIIMOHAb-
HBIE COCTOSTHUS. DTO XOPOIIIO MOKa3aHo, HapuMep, B padorax JlenHera.
B 3TOM HET HUYETrO YAMBHUTEIHHOTO, €CIIH MBI IOHUMAEM, YTO HHTEHITHO-
HAJBHBIC COCTOSIHUS — 3TO PENpPE3CHTATUBHBIC COCTOSHHUS M, OYEBHIHO,
oJIMH (hr3MIecKii 00BEKT CIIOCOOCH MPEICTaBIISATh YHUKAIBHBIM 00pa3oM
WHOI 00BEKT WIIH KaKylo-100 cutyanuto. Hekoropslie Gpunocodsl, coria-
masChb € 9TUM, YTOYHAIOT, YTO PE€Yb 3A€Ch UACT O HpOH3BO}]HOI71 HUHTCHILINO-
HAJIBHOCTH, TIOJTUHHBIC K€ MHTCHIIMOHAIBHBIE COCTOSTHHS MOKHO TIPHITH-
CBHIBATh JIMIIH CYIIECTBAM, HAICICHHBIM CO3HaHWEM. Takoi B3I, Ha-
npumep, orcranBaet Cépi. He BHUKas ceifuac B cyTh ATOro criopa, OTMedy
JIMIIb, YTO U GUIOCO(BI MOCIEHEH IPYIIIBI, OCTaBasCh HA MO3UIMAX (H-
SUKaJIM3Ma, WK — HIUPE — HATypaJIn3Ma, paCCMAaTprUBarOT HUHTCHIIUOHAJIb-
HOCTB KaK COCTOSIHUE (PU3MUYECKUX TeJ, PEXk/Ie BCETO MO3Ta.

OtBeyast Ha 3aMeyaHust MUXalIoBa, 1 XOTeN Obl OTMETUTb, YTO B CBOCH
CTaThe 51 He IPHMBIKAIO CIIEIIMaIbHBIM 00pa30M HHU K KaKoi 0co0oi Teopun
MHTCHLMOHATBHOCTH U HEe Pa30uparo MpoOIeMbl, BOSHUKAIOIIHIE B CBS3H C
STHM MTOHATHEM B GHIIOCOPHH CO3HAHUSA U (hrimocoduu sA3b1Ka. S He genaro
9TOTO IMPOCTO TIOTOMY, UTO CTAaThs TOCBSAIICHA COBEPIIICHHO APYTON TeME.
VHTEHIMOHAILHOCTH I HOHMMAIO B CAMOM OOIIEM CMBICIIE KaK CIIOC00-
HOCTb MPEIICTABIIATH CHICIU(PUICCKUM 00pa30M HEKHiT 00BEKT, U TO, UTO 5
HCTOJIB3Y10 TepMuH CEpIta «acneKTyaabHOCTDY, YTOOBI MMOAYCPKHY T ATy
crenu(pUIHOCTh PENPE3CHTAINH, HE 3HAYHT, YTO S BCEIIEIIO Pa3/ICiIsIio ero
KOHIenuio. ENMHCTBeHHAs 0COOCHHOCTh MOETO MOHMMAaHUS WHTEHITHO-
HaAJIbHOCTH 3aKJII0YAETCs B 9KCTEPHATUCTCKON HHTEPIPETAI[H HHTEHIINO-
HaJIbHOTO 0ObekTa. [IpH Takoil MHTEepHpeTa HUKAaKOro YABOCHUS pe-
AJIBHOCTHU HC IMPOUCXOIUT.

VHTCHIMOHANBHEI 00BEKT HE HeKash (GPUKIUS «B MOCH TOJIOBE», 3TO
HaJIeJICHHBIH Pa3IMYHBIMU CBOMCTBAMU pealIbHbII 0OBEKT B MOMEHT, KO-
rZia Mbl ero pernpeseHtupyem. Te cBoHCTBa ATOro 00bEKTa, O CYIIECTBOBA-
HUU KOTOPBIX MIMEET CMBICII TOBOPUTH B KOHTEKCTE €€ B3aUMOJICHCTBHUS C
JIpyTUM 00BEKTOM, MBI 00O3HaYaeM KakK PeIAIHOHHBIC cBoiicTBa. Kak s
YK€ OTMedall, MOKHO JyMaTh 00 9THX CBOMCTBAax, Kak, BIIPOYEM, U O ca-
MOM 00BEKTE, KaK O COIEPIKAHUH PEIPE3CHTATUBHOTO COCTOSIHUS, TIOMHS,
YTO MOHSTHEM COJIEPKAHUSI MBI (PUKCHPYEM MPOCTO «(akT 0coboro 0THO-
meHus K Mupy» (c. 28). He mymaro, 9To HaM ciieyeT MpOBOIUTH IMapajiie-
T MKy TOTOOHBIM ITUMHHATUBUCTCKAM H SKCTEPHATHCTCKUAM B3TJISI-
JIOM ¥ JJOKKOBCKHM Y4E€HHEM O BTOPHYHBIX KauecTBaxX, 4TO, T0-BUANMOMY,
nojpasymeBaeT Muxainos.

OmHaKo Bce ke, 10 MHeHHI0 MUXaiioBa, MO «TEKCT CBUICTEIBCTBY-
€T, 9TO ““Ha IyTH K 00BSCHEHUIO CO3HAHUA MBI BMecTe ¢ JlekapTom u JIok-
KOM e7IBa JIMIIb Ipouutn ero Hayano» (c. 40). Takas omeHKa BBITJISIAUT
cTpaHHO. B 11. 5 1 6 cTaThu s BCEro JIMIIL BOCIPOU3BOXKY B CAMOM 00IIEM
BHUJIC PEIPE3EHTAIIMOHUCTCKUI (MHTEHIIMOHATUCTCKHIA) TIOIX0/1 K 00bsic-
HEHHIO co3HaHMA. [10g00HBIH MOIX01 JTEKUT B CAMOM OCHOBAHUH KOTHHU-

[Panel Discussio|)]
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TUBHON Hayku. O4eBUHO, KOTHUTHBHAS HayKa B XX B. 3HAUUTENBHO IPO-
JIBUHYJACh BIIEpe]l B IOHMMAaHUM CO3HAHMS M 3TO CTal0 BO3MOKHBIM
HpeX/ie BCero 0yiaroapsi KpUTUKE UJIeH KapTe3MaHCKOTo TeaTpa U pacuu-
CTKe (PeHOMEHATMCTHUECKHX JPKYHTIIeH OpuTaHckoro sMmupusma. OHa-
KO B nociegHen yetBeptu XX B. IEpell KOTHUTUBHOM HayKOH BHOBb BO3-
HUKJIA nipoOsieMa OOBsICHEHHs TPHUPOAbI (PEHOMEHAIBHBIX TaHHOCTEH —
KBaJHa (B mepBoi MOTOBHHE XX B. STHM TEPMHUHOM 0003HAYMIIHCH CBOH-
CTBa UyBCTBEHHBIX JIAaHHBIX, ceHcHOMIMa). [IpeuiaraeMoe MHOI pelieHne
poOJIEMBI CO3HAHUS, KBaJIa, HOBH3HA KOTOPOTO COCTOSUIA B OPUTHHAIIb-
HOH IIOCTaHOBKE BONPOCa (BHYTPEHHE MPHUCYIIH JIM KBAJIHA CO3HATEIbHBIM
COCTOSIHMSIM?), KaK S [10JIararo, JI0JbKHa CIIOCOOCTBOBATh HAILIEMY JIBHKE-
HUIO BIIEPE]] B IOHUMAHHUH IICUXUKH 10 ITyTH, YKE IIPOJIOKEHHOMY KOTHHU-
TUBHOH HaykoW. B nocineanem m. 7 craThy s Jar0 CBOE IOHMMAaHUE TOIO,
B KAKOM HaIPaBIEHUU Mbl MOXKEM JIBUTATHCSI TI0 ITOMY ITyTH C YIETOM TE€X
TpaHchopMarmid, KOTOPBIE MPOUCXOMMIA B CaMOW KOTHHUTHBHOW Hayke
(KOHHEKIIMOHUCTCKUH MOBOPOT 1980-X, SHHAKTUBUCTCKUIT TOBOPOT Haya-
ma 2000-x). DTo HHA B KOEM CITydae HE BEIBOJBI U3 CTaThH, CKOpEe 3TO 00-
M€ Pa3MBIIUICHHS O JCHCTBUTEIHLHO BXKHOW TpobdIieMe, CTOosIIeH mepes
KOTHUTUBHOM HayKol u ¢uiocodueid cozHaHusI.
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XPERIENCING THE PRESENT

Yuri Balashov — I had excruciating back pain last night. The next day I went to a spa and the pain
Department of disappeared. Psychologically speaking, my pain is gone. Where is it, speaking
Philosophy, University ontologically? A-theorists have an easy time here (more or less). But B-theorists
of Georgia, Athens, GA who think that persons persist by enduring are in trouble. Why am I finding myself
30602, USA. E-mail: at this particular time, with this particular set of experiences, rather than at
yuri@uga.edu numerous other times, with different experiences, despite the fact that all times

are on the same ontological footing and I am wholly present at all of them? I argue
that the Puzzle of the Experience of the Present is a real challenge for B-theorists,
and the best way to deal with it is to adopt the stage view of persistence.

Key words: temporal experience, time, endurance, exdurance, present.

1. Past Pains and Present Pleasures

I had excruciating back pain early last night. The next day
(which was, fortunately, a Saturday) I went to a spa, and the pain was gone. I started
feeling warm pleasure spreading through my body as I stretched during the massage.
I am still there, enjoying the experience.

Psychologically speaking, my pain is gone. Where is it, speaking ontologically?
Perhaps it is in the past. If it’s there why is it not painful? Perhaps because / do not
find myself there (i.c. at night), but here (i.e. at a day session in the spa). But if I en-
dure (roughly: if I persist by being wholly present at multiple time-places) then
I should find myself both here and there (and in a lot of other time-places). Why am
1 finding myself during the day, in the spa, and feeling pleasure and not at night, in
the bed, and in pain??

The presentist (someone who thinks only the present is real) has an easy time
(no pun) explaining these facts: the last-night pain is simply no more, and non-exi-

! This paper revisits an older project (Balashov, 2005), where the Puzzle of the

Experience of the Present was put in a rather unfocused form, entangled with irrelevant
matters. Recent flood of work on temporal experience has helped me focus my ideas. I have
especially benefited from Skow (2011; 2015) and am very grateful for his comments on the
previous versions of this paper at the PTS@APA session in San Francisco, California (March
2013) and thereafter. My thanks to the audience for pressing me on many points. Special
thanks are due to Igor Gasparov, Mark Moyer and Jordan Lavender for their detailed
comments on earlier drafts, and to Laurie Paul for her feedback on a recent draft. The result
may or may not be up to their expectations; and I alone am fully responsible for any remaining
defects.

2 A skeptic may jump in at this point and say that the whole problem boils down to a simple
confusion of the tensed and tenseless uses of ‘find’. I tenselessly find myself at all times at which
I exist; but I find myself (present tense) only on Saturday. I beg the skeptic to read on.

61



YURI BALASHOV

Spistemology and Cognitiof e

(9]
N

sting pains cannot be painful. Moreover, the night isn’t there either, so
I cannot find myself then. I find myself in the present because there is no
past (or future). Of course, my pain existed,? and the night was present. But
the fact that my pain existed does not put it in the past (or anywhere else for
that matter), just as the fact that pigs possibly fly does not put flying pigs
anywhere, for the modal actualist.

The moving spotlight theorist (roughly: someone who thinks that all
times exist, but one of them is objectively privileged) needs to do more
work to show that past pains are not painful. She needs to say that pains be-
come painful only when the spotlight of the moving present shines on
them. Maybe she can stop here. Or maybe she can say more about the shi-
ning mechanism.* But the idea is clear.

The real trouble awaits the eternalist (someone who thinks that all
times exist and no time is objectively privileged) who also wants to be an
endurantist. Or so I shall argue. In a nutshell, the argument is very simple.
I am wholly present at night, and am also wholly present during the day.
This immediately connects me with my pain as well as my pleasure. My re-
lations to both are equally robust. No metaphysically significant feature of
my relation to my current pleasure is missing from my relation to my last
night’s pain. In that respect, my pain is ontologically on a par with my plea-
sure. But they are not on a par as far as my experience goes. [ am enjoying
the pleasure, but I am not having the pain. Why? This raises a problem for
the combination of eternalism with endurantism (EE). But this is a combi-
nation many philosophers want to have.’

2. The Puzzle and a Solution

Put this way the argument could be easily challenged; and rightly so.
The perspective sketched in the previous paragraph presents an atemporal
“view from nowhere.” See Fig. 1. But our phenomenal perspective is inher-
ently temporal; we can only experience things from a certain vantage point
in time. See Figs. 2a and 2b, which represent such perspectives. To fix ideas,
let us call the first, atemporal perspective external, and the second, inher-
ently temporal one, internal. When the external and internal perspectives
are properly distinguished it becomes clear that I can have my experiences
only one at a time, not holus-bolus.

3 Some presentists would analyze it as follows: it was the case that (my pain exists).

4 For illuminating recent discussions (again, no pun intended) see [Zimmerman, 2005;
Skow, 2015] and references therein.

5 Here is a partial list of eternalist endurantists: [Johnston, 1987; van Inwagen, 1990,
2000; Mellor, 1998; Rea, 1998; Haslanger, 2003]. As stated here, the problem has much in
common with Arthur Prior’s famous “Thank Goodness that’s over” puzzle, but is more
general in scope pertaining to a whole variety of present temporal experiences, including but
by no means restricted to differential attitudes towards the past and the future, such as relief,
anticipation, or regret.
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Saturday: 9 is wholly present at

pleasure \

Friday: e
pain is wholly present at
t
> X

Fig. 1. The external perspective. The shaded area on the left represents my path in spacetime

Saturday: is wholly present at

pleasure \
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Friday: Vi
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Figs. 2a and 2b. The internal perspectives

This point should certainly be granted, but the argument can be refined
[Balashov, 2005: 2991f]. Since temporal experiences can only be had one at
a time the EEist should not fear being saddled with an impossible combina-
tion of pain and pleasure.® There is simply no internal perspective, in which
this occurs. The real task is to explain why I am finding myself during the
day, in the spa, and having pleasure, to the exclusion of pain, rather than at
night, in the bed, and having pain, to the exclusion of pleasure. In short,
why am I having the internal perspective of Fig. 2b rather than that of
Fig. 2a? More carefully: why do I have an illusory belief that I am having
the exclusive internal perspective of Fig. 2b, rather than an illusory belief
that I am having the exclusive internal perspective of Fig. 2a? More gene-

% One should be careful here. For one thing, some experiences are known to combine pain
and pleasure. More important, even for strictly incompatible types of pain and pleasure, there
may be a difference between having pain at t and having pleasure at t and having pain and
pleasure at t. 1 will not discuss these issues.
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rally, why am I finding myself at this particular time, with this particular set
of experiences, to the exclusion of others, rather than at any of the nume-
rous other times, with different experiences, to the exclusion of others, de-
spite the fact that all these times are on the same ontological footing and
I am wholly present at all of them?

Here is another, slightly different take on it. The relation between ex-
ternal and internal perspectives is supposed to be explanatory. The exter-
nal perspective of Fig. 1 is a true ontological picture of the block universe
with endurance. This picture is required, among other things, to explain
the appearances represented by Figs. 2a and 2b. There are two closely re-
lated but different explanatory questions to be addressed: (i) Why do I ne-
ver experience an impossible combination of pain and pleasure, despite
being connected to both (by the arrows depicted in Fig. 1)? (i) Why do
I experience pleasure rather than pain? Answering (i) is easy and a pre-re-
quisite for (ii). I never experience pleasure and pain together because no
arrow in Fig. 1 connects me to both; instead each connects me to a diffe-
rent experience, and also to a different time. These connections are invo-
ked to explain (ground, stand behind) my having pain on Friday and plea-
sure on Saturday. They can only be invoked one at a time. But why this
time rather than that? There are many times at which I am wholly present
and have experiences; but there is only one “me” — on the EE view, that is.
Invoking the arrows immediately helps with (i). But it also brings with it
the need to break the ontological parity between my pleasure and my
pain, and between Friday and Saturday, in order to explain my illusory
belief in their disparity. And there is nothing in the eternalist block uni-
verse capable of doing this job.

The real question, then, is the “rather than” question, not the “why not
all at once” question.” Why pleasure rather than pain? And why Saturday
rather than Friday? Call questions of this sort external questions. The
Puzzle of the Experience of the Present (PEP) for EE arises when external
questions are taken seriously. But should they be taken seriously?

Framing the issue this way suggests two different courses of action.
One is to take external questions seriously, acknowledge that PEP is a real
puzzle, read ‘finding’ and ‘having’ in ‘finding myself at this particular
time’ (rather than at some other time) and ‘having this particular set of ex-
periences’ (rather than other experiences) in a way that makes the problem
real; but deny, contrary to the appearances, that I am finding myself, in the
relevant sense, only at this particular time, without, however, slipping back

7 As far as I know, the difference between these two types of questions was first pointed
out by Frederick Ferré [Ferré, 1972] and Ronald Hoy [Hoy, 1978] in the context of debating
Griinbaum’s thesis of the mind-dependence of becoming. In a very balanced response to
Ferré’s critique of Griinbaum’s position, Hoy sketched a view that is very close to my own
[Balashov, 2005 and the present paper] and to the view favorably discussed by Skow in
[Skow, 2011;2015]. Thanks to Brad Skow for drawing my attention to these earlier sources.
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into the “holus-bolus” pseudo-problem — without saying that I am finding
myself at many times “at once.”®

The other course of action is to deny that PEP is a puzzle in the first
place. Instead, it is a pseudo-problem based on a confusion. The confusion
does not consist in mistakenly attributing to me a mix of pain and pleasure
(see above). Rather it lies in using a misleading and tendentious language
to create a false impression that the whole story about my temporal expe-
riences involves more than is represented in Fig. 1, in which a single sub-
ject is connected to multiple times and multiple experiences. Pinpointing
the confusion should make it clear that there is nothing more to the story.

I consider this skeptical response to PEP in §3 below. In the remainder
of the present section, I want to sketch a rather radical dissolution of the
puzzle about my pain and pleasure — assuming it to be a real puzzle, pen-
ding more considerations pro and con.

The best way to dissolve PEP? is to assign temporal experiences from
different times to numerically different temporal stages of me. Each stage
finds itself at a particular time and no others, and has the experiences it does
at that time and no others, in exactly the same direct and non-relational
manner as any other experience-bearing stage of me. In particular, my
night stage finds itself exclusively at night, in bed, and in pain, and my day
stage finds itself exclusively during the day session in the spa and enjoying
pleasure. This is what allows me to say that I find myself, in the same simp-
le way, at both times, with both experiences; but not “at once.”

Of course, this is not so simple. To save the phenomenal appearances
which uniquely privilege my daytime experiences, we need to add that, in
having the pleasant experience, I am not aware of having the painful one,
and vice versa. This move to resolve the obvious tension involved in saying
that I find myself at night, having pain, and a/so find myself in the middle
of the day, having pleasure, and that in having one, I am not aware of ha-
ving the other, is parallel to that made by Parfit and others to resolve the
tension involved in fission scenarios!?. In both cases the solution comes at

8 Note that “finding’ has a distinctly subjective flavor here; we have already assumed that
I am objectively and wholly present at multiple times.

° Explored in [Balashov, 2005; Skow, 2011: §6; 2015]. Skow’s discussion also draws useful
parallels with Prior’s “Thank Goodness that’s over” problem (see note 5 above), while also
noting some important differences (see, in particular, [Skow, 2011: 383-384, note 1]. For
systematic presentations of stage theory (see [Sider, 2001: §5.8; Hawley, 2001]).

19T such scenarios, one of my physical and/or psychological descendants, Lefty, has an
illusory belief that he is uniquely me and is not aware of the existence of Righty who has the
same mistaken belief. The lack of the relevant awareness, which is crucial to explaining away
the false beliefs, can be illustrated even in more down-to-earth split-consciousness scenarios.
See, e.g., a vivid description in [Parfit, 2008: 361-362]. Although a parallel between the
temporal case and Parfit-style cases is of great help in pursuing this approach, Skow does not
mention it. The parallel is fully exploited in [Balashov, 2005]. See also [Bayne, 2010], which
debates various forms of “static disunity” (i.e. disunity af a time) manifested in unusual
experiences, including the “split-brain syndrome,” such as representational disunity, access
disunity, and phenomenal disunity. It should be noted that Bayne’s analysis is firmly grounded
in real-life clinical cases, does not extend to thought experiments or personal identity across
time, and is intended to support the phenomenal unity thesis.
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the price of downgrading the relation between experience-bearing items
from strict numerical identity to “continuity with the right sort of cause.”
This commitment to what we now call the stage theory of persistence is, at
best, rather implicit in the earlier work on personal identity and fission, but
it figures prominently in contemporary discussions.!!

The Puzzle is thereby eliminated — essentially by undercutting one of
its presuppositions, the idea that the Friday as well as Saturday experiences
belong to a single subject. The external question loses its force, because
each external perspective now generates a single internal perspective
(see Fig. 3).

But there is a cost: we are left with the picture of the “fragmented self”
familiar from the earlier literature on fission and related matters. More
needs be said about it. The main stumbling block to overcome is to spell out
the exact relationship between me and my stages. A popular but wrong way
of doing it is to say that I exist only on Saturday (more precisely, at some
moment on Saturday) and someone else exists on Friday, and then let the
chips fall where they may.!? I am aware of the ideological pressures pus-
hing one in this direction. They come from drawing close analogies with
the modal case, but the outcome strikes me as deeply dissatisfying, for
“someone else” has an equal claim to be me. This claim is much stronger in
the temporal case than in the paradigm modal cases. I think we should be-
gin by saying that there is a sense in which I am a// my stages, but not “ho-
lus bolus”; perhaps I am all of them “severally but not jointly”; and then let
the chips fall where they may!3.

1 See, in particular [Sider, 2001: 201-205].
12 Cf. [Skow, 2011: 380ff].

13 “Not holus bolus” and “severally but not jointly” are of course metaphors that may or
may not be useful in formulating a better version of the stage theory of the self. But at the very
least, they are useful in pushing one away from another version of four-dimensionalism,
perdurantism, on which there is a sense in which I am all my stages “holus bolus” or “jointly.”
If that is the case then only a part of me viz. my Friday temporal part is in pain, and another
part — my Saturday femporal part is enjoying pleasure. What then explains my belief that
1 (not a part of me) am enjoying the pleasure, rather than suffering from pain? This belief may
be illusory, but the perdurantist is at a further disadvantage in dealing with it than the stage
theorist. In one respect, the perdurantist’s predicament here is similar to the EEist’s
predicament. The latter boils down to the need to explain why I (a single temporally
unextended subject) am viewing the universe from the Saturday, rather than the Friday
perspective, despite the fact that I (the self-same subject) am wholly present on both days. The
perdurantist predicament boils down to the need to explain why I (a single temporally
extended subject) am viewing the universe from the Saturday, rather than the Friday
perspective, despite the fact that I (the same-self subject) am partly present on Friday, as well
as Saturday. On both views, and in difference from the stage view, temporally-restricted
experiences are had relationally or derivatively, not directly. One might say that the
perdurantist still has an upper hand over the endurantist, because only the former can say that
temporally-restricted experiences are had directly by something. Cf. Lewis’s response to
Lowe [Lewis, 1988: 66]. But I agree with Skow [2011: 383] that I can be confident that pains
and pleasures are had directly (and not relationally or derivatively) by something only in
virtue of being confident that they are had directly by me. Although there is more to be said
about the perdurantist option, I put it aside in the sequel and focus on the pros and cons of EE
and the stage view.
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Fig. 3. Temporal experiences in stage theory

This cuts out more work. But it is good work; for it is needed to allevi-
ate the above-noted tension inherent in saying that I find myself at night,
having pain, and also find myself during the day, having pleasure. Ignoring
this tension would give the emerging solution a flavor of triviality, while
there is something strikingly non-trivial about the experience of time. At
the end of the day, it seems trifling to be told that my Saturday stages have
my Saturday experiences, and my Friday stages have my Friday experien-
ces. But it is not trifling to be told that it is Saturday rather than Friday.
I think this feeling is right. There is something non-trivial about the present
experiences, and their non-triviality cannot be purchased at the price of
something trifling. But there is something refreshingly non-trivial in the
solution too: the insistence that I am a// my stages — severally but not joint-
ly, along with the claim that, in having my Saturday experiences, [ am not
aware of having my Friday experiences. | am not aware of them, and even
of the very existence of my Friday stages, in the same sense in which Lefty
(one of my fission descendants) may not be aware of the contemporaneous
experiences, and even of the very existence, of Righty.

To sum up, the non-trivial part of the solution lies in rethinking the “I”
part of the Puzzle, not the time part. And there seems to be no way around
the Parfit road.'*

3. External and Internal Questions

But the eternalist who is not enthusiastic about the stage view of persis-
tence, or even about the need to take a stance on the issue of persistence

14 Developing a more satisfying stage-theoretic account of persons consistent with this
line of thought will have to wait for another occasion. For some very preliminary stabs at it
(see [Balashov, 2005: 304-306]).
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when dealing with temporal experience, may have a totally different reac-
tion to the Puzzle of the Experience of the Present (PEP). She may simply
refuse to see any puzzle here. Recall that PEP boils down to the following:

The Puzzle of the Experience of the Present (PEP):

Why do I find myself at this particular time, with this particular set of

experiences, rather than at numerous other times, with different expe-

riences, despite the fact that all these times are on the same ontological
footing and I am wholly present at all of them?

Specifically:

Q1: Why am I having pleasure rather than pain?

Q2: Why is it Saturday rather than Friday?

Here are some alternative answers to these questions:

Al.1: Because the massage had its effect.

A1.2: Because the neurons in my brain were caused to fire in a

pleasure-instantiating way.

A2.1: Because the sun has already crossed the date line.

A2.2: Because my calendar shows Saturday (and my calendar is never

in error).

These answers look sensible. But they suggest that the questions are
entirely non-puzzling for EE. What is going on here?

As stated above, Q1 and Q25 are ambiguous. They can be read as ex-
ternal questions, or as internal ones. External and internal questions are not
different in their formulation; this is why they are so easily confused. They
are different in terms of the background that stands behind them. The back-
ground for asking Q1 and Q2 in the external mode is the perspective of Fig.
1, while the background for asking the corresponding internal questions is
the perspective of Fig. 2a or 2b. Perhaps one could say that an internal
question is a question asked from a particular internal perspective (e.g. the
Friday or the Saturday perspective), while a corresponding external questi-
on is about the obtaining of a certain internal perspective, as opposed to
another such perspective.

PEP turns on taking external questions seriously. The Objection, on
behalf of EE, is that such questions should not be taken seriously.

Objection:

External questions should not be taken seriously because (i) they make

no sense at all, or (ii) if they do make sense, it is only because they are

confused with the corresponding internal questions.

The Objection formally presents a dilemma. But it is best viewed as a
two-pronged strategy. The main plan is (ii), while (i) is a back-up plan that
can be activated if (ii) is in danger. Responding to (ii) is, I believe, a neces-
sary prerequisite to dealing with (i). But I also think that an adequate re-
sponse to (ii) goes a long way towards disarming (i).

5And a host of other questions: Why am I hearing the bell strike six times? Why am
I seeing strange looking clouds pass by? Why is it so hot? Why is the summer almost over?
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I have seen and heard the Objection in many forms, in and out of print.
They all seek to locate the confusion between the external and internal ques-
tions in some more obvious and familiar confusion or oversight; for exam-
ple, in forgetting that the B-theory of time is committed to the semantical re-
duction of tense; in a confusion between the first- and third-person perspecti-
ves; in the inability to appreciate the full significance of indexicals; in a
failure to cope with self-locating beliefs and attitudes de se; in overlooking
the presence of unarticulated constituents in Q1 and Q2, and/or a failure to
see the analogy between the PEP and the problem of temporary intrinsics.
I will return to the latter in the next section. But instead of rehearsing the res-
ponses already given to some of the former,!¢ I want to illustrate a uniform
strategy underlying such responses by applying it to a recent and particularly
clear statement of the Objection due to Bradford Skow.

4. Discharging Explanatory Tasks

To recap, the Puzzle of the Experience of the Present (PEP) for EE ari-
ses from reading

Q1: Why am I having pleasure rather than pain?

Q2: Why is it Saturday rather than Friday?

as external questions. The response at this point is to refuse to do so
and read them as internal questions instead. Here is a good way to put the
refusal [Skow, 2011: 376]'7:

I am having pleasure rather than pain because my pleasure occurs on

Saturday and it is on Saturday that I lie on the massage table wondering

about my current experiences. There is no more to my pleasure than its

occurrence at the time I do the wondering.

But this provides only a temporary relief. For the same could be said
about my pain:

I am having pain rather than pleasure because my pain occurs on Friday

night, and it is on Friday night that I lie in my bed wondering about my pain.

If this is the full story about my pain and pleasure then I am inclined to
put my foot down and say that I want to know why I am having pleasure
and wondering about it, rather than having pain and wondering about it.
There are two episodes of wondering on Friday and Saturday, one of them
painful the other pleasant. We still want to know what appears to break the
parity between them in the EE perspective (Fig. 4):

Skow has suggested!8 that something so far unaccounted for does break
the parity: this episode of wondering occurs only on Saturday. But I submit

16 See [Balashov, 2005: §4].
171 took the liberty to adapt Skow’s statement to my case.
18 In personal communication.
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that, rather than breaking the parity, a move to demonstratives or other de-
vices of direct reference only enriches its content. 7his episode of wonde-
ring occurs only on Saturday. And that episode of wondering occurs only
on Friday (Fig. 5).

Saturday: pleasure, is wholly present at
wondering e

about pleasure \
Friday: pain, e /

wondering

about pain is wholly present at

L.

Fig. 4. Wondering about pain and pleasure in the EE universe

Saturday: pleasure,
wondering about is wholly present at
pleasure; this episode

of wondering \ .

Friday: pain,

‘wondering about 6
pain; that episode is wholly present at

of wondering
t
L, x

Fig. 5. Two episodes of wondering in the EE universe: this and that

What we want to know, however, is why this, and not that episode is
occurring.

Recall that the Objection’s plan A is to argue that putative external
questions are in fact internal questions in disguise. That this is not so — that
external questions are interestingly and importantly different from the cor-
responding internal questions — is already suggested by the drastic difference
in the perspectives that stand behind them, those of Fig. 1 versus Figs. 2a
and 2b. The above discussion shows that external questions tend to reemer-
ge from scrutiny, sometimes becoming “thicker” as a result, and always
distinct from the corresponding internal questions.

But perhaps this is just an appearance. Maybe what emerges and re-
merges this way makes no sense at all. The Objection’s plan B is to con-
demn external questions as by-products of misleading theoretical schemas
that fail to represent anything real. Let us take another look at Figs. 1,4 and
5. What do they represent? Not anyone’s phenomenal perspective; those
are represented by Figs. 2a and 2b. Then what? Specifically, what does the
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empty face on the right represent? And what are the arrows connecting it to
the smiling and sorrowful faces on the left?

All I can say in response is that Figs. 1, 4 and 5 are my best way to illu-
strate the metaphysical picture of endurance in the block-universe setting
inspired, among other sources, by a famous description due to David Lewis
[Lewis, 1988: 66—67]:

Imagine trying to draw a picture of two different times, ¢, when I sit

and ¢, when I stand. You draw two circles, overlapping because I exist

at both times so you want to draw me in the intersection ... as a mere dot
or shapeless blob, draw a line labelled ‘bent-at’ from me to the ¢, circle
and a line labelled ‘straight-at” from me to the ¢, circle.

It should be clear that temporary experiences could be assimilated to
temporary properties. To say that I have pain on Friday is just to say that
I have a certain mental property on Friday.!° But instead of drawing times
as overlapping and myself inside their common area (I cannot imagine how
this could be done in my figures) I drew myself on the side and followed the
custom of associating times with slices of four-dimensional volumes repre-
senting the paths of persisting objects in spacetime. And instead of labeling
my arrows ‘pain-at’ and ‘pleasure-at’ I chose to assign them a more modest
role of representing only the multilocation relation characteristic of EE,
while placing the metaphysical burden of grounding pain and pleasure
squarely on the relata. Nothing turns on this particular choice, and other se-
mantical and metaphysical options are readily available.2

This leaves the empty face on the right. Apparently, it cannot represent
the phenomenal self in a way the filled faces on the left do. What does it re-
present then? Well, perhaps it represents a metaphysical self! After all,
Fig. 1 is a metaphysical picture, and it is normal for metaphysical pictures
to contain some metaphysical items.

Although I reject endurance, this picture makes prima facie sense to
me. But this is a picture that stands behind external questions. They are sen-
sible because they are explanatory. An external perspective is supposed to
explain the origin of the internal perspectives from which I view the world.
(In Figs. 2a and 2b this is illustrated by pushing the external perspective to
the background and bringing the internal ones to the front.) Recall that the-
re are two parts to this task: (i) explain why the internal perspective from
which I view the world is a perspective of a single time, and not of many
times at once; (ii) explain why the perspective from which I am viewing the

19 What else could it be? This entails no broader commitments. A mental property may be
a physical property; or it may not.

20 Time may be involved in modifying a property or an experience itself, or the having of
them; and the latter may be understood as the modification of the instantiation relation, or of
the obtaining of a certain general state of affairs. See [Haslanger, 2003] for a nearly complete
review of the available options.

21 The term due to Kit Fine [Fine, 2005: 312ff] who uses it for a different, if not totally
unrelated, purpose. The connection between what he does and what I do, however, is remote.
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world is the internal perspective of a particular single time, rather than
some other single time.

EE provides the resources to deal with (i): it is because 1 am wholly
present on Saturday (in the external perspective) that [ have my Satur-
day experiences (in an internal perspective); the same can be said about
my Friday experiences. But EE has no resources to explain why I am
viewing the world from this internal perspective rather than that one.
All attempts to deflate questions of this sort fail because, given EE, my
mode of existence in spacetime does not privilege any particular inter-
nal perspective. To wit, a single “I” gets associated with many “nows.”
PEP results from a specific manner in which the personal perspective in-
teracts with the temporal perspectives in the block universe with endu-
rance: a single personal perspective appropriates many temporal per-
spectives indiscriminately.

I do not think the same sort of problem arises for objects that lack tem-
poral experiences — pokers, candles, and so forth. For this reason, I do not
think the “problem of temporary intrinsics” is a real problem for EE. Rela-
tions to times are special and do not deprive temporary intrinsics of their in-
trinsicality.?? And there is nothing odd in drawing a poker outside of time,
connecting it with different times and treating all such connections on a
par. But when it comes to me and my experiences I want to resist this way
of drawing them — not because experiences could not, in principle, be at
bottom relational,?® but because standing in a one-many relation to all my
experiences from different times cannot explain why I believe that I am ha-
ving this one, to the exclusion of the rest, rather than that one, to the exclu-
sion of the rest; and relatedly: why I am having the illusory belief that I am
present exclusively on Saturday, rather than the illusory belief that I am
present exclusively on Friday.

The origin and tenacity of this belief must be adequately and convin-
cingly explained, but its claim to veracity needs, of course, to be under-
mined. This can be accomplished by eliminating the recurrence of a single
term (i.e. me) from the experience-generating relations, thereby preserving
full parity among what goes on, metaphysically, at different times. There is
an unfortunate mismatch between the personal and temporal perspectives
in EE: one’s perspective on the world is naturally associated with a particu-
lar self, but not with any particular time. There is, accordingly, a pressing
need to make the temporal perspective as compartmentalized as the perso-
nal perspective already is. The stage view is uniquely fit to address such ex-
planatory concerns.

22 Here I side with Hawley [Hawley, 2001: §1.4], Haslander [Haslanger, 2003], and others.

23To say that S’s temporal experience  is “at bottom relational” is to say £°s metaphysical
status is adequately characterized by the description ‘S has E at ¢’ requiring a place holder for
time, in order to be “saturated.” This could be embellished in various ways; but the crucial
idea is that the description involves a three place predicate, perhaps a complicated one.
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B cTaTbe paccMaTpuBaeTCs BOMPOC O CTPATernsax No3HaHUA CyobeKTUBHOCTU. ABTOP
nonaraet, YTo CTpaTerns NO3HAHWA CO3HAHMA NOAPa3fenAeTcA Ha [Ba YPOBHA.
Ba30Bblit ypoBEHb INUCTEMONOTUU CYOBLEKTUBHOCTY, 3aaHHbIN unocodueii, pa-
LIMOHaNbHOI Ncuxonorueil U Haykoit HoBoro BpemeHw, pasnnyaetcs Ha d-3nucre-
Monoruio (3nuctemonornio usnyeckux (HakTos, BKNIOYAA HaWy TeNecHOCTb)
1 M-3MMCTEMONIOTMIO (3MUCTEMOSIOTUIO MEHTANbHBIX COOBITHI). B XX B. B npouecce
HaTypanu3auuu Co3HaHMs 1 OTKPLITUS HEMHBA3UBHbIX CPEACTB B U3y4eHUM paboTbl
MO3ra NpOUCXOAUT OPMUPOBAHME CNEAYIOLEro YpoBHA 3MUCTEMONOTUN CyGbeK-
TUBHOCTU. ABTOp npeAnaraer pasinyarb Ha BTOPOM YPOBHE P-3MUCTEMOJOTUIO
(3nucTemonoruio pepyKTUBHOIO TUNA, KOTOPas CBOAUT UAW UAEHTUdULMPYET fes-
TeNbHOCTb CO3HAHMUA C CEpPUElt HEIPOHHBIX, CIOXKHbIX 3NEKTPOXUMUYECKUX U PU3N-
YeCKUX NpoLeccoB B NPUPOAE) U H-3MUCTEMONOTUIO (INUCTEMONOTNIO HEPeAYKTUB-
HOrO TUNa, KOTOPas NPUAAET CO3HAHMI0 0COObI CTATyC B NPUPOAE).

KntoyeBble cn108a: 3nVCTEMONOTUSA CO3HAHUSA, NCUXO(U3NYecKas npobaema, HaTy-
panu3m, pefyKTUBHbINA U HepeaYKTUBHbIN PU3NKaNNU3M.

N THE TWO LEVELS IN THE EPISTEMOLOGY
OF CONSCIOUSNESS

Danil Razeev - DSc in
Philosophy, professor
and Head of the
Department of
Philosophy of Science
and Technology, Saint
Petersburg State
University

The article considers different approaches to investigating consciousness. The
author claims that consciousness study can be divided into two different episte-
mological levels. The first level of the epistemology of subjectivity was developed
by philosophers and rational psychologists during the period of Early Modern Time,
and can be divided into ph-epistemology, i.e. the epistemology of physical facts
including our bodies, and m-epistemology, i.e. the epistemology of mental events.
In the XX century, by naturalizing mind and inventing new non-invasive tools in in-
vestigating our brain, the epistemology of subjectivity went to the next level. The
author considers contemporary movements in philosophy of mind working on the
second epistemological level: eliminative materialism, property dualism, functio-
nalism and so-called mysterianism. The author suggests dividing the second level
into r-epistemology, i.e. the reductive epistemology that reduces and identifies
our consciousness activity with a set of neuronal, electro-chemical and physical
processes in nature, and n-epistemology, i.e. the non-reductive epistemology that
considers consciousness as an independent phenomenon in nature.

Key words: epistemology of consciousness, mind-body problem, naturalism, reduc-
tive and non-reductive physicalism.

B nmanHO# craThe mpenMeToM OOCYXIEHHsI OyIeT HE OHTOJIOTHS CO3HAHHS
(T.e. HE TO, UTO TaKOE CO3HAHUE), A €0 AMUCTEMOIOTHA (T.€. TO, KAKIM 00pa30M MbI
MO3HAEM HMITH W3y4YaeM Hallle ke COOCTBEHHOE CO3HAHHUE).

! Crates moaroroBneHa B paMkax peanusaiun npoekta POD®U Ne 13-06-00902 «Heii-
POHHBIII KOPPEIAT CO3HAHMSA: TEOPCTHKO-(YHIOCO(CKN aHANIN3 COBPEMEHHBIX ECTCCTBCH-
HO-HAYYHBIX KOHICIILIHI CO3HAHUS».
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HecMoTps Ha TO 9TO y’Ke€ Cpean CaMbIX MEPBBIX 00pa3IOB MOITHIE-
CKUX TBOpEHUH, hritocodckoii U MPOTOHAYYHOM MBICIIH, APEBHEH MeIu-
IIUHBI MBI MOXKEM HAHTH pacCyIEHHs O YEIOBEKEe KaK 0COOOM CyIIeM,
0 Pa3NTUYMU TYUIN U TeNa, O BIMSHUHU HAIlleH TEJIeCHOCTH Ha M3MEHEHUE
COCTOSIHMI CO3HAHMSI U T.[., CYLIECTBEHHOE, TaK CKa3aTb, MapagurmMosa-
Jaroliee coObITHE MPONUCXOIUT, C MOEH TOUKH 3peHus, B 31moxy Hosoro
BpPEMEHH, KOT/Ia y4eHBIMU 1 (uitocodamMu ObUTH pa3paboTaHbl MPUHIIUIIH-
QJIBPHO PA3JIMYHBIC SMUCTEMOJIOTHH (CTpAaTerny MO3HAaHUS) (PU3MUECKOM
1 MEHTaJIbHOI peanbHocTell. IHBIMHU clI0BaMH, [T TO3HAHUA (PU3HUYECKO-
To MUpa OBUIM YCTAHOBJICHBI COBEPIICHHO WHBIC KPUTEPHH, HEKEIU IS
MIO3HAHMSA MHUPA ICHXUIECKOTO.

Jliist mo3HaHust PU3MYECKUX 00BEKTOB OBIIO MPETIOKEHO IIPUMEHSTH
TaK Ha3bIBACMBbIC KOJMUECTBEHHBIC METOIbI, O1aroaps KOTOPEIM (pU3HUe-
CKas peaJIbHOCTh IMO/1aBajach MATEMaTUYECKOMY HCUUCICHUIO, IPHYEM
TaKUM 00pa3oM, 4TOOBI MOXKHO OBIIO MpEACKA3aTh MOCICIYIOMHUI mmar
B ee u3MeHeHnH. [10CKoIbKy Ul TAKOTO MPeICKa3aHus OTHOTO JIHIIb Ha-
OmrosieHus 32 (PU3MYECKON PEAIbHOCTBIO OKA3bIBAJIOCh HEJI0CTATOYHO, TO
B Hayke HoBoro Bpemenu OblT H1300peTeH CeuaIbHbIA METOT, @ UMEHHO!
METO/1 UICKYCCTBEHHOT'O CO3JIaHHMsI yCIOBHIA, IPU KOTOPBIX (PU3MUECKast pe-
QIBHOCTH PACKpbIBaja OBl T€ 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH, COTJIACHO KOTOPBIM OHa
(GyHKIHOHMPYET. DTOT METO[ MOJYy4YHJ HAaMMEHOBaHME JKCIEPHMEHTA.
bnaronapst SKCIepUMEHTY Y4eHble HMOJTY4YMIM BO3MOXHOCTb BBIJBUTATh
OTIpe/IeTICHHBIE TUITOTE3bI, KOTOPBIE BIIOCIIEICTBUN MOKHO OBLIIO OATBEP-
JUTh WM OIIPOBEPTHYTH OMBITHBIM ITyTeM. Elie 0/1HON HeMalloBaKHOM Xa-
PaKTEpPUCTHKOM CTPATETHH MO3HAHKS (PU3NIECKOT0 MUPA CTajIa 00IIe0C-
TYTHOCTb TIEPEIIPOBEPKH PE3yIbTATOB IIPEALIECTBYIOMNX UCCIET0BAHUM.
Takum oOpazoM, smucTeMosiorus (U3MUECKOIl peasbHOCTH BKIHOYAa
B ce0sl HECKOIIBKO 0a30BBIX MPUHIIKIIOB: HAOIIOIEHUE, THIIOTE3Y, IKCIIe-
PHUMEHT, a TaKkKe JOCTYIMHOCTh Pe3yIbTaTOB MO3HAHUS B TaK Ha3bIBaeMOMH
MEPCHEKTUBE TPETHETO JIHIIA.

Ecnu okuHyTh OOIIMM B30POM SMHCTEMOJIOTHIO (HJIH, KaK yKe ObLIo
OTMEUEHO, CTPATErHIO MO3HAHMS) MEHTAJIBHBIX COOBITHIA, TO 371€Ch TOC-
MIOJICTBYIOIIEE MOJIOKEHHUE TOIYYHIIN COBCEM MHBIE ITPUHIUIEL. ba3oBbiM
W3 HUX CYMTAJIACh MHTPOCIEKIMS, WM MIPUHIKI camoHadmoneHus. [1o-
CKOJIbKY MHTPOCIEKINS MTPeAToarana HaOIoeHNE 32 MCHTAJIBHOM K13-
HBIO KOHKPETHOTO CyOBEKTa, TO CaM 3TOT CYyOBEKT B 3MHUCTEMOJIOTHYE-
CKOM ILJIaHE [10JIy4all CBOEro pojia MPUOPUTETHOE WK HKCKIIO3UBHOE ITpa-
BO Ha HAOJIFOJICHUE 3a CBOCH MCHUXMUYECKOM KH3HBIO. JIJIT BO3MOKHOIO
00CYJICHUSI MEHTAJIBHOW JKU3HU HECKOJBKHX CyOBEKTOB Mpearnosiara-
Jack mpouenypa (pukcanuu mepeknBaCMbIX MU MEHTAIBHBIX COOBITHIA
B SI3bIKE, YTO TpeOoBasio OT cyObekTa, 00JaIar0Mero NpUBUIETUPOBAH-
HBIM JIOCTYIIOM K COOBITHSIM CBOEH MEHTAJILHOM >KU3HH, COOJIIOICHHS KPH-
TEPUEB MHTEIJICKTYaIbHONW YECTHOCTH NPH UX (PUKCAIMU U M3JI0KCHUH.
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Haxkoner, kpuTepreM HCTHHHOCTH HE MOTJIa BBICTYIIaTh HU OJHA U3 MEH-
TAJIBHBIX IETTOYEK KaKOTr0-TM00 KOHKPETHOTO CyObeKTa MM JJaXKe UX CO-
BOKYITHOCTb, & HCKJIFOYHUTEIBHO MPO0OPa3 MEHTAILHOTO, CYIECTBYIOMINI
COBEpIICHHO HE3aBUCHMBIM 00pa3oM M HaXOMSIIMI CBOE OTpa’keHHE
B (popme penurnosnoro npeganus. Takum 06pa3om, SMUCTEMOIOTHS MEH-
TAJILHOTO TIpeJoaraia: HHTPOCIEKIUIO KaKk 0a30BbI METOJI, IPUBHJIC-
TUPOBAHHBIA JOCTYI CyOBEKTa K COOCTBEHHOH MEHTAIBHOW KHU3HH, TaK
Ha3bIBACMYIO TMICPCIOCKTHUBY MNEPBOIro JiKMIA, HWHTCIUICKTYaJIbHYIO 4YCCT-
HOCTb, & TAK)K€ COOTHECEHHOCTD C PEJIMI'MO3HOI NCTHHOM.

K YEMY K€ IMPUBECIIO BBIIICYKA3aHHOC Pa3IMuMC B CTPATETrUAX IMO3HA-
HUS (PU3UUECKOTO U MeHTaIpHOro? K cBOEro poja pacuieHeHUIO JKUBOTO
cyObeKTa Ha (PU3MUECKUI OPraHU3M, KOTOPBII N3ydaay MEIUINHA U IKC-
MepUMEHTAIBHOE €CTECTBO3HAHKME, U HAa MHTEJUIEKTYaJbHYIO CYIIHOCTB,
WJIN JIMIHOCTh, C KOTOPOI MMENH JIeNI0 TaKk Ha3bIBaeMble CBOOOHbIC HC-
KyCCTBa U HayKH (TI03/{Hee TyMaHUTapHbIe HayKH ). MenuIuna, ciemays o/1-
HOH cTpaTeruu, Obljla HalleJIeHa Ha U3yYeHUE U JIeUeHUE (PU3MIECKOTO Te-
7a, QYHKIIMOHUPYIOUWIETO MO0 (PU3MYECKUM W OMOJIOTHYECKHM 3aKOHAM,
a cBOOOJTHBIE NCKYCCTBA M I'yMaHUTAPHBIE HAYKH, CII/TysI COBCEM JPYTroi
CTpaTernu, ObUTH MPU3BAHbI BOCIUTHIBATH AYITY, )KUBYIIYIO 110 HPaBCT-
BCHHBIM IMPUHIUIIAM.

S mpeanmarato 0003HAYUTH SMTUCTEMOJIOTHIO OOBEKTOB (PHU3NIECKOTO
Mupa (BKIIIOYasi TEJIECHOCTh YelIOBEKa) (-dMHUCTEMOJIOTHEH, a DIIUCTEMO-
JIOTHIO MEHTAJIBHBIX COOBITHH (TICHXUKH YEJIOBEKA) — M-3ITUCTEMOJIOTHEH.

I

K cepenune XX B. n3yueHue cyObEeKTHBHOCTH TIEPECTAET aBTOMATHU-
YEeCKH acCOLMHMPOBATHCS TOJBKO JIMIIBL C 3ITUCTEMOJIOTHEH MEHTaJIbHOTIO
(M-3mEICTEMOTIOTHEN), UT TIO3HAHUS IICUXUYECKOM KU3HU CyOBeKTa Ha-
YUHAIOT IPUMEHSTHCS IPUHIMIBI AIIUCTEMOJIOTUH (pu3ndeckoro ((-3mu-
CTEMOJIOTHH ). DTOT SMUCTEMOJIOTHUECKUI TIOBOPOT CBS3aH C HATIPABJICHHU-
€M B IICUXOJIOTHUH, TOJYYHUBIIUM HAUMCHOBAHUEC 6I/IXCBI/IOPI/I3M3, OCHOBBI
KOTOPOT0 OBUIN 3aJI0)KEHBI aMEPHKAaHCKUM 1cuxosiorom b.®d. Ckunnepom
(cwm., mampumep: [Skinner, 1953]). BuxeBHOPHUCTHI cTaN ITEPBBHIMHE IICHXO-
JIOraMH, IporpamMMa KOTOPBIX COCTOSIIa B TOM, YTOOBI OOBSICHUTD IICHXH-
YECKYI0 JKH3Hb, PYKOBOJCTBYSCH MPUHIHIAMH ()-3IHCTEMOJIOTHH, yC-
MEUIHO MPUMEHACMBIMU JIsI HAYYHOI'O ITO3HAHUA PA3JIMYHBIX (beHOMeHOB
IPUPOJIB, He puberas K M-3nucteMoioruy. C TOUKN 3peHust OnXeBUOpH-
CTOB, 00BEKTHBHO, TaK CKa3aTbh, U3 MEPCIIEKTUBBI TPETHETO JINIA, MOYKHO
HaOJII01aTh JIMIIB 32 TIOBEJICHUEM CYILECTBA, 00JI1a/IAt0IIEero ICUXUYECKOM
Ku3HBI0. COOTBETCTBEHHO JIFOOBIC THITOTE3BI M SKCIICPUMEHTEI B 00J1aCTH
TNCUXOJIOTMH U U3YUYCHUA Cy6'I)CKTI/IBHOCTI/I, €CJIM OHU MPECTECHAYIOT HA Ha-
YUHBIH CTaTyC, IOJKHBI KOPPEINPOBATH C TAKOTO POJia HAOIIOACHUSIMU 32
YEIIOBEUECKUM ITOBEICHIEM.
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[TpencraBbre cede, 4TO BBl HAXOANUTECH B LIUPKE, TJIE TIEpe]] BAMH BbI-
CTyHaeT M3BECTHbIH (DOKYCHHUK, JOCTAIONIMH W3 YEPHOTO SIIIMKA OJIMH 32
OJTHMM KaKHe-TO MPEIMEThI, KOTOPbIE TPOCTO HE MOTJIM TaM OKa3aThes,
MIOCKOJIBKY 3TO ITPOTHBOPEUHT 3aKoHaM (przmku. Kakue y Bac MOTyT OBITh
BapuaHThl y3HATh YCTPOMCTBO YepHOro smmka? Bel Moxere mpenrosno-
JKHTb, YTO YEPHBIN SIIMK (OKYCHHKA IIPEJCTaBISIET COO0Il aHOMAIHIO,
JICUCTBYIOIIYIO 110 0COOBIM (pU3MYECKUM 3aKoHaM. Ho 3To Bpsi i mipo-
JBHHET BaC B 00BSICHEHNH YCTPOHCTBA YEPHOTO SAMHKKa. Bl MOXkeTe 1moso-
KHUTBCSI HA PAcCcKas3bl (POKYCHHKA, OIUCHIBAIOLIETO TO, KaK YCTPOCH €ro
YepHbIH suuK. OJTHAKO BPSI JIM CTOUT OXKHIATH, YTO (POKYCHUK JICHCTBH-
TEJILHO PaCKpOET BaM CEKPEThl YCTPOWCTBA CBOCTO MAarMyecKoro sKa.
IMocemrast ogHO NpeacTaBiaeHne (POKYCHUKA 3a IPYTUM, BbI TAK)KE MOXKETE
BBICTPOUTH CBOETO poja MH(OJIOTHIO YEPHOTO SIIUKA, BEISIBUTH ONPEZe-
JICHHBIC 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH ITOSIBJICHUSI TIPEIMETOB U3 HETO M JJa’ke 00BsiC-
HUTb T€ ClIy4ad, KOrja OT/CJbHbIC BalllM MpPEACKa3aHHs He COBIBAIOTCH.
Bce pa3BuThie BaMH TEOPETHUECKHE KOHCTPYKTBI Oy Iy T pPa3BOpaunBaThCs
B paMKax M-3MHUCTEMOJIOTHH. J{JIs1 TOTO YTOOBI BBICTPOHUTH X B TApaaAnrMe
(b-3nHMCTEMOIOT NN, HEOOXOMMO CMEHUTh YCTAHOBKY M NEPEKITIOYUTHCS
Ha TaKoe ONMCAaHUE HCKOMOTO (PeHOMEHa, KOTOPOE CMOXKET OOBSICHUTD €ro
UCKJIIOYHUTENLHO B TEPMUHAX (PU3HUecKrX cOObITHI. OOBSICHUTH (heHOMEH
YEepHOTO SIHKA B paMKax (p-3IHCTEMOIOTUH OyIeT paBHO3HAYHO CITOCO0-
HOCTH IOBTOPHUTH TOT WM HHOM (pokyc camomy. Ho kak 310 crenats? [ 'py-
60 roBops, MpeATI0KEHHAs OMXEBUOPU3MOM CTPATETHsI COCTOSIIA B TOM,
4TOOBI OTBECTH B3IJISI] OT YEPHOT'O SIIIMKA U BHUMATEIIBHO CIIEANTD 32 10-
BeJICHHEM caMoro (poKyCHHKa, AeTallbHO (BUKCUPYsI BCE ero (pu3nYecKrue
JBIKCHUS, @ 3aTEM HAyUUThCS COMIOCTABIIATh X C TeMH (PU3HUECKUMU 3(h-
(heKTaMu, KOTOPBIE ACCOLMHUPYIOTCS y HAC C SIBICHUSMH U3 YEPHOTO SN~
ka. VlHpIMHK citoBaMu, OMXEBUOPU3M IIPEJIOKIIT TIEPEBECTH B3I C Ca-
MHUX MEHTJIbHBIX COOBITHI Ha T€ (PU3UUECKHE MTPOSIBICHUS, KOTOPbIE KOP-
penupyIOT ¢ HUMH B (huzuueckoi peanbHocTH. [Iporpamma 6uxeBnopusma
cTaJjia CBOET0 poja MEHHCTPIMOM B 00J1aCTH HAYK O IICUXHUKE B XX B.

JIpyruM rocrio/ICTBYIOIMM TEYEHHEM B H3yUCHUU ICUXUIECKON KH3-
HU B XX B. MOXKHO cuuTaTh ppeiian3M. OiHaKo, Kak HEOJHOKPATHO CIIpa-
BeTMBO 3amedai ¢punocod Hayku K. Tlonmep, Teopuro 3. dpeiina Hemb3s
CYHATATh HAYYHOH B MTOTHOIIEHHOM CMBICTE 3TOro cioBa [Popper, 1972].
[Tpru4nHO¥ 3TOTO CITYKUT CBOETO poJia BeesiiHOCTh (dpeiinu3ma. [Tox Bee-
SITHOCTBIO MMeeTCsl B BUy uepTa Teopun dpeliga o6patuts 11060t paxr,
€ IIEPBOro B3IVIsL1a IPOTUBOPEUYALIMM 3TOM TEOPUH, B CBOIO 10Jb3Y. Teo-
pHsl BCesHA, KOTJAa HET HUKAKOW BO3MOXKHOCTH HPOBEPUTH €€ MCTUH-
HOCTb, OCKOJIBbKY HEJIb3s1 c(hOPMYIIMPOBATH TAKYIO THITOTE3Y, KOTOpast JIH-
00 MOATBEPIUT, JINOO ONMPOBEPTHET LIEHTPAIBbHBIE MOJI0XKEHHS 3TOH Teo-
pun. Elrie o/1HO# mosry4mBIed MMPOKYIO U3BECTHOCTD TEOPUEH CO3HAHMS,
COS}IaHHOﬁ B paMKax M-DIIUCTEMOJIOTHH, MOXHO CUUTAThH (beHOMeHOJ'IO-
ruto O. ['yccepist. Ee cozmatento yaanoch JoOUTCS HEBEPOSITHBIX PE3YIIb-
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TaTOB, MOJIB3YSCh UCKIIIOYNTEIIHLHO METOIOM CaMOHAOIIOIeHUs U pediiek-
cun. Ecnu 6uxeBuopusm ctain B XX B. TOCHOJCTBYIOLIEH MapaanrMoit
UCCJIC/IOBAHUS TICMXUKH B paMKax (-3MHCTEMOJIOTHH, TO ICUXOAHAIHN3
U (CHOMEHOJIOTHIO MOYKHO CUHMTaTh M3BECTHBIMH METOJAMM H3y4YECHUS
MICUXHKH, ¢(hOPMYJIUPOBAHHBIMU B PAMKaX M-3IHCTEMOJIOTHH.

Bwmecre ¢ Tem, ecii OKMHYTb OOILIMM B3IJISZIOM Pa3BUTHE HAyKH B
XX B., HEOOXOANMO OTMETHTH, YTO CO3HAHHE B TPAJAUIMOHHOM CMBICIIC
ATOTO CJIOBA, KAK COBOKYITHOCTh MEHTAJILHBIX COOBITHIA, TPUCYIIHUX OIpe-
JICIIEHHOMY HHIUBHTY, HE MOTJIO OBITH TPEIMETOM U3yUCHHS 1aXkKe B paM-
Kax OMxeBHOpH3Ma Kak Hay4dHOI rncuxosnoruu. Kak yxe ObUI0 OTMEUEHO,
OUXEBHOPH3M 3aHUMAJICSI TEMH ITPOIIECCAMH, KOTOPbIE MOXKHO OBLIO Ha-
6o1aTh 00BEKTUBHO, U3 MIEPCIIEKTHBBI TPETHETO JINIA, @ IMEHHO: ITOBe-
JIeHneM (BBIPDAXCHHBIM B OIPEAEICHHOHN IOCIIeI0BATEILHOCTH (H3HUC-
CKHX JICHCTBHI) CyIecTBa, 00J1aJaronero ncuxukoil. COOTBETCTBEHHO T
MIPOIIECCHI, KOTOPBIE MPOUCXOAT 10 MEPECEUCHHS CBOETO POJia IPAHHIIBI
UX BBIPKCHHUSI B IOBEJICHUH CYOBEKTa, HE ITOJUICKAIN U HE MOTJIH IO 1Ie-
JKaTh HUKAKOMY OOBbEKTUBHOMY H3YUYCHHIO (XOTSI, HY’)KHO OTMETUTh, OHU
MOTJIH OBITh PEKOHCTPYHPOBAHBI UCXOAA M3 TOTO, K KAKUM ITOBEJICHYE-
CKUM pEaKIUsIM, HaOMI0JaeMbIM B (DM3MUECKON pEaTbHOCTH, OHU PUBO-
JIAIT).

Taxoe n1atkoe MoJIOKEHUE ¢ N3YYEHHEM MEHTAJIBHBIX MPOIECCOB B
pamMkax (-3MHCTEMOJIOTHH (2 MMEHHO: OITOCPEIOBAHHOE HX U3YUYCHHUE Ye-
pe3 u3yueHe KOPPEIUpPYIOIIEro ¢ HUMHU MTOBECHNS) COXPAHSIIOCH BIIJIOTh
JI0 MOSIBJIEHMSI B ITOCIeAHEN yeTBepTH XX B. HOBOI'O HAyYHOTI'O HaIlpaBJie-
HUSI, TIOJyYMBIIETO HAaHMMEHOBAaHHE HelpoHayku. OcHOBaTeneM HEHpo-
HayKH CUMTAIOT MCIAHCKOTO yUeHOTo W (hu3mosora, saypeata Hobemnes-
ckoil npemun 1o meaunuHe Cantesaro Pamona-u-Kaxana. iMenHo oH eme
B Havase XX B. 6Jarogapsi CBOMM KpPOITOTJIMBBIM HaOJIOJJCHUSIM BBIIBU-
HYJI OJTHY BaXXHYIO TUIIOTE3Y, 3aJI0KUBIIYIO B JaJbHENIIEM HOBYIO Mapa-
JIMTMY B TIOHUMaHHUU paboTHI HAIeH TICHXMYecKoi sku3Hu [Ramon y Cajal,
1906]. C ero To4kH 3peHUsI, HEPBHBIE KIETKH HE COEAMHEHBI APYT C JpY-
TOM HEIOCPEJCTBEHHO, a Pa3/IeJeHbI IPOMEXKYTKaMHU, ITyCTh U HEBUAUMBI-
MU JIIs1 HEBOOPY’KEHHOTO B3IJI/1a YeJI0OBEKa, KOTOPbIE BIOCIEACTBUH MO~
JYy4YHIIM HAUMEHOBAaHUE CUHAIICOB. BaxkHOE CIIeICTBHUE, KOTOPOE BBITEKAIO
13 5TOW I'MIIOTE3bl, MOJYYMBIIEH 3aT€M IOATBEPKIEHUE, 3aKIH0YaIOCh
B TOM, YTO HEpBHAsl CUCTEMa )KMBOTO CYIECTBA HE MOXKET CUMTATHCS Me-
XaHU3MOM B TPAIMIHOHHOM MOHHUMAHHM 3TOTO cioBa. /Iyt TOro 4ro0s!
CHTHAJ OT OJHOM HEpPBHOH KJIETKH IepemeN K ApPYyrou, Tpedyercs: psn
CJIO>KHBIX JIEKTPOXUMHUUYECKUX MpoLeccoB. MHbIMU clioBaMu, Aaxe eciIu
TEJIO XKHUBOTO CYILECTBA €CThb MEXaHMU3M, TO 3TOT MEXAHU3M YCTPOEH Ha-
CTOJILKO MHOTOCJIOXKHBIM 00pa3oM, YTO OH HE MOXET OBITh OOBSICHEH
(usnueckuMu 3aKoHaMu 6a3oBoro (repBoro) ypoBHsi. J{is oObscHeHuUs
paboThl HEPBHBIX KIETOK TPeOyeTcsi 3aKOHOJATENILCTBO CIIEAYIOLIEr0
(BTOpPOTO) YPOBHS, 2 UMEHHO 3aKOHBI Onosoruu. Mues Pamona-u-Kaxana
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3aKJIF0Yallach B TOM, 4TO, JIOCTUTHYB OIPEEJICHHOTO YPOBHS CIIOKHOCTH,
B opraHu3Me (QOpMUPYETCS Takas aKTHUBHOCTb HEPBHOHM CHCTEMbI (HEM-
POHHAs CeTh), 00BACHEHNE KOTOPOH TpeOyeT 4ero-To OOIBIIEro, HeXKen
3HaHMS 0a30BBIX (PU3MYECKUX 3aKOHOB, — TpeOyeTCs! 3HAaHNE 3aKOHOB pa-
0O0TbI BCeil HEPBHOM CHCTEMbI OPraHU3Ma, U3yYEHUEM KOTOPBIX JOJDKHA
3aHUMAThCA OTACJIbHAsA JUCLHUIIJIMHA — HeﬁpOHayKa.

TexHn4yeckne BO3MOKHOCTH COBPEMEHHOW HEHpPOHAYKH IO3BOJIMIIN
HaOMonaTh U (UKCUPOBATH TPOLECCHI, TIPOUCXOISIINE B MO3I€ YKHBBIX
CyIecTB, 6€3 HeMmoCpeJCTBEHHOTO (MHBAa3WBHOTO) BMEIIATENILCTBA B €0
paborty. bobiie Toro, COBpeMEHHbIE TEXHUYECKNE METO bl HAOI0ICHHS
1 UKCAIMN CIOKHBIX (PU3UIECKUX MPOLECCOB, MPOUCXOIAIINX B MO3TE,
TIOJJHSITM BOTIPOC O CO3HAHMHU M MEHTAJIEHOM MHpPE Ha COBEPILCHHO MHOMH
ypoBeHb. OTHbIHE ITpo0IieMa Co3HaHUs 00pelia MOJIHOE ITPaBO BOMTH B J10-
MEH HAay4HOT'O HCCIIEIOBAaHMSA B paMKax ()-3MHCTEMOJIOTHH, HOCKOIbKY
y4eHbIE TOJTyYHIIH BO3MOKHOCTD HE TOJIBKO TEOPETHUECKH PEKOHCTPYH-
POBaThH CIIOKHBIE ITPOIIECCH B MO3TE YEJIOBEKa, HO M HAOJIIOAATh 38 HUMH
B PE)KHME PEalIbHOTO BpeMeHH. PaHbIIle HayKa O ICUXUKE BHIHYKEeHa ObI-
Jla PYKOBOJICTBOBAThCS TOJILKO BEPOAJIbHBIMU OTYETAMH CYOBEKTa O MPo-
HCXO/AIIEM B €r0 MEHTAJIHLHOM MHpE, a TAK)Ke HaOJIF0JaTh 3a ero (CyOBhek-
Ta) MOBE/ICHUCCKUMH PEAKLMsIMU, TETEPh JK€ B €€ apceHase IOSIBHICS
Ba)KHEHIIMH JIOTIOJTHUTENILHBIA ypOBEHb HAOIIOCHUST — HAOIOIeHHE 32
(U3MUECKUMH TIPOIIECCaMu, MPOUCXOAAIIMME B ero mo3sre. Bocrosb3y-
eMcsl eIle pa3 NMPHUBEACHHON BbINIE aHAIOTHEH ¢ (DOKYCHHKOM B IHPKE:
Onarogapst HOBEHIINM TEXHOJIOTHSAM Y YUCHBIX MOSBHIACH BO3MO)KHOCTD
Kak Obl B PEHTTCHOBCKHUX JIy4ax HaOJIIOAaTh 32 TEM, YTO POUCXO/IHT B Ca-
MOM HYEPHOM siliiKe. be3ycioBHO, «pEeHTIEHOBCKHI) B3IJISL] caM 110 cede
HE B COCTOSTHIHN PACKpPBITh BCEX CEKPETOB (POKYCHHUKA, OJTHAKO OH ITO3BOJIS-
€T MPUOIU3UTHCS K IOHUMAHUIO TOTO, YTO JieNaeT (POKYCHHK, 9YTOOBI TOT
WM MHOU (OKYC yIajcs.

111

DyH1aMeHTaJIbHBII BOIPOC, KOTOPHII B HAILLIU AHU CTOUT Ha IIOBECTKE
JIHS1, 3aKJIF0YAETCS B TOM, BO3MOKHO JIU C [IOMOUIbIO HEHPOHAYKHU B PAMKaX
(b-3nHMCTEMOIOTHN O0BSICHUTD, YTO TAKOE CO3HAHME, JHOO0 Ke ISl ITOTO
TpeOyeTcst OT/eNIbHAs Hay4YHAas AUCIUIUINHA (JUCHUIUINHA HOBOTO ypOB-
HsT), KOTOpast, HE CBOAS CO3HAHME K (DYHKIIMOHUPOBAHHIO HEPBHBIX KIIETOK
(HelipoHOB) MO3Tra, OYIeT crocOOHa OOBSACHATH €To B MapagurMe ¢-3Iu-
CTEMOJIOTUHU. DTO CIOXKHBIN BOIPOC, KOTOPBIIL 5 CBA3BIBAIO C SIHCTEMOIIO-
THel CO3HAHUS BTOPOTO YPOBHS (YyTh MO3AHEE 5 BEPHYCh K STOMY) U Ha
KOTOPBII COBPEMEHHAs HayKa ITI0KA HE MOKET JAaTh OJHO3HAYHOIO OTBETA.
Bwmecte ¢ TeM cyIecTByeT HECKOIBKO O3HIUII 10 ’TOMY ITOBOJY B COBpPE-
MeHHOHU (uitocoduu cozHanusi. OHM TaKOBBI: SIMMHHATHBHBIN MaTepua-
JIU3M, IyaJii3M CBOWCTB, (PYHKIIMOHAIM3M U TaK Ha3bIBACMBbI HOBBIN MHUC-
TEPUAHU3M.
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DIUMUHATUBHBIA MaTepHaIu3M (MU STUMUHATUBU3M ) — 3TO Hay4YHast
porpamMmma, COrJlaCHO KOTOPOM HayKa O IICUXUKE J0JKHA OBbITh BBICTPOC-
Ha WCKIIOYUTENBHO Ha TMPUHIMIAX HEHpOHayKd (CM., HampUMep:
[Churchland, 1986]). Peus unet o cinexyromem. B xome cBoero pasBurus
YeJIOBEUYECTBOM OBbUIM BBIPAOOTAHBI ONPE/ICICHHBIE CIIOCOOBI OIMHMCAHMs
NCUXMYECKUX, WIN MEHTAIbHBIX, IPOIECCOB U cOObITHI. COBOKYITHOCTH
TaKOr0 Pojia OMHMCAHUH, UCCIIEI0BATEILCKUX MPAKTHK U BBICTPOCHHBIX C
WX ACIOJB30BAHNEM TEOPHH SITMMHHATHBHUCTHI MPEIIOKIIH 0003HAYNTH
TEPMHUHOM «HAPOIHAs IICUXOJIOTHsD (110 aHAJIOTHH C TaK Ha3bIBaeMOU Ha-
POJHOM MEIMIIMHOM — CBOETO POJia NPAKTHYECKUM 3HAHUEM 00 MCIOJIb30-
BaHMU TEX WM WHBIX NPUPOJHBIX CPEJCTB JJIsl JICUCHUs 3a00JieBaHUI
1 HEIYTOB, KOTOPOE BBIPAOATHIBAJIOCH B TEYCHHE MHOTHX THICSUCICTHIT
JIFOABMU, TIPOKIBAIOIIUMHE B OIIPEIeIEHHOM pernone). Kak coBpemenHas
MeJUIMHA He IMEeT HUYETro 00IIero ¢ HapoIHOIM MeTUIIMHOMN, TOCKOJIBKY
CTPOUTCSI HA HAYYHBIX OCHOBAHHMSIX, @ HE Ha OOBIJICHHBIX PEJICTABICHHSIX
Y TPAJIUIIMOHHBIX ITPAKTHUKAX 00XO0MKICHHUS C TEJIOM, TaK U Hay4uHas [ICHXO0-
JIOTHSI, FJTH HAyKa O CO3HAHHM, TOJDKHA OTOPOCUTH TEPMHHOIOTHIECKUN
ammapaT HapOJHOW TICHMXOJOTHH M OCYIIECTBHTH CBOCTO pOJa IIEPEBO
BCEX 3HAUYMMBIX KOHLICNTOB IICUXOJIOTHU Ha SI3bIK HEHpPOHAYKH, Y4TO JacT
BO3MOXKHOCTb HaOJII0/1aTh, TIPOBEPSITH U OIPOBEPraTh TUIIOTE3bI, T.€. pabo-
TaTh B paMkax (-snucreMonorun. [1o3uis 31MMUHATHBH3MA, KK MOXKHO
3aMETHTh, TOCTATOYHO paIUKaiibHa, MOCKOJIBKY OHA HE TPENIOIaraeT Cy-
[IECTBOBAHUS KAKHX-TO OCOOBIX MEHTAJIBHBIX MpoIreccoB. CymEeCTBYIOT
aumb (QU3nNYecKue, a BepHee, CI0KHBIC 3JIEKTPOXUMHUYECKUE TPOLECCH
B MO3T'€ YelIOBEKa, HeWPOHHBIE ITPOIIECCHI, KOTOPHIE U BITUCAHBI B €IUHYIO
(hM3MYeCKyI0 pearbHOCTh. Bee ocTampHOE — 3TO JWIIG HAIIH JOMBICHEI,
KOTOPBIM HET MECTa B HAYYHOH MICHXOJIOTHH. ATICJUTHPYS K HCTOPHH Hay-
KU, 3JITMMUHATHBHUCTHI YKa3bIBAIOT HA JIOCTATOYHOE YHCIIO IPUMEPOB, KO-
I71a TOT WJIK UHOM MPOIIECC, TI0Ka OH He OB TIOHST B paMKax (-dIHCTEMO-
JIOTHH, TIOHAYAITy TIOTy9all 0COOBIIl OHTOJIOTHUECKUIT CTaTyC, HO BIIOCIE/-
CTBUHM Onaromaps TIIATEIFHOMY HAyYHOMY W3YYCHHIO OTBEpracs.
JlocTaTo4HO HAITOMHUTE, 9TO Hayka HOBOTO BpeMeHHM 3asBIIsiia O CyIIeCT-
BOBaHUM 3(QHpa WM (QIOTHCTOHA KaK OCOOBIX MaTEepHUANIBHBIX CHIIAX
B TIPHPOJE, OJHAKO CITyCTSI BPEMs CTaJIO TIOHSTHO, YTO OHU OBUIM JIUIIbL
BBITyMKOH YY€HBIX, KOTOPbIE HE MOTJIN, MCTIOIb3Ysl IMEBIINICS B UX pac-
MOPSKEHUN KOHILIENTYalIbHbI U TEXHUYECKUH amnmapar, HallTu BepHOE
(usmueckoe o0bsicHeHNE psijia GU3NIECKUX (PEHOMEHOB.

HemHoOro viHyr0 MO3UIUI0 3aHUMAIOT (HHUIOCODBI-DUIUKATUCTBI, KO-
TOpBIC TPUACPKUBAIOTCS TEOPHH Iyaln3Ma CBOWUCTB (CM., HampUMep:
[Block, 2007]). OHu c4nTaIOT, 9YTO (PU3MUECKAs pEabHOCTh, OKa3aBIINCh
WJIN IOCTUTHYB OIPEJICIICHHOTO COCTOSHHS, MOXKET ITOPOXKIaTh Takue (u-
3MYECKHE CBOMCTBA (TaK Ha3bIBaeMbIe HMEPIUKEHTHBIE CBOIMCTBA), KOTO-
pble HENb3s MOJHOCTBIO PEAYLHPOBATh K MPEABIIYIINM €€ COCTOSHHUIM
KaK 3aMKHYTOH (pr3mdeckoii cucteMsl. IMEHHO TaKOBBI MEHTAIBHBIC ITPO-
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Liecchl B pupojie. B kauecTBe npumepa sMepKeHTHOT0 CBOWCTBA MOYKHO
MPUBECTU OITUCAHUE TOTI'O, KaK JIFOU YUaTCsd IJ1aBaTh. CHayaja BaM O4Y€Hb
JIOJITO KTO-TO OOBSICHSCT, KaK HY)KHO TTePEIBUTATHCS B BOJIE, ICPIKATh Ha-
KIIOH TeJa, IBUTAaTh PyKaMH W HOTAaMH, JeNaTh BIOX M BBIIOX, 3aICPIKU-
BaTh JbIXaHUE, U T.J. B mpuHIuIE M0100HOr0 posia HHCTPYKIMU MOTYT
6bIT]> JOCTATOYHO SACHO IPONHCAaHbI U Bbl B COCTOAHUUN Bbl3y6pl/ITb ux
" JaX€ CBIMUTHPOBATH, HAXOIJACh Ha CYyIIE. O}IHaKO CTOHUT BaM OKa3aThbCA
B BOJIE, KaK BBI, HECMOTPS HA BCE 3HAHUE U TPEHUPOBKY, MOXKETE YTOHYTh.
[Totomy 4TO MmIaBaTh — TO YTO-TO OOJIBINEE, HEKEITH COBOKYITHOCTh Me-
XaHUUYECKHX JIBI)KEHUH Pa3HBIMH YaCTSIMU TeJla B COOTBETCTBUH C OIIpeIie-
JICHHBIMU TIpaBUJIaAMHU. B »toM cmbIcne miiaBaHHE €CTh OMEPIKEHTHOC
CBOMCTBO, KOTOPOE Y KOTO-TO M3 MPOMHCTPYKTHPOBAHHBIX U HATPEHHUPO-
BaHHBIX Ha CYIIIC HHANBH/IOB, TOMEIICHHBIX B BOAY, MOXET BOSHUKHYTB, a
y KOro-TO HEeT. MOKHO Hay4YHThCs YAEP’KHBATHCS KAKOE-TO IPOJOIKH-
TEJIbHOE BpeMsl Ha IOBEPXHOCTH BOJIbI, COOIIO/IAst ONPEACICHHYIO TEXHH-
Ky JIBI/I)KCHI/Iﬁ TCJa, HO JIsA TOTO 4TOOBI YMETH IJIaBaTh B CTPOTOM CMBICJIE
9TOTO CJIOBA, TPeOyeTCs YTO-TO OOJIbIIee, a IMEHHO: CBOEOOpa3HOE TyB-
CTBO, HEKasi YBEPEHHOCTH BPO/IE TOM, KOT1a MBI TOBOpUM cebe: «Jla, s Mo-
ry 5To!» CTOPOHHHUKH Jyaji3Ma CBOWCTB MOJIATal0T, YTO JUIsi O0BSICHEHUS
MECHTAJIBHBIX q)eHOMeHOB HCT HYXKbI allICJUIMPOBATH K HE3aBUCHUMO CYIIIC-
CTBYIOIICH M AEHCTBYIOIIEH IO OCOOBIM 3aKOHAM MEHTAIBHOH CyOCTaH-
WU, paIUKAIFHO OTINIAONICHCS OT 00BEKTOB (PU3UIECKOTO MUPA; OHA-
KO B TO K€ CaMO€ BpeMsl OHH I10JIararoT, 4YTo He Bce CBOMCTBA (pr3nvecKux
00BEKTOB MOT'YT OBITh PEyIMPOBAHBI K 0a30BBIM (PM3MYECKUM 3aKOHAM.
B cnoHBIX OMOTOTHYECKUX CUCTEMAX B OHpelleHeHHBIﬁ MOMCHT HX pas-
BHTHS BO3HHUKAET HEUTO BPOZE (hakTopa ¢, KOTOPHIH MPOCTO HEBO3MOKHO
pa3iIokuTh Ha 6a30BBIe (hM3MYECKHe cocTaBisronue. boiee Toro, HeBO3-
MOXKHO 3apaHee IpeJicKa3arh MosBlIeHNne 9Toro dakropa. M3 1Byx oxnHa-
KOBO YCTPOCHHBIX (DM3MUYCCKUX CHCTEM OJHa MOXET 00JIaJaTh 3MEpI-
JKEHTHBIM CBOHCTBOM, WiIH @-(hakTopom, a apyras HeT. Hamie co3nanue
€CThb HE YTO WHOE, KaK TaKoi (-PakTop. DTO TOBOJIBHO AETHUKATHBIA MO-
MEHT, OT TOHUMAaHHsI KOTOPOT'O 3aBHCUT ITOHUMAaHKE TOT0, O YeM BOOOIIEe
TOBOPHT OJIHa YacTh (hritocooB, M3ydaroINX CO3HAHKE, U 32 YTO X KPH-
TUKYET Jipyras yacth GpuiaocooB, U3ydaroIux co3Hanue. Kak MoryT cy-
IIECTBOBATD JIBE OANHAKOBBIE (PH3NIECKHIE CHCTEMBI, B OJTHON U3 KOTOPBIX
BO3HUKACT ONPEACTICHHOE KaueCTBO ¢, a B APYToi — HeT? Eciu 1oy cTuTs,
YTO CYIIECTBYET TOJBKO OJMH MUP — MHUP (U3HMUYECKUX OOBEKTOB U IPO-
LIECCOB, & CTOPOHHUKH JlyaJIi3Ma CBOMCTB MPUACPIKHBAIOTCS TAKOH TOUKU
3pEHMSL, ¥ €CITH 3TOT (pr3ndecKuii MUpP (PYHKITHOHUPYET COTJIACHO MPUIHH-
HO-CJIEZICTBEHHBIM CBSI35IM, TO KpallHE CJIO0XHO HAMTH aJleKBaTHBIA OTBET
Ha [TOCTaBJICHHBIH BbIIIE BoNpoc. CTOPOHHUKH yaliu3Ma CBONHCTB Mojara-
IOT BO3MOXKHBIM OOOHTH 3Ty IpoOJIeMy MOCPEICTBOM IMOCTYJIMPOBAHUS
CBOETO POJIa OHTOJIOTHH, (DaKTa JAHHOCTH, HO HE IBYX HE3aBUCHUMBIX JIPyT
OT Jpyra cyOcTaHIMH, a OTHON (PU3UIECKON CyOCTaHINH, 00Iagaromeit
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JIOTIOJTHUTEJIBHBIM (DyHJAMEHTAIBHBIM CBOHCTBOM — (-(hakTopoM. Cpas-
HUTE JICTAILINA B HEOC CaMOJICT M MapsIlylo B HeOe nTuily. Bo3mMoxHO,
C adPOAMHAMHYECKON TOUKH 3PEHHMS, MPOIecC UX moiera cxox. OmxHako
B OTJIMYHME OT CAMOJIETA IITUIIA B U3BECTHOM CMBICIIE «IyBCTBYET» CBOM IO~
JIeT, YyBCTBYET, UTO TAKOE JICTaTh. Jla)ke eclii B HelalleKoM OyayIleM Hawi-
JIETCSl yMellell, KOTOPBI CMOXKET U3rOTOBUTH TAKOW COBEPIICHHBIN B Me-
XaHUYECKOM OTHOIIIEHUH JE€TaTEIbHBIN arrmapar, KOTOpBIﬁ 6y}1€T B TOYHO-
CTH TIOXO0X Ha MITHUILY, ¥ BHEITHUN HAOIFOaTeIh HE CMOYKET OTIHMIUTH €T0
OT ITHIIBL, TEM HE MeHee (yHIaMEHTAIbHOE OTIIMIHE MEKIY HUMU OyIeT
COCTOSITH B TOM, YTO HACTOSIIAsI IITUIIA OYAET 00J1a/1aTh Y)KE YITOMSHYTHIM
YyThEM I10JIeTa B OTJIMYUE OT €e MEXaHM4YeCKOro ay0iuKkara. DTo 4yThe
OTHIOBI U €CTh JOMOJHHUTEIBHOE AIMEPKCHTHOE CBOWHCTBO, HMCKOMBII
¢-(hakxTop, KOTOPEIH, IPaB/Ia, JTUIITH OHTOIOTHIECKHU MTOCTYIUPYETCS H TI0-
3TOMY TpeOyeT CBOET0 HaydHO-(PHIOCOPCKOT0 00BSICHEHUS.

Eure onna dunocodekas mo3umust o ykazaHHoM npobiieMe — Tak Ha-
3pIBaeMbIi (pyHKIMOHAMN3M (cM., Hanpumep: [Fodor, 1981]). @ynkmmo-
HAJIM3M TECHO CBSI3aH C HJeC MHOXECTBEHHOHN pean3alluil OJHOM U TOM
e (PYHKIMH Ha pa3HbIX MaTepPHAIBHBIX HOCUTENSX. JlOIyCTHM, BBl XOTH-
T€ Y3HaTh, CKOJIbKO OyJIeT TpH ILTtOC JBa. J{JIsl 5TOr0o BbI MOXKETE UCIIOJIB30-
BaTh JABa KaMHA CCPOro IBETA U TPU PA3SHOUBETHBLIX KaMHA, MOXKETEC HC-
TIOJIF30BATh /IBa KAMHS U TPH KOIIKH, MOYKETE MCIIOJIF30BaTh JCPEBIHHBIC
CYETHI, a MOXKETE KapMaHHBIA KAJBKYJIATOP WIM COBPEMEHHBIH iphone.
UYem ObI BbI HU BOCIIOJIB30BAJINCH, B PE3YJILTATE ONIEPAIIMH ITOJIyYHTCS YUC-
70 1sith. Ho mpu 4yem 31eck coznanue? Jleno B TOM, 4TO, C TOYKH 3PEHHUS
(hyHKIIMOHATMCTOB, paboTa CO3HAHUS — 3TO COBOKYITHOCTBH PEaN3allui
ompeneneHHbIX (yHKIHNA. Bonmpoc 0 KOHKpETHOM MaTepHaTbHOM HOCHTE-
JIe JUIsl peasiu3anny 3THX QYHKINH Kak Obl BBIHOCUTCS 32 CKOOKH. MMeercst
B BuAy cieayromniee. CoObITHE X MOXKET OBITH ONPE/IENICHO KaK B TEPMUHAX
MaTepualibHbIX NPUYUH, TaK U NPUYUH (QYHKIMOHAIBHBIX. DTO 3HAYMT,
YTO COOBITHE X COBIBAETCS B TOT MOMEHT, KOT/Ia JIJIsl TOT'O BBIITOJTHEH PSIIT
ycroBwid. TPIOK COCTOHT B TOM, UTO ATH YCIIOBHS MOT'YT OBITH BBITIOTHECHBI
Ha Pa3HBIX MaTEPHAIBHBIX HOCHTEIISIX WM B Pa3HBIX MaT€PHAIBHBIX CHC-
temax. OJlHa U Ta Ke oreparysi MOXKeT ObITh pean30BaHa Kak B CHCTEME
Windows, Tak u B cucteme Linux, HECMOTpsI Ha TO YTO 3TO pa3HbIE SI3bIKN
MIPOTPAMMHUPOBAHUS M YTO OIHA OIIEPAIHsl BHITIOIHACTCS Ha CTAI[OHAp-
HOM KomitstoTepe pupmer Hewlett Packard, a npyrast — Ha mopratuBHOM
KOMITbIOTEpE OT Kopropauuu Apple. MatepuanbHas cocTaBisomas He
OIpe/iesisieT NpaBUil peai3alui caMoi (YHKIHUH, BepHEE, CYIECTBYET
MHOYKECTBO MaTEPHUATBbHBIX CHCTEM, HAa KOTOPHIX Ta WIH WHAs (PYHKITHSL
MOJKET OBITh UCTONHEHA. TakuM 00pa3oM, (PYHKIIMOHAIUCTHI MOJArakoT,
YTO MEHTAJIbHBIE COOBITHSI MOTYT PEajM30BBIBATHCSI HA Pa3HBIX MaTepH-
IBHBIX HOCHUTEISIX (B TOM YHCIE, HO HE HCKIIOYMTENILHO, Ha HEHpPOH-
HbIX!). COOTBETCTBEHHO OHHU OTKA3bIBAIOTCS PEIYIIUPOBATH PAOOTY CO3HA-
HUS K (QYHKIMOHWPOBAHUIO HEHPOHOB B MO3Te, MOCKOJBKY ITOCIEIHUI



O ABYX YPOBHAX AMNCTEMOJIOrMN CO3HAHUA

IIpeCTaBIsIeT COOO0H JIUIITB 0JIMH U3 00Pa3I0B MaTEepUAILHOM CUCTEMBI, HA
KOTOPO# BOBMOXKHO pasbirparh padoTy co3HaHust. DYHKIMOHAINCTHI OTKa-
3BIBAIOTCSI OMMCBHIBATH PA0OTY MHTEIJIEKTA B TEPMUHAX IIPHUHMHHO-CIIE/ICT-
BEHHBIX CBS3€H, IOCTPOCHHBIX Ha aHAJIM3€ PAOOTHI HEHPOONOIOTHIECKIX
MeXaHU3MOB Mo3ra. OHHU IIPEANIOYUTAIOT ONMCHIBATH KOTHUTHBHBIE (DYHK-
LMY BHE UX CBSI3KH C HEHPOOUOIOTHCH.

[Tocnennee u3 HanboIee N3BECTHRIX HATIPABJICHUH B HOBEHIIICH (ITo-
co(uy CO3HAHMUS — ITO TaK Ha3bIBAEMBIN HOBBIM MUCTEPUAHHU3M, KOTOPBIH
MPEJCTABISICT OO0 COBPEMEHHYIO (pOPMY arHocTuim3Ma (yueHus O He-
JOCTaTOYHOCTH UMEIOIINXCS B HAIIEM apceHase CiocOOHOCTEH IS afiek-
BaTHOTO MO3HAHUS PeaTbHOCTH). MUCTEpHAHIBI, Oyaydn (pH3UKaIUCTa-
MH, T.€. IPU3HABasi CO3HAHWE YACTHIO TPHPOJIBI, MOJIAraloT, YTO BOIPOC
0 TOM, YTO OHO TaKO€, B TIPHHIIUIIC HE MOYXET OBITH PEIICH B CHITY OTPaHH-
YCHHOCTH TEX MMO3HABATEIBHBIX CPEICTB, KOTOPBIC MPUCYIIIX Hamiei (Gop-
Me HHTeIUIeKTa (M., Harpumep: [McGinn, 1999]). laxe ecnu HelipoHay-
Ke B Oy/yIieM 1 yAacTcs MPOCIEANTH Bee 0e3 NCKITIOUCHUS CBSI3U HEHpo-
HOB JIPYT C JIPYyI'OM B MO3I€ TOT'O MJIM MHOTO YEJIOBEYECKOro MHAMBHUJIA
(HarmoMHI0, 4TO B Mo3re okosio 100 MuymnapioB HEHPOHOB U KaXIbIH 13
HUX MOXKET BCTYIaTh B CBOEro poxa kommyHuKaruio ¢ 10 000 coceqamx
HEHPOHOB), OHA HE CMOXKET IIOJIHOLIEHHO OTBETHTH HA BOIIPOC O TOM, ITOYe-
MY M KaK y HEro BO3HHUKJIO CO3HaHHeE. /lesio B TOM, 4TO HelpoHayKa B CO-
CTOSTHMM YCTAHOBHTH OIPEJIENICHHBIE KOPPEISLIUKI MEX Ly paboToi co3Ha-
HUSI ¥ paboOTOIl MO3Ta, HO HE B COCTOSIHUHM BBISIBUTH MPHYHMHHO-CIIEJICT-
BEHHYIO CBSI3b, IIOCKOJIBKY JIUISL 3TOTO TPEOyeTCsl ObITh METa-CyIIECTBOM,
oOagaromuM Meta-co3HaHueM. OTKPBITHE U JIETAIBHOE OIMCaHue Her-
POHHOTO KOppECiIATa CO3HAHUA, C TOYKU 3PCHUA MUCTCPUAHLECB, HC JAaCT
OTBETA Ha BOIPOC O TOM, IIOUEMY U KOT'/Ia CO3HAHUE BO3HHKIIO, @ TAKXKE Ka-
KOBO €T0 MECTO B ITPUPOJIE.

v

XoTsl BCe BBINICYKa3aHHbIC TIO3UIIUU B COBPEMEHHOM (rtocoduu co3-
HaHU [IOCTYJIUPYIOT CBOIO IPUBEPIKEHHOCTD (PU3UKATMCTCKON YCTaHOBKE
((p-smrcTemMonornm), BaYKHBIM TIPEICTABISETCS BOIIPOC O TOM, KAKOB TOT
TUI (PU3UKAITM3MA, KOTOPOTo KaKAash U3 yKa3aHHBIX TO3UINH TPHUAEPKH-
BaeTcsl. IMEHHO B 9TOM sl BHXKY DITUCTEMOJIOTHUECKYIO TIPOOIeMy CO3Ha-
HUS BTOPOTO ypoBHs. PaccMoTpuM 3TOT ypoBeHs Ooiiee moapoOHO.

Kak MMEHHO CO3HaHHUE BIUCAHO B SANHYIO (PH3UYCCKYIO PeaIbHOCTh?
Moii oTBET Ha 3TOT BOIPOC, €CJI c(hOPMYJIMPOBATH €TI0 MPEIEIILHO KpaT-
KO, 3aKJIF0YaeTCsI B TE3UCE O HEOOPATUMOCTH CO3HAHMS. DTOT TE3UC 03HA-
YaeT, YTo B CIydae CO3HAHMS MBI HIMEEM JeJI0 ¢ (PAaKTOM TaKOH CTPYKTYp-
HOI opraHu3anuy GU3MYECKON PeasbHOCTH, KOTOPBIH HEBO3MOYKHO CBe-
CTH K 0a30BBbIM (PU3MYECKUM CHJIaM, Ha CETOJHSIIHUN JIeHb N3BECTHBIM
HayKe, — CHJIbHOH, ¢71a00i, 3JIEKTPOMArHUTHOM 1 IPaBUTAIIMOHHOMY B3au-
MOZAEHCTBHIO. 5] CTOPOHHUK TaK Ha3bIBAEMOT'O HEPEIyKTUBHOTO (hU3MKa-
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JM3Ma, WJIH, KakK s Ipejylarao 3To 0003Ha4aTh, H-9IHCTEMOJIOTHU CO3Ha-
Hus. [TonpoOyro mposicHUTE, 4TO 3TO 03Ha4yaeT. CyIiecTBYIOT pa3IuyHbIe
C1oco0BI 00BACHEHHS PA3HOPOIHBIX (PCHOMEHOB, KOTOPBIC HEJB3S ITyTaTh
Meskay coboit. [IpeacraBpre cebe Mup, B KOTOPOM COCTaBIIsIFOIINE €To (e-
HOMEHBI KaK Obl pa30pocaHbl 110 Pa3IMYHBIM 3TAXKaM OJIHOI'O U TOTO Ke
3J1aHUAA. HeCMOTpSI Ha €AUHCTBO 3JaHus B IEJIOM U HCBO3MOKHOCTD CYIIC-
CTBOBAHUS KQXK/IOT0 MOCJIEAYIOMIETO dTaXka 3/1aHus 0e3 HATHUUS TIPeJIbl-
JYIIEro, KaKAblii U3 HUX CIIPOCKTHPOBAH U (DYHKIMOHHUPYET IO CBOMM
COOCTBEHHBIM IpaBHIaM. JTO 03HAYALT, YTO JUISI OOBSICHEHNS! KOHKPETHO-
ro (peHOMEHA, HAXOSIIETOCs, CKayKeM, Ha TPEThEM dTaxKe, HaM NoTpely-
eTcst 00paTUTHCS K TIPaBHIIaM, O KOTOPHIM (pYHKIIMOHUPYET UMEHHO Tpe-
THUM 3T 37]aHUs1, @ HE BTOPOM WU NepBbIi. JlomycTuM anee, 4To B TAKOM
THITOTETHYECKOM MHUpE Ha IIEPBOM 3TaXe UTrparoT B (yTOOI, HA BTOPOM

B OpH/DK, Ha TPEThEM B IIAXMaThl, @ HA YETBEPTOM B KOMITBIOTEPHYIO
CTpareruio. XoTsl OHTOJOIMYEeCKH B 3TOM THMIIOTETHYECKOM MHUpPE Hrpa
B IIIaXMaThl Oy/I€T OCHOBBIBATLCS HA UrPe B OpUHK U B (yTOOII (TIOCKOJIb-
Ky, KaK y’ke ObIJIIO CKa3aHO, OHH COCTABJISIFOT ITPEABIIYIINE 3TaKH 31aHHA),
SMHUCTEMOJIOTHIECKH y HAC He OyIeT BO3MOXXHOCTH OOBSCHUTH X0/1 KOHEM
G1-F3, anennupyst K nmpaBuwiam urpsl B (yTOO0II Ha IIEPBOM dTaXke, K Ipa-
BWJIAM UTPBI B OPH/K Ha BTOPOM HJIHM IIPaBHJIaM KOMIBIOTEPHON CUMYJIsi-
IIUM Ha YETBEPTOM dTaxke 37aHusA. O4eHb orpyOssis U ymporias, CKaxy,
YTO PEATBHOCTD MPEJICTABIACTCS MHE ITOJOOHOTO pPOJia YETHIPEXITAKHBIM
3nanueM. IlpaBuia urpsl mepBoro staxka onpenenstorcs JleiOHuIeBbIM
MIPOTOBOIIPOCOM O TOM, IT0YEMY BOOOIIE CYIIECTBYET HEUYTO, a HE HUYTO.
Ha BTOpOM 3Take 311aHMsI TOCIIOACTBYIOT 3aKOHBI, 10 KOTOPBIM (DYHKIIHO-
HHUPYIOT OpraHndeckue coznanus. Ha TpeTbem 3Take ycTaHOBIICHBI IPHH-
U] CYIIECTBOBAHMSI CO3HAIONINX OPraHU3MOB. Ha geTBepTOM *Ke aTake
3[JaHUSI CO3HAIOIINE OPraHMYECKUE CYLIECTBA MBITAIOTCS CKAIBKYJIHPO-
BaTh MMPaBUJIA JJIsl HICKYCCTBEHHOTO MHTEIUIEKTa. boiee Toro, eme He n3-
BECTHO, He OyJIeT JIU B 3JlaHUU KOT/Ia-TO HAJICTPOCH KaKOH-TO HOBBIN ATaX
WJIN JTa’kKe HECKOJIbKO. VITak, 371aHue B IIETIOM MPEJCTaBIIsET COO0I CIoX-
HyI0 (pM3HMYecKyio cucTeMy 1 B IaHHBIH KOHKPETHBIH MOMEHT MBI HE B CO-
CTOSIHMHM TIOJIHOCTBIO PEAyLHpoBaTh (0OpaTHTh) KHMOEPHETHKY K HayKe
0 CO3HaHMH, KOTOPYIO B CBOIO OYepe/lb HEBO3MOKHO CBECTH K OMOJIOTHH,
a TIOCIIeTHIO0 K (pr3nke. BOT B KakoM cMbICIIe sl TOBOPIO O HEOOPATHMOCTH
CO3HAHMA Kak (peHOMEHE NMpHUpoabl. VIHBIMM cIOBaMH, 51 TOHHUMAIO IOJ
CO3HAHMEM TaKOW OMOJIOrnYecKuil (peHOMEH, KOTOPBIH SMHCTEMOIIOTnYe-
CKH HEBO3MOXKHO ITOJTHOCTBIO CBECTH K YHCTO OMOJIOIMYECKUM MEXaHU3-
MaM HECMOTpPSA Ha TO, YTO OHTOJIOTHYCCKHU OTOT MEXAHU3M SABJIACTCA
4acThI0 (PU3NIECKOTO MUpa (MHpa MIPHPOSIHI).

[Tonb3ysich BBIICNPUBEICHHONW aHAJIOTHEH C YETHIPEX3TaKHBIM 3/1a-
HHEM, 51 IPOJICMOHCTPHUPYIO ¥ TOUKY 3PEHHUS PEAYKTHBHOTO (DU3MKAIH3MA,
KOTOPYIO 51 HA3BIBAIO P-3MUCTEMOJIOTHEN (M HE pa3/ieysio), COTJIaCHO KOTO-
poii Bce CyIIECTBYIOIIEE MOKHO OOBSICHUTH (peaylnpoBaTh) K 0a30BBIM
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¢dusnyeckuM npuHIKMNaM. PenyKTHBHBIC (PU3UKATUCTHI I10JIAratoT, YTO Ha
BCEX YETHIPEX dTAXKAX 3MaHUA 3aJaHbl OJHU U TEC K€ IpaBujia UI'PbI. Cka-
JKeM, Ha TIEPBOM 3Ta)ke UTPAIOT B ABOPOBOH (hyTOOI, BTOPOIi 3TaX mpen-
cTaBisieT co0oii pyTOOIBEHOE TToNTe B (hOpMe CTaTNOHA, TPETHH ITaX OTBE-
JICH T10J1 KOMIIBIOTEPHYIO CUMYJISILIUIO (PyTOOIIA, @ 4eTBEPTHIN — IOJ] ceTe-
ByIO Urpy B (pyTOON NBYX Wi Oojiee KOMITBIOTEPOB, B TOM 4Hcie 0Oe3
ydacTus yenoBeka. CTOPOHHUKH P-3MTUCTEMOJIOTHH MTOJIAraroT, 4TO CTPYyK-
TYPHO 3TaXXH MOTYT OTJINYATHCS JIPYT OT APYTa, HO (POPMAITBHO Y HUX Oy-
JIET OJIHA U Ta JK€ OHTOJIOTHs, 3a]JaHHast €IMHBIMHU IIPaBUIaMH UTPBL. MHe
MIPEACTABISIETCS, YTO TaKasl MO3UIMsS CYLIECTBEHHO YIPOIIaeT (Gu3nde-
CKYIO pPeaJIbHOCTh Kak Iiesi0e. Ee CTOpOHHMKH MBITAr0TCS 33/]aTh PealbHO-
CTH HE TOJIbKO €IMHBINH CHHTAKCHC (EAMHCTBO 0A30BBIX 3JIEMEHTOB, U3 KO-
TOPBIX COCTOUT PEATBHOCTH Ha JIIOOBIX €€ YPOBHSIX), HO M €IUHYIO CEMaH-
TUKY (YHUQUIMPOBAHHYIO OpraHM3alMIO OSTHX 3JEMEHTOB Ha BCeX
YPOBHSIX).

Kak 51 y>xe oT™MeTH1, 6a30BbIi TE3UC P-3MTUCTEMOJIOTHH CO3HAHMUS, 3a-
KJIFOUAIOIUHCSl B OOPATUMOCTH CO3HAHUS, ITPEACTABIISICTCS] MHE CITOPHBIM.
Jlnst mokasaTtenbCcTBa Te3nuca 00paTUMOCTH CO3HAaHHs HEOOX0AUMO paspa-
00TaTh TakWe HAyYHBIC TEOPHH, KOTOpPBIE OBUTH OBl B COCTOSHHH IIOJI-
HOCTBIO OOBSCHHUTH (PEAYIHPOBATh) NEATEILHOCTh CO3HAHMS B 0A30BBIX
(du3MYeCKUX TepPMUHAX. Y CHENIHBIX TEOPUIl TAKOTO TOJIKA MHE HE U3BECT-
HO. (XOTS MOMBITKH UX CO3/IaHUsI UMEIOT MECTO B COBPEMEHHOU Hayke
0 CO3HAHUH, B YACTHOCTH 3TOMY TOCBsIIIeHBI Hccnenosanust C. Xamepod-
¢a u P. [Terpoysa, cm.: [Hameroff, Penrose, 2014].)

Takum 00pa3om, B COBpeMEHHOH (HHIocoduu 1 HayKe, ¢ OJHOM CTO-
POHBI, TOCHOACTBYET HATYPATUCTUIECKUH MOJIX0]1 K CO3HAHUIO B PaMKax
AMHICTEMOJIOTHH CYObEKTHBHOCTH IIEPBOTO YPOBH: (YCTaHOBKA (h-dIHCTE-
MOJIOTHH ), COTJIACHO KOTOPOH CO3HAHHE €CTh YacTh MPUPOTHOTO MHPA, & C
JPYTOil CTOPOHBI, COCYLIECTBYIOT JIBE€ KOHKYPHPYIOIIUX MEXTy COOOH
SMHUCTEMHYECKHE YCTAaHOBKHM BTOPOTO YPOBHS, OJHA U3 KOTOPBIX (p-3IH-
CTEMOJIOTHSI) CBOTUT pabOTy CO3HAHMA K 0a30BBIM (PH3MUECKUM MPOIIEC-
caMm B IIPUPO/JIE, B TO BpeMs Kak Apyras (H-3MHCTEMOJIOTHs) pacCMaTpHBa-
€T CO3HaHHEe KaKk 0cOOBIN MPUPOHBINA (heHOMEH, ObITHE KOTOPOI'O HEBO3-
MOXHO HOJIHOCTBIKO CBCCTU K IMPUHIUIIAM pa6OTBI JAPYTux €€ 3JICMCHTOB
(H-3IIUCTEMOJIOTHSI, pa3yMEETCsl, He 03Ha4aeT HaJIM4Ks B CYIIECTBE, 00JIa-
JIafoIIeM CO3HaHUEM, KaKOTrO-TO CBEPXIIPUPOIHOTO, WIIM TPAHCIIEH/IEHT-
HOT'0, Havaja).

A%

Taxum 0Opazom, st IPOBEII pa3Indne MO TUIIAM U YPOBHSM SIHCTEMO-
JIOTHU CyObeKTUBHOCTH. Ha mepBoM ypoBHE B CTpaTeruu MO3HAHUS CyOb-
eKTHBHOCTH, C(OPMHUPOBAHHON HAyKOW, PAalMOHAJIBHOW IICHXOJIOTHEH
u ¢punocodueit HoBoro BpemMeHH, pa3iuuuMbl M-3ITUCTEMOJIOTHS (ATIHCTE-
MOJIOTHS Psiia MEHTAJIBHBIX COOBITHI) U (p-3THCTEMONOTHS (SIHCTEMOTIO-
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rus pusndeckux (paxKToB, BKIIOYAs HAITy TeJIeCHOCTh). Ha BTopoM ypoBHe
MIO3HAHMS, YK€ B XOJIC Pa3BOPAYMBAHUS MPOTPaMMbI HATYPAIU3ALUH CO3-
HaHMUA B XX B., BOSHUKIH P-3IUCTEMOJIOTHS (SMUCTEMOJIOTHS PEeAYKTUB-
HOTO THITA, KOTOPAasi CBOJUT WIN WACHTH(UIHUPYET IEeSITEILHOCTh CO3HA-
HUS C cepueil HeMPOHHBIX, CIIOKHBIX 3JEKTPOXUMUIECCKUX M (PU3HUECKUX
MIPOLIECCOB B IIPUPO/IE) M H-3MHCTEMOJIOTHs (3MTUCTEMOJIOTHSI HEpeTyKTHB-
HOTO THIIa, KOTOPas IPUIAET CO3HAHHIO OCOOBII CTaTyC B IPUPOJIE).

Pa3yMeeTC$[, YKa3aHHbIMU Pa3JINIUAMU SITUCTEMOJIOTMYECKUEC BOIIPO-
CBI KAacaTeJIbHO CTPATETHH MTO3HAHMS CO3HAHMS HE 3aKaHUYMBAIOTCSI, @ TOJIb-
Ko emie obo3HauaroTcs BuepHe. [lociemoBaTenbHOM mporpaMMoit paspa-
OOTKH SMHCTEMOJIOTHN CYOBEKTHBHOCTH OBIJIO OBl pEIlICHHE CIICTYFOLIHX
BoOIpocoB: /) MiMeeT i TeOpeTHKO-TI03HABATENILHOE 3HAUCHUE Pa3InIne
BTOPOTO yPOBHA (pa3Iuuue Ha P-3MUCTEMOJIOTHIO M H-3MHUCTEMOJIOTHIO)
HE TOJIbKO st pr3nKan3mMa, HO M JUIsl MEHTaI3Ma, T.€. Ha 0a30BOM ypOB-
He M-3mmcTemororun’? 2) Hackombko OyaeT oTIngaThesi BTOPOH YPOBEHB
SMHUCTEMOJIOTHU CO3HAHUS B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT TOTO, Kakas W3 IpOrpamMM
(p->mmcTEeMOIOTHS MITH M-3ITHCTEMOJIOTHS) PeaTi3yeTcsl Ha IEPBOM ypPOB-
He? 3) MoryT 11 BEISIBIICHHBIC OTIMYHS B CTPATErUU MMO3HAHNUS Ha BTOPOM
YPOBHE OKa3aThCsl 3BPUCTHYECCKU 3HAYMMBIMH JUISl PA3IMYHBIX CTPATErHi
MO3HAHMS TEPBOTO YPOBHS, a TaKke I OOIIEH CTpaTerny IMO3HAHUS
cyosextuBHOCTH? 4) McuepnbiBaercst nu oOmiasi cTpaTerus IO3HAHUS
CYyOBEKTHBHOCTH HCKIIOUNTEIBHO ABYMsI BBIIICYKa3aHHBIMH YPOBHIMU?
DTO BOMPOCH! OTKPBITHI JIJIS1 TaTbHEHINEro N3yIeHHUS.
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«MPAFMATUYECKOW» U UHTEPAKTUBHOWN
NAPAAUTME UCCNNEAOBAHUA UHTEPCYBbEKTUBHOCTU
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Penpe3eHTaLMOHM3M U UHTEPHANU3M He B COCTOSIHUW Nepeaatb BCIO CMOXHOCTb
AeATeNbHOCTI CO3HAHWA M MO3ra B CUTyaLMM WHTEPCYyObEKTUBHOCTU. Bo3Hukaet
Heo6X0AMMOCTb APYroro NOAXOAA, KOTOPbI YYUTHIBAET KaK AeATENbHOCTHbIN Xa-
paKTep MHANBUAYANILHOTO CO3HAHUSA, TaK M aBTOHOMUIO MpoLecca B3aUMOAeNCTBUSA
N0 OTHOLWEHMIO K €r0 YYacTHUKaM. B cTaTbe NpuBOAATCA onucaHWe U MHTepnpeTa-
s pAAa IKCMepPUMEHTOB TPyNMbl UCCefoBaTeNei, KOTOpble U3y4aloT paboTy MO3-
ra npu UHTepCyOLEKTUBHOM B3aMMOAENCTBUM UCXOASA U3 [EATENbHOCTHON W UHTE-
PaKTUBHOIA, @ HE «3PUTENbCKOI» MOLENU B3aUMOAECTBUS.

Kntoyessle cno8a: nHTEpCyGLEKTUBHOCTb, B3aUMOAENCTBIUE, PENPE3EHTALNOHU3M,
MHTEPHANN3M, COBMECTHOE BHUMAHME, aTpUBYLIUA MEHTANIbHbIX COCTOSIHUI, Habio-
LeHue, yyactue.

OWARDS A PRAGMATIST AND INTERACTIVE PARADIGM
OF STUDYING INTERSUBJECTIVITY

Fedor Stanzhevskiy -

a lecturer at the
department of
philosophy of the
Saint-Petersburg State
Technological Institute.

Modern cognitive sciences are dominated by the individualist paradigm of study-
ing intersubjectivity. According to this paradigm, the individual mind precedes in-
tersubjective interrelationships. The individualis a fully constituted participant of
interaction. Interaction itself is nothing more than a sum of internal models in the
minds and brains of the participants and as such it has no autonomy in itself. Cons-
ciousness reflects “inside” the outward objective reality. The representative theo-
ry of mind is one of the foundations of internalism and individualism about mind.
In case of perception, a representation is construed as an internal mental state
which represents the outward world. In case of action, a representation is an inter-
nal mental state that causally precedes outward behavior. These ideas imply a split
between the individual mind and the world; a similar split exists between the inter-
acting minds.

The article postulates the necessity to develop a truly interactive model of inter-
subjectivity. Such a model implies that interaction has reality of its own apart
from internal models “in the heads” of its participants. This model would imply
that individual minds are results of interaction no less than they are prerequisi-
tes for it. Based on data from developmental psychology, the author argues that
individual minds are constituted in intersubjective interaction. The first stage of
this interaction is dyadic interrelation whereby an infant and her mother consti-
tute one dynamical system. The second stage is the so called joint attention,
which engenders the triangulation of self-consciousness, other-consciousness
and objectivity. Then some experimental neurobiological data are presented.
These data have been obtained in an attempt to provide an ecological approxi-
mation to real interactions. These data were obtained and interpreted from a
non-individualistic standpoint, which shows that the internalist model of cons-
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ciousness is not the only one to serve as an experimental and theoretical paradigm in studying in-
tersubjectivity.

Key words: intersubjectivity, interaction, representational theory of mind, internalism, joint atten-
tion, affordance, attribution of mental states, observation, participation.

B coBpeMeHHBIX KOTHUTHBHBIX HayKaX TOCITOJICTBYCT MHIUBHTYalH-
CTCKas IIapaurMa UCCIICAOBAHIS HHTEPCYOBEKTHBHOCTH, COTTIACHO KOTO-
pOii MHIMBHIyadbHOE CO3HAHUC MPEABAPICT HHTEPCYOBEKTHBHOC B3au-
MOJICHCTBHUE, SIBIICTCS YK€ «TOTOBBIM» W BIIOJHE KOHCTUTYHPOBAHHBIM
ero y4JacTHUKOM. [Ipearmochuika METOIOIOTHICCKOTO HHIUBUIyalu3Ma
MHOTHIM HCCJICJIOBATEIISIM KaXKETCSI OYCBUIHOMN U HEe TpeOyroleit JoKka3a-
TEJIBCTB; MEXKJIY TEM ITOT MPEIPACCYIOK SBISCTCS JIUIIb HHTCIUICKTY b~
HOW MpHBBIYKON. OTHON U3 MONIHBIX (C TOYKH 3PCHUS BIHATCIBHOCTH,
a He 000CHOBAHHOCTH ) ITOJIIIOP ATOH IMPUBBIYKH SBJISICTCS PEIIPE3CHTAIHO-
Hu3M. COTJIacCHO TCOPHH PEIpPE3CHTANMOHU3MA (B HEKOTOPOM YIIPOIIe-
HUH), CO3HAHHUE OTPAXKACT «BHYTPH» YXKE FOTOBYIO «BHEIIHIOW» OOBCK-
THUBHYIO JICHCTBUTENBHOCTD. B ciyuae gocnpusmus penpeseHTanus — 310
BHYTpPEHHEE MEHTaJIbHOE COCTOSIHUE, OTpaKalollee BHEITHUI Mup. B ciy-
qae deticmaus penpe3eHTalns — 5T0 BHYTPEHHEE MEHTAIIbHOE COCTOSTHUE,
Kay3allbHO MpeaBapsoliee AeicTBre «BoBHe». HacTosas craTtbs He Ha-
MpaBJicHa Ha KPUTUKY PEMPE3CHTAIMOHU3MA KaK TaKOBOTO; MBI XOTHM
JIMIIB YKa3aTh Ha HACYIIHYIO HEOOXOIUMOCTh CMEHBI ITaPa{UrMbI B HCCIIC-
JIOBAaHUU HHTEPCYOBEKTHBHOCTH (IIEPEXO/] OT PEHpe3eHTALNOHUCTCKON
MOJIETTH K MOJICTH TO/JTMHHO MHTEPAaKTUBHON). [loaTOMy orpaHudmmcst
JIMIIB KPATKAM YIOMHHAHUEM TEX MPOOJIeM, K KOTOPBIM HEU30EKHO MPH-
BOJIUT PETIPE3EHTAIMOHNCTCKAS MOJICHb.

Pempe3eHTaIIOHI3M PE3KO OTICISICT «BHYTPCHHEEY» OT «BHEIIHET0)
W, CIICIOBATEIBHO, BJICYCT 3a COOOH Jyalu3M MHUp-CO3HAaHUE, MOBEJe-
HHUE-CO3HaHUE. BMecTo TOro 4To0Bl yeMaTpUBaTh TUAICKTUIECKOE CIICTI-
JIEHUE MEXIY OPIaHU3MOM U CpPeIoi, Ha KOTOPOE YKa3bIBaJIU €Ille aMepu-
KaHCKHE MPAarMaTUCTHI U PYCCKUE HEHPOPU3HOIIOTH, PEIIPEe3CHTAIIHOHI3M
MPOBOUT YETKHUE TPAHUIIBI MEIKIY CO3HAHMEM M BHEIIHUM MHUPOM. JTH
TPAHULIBI CTOJIb HEMPEOAOIUMBI, YTO PENPEZEHTAIMOHNU3M COBEPILIAET KO-
ne0aTeNIbHOEC IBIKEHUE OT peajin3Ma (HATOMHUM, Y4TO PEIPE3CHTALUS OT-
pakaeT TaHHYIO U 33JJaHHYIO IeWCTBUTEIBHOCTD) K COJIUTICU3MY (€clii Me-
Ky PeIipe3eHTAIeH i MUPOM HMEETCSI pa3phbiB, TO TOYEMy ObI PEIIpe3eH-
Talliu BOBCE HE yTPATUTh 3aBUCUMOCTH OT MUPa — UIMEHHO 3Ty THIIOTE3Y
nozBepraetr kpuruke Xuiepu [laraom B padote “Brains in a vat”). Pemnpe-
3EHTAINS KaK BHYTPEHHEE MEHTaIbHOE COCTOSIHUE €CTh IPOAYKT TMIIOCTa-
3UPOBAHUS TPOIlecca, «CTATU3ALM» MOMJIMHHON JTUHAMHUKH, UMEIOIEH
MECTO MEXy MO3TOM, TeJIOM U cpeaoi. PenpeseHranus — 3To cratuye-
CKHIi CHUMOK JIBHKEHHUSI; CTaI0 OBITh, OCHOBBIBATH H3yUeHUE B3aUMO/IEH-
CTBHSI CyOBEKTa CO CPEJION U C IPYTMMH CyObeKTaMH Ha TIOHITHH peripe-
3EHTAIMH — 3HAYUT CYIUTh O «Jlebenunom oszepe» ninm «Pycckom IMamite-
Te», ONUPAsCh Ha ps poTorpaduil.
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OjiHOHaMNpaBiieHHasl PUYUHHO-CIIC/ICTBEHHAsE CBS3b (IIPU BOCIIPH-
SITUU — CHApY’XH BOBHYTPB, a IPU ACHCTBHM — HA00OPOT) CYILIECTBEHHO
YIPOIIAET JEHCTBUTENBHYIO KAPTHHY PaOOTHI MO3Ta, B KOTOPOM MpOLIEC-
cHl “top down” u “bottom up” JOMOTHSIOT APYT IPyTa U OKA3BIBAIOT APYT
Ha Jpyra B3auMHoe Bo3zaeiictue. Tak, Asnen bepro [Berthoz, Petit, 2006]
IOKa3bIBAET, YTO IPH BU3YAJIbHOM BOCHPHSITHH IIPOLIECC «CHHTE3a)» BU3Y-
aJIbHOM KapTHUHBI YK€ B CaMbIX ICPBBIX CBOUX CTaAUAX, B obnacTax nep-
BUYHOH 3pUTENBHON KOpHI VI, HCIBITEIBaeT 0OpaTHOE BO3JACHCTBHE CO
CTOPOHBI TPEUIOOHOI KOPBI U TMMOWYECKON cucTeMbl. Taknum oOpazom,
HET CMbICJIa TOBOPUTH O AyallM3Me IIeHTpa u nepudepu, a CKopee o Jua-
JICKTUKE MEXKIY HUMMU. VMeHHO 3TUM 00BsICHICTCS BO3Z[el71CTBPIe Ha BOC-
MPUATUEC HAIIUX MPUBBIYCK, CONUAIbHBIX U MHAUBUAYAJbHBIX, a TAKKE HA-
meit MoTuBanuu. Mo3r He SIBIISIETCS] TACCHBHBIM OPTaHOM, PELENTOPOM
nH(pOpPMaNNH, HAIPOTHUB, MO3T — 3TO OPraH JICHCTBUS, HEMPECTAHHO CO-
BEpPIIAIOIINI MPOEKIUIO JeHcTBUTENbHOCTH. [ToTeHIman rotoBHOCTH, Ha-
0J1r01aeMBblii B 00JIACTH IOTIOJTHUTEIILHOM JIBUTATENILHOM KOPBI TIepe]T IBIKe-
HHEM, SIBJIACTCS TOMY IIPUMEPOM: MO3T IIPOELIMPYET INIAHUPYEMOE ABIKEHHE
JI0 ero cosepiieHHs. Mo3r HE CTOJIBKO BOCCO3AET NEHCTBUTENBHOCTS,
CKOJIbKO TpeziBapseT ee. Tak, st XUITHUKA UMEeT 3HaYeHUE He caMa 110
ce0e aZieKBaTHOCTh BOCIIPOU3BE/ICHHSI JIBKEHUI CBOEH JKEPTBBI: LISt 3(h-
(hEeKTHBHOTO TIPBIKKA BaYKHO PacCUMUTATh Oyylee MECTOIOI0XKEHHE JI0-
ObIuM, IPEIBAPUTH MOMEHT, KOTOPBIH €I1le HE HACTAJ.

[To3HaHMe )KUBOTO OpraHU3Ma M3HAYAIBHO JACATEIBHO, a BOCIIPUSITHE
BCET/Ia COIPSDKEHO C JBMKECHUEM. VIMEHHO ToCetHsIst uJes JIEKHT B OC-
HOBE TEOPHUH KHUHECTE3UCa, KOTOPYIO (BO3MOXHO, HE3aBUCHMO JpPYT OT
npyra) npemnoxuan YuibsiM [xerimc m Damysn 'yceepns. Kunecresnc
MIPeACTaBISIET COOOI HEPA3PHIBHOE €IMHCTBO MEKLY BOCIIPHSTHEM U JIBH-
KEHUEM, KOTOpOE JIeJIaeT BO3MOKHBIM 3TO BocpusTHe. J{ist Toro 4To0b
«OXBaTUTh B3MIISIZIOM» 3a1aHue [ 'eHepanbHOro ntada, Hal0 COBEPIIUTH P
)IBI/I)KGHI/If/'I, KaK CaKKaJIMYCCKHUX, TaK U MBIICYHO-CKEJICTHBIX — ITIOBEPHYTH
TOJOBY M M3MEHHTDH HampasieHue B3risima. [lomarator maxke [O’Regan,
Noe, 2001], 4To 3aK0IMPOBAHHOE B FOJIOBHOM MO3Te pa3jiniue MOAAIbHO-
cTell BOCHPHSTHS (HAallpuMep, CIIyX M 3PEHUE) OCHOBBIBACTCS] MCKIIIOYH-
TEJIbHO Ha pa3jiniuy ABUTATCIbHBIX IIPOTpaMM.

MeTo10/10THYECKUN UHAUBUAYAIU3M, OCHOBAHHBIM Ha penpe3eHTa-
LIMOHUCTCKOM HHTEPHAIN3ME, KaK MBI YK€ CKa3allH, BO3JCHCTBYET Ha HC-
clIeIoBaHus B 00J1acTH HHTEpCyObeKTUBHOCTH. [IprBeieM nprmMep Takoro
HCCJICAOBaHNA, B KOTOPOM IMOCHIJIKa MHAWBUAYaJIn3Ma PyYKOBOAUT UHTEP-
npeTanuel skcnepuMeHTa. B ogHoM M3 cBomx wmcciemoBanui Julian
Keenan et al. (2003) mpu oMot MPT u3y4anu BO3SMOXKHYIO JIOKAIIA3a-
ILIUIO CAaMOCO3HAHMSI B TOJIOBHOM MO3T'€ YeJIOBEKa Ha IPUMEpPE Paclo3HaBa-
HUSI UCTIBITYEMBIM COOCTBEHHOTO JiMa. Bo Bpems ckaHupoBaHus CyObek-
Tam nokasbiBaiu: (1) n300parkeHne uX cCOOCTBEHHOTO JIMIIA, (2) JIUIIO Ka-
KOM-1n00 M3BECTHOH JHMYHOCTH, KOTOPYIO CIIEOBAJIO0 WHICKCHPOBATH,
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1 (3) KOMITBIOTEPHYIO BEPCHUIO TECTa Ha PacliO3HABaHUE BBHIPAKEHHUS TJ1a3
(36 n300paXkeHUil YeNIOBEYECKUX TJ1a3, BBIPAKAIOIIUX Pa3IMYHbIE MEH-
TaJIbHBIE COCTOSIHUS — CEPhE3HOE, 3ayMUUBOE U T.JI.), IPUUEM CyOBEKTOB
MPOCHJIN PacliO3HATh MEHTAJIbHOE COCTOSHHE YENIOBEKA 110 KapTHHKE.

B otnruue ot ycnoBus (2) npu u3o0paxeHun coocTBeHHOTO Juia (1)
HabIroMamach JOCTOBEpPHAs AaKTHUBAIMS B MPaBOM BepxHEH, cpemHedl u
HIDKHEH JT00HOH m3BIiIMHAX. [Ipy BRIMOTHEHWN TeCTa HA PAacIO3HABAaHUE
BEIpaKEHUS T71a3 (3) aKTHBHPOBAIUCH JTOOHBIC 00JIACTH C 00CHX CTOPOH,
a TaKk)Ke MeinalibHast 00s1acTb 100HOH ou. [Tpu aToM mocToBepHas akTh-
BalMsl HAOJIOIAJIaCh B CPEHEH JTOOHOI N3BUITMHE ¢ 00EUX CTOPOH, JICBOH
BEpXHEH BUCOYHOM M3BMIMHE U METUATBLHON 30HE BepXHEH T00HOM H3BU-
muHEL. TakuM 06pa3zom, obmacTr akTuBauy B caydasx (1) u (2) mepexpsi-
BAJINCH. JIpyriuMu ciioBaMu, 00JIaCTH KOPBI, aKTUBUPYEMBbIE TIPpH 00padoT-
ke nHdopmanuu o cede, B 3HAUUTEILHONH Mepe COBIAJall ¢ 00IacTsIMU,
AKTHBHUPYEMBIMHU TIpH 00pabOTKe aHAJIOTMYHOW MH(OpPMALUK O JIPYromM
cyobekte (ycioBue skcrnepuMenTa (1) — pacmo3HaBaHHE CBOCTO JIHIIA —
OBLTO HAIEIIEHO HA WCCIIeI0OBAHIE CAMOCO3HAHUS, a ycioBue (3) — pacrmo-
3HaBaHWE BBIPAXKCHUS TJ1a3 — Ha U3yUCHHE MTOHUMAHUS JPYTroro 4esioBe-
Ka). 13 HaOJroIcHHsT COBITAICHHS 001acTeil aKTHBAIMU B 000UX CITyJasx
ABTOPBI 3aKJIFOYAIOT, YTO CIOCOOHOCTH MOJIEIIMPOBATh M IIOHUMATh CO3Ha-
HHUE PYroro 4YeJIoBeKa OCHOBaHA Ha CIIOCOOHOCTH 00paboTKu camopede-
pPeHTHOH WHPOPMALINH, T.€. CIOCOOHOCTh MOHUMATh caMoro cebs Oomee
(yHAaMEeHTaJIbHA 10 CPaBHEHHIO CO CIIOCOOHOCTBIO MOHMMATh JPYTHX
mronieit. OJTHaKo Kak Obl HU 00CTOSUIIO JIEJI0 C NCTHHHOCTBIO 3TOTO TE3HUCa,
npoOJieMa 3aKJII0YaeTcsli B TOM, YTO ITOJIyYEHHBIE SKCHEPHUMEHTAIbHbIC
JAHHBIC HUKAK €ro HE O6OCHOBBIBaIOT: BCEC, UTO MBI MOKEM Y3HATH U3 aH-
HOTO 9KCIEPHMEHTA, — 3TO HAIN4IKE KOPPEISIINH (2 He Kay3aJIbHOH 3aBH-
CHUMOCTH) MEXJy, TaK CKa3aTh, «00paboTkoii camopedepeHTHON HH(BOP-
Maluu» U «aTpuOynuell MEHTAJIBHBIX COCTOSHHN» JPYroMy CyOBEKTY,
HWHBIMH CJIOBaMHU, MCKIAY CaMOIIOHUMAHUEM U IIOHUMAHUEM JPYTHUX. Te-
31C 0 Kay3aJIbHOH 3aBHCUMOCTH, BBIABUHYTHII aBTOpaMH, SIBJISICTCS ILIO-
JoM Ooree MM MEHEe HEOCO3HAHHOTO JOIYIICHHUS, @ HE PE3yJIbTaTOM
9KCIIEPUMEHTA, CIICI0BATEILHO, ATOT TE3UC HKCIIEPUMEHTAIBHO HEI0O0II-
penenien. IlpoGiiema B TOM, YTO HCCIIEIOBATENN TPOCHUPYIOT 3apaHee
IMPUHATOC AOMYHMICHNUC MHANBHYalIn3Ma Ha pE3YJIbTAaThl OKCIICPUMCEHTA.

[IpencraBnsiercs, 4TO CyHIECTBYIOT AOCTATOYHBIC OCHOBAHMS I0JIa-
raTh, YTO MHIUBHIYILHOE CO3HAHHE HE Tpe/IBapsieT B3auMOJICHCTBIE, a,
HAIPOTHB, SIBIISIETCS €r0 CieACTBUEM. [IprueM 3To yTBepIKIeHHe Oe30r0-
BOPOYHO CIPaBE/UIMBO B OTHOILICHUU OHTOI€HE3a MHANBU/IYaJIbHOTO CO3-
HAHUS U C ONPE/EICHHBIMU OYEBHUIHBIMH OTOBOPKAMHU — B OTHOIICHUHU
KOHKPETHOT'O CHTYaTHBHOTO B3aMOJICHCTBHS MEKY «3PEIBIMIY CyObeK-
TaMH.

[Tcuxonorust pa3BUTHs MPEJOCTABISICT JOCTATOYHO Marepuaia s
WLTIOCTPAIIMHU 3TOTO Te3HCa B OTHOIICHUH OHTOTCHE3a HH/IUBH/IyaJIbHOTO
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co3HaHus1. CXeMaTHYEeCKH MOYKHO BBIJICITUTh HECKOJIBKO CTa 1l pa3BUTHUS
HHTEpCYOBEKTUBHOCTH y neTei. HemamoBakHO, UTO S3BIKOBOE B3aUMO-
JEHCTBHE JOJKHO C HEM30EKHOCTBIO OCHOBBIBATHCS Ha OSI3BIKOBBIX (hOP-
MaxX HHTEPCYOBEKTHBHOCTH.

I[TepBast cTtaaus MHTEPCYOBEKTUBHOCTH BKIIIOYAET B ce0st peHo-
MCH UMHUTAUHU HOBOPOXKJICHHBIX: HOBOPOXKACHHBIC MJIAACHIBI B COCTOA-
HUM TOYHO UIMUTHPOBATH JIBI)KEHHUS JIUIIA B3POCIBIX, TPUBO/IS B COOTBET-
CTBHE 3pUTEIBEHO BOCTIPHHUMAEMbIE MU, HO HE OLIyIIAaeMbIe JBIKCHUS
JIMIA C OUIYIIAeMbIMU IPOIPHOLETITHBHO, HO HE BHIMMBIMHU >KECTAaMU
CBOEr0 COOCTBEHHOT'0 JINI[A. JTO CIETUICHHE (BeCbMa BEPOSITHO, BPOXKJICH-
HOE, HO, TIO-BHIUMOMY, TpeOyroliee akTyaan3alii B KOHKPETHOM OTIBITE)
MEXAY NPONPHOLENIEH M 3PUTEIBHBIM BOCIPHATHEM MPEACTABISIET
«MEXTEJICCHYIO CBs3b» (intercorporalité, mo BeipaskeHmo Mepio-IlonTn)
Mexy S u 1pyruM. Bo3aMoyKHO, IMEHHO 3TO SIBIICHUE HIUTIOCTPUPYET BPOXK-
JACHHYIO U HCHOCPCACTBCHHYIO, T.C. HC BHIBOAMMYIO B YMO3aKJIHO4YCHUU,
CHOCOOHOCTh YeJIOBEKa BOCIPUHUMATD JPYTOTo YesIOBeKa MMEHHO KakK Ha-
JIEIEHHOTO CYOBEKTUBHOCTHIO, KaK PABHOTO €My CyOBEeKTa.

DeHOMEH aauYecKol TEPBUYHON HHTEPCYObEKTHBHOCTH BBIXOHUT
32 paMKH MPOCTOM MMHUTalMH. JTa TEepPBHYHAS WHTEPCYObEKTHBHOCTH
IIPeACTaBIsIET COOOII psii CCHCOMOTOPHBIX (@ JTydIlle CKa3aTh — KHHECTETH-
YECKNX) HaBBIKOB, CIIOCOOHOCTEH IMOHMMATh CMBICI IBH)KEHHH, KECTOB,
BBIpayKeHUH JINIa IPyTroro YesioBeKa (BOCIHUTATEINs), 3HaUeHNE HallpaBie-
HUSI €r0 TJIa3, a TAK)Ke HAMEPEHHBIE ICHCTBUS B KOHTEKCTE B3aUMOCHCT-
BUS JIMLIIOM-K-JTHIY. PEOCHOK yKe HE MPOCTO MIMUTHPYET, a pearupyer Ha
9MOILMOHAIBHBIE BBIPAXKEHHS JIMLA BOCHIUTATENA. Peub HIIET O TOATMHHOM
B3aNMOJICHCTBUH, B KOTOPOM PEOCHOK M BOCIIMTATENb B3aNMHO PEryIupy-
10T SMOILMH APYT Apyra. DTOT JMHAMHUYECKHH MTPOLECC B3AaUMHOMN PETyIIs-
LIUH [IPEBOCXOIUT CyMMY pEIpe3eHTalM1 AMOLIMI BoCTIUTaTels y pebeHKa
U PEMPE3CHTALNHU AMOIUI peOCHKA Y BOCITUTATEIIS — PeUb UICT O MOIJIHH-
HOM, IMHAMHYECKOM OOMEHE, O B3anuMOOelcmeul. ITOT SMOLMOHAILHBIN
00MeH MEXIy BOCHHUTATEeNeM (MaTephio) M PeOCHKOM B OIMpPEeICHHOM
CMBICIIE pacHIMpseT IPaHNIBl HHANBUIYaJIbHOTO CO3HAHUS 000MX: NMEET
MECTO AMaJANYecKoe pacuupenue cosnanus [ Tronick, 1998].

C TOYKH 3peHUst TCOPUHU CUCTEM MaTh ¥ peOSHOK — TBE CaMOOPTaHN30-
BaHHBIE CHCTEMBI — 00PETatoT OOIBIITYIO CTEIICHb CBI3HOCTH U CIIOKHOCTH
OpraHu3alyH (B 9YaCTHOCTH, OOJIBIIYIO CIIOKHOCTH «COCTOSTHHIY OpTaHH-
3aI[M MO3Ta) MIMEHHO B INA/IMYECKOM ClietuieHun. HauBuyanbpHas cuc-
TeMa 4epraeT OOJIbLIYIO CTENEeHb CI0KHOCTH B TUAIMYECKU CLICIUICHHON
CHCTEME; MAaTEPHHCKAs! MOJ/IEPKKA PEryJISIMU SMOLMH y peOCHKa T03BO-
JISIeT TOMY JOCTHYb OoJiee CIOKHOM OpraHm3alMu mMosra. Jnamumuaeckas
cucremMa 00J1a/laeT CTEIEHBIO CI0KHOCTH M CBSI3HOCTH, IPEBOCXOASIICH
9HJIOTCHHBIE COCTOSIHUSI MaTepy U peOeHKa, B3AThIE MO OTAEIBLHOCTH, HO
WHJIMBH/yaJIbHAsI CUCTEMa PEKOH(PUTYPUPYET CBOIO OPraHHU3aIHI0, HHTET-
pUpYsl B HEE «IIPOAYKTHI» B3aMMOJCHCTBHA. Ecim roBoputh Ha s3bIKE
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Beirorckoro (¢ ocTOpOKHOCTBIO, YTOOBI HE MyTaTh Pa3HbIC MaPaIUrMbl),
MPOUCXOUT UHTEPUOPU3ALIHS TOTO, YTO BOSHUKIIO B PE3YJIbTAaTe B3aUMO-
JEHCTBUA. DTOT MPOIECC HAIOMUHAET MPOIIECC HIACHTU(OUKAIINH, OTIHCHI-
BaeMBIil TICHXOAHAIMTHKAMH, KOTOPBIM Tak)Ke 3HAMEHyeT co00i WHTep-
CyOBEKTHBHYIO HOANUTKY MHAMBUIYaJIbHOrO pocra: S mepBOHaYaIbHO
BO3HUKAET ITyTeM HJICHTU(PHKAIIMH CO 3HAYMMBIMH IpyrumMu. CTOUT 3ame-
TUTB, YTO JUATUICCKOC PACHIMPEHUE CO3HAHNA BO BBaHMO)IefICTBPIH C apy-
THMH, TI0 BCEH BUANMOCTH, TAIEKO HE OTPaHMYMBACTCS IEPHOJIOM Pa3BH-
THS, HO (XOTS 1 MCHEE BBIPAKEHHO) COTPOBOXKIACT JTF000E HHTEPCYObEK-
THUBHOE B3aUMO/ICHCTBHE.

deHoMeH COBMECTHOTO BHUMAHHS XapaKTCpU3yCeT TaK Ha3bIBACMYIO
BTOpHUHYIO cyOBhekTHBHOCTE (Trevarthen, 1979) n sBmsercs BTopoit
cTaguWei pa3BUTHS CO3HAHWS, HEMOCPEICTBEHHO CICIYyFOIIeH 3a mep-
BUYHOH MHTEPCYOBEKTUBHOCTHIO. COBMECTHOE BHUMAaHHE IPE/ICTABISET
co0O CHUTyaluio «TpHaHTyJssuuu» (1o Bbipaxenuto J[. J[3BuicoHa)
S-npyroii—00beKT B MUpe. PeOCHOK BBIXOIUT 3a MPEICIIbl BOCIIPUSTHS Ha-
MEpPEHUI W HMOIIHI IPyToTo YeIoBeKa, OTHOCSIINXCS K ero (pedenka) S,
TETepb OH CXBATBIBACT TO, KaK JIPyTHe B3aUMOJCHCTBYIOT C MHPOM, HC-
MOJIB3YIOT BEIM B MUPE, NHTEHIIMOHAILHO HaMpaBlieHbl Ha Mup. PebeHok
HAYMHACT TIOHUMATh CUTYaIluH, KOHTEKCThI neiictus [Gallagher, 2005],
pa3mensaTh OOUIHif MUpP C APYTUMH. B 3TOM CMBICTIE TEPMHUH «BHUMAaHHUE»
HECKOJIbKO OOMaHYHB, IIOCKOJBKY HE YUUTHIBACT IEATEIHHOTO, TEIIECHOTO
acrieKTa TPHAHTYISIIHMU. B cuTyanny coBMecTHOro BHUMaHHsI peOCHOK He
SIBJISIETCSI 3pUTEIIEM, BHYTPEHHE PEIIPE3CHTUPYIONIEM BU3YalIbHY IO KapTH-
HY: OH JIeTesIbHO U a)()eKTHUBHO BOBJIEYEH BO B3aUMOICHCTBHE, KOTOPOE
camo 10 ce0e SIBIAETCS MPOIIECCOM, a He TaHHOCTBHIO.

CoBMecTHOE BHUMAHUE 110 CBOCH NPHUPOJIE CBSI3aHO C KHHECTEe3n4e-
CKOW TPUPOJON BOCHPUSTHS BeleH M ¢ KMHECTE3UYECKUMH KOPHSIMHU
HHTEPCYOBEKTUBHOIO B3auMOCicTBHsI. Kak U mepBUYHAs HHTEPCYOb-
eKTHBHOCTH, COBMECTHOC BHUMAaHHUE HE HCUEPIBIBACTCS TIEPUOIOM pas3-
BUTHS; B YACTHOCTH, OHO HE TOJIBKO TCHETUYECKHU, HO M PCHOMEHOJIOTH-
YEeCKH MpPOSICHSIET ()EHOMEH OOBEKTHBHOCTH. 3/1€Ch OKa3bIBAETCS, YTO
«OOBEKTUBHOCTH» 00BEKTa 33/1a€TCsl HE TOJIBKO CYMMOW MOUX KHHeCTe-
3MCOB 110 OTHOIICHUIO K HEMY, HO ¥ IEPCIIEKTUBOH (MHOMH, YeM MOsI) Ha
9TOT OOBEKT APYToro cyobekTa. [lepcrexTinBa ke APyroro HEMOCPEICT-
BEHHO ITOHUMAETCS UCXO/SI U3 €0 MOTOPHBIX (KHHECTE3MIECKUX) BO3-
MO>KHOCTEH JIEHCTBUSI M BOCHPUATHS B MHpe. VICTOK MOEro MOHSTHS
«OOBEKTUBHON» PEaNbHOCTH, TAKUM 00pa3oM, HYy)KHO UCKaTh HE TOJIBKO
B MHTEPMOJAJIHHOM (HANPUMED, 3PUTEIBHOM M TAKTHIBHOM) BOCIIPH-
ATHW, HO ¥ B UHTEPCYOBEKTUBHON CUTYyaIllMd COBMECTHOTO BHHUMAaHHUS.
B T0 e Bpemst ¥ cama HHTepCYyObEeKTUBHOCTh MOAH(UIIpyeTCs O1aro-
Jlapsi ONOCPEIOBAHHOCTH B 00BEKTE: TeNeph CBSI3b MEXay S U Ipyrum
MpoJIeTaeT Yepe3 pa3feiieMylo UMH CUTYalUIo, Yepe3 MpeaIMeT COBMe-
CTHOTO BHUMAaHUS, KOTOPBIA JOCTIKAM HE TOJBKO U MEHS, HO U JUIS
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JIPYTOTO, JISKUT B IMpeJesie BO3MOXKHOCTEH KaKk MOEro JeHCTBHUS, Tak
U Ae#cTBHs Ipyroro. Bo3MokHO, 3/1€Ch MMOJIydaeT Pa3BUTHE U IPHOOpe-
TaeT MOJHOTY BOCIPHUATHE APYTOTO KaK CYOBEKTa, BIIEPBHIC aKTyaTH30-
BaHHOE IPU MMHUTALMN U BBIIICANICC Ha HOBYIO CTYIICHb OpraHU3aI[uU
B IICPBUYHOM UHTEPCYOBEKTUBHOCTH. OTHBIHE JPYTOi CYOBEKT HE TOJb-
KO CBsI3aH CO MHOM YMOILIMOHAJIBHO, HO, KaK U s, SIBJISIETCS ICSTEJIEM B MU-
pe, obmagaeT BO3MOKHOCTBIO JCHCTBHSI, TTOJIEM BO3MOKHOCTEH B JaHHON
cutyanun. Pasymeercs, B TpPHaHTYIISIPHON CUTyallMd COBMECTHOTO BHU-
MaHUS MOIU(PUIMPYETCS U CAMOCO3HAHUE, CAMOBOCIIPUATHE S, KOTOpOe
[OJIy4aeT BO3MOXKHOCTh y4eCTh IMEPCICKTUBY JIPYroro Ha OOBEKT U Ha
cebs. 31ech Sl yyacTByeT B OpraHu3aliiu Ipyroro, a Apyrou B CBOIO O4e-
peab y9acTByeT B OpraHu3anuu 5.

CoBMecTHOE BHUMAHHE HE TOJBKO MPOSICHSIET OHTOTEHE3 CaMOCO3Ha-
HUs, I/IHTepr6’beKTI/IBHOCTI/I u 06’I>CKTI/IBHOCTI/I, HO 1 CIIYKHUT MOJEJIBIO UC-
CJIETOBAHUS «3PENIOT0» HHTEPCYOBEKTUBHOTO B3aNMOICHCTBUS KaK TaKO-
Boro. [logoOHO TOMYy Kak 3TO OBLIO ONMHCAHO B CIydae IUATHYCCKOMN
WHTEPCYOBEKTUBHOCTH, TPUAHTYIIIPHOC B3aUMOJICHCTBHE 00JIaTaeT co0-
CTBCHHOH TWHAMMKOM, CTICIU(PUKON U aBTOHOMHEH, HE ABJISISICH TPOCTOM
CYMMOM BKJIaI0B KaKIOTO M3 yYaCTHUKOB B3aNMOJICHCTBHUS 110 OTACIBHO-
ctu. De Jaegher and Di Paolo (2007) onmceiBatoT B3anMo IeiicTBHE KaK KO-
OpJMHAIUIO TBMKECHUH (MBI OBI CKa3aJIi — KHHECTE3HCOB) CYOBEKTOB, IIPU
KOTOpOﬁ MHAWBUAYAaJIbHOC CMBICJIONOJIAaraHue KaXa0ro u3 HuX HUCHbIThI-
BaeT Ha ce0e BO3JCHCTBHE CO CTOPOHBI BCETO MPOIECCa B3aUMOICHCTBUS.
[ocnennuit 001amaeT omeparmoHHO 3aMKHYTOW CTPYKTYpPOH, HECBOAM-
MOH K CYMMHUPOBaHHOMY MTOBEACHUIO MHIMBUIOB. Takoe B3auMoIeiiCTBIE
aBTOPBI HA3BIBAIOT YYACTBYIOIIUM CMbICIONONaranueM. CMbICIT aKTUBHO
TIOPOKAACTCA BO B3aHMOHeﬁCTBHH, a MHAUBUJ KOHCTUTYHUPYCTCA KaK A€~
TeJb BHYTPH MPOIECCca B3aUMOCHCTBUS.

U3 ckazaHHOTrO BBILIE CIIEAYET, YTO MOJIENb MCCIEI0BAaHUSI B3aMO-
JICUCTBHSI IOJI’KHA OCHOBBIBATHCSI HE HA TIPOCTOM HAOJIIO/ICHUN CYOEKTOM
JIpyTOTo M JAa)ke He Ha HAONIONECHUH MM B3aUMOICHCTBUS, a HA JACATENb-
HOM y4YacTHH BO B3amMojeicTBuu. [0 BHONHE OYCBHIHBIM IPUIHHAM
HEHPOPHU3NOIOTMICCKHIE UCCIICTOBAHIS TAKOTO B3aNMOICHCTBYSI CBSI3aHBI
C OMpPEJICIICHHBIMU TPYIHOCTSMH, OTKY1a, OJJHAKO, HE CIICAYST HeU30eK-
HOCTH «CJIOKHUTH OPYXKHE»: BO BTOPOU YaCTH HACTOSIIIEH CTATHH MBI OITH-
CHIBae€M TOMBITKY (TTOKa OJIHY W3 HEMHOTHX) IPUMEHHUTH HHTEPAKTHBHYTIO
MOJICJTb UCCIICIOBAHUS K M3YUCHHUIO HEHPO(DU3HOIOTHN HHTEPCYObEKTHB-
HOCTH.

skskosk

JlonroxxnanHas CMEHA TapaaWTMbl B HCCICIOBAHUH COIHMATBHOTO
CO3HaHMs HaMevaeTcs B cTathe «K Heliponayke Broporo suna» [Schilbach
etal., in press], rae aBTOPBI MOCTYJIUPYIOT HEOOXOJUMOCTbD IIEPSHTH OT UC-
clieloBaHuil cyObekTa B KauecTBe HAOMI0/aTellsl K MCCIIEIOBaHUIO COOCT-
BEHHO 83auMoOelicmsus MeXAy CyObekTaMu. B camoM ferne, ontyIieHne
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Y TIOHUMaHHE «MEHTAJIbHBIX COCTOSHHI» JIPyroro 4ejloBeKa B OOBIYHOM
KOHTCKCTC MMPOUCXOAUT HE B BUJC Ha6J'IIOZ[eHI/ISI 3a Ipyrum, a BO B3anMoO-
JEWCTBUU C 9TUM APYTUM 4eJoBeKoM. lIpenBapuTenbHble HCCIEOBAaHNS
IIPY TIOMOIIN METOJ0B HEHPOBH3YaIM3IUHU HOATBEPXKIAIOT CYIIECTBEH-
HO€ OTJIMYUE HEHPOHHOM aKTUBAIlMY B CUTYallMH B3aUMHOCTH, XapaKTep-
HOW I COLMAJIBHOTO B3aMMOJICHCTBHUS, 0 CPAaBHEHMIO C MPOCTHIM Ha-
6moieHneM.

Kak MbI yxe Buaenu, crapas napajgurma, Bce €Iie O4eHb pacrpo-
CTpaHEHHAas, HETJIaCHO MpEJIoyaraer, 4To COlMalbHOe Co3HaHME (T.e.
CIOCOOHOCTh MO3HABATh JAPYToro 4ejloBeKa, €r0 MEHTAJIbHBIE COCTOS-
HUS, ACHCTBHS U T.[1.) IPEACTABIISACT CO00# TaKOM c11ocob6 00padOTKH HH-
(hopmannu, KOTOPBIH O CYIIECTBY SBISETCS ACCHUBHBIM «IIOTJIOLICHNU-
emM» HMHGPOPMALNH, TPEIOCTABICHHOW OOBEKTHBHBIM H YK€ T'OTOBBIM
K BOCIPUSATUIO MUPOM. Bonpeku 3ToMy B HOBOH IEpCreKTUBE BOCIPU-
ATHE SIBISIETCS] aKTUBHBIM IIPOIIECCOM CO CTOPOHBI OpraHu3Ma, pacroso-
JKEHHOTO B CpeJie M1 YKOPCHEHHOTO B HE, a OTHIOAh HE aOCTPAKTHO U30-
JMPOBAHHOTO OT Hee. DTy XapaKTEPUCTUKY BOCTIPUATHS IIEPEaeT TPy A-
HOTIEPEBOAUMEI HA PyCCKUH s13bIK TepMuH “‘affordance” (ero He coBcem
TOYHO TEPEBOJAT KAaK «BO3MOXKHOCTBY), NMPEIUIOKEHHBIH H3BECTHBIM
ncuxosioroMm JIx./Ix. 'mdoconom. Cpeja npeyiaraet Opranu3my omnpe/e-
JICHHBIC BO3MOXHOCTH (zlepeBo KaK YKPBITUC, BOJIa KaK MUTHC HUJIN KaK
cpena oOuTaHMs, MECTO OXOTHI | T.11.). BocmpusiTHE JKUBOTHBIM 3THX BO3-
MOJKHOCTEW 3aBHCHUT KaK OT YCJIOBHUI Cpe/ibl, TaK U OT €r0 COOCTBEHHOM
KOHCTHUTYLIUH — 3[I€Ch UMEET MECTO CLETJICHHE OpraHu3Ma Co CBOeH cpe-
noi. CrenoBano Obl FTOBOPUTH O IPUMEHEHUH TAKOTO MTOHSTHSI BO3MOX-
HOCTH K YeJIOBEYECKOI COIMajJbHOW cpelie — APYrod 4esloBEeK Bcerjaa
MpeIaraeT BO3MOXXHOCTh B3aUMOJIEHCTBUS C HUM KaK C JPyroM, Ha-
YaJIbHUKOM, IIAPTHEPOM H T.[I.

CoruaiabHOE CO3HAHKUE, HHTEPCYOBEKTHBHOCTh BOOOIIE, KaK MPaBH-
JI0, IPEAIOIaraeT SMOINOHAIBHYIO aHTA)KUPOBAHHOCTb U B3aUMOJICHCT-
BHE — B TOM CMBICIIE, B KOTOPOM B3aHMMOJICHCTBYIOIINE CyOhEKTHI B3AUMHO
OTBEYAIOT HAa COCTOSHUS MJIM ICUCTBHS IPYT APYTa, BBI3bIBAs LIEIb B3aHM-
HBIX peakiuil Ipyr Ha apyra. B TakoM B3auMo1eficCTBUH INIaBHYIO POJIb UI-
paeT He TEOPEeTHUECKOE TTO3HABAHKE APYTOro CyOBeKTa, HO MPaKTUYECKOe
HOY-Xay, OCHOBAaHHOE Ha HABBIKE B3aMMOAEHCTBUS U, HAIPOTHB, (hOPMHU-
pyloIee 3TOT HaBbIK. B KOHTEKCTE TaKOTO B3aMMOJCHCTBHS BO3HHUKAIOT
obmue, paszaensieMble cyObeKTaMi HAMEPEHHST 1 MOTHBBI, MOT'YIIIUE TTPH-
BOJIUTH K COBMECTHBIM JICHICTBUSM U lalbHEHIIIEMY Pa3BUTHIO B3aUMO/IEH-
ctBusi. C TOYKH 3peHHs] HEHPO(DHU3HOIOTHHA MOXHO BBIIBUHYTH THUIIOTE3Y
0 pa3IN4YMU HEMPOHHOM aKTHMBAIMU B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT POJIM BO B3aWMO-
JeWCTBHUN, HAIIPUMED SIBJIICTCS JIM CyObEKT HHUIIMATOPOM MJIH JKe OTBEUa-
€T Ha MHUI[UATUBY JIPYTOTO0.

IIpexne 4eM NPUCTYNHTh K OMHCAHHIO 3KcrepuMeHToB ¢ [IOT
1 MPT, wutocTpupyromux 3TO SIBIEHUE, OTMETUM €L1e OJUH Ba)KHbII
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TEOPETHUECKMH MOMEHT. MBI yXe YHOMHHAJIN O JUAJUYeCKOH HMHTEp-
CyOBEKTHMBHOCTH, SMOIIMOHAIBFHO CBS3BIBAIONIEH JBYX CyOBEKTOB. DMO-
LMOHAJIbHASI BOBJICYEHHOCTh B KOHTAKT C JAPYI'MM YEJIOBEKOM MMeEET HC-
KIIFOUUTEIIbBHYIO BaAXXHOCTH C CaMOI'o JAE€TCTBA MU ABJIACTCA HUCTOUYHUKOM
CMBICIIa U [TO3HAHKS B OTHOLIEHUH KaK caMoro ceds, Tak 1 Ipyroro 4eino-
BeKa. DTO 3HAUCHHE HMOIMOHAIBLHON BOBJICYCHHOCTH B KOHTAKTE C Jpy-
TMM YEJIOBKOM HUKOT/Ia HE 0CJIabeBacT: IMOIMH, TTO-BUANMOMY, UTPAIOT
OTPOMHYIO POJIb B BOCHPUSTHU ¥ IIOHUMaHUM JPYTUX JIIOJEH; SIMOLINO-
HaJIbHBIM OTBET 3/I€Ch IOpa3o BajKHEE, YEM HMHTENJICKTyalbHbIE KOHCT-
pykTbl. OZJHAKO B TIOBCEHEBHOCTH OOIICHUE MEXKY JTI0JbMH UMEET MECTO
B OIPE/ICJICHHOM KOHTEKCTE, B HEKOTOPOU CUTYaIlH — CUTyallil COBMECT-
HOTO BHUMaHus. [IoBTOpHM: pedb HAET O TPHAANIECKON HHTEPCYOBEKTHB-
HOCTH, B KOTOPOU JIBO€ CYOBEKTOB B3aUMOJICHCTBYIOT M pa3iessiior ad-
(DEKTHI M yCTAaHOBKH B OTHOLIEHHH TPETHEro 0OBEKTA WM Jinna. VIMEeHHO
SIBJICHUE COBMECTHOI'O BHUMAHHSI CTAJIO [TPEAMETOM UCCIIEJOBAHUS B IKC-
nepumentax JI. [lluns6axa u ap.!, IpU3BaHHBIX MOATBEPIUTH IIPABOMED-
HOCTb HOBOW TIapaJUrMbl H3yUCHHUS COIIMAIBHOTO CO3HAHMSI.

une6ax u ap. [Schilbach et al., 2006] ucxoasT U3 NPEINOCHIIKA
0 pa3nM4YuX HeHpo(N3NOoIOTHIECKOro Oas3uca Ipy UCCIST0BAHUH: a) CTO-
poHHEro HabroAaTes s U 0) CyObeKTa, HaXOSIIEeroCs B peaabHOU CUTya-
LMY B3aUMOJENCTBUS C COOTBETCTBYIOIEH SMOLIMOHAIIBHONW HAarpy3KoHu.
ABTOpBI IIBITAIOTCSI MOJICUPOBATH OOJIee HHTEPAKTUBHBIE U Oosiee IKO-
JIOTHYECKH JOCTOBEPHBIE IKCIEPUMEHTHI, YTOOBI BBIIBUTH HEHPOHHBIC
KOPPEJSTH COLUAIBHOTO CO3HAHUS C TOYKH 3pCHMS HAOIIOAATENs U C
TOUYKHU 3peHHUsi cyObekTa B3aumozaencTBus. Kpome Toro, oHu 3anarorcs
BOTIPOCOM O TOM, MOTYT JIH JIBa B3aNMO/ICHCTBYIOIINX MO3Ta BMECTE ITpe-
JOCTaBUTB OoJIbIe MH(GOPMAIIMK O B3aUMOJICHCTBHH, Ye€M HX CyMMa I10
OT/ICJIBHOCTH.

ump0ax ¢ KoJuleramMu MpoBEJT MCCIIEA0BaHUE TPH MOMOIIN (QYHK-
nuroHanbHOro MPT, B KOTOpOM MOMBITANKMCH BBISIBUTH Pa3IMiKe B HEHPOH-
HOMW aKTHBAIMU B CITy4asX, KOTAa COLMAIbHBIC CTUMYJIbI HAallpaBJICHbI HA
cyOBeKTa (HCHBITYEMOT0) WM Ha KOT'0-TO JAPYyroro. McneITyeMbIM mpes-
JIOXKWJIM TIPEJICTABUTh ceOe caMHX ceOsl CTOSIIUMH PSIIOM C IBYMSI IpyTH-
MH JIFOJIbMH, KOTOPBIX OHU HE BUJT. [lepes HUMU HaXoquiIcs TpETHit ye-
JIOBEK, KOTOPOTO OHU MOTJIN BHJIETh, — BUPTYaJIbHBINA IIEPCOHAXK, N300pa-
xaemblil Ha BHAeo (puc. 1). [lepeMeHHBIE HKCIIEPUMEHTA 3aKIIOYAIHCH
B BBIPQKEHUH JIUIIA BUPTYAILHOTO TIEpCOHaXKa (3TO OBLIH JINOO COIUAIEHO
3HAYMMBIE, JINOO MTPOU3BOJILHBIC BEIPAYKEHNUS JIMIIA), & TAK)KE B HAIIpaBJIe-
HUH ero B3rIsAa (OH CMOTpPEN JHO0 MPSIMO Ha MCTIBITYEMOTO0, JTM00 B CTO-
POHY, Ha OJTHOTO U3 IBYX HEBHIMMBIX IIEpCOHAXEH ). ICIIBITYEeMBIX IPOCH-
JIM OLICHUTH, OUIYIIAIOT JIM OHM, YTO BUPTYaJbHBIH MEPCOHAX HaMEPEH
BCTYIHTH B COLMATBHOE B3aHMO/ICHCTBHE.

I Ipanos [ ap.] (B neyaTn).
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Puc. 1. UccnenoBanue ¢ nomosto MPT [Schilbach et al., 2006]:
a — BUPTYaJIbHBIH CLIEHAPHIl COMIACHO HHCTPYKIUSIM; 6 — COLHAJILHO 3HAUMMOE BEIpaKe-
HHE JINIIA, B3I HATIPABIICH Ha UCIIBITYEMOT0 CyObEKTa; B — MPOU3BOJIBHOEC BBIPAKCHHE
JIHIA, B3TJISI] HAMIPABJICH Ha PYTOro YEI0BEeKa; 2 — HEHPOHHBIC KOPPEISITHI BOCTIPUSITHSI
HCTIBITYEMbIM B3IJIsI/Ia, HATIPABJICHHOTO HA HETO; 0 — HEHPOHHBIE KOPPEISAThI BOCIIPHUSATHS
UCIIBITYEMBIM B3IJIA1a, HAPABJICHHOTO HA PYTOr0 YeJIOBEKa; ¢ — HeHPOHHBIE KOPPEIISTHI
BOCTIPUSATHUSI HCIIBITYEMBIM IPOU3BOJIBHBIX ABMIKCHHH JTUIIEBBIX MBILIL]

HcnbiTyembie 6€3 Tpyaa pa3inyaliv COLHMaIbHO 3HAYUMYIO U IPOU3-
BOJILHYIO MUMHKY; ITPY 3TOM OOJIbIIast KOHLIEHTPALHs BHUMAHHS 1 O0JIb-
I1ee SMOLMOHAIBHOE BOBJICUCHNE OIIYIIATINCH B CIy4ae, KOTJa CTHUMYJ
(B3ruIsT) OBIT HAMIPaBJICH Ha UCTIBITYEMOTO. Pe3ynpTaThl HepoBH3yain3a-
K (puc. 2) BBISIBUIIN JOCTOBEPHBIC Pa3IMuus B HEHPOHHOW aKTHBAIUU
IIPY BOCTIPUSATHH COLMATILHO 3HAYMMONH MUMHUKH B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT TOTO,
ObUT JIM HaIpaBlICH B3MJISAA HAa HCHBITYEMOTO WIH B CTOPOHY OT HETO.
B niepBom ciiyuae Habsronancs audGepeHuanbHbid pOCT HEHPOHHOM aK-
TUBHOCTHU B BEHTPAJIBHOW YaCTH MEJINAIIbHOI 00J1aCTH NMPEI0OHOM KOpBI
Y Ha TIOBEPXHOCTH MUH/IAJIEBUTHOTO TeJIa; B CJIydae, KOTAa B3IJIs]] BUPTY-
QJIBHOTO TEPCOHAXKA ObLT HAIIPABJIEH HA JPYTOro YeI0BEKa, aKTHBUPOBA-
JIUCh MC/IHaJIbHasA 1N 6OKOBaSI 30HBI TEMEHHOM KOPBI TOJIOBHOI'O MO3Ta.

B ciryuae, korza B3rJisi1 BUPTYJIBHOTO NIEPCOHaKa HAIIPaBJICH B CTO-
POHY OT HCIBITYEMOTO, TOCIIEAHUN BBHICTYIIAET B POJIN HAOIIOAATENs; KO-
712 JKe B3IJIsL]] BUPTYaJIbHOTO ITePCOHaKa HAIPaBJIeH Ha CaMOT0 UCIIBITye-
MOT0, UIMEET MECTO Ha4ajio COLMAIbHOI0 B3auMoaeicTBHs. CaMH aBTOPbI
Ha OCHOBaHMHM ONHUCAHHBIX JaHHBIX MPT 3ameuaror, 4To B IEpBOM CiIyyae
AKTUBUPYIOTCA 00JIACTH MO3Ta, OTBEYAIOIIHE 32 BU3YaIbHO-IIPOCTPAHCT-
BEHHYIO MH(OPMAIIHIO, BO BTOPOM Clly4ae CTUMYJIbI, HalpaBjieHHbIE Ha
CaMoOT0 UCIIBITYEMOT0, aKTUBHPYIOT 00JACTH, CBSI3aHHBIC C 00pPaOOTKOMH
SMOIMOHATBHON M OLIEHOYHOW MH(pOpManuu (MUHAAIEBUIHOE TEIO U
BEHTPAJIbHYIO 30HY MPEAJIOOHOM KOPBI). DTH Pe3yIbTaThl MOITBEPIKAAIOT
B)XHYIO POJIb SMOLMI HE TOJBKO IPHU BOCIPHATHH SMOLUOHAIBHBIX CO-
CTOSIHMH JJPYTOro 4eJIOBeKa, HO M IIPH B3aUMOJICHCTBIH C HUM; OHH o0ec-
MIEYNBAIOT TEJIECHBIIM OTBET HA BBIPAXKECHUE, HAMEPEHHUS U ICHCTBHS APYyTO-
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rO U TaKUM 00pa3oM MPEJOCTABIISIIOT BOZMOXXHOCTH M MOTHBAIMIO JIS
JNEWCTBUS U JAJIbHENIIIETO B3aUMOJECHUCTBHSI.

Kpowme Toro, pezynsrarel MPT nokasanu, 4To npu BOCHPUITUU NIPO-
W3BOJIBHOW MUMUKH aKTHBUPYIOTCS IIPaBasi HIXKHSAS 0071aCTh JTOOHOM KO-
PBI ¥ HYDKHSISL TEMEHHasi Kopa — 00J1acTH, 0OBIYHO BKIJIIOYaEMbIE B CHCTE-
My 3€pKaJIbHBIX HEHPOHOB, AKTUBUPYEMYIO ITPH BOCIIPUATHH MOTOPHBIX
WHTEHLUH pyroro denoBeka. Kak O HM 00CTOSIIO J1€J10 ¢ COOCTBEHHO
3epKaJbHBIMU HEWPOHAMHM, caMa aKTHUBAIMs yKa3aHHBIX oOjacTeill mpu
BOCTIPHSITHHN JICHCTBUIL APYrOro 4enoBeka yOeIuTeaIbHO MPOMILUIIOCTPH-
pOBaHa MpH IMOMOIIN METOAOB HelpoBusyanuzanuu. O1HAKO POIb STOH
AKTHBAIMU MOXET OBITh HHTEPIIPETUPOBaHA [10-pa3HoMy. OOBIYHO aKTH-
BaIio o0JacTelt Kopbl roioBHOT0 Mosra (I'M), oTBeuaromux Kak 3a Bbl-
MIOJIHEHUE, TaK U 33 BOCIIPUATHE ACHCTBUS, HHTEPIPETUPYIOT (B Cirydae
BOCHPUATHA) KaK CHUMYISANHIO JEHCTBUSA Apyroro. OgHAKO BO3MOXKHA
U Apyrasi ”HTEPIPETAIHs: aKTHBALUS ITHX 00JIaCTel MOKET OBITh CBsI3a-
Ha HE MPOCTO C CUMYJIANNEH EHCTBUSA APYToro, a ¢ BOCIIPUATHEM BO3-
MO>KHOCTEH JallbHEHIIEro B3aUMOJCHCTBHS ¢ HUM HCXOJS M3 ITOTO
TOJBKO YTO COBEPUICHHOro AeiicTBus. VHaue roBops, 3Ta akTUBaLUs
MIOArOTaBINBAET MO3T ¥ OPTaHU3M B LIEJIOM K OTBETY Ha I€HCTBUS IPyro-
ro, K KOMIIJIEMEHTapHOMY, JOTIOJIHAIONIEMY ACHCTBHIO B IIPOIIECCE B3an-
MozelcTBud. [Ipyu 3TOM aKTHUBHPYIOTCS MOTOPHBIE IPOTPaMMBl, 103BO-
JIAIONIME KOOPAUHHUPOBATH COOCTBEHHBIE IEHCTBUSA C ICHCTBUSMHE IPYTO-
ro 4elI0BeKa.

B npyrom uccienosannu nnp6ax ¢ koieraMu u3ydan HeHpOHHBIE
KOPPEIATHI JIMLEBOW MUMHKDPUH, BBIIBUB CETh, COCTOSIYIO M3 JIUIEBON
00J1acTH EpBUYHOI MOTOPHOM KOPBI, 3a/{HEH 30HBI MOSICHON KOPBI, THII-
MOKaMIla ¥ JOPCAIbHON YacTU CPEIHEro Mo3ra. ABTOPBI JENAlOT BBIBOJ
0 CYIIECTBOBAaHMU TECHOM CBSA3M MEXAY BOCIPHITHEM BBIpAXKEHUIT THIa
u (hopMHpOBaHNEM aHAIOTHYHBIX BRIPKEHNUH JHa y HaOmonarens. OHu
3aKJIIOYAIOT TAaKXKe, YTO CUTYalluH, TPeOYIoNIe SMOIHOHAIBHON BOBJIE-
YEHHOCTH M BEIyIINEe K HEKOEMy MOTOPHOMY OTBETY, aKTUBHPYIOT J00-
HO-TEMEHHBIE 30HBI M CPEAMHHBIE CTPYKTYPBI KOpbl ['M, a Taxke 1uMou-
yecKyto cucremy I'M.

CrnenoBaTenabHO, IEPBOOCHOBHAS POJIb COLIMATIBHOTO CO3HAHMSA — HE
IIPOCTO UHTEJUIEKTYAIBHO IT03HABATH CO3HAHUE JIPYTHX JIIOACH U UX MEH-
TaJbHbIE COCTOSIHUA. HampoTuB, mo3HaHue Ipyroro yesioBeka OCHOBAHO
Ha TOM OTBETE, KOTOPBIN BBI3BIBAIOT B Hac ero aeiicteus: «Koraa npyrue
oOpararoTest K HaM JIMYHO, BOCIIPUSITHE MX BBIPA3UTEIBHOIO TIOBE/ICHMS,
X MUMHKH C HEHPO(DHU3HOIOTHUECKON TOUKH 3pEHUSI ONMPAETCsT Ha Tec-
HOE CIICIUICHHE BOCHPUSTHSI M JIeHCTBHS ¢ 00paboTkoi addekTrBHON
1 TeJeCHOW MH(DOPMAITIH, TIOANNTHIBAIOIICH 1 MOAePKUBAIOIICH ITOAT0-
TOBKY MOTOPHOT'O OTBETa KakK CII0co0a yBHETh BO3MOKHOCTHU JJISl B3au-
MOJIEHCTBHSA U OTBETHTBH HA HUX».
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B cBoewm uccienosannu M. Yumc u ip. [Wilms et al., 2010] uzyvanu
HEeUPOpHU3HOIIOrHYECKHUEe KOPPEISThI B3AMMHOCTH COLIMAIIBHOTO B3anMO-
JeficTBus. Beap B3auMOIEHCTBYIOIINE HENOCPEACTBEHHO BO3AEUCTBYIOT
JpyT Ha JIpyra, ¥ 3TO B3aMMHOE BO3/EHiCTBHE HEOOXOANMO ITOKa3aTh Ha
YpOBHE €ro HepoHHOTo Oas3uca. SIcHO, 4To coBpeMeHHEIe armapatel MPT
Ha JIaHHBI MOMEHT HE MO3BOJIAIOT MPEJCTaBUTh BCIO MOJIHOTY B3aHUMO-
JieficTBUSA IBYX CyOBEKTOB. [109TOMY aBTOPHI CMOACINPOBAIN HOBBIN THIT
MOCTAHOBKH DKCIIEPUMEHTA, OCHOBAHHBIM HA HHTEPAKTUBHOM OTCIIEKHBA-
HUM JBUKEHUH II1a3.

B skcniepumenTe YuiMca UCIBITY EMbIil, IOMELEHHBIN B CKaHEP, MOT
BUJICTH BHJICO, N300pakaBIliee BUPTYyaTIbHOTO IEPCOHAXKA; ABMKCHUS T1a3
UCTIBITYEMOTO MOHUTOPHIIMCH TIPH TIOMOII HH(pPAaKpacHOi kamepsl. [[Bu-
JKEHMs TJ1a3 BHUPTYalbHOIO MHEPCOHa)ka MPHUBOAMINCHE B COOTBETCTHE
C B3IVIS,ZIOM MCIBITYEMOTO, a ABHKEHUSI TJ1a3 TTOCIICJHET0 OBUTH HaIlpaBJie-
HBl Ha «IPOLIYIBIBAHUE» MOBEACHHS IPYroro, mojo0HO TOMY, KaK 3TO
MIPOMCXOIUT B PEaJIbHOM KU3HH. Takas IOCTaHOBKA SKCIIEPUMEHTA I103BO-
JSIET UCTIBITYEMBIM OIIYINATh, KAK MX COOCTBEHHBIC JBIKCHUS TJa3 BO3-
JICHCTBYIOT Ha B3Il BUPTYAJILHOTO IPYToro uenoseka. Kpome toro, skc-
MEPUMEHT MO3BOJISICT MCCIIE0BATh HEMPOHHBIE KOPPEIATHI POJIU UCIIBI-
TYyEeMOTO B COLMAIEHOM B3aMMO/ICHCTBUU — PEUb UJIET O POJIM HHUIIHATOpa
WJIN K€ Pearnpyromero Ha HHUIUATUBY. DTO HEMAJIOBaKHO IIPU UCCIIEN0-
BaHUM COBMECTHOIO BHUMaHMs, KOT/Ia Mbl HAIIPABJIIEM CBOE BHUMAHHUE HA
YTO-JIM00 COBMECTHO C JIpyTUM YEJIOBEKOM, OCO3HaBask 3TY HAIIy C HUM CO-
BMECTHYIO HAIIPAaBJICHHOCTh BHUMaHUsA. CUTyallls COBMECTHOIO BHUMa-
HUSI BO3HHUKAET JIMOO KOT1a MBI CJIE/IyeM 32 B3IJISIIOM JAPYToro, Tnbo Korjia
CaMH HampaBIIsIieM €T0 B3I

[Inns0ax M ero KOJUIErH UCIIONB30BaIN NPEICTABICHHYIO BBIIIE MO-
CTaHOBKY 3KcrepumenTa npu nomowmwu MPT i uccnenosanust coBMect-
noro BuHuManus [Schilbach et al., 2010]. McneiTyembie B3auMoeicT-
BOBAJIM C BHUPTYaIbHBIM IE€PCOHAXKEM BO BPEMs HEHPOBH3YaIH3aLUU.
WcnbiTyeMblii 1100 MHUIIMMPOBAJI CHTYAIMI0 COBMECTHOTO BHUMAHHUSI C
MepCOHaXeM, JIN0O0, HAIPOTHB, CJEIOBAI 33 B3IJISAOM TOT0 IIEPCOHAXKA,
B 000MX cityyasx pUKCUPYs B3I HA TPEMETax, OKa3bIBAeMbIX Ha JK-
pane. B pesynaprare MPT BbIsIBHIIA aKTHUBAIMIO MeAUAIbHOW 00JIaCTH
npeuTo0HON KOPBI M 3aTHEH 30HBI MOSCHOW KOPHI IPH COBMECTHOW Ha-
MPABJICHHOCTH BHUMAaHUs Ha 00BEKT HE3aBUCHMO OT POJIM — MHUIIMATOpa
M pearupymouero. HanpasiaeHHOCTb B3IUIg1a Ha ApYTroi mpeaMeT, a He
Ha TOT, Ha KOTOPBIA CMOTPEJT BUPTYaIbHBIN NEPCOHAXK, aKTUBHpPOBaa 60-
KOBYIO JIOOHO-TEMEHHYIO CeTh (pHC. 2, 8), KOTOpasi CBsi3aHa C KOHTPOJIEM
BHUMaHMA W JIBIKCHUH T7a3. B cBoio ouepens mMenuanbHas mpeamoOHas
KOpa ¥ 3a/Hss NOsICHAs KOpa NIPUHAAIe)KaT K MEHTAJIbHOM CUCTEME, OIU-
CaHHOU BBIIIIE, M IEPEKPBIBAIOTCS 00JIACTSMH, OTBEYAIOIIUMH 32 TAK HA3bl-
BaeMblIii peskiM Mo3ra 1o ymondanuto (defaul mode), koTopbie akTuBHpY-
IOTCSl B COCTOSTHAM TIOKOS1 I'M IpH OTCYTCTBMM BHEIIHUX 33/ay...
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Puc. 2. Pesynbrarsl HelipoBusyanu3aiuu [Schilbach et al., 2010]:

a — dKpaH, NPe/ICTABIISIOINHA aHTPOIIOMOP(GHOr0 BUPTYAIBHOTO MEPCOHAXKA U TPH TIPEI-
MeTa (cepble KBaapaThl); 6 — HEHPOHHBIC KOPPEISTHl COBMECTHOTO BHUMAHMSI; 6 — HEHPOH-
HbIE KOPPEJISIThI Hepas/iesieMOro BHUMaHHS; 2 — HEHPOHHBIC KOPPEISATH COBMECTHOT'O
BHUMAaHHs1, MTHUIIUUPOBAHHOTO IPYTHUM; O — HEHPOHHBIC KOPPEIATHI COBMECTHOTO BHUMa-
HUsI, MTHULIMUPOBAHHOTO CAMHM HCIIBITYEMbIM

Takum 00pazoM, U TOM, YTO UCIBITYEMBIH MOCTOSHHO (MKCUPYET
B3IJIS1 HA NPEeIMETE Ha dKPaHe, UIMEIOT MECTO CYILECTBEHHBIE Pa3IHuus
B HEMpPOHHON aKTHBAallUM B 3aBUCHUMOCTU OT TOTO, HAIIPABIECH W HET
B3IJISLT HCIIBITYEMOTO Ha 00BEKT BMECTE C APYTHM. 3pHUTelbHas (prukcanus
IpeaMeTa B KOOPJUHALUYU C APYTUM IPUBOJUT K aKTUBAL[MKU HEHPOHHOMN
CEeTH, CBA3aHHON C BOCIIPHUSITHEM MEHTAIBbHBIX COCTOSHUI 1 KOMMYHHUKa-
TUBHBIX HAMEPEHHMH JIPyroro 4ejoBeka (a Takke ¢ caMope(IeKTHBHBIM
PEXUMOM IO YMOJYaHUIO). MeHTalbHasl CUCTEMa aKTHBHUPOBANACh MpU
MIPOCTON KOOPAMHALIMK B3MJIAJA MCIBITYEMOTO C B3IJISAOM (BUPTYallb-
HOT0) JIpyroro 0e3 sBHOrO HaMEepeHHsl OLIEHHBATh €0 MEHTAJbHbIE CO-
crostHusl. Takum oOpa3oM, akTHBaIMs 00NacTell MO3ra, COCTABIISIOIINX
MCHTAJIbHYIO CUCTEMY, BO3MOXXHA IMPHU COBMCCTHOM BHUMAaHUHN 663 OKC-
IUIMIOATHOTO 3HAHUA O MEHTAJIBHBIX COCTOAHUAX APYTUX HIOI[eﬁ H, CJIca0-
BaTeJIbHO, AT CHCTEMa MOXKET UIPaTh POJIb B IOPE(ICKTUBHOM, PAKTH-
YECKOM HOY-Xay B3aUMOJECHCTBUS C JPYTHUMH.

Pesynbrar, monmydennsiii [llnnp0axom, mMeeT OONBIIOE TEOPETHYC-
CKOC 3HAYCHHUE: OKA3bIBACTCS, HEWPOHHASI CETh MEHTAILHOW CHCTEMBI HE
CBSI3aHA TOJIBKO C PEe(DICKTUBHBIM, HHTEIJICKTYaJIbHBIM COIMAIBHBIM CO-
3HAHHMEM, HO MOXKET CIIy)KHTh KOPPEJSITOM 0a30BbIX MEXaHH3MOB, o0ec-
MEYHUBAIOLINX NEPBUYHBIE HABBIKU COLUAILHOIO B3auMMOJAEHCTBUA. Bo3-
MOKHO, UMEHHO TaKOBa IepBast CTaANs Pa3BUTUS ITOH CUCTEMBI, U JTHIIb
MO3/IHEE OHA HAUMHAET UCIONIb30BaThCs ISl SIBHOTO, SKCILTMLIUTHOIO CO-
LUAJIBHOTO CO3HAHUSI.

B omnuceiBaeMoM skcriepuMenTe pu oMot MPT ObLTH Takke BbI-
SIBIICHBI Pa3IMYMsl HEHPOHHBIX KOPPEIATOB B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT TOTO, KEM
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ObLTa MHUIIMMPOBAHA CUTYAIMsi COBMECCTHOTO BHUMAHUS: KOT[Aa UCIIBITY-
eMBIi CJIC0BAJI B3IVIAAY APYroro, akTUBUPOBAJIACh IMEPEAHAA 30HA ME-
JTUATFHON TPEATIOOHOH KOPHI, TOTJa KaK MHUIMANNS COBMECTHOTO BHH-
MaHUs HUCIBITYEMBIMU TPUBOIWIA K aKTUBAIIMA BEHTPAILHOW 00IacTH
MI0JIOCATOTO TEeJa, BXOJIICH B CHCTEMY, OTBEYAIOIIYIO 3a IepepaboTKy
nHpopManuu o Bo3HarpaxiaeHuu (noakperienun). OneHKa cyObeKTHB-
HOT'O OIIbITa HMCHOBITYEMBIMU TAKXKE IMOKaszajia, YTO MHUIUHUpYEMasd UMH
CUTYyaIllsi COBMECTHOTO BHUMAHHA MPHHOCHIIA YAOBOJILCTBHE. 13 3TOTO
MOJKHO CJICJIaTh BEIBOJ] O TOM, YTO COITHATIbHOE B3aNMO/ICHCTBHE BKITFOYA-
eT B ce0s1 adh GmIMaTUBHYO MOTHBAIUIO, PeaIn3allis KOTOPOH cama o ce-
0e CITy’KUT BO3HArpaXkICHUEM, U, CII€ZIOBAaTeNIbHO, B3aUMOJICHICTBHE U pa3-
JIeJIEHUE OMBITA C IPYTUM — CAaMOCTOSATEJIbHBIN U BaKHBI MOTHB.

MBI IpeICTaBIIIH IBa SKCIIEPUMEHTA, UCXOISAIINX U3 HOBOH IKCIICPH-
MeHTaIbHOM mapanurMel [lluns0axa u ap.; mepBblil ObUT CBSA3aH C AU~
YEeCKOH CUTyaluell HHTepCyObEeKTUBHOCTH, a BTOPOH — C CUTyanuel Tpua-
JINYECKOH, CUTyaIMel COBMECTHOTO BHUMaHHUSI. Llesb 000uX 3KCriepuMeH-
TOB — cO31IaTh OoJiee TOCTOBEPHYIO C DKOJOTHYECKOW TOUYKH 3PEHUS
CUTYAIIHIO B3aUMOJICHCTBUS MeX Ty cCyObpekTaMu. O0a ObLTH OCHOBAHEI HA
OTCJICKUBAHUM B3IJISAJIa, BO3MOXKHO, OJHOM M3 CaMbIX XapaKTepHBIX ac-
IICKTOB I/IHTepr6’beKTI/IBHOFO B3aHMOHeﬁCTBHH. Civit OKCIICPUMEHTHI IO -
TBEP)KAAIOT Pa3INyie B HEMPOHHON aKTHBAIMU MEXTY TOUKAMH 3PCHHUS
HaOJroaTeNs M y9acTHHKA B3anMoJieiicTBus. bosee Toro, okaspiBaercs,
4yTO 0a30BOC B3aMMOJICHCTBHE MEXKIY JTIOJBMHU UMECT HOPe(ICKTUBHBIM,
MIPEUHTEIUICKTYaIbHBIA XapaKTep — OHO SIBIISIETCS MPAKTHUYECKUM HaBbI-
KOM, HOY-Xay.

DKCIIepUMEHT TIOKa3bIBaeT, YTO HOBas (puiiocodckas aKCHOMATHKA,
MOphIBaIoOLIasi ¢ MHTEPHAIMCTCKON pernpe3eHTaluOHUCTCKON aKCHOMaTH-
KO, KOTOPOH PyKOBOACTBYIOTCS MHOTHE UCCIIE0BATENN, MOXKET YCIell-
HO PYKOBOJUTbH IIOCTAHOBKOW M MHTEPIPETAUUEl SKCIEPUMEHTOB U B
pe3yabpTaTe MOpPOXKAACT OOJee CIOKHYIO, SKOJOTHYECKH JOCTOBEPHYIO
U aJeKBaTHYIO MOJENb WHTepcyObeKkTuBHOCTH. «HoOBas» akcmomaTika
B JICHICTBUTEIILHOCTH OMTUPACTCSI Ha «CTapbhIe» (PEHOMEHOJIOTHIO U TIparMa-
TH3M, HO caM (aKkT BO3BpaIlleHHsI K 3T0i (puiocodun roBopuT o HEOOX0-
JUMOCTH (GUI0CO(UHN KaK TAKOBOW B MHTEPIUCLHUILIMHAPHOM HAy4YHOM
MIPOCTPAHCTBE, B YaCTHOCTH B MICCIICTOBAHNH CO3HAHNUS. Beskuil sxcnepu-
MEHT HHTEPIPETUPYETCS UCXOIS U3 ONIPEICIICHHON TEOPHUH, Ha OCHOBE OII-
pelesIeHHOM aKCHOMATHKU — BElb MHOTHE 3KCIIEPUMEHTBI CaMu 1o cede
TEOpeTHYEeCKH HenoomnpeeneHsl. Poib Guiaocodckoro ananmsa — nposic-
HUTH BBIOPAaHHYIO (3a4aCTyIO0 TOJCIYIHO, HEOCO3HAHHO) aKCHOMATHKY
U TIPEIOCTaBHUTH PALMOHAIBHBIC OCHOBAHHS JUIA BHIOOpA OTHOW M3 BO3-
MOKHBIX Teopuit. [IpeacraBisercs, 9To mparMaTideckas (He TOJIBKO B HC-
TOPUYECKOM, HO U B ATUMOJIOTHYECKOM CMBICIIE) TEOPHsl SIBIISIETCS JIyd-
UM KaHIUAaTOM JJId PYKOBOJCTBA U MPOSACHCHUA 3KCHCpHMeHTaﬂLHOfI
JIESITETFHOCTH, YeM HHTEPHAIN3M U PEIPE3eHTANOHN3M.
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Inés Hipélito - Centre With neurons emergence, life alters itself in a remarkable way. This embodied
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University of Lisbon. mind and eventually to consciousness [Damasio, 2010]. In which moment has
E-mail: hipolito.ines awareness arisen in the history of life? The emergence of human consciousness is
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ultimately lead to the creation of culture, a radical novelty in natural history.

It is in this context of biological evolution of conscious brains that we raise the
question: how conscious brains connect with each other? In order to answer it,
I will explore how brain states and conscious states each participate in dynamic
interactive processes involving the whole organism. I will argue that a possible
way to overcome the hard problem of consciousness might be based on the notion
of embodiment as a process of embedding the mental in the living organism
relating dynamically with the environment through the sensory-motor experience.
In order to do so, I will provide an assembly between an anthropologic perspective
of consciousness with contemporary Philosophy of Mind, Interaction Theory
[Gallagher 2001, 2008; Zahavi 2001, 2008; Fuchs and De Jaegher 2009].

Key words: biological evolution; consciousness; interaction theory.

1. Consciousness on Biological Evolution

In the evolutionary process, how did the consciousness arise in a world where,
until then, it did not existed? In animals’ development, when did they first experien-
ced mental events emerging from the darkness of unconsciousness?

These mental events must be related to the neuronal events that continually were
posted in the brain, but how did they improved brain performance, making it so use-
ful for evolutionary survival? In fact, the question that needs to be addressed is the
following: what ontological status can be attributed to mental events that appeared
in a world that could be once considered as a monastic physical world, this is, the
world of matter and energy?

The instinctive performance of an animal is based on ontogenetic construction
of the nervous system and related structures via genetic instructions. From the mate-
rialistic viewpoint, learning, meanwhile, can be regarded as an increasing the synap-
tic efficiency in repeated use. We can thus consider: which advantage has been pro-
duced by experiences associated with mental actions? William James suggested that
the mind was a property acquired by a brain that is now too complex to control him-
self. It has been suggested that consciousness is useful regarding that it provided the
animal a certain holistic experience. The immense diversity of standardized neuron
activity conveyed coded information that could be used to reconstitute the image,
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but a holistic operation like this cannot be performed by cortex machinery;
it is, rather, achieved in conscious experience that arise when we open our
eyes and that changes itself every moment in an apparent synchrony with
visual information [see Hipolito, 2014a].

The Darwinian theory of evolution is imperfect since it does not recog-
nize the extraordinary problem that is posed by the living organisms that
acquire mental experiences of non-material type. Moreover and for another
hand, the Cartesian solution cannot be accepted, given that it argues that
humans conscious experiences are attributable to divine creation of souls,
and therefore humans are mechanical automates empty of mental activity;
as Popper [1982: 150] states “the emergence of consciousness in the animal
kingdom is perhaps as great mystery as the origin of life itself. We must ad-
mit, however, and despite its impenetrable difficulty, that it is a product of
evolution, of natural selection”.

1.1. Mind-Brain: the rising of Self-Awareness

The materialist critics argue that there are insuperable difficulties in
the case of immaterial mental events such as thinking acting over material
structures such as the neurons of the cerebral cortex. Such action is alleged
to be inconsistent with the conservation laws of physics, in particular the
first law of thermodynamics. This objection would, obviously, be suppor-
ted by the physicists of the nineteenth century and by neuroscientists and
philosophers who lie still ideologically in nineteenth-century physics, not
recognizing the evolution produced by quantum physicists of the twentieth
century. Unfortunately, it is rare for a quantum physicist, to dare meddling
in the mind-brain issue. Margenau (1984), affords a fundamental contribu-
tion «that some fields, such as the field of mechanical probability quantum,
do not transport energy or matter” which means a remarkable transformati-
on of nineteenth-century physics. Margenau continues stating:

“In very complicated physical systems as the brain, neurons and the
sense organs, whose constituents are small enough to be governed by
quantum laws of probability, the physical body is always positioned
for a number of possible modifications, each with a probability
defined; if it occurs a modification which requires more energy or less
energy than another, the intricate body provides it automatically. The
mind would not be called upon to provide energy.” (p. 96).

Shortly, what Margeneau asserts is that: “mind can be seen as a field in
the physical sense of the term. But, as a non material field, for which the
closest analogy is, perhaps, a field of probability” (p. 97). According to
Margeneau (1984), the hypothesis is that of the mind-brain intersection
being analogous to a quantum mechanics probabilistic field, which has no
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mass nor energy but that can, however, lead to effective action in
microsites. It is proposed more specifically, that the intentions involved in
mental concentration or planned thought may lead to neuronal events by a
procedure analogous to quantum mechanics probability fields. In this
context, one may question which neural events could be proper recipients
of mental events, which are analogous of quantum probability fields. The
answer can be found in recent discoveries about the nature of the synoptic
mechanism by which a nerve cell communicates with another, specially
regarding mini-sites operation. To this extent, the microsites in the brain
may have transcendental capabilities to be channels of communication
between these two distinctive entities (mind-brain). If one accepts the fact
that mental events can effectively act on brain, then the philosophical
implications are far reaching.

It is in this context of biological evolution of conscious brains that we
raise the question: how conscious brains engage with each other? In order
to answer it, we will explore how brain states and conscious states each par-
ticipate in dynamic interactive processes involving the whole organism and
therefore, that human brains learn by interaction and that this occurs at the
level of the second-person perspective [Gallagher, 2001, 2008; Zahavi
2001, 2005; Reddy 2003; Fuchs, 2005]. In the early years of social neuros-
cience, attempts had already been made to investigate two brains in interac-
tion through “hyper-scanning,” which was hailed as a break-through tech-
nology [Montague et al., 2002]. Although the application of this method
has, indeed, provided invaluable insights into the neural basis of social co-
gnition (SoCog) in conditions of health and pathology [e.g., King-Casas et
al., 2005; 2008], the approach never really caught on. At least in part this is
due to the fact that using it to its full potential would have required establis-
hing more ecologically valid ways for two or more participants to interact
[cf. Redcay et al., 2010]. However, first steps are now being taken to inves-
tigate the neural mechanisms of interaction dynamics.

Brain is an organ of modulation and transformation that mediates the
cycles of organism-environment interaction. According to Fuchs (2009),
the mind is not in the brain, but it is rather distributed among the brain, the
body and the environment, this is, the brain is not only the organ of the
mind since it is connected to a human head and body, and this body is con-
nected to its environment and to other embodied human beings.

Contemporary Philosophy of Mind is mainly based on the assumption
of a profound distinction between consciousness and biological life, in ot-
her words, the one conceived as internal and purely mental and the other as
an external, functional property of physical systems: the so called hard pro-
blem of consciousness, which cannot be solved as long as the mind and life
are conceptualized as exclusive concepts. However, according to new stu-
dies in Embodied Cognitive Science, the person must be thought not as
pure subjectivity experienced from within and not as a complex physiolo-
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gical system observed from without, but as a living being interacting with
others within the second person perspective on the “you” perspective.

2. Brain, Body and World: Learning
by Interaction

In Philosophy of Mind there is a duality between the first and third per-
son perspective, but this seems insufficient since there is a gap between a
person’s mental states and another’s perception of that person’s body
which is the only experienced from within and the other observable from
without.

To overcome the antagonism of first and third person perspective, it
has recently been proposed to introduce the notion of the second person
perspective [Gallagher, 2001, 2008; Zahavi 2001, 2005; Reddy 2003,
Fuchs, 2005].

In spite of the remarkable progress made in the burgeoning field of
neuroscience, the neural mechanisms that underlie social encounters are
only beginning to be studied and could — paradoxically — be seen as “dark
matter” [Schilbach et al., 2013]. The field of Neuroscience has begun to il-
luminate the complex biological bases of human social cognitive (SoCog)
abilities [Frith & Frith, 2010; Ochsner & Lieberman, 2001]. Two new neu-
roatomically distinct large-scale networks have gained center stage as the
neural substrates of social cognition (SoCog): the so-called mirror system
(MNYS) and the mentalizing network (MENT). The formed is believed to gi-
ve us a “first-person grasp” of the motor goals and intentions of other indi-
viduals [Rizolatti & Sinigaglia, 2010]. The later has been seen as providing
evidence for a “Theory-Theory” account of SoCog believed to give us an
inferential, reflective and what might be called a third-person grasp of the
others’ mental states (Frith & Frith, 2006, 2010). However it remains un-
clear whether, and how, activity in the large-scale neural networks des-
cribed above is modulated by the degree to which a person does or does not
feel actively involved in an ongoing interaction.

The duality of the first and third person perspective (1PP and 3PP) is an
established opposition in philosophy of mind where it is mainly used to de-
monstrate the irreducibility of subject as against a physicality concept of
the world [Fuchs, 2012]. The experiential perspective of a subject and the
observational perspective (i.e. neuroscientist) cannot be brought to a final
congruence because even the sum of any possible knowledge about objec-
tive process occurring in the subject’s brain, body and surrounding world
would not include what it is like for the subject to have the experience in
question [Nagel, 1974]. It has recently been proposed to introduce the noti-
on of the second person or intersubjective perspective (2PP) in order to
overcome the antagonism of first and third person or subjective and objec-
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tive perspective [Gallagher, 2001, 2008; Zahavi, 2001, 2005: 206-214;

Reddy, 2003; Fuchs, 2012].

From this context results a triad of perspectives that has gained impor-
tance in contemporary Philosophy of Mind and SoCog. Each theory defi-
ning the access we use in understanding other persons:

1. Theory of Mind or Theory-Theory, claims traditionally, that other
minds are known by reference to the best suitable hypotesis on the resins
and motives for their behavior, this is, on the basis of observation, which
means from a third-person perspective. This means that interacting with
others does not add anything to this access in principle [Perner, 1991].

2. According to Simulation Theory, other minds are known by reference to
a first person perspective. This means that understanding others requires
to run an inner simulation of their behavior, thus creating an “as-if”
mental state which then has to be somehow projected onto the other
[Gallese and Goldman, 1998; Goldman, 2006].

3. The Interaction Theory is the most recent approach to Philosophy of
Mind and SoCog and it claims that it is though immediate perception of,
and embodied interaction with others that we gain our primary
experience of their feelings and intentions, without recourse to inner
theories or simulations. This approach focuses on the expressive bodily
behavior, inter-bodily resonance, intentions as visible in action and the
shared situational context in order to explain social understanding
[Gallagher, 2001, 2008; Zahavi, 2001, 2008; de Jaegher and Di Paolo,
2007; Fuchs and De Jaegher, 2009].

The second-person approach has already begun to prove productive
within SoCog, pointing out the importance of experiencing and interacting
with others as our primarily ways of knowing them, preliminary evidence
from neuroimaging demonstrates profound differences in neural proces-
sing related to the reciprocity of social interaction [Schilbach et al., 2013],
which is consistent with our proposal that the second-person perspective
can make an important contribution to the neuroscientific study of social
encounters and could, in fact, lead to the development of second person
neuroscience. In respect to developing awareness of minds though se-
cond-person engagements the role of social interaction for cognitive and
social development has begun to gain center in several scientific discourses
[de Jaegher et al., 2010]: the role of interaction as a vehicle for the acquisi-
tion of knowledge has, for instance, been demonstrated in language deve-
lopment. In contrast with the Chomskian idea of a “language acquisition
device” [Chomsky, 1979], the perception of structure in social engagement
has been shown to guide vocal development and language learning [Bru-
ner, 1983; Goldstein & Schwade, 2010], both in terms of speech perception
or turn-taking.

In other areas of research interaction has been investigated by focusing
on processes such as involuntary mimicry [Chartrand & Bargh, 1999; Nie-
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denthal et al., 2010], which leads to enhanced rapport and linking, but is al-
so influenced by differences in affiliate motives and independent self-con-
strual [van Baaren et al., 2003; Baaren et al., 2004]. Social interaction, ho-
wever, involves more complex forms of coordination present from early on
life [cf. Harrist & Waugh, 2002]. In this respect, Knoblish & Sebanz (2008)
distinguish between “action simulation” [Rizzolatti & Sinigaglia, 2010],
“joint attention” and “shared intentionality” [Tomasello & Carpenter,
2007]. The development of a shared perceptual and attentional space wit-
hin early mutual attentional engagements is curtail, because it paves the
way for triade interactions in which we share our mental states about a third
object or person with other [Tomasello, 1995]. Such triadic attentional en-
gagements may be crucial for developing complex joint actions [Fiebich &
Gallagher, 2012].

A second-person account does not replace first and third person ac-
counts, but bookers them to a large degree. Developing approaches for data
collection and analysis from two interacting persons (and possibly two
brains) is relevant, as is revisiting and modifying established experimental
paradigms to incorporate an emotionally engaged, interactive perspective.
How is it that largely automatic, implicit forms of interaction develop into
explicit social cognitive capacities and how does explicit mind knowledge
contribute to ongoing interactions? If one considers interaction as develop-
mentally prior to mentalizing or mirroring, then the question remains: what
drives interaction? How insights from a second-person account could be
put to use in future research using computational neuroscience techniques
and in the emerging file of social neuroendocrinology?

In this article, we argue for the conception of a second-person appro-
ach to other minds, suggesting that interpersonal understanding is primari-
ly a matter of social interaction and emotional engagement with others.
This hypothesis — well grounded in contemporary philosophical considera-
tions — provides a different route to the investigation of intersubjectivity by
emphasizing aspects of SoCog specifically related to the procedural nature
and experiential aspects of social integrations [See Hipdlito, 2014b].

Conclusions

Although neurons have the capacity to send electrochemically signals,
send that signals to a set of destinations in the body and generate circuits
and systems of an enormous complexity, they are, nevertheless, body cells,
profoundly reliant on nutrients — as all cells in the body — and that are dis-
tinguishable by their ability to do things that other cells cannot do.

The traditional Cartesian and ontological division between mind and
brain is, to our knowledge, inconceivable, considering that the neurons that
compose the brain are body cells and this fact must be considered closely
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when we assess the hard problem of consciousness. As neurons emerge in
the body interior, endowed with movement possibility, life revises itself in
the way denied to plants. It begins an inexorable progression of functional
complexity, from behaviors increasingly elaborated to mind itself, and,
eventually, to consciousness.

The functional meaning of the number of neurons and their organizatio-
nal patterns is the reason by which it is not possible to assess behavior and
mind problems by excessively an isolated research on neurons or on molecu-
les that act upon them, or the genes involved in the management of its life.
Nervous systems develop themselves as life managers and healers of the bio-
logical value, at the beginning supported by innate provisions, but afterwards
by images, this is, by minds. On biological evolution, behavior based in mind
became very complex in numerous non-human species, however it is possi-
ble that flexibility and creativity that distinguish human performance could
not appear in a genetic mind. [Damasio, 2010] Mind must have been carried
and enhanced by the self-process that would come up in its core.

As the self comes to mind, life alters itself: interior and exterior mental
images are now coherently organized by the proto-self [Damasio, 2010]
and are now guided by the homeostatic demands of the body. SoCog begins
now to be flexible, this is, the presence of the core self is followed by an ex-
pansion in cognitive processing space, of conventional memory, working
memory and reasoning. Autobiographical self emerges and with this phe-
nomenon, vital regulation changes radically. The emergence of conscious-
ness is associated to evolutionary developments in the brain, behavior and
mind that end conducting to culture, a radical novelty on the natural history
route. The emergence of neurons with its consequent behavior diversifica-
tion and preparation of the tack to the mind must be a remarkable even on a
grand journey. However, the emergence of conscious brains capable of
self-awareness is the grand event that follows.

A possible way to overcome the hard problem of consciousness might
be based on the notion of embodiment as a process of embedding the men-
tal in the living organism relating dynamically with the environment
through the sensory-motor experience. Therefore, the brain must be consi-
dered primarily as an organ of the living being, and only by this becomes an
organ of the mind. In such conditions, consciousness is not an object or sta-
te that can be localized: but a process relating to something [Fuchs, 2009].
It is possible to overcome the hard problem if mind, consciousness and life
relate in co-existence from the second person perspective.

Lived embodiment on the one hand, and the physical body (including
the brain) on the other hand (Leib and Korper) are two aspects of one living
organism in relation to others — one corresponding to the first and the se-
cond person perspective, the other to the third person perspective. Having
this considerations accepted, we might be able to overcome the two radi-
cally different ontology (the mental and the physical). In order to do so, we
need to challenge the Cartesian idea that others’ mental states are hidden
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away and inaccessible and reject the notion that we ordinarily act as a spec-
tator of others’ behavior. Theory-Theory fails to grape the primary way in
which we relate to and interact with others. Learning by interaction or the
second perspective approach explains how two minds connect with each
other in a form of embodied practice that is emotion, sensory-motor, per-
ceptual and non-perceptual. Second-person interactions comprehends the
innate developing capacity to interact with others manifested at a perceptu-
al experience and, at this level, the others’ mind is not entirely hidden or
private, but is given and manifested in others’ embodied behavior.
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Jackson’s formulation will be inadequate by virtue of not capturing all of the right
physical dependence principles. Chalmers’ formulation will be inadequate in so far
as, when modified to define ‘restricted physicalisms’, such as physicalism of the
mental, the restricted formulations will not capture all of the right physical depen-
dence principles. By contrast, I argue that Hawthorne’s blocker arguments are mis-
guided on the grounds that non-physical blockers are impossible; I argue that his
critique of Chalmers’ formulation is unsound by virtue of falsely presupposing that
restricted physicalisms require restricted formulations of physicalism (I argue that
it is only necessary to define physicalism of a world); and I argue that Jackson’s
and Chalmers’ formulations capture all of the right physical dependence principles.
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Physicalism is roughly the thesis that everything is physical. The two most po-
pular ways of formulating physicalism rigorously are the ways given by Frank Jack-
son (1994, 1998) and David Chalmers (1996). The best objections, in turn, include
John Hawthorne’s (2002) ‘blocker’ objections. Hawthorne argues that, if it is pos-
sible for there to be non-physical beings or properties that prevent certain mental
phenomena from existing (i.e., non-physical blockers), Jackson’s formulation will
be inadequate by virtue of not capturing all of the right physical dependence princi-
ples, and Chalmers’ formulation will be inadequate in so far as, when modified to
define ‘restricted physicalisms’— such as physicalism of the mental — the restricted
formulations will not capture all of the right physical dependence principles.

By contrast, [ argue that Hawthorne’s blocker arguments are misguided on the
grounds that non-physical blockers are impossible; I argue that his critique of Chal-
mers’ formulation is unsound by virtue of falsely presupposing that restricted physi-
calisms require restricted formulations of physicalism; and I argue that Jackson’s
and Chalmers’ formulations capture all of the right physical dependence principles.

Jackson’s formulation

Jackson’s formulation: Physicalism is true of our world iff “Any world which is
a minimal physical duplicate of our world is a duplicate simpliciter of our world”
[Jackson, 1994: 28; Jackson, 1998: 12]. Understanding this requires understanding
the jargon: ‘minimal physical duplicate’, ‘duplicate simpliciter’, ‘physical’.
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First: for Jackson, minimal physical duplicates are physical duplicates
in the sense of being “physical property and relation for physical property
and relation identical” [Jackson, 1994: 27]. This requires identity of the
physical qualities, but doesn’t require identity of the individuals that ins-
tantiate them. Physical duplicates need merely be qualitatively physically
the same. Yet not all physical duplicates are minimal physical duplicates.
Being a minimal physical duplicate of a given world w requires meeting the
further condition of not having any ‘ingredients’ that are not required in or-
der to be a physical duplicate of w. Jackson likens the qualification of ‘mi-
nimal’ to a ‘stop’ clause in food recipes. “Of necessity the writers of recipes
rely on an intuitive understanding of an implicitly included ‘stop’ clause in
their recipes” [Jackson, 1994: 28]; “otherwise they would face the impos-
sible task of listing all the things you should not do” [Jackson, 1998:
12—13], such as “not to add dirt to the flour. . . don’t add bats wings” [Jack-
son, 1994: 28], etc. Thus: “A minimal physical duplicate of our world is
what you would get if you — or God, as it is sometimes put —used the physi-
cal nature of our world (including of course its physical laws) as a recipe in
this sense for making a world” [Jackson, 1994: 28].

Altogether, a minimal physical duplicate of a given world w would be a
physical qualitative duplicate of w that doesn’t have any extra ‘ingredients’
that are not required in order to be a physical qualitative duplicate of w.!

Second: for Jackson, a given world is a duplicate simpliciter of w iff it is
qualitatively identical to w in every way (physically and otherwise). Thus a du-
plicate simpliciter of w will have all of the same qualitative truths as w, and it
will have no other positive qualitative truths —i.e., that s all the positive quali-
tative truths it will have. Note: here there is another ‘that’s all’ or ‘stop’ clause.
Thus there are two ‘stop’ clauses in Jackson’s formulation of physicalism: the
first is implied by ‘minimal’; the second is implied by ‘simpliciter’.

Third: in Jackson’s 1982, 1986, 1994 papers, he makes clear that by
‘physical’ he has in mind truths from physics, chemistry, biology or neuro-
physiology, and anything that follows from these truths logically or causal-
ly. In those papers, he doesn’t take a stand on whether all physical truths
follow from the microphysics; however, in his (2001) paper co-written
with Chalmers, he does hold that all physical truths follow from the micro-
physics. So, if we apply Jackson’s 2001 commitments backwards to under-
stand his earlier formulations of physicalism, we can read his earlier for-
mulations as defining the physical in terms of the microphysical.

Altogether, we can read Jackson as defining ‘physicalism’ as follows:
Physicalism is true of world w iff any minimal microphysical qualitative dupli-
cate world would be a qualitative duplicate simpliciter of w. In other words:
Physicalism is true iff, necessarily, having w’s positive microphysical qualita-
tive truths and no other positive basic qualitative truths implies having w’s po-
sitive qualitative truths and no other positive qualitative truths:

! Henceforth I will tend to keep the qualification of ‘qualitative’ implicit.
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Djoc Physicalism is true of w iff [ [(w’s positive microphysical
truths and that’s all the positive basic truths) > (w’s positive
truths and that’s all the positive truths)]

Intuitively: Physicalism is true iff any world that has the same qualita-
tive arrangement of basic ingredients (assuming they’re microphysical)
will have the same qualitative truths.

Chalmers’ formulation

“Physicalism . . .istrueif . . . any world that is physically indiscernible
from our world contains a copy of our world as a (proper or improper) part”
[Chalmers, 1996: 41-42]. Here there are three implicit qualifications. First,
by “physically” Chalmers means “microphysically.” For he writes: “talk of
physical properties is implicitly restricted to the class of fundamental pro-
perties unless otherwise indicated. I will sometimes speak of ‘microphysi-
cal’ or ‘low-level physical’ properties to be explicit” [Chalmers, 1996: 33].
Second, Chalmers means the ‘if” to be read as an ‘iff” so as to make it a defi-
nition, and not merely to indicate a sufficient condition. Third, by ‘copy’
Chalmers means qualitative copy; for, like Jackson, he is interested in qua-
litative properties, not the individuals or iaecceities that have them.

Altogether, Chalmers defines ‘physicalism’ as follows: Physicalism is
true of our world iff every microphysically qualitatively indiscernible
world has a qualitative copy of our world as a part. Generalizing on our
world: Physicalism is true of a given world w iff every world that is micro-
physically qualitatively indiscernible from w has a qualitative copy of w as
a part, hence iff every world that is microphysically qualitatively indiscer-
nible from w has at least the qualitative positive truths of w. That is:

D.ha Physicalism is true of w iff [l [(w’s positive microphysical
truths and that’s all the positive microphysical truths) o (w’s
positive truths)]

Intuitively: Physicalism is true iff any world that has the same qualita-
tive arrangement of microphysical ingredients will have at /least the same
positive qualitative truths.

Note that, by contrast with Dj,c, Dcpa only gives one ‘stop’ clause—and
itis a different one. Namely, whereas Dj, says “that s all the positive basic
truths” (microphysical or micro-nonphysical), Dy, says “that’s all the po-
sitive microphysical truths.” Ceteris paribus, this makes physicalism prima
facie less likely to be true on Dgp,! For, on Dy, physicalism’s truth requi-
res that our world’s mental properties be instantiated in any microphysical-
ly indiscernible world, regardless of which basic nonphysical truths obtain.
Hawthorne (2002) emphasizes this difference, as we will see next.
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Hawthorne’s blocker arguments

Hawthorne (2002) gives ‘blocker’ arguments against Dj,c and Dcpa.
Understanding them requires understanding what he means by a ‘blocker’.
A blocker would be any being or property2 whose instantiation prevents
(‘blocks’) the instantiation of certain mental properties. For instance, there
might be some brain state S, a blocker B, and a mental state M, such that
S&~B entails M, but S&B entails ~M. In such a case, B is a blocker with re-
spect to M.

Hawthorne is particularly interested in the possibility of non-physical
blockers. A non-physical blocker would be a non-physical property whose
instantiation prevents the instantiation of some mental property. Hawthor-
ne doesn’t profess to know whether non-physical blockers are possible; he
is agnostic on this matter. Nevertheless, he argues that we should not define
physicalism in such a way that assumes they are impossible; for, as he puts
it: “when defining physicalism, one should not take a stand on controversi-
al modal issues about which, intuitively, the materialist qua materialist has
no commitments” [Hawthorne, 2002: 110].

Understanding Hawthorne’s blocker arguments also requires grasping
the physical dependence principle that he thinks any suitable definition of
physicalism should capture. He keys us in on this physical dependence
principle as follows: “Materialists about mentality will not tolerate the
existence of mental facts, positive or negative, that have a robust explanati-
on that appeals to immaterial entities” [Hawthorne, 2002: 109]. Given this,
Hawthorne must endorse the following physical dependence principle:

PD Physicalism is true only if every truth (positive or negative)
depends solely on physical truths (positive or negative),
hence only if every (instantiated or non-instantiated) mental
property depends solely on (instantiated or non-instantiated)
physical properties.

According to PD, physicalism is false if any positive truths depend on
the absence of any non-physical blockers. Thus physicalism is false if some
positive mental truth obtains partly because some negative non-physical
blocker truth obtains. That is, physicalism is false if some mental phenome-
non depends on the absence of some non-physical blocker; physicalism
would be false given this kind of dependence on absence. More precisely,

DA Physicalism is false if there is a positive mental truth M and a
possible non-physical blocker B such that M obtains partly
because B doesn’t obtain.

DA gives arecipe for a counterexample to physicalism. In a counterex-
ample of this sort, some positive truth would not depend solely on physical

2 Isay ‘being or property’, but for simplicity I will tend to speak of blockers as properties.
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truths, but would depend at least partly on the non-existence of some
non-physical blocker. (Hawthorne assumes the non-existence of a
non-physical blocker would be a non-physical truth.)

Hawthorne judges that any suitable definition of physicalism should
imply PD; so, since PD straightforwardly implies DA, he is committed to
holding that physicalism should imply DA. Yet Dj,c doesn’t imply DA. For
Djac, taken as a ‘physicalism algorithm’ that ‘checks’ a given class of
worlds for counterexamples to physicalism, doesn’t ‘check’ the microphy-
sically indiscernible worlds that might have non-physical blockers; recall:
it only ‘checks’ the minimal microphysical duplicates. Thus, in so far as
Djac checks for necessities between various kinds of physicality and menta-
lity, it only checks for necessities across certain worlds that lack non-physi-
cal blockers. So, as Hawthorne puts it: Dj,c might be able to correctly assess
whether a world’s positive physical truths P “weakly necessitate”
[Hawthorne, 2002: 103 and 111 fn. 1] its positive mental truths M in the
sense that all of the P-worlds that don’t have blockers are M-worlds; howe-
ver, if non-physical blockers are possible, Dj,c won’t correctly assess whe-
ther P “metaphysically necessitate [s]” [Hawthorne, 2002: 103, 111 fn. 1]
M in the sense that all the P-worlds (including those with non-physical blo-
ckers) are M-worlds.

Although Dj,c does not imply DA, D¢y, does imply DA. For Dy, does
not require that any counterexample to physicalism’s truth be a minimal
microphysical duplicate of wj; it merely requires that it be microphysically
indiscernible from w regardless of whether it is discernible from w in
non-physical ways. Thus Dy, allows that worlds with non-physical blo-
ckers may function as counterexamples to physicalism’s truth of w, as such
worlds may be microphysically indiscernible from w. Hawthorne is happy
with D¢, in this regard.

Yet Hawthorne nevertheless finds fault with D¢p,. Namely, Dep,, like
most definitions of physicalism, only formulates what it would take for
physicalism to be true of a world, whereas many philosophers also want a
formulation of what it would take for physicalism to be true of a “proper
part’ of a world—say, the conscious beings. Thus he writes: “Philosophers
are interested not merely in providing an account of physicalism simplici-
ter, but also an account of physicalism about a certain class of properties P
(mental properties, for example) — call these ‘restricted physicalisms’”
[Hawthorne, 2002: 108].

Hawthorne’s only gripe with D¢y,, then, is that, if D¢, were to be suit-
ably modified to say what it would take for physicalism to be true of some
restricted class of properties—some ‘proper part’ of the world—the modified
version would have a blocker problem. For the way Chalmers would modi-
fy Dcna to test for ‘restricted physicalisms’ is as follows: “It is clear how
Chalmers thinks such a definition would go. Physicalism about, say, the
mind, is true just in case every world physically indiscernible from the ac-
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tual worlds [sic] will have at least the positive mental facts that obtain at the
actual world” [Hawthorne, 2002: 108] 3 That is:

Dcna Physicalism is true of the mental truths iff every physically
indiscernible world has at least the positive mental facts that
obtain in our world.

Moreover, (D¢, implies the following restricted version of PD:

PD Physicalism is true of the mental truths only if the mental
truths (positive or negative) depend solely on physical truths
(positive or negative), hence only if every (instantiated or
non-instantiated) mental property depends solely on
(instantiated or non-instantiated) physical properties.

Now Hawthorne finds fault with ;Dcha. For suppose there is a non-phy-
sical blocker that blocks the instantiation of some mental truth. In that case,
PD will rightly judge physicalism to be false of the mental, since there is a
negative mental truth that doesn’t depend solely on positive or negative
physical truths, but depends partly on the existence of the non-physical blo-
cker. Yet, as we will see, ;Dep, is not guaranteed to yield this same correct
result.

To give an example of a case where (PD yields the correct result but
Dcha yields the incorrect result, suppose a given world w has some positive
mental truths. Now consider the set of worlds that are microphysically in-
discernible from w: say, {w, wi}. Suppose that, of these worlds, w has
exactly one non-physical blocker, B, and B blocks some mental property,
whereas w| doesn’t have any non-physical blockers. That is, suppose the
distribution is as follows:

w’s non-physical blockers: B
w;’s non-physical blockers: none

Is physicalism true of w’s mental properties? .PD and Dy, disagree.
PD judges physicalism to be false of w’s mental properties, since w has a
negative mental truth that depends partly on the existence of its non-physi-
cal blocker, B. Yet D¢, judges physicalism to be true of w’s mental pro-
perties, since all of the worlds that are physically indiscernible from w (i.e.,
w and wy) have af least the mental properties of w. So, given the possibility
of non-physical blockers, D¢, and PD can yield contradictory results.
Hawthorne takes this as a reason to reject ;\Dcho. Indeed, he goes further and
takes this problem for D¢y, as an indirect problem for Dy, on the grounds
that D¢, is how Dy, would be ‘suitably modified’ to define physicalism of
the mental.

3 Analogous general schema: Physicalism is true of the X truths iff every physically
indiscernible world has at least the positive X truths that obtain in our world.
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In sum, there are two non-physical blocker cases Hawthorne is worried
about. The first is a case where a positive mental truth obtains partly be-
cause of the non-existence of some non-physical blocker. This is the option
that threatens Dj,c. In such a case, PD implies that physicalism is false,
since there is an instantiated mental property that depends partly on the
non-instantiation of some non-physical blocker. The second is a case
where a negative mental truth obtains partly because of the instantiation of
a non-physical blocker. This is the option that threatens ;D¢p,. In such a
case, [PD implies that physicalism is false, since there is a non-instantiated
mental property whose non-instantiation depends partly on the instantia-
tion of some non-physical blocker.

According to Stoljar’s (2009) Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy
entry for ‘Physicalism’, “[Hawthorne’s] blockers problem... is an open
question in the literature.”

Objections to Hawthorne’s blocker arguments

I argue that Hawthorne’s blocker arguments are misguided, and that
the blocker argument that is supposed to threaten D¢y, is unsound.

Hawthorne’s blocker arguments are misguided. For non-physical blo-
ckers are incoherent, hence impossible, and their impossibility renders
Hawthorne’s blocker arguments misguided on the grounds that they criti-
cize definitions of physicalism for not accommodating the possibility of
things (non-physical blockers) that aren’t even possible in the first place.

My argument that non-physical blockers are impossible requires that
they be incoherent. Their incoherence is partly due to the nature of physics.
I will not claim to give the definition of physics; I will simply stipulate a de-
finition that is useful for my purposes. And I am not going to define physics
as the fundamental science of everything; for on that definition physicalism
would be trivially true. I want a definition of physics according to which
the question of physicalism is non-trivial. Thus I will follow Chalmers’
practice of avoiding this trivialization by defining physics as “the funda-
mental science developed to explain observations in the external world”
[Chalmers, 1996: 118-119, italics added].* More precisely, 1 will define
science as the science of the fundamental beings and processes in the exter-
nal world. By defining physics as being about the external world, this
leaves open the possibility that science might not adequately study the
‘internal world’ of conscious experience. This way, we can imagine physi-
calism being false: physicalism will be false if our world’s conscious expe-

4 Accordingly, we should read Dj.c and Dg, as implicitly speaking, not simply of
microphysical truths, but of microphysical truths in the external world; likewise, we should
read Dy, as speaking, not simply of basic truths, but of basic truths in the external world.
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riences are not entailed by the external world’s fundamental beings and
processes.

Given this definition of ‘physics’, consider an arbitrary blocker B. If B
is a fundamental being or process in the external world, B will be physical
and therefore won’t be a non-physical blocker. Likewise, if B is a non-fun-
damental being in the external world but is entailed by the fundamental
beings and processes in the external world (which are themselves physical
on this definition of ‘physics’), B will again be physical. By contrast, there
are only two ways that B might be non-physical.

First, B might be a non-fundamental being in the external world that
isn’t entailed by the external world’s fundamental beings and processes: in
such a case B would be said to strongly emerge from those fundamental
beings and processes. This is an incoherent option because of the kind of
bruteness that it would involve. Not all bruteness is bad: presumably every
possible world has a brute micro state—brute facts about which fundamental
beings and processes exist and how they’re arranged. We can call this a
bruteness of the micro-world. Strong emergence, however, would be a bru-
teness of what follows from the micro-world. It would be a kind of brute-
ness where the micro-world makes the macro-world happen, but without
entailing it. This is perhaps not flatly contradictory, as in theory we can at
least entertain proposals such as that there are nomologically necessary
connections that are not metaphysically necessary. Maneuvers like this,
however, require assigning causal work to laws. The idea would be that dif-
ferent possible laws can serve to make different possible macro-worlds su-
pervene on the same base micro-world. On this option, laws would be blo-
ckers. It is, however, incoherent to assign causal work to laws, as laws are
descriptions of patterns, not reasons for patterns. Or, perhaps better: even if
we were to assign causal work to the laws that bridge external mi-
cro-worlds with their corresponding external macro-worlds, the laws
would nevertheless have to be part of the external micro-world in order to
do that, in which case they would be trivially entailed by the external
world’s fundamental beings and processes, in which case they would be
physical blockers, contrary to hypothesis. So, the option that B is a
non-fundamental being in the external world that isn’t entailed by the ex-
ternal world’s fundamental beings and processes is inconsistent, as it requi-
res either that impotent laws are potent, or that potent laws are both entailed
and not entailed by the external world’s fundamental beings and processes.
Either way there is inconsistency; so this option is impossible.

Second, B might be no part of the external world. This would require
that B only be part of an internal world; B would be entirely mental. Since
the other option for how B might be non-physical is impossible, this is the
only way left that B might be non-physical. But could a purely mental
being or process function as a blocker? On the face of it, one might hold
that ghosts or gods could be entirely mental blockers. Upon deeper reflec-
tion, however, it seems that neither ghosts nor gods could be entirely men-
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tal. To be entirely mental, they would have to be absent in the external
world-completely absent, not simply hidden relative to some epistemic
agents. Yet ghosts are traditionally imagined as floating around, manipula-
ting billiard balls when nobody is looking, haunting houses, and doing
other things in the external world: this requires that ghosts be physical by
our definition of ‘physics’. It doesn’t matter that ghost hypotheses are not
currently postulated by scientists; for the true physics doesn’t have to agree
with our educated guesses as to the true physics. Nor would it matter if
ghost hypotheses are not falsifiable, as that wouldn’t preclude ghosts from
being postulated by the true physics; at best, it would preclude ghosts from
being postulated by responsible scientists. All that matters, for our purpo-
ses is that ghosts are in the external world and are therefore physical. If they
are fundamental, the true physics postulates their existence. If they are
non-fundamental, the fundamental beings and processes entail them. Either
way, they are physical, in which case either way they are not non-physical
blockers, contrary to hypothesis. So, the option that there are ghosts who
serve as non-physical blockers is inconsistent and therefore impossible.

Gods, too, may be considered part of the external world. Gods have
been conceived as residing in outer space, watching us from above and hur-
ling down rain and lightning bolts. Likewise, some gods have been con-
ceived as hiding in dimensions that mainstream physicists haven’t been ab-
le to find; they, too, would count as residing in the external world—namely,
in its hidden folds. What, then, would it take for a god to not be in the exter-
nal world? At a minimum, this would require the following: such a god ei-
ther (a) resides in a conscious experience, or (b) literally is a conscious ex-
perience. Either way, the conscious experience must not be in the external
world or be entailed by anything in the external world; otherwise it would
be physical. Thus, for a god to be a non-physical blocker, it would have to
either be in, or literally be, a conscious experience. The same would be true
of any non-physical blocker.

More generally, then, for anything to be a non-physical blocker, it
would have to either reside in, or else literally be, a conscious experience.
Yet it is difficult to make sense of how such a being might do its job of blo-
cking mental properties. Recall the way blocking would work: there would
be some physical property P, some blocker B, and some mental property
M, such that P&~B entails M, but P&B entails ~M. Yet we have concluded
that non-physical blockers must either reside in, or literally be, conscious
experiences. Thus, for there to be a non-physical blocker, there must be so-
me physical property P, some conscious experience C, some (proper or im-
proper) part ¢ of C, and some mental property M such that P&~c entails M,
but P&c entails ~M. In such a case, ¢ serves as a blocker with respect to M.
How might ¢ do its blocking work? One option is that ¢ is a conscious expe-
rience that is roughly a ‘blob’ that goes around interfering with other cons-
cious (or otherwise conscious) beings or processes. For instance, Fred
might be thinking about pancakes and all of a sudden he starts thinking
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about roller coasters due to the interference of a conscious experience that
came ‘crashing in’ or that in some way interfered with his conscious expe-
rience. This option is not totally absurd on the face of it; however, the
‘blobbiness’ and interference implies that it would be part of an arena, hence
part of the external world, which would render it physical. Thus ¢ could not
be a non-physical blocker. The alternative option is that ¢ is a conscious ex-
perience, or something that resides in a conscious experience, but where ¢’s
blockings happen in a way that doesn’t require that c or ¢’s conscious expe-
rience be physical. Here there are two options: (i) the blocking happens by
magic, or (ii) the blockings consist simply in the trivial logical consequen-
ce that ¢ precludes its own negation. Yet magic is incoherent; so we can dis-
miss that option as impossible. Meanwhile, the latter kind of blocking
work—that ¢ precludes its own negation—is irrelevant, as such a blocker
would not thereby prevent a positive mental property M from arising from
a physical property P; the only blocking work ¢ could do would be to pre-
clude ~c, which would be to block a negative truth. Thus any such blocker
would fail to block a positive mental truth. This kind of blocker is therefore
not the kind of blocker we’re looking for; it’s not the kind of blocker that
might, as Hawthorne puts it, serve as a “wedge™ between the physical and
the mental.

Altogether, we need not worry about the possibility of non-physical
blockers when formulating physicalism. For any such blocker, whether it
be a ghost, a god, or anything else, it would either be part of the external
world, in which case it would be physical (hence not non-physical, contrary
to hypothesis), or else it would not be part of the external world, in which
case its blocking work would either be magical (hence incoherent) or logi-
cally trivial (hence irrelevant). The first option is inconsistent: such blo-
ckers would be physical and non-physical. The second option is incoherent
or irrelevant. The only option that is neither inconsistent nor irrelevant is
incoherent: this is the option that non-physical blockers are parts of con-
scious experiences and do their blocking work by magic. I certainly don’t
want to be rash in assuming that magic’s incoherence renders it impossible.
Perhaps something that seems incoherent to me can be possible after all. In-
deed, I am sympathetic with Hawthorne’s point that “when defining physi-
calism, one should not take a stand on controversial modal issues about
which, intuitively, the materialist qua materialist has no commitments”
[Hawthorne, 2002: 110]. By contrast with Hawthorne, however, I note that
controversies come in degrees, and I further suppose that, the more incohe-
rent an option is, the less controversial it should be to dismiss it as an im-
possibility. This leads me to judge that, since magic is #ighly incoherent, to
that extent we should dismiss it as an impossibility. As such, non-physical
blockers should be dismissed as impossible.

5 Hawthorne, 2002: 105.
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Since non-physical blockers are impossible, Hawthorne’s blocker ar-
guments have no—or exceedingly minimal—force unless, by coincidence, he
is right that any tenable formulation of physicalism should incorporate PD.
He is right that physicalism should imply a physical dependence principle
of some sort. Yet, since non-physical blockers are impossible, PD is presu-
mably overkill. In its place, I argue that the following physical dependence
principle, which doesn’t imply PD, is strong enough:

PD* Physicalismis true only if every (instantiated) micro property
is microphysical.

PD* captures the physical dependence intuition that materialistic
worlds cannot have truths that depend on the instantiation of micro-non-
physical properties. I doubt a definition of physicalism should have to im-
ply a stronger physical dependence principle than this. [f T am right that any
tenable formulation of physicalism should imply PD*, then Dj,c and Dcp, if
they are tenable, should imply PD*. I will now show they imply PD*.

Dj,c implies PD*. For PD* is equivalent to the thesis that physicalism
is false of any world that has micro-nonphysical properties. Yet Djac
implies this. After all, for any world that has micro-nonphysical properties,
there will be a minimal microphysical duplicate world that lacks mi-
cro-nonphysical properties and thus isn’t a duplicate simpliciter.

The only remaining question is whether PD* is strong enough to captu-
re all of the right physical dependence intuitions about physicalism. Yet,
given the plausibility that non-physical blockers are impossible, it is diffi-
cult to see what other physical dependence intuitions should be captured.
Thus PD* seems sufficient; thus Dj,. seems to imply all the right physical
dependence principles. Thus Dj,c seems safe from Hawthorne’s blocker
critique.

What about Dy, and ;D¢p,? Do they imply all the right physical depen-
dence principles? Like Djc, Deha implies PD*. For PD* is equivalent to the
thesis that physicalism is false of any world that has micro-nonphysical
properties. Yet D¢, implies this. After all, for any world w that has mi-
cro-nonphysical properties, there will be a microphysically indiscernible
world that does not have all of w’s positive truths: at any rate, I just argued
no minimal microphysical duplicate will have non-physical properties.

Meanwhile, \D¢p, does not imply PD*, as Dy, restricts its claim to just
the mental facts instead of all the facts. Yet ;Dcy, does imply the following
restricted version of PD*:

PD* Physicalism is true of the mental only if every basic property
(upon which some mental property depends (wholly or
partly)) is microphysical.

Decha does not seem to need a physical dependence principle stronger
than (PD*, and yet Dy, implies ;PD*. For ,PD* says that physicalism is
false of the mental in any world where there are micro-nonphysical proper-
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ties upon which some mental properties depend. (D¢, implies this. After
all, for any world w that has micro-nonphysical properties upon which
some mental properties depend, there will be a microphysically indiscerni-
ble world that does not have all of w’s positive mental truths. For there will
at least be a minimal microphysical duplicate of w that will be microphysi-
cally indiscernible from w but won’t have M, since, if it did, it wouldn’t be
aminimal microphysical duplicate. Thus a minimal microphysical duplica-
te of w wouldn’t have w’s positive mental truths that depend on its mi-
cro-nonphysical properties, since a minimal microphysical duplicate
wouldn’t have any micro-nonphysical properties.

Altogether, PD* gives a necessary condition of physicalism of the
mental; but any counterexample to physicalism of the mental on PD*
would be a counterexample to physicalism of the mental on ;Dcp,; thus
PD* is a necessary condition of \Dcpy; i.€., {Dena implies [PD*.

Alas, there is one further consideration to strengthen my critique of
Hawthorne’s blocker problem for .Dp,. Namely, even if one is interested in
restricted physicalisms, I argue that this doesn’t require giving restricted for-
mulations of physicalism. On the one hand, perhaps some conglomerations
of properties can be instantiated in worlds where they are the only instantia-
ted properties in the world. That is, perhaps there can be a world consisting of
precisely that conglomeration of instantiated properties and nothing else. In
such a case, since Dy, defines physicalism of a wor/d, it thereby defines phy-
sicalism of that restricted class of instantiated properties, since it defines
physicalism of a world consisting of just that conglomeration of instantiated
properties. On the other hand, even if some conglomerations of properties
cannot be instantiated in worlds that have no other instantiated properties, it
is not clear that such conglomerations deserve a restricted formulation of
physicalism that gives conditions for whether physicalism is true of them
alone. For, in so far as they cannot exist in a world all by themselves, they are
necessarily connected in some way to other properties. Thus, if we are going
to ask whether physicalism is true of them, presumably we should instead
ask whether physicalism is true of a minimal conglomeration that they are
connected with. But, in so far as a minimal conglomeration is defined as nee-
ding to be able to be instantiated all by itself in a world of its own, then once
again we don’t need a restricted formulation of physicalism; all we need is a
formulation of physicalism of a world.

Altogether, D¢y, implies a physical dependence principle, PD*, that
seems strong enough to capture appropriate physical dependence intuitions
with respect to physicalism’s truth of a world. Meanwhile, restricted for-
mulations of physicalism are unnecessary since any minimal conglomera-
tion of properties could exist in a world of its own anyway and therefore be
covered by a definition of physicalism of a world. Furthermore, even if re-
stricted formulations of physicalism were necessary, ;Dch, implies PD*,
which seems to capture the right physical dependence intuitions with re-
spect to physicalism’s truth of the mental.

languageand Minnl"Ve'esee——
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Conclusion

Hawthorne’s blocker arguments serve as problems for the two most
popular ways of formulating physicalism rigorously: Frank Jackson’s for-
mulation, Dj,c, and David Chalmers’ formulation, Dep,. Yet his blocker ar-
guments are misguided since non-physical blockers are impossible, and his
blocker argument against Dy, is unsound since it falsely presupposes that
restricted materialisms require restricted formulations of materialism. Fi-
nally, he is wrong to think Dj,c and D¢, don’t capture the right physical de-
pendence principles. For Dj,c and D¢, €ach imply the physical dependence
principle, PD*, which, given the impossibility of non-physical blockers, is
a sensible replacement to PD; likewise, even if restricted formulations of
physicalism are required, ;D.p, implies the restricted physical dependence
principle, ,PD*, which, given the impossibility of non-physical blockers, is
a sensible replacement to (PD. In these ways, Hawthorne’s blocker argu-
ments have been blocked.
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OYEMY PA3PbIB B OBbSICHEHUW HE SIBNISIETCS
PELLAIOLLIUM APFTYMEHTOM MPOTUB HATYPAJIU3MA
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ABNEHMA CO3HATENbHOW XU3HU CyﬁbeKTVIBHbI, Mbl Ha6mo;.1aeM WX U3 NepcneKkTnsbl
nepeoro auua. Hayka cTpemMuTcs K 0GbeKTUBHOCTH, €6 TEOPUM PACCYIKAAIOT O ABJe-
HUsAX, AOCTYNHbIX BCEOOLLEMY Hab0AeHIIO, T.e. Kak Obl HAGNIOAAEMbIX U3 Nepcnek-
TUBbI TPeTbero nnua. B dunocodun cosHaHms cylecTByeT HECKONKO apryMeHToB
n COOﬁpa)KeHMVI, NPU3BaHHbIX MOKasaTtb, 4TO 06b€KTl/IBHbII7I Haquan nopxop Hecno-
cobeH afekBaTHO 0GBACHUTL CO3HaHMe. B cTaTbe s KPAaTKO OMUCHIBAIO 3TH CO0bPa-
KeHUA 1 NoAPOGHO paccMaTpMBalo 3HAMEHUTBIN aprymeHT k. JleBuHa 0 cyliecTBo-
BaHWUU «pa3pbiBa B 06'I:ﬂCHeHMM» MeXay ABNeHuamMun CO3HaTeNnbHoOMI XXU3HW, KaK Mbl
Ha6monaeM WX U3 NepcneKkTUBbl NeEpPBOro nnula, U Hay4YHbIMU TEOPUAMU, MPU3BAHHbI-
MU 06'bHCHI/ITb 31U apneHus. f NPUBOXY apryMeHTbl B M0JIb3y TOr0, 4TO CyLLIeCTBOBA-
HWe «pas3pbiBa B 06BHCHSHMM» He MOXeT CNYXXWUTb OKa3aTeNbCTBOM NPOTUB ¢M3I/I-
Kanusma unn hyHKLMOHaNM3Ma, NOCKOJIbKY 3TOT pa3pbiB ABAAETCA HOPMYNUPOBKOI
TOW e camoit UHTYUUUN, Ha KOTOpOIZ OCHOBbIBAKOTCA MbICNEHHbIE 3KCMEPUMEHTbI
aHTU(HU3NKANUCTOB M aHTUGDYHKLUWOHANUCTOB. [lanee s noKasblBalo, YTO «pa3pblB
B 06BACHEHUWU» XapaKTepeH He TONbKO ANist HAY4YHbIX TEOPUI CO3HAHUSA, HO ANS JTio-
6bIX Hay4HbIX Teopvnh, W aenato BbIBOJ, YTO OH He ABNAETCA apryMeHTOM B MOJib3y aH-
TUHaTypanu3mMa B hunocodum cosHaHus.

Knioyessle cnosa: paspbiB B 06bACHEHUW, KBANUA, CyGbEKTUBHbINA ONbIT, HU3MKa-
nu3M, byHKUMOHaNU3M, hunocodckme 30MOU.

HY THE EXPLANATORY GAP IS NOT A DECISIVE
ARGUMENT AGAINST NATURALISM IN PHILOSOPHY OF MIND

Maria Sekatskaya —
PhD. Senior lecturer,
chair of philosophy of
science,
Saint-Petersburg State
University.

Conscious phenomena are subjective and are experienced from the first person per-
spective. Science aims for objectivity. Scientific theories deal with publicly observa-
ble phenomena, which are therefore said to be given from the “third person perspec-
tive”. In philosophy of mind there have been presented several arguments to the ef-
fect that objective scientific approach can't explain consciousness. In this article
Ifocus on the famous argument of “explanatory gap” by Joseph Levine. According to
Levine, there is an unremovable gap in any scientific explanation of the phenomena
of conscious experience, because no such theory can intelligibly correlate objective
scientific concepts with subjective phenomenal states. I argue for two claims.
First, I want to show that “explanatory gap” can not be used as an independent ar-
gument against physicalism or functionalism such that it would give anti-physica-
list or anti-functionalist thought experiments additional conceptual force. It cant
be used for this aim not because it is wrong, but because it is not an argument,
strictly speaking, but rather a formal expression of basic anti-physicalist and an-
ti-functionalist intuitions.

! McenenoBanue BHIOTHEHO MpH (HHAHCOBOI noyiepskke PODH, mpoekt Ne 13-06-00902.
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Second, I want to demonstrate that “explanatory gap” is not specific for explaining consciousness.
This kind of gap also exists in other theoretical explanations of concrete facts and is not considered
problematic in those other cases. In order to show this I argue that physical theories of space can
not explain why Iam “here” and physical theories of time can not explain why I am “now”, but we do
not think that they leave out something important for our understanding of space and time.

My conclusion is that the existence of “explanatory gap” is not a decisive argument in favor of an-
ti-naturalism in philosophy of mind.

Key words: explanatory gap, qualia, consciousness, experience, physicalism, functionalism, philoso-
phical zombies.

BonmbIIMHCTBO Y9aCTHUKOB 1€0aTOB B (GUIOCO(MUH CO3HAHUS COTIIACHO
C TEM, YTO CJIOBA, YKA3bIBAIOMINE HA COOBITHSA B CO3HAHHH, U CIIOBA, YKa3bl-
BAIOIIME HA COOBITHS B TaK HAa3bIBAEMON «OOBEKTUBHOM J1€HCTBUTEIBHO-
CTH», WIH B «(PU3NUECKON peabHOCTH», YaCThIO KOTOPOH SIBIISIETCS I'O-
JIOBHOH MO3I' YeJIOBEKa, MEPEKUBAIOLIETO OTH COCTOSIHUS CO3HaHHS,
MMEIOT pasHoe 3HadeHue’. Borpoc B TOM, Kak MHTEPIIPETUPOBATH 3TOT
(axT. 5 xouy nokazaTh, 4YTO HECMOTpS Ha TO, YTO CJIOBA, 0003HAYAIOIINE
(heHOMEHANTbHBIE COCTOSIHUS CO3HAHUSI, ¥ CII0BA, 0003HAYAIOIINE TIPOLIeC-
CBI B «(PM3UUECKOH peaTbHOCTH», IMEIOT Pa3HOE 3HAUEHHE, M HECMOTPS Ha
TO, YTO MBI ITO-Pa3HOMY yOekmaeMcs B X UCTHHHOCTH HIIM JIO)KHOCTH,
BO3HUKAIOIIUI 13 3TOTO MOJI0KEHHS Je «Pa3pbiB B 00BSICHEHUN» HE SIB-
JISIETCsl apryMEHTOM B I10JIb3Y aHTHHATYpaii3Ma B GHI0CO(UH CO3HAHMSI.

Kaxk ormeuaer @pere, U3 TOro, 4To /iBa CJI0Ba UMEIOT pa3HbIEe 3HaUe-
HUSI, HE CJIE/IyeT, YTO OHM yKa3bIBAIOT HAa Pa3HbIe MpeAMETHl. Tak, ciloBa
«YTpennss 3Be3na» u «BedepHsis 3Be31a» 03HAUAIOT Pa3HOE, HO YKa3bIBa-
I0T Ha OJJUH U TOT K€ IpeaMeT — muanety Benepa [®pere, 2000]. [Tocne
Toro kak dpere 1MocTaBmiI BOIIPOC TaKUM 00pa3oM, M Hadajach, Ha MOU
B3IJIsI/, COBPEMEHHAs A110Xa B Jle0aTax 00 OHTOJIOTHYECKOM CTaTyce CO3-
HaHus. M3 TOro, 4TO M3 OMHMCAHMs C MCIOJIB30BAHUEM CJIOB «sI OLIYILAI0
KPacHOE» HEBO3MO)KHO aHAJTUTHUYECKH BBIBECTH OIMCAHHE C UCIIOIb30Ba-
HHEM CJIOB «B MOEM MO3TY OIpEAEICHHAs MOIyJISIINs HEHPOHOB 30HbI
3PHUTEIFHOI KOPBI HAXOANTCS B COCTOSIHIN BO30Y K/ICHHS», CIIIe HE CIICIy-
€T, YTO 3TH JIBa CII0co0a OMMCaHMs YKa3bIBalOT Ha Pa3HOE COCTOSHUE JICI.
Bo03MO0HO, COCTOSIHHE JIeIT OJTHO H TO JK€, HO MBI TI0-Pa3HOMY YAOCTOBEpSI-
€MCA B HEM — HEIOCPCACTBCHHO, I KU3HYTPW», T.C. UCIBIThIBasA 3TO CO-
CTOSIHHE, ¥ OTIOCPELOBAHHO, WM «CHAPY KN, T.€. HAaOJII01ast TOT0, KTO HC-
MIBITBIBAET 3TO cocTostaue [ILnetic, 1956].

Ho ecmu nBa criocoba oriicanys yKa3bIBaloT Ha OAMH U TOT YK€ OOBEKT,
WJTH COCTOSIHHE JIEJT, ¥ €CJIM MBI MOYKEM KaKUM-TO 00pa3oM yJI0CTOBEPHUTHCS
B TOM, YTO OHHU 063 HWCTHUHHBI, TOJDKCH OBITH CITIOCO0 YCTaHOBUTH MEXKIY HUMHU
B3aMMHO-OJJHO3HAYHOE COOTBETCTBHUE. bornee Toro, ecim oxuH crocod onmca-
HMSI IPIMEHHUM KO BCEM 00BEKTaM IPUPO/IBI, @ BTOPOI — TOJIBKO K 00BEKTaM,

2 Cwm., Hanp., @peze I'. Meicis. Jlornueckoe nccnenosanue [®pere, 2000]; Kripke S.
Naming and Necessity [Kpumke, 1980]; Place U.T. Is Consciousness a Brain Process?
[Mneiic, 1956]; Levine J. Materialism and Qualia: the Explanatory Gap [JleBun, 1983].



NOYEMY PA3PbIB B OB bACHEHUU HE ABNAETCA...

00JIaIalo|M CO3HaHHWEM, TO TaKOE B3aHMMHO-OJIHO3HAYHOE COOTHOIICHHE
OyIeT mpencTaBIATh COOOH PEAYKINIO MEHTATIBHOTO K (PU3IMYECKOMY, ITOTO-
MY YTO TEOPHS C MEHBIIEH OOBSICHUTETHHOMN CIUIION CTaHeT YaCTHBIM CIIydaeM
TEOpUH ¢ OOJbINeH 00BsICHUTENBHON crutol [JIbtonc, 1994].

B cBs31 ¢ 3THM, KaK MHE Ka)KeTCsI, IPOTUBHUKH PEIYKIIMOHU3MA Ye-
JIIIOT TaKO€ BHUMAHUE Pa3JIMYHBIM MBICIEHHBIM 3KCIIEPUMEHTAM, MpH-
3BaHHBIM MOKAa3aTh, YTO MBI HE MOXKEM YCTAaHOBHUTbH B3aHMMHO-OJHO3HAU-
HOE COOTBETCTBUE MEXJYy COOBITHSIMU MEHTAJILHOIO MHPa U COOBITHSIMHU
¢usnueckoro mupa. [IpnsHaBas 0OBSICHUTENBHYIO CHIIy PEIyKIMOHHCT-
CKOTO aHaJIM3a AJISl BCEX MPAKTHUECKUX LENIEH, aHTUPETyKIIMOHUCTBI MO-
T'YT HacTauBaTh HA TOM, YTO OH OCTaBJISIeT YTO-TO 3a ckoOkamu. [Ipenmno-
JIOKHM, 9TO (hritocody-peyKIMOHUCTY yIAJIOCh OIUCATh BCE KBaJHMA
B (DyHKIMOHAJIBHBIX TEPMHHAX MM YCTAHOBUTH B3aWMHO-OJHO3HAUYHOE
COOTBETCTBUE MEKIY COCTOSHUSMH CO3HAHMS U COCTOSIHUAMU Mo3ra. Ho
AHTUPETYKIMOHUCTBHI TTO-TIPEXKHEMY OYAyT HaCTanBaTh, YTO TAKOE COBIIA-
JICHUE CilydaiiHo. MBI Beib MOXKEM IPEJCTaBUTh ce0e, YTO CYIIECTBYET
cUCTeMa, KOTOPasi BBIMOJHSET Te e (QYHKIMHU, HO TP 3TOM JIMIIIEHA KBa-
mna [Bbiok, 1978]. MbI Taroke MO>KeM MPECTaBUTh ce0e, ITO CHCTEMa NMEET
Ty K¢ (PU3MUYECKYIO CTPYKTYpY, HO IIPH 5TOM JiMIIeHa kBanua [Yammepc,
1995, 1996]. Takue apryMeHTbl KaXKyTCsl HHTYHTHBHO OYEBUIHBIMH®.

U 31ech nebarbl 3aX0A5T B TYMUK. ECII MBI MOXKEM MPECTAaBUTh Ce-
6e, uro mr000e, 1aXke caMoe MOJTHOE (PYHKIIMOHAIFHOE M (PU3UIECKOE OTIH-
CaHME CUCTEMBI HE AT OCHOBAHWH JUISl BBIBOJA O TOM, UTO y 3TOH CHCTE-
MBI UMEIOTCS (MJTH HE MMEIOTCS1) ONPE/IEIICHHBIC COCTOSIHUSI CO3HAHUS, TO
PEIyKIUS MEHTAIBHOTO OITUCAHUS K (PU3NIECKOMY TEM CaMbIM OKa3bIBa-
€TCsl He3aBEPIIEHHOW. PeyKIIMOHUCTEI MOTYT HaCTauBaTh, YTO KaXK bl
KOHKPETHBIN MBICIIEHHBIN SKCIIEPUMEHT, IPUBOUMBbII CTOPOHHUKAMH aH-
TUPEAYKIIMOHN3MA, HEKOPPEKTEH MM HE JOKa3bIBAE€T TOTO, YTO JOJKECH
JI0Ka3aTh. DTO HE SIBJIAETCS PEIIAIONIM KOHTPAPTYMEHTOM C TOYKH 3pe-
HUSI aHTUPEAYKIHOHNUCTOB, MOTOMY 4YTO HEIOKOJICOJICHHOH OCTaeTcs
TJIaBHAs MHTYHMIUS: €CTh HEYTO TaKOE€, YTO HEMOIBIACTHO OIHCAHUIO
B (pusnueckux M QyHKIMOHAIBHBIX TepMHUHaX. U eciu Tak, To onucaHue
B 9THX TEPMHUHAX SIBIISICTCS] HEITOJIHBIM. 13 3TOr0 Te3rca MOXKHO BHIBOJUTH
Oonee nnu MeHee GpyHaamMeHTanbHble crencTsus. Jasun Yanmepe nonara-
€T, YTO M3 MBICIMMOCTH 30MOH CIIeJIyeT, 4TO CO3HAHUE €CTh (PU3NYECKH
(dyHmaMeHTabHASL CYIIHOCTh HApsSLy C BPEMEHEM M IPOCTPAHCTBOM
[Yanmepc, 1995]. Txo3ed JleBun npeanodnTaeT npuaepKuBaThes doliee
c1aboro Te3uca, KOTOPBII COCTOUT B TOM, YTO B JIFOOOH TOTMBITKE PEIyK-
UM MEHTAJIBHOTO K (PU3NYECKOMY MPHCYTCTBYET «Pa3pbIiB B OOBACHE-

3 Jlouuen JIeHHET, MOCBSTHBIIMI MHOTO YCHIIHiT OOBSICHCHHIO KBATHA B (DyHKIIMOHATb-
HBIX TEPMUHAX, HA3bIBACT OTY HHTYHLMIO «IIPEAIyBCTBUEM 30MOM» — zombic hunch, 1 otme-
YaeT, YTO MOOOPOTH €¢ PaLOHATILHBIMU aPI'YMEHTAMH OYCHB CII0XKHO, €CITH HE HEBO3MOXKHO.
Cwm.: Dennett D. Sweet Dreams: Philosophical Obstacles to a Science of Consciousness [/leH-
Her, 2005].
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Hum» (explanatory gap). B crarbe «Marepuaqusm M KBajiua: pas3pbiB
B OOBSICHEHHMM» OH CCBIJIACTCS Ha MBICIICHHBIE JKCHEpHUMEHTHI bioka
u [laTHema, mpu3BaHHbIEC TPOJIEMOHCTPHPOBATH, UTO OIIFICAHUS B KBAJIUTa-
TUBHBIX TEPMUHAX HE BBIBOAMMBI W3 (U3NYECKUX U (PYHKIHNOHATHHBIX
onmcanuii [Jleun, 1983]. JIeBuH apryMeHTHPYET CIECIYIOIINM 00pa3oM:
OTOYK/IECTBJICHUE (PU3MYECKOrO ONMCAHUS COCTOSIHUII MO3ra W HEpBHOM
CHCTEMBI C KBAJIUTATUBHBLIM OIMMCAHUEM COCTOSIHUM CO3HAHMS 6yz[eT HUMCEThb
BUTT:

(1) 6o1b — 310 BO30YXKAeHUE C-BONOKOH?,;

OTOYK/IECTBJICHUE OJHOTO (DU3UUECKOI0 OINHUCAHUS C JPYTUM Oyzaer
UMETh BU:

(2) Tenyo — 3TO ABMKEHHE MOJICKYT;

OTOXICCTBJICHHEC q)yHKHI/IOHaHBHOFO ONMCAHHUS COCTOSIHUM MO3ra
(mm opraHn3Ma) ¢ KBAIUTATUBHBIM OITMCAHUEM COCTOSHHI CO3HAHHUS OY-
JIET UMETh BUJT:

(3) ucnpITEIBaTH 00JIL — 03HAYAET OBITH B COCTOSTHUH D.

EcTtp 1 uTo-TO, paznuuatomiee (1), (2) u (3) ¢ popmansHOi TOUKH 3pe-
HusA? UTO-TO Takoe, YT0 000CHOBEIBACT HMEIOMICECS Y HAC KIIPEIIYBCTBUE
30MOu»?

JleBuH roBopHT cienyromiee: «B HamemM MOHATHH 00N CONEPKUTCA
HEedTOo OOoJbIee, 9eM MPEICTaBICHIE O Kay3albHOW POIH, KOTOPYIO OHa
urpaet. EcTh Takke ee KBaIUTATUBHBIN XapaKTep, TO, KAKOBO 3TO — OIIy-
math 60s1b. To, 4TO OcTaeTcst HEOOBSICHEHHBIM MOCJIE OTKPBITHS BO30YX-
nenusi C-BOJIOKOH, — 3TO noueMy 601b Ouyuaemcs max, Kak OHd Ouyiuyd-
emcs! Benpb kaxeTcs, 9To B BO30yxaeHnH C-BOJIOKOH HET HUYETO TaKOTO,
YTO Jenano OBl ero eCTeCTBEHHBIM 00pa3zoM Ooree «moaxonsmumy (fit)
JUT PEHOMEHANBHBIX Ka4eCcTB OOJIH, YeM IS TF000To qpyroro Habopa de-
HOMEHAJIBHBIX Ka4eCTB. B OTIIMYME OT OTOXKAECTBICHUS (YHKIIMOHAIb-
HOW poJu 60J1H ¢ Bo30Y ) aeHueM C-BOJIOKOH (MK ¢ KAKUM-TO CBOMCTBOM
TaKoro BO30YXICHNUs ), OTOXKIECTBIEHUE KBATUTATUBHOW CTOPOHBI OOJIH C
TaKAM BO30Y)KJCHHEM OCTAaBISACT MPUPOAY MX CBS3M COBEPIIECHHO 3ara-
JIOYHOH. MOKHO CKa3aTh, YTO B PE3YJIbTATE TO, KAK IMEHHO OIIYIIAeTCs
00Jib, OKa3bIBa€TCS NPUMHUTHBHBIM, HeaHaaM3upyeMmblM (aktom (brute
fact)» [JleBun, 1983: 357].

Ho modemy 3TOT (akT HOKEH MOaAaBaThC aHaIn3y’? B KoHIIe KOH-
IIOB, HE BCAKUH (haKT MOXKET OBITh Jajiee MPOAHAIN3UPOBAH U HE HA BCS-
KU BOTIPOC O TOXK/IECTBE MOXKHO JaTh WHPOpMATHBHBIN oTBeT. Harmpu-
Mep, Ha BOIIPOC O TOM, ITI0YEMY CTOJI, Ha KOTOPOM CTOUT MOW KOMIIBIOTED,
TOXKICCTBEH caMoMy cebe, a He YeMy-TO IPyromy, HHPOPMaTHBHOIO OT-
BeTa OBITH HE MOJXKET.

4 10 OTOXKIECTBICHNE He IPETEHTYET Ha OTHOTY — B MOTHOM OTOXICCTBICHHH TOMH-
MO B030yxaeHHs1 C-BOIOKOH OyayT (GHIypHpOBaTh BO30YXKICHHE HEHPOHOB crienuduye-
CKHX OT/EJIOB OJIOBHOTO MO3Ta | T.JI. JICBHH YKa3bIBACT, YTO TAKOE KPATKOE OTOXKACCTBIIC-
HHUE OCYIIECTBISACTCS Ul y100CTBA U HE BIUSCT HA apI'yMEHTALHIO.
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B crartbe «Matepuanusm u KBaiua: pa3pblB B 00bscHeHUN» JIeBUH
MIPUBOAUT HECKOJIBKO COOOpakeHUH 0 ToM, Imoyemy TokaectBa tuma (1)
1 (3) mpencTaBisAroTCS TPEOYIOMUME TaTbHEHIIIEro ananu3a. JIeBia otMe-
YaeT, YTOo NpodIIeMa PeyKIINA MEHTAIEHOTO HE B TOM, UTO €€ HEJIb3s IIPO-
BECTH IO NpaBHJIaM, IpeUIaraéMbIM HOMOJIOIHYECKO-AEyKTHBHOW MO-
JIeTIbI0 00BsiIcCHEHHs. JIEBUH COTIIaceH, YTO peIyKIInsi MOXKET COOTBETCTBO-
BaTh 3TUM IIpaBUJIaM; TEM HE MEHEEe, OHA HE CJIEJIaeT TaKoe OObSICHEHNE
noHsTHEIM: «Ham TpeOyeTcs HeKoe MmpecTaBIeHNE O TOM, YTO O3HAYaeT,
9TO Kakoil-To eHomeH Obu1 chenmaH nouamuwuim (intelligible), BMecte ¢
MIpaBUJIaMH, OTIPEACIISIONINMHE, KOTa TpeOOBaHNE OOJIbILICH TOHATHOCTH
CTaHOBUTCS HEyMeCTHbIM. Hampumep, s 1osiararo, 4to 3aKOHBI TpaBUTa-
LUK OOBSICHSIIOT B TOM CaMOM CMBICJIE, KOTOPBIl MBI MIIIEM 371eCh, ()eHO-
MeH najieHus Tel. HIuTo B 3TOM 00BsACHEHNN HE KaXKETCsI OCTaBICHHBIM 32
ckoOkamu. TeM He MeHee TOBOPHUTCS, YTO 3HaueHne G rpaBUTAIIMOHHON
KOHCTAaHTBI HE BBIBOJIMTCS HU M3 KaKMX 0a30BBIX 3aKOHOB. DTO JAHHBIH,
[IPUMHUTHUBHBIN, HEaHATU3UPYEMBbIil akT o BceseHHOW. OcTaeTcs Jin y Hac
OINIYIIEHHE, YTO YTO-TO, Hy)KIaromieecst B 00bSICHEHUH, He ObLIO 00bsICHE-
HO? Vnu MBI 0KHTaeM, 9TO HEKOTOPBIE (PAKTHI IPHPOIBI JOIKHBI Ka3aTh-
Csl CITy4aiHBIMHU B 3TOM cMbICse? S CKIIOHEH COTJIACUTHCS C MOCIECTHUM
yTBepXkIeHneM oTHocuTenbHO G. Ho Torma MOKHO CIpOCHTbh, MOYeMy
CBSI3b MEKJY TE€M, KaKOBO 3TO, IPeObIBaTh B OMNpEICICHHOM (DYyHKINO-
HaJbHOM (WJTH (U3NIECKOM) COCTOSIHUH U CAMHM JTH COCTOSIHUEM TPeOy-
€T 0OBSICHEHHS JUTSI TOTO, YTOOBI OBITH TTOHITHON?» [JIeBuH, 1983: 358].

MO>KHO CcKa3aTh, YTO 3TOT BOIIPOC SBISIETCSI BONPOCOM 00 000CHOBaH-
HOCTH «IIPEIYyBCTBHsI 30MOW», T.€. 0OOCHOBAaHHOCTH HAlICH MHTYUIUU
0 TOM, YTO PEAYKIHUsI MEHTAJIbHOTO K HEMEHTAIbHOMY BCerja OyneT He-
noHoM. Kakune e apryMeHTHI B I10J1b3Y €0 000CHOBAaHHOCTH BBIJIBUTACT
JleBun?

1. deHoMeH CO3HAHMSI BO3BHHUKAET HA MAaKPOCKOIIMYECKOM YPOBHE —
TOJIBKO BBICOKOOPTaHM30BaHHBIC (PU3NYECKUE CHCTEMBI IEMOHCTPUPYIOT
HaJIMYHE MEHTAIBHOCTH. DTO BIIOJIHE COOTBETCTBYET TOMY, UTO (pyHKINO-
HAJIUCTBI TOBOPSIT O co3HaHMH. OnHaKo, numeT JIeBuH, «KakeTcs CTpaH-
HBIM, YTO IPUMUTHBHBIE (AKTBI TOTO POJIa, KOTOPHIE NPE/ICTABICHBI B yT-
BepxaeHusax Tuna (1) u (3), BOBHUKAIOT Ha 3TOM YPOBHE OpTaHU3aIINU.
Martepuanusm, Kax 5 ero IOHNMalo, TpeOyeT 1o KpaifHel Mepe MHHUMAITb-
HOTO O0BSICHUTEIBHOTO PEAYKIIHOHN3MA TAKOTO POJIA: JUIS KaXK10T0 (peHO-
MCHa, HE OINUCHIBAEMOTrO B TEPMUHAX (YHIAMEHTAIBHBIX (PU3NYECKUX
BEJINYMH (4eM ObI OHM HE OKA3aJIMCh), CYIIECTBYET TAKOI MEXaHU3M, OIH-
CBIBAEMbIH B T€PMHUHAX (YHAAMEHTAIbHBIX (PU3NYECKUX BEIMYHH, YTO
TIPOSIBJICHUS TIEPBOTO MEXaHNW3Ma OOBSICHAIOTCS B TEPMUHAX TIPOSIBICHUIN
BToporo (occurrences of the former are intelligible in terms of occurrences
of the latter). 1 X0Ts1 5TOT MUHUMAaJIBHBIN PEAYKIIMOHN3M HUUYETO HE TOBO-
PHT O CBOJMMOCTH TEOPHHA, HAPUMEP IICUXO0JIOTUH K PHU3HKE, OH IOIpasy-
MEBaeT, YTO MPUMHUTHUBHBIC (DAaKTHI, MOJO0HBIE (PaKTy O YUCIOBOM 3HAUE-
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1M G, He BO3HHUKAIOT B chepe Teopuil, oAoOHBIX nicuxosiorum» [JleBuH,
1983: 358-359].

Takum 00pazom, JIEBUH TOBOPUT, UTO [UIS MTOTHOTO OOBSICHCHUS MCH-
TaJIbHOTO HaM HEJJOCTaTOYHO YCTAHOBJIEHUS B3aUMHO-0{HO3HAUYHOI'O COOT-
BETCTBUSI MEX]Ty JIByMsI THIIAMH OIHCAHUsI — B TEPMHUHAX MEHTAJIBHOTO U
B TepMHUHax (pusndeckoro. Ham Hy»XHO e1e HekoTopoe o0bsicHeHHe (pakTa
TOXK/IECTBAa MEXKIy STUMH onucaHmAMHU. OTHAKO HE COBCEM IMOHATHO, YTO
UMeEeTCs B BHIY TI0/1 IPUMHUTHBHBIMU (PaKTaMH, TIPOSBILTIONIAMIICS Ha pa3-
HBIX ypOBHsIX. Ecim cTpaHHO, 4TO (haKThl MCHTAJIBHOTO IIPOSIBIISIFOTCS TOJIb-
KO Ha YPOBHE BBICOKOOPTaHW30BAHHBIX (PM3UYECKUX CHCTEM, OYyJIET JI1 Me-
HEe CTPaHHO, €CIIH OHM OyIyT MPOSBIATHCS Ha Ooiice (HyHIaMEHTAILHOM
ypoBHe? Hampumep, Oyner i MeHee CTPaHHO, €CIH BBIACHUTCS, YTO 3a
MPOSIBIICHUE MCHTAILHBIX KaueCTB OTBETCTBEHHBI KaKne-TO 0a30BEIe KHUP-
MUYUKH peaibHOCTH, cKaxeM, M-uactuuipl? Mnu M-nionst? Mnmu M-ctpyHb1?
OTO yTBEp:KICHUE MTPECTABIACTCS KAK MUHUMYM HEOUEBHIHBIM, HE TOBO-
ps y’Ke O TOM, YTO OHO TPHBEIET KO BCEM TeM IpoliemMaM, 9TO 3HAKOMBI
HaM OTHOCHTENBHO JIPYTUX OTOXKAECTBICHUH. Hampumep, mpeamonoxmm,
YTO MBI OOHAPY’KMIIH, UTO BO BCEX CITyUasiX MPOSIBICHNS MEHTAJILHBIX COOBI-
THIA Ha ypOBHE (PU3NUECKOTO OMMCAHUS CUCTEMBI, K KOTOPOH OTHOCSITCS 9TH
MEHTAJIbHBIE COOBITHSI, MBI MOXKEM OOHAPYKUTh HEKHE (DyH/IaMEHTaIIbHbIC
M-gactumb! (nam M-tionst). JlocTaTogHO M 3TO I TOTO, YTOOBI yTBEp-
JKIATh TOXIIECTBO MEKIY M-UaCTHUIIAMH W CO3HAHUEM, I MBI MOXKEM
NpeJICTaBUTh ceOe 30MOM-CHCTEMY, aHAIOTHYHYIO 3TOW CHCTeMe M 00Ja-
JIAIONIYI0 TAKUMH Ke M-4acTHI[aMU, HO JIMILICHHYIO IPH ATOM KaKuX ObI TO
HU OBbUIO MEHTAIbHBIX KadecTB? Eciin MoxkeM, To CBsI3b M1y M-4acTuiia-
MU H MEHTAJIbHBIMH Ka9eCTBAMU HIYIYTh HE MEHEE HEOOBACHIMA, YEM CBSI3b
MEXKIY (PYHKIIMOHATEHBIMI COCTOSIHISIMU M MEHTAIBHBIMU KadecTBaMU. S1
TOJIATa0, YTO 3THX COOOPaKEHHWH JIOCTATOYHO, YTOOBI MOKa3aTh, YTO TOT
(baKxT, 4TO SIBJICHHSI CO3HAHUS IIPOSIBIISIFOTCS] HA BBICOKOM YPOBHE OpraHH3a-
K (PU3MYECKHX CUCTEM, HE KaKeTCs B OOJIbIICH CTereHn HEOObSICHUMBIM,
4yeM eciii ObI OHU TIPOSBIUIACH HA cCaMoM (yHAaMEeHTaIbHOM ypoBHE. 1 B
TOM, U B IPYTOM CITy4ae MBI MO’KEM HCIIBITHIBATH «IIPESIIyBCTBHE 30MOW».

2. BTopoit apryMeHT B IOJIb3y aHTUPEIYKIMOHUCTCKOW MHTYHIUH,
KOTOpBIA BeIIBUTAET JIEBUH, 3aKITI0YaeTCs B ClieyromeM. Pa3peiB B 00b-
SICHEHHUH — IPUYHHA TOT0, 9To ToXxaecTBa Tina (1) u (3) mpeacraBusrorces
HaM CIy4YalHBIMU B OTJIMYHE OT TOXIECTB ThIa (2). Jlaxke ecim kakue-to
YTBEPHKACHHUS O TNCUXO(U3UUECKOM TOXKAECTBE SIBISIOTCSI MCTHHHBIMH,
MBI HUKOT/Ia HE y3HaeM, kakue uMeHHo. [Ipeamnosnoxum, 00b TOXKIeCT-
BEHHA KaKOMY-TO (PH3MUYECKOMY COCTOSIHHIO, & UMEHHO: BO30YKICHHIO
C-BOJIOKOH, IOTOMY YTO UMEHHO C BO30ykaeHHeM C-BOJIOKOH KOPpEIH-
pyeT 00J1b KaK MUHUMYM B ClTy4ae, KOT/1a € HCIBITHIBACT YelIoBeK. Torna,
€CIT MBI OOHAPY>KUM MHOIUIAHETSIH, BBICKA3bIBAIONINX BCE (DYHKIIMOHAIb-
HbIC MpHU3HAKK 00K, HO JuieHHbIX C-BosiokoH ((yHKIHIO C-BOJOKOH
BBITIOJTHAIOT y HAX D-KJIamaHel), JOJDKHBI I MBI 3aKJIIOYUTh, YTO OHU HE
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UCTIBITHIBAIOT KBAINTATHBHOIO YyBCTBA OOJIH, MM MBI JIOJDKHBI TIPEAIIO-
JIOXKHTh, YTO OOJIb TOXKIECTBEHHA AU3BIOHKIINH JIBYX PA3HBIX (PH3HYECKUX
cocTostHAN — B030ykaeHns C-BOOKOH MM OTKpBITHS D-Kitamanos? Jle-
BUH OTMEYAET, YTO 3TOT apryMEHT, UCTIOJIb3YEMBbIH B 1ebaTax Mexay Gpu-
3UKaINCTaMH (CTOPOHHUKAMHU TEOPHH TOXK/IECTBA) U (DYHKIIMOHAIMCTAMH,
OH IIPUBOJIHT HE VISl TOT'0, YTOOBI NOKA3aTh, YTO MTPaBbl ()YHKIIMOHAIIKCTHI,
a Juisi TOro 4ToObl IMPOAEMOHCTPUPOBATh, YTO JII00OE OTOXK/IECTBIICHHUE
KBAJIUTATUBHBIX COCTOSIHUH ¢ (PU3HMUECKUMH WIN (HYHKIIMOHAIBHBIMH CO-
CTOSTHUSIMH OCTABIISICT Pa3pblB B OOBSICHEHWH He3amoJHEeHHBIM: «Kakne
BO3MOJKHBIE CBHJIETEJILCTBA IOMOTYT HaM BBIOPATh MEXKY JBYMSI TUIIOTE-
3aMu: 4TO 00JIb €CcTh BO30YxIeHUEe C-BOJIOKOH MJIM YTO OOJIb €CTh JTIHOO
B030yk1eHre C-BOJIOKOH, JINOO OTKpbITHE D-Kitananos?

Benp ecim 661 MOXKHO OBITO PA3IMYNUTH KaKyI0-TO BHYTPEHHIOIO CBSI3b
MEXIY TeM, 4TO YbH-TO C-BOJIOKHA HAXOSITCS B COCTOSIHUH BO30OYKICHUS
(uiM 9TO KTO-TO NpeObIBaeT B pyHKIMOHAIBLHOM cocTosiHMK D), 1 TeMm, Ka-
KOBO 3TO — OIIYIIATh 00JIb, T.€. €CJIH ObI OIIYIICHISI MOYKHO OBLIO MOHSAThH
B (pu3HUIECKUX MK (PyHKIIMOHAIBHBIX TEPMHUHAX, TO MBI MOTJIN ObI BBIBECTH
MEpY CXOJICTBA [HAIIMX OIIYILICHUH U oulymeHui nHoranetss. — M.C.|
13 IpUPOJBI 3TOro 00bsicHeHus. Te kauecTBa Bo30yxkneHHsT C-BOJIOKOH
(unm npeObiBanus B coctostHu @), KOTOpbIe 0OBSCHSIM ObI OLIYIICHUE
6o, onpe/esnsuin Obl, Ha KaKhe 0COOCHHOCTH (PU3UUECKOro (Min (yHK-
LIMOHAJIBHOTO0) OTMCAHUS CUCTEMBI MBI JOJDKHBI 0Opamate BHUManue. Ho
MIOKa HE 3al0JIHEH Pa3pbiB B OOBSACHEHUH, MBI HE MOXKEM OOHApYyXHTh
(axTbl, ONpeeIIIoINe HATMYNE U KBAJIMTATHBHBIN XapaKTep OILYIIEHUs
Oosn y cyiecTs, pu3ndecku (Win (YHKIHOHAIBHO) OTJIMYHBIX OT Hac.
DTO0 B CBOIO OUepe/ib BIeUET 32 COOOM TO, YTO HCTUHHOCTH MJTH JIOKHOCTD
yTBepxkaeHui Trmna (1) XoTa u sBiseTcss MeTapu3NIeCKUM (HaKTOM, SITH-
CTEMUYECKH HeJlocTynHa s Hac» [JleBun, 1983: 360].

S1 GBI XOTENa OTMETUTB, YTO BTOPOH aprymMeHT JIeBHHA B MOJIB3y aHTH-
PELYKIIMOHUCTCKOW HHTYUIINH ITOPa3yMEBAET, YTO B3aUMHO-0/IHO3HAYHOE
TOXJIECTBO MEX/Iy KBAJINTATHUBHBIMH COCTOSIHHAMH 1 (DH3HIECKIMHE ((DYHK-
LIMOHAILHBIMH ) COCTOSIHUSIMH YCTaHOBUTH HEBO3MOKHO. B camom niene, ec-
JIM YCTAHOBHUTH €T'0 BO3MOXKHO, TO JIOKEH BBIBOJI JIEBUHA O TOM, YTO UCTHH-
HOCTh WJIHM JIOXHOCTB yTBEp:KJIeHUH Tuma (1) smMcTeMUYecKl HeOCTyHA
JUTS Hac (@ €CTIV JIOXKEH BBIBOJI, TO OTIPOBEPTHYT U caM aprymMenT). CrenoBa-
TEJIBHO, OH HE MOXET OBbITh NCIIOIb30BaH IS IIOITBEPKICHHUS HCTHHHOCTH
AHTHPEIYKIIMOHUCTCKOW MHTYyHIIMHU Oe3 petitio principia.

Takum 00pa3oM, Kak MHE KaKeTCsl, BTOPOil aprymeHT JIeBHHA SIBIIsCT-
Csl HE JI0Ka3aTeJIbCTBOM MCTUHHOCTH (MJIM TEOPETHUECKOM ONpaBIaHHO-
CTH) aHTUPETYKINOHUCTCKON HHTYHNINH, a €€ (POPMATEHBIM H3JI0KCHUEM.
Ecnu Takue duinocodsl, kak [Jpug Yanmepc n @pank Jxekcon, n3odpe-
TAIOT MBICJICHHBIE DKCIIEPUMEHTBI, [TPU3BaHHbIC T0KA3aTh, YTO U3 (PU3HUE-
cKoro (Wu (PyHKIIMOHAJIIBHOTO) OMMCAHUSI CUCTEMBI HENb3s BBIBECTH 3a-
KIIOYCHUS O HAIMYHMH y Hee KBATUTATHBHBIX cocTosHUH, /[xo3ed JleBuH
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000011aeT 3TOT Cr10co0 apryMeHTalMi B CBOEM PACCYKACHUH O TOM, YTO
Mexay (pusnueckuM ((YHKIHOHATBHBIM) OMUCAHHEM U KBAJMUTATHBHBIM
OINMCAaHUEM CO3HAHUS BCET/a OCTAHETCS Pa3phbiB B 00BSICHEHHH.

S mosnarato, OIHAKO, YTO STOT pa3phIB B 00BSICHEHUH HE SBIISIETCSI CIIe-
udraecKoi mpodiaemoit s prunocodun co3HaHU, a TOTOMY OH HE TI0-
3BOJISICT YTBEPXKJaTh, YTO CO3HAHUE B OOIBIIEH CTENEHN HEOOBICHUMO,
YyeM JpyrHe sIBIeHus mpupoisl. Kak MHE KaKeTcs, 3TO yTBEPKICHHE MOXK-
HO TMPOZIEMOHCTPHUPOBATH CIETYIOMIMMHI COOOPaKEHHUSIMU.

Ornmcanue Co3HaHUS B TEPMHHAX (DH3HUYECKOI CTPYKTYphI WM (yHK-
IIMOHAJILHON POJIH TIPEACTABIIAET COO0H HAy4IHYIO TEOPHIO, TIOI00HYIO IpYy-
MM Hay4HBIM Teopusim®. CyIIECTBYET MHOYKECTBO KOHKYPHPYIOLIMX HAy-
HBIX TEOPUH CO3HAHMS, TTOJB3YIOIIMXCS 3TUM CIIOCOOOM OITHCaHMsI, — TEOPHS
A. Namaswmo, Teopus J[x. Dnenpmana, Teopus P. Jmunaca, Teopus C. [lexe-
e u JI. Haxamma u 1.1.° HecMoTps Ha To 4T0 okonuatensHas Ejqunas Teo-
pust Co3HaHUS Ha JTAaHHBIM MOMEHT He C()OPMYJIMPOBAHA, CUTYaIHs B 3TOH
0051acTH €CTECTBEHHBIX HAayK MPUHIUIINAIBHO HE OTIMYACTCS OT CUTYaIuU
B JIpYruX OOJIACTSIX €CTECTBEHHBIX HayK, Hampumep B dusuke. B camom
Jie7ie HECMOTPSI Ha TO, YTO TEOPHUsl KBAHTOBOM TPaBUTAINH JI0 CHX ITOp HE
pazpaboTaHa, U Mbl HE 3HaeM, KaK UMEHHO OOBEIMHHUTH OOLIYIO TEOPHUIO
OTHOCHTEJIFHOCTH C KBAHTOBOH MEXaHUKOI, MaJlo KTO PacCMaTpUBAET 3TO
KakK TTOBO/ 3aHITh AaHTHHATYPATUCTHIECKYIO TTO3UIMIO0 OTHOCUTEIILHO TPO-
CTpaHCTBa U BpeMeHH. TakuM 00pa3oM, TOT (aKT, YTO eITUHAs TEOpHUs CO-
3HaHUS He CHOPMYJIMPOBAHA, HE MOXKET caM 10 cebe OBbITh apryMeHTOM
B 1oIe3y ayammsma. Omnako J[xo3ed JleBur roBoput He 00 aTOoM. Bompoc,
KOTODBIA OH CTABUT, 3aKIIFOYAETCS HE B TOM, KaK JIaTh €JMHYIO 1 [TOJIHYIO eC-
TECTBEHHO-HAYYHYIO TCOPUIO CO3HAHMS, HAMIYUYIIUM 00pa3oM OOBSICHSIIO-
IIyI0 BCE M3BECTHBIC SKCIIEPUMEHTANILHBIC JaHHBIC U3 00JacTH HeHpodu-
3HO0JIOTUH, KJIMHUYECKOM TICUXOJIOTUH, KOTHUTUBHBIX HAYK U T.I., 4 B TOM,
KaK OOBSICHUTD, TIOUeMy JaHHOE (r3ndeckoe (Win (yHKIHMOHAIBEHOE) TEo-
PETHYECKOE ONMCAHNE COOTBETCTBYET JAHHOMY COCTOSIHHIO CO3HAHMSI.

Ho xak oObsicHsieTcst «JaHHOE» cocTOosiHKME co3HaHus? Kak Mbl y3Ha-
€M, 0 KaKOM UMEHHO KBaJie HJIeT peub? [IyTem ocTeHCHBHOTO ompeerne-
Hus. Ecinu mbl IMOCMOTPHUM Ha COTHH CTaTeﬁ, IOCBAIICHHBIX Hp06neMe
KBaJINTaTUBHBIX COCTOSTHUN CO3HAHHs, TO ONPEICICHUE dTHX COCTOSHUIH
naercst yepe3 ykazanue. CoO3HaHME ONMCHIBACTCS MPU ITOMOIIM OTCBUIKA
K KOHKPETHOMY MHIMBHUIYaJbHOMY OIIBITY — «OLIYIIEHHUE, KOTOPOE 5 UC-

3 JI. JleHHET HA3bIBAET METOIONOTHIO, IPUMEHHMYIO JUIs COOTHOMICHUS 0OBEKTHBHBIX I
CyOBEKTHBHBIX ONMCAHUI, IPUMEHUMYIO B JF000I HAYyYHOW TEOPHUH CO3HAHMS, «reTepode-
HOMEHOJIOTHEI» N INOKa3bIBaeT, Kak oHa MoxeT paborars: Dennett D.C. Consciousness
Explained [[denner, 1991].

© Cwm.: Damasio A. The Feeling of What Happens [[lamasuo, 1999]; Edelman, G.M. The
Remembered Present: A Biological Theory of Consciousness [Daensman, 1990]; Liinas R. 1
of the Vortex: From Neurons to Self [Jlnunac, 2001]; Dehaene S., Naccache L. Towards a
Cognitive Neuroscience of Consciousness: Basic Evidence and a Workspace Framework
[Aexeitn, Hakam, 2001].
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IBITHIBAIO, BJIBIXasi apOMaT CBEKEMOJIOTOTO Kode», Wi «ciymas [leBs-
Tyt cuM(oHUI0 betxoBeHay, min «poOyst IOKOJIAI», WU KIIPHKACasICh
K OTOJIGHHOMY ITPOBOJIY I10J] HanpspkeHreM». ViHaue roBopsi, Takue orpe-
JICTICHUS Ha CaMOM JieJie TIOZ00HBI yKa3aHusIM: BOT 3T0! 1 snmcremornoru-
YECKHUIl pa3pbIB COCTOUT B TOM, YTOOBI OOBSCHHUTB, KaK CBSI3aHBI «BOT 3TO»
OLYIIEHHE U €r0 TEOPETHYECKOE OIMCaHHE.

OmHako Ta ke camasi mpobJeMa CTOUT Mepe APYTHMHU crtocobamMu Ha-
YYHOTO OOBSICHEHHSI, KOTOPBIC B CHIIy KaKMX-TO IMPUYHMH BBI3BAIN 3HAUH-
TEJIFHO MEHBIINH HHTEPEC Y aBTOPOB, MHUIIYIINX PO GHIOCOPHIO CO3HA-
Hust. S OBl XOTeNa UCTIPaBUTh TY CHTYAIMIO U POBECTH COOTBETCTBYIO-
LIMe Napaiesy.

Hanpumep, MHe KakeTcs, YTO TEOpHUs IIPOCTPAHCTBA-BpEMEHH DifH-
mreiiHa (1 gaxe Teopusi CTpyH!) He OOBSCHSET, IMOYeMy I HaXOXKYyCh
MMEHHO 3/IeCh U TI0YeMY AaHHBII MOMEHT — 3TO HMEHHO ceiyac. KoneuHo,
OHU OOBSCHSIIOT, YTO TAKOE IIPOCTPAHCTBO, M YTO TAKOE TPACKTOPHS B IIPO-
CTPaHCTBE-BPEMEHH, U UTO 51, ECIIM PACCMATPUBATh MEHS KaK YEThIPEXMep-
HBIA 00BEKT, B KOXKIBIH ITOCIEAYIOMNI MOMCHT BPEMEHH 3aHUMAIO OIpe-
JICTICHHYIO TOYKY, 33JaBacMyl0 IPH MOMOIIN TPEX MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX
W OJTHOI BPEMEHHOM KOOPIMHATHI (B CiIydae TEOPHH CTPYH MOTpedyercs
Oouibie koopuHat). OJTHAKO OHU HE OOBSICHSIIOT, YEM «3/IECh» OTIIHYAeT-
Cs1 OT «TaM», @ «CeHdacy OTINIAeTCs OT «Tor1a». IHBIMU clI0BaMHU, OHH HE
OOBSICHSIIOT, UM OJIHa TOYKa TOTO YETBIPEXMEPHOr0 00BEKTa, KOTOpast
HUMEET MECTO 371€Ch H ceifuac, OTIIMYACTCs OT IPYTUX TOYEK ITOTO 0OBEKTA,
HaXO/SIIIUXCSI TaM U TOT/1a.

[Togo6HO TOMy, Kak Hay4Has TEOPHs CO3HAHWS (HAIPHMEp, TEOPHs
P. JImunaca mmm JIx. DnenbMaHa) oOBSICHSACT MPOIIECCHI, MPOMCXOIAIIIE
B MO3Te, B MX 00IIEM BHJIE, HAIPUMEP «BO30YKICHHE CBETOBBIX PEIIENTO-
POB Ha ceTyaTKe IJa3a BeJeT K Iepeade BO30YKIACHHUS M0 ONTHYECKOMY
HEPBY, KOTOPOE BBI3BIBACT BO30Y)KICHUE OIPEACICHHBIX MMOMYJISIUN HEM-
POHOB B 30HaX 3pUTEIBHON KOpPBI V 1-V4, KoTopoe BeeT K BO3OYKICHHIO
OTIpeIeNICHHON TIOTYIISIMA HEHPOHOB B 00JIaCTH MO3Ta, KOHTPOJIHPYIOIIEH
TIPON3BOJILHBIC IBHKEHHMS, UTO BEZICT K BO30YKICHUIO HHTEPHEHPOHOB, BBI-
3BIBAIOIIMX JIBIDKEHUE PYKH» (HECKOJIBKO BaXKHBIX CTAAMI OMMCAHUS OITy-
LIEHO JUISl KPaTKOCTH), TaKk M (PU3MUYECcKass TEOPHsl ONHCHIBACT ITPOLIECCHI
B 001IIEM BH/IE, HAIIPHMED: CHJIa paBHA ITPOU3BEICHUIO MACChl HA yCKOPEHHE
(F'=ma), >Heprust paBHA MPOU3BECHIIO MAaCChl HA CKOPOCTh CBETA B KBA/I-
pare (E =mc?) u T.1. Hu 13 0/1HOM, camoii TONHOM (pU3HUECKOi TEOpUN He-
BO3MOYKHO CJIEJIaTh BBIBOJI, YTO ONMCHIBAEMBIH IIPOIIECC IPOUCXO/IUT «3JIECh
U ceifyacy, Tak Kak (PU3MIeCKHe TEOPUH B PABHOM CTEIIEHN TPUMEHHMBI KO
BCEM 00JIaCTSAM MPOCTPAHCTBA U BPEMEHH (I[P YCIOBHH, YTO B ATHX 0OJIac-
TSX COOITIOAIOTCS TE ’KE CaMble (PH3MICCKUE 3aKOHEI).

WHpIMH cliOBaMH, pa3pbiB B 00BSICHEHUH, O KOTOPOM roBOpHT JIeBuH,
9TO He ocobasi mpobiieMa TeopHuil CO3HAHMS, a Pa3pbIB MEKIY TEOpHeH
u ¢akramu. Teopust He 00BACHIET (HAaKT KaK TAKOBOW — OHA CBSI3BIBACT
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(hakTel Mexty co0oil. Camast JTydiasi TeOpusi HE MIOMOXET HaM HHYCTO
OOBSICHUTD, €CJTH MBI HE 33[1aJIUM KAaKOE-TO MOJIOXKECHHUE JIE]I, OTHOCHUTEIIb-
HO KOTOPOTO MBI XOTUM IPEJICKa3aTh OYIyIee MiIH BEIYUCIUTD MPOIILIOE.
Teopus nMeeT OOBSCHUTENBEHYIO CHITY MOCTOJBKY, MTOCKOJIBKY OHA CIIO-
coOHa TOJIBOUTH (haKTHUCCKUE HAOIFOICHUS 0] 00MIHe 3aKOHOMEPHO-
ctu [[emmiens, 1965]. [TogoOHO TOMY, KaK TE€OpHsI IPOCTPAHCTBA-BPEMEHH
HE JIOJDKHA O0BSICHATE, YEM «3/ICCh» OTJINYACTCS OT «Tamy, a JOJDKHA J1a-
BaTh OOIIME 3aKOHBI MTEPEMEIICHUS Tl B MPOCTPAHCTBE, TAK M TEOPH
CO3HAHUS HE JIOJDKHA OOBICHATH, TOYEMY OIIYIICHHUE 3€JICHOTO «BOT Ta-
Koe» (3eJIeHOe KBalie), a ONIYIICHUE KPACHOTO — «BOT TakKoe» (KpacHOE
KBaJic); OHa JOJDKHA JIUIIb O0BSICHUTH, KaK 3TU OIIYIICHUS CBA3aHBI APYT
C IPYrOM | IIPOYNMH (paKTaMu JICHCTBUTEIBHOCTH.

CrnenoBatenbHO, gaxe eciu Tokaectsa tuna (1) u (3) kaxyTcs HaM
«CITy4YaiHBIMI» U MBI BCETJIa MOJKEM TMPEIICTABUTH Ce0C, YTO TOYHO TaKOM
ke pusndecknit cyoerpar (MM (GYHKIMOHAIBHO aHAJIOTHYHAsI CUCTEMA)
JIUIICHBI CO3HAHUS, «BOT 9TOTO KBaje», U3 ITOr0 HE CIEIyeT, YTO TEOPHUS
CO3HaHWS HEMoJHa. MHavye HemoHa 1 Hallla TEOPHs IPOCTPAHCTBA, KakK, 5
HAJICIOCh, IIOKAKET MO apTyMEHT O «pa3pbIBe B OOBICHCHU B (hU3UUC-
CKUX TEOPHSIX MPOCTPAHCTBA. APIYMEHT TaKOB.

Om3nka 00BICHIET, IO KaKUM 3aKOHAM MepeMenaroTcs Teja B IMpo-
CTPAHCTBE W BO BpeMEHH. S ABIAIOCH pU3NIECKUM TesoM. Mou repeme-
IICHUS MOT'YT OBITh OIIMCAHBI 10 3aKOHAM (U3UKH. Moe ITOJI0KEHHE B ITPO-
CTPAHCTBE MOXET OBITh OIMPEICIICHO MO OTHOIICHUIO K JAPYTUM TEllaM.
[Tpu 3TOM M3 MEPCHEKTUBBI TIEPBOTO JIKIA sI 3HAIO O ce0e, YTO HAXOXKYCh
3necsk. [IpencraBum cebe, 9TO B IPyrOM BOZMOKHOM MHUpE KaKas-HHOYTb
OTJaJIcHHAs TATAKTHKA PACIIOIO’KeHa HHade (B CHITy KBaHTOBOH (UIyKTYya-
UM B MOMEHT boJbIioro B3peiBa). B 3TOM BO3MOKHOM MHpPE BCE TOYHO
TaK ke, 32 NCKIIIOUECHUEM 3TOM OTJaIeHHOM rajJakTUKy. Tam maxe ecTh s*,
TOYHEe, MOM JJBOMHUK M3 BO3MOXXHOTO MHMPA, UMEIOLIUN TOYHO TaKUE e
00BEKTHBHBIC CBOHCTBA M CYOBEKTUBHBIC OIIYIIICHNUS, KaK I B AKTyaJTbHOM
mupe. C TOUKH 3peHus PU3NUECKON TEOPHH TPOCTPAHCTBA-BPEMEHH, MOe™
MOJIOXKCHHE B TIPOCTPAHCTBE B 3TOM BO3MOXKHOM MHpPE OyJIET OTIUIATHCS
OT MOEI0 TIOJI0XKCHHUS B MPOCTPAHCTBE B aKkTyajabHOM mupe. Ho u3 mep-
CIIEKTHBHI TEPBOTO JIMIA sI* U3 BO3MOXKHOTO MHpa BCE paBHO OynIy CUu-
TaTh, YTO HAXOXKYCH «37eChb». [Ipr 7TOM MOM OmIyIIeHHsI OYIyT TOXKIECT-
BEHHBI U MO€ yOeKIICHHE O TOM, UTO ST HAX0XKYCh «31I€Ch», OyIeT UCTHH-
HBIM KaK JIJIsl aKTyaJIbHOT'O MHpPA, TaK | JJIs 3TOr0 BO3MOXHOT'O MUPa, TIe
s TAKKE CUMTAK0, YTO HAXOKYCh «371eCh». [Ipr 3TOM Kak 5 U3 aKTyallbHO-
TO MHpA, TaK ¥ 1 U3 BO3MOKHOTO MHpa OyJeM IpaBbl, Koraa OyaeM cuu-
TaTh, YTO YTBEPKICHUE « HAXOXKYCh 37IeCh» UCTHHHO. OTHAKO C TOYKU
3peHHs (PH3UKH MOE TOJIO0KECHHE M MOe* IOJIOKEHHE B IPOCTPAHCTBE
OynyT pasasiMu. CleioBaTeiIbHO, TOT (PAKT, YTO 51 HAXOXKYCh 3/1€Ch, HE-
OOBSICHUM HCKIIIOYMTEIIBHO IIPU MOMOIIM MTOHATUIHOTO armnapaTa (u3u-
Kd. JI0JDKHBI I MBI CIeTIaTh BBIBOJ, YTO (hU3NYIECKast TEOPHUS POCTPAHCT-



NOYEMY PA3PbIB B OB bACHEHUU HE ABNAETCA...

Ba-BpEMEHH NPHHIHIINAIBHO HETIOJHA, [T0Ka OHAa HE OOBSICHHT, YTO 3HA-
YUT «3IECHM?

$1 moxarato, 4TO €CiM ATOT apryMEHT He yOEeK/aeT Hac, 4TO Pa3pbiB
B OOBSICHEHHH SIBIISIETCS IOCTATOYHBIM OCHOBAHHEM JUTSI aHTHHATYPAIU3Ma
U B chepe McCIeT0BaHUS IPUPOIBL, TO M apryMeHT JIeBHHa He MOXeET pac-
CMaTpHUBAaTHCS KaK J0CTATOYHOE OCHOBAHUE JUISl aHTHHATYpajn3Ma B cdepe
uccnenoBanus cozHanus. To, uro JIeBHH Ha3bIBaeT «pa3pbIBOM B 00BsICHE-
HHUWY, — 3TO Pa3pbIB MKy (hakTaMu CO3HAHMUS M TEOPHEH CO3HaHUSI, 00BsIC-
HSIOLIEH 3TH (PaKTBI, T0ITOMY 3aIIOJIHUTh €r0 HEBO3MOXKHO, BEJIb I10JI00HO0E
3armoHeHue Oy/eT 00 eIe OTHUM HEOOBSICHUMBIM (aKTOM, JTHOO0 TeOpH-
i, ToIBoAIIeH 3TOT (aKT 1oJ1 OOIIYI0 3aKOHOMEPHOCTB, a JII000e TaKkoe
TIO/IBEJICHHE OCTABHT «Pa3pbIB B 00BSICHCHUNY HE3aI0JIHCHHBIM.
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B unocodum cosHaHus cerofHs NpUHATO CYMTATb, YTO TPyAHas npobnema co3Ha-
HWUA 1 Npo6aema pa3pbiBa B 0GbACHEHNN CO3HAHUA — 3TO OfiHA U Ta Xe npobnema.
MoHaThe pa3pbis B 06bAcHeHuy Been [l. Jlesun (1983). [l. Yanmepc (1995) passun
upeto JleBuHa B TpyAHYlo npobneMy co3HaHus . B 3T0il cTaTbe A NokasbiBato, YTO
3/,eCb Mbl MMEeM €10 C ABYA Pa3HbiMU NpobaemMamu, 1 060CHOBbIBaIO, NOYEMY HAC
J0JKEH 3a00TUTh Pa3pbiB B 0OBACHEHUN CO3HAHUSA, @ He TpyAHaA npobnema. U Jle-
BUH, 1 Yanmepc npuHUMaloT GyHKUMOHANbHYIO Mofenb 06bAcHeHUA. OHM cyuTaloT,
uTO PyHKLMOHAbHAA PeAyKLUs, KOTOPas Tak XOPoLwo paboTaeT ANA NOYTU BCEX AB-
neHuii, He paboTaeT B 0GbACHEHUN CO3HaHUA. Hi 0fiHa KOTHUTUBHAA (QYHKLMA He
MOJET CXBAaTUTb (heHOMEeHaNbHOe CO3HaHWe. Tem He MeHee (YHKLMOHaNbHAsA MO-
Aenb oNycKaeT KOMMPOMUCC: BO3MOXHOCTb 3aMeHbl HALero [0TeopeTMyeckoro
MOHATUA CO3HAHMA ero TEOPETUYECKUM NOHATUEM-NpeeMHUKoM. HanGonee noaxo-
AAUMM NOHATUEM-3aMEHOI, Ha MOIl B3R/, ABNACTCA NOHATUE (PEHOMEHANbHOI pe-
npeseHTaLum.

Knioyessie cnosa: cosHanue, TpyHas npo6nema, pa3pbis B 06bACHEHNN, DYHKLMO-
HanbHas pefyKLusa, 3aMeHa, NOHATUe-NPeeMHNIK, PeHOMeHaslbHas penpeseHTalus.

HY SHOULD WE CARE ABOUT THE EXPLANATORY
GAP, AND NOT THE HARD PROBLEM?

Svetlana Nagumanova -
Kazan State Medical
University

Itisareceived viewin philosophy of consciousness today to consider the Hard pro-
blem and the explanatory gap problem to be one and the same problem. The notion
of explanatory gap was introduced by J. Levine (1983). Chalmers (1995) developed
Levine's idea of an explanatory gap into the Hard problem. In this article I show
that there are two different problems here and give reasons why we should care
about the explanatory gap rather than the Hard problem. Both Levine and Chalmers
accept functional model of reductive explanation. According to them, functional
reduction, that works so well for almost all phenomena, does not work in explaining
consciousness. No cognitive function can grasp phenomenal consciousness. Ho-
wever functional model admits a compromise: a possibility to replace our pre-theo-
retical notion of consciousness with its theoretical successor-concept. I think that
phenomenal representation is the best candidate for such successor-concept.
Key words: Consciousness, Hard problem, explanatory gap, functional reduction,
replacement, successorconcept, phenomenal representation.

IIpencraBnenue o pa3pbiBe B 00BICHEHUU CO3HAHMS, KAaK U MOHSATUE TPYAHON
po0JIEMBI, IPEAONATAIOT MOJIEIH PETYKTHBHOTO OOBSICHEHHS, KOTOPasi OCHOBaHA
Ha KOHIIETITYaJIbHOM aHaJIHM3€¢ M KOTOPYI0 MHOIJa Ha3bIBalOT «wiaH KaHOeppbi».
Oco0yr0 poIib KOHIENTYATFHOMY aHAIU3Y B 000CHOBaHWH MaTepHain3Ma NpuaaBa-
JU aBCTPATMHCKAE MaTEePHAIUCTHl, a Takoke aMepukaHckuil ¢umocod JIBun

136



NMOYEMY HAC AOJIKEH 3ABOTUTb PA3PbLIB...

JIbronc. Mozensb peaykuuu Obuta n3joxeHa JIbloncom B BUE apryMeHTa
[Lewis, 1972], KoTOpHIif IPUBOIUTCS HIKE B U3JIOKSHUN aBCTPAITHIICKOTO
¢dunocoda dpsruka J[xexcona.

«1. ITcuxmaeckoe cocTossHUe /1 = BBIMTOTHACT PONIb P (COTIIacHO KOH-
LENTyaJbHOMY aHAJIN3Y).

2. BemonHsstontwii ponb P = coctostHre Mo3ra M (CorjacHO Hayke).

3. CnenoBaTenbHO, /1 = HepBHOE cOCTOsIHUE M (B CHITy TPAaH3UTUBHO-
ct)» [Jackson, 1994].

U JleBun, n Yanmepc npuHUMAIOT 3Ty (QyHKIMOHAIBHYIO MOJIEIb Pe-
JYKTHBHOTO 00BsICHEHHS. JIEBHH ONMCHIBACT TPOIIECC PEYKIMN KaK JIBYX-
cTymeH4atsi poriecc: «IlepBast ctaaus BKITFOUaeT (OTHOCUTENBHO? KBa3U?)
aNpHOPHBIN MPOIECC TNPHIAHUS TOHATHIO PEIyLUPYEMOro CBOMCTBa
“thopMBI” IS PEIYKIMU ITyTeM HACHTH(HUKAINN TOH Kay3aJbHOW POIIH,
JJIA KOTOpOf/'I MbI HIIEM JIC)KAIIHUE B €€ OCHOBC MCXAaHHU3MBbI [KOHHeHTyaﬂL-
HBIH aHanu3]. Bropas craans BKIIIOYaeT SMIUPHUECKYIO padoTy 1o oOHa-
PYKEHHIO TOTO, KaKOBBI 3T MeXaHW3MEI» [Levine, 1993: 132].

Yanmepc 1aeT 04eHb NOX0KEe OMHCAHUE PEYKTHBHOTO OOBSICHECHHUSI:
« /11 Hanbornee MHTEPECHBIX PEHOMEHOB, KOTOPBIE TPEOYIOT OOBSICHEHHS,
BKJIfOUasi Takue ()eHOMEHbI, KaK PEHpOJyKIHs U 00ydeHHE, COOTBETCT-
BYIOIIME MOHATHSA OOBIYHO MOXKHO NPOAHAIM3UPOBATH (DYHKYUOHATLHO.
CyTb TakMX MOHATHI MOKHO 0XapaKTEPU30BaTh B TEPMHUHAX BbIOIHEHUS
HEKOTOpo# QyHKIMK nin GYHKIUH. .. OOBSCHHUB, KaK BBIIOIHSIIOTCS ATH
(GbyHKIHN, MBI OOBSICHWIH JaHHBIH (peHomeH. OOBSICHHUB, KaK OpraHU3M
BBIIIOJIHACT q)yHKI_II/IIO MMPOU3BOACTBA APYTOro opraHu3sma, Mbl O6’I)$[CHI/IJ'II/I
PENPOAYKIINIO, HOCKOJIBKY BCE, YTO O3HAYACT PETIPOTYKIINS, — 3TO BBIIIOI-
Henne qanHor ¢pynkmum» [Chalmers, 1996: 43].

YanmMepc noa4epKUBaeT, 4TO BO3MOKHOCTh KOHIIENTYaJIbHOTO aHAIIH-
3a JIEKHUT B OCHOBE PEIYKTUBHOTO 0OBsicHeHHMs. «be3 Takoro aHanmusa He
OBLTO OBI 00BSICHUTEIILHOTO MOCTA OT (PU3UUCCKUX (aKTOB 00JIce HU3KOTO
YPOBHS K 00BsCHSIEMOMY sIBIEHHIO. MIMest ske Takoi aHam3, BCE, YTO MBI
JIOJDKHBI CJIeJIaTh, — 3TO MOKa3aTh, KAKUM 00pa3oM OIpe/ielieHHbIe (hH3H-
YEeCKHEe MEXaHH3MbI 00JIee HU3KOTO YPOBHS MOTYT YIOBICTBOPSTH STOMY
aHanmu3y, pe3ynbraToM Oynet oobsacHenne» [Chalmers, 1996: 44].

DeHOMEH CYUTAETCSI PeTlyKTUBHO OOBSICHEHHBIM, €CJIH AKCIUIAHAHIYM
Jlo2udecku gvlmekaem W3 SKCIaHanca. Jlepun nmumet: «Pexykuns 1omk-
Ha 00BSICHUTH TO, YTO PEIYLIUPOBAHO; U CIIOCO0, C TOMOIILI0 KOTOPOTO MBI
MOXEM y3HATh, IOCTUTHYTO JIX 3TO, COCTOUT B TOM, YTOOBI YBUJICTb, J€Ta-
10T JIM peaynupyronme GeHOMEeHbl peayupyeMblii ()eHOMEH SMHUCTEMO-
JIOTHYECKH HEOOXOMMBIM, T.€. MOYKEM JIM MBI BHJIETh, [I0YEMY TIPH HAIIH-
91N (PAKTOB, YKA3aHHBIX B PEAYKIHH, BN JTOJDKHBI OBITh IMEHHO TaKH-
MH, KaKUMH KaXyTcs Ha mepBbiid B3 [Levine, 1993: 129]. Yanmepc
BBIpaKaeT Ty )K€ UJIer0 ciexytomum oopasom: «EcrectBenHbll heHOMEH
PEOYKTHBHO OOBSICHEH B TEPMHUHAX CBOWCTB 00JIee HU3KOTO YPOBHS IMEHHO
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TOT'/1a, KOT/1a OH JIOTHYECKH IPOUCTEKAET (Ssupervenient) U3 ’TUX CBOWCTBY»
[Chalmers, 1996: 47-48].

Jlormueckoe (KOHIIETITyaJbHOE) «IIPOUCTEUYCHHE» (supervenience)
Yanmepc ompenensier Tak: «B-cBolcTBa s10cuuecku TPOUCTEKAIOT W3
A-CBOWCTB, €CIIM HE CYIIECTBYET JIBYX JI0CUYECKU BO3MOICHBIX CUTYALUH,
KOTOPbIC HACHTUYHLI B OTHOIICHUHN UX A-CBOﬁCTB, HO OTJIMYAKOTCA B OT-
HomeHnu ux B-cBoiicty [Ibid.: 35]. Yanmepce moguepKkuBaeT, 4To JOTH-
YecKOe IPOUCTEUEHHE OTIPEEISIETCS] HE B TEPMUHAX CTPOTOH ieaynupye-
MOCTH B KakoOH-THO0 cucteMe (GopMalibHOM JIOTHKH, a 0ojee IHPOKO —
B TEPMUHAX BO3MOXXHBIX MHPOB.

CornacHo Jlesuny u Hanvepcy, 3Ta GyHKIHOHAIbHAS MOJIEIb, KOTOPAst
TaK XOPOIIO PadOTaeT B OOBSICHEHUH TIOUTH BCeX (PeHOMEHOB, He paboTaeT
TpH OOBSICHEHUH CO3HAHU. B citydae co3HaHMs 3aKITIOYEHHE JIOTHIECKH HE
BBITEKAET U3 IOCHUIOK, T.€. CYILECTBYET pa3pbiB B 00bscHEeHHH. [er10 B TOM,
YTO Kay3aJIbHO/(YHKIMOHAIBHBIH aHAJIM3 TIOHSATHSI CO3HAHUS YITYCKaeT ero
KBAJIUTATUBHBIN ¥ CyOBEKTHBHBIN actieKThl. JleBuH Benen 3a Conom Kpur-
ke [Kripke, 1980] npuBoaut nprmep ¢ 00Jb0 (3TOT CTaHIAPTHEIA IpUMEp
ycTapes B CBETE JaHHBIX COBPEMEHHON (DM3MOJIOTHH, OH BBITIOJIHSIET JIUIIIb
(DYHKIMIO HILTIOCTPALIH HIICH ).

«B Hamem nossaTHM 605K €CTh HEUTO OOJIbIIEE, HEXKETH €€ Kay3allb-
Hasl pOJib, CYIIECTBYET KBAJIMTATHBHBIN XapakTep 00JM, KaKk OHa OIIyIa-
eTcsl; U TO, YTO OTKpBITHE C-BOJIOKOH OCTaBJIAET 0e3 0OBSCHEHHS, — 3TO
nouemy 0016 00JHCHA OWYWAMbCA UMEHHO MAK, KAK oHa owywaemcs!
Benb B B30y k1eHn# C-BOJIIOKOH, K&)KETCS, HET HUYEro TAKOT0, YTO €CTECT-
BEHHBIM 00Pa30M COOTBETCTBOBAJIO (DEHOMEHAIBHBIM CBOHCTBaM OOJH 110
CPaBHEHHIO C HEKOTOPBIMH JAPYTHMH (DCHOMCHAIBHBIMH CBOHCTBAMIDY
[Levine, 1983: 357].

Ji1st TOro 4To0BI MTPOIEMOHCTPUPOBATH, YTO B (DYHKIIMOHAILHOM aHa-
JIU3€ CO3HAHUS IEHCTBUTENBHO YTO-TO YITyIIeHo, JIeBuH 1 Yanmepc oOpa-
MAIOTCS K MbICAUMOCHY TAKOW CUTYaLNH, KOT/1a ()YHKIIHOHAIBHOE OITHCa-
HHE CO3HAHUsI IMEET MECTO B JICWCTBUTEILHOCTH, HO COOTBETCTBYIOIINE
KBaJlla OTCYTCTBYIOT (apryMEHT OTCYTCTBYIOLIEro KBanua). Hampumep,
MBICIIUMO, 4TO B030YykieHHe C-BOJIOKOH UMEET MECTO, a OLILYLIEHUS 00N
HeT. Takum 00pa3oM, U3 TOTO, YTO MbI OOBSICHUIIH, KaK BITIOIHIETCS OIl-
penencHHas (QyHKIHSI, BOBCE HE BBITEKAET, YTO Mbl OOBSICHIIIN CO3HAHHE.
BoT mouemy BO3HMKAIOT IajbHEHIINE BOMPOCH: IMOoYeMy OOJIb JOIDKHA
OLIYIIATHCS UMEHHO TaK, Kak oHa ourymaercsi? [Touemy BooO1Ie BBIIIOII-
HEHHUE ee Kay3aJlbHON POJIHM JJOJKHO COPOBOKIATHCS KAaKUM-JINOO TIepe-
JKUBaHueM?

W JleBun, n Yammepc monararot, 9to 71060t (QyHKIIMOHATBHBIN aHa-
JIM3 CO3HAHUS OyJIeT YIyCKaTh KBaIMTATUBHBIN U CyObEKTHBHBIN ACTIEKTHI
co3HaHus1. «B Tol ke Mepe, B Kakoil B HallleM ITOHATHH KBaJUTAaTHBHOTO
XapakTepa OCTAeTCs 3JIEMEHT, KOTOPbI HE CXBAa4€H CBOMCTBAMM €ro Kay-
3aIbHOM POJIH, OH OYAET YCKOIB3aTh U3 O0BSICHUTEIEHON CeTH (PU3NKAIIH-
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crckoit peaykuun» [Levine, 1993: 134]. Yanmepc muuiet, 4to B 00bsICHE-
HUU CYIIECTBYET Pa3phIB MEXIY (YHKYUAMU T NEePetCUSaHUuAMU U HaM
HEO0X0AUM OOBSICHUTEIBHBIA MOCT, YTOOBI IpeoaoiieTh ero. IIpoctoe
00bsicHeHne (pyHKINI HaXOIUTCS HAa OJTHOM CTOPOHE 3TOTO Pa3phIBa, Mo-
9TOMY, 0 MHeHHI0 YamMmepca, MaTepHaibl Ui MOCTa CIEIyeT HCKaTh
rue-to B 1pyrom mecte [Chalmers, 1995].

Ecnu HuKakoil (pyHKIIMOHAIBHBINA aHAIN3 HE MOXKET CXBATHTh KBAJIH-
TaTUBHBIN M CYOBEKTUBHBIN aCIIEKTHI CO3HAHMUS, TO TAKOW MPUHITUITHATH-
HBII pa3pbiB B 00BSICHEHUH OKa3bIBACTCS TPYAHOM MPOOJIEMON B CpaBHE-
HUM CO BCEMH JIPYTMMH penyKuusiMu. ITockonbky B Mojenu (yHKIHO-
HAJIBHOM peIyKINH OOJBIIOE 3HAUYCHIE NMEEeT KOHIENTYalbHBIN aHau3,
paccMoTpuM, Kak Hanmepc aHanu3upyeT MOHATHE CO3HAHUS B CBOEH KHHU-
re «Co3narommit ym» (1996).

Bragane Yanmepc pasnudaeT (eHOMEHATBHBIA U TICHXOIOTHICCKHIA
acriexThbl icuxuku (mind): «PeHoMeHanbHbIE TIOHATHSI IMEIOT JIEJI0 C TICH-
XMYECKUMH aCIEeKTaMH OT IEPBOTO JIMIA, @ MCHXOJIOTHYECKUE TOHITUS
UMEIOT JIEJIO C aCTIeKTaMH OT TPEeThero Jinma... Hu ¢penomenaapHOE, HU
NICUXOJIOTHYECKOE HE JIOJIKHBI OBITh OMpE/eNeHbl B TEPMHUHAX JIAPYT APY-
ra» [Chalmers, 1996: 16]. danee, Bcnen 3a Hemom brokowm (1995), Yain-
MepC pa3iuyaeT JBa MOHSATHS CO3HAHMS: «(PEHOMEHAIbHOE CO3HAHUE»
W «IICHXOJOTMYECKOE CO3HAHME», WM «oco3HaHue» (awareness)'. Ilo-
cleqHee BKITIOUACT B ce0s BCE WM MOYTH BCE PAa3IUYHBIC TICHXOJIOTHYC-
cKue (KOTHUTHUBHBIC) OHSTHSI CO3HAHUST; «OBITh (PEHOMEHAIILHBIM ISl CO-
CTOSIHUS 03HAYAET, YTO OHO OIIYIIASTCsI ONPEIEICHHBIM 00pa3oM, a OBITh
TICUXOJIOTHYECKUM ISl COCTOSTHUSL 03HAYAET, YTO OHO UTPAET COOTBETCT-
BYIOLILYIO Kay3abHyto poiby [Ibid.: 12]%.

J1Ba MOHATHS CO3HAHUS ITOPOK/IAIOT JIBE pa3Hble MPOOIEMBI — «TPY/I-
HYIO» U «JIeTKyIo». «JIerkue mpoOieMsl CO3HAHHUS — ATO T€, KOTOPHIE Ka-
XKYTCSI JIETKO MOJIAIOIIMMHUCS CTaHJAPTHBIM METOAaM KOTHUTHBHOMN Hay-
KH; C MX TOMOIIbI0 ()eHOMEH OOBSICHSETCS] B TEPMUHAX BBIYMCIUTEIIBHBIX
WM HEHPOHHBIX MEXaHU3MOB. TpyaHas npobieMa He TOAIAeTCS STHM Me-
tonam» [Chalmers, 1995: 200]. «Ilo-HacTosmmemy TpyaHas nmpodiiema —
310 mpobiema nepexkuBanus (experience)y [Ibid.: 20173,

Mopens GyHKIIMOHATBFHON PeayKINH, TI0 MHeHHIO YamMmepca, BITOJTHE
MOIXOANUT MMl pelieHHs Jerkux mpobieM. «OOBACHUTH CHOCOOHOCTh
K OTYETy, HallpUMep, €CTh HEe YTO MHOE, KaK OOBSICHUTH, KAKUM 00pa3oM
CHCTEMa MOTJIa OBbI BBITOJHUTH (DYHKIIMIO CO3/TaHUS OTYETOB O BHYTPEH-
HUX COCTOSIHMSIX. YUTOOBI OOBSCHUTH BHYTPEHHHUH JIOCTYI, MBI JIOJKHBI

! Tlocnennee BOUaeT B ce6s BCE MITH MOUTH BCE PA3TMUYHBIE ICHXOJNOTHUECKHE (KOTHHU-
TUBHBIC) IOHATUS CO3HAHHS. «BBITh (eHOMEHANBHBIM I COCTOSHUS O3HAYAeT, YTO OHO
OLIYIIACTCS ONPEETCHHBIM 00pa30M, a ObITh ICHXOJIOTHIECKUM UL COCTOSHHS 03HAYACT,
YTO OHO HIPAaeT COOTBETCTBYIONIYIO Kay3aibHyIo poiby [Chalmers, 1996: 12].

2 B1iok Ha3bIBAeT UX «(EHOMEHATBHOE CO3HAHHE) H «CO3HAHHE-TOCTYITHOCTD (ACCESs)»
[Block, 1995].

3 Ton «mepexuBanuem» Yammepc UMeeT B BHIY GEHOMEHATBHOE CO3HAHKE.
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0OBSCHHUTB, KaK BHYTPEHHUE COCTOSIHUSI MOTJIN OBl Ha UIeKaIUM 00pa3oM
BJIMATH HA CUCTEMY U KaK CUCTEMaA MOT'J1a 6])1 UCIIOJIB30BAaTh I/IH(i)OpMaI_II/IIO
00 3THX COCTOSTHUAX B KOHTpOJIEe OoJiee MO3THUX cOCTOSTHUH. UTOOBI 00B-
SICHUTh UHTETPALIUIO U KOHTPOJIb, MbI JIOJDKHBI OOBSICHUTD, KK LIEHTPAJb-
HBIE TIPOIECCHl CHCTEMbl MOTYT OOBEAMHSATH COJCpPIKAHHS WH(pOpMaINU
W MCHOJIB30BaTh MX JUIsd oOecrieueHns: pazHooOpaszHoro nosejeHus. Bee
3TO Mpo0IeMBbl OOBSICHEHHST (QYHKIIHH.

Kak mMp1 00BscHsIeM BBITIOTHEHNE QYHKIUU? TOYHO ycTaHABINBAS Me-
XaHu3m, KOTOPBIA BBIIONIHSAET 3Ty QyHKIHI0. Camoe JydIiee Juist 9Toi 3a-
Jlaull — CO3/aTh HEHPO(MU3NOIOTHUECKHe U KOTHUTHBHBIE MoJienu. Ecin
MbI XOTHM IOJYYHTh JACTAIbHOE OOBSICHEHHE HA 00Jiee HU3KOM YPOBHE,
MOYKHO YCT@HOBUTH HEPBHbBII MEXaHH3M, OTBEUAIOIIHIA 32 ATy (YHKIIHIO.
Ecmu MBI X0THM O0Iee abCTpakTHOTO OOBSICHEHHUS, MOXKHO YCTAaHOBUTH
MEXaHU3M B BEIYUCIUTEIHHBIX TCPMUHAX. B 000MX CITydasx MBI TOTy9IUM
TIOJTHOE U YJIOBJIETBOPUTEIIbHOE 00bsicHeHne. Kak ToJIbKO MBI yCTaHOBHIIH
HepBHbeI WY BBIYUCIIUTEIILHBIN MCXaHU3M, KOTOpI:Iﬁ BBITIOJIHACT, HAIIPU-
Mep, QYHKITHIO BepOabHOTO 0TYeTa, OOIbIIAs 4aCTh PabOTHI IO 00BsICHE-
HHUIO CIIOCOOHOCTH K OTYETY 3aKOHYEHA... ITO KOHYenmyaubHslli GaxT 00
ITHX SBIICHHUSAX, YTO UX OOBSICHCHIE BKITFOUACT JIUIIb OOBICHCHUE PA3ITHY-
HBIX (DYHKIHH, TIOCKOJIBKY 9TH SIBICHHS MOJICHO ONpedenums QyHKYuo-
nanvro» [Chalmers, 1996: 4].

Opnako, mo MHeHHIO Yanmmepca, (eHOMEHAIbHOE CO3HAHUE HEIh3s
OIpeIeNTh (PYHKIMOHATBHO: «UTO enaeT TpyAHyo IpodiieMy TPy IHOH
W e]1Ba He YHUKAJIBHOM, TaK 3TO TO, YTO OHA BBIXOMT 32 IPeJIelIbl IPpoOsIeM
BbITOJHEHUS (QyHKIMi. UToOBI 3TO yBUAETH, 0OpaTHTE BHUMaHHE Ha TO,
YTO Jja)Ke KOT/Ia Mbl OObSICHHJIM BBIIIOJIHEHHE BCEX KOTHUTHBHBIX WIIH I10-
Be/IeHUeCKUX (DYHKIIUI B OKPECTHOCTH CO3HAHMS — TIEPLENTYyaIbHAs JHC-
KPUMHHAIVS, KATErOpU3alisi, BHYTPEHHUN JOCTYII, BepOaTbHEIA OTYET —
BCE PaBHO OCTAIOTCsI 0€3 OTBETa AaJbHEHIIIE BOIIPOCHL: [louemy guinone-
Hue 5mux QynKyuil conpogodcoaemcs nepexcusanuem?.. [louemy Bes ata
00paboTka nHpOPMAILIMU HE IPOUCXOINT ‘B TEMHOTE”, CBOOOIHO OT KaKO-
ro-mbo BHyTpeHHero gyBcTBa?» [Ibid].

51 mpuBena 9Ty JUIMHHYIO LUTATY JUIS TOTO, YTOOBI TPOIEMOHCTPUPO-
BaTh, YTO B PE3yJIbTaTe KOHIENTYAILHOTO aHaJIN3a, JaHHoTro YanMepcom,
(heHOMEHAITbHOE CO3HAHUE 1O onpedeneluio He MOXKET ObITh 00BSICHEHO
B (YHKIIMOHAIBHBIX TepMUHaX. OHO alpPHOPH MOHUMACTCS KaK HEYTO He-
(DyHKIIMOHATIBHOE, HE TOJJIAIONIEecs] CTaHIAPTHBIM METO/IaM KOTHUTHB-
HOH Hayku. Yanmmepc renaer u3 3Toro Meradu3niecKuil BBIBOJ: COZHAHNE
HE peJylHpyeMo K (PU3NUECKOMY, CIIeZI0BATEIbHO, OHO HE MaTepPHAIbHO.

Kpurukys aHTUQYHKIIMOHAIN3M U apTyMEHT OTCYTCTBYIOIIETO KBa-
JMa, Ha KOTOpBIA OH omupaercsi, Podept Ban ['ynuk 3ameuaer, 4To 3Ta
JIMHUST apTYMEHTAIUH JIONYCKAeT OMIMOKY TPEIBOCXUIIEHHUS OCHOBAHMS
(question begging). «Kak MoxeT aHTH()YHKIHOHAIMUCT 3HATH AlPUOPH,
4yTO JMI00ast PYHKINOHAIMCTCKAs TEOpHs B OyIymieM AOMYCTHT peann3a-
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o [pyHKIHoHaNbHOTO onucanusi] 6e3 kBanmua?» [Van Gulick, 1993:
146]. OTBeT TOJBKO OJIMH: B OCHOBE YBEPEHHOCTH KPUTHUKOB (DYHKI[HOHA-
JIM3Ma B OTHOUIEHHH CO3HAHMS JIEKUT IPOU3BOJIBHOE Pa3/ielIeHUE CO3Ha-
HUS Ha IBa — (peHOMeHabHOE U (PYHKIIMOHABEHOE.

Pa3peiB B 00BsSICHEHUU W TpyJHas MpodiieMa, Kak ObIJIO CKa3aHo
BBIIIE, MHOTUM IIPEICTABISAIOTCS OJHOM U TOH ke nmpobiemoit. Ho mue
Ka)KeTCsl BAKHBIM IIPOBECTHU pa3ianune Mexay Humu. Hauny ¢ Toro, uto
B OOBSICHEHHH CO3HAHMUS CETO/IHS IEHCTBUTEIBHO CYIIECTBYET Pa3phIB,
T.€. CYIIECTBYIOIINM TEOPHUSIM CO3HAHUS HE yJIACTCs JOTHYECKH BhIBEC-
TH KBaJIMTATUBHBIM M CyOBEKTUBHBIN XapakTep CO3HAaHUsA. Bo3MOXKHBI
JIBe MHTEpIpEeTaIl[My ITOro pa3pbiBa: 1) OH BO3HHKAET, MOTOMY YTO
B cy4ae TOW WM WHON KOHKPETHOM Teopuu (PyHKIIMOHAIbHBIN aHAIN3
CO3HAHMS YIYyCKAeT er0 Ka4eCTBCHHBIA U CYOBEKTHBHBINA XapakTep; 2)
9TO MPUHIHITNAIBHBIN pPa3phIB, TOTOMY YTO (PYyHKIMOHAIBHBINA aHAIIN3
KaueCTBEHHOI'0 M CyOBbEKTHBHOIO Xapakrepa ()eHOMEHaJIbHOI'0 CO3Ha-
HUSl B npunyune HeBo3MoXKeH. [lepBast mHTEpIpeTalys BbI3BIBAET BO-
MpoC: KakuM JOJDKEH ObITh (YHKIIMOHAIbHBIH aHaliu3, 4TOObI HE
YIIyCKaTh KaUeCTBCHHBIN U CyOBEKTHBHBIA XapaKTep CO3HAHUA? DTO
U ecTh IpobiemMa pa3pbiBa B 00bsCHEHUH. Bropas mHTEpnpeTanus cra-
BHUT BOIIPOC: KaK MHa4e OOBSCHUTH (PEHOMEHAIbHOE CO3HAHME, €CIIH
OHO HE TOJIaeTCs PEIYKIUH K GU3NIECKUM CBOHCTBaM? DTO TpyaHas
npooyiemMa CO3HaHUS.

Wnave roBopsi, BOIPOCH UMEIOT Pa3HbIe PEIIOCHUIKN: TPEANOCHLI-
KOH TIepBOTO BOIIPOCA SBISIETCS YTBEP)KIACHHUE, YTO PEAYKTHBHOE 00BsIC-
HEHHE CO3HAHMsI BO3MOXKHO, IPEIIOCHUIKONW BTOPOTO BOIPOCA SIBJISIETCS
OTpHILIAHKE 3TOW BO3MOKHOCTH. Ha Mo# B3rusiz, TpyAHas npobdiema co3-
HaHMS OCHOBaHA Ha NPOM3BOJIBHOM KOHIIENTYalIbHOM aHAIN3E, 3apaHee
HCKJIIOYAIOIIEM BO3MOKHOCTh PEIYKTHBHOTO OOBSCHEHHUS.

CeroiHsi CyIIeCTBYET O'POMHOE YHCIIO AIMITUPUYECKUX CBUICTEIbCTB
B IIOJIB3Y TOT'O, YTO MEXKIY (1)I/ISI/I‘ICCKI/IMI/I mpoueccaM B MO31€ 1 CO3HAHU-
€M CYyIIECTBYIOT 3HAYMTENIbHBIE KOPPEISIIUU. DTO BEChMa IIPABIOI0100-
HO TOBOPHT O TOM, YTO HEOOXOANMAst CBA3b MEX,y HUMHU ecTb. Ho ju1st To-
0 4TOOBI IOKA3aTh 3TY CBSI3b, HY)KEH aJICKBaTHBIN TEOPETUUECKHUH aHAIN3
CO3HAHMSI.

Kaxmm 06pa3om MOKET OBITh 3aKpBIT CYIIECTBYIONIHI pa3pbiB? Ode-
BUIHAS TPYJHOCTB 3aKJIIOYACTCS B TOM, YTO HAII SKCIUIAHAHIYM SIBIISICTCS
OOBIZICHHBIM MOHSTHEM CO3HAHMS. DTO MOHSITHE BKIIIOYACT B CE0sI TOIBKO
CyOBbeKTHBHBIC NTEPEXKUBAHNS, JaAHHBIE OT MIEPBOTO JIMIA, U HIYero OoJee,
HUYEr0 TAKOTO, YTO CBSI3BIBAIO ObI CO3HAHKE C MO3TOM. A ISl PeAYKINU
K (PM3MUYECKNM IPOIIeccaM HEOOXOUM aHAJIN3 CO3HAHMS B MOHATHUSAX OT
TPETHETO JINIA, NOO TOJIBKO TaK MOXKHO CBSI3aTh CO3HAHME C €ro (U3MUe-
CKOH peanu3anuei.

AHTHMaTepUANTNCTHYCCKUE apTYMEHTHI (apryMEHT 3HAHUS, apTyMEHT
MBICJIUIMOCTH, apIyMEHT pa3pbiBa B OOBSCHEHHH W MX PA3HOBUIHOCTH)
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yOeIUTEIBHO JJOKA3BIBAIOT, YTO MBI HC MOJKEM BBIBECTH JIOTCOPCTHYCCKOE
TIOHSITHE CO3HAHHS U3 COOTBETCTBYIOLIETO PEAYLUPYIOIIET0 OMHCAHMS.
Mbpu 1eHCTBUTENBHO Y3HAET HEYTO HOBOE: KAKOBO 3TO BUIETh KPacHbIN
BeT. HaM eiicTBUTEIFHO HUUTO HE MEITaeT IIOMBICIUTE 30MOH — CYIIEeCT-
BO, KOTOPOE SIBISICTCS (PH3MUYCCKON KOMHEH YeIOBeKa, HO HE UMEET BHYT-
PEHHEro MHpPa | JUIsl KOTOPOT'O OTCYTCTBYET KAKO60 2mo 6bimb 30MoH. Ho
UMECHHO 3TOI'O MbI U JOJI’KHBI 6bIJ'II/I 6])1 0XUAaTh, MIPpUHUMAs BO BHUMaHUC
CyOBEKTHBHBIH, OT TIEPBOTO JIUIA XapaKTep HAIEro JOTEOPETHIECKOTO
TIOHATHUS CO3HAHUS. 3HAYMT JIH 3T0, yTo Yammepc OBLT MpaB, yTBEpKIasd,
YTO TPyIHAS IPOOIIeMa CO3HAHUS — OOBICHEHHS KAKOB0 M0 — HE TOIa-
©TCsI METOJIaM KOTHUTHBHOI HAYKH U YTO JIaXKe KOT/1a MbI OyJieM 3HaTh BCE
0 KOTHUTHBHBIX (DYHKUUSIX U HEHpPO(U3UOIOTUM MO3ra, 3TO HE PELIUT
TpyIHYIO pobaemy co3Hanus? Jlymaro, 4To HeT.

Jemo B ToM, uto ttaH KanOeppsr mormyckaer koMmmpomrce. Ousnka-
JIU3M Ka)XCTCsT HECOBMECTHMBIM C MHTYHUTHBHO TPAaBIONOJOOHBIMH BbI-
CKa3bIBAHUSAMH O IIPUPOJE BEILIEH, KOTOPBIE KaXKyTCsl HAM CYLIECTBYIOLIU-
MU, TaKHX, HAPAMEp, Kak CyOBEKTUBHAS PEAbHOCTH, TUIHOCTb, IIBETA,
[IEHHOCTH, CBOOOAa Bou ¥ T.A4. Kak 3Ta HemocnexoBaTeIbHOCTh MOKET
ObITh ycTpaneHa? CTopoHHUKH IIaHa KaHOepphl B KadecTBE pEIICHUS
Mpe/UIaratoT KOMIPOMHECC: HaJ0 BBECTH MOHsATHs-3aMeHbL. [lociemnue
MOKHO MHTEPHPETUPOBATH KaK MOHATUA-IIPECMHUKH 11O OTHOIICHUIO K
WHTYUTHBHBIM WIH OOBIICHHBIM ITOHSTHSAM, KOTOPBIE BBI3BIBAIOT MPO0IIe-
My. [ToHATHS-3aMEHBI TIO3BOJIAT BIIHCATH CIIOPHBIC BEIH B (PH3UUECKYIO
KapTHHY MUpA.

Ecnu Obl y Hac ObLIIO a/IeKBaTHOE MOHSITHE-3aMEHa TTOHSITHIO KAKOBO MO
6udems KPacHbBIH IBET, TO MBI ObI HE COMHEBAJIMCh, 4TO Mapu cMoria ObI BbI-
BECTH M3 MMCIOIINXCS y Hee 3HaHWH, KaKuM 00pa3oM 4YeJIOBEUECKHA opra-
HI3M CIIOCOOCH OIIYIIaTh KpacHbIH 1BeT. Ho 3T0 Ob1I0 OBbI, KOHEYHO, TOJIHKO
TEOPETHYECKOE 0OBSICHEHHE — C MO3HLIMU TPETHETO JIULIA, HO HE IIEPBOTO.

B ncTopun Haykn MBI BUIUM HEMAJIO IPUMEPOB TOTO, KaK HOBBIC I10-
HATUSL 3aMEHSIIOT CTapble B HayyHOW kapTuHe Mupa. KommH MakruHu
MIPUBOJUT CICTYIONINC aHAIOTHH: TOHSATHE BEca U MOHITHUE MAacChl, I'eo-
LHEHTPUUCCKOE U PEISITUBUCTCKOE MOHATHUS NBMkKeHUs. CTapoe MOHATHE
TpaHCc(OPMHUPOBAIIOCH B HOBOE IO MEpPE CO3PEBAHMSI HAIICH TEOPUH MUPA.
HoBoe monsATHE COXpaHAET SAPO JOTCOPETHUECKOTO MOHITHSA, BMECTE C
TEM yTIIyOJsis €To M yeTpaHss omubounslie accornuanmuu [McGinn, 2001:
304]. B city4yae co3HaHUs OHSATHE-3aMEHa JIOJKHO HE TOJIBKO COXPaHUTh
SIIPO AOTCOPETUUECKOTO IMOHITHS, HO M CJICNIaTh 3TO B TCPMUHAX TCOPUHU
OT TPETHETO JINIIA.

OnHako 3aMeHa OOBIICHHOTO MOHSTHS HOBBIM YpeBaTa TEM, UTO
MOYXHO YIIYCTUTh (PEHOMEH, KOTOPBIH MBI XOTUM OOBSICHUTH, CYIICECT-
BYET ONACHOCTH IOJAMEHBI dKcIIanan yma. O0 3TOM IpeynpexaeT
Yanmepc: «CaMplif JIeTKUM MyTh pa3paboTaTh “Teopuio’’ CO3HAHMUSL...
3TO MEPEOIPEACIUTh O0OBICHIEMBIH (EHOMEH KaK HEUTO, YeM OH He SB-
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nsercs» [Chalmers, 1996: XII]. YanMepc oTMedaeT, 4TO TaKOH MpUEM
JIOBOJIbHO 4acTO BCTpevaeTcs B Teopusix co3Hauwus. [lepedopmynupo-
BaB MpoOiemMy Kak mpoOiemMy OOBSICHEHHS ONpeaeiIeHHBIX (DYHKIIHH,
MPEBPATUB TEM CAMBIM «TPYAHYIO» IPOOJIEMY CO3HAHUS B «JIETKYIO»,
MOJKHO CO3/IaTh DJIETAHTHYIO TEOPHIO, HO TPYAHAS MPOOIeMa OCTaHEeT-
cs, yBepeH Yanmepc.

Y100kl N30€KaTh ITOAMEHBI, YTOOBI 00E€CTIEYNTD, YTO ITOHATHE-3aMeHa
€CTh TIOHSTHE TOH K€ CaMOH BEIIH, HaJJ0 COXPAHHTH SIPO HAIIErO OObI-
JICHHOTO TIOHSTHS CO3HAHUS — €r0 KBaJUTATUBHBIN U CyOBCKTHBHBIN Xa-
paxrep. [ToHsTHE-TIPEEMHHK TOJDKHO BKIIIOYATh B ce0s1 9TH CBOMCTBa. X0-
POIINM KaHAUAATOM Ha POJIb NOHATUA-IPECMHNKA, Ha MOH B3IJIA 1, SABJISA-
eTcs moHATHEe (eHOMeHambHOH pemnpeseHTannu. [lon GeHoMeHaNbHOM
penpe3eHTanneii IMeeTCsl B BUTY ICUXUIECKask PETIPE3CHTAITH, CPEIICTBA-
MU KOTOPOW SIBJISIFOTCS KBaJIHA.

Pere3eHTaHI/IOHaHH3M B OTHOIICHUU CO3HAHUA MOAACPKHUBACT U
Yanmmepc. OH cYHuTaeT, 9TO B MOJIB3Y PEIPE3CHTAIIOHATH3MA CYIIIECTBY-
0T XOPOIIIE apTyYMEHTHI, HO OHH HE SBJISIOTCS XOPOIINMH apTyMEHTaMHU
B I10JIb3Y PEAYKTHBHOIO perpe3eHTaloHain3Ma. PenpeseHTannonanism
OTOX/IECTBISIET (PeHOMEHAIIbHBIE CBOMCTBA CO CBOMCTBAMHU PEIPE3CHTALIN
OTIPEICTICHHOTO COACPIKAaHUS OTPeIeNIEHHBIM CII0COO0M. Pedykmugnbiii pe-
MIPE3CHTAIOHATIN3M YTBEP)KIACT, UTO 3TH PEIpe3eHTAIIHOHATBHBIC CBOM-
CTBa MO>KHO TTOJTHOCTBIO XapaKTePH30BaTh B HE(hCHOMEHAITLHBIX TCPMUHAX.
Hepedyxmuenwitl penpe3eHTallMOHaIN3M YTBEP)KIAET, YTO HEBO3MOXKHO
O0OBSICHUTH B HE()EHOMEHAIILHBIX TEPMUHAX HU CO/IEpIKaHME, HU CIOCO0
CO3HATENBHON perpe3eHTanuu. TakuM oOpa3om, 1Mo MHeHHo Yanmepca,
peTnpe3eHTanoOHATIN3M CaM II0 ce0e He pemraeT MpoOIeMbl YCTpaHCHHUS
paspsiBa [Chalmers, 2004].

B camom ziesie, MOXKHO JIK IIPOaHATIM3UPOBATh (PEHOMCHAIBHBIN CIIOCO0
penpeseHTanuy (penpe3eHTaIru C TOMOIIBIO KBaina) B He)eHOMEHAIbHBIX
tepmuHax? Korma @psnak J[)kekcOH M3MEHMII CBO€ MHEHUE W BEPHYJICS Ha
MTO3HIINH (PH3HUKAIN3MA, B KQUECTBE MOHATHSA-3aMEHBI OH MIPUHSIT TTOHSITHE
penpesenTanyy. Hamm ¢eHoMeHaIbHBIC COCTOSIHUS, 110 €r0 MHEHHUIO, CYTh
COCTOSHUA PpEPE3CHTAIUN Bemeﬁ. A TICUXu4ecKue peIpe3CHTALIMU MOYKHO
00BSICHUTD (PU3MUECKH. BUIETh KPacHBIi IIBET €CTh OMPEICICHHOE Perpe-
3eHTALHOHATIFHOE COCTOSHIE. Pa3symeercs, 3T0 OYEeHb CIIOXKHAS 3a7ada —
HAWTH TaKkoi aHaIM3 (PeHOMEHATBHOU PENpPE3eHTAINH, KOTOPBIA YCTPAaHHUT
Ppa3pbIB MEXIy CO3HAHHEM U (PM3NYECKUMH ITpolieccaMu B Mo3re. JpkekcoH
ACJIacT MNONBITKY BbIACIUTDH CBOﬁCTBa, KOTOPBIC OTJINYAarOT q)eHOMeHaIH)-
HYIO PEIpe3eHTAINIO OT He(heHOMEHAIBHOI.

OH BBIICTSACT AT OCOOCHHOCTEH, OTVIMYAONNX (HEHOMEHAIBHYIO
perpe3eHTaluio 0T HeheHOMEHAIBHOM.

1. ®enoMeHabHAS PETIPE3CHTAINS OTIAHYaeTcs OoraTcTBoM. BusyansHoe
BOCTIPHSITHE TIPE/ICTABIISCT, KAKOBBI BEIIH 37I€Ch U celdac, B TEPMUHAX
nBeTa, (GOpPMBI, JTOKATH3AINN, TPOTSKCHHOCTH, OPHCHTAIINH, IBIKE-
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Hus. TakTUIIBHOE BOCIPHATHE MPE/CTABIISICT, KAKOBBI BEIH, B TCPMH-
Hax (POPMBI, ABHKECHUSI, TEKCTYPBI, IPOTSHKEHHOCTH, OPUEHTALIMH, TEM-
neparyphl.

2. OHa xapaKkTepH3yeTCsl Hepa3phIBHOCTHIO: MPEICTABICHHUE [[BETA OTHO-

BPEMEHHO MPEICTaBISIET HOPMY H JIOKATH3AIIUIO.

. OHa HenocpeCTBeHHA.

. OHa mpe/ICTaBIIsIeT BEIIM KaK BO3/ICHCTBYIOIIME HA HAC.

5. Ona urpaet 0co0yr (HYHKIHOHATIBHYIO POJIb B paOOTE ICHXUKH.

Ecnu penpe3eHTalMoHaIbHOe COCTOSHUE HMEET BCE ITH IISITh XapaK-
TEPUCTHUK, TO 3TO COCTOSIHUE, 10 MHEHHUIO J[)eKCoHa, ecTh ()eHOMEHAb-
Hoe [Jackson, 2004].

MOHO JI IPUHSITH 9TO ONMUCAHUE B KAYECTBE YIOBIECTBOPUTEIHHOTO
TEOPETHYECKOro aHain3a peHoMeHa bHOU penpe3enTauuun? Her, motomy
YTO aHaJM3 J]aH B (EHOMEHAIBHBIX TepMHHAX. UTOOBI YCTPaHUTD pPa3phiB
B OOBSICHCHUH CO3HAHUsI, HCOOXOIMM TaKOW TEOPETHYCCKHN aHAIU3 CO3-
HAHUS1, KOTOPBIN OBl OMPEIEINI B BBIYUCIUTEIBHBIX TEPMUHAX U KBAJIHA,
U CyOBEKTUBHOCTH CO3HAaHUS. be3 3TOro pa3phiB B OOBSICHEHHN CO3HAHUS
He OyJIeT yCTpaHeH.
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B nanHomM uccneposannu’ a 6l xoTena nokasah, kak paboTaeT TpaHCLeHAeHTaN3M
B paMKax COBPeMeHHOW aHanuTUyecKoi hunocodun CoO3HaHUA 1 B KaKOM CMbicne
OH NPOTUBOCTOUT HaTypanu3my. [lanee s packpot npuMepbl TpaHCLEHAEHTaNUCT-
CKUX NOAXOAO0B B COBPEMEHHOI aHanuUTM4eckon hunocoduu, a MMEHHO: Teopuu
K. Makruuna, [px. leeuna u H. Xomckoro. Kpome Toro, s paccMoTpio COOTHOLWEHKE
KPUTUYECKNX U NO3UTUBHBIX KOMMOHEHTOB B 3TUX NOAXOAaX, a TaKKe posib CKenTU-
4ecKoi No3uLMmM B UX TEOPUSAX.

Knioyesole cnosa: TpaHCUEHAEHTaNU3M, aHanuTuyeckas cdunocodus cosHaHus,
CKENTULU3M.

HAT IS IT LIKE TO BE A TRANSCENDENTALIST
IN THE CONTEMPORARY ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY OF MIND?

Diana Gasparyan —
candidate of
philosophical sciences,
Associate professor,
National Research
University Higher
School of Economics,
Department of
Philosophy.

In this study I would like to demonstrate what is like to be a transcendentalist t in
contemporary analytic philosophy of mind. At the same time I will explore in what
sense transcendentalism is opposed to naturalism. Next, I will consider the exam-
ples of transcendentalist theories as the approaches in contemporary analytic phi-
losophy, namely the theory of K. McGinn, J. Levin and N. Chomsky. In addition,
I will show, what is the proportion the negative and positive components in these
approaches, and will stipulate the role of the skeptical position in their theories.

Key words: transcendentalism, analytical philosophy of mind, skepticism.

BBeneHue: HeABHOCTDb
TPaHCUEeHAeHTanu3ma

TepMI/lHI)I CTPAHCUCHACHTAIU3M) WM «TPaHCUCHACHTA-

JIACTCKUI MNOAXO0A» HC CJIHMIIKOM PAaCIpOCTPAHCHBLI B AHAIIMTHYSCKOMU (1)I/L]'IOCO(1)I/II/I

! Xotenock 651 0c060 M061aroAaPHUTE CBOEro Koytery Cepres JIeBuHa, 6e3 TOMOIIH KO-
TOPOT'0 9TOMY HCCIIENOBAHUIO, BEPOSTHEE BCETO, HE CY)KACHO ObLIO OBl MOSBUTHCS. IMEHHO
OH HHHIIUHPOBAT €T0 Kak HeKUH pa3BEPHYTHIN OTBET, CIPOCHB MEHS OJHAXK/IBI, YTO O3HAYAET
BBICKa3bIBaHHE 1 TPAHCLICHACHTAINCT) B OTBET Ha BOIPOC O TOM, KaKas U3 CYIIECTBYIOIIHX
HBIHE TeopHii pemenus mind-body problem mue 6mmxke.
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1

cosHanusl. Yare Bcero onu accoruupyercs ¢ ¢punocoduei Kanra, Bkimtovas
BCIO COBOKYITHOCTB KJIOUEBBIX ITOJIOKEHUII €ro CHCTEMBI, TAKHX, KaK all-
PHOPH3M, JeTIeHHEe MUpa Ha (JEHOMEHBI M HOYMEHBI, pa3ZielIeHUE Ha aHaAIIU-
THUYECKUE Y CHHTETHYECKHE CYXKJICHUS ¥ T.1. MeXly TeM MOXKHO TOBOPUTH
0 TPaHCIEHACHTAINCTCKOM MOAXO0/1€, KOTOPBIA ObUT ObI HEKOTOPBIM 00pa-
30M TUCTHIDTHPOBAH U3 KAHTOBCKOH (rtocouu i faske BOOOIIE IPEICTaB-
Js1 cO00i aBTOHOMHYIO (pHIIOCO(CKYIO CTpATeruio, K KOTOpOi B pa3zHoe
Bpems npuberann pasuble punocodur’. B 5ToM ciydae ero Hy’kKHO TOHH-
MaTb KaK ONpEeEICHHBIN THII ApT'yMEHTAIUHU U Yy Th IIHPE KAK ONPEeIICH-
HBIIl METOAOJIOTMYECKUI npuHuun. Pazymeercs, u caM TEpPMHH «TpaHC-
LEHCHTAIN3M» MOT Obl OBITH IPOM3BOJIBHO 3aMEHEH Ha JI000i Ipyrou,
YTO HE OTMEHSJIO ObI CaMO CYTH M BHYTPEHHEH JIOTUKH 3TOTO MOIXOa.
HecMoTps Ha CKPOMHYIO NMPEICTaBICHHOCTh B aHATUTHYECKUX KOHTEK-
CTax, TPAHCLEHICHTAIN3M IPEJICTABISIET COOO0 Cephe3HyI0 allbTepHATH-
By OOJIBIIMHCTBY MMEIOLIMXCS HA CETOIHSIIHUM J€Hb IOJIX0JI0B K IIPO-
6neme cozHanms. Kpome Toro, TpaHCHEHACHTAIN3M SIBISIETCSI HE IPOCTO
el1le OJIHUM OAX0A0M HapsiIy C IPOUYUMHU, HO CKOpEe JIOJKEeH OBbITh Olpe-
JIeTICH KaK MeTanporpaMMa, IpeICTaBiIsIonias co0oi MpoTHBOBEC PYroi
Oopmoit MetanporpaMme HatypanuiMa [Smith, Sullivan, 2011].

BMecte ¢ TeM 3HaYMTENIbHAS YaCTh AHATUTHYCCKUX (Pritoco(oB HE pac-
CMaTpUBACT TPAHCLEHACHTAIN3M KaK <JICraJlbHOe» HalpaBieHue (UIoco-
(¥ CO3HAHWS 1 YaIle [IOJIAraeT ero Cyry00 HCTOPUKO-apXHBHBIM SIBIICHHEM.
B aToM cirydae camoonpe/ienieHie B KaueCcTBE TPAHCICH/ICHTAIINCTA B aHATH-
THUYECKOH cpejie OKa3bIBaeTCsl He Beer/ia MOHATHBIM. Hanpumep, eciti KTo-To
3asIBJIET, YTO B OTHOIICHUH KJIFOUEBOH ITPOOIIEMBI CO3HAHNE—TENIO OH SIBIISIET-
Csl TPAQHCLICH/ICHTAICTOM, TO TIPAKTHYECKH BCET[d OT HEro TpeOyroTCs Mosic-
HEHWMs1, YTO UMEETCSI B BUAY. VIHBIMU clTOBaMH, B OTJIIMUKE OT TAaKKX TEOPHUI,
KaK TEOpHsl TOKAECTBA, CyOCTAHIIMAIIBHBIH Tyan3M WU TTAHIICUXH3M, 3Ha-
YEHHE MO3HIMU TPAHCLEHICHTAIN3MA [0 YMOTYaHUIO HE SICHO.

Hwke 51 mocraparoch MPOSICHATH CYTh JaHHOTO MOAXOZA B KOHKpET-
HOM IIPUMEHEHHMHN K KJIIOYEBBIM BOIPOCAM aHAIUTHYECKOW (rtocoduu
CO3HAHMS U 1aTh TAKUE €r0 XapaKTEePUCTUKH, KOTOPBIE TTO3BOJIHIIH Obl 0€3-
OomKMOOYHO y3HABATh ITOYEPK TPAHCLECHACHTAINCTA JaXe B Cllydae, eclli
OH UMEHYeT ce0s1 KaK-TO MHaJe.

Tpchuer,eHTanusm VS HaTypaJin3m

KirouoM K HOHMMaHMIO TPAHCLEHCHTAIIM3MA SIBJISETCS €r0 KPUTHY-
HOCTB [0 OTHOILIEHHIO K HATypanu3My. Bo3M0kHO, UMEHHO B CBSI3U C 3TUM
He BceM (rtocodam co3HaHHS aHATUTHYECKOH TPaJWIMH, T/Ie TaK CHICH
JyX TIO3UTHUBH3MA U HaTypaln3Ma, €CIIM HCIOIb30BaTh 00Iee COBPEMEH-

2 Hanpuwmep, Cokpar, [Tnaton, Kant, Butrenireiis.

1

I



il

0.3. TACTMAPAH

MA

HBII TEPMUH, 10 KOHIIA SCEH CMBICJ TPAHCLEHIECHTAIMUCTCKOTO MOAX0/1a.
JLi1st TOrO 9TOOBI OUEPTUTH CYTh PACXOXKICHIH MEXTY STUMHU ABYMS IO~
XOJJaMH, TIOTTPOOYeM ISt Hadajia BEISICHATE UX TJIABHBIC OITOPHBIC ITYHKTHL.

CoryacHo ofHOMY W3 HauOollee M3BECTHBIX omnpenenenuii Kanra,
TPaHCICHICHTATIBHBIM SBISIETCS «II03HAHHE, 3aHUMAIOIIIEeCs] He CTOIBKO
IpeaMeTaMu, CKOJbKO BUIaMU HAIIETO [MO3HAHUS MPEAMETOB, IOCKOJIBKY
ATO MIO3HAHUE JIOJDKHO OBITh BO3MOXKHBIM a priori» [Kant, 1994: 121]. Dra
OCHOBOITOJIAratoIas GopMyInpoBKa (GUKCHPYET MEePBOE MPABHUIIO TPAHC-
LEHACHTAIU3Ma: HeJb3s HE IPUHUMATh BO BHUMAHUE YCIOBUS BO3MOXKHO-
CTH TOTO OIIBITA, KOTOPBIN MBI IMeeM. [1o3HaHue T0KHO HAYMHATHCS HE C
BELIEH, a C yCJIOBUI BO3MOKHOCTH JAHHOCTH 3THUX BELIEH B TOM BHUJE,
B KAKOM MBI UX 3aCTaeM: UMEHHO 3TU YCJIOBHUS SIBJISIFOTCS MTPABUIIbHBIM Ha-
yanoM. HarmpoTus, HaTypann3M Bceraa HAYMHACT C BEICH: X OH CUUTAeT
MIO/UTMHHBIM HAYaJI0M, a BOTIPOC 00 YCIOBHSX JTHOO HE BIIOJIHE TOHATHBIM,
100 Heckosbko HagyMaHHbIM [Kim, 1988]. Peus uzer o AByX THUIax BO-
mpocoB: 1) Kak BO3MOKHO, YTO €CTh TO, YTO €CTh? U 2) UTO B MUPE €CTh
B npuHIMIe? Ecnu TpaHCIeHACHTATN3M OPHEHTHPYETCS Ha MEPBHIH BO-
IPOC, TO HaTypalIu3M Ha BTOpoil. MOXHO cka3aTbh, UTO TPAHCIICHCHTA-
JI3M HAYMHAET C TOTO, YTO HE TaHO, @ HATYyPaJIn3M C TOTO, 94TO JaHo. Takas
(hopMyJia MOXKET IMOKa3aThCS HECKOJIBKO 330TEPUICCKOM, HO HIDKE 5 pa3-
BEIO €€ 3araJIouHOCTb.

OTnmans HaTypajiu3Ma | TpaHCIIEHACHTATN3Ma MOYKHO C(HOPMYITHPO-
BaTh B BUJIE CJIECIYIOIIMX MPOrPaMMHBIX MoJiokeHui. CoryiacHo HaTypa-
JU3MY,

0 peasbHOCTh OHTOJIOTHYECKH OTHOPOHA. DTO MOJIOKEHHE HMEET B BULY
OTCYTCTBUE YJIBOCHHON OHTOJIOTMH, IIOJPA3yMEBAIOIIECH Pa3HbIE TUIIBI
CYLIECTBOBAHMS, @ MMEHHO HCXOIHT U3 TOTO, 9TO MU OJIHH>;

0 ecTb TOJIbKO OIH MMAKET OHTOJIOTHYECKUX 3aKOHOB U MPaBUJI. ITO MOJIO-
JKEHHE OTOBAapHUBAET €IMHCTBO YHUBEPCAIbHBIX 3aKOHOB MHUPO3/IaHUS.
Hanpuwmep, ecnu usuke npucyiiy JASTEPMHHU3M U HAOJIIOIAEMOCTh
B IIEPCIIEKTUBE OT TPETHETO JMIIA, TO AJIS 3TUX MPABUI HE MOXKET OBbITH
HUCKJTIOUEHUH;

0 Bce (PCHOMEHBI, KOTOPBIC CYIIECTBYIOT, MOXKHO OTICATh Ha OJTHOM SI3bI-
ke. Peus et o ToM, 4TO ecim s OnrcaHus OOBEKTHBIX (DEHOMEHOB
BBIOMPAETCS MPUHIIMIT HCYUCIMMOCTY WM HA0II0JaeMOCTH, TO OH MO-
JKET U JTOJDKCH OBITh aTpUOYTHPOBAH M KO BCEM MPOYUM (PCHOMCHAM;

0 yHHUBEpCaIbHBIN S3bIK, IPUTOIHBINA IS OMHCAHHUS BCETO CYIIECTBYIO-
IETO, — 3TO OOBEKTHBIH SA3BIK WU S3BIK IEPCIIEKTUBHI OT TPETHETO JTUIA

3 Yaure Bcero moapasyMeBaioT, 4TO 3TOT eMHBII MAP — MHP TIPUPOIBL, T.€. BEMIHBIX, (H-
3udeckux 00bekToB. Ho 9T0 He coBceM Tak. Bbu1o Obl HEBEPHO OTOKACCTBIATH HATYPATIU3M
u Matepuann3m. CTporo roBopsi, MOKET ObITh 1 HACATUCTHYCCKHI HaTypainn3M. Ui Moxer
BCTPEYAThCS MOHHCTHUYCCKUI HATypaiu3M (HampuMep, TOKJECTBO CO3HAHHSA M MaTepuu
B paccenoBckoM MoHu3Me coObiTust [Russell, 2009]). Bo3amoskeH HaTypaincTHYSCKH Tya-
JIM3M, OTOBAPHBAIOLINI €IMHCTBO M YHUBEPCAIN3M IICUXO(PU3HICKHUX 3aKOHOB, TEM HE MCHEE
HE OTMEHSIOLINX HEPEIYLIUPYEMOCTH MCHTATBHBIX (hakToB K pusndeckum [Yanmepc, 2013].
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[Gasser, 2007]. Imeercst B BUY My OIMYHBIIH MM TPUBATHBIN THIT U/ICH-
TUQUKAMKE 00BEKTOB; JUIS HATypaln3Ma OH BCerja IMyOJUYHbIH, Tak
KaK pedb UIeT 00 IKCTEPHAIMCTCKOM JOCTYIE K HAOII01aeMOCTH 00b-
€KTOB;

0 SMMCTEMOJIOTHS B IMOTEHIMAJIE MOXKET PACCUUTHIBATH HA JITUCTEMHYE-
ckuit abcomoTu3M. COrllacHO 3TOMY IPUHIMIY, B KOHEYHOM HUTOTe
MOXHO 3HaTh BCE, TAK KaK MO3HAHUIO MIPEMSTCTBYIOT JINIIb KOJIUYECT-
BEHHBIE TPAHUIIBI, 0OTHAKO HUKAKUX CTPYKTYPHBIX HJIM CHCTEMHBIX OTPa-
HUYCHUI HET: OHO HEM30€KHO MPOTPECCUPYET, HO B PEKHUME OTCPOUCH-
HOCTH;

0 Bce yCIIOBUSI TOH pealbHOCTH, KOTOPYIO MbI HA0JIIO1aeM, IPUHALIEKAT
caMoii 310l peanbHOCTH. [103TOMY BCSl peajlbHOCTh NOTEHUAIBHO MO-
JKEeT OBITh MOHATA M ONHMCAHA B KOHEYHOM UHCIJIC HETIPOTHBOPEUMBBIX
TEOpHil.

OTIMYUTENbHBIC YePThI TPAHCLCHICHTATN3MA:

0 peaNbHOCTh OHTOJIOTNYECKH HEOJHOPOJHA. DTO IOJI0KEHUE NMEET B BH-
JIy HaJIM4ue YJBOCHHOW OHTOJIOTHH, IOJIpa3yMEBAIONICH pa3HbIC TUIIBI
CylmeCTBOBaHusA, a UMEHHO: UCXOJUT U3 TOI'0, YTO €CTh MHD, KOTOprﬁ
MOJJISKUT HAOJIOIEHHIO (TIO3HAHUIO U TEOPETU3AIMHN ), U MUD, KOTOPBIA
JlenaeT HaOJIO/ICHHE BO3MOXKHBIM, HO caM HAOJIOACHHIO (TTO3HAHUIO
Y TEOPETH3aLNH) HE TIOAJIEHKHT;

0 ecTb Kak MUHHMYM JIBa [IaKeTa OHTOJIOIMYECKUX 3aKOHOB H ITPaBUII. DTO
MOJIOKEHHE OrOBapHBAET OTCYTCTBHE YHHBEPCAIbHBIX 3aKOHOB MHPO-
3nanust. Harpumep, ecinm Gpusnke npucyImy qeTepMUHNA3M 1 HaOmroqae-
MOCTBD B IIEPCIIEKTUBE OT TPETHEr0 JINIIA, TO TPH OITUCAHUH BOJIH CyObEK-
Ta WIN ero CO3HAHMUS TH MpaBuiia paboTaTk He OyIyT M MPUAETCS BBO-
JITH TIPUHIHIT CIIOHTAHHOCTH M MIEPCIIEKTUBBI OT MEPBOTO JIMIIA;

0 Henb3s Ha OJJHOM SI3BIKE OMHUCaTh BCe (DEHOMEHBI, KOTOPBIE ecTh. Peub
UJIET O TOM, 4TO €CJIM JUIsl ONMCAHUs 0OBbEKTHBIX (DEHOMEHOB BHIOMpACT-
Csl IPUHIMIT UCYUCIUMOCTH WIIM HAaOJI01aeMOCTH, TO OH MOXKET | JI0JI-
JKeH OBITh aTPHOYTHPOBAH M KO BCeM IpouuM Gperomenam. Herosxmect-
BCHHOCTDL Pa3/IMYHbIX A3BIKOB OIMMCAHUA MOXXHO IMOKa3aTb Ha JIOru4de-
CKHUX IIPUMEpax ¢ MpHUBJICUCHUEM arnapara MojajibHoctei de re u de se,
rzie 6 Moxyce de re Mbl UMEEM JETIO C UCHMUHHOCHbIO TOTO, 9TO yTBEP-
JKJIAeTCSl B BBICKA3BIBAHUAX, U C COOTBETCTBYIOIIUMHU HOJIONCCHUAMU
OeJl, OTIMCaHHBIMU B BBICKA3bIBAHUSIX, T.€. C peepeHINsIMH, B Moyce de
S€ YCTaHABIIMBACTCSI CBSI3b MEXIY BBICKA3aHHBIMH VMEEPIHCOCHUAMU
Y OITUCAHHBIMHU NOLONCEHUAMU O€ll U COOTBETCTBYIOLIMMU TICUXOJIOTH-
YCCKUMU pCaKIHAMU, HeﬁCTBHﬂMH 1 MEPCKUBAHUAMU CaMOT'O ITO3HAKO-
IIEr0, TAKMMH, KaK yOSKACHHUSI, )KEIaHUs U HAMEPEHUS, €r0 SMOIHSIMHU
U efcTBuAMH B peanbHOM Mupe [O’Dea, 2002];

0 J1Ba OTJIMYHBIX JPYT OT APYTa si3bIKa — 3TO, K IPUMEPY, 00bEKTHBIH SI3bIK
WM NEPCIEKTUBA OT TPETHETO JIUIla, C MIOMOMIIBIO KOTOPBIX MbI OIIMCHI-
BAcM BEIIN BHEITHETO MUPA, IPE/OIAraroiiie OTKPBITYIO U BCECOOIIYIO

s_Ustfeeae—si——r'VJ\ .
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PErUCTPUPYEMOCTb, U SI3bIK, PEAIN3yEeMbIi B NIEPCIEKTUBE OT MEPBOIO
JML@, MPEANONIATaFO NI IPUBUIICTHPOBAHHBINA MPUBATHBIA JOCTYIT WA
mpuBaTHyIo uaeHTHukanuio [Baker, 2014];

0 BMHUCTEMOJIOTUH CIIeyeT IIOMHUTH O HEN30€KHOM CKENTUIIM3ME B OTHO-
IICHUH Psiia BOIIPOCOB, OT KOTOPOT'O HE CIIEAYET MBITAThCs H30ABHTHCS.
B cooTBeTCTBHM C STUM IPHHIMIIOM, €CIIH HEKOTOPBIC TEOPUH IPETCH-
JYIOT Ha IPOSICHEHWE CTPYKTYPHBIX MJIM CHUCTEMHBIX YCJIOBHH (op-
MHUPOBaHHS OIPEICIICHHOW PeaJbHOCTH, TO OHH JIOJDKHBI OKa3bIBaTHCS
1100 IPOTHBOPEUUBBIMH, JINOO HEMOJIHBIMH, HO B KOHCYHOM CYETE HE
CMOT'yT 6BITI) KOI'€pCHTHO YCIICHIHBIMHU. HO3TOMy HHU O KaKOM DJIINCTEC-
MHUYECKOM a0COJIIOTH3ME PEUYH HE WJICT: Hellb3sl 3HAaTh BCE, TaK KaK €CTh
NPUHLHITHATBEHO «CIICTbIC TSTHAY, SBISIOIMECS PEe3yJIbTaTOM CTPYK-
TYPHBIX WJIM CUCTEMHBIX OIPaHHYCHHH;

0 y TOM peasbHOCTH, KOTOPYIO MBI HAOJII0/IaeM, €CTh YCIIOBHSI, HE IPHHA/I-
Jexaliue HaOMogaeMol pealbHOCTH. IMEHHO MOATOMY O HHX HEJIb3si
COCTaBHTb IPEMETHOTO 3HaHHS — TeOpUH. Ho TO, YTO HE OUIEXKHT OII-
pPEeAMEYMBAHUIO (M MO MOBO/TY YEro HeJlb3si IMETh TEOPHH ), — CBOETO PO-
Jla HauOkaiee (He BBIHECEHO Ky/a-TO BOBHE KaK HEKOE TPaHCLCH-
JICHTHOE), IIOCKOJIBKY SIBIISICTCS CTPYKTYPHBIM YCIIOBHEM BCETO CYIIEro
1 OpraHu3yeT HaOII0IaeMyr0 peaabHOCTh. [10100HOE ycimoBue (B Tep-
MHHAaX KJIACCHYECKON TPaHCUEHICHTAIILHOH (PHII0CO(pHN «yCIIOBHE BO3-
MOXHOCTH») 00513aTE€IBHO MPUCYTCTBYET BO BCEX MBICIUTEIBHBIX I10-
CTPOCHUSIX, HO HE MOXKET OBITh CXBa4eHO OOBEKTUBHO B KaUeCTBE MPE/I-
METa, 3HAYCHUS HUIIN O6IJ_ICFO IIOHATHUS.

Eciu kak-To pe3toMHUpOBaTh 3TH MOJI0KEHHSI, TO MbI OITy4UM (opmy-

Jy, KOTOPYIO sl IPUBOJIJIA BBIIIE: HATYPAIM3M I10JIaraeT, YTO MHUpP MOJI-

HOCTBIO HCYEpIIBIBACTCSA TEM, 4YTO JaHO, U (DaKTUYECKH BCe, YTO AAHO,

SMHUCTEMUYECKH JOCTYITHO (€CITH HE aKTyaJIbHO, TO MOTEHIUAIBHO — B IIEep-

CIIeKTHBE pa3BUBaromerocs 3Hanus) [Papineau, 1993]. HampoTtus, Tpanc-

LEH/ICHTAJIM3M YTBEPIXK/IAeT: MUP YCTPOEH TaK, 4TO JaHHOE HaM BCeria

€CTh Pe3yJIbTAT WU CIICICTBIE HEKOTOPBIX CUCTEMHBIX TpeOOBaHuil K op-

raHU3aLU1 PEaTbHOCTH, KOTOPBIE CaMH ATOH peabHOCTH He TPUHAIIIEKAT

W Haii/IeHbI B Hel ObITh He MOTYT. T0, TOCPEACTBOM Uero peasbHOCTh Opra-

HH3YeTCs, He €CTh YacTh pealbHOCTH. BeposTHOe BO3pakeHHe HATypau-

CTa 110 MOBOJY TOT'0, KaK K€ OBITH C U3BECTHBIMHU HAaM 3aKOHAMH €CTECTBO-

3HAHMS, TPAHCIICHACHTAINCTOM JIETKO OTBOASATCS: peub HJIET, pasyMeeTcs,

He 00 3TOM ypoBHE, a 00 ypoBHE Oonee ¢pyHmameHTansHOM. CKopee 3T

MaTeMaTHKa WU JIOTHKA U, pa3yMeeTcs, MeTadH3HKa.

Ba)xHO NOHMMATB, YTO ITO NPABUIIO PAdOTAET OE30THOCUTEIBHO K TO-

MY, KTO WJIM Y4TO BBICTYIIAET OPTaHU3aTOPOM CYLIECTBYIOIIEH PealbHOCTH.

Ecnu mup xak-To 3a1aH, T0 GyHIaMEHTaJIbHBIC CTPYKTYPbI 3TO 3a1aHHO-

cTH He OyyT MPHHAJUIeKATH MUPY 0 KpaifHel Mepe Ha TeX )K€ YCIOBHSIX,

Ha KOTOPBIX CYIIECTBYET TO, YTO 33/IaI0IIMMU CTPYKTYypaMH OPOKAACTCS.

CtpykTypHas H3HaHKAa MUPa He Oy/IeT ero 9acThI0  He CMOKET OBITh Hali-
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JieHa BHYTpHU camoro mupa. IIpu 3ToM BoBce He 0053aTeNbHO CBSA3BIBATH
9Ty OPraHU3YIOIIYI0 AKTHBHOCTH C CyOBEKTOM, KaK 3TO TPAAUIIOHHO JIe-
JIaeTCs B Pa3NWYHBIX Bepcwsax Qumocoduu cydorekTa. K mpumepy, TpaHc-
LICHCHTAIN3M KaHTOBCKOTO THIIA ITPUBSIKET HATMUUE CHCTEMHBIX TPe0O-
BaHU (HOPMHUPOBAHUS PEATLHOCTHU K CyOBEKTY, IOITOMY, €CIIM UCTIOIB30-
BaTh BUTTCHINTEHHUAHCKYIO TEPMHHOJIOTHIO, CYOBEKT HE OYAET 4acThio
Mupa — HUr/e B Mupe puiocodckoro cydonrexra HeT. Ho 3Ta npussska Bo-
Bce He obs3arenbHa’. Tak, B IIIATOHOBCKOM MM TOM 7K€ BUTTEHIITEHHUAH-
CKoil ¢mocopun cucTeMHble TpeOOBaHUS HE MPUBA3AHEI K CIyYaiiHOMY
1 TIOTCHIMAIBHO HCYE3aloNIeMy CyObeKTy, OHU CYyTh OOBEKTUBHBIE yCIIO-
BUSI MUPa, HO TaK )K€ HE BHJIHBI M HE TPOSIBJIICHBI B HEM. TaKOBbI, HAIpH-
Mep, HeHHOCTH y [1naTona u noruka y Burrenmreiina. OHuU CyTh T€ CTPYK-
TYpBI, 4epe3 KOTOPbIE U B KOTOPBIX COBIBACTCSI MUP, HO OHHM HE BCTpeya-
IOTCSI B MHpPE TaK e, Kak Mpodne o0BbEeKThl WiH (akTsl. B 3TOM Te3nce
TOJIBKO U COCTOMT INIaBHBIH MIPUHIINI TPAHCIIEHCHTAIN3Ma, KOTOPBII MO-
’KeT OBITh MPEJICTABIICH B BEPCUH KaK yIBOCHHON OHTOJIOTUH (KAaHTOBCKUI
TPAHCLEH/ICHTAIN3M), TaK U OJHOPOAHON (IUIATOHOBCKHMI TPAHCIIEH/ICH-
Tanm3M). O0 ATUX CTPYKTypax HEBO3MOXKHO C()OPMUPOBATH MTPEAMETHOTO
3HAHMSA, UM HENb3s AaTh onpeseneHne (ILaTon) u o HUX HENb3s CKa3ars,
HO MX MOKHO ITOKa3aTh (BUTreHmTeiin).

OHH He SIBIISIFOTCS] Y€M-TO HEM3BEAaHHBIM MIIM CKPBITBIM, a, HAIIPOTHUB,
JIaHBI HETMOCPE/ICTBEHHO M XOPOIIO HaM H3BECTHBI; CKOpEEe OHM CYTy0o
(YHKIIMOHAIBHBI M ONIEPAlMOHANBHBI, Pa3pelIaoT co00 MoIb30BaThCS,
HO HE JIONYCKAIOT MPEIMETHOTO CXBaThIBAHMUS, OOBEKTHUBAIIMU, KOTOPAs
103BOJIMIIA OBI TOBOPUTH O HUX B IEPCIIEKTHBE OT TPETHETO JIUIIA UIIH CIe-
JaTh MX YHUBEPCAIbHO HaOMogaeMbIMUA. CTPYKTYpBI, O KOTOPBIX HJIET
peub, Bcerya IaHbl B peXXHMe «Kak», HO HE B pEKUME «4To». B TakoM ciry-
Yae MPUXOANTCS TOBOPUTH O JBYX YPOBHSIX OIMCAHUS PEATbHOCTH — 00b-
EKTHOM U He0OBbeKTHOM (MomansHOCTH de re u de se [O’Dea, 2002], onTo-
JIOTHH OT TIEPBOTO U OT TpeThero ymia [Baker, 2011], ¢akTbl u LeHHOCTH,
MIPEAIOKEHHsT M 3aKOHbI JIOTHKK [Burtrenmreitn, 1958]). Eciu Harypa-
JIM3M MPU3HAET TOJIBKO OOBEKTHBIN SI3BIK, TO TPAHCHCHICHTAIIN3M yKa3bl-
BAaET HA TO, YTO AJIs ONPE/ICJICHHBIX chep peaTbHOCTH 3TOT SI3BIK OKaXKETCS
HepabouuM Wik GyIeT BeCTH cebsi HeHOPMAIIbHO, 00pa3ys NapajoKChl .

B cBs3u ¢ 9TOM MHTYyHIMEH BUTreHITeHH NpUBOINII 3HAMEHUTYIO Me-
Taopy T1asa, KOTOpbIi He BUAMT cebs B Ipoliecce BuaeHus®. B nomoue-
HHE K 3TOi MeTa(ope MOKHO MPUBECTH €111 OANH MTPOCTEHBKUIN IPUMEp:
KMHOMEXaHUK, KOTOPbIH MPOKPYYHBAET JICHTY B KHHOTEATpe, HE MOXKET

4 BMecre ¢ TeM eci IPHHUMATH BO BHHMAHHE, 4TO COUCTAHHE TAKHX CBOCTB, KaK He-
00BEKTUBUPYEMOCTh M HEIOCPE/ACTBEHHAS JAHHOCTD, SIBISICTCS KPHUTEPHEM TPAHCLICH/ICH-
TaJbHON CTPYKTYPBI, TO TOT (aKT, 4T0 HUIOCO(PCKUA CyOBEKT HANPSIMYIO MONAIACT MO
9TH XapaKTEePUCTHKH, [I03BOJISET IOCYUTATh €TI0 PUPO/LY TPAHCLCHICHTAIBHOI, 8 HMEHHO:
[PEATIONIOKUTE, YTO MUP HHIYLHPYEM CyOBEKTHBIMH CTPYKTYpPaMH, KaK 9TO M MPEIIoara-
eTcsl B Kiaccuueckoi drocodun cyonekra.

5 HampuMep, NapagoKc «CIsIei KpacaBHIIbD.
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MOSIBUTHCS B caMOM (priibMe Ha IpaBax NepcoHaXka WiIM ydyacTHHKA. PaBHO
KaK MbI He JIOJIKHBI BUJIETH TUIEHKY, ECIIH XOTHM CMOTPETh GpuibM’. VHbI-
MH CJIOBaMH, MIPaBHUJIA, OPTaHN3YIOIINE MHUpP, B CAMOM MHUPE HE TPEJICTaB-
JICHBI.

TpaHcueHAeHTaNIMCTCKU noaxon
B OTHOLUEHUN Npo06JsieM CO3HaHNS

Ecnu roBoputh HemocpeacTBeHHO O (miocouu co3HaHUs, TO Tep-
MHH «TPaHCIEHICHTAIN3M» Oy/IeT NCIOJIb30BATHCS B TPEX TTIABHBIX 3HA-
YCHUAX. BO-HepBBIX, B 3HAUYCHHUHU aHTUPEAYKINOHU3MA, COTJIACHO KOTOPO-
MY CO3HaHHUE HE MOXKET OBITh CBEJICHO K CYILIECTBYIOIINM B IIPOSIBICHHOM
MHpe TpeaMeram u (pakTaM, a UMEHHO: K (pu3n4ecKkuM oO0BbeKTaM | Ipo-
neccaM. Bo-BTOpBIX, B 3HaYE€HNH, HA3bIBAEMOM TaKXke (DEHOMEHOIOTHYe-
CKHUM, COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY O CO3HAHUH HEJIb3si TOBOPUTH B TEPMUHAX 00'b-
€KTHBHO HAOJFOJIaEMBIX CYIIHOCTEH MJIM B MEPCIIEKTUBE OT TPETHETO JIN-
I1a, TaK KaKk caMo COo3HaHHE 00BEKTOM He siBisieTcs. Kpome Toro, Hemb3s
CTPOUTDH TEOPUH CO3HAHUSI, OTTAIKUBASICH HE OT CaMoro co3HaHus. Hampu-
MEpP, HCBO3MOXXHO CTaBUTH BOIIPOC O MPUPOJAEC CO3HAHUA HAUYWHaAA C yCT-
poiicTBa MO3ra WIIM CBSI3M MO3Ta C CO3HaHWEM. B-TpeTbHX, B 3HAUCHHU
OTIPEJIETICHHOTO AIUCTEMHYECKOTO CKENTHIIN3MA, KOTOPBIH Oy/IeT MpsiMo
yKa3bIBaTh Ha TO, YTO B OTHOLICHUH JBYX BaXKHEHIINX IPOOIEM CO3HAHM,
a UMEHHO: IIPOOJIEMBI CBS3U MO3Ta C CO3HAHUEM U IIPOOIIEMBI POJIH CO3HA-
HUSL B Kay3aJIbHOCTU MHpa, BPsIJI JIM Oy1yT HalJIeHbl HEIPOTHBOPEUUBBIE
pentenus?.

PaccMoTpuM mOCIEOBATENBHO 3TH TPH 3HAYEHUS. AHTHUPETYKIIHO-
HH3M B [IEPBYIO OYEPEb HANPABJICH IPOTHB PA3IMYHOrO pojia PU3NKaIn-
CTCKHX CTpaTeruil oObsicHeHnst co3HaHus1. CornacHo (GU3MKaIN3My, CO3-
HaHHE MPECTaBIIeT co00M (PU3MUSCKHIA MPOIeCC U MOYKET OBITH MOJTHO-
CTBIO PEAYLIMPOBAHO K (PM3MUYECKOM aKTMBHOCTH MO3ra Kak Oivkaiiemy
MmarepualibHoMy cyoctparty. HanpoTtus, aHTH(U3UKAIN3M TI0JIaraeT, 4To

6 «5.633. Tne B MHpE MOXHO 3aMETHTb MeTadu3uueckuii cyohekt? Bbl rOBOpHTE, UTO

3[€Ch JIeI0 OOCTOUT TOYHO TAK )K€, KaK C INIa30M H IojeM 3peHus. Ho B 1elicTBUTENBHOCTH
BBl CaMH HE BHJIMTE I71a3a. [l He U3 4ero B HOJIe 3peHHs HeIb3sl 3aKIIOUHUTD, YTO OHO BUJIUTCS
rinazom» [Burrenmreitn, 1958: 67].

7 B Tpamuimu GpUI0COGUH HMEIOTCS U APYTHE SPKHUE METaophl, BRIPAKAKOIIUE STy Ke
MBICIIB. DTO, K IpUMepy, HHTynnus [I1aToHa o Tom, 4To Bee JaHO HaM B CBETE, HO CaM CBET He
naH (Mu o neniepe) wim u3pedenue llonenryaspa: «To, 4To Bce TO3HAET X HUKEM HE [T03HA-
ercst, ecTb cyonsekT» [Lllonenrayap, 1985: 154].

8 OyuH 13 HaMGOIEE ABTOPHUTETHBIX COBPEMEHHEIX aBTOPOB B. Bacuibes B cBoeH KHuTE,
KaK Ka)KeTCs, COTIAIIACTCs C TEM, YTO BOIPOC «KAK MO3T ITOPOXKAACT CO3HAHUE?) BOSMOKHO
TaK U HE yJaCTCs MPOSCHUTD PAIMKAIbHO, M B €0 OTHOLICHHN YMECTEH CKOPEE IMUCTEMHYe-
CKHH IecCUMU3M, 4eM onTUMu3M. Ho npobiema akTHBHOH Kay3allMu CO3HAHUS, 110 MHEHHIO
aBTOPa, OTHOCUTCS K YMCITy BIIOJIHE PEIIacMBbIX 3a/ad, 3a KOTOpyIo cam Bacuibes u 6epercst
[Bacunbes, 2013].
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CO3HAHUC HE MOXKET OBITh OIMMCAHO KaK (PU3UYCCKUH MPOIECC U MTOTOMY

JIOJDKHO OBITH OOBSICHEHO HEPEeIyKTHBHBIMU CIOcOO0aMu. BaxHO moHH-

MaTh, YTO AHTH(U3UKATIN3M eIle He SBISCTCS TPAHCICHICHTAIIN3MOM,

a JINITh YKa3bIBaeT HAa HEJOCTATOYHOCTh PEAYKTUBUCTCKUX OOBSICHEHHMA

U TIOTOMY SIBIIICTCSI HEOOXOAUMBIM, HO HE OCTATOYHBIM YCIOBHEM JIJIs

TPAHCLEHICHTATUCTCKON MO3UIIH.

AHTUPEIYKIIMOHU3M B CBOIO OYepeib YKa3bIBaeT Ha TaKHE aCIEKThI
CO3HaHUs, KOTOPBIC HE TIO3BOJIIOT €r0 peayupoBath. [ yno0cTBa ux
MOJKHO Pa3JIe/IUTh HA J[BE TPYIIITBI — SIICTEMOJIOTHYCCKIE U OHTOJIOTHYC-
CKHE aCIIEKTBL. Dnucmemonocuyeckue acnekmsl 3T0 B IIEPBYIO OYePE/Ib:

0 obmamanue «kBamua». JlomycTuM, 1 MpoOy0 BUHO Ha BKYC WM CO3Ep-
nato «Iloaconnyxu» Ban I'ora. Mo»XHO CKOJIb YTOJTHO TLIATEIBHO U3Y-
YUTHh MOM MO3T U TIPOYHE TEJIECHBIE PEaKIIUU OpraHu3Ma, HO UCCIIEI0Ba-
TEJb HE CMOXKET MOYYUTh IOCTYT K TOMY, KaK 5 [IEPEKUBAI0 BKYC BUHA
WIHA yIOBOJBCTBUE OT 3HAMCHUTOH KapTHHBI, MOE KBAaJHUTATHBHOE CO-
CTOSIHME€ HE CTaHET €ro COOCTBEHHBIM KBAJIMTATHBHBIM COCTOSHHEM,
a Belb TOJBKO B ATOM CITydae OH CMOT OBI 3aIOIy4UTh €r0 B KAUeCTBE
o0BexTa. Takum 00pa3om, KBajiia eCTh TAKOH CII0CO0 MTepeKUBAHMS, KO-
TOPBIN HEOTNIEIUM OT TOI'0, KTO €ro nepekuBaet. M B 5ToM cMbICIIe KBa-
Jiua He BIIOJIHE SBISIETCS O0BEKTOM, MPEANOIAraloiM COXpaHEeHUE TPH
OTJICNICHUH OT TOPOXKIAIOIIHNX €T0 (HOopM;

0 0COOBIif CyOBEKTUBHBIH SMUCTCMUYCCKUI TOCTYIL. [T0CKOJIBKY MpH KakKy-
IeWCs HHTYUTUBHOM SICHOCTH TOHSITUS «CYOBEKTUBHOCTBY OHO BCE-TaKU
JTIOBOJIBHO HEOTIPEICIICHHO, MPOSICHUTB €r0 MOYKHO C TIOMOIIBIO TAKHUX Xa-
PAKTEPHCTHK, KaK MPUBATHOCTH, IIPHUBHJICTHPOBAHHBIN JIOCTYII HJIH TIEp-
CIIEKTHBA OT MEPBOro Jiuia. ['pyrina 3TuX BeChbMa YIOOHBIX KOHIICIITOB
MpU3BaHa MOSCHUTH HE BCETJa OYEBHIHYIO PEIyKIMOHUCTCKH OPUEHTH-
POBaHHBIM (QHIOCO(haM HICIO TOTO, YTO O CBOUX CO3HATEIIFHBIX aKTaX de-
JIOBEK 3HAET MPSMO U HemocpeacTBeHHO. Hanpumep, s He MOTy COMHe-
BaThCS B TOM, YTO HCIBITHIBAIO OOJb W BIKY JKENITOE IIATHO HA CTCHE.
JIroboe coMHEHHE B 3TOM CITydae MOKET O3HAUYaTh HOBOE COCTOSTHIE CO3-
HaHWS1, HO HE MOXKET OTMEHUTB CTapoe, NOO ero UCTUHHOCTH JIaHa HATJISI/T-
HO, TOJBKO Kak (hakT oco3HaBaHus. [10J0KEHHE HEMOCPEACTBEHHOCTH
MOYKHO TIOSICHUTB €IIIe TIPOIIe: CBOM ()eHOMEHAITLHBIE COCTOSHUS MBI HE
JeIyIUpyeM U He WHIYIUPYEM, MBI BOOOIIE X HHOTKY/Ia HE BEIBOINM,
MOTOMY 3HaHHE O HUX HE €CTh Pe3yJIbTaT HEKOH CI0KHON MHTEIUIEKTY-
aIBHON PabOTHI, HE €CTh NPOIYKT BbIBOAA. CTpaHHBIM BBITIIIACIO OBI
yMO3aKITI0YeHUE BHUA: «BCAKUil yKOI cOpoBOXKIaeTCs ONTyIIeHHEM 00-
JIH; s YKOJIOJICSI, CJICIOBATEIILHO, 51 UCTIBITHIBAIO 00J1bY». Harm omrytienust
CaMOJIOCTATOYHBI, UX HE HAJIO JOKa3bIBaTh. KpoMe TOro, HeMmoCpeICTBeH-
HOCTh MOWX TIEPE)KWBAaHUN HE MOXET CTaTh OOBEKTOM HAONIOJCHUS W3
MIEPCIIEKTUBBI TPETHETO JIAIA. TONBKO ST MOTY HAaOJFOAaTh CBOKO 0OJIb, €€
HEJTh3s1 HA0JI0AaTh CO CTOPOHBI TaK, KaK MOYKHO HAOJIFOIaTh MOE TEJI0, KO-
TOpOE 3Ty OOJIb NCTIBITHIBALT.

Vst —————
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Oumonozuueckue acnexmul yKa3blBalOT HA ONPEAEIEHHBIH CHOCO0

CYIIECTBOBAHUS CO3HAHUA. DTO:

0 HETPOCTPAHCTBEHHAs MPUPOJIa CO3HAHUS. TPaNIIMOHHOE OTIPEICTICHUE
CO3HAHMS BKJIIOYAET B ce0s BCE MIPU3HAKM HEMATEPHATIbHOCTH, @ UIMCH-
HO: OTCYTCTBHE MPOTSHKEHHOCTH, & TAKKE MPOUNX (PU3NIECKUX XapaKTe-
PHCTHK, TAKHX, KaK INIOTHOCTB, Macca, BKYC, IIBET 1 1pod. Co3HaHHe He
€CTb BElllb, U OHO HE MOKET OBITh OIPEIEICHO Yepe3 Habop BEIIECTBEH-
HBIX aTpHOYTOB;

0 MHTEHIMOHAIBHOCTh CO3HaHMA. [[pUHINT MHTEHIIMOHAIBLHOCTH B J]aH-
HOM CJTyJae M03BOJIsIeT 00pEeCcTH BaXKHBIA TEOPETHIECKHUIA KPUTEPHIA pa3-
JMYHS B CII0c00ax CyNIECTBOBAHMS (PM3WUECKUX M MEHTAJIBHBIX SBIIC-
Huid. Ecim Besikoe co3HaTenbHOE COCTOSHUE (TIPE/ICTAaBICHHE) BCETa
MIPEAMETHO, TO €r0 MOXXHO TOJIKOBAaTh KaK OOBEKT, KOTOPHIH B CBOEM
«4TO» COBIIJACT CO CBOUM «Kak». [lox mpeacraBieHneM 31ech OHH-
MaeTcs He TO, UTO NMPEACTABIISETCS, HO caM aKkT npejcTaBieHus. Toxie-
CTBO «4TO» U «KaK» MEHTAJILHBIX 00BEKTOB MO3BOJISIET OTIIMYUTH UX OT
00bekToB puszndeckux. [locneiHue paccMaTpruBaroTCs PSIMO ITPOTHBO-
MIOJIO)KHBIM 00pa3oM — X «KaK» M «4TO» OTIMYAIOTCS APYT OT Apyra.
MBblI 3HaeM, 4To (PU3MYECKUE BEIIM MOTYT OTJIMYAThCSl OT TOTO, KAK OHU
HaMm AaHbl. boree Toro, koryna Mel TOBOPUM Tak, TO TOBOPUM O CaMHX Be-
max. 5l He cuuTaro, 9T0 TO, KaK s BOCIPHUHUMAIO BKYC alleJIbCHHA, COBIIA-
JIACT C €ro PeasbHOM XUMIUECKON (hOpMYJIOH, HO s IoJIararo, 4To TO, Kak
sl BOCHPUHHUMAIO BKYC, M €CTb BCE TO, 4TO 51 pEalbHO BOCIIPUHHMAIO.

HmenHO 3T GyHIaMEHTaIbHBIC CBOMCTBA CO3HAHUS YK€ HA YPOBHE

OJIHHMX TOJILKO OTIpPEIEIEH I’ 3aCTaBIISIOT TOBOPHTH O CO3HAHMH KaK 0CO-

00i1 HecBOIMMOIT K (pH3HYECKOii peasibHOCTH cylHOCcTH. Kpome Toro, uc-

XOJs MX 9THX CBOIMCTB CO3HAHKE HE MO/IAaeT MO/ CTaHIAPTHBIE MOJEIN

OIMCaHUsI WM OOBSICHEHMS, [10 MEHBILIEH Mepe MpUHsThIE B Hayke [Alter,

Walter, 2010]. Hayunoe rcciieqoBanue BO3MOXHO JIUIIE B YCIOBUSAX 00b-

EKTHBHOW KapTHHBI JICHCTBUTEIILHOCTH, UCKITIOYast CyObEKTHBHBIC «TOUYKH

3peHns». OHAKO MOCKOJIBKY OOBEKTHBHOCTH CO3HAHUSI COCTOMUT B TOM,

4TOOBI OBITh CyOBEKTUBHBIM, T.€. CYIIHOCTh CO3HAHUSI COCTOUT B CyObeK-

TUBHOM OTIBITE CYObEKTa, OHO (CO3HaHNE) HEM30E)KHO YCKOIB3aeT U3 OIS

3penust yuenbix [Baker, 2011]. Heynaua Oyzer cBsi3aHa ¢ TeM, 4TO 3HAHUE

BCeX (pU3MUECKNX (PAKTOB, COCTABIAIONINX CyTh MEHTAJIBHBIX COCTOSHUH

YbEro-a100 Co3HaHMs (KBaJna), elle He MO3BOJIUT HaM IMEPeXUTh 3TOT

OTIBIT KaK CBOW COOCTBEHHBIH, B TO BPEMsI KaK IMEHHO 3TOT OIIBIT U SIBJISI-

eTcst 00beKTOM M3yueHus. Ecim kBajna u ecTh TOT 00BEKT, K U3yYECHUIO

KOTOPOTO MBI CTPEMHMCSI, TO HaM HY>KHO TIOJIyYHTh HIMEHHO €r0, a HE TO,

° Pasymeercs, s Pa3BEPHYTOro 0GOCHOBAHMS HECBOAMMOCTH TpeGyIOTCS Gonee Beco-
MbIE apTYMEHTBI, HO TaK KaK OHH XOPOIIIO OIUCAHBI B COOTBETCTBYIOLICH TUTEPATYPE, 5 JIHIIb
YIOMSIHY HX: apI'YMEHT OT IPHBATHOCTH, apTYMEHT OT JIOTHYECKOIT BO3MOXKHOCTH 30MOH, ap-
TYMEHT OT DIHUCTEMOJIOTHYECKON aCHMMETPHUH, aPIYMEHT OT IIEPEBEPHYTOrO CIIEKTPa, apry-
MEHT OT 3HaHus/kBanua [[acnapsu, 2014].
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YTO JIeNIaeT ero BO3MOXKHBIM. [Ipy 3TOM MBI HE MOXEM IOJIMEHSTh €r0 TOH
HEHPOPHU3NUECKON KOPPEIIALIUCH, KOTOPAst COMyTCTBYET 3TOMY OIbITy. HoO
HEIB3s1 HE CYMTAThCS C AMUCTEMHUYECKON aCHMMETPHEN ABYX ITHX TOUEK
3pEHUS: OJJHO JEJTO0 HETOCPEICTBEHHO UCIBITHIBATH BKYC allelIbCHHA, CO-
BCEM JIpyroe — CIIylaTh pacckas o TOM, KaKoB OH Ha BKyc. U eciu corna-
CHUTBCS C TEM, YTO CyOBEKTUBHBIH ONBIT OyJeT CHCTEMAaTHUYECKH YCKOJIb-
3aTh U3 TEOPHIA, IPU3BAHHBIX OOBSICHUTD CBSI3b MEHTAIIBHBIX (DaKTOB C (U~
3UYECKUMH (PAKTaMHM, TO TEPCHEKTUBBI CO3/aHMS YAOBICTBOPUTEIBHOMN
TEOPHUHU BCEPHE3 YCIOKHSIIOTCS.

ITon emte ofHUM 3HAYEHUEM TPAHCLCHICHTATIN3Ma [10{pa3yMeBaeTCs
KpUTHKa IPOOIeMaTH3aIMU CO3HAHUS C TOUKH 3peHus 00bekTa. CoraacHo
9TOHM KPHUTHKE, MBITAThCSI TOBOPUTH O CO3HAHMM OECCMBICIIEHHO, TaK KakK
IIPY 3TOM MBI Oy/IeM I0JIb30BAThCsl TEM XK€ CaMbIM CO3HaHWeM. J[pyrux
MI03HABATEIbHBIX HHCTPYMEHTOB Y Hac HeT. [IpeMeToM co3HaHus SBIIseT-
Csq CaMO CO3HAaHUC — UJCT JIK p€Yb 06 WHAWBUAYAaJIbHOM OIBITE CO3HAHUA
WM O CO3HAHMHU «BooOIIe». TpaHcHeHAeHTaIn3M B CBOCH (heHoMeHo10-
THYECKOW MHTEPIIPETANH BEICTYTAET IPOTHB TAKOTO CII0c00a HCCIIe10Ba-
HUSI, KOTJIa MBI CYMTAaEM, YTO Y HAC €CTh CO3HAHUE KaK HEKUH OOBEKT U3y-
YEHUsI U €CTh HEKUH 3araJI0YHbI METas3bIK, HE COBIAJAIOLIUI C CO3HAHH-
€M, Ha KOTOPOM MBI MOYKEM ITOTOBOPHUTH O CO3HAHHH-O0BEKTE.

OTy U/Ie10 MOKHO TIOSICHUTH Ha ITPOCTOM IpuMepe. JlomycTuM, y Hac
€CTh HEKHH HMCCIIeI0BaTeNh CO3HAHMS, KOTOPBII HaMepeH M3y4aTh CO3Ha-
HUE B JIaOOpaTOPHBIX YCIOBUSX. JloMycTUM Takxke, 4YTO OH — MPOTHBHUK
MHTPOCTICKIIMU ¥ TIPEAIoaracT M3y4daTh HE CBOE CO3HAHHUE, a UyXKoe.
[Ipeanonoxum, eMy TpeOyeTcst COCTaBUTh IPECTABIECHHE O TOM, YTO UyB-
CTBYET JIpyroi 4eloBeK, Korja ciymaeT HokTiopH Llonena nim pasris-
npIBaeT kapTuHy Manesuya. [lepes Hammm uccie0BaTeneM He CTOUT 3a-
Jlaya J1aTh HeMPO(pU3HOIIOTHYECKY IO KApTHHY PEaKLUii MO3ra IpH BOCIIPH-
STHH 1ofTy4aeMoii nadopmanuu. Korja o npucrynaer K HCCIeJ0BaHHUIO,
€r0 3a/1a4a COCTOHT B TOM, YTOOBI BOCIIPOM3BECTH MEHTAJIBHBII OIBIT CBO-
€ro peLunuenTa. B KakoM-To CMBICIIE 3TO 03HAYAET, YTO UCCIIEOBATEIIO
HYHO ITOYYBCTBOBATH TO K€, YTO UyBCTBYET HCIBITYEMbIH. Bo3MOKHO 1T
9T10? UTO 1pH 3TOM OyJIeT YyBCTBOBATH UccieoBaTesb? Kak Ham mojcka-
3bIBAET 3/IPaBbIi CMBICII, OH OyJIeT 4yBCTBOBATh CBOU IEPEKHUBAHMUS, BO3-
HUKAOIIHME y HETO MPHU MOIBITKE MPEICTABUTH TO, UTO YYBCTBYET PELIUTIH-
eHT. llHave roBopsi, 04EBUIHO, YTO MCCIICA0OBATEIIH OCTAHETCS HACIHHE CO
CBOUM COOCTBEHHBIM CO3HAHHMEM, HECMOTPS Ha BCE IIOIBITKU CTAaTh JpY-
THM CO3HaHHEM. DTOT IPUMEP AOCTATOYHO yOSAUTENEH AT Cliyyasi, Korja
MBI XOTUM YBU/IETh MHP dy>KUMH T71a3amu. Korna Mbl TOBOPHM O TPyAHO-
CTSIX BOCIIPOM3BE/ICHUS Ty>KOTO HHANBHUIyaIbHOTO CO3HAHHS C TIOMOILBIO
CBOEro cOOCTBEHHOT'0, OOJIBIIMHCTBO JIIO/ICH COTJIAIIAETCS C TEM, YTO ITO
3aJa4a MOYTH HeBbIOJHUMA. OJJHAKO KOT/Ia MBI CO3/aeM Pa3IMYHOIo po-
Ja TCOPUN CO3HAHHA, Mbl HC BCCTIa 3aM€UYacM aHaJIOTUYHBIC TPYAHOCTHU.
TpaHcLeHIEHTATICTCKas YCTAHOBKA B JAHHOM Clly4yac yKa3bIBaeT Ha TO,
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YTO 110I00HBIE TPYAHOCTH €CTh M B TE€X CIIy4asiX, KOT/1a Mbl ITBITAEMCSI CO3-
JTaBaTh TEOPHUU CO3HAHHS BOOOIIIE, T. €. TI0 CYTH OOBSCHATH CO3HAHHE C T10-
MOIIbIO Heco3HaHwsl. Harnpumep, Qu3HKanucTCKue TeOpHu CO3HAHMS, Pety-
[UPYIOIINE CO3HAHKE K paboTe Mo3ra, Kak OyATo OBl 3aHIMAIOT MO3HIIHIO,
MIPEBBIIIAOIITY0 MEHTAIBHBIN OIBIT, U CTPEMSITCS IaTh eMy (hr3ndeckoe 00b-
sicuenue. Peub niacT 0 TOM, YTOOBI TOBOPHUTH HA A3BIKC (1)1/13I/IKI/I M Ha 5TOM S3bI-
Ke 00BSICHATH co3HaHKe. Ho 5T0 HeBO3MOXKHO, TaK Kak (PU3HK KaK HCCIIe/I0Ba-
TeJb HAJIeJIeH CO3HAHHMEM, a ero (u3MYecKas KapTHHA WM TEOpUsl UMeeT
CMBICH TOJBKO BHYTPH ITOHUMAFOIIETO 3TOT CMBICI OmbITa. [loaTOMy mocTa-
BUTH TIepe] coOO0H 3a/1ady TOBOPHUTH O CO3HAaHWH Kak 00 0ObeKTe 03HavaeT
copMyIHpPOBaTh TAPAIOKC.

[Tpu TakoM TOJIKOBaHHH JIaxke aHTU(PU3UKAIN3M OCTAHETCSI CKOpee HaTy-
PaIMCTUYECKOM TTO3UIHEH, YeM TpaHcIeHeHTaucTckoi [Bell, 1999]. Jlemo
B TOM, YTO KaKkoi Obl OTBET HE Ipeylarajia Ta WM WHasi TEOpHsl, HaIpuMep
CO3HAHHUE CBOIUTCS K (DM3UIECKHIM TIPOIIECCaM MITH CO3HAHUE K HUM HE CBO-
JIUTCSI, C TOYKH 3PCHUS TPAHCLCHACHTAIN3MA JI000H OTBET JIOTHYECKU He-
0e3yTpedeH, Tak Kak y)Ke SBISETCS CIICICTBHEM CMBICIIOBOH pabOTHI CO3HA-
HMs1. DTa paboTa MpeIecTByeT CaMOMy OTBETY U IIOTOMY KpaiiHe TpY/IHO OT-
JIETIUTH TO «CO3HAHHE, O KOTOPOM TOBOPHM», OT TOTO «CO3HAHUS, KOTOPOe
JIeTTaeT BO3MOXKHBIM CaM pa3roBopy. ToJIbKO U3 OITbITa CAMOT0 CO3HAHUS, a HE
OIIbITA MO3TOBOM JIESTEILHOCTH MOXKHO aJ[peCOBATHCSI K CO3HAHHUIO M CIIpa-
IIMBATh O ero creruduke. PaBHO 3aBUCHMOCTh MITM HE3aBUCHMOCTH CO3HA-
HHS OT TeJla MOXKET OBITh BBIpAXXCHA JIMIIb Ha A3BIKE CO3HAHWA, a UMCHHO
B BUJIC OCMBICIICHHOTO BEICKA3bIBaHHS, TIPEIIOJNIATAIOIIEr0 CO3HATEIIFHOE TT0-
HuMaHue. Hampumep, ecinn Mbl monpoOyeM MpPOBECTH TaKOW MBICICHHBIN
SKCIIEPUMEHT, B X07I¢ KOTOPOTO TOIPo0yeM IpeICTaBUTh CBOE CO3HAHUE He-
CYILIECTBYIOIIHM, JUIsl YCHEIIHOTO BBIMOJIHEHHUS 3TOT0 SKCIIEpHUMEHTa (PaBHO
KaK 1 JTs1 KOHCTATAIMU €T0 HEBO3MOYKHOCTH ) HaM TIOHAIOOUTCSI HaIlle COOCT-
BEHHOE cO3HaHue. TOYHO TaK K€ IPU YTBEPIKICHUH, YTO CO3HAHMS HET, HO
€CTh JIHIIb (PM3UIECKHE COCTOSHUS MO3Ta WIH APYTOd MaTepuH, CO3HAHHE
HEOOXO/IMMO JUISl OCMBICIICHHOCTH TaKOTO YTBEPIKJICHHSI.

Takum 00pa3oMm, B MOMBITKE CO3aTh TEOPUIO CO3HAHUSI MOXKHO OOHa-
PYXHTB IPUHIMITHATIBHYIO HEBBITOJIHUIMOCTh €r0 peIyKIun. B nrore Bce
TCOPUHU, TBITAIOIINECA 00BICHSITH CO3HAHUE qgepe3 TO, UTO UM HE ABJIACTCA,
VIYCKAaIOT U3 BUAY, YTO TEMATH3AIUS TOTO, YTO HE €CTh CO3HAHHE, MOKET
OBITH BBINOJIHEHA TOJBKO CAaMHUM CO3HaHHMEM. ECTb cO3HaHUE CO3HAaHUS
W CO3HAHWE HECO3HAHUSI. JTO OOCTOSTEIHCTBO CEPHE3HO TOPMO3UT HAC
B IIOTIBITKAX CO3aTh CKOJIBKO-HUOY/Ib TPAIUIUOHHYIO TEOPUIO COZHAHMSI.
«Co3HaHUE KaK MPeaMeT U3yUCHHD» — KOHCTPYKIHS CTOJb IIATKasi, 9YTO
MBI Cpa3y MOHHMaeM 0e3Ha/Ie)KHOCTh HalMX ycuiauid. Ecin Besikast uccie-
JTOBaTENbCKask peIIeKCHs HaJl CO3HAHNEM COBITAACT C CAMHUM CO3HAHHEM,
TO OYEBUJIHO, YTO MPOJBUHYTHCS B TAKOM MCCIICIOBAHUM Y HAC BPSI JIN
MOy IHTCS.
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HaxoHen, TpeTbUM 3HAY€HHWEM TPAHCIEHACHTAIUCTCKOTO I10/1X0/1a
B ¢uiocodun co3HaHusi OylneT yKazaHHe Ha SIMHUCTEMHUYECKHH CKEICHUC
B OTHOMICHHM KIIOUEBBIX MpoOiieM co3HaHus. Kakos, Hampumep, Oyaer
OTBET TPAHCUEH/ICHTAJIUCTA Ha KJIIOYEBON BOMPOC (GHIOCO(UH COZHAHMUS:
MOXHO Jin BooOuie pemnts mind-body problem? Bernomuum camoro Kan-
Ta: HECMOTPSI Ha TO YTO MBI HE BCTPEYAEeM y HETO MPSIMBIX PACCYKICHUIT 00
9TOii MpodJIeMaTrKe, MOKHO OIPOOOBATh PEKOHCTPYHPOBATH €0 MBICIIb.
Kak kaxercs, ero MO3WIHs B 3TOM BOIpPOCE ObLTa ObI CIEMYIOIIEH: Mo-
CKOJIbKY cama 3Ta MpoOjeMa IMOCTaBJIeHA Ha OMIMOOYHOM (JOrMaTHde-
CKOM) $I3BIKE, JIIOObIC BAPHAHTHI €€ PELICHHsS] OKKYTCS TYHMHKOBBIMH.
B kaHTOBCKOI1 TEpPMHHOJIOIMH peyb UAET O TOM, 4TO pemenue mind-body
problem JI€XKHT 1O Ty CTOPOHY BCSKOTO BO3MOXKHOTO OINBITA, & 3TO HAJ0
MTOHUMATh TaK, 4TO JIOCTUTHYTO OHO OBITH HE MOXKET. B KakoM-TO cMbIcIe
crarmaptHas penakius mind-body problem momxna Obl1a OBI TIOAITACTH
TI0J] CTaTyC KJIACCHYECKOW aHTHHOMHUH, HO TIPOTHB ATOTO TOBOPUT TO, YTO
YHCJIO PELICHUH JaHHOM MPOOJIEMbl MOXKET IIPEBBIIIATH JBa BO3MOKHBIX,
Hanpumep ¢usukaaniMa 1 antTuduznkanusMa. Kpome toro, B ominuue ot
CTPYKTYpPBI aHTHHOMUM, T7I€ 002 PEIICHNS, TETHIECKOE H aHTHTETUIECKOE,
BBINVIIAAT PABHO JIOKa3aTeJIbHBIMHM, JOKa3aTelIbHAs CHia (U3MKaAIM3MA,
KaK Ka)KeTCsl, HECKOJIBKO YCTyHaeT apryMeHTaM aHTu¢usukaiu3ma. Ho
JlaXKe eClIM IAHHYIO MPo0JIeMy Hellb3sl HalpsSIMYIO OABECTH MO aHTHHO-
MHUECKYIO CTPYKTYpY, CBUAETEIbCTBYIONIYIO, cornacHo Kanty, o Tom,
YTO MBIIUIEHHE IMBITAETCSI MOKUHYTh COOCTBEHHBIE MPEAENIbI M CO37aTh
TEOPHIO COOCTBEHHBIX YCJIOBHH BO3MOXKHOCTH, B KaHTOBCKOW CHCTEME
mind-body problem oueBuHO NOANAAALT 1101 3a/1a4y, HEKPUTHYECKH T10-
CTaBJICHHYIO TPAJIUIIMOHHON MeTa(r3uKOW U HEe TPUHUMAIOIILYIO BO BHH-
MaHHE TPaHUIIbI TTO3HABATEIBHBIX BO3MOKHOCTEH.

B paMkax KaHTOBCKOTO TPaHCLEHJEHTAIN3Ma ITO3HAIOINN CyObeKT
MBICJIUT T10 3Ty CTOPOHY BO3MO>KHOT'O OITBITa M HUKAK HE MOKET MOKHHYTh
ero aktyaibHyto mouBy [Kant, 1994]. Bee, 4To MBI MOXEM 3HATH, CBA3AHO
C T€M, 4TO JaHO HaM B OIIBITE, KOTOPBIIl 00pa30BaH MOCPEICTBOM HAIIETO
JEHCTBEHHOTO yJacTus. MBI HE IOTydaeM JaHHBIE O MUPE B KAUeCTBE HEH-
TpaJBHOTO MaTepHaja, Ho 00padaTeiBaeM BHEIIHIOW HH(OpMaIUio (1yB-
CTBEHHO M KOHLIENTYaJIbHO) M JINIIb 3aTE€M IIPUCTYIIAEM K HEH B KauecTBe
npeamera Haiero 3Hanus [Allison, 2004]. J151st TOro 4T0OBI BEISICHUT, KAK
YCTPOEH HAIll alllapaT, MbI TOJDKHBI ObUTH ObI IPEBBICUTH TOT MOPSIIOK BE-
11ei, KOTOPBIH 1aH HaM B OMBITE, YTO HEBO3MOXKHO. DTO OIpaHUYCHHE HO-
CUT OOBEKTUBHBIM XapakTep, MOCKOJIbKY MBI MOKEM IO3HATh JIMIIb TO,
4YeM He sBJsieMcsi caMu. B cBoro ouepeib, Tak Kak Hallle CO3HAHHUE €CTh TO
€IMHCTBEHHOE, C ITOMOIIBIO YEr0 MBI MBITAEMCs TIOHATH CBOE JKE COOCT-
BEHHOE CO3HAHME, 3Ta 3aJa4da BPsil JIN KOT/1a-HUOY/Ib OKaXKeTCs Pealln3o-
BAaHHOM.

Takum 00pa3oMm, eciii TOBOPUTH O TPAHICHACHTAIUCTCKOM TO3UIINU
BOOOIIIE, TO MPOOIIEMBI, CBSI3aHHBIE C YCTPOMCTBOM CO3HAHUSA, OYyIyT CBA-
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3aHBl C TPYAHOCTSIMH IPOOJIEMaTH3aMH CUCTEMHBIX TPeOOBaHMH, KOTO-
pble, KaK Mbl TOBOPWJIM BBIIIE, BCET/A JIOJDKHBI OCTAaBAaThCS B TeHU. Her
M HE MOXXET OBITh HEPOTHBOPEUMBOMN U MOJHOW TEOPUH, OOBSICHSIOMICH
YCTPOHCTBO CUCTEMHBIX YCJIOBUI BO3MOXKHOCTU. NHIMKAaTOPOM TOr0, UTO
CUCTEMA YIIUPACTCA B COOCTBEHHBIC OCHOBAHMS U IBITAETCS (bopmanmo-
BaTh TO, YTO CIIY’KHT YCIIOBUEM BO3MOKHOCTH €€ pabOoThI M OINpe/eIIcH-
HOro criocoba (hopmaHu3aiyy, SIBISETCS MOSIBICHUE MPOTHBOPECUYMBBIX,
HETIOJIHBIX MIM aHTHHOMHUYECKH YCTPOCHHBIX Teopuid. Cepbe3HbIM HeJloc-
TaTKOM TaKOT'0 PACCYKACHUsI OYIET PaJuKaIbHbII SIHUCTEMUYECKHI CKell-
cuc. Ho ecii MbI 10IyCTHIIH, YTO y peabHOCTH €CTh YCIIOBHS, TO HU30e-
’KaTh TAKOTO BBIBOJA OyAET KpaiHe CII0KHO. IIpu TpaHCICHICHTAIHNCT-
CKOM YCTpOICcTBE MHpa y Hac Bceraa OyIyT COXpaHSTHCS TaKHE BOIIPOCHI,
KOTOpBIE HE MOTYT OBITh periensl [Stern, 1999]. IIpobaembl co3HaHUS OT-
HOCATCS K YUCIy UMEHHO TakuxX BompocoB. B tepmunonorun Yammepca
OHU «TPYJHBI», & B TEPMHHOJIOTUU TPAHCIIEHACHTAINCTA T1O0 OeccMbIc-
JICHHBI YK€ Ha YpOBHE BonpocoB (Butrenmreiin), mubo Bce xe, Oynyun
OCMBICIICHHO ITOCTABJICHBI, HE MOTYT IIPUBECTH K KOT€PEHTHO BBIBEPEH-
HBIM PELICHUSIM.

TpaHCcueHAeHTaNIMCTbl B aHAJINTU4YECKOM
dunocodpun cosHaHusa

Ha ceropusiiiHuii 1eHp B paMKaxX aHAIMTUYECKOW TPaJULIMU MOXKHO
Ha3BaTh TPEX MNIABHBIX (PHUIOCO(POB, YbH MTOJXObI U TEOPUH C HEKOTOPHI-
MH OTOBOPKaMH MOTYT OBITh PAaCIIEHEHBI KaK TpaHCLeHIeHTanucTcKue. He
YAUBUTENIBHO, YTO BCE OHU BBITJIIAT CKENITHUECKUMHU U ITPEJIaratoT CKo-
pee KpUTHYECKYIO MPOTrpaMMy PEIICHHUs KIIOUEBBIX MPOOJIEM CO3HAHMS,
yeM MOo3UTHBHYI0. I Obl oTHecsa k HuM K. Makrunna, H. Xomckoro u
Jlx. JleBH, 4bM TEOPHH C HEKOTOPBIMH OTOBOPKAMH MOXKHO ITOCUUTATh
TPAHCIECH/ICHTAIBHBIMH U B 3TOM CMBICIIE CKEITHYECKUMHU, UTO 5 U ITOTIPO-
OyI0 TIOKa3aTh.

HawnGosnee GJM3kol K CKENTHIU3MY IMPEICTaBIISCTCS TEOPHsT KOTHHU-
TUBHOW 3aMKHYTOCTH, pa3zpadotanHas KomrmaHom MakruaHOM. DTa TeOpus
HarpsiMyo repeximkaercs ¢ punocodueit Kanra, y koroporo MoxHo Haid-
TH KPUTHYECKHE COOOPA’KEHHMS IO BOTIPOCY MEPCIIEKTUBHI PEIICHHS IICH-
x0o(hu3nUecKoil mpobiemMbl (BOCXOMAIIEH K KapTE3MAHCKOW MOCTaHOBKE
poOJIEMBI, KaK CO3HaHHE COOTHOCHUTCS C TEJIOM). B KaHTOBCKOH TepMHUHO-
JIOTHH PeYb UJET O TOM, YTO peIIeHHe MPOOIeMbI KaK CO3HAHUE CBA3aHO C
TEJIOM, JIEXKUT 10 Ty CTOPOHY BCSIKOTO BO3MOXKHOTO OIIBITA, @ 3TO HA/0 MO-
HUMAaTb TaK, YTO JOCTUTHYTO OHO OBITh HE MOXKET. [laHHOE MOJI0KEHNE T1e-
PEeKIMKAETCs C TEM, UTO MOoApa3yMeBaeT MaKruHH N0 NOHSATHEM «KOTHU-
THUBHAs 3aMKHYTOCTb». THII MbIIITIEHHA A/ KOTHUTUBHO 3aMKHYT IO OTHO-
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LIEHUIO K CBOMCTBY P (riu Teopun T), eciu npoueaypsl GopMHPOBaHUS
MOHATHH B paMKax MBIIIIEHUS M HE MOTYT OBITh PacpOCTPaHEHBI 32 €T0
COOCTBEHHBIE TIPEACIIHI, YTOOBI OCBOUTH HEKOE P (MITH MOHATH TeopHio 7).
Co3HaHHSA MOTYT OBITH PAa3HBIX THIIOB U IIPH 3TOM OHHU OCHAIIICHBI pa3JIHy-
HBIMH MOIIHOCTSIMH U OTPaHWYEHHSIMH, NMPEIyOeKICHUSIMHA U CIICTTBIMU
[SITHAMM, TaK 4YTO OIPEAEICeHHbIE CBOICTBA (MJIM TEOPHH) MOTYT OBITh
JOCTYITHBI OMHUM CO3HAHUAM, HO 3aKPBIThI JJId JPYTUX. TO, YTO 3aKpPBITO
JUTSL CO3HAHUS KPBICHI, MOYKET OBITh OTKPBITO TSI yMa 00€3bsHBL, B TO, UTO
OTKPBITO JIJISI HAC, MOXKET OBITH 3aKPHITO It 00e3bsHbL. CHITa MO3HAHUS HE
yCTpOEHa 10 NPUHIIUITY «BCE WM HUYET0», B KAKUX-TO MUCTEMUYECKHUX
3a/1ayax Mbl YCIIEIIHBI, a B KaKuX-To HeT. Co3HaHUE eCTh TaKOH ke 61010~
THYECKUH MPOAYKT, KaK OPTaHU3MBI, M TaK K€, KaK OPTaHU3MBI, OpPTaHbI
CO3HAHUSA MOTYT OBITh Pa3IMYHBIX (OPM U pa3sMEPOB M COOTBETCTBECHHO
GoJiee WM MEHEE MOIXO/SIIIUMH M PEIICBAaHTHBIMH JIUISI PEIICHHS Onpe/ie-
JIEHHBIX KOTHUTUBHBIX 3a1a4 [McGinn, 1999: 67].

Kak BugHO, MakruHH TOJKYET OTpaHUYEHHS MMO3HAHUS B JOBOJIBHO
HATYPaJTHUCTUIECKOM KITfoue. Pedp ueT o ToM, 4To y 4eTIoBeKa €CTh HEKHE
OnoJIOrnYecKue mapaMeTpsl (CTpPOCHUE MO3Ta WM OPraHOB YYBCTBEHHO-
CTH), KOTOPBIE BEICTYIAIOT €r0 CUCTEMHBIMH OIpaHUYEHUAMU. B cuiry 3To-
T'0 00CTOSATENBCTBA, HECMOTPS Ha TO YTO CBSI3b CO3HAHMUS C TEJIOM JICHCTBU-
TEIBHO SABISCTCA HE HATyMaHHOW TMPOOIEMO, MBI NMPUHIUIHAIHHO HE
crocoOHBI 1aTh Ha Hee YIOBICTBOPUTEILHBIN OTBET. Bompoc o mpupose
CO3HAHMS OIIPOCTY JIEKHT 32 MPEeIaMH HaIlluX KOTHUTUBHBIX CIIOCO0-
HOCTEH, MOCKOJIbKY Kbl OMOIIOTMYECKUIT BUI UMEET OINpe/esICHHbIE
orpanndeHus. Hampumep, codaku He B COCTOSHUH JOKa3aTh Teopemy [1u-
(aropa, a TOON HE B COCTOSHUU CO3JAaTh TEOPHIO, OOBICHSIIONIYIO, KaK
CO3HAHME CBS3aHO ¢ TesoM. [Ipn 3ToM MakruHH He rmojpa3zymMeBaeT cy0ob-
eKTOLIEHTPUCTCKYIO MOJIEJIb MUPA: peub HE UAET O TOM, UTO MUp, KaK OH
HaM JaH, cOPMHPOBAH MOCPEICTBOM AIPUOPHBIX CTPYKTYp TPAHCIICH-
JEHTAIBHOTO ammapara cyobsexTa. Bee gemno Jums B TOM, 9TO MBICITHTEINb-
HBIE CIIOCOOHOCTH YEIIOBEKa OTPAHWYCHBI paMKaMH CBOETO MPHUPOIHOTO
cBoeoOpasust. IHBIMU cll0BaMH, BO3MOXKHO, OBIJIO OBl TIOCIICHIHBIM CYH-
TaTh NO3MLMI0 MaKIMHHA [0 YMOJYaHUIO TPAHCICHEHTAIUCTCKONH. On-
HaKo Kak ObI TO HU OBLIIO, U3 TAKOW MOAEIH HETPYTHO MOJIYIUTh TE3UC 00
OTPaHWYCHHOCTH HAIIIUX ITO3HABATEIBHBIX CITOCOOHOCTEH 1O KpaitHel Me-
pe Ha TOM y4acTKe, KOTOPBIi MMEET OTHOIICHHE K YCTPOHCTBY CaMOro Ha-
LIero rno3HaHus. B cBsi3u ¢ 10100HOTO poJia CKEICUcoM Teoputo Makrus-
Ha MPUHSTO HA3bIBATh B AHAIUTHYECKOW (HHI0CO(UH COZHAHHST MUCTEPH-
anpHOM [McGinn, 1999]. C ToYHOCTHIO U aJIEKBaTHOCTHIO 3TOTO TEPMUHA
MOJKHO OBLITO OBI IIOCTIOPUTH, TaK KaK B CKEMTHIIM3ME, CTPOTO TOBOPS, HET
HUYEro MUCTHYECKOro. Eciiu CKkenTUK apryMeHTUPYET, B CBSI3U C UeM HE
MOXET OBITh ITOJIy4EeH OTBET Ha OINpPE/CIICHHBIN BOIIPOC, €ro Mo3uuus 0y-
JIET BBIMVISACTh CKOpEe pealucTU4ecKol, yeM Muctuyecko. Hamporus,
MTOTIBITKH MMETh IMO3UTHBHOE 3HAHHE TI0 MTOBOAY TeX 00JIACTeH, KOTOPHIE
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B CHJIy HEKOTOPBIX CHCTEMHBIX OI'PaHWYEHHH HE MOTYT CTaTh IIPEAMETOM
MCCJIe/I0BATEIbCKOM MPOLIEYPhl, YACTO BBIMJIS/SIT KaK MUCTHLIU3M. Bripo-
4eM, YAa4YHOCTh TEPMHHA UTPACT 3/IeCh CYyTry0O BTOPOCTEHECHHYIO POJIb,
HaM MHTEPECHEee CKOpee caMO OTHOIICHHE K TIEPCIIEKTUBE PEIICHHUS IIPO-
Os1eMbI CO3HaHUS-Tela, KOTOpoe y MaKriMHHa U €ro CTOPOHHUKOB SIBIISIET-
Csl CKOpee MECCUMUCTUYECKHM.

Eme onaum GrmmocoomM-CKenTHKOM, KOTOPEIH, MoKy, He CKphIBa-
€T CBOCH IMeCCIMHUCTHYCSCKON TTO3UINH B OTHOMeHIH mind-body problem,
sBiisiercss Hoam Xomckuii. XoMckuii pejuiaraeT noJIeIuTh BCe 3a/1a4H, 3a
pelieHIe KOTOPBIX KOTa-TH00 Opasics 4eIOBEeUSCKUil pacCyI0K, Ha 3araj-
K1 (TaitHbl) 1 Ipo6eMsl. [IpobieMbl MOTYT UMETh peIlIeHHe, a 3araaKd —
HeT. Bee meno B Tom, 9TO mpoOiIeMbl W3HAYAIBHO COCTABICHBI TaK, YTO
MPEJCTABIIIOT CO00I IepedopMyTHPOBaHHBIE U CKPHITHIC PEIICHNUS, U 3a-
Jlada UCCIe0BaTeNsl COCTOUT TOJIBKO B TOM, YTOOBI pacmmpoBarth 3a-
JIO)KEHHBIH B Bompocax oTeeT. [1o100HOe MmoJIokeHHe He HY»KHO paclie-
HUBATh TaK, YTO BCE 3a7a4H, KOTOPHIE MOYKET PEIIUTh YeJIOBEUESCKHIA pac-
CYIIOK, SIBIAIOTCS CKPBITBIMH TaBTOJOTHSIMH. BOnpmmas 9acTe 3amad u
peLIeHNH JISKUT B 001aCTH S9KCIIEPUMEHTAIILHOTO 3HAHUSL, A JIbBUHAS JI0JI51
TEOpUH, KOTOPHIE YEIOBEYECTBO CO3/AET, SBISIETCS YAacThbIO IMIMPHYE-
CKOHM HayKH, a UMEHHO: €CTeCTBO3HaHus. Koria Mbl roBOpUM, 4TO B Cllydae
mpobJIeM HCCIeIOoBAaTeNI0 JOCTATOYHO JIMIIb pacIiinpoBaTh yxKe 3ajo-
JKEHHBI B BOIIPOCE OTBET, TO MOJAPAa3yMEBAeM, UTO JaKe HaydHBIE IIPO-
OyIeMBI CTaBsITCS MPH YYaCTHN WHTEPIIpETanuii U OKUJIaHWH, TPUBHOCH-
MBIX y4eHbIM. TOT MaTepuai, ¢ KOTOPBHIM yYEHBIH UMEET JIeII0, TAKOB, YTO
OH peJIeBaHTEH annapaTy ¥ HHCTPYMEHTaM [103HaBaTEeIbHBIX POLIEIYP.

CornmacHoO XOMCKOMY, HEOOXOIUMO pPa3U4YaTh IOIYCTUMBIC U HE-
JIOIYCTHMBIE TUIIOTE3bI. YenoBedeckunii pa3yM — 3TO CHCTEMa CBOICTB, 00-
pa3oBaHHasi OIpEEICHHBIMU [TOJHOMOYMSIMU M orpaHnueHusiMd. Coot-
BETCTBEHHO JIOIYCTUMBIE THIIOTE3bl — 3TO T€, KOTOPBIE JOCTYITHBI IS
OTIpeNIeICHHON CTIeIMN(UIECKON CUCTEMBI, B TAaHHOM CITy9ae CHCTEMBI Ue-
JIOBEYECKOTO pazyma. B OTHOMICHHH ITHX THUIIOTE3 pa3yM MOXKET IIOCTPO-
UTb JIOCTATOYHO OOTATHIC U CIIOKHBIE 00BSICHUTENBHBIC TeoprH. Ho Te ke
caMble CBOMCTBa pa3zyma, KOTOpBIC MO3BOJISIIOT YCIEUIHO BBIIBUraTh U
MIPOBEPATH YCIIEIIHBIE THUIOTE3bl, MOTYT HUCKIIOYaTh PaboOTy ¢ APYyTUMHU
HEIOCTYITHBIMH THITOTE€3aMH KaK HPPEIeBaHTHBIMH YeJIOBEYECKOMY Pasy-
My. HeKoTOpBIX TEOpHil MOKET MOMPOCTY HE OBITh CPEIU TEX, KOTOPHIC
OIPEJIEIISIIOTCS CIeUM(PUIECKUMH CBOMCTBAMHU YEJIOBEUECKOTO paszyma,
MIPUTOM YTO OHU MOTYT OBITh JOCTYITHBI HHAU€ OPraHM30BaHHOMY UHTEJI-
nexty [Chomsky, 1975: 121-124]. Bonpeku HaTypalHCTHYECKOH yCTa-
HOBKE, COTJIACHO KOTOPO# CO3HAHME YeJIOBEKa SBISIETCS YaCTHIO TPHPO/I-
HOTO MHpa H, CJIe/I0BAaTEIILHO, NMEET OTEHINA K PEIICHUIO JTI00BIX ecTe-
CTBEHHO-HAYYHBIX IIPO0JIEM, UMEIOTCSI HEKOTOPBIE PAMKH M OTpaHUUYCHNS,
KOTOPBIC OMPEICIIIOTCS 0CO00i CTPYKTYPO# caMoro co3HaHus. XOMCKHUI
mpuderaeT K mpuMepam, ¢ KOTOPBIMU MBI YK€ BCTpeHaInCh Y MakruHHa:



YTO 3HAYUT BbiTb TPAHCLUEHOEHTAJIUCTOM...

1

JUISL KPBICHI HEKOTOPbIE BOIPOCH! SIBIISIFOTCS TaiiHAMU, KOTOPBIE BBIXOST
3a MpeZIesbl €€ MO3HABATEIbHON JCATENIbHOCTH, M IOTOMY OHAa HE MOXKET
ux pemuTb. [lo00Has cuTyanus IMeeT MECTO M B OTHOLIICHUH YEJIOBEKa.
Te ycunms, KOTOpbIE BO3JIAralOTCsS HA Pa3BUTHE «ECTECTBEHHBIX HAYKY,
a UIMEHHO: 00Hapy’>KEHHE CBONCTB YeJIOBEYECKOT0 CO3HAHMS KaK aCIIEKTOB
MIPUPOIHOTO MHPA, MOT'YT HUKOI'/Ia HE YBEHYAThCS yCIIEXOM, TaK KaKk 00-
JIaCTh CO3HAHMSI MOKET OKa3aThCs Kak pa3 TOH 00JIacThIO, Ky/la YeIoBeye-
CKMI pa3yM HE CMOXET IIPOHUKHYTb B CHUJYy CUCTEMHBIX OTPaHMUYEHUI
[Chomsky, 1975: 122-125].

Emie oqHuM BapuaHTOM JEMOHCTPALUU TPYJHOCTEH IO3UTUBHOM T€O-
puH co3HaHUA ABTsieTCs moaxox JIxo3eda Jleruna. B mepByto ouepens ero
KpPUTHKA HalpaBlieHa MPOTUB (U3UKAIU3Ma U JIMIIb BO BTOPYIO CTaBHUT
T10J] BOTIPOC TIEPCIICKTUBY MOIYyYCHHUS aeKBATHON TEOPHH CO3HAHUS BO-
o01e. PU3MKaIM3M IPOBATMBACTCS IOTOMY, YTO JIOJDKEH HE IIPOCTO CHA0-
KaTh HAC (PU3NUECKUM ONMCAHUEM MEHTAJIbHBIX COCTOSTHUIN U CBOICTB, OH
JIOJDKEH J1aBaTh OOBSICHEHHE 9THX CBOUCTB. OfHaKOo mpobemMa B TOM, 4TO
TaK0€ «OOBSICHEHNE» MOXKET BO3HUKHYTh HE TOJIBKO B PaMKax (hHU3UKaIIH3-
Ma, HO | JIT00OH JPyroi TeOpHH, CTpEeMSIIEHCs 1aTh HEIPOTHBOPEUUBOE
petrerre mind-body problem. JIeBuH NPUBOIUT CIEAYIOIIUN IPUMEP:
KaK MOXHO OOBSICHHTH TOT (hakT, uto Llumepon toxxnecrseH Tymmmio?
MoO3KHO OOBSICHUTH JINIb, YTO OAWH U TOT XKC 00BEKT HOCUT JBa UMCHH.
JleBHH ke yKa3bIBaeT, YTO B JAHHOM ClIydae OOBSICHEHHE JOJKHO BOBJIC-
KaTh JEAYKTHBHOE OTHOLICHHE MEXIY IKCIUIAHAHCOM U AKCIUIaHAHIY-
MoM. HekTo MokeT 00BSICHUTD P, €clii OH CIIOCOOEH JIefyninpoBath P u3
yTBepXkIeHnH 00 3Kcruianance. [IpumMepomM MOKeT Ci1y)KUTh 0ObSICHEHHE
(heHOMEHA KUIIEHNUS BOJIBL, TI€ IOSBIICHHE ITy3BIPHKOB MOKET OBITH 00BSIC-
HEHO CCBUIKOI Ha MEKMOJIEKYJISIPHOE B3aUMO/ICHCTBIE 2JIEMEHTOB BOJIBI.

Ecnu 1Ba BBICKa3bIBaHUS JICyKTUBHO CBSI3aHbI IPYT C IPYTOM, TO Me-
XKLy HUMH MMeeTcsi HeoOxoaumas cBsizb. OIHaKO TakoW HEoOXOaMMOM
CBSI3U HET MEX[Y BBICKa3bIBAaHUSMH O MO3Te M (DEHOMEHAJILHOM CO3Ha-
HUM. MeX1y MeHTalIbHBIMU (pakTaMy M pU3NIECKUMH HEU30€KHO coXpa-
HSETCS] HEKUH MpoBasl B 00bsACHEHUH. [IpoBan B 00BACHEHNH — 3TO Tep-
MHH, 0003HAYAIOMINH TPYTHOCTh (U3MKAIUCTCKUX TEOPHUH CO3HAHUS
B O0BSICHCHHH TOTO, KaK (PU3MYCCKHE CBOWCTBA MTOPOXKIAIOT CITOCOO OIIy-
LIEHUs BelIeH B MOMEHT UX BocipusaTus. K mpumepy, yrBepkaenue «00ib
ecTh cTuMyJisiiust C-BOJIOKOHY sIBIIsieTCsl HH(POPMAaTHBHBIM B (pU3HOJIOTH-
YECKOM CMBICIIC, HO HUKAK HE IIOMOTAET HaM ITOHATH, KaK IEePEKUBACTCS
6011b. UTOOBI ITPUBECTH IPUMED SIBIICHNUS, B KOTOPOM HET 00BSICHUTEIILHO-
TO IpOBaa, NPEJICTABUM COBPEMEHHBIM KOMITBIOTEP: €CTh YTO-TO UyJec-
HOE B TOM, YTO Mbl MOXKEM MOJHOCTBIO O0BSICHUTH €r0 PadOTY C IIOMOILBIO
OJTHOTO YCTPOICTBA €0 COCTABHEIX YacTel n HaobopoT. HampoTus, cy0s-
eKTHBHBIH CO3HATEINILHBIM OIBIT 00pa3yeT OTHAeNbHbIH dQdeKT, Tpedyro-
W OTAETBHON NPUIHHBI, KOTOPYIO IPUXOANTCS WM TIOMEIIATh BHE (H-
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3MYECKOT0 MHpa WM OOBSBIATH HEU3BECTHBIM (DH3MUCCKUM SIBIICHHEM
(Levine, 1983: 87-89).

B o0mmem Bue 0003HAYEHHBIE B 9TUX TPeX MOIX01aX MPoOIeMbl UMe-
FOT BH/I METasI3bIKOBOTO TIapaoKca. MbI IbITaEMCsI C/I€IaTh 00OBEKTOM TO,
YTO JOJIKHO SABIIATHCS TAK)KE U MHCTPYMEHTOM, U B OTOM CIIy4ae PoLeay-
pa OOBEKTUBAIIMH HE MOKET OBITh BBIIIOJIHECHA. DTO BO MHOTOM CBSI3aHO C
TEM, YTO MBI IIBITACMCS ITOJIYYUTh JOCTYI K CO3HAHHIO TPU TTOMOIIU TEX
JKe JIOTHUYECKUX HHCTPYMECHTOB, KOTOPBIC SBIISTFOTCS HEOTHEMIICMOI YaCThIO
(hyHIaMEeHTABHBIX CBOMCTB caMOro co3HaHus. B 3ToM cityuae, Biipodem,
HE SICHO, YTO MOXKET BBICTYIUTH CBOETO POJa MHCTPYMEHTAJIbHBIM METa-
YPOBHEM, MTO3BOJISIOLIMM ITPOBECTH HEITPOTHBOPEYHUBYIO MIPOLIEAYPY OIH-
canwust. bosiee Toro, cozHaHue caMo 110 ¢eOe MOSBIISICTCS TOIBKO MPH YCII0-
BHUHU PabOTHI CAMUX 3THX MHCTPYMEHTOB (CHCTEMHBIX YCIOBHH BO3MOXK-
HocTH). HO B 3TOM cily4ae CO3HaHUE HENb3sl OMPEACTUTh B TCPMHHAX
OMPENIEIISIEMOT0 1 OIPEICIISIONICT0, 00BSICHIEMOT0 U OOBSICHSIFOILETO, TAK
KaK OHO MOKET HJIM BCEI/Ia OCTABATLCS TOJILKO OOBSICHSIOIIUM, HIIA COB-
MaJIaTh U C TEM, U C JIPYTHM, YTO 00ECCMBICIIUBACT BCIO MIPOIICTYPY 0OBsIC-
HEHHS B IICJIOM.

3akilo4yeHune: ucnbiTaHme ckenTtTmunM3mom

Wrak, camblii BaXHBII TE3UC TPAHCLEHIEHTAIN3Ma COCTOUT B TOM,
YTO yCIIOBHS (OPMHUPOBAHUSI MUPA CaMHU B MUPE HE BCTPEUAIOTCS. DTO 00-
11ee MOJI0KEHHE TPAHCIICHICHTAIN3Ma HANPSIMYIO CpabaThIBaeT B OTHO-
HICHUH MPOOJIEM CO3HAHUS: CO3HAHUE MOMPOCTY HE BCTPEYACTCS B MUPE;
MBI TOYHO 3HAaEM, YTO OHO €CTh (B KauecTBe (DYHKLIMOHAIILHOTO «KaK» ), HO
HUKOT'J]a He Hal{/IeM ero MOCPEe/IN BCEX JIOCTYITHBIX IPEIMETOB U (DaKTOB (B
Ka4yecTBe HEKOEro «4To»). CTporo roBops, Takast popMyIMpoBKa Ipeno-
JaraeT CKeNTHIN3M B Ka4eCTBE SIMHMCTEMUYECKON MO3UIMK. CKeNTHIIN3M
CTaHOBUTCS CEPhE3HBIM HCIIBITAHWEM TpaHcLeHJeHTanu3Ma [Hookway,
1999]. K ckentummsmy B (pminocouu Beersia OTHOCHINCH CKENTHYCCKH:
B CIIy4Yasx, KOTJa OH ObUI CIEJCTBUEM CBOETO POJa MHTEIUIEKTYaIbHOTO
KOKETCTBA, €0 PaCCMaTPUBAIIU KaK MI03EPCTBO, & B CIIy4asix, KOI/la OH 3a-
SIBJISIT O ce0e BIIOJIHE CEPbE3HO, €ro CUnTa N (OpMOi MOy IIHON Kamu-
Tymsiun. Kak Ob1 To HU ObLI0, prustocody Beeria CyniecTBEHHO CII0OXKHEE,
YeM y4eHOMY, ITPU3HATHCS B TOM, YTO OH HE 3HAaeT, KaK peuarh Ty WU
MHYIO TIpo0JieMy. DTO CBS3aHO C TPAAUIIHOHHBIMHU PA3IMIHIMH B METOIaX
Hay4HOro 1 Quitocodcekoro uccienoBanus. Eciam Hayka opueHTHpOBaHA
Ha ITONCK PEIICHUH BO BPEMEHH, BBIIBIDKCHHE M OTOpachIBaHUE I'MITOTES,
TO rtocopus HaieeTCst 0OPECTH YHUBEPCAIBHOE pEIIeHUE, KOTOpoe, 0y-
Jy4dl BEYHOW MCTHHOMW, ObUTO OBl HETIOABIACTHO BpEeMEHH. Takoe mpen-
cTaBiieHne o puocodckux cocobdax TOCTHKEHHUS UCTUHBI BCEphe3 Mepe-
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CMaTpHBaeTCsl B COBpeMEHHOH (hritocodru, 0coOCHHO aHATMTHUECKOH, 1
B HallIM THU HUI0CO(BI BCe Yalle 3asBIISIOT O TOM, YTO U B (GHIOCOPCKUX
pedrekcuax 3aBTpAITHUNA JE€HbP MOXKET OKaszaThCsl (P (EeKTUBHEE Cero-
nasHero. Ho, HecMOTpst Ha POHUKHOBEHUE B (QHIIOCODHIO 0XKHMITaHHH,
CBOWCTBEHHBIX HAayKe, BO3MOKHOCTH 3aHSTh CKENTHYECKYIO ITO3HILIHUIO
MO-TIPEKHEMY COMPOBOXKAAETCs Y (hrmitocodoB cepbe3HbIM JTUCKOM(OP-
TOM: CKENITHYECKHE BEPCHU OCTABJISIFOT HAC HACAMHE C HALIMMU JIOTa KA~
MH H CKOpee OTTOBapUBAaIOT OT JaJIbHEiIIero norucka. B ceoe onpasnanue
CKENTHKU YacTO 3asBISIFOT, YTO HE IMPOCTO OOMKOTHPYIOT UCCIIEIOBaHHE,
a TOMOTAIOT MOHATH M OCO3HATh, I0YEMY OKOHYATEIbHOE PEIICHHE TOH
WIN WHOW IpoOJieMbl OKa3bIBAETCS MPUHIMIHAIBHO HEIOCTHIKHMMBIM.
CKenTum3M JIaeT ONpeeICHHYIO SICHOCTh, YKa3bIBasi HCTUHHBIC MTPUYH-
HBI TeX 3aTPYIAHCHUH, C KOTOPBIMH CTAIKUBAIOTCS QUIIOCOPCKHE TeOpUH
[Skorupski, 1990].

B utore mbl nony4aem cienyrontyo quiieMmy. Harypanusm npejia-
raeT IO3UTHBHOE 3HAHHUE, HO, Oymay4ud aOCONIOTH3MPOBAHHBIM, OH JHOO
00oJTBIIaeTCS JIOKHON KapTHHOW (B CaMOM Havajie pearosaras peayu-
POBAHHYIO BCEJICHHYIO), JINOO CTPOUT IPOTHBOPEUUBBIC TEOPUH (HATIPH-
Mep, HU3MKaIN3M B BHJIE TEOPHU TOXJECTBa). TpaHCIEHICHTAIN3M K
MIPOKJIA/ILIBACT IPAHMIIBI, HO MTPOKJIAABIBACT UX MPABUIILHO: OH XOTS M HE
HMHIYLMpPYeT O3UTHBHOE 3HAHUE, HO U He 00pasyeT nporusopeunii. [Ipu
9TOM MOXKET BO3HHKHYTb OITACEHHE, YTO TPAHCLICHICHTAIFHOE 3HAHNE He-
TIOJTHO, HO 9TO HE COBCEM TaK: OHO IMOJHO, TaK KaK 3aTparuBacT BCe dJe-
MEHTBI, HO B OTHOIIEHHHU TeX (CTPYKTYpPHBIX) KOMIIOHEHTOB, KOTOPbIE HE
[IPEAINOJIAraloT ONpPeJMEUUBAHUS, TPAHCIEH/ICHTAIN3M BBICKA3bIBACTCS
B KPUTHYECKOM JyXe HEBO3MOMKHOCTH CO3/IaHHS 3aKOHYEHHOH TEOpUH
[Franks, 2005].

VYuuThIBasg CKa3aHHOE, MOXKHO IOIBITATHCS MOHSATH CHTYaIHIO, KO-
TOpast CJI0XKMIACh B 00JIACTH COBPEMEHHOW aHAJTMTHUECKOH (HiIocopun.
CoxpaHsromasics MOMyJIIPHOCTh HATypaJlM3Ma OOBSCHSACTCS TeM, 4TO Y
TPaHCLECH/ICHTAIM3MA HET COJICPIKATeIIbHBIX aJbTEPHATUB B BUJE 00BsIC-
HUTEJBHBIX TEOPUH, XOTSI K IMEETCSI Cepbe3Hast U HEPE/IKO MOUTH pas3py-
IMTeNnbHas Ui HaTypaiau3ma kputuka [Cassam, 2009]. B cBsi3u ¢ 3tum
BO3HHUKAET OLIyLIeHHE, 4TO (Gri1oco(bl MBITAIOTCS NepiKaThCs MOAXOH0B
XOThb W He 0e3yNpeyHbIX, HO JAIOLNIMX HEKOTOPOE MO3UTHBHOE 3HAHHE,
¢ KOTOPBIM MOKHO JTHOO0 cornamatbes, oo HeT [Kitcher, 1992: 68—69].
Tak, B cHITy HEKOTOPO# H3HAYAILHOIM HEMOMYJIIPHOCTH CKENITHYECKUX T10-
3MIMH yKa3zaHue Ha HepenraeMocTh mind-body problem B o6nactu anasu-
THYECKOH (HIocoGuu CO3HAHMS BBIIVIAUT IS MCCIEoBaTeIed CIIMII-
KOM OOJIBILIMM Pa304apoBaHHEM, YTOOBI 3TOT ITOJXO0J MOT IPETCHIOBATh
Ha MaccoBoOe Npu3HaHue. HecMOTps Ha TO 4TO aHTHHATYPAIU3M IPE/ICTAB-
JIEH JTAJIEKO HE TOJBKO CKENTHYECKHUMHU TEOPUSMH, aHTHHATYPaIIMCTCKHE
[IPOrpaMMbl MOYKHO OXapaKTepH30BaTh KaK B OCHOBHOM KPHTHUYECKHE.
['7aBHBI aKIEHT B HUX C/IeJIaH Ha KPUTHKE CYLIECTBYIOMNX (PU3UKAINCT-
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MPOBEPIAET JIU APTYMEHT KAY3AJIbHbIX
TPAEKTOPUI JIOKAJIbHYIO CYNEPBEHTHOCTb
MEHTAJIbHOIo HAZ ®U3U4HECKUM?

Amutpnii bopucoBuy
BonkoB — kaHaupaT du-
N0COMCKUX HayK, COAM-
pekTop HIM «Mockos-
CKUIA LEHTp UccnefoBa-
HUA CO3HAHUA».
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Tesuc o cynepseHTHOCTU (TC) MeHTanbHOro Haj huU3nyeckum sensetcs obuenpu-
HATbIM B COBPEMEHHOMN (hUnocodum co3HaHNA. APryMeHT Kay3asbHbIX TPAaeKTOpHii
(AKT1), npepnoxeHHeiit B.B. BacunbeBbimM, HanpaBaeH npoTMB 3TOr0 Te3uca, B 4acT-
HOCTM NPOTWB NOKANBHOI CynepBeHTHOCTU. B HacTosweil cTaTbe aBTop 3aluiaeT
TC 1 nokasblBaeT, YTO €CU aprymMeHT MnojBepraeT COMHEHNIO NIOKabHYI0 cynep-
BEHTHOCTb, OH CKOpee BCEro MOfBEpPraeT COMHEHUIO W rN06anbHyl0 CynepBeHT-
HOCTb. 310 cBOeobpa3Hoe reduction ad absurdum aprymenTta. OfHaKo faHHbIi Bbi-
BOJ He OKOHuYaTeneH. bonee HapjeXHbIM ABAAETCA BTOPOI CNOCOG ONpOBEPKEHNUs
aprymeHTa — j0Ka3aTenbCTBO OT NPOTUBHOTO. B cTaTbe NpeAnoxeH HOBbI apryMeHT
(AKT2), cxoaHblit N0 CBOEIl CTPYKTYpe C apryMeHTOM Kay3anbHbIX TPAeKTOpWii, HO
NPUBOAALMIA K OYEBUAHO NOXKHBIM BbIBOAAM. Ecnu aprymenTsl AKT1 n AKT2 aHano-
TUYHbI, TO 062 apryMeHTa I0XKHbI. B cTaTbe paccMOTpeHo BO3MOXKHOE BO3paXeHue —
yKasaHue Ha To, yto AKT1 n AKT2 pasnuuatotcs us-3a otcytcteus B AKT2 kBanua,
nokasaHo, 4to u B AKT1 KBanua He MMelOT 3HayeHus. B 3aknioueHne npepcTaBneHo
pelueHe napagokca ABOMHMKOB C pa3HbiMu Grorpaduueckumu uctopuamu. Mapa-
[IOKC NpepsioxeH BacunbeBbiM B KauecTBe UANIOCTPALUN aBCYPAHOCTU CleACTBHUIA
TC. OaHako 6onee NoApo6bHOE paccCMOTPEHME ITOrO MbICIEHHOTO 3KCMEPUMEHTa Mo-
Ka3blBaeT, YTO TE3UC O JIOKaJIbHON CYyNepBEHTHOCTU He BEAET K abcypaHbIM nocnep-
cTBuAM. Takum 06pasom, npeacTasasetcs, uto TC 3awmieH.

Kntoyessle cnosa: ncuxohusnyeckasn npobnema, NoKanbHas CynepBeHTHOCTb, UH-
TepaKLMOHN3M, apryMeHT Kay3abHbIX TPAeKTOPUil.
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Thesis of supervenience (TS) of mental on physical is a common ground for many
contemporary analytic philosophers. The argument from the causal trajectories
presented by V. Vasilyev (ACT 1) is challenging this principle, in particular the local
supervenience. In this paper the author defends the thesis of supervenience. He
demonstrates that if the argument from causal trajectories undermines the local
supervenience, it also undermines the global supervenience of mental on physical.
This is a kind of reductio ad absurdum of the initial argument. However this may
sound inconclusive. The author presents a more reliable way to disapprove the ar-
gument — proof by contradiction. In this paper he suggest another argument (ACT
2) which is analogous the ACT 1, but which leads to obviously false conclusions. If
two arguments are analogous, then both arguments must be false. The author of
this paper considers possible objections. The first objection has to do with qualia.
One may suggest that two arguments are different because of the lack of qualia in
the ACT 2. However it is demonstrated that qualia plays no significant role in the
firstargument as well. So it doesn’t make a relevant difference. The second objecti-
on is the superficial absurdity of the consequences of TS suggested by Vasilyev, na-
mely the thought experiment with the two identical persons with different auto-



OMPOBEPIAET /I APTYMEHT KAY3AJIbHbIX TPAEKTOPUNA...

1

biographical causal trajectories. This paradox is supposed to demonstrate the inconsistency of TS.
However it is shown in the paper that there are no inconsistencies and the thought experiment do-
esn’t demonstrate that the TS is false. Thus thesis for supervenience is defended.

Key words: supervenience, mind-body problem, interactionism, mental and physical properties, ar-
gument from causal trajectories.

OTHOWEeHne CynepBeHTHOCTH

CynepBeHTHOCTb — 3TO XapaKTePUCTHKA OTHOLICHUS MEXIY pa3iiny-
HBIMHU CBO¥cTBaMHU 00BekTa. Habop CBOMCTB A SBIAETCS CyNEpBEHTHBIM
T10 OTHOIICHUIO K Habopy cBOHCTB b B TOM city4ae, eciiv 00beKT HE MOXKET
pasiuuathes B cBoiicTBax A Ge3 pasmuumii B cBoiicTeax B!, Cynepsent-
HOCTh MOET OBITh JIOKAIbHOW U TII00ansHON. Ecim cymepBeHTHOCTD yT-
BEPIK1AeTCsl IO OTHOLIEHHUIO KO BCEMY MUPY — 9TO YTBEPXKJICHNE TI100a1b-
HOH CYIIEPBCHTHOCTH, a €CJIM B OTHOMICHUN UHAUBUAYAJIbHBIX 06’I>eKTOB -
JIOKaJIbHON CYNEPBEHTHOCTH. JIOKabHAsK CYTIEpPBEHTHOCTD — 00JIEE CHITh-
Hoe yTBepxaeHue. Ecnu B Mupe CyIiecTByeT J0KalbHas CylepBEHTHOCTD,
TO B HEM TAKXEC MPUCYTCTBYCT U FJ'[OGaI[I)HaSI CYNEPBCHTHOCTb, HO HEC Ha-
000poT.

CynepBeHTHBIMH SIBJISIFOTCS PA3IUYHbIE BEICOKOYPOBHEBBIC CBOICTBA
10 OTHOIIEHHIO K HU3KOYPOBHEBBIM, (hyHIameHTanpHbIM. Hampumep,
OnoornYecKue CBOMCTBA CYNEPBEHTHBI Ha/l (PU3NIECKUMH, T.€. OOBEKT,
H[leHTPI‘-IHI:Iﬁ 10 (l)l/[?,l/l‘-leCKI/IM CBOﬁCTBaM, UACHTUYCH U II0 6I/IOJ'IOFI/ILIC-
ckuM cBoiicTBaM. Ckaxem, 1Ba )KUBOTHBIX, HJICHTHYHBIC 110 CBOH (pu3nte-
CKOMW CTPYKType, HE MOT'YT ObITh OTHOBPEMEHHO >KHpa(oM 1 HexHupadoM.
Han ¢usnyeckiMu cBOWCTBaMU CYIIEPBEHTHBI TAKIKE ACTETUUECKHE CBOM-
ctBa. OMHAKOBBIE B (PU3MUECKOM IUIAHE KAPTUHBI HE MOTYT Pa3INuaThCs
o kpacore. Ho oanHakoBbie 10 CBOMM (PU3HYECKUM M ICTETHYECKUM
CBOMCTBaM KapTHHBI MOT'YT pa3jMuyaThCs IO cBOoeH neHHocTH. IIpencra-
BHMM, 4TO CYIIECTBYET MJcanbHas Konus kapTuHbl MyHka «Kpuky». Ilo
CBOMM 3CTETUYECKUM XapaKTEPUCTUKAM OHA IOJIHOCTBIO COOTBETCTBYET
opuruHaity. Ho ee nenHocts Oyaer coBceM MHOU. B mpon3BeneHusx nc-
KyCCTBa BaXKE€H HE TOJBKO (haKTUUECKUH Pe3ysIbTaT, HO ¥ €ro OpUTHHAIb-
HOCTb. [IpHHAANEKHOCTD KHCTU KOHKPETHOTO XYJO’KHHKA K HUCTOpUYE-
CKOM 3ITOXE SIBJISICTCS KIIFOUECBBIM IIpu OIpEACICHUN IEHHOCTU IPONU3BEIC-
Hus. [ToaTOMY LIEHHOCTB IPOU3BEAECHUS UCKYCCTBA HE SBIISIETCS JTOKATbHO
CYINIEPBEHTHBIM HaJl ero (pu3nuecKuMu cBolcTBaMu. OTHOIICHHE MEXITY
(bU3MYeCKUMH CBOHCTBAMH M LIEHHOCTHIO NPOU3BEICHHH HCKYCCTB — 3TO
OTHOUIEHHE TI00aTBEHON CyIIEePBEHTHOCTH.

CynepBeHTHOCTh CKOpee BCEro CyLIECTBYET MEXIY (DU3NUECKHMHU
1 MEHTAJIbHBIMU XapaKTEPUCTUKaMH. Belb MEHTaJIbHBIE XapaKTEPUCTUKU

! OyHUM U3 MIEpBBIX STOT TEPMUH B COBPEMEHHOM CMBIC/IE CTAJl YTIOTPEGIATE OKCHOP-
ckuil punocod P. Xoiip [Hare, 1984].
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3aBHCUMBI OT (PU3MYCCKUX U M3MCHCHUS (PH3UUCCKUX XaPAKTCPUCTUK BE-
JIET K I3MEHEHUIO MCHTAIBHBIX. B 3TOM CMEBICTIE yTBEpKICHUE CYTIEPBEHT-
HOCTH SIBJISIETCSI YACTBIO pelIeHus ncuxodusndeckoit npoodiemst. Pacmpo-
CTpaHEHHE TOTO IMOHATHS B COBPEeMEHHOH (prmocoru coO3HAHUS CBA3aHO
¢ Honanbnom J[pBuaconom. B crarbe «Menranbabie coObiTs» (1970) on
mucall: «MeHTanbHbIe COOBITHS B HEKOTOPOM CMEBICIIC 3aBHCHMBI FUTH
CYNIEpBEHTHBI HaJ| (U3MYECKUMH XapakTepucTukamu. [lojx cyrnepBeHT-
HOCTBIO S 3/IeCh ITOJIPa3yMEBAl0 HEBO3MOXKHOCTH CYIIECCTBOBAHHS IBYX
CO6I)ITPII>1, NJCHTUYHBIX B (1)1/13I/I‘IeCKOM IJ1aHe, HO pa3Invaromuxcs B MEH-
TaJIBHOM, & TaK)Ke HEBO3MOXKHOCTh M3MEHEHHS MCHTAJIBHBIX XapaKTepH-
CTHK 0e3 m3MeHeHus pusudeckux» [Davidson, 2006: 214]. Benen 3a Jl»-
BUIICOHOM MHOTHE (QMIOCO(QBI-aHATTUTHKH CTAH HCCIEI0BATh ATO OTHO-
IMeHre MPUMEHUTENbHO K co3Hanuio. Cpeau Hux k. Kuwm, JI. JIprouc,
. Yanmepc u ap. [Kim, 1998; Kim, 2006; Kim, 2010; Lewis, 1983; Yai-
Mmepc, 2013]. TpaaulInOHHBIM SIBIISIETCS] YTBEPKACHHUE JTOKAIBHOH CyTep-
BEHTHOCTH CBOWCTB CO3HAHUS HaJ MO3roM. Takoil MO3MWIHU IPUACPIKHU-
BaeTcst OOJBIMUHCTBO (rmocodoB. B 3ToM kKoHTEKCTe Hambosee Jr060-
MIBITHOW SIBJISICTCS TIOTIBITKA OTMPOBEPTHYTH JIOKAJIBHYIO CYIIEPBEHTHOCTh
CO3HAHHUS HaJ MO3TOM C MTOMOIIBIO apryMeHTa Kay3aJbHBIX TPACKTOPHIl
COBpEMEHHOr0 poccuiickoro ¢uiocoda B.B. Bacuibena.

AprymeHT Kay3aJibHbIX TPAeKTOpPUi NPOTUB
JIOKaNIbHOM CYNEepBEeHTHOCTH

AprymeHT BacuibeBa cpopMynpoBaH B BUE TPEX MTOCHITIOK U BBIBO-
na. [lepBast — 9TO yTBEpKJICHUE O TOM, YTO OJMHAKOBBIE COOBITHSI MOTYT
MUMETh Pa3Hble IPUYUHBL. BOT map momain B Ty3y, OH MOT TaM OKa3aThCs
CaMbIMHU Pa3JIMYHBIMH CHOCO0AMU, B Pe3yJbTaTe CaMbIX Pa3JIMUHBIX CO-
yAapeHui U JBIKEHUS 110 MHOKECTBY TpaekTopuii. Kak, Bripouem, mrobas
BEIllb MOTJIa OKa3aThCsl TaM, IJIe OHa €CTh, MHOXKECTBOM Pa3JIMYHBIX CIO-
co6oB. [Tockuka BeITIIAAUT OeccriopHOil. Bropast mochuika — 3T0 KOHCTa-
Taus TOro, 4TO HNaMsThb OTPpAXKaET CO6LITI/IH, MponucxoauBLIINE C cy61,el<-
TOM B TIPOIILIOM, T.€. OTPAXKAET Kay3aJbHYIO HCTOpHIO cyObekTa. KoHneuno,
MaMsTh MOXET MPEJCTaBIISITh Kay3aJbHYI0 UCTOPHIO OLIMOOYHBIM 00pa-
30M, HO 3TO CKOpee UCKIIIoYeHue, 4yeM HopMa. CToJIb e HECOMHEHHO, 110
MHCHHIO BacuibeBa, 4To BOCIIOMHUHAHUS MPEACTABIISIFOT COOOM MpHUBaT-
HBIC KBAJIMATUBHBIEC COCTOSHUS 1 00pa3yIOT OCHOBY YOCXKICHUH, *KeTaHuH
U IPYTUX OCO3HAHHBIX COCTOSIHUH CyOBeKTa. TpeThs MOCHUIKA yKa3bIBaeT
Ha KOPPEJISLIUIO TOBEACHHS U JKeJIaHWH. JTa NOChUIKA HE OTPHUIIAeTCs J1a-
JKe MU(PEHOMEHAINCTaMH, KOTOPBIE, IIPaB/ia, CYMTAIOT, YTO KOPPEISINs
HE UMEET OTHOIICHHS K IIPUYMHHO-CIICICTBEHHOM 1IeTTH. A BOT IIpeJICTaB-
JICHHBIA apTyMEHT 3aCTaBIIIET HAC CKIIOHUTHCS K 00patHOMY. OOBeanHsSA
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MIOCBUIKH, BacuiibeB nomy4daet cieayromyto kaptuy. « Eciu peansHo, 94To
OJIHO U TO K€ COOBITHE MJIM KOMIUIEKC COOBITHI MOTIJIN OBl IOPOMKIATHCS
Pa3HBIMU IPUYUHAMH U €CITH MOW MO3T B JJAHHBI MOMEHT BPEMEHH MOKET
paccMaTpuBaTHCS KaK TPOMAIHBIA KOMIUICKC (PU3MYECKUX COOBITHH (He-
KOTOPBIE COCTABIIIONIME KOTOPOTO MOIJIM Obl HMETh U WHBIC IPUYUHBI),
TO, OYEBHU/HO, YTO OH MOT OKa3aThCs B JAHHOM COCTOSIHUU B pe3yJbTare
CaMBbIX Pa3HBIX MPE/IICCTBYIONIMX COOBITHH. VIHBIMU CITOBaMHU, MO MO3T. ...
MOT MIMETh WHYIO Kay3aJIbHYIO HCTOPHIO, HEXKEIH Ta, YTO JEHCTBUTEIHLHO
Obls1a y MEHS M COCTaBIIsUIa MOTO JKU3Hb. Ho eciii Ob1 y MeHs1 Oblita MHas HC-
TOpHSL, TO, KaK CJIyeT N3 BTOPOH MOCBUIKH, 51 0071a1ai ObI ceifyac Ipyru-
MU BOCIIOMUHAHUSIMH U OTH JPyrHe BOCHOMHHAHMS (YHAUPOBAIH Obl
HHbIe YOexIeHus: 1 xenanus. [T0CKOIbKY e MO YOSXKIEHUS U Kella-
HUSL. .. CKOPPEIUPOBAHBI C MOUM TIOBEACHNEM (TPEThS MOCBIIKA), TO, 00Ia-
Jast IPYTUMH YOEXKICHUSIMH 1 SKEJIAHHUSIMH, 51 BeJl ObI ce0sl MHAUe, 4eM BeIy
ceOst B TaHHBIN MOMEHT. ..» [Bacmibes, 2009: 218]. Urak, u3 aprymenra
CJIEyeT, Y4TO, HAXOMASCh B TOM XK€ CaMOM (PU3NYECKOM COCTOSIHUH, CyOb-
€KT MOT OblI BECTH €051 pa3IMuHbIM 00pa3oM. DTH pa3ianuus 00yCIOBIH-
BAaIOTCS TOJIBKO €r0 KBAJMATHBHBIMU MEHTAIBHBIMH COJCP)KAaHUAMH, Pa3-
JMYHBIMHA YOCXKICHUSMU W JKEJAHWSIMH, U HUKAKOH aHAJIN3 HAIWYHOTO
(PU3MYECKOT0 COCTOSIHUS HE CIIOCOOEH JaTh TOYHOTO ITPOTrHO3a JACHCTBUH
cyObekTa. MeHTalbHbIe COCTOSIHUS JICHCTBEHHBI, a 3HAYHT, dH(EHOME-
HaJIU3M JIOKEH.

Ho onpoBepxkenue snmdeHoMeHann3Ma, ¢ MOel TOUKH 3pEHHs, He ca-
MO€ KPUTHYHOE M3 CIEJCTBUM apryMeHTa Kay3albHBIX TpaekTopuil. ['o-
paszo OoJiee 3HAUMMBIM Ka)KeTCsl OIPOBEPIKEHUE TOTO, YTO SIBJISIETCS] 00-
UM MECTOM COBPEMEHHBIX TEOPHH CO3HAHHS, — TE3UCa O CYNEPBEHT-
HoctH (TC) MEHTABHBIX COMIEPKAHUIN HAJl COCTOSHISIMUA MO3Ta.

Bo03MOXHBI KaK MUHUMYM TpH (POPMYJIMPOBKH TE3HCA O CYNEpBEHT-
Hoctu: (1) MeHTanpHOE CYNIepBEHTHO HAJ| (PU3NYECKUM B TOM CIIydae, KO-
T/1a ecIi HeuTo X MMeeT MEHTalIbHOE CBOUCTBO M, TO nMeeT (hu3ndeckoe
CBOMCTBO P, Takoe, 4To X nuMeeT P, 1 HeOOXOQUMO, YTO BCIKUN OOBEKT,
oOmamatommii P, nanenen M: (2) MeHTanbHOE CylnepBeHTHO HaJl pu3Hde-
CKUM B TOM CMBICJI€, YTO O0OBEKThI, COBEPIIIEHHO OJJMHAKOBBIC B CBOMX (H-
3UYECKUX CBOMCTBAaX, HE MOTYT OTJIMYATHCS OTHOCUTEIBHO MEHTAIIbHBIX
cBoiicTB: (3) MeHTampHOE CYTIEPBEHTHO Hall (PU3NIECKUM B TOM CMBICIIE,
YTO MHPBI, OIMHAKOBBIE BO BCEX (PU3NYECKUX OTHOLICHUSX, OJMHAKOBBI
1 BO BCEX MEHTAJIbHBIX OTHOLIEHUSX, T.€. MUPbI, O/INHAKOBBIE (PU3HUYECKH,
COBEpIICHHO 0ANHAKOBBI B 1esioM [Kim, 2006]. Cuia 9TUX yTBEpkKISHUH
pasznuuna. Hanbosee CHIIbHBIM sIBIIsIeTCsl yTBepkaeHue (1), Tak Kak OHO
(UKCHpYeT CYNEepBEHTHOCTh Ja)ke OJHOTO H30JMPOBAHHOIO CBOWCTBA,
a Hamboutee caadbIM — yTBepKAeHUE (3), TaK KaK B HEM YTBEPIKIACTCS CY-
MIEPBEHTHOCTH TOJILKO MUPOB B IieJIoM. Eciu ycioBusi, onucaHHbIe B yT-
BepxkaeHnu (1), BBIMOIHSIOTCS, TO OyIyT BBINOJHATHCS U yclIoBus (2).
A ecJH BBITTOITHSIOTCS YCIIOBUS IO YTBEPKACHUIO (2), aBTOMAaTHUECKH 0y~
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JIYT BBITIOJIHEHBI M YCIIOBHS 110 yTBepkaeHHIo (3). Onpenenenue (3) Gpuk-
CHpYeT OTHOIIICHHE TTI00aIbHON CYTIepBEHTHOCTH, a onpenenenue (1)—(2) —
JoKanbHOH. MTak, Kak COOTHOCSTCS TPU BapHaHTa Te3uca C CyIEpBEHT-
HOCTH C BBIBOJIOM apryMEHTa Kay3aJIbHBIX TPACKTOPHHA?

OueBHIHO, peayibHasi BO3MOYKHOCTh CYIIECTBOBAHUS JIBYX HICHTHY-
HBIX JFOJICH C Pa3HBIMHA MEHTAJIBHBIMH COCTOSIHUSIMH, JIOITyCKaeMasi B Kade-
CTBE pe3yJibTaTa aprymMenra, npotuBopeuut Bapuanty 1 TC. Ho cam aBTop
Co00IIaeT, YTO €ro BHIBOJBI HE MPOTHBOPEYAT II100aIbHON CYNEpPBEHTHO-
ctu: «Ilocnenusist hopMyIIMpOBKa BbIpayKaeT TaK Ha3bIBAEMYIO ITI0OAIBHYTO
CYNEPBEHTHOCTb, X MBI YBHJIMM, YTO TPEITI0KECHHBIC MHOI apryMEHTHI HE
orpuiaioT ee. Bropas gopmynrpoBka ToKe HE OIMPOBEPracTcsi UMM, €CIIN
OHa JOIYCKAaeT IMOOAIBHYI0 MHTeprpeTanuo. OmuO0YHO JHIIb IepBOe
nonuManue» [Bacunbes, 2009: 243]. Yto ke nmonyyaetcsa? [lepen Hamu He-
OXMIaHHAS M YIMBUTEIBHO KPACHBasi KapTHHA MUpa. MeHTaJIbHBIE COCTOS-
HUSI OTAMYAIOTCS OT (prsndeckux. [Ipu 3ToM oHM He SnH(EeHOMEHANBHHI,
a ieficTBeHHbl. OHM BIMSIOT Ha oBeeHue. Ho n3-3a sToro BiusiHUS HE pas-
PYLIAIOTCS 3aKOHBI IPUPOJBI, B TOM YUCiIe (PyHIaMEHTAIBHBIN 3aKOH CO-
XpaHEeHUs! YHEPrui. MeHTaIbHOE SBIISIETCS TIOCPEAHUKOM, YCIOBHEM BIIUS-
HUS HEJIOKAJIBbHBIX (PM3NUECKUX (JaKTOPOB, & IOKAIBHO — TPUYHHOMN TTOBEIC-
HUS. MeHTabHas Kay3albHOCTh 3allMIICHA, TIICTHOCTh YCHIMH YYEHBIX
HAWTH KOPPETATH MEHTAIBHBIM COCTOAHUSIM 00BscHeHa, [IK3 coxpanew,
U... B KayecTBe DOHyca MOJIydeH KIIIOY JUIsl PEIICHUs ABYX (HI0co(CKUX
po0IIeM — «TPYIHOH MPOOIEeMBI CO3HAHHS» M MPOOIEMBI TOXK/ISCTBA JINY-
HocTH. M3 momoOHOM KapTHHBI CIIENlyeT, 4TO CO3HATEJBbHBIC COCTOSHUS
CYIIECTBYIOT ITIOTOMY, YTO HEOOXO IMMBI JJIsl TEHEPAIIH YEIT0BEYECKOTO 0~
BesieHns1 (0e3 HUX MOBE/ICHHE Pa3yMHOIo YesoBeKa ObUIo Obl IPOCTO He-
BO3MOXKHO), ¥ YTO TOXJIECTBO JINYHOCTH HE CBSI3aHO TOJIBKO JIMIIb C TOXKIE-
CTBOM Tella, & C TOXKAECTBOM Kay3allbHOW HCTOPHH, 3a(hMKCUPOBAHHOMN
B MEHTAJIBHBIX COCTOSIHMSX. UTO 3K, €cin 3TO MOCTPOSHNE TOMUMO CBOMX
6CCCHOpHBIX OCTCTUYCCKUX KaY€CTB CMOXKET BBIACPKATH KpPITI/I‘{eCKPIﬁ aHa-
JM3, 3TO KPYNHBIA ycHex, Aaxe NMpopsiB B Guinocodun. Mrtak, yauTsiBas
3HAYUMOCTb BbBIBOJOB, BEPHEMCA K aPI'yMCHTY M IONBITACMCA JIJIA Hadalia
MIPOBEPHTH, JACHCTBUTEIHLHO JI OH OTIPOBEPTaCT TE3UC O JIOKAIBHOM CcyTiep-
BEHTHOCTH, COXPaHsIsl IPH 3TOM INI00AIbHbIN BapHaHT. IMEHHO B 3TOM CITy-
yae oH coBMecTiM ¢ [IK3, BinchIBaeTCsl B COBpEMEHHYIO HAYYHYIO KapTHHY
MHpPa U COTIACyeTCst ¢ 6a30BbIMU €CTECTBEHHBIMU YCTaHOBKAMH.

JlokanbHaqa nnn rnod6anbHas
CYNepBeHTHOCTb?

Bronne BEPOATHO, B UCXOAHOM BUJC apTryMCHT Z[CﬁCTBHTeJ'ILHO Ha-
TMPaBJICH UCKIIIOYUTEIBHO IIPOTUB JIOKaJILHOU CYINEPBEHTHOCTH MEHTAJIb-
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Horo Haj (usnueckuM. Ho ecTh BEpOSTHOCTB, YTO €CIIM apryMEHT BEPEH,
€ro BapualMio MOXHO MCIIOJIb30BATh M IPOTHB INI00aJIbHON CYNIEpBEHTHO-
ctu. Torma paccyXaeHHS CTPOMINCH OBl crieaytomuM obpaszom. (1) Y oxn-
HAaKOBBIX COOBITHI MOTYT OBITh pa3Hble MPUYMHBL. TakuM 0Opa3om, eciin
TEKyIIIee COCTOSIHUE MHUPa ITPECTaBIISIET COOOH THTaHTCKUIT KOMILIEKC CO-
OBITHIL, 9TH K€ COOBITHSI MOTJIM MIPOU30MTH BCIIEACTBHE APYTHX IPHYHH.
(2) MamsTh 011 OOBIYHO OTpaXKaET COOBITHSI, KOTOPBIEC IIPOUCXOIMIH C
HUMH B niporioM. Ho ecim 661 y HUX OBIIO APYroe MpoIuIoe, HX MaMsaTh
nmena Ovl gpyroe coaepskanue. (B) CienoBarensHO, BO3MOXKHO, 9TO Cy-
IECTBOBAJI OBbI MUP, OJHOCTHIO HJICHTUYHBII HAallIEMy, HO OTJIMYAIOIITH-
Csl OT HEro CO/ICPYKAHUEM MEHTAIbHBIX COCTOSIHUI HACEISBILUX €ro JII0-
Jeid. DTo cie/IcTBUE MPOTHBOPEUUT TE3UCY O TII00aJIbHON CyNepBEHTHO-
CTH: TE3HCYy O TOM, YTO MHPBI, OJMHAKOBBIC (DU3NUECKH, COBEPIICHHO
OJIMHAKOBBI B IIEJIOM. BBIXOIUT, 4TO apryMeHT Kay3aJIbHBIX TPAEKTOPHI
HalpaBJIeH ¥ IPOTUB II100ABHOM CYIIepBEHTHOCTH?

ABTOp mpennonaraeT Nogo0HOr0 Poja 3aMEYaHMsI U 3aBEAOMO HE CO-
riaceH ¢ BeIBOAOM. CKopee BCero OH KPUTHKOBAJ OBl MEPBYIO MOCBUIKY
B HaIIEM H3JI0KEHUU. XOTsI OJJHO CHHTYJISIPHOE COOBITHE (MCTIONB3YS Tep-
MHHOJIOTHIO BacuiibeBa) MOKET HMETh MHOKECTBO ITPEIIECTBYIOIINX CO-
OBITHII B KA4eCTBEC MPUUYUHBI. BeCh KOMITJICKC COOBITHH, COCTABIISFOLIUI
COCTOSTHMSI MHPa B MOMEHT #, MOT ObI IMETh TOJILKO OJJHO NPEIIECTBYIO-
11ee COCTOSIHUE, TO, KOTOPOE OBLIO B AEHCTBUTEIBHOCTH, T.€. Y TEKYIIEro
COBOKYIHOTO cOoOBITHS — CoObimus A MOXET OBITh TOJIBKO OJJMH aHTEIe-
nent — Coovimue B (TCC — Te3uc 0o cOBOKYyIHOM coObITHH). HO KakoBBI
OCHOBaHHSI CUUTATh UMEHHO TaK?

VY BacunbeBa ecTh B€ TAKTHKH 3alIUTHI 3TOro Te3nuca. OHa 0CcHO-
BBIBACTCS Ha aHAJIM3€ MIPUHIUIIOB 37paBoro cMbicia. [lo MHeHHIO aBTO-
pa, OTU IOJIOXKEHUSI HE MOTYT OBITh OCIIOPEHBI, TAK KaK OTPaXKaroT YCT-
POWCTBO HAIIMX IMO3HABATENBHBIX cHOCOOHOCTEH. OMHUM M3 6a30BBIX
MOJIOKEeHNH BacuibeB cunTaer yoeXeHNE «B TOKIECTBEHHOCTH OyIy-
LIero nponIioMy». Ha HeM mocTpoeHs! pyrue: Bepa B CyIIeCTBOBAHUE
MIPUYHH Y KaXKJI0TO COOBITHS, YOCKIEHUE B TOM, YTO IIPH TOYHOM IO-
BTOPEHHH B OYJyIIeM Te€X COOBITHI, KOTOPBIE HMEJIN MECTO B ITPOLILIOM,
32 HUMH TIOCJIEYeT TO, YTO CIIEI0BAJIO 33 HUMH TOT'/1a, KOTa MbI paHbIIE
omymanu ux» [Bacunees, 2009: 208], npuHINT Kay3aIbHOH 3aMKHYTO-
ctu ¢usndeckoro. ITo MHeHHMI0 BacuibeBa, akcmoma TOXJIECTBA IPO-
LIJIOT0 ¥ OyAyIIero 00yCIoBIMBACT TAK)KE BEPY B BO3MOKHOCTD CYIIECT-
BOBAHUS TOJIBKO OJHOM NMPUYUHBI, TOJIBKO 0gHOro CoObITHS A, Tpeie-
ctBytomero CoosiTuio B. MHe Kaxercs:, 4To clIe/l0BaHNE 3[€Ch JJAIEKO
He oueBnaHOe. Ho B TaHHOM citydae st He Oepych OLEHMBATh YMO3aKJIO-
yeHns Bacnnbesa, Tak kak MeTo]] GrI10co(CTBOBAHUS, KOTOPBIN IIPHMe-
HSIET aBTOP, YACTUYHO BBIXOIMT 33 aHAJIMTHYECKUI AUCKYPC U IIPEICTaB-
JsieT 000 BapUaHT aHAMTHYECKONH ()EHOMEHOJIOTHH, JT0BOJIBHO PEIKO
UCTIONB3YIOUINNCS COBpEeMEHHBIMU (puitocodamu. Bripouem, k BbIBOIaM
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aBTOpA MIPOJIOKEH U APYToil MyTh, KOTOPBIH MPOIIE TPOCIETUTH U IPOBE-
puth. OH mpencTaBieH B caMoif HOBOH kHure B. BacunbeBa «Co3Hnanue
Y BEIN».

®dunoco cpaBHUBAET JBA ONMHUCAHUS COOBITUS — OTCKOK MsS4a OT
MOBEPXHOCTH simpliciter 1 OTCKOK Ms4a OT OBEPXHOCTH Ha TaKOE-TO
paccrostnue. O6a coOBITHS MOTYT OBITH CIIEICTBUEM MHOXKECTBA MPH-
YUH, HAIPUMEp yAapa 10 MIdy JPyTHM MS4O0M, UIIH TEHHUCHON paKeT-
KOH, MJIN HEYCTOMYNBOTO MCXOAHOTO MOJIOKEHHUS Ms4a Ha MIOCKOCTH.
Ho BTOpoe onucanue siBisieTcst 00jee KOHKPETHBIM M B 3TOM CMBICIIE
Cy’KaeT TOPU30HT BO3MOXKHBIX NPUYHMH (TIPEAIIECCTBYIOIINX COCTOS-
Huit). Kaxkercs, 9T0 KOHKpETHU3aIMs ONUCAHUSA COOBITHI yMEHBIIACT
BO3MOYKHBIE aHTeneAeHTHBIE coObITHA. OTCKOK Msua Ha 200 M Mor
UMETh TOPA3/10 MEHbBIIE IPUUNH, Y€M MPOCTO OTCKOK MsS4a. A COCTOS-
HUE MO3ra B MOMEHT { SIBJISIETCS elle 0ojiee KKOHKPETHBIM COOBITHEM,
geM OTCKOK Ms4a Ha 200 M, 1 TOTOMY MOKET UMETh €ll[e MEHbIIee KO-
nnuectBo npuuuH. Ho siBHO He oHY. TOJBKO NpeneabHO KOHKPETHOE
cOOBITHE UMEET TOJIBKO OJHY NMPUYHHY. TakuM COOBITHEM M SBISIETCS
CoOpbITHE, MM COBOKYITHOE CO/IEP)KaHNE BCEr0 YYBCTBEHHOTO OIIBITA
B MOMEHT £, cunTaeT Bacuibes.

Kasxercst, 3TH pacCykKAeHUs HE SIBISOTCS TTOJHOCTBIO O€3YIPEUHbIMU.
OHH cTpOSITCS HAa PEACTABICHUH O CHIDKEHNH KOJIMYECTBA BO3MOKHBIX IPH-
YMH TIPY KOHKpeTH3anuu onrcanus. Ho pa3se oHM yOexJatoT Hac B TOM, YTO
COBOKYITHOE COOBITHE MOYKET UMETh TOJILKO O/IHY IpuurHy? Bo3bMeM cHHTY-
JISIPHOE COOBITHE U CO3aINM JUTsl HErO UCUEPIIBIBAOIIee KOHKPETHOE OITHca-
HHe. DTO onmucanue Oyaer OECKOHCYHO JIMHHBIM, IyCcTh Tak. Ho Oyzmer jm
Y 9TOTO KOHKPETHOTO COOBITHS BO3MOYKHOCTB B KAYECTBE AaHTEIIEZICHTa UMETh
GompIre oHON MpuumHbI? Kakeres, 4To 1a, 1o KpaiiHeil Mepe B COOTBETCT-
BUM ¢ OChUIKOH (1) McxoqHOTO apryMenTa. BHe 3aBHCHMOCTH OT TOT0, CKOJTb
TOYHBIM, KOHKPETHBIM OYyJIET OMHCaHWE OJHOIO CHUHIYJSPHOTO COOBITHS,
K HEMY MOJKET OBITh OOJIBIIIE OJJHON Kay3aJbHOH TPACKTOPHH.

Teneps noxymaeMm o CoosiTuun. Pazse CoObITHE, COBOKYITHOE COOBI-
THE, TEeKyIl[ee COCTOSITHUE MUpa, MO ONPEAENIEHUIO HE SIBISETCS COBO-
KYITHOCTBIO BCEX KOHKPETHBIX CHHTYJAPHBIX coObITuii? Ecnu Tak, To
€ro Mpe/IIeCTBEHHUKAMU MOTYT OBITH COCTOSIHUSI, COCTOSIIUE U3 Ba-
pHanuii aHTEHEACHTOB BCEX KOHKPETHBIX CHUHTYJISIPHBIX COOBITHH, U Ta-
KHX MPEAMECTBYIONUX COCTOSHUM TODKHO OBITH OOJIbIIE, YeM OJHO.
51 naxe nymaro: 4em O0JIbIle CHHTYJISIPHBIX KOHKPETHBIX COOBITHH BXO-
JIUT B COBOKYITHOCTB, TE€M OOJIbIIIE BapUAIMI MOXKET MPEIIIECTBOBATS.
K npumepy, komOMHanus I1apoB Ha OMIBIPAHOM CTOJIE TAKOBA, YTO UT-
POK MOXKET 3a0UTh IIap B JIy3y TOJBKO C OTCKOKOM OT IIPABOT'0 WIIN JIe-
Boro Oopra. Eciu mrap yxe rmomnai B Jy3y U Mbl HE BUJIENIN, KaK OH ObLI
3a0UT, MBI JOJKHBI JOMYCTUTH, YTO OH TyJa MOMaj B pe3yIbTaTe OJJHO-
ro U3 IByX BapuaHToB. Tenepb npeacTaBum, 4To GyTOOIHHOE M0JIC UITH
naxe mycTbiHs Caxapa 3acTaBlICHBI OMIIBAPAHBIMHU CTOJIAMHU C aHAJO-
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THYHBIM PaCIOJI0KEHUEM IAPOB U Y KaXKJOT'0 CTOJIA HAXOJUTCS 110 0J1-
HOMY MTPOKY. BOT Bce mapsl okazanuch B Jry3ax. Kakoe KOJIHMYecTBO
KOMOWHAINH MOTJIO IPEANISCTBOBATE MTONTAIAHNI0 BCEX ApOB B JTy35I?
OueBUIHO, YTO ITO YUCIO OOJIBIIIE, YEM YUCIO0 KOMOMWHAIMH, TpeIe-
CTBYIOIIMX MOMAJaHUIO OJTHOTO HIapa. MHe KaXeTcst, YTO TaKUM ke 00-
Pa3oM JIeJI0 JOJDKHO OOCTOSATE U C COBOKYITHBIM COOBITHEM. DTO 3HAYUT,
YTO €CJIM apIYMEHT Kay3aJbHbIX TPACKTOPHI BEpEH, OH, BEPOSTHO, OI-
poBepraeT He TOJBKO JIOKAJIbHYIO CYIepPBEHTHOCTb, HO M TIJ00alb-
HYI0, T.€. BCe TP BapuaHTa (HOPMYyJIHMPOBKH Te3uca. B Takom ciyyae
MEHTQJILHOE CTAHOBHTCS IMOJIHOCTHIO aBTOHOMHBIM OT (PU3HYECKOTO,
napsiuM cBo0OIHO Hax (pU3MYEeCKUM MUPOM, a 3To Hapymenue [1K3,
OJTHOT'O M3 MPHHILHUIIOB 3PAaBOTO CMBICIIA.

Teopwust, KoTopas IpeIoIaraeT TaK|e CIEACTBHS, BPS JIK MOYKET BbI-
cTosiTh. Bripouem, He cTouT ToponuThcs. Jlaxe eciii HaM yIajoch OIpo-
BEpPrHYyTh BTOPOH myTh 3ammThl TCC, TOCTOBEPHBIM MOT OBITH TIEPBBIH.
A 171s ero aHanM3a y HaC HeJJOCTaTOYHO MHCTPYMEHTOB. /lymalo, B TaKOM
clIy4ae ONnpaBJaHHO BEPHYTHCS K HCXOQHOMY apryMEHTY U IIPOIyMaTh €ro
MochUIKM. Ha Mo B3IJIsia, AOCTaTO4HO OyJIeT OrpaHUYUTHCS TEPBBIMHU
JIByMs. Benb Ut ONTy4YeHHs HHTEPECYIOIIero Hac BEIBOJA (O JIOKHOCTH
Te3Kca O CYNEePBEHTHOCTH) JOCTATOYHO TOJBKO MX. MBI COKpaTUM apry-
MCHT Y IPUBCJEM €TO B HECKOJIBKO a}IaHTHpOBaHHLIﬁ BHU.

Pa3bsicHeHue ABYCMbIC/IEHHOCTH
B aprymeHTe. NpeoO6pa3oBaHue
aprymeHra

(1) PeampHO BO3MOKHO, YTOOBI MOI MO3T TpHIIeN K cocTostHuI0 C
B pe3yJIbTaTe Pa3IuIHbIX cCOObITHI (A, B 1 T.11.).

(2) PeanbHO BO3MOXKHO, YTOOBI MAMSITH OTparkajia COOBITHSI, IIPOUCXO-
JVBIINE C CYOBEKTOM B TPOIIIIOM.

(B) PeanbHO BO3MOKHO, 4TOOBI MO MO3T ObLI cocTosiHMK C, HO MOSI
aMATh OTpakaiia Jpyrue coosrtus (A, B u T.11.).

B HOBOIi (opMyJIHpPOBKE aprymMeHTa CJ/iellaHbl HEKOTOPbIE MPABKH.
[epBas mOCHUIKA KOHKPETH3UPOBaHA B OTHOIICHUH BO3MOXKHBIX Kay3ailb-
HBIX COCTOSTHMI MO3Ta, BeJlb UMEHHO 00 3TOM B Hell peub. bbl1o BBeieHO
YTOUHEHHUE: KaXXJas U3 MOCBUIOK MPE/ICTaBICHA HE KaK (DAKT, a KaK peaib-
HO BO3MOXHBIH (DakT. DTO Ka)keTCs YMECTHBIM JONOJHEHHEM, TaK Kak
TOJILKO B 3TOM CJIy4ae IMOCBUIKH CTAHOBATCS BEPHBIMHU. MO3T MOT TPUATH
K DTOMY COCTOSIHUIO Pa3HbIMU ITyTSIMH, HO HE IPUXOJIIII, & TAaMATh peab-
HO MOXET OTpa’kaTh MPOILIbIE COOBITHS, HO BOBCE HE BCET/Ia 3TO JICNIACT.
BriBon cokpamiernoro aprymenta omnposepraet TC (1). Hackompko s mo-
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HHUMalo, ¢ TaKol (hOPMYJIUPOBKOH JIOJKEH OBITH COTJIACEH aBTOP apryMeH-
Ta Kay3allbHbIX TPACKTOPHIi.

OnHaKo B TAKOM BHJIE apryMEHTa MIPOSIBIISIETCS] HEKOTOPast ABYCMBIC-
JICHHOCTb. PeabHO BO3MOKHO, 4TOOBI MO3T IipHIIes K coctostHuio C B pe-
3yJIbTaTe Pa3HBIX COOBITHH, peaJbHO BO3MOYKHO, YTOOBI MAaMSTh OTpakasa
npoucieane ¢ cyobekroM codbiTusi. Ho B IByX MOCBUIKaX peyb HIET CO-
BCEM O pa3HbIX CO6I)ITI/I$[X: B OJTHOM cCJiy4aec o CO6BITI/I${X, MIPOUCXOAAIINX
B HEHPOHHBIX CETAX, & B IPYToM — 0 Ororpaduueckux coobITusax. [lamsaTs
HE OTpakKaeT Kay3aJbHBIX IeNei HeWPOHHBIX COOBITHI, ayke MaMsITh Hell-
po¢du3noIora-MHEMOHNCTA, 3TO PEaJibHO HEBO3MOXKHO. Torna, 3Ha4uT,
CBSI3b MEX/Y TIOCBUIKAMH OTCYTCTBYET? M M3 MOCBIIOK BBIBOJA O JIOKHO-
ctu TC BoBce He cienyeT?

Koneuno, geno o6cTout He Tak. J[BOHCTBEHHOCTH M3 apryMEHTa YCT-
paHUTH BO3MOXHO. Ho Torma paccyskieHne JOIDKHO UMETh 0oJiee CIOXK-
bl xapakTep. HazoBeMm 310 paccyxaenne AKT?1:

(1) PeanpHO BO3MOKHO, YTOOBI MO MO3T IpuiIen K coctosHuio C
B PE3yNbTaTe Pa3InYHBIX HEUPOHHBIX cOOBITHIT (A, B 1 T.71.).

(2) dpyrue HeHpOHHBIC COOBITHSI MOTJIM COOTBETCTBOBATH JPYTUM
OourorpapuuecKuM COOBITHSIM.

(3) PeanbHO BO3MOXKHO, YTOOBI MAMATh OTpaXkaia Ouorpapuveckue
coObITHS.

(B) PeasibHO BO3MOKHO, 4TOOBI MO MO3T ObLT B cocTostHUE C, HO MOSI
naMsITh oTpaxkaia aApyrue ouorpaduueckue coobrtust (A, B u T.11.).

INocbutkn mpencTaBisAoTes UCTHHHBIMU. CIeZJoBaTeIbHO, HCTHHHBIM
MOXKeT OBbITh BBIBOA. [IpaBsia, ecThb cymiecTBeHHOE ycioBHe. [Jist HCTHHHO-
CTH BBIBOJIa HY’KHO HE TOJIBKO, YTOOBI pealTbHO BOZMOYKHA ObLIa KayK/ast U3
OITMCAHHBIX B IOCBUIKE CHTYalMil, HO U WX KOHBIOHKLUS: BCE COOBITHS
JOJIKHBI 6])ITI) BO3MOXXHbBI OTHOBPEMCHHO. BCI[B PpC€aJIbHO BO3MOXXHO HaYaTh
UTpPy B HIaXMAaThl C X0 MEHIKOH U C X0/1a KOHEM, HO HEJIb3s Ha4daTh UTPy
cpasy ¢ JIByX XOJI0B — KOHEM M Tienikoit*, MHe KaxkeTcs, 4To COBMajicHHE
CHUTYalii, OTMCAHHBIX B TOCBUIKAX apIyMEeHTa, BCe-TaKi HeBO3MOXKHO. He-
BO3MOXKHA CHTYyalusi, KOrJia €CTh JiBa ABOWHHMKA W MX MO3TH HAaXOISITCS
B WJICHTUYHOM COCTOSIHHM, HO IPHIIIM K 3TOMY COCTOSHHIO B Pe3yJIbTare

2 (Moii MO3T'... MOT HMETb HHYIO Kay3aJIbHyI0 HCTOPHUIO, HEIKEIH T4, 4TO AeHCTBHTEIHHO
ObLIa y MEHSI M COCTaBJIsIa MOKO KU3Hb. Ho eciu Obl y MeHs Obl1a MHAS UCTOPHS, TO... 5l 00-
najan Obl ceifuac IpyruMu BocrioMuHaHusIMI» [Bacuibes, 2009: 218].

3 Tlonerrarsest BBIPA3UTh APIYMEHT C IIOMOLIBIO IBYX ITOCBUIOK TOXKE MO>KHO. Hanpumep,
tak: (1) PeanrbHO BO3MOXKHO, 4TOOBI MOE TeKylee (PH3UUECKOS COCTOSHHE UMEJIO PYrHe
npHIKHEL (2) PeanbHo BOZMOXKHO, YTO HaMATh (HPHKCHPYET HCTOPUIO MOHUX (PHU3HUYECKHX CO-
crosHuil. (B) PeanbHO BO3MOKHO, 4TOOBI y MEHsI OBUIO TeKyIiee pU3MIECKOe COCTOSHHE, HO
JIpyrye BOCIIOMHHAHUA. MHE KaKeTCs, 4TO B TAKOM BUJIE OH BCE €ILIE COXPAHSET IBOHCTBEH-
HOocTh. HyxHO 00BsicHUTE. KOpHaop HEHPOHHBIX BapHalyid P OJHOM OHOrpadHIeCKOM
coObITHH. Hepa3mnuuMBbIX Juist maMsITH (PU3NYECKUX COCTOSHUIM.

4 W peanbHO BO3MOXKHO, YTOOBI YeTIOBEK OBLI BBILIE CPEIHETO POCTA, HO HEBO3MOXKHO,
4TOOBI BCE JIFOJIM ObUIH BBIIIE CPEIHETO POCTa.
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Pa3HBIX HEHPOHHBIX COOBITHH, a TAKXKE Pa3HbIX OHOrpapUIeCKUX COOBITHI,
1 9TH IBOWHUKH UMEIOT Pa3HbIE BOCTIOMUHAHHSI.

Bo3paxeHune Ha AKT1 — aprymMmeHT-ABOMHUK
AKT2

JloBoOM B 0163y HEBO3MOXKHOCTH ITON CUTYyalllU CITY’KUT J10Ka3a-
TEJILCTBO OT MPOTUBHOTO. Jlaiee s MpeaoxKy aHaIOTHYHbII apryMEHT, ap-
TYMEHT-JBONHUK, KOTOPBII XOTS U UIMEET, 0 MOEMY MHEHUIO, KIIIOYEeBbIC
yeptbl AKT1, BepossTHO, IPUBOAUT K JIOXKHOMY pe3yiibTaTy. Ecnu apry-
MEHT-JIBOWHUK HE paboTaeT, HO MPUHIUIHATBHO He oTiudaeTcst oT AKT,
to 1 AKT1 He pabotaer. Tak, mpoaHaIu3upyeM CIIEIYIOMICe paccyKie-
HUE:

(1) PeampbHO BO3MOXHO, 4TOOBI JKECTKHH JUCK MOETO KOMIIbIOTE-
pa TpHIIeI B TEKyIIee COCTOSHUE Pa3INYHBIMU My TAMHU.

(2) aitnoBas cucrema XpaHUT HWH(pOpMANUIO (KOMIBIOTEpHAs TIa-
MSITh) O TIOCJIE/IOBATEILHOCTH M3MEHEHUsI (DailsIoB Ha JUCKe.

(B) PeanmbHO BO3MOXHO, 4TOOBI JKECTKHH JUCK MOETO KOMIIBIOTE-
pa ObUI B TEKYyILEM COCTOSIHUH, HO (pailioBasi cucTeMa XpaHuia Jpyryko
MH(OPMAIHNIO O ITOCIIEI0BATEIBHOCTH 3anKcH (aiiIoB Ha JUCK.

Oto paccyxnenne noxoxe Ha AKT1, u 10BOBI, TPUBOIUMEIE B ITOJIB3Y
ncTUHHOCTH TOChIIOK AKT1, MOTHOCTBIO0 IPMMEHNMBI B HOBOM apryMEHTE.
Jluck xoMmbloTepa — Takas 'ke (pu3ndeckast CHCTeMa, Kak MO3T YeIOBEKa.
CrenoBaTenbHO, TEKYILEMY COCTOSIHUIO TUCKA MOTJIU IIPEILIECTBOBATH pas-
nm4HbIe cocTosiHus. QaiiyoBas cucTeMa B KauyeCTBE METAJAHHBIX XPaHUT
nH(OPMAIMIO 0 BPEMEHH CO3JIaHUsl, JOCTYIe ¥ MOAU(PUKAINHN KaXKI0TO
¢aitna. Ota nHGOpMaNKsA OOBIYHO MPEICTABISETCS MPABUIHHBIM 00pa3oM
U OTpaXKaeT UHAUBUAYAIbHYIO Kay3aJIbHYIO TPAeKTOPHIO JKECTKOIO JHCKA.
OTKII0HEHNS, KOHETHO, BO3MOXHBI, HO MBI TOBOPHM 0 HopMe. M 3T0 obmiee
[IPE/ICTABIICHUE KaK JIFOOHUTENeH, TaK U MPO(eCcCHOHAIBHBIX IIPOrpaMMHU-
ctoB. Tem He MeHee BpsAZ I KTO-JIHO0 CTaHeT yOeKAaTh HAC B OTCYTCTBHU
JIOKaJILHOW CYNIEPBEHTHOCTH JIAHHBIX (DaiiyIoBOi cucTeMbl Ha/l PU3MYECKUM
COCTOSIHHEM JKECTKOTO JIUCKA 1 IOITYyCTUT BO3MOYKHOCTD CUTYAIHH, OITHCAH-
Hoii B BeiBoJie AKT2. Ho mouemy? ITouemy BeiBog AKT1 mpencraBnsercs
IPaBJIONOA00HEIM B CIydae C MaMsAThIO YeIOBEKa W HEMpaBION0I00HBIM
B AKT2 B cimydae ¢ maMaThi0 KOMITbIoTepa? Mo)KeT, HaM CTOHT MOIKCIIEPH-
MEHTHPOBATb C KECTKUMH JMCKaMH M SKCIIEPUMEHTAIILHO MIPOBEPUTH pabdo-
Ty IPHUHIIMIA CYTIEPBEHTHOCTH B KOMITBIOTEPHBIX CHCTEMAX?

Bce-Taku B ciiydae ¢ MEXaHUYECKMMHU CHCTEMaMH B JIOKAIBHOM Cy-
MIEPBEHTHOCTH MH(OPMALIK HaJL HOCUTEJIEM BPSJ I MO>KHO COMHEBAThb-
cs1. 31echk ¢ Hamu coracutes 1 BacuiibeB. O0 95TOM MOXHO CYANTH U3 €r0
aHalM3a 9ero-To 1mogo0Horo, poboTa-30MOM ¢ MEXaHHIECKOW MaMSTHIO.
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«Taxo# poOOT MOT IPUITH K CBOEMY HBIHEITHEMY COCTOSIHHIO. .. Pa3HBIMH
nyTssmMu. Ho He3aBHCHMO OT TOT0, KaK OH IIPHUIIIEI K HEMY, OH, Oy Iy4H Yuc-
TO MEXaHNYECKON KOHCTPYKIMEH, TOIKEH B 3TOM COCTOSIHUH OJIMHAKOBO
pearnpoBaTh Ha CBO€ OKpYyXKeHHe. MTak, Ui moBeieHus Hamero po0o-
Ta-30MOM 3HaYMMa HE €ro MHIMBHAYyalIbHAsl HCTOPUS, a UCKIIOUYUTEIHLHO
ero Hanu4Hoe coctosiHue» [Bacunbes, 2009: 221]. HanuuHoe cocTosHue
poboTa MOXKET OTpaxaTh mporisie coosTrst. Ho, mo MmueHuto Bacunbesa,
MEXaHM4ecKast TaMsITh poO0Ta C TAKUM K€ YCIIEXOM MOTJIA OTPaXKaTh U OT-
pakaeT ¥ APYTrHe MPOILIbIe COOBITHS, HOTOMY HHANBUIYaIbHAS Kay3allb-
Hasl TpaeKkTopus B Hell Oe3pasznnyna. Ha yem ocHoBaHa Takasi yBepeH-
HOCTh? Bo3bMeM yOexieHre, 9to st poauiicst B 1976 r., 1 3a1nuch KOMITbIOTe-
pa o TOM, 4TO TepBBIA (aiin Ha ero MucK 3amucad B 1976 r. B uem
MpUHIUIHATbHAS pasHuna? O6a «BOCIIOMUHAHIS COJEPKAT XPOHOIOTH-
YECKYIO0 METKY, 00a MOTYT OBITH BEPHBIMH WIIH OIINOOYHEIMHA, 00a B Kade-
CTBE OCHOBaHHS MMEIOT HEKOTOPBIH MPaBJIONOJOOHBIH UCTOYHUK (Yachl
peasbHOrO BPEMEHH U CBUJIETEIBCTBO O POXKIEHUH ) U 00a BIMSIOT HA I10-
BezeHne. 06a «BOCTIOMHHAHISD MOTYT KaK-TO OTPaKaTh APYTHUE COOBITHS
1 00a MOTYT NCUE3HYTh MM U3MEHHUTHCS, €CII OKa3aTh HEMOCPEICTBEH-
HOE BO3JICHCTBUE HA (PU3UICCKUI HOCUTEIh, MO3T WIIH KCECTKHUI TUCK. [1o-
BPCKIACHUSA WJIM 3HAYMMbIC U3MCHCHUA B (l)l/ISI/ILleCKOM HOCHUTCJIC B 06OI/IX
ClIydasax MpuBOJIAT K UBSMCHCHUAM UJIM HCUC3HOBCHUAM BOCIIOMUHAHUM.
Moxer, pa3inuaue B TOM, 9YTO MEXaHNU3M KOMITBIOTEPHOH ITaMsITH OTHO-
CHUTEIILHO XOPOILO M3YUeH, a MEXaHU3M PadOThI YEIOBEUECKOM ITaMsTh BCe
eIlle 0TYACTH OCTAeTCs 3araJJ0YHBIM 71 yueHsIX? Ho oTcyTcTBHE MOHMMA-
HUS BCEX MEXaHU3MOB paOOThI 4EJI0BEUECKON MaMATH HE MIPE/ICTABIISIET CO-
0011 TOBOJT B TIOJIE3Y HAIMYHUS B HEH HE(DU3MUECKUX CBOWCTB M OTCYTCTBHUS
JIOKaJIbHOW CYNEPBEHTHOCTH. MOXET, B TOM, YTO IaMATh YEJIOBEKA MOXKET
coziepKaTh KOHKPETHBIE BU3YaJIbHbIE 00pa3bl MPOIILIOTO, a MaMsITh KOMITb-
10Tepa — MOCIeI0BaTeIbHOCTh OUTOB, KOTOPBIE MOTYT OBITH IPOMHTEPIIPE-
THPOBAaHBI CaMbIM pa3IUYHBIM 0Opazom? Hampumep, 3ammch o BpeMeHH
co3maHus (haia KakoH-TO JPYroil mporpaMMoi JEHCTBHTEIHHO MOXKET
OBITH IPOMHTEPIIPETHPOBAHA MHAUE, KAK MaTeMaTndeckast opmyIia, J1aH-
Hble 00 M300paKeHNH, KOMaH/[a pacnieyarars ¢aiin u 1.11. C 93TUM Bo3paxe-
HHMEM MOXHO paboTath. (MOKHO MONBITATHCS TOKA3aTh, YTO BOCIIOMUHA-
HUS YEJIOBEKa MOTYT TaKKe OBITh MHTEPIPETUPOBAHBI MO-pa3sHOMY, Kak
n nro0ast cxxatast nHpopmarysl. TaKTHKY aTaKy ¥ 3aIUTH TOOOHBIX YTBEPK-
JIEHH IPUCYTCTBYIOT, HanpuMmep, B auckyccuu Cépina u JlenHera o KuTaii-
ckoii komuate.) Ho Gonee mpoctoit cocod atakoBate AKT — 3aMeHHTH
IUQPOBON KECTKUIT AUCK B apryMEHTE-IBOMHMKE Ha aHAJIOTOBBIA HOCH-
TeIb, HAIIPUMEP AHAIOTOBYIO KacceTy WM Ana(mibM. DTH HOCHTEIH CO-
XpaHAIT MH(OOPMAIMIO B MAKCHUMaJIbHO KOHKPETHOM BHJIE, BU3yalbHOM,
W aJIbTepHATHBHASI MHTEPIIPETAIMS JAHHBIX 3aTpy/JHEHa. MHE KaXkeTcs, 4To
napajuIebHbIA apryMEHT M €r0 HECOCTOSITENIbHOCTh JIOJDKHBI TI0Ka3aTh TO,
yto cam 1o cebe AKT1 HemocTaToueH I OPOBEPKEHUS JIOKATBHOU Cy-
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nepBeHTHOCTU. J{71st onpoBeprkeHus 3toro cropoHHUKy AKT1 HykHO moka-
3aTh, 4YTO APTYMEHTHl HEAKBUBAJICHTHBI.

B paccyxnenmsax BacuipeBa ecTs ykazaHHE Ha €IIle 0JTHO, BO3MOKHO,
KIII0YEBOE OTJINYHME MEXaHUUECKOM MaMATH OT aMATH uestoBeka. Buaumo,
UMEHHO OHO J0JDKHO jenate AKT1 mpaBaomnoqo0HbIM, a €ro MEeXaHu4ve-
ckyto Bapuanuio AKT2 — Het. B npencraBneHusx aBTopa namMsaTh 4ejIoBe-
Ka — 9TO MPUBATHBIC KBAIUTATHBHBIE COCTOSIHUA. BUINMO, TOATOMY «HH-
JTUBHIyabHOE IMPOIIIOE HE PAaCTBOPSETCS B HEHTpaIbHBIX HEHPOHHBIX
KOZaX, a MPOJIOJDKACT CYIIECTBOBATh Ha YPOBHE MEHTAIBHBIX 00pa3oB»
[Bacuibes, 2009: 221]. D10 yTBepKAeHUE HY)KHO UCTIOIb30BATh KaK €Il1e
OJIHY MOCBUIKY B aprymenTe. OHa Gurypupyer TamM npoxosiinm o0pa3om
KaK HEYTO caMmo co0O0if pasymeromeecs, HO KpaifHe BayKHA B IOTOMY Tpe-
OyeT pa3bsCHEHUS U OLCHKH.

KBanuna — trepmuH, 0003Ha4aIOMINI Ka4eCTBEHHBIN WM ()eHOMEHAb-
HBIH aCMEeKT MEHTAIBHBIX IPOLIECCOB: MYyYHTEILHOCTh OOJIH, «KPACHOTY»
KpPacHOTO, «TOpeYb» OOHIBI, «CIIAJ0CTh» HACTaKICHNA. Ero HCTIONb3yIoT
JUTS TOTO, YTOOBI TPOBECTH PA3IIUUNE MEXKITY COJICPKATEITHHBIM aCTICKTOM
MEHTAJILHOTO Tporecca (KOHTEHTOM) U CyOBEKTHBHBIM ITIEpEKHBAHHEM
Tpolecca, «KakoBO 9TO MCIBITHIBATHY Npoliece Ha cebe. Koryia Bacuibes
TOBOPHUT O TOM, YTO YEJIOBEYECKas MaMsITh COCTOUT M3 MPUBATHBIX KBa-
JUTATUBHBIX COCTOSIHUH, OH IMEET B BUAY HAJTMYHE ITOTO KAYECTBEHHOTO
acrekTa. Sl BCTIOMHHAIO MPOIILIOE JIETO: BRIXOJHOM JIeHb, Aada, Ha TPaBe
CTOAT MJETEHBIN CTOIUK U KPECIIO, HAa CTOJIE KHUIH U YallKa 4asl, [IOYTU
OIYIIAK0 3aMaxX MOCTPUKEHHOW TpaBhbl, CIETKA IPEET COJIHIIE, UyBCTBYIO
yJIOBOJILCTBUE C OTTEHKOM COXaJIeHUsI. BocrioMuHaHMst Kak Obl 0)KUBJISIOT
MIEPEKUTHIC OIIYIICHIS, MOH JIMYHBIC, T€, KOTOPbIE HUKTO APYTOi HE Ie-
PEXXUBAT B 0 KOTOPBIX IPYTHE MOTYT Y3HATH TOJIEKO KOCBEHHBIM 00pa3oM.
OTOT NpUMeEp J0JDKEH 00BSICHUTD yTBepkaeHne Bacunbsesa. Ho ecim xo-
pOILIO MOAYMaTh, BCE JIM COJIEPKUMOE MAMATH MPEACTaBIEHO TaKUM K€
o0pazom? IlycTh HEKTO 3HAET HHOCTPAHHBIE SI3BIKH, 3HAET B CMBICIIC TIOM-
HUT THICSIYH CIIOB, BEIPAXKCHUH M TpaMMaTHUYECKHUe MpaBmia. Pa3se Takoe
collepKaHMe MaMATH OKpameHo (heHoMeHanmsHO? KakoBo 3T0 — MOMHHUTH
TPHU UHOCTPAHHBIX S3bIKa? 1 OTIIUYAeTCS JIM 3TO COCTOSTHUS OT COCTOSTHUS
MIOMHUTB YETHIPE WU MATh HHOCTPAHHBIX SI3bIKOB?

Korpa st megaraio 3TOT TEKCT, 51, 04eBHAHO, TOMHIO COOCTBEHHYTO O1O-
rpaduro, HO KAKOBO 3TO — IOMHUTH CBOIO Onorpaduro? OTInIaeTcs JIu 3T0
COCTOSTHHE OT COCTOSIHUS «TOMHUTH Onorpaduio Crusa Jxo0ca mu ben-
xamuHa OpankinHa»? A ObUIO JIM ObI MOE COCTOSIHUE JPYTUM, €CIIU Obl
BMECTO TOT'O YTOOBI ceifuac MOMHUTB, 4TO s poauics MockBe, s, HarpH-
Mep, TOMHHJI, 94TO poauics B betipyte miu bocrone? [TamsaTs 06 3THX MO-
MEHTax, Ka)XeTcs, BIHMICT Ha MOe TMoBeaeHne. Ho 4ToObI MMETh KaXkh-
MOCTb BIIHSIHUS, OHH HE TOJDKHBI OBITh KaK-TO KBAJIATATUBHO OKPAIIICHBI.

[Tonpobyem pacctaButh Bee mo Mectam. Y Hac ecth AKT1 u AKT2.
EnuHCTBEHHBIM OTIHYNEM MEKIY HUMH SBIISETCS TOMYIIEHHE O TOM, 9TO
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MaMsITh YeJIOBEKa COCTOUT U3 KBAJIUTATUBHBIX IPUBATHBIX cOCTOsIHUI. Ho
Ha HAallUX IpHMepax OYeBHIHO, YTO XOTS ObI YaCTh COACPIKAHUS ITAMSATH
HE UMEET «KBAIUTATUBHOTO BKyCa». JIOJKHBI JIM MBI BOIPEKH HHTYUIINU
NPOBECTH PA3INYUe B Kay3aJIbHOW JACHCTBEHHOCTH «KBaJIUTaTHBHO OKpa-
HIEHHBIX» U «KBAIUTATHBHO ITyCTBIX» BOCIIOMUHaHM? Vin yriryOuThes ¢
MHTPOCIICKTHBHBIC HCCIICIOBAHUS, YTOOBI BCE-TAKH HAWTH «BKYC» BCEX
0e3 UCKITIoUeHHs 3aruceil B namsatu? MHe Kaxercs, 4To 00e allbTepHaTH-
BBI OCCIIEPCIICKTHBHBI U BEPHEE CUUTATh, YTO AMSTh HE IMEET «KBaJIUTa-
TUBHBIX KauecTB». Tem Oosee, YTO TaKylo TOUKY 3pEHHUS] MOTYT 3aHUMATh
HE TOJILKO 2JIMMUHATHBUCTBI, HO M Takue KBajo(misl, kak J[. Yanmepc.

MamsaTb He ABNSEeTCH KBAJINTAaTUBHbLIM
cocTosiHuemMm

B «Cosnatoriem yme» Yanmepc yTBEpKIaeT, YTO MEHTaIbHOE HCUep-
TIBIBACTCS [ICHXOJIOTMUECKUM M ()eHOMEHAIIBbHBIM (KBaIUTaTHBHBIM). Heko-
TOpPbIE MEHTAJIbHBIE CBOWCTBA CBOASATCS TOJIBKO K IICUXOIOTMYECKIM, HEKO-
TOpbIE — TOJIBKO K ()eHOMEHAJIbHBIM, @ HEKOTOPbIE NMEIOT JIBOHCTBEHHbIN
xapaktep. boib, kK mpuMepy, UMeeT Kak ICHUXO0JIOTHYECKHE, TaK U (heHoMe-
HaJIbHbIE acCMeKThl. [ICMXO0I0rn4eckoil COCTaBIIAIOIIEH SIBISIETCS COCTOS-
HHE, CBSI3aHHOE OOBIYHO € TIOBPEXKICHHEM OpraHu3Ma U BeayIiee K 0co0o-
My HOBEJICHUIO peakiueil yronenus. Kak Mbl BUUM, 910 onrcanue QyHk-
IIMOHAJIBHOE — OHO (PMKCUPYET BXOASAIINE TTAPAMETPBI U COOTBETCTBYIOIIEE
9THM TlapaMeTpam MoBeeHUe-peakiiio. PeHOMEHaIbHBIM aCIIeKTOM 00JH
SBJIACTCS] €€ MyUHTEIbHOE NepekiBanne. KoHIenTyanbHo 3TO HECBA3aH-
HbIE aCHEKThI: TEOPETHUECKH OPTraHU3M MOT Obl OBITh IOBPEK/ICH U JIEMOH-
CTPHUPOBATH XapaKTEPHOE IJIsl 00N MOBEJECHHUE, HO TIPH 3TOM HE HCIIBITHI-
BaTh 0OJIE3HEHHBIX TIEPEKUBAHUN U, HA000POT, MOT ObI OBITH HE TOBPEXKICH
Y HE JIEMOHCTPUPOBATh OOJIH B TOBEICHNH, HO MHTCHCHBHO €€ TTEePEKUBATD.
DaKTUYECKH B MUPE U )KU3HU OPTaHU3Ma OHU MEPEIUICTCHBI. A BOT MaMATh
Yaymepc OTHOCHT HEIMKOM K IICHXOJIOTHYECKMM Iponeccam: «CoriiacHo
HalleMy aHaM3y... O0yueHHE U MaMsTh — GYHKIHOHAIbHBIC CBOMCTBA, Xa-
pakTepu3yeMble Kay3albHbIMU posMU. ..» [Yanmepc, 2013: 44]. Ilpuunna
B TOM, YTO IIPOIECC 3aTIOMHHAHMSA M XPAHEHHS B MAMATH MOXKHO JIETKO
NPEJICTaBUTh OECCO3HATENBHBIM, JIMIIEHHBIM ()EHOMEHAJIbHBIX CBOMCTB.
OHa npoxouT CBOEOOPa3HbIN TECT: €CIIM MEHTATIbHOE MOHATHE M TIpeacTa-
BUMO 0€3 KaKoro-1100 CBSI3aHHOTO C HUM (DEHOMEHAIBFHOTO Ka4ecTBa, 3Ha-
YHT OHO NICUXOJIOTHYECKOE. B TakoM ciryuae moyemMy aBTop apryMeHTa Kay-
3aJIbHBIX TPACKTOPUI CUMTAET, YTO MaMsATh HaXOJHUTCS B NPHBATHBIX KBa-
JUTATHBHBIX COCTOSTHUSX?

OueBuaHO, Bacunbses, roBopst 0 maMsITH, UMEET B BUY HE IPOIIECC 3a-
MIOMHUHAHHA U XPaHEHUs WH(POPMANUH O MPOILIOM, a €r0 BOCIPOU3BEIe-
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HUE B TEKYIIEM OIIbITe CyObekTa. B TeKyIem ombITe YacTh BOCIIOMUHAHU I
JICUCTBUTEIILHO TpeJICTaBiIsIeTCs eHOMEeHaNbHO oKparieHHoi. Ho Torna
TOYHEee OyIeT CKa3aTh, YTO HE MaMsITh 00JIa/1aeT KBAJIUTATUBHBIMU COCTOSI-
HUSIMH, a TEKYIIEE COCTOSHUE, 00BEKTOM KOTOPOTO SBJISIFOTCSI COOBITHS U3
nponuioro, n3 namsatu. Coaep kaHue MaMsITH MOKET OBITh BOCIIPOU3BEIC-
HO B CO3HAHMU C (p)eHOMEHAIBEHBIMH CBOWCTBAMH, HO HE HMEET UX B IPO-
necce xpaHeHus. KBajanaTHBHBIC aCHIEKThI MPOSIBISIOTCS B HATMYHOM CO-
CTOSTHUU CyOBEKTa, a HE B €ro MamsITH.

Yro ecnu npeacTaBUTh, OyATO 3TH MEHTAJIBHBIC COJICPKAHHS BCE-Ta-
KM JKUBYT BHYTPHU Hac B BHJE MEHTAJIBHBIX 00Pa30B, HOCTOSIHHO TEKYIIINX
(heHOMEHAITBbHBIX COCTOSTHNI? HEermoHsATHO, KaK 3TO MPEICTaBUTh, U HE TIO-
HSITHO, YbMMH OBbI 3TN cocTostHus Oblv. Ecim ceifuac, xorpa s numry
9Ty CTaThIO, MPOIOJDKAET CYIIECTBOBATh ()EHOMEHAIBHOE BOCIIOMHHAHNE
MOEI0 BOCKPECHOTO JIETHET'O JIHs, TO HE COBCEM IOHSITHO, I/I€ U JUISl KOTO
OHO IPOAODKAET CYLIECTBOBATh. Beab oHTONOrHs ()eHOMEHAIBHBIX CO-
CTOSIHMI CYyOBEKTHBHA: €CJIM (PEHOMEHAJbHBIE COCTOSHUS CYLIECTBYIOT,
OHH CYIIECTBYIOT TPEJICTABICHHBIMHU ISl CyObeKTa. YBEpEH, UTO B HEH-
POHHBIX CETSAX 3aKOJMUPOBAHBI BOCHOMHHAHHMS, HO CYIECTBOBAHHE He-
0CO3HABACMbIX HHUKEM (DEHOMEHAIIBHBIX COCTOSHHN MHE ITPECTaBIISETCS
MaJloBeposITHBIM. TeM OoJiee 3TO TPYAHO NPEICTABUTH B CBSI3M C MPEPHIB-
HOCTBIO CO3HATENIBHOTO OIIbITA. Jlaxke eciu mponuible peHoMeHaNbHbIE CO-
CTOSIHUS IPOJIOJKAIOT CYIIECTBOBATH I/1e-TO Ha MEepU(EpPUH MOETO CO3HA-
HUSI, TO OHH JIOJDKHBI YJIETYYHBAThCSl BO BPEMsI M ITOCIIe HApKO3a HITH JIaKe
cHa. Ho Opw10 OBI CTpaHHO MPEAIoNIaraTh, 9TO TOJIEKO MEHTAIBHBIE COOBI-
THSI TIOCIIE CHA UMEIOT Kay3aJIbHYIO JEHCTBEHHOCTD, a BCE, YTO MIPOHUCXO-
JIUJIO JIO CHA, «PacTBOPWIIOCH B HEHPOHHBIX KoJlax». UTOOBI 3aIUTHTH ap-
TYMEHT, HE JIOCTaTOYHO I10Ka3aTh BO3MOXKHOCTb «IIPOMIPHIBATH» B Ha-
CTOSIIIIEM BOCIIOMHHAHHS B «T€aTpe CO3HaHMsD. Hy)KHbI JOBOBI B [10JIB3Y
HENPEPBIBHOTO MapajieIbHOTO CYIIeCTBOBAHUS ()eHOMEHAIBHBIX COCTOSI-
HUIA TPOIIIIOTO U HEPOTHBOPEUUBBIIT CITOCOO OMBICIHUTE 3TO. A ATHX J10-
BOJIOB, CYZIsI ITO BCEMY, MbI II0Ka HE HAXOUM, M HEOCO3HAHHBIE CO3HATENb-
HBIE COCTOSTHHSI TTOMBICIIHTh HEBO3MOXKHO. TakuM 00pa3om, pazindne
B KBaJIMa MPE/ICTABISIETCSI MHE HEPETIEBAHTHBIM M MBI BO3BpAIaeMCst K Mc-
xozHo# cutyanuu: ecin Obl padoran AKT1, paboran 661 u AKT2.

PeweHune napapokca conuxarowmxcs
B MEHTaJ1bHbIX COCTOAHUAX
ABOMHUNKOB

BrpoueMm, MoxeT OBITh, U TE3UC O CYNEPBEHTHOCTH MEHTAJIBHOIO Haj
(bU3MUECKIM CIIOCOOSH MPUBECTH K TPYAHOCTSIM MO00HOT0 XapakTepa? Ka-
XKETCs, TAKOE COMHEHHE 03BY4YHBaeT Bacuibes, kora npeuiaraet HaM npej-
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CTaBUTB JIBOMHUKOB CO COMMKAIOIIMMUCS (PM3UUECKMMH COCTOSIHUSAMH. BoT
B Pa3HBIX MUpaxX CYIIECTBYIOT /IBa HCHTUYHBIX YEJIOBEKA, M UX COCTOSHUS
MOCTeTeHHO commKkatoTes. [1o Mepe 3Toro cOMMmKEHHs TOIDKHBI CTHPATHCS
W UX MEHTAIIbHBIC pa3idusl. Eciy 9To HalmOMIHAET aMHE3HIO, CTHPAHHE TEX
ACIIEKTOB IPOLUIOro, KOTOPble OTIMYAIM UX APYr OT ApYyra, ABOMHHKAM
«mpuaeTcst 3a0bITh OYEHb MHOTOE WIIHM JIa)Ke TMOYTH BCE, €CIIM JIBOWHHUKOB
OUYEHb MHOT0, & BEJ[b 3TO TOKE PeaIbHO BO3MOKHO» [Bacuibes, 2009: 219].
UYem Oompllie TBOWHUKOB C aIbTEPHATHBHBIMA TPACKTOPHAMH, TeM OOJIbIIIe
BOCIIOMUHAHHH JIOJIDKHO OBITH CTepTO. UeM OombIIe TBOMHIKOB, TEM MCHBIIIC
Ka’K/IbIH N3 HUX MOYKET TOMHUTB. YenoBeK, y KOTOpOro 6eCKOHEYHOEe MHOYKe-
CTBO JIBOIHUKOB, HE JIOJDKEH IIOMHUTH HUYEro. 3HAYMT, «CO3HAHHUEM B TOJI-
HOM Mepe 00J1aat0T TOIBKO Te JIFO/IH, Y KOTOPBIX HET IBOMHUKOB. YeM 00IIb-
IIIe ¥ Bac JBOMHIKOB, TEM OOJIBIIIC BB M OHH JIOJDKHBI OBITH ITOXO0KH Ha 30M-
O, XOTsI 9TH JBOMHIKH HUKAK C BAMHU HE CBsi3aHbD [Bacwibes, 2009: 219].
Takoe cnezcTBUE ISHCTBUTEIBHO 1TOX0%Ke Ha abcyp/. OHO SIBHO HE corliacy-
€TCS CO 3/IPaBbIM CMBICIIOM U €CTECTBEHHBIMH YCTaHOBKamH. Heyskemu Mbl
BBIHY)KJICHBI TIPHHIMATh €T0, €CJIM OTCTaMBaeM TE3UC O CYNEPBEHTHOCTH
1 JTOIyCKaeM MHO>KECTBEHHOCTh Kay3aJIbHBIX TPACKTOPHii?

st Toro 4ToOBI OTBETHTH HA 3TOT BOIPOC, JyMalo, CHadajaa Hy)XXHO
MPEJICTaBUTh CUTYAIIUIO C IBOMHUKAMU ¢ OONBIIUMU 1oApodHOoCTsIMH. [To-
CTPOWM MBICIICHHBIN KCIIEPUMEHT C JOTIOIHUTENEHBIME JIeTasiMu. MTaxk,
€CTb JIBa JIBOMHMKA, JBA TIOJIHOCTHIO HEOTITHIUMBIX TIO (PH3UMIECKOMY CTPO-
€HHIO YE€JI0BEKa, JKUBYIINX B pa3HbIX Mupax. [IycTs oqun u3 Hux, /I3H, po-
nwiiest B bocrone, a apyroi, @ui, B belipyre. 1 y Hux pasHsle 3ansarus: IdH
6m3HecMeH, a @un My3bIkadT. OUH IPOBOAUT BCE BpeMs B opuce, APYyTroit
Mo BedepaM HrpaeT Ha (popTermnaHo B MAICHHKOM pecTopaHduke. B ka-
KOM-TO MOMEHT HapaJUIeJIbHBIX, HO HE MEPECEKAIOIIUXCS KU3HEH MO3rU
JIBOMTHUKOB MPUXOAAT B OJIMHAKOBBIC COCTOSHUS, OJAWHAKOBBIE BILIOTH JI0
KaKJIOr0 HEMpOHA, aTOMa, JIEeMEHTApHON YacTulibl. 1 B 3TOT MOMEHT uX
CIIPAIINBAIOT B KaXKIOM U3 MHPOB: «OH, THI KTO? YeM ThI 3/1eCh 3aHUMALIIIb-
csi?» [To TC ux oTBeT HOMKEH OBITH HACHTHYHBIM. [Ipemmonoxim, orn 00a
otBeyaroT: «Hero Tede? S My3bIKaHT, s urpato Ha poprenmano». Ho kax Ta-
Koe moMbicuTh? Kak OusHecMeH Mor naTh Takoi otBet? Heyskenu oH 3a-
ObLT Yackl, PoBeIeHHbIC B odrice? OH ASHCTBUTEIHHO T0/DKEH ObLT 3a0BITh
MHOTO€, OueHb MHOroe. Ho OueHb MHOTOE OH NTOJDKEH OBUT M MTOMHHTH.
K npumepy, 0H H0OJKEH TOMHHUTE MEIIOJHIO M TAPMOHUH J[Ka30BBIX CTaH-
naproB «KapaBana» u «Muctu», HEMoIpakaeMble BUPTYO3HBIE MACCAXKU
nereHfapHoro Aprta TeliTyma, TOHKO YyBCTBOBaTh CBUHIOBBIN PUTM, CHH-
KOIIBI, YMETh IMITPOBH3HPOBATh. Pa3Be moxoske Bce 3TO Ha TIOBEICHHE U CO-
cTostHHEE 30MOHN? Pa3Be ero Henmb3sl Ha3BaTh MMOJHOIICHHBIM CO3HATEIEHBIM
cymecrBom? Jlonyctum, kpome [IoHa u Duna OblIn U Ipyryue JBOMHUKH,
U BCE OHHU MNPUIUIM K TOMY € COCTOSIHUIO, M BCE TEIeph TOBOPST, YTO
JDKa3 — X npu3BaHue. Pa3se ot aToro cozHanue J{pna nnn @uma craner Me-
Hee 6oraTeiM? Bpsn i HaM cliemyeT Tak TyMaTb.



OMPOBEPIAET /I APTYMEHT KAY3AJIbHbIX TPAEKTOPUNA...

1

[Tapayokc paboTaeT TONBKO B TOM Cllydae, €Clv JIOIYCTHTh, YTO 00b-
€M BO3MOJKHBIX BOCIIOMUHAHHUN y JBOMHUKOB OTPaHUYEH U YTO OHU TOJIb-
KO 3a0BIBAIOT, HO HE MPUOOPETAIOT HOBBIE BOCIIOMUHAHMSI. TOJIKO TOTa
9TO BEJIO OBI K COKPAIIICHIIO BO3MOKHOTO COJCPIKAHUS TTAMSITH.

JIeiCTBUTENBHO JIU TE3UC O TOM, YTO JABOMHHUKHU IO MEPE CXOKIACHUS
X (U3NICCKUX COCTOSHHUH JIOJDKHBI 3a0BIBATh OTIHYAIOIINEC ACTICKTHI
[IPOLIIOTO, BEAET B UTOI'E€ K COKPALIEHUIO BO3MOKHOT'O COJIEPKAaHMUS ITaMs-
TI/I? Maue KaXECTCs1, 3TO MOTJIO 6]:1 6LITI) HNCTUHHBIM TOJIBKO B CITy4a€ KOHCY-
HOT'0 YKCJIa BO3MOKHBIX BOCIOMUHAHUHN. B camom fiere, eciii 0T KOHEeYHO-
T'0 YKCJIa BO3MOKHBIX BOCIIOMUHAHUI OTHUMATh Bce OOJIbIee U OoJblee
KOJIMYECTBO, OyIET OCTABAThCsI MEHBIIIE BO3MOKHOCTEH. Ho eciu konnye-
CTBO OECKOHEYHO, TO OT BEIYUTAHUS BCE OOJBIIET0 U OOJIBIIETO YK CTIa pa3-
JINYUI MOILHOCTb HCXOJIHOTO MHOKECTBA HE YMEHBIIUTCS. Toraa, MoXer
ObITh, OCCKOHEYHOE YHCJIO JBOMHHUKOB OYyIET MPEICTABISTH OMACHOCTh
JUTsL copepkaHus namsiTh? MHe KaKeTcsl, UTO U 3/1€Ch HE BO3HUKAET MPO-
6membl. Benb eciti n3 6eCKOHEYHOTO MHOKECTBA HATYPATbHBIX YHCEI Y Ia-
JINTH OECKOHEYHOE MHOYKECTBO HEUCTHBIX YMCENT, OCTAHETCS OECKOHEUHOE
MHOKECTBO YETHBIX H 3TO MHOYKECTBO IO MOIITHOCTH Oy IET TAKHM XK€, KaK
HUCXOHOE MHOXECTBO.

besycnoBHO, 10MycTHMO OCNapUBaTh, YTO YUCIO BO3MOKHBIX BOCIIO-
MUHaHUHA KOHEUHO. S| HE BH)KY OCHOBaHUI Tak CUMTATh, HO JaXKe €CIIN 3TO
BEPHO, JOMYIICHHYIO HAMH CUTYAIIMIO0 MOXHO CIIACTH OT adCyp/a BTOPHIM
criocodom. Jleno B TOM, 4TO ABOMHUKH HE TOJBKO «3a0BIBAIOT» OTIMYAIO-
IIMe WX aCHEKTHI MPOMIIOro, HO M MPHOOPETAIOT HOBBIC BOCIIOMHHAHMS.
Tak, 1BOMHUK-ON3HECMCH B HAIIICH CUTYaIlUK HE TOJIBKO 3a0bLT Yachl, IPO-
BEJICHHBIC M B O(pHICE, HO, CYJISI IT0 BCEMY, IPUOOPEIT MHOJKECTBO JIOTTOTHH-
TENBHBIX BOCIIOMHHAHHH, CBSI3aHHBIX ¢ UTPoi Ha (opTenuano. Comeprka-
HHE €ro MaMsITH HE YMCHBIIIMIOChH, & TOJIBKO H3MEHHIIOCH. U eciu usnde-
CKU COCTOSHHE €ro Mo3ra COJNM)KaIOCh C COCTOSHUEM MO3Ta MY3BIKaHTa
MIOCTENEHHO, CTOUT MPEAIOI0KHUTh, YTO MEHSIIOCH COAECPIKAHUE €T0 MaMsi-
Tu. [TocTeneHHo oH 3a0bIBaNT O(HC U yOSIKIAICS, YTO BMECTO Orca IPoBO-
JIAJT BpEMsI B peCTOpaHe U CMOTPEIT HE Ha 9KpaH KOMITbIOTEPA, & B HOTHI. XO0-
TS BCE 9TO BOOOPA3UTh OUCHB CIIOKHO, IMEsI TIPEICTABICHHE O CIIOKHOCTH
YCTPOMCTBA MO3ra, HE MEHEE CJIOKHO BOOOPA3UTh, YTOOBI 1BA MO3ra OKa-
3aJIUCh B a0COTIOTHO TOXKICCTBEHHOM COCTOSIHUU. V3 IPUBEICHHBIX BBI-
LI pacCy’KAEHUM ClelyeT, 4YTO BO3MOKHO HEMPOTUBOPEUNBO IIOMBICIUTh
}:[BOI?IHPIKOB CcO CGJ’II/I}KaIOI_[II/IMI/ICH MCHTAJIbHBIMH TPACKTOPUAMH, a 3TO 3HA-
YUT, YTO TE3UC O CYNEPBEHTHOCTU HE BEJET K MPOTUBOPEUUBBIM MOCIIEACT-
BHSIM.

BoiBOAbI

Te3uc 0 CyNnepBEeHTHOCTH MEHTAJIBHOTO HajJ (PU3MYECKUM SIBIISIETCS
TPaJULHUOHHBIM B COBpeMeHHOH (uiocoduu coznanus. Apryment AKT1
HAaIpasJIeH MPOTHUB TOTO TE€3UCA, B YACTHOCTH IIPOTUB JIOKAIBHOHN CyTIep-

A — " "
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MIBA

BEHTHOCTU. B nanHoi ctatke 5 3amumato TC. B xone uccienosanus mno-
Ka3aHO, YTO €CIIM apTyMEHT MOJBEPracT COMHEHHIO JIOKAIBbHYIO CyIep-
BEHTHOCTb, OH CKOPEE BCEro IMOJBEPraeT COMHEHHUIO U TJI00aIbHYIO Cy-
MepBEHTHOCTB. JTO cBoeoOpasHoe reduction ad absurdum aprymenta. On-
HAaKO JaHHbIN BBIBOJI HE OKOHYATEJIEH. bosiee Hae)KHbBIM SIBIISIETCSI BTOPOU
CIO0CO0 ONPOBEPIKEHUSI apryMEHTa — J0Ka3aTeIbCTBO OT IPOTHBHOTO.
B crarbe npensosxkeH HOBbIN apryMeHT AKT2, cXoaHBIN 110 CBOEH CTPYK-
Type ¢ AKT1, HOo mpuBOAAIIHIA K OYEBHIHO JIOKHBIM BeIBOAaM. Ecim ap-
ryMmeHTsl aHanorndusl, AKT1 noxeH. B ctaTbe paccMOTpPEHO BO3MOKHOE
BO3pakeHHe — yka3anue Ha To, uTo AKT1 u AKT2 paznnuaroTcs u3-3a oT-
cyrcrBust B AKT2 xBanma. OnHako B ctaThe Mmokaszano, uro u B AKT1 kBa-
JMa He UMEIOT 3Ha4YeHHs. B 3aBepieHue MpeacTaBlIeHO pelIeHHe Hapa-
JIOKCa JIBOMHUKOB C Pa3HbIMHU OHOrpaduecKUMU UCTOPHSIMHU. DTOT Hapa-
JIOKC TIpeJIoKeH BacuiabeBbIM B KauecTBE WILTIOCTPALMU abCypJIHOCTH
cnenctuit TC. Oxgraxo 6osee MoApoOHOE PACCMOTPEHHE STOT'O MBICIICH-
HOTO HKCIIEPUMEHTa MOKA3bIBAET, YTO TE3HUC O JIOKAIBHON CYNEpBEHTHO-
CTH HE BEJIET K a0CYPIHBIM MOCIEACTBUAM. TakuM 00pa3oMm, peacTaBs-
ercst, uto TC 3amuiieH.
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AN WE SEE NATURAL KIND PROPERTIES?

René Jagnow — Which properties can we visually experience? Some authors hold that we can expe-
Associate professor, rience only low-level properties such as color, illumination, shape, spatial location,
Department of and motion. Others believe that we can also experience high-level properties, such
Philosophy, University as being a dog or being a pine tree. On the basis of her method of phenomenal con-
of Georgia. E-mail: trast, Susanna Siegel has recently defended the latter view. One of her central
rjagnow@uga.edu claims is that we can best account for certain phenomenal contrasts if we assume

that we can visually experience natural kind properties. In this paper, I argue that
certain kinds of low-level properties, namely shape-gestalt properties, can explain
these phenomenal contrasts just as well as high-level properties. If successful, this
is a modest, but nevertheless significant result. Even though it does not prove the
falsity of Siegel’s proposal, it nevertheless secures the existence of a plausible al-
ternative.

Key words: Perceptual experience, sensory phenomenology, cognitive phenome-
nology, perceptual contents.

1. Introduction

Suppose you look at a dog. You see its color, shape, and location. But do you al-
so see it as being a dog? Many philosophers hold that we can visually experience on-
ly low-level properties such as color, illumination, shape, spatial location, and mo-
tion. On this view — the low-level view — the property being a dog is not an aspect of
your visual experience.1 Others believe that we can also experience high-level pro-
perties, such as being a dog or being a pine tree. On this view — the high-level view —
the property being a dog is an aspect of your visual experience.2

Susanna Siegel has recently presented a powerful defense of the high-level view
based on her method of phenomenal contrast.® This method — an inference to the best
explanation — takes a suitable phenomenal contrast between two experiences as ex-
planandum and then argues that this contrast is best explained in terms of the

U Tt is difficult to draw the distinction between low-level properties and high-level

properties in a precise way. For the argument in this paper, I will assume that color, shape,
motion, location, and illumination properties belong into the former category and properties
like being a dog into the latter. Versions of the low-level view can be found, for example, in
Byrne (2009), Carruthers and Veillet (2011), Dretske (1995), Lyons (2005), Price (2006),
Pautz (2009; 2010), Prinz (2006), Smith (2002), and Tye (1995). Lyons and Bayne call the
low-level view the conservative view.

2 Siegel calls the high-level view the rich content view and Lyons and Bayne call it the
liberal view. Versions of the high-level view have been defended, for example, in Bayne
(2009), Fish (2009), Johnston (2004; 2006), Masrour (2011), McDowell (1994), Nanay
(2011), Searle (1983), Siegel (2006, 2007, 2010), and Siewert (1998).

3 See: Siegel (2006, 2007, 2010). For a reply to criticisms of her argument, see: Siegel
(2013).
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high-level view. Using this method, Siegel has argued that viewers can vi-
sually experience a broad range of high-level properties, including natural
kind properties (e.g., being an apple, being a pine tree), artificial kind pro-
perties (e.g., being a cup, being a telephone), semantic properties (word
meanings), and emotional properties (e.g., being angry, being concerned).”
A number of authors have attempted to reject Siegel’s argument by presen-
ting alternative explanations of the relevant phenomenal contrasts in terms
of low-level properties.” Yet, since Siegel’s argument is an inference to the
best explanation, her critics can succeed in this only if they also show that
their alternatives explain the relevant phenomenal contrasts at least as well
as Siegel’s high-level view.® This, in my view, is one of the most signifi-
cant challenges posed by Siegel’s argument.

In this paper, I will take up this challenge for certain phenomenal con-
trasts, namely those that, according to Siegel, are best explained in terms of
the viewer’s visual experience of natural kind properties.7 I will first deve-
lop an alternative explanation of these phenomenal contrasts in terms of
certain low-level properties, namely shape-gestalt properties. Siegel dis-
cusses and rejects this alternative (Siegel, 2006: 499—500; 2010: 110-113).
But, as I will show, her arguments against this alternative are not conclu-
sive. I will then argue that shape-gestalt properties can explain the pheno-
menal contrasts just as well as natural kind properties. If successful, this is
amodest, but nevertheless significant result. Even though it does not prove
the falsity of the high-level view with regard to natural kind properties, it
nevertheless secures the existence of a plausible alternative.

The paper is organized as follows. In section 2, I clarify the low-level
and the high-level view. In section 3, I explicate Siegel’s method of pheno-
menal contrast and show that her arguments against explanations in terms
of shape-gestalt properties are not conclusive. In section 4, I develop the
shape-gestalt proposal in greater detail. The purpose of this section is to
clarify the notion of a shape-gestalt property and to show that the shape-ge-
stalt proposal is plausible from an empirical point of view. In section 5, I ar-
gue that shape-gestalt properties can explain the relevant phenomenal con-
trasts just as well as natural kind properties.

4 Nanay (2011; 2012) has argued that the rich content view is false for natural and
artificial kind properties, but true for dispositional properties such as being climeable, being
edible, or being Q-able in general. I will not discuss his view in this paper.

5 See, for example, Price (2009) and Prinz (2013). Related criticisms can be found in
Logue (2013), Brogaard (2013), Pautz (2009), and Nanay (2011).

6 TIdeally, they would have to show that their explanations are better than Siegel’s. Siegel
writes, for example: “An abductive inference cannot be rebutted merely by the existence of
alternative explanations. To rebut an abductive argument, the alternatives have to be put
forward as being better than the explanation they are alternatives to” (Siegel, 2013: 854).
However, in this paper, I will be concerned only with the more modest task. The reason for
this will emerge in section 5 of this paper.

7 Note that that some low-level properties, such a color properties, might be construed as
natural kind properties. In this paper, I will therefore define the high-level view in terms of
natural kind properties that are not plausibly also low-level properties.
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2. The low-level view and the high-level view

We can formulate the two opposing views — the high-level view and
the low-level view — more precisely by appeal to three distinctions. The
first distinction concerns the nature of perceptual mental states. Many phi-
losophers, including Siegel, argue that perceptual states have representa-
tional contents, that is, they represent the world as being a certain way. On
this view — the content view — to see the dog’s color is to represent the dog
as being brown.® Other philosophers reject the idea that perceptual states
have contents. On this view — the relational view — to see a property is to
stand in a specific relation to that property, for example, the relation of
being sensitive to or presenting the property.’ The distinction between the
low-level view and the high-level view can be formulated in both frame-
works. But, for the purpose of this paper, I will follow Siegel and adopt the
content view.

The second distinction concerns the notion of phenomenal character.
I use the expression phenomenal character in the sense originally intro-
duced by Nagel: to say that a mental state has phenomenal character is to
say that there is something it is like for the subject to be in that state.'® Vari-
ous authors believe that it is helpful to distinguish between sensory and
cognitive phenomenal character. Although there is no agreement on a set of
criteria that would allow us to decide whether a specific phenomenal cha-
racter is sensory or cognitive, we can get a rough idea by looking at exam-
ples. When you see the dog’s color, your experience has a brownish senso-
ry phenomenal character. In contrast, when you merely think that the dog is
brown without seeing or imagining its color, your experience is missing
this brownish sensory phenomenal character. Yet, this does not mean that
your thought lacks any phenomenal character. Rather, as some have ar-
gued, occurrent thoughts may have cognitive phenomenal character. 1 Ac-
cording to them, there is something it is like for a thinker to engage in the
activity of thinking, or there is something it is like for a thinker to entertain
a certain proposition.

The third distinction concerns the difference between perceptual and
non-perceptual states. The latter include feelings, beliefs, desires, judg-
ments, and so on. There are different ways in which this distinction can be
drawn. Some have argued that perceptual states differ from other types of

8 The content view has been defended, for example, in Peacocke (1992), Crane (2006),
Siegel (2010), Pautz (2009, 2010), and Schellenberg (2011).

9 The relational view has been defended, for example, in Campbell (2002), Travis (2004),
Martin (2004), and Brewer (2000).

10Nagel (1974).

11 See, for example, Strawson (1994, 2011), Siewert (1998, 2011), Horgan and Tienson
(2002), Tienson (2011), and Pitt (2004, 2011). For discussion of cognitive phenomenal
character, see Siegel (2006, 492-497; 2010, 91-94, 102-108).
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mental states in virtue of their specific phenomenology. Others have ar-
gued that perceptual states differ from non-perceptual states in terms of
their function. For the purpose of this paper, I will follow Lyons (2005)
who defines perceptual states in a non-phenomenological manner as output
states of dedicated perceptual systems. For example, a visual perceptual
state is an output state of the visual system. According to Lyons, such out-
put states are typically complex states that contain sensations and experien-
tial states. In addition, they might also contain non-experiential states, that
is, high-level categorizations, such as representations of objects as having
certain properties (Lyons 2005, 242).'?

With these three distinctions in place, we can now formulate the low-
and the high-level view in a more precise way. Let us say that a visual expe-
rience is that component of a visual perceptual state that is determined by
its sensory phenomenal character. Let us also say that the sensory pheno-
menal content of a visual experience is that aspect of its representational
content that supervenes on its phenomenal character. We can then formula-
te the low- and the high-level view with regard to visually recognizable na-
tural kind properties as follows:

Low-level view Only low-level properties (e.g., color, shape,
and location properties) enter into the sensory
phenomenal contents of visual experiences.

High-levelview  Sometimes, at least some natural kind proper-
ties (e.g., being a dog, being a pine tree) enter
into the sensory phenomenal contents of visual
experiences.'3

Formulated in this way, the issue at hand is about the scope of the sen-
sory phenomenal contents of visual experiences.

Before turning to Siegel’s argument, I want to make the following
comment. It might turn out that visual representations are distributed repre-
sentations that bridge areas of the visual system with higher cortical areas.
Since this would plausibly undermine the distinction between visual expe-
riences and other mental states, it would then no longer make sense to ask

12 This has an important consequence. It is possible that visual perceptual states have both
sensory and cognitive phenomenal character. Indeed, this kind of view has been defended in
Reiland (2014).

13 Without the restriction to natural kind properties, we would have to define the high-level
view as follows: Sometimes, at least some high-level properties enter into the sensory
phenomenal content of visual experiences. Siegel is sometimes interpreted as holding a
different view. For example, Bayne and Montague suggest that Siegel claims that high-level
properties are represented by non-sensory, cognitive phenomenal aspects of perceptual states.
See, for example, Bayne and Montague (2011: 22). But this does not seem to be a correct
interpretation of her argument. When explaining her version of the high-level view, which she
calls “Thesis K,” Siegel writes, for example: “Thesis K amounts to this: in whatever sense the
representation of color and shape properties can have an associated sensory phenomenology,
the representation of K-properties [high-level properties] can too (Siegel, 2006: 485).
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which properties can be represented by the former. For the argument in this
paper, I will assume that this is not the case.

3. Siegel’s argument for the high-level view

How can we decide whether the low- or the high-level view is correct?
One might think that the best way to do so is through introspection. If the
property being a dog were part of the sensory phenomenal content of your
experience, there would be a difference between what it would be like for
you to undergo this experience and what it would be like for you to undergo
an experience of a dog replica, that is, an experience of something that has
the same shape and color as a dog, but is not represented in the experience
as such. Moreover, if the two experiences differed in phenomenal character
because one, but not the other, represented the property being a dog, intro-
spection should be able to tell you that this was the case. Yet, pure intro-
spection, that is, introspection unaided by argument, has proven to be a
very unreliable guide to the contents of perceptual experiences.14 Even in
the case of properties such as shape and color, introspection often does not
yield decisive results. Consider, for example, the famous question of whe-
ther a coin seen from an angle looks round or elliptical. As the ongoing de-
bate among philosophers shows introspection is not able to yield a satisfac-
tory consensus on this question.15

In order to circumvent the problem resulting from the unreliable cha-
racter of introspection, Siegel construes the method of phenomenal con-
trast as an inference to the best explanation. Such an inference proceeds in
two steps. The first step presents two experiences that are such that subjects
who undergo them typically agree that they differ in phenomenal character.
The purpose of this step is to provide a noncontroversial, minimal pheno-
menal contrast that can serve as a suitable explanandum for the second step
of the method. The second step then shows that the difference in phenome-
nal character is best explained by assuming that some natural kind property
enters into the sensory phenomenal content of one experience, but not into
the sensory phenomenal content of the other.

Siegel provides a number of phenomenal contrasts. In this paper, I will
focus on her well-known pine tree example because it concerns natural
kind properties.'® Suppose you are given the task of cutting down all the

14 For critical assessments of pure introspection, see, for example, Prinz (2006), Kriegel
(2007), Schwitzgebel (2008), and Bayne (2009).

13 Some philosophers have argued that the coin looks elliptical, some have argued that it
looks round, and others again have argued that it looks both round and elliptical. For two
classical versions of the first two views, see Russell (1912) and Austin (1962). An important
defense of the third view can be found in No¢ (2004).

16 For this example, see: Siegel (2006: 491; 2010: 100).
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pine trees in a forest. At first, you are unable to distinguish the pine trees
from other similar looking trees. But, after repeated observations, you ac-
quire the disposition to recognize a pine tree when you see one. Now consi-
der two experiences, O1 and O2. Ol is your overall experience when you
look at the pine tree before you acquire the recognitional disposition and
02 is your overall experience after you acquire the recognitional dispositi-
on. We will stipulate that you look at the tree from the same point of view
and under the same conditions of illumination. In this case, there is a wide
consensus that O1 and O2 differ in their overall phenomenal character.

Let me emphasize two things about this phenomenal contrast. First, O1
and O2 are the overall experiences you have on the two occasions. They are
temporally extended slices of your stream of consciousness. Ol and O2
will include as parts two visual experiences of the tree, call them V1 (your
visual experience of the tree before you acquire the recognitional dispositi-
on) and 2 (your visual experience of the tree after you acquire the recogni-
tional disposition). But O1 and O2 will also include other mental states. For
example, 02 might include a recognitional state, perhaps the belief that the
object in front of you is a pine tree.

Second, according to Siegel, we can rely on introspection to tell us that
O1 and O2 differ in their overall phenomenal character, but we cannot rely
on introspection to say anything more specific about the nature of this dif-
ference. Introspection does not tell us whether this is a contrast in sensory
or cognitive phenomenology. And it also does not tell us whether the con-
trast concerns the spatial phenomenology of the two experiences.'’

O1 and 02 provide a suitable phenomenal contrast for the first step of
the method. It is antecedently plausible that the two visual experiences con-
tained in them — V1 and 72 — represent identical low-level properties. At
least initially, there is little reason to think that they represent the pine tree
as instantiating different color and shape properties.18 Moreover, the two
experiences differ in such a way that one, but not the other, allows you to
recognize that the perceived object instantiates a natural kind property,
namely the property being a pine tree. Thus, unless there is a better explana-
tion, it is plausible that the phenomenal difference between O1 and O2 is due
to the fact that the property being a pine tree enters into the sensory pheno-
menal content of 72, but not into the sensory phenomenal content of V1.

The task of the second step of the method of phenomenal contrast is to
show that an explanation of the phenomenal contrast between O1 and O2 in
terms of natural kind properties is better than its low-level alternatives. In
order to do so, Siegel rejects three alternative low-level explanations. The
third alternative appeals to shape-gestalt properties and is therefore central
to this paper. Nonetheless, it will be helpful to at least briefly characterize
the other two alternatives.

17 See Siegel (2007: 130; 2010: 80-83).
18y et, as we will see in the next section of this paper, this assumption is most likely false.
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The first low-level alternative is to insist that /1 and /2 have identical
sensory phenomenal character and try to explain the phenomenal diffe-
rence between O1 and O2 in terms of some kind of non-sensory phenome-
nal character of other mental states contained in O1 and O2. There are a
number of options here. One option is that the phenomenal difference bet-
ween O1 and O2 is a result of the fact that the latter, but not the former, con-
tains a recognitional state with its own distinct cognitive phenomenology.
Another option is that the difference is a difference in background pheno-
menology, say, for example, a difference in mood." The second low-level
alternative is to admit that 1 and V2 differ in phenomenal character, but
maintain that this is not a difference in their representational contents. Here
there are many possible options. One option is that V2, but not V1, involves
a nonrepresentational feeling of familiarity. For the purpose of this paper,
I'will grant that Siegel’s arguments against these alternatives are successful.

Let us now turn to the third alternative. The proponent of the low-level
view could say that O1 and O2 differ in phenomenal character because V1
and V2 represent different low-level properties. Siegel thinks that an expla-
nation in terms of shape-gestalt properties is the most plausible way of ca-
shing out this alternative: “When you learn to recognize pine trees by sight,
your experience comes to represent a complex of shapes — leaf shape, trunk
shape, branch shape, and overall pine-tree shape. This complex is an over-
all pine-tree gestalt” (Siegel, 2010: 111). According to this proposal, V1
and 2 differ in phenomenal character because the latter, but not the for-
mer, represents a complex shape property, namely a pine-tree shape-ge-
stalt. Since such a property is plausibly a low-level property, there is no
need to appeal to natural kind properties in order to explain the phenomenal
contrast.

Siegel puts forward two arguments against this low-level proposa
The first argument is contained in the following passage:

1.20

[S] hape-gestalts that are abstract enough to remain invariant across pi-
ne trees will be invariant across other objects as well. For instance, a
typical handgun, a drill, and a hair drier share the same shape-gestalt.
The more abstract the shape-gestalt is, the less reason there is to think
that experience fails to represent it prior to one’s gaining a recognitio-
nal disposition. And if it is represented in experience prior to gaining
the recognitional disposition, then it cannot explain the phenomenal
contrast (Siegel, 2010: 111-112).

19 As T pointed out above, it is possible that perceptual states contain cognitive states. In
this case, Siegel would also have to show that the difference between O1 and O2 could not be
explained in terms of the cognitive phenomenal character of a possible recognitional state
contained in V2, but not V1.

20 Note, however, that Siegel does not consider these arguments to be decisive [Siegel,
2010: 111].
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This argument has the following two premises: (i) shape-gestalt pro-
perties that are abstract enough to remain invariant across pine trees will be
invariant across other objects as well, and (ii) shape-gestalt properties that
are abstract enough to remain invariant across pine trees are represented in
experience prior to one’s gaining a recognitional disposition. I have wor-
ries about both of these premises. As we will see later on, shape-gestalt pro-
perties can be very specific. This raises problems for the first premise. But
I also think that the second premise is possibly false. It is plausible that one
can acquire the disposition to visually recognize pine trees only together
with the disposition to detect the corresponding shape-gestalt property. So,
even if a given shape-gestalt property were instantiated in different objects,
say, in a handgun, a drill, and a hair drier, this would not imply that viewers
could detect this property prior to being able to recognize these objects.
Siegel would have to exclude this option.21

Siegel’s second argument is that the strategy of invoking representa-
tions of shape-gestalts is not generally available to the proponent of the
low-level view. In order to make this case, she considers the phenomenal
contrast between two experiences of a face that expresses doubt. One expe-
rience takes place before and the other after one learns that this particular
facial expression expresses doubt. The proponent of the high-level view
would say that the two experiences differ in phenomenal character because
they represent different emotional properties. In order to respond to this,
the proponent of the gestalt-proposal would have to show that the two ex-
periences represent different gestalt-properties. But Siegel rejects this. She
holds that “in this sort of case, it seems implausible to suppose that there
must be a change in which color and shape properties are represented” (Sie-
gel, 2010: 112).

Yet, as it stands, this example is not a conclusive response to the
shape-gestalt proposal for at least three reasons. First, once one considers
actual, rather than imagined, experiences, one might discover that there is
indeed a phenomenal difference between the two experiences of the face, a
difference that is due to the fact that they represent different shape-gestalts.
Second, one might argue that if there is no difference with respect to
low-level properties, there might simply not be a difference in sensory phe-
nomenal character at all. It is possible that the two overall experiences dif-
fer in cognitive or emotional phenomenal character. Finally, even if emo-
tional properties enter into the sensory phenomenal contents of visual ex-
periences, it does not follow that natural kind properties do so too. To show
that her argument is conclusive, Siegel would have to exclude these three
possibilities.

21 For other criticisms of this part of Siegel’s argument; see Price (2009), Nanay (2011),
Logue (2013), and Prinz (2013).
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4. The shape-gestalt proposal

As we have seen, there are no conclusive reasons for dismissing the
shape-gestalt proposal. I will now develop the shape-gestalt proposal in
greater detail. The main goal here is to get a better understanding of the no-
tion of a shape-gestalt and to show that the shape-gestalt proposal is plau-
sible from an empirical point of view. The notion of a shape-gestalt derives
in part from observations of gestalt-switches afforded by ambiguous figu-
res. Considering certain types of ambiguous figures therefore provides a
suitable point of departure.

Ambiguous, or reversible, figures can be categorized in terms of the types
of features that reverse. The duck/rabbit figure (Fig.1) can be seen as a duck
and as a rabbit and is thus content reversible.*> The Necker-cube (Fig. 2) can
be seen from two different perspectives and is thus perspective reversible. Ru-
bin’s vase (Fig. 3) is figure/ground reversible. 1 will consider the chef/dog fi-
gure (Fig. 4), which, like the duck/rabbit figure, is exclusively content rever-
sible, but, unlike the duck/rabbit figure, does not contain any parts that can be
recognized independently of the entire figure. Note that the chef/dog figure is
not one of a kind. Fig. 5 shows a similar figure, the so-called whale/kangaroo.

Fig. 1. Duck/rabbit figure

Fig. 2. Necker-cube

22 A viewer who is familiar with both ducks and rabbits will experience the figure either as
a duck or as a rabbit. Moreover, if the viewer knows that the figure can be seen in two different
ways, her experience will reverse, more or less automatically, from one to the other. There is
quite a bit of empirical evidence that perceptual reversal usually requires knowledge that the
figure is reversible. See, for example, Rock and Mitchener (1992), Rock, Gopnik, Hall
(1994), and Gopnik and Rosati (2001).
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Fig. 3. Rubin’s Vase

Fig. 4. Chef/dog figure

Fig. 5. Whale/kangaroo figure

The visual experiences elicited by the chef/dog figure can serve as ex-
planandum for the first step of the method of phenomenal contrast. There is
a clear phenomenal difference between your visual experience of the
chef/dog figure as a chef (call this V¢) and your experience of the figure as
a dog (call this Vd). The proponent of the high-level view could argue that
Ve and Vd represent the same low level-properties, the same colors and
shapes, and account for the phenomenal difference by saying that Vd repre-
sents the figure as instantiating the natural kind property being a dog and
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Ve represents the figure as instantiating the natural kind property being
a chef®

The proponent of the low-level view could respond by saying that Vc
and Vd differ in phenomenal character because they represent different
shape-gestalt properties. But before we can understand how this might
work, we need to look more closely at two features of the gestalt-switch.
First, Vc and Vd organize the figure into two different part-whole structu-
res. This becomes particularly obvious when we consider the relationship
between parts and subparts. Consider, for example, the part that comes to
be seen as the chef’s hat. Whereas V¢ represents the hat as one single part
of the figure with a complex shape, Vd represents it as consisting of three
subparts: leg, tail, and part of the dog’s trunk. Similarly, when your expe-
rience switches from Ve to Vd, the same protrusion is first seen as a nose,
that is, as a subpart of the chef’s face, and then as leg, that is, as a subpart of
the dog’s trunk.

Second, the gestalt-switch is holistic. When you see the figure as a dog,
you see all of its parts as parts of a dog (as dog-head, dog-leg, dog-tail, and
so on) and when you see the figure as a chef you see all of its parts as parts
of a chef (as chef-head, chef-nose, chef-chin, and so on). The important
point for us is that you cannot see the parts of the figure as parts of a dog or
a chef without seeing the figure as a whole as a dog or a chef. Consider, for
example, the protrusions that come to be seen as the dog’s legs. If you look
at them in isolation, you cannot recognize them as being leg-shaped. This
holds for the entire figure — all of its parts are strongly underdetermined.

The proponent of the low-level view has to construe the respective
shape-gestalt properties in such a way that they can account for these two
features. The obvious way to do so is to construe shape-gestalt properties
as complex properties that specify both abstract part-whole structures and
abstract outline shapes of the whole and its parts. If we conceive of
shape-gestalt properties in this way, it is no longer plausible to say that “a
typical handgun, a drill, and a hair drier share the same shape-gestalt,” as
Siegel suggested [Siegel, 2010: 111]. Perhaps, there is a sense in which
these objects all share an abstract outline shape. But they plausibly differ
with regard to both their part-whole structures and the outline shapes of
their parts.

Is the shape-gestalt proposal plausible from an empirical point of
view? The figure is just an outline. Thus, in order to be able to see it as ins-
tantiating one of the two shape-gestalt properties, your visual system has to
organize it into the respective part-whole structure in a segmentation pro-
cess that uses stored information about the object’s structure.”* In other

23 Strictly speaking, the natural kind property would be being a human being. But for
simplicity, I will talk about the property being a chef. Some high-level theorists have used
ambiguous figures as evidence for their view. See, for example, Searle (1983).

24 In the literature on perceptual organization, this process is often called perceptual
parsing, that is, the segmentation of an object into parts.

tudieC——

ies - Science s

(ease-stud

193



tudieS——

ience s

- Sc

1es

(ease-stud

194

RENE JAGNOW

words, the proposal requires both that information about an object’s likely
gestalt is stored in memory and that this information can travel down from
higher-level memory processes to the lower-level segmentation processes
that organize the perceptual image. This is indeed consistent with recent re-
search about perceptual organization. Many vision scientists believe that
the visual system uses memories of object structure in the process of per-
ceptual organization.25 The existence of back projection fibers from higher
levels of the visual pathway to lower levels that would make this possible is
well established.® And it has also been shown that information travels
back from areas in the inferior temporal cortex — an area usually associated
with memory representations — to prestriate areas — that is, to areas where
mental images are formed.?’

Can the shape-gestalt proposal plausibly be extended to examples like
Siegel’s pine tree? One worry derives from the following asymmetry. In the
case of the chef/dog figure, the viewer switches back and forth between the
two contrasting visual experiences with the recognitional dispositions alrea-
dy in place. In the case of the pine tree, the viewer’s experience changes over
time as she acquires the recognitional disposition. In my view it is plausible
to assume that viewers acquire the information that allows them to detect the
relevant shape-gestalt properties of objects in a piecemeal fashion through
repeated observation. After all, trees have relatively many parts that differ
from those of other, similar looking trees in subtle details. Once this informa-
tion has been acquired and stored in memory as a single representation, it can
then travel downwards to low-level segregation processes, thus making it
possible to detect the relevant shape-gestalt property.*®

A second worry derives from the fact that experiences of ambiguous
figures are experiences of pictures of objects rather than experiences of
objects in the viewer’s environment. I want to concede that when one sees
the chef/dog figure, say, as a dog, one usually undergoes a visual expe-
rience that is specific to pictures. Such an experience might involve one’s
awareness that one is looking at a picture of a dog, rather than at a real
dog, and it might also involve one’s awareness of various features of the
picture surface as surface properties. Nonetheless, many philosophers
have argued that an experience as of an object in a picture resembles, in
important respects, a face-to-face experience of the object represented in

25 Helpful overviews of the relevant literature can be found in Kimchi, et al. (2003). The
papers by Palmer, Peterson, Kimchi, and Kellman are particularly relevant here.

26 See, for example, Lamme and Roelfsema (2000).
27 See, for example, Kosslyn (1994).

28 One can support this proposal with examples from perceptual training. One example can
be found in Gauthier and Tarr (1997). For their experiments, Gauthier and Tarr trained
subjects to become experts at recognizing novel objects called greebles. Greebles are
unfamiliar complex visual objects that have typical distinctive parts that allow subjects to
distinguish between different individual greebles, and to categorize them according to gender
and family. The important point for us here is that the training process was very arduous.
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the picture.” If this is correct, it is also plausible to assume that pictorial
experiences employ, at least in part, the very same perceptual mechanisms
as ordinary face-to-face experiences.

A third worry derives from the fact that some authors have urged that
we distinguish seeing from seeing-as.” I think here we can admit that a vi-
sual experience of a gestalt-switch differs phenomenally from an ordinary
experience of, say, a pine tree. In contrast to the latter, the former involves a
change from one visual interpretation to another. However, this is entirely
consistent with the claim that seeing a pine tree is similar to seeing, say, the
chef/dog figure as a dog, in that both involve the detection of a specific
shape-gestalt property. In my view, the best way to realize this is by appeal
to three-dimensional versions of ambiguous figures. Consider, for example,
a three-dimensional version of the duck/rabbit. If you look at such a figure,
your experience will switch between two different face-to-face experien-
ces of an ordinary three-dimensional object in your environment. Here,
I think, it is very plausible to assume that each of these two experiences is
an ordinary recognitional experience with the same structure as a recogni-
tional experience of a pine tree.

Does the shape-gestalt proposal present a distinct alternative to the
high-level view? It seems plausible that we sometimes sort objects into
types according to their appearances. The proponent of the high-level view
could therefore suggest that the relevant natural kind properties are ‘quali-
tatively pure’ in the sense that they are defined in terms of a distinct look,
say, for example, a pine tree-like appearance. She could further suggest
that that we define such appearances in terms of shape-gestalt properties. In
this case, there would be no difference between a visual experience that at-
tributes a qualitatively pure natural kind property (e.g., being a pine tree) to
an object and a visual experience that attributes the corresponding sha-
pe-gestalt property (e.g., having a pine tree shape-gestalt) to that object,
that is, there would be no difference between the high-level view and the
shape-gestalt proposal. But, as Brogaard has pointed out, purely qualitative
kinds are defined by their low-level properties and thus “are not really
high-level properties and hence not really natural kind properties of the sort
we are interested in here” [Brogaard, 2013: 40].

Is the shape-gestalt proposal plausible from a phenomenological point
of view? The proponent of the high-level view might argue that the
shape-gestalt proposal fails to account for a number of obvious phenome-
nal contrasts.’’ Consider the following scenario. As you are walking
though a forest, you see a snake in front of you. Let us call the overall expe-

29 For different views along these lines, see Gombrich (1960), Schier (1986), and Lopes
(20006).

301 the context of his version of the low-level view, Prinz has insisted on this distinction.
See: Prinz (2006: 436-437).

31 Thanks to Igor Gasparov for pressing this point and for the following example.
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rience at that time Os and the visual experience of the snake contained in it
V’s. After the initial shock, you notice that there is no snake in front of you,
but rather a longish inanimate object with a snake-gestalt. Let us call your
overall experience at that time Oi and the visual experience contained in it
Vi. In this scenario, it is plausible that the two overall experiences differ in
phenomenal character. Given this, the proponent of the high-level view
could adapt some of Siegel’s arguments in order to show that it is not possi-
ble to explain the phenomenal difference between Os and Oi either in terms
of'the non-sensory phenomenal character of the non-visual states contained
in them or in terms of some kind of background phenomenology. Since Vs
and Vi attribute the same shape-gestalt property to the object, it then seems
to follow that the shape-gestalt proposal is unable to account for the pheno-
menal difference between Os and Oi.

Yet, the shape-gestalt proposal can account for this phenomenal diffe-
rence in the following way. According to the framework outlined in the se-
cond section of this paper, the two visual experiences Vs and Vi are compo-
nents of visual perceptual states that might also contain non-experiential
categorizations. The perceptual state contained in Os could categorize the
object as a snake and the perceptual state contained in Oi could categorize
it as an inanimate object. Moreover, it is possible that these categorizations
differ in cognitive phenomenal character. In this case, Os and Oi would dif-
fer in phenomenal character because the visual perceptual states contained
in them would differ in cognitive phenomenology.*

5. Explaining the phenomenal contrasts
in terms of shape-gestalts

In this section, I argue that shape-gestalt properties can explain the re-
levant phenomenal contrasts just as well as natural kind properties. But be-
fore doing this, I would like to clarify the task at hand in a bit more detail.

Inferences to the best explanation require criteria that allow us to as-
sess how well different possible explanations account for the phenomena in
question. Scientific explanations are often compared with regard to their
predictive power, their ability to unify a large number of different pheno-
mena, and their simplicity. But these criteria are not applicable to the pre-
sent situation. The high-level view and the low-level view are not formula-
ted as scientific theories that make empirically testable predictions. More-

32 Scenarios like this one could threaten the shape-gestalt proposal only if there was a clear
difference in sensory phenomenal character between the two visual experiences contained in
them. In section five of this paper, I will discuss a similar scenario, the salamander-scenario,
in order to show that there is no obvious difference in sensory phenomenal character between
the two visual experiences involves in this scenario and I will give reasons for thinking that
this holds in general.
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over, both views claim to be able to account for the same range of
phenomena, and it is hardly plausible to discount one of them because of its
lack of simplicity. I will therefore not discuss how well the shape-gestalt
proposal satisfies a given set of criteria. Rather, I will compare the explana-
tory power of the shape-gestalt proposal with that of the high-level view in
a more direct way.

For this purpose, I will proceed in two steps. I first argue that we can
provide explanations in terms of shape-gestalt properties for all those phe-
nomenal contrasts that can plausibly be explained by appeal to natural kind
properties. The purpose of this step is to secure the existence of appropriate
low-level explanations. I then argue that shape-gestalt properties can ex-
plain these phenomenal contrasts just as well as natural kind properties.
The purpose of this second step is to show that explanations in terms of
shape-gestalt properties are phenomenally adequate.

How can we secure the existence of explanations in terms of shape-ge-
stalt properties for all those phenomenal contrasts that can plausibly be ex-
plained by appeal to natural kind properties? The phenomenal contrasts
that are cited in support of Siegel’s thesis all involve the actualization of a
recognitional disposition. We can therefore approach this question by con-
sidering different possible ways in which the relevant recognitional dispo-
sitions might be actualized. I will consider three different proposals.

First, it is intuitively plausible that we often recognize objects by re-
cognizing their shape-gestalts. In this case, you would recognize some-
thing, say, as a pine tree, because you recognize it as having a pine tree
shape-gestalt.** Now, since we do not have a conclusive scientific account
of object-recognition, we do not know whether we ever recognize objects
in this way. But if object recognition does work in this way, it follows that
any actualization of a recognitional disposition involves the detection of a
corresponding shape-gestalt property. And this ensures the existence of an
appropriate low-level explanation in these cases of object-recognition.

Second, it is intuitively plausible that we often recognize objects by re-
cognizing a single low-level property or a set of low-level properties.** In
such cases, one would recognize, say, a familiar person in the dark by his
outline shape or a certain bird by its color. But, in my view, these situations

33 Some influential vision scientists hold that the visual system identifies objects based on
three-dimensional shape-representations. This would lend support to the claim that we
sometimes recognize objects by recognizing their shape-gestalts. Marr (1982) and Biederman
(1987) both have suggested that object recognition is based on three-dimensional
shape-representations. Both construed these shape-representations as arrangements of
volume-based primitives. Whereas Marr used generalized cylinders as his primitives,
Biederman used so-called geons. There are many alternative theories of object recognition
that are not based on volume-based primitives. One, non-exclusive, alternative is that
object-recognition is mediated through representations of two-dimensional object views. For
such an account, see Bulth6ff and Edelman (1992) and Bulth6ff and Wallis (2002).

34 One low-level property that has received much attention in the empirical literature is
motion. See, for example, Johansson (1973) and Mather and Murdoch (1994).
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do not generate phenomenal contrasts that can serve as explananda in the
first step of the method of phenomenal contrast and, thus, do not need to be
explained by the shape-gestalt proposal. The reason for this is that there is
no clear difference in sensory phenomenal character between two visual
experiences that attribute identical low-level properties, other than
shape-gestalt properties, and different natural kind properties to their res-
pective objects. In order to illustrate this, I will now consider two such con-
trast scenarios.

My first scenario consists of two visual experiences of a red cardinal. Let
us say that you know that cardinals are the only red birds in your neighbor-
hood. But you are not able distinguish cardinals from other red birds by loo-
king, that is, you have not yet acquired the relevant recognitional disposition.
As you are walking though the forest, you see a small a red dot far off in one
of the trees. You cannot make out its shape, but you recognize a number of
low-level properties, such as its red color, its location, and its relative size.
From these low-level properties together with your background knowledge,
you infer that you are looking at a red cardinal. Subsequently, you acquire
the ability to recognize cardinals visually. Again, as you are walking through
the forest, you see a red dot far off in one of the trees. Suppose also that, in
this context, recognizing the object’s color, location, and relative size suffi-
ces to actualize your recognitional disposition so that you see the object as a
cardinal. In this scenario, it seems impossible to tell with any degree of confi-
dence that the two experiences differ in sensory phenomenal character. If
this is true, the two experiences of the cardinal do not provide a contrast in
sensory phenomenal character that can serve as an explanandum in the first
step of the method of phenomenal contrast and, thus, do not need to be ex-
plained by the proponent of the low-level view.

In response, the proponent of the high-level view could concede that
scenarios of the kind described in the previous paragraph may be concei-
vable, but deny that they are actually possible. I simply stipulated that, in
the second experience, the recognitional disposition is activated by low-le-
vel properties, such as color, location, and relative size. But activation of
the relevant recognitional disposition might require the experience of other
low-level properties. So what we need is a case in which it is more plausible
that the recognitional disposition is actualized during the experience. The
following scenario is more likely to satisfy this condition.

This scenario consists again of two visual experiences of a red cardi-
nal. The first experience takes place before you acquire the ability to recog-
nize cardinals. You look at a red cardinal that slowly disappears behind a
screen and then stops moving. This screen has a small hole in it so that you
see only one small part of the cardinal through it. Let us say that you just
see a red dot without recognizing any details, such as individual feathers or
their texture. The second experience is similar but takes place after you ha-
ve acquired the disposition to recognize cardinals visually. In this scenario,
it is plausible that, in the first experience, you see the dot through the hole
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as part of ared bird, and, in the second experience, you see the dot as part of
a red cardinal.®® The two experiences attribute identical low-level proper-
ties and different natural kind properties to the cardinal. And, yet, it still
seems implausible that you could tell with any degree of confidence that
the two experiences differ in sensory phenomenal character. Again, the two
experiences do not provide a suitable contrast in sensory phenomenal cha-
racter for the first step of the method of phenomenal contrast.

The proponent of the high-level view could still deny that such scenarios
involve the actualization of the relevant recognitional dispositions. More-
over, she could point out that one can accept my conclusions only if one sha-
res my intuitions about the sensory phenomenal character of these imagined
scenarios, which are contentious. I admit that both objections are viable. But,
at this point in the dialectic, it does not actually matter whether my examples
are conclusive. As long as the proponent of the high-level view does not
show that putative cases in which we recognize an object by recognizing one
or more low-level properties provide clear contrasts in sensory phenomenal
character that can serve as explananda in the first step of the method of phe-
nomenal contrast, the shape-gestalt proposal is not threatened.

Third, the proponent of the high-level view could argue that, at least in
some cases, object recognition is based on the recognition of natural kind
properties. In these cases, recognizing an object as, say, a pine tree, would
be nothing other than seeing it as instantiating the natural kind property
being a pine tree.®®

I admit that this is a plausible account of object recognition.37 But this
account leads to a problem for the high-level view. Consider again the two
experiences of the cardinal behind the screen. According to the high-level
view, both experiences would attribute different natural kind properties to
the cardinal, namely the property being a bird and the property being a car-
dinal. Since, on the high-level view, these properties enter into the sensory
phenomenal contents of the two visual experiences, these experiences
should clearly differ in their sensory phenomenal character.*® But, as we
have seen, this does not seem to be true. Thus, in order to raise a problem
for the shape-gestalt proposal, the proponent of the high-level view would
have to explain the absence of a clear difference in sensory phenomenal

35 One might admit this, but still object that this is not a genuine example of a case where
object recognition is necessarily based on the recognition of low-level properties other than
shape-gestalt properties. In response, I want to point out that even if the recognitional
disposition is originally activated by the viewer’s recognition of the cardinal’s shape-gestalt,
it remains activated after the bird has disappeared behind the screen because the viewer sees a
red dot. This might be enough to establish my point.

36 Siegel indicates that the truth of the high-level view would imply this third notion of
object recognition when she writes: “Part of what’s at stake about Thesis K [her label for the
high-level view] is whether visual experience is an input to such processes of recognition or an
output” [Siegel, 2006: 499].

37 A proposal along these lines has been developed by Prinz. See: Prinz (2006).

38 The salamander example to be presented later in this paper reinforces this conclusion.
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character in the cardinal cases and also present appropriate contrast scena-
rios that involve a clear difference in sensory phenomenal character.*

I have argued that we can provide explanations in terms of shape-ge-
stalt properties for all those phenomenal contrasts that can plausibly be ex-
plained in terms of natural kind properties. The proponent of the high-level
view could still object that the former explanations do not account for the
phenomenal contrast as well as the latter, that is, that they are not pheno-
menally adequate.*” However, in order to substantiate this objection, she
would have to present contrast scenarios consisting of two visual experien-
ces that satisfy the following conditions: (i) the two experiences attribute
identical low-level properties, including shape-gestalt properties, to their
respective objects, (ii) the two experiences attribute different natural kind
properties to their respective objects, and (iii) the two experiences clearly
differ in sensory phenomenal character. Yet, I do not think that scenarios
that satisfy conditions (i) and (ii) also satisfy condition (iii). As a conse-
quence, we have no reason to believe that explanations in terms of sha-
pe-gestalts are phenomenally inadequate. I will first illustrate this with a
scenario that is based on an actual case and then argue that this also holds
for all possible scenarios that could plausibly be explained in terms of natu-
ral kind properties. *!

The following scenario is based on an actual case of cryptic specia-
tion.* Consider a zoologist who is an expert on salamanders. Up to a cer-
tain time, she believed that certain salamanders that occur in eastern Mexi-

39 One might argue that the difference in sensory phenomenal character between seeing
something as a bird and seeing something as a cardinal is just too small to be detected because
the concepts are closely related to each other. But I do not think that this is a satisfactory
response. The reason for this is that one can design scenarios in which the properties attributed
by the experiences differ as much as possible.

40 In fact, Siegel’s first argument against the shape-gestalt proposal indicates that she
thinks that appeal to shape-gestalt properties does not suffice to explain the phenomenal
difference between V1 and 2.

411 proceed here by generalization from scenarios based on actual cases. An alternative
procedure would be to use twin-Earth scenarios. One could argue as follows. Consider the
following twin-Earth scenario. You look at an object here on Earth and see it as being a pine
tree. Simultaneously, your twin on twin-Earth looks at an object and sees it as being a
twin-pine. A twin-pine looks just like a pine, but has a different genetic make up. That’s the
only difference between Earth and twin-Earth. In this case, it is implausible that your
experience and your twin’s experience differ in sensory phenomenal character. Moreover,
this seems to be generally true because we can imagine analogous scenarios for any natural
kind property. However, twin-Earth scenarios incur a number of problems. For example,
twin-Earth scenarios would fail if phenomenal character would supervene on wide content.
Various authors have used twin-Earth scenarios to argue for the low-level view, see for
example, Price (2006), Brogaard (2013), Prinz (2013). For some problems with these
scenarios: see, Siegel (2013) and Logue (2013).

42 Cryptic speciation is a biological process that results in a group of species (which, by
definition, cannot interbreed) that contain individuals that are morphologically identical to
each other but belong to different species. For the following example, see, for example,
Parra-Olea and Wake (2001). It has recently been argued that there might be different species
of giraffes. See, for example, Brown, et al (2007). For evidence of cryptic speciation in
maritime organisms, see Cornils and Held (2014).
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co belong to the same species as certain identical looking salamanders that
occur in southern Mexico. DNA testing then showed that the salamanders
belong to two different species. Now suppose that the zoologist looks at a
terrarium with two compartments. The salamander in the left compartment
belongs to the species occurring in eastern Mexico and the salamander in
the right compartment belongs to the species occurring in southern Mexi-
co. Suppose also that when the zoologist looks at the two salamanders, the
respective recognitional dispositions are actualized. I think that this scena-
rio plausibly satisfies the first two conditions outlined in the previous para-
graph. It involves two visual experiences that attribute identical low-level
properties, including shape-gestalts, and different natural kind properties
to their respective objects. And, yet, it is implausible that the third conditi-
on is also satisfied, that is, it is implausible that the two experiences clearly
differ in sensory phenomenal character.

I think that it is plausible that the same is true for all possible contrast
scenarios that could be explained in terms of natural kind properties. My
argument here is simple. We can certainly imagine scenarios of the kind
described in the previous paragraph for every natural kind property. And
when we do so, we do not notice a clear phenomenal difference between
the two imagined visual experiences. Now, there are many cases of cryptic
speciation, and, hence, many scenarios of the kind described in the previ-
ous paragraph. Given this, it is plausible to assume that imaginability here
is evidence for possibility.43 If this is correct, these kinds of scenarios satis-
fy conditions (i) and (ii), but fail to satisfy condition (iii). Thus, these sce-
narios do not present counterexamples to the phenomenal adequacy of the
shape-gestalt proposal. We can conclude that the shape-gestalt proposal
explains the relevant phenomenal contrasts just as well as appeal to natural
kind properties.

One might try to resist my conclusion for a number of reasons. First,
one could point out that, like the cardinal scenario, the salamander scenario
relies on possibly unreliable intuitions. This might be true. But, again, at
this point in the dialectic, this puts the onus on the proponent of the high-le-
vel view to provide a phenomenal contrast scenario that satisfies conditions
(1) to (iii). Lacking such a scenario, we have no reason for thinking that the
shape-gestalt proposal is phenomenally inadequate.

Second, the proponent of the high-level view could point out that the
two visual experiences in the salamander case represent the two different
natural kind properties by identical sensory phenomenal characters.**
Thus, even if my description of this scenario is correct, it does not follow
that these properties do not enter into the sensory phenomenal contents of

43 Note that this is not the kind of imaginability involved in twin-Earth scenarios. In
contrast to twin-Earth scenarios, I imagine scenarios based on experiences had by the same
subject in the actual world.

44 Siegel brings up this option in her response to Prinz. See: Siegel (2013: 851).
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the two experiences. In order to show this, one would have to prove that
there is no difference in sensory phenomenal character between a visual ex-
perience of the salamander that lacks the recognitional element and one
that represents it as a salamander.

I do not think that this objection is valid, however. According to the
proponent of the high-level view, different natural kind properties are typi-
cally represented by different sensory phenomenal contents. We would
thus need a reason for why this is different in the salamander scenario. Mo-
reover, we can construe scenarios in which one of the salamanders turns
out to be a bizarre atmospheric disturbance, a strange type of moving plant,
a strange looking elephant, or whatever. Thus, even if the proponent of the
high-level view could give us an explanation in the original salamander ca-
se, it is implausible that this explanation would cover all the other cases.

6. Conclusion

My goal in this paper was to show that the shape-gestalt proposal pro-
vides a viable low-level alternative to Siegel’s high-level view. I proceeded
roughly in three steps. I first showed that Siegel’s arguments against the
shape-gestalt proposal are not conclusive. I then developed the shape-ge-
stalt proposal in greater detail. Finally, I argued that the shape-gestalt pro-
posal allows us to explain the relevant phenomenal contrasts just as well as
Siegel’s high-level view. The argument for this latter claim proceeded in
two steps. I first showed that we can provide explanations in terms of sha-
pe-gestalt properties for all those phenomenal contrasts that can plausibly
be explained in terms of natural kind properties. I then argued that explana-
tions in terms of shape-gestalt properties are phenomenally adequate. My
argument does not show that Siegel’s proposal is false. But, if correct, it
establishes the existence of a plausible low-level alternative.
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AN ANOSOGNOSIA VINDICATE TRADITIONALISM ABOUT
SELF-DECEPTION?

José Eduardo Porcher —  The traditional conception of self-deception takes it for an intrapersonal form of
PhD. Federal University interpersonal deception. However, since the same subject is at the same time de-
of Rio Grande do Sul, ceived and deceived, this means attributing the agent a pair of contradictory be-
Porto Alegre, Brazil. liefs. In the course of defending a deflationary conception of self-deception, Mele
E-mail: (1997) has challenged traditionalists to present convincing evidence that there

are cases of self-deception in which what he calls the dual belief-requirement is sa-
tisfied. Levy (2009) has responded to this challenge affirming that there is at least
one real cases of self-deception that meets this requirement, namely, that of ano-
sognosia. In this family of conditions, the patient apparently believes that there is
nothing wrong with her while, at the same time, providing behavioral cues that indi-
cate that the patient is somehow aware of his disease. If Levy is right, then traditio-
nalism about self-deception could be vindicated, after having been widely abando-
ned due to its need to postulate exotic mental processes in order to make sense of
the attribution of contradictory beliefs. In this paper, I assess whether Levy’s re-
sponse to Mele’s challenge is successful by analyzing his interpretation of the empi-
rical evidence to which he appeals. Finally, I attack the cogency of the underlying
commitments about the nature of folk psychology to which one is required to defer
in order to draw from conflicting evidence the attribution of contradictory beliefs.

Key words: self-deception. anosognosia. belief. contradictory beliefs. folk psycho-

logy.

Introduction

Self-deception is a psychological phenomenon with which every human being
is familiar. Since the definition of self-deception is precisely one of the points of
contention in the philosophical literature, one might as well begin by first determi-
ning the reference of the concept. There is no shortage of examples, but maybe it will
help if we confine ourselves to those which are relatable and less intricate. Consider
the following representative case:

Ann is dying of cancer and is aware of many facts, such as her long, steady
decline, pointing to this outcome, though no one has told her that her case is
terminal and she has avoided letting her doctor give her a prognosis. Suppose
further that she talks of recovery and discusses her various plans for the long
future ... the facts pointing to her death are not unmistakably prominent and her
talk of recovery is apparently sincere ... she has better than average medical
knowledge ... [but] (among other things) ... her talk of recovery lacks full
conviction (or exhibits too much apparent conviction), and ... is often followed
by depression or anxiety [Audi, 1982:134].

Despite our familiarity with this type of situation, and although the folk-psycho-
logical concept of self-deception (or its equivalents, such as fooling oneself, lying to
oneself, etc.) is used by us every day, we have yet to come up with a consensual cha-
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racterization of the phenomenon. This is due to the fact that, though the
phenomenon is straightforward enough, there seems to be something amiss
with the very idea of deceiving oneself. This puzzle gave rise to a speciali-
zed debate with the translation of Jean-Paul Sartre’s Being and Nothing-
ness into English. In his discussion of “bad faith,” Sartre recognizes and
elaborates on the apparent contradiction involved in self-deception:

I must know in my capacity as deceiver the truth which is hidden from
me in my capacity as the one deceived. Better yet, I must know the
truth very exactly in order to conceal it more carefully—and this not at
two different moments, which at a pinch would allow us to reestablish
a semblance of duality—but in the unitary structure of a single project
(1949/1957, p. 49):

So the very word ‘self-deception’ carries with it an air of impossibility
if we take it to mean exactly what it seems to mean. On close inspection,
two puzzles arise from a literal interpretation of the word, each of which is
derived from one of two lexical assumptions:

1. By definition, person A4 deceives person B (where B may or may not be
the same person as A) into believing that p only if 4 knows, or at least
believes truly, that not-p and causes B to believe that p.

2. By definition, deceiving is an intentional activity: nonintentional
deceiving is conceptually impossible [Mele, 2001: 6].

The first puzzle, often called the static puzzle, concerns the possibility
of the mental state that the first lexical assumption entails, namely, the pos-
session of contradictory beliefs. The second puzzle, often called the dyna-
mic puzzle, concerns the possibility of the project that the second lexical as-
sumption entails, namely, intentionally keeping from oneself something
that one believes. For the remainder of this paper, I will deal with the first
of these difficulties.

There have been two main proposed approaches to the static puzzle.
The first one takes ‘deception’ literally, declaring self-deception to be a
form of intrapersonal deception. I will refer to this as traditionalism about
self-deception. Insofar as traditionalism entails that the belief that p and the
belief that not-p coexist in the mind of the self-deceived, the static puzzle
must be solved. The solutions proposed by traditionalists such as David Pe-
ars (1984) and Donald Davidson (1985) rest on the Freudian idea that the
best way to account for the phenomenon is to somehow sp/if the person. Pe-
ars’s proposed solution is the most radical of these:

[There is a] subsystem ... built around the nucleus of the wish for the
irrational belief and it is organized like a person. Although it is a
separate center of agency within the whole person, it is, from its own
point of view, entirely rational. It wants the main system to form the
irrational belief and it is aware that it will not form it, if the cautionary
belief [i.e., the belief that it would be irrational to form the desired
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belief] is allowed to intervene. So with perfect rationality it stops its
intervention (1984: 87),

It is easy to see how this would solve the pending difficulties. Pears
converts the problematic characterization ‘4 deceives 4’ that resulted from
a literal reading into the non-problematic ‘4 deceives B,” where 4 and B are
different subsystems of agency within a reasonably unified system, name-
ly, the person. Because the roles of deceiver and deceived are played by
different centers of agency, the aura of paradox disappears. However, this
sort of explanation faces its own difficulties. As Mark Johnston (1988: 64)
has observed, the traditionalist view replaces a contradictory description of
the self-deceiver with one that raises its own host of problems: how can the
deceiving subsystem have the capacities to perpetrate the deception? Why
should the deceiving subsystem be interested in the deception? Does it sup-
pose that it knows what it is best for the deceived system to believe? Impor-
tantly, as Tamar Gendler observes, ‘If one of the subpersons (truly) belie-
ves that p and does not believe that not-p, and if that subperson is bothered
by this and wishes it were not the case, why would she be find it psycholo-
gically fruitful intentionally to bring someone else to believe that the oppo-
site?” (2007: 235).

On the other hand, Davidson proposes a functional division that falls
short of literally splitting the person into separate centers of agency. His
view is that all that is needed is a boundary between conflicting attitudes:
there would be no problem in believing contradictory propositions if they
didn’t come in contact with each other. Davidson claims that it is the dra-
wing of such a boundary between our inconsistent beliefs which constitutes
the irrational step involved in self-deception, and that this step is assisted
by the nonobservance of Carl Hempel’s and Rudolf Carnap’s requirement
of'total evidence for inductive reasoning—a normative principle that enjoins
us to give credence to the hypothesis most highly supported by all available
relevant evidence when choosing among a set of mutually exclusive hypo-
theses. Davidson proposes the following conditions under which an agent
A is self-deceived with respect to a proposition p:

A has evidence on the basis of which he believes that p is more apt to be
true than its negation; the thought that p, or the thought that he ought
rationally to believe p, motivates A to act in such a way as to cause
himself to believe the negation of p (1985: 88).

Nevertheless, even though Davidson’s is a more economical approach
to the characterization of the self-deceived than Pears’s, both approaches
share the assumption that ‘self-deception’ should be understood literally.
However, the ‘deception’ in self-deception may alternatively be unders-
tood as nothing more than a metaphor (an observation that originated as
early as Canfield and Gustafson, 1962). For proponents of this view,
self-deception is not to be understood as a reflexive form of deception, in
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much the same way that self-teaching is not understood as a reflexive form
of teaching.

The second approach to the static puzzle involves understanding self-
deception to be simply a form of motivated irrationality. I will refer to this as
deflationism about self-deception. Insofar as deflationism maintains that on-
ly the false or unwarranted belief exists in the mind of the self-deceived, the
static puzzle is apparently bypassed. Deflationists are, however, left with the
task of explaining what exactly the mental states involved in self-deception
are, and how they are formed and maintained. In other words, their task is ex-
plaining what the metaphor stands for. Alfred Mele, the main proponent of
deflationism, presents the following set of jointly sufficient conditions for an
agent S to be self-deceived in acquiring a belief that p:

1. The belief that p which S acquires is false.

2. S'treats data relevant, or at least seemingly relevant, to the truth value of
p in a motivationally biased way.

3. This biased treatment is a nondeviant cause of S’s acquiring the belief
that p.

4. The body of data possessed by S at the time provides greater warrant for
not-p than for p (2001: 51).

Although it is certainly not a given that these conditions are indeed
jointly sufficient for self-deception to obtain, deflationism has the virtue of
at once avoiding the static puzzle and presenting a more parsimonious cha-
racterization of the self-deceived.

Mele’s challenge and Levy’s response

Having advanced the most parsimonious theory of self-deception to date,
Mele (1997) challenged traditionalists to provide convincing evidence of the
existence of instances of self-deception that satisfy what he calls the dual-be-
lief requirement, namely, the requirement that self-deceivers (at some point)
simultaneously believe that p and believe that not-p. Recently, Neil Levy
(2009) has responded to Mele’s challenge with an attempted demonstration of
the satisfaction of the dual-belief requirement. While recognizing that-given
that Mele offers merely sufficient (and not necessary) conditions—meeting the
challenge would not falsify the deflationary account, Levy points out that, if he
is successful, he will have at least undermined the argument from parsimony in
favor of deflationism and have strengthened traditionalism insofar as there
would not be a need to postulate ad hoc exotic mental processes such as the
ones invoked by Pears (and, to some extent, Davidson).1

' However, Levy doesn’t aim at vindicating traditionalism entirely, as he doesn’t defend
intentionalism. What he does intend to do is to ‘show that the static puzzle must be solved
rather than simply dismissed’ (2009: 230).
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How may one go about demonstrating that at least some cases of
self-deception involve the simultaneous possession of contradictory be-
liefs? As Levy notes, ‘we cannot directly inspect the mind of the self-decei-
ved in order to discover that there are cases where the dual-belief require-
ment is satisfied’ (2009: 230). What one can do is to analyze the evidence
available for the attribution of contradictory beliefs to subjects in the grip
of self-deception. Levy makes it clear that he thinks that ordinary self-de-
ception may be properly characterized without the attribution of contradic-
tory beliefs, but suggests he is on to at least one case of extraordinary
self-deception that does satisfy the dual-belief requirement, making it ne-
cessary at least to amend the deflationary account. The case at hand is that
of anosognosia.

Anosognosia is a neurological condition characterized by the lack of
awareness or the underestimation of a specific deficit in sensory,
perceptual, motor, affective or cognitive functioning, brought about by
brain dysfunction (Bisiach and Geminiani, 1991; Prigatano, 2010). In the
following discussion I will follow Levy and use the term anosognosia to
refer to the unawareness of a particular motor deficit, hemiplegia —
paralysis of the arm, leg, and/or trunk on the same side of the body — as
anosognosia ‘has been studied mainly in stroke hemiplegic patients, who
may report no deficit, overestimate their abilities or deny that they are
unable to move a paretic limb’ (Orfei et al., 2007: 3075). The vast majority
of cases of anosognosia for hemiplegia follow right-brain injury and thus it
is the left side of the patient’s body that is usually paralyzed.

What leads Levy to think the case of anosognosia has any significance
for the debate on the proper characterization of self-deception is the fact
that numerous descriptions and interpretations of the denial, rationalizati-
on, and confabulation involved in cases of anosognosia invite comparison
with the motivated phenomenon of self-deception. The main source of case
reports from which Levy draws comes from Vilayanur S. Ramachandran’s
studies (1995; 1996). To understand why, according to Levy, it is tempting
to see anosognosia as a case of extreme self-deception, let us look at two re-
presentative cases. Here is a conversation between one of Ramachandran’s
patients and himself (Ramachandran and Blakeslee, 1998: 130):

“Esmerelda, how are you doing?”

“I’m fine?”

“Can you walk?”

“Yes.”

“Can you use your arms?”

“Yes.”

“Can you use your right arm?”

“Yes”.

“Can you use your left arm?”’?

“Yes, I can use my left arm.”
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“Can you point to me with your right hand?”

She pointed straight at me with her good right hand.

“Can you point to me with your left?”’?

Her left hand lay motionless in front of her?

“Esmerelda, are you pointing?”’

“I have severe arthritis in my shoulder; you know that, doctor. It hurts.

I can’t move my arm now.”

On other occasions she employed other excuses:?

“Well, I’ve never been very ambidextrous, doctor.”

Patients of anosognosia are prone to rationalization, making up excu-
ses in much the same way that ordinary people do when self-deceived. This
invites not only the comparison with self-deception, but the hypothesis that
the neurological mechanisms involved in both phenomena are the same or,
at least, somehow related (Hirstein, 2005).2 Some cases of anosognosia,
however, are even more stark and invite the ascription of full-blown delusi-
on.’ Here is another conversation between one of Ramachandran’s patients
and himself (Ramachandran and Blakeslee, 1998: 129):

“Mrs. Dodds, can you touch my nose with your right hand?”’

She did so with no trouble.

“Can you touch my nose with your left hand?”

Her hand lay paralyzed in front of her.?

“Mrs. Dodds, are you touching my nose?”

“Yes, of course I’m touching your nose.”

“Can you actually see yourself touching my nose?”’?

“Yes, I can see it. It’s less than an inch from your face.”

At this point Mrs. Dodds produced a frank confabulation, almost a hal-
lucination, that her finger was nearly touching my nose. Her vision was fi-
ne. She could see her arm perfectly clearly, yet she was insisting that she
could see the arm move? I decided to ask just one more question.

“Mrs. Dodds, can you clap?”’

With resigned patience she said, “Of course I can clap.”

“Will you clap for me?”?

Mrs. Dodds glanced up at me and proceeded to make clapping move-
ments with her right hand, as if clapping with an imaginary hand near the
midline?

“Are you clapping?”’?

“Yes, I'm clapping,” she replied.

As Ramachandran notes, this patient’s confabulation is on the extreme
end of the scale, as it is much more usual for patients with anosognosia to
conjure up inane excuses or rationalizations why their left arms do not mo-

2 If this were true, it would mean that self-deception might at last begin to be understood
at a lower level of description—namely, that of neurobiology. This alone makes the
comparison worth investigating.

3 This raises the interesting question of where self-deception ends and clinical delusion
begins. Cf. Bortolotti and Mameli (2012).

tudieC——

ience s

- Sc

1es

(ease-stud

211



tudieC——

ies - Science s

(ease-stud

212

JOSE PORCHER

ve when they are asked to demonstrate the use of that arm. Hence, this case
is an extraordinary case of anosognosia and ordinary cases of anosognosia
still invite comparison with everyday self-deception, albeit in an exaggera-
ted form. Levy uses this as a starting point to explore the possibility that
anosognosia might be evidence against deflationism about self-deception.
His overarching argument starts from the premises that (1) some cases of
anosognosia are cases of self-deception, and that (2) these cases warrant
the ascription of contradictory beliefs, concluding that there is at least one
kind of case of self-deception which warrants the ascription of contradicto-
ry beliefs. As a corollary of Levy’s argument, deflationism about self-de-
ception turns out to be either incorrect or at least incomplete.

Whether or not Levy’s first premise is true depends, on the one hand,
on an account of self-deception, and on the other hand, on an account of
anosognosia. Levy gives the following set of conditions for a case of ano-
sognosia to be a case of self-deception (2009: 234):

1. Subjects believe that their limb is healthy.

2. Nevertheless they also have the simultaneous belief (or strong
suspicion) that their limb is significantly impaired and they are
profoundly disturbed by this belief (suspicion).

3. Condition #1 1is satisfied because condition #2 is satisfied; that is,
subjects are motivated to form the belief that their limb is healthy
because they have the concurrent belief (suspicion) that it is
significantly impaired and they are disturbed by this belief (suspicion).

Note that Levy’s characterization of self-deception is somewhat im-
precise, since he attributes to the self-deceived the desired, but unwarran-
ted belief, while leaving it open if the attitude of the self-deceived toward
the undesired state of affairs is one of belief or suspicion. (I will return to
this point.) However, from the point of view of an account of anosognosia,
the main point of contention is his third condition, which concerns the mo-
tivational origin of anosognosic beliefs. Of course, Levy is not stating that
all anosognosic beliefs are the product of the subject’s desires, but it is still
a matter of controversy that there are any motivationally formed anosogno-
sic beliefs (cf. Aimola Davies et al., 2009). Still, since the focus of this in-
vestigation is not whether or not it is true that some cases of anosognosia
are cases of self-deception, I will assume, for the sake of the argument, that
the first premise of Levy’s argument is true and turn now to his second pre-
mise—the claim that anosognosia warrants the ascription of contradictory
beliefs. To support the second premise of his argument, Levy intends to de-
monstrate that there is evidence to attribute both the desired belief that one
is not paralyzed and the undesired belief that one is paralyzed. In the next
section, I present and assess this evidence.
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Analyzing the evidence

As we have seen, anosognosic patients deny being paralyzed with ap-
parent sincerity. Importantly, this conviction has been empirically tested.
In order to answer the question ‘Is there tacit knowledge of paralysis in
anosognosia?’, Ramachandran devised an experiment in which patients
were given the choice of completing either a bimanual or a unimanual task
for larger and smaller prizes, respectively. He administered the trials to
three different patients a total of 19 times. Patients almost always chose the
bimanual task, leading Ramachandran to assert that ‘the patients either ha-
ve no “tacit knowledge”of their paralysis or, even if they do, they cannot
access this knowledge when choosing between a unimanual vs. bimanual
task’ (1995: 31). So far, then, the evidence heavily suggests that anosogno-
sic patients believe that they are not paralyzed, and that they fail to believe
that they are paralyzed. Nevertheless, Levy assembles several pieces of
evidence which, he purports, while not indisputable on its own, make a
strong case for the simultaneous attribution of the undesired belief.

First, Levy argues that there is evidence that the fact of paralysis is re-
presented in the brain of anosognosic patients (2009: 236). This is sugge-
sted by studies employing vestibular stimulation through the caloric reflex
test—a test of the vestibulo-ocular reflex that involves irrigating cold or
warm water into the external auditory canal. This test is hypothesized to
arouse the parts of the right hemisphere normally engaged in anomaly de-
tection and attention to the left side of the patient’s personal space and, no-
tably, it has been shown to lead to temporary remission of anosognosia.
More importantly, Levy cites the fact that the application of this test to ano-
sognosic patients has showed recognition that they had awareness of their
paralysis all along (Cappa et al., 1987). But note that this is not conclusive
evidence given that the might be the alleged recognition may well be an ef-
fect of hindsight bias. More importantly, however, is the question of how
something being ‘represented in the brain” would equal something being
believed. Moreover, Hirstein (2005) suggests that we take anosognosics at
their word and that, if their brain can nevertheless represent the damage to
their limb—a possibility which is not being rejected here at all-this repre-
sentation is subpersonal and inaccessible to consciousness.

Second, Levy cites indirect evidence that the relevant proposition has
(at least) the lowest degree of personal availability to the anosognosic pa-
tient (2009: 237). Forced-choice situations have yielded evidence of impli-
cit processing in patients with hemispatial neglect—a condition in which,
after damage to one hemisphere of the brain, a deficit in attention to and
awareness of one side of personal space is observed. Neglect is defined by
the inability of a person to process and perceive stimuli on one side of the
body or environment that is not due to a lack of sensation (Unsworth:
2007). Marshall and Halligan (1988) showed a neglect patients drawings of
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houses, placed so that the leftmost part of the houses fell in her neglected
field. Predictably, the patient reported that the houses looked identical. Ho-
wever, the drawing of one the houses was in flames on its left side, some-
thing which the patient could not consciously see. Marshall and Halligan
then proceeded to ask the patient which house they would prefer to live in
and reliably chose the house that was not burning. Note, however, that even
if this result were undisputed (Fahle, 2003), Levy doesn’t offer grounds for
accepting evidence from neglect to apply to anosognosia across the board.
Nevertheless, even if we were to accept the evidence of implicit processing
from neglect patients to transfer to anosognosia patients, Levy again gives
us no reason to infer that that the patient believes the relevant proposition
from evidence that establishes only (if at all) what he himself terms ‘the lo-
west degree of personal availability’—that of cases of blindsight, in which
patients cannot use visual information from their blind field in everyday li-
fe, but are able to use it to guess above chance in forced-situations (Weis-
krantz, 1986).

Third, Levy claims that there is observational evidence that the expli-
citly denied knowledge guides some of the behavior of anosognosic pa-
tients, including their verbal behavior, and takes this to indicate that such
knowledge has a degree of availability somewhat above that of visual in-
formation in blindsight (2009: 237). This alleged evidence comes from two
cases reported by Ramanchandran. The first case (Ramachandran and Bla-
keslee, 1998: 139) is that of a patient who, after opting for a bimanual task
in a forced-choice situation—namely, tying her shoelaces—and failing to
complete it, went on to affirm afterwards that she /ad tied her shoelaces.
The second case (Ramachandran and Blakeslee, 1998: 150) is that of a pa-
tient who affirmed that his left, paralyzed arm was actually stronger than
his right, healthy arm.

Note that it isn’t obvious how these cases represent evidence that these
patients’s alleged belief that they are paralyzed guides their behavior. To
arrive at that conclusion, Levy buys into Ramachandran’s interpretation of
theses cases. According to Ramachandran, both behavioral manifestations
are indicative of what Freud called “reaction formation,” defined by Levy
as ‘the expression of a thought antithetical to the denied proposition, which
betrays its motivated nature by its very vehemence’ (2009: 237). While this
is a valid interpretation, it by no means establishes either that anosognosic
patients are somehow aware of their condition—since the manifested beha-
vior can also be interpreted as the result of a frank confabulation—or that
any motivational component is involved in anosognosia at all. Moreover,
note that once more the language employed by Levy warrants questioning
why we should get onboard with belief attribution if the evidence warrants
but only a degree of availability somewhat above that of visual information
in blindsight.

Fourth, Levy argues that there is strong evidence that the denied
knowledge is dispositionally available to anosognosic patients (2009: 237).
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Once again, Levy turns to Ramachandran, citing the fact that patients can
be gently “prodded” into eventually admitting that their arm is not wor-
king, weak and even, in some cases, paralyzed, although, as Ramachandran
and Blakeslee note, they seem unperturbed by this admission (1998: 149), a
qualification that Levy fails to acknowledge. But even if patients could be
prodded into admitting that they are paralyzed, it is by no means trivial that
we should we immediately take this as evidence that knowledge of the pa-
ralysis is dispositionally available to the patients rather than, for example,
as evidence that the patient has just acquired such knowledge. In the absen-
ce of reasons why the latter plausible interpretation is incorrect, Levy’s al-
leged evidence cannot do the required explanatory work.

The attribution of contradictory beliefs

I claim that the evidence Levy presents for the presence of the undesi-
red belief, as he himself gestures at repeatedly by his choice of words, is not
enough to attribute a belief. After presenting the four pieces of evidence for
the undesired belief above, Levy concludes that ‘taken together, this evi-
dence seems to constitute a strong case for attributing to anosognosics the
belief or the strong suspicion that their limb is significantly impaired’
(2009: 238). I disagree. While what Levy presents as evidence of the pre-
sence of the undesired belief is weak on its own since, as we have seen, it
establishes but a low degree of availability, it becomes even weaker when
we simultaneously have very strong reasons to attribute the desired belief,
that is, to take anosognosic patient’s at their word.

Levy’s conclusion that we have enough evidence to attribute to the
anosognosic patient the belief that he or she is paralyzed stems from the
isolation of this evidence from the evidence that he himself points out is
enough to warrant the attribution to the anosognosic of the belief that he or
she is healthy. He then takes the sum total of the evidence to warrant the at-
tribution of contradictory beliefs to the anosognosic and, given that he un-
derstands at least some cases of anosognosia to be cases of self-deception,
he purports to have demonstrated that Mele’s dual-belief requirement
holds in at least some cases of self-deception. I argue, in turn, that even if it
were true that anosognosia is (in some cases, at least) a form of self-decep-
tion, Levy would not be right to derive an attribution of contradictory be-
liefs from evidence that pulls in two opposing directions. This is because,
in the absence of an empirical method of direct inspection of the anosogno-
sic patient’s mind (as acknowledged by Levy), belief is an explanatory, in-
terpretive, and predictive concept—a tool we use to explain, interpret, and
predict behavior. And if we’re presented with conflicting evidence, the
right response is not to attribute contradictory beliefs—since these have no
explanatory power at all-but to withhold attribution of belief and opt, inste-
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ad, for a characterization of the subject’s attitudes that doesn’t abstract
away from the cognitive processes that underlie belief attribution. For the
sake of advancing in the search for a scientific theory of the phenomena
discussed, we need to recognize that cases such as that of anosognosia, and
clinical delusions in general, are often simply not amenable to personal-le-
vel description and explanation. When it only pretends to be describing
precisely the mental states of those to which we attribute beliefs, ‘belief’
talk does more harm than good.

Conclusion

Levy rightly points out that, like self-deception, anosognosia ‘presents
us with a real-life-indeed, clinically verified—case in which agents claim
that p, while nevertheless giving clear indications that they (at least) stron-
gly suspect that not-p’ (2009: 239). Instead of relying on imaginary or lite-
rary cases of self-deception, as almost all authors contributing to the lite-
rature have done, Levy has taken an important step in bringing empirical
evidence to bear on the discussion. However, I have argued that, notwith-
standing his efforts to use anosognosia to demonstrate that Mele’s dual-be-
lief requirement for self-deception is met, Levy fails to establish this. Im-
portantly, I claim, on explanatory grounds, that Mele’s challenge is not
answerable by stipulating that evidence pulling us in the direction of oppo-
site attributions warrants our attributing contradictory beliefs to anosogno-
sic patients. In fact, after Levy’s attempted demonstration, we have nothing
really new that would warrant the attribution of contradictory beliefs to the
self-deceived, assuming that anosognosia really is (sometimes, at least) a
form of self-deception. Cases of everyday self-deception also push us in
opposite directions and give us evidence of doxastic conflict. This is preci-
sely what has fueled years of debate on what the self-deceived really belie-
ve—if they believe that p and not-p, only p, only not-p, or, as I contend, that
the question doesn’t have to have an answer, since assuming so is an over-
estimation of the preciseness of our folk-psychological vocabulary. If the
evidence of doxastic conflict alone were enough for concluding that the du-
al-belief requirement is met, then the debate would never even have started.
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l. Introduction

Tracking representationalism is a contemporary theory of the phenomenal cha-
racter of experience. To be specific, this theory holds that experiences are states re-
presenting the world in an appropriate way, and their phenomenal character can be
explained by the representational contents. In addition, how experiences obtain their
representational contents can be explained in terms of a tracking relation to physical
properties [Bourget and Mendelovici, 2014: 210]. If this theory is correct, then we
are able to put forward a physicalist account of phenomenal character and provide a
simple answer to the “hard problem” of explaining why there is phenomenal charac-
ter for a subject in experience [Chalmers, 1995: 201-202]. That is why it attracted a
great deal of proponents, including Fred Dretske, William Lycan, and Michael Tye,
in the recent years.

In this paper, I argue against tracking representationalism by using empirical
evidence as well as a priori methods. My paper assumes the following structure. In
section II, I sketch tracking representationalism and the motivation for it — the natu-
ralization of phenomenal character. In section III, I put forward my first argument,
according to which there is little correlation between phenomenal character and re-
presentational content, so the core thesis of tracking representationalism that pheno-
menal character can be explained in terms of representational content is untenable.
In section IV, I put forward my second argument, according to which the internal
correlation (viz., the isomorphic relationship between the structure of phenomenal
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character and the structure of neural states) does exist, but that conflicts
with the implication of tracking representationalism that there is unlikely to
be such a correlation between phenomenal character and neural states. Fi-
nally, in section V, I elaborate that tracking representationalists’ failure is
due to their ignorance of the internal correlation. The existence of the inter-
nal correlation shows that phenomenal character is shaped by neural states
to a large extent, so it cannot be wholly explained in terms of representatio-
nal content.

Il. Tracking Representationalism
and the Naturalization
of Phenomenal Character

Tracking representationalism is a theory of phenomenal consciousness,
the “what it is like” of experience. It aims to understand consciousness in
terms of intentionality. Roughly speaking, intentionality is the aboutness or
directedness of mental states. For example, we can believe that water is H,O
rather than XYZ, or desire that it will rain tomorrow. These mental states
both exhibit a kind of aboutness or directedness to the world. What a mental
state is about or directed to is its representational content.

At a minimum, representationalism holds that experiences with the sa-
me representational content have the same phenomenal character and expe-
riences with different phenomenal character have different representational
contents. That is to say, phenomenal character supervenes on representatio-
nal content. This fits well with our common sense. Suppose you are looking
at a red rose, your experience of this rose has a particular phenomenal cha-
racter. For the sake of simplicity, I will call this phenomenal character “red-
dish phenomenal character”. And your experience also has a particular re-
presentational content. If the color of the rose changes and the phenomenal
character of your experience changes with it, then your experience will also
have a different representational content [Bourget and Mendelovici, 2014:
219]. Nevertheless, why is the difference in phenomenal character accompa-
nied by a difference in representational content? A rough explanation of this
observation is that phenomenal character is a specific representational con-
tent or representational content meets certain further conditions [Tye, 2002:
137]. For example, in the above case, your experience has a reddish pheno-
menal character in virtue of the fact that it represents the sensible quality red,
in other words, in virtue of the fact that the sensible quality red enters into the
representational content of your experience.l

I Besides sensible qualities, the shape, size, location, and spatial relationships of external
objects also enter into the representational content. But that has little relevance to our
discussion.
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Since experiencing a reddish phenomenal character is just represen-
ting the sensible quality red, what are sensible qualities? As a reductive
version of representationalism, tracking representationalism advocates a
physicalist account of sensible qualities, according to which sensible quali-
ties are response-independent physical properties. For example, colors are
surface reflectance, smell qualities and taste qualities are chemical proper-
ties of odorants and foods, auditory qualities are constituted by physical
properties involving frequency, amplitude, and wave shape, and pain is tis-
sue damage [Pautz, 2014a: 239]. In short, tracking representationalism
holds that sensible qualities which constitute representational content are
physical properties. And because phenomenal character can be explained
by the representational content. Thus experiencing a specific phenomenal
character is just representing a specific physical property or a complex of
physical properties.

In addition, tracking representationalism advocates the tracking theory
of intentionality, according to which, “intentionality is a matter of . . . cor-
relating with features of the environment” [Bourget and Mendelovici,
2014: 215]. In detail, as Cutter and Tye illustrate:

[A] state represents a property or state of affairs in virtue of causally
co-varying with that property or state of affairs under typical or optimal
conditions. . . . Tokens of a state S in an individual x represent that p in vir-
tue of the fact that: under optimal conditions, x tokens S'iff p, and because p
[Cutter and Tye, 2011: 90-91, emphasis in original].

That is to say, representation relation (the relation between representa-
tional vehicle and the property or state of affairs being represented) can be
understood in functionalist terms. Therefore, the fact that experience repre-
sents physical properties is demystified.

In short, tracking representationalism is the combination of the follo-
wing two doctrines:

Representationalism: The phenomenal character of an experience (at a
minimum) supervenes on its representational content, and the former can
be explained by the latter.

Tracking theory of intentionality: A state represents a property or state
of affairs in virtue of causally co-varying with that property or state of af-
fairs under optimal conditions [Cutter and Tye, 2011: 90].

If this theory is correct, then we can provide an easy answer to the hard
problem. The hard problem is the problem of explaining why an experience
should have the specific phenomenal character it does, rather than having
some other phenomenal character or having no phenomenal character at
all. For example, when you see something red, you usually experience a
reddish phenomenal character. In virtue of what does your experience have
the reddish phenomenal character rather than having a throbbing painful-
ness or having no phenomenal character at all? Chalmers argues that
functional explanation does not apply to the hard problem, because “it is
not a problem about the performance of functions. The problem persists
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even when the performance of all the relevant functions is explained”
[Chalmers, 1995: 201]. Moreover, we ordinarily suppose that perceptual
experience is in the brain. But in the brain, we can only find grey matter and
white matter, and there is no place for us to find phenomenal character.
Where is phenomenal character located? Tracking representationalism
provides a promising answer to these problems. According to this theory,
phenomenal character is not an intrinsic property of experience, so we can-
not find it in the brain. In fact, it is a representational property of experien-
ce. It can be explained in terms of the representational content which is
constituted by physical properties represented by the experience. Moreo-
ver, on tracking representationalism, representation relation can be ex-
plained in functionalist terms. Therefore, the fact that there is “something it
is like” for a subject in experience is no longer a myth.

In brief, tracking representationalism is a two-step strategy of the natu-
ralization of mind. The first step — representationalism — accounts for phe-
nomenal character in terms of representational content. The second step —
tracking theory of intentionality — accounts for representational content in
terms of a tracking relation to the physical properties [Bourget and Mende-
lovici, 2014: 210]. Therefore, phenomenal character is naturalized and the
hard problem is solved.

lll. Phenomenal Character and
Representational Content

According to tracking representationalism, the phenomenal character
of'an experience can be explained by its representational content. This radi-
cal idea aroused considerable controversy. Philosophers constructed many
thought experiments to refute it such as “the brain in vat”, “swampman”,
“inverted spectrum”, and “inverted earth”.” What they have in common is
denying that phenomenal character supervenes on representational con-
tent. Thus, denying that the former can be explained by the latter. For ex-
ample, in the thought experiment “inverted spectrum”, visual experiences
of two people can represent the same surface reflectance, while one has a
reddish phenomenal character, the other has a greenish phenomenal cha-
racter [Shoemaker, 1994: 34]. So phenomenal character does not superve-
ne on representational content and, therefore, the former cannot be ex-
plained by the latter. In tracking representationalists’ view, although scena-
rios in these thought experiments are conceivable, they are metaphysically
impossible. It is just like the case where we can conceive gold is not ele-
ment 79, but that is impossible [Tye, 1986: 5—6]. In brief, the intuition these

2 See: Horgan and Tienson (2002), Block (1998), Shoemaker (1994), and Block (1990)
for related discussions.

Interdisciplinary Studies—

221



BIN ZHAO

Interdisciplinary StudieS—

222

thought experiments rely on is controversial, so conclusions drawn from
them are unreliable.

Unlike these thought experiments, I will argue against tracking represen-
tationalism by using empirical evidence in this section. Contrary to tracking
representationalism, empirical evidence shows that there is little correlation
between phenomenal character and representational content, so phenomenal
character cannot be explained in terms of representational content. Thus empi-
rical evidence poses a challenge to tracking representationalism. I will use ol-
factory experience as an example to illustrate this challenge in detail.®

When we smell a smell, we usually experience some phenomenal cha-
racter. On tracking representationalism, these phenomenal character is deter-
mined by and can be explained by the representational content of experience.
But research shows that there is little correlation between phenomenal cha-
racter and representational content, so we are not able to explain phenomenal
character in terms of representational content. For example, although hydro-
gen sulfide (molecular formula: H,S) and borane (molecular formula: BH3)
both smell like rotten eggs, they have totally different molecular structures,
in this case, two experiences have very similar phenomenal character, but
their representational contents are totally different;* although L-carvone and
D-carvone have very similar molecular structures (they are stereisomers —
molecules with exactly the same molecular formula and slightly different
structures, just like left hand and right hand), they smell very different — the
former smells like spearmint, while the latter smells like caraway [Da Costa
and Eri, 2009: 27], in this case, two experiences have totally different pheno-
menal character, but their representational contents are very similar. Since
phenomenal character cannot be explained by representational content, trac-
king representationalism is refuted directly.

To this refutation, tracking representationalists have several possible
replies. The first reply says what is represented by the olfactory experience
is some chemical property other than the structure of odor molecule. The
second reply says that every odor is a disjunction of some odor molecules
rather than a specific structure of odor molecule, and it is this disjunction
that is represented by the olfactory experience [Lycan, 2014: 7]. In what
follows, I will argue these two replies cannot save tracking representatio-
nalism in the face of my challenge.

3 For the sake of simplicity, I only focus on olfactory experience in this section, though
the thesis that phenomenal character cannot be explained in terms of representational content
applies to experiences of all sensory modalities such as vision, audition, and gustation. See
Pautz (2014a) and Goldstein (2010) for further discussions.

4 Though many tracking representationalists maintain that olfactory experience
represents qualities of odorants, for example, Tye (2002), as far as I know, none of them have
developed a detailed view (Batty (2009) may be an exception. Nonetheless, I do not know
whether she is a tracking representationalist, though she has developed a representational
account of olfactory experience). For the purpose of discussion, I assume that olfactory
experience represents the structure of odor molecule in this passage. This may be the most
promising view on the side of tracking representationalists.
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Now let us turn to the first reply, according to which what is represen-
ted by the olfactory experience is some chemical property other than the
structure of odor molecule. So which kind of chemical property is the “sui-
table candidate”? Tracking representationalists may turn to the vibrational
theory of olfaction to defend their theory. According to the vibrational
theory, what is perceived by the olfactory experience is the vibration fre-
quency of chemical bond of odor molecule. This theory can explain the fact
that hydrogen sulfide and borane have the same odor though their molecu-
lar structures are totally different, and this is because the S-H bond of hyd-
rogen sulfide and the B-H bond of borane have very close vibration fre-
quencies [Turin, 2009: 261]. So olfactory experiences of these two odor
molecules have very similar representational contents, no wonder they ha-
ve very similar phenomenal character.

Nevertheless, the explanatory power of the vibrational theory of olfac-
tion is very limited, as there are many facts which cannot be explained by it.
For instance, it cannot explain the case of carvone mentioned above. L-car-
vone and D-carvone not only have very similar molecular structures, but
also their corresponding chemical bonds have exactly the same vibration
frequencies, however they smell different. In this case, two olfactory expe-
riences have totally different phenomenal character, but their representa-
tional contents are the same.

Moreover, in some cases, the change in the concentration of an odor
molecule can alter the phenomenal character of olfactory experience. For
example, “the odor of thioterpineol is described as ‘tropical fruit’ at a low
concentration, as ‘grapefruit’ at a higher concentration, and as ‘stench’ ata
still higher concentration” [Pautz, 2014a: 245]. However, concentration
cannot alter the vibration frequencies of chemical bonds. In this case, we
have olfactory experiences which have different phenomenal character and
the same representational content. Therefore, phenomenal character can-
not be explained by representational content.

According to the second reply, every odor is a disjunction of some
odor molecules rather than a specific structure of odor molecule. For ex-
ample, the odor “smells like rotten eggs” can be characterized as “hydro-
gen sulfide v borane v sulfur monoxide v ... (this disjunction may be infi-
nite)”, just as some tracking representationalists hold the idea that color is
a disjunctive microstructural property of objects [Lycan, 1996: 73]. In ad-
dition, it is this disjunction that is represented by the olfactory experi-
ence. So in the case of hydrogen sulfide and borane, two olfactory experi-
ences represent the same disjunction, thus they have the same representa-
tional content. That’s why they also have the same phenomenal character.

However, this reply cannot eliminate all the counterexamples. For ins-
tance, “androstadienone . . . is perceived by different individuals as offen-
sive (‘sweaty, urinous’), pleasant (‘sweet, floral’) or odourless” [Keller et
al., 2007: 468]. If the case is “androstadienone is perceived by different in-
dividuals as offensive or odorless”, then tracking representationalists could
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explain it. Their explanation will be that the first group of people represen-
ted the disjunction “androstadienone v ...”, so they smelled something of-
fensive; while the latter group of people failed to represent this disjunction
due to some dysfunction, so they did not smell anything.

Nonetheless, this explanation does not work for the case here, because
there is another group of people who smelled something pleasant. What is
represented by them? Firstly, we have no reason to assume that these peo-
ple were in states of misrepresentation, viz., representing the odor mole-
cule as having a property which it does not possess, because the test is con-
ducted under normal conditions and the subjects do not have physiological
or cognitive defects. Secondly, we have no reason to suppose that they re-
presented other odor molecules or another disjunction of odor molecules
because only pure androstadienone is used in this test. Therefore, even re-
sorting to the disjunction of odor molecules cannot save tracking represen-
tationalsim from my argument.

The above analysis shows that there is little correlation between phe-
nomenal character and representational content. Thus, the core thesis of
tracking representationalism that phenomenal character can be explained
in terms of representational content is untenable, even resorting to ad hoc
hypotheses like “every odor is a disjunction of some odor molecules” can-
not defend it.

IV. The Internal Correlation of Experience

In section I, I have mentioned that tracking representationalism advo-
cates the tracking theory of intentionality, according to which a state repre-
sents another state in virtue of the fact that there is a causal covariant rela-
tion between them rather than they have some properties in common. For
instance, we can hardly say that the word “cup” and a cup have anything in
common, but the former can still represent the latter. On tracking represen-
tationalism, this idea also applies to experiences such as pain. As the repre-
sentational vehicle, the neural correlate of a pain experience represents a
tissue damage of a specific intensity in virtue of the fact that the former is
caused by the latter under optimal conditions rather than they have some
properties in common.” Even if the neural state did not have the properties
which it actually has, for example, if it had a different firing rate, it can still
represent the tissue damage of a specific intensity as long as there is an ap-
propriate causal covariant relation between it and the tissue damage.

Therefore, the firing rates of neural states are unlikely in direct propor-
tion to the intensities of tissue damage. In addition, tracking representatio-

3 1In this paper, by “pain” I mean the sensory component of pain rather than the affective
component of pain. For related discussions, see Goldstein (2010).
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nalism holds that pain intensity is determined by the intensity of tissue dama-
ge represented by the pain experience, so pain intensities are unlikely in di-
rect proportion to the firing rates of neural states [Pautz, 2014b: 308]. That is
to say, there is unlikely to be an isomorphic relationship between the structu-
re of phenomenal character (viz., the similarities or numerical relationships
between phenomenal character) of pain experience and the structure of neu-
ral states (viz., the similarities or numerical relationships between neural
states). For the sake of simplicity, call this isomorphic relationship “the inter-
nal correlation” [Pautz, 2014a: 242]. In sum, tracking representationalism
implies that the internal correlation is not possible to exist.

However, the above implication conflicts with neuroscientists’ disco-
very that pain intensity closely matches firing rates of neurons in the prima-
ry somatosensory cortex [ Timmermann et al., 2001: 1501]. So the internal
correlation does exist. In addition, neuroscience research shows that this
thesis applies to experiences of all sensory modalities such as vision, olfac-
tion, gustation, and audition [Pautz, 2014a; Goldstein, 2010]. Thus, contra-
ry to the implication of tracking representationalism, there is a strong cor-
relation between the phenomenal character of experience and neural states.

A possible response of tracking representationalists is that the internal
correlation is just a coincidence because it does not exist in some counter-
factual cases. Its reason is as follows: What an experience normally repre-
sents is what nature designed it to represent, what it has as its biological
purpose to represent [Tye, 1998: 461]. For instance, we have reddish phe-
nomenal character in some cases because some of our brain states have the
biological function of representing red objects. And what biological functi-
on we have depends on our evolutionary history [Dretske, 1995: 7]. If our
evolutionary history was slightly different, these brain states could be de-
signed to represent blue objects rather than red objects. Thus, even if two
individuals have the same internal states, their internal states can still repre-
sent different physical properties if the species they belong to have diffe-
rent evolutionary histories [Tye, 2009: 195 1.° Likewise, neural states of the
same firing rate can represent tissue damages of different pain intensities if
their subjects have different evolutionary histories. In the real case, the na-
ture accidentally designed a neural state whose firing rate is n units to re-
present tissue damage whose intensity is k» units (k is a constant). This le-
ads to the fact that pain intensities are in direct proportion to the firing rates
of neural states. While in some counterfactual cases, the nature designed a
neural state whose firing rate is n units to represent tissue damage whose
intensity is not kn units. Then pain intensities are not in direct proportion to
the firing rates of neural states. So pain intensities are in direct proportion

6 Here is a simple analogy: the same voltmeter can perform different functions under
different designs. It can be designed as a speedometer, then to represent the speed of a car; it
also can be designed as a fuel gauge, then to represent the volume of oil. In these two cases, the
internal states of the voltmeters are the same, but what they represent are different. For
detailed discussions; see: Tye (2009).
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to the firing rates of neural states in some cases is not attributable to the fact
that there is a strong correlation between them. Their ostensible strong cor-
relation is accidentally caused by the design on the earth.

The above response tries to explain away the correlation between pheno-
menal character and neural states by resorting to evolutionary history. I will
use a thought experiment to argue that this response implies that phenomenal
character has no causal effects on the physical. But there is some tension bet-
ween this implication and some tracking representationalists’ claim that “phe-
nomenal character... [can] make a direct impact on the beliefs/desires system”
[Tye, 1995: 138].” Thus the above response fails as a suitable response of trac-
king representationalists. My thought experiment is as follows:®

Oscar is an ordinary man, and Twin Oscar is his microphysical dupli-
cate who was created in a chemical reaction caused by a lightning. At time ¢,
they were respectively transported to planet A and planet B which are sui-
table for human habitation. Suppose there are the same physical events on
planet 4 and planet B at time ¢, and these two planets obey the same physi-
cal laws. If causal closure applies to the physical world, then in the follo-
wing time, planet 4 and planet B will be identical in all physical aspects.9
As an ordinary man, Oscar can experience phenomenal character. While
Twin Oscar does not have an evolutionary history and nature did not make
any design on him. So his internal states cannot play the role of representa-
tion. As a consequence, he cannot experience phenomenal character. Thus
there are the same physical events and different phenomenal character on
planet 4 and planet B after time #. The best explanation to this conclusion is
that phenomenal character has no causal effects on the physical.

This implication totally violates our common sense. And, as I men-
tioned above, it is also in tension with some tracking representationalists’
claim that phenomenal character has a direct impact on beliefs (or desires)
[Tye, 1995: 138].1° (For example, when we experience a reddish phenome-
nal character under normal conditions, we usually form a belief that we
have seen something red. So the reddish phenomenal character (or the ex-
perience which has a reddish phenomenal character) has causal effects on
our beliefs.) Thus the above response, which aims at explaining away the

7 This claim aims to demarcate between representation with phenomenal character (for
example, experience) and representation without phenomenal character (for example, desire
and belief). See: Tye (1995) for related discussions.

8 This thought experiment derives from the “swampman” thought experiment in
Davidson (1987).

° The influence external environment has on these two planets is ignored, as it has little
relevance to the discussion here.

10 There is a possible solution to dissolve the tension. This solution maintains that though
phenomenal character (or the experience which has a phenomenal character) has causal
effects on beliefs (or desires), while beliefs and desires do not have causal effects on the
physical, so phenomenal character (or the experience which has a phenomenal character) does
not have (direct or indirect) causal effects on the physical. However, this solution also violates
our common sense. As far as [ know, tracking representationalists have not advocated such a
strange view on belief and desire.
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internal correlation, fails as a suitable response of tracking representationa-
lists. This means that tracking representationalists are unable to explain
away the internal correlation which is incompatible with their theory. So
tracking representationalism is in trouble.

V. Where Tracking Representationalism Went
Wrong

In the last two sections, I argued that (a) phenomenal character cannot
be explained in terms of representational content, and (b) there is a strong
correlation between phenomenal character and neural states, which con-
flicts with the implication of tracking representationalism, so tracking re-
presentationalism fails. In my view, its failure is due to ignoring the inter-
nal correlation mentioned above, the existence of which shows that pheno-
menal character is shaped by neural states to a large extent, so it cannot be
wholly explained in terms of representational content.

Take color experience for instance, opponent process theory of color vi-
sion holds that the phenomenal character of color experience can be explai-
ned by activation levels of opponent processing channels. Opponent proces-
sing channels consist of red-green opponent channel and yellow-blue oppo-
nent channel. When red-green opponent channel assumes a positive state of
activation, we have a reddish experience; when it assumes a negative state of
activation, we have a greenish experience. When yellow-blue opponent
channel assumes a positive state of activation we have a yellowish expe-
rience; when it assumes a negative state of activation we have a bluish expe-
rience. Thus, according to opponent process theory, the phenomenal character
of color experience is determined by activation levels of red-green opponent
channel and yellow-blue opponent channel. Though just resorting to repre-
sentation of surface reflectance cannot explain why there does not exist a bi-
nary color combined of red and green or a binary color combined of yellow
and blue, opponent process theory can explain why these binary colors do
not exist. This is because neither of the two channels can be in a state of both
activation and inhibition at the same time [Pautz, 2006].

Thus it can be seen that though our color experience is a representation
of physical properties (surface reflectance), its phenomenal character can-
not be wholly explained by representational content. On the contrary, many
features of phenomenal character (for instance, the structure of phenome-
nal character of color experiences) can only be explained by the internal
states (for instance, the activation levels of opponent processing channels),
which shows that internal states play an important role in determining the
phenomenal character of experience [Pautz, 2006: 228].

In sum, experience is like footprints in the snow. The formation of foot-
prints is not only related to the texture of snow, but also related to the shape
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of foot; which phenomenal character an experience has is not only related to
its represnetational content, but also related to the internal states of the indi-
vidual. In other words, the phenomenal character of experience is the pro-
duct of the interaction between internal factors and external factors. Tracking
representationalism duly appreciates the representational character of expe-
rience, but not the internal correlation of experience. This leads to the mista-
ken ideas that the function of neural states is just representation and pheno-
menal character can be explained by representational content. However, in
fact, neural states shape our phenomenal character to a large extent, so the re-
lationship between them cannot be the relationship between representational
vehicle and representational content. Thus, we are not able to explain pheno-
menal character in terms of representational content.

VI. Conclusion

Tracking representationalism aims to put forward a naturalistic account
of phenomenal character. If this theory is correct, then phenomenal character
is determined by and can be explained by representational content which in
turn can be explained in terms of a tracking relation to physical properties.
Given my arguments, tracking representationalism is confronted with insur-
mountable problems. It cannot defend its core thesis that the phenomenal
character of an experience can be explained by its representational content,
and it also conflicts with neuroscientists’s discovery that there is a strong
correlation between phenomenal character and neural states (viz., the inter-
nal correlation). So tracking representationalism fails as a suitable naturalis-
tic theory of mind. Its fault is due to ignoring the internal correlation of expe-
rience, the existence of which shows that phenomenal character is shaped by
neural states to a large extent, so it cannot be wholly explained by representa-
tional content. Thus we should give up tracking representationalism and seek
a theory which is compatible with the internal correlation.
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LEXANDER BAIN AND HIS PHILOSOPHICAL VIEWS

OnuH U3 caMbIX M3BECTHBIX MBICIUTENECH BTOPOU mojoBHHBI XIX B., Anek-
caunp bon (1818-1903) sBngercss OJHUM M3 CTOJIOB ACCOIMATHBHOMN ICHXOJO-
MU — JOMHUHUPOBABIIIETO B TO BPEMsi METO/A B OIIMCAHUH IICUXUUECKHUX SIBIICHUI.
Hapsny ¢ B. Byaarom (1832—-1920) on n3BecTeH Kak JHIEpP ABIDKEHHS 3a OT/eIe-
HHE TICUXOJIOTHU KaK HAYKH, «IKCIIEPUMEHTAIbHON IICUXOJIOTUN», OT (GHiIoco(u.
B T0 e BpeMsi ero JesTeIbHOCTh BBIXO/IMIIA AAJIEKO 32 MPEJIEIIbl TOT0, YTO MBI CET0-
JTHSI MOTJIM OBbI Ha3BaTh COOCTBEHHO MCCIICJOBAHUSIMH I10 TicuxoJiorun. Havyas cBoro
Kapbepy KakK aBTOp HAayYHO-TOMYJISIPHBIX MPOU3BEICHUN U YyUeOHUKOB 110 CaMbIM
pa3HooOpa3HBIM IpeMeTaM — OT aCTPOHOMMH 0 aHTJIMICKOM rpaMMaTHKH, OH 3a-
HuMaeT kadeapy ¢puszuku B Yuusepcurere [nasro (1845-1848), a c 1860 r. — kaden-
Py JIOTHKH B TOJIBKO 4TO CO37aHHOM AOepauHckoM yHuBepcutere. B 1881-1887 rr.
OH CT@HOBUTCSI PEKTOPOM 3TOT0 y4eOHOTO 3aBEACHHUSI, BBIBE/IS €0 B PsiJl BEAYIIUX
By30B lllotnannun u Bcero Coenunennoro Koponescraa.

HesrensHocTs boHa B Hay4yHOH, 00pa30oBaTeIbHON M MPOCBETUTEIHCKON 00-
JACTSAX HAlUIa OTpakeHHE B €ro padoTax 1Mo TeopuH 0Opa3oBaHUsA. 3HAKOMCTBO C
TPyAaMH{ OCHOBATENs HBOTIOIMOHHOM Teopun Y. [lapBuna (1809—-1882) n otua du-
nocogekoro aBomonnorm3ma I'. Crnencepa (1820—1903), mepeneciero MeToabl
M3yYeHHsI ECTECTBEHHOTO 0TOOpa B 00J1aCTh IICHXMYECKOT0, CBA3AB €T0 TEM CaMbIM
C OKpY>Karolllel Cpelloil, TakKe MOBJIUSIO HA MUPOBO33peHue bana.

DBOIONMOHHBIN PUHIIAT B 00BSICHEHUH TCHE3HCA ICUXUICCKUX SBICHUN H3-
MEHUII TIPE/ICTABICHUS O PA3BUTHH YEIIOBEUCCKOH IICUXHUKH B CTOPOHY HATYpaIIn3-
ma J1. FOma u 1. benrama MHOTHX COBpEMEHHUKOB baHa, HO OCIEAHUN SBISETCS
OITHUM M3 ero Hamboiee yOS)KICHHBIX CTOPOHHUKOB. Byay4n npyrom u copaTtHu-
koM Jx. Ct. Mums (1806—1873), oH Bo MHOTOM TIEpEHSUT U MOAUDUITPOBAT Me-
TOJIBI MHAYKTUBHOW JIOTUKU W3 3HAMEHUTOTO TpyAa ¢mmocoda «Cucrema JIOTHKA
CHIIOTHCTHYECKON M HHAYKTUBHOI (1843). V. l'amunbToH (1788—1856), BEIIatO-
IUICS TIPEICTABUTENb MOTIAHACKON (prmocoduu, codeTaBImii B CBOUX paboTax
unen T. Puma u U. Kanra, 6601 11 boHa 0OMHOBpEMEHHO M OOBEKTOM KPHUTHKH,

! Toarorosnero npu momaeprxxe PTH®, npoext Ne 14-33—01043.
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U IPEJICTAaBUTENIEM TOTO TUIIA «TPE3BOT0» MBIIUICHUS, KOTOPBIA XapakTe-
pHU3yeT MOTIAHACKYI0 KOy (rnocodun 31paBoro cMeicia. B wactHO-
CTH, 3TO CKa3aJIOCh HA MpeCcTaBIeHIsIX baHa 0 HeoCpeACTBEHHOM, HITH
«0e3yCcI0BHOMY, B TCPMUHOJIOTHHU [ aMUIIBTOHA, CAMO CYIIICCTBOBaHUE KO-
TOPOTO ONMPOBEPTALT, C TOUKH 3PEHHS Psi/ia MBICIUTENEH, KIacCHIecKHe
noctpoenus guitocodekoro uneannsma. banzocts vccnenoBanuii B odsac-
TH J1oruku XIX B., HIOHUMaeMOM BO MHOT'OM KaK TEOPHsI [TIO3HAHUS, U IICH-
XO0JIOTHH, ITOCTCIICHHO nepexo;:[snueﬁ OT OIIMCATCJIIbHBIX, B TOM YHCJIC UH-
TPOCTIEKTUBHBIX, METOJIOB K METO/IaM HKCIEPUMEHTAIbHBIM, OTPa3Hach
n Ha paboTax bana. B mocnexneit werBeptn XIX B. BoH cTanoBUTCS OTHUM
13 CaMbIX U3BECTHBIX MCUXOJIOIOB, OJMHAKOBO MOMYJISIPHBIX U CPEAU UHU-
Tarouel myONuKH, U Cpelr yUeHBIX Bcero Mupa. CTOMT yKaszaTh TakkKe
u Ha BiusiHEE MbicauTens B Poccun XIX B.: MHOTHE U3 €ro paboT, BKITIO-
Yasi yaeOHUKHU U BBIICPKKHU U3 PA3IIUUHBIX TPOU3BEACHUI, ICPEBOIMINCH
1 TIeYaTaINCh B TeUCHHE OYKBAJIBFHO HECKOJIBKHX JIET TIOCIIE M3/IaHusI Ha
sI3bIKE OPUTHHAJIA, YTO MOKA3bIBAET UX 3HAYEHUE HE TOJIBKO JJIs HAYYHOTrO
COOBIIECTBA, HO H IS COIEPKaHMs KypCOB IO TICHXO0NOrun B Poccuu?.

Jl1st moHMMaHUsI BO33peHuit BaHa Ha pupo 1y ncuxo(Gu3nIecKom CBsi-
3H HYKHO YKa3aTh Ha CIICIU(PHYCCKUI METO/T TIO3HAHUS, KOTOPBIH TICHXO0-
JIOT MCTIOB30BAN JIJIsl OTMCAHUS TUHAMHUKH W COOTHOIICHHUS S3BIKA, TICH-
XMYECKUX ¥ (PUBUYECKHX SBJICHUI. DTUM METOJOM OH BO MHOIOM 00513aH
Mwtro, ¢yrnamenranpHas «CHCTEMa JIOTHKI» KOTOPOTO H3MEHHIIA
MIPE/ICTABICHHUS HE TOJIBKO O METO/[aX MO3HAHUS B 00JIACTH «MOPAIIbHBIXY,
WJIM COLIMAIbHBIX, HAYK, HO M B HAyKe O uejoBeueckoi nyue. Paznenenue
MuieM ICUXOJIOTHN B (GIITOCO(HH TI0 METOTY, a HE TIO TIPeIMETY OKaza-
JI0 BIIMSHUE HA MOCIEAYIOIIYIO ICUXOJIOTHIO, B TOM YHCIIE U Ha TIOUCK ba-
HOM HOBOT'O METOJIa B 00JIaCTH UCCIICIOBAHUS ICUXUKA. MUIUTb BBEI IIPH-
YHHHOCTH B METOJBI WHAYKIIUH, HAIPAMEP B IIATOM IPABUIIE «COITYyTCT-
BYIOIIIMX M3MEHEHHI» (concomitant variations): «Ecimu 3a n3ameHeHHeM
OJTHOTO SIBJICHHSI HA0TI0JaeTCsl N3MEHEHHE JPYTOT0, TO MBI MOYKEM 3aKITI0-
YUTh O MPUYMHHON CBSI3U MEXKIY HUMEY», 4TO Moauduiupyercs banom
B OIIHCaHHE NCUXO(DH3HMICCKON CBSI3U.

Kaxmomy mcumxmdeckoMmy (akTy COMyTCTBYeT (concomitance) akt
(U3MUYECKU, YTO MTOKA3bIBACT UX HEPA3PHIBHYIO CBS3b U ONIPOBEPTaeT BbI-
BOJIBI «(HI0CO(OBY 0 HE3aBUCUMOM CYIIIECTBOBAHUH TyXOBHBIX SIBJICHUH,
HE COITPOBOXIAEMBIX (1)I/I3I/I‘ICCKI/IMI/I3. JTO MOJIOKEHNE CTABUT €TO B jonge

2 Cpeit HEX MOXHO Ha3BaTh: O6 u3yuenuu xapakrepa. CII6., 1866; CTHIHCTHKA H TEO-
pHs YCTHOM M mUCbMeHHON peun. M., 1866; Ilcuxodusnonornyeckue stroapl. CII6., 1869;
Jyma u teno. CII6., 1881; Ilcuxonorus. CII6., 1881; 1887; Hayka o Bocnuranuu. CIIG.,
1881. B mocrcoBeTckyto snoxy paborta bona «Ilcuxomorusi», comepkamiasi BEIICPKKA H3
MPOYUX €ro TPYJIOB IO NCHXOJOIHH, ObUIa Iepen3aana B KHure: OCHOBHBIC HAIPABICHUS
TICHXOJIOTHH B KJIACCHYECKHX TpyZAaX. AcconuaTuBHas ncuxonorus. I'. D06unrays. Odepk
ncuxonorun. A. ban. Icuxonorus. M. : ACT, 1998. 544 c. JlanbHeiinme quTaTsl Jar0TCs 10
9TOMY H3IAHUIO.

3 «IlonoxkeHnue, 4To (U3MUCCKHE MPOLECCHl HCH3MEHHO COMyTCTBYIOT NCHXHUYECKIM,
€CTb 3aKOH Bcero ayxa». bon A. [lecuxonorus. M., 1998. C. 215.
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JIpyruMU 0oJice paHHHUMU CTOPOHHHUKAMHU IMCUXO(H3MUCCKOro Mapaiie-
JU3Ma U HEKOTOPBIMU COBPEMEHHBIMU (priocodaMu CO3HAHWUS, UCIIONb-
3YIOIIMMH MTOHATHE COMPOBOXKICHUS (Supervenience) s OITMCAHUS CBSI3U
MEXIy MICUXUYECKIMHA U (pr3mdeckiuMu cBoiictBamu. CTaHIapTHOU Ipo-
0JIeMO¥ 711 TAaKOTO MOX0/1a B HAIIIM JTHU SIBJISIETCS podiema snudeHo-
MCHAJIbHBIX KAUeCTB, 3aKJIFOYAOIIAsICS B TOM, YTO €CJIA IICHXUYECKOE BCe-
rj1a CompoBoXaaeTcs: Gu3nyecknM, a (HPU3UYCCKOE BBITIOIHSIET BCHO H3-
BEeCTHYI0 HAM Kay3aJbHYI pPabOTy, TO Ha MO0 IICHXHYECKOTO HE
ocTaeTcs HUUETo, OHO Oy/IeT Kay3allbHO MHEPTHRIM. baH pemraer 3Ty mpo-
GreMy TpH MOMOIIX OMUCAHUS IPUYNHHOCTH KaK COMYTCTBHS, a HE HE00-
XOHHMOﬁ CBA3H. 9TO, YUYUTBIBasA BCE COOTBECTCTBYIOUINE TAKOMY IMOHUMaA-
HUIO MTPOOJIEMBI BEPOSTHOCTHOCTH CBSI3H, MIO3BOJISICT 000MTH HEKOTOPHIC
TPYAHOCTH, BO3HHKAIOIIUE B 00JIACTH HE TOJIBKO TE3UCa O ICUX0(pU3nde-
CKOM Iapajleu3Me, HO M B COBPEMEHHOM TEOPUH CONPOBOKACHUA?,

OmHaKo OIpe/Ie/ICHIE CaMOr0 yXa MK MEHTAJILHOTO y baHa He siBIis-
€TCs BIIOJIHE OJTHO3HAYHBIM. B 3peﬂblﬁ Nepuoa MbICIUTEIb OTOXACCTBIIAI
OTPENICIICHUE U KIACCU(PHUKAIMIO, YTBEPIKAAs, UYTO «OMPEACICHUE TyXa
€CTh BMECTE C TEM U €0 pa3lciicHHe, T.€. KIaCCU(PUKAIHS ero TIIAaBHBIX
1 OCHOBHBIX CBOHCTB»’. Cpejid 3THX CBOICTB OH Ha3bIBal «4yBCTBO U XO-
TEHHE» B UX CBS3H C OIIYIICHUSIMHU U CITOCOOHOCTHIO Pa3IHYCHHUS, CaM YM,
SMOIMH U BOJIO, TTAPAJIICIIU3M IPOIIECCOB B IyXe H Teje. B To e Bpemst
OH YKa3bIBaJl HA TO, YTO CJIIOBO «CO3HAHUEY, €CJIK OHO 0003HAYACT BCE, YTO
YYBCTBYETCsI, HE MOJKET HMETh HUKAKOTO onpenencHus: «[1oJjo0Ho crioBy
“OBITHE”, 9TO HMCKYCCTBEHHO BBIIYMAHHBIH TEPMHUH Ui OOBCIHMHCHUS
JByX BBICHIMX POJOB CYIIECTBYIOMIEr0 — 00bekTa 1 cyonektan®. Taxum
00pa3oM, «CO3HaHUE» MPEACTABISACT UISI HETO B 3TOT MEpHoa Hamboiee
oOmmii, mnu Oeccofep:KaTeNbHbIH, HEaHANU3UPYEMBIH aajee TEePMUH.
[Ty6nukyeMbIii IEpeBO/I TaCT MPEICTABICHUE 00 M3MCHCHHH €TI0 B3TJISIOB
B [TO3/IHUI IIEPHOJ] HAYYHOU JCSITEIBHOCTH, @ IMEHHO, O MOTIBITKE 1aTh He-
JIBYCMBICTICHHOE OTIPEICIICHUE TEPMUHA «CO3HAHUCY.

ITomumo YK€ CTaBUICTO CTAHAAPTHBIM Ha TOT EPUO/ pa3IMUCHUA MC-
YKy IICHTPOM OCO3HAHUS W €ro nepudepucii — pediekcaMu U MpPUBBIY-
KOl — B cTaThe «OmpeiesiecHne CO3HAHUSD» 3aMETHBI KaK CIICIbI €r0 pa3pa-
0O0TOK B 00JIACTH JIOTHKH B TyXe MHJUIA, TAK M HEYTO HOBOE, 8 UMCHHO: TI0-
MBITKAa paboOTaTh ¢ TEPMUHAMH B HOBOM JIJIS TICHXOJIOTHH U (PUITOCODUN
koHia XIX B. kimtoue. Peub uiet o mpoBeAeHUU pa3Indus MEXIy TepMHU-
HOJIOTUYCCKUM SI3bIKOM HAaYKH 1 06])1‘-IHIJIM, Pa3roBOPHLIM SA3BIKOM. Taxo-

4 «CH0XKHOCTD JYXOBHBIX SIBJICHUW HE TI03BOJIICT HAM yCTaHaBJIMBaATh ISl HUX 3aKOHBI
663yCJ'IOBHO BCCOGH.IHC; TIO3TOMY BO MHOTHUX ClIydassX HaM IPUXOAUTCS JOBOJIBCTBOBATHCA
JIUIB OOJiee WK MEHEe BEPOSATHBIMU 0606HI€HI/I$[MI/I». «3ITO HE OCHOBHBIC 3aKOHBI IpUpOIbI,
BPO/JI€ 3aKOHA TATOTEHUS WJIN 3aKOHA COXPAaHEHUS SHEPIrUU; OJTHAKO OHHU BIIOJIHE JOKa3aHbI
JUI BCEX HpOﬂBHeHl/[ﬁ JAyXa U IIOTOMY BIIOJIHE IPHJIOKUMBI B 3TUX MPEACITIAX». Vkas. cou.
C.231m229.

5 Tam xe. C. 212.
6 Tam xe. C. 219.
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T'O pOja IMOIX0/1 IIUPOKO UCTIONB30Baics eme Punom n ['aMmisToHOM, HO
B MO3IHUX paboTax baHa oH mprobpeTaeT HOBYIO OKpacky. bau Oeper 3a
OCHOBY CEMAHTUKY O6BI‘-IHOI‘O S3bIKA, WK SA3bIKA ((HapOI[HOﬁ IICUXO0JIO-
THI», KOTOPBIM JIFOIN OOBIYHO ONUCHIBAIOT CBOU IICHXUYECKUE COCTOSTHHS.
o ero MHEHHUIO, 3HAUEHHSI TEPMUHOB B TAKOM HCIIOIb30BaHNH JOCTATOY-
HO SICHBI M HEZIBYCMBICJICHHBI, a TIONBITKA 3aTyMaHUTh UX (WJIM BBECTH JI0-
TIOJTHUTEIIbHBIE KOHHOTAI[MM B HEKOHHOTAaTHBHBIC MMEHA, B TEPMMHAX
Mwist) BpeHa /Ui ICUXOJIOTHH KaK HayKH.

B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE MHTEpECHO KECTKOE paznnyue, nmpoBoanmoe ba-
HOM MEXIy «HAY9HOW» ICUXOIOoTHEeH U puocodueit, ToMHUHUPOBABIIECH
B TO BPEMsI B YHUBEPCHUTETAX aHTJIOSA3BIYHOTO MHpa, — (hritocodueii adbco-
JIIOTHOTO HJICalIM3Ma, MPEICTABICHHOW B BelmKoOpUTaHNN TaKMMU BbI-
JAFOIIUMHUCS MBICTUTENAMH, Kak @. bpanmu (1846—-1924) u ero mmagmmnit
coBpemenHuk JIx. MakTarrapr (1866—1925), a B CHIA — JIx. Poiicom
(1855-1916). 311 pumocodbl, MHOTIA TAKKE HA3BIBAEMBIE AHTIIHHCKUMHI
(aMepuKaHCKUMHM) HeoTerebsiHaMu (Harpumep, bpaum), otpunas sMm-
MIUPU3M, pa3fernsii cepy MO3HAHUS Ha SBJICHMSA, B 00JACTH KOTOPBIX
BO3MOXKHO MPOTUBOpEYHE, U chepy pPealbHOCTH, HIH IyXa, TAE TOJBKO
1 BO3MO>KHA a0COIIIOTHAsI HCTHHA. TakuM 00pazoM, JT00bIe NCCIIeA0BaHUS
NICUXMYECKOTO B AyXe OPHUTAHCKOTO 3MIHMPH3MA, OTTAIKUBAIOLINECS OT
HaOJII0IeHNs 32 00J1aCTHIO OCO3HAHMS OLIYIIICHNUH, OKa3bIBAIUCH UCCIIEI0-
BaHHUSIMH «BTOPOTO COPTa», Pe3yIIbTaThl KOTOPHIX HE MOTYT PETEH/I0BATh
Ha HCTHHHOCTD B ITOJTHOM CMBbICIIE CJIOBA. B3H )KECTKO OTrpaHHYMBAET «Ha-
YUHYIO» IICUXOJIOTHIO OT (hritocopuu Takoro tTuma. Tak Kak oHa B TO Bpe-
M SIBJISIIIACH OCHOBHBIM THIIOM (untocodun, ban nomydaer qononHuTens-
HBIN apTyMEHT B II0JIb3Y pa3/iesIeHHs «HAYKHU IICUXOJIOTHU» U PUII0COPHH.

3aKIIOUNTENbHAs YacTh IMyOJIMKYyeMOH CTaTb, COJACpIKAINasi aHaIN3
TEPMHUHA «CAMOCO3HAHHE», IaeT MPEJICTABICHUE O ero B3IIIsIaX U M03BO-
JISIET CPAaBHUTH UX C B3IJIJaMU HOBOTO ITOKOJICHHS (pritocooB, B 4aCTHO-
ctu b. Paccena u JIx.D. Mypa. Meron aHanm3a MOCIETHETO BO MHOTOM
MTOBTOPSIET MOJXO CO CTOPOHBI OOBIICHHOIO si3bIKa baHa, HO, TOXKAIYH,
TJIaBHBIM 3/1€Chb OyJIeT TO, YTO Y 3aYMHATENS «BOCCTAHHS IPOTHB MICAIIN3-
May OBL TaKOM BIIMSTEIbHBIN NMpEAUICCTBCHHUK, a 3BHAYUT, OTOT «KIIE€PEBO-
poT B ¢mitocodum» oOBICHIECTCS HE TOIBKO BHYTPEHHUMH NPHYMHAMHU
B caMo#l prtocopun, HO ¥ HAYYHOH IICHXOJIOTHEH TOTO BPEeMEHH.
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NPEAEJIEHUE U NPOBJIEMbI co3HAHUS'

Anekcanpp baH

EFINITION AND PROBLEMS OF CONSCIOUSNESS?>

Alexander Bain

K Hacrosimemy BpeMEHH MOKHO CYUTATh, YTO IPOIIECC OMPEISIICHUS TOTO, YTO
€CTh CO3HaHWe, BIOJHE 3aBepmieH. Cka3aHHOE BIOJHE CIIPABEIIMBO 110 OTHOIIIE-
HUIO K TEOPUH, XOTS Ha TPAKTHKE OTKIOHEHHS BCTPEYAIOTCS JOBOJBHO HYaCTO.
B noaroroButesbHO# cTaThe K CBOUM «OTBITaAM O CIIOCOOHOCTSAX yma» Pum maet
OMPEJICIICHUE B COOTBETCTBUH C MPABUIIAMH, UCIIOIB3YECMBIMHU JIOTHKAMHU; TEM HE
MeHee ['aMHuIIbTOH OOBHHSET €ro B CMEIICHNH 8epOaibHO20 U peaibHo20 OTIpeielie-
HUH. DTO 3aMedaHue [ aMIIIbTOH /IeTaeT B JOMOTHEHNE K CBOCH peMapKe O TOM, 9TO
WHAWBHUIOB HETB3s onpeaenuts (p. 220). «Kak mpekpacHO 0oTMedan JIOTHKA IPeB-
Hoctr, Omnis intuitiva notitia est definition, T.e. 8321520 Ha camy gewyb ecmo ee 1yy-
wee onpedenenue. ITO CIIPABEIIIMBO U ISl 00bEKTOB UyBCTBEHHOCTH, U JUISI 00BEK-
TOB CaMOCO3HaHUs». KTO MIMEHHO U3 JIOTUKOB IPSBHOCTH SIBIISICTCS POJIOHAYATIHHH-
KOM 3TOH (POPMYIIBL, 5T CKa3aTh HE MOTY; MHE HEH3BECTHBI IPYTUE CITyYan UCIOIb30-
BaHU ATOTO BBICKA3bIBaHMSL. [[0HSITOE B CTPOTOM CMEICIIE, 3TO BRIPAKEHHE, KaK €T0
HCHOB3yeT ['aMUIIbTOH, OKA3bIBACTCS JOBOJILHO OrpaHHMYeHHBIM. Kak MokeT mo-
Kas3aTbCsA, OH MOHUMACT I110J HUM aKTyaJIbHOC HAJIUMYUC B BOCIIPHUATHN BEIIU, KOTO-
PYIO HYKHO OIIPEACTINTL; OAHAKO 3Ta UHTEpHIpETaud HCCOBMECTHMA C €T0 YIIOMMU-
HaHUEM OOBEKTOB CAMOCO3HAHMS, TaK KaK MOCICIHUC, KAK U3BECTHO, MOTYT OBITh
ITOKa3aHbl HE MHAYC KaK HEKOTOPHIM HHOCKA3aTeIbHBIM, HEIIPSIMBIM CIIOCOOOM.

O6HIerI/IH$ITO, YTO ONpEACTICHUC HCIPUMEHUMO K UCXOJHBIM MOHATUAM — OI'-
paHnYeHHe, KOTOPOTO JI0 CUX MOP HE IPHUISP)KUBAIOTCS HAIIIM CO3/IaTeIIN CIIOBapeil.
JlomomHUTEIPHOE OTPpaHUYCHHUE CYIIECTBYET B O0JIACTH IOHSATHIA, IT0 CBOCH MPHPO-
JIC COCTABHBIX WJIM BBIBOJHBIX, HO KOTOPhIE HEBO3ZMOKHO BBIPA3UTh Yepe3 UX CO-
CTaBHBIC YAaCTH. TaKuM 00pazoM, HCUu3Hb, cCMepmb, 300p0sbe, 60/1e3Hb T Nepexrcusa-
Hule HEBO3MOYKHO OIPEICIIUTh HHAYE, KaK TOJIbKO yKa3aB Ha KOHKPETHBIC IIPHUMEPHI,
M3BECTHBIE TOMY, JJIsI KOTO JaeTcs onpeaeneHue. Eciu paccMarpuBate onpesesne-
HUE B ero 00Jiee IIMPOKOM U HEOIPEACICHHOM CMBICIIC TIEPEIaui yMOIOCTIIKUMBIX
WCTHH, BEIPA3UMBIX B S3bIKE, (DAKTHYECKH B KAYECTBE CPEICTBA OOBIICHHOTO, a HE
HAyYHOTO OOBSCHEHHUS, TO €ro 00BEM MOXKET OBITh OIPEICIICH MTOCPEICTBOM BBISIB-
JICHUS COTIIACHS MEKIY Pa3TMYHBIMH JTIOJIbMH 110 OTHOIICHHUIO K 00BEKTY, 0003Ha-

! Tloarorosnexno npu mogaepxxe PTH®, mpoext 14-33-01043.
2 Mind, New Series. Jul., 1894. Vol. 3. No. 11. P. 348-361.
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YaeMOMY JaHHBIM UMeHeM. Ecii ske nake B caMbIX PasziIM4YHBIX 00CTOS-
TEIBbCTBAX JIIOIM B 00I[EM ITOHMMAIOT OJTHO M TO JK€ MOJ] TEM, UTO IOApa3y-
MEBAEeTCAd B IPOLECCE HUCIOJIB30BaHHMs JAaHHOTO CJIOBA, TO 3TO CIOBO
OTIPEJIETICHO IS LeJIeii B3aMMOIIOHUMAHHUS M Pa3bsICHEHHS JIFOOBIX CII0XK-
HBIX 3HAYEHHH, B KOTOPBIE OHO BXOJAUT B KauecTBE cocTaBHOU yacTH. To,
YTO CYIIECTBYET MHOXECTBO MOJJOOHBIX UMEH, SIBCTBYET U3 BOZMOKHOCTHU
oOparieHus ¢ pa3yMHOU PEYbl0 K IIMPOKUM MaccaM. be3 coMHeHus, B 00-
JIACTH TEXHUYECKNX U ITyOOKMX MaTepHil HCIIOIb3yeMble IMEHA MPUHA-
JieKaT K OOBIYHOMY, TIOBCEHEBHOMY CJIOBapIoO, OJHAKO OHH YIOTPeOIs-
I0TCSI C OCOOBIMH OTPAaHUUCHUSIMH, KOTOPBIE YK€ JOJIKHBI ObITh U3BECTHBI
oOy4aembIM. B camoM Jiene, B KaXk10M pasjiene 3HaHHs, KOTOPOMY ITpHa-
Ha Hay4yHas popma, He0OX0IMMO JTaBaTh MPEABAPUTEIBHbIC PAa3bICHEHNUS,
TIO3BOJIIOINNE M30aBUTH HCIIOJIb3yEMble UMEHA OT HEOINPEIEICHHOCTH,
NIPUIaBaeMO MM B OOBLIEHHOM cCIOBOymoTpeOsieHnu. ['oBopsimuii ot
MMEHHU HayKH C PagoCThIO UCIIONB3YeT MOA00HBIC CIIOBA KAaK BIIOJIHE HE-
JIBYCMBICTICHHBIE CaMH 10 ce0e, T.€. TOHUMAaeMble OIMHAKOBO BCEMH, K KO-
My oH oOparnaercs. Takoro posa ciioBa OyayT BIIOJIHE HOAXOISIINM Cpel-
CTBOM, YTOOBI BBIPA3UTH CIIOKHBIC M 3allyTaHHbIE TEPMHHBI, KOTOPBIE
B IIPOTHUBHOM CJIydae HE MOTYT OBITh IIOHATHI SICHO U OJTHOBPEMEHHO.

Crnenyromme HabroIeHNsT 0oJiee WM MEHEe TIPUMEHHMBI KO BCEMY
CIIOBapIO yMa, KaK OH UCIONb3YyeTCs B ncuxoao2uu. HexoTopele TEpMUHBI
9TOTO CJIOBapsl MOHATHBI CaMH 110 cebe W He TPeOYIOT ONpeeNeHus 10
€/IMHCTBCHHOW NMPHUYMHE: OHU YKa3bIBAIOT Ha (DaKTHI WIN SIBJICHUS, Ha-
CTOJIBKO 3HAKOMBIC U HACTOJIKO HEJIBYCMBICICHHBIE, UTO MBI BCE COIJIac-
HBI C UX 3HaYeHUEeM. TakiuM 00pa3oM, OHU OKa3bIBAIOTCS KPACyTroJbHBIMU
IIPU OMpPEJICNICHUH WM OOBSICHEHHH INPOYnX 00Jiee MHOTOYHMCICHHBIX
KJIaCCOB TEPMHHOB, BBIPA)KAIOIINX BAKHBIE 000OIIEHHUS BBICOKOTO YPOB-
Hs1. VIX 3HaUeHKe JOCTATOYHO 3aITyTaHO, K OHU TPEOYIOT BCEX CPE/ICTB Me-
ToAWYHOTO ompereneHus. [IpuBeaeM mpuMeps! AByX 3THX THIIOB TOCHE
yKa3aHHs 00IIero HaIlpaBJICHHUS HACTOSIICH CTaTbU, B KOTOPOH pedb MoM-
JIET O BEYLIEM TEPMUHE «CO3HAHHE.

DTO CJIOBO B CaMBIX Pa3HbIX CIIydasxX Ha YAMBICHHAE CBOOOJHO OT JIBY-
CMBICIICHHOCTH U BIIOJIHE TIPO3payvHO A1 00bIIeHHOTr0 ToHUMaHusA. O THaKo
C HUM CBS3aHO MHOKECTBO TOHKHX M CJIOXKHBIX IIPOOJIEM U B CHIIy 3TOTO
CJIC/ICTBUSI M3 HUX HE TaK IIPOCTO PacITyTaTh. ETo CymHOCTh HACTONBKO 00-
LIMPHA, YTO OHO KayKETCS BKJIIOYAIOIIUM BCIO HAIly ICUXUUYECKYIO XKU3HB;
OHO SIBJISIETCSI IMEHHO TEM POJIOBBIM CJIOBOM, IO KOTOPBIM COOMPAIOTCS
BCE Pa3HOOOPA3HbIC BUJIbI HAIIICH TICHXUYCCKON aKTUBHOCTH. B crity 3Toro
MBI BIIOJTHE MOYKEM IPEAIIOI0XKHNTH, YTO C HUM CBA3aHBI BCE BEJIMKHE IIPO-
OJeMBbI TICHXOJIOTHH. B TO ke BpeMs Kak ObI OHO HH OBLIO OOIIMPHO, €CTh
BECKHE OCHOBAHUS JUIS TOTO, YTOOBI HE JIEJATh €r0 OCHOBHBIM TEPMHHOM
BCEH MCUXOJIOrHUH; MOCIEAHEEe CTaHET SCHO B XOJI€ HAIIEr0 PaCCMOTPEHUS
cdepbl ero npuMeHeHus. Mbl XOTHM I10Ka3aTh, YTO CYIIECTBYIOT OIpe/e-
JIEHHBIE TPOOJIEMBI, 60JIEE CBSI3aHHBIE C ITUM, a HE IPYTUMHU HMEHAMH; B TO
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K€ BpeMsl y Hac OyZieT BO3MOKHOCTb KOCHYTBHCSI HEKOTOPBIX MPo0JeM, KO-
TOpbIe 00JIee TECHO M HEMOCPEICTBEHHO CBSI3aHBI C IPYTHMH CIIOBAMU.

[To3BosbTE MHE KPaTKO IPEICTaBUTD JIBa KJIacCa TEPMUHOB, Ha KOTO-
pBIE MBI YK€ YKa3bIBaJIH Kak BXOAAIINE B CIOBaph yMa. B mepsblii kiacc
CJIOB, IOHMMAEMBbIX BCEMH B OJTHOM M TOM K€ CMBICIIE, BXOAUT U J0JDKHA
YIIOMHHATBECS B TIEPBYIO OYepeab KpaiHe BakKHAs Mapa — y0080.16Cmeue
u 60 [IprHIMAas 32 TaHHOCTH TO, YTO MBI JIOCTATOYHO HAOJIIOIATEIbHbI,
YTOOBI 3aMeUaTh MPOUCXOJIEE B HAIIEM WHTPOCTIEKTHBHOM CO3HAHWH
n OCO3HaBaThb 60ﬂb " YAOBOJIbCTBUEC, NHOT' A UCIBITbIBAEMbIC HaAMUW, Mbl
COTJIACHBI C IPYTMMH OTHOCUTENBHO ATUX (haKTOB HAILETO OIbITa. MBI HE
IyTaeM yJJOBOJIbCTBUE HU C 00JIbI0, HH C COCTOSTHUEM co3HaHusl. CBoiicTBa
MHpa 00beKkmo6 O BCeH NX OTUETIIMBOCTBIO PEIKO KOTa OBIBAIOT Oosree
SICHBIMH HJIM HCCOMHCHHBIMHU, YEM 3THU JBa OCHOBHBIX CBOICTBa HaIeu
MICUXUYIECKON ®H3HU. CIlIe10BaTEeNbHO, NCTIONB3YS 9TH TEPMHHBI, HE Tpe-
Oyrotue onpesiesieHni caMu 1o ce0e, Mbl MOYKEM BHECTH SICHOCTh B 3HaUe-
HHE MEHEe OIpe/IeTICHHON TEePMUHOIOTMH MEHTAIBHOTO.

JlelicTBre, Ha3bIBAGMOE 0wy UjeHUEM CXOOCMEA, NOOOOUs, VZHABAHUSL,
YY6CmMEa CO2NACUs, TAKKE SBISIETCS MIPEKPACHO ONPE/IEIICHHBIM (haKTOM
Haulel ICUXU4eCKOU PUPObl, KOTOPBIM MBI HE IIyTA€M HU C YEM JAPYTUM.
Korzaa Mbl ToBOpHM, YTO J1BE BEIIM OJJHHAKOBEI B HAIlIEM CXBATHIBAHUH, MbI
YKa3bIBa€M Ha IOJAJIMHHO MEHTAJILHBIN aKT, a CIIylIaromure HaC IOHNMAaroT
YTBEpIK/ICHUE UMEHHO TaK, KaK MbI XOTEIIH.

Jpyroe umsi, mpeAcTaBiIsAIolIee BIOJIHE SCHBIN MTPOIIECC, 3HAKOMBIH C
PaHHETO JIETCTBA U Pa3/IesIieMbIi ¢ IPYTHMH, — 3TO IPOLIECC, HA3bIBAEMbIH
namamsio, B0CHOMUHAHUEM, YOepHcaHuem B yme. ITOT MOATHHHO IICUXHU-
YecKHi Tpolece, OJJHOBPEMEHHO THITUYHBINA M OTJIMYAIOIINICS OT BCEX
JIPYruX, COJEPKUT 3HAYUTENIbHYK 4acThb Hallell MEHTaJbHOW JKU3HU.
SI3BIK TPEZIOCTaBISICT HAM MHO>KECTBO 3KBHBAJIICHTOB MJTH CHHOHHMOB IS
ATOM 3aMeYaTesbHOM CIIOCOOHOCTH, OONBIIMHCTBO M3 KOTOPBIX BIIOJIHE
TIOHSTHBI U HEAABYCMBICIIEHHBI. Cpeli HUX oOyueHue, 3a0vleanue, npuoo-
pemenue, blyuuganue Hau3ycmy, yuenue, Hamackueanue u T.1. Mcromb-
30BaHUE JII00OT0 U3 9THX UMEH yKa3bIBacT HA IPUBBIYHBIA (DAKT OIbITA;
OHU HE HYXX/IAIOTCSI B CJIOBAPHOM OIIPEAEICHUH U TIOHUMAIOTCS BITOJIHE sIC-
HO, TaK KaK yKa3bIBalOT Ha 3HAKOMBIE KaXJIOMY HEpPEKHUBAHUSL.

Ha sToM MBI eliie He 3aKOHYMIIN Hallle TIEPEYHCIICHHE TEPMUHOB, IPH-
HaJUIeKAIINX CYOBEKTMBHOMY MUpY, SIBIISIOIIMXCS HACTOJIBKO HEIBY-
CMBICIICHHBIMH, YTO CaMa BO3MOKHOCTb MX HEHMOHMMAaHMS HCKIIIOYACTCH.
B umenax deticmeus, dessmenbHocmu M UX IPOTUBOTIONIOKHOCTSX Oe30etli-
CMGUs N nAacCU8HOCMY MBI TaK)Ke OOHApy>KUBAEM OCHOBY ISl BceoOIie-
TO COTJIacHs IO TTOBOJY MEHTaNbHBIX (hakToB. JleiicTBre, Oe3 cOMHEHUS,
MPUMEHUMO U K CHJIaM MaT€pPHAIbHOTO MUPA, OAHAKO OHO SBIISIETCS Tep-
MHHOM M3 00JIaCTH MEHTaJbHOTO, HUKOUM 00pa3oM He 3aTyMaHEHHBIM
IpyruMu chepamMu ero MPUMEHEHHUSI.
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Takke oueBHIHA BAXKHOCTh JPYTrOd M3BECTHOW M OTIMYAIOIIEHCS OT
BCETO MPOYETO Mapbl TEPMUHOB, IPUHAJISKANICH KaK TICUXUYECKON, TaK
U TEJECHOW >KU3HH, — 3TO COH W npodyicoenue. KacaTenbHO 3HaYSHUS
STHX TEPMHHOB PACXOXKICHUI OBITH HE MOXKET.

Yka3aB Ha HEKOTOPHIC M3 OCHOBHBIX TSPMUHOB 0a30BOT'0 CJIOBAps, HE-
00X0IMMO TAKXKE YIOMSHYTh B LEJSIX HIUTFOCTPALIUH 110 KOHTPACTY HEKO-
TOpBIC TIPIMEPHI APYTOTO KJIACCA: CO3HAHUE, YY8CMBO, DIMOYUSA, BOJIA, UH-
mejieKm, MblCib, npedCmaegieHue, 8ocCnpusmue, uoes, uoeds, No3HaHue,
6epa W T.II.

Hacrosiiee nccnenoBanue HampaBJIeHO HA UM «CO3HaHUE». B xome
PacCMOTpEHHSI €r0 OTPENeIeHUSI MBI JOJDKHBI PUBECTH MPUMEPHI TIPO-
0JieM, CBSI3aHHBIX C HUM HauOOJee TECHO; 3TO J00aBjIcHHE 00OCHOBAHO
TeM (paKTOM, YTO OHHU CTAHYT SICHEE OT €ro MPABHIBHOTO ONPEHACIICHHUS.
DTH POOIIEMBI OTIUYAIOTCS OT MPOYKX, KOTOPBIC MBI MOJKEM YIIOMHHATH,
HO KOTOPBIC HE MOT'YT OBITh PEILICHBI TEMH YK€ CAMBIMH CPEICTBAMHU, KaKOI
OBl TECHOM HU Ka3ajach UX CBS3b.

B xone onpenenenus mpu noMoIy yKa3aHHOTO BbILIE HHCTPYMEHTa-
pUsl MBI MOKEM OOpaTUTHCSI B MEPBYIO OUCPEIbh K Mape YIMOMSHYTHIX
MOCJICTHUMH TEPMUHOB, & UMEHHO CHY U npooyscoenuto. B To BpeMs Kak
COH, HE COTIPOBOKAAEMBI CHOBHICHISIMH, XapaKTePU3yeTCs OTCYTCTBU-
eM co3HaHus, IPOOYKIICHUE OT HEeTO SBIICTCS ero mossieHueM. [1pooy-
JIUBILICECS] CO3HAHUE MOXKET OBITh BEChMa Pa3HOOOPA3HBIM B €T0 CTCIICHU
u conepxkannu. OHO MOXKET ObITh HACTOJIBKO CITa0BIM, UTO HE OYJICT MMETh
HUKAKHAX OTJIUYUTEIBHBIX YEPT; OHO MOXKET YCHUIIUTRLCS 110 JF000# cTaanu
WHTCHCHUBHOCTH; B TO K€ BPEMS €r0 CBOMCTBAa MOTYT BapbHUpPOBATHCS Ha-
CTOJIBKO K€, HACKOJIBKO Pa3IMYalOTCsl M3BECTHBIC NICHCTBUS HAIICH TICH-
XUYECKON KU3HU. JJaHHBIM TEPMUH NPEKPACHO MPUMEHUM KO BCEM KOJIe-
O0anusM B ompexaensieMoM. OH HE yKa3blBaeT HU Ha KAKOW OCOOBIN THII
TICUXMYECKON aKTUBHOCTH; OH 0003HAUAET TOIBKO TO, YTO YM OXKHII U pa-
0oTaeT 1o KpaiiHel Mepe B HEKOTOPBIX U3 €T0 MPOSIBIICHUH, a He TPHOCTA-
HOBWJI CBOIO JICSITEIHHOCTD WM BITaN B cOH. HeoOxommmo ykas3aTh Ha oc-
HOBAHUS, 10 KOTOPBIM HE CTOUT UCIOJB30BAThH 3TO POJOBOE UMsI JUIsl IOJI-
paszencHus W KIACCU(PUKAIIMU MPOSBICHUN HAIIEr0 MEHTAJIBHOIO; IS
9TOH 1eH OOJIbIIIE MOAXOST APYTUE CIIOBA.

B To Bpems kak mepBBIM M HanbOoJee MOIXOMSAIINM CIocoOoM pac-
CMOTpPCHHUsI OOBIYHOTO MOHUMAHUSI 00bEeMa WA 3HAYCHUS CO3HAHUS €CTh
yKa3aHHE HA COH U MPOOYKICHUE, MBI MOXKEM BBISIBUTH JIOTIOJIHUTCIILHBIC
OTTCHKH 3HAYCHHUSI, yKA3aB Ha [IPOYUE CIydaH BIAJCHUS B OECCO3HATEIIb-
Hoe coctostHre. Cpenu HUX COTPSICEHHE MO3Tra, aHeCTE3Ws, YIaIOK CHII
WJIM UCTOIICHUE OT TIepeHAIPsDKEHIS, Tapaind Mo3ra. Bee oHI IeHcTBY-
IOT TaK ’K€, KaK U COH, YKa3bIBasl Ha IPUBBIYHOE U MOHSATHOE 3HAUE€HUE CII0-
Ba CO3HAHUE HETaTHBHBIM 00pa3omM. Celiyac MbI MOJKEM 0€3 OITaCKH YTBEp-
JKJIaTh, YTO B TICUXOJIOTMYCCKOM CIIOBape HET TepMHUHA 00Jiee HECOMHEH-
HOTO, YeM BCEOOBEMITIOIINI TEPMUH CO3HAHUE.
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Jlerko MpUBECTH MHOKECTBO IPOYHX TEPMHHOB, COIPOBOMKIAIOIINX
CO3HAHHE, T.C. 33JAIOIIUX YCIOBHS, IPH KOTOPBIX YM IPEAIOIAraeTcs
0OJIpCTBYIONIMM, & HE MPUOCTAHOBUBIINM CBOIO JIEATENBHOCTh. B cuiry
CBOEH MOHATHOCTH HanOoJIee 3aMETHA U3 HUX I1apa yooeonscmesue U 60b.
EcrecTBeHHO, CYIIECTBYIOT OINpE/ENICHHbIE TEOPETUYECKHE TPYIHOCTH,
JI0 HEKOTOPOH CTEIICHN 3aTyMaHHMBAIOIINE I'PAHUIIBI TOTO, YTO UMHU 000-
3HAYaeTCs; OHAKO €CIIN He 00paliaTh Ha HUX BHUMaHUs, 0OBIYHO HE BO3-
HHUKaeT TPYAHOCTEH ¢ X MOHMMaHHeM. MOryT CylecTBOBaTh IMOJUIMHHO
NICUXUYECKUE TIPOLIECCHI, COIPOBOXKIAEMbIC JIHIIb MaJIOH TOJIMKOH 0CO3-
HaHMUsI, OCYLIECTBIISOIINE NIEPEXO0 OT OJJHOM MBICIIH K IPYTrOi Ha rpaHuLe
CO3HaHMS, IyCTh JIaKe HE BIIOJIHE OEcCO3HATEIbHBIC; OHAKO yI0BOJIBCT-
BHE HE €CTh yJIOBOJBCTBUE, €CIIM OHO HE OCO3HAETCS; Mepa yJOBOJIBCTBUS
€CTh Mepa Co3HaHwUsl, 0oJIbIIee YA0BOILCTBHE WK 00bIIast 00JIb 03HaYa-
10T OoJIbIIIee X CO3HaHME. B 001acTu 60su 3Ta mponopuus HeNpUMeHNMa
0€e3 COOTBETCTBYIOUIMX IOIIPABOK; OHA BIIOJIHE MTOJXOIHUT AJIs chepbl MO-
THBa WM, JPYTUMH CIIOBAMH, €TI0 4ygcmed, HO HeoOs3aTeIbHa MM HE
BIIOJIHC T'OJAUTCA IJIA pacxoda SHEPTrUuM MpH BbINIOJTHEHUU PCUICHUA. OJII/IH
n3 HanOoJiee U3BECTHBIX U HE/IBYCMBICIICHHBIX IIPOLIECCOB, HA3bIBAEMBII
npugbIuKoll, SIBIAETCS MPOTHBONOIOKHBIM CO3HAHUIO W B TO K€ BPEMs
NPUBOIMT K IICUXMYECKUM CJIEJCTBUSIM. BBIBOIBI B yMe, Oyayuu coszua-
menbHbLMU, 38JSUCTBYIOT ONPEICIICHHYIO SHEPTHIO HIIH CTETICHB 4Y8Cmed
WJIN 60/U; OHU OCO3HAIOTCS, €CIIM HE BMEIIMBACTCS NPUBbIUKA, TTPUIABAS
UM MEXaHMYCCKHI WIIM aBTOMATHYCCKUI XapaKTep.

Cpenu clioB 0OBIICHHOW PEYH, HE OTATOIIEHHBIX JIBYCMBICJICHHOCTBIO,
HAXOJIUTCS] TEPMHH «BHUMaHHE». DTa cyacTiiiBas cB0OOOAa OT COMHEHHUS
HECKOJIbKO OIPaHWYMBACTCS YIOTPEOICHHEM TepPMUHA JUIsi 0003HAYCHUS
0GaHaJIbHOM MHTEHCHBHOCTH OCO3HAHMSI, BKIIIOYAsl WM MCKJIIOYast U3 Hee
JnoOpoBoIIbHOE OOy KIeHUe. TeM He MeHee CTeleHb BHUMaHUs €CThb Mepa
CTETICHN CO3HAHMS; MIOJHOE HEBHUMaHUeE Oy/IeT 03HayaTh MOJHOE OTCYT-
CTBUE OCO3HAHHUS KAKOT0-JIMOO OOCTOSTENILCTBA HA MPOTSHKEHUH HEKOTO-
pOro BpeMeHH.

JanpHeiiinme cooOpaeHHs: OTHOCUTENBHO CIIOC00a ONpeieNIeH s CO-
3HaHUA OyAyT COMPOBOXKIATHCA PACCMOTPEHUEM IIEHTPATBHBIX IPo0IeM,
TpeOYIOIINX peIIeHNSI.

O0BeKT co3HaHmuA. To, YTO HAIllC PACIIO3HABAHUC TaK HA3BIBACMOTO
BHEIIIHET0, MPOTSHKEHHOTO MUPA SIBJISICTCS. MOJIyCOM CO3HAHUS, HECOMHECH-
HO. Bonpoc, mpuBOASIIHiA K pa3HOTIACHUIO, KacacTcs B OOJIbINICH Mepe 3Ha-
YCHUS WU CYTH TOTO, YTO MBI OCO3HAEM, HO HE ONPEICICHHOCTU (OPMEI,
MOCPEIICTBOM 4ero 3Ta (hopMa CO3HAHUSI TIOMEIACTCS HAITPOTHB Pa3yIiy-
HBIX (opM, 0003HAYACMbBIX POJOBBIM HMEHEM cyOvexm. Haimma 3agaua
B HACTOSIIIICE BPEMsI HE BKITIOYACT B CEOsI JOMOTHUTEIIBHOE PACCMOTPEHUE
00IIIen3BECTHON TPOTHUBOIIONIOKHOCTH OOBEKTUBHBIX U CYOBEKTHBHBIX
Ka4uecTB.
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Hctunbl co3HaHms1. Jta Qpaza UMEET CMBICI TOJBKO TOTJIA, KOT/Ia
MBI JI00aBJIsIeM B 0003HAYAEMOE CO3HAHUEeM HEUTO, He ClIe/IyIolee U3 Ipo-
cToro moHsATUs 60apcTBOBaHus. TO, 4T0, OOAPCTBYSI, MBI HAXOJAUMCS B
CO3HAHUU U B TOJHON Mepe, JTOJDKHO MPUHUMATHCS KaKk HECOMHEHHOC.
B 3TOM MBI HEe MOkeM ommmnbdaThes. Jlaxe MIUPOKoe MoJie TCUXUYECKUX
PacCTPONCTB BT JTH BKITIOYACT B ceOs TAKOM Cllyvaid, uTo, Oyay4u B CO-
CTOSIHUU KaKOTO-JTHOO MPOSBICHUS CO3HAHUS — yIOBOJBCTBUS, O0JIH, BO-
JIEHUSI, MBICITH, KTO-THOO0 CUUTaeT ceOs MOTpyKEHHBIM B TITyOOKHH COH.
[peameT uist pabOThI MOSIBIISIETCS TONBKO TOT/IA, KOIJ]Aa BO3HUKAIOT J10-
MTOJTHUTEJIBHBIC BOIIPOCHI, TAKUE, KAK MHTYUTHUBHOE 3HAHUE 00 abCOIIIOTE
3a MpejesaMy HAJIMYHOTO CO3HaHMs1. B Tex ciydasix, korja mogo0Hbie BO-
[IPOCHI ACHCTBUTEIBHO MOSBIISIOTCS, UX HYXHO PACCMATPUBATH OT/IEIBLHO
OT TEpPMHHA CO3HaHUe, TI0JI HEKOTOPBIM 0oJIee CrielaabHbIM 0003HAUYEHH-
em. [Ipenmnonaraemasi OTYETIIMBOCTh CO3HAHMS TPUMEHUMA JIMIIb K Orpa-
HUYEHHOW 00JIACTH HAIIEr0 CTPOrOro OMpEJIENCHH s, 3a MpeIesiaMu KOTO-
POTO CTOUT UCKATh OTUCTIMBOCTH JIPYTHMHU CIIOCOOAMHU.

Co3HaHHe 110 CPaBHEHHIO ¢ YMOM. B To Bpemst Kak yM JIOJDKHO TIO-
HUMaTh OOBEMIIIOIIUM BCE pa3sHOOOpasHe INCHUXMYECKHX BIIEYATICHHH,
BKJIFOUAsi MECTO, KOTOPOE OHH 3aHUMAIOT B YMCTBEHHOI! Opranusanuu, 0y-
Jy4d TIOJIHOCTBIO B O€3/1eHiCTBUH, WIIH, HHAUYE, KOTJa OHN HE BBITOJIHSIIOT
HUKAaKHX TICUXUYECKUX JEHCTBUI, TEPMHUH CO3HAHUE OTHOCUTCS TOJBKO
K MTHOBEHHUSIM TICHXHYECKOTO 0O/IPCTBOBaHMS WMJIM MEHTAIBHOW JEHCT-
BEHHOCTH 110 OTHOIICHHIO K HAJIMYHBIM LEIsAM. Bee mocTossHHbIE TOBapHI,
XpaHUMble Ha IICUXUYECKOM CKJIaJle, HAllUIM CBOM ITyTh Ty/a uepe3 IepH-
01, KOTJ[a OHU HaXOJMIIKCh B COZHAHUU; OHU UTPAIOT CBOIO POJIb B IKOHO-
MHKE MICUXMYECKOTO TIIaBHBIM 00pa3oM 4epe3 BO3BPAIICHHUE K MOITHOMY
co3HaHMio. TakuM 00pa3oM, CO3HAHUE HAOMHHAET O(OPMIICHUE CLIEHBI
B Tearpe B JIIOOOW MOMEHT BpeMEHH; 3TO 0(OPMIICHUE MPECTaBIISETCS
pocTo HaOOPOM HMHBEHTAapsl W3 CKJajga, XPaHSIIIMCS TaM CO BPEMEHHU
MIPOIIUIBIX TOCTAHOBOK MIIM OXKMIAIONINX OYTyIIHX MOCTAHOBOK.

Hamr criepyronuii 3aroiioBOK TakXKe y4acTBYET B IPOSICHEHUH 3TOTO
Ba)KHOTO Pa3Inyus.

O6aacTh co3HaHHsA. DTO 0003HAUYCHHE BBIPAKACT YEPTy CO3HAHMI,
HE TOJILKO ’KU3HEHHO BaYKHYIO caMy I10 ceOe, HO TaKKe Pa3BETBIISIONLYIOCS
Ha MHOKECTBO Pa3HOOOpa3HBIX BOMPOCOB. B3saToe B 1000 OTAENbHBIN
MOMEHT, COZEP’KaHWEe CO3HAHMS JEHCTBUTEIBHO OTPAaHWYEHO JIOBOJIBHO
Y3KUMH paMKaMH.

Kak n3BecTHO, 00J1aCTh CO3HAHMS OrpaHMYCHA €MHCTBOM HCIIOJIHH-
TeJIst; 3TO IMOMEUYCHO B TOTOBOPKE O TOM, YTO K)XKJJOMY JIEITy CBOM Uepes.
XapakTepuCTHKHA 5TOH MaKCHMBI MMEIOT IEPBOCTEIICHHOE 3HAUCHHE B
nCUxXo102ul 1 0OBIYHO PACKPHIBAIOTCS B CBSA3M C HECKOJIBKHMH YyBCTBaMH,
B YACTHOCTH C YYBCTBAMH IPOTSIKEHHOCTU — 3pEHUEeM U MAKMUTbHLLMU
OLIYIICHUSMH. YTIOMSIHYB 9TO BaKHOE COOOpaKEHHUE, MBI JIOJDKHBI OTME-
TUTb, YTO KaKIOE CO3HATEILHOE TTOOYKAEHHE 110CIE TOTO, KaK OHO IIpe-
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KpaTWJIOCh WJIM yraclia ero cuja, OCTaBJIsieT ciiell. B aToMm criiese wiu mo-
CTOSTHHOM Yy/Iep>KaHUH KOPEHHUTCS BCE pa3HOOOpa3ue namsamu WIn pemeH-
yuu. Ero neHCTBHS MMEIOT JajeKO HAYIIAC MOCICIACTBHS, HO OoJice
HEMOCPEACTBEHHBIM 00pa30M MbEChl CO3HAHUS KacaeTcsl BCerJia TOTOBOE
1 HEMOCPEACTBEHHOE TTOBTOPEHHE TOTO, YTO TOJIBKO YTO MPOU30IILIO B CO3-
HaHUU 110 OTHOIICHHIO K CO3UIATEIHHON JeSTENIbHOCTH YMa BO BPEMEHH.
MOHO CpaBHHUTb 3TOT HPOLIECC C TEM, KOTIa TOHYAp 0TOPAChIBAET KYCKU
TJIMHBI, TIOKA UX HEe HAOEpeTCsl JOCTAaTOYHO I OTACIBHOTO m3nenus. Ha-
Py C CO3HAHHMEM JTFOO0TO OTIEITHHO B3ITOI0 MOMEHTA Y HAC €CTh HEKOTO-
poe KOMM4IeCcTBO HEJaBHIX COCTOSHUH, HE MOTIABIINX B CO3HAHUE U TTOCTO-
STHHO BO3BPAIIAIOIINXCS XaOTUYHBIM 00pa30M; 3Ta XaOTHYHOCTb SBIIACTCS
JIUIIB KQXKYIICHCS, ¥ YCIIOBHS, 3aJAFOIIINE 3TO BO3BPAILICHIE, BITOJTHE MOXK-
HO OTIPEJICIUTE.

VY30cTh 00J1aCTH CO3HAHUS SBJSICTCS CBOCOOPA3HBIM OrPaHUUCHUEM
YeJIOBEYECKUX BOZMOKHOCTEH MO KOHTPACTY C HAITUM TOHSTUEM BCE3HA-
Hus. CTpOrOCTh OTPAaHUYEHUS ITPEOI0JICBACTCS ONIPECICHHOM CUII0il ObI-
CTPOTO Tepexoja, KOTopas IMO3BOJSIET MOIYYUTh KOHCTPYKTHBHBIC pe-
3yJIBTATHI, BKIFOYAIONINE B Ce0sl HECKOJBKO IOCIEIOBATEIBHBIX CTaANN
CO3HATENBHOW pemnpe3eHTanuu. Tombko Oraromapsi 0OqHOMY 3TOMY 00-
CTOSATENIECTBY MBI 3aTPyIHSIEMCS CKa3aTh, CKONBKO BCETO 3aKIIOYAETCs
B a0COIIOTHO MTHOBEHHOM TTYUKE CO3HAHUSL.

IpakTryeckuii BOpoc OOJIBIIOI BAXKHOCTH, TOJIBKO YIIOMSIHYThIH Ha-
MU BCKOJIb3b, 3aKJIFOUACTCS B TOM, YTOOBI OMTUCATH HAOOJICE ITOIXOSIIIUM
JUTSL OTOH 1EJIN SI3BIKOM MOTHBBI I TIOOYKIAIOIINE BIUSHUS CO3HAHUS
Hapsily ¢ UCTOUHUKAMHU TMPEANOYTUTEILHOTO BHUMAHUS WM KOHIIEHTpa-
LUK CPEIN COTICPHUYAIOIINX MKy COO0H 31eMeHTOB. IMEHHO 3716Ch MBI
JIOJDKHBI TIPUHATH PEIIEHUE OTHOCHUTENHHO JOCTOWHCTB TPEIOKECHHON
TEPMHUHOJIOTUH JICHCTBUI CO3HAHUS, U3 KOTOPHIX CIEIYET JTOTOTHUTENb-
HBII BOIIPOC O B3aUMOBJIHMSHAN TPEX BEIMKUX YacTel, COCTABIAIONINX Y M
cyowvexma. Kotopsit 13 Tpex GyHIaMEHTATFHBIX KOMIOHEHTOB yMd IO~
JKEH CYMTATHCSI OCHOBHBIM B JKM3HU Hamel menxuku? Vmn Kaskaplil 13 HIX
paboTaeT 1mo ouepeu KaKk ImepBOpHINHa?

Co3HaHue KaK HeoThbemJeMmasi YacTh maMsiTH. HecomHeHHO, 4TO
B 00IIEM citydae JUIsi TOTO, YTOOBI clesaTh MOCTOSIHHBIE TPHOOPETeHUS
WJIN aCCOIMMPOBATH LIEMIOYKH HJIeH, TAKHE MOCIICI0BATEILHOCTH JIOIKHBI
HayaThCs B CO3HAHMU. VI3BECTHBIM CBOHCTBOM yJIep KaHHS B TAMSITH SIBJISI-
eTcsl TO, YTO yJIep)KUBAEMOE JIOJDKHO CHadasla MOJHOCTBIO 3aHATh COO0H
Hallle CO3HaHue, IycKail oHo Oyner GoJblIel WM MEHbUICH TUTENIbHO-
CTH, U 4yeM 0OoJiee sIpOK OrOHb CO3HAHUSI, TeM ObICTpee U 0oJIee CBS3HO 3TH
MOMCHTBI HapacCTaroT. B oTHOIIEHNM CKa3aHHOTO Kak 06IIICFO IIpUHIUIIA
HE MOXKET ObITh HUKAKUX COMHEHHII — 3TO OCHOBA U TJIaBHOE YCJIOBHUE JIIO-
6oro ycriemHoro ooyuenus. Ha Hero taioke BiusieT GU3MUECKOE COCTOSI-
HHE HEPBHOU CHCTEMBI, KOTOpast MOXKET ObITh IIPeJpacIoNokKeHa K Bo30y-
JKJICHHIO, a HE TIOCTEIICHHOMY HapalliBaHHIO aCCOIMATUBHBIX cBsizeil. On-
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HaKO CKa3aHHOE He BJIMSIET Ha IVIaBHbIH Te3uc. Kaxyuecs: HCKIIoYeHns
OTHOCATCS K COBEPLICHHO APyromMy Buay. HecOMHEHHO, CyIIECTBYIOT sIB-
JICHWS, CTUMYJIMPYOLIME CBA3HBIA POCT U 3a Ipe/iesiaMi 00JI1acTH CO3Ha-
Hust. OOpaTUBIIKCH K MIPOIECCY B3POCIICHUsS peOeHKa, Koraa pedieKTop-
Has ¥ CIIOHTaHHAsl aKTHBHOCTH 3aKPEIUISIOTCS UX TIOBTOPEHUEM, MBI yKa-
3bIBaE€M Ha BHECO3HATEIILHYIO 00J1aCTh Hallero oOyuyenus. bez comuenus,
B JJAaHHOW OO0JIACTH TIOCJIEIOBATENIbHbBIC JEHCTBHS y)KE CYILECTBYIOT U B
JaJbHEeHIIeM POCTO 3aKperuritoTes. OTHAKO MOTYT JIM JBA Pa3iIMYHBIX
THUIIA JIBWKEHHS BBIBOJUTHCS U3 CO3HAHMSI — COBEPIICHHO MHOM BOIPOC.
He cymecTByeT HUYero, NOATAIKUBAIOLIEIO HAC K IIPEAIIOJIOKEHHIO, YTO
9TO KaKUM-JIH00 00pa3om ocymiecTBUMO. Kora Mbl iMeeM J1elio ¢ Brieyar-
JICHUAMU, JOCTABJIACMBIMH HaM pa3JIMYHbIMU OpraHaMu 1yBCTB, UX 061)e—
JMHEHUEM B IPYIIIBI M ITOCIIEI0BATEIFHOCTH, MBI IOJDKHBI 0€3 MaseHmx
KoJIeOaHHH 3asiBUTh, YTO TaKHe OOBEAMHEHUS! HAYMHAIOTCS B CO3HAHMWH,
a MX CKOPOCTB OMPEIENSIETCS HHTEHCUBHOCTBIO OCO3HAHUSI.

Takum o6pa3om, niepes HaMH BCTaeT Mpobiema, ClIeAyIomas u3 ume-
HU CO3HQHUe W HE TOJINAIAFOLIAs HY [I0J1 KAKOE HHOE UM CYLIECTBYIOT JIH
3HaYMMBIE ICUXMYECKHE U3MEHEHH, BOSHHUKAIOIHE B IPoOeax Hallero
CO3HAHMsI, TAKUX, KaK COH WJIM BPEMEHHOE OTBJIEYEHHE OT IIpeIMeTa pac-
CcMOTpeHus?

HemnocpencrBennsbie puzndeckne yca0Bus A5 co3Hanus1. OOmmp-
Hast mpo0JieMa CBsI3M yMa M TeJa, NTyOHHA U Pa3InYHbIe OTBETBICHHS KO-
TOPOM HAMHOTO MPEBOCXOJAT HAIIM CaMble ONTUMUCTHYESCKUE HATEXKIbI
Ha OyJymime nccieoBaHus, prodperaeT Oosee 0003pUMBINA BHJI, €CIIN
MBI OTPaHUYUM PACCMOTPEHHE COOCTBEHHO CO3HAHHMEM, KaK MbI €TI0 OIIpe-
nei. HecMoTpst Ha TO 4TO epeXxo.ibl OT CHA K OOIPCTBOBAHHMIO, OT CJla-
00ro K MHTEHCHBHOMY CO3HAHMIO €Ile HE TIOHSTHI BO BCEil Mepe, OHM BCe
K€ CBSI3aHBI C OILLYTHMBIMH U BIIOJHE 00BSICHUMBIMHU (DU3MUECKUMH U3ME-
HEHUSIMH, KOTOPBIE IMOJNA0TCS OOBSICHEHHIO B SIBHOM BHJIE M 00J1a1at0T
Ba)KHEHIITMM MPAKTHYECKUM 3HaYeHUEeM. M3 aTuX cBsizeil Mex Iy ncuxude-
CKUM M (pU3MYECKUM MBI BBIBOIMM 3HAYMMBIC CIICICTBHS OTHOCHUTEIIBLHO
BEJIMKOW MPOOJIEMBI COCTMHEHHST yMa | Tella BO BceM ee oxBare. V3Bect-
HO, 4TO COIPOBOX/ICHUE TEIICCHBIX 8bIpadceHuli COCTOSHUSIMU 4)68CmeE0-
6aHUA TIONNACTCS M3MEPEHUIO M SBIIETCS OCHOBOW Uil cpabaThIBaHUS
HEPBHBIX CBSI3€H, KOTOpPHIE, T0-BUIUMOMY, TPEOYIOTCS JUIsl CO3HAHUSI.

PeduiekTopHble AeiicTBUSA U CO3HAHUE; KUBOTHBII aBTOMATH3M.
Kak npaBuiio, xiraccupukaiuro pehIeKTOPHBIX JSHCTBUI Mbl HAUHHAEM C
TCX, B KOTOpBIX CO3HAHHUEC HEC BaﬂeﬁCTBOBaHO, HaanMep JABbIXaHHUEC, U 3a-
KaHYHBAaE€M TEMH, TJI¢ OHO yYacTBYET U SBIICTCS 10 ONPEACTICHHON CTe-
[ICHU YIPABJISIFOIIKAM, HO HEOOXOIUMBIM TOJBKO OTYACTHU, HAPUMEP IIPU
OT/IEPTUBAHUH PYKH OT pacKaJIEHHON MOBEPXHOCTH. TepMUHBI «Oecco3Ha-
TEJBHBIIN» U «CO3HATEIBHBII» 37IeCh IPIMEHUMBI B CAMOM CTPOTOM H YMe-
CTHOM CMBICJIC, 4 OTChIJIKA K HUM I1O3BOJIACT 3a1<pen1/m> TUIIUYHBIC 3HAYC-
Hus ci0B. OHM JOMOJHUTEILHO MOKA3bIBAIOT CBSI3b CO3HAHHUS C HAIIICH
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MOJUTMHHO TPOU3BOJIBHOM JIEATCIILHOCTHI0 BO BCEM HX Pa3HOOOpa3uu.
JleficTBUSA TEPSIOT CBOU MOUIMHHO IIPOU3BOJIbHBIC UEPTHI B IBYX KPalHUX
CITyJasx WX TIePEXOTHBIX CTYMEHIX: C OHON CTOPOHBI, C X 3aTCHEHUEM
B pepriexce, a ¢ IPYTOH — B UX MEPEXOJIC B npugbluHocmy. B 00oux ciryda-
SIX OHH JIO ONPEJICIICHHOM CTEIICHHU JIMIIAKTCS CO3HATEIBHBIX CBONCTB, KaK
9TO BHJIHO M3 TOTO, YTO OHU YCTYMAIOT MECTO JPYTMM YJIeHaM 00JacTH
CO3HAHUS.

Hosast gepra mpo0OsieMbl co3naniss IPOSIBISIETCS B TOM ClIydae, Korja
MBI 33/1a€MCs BOTIPOCOM: SIBIISIIOTCS JIM )KHBOTHBIE aBTOMaraMu? BriomHe
MOYKHO IMTPETIONI0KHTE, YTO HEPBHAS CHCTEMa BO BCCH €€ CII0KHOCTH U CO-
TJIACOBAHHOCTH MOTJIa OBI IPOM3BOIUTH BCE JCHCTBHS, K KOTOPBIM CIIO-
COOHBI )KUBOTHBIC, 0€3 Y4acTHUs CO3HAHUS, PABHO KaK M IPU €0 HAJUYUH.
O‘IeBI/I)]HaH TPYAHOCTH 3aKJIHOYA€TCAd B TOM, YTO B HalICM CO6CTB6HHOM
OIIBITC MBI UMEEM JBa TUIIA MICUXUYECKOUN AKTUBHOCTHU, OAWH U3 KOTOPBIX
COTIPOBOKIAETCS CO3HAHWEM, a APYTrOW — HET, M YTO >KUBOTHBIC MOTYT
OBITh KaK HAWBHICIICTO, TAK M HU3ILETO THIIA. B Hamem ciydae co3HaHUE
€CTh YCJIOBHE JUIsl IPHOOPETEHHs CIOCOOHOCTEH, O1aro1apst eMy Mbl ydHM-
Csl Ha OTIBITE, a HE SIBJISICMCS [IPOCTO MAITUHAMU, BHITOJIHSFOIIUME BPOXK-
JCHHBIC U MOBTOPAIOMINECA )leﬁCTBHH. Husme )KMBOTHBIE TAKUM K€ 06-
pa3oM ydJaTcs Ha OIBITE, ¥ ObLIO ObI HECIIPABEIIIUBO, €CIIN OBl MBI IIPEIIIO-
JIOXKHITH, YTO UX MPHOOPETEHHBIE CIIOCOOHOCTH HE CBSA3AaHBI C CO3HAHHUEM.
B HamewMm cirydae ycriieHHe CO3HAHUS YCKOPSIET MOCTOSTHHBIC BIICYATICHHUS
1 To3BoIsIeT o0y4aThes. To ke camoe MpernonaraeTcs ¥ MPUMCHSCTCS
MIPU HAIICH IPECCUPOBKE KUBOTHBIX. TakuM 00pa3oM, MbI, KaXKETCs, IpH-
IIHUChIBACM UM TAaKOC K€ CO3HAHHC, KAKUM o6na£[aeM caMi, B Pa3JIMYHBIX
BapuanuAax, 4aCTUYHO YJIaBJIMBACMbIX B OTCBIJIKC K BapHUalldsiM B HaAlIEM
COOCTBEHHOM CO3HATEILHOM OTIBITE. MBI BUUM B co0ake Te K€ MOPBIBHU-
CTBIC CMCHBI BHIMAHWS, T€ )K€ CKaYKH B OCO3HAHMU IIEITH C TOH JkKe CIIoco0-
HOCTBIO K BOCCTAHOBIICHUIO, KAKUE 00HAPYKUBACM B ceOE B CXOXKHX YCIIO-
BusiX. Eciu MBI K0J1eOsieMCst B IPUMEHEHHH K )KUBOTHBIM TIPEJIOKCHHOTO
pasjinuunsdg, TO HaM HYKHO IIPUHATH WHOM SI3BIK JJIA O CaHUA MporucCxoas-
IIero B UX IICUXHUKE.

JlokaszarenbcTBa B MONB3Y CO3HAHUS Y KHUBOTHBIX MOTYT OBITH 00BeE-
JUHCHBI O] CIeIyroIuMe 3aroioBkaMu: (1) CTpoeHHe MO3ra, 4pe3BbI-
YaifHO CHUJIBHO HAITOMUHAIOIIEE HAIIe, 0COOCHHO y BBICIINX KUBOTHBIX;
JTAHHOE CXOJICTBO HE MPEPHIBACTCS BIUIOTH J0 OCCIIO3BOHOYHBIX, Y KOTO-
PBIX CTPOEHHE MO3ra paauKaibHO MHOE. (2) SIBHOE MpOsIBICHUE TEX Ke
JIEHCTBUH, KOTOPBIE TUITUYHBI JUTS JIIOJICH B TEX e 00CTOATEIBCTBAX, KO-
T/1a MBI UCIIBITEIBACM YIOBOIBCTBHE WK O0iib. (3) JlelicTBue TexX ke 00-
CTOSTEIILCTB HA MpECieayoniee U n3deraromiee NoBeJCHUE, T.C. TOH kKe
MIPOM3BOJBHOM JIEATEIBHOCTH, K KOTOPOWH OHH MPUBOJST B UETOBEUECKUX
cymectBax. COBOKyMHasI CHjia 9TUX J0Ka3aTeIbCTB BCETIa CUUTANIACH JI0-
BOJIOM B I0JIb3Y CO3HAHMSA y )KUBOTHBIX 11O MPOTHUBOITOIOKHOCTH C MeXa-
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HU3MOM, BOIUIOIICHHBIM B PEQIICKTOPHON NEATCIBHOCTH, HECMOTPS Ha
JIFO0YIO TPEAINOJIaraeMyro CTEIICHb BOSHUKAOIINX 371ECh CII0KHOCTEH.

B T0 e Bpems1, Kak MHE Ka)KeTcsl, Jake 0oJiee CHITBHBIM, YeM JII000e
U3 9TUX JIOKA3aTeNbCTB, OyIeT COOOpaKeHHEe, OT KOTOPOTO MBI BEIIIE OT-
BJICKJIUCH, KAaCAIOIICECs] aOCOFOTHOW HEOOXOIUMOCTH CO3HAHUS IS OB-
nageHus ueM-1n00. Hu onuH ¢akT Hamero crpoeHust He sABJsieTCs Oosee
HECOMHEHHBIM; 0TKa3 OT MPUMEHEHHUS 3TOTO COOOPaXKEHUS K MIPOINM CY-
IIecTBaM, CIIOCOOHBIM K 00YUYCHHIO, SIBISICTCS HEOOOCHOBAHHBIM W HEOTI-
paBAaHHBIM. BMecTO TOro YTOOBI OOJICIYUTh HAIIK TPYIHOCTH B 00JIaCTH
NCUXONO2UU HCUBOMHBIX, OH YCUJIMBACT MX JI0 CAMOW KpaWHE# CTCeIeHH.
B kauecTBe mokazarennCcTBA YIOMSIHYTBIH (DaKT BEHYAET TPU TPEIIecT-
BYIOIINX JJOKA3aTEIbCTBA 110 AHATOTUU H MIPEBOCXOIUT UX 0 yOeaUTEINb-
HOCTH.

[Ipuposa u cTeneHs CO3HAHUS JIFOOOT0 OTCIILHO B3STOrO MPEICTABH-
TeJs TJIEMEHHU JKMBOTHBIX YaCTO SBISETCS BOMPOCOM YMO3PUTEIBHOTO
MOO0NBITCTBA. J[aXke YemoBeUecKe CyIecTBa, MBITasICh IPOHUKHYTH B
CO3HaHHUE APYT JPYTa, 4acTO OMIHOAFOTCS U HUKOT/Ia HE YBEPCHBI B IOJTHOM
Mepe, CTOUT JIHM 32 TEMH e IIPU3HAKAMHU TO )KE CaMOC — TO )K€ COCTOSIHUE
co3HaHus. IMEHHO TaKOBO Haile (yHJaMEHTAJIbHOE 3aTPYAHCHHE B CIIy-
4ae ¢ KUBOTHBIMU. [IprMeHss Bce YeThIpe THMA yKa3aHHBIX BBIIIC MPHU-
3HAKOB, MBI JIOJDKHBI CIICNIaTh BBIBOJI O COCTOSIHUU M CTETICHHU CO3HAHUS
B K&)XJIOM KOHKPETHOM ciiy4ae. Bo3smMokHO, HanOosee CHIIbHBIM JIOBOIOM
B TIOJIB3Y YYaCTHsI CO3HAHUS SIBJISICTCS TO, HA YEM MBI TJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM
U COCPEIOTOYMIINCH, @ IMEHHO: 00y4aeMocTh. CTPacTHOCTh BBIPAKCHUS
1 TIPOM3BOJIBHOE MPECTIeIOBAHNE IIETH WIH N30eTaHIe OTaCHOCTH MPOSIB-
JITFOTCS KaK B HU3IINX, TaK U B BBICIIINX MOPSIKaX — B HACEKOMOM HJIH PhI-
0c Tak e, KaK ¥ B MIICKOITHTAIOIIEM. 3HAYCHUC 3TUX MPH3HAKOB, B3SITOC
10 OTACJIIBHOCTH, Kpaﬁﬂe HEACHO U 3allyTaHHO. OHI/I COIIPOBOXJAAOT HNU3-
IIIME BUIbI MO3Ta HACTOJIBKO K€, HACKOIBKO M BhICIHE. OIHAKO BITOJIHE
OIIIyTHMOE Pa3IUIHe MMPEIOCTABIISICTCS HAM B TOM, CIIOCOOCH JTH U B KaKOH
CTCTICHW WHIWBHI K BEIUKUM OCHOBAHHSM DPAa3yMHOCTH — pA3IUYEHUI)
U oOyuenuro. Tun, eclv HE CTEIICHb CO3HAHMS, TOJDKCH MPOSIBIATHCS BCE
Osrke 1 OJIFKE K YCIOBEYECKOMY BHLY, COTJIACHO TOMY KaK HapacTaroT
9TH criocoOHocTH. HecMoTpst Ha Bech Halll pa3HOOOPA3HbIN OIBIT HACKI-
IICHHOCTHU CO3HAHUS FITH €T0 OOJpCTBOBAHMS, MBI MOKEM OBITh HECITOCO0-
HBI K TOYHOMY IPEIICTABICHUIO MPUPOABI U CTCIICHH HHU3IIUX OECIO3BO-
HOYHBIX, 00JIaJTAIOIINX YyBCTBAMH U PEarupyIOIIUX KaK MO BBIPAKCHUIO,
TaK ¥ IpyU IOMOLIN ABUKCHHNS Ha BHCUIHUC pa3apaKCHUA. CJ'Ie}:[CTBI/IeM us3
CKa3aHHOTO OyJieT HEeBO3MOXXHOCTh YKa3aTh Ha Ty TOUKY B PA3BUTHH JKU-
BOTHBIX, B KOTOPOH BIIEPBBIE MPOSBIACTCS COZHAHIE. MBI MOKEM BITOJTHE
CIIPaBEUTUBO CYUTATh €Tr0 MPHUCYTCTBYIOIIUM TOT/Ia, KOTIA BRIPA3HUTEIIb-
HBIC PCAKIUHM U MPOU3BOJBHOC MPECICIOBAHUC LIEIH COMPOBOMKIAIOTCS
caMoii Majioi ToMMKON 00y4yaeMocTH. By y4n BOIIpOCOM 3BOJIOIMU HITH
Pa3BUTHSL, TEHE3UC CO3HAHMS, TI0 BCCH BUANMOCTH, HEPA3PEIINM HAITIMU
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cpeacTBaMu. OH CONOCTaBUM C BOIIPOCOM O TOM, Y€MY OTAATh IPEUMYIIIe-
CTBO — 8bIPAXCEHUIO TITU 80€HII0, YTO CaMO I10 ce0e HaXOIUTCS HEJaIeKO
OT IPYTOT0 HEPA3PEIINMOT0 BOIIPOCca 00 HCTOYHHUKE MITH UCXOTHOM TOUKE
HAIIIETO peghieKmopHo20 npuUcnocabueanus: SBISETCS TX OHO CIICACTBHU-
€M IePEKUTHIX Ha OIBITE WM IPHOOPETCHHBIX JEUCTBHHN; B 9TOM CIIydae
OHO y’Xe OyJieT IpejroiaraTb HEKOTOPYIO CTaJMI0 CO3HAHMS, a HE Haxo-
JIUTBCSI TIepe]l HAM.

Co3HaHue U camMoco3HaHUe. TepMUH «CaMOCO3HAHHE» OTKPHIBACT
o0ImMpHOE ToJIe T JUCKYCCHH, PABHO KaK M BKJIIOYAETCS BO MHOTHE 3
HAIMX TIyOoyaimux pazHormacuit. Umst cosnanue camo mo cebe, Kak sic-
HO U3 TPEJBIAYILETO, SBJISETCS BIOJIHE MMOHATHBIM U CBOOOHBIM OT JBY-
CMBICIICHHOCTH. J{00aBieHne Kk HeMy MPHUCTABKU «CaMO» MOJTHOCTBIO Me-
HSeT rosioxenue aein. CamMocTh, B3sTast IO OTJCIBHOCTH, 00JIa/IaeT pas-
JUYHBIMU 3HAYCHMSIMH; TO XK€ pa3sHooOpas3ue BTOpraercs B Ty 00IacTb,
B KOTOPYIO OHA BXOJIUT KaK COCTaBHasl 4acTb.

Korna x cosnanuro npucoenuHseTcs XapaKTepUCTHKA, 3TO JICNacTcs
JUISl TOTO, YTOOBI OTPAaHUYHTH €ro OOIIHOCTD MIIM 00BEM JI0 KaKOTro-I100
mpejesna: Bo BpeMsi 00IpPCTBOBAHUS Mbl OOBIYHO 00JIagacM HaOOpOM Be-
Iiel, NMPEeJCTaBICHHBIX Tepe]] HaMU MM KOTOPbIE JOCTYIHBI HalleMy
B3IJISI/Y, B TO BPEMsI Kak TOJIBKO OJTHA MITH OYEHb HEOOJIBIIIOE X YUCIIO MO-
T'YT HaXO/WTHCS B CO3HAHWHU B OJJMH U TOT K€ MOMEHT BpeMeHH. Brioine
BO3MOJXKHO OIPE/IEINTb, Ha KOTOPBIA M3 Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX €MHOMOMEHT-
HBIX CTUMYJIOB OOpallieHO BHUMaHHUE, a KaKue W3 HUX UTHOPUPYIOTCS;
0 HEM MBI CKaXXEM, YTO OH HaXOIWUTCS B CO3HAHMH, @ 00 OCTAIBHBIX — YTO
onu Oecco3HaTenbHbL. [10Kyaa 3TH TPOTHBOIIOIOKHOCTH UMEIOT IPOCTYIO,
HEJIBYCMBICIICHHYI0 (hOpMy, UX COEIMHEHHE CO CIIOBOM CO3HAHUe He yOaB-
JISIeT TTOHSITHOCTB S3bIKa. B MOMEHTHI pacCeAIHHOCTHU Mbl HE OCO3HACM TO,
YTO HAXOAUTCS IIepe] HaMH, WU TO, YTO MBI CJIBIIIMM. MBI Jaxe MOXKEM
HE 0CO3HaBaTh (U3MIECKyI0 001b. Ho Bee ke MOYKHO IpecTaBUTh cebe
3HAYUTEJIBbHBIC TPYAHOCTH, CBA3aHHBIE C TAKUM SICHO OTPEJICIICHHBIM MO~
HUMaHHEM UMEH «CO3HaHHe» M «OeccozHarenbHoey. [ pyrumM nmpumepom
JIOIYCTHMOMW XapaKTePUCTHKU CO3HAHUsSI NIPU MOMOIIM OOpalieHus K y3-
KOii TeMe sIBIIeTCs puTopudeckas pasa «mens conscia recti»®. B ee uc-
MOJIb30BAaHUM HET HWYETo 3allyThIBAIOIIEr0, XOTs ObLIO OBI MPEANIOUTH-
TeJIbHEW MCIONb30BaTh Oojiee moaxozsmue ciosa. [IpaBota uybnX-1HO0
HaMEPEHUN U NOBEACHUs HE II03HAETCS BO BCEH CBOEH IIOJIHOTE 3a OJIHO
MTHOBEHHE CO3HAHUS; OHA TPEOYET CPaBHEHUSI C MHOXKECTBOM ITOJOOHBIX
CIIy4aeB, CI€A0BATEIBbHO, IPEIIOYTUTENbHEN ObUIO OBl HCIIOIB30BATH CIIO-
BO «3HaHHE». CX0XXHe BO3PAKECHUS] MOKHO BBIIBHHYTH TIPH OTIHCaHUU
CO3HAHMsI KaK MPOBEPKH WIIM CBUJICTEIILCTBA HAILIMX HHTYHUIMH. Y HacC MO-
ryr 6BITI) HWHTYWUIUH, U B HUX MOXKET OBITH KaKas YTroAgHO CTEIICHD IIPaBOTHI,
HO B HEHl HENb3s yOCTOBEPUTHCS TPH MOMOIIN OJHOTO €IHHCTBEHHOTO

3 B cBoem npase / B co3HaHHH cBoero mpasa (OBumit). — Ilpum. nepes.
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MOMEHTa OCO3HaHHsI, a CO3HAaHHE HE MOXET HECTH ¢ CO00it TamMsTh Oe3 To-
0, YTOOBI BBIITH 32 CBOM OIPaHUYEHHBIE TPEJIEIBI.

Korza xe B kauecTBe copepKaHus CO3HAHUS Mbl BBOJIUM TEPMUH «Ca-
MOCTb», TPYJHOCTb CTaHOBUTCSI IOMCTHHE HENpeoqoJuMoil. i mpo-
SICHEHUS! MBI JIOJDKHBI HEMEIUICHHO yKa3aTh, Kakne M3 OOIIETPHHSATHIX
3HAYEHHUH 3TOr0 TEPMHHA MBI UIMEEM B BHY. B 00bIYHOM peun 1oz BeIpa-
KEHHUEM «CaMOCO3HATEIbHBII MPUHSTO ITIOHUMATH TO, YTO KTO-JIMOO MpH-
MepsieT K ce0e CBOI0 COOCTBEHHYIO 3HAUNMOCTb, IIPU3HAHKUE WU 3aCITyTH
B I1a3ax Apyrux. TiieciaBHbIN YET0BEK, KOTJa OH 3TOMY YyBCTBY IIOTBOP-
CTBYET U OCOOCHHO KOT/a IPUBJIEKAET BHUMAHKE JPYTHX, 30BETCSI CaMO-
cosHatenbHbIMY. B POTUBHOM ClTydae caMOOIIEHKa MOKET TIPHHATH (Hop-
MYy HE3/I0pOBOTO CAaMOYHHUIKECHUS, HAIPHIMEP KOT/Ia BCIIE/ICTBHE HEKOE-
rO ICHCTBUS MJIM 00CTOSITENILCTBA, IIPOU3BOISIIIETO TII0X0E BIICYATIICHHUE
Ha OKpY’KaroOUINX, WHIMUBHJ HETaTHBHO OIIEHHBACT caMm cebs. OTu nBa
KpalHUX CIly4as NPEeICTaBISIIOT Ty GOpPMY camocmu, KOTopas B COBpe-
MEHHOW pedn 0OBITHO NMPUCOEANHSIETCS K UMEHH co3Hanue. bonee scHoe
3HAYEHHE CAaMOCTH KaK BKIIOYAlOIIee B ce0st BCe HAIIM )KU3HCHHBIC HHTE-
PEChI HIIH KOJUIEKTUBHBIE ICHHOCTH JIYYIIIE TIepPe/IaeTCs CBSI3KOH «CBOCKO-
PBICTHBIIY.

OO011ePU3HAHHO, YTO CJIOBO CO3HAHUE O0BEMIIET MUP 00bEKMO8 TOU-
HO TaK e, Kak U cyovexma. IIpOTHBOMONIOKHOCTE 3TUX ABYX MOIYCOB
HUMEET TaKOW XapakTep, YTO HEOOXOJMMO MOSICHSTH, €CJIM YHOMHHAETCS
HUMEHHO OJIMH, a He Apyroil. Takum o6pa3zoM, KOTaa Mbl HAMEPEHHO OITyC-
KaeM OTCBIIKY K OOBEKTY, MBI MOKEM 0003HAYUTh OCTATOK KaK CaMOCO3-
Hanue. (MHe KaxeTcsi, 3/1eCh He HY)KHO yKa3bIBaTh Ha CTapbli CLIOCO0 HC-
TIOTb30BAHUS CO3HAHUA KAK UHMPOCNeKyuy WA NCTOYHUKA HAIIETO 3Ha-
HUSL 00 yMe, COOTBETCTBYIOIEIO HaOMOO0eHuio sl MUPA 00beKmos.)
Onnako, nMmes mepez co00i Takoe KOMMIECTBO OOIMICTTPHHATHIX 3HAYCHUH
CJI0Ba camocmb, TOJJOOHOE MCIIOIb30BaHNE JAHHOTO TEPMHHA HEYMECTHO
U HEYJIOBJIECTBOPUTENILHO, XOTSI U HE JIUIIEHO OT/AENBHBIX JIOCTOMHCTB.
WHora roBopsT, 9TO BCE HAIM YYBCTBA, O3HABATEILHBIE CIIOCOOHOCTH
1 BOJICHHSI OTCBUIAIOT K CAMOCO3HAHHMIO, YTO SIBJISIETCS IPOCTO MHBIM CIIO-
co0oM cka3aTh 00 UX MPUHAMISKHOCTH MY cyOBeKkTa. Icroap30BaTh UM
«CO3HaHME» 0I00HBIM 00pa30M 03HAYAET MepelarHyTh 3a ero MpeJessl,
TaK KaK OHO SIBJIAETCS IPOCTO BBIPAKEHHEM MIPEXOIAIINX CTaANil HAIIeTO
TICUXMYECKOT0 OBITHS, M CMENIaTh €ro ¢ BCEOOUIHOCTBIO yMd, KOTOpas
OopIire, 4yeM Tro0as U3 MOJOOHBIX CTaIUN, B CTO THICSY pas.

MHe HeU3BECTHBI IpyTHe HACTOJIBKO YK€ OOLIETTPUHSATHIE CIIOCOOBI HC-
M0JIb30BAHUSI PACCMATPUBAEMOrO COEIUHEHHS, TIOMUMO JIBYX PaccMOT-
peHHBbIX. Jl0 3THX MPEAETIOB OHO JIMIIECHO JIBYCMBICICHHOCTH HACTOJIBKO,
YTO €ro MOYKHO HCIIOJIb30BaTh U B ITOBCEHEBHOM )KN3HU, M B TICHXOJIOTH-
YECKOM Teopuu.

4 B pyccKoM si3bIKe 3TOMY COOTBETCTBYET CIIOBO «CAMOIOBOIBHbIIN». — [Ipunt. nepes.
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Korpa sxe «caMOCO3HaHHUE) MMOACTCSI KaK BBICIIHIA (DaKT U3 BCEX, UTO
HaM U3BECTHBI, FUTH KaK HAIll «KITF0Y K TIOCJIEIHEN MPUPOJIE BCETO CYIIECT-
BYIOIIIETO B €T0 IEJIOCTHOCTI, ICTaETCsI HOBBIH IIAr B CTOPOHY pacuiupe-
HUS ero 3HaYeHHs. Hu o1Ha W3 IBYX COCTaBHBIX YaCTCH CBSI3KH HE KaXKET-
Cs1 CIOCOOHOM cofiepKaTh ATOT UCKITIOYUTELHO BaXKHBIN Borpoc. Koneu-
HBIU MPEJIeIT WM TPAHUIA CAMOCTH KaK TOTAIBHOCTh HAIIETO OBITHS — yMa
U Tela; KacaTeJIbHO 3TOM CaMOCTH MbI MOXKEM CKa3aTh, YTO OHA CO3HAET
B CMBICJIC 3HAHHMS, YTO OYET ropasao 60j1ee yMECTHBIM TEPMUHOM JIJIsI Ta-
KO BceoxBaTHOU arperaru. [IpemonoKum, 9To MBI HCIIOJIE3YEM «CaMo-
3HAHUE» IS IeNIeH HAXO0XKICHHS MOCTEeIHEH MPUPOB CYIIECTBOBAHNS.
K yemy M0OXxHO nipupaBHATH 3T0 yrorpebienue? TombKo K TOMY, 9TO ue-
JIOBEYECTBO, B3ATOC KaK IIEJI0e — YM U TeJI0, HACTOIBEKO MOIIHAS CO3UAa-
TeJIbHAs U BCEBJIACTHAS CHJIA BO BCEJIEHHOM, UTO JeIacT HeIOCTATOYHBIM
Y HEYIOBJICTBOPUTEIHHBIM OOBSICHEHUE MMPOUCXOKICHUS MHPa, KAKOH OH
ectp. Wi, xopode, 370 OyJeT mpocTo MOBTOPEHHUEM aHTPOIIOMOP(HOTO
0OBSICHEHUS! MIPUPOJIBI, TOCIIOACTBOBABIIICTO TaKoe Jojiroe Bpems. [Ipen-
MTOYTECHHUE TTApBI CAMO—CO3HAHKE OyIeT 03HAYaTh YMEHBIIICHIE CHITBI TAKO-
Tro yTBep)K)IeHI/ISI, TaK KaK CO3HaHue, 6y}1y‘II/I OFpaHI/I‘IeHO HaJIMYHBIM U yC-
KOJIB3AOIIIM, SIBJIICTCSI O0JIee Y3KHM TEPMHHOM, HEXKEIU 3HAHUe, KOTO-
poe 0XBaTHIBaCT BECh MOCTOSHHBIH MACCHB FUIM COOpaHHE BCETO, YTO
KOT1a-7T00 MPHUCYTCTBOBAJIO B COBHAHUH.

BBITh MOXKET, «caMOCTh» B PacCMaTPHBAEMOW CBS3KE JOJDKHA OT-
HOCHUTBCA TOJBKO K ymy, T.C. ymy KakK '-II/ICTOMy nu a6CTpaKTHOMy OI'H)ITy,
OTJIMYHOMY OT Tella, MMyCTh ¥ HEOTACIUMOMY OT Hero. Teno mpu Takom
MIOIX0/1€ TIPECTABIIET COOOM JINIIB TIOMEXY, He 00J1aias HIIeM, 94To ObI
COOTBETCTBOBAJIO MPEAINOJIAraeéMOi TBOPUCCKOW aKTUBHOCTH MHUpA: JIeH-
CTBYIOIIAsl MPOAYKTUBHOCTh YMa IOCTYIIUPYeTCs Oe3 BCIKOH CBSI3U ¢ (hu-
3HYCCKUM CTPOCHUEM, B OTCYTCTBUE KOTOPOTO MBI Ha CAMOM JIEJIC HE MOT-
71 OBI IEPEKUBATH YM KaK OTJCIBHYIO CYITHOCTb.

B tepmmuHe, paccMOTpeHHEM KOTOPOTO MBI 3aHHUMAJIHCh, 5 HE BIKY
HUKAaKOI1 I10JIb3bI B BEJIMKOW OOPH0OE 32 BBISCHEHNE HCTOYHUKOB HallleH Be-
pbl B PeasibHOCTB Kak IpOTUBONONOXKHOCTE Bugumoctu. U nelictBuTens-
HO, €CJU s TMPaBIJIFHO MMOHUMAIO0 COBPEMEHHOE COCTOSIHUE 3TOH OOpHOHI,
€ro HeyacTo JCarT BeXynuM. Ecin e ero cemaroT TAKOBBIM, TO MEXKITY
MIPOTHBOOOPCTBYIOIIUME CTOPOHAMHE JOJDKHO CYIIECTBOBATh YETKOE CO-
[JIaCUE OTHOCHUTEIBHO €r0 TOYHOI'O OIMPEICIICHHST; s ObI JIaXKe CKa3al, 4To
€ro CTOHT 3aMCHUTH JIFOOBIM IPYTUM (Ppa3eoIOru3MOM, MEHEe YKOPCHEH-
HBIM B JIByCMBICHCHHOCTI/I.

B 3axitoucHHE HANIEro pacCMOTPCHHS OCHOBHOTO TE3HCa, ONpeeiic-
HUS ¥ IpoOJIeM CO3HAHHS TOCTaTOYHO MPHUBECTH 00O0CHOBAHHOE COO0pa-
JKCHHE: KPUTHYECKOE UCCIICIOBAHKE IIEJIOCTHOIO 00Pa30BaHUs «CaMOCO3-
HaHHE» YK€ HAMHOTO BBEIXOJUT 32 IPaHUIIBI 00JIaCTH TICHXOJIOTHU.

Ilepesoo ¢ anenutickozo A.A. Bepemennuxosa
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Wropb Fapu6osuy Macnapos — kaHau-
JaT GunocoCKMX HayK, CTaplmii npe-
nopasarens BopoHexckoi rocypapct-
BEHHOW MEAULMHCKOM aKaaeMum um.
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(PeueH3us Ha kHury: Contemporary Dualism:
A Defense; A. Lavazza and H. Robinson (eds.). Rout-
ledge, 2014. 292 p. ISBN 9780415818827.)

3a mocieaHNe MATh JIET HAPSAY C PEleH-
SUPYEMBIM HMHXKE HU3JAaHHUEM BBIIIJIO B CBET
HECKOJIbKO COOPHHKOB, ITOCBSIICHHBIX 3a-
mmTe coBpeMeHHoro ayanusma [Koons and
Bealer, 2010; Baker and Goetz, 2011]. He-
CMOTpsI Ha TO 4YTO (U3HMKAIU3M IO-TIPEXK-
HEMy 3aHUMaeT JIOMHHHUPYIOIIYIO ITO3HIHIO
CpeIr COBPEMEHHBIX padoT mo mpobiemam
co3Hanus, HadynHas ¢ 1990-X IT. MOKHO TOo-
BOPUTH €CJIU HE O PEHECCAHCE Tyalnu3Ma, TO
I10 KpalfHel Mepe 0 ero HEKOTOPOM OXKUBJIIC-
HUH. JpyTUMH CIIOBaMH, yallu3M BepHYJICS
B (pritocoeckyro moBecTKy IHs U 00CyKIa-
eTCsl KaK cepbe3Has allbTepHAaTHBA MaTepua-
Jm3My. OCHOBHOHM NPUYMHON ATOrO CTaja,
110 MHEHHIO CTOPOHHUKOB Tyalli3Ma, IPHH-
LUITHATbHasE HECIIOCOOHOCTh MaTepraii3Ma
JIaTh aJIeKBaTHOE OOBSICHEHUE TAKUM Xapak-
TEPUCTHKAM NCUXUYCCKUX SIBIECHHUH, KaK HH-
TEHIHOHANBHOCTh U CyOBEKTHBHOCTE. [Ipn
9TOM CaM JIyaJln3M TaKkxKe peTepriet 3Hauu-
TeJIbHbIC U3MEHEHHsI 1 OOHOBHUII CBOH OOJIHK.
Bo-niepBrIx, cpemu ¢umocopoB Bo3pocia
HEYIOBIETBOPEHHOCTh  (PU3UKATHCTCKUMHU
OOBSCHEHUSIMH CO3HAHMS. DTO TOATBEPIK-
JaroT nocnenHss kaura Tomaca Harems
[Nagel, 2012] u y»e 1aBHO U3BECTHAs KpH-
THKa COBPEMEHHOW HayYHON KapTHHBI MHUpa
ITutepom Anrepom [Unger, 2005]. Bo-BTO-
PBIX, Ha pBIHKE (HIOCO(CKUX MIeH MOSBH-
JIFICh HOBBIE PA3HOBHIHOCTH YTON TTO3HIIIH —
SMEpP/KEHTHBIN Ayannu3M U Jpyrue BapHaH-

Igor Gasparov - Voronezh Medical
State Academy.

THl HEKapTE3MAHCKOTO Jyalii3Ma, KOTOpBIE
B IIEJIOM MOXKHO OXapaKTepH30BaTh Kak
HATYpaJIM3alMI0  [yanu3ma. B-TpeTbux,
B CBOCI apryMEHTAaI[M CTOPOHHHUKH COBpEC-
MEHHOTO Jyallu3Ma OIHUPAIOTCS HE TOJBKO
HA TPAJUINOHHBIEC AIPHOPHBIC APTYMEHTHI
[IPOTHB MaTepuajn3Ma, U3BECTHBIE CO Bpe-
meH P. Jlekapra, J[x. bepxiu u I'. JleitOHu-
11a, HO U Ha JJAHHBIC COBPEMEHHBIX AMITUPH-
YECKUX MCCIIE0BaHuN. B-ueTBepThIX, camu
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SMIIUPUUYECKUE  HCCIIEI0BATENH,
MpaBJa, CKOpee KOCBEHHO, HEXKEH Ha-
HpSIMYT0, — CTAIH 00JIee JTOSITBHO OTHO-
cHUThCA K Ayanm3My. Haubonee sipkumn
HIpUMEpaMH MOTYT CIIyXKHTb HeIaBHHE
sasBiennst Kpucropa Koxa [Koch,
2012] u [xymuo Tononu [Tononi,
2012]. Peuensupyemslii cOOpHHK, OTpa-
JKAIOIUH MEePEeUYNCIICHHBIE BBIIIE TEH-
JICHIIMH, BKJIFOYACT 13 caMOCTOSITEIBHBIX
cTaTell ¥ BBEJCHHE, HAMCAHHOE M3/1a-
tersimu Anyipea JlaBanua u XoBapaom
Pobunconom. CtaThu pacrpeiesIeHbI
1o 4eTbIpeM pazaenam: «I'paHuIbl Ma-
TepuanuMay, «Jlyanusm u smnupuye-
CKHe HccnenoBanusy, «Kapresnanckuit
nyanusM cyoctaHuminy u «Hekapresu-
AQHCKUH Jlyaltu3m».

B mepBoMm pazzerne uuraress Mo-
JKET MO3HAKOMHThCS C padoramu, Io-
CBALUCHHBIMU KPUTUKE MaTCpuaindMa
B ustocoduu co3HaHWSA, U MONBITKAMH
MOKa3aTh, YTO Ayalnn3M Mpejiaraet 6o-
jee ymadHoe OOBSCHEHHWE CO3HAHUS.
Paznen npencrasnen cratbsiMu [PBHIA
Jlynna, YBe MaiikcHepa u Annpea Jla-
Bama. Haubornee OpUrHHAIBHOW sIB-
nsiercst paboTa mocienHero “Problems
of Physicalism Regarding the Mind”,
B KOTOPOI1 aBTOP MPUBOANT apTYMEHTHI
B TIOJIb3Y TOTO, UYTO (PU3MKAIH3M B OT-
HOIICHUH CO3HAHHS B COIO3€ C 3BOJIIO-
IIMOHVCTCKYM TTOHIMaHUEM IIPOUCXOXK-
JICHUsI MO3ra HUMILUTMIUPYIOT KOHTHH-
TeHTHBII XapakTep 3aKOHOB JIOTMKU
U JIOIyCKaIOT CYIIECTBOBAHUE HECOM3-
MEPHMBIX MEXIy COO00H KOHIETTyallb-
HBIX CXEM, UTO B CBOIO OUYEPEb CTAaBHT
MOJT BOTIPOC YHHUBEPCATBHBII XapaKkTep
HE TOJIBKO JIOTUKH, HO M MOPAILHOTO
3aKOHa.

BTopoi#i pa3aen MocBsIieH COOT-
HOILIEHUIO Tyalu3Ma U SMIUPHIECKUX
UCCIIeIOBAaHUN. 37eCh 3HAYUTENBHBIN
HHTepec MpecTaBsieT padora Pukkap-
10 Mansortu u Ilaono Mogeparo
“Neuscience: Dualism in Disguise”.
B Heli aBTOpBI IPEJICTABIISIIOT apryMeH-
TBl B TI0JIb3Y TOTO, YTO COBPEMEHHAs
HEHpoHayKa, HECMOTpPsS Ha BECOMBIN

Hporpecc B 00J1aCTH UCCIIEIOBAHUI Me-
XaHU3MOB PabOThI KJIETOK T'OJOBHOTO
MO3Ta, Majo MPOJBUHYIACH B TOHHMa-
HHUM TIPUPOJIBI CAMOTO CO3HAHUS 110 TOH
MPUYUHE, YTO PYKOBOJICTBOBANACH B

9THX UCCIEAOBAHHUAX MIPOTUBOPEUUBHI-
MH TIOCBUIKAMH, 110 CYIIECTBY HCKIIIO-
YAIOMUMH  BO3MOXKHOCTb ~ PEIICHHS
npo6uieMsl cozHanus. C oHOH cTOpo-
HBI, HEHpOHAayKa NpeJoaaraer, 4ro
(u3HUecKast pealbHOCTh II0 OIpeJieNe-
HUIO HE MOXKET BKJIIOYaTh B ceOs Ka-
KHe-IM00 MEHTalbHbIe CBOMCTBA (MH-
TEHILMOHAJIEHOCTD WJIN CYOBbEKTHBHOCTB),
a C IPYroi CTOPOHBI, YTBEPKAALT, YTO
CO3HAHKE, 00JIAJA0IIee BCEMU ITUMU
CBOIfCTBaMH, KaKHM-TO 0Opa3oM CIIO-
COOHO HAaXOIUThCS BHYTPH OJHOTO
TIOJTHOCTBIO MaTE€PUATBHOTO 00BEKTA —
LIEHTPaJbHOM HepBHOM cucteMbl. Ilo
MHEHHIO aBTOPOB, MMEHHO OJHOBpE-
MEHHOE MPHUHATHE 3TUX JBYX HAeil 3a-
CTaBIJISICT COBPEMEHHBIX HEHPOYJIEHBIX
BBOJUTh B Hay4dHBIH 000pOT pasimd-
HBIC CYIIHOCTH C HEOIIPE/ICICHHBIM OH-
TOJIOTMYECKUM CTaTyCcoOM, KaK, HallpH-
Mep, «MH(POPMALUS WK «MEHTAJIbHAS
perpe3eHTaLys», YTO SIBISICTCS 3aMac-
KHPOBAaHHBIM TIPHU3HAHUEM Jlyaln3ma.
ABTOpPBI OOBSCHSIOT TAKYIO CTPATETHIO
peakiyeil coBpeMeHHOW HelfpoHayku
Ha HECroCOOHOCTb MPHUMHUPUTH COOCT-
BEHHBIE NTOCTYJIAThI, IPUBEICHHBIE BhI-
me. B menom, s gymaro, 9TO MTaIbsH-
CKH€ aBTOPHI IIPABbI B CBOUX 3aMEYaHH-
SIX O COCTOSIHUHM COBPEMEHHOI HayKH.
OnHako cpean HeHPOyUIEHBIX €CTh H Ta-
KHe, KTO SKCIUTMIUTHO TpPU3HAET pe-
QIBHBI OHTOJOTHYECKHI CTaTyc 3a
TICUXWYECKHMH CYITHOCTSIMH, OTKPBITO
TIPUHAMAS Tyali3M. X0pOIINM IpHMe-
POM TaKOW IMO3WIMHU SIBIISICTCSI «Mate-
puanbHbId ayanusm» Jxona Cmuruca
[Smythies, 1994]. CormnacHo 3Toit 10-
SULWH, TICUXUYECKHUE PECIPE3CHTALUU
BOIIPEKH MHEHHIO JlekapTa He JINIIEHBI
HPOTSHKEHHOCTH, a 00pa3yroT coOct-
BEHHOE TPEXMEPHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO, J10-
TIOJIHSIOIEE HALlle IPUBBIYHOE (r3Hye-
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CKO€ TPOCTPAHCTBO, TaKKe HMEIOIee
TPU U3MEPEHUSL.

B npyroii cratbe U3BECTHBIN crie-
LUAIACT B 00JIaCTH KBAaHTOBOH MeXa-
Huku ['enpu Ilupc Cronm, pas3subas
«KBaHTOBYIO TEOPHUIO CO3HAHUS», IPE-
JlaraeT OpUTr'MHAJIbHBIN OTBET Ha BOIIPO-
CBl, TOJHATHIE SKCTIepUMeHTamMu ben-
xamuHa JInbera, OTHOCAIINMUCS K BO3-
MOKHOCTH CBOOOTHOTO BBIOOpa CyOBh-
€KTOM cBOMX JedcTBuid. CraHnapTHas
HMHTEpIpeTalus 3TUX JKCICPUMEHTOB
HCXOIUT U3 ciiepyromero. Munusun e
MOXET CBOOOJHO MHULUHPOBATH CBOE
JIeWCTBHUE, TOCKOIBKY €CIIU BEPHO, UTO
MIPUYNHA BCET/Ia MPEAIIECTBYEeT CIe-
CTBHIO, TO CBOOOTHOE PEIICHNE JIOIK-
HO OBITH OCO3HAHO WHIWBHUJIOM PaHb-
e, 4eM MO3I HauyHeT IOCBhLIATh UM-
IIyJIbC, 3aJCHCTBYIOLIMN YIEHBI, MPH-
BOJIAILUE ATO PELICHUE B UCIIOJIHEHUE,
TOr/1a Kak JJaHHbIE, oTy4eHHble JInbe-
TOM B XOfI¢ 9KCTIEPUMEHTOB, KaXeTCs,
CBHJETEILCTBYIOT 00 oOpatHOM. Co-
TJIACHO 3THM JAaHHBIM, CHadajla B MO3-
re BO3HMKAeT MOTEHIMAl TOTOBHOCTU
U JIMIIb 3aTe€M WHAUBUI (HUKCHPYET
CBOE CO3HATEJIbHOE PELICHUE COBEp-
muTh AeiictBue. CTMM MoJaraeT, 4To
(uKcays B MO3re MOTEHIINANAa TOTOB-
HOCTH JOJDKHA HHTEPIPETHPOBATHCS
KaK BO3HHKHOBCHHE B CO3HAHUH pe-
Mpe3eHTalull BO3MOXKHBIX IOCIEICT-
BUH CcOBeplLIaeMOro JeicTBUs, KOTO-
phle Bcerzia MpeIiecTBYIOT IPUHATUIO
PELIEHNUS O €T0 COBEPIIEHUH UITH HECO-
BEpIICHNH.

Hakonen, B mociemHei craTbe
JTAaHHOTO pa3Jiesia aBCTPUHCKUH (HIo-
cop Maprtuna @roper u3 I'paunxoro
YHUBEPCUTETA IpejjiaracT OpUruHajb-
HYIO TPAaKTOBKY «CTpaTernu (eHome-
HaJIbHBIX KOHIIENITOB», KOTOpas SIBIIS-
eTcsl OJJHUM M3 HauOouiee MOMyIIpHBIX
OTBETOB Ha AHTU(HU3UKAIUCTCKHE ap-
rymMeHTsl B cTuine ®ponka JIKeKcoHa.
®DropcT NpUBOAUT AETANIbHBIM aHAIN3
JIUTEPATypbl, IMOCBAIIEHHOH «cTpare-
iy (peHOMEHAJIbHBIX KOHIIENTOB», U
MIPUXOJUT K BBIBOJY, YTO CTOPOHHHKAM

(du3nKaIM3Ma He yJaeTcs yIOBJIETBO-
PHUTETBHO OOBACHUTH, HOUEMY HJCallb-
HBII Gu3uK MopH y3HaeT HEeKHe HOBBIC
(haKTEI 0 MHpE TOCIe TOTo, KaK MOKH-
HET YepHO-0eIyI0 KOMHATy, HECMOTPS
Ha TO YTO OHA M JI0 3TOr0 00J1a/ana 3Ha-
HHUEM gcex (usnueckux (pakToB O Ha-
mem mupe. Kputrka Maptuast @ropet
HalpaBJIeHa MPEXK/Ie BCEro Ha KOHIIET-
uuto JpBuaa Ilanuno. OHa momaraer,
9TO €My He yJaeTcs JaTh aJeKBaTHOE
00BSICHEHHE TOT0, KaK paboTaroT (heHo-
MEHAJIbHbIE KOHIETITHI, M IPUBOAUT ap-
TYMEHTBI Jiajiee B M0JIb3y TOTO, YTO Ca-
MU (I)eHOMeHaJ'leble KOHIECNITBI NPEa-
MOJTararoT CyIIECTBOBaHUE Heduinue-
CKUX pehepeHToB.

Tperuil paszuen mocBsLIeH KapTe-
3uaHckomy Ayanusmy. Puuapn Cyun-
OcpH B cBoeit padote “What Makes Me
Me? A Defense of Substance Dualism”
MPUBOAUT apTyMEHThl B MOAJEPKKY
OTOX/IECTBICHHUS JINYHOCTH C MPOCTOH
HeMaTepuaabHON CyOCTaHIUeH, KOTo-
pas JIMIIb KOHTHHTEHTHBIM 00pa3oM
COeIMHEHA C TeM WJIM WHBIM (u3ude-
CKHUM TeJIoM. B crarbe moj 3arosioBkoM
“Naturalism and the Unavoidability of
the Cartesian Perspective” XoBapa Po-
OMHCOH OTCTAaMBAeT TE3UC, UTO ECIH
BEpHa niesl 0 Kay3aJbHOH 3aMKHYTOCTH
(hU3MYECKOT0, TO TAKME HAyKH, KaK XU-
MUsI, OMOJIOTHSI, ICUXOJIOTHSI, HE MOTYT
HUMETh CaMOCTOsTeNNbHOI (yHKImH. Po-
OMHCOH BBICTYNaeT B IOJIb3Y TE3UCA,
YTO TIEPCHEKTHBA NIEPBOTO JTHIA HE MO-
JKeT OBITh IOJTHOCTBIO YCTPAHEHA W3
HayKH M 4YTO HayKa 3aBHCHUT OT Hee.
Paned Yonkep BBIABHUTAET TE3HC, UTO
MEHTAJIBHOE SIBIISIETCSI HEpeRyLHpye-
Moii cepoil pearbHOCTH, TOCKOIbKY
OHA B OTJINYHE OT (HPU3UYECKUX O0BEK-
TOB YyBCTBHTEIbHA K OOBEKTHBHBIM
TpeOOBaHUSAM pazyma. DTOT CIOCO0
BO3/ICHCTBNUS MPUHINIHAIBHO OTIHMYCH
OT Kay3aJbHBIX OTHOIICHUI, TPUCYTCT-
BYIOIIMX B MaTepuaibHOM Mupe. MH-
TEPECHO, YTO I000HOE TPaJULIHOHHO
KaHTHAHCKOE Pa3iIndne MEXIy HpHUH-
HaMH U JI0BOJIaMU Y OJIKEP UCTIONb3YET
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JUIst 000CHOBAHUs T€3HCa O KapTe3HaH-
CKOM Jlyalqu3Me CyOCTaHIMHA, KOTOPBIN
OH 3allUIIAET BO BTOPOM 4acTH CBOEH
CTaThU.

Tlocnennuii, 4erBepTHId paznuen
KHUTH TIOCBSIIIEH HEKapTe3MaHCKUM
(dopmam ryanusma. 371ech npeacTaBie-
HBI YeThIpe aBTOpa, KOTOPBIX 00BEIH-
HSIET MPEKE BCETO TO, YTO OHH HE pas3-
JEISIOT HU TE3UC MaTepHaln3Ma, HH
TE3HC KapTe3WMaHCKoro ryamusma. Ha
MOU B3IJIsi]I, HaNOOJIee MHTEPECHOI pa-
00TOi ATOrO pasjesna sBISETCS CTaThs
HBIHE YK€ IOKOWHOro mpogeccopa
Jlapemckoro yHHuBepcHTeTa OJBapia
Jxonatana Jloy “Why My Body is not
Me: The Unity Argument for Emergen-
tist Self-Body Dualism”. On npuBoaut
OPHUTI'MHAJBHBIN apryMeHT B I10JIb3Y TO-
T0, 4TO JIMYHOCTH JIOJDKHA OBITH IPHU-
3HaHa OHTOJIOTMYECKU 0a30BOM KaTero-
pueil. CyTh apryMeHTa COCTOHT B TOM,
YTO €CIM MBICIIb HE MOXKET CYIIECTBO-
BaTh 0e3 CyOBEeKTa, TO MOs MBICIH HE
MOXKET CyIIeCTBOBaTh Oe3 mewns. Jloy
HBITACTCS TI0Ka3aTh, YTO HU OJJMH MaTe-
pHUATbHBIH 00BEKT — OYyIb TO MBI
JKUBO OpraHu3M, WU €ro 4acTb — HE
SBJIAETCS HEOOXOIUMBIM ISl CYILECT-
BOBaHMS BCEX MouX MbIciei. CienoBa-
TENBHO, JeTaeT OH BBIBOA, S HE MOTY
OBITH TOXJECTBEH HUKAKOMY MaTepH-
IbHOMY 00BeKTY. 11 OCKOJIBKY aHTH-
peann3M OTHOCUTEIIHO MOETO CYIIECT-
BOBAHUA KAXXETC COMHHUTEIIbHBIM, JINY-
HOCTb, MII CyOBEKT MBICIH, JOKHBI
OBITH MPU3HAHBI B Ka4eCcTBE (PyHAAMCH-
TaJBHOTO M HU K 4YeMy HECBOAUMOTO
aseMeHTa peanbHoctu. [Ipu stom Jloy
OTKa3bIBAETCS OTOXKJIECTBIISTH  JIMY-
HOCTb C KapTE€3MaHCKOH IylIoH, apry-
MEHTHPYsI TEM, YTO €€ MPUPOAa HaXo-
JUTCS 3a TPeJeTaMH €ro MOHMMAaHUs.
ITozunus Jloy cponnu no3uuuu JIuHH
Pannep Beiikep [Baker, 2000] ¢ Tem
paznmameM, 9to belikep nozunmonupy-
eT ce0sl Kak CTOPOHHHIA HEHATypaJIH-
CTHYECKOTO MaTepHaIU3Ma, B TO BpeMsl
kak Jloy roBopur 06 smeppKeHTHOM S
(Self) m oTkasbIBaeTCS OTOXKISCTBIATH

CBOIO MO3UIHMIO ¢ MaTepuanuimom. Ha
MO B3DJISIA, KoHUenuuu M beiikep,
n Jloy cTpafaroT OZHUM M TeM ke He-
JOCTAQTKOM: TPYJIHO MOHSATH, KaK JIHY-
HOCTH, €CJIM OHH MPEJICTABIISIIOT CO00MH
OHTOJIOTHYECKHE 0a30BBIE CYLIHOCTH,
COOTHOCATCA C APYTMMU IIPUBBIYHBIMHU
HaM «ECTECTBEHHBIMH BUAAMI», TaKH-
MH, KaK (PU3MYECKHE YACTUIIBI HIIH JKH-
BBIE OPTaHU3MBI.

Ocrasmmecst pabOTHI HATJISAHO Jie-
MOHCTPUPYIOT pa3Ho00Opasue MO3UIUH
U TeM, 00bETHHEHHBIX JICHOIOM HEeKap-
Te3uaHCcKoro Ayanusma. Yapues Tanua-
¢eppo B cratbe “Promise and Sensibi-
lity of Integrative Dualism™ aprymen-
THPYET B TOJIb3Y TPEX CBSI3AaHHBIX MEXK-
Iy coboif Te3mcoB. Bo-mepBeix, mep-
CIIEKTHBA TIEPBOTO JINIA KOHIETITYalIb-
HO IIPEJIIIECTBYET IEPCIIEKTUBE TPEThe-
ro simna. Bo-BTopeIx, ecTecTBeHHOI yc-
TaHOBKOM JUISl Jyanucra SIBISETCS He-
pa3pbIBHAS CBSA3b MEXIY AYIIOH W Te-
JI0M, a He OT/JEJICHHE OHOTO OT JPYTo-
ro. B-tperpux, Bompeku oOmenpuHs-
TOMY MHEHHIO JUIsl JyaJlHCTa B3anMO-
JIEHCTBHE MEXIY AYLIOH U TEJIOM He
SIBJIIETCS TAKOW 3arajkod, Kak 3TO
npezacTasisercs QU3NKaIUCTaM.

Yumesim Xackep B cratbe “The
Dialectic of Soul and Body” o6pamaer-
csl K mpoGJieMaM TOMHCTCKOTO JTyallH3-
Mma. OH yTBEp)KIaeT, YTO XOTsI BOCXO-
qsmias K cB. @omMe AKBHHCKOMY KOH-
LEMIMs YeJ0BeKa KaK eIMHCTBA TN
¥ Tesa 00J1a1aeT BKHBIMH TIPEUMYIIECT-
BaMH 110 CPAaBHEHHIO C KapTE3MaHCKUM
JyaJI3MOM, HU OHA, HH €¢ COBPEMEH-
HBIe Mo (UKanuH (B Ka4eCTBE IpHMe-
pa Xackep paccMaTpHUBaeT KOHLETIIHIO
Jxeiimca [Toprepa MopiaHaa) Hecro-
COOHBI OTBETUTH HA BBI30BBI COBPEMEH-
HOM HAayKH B JIMIIE TaPBHUHOBCKOM TEO-
puu sBosoLMH. B cBsi3u ¢ aTUM Xackep
BBICTYIAeT B IOJB3y SMEPHKEHTHOTO
JyaJIM3Ma, KOTOPHIH, 110 €ro MHEHUIO,
COXpaHseT JOCTOMHCTBA TOMHCTCKON
KOHIICTILIMK JIMYHOCTH, HO JIMIICH ee
HEJJOCTAaTKOB, B YACTHOCTH OH XOPOIIO
COYETaeTCs] C COBPEMEHHBIMH TIPEel-



COBPEMEHHbIN OYANU3M: MOMbITKA 3ALLUUTbI

craBiaeHussMu 00 sBosrornn. Crarhs
JaBuga CkpOWHBI MOCBSIICHA JBYyXac-
MEeKTHOW Teopuu co3Hanus. [lo mHe-
HUIO aBTOPA, 3Ta MO3HULHUS YAa4HO 00B-
EIMHSIET IPEUMYIIECTBA TPAJUIIMOHHO
KOHKYPHPYIOIIUX MEXIy CO0OH Teo-
puit — Ayanu3ma W MarTepualucTHye-
CKOr0 MOHH3Ma.

Ecmu omnenuBate cOOpHHK B Ie-
JIOM, TO CJIC/IyeT CKa3arh, 4To OJiaroa-
ps  pasHOOOpa3WI0 TMPEICTABICHHBIX

B HEM aBTOPOB U TE€M YMUTATEJb IOJY-
YUT Pa3HOCTOPOHHEE IIPEICTaBICHHE
0 COBPEMEHHOM JlyaTu3Me KaK >KUBOM
U MHTEPECHOM SBJIEHHHU, 3HAKOMCTBO C
KOTOPBIM MOJKET OBITH IOJE3HBIM HE
TOJBKO A TEX, KTO TaK WM HMHaye
OTOXJIECTBIISIET CeOsI C ITOM MO3UIHEH,
HO U U1l T€X, KTO XO4ET B3IIAHYTH Ha
poOJIEeMaTHKy COBPEMEHHOU (HIIOCO-
(UM CO3HAaHWSI C TOYKH 3PEHUS, OTIIH-
YaIOIIENCsl OT OPTOJOKCAIBLHOM.
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BHAEN
AAEKCAHAPA AEORNAOPHUNA HMKNYOFOBA

B koHIIe anpernst 3Toro roja WieH peIKoUIeTHH HAIero JKypHaa, JOKTop (u-
70co(PCKUX HAYK, TJIABHBIA HAYYHBIH COTPYAHUK CEKTOpa COLUAIBHON SIHCTEMO-
noruu Mucruryra dpunocopun PAH Anexcanap Jleonunosnuy Hukngopos orme-
THJI CBOM 75-11eTHUH 100MIIeH.

Anekcannp JleoHHI0BHY OBUT M OCTAaETCS HE TOJBKO KBAJIH(DUIIMPOBAHHBIM
CIELUATIMCTOM B 00JIaCTH JIOTHKH, METOJIOJIOTHH U (pritocopuu HayKH, HO OPHUTH-
HaJIbHBIM U TTyOOKHM MBICIHUTENEM, chepa HCCIEA0BATEILCKIX HHTEPECOB KOTO-
POTo MPOCTHPACTCS AAIEKO 3a MPEAEbl ero opHINaIbHON KBaIuuKanuu. 3a no-
cireiHue ropl Anexcanap JIGOHHI0BUY MTPOBEN PsAJl MHTEPECHEHIINX HCCIIen0Ba-
HU B obsactu Quitocopun UCTOpUH, 1MOKa3aB, HAIPUMEp, KAk UMEHHO B padoTte
HCTOpPHUKA B OTJIMYUE OT pabOTHl €CTECTBOUCIIBITATENS ONMCAHUE OKA3bIBACTCS He-
pa3pBIBHBIM 00pa3oM CBsI3aHO ¢ 00bsicHeHneM. Ero nepeorenka nesneit u 3a1a4 Ho-
BOBPEMEHHBIX HaYKH M TEXHHKH, COTJIACHO KOTOPOH OHU He OBbLIM HaIlpaBJICHbI Ha
TTOVCK MCTHHBI, @ OPUEHTHPOBAINCH MIPEUMYIIECTBEHHO Ha TO, YTOOBI CIEaTh CY-
IIECTBOBAaHHUE YeJIoBeKa Hanbosee KoM(pOPTHBIM, cTalla HEOXKUAAHHO IS LIEJIOro
Ppsi/ia M3BECTHBIX CIICIMAINCTOB B 3TOH obsacTu. B mocneanee BpeMs ero KpUuTHKa
U TiepeocMeIcienne puaocodun mrudepann3Ma BEI3BIBAECT OCTPBIC JUCKYCCHH H JKHU-
BOW MHTEPEC KaK y CTOPOHHHUKOB, TaK U Y IPOTHBHUKOB 3TOI'0O MUPOBO33PEHHUS, 3a-
CTParuBaIOLIEro MPAKTHUECKH BCe Cephl JKU3HU 00IIECTRa.

Anexcanp JIeoHHI0BUY — 3aMeYaTeNIbHBIN OJIEMHUCT, Ha €T0 TOKJIafax BCeraa
QHIIUIAr, a JJMCKYCCHH 10 TIOCTABJIEHHBIM UM BOIIPOCAM 3a4acTyIO ITPOJI0JDKAIOTCS
ropaso JONbIIE OTBEICHHOTO PEriIaMeHTOM BpeMEHH. [ HeCMOTpst Ha Ty €IIKYIO
KPHUTHUKY, KOTOPOI OH MOPOH Mo/iBepraeT paboThl CBOMX KOJIJIET, MaJIo K KoMy B MH-
cTuTyTe (QrItocoGuu OTHOCATCS C TAKMM YBRKEHHEM M TEIUIOM, Kak K HEMY.

Anekcanp JIeOHHI0BHY ObLT U OCTAETCS IPEKPACHBIM JIEKTOPOM H TIOITYJISIPH-
3aTopoM Hay4HOro 3HaHus. Ero «[lomyssipHble JeKIUH 110 JIOTUKE U TEOPHH apry-
MEHTalluM», BBUIOXKEHHBIE Ha caiite MucTHTyTa (hmnocodpun PAH, oTkpwiTHIe
BBICTYIUICHHUS ¥ Y4acTHE B MHTEPHET-IPOEKTaX PACHIMPUIIN U TIPOAOJIKAIOT PACIIIH-
PATH €ro TOIMYJISIPHOCTh CPEIH MHOTOYMCICHHONW MHTEPHET-ayANTOPUH, WHTEpe-
cyrotieics purocopueii.

Penxosterns xypHalia OT BCel IyIu no3zapasisieT Anekcanapa Jleonniosnua
C To0myeeM U JKelaeT eMy 3/0POBBs, JalbHEHIIeH I0A0TBOPHOI pabOTHl M Kak
MOJKHO 6OJ'II)LLIC TCX IOJOXHUTCIIbHBIX 3MOIJ,I/II>1, KOTOpbIC OH BC€rAa AapyuT CBOUM
CTy/IEHTaM, KOJUIETaM U JIPY3bsIM.
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