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AHAJIITUYHA HOPMATHUBHA ETUKA
I TEHJEHIIII i PO3BBUTKY

Apocaas IIIpamko

AmHoTauisi. ¥V crarTti moJaHO Orisi[, OCHOBHHUX KOHIENIiil 1 migxouis y ra-
Jy3i HOpMATHUBHOI €THUKH, fKa PO3BHUBAETHCS B MeXKaX CydJacHO! aHAJITHUYIHOL
dinocodii. PosrisinyTo JBa OCHOBHUX THIIM HOPMATHBHUX E€THYHHUX TEOPIiii:
TeJIe0JIOriuHI Ta JeOHTOJIOTiuHI, — sKi PO3PI3HAIOTHCS 3a CI0OCOO0M BU3HAYEHHS
HOHATTS MIPABUJILHOI'O Ta IMOHSATTSA J00pa i TpaKTyBaHHSAM IX B3a€MO3B’SI3KY.
Juisi Teopiit TeseosoridHOro Tumy (KOHCEKBEHIaJi3M Ta €THUKa YeCHOT) Xa-
pakTepHe BH3HAHHsS J00pa sIK IIEPBUHHOI KaTeropil €Tk, sika BH3HAYAETHCS
He3aJIeXKHO BiJ| IHINNX €TUYHUX IOHSATH, 30KpeMa, BiJl TOro, mo MoOKe BBaXKa-
THCS NpaBUJIbHUM abo HenpaBuibHUM. Kareropis MopasbHOI IIPaBUJIBHOCTI,
HaBIaKM, BU3HAYAETHCS B LIUX TEOPisiX Yepe3 MOHATTs J00pa, a caMe, siK Te, 110
36ibmrye (Makcumisye) 06po un crpusie iioro Brinenno. Tox, Teaeonoriaamii
(y mmpokoMy cenci) miaxiz go eTnku nepejgdatae MoxiJHICTh MOPaJbHAX HOPM,
30KpeMa THX, sIKi BU3HA4YaIOTh IIPABHUJIbHY IOBEAIHKY, BiJl HOHATTs mobpa, 1o
BHUCTYIIA€ K Jesika OCHOBHa (KiHIleBa) Mera, JOCATHEHHs sIKOI HpartHe Gyiib-
sKa MopaJibHa JioguHa. Lle ocraroune Ta 6Ge3ymMoBHe HA00pPO HE 3aJIEXKUTH
BiJi »KOJHHUX MOPAJBHUX HOPM, I MOXK€ BH3HAYATUCS IO-pidHOMY. Buxojsumn
3 TOro, sIK KOHKPETH3Y€ETbCsI HMOHATTs A00pa, BUAIAIOTH Pi3HI Teseosorivni
KOHIIENI[il HOPMATUBHOI €TUKH. 30KPEMa, Ma€MO 3MOrY DPO3PI3HHUTH €roisM,
aJbTpyI3M Ta yTujaitapusM. fk eroiam, tak i ajabTpyi3M MaroTh CBOIX IIOCJIi-
JIOBHUKIB cepej; aHasiTuuHuX dinocodis, siki 3aliMaioTbCcss PO3pOOKOI HOP-
MATUBHHMX €TUYHHX TEOPiil, IpoTe HaNWGI/IBIIOro MOIMNPEHHS CepeJi KOHIIeMIii
KOHCEKBEHIIINHOIO THUIly OTPUMAaB yTHJIiTapusM. Y Teopisix IeOHTOJIOridHOro
Tuny (eTuka o6OB’sA3Ky) BiJIHOLIEHHS MiXK OCHOBHUMHU E€TUIHUMH [OHATTIMUI
haKTHIHO 3MIHIOETHCS Ha IPOTHUJIEXKHE, & caMe: sIK OCHOBHA Ta IIEPBUHHA PO3-
IJISIIAETHCS KaTeropisi MopaJibHOI npasBuibHOCTi. Binmosinuo, m1o6po B Takux
TeOopifAX BUABJISETHCS MiANOPSAIKOBAHUM IOHSTTSIM i, 3PENITOI0, BU3HAYAETHCH
qepe3 MOpaJIbHI HOPMH, fKi 3aKPIiIUIIOIOTH 1 KOAUMIKYIOTH Te, [0 BBAYKAETHCS
MOpPaJIbHO IIPABUJIBHUM.

Kio40Bi cjioBa: Tejeosorisi, JEOHTOJIOTisI, KOHCEKBEHIIaIi3M, €TUKa YECHOT,
eTuKa 060B’A3KY.

AKTyasbHI IpobJIeMH [y XOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanub / Pesa.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpusuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 9-31.



10 AmnasiTnaHa HOpMATHBHA €THKA 1 TeHJeHIil i1 po3BUTKY

3a caMOI0 CBOEIO HA3BOIO HOPMATHUBHA €TUKA MOKJINKAaHA OOrPYHTOBYBa-
THU [IE€BHI HOPMU JIIOJICHKOI TIOBEIIHKH, TOOTO JESKi MIPABUIA, IIPUHITUIIN Ta
CTaH/IAPTH, SKUM MAalOTh BIJIIOBIJIATH K OKpeMi BUYMHKH, TaK i XapakTep
0CODMCTOCTI Ta JTIOJACHKE YKUTTS 3arajioM. I3 mporo 60Ky JIIOIChKi BUMHK,
caMi JIIOM Ta, IXHE YKUTTS IIiJJIATAIOTh MOPAJbHIM OIHII B TaKUX Tep-
MiHAX, K <IIPaBUIbHUI> («HEIpaBUIbHUIL» ), «xopommuit» («moranuii» ),
«momycrumuity («nepomyctumMuiis ) romo. Toxk, MOpaJibHa Teopist CKIIaIa-
€ThCHA 3 HOPMATUBHUX CY/?KEHb, Ki BUPA2KAIOTHh MOJLYC TOr'O, IO TOBUHHO
OyTH, Ta OMEPYIOTh TAKUMH KATErOpisiMu, AK «000B’I3KOBO», «I03BOJIEHOY,
«3a00POHEHO>.

OuiHKa JIIOJCHKUX BYMHKIB IIOJIATAE B IX XaPaKTEPUCTHI K (MOPaJIb-
HO) IPaBWJILHUX 9 HEIPABUJIBHUX, TOOTO TAKMX, Kl CJif 3ificHioBarn
abo Bifm CKOEHHS dKHX MOTPiIOHO yTpuMmyBartncs. OIHKa 2K JIIOACHKOL
0CODUCTOCTI Ta JIIOJICHKOTO JKUATTS 3iACHIOETHCH 3 IMOIVISATY MO3UTUBHIX
MOPAJIbHUX SKOCTEl, TOOTO TAaKUX sIKOCTel, K1 BBa2KAIOTHCsI MOPAJIBHO J10-
Opumu a0 MOPAJIBLHO MPABUILHIMU. BaK/IMBUM 3aBJIAHHIM HOPMATHUBHOL
eTUYHOI Teopil € po3pobKa KPUTEPITB JJIsT TAKUX OIHOK, SIKi JIO3BOJISIIOTH
HaM OTPUMATH <«YSBJIEHHS PO T€, SIK MU IIOBUHHI [TOBOJIUTHCS Ta SKi ap-
TyMEHTH JOPEeYH] y MPOoIieci OOrpyHTYBAHHS HAIIOTO CXBAaJEHHA ab0 OCYILy
JIIOICHKHX BUMHKIB» . I3 I1iefo MeTor0 eTm4Hi Teopil BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH Pi3Hi
eTUHI TOHATTH, $Ki, IK MPABUJIO, YTBOPIOIOTH PO3TaJIyKEeHY, i€papXiTHO
opraHizoBany cTpyKTypy. LleHTpasibHe Mmiciie B it CTpyKTypi 3afiMaioThb
KaTeropii mopaavrozo dobpa Ta MopanvHoi npasusvbrocmi. Ak e Jxxon
Posmz y meprmomy pozmisi «Teopil cripaBemimuBocTis:

JIBa OCHOBHHUX IOHSITTS €THKHU — II€ HOHSTTS IPABUJIBHOCTI Ta HOHSTTS
nobpa; st BBaXKako, 0 MOHATTS MOPaJIbHOT OCOBMCTOCTI BUBOJUTHCS 3 HUX.

CrpykTypa eTudHOl Teopil 6araro B YoMy 3aJIEXKHUTH BiJl TOro, K BOHA

BHU3HAYAE Ta CHIiBBITHOCUTH IIi JBa OCHOBHI MOHSITTSZ.

Pom3 Buzinse n1Ba OCHOBHUX TN HOPMATHBHUX €THUIHHUX TEODiit: me-
aeonoeiuni (Bim rpem. TEAoS, telos — «Ifliiby, «pe3ysbraTy) Ta deonmo-
aoz2iuni (Bim rpem. d€ov, deon — «HaseKHE» ), — sIKI PO3PISHSIOTHCS 32
crrocoO0OM BU3HAYEHHSI 3a3HAYEHUX OCHOBHUX IIOHSITh 1 TPaKTYBaHHSM IX
B32€EMO3B A3KY".

115t Teopiit TeIe0IOTITHOTO TUITY XapaKTepHE BU3HAHHS 100pa K mIep-
BUHHOI KATEropil eTUKH, siKa BU3HAYAEThCA HE3AJIEXKHO BiJI IHIITUX eTUIHUX

L Driver J. Ethics: The Fundamentals. Wiley-Blackwell, 2006. P. 3.

2 Rawls J. A Theory of Justice (revised edition). Oxford: Oxford University Press,
1999. P. 24.

3 Tlop.: Frankena W. Ethics. Englewood Cliffs. New York : Prentice Hall, 1963. P. 14-
17.
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MOHSTH, 30KPEMa, BiJl TOTO, IO MOYKe BBaXKATHUCA TpaBmwIbHUM. Kareropis
MOPAJIBHOI NPABWJIHHOCTI, HABIIAKU, BU3HAYAETHCS B IUX TEOPIsAX Uepe3
HoHATTS J06pa, a came, K Te, mo 36lLibmiye (Makcumizye) mobpo [u
cupusie fioro Brisennio. Orxe, Teseooriyauii (y NIMpoKOMy CeHCl) miaxis
JI0O eTUKHU TIepeadadae IMOXiTHICTh MOPAJbHUX HOPM, 30KpeMa THX, dKi
BU3HAYAKOTH I[PABUJIbHY IOBEMIHKY, BiJl IOHSTTs 100pa, M0 BUCTYIIAE
JIK JesdKa OCHOBHa (KiHIEBA) MeTa, JOCATHEHHS KOl IparHe Oyiib-sKa
MopasibHa JioguHa. le ocraToune ta Oe3ymoBHE 100pO, Oy/Iydu BUIIOIO
Ta CAMOJOCTATHLOIO IIHHICTIO, HA Ky OPIEHTYETHCS OYIb-siKa MOpaJIbHA
[IOBEJIIHKA, HE 3aJIE2KUTH BiJI 2KOJHUX MOPAJIbHUX HOPM, 1 MO2Ke BU3HAYATH-
¢Sl TIO-PI3HOMY — $IK TIACTsI, KOPUCTD, 33/I0BOJICHHSI, IOCKOHAJIICTh, IECHOTA
abo sIKOCh 1HaKIIe. BUxomsaan 3 TOro, sk KOHKPETU3YEThCs TOHATTS J00pa,
BUJIIJISIIOTH Pi3HI TEJIE0JIOTiYHI KOHIIEMTT HOPMATUBHOI €TUKH.

YV Teopisx IEOHTOJIOTIYHOTO THWILY BiJHOIIEHHS MiK OCHOBHUMU €TH-
YHAMH HOHATTAMHU (DAKTHUIHO 3MIHIOETHCS HA IPOTHJIEKHE, & CaMe: fK
OCHOBHA 1 IIepBUHHA PO3IJIAIAETHCS KaTeropis MOpaJjbHOI IPaBUJIBHOCTI.
BimosigHo, 106po B TAKUX TEOPisIX BUSIBJISIETHCS ITiITOPSIIKOBAHUM ITOHSI-
TTSM 1, 3PEIITOI0, BU3HAYAETHCS Yepe3 MOPaJIbHI HOPMU, sIKi 3aKPIILTIOIOTH
i KomudIKyIOTh Te, M0 BBAXKAETHCA MOPAJIBHO IPABUIHLHUM.

Posrsgmemo meski BakKanBi piSHOBUIN TEJICOJOTITHUX 1 JIEOHTOJIOTI-
YHUX KOHIIEIITiN.

1. TeseosoriuHi HOpMaTUBHI KOHIIETIITi1

Tesreosorivme oOrpyHTYBaHHsT MOPaJIi ITepeidadac mepi 3a Bce MIpocy-
BaHHS ¥ yTBEp/2KEeHHs 100pa aK HaiBuUIol minHocti. Take npocyBanHs it
YTBEPIZKEHHST MOXKE BiJIOYBATUCH sIK 3aBISKU OKPEMHM JIFOICHKUM BUNH-
KaM, TaK i Ha PiBHI BCHOT'O JIFOJICHKOTO XKUTTS Ta JIOJCHKOI JiSIbHOCTI.
Bunnok, y mpoMy cemci, OIiHIOEThCSA TK MOPAJbHII 1 MOpaIbHO MPABUIb-
HUH, IKIO B pEe3yJIHTATI TOT0 3MifiCHEHHST TOCATAEThCSI TIepeBara 100pa HaL
3stoM (MakcuMizalis 106pa), To6To, SIKIO BiH IPU3BOIUTD 10 301IbIIEHHS]
J106pa Ta 3MeHIeHHs 3ya. MopaJbHiil OMiHII MOXYTh IMJISITATH AK YKe
CKOEHI BYMHKH, 3 TOIJIALY IX aKTyaIbHAX 1 MOTEeHIIHUX HACHIIKIB (Takox
3 ypaxyBaHHAM MaiiGyTHIX HACHIAKIB), Tak i Oy[b-sKi MOMKJIUBI BYMHKH,
IIOJI0 SIKUX CTaBUTHCS IMUTAHHS IIPO MOPAJIbHY JIOIJIBHICTD 1X 3/1HCHEHHS.
Binbie Toro, Taka oIiHKa MOXKe JAaBATUCS HE JIUINE CAMUM BUYMHKAM, a it
HaIIMM HamipaM IX 3i{CHUTH; B OCTAHHBOMY BHUIIQJIKY JIO YBaru Oeperbest
HasBHICTb Yy MOPAJBLHOIO Cy0 €KTa IparHeHHs IIPOCYBAHHS i Y TBEDYKCHHS
o6pa.
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BaxxyimBo mam’sTaru, MmO MOpPAJBHIN OMHII MOXKYTb MiJJISTaTH He
Tiibky (1 HABITH HE CTLIBKM) OKpeMi BYMHKHM, a i JIOJIChKA OCOOUCTICTD, i
HAaBITH JIIOJICHKE XKUTTS 3arajioM. Y I[bOMY BUIAJIKY MOXKHA TOBOPUTH IIPO
T0OpPOIECHY OCOOUCTICTD, IKa BCIM CBOIM KUTTSIM 1 BCiMa CBOIMHU CITpaBaMK
cripusie mepeBasi 100pa HaJl 37I0M.

3aJiexKHO BiJI TOrO, IO came IiJjIAra€ MOPAJIbHIA OIIHIN — BYMHOK 1
oro HACHI KA ab0 OCOOUCTICTH 3arajioM, — y MeXKaX IMUPOKO TOTPAKTOBA~
HOTO T€JIEOJIOTIYHOrO MM IXOMY PO3PI3HAIOTH €TUYIHI KOHIIEMII KoHCeKeeH-
utaniamy i emuky wecrom.

1.1. KoHcekBeHIIiaIi3M

YV HaWTOIHIIIIOMY CEHCI KOHCEKBEHITIATI3M B €THIl — I1e IIi/IXiJ1, 3TiTHO
3 gKUM MOPAJIbHA OIIHKA Jiil 1 JIIojell, dKi 1X BUMHAIOTH, BU3HAYAIOTHCS
HacamIepes HacAidkamu 1ux aii. Tobro, SKIo HaM HeOOXiIHO JaTh MO-
paJbHY OIHKY TOMY Y{ TOMY BYMHKY, MU MA€MO IEPIIl 33 BCE€ BUBIUTHU BCi
fforo HaCTAKM (BKIIIOYHO 3 MOXK/IMBAMHI MailbyTHiMu Hacsigkamu). Came
i HACTIIKK 1 MafoTh OyTH PO3IVISHYTI B KOHTEKCTI MakcmuMmizarii gobpa,
K TOI'O BHMAara€ OCHOBHUII IIOCTYJIAT €THYHOI Tejeosiorii: 4uM OisbIie
HACJIJIKM BYUHKY CHPHUSIIOTH TaKiif MaKCHUMi3allil, TUM MPaBUJIbHIIIUM i
O1IBII JOOPUM Y MOPAJIbHOMY BiJIHOIIIEHHI Oyle BBaXKaTUCS CAMUI BUNHOK.

Posrnsnaroan Mok/nBI HACTIIKKA TOTO YU TOTO BYMHKY, iHOI 6epyTh
JI0 yBaru He BCi 3 HUX, a JIUIIE Ti, IO BeAyTh A0 MaKCHUMi3allil go0pa st
[IEBHUX JIFOJIE 1 comiajbHUX TI'pyIl. 3ajeXKHO BiJ IOI0 BUIJISIIOTH TaKi
OCHOBHI BUJI KOHCEKBEHITITHUX TEOPIiil:

1. Emuyunudi e20i3m — BPaXoBY€ TITbKU Ti HACTIIKN BUMHKY, IKi MAIOTh
6Ge3mocepeHe BiIHOMIEHHS 10 Cy0 €KTa, IO WOro 3mifiCHIOE, 1 OTOTOXKHIOE
MPaBUJILHICTL BUNHKY 3 MAKCHMI3aIli€io 100pa BUKJIIOYHO IS TOTO, XTO
el BUNHOK 3/I1HCHIOE.

2. Emuvwnud asvmpyidm —06epe 10 yBarum Ti HACIIIKN BYMUHKY, K1
CTOCYIOThCSI OY/Ib-KUX 1HINUX JIOJEH, ajie TIIbKYU He THX, XTO [ell BUYNHOK
6e31ocepeTHBO  3IIICHIOE, 1 BU3HAYAE MOPAJBHY HPABUJIBHICTh BUMHKY
qepe3 MaKCHMI3aIliio 100pa /i BCiX Jroneit, 6e3 ypaxyBaHHs cy0’ekTa mil.

3. ¥Ymuaimapusm — 3uimae Oyab-aKi 0OMEXKEHHS TTO/I0 OCi0, Ha AKUX
IIOIIUPIOIOTHCA HACJIJIKN OIIHIOBAHUX BYMHKIB, 1 IK OCHOBHUI KpuTepiit
IXHBOI MPABUWJIBHOCTI MPUMaE MaKCUMI3aIli0 3araJJbHONO OJIArOIIOJTY IUsl.

Hessaxkaroun Ha Te, MO AK €roi3M, Tak i aJbTPyi3M MalOTh CBOIX ITO-
CTTOBHUKIB cepell aHaiTuIHnX (bimocodiB, fKi 3afiMarOTbCs PO3POOKOIO
HOPMATHBHUX €TUYHIX Teopiii?, ciiix Bu3HATH, 110 HAHGIIBIIOrO HOMMIpPEH-

4 Nlue., wanp.: Morality and Rational Self-Interest / ed. David P.Gauthier.
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He cepeJl KOHIIEMI i KOHCEKBEHITITHOTO TUITY OTPUMAB CaMe yTHIITapu3M,
KU Ma€ TyInbOKe KOPIHHS B TPAUIiIX aHTJIIHCHKOI dimocodil.

Knacuanuit yruritapusm, mpejacraBiennit nacammnepes poooramu JIxxe-
pemi Benrama, [Ixxona Crroapra Mimsa ta enpi Cimxsika®, rpynTyeThCS
Ha TaK 3BAHOMY <«IIPUHIIAI KOPUCHOCTi», BIJIIOBITHO JIO SKOTO MOPaJIbHA
OIlIHKA JIIOJICbKUX BYMHKIB 3aJI€?KUTh BUKJIIOYHO BiJI TOrO, HACKLIBKH ITi
BYMHKU, 3 IOIVISTY 1X HACJIJIKIB, BUABJIAIOTHCSI KOPUCHUMU JJIs TIEBHOI
CHIJIbHOTH, IHTEPEeCiB AKOI Il BUYMHKH Ta 1X HACJIJIKU TI€I0 YU TI€I0 MipOIo
TOPKAIOThHC. BeHTaMy HaJeXXUThb CTaHIapTHE (DOPMYJIIOBAHHS IIPUHITUILY
KOPUCHOCTI:

ITix IpUHIKMIIOM KOPUCHOCTI PO3YMIETHCS HMPUHLMII, SIKAM CXBAJIIOE YU HE
CXBaJItO€ OYb-sIKY [0, 3aJIe2KHO BiJ| TOrO, HACKLJIBKM BOHA, CIIPSIMOBAHA
Ha 301JIbIIIEHHS] YU 3MEHIIEHHS IIACTs Ti€l CTOPOHU, YUIX IHTEPECIB BOHA
crocyerbest: abo, 110 Te K caMe, HACKIJIBKA BOHA CIIPUSIE UM I[IPOTHU/IIE
oMy macTiod.

YV 1mpoMmy HOPMyTIOBaHHI KOPUCHICTH TJIyMAYUTHCH Yepe3 KaTeropiio
macrs (a TAKOXK HPOTHJIEXKHY 1ffl KaTeropilo HenacTs, OCKIIbKU Mij dac
MOPAJILHO!I OI[IHKM BYMHKIB MOXKHA BPaXOBYBATU SK HASBHICTH IEPIIOrO,
TaK 1 BiacyTHiCTH Apyroro), sike 3i ¢BOro GOKY MOYKHA OTOTOXKHHUTHU 3
HOHATTAM 3a70BojieHHs (1, BIAIOBLAHO, cTpaxKpands). [Hakime KaxKydu,
A7 KJIACHIHOTO YTUIITAPU3MY XapaKTepHAa TeJIOHICTUIHA 1HTePITPEeTaITis
TOTO, IO CJIiJT BBAYXKATU «KOPUCHUM>» JIJII OKPEMUX JIOJIell 1 CyCIIbCTBa
3araJjioM, IO, 3HOBY 2K TaKH, i3 IapaJUrMajbHOI0 TOYHICTIO BHCJIOBUB
Benram:

Ilin xopucHicTIO po3yMi€Tbcsi Ta BIACTUBICTE Oyab-siKOro 00’€KTa, sKa
[OJISATAE Y 3ATHOCTI OPOJXKYBATH BUTOY, IIepeBary, 3a{0BOJIEHH, T06pO
au macts (yce I B OKPECJICHOMY BHIIAJIKY € OJHUM 1 THM camMuM ), abo (1o
3HOBY K TAKH 3BOJUTHCH JIO OJHOIO #H TOrO »K) 3amobiraTu 3alofisHHIO
mKoA¥, OOJIF0, 3JIa YU HEMIACTs Tiil CTOPOHIi, 4ul iHTepecH 3adilnarTbCsi:
SIKIIO II€I0 CTOPOHOIO Oy/Te SIKACh COoliaibHa IPYIa, TO HAETHCS IPO IIACTS
i€l rpynu (SIKIIo Iie KOHKPEeTHa JIIOMHA, TO MAEThCA Ha yBasi macTs miel
JroHM) .

Englewood Cliffs, New York : Prentice-Hall, 1970; Nagel T. The Possibility of Altruism.
Princeton. New York: Princeton University Press, 1978.

5 IMTus.: Bentham J. An Introduction to the Principles of Morals and Legislation.
Oxford : Clarendon Press, 1907; Mill J.S. Utilitarianism. London : Parker, Son & Bourn.
West Strand, 1863; Sidgwick H. The Methods of Ethics. London : Macmillan, 1874.

6 Bentham J. An Introduction to the Principles of Morals and Legislation. Oxford :
Clarendon Press, 1907. P. 2.

7 Ibid.
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3a Takoro po3yMiHHS KJIACHYHUIA yTUIITAPU3M [IOEIHYE B CODI YOTUPHU
ocHoBHI npuHIMIN: (1) KOHCEKBEHIIaMi3M (IPaBUIBHICT BUMHKY BH3HA-
YAEThCs BUKJIIOYHO HOr0 HACIIIIKAMU, & caMe KOPHUCHICTIO IIUX HACIIIIKIB);
(2) renonisM (KOPHUCHICTH OTOTOXKHIOETHCS 13 38I0BOJIEHHSAM 1 BimcyTHICTIO
crpaxkianHs); (3) MakcuMasisM (IPaBUJIbHUI BUXHOK HE IIPOCTO TPHHO-
CHUTD 33JI0BOJICHHS, & MAKCUMAJIbHO MOXKJIMBE 33J0BOJeHH); (4) yHiBep-
cajtizm (I 9ac MOpAJILHOI ONMIHKU BUMHKY HEOOXIIHO BPAxoBYyBaTH HOrO
HACJIJIKK JIJIsi BCIX JIIOJIEeH, TKUX BiH 3aqina€)8.

CyuacHi Bepcil yruiritapusmy OparHyTh BHATH 3a MEXKi YHUCTOTO Irejo-
Hi3MYy, & TaKOXK 3aMiCTh JIENIO CTAPOMOJIHOI'O Ta JOBOJII HETOYHOI'O TTOHSTTS
«IACTsT», HAJIAIOTh [IepeBary OlIbIl BUSHAYEHOMY MOHSITTIO OAG20N0AYY A
(abo 106POOYTY B MAKCUMAJLHO IMUPOKOMY DO3YMIHHI), fIKe MOXKE MaTw
dK Cy0’€KTHBHE, TaK i 00’€KTHUBHE TiyMadeHHs. Y Cy0'€KTHMBHOMY ILIaHI
0J1aTOIOTy IUsT BU3HAYMAETHCS Te€pe3 OCOOMCTI MEePeKUBAHHS Ta OCOOMCTHIH
JTOCBif cy6’eKTa 1 MOXKe CHiBBIHOCUTHCH 13 IOUYTTSM 3a/10BOJIEHHST (He3a-
JIOBOJIEHHsT) ab0 K 3 YCTPeMJIIHHIMU Ta OarkKaHHAME Cy6 €KTa (BUKOHAHHSI
OakaHb IIPUHOCUTH 3aJ[0BOJIEHHsI, HEBUKOHAHHS OaykKaHb 3MYIIYE CTPa-
kparn). O6’eKTUBHMI [iXix 0 BU3HAYEHHs GJIArOIOJNYdds OB’ sI3aHUN
i3 BHIITEHHSAM METKOr0 KOJa ICTOTHHUX TOTPeD, 3aI0BOJIEHHS SIKUX He-
00ximui Jyist xopororo (macauBoro) Kurtsd. o rakux morpeb, HOpsi
i3 HeoOXiHUMU )T BM2KWBaHHA 0a30BUMM TOoTpebamMu B 1XKi, Temiti Ta
Gesrieri, 3a3BUYail BiIHOCSTH OTPeOU B caMopeaJiizaliil, m3HaHHi, cBOOOI],
comiaJizarii Ta immi. Bumisenas Takmx moTrpeb I03BOJSIE, XOU 1 MEHII
JIeJIIKATHO, «BUMIPATH» KIIBKICTH HagBHOro Giiaronosydds (106pobyTy)
K OKPEMHX JIIOJIEN, TAK 1 COIIAJILHUX I'PYI 1 CYyCHiIBCTBA 3arajoM.

Orxke, y3arajbHeHe BU3HAYEHHSI YTUIITApU3MYy Mepedadae fHoro po-
3yMiHHsI SIK TaKOTrO IiJIXOJly B HOPMATHWBHIN €THUIll, SKUil 9iTKO OB sA3y€
MOPAaJIbHY OIIHKY JIFOJCHKUAX BUMUHKIB 13 3arajibHOI CYKYITHICTIO OJ1aromo-
JIyqdst, IO MPOAYKYEThCS IUMU BUYMHKAMHI Ta PEATIZYyEThCA BHACTIIOK 1X
3I1ICHEHHS.

Moxkua cTBepKyBaTH, IO B aHaJiTHIHiN dimocodil came yruiita-
PU3M € OJIHI€I0 3 HANIOMIUPEHIMNNX €TUYHUX TeOopiil, Xo4a Bepcil yTuJi-
Tapu3My, IO PO3POOJSIOTHCS B MeXKaX AHAJITUIHOI HOPMATHUBHOI eTH-
KH, y JIedKHX BajKJIWBUX aCIEKTaX ICTOTHO BiJPI3HAIOTHLCA BiJl KJIacH-
qnoro yrwriitapusmy. Tak, Dxopmk Myp, a caigom 3a mum Tacrinrce
Pamnan® BucyHy/m ocobmBuil Here OHICTUYHIN PISHOBUL yTHIIITAPU3MY,
AKWH OTpUMaB Ha3BYy «ileanpHuUil yTuaitTapusm». Llg KoHrenis cuupae-

8 Boatright J., Smith J. Ethics and the Conduct of Business. Pearson, 2017. P. 48.
9 Rashdall H. The Theory of Good and Evil: A Treatise on Moral Philosophy. V. 1
and 2. Oxford: Elibron Classics, 2004.
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ThCsl HA 00’€KTUBHE TJIyMadeHHsI OJIATOMOIYIdsi Yepe3 JIOCATHEHHSI CIIPaB-
JKHBOT'O OJ1ara, sike BUXOJIATH JIAJIEKO 3a MeXKi Cy0’€KTUBHOIO CTaHy CBislo-
MOCTI Ta BIIIyTTS 33[0BOJIEHHS YU mACTs. JI0 TAKOTO CIIPaBKHBOTO 100pa
MOYKHa BiITHECTH PI3HOMAHITHI BUIII IIIHHOCTI, SIK-OT Kpaca, icTuHa, JII000B,
apyx6a i T.1m. [measbHuit yTuaiTapu3M BHU3HAYAE OCHOBHUM 3aBJIAHHIM
MOPAJIbHOCT] AKOMOTa, OljibIlie momupents (MaKCUMI3alliio) X MiHHOCTEH
y KHUTTI OKpEMUX JIIofe 1 CyCHiTbCcTBa 3arajioM.

OcobsiuBoro 3HaveHHs Jji PO3POOKH YTHITAPUCTCHKOI €TUKN B aHa-
situaniii dinocodil Habyia auCcKycisa MixK ymuaimapusmom 0ill (BUNHKIB)
Ta YMUATMAPUIMOM NPABUA. Y MeKaX TEPIIOro MOPaJIbHA OIiHKA BINHKIB
HEraTUBHUX) HACHAKIB., YTUIITAPU3M IIPABUJI OLHIOE BUUHKHU 3 IIOTJIAILY
X BIAOBIZAHOCT] YU HEBIAIIOBIHOCTI IEBHUM MOpAJIbHUM HOpMaM (IIpaBuU-
JlaM), Kl CHPUSAIOTD 361IbIIEHHIO 3araJIbHOrO J06po0yTY.

Cuip 3a3HaYMTH, 10 YTUITAPU3M JIill HATUKAETHCS Ha CEPHO3HI 3alre-
peveHHsI, sKi 3BUHYBa4IyIOTh HOr0, IO-TIEpIe, ¥ HEeCIPaBeIUBOCTI, & I0-
JpyTe, Y 3aBUINEHUX BUMOTrax JO JIOACHKOI nmoBeainku. Lli 3amepevenns
[IPEeJT SIBJIAIOTh yTIWIITApU3My MIpeTeH3il y ToMy, IO BiH, 3 OJHOTO OOKY,
BUMAra€ BiJl JIIOJUHU BUWHSITH JIil, Kl 3 MOIVISLY 3/I0POBOTO TVIY3JIy Ode-
BUJIHO € aMOPAJILHUMH, 3 iHIIOr0 O60KY, 3a00pOHSIE BUMHKHU, AKi € ILIKOM
NPUAHATHAMHA 3 TOTJISITY 3araJlbHOBU3HAHOT MOPAUJTi.

dx irrocTpallilo MEPIIOTro 3allepeveHHsT MOXKHA PO3TJIAHYTH TaKy Ti-
MOTETUYHY CHUTYAII0. YABIMO, IO B XipyprivHoMy BiJJIIeHH] JHIKapHi
epebyBalTh 5 XBOPUX, SKi MOTPEOYIOTh TEPMIHOBOI MEPECAIKN OPraHiB
Ta O4iKyIOTh Ha BIAIOBiZHI JTOHOPCHKI Opranu (KOKeH — Ha PI3Hi: OIXHOMY
3 HUX HEOOXiHO 3aMiHUTHU ceplie, IHIIOMY — HeYiHKY, TPETbOMY — HUPKU
Tormo). XBopi mepebyBaroTh Ha IITYYHOMY »KAUTTe3a0e3ledeHH] Ta 6e3
3a3HAYEHUX ONEPAIliii BOHU IMOMPYTDH MPOTATOM Micdard. ¥ Tefl Jac Ha
npodiakTudHe 0OCTEXKEHHS B JIKAPHIO MPUXOIUTH CTOPOHHS JIIOJIUHA,
y De3yJIbTaTi OIVISAy sKOl 3’sICOBYETHCHd, IO BOHA abCOJIIOTHO 3I0pPOBA,
wnum 0, IK JOHOPCHKi, TWUM II'STH XBOPHM, sKi IepedyBaioOTh 3apa3 y
Xipypriunomy Bijmiiensi. EjlemenTapauit miipaxyHoOK 3arajibHOT KiTbKOCTI
6/1aromoIydsl MPU3BOAUTEH 10 PEKOMEHAIlll, sSKa Ha IEePITUil OIS
[IJIKOM JIOTiYHO BUILIMBAE 13 3araJibHOI KOHIIEMIl yTUITapu3My — BOUTH
1110 37I0POBY JIIOJUHY JIJIsl TOTO, II[00 BUKOPUCTATH 11 OPTaHU JJIsl IOPATYHKY
mwatu xBopux Jojeit. IIpore, 3 morysay Oyab-fKOl 3arajbHOMPUAHATO
MopaJii, Takuii crocib miit 6yie He IPOCTO aMOPAJIbHUM, a 3JI0YMHHUM 1
MIPOCTO YKAXJIUBUM.

Ba Ginbire, OykBasibHEe JOTPUMAHHS Y TUIITAPUCTCHKUX [IPUHIIAIIB BU-
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Marae€ BiJI JIIOJWHU TaKUX JIiil, SIKi BUXOJATH 38 MeXKi 3BUYANHOI JIFOICHKOT
noBeiHKy (HAIPUKIIAL, 30008 sg3y€ OCTIHO 3/1HCHIOBATH TePOTIH] BUMH-
ku abo BijyaBaTu Bei rpoimni Ha GJAroAiifiHICTh), OCKIIBKY Taki il crupus-
I0TH 301IBIIEHHIO 3araJbHOI CyME J0OpOOYTY, MO € y CBiTi (<«macts» ).

VY Biamosinp Ha Taki 3amepevueHHs B aHAJITUYHIN HOPMATUBHIN eTHIT
OyJ1a, BUCYHYTa KOHIIEIIIiS YTUIITAPU3MY IIPABUJI, 3T1THO 3 KOO MOPAJILHA
OITIHKa OKPEMUX BYMHKIB 3aJI€’KATh BiJ MOPAJIBHOI OIIHKHA THX HTPABUJI
MIOBEJIIHKH, SIKAMH KEPYEThCS MOPAJIbHAN CYD €KT, CKOIOIOYN BUYNHKHU. 12K,
MIpaBUJIa MMOBEIIHKU OIHIOIOTHCS AK J00Pi 9 MOoraHi 3a/eKHO0 Bij TOTO,
HACKUIBKM Tii NPABWIa CIPHUSIOTH (a00 MEPeIIKoKaTh) 3061IbIIeHHIO
3arajibHOro J106po0yTy. OTKe, MPUHIMII KOPUCHOCTI 3aCTOCOBYETHCS TYT
HacaMIepel JIJIT MOPAJIBHOI OIIHKW MPAaBUJI TOBEJIIHKH, a HE OKPEMHX
BunHKiB. OHAK, YTUIITADU3M TPABUJI 30BCIM HE BiJIMOBJISETHCA Bil MO-
PaJIbHOI OIIHKU CAMUX BUYMHKIB, X04a I OIIHKA 3/ICHIOETHCS i OTIOCEPE/I-
KOBAaHO, BUXOJISTYN 3 HAC/IIJIKIB TUX ITPABUJI, M1 AKi M8 /Ial0Th BYNHKH,
IO OIIHIOIOTHCS. 3a MUX OOCTaBUH IIiJ] HACJ/IIIKAMYU TOI'O0 YU TOrO IIPABUJIA
PO3YMIIOTh Ti pe3y/bTaTh, SKi MU OTPUMAEMO, SIKINO Ti€ IMPABUJIO CTAHE
3araJIbHONPUITHATHM, ab0 2K, sIKIO BCi OyIyTh HOMY CJIiTyBaTH.

Hanpukmam, yrumitapussM mpaBui OIiHIOE BOMBCTBO JIiKapeM 3710pOBO-
r'0 TAIiEHTa IK MOPAJIbHE 3JI0, HABITH SKIMO BHAC/IIIOK I[HOTO BOUBCTBA MU
OTPUMYEMO MOXKJIMBICTh BUJIIKYBATH I’ ATHOX iHMUX marienTis. lizcraBoio
JIJIsI TAKOI OIIHKU € BIJIITOBI/Ib HA IUTAHHSI, SIKEe 3 IPABUJI JIICHO 30L/IBIILYE
3araJbHUl 70OPOOYT y pasi #oro NpuiHSATTS — Te, IO JO3BOJISE JIKAPIM
BOMBaTH 3[0POBUX MAIIEHTIB 13 METOI BUKOPHUCTAHHS IXHIX OPTaHiB /jIs
JIKyBaHHS {HIIAX TAIEHTIB, ab0 Te, 1o 3abopousie 1e pobutn. O4ueBuIHO,
0 TPUAHSATTS TEPIIOro MpaBujaa Majgo 6 pyHHIBHI HACTIIKM i BCiel
CUCTEMU OXOPOHU 3J0POB’sl — Yy Pe3yJIbTaTi Horo NpuiHSTTs JIFOIU IPOCTO
Gostucst 6 3BepTaTUcs JI0 JIKapiB 1, sIK HACIIIOK, CYKYITHICTb 3araJibHOTO
I0OpOoOYTY iICTOTHO 3MEHIIIACA O, TOPIBHSHO 13 MPAaBUIIOM, siKe HAKJIAIAE
abcoTIOTHY 3a00pOHY Ha BOMBCTBO 3/0POBUX IAIEHTIB.

IIs xomIenItist BiTHOB/IIOE POJIb i 3HAYEHHST MOPAJBHUX MPABUI Y Me-
2KaxX 3araJibHOTO YTHJIITaApUCTChKOro minxojy. | Bce 2K, yTuriTapucTchbKe
OOrpYHTYBaHHSI TaKUX IPABUJ BUIJISIAE JOBOJI CYMHIBHUM i3 ITOTJIsI-
Jy 3araJbHOINPUUHSATO] MOPAJIbHOI IHTYIMII, SKa BIIKHIAE YKOPCTKY 3aJe-
KHICTh MOPAJIbHUX HPAaBWJI Bif IXHBOI WMOBIPHOI CyCHiTBHOI KOPHCTI —
BOMBCTBO OE3HEBMHHMX JIIOJEH IOramHe came cobOIO, a He TOMY, IO He-
raTUBHO IIO3HAYAETHCA Ha CyCIHUIBHOMY j106pobyTi. OcHOBHHUIT HEIOJIK
yTrnTapu3My Oy/b-siKOro MTHOY YacTo BOAYAIOTH caMe B TOMY, IO BiH
BUHOCHUTB JIZKEPEJIO MOPAJIi I OCHOBOTIOJIOXKHI MOpAJIbHI IIIHHOCTI 3a MeKi
MOPAJIBHOTO Cy0’€KTa Ta PO3MIIIYE X ¥ YOMYCh 30BHIIIHBOMY MO0 HBOTO,
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30KpeMa, y HACJiJIKaX JIOJCHKOl JIsJIBHOCTI Ta JIIOJACHBKUX YYHHKIB. ¥
pe3yabTaTi OCHOBHUM TPUHIUI YTUIITAPU3MY HEOE3MEeIHO HAOINKAETHCS
JI0 MOPAJIBHO CYMHIBHOTO TIPHUHITAITY «METa BUIIPABIOBYE 3aCO0M>.

1.2. ETuka yecHoT

Inmuit HAPSIMOK TeJIe0/TOTiYHOT HOPMATHBHOI €TUKH, IO OTPUMAaB
Ha3By €THKH 9YeCHOT, BOAJYae J[XKepeJsio 1 IijicraBy MopaJji B camiii Mo-
paJibHil 0cOOUCTOCTI, B 1T 0COOJIMBUX SIKOCTSIX, BOJIOIHHS SKUMU JO3BOJISIE
OXapaKTePU3yBATH TaKy OCOOHUCTICTD sik dobpouechy. Teseomorianuii xapa-
KTep I[bOI0 HAIPSMY MPOABISIETHCS B TOMY, IO JOOPOYECHICTH AK BUIIA
MOpaJbHa IHHHICTh BUABJSIETHCSA TOJJOBHOIO METOIO JJIst Oy/ib-SKOI 0co0m,
sika, Gaskae MPOXKUTH «xXopolrne (100pe) KUTTsI» 1 UM JOCATTH J100pa
(3nificuuTu a6o Brimurm 100po). Takwii miaxin MOXOAUTL BiJl €TUIHUX
kourentiii [Tnarona, Apucroressi, CTOIKIB Ta emiKypeiIis, e 61are >KuTTst
TUIyMa4UJIOCH CaMe siK KHUTTs J100pO9ecHOl OCOOMCTOCTi, OCKIIBKHU, 3pe-
IITOIO, TIIBKU TaKe KUTTS MOXKE BBAXKATHUCH MAKCHUMAJbHO OCMUCJIEHUM,
HaIIOBHEHUM 1 aCJIMBUM.

Orke, B eTUIIl 9€CHOT MOPAJIbHA OIIHKA OKPEMUX JIOJICHKUX BUYMHKIB
€ TIOXITHOIO Bii KOMIIIEKCHOI MOPAJIHLHOI OIHKH JIIOACHKOI OCOOMCTOCTI
Ta JIOJCHKOIO 2KHUTTS 3arajoM. JIouHa BBaXKaeTbCd OOPOYECHOIO HE
TOMY, ITI0 BOHA POOUTH JOOPi BUMHKM, 8 HABIAKHU, BYMHOK OIIHIOETHCS SIK
XOpOIuil y MOPaJHLHOMY BiTHOIIEHHI, SKIO HOro 3ilicHIOE J00poYecHa
0COOHCTICTD.

HesBaxkatoun Ha Te, IO €TUKA UECHOT OyjIa IMEePEeBarXKHOIO E€TUIHOIO
TpamIiero B anTHuHiM dintocodiil?, nounnaroun 3 dpinocodii Hosoro uacy
BOHA OyJia MOBHICTIO BUTICHEHA IHINUMYM €TUYHAMU KOHIIENIISIMU, SIK-OT
eTnkKa O0OB’sizKy #1 yTmiaitapm3m. TuMm made MmMOKa30BO, IO B aHAJITHU-
quiit dinocodil apyroi mosoBunn XX cT. I Tpaguiis Oyaa He TiIbKA
BifHOB/IeHA, a I HAOy/IAa HMOJAIBIIOro po3BUTKY. DakTuvnHe BiIpPOZKEHHS
€THKH YeCHOT y CydacHiil MopaJibHiil disocodil 3a3Buyail o’ sa3y0Th 3i
crarrero Ejmizaber EnckoMm, sika Tak 1 HasuBaeTbes «CydacHa MOpaJibHA
dimocodiss !, i gxka cnpaBmaa 3HAYHMI BIIMB Ha PO3BUTOK AHAJITHTHOL
eruku. Y Milf CTATTI HAYKOBUIHA MiJAa€ CEpHO3HIN KpuTuil cydacui i
eTuYHi HApsiMu (30KpeMa, YTUIITapu3M Ta eTUKY 0OO0B’sI3Ky) 1 IPOIOHYE,
fK aJIbTEPHATHUBY, IIOBEPHYTUCH JI0 €TUKU YECHOT APUCTOTENIBCHKOIO THILY.

10 qJx 3asmauae Asaczep MaxiHTaiip, ycsi JaBHBOTpENbKA €THKa Oyiaa MO CyTi
erukoio uecHor (Maclntyre A. Virtue ethics. Encyclopedia of Ethics / L.C.Becker and
Charlotte B. Becker. 2nd ed. New York and London: Routledge, 2001. P. 1757).

1 Anscombe E. Modern moral philosophy. Philosophy 53, 1958. P. 1-19.
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Hazaui B Mmexxax anamiTuasol disocodil Oysin po3pobiieHi it iHmm BapianTu
(Bepcil) eTuuHUX TEOPiil, 0 IPYHTYIOTHCA HA IOHATTI Y€CHOTH.

Xpucruaa CBaHTOH IIPOITOHYE TaKe MAKCUMAJBHO ITUPOKE BU3HAYEHHSI
[bOTO MTOHSITTSI:

YecHora — 1e MO3UTUBHA AKicTh ocobucrocTi (good quality of character),
TOYHIIIE, IIe € CXUIBHICTD, y MexKax 11 cdepu (Tobro Tiel cdepu, Ha sAKY
[OIIMPIOETHCS Iigl YECHOTa), pearyBaTh Ha HpeaMeTH 3 Iiel cdepu um
cripmitmaTy X y BigMinEni abo mososti rapHumit croci6!?.

ITiz ccheporo Ti€l uu Tiel 4eCHOTH TYT PO3YMI€ThCs 11 «IIpeIMeTHa 00IaCTh,
TOOGTO MHOXKMHA pedeil, sIBUI, CTaHIB, BUMHKIB, cuTyariit Tomo (mpemame-
TiB — y IIMPOKOMY CEHCI), Y MOMEHT 3ITKHEHHS 3 AKUMH, i y EeBHIH peakiii
Ha $Ki BUSBJISIOTHCS YECHOTH JIIOAUHU. Tak, cdeporo Takol KIacHIHOI
YEeCHOTH K MYXKHICTb MOXKYTb BHUCTYTATH BCiIgKi Hebe3medHi curyarrii,
cdeporo apyKOM — MHOKWHA B3AEMHUH MiXK JIPy3saMHU, cHEporo PO3CYIIN-
BOCTi1 — MHOXKMHA, BCIX TUX MPEJIMETIB, I0JI0 SKUX CJIi/T OyTH PO3CYITUBUM
Toro. CBAHTOH I JIKPECIIIOE, 110 IIPEIMETH 3 PI3HUX c(hep BUCYyBaIOTh II€BHI
BUMOTHT JI0 JIFOJCHKOI OCOOMCTOCTI Ta, TOOPOYECHICTD JIFOIMHY [TPOSIBIISETHCS
HacaMIIepeT y TOMY, SK BOHA pearye Ha Il BUMOTHU, SKi Y CBOI# CyKYITHOCTI
MOYKYTb OyTH IO3HAUEH] SIK «BHMOIHU CBITY» 3.

Bzarasi, etnka “eCHOT BUBOAUTH MOHATTS MPABUWIHHOTO BUMHKY 3 I0-
HATTS YECHOTH, IHAKIIIE KAaXKyIM, OCTAHHE [TOHSATTS € IEPBUHHUM CTOCOBHO
nepioro. fx 3azHavae Jlinga 3arpebebKi, TYT HIeThCsl PO IEPBUHHICTD
He TIJIBKU B CYTO KOHIIENTYAJbHOMY (IIOHSTTEBOMY) IUIaHi, a #i y Giibm
rnbOKOMY, OHTOJIOTiYHOMY ceHcl. KoHImenTyajibHa MEPBUHHICTH O3HAYAE
JINIIE, M0 TOHSTTS HMPABUIBHOTO BUMHKY BU3HAYAECTHCH UYePe3 IOHSITTS
YEeCHOTH, TOJII sIK OHTOJIOTTYHA MEPBUHHICTH J03BOJISIE BUTIIYMAadUTH CaMy
BJIACTUBICTb BUMHKY «OyTH IPABUIBHAM Y MOPAJIbHOMY BiJIHOIIEHHI» fK
OHTOJIOTIYHO TIOXi/IHE Bij] MEBHUX BHYTPINIHIX BJIACTHBOCTEM TOOPOTECHOT
ocobu:

OTrke, 3rigfHO 3 YHUCTOIO TEOPI€I0 UECHOTH, BUMHOK € MPABUILHUM abo
HeIpaBUJIbBHUM JINIIIE€ 3aBJIAKN toro Bi,Z[HOHIeHH}O J0 IEeBHUX BHyTpiIHHiX
sKocTeit ocobucrocTil?.

Take oHTOJIOTiYUHE BiJTHOIIEHHSI MiXK NMPABUJIBHICTIO BUYMHKY Ta JI00pOUe-

CHICTIO 0COOMCTOCTI MOXKHA OOTPYHTYBATH BiIIOBITHIM BiTHOIIIEHHSIM MizXK

12 Swanton C. Virtue Ethics: A Pluralistic View. Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2003. P. 19.

13 Ibid. P.21.

14 Zagzebski L. Virtues of the Mind: An Inquiry into the Nature of Virtue and the
Ethical Foundations of Knowledge. New York : Cambridge University Press, 1996. P. 79.
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0COBUCTICTIO sIK TaKOor Ta 11 BumHKamMu. Hacrpas/ii ocoOUCTICTD € OHTOJIO-
TiYHO MTEPBUHHOIO MO0 CBOIX BUMHKIB, OTKe, 1 MOPaJbHI BJIACTHBOCTI OCO-
OGHCTOCTI MAIOTDH MPIOPUTET IIEPE]; MOPATHHUMHA BIACTHBOCTSMUA JIIO/ICHKIX
BUYNHKIB, iHAKIE KaXKydd, «I€CHOTH Ta BaJUd € OHTOJIOTIYHO (pyHIaMeH-
TaJIbHIIIIMY, Hi?K IPaBUJILHICTD UM HENPABMJILHICTb BUMHKIB> 1.

3i cBoro OOKy B3a€MOBIIHOIIEHHSI MiXK KATEropisMu YeCHOTH Ta J0-
6pa Bu3Havae aBi ocHOBHI (opmu erukm decHoT. Omuaa Taka dopma, 1o
3a3BUYail XapaKTePU3YETHLCA K HEOAPUCTOTENBChKa, TPUMaE KaTeropiio
no6pa (MopasibHOro 6i1ara) gk Halbiabm hyHIAMEHTAIBHY Ta TIYMAIUTh
OKpeMi YeCHOTH 4epe3 Ty POJIb, Ky BOHM I'DaIOTh JJIsl JIOCATHEHHS JO-
Opa, MiJl sIKUM 3a3BUYail PO3yMIETHCsI Te, MO0 APHCTOTENb O3HAYUB SIK
€BJEMOHisI, TOOTO «100pe >KUTTsI», MPOIBITAHHS IU MACTd. BiamosigHo 10
TAKOI'O MiIXOY, CAMe JIOCATHEHHS €BIEMOHII € TOJIOBHOIO METOIO Oy Ib-sKOL
JIFOJWHU, OCKIJIBKHU IIACTS «MH 3aBXKIU 00MPaeMo 3apaii HHOTO CaMOTO Ta
HIKOJIN 3apa/Iu Y0roCh irmoros 16. ITounnaoun IIPUHANMHI 3 BUIE3ra aHO0T
crarti EHCKOM, came meit mmijixi BU3HAYA€ MaricCTpaJibHy JIiHII0O PO3BUTKY
aHamiTHuHOl eruku uecHoT!’. HeoapucToremiBebka hopMa €THKH UECHOT
pPO3IISIAAE IeCHOTY K MEBHY <«sIKICTh OCODMCTOCTI, STKa MOTPiOHA JIIOINHI
TSI eBeMOHiT, mo6 mporsiTaT a60 H06pe KuTwm» '8, a Tol U1 TOl BUNHOK,
CBOEIO UEProi0, TIAYMAdYUThCS $IK IPABUIBHUM, SKIIO caMe TaKWil BUM-
HOK, 3a TeBHUX OOCTaBWH, 3a3BUdUAil 3ificHIOE JTOOpOUECHMT MOpaILHUIL
cy6’exT!®. Y MeKaxX OKPecJeHOro TUITy KOHIEIIiil BCTAHOBJIIOETHCH TAKMUIT
MOPAZOK OCHOBHUX MOPAJIHHUX MOHSATD:

Jobpo, sike po3yMieThCs SIK €BJIEMOHisI, € 6a30BUM MOHATTAM. [loHSTTS

YECHOTH € MOXiJHUM BiJ| MOHSATTS €BJIEMOHII, a IOHATTS IIPABUJILHOIO
BYHMHKY — IIOXI/THUM BiJ IIOHATTS gecaorn?C.

Inma dopma eTuKU YeCHOT PO3TIIAIAE€ TOHATTS TE€CHOTH K MEPBUHHY
€TUYHY KATeropito, IO He 3BOJAUTHCS JIO 2KOJHOIO IHIIOTO MOHATTH, 1

15 Ibid. P.80.

16 Apucmomenn. Hikomaxosa eruxa, 1097b.

17 Tlicns nyo6uikanil crarti EnckoM 1ng Jiinis Oya IpOIOBXKEHA Ta JeTaJbHO
ompanpoBaHa B psji pobiT iHmmX aBTOpiB (cepes fIKUX OCOGIMBO BApTO BUILIATH
monorpadiro Maxkinraitpa «Ilicis gecnoTu», mo Buitiia B 1981 p.): MacIntyre A. After
Virtue: A Study in Moral Theory. Notre Dame, Indiana: University of Notre Dame
Press. Thrid edition, 2007). Cepes inmmunx po6iT, y SIKUX PO3BUBAIOTLCS PI3HI KOHIEIT
€TUKH YECHOT HEOAPUCTOTEJIBCHKOrO Tully, MoxkHa HaBectu: Foot P. Natural Goodness.
Oxford: Clarendon Press, 2001; Hursthouse R. On Virtue Ethics. Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1999; Russell D. Practical Intelligence and the Virtues. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2009.

18 Hursthouse R. On Virtue Ethics. Oxford : Oxford University Press, 1999. P. 167.

19 Mus.: Ibid. P.28.

20 Zagzebski L. Opt. Cit. P.82.
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B IIbOMY BiJIHONICHHI TaKWil IiJXis sBJsi€ COOOIO0 IEBHY aJIbTEPHATUBY
HEOAPHUCTOTETIBCHbKOMY MiAX0y. ICHYIOTh pi3Hi Bepcil TaKOro aabTepHATUB-
HOT'O MiJXOMy, cepel SKUX BUIIISETHCS TAaK 3BAHA «AreHTHO-DYHIOBAHA>
(agent-based) KOHIEMNIst €TUKK YECHOT, PO3BUHYTa, 30KpeMa, y poboTax
Maiikja CﬂoyTan. V it KoHrenil mpiopuTeTHe 3HAUEHHS HAIAETHCS
0es31ocepeIHbO0 MOTUBAM 1 CXMJIBHOCTSIM CaMOI'0 MOPAaJbHOIO cyb’ekra,
MpoTe IHMI eTUYHI SIKOCTI Ta TOHATTS, 30KpeMa U MOHATTS €BJEeMOHil,
BUBOJSATHCS 3 IUX MOTHUBIB 1 CXUJILHOCTEH JIIOICHKOI OCODMCTOCTI, sTKi cami
co00I0 € JOOPOYECHUMH YU MAlOTh BaJu. 3i CBOro OOKY JIIOICHKI BUMHKU
OIIHIOIOTHCH SIK ITPABUJIbHI Y HEIPABUJIbHI 3aJI€2KHO BiJ[ TOT0, SIKOT'O POJLY
MoTuBaMK (JOGPOYECHUMH UM Hi) KEPYEThCS MOpAJIbHUN Cy0’e€KT mij Jac
X 3/ifiCHEeHHSI.

3a Takoro miIxoay BUHUKAE MPOOIeMa BUSHAYEHHST MOPAJIbHOTO Cy0 €K-
Ta, MOTUBU Ta CXUJILHOCTI IKOIO MOXKYTh OyTH BU3HAH] 100poYecHUME (710~
6pouecHOro MOpaJbHOTO cy6’ekTa). st BupimenHst miel mpobiemu 3arpes-
CbKM BHCYBAa€ TaK 3BaHY «EK3eMILISPUCTCHLKY TeOpilo wecHOT»22. 3rimHo 3
Ii€I0 TEOPI€I0, TOOPOUECHICTH BU3HAYAETHCS IILISIXOM MPSIMOI BKa3iBKHU Ha
IesdKWil TUIOBHUII 3PAa30K, IO BTUIIOE Ty YU Ty KOHKDETHY YeCHOTY abo
T0bpodecHICTh 3arajoM. Taknx 3pa3KiB Moxke OyTH KinbKa, aje KOXKeH i3
HUX [IapPaJUrMajJbHAM YUHOM BTLJIIOE Ta IIPEICTABJISAE IIEBHY BJIACTUBICTD,
IO MiJJIATae BUSHAYEHHIO. 3a3BUYail 38 TaKMii 3pa30K BUOMPAETHCS sIKACH
KOHKDETHa (peasibHa 91 BUI'aIaHa) OCOOUCTICTD, SKa BOJIOIE 3a3HAYEHUMUI
SAKOCTSIMU, 1 SKa B IBOMY CEHCI MOYXKe OyTH 3pa3KOM JIJIsi HACJIITyBAHHS.
Mexanizm Bigbopy Takmx 3pa3KOBHX OCOOHCTOCTEH Ma€, siK IIPABUJIO, HE
parioHaIbHY, a eMOIHY TPUPO/Y, TOOTO MU 3YMIMHSIEMO CBilf BUOIp Ha Tiit
91 Tift 0cOOUCTOCTI HE B PE3YJIHTATI TKOTOCH JIOTTTHOT'O ITPOIIECY, & TOMY IO
MU BIIyBAEMO IO M€l 0COOM eMOIiiHY CXWJIBHICTD, BiTIyBAEMO HOUYTTS
3aXOILIEHHsI 1epeT 11 IyJOBUMU SIKOCTSIMU, SIKUM MU XOYeMO CJIiTyBaTu. Y
MezKaxX TAKOTO Miaxory 3arpe0chbku hOPMYJTIOE TaKi BU3HAYEHHS OCHOBHUAX
MOPAJILHUX MOHATH!

JlobpouecHicTb — 1€ AKICTb, SIKOIO MM 3aXOILJIIOEMOCS B TIifHIi 3aXOILJIEH-
Hst ocobucrocri. Ile Ta siKicTb, siKa POOUTH OCOOHCTICTH MAPaIUrMAIBHO
TapHOIO B IIEBHOMY BiJIHOIIIEHHI.

IIpaBuiabHUil BYMHOK (BUMHOK, 3AIHCHEHHsS AKOrO Ma€ HaWbLIbmn Mo-
paJibHi mificTaBM) y NIEBHUX OOGCTABHHAX — Il¢ TONH BYUMHOK, SIKMH rigHa
3aXOIJIEHHSI OCOOMCTICTh BoJija 6 3AIMCHUTA B UX OOCTaBUHAX.
O6oB’s130K (fis1, siKy Gysio 6 HENpPaBUJIBHO He BUMHSTH) y IE€BHHX 00CTa-
BUHAX — € Te, IO Ti/iHA 3aXOIJIEHHS OCODUCTICTD Big4yBa€ 3000B’I3aHOIO

21 Mus.: Slote M. Morals from Motives. New York: Oxford University Press, 2001.
22 TMus., nanp.: Zagrebski L. Exemplarist virtue theory. Metaphilosophy. 2010. Vol. 41.
P. 41-57.
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3aificHATH B IuX OOCTaBUHAX, Y TOMY CEHCI, IO B pa3i HOro HEBUKOHAHHS
BOHA BigdyBaJja 6 MpoBUHY.
Xopommit cran cunpas (Toumime, Ti 3 HHMX, AKi MOXKYTb BUHUKHYTH B

pe3yJIbTaTi JIOACHKUX [iif) — Ije TaKUi CTaH CIpPaB, SIKOrO MParHyThb TifHi
23

3aXOIlJIEHHST 0COOUCTOCTI=®.

BaxksnBo 3a3HaunTH, M0 MOHATTS Y€CHOTH € OJHAM i3 OCHOBHUX €THIHUX
[IOHATD, $KE DPO3IVIAIACTHCS Ta IOSCHIOETHCS HE JINIE BJACHE B €THII
9eCHOT, & i MPAKTUIHO y Oy/Ib-sAKiil eTwaHiit Teopil. Tax, IMiIKOM MOXKJIABO
BOy/lyBaTH Il IOHSTTS B €TUYHY KOHIIEIII0 KOHCEKBEHIINHOrO THILY,
BU3HAYUBIIN YECHOTY, 38 MypoM, sfK «3BHYHY CXUJIBHICTH 3/iiiCHIOBATH
HeBHI BUMHKY, #Ki 3a3BHYall JAIOTh HANKPAII MOYJIHBI pesymbraTu» 24,
fx 3azmavae Ben Bpemri, Take po3yMiHHS YECHOTH TICHO TIOB’sI3aHe 3
KOHCEKBEHI[IHUM BHU3HAYEHHAM MODAJBHOIO ODOB’#A3KYy dUepe3 HaCJIiIKH
BUMHKIB, sKi 000OB’sI30K HaKa3ye 3/IiHCHIOBATH; 30KpeMa, MU 3000B’sI3aHi
3IACHIOBATY MEBHI BUMHKMU, FKIO IX HAC/IIKU KpAIll 3a HACTIIKU OyIb-
AKX AJIbTePHATUBHUX BUMHKIB. OTKe, TOOPOIECHICTDh BUSIBISETHCA 3BU-
9HOIO CXUJIBHICTIO /0 CKOEHHS TOTO, IO CJIij pOOUTH, OCKLIBKHU BiaMOBa
BiJI IOr0 BUMHEHHS TPU3BOAUTD JI0 TTOTAHUX HaCJIKiB®.

Hobpe BimomMe TaKOXK KAHTIBChbKe BU3HAYEHHS JOOPOUYECHOCTI SIK CXUJTh-
HOCTI OCODHMCTOCTi /10 BUKOHAHHS CBOTO OOOB’#I3KY 3 YHCTOI IOBaru 0
MOpPAJIbHOT'O 3aKOHY 1 BOJHOYAC K PINIYyYOCTi T4 CHJIM BOJII JIO TTOJOJIAHHST
HepeIKos Ha MIIAXY J0 TAKoro BUKOHaHH:S. JIoGpodecHicTh y KaHTiB-
CHbKOMY PO3YMIHHI € 0CODJMBOIO «hOPMOIO, vV sIKiif parioHaJbHu CyH’eKT,
10 Ma€ BIJIbHY BOJIIO, BUPaXKa€ CBOIO BUILY BiJIAHICTH MOPAJIi; ITOBHOIO
MTOCTIHO KYJIBTUBOBAHOIO 3JIATHICTIO KEPYBATH CBOIMY CXUJIBHOCTSIME, a0u
BHUKOHYBATH BCi CBOI 000B’sI3KH; 31aTHICTIO, KYJIBTUBYBAHHS Ta PeaJli3aliis
AKOT 3IHCHIOETLCS 3 TIOBATH [0 MOPAJILHOIO 3aKOHY» 2 .

ITi mpukam JeMOHCTPYIOTD, IO Tpeda MPOBOIUTH PI3HUINO MiXkK €TH-
KOIO YeCHOT i OiJIbIll 3ara/ilbHOI0 TEOPIi€I0 YEeCHOT, YACTUHOIO KOl €THKA
qecHOT MOoxKe OyTu. Taka Teopis MOXKe PO3POOJATHCST B MeXKaX PI3HUX

TEOPETUIHUN AHAJI3 TOHSTTA YECHOTU. BiIIMIHHOIO PHCOIO €THKH YECHOT

23 Tbid. P. 54-55.

24 Moore G.E. Principia Ethica, §103.

25 NMus.: Bradley B. Contemporary consequentialist theories of virtue. The Ozford
Handbook of Virtue. Oxford University Press, 2018. P. 463.

26 Mus.: Denis L. Kant’s conception of virtue. The Cambridge Companion to Kant
and Modern Philosophy. Cambridge University Press, 2006. P. 477-537; Cureton A., Hill
T.E. Jr. Kant on virtue: seeking the ideal in human conditions. The Ozford Handbook
of Virtue. Oxford University Press, 2018. P.311.

27 Mus.: Denis L. Opt. Cit. P.513.
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€ He Te, IO BOHA aHAJII3Y€E Ta BUKOPUCTOBYE MOHATTS Y€CHOTH, & Ta POJIb,
fdKa B Hill BIIBOJUTHCS IbOMY TIOHSTTIO CEPEJl IHIMUX eTUIHUX MOHAThH. B
€TUIll JEeCHOT HOHATTS YECHOTU € OCHOBHUM IIOHSATTSIM, TOAl K B IHINHAX
€TUYHAX KOHIIENIIifIX BOHO, HAaBITh SAKINO 1 BBAYKAETHCS BAKJIMBUM IIOHSI-
TTM, TMOSICHIOETHCS depe3 iHIi, OLIBI hyHIaMEeHTAIbH], €TUYIHI TOHATTSI.
Omxe, sIK caMOCTifiHa €TUYHA, KOHIEII[isl eTHKa YeCHOT € aJbTePHATUBOIO
KOHCEKBEHITIHUM 1 JICOHTOJIOTIYHUM KOHIIEMITisiM, HE3BAYXKAI0OUN Ha Te, 0
OCTaHHI IJIKOM MOXKYTh BKJIIOYATH B ceOe BJIACHI MiIXOAM 70 PO3YyMiHHS
TOTO, IO TaKe MOpaJbHa JECHOTA.

2. /leoHTOJIOTIYHA HOPMATUBHA €TUKAa

V zaBepmmanbaux posaiiax «Kpuruku gucroro posymys Kant dpopmy-
JIIOE Tpu Bifomi nmraHHs, apyre 3 skux — «lllo g maro pobutu?» — mae
CyTO pakTUYIHUil, MopajbHuit xapakTep. CaMe Taka MOCTAHOBKA TUTAHHS
€ XapaKTepPHOIO /I HOPMATUBHUX €TUYHUX KOHIIEHIil Je0HTOJIOriIHOro
THILY, /&6 OCHOBHOIO KaTeropi€io BUCTYIAE MOHATTS PABUJIBHOIO BUMHKY,
a OCHOBHMM 3aBJIaHHSIM — BU3HAYEHHsI KPUTEPIIB MOPAJIbHOI IPaBUJIBHOCTI
OyIb-IKUX JIIOJCHKAX BUUHKIB CAMUX COOOIO.

VY oMy BimHOIIEHH] eTrdHAa KOHIeNisx KaHTa € scKpaBUM IPUKJIIAI0OM
JICOHTOJIOTIYHOTO TIiIXO/TY, OCKLIBKNA B Hiff MPaBUIBHICTh YU HEIPABUJIb-
HICTh BYMHKY BU3HAYAETHCS OCOOJIMBUMU MPABUJIAME, M0 MAKTh CUJLY
3aKOHY, KUl TPABUJIBHAN 33 CBOEIO CYTTIO i B JIOTPUMAHHI SIKOTO TIOJISATAE
MOpaJbHII 000B’I30K Oy/Ib-SKOI JIIOMUHHU, KA Oarkae OyTH MOPAJJIHHOIO
(mobpouecnor). Kareropisi mo6pa BUSBISETCS TyT TMOXITHOWO Bif Kare-
ropil IPaBUIIbHOTO BUMHKY (371HCHEHOTO 3riHO 3 060B’SI3KOM BIANOBIIHO
JI0 BUMOI' MOPAJIBHOIO 3aKOHY), & OTKEe, caMe Il OCTaHHS KaTeropis €
OCHOBHOIO KaTeropiero KaHTiBcbKOl etukm: «lloHsitTss mobpa ta 3/1a Mmae
OyTH BU3HAYEHE HE JI0 MOPAJILHOrO 3aKOHY |[...|, a Tiabku |...] micias mboro
Ta 3a JIOIOMOTOI0 HBOI0» 22,

He BumagkoBo Teopito Kanra, sik i Oyap-sKy MOpPaJIbHY KOHITEIIIIO
JEOHTOJIOTIYHOTO THILY, HA3UBAIOTH EMUKO0I0 0006 A3KY, OCKIIBKYA TOHATTS
[PABUJIBHOI MOBeIiHKU ([IPABUJIBHOIO BYMHKY) BKa3ye€ Ha <«BCIO 00JIACTH
060B’s13K0BOT0, 00/1aCTH 000B’SI3KY, OOJIACTH JIEOHTOJIOTIl, HA MPOTUBATY
obmacti g06par2?. @akTnuno KanT 06rpyHTOBYE HOBE PO3YMIiHHS CAMOTO
IpeIMeTa eTHKH 9K «HAyKH Ipo 000B’a30K»°Y, mo 3i cBoro 60Ky o3HAMAaE

28 Kawm I Kpuruka npaxruanoro posymy. 9.1, poss. 1, i 2.
29 Fried C. Right and Wrong. Cambridge : Harvard University Press, 1978. P. 9.
30 TIop.: Bascom J. Ethics or Science of Duty. New York: G.P. Putnam’s Sons, 1879.
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PEBOJTIOIIHHIA PO3PHUB 13 6araToBIKOBOIO TPAIUITIEIO, STKA CATa€ AHTHIHOL
eruku (nepemyciMm — eruku Apucroresis).

Yapass Jlapmop omnmcye nasa pisni miaxoaum 10 PO3YMIHHS MODPAJIb-
HUX IHHOCTel, Ha sKi 3BepHyB yBary me Ci/KBIK y CBOeMy TpakTaTi
«Merogm eruku» (1874), i ski MarOTh He TINBKM CHCTEMATHYHHE, aje
it icropumunnmit Bumip3!. A caMe, SKIIO 3a OCHOBHY MOPAJIBHY KATETOPilo
GepeTbesl  «IIPABWIbHICTB» (BUMHKY), 4Yepe3 Ky BHU3HAYAIOTHCA U iHrmi
MOpAaJIbHI IIIHHOCTI, TOMI IIi IIHHOCTI MAIOTh IMIIEPATUBHUI XapaKTep,
HAKa3yIo9Yl B THX UM TUX OOCTABUHAX JisATH B MEBHHUIT crocib. fAKImo x
MU OITIHIOEMO JIIOJCHbKI BUMHKHM B TepMiHax «J00pay, IO HEe € 3aco00M
JIJIsT JIOCSITHEHHST sSIKUXOCh 1HIUX IIJIed, TO MOpaJibHI IIHHOCTI HaOyBarOThH
ATPAKTUBHOTO XapaKTepy, TOOTO CIyKaTb K JesKUil 1/1eaJsi, nmparHeHHs
AKOTO HOXBalbHe caMe coboro. Cimxsix 3asmadae’?, mo B icTopmamoMy
IJIaHI ATPAKTUBHUN MAXiA [0 TIyMadeHHs «MOPAJBLHOTO imeasys» OyB
XapakTepHUil JijIg aHTUYHOI €TUKHU 1 dKpa3 3aMiHa B iepapxil MOpaJbHUX
MIHHOCTEN MOHSITTS J00pa Ha MOHSITTS HPABUIBHOI [l O3HAYUIIO Iepexi
JO €TUKU Cy9YaCHOI'O THUILY, sKa 3arajioM CJIIye iMIIEpATUBHOMY KAHOHY,
pospobreromy me Kamronm33.

Xapaxkrepue ayiasa Hosoro wacy 30amzkeHHss MOpaJi #f mpaBa B MexKax
Teopil HpUpOAHKUX (HEBII'EMHUX) IIPAB JIOAMHY [IPU3BOAUTE 10 CBOIO POJY
<IOPUJUIHOTO» PO3YMIHHS MOPAJBHUX HOPM SK VHIBEPCAJTBHUX BUMOT
JIO TIOBEJIIHKU JIIOJIUHE, sIKi MOXKYTb OyTH palioHaJIbHO OOrpYyHTOBaHI Ta
MaloTh CIJTy 3aKoHy. Kareropis yHiBepcaJbHOrO MOPAJIHLHOTO 3aKOHY Oyi1a
y3arajbHena KaHnToM y BUIVISAl MOHATTS KATETOPUIHOTO IMIIEPATUBY, IO
BHUCTYTA€E sIK HANBUIUN MOPAJIBLHUI IPUHITAI, SKOMY MU IIOBHHHI CJIiTy-
BaTH 3a Oyab-akux obcrapuh. lleit Bumumit npuHIUIl, Maoun 00’ €KTUBHMUIA,
HeoOximuuit i 6e3yMOBHUII XapaKTep, € OCHOBOIO JIJI BCiX KOHKPETHUX
MOPAJIBHUX HOPM, & OyIb-sIKUil aMOpaJbHUII BUMHOK BUSBJISETHCS ippa-
iOHAILHIM, OCKLTLKI BiH IIOPYIIye KaTeropuduumii immeparus>t.

KanTiBchbknit KaTeropuaHuil iMIIepaTuB 9acTo I IaBaBCI KPUTHUIL de-
pe3 ioro cyto dopMaIbHUil XapakTep, AKUi He Iepeadadac 3MiCTOBHO-
o BU3HAYEHHsI KOHKPETHUX MOpaJbHUX HOpM. Takuit dhopmasism MoxKe
MPU3BECTH JIO0 BHYTPIMTHBOI CYNEPEWINBOCTI MHOKUHUA MOPAJTHLHUX HOPM,

31 Mus.: Larmore Ch. The Morals of Modernity. Cambridge : Cambridge University
Press, 1996. P. 20.

32 NMus.: Sidgwick H. The Methods of Ethics. London : Macmillan, 1874. P. 105.

33 INus.: Gaus G. What is deontology? Part two: reasons to act. The Journal of Value
Inquiry 35, 2001. P. 188-189

34 NMus.: Johnson R., Cureton A. Kant’s moral philosophy. The Stanford
Encyclopedia of Philosophy (Spring 2021 Edition) / EdwardN.Zalta (ed.). URL:
https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/spr2021/entries/kant-moral /
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KOXKHA 3 SJKHX 3a CBOEIO CYTTIO BiJIMOBi]a€ KATETOPUIHOMY IMITEPATHBY.
Taxk, HATIPUKJIA, HOPMH, IO 3aD0POHAIOTH BOMBATH 1 TOBOPUTH HEIIPABILY,
MOXKYTbh 33 HMEBHUX OOCTABUH yBIWTH B CYIEPEYHICTH OIHA 3 OJHOIO, KOJIN
BUCJIOBJIEHA TTPABJ/Ia BUSBJISIETHCS IIPUYNHOIO CMEPTI 1HIOT JIIOJIUHY, AK I1e
oKa3aHo BxKe y 3HameHwuTiii crarri Kanra «IIpo ysiBHe mpaBo Gpexaru
3 mopuHOo06cTBay (1797). Hebesneka takoro KoHMUIKTY MiXK HOpMaMu
icHye 11t Oy/Ib-IKOI IEOHTOJIOTIIHOI €TUIHOI CHUCTEMHU, KA MPETEHIyE Ha
Te, MO0 OOIPYHTOBYBATH MPUHIIUIN JIIOACHKOI MTOBEIIHKU. 1OMY OIHUAM
i3 HampsMKIB PO3BUTKY TAKUX CHCTEM y MerKax aHaJITUIHOI (disocodil
CTAaJIO HAIIOBHEHHS BU3HAYEHUX HUMH MOPAJIbHIX HOPM PEAJIbHIM 3MiCTOM,
a TaKOXkK PpO3po0Ka MEXaHi3MiB, IO IO3BOJISIOTH YHUKATH 3a3HAYEHUIX
Cyllepe4YHOCTEeH.

IIpukamoM Takoro POy CHCTEMU € <«eTHKAa YMOBHUX O0OOB SI3KiB»,
creopena Jesinom Poccom y mepmiiit rperuni XX cr.3°, siky Jenin @iminc
MMO3HAYUB, K <«KJACUIHY JEOHTOJIOTIIO», HA BiJIMiHY BiJl €THYHOI KOH-
nenmii Kanra, ska Moxke 6yTH Ha3BaHA «abCOJIOTHOI IEOHTOJIOTIEI0» 30,
Pocc xpurmkye MomHicTHUHHI Mmiaxim g0 moOyIOBHM HOPMATHUBHOI €THKM,
BIJITOBIJIHO /0 SAKOIO BCi €THYHI HOPMH BHBOJSTHCS 3 SKOIOCh OJIHOTO
(6a30BOrO) MOpANBLHOTO MPUHIAILY. TUIIOBUMI MOHICTHIHUME TEOPisiMHU €
YTUIITapU3M i3 1OT0 IPUHITUIIOM KOPHUCHOCTI I aDCOMIOTHUIH JTEOHTOJIOTI3M
Kanra, 3acHOBaHUit Ha KAaTeropuIHOMY IMIIEpaTHUBI SK eauHiil dopmy.ti
JI7IsT 3MIACHEHHS T OIIHKY JTIOACLKUX BUNHKIB. KpuTnka Poccom mux Teopiit
€ JIOCUTH XapaKTEPHOIO I PAHHBOI aHaTITHIHOI dimocodil, 3 11 cyTTeBUM
CIUPAHHAM Ha 3/[0POBUN TULy3/I.

Taxk, Pocc 3a3nadae, 1o KoM «IepecivyHa JIIOJIMHA» BBAaXKa€, IO BOHA
NO6UNHA BUKOHATH JaHy KOMYCh ODIISIHKY, TO BOHA DPOOUTH Iie 30BCIM
He TOMY, 1[0 BOHA «IIpOpaxyBaJia» BCi MOXKJIMBI HACJIJIKUA TAKOI CBOET il
Ta TepeKOoHaJsacsd, IO BOHA MPU3BEJE /10 301IbIMeHHs 3arajbHOl KOPHCTI.
HiitcHo, 3a3BUdail i 9ac JOTPUMAHHS ODITSTHKY MU JIyMA€MO HAaCaMIIePe/T
PO MUHYJIE, a He PO MaiibyTHe, a came po camuil hakT OOIISTHKY, HasTB-
HICTb SIKOTO 1 € €IMHOIO IMiACTABOIO JJI TOTO, OO OIIHIOBATH JOTPUMAHHS
OOIIEHKY K MODAJIbHO NpaBWibHUi (I MOpaJbHO HEOOXiTHUI) BUUHOK.
Or:ke, 30BCIM He 3alepedyroun, MO BPaxXyBaHHs HACJIJIKIB BUNHKY MOXKE
BiZlirpaBaTn BaXkKJUBY POJIb y IX MOpaJibHil ominil, Pocc maroJorniye, 1o

35 Mus.: Ross W.D. The Right and the Good (1930) / ed. Philip Stratton-Lake. New
York: Oxford University Press, 2002; Ross W.D. Foundations of Ethics: the Gifford
Lectures Delivered at the University of Aberdeen, 1935-6. Oxford: Clarendon Press,
1939.

36 Mus.: Phillips D. Rossian Ethics. W.D.Ross and Contemporary Moral Theory.
Oxford University Press, 2019.
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MOXKYTb OyTH i 1HIII TiCTaBU MOPAJIBHOI ITPABUILHOCTI BUMHKIB, 30KPEMA,
TOI (paKT, IO MU IIPOCTO BBaXKAEMO cede 3000B’SI3aHNMHI BIMHUTH TaK, a
He iHaKIIe.

ITomo xareropuwunoro immeparuBy Kamnrta, To, Oyay«un chopMyIb0Ba-
HUM y Tilt hopwmi, Ky BiH oMY HaJIaB, — K aOCOJIIOTHA BUMOTA, 1110 HE JI0-
[IyCKA€ YKOJHUX BUHSITKIB, — KATEIOPUYIHUN IMIIEPATUB BUSIBJIAETHCSA HAJITO
PUTOPUCTUYIHUM 1 HEMPUIATHUM JIJIsi TPAKTUIHOrO 3aCTOCYBaHHA. AjpKe
HaBiTh 3aKOHU MPUPOAY 3a3BUUail (DOPMYIIIOIOTHCS SIK JEdKi TEHIEHI], a
He sIK OTepariii, 1o 3aBXK /U PeabHO BiI0YBAIOTHCH:

Mu He MOXKEMO CTBEpP/KyBaTH, HAIpUKJIAJ, IO II€EBHA CHJIA, sIKA IPU-
KJIaJa€ThCs O Tijla II€BHOI MacH, 3aBXKJIW 3MYIIyBaTUMe HOTO pPyXaTHCS
3 [IEBHOIO IIBHUJKICTIO B HAIPSMKY IPHKJaIeHOl cuin; 60, SIKIINO Ha TiI0
BIIMBAE TaKa CaMa CHJIa y IPOTUJIEKHOMY HAIPSMKY, BOHO 3a/IUIIAECTHCS
HEPYXOMHUM; & SKIIO Ha HbOI'O BIUIMBAE AKACh CHJIa B TPETbOMY HAIIPSAMKY,
HAIIPpsIMOK DPyXy Tija BiAXUISTHMETbCS BiJl HampsiMKiB obox cui. Mwu
MOXKEMO TIJIBKH CKa3aTH, IO OyAb-sika cuia nparHe (Ma€ TeHJEHIo)
HaJlaTH TiJly PyXy 3a HAIPsIMKOM CBO€T 1ii”’.

Came Take (HOPMYJIIOBAHHS JI03BOJISIE HAJATH 3aKOHAM YHIBEPCAJIHLHOIO
XapaKTepy Ta caMme TaKWil CeHC, Ha JMyMKy Pocca, MaroThb 3aKOHH MODAJIi:

ko Mu xoueMo chOopMyIIIOBaTH YHIBEpCaIbHI MOpaJbHi 3aKOHU, MU MO-
KeMo (POPMYJTIOBATH 1X JIUIIE SIK 3aKOHM, 1110 BCTAHOBJIIOIOTH 30008’ sI3aHH S
na nepumit nornsan (prima facie obligation), To6To 3aKoHH, IO BCTAHOB-

JIOIOTH TEHJEHIII] BYNHKIB 10 060B’SI3KOBOCTI B CHIIY J€siKOI 0COBJIMBOCTL
38

OCTaHHIX"®.

4k 3aznavae Poce, came 0TOTOKHEHHST aOCOTIOTHOI 000B’I3KOBOCTI 3 yChO-
r0 JIAIIe TeHCHIIEI0 OyTr 000B I3KOBUM 1 MOYXKe MOPOKYBATH KOHMJIIKT
MiK MOpaJbHUMU HOPMAaMU, STKUil JIETKO YCYBAETHCS IIJISTXOM ITPOBEICHHST
BIIMIHHOCTI MiXK TeHJeHI€r0 Ta i1 peasizariero. CupaBii, KO PO3IJs-
JaTH HOPMHM MOPaJi sK JIesdKi abCOIOTHI 00OB’SI3KM, IO IMIEpPATHBHO
HaKa3ylOThb y THX 9Md THX OOCTABUHAX [isITW B IEBHUil CIocib, TO moBeje-
THCsT BU3HATH, IO PAHO UM MMI3HO PE3YILTATOM IMPAKTHIHOTO 3aCTOCY BAHHS
TAKUX HOPM OyIyTh B3AEMOBUKJIIOUHI (CylepedsnBi) BUMOIH JI0 JIOACHKOL
IOBEJIIHKH, IO ICTOTHO TiJIPUBAE i/I€10 MOPAJbHOI HOPMH SK TaKOI.

[Mlo6 yHMKHYTH 3a3Ha4YeHOl CylepedmBOCTi, Pocc BBOIUTBH IOHSIT-
T YMOGHO20 MOPAALHO20 0606°asky (prima facie duty), sk Takoro, 1o
He Ma€ abCOJIOTHOTO XapakTepy Oe3yMOBHOIO IO BUKOHAHHSI, aje SKHi
AKTYaJi3yeThCs (CTae CIPABXKHIM 000B’SI3KOM) 3a BIJICYTHOCTI J0CTATHBO

37 Ross W.D. Foundations of Ethics: the Gifford Lectures Delivered at the University
of Aberdeen, 1935-6. Oxford : Clarendon Press, 1939. P. 86.
38 Ibid.
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OOI'PYHTOBAHUX IIE€PEIKOJ, MOPAJIBLHOIO YU HO3aMOPAJIBHOIO XapaKTepy
(HaIpuKIIa I, AKIO HeMae IHIUX GBI BArOMUX YMOBHUX OOOB’43KiB, sKi
BUMAralOTh 3BOPOTHOrO). Yci MOpaJsibHi HOpMU (MOPAJIBHI NPHUHIUIN) €
HE YUM iHIINM SK YMOBHUME ODOB’si3KaMU, aKTyaJsli3allisi SKUX 3aJIe2KUTh
BiJI KOHKpeTHOI cuTyallil, y sikiii mepebyBae mopajbHuii cyb’ekr. Orxe,
IpUitMAaioYn PIeHHd, 9K CJIJL JIsTH B TOMY 91 TOMY BUIRIKY (BiAnoBimgno
JI0 MOPAJILHOrO 000B’sI3KY ), HEOOXIIHO BpaxoByBaTH BCI yMOBHI 000B’sI3K1
cy6’exra (a Takoxk iHii MoxKJuBi o6cTaBuHm) 1 Te, y AKuil croci6 i yMmoBHi
000B’SI3KH CITIBBITHOCSATHCS OJUH 3 OAHUM Y Iiiit cuTyariil, sKi 3 HUX mpe-
BAJIIOIOTh, SKi MAIOTh JIPYropsiaHe 3HaYeHHs. YCi Il KOHKpeTHI (axTopu
HEMOXKJIMBO TepeAdadnTn 3a3zaserigp (tum Ginbiie, amnpiopHo), To6TO,
HE3BaXKAIOIU Ha Te, [0 MU MOYKEMO 3HATH CBOI yMOBHI 000B’sI3KH 3arajIoM,
MH He MOYKEMO 3a37IaJIeTib 3HaTH, K1 3 HUX MOBUHHI aKTyaJi3yBaTUCS B
THX YA TUX KOHKpPETHUX obcraBmHax. [Hakime kaxkydm, Pocc axTuaHO
IIPOIIOHY€ TaKy BI/IOBiNb HA «IpakTH4He nuUTanHda» Kanta: «Mn maemo
[I€EBHE 3HAHHS MOPAJIbHUX IIPUHIMIIB, ajle MU He 3HAEMO, siKk MU IIOBUHHI
B3araJi YMHUTH B KOYKHifl KOHKpPeTHiil curyarmii»>”.

3i cBoro OOKy, 3HAHHS MOPAJbHUX MPUHININB Ma€ alpiopHuil i HeBU-
BigHUI xapakrep, TOOTO BOHO MOXOIUTH HE 3 JIOCBiy Ta HE NEIYKYETHCH
JIOTIYHUM TIISAXOM 13 KAXOCH [T03aMOPAJIbHUAX ITOJIOXKEHDb, a IPYHTYETHCSH
Ha 0cOOJIMBIH MOpasbHill iHTYIIil. PaKTUIHO, MOpaJIbHI HOPMU BiirpaioTh
POJb CBOTO POy aKcioM, gKi IpHuilMaroTbcs Oe3 JOBEIEHHS B CHIIy IX
CcaMOOYEBUIHOCTI. ¥ TIbOMY KOHTeKCTi Pocc 3afimae mo3urii eTHIHOTO
ILUTIOPAJIi3MY, TOCTY/IIOIYN HU3KY yYMOBHUX MOPAJbHUAX OOOB’#A3KiB, #Ki
JIEZKATh B OCHOBI BIAIIOBIAHMX MOpajIbHUX HOPM. A caMe J0 TaKMX OCHOB-
HUX 00OB’s13KiB BiH BigHOCHTB: (1) YecHicTh (MM MOBUHHI JOTpUMYBATHCH
0binsHOK 1 He Gpexarn); (2) BimmKkoayBaHHsI 30MTKIB (SIKIIO YHACJIIOK
(3) BastumicTs (MM MOBHHHI OyTH BASYHI IHIIMM JIHOASM 3a [IPUHECEHE
HaM JI00pO Ta HaMaraTHCs BiANOBiaTH B3aeMHICTIO); (4) cnpaBeyIuBicTH
(Mu OBUHHI PO3LOJUIATH JyXOBHI Ta MarepiajbHi Giara BiAIOBLAHO 110
TiJTHOCT] Ta BHECKY KOYKHOT'O B CILIBHY crpaBy); (5) mo6pora (Mu moBuH-
Hi DpPArHYTH HOKPAILyBATH AKHAWOLIbIE YMOBH KUTTs IHIIAX JIOJEH);
(6) camoBmockoHaJeHHs (ME 3000B’si3aHl IIOKpAIyBaTH HAIll [O3UTUBHI
sKocti it ymoBn Harmoro Xurtd); (7) He3ano[isiHHS KO (MK He IOBHHHI
3aBIABATH Oy/Ib-STKOI TITKOIN HITTIM .HIO,D;HM)40.

39 Dancy J. An ethics of prima facie duties. A Companion to FEthics. Blackwell
Publishing, 2011. P. 223.

40 Mus.: Ross W.D. The Right and the Good (1930). Philip Stratton-Lake, ed. New
York : Oxford University Press, 2002. P. 21.
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PobGepr Ayii 3anpornonyBsas IiKaBy KOMOIHAINIO ITIOPAiCTUYIHOTO T1iJI-
X0y, XapaKTEePHOro I €TUKU YMOBHUX OOOB’SI3KIiB, 3 KaHTIBCHKUM MO-
HI3MOM, sIKa CIOUPAETHCSA Ha TOH (pakT, mo iHTyITHBHA CAMOOYEBHUIHICTH
TBEP/?KEHD ILJIKOM CYMIiCH& 3 MOKJIMBICTIO 1X BUBEJEHHS 3 IHIIUX TBEP-
mkenp?!. Bigmosimro mo Takoro pO3yMiHHS, YMOBHI OOOB’SI3KM B CEHCI
Pocca, 6ynyun iHTyiTUBHO CaMOOYEBHTHUMHU, BTIM, JIOTIYHO BUILIUBAIOTH
i3 meBHOrO (BOPMYJIIOBAHHS KAHTIBCHKOIO KATETOPUYIHOIO IMIEPATHBY, a
came, 3 TOTO HOro (pOPMYIIOBAHHSA, sIKE€ BUMAra€ HIKOJIU HE CTABUTHCST
JIO JIIOJIMHU SIK 710 3ac00y, a 3aBXKJIM — TLIbKA K JI0 METU. ¥y Pe3yabTaTi,
repeJsiiyeHi BUIle YMOBHI 000B’si3KU — 70 gAKuX Ayl jo1a€ 1me 060B’si30K
30eperKeHHsI Ta PO3MINPeHHsT ¢BOGOM (BIacHOT Ta iHIMX Jrozedt), a TakokK
000B’SI30K IMAHOOJMBOIO CTABJIEHHS JI0 JIOJEH — OTPUMYIOTh HaJiiiHe Ta
€InHe OOrpYHTYBAHHSI.

3araJjioM, iIHTEpIpeTalliss MOPaIbHIX HOPM sIK TAKUX, 110 BUCJIOBJIIOIOTH
YMOBHi 000B’SI3KH, TO3BOJISIE YHUKHYTH 1XHBO1 aDCOTIOTU3AIl]T Ta HAOTNKAE
€TUYHY TEOPilo JI0 peasIbHUX KUTTEBUX YMOB. fk 3a3navae Yapinz Opin,
X04a JEOHTOJIOTIYHI HOPMATUBHI CHCTEMU, fKi BU3HAYAIOTH ITPABUIBHICTH
JIIOJCHKUX BYMHKIB, MOXKYTDb 3IaBaTHUCs YKOPCTKUMH Ta HaBITH CYBOPHUMI,
HACIIPAB/Ii TIe JAJIEKO He TaK:

HeonTosioriuni cucreMu 3a3BUYail € CKJIAJHUMH Ta OYJAYIOTHCS 3 HU3KH
oKpeMux HOpPM. XodUa BcCi IIi HOPMH B3a€MOIIOB’sI3aHI Ta BUIIHBAIOTDH i3
eSIKOTO  3arajIbHOIO PO3YMIHHS, IO O3HA4Ya€ OYyTH MOPAJIBHOIO OCOOH-
CTiCTIO, TPOTE€ BOHU HE 3BOJAATHCA Hi OAUH O OJHOTO, Hi IO AKOrOCh
OJIHOT'O TOJIOBHOI'O MOPaJIbHOro npunucy. O6J1acTh NPaBUIBLHOTO HE MOXKE
OyTH BUYepIIaHa SKOIOCh OJIHIEI0 BCEOXOILIIOIOYOI0 HOPMOIO, TaK CaMO sIK
MOHSITTSI IIACTS HE MOYKHA 3BECTH JI0 SIKOICh OKpeMol HacoJiofu. Bisibiine
TOro, HaBiTH y BCifl CBOIHl cHUCTEeMi KATEropuyHi HOPMHU HE IOBHICTIO IO~
KPHUBAaIOTb MOpPaJibHUI npocTip. He MOXKHA IPOXKUTU XKUTTS, KEPYIOUUCH
sauite BuMoraMu Mopauti. [licsst Toro, sik BU yHHKJIM 3J/1a Ta BUKOHAJIA CBIit
060B’SI30K, 3aJIMIIAETHCS 1Ie baraTo MOXKJauBocTeil st Bubopy. Crpasaii,
caMe KOHCEKBEHIIIHI CUCTeMM, Ha KIITAJIT Yy TUIITAPU3MY, € JIeCTIOTUIHUMU
3a BCi€I0O CYKYIIHICTIO BHMOL, IO BHCYBalOTbCsl HUMHU JO MOPAJIbLHOT'O
cy6’exra. st yrumitapucra Oy/1b-sIKOI MUTI iCHY€ JIuIlle OJINH NPaBUIbHUN
crioci6 niit, a came: 3aBXKAM 1 B Oy/1b-SIKUi CIIOCIO cpusATH HaibiabIIOMY
MIACTIO JJIsi HANO1IbIIOT KIIbKOCTI Jirofeil. 3ynuHuTucs xo4da 6 Ha MUTh YU
3a/J0BOJIBHUTHCS APYTUM KPAIIUM PillleHHSIM — 3HAYUTh HE BUKOHATHU CBiit

060B’s130K. [...| IlopiBHIOIOYM 3 TAKMM AECHOTHYHMM | BCEHNOITIMHAIOUUM
PEXKUMOM, OOMEeXKeHH abCOMIOTU3M JEOHTOJIOTI] € IO3UTUBHUM IIOJIerIe-
HaaM A2

41 Audi R. The Good in the Right: A Theory of Intuition and Intrinsic Value.
Princeton University Press, 2004.
42 Fried C. Right and Wrong. Cambridge: Harvard University Press, 1978. P. 13-14.
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ANALYTIC NORMATIVE ETHICS AND ITS DEVELOPMENT TRENDS

Yaroslav Shramko

Abstract. The paper presents an overview of the main conceptions and
approaches in the field of normative ethics, developed within modern analytical
philosophy. Two main types of normative ethical theories are considered —
teleological and deontological ones, which differ in defining the concept of right
and the concept of good and interpreting relationship between them. Theories
of the teleological type (consequentialism and virtue ethics) are characteri-
zed by putting good as the primary category of ethics, which is defined
independently of other ethical concepts, in particular, what can be considered
right and wrong. The category of morally right, on the contrary, is defined in
these theories through the concept of good, namely, as something that increases
(maximizes) good or contributes to its realization. Thus, the teleological (in
a broad sense) approach to ethics assumes the derivation of moral norms,
in particular those that determine right behavior, from the concept of good,
which acts as some basic (ultimate) goal, the achievement of which is seeking
by any moral person. This ultimate and unconditional good does not depend
on any moral norms and can be defined in different ways. Based on how the
concept of good is concretized, various teleological concepts of normative ethics
are possible. In particular, we can distinguish between egoism, altruism and
utilitarianism. Both egoism and altruism have their followers among analytical
philosophers, but the most widespread is utilitarianism. In theories of the
deontological type (ethics of duty), the relationship between the main ethical
concepts actually changes to the opposite, namely: the category of moral right
is considered as the main and primary one. Accordingly, the good in such
theories appears to be a subordinate concept and is ultimately defined through
moral norms that enshrine and codify what is considered morally right.

Keywords: teleology, deontology, consequentialism, virtue ethics, ethics of
duty.
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ITPOBJIIEMA COKPATA: KJIACUYHI CTPATEIII
PO3B’A3AHHSI TA IX AHAJIITUYHI
IHTEPIIPETAIIII B JOCJILIXKEHHAX

K. ITonmEeEPA TA I'. BJIACTOCA

Anppiit AGayna

Amnotranisi. [Ipo6iema Cokpara — onta 3 gaBHix dinocodcpkux npobiaem. Co-
KpaTa Ha3UBaIOTb «3aCHOBHHKOM 3axinHol dinocodil» i «mepimuM crpasB>KHiM
dinocodom», ane, moxkauso, Toit Cokpar, SIKOro MU 3HAEMO, OyB JiuIe JiTepa-
TypHUM IlepcoHaxkeM y aiasiorax Ilmarona. HasiTe #ioro cydacHukm He Morian
OJlHO3HAYHO BimnosicTu Ha 3anuraHHs «kuMm O0ysB Cokpar nacupasai?». Tpu
HaWGIUXKINUX JO HHOIO aHTHUYHUX aBTOPH, TBOpPHU sikux 36epersucst, — Apucro-
dan, Kcenodonr i Ilnaron — naBaiau HoMy cynepedanBi XapaKTEepPUCTUKH, a
6isbII Mi3HI AaBTOPHU JAOBIJIBHO BUKOPUCTOBYBaJIM HOro obpas.

Boanouac, mocaigauku He nosmmmiaau crpob Biarsoputn «icropuunoro Coxkpa-
Ta». Ha kinenp XIX cr. ocraroyHo chopMyBaluch JeKijabKa cTpaTeriii mogo
Bupimenus npobisemu Cokpara came siK icTOpukKo-disnocodcbKol Ta METOL0II0-
riunol npobsiemu. Ha ocHoBi nux crpareriii BUHuKAU 1X cy4dacHi iHTepuperalil
sSK B aHaJiTH4aHiNl dinocodil, Tak i 3a 1T Mmexkamu.

Y crarTi PO3IMISHYTO OCHOBHI HiAXOAW [0 PO3B’sA3aHHS COKPATIBCBKOI HpO-
GJsieMn 3 ypaxyBaHHsIM THX METOOJIOTIYHHUX OPIi€HTHUDIB, siKi Oys0 BHpPOOGIEHO
MIPOTSIFOM OCTAHHBOI'O YacCy: BHOKPEMJIEHH$ JIITE€PATypPHO-KOHTEKCTYaJIbHOI'O

(repMeHEBTUYHOrO) i aHAJITUYHOIO HANPAMIB JIOC/IAXKEHHs, yHIiTapHOro W
€BOJIIOIIITHOrO Ii/IX0/iB, iICTOPUYHO 30pi€HTOBAHOIO aHAJI3y Ta iH.

Takok aKIEHTOBaHO Ha [JBOX IMiJIX0OJax, IO IPEJICTABJISIOTL aHAJITUIHUNR
HAIIPaM 1 IKi MOY>KHa PO3IVISIAATH B MEXKaX €BOJIIOIIOHICTCHKOI TapaJurMu Iiog0
posB’sizanns npobisiemun Cokpara. Li nmigxoau nmoefHye siK CHiJIbHA METOIOJIO-
riyHa HacCTaHOBa, TaK i1 3arajbHa TEeHJEHIIis 1110/10 MPOTUCTABJIEHHS ITIOPTPETIB
Cokpara i ILnarona. Ognak 3a &bistocodcbKoI0 BAroo i BIUIMBOM i IigX0u
3HAYHO PI3HATHCS.

ITepmuit i3 nux nigxoAiB mpejcTaBjeHUI y NOpalsx BiIoMOro GpUTAHCBKOrO
dinmocoda K.Ilonmepa, 30kpema B HOro OCHOBONOJIOXKHIN npaini «Bigkpure
CyCHiJILCTBO Ta itoro Boporus. Bin y niit nmpari npuaisiue sHaYHY yBary mocTaTi
Coxkpara, nporucrasusiu iforo ITmarony. Cokpar mas K. ITonnepa — npen-
CTaBHHUK BiJKPHUTOIO, BIJIBHOI'O CyCIIJIbCTBa, BOAHOYAC sAK I171aTOH — «IIPOPOK»
3aKpUTOro cycnisibcra. Po3p’sizanus npobsemun Cokpara st K. ITonmepa —

AKkTyasabHi npobseMu gyXOBHOCTI:
36. HayK. npanpb / Pen.: 51.B. IIIpamko.
Kpusuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bum. 23. C. 32—46.
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e dinocodcbke OOrPYHTYBAHHS TAKOIO MPOTUCTABJICHHSI, TOMY Iiiif mpobiaemi
npuaisieHa 3HAYHA yBara.

Jpyruii niaxify penpeseHTye MeTOom0JIOri0, po3pobiieHy BUIATHUM aMEpPUKaH-
cbKuM icropukoMm dinmocodii I'. Biracrocom, siky XapaKTepHU3yIOTh SIK <«aHa-
JITUYHUIA JeBeJIONMEeHTa i3M». 3arajioM BOHA TaKOXK CIIPSIMOBaHa Ha IONIyK
apryMeHTiB Ha KOPHUCTb nporucrasienus dinocodii Cokpara ta ddinocodil
ITnarona. Boxguouac gocuimkenns I'. Biacroca 30cepekeHoO repeBasKHO HaB-
KOJIO MUTaHb iCTOpUKO-dinocodchKoro smicry. Voro KoHIENIisl BBAXKAEThCSI
OHIEIO 13 3aCAAHUYUX Y BOMY HAIPAMI JOCII2KEHHS.

KurouoBi ciaoBa: npob6iaema Cokpara, K. ITonmnep, I'. Biaacroc, anamiTuanni
,Z[eBeHOHl\/IeHTaJTi3M.

[Ipobsiema Cokpara HaIEKUTH /10 9ncaa TuX (igocodchbKux mpodiiem,
SKi 30epiraioTh CBOIO 3HAUYIIMICTH MIPOTATOM YCi€l icTopil dimocodii, 3amm-
MAI0YNChH JPKePesIoM HOBUX T THUX i7eil, quckyciit, inTeprnpeTariit. Y cBo-
€My BUXiJiHOMY BapiaHTi i 1T cy9YacHUX 3ByYaHHSIX Il IPOOJIEMa TIOB’ sI3aHa,
31 cripobamMu peKoHCTpyoBaTu icropuuanmii obpa3 Cokpara Ta BH3HAUHU-
TH TPUHAJIEKHY oMy (itocodCchbKy CHaauHy Ha OCHOBI Ipalp Oro
CyYJacHUKIB, y9IHIB i HU3KU OLIbIN mi3HixX mKepesn. Boamnowac, mpobiema
Cokpara 1epedoadae i MiCTUTh y CBiif OCHOBI NMUTaHHS OO0 ITPUHIIUIIOBOT
MO2KJIMBOCTI TaKUX PEKOHCTPYKIIH, 1X METOJ0JIOTIl Ta iCTOPpUYHUX Bapia-
11iif, B3aeMO3B’si3Ky MixK Humu. Haperri, mpobsiema Cokpara — 1ie He Jiuiie
JUCKYCiT o710 Toro, KuM Hacnpasi 6y Cokpart, aje i crnocibé Bu3HAIATH
craryc cOPMOBAHOIO HABKOJO HBOIO 00pa3y K MEBHOTO KYJIBTYDPHOTO
demomemny.

BpaxoBytoun Toii criftkuit iHTEpec, SKUil TPOIOBKYE BUKIMKATHA CO-
KpaTiBcbKa mpobieMa, CIIpoOyeMO TpoaHasi3yBaTH KJIACHYIHI cTpaTrerii 11
pO3B’s3aHHs Ta BUSIBUTU TEHIECHINI, IO XapaKTEepU3YIOTh CYydacHi TOCITi-
JoKeHHs. TakoXK 3aKIEHTYEMO Ha AHAJITUIHOMY HAIPSAMI JIOCITiI2KEeHHST
COKPAaTIBCHKOI IpobJieMaTuKu, npejicrasienomy y npaisx K. Ilommepa Ta
I". Bracroca.

dxmo cnpobyBatu copMyBaTH Jiesike y3arajbHEHE YBJIEHHS IIOI0
crpob poss’si3anis mpobiemu CoKpaTa MPOTITOM OCTAHHIX JIEKiILKOX
CTOJIITh, TO CJIiJ 3BEPHYTH yBary Ha 3HAYHY KUIBKICTH IyOJiKariiii, mpu-
cBsiaeHuX il TeMaruii. OMHIE 3 KIIOUOBUX POBIT OKPECCHOTO HAIIPSIMY
y XIX cr. npuitasro Baxkaru' ece @. Ilneitepmaxepa «IlinmicTs CokpaTa
gk dinocodar [1], a Takox mocmimxenns K. ®.Tepmana?, ski 6arato B
YOMY CTaJIF OCHOBOIO THX 1J1€i1, BiJI IKUX SIBHO YU HESIBHO BIIIIITOBXYBAJINCH

! Mus.: Dorion L.-A. The Rise and Fall of the Socratic Problem. The Cambridge
Companion to Socrates. New York: Cambridge University Press, 2011. P. 1-24.

2 CrocoBHo 3Hadenns gocmimxens K.®.Tepmana nus.: Kahn Ch.H. Vlastos’s
Socrates Phronesis. 1992. Vol. 37, No. 2. P. 240-241.
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y XX cr. A.Teiinop [2], Ixx.Bepuer [3], I. Biacroc [4], K.Ilonnep [5],
IT. Bangep Bepar [6], 9. Kau [7] 1a in., a y XXI cr. — JI.-A. Topion [§],
. Heiinz, C. Mounocon [9], I'. Bapyx [10], J. O’Kounop [11] Ta in.

Cokpatr He 3aJuIIuB Iicis cebe JiirepaTypHOl Cla IIuHn. ToMy cTpa-
Teril po3B’si3aHHS COKPATIBCHKOI IIPOOJIEMH, IEPII 3a BCE, BUOYIOBYIOTHCS
HaBKOJIO icTOpUKO-(i10c0dChKOT iHTEepIIpeTariil mpaip Horo Cy4acHUKIB Ta
YUHIB, TBOpH aKuX 30eperyucs, — Apucrodana, Kcenodonra i [Tiarona —
X0ua, He BUYEPIIYIOThCS HUMHI®.

HaitnapHimmmm axepesioM BBazKaeThCsl KoMelist Aprucrodana «Xmapuy
[12], y sxiit carupudno 306pakenuit Cokpar yocobustoe 36ipHHit 06pa3
ToroyacHux inresekryasis (narypdinocodis, codictis), 1o axux Apucro-
dan craBuBcst Bopoxke. lcropuanoi Baru cBimuenusm Apucrodana Hagae
re, mo Cokpar y miaroHiBebkiit «Amosoriis [13, c.23-24|, Biakunaodn
3BUHYBA4YEHHS [IPOTU HHOI'O, HAMATra€ThCs CIIPOCTYBATH Iieil obpa3, CTBEpP-
Kyoun, mo ApucrodaH «oTpyiB po3yM» IPHUCIXKHUM, KOJIM Ti I1e Oysiu
mostozmmu [9]. fIKio aGerparyBarTuch Bij KomeiiHol dhbopMu i HOpiBHITH
et moprper i3 moprperoM dinocoda, 3ampornoHoBaHuM lliaToHOM, TO
PO30iKHOCTI MiK HUMU MOXKHA HOSICHUTH 1 TuM, 1110 [l71aToH xapakrepusye
611 3pistoro Cokpata, Ha STIKOTO MOTVIM CYTTEBO BIUIMHYTH TIOJITUIHI Ta
comjasbHi norpscinas |2, ¢. 21].

Jpyrum BU3HAYAJBHUM ICTOPUYHUM JI2KEPEJIOM IIOJO0 IOMNIYKY Bill-
moBimi Ha mHWTaHHs, KuM Hacupasai OyB CokparT, BBaXKarOTbCs IIPAIli
IABHBOIPEIbKOro icropuka KcenodoHTa, HAMOLIBIT 3HATYIO0 3 SKUX €
Memorabilia — «Cnorazm mpo Cokparas [14]. TlpuitasiTo BBazKaTH, IO
3a cBOIM dimocodcbkuM Ta iHTeNeKTyanbHuM piBHeM KcenodoHT e
nopisuoBaB Ilmarony, a ToMy i 3MicTOBHO #Oro mpalli MOCTYMAIOTHCS
poboram Ilmaroma [15, c.48]. 3mict rekcrie Kcenodonra 3assuuait
XapaKTepu3yloTh K cupody sumpasgatu Cokpara 1 3acBiguuTn TOi
MO3UTHUBHUI BIUIMB, SIKAW BiH MaB Ha y4HiB i apy3iB. O0pa3, 3MaIb0BaHn
Kcenodonrom, sxuit y neskux nuraHaax (()iHAHCOBUX, TOCTOAAPCHKUX )
BUJIAETbCs  JlocBiquenimuM 3a CokpaTa, CyTTEBO BiIpI3HSIETHCS Bil
COKpaTiBCchbKOro moprpery llnaroHa, 1m0 MoOXKe TOSCHIOBATUCH TUM
«IIPaKTUIHUM»> DIBHEM, Ha KoMy crijakyBaBcs 3 Kcenodonrrom Coxpar
[9]. Bognouac, sik 3a3HAYAIOTH JOCJIHUKY, HA BIAMIHY BiJl IJIATOHIBCHKOTO
Coxkpara, Cokpar Kcenodonra 6yB JocuTh «OaHAILHAM», TOOTO, SIKITIO
neit obpa3 € HaitbmkarM 10 peasibHOoro Cokpara, TO BayKKO IOSICHUTH
Horo BIUIMB Ha MOAAJbINHH pPo3BUTOK binocodil [8, c¢.3]. Ho moro x

3 OcobmuBy yBary HOCITiIHUKIB MpUBEPTAIOTH TakoXK mpari Apucroress Ta Jliorena
Jlaepiiisi.
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iCHYIOTb ¥ iHIN 3aCTepe’KEHHs IMOJI0 ABTEHTUYIHOCTI IIHOTO ITOPTPETY:
HAIIPUKJIaI, HecmpoMoxkHicTh Kcenodonra Gi3nmdHO TPUIIIATA CTIIBKA
yBaru criikyBaHaio 3 COKpaToM 1 CymepedHicTb MiK THM iCTOPUYHUM
donoM, akuit ctBopioe KceHodoHT y ¢BOiX TBOpax Ta aJbTEPHATHBHIMUI
JIKepeJiaMy 3 apxeoJiorii, icropil Ta mgiteparypu [9)].

Haperuri, KIF090BUM J2KEPEJIOM y IIOCTAHOBII Ta PO3B’si3aHHI IIPOOJIe-
vu Cokpara € mpari #oro HalBUAATHINIOrO ydHs — [l1aroHa, sikomy Ha
MOMEHT CyI0BOro mporecy Has CokpaTom 0ys10 IpuOIN3HO ABAIATD I’ ITh
pokiB. IcuyroTh apxeosoridni Ta JiTepaTypHi MmiATBEPIKEHHS iCTOPUTHOL
JocToBipHOCTI HaBemenux llnaToHoM meBHUX MOJil, JaT, MiCllb B ayTeH-
THaHEX jjasorax, y skux Cokpar € gominyrodoro diryporo [9]. Tliatony
BiJIJIAIOTH TepeBary TakKoyK TOMY, IO 3MICT HOro paHHIX JiajoriB, Ha
Bimminy Binm TekctiB Kcenodonra, m103Bossie oscauTr hakTh, 3aCBiqueHi
oboma inocodamu i minrseprkeni 3 iHmUX jzKepest (30KpeMa, BUCYHYTI
nporu CokpaTa 3BUHYyBadeHHsI, SKIIO CJiyBaTH 00pa3y, OKPECJIEHOMY
Kcenodonrom, B3arasi srpadators csiif cenc) [4, c.6]. Icuye i Hu3ka
3acTeperkeHb CTOCOBHO TOT'0, UM BiAOBiIa€ miaToHiBchbKuit oopas Cokpara
JIICHOCTI, HAaBITh y PaHHIX miajorax, siki Maju 6 OyTu HAIUCAHI i1 BILIN-
BoMm Coxkpara. [To-tiepiie, Cokpar, stkum ioro 306paxkye [Laaron, mir 6yTn
Jidiie JITePaATyPHUM IIEPCOHAYKEM, CTBOPDEHHUM I JIOCSATHEHHS ITEBHUX
dinocoderkux Mmieit; mo-apyre, Aiajgoru, mo npeacTapistior CokpaTa sk
FOHaKa, Oy/Iu, sIKIIO BOHM B3araJii iCHyBaJId, JI0 HapojKeHHs [L1aTona abo
MpUTMIAJAJINA HA 9ach WOTO JUTHHCTBA; MO-TPETE, iICHY€e MpobaeMa TOIHOCTI
MIEBHUX AT Ta ONUCY MOJiif, OCKIBKHA CTapOJaBHI OIMCH MOIJIN MiCTHTH
nepHy noxubky; no-dersepre, Coxpar Ilnarona 3axuinae pisui (iHozi npo-
TUIEXKHI) mo3unii B pisHUX fiagorax [9].

IIpobmemaTudHicTh aHasi3y Ta 3iCTaBJCHHS TPHOX OCHOBHHX JIZKEpeT
MOJISITAE€ TAKOXK y TOMY, IO KOXKEH 3 aBTOPIB MaB IEBHi JIiTEepaTypHI
ambinii, mo yckiaaHioe ixuio dimocodebky oninky [6, c.2]. o Toro
xk, Jjmme Apucrodan nucaB 3a xkurtd camoro Cokpara. [IBa immmx
KJIo40BuUX aBropa, yuHi Cokpara — [Limaron i Kcenodont — nucanu cBol
TBOpM IIi3HiIIE, HMOBIpHO B JTEpPATypHOMY >KaHpi, sKuii Apucrore/b
uasBas logos sokratikos («COKpaTiBChbKi pO3MOBH» ), Ji€ TOJIOBHOIO JIHOBOIO
ocoboro € Cokpar. Leit kaHp 3a CBOIO CyTHICTIO mepeadadae IeBHY IOJIO
BUTAJKW 1 3HAYHY CBODOIY B TOMY, IO CTOCYETHCS KOHTEKCTY Ta 3MICTYy,
xoua Apucrorens i posrisgae logos sokratikos sik ey opmy mimesucy
(imiTarii) [8, c.8].

HesBazkaroun Ha 11 TPY/IHOII, IIPOTSTOM OCTaHHIX CTOJITH OyJ10 chop-
MYJIBOBAHO JEKiJTbKa JHOCTITHUIBKAX cTpaTeriit moao npobiaemu Cokpara,
skl MoxkHa BBakatu ocHoBHUMH. . Heitsrz i C. MoHOCOH BHOKDPEMITIOIOTH
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yorupu Takux crparerii [9]. Ileprma 3 Hux, siK 3a3HAYAIOTH JIOCHIIHUIY,
nepejbadae 3icrasienns npaib Apucrodana, Kcernodonra 3 maiaoramu
[InaTona Ta MOIIYKYy B HUX TUX CHITHHUX MOMEHTIB, HA OCHOBI SKHX i Mae
6yt pekoHcrpyitoBano nocratb Cokpara. o 11 mejosikiB BismHOCATD Te,
IO MiXK IUMHA JI2KepeJIaMH ICHYE BiJJHOCHO HEBEJMKA KiJIBKICTH IPIMUX
criBna/linb. BojHoyac 1ie He 3aBaJIMJIO PO3MIUPUTHU TI0JIE BUKOPUCTAHHS
OKPECJIEHOT METOJOJIOTIT MIJISTXOM JIOJIyI€HHs MPAaIlh JTOCOKPATHIHUX Di-
JiocodiB, MO A03BOIUI0 O 3acBimuuTu mporpec y dimocodchKux imesx y
MOPIBHSAHHI 3 IXHIMHU TTOTJISIIAMMU.

Bianosigao no0 apyroi crparerii, cupapxkuiii Coxpar BusiBjsie cebe B
THUX Jiiajiorax, Jie BiH He BBayKae cebe MyJIpereM, HATOMICTh 3aJiuIiae (hiao-
coChKi TNTaHHS HEBUPINIEHUMU, BIIKPUTUMU JJIsI TIOJAJIBIIOTO PO3IJISLY.
[IpobsiemaTranuM y IBOMY MiAXO Il OYJI0 Te, MO JIesiKi BU3HAYAJIbHI Jiaio-
ru, Taki aK-0T «Armosorisi» un «Kpitony», He miamamaoTh i OKpecseHi
KpuTepii, BoAHOYAC iHII BayKKO UiTKO iTleHTUdIKyBaTH.

Hacrynna inTepriperaliiss BUxoauTb 3 Toro, 1o icropuunmii Cokpar
300paxkenuit y panuix [liaroniBebkux miasiorax. 9k oauH i3 TrOJIOBHUX
HEJIOJIKIB IOTO MiJIXOY PO3IJISIAI0Th HEMOYXKJIMBICTh TOYHO BCTAHOBUTHU
XPOHOJIOTIIO iaJIoTiB, TOOTO BU3HAYUTH KPHUTEpIil, AKWi T03BOJUB On
BuokpemuTu panni Tsopu llnarona. Boamnodac BukopucroByBasmcs sk pi-
3HOMAaHITHI METOIM CTUJILOMETPIl, TaK i CIPOOY 3MiCTOBHO IIPOCJIiIKYBaTH
eBoJtioIio dinocodchbkux morasais Ilrarona.

Hapermri, me omua crpareris, imentudikye Cokparta Kpi3b IpusMy
«Meradizuku» Apwucroress depe3 mepexij Biji JOCOKPATUYHUX MUTAHDb
Harypdinocodii 10 mpobem eTMKU Ta Yepe3 BiJACYTHICTb Yy HBHOTO Teopil
okpeMux (HopM.

Ha nymky . Heitniz i C. Monocos, y XX cT. cripobu pO3BUHYTH Ta, TIepe-
OCMUCJIUTH IIi CTpaTerii Oy/in peai30BaHi y IBOX HAIIPsIMaX: JITEPATYPHO-
KOHTEKCTYaJbHOMY (repmeneBTudnHoMy) it anasituanomy [9]. Iepruuit ma-
npsaM noB’s3anuit 3 imenamu @. Himme, C. K’epkeropa, M. laiigerrepa, I'.-
I'. Tamamepa, poarasaae diocodchKi mKepena K JiTepaTypHi TBOpH, STKi
€ BHYTPIIIHKO CAMOJIOCTATHIMHU Ta CAMOIIIHHUMU, 1 HE MepeIdadac OHO-
3HAYHOT'O PO3B’SI3aHHs COKPATIBCHKOI mpobsiemu. JIpyruii HAIIPSIM, BUTOKH
SKOTO CJIiJI IIyKATH B AHTJIO-aMEPUKAHCHKIN disocodebkiit Tpasgutiii, OyB
pospobuienuii y npamngx I Biacroca [4] ii anestoe 10 apryMeHTiB y TekcTax
i momyky, 30kpema, Te3 Cokpara, HecyMicHux i3 Tesamu Ilnaronma. o
[IBOTO HAIPSMY, Ha HAI OIS, CJiJ BiHecTH i po3B’sa3aHHs MpobieMu
Coxkpara, 3anpononosane K. ITormepom [5].

Y. Kamn, 3i cBOro 60Ky, BHOKPEMJIIOE JIBI OCHOBHI TEHJIEHIIIT T/IyMadIeHHsI
[Inarona, mo cdopmyBaiucy y XIX CT. Ta 3HAUMIN TPOIOBXKEHHS Y
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XX cr.: yuitapuwmit minxin, mo Bincmwrae o O@. [lneifiepmaxepa, Ta eBo-
JIIOTiTHMIA TIoTIsiy, ipeacTaBHUKOM sskoro OyB K. @. I'epman. Ak 3a3naquae
Y. Kan, K. ®.T'epman 6yB mepmmM, XTO BU3HAB «COKPATIBCHKHUIT» mepion
y morepenHix poborax Ilnarona Ta BATIYMA<dUB MOC/IiIOBHICTD 1iaJIoTiB,
HOCUJIAIOUNCH Ha iHTeIeKTyasbHy Giorpadiro Ilnarona [7, c. 240-241].

JI.-A. TopioH mpoOIIOHYy€E PO3IJIsij COKPATIBCHKOI IPobeMu Kpi3h IpH-
amy ece @. [lnettepmaxepa «Ilirnaicts Cokpara sk dinocodas, aKIeHTYIO-
q¢ yBary Ha BUXITHIN i71el miel mpalii Mmoo TPpOTUPITdIs MiXK BaXK/IUBICTIO
BHecKy, npunmcyBanoro Cokparom B icrtopil dinocodii, Ta TumoBHMHI
ysiBerHsamu 1mon0 nocrati Cokpata [8]. YV npomy ece Ilieitepmaxep Bij-
3Hadae, mo «3 CokpaToM OLIBIICTD MUCHbMEHHUKIB PO3IMOYMHAIOTH HOBHIA
mepios B icTopil rpenbKol (diocodil; Mo B ycaKOMy pasi sIBHO O3HAJaE,
MO BiH BAWXHYB HOBHU JAyX 1 XapakTep y Ti iHTeJIeKTYyaJ bHI 3YCUJILIS
CBOIX CHIBBITYM3HUKIB, SKi MU PO3yMi€EMO IIij] Ha3BOIO Gigocodily, asre
BOJIHOYAC 3BEPTAE yBary Ha Te, IO «BiH 30BCiM He 3aiiMaBcs QizuaIHIMI
JIOCJII/PKEHHSIMH, $IKi CTAHOBUJIA T'OJIOBHY YaCTUHY I'penbKol disocodil
[...] 1 Mo HaBITH W00 MOPAJIBHUX JOCJIJIZKEHb, SIKUMU BiH 3afiMaBCs
HafryinbIIIe, BiH XKOHUM YMHOM HE IIPArHyB 3BECTH 1X JI0 HAYKOBOI (hopmMu,
i Mo BiH HEe BCTAHOBUB I ITHOTO YKOJTHOTO (PiKCOBAHOTO MPUHITAIY, STK 1
st Oymb-siKol iHmOIl rasysi momebkoro 3HaHHS» |1, c.539-540]. Tobro,
BIJIIIOBIJIHO /10 1UX ysiBjieHb, COKpaT IIKABUBCS BUKJIIOYHO MOPAJBHUMU
NUTAHHSMEI, 10aB MepeyciM PO MOKPAIEHHsI CBOIX YYHIB, PO3IUTYBAB
CBOIX CIIIBPO3MOBHUKIB IIPO HANKPAIUl TUI XKUTTS, JTOCTYITHUI JIIOJICTBY,
Toro |8, ¢. 2.

[ITo6 momosratu 1e mpotupiayus, [laeftepmaxep, sk 3a3uaqdae lopion,
HaMarasCs JINCTAHIIOBATUCH BiJ npars Kcenodonra, 3 sKnMu Ha TOI dac
acorifoBaBcs okpecyenuii 0o6paz Cokpara, BUXOISIYN 3 JIBOX HACTYITHUX
npuanunis: a) Kcenodout ne 6ys dinocodom, a oTke HE MOKE BBAXKATHUCH
kBasidikoBanuMm csigkoM; 6) KcenodoHT HACTLIBKM 3aB3d4TO 3aXUIIAB
cBoro Bumrens, mo Cokpar dirypye y #oro TBopax sK IPEJICTABHUK
YCTaJIEHOTO TOPSAKY Ta HAfOIIbIT TpauIiiHuX minHocTelt. TakuM IuHOM
dOpMy€eThCsI HACTAHOBa IIOJIO IMOMIYyKYy <«cupapxkuboro Cokpara» He y
Kcenodonra, a y [liarona, ajie Tak, mob He CyepednTa BitoMuM pakTaM,
dKi cTocytorTbes puc xapakrepy Cokpara i HOro npakTUIHUX CeHTeHIi [8,
c. 3-4]. Hacuinkom peastizanii miel HacraHoBu, ik 3a3nadae JlopioH, cra-
Ja auckpeauTanis (dirocodebkol ninuocti — A.A.) cOKpaTiBCbKUX TBOPIB
Kcenodonra, 110 3HaimIa BiIobpakeHHs y TpaIgX BiJOMUX JIOCTITHUKIB
nouarky XX cr., 30kpema A. Teiinopa [8, c.5].

Hiticuo, A. Teiiyiop 3a3Hadae, M0, «3a BUHSITKOM OJHIET YU JIBOX JieTa-
seit, Kcenodonr dhopmanbHo He cymepeduTh HidoMy 3 Toro, mo llmaron
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nosigomasie Ham po Cokpara. Te, 1o BiH poOUTB, 1€ 3aUIIAE Pedi 11034
yBarow abo 3BoAMTL IX JI0 piBHs OyuenHocri» [2, c.21]. Takox Teitnop
JIOXOJINTH BUCHOBKY, 1m0 «omuc Ilnaronom cBoro Bunress 3ua4dmnom Miporo
€ TOYHMM i mo iHdOpMaIllisa, Ky BiH MMOBiIOMJSE MPO HHOTO, TOBUHHA
cpuiiMarucst sk icropuanuii dakr» [2, c.35]. V miacymky, sk Bimmiuae
HopioH, MOCTIIHUKN 30CEPEIMINChL HA JUCKYCil IMOM0 IHHHOCTI IHITHX
szkepen — Apucrodana, [lnarona ta Apucrorens [8, c. 6].

Kpuruamny moswurito mono 1iel mactanosu 3aiings K. [lommep, skwmii
MIPparHyB CIPOCTYBATH apryMeHTalliio Teityiopa, BHOYIOBYIOUN BJIACHU
morsisiy] Ha 11 po3s’szanus. [lonmep nure: «f HaMaraBcs MOSICHUTH Cylle-
pewInBiCTh MiXK paHHIME JriajioraMu, 30kpeMa MixK “Lopriem” Ta “/lepxka-
BOI’, SIK TaKy, II[0 BUHUKAE 3 DYHIAMEHTAJIHHOI PO301?KHOCTI y TOIJIsIaX
Cokpara i mizaporo [lratona. KapaunaapHa BaxK/IMBICTH IIBOTO MUTAHHS,
dKe 3BUYaiiHO HA3UBAIOTDH ‘COKPATIBCHKOIO TTPODBJIEMOIO”, TTIEBHO BUIIPABIAE
Te, MO sl BTATHYBCA y JIOBTY 1 TI0YACTH METOMOJIOTIUHY Cyliepeduky» [5,
c. 374].

OcuoBy anaJtizy 3rajanol cynepeukn s [lonmepa cTaHOBISTD 3raTy-
BaHi BUIEe MeTojosoriuni crparerii. Ilepma 3 nux, axy [lonmep nasuBae
«JTABHIM PO3B’SI3aHHSM COKPATIBCHKOI» MPOOJIEMU BUXOIUTH 3 TOTO, IO
HeBHA I'Pyla JiajoriB, Ky MOXKHA Ha3BaTH COKPAMIGCHbkol (30KpeMa,
«Anosorisi Cokparay, «KpiToH») € icTopudHO 10CTOBIpHOW0, TOGTO BOHI
ONIHCYIOTh peasibHi Hofil 1 3aJyMyBajuch sk Taki. BojgHouac, GiabicTs
JaJIoTiB, BKJIIOYHO 3 «/lepkaBoio», € MJIaTOHIBCHKUMH, IO MiITBEPIKYE-
Thes anesisitisimu 10 TBopiB Kcenodonra, gk mesasexknoro ceimka. [Ipo-
TUJIEXKHA, [TO3UIis, Ipejacrapieda y upausx A. Teitopa ta JIx. Bepuera,
BHUXO/IUTH 3 TOTO, IO «CBiguyenHs» KcenodonTa HEe MOXKHA BBaXKaTH He3a-
sgexkaumu i 1o [ImaToH B ycix ¢BOIX Jiajorax Omucye MOrJIsi/in, XapaKTepHi
LISl COKPATIBCHKOro BUeHHH [5, ¢. 374].

ITommep migrpecstioe, MO OCKIIBKY BiH 3arajoM IOJIIJISIE MEPITy TOYKY
30Dy, 00’€KTOM #10r0 KPUTHKH MAE€ CTATA METOIOJJIOTIIHIIA IPUHIIATIL, BiAIIO-
BifiHO 70 iIKOTO «CBimuenns lmaTona — eauHi JOCTYITHI /It HAC CBiTIEHHST
3 mepiux pyk», i «IlmaTon cripasai MaB Ha yBa3i came Te, IO BiH CKa3aB»
[5, ¢.376]. Tesu momo cupocTyBaHHsi 1HOro npuHnuny Ilonmep Gymye
HaBKOJIO i71el ipo BHYTpIimmHIO cynepewinBicTs COKPaTiBCAKOIO MOPTPETY
[Tnarona. IIpu mpoMy MOKHA BUOKPEMUTH IPUHANMHI JBI TPYIIH apryMeH-
TiB.

[Tepma rpyma aprymentie [Tonmepa crocyerbest Tux 3Haiigenux y [Lna-
TOHA CYIIEPEYHOCTEl, IO TOPKAITHCs MUTAHb 3arajbHOMII0COMCHKOro
3micry: cymepeunocti mik Cokparom sk «imidaropifickkum disocodpom
npupoany, 300paxkennMm vy «Pemoni» i «epxkasi», Ta Cokparom, IO
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zarnepedye inrepec 10 ¢isocodil mpupoau B «Amosoriis; oOrpyHTyBAHHS
nokas3iB 6ezcmeprsa gaymn y «PemoHi» 1 CKEITUYIHOIO CTABJIEHHS 10 HBOTO
B «AmoJoriiy; po3ymMinHs MyapocTi B « ATioJoriiy, sika MoJisira€ B yCBiIOM-
JieHH] ByiacHOI obOMexkeHocTi Ta 1T TiaymMadeHHs y Hi3Hix miasorax («3a-
KoHU», «IlomiTuK»), /e mig MyZpicTIO PO3YyMIEThCs OCSTHEHHS] TAEMHHUIb
OyTTsI Ta MUCTEIITBO KepyBaTU JIEPXKABOIO, Ta iH.

Hpyra rpymna apryMeHTIB JEeMOHCTPYE CYIEPEYHOCTI MiXK MOPTPETOM
Cokpara (y pannix Jiajsorax) siK 3aXUCHUKA IPABAU 1 CBOOOIM CJI0Ba, IIPE]I-
CTaBHUKA 1HIWBIAyasi3My Ta eTrajliTAapU3My, 3arajoM, JIIOJAUHU JIOSTIbHOL
10 adiHCHKOI JAeMOKpaTil Ta <«IIaToHiBecbKoro» Cokpara sSK JIOIMaTHKa,
FOTOBOT'O BUJABATH 3 MOJITUIHAX MipKyBaHb XUOY 3a iCTUHY, KOJIEKTUBICTA
Ta, Bopora JeMokpatii [5, ¢. 379].

3 mux aprymenriB, Ha ayMKy llommepa, BUILIMBaE, IO ILJIATOHIBCHKI
Jiajlorn He € 10 KiHIg ICTOPUYHO NPaBIUBUME, 8 TOMY HOTPEOYIOTH
JIOATKOBOI iHTeppeTaril. BUK/TIOYeHHSIM MOXKe BBAXKATHUCH «ATOIOrisas,
OCKITbKU BOHA OIKCYE MATBEPKEHY iCTOpWYHY moiito. Biamosimno, Bu-
OyIOBYIOTBHCsI JIBi JIiHIT: Ta, B #AKiii 06pa3 Cokpara Bijmnosigae «AmoJorii»
(BoHa BKJIOYAE yci giasorn, cymicHi 3 «Amosioriero», To6TO € COKpaTiB-
CBKOIO» ), 1 Ta, B skiii obpa3 Coxpara cymepeduTb <«Amojoriis, To6TO
mwiatoniseskalt |5, c. 380).

Axmo pyns K. Ilonmepa mpobiema Coxpara, He3Bakaodn Ha i1 Ba-
JKJIUBICTD, — Jimie 3acib [uist Jocaraenns i#oro dimocodebKux Iieit, To
JJTdl IHITIOTO IIPEJICTABHUKA aHAJITUYHOIO HAIPSAMKY, BUJATHOIO iCTOPUKA
dimocodii I'. Bmacroca, —1e Buximgna mpobiiema y fioro dimocodchbkux
JocipKeHHssX. TuM He MeHIe, TXHi MO3UIlil MaloTh 6araTo CIiJIbHOro. Sk
3a3Havae 3 nporo npusoay I'. Bapyx: «Bmacrtoc, moxkimBo, HalBimoMITIHiA
metinCcTpiMHIIT KoMenTaTop Ilmarona 3 1950-x pOKiB MHHYJIOrO CTOJITTS,

4 Coig 3ayBaxkuTH, 1o gocaigaunbkuil inrepec K. IMonnepa no npobiemu Cokpara
BUHUKAE y MPOIECI pO3IVIsAy INUPOKOrO KoJia MpobjeM, sIKi po3pobuisincs sK
CKJIa/I0Ba KOHIIEIIIIl «BIJIKPUTOrO CyCIJIbCTBay y npalli «Bigkpure cycnijibcTBO Ta loro
Boporuy. OOMH 3 OCHOBHUX MOTHUBIB Ifi€] KHUI'U — IPOTUCTABJICHHS <«BIIKPHUTOrO» Ta
«3aKPHUTOr0» CYCIJILCTB — Ma€ He JIUIIe aHAJITUIHUMN, ajte ¥ icTopuko-dinocodcbkuit
Ta, HaBiTh, ICTOPUYIHUN KOHTEKCT — OOU/IBA TUIIH CYCIIJIBCTBA PO3IVISIAIOTHCA B MEXKax
npoTrucTaBieHHs (piocodcbKux Tpamuiliit —3 ogHoro 60ky, cucrem Ilmarona, Ieress
Ta, Mapkca, a 3 inmoro — Cokpara i Kanra, Ta anesonTs A0 iCTOPUIHUX TPUKIIATIB.
ITocrars Cokpara, MaOyTh, HaWbLIbIIE BiAgnOBiTae ToMy, 100 i1 MOXKHa OyJIO Ha3BaTH
CHMBOJIOM <«BIJIKDHTOI'O CyCHIJIbCTBa», y TOH dYac, sfAK llmaToH mnpesncraBiieHuit y
3HaqdHii Mipi sk imeosor Torasitapusamy. Tobro macranosa Ilommepa momo mpobiemu
Cokpara, 3yMOBJIEHa He B OCTAHHIO Yepry CHpPsSIMOBaHICTIO i 3micToMm fforo mpar,
noJisirae 'y nporucrasienHi Cokpara ta IliaroHa sk Kio4oBux mocrareil B icTopil
dinocodil, peanbHux icTopuuHuX (iryp i BogHOYAC K IPEICTABHHUKIB IIPOTHIIEIKHUX
dinocodcbkux Tpaguiiil Ta CUCTEM IIHHOCTEH
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IIPOCYBAE IO IHTEPIIPETAIio OIIBIN SBHO 1 CHCTEMATHIHO, ajie, Ha YKaJb,
ue sragye Iommepas [10, c.305].

IIporpamy I'.Bmacroca xapakTepusdyioTh K <«aHAJITHIHUN IEBEJIO-
mvenTamisMy» (analytic developmentalism), Bimpisasiroun i1 Big miaxonis
TUX aHAJITHIHUX PinocodiB, SKi 3BEPTAIUCD JI0 IHITNX ACIIEKTIB COKPATIB-
cbkol npobutemu [9]. fx Bimmiuae 1. Heits, BiAIOBIAHO 10 HBOTO MiXOLY,
IJIATOHIBCHKI TiaJIOTH PO3TJIAIAI0THCS SK JTUCKPETHI ITOCJIiTOBHOCTI, IO-
PAIOK SIKUX JIO3BOJIIE aHAMITUKY «Bimokpemutnus Cokpara Bim ILmaToma
Ha OCHOBI pi3HUX MepiomiB iHTesekTyaabHOI eBosrortii Ilmaroma: y i
Mipi, y skiit amirtoeTbesa Ilmaron, 3minioeTbes i ditocodebka ocoba itoro
Cokpara. Biacroc, Ha AyMKYy JOC/IHUIN, BUXOIUTH 3 TUX [T€PEyMOB, IO
[InaTona mHe iy PO3IVIAIATH K JIAJEKTUKA y MOICHEHHI HEY3TOKEHO-
cTell i cymmepedHOCTeM MiXK JliajoraMu, a TaKOXK, IO iICHYIOTH MTePCIeKTHBI
JOCTOBIPHOTO BU3HAYEHHS XPOHOJIOIIYHOIO MOPSIKY, ¥ SAKOMY OyJIN HAIU-
cami jiasiornu, i 3ictaButu ix i3 possurkoM moriamiB [laarona. Hacoiakom
NpUIHATTS TIHOTO METOJIy € BHCHOBOK, IO <«paHHi» jgiajgoru [liartona
(«Amnosorisi», «Kpiton», «/lepxasay — kuura I Ta iH.) XapaKTepu3yIoThCs
npuxmwibHicTiO 10 icropuunoro Cokpara, <iepexinui» («Eprugems, «Iin-
it Glibrumit> Ta iH.) — BLAXOJOM BiJ «COKPATIBCHKUX» IIOIJISZIB 1 MOSIBOIO
OCHOBHUX Teopiii, a «cepenni» («Kparins, «Denony, «/lepxkasay — KHUrM
II-X ra in.) — dinocodcerkoro 3pimticTio, B skiii mepconax «Cokpar» crap
pynopoMm pisaux jokrpuH [lnaTtona [18, c.273].

BacTocoBytoun okpecsieHy Meromosorito, . Bracroc dopmyiioe necats
re3 (mopis. 3 aprymentamu K. Ilonmepa), y sikux nporucrasisierbes Co-
KpaT «paHHboroy» nepiomy tBopyocri Ilnarona («Socrates E») ta Cokpar
«cepenHbOrO> mepiony («Socrates M»): 1) cdepa inrepecis «Socrates E»
0OMEXKYEThCS BUKJTFOUHO MOPaJIbHOIO (bijtocodiero, y Toil yac sk iHTEpecu
«Socrates M» oxommoiorh Maiixke yei ramysi dinocodil; 2) y Cokpara
«CepeIHBOroy Tepiomy Oyita Teopist (bopM Ta Mi3HAHHS AK PUTAYyBAHHS,
akoil He Oyno y Cokpara «panHHbOro» uepiomay; 3) «Socrates E» mocriiino
IIyKae 3HAHHS, ajle He 3HAXOIUThb #oro, y Toii 4dac, gk «Socrates M»
BIeBHeHnil y cBoix 3HaHHsX; 4) CoOKpar <«paHHBOTO» IepioLy He MaB
CKJIAIHOT Mozie i ayimi, aky mMaB «Ourbin misuiits> Cokpar; 5) «Socrates Ex»
He IIKABUBCSA MAaTeMATUYHUMU HayKaMu, Ha Biaminy Big «Socrates M»; 6)
«Socrates E» opienTyBaBcs Ha IPpOCTUX JIIOJEl, y ToOl dac, sk «Socrates M»
Ha eiiry; 7) y Cokpara «cepennboro nepiomys tsopuocti Ilinarona e
PO3BUHYTa IOJITUYHA Teopid, y dAKiifi BIH KPUTUKYE JeMOKpPATio, SKOL
nemae y Cokpara paHHBOIO 1Iepiofy; 8) [isd PI3HUX IepioiB MAaIOTh MicIe
pisui orinku Meradizuanux 3acaj Kpacu; 9) Mae Micie pisHe po3yMiHHs
peuirii; 10) mageui BiaMminnocTi y Bukopucranui (biocodcbKOro MeToiy
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[19, c.48-49].

Tono ominku pe3ysIbTaTiB 1 HACIIKIB BUKOPUCTAHHS 3aIIPOITOHOBAHOL
I". BracTocoM I0C/IiIHUIIBKOI HACTAHOBM, TO BOHM JIOCUTH PI3HATHCH. 3
omHOrO OOKY, BiA3HAYAIOTH 3HAYHUI BIJINB, MOSCHIOBAJBHY IIHHICTH Ta
MMAPOKE BUKOPUCTAHHS, fKi MaJHd 3aIIPOIIOHOBAHI HUM METOJIOJIOTIS Ta
TepMIiHOJIOTisI. 3 IHIIOro OOKY, i CYMHIB CTABUTBHCSI JOCTOBIPHICTH TAaKOL
PEKOHCTPYKIIil, BPaXOBYIOUN BUKOPHUCTAHHS CIIEIIAJTBHUX Ta TOJATKOBUX
apryMmentiB fyis i1 niarpumku [18; c. 274].

3okpema, E.Byn i H.Byxa, nigmaors kpuTuii onuH 3 HANRBaXKJINBi-
[IUX BUCHOBKIB, KWl € crijibHuUM y Xapakrepucrtuii Cokpara siK st
K. ITommepa, Tax i s I'. Biacroca, a came e, mo Cokpar (Ha BiaMiny Bi
Ilnarona) 6ys npubiunukom gemokparii. Ha ayMKy A0C/HIHUKIB, HABITH
B inrepuperariii Buiractoca, memokparis Cokparta € UyKOK BCHOMY, IO
B3araJii MoyKHa 0y/10 6 pO3yMiTH FK IeMOKPATIIO, 8 HACJIIIKY i€l JOKTPUHI
y KpaIoMy BUIAJKY € HeOoHO3HATHUMU. Bianosinno, nabararo OiabIm mo-
CJIIIOBHOIO, TIPOCTIIIOIO Ta iCTOPUIHO OOTPYHTOBAHOIO BUIJISAIAE MTO3UITiS,
sIKa He TOTPe0y€e Y3rO/ZKEHHsI CYIIEPEUINBAX CBITUYEHb PI3HUX aBTOPIB UM
nporucrasiaeHds CokpaTa y pi3HHX TBOPAaX OIHOIO aBTOPA, 1 XapaKTepu3ye
Cokpara ckopilie K BOpora JeMOKparTil, HixK K 11 3axucHuka [20].

JI.-A. lopion, y cBoro uepry Bimxocuts I.Biacroca jgo uucma Tux,
«XTO BHU3Ha€ BUrajany npupony logoi sokratikoi, ase xTo, TuM He MeHI,
CIIo/1iBa€ThCsi Po3B’sizaTu mpobsiemy Cokparay. Ajke 1 «Socrates E» i
«Socrates M» MoxKyTh OyTH JIuiie mepcoHaxkamu, crBopernmu [liaronom
y JireparypHomy xaHpi logos sokratikos [8, c. 14]. Amessnii »k 10 TBOpiB
Kcenodonra, 10 axux BHaeThcs BiacToc, He TO3BOSIOTH BUPIMIMTH ITIO
11pobJieMy, OCKiJIbKM BOHU MOKYTb IiITBEPIUTHU JIUIIE JledKi 3 HABEIEHUX
Te3 1 He BPaxoByIOTH IijicHocTi nmoprpery Cokpara, crBopeHoro Kceno-
donrom [8, c. 15].

Ha mymky mocaimnnka, HafOLIBIT aKTya bHa CyJacHa TEHIEHIIIS OI0
MOKJIMBOCTI PO3B’SI3aHHS COKPATIBCHKOI TPOOIeMH siK TpobeMu icTopu-
qrocTi Cokpara 3arajioM BiJIIIOBiJla€ CKENTUYHI{ HACTAHOBI Ta peaJisye-
ThCd y crpobax po3rsaaru yci Moxkusi Bepcil CoKpaTiBCbKOro IOPTPETy
sIK CAMOITIHHI #i ABTOHOMHI, Ta sIK TaKi, M0 MOXYTb OyTH IHTEpIpETOBaHI
BimoBigHO 10 THX BiocodCHKUX MEPEKOHAHD, 0 HAJIEXKATH IX aBTOPOBI
8, c.20].

HiiicHo, 9K KJacWdHi, TaK 1 Cy9JacHi JOC/iIKEHHS MPeJICTABJICHI He
JIVITIIE YUCJICHHUME BapiaHTAMU PO3B’sI3aHHs COKPATIBCHKOI ITpodieMu, ajie
PI3HUMU, 9ACTO IIPOTUIEXKHIMHI METOIOJIONIYHUMU CTPATETriSIME: BiJ] CIIpob
3HAWTH HAJIfiHY OCHOBY B (baKTaX 0 MOCUJCHHS CKENTUIU3MY OO0
MOXKJIUBOCTI BimTBopenHsi icropuanoro obpasy Coxpara. OpHax HaBiThH
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«PO3MUTTsI» TPODJIEMH JIO MEXK JITepaTypPHUX IHTepIpeTariii He 3HUXKYE
i1 crarycy: 3amumaiodn 0e3 Bimmosimi muramus <«kuMm OyB Cokpar sk
icropuaHa mocTaTh?» MU MOBEPTAEMOCH JO muTaHHst «kKuM O6yB Cokpar
111 pisocodil, KysbTypH Ta MuBLIizamnii?». 3 iHmoro 60Ky, BijMoBa Bi mo-
MIyKY iCTOPUYIHOI IIEHTUYIHOCTI COKPATIBCHKOTO TMOPTPETY HEe 000B’SI3KOBO
o3Havae irHopyBaHHs dakTiB. HaBiTh SKIO MPUITyCTUTH, 110, HAIIPUKJIAJ,
KOJIM MU 3BEPTAEMOCH 110 po3B’sizanus mpobsemu Cokpara K. ITommepowm,
MU Ma€MO CIIPaBy JIKINEe 3 MEBHOIO (DiTocodCHKOI IHTepIperarieio, To
MH MOXKEMO Tiepe0adaTH, 1o I iIHTepIpeTallis OPiEHTYEThCA Ha MAKCH-
MaJIbHO MOXKJIUBY JIOCTOBIDHICTH Y MeXKaxX THUX I[iJIeil, sKi IepecJijlyBaB
aBTOp. BodeBuap, came Takwii miaxin i € XapaKTepHUM sIK 3arajioM JIjIs
aHaJiTHaHOI disocodil, Tak i [yisi aHAJITHIHUX CTPATEriii PO3B’si3aHHS
npobstemu Cokpata, npeacrasiennx y nparsx K. I[lonmepa ta I'. Biracroca.
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THE SOCRATES PROBLEM: CLASSICAL SOLUTION STRATEGIES
AND THEIR ANALYTICAL INTERPRETATIONS IN THE STUDIES OF
K. PoPPER AND G. VLASTOS

Andrii Abdula

Abstract. The Socrates problem is one of the oldest philosophical problems.
Socrates is called «the founder of the Western philosophy» and «the first real
philosophers», but perhaps the Socrates we know was just a literary character
in Plato’s dialogues. Even his contemporaries could not unequivocally answer
the question «Who was a real Socrates?». Three ancient authors closest to
him, whose works have survived (Aristophanes, Xenophon, and Plato), gave
him contradictory characteristics, and later authors arbitrarily used his image.

At the same time, researchers did not abandon attempts to recreate the
«historical Socrates». By the end of the 19th century, there had been formed
several strategies for solving the Socratic problem as a historical-philosophical
and methodological problem. Based on these strategies, modern interpretations
arose both in analytic philosophy and outside of it.

The article examines the main approaches to solving the Socratic problem,
taking into account the methodological guidelines that have been developed
recently: distinguishing literary-contextual (hermeneutic) and analytic directi-
ons of research, unitary and evolutionary approaches, historically oriented
analysis, etc.

It also focuses the attention on two approaches representing the analytic
direction of research and considered within the framework of the evolutionist
paradigm for solving the problem of Socrates. These approaches are united
by a general methodological guideline and a general tendency to contrast the
portraits of Socrates and Plato. However, these approaches differ significantly
in terms of philosophical weight and influence.

The first of these approaches is presented in the works of the famous British
philosopher Karl Popper, in particular, in his pivotal work The Open Society
and its Enemies. In this work, Popper paid considerable attention to the figure
of Socrates comparing him with Plato. For Popper, Socrates is a representative
of an open, free society, while Plato is a «prophet» of a closed society. For
K. Popper, solving the problem of Socrates is a philosophical justification for
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such an opposition; therefore, the paper draws considerable attention to this
problem.

The second approach represents the methodology developed by the preemi-
nent American historian of philosophy G. Vlastos, which is characterized as
«analytic developmentalism». In general, it is also aimed at finding arguments
in favor of opposing the philosophy of Socrates and the philosophy of Plato. At
the same time, Vlastos’s research is mainly focused on questions of historical
and philosophical content. His concept is considered one of the fundamental
ones in this direction of research.

Keywords: the Socrates problem, Karl Popper, Gregory Vlastos, analytic
developmentalism.
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YuM I. KAHT 3ABEPIIIYVE «KPUTUYHY
CITPABY»? (/0 NMUATAHHA ITPO 3MICT
TPETHOI «KPUTUKN» )

Oxcana ITanadinina

AmnoTanjis. ¥V crarTi po3risiHyTO 3aBepPIIAJbHUN eTall «IiJI0] KPUTHYIHOI CIpa-
Bu» I.Kanra B KoHTekcTi kpuTnmdHOI disocodii 3aramoM (BHKIaJEHOT HUM
y Tppox «Kpurukax»: «Kpwurnii gucroro posymy», «Kpuruni nmpakrumaaoro
po3ymy» Ta «Kpurnni cunm cymrkennsi»). LojoBHa ifes crarri mossrae B
ToMy, Ho 3micrToM Tperbol «Kpuruku» € He ecreruka, TeseoJiorisi, 6GioJo-
rist, ekoJiorisi, Teopist cucrem um dinocodiss Hayku, #AK i BCi BOHH pasoM,
a pedJieKTyBaJIbHA CHJIa CYJ2KEHHsI SIK OJHA& i3 BUIIUX Ii3HABAJBHUX CIIPO-
MOKHOCTEl TpaHCIeHIeHTaJbHOTO cy6’ekra. Bona mae BsracHuit anpiopHmit
npunnun (cy6’ekTuBHUI npuHIUn $hopMasbHOI AOLiABHOCTI npupoan) i Bia-
cuy pinsuaky (ein Boden) mss steritumuoro Bxkutky (npore ne napuny (das
Gebiet)). ABTOp HaBOJUTL TPHU apryMeHTH Ha KOPUCTb i€l igel: (1) Bakauso
PO3PI3HATH BJAaCHE KPUTUKY (sIK IpONeneBTHKY) i dinocodcbky mOKTpuUHY,
0 CKJIAZAEThes 3 Meradisuku npupogu Ta meradisukn 3BudacBocTi; (2)
rojioBHe 3aBJaHHsA TpeThol «Kpurukms — He 1mobymoBa 1igicHol dimocodcbkol
cucreMu (JOKTPHUHHU), & PO3B’A3aHHs 3araJbHOI IPO6BJIEMH, 1[0 CTOCYETHCS yMOB
MOXKJIMBOCTI i Merk Ni3HaHHA iHAMBiAyanbHux dbopmoyTBopens; (3) mepur Hixk
CYJUTH IIPO YMCJIEHH]I OKpeMi ij1el, BapTO CXONUTH IiJIiCHY i/1et0, TOOTO BIimcaTn
smict «Kpurtuku cuiam cynsKeHHsI» B KOHTEKCT «KPUTHYHOI CIPaBU» 3araJjioM.
I. KauT npugisise ocobauBy yBary OKpecjeHHIO FPaHULb IIPABOMIPHOIO BXKUTKY
KJIIOUOBUX TEPMIiHIB Yy KOHKPETHOMY KOHTEKCTi, sIK-OT «JOLiJIbHICTH IIPUPOAUA»>
Ta «CHJla CyJ2KeHHsi». IIpeamerom posmisigy y rtperiit «Kpuruii» € ecreru-
uHi cyazeHHs1 pediekcil (CyAzKeHHsI PO IpeKpacHe i mifjHeceHe NMPUPOJAU Ta
MHCTENTBA) | TeJeosoriuHi Cy/PKEeHHsI PO MpeAMEeTH NPUPOAHN AK Iiii. Skio
€CTEeTUYHOIr O piBHOBMJ_Ly BHUCTYIIaA€ KOHCTUTYTUBHHUM IIDUHIIUIIOM JJId IIOYYTTSA
3a/I0BOJICHHSI Ta HE3a/J0BOJIEHHS, TO B ACIEKTi 11 TeJIeo/IOriYHOrO Pi3HOBULY —
PEryisaATUBHAM [JIs1 CIIpoMOXKHOCTI mizHanHs. [. Kant marosomye nHa ToMmy,
IO KPUTHKA CHJIU CYJKEHHs HEe CTOCYETBHCS TOrO, K MU II3HAEMO IPHUPOIY,
a OXOIUIIOE Te, SK MU MOXKEMO CyJHUTH PO Hel 3a MeXKaMH TEOPETHIHOro
IIi3HAHHS 3 orjidny Ha peaJIbHiCTb HaJ4yTTEBOI'O, 110 € IIpEeJMETOM IIpaKTI/I‘IHO.l.
dinocodil.

KuarouoBi cinoBa: I. Kanut, kpurnuyna cnpasa, «Kputuka cuim cyzkeHHsi»
(rperst «Kpuruka»), pediekTyBajibHa CUJIa CyAXKEHHs, JOIIIbHICTh IPUPOAH,
eCTeTUYHI CyJ/I?>KEeHHs, TeJIeOJIOTiuHI Cy/I?>KEeHHs.

AKTyasbHI IpO6JIEMH J[yXOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanub / Pesx.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpusuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 47-63.
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Hampukinmi [lepenmoBu mo meprmoro Bumanns «Kputnkm cuam cy-
mkennsi» (nami KCC, a6o tperss «Kpurukas) 1. Kaur rosopurs, mo Bin
IIIM TBOPOM 3aBEPIIYE CBOIO «I[LJIy KPUTUYHY CIPABY» Ta HE 3BOJIKAIOYIH
[IEPEXO/IUTH JI0 PO3POOKHU JTOKTPUHAJIBHOI dyacTuHu (ijocodil. Ajte umm
came 3aBepinyerbes KanroBa «kpuruasa crpasas ! [1lomo mporo nmuranss
B JOCJITHUIBKIH JTiTepaTypi iCHYIOTh JIOBOJI Pi3HI MO3MITl.

Ak 3aznagae E. poulaprman, yopomosx XIX cT., mounHaoOdm 3 po-
MAaHTHUKIB, JJOMIHYIOUNM ITi1X00M y ciupuitnaTTi KanTosol Tperhoi «Kpu-
TUKU» OYB T.3B. €CTETUKOIIEHTPU3M, 3riTHO 3 SIKUM BOHA TJIYMAUMJIACS K
«3acajHUYa KHUTa» 3 ecreTwku, a cam . KanT BBaXkaBcsl «3aCHOBHUKOM
BCiel cyuacHol ecrernkn» (nut. 3a: [4, c. CXXXIV-CXXXV]). Taka nmosuris
€ mebesmiacrasnoio. Bimomo, mo ¢imocod, mparoodn HaL KHATOIO, SIKa
MaJjia 3aBePINATH H0ro KPUTHYHY CIIPaBY, CIOYATKY IIAHYBaB HAa3BaTH 11
«Kpurnka cmaxy».

MeHII momupeHnM € Mmiaxin, 6ias akepea ssikoro crolith 1. leresb, —
BOAYATH TOJIOBHMII 3MICT MBOrO KJIACHIHOIO TBOPY B TejeoJioril. Ao
I".Teresp BUXOAWB i3 TOrO 3HAYEHHSI, SKE MAJIa TEJEOJIOTiA IJIs TPau-
miftHol MeTtadizukm, Ky BiH MEepeBiB Ha MiaJeKTHUUHI PEHKH, TO CyJacHi
JIOCJITHUKY TIOB’A3yI0Th 11 37ebiabioro 3 gisocodieto Hayku. 30KpeMa,
IT. Harrepep nasuBae KCC «dinmocodchbkuM gociizkeHHIM 13 6ios10ril Ta
exoutoriis [10, c. 35]. B. Tepuenpkuit ronosuoio temarukoio KCC nasusae
eCTeTHKY 1 Teseosorito, y Toit yac gk mepinoi «Kputukmy — teopernane
ni3HaHHH, & Ipyrol — MopaJibHe BueHHs [3, c.49).

Hiiicro, na nepmwuii norssay KCC crianaerbes i3 nBox posainis («Kpu-
THUKA €CTETUIHOIO Cy/PKeHHsT» 1 «KpuTuKa Tese0soriqHoro CyJKeHHs» ),
sIKI MaJIo KOPEJIIOITH ab0o He KOPEJIOIOTh B3araJi OJHe 3 OJHUM, & OTXKe,
CTPYKTypa IHOI0 TBOPY CyYACHOMY UHMTAYEBl BUIAETHCS JEIO IITYIHOIO.
CrutajiaeThest BpakeHHsl, sik 3ayBakye P. Bike, mo nBi gactuan Kanris-
CBHKOI'O TPaKTaTy MAalOTh Pi3HI IPEJIMETH, & Te, M0 BOHU MAIOTh i CILJIbHY
TeMy, CTa€ OYEBUIHUM TiJIbKU Iic/IsI O3HaitoMiieHHs 3 KaHTiBChKOIO (ijto-
codieto zarasom [13, c.2]. Haromicrs, sik crBeppkye K. Amepike, yHacsi-
JOK BEJINKOI KIJIBKOCTI HAKOIMIMYIEHOI'0 HAyKOBOT'O MaTepiasly Ta 3araJIbHOTO
MparHeHHs JO0 Creriasi3arii OlIbNIIicTh Cy9YacHUX JOC/ITHUIIBKUX pOOiT,
npucssaennx ¢imocodii I. Kanta, mpomoBKye 30cepe1:KyBaTUC HA OJTHIH
«Kpurui», 1 3a3Buvaii Jumre Ha BIHOCHO HeBeJWKiN JacTuHi TeKeTy [5,
c.2].

Mertoro miei crarti € obrpyHTyBaHHS Te3u, Mo B «Kpuruii cuin
cymxkennsy 1. KanT 3aBepiiye mobyaoBy CBOTO MPOEKTY KPUTUKHA TIHCTOTO
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posymy (y mupokomy cencil) He po3po6KOI0 eCTeTHIHOTO Y1 TETe0I0TiTHO-
o BYEHHS, sIK 1 IX pa3oM, a aHAJ30M i BCTAHOBJIEHHSM MEKi JIETiTUMHO-
0 BXKUTKY 0COOJMBOI M3HABAILHOI CIIPOMOYKHOCTI TPAHCIIEHIEHTATHLHOTO
cy0’ekTa — pedIeKTyBAJbHOI CUIN CY/IKEHHS, KA € 3B SI3HOI0 JIAHKOIO
MixK po3cymoM i podymom. Ak Bugaerbes, [ Kant, Oymydn npeicTaBHUKOM
IIpocsiTHuIITBA, Mae aMOIIi0 HAJATH BUYEPIIHY CTPYKTYPY BCIX HASIBHUX Y
JIIOWHU SIK PO3YMHOI iCTOTH Mi3HABAJIHLHUX CIIPOMOXKHOCTEH, SIKi € YMOBOIO
MOKJIMBOCTI PI3HUX THUIIB J0CBiLY (JOCBiLy HAYKOBOIO Mi3HAHHS, MODPAJIb-
HOro Ta pedJIeKCUBHOIO JI0CBiLY, 30KpeMa eCTETUIHOrO0), 1 IPEJICTABUTH 1X
AK I[IJIICHY CHCTEMY.

Jl1st oOTrpyHTYBaHHS i€l TOJIOBHOI T€3U BaXKJIMBUMU € TaKi TPHU IIOIE-
pesHi 3ayBaru, sKi yMOXKJIMBJISTH BBEJEHHH UNTAYa B KOHTEKCT DPO3IJIs-
myBanol mpobsaemu. Ilo-meprre, 1. KanT HeoaHOpPa3zoBO HATOJIONIYBAB, IO
B Mexax Horo dimocodil HeoOxigHO (NpUHANMHI MUCIEHO) pO3pisHAmMU
Kpumuxy ma doxkmpury. KO mepIna € IIPOIeIeBTUKOK, HEOOXITHO
[IePelyMOBOIO PO3IJIs Ty (PLIOCOPCHKUX MPOOJIEM IO CyTi, TO Apyra — Ie
i € Bimacue meradizuka, mOOyIOBaHA BiAMOBIIHO /10 BUCHOBKIB KPUTHKH,
IO CKJIAJAETHCA 13 JBOX dacTuH — Meradizuku upupoau (abo Harypdi-
socodii) i meradizukn csobomu (abo xk MopasbHOl dinocodii). «Mera-
disuka sk mpupomu, Tak i 3BUYIAEBOCTI, a HAATO nidzomosua (IPoOIeIeB-
TUYHA) KPUTHKA PO3YMY, 0 HABAXKYEThCsI [3/1eTiTH| HA BJIACHUX KPUJAX,
i CTAaHOBJIATH, BJACHE, yCe Te, IO B CIPABXKHBOMY CEHCI MOXKHA Ha3Ba-
T dimocodiero», —rosoputh 1. Kant me B «Kputumi gmcroro posymys
[KdrV B 878]%. I xoua B sucti mo K. JI. Paitarossaa Bi 28 rpyams 1787 p.
dimocod mnue, 10 flomy Temep Bijomi Tpu HwacTuHU distocodil — Teope-
TugHa (disocodis, Tesreosoris i npakTudHa (diocodisi, —y camiit Tperiit
«Kpurumi» BiH 3HOBY mpuHAWMHI JABi4i MiIKPECIIIOE IBOMOILT MeTadi3nKn
(came 3 mporoionienHs i OOIPyHTYBaHHs 1i€l Te3u BiH pO3IOYUHAE 00U 1B
penakiii Beryny). 3rigso 3 1. Kanrowm, ani ecreruka, ani Teseosoris He

1 Maerbcsa ma ysasi mimicamii KaHTiBCbKHI IPOEKT KPHTUKH, BUKIAJCHHN ¥ TPHOX
ioro tpakrtarax: «Kpumrumi umcroro posymys, «Kpurnmi mpakTHdHOro posymy» Ta
«Kpuruni cunu cymxenusi». fAk caymHo 3ayBaxkye B. Tepiienpkuii, «4uTad KOIHOL
3 “Kpuruk” He BigdyBaTuMe, IO Ma€ OyTH I[e HACTYIIHA, XOYa PETPOCIEKTUBHO 1
noMivaTuMe 3B’s30K i3 monepennboio» [4, c. XVI|. Cam I. Kant, cyasaum 3 ycboro, He
nepenbadaB, IO «KPUTHUYIHA CIpaBa» BHMAaraTHMe HAMWCAHHS ayK TPHOX KHUT, OJHAK,
JIJIst TOTO, 100 CyIUTU PO Hel SK MPO «IJIy KPUTUYHY CIIpaBy», HEOOXiTHO y3roguTu
imel Bcix Tppox «Kputuks, 3HalTH TE, 110 YyTBOPIOE IX CHIJIbHE SAPO Ta PEKOHCTPYIOBATH
y BUIVISIAI CHUCTEMU KPUTHYHOI (He JOKTPHHAJIBLHOL) (isocodil.

2 Tlocunanns Ha npamni 1. Kanra 3aificHIOETbCS BiAOBIAHO 10 3arasbHOIPUAHATOL
narinanii. KdrV —Kpuruka uncroro posymy (B —apyre sumanus 1787p.), KdU —
Kpurrka cuim cyzKeHHs.
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YTBOPIOIOTH CAMOCTIHHOT YaCTUHU JOKTPUHU, & TOMY 38 MOTPeOU MOXKYTh
MIPUMUKATHA 70 TEOPETUIHOI abo HpakTUIHOl (isocodil, xo09a KpPUTHKA
TAKOl Mi3HABAJIBLHOI CIIPOMOXKHOCT1 SIK CWJIa CY/?KEHHS MA€ PO3TJISIATUCS
fK IIOBHOIIHHA YACTHHA 3araJibHOIO IIPOEKTY KPUTUKH YHCTOIO DPO3YMY
(SIK CIIPOMOZKHOCTI TPAHCIIEHIEHTAIBLHOTO Cy0’€KTa TaBATH IIPUHITUIIN, HE-
sastexxHi Bix jgocsiy) [KdU 168]. Is mporo ciigye, mo ysara I. Kanra y
KCC 30cepemxyeTbes He CTIIBKY HA €CTETHUI YU TEJIEOJIOTIT, CKIIBKHU HA
camiit cuai cydoicenmsa Ta BUSBJICHHI YMOB 1 MeXK 11 JIETITUMHOTO BXKUTKY.

Ilo-mpyre, KanToBa Tperss «Kputukay K 3aBepirajgbHa YaCTUHA HOTO
«KPUTHIHOI CIIPABU» € HACTIIbKHM 0AraTolIaHOBOIO, OAraTodyHKITIOHAIb-
HOIO 1 TEeMATUYHO PO3MAITOI0, IO JOBOJI BaXKKO 30arayTm i1 3wmicT i
BUYJICHYBATH 11 KOHIENTyaJibHe sapo. YKpaincbkuii mepekiagad KCC
B. Teputenibkuit 3Beprae yBary Ha Te, IO YNTAY Yy TBOPI HATPAIISE HA
JOCATDH Pi3HI TeMM Ta CIOXKETH: €CTeTHKA, sIKa BHYTPINTHLO JU(EPEHIHIOE-
ThCSI HA TEOPIIO CY/?KEHBb CMaKYy, TEOPiIO JITepaTypu Ta MUCTEITBA, TEOPIIO
[IPO/IyKyBaHHS TBOPIB MUCTEIITBA, ECTETUKY IIPUPOJIH; (PLIOCO(ChKa TeJIe0-
Jiorist; pismocodebka Teosorist; imest cucreMmu istocodil, Mo Mae MoB’ g3aTn
npupomy (misHanns) ta cBobomy (Mopasib); dbinocodis npupoau, mepes-
yciM OpraHigHoOl; MUTAHHA Mi3HAHHS 3 TEOPETUIHOI (iocodil; MopaabHa
dimocodis; dimocodis kympTypm; dimocodis ictopil; psa moreMidHEX
icropuko-dimocodepkux croxeris [4, ¢. XVI-XVII].

B. Jlagni ta K. Enrenprapr BBaxkaroTb, 1o I. KanTt, mparoroun Ha
KCC, mamaraBcst po3s’si3aru 1i1y HU3KY IPOOJIEM, IO 3aJIUIIUINCh Bifl-
KpUTUMU Ticjs mybutikamil meprmux a1Box «KpuTuk», roIOBHOIO 3-TIOMiXK
fAKAX BOHU Ha3WBAIOTH HE3/IOJIAHHY HPIPBY, fKa YTBOPHUIACH MiXK HAITAM
TeopeTHIHNM (HAYKOBUM) TIOIVISIIOM Ha CBIT IPMPOJH Ta HAIIMM MPAKTH-
qHUM (MOpAJIbHUM) IIOIJISIIOM Ha HAINY BJIACHY CBOOOAY JIif. 3aBlIaHHs
TpeTbol « KpuTnkuy — NpuMUPHUTH 11l 1Bl TEPCIEKTUBY, TPOIEMOHCTDYBaB-
M, 0 MU CIPOMOXKHI cyauTu (xo4a 1 He 3HATH), 10 CBOOOIA Ji€ y CBiTi
IIPUPOJIHUX 3aKOHOMIPHOCTEM, OCKIJIbKM IPUPOJIA K CUCTEMa MICTUTH He
TiBKU [ifovl mpuumHM, ase i mitecnpsimoBaHi ictotu [7, c.7-8|. P.Bikc
TAKOXK CTBEPJKYE, 10 rosioBHUi dpinocodebkuit inTepec 1. KanTta 3ocepe-
JKYETHCsT Ha TUTaHHI (pi1ocodpCbKOT KOOPUHAIIT TOTO, IO iCHYE 3 HAYKO-
BOI IIEPCIEKTUBH, 1 TOTO, IO Ma€ 6YmMu 3 MOPAJIBHOI, & TOMY MAKCUMAJIHHO
nparte noefHaru dbakTu i3 MiHHOCTAMY, JificHicThb 3 ineasamu (13, c. X].

Cupasgi, cam 1. Kanr y apyriit pepaknii Berymy g0 KCC 3ragye mpo
rimboky Gesonuio (Kluft), mo BiaMerkoBye HaguyTTeBe Bin sBuIn i He
JI03BOJIsI€ M y ME€BHUIT CIIOCIO BIUIMBATHU OJ[HE HA IHIIE, & TAKOXK IIPO Te, IO
pedIeKTyBaJIbHA CIIIA, CYJPKEeHHST POOUTH MOYKJIMBUM IIE€PEXiJT BiJl 4MCTOrO
TEOPETUIHOTO PO3YMY O YHCTOrO MPAKTUIHOrO, Bij cmocoly ITyMaHHS
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3riHO 3 MPUHITUIIAMY TPUPO/IN JI0 CIIOCO0Y MYMAaHHS 3riTHO 3 IPUHITUIIAMA
cBobomu [KdU 175-176]. YriM, ykazany 1pobieMy MOXKJIUBOCTI HOOY10BU
miicuol cucremu dinocodil (ZOKTPUHU) MOXKHA BBAXKATU 3HAYUMOIO 3
OIJIsiJly Ha BUKOPHCTAHHS BHUCHOBKIB 13 IPOIEIEBTUYHOI KPUTUKH JIJIsi
yTBOpeHHs 11 MIIHUX TiBaJMH, TOOTO HE CTITbKU 3a 3MIiCTOM, CKiJIHBKU
30 Hacaidkamu. BB CIYIIHOIO B I[OMY KOHTEKCTI MEHI BHJIAETHCS JLyM-
ka E.Kacipepa, skmit mpornonye OImiHUTH icTOpudHe 3HadYeHHd KaHTOBOI
tperbol «Kpurukums», Buxomsaum i3 toro, mo came i3 dinocodil Kinma
XVIII cr. yrBOpeno marepiaj /i HOro KPUTHYIHOIO NUATAHHS, 1 HEPII
Hi2K PO3IVISIIATHA YUC/IeHHI OKpeMi muTannsd, dki migaiMaorses 1. Kanrom y
IIBOMY TBODI, BUSIBUTH TY 3a20.AbHY NPOOAEMY, HAJL PO3B’I3aHHSAM SIKOI BiH
[paIfoBaB. Takom 3arajbHOK TpobeMor0 st (pisocoda, K CTBEPIKYE
E. Kacipep, € onna i3 6a30Bux mpobsieM Tpa uiliitHol MmeTadi3uku, 30Kpema
MeTradi3udHol TesIeoIoril, — npobaema HOUBIOYANLHO20 BOPMOYMEOPEHH.A
(individuellen Formung) [6, c.303,306]3. Llinkom y ayci kpuruku L. Kanr
MipKy€ B TAKOMY HAIIPSAMKY: MIEPII HiXK I0-HEOY/Ib TOBOPUTHU IIPO JIONLILHI
(GOPMOYTBOPEHHST Y TPUPOIl Ta MUCTEIITBI, HEOOXITHO IaTH BiIITOBIIbH
Ha NHUTAHHS <«3aBIsKW sKIifl Ii3HABAJIBHIN CIPOMOXKHOCTI si MOXKY IIPO
HOAX CYIAUTH, HACKIJIBKHA MPABOMIPDHUM i 00’€KTHBHO 3HAUYIUM Oyie MO€
cymxkenns?» (E.Kacipep rakox narasye, mo npunaiimai 3 gacis Iliorina
iles opraHisaMy I imes Kpacu IIOB’dA3yIOTbCd i3 mpobsemoro dopmu Ta
BUPAXKAIOTh BiHOIIEHHSI CBITY YuCTOI (pOpPMU O CBITY SIBUII;, yce JificHe
sIK 3arajioM, TaK i B OKpeMHUX JYaCTHHAX Ma€ (OPMY, OCKIIbKHU 38 HUM CTOITh
abcosmorauii dhopmyrounit posym [6, c. 298].)

ITo-TpeTe, BugB/IsIIOMN TOJIOBHUIM 3MICT i pobieMaTuKy Tperhol «Kpu-
THKN», HeOOXi/IHO KepyBaTuch KaHnTOBOIO HACTAHOBOIO — HEPII Hi2K CY/UTH
Ipo OKpeMi i7el, BapTo cxonumu ider 3G2an0om, ajKe, sik BIH 3a3HAYAE
nanpukiami IlepenmosBun g0 apyroro Bumanus mepinol «Kputukns, «B
YCAKOMY TBOPi, OCODIUBO SKIIO BiH PO3ropTaeThest y popmi BiibHOT Oecin,
MOXKHAQ BUKOIIQTHU, BUPUBAIOYHN 3 KOHTEKCTY OKpeMi MicIig 1 IOpiBHIOIOYH 1X
OJTHE 3 OJIHUM, IO3ipHI CyNEepPevIHOCTI, MO KUJIAIOTh TiHL HA BBECH TBIp B
0YaxX THX, IO MOKJJIIAIOTHCI HA UyXKY OIIHKY, ajie JIyXKe JIETKO MOXKYThb
OyTu pO3B’sI3aHI TWM, XTO OIAHYBaB i/I€I0 B IMJIOMY»; II€ JIO3BOJIUTH HE
TIJIBKA OCBOITH aBTOPCBHKHI 3aJyM #AK CUCTEMHE Ilijie, aJjie, MOPiBHIOIYN

3 IITonpaBaa B aHIVIO-aMEPHKAHCHKINH Tpajauimil MpeICTaBIEHa iHIIA BEpCis TOTo,
mo crmouykaso l. Kanra no mamucanmns KCC. Tak, II. laitep, mocumarouucs Ha APYTy
penakiio Beryy, 3a3Hadae, mo KaHToBa «KOHIEIIisl CACTEMAaTUIHOCTI (pOPM i 3aKOHIB
npupoau nepeabdadae npsamy Binmosiab Ha FOMoBy npobisiemy HeOOXiITHOCTI Kay3aabHUX
sakoHiB» [8, c.551|. Hanesre, I. Kaut i B Tperiii «Kpuruni» mo-ceoeMy cuHTe3yBaB
KOHTHHEHTAJIbHY PalliOHAJIICTUYHY Ta OPUTAHCHKY eMIIipu4Hy dinsocodiro.
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JYMKH aBTOPA IMOJIO MEBHOTO MPeJIMeTa, MOJAEKYIN i 3po3yMiTu #loro Ha-
BiTh Kpaine, Hixk BiH cam cebe posymis [KdrV B XLIV, 370]. fkmo B
bOMY KOHTEKCTi Opartu 3a 1ijie Bcio KaHTOBY «KPUTHUYHY CIPaBys», TO 11
rOJIOBHA IHTEHIIisI TIOJISITA€ B TOMY, 0D MOCMasumu Y NpasoOMIpHI OAf HUX
MEHCT 6CT NIZHABAALHE CNPOMOHCHOCTIE MPAHCUEHOEHMAALHO20 CYO exma
i Ha IOMY MiArPYHTI 3’sCyBaTy BiIIOBIAb Ha MUTAHHS: YU MOXKJIABA 1
K MOXKJIMBA 3aBJgKU KPUTHI YUCTOI CIPOMOXKHOCTI IizHaHH#A (TOOTO
CIIPOMOXKHOCTI CYJIUTU 32 AIPIOPHUME IIPUHIUIIAMEA) JOKTPUHA HA OCHOBI
TOro, MO BAACTUBO MM Hamum crupomoxkuoctam? [KdU 176]. Orxe, y
nepmiiit «Kpuruni» 1. KanT nocrasus y Mexki 3aKOHHOCTI (TeopeTnaHmii)
PO3CY[L, ¥ ApyTiit — (IpakTUIHUi) po3yM, a B TpeTiii — (pediiekTyBabHy )
CWIy CyJzKeHHsI. Pa3oM BOHEM yTBOPIOIOTH CUCTEMY BUIIUX IMI3HABAJIHHUAX
CIIPOMOXKHOCTEH, siKi MalOTh BJIACHI anmpiOpHI KOHCTUTYTHUBHI ab0 peryJis-
TUBHI TPUHIIMIIN, & PO3CY/], 1 pO3yM, KpPiM TOrO, 1€ i 3aKOHOJ/IABCTBYIOTH Y
nesHiit napusi (das Gebiet) — napuHi TOHATE TPUPOJY T& TOHATTS CBOGOIH
BigmosigHo. Cujia CyJ?KeHHsI, X049a 1 He Ma€ BJIACHOI IAPDUHU, IIPOTE Ma€
ninguky (ein Boden) mis moGymosu Meradisuku, 9Ky HEOOXIIHO TOCTIIUTH
HACTIIBKM TJINOOKO, HACKUIBKHU Csla€ MepIna TigBajrmHa CIPOMOXKHOCTI
He3aJeKHUX Bif mocBimy mpuamumis. s miel mpingaaku maiicanM € 11 Bia-
CHUIl TPAHCUEHIEHTAJIbHII IPUHIIAIL — NPUHUUT GOPMANLHOT JoUiALHOCT
npupodu [KAU 176-177]. Xoua neit npunnun € cyto cyb’ekmushum (y
KanTiBcbkomy cemci), TOOTO cujia CyIzKEeHHs BCTAHOBJIIOE 3aKOH HE IIPUPOI
Ta He CBOOOJI, & BHKJIOYHO Jyist caMol cebe (reaBTOHOMIsi), mpoTe BiH
amIpiopHUi, a OTKe, BKa3y€e Ha BCe3arajibHy yYMOBY, BUKJIIOTHO 34 sIKOI pedi
MOXKYTb cTaru 06’ekramu Hamoro nisnanns [KdU 31-32; 181-182).
BI/ICHOBKOM J10 HaBeJIeHUX I\/IipKyBaHb MOZKe€ CTaTHu TBEP/2KEHHsd Ca-
moro I.Kanra 1momo kosa muranb, skuMm npucssdeHa KCC. Bowo, mo
cyTi, 0OMexKyeThest TphoMa: (1) Yu Mae Cuia Cy/RKeHHd K OJHA 13 BU-
MUX [I3HABAJILHUX CIPOMOXKHOCTeH (1opyd i3 poscymoM i po3ymoMm) cBoi
anpiopui npuniuny; (2) gKUMU € [ UPUHIUIM: KOHCTUTYTUBHUME ab0
cyTo perynaaTuBHUMHA (1 He MOCBIAIYIOTH KOmHOI BiiacHOI mapuan); (3)
UM Jla€ BOHA IPABHJIA a Priori HOUyTTIO 337I0BOJIEHHS T2 HE3aI0BOJICHHI*

4 B. Tepsrenpkuii nepexnas e KauTiBcbKe MOHATTS $IK MOUYyTTsl BTIXH Ta HEBTIXH.
Opnak, Ha Milf O, OLIBIT TOYHUM Oy/ie «IOUyTTA 33/I0BOJICHHS Ta HE3a0BOJICHHS».
B AxkaneMmiuHOMYy TIyMadHOMY CJIOBHHKY CJIOBO <«3aJ0BOJICHHSI» — IOUyTTS 1 CTaH
BJIOBOJIEHHSI YMM-HEOY/b; 3aJI0BOJIEHICTh. «BTixay — mouyTrsi pajiocrti, 3a/10BOJIEHHS,
BUKJIMKAQHE KUM-, YUM-HeOy/b; ajie Ma€ TaKOXK JOJATKOBI HepeleBaHTHI KOHOTAIl —
3abaBa, po3Bara; Te, IO 3aCIOKOIOE KOro-HEOYIb, IOJIETIIYE TOpe, CyM, HECIOKIH,
XBUJIIOBaHHA 1 T.1iH. /g mopiBHsiHHsA: y Tprox nepeksagax KCC aHIiiicbKoo MOBOIO
pisui nepekiazadi (James Creed Meredith (1911/1928), Werner S. Pluhar (1987), Paul
Guyer ta Eric Matthews (2000)) nepeknananu Gefiihle der Lust und Unlust sk feeling
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(Gefiihle der Lust und Unlust) gk cepeauboMy 4jieHy MizK CIPOMOKHI-
CTIO TI3HAHHA Ta CIIPOMOXKHICTIO OayKaHHsi, TOOTO sK OAHIN 13 BHUIINX
cupoMoxkHOCTell aymi (4u, sk 1pononye nepeksainaru Kanriseeke das
Gemiit B. Tepienpkuii, moMmuciy), mo MicraTb y cobl aBTOHOMIIO (mOpy4
i3 cipoMoXKHiCTIO Mi3HaHHs Ta cpoMoxkHicTIo Gaxkannst) [KdU 168]. IIlo
crocyerbcsi KaHTOBOI BiZIOBiI Ha BKa3aHI NMUTAHHs, TO 1€ IOTpedye He
TiTbKW yBaKHOTO MPOYUTAHHS Ta KOMEHTATOPCHKOT'O BUKJIATY TEKCTY
KCC, ame i 3magnoo Mmipowo anaaimuunoi pexoncmpyxuyii Kanmosozo
3a0ymy 3azasom (3 ypaxyBaHHSM BKa3aHUX BHIIE TPHOX MOMEHTIB).

Binmrosxyrouucs Bijg Tesu E. Kacipepa mpo Te, mo came meradizuana
TeJIe0JIorisl cTaJjia BiIIPpaBHUM IIYHKTOM JyIs MipKyBaHnb . KanTa y Tperiit
«Kpurumi», MokHa cripobyBaTu PEKOHCTPYIOBATHU Te, IO BiH 3IiHCHUB y
MeXKax ITbOr'0 TBOPY Ha 3aBEPIEHHS BJIACHOI «KpUTHIHOI cupasus. Ille 3
qaciB aHTHYIHOCTI TEJIEOJIOTisSI TPAKTYETHCA K BUEHHS, MO MICTUTL y coOi
JIBA ACIIEKTH: OHMOA02iwHul (BUEHHS NP0 IIJIBOBY IPUYUHY, IIPO JOIiIb-
HICTB $IK CBITY 3arajoMm, Tak i OKpeMux HOro 9aCTHH) Ta 2H0Ce0A02iuHUul
(misraBaybHMI miaxig i noscaoBabHU tpuanun). I. Kanm, Buxoqgaun i3
3araJibHOl HACTAHOBU <«KOIIEPHUKAHCHKOI'O IIEPEBOPOTY», POOUMb HA20AOC
HA 2HOCEON02TYHOMY GCNEKMI Meneono2ti 1 HaBITh BBaXkae, IO BCi TOIIe-
peJHi TeJIeoIoriYHi BYEHHS € HECIPOMOXKHUMHU (YOMy HpHCBsueHi §72-73
«JliaJIeKTUKY TeJIEOIOTIMHOT CUIIN CYJ/KEHHST» ).

KanToBuit KpuTwaHMI 111/1X11 3HAYHO TPAHCHOPMYE 3araJibHy HACTAHO-
BY I'HOCEOJIOTIYHOIO ACHEKTY TpauIiinol MetadizudHol Testeostorii. fKimo
B MeXKaX OCTAHHbOI BU3HABAJIOCH JIBa NUISAXU IH3HAHHS (3 MO3ULIT KO-
HEYIHOIO Ta 3aJeKHOTO IHTEJEKTY Ta 3 MO3UIlil 6€3yMOBHOTO i TBOPYOIO
inrenekry) [6, c.298], To I.KanT Gepe mo yBarm TiJIBKH OJMH, IPOTE
CyTTEBO HOro BUIO3MiHIOE. 3TiIHO 3 (DijocodOM, TPaHCIEHIeHTAIbHII
cy0’eKT Mae 06MedHCEHT NIZHABAABHE CTEPOMONCHOCTNG; BiH, CIIPABI, MOYU-
Ha€ IM3HAHHA 3 OJMHUYHUX pedveil, IOpiBHIOE 1X 1 00’eaHye y Buau 1 ponu,
aJte, Ha Bimminy Bim emmipukis, . Kant Busnae, mo 1eit cyd’eKT KepyeThCs
TaKOXK 1 BIacHIMU anpiopanmu dopmamu Ta npuaiunamu. [1lo crocyerses
TAKOI'O IIJISAXY II3HAHHY $K 3 IHO3UIlil 6e3yMOBHOIO i TBOPYOI'O iHTEJIEKTY
(3 nepcnekTusu Bora), To dinocod ioro Bigkumae, NpuaoMy He TLIBKH y
Tpetiit «Kpururis, ane me i B nepmiit. Tak, y «Kpurnrii aucroro pozymy»
BiH pO3pi3HsE JIIOACHKAN JUCKYPCUBHUN PO3CYI, AKOMY JIOCTYITHE TLIHKN
qyTTEBE CIOTJIAMAHHA Ta IiABEICHHsT 0COOJMBOTO IIij 3arajbHe, i po3Cy.T
SKOICh 1HITIOT MOKJIMBOI PO3YMHOI iCTOTH, SIKHil CHPOMOYKHUIT HA 1HTEJIEKTY-
asibHe criorisiiaans (inryTtusaumit). Kpim Toro, BiH y TpaHCIeHieHTabHif

of pleasure and displeasure.
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JIAJIEKTHUTI] JIOBOTUTD, IO PO3YM, STKUHl ¥ TEOPETUIHOMY ITI3HAHHI BUXO/IUTH
3a MexKi OYb-IKOro MOXKJIMBOTO JIOCBiYy, 3aIlJIyTyE€ThCH B CyHEPETHOCTIX
(BU€HHSI PO AHTMHOMII YHUCTOIO PO3YyMY), TOMY DPO3YM 3aKOHOIABCTBYE
TITLKU B TAPHUHI MOHATTSA CBOOOJM, & OTXKE, MOXKE JIETITUMHO 3aCTOCO-
BYBATUCh BUKJIIOUHO y cdepi npaktuanoro (y cdepi TeopernvaHoro #oro
dbyHKIIis 3BOAUTHCS JIUIIE 10 PEryIATUBHOIL).

Y tperiit «Kputumi» I. Kant 30H0BY moBepTaeTbes 10 i€l «iHIIOTO
MOYKJIMBOTO PO3CYAYy» 1 ¥ 3B’I3Ky 3 UM — J0 MPOOIeMu Cremmdikm Ha-
mux (JIOJACHKUX) [i3HABAJBLHUX CIIPOMOXKHOCTEl, Ternep yKe B acHeKTi
CHJIN CYJI2KEeHHs, dKa dK pa3 1 BiAMoBijae 3a TmiBeJeHHs 0COOJIUBOTO
i 3arajibHe. Y § 77 BiH NPUXOAUTH JO BUCHOBKY, IO, sIKOM HacIpasii
icHyBaB Takuil iHIMIT PO3CyZd, TO Ie O eJiMIHyBaJO BCIO IPODJIEMATHUKY
OCTAHHBOI 3-TTIOMIK TpboX «KpuTuk», ajzKe st HHOTo He Oyi1o 6 moTpedu B
TyTTEBOMY CIIOIVISIAHHI OCOOJIMBOIO Ta PyXY AYMKHU BiJl 9YaCTUH 0 IiJI0T0
(a came 1iste He MicTHIIO 6 y cOGi BUNAJKOBOCTI 3B’sI3Ky MiXK JaCTHHAMH,
TOOTO MOXKJIMBICTB IIJIONO HE PO3TJIsiJIAach OU sIK 3aJie’KHA BiJl YACTHH,
a HABIIAKU, MOXKJIMBICTb YACTUH B ACIEKTI IX BJIACTUBOCTEH 1 3B’SI3Ky
MUC/IHIIACH OU fK 3aJI€2KHA BiJL IIUIOr0), & TAKOXK Y PO3PI3HEHHI MOKJIUBOIO
ta jificroro [KdU 405-408]. Ockijibku ME He MOXKEMO aHi IiJITBEP/IUTH,
aHl CIIPOCTYBATU iCHYBaHHS TaKOT'O PO3CY/Y, HaM 3aJIMIIAETHCH TIIbKHU
riIOTEeTUYHO MPUITYCTUTH, IO BiH iCHY€E, a Iie JO3BOJUTH HaM, 3 OLJISILY
Ha HASBHICTb y HAc pedJIeKTYBAJBHOI CHJIM CYIKEHHsI, MipKyBaTH IIPO
HEWMOBIpHE PO3MAITTsI OCOOJUBOIO y TPUPOI 3 Mo3uyil 4in020, TOOTO
HiIBOSUTH OCOGMBE TIj 3arasbHe, sKe IMe He jJaHe’ (a came B IHOMY
i mosgrae yHKIS BKA3aHOTO PI3HOBUIY CHJIN CY/KEHHS MOPIBHSIHO 3
BU3HAYAJIBHOWO, fAKil 3arajbHe 3amae poscys). Came B IbOMY KOHTEKCTI
Mae posrisiatuchk Kanrosuit npunyun «nemosbus (als ob)b.

Ienrpanpuum noustram KCC e nonamma doyisvrocmi npupodu, de-

5 SIx saysaxcye P.3akept, pedsIeKTyBa/ibHI CyI’KeHHS <«IIPEJCTABIISIOTH O0’€KTH
€IMHUMU 3 ypaxyBaHHsSM IXHBOI'O CKJIaJy, ClieludidHux 1 pi3HOMAHITHUX XapaKTepu-
CTUK»; y HUX MU IPUIIISEMO OCOOJIMBY yBary TOMY, IO Biipi3Hsie reBHUT 00’€KT Bif
iHmmx, o6’eqHAHNUX il OOpaHUM HAMU IIEBHHM IIOHATTAM. A Iie JO3BOJISIE BUIPABUTH
abo K HiATBEpAWTH Hallle eMIIipuYHe BU3HavaJbHe Cy/pKeHHd [14, c. 70, 76].

6 SIx szasmauae B.Tepsenpkuit y KomeHTapsix i mpumitkax g0 «Kpurukm cmmm
cymkeHHs», . KaHT BUKOPUCTOBYE II€il CIIOJIyYHHK Yy CBOIN KpuTud4Hii dimocodil aisa
IO3HAYEHHs TaKOl TEOPETHYHOI YHM INPAKTUYHOI CHUTYyallil, y #Kiif CTOCOBHO IEBHUX
MOHATH abo ieil MM HEe MOXKEMO I'OBOPHUTH IIPO II3HAHHSA YH IIOBEJIHKY y BJIACTHUBOMY
3HAYEHHI UX HNOHATH. Pi3HI MOJyCH «HEMOBOH»-HACTAHOBU (<«HAWBHUINA IHTEJTINCHILIA»,
«KOKHa PO3yMHa iCTOTa» fAK <«3aKOHOJABYMII YJIEH y 3arajlbHOMY IIapCTBi Iijeit»,
BXKHMBaHHs IOHSATH B €CTETUKO-TEJIEOJIOTIYHIM HACTAHOBI Tak, HEMOBOU 3aBIsKH HUM
ONKCY€EThCsI Te, sIK YJIAIITOBAHUN CBIT) JAlOTh 3MOrY yTBODPIOBATH CYAXKEHHS IIPO
HepeaJibHe, He IIE€PEeTBOPIOI0YNCH Y po3MoBu npo dikrusHe [1, c. 542-543).
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pe3 sKe PO3KPHUBAETHCS 3MICT TPAHCIEHJIEHTAILHOTO MPUHIMILY pedJie-
KTyBaJbHOI cunm cymkennd. Sk 3a3nadae E. Kacipep, y cydacnomy cio-
BOBXKUTKY TOHATTS JIOMIJIBHOCTI 3HAYHOIO MipOIO BiJIPI3HSAETHCS Bijl TOTO,
AKe CceMaHTH4YHe 3HadYeHHa BoHO Majo Hanpukimmi XVIII cr.” 3a wacis
I. KanTa BOHO O3HAYAJIO 63GEMO36°A30K i 63GEMOJIO YACTMUH 3460AKU
idei Yin020, Y3TOIKEHICTD, JIOPEYHICTh YOTr0-HEOYIb JJIsi 9OroCh IHIIIOTO.
Bararo B womy momsaTTa mominbHOCTI y dinocoda MOKpHUBAIO Te IOJE
sHavenb, axe y I.B.Jlgitouina monaTTa rapmomii® [6, c.306-307]. Iire
9yTTEBO HE CIIPUINMAETHCsI, TOMY HOTO HEOOXiTHO B IEBHUH CIIOCIO MUCIUTH
(abo siK peasbHO icHyIOUe, af0 sIK TIIOTETHYIHO IEpeabadyBaHe JJisl HAC
sIK Ccy6’€KTiB Mi3HAHHS); & OCKIIBbKY IiJIBeIEHHs] 0COBIUBOTO MiJl 3araJib-
He, CIIBBiJIHOIIIEHHS] YaCTUHHU Ta IIJIOT0 HAJIEXKUTH IO IOPUCIUKINI CHIN
CY/I?KEHHSI, TO ITIJTKOM 3aKOHOMIPDHO, IO TPEIMETOM AaHAJI3y OCTAHHBOL
KanTosol «Kputukuy» crae came I BUIIA Mi3HABAIbHA CIIPOMOXKHICTD B 11
0co0IUBOMY — PedJIEKTYBATHLHOMY — MOJIYC.

HorinpaicTs mpuponn B Mexkax KCC — 1e ocobiinBe anpiopHe TOHATTSI,
dKe He € KaTeropi€io, OCKiJIbKH IOPO/2KEHEe He PO3CYJIO0M, & BHUKJIOTHO
pedJIeKTYBAJIBHOIO CHJIOKD CYJXKEHHS JIJIs BJACHUX IOTPED, TOOTO IJIst
TOro, MOO KOPUCTYBATUCHL HUM, MIDKYIOUH IIPO IPEJAMETH HpUpOoAu (gK
apeaMeT BiAdyTTiB), MAaTH HA yBa3i MAKCHMMAJLHO [OBHUI 36 °#30% JocGi-
dy. OCKIJIbKY PeaIbHOrO iCHYBAHHSI TAKOI CHCTEMATHIHOI €IHOCTI MU He
MO2KEMO JIOBECTU, TO MU 11 TiJIbKU ITOCTYJIIOEMO Ta IIPUITYCKAEMO, a OTKe,
1€l alpiOpHMIA IPUHITUIL € BCHOT'O JIUIIE MAKCUMON PEPAEKMYEANLHOT CUAU
cyodorcenna. 3aBIsIKA OCTaHHIM MU 1O (GOpMI MIPKYEMO PO MPUPOLY SK
PO JIOTIBHY, K IPO TaKy, y sSKiii 6baraToMaHiTHE € CHCTEMHO OPTaHi30-
BauuM. Sk 3asnauae 1. Kanr, 6e3 gomyImeHHs Takol mpaHCcyeHIermaivHol
doyiavrocmi npupodu (IOAO CIPOMOXKHOCTI mi3HaHHs Cy6’eKTa) [UId HAC
HEMOXKJIMBO Oyyio 6 30arHyTu 3a Oe3KiHEYHO PO3MAITUM y MPHUPOJL HAa
eMITIPUIHOMY PIiBHI OyIb-SIKWil TOPSIOK, JLIATH 11 MPOAYKTH HA POIA

7 IIpo muUpOTYy CydYacHOrO PO3YMiHHS IIOHSITH <I[JIb» (Zweck) 1 «mouinbHIiCTb>
(ZweckméBigkeit) MOXKHaA CKJIACTH ySIBJICHHsI, HAIPUKJIAJ, 3BEPHYBIINCH IO DPOGOTH
Trondepa (mus.: [12]).

8 M. Canuec-Pompirec creepmkye, mo crasiaeuns 1. Kanra 7m0 naiiGHineBcbKo-
BoJIb(iBCHKOI MeTadi3uku € aMbiBaJiIeHTHUM. 3 OJHOrO OOKY, Tif, Ha JyMKy (disocoda,
OpaKyBaJjo KPUTHKH JIIOJCHKOTO PO3yMy Ta 6yJi0 BJIACTUBO HEXTYBAHHS JUCKYDPCUBHUM
XapaKTEePOM JIIOJACHKOIO Ii3HAHHS, a 3 1HIIOro — ifles1 Hamepes BCTAHOBJIEHOI FapMOHIl,
NIPaBUJILHO IPOIHTEPIPETOBAHA, IIIJIKOM CIIPOMOXKHA BUTPUMATH TaKy KPUTUKY. Binrak,
I. Kanr y KCC kpuruuno tpaucdopmysas inero I'. B. JIaitbuina namepen BCTaHOBICHOL
rapMoHil 1 BUKOpUCTaB 11 JyIst O6rpyHTYBaHHs Cy6’ €KTHBHOIO IPUHIMUILY JouiabHoCTi [11,
. 191-192]. A.Viopsir (Jauernig) takox mimrpumye mymky, mo KasTiBcbka KpHUTHKA
dinocodii I'. B.JIaitbuina ckopime Oyna cnpsiMOBaHa IPOTH JsiOHIIEaHCTBa, HiXK
camoro I'. B. JIaitbuina (qus.: [9]).
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i Buam (3miiicHioBaru «crerudikaniio UPUPOIU» ), MO0 NPUHIUIA II0-
SICHEHHSI Ta PO3YMIHHS OJHOTO 3aCTOCOBYBATH TAKOXK JJIsI MOSCHEHHS 1
PO3YMIiHHS iHIIIOT0, 3PEMITOIO 3 TAKOT'O 3aIlJIyTAHOTO JIjId HAC PI3SHOMAHITTS
(y crity 0OMeXKeHOCT] HAINX TI3HABATBHUX CIIPOMOYKHOCTEN) CTBOPIOBATH
3B’3HUN JTIOCBIJT; AK HACIIOK, MU HE MaJik O TIPOBITHOT HUTKU JIJTsT JIOCBi LY
i iioro mocitipKeHHsi. Biarak, rojoBHe npu3HadeHHs PedIeKTyBaIbHOI CH-
JI CYJI?KEHHSI TIOJIATAE B TOMY, 1[0 BOHA 3aB/ISKHA CBOEMY AIIPIOPHOMY IIPUH-
Uiy Hakasye cy0’eKTy MIpKyBaTH PO MPUPOLY BIAMOBIAHO MO 3aKOHY,
axuit [. KanT HazuBae 3akoHOM crienudikarliii mpupoau 1mo/I0 11 eMITipuaTHnx
3aKOHIB (06’€KTUBHUIL CTATYC SIKOTO 3aJHIaeThest mpobsremarnannm) [KdU
182-186].

OcobiuBY CKJIAIHICTD JJTsi EKCILTIKAIT TPAHCIIEHIEHTAJIBHOI (biocodil
I. KanrTa 3aramom, sk i 3micty KCC 30kpema, yTBOPIOIOTH HOr0o YIHC/IEHH]
xaacudirayii’ ma npomucmasserns. IIpore BOHU € JOBOJI BaXKIMBUMUI ISt
PO3YMIHHS CYTi BCi€l «KPUTHUYHOI CIIPaBU», OCKIJIBKH JIAI0Th MOXKJIUBICTH
OKPECJIUTU MeKi JIOILyCTUMOI'O BXKHUTKY IIEBHOTO TEPMIHY B KOHKPETHOMY
kouTekcTi. IIlo crocyerbca mousaTTa JormiabHOCTI Tpupoau, To . Kant
CIIOYATKY BinpizHsie ioro i nouarra npakruduol poniibaocti [KAU 180-
181] (ma w0 BaXKJIMBO OKPEMO BKa3aTh, 00 <«IIb» 1 <«IOIIbHICTEY —
e TMOHATTS po3yMy, i B KOHTeKCTI apyroi «Kputmkus» acoriomoTbes e-
peaycim i3 Kanrtosoro mpaktudaHoo dimocodier), a moTiM HpoBOAUTH
oro BHYTPIIIHIA 1oia Ha pisHux migcraBax. lle 060B’si3K0BO HEOOXiTHO
O6paru 70 yBaru, anajgisyoounm okpemi uacrumau Tekcty KCC. Tak, camy
JoliibHicTs npupogu dinocod nompinge Ha npupoiHy i ymwucHy (iHTeH-
[ifiny); KO [epIia HAJeXKUTb 10 DPedIIEeKTYBAIBHOI CHIIU CyJKEeHHs
Ta MOTPeOy€e IMaHEHTHOrO BXKHUTKY PO3YMY, TLILKH 3apajid JIOCBiMLy, TO
Jpyra — JI0O BU3HAYAJILHOI CUJIU CYJZKEHHs Ta TOTpedye po3yMmy B #oro
nozameskHOMy (TpaHciesaenTHOMY ) BKuTKy [KdU 41-42]. Tleprunii pisuo-
Bu, gonibHOCTI pupoau 1. KanT momisnse Ha cy0’eKTuBHY it 00’€KTUBHY
[KAU 193; §61], i came 1eii 1O/ia JI€2KUTH B OCHOBI IIOJLy TPAKTaTy Ha
«Kputuky ecreTnanol cuiu cyazKennsy i «Kputuky teseosoriduol cuin
CyJKeHHsT». ¥ Iepiniii yactuni Tpersol «Kpurtukus disocod mpoBoguThb
aHaJIi3 JOIMJILHOCTI (DOPM HMPUPOIX MO0 HAIIUX IMI3HABAJBHUX CIIPOMO-
KHOCTeH, a B APYTiil — JOIIIBLHICTh MPeIMeTiB TPUPOIN Y2Ke IMOAO0 OJIHE
JI0 OJTHOTO, &JI€ TLIHKU 3 MEPCIEKTUBY HAIIOTO CIIPUAHATTS IIHOT'0 BiHOIIE-
uusi. TobTo, SKINO B MEPIIOMY BHIAJKY HIETbCS PO aHAJII3 BiIHOIIEHHS
ob’ekta 70 cy6’ekra 3 mosuiil cyb’ekTa (cyb’exkmuena JdouiabHicms), TO
y JIpyromy — IIpo BimHoIleHHsT 06’ekTa j10 00’€KTa, ajie 3HOBY K TaKW 3
nosurii cy6’ekra (06 exmuena douiavricms). Kpim toro, I. Kanr nogiise
JolibHicTh npupoau Ha dbopmasbay Ta Marepiaabay [KdU §§10-11, 62],
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a TakoXK Ha BinHoCcHY Ta BHyTpimH [KdAU §§ 15, 63].

Io cTocyeTbCst MOHATTS «CHUJIa CY/PKEHHSI», TO BarXKJUBO TAKOXK YCBi-
BUIAJKY. BiH cucTeMaTHdHO HATOJIONIYE HA HEOOXiTHOCTI PO3MEXKYBAHHS
BusHavasbHOI (bestimmenden) i peduekrysasnbuoi (reflektierenden) cuiu
CyJIZKEHHSI, IPUYOMY Take po3pisneHHs BBonuThcs I. KanTom came y Tperiit
«Kpururi» (y nmepmift «Kpuruigi» te, mo Bigremep iMeHyeTbcsi BU3HA-
YaJIbHOIO CUJIOI0 CYJIZKEHHsI, IMO3HAYAJOCH sIK «TPAHCIEHIEHTAJILHA CHJIA
CY/IZKeHHsI B3araji», a B JPYIiid — K <«IIPAKTUYHA CUJIAa CYJZKEHH» ), Y
AKI# mpeaMeToM aHaIi3y cTae 11 apyruit pizuosua. PedekTyBanbiy cury
CyJI>KEHHSI BiH IIOJIi/IsI€ HA €CTETUYHY 1 T€JI0JIOriuHy. A rOBOPSIYN IIPO BUIH
pedIeKTYBAIbHUX CYJZKEHD, 1€ OiJIbIle YTOYHIOE Ta KOHKPETU3YE IIpe-
JIMET CBOTO JOCJiTHUIBLKOTO iHTepecy. ¥ nepriit yactuai KCC dinocod
aHajizye ecmemuuni cydoicenns pedaexcii (Ha BiIMIHY Bl ecTeTHIHUX
Cy/IKEHb BIIUIyTTs, HAIPUKJIAJ], MPUEMHOTO, 1 CYKEHb IPO MOPAJIBHHO
n1o6pe), MOJUISIOUN IX HA CYJIKEHHsI PO IIPEeKPACHE Ta CYIKEHHS IIPO
miJiHeceHe, a B JIPYTiil — meaeosoziuni cyodrcenns npo npedmemu npupo-
ou ax wini, abo npo opeanizosani cymmuocmi (Organisierte Wesen)? (ma
Bigminy Big 06’exkrTuBHUX (bOpMATLHUX (MATEMATHIHUX), TEJICOJOTIHUX
BU3HAYAJILHUX Ta 00’ €KTUBHUX MaTepiaJbHUX BIIHOCHUX CylKeHb). OTxe,
AKIIO criBBiguecTn pisui Kamrosi kmacudikariii HOIMJIbHOCTI TPUPOIN Ta
BUIU PedIIeKTyBaIbHOI CHJIM CY/I2KEHHS, TO BUiiJle, IO €CTETUYHI CyJKe-
HHsI TIPO IpeKpacHe (YuCTi CYJPKEeHHsI CMaKy ) IepeidavaoTh cy0 eKTUBHY,
dopMabHY Ta BHYTPIITHIO JOIMJIBHICTE; €CTETUYHI Cy/IKEHHSI IPO i THe-
ceHe — cy0’eKTuBHY, (bOpPMabHY Ta BITHOCHY IONUIBHICTD; TEJIEOJOTidHI
CY/I2KEHHSI TIPO MPOIYKTH IPUPOIH K ITijIi — 00’ €KTUBHY, MaTepiaabHy Ta
BHYTPIIIHIO JIOIJIBHICTb.

I3 Takoro yrounenus 1. Kant pobuTh BUCHOBOK, IO TPAHCIIEHIEHTAIb-

DERYAATNUBHUM OAA CIPOMOACHOCTE NidnarmA. BiH 3a3Hadae, M0 3aBXKIM
Ma€ CUJIy MaKCHMa: TaM, Jie M3HAHHA 00’€KTiB MepPeBUIy€e CIIPOMOXKHICTD
po3cyay, HeobxiaHo MUCIUTH 00’€KTHU BiAIOBIIHO 0 BIACTUBUX JIJTsT HAIIOL
JIFOJICHKOI ITPUPOJIA YMOB BUKOPUCTAHHS IIIE] CIPOMOYKHOCTI; 1 SIKITO CyJI2Ke-
HHsI HE MOXYTb OYyTH KOHCTUTYTUBHMME IPUHIUIIAME, SIKi BA3HAYAIOTH

9 Kanrosuit repmin Organisierte Wesen, sik mpaBuiIo, epeKJIaIaloTh K «OPraHi3M»,
Xod4a, Ha Miif IOIVIAM, Iie HALTO 3BYyKye cdepy #oro 3acrocyBanus. Timbku y §81 KCC
3yCTpivaeTbes CI0BO «organisches» (opraniune), B iHmumx wmicrgax y I Kanra figerscsa
npo opratizosaHi (BHopsiaKoBaHi, cucTeMHi) cyTHocTi (Cylue, 30Kkpema icrorn).
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00’€KT SKUM BiH €, TO BOHU BCE K 3aJIUIIAIOThCS PEryJIATUBHUMU TIPUH-
IUIAMH, IO BiAMOBIZAIOTH JIOACHKUM IIJIAM. 3 OIVISAY Ha Iie, MOHATTS
JOTIIBHOCTI IpUPOAN B 11 TPOAYKTax € CyO’€KTUBHUM IPUHIIUIIOM PO3YMY
JJIsT JIFOJICHKOI CHJIM CYI2KEHHsI, sIKUi, Oy[ydu peryjsTUBHUM, Ma€ TaKy
caMy HEOOXiTHY 3HAYUMICTDb, K HIOMTO BiH OYyB 00’€KTUBHUM MPUHITUIIOM
[KdU 402-405]. Ilo crocyeThbest eCTeTUYHUX CYiKeHb peduiiekcil Ta KoH-
CTUTYTUBHOTO IMPUHITAITY JIJIS MOYYTTS 33/I0BOJIEHHS 1 HE3aJJ0BOJIEHHS, TO
3aJI0BOJIEHHS {IK BiJI TPEKPACHOT0, TaK 1 BiJ IiTHECEHOTO € 338 KIIbKICTIO —
3araJbHO3HAYNMUM, 38 SIKICTIO — MO30aBJIEHNM iHTepecy, 3a BiIHOIIEH-
JIa€ ySBJIEHHS PO CYyO €KTUBHY JOIUJIBHICTD, 38 MOJAJIbHICTIO —
IPEJICTABISAE TaKy JONibHiCTL sk HeoOxinuy [KdU §24|. Bimminaicrs
Mi2K HUMHU TOJISITA€ TLIBKH B TOMY, IO 3aJOBOJICHHS BiJI MPEKPACHOTO €
NO3UMUSHUM 3G0080AEHHAM BiJ TADMOHII MI3HABAJIBHUX CIIPOMOXKHOCTEH
(BuoOpazkenHsi, abo ysiBH, 1 PO3CYyly), sIKy MH I[OB’SI3y€MO 3 YsBJIEH-
HAM TPO TIPEJMET, KOJM HasmpaeMmo ifioro mpekpacauMm [KdU 217-218|,
a Bl miZHEeCEeHOro — CKOpillle HE2AMUBHUM (WAHYSAHHAM YU NOBA2010),
OCKITBKU MU BiT9yBa€MO HEBIIMOBITHICTD YSBU B €CTETUYHOMY BU3HAYEHHI
BeJIMYWH i3 BU3HAYEHHSAM dYepe3 PO3yM, A€ 6800HO4%AC MU BiIIyBaeMO
3a0060A€HHA Bl TOTO, IO YCBIIOMJIIOEMO HAIlli HEOOMEXKEHI MOXKJIUBOCTI
qepe3 CIIPOMOXKHICTh BUXOJY 38 MeXKi 9yTTEBOCTI, Y APUHY TPAKTUIYHOTO
[KdU 244-245; 257-258].

Hacamkinernps BaKIMBO 3a3HAYUTH, 1110, 3rigHO 3 I. KanTom, Teseosori-
9HI Cy2KEHHsI OibIe moTpeOyloTh KPUTHKM, HIXK €CTeTHYHi, ajke 0e3
TaKOl KPUTHUKU MEPII 3aKJINKAIOTh PO3YM POOUTH YMOBHUBOIU, SKi MO-
KYTh 3aryOUTHCH y TTO3aAMEXKHOMY, TOM1 K JIPYTi BUMAraioTh KJIOIITKOTO
JIOCJTT?KeHHSI TIABKHU JIJI TOrO, MO0 BOHW HAaBITH 3a CBOIM IPUHIIUIIOM
He 00MEeXKYBaJINCh BUKJIIOYHO EMIIIPUYHUM, a IIPeTeHIyBaJd Ha HeoOXiTHY
sHaunMicTh Jyuist kKoxkHoro [KdU 51-53].

Bucnosku. «Kpurtukoro cumm cymkenusi» 1. Kant 3aBepirye Biacmy
«KPUTUYHY CIIPaBy», T'OJIOBHE 3aBJIAaHHs SKOI IOJIATAJO B JIOCJIKEHHI
MATAHHSA PO JIZKEpesia Ta MexXKi amnpiopaoro mizuanss. s camoro gito-
coda Iie 3aBIaHHs He 0yJI0 CAaMOINJIIIO, aJKe BiH HEOJHOPA30BO i B CAMUX
«Kpurukaxs, i B IucTaX HATOJIONIYBAB, IO MPI€, CIIUPAIOYNCH HA KPUTUKY
TPHOX BHUINUX II3HABAJIBHUX CIIPOMOMKHOCTEH (DPO3CYy, CHJIU CyJKEeHHs
Ta po3ymy), nobyaysaru Meradi3uky sdK HayKy, dka 0 CKIaJajach i3
TEOPETUYIHOI 1 MPAKTHUIHOI YaCTHUH, & B KOHTEKCTI TpeThoi «Kputukms
nepefiMaBcst 1 MUTAHHSM MOXKJIMBUX IepexojiB Mik Humu. OJHAK, 10
CTOCYETbCsI BjiacHe «KpuTudHOl crpaBu», To B KCC 1. Kaar 3aBepirye i1
OKPECJIEHHSIM TPABOMIPDHUX MeXK JJIst pedIeKTyBAJIBHOI CUJIN CYyJI>KEHHS,
KA Ma€ BJIACHUI ampiopHUIl TPAHCIEHACHTAJbHII MpUHIHNI (HPOPMATHHOT

HAM
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JotiibaoCcTi npupoau. Bid, xoua i € cy6’eKTUBHUM (MaKCHMOIO), aJie Jiu-
KTy€ Cy0’€KTy TeBHUI CIOCiO PO3IVIsly MPUPOIH siK 000B’sI3KOBUIA, TOPYY
i3 TUM, 0 BU3HAYAE PO3CYH y COM03i i3 4yrreBicrio (To6TO He Bee, i3
9UM Ma€ CIPaBY JIIOJIUHA, BOHA IIOSCHIOE Yepe3 IIOCTAHOBKY IINTAHHS
«Yomy mock mae wicme?», ane i «fdka mie?», «3apamm goro?s, «Y
qoMmy cenc?» i T.1.). Tpancnengenranbuuii npunun pedJieKTyBaabHOL
CHJIN CyIKEeHHs € KOHCTHUTYTUBHHM 1 Ja€ a priori mpaBHO MTOTYTTIO
3a/I0BOJICHHST Ta HE3a/I0BOJICHHS, SIKIO HIETHCs PO €CTETUYHI CYIKEHHS
peditekcii, i peryIsaTUBHIM MO0 CIIPOMOYKHOCTI Mi3HAHHS, AKIIO HIEThCs
PO TEJIEOJIOTIUHI CY/KEHHsT PO MPOAYKTU NPUPOAN K Iiii. Bimbire
Toro, Koy I. KauT roBOpUTH MPO JTIOAUHY K IMiJIECIPIMOBAHUN MPOLYKT
MIPUPO/IN, SKUH CIPOMOXKHUH CYUTH ITPO MPEKPACHE Ta, ITi THECEHE TPUPOJIN
i MECTenTBa, a TAKOXK PedIeKCyBaTH PO KUBY IPUPOILY, SKICHO BiIMiHHY
BiJI HE2KMBOI, TO TEPEJ HEIO BiJIKPUBAETHCH MEPCIEKTUBA 10330CBITHOTO
CBiTY — TOTO, IO yTBOpIOE mpeameT KaHTiBChKOI mpakTuvHOI (ditocodil.
VY rakwuii crioci6 1. KauT, MOXKJIMBO, 1 HE MPOKJIAIAE MICT HAJ HE3I0JaHHOIO
MIPIPBOIO MiXK CBITOM IIPUPOIHU i CBITOM CBOOOIM, MiXK IPEIMETOM Teope-
TUYHOI 1 TPAKTUIHOI (iocodil, aje TOIHO IMyCKae OPOMH, siKi KyPCYIOTh
3 onHi€el «ImapuHU» M0 iHINOI, BiJl OHOTO CIIOCODY JyMaHHs O IHIITOTO.

Jliteparypa
1. Kanwm I. Kputuka cunu cymxenns. Kuis: Temmopa, 2022.

2. Kanm I. Kpurtuka aucroro podymy. Kuis: FOuisepce, 2000.

3. Tepareuyvkutd B. uckyciitai nurtanHsg B icTopil BUHUKHEHHSI TPETHOI
«Kpurukn» Imanyens Kanra. Sententiae. 2018. 37 (2). C. 49-61.

4. Tepreuyvruti B. Ilepeamoa mepekiagada. Ha moposi 3aBepriienHs
«KPUTHUYHOI CIpaBHU»: €CTETHKA, TeJieosorig i cucrema B «Kpurui
cunn cymkennsiy. Kanr 1. Kpuruka cunn cymkenns. Kuis: Temmopa,

2022. C.XV-CCIL

5. Ameriks K. Interpreting Kant’s Critiques. Oxford : Oxford University
Press, 2003.

6. Cassirer E. Kants Leben und Lehre. Berlin: B. Cassirer, 1921.

7. Dudley W., Engelhard Kr. eds. Immanuel Kant: key concepts. Key
concepts (Acumen Publishing). Durham: Acumen, 2011.



60

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Yum 1. KanT 3aBepiiye «<KpUTHYHY CIPaBYy» !

Guyer P. Kant’s ambitions in the third Critique. The Cambridge
companion to Kant and modern philosophy / Ed. by P.Guyer.
Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, 2006. P. 538-587.

Jauernig A. Kant’s Critique of the Leibnizian Philosophy: Contra
Leibnizians, but Pro Leibniz. Kant and the Early Moderns. / Hrsg.
D. Garber und B. Longuenesse. Princeton : Princeton University Press,
2008. P. 41-63.

Natterer P. Philosophie der Biologie: Mit einem Abriss zu Kants Kritik
der teleologischen Urteilskraft und einer interdisziplindren Bilanz der
Evolutionsbiologie. Norderstedt : Books on Demand, 2010.

Sdnchez-Rodriguez M. Der Begrif der ZweckméBigkeit in Kants
Philosophie als kritischimmanente Transformation des leibnizschen
Prinzips der Harmonie. Teleologische Reflexion in Kants Philosophie
/ Hrsg. von P. Ordenes und A.Pickhan. Wiesbaden: Springer, 2019.
P.191-212.

Toepfer G. Zweckbegriff und Organismus: Uber die teleologische
Beurteilung biologischer Systeme. Wiirzburg: Konigshausen &
Neumann, 2004.

Wicks R. Routledge philosophy guidebook to Kant on judgment.
Oxford, UK: Routledge, 2007.

Zuckert R. Kant on beauty and biology. An Interpretation of the
Critique of Judgment. Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, 2007.

References

Kant I. Krytyka syly sudzhennia. Kyiv: Tempora, 2022.
Kant I. Krytyka chystoho rozumu. Kyiv: Yunivers, 2000.

Terletskyi V. Dyskusiini pytannia v istorii vynyknennia tretoi
«Krytyky» Imanuelia Kanta. Sententiae. 2018. 37 (2). S. 49-61.

Terletskyi V. Peredmova perekladacha. Na porozi zavershennia
«krytychnoi spravy»: estetyka, teleolohiia i systema v «Krytytsi syly
sudzhennias. Kant I. Krytyka syly sudzhennia. Kyiv: Tempora, 2022.
S. XV-CCIIL.



Oxkcana Ilanacinina 61

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

. Ameriks K. Interpreting Kant’s Critiques. Oxford : Oxford University

Press, 2003.
Cassirer E. Kants Leben und Lehre. Berlin: B. Cassirer, 1921.

Dudley W., Engelhard Kr. eds. Immanuel Kant: key concepts. Key
concepts (Acumen Publishing). Durham: Acumen, 2011.

Guyer P. Kant’s ambitions in the third Critique. The Cambridge
companion to Kant and modern philosophy / Ed. by P.Guyer.
Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, 2006. P. 538-587.

Jauernig A. Kant’s Critique of the Leibnizian Philosophy: Contra
Leibnizians, but Pro Leibniz. Kant and the Early Moderns. / Hrsg.
D. Garber und B. Longuenesse. Princeton : Princeton University Press,
2008. P.41-63.

Natterer P. Philosophie der Biologie: Mit einem Abriss zu Kants Kritik
der teleologischen Urteilskraft und einer interdisziplindren Bilanz der
Evolutionsbiologie. Norderstedt : Books on Demand, 2010.

Sdnchez-Rodriguez M. Der Begrif der ZweckmifBigkeit in Kants
Philosophie als kritischimmanente Transformation des leibnizschen
Prinzips der Harmonie. Teleologische Reflexion in Kants Philosophie
/ Hrsg. von P. Ordenes und A.Pickhan. Wiesbaden : Springer, 2019.
P.191-212.

Toepfer G. Zweckbegriff und Organismus: Uber die teleologische
Beurteilung biologischer Systeme. Wiirzburg: Konigshausen &
Neumann, 2004.

Wicks R. Routledge philosophy guidebook to Kant on judgment.
Oxford, UK : Routledge, 2007.

Zuckert R. Kant on beauty and biology. An Interpretation of the
Critique of Judgment. Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, 2007.



62 Yuwm I. KanT 3aBepIiye «KpUTHIHY CIIPABY» !

How DOES I. KANT END HIS «CRITICAL ENTERPRISE» 7
(REVISITING THE SUBJECT MATTER OF THE THIRD CRITIQUE)

Oksana Panafidina

Abstract. The article examines the final stage of I. Kant’s «entire critical
enterprise» in the context of critical philosophy in general (explained by Kant
in his three Critiques: Critique of Pure Reason, Critique of Practical Reason,
and Critique of the Power of Judgment). The main idea of the article is
that the content of the third Critique is not the aesthetics, teleology, biology,
ecology, system theory or philosophy of science, like all of them together, but
the reflective power of judgment as one of the higher cognitive faculties of
a transcendental subject. It has its own a priori principle (the subjective
principle of the formal purposiveness of nature) and its own territory (ein
Boden) for rightful use (but not the domain (das Gebiet or ditio)). The author
gives three arguments for this idea: (1) it is important to distinguish between
critique itself (as propaedeutics) and philosophical doctrine, which consists of
the metaphysics of nature and metaphysics of morals; (2) the main task of
the third Critique is not the construction of a coherent philosophical system
(doctrine), but the solution of a general problem concerning the conditions
of the possibility and limits of knowledge of individual formations; (3) before
judging numerous particular ideas, it is worth grasping the whole idea, that
is, placing the Critique of the Power of Judgment in the context of the
«critical enterprise» in general. Kant pays special attention to delineating
the limits of rightful use of key terms in a specific context, in particular,
such as «the purposiveness of nature» and «the power of judgment». The
subject of consideration in the third Critique is the aesthetic judgments of
reflection (judgments about the beautiful and the sublime of nature and
art), and teleological judgments about objects of nature as ends. If the
transcendental principle of the reflective power of judgment in the aspect of
its aesthetic variety acts as a constitutive principle for the feeling of pleasure
and displeasure, then in the aspect of its teleological variety, it is regulative
for the faculty of knowledge. Kant emphasizes that the critique of the power
of judgment does not concern to how we know nature, but how we can judge it
beyond theoretical cognition in view of the reality of the supersensible, which
is the subject of practical philosophy.

Keywords: I. Kant, critical enterprise, «Critique of the Power of Judgment»
(third Critique), reflective power of judgment, purposiveness of nature,
aesthetic judgment, teleological judgment.
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MIND-BODY INTERACTION, PHYSICAL
CAUSATION, AND THE NATURES OF
SUBSTANCES IN DESCARTES’S PHILOSOPHY

Dmytro Sepetyi

Abstract. The article discusses the problem of the compatibility of Descartes’s
doctrine of interactionist substance dualism with his claims about the law of
the conservation of the quantity of motion, about the way God maintains
the world in existence, and about minds and bodies having only properties
that are modes of thinking or extension respectively. The case is made that
although there seem to be prima facie conflicts, they can be neutralised as
merely apparent. The position that mental states cause some motions in the
brain is consistent with Descartes’s postulation of the existence of the law
of conservation of the quantity of motion, insofar as it derives from God’s
immutability whereas souls are not immutable, as well as with the laws of
conservation established by Newtonian physics, insofar as they don’t prohibit
purely redistributive changes and are established only for physical interactions.
Descartes’s interactionism does not conflict with his statements about the way
God maintains the world in existence, if the latter are construed in the sense
that God preserves motion in the world by preserving the laws of nature, and
the conservation of the world by God is a continuation of the initial act of
creation. The principle that all properties of a substance are modes of its main
attribute agrees with substance dualism and interactionism, if we admit that
Descartes’s ontology of the world includes, besides substances of two kinds
with their main attributes and modes of those attributes, something more —
irreducible sue generis entities, such as the substantial union of body and soul
and/or psychophysical laws of nature.

Keywords: Descartes, mind, body, attribute, substance, modus, dualism,
interactionism.

Introduction

René Descartes’s philosophy of mind-body relationship is a matter of
intense debate both in contemporary philosophy of mind and history of
philosophy. The former is concerned with the tenability of interactionist

AKkTyasapHi npobseMu gyXOBHOCTI:
36. HayK. npanpb / Pen.: 51.B. IlIpamko.
Kpusuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bum. 23. C. 64-84.
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substance dualism (the direction classically represented by Descartes); the
latter focuses on the intrinsic coherence of Descartes’s philosophy as a
whole — especially, the relationship between Descartes’s dualism and his
explanations about the substantial union of soul and body ([7], [21], [23],
(241, [25], [31], [34], [42], [43], [46], [52], [53]).

In particular, contemporary historians of philosophy pay much attenti-
on to a number of apparent tensions (conflicts) between, on the one hand,
Descartes’s thesis that mind and body causally interact, and, on the other
hand, several other specific positions Descartes upheld. One source of such
apparent tensions is found in the causal principle formulated in the Third
Meditation. It was amply discussed in the recent literature ([2], [4], [6],
(8], [9], [19], [20], [25], [28], [33], [34], [35], [37], [38], [40], [41], [44], [48],
[49]), and T explored a number of possible ways to deal with the tensions
elsewhere [47]; so we will not consider this issue here. Instead, we will focus
on three other objections that purport to reveal incoherence in Descartes’s
views about substances and their interaction. Two of these originate in
Descartes’s physics, and the third one proceeds from his ontology in terms
of substances, attributes and modes.

(1) Many contemporary opponents of interactionism think that the
action of something non-physical (mind) on something physical (body)
would violate fundamental laws of nature, such as the law of conservation
of energy or momentum. Cartesian scholars ([13], [14], [18], [32]) point
out that Descartes also postulated the existence of a law of this kind —
the law of the conservation of the total quantity of motion. If mind-body
interaction contradicts such laws, then Descartes’s views are incoherent.

(2) A number of Cartesian scholars ([3], [15], [16], [17], [21], [22])
argued that some Descartes’s statements in Principles of Philosophy and
Meditations entail that bodies are causally inert, even with respect to
other bodies. All motions in the world are caused by God; moreover, God
maintains the world in existence in the same way as he had created it (AT
VIII-1, 61-62 / CSM 1, 240).! That is, God permanently recreates the
world anew. Accordingly, the motions of bodies are just a matter of the

1 Here and forthwith, references to the texts of Descartes and his correspondents
are made to the classical French/Latin edition by Adam and Tannery [10], abbreviated
as AT, and the English editions: Volumes I and II of The Philosophical Writings of
Descartes, transl. by J. Cottingham, R. Stoothoff, and D. Murdoch [11], abbreviated as
CSM; Volume III of The Philosophical Writings of Descartes, transl. by J. Cottingham,
R. Stoothoff, D. Murdoch, and A.Kenny [12], abbreviated as CSMK. The abbreviation
is followed by a blank, the volume (if any, in Roman numerals), a comma, and the page
number.
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changes of their relative spatial locations in the process of God’s permanent
recreation of the world. In this perspective, it seems that there cannot be
genuine causation between the physical (human body) and the mental
(soul). Bodies cannot cause any mental states because they are inert, and
the mental states (souls) have no influence on any motions in human
bodies, because all such motions are entirely results of the continuous
recreation of the world by God.

(3) In Descartes’s philosophy, the fundamental ontology of the (God-
created) world is described as constituted by substances of two kinds,
minds or souls (res cogitans) and bodies (res extensa), such that all the
properties and states of any substance are modes of one fundamental
property, attribute, that of thought for minds and of extension for bodies.
That is, no substance has any property, which is not a mode of the one
attribute that represents its nature. Let us designate this claim as “the uni-
fication principles. This principle was explicitly formulated by Descartes
(at least for substances of fundamental kinds, «pure substances»?) at
least twice. Marleen Rozemond, in a recent influential re-examination of
Descartes’s dualism [42] made a special emphasize on the (underestimated,
in her opinion) importance of this principle for Descartes’s argument for
dualism. And this seems to create a problem for Descartes’s interactionism
that, as far as I know, was not explicitly formulated and discussed in
Cartesian scholarship.

The problem is that the principle of one attribute seems to entail that
body and soul cannot have causal-dispositional properties-powers, such as
the powers of some brain states to evoke certain sensational-perceptive
states of the soul and the powers of some (volitional) states of soul to
evoke certain states of (processes in) the brain (which, in their turn,
cause behaviour). Such causal-dispositional properties-powers are neither
modes of thoughts nor modes of extension. So, it seems that Descartes’s
ontology of substances, attributes, and modes is insufficient because it
leaves no place for causal dispositions (powers), —at least, if Descartes
was not a covert occasionalist (an adherent of the view of causation that
was advanced later by Nicolas Malebranche). However, the hypothesis of
Descartes’s occasionalism is not supported by weighty textual evidence and
seems to contradict to many statements about causation in Descartes’s

2 Tt is not clear, and is a matter of debates in the contemporary Cartesian scholarship,
whether Descartes admitted the existence of «mixed» substances, in particular, whether
he considered a human being, a composite of soul and body, as a substance (some
representative pieces of the debate are [7], [23], [24], [26], [34], [46], [50], [51]).
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texts throughout all periods of his work.

In what follows, we will consider these objections and problems in detail
in order to find out whether and how Descartes’s interactionism can be
reconciled with his views about the existence of the law of conservation
of the quantity of motion (as well as the conservation laws known to
modern physics), about God’s maintenance of the world in existence, and
the unification principle.

1. Cartesian psychophysical interaction and the natural
laws of conservation

The natural laws of conservation (of energy and momentum) can pose
problems for Descartes’s doctrine in two ways. First, if Descartes’s physical
theory posits the existence of such laws, it may seem that psychophysical
interaction would violate them, and so holding both is incoherent. Second,
even if psychophysical interaction does not contradict Descartes’s physics,
it may be ruled out by the conservation laws known by modern physics.

As for the first, Descartes’s physical theory really posits the existence
of the law of conservation of the quantity of motion (as one of the three
fundamental laws of nature), pretty much like the law of conservation of
momentum of modern physics. Although Descartes’s account of this law
is cast in terms that don’t directly map into the terms of Newtonian and
later physics, it suggests the following interpretation: «the total quantity
of motion, as measured by the mass of each body multiplied by its speed,
remains constant for the whole of the material world» [14, p.107]. It is
important to note that Descartes’s quantity of motion is a scalar quantity
that involves speed but not its direction (unlike Newtonian physic’s
momentum, which involves velocity as a wvector quantity, speed and its
direction) [Ibid.]. Accordingly, there is «a standard view about Descartes
that most commentators get from Leibniz»; on this view, «Descartes, of
course, held that the quantity of motion in the world is conserved by God,
as part of his conservation of the world as a whole through his doctrine of
continual recreation», and so «Descartes held that mind can act on body
only by changing the direction of motion in the world» [18, p.2]. Daniel
Garber argues that this view is mistaken:

Descartes never held any such theory about how mind acts on body. For
Descartes, it does not matter if the action of mind on body through volition
causes a change in the quantity of motion. The laws of nature for Descartes
are a consequence of God’s action of the world through his activity as a
causa secundum esse, a cause that sustains the world from moment to
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moment. Because God is immutable, he maintains the same quantity of
motion. But human minds are also causes of motion in the world for God.
However, we are not causae secundum esse: we do not sustain bodies and
motion. Furthermore, we are not immutable. So there is no reason why
my body cannot add motion to the world [18, p. 3].

As for the second, a number of philosophers (see, for example, [1], [5,
p. 107-109], [36, p. 180]) pointed out that the causal influence of mind on
body can be produced in a way that does not change the total quantity
of energy and momentum in the world (or a closed system) but results
in the redistribution of energy and momentum between different parts
of the world (or a closed system). Besides, because scientific evidence
for the laws of conservation of energy and momentum is based on the
experiments involving interactions only within the physical realm (rather
than interactions between physical bodies and presumably nonphysical
minds), it may be that the laws pertain only to such interactions, and
there is no evidence of their applicability to the mind-body relationship.
Even if the total quantity of energy or momentum changed as a result of
nonphysical mind’s action, this should not be considered as a wiolation of
the laws of nature; it would be merely a matter of an additional source
of influence that makes its contribution into the general dynamics of the
physical processes in the brain (arguments to this point were advanced
in [27, p.58], [39, p.110]). Consider an analogy: although Newton’s law
of universal gravitation says that all bodies attract one another with the
force directly proportional to their masses, in fact, bodies can repel one
another if they are electrically charged and their charges are either both
negative or both positive, or attract one another much stronger if one
charge is negative and another positive. No physicist takes the fact that
bodies sometimes repel or attract one another under the influence of other
(non-gravitational) forces as a violation of Newton’s law of gravitation.

2. Was Descartes an occasionalist with respect to physi-
cal events?

In Principles of Philosophy, Descartes wrote that the universal, primary
and general cause of all motions in the world is God (AT VIII-1, 61 / CSM
I, 240). This does not amount to ruling out the possibility that physical
events can cause physical or mental events. It can be that God is universal
and general cause of all motions in the world in the sense that he is the
initial cause of all there is, insofar as he had created the world with all
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its laws of nature and provided bodies with causal dispositions. If so, then
bodies (their states and motions) can be direct efficient causes owing either
to God-established laws of nature or to God-provided causal dispositions
(powers).

However, Descartes stated also that God maintains the world in exi-
stence in the same way he created it. In the Third Meditation, Descartes
explained his continued existence by there being «some cause which as it
were creates me afresh at this moment — that is, which preserves me» (AT
VII, 49 / CSM 11, 33; italics mine) and then wrote that «the same power
and action are needed to preserve anything at each individual moment
of its duration as would be required to create that thing anew if it were
not yet in existence» and so «the distinction between preservation and
creation is only a conceptual one» (AT VII, 49 / CSM 11, 33). Principles
of Philosophy contain a similar statement: God «now preserves all this
matter in the same way, and by the same process by which he originally
created it» (AT VIII-1, 62 / CSM 1, 240). Some Cartesian scholars, such
as Martial Guérolt [21], Gary Hatfield [22], Daniel Garber [15, 16, 17],
Jonathan Bennett [3], and Tad Schmaltz argued that this means that God
permanently recreates the world anew and «conserves motion by creating
bodies in different positions from one moment to the next» [43, p.314].3
Let us designate this construal as «recreationisms.

Recreationism entails occasionalism with respect to the physical: the
locations of all bodies at any moment, and, hence, all their motions in
any period are entirely determined by where God (re)creates them every
moment and so not by actions of other bodies. However, occasionalism
with respect to the physical conflicts with Descartes’s interactionism, which
entails that some motions (in a human brain) are caused by mental states
of a soul.

However, is the recreationist-occasionalist construal correct? The domi-
nant answer among the contemporary Cartesian scholars seems to be
negative. The opponents of the occasionalist construal point out that
Descartes very often, throughout all periods of his work, talks of the moti-
ons of bodies and the volitions of souls as causes of other motions of bodies
and mental states of souls [51, p. 295-296], and that an important (although
not sufficiently explicated) place in Descartes’s philosophy belongs to the
notion of occasional causes, or simply occasions considered as occasions
not for God but for other efficient causes, especially for a human soul. In
particular, Descartes sometimes described motions in the brain as occasi-

3 Schmaltz later changed his view.
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ons on which a human soul (mind) forms the corresponding sensational-
perceptual states and sensory ideas «by means of the faculty innate to it»
(AT XI, 149; AT VIII-2, 359 / CSM 1, 304; for a detailed discussion, see
[33]). Descartes also often talks of the soul’s causing motions in the brain
and (by their means) motions of parts of the human body (behaviour).
Against this background, the statement that Descartes was an occasionalist
(in the usual sense of Malebranche) with respect to all physical motions
requires very strong textual evidence. Descartes’s statements to which
the supporters of the occasionalist construal appeal fall short of this
requirement because they allow for other, non-occasionalist construals.

In particular, considering Descartes’s statement in the Third Medi-
tation that there is «some cause which as it were creates me afresh at
this moment» (AT VII, 49 / CSM II, 33), we should pay attention to
the idiom «as it were» («quasi» in Latin original), which indicates non-
literal, figurative use of language. «As it were creates» (Latin quasi creet)
is clearly not the same as «createss. If so, we can construe the discussed
statement simply in the sense «that the same level of power needed to
create a thing anew is required to conserve that thing in existence» [45,
p. 366]. This construal becomes even more plausible if we consider another
Descartes’s statement in Meditations, Second Set of Replies: proceeding
from the same premise («There is no relation of dependence between the
present time and the immediately preceding time»?), Descartes formulates
his conclusion somewhat differently: «hence no less a cause is required to
preserve something than is required to create it in the first place» (AT
VII, 165 / CSM 11, 116). So it is very likely that Descartes meant the same
by his statements in the Third Meditation and Principles of Philosophy:
that the preservation of the world requires the same power as its creation,
and that the order (laws of nature) God had established when he created
the world is retained unchangeable while he preserves the world. Note that
in Principles Descartes was especially concerned with the immutability of
the order in the world (the fundamental laws of nature) that follows from
the immutable nature of its creator, God.

We can also interpret Descartes’s claims that «the same power and
action are needed to preserve anything at each individual moment of its
duration as would be required to create that thing anew if it were not yet
in existence» and that «the distinction between preservation and creation
is only a conceptual one» (AT VII, 49 / CSM II, 33) in the sense that

4 The point here is about logical necessity: the totality of facts about the world
at a certain moment does not entail any facts about the world at a next moment; in
particular, a thing’s existence in past does not entail its existence at present.
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immutable God (who acts in eternity rather than in time) does not perform
a multitude of distinct acts of world-creation and world-preservation but
that in some sense, the creation and the preservation of the world is
one continuous God’s act. In this perspective, the creation of the world
and its preservation can be seen as two aspects of one God’s act, and
that is why «the distinction between preservation and creation is only
a conceptual one» —in roughly the same way as the distinction between
such properties of a triangle as the property of having three sides and the
property of having three angles (these properties are conceptually distinct
but inseparable, because it is logically impossible for a polygon having
three sides to have any other number of angles but three).

Tad Schmaltz ([44, 45]) draws attention to the relevant historical
background: such eminent medieval philosophers as Thomas Aquinas and
Suarez considered the conservation of the world not as a series of distinct
God’s acts but as a continuation of the initial act of creation, and Descartes
was well acquainted with this doctrine. In Discourse on the Method, he
wrote about the claim «that the act by which God now preserves it
[the world] is just the same as that by which he created it»> as «an
opinion commonly accepted among theologians» (AT VI, 45 / CSM I, 133).
So, Schmaltz suggests that Descartes’s later statements in that vein (in
Meditations and Principles) are to be understood in the sense that «divine
conservation consists in the continuation of an initial act of creation, and
not in a series of distinct creative acts» [45, p. 366].

In his main works about the physical world — relatively early treatise
The World as well as relatively late Principles of Philosophy — Descartes
attributed causation of the motions of bodies not only to God (as the
primary cause of the world with all its bodies and their motions) but also
to other bodies’ motions and laws of nature. So, in The World he wrote:

God alone is the author of all the motions in the world in so far as they
exist and in so far as they are rectilinear; but it is the various dispositions of
matter which render them irregular and curved. Likewise, the theologians
teach us that God is also the author of all our actions, in so far as they exist
and in so far as they have some goodness, but it is the various dispositions
of our wills that can render them evil (AT XI, 46-47 / CSM I, 97).

This statement apparently contradicts the recreationist construal
because it attributes God with the authorship of only the existence of
motions and their «naturals rectilinear course, whereas all the deviations
are imputed to bodies themselves. A recreationist can object that The
World is Descartes’s early work and it is likely that «mature» Descartes,
the author of Meditations and Principles, has changed his views. However,
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Descartes’s statements in Principles about causes of motions are also
unfavourable for the recreationist construal.

In the same fragment in Principles where Descartes talks about God
as the cause of all motions in the world, he describes this cause not merely
as universal and general but also as primary, and mentions that besides
this general primary cause, «there is the particular cause which produces
in an individual piece of matter some motion which it previously lacked»
(AT VIII-1, 61 / CSM I, 240). In the next paragraph, he explains that
these «secondary and particular causes of the various motions we see in
particular bodies» are laws of nature (AT VIII-1, 62 / CSM I, 240). The
very distinction between God as primary, universal and general cause and
laws of nature as secondary and particular causes implies that God does
not directly assign locations to every body at any time by (re)creating the
world with new locations anew every moment; rather, he rules them by
means of the secondary causes, laws of nature (which were established and
are preserved by his power).

Somewhat later, after repeating the view that God continuously
preserves the world «through an action identical with its original act
of creation», Descartes explained that «when he created the world in the
beginning God did not only impart various motions to different parts of the
world but also produced all the reciprocal impulses and transfers of motion
between the parts»; so «the motion which he preserves is not something
permanently fixed in given pieces of matter, but something which is
mutually transferred when collisions occur» (AT VIII, 66 / CSM I, 243).
This clearly conflicts with the recreationist construal: if we suppose that
God creates the world anew every moment, and this determines locations
of every body at any time, Descartes’s claim that God initially, when he
created the world, imparted bodies with motions and produced «all the
reciprocal impulses and transfers of motions would make no sense.

In other Descartes’s texts we also often meet statements about bodies
having causal powers. So, in a letter to Princess Elisabeth (21 May 1643)
Descartes wrote about «the power one body has to act on another» (AT
111, 667 / CSMK, 219) and «the body’s power to act on the soul and
cause its sensations and passions» (AT III, 665 / CSMK, 218); in a letter
to Mersenne (28 October 1640) he explained that «a body, once it has
begun to move, has in itself for that reason alone the power to continue to
move, just as, once it is stationary in a certain place, it has for that reason
alone the power to continue to remain there» (AT III, 213 / CSMK, 155).
If Descartes believed that bodies have the powers to retain the states of
movement and rest, and to act on other bodies, and that some (human)
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bodies have the power to act on the associated souls, he could not hold that
bodies are entirely passive (causally inefficient). Moreover, the attribution
to bodies of the powers to retain the states of motion and rest conflicts
with the recreationist claim that a body’s motion or rest is just a matter
of succession of the momentary relative locations of bodies continuously
recreated (and so relocated) anew by God.

I think that there is yet one important consideration (that I did not
happen to meet in the Cartesian scholarship) against the recreationist
construal. Consider again Descartes’s statement in the Third Meditation
that God «as it were creates me afresh at this moment», and so preserves
me (AT VII, 49 / CSM II, 33). Suppose we omit «as it were», as the
recreationist construal enjoins. Now think: what would such «recreations
(not merely «as it were recreation», whatever that means) amount to? In
the same way as physical bodies, human selves as mental subjects (souls,
or minds) — those who feel, think, will etc. —would every moment end to
exist, and God would create, in their place, selves with continuous mental
states anew. However, this would hardly be the continuous existence of
(numerically) the same «thinking thing», mental subject (me, for example);
it would rather be a chain of momentary static entities (which would not
even qualify as «thinking things» because every such entity exists only for
a moment and its mental states don’t change). If I cease to exist, a new self
created next moment in my stead (however much like me mentally) is not
myself; just like if I do continue to exist and God creates my mental twin,
that twin is just that — my mental twin, not me. So Descartes’s «as it were
creating me afreshy, if it really preserves me, cannot be what recreationism
entails.

3. The problem of the place of causal dispositions
(powers) in Descartes’s ontology of substances, attri-
butes and modes

Marleen Rozemond [42] argued that for Descartes’s philosophy (in
particular, his proof of the real distinctness of mind and body), one of the
fundamental claims is that every substance has one fundamental property-
attribute (thought or extension), and all other properties of a substance
are modes of its attribute. We will refer to this claim as «the unification
principle». Rozemond bases her construal on Descartes’s statements in
Principles of Philosophy (1.53) and Comments on a Certain Broadsheet.
In the former, Descartes wrote that «each substance has one principal
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property which constitutes its nature and essence, and to which all its
other properties are referred», and explained:

Thus extension in length, breadth and depth constitutes the nature
of corporeal substance; and thought constitutes the nature of thinking
substance. Everything else which can be attributed to body presupposes
extension, and is merely a mode of an extended thing; and similarly,
whatever we find in the mind is simply one of the various modes of
thinking. For example, shape is unintelligible except in an extended thing;
and motion is unintelligible except as motion in an extended space; while
imagination, sensation and will are intelligible only in a thinking thing
(AT VIII-1, 25 / CSM I, 210-211).

Likewise in Comments, Descartes wrote that «at least when it is a
question of a simple subject [...| rather than a composite one», it is
impossible that one such subject (that is, substance) had several different
«attributes which constitute the natures of things», so that «the concept
of the one is not contained in the concept of the other» (that is, a property
of a substance is not a mode of its main attribute). It is impossible
because if a simple substance had several such (main) attributes, this
would mean that it has two different natures, and Descartes considered
this as a contradiction (AT VIII-2, 349-350/ CSM I, 298).

The focus on the unification principle is pivotal for Rozemond’s view
of Descartes’s philosophy in at least two respects. First, she advances a
construal of Descartes’s argument for the real distinctness of soul and body
as crucially dependent of the unification principle. Second, she claims that
the principle «one substance —one main attribute» refutes the construal
of Descartes’s doctrine as trialism (rather than dualism), which involves
the recognition that not only souls and bodies are substances but a human
being as a composite of soul and body is a (third kind of) substance as
well. Both these Rozemond’s points are very controversial. As for the
first, there are good alternative construals of Descartes’s argument — such
as one advanced by Margaret Wilson [47], [48, p.185-199], which better
fits the structure of Descartes’s argument as it was explicitly formulated
in Meditations and does not requires further principles, formulated by
Descartes in other works for other purposes. As for the second, one can
object, as Paul Hoffman [24, p.269] did, that Descartes statement in
Comments was made with the explicit reservation «at least when it is
a question of a simple subject [...] rather than a composite one», and
this reservation leaves open the possibility of a composite substance that
has several conceptually independent attributes that are not modes of one
another.
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However, the fact that Descartes held the unification principle for
simple substances, souls and bodies, can on its own be taken as posing
a problem for his interactionism. According to the unification principle, all
mental states (sensations, imaginings, volitions, etc.) belong to souls and
are modes of thought, and all properties or states of bodies are modes of
extension. However, where in this ontology is the place for such properties
as powers (causal dispositions) of the human body (brain) to evoke mental
states (sensations) of the soul and powers (causal dispositions) of the soul
(when in some volitional state) to evoke some motions in the brain (that, in
their turn, evoke the corresponding behaviour)? They are neither modes of
thought nor modes of extension, so, according to the unification principle,
they cannot belong neither to the soul nor to the body.

That Descartes’s ontology of substances, attributes and modes leaves
out causal powers was noted already by Nicolas Malebranche in Dialogues
on Metaphysics and on Religion:

But that bodies should in themselves be capable of receiving a certain
power by the efficacy of which they can act upon the mind I can not
understand. For what would this power be? Would it be a substance or a
mode? If a substance, then the bodies do not act, but only this substance
in bodies. If this power is a mode, then there is a mode in bodies which
will be neither movement nor figure ([30, P.150-151] / [29, p. 180]).

In other words, if Descartes’s fundamental ontology of the (God-
created) world is confined to substances of two kinds (res cogitans and
res extensa), and each substance has only the properties that are modes of
its nature-constitutive main attribute (thought and extension accordingly),
then causal powers (at least those that connect minds and bodies) are left
out. If so, Descartes’s should have repaired this deficiency, and there seems
to be four alternative ways to do it:

— either (1) make such causal powers into special kind of substances,
neither thinking nor extended;

— or (2) renounce the unification principle;

— or (3) allow for special ontologically fundamental kind(s) of entities
that are neither substances nor substance’s main attributes nor their
modes;

— or (4) accept occasionalism, of the kind later developed by
Malebranche (the view that all causation in the world is a matter of
direct God’s actions).
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Malebranche considered a possible Cartesian reply that «God has
united my mind to my body so that in consequence of this union my
mind and my body can act reciprocally upon one another, in virtue of the
natural laws», and objected that this reply lacks explanation as to what
kind of reality is meant by such terms as «union» and «general laws» ([30,
p-152] / [29, p.181]). It seems to be neither substance, nor substance’s
main attribute, nor its mode.

In the perspective of this criticism and weighty reasons (discussed
in section 2) to think that Descartes was not an occasionalist, how can
Descartes’s substance dualism agree with his interactionism?

I think that the answer that best agrees with the corpus of Descartes’s
texts is that although the way Descartes usually explicitly sets forth and
explains his philosophical system is as if his fundamental ontology reduces
to the substances of two kinds with their main attributes and modes of
these attributes, this exposition is not precise, because in fact, Descartes
recognizes that there is something more — special relationship (substantial
union) of soul and body and/or general laws of nature. The most adequate
answer to Malebranche’s question as to what kind of reality Descartes
means by these terms would be that they are special kinds of reality,
sui gemeris, that go beyond the ontology of substances, substances’ main
attributes and their modes. It is mistaken to require their explanation in
terms of other notions, because they are themselves fundamental, primary
notions that are sort of inherent in us. Descartes explicitly states this in
his letter to Princess Elisabeth (21 May 1643):

First I consider that there are in us certain primitive notions which are as it
were the patterns on the basis of which we form all our other conceptions.

. as regards body in particular, we have only the notion of extension,
which entails the notions of shape and motion; and as regards the soul on
its own, we have only the notion of thought, which includes the perceptions
of the intellect and the inclinations of the will. Lastly, as regards the soul
and the body together, we have only the notion of their union, on which
depends our notion of the soul’s power to move the body, and the body’s
power to act on the soul and cause its sensations and passions. I observe
next that all human knowledge consists solely in clearly distinguishing
these notions and attaching each of them only to the things to which it
pertains (AT III, 665 / CSMK, 218).

On the other hand, some Descartes’s statements can suggest another
construal, that as far as soul-body interaction is concerned, the «locus»
of causal dispositions is the soul. Sometimes, Descartes states that the
capacity of uniting with body (that is, of making with it a substantial
union as a special relationship that underlies causal interactions) belongs
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to the nature of the soul itself. So, in the letter to Chanut (1 February 1647)
Descartes wrote that «[t]he soul’s natural capacity for union with a body
brings with it the possibility of an association between each of its thoughts
and certain motions or conditions of this body so that when the same
conditions recur in the body, they induce the soul to have the same
thought; and conversely when the same thought recurs, it disposes the
body to the same condition» (AT IV, 604 / CSMK, 307). Much earlier,
in the Treatise on Man, Descartes, while considering the human body
as a machine, explained that «when God unites a rational soul to this
machine [...] he will place its principal seat in the brain, and will make
its nature such that the soul will have different sensations corresponding
to the different ways in which the entrances to the pores in the internal
surface of the brain are opened by means of the nervess> (AT XI, 143 /
CSM I, 102; italics mine). In both these statements, the causal connections
between the soul and the body are described as something that belongs to
the nature of the soul.

Besides, Descartes often talked of sensational-perceptive states of the
soul as a result of activities of the soul on the occasion of the corresponding
motions in the brain (AT XI, 149; AT VIII-2, 359 / CSM I, 304). On the
other hand, Descartes more often talked of such states of the soul being
caused by motions in the brain. However, these two ways of talking don’t
conflict if we suppose that Descartes held that motions in the brain are
occasional causes of sensational-perceptive states of the soul, whereas their
efficient cause are causal properties (powers) inherent in the soul itself. Of
course, the soul is active also in the interaction with the body in the
opposite direction, when its volitions cause brain motions that evoke the
corresponding behaviour.

So, did Descartes hold that causal dispositions (powers) that enable
mind-body interaction in both directions are inherent in the soul, are parts
of its nature? Although this is possible, I think that the first construal, on
which Descartes attributed such dispositions to laws of nature and/or the
union of soul and body, is preferable for at least two reasons.

Firstly, on the second construal, Descartes should have renounced the
unification principle that entails that the soul can have only such properties
that are modes of its definitive attribute, thought. Dispositions (powers) to
react and act on bodily (brain) motions in certain ways can hardly qualify
as modes of thought.

Secondly, in his letter to Princess Elisabeth (21 May 1643), Descartes
clearly gives at least conceptual priority to the notion of the union of soul
and body as a primitive (that is, most fundamental) notion, «on which
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depends our notion of the soul’s power to move the body, and the body’s
power to act on the souls (AT III, 665 / CSMK, 218). And it is natural
to suppose that this conceptual priority reflects ontological priority.

On the other hand, Descartes’s statements that the nature of soul
is such that the soul can have various sensations depending on various
motions in the brain can be construed without the attribution to the
soul of inherent causal powers. A plausible possibility, suggested by the
above statement in the Treatise on Man, is that Descartes meant merely
that the nature of soul encompasses the capacity to have all kinds of
human sensational-perceptive states, which are modes of thought and
which God then associates with the corresponding motions in the brain by
means of the union, or special psychophysical laws of nature (the Natural
Institution, in terms of Margaret Wilson [50]).

Conclusions

Although Descartes’s interactionism is likely to seem prima facie in
conflict with some other aspects of his philosophy, there are sufficient
interpretative resources to neutralise these apparent conflicts. In parti-
cular, the position that mental states (which belong to re cogita — minds,
or souls) cause some motions in the brain is consistent with Descartes’s
postulation of the existence of the law of conservation of the quantity of
motion, insofar as it derives from God’s immutability whereas souls are
not immutable, as well as with the laws of conservation established by
later (Newtonian) physics, insofar as these laws don’t prohibit changes
involving only redistributions of momentum and energy (without changes
in their total amount) and are established only for physical (rather than
psychophysical) interactions. Another source of an apparent conflict with
interactionism, the recreationist construal of Descartes’s statements about
the way God preserves the world, can be removed by considerations that
suggest the inferiority of this construal to the one on which 1) God
preserves motion in the world by preserving the laws of nature and 2)
the conservation of the world by God is a continuation of the initial act of
creation rather than a series of distinct God’s acts. As for the unification
principle, which posits that every substance has only those properties that
are modes of its main attribute, thought for souls and extension for bodies,
the best way to reconcile it with substance dualism and interactionism is
to recognize that Descartes’s ontology of the (God-created) world does
not reduce to substances of two kinds with their main attributes and
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modes of those attributes, but implies something more — irreducible sue
generis entities, such as the substantial union of body and soul and/or
psychophysical laws of nature.
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IICUXOPIZUYHA B3AEMO/IA, ®PISUYHA IMPUYUHHICTD I

MPUPOJA CYBCTAHIINA ¥V ®LJI0OCO®Ii JIEKAPTA
Amvurpo Ceneruii

Amnoranisi. ¥ crarri BucBiTiieHO mpobisiemy cymicHOCTi MiXK iHTepakijioHicT-
cbKUM cyOcraHIiinnM nyastismom Jlekapra Ta #0ro BHCIOBIIOBAHHSIMH IIPO
3aKOH 30eperkeHHsI KiJIbKOCTI pyxy, npo crocib, y skuit Bor nmigrpumye icuy-
BaHHs# CBiTy, 1 mpo Te, 110 BCi BiacTUBOCTI Ayur i Tij1 € MogycaMu, BiJIoBigHO,
MUCJIeHHs1 abo npoTsizkHOocTi. O6rpyHTOBAHO MOXKJIMBOCTI iHTepmperaniii, siki
yCyBaloTh NO3ipHUN KOHMJIIKT Mi>K IuMH acrnekraMu BueHHs1 JJekapra. 30kpe-
Ma, IOJIOYKEHHsI PO Te, L0 NCUXivHi cranu (AKi HajgexkaTb 10 Tes cogitans —
yMiB ab0o Ayll) BUKJIMKAIOTH [EBHI PYXU B MO3KY, Y3IOJKYETbCs i3 BUECHHSM
Jlekapra 11po 3aKOH 36eperKeHHsI KIJIBKOCTI PyXy, OCKIJIBKH 1€l 3aKOH BUILJINBAE
3 HeaMinHocTi Bora, Toai sik Jyuii He € HE3MiIHHUMM; BOHO TaAKOXK y3IO/2KY€EThCSI
i3 3akoHamn 36epekeHHsi y &isuni Hbiorona, ockisbku 1i 3akoHn He 3a060-
POHSIIOTH 3MiH, y SIKUX BiZOYyBa€TbhCsl JIMILE [IEPEPO3IOAia eHepril il iMIyabcy
(6e3 3MiHM IX 3arajgbHOI KIJILKOCTI), 1| OCKIJIbKM BOHM BCTAHOBJICHI JIMILE JJIst
dizuunux (a He ncuxodiznunux) szaemoniii. Ille oana nosipuHa cynepedsicrs y
dinocodii Hekapra, Mi>k iHTEepaKI[iOHI3MOM 1 BHCJIOBJIIOBAHHSIMU IIPO CIIOCIO, y
axkuit Bor 36epirae cBiT, HOXOAUTH BiJ PEKPEaIiOHICTCHKOTO TJIyMadeHHS IIUX
BHCJIOBJIIOBaHb (3riHO 3 SIKMM BOr IOMHTI CTBOPIOE CBIT HAHOBO), TOMY Yy
CTaTTi 3aIIPOIIOHOBAHO ii OOI'DYHTOBAHO IHIIE TJIyMadeHHs, IKe yCyBa€ LI0 CyIle-
peuHicTb. 3rifHO 3 NPOIOHOBAHUM TJIyMAYEHHSIM, BiJIIOBiJgHI BHUCJIOBJIIOBAHHS
Hekapra ciin po3ymiTi B ToMy ceHci, 110, no-nepiie, Bor 36epirae pyx y cBirti
Yepe3 30epesKeHHsI 3aKOHIB NpUpOAM 1, mo-apyre, 36eperkeHHsi cBiTy Borom
€ paJluie NPOJOBXKEHHAM II0YaTKOBOTO aKTy TBODEHH#d, HiXK cepielo OKpeMHuX
akTiB Bora. Ilpunnun ynidikamnil, 3rigHo 3 skuMm 6yab-sika cybCcTaHIliss Mae
Jiuiie Taki BJIACTUBOCTI, fIKi € Moaycamu i1 rojiopHoro arpubyra (MHCJIEHHS
JUIsT Il i IDPOTSIKHOCTI JJIsI TiJI), TAKOXK y3TOAXKYETHCs i3 cybcTaHmifHUM
JlyaJli3MOM Ta IHTEepaKIiOHI3MOM, sKIO BU3HATH, O y dimocodil dekapra
oHTOJIOTsT cBiTy (cTBOpeHOoro Borom) He 3BOAMTBCA A0 CyOGCTaHIIH ABOX BHAIB
3 X OCHOBHHMMHU aTpubyTaMH Ta MOJyCaMy LHUX aTpubyTiB, aje BKJIIOYAE IIe
Jlelo — Taki ocobisuBi HepeayKOBaHI CyTHOCTI, ik cyOcTaHuifiHuil coro3 Tina i
Ay Ta/abo ncuxodizuvHi 3aKOHM IPUPOIN.

KirodoBi ciooBa: [lekapr, ym, Tisio, arpubyr, cyGcraniisi, MOAyC, JAyaJtisM,
iHTepakIioHi3M.
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AHAJIITUYHA ®IJIOCO®ISA ICTOPII APTYPA
JIAHTO: ITAPAZIOKCU ICTOPUYHOI'O 3HAHHS

Ouena Mimiajsiosa

Anorauisi. CrarTs po3riisiiae KOHIENIII0 aHadiTuaHol dimocodil icropil Ap-
Typa JaHTo $K Ieplly [OC/iJOBHY CUCTEMaTUYHY CIIPOOY aHAJITHYHOI'O OCMU-
CJIEHHS IIPOIECY ICTOPUYHOIO IIi3HAHHS, BU3HAYEHHSI MEXK 1 MOXKJIMBOCTEH IIi-
3HAHHSI MHUHYJIOTO. ABTOp MiJKpecioe, mo JJaHTo npe3eHTy€e MOCTIIO3UTUBICT-
CBKUI MiAxXiJ [0 BHUPIIIEHHsI €eNiCTeMOJIOTiYHMX NHUTaHb icTopil, Tomy Moro
dinocodiro icTopil MOXKHa BBaXKaTH Pe3yJILTATOM BIAJIOr0 IIOJ0JIAHHSA BY3bKOIO
HO3UTHUBICTCHKOIO PO3YMIHHS HayKH.

VY cBoiit npaui Anansimuuna dinocodpia icmopit JanTo diTko noxisisie dinoco-
&diro icTopil Ha cybcranTuBHY distocodiro icTopil, cipssiMOBaHy Ha ONUC <«BCiel
icTopii» — yCchbOro MHHYJIOTO Ta BCHOIO MaibyTHBOrO, — Ta aHAJITHYHY ]imo-
codiro icropil, npegMeToM BUBYEHHS sIKOI BUCTYIAIOTh IMUTAHHS iCTOPUYHOIO
niznanns. Konnennil cybecranrusnol dinocodil icropil nperenayors Ha cTaTyc
Teopiit icTopil, BOHM YaCTO BUKOPUCTOBYIOTh iCTOPUYHI JIOCJIiJI?2KEHHS SIK IIPOCTO
dakTuuHMi MaTepiasa 1 cBOIX ymorisaaux nmobynos. CyberanTusHa dioco-
&dis icTopil nigmaeTbest rInboKiit kpuTtuili 3 60Ky JaHTO K HOMHIIKOBHUI crIocib
MHUCJIEHHSI IIPO MHUHYJIE, [0 HEBHIIPABJAHO €KCTPAIIOJIIOE OIOBiHI CTPYKTYpHU
icropu4HOl po3nosini B MaiibyTHe Ta nepenbadae ¥ onosiae mpo mozil e
JI0 TOTO, $IK BOHU TPAIMINCH. IcTOpUK MoOXKe poburu nepeibadeHHs] CTOCOBHO
TUX YW TUX MOMAIA y MUHYJOMY 1 B pe3yibTaTi BIAKpUTH 1X, AKIIO BOHU Oynan
HpaBUIbHUMH, OJHAK ICTOpisi Mae crpaBy JIHIIE 3 MUHYJIUM.

Harouomeno, mo JanTo BupisHsie il aHaji3sye psj «IapajloKCiB» iCTOPpUYHOrO
Mi3HAHHS, CHIPUYNHEHUX sIK MaJIoIo 06i3HaHiCTIO icTOPUKIB i3 TeHgeHIisIME PO3-
BUTKY Cy4acCHOI HAyKH, TakK i BIJCYTHICTIO PO3yMiHHsI peajbHUX IPOGJeM icTo-
PUYHOrO Mi3HaHHsSI B cyd4acHiil dinocodil nayku. Hanpukmian, me crocyerbes
HUTaHHS OIOCEPEIKOBAHOCTI IpeJAMeTy BHUBYEHHs:, IO CKOpillle € MpaBHJoM,
aHI>K BUKJIIOYEHHSIM JJIsI Cy4YaCHUX HayK, TOMY HE CTAHOBHUTH IlepeJ icTopi€io
AKHUXOCh BUKJIOUHHUX Hi3HaBaJ’IbHI/IX Hp06ﬂel\/l. TaKO)K e CTOCYEThbCdA ITUTAHHSA
TEOPETUYHOrO i I[IHHICHOrO HaBaHTaKEHHSI iICTOPUYHOro 3HaHHs. JJaHTO Ha3M-
Bae «nomMuikoo @. Bekona» nmepeKoHaHHs, [0 HAYKOBEIb YU iCTOPUK ITOYNHAE
CBO€ JOCJIIJI?)KEHHsI 3 BHBYEHHS <«4YUCTUX» (PaKTiB, BOHH OOHIBa MOTPEOYIOTH
TeopeTUYHOI MiJArOTOBKH, 106 B3araJi MmovaTH HIOCh JOcimkysaru. OKkpemol
yBaru norpebye xapakTepHa oCcoO/IMBICTD iCTOPIT IK HAYKHU, BIiAIIOBIIHO 10 SIKOT
icTopuk, siKk O6I'pyHTOBaHO AO0BOAUTH JlaHTO, yacTo 3Hae 6iiblre Ta Kpale Ipo
nozil, aKi BiH BUB4YaE, aHi’K YyYaCHUKH UM OYEBUII IMX IMOJIi.

Kuaro4gosi cioBa: dinmocodis icropil, ananiTu4ana dinocodis icropil, HapaTus,
HapaTUBHE PEYEHHs, ieajlbHA XPOHIKa, 9acOBI I[1JICHOCTI.

AKTyasbHI IpO6JIeMH J[yXOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanub / Pesa.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpuswii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 85-102.
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Tpuanars pokis Tomy @. Dykysama, aHATI3YIOUN MOJTITHYHAN Ta €KO-
HOMIYHUN DPO3BUTOK MPOBIMHUX KpalH CBITY y Apyriit mosoBurai XX CT.,
JHIIIOB 10 BUCHOBKY PO KiHEIh icTOpil sIK 3aBepIeHHs mepioary 60poThom
Mi>K JIBOMAa JOMIHYIOUMMH imeosoriamu — jribepasizMoM i KOMyHI3MOM y
3B’g3Ky 31 3HUKHEHHAM (DYHIAMEHTAJIbHUX CylepevdHocTel i (haKTUIHOIO
[IEPEMOTOI0 TIePINOl HABITH y TUX KpalHax, sKi (hOpMajbHO BCe IIe IIPO-
JNoBXKyBasu OynyBatu KomyHizmM. Dykysima MaB Ha yBadi PaasgHcbkuii
Coro3 mepiomy mnepebymoBu Ta Kwurait, mis sdxoro, Ha HOTro IyMKy, HA
piBHI eiT KOMyHICTHYHI il mepeTBOPUINCI Ha BipTyaJabHY HAIOYIOBY,
III0 He BILUIMBAE Ha pPeaJIbHI MPOIECH eKOHOMIYHOI'O PO3BUTKY IIi€l KpaiHU.
Exonomiuna jibepastizaliist ux KpaiH y peTi-pernT MaJja O COPpUInHUTH
moiiTraHy JTibepaJsiizaliio, Xo4a OCTaHHS CyTTEBO BifcTae Bim meprmol. Y
pe3yabTaTi JIOJACTBO JINNIIO JIO 3aBepITeHHS iCTOpil K KOHKYPEHTHOL
6OpOTHOM Ta BUPIIMIEHHST MPOTHUPIY i TOCTYIOBO BCTYIIAE€ B JOCUTH HYIHUMN
mepiof] mMoCT-icTopil, /e TOTOBHUM BUKJIUKOM Oy/e Oe3KiHedHe BUPIIeHHsT
pobJieM, MOB’I3aHUX 13 «TEXHIYHUMU» OCOOJUBOCTAMU (DYHKITIOHYBAHHS
JibepaabHOl JeMOKpaTii, a caMe: eKOHOMIYHI TPoOIeMu, eKOJIOTTYHI 3arpo-
3 Tomo. Hampukinmi cBoel crarti «Kimems icTopii?» BiH 3a3Havae, 10
BiJT9yBa€ CUJIbHY HOCTAJBIIIO 3a TUM YacoM, KOJIM icTOpid Ie icHyBaJa, i
CIOJIIBAETHCH, MO BOHA KOJIM-HeGY b IIOYHETHCH 3HOBY .

3Buuaitno, Pykysima OyB HEOTHOPA30BO MOKPUTHKOBAHUN CTOCOBHO
PO3MipKOBYBaHb, BUCJIOBJIEHUX y Iiff poboTi, ofHAK BiH MaB paIliio y
TOJIOBHOMY: PO3Ia/I, JBOIOJISIPHOT CUCTEMU CBITY CIIPaB/i 3aBEPINUB OJIUH
mepioft icTopil Ta po3movaB iHIIN, MPOTE He HYIHUH MOCT-ICTOPUYIHMI, K
BiH BBaXKaB, a SKiCHO HOBUII eTan po3BuTKY Jroacrea. Camyesns [anriarron
M IKPEeCTIIoE, MO0 3 PO3MaJoM OJIOKY COIAJICTHIHMX KpaiH 1 3akiHdeH-
HSM IIePioJIy «XOJIOJIHOI BiliHM» CBITOBa IIOJIITHMKA BIEPIE B icTOpil crasa
MYJIBTHIOISPHOIO Ta MYJIbTUIUBILIIBAIINHOIO, a HA#OIIbI BigMiHHOCTI i
CYNEPEYHOCTI MiXK JIIOJIbMUA TeNep MOJATaloTh HE B i7€0Jioril, MOJiTHIl
91 eKOHOMIIl, sK 1ie OyJsio paximie, a B KyabTypi. ToMmy 3micTtom icTopil
CydJacHOTO CBiTy 1 Ha MalibyTHE BUCTyHATHMYTb KOHMIIKTA MiXK PI3HAMA
[UBLII3AIIAME Ha OCHOBI KYJIBTYDHOI imeHTIIHOCTIZ.

Orxke, icTOpist MPOJOBKYETHCsI, & CYNEPEYHOCTI 1 KOHMIKTH MiXK pi-
3HUMU MUABLIBAIITHIMA pPeTioHAMHA JIUIE TTOCUTIOIOTH yBary J0 KyJbTYp-
HUX BiIMiHHOCTEH MizK MUBLII3aIlisiMU, 1110 O3HAYAE OLIBITY 3aTpe0yBaHICTh
i 3aJIy4eHHsI ATaHb icTOPil i, BiAmOBimHO, (imocodil icTopil B KOHTEKCT

1 Pukuyama F. The End of History? The National Interest. 1989. Ne16. P.3,10-
12, 18.

2 Huntington S.P. The Clash of Civilization and the Remaking of World Order. New
York : Simon and Schuster, 1996. P. 20-21, 128-130.
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IpobJIeMaTHKH CydacHOro cBiTy. Ha kajb, SCKpaBUM IIPUKJIAIOM I[HOTO Ha
CHOT'OJIHI BUCTYTIA€ POCIMCHKO-YKpalHChbKa BiifHA, y AKill He OCTAHHIO POJIb
BiJIirparoTh camMe iCTOpUYHI MUTAHHA Ta TUTAHHS KYJIHBTYPHOI i/IEHTUIHOCTI.
PanTacMaropudHe MPOIUTAHHS iCTOPil, 3aCHOBAaHE Ha, TPOTATaH TUCTCHKUX
KJtime, miaMiHI TOHATH 1 HAMaraHHI BKpacTu 4yxXKy icropito (I Kyasryp-
Hy TpajuIio) 3a HakKTUIHO! BiJACYTHOCTI CBOEI BJIACHOI, IO POCICHLKMI
pPEXKUM BJAJIO HAB'sSI3aB CBOEMY HACEJIEHHIO Ta B YOMY HAMATAETHCS II€-
PEKOHATH CBITOBY CHIJIBHOTY, SIBJIsi€ COOOIO SICKPAaBUil IIPUKJIAJ BATOMOCTI
iICTOPUYHOTO 3HAHHS Ta MEXaHI3MiB HOro (hOPMYBAHHS 1 3aXUCTY BiT HEIpa-
BOMIpHOIO BTPYYaHHs MOJITHKY, ifeosioril, pesirii. Ha moro nymky, kopu-
CHI IHCTPYMEHTHU 3aXUCTY iCTOPUIHOTO 3HAHHSI, SIKi JIOMOMOXKYTH IIPOBECTU
JIHIIO AeMapKallil Mi>K HAyKOBHM 1 HEHAYKOBHM ICTODHMYHUM 3HAHHSM,
3/IaTHA 3aIMIPOIIOHYBATH aHAJITHIHA HapaTuBHa (disocodis icTopil, mepia
CHCTEeMATHIHA PO3poOKa K01 OyJia 3/ilficHeHa aMepUKAHCEKUM (igocodom
Aprypom danTo.

Cy6cranTuBHa i1 anajiitTuuHa ¢isocodis icropii

Bigmosigmo mo amagiTwaHOol mapaaurmu dimocodcerByBanus, JlaHTO
MOYMHAE 3 IiTKOro momiay disocodii icTopil nHa aBa Bumm: cyOCTAaHTHUBHY
dimocodito icTopil #t anamiTnany dinocodiro icTopil, —i mizkpecsroe, 110
OTro Iparls IPUCBIYeHa BUKJIIOYHO IPOOIeMaTHIN aHAITHIHOI (hitocodil
icropii®.

ITepma 3 HuX MOB’si3aHa 31 3BUYAWHUM ICTOPUYHUM JIOC/IIZKEHHAM, & CaMe:
cybcranTuBHi dinocodu icropil, fAK i icTOpUKHM, HAMAaralOTHCS OINHCATH
BCe, IO CTAJIOCA B MHHYJIOMY, XO4Ya BOHH 3alliKaBJIEHI 3POOUTU 3HAYHO
Ginpire, amixk mpocto 1e. AnamitTuuna dinocodis icropil, 3 ixmoro 6oky,
He IIPOCTO OB’ si3aHa 3 disiocodiero: BoHaA AsaAE cob010 Ty diocodiro, sKa
3aCTOCOBYETHCS [JIs1 BUPIINEHHS CIEmiaJIbHUX KOHIENTYaJIbHUX IPOOJIEM,

110 BUHUKAIOTH y HPAKTHUIl JOCII/I?KEHb K icTOpil, Tak i cybGcTaHTHBHOT
distocodil icropil.

JlanTo 3Beprae yBary Ha Te, mo cyOcTaHTHBHA (ijocodis icropil
MpeTeH/Iy€ Ha OMHUC BCi€l icTOpil, YMM [yKe YiTKO BiJIPI3HAETHCA BiJT
3BUYANHUX ICTOPUYHUX JIOC/II2KEHb, HABITh HANOLIbIT aMOimiitHnX 1 Mac-
mrrabunx. Ha mepmmwmit morsiss 31a€Tbest, 10, SKIIO MH Bi3bMEMO BCi
crapi icropuyHi mpari, J0/aM0 JI0 HUX HOBI ICTOPUYHI JOC/IJIKEeHHS, SKi
3aKPUIOTh yci Ol MU icTopii, TO B pe3y/bTaTi MU MOXKEMO OTPUMATH

3 Danto A.C. Narration and Knowledge. New York: Columbia University Press,
2007. P. 1.
4 Tam camo: P.1.
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MMOBHUY 1 3aBePINIEHNHT OIUC YChOTO, IO KOJIU-HeOy b Bindymocsa. Orxe, Mu
MorJin Ou HAJATH [TOBHE BUKJIAIEHHS BCiel icTopil i, BiAmoBimHO, cTBOpMIN
6 dimocodito icropii. OgHak Hacmpasii, sk 3a3Hadae JlaHTo, y Takwmit
Coci6 y HAMKPAIIOMYy BHIAQJIKy MH OTPHUMAaJH O JIille BUKJIAIEHHS BCHOIO
muHy0T0. ToMy inocod mporionye Bifpi3HATH IiTiCHICTH icTOpil Bim
[UIICHOCTI MUHYJIOro. ljeajibHa XPOHIKA BCHOIO MUHYJIOTO, HABITH sIKOW
BOHa Oy/Ia MOXKJIIBOIO, yCe OJHO He CTaHOBHIIa 6 coboIo Beiel icTopii®.
Cyb6cranTuBHa dinocodis icTopil, mpomosxkye JlanTo, HAMAra€THCsT BU-
KOPUCTOBYBATH IIPAIl iICTOPUKIB K IPOCTO (PAaKTUIHUI Marepias («IaHi»)
JI7IsT CBOTX TTOOYIOB, OCKLIBKY BOHU 371€01/IBIITOTO 3aIiKaB/IeH] B PETETHLHOMY
BHUBYEHH] I olrci KOHKPETHUX ITo/1iit MunyJstoro. Konmenriii cyocTaHTUBHOL
dinocodil icTopil IpeTeHIyI0Th Ha CTaTyC Teopiit icropil. Boru 3a3Buyaii
MICTSITh y CODl Ba BUJM TAKWX TeOpiil: ommcoBi Ta mosicHoBaJbHI. [lin
OIMCOBUMU B IThOMY KOHTEKCTI MAIOThCA Ha YBa3l Teopil, AKi HaMaraoTbCs
BUSIBUTU JESKY CTPYKTYPY B Pl MOAIfl MUHYJIOrO il €KCTPAIIOJIOBATH
[0 CTPYKTYPY B MaiOyTHE, pob/isgdn BUCHOBOK MPO Te, MO MaiOyTHI
1mo/1ii ab0 MOBTOPIOIOTH, ab0 JOMOBHIOITE CTPYKTYPY, BUSIBJIEHY B IOIisIX
Munystoro. IloscHioBasibHI Teopil MalOTh Ha MeTi HAJIaTH BUTIYMadeHHST
1i€l cTpyKTypu B Tepminax npuanaHOCTI. Pimocodis icTopil € moeanannsaM
MOSICHIOBAJILHOI ¥ OmmcoBoi Teopiif. IcHye Besmka KiMbKiCTh MPUYINHHAX
Teopiii, sIKi HaMaralTbCsd HaJIATH 3araJibHi IMOSCHEHHS iCTOPUYHUX MO
3a, JIOOMOTOI0 HANOIIBINT 3araJilbHUX TEPMiHIB, TMOK/JIHUKAIOYNCH HA PACOBI,
KJiiMaTr4aHI 60 ekoHOMIuHI (hakTopu. OMHAK, TaKi Teopil y KparoMy pasi
€ KOPUCHUMU JIJTsI COTIAJIbHAX HAYK 1 caMi cOOOI0 HE CTAHOBJIATH (hltocodil
icropil. Ak mpukaax cybcranTuBaOl dinocodil icropii Janto HABOAUTH
MapKCU3M, JI0 SKOI'0 HaJIEXKATh 0OU/IBa THUIIN TEOPiil — OIMCOBA Ta IOSCHIO-
fo4Ja. 3riJHO 3 OIKCOBOK TEOPIEd MapKCHU3MY, 3MICTOM iCTOpIl BHUCTYyIIA€
KOH(UIKT MiXK KjacaMu: KOYKEeH IEeBHUII KJIAC CTBOPIOE cobi aHTaroHicra
K YMOBY BJIACHOTO iCHYBAHHS i BpEITi 3HUIIYe€ThCA HUM. IcTopisa mae
IiaJIEKTUYHA XapakTep 1 TOMy I CTPYKTypa Oyze icHyBaTu 10 TUX Tip,
MOKW JUATUMYTH TpUYInHH, 1m0 11 chopmyBaan. HaMaramms oTOTOKHUTH
i OPUYIUHA 3 PI3HOMAHITHUMHU E€KOHOMIYHUME (paKTOpaMU CTBOPIOIOTH
MIOSICHIOBAJILHY TEOPilo MapKcu3My. ¥ MaWOyTHBOMY Il CTPYKTYpa IpHU-
NMITHUTH CBOE ICHYBAHHS, TOMY IO 3HUKHYTH TPUYUHU, IO TOPOKYIOTH
KOHMIIKT KJIaciB, gK i caMi KIacH B KOMYHICTHTHOMY CYCIiTbCTBiC.
JlanTo HAroJIOIIyE, MO AIHCHO yCHiliHA iCTOpUYHA Teopis moTpedyBasa
6 nabaraTo OiJIbITle TaHUX, aHiK iCTOpist MOXKe HaJaTH, 1 BOHA HaMaraJacs

5 Tam camo: P.1-2.
6 Tam camo: P.2-3.
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6 He JuIe CTPYKTYPYBATHU IX B IEBHY CHCTEMY, ajleé TAKOXK HepeI0ainTh
i TOSCHUTH HABITh MOMil MaifiOyTHBHOro. Y IOMY CEHCI CyOCTaHTHBHA
dimocodis icropil mae crmpaBy 3 «yci€io» icTopi€io —3 yciM MWHYIAM i
maioyraiM. CaMe TyT MU CTHKAEMOCS 3 OCHOBHOIO ITPOOJIEMOIO: iCTOPUKHI
JIOCTIKYIOTh JIMIIIE MUHYJIE, & MaliOyTHIM MMOYMHAIOTH I[IKABUTHCS JIUIIE
TOJi, KOJIX BOHO IIEPETBOPIOETHCS HA MUHYJIE. 3BUYAIHO, I€BHE PO3YMIiHHSI
TOrO, IO BiIOY/I0CS B MUHYJIOMY, 3aCHOBAHE Ha MEPEBIPEHUX CBITOITBAX,
HaJa€ iICTOPUKY MOXKJIUBICTD IepeIdadnTn AesiKuil TOAaTKOBUil (hakT, Ipo
AKuit Bin 70 mporo ue 3uaB. Pigocod akieHnTye Ha TOMYy, MO Ta 0OCTaBUHA,
o 1ieit nepenbadenuii pakT icHyBaB y MUHYJIOMY, He Ma€ HAC 30UBATH 3
MMAHTEJIUKY: Tie, JificHo, epenbadeHHs . KO BOHO € BipHUM, TO iCTOPUK,
[IPOBIBINK 1ICTOPUYHE JIOC/IIJ2KEHHsI, ¥ PE3Y/IbTAaTi BCTAHOBUTH Iepesdatie-
Huit panime daxr’. OaHaK, TAKOrO THIIY IepeIbadeHHs iCTOPUKIB CTOCY-
I0THCS BUKJIIOYHO MUHYJIOIO, BOHH HE MOYXKYTb OyTH I€peHEeceHi Ha Maii-
oytue. Tomy, Ha AymMKy JlaHTO, OTOTOXKHIOBATU KOHIIEHIT CyOCTAHTUBHOL
dinmocodii icTopil 3 icropuaHUME TEOpisgMHU € abCOTIOTHO HEIIPABUIBLHUM.

Hasgitp sik11o npumycTuTu, o 3anpornoHoBani Kouenii dinocodil icropil
Oynu cmpobaMy CTBOPHUTH IIOCH CXOXKE O HAyKOBHX TeOpiil, To Oyab-
XTO, XO4Y TPOXU 3HANHOMUI i3 HUMH, MOXKe 3POOUTH BHUCHOBOK, IO BOHU
SIBJISIIOTH COOOIO JOCUTH IPHUMITHBHI cipoby, HACTIIBKH IPUMITUBHI, 110
mij Jac criBCTaBJIEHHS HaBITh i3 TAKOIO IIPOCTOIO OIMCOBOIO TEOPI€lo, siK
reopis 1. Kemnepa, icuyioui xommemnmii dinocodii icTopii € HeBHMOBHO
He3rpabHUMU Ta MailzKe He3IaTHUMH 10 nepegbdadenb. HaBiTh HaMbOiabIT
BILIUBOBI KOHIIENIII] MOsICHIOBAILHOI dinocodil icTopil € ne HabaraTo Kpa-
IMUMU 33 HAPUCHU TEOPii, sKi Ie TiIbKM MaloTh 6yTu cdopMmy/roBaHi, i
€ HabaraTo MeHIIE MepeBipeHuMu. 3 IHIOro GOKY, AKIINO MH MOLYMAaEMO
npo 3Buyaiini icropuuni npani (i HaBiTH He mpo HaifiKpali 3 HHUX), BOHH
3/1al0ThCS JIOCUTh PO3BUHEHMMH 3pa3sKaMU Yy CBOEMY BJIACHOMY »KaHDi,
SKI 330BOJIBHSIIOTH KPUTEPil, 3aCTOCOBaHI [0 I[bOTO KAHPY, 1 POOIATH
OlyIbIII OYEBUIHUM TOM aKT, 110 KOHIEII] (disocodil icTopil cepito3Ho He
BiAmOBimaroTH KpuTEpisM HayKoBOI Teopii.d

Ko BOHM Ha MMIOCH 1 CXOXKi, TO HA 3BUYANHI iCTOPWUYHI Tparl, g0 SKUX
BOHU BHOCSTH TBEDJKEHHSI TPO MAMOyTHE, IO HE € XapaKTEePHUM I
icropii. Konmnemnriii cyocranTusHOl diocodii icTopil TakoK IacTo MaioTh
OIIOBIJIHY CTPYKTYpPY, IHPOIOHYIOTh iHTepHpeTalil IMOJiiii MUHYJIOro, IO
icHye B icTOpil, ajie He B HaylIli, a TAKOXK HEBUIIPABJ/IAHO 3aCTOCOBYIOTH Te
caMe MOHATTSI «3HAYEHHsI», SKe a0COJIFOTHO BUNIPABIAHO BUKOPUCTOBYEThHCS
B 3BUYANHIX iCTOPHYHEX Ipamax’.

7 Tam camo: P.4,5-6.
8 Tam camo: P.5.
9 Tam camo: P.7,9.
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Ha nymky /lanTo, 3anuTyBaTu Mpo 3HAYEHHS MO/IIT B iICTOPUIHOMY CEHCI
IBOT'O CJIOBA O3HAYAE CTABUTH IUTAHHS, HA SKE MOXKHA BiIIOBiCTH JuIle B
KoHTeKCTI posnoBimi. OmHa it Ta K cama MOJis MaTUMe pi3He 3HAYEHHS B
KOHTEKCTI pi3HUX icTOpiit abo, iHaKINe KaxKy'un, y KOHTEKCTI OLIBII Mi3HiX
IO/1iiA, i3 IKUMU BOHA& MOXKe OyTH 0B si3aHa. CaMe pO3IIOBi/Ib CTBOPIOE TOIA
[PUPOJHUI KOHTEKCT, y SKOMY IOJil HADYBAIOTh iCTOPUIHOIO 3HAYEHHS.
BukopucroByoun moHITTd 3HaAUEHHS B TOMY 2K CEHCI, IO i icTOpUKH, AKi
BBaXKaIOTh, IO HOi1l BIVIITAIOTHCS B PO3IOBIIb, TPEICTABHUKY CyOCTAHTHB-
HOI (iocodil icTopil HaMArarOThCsA BiAKPUTH 3HATEHHSA O/l I1Ie 0 TOTO,
AK BimOyucs OLIBIN mi3Hi moil, sKi HAJAIOThL 3HAYEHHs meprmuM. Bonn
€KCTPAIIOJIIIOThL B MaiilbyTHE OIOBiJHI CTPYKTYPU, TOOTO HAMATAKOTHCS
CTBOPUTH PO3IOBIJIb ITIe JI0 TOTO, SiK Iisi PO3IOBiIh B IPUHIIAII MOYXKe OyTu
poskazamnoro. Po3moBinb, sgka iX MiKaBUTh, — I1€ BCA 1CTOPisI, PO3MOBIAL PO
icropiro 3aramom. PaKTUIHO, BOHM HAMATAIOTHCS HAIIMCATH iCTOPIIO TTOMiit
JI0 TOTO, K BOHH BiZOyJsncs, 1 HA/IATU BUKJIAJ MUHYJIOTO, CIUPAIOYNCH HA
po3yMinHs MaitbyTHEOr0'C.

3rigno 3 nozuriero Jlanto, cybcranTuBHa hisocodist icTopil € moMuiiko-
BOIO JISITBHICTIO 3a cBO€O cyTTio. CaMa JyMKa, 10 MU MOYKEMO HAIUCATH
icTopiro moiit 1me 10 TOTOo, SIK BOHHU Bimdy/ucs, € abcomiorHo xubuoro. [1io
MIOMHJIKY MOYKHA IIPEJICTABUTH HACTYIIHUM cIiocoboM: disiocodpu HaMararo-
ThCS HAJIATU HEBIIIOBITHUI 38 9aCcOM OIIKC IO/Iii, OITUCATH TO/IiT TaK, siK X
He MOXKHA OMHCYBATHU B JAHUII MOMEHT. ICTOpPUK muIie icTopiro moil Jintre
micJist TOro, sik BoHa BimOysacs. Kpim Toro, icropuk ommcye jesiki momii,
MOKJIMKAIOYNCh Ha IHIM TOJil, sKi 00 TEepIuX 3HAXOIATHCSI B MaiiOy-
THBOMY, aJjie Jjisi camMoro icropuka € munyauM. CybcranTuauit dpisocod
icropii ommcye MWHYJI MOJil, MOCMJIAIOYUCH Ha iHII, SKi 3HAXOIATHCI B
MaiOyTHBOMY 1 JIJIsI OIMCYBAHUX IIOJiH, 1 IMOIO caMOro cyOCTaHTUBHOIO
dinocoda icropil. ¥V 3B’a3ky 3 mum JlanTo Hamosisirag, MmO HE MOXKHA
MPUIMATH TIO3UINI0, IK& BUIIPABJIOBYE TAKy IHTEJIEKTYaJbHY JISIbHICTD.
Hani Bin nmmre:

IIpuramannuii icropil croci6 ynopsigkyBaHHs IO, s1 Mal0 HArOJIOCUTH,
He mepenbadae eKCTpamosdarnii B MaiilbyTHe, i1 B IbOMy CEHCI CTPpYyKTypH,
BIJITOBIZHO 10 SIKMX 3IIICHIOETHCS TaKe BIIOPSIKYBAaHHS, HE € HAYKOBUMU
TeopisgMu. HacTKOBO 1e OOYMOBJIIOETHCS THM, IO ICTOPUYHE 3HAYEHHS
[IOB’s13aHe 13 M03a-iCTOPUYHIM 3HAYMEHHSIM, a OCTaHHE 31 CBOro GOKy 3Mi-
HIOETHCA pa30M 3i 3miHamu iHTEpeciB Jmojeil. Icropii, ski omnosizaoTh
icropuky, IOB’sI3aHi He JInIIe 3 IEPioLOM, JO SIKOIO BOHH HAJIEXKAaTh, aJje U
i3 103a-iCTOPUYHUMH iIHTEPECAMH ICTOPUKIB sIK IIPEICTABHUKIB JIIOJICHKOIO
poay. fKImo st Maro pariro, TO B iCTODUYHOMY OIHCI 3aBXK/IM € HE3MIHHUN

10 Tam camo: P.11,13.
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(dakTOp KOHBEHIIIOHAJIBHOCTI Ta JIOBIILHOCTi, TOMY € HaJ3BUYAHO CKJIa-
JHUM, {IKIIO B3araji MOXKJIMBHUM, TOBOPUTH, IK TOI'O XO4e CyOCTaHTUBHUMN
dinocod icropil, npo exuny icropiio [story| crocosro Beiel icTopil [history]
260, y IBOMY BiJHOIIEHH], IPO iCTOPi0 Gymb-sKOI CyKyIHOCTI mosmiii. 11

3aBmaHHAIM iCTOpIl 9K HAYKW, 3TiHO 3 mosuilier JlanTo, € BHOpsiI-
KYBaHHSI ICTOPUYIHUX TMOJiil, OpraHi3alrisi MHUHYJIOTO B YacOBI ITiTiCHOCTI
Ta TOSICHEHHsT 1ICTOPUYHNX 3MiH. Binmosimmo, mpusnadeHHsT aHAJITHTHOL
dimocodii icTopil moasdrae B mocaimoBHoMy disocodchbKoMy aHai31 THX
crrocobiB opraHizaril Ta BIOPSAKYBAHHS MUHYJIOTO, SIKUMH KOPUCTYIOThHCS
sIK TIPAKTUKYIOUl icropuku, Tak i cybcranTuBHi disocodu icropii. Kpim
TOTO, TIepe.T AaHATITHIHIM PiocodoM icTopil mocTaloTh aBa 060B’ IZKOBUX
3aBiannsd. lleprie mosisirae B TOMy, 1mo0 crpobyBaTh ysIBUTH, SKAM On
OyB JOCBiJ CIPUWHATTSA CyJIacHOCTI 6€3 3HAHHs Y0ro-HeOYyIb B3araji mpo
muHyse. /Ipyre 3aBmanus — y TOMYy, 100 CripoOyBaTH ySIBUTH, SKUM Ou OYB

JIOCBiJT CIIPUIHATTS CydacHOCTi, AKOM MU 3HAJIN TaKOXK i MaiitbyTre!2.

OrnocepeaKoBaHICTH IIpeMeTa BUBYEHHS icTOpil

O/tHe 3 TIepIux MUTaHb, sike po3risigac JIaHTo, € MUTaHHS OITOCePEIKO-
BAHOCTI iCTOPUYIHOrO Ti3HAHHS. [CTOPUK He Ma€ OE3MOCePEITHBOTO JTOCTYITY
JIO MUHYJIOI peasibHOCTI i He Ma€ MOXKJMBOCTI CIOCTEPIraTH IPEIMETH
CBOI'O BUBUYEHHsI 0E3[10CEPEIHBO, K I POOJISITh HAYKOBIN. 3a3BUYail mei
dakT cupuiiMaioTh AK iCTOTHUI HEHOJIIK icTopil mopiBHAHO 3 HayKow0. Take
3BUHYBaYeHHsI CTOCOBHO icTOpil, Ha AyMKy ]itocoda, 3ByIUTb TOCUTH
[1apa/I0KCAJIbHO, OCKIJIBKH CaMe TOMY, II[0 MU He MaEMO IPSIMOrO JIOCTYILY
JI0O MUHYJIOTO, icHye icTopis gk Taka. TobTo came 1eit dpakT BifcyTHOCTI
6e3110CepeTHBOTO JIOCTYITY JI0 MUHYJIO! PeabHOCTI YMOXKJIMBJIIOE ICHY BAHHST
icropii sik Hayku'®.

Kpim Toro, JlarTo Haroorrye, 1o Take 3BUHYBaI€HHS 3 O0KY KPUTHUKIB
icTOPIT TOBOPUTH TAKOXK PO IXHE HEJOCTATHE 3HAHHS PeaJliii PO3BUTKY Cy-
qacHol HayKu. CyJacHuil BYEHUIT TaKOXK HE 3aBXKJIM 3/1aTE€H 6€3I110CePETHBO
criocrepiratu 06’€KTH CBOIO BUBYEHHS, CydacHa HAayKa TaKOXK YacTO MA€
CIIpaBy 13 IpeaMeTaMu, siKi BOHA He 3/IaTHA BUBYATH B OE3MIOCEPETHBOMY
CITOCTEPEKEHH] Ta JJIs JOCIiPKeHHs SKUX BUEH] MAlOTh PO3POOIATH T€OPIl
i coemiapHi TexHiuHI 3acobu. J[aHTOo miaKpeCcTIoE:

Te, mo BYeHi MOXKYTBH crocrepiraTu 6e310CEePeIHBO, MOXKE 3HAXOLUTUC
B HE MEHII BiJIJJaJIEHOMY BiJHOIIIEHHI 0 IXHBOI'O HpeaMeTa JMOCHiI?KeHHS,

11 Tam camo: P. 15.
12 Tam camo: P.255,15,93-94.
13 Tam camo: P.95.
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aHI>K Te, [0 MOXKYTb CIIOCTEpiraTé iCTOPUKH — MeaJli, PyKOIIUCH, Uepe-
KW, 3HAXOAUTHCS y BIJHOIIEHH] 0 IXHBOTO NpeaMeTy BuBUYeHHsi. Hemo-
2KJIUBICTh GE31I0CEPETHBOIO CIOCTEPEXKEHHS 3a IPEJIMETOM JOCJIIPKEHHS
MOXKe OOyMOBJIIOBATUCS PISHUMH IpUYIUHAMHA. 1€, [0 MU HE MOXKEMO CITO-
crepiraTu MHUHYJE, MOXKJINBO, CTAHOBUTBD JIOTIYHY iICTHHY, & HEMOXKJIUBICTh
CIIOCTEPIraTh eJIEKTPOHHU YU FeHU OLIBIIOK MipOI0 € BUMAIKOBUM (DAKTOM.
Opnak Te, IO MiJICTABU MAIOTh OYTH JIOTIYHMMHU B OJHOMY BUIAJKY 1
dhakTUYHUME B IHIIIOMY, He HMPU3BOJUTH JI0 >KOMHOI PI3HUI B HOTOYHIN
IPaKTUI{ JoC/imKenHs. 14

VY cydacHiit HayIi iCHYIOTh Taki rajiysi, 1o MaloTh MOXKJIUBICTH Oe3roce-
PEJHBO CIIOCTEPIraTH CBiil IIpeMeT BUBYEHHS, HAIIPUKJIAJ, TI€BHI PO3/IiIn
ximil, 300J10ri1 un reoJorii. OHAK 1€ € XapaKTepHUM JIJisl eJIEMEHTAPHIX
HayK Ha BiIMiHy, 30Kpema, Biim aroMuol ¢izuku. I Toit daxT, mo po3sBu-
HyTi HayKu 37e0LIbIIOr0 MaiTh CIpaBy 3 00’€KTaMu, HEIOCTYIHUMU Y
IPSMOMY CIIOCTEPEXKEHHI, YiTKO MOKa3ye€ HaM, IO K MOXKJIUBICTb, TaK i
HEMOXKJIUBICTh 0E3MOCepPEIHLO CIOCTEPITaTH CBifl MpeaMeT JTOCTiIKeHHsT
HE HaJIa€ HayIll >KOJIHUX ICTOTHUX Iepepar. HeMoxkJmBiCTh 6e3110cepeiHbo
CIIOCTEPIraTH IMPeJMEeTH CBOIO BUBYEHHSI HA CbOTOJIHI sIBJISIE CODOIO IITUPOKO
PO3IOBCIO/IZKEHY OCOOJIUBICTh HAYKOBOTO JIOC/I2KEHHsI, SKa HE CTABUTH
nepes icropieio HigKmX ocobauBux mpobsem. JlaHTO cTBepKye, mo 6e3
TOCUJIAHHS Ha 1CTOPIIO-SIK-PeasibHICTh iCTOPUKK B3araji 6 He MOIVIA PO3-
IJISJIATH TOCh K JJOKYMEHTaJIbHI cBiguenus. Taka cama curyaris icHye
i B HayIi: He CHOUPAIOYNCH HA MOHATTS, sKi HAJEkKATh JIO CYTHOCTEI,
0 He HAasiBHI B 0e3110CepeHbOMY OCBiJi, ydeHI He Morim O auraru
mo3HaYKu Ha (ororpadidHnx NIACTHHAX YA TPEKH B XMapHUX KaMepax
qn ocrmtorpadax. Came TOMy TeOpeTHYIHE JOCIXKEHHSI BUMAra€ I'DyH-
TOBHOI IiITOTOBKH, y IPOIECi AKOI CTY/IEHTIB HABYAIOTHh YATATHA — TOOTO
0aunTH — TaKi MOKa3HUKU. Ta camMa CUTyaIlisd Ma€ MicIie i IoJI0 iCTOPUIHIX
nokyMmeHTiB. Koyin My He 37aTHI MPOYUTATH IIi JOKYMEHTH, HAM ITOTPIOHI

He OKy/IApH, a icTopiorpadiuma MaiicTepmicTs'?.

TeopeTtuyuHe ii IiHHICHE HABAHTA>KEHHSI iCTOPUYHOIO
3HAHHIA

I pyra obcTaBuHa CTOCOBHO II3HAHHS MUHYJIOTO, HA sIKY 3BEPTAE yBary
HamnTo, mossira€ B TEOPETHUHIN 1 IIHHICHI HABAHTAaXKEHOCTi OyIb-IKOTO
icTOPHUYHOrO JIOCi/PKEHHS. Y I[bOMY CEHCl BIH MHUCJIATH y PYyCJIi CydacHUX

14 Tam camo: P.95.
15 Tam camo: P.95.
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imeit moctmosuTuBicTehKOl (isocodil mayku Kapsa Ilonmepa ta Ximapi
ITaTHeMma.

[To-neprte, € abCOIOTHO HEITPABOMIPHUM JIyMAaTH, IO iCTOPUK IIPUCTY-
ma€ JI0 BUBYEHHS CBOTO IpeaMeTa 6e3 JIesTKOl TeOpeTHIHOI i MeTO 10710 i~
9HOI MiITOTOBKH, TOOTO 1MO30aBJ/ISATH iCTOPUKA «IIpaBa» BUKOPUCTOBYBATU
Teopil Ui opraHizalil THX IO, CBiT4eHHS PO sIKi BiH 3HAXOJUTH B
icropuanux mxepesax (icropii-gak-cBigomnrsi).

Most mosunisi, ofHak, IoJsira€ B HACTYIIHOMY: HIXTO HE XOJUTH I'OJIMM
B apxiBu. 3 iHmoro 60Ky, IO TAKOXK MOXKe OyTH IOBEJEHUM, HIXTO He
3aXOIUTh TOJIUM 10 JaGopaTopil.t?

3aznauene mosiokennsi Jlanto € myxke cmi3Bygnum jo te3u K. [Tommepa
PO TEOPETHYHY HABAHTAYXKEHICTH OYIb-IKOTO eMITIPUIHOTO JTOCIiIyKEHHSI.
Crocrepe:keHHs € 3aBXK U CIIOCTEPEXKEHHSIM Y CBITJII IT€BHOI Teopil. 3rigHo
3 nymkoio K. ITommepa, Hala moBcsKIeHHA MOBa, B2K€ MICTHTD Yy 001 6e3J1i1
TEOPETHYIHUX IOHSTH (<«CIOBHEHA TEODisiMU»), 1 JIMIle IHJIYyKTHBICTChKE
yIEPeKEeHHsT 3MYIIye HAC JyMaTh, IO MOYXKe iCHyBaTu (heHOMEHAJbHA
MoBa, BinbHa Bif Teopiit!”. IMommep nasusae «midom Bexonas ysasienns
PO Te, IO HAYKOBUM METOJ IOJIATa€ Y CIIOCTEPeXKeHHI I eKCIEePUMEHT],
KOTpi MaroTh npusBectu ;10 dopmysnoBanHs Teopii. Haykose 3nanHs He

MOKe 6yTI/I JAUCTNIJIBOBaAHUM i3 He iHTepHpeTOBaHI/IX JyTTEBUX ,ILaHI/IXls.

Hasits peresnpma i TBepe3sa mepeBipka Hammx imeit mocBimoMm 3i cBoro
OOKYy HAJMXA€TBHCS 1EsSME: €KCIIEPUMEHT € 3allJIAHOBAHOIO €0, KOXKEH
KPOK sIKOI CKEPOBYETHCH TeOopi€o. Mu He HaTUKaEeMOCs Ha CBifl JOCBif
i He J03BOJISIEMO HOMY TeKTH, K cTpyMKy. CKopimre, Mu MaeMo OyTu
AKTUBHUMH: MU Ma€MO ‘CTBOPIOBATH’ HAIIl JOCBiJ.

Ilizmanaa MUHYJIOTO CTa€ JOCTYIMHUM JJjId HAC BUBIIHUM IILISXOM, a TaKi
BHCHOBKH $IBHO 9YM HESIBHO CIIMPAIOTHCS HA MEBHI TEOPETUIHI TBEP/KEHHS,
JKi TOB’3YIOTh HasABHI CBiadenns 3 daxtamu MuHya0oro. Tomy icTopmk
y cBOiit pobOTI Tak caMO 3aCTOCOBYE Teopil Ta TimoTe3u, gK Iie POOJIATH
HayKoBIi. /IaHTO CJIyIIHO HATrOJIOINIYE, IO BUKOPUCTAHHS TeOPiil i rimo-
Te3 i3MKOM y MpoIeci CBOTO JOCTIKEeHHs, HA BiaMmiHy Bij icTopuka,
HEe TPU3BOANUTL M0 3BUHYBAY€Hb (DI3UKM B HEOO €KTUBHOCTI OTPUMAHUX
pesynbraTiB. [Ipunyctumo, mo ¢isuku cepito3Ho mocraBuancsa 6 10 Te3H,
o iXHE TparHeHHs J0 00’€KTUBHOCTI € HECYMICHUM i3 BUKOPHUCTAHHSIM

16 Tam camo: P.101.

17 Popper K. The Logic of Scientific Discovery. London and New York: Routledge
Classics, 2005. P. 37.

18 Tam camo: P.278-279.

19 Tam camo: P.280.
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HUMU TeOpiii, BOHM He 3Morju O Oljibllle TPOJOBXKYBATH BBaXKaTu cebe
06’ ekTuBEIME TonEMuZ’. I3 mormamy JlaHTo, IPHYIMHOIO TaKol CHTyarmi
TAKOXK € TIOMUJIKOBE PO3YMIHHSA CYYacHOI HAyKH, BIJIIIOBITHO JIO SIKOTO
HayKa HiOMTO He BukopucroBye (Ha BiaMiny Biz icrtopii) yuiBepcasibhi
CXeMU OPraHi3allil CBOro MaTepiaJry, sKi 3HAaYHO BUXO/IATH 38 MeKi HAsBHUX
JAHUX. 3aCTOCYBAaHHsI TAKMX CXEM SIBJISIE CODOIO HEBiJ €MHY pUCY Oyiib-
KOO EMITIpDUYHOTO 3HAHHS. 3aBIAaHHSAM ICTOPUKA, HABITH BUXOISAYHU i3
CyTHOCTI HOTO [istIbHOCTI, Ma€ OyTH He IPOCTe BiITBOPEHHSI MUHYJIOTO
(OCKIIbKY [IOCKOHAJIMI OIUC MUHYJIONO B IPUHIUIN He € MOXKJIHMBHM), a
meBHa opramizariia munysioro. Jlami Bin murre:

BinminnzicTs MixK icTOpi€ro Ta HayKoOO HOJIATa€ He B TOMY, IO icTOpist
3aCTOCOBYE, a HAayKa HE 3aCTOCOBYE OPraHi3ylodi cXeMu, fKi BUXOIATH 3a
Mexi Toro, o € garuM. O6uasi 11e pobiiaTh. BigMiHHICTE mOJIsiTae B TOMY

BU/Ii OPraHi3yI04Yux CxeM, siKi 3aCTOCOBY€ KOXKHa 3 HUX. lcTopist posmnosifgae
- 21

icTopil.
Ilo-apyre, ciifg 3aBXKau TaM’ SITATH, IO B iCTOPUKA, SIK 1 B OyIb-SIKOI 1HIIIOT
JIIOJTUHU, € TIePEeKOHAHHs, CBITOIVISIIHI HACTAHOBU Ta KOHKPETHI iHTEpecH.
Ile He mepenkoKAE i He 3MEHIITY€E HOr0 MOYKJIUBOCTI JOCITATH CBOET «MiHi-
MaJILHOI TTiJTi», gK 11 HazuBae JLaHTO, — BUCJIOBIIIOBATU iCTUHI TBEPZKEHHS
npo MuHyjIe. [cTopudHa OmOBinb 3aBXKIU € BHOIPKOBOIO, BOHA Ha IOCH
3BepTaE yBary K Ha OLIBIN BaXKJINBE B KOHTEKCTI JOC/TiI?KEHHS, a IMOCh, K
MEHIIT BaXKJINBe, 3aJIUINAE 11032 po3risgoM. OHaK, KpiM IIbOro, B icTopuka
MOXKYTh OyTH i iHIIII MOTUBY POBOPUTH IIPO OJIHI HOIIT Ta HE 3ralyBaTH PO
immi. Hamr croci6 opranizarii munysioro, Hanosisirae /lanTo, € Kay3aabHO

OB SI3aHUM 3 HAIIUMEI KOHKPETHUMUN iHTepeC&MI/IQZ.

Mu He MoxkeMO ysiBUTH c00i aHi icTopiro 6e3 opraHisyrodux cxem, aHi Iii

Opranisyoodi icTopuYHi cxeMH OKpeMO BiJj KOHKDETHHUX JIIOJCBKUX iHTepe-
i 23

ciB.

BakyiuBy posib IPaKTHUIHOIO «iHTEpecy» B POOOTI iCTOpWKa TAKOXK IIil-
kpecioe Kpic Jlopenn. Bin mopiBaioe pobory icTopmka 3 mparero ma-
JIEOHTOJIOTa aD0 TeoJiora, SKi TeXK 3aiiMalOThCS PEKOHCTPYKIEI0 MUHYJIOL
peasibrOCTi. OIHAK 3aBJIAHHS iCTOPUKA € HAOATATO CKJIATHIIIIUMU, TOMY IO
OCTaHHiit 30cepeKeHNT Ha PEKOHCTPYKIII1 JIOJICHKOT0 MUHYJIOTO, TIIO0 MA€
IpsiMe BiJTHOIIEeHHsI 710 (POPMYyBaHHS 1K 1HIUBIyAJBHOI, TAK 1 KOJIEKTHBHOT

20 Tam camo: P.102.

21 Danto A.C. Narration and Knowledge. New York: Columbia University Press,
2007. P.111.

22 Tam camo: P.30-31, 33.

23 Tam camo: P.111.
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imenrmanocti??, TOMY TIPUPOJIHO 3aJIyUeHU 10 aHasi3y MIHHOCTEH 1 TiiHHi-

CHHUX CHCTEM TUX CYCHIJIbCTB, dKi BiH BUBYA€ sIK iCTOPUK, a TaKOXK CaM €
HOCIEM 1 IIPeJICTABHUKOM ITIHHICHOT CUCTEMHU CyYaCHOI JIJIS HbOT'O KYJTbTYPH.
Y 1mpoMy BJacHe i moJIAiTa€ MPAKTUIHUN «iHTepec» icTopil, saKuit MU 3aB-
KM MAEMO BPAXOBYBAaTH IiJ] Yac aHAMI3Y icTopwmdHuX HapaTtubiB. Kpim
TOrO, iCTOPUKM Yy TPOIECi HAIMCAHHS ICTOPUYHUX HAPATUBIB 3a3BUYAil
OPIEHTYIOTHCA HA IEBHY ayJIUTOPIIO, JJIs KOl € XapaKTEePHOIO HAIBHICTH
[IEBHOT'O «T'OPU3OHTY OYiKyBaHb». JIOpEHII creniajibHO BBOAUTD I1€ TOHSITTS
JI7IST TOTO, 100 TOKA3aTH, V AKHUH CIIOCIO IMiHHICHO-HOPMATHUBHI KOHITEIITT
(mo 3acHOBaHI HA PI3HMX COIIAJBHUX OHTOJIOTIAX 1 € YACTUHAME DI3SHHX
HOJIITHYHNX 11€0s10rii) MoB’si3aHl 3 TUMH 9M THMH ONMCAMHI ICTOPUYHOL
JiCHOCTI, 1 3a3Ha4a€, 0 «FOPU3OHT OYiKyBaHby (PYHKIIOHYE 110 CyTi SIK
MICT MiK OCHOBHUMY CBITOTVISTHUMH TPHUIYIIEHHSIMH iCTOpUKa Ta HOTO
ayauropieio?®. Jlopenm mumre:

IcTopuky He PEKOHCTPYIOIOTH MUHYJIE Y BaKyyMi, a 3 ypaxyBaHHsM IIEBHOT
ayauTopil; TOMy BeJIMKa KIJbKICTh MOMIAAIB B icTopiorpadil moxke Ta-
KO2K OyTH IOSICHEHA, BUXOJIAYH 31 CIIO2KUBAIILKOro 60Ky icTopiorpadil, —
npodeciitnoi Ta Hempodeciiitnoi. OTxKe, xo4a BCi «HAyKOBi» icTOpUKHU
OB ’I3aH1 «IIPABUJIOM JIICHOCTI», BOHM 8600H0O%AC ITOB’SI3aH1 TUM, 1110 MOXKE
OyTH IMO3HAYEHUM $IK «IPABWIO ayauropii». lle ocramme mpasBmio Moxke
JIOTIOMOTI'TH HaM IIOSICHUTH, y SIKHAH CIIOCIO icTOpMKaMu BUKOPHUCTOBYETHCS
«HapaTUBHUI IIPOCTIp»: Ile JOIOMAarae€ IOSACHUTH, fAKi 3 yCiX MOXKJIMBHX
icTUHHEX icTOpift TakKOXK 6udHnaromwvcesa Takumu. lle 30BciM He TpuBiaab-
HO, aJI2Ke ICTOpHMKH, TaK CaMO K 1 NPEJICTABHUKH IMPUPOJIHUYUX HAYK,
parHyTh He J0 iICTUHHU camoi no cobi, i He IO Mo6HO? icTWHH, a JuIie
no peaesarmmoi ictuau. OcKinbKy icTopuyHi JzKepesa 6e31ocepeHbo He
«IUKTYIOTb» CIOCIO PEKOHCTPYKIIil MHHYJIOrO, BOHU 3aBK/U IPOIOHYIOTH
HApPATUBHUI IPOCTIP /sl JEKIIbKOX IOSCHIOIYUX OHHCiB (1€ 3auinae-
ThCsl parioHaJIBHEM 3epHOM Memaicmopii Baiita). $ki 3 mux onwmcis €
anpiopHO MPaBJONOIIOHUMHY, 1€ 3MIHIOEThCS HE TLIBKHM Pa3oM 3i 3MIiHOIO
mi3HaBAJILHUX OYIKyBaHb, ajlé TAKOXK 1 pa3oM 3i 3MiHOIO HOPMAaTHUBHHX
odiKyBaHb ayuTOpil, 10 SKOT 3BepTaeThcs icropuk. 26

Jlopent yzke BAaI0 IMILIEMEHTYE KOHIIEHIIIO BHYTPIMITHBOTO PEATI3MY
Ilatmema B Teopito icropmunoro misHamHsd. Bimgmosiamo mo miel moswuiiil,
BiOip Ta imTepmperartis GakTiB 3aBXKIN BiIOYBAETHCST B MeXKax IMEBHOL
KOHIIEIITYaJIbHOI cxeMu, a BuOIp Tiel uu Ti€l KOHIENTYaJabHOI CXeMHU Iie-
peabatae 1inHocTi. [laTHem HaroJsomniye, mo HaBiTh BHOIp cxemMu OHHUCY

24 Lorenz Ch. Historical Knowledge and Historical Reality: A Plea for «Internal
Realism». History and Theory: Contemporary Readings / ed. by B.Fay, Ph. Pomper,
R.T. Vann. Oxford : Wiley-Blackwell, 1998. P. 357.

25 Tam camo: P.364.

26 Tam camo: P.364-365.
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3BUYANHIX MiXKOCOOMCTICHUX BIJHOCHH 1 coIiaJbHUX (PaKTOPiB, AK 1 po3-
MIDKOBYBaHHS IIPO BJIACHUI YKUTTEBUI IIJISAX, BKJIOYAE, OKPIM BCHOTO
inmmoro, Takox Mopasbhi mirHocTi2”. Ha itoro mymky, daxTu Ta miHHOCTI €
TIIOO0KO B3aE€MOIIOB’ I3aHUMHI MizK CODO0IO: KOYKeH HAI (paKT HaBaHTAKEHUIT
IIEBHOIO IIHHICTIO, a KOYKHA, HAIla, IHHICTh HABAHTAXKYE JEIKUH (DaKT.
Ax migkpecioe dirocod, dakT sBjs€e cOOO MOCH, ¥ IO PAIlOHAJIBHO
Biputu. ToMy MOHATTS <«paIiOHAJBLHO NPUHHATHHUIT» Ta <«ICTUHHUI» €
3aJIeKHUMU OJUH Bif omHoro. Bin m0BOAuTD, M0 BIACTUBICTH OyTH palrio-
HAJBHUM Tiepenbadac KpuUTepil pereBaHTHOCTI Ta KpuTepil palioHaIbHOL
NPUIHATHOCTi, a OCTaHHI € TICHO TOB’SI3AHUMHU 3 HAIIUMH IIHHOCTSIMHU.
Pimmenns ¢TOCOBHO TOro, 4M € Ta YU Ta KAPTUHA CBITY icTHHOIO (260
ICTMHHOIO 3riJHO 3 HAIIMMU YSBJIEHHSIMH), CIUPAETLCS HA BCIO HAILY
cucreMy MiHHICHUX 3000B’s#i3anb i poskpuBae 1i. Orxke, [larnem pobuth
BHCHOBOK, ITI0, SKOU MU HE MAJIM I[IHHOCTEl, TO 1€ 03HAYAJIO O TAKOXK, IO
MJ He MOXKeMO MaTW Higkux daxTis?®.

ITarHeM mOCHTH CKENITHYHO CTABUTHCHA O JyMKHU IIPO iCHYBAaHHS I[iH-
HiCHO-HEHATPaJIHHOI MOBU HAyKW, OCOOJUBO Y BUIAJKY I'YMaHITApHUX Ha-
VK, icTopii um memxosorii. Moro mikaBuTh IHTAHHS PO Te, UM CIIPABI
JIOCAITHEHHS IIHHICHOT HEUTPAJIHHOCTI € 000B’I3KOBOI0 yMOBOIO HAyKOBOT'O
metoxy?2?. Tyt itoro minrpumye JaHTo, AKHiI TAKOXK BBAsKAE HE 30BCIM
IIPaBOMIPHUM IIPOTUCTABJISATA HAYKOBY 00 €KTUBHICTH Ta YIEPEIZKEHICTD.
IIpo ne cBiguuTh Bea icropis mHaykm, 30Kpema, Hampukiaan, y XVIII cr.
yUeHi IOBCAKYAC KEPYBAJIICH €eTUIHUMU TIOIVISIAMU il €CTETHIHUMU YIBJIe-
HHSMU, OCKIJIbKHU MTO-1HITIOMY B TOH Yac B3araJji OyTH He MOIJIO, BPAXOBYIO-
YU piBEHb PENITIHOCTI TOrOYaCHOT'O CYCIIBCTBA Ta MOPAJIbHY aTMOchepy
zarajioM. OcobIMBO e aKTYAJIBHO JIJIsi iCTOPIl, OCKLIBKHU 1CTOPUKU MAIOTh
CIIPaBY 3 JIiSIMH JIIOJIEN y MUHYJIOMY, & JIOJU JIIOTh BIJIIIOBITHO 70 CBOIX
nepekoHaHb. O HaK JIMIIE Ha I HigcTaBl MU He MOXKEMO IIPOBOIUTHU sIKe-
HeOy/Ib PO3PI3HEHHS MiXK ICTOPUIHUMHU Ta HAYKOBUMU JIOCIIiI2KEHHSIMHU.
Cam 06pa3 GesnpucTpacHoro 06’€KTUBHOIO BYEHOIO, SIK 3ayBaxKye JlaHTo,
y2Ke SIBJIsi€ CODOIO JIesiKUl eTUIHU imeast 1, HaBiTh SKOM BCi BU€HI mUpO
HaMaraJimcs oMy BiAmoBizaru, yce ogHO Oys10 6 JTOCHTH HAIBHO BBAaXKATH,
0 BOHW HACIPAB/Ii € HACTIIHKU HEHTPAJbHUME, K OM HAM XOTLJIOCA TTPO
HuX JgymMartu. ToMmy mio iCHyI0Th, HAIPHUKJIAJI, 3aHAITO OAraTo 3a0X04YeHb,
OB’ sI3aHUX 13 HAYKOBUMU JIOCATHEHHSIMU, He TOBOPSTIY BXKe [P0 HEBIJI €MHe
JJIs KOYXKHOI'O BYEHOTO OaKaHHs MATHU PAIli0 CTOCOBHO TOIO YU TOTO

27 [Tammem I'. Posywm, ictuna, it icropist. Kuis : Bunasauanit nim Ansrepaarusu, 2003.
C.224.

28 Tam camo: C.210.

29 Tam camo: C.208-209.
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nuTaHHs. BifmosiiHO, HACIpaBIi BYUEHUM JIOBOJUTHCS JOKJIATATA JOCUTH
6araTo 3ycmib, Mo6 3aIUIIATHCS Ha HeHTpaIbHiid mo3umiic’.

HYomy icTopuk 3Ha€ mpo MuHyJe Kpaiie?

Josomi mapaokcaabHO Ha TEPIIU TOTIs)T 3ByYuTh Te3a JlanTo mpo
Te, MO iICTOPUK 3HAE PO MUHYJI MOl Kpalle, aHiXK OYeBU/III YU CBLIKN
TuxX momiit. IcTopuk Mae cyTTeBy mepeBary, sIKy B IPUHIIAIN HE MOYXKYTb
MAaTH JI€BIl icTopil Ta ixHi cydacHuKH. [cTOPpUK Ma€ yHIKaJIbHUM TpUBiIeit
6aunTH! TOMil B YACOBi#l IEPCIIEKTUBI, TOMY, K HEOJHOPA30BO HATOJIOIIYE
dinocod, He BapTO BBAXKATH HEJIOJIKOM TY 0OCTaBUHY, [0 iICTOPUK, Oy 1y dn
BiJiIaieHuM y daci Bif mogiiit, siKi BiH JOCTIZKY€E, He 3MaTHUI 3HATH 1X TaK,
JK 1X 3HAJIM OYEBUJII, TOMY IO BiH i HE MyCHTb 3HATH IX y TaKWii CIOCIO.

Yest cyTHicTh icTOpil mosisirae He B TOMYy, IIOO 3HATH PO HOIl Tak,
SK PO HUX MOIVIM O 3HATU CBiIKH, a B TOMY, OO0 3HATU PO HHUX
caMe sIK ICTOPMKU — Yy 3B’SI3KYy 3 OLJIbII Mi3HIMH MOMIAMH 1 SIK YaCTUHHU
JacoBUX IiicHOCTEe. BinMmoBisiTucs Bif miel BUHATKOBOI mepeBaru 0yJio
6 Ge3riy3/10, a 3 NomIdALy icTopil — sk 3ry6HO, Tak i He3jilicHenHo. Jlroau
Bimanu 6 nyke H6araro, mobd MaTH MOXKJIMBICTH 1mob6aduTH CBOI 1il ounMa
MaitbyTHix icTopukis.3!

JlaHTO IPOIIOHYE HAM YsIBHUII €KCIIEPUMEHT 3 1easbHuM XpOHICTOM Ta
Ineanbuaoro xponikoro. 11106 #e Bifbynocs, Ineanbunit XpoHiCT Ti3HAETHCS
PO TIe MUTTEBO, K TIJTbKU Ti YU Ti MO/l CTAJIUCHA, HABITH SIKIIO BCE 1€
Jmire y cBioMocTi Jofieit. [measbHUIT XPOHICT TaKOXK 37aTE€H MUTTEBO
3anmMcyBaTH BCi MOl y TOW MOCIAOBHOCTI, y #Kiit BOHU BiIOysucCs, 1 y TOM
crocib, y AKuit BOHU BigOyBamcs. Y pe3yabTaTi MU OTPUMYEMO OIUC IO,
AKUH MOXKHA Ha3BaTU [1eanbHOI0 XPOHIKOIO. fK TibKM OyIb-siKa TOTist
CcTa€ MUHYJIUM, 11 TOBHUM OMUC JOJAETHC J10 ImeasbHol xpoHiku. Bigbmn
Toro, pobory lieaspHOro Xponicra MorJia 6u BukonyBaru Mamuaa. OTxke,
M# MO/ 6 OTPUMATH MMOBHUM OIUC MUHYJIOTO, a pi3Hi dactuHu [measpHOT
XPOHIKM MPAKTUKYIOUl iCTOPUKY MOIVIH O PO3IVIAIATH SK ieasbHi OINCH,
Ha #AKi BOHM MAalOTh DIiBHATHCS y CTBOPEHHi cBOIX omosineit®?. OmHak,
HaBiTh AKOM icTOpuK cupasii orpumas 6u Taky lmeanbHy XpoHIiKy 1 Mir
HEI0 KOPUCTYBATHUCS JIsI BUBUYEHHS MOJiHl, SKi floro IiKaBadTh, HA PiBHI
3 OyIb-IKMM IHIMUMY CBiIYEHHSIMU OYEBH/IB, BIH BCE OJHO HE 3MIr Ou
Ji3HATHCS TPO 1l To/il Bee, Mo #oro mikaBuTh. ToMy M0 ieabHa XPOHIKA

30 Danto A.C. Narration and Knowledge. New York: Columbia University Press,
2007. P.96.

31 Tam camo: P.183.

32 Tam camo: P.149.
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Oysia OM MOBHUM 1 JIOCKOHAJIMM OIIUCOM TOTO, IO CTAJIOCs, Y PO3YMiHHI
TMIOBHOTHU OIMCY IIOJii i3 TOIVISY CBiJKa, HaBiTH SKIIO Ie |neajabHuUii
CBiZIOK, 37aTHMIT OaYUTH BCe, IO BiIOyBaEThCA Oapaldy i 3 ycix CTOpiH.
JlanTo 3a3Hadae, IO I[HOIO 3aMAaJIO B JOCJIJZKEHHI MUHYJIOTO, TOMY IO
115t 6yIb-sIKOI To/1il iCHy€e KJlac ONHUCiB, sIKi He MOXKYTb OYTH Pe3yJIbTaTOM
CIIOCTEPEXKEHb, 1 camMe WX OMUCIB He Morio 6u OyTu B IneasbHill XpOHIII.

Ycio icTHHY TpO MO0 MOXKHA [I3HATUCS JIUIIE IICJAs TOrO, K IMOJisd
Binbymnacs, iHOAl depe3 gy»ke OBIUil dac, 1 II0 9acTHUHY icTOpil MOXKYTH
posmosictu Juiie icropuku. Ile Te, Yoro He MoXKe 3HATH HaBITH HaKpa-
mwmit cBimok. Te, woro mu cBigomo noz6asuiu IneanbHOrO Xponicra, 6ysio
3HAHHA MaiiGyTHBHOro.33

®diyocod miaAKpPECTIOE, MO Hallle 3HAHHS PO MIHYJ/IE iICTOTHO 0OMEXKYye-
ThCsI HAIIUM 3HAHHAM ab0 He3HAHHAM MaiibyTHROTO. Bin Mae Ha yBasi, 1o
[IOBHE 3HAHHSI IIPO TY YK TY IO MU OTPUMYEMO Yepe3 3HAHHSI PO MOIiT,
dKl «3HAXO/IATHCA» B MailOyTHBOMY CTOCOBHO Ii€l 10/Jiil, TOOTO 3aJIe’KHO
BiT TOro, 3 SIKUMM OiMBIN M3HIMH MOMIAMI MK 3MOXKEMO 11 OB’ SI3aTH.
Tomy Teopernuno icHye Beamka KiJbKICTh ONMCIB TOil, SKi HE MOXKYTb
OyTu BimoMmi cBikaMm un icTopmKaMm OiIbIT paHHiX emox. /[aHTo HABOIUTH
HacTynHui npukaan. Y 1715 poni mapomusca eni inpo, ToMy ogHuIM
3 iCTUHHUX ICTOPUYHUX ONHUCIB Ii€l mojil € TBepjrKeHHs: «¥Y 1715 porri
unapoauscs aBrop “Ilmeminanka Pamo”, ognak y 1715 pori HixTo HE Mir 6u
JaTU TAKOro OIHUCY, OCKIIBKH BiH CTaB MOXKJIWBHUHN JIAIIE MICJS TOTO, K
Hinpo mammcas tieit TBip». OTxke, JJaHTO pOOUTH BUCHOBOK, IO 3aBXKJIH
OynyTh icHyBaTum omucu mojiit 1715 poky, ski 3a/iexKaTUMyTh BiJl OMHUCIB
TUX MO/, sKi Ile He cTaJucs. JIuime Imicjsi TOro, sik BOHU BiIOYLyThCs,
MU 3MOXKEMO IX OIHUCATH {i OTPUMATH [OBHUI ONUC TOMEPEeIHIX IO/,
HOB’s13aHUX i3 HuMES?

s mosiceHeH s 1€l 0cobMBOCTI TTOOYI0BY icTOpUYIHOTO 3HAHHS JJaHTO
BBOJIUTH IOHSATTS «HAPATUBHOI'O DEYEHHHS», SIK€ BiH BBaKae crenudivdHo
iCTOPUYHUM THUIIOM pEYeHb, XO4Ya BOHU MOXKYTb 3yCTPIYaTHUCS B PI3HUX
THUIAX OINOBiJIel 1 moBcsAKAeHHI MoBi. HapaTuBHi peueHHs ABJISIOTH CODOIO
icropudHi pedeHHs, sIKi MICTATH MTOCUJIAHHS MTPUHAWMHI Ha JBI BiIiacHi B
Jaci moil, oaHaK MalOTh Ha METi OmucaTH OLIBINT paHHIO 3 HUX 3a JIOI0-
MOTOI0 OinbI mi3HboI. Tak, HAMpUKIa, pedeHHs: « TpuanaTumiTas BiliHa
rovaJsiacgd y 1618 porti», — MOKJINKAETHCA HA ITOYATOK 1 3aBEPIEHHS BiliHU,
OJIHAK OIMCY€ B HBOMY Jiuire 11 moyarok. bepyuu 10 yBaru, mo s BiiiHa
Oy/sia Tak Has3BaHa dYepe3 11 TPUBAJICTH, HIXTO HE MII OXapaKTepu3yBaTu

33 Tam camo: P.151.
34 Tam camo: P.17-18.
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11 gk «Tpuangarwiitaio Bilinys y 1618 pomi. Ha nymky lanTo, Bukopu-
CTaHHSI HapaTUBHUX peYeHb € BiJIMIHHOIO PHUCOIO iCTOPUYHOIO 3HAHHHA, &
IXHI# TOCTiIOBHMIT aHasIi3 — OHe 3 OCHOBHUX 3aBJaHb cydacHol dimocodil
icropii®®.

HapatusHi pevueHHs CKJIaJ@QI0Th OCHOBY iCTOPHYHOrO HapaTuBy (OIO-
Bifli), 3aBJAaHHIM SIKOTO € IIOSICHEHHsI iCTOPMYIHUX 3MiH (SIK OPABUIIO, IIIH-
POKOMACIITAGHUX 3MiH) IIJIIXOM OPraHi3allil MUHYJIOrO B YaCOBI IIIICHOCT,
OJIHOYACHO OIMUCYIOYH Ta MMOACHIOYH I1i 3MiHu. Bynb-skuit HapaTus sABse
00010 CTPYKTYPY, K& HAKIAJAETHCS Ha MO/Iil, TTOETHYIOUN O/THI Ta BUKJIIO-
9afovu iHII IK TaKi, 10 He MaloTh 3HaYeHHs. [HaKIIe KaXKydIu, OMOBiIb Ma€
IIOCh BUKJIIOUATH YU JIUINATH 038, YBAro0>C, o6 MaTH 3MOI'Y BUKOHYBATH
CBO€ OCHOBHE 3aBJIAHHS — OIUC 1 TOSICHEHHS MTEBHOT'O ACIEKTY MUHYJIOTO.

Inmoro obcTapumoio (QYHKIIOHYBAHHST ICTOPUYIHOTO 3HAHHS, Ha SKY
3Beprae yBary JlanTo, € HeBia €éMHMIT MEPCIEKTUBIZM iICTOPUTIHOTO TOCITi-
JKeHHS 1, BiMOBiHO, TTOCTIMHWI meperyisi i mepeoriinka fioro amicty. Y
MOMEHT BYMHEHHS JIifl MU 9aCTO HE YCBiJIOMJIFOEMO TOTO IXHBOT'O 3HAYCHHS,
AKUM HAJIISIEMO 1X Mi3Hime. ¥ MbOMY MOJATaE, HA HOro JYMKY, KJIIOYOBa
0CODBJIMBICTD ICTOPUYHOTO BIIOPSIIKYBAHHS TOJil: iCTOpUYHI MOl MOCTIHO
MIEPEOINCYIOThCsI, & IXHE 3HAYEHHS MEPEOIHIOETHCA B KOHTEKCTI O1IbIT
mizabol iHdopMmarii. 3aBiagru 1iit indopmariil iIcTOpuK MoXKe CKa3aTu Ipo
MoIil Tpoxu OijbIe, aHiXK CBIJIKM YU CYYACHUKH TUX o3’ . Tomy icro-

pUYIHE 3HAHHA HIKOJIM HE MOXKe 6yTI/I 3aBEepPpUICHUM abo HeSI\liHHI/IMgg.

Mu 3aB2K /11 [IEPErVIsIaEMO HAIIll YsiBJIEHHS [IPO MUHYJIE, i IPUIIYCKATH, 1110
BOHHM MalOTh OyTH «HE3MIHHUMM» OyJI0 O HECIIPABEIJINBO 3 TOTJISILY JAYXY
icTopuvHOTO nocimkentst. 39

Omxe, migcymoBytoun, i e pa3 narojocuts: (1) anamituana dbino-
codis icropil JaHTO € mepInon MOCTIIOBHOI CHCTEMATHIHOK CIPOOOIO
AHAJIITUYIHOIO OCMHUCJIEHHSI IIPOLECY ICTOPUYHOro IisHauHs; (2) y cBOiil
Anaaimunnit gisocodii icmopii JlaHTO Npe3eHTy€e MOCTIIO3UTUBICTCHKUI
MAXi0 0 BUPINIEHHS eMiCTEeMOJIOTIYHUX MUTAaHb icTOpil, ToMy itoro diso-
codiro icTopil MoyKHA BBaXKaTH PE3y/IbTATOM BJIAJIOTO OI0JIaHHSI BY3bKOTI'O
MMO3UTHUBICTCHKOTO PO3YMIHHS HAyKH B KOHKDPETHIM TpEJIMETHIl Tasry3i;
(3) Hanro wirko noginse dinocodito icropil Ha cyberanTusny dhinocodiro
icTopii, crpsiMOBaHy Ha OIHUC «BCi€l iICTOPii»: yChOI0O MUHYJIOTO Ta BCHOTO

35 Danto A.C. Narrative sentences. History and Theory. 1962. Vol. 2. Ne2. P. 146, 155.

36 Danto A.C. Narration and Knowledge. New York: Columbia University Press,
2007. P. 255,14, 132.

37 Tam camo: P.11.

38 Tam camo: P.143.

39 Tam camo: P.145.
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MaiiOyTHBOrO, Ta aHAJITHYHY Gisocodito icTopil, mpeaIMeToM BUBYEHHS
SIKOI BUCTYIIAIOTH IUTAHHS icTopudHOro misnanus; (4) cybcrantusna i-
Jocodis icTopil migmaerbesa Kputuii 3 00Ky laHTO SK MOMMUJIKOBHMA CITO-
ci6 MUCJIEHHsI PO MUHYJE, AKHI HEBUIIPABIAHO E€KCTPAIIOJIIOE OIOBiTHI
CTPyKTypu B MaiibyTHe (I mepembadae Ta OIOBifae Tpo TOAil Imie 70
TOro, sIK BOHU TPAIMJIUCA), MO BiIIOBIIAE KPUTHUI IO3UII iCTOpHUIM-
amy K. IMonmepon; (5) JdanTo BUOKpEMJIIOE i aHAJIZYE Dl «IAPAIOKCIB»
icropu4noro nizHanHs (OHOCEPEIKOBAHICTD ICTOPUYHOIO 3HAHHS, HOrO Te-
opeTHYHa i NiHHICHA HABAHTAYKEHHICTb, HEBIJI'€MHUIT IIEPCIIEKTUBI3M ), 110~
SICHIOIOUN 1XHE iCHyBaHHs HEODI3HAHICTIO iCTOPHUKIB i3 TEHIEHIISIMU PO3-
BUTKY CYYaCHOI HAyKH, 3 OJIHOIO OOKY, i HEJOCTATHICTIO yBaru Ta BiJICy-
THICTIO PO3YMIiHHSI peajIbHUX IIPOOJIEM ICTOPUYHOIO IM3HAHHS B CYYAaCHIM
dinocodil Hayku, 3 iHImOro 60Ky, HA BAIIPABJIEHHS 9OTO CIIPIMOBaHE HOT0
JTOCJIi I>KEeHHS.
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ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY OF HISTORY OF ARTHUR DANTO:
PARADOXES OF HISTORICAL KNOWLEDGE

Olena Mishalova

Abstract. The paper claims that Arthur Danto’s conception of analytic
philosophy of history is the first systematic attempt of analytic analyzing
the historical knowledge, its limits and possibilities of knowing the past.
The author emphasizes that Danto presents a post-positivist approach to
solving epistemological issues of history, so his philosophy of history might
be considered as the result of a successful rethinking of a narrow positivist
approach to science.

In Analytical Philosophy of History Danto clearly divides the philosophy of
history into the substantive philosophy of history, aimed at describing “all
history”: all past and all future, and analytic philosophy of history, which is
aimed at investigating issues of historical knowing. Conceptions of substantive
philosophy of history assert of being theories of history, they often use historical
research texts as simply factual material for their speculative constructions.
Substantive philosophy of history is deeply criticized by Danto as a mistaken
mode of thinking about the past that unjustified extrapolates the narrative
structures of historical narrative into the future and predicts (and narrates)
events before they happen. A historian can make predictions about certain
events in the past and discover them as a result if his or her predictions were
correct, but history deals only with the past.

It is stressed that Danto distinguishes and analyzes a number of “paradoxes” of
historical knowledge, caused both by historians’ lack of knowledge of the trends
in the development of modern science, and by the lack of understanding of the
real problems of historical knowing in the contemporary philosophy of science.
For example, this applies to the issue of unobservability of subject-matter,
which is more the rule than the exception for modern sciences, therefore it
cannot pose any exceptional epistemological problems for history. This also
applies to the issue of theoretical and value loading of historical knowledge.
Danto calls it the Bacon’s mistake to believe that a scientist or historian starts
their research with the study of “pure” facts, they both need theoretical training
to begin their investigation at all. History as a science is characterized by that
feature, according to which a historian, as Danto soundly proves, often knows
more and better about the events he or she studies than the participants or
witnesses of these events.

Keywords: philosophy of history, analytic philosophy of history, narrative,
narrative sentence ideal chronicle, temporal wholes.
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RAWLS’S THEORY OF INTERNATIONAL JUSTICE:
A BRIEF RECONSTRUCTION AND CRITICAL
COMMENTARY

Charilaos Stampoulis

Abstract. The aim of this paper is to offer a concise and faithful account
of Rawls’ theory of international justice, in an effort, first, to elucidate the
structure of the argument that is advanced in that theory and, second, to
present a critical assessment of it. The critical assessment section attempts,
on the one hand, to cope with crucial methodological issues, which have a
more general bearing upon Rawls’s overall political philosophical position,
including the constructivist perspective of theory making and the division
between a political conception and a comprehensive doctrine; on the other
hand, to weigh up a set of substantive claims made in the Rawlsian theory of
international justice including the recognition of peoples as the fundamental
subjects of international law, the toleration of the so-called decent peoples and
the considerably thin construal of human rights encompassed in The Law of
Peoples. The paper attempts to provide a series of reasons that could be well-
suited to explicate its author’s doubts about the soundness of the Rawlsian
theoretical perspective with regard to both its formal methodological features
and its more content-oriented convictions.

Keywords: philosophy of law, political philosophy, human rights, Rawls.

1. Introduction

Few topics of Rawls’ complex and multifaceted moral and political
thought have ever been more inviting to dissatisfaction and criticism
than his theory of international justice. Drawing on major issues, as the
condensed list of rights demanding protection at the international level,
or the absence, not only of a globally applicable «difference principle» but
also of any global distributive principle at all, a legion of thinkers have
doubted the status of Rawls’s international law theory as an appropriate

AKTyasbHI IpobJIeMH J[yXOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanb / Pesx.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpusuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 103-129.



104 Rawls’s theory of international justice

extension of his domestic theory of justice. A source of ongoing controversy
is, furthermore, his determination to recognize the peoples as the principal
actors and ultimate bearers of right at the global stage of social interaction,
not to mention his inclusion of the so called «decent peoples» as equal
members of the global society. In that regard, the aim of this paper is
to take up a brief reconstruction of the Rawlsian views on the topic of
international justice, in an effort to appreciate, at a second stage, their
argumentative force in relation to the aforementioned, by and large, issues
without disregarding for an in passing commentary of some other debatable
matters.

2. The Law of Peoples in outline

Rawls’ The Law of Peoples, a work belonging to the later period of
the philosopher’s career, purports to put forth «a particular political
conception of right and justice that applies to the principles and norms
of international law and practices.! The compliance with the ideals and
principles ingredient in this conception of international law is about to
establish a «Society of Peoples», well-suited to put an end to political
injustice, which is the main root of the great evils of human history,
«unjust war and oppression, religious persecution and the denial of liberty
of conscience, starvation and poverty, |...] genocide and mass murder»? etc.
Accordingly, the particular content of the ideals and principles that must
be introduced for the regulation of the global society «might be developed
out of a liberal idea of justice similar to, but more general than, the ideas?
Rawls labels «justice as fairness».

A conception of justice is fair on the condition that the procedure that
engenders it is similarly fair, that is, the parties called upon to agree on
principles of justice are afforded a fundamentally equal status by virtue
of their shared capacity to have a sense of justice and a conception of the

L Rawls John. The Law of Peoples with the Idea of Public Reason Revisited. Harvard
University Press, 2001. P.3. (hereafter LoP). Thomas W.Pogge locates the central
difference between the domestic and the international law in that in the domestic
case some matters are nonnegotiable, «for example, that none will be slaves or be
left to starve», whereas in the international arena «the dominant assumption-and
well-grounded fear-is that everything is negotiable, that any law, treaty, charter, or
declaration may be reinterpreted, violated, renegotiated, abrogated, abandoned, or
simply forgotten». See Thomas W. Pogge. Realizing Rawls. Cornell University Press,
1989, P. 228.

2 LoP. P.6-T.

3 LoP. P.3.
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good.* The possession of this twofold capacity makes persons reasonable
and rational respectively. The equal participants to this hypothetical and
nonhistorical social contract procedure are, according to Rawls, neither
individual persons nor states, but peoples, which are ideotypically seen as
falling into five major categories: reasonable liberal peoples, decent peoples,
outlaw states, societies burdened by unfavorable conditions, benevolent
absolutisms. Among them, only liberal and decent people meet in an
adequate way the criteria to qualify for the Rawlsian normative ideal of
well-orderedness.

The arrangements that have to be in place at the international level
for the sake of global justice, peace and stability ought to take seriously
into consideration the empirical condition of «reasonable pluralism», a
term Rawls employs in his Political Liberalism to describe the cardinal
predicament of modern liberal democratic societies, being now extended to
the global domain where comprehensive doctrinal diversity is regarded to
be even more excessive, due to peoples» «different cultures and traditions
of thought, both religious and nonreligiouss».?> A liberal political conception
of global justice seeks to alleviate the potentially dissolutive consequences
of the unregulated international pluralism, setting the stage for an all
the more cohesive «Society of Peoples», an ideal larded with realistic and
utopian features at the same time.

A liberal political conception of global justice is realistic, on the one
hand, to the degree that it is not incompatible with the natural laws and
the objective facts about human nature that can be deduced by them; on
the other hand, to the extent that its contents «are workable and appli-
cable to ongoing political and social arrangements».% It is, respectively,
utopian, in that its contents are expected to «specify a reasonable and
just society»;” that is, a conception, or a family of conceptions, conducive
to the building of a global society that honors basic rights and liberties,

4 In his Reason and Justice, State University of New York Press, 1988, P.107,
Richard Dien Winfield appropriately remarks that «like the traditional social contract,
the original position would forfeit its foundational role as the exclusive source of the
principles of justice if its choice procedure were at all predicated upon any prior virtues,
idea of the good, or rights and duties». In this regard, Rawls is guilty of inconsistency
because «the rationale for the veil of ignorance lies [...] in a prior assumption that
justice is fairness, where fairness is understood to consist in treating individuals equally
in respect to their capacity as choosing selves, without regard for any other differences
between thems».

5 LoP. P.11.

6 LoP. P.13.

7 LoP. P. 14.
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assigns special priority to them over other social concerns, grants «primary
goods» for substantial and effective worth to be imparted to the basic rights
and liberties and satisfies the «criterion of reciprocity» between equal, free
and reasonable social agents. Other requirements for a realistic utopian
conception of global justice are the following:

(1) it must lean on a construal of the political as a «free-standi-
ng» domain of public practical discourse, insulated from the Babel of
«comprehensive doctrines»;

(2) it must result in the establishment of an institutional framework
capable of inculcating into the social actors the sense of justice and the
virtue of political cooperation for the sake of «stability for the right
reasons» (following from the agents’ sense of justice and conception of
the good, i.e., their reasonableness and rationality, respectively);

(3) it must receive affirmation by an <overlapping consensus of
comprehensive doctrines»,® so that social unity and stability would not be
the outcome of an external and mechanical political compromise, as it is
the case, for instance, with Hobbes;

(4) it must constitutively enclose a reasonable idea of political tolerati-
on.

As already mentioned, Rawls asserts, in familiar, traditional contractual
terms, that the content of the political conception of international justice
is to be reached via a procedure of construction, ? invoking once again, at

8 See Mandle Jon. Rawls’ A Theory of Justice. Cambridge University Press, 2009.
P.147.

9 RexMartin and David A. Reidy offer a lucid description of a constructivist
conception of justice, which «represents the principles of justice not as part of some
timeless and mind-independent moral order known through theoretical reason, but
rather as an outcome of a procedure of construction rooted in practical rather than
theoretical reasoning. Practical reason concerns the production of objects in accord
with a particular conception of them. If our practical task is to produce a just society,
we need practical principles to guide us in this undertaking. These we construct through
a procedure that models both the noncontroversial empirical facts that constrain our
undertaking as well as our shared understandings of the ingredient ideals of persons, fair
social cooperation, well-orderedness, and so on. These ideals we draw from our moral
and political self-understanding as practical moral agents. Whether the outcome of our
procedure of construction, our tentatively selected conception of justice, is correct or
not is not a function of its truth theoretically assessed, but rather of its reasonableness
practically assessed. We have correctly identified the principles of justice if after due to
reflection they are in wide reflective equilibrium with our other considered convictions.
If they are, they mark the practically correct way for us to make together the just
society we jointly desire. There is no further court of appeal beyond our shared practical
reason». See their Introduction in Rawls’ Law of Peoples, A Realistic Utopia?, ed.
Rex Martin and David A. Reidy, Blackwell Publishing 2006, P. 11.
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this level, the idea of the «original position» and its attendant idea of the
«veil of ignorance». Still, other than the construction of principles at the
domestic level, the representatives of parties in this particular connection
do not represent individual persons, as was the case with the domestic
original position, but rather peoples, who act through their governments.
Thus, in contrast with his domestic individualism, Rawls seems, to the
discomfort of his liberal cosmopolitan readers, to subscribe to a, more or
less, communitarian position in his international law theory, even though
he resists the conservative realism of viewing the international arena as
inescapably inhabited by and regulated on the basis of traditional political
states.

The expressed reason for this maneuver is that the peoples are much
more prone to act morally, namely, in a peaceful and respectful of human
rights manner, in stark contrast with the, by definition, self-interested and
trigger-happy character of the political states. In this regard, the people are
deemed to be to a greater degree inclined to restrict their formal autonomy
and arbitrary self-centeredness, abiding by the norms of international law
to the benefit of global peace and stability, whereas the states, traditionally
conceived in their irreducible sovereignty, are not realistically expected to
do so.

Peoples, in general, are considered by Rawls as collective entities, the
members of which are tightly connected by virtue of strong cultural and
historical bonds, like common traditions, common historical past, common
language etc. The liberal peoples, even in the differentiated variety of
liberal doctrines they happen to espouse, figure as the most just, reasonable
and well-ordered representatives of the global medley of peoples. The next
lower position on this normative climax is reserved for «decent peoples»,
on the premise that their protection of human rights, their reluctance to
carry out unjust wars, their commitment to a common good conception of
politics, their provisions for basic liberties (though not the full set of liberal
ones) allows for the inclusion of the notion of decency into the normative
guiding framework of the international system of cooperation, even though
the normative force of decency is much weaker and of lesser value for a
political conception of global justice compared with the notion of liberal
reasonableness.

The rest of the possible types of peoples, namely, outlaw states,
burdened societies and benevolent absolutisms are, on Rawls’ account, very
far from satisfying the criteria of liberal reasonableness or decency, being
under the sway of a multitude of adverse factors afflicting their political
culture and institutions in many respects. They are, therefore, unsuited
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for membership in the international «Society of Peopless.

The notion of the «original position» at the international level is
deployed as a model of fair representation for the reasonable peoples,
liberal and decent. Under the «veil of ignorance» the representatives are
denied access to a great deal of particularities characterizing their peoples.
They ignore, for instance, the comprehensive doctrines, the extent of the
natural resources, the level of the economic development, «the size of
the territory, or the population, or the relative strength of the people
whose fundamental interests they represent».!? This is a formal condition
employed to safeguard impartiality and foreclose the possibility for a biased
outcome of the deliberative procedure.

Since the norms and principles ultimately to be agreed upon are
intended to be component parts of a strictly political and not comprehensi-
ve conception of justice, the process of their identification is imperative to
be conducted without appeal to any particular philosophical, moral or
religious ideas, but only to the «various fundamental ideas drawn from
the public political culture of a democratic society».!! Only reasons that
derive from the public political culture of a democratic society are, to
Rawls’ mind, relevant to the procedural workings of the original position,
as enabling factors of a «political conception of justice that can be the
focus of an overlapping consensus and thereby serve as a public basis of
justification in a society marked by the fact of reasonable pluralisms.'?

In so far as the political conception of global justice is uncovered
through a rational consideration of the norms inherent to the public
political culture of a democratic society, its content is anything but
unfamiliar and adventitious. Rather, it is seen by Rawls to frame principles
deep-seated within the political culture of the modern world. In the
general absence of systematic deductive processes in Rawls’ philosophi-
cal methodology, the resulting principles of international justice are not
regarded as definite and are placed in an order of mere enumeration:

(1) peoples are to be respected as free and independent in their
reciprocal relations;

(2) they are to observe treaties and undertakings;

(3) they are equal parties to the agreements that bind them;

(4) they are to observe a duty of nonintervention;

(5) they have the right of self-defense but no right to instigate war for
reasons other than self-defense;

10 rop. P.32.
L 1bid.
12 Jpid.
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(6) they are to honor human rights;

(7) they are to observe certain specified restrictions in the conduct of
war;

(8) they have duty to assist other peoples living under unfavorable
conditions that prevent their having a just or decent political and social
regime.

These principles are and must be open to different formulations and
interpretations, which is actually the main task to be carried out by
the representatives of the peoples. Moreover, the political conception
of global justice is to encompass additional principles «for forming and
regulating federations (associations) of peoples, and standards of fairness
for trade and other cooperative institutions».'® On the ground of this, or
maybe another comparable set of reasonable liberal principles, the global
society attains to its specific public reason, which is the ultimate guiding
framework for the evaluation and justification of any particular social and
political normative claims made by peoples at the international level.

The liberal political conception of global justice expounded so far in
outline belongs to the first part of the ideal theory,'* according to the
architectonics of The Law of Peoples. In the second part of the ideal
theory Rawls introduces and elaborates on the notion of the toleration
of nonliberal peoples, laying out arguments for the extension of the liberal
international law to decent hierarchical peoples, as he calls them. The case
is made by means of an analogy with the domestic level. Namely, to the
same extent that the principles of domestic justice are addressed, through
the basic structure of domestic society, to the citizens, regardless of their
reasonable comprehensive doctrines, the norms of international law are
addressed to the peoples, no matter of their even more diversified and
conflicting reasonable comprehensive doctrines. Given that the only kind
of peoples, apart from the liberal democratic ones, who partially satisfy the
social, institutional and political criteria to be counted as reasonable, are
the decent peoples, the liberal political conception of justice is extended to
them alike. Indeed, the conception in question has been sketched by Rawls
in notably minimal terms, so as to be fitting to be agreed upon by decent

13 LoP. P.38.
14 (Ideal theory asks which principles of justice would regulate a perfectly (or nearly
perfectly) just society, that is [...] well-ordered. Nonideal theory in turn asks which

principles to adopt under less happy conditions when perfect justice is, at best, a distant
goal». See Stemplowska Z., Swift A. Rawls on Ideal and Nonideal Theory. A Companion
to Rawls / ed. Jon Mandle, David A. Reidy. Wiley-Blackwell, 2014. P.112. The topics
included in the nonideal theory are the theory of punishment, the doctrine of just war,
the justification of various ways of opposition to unjust regimes etc.
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peoples too, on the fairly realistic assumption that the cultural background
of those peoples (think of an Islamic society for example) figures as an
unfavorable condition for their endorsing a fuller set of liberal democratic
ideals, unless this was made by external force and imperialistic intervention
on the part of liberal democratic peoples. But such an intolerant attitude is
highly undesirable for Rawls, on the presumption that it would infringe on
the equality, self-respect and self-determination of the decent peoples. After
all, decent peoples, besides a large portion of other acceptably reasonable
features of their background justice, pay due respect to human rights,
which is the supreme normative criterion of international toleration for
Rawls.

However, the conception of human rights enveloped in the «public
reason» of the «Society of Peoples» as the ultimate arbiter of claims
on war and toleration is, on par with the overall political conception
of justice at this level, particularly weak from the perspective of the
standard liberal mindset, in as much as it is incommensurate with the
richer class of human rights enjoyed by the citizens of a constitutional
democratic regime at the domestic level. In fact, what must count as
intolerable in the international interaction, not only permitting but also
dictating political, if not armed intervention in the internal affairs and
external policy of other peoples, otherwise autonomous, is the violation of
a considerably condensed list of human rights, which Rawls classifies as
«urgent rights». These may include «freedom from slavery and serfdom,
liberty (but not equal liberty) of conscience, and security of ethnic groups
from mass murder and genocides.'® The upshot at this point is that the
notion of human rights is rendered a subset of the more extended and
demanding class of rights that is normally protected by the legal systems of
constitutional democracies, in a pragmatically propelled attempt to relax
the normative qualifications for membership in the «Society of Peopless,
so that illiberal but decent peoples are not excluded, which would be to
the detriment of global stability.

When it comes to the nonideal theory, or the more empirically-centered
theory of noncompliance or only partial compliance with the mandates of
the political conception of global justice that is ideally set forth as the
supreme standard of international lawfulness, Rawls initially addresses the
traditional issue of just war theory, accepting the right of resort to armed
force only in the case of self-defense, or in the case of the violation of
human rights, as already mentioned. Still, the exercise of the right to war

15 LoP. P.79.
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is not unlimited or unqualified, but is subject to principles restricting the
conduct of war, mostly concerning the rights of the noncombatants.

Furthermore, in reference to societies burdened by unfavorable cultural,
institutional or financial conditions, Rawls goes at length to adduce
supporting arguments to his rejection of a global application of the
difference principle, or of any other kind of global distributive principle
of justice. To the discomfort of many of his readers, who justifiably cry
out the outrageous inequalities in the global distribution of income, Rawls
instead proposes a more moderate remedy, via the less requiring «duty of
assistances, which is the duty «to assist burdened societies to become full
members of the Society of Peoples and to be able to determine the path
of their own future for themselvess.'6 Contrary to the difference principle
or other distributive principles, the duty of assistance has a specific cut-off
point designated by the assurance that the societies under assistance «have
achieved just liberal or decent basic institutions».!” Beyond this point,
any supply of assistance, financial, institutional, technological, could be a
paternalistic deviation that falls short of the respect owed to the political
autonomy of societies burdened with unfavorable conditions.

In the concluding remarks to the Law of Peoples and in response
to the objection that the proffered political conception of global justice
is hopelessly western-centered and actually at odds with its intended
universal reach, Rawls pinpoints that, as it is the case also with the
notion of human rights, the liberal political conception of international
justice is not necessarily peculiar to western culture, but objectively valid.
In consistency with his overall argumentative tactics, the epistemological
claim on objectivity is not here, once again, advanced on the comprehensive
grounds of philosophical epistemology. What is instead appealed to as the
proper standard for objectivity to be measured by is whether the liberal
political conception of global justice «satisfies the criterion of reciprocity
and belongs to the public reason of the Society of liberals and decent
Peoples».'® On this weaker, noncomprehensive account of objectivity,
the criterion of reciprocity confers universal validity in the sense that it
represents the sine qua non condition of minimal social cooperation at
any level, while the notion of public reason is invoked as the appropriate
politically-oriented epistemological antidote in a pluralistic world actually
occupied by a large number of competing epistemological doctrines.

16 LopP. P.118.
17 Ibid.
18 LoP. P.121.
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3. Elements of a critical commentary of The Law of
Peoples

3.1. Rethinking the distinction between the political and the
comprehensive

In the light of this sketchy reconstruction of the Rawlsian theory of
international justice, I shall now proceed to lay out a series of critical
remarks bearing in mind that any faithful and fair assessment at this point
should, first of all, be reminiscent of the fact that this work is not primarily
patterned upon the strong theoretical claims of the classic A Theory
of Justice, but rather upon the weaker ones of the Political Liberalism.
The latter work largely emerged from Rawls’ growing discontent with
the Theory’s «congruence arguments, which attempted to demonstrate
the objective compatibility and necessary connection of the conception of
justice as fairness with the good of the individual persons and the intrinsic
worth of their converging with that principle of conduct.'® The optimistic
view being held there, namely, that the principle of justice as fairness, by
virtue of its more or less objective harmony with the autonomous moral
nature of the individual persons, would come to be widely approved by
them, even more on the premises just delineated, was about to decisively
change during the next decades, once Rawls were to take more seriously
into account the fact of «reasonable pluralisms.

More exactly, Rawls progressively came to the pressing for him
awareness that in a modern pluralistic society, where freedom of conscience,
expression and association are institutionally secured, a little consensus
is to be expected over the definition of the good, since in such a society
the individual persons actually endorse many different «comprehensive
doctrines», which, in fact, embrace many different, if not competing
and conflicting conceptions of the good. What is thus needed for the
practical applicability of the liberal norms of justice and the ensuing
social stability is, to Rawls’ mind, a merely «political conception» of
justice appropriately configured to attain to an «overlapping consensus of
comprehensive doctriness. Significantly, the consensus in question should
indeed rely on reasons that are internal to the reasonable comprehensive
doctrines advocated by individuals. The main reason for this provision is
that the social stability thereby achieved would be firmer than just an
externally and artificially accommodated modus vivends.

This is not to say that Rawls ever came to cast doubt on his previous

19 See Freeman S. Rawls. Routledge, 2007. P. 315-322.



Charilaos Stampoulis 113

commitment to the notion of justice as fairness. Nevertheless, his change
of perspective in the direction of the realistic concern regarding the
possibility of the actual and consent-based enforcement of the principle
of justice as fairness motivated a significant modification of the general
sense of that principle for the sake of the removal of the comprehensive
elements that stayed afflicting it as potential sources of disagreement with
other comprehensive worldviews. In other words, the distinction drawn
in the Political Liberalism and, by extension, in The Law of Peoples,
between a neutral political conception of justice and a conception of
justice articulated in terms of a comprehensive doctrine is predominantly
attributable to the empirical contextualization of the principle of justice as
fairness and the correlated prioritization of an inquiry into the prerequisites
of a stable social unification under the precepts of a more minimal
conception of liberal justice.

The aforementioned account may leave as with some puzzles to be
solved (e.g., if a large majority of individual persons in a liberal democratic
society are presupposed as accepting, for any reasons, the constitutional
essentials of this society, why does the problem of stability loom so large
in Rawls’ account? Or, provided that the overlapping consensus rests on
reasons interior to the several comprehensive doctrines, what is the reason
for justification in terms of a political conception and the companion idea
of public reason?), but it partially explains the strikingly condensed version
of a modern conception of social justice to be implemented, according to
The Law of Peoples, in the domain of international relations and within
the theoretical framework of the Rawlsian distinction between the political
and the comprehensive, particularly in the face of the truism that the
global social and political stage is even more pluralistic than the domestic.
But it is precisely that theoretical framework that I don’t find adequately
convincing.

As a matter of fact, one could ask for the underlying principle of the
division of the political and the comprehensive, unless one resolves to
distill it from merely contingent empirical considerations. For reasons of
consistency, that principle must be political rather than comprehensive.
However, that would condemn the explication and the justification of the
division to a question-begging devoid of explanatory force. If, on the other
hand, the division of the political and the comprehensive were deemed to
be a comprehensive one, the priority of the political would be, incoherently,
unsustainable. And, to my mind, this is at any rate the case.

To put it in slightly different terms, once «reasonableness» is rendered
an attribute of a comprehensive conception that is in accord with the
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liberal democratic political conception of justice, then the thus construed
standard of reasonableness cannot be met by the political conception
of justice itself if the inconsistency of petitio principii is to be evaded.
If, on the other hand, the reasonableness of the political conception is
affirmed to derive from its correspondence with an objectively reasonable
comprehensive doctrine, then the political conception’s supposed function
as the primary foundation of reasonableness has to be repudiated. Either
way, the freestanding political conception of justice cannot account for the
reasonableness it allegedly confers to the comprehensive doctrines that are
in conformity to it.

Moreover, if, in line with the requirements of practicability, politi-
cal legitimacy and social stability, an ample amount of comprehensive
doctrines can actually qualify for a reasonable compliance with the liberal
democratic conception of justice, even more from their own resources,
then the appeal to a strictly political conception is made redundant.
The liberal-oriented content of those comprehensive conceptions is, in
that event, sufficient for the purpose of social unity, well-orderedness and
stability, and no recourse to the «doctrinal autonomy» of a «free-standing»
political conception is necessary. If, by contrast, there could be hardly any
possibility for such compliance, then the political conception of justice as
a commonly accepted denominator of just conduct would end up being a
chimera.

Furthermore, provided that the liberal political conception is invoked
to override controversial philosophical claims susceptible to ignite socially
harmful disagreement, one might wonder if the content of the liberal
political conception itself is burdened with controversy too, which cannot
be dispelled by a simple reduction to the alleged neutrality of the political.
After all, the liberal democratic political conception is certainly not
the fruit of a self-contained evolution of the western political culture
that has taken place in isolation from decisive reorientations in modern
philosophical theory, not to mention religion, or other comprehensive
cultural aspects. The pursuit of a political justification that holds no
communion with the other constitutive parts of a wider cultural horizon
is vain, in as much as the concept of the political is itself dubitable (e.g.,
Marxists would eagerly discard it), let alone the notion of justification
as such, whose nature is a complex and highly debatable epistemological
problem for one to pin his hopes on any common sense reasoning resting
on the formal procedures of the political discourse.

This is even more the case as regards the claims on personal value,
liberty, autonomy, democracy, equality, which represent notions inerasably
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charged with huge controversy, irrespective of whether they are subsumed
to the category of the philosophical and comprehensive or the political. If
these controversies were unlikely to be settled on philosophical grounds,
their reduction to the political would fare no better, given that their
normative content remained intact. A supporter of a comprehensive doctri-
ne that casts doubt on the principles of a liberal democratic constitution
is quite unlikely to agree and act at liberty upon just the same principles
by virtue of their being robbed of any serious justification apart from their
association with the presumably indubitable necessities of the political
condition per se. On the contrary, if those controversies could be resolved
by rational philosophical argument, which is what Rawls doubts, then it
would be more appropriate, instead of consigning philosophical rationality
to the formality of a political conception, to act the other way round and
assign formality to the comprehensive views that fail to exhibit a rational
content. In the same vein, a reply to the possible objection that that might
injure the self-respect of those committed to those unfounded opinions
could be that their self-respect is, in that regard, once again formal. By
insuring the possibility of a «free-standing» sort of justification per se,
Rawls is in essence taking this direction, though he should have insisted
on locating it in the philosophical rather than the political.

The advantage of the philosophical over the political, in terms of
doctrinal autonomy and exegetical independence, is that the conceptions
developing within the former carry their fostering reasons within them,
whereas the political conceptions, in the way Rawls construes them, either
appear as accidental cultural stipulations, privileged in an ungrounded
manner over any other political conceptions embedded in our political
culture, or rather remain hostage to the heteronomy of the comprehensi-
ve justifications that constitute the overlapping consensus. Either way,
the form of justification is stripped of its content and the content is
stripped of its form. The remedy to this disruption is the promotion
of a comprehensive philosophical account of justice, with the political
conception being an indispensable constituent part of it. In this sense,
the political domain is accorded a partial free-standingness, which lies in
its role of supremely regulating and universally enforcing the whole system
of justice. Nevertheless, it is at the same time part and parcel of a more
thoroughly determined systematic conception of rationality that deserves
to be considered as more perfectly free-standing in that it is liberated from
unaccounted presuppositions and totally self-grounded by dialectically
superseding the more abstract domains of morality and politics, while
incorporating them as the constitutive building-blocks of its entirely
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concrete doctrinal autonomy.?® After all, the Rawlsian presupposition
of persons’ substantial allegiance towards the basic principles of the
free modern world is clearly indicative of a considerable advance in our
collective rationality, which has a huge effect on our traditional or other
comprehensive doctrines, even the most illiberal and reactionary of them.
Why should we not focus on the further development of the rational
core implicit in these doctrines, rather than appealing to the problematic
formalism definitive of the insulation of the political domain?

That could most probably bring about the desired legitimacy and
stability, indeed for the right reasons, in accord with Rawls’ prescription,
and not for the often unfounded comprehensive reasons or the contingent
politically determined reasons. With regard to the comprehensive doctri-
nes, public reasoning would not be content with just bracketing and leaving
intact their irrational dimensions on the condition that reasonable consent
was given by them to the main set of principles informing the liberal
democratic regime, but would predominantly prompt the acceleration of
the cultural processes that would be most favorable for their gradual
conversion. With respect, accordingly, to the political conception of justice,
its justification would be rooted in stronger grounds than just relying on
the immediacy of our «fundamental intuitive ideas» or on any given facts
and features of social cooperation, whose empirical character would be
an inappropriate basis for universal and necessary inferences, let alone
judgments concerning the intrinsic value and worth of engaging in such
cooperation.

Moreover, as regards the issue of toleration, its extent would then be
determined by our substantially confident certainty about the stabilizi-
ng effects of our shared rationality leaving no room for compromising
rationality by our formally confident appeal to the stabilizing effects of
toleration. In the domestic case, where the proponents of comprehensi-
ve doctrines are presupposed by Rawls to grant sufficient consent to
the essentials of the reasonable and rational conception of justice, this
compromise is admittedly not so extensive as to shake the commitment
to the universal appeal of the modern type of legitimizing moral and
political claims in a decisive way. A full set of political liberties and
their priority is insured, with the only compromise being the replacement
of the possibly controversial, as for its consequences for the character
of its attendant social and economic system «difference principles, with

20 This is in outline the conception of rationality in work within Hegel’s systematic
philosophy.
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the less radical but more widely accepted constitutional provision for a
social minimum income. Nevertheless, when it comes to the theory of the
international norms of justice, the predication of the ideal of worldwide
stability upon the formal equality, consent, self-respect, self-determination
and toleration of those who refuse to abandon cultural and political
practices incommensurate with the modern word results in an unnecessary
shrinking of the western, fundamentally rooted in the concept of freedom,
paradigm of political legitimation. This is evident in Rawls’ proposals
regarding the normative regulation of a liberal democratic regime’s relation
with the so-called decent peoples.

3.2. Rethinking the concept of peoples and the toleration of
decent peoples

Before commenting on this issue, I want, in passing, to express my
misgiving in relation to Rawls’ theoretical resolution of recognizing the
peoples as the central agents of the international domain and the primary
subjects of international law. This particular position issues from a further
development of the realistic, preoccupied with the ideal of stability and
legitimacy, perspective adopted in Political Liberalism and so far discussed
in this paper. More precisely, the guiding framework prescribing the
embrace of an uncontroversial political conception of international justice
likely to gain global acceptance compels the Rawlsian account to be less
critical than it is required in its confrontation with the current structure
of the international stage of affairs. By assigning to the peoples, as the
collective political entities in their representation by their governments,
the role of being the fundamental legal subjects of international justice,
no significant departure is made from the current state-determined predi-
cament of the international arena.

Rawls appeals to morality as the distinguishing mark between peoples
and states. The peoples are characterized by moral sentiments and peaceful
dispositions towards other peoples, whereas the states can’t help making
usage of their unshaken sovereignty to infringe on the liberty of other states
for purposes rooted in self-interest. In one word, peoples are conceived as
more keen to be reasonable and make justice their highest-order regulative
interest, whereas the agency of states is monopolized by the imperatives
of the deliberative rationality.

Admittedly, our historical experience offers an unfortunate vindication
of the Rawlsian misgivings about the particular traditional sovereign
states and their capacity to observe the norms of international justice
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and stability. However, it seems to me that the substitution of states with
peoples, i.e., with an idealized version of states, makes little difference
as regards the promotion of international justice and stability. Aside
from the fact that the moral predisposition of peoples is anything but
unquestionable (especially if one is reminded of the plethora of the unjust
and brutal governments often supported or tolerated by their peoples),
the moral disposition possesses no legal certification and authority in the
domain of the international relations and its invocation is probably a mere
wishful thinking. The appeal to the standpoint of morality in essence
signifies that there is actually no objective guarantee that the peoples
and their political representatives will ever develop other-regarding moral
sensibilities, or that they will sincerely endorse principles of international
law and act upon them.

In addition, unless the concern of realistic practicability is so tuned
up as to shake the unconditioned rationality of normative philosophical
theory, the states in their immediate particularity, even in their idealized
version of peoples, do not meet the theoretical criteria for embodying
the legitimate referents of the international political authority. On the
one hand, the validation of their political status on the basis of common
sympathy and shared cultural bonds among their members is unpromising,
so long as those features are contingent upon random historical specificities
that cannot be reasonably accounted for as factors of political relevance,
let alone political legitimacy.

The point of view of any group of persons distinguished by certain
subjective feelings for their national membership and by collective self-
satisfaction for their cultural achievements is hopelessly particularistic and
impertinent to the universal rationality of political normativity. National
and cultural affiliations and differentiations may be well appreciated as
major players in a global civil society, but not in a global political society.

On the other hand, if this contingency is surmounted by placing
emphasis, not on the cultural particularities, but on the political dimension
of peoples, irrespective of their national, territorial and other random
affiliations, then the universalizable rational nature of political normativity
runs, again, counter to the recognition of any political authority to separate
states, or peoples. A political constitution that frames principles of justice
addressable to all rational beings is not reducible to a political rule
dispersed, by virtue of cultural or national considerations, into a variety
of discrete territories of sovereign political authority, even if this right
to sovereignty is subjected to qualifications in a well-ordered international
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society, according to Rawls’ prescription.?! In short, the voluntary cultural
and national associations may well comprise subjects of legal concern wi-
thin the horizon of the international civil society, whereas the political rule
must be addressed to rational persons, no matter of their natural features
or their cultural, national and territorial affiliations. The shared by Rawls
Kantian suspicion that a global political state is actually impracticable
and susceptible to degenerating into despotism is reasonable in pragmatic
terms but unappealing for a rational reconstruction of the conditions of
just international interaction.

We have seen before that in the Rawlsian account the international
world is divided in five types of peoples: liberal democratic peoples, decent
peoples, outlaw states, societies burdened with unfavorable conditions and
regimes politically organized as benevolent absolutisms. This division does
not purport to provide a point by point illustration of the actual global
political geography, but it is rather operative in an ideotypical fashion, on
the basis of some certain criteria that measure the degree of a society’s
well-orderedness. On that account, the attribute of well-orderedness is
accorded to liberal democratic and to decent peoples. The respect for
the equality and self-determination of these types of peoples, as well as
their reciprocal toleration, is for Rawls out of question. By contrast, the
other kind of societies, either due to the injustice of their institutions,
their corrupted political life or, even more significantly, their disrespect
for human rights, are not regarded as of an equal moral footing with the
liberal and decent societies. For this matter, they are to be treated by
liberal democratic peoples in a manner ranging from total intolerance to
assistance for purposes of institutional reformation. However, since the
degree of toleration owed to nonliberal societies is measured by the degree
of their respect for a considerably curtailed list of pre-political human
rights, many critics, in large part those of a cosmopolitan liberal theoretical
orientation, maintain that the qualifications for international toleration
posed by Rawls are very relaxed. For reasons built into their individualistic
social ontology at the international level, they are reluctant to accept even
the equal treatment of decent peoples, accusing Rawls for unnecessary

21 Catherine Audard is of like mind stating that «letting peoples have a moral status
and adding nationalism to the equation create a situation when one set of moral
values is pitched against another, where individuals have hardly any claim against
their governments in the name of national solidarity. Is that the best way to deal with
moral issues such as the defense of vulnerable individuals, ethnic or religious minorities
and dissidents in nonliberal countries, or with poverty and powerlessness in developing
countries?». See Audard C. John Rawls. Acumen Publishing Limited, 2007. P. 258.
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conformism and conservatism at this point.

The thrust of their argument is that, for reasons of consistency, the
criterion of reasonableness and well-orderedness at the domestic domain,
namely, the compliance with a full set of political democratic rights and
civil liberties, ought to be extended internationally. In that respect, the
standard of global justice should not be compromised by the introduction
of an alternative to the criterion of reasonableness, less demanding criterion
of decency. In other words, the imperatives of international justice are of
the supreme import to be restricted and suspended on the basis of the
concern for international stability and in the name of the respect allegedly
owed to the autonomous self-determination of societies that run afoul of
the liberal democratic conception of justice, that is, decent peoples.

To weigh up the critical force of these objections, let me first describe
the central structural features that define the political and social predi-
cament of decent peoples, which are alternatively being referred to as
decent hierarchical societies in the Rawlsian taxonomy of peoples. The
central feature of such societies, which may be embodied in a variety
of institutional arrangements, is their associationist form, that is, «the
members of these societies are viewed in public life as members of different
groups, and each group is represented in the legal system by a body in a
decent consultation hierarchy».?? Defined in this way, it is clear that those
societies are far from honoring the individualistic culture of the modern
western world, as cosmopolitan liberals would like it. Their social structure
is much more reminiscent of the medieval corporatism, or the Hegelian civil
society, whose members are politically represented only on the grounds of
their group-membership and not their immediate individuality. Therefore,
the «one person one vote» model of current democratic political operation
is here absent, and what is to be politically represented are the common
interests of the social groups that persons necessarily belong to. This sort
of political representation is considered by the members of decent societies
to be more fruitful, since what is being granted political voice is a more
rationally refined version of the individual interest.

The collectivist political orientation of the associationist type of soci-
eties can well be accommodated in the «Society of Peoples» envisioned
by Rawls, on the condition that two criteria are met. First, a society
structured in the way just described can qualify for decency if «it does
not have aggressive aims, and it recognizes that it must gain its legitimate

22 LoP P.64.
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ends through diplomacy and trade and other ways of peace».? That is,
despite the fact that these societies are socially pervaded and politically
governed on the grounds of their peculiar religious (or else) comprehensive
doctrines, aspiring also to a more extensive international influence of
these doctrines, they do so without failing to respect the independence of
other societies, their separate political orders and the social and political
liberties they grant to their citizens. So the first criterion of decency
is the peaceful international policy that is based on diplomatic means.
The second criterion is more complex and is constructed by Rawls in a
three-partite manner: first, although an associationist type of society is
regulated by a «common good idea of justice» that could be harmful to the
inalienable liberties of its members as private persons, it does secure «for
all members of the people what have come to be called human rightss».?*
We will soon see in detail what counts for human rights for Rawls in this
context, which has given rise to a good deal of discontent on the part of
Rawls’ readers, and indeed the most sympathetic of them. Second, a decent
people’s system of law «must be such as to impose bona fide moral duties
and obligations (distinct from human rights) on all persons within the
people’s territory».2> This provision is drawn upon Philip Soper’s A Theory
of Law and prescribes a political society’s recognition of and respect for
the rational and responsible character of its members, so that the duties
and obligations imposed on them are consonant with their common good
idea of justice, and not seen as «mere commands imposed by forces. Third,
judges and other officials in a well-ordered decent regime must sincerely
and not unreasonably believe that «the law is indeed guided by a common
good idea of justice»26, actualizing this belief through the public defense,
in courts, of social injunctions justified by law.

On the condition that these institutional criteria are satisfied, Rawls
maintains that the decent societies can make legitimate claims for their
toleration on the part of the liberal ones, though «the decent common
good idea of hierarchical peoples is a minimal ideas?” of justice, much
inferior to that of a liberal democratic society in objective terms. However,
whereas toleration of decent peoples may be reluctantly endorsed in the
name of international peace and stability, the stronger Rawlsian claim
that they should be afforded an equal legal and political status to liberal

23 Jbid.

24 LoP. P.65.

25 LoP. P.65-66.
26 LoP. P.66.
27 LoP. P.67.



122 Rawls’s theory of international justice

democratic peoples is far more controversial. A considerable number of
political thinkers object that societies which do not treat their inhabitants
as politically equals do not, in their turn, deserve to be afforded equal
status to societies that do secure the equal citizenship of their members.

Rawls’ response to this objection is that «equality holds between
reasonable or decent, and rational, individuals or collectives of various
kinds when the relation of equality between them is appropriate for the
case at hand».?® On this account, he provides as supportive examples
the churches and the universities stating that the very fact that the
various churches exhibit many structural differences in their internal
organization «doesn’t rule out the propriety of treating them as equals
in certain circumstances».?? This similarly holds for differently organized
universities. However, I don’t find the Rawlsian argument convincing at
this point. I instead grant that formal equality is to be recognizable,
attributable and applicable only to the societies that prize it as a value
and enforce it to its members. The internal organization of churches and
universities is a matter of civil liberty, indifferent to political regulation
in the strict sense; hence, its fairness cannot be measured by the same
standards that apply to the political institutions of society. In that regard,
politically modernized societies should suspend the assignment of political
equality to societies that fail to respectively afford it to their members,
until they succeed in reforming their institutions to this direction.

In general, the overplaying of the case of international peace and
stability is manifestly detrimental to the integrity of fairness and justice at
the global level, since it compels Rawls to be content with a fairly anemic
qualification for international toleration, noninterference and equality,
failing, in the same vein, to affirm the legitimacy of support that is to be
offered to various individual or collective voices within decent hierarchical
societies that are being subjected to legal and political impediments in
their effort to deny the justice and demand the reformation of institutional
forms that rest on unjustified inequalities and restricted civil and political
liberties. The case of international justice would be seriously harmed if the
criterion of decency were to suffice as a qualification for well-orderedness
and therewith as a justificatory reason for tolerating and according equal
political status to societies charged with a cultural background that
allows for ungrounded, from the universal perspective of our enlightened
rationality, inequalities and restriction of liberties in many respects. To be

28 LoP. P.69.
29 LoP. P.70.
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sure, the peaceful conduct to some extend satisfies the minimum standard
of toleration; however, the respect for human rights doesn’t suffice for equal
citizenship in the «Society of Peoples», and this is even more the case
since the Rawlsian group of rights that count as human is considerably
condensed.

3.3. Rethinking the minimal conception of human rights on an
international scale

A first, more general point to be made in this connection is the
problematic compatibility of any conception of pre-political human ri-
ghts with a constructivist and contractual political theory. Namely, it
is inconsistent to both hold that the principles of justice follow from an
agreement and that the content of this agreement should be in accord with
an independent of this agreement given set of normative standards, no
matter if the latter were interpreted as substantive «perfectionists values,
or as formal rules of correct practical reasoning. This inconsistency, all
the more evident in the Lockean affirmation of natural law imperatives
and contractual construction at the same time, reflects the theoretical
inability to successfully reconcile an immediate ontological and a mediated
voluntaristic conception of right and justice, an inability plaguing the
Rawlsian position too. In other words, I believe that Rawls’ position is
marked by an irresolvable antinomy between moral realism and moral
constructivism.

Leaving this crucial methodological issue aside, Rawls’ account of
human rights is tailored to his pivotal normative conviction that society is
in its essence a system of cooperation. In that respect, human rights are
considered as «necessary conditions of any system of social cooperations.
Therefore, their violation is an offense against the hard core of social
interaction, degenerating cooperation into rule by brute force, and thus
turning society into a «slave systems. In his effort to keep with the central
theoretical guidelines of Political Liberalism, Rawls suggests that the defi-
nition of human rights as necessary conditions of social cooperation should
be captured in a purely practical political manner, without reference to any
particular comprehensive doctrine, philosophical, religious, or else. On that
account, to adduce arguments for human rights relying on comprehensive
doctrines charged with western ideological and cultural elements would
bring about unnecessary complications, since decent peoples, otherwise
approving of human rights in the fundamental sense described above,
would not concede to their liberal-oriented justification.
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What is most notable at this juncture is that a robbed of any
comprehensive doctrine justification of human rights is not employed
by Rawls as a merely practical device for the sake of obtaining the
decent peoples’ consent. He is, more ambiguously, theoretically convinced
that this is so unconditionally; hence, his assurance that «these rights
do not depend on any particular comprehensive religious doctrine or
philosophical doctrine of human nature».3’But when one considers his
conception with regard to the content of human rights at the international
level —a conception that is to be described right away, — one is hardly
persuaded that they comprise comprehensiveness-neutral propositions.

We have seen above that Rawls does not regard the set of human rights
to be respected by the «Society of Peoples» and enforced by international
law as coextensive with the full set of rights enjoyed by citizens of a
constitutional democratic society. Rather, he contends that human rights
express a special class of «urgent rights», such as «freedom from slavery
and serfdom, liberty (but not equal liberty) of conscience, and security of
ethnic groups from mass murder and genocides».3!

My first observation at this point is that it is probably a beating around
the bush to deny that the concept of human freedom, the concept of
liberty of conscience, as well as the equal value of ethnic groups, do not
rest on deep-seated convictions about human nature, as if the immediate
facticity of their presence within our political culture could be a sufficient
ground for assigning normative significance to them. The prevalence of
these normative tenets, at least in the western world, is the outcome of
their victory in a social and ideological battle that has taken place among
a plethora of comprehensive doctrines, a victory achieved over a group of
comprehensive doctrines that give assurances contrary to those modern
ideas. It would certainly be a kind offer on the part of the victorious
societies to present their ideological supremacy in the guise of a universally
approvable, merely political conception of justice but that could well
appear in the eyes of the ideologically defeated as an insincere exercise
of rhetoric and an implicit exercise of political force. In any event, what
is the main source of controversy here is the fact that in the name of the
decent peoples’ consent for the sake of international peace and stability,
the list of human rights to be enforced in the Rawlsian «Society of Peoples»
is dramatically shrunken.3?

30 LoP. P.68.

31 LoP. P.79.

32 Ville Paivansalo in Balancing Reasonable Justice, John Rawls and Crucial Steps
Beyond. Ashgate Publishing Limited, 2007. P. 114, observes that «democratic political
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As a consequence, societies that in one way or another ground their
institutions in the most distinctively modern idea of liberty are not given
room, not only to legitimately intervene in the domestic affairs, or to
impose sanctions on societies that severely restrict individual, social and
political rights, but also to officially call into question the substantiality
of the self-respect and self-determination of these societies. In a failure to
properly appreciate the difference between the conditions of possibility of a
free and just social order and the actual existence of that order, whereby a
sufficient set of the normative standards of justice is originally established
and becomes operative, decent societies are treated with undue forbearance
and permissiveness, in the hope that they will finally switch to the modern
normative paradigm by their own efforts and on their own responsibility.33
But, instead of being so tolerant to decent societies in the fear of being
accused of paternalistic interference, one could be more determined to
serve the cause of substantial global justice, by countering the objection
of paternalism with the response that the genetic processes, which lead to
the building up of a just modern society, are by no means subsumed to the
same standards of normativity, which are enforceable once that society is
fully in place, but to much more abstract standards of right and morality.
Therefore, it is inappropriate to tolerate substantial injustices in the name
of a meager criterion of decency guided by insubstantial considerations
about paternalistic interference or about the rights of self-respect and
self-determination of these pre-modern societies, rights that should be
regarded as having only a conceptual, formal status in this case calling
for their actual substantiation by way of right institutional settlements.
For instance, I cannot see how the concern of international stability and
noninterference could be given precedence to the motive of valuing and
protecting fundamental rights owed to the members of decent societies, as
full liberty of conscience, equality of opportunity irrespective of religious
confession, equal political standing of women and so on.3*

liberties were already included in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights (1948).
Inclusion of human rights in this sense would not really leave room for decent
hierarchical societies. If we also consider that human rights include the rights mentioned
in the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (1976), it is even clearer that
human rights could not work as a minimum basis that decent nondemocratic societies
also could endorses».

33 Among others, Annette Forster casts into doubt even the congruence of the
criterion of decency with the veneration of minimal human rights, when she wonders:
«Why, for example, should a society neglecting equality between its members honour
human rights?». See Forster A. Peace Justice and International Order, Decent Peace
in John Rawls’s The Law of Peoples. Palgrave Macmillan, 2014. P. 44.

34 Tn the same vein, Gary Chartier in his Radicalizing Rawls, Global Justice and the
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This being the case, the robust Rawlsian principle of the priority of
justice over other considerations, purposes and goals in the domestic case
is seriously compromised when it comes to the international relations. This
holds not only for the maximal requirements of his conception of «justice
as fairness», but for a possible stock of other reasonable and acceptable
liberal positions that are not discouraged in the Political Liberalism, by
virtue of the preoccupation with the fact of «reasonable pluralisms». A
softened theory of human rights and the urgency of their protection in
effect overshadow, in the Law of Peoples, the full-blown conception of
justice that is reserved for the domestic case, since the realistic care for
international peace and stability does in fact here override and project
to an indeterminate future the realization of the ideal of global justice.
But, in addition to the first principle of justice and its priority, the second
principle of justice, namely, the fair equality of opportunity and the highly
celebrated «difference principle» is equally compromised. With regard
to the equality of opportunity, this is effected by the inclusion in the
«Society of Peoples» of societies that fail to pay respect even to the more
abstract, formal sense of it. With regard to the «difference principle», a
not convincing line of argumentation is employed to exclude this, as much
as any other distributive principle, from the political and legal essentials
of the international law.?® These are issues of major importance that,

Foundations of International Law. Palgrave Macmillan, 2014. P.79, rightly observes
that «Rawls has suggested that persons should be treated as morally and politically
equal at the domestic level because of their possession of the two moral powers. It seems
appropriate to treat persons as morally and politically equal at the global level for the
same reason. Rawls explicit justifications for affirming the equality of peoples, and so
the inequality of persons, at the global level are weak».

35 In On Rawls, Development and Global Justice, The Freedom of Peoples. Palgrave
Macmillan, 2011. P.36, Huw Lloyd William identifies «in the literature that is more

sympathetic to Rawls [...] four prominent accounts as to why Rawls rejects either
an international difference principle or an alternative, less stringent, international
distributive principle. [...] They run as follows: 1) The robust reciprocity captured by

the difference principle does not exist in the international context, and therefore does
not demand expression through an international analogue; 2) The fraternity captured
by the difference principle does not exist in the international context, and therefore
does not demand expression through an international analogue; 3) Rawls’ political
constructivism means that questions of distributive justice are rejected as inappropriate
in the international context; 4) The principle of redress does not need to be taken into
account in the international context in the same way as in the domestic context: to
do so and demand the redistribution of wealth between peoples is to promote more
substantive equality that would contradict the values of Rawls’ system of democratic
equality -it would instead represent a brand of luck egalitarianism inconsistent with
Rawls’ system of democratic equality».
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unfortunately, cannot be further investigated in this paper.

4. Conclusion

My overall thought on The Law of Peoples is that it at large fails
to provide the appropriate guiding framework for rightful conduct at the
international stage. With regard to methodology, I claim that the Rawlsian
position is not only hobbled by the major defect internal to the strategy of
justification adopted in A Theory of Justice, that is, the epistemologically
controversial oscillation between foundationalism and constructivism, but
also that this controversial predicament is further sharpened in The Law of
Peoples, due to the even more unsatisfactory methodological revisions that
in the meantime had been put forth in Political Liberalism. Accordingly,
on the substantial level and with regard to the content, the Rawlsian
theory of international justice may contain, to be sure, guidelines for
the foreign policy of liberal democratic countries that may contribute to
the worldwide expansion of peace and stability, but are insufficient for a
global peace and stability achieved and secured «for the right reasons»,
if I am to use his own parlance. The latter would presuppose a much
more forceful account of reason in general, and of its systematic unity in
particular, which would be well-suited to lay claim to a deeper and more
substantive international solidarity than the one based on the formalism
undermining Rawls’ conception of reason. It goes without saying that the
Rawlsian realism at the international level is by no means misplaced, since
any inquiry into the conditions of practical applicability of a conception
of global justice should not, utopically, lose sight of the real state of
international affairs. However, the only truly realistic consideration is the
motivation to realize what is real and actual in a deeper sense, which is no
other than the rational and the just.?6 At least in the international case,
Rawls seems to fall short of this aim.
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TEOPISI MI2)KHAPOJIHOI CIIPABEJIMBOCTI POVJII3A: KOPOTKA
PEKOHCTPVYKIIISI TA KPUTUYHUN KOMEHTAP

Xapimaoc Cramirystic

Amnoranisi. Mera niel crarTi — 3anporoHyBaTH CTHCIAA 1 JOCTOBIpHUI BH-
KJ1a]; Teopil MmikHapomHol crpaBeguBocTi Poyisa, Hamaramoduch, mo-mepiie,
3’dCyBaTH CTPYKTYPY apryMEHTY, SKHI BUCYyBa€ThCs B Ifiil Teopil, i, mo-gpyre,
JaTH KPUTUYHY OLHKY Ie. Po3aiyi nmpo KpUTHYHY OLIHKY HaMara€TbCs, 3
OiHOro 6GOKy, BIIOPATHUCS 3 KJIIOYOBUMH METOJOJIOTIYHUMU NUTAHHSMH, SIKI
MaloTh OiJIBIN 3arajibHe BiJHOIIEHHs 0 3arajbHOl mosaiTu4dHol dinmocodcbrol
nos3unii Possa, BKIOYa04Yn KOHCTPYKTHUBICTCHKY IE€PCHEKTHBY CTBODEHHS Te-
opil Ta moxais MiXK MHOJITHYHOIO KOHIEIIE€I0 Ta KOMIJIEKCHOIO JOKTPUHOIO;
3 iHmoro GOKy, 3BaXKUTHU HHU3KY CYTTEBUX TBEPJPKEHb, BUCYHYTHUX y Teopil
MirkHaApO/HOI cupaBejyuBocTi Poynsa, Bk/oUao4un BU3HAHHSI HAPOJIB OCHOB-
HUMH Cy6’eKTaMM MiX>KHAPOJHOTO IIPaBa, TOJEPAHTHE CTABJIEHHS JI0 TAK 3BAHUX
TOPAAHUX JIIOeil 1 JOCHTh TOHKe TJIyMadeHHs IpaBa JIIOAWHU, 3aKpiljeHi B
Baxoni napodie. Y crarrti 3pobiaeHo cnpoby HABECTU HU3KY IIPUYUMH, AKI MOTJIN



6 mobpe miAXoauTH JJisl MOsICHEHHsI CyMHIBIB 1T aBTOpa 110,10 O6I'PYyHTOBAHOCTI
TeopeTndHOl TOYKK 30py Poynsa mopo sk 11 popMasibHUX METOLOJIOTIYHUX
ocobymBoOCTEN, TaK 1 6i/IbII OPIEHTOBAHUX Ha 3MICT NMEPEKOHAHD.

KurodyoBi ciaoBa: dinocodis npasa, nosituana disocodisi, nmpasa JIIOAUHHA,
Pouas.
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HEB11OMUN ITOMIIEP:
IEPEJIMOBA 10 MEPEKJIAIY T'JIABU
«B3AeMO/Id I CBIAOMICTB»

Oxcana ITanadinina

Amnoranisi. CraTTsi NOKJIMKaHA BBECTH y IIPOOIEMATUKY, siKa Oyjia IpeIMeToM
ananizy K.Ilonmepa y t.3B. meradisnunuii mnepion Horo iHTeseKTyaJIbHUX
MOIIyKiB, i BOAHOYAC MOJIETIIHTH YUTAHHS Ta PO3YMIHHSA 3aIIPOINOHOBAHOIO
nepekJsiaay I1'sTol riiaBu i3 KHUIM «3HaHHA 1 ncuxodismyna npobiema: Ha
3axucT B3aeMoxil». Aprop ninkpeciioe, mo K.Ilommep Bimomuii B Ykpalni
31eb6inbiroro sik nosiTudHuil dimocod i K METOLOJOr CyCHIIbHUX HayK, IO
BiAIOBija€ paHHBOMY METOOJIONIYHOMY nepiozgy. BaraTo B womy #oro norssiau
Ha Kiacu4dHi dimocodcbki mpobsieMu 3aIUIIaioOTbHCS HEIPAaBUIBHO 3PO3yMi-
JIMMHU Ta HENPaBUJILHO IpejcTaBieHUMH i Ha 3Saxozi. Jlo Takux KJIaCHYHUX
dimocodcrkux npobiem, MIMPOKO OOrOBOPIOBAHUX Yy CydYacHiM aHaaiTHUYHINA
dinocodil, nHamekurhb ncuxodiszuuHa npobiaeMa, JOBOJI OpHriHajbHE IIPOGHE
posB’sizanHs sikol npononye K. Ilonmep. 3okpema, BiH BHCyBa€ NPOIO3UIIO
HOAWBUTHUCS Ha IO npobseMy y CBIiTIi TppOX imeit: aBTOHOMHOCTI cBity 3,
eMep/IXKeHTHOI eBoJIoLil 1 Teopil eBosonil MoBu. 3aBiasaku uuM ifgesam dino-
cod KpuTHUKy€E BCi BioMi criocobu po3p’sizaHHs ICUXOMI3HIHOI HPOOJIEMH: SK
moHicTuuHi (6ixeBiopusm/disukasuism i comincusm), Tak i gyasicruani (mapa-
JslesiiaMm 1 Kapresiancbknit inrepaknioniam). Ik asbrepHaTHBY [0 BCiX HUX BiH
OOI'PYHTOBY€E IIIOPAJIICTUYHY KOHIeNIlifo ncuxodisuanol B3aemoxil. IlinnicTs
nigxony, sanpononosanoro K.Ilommepom, Morke mojisiraTé B TOMY, IO BiH, 3
ozHOro 60Ky, akrTyaJisye ijel 6ararbox dinocodis mumysoro, 3okpema Ilaaro-
"a, P. lexkapra, ®@.Bosbsnano, I'. @pere, a 3 iHmoro — 3ajaydae IHIUPOKe KOJIO
CydacHHX HAyKOBUX imeil 1 koHmenmii: imero esourornii moBu K. Brosepa, igero
6iosoriunol esosonil Y. dapsina, danibinizm Y. ITipca, erosnorio K. Jlopenna,
kBauToBy Mexaniky E.Illpboninrepa ta in. ABTOp BBaKkae€, 1[0 O3HAKOMJIIEHHS
3 aprymenramu K.Ilonmepa moxke 6yTH KOPUCHUM Jjisi Cy9acHOI JUCKYCIT
11010 TCUXOMI3NIHOT TPOGJIEMH, sIKA BEIETHCS IEPEBAXKHO y (bi3nKaaicTChKux
TepMiHaX KOTHITMBHOI HayKM 1 3HAYHO MEHIIOI Mipow y dimocodcbkux Tep-
minax Meradizuku cBigomocTi. ABTOp Tako)K 3BEpTa€ yBary Ha OCOGJIHBICTDL
HOIIIEPIBCHKOTO CTUIIO (PiIocOPCTBYBAHHA, CKJIALHOILI 13 IIepeKIaIoM JAeAKUX
dinocodcrkux Tepmini, pemoncrpye, sik K. Ilommep cam ciinye BiaacHUM
dinmocodcbKuM IpUHIUMIIAM KPUTHYHOTO pallioHAJII3MY.

JIIOYOBi cJiioBa: .IMonmnep, mncuxodisuuna npobsema, cBigoMicTb, BHIIi
Kurouo ciaoBa: K.II s 0. s s
byHKIIT MOBH, TpU CBITH, €eMEp/KEHTHA €BOJIIOLis, 06’€KTHUBHE 3HAHHS, 1HTe-
PakIioHi3M, KpUTHKa (disukaIizmy.

AKTyasbHI IpO6JIEMH J[yXOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanub / Pesx.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpusuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 133-144.
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Dinocogpia ITonnepa 6ysa 6mMpPaveror0 MoOAHCAUBICMIO.
Bona 6yaa, enpumya do nedasnwvozo wacy, 3a60po-
Henoro 6 Padancoromy Corwsi. I eona npodosocye
6ymu 0080AT HENPABUNDHO 3PO3YMIAOIO T HENPABUALHO
npedcmasnenoro 6 Anenii ma Cnoayvwernux IIlImamazx.
Bomna €, nepw 3a 6ce, cnpoboro nobydysamu neasmo-
PUMAapHy Meopito HAYKY ma cycniavemea [2, c.xviii].

VYkpainomoBaomy untady Kapa [onmep Bimomuit mepemycim sk aBTOp
«Bigkpuroro cycmiibeTBa Ta HOTO BOPOriB» 1 «3JIHMIEHHOCTI icTOpHUITH-
3My», NepeKJaan SKuX 6yiao omybsikoano me B 1994 pomi'. ¥V mux
pangx BiH MOCTa€ dK MOJITUYIHUN (imocod i dK METOHO0JIOr CyCIiIb-
HUX HAyK, 30KpeMa fAK T'PYHTOBHUN KpUTHUK Mapkcuamy. ¥ 2021 pori
Oys10 oIyOJIIKOBAHO YKPAIHOMOBHMIA TIEPEKJIa]] IEPIIOro PO3ILIY IIpAari
K.Ilommepa «JIorika HayKOBOTO BiIKPUTTsS»2, Ha OCHOBI SKOTO MOYKHA,
CKJIACTHU 3arajbHe BparkKeHHs PO HOoro morysian y raay3i ¢dpisocodil nayku,
30KpeMa, Ha MpobyeMy iHIYKINI, BiJIMOBY BiJl TICHXOJIOTI3MY, M€JTYKTUBHY
mepeBipKy Teopiil, danbcudiKOBaHICTh sIK KpUTepiil JgemMapKarii Tomro.
3arajiom 19 mpairis, onyOsiKoBaHa CIIOYaTKy HiMEIbKOoIo MOBOIO B 1935
pOIli, a 3roJoM — aHIVIIICHKOIO B IepeKJiaji camMoro aBTopa B 1959 por,
HAJIE’)KUTH JI0 IEpIIoro Merojosioriynoro mepiomy (3 kinmmg 1930-x 1o
1960-x), kosn, six K.Ilonmep Buciosuscs B Aprobiorpadii, BiH «y6us
Jorivnmuii mosuTueiamy» [6, c.98|. IlponoHoBaHMii mepeKa 1'AToi rIaBu
3 kHuru «3HaHHA 1 ncuxodisnuna npobsema: Ha saxmer Bzaemonii» [4]
CIpUSTAME O3HAWOMJIEHHIO 3 KOJIOM IIPo0JseM, siki mikaBuiau dimocoda y
JpyTHiT — T. 3B. MeTadizmanmit — nepion® (3 mouarky 1960-x 1o 1990-x).

L ITonnep K. Bigxpure cycminbcTso Ta oro soporu. T.I. YV mosoni IlraromoBux
qgapiB / nep. 3 aar. O. Kosasnenko. Kuis: Ocnosu, 1994.

ITonnep K. Bigkpure cycrisberBo Ta #ioro soporu. T.II. Cnanax npopoursa: Ieresb,
Mapxkc Ta nociigosauku / nep. 3 auria. O. Bynenko. Kuis: Ocnosu, 1994.

ITonnep K. 3nupennicts icropunuamy / nep. 3 anri. B. Jlicosuii. Kuis: A6puc, 1994.

2 [Tonnep K. Jlorika maykosoro simxpurrs. Orys geskux byHIaAMEHTATBHIX
npobsiem / mep. 3 anri mig kep. O. €. Ouidep. Axmyaavri npobaemu dyrosrocmi.
Kpususit Pir: KJITY, 2021. Bum. 22. C. 170-192.

3 PosMerKOByBaTH MeTONOJIONiYHMi 1 Meradisuunmii mepiogm y  dinocodil
K. ITonmnepa 3ampononysaB I'. CkosimoBcbkuii. Tak, BiH CTBEpIPKy€, IO B IIEPIIOMY
nepioni dinocod HaNbiIbIE 30CepeKyBaBCs Ha MpoOJeMax MeTOMIB OTPUMAHHS
HAyKOBOI'O 3HAHHS, JIONIKM HAyKOBOIO BIIKPHUTTHA Ta 3POCTAHHS HAYKOBOIO 3HAHHS,
PO3pOOJISIOYN MiAXOAW, aIbTEPHATHBHI O 3alpPOIOHOBAHUX Yy MeEXKax JIOTIYHOIO
nmo3uTuBiaMy Binencbkoro ryprka. Y Mexkax MeTadi3UUHOrO IiJXOAy KOHTEKCT
posrisnysanux K. ITommepom mpobsieM pO3IIHPIOETHCS 32 PAXyHOK OCMECJIEHHS POJI
KOHIIENITYaJIbHUX KapKaciB, sKi MpUHANMHI YaCTKOBO BHU3HAYAIOTHCS IPUPOJIOI0 MOBU
HAYKOBOI CIIJIBHOTH, fIKA HAMATra€ThbCs PO3MIUPUTHA OOCAT HAYKOBOI'O 3HAHHS, 3 OJHOIO
OOKy, depe3 IHTeJIEKTyaJbHY MJisIbHICTD OKPEMHX HAyKOBI(B, a 3 IHIIOrO — dYepe3
B3aE€MOZIIO 3 IHTEJIeKTYaJbHOIO CHAAIMHOI nuBlaiszanii 1, c. 485-490].
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Kapu Paiimysn Honmep (1902-1994) — Bunarnuii aBeTpo-6puranchbKuit
dinocod, onun i3 HabLIBIT BrmBOBUX (binocodiB HAYKM, TEOPETUK KOH-
MENIiii KPUTUIHOTO PAIliOHAJNI3MY Ta BiAKPHUTOTO CYCHIIbCTBA, (haabcu-
dikamionizmy Ta dasibiaizMy, eBosomniitHOl emicTemMosorili i TPHOX CBITIB,
06’€eKTUBHOTO 3MIiCTy 3HAHHS Ta MPABIONOIIOHOCTI, BimkpuToro BeecBiTy
Ta, CBOOOJAM BOJI, 3aXMCHHUK JibepaJibHOI AEeMOKpAaTil Ta MPUHIUIINB CO-
[aJIGHOTO KPUTHUIU3MY, KPUTUK XOJI3MY, €CEHIaJi3My U iCTOpHITU3MY,
30KkpemMa MapkcusMmy (i 1e He HOBHuUIT mepesik Horo imeii i KoOHIemILi).
K. Ilommrepa cripaBeiimBO MOXKHA BBasKaTWU OIHUM i3 KJIacuKiB dimocodil
XX cromiTTd, dKkuit 3aguMmuB 1Mo cobi iHTeJeKTyaJ bHUil CIaI0K, BapTUit
I'PYHTOBHOT'O BUBYEHHsI Ta repeocMucieHHsi. OcobImBO akTyaJ bHIME HOro
imel € mutst posyminHs (DisTocodChKOro mArpyHTs 3aXimHOl muBiIi3arii, a
OT?Ke, PO3YMIHHS TOrO, 3aBISKU YOMY 3axis 3AiiiCHUB IUBLTi3aIiiHmit
3CYB y BCIX HMOro IposiBaX: IMOJITUYHOMY, HAyKOBOMY, TE€XHOJIOTIYHOMY,
€KOHOMIYHOMY 1 T.iH., IO yTBOPIOE OTO NMBLIIZAIINHY 1ME€HTUYHICTH 1
CHCTeMY I[IHHOCTEN.

Cepenr rosopaux mpanp K. ITonmepa moxkua naszsatu: «Jlorika mo-
ciijprenngy (1935) («Jlorika maykosoro Bimkpurrs», 1959), «Bigkpu-
Te CyCHUIBCTBO Ta fioro Boporum» (1945), «3umumennicts icTopunusmys
(1957), «Ilpumyuienns i cupocryBaHHS: 3POCTAHHS HAYKOBOIO 3HAHHSI»
(1963), «O6’exkruBHe 3HanHs. Epomoniitanii miaxiny (1972), «Heckinden-
uuii momyk: Iuresnekryasnbha asrobiorpadis» (1976), «Bigmosias moim
kputukam» (1974), «4 Ta itoro Mo30K: ApryMeHT Ha KOPHUCTH B3aEMOIIT»
(y cuiBasropcrsi 3 JIx. Exiicom, 1977), «KsanroBa Teopis i po3kosa y
bizuni» (1982), «Bimkpuruii BeecsiT: AprymenTt Ha KOpuCTb iHpeTepMi-
Hizmy» (1982), «Peasism i mera Hayku» (1983), «MaiiGyTHe Bimkpure» (y
cuiasropersl 3 K. Jlopenrom) (1985) Ta in. Bapro 3rajarun Takox mpo
agi npari K. Ionmepa, mo 3’ssuiucs 3a pegakiieio M. A. HorrypHo, skuii
[IpAIIOBaB B apXiBi 3 #lOr0 pyKOIMCaMu, a TMOTIM IIepe MyOIiKAaIe y3ro-
IZKyBaB TEKCT i3 cammM aBTopoM. Maerncst mpo «Mid koHIEnTya bHOTo
Kapkacy: Ha 3axucr HayKy i palfioHaJIBbHOCTI» Ta «3HaHHS 1 mcuxodizu-
4qHa npobsiema: Ha 3axucr B3aemomiiy. YKpalHOMOBHUI IIepeKJIa]] YPUBKY
i3 ocTaHHBOI — ITaBa 5. «B3aemomia 1 cBITOMICTBY — NPOMOHYETHCS yBa3i
qUTAYIEB].

Kuura «3nanns i ncuxodizudna mpobiema...» HaIMCaHa Ha OCHOBI
Kennaniscokux sekiiit K. Ilomnmepa, siki Bin npounrtas zHasecui 1969 poxy
B Yisepcureri Emopi (Emory University) — omHoMmy i3 npusaTHUX mocsi-
auunnbkux yaiepceureris CIIIA, mrar /Ixxkopmxkisa. Y kuusi sbepeskeHuis
dopmar mybsivHOI JieKIii i 0OroBOpeHHsT 31 ciiyxadaMyd B PEXKUMi -
TAHHA-BIAMOBIAbL K JTOJATKHA 0 KOXKHOI JIEKITil. VY IMCJIMOBI pemakTop
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3BepTaE yBary, IO JIEKIil duTajucs 0e3 KOHCIEKTIB 1 3aluCyBaJIMCs Ha
Mar#iTodOHHY IUIIBKY, TOMYy KHUT'Y HE BapTO PO3IVIAIATH sIK ayTEHTUIHE
Tx BiTBOpenus. OHak, mpamodn B apxisi 6i6miorekn CrerdopacbKoro
yHiBepcurery i roryoun mnybsikaniro kauru, M. A. Horrypso cuiBnpairio-
BaB 3 aBTOPOM 1 y3r0/[XKyBaB TEKCT, sIKUil OyB BUJIaHUI y piK Horo cMepri
[4, c. 143]. Y uepeamosi mo my6uikanii K. [Tonmnep 3a3Ha4uB, M0 roJoBHIM
IX TpeaMeToM € TcuxodizuaHa mpobjeMa Ta HOro BIACHUI MAXim 10
pO3B’si3aHHs 1i€l mpobJieMu, IO MOJIATAE B ifel B3a€MOil MCHUXIIHOrO
Ta QIBUIHOTO # OOT'PYHTOBYETHCS I€pPE3 €BOJIIOINNHY €MepIKeHTHICTb,
crrenniky i €BOJIIOIIO JIIOJICKKOI MOBH i Te, mo BiH i3 cepemquun 1960-
X POKiB HazmBae «cBiToM 3» [4, c.ix].

Ilcuxodismuna mpobieMa HAJEXKUTH 0 KJIACHIHUX (PLITOCOPCHKIX
pobstem, mpuHaiiMHi 3 gacis P. Jlekapra, i 3aiiMae dijibHe MicIle B CyIacHUX
0OTOBOpPEHHAX Yy MexKaxX aHaaiTudHol dimocodil cBimomocti: OimbIIoo
Mipolo y pi3uKagicTChKUX TepMiHAX KOTHITUBHOI HAayKH Ta MEHIITOIO
Mipoo y dinocodpcbkux TepMminax Meradisuku csimomocti. IlinHiCTBH
migxony, nporonoBanoro K. IlommepoM, mosdrae B Tomy, 10 BiH, 3 OJIHOTO
boky, akTyaJsizye imel bararbox dinmocodis munysaoro, 30kpema Ilnarona,
P. Hexapra, @.Boabnamno, I'. @pere, a 3 iHIOro — 3aayvae MMIpPOKe KOJIO
CyJacHUX HAYKOBHUX el i KoHremriit: izeio epostrorii moBu K. Brosepa,
imero Giosoriunoi epostrortii Y. lapsina, damibinizm Y. Ilipca, erosoriio
K. Jlopenna, kBantoBy Mexaniky E.Illpwominrepa ra ir. OpwurinajbHunii
maxia mo poss’asanng K. ITommepom memxodiszuanoi mpobiemu  gae
pO3yMiHHS CyTi #Ooro OadeHHs €BOJIIOIINAHOI emCcTeMOoJIoril, siKa CTaHe
rosioBHUM 1peameroM Kauru «O0’ekTuBHE 3HAHHS: EBOJIOIIHMIA 11 AX1 /1.
Kpim Toro, miel mparero, gk i 6ararbma immumu, dimocod imiocTpye
IUIIHICTh  CBOMO  TOJIOBHOT'O  METOOJIOTIYHOIO  IiIXO/y — KPUTHIHOTO
parioHaisMy: BiH obepexkHUil y (DOPMYTIOBAHHSIX, CKDOMHUI y IIPETEH-
3is1X, KOMIIETEHTHUN y KPUTHUIN, JEMOHCTPYE IMUPOKUI CHOCIO MUCTEHHS,
BPaXOBY€ PEAJIbHI Ta MOYKJINBI KOHTPAPryMEHTH, TOTOBUIA 10 KPUTHIHOTO
0OTOBOpEHHS TOIITO.

JKIMO roBOpPUTH IPEIMETHO 3a II'SITOK IJIABOK KHUIM <«3HAHHS 1
rncuxodizndna mpobseMa...», TO i1 YMOBHO MOXKHA, IOJIUIATH HA TpHU
vactunu: (1) dopmysoBanns 1pobieMu Ta PO3IJIA HAIBHUX IIIXOJIB
110 i1 po3p’a3anHs (1Ba MoHiCTHYHUX Higxomu: GixeBiopusm/dizukasizm
i comincumsm, 1 JBa JyasiCTHYHUX: [apaJesi3M Ta IHTEpaKIioOHI3M),
ski K.Tlonmep BBaykae He3aJ0BIIbHUMH; (2) OOIDYHTYBAHHSI BIIACHOTO
MAXoay Ta diTKe (DOPMYJIIOBAHHS Te3, sIKi PO3KPUBAIOTH 3MiCT #Oro
IUTIOPAJICTUYHOT KOHIEN T ricnxodiznanol B3aemozil; (3) obroeopenHsi, mo
BimOyBaJsIoCh mmicas JekIri. 3-moMixk BimoMux migxomdis dimocod BBazkae
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HafOLIbI IpaBaONOMiOHNM Kapresianchbkuil myasism (IHTepakIioHizm),
OIHAK BiH pO3MMPIOE 1 NOIIHOJIOE MOro 3a PaxXyHOK TPBOX if1eii:
€MEePJIKEHTHOI  €BOJIIONI, €BOJIIOIT JIFOJChKOI MOBH 1 TPBOX CBITIB.
Y mizcymMKy monmepiBChbKuit BapiaHT, AK BiH 3a3HaYa€, <«IPOOHOTO
po3B’sa3anugy ncuxodizudHOl MWpobseMu HAOYB PUC  ILTIOPATICTUTHOL
KOHIIEMITil.

K. Tlonmep 6epe 3a ocHOBY JapBiHi3M, IpOTEe BiH MIKABUTH HOrO HE SIK
HayKOBAa TEOPis, AKy MOXKHA IIePEeBipUTH, a AK MeTadi3ndHa TOCITITHUIHKA
nporpama (Ha BiaMiHy BiJ JlaMapki3Mmy), fKy MOYXKHA PO3IJIAIATH $K
MMOBIDHY OCHOBY /JIJISI TIEPEBIPKM HAYKOBOI TeOpil, & TaKOXK KPUTHKYBATHU
it yrockoHnaroBaTu. 1[opiBHIOIOYN JapBiHI3M 1 JaMapKi3M sik MeTadi3ndHi
JOCTITHUIBKI TTporpamu, (ijocod HaAMATraeThCs JOBECTHU JIOTIUHY HECIIPO-
MOXKHICTB i/1€it, Ha IKuX 0a3yeThCs APYTa, & TAKOXK JIOTTIHY CIIPOMOXKHICTD
1 METOJIOJIOTIYHY TJITHICTD ijIeil, 1O JieKaTh B OCHOBI IEPIIO]. Mnernes
po Taki is1el BiAMOBiAHO: 16 IyKTUBI3M — IHYKTUBI3M; TPUPOTHUIT 100Ip —
HAayJiHHS Yepe3 MOBTOPEHHS; KPUTHUIHE BiJIKUIAHHS TOMUJIOK — IIiITBEp-
JokenHst [6, c.194]. Bixrak, K.Ilonmepa nikasurh napBini3M siK Teopist
BUIIPOOOBYBaHHS I YCYHEHHs IIOMUJIOK, HA OCHOBI KOl BiH PO3BUHE METO[,
CrIpob 1 TMOMMJIOK SIK YHIBEPCAJIBLHUI METOJ, STKMM TOCJTYTOBYIOTHCS BCi
JKWBI OpraHi3Mu, BUPINIYIOYH CBOI IMPOOJIEeMU, ajie SKUM MalOTh KOPUCTY-
BATHCS 1 HAYKOBII, IPUYIOMY CBLJIOMO IIYKalOUld MOXKJIMBI IIOMUJIKU Y CBOIX
mipkyBanHsx. Ha oMy 6a3yerbest iforo Koumeriis daabcudikamionizmy
K KpUTEpiio JeMapKaIiil HayKoBOro 3HanHs (Ha BiaMiny Bix Bepudikamii —
KpuTepisi, po3pobIEHOr0 B MeKax JIOTIYHOro Mmo3uTuBizMy BimeHcbkoro
IYPTKA).

Kpim Toro, mapsinizm crae misa K. Ionmepa meradiszuanoio Teopieio,
BaKJIMBOIO JIJIsi OOI'DYHTYBAHHS i71e]l €MepKEHTHOI eBOJIIOIII — IIPOIECY
CTPUOKOIIOIIOHOr0 BUHUKHEHHSI SIKICHO HOBHX PIBHIB Oprasizariil >KUBUX
ICTOT NUIAXOM TIEPETBOPEHHS KOJJIUNIHIX BJIACTUBOCTEHl Ta aKTIB camo-
BUHUKHEHHSI MPUHIUIIOBO HOBHUX. Ili imel meobximmo Bmmcatw B OLIBII
MAPOKUit MeTadi3naHuil KOHTEKCT — fijieThca mpo (disocodito mporiecy,
3TiJIHO 3 SIKOIO Ha (PYHIAMEHTAJIHLHOMY PiBHI OLJIBII BaXKJIUBUMHU € IIPOIECH,
a He pedl Ta CTPYKTYpH (dK 1€ IPOrOJIONIyBAIOCA B MEXKaX TPaIUIIHHOL
cybcranniiinoi meradizuku me 3 uacis [apmenina). Orxe, dimocodis
[poIiecy POOWUTH AKIEHT Ha JAWHAMIYHIA Tpupomi OyTTs, CTAHOBJIEHHI,
[IOJIifIX, CII0CO0aX BUHUKHEHHSI HOBOI'O TOINO, & TOMY CBIT IIOCTa€ SK Cy-
KYIHICTH (PI3UYHMX, OPraHiYHUX, COMIaIbHUAX 1 KOIHITUBHUX IIPOIECIB, AKi
B3a€EMOJIIOTh K HA BiJIIOBiTHOMY piBHI, TaK 1 Mi2K OKpPEeMUMH DPiBHIMU
JuHaMigHOl opramizamnii (aus.: [8]).

Tox, nyist po3yMiHHs 6araTbOX HOIMIIEPIBCHKUX 17eil BayKJINBO yCBiIOM-
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JIIOBATH TON MerTadizudHuil (pyHIAMEHT, HA SKOMY BOHU I'DYHTYIOTHCS —
dbinocodis mpomecy. oro mikaBuTh He CTLIBKH, UM MOCH €, a K BOHO
BUHUKAE 1 K1 piBHI B 10170 (DYHKIIOHYBAHHI MOXKHA BUOKPEMUTH. 30KpEMa,
e crocyerbest Toro, gk K. Ilonmep pozymie Moy (6iosioriunuit iHCTpyMeHT
JIUIsL TIOSIBU €K30COMATHIHOIO 3HAHHSI) 1 CBIT 3arasom (KOHIENIs TPBOX
cBitiB). fKk 3asmadvae disocod, UuCIeHH] ABUIIA, 3 AKUMU MAE CIPABY
JHOJIMHA, SABJAIOTH CO0O0I0 iepapxil, 1 He BapTo GOATHCH YCKJIaJHEHb (3
KOXKHMM HOBUM piBHEM), 60 BOHU Hacupasii icHyoTh [6, c. 198].

Cruwmparounce Ha iel ojHOro 3i cBoix Bunrenis, K. Brosepa, K. ITommep
TOTUIHOJTIOE OT0 KOHIIETIIT IO eBOJTIoNi Jito/ichkol MoBH. fkimo K. Brosep Bu-
JingB Tpu GYHKII i BogHOYAC PiBHI DYHKIIOHYBAHHSA MOBH (€KCIIPECUBHA,
abo CUMIITOMATUYHA, CUTHAJbHA, ab0 CTUMYJIIOKYA, 1 JeCKPUIITUBHA, 9U
onucosa), o K. Ionmep nozxae e it aprymenrarusny. 1l worupu dbyuxiii
YTBOPIOIOTD i€pAPXifo — y TOMY CEHCi, IO KOXKHA 3 OLIBIT BUCOKUX (DYHKITIH
He MOXKe icHyBaTh 6e3 ycix PpyHKINH O1IbIT HU3BKOTO PiBH:A, aie MYHKITT
GiIbII HU3BKOTO PIBHS MOXKYTb icHyBaTu 6e3 6ibin BucoKux byHKIiil [3,
c. 397-398].

Orxe, y miit iepapxil MOKHA TOBOPUTHU PO JIBi HUKYKX 1 JIBI BAIUX
dyukiii MoBu. [ gxmo HmKal PyHKINT — eKCIpecuBHa 1 CUTHAJIHHA — I1€
byHKI, COiIbHI AT MOBM BCiX KMBHUX iCTOT i HABiTH POCJIMH, TO BHUII
dbyuKINT € crmenudidHUMU CyTO s JIIOAChKol MoBu. Kpim Toro, came
Buii hyHKIT Moy, 3rigao 3 K. [lonmepom, 3a6e31e4y0Th MOSIBY «IIOBHOT
ceifomocti» (full consciousness), abo 51 (self ), xoua CBIIOMICT Ha HUMKIUX
piBHAX IpUCYTHsI TAKoXK 1 y TBapud [6, c.222]. dxicui BiaminnocTi mix
CBIJIOMICTIO TBapWH 1 CBIJIOMICTIO JIIO/IEfl TTOYMHAIOTHCH 3 BUHUKHEHHAM
JeCKpUNTUBHOI (DYHKIIT MOBU (KA, MOXKJIMBO, y?Ke BUHUKAE y OJKiN),
3aBJSKU SIKIfl JIIOM TOYMHAIOTH BUOKPEMJIIOBATU cebe 3-ITOMIiXK iHIIIX
pedeil y CBITi If OMMCYBATU CTAHU CIIPAB y IILOMY CBiTi, PO3MOBiIaTH MEBHI
icTopil Ta mpeTenayBaTn Ha icTuHHiCTh. OMHAK, TaKi iCTOPIl MOXKYTBH OyTH i
XUOHUMHU, /1K€ TeCKPUIITUBHA DYHKI[IS MOBU JIE?KATH HE TiTbKA B OCHOBI
HayKH, aje i MidiB, JiTepaTypHOTO MUCTEITBA, OYIEHHNX YABIEHD ITPO CBIT
tomo. Te, mo BupisHsae HayKy Ta (isocodiro 3-mOMIiXK IHIIUX TPOLYKTIB
JIFOJICBKOTO PO3YMY, — IIé BUKOPUCTaHHSI MOBH B 11 apryMeHTaTUBHIN QyH-
KIiii, sIKa Ma€ COpaBy HE TIJTbKU 3 PO3PI3HEHHSIM ICTMHHOCTI Ta XMOHOCTI,
ajie i BasignocTi (y ceHcl YMHHOCTI, 3aKOHHOCTI, OOI'PYHTOBAHOCTI, BipO-
rizgocri, npuitasarHocti) i He-sasginuocri. K. Ilomnmep 3ayBaxye, 110, Ko
30CepeIUTHCH Ha JIBOX IEPIMX (DYHKIIAX MOBU (a Tak poOJSATH Ti, JJIs
KOrO iCHYy€ e1MHuii CBiT, 0 Ha 6a30BOMY PIBHI Jii€ 3a 3akoHaMu (Bi3UKH), TO
HEMOKJIMBO, HAIIPUKJIA]I, PO3PIZHUTH MPOITaraHIy, CIOBECHE 3aJISIKyBaAHHI
qy parjoHajabHuil apryment [5, c.272]. MipkyBaHHs B IIbOMY HAIIPSMKY
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[IpUBEJIM HOTO JI0 PO3POOKM KOHIIEIIIT TPhOX CBITIB.

dx K.Ilonmep sragye B AprobGiorpadii, mosruii dac BiH He HaBa-
KYBaBCA HIYOTO MyOJIKyBaTH MPO aBTOHOMHICTH TPETHOTO CBIiTY — CBITY
00’€KTUBHOTO 3MICTy 3HAHHS, JIOMTOKU HE JIHIIOB BUCHOBKY, IO MEITKaHITI
1BOTO CBiTY (Ipobsiemu, Teopil 1 KpUTUYHI apryMeHTH) cipaBKHi [6, c. 214].
Y derBepriit rmasi kuurun «O0’ekTuBHE 3HAHHS: EBOIONMIAHMA 1iaxim»
(1972) BiH Jae Take O3HAYEHHS TPETBOMY CBITY: Ie «CBIT iHTesiriGess-
uux cyrnocreit (intelligibles), abo ineil B 06’eKTUBHOMY CeHCi; 1€ CBIT
MOXKJIUBUX TIPEIMETIB JyMKH: CBIT Teopiit “y cobi” Ta ix Jjorivoumx Bim-
HOIIIeHb; apryMeHTiB “y co6i”; 1 npobiaemHux curyariit “y cobi’» [7, c. 154].
3 06rpyHTYBaHHAM aBTOHOMHOCTI CBITY 3 m070 cBiTY 2 (CBiTY nmeuxivamx
cTaHiB, Cy0’€KTUBHOIrO 3MICTy 3HAHHS) [OB’s3aHa HU3KA PO3PI3HEHb, sKi
BapTO PO3TJIANATH He K CTATHIHI JUXOTOMII, & B KOHTEKCTi JIWHAMITHOL
iepapxii. MmeTbest mpo Taki po3pi3HEHHS: MPOIEC MUCTEHHS Ta 3MICT JIyM-
KW, TICUXOJIOTiYHE Ta JoTivHe, Cy6’'eKTUBHE it 00’ €KTUBHE 3HAHHS, TICUXITHI
CTaHU Ta JIHIBICTUYHUN yHIBEPCYM, IIiITBEDIKEHHsI Ta CIIPOCTYBaHHsI, (ca-
MO)BUPazKeHHs Ta KpUTUIHE 00roBopenus i aprymentanis. g [Tonnepa
Tperiii ¢BiT, 3 omHOrO GOKY, € IPOIYKTOM JIIOACHKOrO podyMmy (cBiry 2),
aJjie 3 iHIIOr0, 3aBAAKY BUIUM (QPYHKISIM MOBU BiH HaOyBa€ aBTOHOMHOTO
craTycy i 3mificHIOE 3BOPOTHIN BILIMB Ha APYTHUil CBIT, 3a0€3mevuyodan, K
y2Ke 3a3HavasIocsd, Iporec craHoBaenns ¢, abo mosHOI cBimomocTi. Kpim
TOro, CBiT 3 3AIHCHIOE TAKOXK OIOCEPeAKOBaHWN BILIMB Ha cBiT 1 (CBiT
disuanux cramis, y T. 9. CTaHIB JIOACHKOIO TLIA).

OO6r'pyHTOBYIOYM aBTOHOMHICTH ycix Tphox cBiTiB, K. [Tonmep kpurukye
OyIb-Ki pI3HOBHIM PEAYKINOHI3MYy, TOOTO HaMaraHHs 3BECTH B IEBHUI
crrocib cBiT 3 g0 cBiTy 2, a cBiT 2, 31 cBoro 6oky, no cBity 1. Cawme
TaKa TEHJEHINs IPOCTEXKYEThCs, 30KpeMa, v Mexkax ¢izukasizmy. Dijo-
cod HATOMICTH 3I3HAETHCs, MO HOMY 3aBXKIUM IMIIOHYBAaB KapTe3iaHCHKUA
JAyaJi3M, OHAK, Ha HOTo JyMKY, IIiif KOHITEMTII He BUCTATAE PAIIOHATHLHOTO
TTOSICHEHHST MOKJIMBOCTI B3a€MO/Til MizK mIcuxivaamuM i pizmannm. Take parrio-
HaJbHEe OOTPYHTYBAHHS BiH 1 HAMATAETHCS 3ICHUTHU “I€pe3 BBEJIECHHS IIIe
OJTHOT'O CBITY — CBiTY, TOPOJI?KEHOTO BUIMUMU (DYHKITISIMU JTIOJCHKOI MOBH,
ajle TaKOXK 1 TaKoro, IO Ma€ 3BOPOTHIl BIUIUB HAa €BOJIIOINIO JIIOJICHKOL
moBu. K.Ilommep cTBepmkye, mo CBIT 3 HACTUIBKM K peajibHUiM, K 1
IHIT TIPOYKTH JIIOACHKOI JIISUTBHOCTI, sIK MOBHA CHCTe€Ma KOJyBaHHS, SIK
comiasbHi iHCcTHTYTH. BoOmHOodac me#t cBiT Mae €BOIO icTOpito — icTopiio
HAIMX 171e#, iX BiAKpUTTsI, BILIMBY Ha Jonei [6, c. 218)].

B AgrobGiorpadil dinocod omnucye, 9K BiH yIPOIOBK TPUBAJIOTO HaCY
BBaXKaB, IO MCHX0]I3ndHa TPOD/IeMa € HEepO3B’si3HOI 1 mo 11 MOXKHA
PO3IVISIZIATH TITBKKM B aCHEeKTi KPUTUKUA APryMeHTIB, COOPMYIHOBAHUX ¥
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Mexkax ab0 MOHICTHYHUX, abo JyasicThaHux KoHreniil. Tak TpuBaio 10
THUX P, JOIOKH BiH HE PO3POOUB KOHIIEIIIO TPETHOIO CBITY, CIIMPAIOINCH
ua inel @.Bpenrano, a morim Bin 3HaiimoB cxoxi ixel y I. @pere. Came
B 3aJIy4eHHi izfel cBiTy 3 0 HASBHOIO JUCKYDPCY HABKOJIO ICHUXOMIZHIHOL
npobsiemu K. Ilommep BOatae crenudiky cBoro mpobHoro ii po3s’sizaHHs
Ta HOBU3HY CBOT'O Iijxomy. Ajrke BCi momepesHi cipobu po3s’s3aHHs el
dinocodcepkoi mpobiaemu, mounnaoun 3 P. [lekapra, obepTaroThcst HABKO-
JIO MOXKJIMBUX BIJJHOIIEHb MiK cTaHamu cBimomocti (mind) i rimecHuMn
(body) cramaMu: TOTOXKHICTB, HAPAJIEIBHICTH, B3aEMOJid. 3aMiCTh IUX
migxosiB K. Iommep mporionye «6ioorivaauit i HaBiTH €BOJIIOIIOHICTCHKUIT»
[6, c.219-220], npore He peAyKIiOHICTCHKUI, MiAXin, siKuii 6asyeTbcst Ha
iestx eMepXKEeHTHOI €BOJIIOIi1, eBOJIIOII] JII0JICBKOT MOBU I aBTOHOMHOCTI
ceity 3. IlpononoBanuit mepekaasn 5 rasu 3 kaurn K. [lonmepa «3unanns
i mcuxodiznuna mpobaema: Ha 3axmcT B3aeMomil» OmmMcye B 3arajbHUAX
pucax #oro mpoOHe PO3B’sI3aHHS i€l KIacu<IHOl (imocodchKoi mpodbaeMn
[4, c.105].

Xotisiocst 6 TakoXK 3BEPHYTH yBary Ha Ie OJHY NPUMITHY OCODJIT-
BiCTb — 9K BiH caM cJjiijiye BjacHEUM (iI0cOMCHKUM MPUHIUIIAM KPUTHU-
THOTO PaIlioHAJII3My Ta K Iie BimoOparkyeThcst Ha #oro ctmii ¢imocod-
crByBannsg. Komu K.Ilommep posmounnaB muKs JIEKIii, dKi BiH 9uTaB
B YHiBepcureri Emopi Ta sKi MOK/IaJieHi B OCHOBY KHHUIM <«3HAHHS 1
ncuxodiznaHa IpobieMa...», BIH OroJIOCUB TAKHUil IJIaH i3 MICTHOX JIEKIi:
(1) 3nanns: ob’ekruBHe i cy6’exrusre; (2) Epomonis, mMoBa 1 Tperiit
cBit; (3) Mid konnenryanbnoro xapkacy; (4) Bsaemomis Tpbox cBiTis;
(5) Panjonassnicts; (6) Csoboma [4, c.1|. Oguak, npounTaBIy HepLy
JIEKIIO Ta MOOAYUBIIK IIiT 9aC IUCKYCil OIic/is, a TakKoK B He(OPMATbHIX
JTUCKYCisIX 3r0JIOM, 3aIliKABJIEHICTb CJIYXadiB KOHIICMINEIO CBITY 3, PO IO
Bin mume B mepeamosi, K. Ilonmep Tpancdopmye criit mian i 3pemrroro
quTaE BIAMIHHWHA BiJ 3aIliaHOBAHOrO WK Jiekmiit. IIpo 3mimy y mrami
JIEKIIifl MOXKHA CyJUTH Ha OCHOBI IiaB omy0iiikoBanoi kuurn: (1) SHaHH:A:
ob’ektuBHe i cy6’ekTuBHe; (2) AproHoMis ceity 3; (3) CeiT 3 Ta emep-
mkenTHa esosonist; (4) Omme, aprymentaiis Ta ysisa; (5) Bzaemonis i
cBimomicrn; (6) ¢, parionanbHicTb 1 cBOGOIA.

Tpancdopmariis momepeHbOro IIAHY JIEKIIiid, 5K 1 Te, MO I KHATH
OyJs10 3a/HIIIeHO0 OOrOBOPEHHS 31 CIyXadaMu, IO Bi0YBaJIOCH IMiC/Is KOKHOT
JIEKTIi1, jeMoncTpye BaxkausicTh mirsa K. [lomnmepa i1el 3BOpoTHOTO 3B’ 3KYy.
Kpim Toro, mHe Timbkm B miit KHu3i, aje # B ycix iHmMX, BiH YacTo
MOCUJIAETHCS HA PI3HUX ABTOPIB KOHIIEIIIIN Y HAWPISHOMAaHITHIIINX raIy3saX
HayK{ Ta HafipizHOMaHITHImMUX HanpsMmiB y dinocodii. K. ITommep srasmye
iMeHa TIMX aBTOPIB Y KOHTEKCTI IXHIX Teopiif Ta apryMeHTiB, 3 sKUMH BiH
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abo TOTrOKYBABCsI 1 J1ajli PO3BUBAB, ab0 HE MOrO/KYBaBCs i1 apryMeHTO-
Bano Bimkuias. lle pastode Bifpi3Hsie HOr0 TEKCTH Bij TEKCTIB OLIBIIOCTI
KOHTUHEHTAJTBHUX (PiTocodiB, SKi MOCTYTOBYIOTHCA MOBOIO 37€01THITOTO
Ha piBHI ekcrpecii #i omucy, aje He Ha piBHI (HOPMAIBLHOI apryMeHTaIl
Ta KPUTUIHOTO OOroBopeHHsi. Tak camo flOoro CTHIb BiJpI3HAETHCS BifL
CTHUJIIO ABTOPIB MAPKCUCTCHKOIO HAIIPSMY, Y T. 9. 3aXiIHOr0 MapKcu3My (du
HEOMAPKCU3MY ), KOJIU KPUTHKA CIPIMOBYEThCS IIEPEIYCiM Ha inel Ta KOH-
TIETIi] OITOHEHTIB, aje BiICYyTHSI HACTAHOBA HA CAMOKDUTHKY Ta BU3HAHHS
TMOTETUIHOTO XapaKTepy CBOIX TeopeTuIHuX mobymoB. Tak, ctuiab ¢igo-
codcerByBanns K. [lomnmepa 6araro B 1oMy criopismioe ioro 3 disocodamu-
AHAJITUKAMU, & TAKOXK 3 YCI€I0 KJIACHIHOIO PAI[IOHATICTUIHOIO TPAJIUITIETO.
Kpim Toro, Takumit cTUIb JEMOHCTPYE MOXKJIUBICTD PAIIOHATBLHOI JUCKYCIT
I eBPUCTUYIHICTh MTOMIEPIBCHKOI i1el Midy KOHIENTYaIbHOTO KAPKACY SK
YSIBHOI TIEPENIKOIN JIJIST TAKOl JIUCKYCil.

Hacamkinenp KisbKa CJTiB 110710 0COOIUBOCTEIH i TTpob/IeM, TTOB’ I3aHUX i3
nepekaaioM. B opurinasbHOMy TEKCTi € (iocodchbki TepMinu, s AKUX
HEMa€ OJIHO3HAYHUX yKPATHOMOBHUX BIIIIOBIMHUKIB, ak-T0 mind (mcuxika,
pO3yM, IyX, Jymia, yM, cBiomicTb, mucsenns) i self (51, ero, camicrb,
ocobucricts). [Ipobiema mossirac B TOMy, IO 3HAYEHHS [UX TEPMIiHIB
3aJIE2KUTH Bifl TOrO, y sIKOMY KOHTEKCTI BOHU BUKODPUCTOBYIOTHCH: KOH-
KPETHO-HAYKOBOMY (HAIIPHMKJIA/, TICUXOJIOTiIHOMY ) 1 (bimocodebkoMy, y
MexKax FKOro came HayKOBOro 4uu (birocodchbKoro minxoay (Hampukia,
KapTe31aHChKOro, IICUX0AHATITUIHOrO 9u GixeBiopucrcebkoro). OnHak, KoH-
TEKCTYAJILHUI IIePEeKIal, sIKAil BPAXOBY€E He TIIbKM 3a3HadYeHy crernudiky,
aJje i ycrajieHi BITUM3HsIHI TEpMIHOJIOTIYHI TPAJIUIIIT, JIEMO 3aTYIIOBYE Ty
KOHIIENTYyaJIbHY €JIHICTDH, sIKy MaB Ha yBa3l aBTOD OPHUIIHAJBHOI'O TEKCTY,
KOJIM BXKWBAB OJ[HE CJIOBO. AJDKe, NMEPEKJIAIAal0Yu OJHE CJIOBO PISHUMU
VKPalHCHbKUMHU BiINOBITHUKAMU 3aJIE2KHO BiJI KOHTEKCTY, MU PHU3UKYEMO
BTPATUTH IMOCH I[IHHE Ta BaXKJIMBE )i aBTOPA, sIKAl BHOYIOBYE BIIACHY
kounenmio. Amke repminom mind K. Ilommep mosHadae BCIO CyKyIHICTD
neuxivyaux (MeHTaJIbHUX) CTaHIB, sKi YTBOPIOIOTH CBIT 2 1 9aCcTKOBO CBIT 3
B TOMY CeHCI, 1m0 Ha piBHI mind cy0’eKT MOXKe BUKOPHCTOBYBATH MOBY B
11 BUIUX nposiBax (JECKPUIITUBHA i 0COOIMBO apryMeHTaTUBHA (DYHKINT)
1 BOZHOYAC TTOPOJIZKYBATU TPOJIYKTH, IKi «HACEIATUMYTH> CBIT 3.

3aBanHs 3 aJeKBATHUM IEPEKJIAIOM mind Ime OLIbINe YCKJIIaHIOE-
Thest, AKo Bpaxysaru, mo K.Ilonmep mapasiebHO BUKOPUCTOBYE Iie i
TepMiH consciousness (cBimomicTs), 30kpema full consciousness. 3 iHmoro
60Ky, OyBarOThb BUIIAIKU, KOJIA JOBOIUJIOCS TIEPEKJIAIATH JIBA PI3HUX CJIOBA
OJIHVM, sIK, HAIIPUKJAI, self Ta ego, IO TAKOXK MOXKE CIIPUYWHWUTHU II€BHI
npobjleMu 3 PO3yMIiHHSM, aJ2Ke TAaKWil IiXi/, HABIIAKH, MACKY€ II€BHI



142 Hesigomuii Ilonmep

HIOAHCH, BasKJIMBI JIJIs aBTOpA, aje HEIIOMITHI B YKPAlHOMOBHOMY TEKCTI.
Tomy B mepeksaji TaMm, Jie BayKJIUBO OYJIO MiIKPECTUTHA HEOITHO3HAUHICTD
pukopucToByBanoi K. [Tormepom TepMminosorii, y ayKKax mMogaBaIics OpH-
rinaJibHI BiIIOBITHUKH.

IToBepratounce no aymMKHu, BUCJIOBIEHOI B emirpadi 10 cTarTi, XOTiIoCs
6 3azHaunTH, mo gucaenxi kuurn K. [lonmepa BapTi Toro, mob ix unrasm,
OCMUCJTIOBAJIM # OOrOBOPIOBAJIM ijel, fKi TaM MicTAThbes. AJKe Iie TOi
HETHUIIOBUI MPUKJIAJ, KON CKIaIHI (bistocodehbKi mpobiaeMn, riauboKo Ta,
[I'PYHTOBHO IPOJyMaHi aBTOPOM, IOJAI0TbCsI B AOCTyIHIN (opmi. Biibie
TOrO, BOHU JI€EMOHCTPYIOTh Ti PUCH MHUCIEHHS dinocoda, AsKuMu HarkaHO
OBOJIOJIITA KOXKHIN CydJacHIi# JIIOJUHI: apryMEHOBAHICTh, iHTEJIEKTyaJIbHa
CKPOMHICTh, CUCTEMHICTh, TOTOBHICTh BYUTHUCH HA MOMWJIKAX, BIIKPUTICTH
JI0 IHITIUX TTO3UIIiHl, THYYKICTH 1 MMUPOKICTh.
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UNKNOWN POPPER: PREFACE TO THE TRANSLATION OF THE
CHAPTER <«INTERACTION AND CONSCIOUSNESS>»

Oksana Panafidina

Abstract. The article is designed to introduce the issues subjected to
K. Popper’s analysis in the so-called metaphysical period of his intellectual
quest and, thereby, facilitate the reading and comprehension of the proposed
translation of the fifth chapter from the book «Knowledge and the Body-
Mind Problem: In Defence of Interaction». The author emphasizes that,
in Ukraine, Popper is known predominantly as a political philosopher and
a social science methodologist, and that fact corresponds to the early
methodological period. In many ways, his views on classical philosophical
problems remain misunderstood and misrepresented in the West. The mind-
body problem is among such classic philosophical problems widely discussed
in contemporary analytic philosophy; its quite original tentative solution
of which is offered by K.Popper. In particular, he suggests looking at this
problem in the light of three ideas: the autonomy of the world 3, emergent
evolution, and the theory of the evolution of language. Using these ideas,
Popper criticizes all known approaches to solving the mind-body problem:
both monistic (behaviorism/physicalism and solipsism) and dualistic ones
(parallelism and Cartesian interactionism). The value of the approach offered
by K. Popper may lie in the fact that, on the one hand, it actualizes the
ideas of many previous philosophers, in particular, Plato, R.Descartes,
F.Bolzano, G.Frege, and, on the other hand, it attracts a wide range of
modern scientists’ ideas and concepts: K. Biihler’s idea of the evolution of
language, Ch.Darwin’s idea of biological evolution, Ch. Peirce’s fallibilism,
K. Lorenz’s ethology, E.Schrédinger’s quantum mechanics, etc. The author
believes that the familiarization with K. Popper’s arguments can be useful for
the contemporary discussion of the mind-body problem, which is conducted
mainly in the physicalist terms of cognitive science and to a much lesser
extent in the philosophical terms of the metaphysics of mind. The author
also draws attention to the peculiarity of Popper’s style of philosophizing,
difficulties with the translation of some philosophical terms and demonstrates
how Popper himself follows his philosophical principles of critical rationalism.

Keywords: K.Popper, the mind-body problem, consciousness, higher
functions of language, three worlds, emergent evolution, objective knowledge,
interactionism, critique of physicalism.
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3HAHHA 1 IICUXOPIZUYHA TIPOBJIEMA
TJIABA 5. B3A€MO/IS I CBIJIOMICTD

Kapa IToomep

[Tani Ta manose!

4 cnoniBarocst, MO BU He 320y, IO TOJOBHA TE€Ma MOIX JIEKINi — Iie
ncuxodizuana npobiema (body-mind problem), i mo cBir 3, emepKeHTHA
eposonig! i Teopig eBoIONIT MOBH MaIOTh CIyTYBATH OCHOBHIM CIIOCOGOM
IpocyBaHHs 10 HPOOHOrO po3B’sa3anus: (tentative solution) ncuxodizuanoi
npobsieMu. Y CHOTOIHIINIHIN JIeKITil 1 30Mpalocs HAKPECIUTH PO3B’SI3aHHS
1iel mpobyemu.

Myury momepeauTu Bac, OJHAK, [0 IPOOHA Teopis, Ky s Mal HaMip
3alPOIIOHYBATH BaM, € HE TLIbKM MPOOHOI, aJjle TAKOXK 1 He IOBHOIO
MipOIO TEOPIEI0 OPIBHIHO, CKAXKIMO, i3 Teopieo B rajysi ¢disuku. Ae, e
Teopid, AKy MoxHa 1epesiputu (testable theory), i Bona upoiiiia geski
BUIIPOOOBYBAaHHS TaK, IO IE€PEBEPINNUIA BCI MOl OUiKyBaHHSI.

TuwMm i3 Bac, XTO X0 IIOCh 3HAE 3 icTOpil (pisocodil, HABPSII YU TOTPIOHO
TOBODUTH, HACKIIBKU HE3aJIOBUIBHUM € BCE, IO OYJIO CKA3aHO PO HAIILY
npobstemy moci. TibKu MOPIBHAHO 3 JAeAKUME TOMEPEIHIMU crpodbamMu, s
JAyMalo, 10 MEHi € IO 3AIPOIOHYBATH.

IlikaBo 3ayBasKUTH, IO HAIl 3HAHHS TIPo Mcuxiky (minds?), sokpema
HaIlly BJIACHY IICUXIKy, € BKpail HeBupasHuMmu. Haii 3HaHHSI [IPO BJIACHY

*Iepekiay BuxkoHanuil 3a sumaxmsaM: Popper K. Knowledge and the Body-Mind
Problem: In Defence of Interaction / ed. M.A.Notturno. London: Routledge, 1994.
P.105-128.

! TIporec cTpmbKOMOMIGHOTO BUHUKHEHHS SKICHO HOBUX DIiBHIB opramisarii >kumemx
icror. — IIpumiTka pegakTopis (TyT i Hagasi).

2 Amrmiiicbke c/oBo mind my»ke GaraTosHadEe, i TyT MEPEK/IAJACThCA DPISHEMK
crocobaMu 3aJIeXKHO BiJl KOHTEKCTY, 30KpeMa y 3B’sI3Ky 31 crierudikoo Horo po3yMiHHs
B neBHOMY (DiToCOPCHKOMY W HayKOBOMY HAIPSMAaX, K PO3YyM, CBigoMicTs, mcuxika,

AKTyaJsbHI IpO6JIEeMH J[yXOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanub / Pesx.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpusuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 145-169.
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disnuny noBeAiHKy HabaraTo 3po3ymisimii. [ e, 3BiCHO, € IPUIMHOKO TOTO,
YOMy BOHA BUBYEHA PETEJIbHIIIE.

Tepwmin «bixeBiopuam», mMOAIOHO 10 OGITBIIOCTI TAKUX TEPMIiHIB, € IBO-
3nagHuM. Bin MoxKe o3HadaTu abo PIllleHHsT 30CEPEIUTUCT Ha TTOBEIIHIT,
a He Ha cTaHax cBimomocti (consciousness), a0 K, GLIBII PaUKAIBHO,
3allepedeHHsl iICHYBaHHsI CTaHIB CBijioMOCTi K Takux. lls Oijbin pasu-
KaJbHa TEOPist TAKOXK HA3WBAETLCS «(PI3UKAIIZM» — OLIBIN JaBHIM TepMiH
«MaTepiagizMy, — i BoHa qy2Ke 3pydHa, 00, SKIMO MU IpUiMeMo 11, 3HUKAE
BeJIMKA KUTBKICTh JIy2Ke CKJIAIHUX ITPOOJIEM. Ti emunoro BagOWL € TE, II0
BoHa xmOHa. CraHu cBimoMocCTi 6e31epevHo iCHYIOTh, IIONPH Te, IO BOHU
HEBHUPA3Hi 1 IX BayKKO ONMUCATH, i MOIPHU Te, MO IX ICHYBAHHA MTOPOJIKYE
BasKKi IpoOIeMH.

Hymaro, HeobXimHo, y 3B’I3Ky 3 MM, IMPOSICHUTH, IO iCHy€ Oararo
zarajapHux dinocodebkux reopiit (sweeping philosophical theories), o
3allepevyoTh iICHYBaHHS CTAaHIB CBIJIOMOCTI, SKi 38 CBOEIO 3aTraJIbHOIO CTPY-
KTYPOIO Ta CTATYCOM CXOKi Ha (pi3MKaJji3M, MaTepiaisM YU pauKajbHU
6ixeBiOpU3M — iHAKIIE KaXKy4d, TEOpil, IKi € TUOHUMU, HABITH SIKITIO BOHU
€ necnpocmostumu. Ilepmr HiXK g MPOIOBKY JaJii, BBaXKarm 3a MOTPIOHE
OOrOBOPUTH ITI0 CHUTYAI0, TOMY IO 0araTo Jofeil MOMUJIKOBO JIyMAIOTh,
[0 TEOopis, sIKa € HEeCIPOCTOBHOIO, Ma€ OyTH iCTUHHOIO.

OgiHa 3 TAKMX HECIIPOCTOBHUX TEOPIil BiOMa, IIiJl HA3BOIO «COJIIICH3M».
CouJtiticu3m — 11 T€Opist PO Te, IO si, 1 JIWIIE si, ICHYI0. 3TJHO 3 M€
TEOpi€ro, permTa CBITY —30KpeMa BCi BH, a TaKOXK MO€ Tijo —Iie Miid
con (dream). Orxke, Bu He icuyere. Bu— risibku wmiit con. Ilg Teopis ne
MOKe OyTH CHpOCTOBaHA BaMH. BU MoOXKeTe 3aleBHITH MEHE Yy CBOEMY
icuyBanni. Bu Mmoxkere KpudaT i, MOXKJINBO, BJIAPUTH MEHe, 100 JT0BECTH,
IO BU icHyeTe. Yce Tie, 3BiCHO, HIKOJIM HEe 3MOXKe CIIPOCTYBATU COJIHTICU3M.
OueBUIHO, 1 MOXKY 3aBXKIU CKA3aTH, 10 MEHI CHUTBHCS, [0 BA KPUIUTE
i O’ere mene. I 3pozymino, IO He MOXKE CTATHCS HIYOrO TAKOTO, IO
MOIJIO O CIPOCTYBATH MOE COJIIICHYHE IEPEKOHAHHS — sIKOW s MaB TakKe
[IEPEKOHAHHs. 3BICHO, sl He JOTPUMYIOCh »KOJIHUX MOAIOHUX HOMIsAiB. AJte
SAKINO XTOCH i3 BaC BUPIIIUTH CTATU COJITICUCTOM, 51 HEe 3MOXKY CIIPOCTYBaTU
Bac.

Yomy s e comincuct? Xoda comimncn3M HECIPOCTOBHUMN, BiH € XUOHOIO
i, HA MOIO JIyMKy, GE3TJIy3/1010 TEOpi€ro. 11 HeMmodCAuso CIIPOCTYBATH, aje
MOOIHCHAG, HABECTH JIy>K€ XOPOIIi, X04 1 He IIJIKOM IIePEKOHJINBI, apryMeHTH
IIPOTH Hel.

nymia, muciaenas. 11106 He BTpaTuTu BarK/UBI HIOAHCH, y TEKCTI B Jy»>KKax BKa3aHO
OpUTiHAJIBHUM BIINOBIAHUK TaM, Jde MOXKJIUBI Pi3Hi IpOYMTaHHS TEPMiHIB, Ba’KJINBUX
I PO3YMIHHS KOHIIEIIIiI aBTOpa.
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OpHuM i3 Takux apryMmeHTiB € icropis, sky B.Paccen posmosimae B
onuiii 31 coix kuur. (I aymaro, Boma micturbes B Tomi «Paccens y
«Bibmioreni xupnx dimocodisy Ilnmma.?) AsTop mOBimOMIsE, MO BiH
OTpUMAaB JIUCTA BiJ[ IaHi, fgKa PpO3IOBiJa HOMy, IO BOHA IIEPEKOHAHA
COJTITICUCTKA 1 IO BOHA HAIMCAJA KHUTY, ¥ SKiif MiCTUTbCST HECITPOCTOBHUIA
Joka3 comincusmy. [lani 3 00ypeHHSIM CKapKUThCsl, 10 BCI BUJIABIL, AKAM
BOHA HaJiC/IaJIa CBiff PyKONWC, BIAXWUIWIA HOTO, i MOTIM BOHA IIPOCUTH

ZKapr i€l icTopii, 3BicHO, mOJIsiTa€ B TOMY, IO COJIIICHCT HE TMOBUHEH
HapikaTW Ha BUIABIB, OCKIJIbKM BUIABINB He icHye. Takok He MOBUHEH
COJIITICUCT TPOCUTHU HeiCcHyIo4uoro disocoda BTPYTUTHUCA Bij #Horo [um i1
imeni. Ajste nie, 3BicHO, He cnpocmosye comincusMm. Ajpke TaHi, PO AKY
WIeThCs, 3aB2K/IM MOTJIA Bi/IOBiCTH, IO BCe 1€ OyJI0 YACTUHOIO 11 CHY: IO
e Oyso 11 Mpi€fo mobaunT CBOIO KHUTY OITyOJIiKOBAHOIO — abo, TOYHiIIe,
bawumu yei cni (to dream), mob Ti kuura Oyia omybiikoBaHa, —i 10 1e
0yJ10 11 TPUBOYKHUM CHOM IIPO T€, HiOM 1if HIKOJIM HEe HACHUTHCS, IO 11 KHUTA
OyJjia oIrybJIiKOBaHA.

Tak caMO HeepeKOHJIMBUN apryMEHT MPOTH COTITICU3MY — aJie JOCUTD
xoporwmit 1y Mene — 6yB 6u Takum. Ywuraroun B. Illekcmipa, abo ciayxa-
09U KOTOChH i3 BEMMKMX KOMIIO3UTOPiB, abo cmormsmaioun TBip Mikegan-
JI2KEJI0, 51 9y/I0BO YCBIIIOMJIIOIO TOi (baKT, IO Il TBOPH JyKe, TyKe JTaJIEKO
BHUXOJISITH 32 MeXKi BCbOI'O, 10 5 KOJIU-HEOY Ib Mir Ou crBopuTH. AJie, 3riaHo
3 TEOPIEI0 COJIIICU3MY, MIALKY A 1CHYI0 — TaK IO YBi CHI € 11l TBOPH 1 4 €
Hacmpaszi x TBopreM. [yt MeHe 1e abCoIFOTHO HENMpUtHATHO. | ToMy s
pobJII0 BUCHOBOK, IO iHm ncuxiku (minds) MaioTh icHyBaTH, a coJincu3m
mae 6yt xubHUM. OdUeBHIHO, Tl apryMeHT HermepeKOHJmBHil. AJie, sk
g BXK€ KazaB, JJId MeHe BiH jgocuThb xoporruit. Hacipasi, mob6 cepito3ro
MOBIPUTH B COJIIIICU3M, TTOTPIOHO OyJi0 6 6yTH JIFOIWHOK 3 MAHIEH BeJndi
(megalomaniac). HemnepekoHauBuil apryMeHT TAKOrO TUILY HA3UBAETHCH
aprymentoM ad hominem®. Ile He ocTaTOUHMIT APTYMEHT, a, TAK 61 MOBUTH,

3 «Bi6mioreka KuBHX dimocodiBs> —Ie cepis KHHI, 3aJyMaHa Ta pO3IOYATA
II. A. IIunnom B 1939 pori, mo BumaeTbcd i moHMHI iHmMMU pemakTopaMu. Koxken
TOM TIPHUCBSAYEHUN OKPEMOMY KHUBOMY BHJIATHOMY isocodpy Ta MicTuTh #Horo
iHTeJIeKTyaJIbHY aBTObiorpadiro, anastis itoro dinocodcebkux izeit, mosuy 6idsiorpadiro
#oro TBOpiB, KPUTHYHI § iHTenpeTaliiiHi Inpamni IUX TBOPIiB IHIIMX aBTOPIB, & TAKOXK
BignoBizi dimocoda cBoim ononenTam. Tom, npucssadennit B. Paccesy, Buiiios apykom
B 1944 pomi. Jus.: The Philosophy of Bertrand Russell. The Library of Living
Philosophers. Volume V / ed. by P. A.Schilpp. Evanston and Chicago : Nortkweslern
University, 1944.

4 Aprymenr ad hominem —onaue i3 mpuifoMiB, IO MOMKE 3aCTOCOBYBATHUCS B
apryMenTariii, KoJu 3aMiCTb OOI'PYHTYBAHHS T€3U APTyMEHT CIPIMOBYETHCS HA JIIOJIUHY,
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3BEpHEHHsI BiJl JIIOAWHY JI0 JIFOJUHU.

Teopis, sika 3a 3MicTOM JIy2Ke BiAPI3ZHSETHCS Bill comincu3my, aje ayxKe
CXOKa 3a CBOEIO JIOTTYHOIO CTPYKTYPOIO, 3yCTPIvYaeThCsl B KOPOTKIiil po31o-
Bigi Bimencokoro dinocoda . Iommnepa-Jlinkeyca. Ile icropist Mosomoro
adinsgHuHA, sKoro Japysi nposaiu «Mastenbkuit Cokpars, XTO, MOIIOHO
1o Cokpara, Tporysoerhest AdinaMu, 3aKIUKAIOUH JIIOJEH 10 JUCKYCIT 3
unM. Te3a, siky BiH IPOCUTH IHIUX CIPOCTYBATH, HOJSTa€ B TOMY, IO BiH,
Mautenbkuit Cokpar, 6e3cmepramii. «CrnpobyiiTe CIpOCTYBaTH MEHE», —
Kaxke BiH. «Bu moryn 6 mogymaTu, Mo MoKeTe 3pOOUTH 11e, BOUBIIN MEHE.
AJte HaBITH SIKITO si YMOBHO IIPUIMY Ballly TilOTe3y IIPO Te, 10 BU MOXKETe
CIIPOCTYBATH MEHE B TaKWii CIocid, TO, 3a BaIllOK K TilTOTE300, Ballle
CIIPOCTYBaHHSI HACTAHE HAJITO MIi3HO, 00 CIIPOCTYBATH MO0,

Ileit apryment 6yB Bigomuit y Bigmi, ne I. Iomnmepa-J/linkeyca 6araTo
yprasu. JI. Bitrenmraitn 0yB HacTiIbKU BpajkKeHMIT HECIIPOCTOBHICTIO ap-
rymerTy Mastenbkoro Cokpara, 110 TPUAHSB HOIr0, TOBOPSIYU y CBOEMY
TpakraTi He JuIIe Te, MO «CMEPTh HE € TOJIEI0 YKHUTTA», ajle TAKOXK,
IO <«TOH, XTO JKMBE B TEIEpIMIHBOMY, KuBe BiuHO»°. Ha Bimminy Bif
JI. Birrenmrraitaa, st BBA2Karo, 110 X049a MU BCi 2KMBEMO B TEIIEPIIITHBOMY, MU
He OyeMo KuTu BiuHo. I B3araJi, MeHe He JIyKe BpaskKa€ HeCIIPOCTOBHICTD.

Tummoro Bepciero coJtincuzmy € dinocodis enmckona JIx. Bepkiii. Bin —
HaJTO CKPOMHA JIIOIMHA Ta HAJITO XOpOoInuii Opuranens, mob OyTu coJti-
[CUCTOM: BiH BU3Ha€, 10 iHmi ayni (minds) MalTh IpaBo Ha iCHyBaHH:
HapiBHI 3 #Oro BJIACHOIO. AJjie BiH HAIIOJIAra€ Ha TOMY, IO iCHYE TiJIbKH
dywia, 1 110 iCHYBaHHS TiJ 1 MaTepiaJIbHOTO CBITY — IIe CBOTO POy MApEHHSI,
siKe, 3aBJIsIKU BTPYJYaHHIO Bora, BBUXKa€ThCsT BCIM JIyIiaM B yHICOH. [HakIe
KaXKyd4u, CBIT He iCHY€, OKPIM $IK y HAIIiil ICUXiri, TOOTO B HAIIIOMY ITOCBiI
fioro cupuiiMands. A6Go, imaxkire KaxKyuwn, (pi3UYHUA CBIT — Il HAII COH
(dream), Tax camo K y costincusmi — wmitd con. IIpore, xo4a Teopis Bepkii
He € MaHI€I0 BeJINi, €MUCKON MaB OyTH BpayKeHW# IHINM apryMeHTOM ad
hominem: oro Teopisi HECyMiCHa, 3 XPUCTUSIHCTBOM. X PUCTUSIHCTBO BYUTh,
[0 MU HE € YUCTUMU Jy[IaMU 9U JyxXaMu (Spirits), a BrijeHuMu gyraMu
(embodied minds). Boro HaB4ae peaabHOCTI TIIECHUX CTPAXKIAHb.

Vi 11i Teopil HecIpoCTOBHI, 1 11e#t haKT, CX0XKe, CIIPABUB BEJIMKE BParkKe-

5 «6.4311. CMepTh He € HONI€I0 y JKUTTi: MU YKUBEMO HE IJIsl TOTO, IIO6 BiguyTh
(experience) cmepTh. SIKIIO MU BBasKa€MO, IO BIYHICTH O3HAYAE HE HECKIHIEHHY IaCOBY
TPUBAJIICTH, & 103a4acoBicTh (timelessness), To BidHe XKUTTs HAJIEKUTH TUM, XTO YKHUBE
coorogenuam». — us.: Wittgenstein L. Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus / translated by
D.F.Pears and B.F.McGuinness. With an introduction by Bertrand Russell. London

and New York : Routledge Classics, 2002. P. 87.
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HHs Ha JesdakuX (imocodis — nanpukia, JI. Birrermrraiina. Ajie Teopil, mo
CTBEP/RKYIOTH IPOTUJIEXKHE, HACTLIHKY 2K HECIIPOCTOBHI — (haKT, IKuil Mae
3apOJUTH B HAC CyMHIBH. fIK s 9aCTO TOBOPHB, Ii€ IIOMUJIKA JIYMAaTHU, IO
HECIIPOCTOBHICTH € mepeBaroio Teopii. HecripocTroBHicTh — 1€ He mepesara,
a Baja. ¢ Bce e jymaro, MO 1€ JOCUTh TapHUl CIIOCIO MOCTAHOBKHU
nuTaHHs. Ajie OCKUIBKU OJWH Miil Jeo nefaHTUIHANR KOJUIIHIN CTyIeHT
PO3KPUTHUKYBaB MOE (DOPMYJIIOBaHHS, Telep si, Ha YKaJjb, MYIILy TOKJIATHO
MIOSICHUTH, IO 5 Malo Ha yBa3i. 4l BBaxKaio, 3BiCHO, 10 TOM BaKT, IO Teopis
€ HeCIIPOCTOBHOIO, He IIOBUHEH CIIPABJISATH Ha HAC TapHE BPajkeHHd, & Ma€
BUKJIMKATU B HAC IJI03PY JIO IIi€l Teopil.

3posymisio, mo i costirncusMm, i Teopist JIxk. Bepkiii, HazBaHa «imeasi-
3MOM», PO3B’SI3YIOTh ICUX0di3ndHy mpobiemy, 60 OOHIBI KaxKyTh, IO
Tiz He icmye. Tak och Mmarepiasmizm, um izukasmizm, Un paguKaIbHANL
6ixeBiOpU3M, TAKOXK PO3B’s3ye rncuxodisuuny mnpobsemy. Ajie BiH poOUTH
Ile IPOTHUJIEZKHUM cIocoboM. BoHu KaxKyTb, 110 He icHye ncuxiku (mind),
mo He icHye Hi nemxivnux cranis (mental states), Hi craniB cBimomocti
(states of consciousness). I BoHU CTBEpPRKYIOTh, IO HE iCHye iHTEIEKTY
(intelligence), mo icHyOTh TiNIbKHU Tija, fKi HOBOAATHCs 9K HIOUTO BOHU
Gy posymuumu (intelligent) — poGuisian, Hapukiam, GLIBII YU MEHII
ocMuc/IeHi BepbasIbHI BUCTOBIIOBAHHsT 200, TOUYHiIIe, BepbaabHi 3By KH.

IIs1 Teopist, 3HOBY 2K Taku, HecrpocToBHa. OJHaK, IPOTH HEl icHye
3HOBY K Taku aprymeHT ad hominem. Bin 3ByumTh Tak. Mu mozkemo
zanuraru dizukasicra: «Komy Bu ajpecyere cBoro teopio? Moemy Timy?
A6o wmoiit Gibin ur MeHIT po3yMHil moseminmi? Barra mera — momortucs
Biz MeHe BepOaJibHOI Bimmosizai? BiporigHo, mepekoHaTn MeHe — He MOXKe
OyTH BaIllOl0 METO0. Y KpallloMy BHUIIQJKY, BAIllOI0 METOI0 MOXKe OyTh
3MYCUTH MOE TiJJO BAMOBUTHU OLJIBIT UM MEHIIT OCMUCJICHI BepOaJILHI 3BYKU:
“fl nepekonanuit”. Ane 0 9YOro Bes I METYINHsI HABKOJIO BepOAIbHOL
noBemiaku? Yu ichye mockh Ha 3pa3ok ictunu i xubu? 1 axmo Bci podmoBn
npo ictuay i Xmby — e mpocTo BepbabHa IMOBEIIHKA 1 HIIOro OiibIme,
TO YoMy BepbajbHA IOBEIIHKA BapTa KJOMOTY BCiX ITUX HECKIHIEHHUX
CyTIEPEIOK? ».

¢ He HaTsKaro, MO Ii KOMEHTapi MOXKYTh CIPOCTYBATH (DI3UKAJIIZM.
OcobucTo st MOYXKY TOBOPUTH TLIBKH PO Te, IO MEHe He HAJTO I[iKABJIATH
BepOasibHi 3ByKH (Di3MKAJIICTIB, MO0 TPOIOBXKYBATH JAJi IO MOIO BEp-
GaJIbHy [OBEJIHKY, sIKy MH, CTApPOMOJHI IPOTUBHUKE (bizukasaizmy (non-
physicalists), Morun 6 ormcaru sik KpuTuky dbisukaniamy ad hominem.

OckiibKu s1 Tak 6araTo ckasaB HpO (Di3UKAaJi3M, s MOXKY TaK CaMO
CKa3aTU KiJbKa CJIiB IIPO KOMIT'IOTEPH: PO TBEP/XKEHHSI, 10 HAIM Mi3KH,
abo, MOXKJIMBO, Hallle MUC/IeHHs (minds), € KoMi'torepamu, a0 HABLIAKHY; 1
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PO 3ayBaKeHHsI, 3pO0JICHE 3 JIyKe CePHO3HUM 00 IUIUSIM, 1110 KOMIT F0Tepr
MAalOTbh TaKi YK XOPOII Mi3KH 9 HABITH KPAIlli 3a HAIIl BJIACHI.

A. Eitnmreiin ogHoro pasy ckasas: «Miii ojiBenb po3yMHimmii 3a Me-
me». Bin maB Ha yBa3i, 3BicHO, Te, 10 BiH Mir, BUKOPUCTOBYIOUHN CBiif OJIi-
Bellb, OTPUMATHU PE3y/IbTaTHU, Kl BiH He Tepegbdadan. 1{iKoM mpaBUIbLHO:
e caMe Ta [PUINHA, Yepe3 siKy MU POOMMO OJIBII Ta KOPUCTYEMOCS HUMH.
Ax6u My He MOTJIM TPOCYHYTHUCH 3 OJIBIEM M1aJIi, Hi’kK 6€3 HbOro, Mu 6 HUM
HE KOPHUCTYBAJIHCS.

Te x came cTocyeThest, 3BicHO, i KoM I0oTepiB. Komir’totep — 11e He 1110
inmre, sIK MPOCJABIECHUN OJIiBeIh: OIIbINNi, Kpalinii, MOTYKHImui i, ro-
JIOBHE, HEMOBIPHO Jtoporuii osisers. O4ueBrIHO, IO MU HE CTBOPIOBAJIH O
11l HeIIMOBIPHO JTOPOTi CyIIep-0JIiBIll, sIKOM BOHU He Oy/iu O1/IbIII PO3YMHUMH,
HiXK 3BUYAiHI.

QizmKaaizM, KOPOTKO KaxKyd, 3aIIepedye OUeBUIHe — TOOTO iCHYyBaHHA
ncuxivHNX cTaHiB, abo ceimomocti (consciousnes). 3-momixk THX, XTO He
3amepetye OUeBHUIHOTO iCHYBaHHS IICUXIYHUX CTAHIB, 38 BU3HAHHS KOHKY-
PYIOTh KiJibKa Teopiit posymy (mind). Icuye, no-niepime, teopis P. Texkapra.
Y memo MomepHizoBaHiit GpoOpMi, MO YHUKAE PO3MOBH PO «CYOCTAHINIOY,
#f0ro Teopist cTBepKye, 10 IcuXxivHi Ta di3udHi cranu s3aemoditomsv. To-
My Teopito (isocoda onucyoTh gK «iHTepakiioniamM». Ockijabku ¢izuysi
CTaHU A0KAM3YIOMBCA Y TTPOCTOPI Ta Yaci, TOCTAE MUTAHHS: ¥ TKOMY MiCU]L
BijOyBaeThes B3aeMmoisi? Bianosimmaio P. lekapra 6ysio: «¥Y MO3KY, y Tak
3Bamiit “rumkonoiGHii” 3a103i». Moro Biamosims Gyma cribHO BACMisSHA.
AJte st TYT 3aIIPOIIOHYIO JIy?Ke CXOXKY BiJIMOBIIb.

AJIbTEpHATUBHOIO JI0 IHTEPAKIIIOHI3ZMY € Teopis, 3TiAHO 3 IKOI0 (hizuyHi
Ta TCUXiYHI CTAHM HE B3AEMOIIOTH, & HaAyTh mHapasenbHo. Ilg Teopis
HA3WBAETHCs «IICUXOMI3UIHMIA TTapajetisMy. ¥ CBOIM HaNpocCTimiii i Haii-
Bigomimtiit popmi, 30008’ s3aniit B. Crinozi, BoHa rOBOPUTH, IO MUCJIEHHS
(mind) i marepis — e JBa acHeKTH Ti€l XK pedi. SIKIO MU IOJMBUMOCS HA
IMIMATOK SIETHOI MIKAPAIyIN 3CEPEINHN, BiH BUSIBAUTHCA YBIrHyTHH. K10
MU TIOJMBUMOCS Ha TOW CaMUil MMAaTOK 330BHI, BiH Oyze omykiamm. Aje
OIYKJICTDh 1 YBIrHYTICTb — Ile acmeKTu Tiel camol pedi. Pinocod mpwuiry-
CTUB, 1110, STKIO MU JTUBUMOCS HA PEAJLHICTH 3CEPEJINHY, TO TI€ MUCJICHHS],
a {KIIO MU JUBUMOCS Ha PeaJIbHICTh 330BHi, TO Iie MaTepis.

Ile opurinanbma Teopis, i Bona, MabyTh, MOxKe OyTH icTuHHOIO. MoO-
JKJIMBO, €JIEKTPOH HaJiijeHuii cBizomicrio (consciousness). Ause 3rigHo 3
KBAHTOBOIO (Pi3MKOIO, YCi eJIeKTPOHN abCOIOTHO OJTHAKOBI, 04 6U AK010 He
Mozaa 6ymu ixnsa icmopis. [HaKIme KayKydu, HA HUX He [TOBUHHA BILJINBATU
ixHag icTopig. Ko npuitHaTH mapaJsesi3M, e O3HavYa€, MO, HABITH SKIIO
BOHH MalOThb CBIZIOMICTH, y HHX He MOxKe OyTm KomHol nam’ami. Tak
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och cBifioMicTb (consciousness) 6e3 Oyb-siKOl maM’siTi ckiajganacs 6 31
craJiaxiB CBIZIOMOCTI, KOXKEH 3 fKWX TPUBAB OM BIPOIOBXK MiHIMAJIBLHOTO
qacy #i abcosoTHO He OyB Om mOB’d3aHMM i3 OyAb-akuM iHIIEM. Taka
dopma ceimomocTi moxkauBa. [Ipore BoHA Oysa 6 30BciM BimMiHHOIO Bi
TOrO, IO MU HA3MBAEMO <«CBIIIOMICTIO». AJKe Ile ITOBHICTIO 3aJIeXKUTh
BiI noe’azamnocmi cmanie ceidomocmi depe3 JesiKi He HaJATO KOPOTKI
IIPOMIKKH Jacy.

3a TakuX NPUYMH $ HE IyMalo, IO Mapajesi3M MOKe CIIPUIAMATICS
BCepiios. Ale € Teopis, 10 MOXKe PO3IVISIATUC SIK BapiaHT HapaJsesisMmy,
sdka € Olapin cepitodHoo. BoHa HOCHTH TOTBOPHY HA3BY <«enigieHomena-

Yepes TepTs KOKEH T'OJUHHUK BUPOOJISTAME JEeSKY KIJIbKICTh Teria.
Aute e — OGIYHU TPOYKT, IKUI MAE MAJIO YU B3arajii Hi90ro CIiJIbHOTO 3
0T0 POOOTOIO: MU MO2KEMO 3PO3YMITH HOI0 MEXAHI3M, HE 3BEPTAIOYN yBArA
Ha HEBEJUKY KIJBbKICTh Telsa, 10 BUPOOJAeThcdA. Take HepesieBaHTHE
SIBUIIE, K TEILIO, IO BUIIISIETHCS MOJUHHUKOM, HA3UBAETbCs <«elliheHo-
MEHOM». ¥ 3B’SI3Ky 3 INCHXOMI3UIHOI MpoOJIeMOIO, ermideHOMEHATI3M —
e Teopig, 3rigHo 3 AKoo mncuxika (minds) ichye, ase gk emidpenomew,
TOOTO dizmKasIi3M, MaTepiaizm, abo 6iXeBiOpU3M, TOMUIAIOTHCS, KON 3a-
[epevyoTh iCHyBaHHs CBiIIOMOCT] (consciousness), ajie BOHE MAIOTh PAIio,
KOJIM irHOPYIOTH 1e. Azke, K10 nicuxika (mind) — e emicdenomes, To Bee,
[0 Ma€ X0Y sIKeCh 3HAYEeHHsI, MOXKe OyTH BUpaKeHe B OiXeBIOPUCTCHKUX
TepMiHaX.

Enidbenomenanism momisisie 3 mapasiesisMOM IT€PEKOHAHHS, 10 (di3u-
guuii cBit (world of physics) € 3aBepmenum — abo, iHaKie KaxKydu, 10
B IPUHIUIN BCe, IO B3araJji MOXKHA IOSICHUTH, MOXKHA IIOSICHUTH B CYTO
disuvHUX TepMiHAX.

Ile € TumM moryisiioM Ha 3aBepiieHicTs dhizuunoro ceiry (physical world),
3 FKUM d HaMAraiocs 60POTHC 3a JIOMOMOro CcBo€El Teopil city 3 (theory

of world 3).
Ceim 3: meopii, 06’exmueni npobaemu
Csim 2: cxuavrocmi do nosedinku (dispositions to behave)
Ceim 1: ¢izuuni cmanu

Toit daxkT, 110 € 06’eKTUBHI TPOOJIEME, TK-OT TPOOJIEME TEOPil MPOCTUX
qucesi, MO IiCHYIOTh y CBiTI 3, pa3oM 3 TUM (HAKTOM, IO BiIAKPUTTS
Takol TPOOJIEeMH MOXKE MPU3BECTU JIO KOJIOCAJBHUX 1 OUYEBUJIHUX 3MiH Y
cBiTI 1, MOKa3ye, g BBaXKalo, MO CBIT 1 He 3aMKHEHUII 1 He 3aBepIIeHNH, a
BIIKpUTHUI CBITY 3, IPUIOMY CBIT 2 BHCTYHA€ SIK ITOCEPETHUK.
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dxmo me tak, TO emideHOMEHATI3M Ma€ OyTH IOMUJIKOBUM: PO3yM
(mind) 4u csimomicrs (consciousness) He MOXKYTh OyTH HECYTTEBUM erli-
deHoMeHOM.

Moe Bigxuienns emideHoMeHaTI3MY TAKOXK MiITPUMYETHCS €BOJIIOIIH-
HUM TIiJIXOJIOM: SIKIIIO PO3YM, YU CBiJIOMICTb, — 1€ emipeHOMEH, TO YOMY
BiH MaB Ou eBosronionyBaru! oMy BiH MaB craBaTu Bce OLIBIN i GiIbII
MOMITHUM y BUIIUX TBAPUH?

IIi nwrammst, 31 cBoro OOKy, HABOAATL HA IYyMKY, IO JJIs TOrO, I100
3p0o3yMiTH po3yM, ab0 CBIOMICTD, i #0oro 3B’A30K i3 (iziosnorieio opranizmy,
CJIiJT TpUMHATH 610JTOTIIHUII TIOTJISI/T 1 3aIUTATHA: Y IOMY TOJIATaE HioJtorivume
snavenHs posymy (mind)? o posym pobuTh st oprauizmy?

Vei ni nuTaHHS TPUBEIN MEHE JI0 TOTO, IO s, MadyTh, MOXKY Ha3BaTH
HOBOIO Teopiero po3ymy Ta 51 (ego).

ITouny i3 3ayBakenus, mo cBir csigomocri (consciousness) Tak camo
30BCIM He OJTHOPITHMUIA, fK 1 cBiT 1 4m cBiT 3.

Icuye BitoMa BciM HaM PI3HMILE MiXK CTaAHAMHU CBIZIOMOCTi, KOJIU MU HE
CIIUMO, 1 CTAaHAMHY CBiJJOMOCTI, KOJI MU CIIUMO Ta 6admmo cHU. Takox icHy-
IOTH MOMIOHI BIAMIHHOCTI MiXK SICKpaBHM CHOM, SIKUi 100pe 3amaM’aTaBcs,
i TMM, TIPO AKWI MU MAEMO JIAIITE HAKOLIBIN TyMaHHI CIIOTaIN.

ITpo cBimomicTs (consciousness) TBAPUH MU 3HAEMO, 3BICHO, Jy7Ke MAJIO.
Aute moBeiiHKa cobaK IIiJ1 9ac HECIIAHHS Ta CHY — ab0 SIBHO IOTPUBOKEHIX
CHOBUIHHSIMU, ab0 y TJIMOOKOMY CHI — JIOCUTB CXOXKa Ha HAIY BJIACHY
MOBEJIIHKY, 100 IPUILYCTATH, MO0 COOAKU # IHIN BUINI TBAPDWHHU TAKOXK
MaIloTh CBioMi cranu (conscious states) pizuux piBHis.

Moe nepire i oCHOBHE IPHUIIYNIIEHHS MOXKHA CHOPMYIIOBATH B TaKU
croci6. ToBoputy mpo Tito Ta neuxiky (mind) Tpoxu OMaHIMBO, OCKIIBKY
icHye Gararo pisHux BuiB i piBHIB cBimoMocTi (consciousness) y mapcTsi
TBapuH. baraTo HIKYNX PIBHIB MOXKHA iHOJII 3HAWTH B HAIIOMY BJIACHOMY
JOCBii — yBi CHI, HATPUKJIA, ad0 Wi JYac TilHO3Y.

Moe gpyre npumyinenas ock y 4oMy. Mu MOKeMO mpoBecTd pi3Hu-
mo Mixk mosHOW cBifomicTio (full consciousness), To6ro BumOB HopMOIO
JIFOICHKOI CBiJIOMOCTI, Ta HMXKYIUMU (HOpPMAMU, sIKi MOXKYTh OyTH 30BCIiM
pi3HUMU.

Tenep mocrae nmurTanHs GIOJOTIIHOTO 3HAYEHHS WX PI3HUX PIBHIB CBi-
nomocti. Ile mmramms, Ha ske BaxKKo Biamosictm. /o Toro x, TyT yce
rimoTeTuyHe — HABITH iCHYBaHHS HUXKYOI, 9M TBAPUHHOI, (OPMHU CBig0-
MOCTi. 3pelITo, MU 3aBXK/M B3araji MOXKEMO 3alepedyBaTh iCHYBaHHS
CBIZIOMOCTI, $IK I POOJIATH pajuKajbHI OixeBiopucrtu, abo dizukasicTu.
Omxe, y 1iil rayry3i He MOYKHA OUIKyBaTH HA YKOJIHI IEPEKOHINBI apryMEHTH
Ha KOPUCTH HAIUX MPUILYIIECHb.
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IIpoTe Teopii 3aBXK/ M TIHOTETHYHI, 1 TPUHANMHI JIesIKi 3 MOIX MPUITY-
HIeHb MAIOTh HACJIIKY, 10 nepesipsorbes (testable consequences).

[Io6 rimoTerwyHo BiAMOBiCTM Ha TUTAHHS PO OioJOTIYHE 3HAYMEHHS
cBimomocTi (consciousness), st IPOMOHYO PO3MJISHY TH B i1ei: ideto iepaprii
peeyaayii (hierarchy of controls) ta ideto naacmuunoi peeyaauii (plastic
control).

VYV Bcix BHUIMEX OpraHizMax MU 3HAXOIUMO i€papxito peryssrii. € pe-
CYJISAIil, 0 KOHTPOJIIOIOTH CEPIEOUTTsI, NUXAHHS Ta OAJAHC OPTraHi3My.
€ ximiuHa Ta HEpBOBa peryJsiil. € peryssiis MIpOIeciB 3aro€HHsT Ta
perynsiiia pocty. Y BCiX TBapuH, MO BLIHHO MEPECYBAIOTLCs, ICHYE IIEH-
TpaJibHa peryJsnisa pyxiB. Llga perynsiiis, cxoxe, € HAMBUIIO B iepapxil.
¢ mpumyckaro, 1o MeHTaJbHI CTaHU IOB’S3aHI 3 IEI0 IEHTPAJIHLHOI Ta
HANBUIOIO PETYISTOPHOIO CHCTEMOIO, 1 III0 BOHU J0MOMAraloTh 3pOOUTH ITI0
crucreMy OLMbIN TTacTuaHO©. Perysrsamnito, momaiony mo Tiel, mo 3mMyInye Hac
MOpPraTH, KOJIU IIOCh PAIITOBO HAOJIMKAETHC 0 HAIIUX OYeil, s HA3WBaIO
<HEIJIaCTUIHOIO». Ko IMOBipHI peakxiiii OXOILTIOIOTh MIUPOKUN CIIEKTD
MOYKJIMBOCTEH, S TOBOPIO NP0 «IIJIACTUYHY PErYJIATIIO».

Moe nacTymHe TPUITYIIEHHSA Take. ¥ BCIX TBapwH, IO PYXalOTLCH, €
CKJIQJTH] CHCTEMU IONEPEIKEHHS, STK-OT 09l a00 NMIynaJblld. [CHyE TaKOXK
BPOJ/KEHE [IPATHEHHS PYXATUCHA — TOOTO JIOCJIIIKYBATH JIOBKIJIJIsI, 0COOIHU-
BO B momrykax i>ki. Cucrema IonepezKeHHsl Jly»Ke clieriajizoBaHa. BoHa
[oIepezKae Ipo Hebe3IeKy, HAIIPUKIIAI, HeOe3eKy 3ITKHEHHS 3 JepPeBOM
abo Hebe3eKy HAOJIMKEHHS BOpOra. BoHA TAKOXK MOXKE MOMEPEZKATH TTPO
MOXKJIUBICTD, IO HAOJIUKAETHCS, SIK-OT 00’€KT, SKUil MOKe OyTH BKUTHN
y 1xxy. HazBemo mebesnekn Ta Hebe3medni 06’eKTH «BIOTOTITHO HETaTUB-
HUMW», & MOXKJHUBOCTI — «0iojioriuHo mosutuBHUMU». Opranu OiabIIocTi
TBapWH MOOYI0BaHI B TaKuil Crrocid, 1mob po3pisHsTH I KaTeropii. [Hakime
KayKydd, Il OPTaHu ixmepnpemyoms abo dexodyioms NOJAPA3HUKH, HAKi
BOHH 3yCTpidaioTh. AJjie 1g cucreMa inTeprperaril abo JIeKOJyBaHHs, —
dKa Ma€ aHATOMIYHY, a OT2Ke, 1 TEHETUYHY, OCHOBY, € CKOPIIIle 2KOPCTKOIO,
HIXK IIJIACTUYHOIO, 1 He BPaXOBY€ HE3BUYHI CUTYallil, SIK IOKa3y€ MPUKJIAT
3 KOMaxamu, 1Mo 0’foTbca 00 cKJIO BikHa. MoO€ NpUITYIIEHHS ITOJISATAE
B TOMYy, IO y TPOIECI €MEpJI2KEHTHOI €BOJIIOIII CIHOYATKY BUHHUKAIOTH
HEBUpPA3Hi BiIIyTTs, AKi BigoOparkaioTh OJYiKyBaHHsI TBAPUHOIO HETaTHB-
HuX ab0 MO3WTUBHUX IOMi#l, UM MOYATKOBOIO BIIXOMy Ta MIPOCYBAHHS
BIlepe, 1 10 Ha MOJAJIBIINX €TalaxX eMepJ2KEHTHOI €BOJIIOIIl BOHU IIe-
PETBOPIOIOTLCA Ha, BiAIyTTsA 000 Ta 3aj0BojieHHs. Il BimayTTst MaioTh
3/1e0LIIBIIIONO BUIIEPEKYBaJIbHII XapakTep. 31 cBOro OOKY, BOHU CTAIOTh
OCHOBOIO TIOAJIBINTOTO, ab0 OIIBINT BUCOKOTO, PIBHS CUCTEMHU i1HTEPIIPETAIIil
91 JEeKOMYBAaHHS CUTHAJIB, M0 HAAXOAATH 0 TBAPUHU, TOOTO CHCTEMU
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inTepmperarrii 9u JI€KO/IyBaHHHA, 10 BUXOJUTD 33 MEXKi Ti€l cucreMu, siKy
3abe3meayiorh cami oprau 9yTTiB. OT2Ke, ApyTHii CBiT MOXKE€ BUHUKHYTH
3 IepINoro, i Mu BKe 0aYM/In, K TPETiil MOXKe BUHUKHYTH 3 JIPYTOrO.

YV HE3BUYHUX CUTYAIigX TBAPUHA YaCTO HEIPABUILHO iHTEPIIPETYBATH-
Me ab0 HEBIpHO JIEKO/IyBaTUME CUTHAJIN, SIKi BOHA OTpuMye. ¢ mpurmyckaro,
IO 11€ MPU3BOAUTE 110 npobuux (tentative) imreprperariii — 10 KOJIMBAHHA,
CKaKIMO, MiXK BITXOMOM 1 TpPOCYyBaHHSM BIepel, abo MiXK IOTyTTsIMA
cTpaxy Ta BifgBaru. I 3 1[bOro MOXKYTh PO3BHHYTHUCH SUNEPEIHCYBAALHEL U
npobri inmepnpemayii cumyayii. Boru BumepemKyBaIbHI B TOMY CEHCI,
0 TIOB’SI3aHi CKOPiIlle 3 MMOYATKOBOIO iHHEPBAIIEIO PYXiB, HiXK i3 peajb-
Humu pyxamu. Ile Oymo 6 BupimanbauM KpokoM. lleit Kpok o3HauaB 6u
npobue Bunpobysanus (trying) MOXKJIUBUX PyXiB ab0 MOMKJIMBUX PEAKIIiii,
0e3 HeraifHOro 3IfICHEHHS CAMUX PEAJHHUX PYXiB.

Biosoriuna mepeBara mporiecy Takoro poay BHUIAETHCA 0E3CYMHIBHOIO
1 MOXKe TpHU3BECTH JO CTaJlil, KOJIU Pi3HI MOXKJIUBI JIiHII TOBEIIHKH Ta
X BIANOBIIHICTD CUTYyaIll MOXKYTh OyTH BHUIIPOOYBaHi MEBHOIO Mipoio 6e3
PU3UKY 3MifICHEHHST PEAJLHUX PYXiB.

Aste mytst bOTO JTOBEJIOCST 6 3aJIyIUTH TIEBHY YAGY: ysiBHE TepeibadeH-
Hsl OYiKyBAHOIO HACJIJKY PyxiB— pa3oM 31 sumkHenusM (shrinking back
from) ysiBHMX Ta OYiKyBaHWX HACIIJKIB, sIKi € GIOJOTIYHO HETATHBHUMH, i
npuitHATTAM (acceptance) Tux, mo € 610JOr YHO TO3UTUBHAMHA, — i TI0/IAJIb-
moro jiero. OTKe, 11 € TUM CIIOCOOOM, Y SIKHAI CBIIOMICTb B3a€MO/IIE 3 Ti-
JioM. MoxKkHa tpuiyctuTu, mo 1s crpoba nepeabadenns (anticipatory try-
ing) noB’s13aHa i3 3apOZKyBAHUMU IPOOHUME PyXaMu ab0 3aPOJIZKYBAHIUMUI
innepBarigaMu opratiB pyxy. Tak caMo K iHTepupeTarlis abo JeKOTyBaHHsT
CUTHAJIB MOXKe OyTH TicHO TOB’si3aHa i3 3arajJbHUM CTAHOM OpPraHi3My —
TOOTO 3 flOr0 OUIKyBaHHSIM PEAKIIiil 9 HOr0 TOTOBHICTIO pearyBaTH, — TaK
i mi inHepBaril, 9Ki MOXKYTb MaiizKe MPU3BOJIUTH JIO PYXiB, MAIOTh 3MOTY
BUKJIUKATH MIHJIUBI Ta mpoOHi iHTepupeTariii orpuMmanux curuasis. OTxke,
TBapWHA B TOJIOMHOMY I arpecMBHOMY cCTaHi OyJie iHTepriperyBaTu BCe
HaBKOJIUIITHE CEPEOBUINE iHAKIINe, HiXK, CKayKiMO, CHUTAa, IMepessdkaHa ado
IoOpaHeHa TBAPHUHA: IIEPINa PO3IJISIIAE€ HABKOJIUIIHE CEPEJIOBUIIE 3 MO3UITIT
MOYKJIMBOCT1 OTPUMATH 12Ky, & JIpyra — i3 MO3UIIi] MIJIAXIB BTEY.

CaimomicTh Ha 1IbOMY PiBHI MOXKe OyTH ITOB’I3aHA 3 IHTEPIIPETAIIEIO Ta
niero, BOY/TOBAHOIO B 3arajibHi BiITIyTTs 33/I0BOJIEHHS Ta OOJII0, AKTUBHOCTI,
3alliKaBJIEHOCTI, iHIIATUBHOCTI, & TAKOXK BiJIXOJly UM BTEYi.

3po3yMmiJjio, Mo e Ja€ OpraHi3My PO3IIUPeHHs HOro IeHTPAJIbHOI Ch-
CTEMHU PEryJsiil 3a PaxyHOK KpaIliX, a TAaKOXK OLIbIl IpoOHUX, mepeada-
YeHb PO3BUTKY SK HABKOJIUIIHBOI CUTYaIlil, TaK 1 BJIACHUX MOBEIIHKOBHX
PeaKiriii.
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Te, 1m0 g KOPOTKO OKPECTUB JIO MBOTO YaCy, € CBOT'O POJIY 3araJIbHUM
€BOJIIOTIIHAM TJIOM [ MO€1 HOBOI TIOTETHIHOI TeOPil JIIOJACHKOTO PO3YMY
Ta Joacbkoro Z. Ajte mepmn HiXK mepeiiTu 10 1i€l Teopil, J03BOJIbTE MEHi
3a3HAYMNATHU, IO BiJTHOIIEHHST MiXK TCUXIYHAMHU Ta (DISUIHUMU CTaHAMH,
3riJIHO 3 III€I0 TEOPI€I0, 3aCaJHUYO Te caMe, MO 1 MiXK pPeryJaonduMu
Ta, PperyJbOBAHMME CHCTEMaMU — OCOOJIMBO 31 3BOPOTHUM 3B’sI3KOM Big[
PEryJIbOBaHOI JI0 PErysIioiovol cucreMu. [HaKIIe KaXKy'Iu, 11e 83aeM00iA.

Temep s mepexomKy 0 JIOACHKOI cBimomocTti. Boma micTtuTh myxke
06araTo 3AJUINKIB HIKINX (POPM CBIJJOMOCTi, SIK-OT VCiIsKi HeBUpa3Hi
Bimuyrrsa (vague feelings), 3amimani 3 GULIBII BUpaXKeHUMHU BidyTTIMU
Goaro. Hacripapni mopuaa (human being) moxke, Hanpukiaz, Biaaysaru
rocrpuii 6ib, 6osATHCsT 1 OyTH JIy2Ke MACIUBOI BOIHOYAC.

Omrxe, JofCchbKa CBiOMicTh — Haa3BUUaiino ckiaana piv (affair). 3ua-
MEHHUTA i/1esT TOTOKY CBIZIOMOCTI 3aHAITO TPOCTA. ICHYIOTH yCi BUAN PiBHIB
cBizoMocTi — Bun i HUzK4l, 1 HUXKYI HEOMITHO HepeTikaoTh (merging) y
mifcBiIoMi 9u HecBioMi cTanu. Ines moTOKy 3a3Ha€ BILIUBY TeOpil dacy —
TOOTO TEOPil PO Te, MO Yac TeUe.

AJte HEMae CyMHIBY, 110 MU JIOCSITAEMO MTOBHOI CBioMocTi — ab0 HalBU-
II[OT'O CTAHY CBIIOMOCTI, — KOJIM MU MUCJIIMO, OCODJIMBO KOJIM MU HAMATAE~
Mocs cpOPMYITIOBATH CBOI JyMKH y (DOPMi BUCJIOBJIIOBAHD Ta apPryMEHTIB.
Yu pobumo MU 1€ MOBUKH, PO3MOBJSIOUN 3 COOOI0O — K MM BCi iHOTI
pobuMO, HE3BAXKAIOYM HA Te, IO MU 3aIlePEIyeEMO Iie, — IU OOTOBOPIOE-
MO SIKyCh IIKaBy IPOOJIEMY 3 HAIIUMU JIPY3siMU, YU BUKJIAJAEMO HAII
reopii Ha nanepi, moxkua me cymuiarucs (little doubt), mo mucnenms
it apryMmenTalisa BimOyBaloThcs Ha HaiiBumomy piBHi cBimomocti. ITix wac
apTUKYJIbOBAHOI'O MUCJIEHHSA MU CIPABJi 3HGEMO, TIIO MU CBI1JIOMI.

Temep s miaxomKy 10 HOpMYTIOBAHHS MOET Teopil MOBHOI CBiOMOCTI
ta 1, a6o Ero (the ego or the self). ¥V meHe € n’Tb roJ0BHEX TE3.

1. Tlosua cBimomicts ykopinena (anchored) y cgiri 3 — To6r0 BoHA TicHO
oB’s13aHa 31 CBiTOM JIIO/ICHKOI MOBH 1 Teopiit. Boma ckiamaernbes
NepeBayKHO 3 MUCJIEHHEeBUX TporeciB (thought processes). Ane me
icHye MucsieHHeBUX mporieciB 6e3 3micty aymru (thought contents),
a 3MICT JTyMKHU HaJIE’KUTh JI0 CBiTY 3.

2. 4, abo Ero, nemoxkauBe 6€3 iHTYITUBHOIO pO3YMIHHS MEBHUX TEOPiit
cBity 3 i, dhakTraHO, 6€3 IPUAHATTS UX Teopiil 3a HastexKkHe. Teopii,
Ipo #Ki #eThes, — Ie Teopil mpo mpoctip i yac, npo dizuyni Tina
3arajioM, Ipo Jiojeil 1 IXHi Tijia, Tpo HaIi BJIACHI OKpeMi Tija K
MPOTS2KHI ¥ TMPOCTOPI Ta dYaci, & TaKOXK MPO TMEBHI 3aKOHOMipHOCTI
HeCHaHHs Ta nepebysans ysi cui. Abo, iHakme kaxky4qu, 1, au Ero,
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€ Pe3yJIbTATOM JOCATHEHHs OISy Ha cebe 330BHi, a OTKe, pO3-
MimeHHsi cebe B 00’€KTUBHIN CTPYKTypi. Takuil moryisi/i MOXKJINBAIA
JIIIIE 38 JIOTIOMOTOIO JIECKPUIITHBHOI MOBH.

3. IIpobsema P. dexkapra momo Jsiokamizarii moBHOI cBigomocTi, abo 4,
mo mucauthb (thinking self), masexo ne 6esriysuna. Moe npuiryienns
TIOJISITA€ B TOMY, IO B3AEMO/IisA ¢ 3 MO3KOM JIOKATI3YETHCS B TIEHTPL
Mosstennsa®. Y cBoift HacTymmilt Ta ocrammiil JIeKmil g TOpKHycs

JAEAKUX EKCIICpUMEHTaJIbHUX HepeBipOK IILOTO IIPUITYITICHHA.

4. 4, abo moBHA CBiIOMICTb, 3JIICHIOE THYYKY PEryJsIiio IesSKUX Ha-
MAX PYyXiB, $Ki, {KIIO TaK PEryJIOIOThCS, € JIIOJACHBKUMU JisIMU.
Bararo ekciipecuBHUX pyXiB HE KOHTPOJIIOIOTHCH CBIIOMO, SK i baraTto
pyxiB, ski Gy HacTiIBKU n06pe 3acBoeHi, o nponukJu (sunk) Ha
PiBEHBb HECBIJIOMOT'O KOHTPOJIIO.

5. B iepapxil perynsmil f — He € HAWBUIIIM PEryJIiO0YUM IEHTPOM,
OCKIJIBKM BOHO, y CBOIO 4epry, IJIACTUYHO PErYJIIOEThCS TeOpisaMU
cBiTy 3. AJyte 1g peryssiisi €, siK 1 BCl IJIACTUYHI PEryJisiiil, THUILY
B3aeMHOro obminy (give-and-take), a6o 3Bopornoro 3s’sa3ky. To6To
MM MOXKEMO — 1 MH I1e POOMMO — 3MIHIOBATH PETyJIIO04i Teopil cBi-
Ty 3.
Terep s MBUIKO O3UPHYCs HA JABHIO Ncuxodizutny mpobsemy, To6TO
Ha [ATAHHSI, YU ICHYE€ MiXK TIJIOM 1 po3yMoM 63aemodis abo Mapanesidm.
Binmosins nae emepazkenTaa eBosonisg. HoBi cTrpykTypu, 10 BUHUKAIOTD,
3aBXK U B3aEMOIIIOTH i3 0a30BOIO CTPYKTYpPOIO (PI3MIHUX CTaHIB, i3 AKHX
BOHU 3 SIBJISIIOTHCs. Peryioioya cucreMa B3a€MO/II€ 3 PEryJILOBAHOIO CHCTe-
Moro. Ilcuxiuni cranu B3aeMomitoTh i3 ¢isiosoriuanMu cranaMmu. A cBiT 3
B3a€MOJIi€ 3i cBiTOM 2, i Yepe3 HbOro 3i cBiTOM 1.

VY cBolil 3aK/IIOYHIil JIeKIii HACTYIIHOI'O THKHs $ TOBOPUTHUMY IIpo £
(self), parioHasnbHICTE 1 CBOGOLY.

OBI'OBOPEHHZ

Sanumyeay 1: Y Bac € m’aTb rinores, i s 6010Cs, 110 MPOILYCTUB YETBEPTY
Ta Tepry.

Ilonnep: Ilepma mossrac B TOMy, IO IMOBHA CBiIOMICTH yKOpiHEHa Yy
cBiti 3. Tobro BoHa TicHO HOB’d3aHa 31 CBiTOM JIIOJICBKOI MOBHU i Teopiii.

6 Ilenrp MoBienHs, abo HeHTp Bpoka — cTpykTypa B MO3Ky, IO BiAIoBimae 3a
00’eIHAHHSI OKPEMUX PYXiB OPraHiB apTUKYJISIIHHOrO anapary B €IUHUNA MOBJIEHHEBU
aKT.
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IloBHa CBiTOMICTH CKJIQIAETHCA TOJOBHUM YUHOM i3 MUCJIEHHEBUX ITPO-
neciB. Ajie He iCHye MUC/IEHHEBUX IPOIECIB 0€3 3MICTY JyMKH, a 3MicT
JIYMKHU HaJeXKUTh 10 cBiTy 3. OTKe, 1€ € MOJIOKEHHIM 3 apTyMeHTOM Ha
KOPHCTh Te3u. A Te3a IoJIsArae B TOMY, IO IIOBHA& CBIIOMICTb yKOpiHEHA
y cBiti 3. «¥YKopiHneHa» —11e, 3BicHO, MeTadopa, i MOO MOICHUTU ITIO
Meradopy s HaBeIy apryMeHT, 00 IOKa3aTH, IO s Mal Ha yBasi I
UM yKOpiHeHHsIM. AJte YKOPiHEHICTH GBI TOBHO TOSICHIOETHCS B IHTIIH
te3i. Bu xorism 3uatu n’'ary au gerBepry? Yersepry.

Mosi werBepTa TE3a TMOJATaE€ B TOMYy, 1Mo fI, abo MOBHA CBiIOMICTD,
3/IICHIOE THYYKY PEryJIsliiio JesKUX HaIUX PYXiB, dKi, SAKIIO TaK pery-
JIIOIOTHCS, € JIIOJICbKUMU JIisIMU. Bararo eKCIpecuBHUX PyXiB HE KOHTPO-
JIFOIOTBCSI CBIZIOMO, sIK 1 6araTo Tux, siKi O6yJim HACTLIBKHU J0Ope 3aCBOEHI,
[0 POHUKAIOTH HA PiBEHb HECBIIOMOIO0 KOHTPOJIIO. 3-TIOMiXK PYXiB, #Ki
Oyau HACTiIbKH 100Ope 3aCBOEHI, IO MPOHUKAIOTH HA PiBEHb HECBIIOMOTO
KOHTPOJIIO, 3apa3 s 3rajlaB 137y Ha Bejocuriedi. Ajie s MOXKYy MabyTh
JIOJIATHA CIOJU JIEIO0, IO IPEJICTABJSIE iHTEpec, a caMme: SKIO0 MH 3a-
CBOLIM TIE€BHI PYXU TaK, IO BOHU IMPOHUKAIOTH HUKYE PiBHA CBiJIOMOTO
KOHTPOJIIO, TOJIi, SKIIO MU CIIPOOYEMO CBIiJIOMO CJIAyBaTH iM, MU JIyXKe
9aCTO BTPYYIAEMOCS B HUX TaK CUJIBHO, IO MU 3YIUHSIEMO iX. 9 HAa3MBaio
ne «edekToMm OGaraToOHIXKKH», TOMY IO ICHYE Jy»Ke TapHa icTopis mpo
maByka Ta Oararomikky. [laByk kayke Garartomixkiii: «Ilorisub, y mene
Bchoro BiciM HIr. 4 Moy Bnopartucsa i3 BicbmMoma, a y Tebe cro. 4 He
MOXKY VIBUTHU, K TH B KOXKHUII MOMEHT 3HA€II, SKOIO 31 CBOIX CTa Hir
pyxatuy». Tomi Gararomizkka Kaxe: «lle myzke mpocros. I 3 Tux mip BoHA
He 3MOTJIa pyxaTucd B3araji. Tak ocb, epeKT OaraTOHIKKH € IILJIKOM
peasbanM. Cxpunanb A. By — MoxK/ImBo, XTOCh 13 Bac 3HaE #HOro im’s,
rnoMep OJIM3bKO JIBAHAISATH POKIB TOMY, i OyB MOIM JIPYTOM — PO3IOBiB
MeHi, 1Mo KoJjuch rpas y Lliopixy KoHIEpT Ui CKpUIKH BeTxoBeHa, a
moTiM mpuitimoB ckpunasb B.['ybepman i 3ammrTaB itoro, sik BiH 3irpas
neBHuii macaxk. A.Bym ckazas, mo 1e OyJ0 JIOCHTH TPOCTO, & MOTiM
BUSIBUB, IO BiH Oijbie He B 3M03i 3irparu neit nacaxk. Cropoba 3poburtn
Ie CBiZOMO 3aBaskasa Horo ammikarypi’, Xou 61 sK TaM He 0yJI0, BAZKIHBO
Te, MO BiH Oibite He Mir 3irpatu ioro. Ile ayxke 1ikaBo Ta JIEMOHCTPYE
(bYHKIO TIpoTiecy CTaHOBJEHHs HecBimomoro. QueBHHO, MO 1€ MPOIEC,
3a JIOIIOMOTOI0 SIKOT'O MU, TaK OM MOBUTH, OYHUIIAEMO CTAH CBiZOMOCTI y
neBHUit MOMeHT, o6 3poburu 1i crpomozkuomo nikasurucs (following) in-

7 Amutikarypa — CIOCI6 po3TalyBaHHS it MOPSIOK UepryBaHHS MAJbI{B M/ 9ac rpu
Ha My3UYHOMY IHCTPYMEHTI, & TaKOXK IIO3HAYEHHS IHOIO CIOCODY B HOTax. YMiHHS
3HAXOAUTU IPUPOJHY Ta PaliOHAJIbHY aIlIiKaTypy CTAHOBHUTH OJHY 3 HaNBarKJIMBIIINX
CTOPiH BUKOHABCBHKOI MalCTEPHOCTi iHCTpyMeHTaJIiCTA.
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MIMY pedaMu. [HaKIe KaXKyIu, KOJIU B BMi€Te 3irpaTu MOCh Ha CKPUIIIT
HaCTLIbKK J100pe, IO amikaTypa i Bce, IO IMOB’s3aHO 3 TEXHIKOIO TPH,
[IPOHUKAE B HecBimome — abo y hisionozito, K s 3a3BUYail KazKy, — TOJII
MO2KHA, 30CEPEeIUTUCS Ha BUCTYIN 3arajoM. Bam He BapTo mepeiimarucs
M. Bu Moxkere TpuMaTH Bech TBIp y cBoeMy po3ymMi (mind) Ta pozBusaTu
#oro 3 yciMa floro JJpaMaTUYIHIMU €JIEMEHTAMU, He TIePEeHMAIOYNCh THM, K
itoro 3irparu. I, oueBnanHoO, y ibomy meta. Hanmpukiras, SkImo Bu HaBIATECS
nobpe KepyBaTu aBTOMODOiIeM, HECBiOMO 3iiiicHioBaTH pi3Hi pyXm i Take
iHITIe, BU MOKETe 3BEPHYTH BCIO YBary Ha CUTYAIlIO Ha IMPOIKJIKIN YacTHHi,
sIKa, 3BiCHO, Habararo BaxkjwuBima. OTKe, Ha BCIX IUX IPUKJIAAAX MU
MOXKEMO CKa3aTH, IO CBiJIOMa PErysdilisi € HAWBHUIIOIO PEryJssIli€eo, TOi
fK IHII eJleMeHTH peryndanii NpOHWKAIOTH y IifcBimome Ta HecBimome. I
MU TaKOYXK MOYKEMO CKa3aTH, IO TIMbKHA HAIBUINA PETYISINS 3aTUMAEThCS
IIJIKOM YCBIiIOMJIEHOIO €10, TaKOIO, 110 MU 3HAEMO, IO POOUMO.

3anumyeay 2: Mu BCi BUKOPUCTOBYEMO TaKi CJIOBA, sIK «BUIIUIT» 1 «HUXK-
quity ToImo. AJjie MeHi IIKaBO, YOMY JIis, SIKa CTA€ SIBHO YCBIJIOMJIEHOIO —
TaKa HABUYKA, sIK I'PA HA CKPHUII, 9u OyIb-110 iHIIe, 10 BU XOTijau O 3ra-
AT, — KOJIM HABUYKA, sIKA B MEBHAU MOMEHT KOIITYBAaJa JIy2Ke 0araTrbox
CBIJIOMUX 3yCWJIb, OyJIa OITAHOBAHA, ITOTIM CTaJIa, TAK OM MOBUTH, YaCTHHOIO
CBiJIOMOCTI 1 mepeTBOpMJIaCd Ha IIOCh, [0 MU HA3WMBAEMO <«HABUYKOIO» —
MU HA3UBAEMO IIe «HABUYIKOI», TOMY III0 BOHA BU3HAETHCS K IIOCH 100pe
BUKOHAHE, —y SKOMY CEHCi TO/I BOHA € HUXKYOIO 33 CBIJIOMICTH SK MU
3a3BUYail TOBOPUMO IIPO IIe 3araJbHOPO3MOBHOIO MOBOIO (common ordinary
language)? Bo meni 31a€eTbes, 10 KOJIM MU II€PEMINIAEMO IIOCH 3Bijcu B
napuny siBaoro (explicitness), abo TOro, 10 BU HA3UBAETE «CBLIOMICTION,
Iie 3roJoM cTae npobiemoro Hesrpabuocti (fumbling problem).

ITonnep: Bona [HaBuuka] HUXKYa B ceHCl iepapxil criocobis peryasuil. Ilomo
CUCTEMU DPETYJIAIIl: Bi3bMeMO, HAIPUKJIAJ, IATUHY, K& Ma€ HaBUATHUCH,
dK TpuMaTn piBHOBary. Meni He TOTpiOHO TPUIIIATHA YKOIHOI yBAru TOMY,
100 TPUMATHU PIBHOBATY, i 5 MOXKY 30CE€PEIUTUCS, HATTPUKJIAT, HA PO3MOBI
3 Bamu. MeHi He morpibHO TypOyBaTHCA IPO CBOIO piBHOBAry. ¢ MOXKYy
HaBITh MiIHSTH HOT'Y, HE BTPAYalOuM PIBHOBAruW. 3BICHO, IiIHSATTS HOTH —
e cBijjomuit pyx. Ajie yrpuMaHHsI PIBHOBAIU IiJI 9ac [IbOTO PyXy € He-
yeBimomszennm. HiskoMm 3po3ymiso, 1o 3arajbHuil iepapxivHuii xapakrep
TBAPUHHO! PEryJIAIil MOKAa3ye, MO BOHU [HABMYKH| crpaBi HzK4l. [HAKIIIE
KaykKy4d, BOHM IepeOyBaroTh Mid IHINOK PeryJsiien. 3BICHO, 3aBXKIU
icHye IeBHA B3a€MOJIisI, OCOOJIMBO, SKINO IMOCh iJ¢ HEe TaK 1 BOHU He
CIIPAITbOBYIOTh, B3a€MOJid CTa€ JOCUATH IHTEHCUBHOIO, & il 3HOBY CTa€
yeBiiomyienowo. Ajie, mBuie 3a Bce, 1e Oyie OJHIEI0 3 Py peryJssiii
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TOT'O CaMOTO PiBHS, TOJI K BUIIUI PiBEHb PETyJIAIil 3aBXKIN YHIKAJILHUIT,
T00TO Hatsuusa perymsiis. [le mentp, Tak 6u moBuTH. OCh y 90OMy CIIpaBa.
I3 mux HKYUX peryssiiit meBHi HeBUPa3Hi BiIIyTTS 3aBXKIN MOXKYTDH yce
TaK® MiIiAMATHCS 1 3aBaXKaTH BUIIUM peryasiiaMm. Hampukiia, ckpunaib
HE MOYKE 30CEPEINTUCS TiIHbKU Ha AILTIKATYPi My3UIHOTO TBOPY, BiH TaKOXK
Ma€ KepyBaTu CBOIM cMukoM. ¢l mpuiyckaro, mo mnpobiema A. Bymra Oyia
Jiatie TpobJIeMOI0 aIIiKaTypHu, a He mpobJeMoro mpaBol pyku. Tak och,
JIIBOIO PYKOIO 1 TPABOIO PYKOIO, Y BHIAIKY CKPHUIIAJIA, TOBOIUTHCS KEPyBa-
TH TIEBHOIO MipOIO HE3AJIEXKHO, TOMY IO PYXHU 3HAYHOIO MipOIO0 HE3aJIEXKHi.
Ile 6ymyTh ABi cucTeMu PEryJIsiiiii — OLIBII-MEHII Ha OJIHOMY PiBHI, aje sKi
I ITOPSIIKOBYIOTHCS TOJIOBHI# Perysisiiil, eHTPaJIbHIN PeryJIsIil.

Sanumyeaw 2: ¢ upwumyckaio, 1o, MOXKJINBO, —s HE 3HAI, K Ou 11e
3pOOUTH CXEeMATUIHO, — JyMalo, IO MOXKHA MPUIYCTUTH, IO TYT MA€
OyTH...

Ionnep: fxach nipamina?

Sanumyeay 2: llle oauH piBeHb, KUl Ma€ BKIIOYATH HABUYKHU. [HaKIIE
KaXKydn, s O He BiAHOCHB IX JI0 JAPYTOro PIiBHS YU HABITH K B3aEMOJIIIO
MiX JApyruM i TperiMm piBHaMu. ¢ 6 BigHIC HABUYKHU 10 IETBEPTOTO PiBHI.

Ionnep: Bu och 11e MaeTe Ha yBasi?

Cesim 8: meopii, 06’ exmueni npobiemu

Ceim 2: cxunvrocmi diamu

Ceim 1: ¢izuuni cmanu
3BicHO, MOXKHa Tie po3aimTu. ¢ cupaBi Jymalo, M0 HABUYKH, siKi OyJn
OIIAHOBAHI HACTIIBLKH, IO BOHU CTAJN YACTUHOIO HAIMOI (biziosorii, HaIe-
JKATh JIO I[HOIO JIPYroro piBHsi. Ajie HaBUYKa B abCTpaKTHOMY BUIJISI,
TOOTO, TaK OM MOBUTH, NPaeUAG HABUYKH, SBHO HAJEXKATh, 3BICHO, 0
TpeThoro piBus. Bizbmemo, Hampukita, MoBy. Tak och, g ay2Ke TOTAHO BO-
JIOZIIIO AaHIVIHCHKOI0 MOBOIO. AJle, SIKIIIO XTOCh CIPABl OIIAHOBYE IIPABUIIA,
oMy He oTpioHO mymaTu. Ile BinOyBaeThCst aBTOMaTH4IHO. Bin He 3Hae, gk
roBoputh. BiH He 311ilicHIOE CBioMUil TIONMTYK CJIiB i TpaBm rpamaTuku. Bin
30CEPEKYEThCA Ha 3MICTI CBOIO MOBJIEHHsI, & BOHO IIPOCTO BiI0yBa€ThCs
came coboro (runs along). Opjmak, npaBmia, 9KUX BiH JOTPUMYETHCH,
najexarb 70 csity 3. Temep BoHm BKJIIOUYeHi y CBIiT 2, ajie BU MOXKeTe
3pobuTn iX aBHUMH. | AKIO Bu pobuTe iX SBHUMHU, TOJI BOHU HAJIEKATH
1o cBity 3. Bonn masmexxaThb 110 CBiTY 3, 0CODIMBO, SIKINO BU iX cdopmy-
soere. OHAK, HABITH SKIO BOHM HE MOXKYTb OyTu cOpMyJIbOBaHi, aJjie
BOJIHOYAC € 00’€KTOM HaBYaHHs, BOHU HaJIEXKATh JI0 cBiTy 3. 3BicHo, y Bac
Moocymy OyTH i iHII cBiTH. Y MeHe €, HAIIPUKJIA, BJIACHE PO3Pi3HEHHS
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MIXK <«CTPYKTYPOIO IiJIi» Ta <«CTPYKTypow HaBuukums. CrmpaBa B TOMY,
Mo BCi Ii pedi B MEBHHUI CIOCIO MOABOIOIOTLCA. [HAKINE KaKydd, BOHU
HaJIe’KaTh JI0 CBITY 3, 1 IX MOXKHa 3pO3yMITH I OCATHYTH y CBITI 2, a
TAKOXK BKJIIOUUTH y APYTuil cBiT y aucmoswutii. [logibHe moaBoenns qyKe
uenomnyssipae. OgHUM i3 JefiTMOTUBIB cydacHOl (ijocodil € yHUKHEHHs
pOro moaBoeHHst. Ile € JIefiTMOTHBOM MMO3UTUBI3MY Ta (DEHOMEHAJII3MY, K
BH, HAIIEBHO, 3HAETE, MATH JIUIIE OfHE CIOBOS, a He KimbKa ciai. Oum
CBIT, 10 IpeAcCTaBJde iHmmi, e orcarauco! Y HUX TIILKM OIMH CBIT.
Ajte B peasibHOCTi, 6€3CYMHIBHO, IIi pedi CKJaIHi st posyminHs. Kosn
JUTHHA BUBYA€ MOBY, BOHA HE 3HA€ — 1 HIKOJIM He 3HAE — IPAMATUKY SK
aBHi ipaBuya. [Ipore, € rpaMaTuKa, Ky BOHA CIOYATKY POOUTH YaCTUHOIO
CBOT'O JIOCBIiJly 3a JIOMOMOTOI0 TIEBHOT'O THWITY IOEJIHAHHSA HACJIiTyBaHHS
Ta BPOJYKEHOI'O CXOILIEHHS, & IIOTIM IEPETBOPIOE, 3PEIITOI0, HA IMUTAHHS
nucnosuil (dispositional affair). Ause, 3BicHO, me mock 06’exmusne, 1O
CTa€ JaCTUHOIO JOCBiy B Takuii crocio, i ToMy Tie IMOCh, 0 HAJIEXKUTh JI0
cBity 3. Yu nporo pocrarabo? 36icHO, MOXKHA ITPOBECTU PO3MEXKYBAHHSI.
V oMy CeHCI s IIIOPAJIICT, 1 1 6 HIKOJIM He BUCTYIIaB HA KOPUCTH TeOpil,
o iCHY€ Auwe TpU cBiTH. B MoxKeTe miIpo3aiyiaTu X CKITbKU 3aBIOIHO,
i Taki mapO3miIN MOXKYTH OYTHU I TIEBHUX IIPOOJIEM JTOCUTH BaXKJIUBUMIA.
AJte 3a/1y1s1 GLIBIIOTO CIPOIIEHHS, yMalo, Ili TPHU € JIOCUTh KOPUCHUMHA. 51
He crpuiimMaro 1e cepitosnime. flkoch 10 MeHe 3BEPHYBCS JIOCUTH BijgoMuit
daxiserp y rajaysi CUMBOJIIYHOI Jjioriku. BiH mopajaus, 1o mepir HiXK 110
TEOPI0 TPHOX CBITIB MOXKHA, Oy/Ie CIpUAMATH BCEPI03, s TOBUHEH MTOSICHUTH
KOHIIEMIIo CBiTy 3 4Yepe3 cucreMmy akciom. Ajie s B3araji He cropuiimaio
ne Tak cepitosno. Ile meradopa, gka gomomarae HaM MOOAYUTH TEBHI
BinHomennsi. Taki peul He akciomarTusyent: 1e BkasiBHUKHN (signposts) i He
Gisbiie Toro. € Gararo pedeil, siKi He MOXKHA, BUKJIACTU B aKCIOMaTHYHIMA
dopwmi.

Sanumyeay 3: Uum upuitaarHe s Bac dopmynroBaHHs, 1m0 (DYHKIsA
CBIJIOMOCTI TOJIATA€ B TOMY, 1100 PO3IVISIATHA AJbTEPHATUBH, 1 110, KOJIA
noBeJliHKa 1epeabadae ciigyBanns mabony (pattern), CKiJIbKE 3aBrOIHO
JeTaJbHOMY YM 3aCBOEHOMY, BOHA IIPAITIOE KPAIEe, KOJU HEMAE aJIbTepHA-
TUB JJIs PO3TJIsiIy, SKIIO BOHA HUXKYa 33 PiBEHb CBimomocTi?

IHonnep: Tak, st 6u npuitss fioro. 3BicHO, TIpo 1e Tpeba ckazaTu OibIIe,
aJjie 1e TOJIOBHe. ICHYIOTh abTepHaTHBHI MOKJIMBOCTIL. Ili ampTepHaTHB-
Hi MOXKJIMBOCTI BHUIIPOOOBYIOTHCS 1 1X HACHIIKK MepeadadaioThbCs, a IIe
OUiKyBaHHS BUMATa€ BiJl HAC TEBHOTO ysBJE€HHd Tpo Ii Hacaiaku. [lyxe

8 Tyr K.Tlommep mae ma yBasi TenieHiio cywacuol dimocodii mosmauars ommpmm
TEPMiHOM CYyKYIHICTh IIPOIIECIB.
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9acTo BCe 1 BiJI0YBAETHCA HAJIZBUYANHO IIBUIKO. AJie MU MepeIdadacMo
HACJIIKY aJibTepHATUB. AJIbTepHATUBU — MOraHa pid, KO MU HE Iepejl-
bavTaeMoO pe3ysIbTaTiB, a MO mepeadatnTh X pe3yIbTaTH, HaM HOTPIOHO
MaTH IKYyCh ysaBY. | & npuiryckaro, o ysiBa HACIPaB/Ii IPAIIOE OiIbII-MEHIII
Ha HUXK4IoMy piBHI y dopmi obpasy (in picture form). d me mymaro, mo
obpasu cupaBi HOTPIOHI CBIIOMOCTI, STK MU MOKEMO OAQYUTU Ha IPUKJIAIL
HE3PSUNX JIIOMIEH, SKi, HAIIEBHO, HE MAIOTh BI3yaJhbHUX 00pa3iB, HAsBHUX
y Hac, OJHaK MOXKYTb cupasJsarucs (get through) myxe mobpe. Asie 1o
€ CHUJIBHUM 1 JIjIs He3pSA4YnX, 1 JUId 3psayumxX JIIOJAeH Tak Iie Te, Mo I
HACJIIIKY TTPeJCTaBIeH] MPUHANMHI BIAIyTTAMHI yCHiXy 9 HeBIadi, 600
91 3aJI0BOJIEHHs], a00 YMMOCH TOJIOHMM, & TLIBKY MOTIM BOHU IIPU3BOJISITH
10 BimmoBinHOl 1il. Meni 37a€Tbcst, MO 1€ JAiCHO TOYKa MOABU MaiiKe
ITOBHOI CBiTOMOCTI — III¢ HE TIOBHOI, aJjie TaKOI, MO0 HAOJIMKAETHCA 0 Hel:
a came Te, IO MH YsBJIFAEMO HACIIIKKA 1ux ajbrepHaruB. lle Tak 4nm
iHaKIIe aKT ysaBHU, i TYT pOOMMO BUPITIAJBHIN KPOK JIO TOBHOI CBiTOMOCTI.
Ile Te, mo s mpomonyfo. I TyT Mu po3ymiemo, IO MOBHA CBiIOMICTH —
HaBITh Maii’ke TIOBHA CBIJIOMICTh — MOXKe OyTH 610JIOTIYHO IIHHO 1, OTKe,
MOKe po3BuUBaTHUCH Jaji. Llg Teopid, 3BiCHO, CTpaIlleHHO TyYMaHHA Ta JEII0
CKJIaIHa, 00 IMIJTKOM OYEBHIHO, IO MU HiYOTO HEe 3HAEMO PO HIUKYI piBHI
CBIJIOMOCTI — IIPO TBapWHHI PiBHI CBiJIOMOCTI.

Yce 11e Mae 6yTH CTpAIIEHHO YMOTJIAAHUM. ZIKIO MU HE XOUeMO TPU-
iimaTu izukasizm dm GixeBiopusM, siKi MOXKYTb OyTH Ha3BUYAIHO 3py-
YHUMY, TPOTE, O€3YMOBHO, BEJIbMU XUOHUME, MU HE MOXKEMO HE PO3IJIsIa-
TH rcuxodizuany npobsemy B TepMminax eBostorii. Ile equanii crroci6, sxum
MH MOYKEMO AKOCH HAOIU3UTHCS /10 Hel. | aKkmmo Mu po3riasgaemo il B Tep-
MiHaX eBOJIFOLIIT, AyMaro, 3po3yMiio, 1o P. Jekapr kpamuii 3a B. Crinosy.
Hapite axkmo b.Cuoinoza mMae paliiio i HaBiTh SKIIO €JEKTPOHU MalOTh
cy0’eKTUBHI cTaHM, IIe HACIpABIi He Te, MmO Mu Irykaemo. lleit pisHOBHI
MuUTTEBOI cBizomMocTi (momentary consciousness) HACTUIbKY JAJEKUil Big
TOTO, IO HAC MIKABUTD, IO MPOOIeMa eBOJIIOIIT, Oe3ImepevHo, yce e iCHYE.
Inakmre Kaxxydu, npobJieMa oJIsirae B TOMY, K HaM [epeiiTy BiJl cTaHy CBi-
JIOMOCTI €JIEKTPOHA JI0 CTaHy CBIJOMOCTI JiroauHu? A 116 MOXKHA, [TOSICHUTH
TiJTBKY 3 JIOTIOMOTOIO €BOJIIOT1. T0XK, HaBITH SKITIO TPUAHATH aHAJIOTIUYHY
CuinoziBepKiil Teopito mapaJsiesntizmy, yci mpobeMu 3aJnmaTbes. BoHn
HaCIPaB/i B XKOIHUI crocib He BupimryioThesa. Mu Hikon He misnaemocs:
B. Cninoza mae parito um Hi. Mu HikoJIH He JI3HAEMOCS ITPO TPOHUKJIUBICTH
(insight) eseKTpoHIB — HACHIPAB/I, HABITH €JEKTPOHU HE 3HAKOTh, — AJI7KE
TaKUil PI3HOBUJ CBiIOMOCTI 3aBK/ M HACTLJIBKHU JaJeKWil BiJ 90roch Ha
KIITAJIT CyO €KTUBHOTO 3HAHHS, SIKITIO BOHA B3araJi iCHYE.

CuogiBarocsi, BU 3po3yMin apryMeHTaIio. Ko icHye mapaJsiesizm
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Ao mMucsierHs (mind) i Tino iCHYIOTH TapaJesbHo, — TO 3B’A3Ha CBiIO-
micTb (connected consciousness) Gyiia 6 PI3HOBHIOM naM’4Ti, IO MOXKe Gy-
TH TapaJe bHuM Juine (hizudniii cucremi, sKa Mae maM’ aTh. 3apa3 6araTo
GizuuHUX cUCTeM MaloTh maM’sTh. Hampukiiaa, MardiTa MamoTh IaM sITh.
Omrke, Ppisuani cucTemu, JOBOJI JaJIeKi Bij »KUTTsI, MAIOTh HaM’aTh. Mo-
JKJIMBO, KPUCTAJIU HaJijeHl [aM sTTI0, a MarHITM MalOThb IIaM AThb, 0O
BOHU, Ma0yTb, KPUCTAJM. 3IAETHCsI, IO Yy BCIX KPUCTAJIB Tak 4d iHA-
KIIle € TaM’sTh IPO CBOIO icTopiro. Bomm Oinbim Kpuxki, OCKUIBKHU Ipn
yrBopeHHi (making) xpucranisB i mofibHuX pedeil TpaNMINCS €BOJIONIIHI
nomil (developmental events). OTke, MH MOYKEMO FOBOPUTH PO TAM SATh y
disuunomy ceHci. | miIkoM 3po3yMiIo, 110, SIKIIO MapaJsesisM Mae Palliko,
TO aM’gTh y Cy0’€KTUBHOMY CEHCI y KPAIl[OMy BUIIAJKY MOXKe 3’sIBUTUCS
TaM, Je € MaM ' aTh ¥ (PI3UIHOMY CEHCi, & OTKe, He MOKe 3’ IBUTHCS Ha PiBHI
€JIEKTPOHIB YU aTOMIB — y KpAaIllOMy BHUIIAJIKY Ha MOJIEKYJIAPHOMY PiBHI.

Sanumyeay 4: Yu morna 6 Bama Teopis 3pobutu tax, mo PpeiigiBcbKe
dopmysroBarast Einmosoro komiuiekcy um EjinmoBol Teopil, curHaJizysa-
Jo 6 Kinmenp BBy EjinmoBoro koMmiuwiekcy Ha »KuTTd Jiogunn’! Ixakire
Kaxkyun, Barmme 3unamaa EmimoBux Temmenriii poOUTh Tak, IO MU 3apas3
BXKUBAEMO 3aXO/iB MPOTH HUX, & I1€ O3HAYAJO O, IO TpeTiit CBIT 3maificHioe
JIOKOPIHHMI BILIMB Ha JApyruil i meprmmii cBitu?

THonnep: Adximo xouere. OpHax, s1 6 chOPMYIIIOBAB 1€ 30BCIM 1HAKIIIE, TOMY
o s He dpeiiauct. 9 6 ckazas, mo Teopis Ppeiina cmpawerto BITHHYIA
Ha cBiT 2. { mymaro, mo Teopig Ppeiina € OAHIEO 3 THX XUOHUX TEOPiit,
sKi, SIKIO B HUX BIPUTH, CTAIOTh YaCTKOBO iCTHMHHUMH. AJie HE3aJIEIKHO
Biji Toro, um coOpMysIIOETE BU 1€ TaK UM IIO-CBOEMY, s O CKasaB, IO
IICUXOAHAJITUYIHA TEOPisd Ma€ JyKe 3HAYHUI BIUIUB Ha CBIT 2. I3 1um y
BCSIKOMY Pa3i MU IoromKyemMocs. £l crpasii BBaxKalo, 110, HaIMipHO 6araTo
TOBOPSIIU PO CEKC, MU HAJATO HATOJIOIIYEMO HA HBOMY. duM Oijbime mpo
HBOTO TOBOPATD, TUM OLIBITOI0 Oy/Ie #Horo poJib y »kuTTi. Ile meBHmit Brus
TPETHOrO CBITY Ha JIPYTHUA.

Sanumyeay 5: Yu ckazanm 6 Bu, mo Mu Mmoxkemo ropoputu mpo ¢ i noBHy
CBIZIOMICTB fIK TIPO OJIHE it Te came JJIs TOCATHEHHSI ITUX IIijaei?

Ilonnep: Tax.

Sanumyeay 5: ¢ 3ajeXuTh Bij TPETBOIO CBITY, SIKUI 3ajI€2KUTh BiJ
MOBHU. A MOBa 3aKJ/IaJieHa TeHeTHJIHO. Ajre y cBOIil apyriit Te3i Bu rtakox
CTBEPIKY€ETE, MO ¢ 3aJI€2KUTh BiJ| MMEBHOTO HIOAHCY — CKaKiMO, iCHYIOTH
1eBHi Teopil y TpeTboMy CBIiTi, 1 BU 3rajiaam mpocTip, 9ac, dpizudni 06’ekTn
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Ta Jrojieit i Take imme. Aje morim Bum kakere y Tesi 5, mo mm He
MiIBJIa THI SKifich KOHKpeTHIN Teopil TpeTboro ceity. Toxk, Terep Bu morym
6 cTBep/RKyBaTH, II0 MOBA K 3arajibHa CTPYKTYPa € T€HETUIHO 00yMOB-
JIEHOIO, aJjie IO ’KOJHAa KOHKPETHa O0’€KTHBallisl B MOBI He € I'€HETUYIHO
3aKJIaJIEHOIO, 1, OT2Ke, YChOMY I[bOMY HABYAIOTHCH...

Ilonnep: MoxnuBo, neski i €. Tpeba ckazaTu, mo imes dizuaHnx 06’€KTiB,
TOOTO iJIest 30BHINTHBOIO CBITY 3 IEBHUMU iHBapiaHTaMu B HBOMY, HalliMO-
BipHile, reHeTHIHO OOyMOBJIEHA. ¥ TBApUH 1€ BXKe €, 1 OyJIO IPOTSIroM
b6ararbox MUIBIOHIB poKiB. Tak 1m0, iMOBIpHO, I1€ TEHETUIHO 0OYMOBJIEHO.
fx Mu 3HAEMO, TBAPUHU MiJ JaC PyXy OCTEPIiraroThes Bif 3iTKHEHHS 3i
cKeJIsIMH. Tak 110 B HUX € 370raJiKa 100 IHOro, i, fIMOBIpHO, 116 00yMOB-
JieHo reHeTndHO. /leski 3 1mux Teopiit remeruyHO 0OyMOBIeHI. Bizpmemo
IHIMWH TPUKJIA]: MU 3HAEMO, 10 TBAPUHU Ta POCTUHU MAIOTh BHYTPIITHI
POJIMHHUK, 1 TOMY ICHYE TEHETUIHO OOYMOBJIEHE 6iduymms wacy. Aue
TAaKOXK Maii’ke HAaIeBHO HE ICHYE€ T€HeTHIHO ODYMOBJIEHOI mMeopii dacy.
Ilix mum g maro ma yBa3i Take. TBapuuM, HACKILIBKKA HaM BiOMO, He
YCBIIOMJTIOIOTH cebe NPOTSXKHUMU B Yaci B MHHYyJIe. ¥ HHUX € CIOTaJid,
aJjie CIioraJii IPOCTO 3MYMIYIOTh iX it mo-piznomy. Ao, MOXKJIUBO, y
HUX € 06pa3u, Mo 3’FBJAIOThCS YBI CHi, ab0 MOCh B IOMY poji. Aje B
HUX HeMage ycBijomsieHHs cebe (consciousness of themselves) six Taknx, 1mo
MPOCTATAIOTHCA Ha3aJ y MHUHYJIE, dK 1ie € v Hac. B imel 4 ma Teopis €
BPOJKEeHOI0. TaK 1110 19 Teopist, IMOBIpHO, HE € TEHETUYHO 0OYMOBJIEHOIO.
Aute yacTuHa TEOpIl TiJIa, IK MEHI 3/1a€ThCsI, PTEHETUYHO O0yMOBJIEHA.

Sanumyeaw §: Ajte 110, SIKINO 1151 TEOPist BUSBUTHCA XUOHOIO? U1 MOXKJIMBO
Take, 00 Is Teopid BUABUIACA XUOHOIO?

Ilonnep: Tak, Teopist € XUOHOIO, AKINO BU KUJIAETE JIOIUHY B Mope. Boma
cripoOye BXOIIUTHCS 3a IIOCH TBEPJE, ajie B Hel He BUiijie. |[HCTUHKTHBHO
BOHA CIIPOOYE CXONMUTHCS 3a NO-HEeOyIhb, aje B Hel 1ie He Buiige. | Tomy
Teopis BUSBJISIETbCS XUOHOM. ¥ MOpI HEMAE TBEPAWUX TiJ, 1 T€HETUIHO
00yMOBJIEHA TEOPis TBEPAMX T i 3HAYEHHS TBEPIUX TiJ JJId Hel 3HUKHE.
Towmno Tak camo, 3BiCHO, SIKIIO BU KUJAETE 11 B TOPOXKHIN MPOCTIp, AK MU
MOXKeMO 3poouTH 3apa3. Akino smMycuTn i1 BUHTH B KocMoc y ckadaHapi 6e3
iJIFOTOBKH, BOHA CIIPOOYE BXOIUTHUCS 3a MO-HEOY/Ib TBEP/Ie, aJle, HAIIEBHO,
ne jocsirae mMetu. OT2Ke, Teopist € reHeTUIHO 00yMOBJIEHA, aJie B IEBHHUX
CHTYaIisiX MOYKE BUABUTUCS XUOHOIO.

3anumyeaw 5: 1 B Takuit cnocid M MOXKEMO PO3BHHYTHU IIACTUUHY PEry-
Jgstrio? Yu He MOXKeMo MH...7
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Ionnep: 3BicHO, KOCMIYHMIT MaHPIBHUK yXKe CKOPEKTYBaB Teopito. | saKImo
BiH OyB y HaJIeXKHWIT CHOCIO HATPEHOBAHWUI, TO KOPEKIlisl HABITH CTaHEe
JacTHHOIO fioro Habopy cxmibHOcreil (dispositional outfit).

3anumyeay 6: 1 uum copuuuHse e TAKOXK BW3HAHHS TOTO, IO, SKIIO
BigOystacs myTariis, sKa BUWIydu/a I renu 3 11 Tiia, To 1e Oy/te 30epexkeno?

Ilonnep: Mu He 3HaeMo, 1O BiIOYBaeTbCst IpU MyTaril. Byab-1mo Moxke
craTucd npu MyTarii. Myraris Moxe OyTH JIETATBHOIO.

3anumyeaw 6: Ane ta myTanis, siky BiH [MaHnpiBHUK]| He Gyze 3acTocy-
BATH, T MyTallisd, 10 BUHUKAE 1 JIKBI/y€ TeHETUIHUN MaTepias, KU BiH
OibIlle He BUKOPUCTOBYE, 1 (DAKTUIHO TPEHYETHCS BCyIEPEd HOMY, — TaKa
MyTallist, IIBUJIIE 3a Bce, Oye npuitasra?

Ilonnep: Bona mozke 6yTr mpuitHATOIO0. 1K 51 B2Ke cKa3aB, y MPOIeCci My TaIlil
MOXKE€ CTATHUCH BCe, IO 3aBrogHo. Bomna Moxke OyTH MO3UTUBHOIO, MOXKE
Oytu HeratuBHOIO. Jleski myTarii MOXKyTb 3ycTpidaTucs dYacTimie, Hix
inmi. Ajie MOXKe cTaTHCs BCe, [0 3aBrOHO, 1 JIemo MoxKe OyTHu XOPOIIUM,
a gemo —noraauM. ¢ Bignmosis? Hi? Toxi s He 30BciM 3po3ymiB Barie
MMATAHHS.

3anumysay 6: 51 Hamaratocs yssutn (visualize) nesiki ederrn, ski MOXKYTh
3MIACHUTH KOCMIYHI TOAOpPOXKI I iHmI He3BwdYaiiHi opmu JOCBiAy Ha
CTPYKTYPY JIIOAUHU. |, 3rimHO 3 BAIOI0 TEOPI€I0, MOBEIIHKA EPBUHHA, a
3a Hero caiayoTh MmyTaril. Ile, iMoBipHO, TpU3BeIE A0 MIIPOKOTO CIEKTPY

npuiyiienb. Hi?

Ilonnep: Hi. JuBiThes, g He KaKy, IO TMOBEIiHKA IMEPBUHHA, & MYTAITis
Haciaiaye npukian. [Ilo s Kaxy, Tak Ie Te, IO 6id0ip MyTalil HacJi-
Jaye npukiaj. Myrariss Moxke TpanmuTucs B 0ydv-axul MoMeHT. Myraril
BiIOyBarOThCs mocmitino. Ajte 6id6ip myTaril Oyje CHJIBHO 3ajieXKaTu Bill
NpUitHATOI 1oBeiHKU. Bu posymiere? Tak 110, MOXKJINBO — MUCIUMO, —
110, KOJIM KOCMIiYHI ITOIOPOXKI CTAHYTh OIJIBIN 3araabHOIPUTHATAMUA, OyIe
Bizmibpana sKach MyTallis, SKa MMOKIHIUTH 3 HAIIUMHU OYIKYBAHHIMHI BisT
Tina. IIpoTe baraTo woro maJjo 6 cTaTucs, Mepi HizK BOHU Oy/1yTh BiTibpamHi.
Kocmiuna 1mogopoxk Maja 6 craTu JOCATH YHIBEPCAJBHUM SIBUIIEM, HEPIII
HI2K TAKOTO POy pedi Morym 6 MaTh TeHeTUIHi BiAMIHHOCTI.

3anumyeaw 7: Croromi gesknmMu diziosoramu Ta (hizmKaMu MpOBOAATHCS
EKCIIePUMEHTH, y SIKUX BOHHM BYAThb IIypiB MpOOIrTH 10 JIAOIPUHTY, MOTIM
BOMBAIOTH IIyPiB, BUNMAIOTh 1X Mi3KH, TOAPIOHIOIOTE iX i Bumitsiors PHEK,
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ke crioci6. Ak Bu BignosicTe Ha 11e 3 O3UIIT TOTO BUIY (Di3UKAIIZMY, AKUMA
Bu xpurukysaau panime?

Ilonnep: Ilepm 3a Bce, SIK BU, HAIIEBHO, 3HAETE, 111 €KCIIEPUMEHTH TTiTATUCS
JKOPCTKi#l kpuruii. Ajie mapaiiTe IPUIIyCTHMO, [0 BOHH MAalOThb PAIlifo.
Ile oszmagasio 6, MO Tam, Jie si TOBOPIO IPO 3aHYPEHHS B IiJICBIIOMICTD,
pO3BHBAEThC BiamoBigHa XiMiuma peaxmiss. Och IO O03HAYAIOTH I €KC-
MepUMEHTH. [HAKIIe KaxXKydH, SIKIMO IOCh 3aHYPIOETHCS B HECBimoMe — s
CcKa3aB, 3aHypeHHs y diziosoriio, Hapa3si ¢iziooria Mmoxke 6yTH Ximiero, —
TOMY 51 O HE CKa3aB, IO Ile B sIKUICH CIOCIO BIIMBAE Ha Miil morsi. Ajte
s TPOXM CYMHIBatOCs B IbOMY. ¢ He Jaymaro, 10 eKCIEPUMEHTU JIOCUTH
omuosuauHi. [Ipore s 6 He myke 3MUBYBaBCs, TOMY IO B SIKAUCH CIIOCIO
nioch Mae OyTu Hociem 1mx 3acBoenux mabionis (learned patterns), i e
Mozke OyTu XiMis Tija Tak caMo g00pe, K i Oyab-m1o0 inrre. TiTbKu SKITo 11e
XiMisl — IIeBHI BEJIMKI MOJIEKYJIM YH 1110 3aBI'OJTHO, — TIJIBKH TO/II 1€ MOYKHA
Oys10 6 BBOAMTH IHIIUM TBAPUHAM. 3BICHO, II€ IILJIKOM MOXKJIMBO, aJie, sIK S
B2XKEe CKa3aB, yCe MOYAJIOCH 3 IUX eKCIIEPUMEHTIB 3 IJIOCKUMU YEPBAMU. ..

Sanumyeaw 7: £ mymaro, mo e IiKaBo, I €KCIIEpUMEHT HaCIPaBIi €
CIIPaBOIO IMITPUHTHHIOBOI iHbOpMaii®, mo i IiKaBuTh HuX Jomeit. Y MmicTi
€ PisuK, AKUi 3aiMaETHCS IVM.

Ionnep: o meni cain ckaszaru? [liskom Mozxke OyTH, IO 1€ HACTLILKU
mpocTto, gk i Bce Te. Takoxk IisKkoM Moxke OyTH i Tak, IO Bce HabAraTo
CKJIaJIHiIIe, 1 10 BU He MoxKeTe 1ie BBojuTu. Mu He 3Haemo. MoKJIMBO, 110
Il pedi 9acTKOBO IEePEealoThCs Y TaKMil CIociO, a MOXKJIMBO, 1 Hi.

3anumyeaw 8: ¢ XOoTiB 6W TPOSICHUTH 3HAYEHHSI MOHSITTS <«CTPYKTypa
mimgi» 10, Tomy 1m0, 3ma€ThCS, iCHYe aBa 3HAUEHHS ifnel CTPYKTYpH I,
ofHe 3 gaKuX Oys0 6 MaiiKe qyOIIOBAHHSIM MYTAaIlil, TOJ SIK iHIIIE€ — ITPOCTO
MIOTJIMHAHHAM MYTaIlii. ¥ MepIIoMy BUIAJIKYy BU MaE€Te CIPAaBY 3 BiJIXu-
JIEHHSIM BiJl CUCTEMU TIOBEIHKW, IPUIOMY Mafi?Ke IMOBHUM, KA JIisiia 0,
MpUHANMHI, y TaKW# »Ke crocid, 9K misiga 6 myrtaris. I e 3maeTbesa 6iabir
BimpauM. Ile BiauyTTs «CTPpyKTypw Iiji» 37a€TbCs OLIbIN BULIBHUM. Y
JPYTOMY BUNQJKY yV Bac € TMOTJIMHAHHSA MYTallil B TepMiHaX IOJIIITeHHS
YMOB, UM CAMOI'O HABKOJIUIIHBOTO CEPEIOBHUINA, 33 JIOIMOMOIOI OyIb-sIKOT

9 ImnpunaTHHr (BimOGparkeHHs) — e CIIIBHUN [/ TBApWH 1 JIOfeH IiTicHuit
ncuxodiziosoriuamii MexaHi3M, 1110 3abe3nevdye BUOIPKOBY (hikcallito B mam’siTi 3HAYY 101
30pOBOI, CIIyXOBOI Ta iH. iH(OpMaIil.

10 K.Ilonmep BukopucroBye Bupasu <«preference structure» it «aim structure» sk
cutoHimu. TyT y HBOrO HIAETHCA PO «I[iJIi» OPraHi3My sIK BHYTPILIHII TUCK IPUPOISHOTO
nobopy, IO MOXOOWTH BiJ caMoro opraHiamy Ta iforo ymomobaHb, Xoda ¥ MOXKe
TpaHCHOPMYBATHCH IIiJI TUCKOM 30BHIIIHIX YMOB.
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Teopil BIOCKOHAJIEHHSI, SIK-OT BUXKWBAHHsI HaWCHJIbHIMMX abo iHmoi. Yum
cymicHi i JBa 3HAYEHHS IOHSTTS «CTPYKTypa iai»? A6Go BoHM OLIbII
HiXK cymicHI? MoXKJIMBO, BOHH JIOIOBHIOIOTH OJMH OIHOIO?

IHlonnep: fxmmo g no6pe Bac po3ymiio, BU XO4UeTe BiIOKPEMUTHU CTPYKTYPY
[, sika Oysa TeHeTHYHO 3aKpiIlIeHa, BiJ CTPYKTYPH I, KA € JIUIIe
pisHOBHIOM HOBOI HoBeAiHKH. JlaBaiiTe 3HOBY Bi3bMeMO Mill TPUKIA] i3
OATI0M. 91 mpuiyckaio, o Te, 1o CTAJ0CS B PO3BUTKY JAATIIA, II€ Te, IO,
3 Ti€l um Ti€l TpUYINHA, BUHUKJIA SIKACh TpobJieMa, i y BiIMoBi b Ha, 10 TTpo-
GuieMy nsTes 3MiHUB cBO€ yromobanHs B ki (taste for food). Possunyscst
HOBUI TIPIOPUTET CTOCOBHO HOBOTO Buay iki. Temep MoXyTh craTucs JBi
peui. Ileit HOBUiI piopuTeT MOXKE CTATU T'€HETUYHO 3aKpiryeHnM. [HakIe
KayKyd4u, TeBHI MyTallil, MOBIpHO, 3 aHATOMITHIMI e(PeKTaMU Ha MO30K —
d He 3HAIO, aJie MIOCh I0/1i0He, — MOYXKe CHPUIMHUTHA TPUBAIY 3MiHY BIIO-
mobanus. [HITTA MOXKJINUBICTH TOJIATAE B TOMY, IO HIiYOrO TOIOHOTO He
TPAIISIETHCA, a TITHKUA MOXKJIUBE PO3IIUPEHHsI CIEKTPY WMOBIpHOI mOBe-
miaku. TobTo Ha IesKuil Yac 1bOMY HaJJA€ThCsl IIepeBara, aJje Mmi3Hie — Hi.
Tox, BUHUKA€E MUTAHHS CIIeliaJIi3aliil 91 BiJIcyTHOCTI crertiasizanii. Ao
icHye cIemiajizallisg, TO iCHye WMOBIpHICTb TOTO, IO I CHEIiasi3alis
CYIPOBOKYETHCH 3aKPIIJIEHHAM — I'eHeTHIHUM 3akpimnennam. lle Toit
BUIIAJIOK, KOJIU MIOBe/IHKa € iHiriaropom (spearhead) myramii. Tymaro, o
1Ie TAKOK TOM BUITA 0K, KOJIU MU MOIJIA 6 CKa3aTH, IO, XO4a TBAPUHA MOXKE
GyTH MaKCUMaJLHO mpucTocoBanon (extremely fit), Boma, iMmosipuime, He
TepeKNBe PI3KUX 3MiH y HABKOJHUITHBOMY CEPEIOBHII depe3 3aKPilIeHH .
dxmo cuTyaliis TpU3BOIUTE OLIBINOI0 MIpOIO 0 TOMIUPEHHS MOXKJIUBOL
MTOBE/IIHKY — IHAKIIE KayKydud, 0 OIJIBIIOl IJIACTUIHOCTI PEryJsIsIiii, — To
BOH& CKOPpIIlle € MPOTUJIEKHOI, & caMe POOUTh TBAPHUHY 3ATHOI Iepe-
JKATU HABITH JOCUTH pajuKajbHi 3MiHu. [le € OLIbII-MEHI BifmoOBi IO
na Bamre nutanaa! OTxke, € Bl MOXKJIMBI 3MiHI Y CTPYKTYPI I1iti, oOuaBi
MOYMHAIOTHCS B OJHAKOBHUII CItocib — a came, y 1IbOMY BHUIAIKY 31 3MIHOIO
yII0/I00aHHS, — ajle OJJHA MOXKE CTAaTH I'€HEeTUYIHO 3aKPIllJIEeHOo, a IHIIa —
mi. Tak och, g gymaro, IO JyKe MPUMITHO BiJIHOCHO JIIOIWUHU Te, IO,

XO4Ya MOBa 3JA€ThCs T'€HETHYHO 3aKPINJIEHOI0, IPAKTHYHO *KOJIEH i3 Po3-
poOJIEHNX HAMU €K30COMATUYHUX IHCTPYMEHTIB, MabyTh, Hi HAHMEHIIIOO
Miporo He 3akpinuBcst renerndno. OTike, y MbOMY CeHCI MOBa (haKTHIHO
[Ipu3Besia JI0 BEJMKOI'O PO3IIMPEHHSI MOXKJIMBUX IIOBEJIHKOBUX pOJIEl, a
He JI0 1X 3By2KeHHs. | 1ie 371a€Thcsd MeHi OJHUM i3 BUpIMaJbHUX (HaKTOPiB
B €BOJIIONT JIIOAWHU. 3/IA€ThCs, HEe MOXKe OyTH MHCJIAMOTO CIOCO0Y, SIKIM
MOBa 3aBJa€ HaM KO, OCKITBKHI Te, IIPO M0 MU TOBOPUMO, 1 Te, sIK MU IIe
BUKOPUCTOBYEMO, 3aJIUIIAEThCA BigkpuTuM uist Hac. OaHak, icHye 6arato
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MUCJIIMUX CIOCODIB, SKUMU MOBa HaM JiorioMarae. | 30kpemMa, iMOBIpHO, 11e
3a106iryI0 MOIAIBINOMY 3aKpIILUIeHHIO. S He 3HAI0, fK 1€ OyBa€. Y BCAKOMY
pasi, 1e He TPU3BEJIO JI0 TOJIAJIBINTOTO 3aKPillJIeHHS.

Sanumyeay 8: Xiba HeMae 4Oro-HeOyIb MiXK IJISAME, sIKi BU3HAYAIOTHCS
MOBOIO, 1 IIJISIMU, sIKi, CKaKiMO, MOKJIMBO, PO3YMIIOThCsI MIPOCTO B TEP-
MiHaX PO3MIUPEHHS IJIACTUYHOCTI peryisiii? ¢ maro Ha yBasi Teopito
Mawmdop/ia 1po MaImHu, mo nepeayoTs Mosi. JI. Mamdopa rosoputs mpo
MAIIIMHY 1 3a3HaYaE, M0 BOHU HEePeyIoTh MOBL. $1 3 HUM He 3rofeH.

IHonnep: 4 mymaro, 1o 11e Maiiyke HAIIeBHO HEIPaB/Ia.

Sanumyeaw 8: Tak, ajme meni Oys0 mikaBo, sk 6u Bu Bigmosinmm Ha me
KOHKpeTHe muraHHs! BiH momicTuB O6m MammHu Aech MK IIsIMHA, SKi
BU3HAYAIOMBCA MOBOIO, 1 IIJISIMH, SIKI € IIPOCTUMHU MYTAIISIMU YA KOHTPO-
JILOBAHOIO eKCnanciero. A MiK HUMU BiH OM TIOCTABUB...

Ilonnep: 4 nymalo, 1O BCe TOBOPUTH HA KOPHUCTH TOTO, IO MAITAHU
3’SIBJISFOTHCS Ty2Ke Ii3HO, OCODJIMBO, SIKIIO BPaxXyBaTH, 0 HABITH HAWIIPO-
crimra MaImHa He JEMOHCTPYE YKOIHUX O3HAK T€HETHIHOTO 3aKPIljIeHHS.
Ile Bkasye Ha Te, IO BOHM 3’SBIASIOTHCA MAy2Ke MMi3HO. ToMmy s aymaro,
MO I8 Teopist BHO XuOHA. A MOBa € NeHETHYHO 3aKPIIJIEHOK, Tak Io
BOHA, MOBIpHO, HabaraTo crapiia Oyb-sKOI MallUuHU. 102K, MU MaEMO
CIIOYATKY, HAIIEBHO, MOBY. A 3 JIFOJICBKOIO JIECKPUIITUBHOIO MOBOIO MU
Ma€MO KOJIOCAJbHY €BOJIOIII0 YABU 3aBAAKH MOXKJIUBOCTI PO3MOBiIATH
icropii (story-telling). I 3Bizcu, Ha MO0 JyMKY, MH MOXKEMO Telep 3pO-
3yMITH MOKJIUBICTH MIHPOKOTO CIEKTPY IHCTPYMEHTIB, aD0 MAIWH, SKIO
BU X TaK HA3WBAETE, AKi aOCOJIIOTHO IIO-Pi3HOMY MPHUCTOCOBYIOTHCS JI0
HaBKOJIUIIHLOrO cepegouma. OmaHuM i3 HafOIAbII IHKABUX TPUKJIAIIB
BUCOKOPO3BUHEHUX MAIIWH € MPUKJIAJ] €CKIMOCIiB. [HCTpyMeHTH ecKiMOocCiB
HaJ3BUYAIHO crieriamizoBani. KckiMOChbKUi rapnyH, eCKiMOCBKUI KasdK, —
yce Tie HaI3BUYIANHO CKaaaHo. Kadk —1e Maityke miaBoaHuii doBeH. Y
HBOMY MOXKHA II€PEBEPHYTUCH I OIMMHUTHUCS IIiJ[ BOJOIO TOIIO. Yce Iie HaJl-
3BUYAiHO po3BUHEHe. AJie, 3BICHO, HIIIO 3 IOTO HE MA€ NF€HETUYHOI OCHOBH.
Yce 11e TPYHTYETHCS HA TPAJIUIIL, JTy2Ke BiIPIZHAETHCA BiJ MAIWH, AKIMU
KODUCTYIOThCs BCl iHmI erHocH (races), 1 3HAYHOIO MIpOIO CIeljaizoBaHe
IS KOHKPETHOIO CEPEIOBUINA, Y SKOMY 2KHBYTb €CKIMOCH, 1 y SKOMY
BOHH JKWJIN He JIy’Ke JIOBrO, HACKUIbKKM Ham Bijjomo. OT¥Ke, Tie MOKa3ye
IUTACTUYHICTD T1i€l cepu i BKazye Ha Te, mo JI. Mamdop moMuiseTses.

Sanumyeaw 8: ¢ 6 mpumycTuB, IO, XO4Ya BiH 3aCHOBYE CBOI apryMEHTH
Ha eMIIpUYHUX J0Ka3aX, BiH OLIbIlle TOBOPUTH y MPUHIIAII — MOXKJIHBO,
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gepe3 IMEepPeKOHAHHs, IO caMa MOBa MOXKe OyTH IHCTpyMeHTaJi30BaHa,
HaBITh IHCTPYMEHTAJII30BAHA HA CAMOMy 0A30BOMY DiBHI, — IPO TEOPIiO,
KA TAKOXK OyJia BUCYHYTa B IHIUX KOJIAX.

Honnep: 3BicHO, 1 Maxoowc Tymaio, MO MOBa — IHCTpyMeHTabHa. BoHa
HE NPOocmo IHCTPYMEHTAIBHA, & cymo iHCTpyMeHTasbHA. [HaKIe Kaxy4n,
HeMa€ CyMHIBYy B ToMmy akTi, mo Teopii iHcTpymeHTasnbHi. IIpobiema
iHCTpyMeHTaIi3My IPOTH HOH-iHCTPYMEHTAJI3MYy IIOJIATAE€ HE B TOMY, YU
€ Teopil IHCTpYMEHTAIbHUMH, a B TOMY, YU € BOHH MIAbKY IHCTPpyMEH-
TaJbHUMU Ta HiduM iHmwuM. ToMy s 6 mOroguBcs TyT 3 IHCTPYMEHTAJIbHAM
XapaKkTepoM Teopiit, ajie s1 6 cKa3aB, 0 BOHU TAKOXK € YUMOCH IHITIM. €
YTOYHIOKYI IIUTAHHSA !

Sanumyeay 5: ¢ xoTiB 3ajaTH iHIE TUTAHHSI — MOXKJIMBO, 3aHAJTO TPU-
BiasibHe. 4 xouy 3amnuTarH, Ha Iiif cxeMi, sk 6u Bu onmcanu B3aeMosiio
WX TPhOX PIBHIB y PoOOTI KBaJIihiKOBAHOIO JKapsl, AKWil JIarHOCTYE
pobitemy?

Ilonnep: HacopaBai 3aBTpa Ha ceMmiHap Ipuije Ipyna JikKapiB, Tak IO,
MOKJIUBO, MU 3MOYKEMO OOIrOBOPHUTH Ie TaM. AJjie Tak 4i iHAKIIe, Y THOMY
BUIIQJIKY 3arajioM 3pO3yMiJIo, 10 MaliCTEPHICTD JIiKaps 3HAYHOIO Mipoio €
cIpaBoIo cBiTy 3. MaiizKke MOBHICTIO, 0COOJIUBO B JIIarHOCTHUIIL. X04a Xipypr,
HAIPUKJIAJI, BOJIOJIE MM TAKOXK Yy MaliCTEPHOCTI CBOIX HAJIBI[B — TaK Ou
MOBUTH, HA KIHUYUKAX MAJbIIB — 1 X09a JIarHOCTHKa MOXKE CTaTH B JIETKUX
JIKApiB HABITH YACTKOBO HECBiZOMOIO i Maiizke IHCTMHKTUBHOIO. ¢ 3HAIO,
Mo € JesKi JiKapi, dKi, 3aXoad9d B MajaTy, MOXKYTb, TaK OM MOBUTH,
«BlAUyTH 3amaxs JiarHosy. Y HHUX € SKeChb BiI4yTTsi 11boro. Ajie e He
Tak BaxkKuBO. HacmpaBnii BaXJIMBUM € Te, IO JIArHOCTUKA — IIe MaiizKe
noBHicTIO MaficrepHa crnpasa cupod 1 mommiok (skilled trial-and-error
affair). Imakme kaxy4u, ne cupasa crupo® i IIOMUJIOK, IO 3AIHCHIOETHCS
CHCTEMATUIHO — HACKLIBKU 6arato poOssaTh CIpod i MOMUJIOK; JAJIEKO He
BCi BOHM BUIIQIKOBI — 3Ti/IHO 3 TIJIAHOM, SIKWAH caM 10 coDi pO3BUHYBCS 3i
crpob i momuiok. JIikap 3aCBOIOE CBOTO POy MPOrpaMy MUTAHD, STKi TOTPi-
6HO mocraBuTu. HeobxigHo 3amaTn KijbKa JIyKe 3arajJibHUX MUTAHb OO0
BiKy TOINO, & MOTIM KiJTbKa KOHKPETHUX MHUTAHb MPO Te, J€ BiAIyBaETHCH
Oi7Tb 1 10 He TaK 3 MAIIEHTOM, 1 Tak JaJi. | 3a MeBHOIO CXeMOIo JIesKi pedi
BHUKJIIOYAIOTHCS. ['0JIOBHIM YHMHOM Ii€ IUTAHHS II0/I0 YCYHEHHS IIOMUJIOK —
CUCTEMATUIHOTO METOMY YCYHEHHS TIOMUJIOK, SKOMY HABYAIOTHLCA 13 KHUT
Yy y KJHIM. 3a JOIOMOrOK CHCTEMATHYHOTO METOJY CIPOO 1 MOMUJIOK
Ta CIEIMIaJbHOrO CUCTEMATHIHOTO METOJIy YCYHEHHS MOMUJIOK BiH TOTIM
MIPUXOAUTHh S0 HEBEJHMKOl KLIBKOCTI MOXKIuBocTeil. I 3 mhboro MomeHTy
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poIIec, K MPaBUJIO, 3HOBY 3BOJIUTHCS JIO YCYHEHHS OJTHI€T MOXKITUBOCTI 38
IHIIOO 3 HEBEJIMKOI KIJIBKOCTI, CKaXKiMO, Yepe3 aHaJIi3 KPOBi, uu 1o O 1ie He
Oyno. A Toxi 3ajmiraeTbes aiaraos. Tak ock, 3BiCHO, yce 1ie nepeabadae,
mo iziosoria sroguHT JOCUTL IpocTa. [HAKINE KaKyt'd, sIKIMO BOHA HE
€ TaKOIO TIPOCTOI0, K OYIKYBaJIOCd, TO JIIarHOCTUKA Oy/e MOMUIKOBOIO —
o Moxe Tpanutucs. [Ipornec npubaun3no Takuii. ¥ 1bOMY MPOIEC] JesiKi
3 METOJIB YCYHEHHs CaMi 10 CODi CTaloTh MaiiKe JUCIO3UIIHHUME, SKIIO
BOHH 9acTO 3acTOCOByBasncs. OHaK, TiIbKU CBIT 3 MPU3BIB O TOTO, IO
piu craja aucno3uniiiHoio, To6To CBiT 3 pa3oM i3 TpenyBaHHsAM (routine),
K 13 BEJIOCUIIEIOM.

IHepexaad 3 amneniticokoi Baacosa Huxumu, Ilenuyanv Mapii, Atizenbepe
Baunepii 3a nayx. ped. O.€. Onigpep ma O.I1. Hanagdidinoi.

Haditiwna do pedaruyii 21 aunmnsa 2022 p.
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Oaekcanap Tsarmo

Amnorauisi. Indopmarniiina BifiHa IpyHTYyETBCsSI Ha Pi3HOrO POy MaTepiaJbHUX
SBUILAX | CTAaBUTH 3a METY B MEBHUN CrOCi6 BIJIMHYTH Ha MaTepiajbHUil
cBit. OJHaK BOHA BKJIIOYAE i He MeHII HEOOXiIHYy Ta BarKJIUBY — iJleaJibHY —
CKJIAJIOBY, 110 BKOPiHEHa y IMCHUXIII OKpPEMHX JIIOJEl, JIIOAChbKHUX CHIJIbHOT i
3a3BUYaill BiIoOParkKy€ThCsl HA30BHI, CIPUIMAETHCS, BUKJIMKAETHCS 10 XKUTTSI Ta
OpPraHi30BY€ETHCs Yepe3 3aCTOCYBaHHSI MOBH, BidyaJsizariiro Tomo. Most po3sBigka
npucBsiYeHa Joriko-dinocodcbkoMy aHai3y came i€l cKiaagoBol indopMmariii-
HOI BiliHHU.

Couiasbui Mepexki it esekrponni 3MI, mmpme — Internet, croronui BusiBJIsI-
IOTBbCS YM He HaNBarkKJ/IMBIIIMM I[IOJIEM BeJEHHs iJleaJibHOI CKJI1a10BOl iHOP-
manifinol Bilinu. Benuky indopwmaniiiny nebGesneky B Internet cranoBIATH
npodeciitui Tposi Ta 60T, opranizoBani y «dabpuru Tpois», «6orodepmus.
IX rosoBHHH NPOLYKT — MAaCOBEe MOLIMPEHHS 3aMOBHOI (ne3)indopmanii. dis
bOI'O IIPOJIYKYETHCSI MHOXKHUHA BUIAIAHUX «iCTOT» — «BificbKO iHdOpManiiHux
JISITIBOK-COJIIATIB» 13 MEBHUMU iMeHaM# Ta HPOMIIsiMU B COLIAJIBHUX MEPEXKaxX.
Tpamuniiino my6uikalist mig ICEBJOHIMOM € BUIIPABAAHUM YU HaBITh 3aKOHHUM
3acob6oM yb6e3nedeHHs KUTTs, IHIIUX npas aBropa. Curyanis HabyBae HOBOroO
3arpo3JIMBOrO XapaKTepy, KOJIM JIIOJChKa aKTHBHICTH MAacCOBO II€PEMIilIyeThCs
B KibGeprpocrTip, i me it 3a ymoB indopmarniitnol Biitnu. TyT BuKOpuUCTaHHS
nceBAoHIMIB 3abe3nedye He TiIbKM AHOHIMHICTB, a i MacoBe NPOJIYKYBaHHS
TpoJisIMU Ta 6oTamMu «iHGOPMANIHHUX JISJIIBOK-COJIAATIBY.

VY posBiani BuABJIeH] AesKi esleMeHTapHi ciocobu inenTudikarlil Tposis. Pazom
i3 dakTUeKiHrOM BOHH KOPDUCHI B ybesnedeHH] BiJ 3/10sKicHuX iHMOpManiiHux
BILIMBIB, ajie He 3aBkau jgocrarHi. lle crocyerbcs BunaKiB, KoJu, 30Kpema,
po3HOIMK Je3indopMarliil, HAMararYUCh YHUKHYTH sIBHOT'O OOMaHYy, BJAE€THCS
10 joriuaux xurpoutiB. TyT He obiliTucs: 6e3 3HAHHS XO4Y GU OCHOB JIONIKH Ta,
BMIHHSI KDUTHUYHOrO MucJseHHsi. [le BuMarae nocujeHHs: i OHOBJIEHHSI MAacCOBOI'O
BUKJIQJAHHS [UX JAUCLHUILIIH y IIKOJIaX 1 BUIIAX.

ITinkpecneno, mo JieBa HalljOHAJIbHA CUCTEMa BEJAEHHs 1/1eajibHOI CKJIa10BOT
indopmaniiinol BiliHM Mae moeaHyBaTH BianosimHi rpynu daxibBuis i3 KoMite-
TEHTHHUX JIePXKaBHUX CTPYKTYP, ClieliajizoBanuil mepcoHaa menia, npodinabai
rpoMaJchbKi opranisarnii, indopmaniinux BosionTepis. Ta B imeasi KoxkeH Mae
6yTu HaBueHHil HajaBaTH cOOi cam 6Gozjail EPBUHHY JOIIOMOrIY IPOTH Je3iH-
dopmarii.

Kuaro4yoBi ciooBa: indopmarliiiina BiliHa, izeajnbHa cKjagoBa iHdopMaliinol
BiliHM, IHTEpHET, TPOJb, iTeHTudIKaIiag Tpojs, «indopMalliiiHa JIsSJIbKa-COJI-
JlaT», JIOrika, KPUTUYHE MUCJIEHHS.

AKTyasbHI IpobJIeMH [y XOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanb / Pesa.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpuswuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 173-189.



174 Inopmariiina Bifina: aHaaiz ¢peHoMmeHa

Vce 6isbina YacTUHA JIOJACTBA JOJIYYAE€THCH JI0 CIIOCOOY KUTTS, Y
sgkoMy irdopmariis Habysa craTycy 6a30B0l MIHHOCTI. AOH MEPEKOHATUCS
B I[bOMY HAaBiTHb 0€3 IIMOOKOILYMHUX CTYAi#l, JOCTATHBO IOJUBUTHUCH HA
crimcok 10 maitbararmux ceoromai Jrozeit ity [1]. B. Teiite i C. Bamvep
(Microsoft), JI. ITeitizx i C.Bpin (Google), a takox JI. Exicon (Oracle)
Ge3mocepeIHLO TIOB’s3aHl 3 3a0e3eYeHHsIM Cy9acHOI'O OIepyBaHHS YN
cnoxkuBanns indopmanii. I. Mack (Tesla, SpaceX), Ix. Besoc (Amazon)
qu B. Bader (Berkshire Hathaway) yoco6oors He Bunobysanus nadbru
Ta ra3y M BUPOOHUIITBO YaBYHY Ta CTAJIi, 8 HOBITHIO 3HAHHEBY €KOHOMIKY,
CYTTE€BO I'DYHTOBAHY Ha HPOJYKyBaHHI, PO3MOBCIO/?)KEHHI, BUKOPUCTAHHI
YU CIIOXKUBaHHI iH(pOpMAIlil i 3HAHbD.

Tpusauit 4ac B OCMUCIEHHI HasSBHOI CATYaIIil HATOJI0C POOUBCS Ha, TaK
Om MOBUTH, «CBiTJIOMY OoI1i cuny indopmariii, indopMaIiffHuX TEXHOJIO-
riti. Maiizke BCi TpakTUIHO 6€33aCTEPEKHO PAJILIN, IO IM BUIAJIO YKUTU
y 3pOCTai0voMy Ha OYaxX MaiizKe HeOOMEXKEHHMH TEeMIIAMH BCECBITHHOMY
indopmariitaomy cepenoBuii. [Ipasma, e y 2005 pomni y BceeciThiit mo-
nosini FOHECKO «/lo crijyibHOT 3HaHb» 0yJI0 HATOJIOMIEHO, 0 PO3BUTOK
100 TBHOTO 1H(OPMAITIHHOTO CYCIJILCTBA B HANPSIMKY CIIJIBHOT 3HAHD
HE TIIBKHU JI03BOJIFE€ 3HAYHO 30LIbIMMTH 00csArn pocTynHol iHdopmartil
Ta IIBUJKICTH OIEPYBAHHS HEIO, a i IPUMYIILYE KOHCHY A00UHY SMIMU
BIADHO OPIEHMYBAMUCA Y 30ATMHOMY NOZAURYMU i1 NOMOUL THPHOPMALLT,
PO3BUBAMU KOLHIMUBHL BMIHHA MA BMIHHA KPUMUYHO20 MUCAEHHA 3
mum, abu 8I0PIBHAMU <KOPUCHY» THPOPMAUTIO 610 «n036aBAEHOT KOpUCTIL>
[2, ¢.19]. Ane Toxni «remunit Gik cum» iHdopMmanii i MOB’A3aHUX 3 HEO
TEXHOJIOTifl OyB TILIBKM M’IKO O3HAYeHWi BiJIIOBIIHO, BOYEBH/Ib, IX IIIe
He 30BCIM J103piiiit moTy3i i JocTaTHBO ycBimomstewiit Hebesmeri. Cboro-
IHI K M SKOTO HAraJlyBaHHsI PO HEOOXITHICTh «TPUMATHCS Ha ILIABY»
Yy BCENOIIMHAIOYOMY OKeaHi imdopmariii, JarigHoro 3acTepeKeHHs o0
MapHOTPATHOI'O CIIOXKMBAHHS HOTO <«I1030aBJIEHOI0 KOPUCTi» BMICTY BIKe
a0COJIIOTHO HEJIOCTATHBO. JaCTO-T'YCTO BMICT ITHOI'0 OKEAHY BUSBJISIETHCS HE
JiiIe «1o30aBJIeHNM KOPHCTi», & it OTpyIHIM, CMEPTEIHbHO HeOEe3IETHIM.
Tomy He MoxkHA 00ifiTHCH 63 YKOPCTKO PEATICTHIHOIO — HANIIMPIIOTO Ta
CUCTEMATUYIHOTO — BUBYEHHS Ta PO3 SICHEHHsI 3arpo3u Macu (paTabHUX
«OepMyYJICHKAX TPUKYTHHUKIBY — XUTPO NPUXOBAHOI XWOHM, MAalCTEPHO Op-
ranizoBanoi OpexHi, micindopmanii Ta ge3irdopmariii, IO TOCTABIAETHC
BCECBITHI#l ayauTopii 3arajioM, TPaKTUIHO KOXKHIfl JIOKAJIbHIN CHIIHHOTI
Ta HOPMAJIbHIN JIIOJWHI 9K TPAIUNIHHUMU Mac-MeJlia, Tak i HOBITHIMHU CO-
MAJIBHUME MepexKaMu, TejierpaM-kanajgamu Tomro. OIHIE0 3 aKTya bHIX
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KOHKpEeTH3alliil i€l 3arpo3u € (eHoMmeH iH(OopMaIiiiHol BOEHHOI aKTHB-
Hocri, abo, ckopoueno, indopmaniitnol Bifinu (information warfare) — ax
CaMOCTIHOI aKTUBHOCTI 38 TEePEeBaXKHO «MUPHUX JaciB», TaK i HEBix eMHOT
CKJIQJIOBO1 «Tapsdoi» TiOpuaHol BiliHM.

Y pociificbKo-yKpalHChbKUX BijHOCHMHAX iH(OpMAaIiiiiHa BifiHa »KeBpina
npakTuyaHo 3 dacy posnainy CPCP Tta yrBopenHs He3a/eKHOT 1 CyBepeHHOT
VKpailu, CyTTEBO MiICAIUBINNACH 13 PO3TOPTAHHSM BigKpuTOl TiOpmIHOL
arpecil pocificekoi mepxkasu uHa modarky 2014 poky. CroproBami TyT
3arpo3u Ta PeaIbHY IIKOJY IIJIKOM HiATBEP/ZKY€E, HAIPHUKIAI, hparMeHT
3Bepuenns [Ipesuaenta Ykpaiau 16 gunms 2022 poky, B SKOMY 3rajlaHuit
deiik mpo HIOWTO MaCcOBaHWIT POCIICHKUIl pakeTHWil yiaap 10 YKpalHi.
B. 3enencokuil mijkpecaus, Mo makum “YUHOM 60P02 HAMAZAEMbCA 00-
NOSHUMU PAKEMHUT Ma apmuaepilicokul mepop npomu Ykpainu we
THPopmayitnum mepopom. 3PenIToro BiH y3araJbHUB CUTYAIIO TaK.

Inoni indopmariiiina 36post Moxke 3pobuTH HGisblle, HiXK 30posi 3BUUAHA.
OueBngHo, MO Oyab-aKUMU pakeramu i apruiepiero Pocil me Bmacrbesa
3JIaMaTH Hally €QHiCTh 1 36uTn Hac 31 cBoel goporu. I Tak camo odeBu-
OHUM Ma€ OyTH i Te, 10 YKPAIHCBKY E€JHICTbL HE 3JIAaMATH OPEXHEIO Ui
3ansKyBaHHaAM, dbefikamu un Teopismu 3mosu [3]1.

Ak ke 3abesneunTn eeKTUBHY peasi3allifo I[bOro iMIIepaTuBy !
11

Posrstny nasti crucii, ajte jgocrarHi Jist i€l PO3BiAKM, pO3’sICHEHHSI
denomeny indopmariitaol Biitnu, posmimeni wa odinitnomy caitri HATO

14].

Indopmariiiina BifiHa — e HisIBHICTD, 3AiHCHIOBaHA 3a/JIsl JIOCATHEHHSI
indopMmariitHol mepeBaru HaJi BOoporoM. Bona mossirae, 3 ogHOro OGOKY,
Y KOHTPOJII BJIACHOrO iH(MOPMAIIHHOIO MPOCTOPY, y 3aXUCTI JOCTYILYy IO
BJIaCcHOI iH(opMallil, a 3 IHIIIOro — B OJIePXKAaHHI Ta BUKOPUCTaHHI iHdOopMa-
nil cynpoTuBHUKA, ¥ 3HHUIIEHHI foro indopMariiinux cucreM i mopyureHHi
iHdOopMaIifHIX TOTOKIB.

V mpomy dparmenTi sicHo BuisieHi aBa 6oku indopmariiiinol BiiHu: AK
Oy/ib-siKa, TUIIOBA BiffHA 38151 JOCSTHEHHsI [T€PEBArd, 3PEIITO0 ePEMOTH,
BOHAa Iepeabadae 3aXucT, yoe3medeHHsl CBOINO Ta MOPYIIEHHsI, pYHHYBaHHSI
91 3aXOILJIEHHST BOPOXKOTO.

1 @akruekinr BusiBisie, MmO 16 JUIHS POCISHM CIIpaBIi 3aBaJi PAKETHOIO YIApPY
no Ykpaini 3 paiiony Kachiiicbkkoro mopsi, 3afisiBiiu crpareriadi 6omMbap/1yBalbHUKI
Ty-95MC. Ane 6yno Bumnyieno jauine 6 paker, a He 40. Ykpaiaceka 1110 36uia 4 3 6
paker, ABi pakeTu BJIYyYWJH B ClJIbCHKOIOCIOAAPCHKE IIPUEMCTBO Ha epKaluHi.
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BaksimBum mosiem  imdopmaniiinol BidiHm cporogui € kibepmpoctip i
nos’si3ana 3 HuM cdepa HoBux TexHosoriit. Kibepsiiina (cyberwar
activities) moxke mosisiraTm B KibGeparakax, py#HyBaHHI iHMOpMAIifHIX
CHCTeM CYIIPOTHBHHUKA, ajle TAKOXK 1 ¥y TaK 3BAHHUX COIiaJIbHUX KibepaTakax,
CTBOPIOIOYH y CBiJIOMOCTI JIIOJIe# IIeBHY KapTUHY CBITY, III0 BiJIOBi1ae TUM
nisnsM indopmariiinol BiffHE, sIKy BeJe II€BHa KpaiHa.

Indopwmariiiina Bifina, gk i Oyab-sKa 3HAYYINA JIOJCHKA aKTHUBHICTD,
3JIIACHIOETHCST Ha MIEPETUHI JBOX (PyHIAMEHTAJbHUX peasibHOCTel — MaTe-
piajbHOI il imeasibHOI. Y MaTepiaJbHOMY CBITI BOHA IOB’SI3aHA 13 3aXMCTOM
91 HAmaJA0M Ha iHdopMarioo, TodHine — Ha 11 MaTepiaabHi HOCIT 9 mpo-
1ecu HaKOMUYIEHHs, 30epeKeH s, mepeaaBanns i T. in. Ta xo4a moBHOIIHHA
indopwmariifina BiitHa He MOXKe iICHYBATH, HE TPYHTYIOUNCH Ha PIZHOTO POJIY
MaTepiaJIbHUX SBUINAX 1 HE CTaBJISAYN 33 METY B IE€BHUI CIIOCIO BILIUHYTHU
Ha MaTepiaJbHUil CBIT, BOHA BKJIIOUAE i HE MEHII HEOOXITHY Ta BaXKJIUBY
ileaTbHy CKJIAJI0BY, IO BKOPIHEHA y IICHUXIMI OKPEMUX JIIOJAEH, JIIOICHhKIAX
CHIJIBHOT 1 3a3BUYail BimoOParXKy€eThbCst HA30BHI, CIPUIMAETHCS, BUKIUKAE-
ThCS JI0 XKUTTS I OPraHi30ByEThCS Yepe3 3aCTOCYBAaHHs MOBH, Bi3yaJli3alliio
Tomo. Bbe3 moTpibHOro pe3y/abTAaTUBHOTO BILIMBY HA JIIOJACHKI ITHHOCTI,
CBITOTVISAT, yCTaJIEHI METOM MUCJICHHSI U aJITOPUTMU CIIJIKYBAaHHS HABITH
JOCSTHEHHSI SIKHXOCh MaTepiaJlbHUX BOEHHUX ILIel He Oyle, y 3arajJbHOMY
BUIIAKY, aHi e(beKTHUBHAM, aHi OCTATOTHIM?.

Most po3BizKa 3a MeTy Ma€ aHaJi3 came i€l — igeanabHOl — CKIa 0BOT
indopmMmariitHol BiffHH, IO Mi/IA€THCS BUPAXKEHHIO B TEPMiHAX JIOTIKH Ta
KPUTUIHOI'O MUCJIEHHSI. BOJIHOYAC BaXK/IMBICTh OCOOIMBUX CYTO IICHXOJIOT-
YHUX YU {HINIAX aCHEKTiB aHAJI30BAHOTO (DEHOMEHA BU3HAETHCSI, aJie BOHU
3aJIUIIEH] 11038 PO3IVISIIOM.

IaTepHET IOCKITIOE Ta PO3IIMPIOE MOYKJINBOCTI OIEPKAHHS JAHUX, 3aXUCTY
494 3HUINEHHs iHdopMalIlil, a TAKOXK IOJIETIILYE BIJIUB SIK HA IPOMA/IsH II€B-
HOI KpalHH, TaK i Ha Mi>KHapPOZHI CIIILHOTH. 3 OIVIsIAy Ha IIBUAKICTH KOMY-
HiKanil, IIPOKe OXOIJIEHHS Ta HU3bKY BapTICThb 3axoaiB (z1e3)indopmarii,
BUpIIIAJIbHY POJb TYT Bimirpaiors comjanbui mepexi. Caiitu comiaabHIX
MepeX € TAKOXK I[IHHUM JIPKEPEJIOM BiJJOMOCTEN PO IiJILOBI IPYIH, Ha K1

2V TakoMy 3B’A3KYy BapTO 3BEPHYTH yBary Ha MipKyBaHHsS 3HAHOTO DOCIHCHKOTO
Teoperura riopuauol Bifinu O.O.Baproma, omybiikoBane B IEHTPaJIbHOMY KypHAJI
pociiicbkoro MinicrepcrBa oboponu: «B rubpuaHoil BOWHE HA POJIb KJIIOYEBBIX (DAKTO-
POB, OIPEIEISIIONINX PEBOIIOIMOHHBIE M3MEHEHHsI B (POpPMaxX U METOHAX KOHMIIMKTA
1 dOopMHPOBaHHE €ro HOBOI'O KadeCTBAa, BBIIBHHYJINCH IJIO0AJIM3AlUA H DPa3BUTUE
UHOOPMAIINOHHO-KOMMYHUKAIIMOHHBIX TeXHOJIOrui... BoliHa CMBICJIOB coCTaBiIsIET
CepAIEeBUHY CTPATernd I'HOpPUJIHOI BOWHBI, IVIABHAA Ileb KOTOPOH 3aKJ/IIo4daeTcs B
0beCIIevIeHIN I0CIE€L0BATEILHOIO IIJIAHOMEPHOIO YCTAHOBJIEHUSI KOHTPOJISL HAaJ, BCEMU
CTOPOHAMH YKHM3HH T'OCYAAapCTBa — OObEKTa TMOPHIHON arpecCh, U MPEeXKJe BCEro Hall
MEHTa/INTETOM €ro HaceseHus» [5, c. 13].
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CcupaAMOBYIOTH (ne3)indopmManiitny aissbaicTh. Tunosi sacobu indopma-
miftnol BiitHM 4depe3 Internet macrymwi:

o DabpuKyu TPOJIiB — yrpyIyBaHHs, WIEHN SKHUX, TOOTO TPoJi, 31 BKa-
3aHOIO 3aMOBHHKOM METOIO PO3MilIyIoTh KoMeHTapi B Internet, Bu-
KOPHCTOBYIOYH 3a IUX OOCTaBUH HECIIPaBXKHi, oMaHauBl mpodini B
COIliaJIbBHUX MeperkKax.

e Boru —nporpamu, siKi aBTOMATHYHO HA/JICHJIAIOTh IIOBIIOMJIEHHS,
HAIIPUKJIA)I, ¥ BiAIOBiAb HA IOABY KJIIOYOBOI'O CJIOBA.

e deiikoBi HOBUHH, (eilKN — IOBIIOMJIEHHS, CIIPAMOBaHI Ha BBEJICHHS
B OMaHy KOPHCTyBadiB pisHOro poxmy mexia [4].

3i cKazaHOro 3pO3yMijIO, YOMY CaMe COIlaJibHI Mepexki i eJleKTpOHHI
3MI, rmmmpime — iHTepHeT, a 3araJioM — KibepIpocTip OCTaHHIM YacoM BH-
SABJISIETHCA YN He HAWBAXK/IUBIIAM IOJIEM BEJEHHS i1eaIbHOI CKJIa0BOL
indopmMariiitnol BiitHN, peaJbHO KOHKYPYIOUHN 3 iIe HeIaBHO BCEMOTYTHIM
«TeJsIeBi30poMy» (IUB., HAID., JaHi COLIOJOIIYHOrO JOCJIKEHHs, BUKOHA~
Horo Ilenrpom Pasymkosa B 2020 pori [6]).

CTOCOBHO HaBEJIEHOIO TIEPEeJIKYy THUIIOBUX <«iH(MOPMAIIHIX OOHOBUX
OIMHUIIb» 3ayBaxKy HACTYIHe. X04a BJIOCKOHAJEHHS MTYYHOTO IHTEJIEKTY
BXKE JIO3BOJISIE 3aMIHATH HUM Yy HECKJIAQJHUX CHTYAIisSX JIOJCHKI iCTO-
TH, OJHAK V BITYMIHsAHIN Tpaaniil 60TaMyu iHKOJW HA3WBAIOTHL HE TiLIHKU
cIieniajibHi mporpaMu, aje i Jojeit, 3a (PYHKIISIMU CXOKUX HA TPOJIB:
i3 IIBOrO MOIJIsily TOKA30BUM € BifoMmwuii B YKpalHi (DinbM-posciiiiyBa-
g «f—6or» [7] (mus. Takoxk: [8]). Buacme Tpousi TYT Bigpi3HAIOTHCS
CKOpiIlle OJTHO3HAYHO HETaTUBHOIO CIPSIMOBAHICTIO CBOEl aKTUBHOCTI; IIE,
Tak OM MOBWTH, SIBHO <ITOTAHi XJIOMII» — CBigoMi OpexyHu, ITpOBOKATOPH
i T.in. TpanagoTbes TpOJTi-0AMHAKYA, TPOJI-TIO0UTETi, ajie Pery/asipHiInTy
Ta HabaraTo OLIBIN KOHIIEHTPOBaHy iH(MOpMAaIliiiHy HeOe3IIeKy CTBOPIOIOTH
npodeciitai Tposti Ta 6oTn. BoHN € KIHIEBUMI BUKOHABISIMUA B YMCEIHLHAX
Hobpe OpraHi3oBaHUX YTPYIYBaHHIX — «pabpuKax TPOJiB», «boTodep-
Maxy» — 31 3HaYHUM (piHAHCYBAHHAM 3 OOKY PISHOMaHITHUX 3aMOBHUKIB,
30KpeMa MOJITUYHUX Ui JIePKABHUX CTPYKTYPS. IX rOIOBHUIT IIPOLYKT —
MacoBe TIOITUPEHHsT 3aMOBHOI iHdopwMmarii um mezindopwmarii, defikis i

3 «Facebook sassane, wo 3 2017 poky 6in suasus kamnawii 3 Oesingopmauii 6
binvw wiote 50 kpainax. 3eim nidcymosye 150 onepauiti 3 desingopmayii. B uisomy,
3210H0 3 aHanaizom, Pocis 6yasa HAUOIADWUM NOCTNAYAALHUKOM 0e3iHdopmayii: 3a
wyomupu poku mam eussuau 27 onepauiti 3 enausy. 3 wur 15 6yau nos’ssani 3
poamawosarum 6 Canwm-Ilemepbypai Azermcemeom inmeprnem-docaiodicens (IRA)
abo THWUMU 0P2aHI3aULAMU, M08 a3anumyu 3 €ezenom IIpuzodcurum, pPoCitiCLRUM
onteaprom, wo micHo nos’azanull 3 mpedudenmom Pocii Boaodumupom Ilyminum.
Ile womupu pociticoki mepesrct 6Yau no6’A3aHI 3 KPEMAIBCOKUMU CNEUCAYHCOaMU, O
we 06i — 3 catimamu pociticokur 3MI» [9]. Ilporarom ocraHHIX POKIB pO3risLyBaHa
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MAaHIMYJIITUBHAX MECE/KIB, JIJIsT Y0r0 CTBOPIOETHCSI MHOYKWHA BUTIAHUX
«icTOTY — «BificbKO iHMOPMAIIITHIX JSTHOK-COJIIATIBY 13 MEeBHUMU iMeHa-
MU Ta TPOMLIAMI B COIMAIBHAX MEPEKAX.

YacTKa Ta BIUIB TPOJiB i 60TiB y cmiskysammi B Internet spocrae?.
Iukonu 1e coinkyBaHHs YU He OyKBaJbHO TEPETBOPIOETLCS Ha «BiliHY
00TiB 1 TPOJIiBY», Jie MUPOCEPIl JIIOJCHKI iICTOTH ONMUHSIIOTHCS B MEHIIIOCTI.
PosrisHy Ta MpoKOMEHTYIO B TAKOMY 3B’si3Ky MTOKA30BUIl IPUKJIAJ,.

Taxk, 27 wepBus 2022 poKy «YKpaiHCbKa IpaBiay OIMyOJiKyBaJja HOBHU-
HY 100 3arudesii BHACJIIOK POCificbKoro obcTpiny Mmemkanmis Jlucuaan-
cbka [13]. I3 16 komeHTapiB i KOMEHTApIB 10 KOMeHTapiB 8 0[pasy BUKJIU-
KalOTh CYMHIB, OCKLJIBKYM peaJjibHI aBTOPH 9M 1X «iH(MOPMAIiHI JISJIBKU-
COJIIATHA» MAIOTh YUCTI aBATAPKH, TOOTO MPATHYTh aHOHIMHOCTI.

Kpim Toro, «icroru» 3 imenamu «Cranicias Ykp», «Amansau Axamnsgns
i me 1Bi MaroTh i abcosrorHO Uncti mpodini y Facebook. IToeamnamnms Bxe
JIBOX BKa3aHUX OOCTABUH J1030JIs1€, 3raJlyl0YN HaBeJeHY PaHille HATIBChKY
XapaKTEPUCTHUKY, i3 JIOCTOBIpHICTIO ieHTHdiKyBaTH iX K «iHMOpMAaILii-
HUX JISUTBOK» SIKUXOCh QHOHIMHUX TPOJIIB.

Ti, xTo imenyrorbesa «Oleksiy Shepotko», «Mukosia Berposs i 1mie qBoe,
TeXX MAalOTh YHCTI aBaTapku. Xoda B Ix mpodinax y Facebook masBmi
AKich MiHIMAJbHI BiZIOMOCTI, OJHAK 3aMaJio, & IX MPaBANBICTH BAKKO abo

cuTyallist HaOysla XapakTepy, TaK OM MOBUTH, MACOBOI i PeryssipHOI IOBCSKJIEHHOCTI.
Tax, B2ke 6€3 OyIb-sIKOrO HATAKY Ha CIOPIIPU3, 3HAXOAUMO y HOBimoMitenHi Bix 28 ceprms
2021 poky, mo CBY y Kuesi Bukpuium mnoryxkHy Gorodepmy, BOpOXKa IHTEpHET-
areHTypa BHKODHUCTOByBaja 11 mjas auckpenuTarnil YKpainum meper Mi>KHAPOIHOIO
cmisbHOTOW. | masi: «Sk 3a3Hawuau Yy mpec-cayocbi eidomcmea, 3a 3a80AHHAM
60T “Kypamopis” 3N08MUCHUKU NOWUPIOBAAU YePe3 COUMEDPEIHCT AGHMUYKPATHCHKT
2acaa ma desingopmayito wodo pedyavmamis nposederns “Kpumcvroi naamgpopmu’.
Ocrosha  0iAnbHICMb  3A08MUCHUKIE byaa  chokycosana na mepeotcar Facebook,
Instagram ma TikTok. Jlaa posanoscrodocenns sukpusaeHur @daxmis ma eideepmoi
desinopmauii 60HU aOMIHICMPYSaIU NOHAO 15 MucAdw GHOHIMHUT aKAYHMIS, a
ce6oi donucu nybaikysasu 610 imeni ‘“nepeciunux epomadan”> [10]. A 5 cepnus
2022 poky «YKpalHCbKa Ipapias nosigoMmunia: « Meta sudaauna 45 axaynmis “mponis”
y coytanvomiti wmepeoici Facebook i 1037 —e Instagram i npodosoicye baokysamu
izHi cnpobu moseprymuca [...] YV seimi xomnanii saswauaemovca, wo ui “mpoai”
npayosast wooHa “3 meseaukoro nepepeoro hwa 0610”7, a deaxi nybaikysasu i
NPopociticvKi, 1 MPOYKPAIHCOKL KoMenmapt 3 pidHuuero 6 Kiavka zeuaun. Meta
PO3NOUANA PO3CAIOYBAHHA NicAA NYOAIKAULL, AKa surpusae “Pabpury mpoais”, poboma
AKOT nybaiuHo Koopdunysanacs weped meaezpam-karan “Kibep ¢dpoum Z7. YV xooi
poacaidysarnsa Meta susasuaa cnpobu “sacnamumu’” nocmu 6 Instagram, Facebook,
TikTok, Twitter, YouTube, LinkedIn, “BKonwmaxmsi” ma “Odnoxaacruru” [11].

4 IIe riobanbue siBume. OcranmiM wacom HaGysla PO3TOJIOCY CKaHIAIbHA BiIMOBA
I. Macka xkynysaru Twitter gecy 3a 44 Minbspau gos1apiB, OCKIIBKHU L IOIyJIsIDHA Yy
BCbOMY CBiTi colMeperka, sIK MiJ03PIOI0ThL, Mae He MeHie 5% daabmmpux, abo craM-
KopHCTyBadiB moaHs [12].
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Cranucnae Ykp
Be He Mag 4oMY AWBYBATUCH, TBAPIOKK 0 MO3TY KICTOK .

Moanauka «MopobasTbcan o 29 - 5 Tk

Oleksiy Shepotko
Ta He npocuTh Tpeba eBakyloBaTUCh. A NPUMYCOBO eBaKyioBaTH Aiter. [lo Noaen He ainge noku
BacHa xara He novHe ropitu. MosbasnATh G6aTbkis GaTbKiBCHKMX NPaB, AKLLIO BOHW MOXYTb ane He
XOYYTb eBaKyloBaTH BacHux aited. Lie GessignosigantHe i cycninbHo HebeaneyHe cTaBneHeHHA
GatbkiB. CBoet0 6e3qiero BOHW HapaXaroTb AiTeit Ha Hebeaneky. [lepasa Mae BTPYTUTUCH.
MepenasaTv Takux AiTei opraHam oniky | eBakyioBaTi HerainHo. Baarani 3 nMTaHHA NpUMycoBol
eBaKyallil AiTel 3 NpUKOpAOHHKX | NpudpoHTOBKX 30H BepxoeHa Paaa mae 3MmiHu fo
3aKOHOAABCTBA NPUAHATH, @ 3eNeHCBKUIA Lji 3MIHM iHILIBaTH. ¥ BOEHHUIA Yac NOTPIBHO 4O3BONUTH
NpUMYCOBY eBaKyallito [iTeid 3 NiHil (bpoHTY AepaaHiumn opraHamu 6e3 ycsikoi Gropokparil i pilexb
cyay.

Moanayka «MopobaeTboA» o 43 - 5 Tx. - Bigpenaro

Mwkona Betpos

i kyaun M Kpallie 1xaTi? MopaabTe, AKLWO MoXeTe.
MNoakauka «MNopoGaetecsiy - @ 5 - 5 T

AMaHAH AkansH

[a, fa, Moxe po3CTpiNn XTO HEX04e EBAKYNOBYBATUCL?

MNoaHauka «MopoBaeTbeA» O 2-5

B3araJi HEMOXKJIMBO IEPEBIPUTH IMOHaiiMeHIIe 663 CHelliaJbHUX 3HaHb 1
BUTPAT YaCy, Ha IO THUIOBWI YNTAaY HOBUH HABPsJ YN HAJAINITOBAHMUIA.
ToxK, i3 BHCOKHM CTyIIEHEM WMOBIPHOCTI, SIKHU 3HAE€THCI JTOCTATHIM 3
OTJIsITy Ha PiBEHb KOMEHTAPIB y HOMYISpHOMY ejieKTporHoMy 3MI, moxkHa
CTBEP/IKYBATH, IO 1€ TeK ab0 TPOJIi, abo 1X «JISTBKI».

Muxkona Be‘rpo{a © cootuicne
AmaHsH AkansiH [ 2 nossam. JEYTENEN
MGmowm  Vnpopuawna  Appwa  oro  Bnaco
e R S &
Kparkas unpopmauns Maxona 3akpbina ceofi npoduas —— —
O Myseia
dote e Her aocrynHuix nySmwkaui
Ny6ankaumn =5 onmorpy
Apyson Bee apysn Apyson

Her gocrynmbix ny6nukaumi

He morkHa He 0bavynTH, 110 B PO3IJIAHYTIH CUTyaIlil TPOJIii 06CTOIThH
CYTTEBO BiIMiHHI, HABITL HECYMICHI 3a CMUCJIOM IIO3UIIii: y TPUHITAII,
deHoMeH TPOJIsi, TPOIIHTA HE MAE AKOICh JE€PXKABHOI, MAPTIHHOT YU CTAIOL
BificbkoBOI TpuB’sa3ku. Ile HOBITHE BiATBOPEHHSA SIBUINA KOJUIITHIX JIAHI-
CKHEXTIB, IPOJIaYKHUX HAWMAHIIIB, [0 BOIOIOTH BUKJIFOYHO 3a I'POIIIi, TyT-i-
3apa3 Ha 0OIli TOro, XTo iX TyT-i-3apa3 yTpUMYE.

Bukopucranus 1ceBJoHIMIB y JiTepaTypi Un Mejia — JaJeKo He HOBE
suiie. Hanpukian, webararo xro uys mpo @.M. Apye, xoua Bosabrep
IIIPOKO Biommit ycroMy cBiToBi. BukopucroByBaTu mceBmonimu, my0Osti-
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KyBaTHucs 06e3 peasibHOI camoieHTHdIKaIl — e JaBHiil 3acib nmpuxoBaTu
CBO€ TOXOIPKEHHsI YW COIiajbHE CTAHOBUINE, YHUKHYTH yTHCKIB CBATOI
inkBizumil U1 cBiTCHKOI Baaan... ToXK, B icTOputHiil peTpocneKTnBi my0.ti-
Kallis iJ1 ICEBJIOHIMOM — YaCTO-I'yCTO 30BCIM HE MiJICTyIIHA MAaHIITYJIAIsS
un Opexus. | chorogni 1eit crocib 3axXuUCTy KUTTS, IHIMUX TPaB aBTOPA
BU3HAETHCsI 3aKOHHUM, He II0B’SI3aHUM HEOOXiHO 3 IparHeHHsSIM yBECTU B
omany. 30Kpema, y 1.5 cT. 25 unaHOrO 3akony Ykpainu «IIpo imdopma-
IiI0» BKA3aHO: « 2KYpHaricm Mae npago nowuposamu nid20moeseHi HuM
MAMEPIANY 3G BAACHUM NIONUCOM GO0 NI0 YMOSHUM TM AM>.

Curyariis HaOyBa€ HOBOIO 3arpO3JIMBOIO XAPAKTEPY, KOJM JIIOICHKA
AKTHBHICTH MaCOBO TIEPEMIIIYEThCs ¥ CTBOpIOBaHwmii eiekTponanMu 3MI an
COTAJIbHUMH MepexKaMu KibepipocTip i 1m1e it 3a yMOB iH(pOpMAIiitHOT Bili-
uu. TyT BUKOpUCTaHHS TICEBIOHIMIB, 1110 3a0e31e1ye He TiTbKU AaHOHIMHICTh
TPOJIiB 1 JIIO/Ei-00TiB, a i MacoBe NMPOAYKyBaHHS HUMU <«iH(MOPMAIITHIX
JISJIBOK-COJIAATIBY, JOCUTh JacTO € O3HAKOIO 3JI0SKICHUX BILIABIB. AHOHIM
i1 TICeBIOHIMAMM, TPOJIb TIH JIIOAUHA-O0T BUCTYIIAE TPAKTUIHO OE3Biamo-
BiTa/TbHIM JT2KepesIioM 9u PO3HOIITIKOM 3aMOBHOI Je3iHdopMmariii, OpexIuBol
IIpomaraH/ i, BUKOHABIIEM Pi3HOrO pOJy BOEHHUX iHMOpMAIiitHUX omepa-
il CynmpoOTUBHUKA. A 3ajIydeHHs IITYYHOIO IHTEJEKTY 3JaTHE YCYHYTH
dakTUIHO BCi CyTTEBI OOMEXKEHHS UMCEJbHOCTI «BifichbKa iHOpMAaIiitHIX
JISLITBOK-COJIIATIB».

Tomy, 3ITKHYBITUCH i3 TOBIOMJIEHHAM, KOMEHTAPEM «iCTOTH» 3 YUCTOIO
abo CyMHIBHOIO aBaTapKoOIO, i3 YUCTUM a0O0 TAKWM, IO BUMATAE YaCy Ta
crierniaabHUX 3HAHD JJIsI TIepeBipKu BMIiCTy mpodisiio B comiaabHiil Mepexi,
Mi/I03PLIMM — HAJITO TMPOCTUM, IMITYIHUM TOIIO — iM’saM, CJiT OyTH JIyKe
yBaKHUM, abu He OIMHUTHUCS IIiJ] BILINBOM BOPOXKOTO TpoJsi, 6ora. Ile,
3BUYAiHO, He y0esnednTh Bi TACTOK me3indopMmariil abCcoIoTHO, aJie
3MEHIIUTh MOXKJIUBICTh YBE/IEHHsSI B OMaHYy, 3PEIITOI0 — 3aI0/IisIHY IITKOLY.

IIpocTomymuo K cOpuitMaTH OIMKMCAHOTO AHOHIMA MiJ TICEeBIOHIMaMU
3a J00pPOYECHOrO CIiBYYACHUKA CIIJIKYBAHH:, OCIIXOM BiAIOBigaTHm Ha
MeceKi ftoro «irdopMaIifHuX JsSIbOK-COIIATIBY HABPS UM PO3YMHO.
HatowmicTh maftmepinoro peakiiieio TyT Mae OyTu sicHa myOJiivHa iIeHTH-
dikaris nux — 3a BUXIIHUM IPUITYIIEHHSIM, IIPE3YMIITUBHO — HEOE3IeTHIX
«icTOT» KibeprpocTopy.

I11

Cywrinanii ¢dakTUekiHr, BKa3aHi BUINE ejeMeHTapHI 3axoau ybesie-
YeHHsI BiZl HeMOOPOSKICHUX YW HABITH BOPOXKHUX 1H(MOPMAIITHIX BILINBIB
TpoJiiB 1 6OTIB € KopucHuUMH, aje He 3aBxkau pocrarHimu. lle crocyernes
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MHOXKWHU BUTAKIB, KOJIM, 30KPEMa, PO3HOIIUK Je3iHdopmariil, 6pexmBol
[IPOTIATAH/IN, HAMATAOYNCh YHUKHYTH 3aHAJTO BiBEPTOrO OOMAaHY, BIAaE-
ThCA JI0 JIOTIYHUX XUTPOIIIB, 3aMAaCKOBAHUX TACTOK.

YV marepiani I'pomasicekol mepexi «Omopay Big 18 mumas 2022 poky
[IpOaHAII30BaH] JIesdKi TPUKJIaIN ChOIOJEHHOI POCIHCHKOI IpOIaraHIu Ta
BKa3aHO, CEPEJI iHIOTO, TaKe.

|Bona| He BHramye Hi9Oro HOBOrO Ta BHKODHCTOBYE Ti caMi mpuitomu
nponaranau, mwo # Pagaacokuit Corosd. 3okpema, HIeTbCA PO TAKTUKY
mig HazBo “whataboutism”, cupsiMmoBaHy Ha JUCKDPEIUTAIIO OIOHEHTA
TBEP/PKEHHAM, II[0 TOW caM He /i€ BiamoBigHo ;10 cBo€l mosunii. [lpu
IBOMY IIE€PBiCHI apryMeHTH OIIOHEHTa He CIIPOCTOBYIOTb, a IX XMOHICTH
He JOBOAATH. 110 TAaKTHKY BHKOPHCTOBYIOTH [JIsI TOrO, 106 3ipBaTn
0BrOBOpEHHSI OJTHOI'O IMUTAaHHS, 3MYCHUBIIN 3aMiCTh HBOI'O OOrOBOPIOBATHU
irme [14].

Jasti HaBeeHUil KOHKPETHUIT BUOAIOK i3 OpudiHry 0/1i03HOT pedHHIl Po-
citicbkoro M3C.

Ornucane 30BCiM He aCOIUIOETHCS 3 AKTUBHICTIO AHOHIMHOTO TPOJIs,
JI0 TOrO K BMijo mimibpani dakTu MOXKYTb 1 He OyTm cami coboro Ope-
XJUBUMHU. XWUTPiCTh TyT iHIma, 11 0coOjauBUiI BapiaHT BigoMwuii HaBITH
He 3 paJsgHChKUX daciB, a me 3 icropil JJaBHBOrO CBiTY —Iie apryMmeHT
mo momuen (argumentum ad hominem), abo artaka ocobu. 3aramom s
XUTPICTH TIOJISITAE€ B TOPYIIEHH] 3araJibHOJIOTITHOrO 3aKOHY TOTOXKHOCTI,
y TOBHIN TifMiHI T€3U, KOJIM OIIHKA 3MICTy IEBHOT'O TBEPJKEHHS ITiIMi-
HIOETBCs OIIHKOIO sKOCTel cy6’ekTa (0cobu, CIIILHOTH, JEpKaBH 1 T.1H.),
AKNAN HOro apTUKyMoBaB 4du migrpumye. s aymuropii, mo obmexkeHa
BHUKOPHUCTAHHSM TLIBKH MPHUPOIHOrO 3J0POBOIO IJIy3/y, 0 TOIO XK ¥
HacuUeHi eMorisiMu arMocdepi 3a yMoBHU O6paky Yacy TOIO TAKOTO POJLY
XUTPOIIi JIOCUTH YACTO CIPAIBOBYIOTH. TOMy, MparHydm He MOTPAIIUTU
JI0 XUTPO PO3CTAaBJIEHUX 1H(MOPMAIHUX MACTOK BOPOTa, HE OMUHUTUCS
mig #oro MIKiAIUBUM BIIMBOM, HEe MOXKHA ODifiTHCs 6e3 3aCBOEHHS XOU
6M OCHOB HAyKHU JIOTIKM Ta BMIiHHS KpUTWIHOro Mmucienus. lle Bumarae
IIOCUJIEHHS Ta AKICHOT'O OHOBJIEHHS BUKJIAJIAHHS BIIIIOBITHUX JIUCITUILIIH Y
mkoJsiax i surmax [15, 16].

Bopora B indopwmariiitaiit BiifiHi, fK 1 y «rapsdiit» ribpunpniit BiitHi
3arajioM, He MOXKHA HEJOOIHIOBATU: BiH JOCUTH YACTO BUAB/ISETHCA HE
TITbKU 9UCIEHHUM 1 MACTYIHAM, & i PO3YMHHMM 1 TiAroTOBJIEHUM. ToMYy
I HaIll apceHaJsI HaJIEXKHOI 30pol MyCcHUTh OyTH MTOTY>KHUM, Pi3SHOMAaHITHUM
i roroBuM 10 6010, Ie OLIBIIOK MIpOIO 1€ CTOCYETHCsl 1, TaK OM MOBU-
TH, 0cOBOBOrO CKiasLy. Mloro HempHIyCTHMO OGMEKUTH TiTBKH TPYIIAMIT
GdaxiBIliB i3 pi3HOMAHITHUX IEPKABHUX CTPYKTYP, 30KpeMa 3 JleprkaBHOT
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caIy?K0W CcrenianbHOro 38’s13Ky 1 3axucry iHdopmarii Ykpaiuu [17], enrpy
nporumii gedindopmanii mpu PHBO Vkpainun tomo. Tyr me obifttucs
6e3 pobOTH CHEIaTI30BAHOT0 TIEPCOHATY CaMUX Meia, IO BXKe BUKOHYE,
HanpuKIaa, aaMminicrparisa Facebook, BimcTexxyioun Ta 6JIOKYIOUIM aKTHB-
HicTh TPOJIB 1 6OTIB. AJie 1 ILOrO 3aMaJio: JONLJIBHOK € y4acThb I'POMaJl-
CbKUX oprasizamiii Ha Kiraiar «learpy Memiapedopmus 3 dirarmancbkuM
mpoekToM «StopFakes, a Takok yKe MiATOTOBJIEHUX 3a CBOEKIO OCBITOIO
91 CaMOOCBITOIO 1 BHYTPIIIHRO BMOTHBOBAHUX iHMOPMAIIITHIX BOJOHTE-
piB. Hapernri, HaraJanpHOI0 3aIUINIAETHCI 3a/1a9a MeTia-0CBITH HAWIIIUPIIOL
aymuTopil cnioxkuBadis imdopwmarii. Ha medopmasbuoMy MiKHAPOIHOMY
pieHi nmm aktuBHO 3aiimaeTbess FOHECKO, Ha 3arajibHOyKpaiHCBKOMY,
HAIPUKJIaI, «AKajeMiss yKpalHCbKOI Ipecus», a Ha MICIEBOMY, Cepej| iH-
mux, omechbka «IIIkoJa MiciieBoro caMoBpaAAyBaHHsI». B imeasti — 3aBaskn
cuneprii dpopmaabHOl Ta HePOPMATHHOI OCBITH — KOXKEH TEeJIETJISIIat, Pa-
Jiocayxad, duTad HOBUH y ApykoBanmx 3MI um BinBigyBad comiajibHOT
Mepexki Mae OyTu HaBueHHUi HajaTh cobi cam OOall MEPBUHHY JIOIIOMOIY
poTu Je3iHdopMariil, TUIIOBUX XUTPOIMIB 1 MaHIITy IsIIii.

v

OcCHOBHI BUCHOBKH IIi€1 KOPOTKOI PO3BIJIKM HOJISITAIOTH ¥ HACTYITHOMY.

Cuia indopmariil, iHGOpPMAaIIiHIX TEXHOJONN Ma€ He TIJILKU <«CBi-
Tmity, a 1 BKpail Hebesnmeuynuii «remuuit 6ik». Bin 3pocrae Ta HabyBae
icroTHOI Barm 3aBAsKU iH(OpMAIifHill BOEHHIM aKTHBHOCTi, ab0O, CKOPO-
9eHo, iHdopMariiiiniii BiitHi — sIK CaMOCTIHOT aKTHBHOCTI 3a IMEPEBAXKHO
«MUPHHX YaCiB», TaK i HEBiL €MHOI CKJIAIOBOI «rapsadoi» TibpumaHol BiifHm.

Xova moBHOIIHHA iHdopMaliifHa BifiHa He MOXKe iCHyBaTH, HE TPYyH-
TYIOYUCh Ha PI3HOTO POy MaTepiaJibHUX SBUINAX 1 HE CTABJISYH 33 METY
B II€BHUII CIOCIO BIUIMHYTHU HA MAaTepiaJbHUI CBIT, OJIHAK BOHA Mag€ i He
MEHII HeOOX1/THY Ta BaXKJIMBY 171eaJibHy CKIa10By. Lls cKia10Ba miqiaerbes
JOCJIIYKEHHIO 3acO00aMU HACAMITEDPE]T JIOTIKU Ta, KPUTUIHOTO MUCJICHHS.

Comianpai Mepexi it emektporni 3MI, mmpire — inTeprer, cboroiHi
BUSBJIAETHCS YU HE HAWBAaXKJIUBIIIINM ITOJIEM BeJIEHHS 1/I€aJIbHOI CKJIaI0BOL
indopmariiiinol BiitHE, peaJbHO KOHKYPYIOUH 3i Ie HeJaBHO BCEMOTYTHIM
<TEeJIEBIZOPOM>.

Xo4a PO3BUTOK IITYYHOIO iHTEJEKTY BKe O3BOJISIE 3aMIHATH HUM Yy
HECKJIQJIHUX CHUTYAIlisIX JIFOJCHKI ICTOTH, OJHAK Yy BITYM3HAHIN TpaJuIiil
0oTaMu 1HKOJIM Ha3UBAIOTh HE TIJIbKH CIIEIaJIbHI TpOTrpaMu, ajie i JIojeit,
3a (YHKIIIMHU CXOXKUX Ha TPOJiB. BjacHe TpoJii TOmI Bifpi3HSIOTHCH
CKOPIIlle OJTHO3HAYHO HETATUBHOIO CIIPSIMOBAHICTIO CBOET AKTUBHOCTI.
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Perynspuy Ta konmenTpoBaHy iH(OpMaIiiiHy HEOE3IEKY CTBOPIOIOTH
npodeciitai Tposi Ta GoTm, opramizoBani y «dabpuku TpPOIiB», «OOTO-
depmuy 31 3HAUHUM (hiHaHCyBaHHAM i3 OOKY PI3HOMAHITHUX 3aMOBHUKIB,
30KpeMa MOJITHYHEX YU JIEPKABHUX CTPYKTYP. 1X TOJIOBHMIA IIPOIYKT —
MacoBe TIOITUPEHHsT 3aMOBHOI iHdopwMmarii um aesindopwmarii, defikis i
MAHIMYJISTHBHAX MECEJKIB, JIJIsT YOO CTBOPIOETHCS MHOXKWHA BUTAIAHIX
«iCTOT» — «BIfiChKO 1HQOPMAIIHAX JISTHOK-COJIIATIBY i3 MEBHUMU iMEeHa~
MH Ta IPOMIISIMA B COMIATBHUAX MEPEerKax.

B icropuuniit perpocrekTusi myb/riKaItist i1 ICeBIOHIMOM YaCTO-TYCTO
30BCIM He € MiJICTYyIHOI0 MaHimyssmielo du O6pexnero. Ta it chorommi ieit
CIIocib 3aXMCTy KUTTs, IHIMX IPAB OCOOM BHU3HAETHCS 3aKOHHWM, HE
OB’ si3aHUM HEeOOXiHO 3 HamaraHHsiM yBectu B omany. Curyariss HaOy-
BAa€ HOBOTO 3arpO3JINBOTO XapaKTepy, KOJU JIIOJCbKAa aKTUBHICTH MACOBO
TepeMinryeThbesa B KibeprnpocTip Ta 1me i 3a yMOB iHdopMmariiitnol BiitHu.
TyT BUKOpHUCTAHHS TCEBAOHIMIB, 1O 3a0e3Medye He TIIbKU aHOHIMHICTH
TposiB i J0/1efi-60TiB, a #i MOXKJIMBICTH MACOBOTO TPOJYKYBAHHS HIMU
«indopMaIiiHIX JISITBOK-COJIJIATIBY, JIOCUTH YaCTO € O3HAKOIO 3JIOSKICHUX
BILJIUBIB.

3iTKHYBIIUCH i3 HOBIZOMJIEHHSIM, KOMEHTAPEM «iCTOTH» 3 YHUCTOIO abo
CYMHIBHOIO aBaTapKoIio, i3 4ucTuM abo TAKWUM, IO BUMAara€ 4acy Ta CIie-
[iaJbHUAX 3HaHb JJId IepeBipKu npodineM y comiajbHIT Mepexi, Iimo-
3pLJIUM — HaJATO IPOCTHM, IITYYHUM TOIIO — IM M, CJIiJ OyTH Jdy»Ke yBa-
JKHUM, abu He ONMWHUTHUCH i BILIMBOM BOPOXKOT'O TPOJIs, OOTA.

Cywrinauit dhakTaeKinr Ta iHII eJleMeHTapH] 3ax0/u yoe3rnedeHHs Bif
HEIOOPOSIKICHUX UM HABITH BOPOXKHUX 1HMOPMAIINHAX BIJINBIB TPOTiB i
60TiB € KOPUCHUMH, ajie He 3aBXkau noctarHiMu. Ile cTocyeTbess MHOXKIHM
BUIIAJIKIB, KOJIM, 30KpeMa, PO3HOIIUK Je3iHdopMariii, 6pexuBol mporma-
raHIM, HAMaralounuCh YHUKHYTH 3aHAJTO BiIBEPTOr0 OOMaHY, BIAETHCS 0
JIOTIYHUX XWUTPOIIIB, 3aMAaCKOBAHUX MACTOK [JIsi IPUPOJHOTO 3I0POBOTO
rysny. Tomy, mpartaydn He OMMHUTHUCS IIiJ1 MIKIUINBIM BILUIIBOM BOPOTa,
He MOXKHA 00ifiTucst 6e3 3HaHHs X049 OM OCHOB HAYKM JIOTiKH, Oe3 BMiHHS
KPUTHYHOIO MUCJIEHHsI. A Ile BUMara€ OCUJIeHHsI i OHOBJIEHHSI MaCOBOIO
BUKJIQJIAHHS BiJITOBITHUX JUCITUILIIH Y TITKOJIAX 1 BUIIAX.

JlieBa HaIlioHaJbHA CHCTEMa BEJIEHHsS i7eajibHOI CKJIa10Bol iHdOpMa-
iitHOT BiffHN MyCHUTh TIOEIHYBATH BiAMOBiAHI Tpynn (hpaxiBIii KOMIIETEHTHAX
JIepKaBHUX CTPYKTYP, CIIeliaai30BaHuil mepconaa Memia, mpodiabHi rpo-
MaJIcbKi opranizamnii, iHdopmariitnnx BosoHTepiB. HaraspHoto 3asmimae-
ThCS 3312498, MeJ[1a~-OCBITH HAWIIUPINOT ayIuTOpil CrIoXKuBadiB iHGOpMAIIii.
B ineasi koxkeH Teneryigmad, paJiiocayxad, YATAaY HOBUH Y JAPYKOBAHUX
3MI un BisBimyBad comiaabHOI Mepexi Mae OyTH HABUECHUI HagaBaTH cobi
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cam 60J1ail MIEPBUHHY JOITOMOTY IIPOTHU Ae3iH(dOpMAaIiil, TUIIOBUX XUTPOIIIB
1 MaHImyIAIIi.
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INFORMATION WARFARE:
AN ANALYSIS OF THE PHENOMENON

Oleksandr Tiaglo

Abstract. Information warfare is based on different material phenomena
and aims to influence the material world in a certain way. However, it also
includes an equally necessary and important — ideal — constituent, which is
rooted in psyche of individuals, human communities and is usually reflected
outward, perceived, introduced into life and organized through relevant use of
language, through visualization, etc. My research is devoted to the logical and
philosophical analysis of this particular constituent of information warfare.

Social networks and electronic media, more widely — the Internet is almost
the most important field for conducting the ideal component of information
warfare today. Professional trolls and bots organized into “troll factories” and
“bot farms” pose a great informational danger in the Internet. Their main
product is the mass delivering of made-to-order (dis)information. For this, a
set of fictitious “creatures” is produced —an “army of informational puppet-
soldiers” with certain names and profiles in social networks.

Traditionally, publishing under a pseudonym is an acceptable or even legal way
to protect the life and other rights of an author. The situation acquires new
dangerous character when human activity moves into cyberspace massively,
especially under condition of information warfare. Here, the use of pseudonyms
provides not only anonymity, but also mass production of the “information
puppet-soldiers” by trolls and bots.

In this research, some elementary ways to identify trolls were found. Together
with fact checking, they are useful to protect against malicious informational
influences, but are not always sufficient. This is so in the cases where, in
particular, a deliverer of disinformation, trying to avoid clear deception,
employs different logical tricks. Here one cannot do without of at least the
basics knowledge of logic and some skill in critical thinking. This requires
strengthening and renovating the mass teaching of these disciplines in schools
and universities.

It is emphasized that an effective national system of conducting the ideal
component of information warfare should combine groups of special offi-
cers of the competent state structures, specialized media workers, as well
as relevant public organizations and individual information volunteers. But
ideally, everyone should be educated to give himself or herself at least first aid
against disinformation.

Keywords: information warfare, ideal constituent of information warfare,
Internet, troll, troll identification, “information puppet-soldiers”, logic, critical
thinking.
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MIND ENGINEERING, HABIT, AND HUMAN
NATURE

Andrii Leonov

Abstract. This paper attempts to do the following things. First, it reinterprets
the notion of «mind engineering» from a more neutral standpoint and offers
a totally new approach to the phenomenon. Thus, instead of looking at the
phenomenon from a wholly negative perspective (such as identification of
mind engineering with «brainwashing», «mind controls> and other coercive
and manipulatory techniques), it defines mind engineering as the process of
«design/redesign, implementation/reimplementation, evaluation/reevaluation
of minds». In itself, this process can be deliberate or forceful. Here, the author
looks at deliberate mind engineering primarily.

Secondly, the «mind» is defined as a set of beliefs, and the latter, following
Charles Peirce, is interpreted as the set of habits. The phenomenon of habit
is interpreted pragmatically-hermeneutically and is defined as a «‘fixed’
functional interpretation of the world and one’s place in it that either works
or does not work». If a specific interpretation constantly works, it constitutes
a «good» habit. If it does not work, it means a «bad» habit. Unlike the current
social-psychological approaches to habit as goal-independent and automatic,
and therefore «mindless» /non-cognitive, the author claims that habits are
essentially goal-dependent, and cognitive. The habit’s main goal is to resolve
the problematic situation that the organism is in. Habit’s cognitive element
is grounded in the organism’s interpretive effort that allows it to specify a
problematic situation as problematic. Therefore, the connection between the
organism and a situation is not direct/immediate but rather is mediated via
functional interpretive meaning. In the end, mind engineering must be taken
as «habit engineering», and, thus understood, the phenomenon in question can
be seen as one of the key phenomena to clarify human nature.

Keywords: mind engineering, belief, habit, stream of habit, habit engineering,
human nature, Peirce, James, Dewey.
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«When we are honest with ourselves, we acknowledge that a habit has
this power because it is so intimately a part of ourselves. It has a hold
upon us because we are the habits [6, p. 21].

1 Introduction

The concept of «mind engineering» usually refers to a phenomenon
that seems hard to tell whether it is a fact or a fiction. There is neither a
clear and precise definition, nor even an understanding of the phenomenon.
Various labels are given to it such as «brainwashing», «mind controls,
«coercive persuasion» etc., which clearly have only negative connotations.
Mind engineering, understood in the previous senses, appears more like
a political tool that is used by political regimes literally to indoctrinate
their political agendas unto their opponents/citizens. But I think that
«mind engineering» as a concept has much more to offer than it is usually
assumed.

This paper aims to reinterpret the concept of mind engineering both
philosophically and psychologically, and thus, offer a totally new approach
to the phenomenon. Ultimately, mind-engineering is not just about politics
or manipulation, but about a better understanding of human nature. The
better we understand the former, the better light it might shed on the
latter.

1.1. Reinterpretation of the concept of mind engineering
The core ideas that are defended in this paper are the following.

(1) David Chalmers [1] defines conceptual engineering as the «design,
implementation, and evaluation of concepts». By analogy with the latter,
I define mind engineering as the «design, implementation, and evaluation
of minds».

(2) The concept of the «mind»' I interpret as the «set of beliefs»,

IThere is no precise definition of the notion of «mind». Therefore, there is some
flexibility with the interpretation of the phenomenon. I think, maybe the closest to
mine is that of Dewey. Thus, in the Preface to his Human Nature and Conduct, John
Dewey defines mind «in the concrete only as a system of beliefs, desires and purposes
which are formed in the interaction of biological aptitudes with a social environment»
6, p-3].

On the one hand, both «desires» and «purposes» can be seen as beliefs. Thus, a
proposition «I desire X» can be restated as «I believe I strongly want/wish X», and «I
have a purpose to do X» as «This is why I believe that X is worth doing/getting».
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while «beliefs», following Charles Peirce, are pragmatically taken
as habits. Consequently, «mind engineerings is understood as
the «design, implementation, and evaluation of habits» or «habit
engineering» /habit acquiring. Since habits can be creatively newly
acquired or reacquired, this allows us to extend the working definition of
mind engineering accordingly: it is «the process of design/redesign,
implementation /reimplementation, and evaluation/reevaluation  of
habits».

(3) The concept of a «habit» is approached
pragmatically-hermeneutically and is understood as a «‘fixed’ functional
interpretation of the world, and one’s place in it that either works or
does not work». Therefore, the final definition of the concept of
«mind-engineerings> would be the following: 4t is the process of
design/redesign, implementation/reimplementation, and evaluation/
reevaluation of the <«fizeds functional interpretations of the world, and
one’s place in it that either work or do not work.

1.2. Consequences of reinterpreting mind engineering as <«habit
engineering»

From (1), (2), and (3) it seems to follow that mind/habit engineering
is rather a neutral term that has the following dimensions: (a) in terms of
the process of the habit acquiring/«engineering» and (b) in terms of its
normative significance.

(a) In terms of the process of habit acquiring, mind engineering can be
seen as deliberate or forceful.

Deliberate mind engineering signifies the process of normal education
where learning new habits is experimental, and thus, is the «trial and
error» process.? In other words, it is «habit-engineerings that is based on

On the other hand, since beliefs here are treated as habits, and since it is possible to
reduce desires and purposes to beliefs, then both desires and purposes can be looked as
habits accordingly. Thus, a proposition «I desire X» can be paraphrased as «I habitually
strongly want/wish that X», and «I have a purpose to do X» as «I have a habitual
motivation/objective to do X».

In the end, this also enables us to reduce Dewey’s definition of the mind as a «system
of beliefs, desires and purposes» to just a «set of beliefs», and thus, to define the mind
as a «set of habitss.

2 «Operations of experimentation are cases of blind trial and error which at best
only succeed in suggesting a hypothesis to be later tried except as they are themselves
directed by a hypothesis about a solution» [8, p.492].

«The method of learning by trial and error — of learning from our mistakes — seems
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the organism’s /person’s own initiative and is accompanied by at least some
evidence and facts. It is when, following Dewey, ideas must be controlled
by facts [3, p. 78-90].

Forceful mind/habit engineering is a process that is not based on an
organism’s/person’s own initiative. Forceful mind engineering can also be
divided into two subclasses: «strongly forceful> mind engineering and
«weakly forceful> mind engineering. Both types refer to what is usually
called «brainwashing» or what I would term <«habitwashings. When
«strongly forceful> mind engineering is openly realized against one’s will
and desire, «weakly forceful> mind engineering is rather characterized by
various manipulative techniques: a victim thinks as if their new habits
are acquired «deliberately» when this is not the case.?

(b) In terms of its normative significance, mind engineering is positive
or negative. A «positive> mind engineering signifies the acquiring of «good»
habits, while a «negative» mind engineering signifies one’s acquiring «bad»
habits. Due to the fact that habits in themselves are norms, and as such,
they are also subjects to (other) norms, mind engineering is a normative
enterprise in the first place.

In this paper, I primarily focus on the deliberate aspect of mind/habit
engineering, and will largely omit its forceful elements.* In terms of
the mind/habit engineering’s normative significance, my approach will
be «metas. I will not aim to specify namely what habits are «goods,
and what habits are «bads. But I will try to understand what makes
habits normative, and how «goods habits are being distinguished from
«bad» habits in principle. Overall, a philosophy and psychology of mind
engineering should be understood rather as the philosophy and psychology

to be fundamentally the same whether it is practiced by lower or by higher animals, by
chimpanzees or by men of science» [21, p.212]|.

3Such understanding of mind engineering is offered by Chris Shei and James
Schnell in The Routledge Handbook of Language and Mind Engineering (forthcoming).
Thus, according to Shei and Schnell, even though the notion of mind-engineering
covers the idea of «brainwashing» which is traditionally understood as a «technique
designed to manipulate human thought or action against the desire, will, or
knowledge of the individual» the latter is no «longer tenable» because mind
engineering «emphasizes the ‘stealth’, ‘seamlessness’ and ‘gratification’ aspects of
mind work» where «the manipulator presents carefully prepared materials to the
subject so that the suggested ideas or primed actions seem natural and desirable
to the victim». https://call-for-papers.sas.upenn.edu/cfp/2021/11/16/the-routledge-
handbook-of-language-and-mind-engineering-call-for-chapter-proposals

In this paper, I see the concept of mind engineering as much wider and richer in its
meaning and application, than that offered by Shei and Schnell.

41 briefly address brainwashing/habitwashing in the section 5.5 of Part 5.
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of habit engineering, and a better understanding of this process, as well as
the function and role of habits in our lives, is the proper key to a better
understanding of human nature.

1.3. The structure of the paper

This paper consists of five parts. In Part 1, I critically overview some
current social psychological approaches to habit. In Part 2, I look at the
pragmatic understanding of beliefs as habits as it is developed by Charles
Pierce. In Part 3, I show William James’s perspective on habit, as it is
presented in Chapter IV of his 1890 Principles. In Part 4, I extend James’s
approach to habit through what I call a pragmatic-hermeneutic approach
to the phenomenon of habit which in itself is grounded in John Dewey’s
functional psychology of 1896. In Part 5, I reinterpret the concept of mind
engineering as «habit engineerings». Here, I argue that habits are not purely
automatic/«mindless», but are essentially goal-dependent and cognitive.
This part is concluded with an idea that the genuine (i.e., deliberate)
process of mind-engineering is essentially akin to what Dewey called the
denotative method/pattern of inquiry, or what Karl Popper termed as the
hypothetic-deductive method, and as such, is possible to be fully realized in
the open/democratic societies.

Part 1. Habits and social psychology. A short literature
overview

The phenomenon of habit is both a philosophical and also a social
psychological phenomenon. But when it comes to the latter, the study
of the phenomenon in question is mostly abandoned by the discipline
[26, p.389]. My interpretation of the phenomenon of habit is grounded
in the classical pragmatic tradition, and especially in the work of William
James and John Dewey. The reason for that is that both philosophers
made a significant influence on the development of social psychology as
a discipline, and even though James’s functional psychology is indeed
mentioned as a forerunner of the discipline overall, and especially in the
United States [10, 22|, the work of John Dewey is usually omitted from
the consideration, despite his groundbreaking 1896 article «The Reflex
Arc Concept in Psychology» [2, p.96-110] where Dewey’s own functional
psychology was presented. The latter grounded his later philosophical and
social psychological inquiries (like his 1917 essay «The Need for Social



Andrii Leonov 195

Psychology» [4, p.53-64], and especially his 1922 book Human Nature
and Conduct subtitled «An Introduction to Social Psychology» [6]).7
Nevertheless, the origins of social psychology as a discipline officially date
back to the 1930s, and especially to the 1940s [10, 22].6

In this paper, I bracket the question of exactly why Dewey’s approach
to social psychology as an inquiry into habit is forgotten, although, we
can speculate that the reason for such «forgetfulnesss could be that
the notion of habit has not been studied by social psychologists the
way it could have, because, since the very beginning, the discipline has
always had a «cognitive bend» [10, p. 30], which was especially reinforced
by the appearance of the cognitive social psychology/social cognition
that embraced the computer functionalist/information-processing model
of the mind. And given that habits are usually considered as something
«mindless» / «automatic», such neglect seems to have been justified. But if
Dewey is correct in saying that the study of our habits is the actual key to
the whole of the discipline of social psychology [6, p. 3], then such a neglect
seems at least questionable, if not more. Especially because, it is not at
all clear whether habits are purely automatic processes with no cognitive
element in it.

According to social psychologist Wendy Wood [26], even though
«‘Habit’ is largely missings from modern social and personality
psychology», there are still «signs of change», and «psychology more
broadly is showing a resurgence of interest in habit» [Ibid, p. 389].

How do contemporary (social) psychologists define the phenomenon of
habit itself and its essential features?

Bas Verplanken [25] argues that «there are two variants of habit
definitions» [Ibid, p.3]. On the one hand, it is an <«acquired/memory-
based propensity» that can be found in works of the earlier psychologists
like James, Dewey, and Veblen [Ibid]. On the other hand, habits are

5There is also an unpublished 1920 essay by Dewey titled «A Working Method in
Social Psychology» [5, p.422-29|.

6As Ross, Lepper, and Ward [23] put it: «An ancient aphorism, as Ned Jones aptly
noted, holds that social psychology is a field with a long past, but a short history.
There are two major chapters in this story. The first, which marked the emergence
more than a century ago of psychology, under the leadership of Wundt, Helmholtz,
James, Hall, Cattell, Titchener, Brentano, Ebbinghaus, and others, as a distinct field of
study, involved the shift from philosophical speculation and analysis to reliance upon
data. The second, as Jones described at length, involved the emergence, just before
and after WWII, under Lewin, Hovland, Sherif, Asch, Festinger, and others, of social
psychology as a sub-discipline that relied on experiments in which investigators directly
manipulated social and situational factors of theoretical relevance» [Ibid, p.13].
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defined as «repeated form of conduct, or simply repeated behaviours [Ibid].
Verplanken unites these two approaches into one and defines habit properly
as «a memory-based cognitive associative entity which includes a history
of behavioural repetition» [Ibid, p. 4]. According to Verplanken, behavioral
repetition distinguishes habit from other cognitive representations that
underlie automatic processes such as «schemas, first impressions, norms, or
attributions» [Ibid]. Overall, habit has two essential features or «pillars»:
(a) «a history of behavioural repetition, and (b) «a cognitive representation
of an association between cues and responses» [Ibid]. Taken together and
including all the history of the psychological development, Verplanken
arrives at the following definition of the phenomenon: habits are «memory-
based propensities to respond automatically to specific cues, which are
acquired by the repetition of cue-specific behaviours in stable contexts»
[Ibid].

Asaf Mazar and Wendy Wood [15] define habits in the following way:
they are «cue-response associations in memory that are acquired slowly
through repetition of an action in a stable circumstance» [Ibid, p.14]. In
this paper, as well as in others (e.g., Neal, Wood and Quinn [16], Wood
and Pascoe [17], Wood [26]), Wood et al emphasize two main features of
habits, namely their automaticity and goal-independence.

Habit automaticity entails that our habits are automatic responses
that are directly activated but the situation cue/trigger. Despite the
agent’s intentions, habits are activated once the specific trigger shows itself.
Therefore, in our habitual actions, there are no thinking or mind/cognitive
processes involved. Habits are «mindless».” Between the situation «sti-
mulus» and the habitual behavioral «response» there seems to be nothing
cognitive. Habit is a non-cognitive process essentially. And, automatic
processes are likely goal-independent because «they can function in the
absence of, or even contrary to, intentions» [15, p.17].

It seems that the contemporary understanding of habits is grounded
in the stimulus-response arc. Once there is a contextual <«stimulusy,

"For example, in the 1970s habits were likely to be understood as the «mental
representations» or «scripts» of the «well-learned routines» (conceived as behaviors
that «typically occur in various situations» ). Thus, «Activation of such a representation
can guide behavior in that situation without a person consciously attending to either
the stimulus that triggered the representation or the reasons for enacting the behaviors.
Such behaviors are, then, ‘mindless’» [10, p.27].

Even though, social cognition is now considered as an <«automatic-controlled
continuum» where there is nothing «purely automatic» /non-cognitive, nor «purely
controlled» /cognitive but rather as a mixture of the two [Ibid, p. 29|, habit automaticity
itself is still understood as a non-cognitive/mindless process.
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there comes an immediate behavioral «responses. And thus, there is a
direct dependence of the latter on the former. Such an approach was
heavily criticized by John Dewey in his 1896 article «The Reflex Arc
Concept in Psychology» [2, p.96-110], where he showed that there is
no such stimulus-response arc because such an understanding is still a
heritage of the religiously driven mind-body dualism. Instead, the stimulus-
response schema presents itself more like a loop that is grounded in the
organism’s sensorimotor circuit. Elsewhere,® I show that both «stimulus»
and «response» are more likely to be interpretations of the functional
kind that are grounded in the organism’s interpretive effort. It means that
the connection between a context/situation’s cue/trigger and a behavioral
response is not direct/immediate but rather indirect/mediate. And what
it is mediated with is a functional interpretive meaning.

In fact, I will argue that even though habits appear as «automatic»,
they are still cognitive, and therefore, not «mindless». Habit-automaticity
does not entail its mindlessness as it is usually perceived. Habits are
not goal-independent but rather goal-oriented/dependent: the main goal
of habit-formation is to resolve problematic situations that the organism
is dealing with. Therefore, habits should be paid more attention in the
social psychology, and in cognitive social psychology/social cognition, in
particular.

Part 2. Charles Peirce on belief as a habit

My short introduction to Peirce’s view on beliefs-as-habits will be based
on his famous articles «The Fixation of Belief> [18, p.5-22], and «How to
Make Our Ideas Clear» [19, p.23-41].

2.1. The Fixation of Belief (1877)

The goal of this paper is to clarify how we actually form and fix our
beliefs, as well as «to describe the method of scientific investigation» [18,
p. 19]. The thesis of the paper is to show that belief is essentially a habit,
and that the best method to form a proper habit, and therefore a belief, is
that of science. Thus, generally there are two «states of mind»: doubt and
belief.

According to Peirce, «doubt is an uneasy and dissatisfied state from
which we struggle to free ourselves and to pass into the state of belief> [18,

8See: [14].
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p. 10]. The state of belief, on the other hand, is «a calm and satisfactory
state which we do not wish to avoid or to change to a belief in anything
else. On the contrary, we cling tenaciously, not merely to believing, but
to believing just what we do believe» [Ibid]. For Peirce, both belief and
doubt play rather positive roles for us. On the one hand, belief «puts us
into such a condition that we shall behave in some certain way, when the
occasion arises» [Ibid]. When it comes to doubt, the latter «stimulates us
to inquiry until it is destroyed» [Ibid]. Therefore, it is only «the irritation
of doubt [that] causes a struggle to attain a state of belief>. And this
very «struggle» Peirce calls «Inquiry». One has to mention that «irritation
of doubt is the only immediate motive for the struggle to attain beliefs,
while «the sole object of inquiry is the settlement of opinion» [Ibid]. To
sum up, our main goal is to overcome doubt and attain a belief/habit.
The latter is the consequence and the guiding principle of a doubtful
situation (or the «irritation of doubt»). Our habits, which are essentially
«opinionss, help us eliminate doubt and stabilize the situation which
appeared doubtful /problematic. Such stabilization is called «inquiry».

2.2. How to Make Our Ideas Clear (1878)

The title of the paper reflects the goal of the paper, while the thesis
aims to prove that the only way to clear any idea properly is to look at
the practical consequences that follow from its application. Thus, Peirce
formulates the famous Pragmatic maxim:

Consider what effects, that might conceivably have practical bearings, we
conceive the object of our conception to have. Then, our conception of
these effects is the whole of our conception of the object [19, p. 31].

What do practical bearings/consequences actually mean? For Peirce, the
latter refer specifically to habits: «the whole function of thought is to
produce habits of action» because «to develop its meaning, we have,
therefore, simply to determine what habits it produces, for what a thing
means is simply what habits it involves» [19, p. 30].

If belief is essentially a habit, then what is habit in itself? In Part 3
and Part 4, T am looking at the functional psychology of William James
and John Dewey to find that out.
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Part 3. Origins of the pragmatic understanding of
habit: functional psychology of William James (1890)

William James starts Chapter IV in his seminal Principles of
Psychology [9] as follows, «When we look at living creatures from an
outward point of view, one of the first things that strike us is that they
are bundles of habits» [Ibid, p.104]. At the end of the same chapter,
James proceeds with the same spirit, «Could the young but realize how
soon they will become mere walking bundles of habits, they would give
more heed to their conduct while in the plastic state» [Ibid, p.127]. This
last quote seems to be both optimistic and pessimistic at the same time.

On the one hand, it is implied that we have a «plastic state» that
enables us to change. On the other hand, this state is also «time-limiteds»:
the changes can occur only for a certain period of time. Thus, our personal
habits can be «fixed» only before we are twenty. Our intellectual and
professional habits can be acquired only between the age of twenty and
thirty, because after the age of thirty it will be likely impossible [Ibid,
p. 121-122|. Therefore, in order not to miss such a window of possibilities
we «must make automatic and habitual, as early as possible, as many useful
actions as we cany [Ibid, p.124]. The latter constitutes what James calls
the «ethical implications of the law of habit» [Ibid, p.120]. Now, the quest
is to clarify the meaning of the notion of «habits itself. What is «habit?»

In what follows, I descriptively lay out James’s own perspective on
the phenomenon. I am specifically looking at the underlying mechanism
of habit, and its function (i.e., what it does). James seems not to have
provided any direct «philosophicals definition of habit, and thus, in section
3.5, I attempt to reconstruct it as well.

3.1. William James’s description of habit

In Chapter IV of his Principles of Psychology, William James attempts
fundamentally to describe the phenomenon, as well as to specify its
essential features. As we saw, James begins the chapter with the general
statement that <all living creatures» are «the bundles of habits» [Ibid,
p.104]. In wild animals, the majority of them are active from birth, and
present themselves as instincts. In domesticated animals, and especially in
humans, many of the habits (including some of the instincts) are usually
acquired through education. And some of these would be called «acts of
reason». In anyway, habits constitute a huge part of our lives, and therefore
they should be clarified in the first place. From the very beginning, James
does not give a precise definition of what a habit actually is. He rather
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starts with what it is due. Or, in other words, what makes the emergence
of the phenomenon possible.

3.2. What makes habits possible?

For James, even the laws of nature are nothing but «immutable habitss.
When the habits of nature are «<immutable», the habits of living organisms
are «mutables. Thus, the line of the difference between the habits of nature
and those of the living creatures lies in the latter’s ability to change or
«plasticity». The latter, according to James, «in the wide sense of the
word, means the possession of a structure weak enough to yield to an
influence, but strong enough not to yield all at once. Each relatively stable
phase of equilibrium in such a structure is marked by what we may call
a new set of habits» [Ibid, p.105]. The organic matter (especially the
nervous tissue) has the «extraordinary degree of plasticity». Therefore,
what makes the phenomenon of habit in the living organisms possible
is due to the «plasticity of the organic materials of which their bodies are
composed» [Ibid]. It especially includes the «brain-matter» and the «spinal
cord» [Ibid, p.107]. Following that, James confesses that the «philosophy
of habit is thus, in the first instance, a chapter in physics rather than in
physiology or psychology» [Ibid, p. 105].

3.3. The function of habit, or what it does

The function of habit is grounded in its «philosophy» from which
one can specify a particular law or the «law of habit». The latter James
understands as the following principle: «our nervous system grows to the
modes in which it has been exercised» [Ibid, p.112]. According to James,
we can specify the following habit functions.

(1) «Habit simplifies the movements required to achieve a given result,
makes them more accurate and diminishes fatigues [Ibid]. As James
also puts it, «man is born with a tendency to do more thingss than
the capacity of his «nerve-centres» allows. The majority of actions in
animals are automatic, but when it comes to a man, the «<number of
them is so enormous that most of them must be the fruit of painful
studies» [Ibid, p.213]. The moral is that habits make one’s life less
painful.

(2) «Habit diminishes the conscious attention with which our acts are
performed» [Ibid, p.114|. In our voluntary actions, e.g., when we
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learn something, our actions are made through trial and error. In
such process, «we interrupt ourselves at every step by unnecessary
movements and false notes» [Ibid]. But when they are «proficient»,
our activities require «the very minimum of muscular action requisite
to bring them forth, they also follow from a single instantaneous

‘cue’> [Ibid].

3.4. The mechanism of habit as a «sensorimotor zigzag»

According to James,

In action grown habitual, what instigates each new muscular contraction
to take place in its appointed order is not through a thought or a

perception, but the sensation occasioned by the muscular contraction just
finished [Ibid, p.115].

«A strictly voluntary act» is solely guided by an «idea, perception, and
volition», but when it comes to the habitual action «the mere sensation is

a sufficient guide» [Ibid].
The diagram below represents the mechanism of habit.

L4 G
\ a b o d e r /
A B c D E o G

«V» symbolizes the «command to start». The latter can be a thought,
or a «mere perceptions, etc. «Symbols «A», «B», «C», «D», «E», «F»,
«G» signify «an habitual chain of muscular contractions». And the «G’»

represents the «intellectual perception» which is the effect of G. Symbols
«a», «b», «c», «d», «e», «f> represent the «sensations» that the former

muscular contractions «excite». [Ibid, p.116-117].

It is interesting that, on the one hand, James claims that the sensations
are «occasioned by the muscular contractions just finished» [Ibid, p.115],
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while on the other hand, he calls «a», «b», «c», «d», «e», «f» the
«antecedents of the successive muscular attractions» [my emphasis| [Ibid,
p.117] which in themselves are «immediate» [Ibid, p.118], and as such
are accompanied by the consciousness of some sort that is <«usually
inattentive» and which comes to our attention if sensations go wrong.

The above-shown diagram suggests labeling the mechanism of habit as
the «sensorimotor zigzag». But the description of the mechanism is not
clear. On the one hand, James seems to be trapped in the psychological
fallacy that Dewey would later label the «reflex arc concepts that is
predicated on the idea that the motor «response» is always preceded by
the sensory «stimulus».

On the other hand, it also seems that James is not very much consistent
in that, he says that the sensations are «occasioned by the muscular
contractions just finished» which suggests that it is the motor response that
comes first. It is also possible that, such inconsistency can be interpreted
as the «proto states of what Dewey would later call the «sensorimotor
circuit».

3.5. What is habit?

Even though James himself tends to define the phenomenon of habit
reductively (i.e., as a plasticity of the organic matter, and especially that
of the brain and the spinal cord), one can still find a more «philosophical»
understanding of the phenomenon in the chapter. It can be found when
James is linking the following phenomena: that of the «habit» with those
of the «character», and of the «wills.? Thus, «a character is a completely
fashioned will» [Ibid, p. 125]. The latter James interprets as «an aggregate
of tendencies to act in a firm and prompt and definite way upon all the
principal emergencies of lifes [Ibid]. And, that «tendency to act only
becomes effectively ingrained in us in proportion to the uninterrupted
frequency with which the actions actually occur, and the brain ‘grows’
to their use» [Ibid].

Here, the phenomenon of habit is not being reductively explained,
but rather there is something else that corresponds to when the «brain
‘grows’». One can see that this «something else» is a «tendency to act»
that is characterized by its being «firm», «prompts, and exercised in a
«definite way». Another feature of this action is to be «frequent», and
«uninterrupted». I think that this is a real «philosophical» definition of

9James borrows his understanding of the last two phenomena from J.S. Mill.
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the phenomenon of habit that one can find in the analyzed chapter 4 of
James’s Principles.

In other words, habit is one’s constant disposition/inclination to act.
What is the origin of such a disposition? In the next part, I argue that
such a constant disposition/«tendency» to act is essentially pragmatic-
hermeneutic in its origin.

Part 4. A pragmatic-hermeneutic approach to the
phenomenon of habit

In this part, I extend James’s approach to the phenomenon of habit
from what I would call the «pragmatic-hermeneutic approach». In what
follows, I am arguing that (1) the phenomenon of habit should be seen as
a «‘fixed’ functional interpretation of the world and one’s place in it that
either works or does not work», which in itself constitutes whether this or
that habit is a «good» habit or a «bad» one. (2) Habits are essentially
normative, and their normativity is «two-dimensionals: habits are norms,
and, as such, they are subjects to (other) norms.

4.1. Dewey’s functional psychology of 1896

One can say that our relation to the world is essentially grounded in our
sensorimotor activity which in itself is grounded in what John Dewey [2]
called the sensorimotor circuit. The core idea is that «stimuli» (understood
as «sensations») and «responses» (conceived as «motor movements») do
not form the «arc» in which the stimulus always comes first, and the
response always comes second, but that the relation between them should
be reinterpreted rather as a circuit. Thus, in this sense, it can be that
the response/movement comes «first», and the stimulus/sensation comes
«second». The stimulus is interpreted as «stimulus» only within the
movement /response. Thus, stimulus and response are functional parts of
the functional whole of the sensorimotor circuit. In [14], I show that in his
groundbreaking article, Dewey suggests that both stimulus and response
are basically functional interpretations. An organism interprets a sensory
stimulus as «stimulus», and the movement/response as «response» in
terms of their functional roles in resolving the problematic situation that
the organism is dealing with. Therefore, my claim is that an organism
always makes an interpretive effort to recognize these functional parts of
the functional whole of the sensorimotor circuit.
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What was the «stimulus» in one situation can become a «responses
in the other situation, and vice versa. This allows us to reinterpret
Dewey’s «immediate empiricism» as rather the <«hermeneutic empiri-
cism», the motto of which, instead of the classical «things are what
they are experienced as», would be rather «things are what they are
interpreted as»/«things are experienced what they are interpreted as»
[Ibid]. Therefore, we always start with interpretations, and end with
interpretations. Now, how does this fit into the discussion of habit?

4.2. A habit is a «fixed» functional interpretation that either
works or does not work

Generally speaking, there are two kinds of habits. «Good» habits and
«bad» habits. What constitutes this or that habit as a «good» habit,
and what constitutes this or that habit as a «bad» habit? First, I think
that habit is a «good» one if it is interpreted as a «good» habit. And
similarly, a habit is seen as a «bad» habit, if it is interpreted as a «bad»
habit. The «as» part here refers to the meaning that is grounded in one’s
interpretation of the event, or in other words, the interpretive meaning.
If good/bad habits are interpretations, then what differentiates a «good»
interpretation from a «bad» interpretation?

First, by a «good» interpretation I mean what can be called as the
«correct» /«true» interpretation, and by the <«bad» interpretation I
understand the «incorrects /«false» interpretation. What is the main
difference between them? What makes the difference here is whether this
or that interpretation actually works. Pragmatically speaking, for an
interpretation to «work» would mean to correspond to the «facts» of
the present situation. That is, an interpretation works if (i) it
successfully / «correctly» identifies the problematic/unstable situation as
problematic/unstable one; and (ii) if it helps successfully to resolve such
a situation into a nonproblematic/stable one respectively.

A «good» habit presents itself as a «fixed» functional interpretation
that actually works. Through repetitive installment and practicing, it
was eventually determined that this particular way of an organism’s
interaction with the environment resolves the problematic and unstable
situation into the unproblematic and stable one, and that is how it becomes
«automatic». By analogy, a «bad» habit is grounded in the organism’s
specific interpretation that does not work. Such an interpretation usually
only seems to work (like the habit of smoking) when it does not in fact.
In other words, it is largely an illusion/delusion that every time when the



Andrii Leonov 205

habit in question is being activated, the problem has been interpreted as
«solved», while in reality, it has been not.

Therefore, habits are «fixed» functional interpretations that either
work or do not work, which determines whether the habits in question
are «good» or «bad».

4.3. Habit and normativity

As we saw, in his Principles, James advises acquiring as many good
habits and getting rid of as many bad habits as possible, and as early as
possible. Why is that so? It is because good habits will eventually and
necessarily help a person to succeed in his life, while bad habits would
rather lead one to failure. Thus, habits in themselves are standards for
success or failure, and therefore, are essentially normative. Let’s explore
this dimension a bit more.

4.3.1. Two-dimensional normativity of habits

The two-dimensional normative functioning of habits can be seen in this
way. What is meant by «norm» here is some specific «fixed» functional
interpretation that is a standard for success (in case of a habit being
«good») or failure (in case of a habit being «bad»). Habits are norms,
and as such, they are also subjects to other norms.

Let the phenomenon of «smoking cigarettes» be our example. Among a
group of teenagers smoking cigarettes is usually considered as «cool». Thus,
persons who smoke are «cool», and the ones who do not, are «not cool».
But when a teenager encounters a social situation where such behavior is
prohibited, the normative habit of his group («smoking is ‘cool’» ) becomes
a subject to the norms of that social situation. For example, this teenager
comes to a café where smoking is not allowed. If smoking is a standard for
«success» (e.g., respect and admiration) within a close circle of his friends,
it is a standard for «failure» when it comes to such a person’s visiting a
café that has a rule, expressed by a sign «No smoking» (such «failure»,
e.g., would be expressed in a possibility to be kicked out from there, etc.).

4.4. Mind engineering is culture engineering

Finally, how does the said above help us understand ourselves better?
According to James, living organisms are basically «bundles of habitss. We,
as human beings, are cultural beings. But what is «culture»? According to
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Merriam-Webster Dictionary, culture is (1) «the beliefs, customs, arts, etc.,
of a particular society, group, place, or time», (2) «a particular society that
has its own beliefs, ways of life, art, etc».'? The keywords here are «beliefs»
and «customs». One can say that «culture» is a set of beliefs/customs.
Earlier, we identified belief as a habit. Also, it will not be a mistake to say
that a «custom» is essentially a habit as well. Therefore, culture is a set
of habits.

It seems that both «mind» and «culture» have the same predicate, i.e.,
a «set of habits». This suggests not only that mind is culture but shows
that mind engineering is also «culture engineerings.

What role do cultural habits play in a person’s life? I think that
essentially culture helps one interpret the world and find one’s place in
it. Thus, we can also extend our definition of habits as «fixed» functional
interpretations of the world, and one’s place in it that either work (good
habits) or do not work (bad habits). Therefore, mind/culture is a set of
«fixed» functional interpretations of the world and one’s place in it that
either work («good» mind/culture) or do not work («bad» mind/culture).

In the end, studying our habits, and those of others is the key to
understanding ourselves, others, and our mutual relationship in and with
the world. As Dewey wrote in his Human Nature and Conduct, «Man is a
creature of habit, not of reason nor yet of instinct» [6, p. 88].

Part 5. Reinterpretation of mind engineering as habit
engineering

Let’s go back to our initial definition of mind engineering.
Earlier, I defined it as a process of the «design/redesign,
implementation/reimplementation  and  evaluation/reevaluation  of
minds». Since the mind is considered a «set of habits», then mind
engineering is happily transformed into habit engineering. Now, how does
that very process of habit engineering take place overall?

5.1. A stream of habit

In his Principles, William James claimed that when it comes to our
consciousness, it is like a «stream» which leads to his famous metaphor
«stream of consciousness». I want to borrow James’s expression where
instead of «consciousness» I will use «habits. The outcome is a «stream

10https:/ /www.merriam-webster.com /dictionary /culture
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of habits.

When an organism is in its «peace of mind», its habits are still and not
interrupted. That is where the organism’s routine is stable and continuous.
An organism and the contextual whole of a situation that it is in seem to
be inseparable. That is where things «work», and its equilibrium is stable,
and its habits are «fixed». A problem arises when the contextual whole
of a situation becomes problematic. How does the latter occur? According
to Dewey, it is when «something happens» [7, p.13]. When it does the
organism’s «fixed» functional interpretations of the world are shaken and,
as a result, its «stream of habit» is violated. I think, this signifies the exact
start of mind/habit-engineering to take place.

5.2. Deliberate mind engineering and pragmatic method

I think that, overall, deliberate mind /habit engineering corresponds to
what Dewey called a denotative method [7]/pattern of inquiry[8], or what
Karl Popper called a hypothetic-deductive method.'*

Thus, the process of deliberate mind/habit engineering can be
portrayed in the following way:

1) Problematic situation —  3) facts (primary experience)
(problematic contextual whole; (application of initial hypothesis)
potential facts and primary experience)

T )

2) Initial hypothesis —  4) conclusive hypothesis
(secondary experience) (secondary experience) [13, p. 19].

Let’s look at this scheme closer.

The problematic situation comes first. In order to distinguish facts from it,
we need initial hypothesis. After testing it, we come up with the conclusive
hypothesis and identify facts as facts. Namely, with the application of the
secondary experience, we identify primary experience as primary (i.e.,
what led us to the secondary experience). But if there was no secondary
experience before, there would be no possibility to identify the primary
experience as such [Ibid, p. 19].

In [14], T have suggested that what Dewey called «primary experience» and
«secondary experiences in themselves are functional interpretations that
are grounded in the organism’s interpretive effort of the contextual whole

1 [13] T show that both Dewey’s and Popper’s methods are basically the same, and
thus, here I will treat them as such as well.
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of a situation that is problematic. From this, it should become clearer what
I mean by «designs», «implementation», and «evaluation» of habits.

5.3. Essential structure of deliberate mind/habit engineering

When it comes to deliberate mind/habit engineering we have the
following constituents: (1) problematic situation, (2) design/redesign, (3)
implementation/reimplementation, (4) evaluation/revaluation. We have
already shared an understanding of (1), and so, now we can jump to the
clarification of its other constituents.

Thus, by «design», I understand a wvery interpretation/hypothesis
formation that arises out of one’s interpretive effort which in itself is an
act that is grounded in the organism’s sensorimotor circuit. The
«design» is a process of interpretation/hypothesis-forming where an
organism interprets a problem as a problem, and develops a further
interpretation (hypothesis) to actually «fix» it.

By «implementation» then is meant nothing but an experiment, or a
hypothesis-testing. That is a process when this or that hypothesis/interpre-
tation that is about to solve/fix the very problem is being tested.

«Evaluation» refers to the end-result of the hypothesis-testing. That
is, if a hypothesis/interpretation works (i.e., if it correctly identifies the
problem and successfully constantly resolves/fixes it), then it essentially
becomes a «good» habit. And, if it does not work (e.g., if it just seems
to resolve the problematic situation when it does not in fact), then such
a hypothesis/interpretation is a candidate for becoming a «bad» habit
respectively.

The prefix «re» applies in all cases when there is a need either to
«redesign», or to «reform» a specific interpretation of the problematic si-
tuation (in case the facts have changed), and then to «reimplement» /retest
such an interpretation/hypothesis experimentally through what Dewey
would call «doing and making», and Popper signified as «trial and error»
process, and, in the end, to «reevaluate» the outcome whether it works or
not. When it does, such an interpretation becomes «fixed» and successfully
enacts one’s relation to the world and their place in it. If not, the process
of such «engineering» needs to be repeated.

Therefore, the process of deliberate mind engineering can be summari-
zed in the following way.

(1) Problematic situation: when something happens and our «stream of
habit» is broken.
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(2) Design/Redesign: hypothesis-formation /reformation (interpreting/
reinterpreting the problem as a problem).

(3) Implementation/Reimplementation: experimental testing/retesting
hypotheses (as habit-candidates).

(4) Ewvaluation/Reevaluation of hypotheses/interpretations as to
whether they work (i.e., correctly identify and successfully resolve a
problematic situation) or not. Reevaluation of a habit leads either
to its redesign and reimplementation, or its further elimination and
coming up with a better one instead.

5.4. Are habits cognitive?

As we saw earlier,'? in social psychology habits are usually understood
as mindless/automatic processes. But if our mind is essentially a set of
habits, and our habits are «mindless» then it would lead to a conclusion
that our «mind is mindless», and that we are «mindless creatures», or
basically «zombies», which would simply be absurd. Therefore, there is
either a problem with the very definition of the mind as it has been
employed here, or there is a real problem with the understanding of habit as
a mindless process. I think that it is rather the latter. Indeed, if the mind is
a set of habits, and habits are essentially «fixed» functional interpretations
of the world that are grounded in an organism’s interpretive effort, then it
would seem to imply that habits are not just purely automatic but cognitive
as well. But how cognitive? What is «cognitive»?

5.4.1. Cognition: ordinary definition vs. scientific definition

Merriam- Webster primarily defines cognitive as «of, relating to, being,
or involving conscious intellectual activity (such as thinking, reasoning, or
remembering)».13 Cambridge Dictionary refers to cognitive as «connected
with thinking or conscious mental processes».'* Collins defines cognitive
as «relating to the mental process involved in knowing, learning, and
understanding things».'®

APA defines cognition as «all forms of knowing and awareness, such as
perceiving, conceiving, remembering, reasoning, judging, imagining, and

12See Part 1 of the paper.
Bhttps://www.merriam-webster.com/dictionary /cognitive.
Mhttps://dictionary.cambridge.org/us/dictionary /english /cognitive.
L5https://www.collinsdictionary.com /us/dictionary/english /cognitive.
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problem solving. Along with affect and conation, it is one of the three
traditionally identified components of minds.'®

It seems that both the ordinary and scientific definitions of cognitive
appeal to it as mainly an intellectual activity.

In [14] T made a distinction between two kinds of cognitive: «weakly»
cognitive and «stronglys cognitive. The former refers to the interpretive
effort of the organism that is grounded in its sensorimotor circuit. The
«strongly» cognitive means an intellectual activity. Thus, it seems that
the definitions of cognitive as shown above are primarily reductive because
they narrow down its meaning only to the «strong» sense of the cognitive
while leaving the «weak» sense of it out of the picture.

Habits are «fixed> functional interpretations. The latter (i.e.,
interpretations) in themselves can be both «weakly» and «strongly»
cognitive. Therefore, we can also extend the cognitive meaning of habits
to two. On the one hand, habits are «weakly» cognitive simply because
even in our ordinary routine we make an interpretive effort. Thus, when
we make and then drink our morning coffee, we have to interpret a
coffeemaker as a coffeemaker, and a coffee cup as a coffee cup. There is
nothing much intellectual about such routine but despite that we still
have habitually but interpret, and therefore, cognize the above-mentioned
things as to what they are. If, say, we suddenly started to interpret a
table not as a table but as a coffeemaker, our morning coffee-drinking
routine would have failed.

But when dealing with intellectual activities, it is possible to say that
we have our intellectual habits as well. Thus, when working on some logical
proofs, we, say, have habitually to apply modus ponens and/or modus
tollens rules of inferences. To be successful in this kind of activity, it would
be a mistake to affirm the consequent in case of modus ponens, and to
deny the antecedent in case of modus tollens. For a logic practitioner, such
routine would be habitual (because it would be a constant pain to learn
it anew every time, say, by analogy with the protagonist from Memento).
Nevertheless, even if such a process is habitual (i.e., «automatic»), it still
does not cease to be intellectual. Therefore, habits are not just «mindless»
(i.e., non-cognitive) automatic processes. In fact, they are essentially
cognitive in both «weaks» and «strong» senses of the word (depending
on the situation). Therefore, the automaticity of habits does not entail
their mindlessness or their being non-cognitive.

16https://dictionary.apa.org/cognition.
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5.5. Mind engineering and social organization

It seems clear that deliberate mind-engineering requires an agent-
environment interaction. It is not just one way but essentially a two-
way street. To experimentally test one’s interpretations/hypotheses one
necessarily needs a feedback loop with the environment. It is simply
impossible to really check whether this or that hypothesis works, if there
is no testing or checking.

This suggests that when it comes to the phenomenon of forceful mind
engineering or <«brainwashing», the situation is totally different. Since
by mind engineering, we mean essentially habit engineering, then «brai-
nwashing» /forceful mind engineering can be described as a habitwashing
respectively.

How can we explain the phenomenon of forceful mind engineering or
«brainwashing?» What are its essential features?

Kathleen Taylor [24] defines brainwashing as a «dream of controlling
other people’s beliefs and behaviour so effectively that they do not feel
manipulated—as if the imposed beliefs were their own» [Ibid, p.viii]
that she reduces to three kinds, «by force, by stealth, and by direct
brain manipulation technologies» [Ibid, p.xiii] 17 as well as specifies the
following essential features that constitute the phenomenon: isolation,
control, uncertainty, repetition and emotional manipulation.

Thus, she writes:

The aim is to isolate victims from their previous environment; control what
they perceive, think, and do; increase uncertainty about previous beliefs;
instil new beliefs by repetition; and employ positive and negative emotions
to weaken former beliefs and strengthen new ones (Collectively, these

170verall, it seems that what Taylor calls «brainwashing» seems to be correspondent
to what I call «forceful mind engineering». Thus, what she calls brainwashing «by
stealths would refer to what I call «weakly forceful mind-engineering», and what she
calls brainwashing «by force» would mean «strongly forceful mind-engineering». When
it comes to brainwashing by «direct brain manipulation technologies», it does appear
that such manipulation would be of a forceful kind. However, although Taylor claims
that such a procedure «now seems less of a theoretical prospect, more of an achievable
hope» [Ibid, p.xvi|, I think that at this point, such procedure still appears more like a
science fiction.

Another problem with this approach is that it seems to presuppose the mind-
brain identity which in itself is rather a metaphysical statement than purely an
empirical/scientific one. That a direct manipulation with the brain would cause a direct
change to the mind, I think, is indeed true but to some extent. E.g., a direct damage
to the brain, can and probably will definitely (more likely negatively) affect the mind.
But, pragmatically speaking, to change one’s «specific beliefs and desires» would also
require make some changes in one’s body and as well as in one’s environment.
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can be labelled ‘ICURE’ techniques.) In brainwashing by force, ICURE
techniques are taken to the coercive extremes found in some cults and
terrorist organisations» [Ibid, p. xiii].

This suggests that what we termed as deliberate mind-engineering can
essentially be realized largely in free, open or democratic societies. It
is important to notice that both Dewey and Popper were theoreticians
of democracies and were direct critics and opponents of autocracies and
totalitarianisms. According to Dewey, the essence of democracy is what one
can call a participatory democracy |2, p. xx]|, [5, p. xxiv], where «democracy
was not only a political form of government but a way of life» [5, p. xxiv].
In such a system there is indeed an above-mentioned agent-environment
«feedback loop». An «agent» in this case is an ordinary citizen or the
powers that be while their «environment» is a society that they are part
of. Therefore, on a social scale, the essential condition for the genuine
(i.e., deliberate) mind-engineering is a democratic system of government
and social organization where there is both a top-to-down (i.e., powers
that be — citizens) and a down-to-top (i.e., citizens — powers that be)
transaction. This represents the normal state of democratic affairs as well
as the natural (i.e., experimental) way to «fix» one’s interpretations of
the world and one’s place in it (i.e., a natural way to make habits). Such
a «fixation» is essentially a fallibilist one, i.e., the one that is able to
be criticized and disproved at any moment when the facts suggest so. As
Charles Peirce put it, «The best that can be done is to supply a hypothesis,
not devoid of all likelihood, in the general line of growth of scientific ideas,
and capable of being verified or refuted by future observerss, because «the
first step toward finding out is to acknowledge you do not satisfactorily
know already» [20, p.2, 4].

When it comes to forceful mind engineering (habitwashing/brain-
washing), there is no agent-environment feedback loop. Such a process
mostly takes place in the societies whose ideologies, and the societal
organizations are those of an authoritarian or a totalitarian kind. In such
regimes, the most likely way for mind engineering is that of a forceful kind
which leads only to degradation, decay, ignorance, self-destruction, and
death.
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IHXXEHEPISI YMA, 3BUYKA TA JIFOJACbKA TIPUPOJIA
Awnnapiit Jleonosn

Amnorauisi. Y wniit crarri 3pobsena crnpoba mgocainutu HacrtynHe. llo-nepie,
aBTOP IEPEOCMHUCIIIOE MOHATTS <«iH>KeHepil yma» 3 6iabir HERTPaIbHOI TOYKHU
30py Ta IPOIIOHYE IMOBHICTIO HOBU miaxim g0 nporo deHomeny. Takum 4uHOM,
3aMicTb norisly Ha 1eit (PeHOMEH 3 CyTO HeraTUBHOI TOUYKHU 30py (HAIDPHKJIAJ,
OTOTOXKHEHHSI 1HX>K€HePil yMa 3 «IIPOMHBAHHSIM MIi3KiB», «KOHTPOJIEM DO3YMY»
Ta IHITMMHU [PUMYCOBHMH Ta MAaHIIyJISITHBHUMHU TEXHIKaAMM), aBTOP BU3HAYAE
iH>KeHepiIo yMa SIK IPOILEC «IPOEKTyBaHHs/IePEIPOEKTYBAHHsI, BIPOBAIXKEH-
Hs1/IIOBTOPHOI'O BIIPOBa/?KEHHsI, OLiHKM/nepeouninku yma». Cam mo cobi ueit
npouec Moxke 0ytu 0obposinvHum abo npumycosum. TyT aBrop posrisiae
HacaMnepes dobposiavry iHxKeHepito yma. [lo-apyre, «yM» BH3HAYAETHCA AK
Habip nepexonans, a ocraHHi, ciaigom 3a Hapub3oMm IlipcoMm, TpakTyOThCH AK
Habip 36uvok. PeHOMEH 3BUYKU TPAKTYETHCH NPAZMAMUYHO-2EPMEHESTNULHO
i BusHaudaeTbcs K «‘dikcoBana’ dyHKIiOHAIbHA IHTepIpeTallist ceimy Ta
BJIACHOI'O MiCIisI 6 HBOMY, sika abo Ipaloe, abo He Ipaloey. K0 KOHKpeTHA
iHTeprpeTalisi MOCTIHO MpPAaIfIOE, BOHA € <«XOPOIIOK» 3BUYKOIO. SIKIMO He
Hpalioe, 3HAYUTh «IIOraHoO» 3BHYKO0. Ha Biaminy Bif cydacHux comiajbHO-
ICUXOJIOTIYHUX IIJAXOAIB O 3BUYKHU sIK LiJIEeHE3aJIe?KHOI Ta aBTOMATHUYHOI, a
orxKe, «Be3yMHOT» /HEKOTHITUBHOI, aBTODP CTBEP/KY€E, IO 3BHUYKHU € CyTHI-
CHO UIAE3ANEAHCHUMU Ta Ko2HIMueHumu. OCHOBHA MeTa 3BUYKU IIOJISINAE B
TOMY, 1106 BUDIIIUTH NPobAeMHY CUMYAUIIO, B sIKIll 3HAXOMAUTHCS OPraHi3M.
KoruiTuBHuit esrleMeHT 3BHYKHU 3aCHOBAHUN Ha {HMEPNPEMAUITUHOMY 3YCUAAL
oprasismy, sike J03BOJIsI€ HOMY BH3HAYUTU POOJIEMHY CUTYalil0 AKX IPOOJIeM-
Hy. ToMmy 3B’s130K MixK oprasiamoMm i curyaniecio He € npsimum/Ge3nocepentim,
a CKOpillle OmoCepeIKOBYETbCA 4Yepe3 (hyHKI[IOHAJNBHUN iHmMepnpemayitiHu
cerc. 3penrToro, iHKeHepio yMa CiiJl cupuiiMaTh K «iHXKeHepilo 3BUYOK», i,
SKIIO 11 PO3YyMIiTH TAKUM YUHOM, TO PO3IVISHYTHUH (DEeHOMEH MOXKHa PO3IVIAJaThH
SIK OJUH 3 KJIIOYOBUX (PEHOMEHIB It IPOSICHEHHS 2100CHK0T NPUPoou.

Kuiro4yoBi cjioBa: iH>KeHepis yMa, [lepeKOHaHHsl, 3BUYKa, [IOTIK 3BUYKH, 1H>XKe-
Hepis 3Buukwy, [lipc, dxxeiimc, dproi.

Haoitiwaa do pedaxuii 16 aucmonada 2022 p.
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EMITIPUKAJIIZALISE B CYYACHIN TEOPII
APT'YMEHTAIIIT:

ICTOPUYHI IIEPEIYMOBU TA HAIIPSIMU
JOCJII2KEHD

Ipnaa XomeHnko

Amnorauis. Jusa cydacHol Teopil aprymenTaliii npuramManii pisui Buau mocsi-
mexkerb. OcraHHIM 4acOM HayKOBI B Iilf HapuHi aKTHBHO OGrOBOPIOIOTH HOBUIA
TpeHJ, a came emiipukaJiizaniio. CraTTs IPUCBSIYEHA TOMY, 1100 PO3IVISHYTH
icropudvHi IepejyMOBH IIOSIBH IIbOI'O TPEHJY Ta 3’sCyBaTu HOro CyTHICTH 3a
Cy4aCHUX yMOB. ABTOD OOI'DYHTOBY€ IOIVISIZ, BiJIIIOBITHO /10 SIKOI'O IEPELYyMO-
BaMH eMmIipukaJsizarii € aABl KoHmenmil, po3pobseni Hampukinii 50-X pokiB
XX cr., a came: kouueniis npaumoiouol jgoriku C. Tynamina i kounenuis HoBol
puropuku X.Ilepenbmana ta JI. Onbbpexrc-Tureku. ¥V IxXHiX npalsx, sKi Bxke
CTaJIu KJIACUKOIO Cepell JOC/iAHUKIB, Oyjin OKpecsieHi igel, mo 3HalIIM CBOE
BIIPOBaJKeHHsI B Haim 4ac. Ha morysang aBropa, migBa/iMHM CydacHOI eMIIipH-
Kaulizanil 6a3yioTbes Ha IXHIX NPONoO3uniax st HayKoBuis (1) xocuimzkysaTn
crienudiky aprymenTauil B OKPEMUX IIPDEJMETHO Opi€HTOBaHUX LapuHax i (2)
aHaJIi3yBaTH OPUIiHAIBHI TEKCTHU 3 icTOpil PisHUX HAYKOBUX JUCIUILIIH, y AKUX
apryMeHTYEThCS MMO3UIlisI aBTOPa 3 NEBHOIO ITUTAHHSI.

VY crarTi mMoKazaHO, IO CydacHHUil TepMiH «eMmipukaJisalis» skpa3 i Bimmo-
BiJja€ 3pOCTaHHIO JOCJi/I>)KEHb apryMeHTATHUBHUX IPOIECIB ¥ PI3SHMUX IapuHax i
KOHTEKCTaX, a caMme B icropil Hayku (HaykoBi guckycil Ta cynepeuku), disno-
codii, npaBoBOMy KOHTEKCTi, MeIuIuHi I oxopoHi 310poB’s, ocBiri, momiTumi,
KyJbTypi, chijikyBaHHi Jiogeit y Oyaennomy >kuTti Ta inmmx. st mporo
HayKOBI[i 3 YCIIIXOM 3aCTOCOBYIOTH TEPMIiHOJIOTi9HUN anmapaT i MeTogoI0riTHMIit
iHCTpyMeHTapiit, 1110 po3pobiieH] B MexKaxX Pi3HUX TEOPETHYHUX MiXOiB apry-
MeHTalil, crerudikyo4dn X 10 KOHKPETHUX €MIIIpUYHUX 06a3 JaHuX.

Jns gemoHcTpariil I{bOro IOJIOXKEHHsI y CTaTTi JeTajbHO PO3IVISHYyTO TakKi
IIi/_LXOAH Ta KOHL[eIIL[i.iZ iCTOpI/IKO—TEKCTyaJIbHa Ta MeTa-apryMeHTaTuBHa KOH-
menuil, s#iki 6a3yoTbcs Ha igesx Ta iHCcTpyMeHTapil HedOpMaJyIbHOI JIOTiKH;
CcydJacHI JOCJII>KEHHsI apryMeHTallil B IIapyuHi MeJUIUHN i OXOPOHU 3/I0POB’sl B
MeXkaX Iparma-IiaJeKTHIHOI'O MHiJAXO0My Ta KPOC-KyJIbTYDPHI JOCJiI>KeHHs, 10
CHUPAIOTHCH Ha ICHUXOJIONiYHMUN miaxXis g0 Mi?KOCOGUCTICHOrO CIIJIKYBaHHS.

Kuro4doBi cJsoBa: Teopisi aprymeHTanil, emiripukaJsizallisi, iCTOPUKO-TEKCTY-
ajJIbHA KOHIIEIIlisl, MeTa-apryMEeHTATHBHA KOHIIEIIlisl, apryMeHTallisl B IapuHi

MEJMIMHY I OXOPOHH 30POB’sI, KPOC-KYJIbTYPHI JOCIII>KEHHsI apryMeHTaIlil.

AKTyasbHI IpO6JIEMH J[yXOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanb / Pesx.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpuswuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 217-232.
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1. Bctyn

OcraHHIM 9aCOM OJIHUM i3 TPEHJIIB Y JIOC/III?KEHHSIX apryMEHTAIIil CTae
emmipukaJizanis. Bimomuit Hizepiaanacbkuit nHaykosenb @.Ban Eemepen
po3risiae i1 9K OJHYy 3 TOJIOBHUX IEPCIEKTUB JIIsT JIOCTIIHUKIB, sIKi
HpaIgoroTh y miit mapumil. Ha ioro myMxy,

TPHU TOJIOBHI HAIpPsAMU PO3BUTKY Yy BYEHHI IIPO apryMEHTAIIO ITOYaJId
MaTepiasi3yBaTucs, a i€ BiIKpUBAa€ HOBI MIJISXU JJIs JOC/II2KeHb. Xo4a IIi
HAIIPSIMU BiIPI3HAIOTHCS 33 POPMOIO, IX MOXKHA CIIOCTEPIraTH B IIHPOKOMY
criekTpi Teopernunux nigxonis. Tpu nampsiMu, ki s1 Malo Ha yBa3i, MOXKHA
BU3HAYUTHU $K EMIIIPUKaJIi3alliio, KOHTEKCTyaJsi3alio Ta dopMaJIidaliio
BYEHHS IIPO apryMeHTAIio2.

JapaiiTe po3IJIsiHEMO, IO O3HAYAE HOBWIl JJIsi YKPAIHCHKOI (bitocod-
CBKOI CILJILHOTH aHIVIACHKUI TepMiH emnipukanizayis (empiricalization).
3 mepIIoro MmOy 3/Ia€ThCs, IO BiH 6e31ocepeIHbO OB A3aHmil 31 3HA~
HoMHUM 1151 GIIBITOCTI TOCTITHUKIB YKPATHCHKUM CJIOBOM emnipuydnud. 1le
gificno Tak. I Mu MoxkeMo ckasaTu, IO Iieil TPEHJ I0Jdra€ B TOMY, IO
HAYKOBII, sIKi JOCJII/?KYIOTh apI'yMeHTaTUBHY TPOOJEMATHKY, ¥ CYIaCHUX
yMOBax HaMaraloThbCd 3aJIydaTH JI0 KOJIa CBOIX IHTEpeciB He TIIBKU Teo-
PeTWYHI NUTAHHS B Iili MApWHI, BUOYIOBYBaTH PI3HOMAHITHI MOAesi ap-
T'YMEHTAIIi1, & TAKOXK JOCJIJI2KYBATU EMIIIPUYHI ACIEKTU apryMeHTATHBHOL
IpOOIeMATUKH.

IIpore TyT Bipasy BUHUKAE MUTAHHS, & IO K TaKe eEMNIPUYHI ACNEeKmu
apeymernmamuenoi npobaemamuru? Y ToMy came BOHU MOJATAOTH!? fka
npobJieMaTuka Bimobpazkae i emuipuyHi acuekTu? Skuii iHCTpyMeHTApii
3aCTOCOBYIOTDH JOC/IIIHUKY J1jis 11 BuB4YeHHsI? | B3araJi, 4m ijest emiipuka-
Jli3aril 3'SIBJISIEThCS caMe B HAIl Yac ab0 MU MOYKEMO IIPOC/IIKYBATH €TAIIN
i1 CTAHOBJIEHHSI B Me€XKaX apryMEeHTATUBHUX JTOCJIIIZKEHb !

Binmosini ma okpecseni mUTaHHSA 1 € TIPEAMETOM JIOCTIKEHHS V Il
crarTi, a i1 MeTa MOJATA€ B TOMY, MO0 YTOYHUTHU, IO CODOIO SIBJISIE
eMITipUKaJIi3allis, pO3TJISHY BTN iICTOPII0 CTAHOBJICHHS Ta TOJIOBHI HAIIPSIMU
EeMITIPUYHIX JIOCTIIZKEHb B CYyYacHIN Teopil apryMeHTAIll.

L Nus., wanp.: Eemeren F.H.van. Bingo! Promising Developments in Argumentation
Theory. Reflections on Theoretical Issues in Argumentation Theory. Heidelberg etc.:
Springer, 2015. P. 3-25; Eemeren F.H.van. Argumentation Theory and Argumentative
Practices: A Vital but Complex Relationship. Informal Logic. 2017. 37 (4). P. 322-350.

2 Eemeren F.H.van. Bingo! Promising Developments in Argumentation Theory.
Reflections on Theoretical Issues in Argumentation Theory. Heidelberg etc.: Springer,
2015. P. 5.
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2. EmnipukaJtizanisi: icTOpu4HUI acrekT

Cuin 3a3HauyuTH, M0 caMa ijiest eMIipukaJizalil He € O3HaKOI Ca-
me cworojieas. Ille mampuxkinmi 50-x pokiB XX CT. BUXOJATH JIPYKOM
JABl mpary, siki 0e3 nepeOiIbIIeHHs 3aKJIau IMiIBAJIUHUA CYIaCHOI Teopil
aprymenTamnii. Ile «Buxopucranns aprymentamiis C. Tymuina3
putopukas X.Ilepensmana it JI. Onp6pexrc-Turexn?.

C. Tynmin, crBoproioun 4oziky, wo npayroe (working logic), 3anposa-
JIKY€ IPOIECyaJIbHy MOJEb apryMenTarii. Bin namossrae na HeobxigHO-
CTi paJuKaJIbHOl 11epedy/I0BU TOrOYacHOI JIOTi9HOI Teopil, sKa Oy/a TicHO
[IOB’si3aHa 3 MATEeMAaTHYHUM 3HAHHAM. J[JId HBOro KJ0O4oBa IIpodsema
bopMaTbHOT JIeIyKTUBHOI JIOTIKU TIOJIATAE B TOMY, III0O BOHA 3BOJUTH ap-
TyMEHTaTUBHI MipKyBaHHS, IO BUKOPHCTOBYIOTHCS B DI3HUX CHUTYaIlidx i
KOHTEKCTaX, /0 YHIBEPCAJBHUX CTAHIAPTIB, HABITH SKIIO IXHs crerudika
[TOBUHHA 3aJI€XKaTH Bifl cdepr 3HAHD, V #AKill BOHN BUKOPUCTOBYIOThCA. Ha
oro JIyMKy, HeOOXiJHO CTBOPUTH HOBY JIOTIKY, MOIOHY /10 €micTeMoJIoril,
dKa Ma€ IUPITUH MPEJIMET JIOCTi/IZKEHHST Ta KA IPEJIMETHO OPIEHTOBAHA

Ta «HoBa

HA KOHKDETHI NAPUHU HAYKOBOIO 3HAHH (HAIPHUKJIAJ, IIPABOZHABCTBO,
icTopiio, JirepaTypy TOWIO) Ta ApryMEHTATHBHI CHTyalil 3 pPeajbHOro
JKUATTS.

oro ronosua izest mossirae B HAGIIMZKEHH] JTOMKA 10 TPaKTUKU, 30Kpe-
Ma 10 mpakTukHu apryMentamii’. Ha mymxy C. Tymdina,

Jiorika [...], MOXKJIMBO, Ma€ CTaTH MEHII AlPIOPHUM I[PEJIMETOM, HIXK Ie
6ysno pasime |...]. YcBimomirooun 1o norpeby, PO3MOYHEMO 3 BHBYEHHS
nieBux oOpM apryMeHTarllil, 110 BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS B PI3HUX IApUHAX,

HaIma TOuKa Bimiky Gyme 3a3Buuait emmipuanood.

Kpim Toro, HaykoBelp NOB’sI3y€ eMIIpUYHY CKJIAJIOBY HOBOI JIOTIKH 3
icropuunoro. Bin BBakae, 1110

JIOTiIi JIOBEJIETbCSI HE TIIBKU CTATU OLIBII eMIIIPUYHOK; BOHA HEMUHYYE
OyJe mparHyTH CTaTH OLIBII iICTOPUYHOIO... Y HPUPOJHUYUX HAYKaX, Ha-
npukiaz, taki joau, sk V. Kemtep, 1. Heroron, A. JlaByasbe, Y. lapsin

i 3. ®poit 3MIHWIM HE TUIBKM Hallll NEePEeKOHAHHs, ajle W Halll crrocobu
CylepedKH, i Hami cTanjapTu npuiaTHocTi Ta gosenensd [...| T I'porii

3 Toulmin St.E. The Uses of Argument. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1958.

4 Perelman Ch., Olbrechts-Tyteca L. Traité de l’argumentation: la nouvelle
rhétorique. Paris. Presses Universitaires de France La Nouvelle Rhetorique, 1958.

5 Toulmin St.E. The Uses of Argument. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1958. P.253.

6 Tam camo. P.257.
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i I>x. Bentam, EBxuiz i K. I'ayc 3pobumiu Takuit camMuii IoABIfHMIA I0ABUD

y iHImEX mapuHax’ .

Omxe, migsamunn emnipukamizanii g C. Tynamina nosgraors y (1)
nocaimkenni crenndiku aprymMeHTaril B OKPEMHUX IIPEIMETHO OPI€HTO-
BaHux napunax i (2) meil Tpenj 6e3m0cepeiHbO [OB’sI3aHMA 3 aHAIIZ0M
OpUTIHAJBHUX TEKCTIB 3 ICTOpPIl pPi3HMX HAYKOBUX JUCIHIUIIH, Y SKHAX
apryMeHTYEThCsI IMO3UI[isI aBTOPa 3 IEBHOI'O IIUTAHHSI.

Benpriticoki gocaipuuku X. [epensman (Ch. Perelman) i JI. Onn6pexre-
Turexa (L. Olbrechts-Tyteca), cyasauu 3a IXHIMU HOIsIAMHA, TiATPUMAIA
nmozutiito C. Tynmina. 3a IXHBOIO JYMKOIO, TOMOYACHI JIOTIKH PO3pOOIISIN
IIepeEBaKHO Teopil MaTeMaTUYHUX JOBEJIeHb 1 He 3BepTaJu yBary Ha
pobjieMy OOI'PYHTYBaHHS B I'YMaHITApHUX JMCIUILIIHAX. I3 II€I0 METO
BOHU PO3POOWJIM HOBY PUTOPUKY, sIKa 0a3yeThbCsl IepIl 3a BCe He Ha
TEOPEeTHIHNX y3aTaJbHEeHHAX, a Ha eMIIPHIHHX CIOCTepeskeHHax®. Ha
KaJb, X0Ua i/les] eMIIpUYIHOTO BUMIPY apryMeHTallil B IXHBOMY BU€HHI

Caymny anaJorito jyist posyMinast Baecky C. Tysnmina, X. [lepesibmana
it JI. Onpbpexrc-Turekn B mporec emmipikajizamii HayKOBUX JIOCJIi-
JDKeHb y Teopil apryMeHTallil HaBOJUTH HiJEPJaHJICHKAN HAYKOBEIb
®. Bam Eemepen. I3 mporo mpusomgy BiH muire:

Tak camo, six Teopis snoriku I'. @pere Oysra 3acHOBaHA Ha NECKPUITHBHO-
My aHaji3i MaremarudHux Mipkysanb, Bouu [C.Tymmin, X.Ilepesbman,
JI. Onpbpexrc-Tureka — aem.| GasdyBanm cBoOl Teopii aprymenrtamnii Ha

JIECKPUNITUBHOMY aHAaJI31 MipKyBaHb, 1[0 MICTHJIN CY/I2KEHHS IIPO IIIHHOCTI
9

B I[apMHAaX [IPaBO3HABCTBA, icTopil, disocodil Ta giTeparypu”.
Orke, MOXKHA CTBEP/KYBATH, IO iest eMIipuKaIi3alii BxKe 3ByJaJia
manpukinti 50-x pokiB XX cT., TO6TO came TOJi, Koau modasa popMyBa-
THCS CydacHa TeOpis apryMeHTallil.
Y 60-70-x pokax XX CT. HAyKOBIl MEPEBAXKHO 3BEPTAIU yBary Ha
dbopMyBaHHS TEOPETHIHUX 3aCAJ CYIACHUX APTYMEHTATHBHUX HAIPSMIB,

nepexycim Hedopmasbuoi moriku'® ta mparmasmianexTukn'l.

7 Tam camo. P.257.

8 Perelman Ch., Olbrechts-Tyteca L. Traité de l’argumentation: la nouvelle
rhétorique. Paris: Presses Universitaires de France La Nouvelle Rhetorique, 1958.

9 Eemeren F.H.van. Bingo! Promising Developments in Argumentation Theory.
Reflections on Theoretical Issues in Argumentation Theory. Heidelberg etc.: Springer,
2015. P. 5-6.

10 Mus., nanp.: Blair A.J. Groundwork in the Theory of Argumentation Selected
Papers of J. Anthony Blair. Dordrecht : Springer, 2012.

11 Eemeren F.H.van Argumentation Theory: A Pragma-Dialectical Perspective.
Cham : Springer, 2018.
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YV 80-90-x pokax MUHYJIOTO CT. 3’SIBJIAIOTHCS TPAIll, y AKUX aBTOPU
[MOYMHAIOTH PO3POOJISATH 170 eMIIPUIHOrO MiIX0My 0 apryMeHTaril. Y
bOMY 3B’sI3Ky Tpeba 3BEpHYTH yBary Ha JOPOOOK aMEpPUKAHCHKOTO JI0-
crigauka M. @inox’spol?. ¥V meit wac izero emmipukanizanii Bin peasizye
MJIXOM PO3POOKU 1CTOPUKO-TEKCTYAJIbHOIO MPOEKTY, HACIIIYIOUN i71€10
C. Tynmiza mpo nparHeHHsi HOBOI JIOTIKM CTaTH He TIIbKH OLIbII eMiri-
PUYHOIO, aJjie it OLIBII iICTOPUIHO JUCITUILIIHOO.

YV XXI cr. emmipukasizaliisi B apryMeHTATUBHUX JTOC/II2KEHHAX, Ha Mii
IIOTJISiJT, TIEPII 3a BCE IIPOSBJISETHCS B TOMY, IO HAYKOBII IMOYHHAIOTH Pe-
TeJIbLHO JIOCTIIKYBATH crienudiKy apryMeHTalil B pi3HUX IapuHax: icropii
HayKu (HayKoBi qucKycil Ta cynepeukn), dbinocodil, mpaBoBoMy KOHTEKCTI,
MeIUIMHI I OXOpPOHi 3/10pPOB’s, OCBITi, MOJiTHIN, KYJBTYpIi, CIIJIKYBaHHI
moneit y GymzennoMy KUTTi Tomo'. JIasa 1bOro BOHM 3 yCIIXOM 3aCTO-
COBYIOTH KATeropiiHuil amapar i iIHCTpyMeHTapiit, po3pobeHnit y MeKax
PI3HUX IIiIXO/IIB Cy4YacHOI TeOopil apryMeHTallil.

HaBaiiTe po3risiHeMO JIesIKi HAIPAMU TAKUX €MINPUIHUX JIOCTiI2KEHb
JeTajIbHiIIe.

3. AprymeHraiiis it icropist HAyKun

IlikaBi pos3Bigkm B miit mapuni, 9K BxKe OyJI0 3a3HAYEHO, HAJIEKATDH
amMepukancbkoMy HaykoBIiio M. Pinok’spo. ¥ pe3yabTaTi cBOiX 6araTopi-
YHUX JOCJIZKEHD BiH 3aIIPOIIOHYBAB Bl KOHIENT (1CTOPUKO-TEKCTYAIbHY
Ta MeTa-apryMeHTATUBHY) 31 crerudiYHuM MeTOMOJOrTYHUM IHCTPYMEH-
TapieM ISl aHaJi3y TEKCTiB-apryMeHTAallill BUAATHUX BUEHUX, HOJITHKIB,
fopuctiB. O0uABI KOHIENIT 0a3yI0ThC Ha eMIIPUIHUX JOCJIIIKEHHSIX.

HasaiiTe 3’scyemo, 1o K Take emiipukaJizaris 3a M. @inok’spo. He-
OJIMiHHUM CKJIQIHUKOM €MITIIPHYIHOrO JIOC/Ii2KEeHHsI € 6a3a JaHuX, Ha SKY

12 Mus., wanp.: Finocchiaro M.A. Galileo and the Art of Reasoning: Rhetorical
Foundations of Logic and Scientific Method. Boston, MA : Reidel, 1980; Finocchiaro
M.A. Two empirical approaches to the study of reasoning. Informal Logic, 1994. Vol. 16.
P.1-21.

13 NMus., wanp.: Eemeren F.H.van, Garssen B. (eds) Scrutinizing Argumentation
in Practice (Argumentation in Context). John Benjamins Publishing Company,
2015; Eemeren F.H.van (eds) Prototypical Argumentative Patterns. Exploring the
relationship between argumentative discourse and institutional context. John Benjamins
Publishing Company, 2017; Garssen B. The argumentative style of the opening speech
of a debate in the European Parliament. Journal of Argumentation in Context.
2022. Vol.11. Issuel. P.47-68; Leal F., Marraud H. How Philosophers Argue. An
Adversarial Collaboration on the Russell-Copleston Debate. Cham: Springer, 2022;
Finocchiaro M.A. Science, Method, and Argument in Galileo. Philosophical, Historical,
and Historiographical Essays. Cham: Springer, 2021.



222 Ewmipukastizaliist B cydJacHii Teopii apryMeHTarii

CIUPAETHCS JIOCIITHUK. KO 3BepHYTHCS /10 TTpallb 3ragaHoro dgijgocoda,
TO MOKHA 3HAWTH TaM JBa PISHOBUAW eMIipwdHux 6a3 manumx. lleprmii
repedadae BUOKPEMJIEHHS JeSKNX BAXKJIMBUX TEKCTIB MHUHYJIOrO, IO Mi-
CTATH T[iKaBl apryMeHTaTwBHI ypuBku. Hampukiasi, JOCTIIHUK BUPI3HsIE
Taki TBOpH, sik: «PecmyoOsikas [Tnarona, «Cyma Teosorii» T. AkBiHCBKOTO,
«Iloxomxkenns Buaiy» Y. lapeina Ta iami. Kpim Toro, M. ®@iHok’sipo 3a-
yBaxKye, 10 HAYKOBIIl MOXKYTh BUKOPDHCTOBYBATHU HE TIJTbKU KJIACHIHI TBO-
pu, a, HanpukJja, marepiaiaun Bepxosroro cyy CIITA a6o MixkunapoaHoro
KpuMiHajabHOTO cyay B [aasi.

Hpyruit pizHOBU eMITiputHOl 6a3u I aHAJI3Y BKJIIOYAE PEKOHCTPY-
oBaHI apryMeHTaTUBHI MipKyBaHHs, BUJIYYeHI 3 TakuX TekcriB. Ile mo-
XKyTh OyTH MIPDKyBaHHS $SIK IIPOIIOHEHTa, TaK i omoHeHTa. CyKyIHICTBH
TAKWX BiJIHOBJIEHUX apryMEHTATHBHUX MipKyBaHb i €, 3a M. @ixok’sapo,
CIPABXKHBOIO EMIIIPUYHOIO 6A3010 JAHUX JJIsl ITOIAJIBIIOrO JIOCIII2KEHHS.

Hacrynaum kKpokowm micsist 3’sicyBaHHsI 0a3u JAHUX € OIIHIOBAHHSI BiJl-
HOBJIEHUX apryMEHTATHUBHUX MipKyBaHb. JIJIs [OT0 JIOC/IIHUK MIPOIIOHYE
JeTaJbHO PO3POOJIEHMIT METOMOJIOTiuHmit iHcTpyMeHTapiii. [omoBHOIO Me-
TOIO IILOTO €TaIly € 3’sICYBaHHHA TOrO, YU € apryMEHTATHBHI MipKyBaHH:H
no6pumu (good) a6o noranumu (bad).

dAx zasznagae M. @iHOK’s1po, iCHY€ HIICTH METOMIB JJjIs peayi3aril Imiel
MEeTH, & CaMme: MeTOJ, AJIbTEPHATUBHUAX BUCHOBKIB, METOJI aKTHBHOI'O OIli-
HIOBaHHSH, apryMenT ad hominem, MeTOJ KOHTPIPHUKJIAILY, IPUHIUI OJIa-
POJITHOCT] Ta MEeTOJ TOSICHEHHST TOMIJIOK y MipKyBauHsx. Cepes epepa-
XOBAHUX METOJUB, 3a HAYKOBIIEM, HalpeseBaHTHIIMY € Tepimi Tpu'?.

[Tiznime M. ®iHOK’sspo po3p00JIsi€ KOHIIEIIN0 MeTa~-apryMeHTAIll, sKa
6a3yeThcda Ha MpUHIUNAX iHTepperartii it omiaku. [leprmuit mpuHIIn cpsi-
MOBaHUII HA OIHUC CTPYKTYPH JIOCJI/KYBAaHUX MIPKyBaHb [JIsi BUSBJICH-
Hs CTYIIEHsI 1XHDBOI OOT'PYHTOBAHOCTI; APYTUil — HA KPUTUKY PI3HUX SIBHO
chOPMYIbOBAHUX BUCJOBJIIOBAHD, IO CKJIIAI0OTh CTPYKTYPY MipKYyBaHHSI,
IXHIX 3B’SI3KiB ITOMiK CODOIO0 Ta 3 IHINIMMU HESBHUMU BUCJIOBJIIOBAHHSIMU,
fAKI MOXKHA, TiependadnTu. TaKy MeTOOJIOTII0 HAyKOBEIbh 3aCTOCOBYE I
9ac PO3POOKH HOBOIO IMIIXOMY, AKWU BiH HA3UBAE MeTa-apryMeHTATHB-
M P,

Crmpatounch Ha TakKy MeTOOJIOTII0, JOCJIIHUK y IIyOJiKallisiXx BU-
OKPEMJIIOE Ta ITPOBOJUTH AHAJI3 JEeAKUX BIJIOMUX TEKCTIiB, 30Kpema i
dinocodberkux. Cepen nux, mampukiaz, npami [ Tamimes «/liamor mpo

14 Pinocchiaro M.A. Two Empirical Approaches to the Study of Reasoning. Informal
Logic. 1994. Vol. 16. P. 1-21.

15 Finocchiaro M.A. Meta-argumentation. An Approach to Logic an Argumentation
Theory. London : Colledge Publications, 2013.
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nBi cucremu csity» (1632), . TVioma «/lianorn npo mpupoHy pesirios
(1751), ecei k. C. Mins «IIpo cBoboay» (1859) ta «IligkopenHs KiHOK»
(1869)16.

4. AprymMmeHTaliig Ta MeauIIMHA

OcranriM wacoM 3pocrae iHTepec 70 POJIi apryMeHTalii B HapWHi
MeIUIIHN i 0XOpoHH 3710poB’sa’’. Ileil HAIPSAM IIepeBasKHO PO3PODIIAETHCS
B MerKax MparMa-IiaJeKTHIHOTO IIiIXoay 10 apryMenTartii. Jlas qocutimke-
HH¢ apryMEHTATUBHOI IMPOOJIEMATHKN B MEIUYHOMY KOHTEKCTI HAyKOBII
3aCTOCOBYIOTH KaTeropiiiuuii amapar (MO3UI[A, PO3XOIZKEHHS B JyMKaX,
KpUTHYHA (aPryMEHTATHBHA) AUCKYCig Ta 1T cTajil TOIo) Ta IHCTpyMeHTa-
piii mparMa-jiajgekTuku (cTpareriuie MaHeBPYBaHHs, IPABUIIA KPUTUIHOL
JIUCKYCiT, KOHTEKCTyaJbHUT aHai3, mo0yI0Ba pi3HUX BUJIIB apryMeHTAaIlil
(MHOXKUHHOT, HiAPATHOL, CYPsIHOT TOIIO)).

JocmiHUKY PO3MIPKOBYIOTH IIPO T€, K KOHTEKCT OXOPOHU 3/I0POB’S
dopMye apryMeHTOBaHY B3a€MOIII0 MiXK JiiKapeM 1 marieHToM. YBara
NPUIIISIETHCA Pi3HUM (popMaM apryMeHTarll, aKi moB’s3ani 3i 3710poB’aM
gronuau. [le MoxKe OyTH MeIndHA KOHCYJIHTAITIS; peKIaMa JIiKiB, CIIPIMOBa-
Ha 6e310cepe[HbO Ha CIIOYKUBada; OPOIILYpH PO 310POB’s Ta, Pi3HOMAaHITHI
[TOBITOMJIEHHST TIPO PU3UKU JJIsT 3JOPOB’sl TOIIIO.

OcobiuBy yBary HayKOBII 3BEPTaIOTh Ha BepPOAJIbHY KOMYHIKAIII0 MiXK
JiKapeM 1 IaIieHToM y KJIiHi9HEX yMoBax. /IMCKycil € 9acTHHOIO IOBCSIK-
JEHHOT'O KJIiHIYHOTO auckypcey. Ko koMyHIKaTHBHA B3a€MOJid MiXK JIiKa-
pSMU Ta TAIIEHTAMY CIIPSIMOBAHA HA OOMIH PI3HUMMW TOTVISIAME IIISXOM
00roBOpeHHs eBHOI IPODJIEMH 3 METOIO IPUAHATTs (JIKYBaJIbHOIO) piriie-
HH¢, TOJIi MO2KHA, CKa3aTH, 110 JiaJIoT, KUl BUHUKAE, MA€ apr'yMEHTOBAHMIA
xapakTep. TepMiH apzymenmayis TYT PO3IVISTAETHCA K IIPOIIEC, CIIPS-
MOBaHUI Ha pO3B’si3aHHs POOJIEMU — OOI'DYHTYBaHHS a00 CIIPOCTYBAHHS
no3umil (JyMKH, CyJKeHHs, yHOoJ00aHHs 9M PEKOMEHJIAIT), [0 HASBHA B
TAKOMY JTUCKYPCi.

16 Mus., mamp.: Finocchiaro M.A. Defending Copernicus and Galileo. Critical
Reasoning in the Two Affairs. Dordrecht: Springer, 2010; Finocchiaro M.A. Meta-
argumentation. An Approach to Logic an Argumentation Theory. London: Colledge
Publications, 2013. P. 179-241.

17 Mus., nanp.: Rubinelli S., Snoeck Henkemans F. (eds) Argumentation and Health.
John Benjamins Publishing Company, 2014; Snoeck Henkemans F. The role of
pragmatic argumentation in over-the-counter medicine advertisements. Prototypical
Argumentative Patterns. Exploring the relationship between argumentative discourse
and institutional context. John Benjamins Publishing Company, 2017. P.93-108.
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Jlikapi Ta marieHTH MOXKYThH SBHO UM IPUXOBAHO MaTH pPIi3HI JyMKH
10/10 OOrOBOPIOBAHKMX MUTAHb (HAIPUKJIA, OO0 IPUYUH CUMIITOMIB Iia-
nienTiB abo HafiKpamoro crocoby JKyBaHHs IEBHOIO 3aXBOPIOBAHHS). Y
BOMY 3B’sI3Ky PO3PI3HAIOTH pi3Hi THUIM JYyMOK (IyMKH, sIKi CTOCYIOTHCS
GdaKTUIHOTO CTAHY CIIPaB, i MPOTHO3M MO0 MaOyTHHOTO TEPEdITy XBOPO-
6u; IPONO3UILIIT; PEKOMEHIAIIT TOITIO).

Komn omme 3 ydacHukiB (Jikap,/nmarfie€HT) BHCYBa€ INEBHHI OIS,
TO B IHIIOrO MOXKYTb BUHUKHYTH CyMHIBHA (He3MilIaHa PO3OIKHICTH y
nyMKax) abo 3amnepedeHHs mog0 Hel (3Mimana po3biKHICTB y JIyMKax).
CiioBecHI MapKepu B TEKCTi, a TAKOXK KOHTEKCTYyaJIbHI IiJKa3KH MOXKYThb
OyTu BUKOPUCTAHI JIJII BU3HAUCHHS TMO3UILH, a TAKOXK apryMeHTIB, IO X
MATBEPIKYIOTh.

CTpyKTypa aprymMeHTOBAHOI IUCKYCil y IparMa-TiaJeKTUIll CKJIa1ae-
ThCS 3 YOTUPHOX MMOCTIMOBHUX €TaIliB: KOH(MPOHTAII, TOYATKY, apryMeH-
Talil Ta 3aBepPIIeHHsl. SHAHHS PO IIi €TAIlM € KOPUCHUM, KOJIM XTOCh HaMa-
ra€ThCS 3PO3YMITH, TPOAHAJII3YBATH i OIIHUTH apryMEHTAII0 B KJIIHIYHIX
YMOBaX.

OcobsnBa yBara npuiisieThCs Takiit popmi KoMyHIKaIl MiXK JiKapem
i mMaIieHToM, K MeJIUYHA KOHCYJ/IbTallisd. I HAYKOBIT BIJTHOCATH JO BUJLY
apryMeHTaTUBHOI HisIbHOCTI. ApryMeHTallist, 1Ky BUCyBa€ Jiikap abo maiii-
€HT HA MEJIUIHNX KOHCYIbTAIlISAX, CKIAJAETHCI B HANIIPOCTINIOMY BUIIQIKY
JIWIIE 3 OJHOTO apryMEHTY, ajie MOYXKe MaTH i OLIbII CKJIaIHY CTPYKTYPY.
Aximo aprymeHTallisi CKIaIaeThCs 3 OLIBIN HiXK OHOTO AJbTEPHATUBHOTO
3aXHCTY OJHOTO TOIJISITY, CTPYKTYPa apryMeHTallil Ha3WBAE€ThCA MHOYKHIH-
HOTO. SIKIIO aprymMeHTallist CKIaJa€ThCsa 3 KITbKOX apryMeHTIB, siKi HeoO-
XiJIHO PO3IVISIATH Pa30M, CTPYKTypa apryMeHTalil € cypsaHoro. [ummii
THUI B3aEMO3B’I3KY CKJIAHUX apr'yMeHTIB BUHUKAE, KOJU OJUH ApryMEeHT
miATpUMYye€ IHIMUE. Y IOMY BHNAJIKY CTPYKTYPY apryMeHTallil Ha3UBaIOTh
i TPsiTHOTO.

Imomi mikap abo marieHT apryMeHTy€e CBOIO MO3UINI0, BUKOPUCTOBYIOUN
CJIOBECHI TIOKA3HUKHM MHOXKWHHOI, CYPSIJHOI YU IIiJIPSITHOI apryMeHTAaIlil,
ajle HapdacTime mijy 4ac oOMiHy JyMKamu, IO BiIOYBA€THCS MIPOTATOM
MeINIHOT KOHCYJ/IbTAIIT, TaKi IHIuKaTOopy Tpeba BMITH 3HAXOAUTH. SIKIIO €
CYMHIBHI MO0 TOTO, YU apryMEeHTaIlisl, BACYHYTa JKapeM ab0 MAIIEHTOM,
€ MHOYXKUHHOIO UM CYPSTHOIO, PEKOMEHIYEThCA OOMPATH «MaKCAMAJIbHUM
aHaJIi3 apryMmeHTaril» i po3riaggaTu 11 gk MHOXKUHHY, 00 KOXKEH KOM-
IIOHEHT apryMeHTaIlil Jikaps 4Yu HallieHTa MOXKHa Oys0 6 MaKCHMAJIBHO
YBaXKHO ITPOAHAJI3yBaTH f OIMIHUTU. ¥ YITKO BU3HAYEHOMY KOHTEKCTi, AK-
OT MeJWYHA KOHCYJIbTAllisd, PEKOHCTPYKINS €JIEMEHTIB, SKi 3aJIAIIHAIICS
HEBUPAXKEHUMU B JINCKYPCl, MOXKe 3HAYHO JIOITOMOI'TH B PO3YyMiHHI TO3UITiii
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YYaCHHUKIB JliajIory.

Ha namckycito mik smikapsaMu Ta MaIli€HTaMM, KA BUHUKAE MiJ ac
KOHCYJIbTAIIi1, BILTMBAIOTH TAKOXK II€BHI IIpaBUJIa, CTAHJIAPTH Ta KOHBEHIIII.
Pospobka Ha mincraBi IXHBOrO BHUBYEHHSI IEBHUX KPUTEPIIB, 3a SIKUMU
MOXKHA& Oysio 6 49iTKO aHasi3yBaTH § ONIHIOBATH MEJIMYHUIl JHUCKYpPC, 1 €
3a/1a4€e10 HAyKOBI[IB-apryMEeHTATOPIB.

Omxe, cepes akTyajbHUX IHUTaHb y Il mapuui € taki. Koysm i sk
B3aEMOJII0 MiXK JIKapsMH Ta IAaIll€HTaMd MOXKHA PEKOHCTPYIOBATH K
aprymentatuBumit muckypc? Illo o3magae nmsg sikapis i marmieHTiB po-
3yMHE Po3B’si3aHHsA posbikHOCcTedl y mymrax? IIlo o3Hadae nparHeHHs
JI0 PO3yMHOCTI #i e(PeKTUBHOCTI B KJIHIYHOMY JUCKypci? 3a sIKHUX yMOB
TaKl 3yCUJUISA JIKaps Ta Iallil€HTa BUSBJSIOTHCSA HEYCIINIHUMU, 1 OJIMH 3
YYIACHUKIB KJIIHITHOTO JIMCKYPCY HAMAra€TbCs BBECTH B OMaHy IHIIOr0?

PosrsryTa mpobsiemaTuka € 1iKaBoio He TIAbKY /I HAYKOBIIIB Y TAPH-
Hi Teopil apryMmeHTarii, ajie i € 0COOJIMBO KOPUCHOIO JJIsI THX, XTO IIparte
3pO3YMITH 1 MOKPAIMUTA KOMYHIKATHBHI HABUYKHU HA MPAKTHUIN: JIKapiB,
MIPAIiBHUKIB chepr OXOPOHU 370POB’sl, CTYJIEHTIB MEINIHUX YHIBEPCUTETIB
TOIIIO.

Ilin wac posryisy NUTAHHS OO aApPryMEHTAIlil B MEIUIHOMY JTH-
CKypCl He MOXKHA OMUHYTH YBArolo aKTyaJbHY JjIs HAIIOr0 dYacy IIpo-
6aemy COVID-19. ¥V 2022 pomni Buiinia apykom moHorpadis «Ilanmemis
aprymenTamnii» '8, y skiit maykosmi 3 pisHmX Kpail caiTy, 6a3yrounch Ha
pe3yJibTaTax CBOIX JIOCJIPKEHb Y TeOpil apryMeHTallil, PO3IVISHY/IN KO-
MyHikaTuBHI acrektu norounol naagemii COVID-19, a rtakox errigemil
nesindopmariil HaBkojo Hel. [0jl0oBHA yBara TyT TPUIUISETHCS TUTAHHIO,
HaCKLIbKU 3MiHMINCS (popmu, HOpMEU Ta PYHKILT yOIIIHOT apryMeHTAIl
B ymoBax mazgemii COVID-19. OcobiuBo mikaBum, Ha Miif OIS, €
aHaJII3 peaJbHIX BUKJIUKIB, 3 IKIMH CTUKHYJIACH €KCIIEPTHA apTryMeHTaIlis
o0 COVID-19 B my6utiusiit cdepi B pe3ysIbTaTi HayKOBOI HEBUSHAYEHOCT]
bGaraTbOX MATAHB IIOJO IIET XBOPOOU, & TAKOXK IIMPOKO MONIUPEHOT J1e3iH-

dopwmarrii.

5. Kpoc-KyJabTypHi JIOCJIII2KEHHsT apryMeHTaIril

le omuH HAPSIM CyYacHUX JOCJI2KEHb y IAPUHI apryMeHTaIlil TiCHO
[IOB’SI3aHMN 3 eMINPUYHOIO MeTozosorieo. $1 mMaio Ha yBadi KpOC-KyJib-
TYPHI JIOC/II2KEHHsI, METa AKUX IOJIATAE B 3’sICYBAHHI MATAHHS, SK JIIO/IN

18 Oswald S. et all (eds) The Pandemic of Argumentation Springer. Cham : Springer,
2022.
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3 pIBHUMHU KYJBTYPHUMHU TPAJUINAMEI CTABJISITHCA JI0 MiXKOCOOMCTICHUX
cymepedok. Y Iiit crarri st 6 XOTija 3yNMHUTHUCH HA MiAXOMl 3 JE€TAJIHHO
PO3POBJIEHOIO EMITIPHIHOIO METOI0IoTie€r0. ['0ToBHa MeTa JTOCTITHUKIB Ty T
moJisirae y 30mpanui # aHasisi 6a3 gaHUX, M0 IMACYMOBYIOTH (DyHIaMeH-
TaJIbHI OPIEHTUPU B CyHepevYKax PECHOHEHTIB 3 Pi3HMX KpalH CBiTy. Yci
METOOJIOTIYHI IHCTPYMEHTH JJIsl peayisaril I[iel MeTu po3poOuB amepu-
kaHchKui mocaigpuk JI. Temmur'®, gxuit crimpaBcs Ha JIOCIiIZKEHHS fOr0O
KOJIer, PO IO Bin mmme B oxmiil 3i coix mpanp?’. Cuix migxpeciurn,
0 OKpiM 3’SCYyBaHHS apr'yMEHTATUBHUX XaPAKTEPUCTHUK, MPUTAMAHHIX
pecrionieHTaM i3 MmeBHOI Kpainu, mei miaxis TaKoXK IPOCYyBa€ II00AIbHUM
IIPOEKT, MeTa SIKOI'0 — ITOPIBHSIHHSI CTABJIEHHS JIFOJEH /10 Mi?KOCOOUCTICHOTO
CIIJIKYBaHHS B PI3HUX KpalHax CBITY.

Ha cworomui Taki jmociimkenust Bxke Oynau nposeseni y CIHTA, Yui,
Kwurai, ®panmii, Iugii, Maaiizii, Mekcuri, Higepranmax, ITopryrasii,
[MiBnenniit Kopei, Typewunni, Ykpaini, O6’eqnannx Apabcbkux Emiparax
Ta, inmux xpainax?!. Ileit GpaxT 103BOIIsIE IOPIBHIOBATH H Y3araJbHIOBATH
JIaHi, 310paHi B pisHuX perioHax cBiTy. EMnipnyHa yacTuHa TaKUX ITPOEKTIB
BKJIIOUAE 3araJIbHOHAIIOHAJIBHI ONMMTYBAHHS, sIKi IPOBOIATHCS depe3 Oe3-
IIOCEPE/IHE CIIJIKYBAHHS 3 PECIIOHICHTAMA TaK I€PE3 OHJIANH-OIUTY BAHHSI.

Ilepminm KpOKOM y NMPOBEJIEHHI TAKOTO ONUTYBAHHS € (POPMYJIIOBAHHST
3araJibHUX JIOCJITHUIIBKUAX NUTaHb. Hanpukian, i iHAifchKUX KOJer
sHadynmMu Oyim Taki murasHs. (1) Koo Mipowo (SKINO Iie MOMKJIABO)
crareBl BiAMIHHOCTI BIUIMBaIOTL Ha aprymenrtaniio B lumii? (2) ki e
3B’93KM MiK KOHCTPYKTaMu (MOTUBAIlis apryMenTarii, dbpeiiMu apryMmen-
Taril, nepconasizanist KouduikTy) 1ua inaiinis? (3) Hackiibku (ko e
MOXKJIMBO) pecrioHzeHTH 3 [uail Bigpisusiorses Bix pecriongentis i3 CIITA

19 Hample D. Interpersonal arguing. New York: Peter Lang, 2018.

20 Hample D. The Psychological Approach to Interpersonal Argumentation in the
U.S. Argumentation Community. The psychology of argument: Cognitive approaches
to argumentation and persuasion. London : College Publications Ltd, 2016. P. 257-274.

21 Mus., nanp.: Hample D., Anagondahalli D. Understandings of arguing in India and
the United States: Argument frames, personalization of conflict, argumentativeness, and
verbal aggressiveness. Journal of Intercultural Communication Research. Vol.44 (1),
2015. P.1-26; Hample D., Rapanta Ch. Orientations to interpersonal arguing in
the United Arab Emirates, with comparisons to the United States, China, and
India. Journal of Intercultural Communication Research. Vol.44 (4), 2015. P. 263-287;
Khomenko I., Hample D. Comparative analysis of Arguing in Ukraine and the USA.
Garssen B.J., Godden D., Mitchell G., Wagemans J. (eds.) Proceedings of the Ninth
Conference of the International Society for the Study of Argumentation. Amsterdam :
Sic Sat, 2019. P.628-639; Lewiriski M., Hample D., Sadgua J., Mohammed D. Arguing
in Portugal: A cross-cultural analysis. Journal of International and Intercultural
Communication, 2018. P. 233-253.
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3a IxHiMu opieHTanigMu mog0 aprymentanii? (4) koo mipoio (akimio e
MOKJIMBO) 1HII#NI BiAPI3HAIOTHCS BiJl AaMEPUKAHIB 100 KOPEJSil Mix
ApryMEHTATHBHUME KOHCTPYKTAMMU?!

st HaykosiB 3 O0’ennanux Apabcbkux Ewmiparis gocaiagHunbKuMu
nurasHsMEu Oy Taxi. (1) Yu Bigo6paskaThes B pe3yIbTaTax OlUTYBAHHSI
pectiorentis 3 OAE 11 cami 3B’13ku Mi2K KOHCTPYKTaM# MiKOCOOUCTICHIX
CylepedoK, sKi HiATPUMYIOTh PECHOHJEHTH B iHmux Kpainax? (2) Yu
MOXKHA TIOPIBHATH cepeai mokazunku onuryBanns B OAE 3 nokazuukamu,
OTPUMAaHUMU B IHIINX KpaiHax?!

Hayxosni 3 [lopryramii Bupizaumm taxi gocsigaunpki nuranss. (1) 9u
BiJIPI3HAIOTHCS MOPTYTAIbChbKI YOJIOBIKH Ta YKIHKH CBOEIO OPIEHTAITIEIO Ta
posyMiHHAM MixkocobucTicHux cynepedok? (2) Yu MaoTh pECHOHIEHTH
Tlopryrasmii Ta CIITA pisui cepefni MOKA3ZHUKHM 32 IHCTPYMEHTAMH OIli-
HIOBaHHsI OpieHTanil Ta po3yMiHHs Mikocobucricaux cynepeuok? (3) ki
iCHYIOTD KOpeJsIiiiai cucreMu MixK 3MmiHHuME B onuTyBanui B [lopTyrastii
Ta YU MOXKHA iX nopiBHsaTH 3 TuM camuM y CIITA?

[Tiyg wac mpoBeIeHHsT MOIIOHIX HAYKOBUX JIOC/I2KeHb B YKpalni y 2018
POIl MM IIOCTABUJIU Iiepes coboro Taki mocsigaunpki nurannsd. (1) Ak
MOXKHA TIOPIBHATHU BiJITIOBI/II YKPATHCHKUX Ta aMEPUKAHCHKUX PECITOH]IEH-
TiB HA NMUTAHHS ONMUTYBAJbHUKA IOJI0 MOTHUBAIIl B CylepedKax, po3yMi-
HHSI apryMeHTallil CyIpOTHBHUKA Ta Peakllil Ha IOBIJIOMJIEHHS IIiJ dYac
cuinikyBanssi? (2) Yu BiApI3HAIOTHCH YKpPATHCHKI YOJIOBIKHM Ta YKIHKH 3a
MOTHBAITIEIO B CyHepevYKaX, PO3yMIHHSM apryMeHTAIlil CyITPOTUBHUKA Ta
peakiisgMu Ha [OBLIOMIIeHHs 1 ac culikyBanuas? (3) Yu sianosini ykpa-
THCHKMX PECIIOH/IEHTIB, sIKi 00pa/in YKpalHOMOBHY BEPCII0 ONMMTYBaJILHUKA,
BIIIPI3HAIOTHCS Bif THX, XTO 00pas ioro pociiicbkoMoBHY Bepcio? (4) ki
KOPEJISiTlil Mi’K KOHCTPYKTaMU OIATYBAJIbHIUKA MOXKHA BUOKPEMUTH, Oa3y-
FOYNCh Ha YKPalHCHKiil 6a3i maHux?

JpyruM KPpOKOM HOCIITHUIIBKOTO KPOC-KYIBTYPHOTO IIPOEKTY € PobOoTa
3 AHKETOIO, sIKa IIOJIATAE B IIEPEKJIA/I] HAIIOHAJIHLHOIO MOBOIO aHIVIOMOBHOTO
onuTyBaJbHUKA. TyT 3BEpTA€ThCSA yBara Ha Te, IO 3AlUTAHHS B HHOMY
MOBUHHI OYTH OJHAKOBUMU JIJIsT PECIOHICHTIB Pi3HUX KpPaiH.

[leprmmit Habip 3anmuTaHb B ONUTYBAJIBHUKY IIPHUCBAYEHUI 3BUYAlHIN
nemorpadii (crarb, BiK, perion npoxuBaHHs, HaBuaHHs/pobora). Ipyra
rpyIia 3aliTaHb CTOCYETHCS MOTHBAII] PECTIOH/ICHTIB ¥ cymnepedkax. Bimgmo-
BiJIi HA 3aIIPONIOHOBAHI 3aIUTAHHS ONMUCYIOTH CXWJIBHICTDH JIIOJEN cliepeva-
THCS I0/I0 PO30izKHOCTEH y ITO3UIIAX Ta aTaKyBaTH iHIIIOrO CliepedaIbHIKa
(Bepbasibua arpecusHicTh). Tperst rpyla 3anuTaHb OIIHIOE, y SKUil CIIO-
¢ci6 pecnonmenTH cupuitMaoTh KOHGIIKTH B cynepedkax (IepcoHasizarisa
kouduikry). YerBepruii Habip npucsguenuil dpeitmam cynepedku, T06TO
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HabOPy IHCTPYMEHTIB MO0 BiJIMOBIII Ha 3alUTAHHS, IO HIEPECidHl JIFOIn
JYyMAIOTh 1 1[0 BOHU POOJISITH, KOJIU CIIEPEYAIOTHCS OJIMH 3 OJIHWIM.

3ibpani pa3oM B ONUTYBaJbHUKY, Il IHCTPYMEHTH I[TOBHHHI HaJIaTH
MMOBHY 1HMOPMAIIIIO IPO Te, STKe CTABJIEHHS J0 CYIIEPEYIKN Bid-HA-BIY MAIOTh
JIIOMW B TIEBHIN KpalHi, y 9OMy TOJATra€ IXHsg MOTHBAINS OpaTH yIacThb y
TAKOMY CIIJIKYyBaHHI, siKi 3acO0M BOHM 3aCTOCOBYIOTH JJIsl TIOBiTOMJIEHHS
iHITOMY CBOT'O HE3a/I0BOJIEHHSI HOT0 apryMEeHTAIII€I0, 3aB/IAKH YOMY BUHU-
KarTh KOHMJIKTHU TiJ] 9aC CylIepedoK.

Tperiit KPOK AOCIITHUIBKOTO ITPOEKTY — 1€ BUOIP KOJIa, PECIIOHJIEHTIB.
TyT Tpeba 3a3HaunNTH, MO OLIBIITICTE JIOEH, IKi Opaii yIacTh B OIUTYBa~
HHAX B PI3HUX KpaiHax CBIiTYy, Oy/in IEPEeBaKHO CTYIAEHTAMMU, ACIIiPAHTAMMA
Ta cHiBpobiTHUKaMU pidHmX yHiBepcuTeTiB. KpiMm Toro, B onuryBanHi Opa-
JIM y4aCTh YJIEHH IXHIX ciMeil, JIpy3i Ta 3HalioMi.

YerBepruil KpOK IPHUCBSIYEHUil aHalily 0a3y JIaHUX OIHUTYBAHHS Ta
IXHPOMY IIOPIBHSIHHIO 3 pe3yJIbTaTaM{, OTPUMaHUMU JOCJiTHUKAMHU B iH-
X KpalHaX-yJacHUIIX TVI00AJbHOIO KPOC-KYJIBTYPHOI'O IIPOEKTY.

IT’situit KpoK — 0OrOBOPEHHSI PE3YJILTATIB JIOC/IIIPKEHHS, OTPUMAaHOIO B
MEeBHil KpaiHi.

* ok ok

Y crarTi OyIM PO3IVISAHYTI Pi3HI aCeKTH aHAJI3y TEPMIHY emMnipurai-
30uis B CydacHiii Teopil aprymenTtarii. 3’sicOBaHO, IO IEpeIyMOBaMU
MOSBA  EMITIPUYHUX JIOCI/I2KeHb apryMeHTallil MOXKHa BBaXKaTH ifel,
pucyossieni y mnpangx C.Tymamina «Bukopucrammst aprymenTarii» Ta
X. IMepesbmana i JI. Onbbpexrce-Turekn «Hosa puropukas. [Tokazano, 1o
y XXI cT. emmipuKaJii3aliisi B apryMeHTATUBHUX JTOC/II?KEHHSIX TIEPIIT 38 BCe
MIPOSIBJISIETHCS B TOMY, IO HAYKOBII MOYNHAIOTH PETEJIBHO JIOCTIIZKYBATH
cuerudiky aprymeHTalii B PI3HUX IPEeIMETHO-OPIEHTOBAHUX IAPUHAX:
icropil maykm (HaykoBi muckycii Ta cynepedku), dinocodii, npaBoBomy
KOHTEKCTi, MEIUINHI # OXOPOHI 3J0pOB’s, OCBITI, MOMITHIN, KyIbLTYPi,
CIIJIKYBaHHI JIO/Ie# y Oy/IeHHOMY KUTTI TOIO. st 11Oro BOHU 3 yCIIiXOM
3aCTOCOBYIOTH KATETOPIHHUI amapaT Ta iHCTpYMEHTapii, po3pobJienuil y
Me2KaxX PI3HMX MiJIXOJIIB cy4dacHol Teopil apryMmenTarii. [l gemoncTpartii,
o cobOI0 SBJIsIE EMITIPUKAJII3AIlsA, ¥ CTATTi JAeTaJbHO MTPOAHAJTI30BaHI
pi3Hi HAIPAMU HOMIOHUX eMITIPUIHUX TOCJIiIZKEHb.
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EMPIRICALIZATION IN THE MODERN THEORY OF
ARGUMENTATION: HISTORICA PRECONDITIONS AND AREAS OF
RESEARCH

Iryna Khomenko

Abstract. We can see various types of research in the modern theory of
argumentation. Recently, scholars in this field have been actively discussing
a new trend, namely, empiricalization. The paper is devoted to considering
the historical preconditions for the emergence of this trend and clarifying its
essence under modern conditions. The author justifies the point of view that
the preconditions for empiricalization are two concepts developed at the end of
the 1950s, namely: the concept of working logic by Stephen Toulmin and the
concept of new rhetoric by Chaim Perelman and Lucy Olbrechts-Tyteka. In the
author’s opinion, the foundations of modern empiricalization are based on their
proposals for scholars (1) to study argumentation in a specific institutional
context and (2) to analyze original texts from the history of various disciplines,
in which the author’s position on a certain issue is argued.

The article shows that the modern term “empiricalization” precisely
corresponds to the growth of research on argumentative processes in various
fields and contexts, namely in the history of science (scientific discussions and
controversies), philosophy, legal context, medicine and health care, education,
politics, culture, communication of people in everyday life and others. For
that, scholars successfully use terminology and methodological tools developed
within various theoretical approaches to argumentation, specifying them to
certain empirical databases.

To demonstrate this position, the following approaches and concepts are
considered in detail in the paper: historical-textual and meta-argumentative
concepts, which are based on the ideas and tools of informal logic; modern
studies of argumentation in the field of medicine and health care within a
pragma-dialectical approach and cross-cultural studies based on a psychologi-
cal approach to interpersonal communication.

Keywords: theory of argumentation, empiricalization, historical-textual
approach, meta-argumentation approach, argumentation in health care, cross-
cultural study of argumentation.

Haoitiwaa do pedaxuii 1 cepnna 2022 p.
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ITPO JEAKI APTYMEHTALIIMHI MOJU®IKAIIIL B
JIOTILII

Bosoaumup Haspoiibkuii

Amnoranis. I[lepeopienTaliisi JOriYHUX JOCIIAXKEHb 3 aHAJII3y OKPEMUX PEYEHb
Ha aHaJI3 CHCTEeM apryMeHTiB NPHU3BOAUTHL 10 JeAKHUX 3MiH y camiit jorimi.
Taka nepeopieHTallisi 3yMOBJIeHA, 30KPEMa, OCOOJIMBOCTSIMHU IIPaBIAONOLIOHUX
apryMeHTiB, IO BHCYBAalOTbCA HA MiATPUMKY NPUAHATTA pimens. Oxxa 3
TAKUX OCOOJIMBOCTEH IOJISITA€ B TOMY, IO 3aCTOCYBAHHsI IIDABUJI BUBOY Ille HE
rapaHTye, 1[0 BUCHOBOK IPaBIONOAIGHOrO apryMeHTy obrpyHroBanuii. Tpeba
TMOSICHUTH, sIK caMe Bi0yBa€eTbCsA Iepexij BiJi 3aCHOBKIB [0 BHCHOBKY Ta-
KOro aprymenry. Mae GyTd BCTaHOBJIEHO, IO I€PEJABAHHS OOI'DYHTYBaHHS
BiJI 3aCHOBKIB /10 BUCHOBKY 3a JIOIIOMOI'OIO IIDaBHJI BUBOJY JAifiCHO BifOysoch.
CaMe BiJi IbOrO 3aJI€?KUTh Te, YM 3000B’s13aHUil iHAUBI NpuiiMaTH BHCHOBOK i
3aCTOCOBYBATH HOTO y CBOIX HMOJAJBINNX MipKyBaHHSIX.

ITincraBoro [uisgd NPUMHATTS BUCHOBKY IIPaBJOIIOAIOHOIO apryMeHTy sK 006-
IPYHTOBAHOIO € YyCIIIIHUI 3aXUCT BiJl aTak KOHTpapryMeHTiB. Beenenns B
JoriKy 3acobiB NpejcTaB/IeHHsI 3MaraHHsl apryMeHTIB € OJHi€l0 3 oO3Hak 1T
KOMYHIKaTUBHOI TpaHcdopMaIlil.

BucnoBkyu npapononibHuX apryMeHTiB oOrpDyHTOBAaHI JIMIIIE B IEBHOMY CTYyIIe-
ui. [IparuyTu He MOBHOrO OOI'DYHTYBaHHS BHUCHOBKIB, a BCTAHOBJICHHS JIHIIE
cTyIeHst X OOIPYyHTYBaHHsI PEKOMEH/IYIOTh caMe 4Yepe3 HeIOBHOTY iHdopmariil,
sSKa 1 3yMOBJIIOE NIPABJOIO/II6HICTE apryMeHTIB Ta TXHIX BUCHOBKIB.

Y ceMaHTHIIi, IO 3aCTOCOBYETLCA JJisi OOI'PYyHTYyBaHHsI BHCHOBKIB IIPaBJIOIIO-
Ji6HUX apryMeHTiB, 3aCHOBKaM 1 IpaBHJIaM BUBOJY IPHUIIMCYIOTHCS CTYIIEHI
nepekoHaHocTi. Bonu Bij1o6parkaioTh CHIIy IUX CTPYKTYPHHUX KOMIIOHEHTIB ap-
rymMeHTiB. A oOI'DYHTOBAHICTH BUCHOBKY apryMeHTY OGYMCIIIOEThCs Ha IijcTaBi
NPUNHCYBaHHs CTYIIEHIB I€PeKOHAHOCTi fOro CKJ/IaJOBUM i CKJIaJOBHM HOro
KOHTpapryMeHTIB.

AprymeHnTanist 3aJie>KUThb BiJ LiHHOCTEH, TOMY 6a3a JJaHuX, 110 3aCTOCOBYETHCH
JUlsi IOOYIOBH apryMeHTiB, Ma€ MicTuru TakoxK indopwmariio i npo mux. Tak
caMoO sIK 1 IIepeKOHaHHs, I[IHHOCTI TaKO»K MOXKyTb MaTu cryreHi. CeMaHTHU4IHI
npaBua JJisi OOYNCIEHHs CTYIIeHsI OOI' DyHTOBAHOCTI BUCHOBKIB apryMeHTiB Ma-
I0Th BpaxoByBarTu 1ii cryneHi. JIoriuna cemanTuka, MogudikoBana y TaKuii crio-
ci6, BUIIsAa€ HAWOIABII TPUJATHUM IHCTPYMEHTOM [UIsI OLIHKH IIPAKTHIHUX
HpaBIoOnoAIOHUX apryMEeHTIB, 30KpeMa, JJjisl BiAOBiAl Ha KPUTUYHI 3allUTaHHS,
IO JO HUX BUCYBAIOTHCS.

Kuro4yoBi cjooBa: apryMeHTalliiiHi cxeMu, OIiHKH, IlepeaBaHHs OOI'DYyHTYBa-
HHsI, IPABJOINOAIOHI apryMeHTH, CTyIIeHI IepeKOHAHOCTI, CTyIleH] IiHHOCTeH.

AKTyasbHI IpO6JIEMH J[yXOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanub / Pesx.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpusuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 233-242.
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Beryn

IIpemmerom posruisiny € 3MiHEH B JIOTIM, COPUYUHEHI OCOOJIUBOCTSIMU
11 3aCTOCYBaHHS [0 aHAJII3y apryMeHTaIlil. 3a TOYKY Bi/UIiKy Mu OepeMo
Te3y, MO «KOMYHIKATUBHUAN PO3YyM 3HAXOJIUTH CBOI KPUTEPIl B IIPOIIE/Iypax
aprymenTanii» [3, ¢. 314], i craBumo mepen cobor0 3aBIAHHS TIOKA3ATH OCO-
OJIMBOCTI OJTHOI'O THILY Cy4acHUX MOAMMIKAIiil JJOriKHU, ITPOJIEMOHCTPYBATH,
sIK BOHA TPAHC(OPMYETHCsI, SKINO IMEPEOPIEHTYETHCSI 3 AHAJIZY OKPEMUX
pedYeHb Ha aHAJII3 CHCTEM apryMeHTIB.

Burokn Takmx mommdikariiii cXomdaTh 0 TIAJEKTHKH Ta PUTOPUKN
Apucroresisi IK «MHCTeITBa JIOC/I?KEHHsI Yepe3 KPUTUYHUI Jajiors i
MUCTEITBa «e(PEeKTUBHOIO IEPEeKOHAHHsI». ABTOPH CydacHUX METOJHB J10-
CJIJPKeHHST apryMeHTallil — pOpMaJbHOI JiaJleKTUKU 1 [MparMaiaieKTu-
KI — PO3TJISIIAI0Th apryMEHTAI0 «sIK JYaCTUHY (DOPMAJIbHOI JUCKYCIHHOT
LPOIEAYPH |...], 9K YACTUHY JUCKYDCY, CUPSIMOBAHOIO HA PO3B’A3aHHS PO3-
GixkHocTedt y qymkax» |1, ¢. 2107,2110, 2113]. OmanM i3 crocobiB mpepcTas-
JIeHHS # aHafi3y i€l mporieypu GopMaIbHIMU METOIAMU € 3aCTOCYBAHHST
apryMeHTAIIfHIX CUCTEM.

Hani posrisiiarorh TpudwHU TparcdopMariil y Jorimi, mos’s3aHi 3
aHaJi30M MPAaBIONOMIOHUX MIpPKyBaHb, POJIb IHHOCTENH B OOI'DYHTYBAHHI
BHUCHOBKIB IIPABIOTOMIOHNX MIpKYBAHb 1 JIesIKi aCIIEKTH CyIacHOTO IIiIX0Ty
710 TOOY/IOBH # aHAI3Y MPAKTUIHAX MPABIONOIIOHNX apTryMeHTIB.

1. IIpaBaonoaioHi aprymeHTu

Merta aprymenTariii — opMyBaHHs # OOTPYHTYBAHHS IEPEKOHAHD.
IIpore nocarHeHHs Ii€l MeTH He BUILIMBAE NPSIMO 3 IOOYIOBU apryMeHTY
[8, c. 454-455]. Vloro BUCHOBOK MOKe 1 He OTPUMATH CTATyC OOIPYHTOBAHOTO
neperoHaHHs. Ha 1o Mae cnimpaTuch iHauBix J71sT TOTO, 00 BUCHOBOK HOT0O
apryMEeHTy BBarkaBCd JOCTATHBO OOI'PYHTOBAHUM — Ha, SIKICh OCTATOYHI,
abCcoIOTHO 6e33amepetHi MiICTaBW, YU JOCTATHBO TOTO, MO0 MOYMHATH
3 IpUIlylleHb?! [3 NpaKTUYHOIrO IMOIJIsLYy — i3 IpHUIylleHb. Ajie 4dacTo
MIPOCTO HEMOXKJIMBO ab0 HEPAIiOHAJbHO YEKATHU, MOKHW BCI IPUITYIICHHS
OyayTh chopMyIbOBaHI it OOI'PyHTOBAHI:

[/Tromu| pobnsTe BuCHOBKH, O4iKyro4m, IO Bif Hux IHOAI mOBemeTHCS
mizHime BiAMOBJIATHCH. BOoHM He YeKaloTh abCOJIIOTHOI rapaHTil obrpyH-
TyBaHHs. [lo3a BCiMm iHIMM, MU POOMMO BHUCHOBKH, 1100 AOMOMOrTH COOI
BUPIIINTH, K JigTU. Ajle MU He MOXKEMO YeKaTH KiHI[S HECKIHYEeHHOrO
pOLIeCy Iepel THM, K BUPIIINTH, SK JiATU. PilleHHs MalOTbh I'DYyHTY-

BaTHCh Ha TOMY, y IOMy MH 3apa3 II€peKOHaHi |...|, a He Ha imeanbHii
MHOXKHHI rapaHTOBaHUX BHCJIOBJIIOBaHb (8, c. 462-463|.
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Omxe, 1yis TATPUMKH CBOIX PIIlIeHb 1HIWBIIY BarXKJIMBO BMITHU OyIyBa-
TH apryMeHTaIli0, KOJIU He BCl 3aCHOBKH Biibpani Hamepe. s Toro, mob
MIEPEKOHATHCH ¥ TOMY, IO TaKWil MMiIXid 10 ToOYI0BN apTyMEHTIB CYTTEBO
PO3IINPIOE MOXKJIMBOCTI OOI'DYHTYBaHHS NPUIHATTS PillleHb, JOCTATHBO
B34TH JIO YBATH, 1110, Ha, BIIMIHY BiJ] 3aCTOCYBaHHs 3a3/1a/1€Ti/Ib BiTiOpannx
apryMeHTIB, 3a HOBOI IIPOIEyPH KOPUCTYBad Oy/ye i OIIHIOE apryMeHTH,
JdKi BUHUKAIOTH y TPOIECi apryMeHTarlil, 3aCTOCOBY€E 3HAHHS, SKe IIe He
upejicraBieHe B CUCTeMax [HiATpUMKHA pimens [6, c. 11].

Bkazanuit migxin g0 moOymoBu apryMeHTIB BifmoBimae morpedbaM aHa-
JIi3y MipKyBaHb, BHCHOBKM SIKHX ITOTEHIIHHO CKACOBYIOTLCsI, TOTpebam
MIPEJICTABJISATH TPUBAIOYE MIPDKYBaHHS 1HIWBiJA 3a BiJICYTHOCTI MMOBHOL
indopmarii. Taxkwmii migxix BpaxoBye, IO 3BUYAiiHI HeimeasbHI iHAWBIIN
3a3BUYall MAIOTh OOMEXKEeHUH MOCTyH 10 irdopmariii it 06podIIAOTh JIHIIe
11 JIOCTYIIHY YacCTHHY, IIO BOHM HE 3JIaTHI y SAKUICHh OKPEMUM ITPOMIiKOK
qacy aKTyaJsi3yBaTU BCi CBOI IEPEKOHAHHS Ta «ITIKJIIOYATAY 1X JIO TIPOIECY
MipKyBaHHSI.

AJte, HaBITH SIKINO 1HJMBILY HEe BUCTAYUIIO PECYPCIB Jiist (DOPMyBAHHS
MePEKOHAHHSI B iCTUHHOCTI OTpUMAaHOI iH(OpMaIlii, BiHl yce K TaKh MOXKe
MIPUIYCTUTH, IO TPUHAHATTS iHOpMAaIlil moTarue 3a co60i0 30008’ a3aHHT
BUKOPUCTOBYBATH 11 IK 3aCHOBOK JIESIKOTO IOJAJIBITIOTO TOTEHITIHHOTO ap-
IyMEHTY 1 3000B’si3aHHSI MPUUHSITH BUCHOBOK ITHOTO aprymenTy. Ajie 1is
MTO3UITiST BUTJISIAE JIEIIO MEKJIAPATUBHOK. 3aMAJIO CKA3ATH, IO JOCTATHBO
MIPOCTO TPUHHATHA iHMOPMAINIO SIK 3aCHOBOK, & IOTIM TOYHE MiITH iH-
depemrtiiiine 3060B’A3aHHsT — 30008 SI3aHHA 3IIHCHUTA BUBi 3 OTPUMAHOL
indopmariii. Tpeba mosicHUTH, K came BiIOYBa€ThCsI IEPEXi Bi/l 3aCHOBKIB
JI0 BUCHOBKY aprymenty. [Ipobsema TyT mojisirae He TIJIBKH B TOMY, IO
caMi 3aCHOBKHM MOXKYTh IOTpeOyBaTu OOIDYHTYBaHHS, a i y TOMY, IO
Mage OyTH BCTAHOBJIEHO, IO MTEPEABAHHS TAKOTO OOI'DYHTYBaHHS BUCHOBKY
3a JOIIOMOIOIO IIpaBUJI BUBOLY MdificHO BigOysack. A came Bim Takoro
repelaBaHHs 1 3a/Ie2KUTH Te, YU 3000B’sA3aHUil 1HIUBI ] TpUAMATH BUCHO-
BOK 1 3aCTOCOBYBATH ¥Oro y CBOIX IOJAJbINIUX MipKyBaHHsiX. OTiKe, I
NUTaHHSM 11epedyBae caM Mepexi Bij 3aCHOBKIB JI0 BUCHOBKY apryMEHTY.

HiiicHO, y IEeBHOMY CEHCI IPUWHSATTS BUCHOBKY apryMeHTy 3abe3mevueHe
MPOIIEYPOIO BUBOMY. AJte Jiisl BH3HAYEHHS OOI'PYHTOBAHOCTI BHCHOBKY,
AKUI TTOTEHIIITHO CKACOBYETHCS, 3aMaJIO MOKA3aTH, IO BiH IPUIAMAETHCs
MIPOCTO Yepe3 Te, MO OyB OTPUMAHUN K PE3yJIbTAT 3aCTOCYBAHHS TPABUI
BuBoy. 1o/l B CHJIy 9Or0 BUCHOBOK apryMeHTy mpuiiMaerbesi? Kosu Bce
2K TaKW apryMEeHT TapaHTye NPUUHSTTS HOro BUCHOBKY! Buxomnts, 1o
MOTPiOHO BBECTH SIKUICH KPUTEPiit BUOOPY, SIKi BUCHOBKN MPUHMATH, a sIKi
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He NpuiiMaTH.

AprymenTy miarpuMyIoThes abo aTaKyOThCs i ypaykaloThCs 1HITAMA
aprymentamu. [Ipuitaarra indopmarii ta dpopMyBaHHsa BiAMOBiAHOTO TTE-
pekonanusa abo BigMoBa i1 mpuitmMaTn i popMyBaTH MEPEKOHAHHS CTAIOTH
HACJIJKaMH OOMiHYy apryMeHTaMu. ¥ TaKuX BUIIQJKaX HPUAHSTTS BU-
CHOBKY I'DYHTYETHCS HA JOCTATHIN IMiITPUMIL apryMEHTOM, IO 3aJIe2KUTH
Bij fforo criiikocTi 10 atak 3 60Ky iHmmx aprymentiB. OTxKe, MiICTABOO
MPUITHATTS BUCHOBKY BiJIIOBIHOrO apryMeHTy € He TLIbKH cama 1o0y10Ba
apryMeHTy, aJje i floro yCcminmHmit 3aXucT Big aTak KOHTpapryMeHnTiB. Beeme-
HHs B JIOTIKY 3ac00iB IIpeJICTaBJICHHSI 3MaranHs apryMeHTIB KOMYHIKAHTIB
€ OJHIEI0 3 O3HAK KOMYHIKaTHBHOI TpaHC(OpPMAIlil JIOTIKH.

Y curyarii, KoJii He BCi KOHTPpApPryMeHTHU 3aJlaHi HAIepes, apryMeHT
€ JINIIe TMPABIONOMIOHNM 1, OT2Ke, HAJAE JIUIIe IPABAOIOIIOHEe OO DYyHTY-
BaHHdA. TOOTO MUTAHHS TOJIATAE B TOMY, sIK BiIOyBa€ThCA OOTDYHTYBAHHSI,
JAKIO B HBOMY 3aJlisiHI mpaBionoioni aprymentu’ Ha domy Gasyerbes
OOI'PYHTOBAHICTh IXHIX BUCHOBKIB?

IIpaBmonoibui aprymenTu He € aOCOJIFOTHO KOPEKTHUMU B TOMY CEHCI,
o icTWHA IXHIX 3aCHOBKIB He TapaHTYy€ iCTUHY BUCHOBKIiB. ToMy 3amicTb
BiJIHOTIIEHHSI JIOTIYHOTO BUILIUBAHHS KJIACUYHOI JIOTIKU JIjIsi aHAJIZY Tepe-
XO/y BiJ] 3aCHOBKIB JI0 BUCHOBKIB IIPaBIONOMIOHNX MipKyBaHb Tpeba 3a,1is1-
TH iHIIe BigHomenHs. [ mpaBIonoIiOHIX apryMEHTIB TaKe BiTHOITEHHS
BU3HAYAETHCsI HEe 4Jepe3 ICTUHHICTb, a 4depe3 mnpuitHsaTHicThb. Crernudidne
BITHOIIIEHHS BUILJINBAHHS MOXKHA C(HOPMYJIIOBATHA Yy TaKWil CIOCiO: BUCHO-
BOK BUILIMBA€ 13 3aCHOBKIB (OOI'DYHTOBAHICTDL 3aCHOBKIB HEPEIAETHCS ),
SAKIINO 1 TUIBKYU SKINO He MOyKe OyTH Tak, 1110 3aCHOBKHU Ta [IPABUJIA BUBOILY
NIPUIHATHI, & HOr0 BUCHOBOK He€ NPUHHATHUIA.

[TpuawHaMu HeBJadi mepeaBaHtsi OOIPYHTYBAHHS B JIEIYKTUBHUX BU-
BoJlax € Te, mo (1) 2Ko/eH i3 3aCHOBKIB He 00I'DyHTOBaHUI (3HAYUTH HEMA
mo mepefasarn), (2) 3aCHOBOK BHUIIJIMBAE 13 BHCHOBKY (<«I[UKJIYIHICTB» ),
(3) 3acHOBOK He Mae MakcuMaJIbHOI iHopMaIiitol migrpuMky, (4) HasBHi
pesieBanTHI KOHTpaprymentn |11, ¢. 504, 518]. O1xe, nepenasanus o6rpyH-
TyBaHHsI B OKPECJICHHX BHUBOJIAX BiJIOYIEThCs, SIKIIO 3aCHOBKU OOIPYHTO-
BaHi, HEMAa€ BKA3aHOI NMUK/IIYHOCTI, MATPUMKA € MAKCUMAJIHLHOIO 1 HEMae
KOHTPApPryMEHTIB.

A 3acHOBKHU TIPaBJIONOIIOGHOTO apryMeHTy OOI'PYHTOBAHI JIMIE Prima
facie, i ToMy niaTpuMKa BHCHOBKY € MEHIIOIO 3a MakcuMaJibHy. Hepmada
mepe/iaBaHHs OOTPYHTOBAHOCTI y TPABJIONOIIOHNX apryMEeHTax 00yMOBJIe-
Ha HEJIOCTATHICTIO iH(MOpMAIl] JjIs 3aCTOCYBAaHHSI IIPABUJa BUBOLY abo
MAPUBOM IMIPABUJIA BUBOIY KOHTPAPTyMEHTOM.

IIuranms mpo oOrpyHTOBAHICTHL 3aCHOBKIB, MpO IMepemady IXHBOI 00-
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I'PYHTOBAHOCTI BUCHOBKY i, 3pEIITOI0, PO NPUITHATHICTL BUCHOBKIB ap-
TYMEHTIB OTPUMAJIA TEBHI BI/IMTOBiAI B JIOTIYHUX TEOPisX, sAKi JJIs OIIHKA
apryMeHTIB 3aCTOCOBYIOTH Mipu mepeKoHaHOCTi. [IpuitHaTHicTh BUCHOBKY
3aJIEXKUTh Bifl CTYIEeHd IepeKOHaHHd B HboMy. lIparHyTum He HOBHOrO
OOI'pYHTYBaHHs TI€PEKOHAHb, a8 BCTAHOBJIEHHS JIUINE CTYIIEHs 1X OOIPYH-
TyBaHHsI PEKOMEHJIyIOTh caMe depe3 Ty HemosHOTY indopmarii [10, c.5].
Ii mpeacraBsiors, HAIPHKIA, «(bYHKILEO 13 peueHsb (abo tpomo3umiit) i
AifounX iHAUBIAIB y fificHI YUCsa, fKi BKAa3yIOTh HA BEJIMINHY ‘CTYIIEHIB
NepeKOHAHHS ', K1 JIII0Unii IHANBIT Mae om0 X peveHbs [4, c.401].

2. AprymeHTaliig Ta IiHHOCTI

AprymenTn OyayroTbcs 3 meBHOI 6asu ganHux. JacTuHa Takol 0as3u
OTPUMY€EThCsl 1HIAYKTUBHO (1) MPOEKTYBAHHIM 3 KOXKHOI JIOCTYIIHOI MHO-
JKUHM JIAHUX BIJNOBIIHOT MHOXKMHM TIepeKOHaHb 1 (2) npummcyBaHHSIM
JOCTYIHIT MHOXKWHI [MEPEKOHAHB, B3sTiii pa30M i3 HOBOIO 1H(MOPMAIIETO,
HOBOI MHOXKHMHH TiepekoHansb |10, c. 4]!.

Ajie aprymenTaliisi 3aJ1e3KUTh TAKOXK BiJl IIHHOCTEH, TOMY 0a3a JaHUX,
1[0 3aCTOCOBYIOTHCH JjIst TOOYIOBU apryMeHTiB, Mae micTutu iHdopmariio
i npo uHux. Aje B ssxomy Burisami? Tak camo sK 1 mepeKoHaHHs, IIHHOCTI
TAKOXK MOXKYThb MaTu cTymeni. HapiTh ImiHHicTh «be3meKka >KUTTO» HE €
abcostforaO0. ToMy MOPsiT 3 iH(MOPMAITIEIO TIPO CTYIIEH] IEPEKOHAHD Yy 6a3y
JaHuX Tpeba BBECTH TAKOXK i1HMOpPMAII0 PO CrymeHi miHHOCTeh. Taky
incbopMarito MOXKHA OTPUMATH HYepe3 OINHIOBAHHs. VIOrO pesysbTaToM €
KITbKICHe BUPaXKEeHHS CWJIA IIHHOCTEH, IX BasKJIMBOCTI JJIsT apryMeHTa-
nil. Yactura 6a3u ganux, mo chOpMOBaHa OIIHKAMHU, MOXKE CKJIaIaTHCh,
HAIIpUKJIaI, i3 CTYIeHIB cuMIIaTiil yu aHTUNATIM iHIWBi/Ia CTOCOBHO BJja-
cruBocTeit 06’eKTiB abo crocoBHO cutyariit. Il BiaacTuBocti abo curyartii
€ IIHHOCTSMU, SKi € mijcraBaMu HpUiHATTs pimenb. Cummarii yu aH-
TUNATIl TOPOIKYIOTHCS OUiHHOM0 THAYKUIE0 13 CTaHiB, y AKUX IHIWBILY
nomOGAIOTHCS MM HE TOMOOAIOTHCS BIACTHBOCTI 00’€KTIB wm curyarii |7,
c.35]. KoxkeH i3 Takux CTaHiB fBJIsE COBOI0 «KOHIVIOMEPAT yCiX DISHUX
POJiB MO3UTHBHUX Ta HETATUBHUX NOYYTTIB, sIKi MU MOXKeMo Matu» [7,
c.38]. ¥V pesyabrari, mopsii i3 CTYIEHSIME [EePEKOHAHOCTI, 6a3a JaHUX

1 Baza mamumx MOXKe PO3MIMPIOBATHCH TAKOXK i 3a JOIIOMOTH IEAYKTHBHIX BUBOJIIB.
Ate TYT MM He PO3IVISAEMO Ieil BHIIAJIOK, 060 3aCTOCYBAHHS JEIyKIl 3aCHOBaHE HA
[IPUIIYIIEHH], [0 CEPEIOBUIIE € CTablIILHUM i, OT2Ke, 3aCHOBKU BHUBOJY 3a0€3I1e4yI0Th
MOBHOIO iHdoOpManieo. A me NPUNYIEHHs CTa€ HEBUIPABIAHUM, KON OOIDYHTYBAHHS
3/iMCHIOETHCS 33 YMOB HEBU3HAYEHOCTI.
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MICTHUTD YHCJIOBI 3HAYEHHSI OIIIHKH IIIHHOCTEH — BJIACTUBOCTEH 06’eKTiB ab0
CHATYAITi.

BucroBok aprymenty crae oOIpyHTOBAHHM depe3 IMEpeaBaHHS HOMY
OOI'PYHTOBAHOCTI 3aCHOBKIB 3a JIOIIOMOI'H IIPABUJ BUBOLY. Jlj1st BcTanosJe-
HHa aKTy HepeaBaHHs OOIPYHTYBaHHS abo fOro mpoBajy MoOxKe OyTu
3aCTOCOBAHA CEMAHTHKA, siKa Olepye Mipamu mnpapaonogaiorocri [9]. Y
i ceMaHTUIT 3aCHOBKaM 1 NMpaBMjIaM BUBOAY HMPUINCYIOTHCS CTYIEHI —
«CTYIIEeHI MMEPEKOHAHOCTI». BOHU BimoOpaxKaroTh CHJIY IUX CTPYKTYDPHUX
KOMIIOHEHTIB apryMeHTiB.

A 0oOrpyHTOBaHICTH BUCHOBKY ApTyMEHTY OOUUC/IIOETHCS, BUXOJIAIN 3
[IPUITACYBaHHS CTYIIEHIB IIEPEKOHAHOCTI fI0T0 CKJIAJIOBUM 1 CKJIQJIOBUM HOTO
KOHTpapryMeHTiB. JIjist IbOro 111 ceMaHTHKa MICTUTH IIPABUJIA OOYNCIICHHS
cTymeHsi OOIDYHTOBAHOCTI BUCHOBKIB, BHUXOJISYHM 13 BKa3aHUX CTYIEHIB
nepexonanocTi?. Jasa Toro, mo6 BpaxyBaTH poJb IIHHOCTeH# B OOIPYH-
TyBaHHI BUCHOBKIB apryMeHTIB, y II0 CEMAHTHUKY MaiOThb OyTH BBeIEHI
TAKOXK CTYIIEeHI IiHHOCTeH 1 3/iiicHeni BiamoBimui Momudikartii mpasBmi
obumceHHs: o0rpyHTOBaHOCTI BuCHOBKIB. MonudikoBana B Takuit crmocio,
51 CEMAHTHUKA CTA€ 3aCOD0OM MOJIETIOBAHHS TIepelaBaHHs OOrDyHTyBaHHS,
KOJIM T ITPUMKA BUCHOBKIB HE € MAKCHMAJIBHOIO.

3. AprymeHrariiiini cxemu

AprymenTaliisi € KOMILJIEKCHOIO, iIHTErPOBAHOI0 MEHTAJIbHOIO JlislIbHi-
CTIO0, TOMY PEKOMEHIYIOTH He OOMEXKYBAaTH aHAJII3 MPOIECIB apryMeHTaIlil
JaJIOTIYHIM BUMIPOM 1 KOMYHIKATHUBHUM KOHTEKCTOM, & 3/IIfICHIOBATH HOr0
«y OlIbII NIMPOKOMY KOHTEKCTI IPAKTUYHOIO MIDKYBaHHS JII€BIIB» |2,
c.4]. PesynpraToM NpakTWIHOrO MIDKYBAHHSI € PAIllOHAJIBHE MPUIAHATTS
pimeHHsT AigTU B TON YU TOi C1oci® “IM MOsSICHEHHSI TPUAHATTS TaKOro pi-
[IIeHHsT TapTHePaM 110 KOMYHIKAIl. ¥ JIOTiMi 1 MipKyBaHHs (hOPMYJIIOIOTH
V BUIVISJl MPAKTUIHAX apryMeHTiB. Taki apryMeHTH MiCTSITh TEPMiHH, IO
MIPE/ICTABJISIOTH [IEPEKOHAHHS, Oa’KaHHs, HAMIPW, IIHHOCTI, AKi € mijcTa-
BaMU IIPUAHATTS DIlIeHb.

Ha cporoani Haitbiabir mpugaTHUM I TTOOYIOBM ¥ OIHKN MPAKTHU-
YHUX IIPABJONOMIOHUX apryMEHTIB BUIVISIAE 3aCTOCYBAHHA ap2YMEHMA-
yitinux crem. Aprymenraniiini cxemu KBasTiiKyOTh sik abCTPaKTHI CTpY-
KTYPH, IO IPEJCTABJISIOTh HANOLIBIN 3arajibHi TUIIN apryMEHTIB, sIK CTe-
peoruiHi 3pa3ku BUBOY [5, c.2493,2495]. Konkperni aprymenru € mpu-
KJIaJIaMU TaKUX CXEM.

2V [10, c. 13] cryneni nepekonanocTi i cTymeni o6rpyHTOBAHOCTI OTOTOXKHIOIOTHCS.
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Ilin wac 3acTocyBaHHS apryMEHTAIlIHUX CXE€M JO apTyMEHTIB BUCY-
BalOTbCs KPUTUYHI 3anuTanHs. Ha ayMKy aBTOpiB, yKazaHUX y IOIepe-
JHBOMY TIOCUJIaHHI, KPUTUIHI 3aMUTAHHA MOXKYTh OyTH 3aCTOCOBaHI AK
3aco0u CIIPOCTYBaHHSI apryMEHTIB, 60 MOXKYThb I[TOKA3aTH, IO BUCHOBKH
apryMeHTIB He € JIOCTATHLO OOI'PYHTOBAHUMU. PO3ryIsgHEMO HACTYIHY ap-
ryMeHTaIliHy cxemy [5, c. 2526].

1. BimgmosigHo 10 cymxenHs gieBus A niHHICTH V' € IIO3UTUBHOIO.

2. dkmo V mosurupHa, 1€ € migcTaBoio i A mocarru metu G.

3. V € migcrasoro qia A nocartu metn G.

o crucky MOXK/IMBAX KPUTUIHUX IMUTAHL CTOCOBHO apTyMEHTY, SIKUit €
KOHKPETHU3AITEI0 €T CXeMU, MOYXKYTb Oy TH 3aIIPOITIOHOBAH] TaKi 3aIlNTAHHSI.
o mepmroro 3acHOBKY IIhOIO apryMEHTY MOXKHA BUCYHYTHU 3allATAHHS
IOI0 XapaKTEPUCTUKNA YOTOCh AK IIHHOTO: HACKIIBKM I1HIUBI OOI'pYH-
TOBAHO CTBEP/KY€E MO3UTHUBHY IIHHICTH WOroCh, 060 HEBiIOMO, y SKuUit
cI1ocib oTpuMaHa XapaKTePUCTUKA IIHHOCTI V' SK MO3UTUBHOI? Y JPYroMy
3aCHOBKY I[bOI'0 apI'yMeHTY CTBEPKYETHCsI CIIPOMOXKHICTB IIHHOCTI OyTH
MiJICTAaBOIO JJIst JIocATHEeHHS MeTu. [ls CpOMOXKHICTh TaKOXK MOXKE MaTu
[IEBHUI CTYIIiHD, TOOTO MiHHICTH V MOYKe CIIPUSITH JTOCSTHEHHIO METH JIUIIIe
1eBHOIO Mipoto. ToMy 70 APyroro 3aCHOBKY IOIO apryMeHTy MoOxKe OyTu
BUCYHYTE€ KPUTUYHE 3aIIUTAHHS CTOCOBHO CAMOl TAKOl CIIPOMOXKHOCTI Ta 11
Mipu.

[eit npukIa IEMOHCTPYE POJIb IIHHOCTEl B OOI'PYHTYBAHHI BUCHOBKIB
aApryMeHTIB, BUCYHYTHX HA MiATPUMKY PIIll€Hb CTOCOBHO JIOCSATHEHHS METH
inguBiga. Burngmae Tak, 1Mo ceMaHTHKa, SKa Olepye MipaMu IIHHOCTEH, €
3aCTOCOBHOIO JIJIST OTPUMAaHHS BiJIIIOBiJII Ha 3aIIPOTIOHOBAHI 3aITUTAHHS.

Bucunosku

Metoro mpeacTaBIeHOrO MOCTIKEeHHs Oy/I0 OTPUMAHHS BiAMOBiml Ha
3alUTaHH, sKi 3MiHNA BiOYBAIOTHCA B JIOTII, KOJH BOHA 3aCTOCOBYETHCS
JITsl aHAJI3Y CUCTEM apryMeHTiB. 3BiCHO, OOY10Ba apryMeHTIB Ta iX aHaJi3
OyJIu OJTHUM 13 3aB/IaHb JIOTIKHK 3 caMoro nmovarky. Crerudika po3risHy THX
TpaHcGOpPMAIIiil y JIOTIM] OIATAE B TOMY, IO 3MIHIOETbCS JIOTIIHA CeMaH-
THKa Ta PO3yMiHHS TpaBu/l BuBoay. OCTaHHI CTAIN PO3TIISIIATHCH SIK TaKi,
10 MOXKYTh MaTH pi3Hy cuily (200 NPHUKJIAJATHUCH 13 pi3Ho0 cuio). Cuia
MIPABUJ BUBOY apTyMEHTY CTaJia, PO3TJIANATHUCH AK 3aJICXKHA BiJl TTPaBUIT
BUBO/Ly IHINIUX apryMeHTIB, IO HiITPUMYIOTh ab0 aTaKyHTh HOro.

3MiHU y TpakTyBaHHI MPABUJ BUBOIY MPU3BEIN JI0 3MiH y PO3yMiH-
HI Tporeypu OOIPYHTYBaHHS: CTATYC OOI'DYHTOBAHOTO HAJIAETHCS TeIep
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TIIBKM TAKOMY BHUCHOBKY, SIKHMil YCIIIIHO 3axWINEHHIl Biji arak i3 OOKy
KoHTpaprymenTiB. OTke, npuitHATTS iHGOPMAIil SK 0OIDYHTOBAHOI CIIU-
PAaEThCA HEe TMPOCTO Ha iHdEpeHItiiini BiITHOCHHN MiXK ITPOMO3UITIAME, & Ha
BIJIHOCUHU MiXK apryMeHTaMU.

3 orsy Ha cKa3aHe MOYKHA 3pOOHTH BHCHOBOK IIPO MEPCIEKTUBHICTH
3aCTOCYBaHHS JIOTIKM, MOIMMDIKOBAHOI y Takuii CIocid, JIst MOIaJIbIIIOr0
POBKDPUTTSI «KOMYHIKATHBHOI'O HOTEHIaTy po3yMmy» [3, c. 315], 60 3a Hase-
JeHnX MOIuMIKaIiiil JoriKa He JInIe BUABJsS€ POPMAJbHI CTPYKTYpH Mip-
KYBaHb, ajle TAKOXK I0CTAYa€ IHCTPYMEHTHU JIJId aHAJII3Yy KOMYHIKATUBHUX
IIPOTIECIB.

References

1. Eemeren van F.H., Verheij B. Argumentation Theory in Formal and
Computational Perspective. The IfCoLog Journal of Logics and their
Applications. 2017. Vol. 4. Ne8. P.2099-2181.

2. Grasso F., Rahwan 1., Reed C., Simari G.R. Introducing Argument &
Computation. Argument & Computation. 2010. Vol. 1. Ne1. P. 1-5.

3. Habermas J. The Philosophical Discourse of Modernity. Twelve
Lectures. Cambridge : Polity Press. 1998.

4. Kyburg H.E.Jr. Uncertainty Logics. Handbook of Logic in Artificial
Intelligence and Logic Programming, Volume 3: Nonmonotonic
Reasoning and Uncertain Reasoning. Oxford: Clarendon Press. 1994.
P.397-439.

5. Macagno F., Walton D., Reed C. Argumentation Schemes. History,
Classifications, and Computational Applications. IFFCoLog Journal of
Logics and their Applications. 2017. Vol. 4. Ne8. P.2493-2556.

6. Nute D., Erk K. Defeasible Logic Graphs for Decision Support.
Proceedings of the 1996 Hawaii International Conference on System
Sciences (HICSS-29). IEEE. 1996. P.11-19.

7. Pollock J.L. Thinking about Acting. Logical foundations for Logical
Decision Making. New York: Oxford University Press. 2006.

8. Pollock J. Defeasible Reasoning. Reasoning: Studies of Human
Inference and Its Foundations. New York: Cambridge University
Press. 2008. P.451-470.



Bomonguvmup HaBporbkuit 241

9. Pollock J.L. Defeasible Reasoning and Degrees of Justification.
Argument and Computation. 2010. Vol. 1. P. 7-22.

10. Spohn W. The Laws of Belief. Ranking Theory and Its Philosophical
Applications. New York: Oxford University Press. 2012.

11. Tucker Ch. When Transmission Fails. Philosophical Review 119. 2010.
P. 497-529.

ABOUT SOME ARGUMENTATIVE MODIFICATIONS IN LOGIC
Volodymyr Navrotskyi

Abstract. The reorientation of logical research from the analysis of individual
sentences to the analysis of argument systems leads to some changes in logic
itself. Such a reorientation is due to the features of plausible arguments put
forward to support decision-making. One such feature is that applying the rules
of inference does not guarantee that the conclusion of a plausible argument is
justified. It is necessary to explain how exactly the transition from the premises
to the conclusion of such an argument takes place. It must be established that
the transmission of the justification from the premises to the conclusion with
the help of the rules of inference really took place. It depends on this whether
the individual is committed to accepting the conclusion and applying it in his
further reasoning.

The basis for accepting the conclusion of a plausible argument as justified is
a successful defense against counterargument attacks. The introduction of the
means of presentation of the competition of arguments into the logic is one of
the features of its communicative transformation.

The conclusions of plausible arguments are justified only to a certain extent.
It is recommended not to strive for full justification of conclusions, but
to establish only the degree of their justification, precisely because of the
incompleteness of information, presented in the premises of such arguments.

In the semantics used to justify the conclusions of plausible arguments, the
premises and rules of inference are assigned degrees of conviction. They reflect
the strength of these structural components of arguments. And the justification
of the conclusion of the argument is calculated on the basis of assigning degrees
of conviction to its components and components of its counterarguments.

Argumentation depends on values, so the database used to build arguments
must also contain information about them. Just like beliefs, values can also
have degrees. Semantic rules for calculating the degree of justification of
conclusions should take these degrees into account. Logical semantics, modified
in this way, appears to be the most suitable tool for evaluating practical
plausible arguments, and in particular for answering critical questions raised
about such arguments.

Keywords: argumentation schemes, evaluations, degrees of conviction, the
transmission of justification, plausible arguments, degrees of values.
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TOJIEPAHTHICTb I KPUTUYHICTh:
HETOJIEPAHTHICTDb O XNBN

Hania Kozauenko

Amnorauisi. Toaeparnmmicmov mae meoici. ToJepanTHICTD — 1€ CTABJIEHHS 0
BU3HAHHS IHIIOrO piBHUM, aje BigMiHHuM. fKII0 MM He MOXKeMO BiApi3HHTH
xubHe BiJ BIAMIHHOTO, MM MOXKEMO OTpHMAaTH IceBAoTOoJepanHTHiCTh. 1106
3pobuTH TaKe PO3PI3HEHHS, MH MA€MO CYIPOBOJKYBAaTH TOJEPAHTHICTH KpHU-
TUYHOIO ouinkoio. Hanpukian, AKmo ymMmoBu dyHKIIOHYBaHHS TOJEPaHTHOCTI
OPYIIYIOTHCH, & BiJIOBiJHE CTABJIEHHS [0 CYCIIJIBHUX IIPAKTHK IIPOJIOBXKYE
HA3WBAaTHUCS TOJEPAHTHICTIO, MU MOYXKE€MO OTPUMATH 0e3MeXKHY TOJIEPAHTHICTB,
sIKa 3aCTOCOBY€EThCH 110 Oyab-1oro. Taka 11ceBgOTOIEPAHTHICTD I'PYHTYETHCS Ha,
Gaii/ly?KoCTi Y1 HEKOMIIETEHTHOCTi, a He Ha KpUTH4YHIii ouinni. Tpamusierbes
TAaKOXX BHUMYIIEHA TOJEPAHTHICTb, IJIs KOl HEMa€ >KOJHUX IHIIUX IPHUINH,
okpiMm npumycy. Li Bumaaky He € TOJEPAHTHICTIO, XO4Ya BOHH HA3UBAIOTbCS
THUM CAMHUM TE€PMiHOM i MOXKYTb 3aCTOCOBYBATHCSI B CXOXKHUX CUTYAaIlisX.

Toaeparnmuicms niompumye Hopmy. TomepaHTHICTD sIK coljaJibHE SBUIIE MA€
HEOYeBHUIHNM HACIJOK — BOHA 3MIiHIOE CTATYC TOJIEPOBAHOIO SIBUINA, ITiifiMa-
109 MOro A0 PIBHSA COIIaJIbHOIO CIIPUUHATTS, a MOTIM i cxBajieHHs1. Tosiepan-
THICTH CaHKIIOHY€ TOJIEpOBaHe sIBUIIE sIK JOIYCTHME BiJMiHHe iHIIle, sike He
MOXKHa KPUTHKYBAaTH 1 sIKe MOYKHa NPpUHHATH. IIpu 11ceB1oTO/IEPAHTHOCTI icHy€
Hebe3neKa TOro, 1o Jesiki sBuina OyayTh 0e3IiIcTaBHO CHPUMHATI K COIi-
asnibHO npuitHaTHI. IIpore Taki sBHUINA Ge3mocepeJHbO PYWHYIOTH CEPEJOBHIIE
TosepanTHocTi. Hanmpukiaa, Bunpasjiane HaCUJILCTBO ab0 HENIKIInBa OpexHs.

He sce nidasezae moaepysarhro. IcHyoTh meBHI comjajbHi NpaKTUKH, sSKI He
MOXKHa TepIiTH, TOMY [0 BOHHU He iHINi 4u BigMiHHI, a xubui yu HebGesneuHi.
ITuranHs MOXKJIMBOCTI TOJIEPAHTHOCTI /10 COIiaJIbHUX HPAKTUK BHMATA€ BUKO-
PUCTaHHA KPUTHUYHOI'O MHUCJICHHS [JId IIOIIYKY Ta 3aCTOCYyBaHHS Bi}IHOBi}IHI/IX
kpurepiie. He moxkna Teprnitu deiiku, 6pexHio Ta Je3iHdopMalliio, OCKIIbKU
BOHHM PYHHYIOTH YMOBH TOJIEDAHTHOCTI B emicTeMiyHOMYy criBToBapucTBi. Bonu
CTBOPIOIOTH TaKi ermicreMivyHi ajbTepHATUBH, AKi HE MOXKHA BIJKHUHYTH, a IXHs
Heno36yBHA HasIBHICTb 3HHKYE KOMHITHBHHUN CTATyC 3HAHHS 3arajlOM, CIPUYH-
HSIFOUM B TaKWi criocib merpagaiito emicremiunoro cepeposuimia. 11106 36epertu
MOXKJIMBICTH GyTH TOJEPAHTHUMU, MU HOBHHHI TypOyBaTHCS NIPO Te, sIK MH
MOXKEMO IiATPUMATH CEPEeJOBHILE, ¥ SAKOMY MU MOXKeMO OyTH TOJEePAHTHHUMU.
Tak camo, 1106 MaTH MOXKJIHBiCTH 3400yBaTH 3HAHHSA, MU IOBHHHI A6aTH PO
enicreMiuHe cepejloBHUINE, Y IKOMY MM MOXKEMO Iie IIPOJIyKTUBHO POOUTH.

Kiro4oBi ciioBa: TojlepaHTHICTD, yMOBH TOJIEPAHTHOCTI, KPUTHYHE MUCJICHHSI,
KPUTHUYHA OI[iHKa, MeXKI ToJiepaHTHOCTI, delk, aesindopmaris.

AKTyasbHI IpobJIeMH J[yXOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanub / Pesx.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpuswuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 243-265.
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1. ITo Take TOJIEpAHTHICTH

Tepwmin «ToJepaHTHICTH» TMOXOIUTH BiZl JATHHCHKOTO «tolerare» — Tep-
miTH, i B CyCHOJIbBHOMY CEHCI O3HAYa€ YMOBHE IPUIHATTS a00 HEBTPY YaHHS
B IIEPEKOHAHHS, JIil Y1 MPAKTUKU, AKI XTOCh BBa’Ka€ HEIPABUJILHUMU, aJie
BCE K <«JIOIMYCTUMUMU», TOOTO TAKUMHU, sIKi HE MOBUHHI OyTH 3a00pOHEHI
yn obmexkeni. TosepaHTHICT y TOMy BUIVIAIL, Yy gKOMy 11 Haifuacrimre
VSABJISIOTH 3apa3, BUHUKAE K PEJIriifHa TOJIEPAHTHICTD IMiC/s PesliriiHmx
BoeH y €Bpori, Ko modnHae (pOpMYyBATHUCS JIyMKa I0JI0 MHPHOTO CITiB-
icHyBaHHS DI3HMX XPUCTUSAHCHKHUX [EPKOB. TOoMy Bij mO9aTKy B2KUBAHHS
IIbOTO0 TEPMiHY HOTO CYCHIJbHI XapaKTepPUCTUKHU Oy/Iu TiCHO TOB’s3aHi 3
PeJriifHUMHN aclekTaMM, a caMe, 3 PISHUMH TJIyMadeHHSIMHU PeJIriffHux
icTuH, BIAMIHHEMM TiaxogamMu 0 Bipocmosimamas Tomro. O6GroBopeHHst
TOJIEPAHTHOCTI Ta BIPOBAKEHHS 11 B CYCHIJILHY HPAKTHUKY TOPKAJIOCH
ayzKe OoJrIounx TeM, a HeoOXimHicTh 11 moTpuMmanHs Oysia MPOIMKTOBAHA
He UM IHINMUM, K TOTPeOOI0 IPUNMHUTH KPUBABI PEJIiriiHi CyTHIKHA.

CrnoBauk MakMmijlaHa BHU3HAYAE TOJIEPAHTHICTH sIK CTaBJIEHHsI abo
TOTOBHICTD JIFOJIMHYM IPUIHSATH [M€PEKOHAHHsT ab0 CIOCIO KUTTS iHIIIX
JIozelt, He KPUTHKYIOUHN 1X, HABITh AKIIO BOHK 3 HUMH He 3rogmil. 3 Tako-
IO TIOIVISALY, TOJEPAHTHICTD — I CHOCiO opranizariii CycijbHOI B3a€MOiT,
AKWH TPOJNKTOBAHUN HASBHICTIO «iHITOTO». TOIEPAHTHICTD MAa€ IIiICcTaBy
J7s1 DYHKITIOHYBAHHS, SIKIO iICHYE HEOOXiTHICTDL B3AEMOIATH 3 iHITUME
OCOOUCTOCTSIMY, 3 IHITUMU TO3UINSIMUA YU CTUISAMHU KUTTS. Y TaKOMY
BUITAJIKY TOJIEPAHTHICTD — II€ CIIOCIO B3AaEMOIisITH, HE ITOTOKYIOUNCh, aJle
i me mimmaroum cymuiBy. [lo3BosimMo cobi 1me Oibie akKIeHTyBATH HA
IIBOMY MOMEHTI: TOJIEPAHTHICTH — I1€ CIIOCIO CTaBIEHHS 0 <«iHIOrO» K
BiJIMIiHHOT0, aJie JIOIIyCTUMOTO.

3 iHIIOro MOIJIsIy, TOJEPAHTHICTH MOXKe OyTH BU3HAYEHA SIK IIE€BHA
JIIOJICHKA YE€CHOTA.

TosnepanTHicTh — 1Ie sIKiCTh, sIKy HabyBae Ccy6’eKT (TOsEpaTop), SKINO BiH
He HiATpUMy€, He NPUIMAaE IEBHUX [I€PEKOHAHb, IPAKTUK abo 11abiIoHIB
MOBEHKY iHIIOro Cy6’€KTa i BOZHOYAC MA€ MOXKJIUBICTD (CHILY, BJIALY TH

KOMIIETEHIIII0) 3apa/inTH, IPUTHITATH YU IHIIMM CIIOCOGOM BTDYTHUTHCS B
HENPUAHATHE JJIsl HHOTO sIBUINE, aJle YHUKA€ BTpydanus [7, c. 1065].

Take o3HaveHHsT TEXK CIPSIMOBAHE HA B3aEMO/IIIO: TOJIEPAHTHICTH TYT IO-
CTa€ gK TEeBHA BUTPUMKA, K 3JATHICTH OCOOMCTOCTI yTPUMYBaTHUCS Bif
BTPYYaHHsI, 3a100iraHHsl, I[bKyBaHHS i IHITUX HETraTUBHUX Il IIOI0 1HIITOT
CYCHiTbHOI TPAKTHUKY, IIPU TOMY, IO MOXKJIUBICTH TaKOI PEaKIril €.

L Tolerance. Macmillan Dictionary. https://www.macmillandictionary.com /dictio-
nary /british/tolerance
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CrpobyiiMo GIJIBIN J1eTAIFHO TOSICHUTHU JIesiKi HIOAHCH, $Ki 3aJIUIIA0-
ThCS OCTOPOHDb SIBHUX O3HAYEHb, aJi€ BLIIrpaioTh BaKJIWBY POJIb Y PO3Y-
MiHHI TOJIEPAHTHOCTI.

1.1. TonepaHTHiCTHL — I1€ CBiJOME CTaBJIEHHS N0 iHIIIOTO

Bignosigmamit TepMiH BXKUBaETHCA MiHIMYM y IBOX 3HAYEHHSX: TOJIEPAH-
THICTH MO2Ke OyTH HaCTAHOBOIO, a MOXKe Oy THU cTaB/IeHHAM. TOJIepaHTHICTD,
fdKa 3aKpilllleHa 3aKOHOJaBYO, YTIJIIOE HACTAHOBY Ha TOJIEPAHTHICTH K
crocib pyHKITIOHYBaHHs JIIOepaJbHOI JeMOKpaTil, MeTy BUXOBaHHS I'POMa-
JSTHUHA, TOIIO. TOAEPAHMHICTIL AK HACMGHOS8a, O (MYHKIIOHYE Ha PIBHI
COIiaJIbHUX IHCTUTYTIB, Ma€ CBOI MeXaHI3MU peaJiizallil Ta CAHKITIOHYBAHHS.
Tak, KOJIM MU TOBOPHMO, IO COIAJBHUN IHCTUTYT TOJEPAHTHHII, abo
CYyCIIJIBCTBO TOJIEPAHTHE, HJEThCS PO Te, IO BOHU CTBOPIOIOTH YMOBH, Y
AKUX MOXKJINBA TOJIEPAHTHICTb IPOMAJISTH, & TAKOXK 3a0e311euyI0Th CAHKITIT
3a 11 HegorpuManus. ToOTO TOJIEPAHTHICTD SIK HACTAHOBA 3a0€3IIEIYE YMO-
BH, ¥ AKHX 0C00a MOYKE CBIIOMO IIPOSIBUTH TMOAEPAHMHICND AK CTNABAECHH.A,
CIIUPAIOYNCh HA TEBHI NpaBMJia, HasBHI B CyCHIJIbCTBI, MalO4YU BOJIHOYAC
neBHi (30KpeMa IIPABOBi) MOXKJIMBOCTI YHUKHYTH B3a€MOJil, IPOSBUTU
HETATUBHY PEAKIIiio, BTPYTUTHUCS IHAKIIE, aJie BOJHOYAC 0CODA TAKOXK MAE
MOKJIMBOCTI (30KpeMa IPABOBi) He pOOUTH IBOTO.

V mamiiit poboTi MU 30cepeuMOcs Ha TOJIEPAHTHOCTI K CII0cobi cTaB-
JIEHHSI 0COOMCTOCTi IO 1HIIOrO — iHIOT JyMKW, 1HITOI TTOBEIIHKHU, iHIITOTO
crroco0y kuTTst. Ha mpakTudHOMY piBHI TOJIEPAHTHICTH (DYHKITIOHYE He
sIK HACTAHOBA, & $K CIIOCIO CTABJIEHHSI, BIJIHOIIIEHHS, TOOTO BTITIOETHCS B
MEeBHUX X cy0’€KTa, a BiATak, mepeadadac 31 iCHEHHsT OIIHKT Ta BUOODY.
IIpakTudHi TpOsiBE TOJEPAHTHOCTI HOTPEOYIOTH KPUTUIHOTO OCMUCJIEHHS,
OCKIJIbKU B KOXKHi# cuTyariil cyb’eKT Ma€ 3BaxKaTu Ha BEJUKY KUIbKICTH
dakTopiB, siKi BU3HAYAIOTh Or0 CTaBJIEHHS JJO KOHKPETHOI'O IIPOsIBY 1HIITOT
npakTuku. HesBaxkarodu Ha po3MalTTs, Il (DAKTOPU CIIUPAIOTHCs Ha, [IE€BHI
VSIBJIEHHS Ta CTAHIAPTH, sIKi 3arajoM 3a0e3IedyloTh MiJCTaBy HE TiIbKA
JI7IST TOJIEPAHTHOCTI, aJje i i OyIb-sIKUX OIIHOK i BHOOPIB.

OptHuM 13 6a30BUX YSBJIEHD, IO CAYTYIOTH ITiICTABOO JIJIsT TOJI€PAHTHO-
CTi, € PO3YMIHHS TOTO, IO JIIOJIU 3MYIIEeH]l B3AEMOIISATH, OCKITHKI BOHU €
WIEHAMH CYyCIILJIBCTBA: MOXKHA, YHUKATH OKPEMOI JIIOJINHU, ajile HE MOYKHA
yHUKaTH cycmijbcrBa. [lybmiuna cdepa moemnye B cobi pisHOMaHITHI TTpa-
KTUKU Ta MOCTA€ TIEBHOIO KOHCTPYKITEIO, MO0 Biobparkae iHTEepecH JIojeit,
AKi JOTPUMYIOTHCS PI3HUX CIHOCODIB KUTT, ajie MPUAMAIOTh ITeBHI CIILIbHI
CTaHJIAPTH, IO JIO3BOJSIOTh PETYJIIOBATH IXHIO HEMHUHYTY B3aeMomito. Li
CTAHIAPTH He 3AJUIMIAIOTHCS JIAIE KOMIIPOMiCcaMu i y3TOKEHHSM Pi3HIX
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MO3UIIii1, 3rOIOM BOHU MTOYNHAIOTH CIPUIIMATHCS sIK (DYHIAMEHTAJIbHI HOD-
MU, 1[0 YIPABJIAIOTH CyCIIbHIME BigHocunamu [6, c. 132].

Ho inmux pakTopiB, HASBHICTH SIKUX POOUTH MOXKJIUBUMHU TOJIEPYBaH-
Hsl, MOXKHA BI/THECTH ysIBJIEHHSI IIPO CAMY MOXKJIMBICTD iCHYBaHHS HOII0HOTO
¥ 1HIIOTO; ITEePEKOHAHICTh Yy TOMY, IO MU MAa€MO 3MOTY BiJIpi3HUTH iHIITY
CyCHiJIbHY MPaKTUKY BiJ mpuTamMaHHol HaM abo momibHOI 0 HAIOl, BCTa~
HOBUTH, Y YOMY IOJISTAIOTh BIJIMIiHHOCTi, BUSHAYUTU CXOXKi PUCH TOIIIO;
YIEBHEHICTb y TOMY, IO iCHYIOTH CIOCOOM OOI'DYHTYBAHHSI, 3aCTOCYBAHHS
KPUTEPito, BUHECEHHsI OIIIHKU Ta BCTAHOBJIEHHsI IIPeDEPEHIliil MizK IEBHUMUA
TIO3UII MU, TEPEKOHAHHSME, MPAKTUKAME TOIIO.

1.2. TonepanTHicTh TOTPEOYyE KPUTUIHOTO OCMUCJIEHHS

AKIo TOMEPAHTHICTD K BU3HAHHS IHIMOTO sIK PIBHOIIHHOTO HE CYIIPO-
BOJIPKYETHCST KPUTUIHOIO OITIHKOIO Ha, eTalli cBO€l peastizariii, BoHa HabyBae
dopwM, gKi MOXKYThH OyTH CX0Ki HA TOJIEPAHTHICTD, ajie He Oy TU TOJePaHTHi-
CTIO 110 CyTi. LKMo yMOBH (DYHKITIOHYBaHHSI TOJIEPAHTHOCTI ITOPYIITYOThCS,
a BIJINOBiJIHE CTaBJICHHA JIO CYCIIBHUX MPAKTUK ITPOJOBXKYE HAZUBATUCS
TOJIEDYBAHHSIM, MU MOXKEMO OTPUMATH OE3MEHCHY MOAEPEGHIMHICTND, 33~
CTOCOBHY JIO BCHhOI'O, B OCHOBI $IKOl 3aMiCTh KPUTHUYHOI OIIIHKHU JIEXKUTh
bai Ty KicTh a60 HEKOMIIETEHTHICTD, a00 8UMYULEHY MOAEPAHMHICND, JIJTs
AKO1 HEMa€ 1HIUX TiJICTaB, OKpiM meBHOro By ry mpumycy. Hi Te, Hi inmre
HE € TOJIEPAHTHICTIO, XO4Ya IMEHYIOTHCSI THM CAMUM TE€PMIHOM 1 MOXKYTb
GbyHKIIOHYBATH TTOMIOHO 0 HEl, CTBOPIOIOYH IPEIEICHTH ep3aIToIepaH-
THOCTI.

TonepaHTHICTD K CYCIIbHE SBUIIE MA€ JETKUN HE OUEeBUIHUN HACTI-
JIOK — BOHA BIJIMBA€ HA CTATYC TOJEPOBAHOTO SIBUINA, BUBOJIIIN HOTO HA
piB€HDb CyCIiIBLHO IOMYCTUMOTO, & 3TOJIOM i CXBaJIOBaHOrO. TOIEepaHTHICTD
CaHKIIIOHYE TOJIEPOBAHE S$BUINE K JOIIYyCTUME iHINlE, sIKe He IIiIsrae
KPHUTHUIIl Ta MOXKe OyTu mpuiiHaTe. ¥y BUIQJKY €P3aITOJEPAHTHOCTI Cy-
CIIJIBHO JOITyCTUMUMU MOXKYThb O€3ITi/ICTABHO BU3HABATUCS Ti SIBUIIA, AKI
pYHHYIOTH cepefoBuine (QYHKIIOHYBAHHS TOJEPAHTHOCTI 1 KPUTHIHOTO
MUCJIEHHS, SK-TO: OOI'DyHTOBaHE HACUJLJIS I HENIKIIINBA OPEXHs.

Kpurnune muciienns: mepembadae TOJEPAHTHICTD IO IHIUX MOTVISIIIB,
1[0 HEPITKO TIyMAYUThCHA K HACTAHOBA TOJEPYBATH OYIb-sKY ITO3WIIIO,
AKUH 06U emicTeMivHUit cTaTyc BOoHA HE MaJja. B OCHOBI TaKOroO CTaBJIEHHS
JICXKUTH i7iesT TOJIEPAHTHOCTI K HACTAHOBU MPO Te, IO KOXKHA 0coba
Ma€ I[paBO Ha BJIACHY JAYMKY, a KpIM TOrO, BOJIOJIE€ CBOOOIOK BHOODY,
cJIoBa Ta coBicTi. be3nepevuno, TOIEPAHTHICTD € MTepeIyMOBOIO KDUTHIHOTO
MUCJIEHHSI, ajie YU HIeTbCs TYT HPO Te, IO CyO'€KT MA€ TOJIEPAHTHO
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CTABUTHCS JIO XUOM, HICEHITHUIN, HEOOTPYHTOBaHUX 3asB, Je3iH(pOopMAaIIii,
deiiky?

Yu mokeMo MU puitHsiTH XUby, sIKINO icTuHa Hempuemaa? Yu MoxkeMo
MM TEPIITH HeCIpaBeInBicTb, mo0 yHukHyTH Karactrpobu?! x.Poymrs
CXWJISIETHCA JIO TO3UTUBHOI BIIIIOBiI HA Il NMUTAHHHA, X04a ¥ 3a3HAYAE:
«Ictuna i1 cnpaBeqIuBiCTL OE€3KOMIPOMICHI, OCKIIbKM BOHHU € MEPITHMU
YEeCHOTAMH JIIOJCHKOI JistibHOCTI» [9, ¢. 3|. Ta sikbu Taxkuit puropusm Gy
JIOCSIKHUI Y peajibHOMY CYCIJIbCTBI, 3HUKJIa 6 moTpedba y KPUTHIHO-
My MUCJIEHHI, OCKIJIbKHU Iie Iepeadadaso O, MO ICHYIOTh MpUHAWMHI 1B
6e3cyMHIBHI omopu: iCTMHA 1 CHpaBeIUBICTB, 10 SKUX MOXKHA Oysi0 6
aJpecyBaTH apryMEHTAIl0, aKCIOMHE, SIKi CTAPTYIOTh OYIb-sTKe MipKYBAHHSI
Ta 3aBepITyIOTh TosicHenHs. Tosi 6 posib KPpUTUIHOTO MUC/IEHHS 3BeJtacs 0
JIO YHUCTOI JIOTiKU i obmekuiacsd 6 BUBUEHHAM CTAHIAPTHUX MeTofiB. Ta
MH 3MYIIEeHi i Ma€EMO 3MOTy CTBOPIOBATH HOBI METOIH, BJIOCKOHAJIOBATU
HasBHI, IPOsICHIOBATH, YTOYHIOBATH 1 BUHAXOJUTH, I OMEPTSAM JJIs IHOTO
CJIyTy€ JIOJICbKa PO3YMHICTh B HAUIITUPIIOMY CMUCJHI, K 3JaTHICTH OIIHIO-
BaTH, 3aCTOCOBYBATU KPUTEPil, pO3YMITH 1X, BU3HAYATH KOPUCTH 1 IITKO/LY,
JUSATH 3TiHO 3 jocBigoM Tomo. CaMe BHAC/IIOK KPUTUYHOIO AHAJIZY MU
MOKEMO JifiTH BUCHOBKY 3 YUM MA€EMO CIIPABY: 3 XUOOIO YU IHAKIITICTIO, IO
1 € MiJICTaBOIO JIJIsT TOJIEPAHTHOCTI.

1.3. TonepaHTHiICTL Mae MexKi

P. ®opcr B eHmmkionequdHiil cTaTTi MPO TOJEPAHTHICTH 3a3HAYAE,
IO ICHYIOTH JIesKi 3arajbHi yMOBHU, 33 AKUX MH MOYXKEMO TOBOPUTH IIPO
ToJIepaHTHICTh. BiH Ha3mBae X «KOMIIOHEHTaAMU TOJIEPAHTHOCTI» i BKa3ye
BCBOI'O TPH: 3allepeveHHsl, IPUHHATTS Ta BiaxuieHHs [3, 4].

KoMmmoneHT 3armepedeHHs mepeadadae, mob CyCHiabHI MPaKTUKH,
AKi TMIATal0Th TOJEPYBAHHIO, BBaXKAJINCH HeDaKAHUMU I TIEBHOIO MipOIO
HEMPaBUJIbHUMU a00 HABITH MOTaHUMHU. ZIKIO KOMIIOHEHT 3alepevueHHs
BiZICYTHI{I, HEMa€ CEHCY TOBOPUTH PO TOJEPAHTHICTH, OCKLIBKY Oe3 3arre-
peUyBaJbHOTO CTABJIEHHS TOJIEPAHTHICTH HEMOYKJINBA: SKIIO 1HIA CYCIiIb-
Ha IPAKTHKA IIOBHICTIO IPHUIIMAETHCHA — BOHA HE IIOTPEOYE TOJIEPYBAHHS,
OCKIJTbKU CIIPUAMAETHCA SIK HOpMa. fIKIMO iHIa CyCIiibHa MPaKTUKA HisK
HE OIlIHIOETHCsI, HE CIIPUAMAETHCA 1 HE BXOJUTH JIO KOJIA HAIIUX iHTEpe-
ciB — BOHa Tak caMo He oTpebye TOJIepyBaHHsl, OCKIJIbKHU 1HIIA CyCIIbHA
[IpakTUKa iHandepeHTHa I HAC.

KoMmoHeHT NpuilHATTH — JIpyTrUil KOMIOHEHT TOJIEPAHTHOCTI, SKU
KOMITEHCY€ KOMITOHEHT 3alepevdeHHs] THM, 0 BU3HAYAE MEBHI PE30HU, T0-
3UTUBHI IPUYNHU, SKi IIePEBaKAIOTh HETATUBHI ¥ BiJIIIOBITHOMY KOHTEKCTI
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# JIO3BOJIAIOTH HE BIIKUJIATH BIIMOBIIHY CycHinbHY TpakTuky. P. Popct
e, MO TOJEPAHTHICTh MOXKJINBA TOMi, KOJIW 3a3HadeHl CYCIILIbHI IIpa-
KTUKH BU3HAIOTHCS HEIPABUILHIMH, ajle He HeJOIYCTUMO HEIPABUIbHIMI
[4, c.416].

KoMnoHeHT Bi/IXMJIEHHsI BU3HAYAE Mipy TOJEPAHTHOCTI, IO Xapa-
KTEPU3YEThCS PIBHEM KOMIICHCAIll MTPUYIUH JJId BiMOBU ITPUYUHAMHU JIJIsT
MPUAHATTS TEBHOI CYCILIBHOI MPAKTUKU.

Otke, TOJEPAHTHICTL K XAPAKTEPUCTUKY CYCIIJIHLHUX BiJIHOCHH MO-
2KHA OIMCATU 3a& JIOIIOMOTOI0 TPhOX KOMIIOHEHTIB, $Ki BH3HAYAIOTH 11 B
Hal3araJbHIIIIOMY BHJII.

Baasmm 3a ocuoBy imeto P.®DopcTa mpo KOMIIOHEHTH TOJEPAHTHO-
CTi, MOXKHA TPEJCTABUTU MeXKi TOJIEPAHTHOCTI y BUIVIAII BiIPI3Ky, MO-
YaTOK $IKOTO BU3HAYAE HYJIHLOBY TOJIEPAHTHICTH, & KiHEIb — MaKCUMAaJbHY
TOJIEPAHTHICTE. HYyAvb06a mosepanmmicms BUHUKAE BHACIIOK ITOBHOIO
JOMIHYBaHHS KOMIIOHEHTa 3allepevdeHHs, MAKCUMAALHG MOAEPAHIMHICTND
BU3HAYAETHLCH TOBHOIO IEPEBArOI0 KOMIIOHEHTA HPUHAHATT. 1ol aBuiie
TOJIEPAHTHOCTI IIOCTAE K peaJii3alliss KOMIIOHEHTa, BIIXUIeHHsT, DaJlaHCyBa-
HHSI MiXK 3allepedeHHsIM 1| TPUAHATTIM 38 PaXyHOK HAaBEJEHHS MO3UTHBHIX
PE30HIB Ha KOPUCTH NPUMHATTS, sIKi KOMIEHCYIOTb PE30HH Ha KOPUCTH
BIIKHMTAHHSI.

3ri/iHO 3 TaKOIO IHTEPIPETAIIEI0, JOTITHO 3pOOUTH BUCHOBOK IIPO iCHY-
BAHHS TUX SBUII, SKi HE TiJJIATAIOTH TOJEPYBAHHIO — MU MaEMO JIO HUX
HYJIbOBY TOJIEPAHTHICTb, TOOTO IOBHICTIO 3allepedyeMO Ta BiJIKHIAEMO
BianoBigai cycminpni npaktuku. Tepopumsm, BOMBCTBO, HEIOOPOIECHICTD,
KOPYTIIisi, OpexHs — Ha »KaJjb, MepeTiK SIBUII, Ki He IiIIraoTh TOJIepy-
BaHHIO 33 Oy/Ib-sIKUX YMOB JOCUTH BEJIUKUII.

Tak camMo MalOTh iCHyBaTH ABUINA, AKi MiJJISITAI0OTh MAKCUMAJbHIN TO-
JIEPAHTHOCTI, TOOTO IPUIMAIOTHCST HAMU, aJie BiAMOBIIHUII IepesIik HaBecTn
ckaamaninre. OgHAK, MAKCUMYM TOJIEDAHTHOCTI MOXKHA BU3HAYUTH, SAKIIO
OIMCATH Ti CYCHLIbHI MPAKTUKHU, AKi MU puiiMaemo. [Ipuitmaerses Te, 110
BBAXKA€THCsI HOPMAJIBHUM, TOOTO BXOJUTH JI0 HAINX CYCIIJIBHUX IIPAKTUK,
MOXKe OyTHu 3BejieHe abO IPUCTOCOBaHe J10 HUX. Koym 1meBHA CycrijbHA
MPAKTUKA CTa€ HOPMAJILHOIO, MU TPUMHUHSEMO 11 TEPHITH i MOYMHAEMO
MATPUMYBaTH — 1€ SIBUITE MOXKHA HA3BATH MAaKCHUMyMOM TOJIEPAHTHOCTI.
Biarak, HopMa MOXKe PO3IVISAATHCS K MAKCHMyM TOJIEPAHTHOCTI, aHAJIO-
riYHO 10 TOTO, K 3HAHHS MOYKe PO3IVIANATHUCH K MAKCUMYM BIIEBHEHOCTI
un HMOBIPHOCTI.

Hopwma B ipoMy BUIIAJIKY sIBJIsi€ COOOIO «BITHOCHO abCOJIFOTHES ITOHSITTSI
B TOMYy ceHCi, y gkoMmy me mnoscHioe @.JIperke Ha TPHUKIAAI TOHATTH
<IIOPOXKHIiiT»: «abCOJIIOTHE, TaK, aJje JIUIIe 3TiTHO 0 IMEeBHOIO CTaHIAPTY.
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Mu moruin 6 cchopMyITIoBaTH II0 JIYMKY TaK: OyTH ITOPOXKHIM 03Ha1a€ OyTH
1030aBJICHIM YCiX PEJIEBAHTHUX PeUeil, THM CAMUM BUSIBJIAIOYH OJJHOYACHO
abcosmorauii (ciaoBoM “Bee”) 1 BimHocHuit (cioBoM “pesteBanTHI”) XapakTep
BOTO TMOHATTSA> [2, ¢.367]. [lomibHo 70 MBOTO MPHUKIALY TOHSTTS HOPMU
TaKOK BU3HAYAETHCA 3TiJIHO 3 TEBHUM CTAHIAPTOM, JIO SKOTO MOXKYTH
BXOJUTH TPAJIUIIl, TPABOBI HOPMHU, CYCIIJIbHI BUMOTH TOIO, SKi MOXKHA
BBaKaTU BITHOCHUMH B MEBHOMY CMUCJI, aJie, 3TiTHO 3 MM BU3HAYEHUM
(pesieBaHTHUM) KOHTEKCTOM, HOPMa — abCOJIIOTHA.

Y 3a3HavMEHOMY CEHCI TOJEPAHTHICTH MOXKE POIIVISIJIATHCS K IPOIIEC,
OCKIJIbKU BOHA MOXKE 30LIIBIIIYBATHCS aXK IO TPUAHATTS Ta 3MEHIITYBATUCH
ax JI0 BiIKMJaHHs. 3MiHA DiBHsI TOJEPAHTHOCTI, Ha HAIMY JYMKY, MOXKE
BU3HAYATHUCS PIBHEM CYCILIBHOI B3Aa€EMOJIil 3 TOJIEPOBAHUM SIBUIIEM, 3Mi-
MEHHSAM CIiBBiIHOIEHHST TIO3UTUBHUX 1 HEraTUBHUX PE3OHIB, 3MiHOIO iX
BAroMoCTi Jjist Cy0’€KTa TOJIEPAHTHOCTI.

2. Koy TOJIEpAHTHICTh 3HUKAE

TosteparTHiCcTh 3HUKAE, KOJU BOHA He TOTPiOHA abo HeMOXKJmBa. ToJe-
PaHTHICTh HEMOTPiOHA, KOJIM CYCIIIbHA TPAKTUKA, 3 IKOK MU B3aE€MOIIEMO,
cTa€ HOPMOIO I HAc. Tak caMO TOJEPAHTHICTh HEOTPIOHA, KOIM MU
HiSIK He B3aE€MOJIEMO 3 IHIMOI0 CYCHIIbHOIO MPAaKTUKOI. PaKTUIHO, Iie
O3HAYAE, IO BiJICYyTHIfI KOMIIOHEHT 3amepedvenus, Bkazanuit P. PopcTom.
Ane TosmepanTHiCTL GyBae He JIUIE HEMOTPIOHOMO, ajie i HEMOXKJIUBOIO.
dArmo HOpMa He TOTpebye TOJepyBaHHs, OCKLIBKH BOHA SIBJISIE CODOIO
MaKCHMYM TOJIEPAHTHOCTI 33 PAXYHOK IIOBHOTO JIOMiHYyBaHHS KOMIIOHEHTA
IPUWHATTS, TO CYyTTEBE IT€PEBAKAHHS KOMIIOHEHTA 3all€PeIEHHS [11/IBOIUTD

2.1. MakcumaJjibHa TOJIEPAHTHICTh He MOTPEDY€E TOJIEPAHTHOCTI

TosiepaHTHICTD — 116 HOPMAJIBHO, ajie BOHA HE3aCTOCOBHA JI0 HOPMAJIb-
HOTO. ¥ 0araThOX BUIIAJKAX TOJEPAHTHE CTABJIEHHS HA MPAKTUINl 3HUKAE
TOZi, KOJIU JIFO/IA ITPOCTO MEPECTAIOTH JYyMATH, [0 ITEBHUI TUI TOBEIIHKA
€ MIPeIMETOM HECXBAaJIeHHsI ab0 B3araJji HETaTHBHOTO CYJXKEHHS — BiITaK,
3HUKAaE KOMIIOHEHT 3amepeduents, Hapegaenuit P. ®opcrom. Ile te, 1o Bim-
OyBaeThCs B 6AraTboX YaCTUHAX CBITY IOJ0 BUJIIB CEKCyaJIbHOI IIOBEIHKH,
sIKi paHillle He 3a0X0UyBAJINCs, & B JIEIKAX BUIAKAX KAPAJIUCT 3aKOHOM.
CuinbHe TpOXKUBAHHS 032 MIIIOOOM U1 TOMOCEKCYaJ IbHI CTOCYHKH, HaBYIA~
HHs [iTe#l 3 ocoOauBUME TOTPe0aMy B IHKJIFO3WBHUX KJIACAX 9d Oy/I€HHA
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CIiBIIpaIls 3 JIFOJIbMHU, 10 9ac BiJl Yacy moTpeOyrTh MCUXOJIOTIIHOI JOITO-
MOTH, TOCTYIIOBO II€PECTAIOTh BUKJIUKATH BOPOXKI KOMEHTapi UM PEeaKIil,
dK 1e Oy/J0 B MHUHYJIOMY. 3 4YacOM BOHHU IIEPECTAIOTH OYTH IIPEIMETOM
OIIIHKM, OCKLIBKHU BXOJSTH J0 HPUIAHATHUX COLIAJBHUX IHPAKTUK. 3Ia€-
ThCs, IO B TAKUX BUMAIKAX TOJEPAHTHICTH 3HUKAE B TO3UTUBHOMY CEHCI,
OCKIJIbKH, JOCSTHYBIIHA CBOI'O MaKCHMYMYy, BOHA cTa€ HenoTpibHoo. HaBiTh
AKIEHTYBaHHs HA TOJIEPAHTHOCTI $K HACTAHOBI B MOMIOHUX BUIAIKAX
€ HerosiepaHTHUM. Tak, SKIIO s HA BEUipIi CKa)Ky CBOIM Cycimam, o
MM 3 YOJIOBIKOM TOJIEPAHTHO CTaBUMOCS JIO TOMOCEKCYAJbHUX CTOCYHKIB
cycificbKoI mapu, abo IO MU TOJEPAHTHO CTABUMOCS JIO TOTO, IO HAII
CMH HABYAEThCA y KJaci 3 JIThbMH, fdKi MaIOTh 3aTPUMKY IICHUXiTHOTO
pO3BUTKY, Ite Oyie 3Bydaru HerojiepanTHO. OTKe, MoAepaHmHICmyb MaAE
Ppyrxyito nepesedenna thwozo 6 wopmy. Komn memo crae HOpMAaJIbHUIM,
Oro mepecTaroTh TOJAEPYBATH B MO3UTUBHOMY CMUCTI: HOTO HE TEPILIAThH,
a CHpUIMAIOTD AK HaJIeXKHe.

2.2. TojiepaHTHICTh CTOCYEThCSI He 0COOM, a CYCHiJIbHOI MPaKTUKA

YV mpOMY 2K CEHCI MM He MOKEMO TOBOPUTH IIPO TOJEPAHTHE CTABJICHHSI
0 0co0m, X04a 3a3BUYail caMe TaK 1 BXKUBAECTHCSA CJIOBO «TOJIEPAHTHICTDY.
3/1a€ThCs, MO TYT HASBHA I[E€BHA CYIEPEYHICTDb, ajle MOXKHA IOTJISTHYTH
Ha Tle i1 iHMIMM KyTOM: iHIIa 0coDa SBJII€ COOO0I0 00’€KT MaKCHUMAaJIbLHOI
TOJIEPAHTHOCT1, TOOTO TOI BUIIAI0K, KOJIM TOJEPAHTHICTH ByKe HEJOPEUHA.
I3 30BciM HEBeNMKOIO HATSKKOIO MU MOXKEMO BijHecTn OyTTs PIZHHX
ocobucrocTeit 70 HOPMH: HOPMAJBbHO Te, 1o icHyoTh immi. Cama 1o
cobi ocoba—11e HOCI# aBTOHOMHOCTI it TiAHOCTI, i B IBOMY CEHCi JIOIN
BU3HAIOTHCS PIBHOIIPABHUMU Ta PiBHOIIHHUMH, TOMY JI0 HUX HE3aCTOCOBHI
KaTeropii TOJIEpaHTHOCTI YU TEPIIUMOCTI, aJie 3aCTOCOBHI KaTeropii rifHocTi
Ta BU3HAHHAI.

TonepanTHIiCTD 31 CBOTO OOKY 3aCTOCOBYETHCS 0 KOMYHIKATUBHUX ITPO-
IIeCiB, CYCHIJIBHUX MPAaKTHUK, 1HIIIaTOpaMu #i yYaCHUKAMU AKUX ITOCTAIOTh
inmti ocobu. Ilinkom BuIpaBIaHO TOBOPUTH, IO OYTTS iHITIONO PO3KPUBAE-
ThCs B KOMYHIKAIIil, BiITak, MU 3MIfICHIOEMO OIIHKY THX CYCHIJTbHUX TIpa-
KTUK, Kl JIEMOHCTPYIOTH MO3UITIO iHIOT JIIOAWHU, OCKITBKI MU HE MAEMO
inmoro gocTyty 10 ocobucTocTi. Tomy Mu MOKeMO TOBOPUTH: « 41 moBaskaio
Tebe, ajle He IpUiiMalo TBiit crmocib fiti», — i B Takuit cmocib mpakTHUKyBaTH
TOJIEPAHTHICTH, ajie MU HE MOXKEMO TOBOPUTH IIPO TOJICPAHTHE CTABJICHHS
JI0 JIEIKOI CYCIIJIbHOI MPAKTUKU, SIKIIO BOJHOYAC MU HE MOBAXKaEMO 1 He
npuiiMaeMo 11 HociiB. B. BimbaMc mwmime, mo sSKIO omHa TpyHa IPOCTO
HEHABU/IUTH iHILY, siIK y BUMAJAKY 3 KJIAHOBOIO BEHIETOIO UM BUIIAKAMU
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YUCTOTO pacu3My, HACIIPaBJl HIETHLCA HE IPO TOJEPAHTHICTD: JIIOMM, AKI
6epyThb y4acTh y IOMY, PaJille HOBUHHI I030yTHCA CBOET HEHABUCTI, CBOIX
ylepezkenb abo cBOIxX HeOsiaranuux croragis [10, c. 19].

2.3. TonepaHTHiCTL Ma€e GyTu OO PYHTOBAHOIO

FO. T'abepmac HAroOJIOINIYE, IO TEPMIH «TOJEPAHTHICTHY BUKOPUCTOBYE-
ThCsl He CTIJIbKY Ha IIO3HAYEHHS 3arajbHOI CXUJIBHOCTI CTaBUTHUCS TEPILIAve
Ta BEJIMKOJIYIITHO JI0 iHIITOT JIIOUHU, CKIJTLKU Ha MTO3HAYMEHHS TTEBHOI TTOTITH-
YHOI YECHOTH Yy BiJIHOCHHAX 3 IHITUME IPOMaJIsTHAMU. AJie TOJEePaHTHICTD,
Ha Oro JIyMKy, — IIe He 30BCIM Te came, IO «TPOMAJIAHCHKAY TIOBEIHKA,
sIKa IPYHTYETHCS HAa TOTOBHOCTI CITIBIPAITIOBATH, ajieé CKOpiIe — Iie Crocio
nift y KoraiTuBHOMY KOHMIIIKTI 06 pyHTOBaHUX no3uIiii [5, c. 3].

YV TabepmacoBoMy TIIyMadeHHI TOJEPAHTHOCTI JIy’Ke sICKPABO IPOsiB-
JITIETHCST POJIb KPUTUIHOTO MUCJIEHHS 1 HOro TicHUit 3B’A30K i3 TosIepan-
tHicTi0. ToslepanTHiCTh mepebadae NPaBO HA JUCKYCIIO, YYACHUKH SAKOL
MaKCHUMAaJILHO TOJIEPAHTHI OJIUH JIO OJTHOTO, OCKIJIbKU BU3HAIOTH, IO MEPE]T
HUMM <«iHIT» 0co0H, siKi MOCTAIOTHh 13 MAKCHMYMOM TOJIEDAHTHOCTI 3a
3aMOBUYYBAHHSAM. AJie TOJIEPAHTHICTH HE TMOIUPIOETHCS ABTOMATHIHO HA
crriocobu OOTPYHTYBaHHS, MIJIAXY iHTepIpeTariil (pakTiB, METOIN BUBEICHHST
BHUCHOBKIB Tomo. TyT y rpy BCTymae KpUTHUYHA OIHKA, sKa, 3TiTHO 3
KPUTEPISIMU, aHAJI3y€ HasBHI PE30HM Ta BU3HAYAE MipYy JIOIYCTHUMOI TO-
JIEPAHTHOCTI.

Mu HEe MO2KEMO BUOUPATH HASIBHICTD YH B3aEMO/III0 3 iHITUME 0cobaMu,
OCKIJIbKY BOHA € 1 iCHYIOTH ITeBHI IpaBUIa, HOPMU Ta 3aKOHH, STKi CAHKITIO-
HYIOTb HAIIly BiIIOBinHY moBeminKy. My He MOKeMO 3a00POHUTH JislIib-
HicTh 00’€IHAHHS TPUXUIHHUKIB IIACKOI 3eMJIl, MU TOJIEPAHTHI /10 HUX i
oBazkaeMo ixHi mpasa. BogHowvac Halra TOJIepaHTHICTD HACTIILKY BUCOKA,
10 MW CHPUMMAEMO iHIUX OcCib fK PIBHUX cOOI B apryMeHTallil, a oTxKe,
sIK JIOCTYIIHUX JIJIsi IIepeKOHaHHs. AJjie y BUIIaJKy ILIaCKO3eMeIbHUKIB,
AHTUBAKI[MHATOPIB, NPUXUJIBLHUKIB TeOpiil 3MoBuM i iHmMUX MicpoTBOPIHB
CyYIacHOCTI MU He CIIpUITMaEMO IXHI MOTVISIN K <«iHIMi», HABIIAKW, BU3HA-
qaeMO 1XHI TBEP/2KEHHS K XUOHI, METOIM OOI'PYHTYBAHHSI SIK HEBAJIIIHI,
a 3aCHOBKU K HEJIICHI — 1 BHACJIIIOK IIHOTO MU HE TOJIEPYEMO 1XHi 3asBH.

€ mpocri BUMAJKM 3ITKHEHHsST CYNEPEWIMBUX HO3UIN, sIKi He moTpe-
OyioThb TOJepyBaHHs. Koy JIIOIUHA HPHUIYCKAETHCA HOMUJIKH YU T'OBO-
pUTb HeENmpaBIy, OCKiJIBKM HeoOi3HAHA IMOJI0 peasibHOI CUTYyaIlil, —Ie He
cylepewInBa IO3UIlsl, & IO3WINs, KA MOyKe OyTH CKOPUIOBaHa 1 Mae
O6yTu BunpabjeHa. Kosm My MaeMo CIpaBy 3 OYEBHIHOI XHMOOK i Ma-
€MO JIOKa3W Ha KOPHUCTb BJIACHOI MO3UIM] — MU MOXKEMO apryMEHTYBaTH.
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Curyariis cymnepeduku Io/10 HAOJIMXKEHHsI JI0 ICTUHU, [MPOSICHEHHS IU yTO-
YHEHHS He TOTPeOY€E TOJEPAHTHOCTI IO PEIMETY cynepedkn. Ajie BoHA
oTpedyBaTUMe TOJIEPAHTHOCTI IMO0 YIACHUKIB CyIIEPEUKH, sika Mae OyTu
peaJrizoBaHa y IpaBi MOBHICTIO BUKJIACTU CBOIO TO3UIII0, BUKOPUCTATU
moTpiOHI apryMeHTH, y TpaBi OyTH BUCIYXaHUM 1 TpaBi HAa PO3YMIiHHII.
TosiepanTHicTh TIepegbadae MpaBo OyTH BUCIYXAHUM 1 3PO3YMIINM, aJjie
BOHA J1i€ B 0OmMaBa OOKM: 1HIA CTOPOHA MAa€ TaKe camMe IIPaBo.

2.4. Hebe3meka 3HU>KY€E TOJIEPAHTHICTh

Ho3BosimMo cobi 3pobuTH Jiesiki JIOTIOBHEHHsI 0 YMOB ICHYBAHHS TO-
sepanTrHocti. Ha mHamy maymMKy, TOJIEpAHTHICTD ITOB’si3aHA 3 MOHSTTAM
6esnekn. MoxkHa TOJIEpyBaTH Te, IO € Oe3MeIHUM I HAIIUX YSIBJICHD,
CIIOCOOY >KUTTs, TPAIUIi. KO CycHinbHi MPAKTUKKN BU3HAIOTHCS 1HIIN-
MM, aJie BOJHOYAC HECYTh HEOE3IEKY, Ii/ICTaBa TOJEPYBATH 3HUKAE, OCKITb-
KM KOMITOHEHT NPUIHSATTS 3MEHIIyeThcd 10 MiHiMymy. Came ToMy Tak
BaXKKO OyTH TOJIEPAHTHUM JI0 IHIIOI JIyMKH, SKIIO BOHA 3arDOXKY€ HAITAM
BJIACHUM IT€PEKOHAHHAM, BAXKKO TOJIEDYBATH IHIUN CIIOCIO YKUTTH, AKIIO
BiH 3arpoKye TBOEMY BJIacHOMY 100pobyTy. TosepanTHUM MOXKHA OyTH /10
TOTO, 110 BaM He 3arpoXKye€ Ta He HAHOCUTD ITKOU. TepIiTu JOBOIUTHCS Te,
[0 BAM 3aBayKa€ 1 3arpoXkye. 3aBJaHHs KPUTUIHOIO MUCJEHHS B I[HOMY
MOMEHTI — BU3HAYUTH, YU € I[eBHA CYCIJIbHA MPAKTUKA 3arPO3JINBOIO,
YOMY BOHA 3arPOXKYE, Y AKHii crocib i sikoro mipoio. Ha ocHoBi Takol orinkn
IPUAMAETHCS PINIEHHS 1010 MOXKJIMBOCTI TOJIEPYBAHHS.

BaraTo xTo 3/maTHU TOJIEpYBATH HETaTUBHI SIBUITA, BBAXKAIOYUN IX 1H-
MIAMA CIIOCODAMU YKUTTsI, OTPUMAHHS MPUOYTKY UU CTATYyCy, 00 MPOSABOM
goryctuMol 1o3uttii immmol ocobu. Taka TOEpaHTHICTH € Pe3yIbTATOM
IIIMiHU OIIIHKK CYTHOCTi $IBUIIA 3BEPHEHHSAM yBaru Ha HOT0 HACJIIJIKH,
IpUIOMY JI0 yBaru 6epyThb Jinine 6e3mocepesHi Iu HaWOIMKTl, KOPOTKO-
CTPOKOBI HACTLAKM, (PI3UYUHI UM €KOHOMIUHI HACTIIKKA ab0 HACTIAKU st
KOHKPETHHUX OCi0, ajie 9acTo OIIyCKAIOTh CYCIiIbHI, & cCaMe — HACJIIKA JIJIs
cepeoBuIa (PyHKIIOHYBaHHA camol TosepanTHocTi. Ko Mu Toepyemo
SBHIIE, sIKE CTAHOBUTD 3aI'PO3y HAIIUM I[IHHOCTSAM, CIIOCOOY YKUTTSI, CIIOCO-
Oy cycIHijibHOI opraHizaliil, MU JIO3BOJISIEMO TAKOMY SIBUIIY HaOJIMKATHUCS
JI0 PiBHS HOPMU 1 3rOJIOM IPOCTO <«BIIYCKAEMO» HOTO y CBOE KUTTS K
MPUITHATHY JJIsI HAC MTO3UIIIIO.

JlexTo MoOKe TOJIEPAHTHO CTABUTHCH JI0 KOpymIil y cdepi ocitu norw,
[IOKY HOro JAUTUHA He IIijie HaBYaTuCs. AJjie it TOIl piBEeHb TOJEPAHTHOCTI
MOYKe 3MEHIITUTHUCS, aJle He BIIACTH JI0 HYJsd, KO JIIOAUHA TTOYHE TPUHITH-
[IOBO BiIKMIATH TaKy MPAKTUKY AK HeOE3IedHy, OCKiIbKN Hebe3meKka Oye
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OIliHEHA JTyKe BY3bKO. PiBeHb TOJIEPAHTHOCTI MOXKe T ITPUMYBATUCI PE30-
HaMU, siKi BUIIPABIOBYIOTH IEBHI HE3ACyXKEHI BUHATOPOIU ab0 IOCIyTH,
SKIIO BOHU HE HAJATO OOTSIKJIMBI J71s1 cy0’e€KTa, aje Taki MO3UTUBHI Pe30HN
CTAIOTh MEHII 3HAYYIIUMU, SKINO KiJIbKICTh ab0 00CAr TaKUX MOCJIYT UH
BUHATOPO/T TIEPEBUIIYE Mipy MOXKJIUBOCTeH cy0’ekTa. Tak camo s Oyab-
SIKOT'O SIBUIINA: PiBEHb TOJIECPAHTHOCTI NIAIA€, KOJIUA SIBUITE TIOYNHAE CTAHOBU-
TH 3arpo3y JJjis cyd’eKTa TosepanTHOCTI. Tepopu3m, HACUJLIS, [T IBUIICHHS
I[[iH 97 KiJIbKOCT1 HAaBYAJILHOTO HABAHTAYKEHHS CIPUAMAIOTHCS K OUEBUTHA
3arposa, aje # y X BUIAJKAX JIEXTO 3MOKe COPMYIIIOBATH MO3UTUBHI
P€e30HU He 3HUKYBaTHU TOJIEPAHTHICTD JO HYJIS.

Hy2ke piKo ToIepaTop BUXOIUTDH i3 MPUHITUIIOBOI MO3UILIT Bi KU IAHHS
CYCIIIBHOI IPAKTUKU K HEOEe3MeYHOI JIjisi CYCIJIBHOTO cepepoBuma. Jlis
bOro Tpeba OIIHIOBATH CUCTEMHI it Bimmaseni Hacaiaku. Biarak, icHyiors
SABUITA, STKI MU B3araJji He PO3MI3HAEMO AK 3arpo3y, OCKIIbLKH He Oa<nMo
IXHIX cuCTeMHUX HaCHiAKiB. Hampukiam, Mu 9acTo OIIHIOEMO OpEexHIO,
deiik, mezindopmariifo Ta iHMN TposSBM XUOM sgK Oe3medni A Hac i
ToJilepyeMo Tx. Mu He po3IIsiIaeMo Il sIBUINA siK HeOe3ledHi, OCKLIBKHU He
GagnMo mpsMol 3arpo3u s cebe. HaToMicTs Mu MOYXKeEMO cripuitMaTh iX K
JKapT, CBIYEeHHs HEBIirIacTBa i HABITH IPUBI BBaXKATH cede PO3YMHIIIIM
3a IHIOrO TOMO. AJjie 3roJoM Iii SBWINA CTAIOTh 3BUYHUMHU Ta MMOYMHA-
I0Th CIIPUMMATHCH $IK HOPMAJIbHI I MU IOYMHAEMO I1€PeOYIOBYBATH CBOE
CIIpUHATTS CBIiTY 3rimHo 3 HuMu. Kpim Toro, jieski Hebe3nevHi cycrniibHi
MIPAKTUKU He iIeHTUMIKYIOThCsI K sIBHO HeOe3IeUHl, OCKLJIbKY BOHU HE3HA~
omi # MU He MAEMO JIOCBi/Iy y BUKOPHCTAHHI METOJIB pO3IN3HABAHHS 1X
JAK Hebe3mevHnxK. Y TAKUX BHUIIAIKAX HA [IEPINUI IIJIAH BUXOAUTH KPUTHIHE
MMUCJIEHHSI, OCKIJIbKI CHUTYallis IIOTpeOye MPOsICHEHHS, aJi)Ke KOJI He BCe
JIEXKUTH HA TOBEPXHi, MOTPiOHA <«KPUTUKA», OIIHKA CHUTYyaIlil 3rigHo 3
KPUTEPISIMH «iHITOCTi» UM OE3METHOCT] B ILOMY BHIIAJIKY.

3. dx KpUTnnIHe MUCJIEHHHA BBaGMO,I[iG 3 TO.TIepaHTHiCTIO

3.1. KputnuiHe MUCJIEHHSI PEryJIlO€ TOJIEPAHTHICTH B
enicremiyHOMYy BuUMipi

TosepaHTHICTh K HACTAHOBA PEATI3YETHCH HA IHCTUTYIIOHAJIHLHOMY
PiBHI B peJIiriiiHiii, HOJITHYHIN TEPITUMOCTI, EKOHOMIYHUX I'apaHTisIX 1 MoBa-
3i s10 ocobucTocti. Ase He iCHy€ TPABOBUX rapaHTiit MeXK TOJEPAHTHOCTI y
cdepi iHTeNIeKTYaIBHIl, & 0COOJIMBO B Mi3HABAJBHIN. PaKTHIHO, KDUTHIHE
MUCJICHHsI Ma€ BUKOHYBATHU II0 (DYHKIIIO, aJjie JiIs YCIIHOro MyHKIHOHY-
BaHHs IOMy MOTPiOHA IHCTUTYIIIOHAJIbHA M ATPUMKA, KA, I0IoMarae cop-
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MYBATHU CEPEIOBUINE, CIPUATIUBE JIjIs IHTEJIEKTYaIbHOI TOJIepaHTHOCTI. B
IHTeIeKTyaJIbHOMY BHMIpI TOJIEPAHTHICTD HE PETYIIOETHCS TiTKUMU ITPABU-
JIaMU 91 HACTAHOBAMU 1 1€, 30KpeMa, € HACTIJIKOM CaMOl TOJIEPAHTHOCTI.
IIpaBo ma BIacHy AyMKYy Ta CBODOIY 11 BUCJIOBIIOBATH 3a0€3MEUYETHCS
Ha 3aKOHOJIABYOMY DiBHi, ajie He iCHye IIpaBOBOIO HiAIPYHTHA OOOB’A3KY
OOI'pYHTOBYBATH, IMiITBEPIXKYBATH 49U JIOBOAUTH. BuMora moBaru Jo 0Co-
6ucrocti i TeprnuMocTi MO IHINOI JAyMKHA 9 TIEBHOIO BUIy iH(pOpMAIT
0OMEXKYEThCS TPABOBUM IIOJIEM 1 HMUTAHHAME JEPXKABHOI 9 0COOHCTOT
Oe3nekn. BomHodac irHOpyeThCsS MUTAHHS IHTEIEKTYaJIbHOI Oe3meKu, i
SKOI0 MM PO3yMi€EMO He JIUIE 3aXUCT IHTEJEKTYaJIbHOI BJIACHOCTI, aJje i
3aXUCT €MiCTEMIiTHOI CIIBHOTH i €IiCTEeMIiTHOTO CepeOBHUINA, 3a PAXyHOK
HOPMAJILHOIO (DYHKIIOHYBAHHS STKUX 31HCHIOETHCS MMI3HAHHS.

Emnicremiuna crinbrora GyHKITIOHYE SIK CYKYIIHICTD Cy0 €KTIB, 3aTHAX
BUKOHYBATH II€BHI Mi3HABAJIBHI JTi1 Ta MiITPIMYBATH BiJIIOBIIHI TTi3HABAIb-
i ctanu. Takuit cy0’€KT MOBUHEH MATHU 3MOTY JOCATATH 1 HMiATPUMYBATU
[MO3UTHUBHI ermicTeMivni crarycw, TOOTO BiH Mae MpaBO IMI3HABATH, Ji3HA-
BATHUCs, BipuTH, OyTH TEPEKOHAHUM, BIEBHEHUM, a OTKE, MaTH 3MOIY
CBiqunTH, OOIPYHTOBYBaTH, MEepeKOHyBaTH, imdopmyBaTn. Taki MOXKIN-
BOCTi 3a0€e3IeuyI0ThCs eIiCTEeMITHNM CEePEIOBUINEM, SKe BKJOUaE B cebe
pi3HOMAaHITHI yMOBHU, pecypcu i 0OCTABUHHU, IO POOJATH MOXKJIUBUMU
Mi3HaBaJIbHI il 1 MATPUMYIOTEH IX pedysibTaTu. EmicreMiune cepejioBuiie
nepeadadae eKCIepTHICTh, METOI0/IOTIYHICTD, ODI3HAHICT TOIIO, aje Ta-
KOXK TOTPeOy€E CyCHIbHOIO CXBAJIEHHS Ta IMIJATPUMKHU CBOEl isJIBHOCTI.
OueBuHO, MO COMIAIBHUN IHCTUTYT HE MOXKE KPUTUIHO MUCJIUTH CaM II0
cobi, piBHO gK i He MOXKe TOBOJUTHUCS TOJIEPAHTHO, OCKIILKHU II€ IAapUHA
OKpeMuX ocobucTocTeil. AJie 3aBJaHHIM COIIaJIbHUX IHCTUTYTIB € 3a0e311e-
YeHHsI MOXKJIMBOCTI IHIMBIAIB 6yTH TOJEPAHTHUMHI Ta KPAUTHIHO MUCIUTH
3a PaxXyHOK HiATPUMKH MEBHUX YMOB, ¥ SKHX MOXKYTb OyTH peai3oBaHi
3JI@THOCT1 OIIHIOBATH 1 TOJIEPYBATH.

3.2. ToepaHTHIiCTL — MpE3yMIIIlisl, ajle He MeTa KPUTUIHOTO
MUCJIEHHS

I xpuTnuHe MUCIEHHS, 1 TOJIEPAHTHICTH MAIOTh MiJICTABU s (DYH-
KIIOHYBAHHA TO/i, KOJU B HAABHOCTI € KOHKYPEHTOCIPOMOXKHI OOI'DYH-
TyBaHHsI, sIKi caMi 10 co0i € JOCTATHLO MiAKPIMICHUMA Ta MTPaBUJILHIMII,
1XHI BUCHOBKH CJIIyIOTh i3 3aCHOBKIB, aJie IIi 3aCHOBKH KOHIIENTYaJbHO
HecrmiBMipHi. BinTrak, TonmepaHTHICTL MOxKe OyTH BUIIpaBJaHA, SKIIO MU
HE BOJIOIEMO PaIiOHAJBHUMU CIOCOOAMU TMOPIBHAHHSI MTO3UINH, OCKLILKA
KOHIENTYaJbHl cxeMu (OIHOYHI KOHIIEMNINT), Y MeXKaX fKUX CTBEPIKYE-
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ThCs TXHsI ICTUHHICTD, PAJMKAIBLHO BiMMiHHI. Ta B OyIb-IKOMY BUMIAJKY 1
KPUTHUYIHE MUCJIEHHS Ma€ OyTH TOJIEPAHTHUM, 1 TOJIEPAHTHICTh KPUTUIHOIO.
TostepaHTHICTS KPUTHIHOTO MUCJIEHHS MTOJISTAE B TOMY, 1[0 BOHO BUXOJIUTH
13 Mpe3yMIIIil TOJIEPAHTHOCTI, ajie MOCTIfIHO Teperyis ae Ta IepeBipse ii.
Tak, My TOJIEPAHTHO TIEPEI0ATAEMO, IO OYy/Ib-SKa MTO3UIlisT MAE MIPaBoO Ha
icHyBaHHSI, aJie Iie He O3HAYA€, IO MU MOKIPHO CTABUMO i1 B OJUH P 3i
cBOiMU ysiBjeHHsAME. HaBraku, Mu HaMaraeMocs JOCTiIuTH i BUpobyBaTu
IHIITy TTO3UINI0, MO0 TOYHO 3PO3YMITH, YN € BOHA IPHUHIIAIIOBO IHIIOIO i,
MO2KJIUBO, PIBHOIIIHHOIO, UM HABIIAKYM — BOHA ICHY€E y Ti#l camiii KOHIIENTY-
aJbHIN cxemi Ta 11 BIIMIHHOCTI BiJ| HAIIOl BJIACHOI MO3UILI ITPOJIUKTOBAHI
xubHicTIO 11 4u Hamux nepeayMoB. OTKe, MM BUXOJMMO 3 HACTAHOBU
TOJIEPAHTHOCTi, ajle BOHA HE € CaMOIHHOI. fK 1 KpUTUIHE MUCJIEHHS,
TOJIEPAHTHICTH — IHCTPYMEHT, KU JTO3BOJISE€ HAM JOCSATATH 1HITUX ITiJIEH.

3.3. KpurndHe MUCJI€HHS OI[iHIOE YMOBHM TAa M€>Ki TOJIEPAHTHOCTI

Kpurnune Mucients — 1e pedJyeKcHBHe MUCIeHHs. 1Ioro pediiekcis-
HICTBH ITOB’sI3aHa HE TIABKHU 3 THM, III0 BOHO IOCTIHO IepeBipsie came cebe
Ha TIpeJMeT MPABUJIBHOCTI 1 MparHe JI0 CaMOBIOCKOHaJeHHs. Pedirekcus-
HICTh KPUTUIHOTO MUCJIEHHS TOJISITAE TAKOXK Y TOMY, 1[0 BOHO OJIHOYACHO
IIOCJIYTOBYETbCS KPUTEPIAMU Ta KPUTHUYHO OIHIOE caMmi Kpurepil i 3a
HEOOXITHOCTI yTOUYHIOE HasiBHI um BupoOJisic HOBI. OJHiEI0 3 BaXKJIMBHUX
BYHKII KPUTHIHOTO MUCJIEHHS € caMe KpuTepiajibHa (DYHKIIs, ¥ IPOoIeci
KOl KPUTHYHE MUCJIEHHS 3[IHCHIOE OI[IHKY yMOB MOKJIMBOCTI TOrO UH
TOTO SBUIIA. 32 JOMOMOIrOI0 3aCTOCYBaHHS KPUTEPIiB KPUTUIHE MUCJICHHS
BU3HAYAE CTYIIHDb aOCTPAKTHOCTI, 3araJbHOCTI Iu YHiBEpCAIbHOCTI, (hikcye
KOHTEKCTyaJIbHI BiAMIHHOCTI # Bu3HAYaE IXHIO POJIb Y (DYHKIIOHYBaHHI
OITIHIOBAHOT'O SIBUINA, iHIIAMHU CJIOBAMHU, KPUTUIHE MUCJICHHS JO3BOJISE
GOpMyIIOBATH KOHKPETHI TBEpJ?KEHHsI Ha MiJCTaBl 3arajbHUX ITPAaBUII.
3a #Oro MOIMOMOIO MOYKHA JOCATTH IEBHOI aJEKBATHOCTI TPAHCIISIII
3araJibHOIO IPUHIUITY B yHIKaJbHUI KouTeKCT. Ilo cyTi, KpuTnyne mucie-
HH¢ Ja€ 3MOr'y (pOpPMYJIIOBATH OOI'DYHTOBAHI CY/I2KEHHSI TAKOI'O THILY: Il
HaCTaHOBA 3aCTOCOBYETBCS Y il cuTyallil B TAKOMY-TO BUIVISII, 3 TaKOIO-
To crerudikoo abo JaHe 3arajbHE IPABUIO 3aCTOCOBYETHCS B TAKOMY
KOHTEKCTi B TaKUil-TO Croci6.

dx 1me mpamoe y BUIaAKy 3 ToJsiepanTHicTiO. IIpmmyctumo, cy6’ekT
abo rpyna cy0’€KTiB CTUKAETHCS i3 CYCHIIBHOIO MPAKTUKOIO, HEBiIOMOIO
M pamirre. BoHn po3yMitoTh, 0 MarOTh OyTH TOJIEPAHTHUMU, aJie, OKPIM
«IIPE3yMIMIIl TOJEPAHTHOCTI», BOHH MAIOTh PO3yMITH HEOOXiTHICTH Kpu-
TUYIHOI OIIHKHU Ii€] TPAKTUKH JJjIs TOTO, MO0 BU3HAYUTH, IU BiIMOBigae
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BOHA, KPUTEPisAM ToepaHTHOCT. DaKTUIHO, CIEPITy KPUTUIHE MUCICHHS
Ma€ JaTH BiJIIOBiIb HA TUTAHHS IOJO JIOMIJIBHOCTI TOJIEPDYBAHHS TaKOl
CyCHiIbHOT TpakTuKu. JIJIst IIbOT0 MOTPIOHO BCTAHOBUTH, YU iCHYE CHiIbHA
KOHIIENITyaJIbHA CXeMa, y MeXKaxX $SKOI MOXKJIMBI OIlIHKAa Ta TOPIBHAHHS,
91 iCHYIOTH aJeKBaTHI KpUTEepii, 3aCTOCOBHI /IS OIIHKM 000X TO3UIIiA, i
it OO PYHTOBAHOIO BUCHOBKY — UM BapTO PO3IJISLIATH [IEBHY CYCILIbHY
MPAKTUKY fAK «IHIIy» 1 KO BapTO, TO SKOIO MIpOIO 1 IK MOXKH& PeaJti-
3yBaTu Take TojiepyBanHs. OTKe, HacaMmIepes], KPUTHIHE MUCJIEHHS MAE
JIATA BIJIIIOBIJIb HA TUTAHHS —3 YUM MH MAEMO CIPaBY: 3 IHIIAM YU 3
xubauM? ToOTO UM He € HO3ullisl, NIPEJCTABIEHa K BiJIMiHHA, HaCIIpaB/i
X000, TIOMUJIKOIO, HABMUCHUM YBEJIEHHSAM B OMaHY B Tilf camiil KOHIIe-
OTyaJabHIl cxeMi, y sKiit (yHKIIOHYE Halla BiIacHa H0o3uIlisd. BapianTom
KPUTUYHOI OIIHKMA TAKOXK MOYKe OyTH i meperisy BJIaCHOI MO3UIIil, AKIIO
BOHa, BUSIBUTHCS XMOHOIO HA TJIi BiAIIOBIIHOI apryMeHTaIil.

Y Bumajky pisHHX KOHIIENTYAJbHUX CXEM CIIOCOOM IIOPiBHSHHS Ta
BCTAHOBJIEHHS CYIIEPEYHOCTI HECIIIBMipHiI, TOMY HEPIJIKO BI/IIOBiJHA ap-
TyMEHTAI[s 3BOJIUThCH 70 mpedepeHIiiii cMaky um OakaHHs. Tak, Mu He
MO2KEMO TIOPIBHSATU XPHUCTUSHChKE CIACIHHS Ta Oyificbke TPOCBITICHHS
HAa TIpeIMeT ICTUHHOCTI, ONITHMAJILHOCTI, BUTITHOCTI. KO0 MU OITHHSIEMOCS
B cuTyarii HeoOxigHOCTI (260 MmO YacTine — 6aKaHOCTi) TAKOro TOPIBHSIH-
Hsl, MOXKJINBI KisbKa BapianTis: (1) moby/yBaTn KOHIENTYAIbHY HAI0YI0-
By — CXeMy, sIKa Oyjie HecylepedMBO BKJIFOUATH IIi MiJAXOIU, 33 PaXyHOK
BCTAHOBJICHHSI OLIBIN 3arajbHOl CTPYKTYpH; (2) BiAKUHYTH BCi BHYTpimiHi
MiCTaBU JJIsl TOPIBHAHHSI Ta 30PIEHTYBATHCS Ha KPUTEPill, He3aJ eKHUN
J71sT 000X TIiIXO/TIB — KOPHUCTD, TPAIUIIIHICTE, TPABO, EKOHOMIUHa, BUTOIA
TOIIIO.

Ob6uBa BapiaHTH IMIUPOKO BUKOPUCTOBYIOTHCS Ta SICKPABO JEMOHCTPY-
FOTh CIIOCOOM OOMEXKEHHsI TOJIEPAHTHOCTI 38 PaXyHOK MEPEBeJICHHST HECITiB-
MIpHUX CYCIOJIbHUX MPAKTAK y TOPIBHIOBaHI abo i koumkypenTHi. Taki
3acobr JO3BOJISIOTH BUDIMIATH, YU BapTO 3AIPOBAKYBATH JI€PKABHUIMA
BUXigHuit Ha OymmificbKi cBATa B KpaiHi, y sKiit TpajuIiiHoO peirieio
€ XPUCTUSHCTBO, 800 B HEHTPAJTHLHOMY KJIIOYi PO3TJIAHYTU MUTAHHS IIOJO
V3TOJPKEHHsI JaTH CBATKYBaHHsT Pi3aBa pizanmu KoHdecismu. CTBOpeHHS
CIIJIBHOI TOYKHU BIIIKY, KPUTEPilO, METU TOIIO HEPIAKO MPUBOJIUTDH JIO
CUTYyAaIlil TPOAYKTUBHOI KOHKYPEHIIi1 mo3utiiit. HaBiTh K10 mT03uIIil HecmiB-
MipHi B IXHIX BJIACHUX KOHIIENTYaJbHUX CXEMAaX, BOHH MOXKYTb 3MaraTh-
cs1 B OOI'PYHTOBAHOCTI B iHIIIOMY BHMipi — 3aCTOCOBHOCTI, PHOYTKOBOCTI,
HapPEIITi — IPOCTOTH un Kpacu. Taka KOHKYPEHIIis MPUBOJIUTH JO MPUCKi-
IUIMBOTO TIE€PETJIsiTy MMO3UIIil, BJOCKOHAJIEHHsT apryMeHTaIlil 3 000X OOKiB i
3arajioM € IMO3UTHUBHAM SBUIIEM.
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4. Hebe3mneka ToJIepyBaHHA XUOW HA NMPUKJIAAL
deitkoBUX HOBUH

Mu po3rigHyIM YMOBH 1 MeKi TOJEPAHTHOCTI Ta POJb KPUTUIHO-
ro MuCIeHHs y iX BuzHadenui. Otke, Mu copobyBaju HAOIU3UTHCS 0
OOI'PpYHTYBaHHsI HAsIBHOCTI CYCHIJIbHUX IMPAKTUK, $Ki HE MOXKYTbH OyTH
ToJIepoBaHi. [[JIs TIbOro MU CIMpaJInCs Ha CTAHIAPTHUN aHAJi3 TOJIEPaH-
THOCTI 1 KPUTHIHOTO MUCJEHHS Ta CIIOcOOM TXHBOTO (DYHKITIOHYBAHHS B
cycmigberBi. OmHak, Ha HAITy JyMKY, JEdKOro HOIIMOJIeHHsI TOTpebye
MUTAHHS IOJI0 TOJIEpYBaHHsA OpexHi, deiky Ta medindopwmarii. Binrak,
MU CIIPOOYEMO OOTPYHTYBATH, IOMY HE BapPTO TOJEPYBATH TaKi sIBUIIA.

4.1. o Take deiikn

QeitkoBUME HOBUHAMI 3a3BUYall HA3UBAIOTDH iCTOPIl, AKi IMITYIOTH 3B1-
qaiiii HOBUHU, aJjie BOJHOYAC XUOHO OMHUCYIOTh IIEBHI CUTYyallil B peajJbHOMY
CBiTi. ¥ (efilkoBUX HOBUH TPHU OCHOBHI XapaKTEPUCTUKM: (POPMAJIHLHO BOHU
CXOXKi Ha HOBUHH, CTOCYIOThCS PeajibHOTO CBITY, aJjie BOJHOYAC XUOHI.
Troni roBopsiTh mpo mBa THNN (HEHKOBUX HOBUH: Ti, siIKi CTBOPEHI YMUCHO
it OOMaHy CIIOXKMBAdiB, 1 Ti, #Ki BHHUKAIOTH BHACIIJOK HEYMHUCHOTO
CIIOTBOPEHHS M BUKPUBJIEHHSA iH(OpMaIlil BHACTIIOK HEBIpHOI iHTEpIIpe-
Tamii UM HemocTaTHbOl moindopmoBamocTi. Ha mamy aymky, deiikoBa
HOBUHA 3aBXKJI¥ HABMUCHA 1 CJIOBO «(eiK» BapTO 3aCTOCOBYBaTU CaMe B
npoMy cerci. HaromicTh /10 HEHABMECHO CIOTBOPEHOI iH(opMmarii mope-
9HIIe BUKOPUCTOBYBATH TePMiH «moMmmikay. lle pospisnenns: deitkoBux
i MOMUJIKOBHX HOBHH BaXK/IMBE 3 MOIVISIy MOKJIMBOCTI CIIPOCTYBAHHS:
IIOMUJIKOBY HOBHHY JIETTIIE€ CIIPOCTYBaTHU, aHiK (PeiKoBy.

fka mera deiikoBol HOBUHU? 3JIA€THCs, yCe JIOCUTH POCTO: YBECTH B
oMaHy TpUHANMHI YacTHHY ayanuTopil Ta posnoscioautucs. ek 3aBxkIn
AKTyaJIbHUN, CydacHUil i CTOCYEThCS PEAJIbHOTO CBiTYy, YaCTO BiH IIOKYE,
BUKJIMKAE CUJIbHI HOIyTTs (HEBAXKJIMBO — IIO3UTHBHI 4M HeraTwsHi) i 3a
PaxyHOK IIHOT'0 IIITPOKO PETPAHCIIOEThbes. M He MoXkeMo BiKuIaTH i1ero,
0 JIesiKi JIIOJIA TPOAYKYIOTh 1 MOMUPIOIOTH (DefKY JIUIe TOMY, [0 BOHA
MOXKYTh I1e pobuTHn, iM 11e TpUEMHO ab0 BOHU MPOCTO 0OAXKAIOTH MOIYJISP-
HocTi. AJjie cBijioMe mpojiyKyBaHHs (DEHKiB, SIKICHOrO XMOHOTO KOHTEHTY,
Oro MacoBe IOIIMPEHHsI — 1€ CbOTOMHI Iijia 1HIycTpis i Oyjao 6 HaIBHO
BBaKaTH, 10 BOHA IPAIIOE Ha CAMO3a/I0BOJICHHSI.

Mu He OGymeMo TOPKATHCs B HaImmiii poOOTi i1e0/I0riYHUX Yd IIpOoIa-
TaHINCTCHKUX MOMEHTIB IIPOyKYBAHHs Ta MOIMMPEHHS (DEfKiB, OCKIIbKH,
Ha HAIMy IyMKY, aHA/3 [IbOTO ACHEKTY IOCUTH TVIMOOKO IIPEICTABJICHUN
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y CY4YacHHX JOCTIPKEHHAX 1 BiH HACTLIBKHM YBIHIIOB B HAIle >KUTTS, IO
BaXKKO 3HAWTHU JIIOIWHY, sika 0 He PO3yMija, SKOrO POy MAHIITYJIAINO
nepebadaiorh deiikn. OHAK, HABITH 3HAIOYU PO Te, IO JIesTKa HOBUHA
€ deiikom, mMu i1 B meBHHUit crocid cupuiimaemo. Binbin Ttoro, wacto mu
TOJIEPYyeEMO (DefiKOBI HOBUHU, OCKLIBKU JJIsi HAC BOHU TOTPAILISIOTH Y
MMPOMI’KOK MiXK HEJOIyCTUMUM 1 HOpMAaJIbHUM, MK XMOOK i iCTHHOM,
MizK HEDE3IIEKOIO Ta 3aXUIEHICTIO. BigTak, Mu MOKEMO 3HAXOIUTHA PE30HU,
fAKI HATPUMYIOTH TOJIEpYyBaHHS (eliKy, HAIPUKJIIAJ, YHACIIIOK TOTO, IO
i/tess IOBHOTO BiKMIAHHS, 3all€PEUEHHS Ta CIIPOCTYBAHHS BHIAETHCS HAM
HAJITO CKJIAJHOIO 1 HOTpedye CYyTTEBUX 3yCHJIb, BOJHOYAC caM IO CObi
deiik BUIAEThCA HAM He HaJITO HEOE3IEeTHNM, a/2Ke MU PO3yMIEMO, 110 BiH
XuOHUH 1 HE CIIUPAEMOCsT Ha HHOI'O B TOJAJIBIINX MIDKYBaHHIX. AJie Takuit
Xim BxKe HebOe3medHwmii, OCKIIbKU HaBiTH abcypmumit deiik € dakTopoM
Jlerpajiarii ermcTeMivHOro cepeJIoBUINA.

4.2. dx nmoBoauTh cebe (pelik B KOHTEKCTI pejIeBaHTHUX
aJIbTepHATUB

CKOpHUCTAaEMOCS eIiCTEMIYHUM IIiIX0/IOM PEeJIEBAHTHUX aJIbTePHATUB
(relevant alternatives framework), o6 npoimtocTpysaru 1o HeGe3HeKy.
RAF —ue onuu i3 miaxoAis 10 O3HAYEHHS 3HAHHS, 3aIIPOINOHOBAHMI SIK
cnabmmit Bapiant JTB-o3navenns 3nands K OOIPYHTOBAHOIO iCTHHHOTO
TIepeKOHAHHS 1 BiIbHUN Bif floro KoHTpnpukIa iB. OpeiiMBOPK pesieBaH-
THUX aJbTEPHATUB PO3PODOJIEHN]T y MeXKaX KOHTEKCTYAICTCHKOIO HAIIPSIMY
cydacHOl Teopil Mi3HAHHSI, IO 3HAYHO HADJIMKAE BIJIIIOBIIHE PO3YyMiHHS
3HAHHS JI0 3aCTOCYBAHHS JJIsi aHAJI3y OyJeHHUX MIPKyBaHb 3a PaXyHOK
YBeJeHHsI TParMaTUIHIX KOHTEKCTiB. «Y CTPOrOMY KOHTEKCTI €eIiCTeMO-
JIoTil MU He 3HAEMO HiYOTO, OTHAK y CTAOKOMY KOHTEKCTI MU 3HAEMO JTy2Ke
Gararoy», —3aznavae 1. JIswoic [8, c.551]. Tak, @.Ipenke MpONOHYE pO3-
IJIs/1aTh 3HAHHS sIK [I€BHUI JIOKA30BUIl CTaH, Yy sIKOMY yCYHYTi BCi Bimomi
BiamosiaHi asibrepHaTuBu. lle 103BOJIsSIE BBaXKaTW 3HAHHSI aOCOJIIOTHIM
MOHSATTSIM, ajie OOMEXKEHUM PEJIEBAHTHUMU AJIBTEPHATUBAMUE, IO POOUTH
HOro 3aCTOCOBHMM JI0 KOHTEKCTIB peasibHoro cBiry (muB.: [2, c. 367]).

¢ nmomyckaro HiITBEp/I2KEHE iCTHHHE IIepeKOHaHHs 0e3 3HaHHS, siK y Bipi
B JioTepeiinuit nporpamt. ¢ nomyckaro 3HaHHS 6e3 OOIPYHTYBaHHS IOZO
po3nisHaBaHHA 00JIMY Ta BU3HAYEHHsI CTATi Kyp4daT. ¥l HaBITh IIPUILYCKAIO
3HaHHA 03 MEPEeKOHAHHS, fK y BHUIAJKY OOS3KOTO YUHs, AKHWH 3HAE
BI/IIIOBiZIb, ajle He BIIEBHEHWIi, 1110 BOHA BipHA, i1 TOMy HE BipuUTh y Te, IO
BiH 3Hae. MoxkuBicTb TOrO, y oMy Cy0’e€KT He IePEeKOHAHUN TOCTATHHOIO
Miporo i He Mae Oy TH IEePEeKOHAHUM JOCTATHBOIO MIPOIO, TUM HE MEHIII MOXKe
GyTH JOPEUHOIO AJIBTEPHATHBOIO 1 He MoxKe Oy TH IpoirHoposaHa (8, c. 556].
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V Mexkax MmijIxXoJly pejieBaHTHUX aJbTEPHATUB, CY0 €KT Ma€ 3HAHHS 10~
JI0 TIEBHOT'O CTaHY CIIPaB, SIKIMO BiH MOXKe BUKJ/IIOYUATH BCl 1OTO peieBaHTHI
AJIbTEPHATHBU.

(RA) S 3Hae, mo p, FKIO S Ma€ 3MOI'Y BHUKJIOUATH BCl peJieBaHTHI
aJILTePHATHBHU .

Y npoMy O3HAUEHHI AJHTEPHATHBAMHU CJIiJT BBAXKATH Ti TBEP/I?KEHHS
q1, 42, ---Gn, AKi OMUCYIOTH TO¥ camMuii CTaH CIpaB, ajie B TaKuil Crocio,
[0 HEMOXKJIMBO, 100 OHOYACHO Oysm icTuHHI ¢ 1 p, g2 1 P, ...qn 1 p. Pe-
JIEBAHTHUMU BiJIITOBi/IHI aJIbTepHATUBU MOYXKHA HA3BATHU IIPOCTO BHACJIIOK
TOrO, IO BOHM IIPETEH/IYIOTH HA OIUC TOTO CAMOIO CTAHY CIIPAB.

4 3mar0, Mo MOTO Cycima HEMAE BIOMA, OCKIIbKHU s MAI0 3MOTY BHUKJIIO-
YATH PEJIEBAHTHY aJbTePHATUBY <«Miil cycim Bromas, 3aresnedOHyBaBIINA
oMy Ha MOOITBHHUI i OTpUMABINU BiAMOBi/bL, 1O BiH HA POOOTI UM B
Merpo. AJjie s He Mar 3MOTHM TaK CaMO IIPOCTO BUKJIIOUHUTHU (DEK, SKuii
MIPOPUBAETHCSA B Miil (DpeifiMBOPK pesieBaHTHUX ajibTepHaTuB: «Hacmpasi
Miif cyciz BIoMa, a Ha MOOLIBHUI BiIOBigae floro TaeMHuuMit OJU3HIOK», 00
me Kpare — 3ymit perntuioin. Taka cuTyarfis BUTJIAIAE KOMITHO Ta JEII0
MapaHoITAJIbHO, aJleé BOHA JIOCUTH LIIOCTPATUBHA.

Cxema peJIeBAHTHHUX aJbTEPHATHB HE HAJTO CTiifKa /10 MOXHOOK, aje
11 BasKJIMBa II€peBara B TOMY, II0 BOHA YCINITHO (DYHKIIOHYE B Oy/IeHHUX
Mmipkysanusax. Kpim toro, (RA) bikcye smine MOXKIMBICTD BUKIHOYEHHSI
peJIEBaHTHUX AJIbTEPHATHUB, ajie He BUMAara€ Bixm cyd’ekra 1ie 000B’S3KOBO
poburtu. [lificuo, y OymeHHAX MIPKYBAaHHSAX HAM YaCTO JIOCUTH MATHU JIUIIE
JesSTKUil piBeHb BIIEBHEHOCTI, MOYKJIMBO, TPOXU OIIBINMIA, aHi»K TS 1HITIX
BapiaHTiB, /I TOTO, 1100 BBAXKATH JIEIITO 3HAHHSAM 1 YCIIIITHO BUKOPUCTOBY-
BaTH HOT0 SIK OIepPTs JIJIsi CBOIX BUCHOBKIB 4H pilieHb. JacTo cyd’eKT MOXKe
HaOyTH JOCTATHHOIO PiBHSI BIIEBHEHOCTI JIWINIE 33 PAXYHOK YCBIIOMJICHHS
TOTO, IO BiH MA€ 3MOT'Y BUKJ/IIOYUTH PEJICBAHTHI aJbT€PHATUBH.

4.3. BigminHocTi nomuaku ta deiky

Posrisn 3nanHs Kpisk npu3My pPeIEBAHTHUX AJIBTEPHATHUB JIAE€ 3MOTY
o0AYUTH PI3HAUITIO MiXK IIOMUJIKOIO 1 (DEHKOM: IIOMUJIKY MOXKHA BUIIPABUTH,
YTOYHUTH BHACIIOK 3’sICyBaHHsI 0OCTaBUH, a (eiik, 0COOJIMBO CIeliaabHO
CKOHCTPYHOBaHUM, HE A€ MOXKJMBOCTI 1 3pobutn. Tak, Mu HEe MAEMO
3MOTI'M BIIKUHYTHU aJIbTEPHATUBU IIPO TAEMHOT'O OJIN3HIOKA YU 3JI0TO PEITH-
JIOI/1a, OCKIJIBKU HE BOJIOJIIEMO HiSIKMM METOJIOM OTPUMAHHS JTOCTOBipHOT
indopmarii mpo mux icTor. AJie iX BILUIUB Ha HAIIe 3HAHHS JTyKe BAKJINBUMA:
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KOYKHA HEBHUKJIIOUEHA AJIbTEPHATHBA 3HHMKYE EIMICTEeMIiYHUI piBEHb OMUCY
CTaH CIPAaB, AKAU IMPETEHIYE HA CTATYC 3HAHHS.

I'pybo KaxKyd4wu, sIKIO NPUWHSTH BCIO U3 IOHKINIO AJBTEPHATHB 38

icruany (1), To B ineaqbHOMY BapianTi Mu 3Ha€MO P, gKIo ¢; = 0, g2 = 0,

. qn = 0. Toni moxkna BBaxkatu, mo p = 1. Y OymeHHOMY MipKyBaHHI I
CcXeMa CIpaIlbOBYE MPAKTUIHO TaK caMo: AKImo q; ~ 0, g2 = 0, ... ¢, = 0,
TOJIi MM BBakaeMo, 10 p ~ 1. TobTo, SKIO MU NPUOJIU3HO 3HAEMO, IO
BCl pesieBaHTHI asibTepHAaTHBH CKOpint 3a Bee xubHi (0) 1 3a HeoOXimHOCTI
MH 3MOXKEMO TIe JJOBECTU, MU BIJIKMIAEMO 1X, & HATOMICTh IPUIMAEMO P IK
cKkopimt 3a Bee ictunne TBepzkenus (1).

[rma curyaris Bunnkae 3 defikom, akuil HabyBae cTaTycy pesieBaHTHOL
ajprepHaruBu. Ha BinMiny Bing momwmiaku, deiik imitye indopmariio, ska
He Mae pedepeHTy B peajbHOMY CBiTi, TOOTO fioMy He BifmoBimae Hifka
CUTYyallisd, BiH HE OINCYE HIAKWI CTAH CIIPaB, ajie BIH BUIVIAJIAE TaK, K
HaJe BiH 11e pobuTh. Cy6’eKT MoTpaIlisie B IacTKy — BiH HAMara€ThCsl CIIPO-
cryBaTu ek, 3BepTalvuch JI0 peajbHUX CTAHIB CIIPaB, aJie He 3HAXOIUTh
3aco0iB Hi miTBEepAUTH, Hi cripocTyBaTh ioro. Orxke, deiik 3aaurmmaerbes y
CTaTyCl HEBUKJIIOYEHO! PEJIEBAHTHOI aJbTEPHATUBH 1 HABITH KOJU Cy0’€KT
po3ywmie, mo mepes HUM ek, BiH BCe OJHO HE MOYKe IPUIIICATH HOMY
HYJIbOBY MOBIPDHICTB, OCKIJIBKH PO3YyMi€, 110 HEMAE JIOCTATHIX IiJICTAB Iie
3poburu. OTxKe, cy0’eKT (bopMye yHIBepcasbHI BUIIPABIAHHS, Ha KIIITAJIT,
«MU HIKOJIA ITLOTO HE B3HAEMO», «y KOXKHOTO CBOSI JIYMKa», «II€ Ma€ ITPABO
Ha iCHYBaHHsI», «BCe MOXKe OyTu» i IaJi.

4.4. Yomy mormupioBatu deiik Hebe3nmeYHo JIJisg HAIIOTOo 3HAHHSA

TupazkyBannsa ¢eiiky BUKOHYE B IIbOMY KOHTEKCTI 1B (hyHKIil: mim-
TBEPJPKeHHs Ta pesieBaHTHOCTI. llo-miepre, me Mao4YMm MOXKJIUBOCTI BU-
KJIIOYUTH (hefik 3i CIUCKY PpeIeBAHTHUX AJLTEPHATHUB, CyO’€KT TOTOBHUI
BUKOPUCTATH OYJIb-AKH CIIOCIO TiITBEP/ZKEHH, OJTHAM i3 SKUX Ha Oy/IeH-
HOMY PIiBHI YCIIIIITHO IIPAITIOE MOBTOpOBaHicThb. KoxkHe moBTOpeHHsT (heiiKy
MiIBUIMYE WOTO €MiCTeMIYHMII CTATYC y CIHUCKY aJbTePHATUB 1 HAO/IMKAE
ioro mo HOpwmH, Oe3medHocTi abo # icTHHM, OCKITbKU Cy0’€KT OTpUMYy€
MOZKJIUBICTH CIIEPTHCS Ha aBTOPUTETHICTh, TPUMHATHICTD, TOIIUPEHICTD Y
IIOIIIYKY PE3OHIB JIJIsi TOJIepyBaHHs (DEKYy.

TosepanTHicTh TYT T'Pa€ 3 HAME y CKJIaJAHY rpy. Mu 3BUKJ/IM TOJIEPAH-
THO CTaBUTHCH JIO IHINMUX IOIVISIIB i PO3yMi€EMO, IO B KOXKHOT'O € CBOIL
PE30HU BBaXKATU TaK YU TaK, & OT2KE, MU MAE€MO BBAKATH, IO ITOMTUPEHHST
eBHOI iHdopMaIlii B meBHMIA CrIocib 3yMOBJIEHE 1 SIKIIO HABITH HE Mae OyTu
NpUitHATE [0 YBarum, TO IPUHAWMHI Mae mpaBo Ha icHyBamHsa. Curyaris
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YCKJIAIHIOETHCsT THM, III0 MU JIy?Ke PIJIKO MAae€MO MOXKJUBICTH 3’scyBaTu
crpaBKHI pe3oHm momupeHHs Tiel gm Tiel indopmarii. Kpim Toro, Tose-
PYBaHHSI OIHUX i 0cOOM HEPIAKO MEPEHOCUTHCS Ha TOJEPYBaHHS IHITNAX
11 mitt. Tak, g MOXKy He HpuilMaTH 1 3amepedyBaTl METOau POOOTH MOTO
KOJIETH, aJie BOHU HE € JJIsT MeHEe HEJOIMYCTUMUMH, s iX YCIIITHO TOJEPYIO,
OCKLIBKU 1eHTUdIKYI0 fK IHIMUN X, SKUil TeK MOXKe IPUBOIUTHU IO
XOPOIIIOrO PE3YJAbTATY, a B IEBHWII CIOCI0 1 po3mmpuTu Miit Kpyrosip.
Jasti s mommpion CBOIO TOJIEPAHTHICTD HA iHIN WOTO Mil, HAIPUKIIAJ, B
indopmariituiit cdepi ¥ MOCTYIOBO BUSBISETHCS, IO 1 TOJEPYIO (erK,
OCKLJIbKM B MEHE € PE30HU He BIJIKHIATH HOrO.

[To-gpyre, nommpenns deiiky [103BOJIsIE TPUMATU HOIO AKTYAJILHIM
i TUM caMUM He JIO3BOJIATH Cy0’€KTY BUKJIIOYHTHU $Oro 3 ajbTepHATUB
BHACJIOK IPOCTOro 3abyBaHHs. AKTYaJIbHICTH TAKOXK MOXKe IiIMIHSITH
PeJIeBAaHTHICTb ab0 CTBOPIOBATH i1 MITYTHO.

Orxke, TOJIEpaHTHE CTaBJIEHHS 10 (DEefKy SIK 70 «IHIOT» MO3uILl, JyM-
KW, IO Ma€ MIPaBO Ha iCHYBaHH:, IOPOJXKY€E TpodIeMy Ha JIBOX piBHaX. Ha
MIKpOpiBHI (DeifiKOBI HOBUHU POOJISITH MMOMITHAMH 1, OT2KE, PEJIEBAHTHUMU
AJIbTEPHATHBHU, SKi 3arpOXKyIOTh 3HaHHIO. Ha MaxpopiBHI TOJI€pyBaHHS
deliky CIpUInHsIE Terpaalliio emcTeMITHOT0 CePeIOBHUINA, OCKIIbKA T0-
mupeHHs (HeKOBUX HOBHH POOUTH HAIIlE €IiCTeMidyHe CepPeJIOBUIIE MEHII
CIIPUSITJIUBUM JIJIsI JIOCATHEHHSI TIO3UTUBHUX €IICTEMIYHUX CTATYCiB, SAK-OT
3HaHHs Ta po3yminHd. Ile jmocsraeTbes HacaMmIiepe 3a PaxXyHOK ITiIPUBY
JOBIpU 0 emiCcTeMiYHUX IHCTUTYTIB 1 MJISXOM 3MIiHU €IMiCTeEMITHUX 3BUYIOK

[1, c.23].

4.5. ITTo pobutu 3 deitkamu

[To-meprrte, deiikn morpidHO BMiTH imenTudikyBaTu. g 1s0ro mificHo
Tpeba 3a/il0BaTh KPUTUYHE MUCJIEHHS, dKe J03BOJIS€ BUKOPHCTOBYBATH
BiamosimHi Meromu Ta Kpurepil ominku. 1lomibHOo M0 TOJIEpaHTHOCTI, sSKa
GaJlaHCye MiXK TIOBHUM BiIKUJIAHHSAM 1 Oe33alepedHuM MPUAHATTSIM, KPHU-
THUYIHE MUCJIEHHS — II€ CePeIUHHII IIAX MiK TOTAJTLHAM CKEIICHCOM 1 6e3-
JyMHOIO J1oBipofo. Came KpUTHYHA OIiHKA JIO3BOJISIE YHUKHYTH OJHAKOBO
HEMPOIyKTUBHUX TO3UINH: «BCi OpeITyTh» 1 «KOXKEH I0-CBOEMY TpaBuii», i
BiaTak, imeHTudikyBaru iHpOpMaIlifo K OpexHo, (beiik, HaBMUCHE BBEJIe-
HHsI B OMaHy, ab0 XK K I[IIHHY, BaXKJUBY, a00 K sIK «IHIILY» MMO3UII0, YACOM
HEIPUEMHY, ajie OOI'DyHTOBAHY.

[To-gpyre, He momupioBaTH 6GE3YMOBHY TOJEPAHTHICTD 0 OCOOM HA TO-
JIEPAHTHICTH 10 CyCHUIbHOI mpakTuku. [loBara 710 iHITOT JITOAMHN, BU3SHAHHST
i1 mpaB i rigHOCTi — G€3CyMHIBHA, aJie ME€BHI CYCIIbHI TPAKTUKY IIi A0
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ThCSL OCY/ly HE3aJIEXKHO BiJl TOro, KUM BOHM IPAKTUKYIOThCs. Deiik, fioro
CTBOPEHHS Ta MOIMUPEHHS — He MiJISraloTh TOJIEPYBAHHIO, HE3AJIEYKHO BilT
TOTO, HACKIIbKY MPUXUJILHO MU CTABUMOCS 0 BiIOBIIHOI 0COOM.
Ilo-tpere, ycBimomtioBaTn HEOE3NMEKy QeiKy, a BifTak, TPUITHHSITH
JIAHITIOXKKY HOr0 TOIUPEHHS i Mi[IaBATU CYCIILJIBHOMY OCYJIy IIPUYEeTHUX.
Hami snanns jerko migipsaru (ajabnBUMU HOBUHaAMH. T0XK, MOXKJIUBO,
npodinakTuka — Haifikpama crpareria 3 yeix [1, c.22]. K. Baeiik-Tepuep
JOCUTH TECHMICTHYHO OIIHIOE MOXKJIHUBICTH OOpoThbu 3 deiikamu, aje
HAroJIONIy€ Ha BiJIIOBIMAJILHOMY CTAaBJIEHHI JIO HAIIOTO EICTEMIYHOTO Cce-

PeIOBHIIIA.

Bapro niagkpecauT ocobucty Ta MixKocobucTicHy BiAmnoBinaabHicTs [...]. S
CyMHIBAIOCSI, III0 MU JOCSTHEMO 3HAYMHOIO IPOrPecy y BUpimmenHi mpobiem,
SIKI CTBOPIOIOTH (DEMKOBI HOBHHHU, SIKINO HE MIOYHEMO CEPHO3HO CTABHUTUCH
JI0 HAX Yy HAIIUX EeMiCTeMiYHUX CHiJIbHOTAaX, JAOPIKalo4Yu THUM, XTO IX IIO-
mmpiroe. Ile Baxkka mirysika, ToOMy IO B HAIIOMY €IiCTEMiYHOMY KOHTEKCTI
Bipa y ¢deiikoBi HOBUHH Ta IXHE MOIIUPEHHS MOXKYTb OyTH HEHABMUCHUMU.
AJle HEHOPMAJIBHICTD KOHTEKCTY POOUTH BaXKJIMBUM JOPIKATH ONUH OJIHO-
My 3a Te, III0 MU BipuMo i romuproemMo deilkoBi HOBUHU, HaBITh SIKIO MU
pobumo me He 3ymucHo [1, c. 23|.

5. BucHoBkmu

Kpuruyne mMuciieHHs i TOJIEPAHTHICTDH HAJIEXKATb JIO CYCILJIBHO 3Ha-
qyIuUX KOMIIETEHTHOCTE He JIUIEe TOMY, IO BOHU OakaHi Ijis IpoMa-
ISHCBKOTO CYCIIJIBCTBA, a IMe i ToMy, IO BOHM OOHIBa € CYCIiJIBHO
3YMOBJIEHUMHU Ta CYCHIJIBHO 3aJ€XKHUMHU. ByTH partioHaJbHUM 1 JTOTiTHIM
ab0 TOJIEPAHTHUM 1 TEPIMMUM HEBAXKKO Yy CIPHUATIMBOMY CEPEIOBHII,
sdKe HAIIOBHEHE IHIMMUMU HOCISIMH IHUX SKOCTeH, sKi CXBAJIOIOTH 1 IMiATpH-
MYIOTH TOJIEPAHTHICTH I KPUTUYHICTh sIK HACTAHOBU Ta MPAKTUKYIOTDH iX
y B3aemozii. HabaraTo Bakdye OyTH TOJIEDAHTHUM Y CEPEIOBUII, SKE HE
MATPUMY€E TOJEPAHTHICTH. | TPAKTUIHO HEMOXKJINBO OyTH PAIliOHATLHUM
i TIpOBaUTH TIOMIpPKOBAHY apryMEHTAIIIO CepeJ JIIoJel, sKi MparfLyTh
3pYWHYBATU JUCKYPC y3araJi.

Kpurnune mucsenns nepeadpadac MeTou, KpUTepil, CTaHAaPTH, 1, X0Ua
MU IIparHeMO HA3WBATH 1X CYTO PAITiOHAJLHUME, PA30M 3 THM BOHH TAKOXK
€ CyCIITbHO 3yMOBJIeHNMH. EmicTemivune cepenoBuirie, y skoMmy QyHKITIOHY€E
KPUTHYHE MUCJIEHHS, € Iy TVINBUM JI0 CYCIIIbHUX CTAHIAPTIB, AKi GpopMmy-
IOTBCSI BHACJIJIOK aKTYaJIbHOCTi, 32TPe0yBAHOCTI, CYCIJIBHOIO CXBaJICHHS
TUX YU TUX METO/IIB 1 KpUTepiiB mizHaHHs i orinku. CTaTyc pisHUX METOIiB
apryMeHTAIll Y CIIOCODIB MiATBEp/>KEeHHS MOYKe BIAPI3HATUCA BHACIIIOK
HASBHOCT1 BIJMOBIIHOTO CYCHIIBHOTO 3AIUTY YU CYCHITBHOTO CXBaJIEHHS,
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y Takwmii criocib popMyroun «BapiabesibHy HOPMY» SIK YMOBHO aDCOJIIOTHE
nouaTTd. Tak, chboroHi «iHcaiiaepchbKa irdopMarrisay, «paKTIeKIHT» CIPU-
WMAIOThCA STK aKTyaJbHI 3aco0M IMiABUINEHHS JTOCTOBIPHOCTi, BOIHOYAC
JeIyKTUBHE OOI'DyHTYBaHHsS ab0 3BepHEHH: J0 IIPABOBUX HOPM SIK KPU-
TepilB He BUKJIMKAIOTH IMOII0HOrO axkioraxky. OjHaK, 3MIHHICTH CIIOCODIB
OOI'pyHTYBaHHSI HE O3HAYAE, IO IOTPIOHO TOJEPYBaTH OYIb-sKi criocobu
niBuIIeH s enicreMivHOl iHHOCT] iH(opMarii (IOBTOPIOBAHICTE, HOIIUDPE-
HICTD, IOMYJISIPHICTH, 3araKoBicTh Tomo). Ilonpu cycuinbuy 3yMOBIEHICT
1 ermicTeMiuHy «MOJTIy» MOXKHA POBOPHUTH IIPO TIEBHY CTIMKICTh CAMOT0 apry-
MEHTATUBHOIO JIUCKYPCY ¥ CTabLIbHICTD MEBHUX CIOCOOIB OOI'DYHTYBAHHSI.
ExcrieprHicTh, MOXKJINBICTE IEPEBIPKY HA IIPAKTUIN, (DAKTHIHA ICTHHHICTD,
Y3TOJI2KEHICTDb, JEAYKTUBHICTH TOIMO 3AJIAIMIAIOTHCI AJEKBATHUMHU METO-
JaMd TATPAMKH iCTHHHOCTI ¥ caMe BOHU JAIOTh 3MOTY (bOPMYJTIOBATH
KpuTepil imenTudikarii xudm.
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TOLERANCE AND CRITICALITY: INTOLERANCE TO FALSEHOOD

Nadiia Kozachenko

Abstract. Tolerance has limits. Tolerance is an attitude that recognizes
the other as equal but different. If we cannot distinguish between false and
different, we may end up with counterfeit tolerance. In order to make such
a distinction, we have to accompany tolerance with critical evaluation. If the
conditions for the functioning of tolerance are violated and the corresponding
attitude toward social practices continues to be called tolerance, we can
obtain an unlimited tolerance that applies to everything. This kind of pseudo-
tolerance is based on indifference or incompetence, but not on critical evaluati-
on. There is also a forced tolerance for which there is no reason other than some
kind of coercion. Neither is tolerance, even though they are called by the same
term and can be applied in similar situations.

Tolerance supports the morm. Tolerance as a social phenomenon has an
unobvious consequence — it changes the status of the tolerated phenomenon
by bringing it to the level of social acceptance and later approval. Tolerance
sanctions the tolerated phenomenon as a permissible other that cannot be
criticized and can be accepted. With pseudo-tolerance, there is a danger that
some phenomena will be accepted as socially acceptable for no reason. However,
such phenomena directly destroy the environment of tolerance. For example:
justifiable violence or harmless lies.

Not everything is tolerable. There are certain social practices that cannot be
tolerated because they are not other but wrong or dangerous. The question of
the possibility of tolerating social practices requires the use of critical thinking
to find and apply appropriate criteria. Fake, lies, and misinformation cannot
be tolerated because they destroy the conditions of tolerance in the epistemic
community. They create irremovable epistemic alternatives that diminish the
cognitive status of knowledge in general, thereby causing the degradation of
the epistemic environment. To preserve the opportunity to be tolerant, we must
worry about how we can maintain an environment in which we can be tolerant.
Likewise, to be able to acquire knowledge, we must care for the epistemic
environment in which we can do so productively.

Keywords: tolerance, conditions of tolerance, critical thinking, critical
evaluation, limits of tolerance, fake, misinformation, disinformation.
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IIJEHTUYHICTh B AHAJIITUYHINA ®LIIOCO®II,
COIIIOJIOTTI TA IICUXOJIOTII:
CIILJILHE 1 BIZMIHHE

Ouaena Oudaidep

Amnoranisa. Y XXIcr. HayKoBLi NPUAISIOTH 3HAUHY yBary IHUTAHHIO i1eHTH-
qnocTi ocobucrocti. Ilio kareropito BuBuaiorTh y dinmocodii, rymanirapaux i
conjasibHuX Haykax. OpHaK IMocTa€ NMUTAHHSI CXOXKOCTI Ta BiAMIHHOCTI B po-
3yMiHHI IOHATTA <«iZeHTHUYHICTBH». YU OXHAKOBO PO3IIANAETHCA 1I€HTUIHICTH
y dimocodii, couiosorii Ta ncuxosorii? ¥ crarri 3pobsieno crupoby mopiBHsTH
PO3yMiHHS iJEHTHYHOCT] K KaTeropii y 3raJlaHuX rajy3sax JIOCJIiI>KeHHs.

Cnouarky B po6OTi OKpPeC/ICeHO iCTOPUYHHMII PO3BUTOK 1J@HTUYHOCTI Ta pO3y-
MmiHHA 1iel Kareropil y dimocodii, comiosorii Ta ncuxosorii. B anamiTuaHii
dinocodil iteHTHYHICTD — Ile NUTaHHS PO iCHyBaHHsI ocobucTocTi B 4aci: um
ileHTUYHA [eBHA OCOOMCTICTH B MOMEHT 4Yacy t; OCOOMCTOCTI B MOMEHT 4Yacy
to. Y mcuxosioril iAEHTUYHICTH PO3IIANAIOTH AK BigdyTTs ceGe HE3MIHHUM
cy6’€KTOM JyMOK y IIOTOLi CBiZIOMOCTI Ta $IK OTOTOXXHEHHS 3 COILjaJIbHUMN
poussimu. Ilepmie posyminmast —ocobucricua imenruunicrs. Bona BuBYaeTbCs
Tak caMo, K 1 y dinocodii. Iamre TaymadeHHs — corjiajbHa 1JEHTUYHICTD.
Coriosiorisi aHaJIi3y€e IJEHTUYHICTD MMEPEBayKHO sIK COIlaJIbHY 1J€HTUYHICTh.

Hami y crarTi HOpiBHIOETBCS PO3YMiHHSI iJJeHTHYHOCTI B aHaJiTu4uHil dino-
codil, ncuxosorii Ta comjosiorii. B ananitnuaniit dinocodil izenTrunicTh 0CO-
6UCTOCTI PO3IMVIANAETHCS 34e61IbIIOro AK JOriuyHa KOHCTPYKILisl, aJje IMOHATTS
ocobucricHol inenTr4YHOCTI B ricuxoJiorii 6asyernsces Ha Teopil Yucroro Ero. Ile
O3HaYae€, U0 1JeHTUYHICTh JOC/IIXKEHO sK MiHIMaJIbHYy OJUHUIIO, TOMY BOHA
He Moxke OyTu mnpoanHaJsiizoBaHa jgasi. ConjajbHy iJ€HTHYHICTH PO3IVISJAIOTH
SIK JIOridHy KOHCTPYKIifo. OCKiIbKY ileHTHYHICTh 0ocobucTOCTI B aHAJITHIHINA
dinocodil Ta couianbHa iAEHTUYHICTD y ICUXO0JIOril Ta couiosoril 6a3yoThCs Ha
OJIHOMY METOIOJIOTiYHOMY MiAXOAi, y CTaTTi mopiBHIOIOThCA i ABi KaTeropii. Y
pe3yabTari NOPIBHAHHSA BUABJIEHO JledKi BiMiHHOCTI B po3yMiHHI OHTOJIOriYHO-
ro CTaTyCcy KaTeropil «ileHTu4dHicTh» Ta B 11 NIpakKTU4HINA peaJsizarii.

KurogoBi ciioBa: igeHTHYHICTL ocobucToCTi, conjasibHa iIeHTUYHICTD, 0COOU-
cricTb, BijiHOIIEeHHsI piBHOCTI, itenTH(dIiKamist, KoHIenist Yncroro Ero.

AKkTyasabHi npobseMu gyXOBHOCTI:
36. HayK. npanpb / Pen.: 51.B. IIIpamko.
Kpusuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bum. 23. C. 266-286.
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Bceryn

OcTanHiMI pOKaAMHM JOC/IIIXKEHHS 1IeHTUIHOCTI IOCIIa€ 3HAYHE MicIle B
anamiTramiit gimocodii. Crouarky 10 1iei Kareropii 3seprymucs . Teiti,
I1. I'paiic, C.lywmeiikep i . Birriac, ski mocraBuwim 3a MeTy 3iliCHUTH
aHaJI3 JIOKKIaHCHKOI KOHIIENTIIiT 1/IEHTUYHOCTI METOaMU KOHIIENITYaJJTbHOTO
aHaJji3y. 3rojgom yce Oinbiie diiocodiB poeaHANNC 10 OOTOBOPEHHS ITi€T
npobaemu —i B 1960-X pp. BUHHKJIO TaK 3BaHe HEOJOKKIAHCTBO — HAIIPSIM
B aHaJiTH4HIi (irocodil, TpeICcTaBHUKN SKOTO JOCTIIKYIOTh JIOKKiaH-
CBbKY KOHIIEMIIIIO 1IeHTUIHOCTI 0COOMCTOCTI, HAMATAIOTHCSA BIOCKOHAJIMTH
Ta PO3BUHYTH i1 3 ypaxyBaHHIM 3100y TKIB cydacHol (disocodii. Buxinnoro
TE30I0 HEOJIOKKIAHCTBA € JIyMKa PO Te, IO iJeHTHIHICTH OCOOMCTOCTI
3BOJIUTHCS JO TATJIOCTI CBifiloMOCTi B 4aci. ¥ INEHTpi JUCKYCil mopymIyio-
ThCA TMUTAHHS MO0 KPUTEPIIO iIEHTUYHOCTI: YU 3BOIUTHCS 1I€HTUIHICTH
TiJIbKHY 70 CBiTOMOCTI 1 uu Mae 3HadenHs (izuaHa, a0 MPOCTOPOBO-IACOBA,
MPOTSXKHICTD [T IIEHTHIHOCTI ocobucTocTi. ¥ Teil 9ac 10 06roBOpeHHsT
npueanascs E. OJicoH, skuil po3BHHYB MaTepiaJiCTUYHUN OTJIsIJ] HA OCO-
6ucticTh. Bin cnpobyBaB BUTIyMaYUTH IIEHTUYHICTE OCOOMCTOCTI He Yepes
TATJIICTD CBIZIOMOCTI, a Yepe3 iCHyBaHHsI JIIOIWHU K 010J0rivHOI iCTOTH.
Ha nymky E. Oscona, ocobucricts — ofus 3 eTariB OyTTs JIIOJWHA, AKAN
MOKe HaBiTh He OyTH HAWOLIBIT TpuBa M. 2KHATTsI CKIATAETHCS 3 KiTbKOX
cTaIiil: J100cOoOMCTICHOI, OCOOMCTICHOI Ta, MOKJIMBO, IiCJASIOCOOMCTICHOT.
OckiJibKH OyTTsI OCOOMCTOCTI HE OXOILIIOE yCe YKUTTsI, TO CJIiJl TOBOPUTHU
HE PO IIeHTUYHICTH 0COOMCTOCTI, a PO IAEHTHIHICTD JIoanau. A eaune,
110 3a0e31edye He3MIHHICTD 2KUTTsI Oy /1b-sIKOT0 1H/INBia, — HAJEXKHICTH J0
JoAuHA K Glostorianoro Buy [25]. 3amovarkosanuii E. OncoHoM Hampsim
OTPUMAaB Ha3BY aHIMaJIi3M.

Hespaxkaroun ma pisauio Mixk migxomoM E. OJicona Ta KOHIEHITsIME
C. lywmeitkepa, 1. Birriaca ta i#., aHiMajicTu i HEOJOKKIaHIN PO3IJIs-
Jaau mpobseMy imentmanocTi B Mexkax omrTosorii. IIpore Bxke y 1980-ti
. ITapdit cipobyBaB mepeHecTr Po3TJIsiL IPOoOJIeMH V IIOMIMHY €TUKHU, Y
TaKuil Crocid 3alo4YaTKyBaBIIM HOBHUIl HAIIPsIM — HOPMATUBHMIL, 200 eTu-
qHuit [26]. dKio B MeKax OHTOJOTIYHOrO HAIPSIMY IIOPYIIYIOThH [TUTAHHSI
0/10 OOT'PYHTYBaHHS KPUTEPIIO 1€ HTUIHOCTI, CTBOPEHHST MOJIEJII TSATJIOCTI
ocobucTtocTi B dYaci, TO HOPMATHUBHUI HAIPSAMOK PO3IJISIIAE IPOOIEMy
TIOKJTAJIAHHS BiAMOBiMaIbHOCTI ¥ ODOB’sI3Ky 1epe3 OOTpyHTYBAHHS i/1eH-
THYHOCTI 0COOMCTOCTI.

TperiMm 3HaAUMMUM HAOPSMOM Y IIPOIECI POy OpobJieMu iaeH-
TUIHOCTI OCOOMCTOCTI € HApATUBHUN, 3a SIKAM 1IeHTUIHICTH OCOOMCTO-
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CTi CTBOPIOETHCS 1 MATPUMYETHCS B MEYKaX HAPaTUBY — aBTOOIOrpadiaHOT
icropil, y KUt iHTerpyroThes pi3Hi exeMenTn nocBixy. Haparusamit migxisn,
3 OIHOTO DOKY, 3BEPTAETHCH 10 3aCaJ OHTOJIOTIIHOIO IMi/IXOIY: PO3IJIAIAE
enuicTb 4 i TArIicTh CBIIOMOCTI, IK YMOBY iCHYBAHHS 1IEHTHIHOCTI 0COOM-
CTOCTi, a 3 iHMToro HOKY, PO3TJIsAIac MPOOIEMATUKY HOPMATHUBHOTO ITi/IXO/TY:
BHUBYAE IPOIECH BiITBOPEHHS 1I€HTUYHOCTI, BUHUKHEHHS 0COOMCTOCTI I
9ac yCBIZIOMJIEHHsI HEIO CBOIO OOOB’sI3Ky Ta JIOCJII/KYE POJIb I[IHHOCTE
y dopMmyBaHHI KHUTTEBOrO HapaTuBy. lIpHMKIIaIOM HAPATUBHOIO IIiIXOIY
e xomrnenmig M. [TlexTman, sika 3BepPTAETHCS 10 TPOOJIEM TATJIOCTI CBiTO-
MOCTi I OOTPYHTOBYE MeXaHi3M BUHUKHEHHS i BiITBOPEHHS 1J€HTHIHOCTI
Jepe3 3BepHEHHS JI0 TPOOJIeMU TTOKJIaIAHHS BiJITOBI JaIbHOCTI, TOOTO Y TO
camwmii crocib, 1o i HopMaTuBHUN miaxig. Jloctigauis Ha3uBae CBOKO KOH-
IEMII0 «IIOMIsT 0cobucToro Kurts» (the personal life view) 32, c.110].
Binpm meranmbHO MM OKpECTIOBAIN KOXKEH 13 IUX TPHhOX HAIMPSIMKIB —
OHTOJIOTIYHIH, HOPMATUBHUI Ta HAPATUBHUN — y TIOTIEPETHIX MyOTiKaIisax
[3, 4, 5].

Opaak 10 TpobIeMH 1EHTUIHOCTI 0CODUCTOCTI 3BEPTAIOTHCST TAKOXK Yy
Me2KaX MICUXOJIOTIT Ta COIIOJIOoTiI. ¥ TCUXOJIOTil OHIM i3 Teprmux i1 omucye
B. Ixeiivme, axuit y «IIpunamunax mcuxosoriiy poO3TIAHYB 1IeHTHIHICTH
0COOMCTOCT] Yy KOHTEKCTI TMTOTOKY CBiomocTi. BiH cTaBUTH MUTAHHS: SKIIO
CBIJIOMiCTB — TI€ TIOTIK, IO CKJIAJIA€THCI 3 PI3HUX JIYMOK, 1 KOXKHA JyMKa
KUIBKICHO Ta KICHO BiJIPI3HSIETHCS BiJ MOIEPEIHBOI, YOMY JIIOJUHA, YCBi-
JOMJTIOE cebe OfHi€ro 1 Ti€r K OCOOMCTICTIO MPOTSTOM TPUBAJIOTO dacy?!
[15, c. 331].

Ilicaa B. Txeitmca 10 mpobieMu iIeHTUIHOCTI Y TICUXOJIOTIT 3BepTaIu-
ca Y.Kymni, E.Epikcon, K.Pomxepc ta in. ¥ 1970-x pp. izeHTHYIHICTH
0COOMCTOCTI CTajia PO3IVISAATHCS Yy COIIAJBHIN mcuxosorii. 30Kpema
I Tajorden i Jx.Teprep po3rismaioTh IIEHTHUYHICTD $SK BaXKJIUBUIA
YUHHUK TOsBU MiKTpymoBoi auckpuminarii. ¥ 2011 p. y BumgaBHUIITBI
«Springer» 0yB omy0/iikoBaHuil JBOTOMHMI JOBIIHUK JOCJIIKEHDb 11eHTH-
YHOCTI Yy TICHUXOJIOTiI, sIKMil 3aCBiJ{4y€ aKTyaJIbHICTh BUBYEHHS ITi€] TeMU
[14]. I3 Toro uacy KinbkicTh myGuikamiit momo izeHTHYHOCTI OCOGHCTOCTI
TIbKY 30L/IBIIYBaJIACS, IO CBIAYUTD PO BAXKJIMBICTD II€T TPOOIEMU 11
HayKOBOI CHIIBHOTH.

Corriosiorist 3BepTaeThCst J0 IMEHTUIHOCTI 0COOUCTOCTI TPOXW Mi3HiIIe,
mixk ncuxosorig. /Ixx. Min posrisaae mio npobdiemy y kumsi «Posym, 4 i
cycrimberso» (1934). Ilpore 3a3HaunMO: BiH He BXKMBaB TepMiH «identi-
ty», BUKOPUCTOBYIOYN 3aMiCTh HbOTO HOHATTS «Self» — ¢, abo camicTb.
OpHUM i3 Tepmux y COMioJIorii, XTO CTaB EKCILIIUTHO BUKOPUCTOBYBATH
itoro, OyB mpeacraBHUK Jukaspkol mikosn 1. lodbdman. Bin e npucsstus
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OKpeMol poboTH Tiiif mpobJieMi, ajie iTIEHTUYHICTh € HACKPI3HOI TEMOIO MO-
norpadiit «IIpesenranis cebe y noscakpennomy Kutrti» (1956), «Crurmas
(1963) ta «Puryamn B3aemonii...» (1967). Ilizuime Teopis imenTnanocti
aKTUBHO po3puBaJiacd y upansx L. Crpaiikepa, I1. Bepka, /I:x. Makkoia,
JIx. CimoHca Ta iH.

InenTrynicTh 9K KaTeropis MOCTIKYETbCs 3 TO3UINI PI3HUX HAYK.
Ha nymky C.Xomna, na mexi XX-XXIcr. BigOyBcs «CrpaBKHiit JUCKYD-
cuBHUil BUOYX» 10710 imentuunocti [13, c.1]. 3a caosamu E.Epikcona,
CJIOBO «iEeHTUYHICTHY BXKHBAETHCS HACTIILKU YaCTO, IO HEMAE JIIOIWHU,
sika, 6 He 4ysa fioro Ta He 3po3yMijga, Ipo 1O npubiusHo Hxerwbes [10,
c. 24]. TIpore BUHUKAE 3alUTAHHS: HACKLIBKH CXOXKUH MIXi/T 10 pO3yMiHHS
imenTHYHOCTI y dinocodil, mcuxosorii Ta comiosorii. [Tlo6 3’scyBaTu 11e,
MU BUpIMMIA TOPiBHATH (dimocodChbKuil miaxin, HAsABHUI B aHATITHIHIN
dimocodii, 3 TuM, IO PO3BUBAETHCS B COIIOIOTIT Ta rreuxostorii. Jlocrimke-
HH¢ IIEHTUYHOCTI IiJ{ TAKUM KYTOM JIO3BOJINTH KOHKPETU3YBATU yIBICHHS
IIPO IIEHTUYHICTh, & TAKOXK Y IEepPCHEKTUBI — 3HANTU HOBI METOO0JIOTiYHI
ITiJIXO/TH.

ButnymadyeHHS NOHATTS <«iJIEHTUYHICTh»

Ilepirie, Ha YoMy CJIiJT 3yMIMHUTHUCS, — IOTPAKTYBAHHS TIOHATTS <«iIeH-
TUYHICTB», BiJ SKOTO 3aJI€2KUTH IIOCTAHOBKA CAMOI ITPOOJIEMU 1IeHTUIHOCT]
ocobucrocTi. ¥ dimocodii, 0coOIMBO B aHIVIOMOBHI, «iAeHTUYIHICTDY O3HA~
9a€ TOTOXKHICTh. TOTOXKHICTH MOYXKE PO3YMITHCS SIK KATEropist JOTIiKM # OH-
TOJIOTII. ¥ IepIIoMy BUIJIKY HIEThCs PO BiTHONIEHHS TUITY PIBHOCTI MiXK
MOHSATTSIMU. J[JIs IIHOT0 BiJTHOIIIEHHST XapaKTePHi BJIACTUBOCTI pedJiekcuB-
HOCTi, CHMETPHYHOCTI I TPAH3UTUBHOCTI. ¥ APYroMy — IIPO 3aCTOCYBAaHHS
TOTOXKHOCTI SIK BiJTHOIIIEHHSI TUITY PiBHOCTI B oHTOJOTII. TOTOXKHICTE MOXKe
pO3yMiTHuCSH SK BiJIHOIIEHHs, IO pPeAJIbHO ICHYE MiXK PI3HUMU eTaramMu
OyTTs omHi€el pedi, sike 3abe3metye 30epeKeHHsT OCHOBHUX BJIACTHBOCTETR
1i€el pedi, mopu 3MiHH, 110 3 Helo BiyOyBaioThed. [le mpunnum 306epekeHHst

P. Maprin i /Ixx. Bappeci oKpecTiol0Th Tpu MapaJurMy PO3IJIITY i1eH-
tugnocTi B icropil dimocodii [21, c.1-3]. Ilepma oxomwioe aHTHIHICTH
i cepemuboBiu4usg. Y Iefl Yac iIEHTUIHICTH OCOOUCTOCTI PO3IIISIAETHCS
IMIUTIMUTHO, y KOHTEKCTI 1HIMUX IpoOseM, 30KpeMa, depe3 3B’dA30K Iyl
Ta Tija. 3arajioM PO3yMiHHS IJIEHTHYHOCTI B MeXKaX IepIIol MapaJurMu
MOYKHa, OIMCATH TaK: CyTHICTD JIIOJWHU TOJISITAE Yy BJIACTUBOCTIX 11 JIyTIi,
MIOKM Iy 30epirae 3B’ sI30K i3 TLIOM, JTIOANHA 3aJIAIIAETHCA OTHIEIO 1 TIEI0
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2K 0COOMCTICTIO, HE3BAYKAIOYN HA YCi 3MiHM, IO MOXKYTh BiIOYBATHCS 3 HEIO
MIPOTSTOM YKUTTS.

Jpyra nmapagurma nodnnae po3puBarucsad B Hosuil dac i Tpuae 110
XIX ct. Ha mpomy etami po3BuTky ¢dimocodil iIeHTHIHICTh TOCTYIIOBO
BUOKPEMJIIOETHCS B CaMOCTiliHy mpobsiemy. Sk MU 3a3Havaad B TIOIe-
peaHix myOsikarisx, ymepimre 11 Buokpemus J2k. JIOKk, 3amporonyBasiim
PO3TJISIIATH HE3MIHHICTh OCODMCTOCTI B 4Yaci He dYepe3 OTOTOXKHEHHs i1 3
MaTepiaJIbHOIO UM HEMATEPIAJbHOI0 CyOCTAHINED, a Uepe3 yCBIIOMIIeHHS
ceoro $1 (Self) y waci: moku ocobucricTh MOXKe HpHUrajaru CBOl il B
MUHYJIOMY, BOHa 30epirae imentuunicts [6, c. 63-65].

Tpers napaaurMa po3BUBAETHCSI B aHAJIITHYHIM (itocodil, Mera sikoi —
ycebiuHO mpoaHa/i3yBaTH MpPOOJEMY iJEHTUIHOCTI Ta MPOSICHUTH IEBHI
«CJTMi TIsIME», HAsSBHI B KJACHIHUX KOHIENIisx. Hampukiaam, y JOKKi-
AHCHKIill KOHIIENIIT MeXaHi3M BCTAHOBJIEHHHA 1JEHTUYHOCTI I'DYHTYETHCS HA
MOPIBHSHHI OCOOMCTOCTI 3 cOOOI0 B TEMEPINTHLOMY 1 MUHYJIOMY, aJje Teit
INPUHITAIT HE MOYXKHA 3aCTOCYBATHU JJIsl OMUCY iJEHTUIHOCTI B MaiOyTHBHO-
My. AnasiTuana disocodis, ocobsmBo Kourenii 1980-x pp., HaMaraeTbhest
3aIPOIIOHYBATH MOJE/b, sika O OMUCyBaJa IIEHTUIHICTh Y MUHYJIOMY, T€-
MEPIMTHBOMY Ta Ma0y THBOMY. [HITIM BaKJINBUM 3aBIAHHAM AHAJITHIHOL
dimocodil € BcebiuHa mepeBipKa KOHIEMINH iMeHTHIHOCTI 0COOMCTOCTI,
o0 3’sICYyBaTH, UM MOYKHA 3aCTOCYBAaTU MEBHUHN TPOIIOHOBAHUIT MeTO abo
KOHIIENITIO «3a YMOBH, sKINO». Hampukia)i, sK ONMUCYBATU 1JEHTUIHICTH
0CODUCTOCTI, AKIMO YSIBUTH, IO 11 CIIOTA/IM Ta JYMKU CKOINIOBAJIN III€ TBOM
inmmmM. Yu cirix BBaXKaTH MUX TPHOX JIIOAEH OIHIEI0 0COOMCTICTIO, a AKIIO
TaK, TO XTO HECTUMEe BIJIOBIJIAJBbHICTh 3a BYMHOK, CKOEHUI OJHUM i3
Hux? Tobro anajiTudna (inocodiss aKTUBHO 3aCTOCOBYE METOJ YSBHOIO
E€KCIIEPUMEHTY JIJIsT MOJICJTIOBAHHS TITOTETUYIHUX CUTYAIlill 1 B Takuit crioci6
3JifICHIOE aHaJ i3 HasiBHUX KOHIemiil. Takuit migxi MOXKHA MOPIBHATH 3
pO3B’si3yBaHHAM TOJIOBOJIOMOK, a P.Ho3ik HasmBaB anai3 imeHTHIHOCTI
qepe3 3aCTOCYBAHHSA YSIBHUX EKCIEPUMEHTIB CBOEDIIHUME KOAHAMU JIJIs
dimocodis [24, c. 47).

B anamituuniit dinocodii, 0cobsMBO B OHTOJIOTIYHOMY MiIXOMi, IIPO-
GseMa IIEHTHIHOCTI OCOOMCTOCTI PO3YyMIETHCA SIK 30€peKeHHsI CyTHOCTI
0COOMCTOCTI MPOTSATOM ICHYBaHHsI B 4aci, abo MOBOIO aHAJITHIHUX Di-
JiocodiB: TpobieMa iIEHTUIHOCTI — 1€ BU3HAYEHHS 3aCall, 38 SKUMU MiX
0COOHMCTICTIO o1 HA BiAPi3Ky Yacy t1 Ta OCOOUCTICTD To Ha BiAPi3Ky dacy to
€ BiZTHOIIIEHHS TOTOXKHOCTI. I3 Takoro TiayMadeHHs iTEHTUYIHOCTI € KLTbKa
BaKJIMBUX HacaiKiB: (1) imeHTHYHICTS — 1€ BiJAHOIIEHHS 0COBMCTOCTI IO~
0 camol cebe, a He OO IHIMNX, ajIe BOJAHOYAC TOTOKHICTD 13 caMuM coDOI0
MO2Ke OyTH IPOiHTEPIIPEeTOBAaHA sIK BiIMIHHICTD Bif iHIIIIX 200 AK yHIKAJIb-
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HICTH KOXKHOI KOHKDETHOI ocobucrocti; (2) iieHTHYHICTH — BlIHONIIEHHS
TOTOXKHOCTI MizK eTanamu OyTTs ocobucrocti; (3) 1 BoHA TIlyMaduThCa Tak
caMo, K B JIOTiIi, TOOTO BJIACTHUBOCTI CUMETPUIHOCTI, pedIeKCUBHOCTI i
TPAH3UTUBHOCTI TTOBUHHI 30epiraTucs MixK eTarmaMu OyTTss 0COOMCTOCTI.

B ontosorivnoMy misixosi CBiZIOMICTH PO3IVIAIAIOTH SAK YUHHUK, IO
3abesnedye 3B’s130K MixK eramamu OyTTsi cBimomocti. IIpore M. [TlexTman
3a3HavaE, MO 11 Ba’KKO MPOAHAJI3YBATH B MezKaX TEBHOI MOJIEN, TAK CaMO
K BayKKO IIPEJICTABUTH CYKYIHICTb JAOCBimy Jiopmuan, abo i1 cnoramm, K
JIBA eTalu, MiK SIKUMU HAasiBHE BiJIHOIIEHHs THITy PIBHOCTI. 3PEITOO
M. [IlexTMaH poOUTH BUCHOBOK, IO <«SKICHA IJIEHTUYHICTDL 3MICTY CBijl0-
MOCTi € HeIOCTAaTHBOW, o0 3adikcyBaTh Te, IO MaE€ BIIHOIIEHHS IO
inenTuaHOCTI OocobucrocTi» [32, ¢.75-76]. Tomy B anamiThuHii bigocodil
3pO0JIEHO CIPOOU TEPEOCMUCTUTH MOJENb OIMUCY 1TEHTHIHOCTI. 30Kpema
JI>x. Makki IpOIOHy€ PO3MISIATH IIEHTUIHICTD HE CTIIHKU K BiIHOIIEH-
HsI TOTOXKHOCTI MizK eTanmamMu OyTTs, CKITbKHU sIK 3B’SI30K MiK BUKOHAHHSIM
Ail Ta 1T BUKOHaBIlEM. BigHOINEHHS iIeHTUYHOCTI BUHUKAE, KOJIU JIIOIMHA
BU3HAE, 1110 BOHA 1 TOI, XTO BUKOHAB /i1, Ile OHa 1 Ta K ocobucTicTh. TobTo
BiIOYBAE€THCsSI OTOTOXKHEHHSA MIiXK €0 Ta JigdeM, a iIeHTUIHICTD ITOCTAE
K Pe3yJIbTAT [PUBJACHEHHs 400 IPUIMCYBAHH: BUKOHAHOI iil cobi [19,
c. 183].

Taka Mojie/ib PO3YMIHHS 1IIEHTUYIHOCTI K BiTHONIEHHST BUKOHABIIA O
Jil BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS B HOpMaTuUBHOMY Imijixomi. K. Poseitn 3a3nadae, mo
OCMWUCJICHHS 1HIUBIIOM cebe STK BUKOHABIIS JIi1 Ta IIPUTa Iy BaHHS 1HIINX I1e-
PEKUTUX TIOMIl MTPU3BOIATE 10 HEOOXiTHOCTI BU3HAHHS (DEHOMEHOIOTITHOL
[IEPCIEKTUBH, TOOTO 70 BU3HAHHS iCHYBaHHS ¢, AKOMY NPUIIICYETHCS TI€B-
Huit nocsin [28, ¢. 15]. K. Kopcrop 3Beprae yBary Ha Te, mo ncuxiuaa cdepa
0COBUCTOCTI CKJIAJIAEThCS 3 PI3HUX OarKaHb, MOTSTIB, MOTHUBIB, K1 JIE2KaTh
B OCHOBI fistibHOCTi. [lepes BukoHaHHSIM i1 0COOMCTICTH BiMTITOBXYETHCH
3 curyarisgmu 60oporsbu motusiB. s curyaris HiOn posmenioe f; o6
BuiiTH 3 Hel, Tpeba 3pobuTu BUOIP, TOOTO YCYHYTH UMHHUK, IO PO3KOJIIOE
4. Bpobupmm Bubip, cy6’eKT IPUIUCYE HACJIAKA BUOOpY co0i, Hece 3a
HUX BiJIOBiJAIBHICTD. [JEHTUIHICTh BUHUKAE SK 3B’SI30K MiXK Cy0 €KTOM
i #fioro BuOOpOM, MiK BU3HAHHSIM HAC/IIKIB BHOOPY 1 THM, XTO POOUTH
ueit Bubip [16, c. 100-111]. Orxe, ineaTrdaHicTh 0OCOOGMCTOCTI — 1€ HE TIIBKU
deHOMEHOTOTIIHIIT 3B’A30K MiXK €0 Ta Jisg9eM, ajle TAKOXK 3B’A30K MixK
pisHEME KOMTOHEeHTaMu 41, 110 3a6e3meuyoTh HOro €aHICTD 1 MTiCHICTD.

Pobumo BuCHOBOK, 1m0 y disocodil mif ieHTHYHICTIO MaIOTh Ha yBa3i
(1) BimHOIIEHHST TOTOXKHOCTI 0cobucTOCTI 10 camol cebe, (2) 3B’30K MiK
JI€I0 1 igvueM, Ha OCHOBI SKOT'O BUHUKAE IMOIYTTS BiMOBIIAIBHOCTI Ta MO-
KJIaJianHs 0008 43Ky, (3) sK 3B’'g30K MiK KoMIIoHEeHTaMu $1, 1110 06yMOBJIIOE
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nisicHicTh 0COOUCTOCTI K CyD’e€KTa Mi3HAHHS Ta JIisSIIBHOCTI.

VYV ncuxoJiorii Ta comiosiorii TakoyK HasiBHI KiJbKa IIXO/IB JI0 TJIyMa-
YeHHSI TOHATTS <«iTeHTUYIHICTh». B. /[KefiMc TOBOPUTH MPO iT€HTUYIHICTD
AK BIIIyTTdA, IO € <«CHUHTETHIHOIO (HPOPMOIO, HEOOXiTHOIO I KOXKHOI
nymkn» [15, ¢.330]. e Take BiguyTTs, 1O CHPUAMAETHCS B JAyMIH i
OOYyMOBJIIOETBCsT PEYaMU, PO siKi IyMaioTh K 1po f-Huuimue ta -
BUYOPAITHE. Y JyMIIl BOHU HE TiTbKHU OXOILTIOIOTHCS PA30M fAK 11 IPEJIMET.
Tupusin yesinommoe, mo ni asi Bepcii ¢ Toroxni [15, c.330]. Biguyrrsa
iIeHTUIHOCTI Take K, K i Oy/ab-gKe iHIe Hallle CIPURHATT OTHAKOBOCTI
apuill. BoHO BUHUKAE K BUCHOBOK, IO I'PYHTYETHCA ab0O Ha MOAIOHOCTI
y dyHIaMeHTaIbHOMY BiJIHOIIEHHI, ab0 Ha Oe3lepepBHOCTI B PO3yMi IO-
piBHIOBaHUX siBuil. Sk Oaummo, posywminas imentwarocti y B. /lxkeiivca
monibue 10 HagBHOTO y dimocodii. OgHaK HAYKOBEIh HATOJOIIYE, IO
iIEHTUYIHICTD HE CJIiT PO3IVISIATH AK MEBHY MeTadi3udaHy Uu abCOTIOTHY
€/IHICTD, OCKIJIbKH 1€ CyO’€KTHBHE, HasiBHE y CBIIOMOCTI MOYyTTs, a He
0o6’ekTuBHUN pakT. [[pUYMHOI BUHUKHEHHSI BIAIyTTsI IIEHTUYHOCTI € Bijl-
9yTTs CBOTO Tijia Ta 3B’SI3KY 3 HUM IIPOTSATOM YaCy, 1 TPOSIBJISIETHCST SIK JIFO-
608 110 cebe [15, c. 321]. Hdua B. Txeiivca iieHTHIHICTD — HASBHE B IIOTOIL
cBioMmocTi cy6’eKTHBHE BiAIyTTS 3B A3KY 3 TiJI0M, IO TMOCTIHHO MPUCYTHE
y cBimomocTi, HiOU y doHOBOMY pexkmmi. HaBiTh Ko IyMKH 3MiHIOIOTH
OJTHA OJTHY, BOHO 3aJIMIITAETHCS IMOCTIHTHO HASIBHUM i MOYKE aKTyaJsIi3yBaTHCs
y cBifjoMocTi Mg ac pedJiekcii, KoJu iHIuBiM JyMae Mpo CBOE OyTTs Ha
pi3HUX TpoMiKKaxX Jacy. 1ol iIeHTHYHICTh CHPUAMAETHCS K TOTOXKHICTD
MiXK JIBOMa COPUAHATTAMHA cebe.

OjiHAaK TIOCTYIIOBO PO3BUBAETHCS MOTPAKTYBAHHS 1JTEHTHIHOCT] SIK
obpazy cebe oumma immux. ¥ Y. Kyai cioBo «imenTuunicTb» HE BXKH-
BA€THCs, aJie BiH TOBOPUTH PO €JHICTH 1 mijicHicTh f 9K KOTHITHBHOTO
YTBOPEHHSI, 110 3100yBaEThbCs depe3 JO0CBiJ, 1 sike MOXKHA KJIacudiKyBaTu
dK TOYyTTsd, IO OO’€IHy€e Ppi3Hi CTaHd IHAWBIZa Ta MiAMITOBXYE 0
pismerocTi [9, c.180-181]. Jocuinauk BBaxkas ¢ Haiibinbmr ocobmsoro,
IEHTPAJBHOIO CTPYKTYPOIO, SIKa MAa€ IIEBHY «IIPAKTUYHY BiIOKPEMJIIEHICTD»
Biz cBimmomocTi: I — He Te XK came, 10 i CBiIOMICTB, OCKIJIBKA 38 IIPUPOIOIO0
BOHO He BiJIPI3HAETHCA Bij IHIMUX KOTHITUBHUX YTBOPEHDb, MPOTE iHJIMUBIT
i3 MPaKTUYIHOIO METOI0 BHOKPEMJIIOE CBOE fl, OCKLIBKM B HHOTO BHHUKAE
HeoOXiIHICTh po3MeKyBaTh ¢l SK 1meBHe cTajie ysaBJIeHH: Ipo cebe Ta cBOI
JyMKH, 0 € 06’eKTaMu, siKi npumucyiorbes A (9, c. 182].

Y Y.Kyni yBara mHepekIiOv9a€ThCsd Ha, TMOSCHEHHS CTPyKTypu ¢ Ta
mporiecy #oro BUHUKHEHHs. BiH BBakae, mo ¢ — 1e cKJiajine yTBOPEHHS,
o BKJIOYae Taki ejgementu: (1) ysaBienns npo re, sk Burjsggae 2 ounma
inmux Jioneii, (2) ysBiaeHHs 1po Te, fK Hell iHmmit posriguae Hac, (3)
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Bimuyrrsa ¢, sIK Hanpukiazg, BiUyTTS copoMy abo ropzocti [9, c.184].
Crpykrypa  00yMoBJieHa IPOIECOM HOTO BUHUKHEHHs: 91 € pe3ysibraroM
IIEBHOT'O «BIJTYYTTH TPUCBOEHHS», KOJU B PAHHbOMY JIUMTHHCTBI 1HJIUBIJT
MHUMOXITH CIIOCTEpIra€ 3a IOBEJIHKOIO iHIMNX 1 HABYAETHCH JATH BiIIO-
BisHO 110 moBeninky iHmumx [9, c. 192-193]. TlocTymoBo AUTHHA HAKOIMYYE
JIOCTATHBO JIOCBi Ty, 00 BiPISHUTH CBOI €MOIIiiiHI CTaHU Ta il BiJ eMOITii
Ta Jifl iHmmx i npucBoroe i eMmoriitHi cranm cobi fK HeBHOMY Cy0 €KTy,
3Bijcu i Bunukae 1. Orxke, ¢ MPOABIAETHCS K YABJICHHS IHAUBIIA PO
cebe caMoro, ajie 3aBXK/U CIpsiMOBaHe Ha iHmux moneit. [lro ncuxosoriamy
CTPYKTYPY MOXKHA IMOPIBHSITH i3 JI3epKaJjiOM, OCKITbKH, 31CTaBJISIONN cede 3
iHmMME, JToauHA ToYnHaE po3yMiTu cebe [9, c. 184]. Tobro 4, abo inenTn-
YHICTh, — 1€ «Y$IBJIEHHS 9M CHUCTEMA YSIBJIEHB, [IOYEPITHYTA 31 CIIIKYBAHHS
3 IHIIMMU JIOIBMHU, fKi CBiIOMICTD cripuiimae sk cBol Baacui» [9, c. 94].

[Toxi6uuit miaxim MOXKHA CIIOCTEPIraTH B COINOJOTIYHIN KOHITEIITT
. Mina. dx i 9.Kyui, Bim BBaKans, mo ocobucrictb 4 (Self) €
[IPOJIYKTOM COITAJIBHOI B3aEMOJIi1, OCKLJIIBKH BOHO (POPMYETHCS y IPOIEC
inTepiopu3anil 30BHIMHIX BIUIMBIB Mg dYac KomyHikamii [23, c.140].
BaxkymBuM 4YuMHHUKOM TP IOMY BHCTYIAE IaM’siTh: OCODUCTICTH
dopmye ¢ B mocBidi, a mamM’aTh YMOKJIMBIIIOE CIIIBBITHECEHHST OY/Ib-TKOTO
crpuitusaTTsa 3 4. [ axmio 6 i1 #He 6ys10, TO 0COOUCTICTH HE MOTJIA TTOPIBHATH
300y Tuit mocsin iz 4 [23, c. 170].

9 (Self) xapakTepu3yeThes IMUICHICTIO, X04 y CBOIN CTPYKTYPI i moi-
JISEThCS Ha JIBl 9acTuHm: «I» Ta «me». I1i 1Ba komonenTa 4 He MpoTHUCTO-
SATH OJUH OHOMY, aJie il He 3BOIAThCs oauH 10 oxuoro. Ctpykrypa «I» Bu-
HUKAE 3 JIOCBiIy Ta IPpyHTYEThCA B mam aTi. Ile 3maTHicTh yeBimoMmoBaTH
cebe cyd’eKTOM, pUIIUCYBATH cOOi meBHU M0CBifx i BiaayTTsa. KommonenT
«me» — ysIBJIeHHsI TIPO cebe, 10 0a3yeThes Ha CIPUIHATI cebe HION oumma
iHmuX, i sBiIsie coBOM0 y3arajbHEHUIl JIOCBI B3aeMOAil 3 JAOBKLLIAM [23,
c. 177-178]. «Me» rpyHTyeTbecsl Ha CaMOCBLIOMOCTI, Ha pedJIeKCUBHOMY
3BepHenHi mo0 cede. lle ysaranmbaenuit obpa3 cebde, 3 ypaxyBaHHSIM COIIi-
aJbHUX OYIKYBaHb YCIX IHIMUX 1HIWBIMIB, 13 AKUMU 1HJIMBIJ] KOHTAKTYE.

I siko koMmIioHeHT «I» cTajuil, TO «me» — MIHJIMBUI, OCKLJIBKH € Cy-
CITIJIBHO IPUIHATHOO PEAKITIEI0, IPOSBOM OCOOUCTOCTI B CUTYAIlIT B3a€MOIIT
Ta MPUCTOCYBAHHS 10 CycHinbCcTBa. [Ipo B3aeMomito mux JBOX KOMIIOHEHTIB
. Min nucas Tak: «/ljas moBaoro Bupakenus ¢l meoOximmi j1Ba acre-
KT — K “I”, Tak i “me”. [11o6 HameKaTu 10 CHIiJIBHOTH, JIOANHA TOBUHHA
[IPUWHATH YCTAHOBKY IHINUX YJIEHIB I'PyIH; 1100 MUCJIUATH, BOHA ITOBUHHA
KOPHCTYBATHUCS IIMM 30BHINTHIM corjagbHuM cBiToM. [.. .| Came 1uepes cBiit
3B'S130K 3 IHIMAMU YJEHAMU JAHOTO CYCIJIBCTBA — B CUJIYy BUHUKAIOUUX
Yy TaKOMY CYCHiTbCTBi pallioHAJbHUX COITIAJIbHUX IIPOIECIB — BOHA 1 CTa€
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rpoMajstHuHOM» [23, ¢.199]. ¥V JIx. Miga mMu 6aunmo JBoicTe MOTPaKTy-
BaHHsI KaTeropil imenruanocti ocobucrocti. 3 ogHOrO OOKY, iIEHTHIHICTD
nojdrae y Biaayrri miticHum cy6’ekroMm y waci (kommnonent «I»). Ile
BiuyTTs aHaJoridHe 3 THM, 1m0 onmcyBaB B. Ixkeiimc. 3 inmoro 6Goky,
iIEeHTUYIHICTD — yaBJIEHHs, a00 00pa3, IO CKJIAJAEThCS B OCOOUCTOCTI PO
camy cebe B Pe3y/IbTaTi CyCIILHOI B3aeMOgil (KOMIIOHEHT «me> ).

IlocTynmoBo OKpeCTIOEThCA TEHJEHIIi PO3BOJUATHU I JIBA YSBJIEHHS.
3okpema, B E. Epikcona, cupuitnsartsa ocobuctictio cebe cyd’ekToMm y 1aci
MO3HAYAETHCST CJIOBOM  «ero-imentnanicts» (ego identity) [10, c.49]. A
meBHa aBrobiorpadiuna icTopis i yaBjeHHs mpo cebe, 1mo HOPMYETHCs
B CyCIiTbCTBI, Hasupaerbest imenTuunicrio (identity). Y K. Pomxkepca
CYKYIIHICTh YsIBJIEHb TPO cebe, IO CTBOPIOIOTH OCHOBHI YCTAHOBKU Ta
BILIMBAIOTh HA IIOBEJIHKY, oTpuMaJju Ha3By $l-kommenmisa (self-concept)
[27, ¢.115], a BimayTTsT O0cobueTicTIO cebe cy6 €KTOM TisIbHOCTI y waci —
HOYYTTSIM camocBimomocti (self-awareness) [27, c. 128].

Ilounnatoun 3 1960-x, y coriosorii, a moOTIM y IICHUXOJIOTil, BBOIU-
ThCsl TOHATTA «COIlaJgbHa, imeHTrnaHicTh». ¥ «Crurmi» 1. T'odpdman mpo-
BOJUTH PO3PI3HEHHs MiXK coljaibHO0 inenTuunicTio (social identity) i
ocobucricHoo inenTraHicTio (personal identity). ConjaabHa iIeHTHIHICTD
TOB’s13aHa 3 BUKOHAHHSM IIEBHOI coriaabHoi poti. Ile comianmbauit craryc
ocobucrocti [12, ¢. 12]. I. Todbdman mix ocobucricHoro, abo Giorpadiunoro,
IIeHTUYHICTIO Po3yMie HADIP Jiiii, eMOIiiHUX cTaHiB, biorpadiunux (akTis
[12, c. 73]. IIpote BiH sK coiosIOr HagABAB GLIBIIONO 3HAYEHHS COIIAILHIN
ITEHTUIHOCTI, OCKIIbKU CYCIJIbHA B3AE€MOJIisd MiXK JIIOJbMU BiI0yBAETHCHA
3aJI€7KHO BiJi IXHBOIO COIAJILHOIO cTaTycy, curyanil (y MexKaX OJHOrO
KOJIEKTUBY abo0 JIoJieil i3 DI3HUX KOJEKTHBIB), 1 colfasbHOI poJi, o
BUKOHYETHCA B MeXKaxX KOJEKTUBY. BiH BBaKaB, MO Yepe3 JTOCTiIZKEHHS
IIEHTUYIHOCTI MOXKHA 3'sICYBaTH IPABUJIA CYCIILHOI B3a€MO/Iil.

ITcuxosoru I'. Tamxden i x. Teprep BUTIIyMadyoTh COIIAIbHY i1eH-
TUYHICTh K <«3HAHHs IHJWBiJA PO Te, IO BiH HAJEXKHUTH JIO IEBHOL
COITiaJIbHOI TPYIU Pa30M 3 €MOIHOI0 Ta IIHHICHOIO 3HAYMMICTIO TTPpUHA-
JeskHOCTI 710 1i€el rpynu» [30, c.283]. ConjasbHa ineHTHIHICTD — e KO-
THITUBHE YTBOPEHHSI, IO TI0B’si3aHe 3 eMOIIIHHUMU TIePeXKUBAHHSIMHU OO
MIPUHAJIEKHOCTI 0 TEBHOI COIIAJbHOI TPYNU 1 IO BUHUKAE SIK PE3YIIb-
TaT B3aEMOJIl B COIAJBHOMY IMPOCTOPi. IJAeHTHYHICTD € 3aBepIimagbHuM
eTamoM, & TaKOXK Pe3yJIbTaTOM TPHBAJIOIO IIPOIECY, IO OXOILIIOE KiJTbKa
craiit: (1) comianbHy KaTeropm3aliiio — aHaJl3 JOBKILIS Ta BUJIEHHS 3
COIJaJILHOTO IIPOCTOPY BAaXKJIMBUX COLJAJIbLHUX TPYI; (2) coriadabHy imeH-
Tudikalio — oToTOXKHEeHHA 1HIUBiNA cebe 3 obpaHo0 TPYIoI0; (3) BiracHe
COIIaIbHY 1IEHTUYHICTD — Pe3yJbTaT iAeHTudIKAIl, M0 TPOSIBIAETHCA Y
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CTIHKUX YSIBJIEHHSIX IIPO IPHHAJIEKHICTD JI0 MEBHOI comiasbHOI rpynu [29,
c.69]. CoujaspHa rpyna »KuBe, NOKHU i1 WIEHH MAIOTh CIIJIbHY JOJIO Ta
CITJIbHI PHUCHU, HA OCHOBI SKHUX 3TYPTOBYIOTbCH, 1 SKi BUKOPUCTOBYIOTBHCS
JI7IsI TIOPiBHSTHHS 3 1HIIIOIO COIiaIbHOIO TPYTo0. MeTa 1boro mopiBHIHHSI —
IIiIKPECTINTH BJIACHY YHiKasbHiCTh. IIpore cormjanbHa ieHTHYHICTH HE €
YUMOCH CTAJIUM 1 33JIaHUM Ha BCe »KHUTTdA. HaBmaku: 1s KOrHITUBHA CTPY-
KTypa 3MIHIOE CBO€ 3MICTOBE HAIIOBHEHHS, SKITO JIIOJIMHA HE 3aJJ0BOJICHA
COTIaJIbHOIO TPYIOIO, BOHA MOXKe BHITH 3 Hel, IO COPUIUHATL 3MIiHY
COITiaJIbHOI 1JIEHTHYHOCTI.

II. Crpaiikep i I1. Bepk po3riisiiaiorh iIeHTUYHICTE SIK [TIEBHY COIiaJ/Ib-
HY POJIb, JJIs KOl XapaKTepHa TUIIOBA, MOBEIHKOBA PeakIlis. [aeHTuaHo-
creit Moxke OyTu 6€3J1i1, OJJHAK OCODUCTICTH CTBOPIOE i€papxifo iIeHTUIHO-
creit [31, c. 559-560]. II. Bepk npornonye taky iepapxiio inenruanocreii: 1)
ineHTHYHOCTI, 3acHOBaHi Ha poul, 2) rpyuoBi imenrudunocti, 3) ocobucricui
inenTuanocri [8, p. 112].

3BiCHO, MiXK IICHUXOJIOTIYHUM 1 COIIOJIONIYHUM IMiIXOAaMU y BUTJIyMa-
4JeHHi coriayibHOl inenTmyaHOCTi € piznung. II. Toite i JI. Bipmam 3ayBazxky-
IOTh, IO COITIOJIOTisE POOUTH AKIIEHT HA MEXaHi3Mi CTBOPEHHS COIIAJIHLHOL
IIeHTUIHOCTI OKPEMOTO iHINBiIA, a ICUXOJIOTIsT 30CEPEIKYETHCS Ha 00pasi
«MH»: JTOCJIIKYIOTh CTBOPEHHSI KOJIEKTUBHUX 1IeHTUIHOCTEH, IO J03BO-
JISTFOTh PI3HAM JIFOJFIM B3aE€MOJIATH SIK OJIHA KOJEKTHBHA 0COOHCTICTH [33,
¢.107]. Haromicts 1. Xeize BBazKka€, o cuxosIoriubi Teopil iieHTHIHOCT]
AHAJI3YIOTh BITIyTTs MPUHAJIEIKHOCTI 70 MEBHOI Ipynu Ta PaKT WICHCTBA
B Hilf, & COITIOJIOTIYHI — JOCHIZKYIOTh MMOBEMIHKY: BUKOHAHHS COIIaJIbHOL
pOJTi BCepeIuHI COIaIbHOTO IHCTUTYTY |u corjianbaol rpymn [20, c. 188].

OpHak, He3BaXKal4u Ha MOXKJIUBI PO30I2KHOCTI, COIOJIONIYHI Ta IICH-
XOJIOTIYHI KOHIENIT (DOPMYIOTh PO3yMIiHHS IJIEHTUYHOCTI SIK Pe3yJibTar
OTOTOXKHEHHSI 3 IIEBHOIO COILAJbHOIO DPOJIIIO ab0 COIaJIbHOIO I'PYIOIO.
Otrxke, y HAyKOBOMY nuckypci 3akaasene k. JIokkoM TirymadeHHs i1eH-
TUIHOCTI OCOOMCTOCTI K TOTOXKHOCTI 3 caMuM cODOI0 B Yaci MOCTYIIOBO
3aMIHIOETHCH Ha PO3YMIHHS IJIEHTUYHOCTI SK OTOTOXKHEHHS 3 IHIAMU.
Ile Mu MOXKEMO MPOCTEKUTH B YKPAIHCHKiil HAyII, /e TeMa iIEHTUIHOCTI
nounnae akTuBHO posrigmaruca y 2000-x. Hampukman, JI. Haropua mpo
IICHTUYHICTD THUIIE TaK: «Y CHUCTEMi COIOryMaHITApHUX HAYK MOHSITTIM
“IIEHTUYHICTD O3HAYAETHCS IICUXOCOIIATBHUN (DEHOMEH, KWl Ta€ 3MOTY
aHaAJII3yBaTU CTPYKTYPY IIHHICHIX CMUCJIIB, TOCTIIKyBaTH 6a30Bi TOTpedbn
JIIOJINHU 9M TPYIIU, KOJIO iXHIX iHTepeciB i ynogobans, piBeHb IXHIX 3/1i6HO-
creil i ponboBux dyHKiit» [2, c.13]. M. Kosioserp nuiie, 1o Kareropist
IIEGHTUIHOCT] PO3TIIAIAEThCA 3 MO3UIII Teopil imenTudikariii, To6To 0TOTO-
JKHEHHsI ce0e 3 IHIMUMU, ajie IPU IIbOMY IIEHTUIHICTh K KATeropist «Mae
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pajiiiie ONMCOBNii, & He KOHIENTyaJbHuil xapakreps [1, c¢. 32-33]. Haseneni
MOTJIsAIA OJIMKYe JI0 PO3YyMIiHHS 1IIEHTUIHOCTI B COIIOJIOTIT Ta IICUXOJIOTIT,
Hi>K HagBHI B aHAMITHIHIN (dimocodil.

InenTnunicTh B aHajriTM4HI dinocodii vs. igeHTH-
YHICTh B COII0JIOril Ta IICUXOJIOril

B anmasmituaniit dinocodil dakT icHyBaHHS iIeHTUIHOCTI 3aBXKAM I0-
JIATA€ B YCBIOMJIEHHI 0COOMCTOCTI cebe TOTOXKHOIO MPOTSATOM IIEBHOTO
qacy. [meHTudHicTh MOXKYTH TAaKOXK BUTJIyMAdyBaTH depe3 30eperKeHHs
niricaocti f B waci. [Ipore 30eperkeHHsT MUIICHOCTI B Yaci JTOCATAETHCS
yepes MOPIBHIHHS OCODUCTICTIO cebe Ha PI3HUX eTarnax OyTTs. Y IICHXOJIOTiT
imeHTHYHICTD HOJsArae y BiaayTTi cebe cyb’eKTOM Ta B HOpiBHAHHI cebe 3
iHmUMET JTI0abMHA. Y COIOJIOTIT mif ieHTHYIHICTIO Po3yMiloTh 00pa3 cebe,
[0 BUHUKAE B PE3YJIbTATI OTOTOXKHEHHS 3 IMEBHOIO COILAJILHOIO I'PYIIOIO.
Tobro B amamiTwuniit dinocodil IMEHTHIHICTL POBIISIAETHCI 3 OIHIET
ITO3UIIII: i3 MMO3UIT TOTOXKHOCTI 3 caMuM cOOOI0 B Yaci; a B ICUXOJIOTT Ta
comioyiorii HagBHUE MOALT Ha ocobucricHy igeHTHuHiCTH (BimayTTs Ccebe
cy6’ekToM) 1 corjaybHy iIeHTUYIHICTh (YCBIIOMIIEHHS IPUHAJIEKHOCTI 10
neBHol conjajabHol rpynu). OcobucricHa inenruyanicrs (ycBizomiienus cebe
cy6’ekroM y 4vaci) € dinocodebkum posyminHsaM igentuanocti. IIpore y
IICUXOJIOTIT Ta COIoJIOril HOMYy Ha/Ia0Th MEHIIE YBaru, KOHIIEHTPYIOUYNCH
HA JOCJII>KEHHI COLIAJIbHOL 11€HTHYHOCTI.

CrisibHe B pO3yMiHHI I/IEeHTHYHOCTI B yCiX 3a3HAYEHUX HAyKaX IIOB’ I3aHe
3 igeero mimicnoro ¢ mporsarom kuttd iHguBiga. IIpore MoxKyTh BUKOpH-
CTOBYBaTHCS pi3HI Mojesi Ay onucy icuyBauus J B daci. B anmamituaniii
dinocodii, 3okpema B mpamsx M. Teitri ta IT. I'paiica, okpecseHo aBa
MozksmBl Metomostorivai minxomm: (1) 4 ax Yucre Ero, (2) 4 sx moriuna
KOHCTPYKIIid.

Ilepmuit mingxin — kapresiancekuii. Bin onmcye 4 ax cyOcraniio Ta
cy6’ekTa mizHaHHs. 9 IOCTaE SIK BUXIiIHA KATEropisi, «KiHIIEBAa OHTOJIOI IHA
OJIMHWIIA», sIKA BXKE JaJi HEe MOyKe OyTH IpOaHA/I30BaHa Ta PO3KJIAIEHA
na kommonentu |11, c¢.29]. Ilpukaazom noxibroi mosurii y dimrocodii
XX cr. € nmorysan Hx. MakTarrapra. ¥V «Ilpuponi icuyBammusi» BiH muie,
mo ¢ € cybcTaHIi€o, i e Tak 3BaHA TEPBUHHA YaCTUHA, HEMAaTepiaJbHe
YTBODEHHsI, 3 SIKOTO CKJIAJIA€ThCs BeecBiT [22, ¢. 120]. Bianosinzo no apyroi
mozutii, 4 € FOmoBuM myukoMm BimayrTTiB: f pO3IIISIIAETHCA sIK TEBHA
CTPYKTYpa, MO CKIAJTAETHCA 3 KOMIOHEHTIB, SKi IPOSABISIOTHCS SIK Pi3HI
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SBUIA TICUXIKN, MAIOTh HEOJHAKOBY TPUBAJICTD Y Yaci i MOXKYTH ITPOSB-
JISITUCS 3 PI3HOIO IHTEHCUBHICTIO. 3ayBaXKMMO, 110 OLIBIITICTh aHAJII THIHIX
dinocodis, 3oxpema sragami . Teiizi ra IT. ['paiic, 3BepraioTsest 10 1pyroil
METO/I0JIONIYHOI MOIEIi.

A or y mcuxoJiorii Ta COIioJIOril JIEIo CKJIaJIHIIe: ColialbHa 11eHTH-
YHICTh PO3IJISIIAETHCS Yepe3 MOJIE/Ib JIOTTYHOI KOHCTPYKIIIT, & 0COOUCTICHA
inenTuuHicTh (BiauyTTs Cy0’€KTHOCTI) MOSICHIOETHCS 9epe3 Mojeab du-
croro Ero. Ocranne xapakTepHe I PaHHIX JIOC/IIKEHb 1JeHTUYHOCTI,
3okpema st B. Jxkeitmca Ta /Ix. Miza. Hanpukman, B. IxeiimMc Buko-
PHUCTOBYBaB CJIOBOCIIONIyUIEHHST <«49HCTE €roy Imoao 7, ske po3rismas y
JBOX IwIomuHax: sk emripuade 1 ta Yucre Ero (Pure Ego) [15, c.292].
Yucre Ero — ne nosuriis, 3 kol cy0’eKT i€ 1 sIKill IPUIIUCYE CBOI BUMHKU.
Yucre Ero — moctiitHo mpucyTHE B TMOTOIN CBiIOMOCTI BiadyTTs cebe, 110
KOPIHUTBHCA y B3a€MO3B’sI3Ky 3 BJIaCHUM TijioM. Ile mpwHIMIT €THOCTI CBi-
gomocti. OHaK OCOOUCTICTh MOXKe B JyMKaxX PO3rJisigaTu cebe sk 06’eKT
misHanug B akTi pediiekcii. Tosi ocobucTicTh mounHae po3riisagaTu cede sk
006’€KT, He BTPAYAIOUH IIPH IIbOMY BimuyTTsi cBo€i cy6’ekTHOCTI [15, ¢. 331-
332|. Crasnenns 10 cebe sk 10 o6’ekra B. [Ixkeiimc HaszuBae «eMuipudne
SI» [15, ¢.293]. Bono nocrae sk inrerpaiis Yucroro Ero i Tprox immmx
KOMITOHEHTIB: MaTepiaJbHOrO0, JyXOBHOTO Ta coliajabHoro. MarepiaabHuit
KOMITOHEHT TIOB’sI3aHUl i3 TiJIOM JIIOJMHU, ajie TaKOXK PO3TMOBCIOIKYE-
ThCS Ha Te, IO JIOANHA BBAXKAE <«CBOIM», TOOTO Ha MOOYyTOBI pedi Ta
KATI0. JlyXoBHUIT KOMIOHEHT —Ile CYKYIHICTb yCiX CTaHIB cBimomocTi,
0 BKJIIOYAE€ TAKOXK MOPAJbHI MMEPEKUBAHHA I MOUyTTd JHOAWHU. Bin
AKTYaJi3yeThCsA, KOJIU IHAUBIM AyMae Tpo cede sK MpOo IiCTOTY, IO MU-
cyimnThb. CoriaabHIi KOMIIOHEHT OCOOMCTOCTI BUHUKAE TO1, KOJIU iHIII JII0I1
BU3HAIOTH IIEBHOTO IHAMBI A corjaabHnM cyb’ekToM [15, c. 293-296]. Orke,
HAYKOBEIb OKA3YE, 0 0OCOOUCTICHA IeHTuIHICTD (BlaayTTs cy6 €KTHOCTI)
€ Yuctum Ero, dakT HagBHOCTI 1IEHTUYIHOCTI JIAIITe KOHCTATYEThCsI. ducTe
Ero sk npunnun toroxxuoCTi HE MOXKe OyTH PO3KJIAIEHUI HA KOMIIOHEHTH.
Boanouac emmipuane 4 ananisyeTbes wepes MojIe/b JOTITHOI KOHCTPYKITIT,
i came BoHO cTae y B. [IzkefiMca mpeiMeTOM MOJAIBIITOTO aHAJi3Y.

OCKIZIbKH COIIIOJIOTIsT Ta MCUXOJIOTis poOJIAThL aKIEHT Ha, JTOCiIKEHH]
COIIaJIbHOI 1IEHTUYHOCTI, 1 1i BiAa0Th mepeBary HaJi 0COOMCTICHOO i71eH-
THUYHICTIO, TO HaAaJl MU OyaeMo (bOKyCyBaTH yBary Ha PO3IJISIl caMe CO-
MiaIbHOT IIeHTUIHOCTI it TopiBHSAEMO 11 3 iMeHTUIHICTIO ocobucTocTi v di-
socodii. Kpim Toro, comiaabHy iTeHTUYIHICTD Ta iIeHTUIHICTH OCOOMCTOCTI
y disocodil onucyoTh 3a JOMOMOIO MOJEJI JIOTTYHOT KOHCTPYKIIT 4, 1o
YMOXKJIMBIIOE iX mopiBHaHHA. [lopiBEanna Yucroro Ero y mcmxosorii Ta
dinocodcrkoro po3ymiHHS ineHTHIHOCTI Oy/I0 6 YTPYAHEHE, SKINO B3araJi
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MOXKJIMBO, OCKIJIBKY X OMUCYIOTH PI3HUMU KOHIEITYaJbHUMY MOJIEJISIMH.

pyra puca i MOPIBHAHHS IiJIXOJIB 10 IIEHTUIHOCTiI — OHTOJIOTI-
qHmit craryc igentudHOoCcTi. Y disocodil imeHTHIHICTD PO3IIISIAIOTh AK
BiIHOIIIEHHST TOTOXKHOCTI MizK eTamamMu OyTTs 0COOMCTOCTi, ab0 MizK KOM-
nounentamu ¢l. IIpoimocTpyBaTu Takmit miaxis MOKeMO Ha TIPUKJIA] KJIa-
cuvHOro ysiBHOTO ekcriepumenTy T. Pima mpo xsomis, odimnepa Ta rerepaJia
[7, c. 157-158]. Yasimo, 1110 € IIeBHUIA 90JIOBIK, SIKOI'O B AUTAYOMY Billi 9acTO
Kapasan 3a BuTiBku. lloTiM BiH ctas odimepom, i mim gac 6010 mposTBUB
MY?KHICTH Ta 3aXOIHB INPANoOp Bopora. Y Iieli MOMEHT BiH NPHUrajas,
AK OyB XJIOHIEM 1 #K HOro IoKapaJju 3a Te, IO BiH 3puBaB (QpykKTH
B UyXKOMY CaJy. 3rojoM Iieil odirnep craB resHepajioM. Byayum Bxke B
JITHBOMY BiIli, TeHepaJ maM’siTaB, K OyB odilepoM i K 3aXONUB MPaIop
Bopora B 0010, ajie 3a0yB, K y AUTUHCTBI OyB MOKApPAaHWIl 32 KPATIKKY
dpykTiB i3 aykoro camy. T. Pix posrmsmae ieHTHYIHICTD 9K BiIHOIEHHST
TOTOXKHOCTI MiK eTaraMu OyTTs «XJIOMEIby, «OMirep» i «reHepasy. AKImo
repoiil ysiBHOI'O €KCIIEPUMEHTY BijuyBae cebe Ha HUHIIIHBOMY €Talll Ti€o
0CODHCTICTIO, 10 BUKOHYBAJIa Jil HA IOMEPEIHBOMY E€Talll, TO MiXK IUMA
eTariaMy BCTAHOBJIIOETHCsI BiJTHOIIIEHHS 1IEHTUIHOCTI.

OCKIJIbKY 1IEHTUYHICTD BUTIIYMAIyIOTh sIK BiTHOIIIEHHSI TUITYy PIBHOCTI,
TO 11 PO3TJIAIAIOTH Yepe3 BJIACTUBOCTI CUMETPUIHOCTI, pedIeKTUBHOCTI Ta
TPaH3UTUBHOCTI. PedieKTUBHICTD 03HAYAE, M0 OCODMCTICTD Ha KOXKHOMY
erari OyJte TOTOXKHa caMiit cobl B MeXKax IbOro eraiy. B ysiBHOMY ekciiepu-
MEHTI «XJIoIelnby OyJie TOTOKHUI caMoMy cobi yBech dac 1epeOdyBaHHs Ha
mpoMYy eTari, «odirep» Oyme TOToXKHU «0odinepys», a «reHepay — «TeHe-
pasty». CHMETPUIHICTD TOJISITAE B TOMY, 110, SIKITO eTanu 0yTTs «odirep»
Ta <«XJIOIEIb» BU3HAIOTHCH MiK COOOIO K TOTOXKHI, TO «XJIOIEIb» Oyie
TI€I0 caMOI0 OCOOMCTICTIO, IO i «odinep», 1 HaBmaku. Texk caMe MOXKHA
CTBEP/RKYBAaTH IMIOAO IHMMX eramiB y Oyrri sojguan. TpansntusHicTh
O03HAYAE, IO, SKIMO <«XJIOIEIby TOTOXKHUN «0odinepy», a «odimep» TOTO-
JKHUH «T€HEPAJTY», TO MiK eTaraMu OyTTs «IeHepas» 1 «XJIOMeIby HasIBHA
TOTOXKHICTb. TOOTO Temepas—Iie Ta caMa OCOOUCTICTh, IO 1 XJIOTEIlh.
. JIproic pomae, 10 iIeHTUYHICTh OCOOMCTOCTI — I BiJHOIIEHHS, sSTKe He
JIOIYCKa€e cTymeHiB piBHocti [18, c.146]. Inenruunicts abo 36epiraerbest
MixK eTarmamMu Oy TTsi, 00 BTPAIAEThHCs, IO 1 HAMAraBCs IIPOIEMOHCTPYBaTH
T.Pix. ¥V po3ristHyTOMYy ysIBHOMY €KCIEPUMEHTI I CYMHIB CTaBUTHCHA
TPAH3UTHUBHICTD: SKINO JIOAMHA 3a0yBae€ BijjaJjiene MUHyJe, TO TPAH3U-
TUBHICTh MIXK JBOMa eTalaMu OyTTs IOPYIIYEThCs, IO MPU3BOIUTH JIO
BTPATH TOTOXKHOCTI MiK eramamu. 1o6To dimocod mokasye, 1Mo JOIIHA
B JITHbOMY BiIi mepecrae O6yTH Ti€0 K €aMOI0 OCOOMCTICTIO, KOO Oysia
KOJINCh Yy nuTUHCTBI. Binmosinxo, inenTudHicTs ocobucrocTi He Moxke OyTh
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MosICHEHa Yepe3 MPUrajIyBaHHsd, 1 He MOXKe I'PYHTYBATHCS Ha CBIIOMOCTI, a
3HAYNTH: TpedA BIAIIyKATH Kpalle OOI'PYHTYBAHHS JJIsl 1IIEHTUIHOCTI.

CorjanpHa 1JIEHTUYHICTD — CYKYIHICTh YsBJIEHb PO MPUHAJEXKHICTD
J10 comiasbHOl Tpymu. CoriajabHa ieHTHIHICTh (POPMYETHCS B PE3YJIbTaTI
nporecy igeHTudikaIii — OTOTOXKHEHHs 1HIuBiga 3 TmeBHOIO rpymoio. Ile
00pa3 y CBIIOMOCTI, 110 CTBOPIOETHCS HAa IiACTaBl BCTAHOBJIEHHSI BiIHOIIIE-
HHS THIy PIBHOCTI MiXK IHAWBIZOM 1 IpyIoio Ha OCHOBI HMEBHOI CIIIBHOL
pucu, aje He caMe BiTHOIIEHHS THUIYy PiBHOCTI.

I3 mporo BumIMBaE TpeTs BiAMIHHICTD MiXK IIEHTHYIHICTIO B aHAJITH-
qHift dimocodil Ta coriaabHOI IMEHTUUHICTIO Y ICHUXOJIOTil Ta COIioJI0-
ril: iIEHTUYHICTh sIK BiJHOINEHHSI TOTOXKHOCTI y itocodil — BHyTpiliHE
BIJ[HOIIIEHHST, & COIiaIbHA IIEHTUIHICTh MOXKe OyTH CXapaKTepU30BaHa, K
pe3y/bTaT 30BHIMIHBOTO BimHomenns. AnagitTuana dinocodis posrisiae
IIEeHTUYIHICTD K BiIHOIIEHHS, 0 3B’s3y€ Pi3Hi eTanu KUTTS 0COOMCTOCTI,
sIKa TIOPIBHIOETHCS caMa 3 coboro. [menTutnicTs ocobucTocTi y dimocodil ne
nepebaae HasBHICTD iHIUX JJIsd MIOPIBHSHHS, K 1 HE MOYXKe OyTHU 3aj1aHa
330BHI iHmMMMET JoabMu. Ak ciaymmio 3ayBaxkus /JI. JIpioic, muranas mpo
IIEHTUYHICT IPOCTE, OCKIIbKU Oy/Ib-sKa Pid 3aBXK/IM TOTOXKHA caMiii cobi
[17, ¢.193]. CornjasnbHa iIeHTUYIHICTD lIepeIdadac HASBHICTD 1HIIUX: OKpe-
MUX IHAWBIIIB a00 COIiaJbHOI I'PYIH, OCKLILKYA BOHA MTOCTAE SIK PE3YIbTAT
imenTudikaiii — nmopiBusiHHs cebe 3 iHmuMu. CorfiajibHa iIeHTUYHICTE 1H-
Tepiopu3oBaHa 30BHiIHIME BiumBaMmu. CyJKeHHs IIPO HAsIBHICTH IIEBHOL
COIIaJIbHOI 1EHTUIHOCTI OKPEMOro 1HINBiga MOXKYTh (DOPMY/IIOBATH *LT€e-
HU TPYIIA, [0 KOl BiH HAJIEXKUTD; & y (istocodii CyKeHHs PO HASBHICTD
ITEHTUIHOCTI MOKe BHHOCHUTH TITHKU OCOOHUCTICTH MPO cebe, 0COBIMBO 118
CTOCYEThCSI HAPATUBHUX 1 HEOJOKKIAHCHKUX KOHIIEIIIil, OCTaHHI IOSCHIO-
IOThb HASIBHICTH 1JICHTUYIHOCTI TSATJICTIO TICUXIYHUX MPOIECIB y Yaci.

Ocrannst, YerBepTa, BIAMIHHICTD MiXK 1JEHTHYIHICTIO OCOOUCTOCTI Ta
COTATEHOIO IIEHTUYIHICTIO TTOJIATAE B IXHBOMY PI3HOMY TPAKTUIHOMY 3Tili-
cruendi. IneaTuanicTh ocobuctocti y disocodil peamizyerbesa SK BigIyTTs
TarIoCcTi BiacHoro 6yTTsa. JIxk. JIOKK cTBepmKyBaB, 1Mo 03 iMeHTHIHOCTI
HeMae ocobucrTocti. Tob6TO, SIKIO JI0AMHA 3 PISHUX IPUYNH BTPAdae ijieH-
TUYHICTb, 0COOUCTICTh 11 TAKOXK 3HUKAE, 3aMIiCThb HEl YTBOPIOETHCS HOBA.
Orxke, y dinocodil imeHTHYHICTS — 1€ HEOOXITHA yMOBa JJIs iCHYBaHHS
ocobucTocTi gK cyO’eKTa Mi3HAHHA Ta TiSJIBHOCTI.

Couja/ibHa 1JIEGHTUYHICTD K TaKa TAKOXK € HEOOXIIHOI YMOBOIO JIJIsi
icHyBaHHSI OCOOMCTOCTI, OCKIJIBKU OY/Ib-s1Ka OCOOUCTICTH BUHUKAE B PE3YJIb-
raTi B3aemoii 3 iHmumu. IIpore corjanbHa ineHTHUHICTD (SIK colfjasibHA
POJIb, IPUHAJEXKHICTH 0 IPYIM) MOMXKE 3MIHIOBATHCH HPOTIATOM YKUTTS
JouHau 06€3 BUHUKHEHHS 3arPO3U MTOBHOI BTPATH OCOOUCTOCTI.
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Hairre mopiBHsAHHS TOKAa3ye, 10, CIPaB/i, € Pi3HAINA B PO3yMiHHI Ka-
Teropil ieHTUYHOCTI B aHaJiTHYHIN (disocodil, 3 omHOrO 6OKY, Ta y IICHU-
x0J1oTil 1 cortiosiorii, 3 iHmoro. Y ¢dimocodil iMeHTUIHICTD PO3TIISIAETHCS
K BiTHOIIEHHsT TUIy PIBHOCTI MiXK eramamu OyTTss ocobucrtocti. ¥ co-
IIOJIOTIT Ta IICUXOJIOTI — KATeropis iJIeHTUHYHOCT] TEePEOCMUCIIOETHCS BiJL
BiauyTTs BacHO! Cy®’€KTHOCTI [0 COIIAIBHOI iIEHTUIHOCTI — BUKOHAHHS
IIeBHOI coliajibHOI poJi § ysBJIEHHS NPO IPUHAJIEXKHICTH /0 COIiaIbHOL
rpymu. ZIKImo mopiBHIOBATH COIIAIBHY iJIEHTUYIHICTH Ta iJIECHTUYHICTD K
TaKy, TO BOHH BiIPi3HSIOTHCS 3a CBOIMH XapaKTEPUCTUKAMU: COIIAJIHHA
IIEHTUIHICTD — 30BHIINHE BiIHOIIEHHS, TIepeadatae HAABHICTD IHIIOTO, a
iTIeHTUIHICTD 0COOMCTOTI PO3YMIETHCSA K BiTHONIEHHS TOTOXKHOCTI, sIKE €
BHYTPIIIHIM i He mTepeidadac NOpiBHAHHS 3 iHITUMU. [JeHTUIHICTD K Taka
3aB2KJIU OJTHA, a COIIAJIbHUX IJIEHTUYIHOCTENH MOXKe OyTH jeKinbka. BrpaTa
abo 3MiHa corjanapHol igeHTHYHOCTI MOXKe OyTH BiMyTHOIO JIJIsI IIE€BHOI
JIIO[TMHU, aJieé He MPU3BOAUTL M10 3HUIIEHHS 11 0COOMCTOCTI, BOIHOYAC HAK
6e3 HasBHOCTI iIEGHTUIHOCTI sIK TAKOl 1HIUBI HEe MOXKe OyTH OCOOMCTICTIO,
i ftoro ocobucTicTh HE MOYKE iICHYBATH MPOTITOM HUacy.

CuijibHUM MiXK JIBOMa KaTeropisiMd € Te, 10 BOHU OOUIBI BasKJIUBI st
icHyBaHHSI OCOOMCTOCTI: IIEHTUYHICTD 9K TaKa IOB’s3aHa 3 HADYTTIM 3718~
THOCTI OyTH cyD’€KTOM Ti3HAHHS 1 TISUTBHOCTI, & COIiaIbHa 1IeHTUIHICTD —
e peaJtizallisi 0COOUCTOCTI sIK CyCHIIbHOI iCTOTH.
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IDENTITY IN ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY, SOCIOLOGY, AND
PSYCHOLOGY: SIMILARITY AND DIFFERENCE

Olena Olifer

Abstract. In the twenty-first century, scholars pay considerable attention to
the question of the identity of a person. This category is studied in philosophy,
humanities, and social studies. However, there is a question of similarity and
differences in the understanding of the term “identity”. Is identity viewed the
same in philosophy, sociology, and psychology? The paper attempts to compare
the understanding of identity as a category in the mentioned fields of study.
First, the article outlines the historical development of identity, sociology, and
psychology and the understanding of this category. In analytic philosophy,
identity is the question of a person’s existence over time: whether the person
at time ¢; is identical to a person at time ts. In psychology, identity is
regarded as the feeling of being an unchanged subject of thoughts in the
stream of consciousness and as the identification with social roles. The first
understanding is personal identity. It is viewed the same as in philosophy.
The other is social identity. Sociology considers identity predominantly as
social identity. Then, the paper compares the understanding of identity in
analytic philosophy, psychology, and sociology. In analytic philosophy, personal
identity is viewed as logical construction, but the notion of personal identity
in psychology is based on the Pure Ego theory. It means identity is a minimal
unit and cannot be analyzed further. Social identity is regarded as logical
construction. Personal identity in analytic philosophy and social identity in
psychology and sociology are based on the same methodological approach, so
the paper compares these two categories. As a result of the comparison, some
differences have been found in the understanding of the ontological status of
the category “identity” and its practical realization.

Keywords: personal identity, social identity, person, the relation of equality,
identification, logical construction, Pure Ego theory.
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J10 IIPOBJIEMU ®OPMYBAHHSI TEOPETUKO-
METO/IOJIOTTYHOI IIJIAT®OPMMU
IHBAMPOHMEHTAJIBHOI OCBITHU

Tanuna BamyTa

Amnoranisi. Y XXI crosirri Bce 6liblie yBaru IPUIISAETHCS PO3BUTKY €KO-
JIOPIYHOrO MUCJIEHHsI. 3aMiCThb TOTO, 106 TEOPETHYHO OMAHOBYBATU IIPUPOLY,
JIIOJMHA Ma€ MiKJyBaTHCA Npo Hel. PiBHOIIHHE CTaBJIeHHSI [0 HPHUPOAU Mae€
CTaTH BHXOBHOIO yHiBepcaJli€lo, TOMy pO3IJIAJa€ThCA AK IiHHiCcTh. Exosoriuna
KyJbTypa aHaJli3yeThbCsd AK eTHUKa 30epeKeHHsS i NepMeHEeBTHUYHA IPAKTHKA.
OpHaK eKOJIOro-AUCKYPCHUBHA IapaJurMa BCe L€ 3aJMINAETbCHA NPOoGieMaTu-
4HOI0 B OcBiTi. Cepilo3HUM HEJIOJIKOM OCBiTH € (dparMeHTapHICTbH Mi3HAHHS,
BigcyTHicTE MeromosioriuHol mtardopmu, sika 3abesnedye KapTHUHY €JHOCTI
cBiTy, «ciMmeitHOl criopifiHeHOCTi» foro siBuil. BigrBopeHH: 3arajibHOI KAPTUHN
€ MOXKJIMBHM IIJIIXOM BBEJEHHs y Ni3HaBAJbHUNI TI'OPU30HT €TUYHOIO <«PO-
3yMio4yoro» auckypcy. Tomy MeTom0 cTaTTi € aHaJji3 KOMIIJIEKCHOI'O IIiJIXOLy
y dinocodii ocsitu. ¥V crarri po3risiia€TbCs €KOJIOrivMHAa aHTPOIOJIOris sK
METO/IOJIOTiYHa OCHOBa €KOJIONO-JUCKYPCHUBHOI NapaJurMH, a TaKOX Teope-
THKO-MeTofoJoriuHa TardopMa iHBafipoHMeHTanbHOI ocBiTh: (a) KoHIenT
LiHHOCTI >KUTTH 1 floro NposoBKeHHs y Beix npossax i popmax (A. Ilseitnep),
(6) xosicTuuHe CBITOPO3yMiHHS, IPUHIUIIN: IPOCTOTH, KOP€PEHTHOCTI, JOLiIb-
HOCTi sIK BuXigHi y cxemax nosicienust (A. Baiitxen), (B) KoMyHikaTuBHA €TH-
Ka, IHTerpaJbHHMI MeTOOJIOTIYHMHI IUIIopaJisM sK PpisHi crocobu iHTEeprpe-
Tanil cyruocri (K. Binbep), (r) mosi moxeni miznanusi. Harosomyerbcs, 1o
€KOJIOriYHe MUCJIEHHSI HEMOXKJIMBO cdopMmyBaTu 6e3 3MiHHM emnicTeMoJsorigxHol
mogeni. Takum unHOM, 3amicTb dakTiB i KOMIETEHIIiN, MMi3HAHHS JIIOJUHH
Mae 6a3yBaTHUCs Ha LIHHOCTAX. Y pPOOOTI BUCBIT/IEHO i/1€10 JiarHOCTHUYHOrO
misHaHH#A, sIKe 6a3yeTbcs Ha IiHHOCTaAX. OTKe, MeradismvyHa KapTWHa CBiTy
Ma€ 3HAYYIIU TeOPEeTUKO-METOIOJIONIYHIN OTEHIial, AKUl PO3rOPTAETLCA Y
nisHaBaJIbHOMY i €THUYHOMY I'OPHU30HTI Ta € IPAKTUKOIO OCBITHBLOI pediiekcil,
AKa iHTerpye pisHi Tunu panioHaJbHOCTI, TpaKTye npolec MojepHizalii B ocBiTi
SIK peabiyiTarilo OHTOJIONiYHUX I[IHHOCTEH, BUTICHEHMX IHCTPYMEHTAJbHUMH
IiHHOCTAMHM TEXHIYHOI'O IIPOTpPecy.

Kiro4oBi ciioBa: po3yMiHHSI, FEpDMEHEBTHKA, I[IHHICTh, METO/I0JIOTisI, €BPUCTH-
Ka.

AKTyasbHI IpO6JIEMH J[yXOBHOCTI:
36. Hayk. npanb / Pesx.: 5.B. Illpavko.
Kpuswuii Pir: KJIITY, 2022. Bun. 23. C. 287-299.
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®inocodist ociTr € cdeporo cydacHol mpakTUIHOI (isocodil, sKa
AKTUBHO 3aJlydae «TJIoba/i3ariifHuili mapaMerpy, BpaxoBy€ HEOOXiTHICTH
BKJIIOUYEHHsI IOT0 acCIIeKTiB sIK BaXKJIMBOl KOMIIOHEHTH CYYaCHUX OCBITHIX
nporpam. [luranns skoio mMae OyTH CydacHa OCBiTa BKJIIOYAE PE3yJIbTa-
TH JHUCKYCi#, IKi 3BePTAIOTh yBary Ha HeoOXinHiCTh (OpMYyBaHHS «COITi-
aJIbHOI'O MUCJIEHHsI», BPAXOBYIOTh 3allUTH Yacy Ta CIeHapil riobajbHO-
ro po3BUTKY. Bimgmaummo, mo MporpecwBHi MapajurMu OCBITH, 3alisHi
B OCBITHBOMY HPOCTOPi, € HMapTUKYISIPHUMHE, BY3bKOCIIEMIAJTI30BAHUMA 1
TOMY JIHIIIE YaCTKOBO IIPUJIATHUMUA JJIst YCIIIITHOTO OJ0JIAHHS TJI00aIbHOT
KpU3HU, OCKLJIbKH, IO-IIEPIIe, 3aJIUIIAI0THCA ONHOMIpHUMH, a0 HAyKOIEH-
TPUYHUMU, & IO-JIpyre, He PO3PaxOBaHUMU Ha (DOPMYBAaHHSI BaYKJIMBUX
CUTYaTUBHUX KOMIIETEHTHOCTEH, CHiBBIIHOCHUX 13 MiHJIMBUMU IMapaMeTpa-
Mu Oiocdepn, TEXHOTeHHUMHA HACTIIKaMU parionaabHol Kyasrypu. Ocsita
3AJIMIIAETHCA 38 MEYKAMU BaXKJIMBUX I[iJIel Ta COIIaJbHUX I[IHHOCTENH,
cepeJ] TKUX aHTPONOJOTIYHUIN JTUCKYPC, OPIEHTOBAHMII Ha PO3yMiHHSA He-
JIIHIMHUX 3aKOHOMipHOCTeil OyTTs, IIIHHOCTE!l PO3YMHOI'O CHiBiCHYyBaHHS,
YCBIIIOMJIEHHST IPUPOJM sIK «JIoMy OyTTsi». Creriajizartisi, HeoOXiTHa i
PO3BUTKY IHBIII30BAaHOIO MWCJIEHHsI, HETATUBHO BILUIMHYyJa Ha (dimocod-
CbKe MUCJIEHHS OCBiYeHUX JIOJell i, TAKUM YUHOM, Ha PO3BUTOK IHCTHU-
TYTiB, MOKJUKAHUX cIpusaTu ocBiTi. IIporpec Haykmu, 10 BHUKJIMKAB IIpe-
JMeTHe Bi/IMeXKyBaHHsI YHIBEpCUTETIB, IX aBTOHOMII, — CIIPUSIIN 3BY2KEHHIO
muporu MuciaeHHst, — iamivas A. H. Baiitxen [1]. Mucsiurens npuiiiss
0CODJIMBY yBary TeMi OCBITH SIK MOKA3HUKY IHTEJEKTYaJbHOIO IIPOTDECY,
11 TprHOUIAM, 30KpeMa — IPUHIIIIY PO3YMIHHS K KPHUTEPII0 HAJIEKHOL
ocsitu. ITlo x mae na yBasi BaiiTxea, koam MipkKye mpo pO3yMiHHS sK
OCBITHII IpUHIUII 1 criocib MucjieHHsI? Y IiJICyMKY, HIeThCs PO YCBIIIOM-
JIEHHsI 3araJIbHOrO CEHCY OCBITH — 30epezKeHHsI 6i0COIiaJIbHOrO Da3ucy sk
CepeJIOBUINA, HAIOrO icHyBaHHs. BaiiTxes MOTHBYE TiJICHJIINTH yBary Jo
«PO3YMIHHS», «fKINO NUBLII3alis 30MpacThcs BuKuTH> [1].

Kpuruka memoaikiB TpauiiitHOl OCBITHROI KYJIBTYPH, CIIOCTEPEXKYBaHA
i chorosini, € HeOE3MiACTABHOIO, OCKIMLKU MPAKTHUIHO HE BPAXOBYETHCS
AKTYaJIbHUAN COITIAJIbHUI KOHTEKCT Ta HOro peasibHi BUK/IUKU. fK BioMoO,
cepeJ1 OCBITHIX TPoOJIeM HANOLIBIT TOCTPO CTOITH MPOOJIEMa PO3PUBY MixK
OCBITOIO 1 COIIAJILHOIO JIMHAMIKOIO, He PO3IJIAAI0ThCS HATraJIbHI COIliaIbHi
mpobjemMu, TXHI TpUIWHHU, HAcHiaku, pimends. Hi ocobmernit yemix, mi
COITiaJIbHUM IPECTHXK OKPEMO B3ATOl KpalHU HE MOXKYTb MHCJUTHUCI SK
Taki Ha (OHI TOCTPHUX 3arajJbHOIOJICHKAX MPOOJIEM, TepeIyciM, eKOJo-
riYHAX 3arpo3, siKi JeMOHCTPYIOTh CHUHEPTiiHY HpUpoay 3 11 0CODJIMBOIO
JIOTiKOI0 Ta HemepeabadyBaHicTio. Cepito3HUM HEMOiKOM OcBiTH € dpa-
TMEHTAPHICTh Ii3HAHHS, BIJICYTHICTH METOIOJIOTIYHOI IIaT(OPMH, KA
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3abe3redye KapTUHY €IHOCTI CBITY, «CIMEWHOI CIIOPIIHEHOCTI» WOTO SIBHUIIL.
BinrBopentusi 3arajibHOI KAPTUHU € MOXKJIMBUAM ILISIXOM BBEJEHHS y IIi-
3HABAJIBHUI TOPU30HT €TUIHOIO «PO3YMIIOYOr0» IUCKYPCY, K 1€ MUCJIUB
Baiirxes, i npononyors takoxk II. @peitpe, FO.H. Xapapi, C. /. Canac,
B. Jlederp, @.3imbapi0, BKasywoun Ha iHGOpMAIiHy i METOI0JIOrTYHY
HEJIOCTATHICTh TPAIUIIAHOI OCBITH, siKa, 30epirarouu CTiiiKe KOHIEITYaJb-
He po 00’ €KTUBI3MY, BUKJIIOUAE IIHHICH] 3acaau OyTTsi, He BPAXOBY€E fOr0
cucTeMHi BuMipu, Metadi3udHi IaHn; 3BOIUTH A0 MiHiMyMy pedJieKCuBHI
MIPaKTUKN, 30epiralodn ayxX iHTeJeKTyaIbHOI KOHKYPEHITT Ta 1HIuBI Iyab-
HOI IIparMaTuKu.

VY BiTYM3HAHINE TPAIUITT €KOJIOTIIHA TEMa, B OCBITI IIpeICTaB/IEHA Y TIPa-
nax A. €pmonenka, 1. ITomogoi, C. Knenko, C. Kynenas, T. Aujapromenko
Ta in. Exosiorizaris ocBITHBOTO IPOCTOPY PO3IVIATAETHCS K TOJIOBHE 3aB-
manasg momepuizamil ocsitm XXI cr. Ilpm mpomy y mpobsemMHOMY TOJ
3aJUIMIAECTHCI MUTAHHS TEOPETUKO-METO/IOJOTIIHOr0 6a3ucy iHHOBAIIHOL
Ta aKTyaJbHOI OCBITHROI IpakTuKHU. [locTae muTaHHs: IKi KOHIIEIITH, KOM-
[IETEHTHOCTI I1€/IarOrivHOI ericTeMosIoril MOXKYTh OyTH BHU3HAUEH] SK Me-
TOJIOJIOTIYHI MPIOPUTETH OCBITHHOI KYJILTYPU HOBOTO THUITLY.

Hogi imnepamusu. Jlefirmoruom dimocodil A. H. Baiirxena Oyia imes
€JTHOCTI IIPUPOJIM JIIOJIMHUA Ta CYCHIJIBCTBA, PO3YMIHHS YKUTTS SIK BIIOPSJI-
BOy10BaHI B 3arajibHUl MOPSIIOK pupoan. KoHIenTya bHuil IIPOEKT, Ha-
kpecsiennii dinocodom, crionykae akTyasaizyBaru ninuicui (eTudmi), eKoso-
rivHi, KOMyHIKQTABHI aCIIeKTH OCBITH, IPAKTUIHO PEATi3yBaTH IMIIEpaATHBI
«eTUKH 30€peXKeHHsI», «eTUKU CIIBICHYBaHHS», «€THUKH PO3YMHUX TPAHC-
dopwmariiii», Ha BiAMiHYy BiJ HEKEPOBAHOI «E€THKU PAINKAJIBLHUX TPpaHchOp-
Mariity. TakuM YUHOM K OCBITHIO yHiBepcaJiilo MOXKHA 3aIlPOTOHYBATH
IHBafpOHMEHTAIBLHUHI, JUCKYPCUBHO-EKOJIOTITHUIM ITi/IXi /1, KU aKTyasi3ye
€THKY CIIIHHOI BiAIOBIAAIBHOCTI cyD’eKTiB 381151 30epeKeHHs i pO3yMHO-
IO TIepPEeTBOPEHHSI XKUTTEBOrO cepeioBuiia. fK 3ayBaxkye A. EpmoseHko:

KanToBe 3anmuTanHis «II0 S [IOBUHEH poOUTU?» He BTpada€e aKTyaJbHOCTI,
JOIIOBHIOIOYNCDH 3aIIUTAHHSIM — IO MU [IOBHHHI POOHTH pa30M, sIK OOI'pyH-

TyBaTH HaIIly CIIJIbHY BIJIIOBiJa/IbHICTD, B sKiil Oysa 0 igenTudikoBana i
innuBinyasbHa BigmosimanbHicTs [2, c. 25].

Haromomyernest, o «HIKOMM [0CI HE CTOSIIO TMUTAHHS BiIMOBITAJIHHOCTI
3a CBOE iCHYyBaHHS JIIOAUHU AK BUJY, aJ2Ke J0Ci JrioguHa Oyia He B 3MO3i
IIIKOBUTO 3HUIUTH cebe siK TacTUHY npupoam» [2, c. 182].

A. €pmoitenko akryasisye miardopmi, copmosani ernxoo I. Monaca,
sakuit min BmBom ineit A. H. BaiiTxema, BKIIIOYUB y TOPU3OHT €TUIHOTO
JUCKYPCY MeTapi3uIHy OCHOBY.
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OO6rpyHTyBaHHSI TaKOl €TUKH, siKa BXKE He MOXKe OOMexKyBaTucCsi cheporo
6e3mocepeiHiX JIIOACHKUX CTOCYHKIB, IIOBUHHO MaTH CBOIM HapI>KHUM Ka-
MeHeM MeTadi3uKy, BUXOAAYN 3 SKOI TIIBKU W MOXKHA IIOCTABUTHU 3a-
MUTAaHHS, YOMY JIFOJM B3araji MaloTb OyTH y CBiTi, oT:Ke, 6e3yMOBHO
3HAYYIUM € IMIIepaTHB, sIKW BUMarae 3a0e3le4YuTH iCHYBaHHs JIIOJeN
i B maiibytHboMy [...]. CTapi nuTaHHS IpPO BiNHOMIEHHST MiXK OyTTaM i
HAJIEXKHICTIO, NPUYUHOIO 1 METOI0, NPHUPOJOI0 i HiHHICTIO MaloTh OyTH
OHTOJIOTIYHO mepeopieHTOBaHi, M6 M0 TOM GiK MIHHICHOTO Cy6 €KTUBI3MY
[I0-HOBOMY YKOPIHUTH 06OB’s130K Jionuuu B OyTTi [3, c. 8].

Inest «Ttypborn mpo cebe» mocTae KOMIIEKCOM, SIKAN KaTajilye 3aMminy
MM3HABAJILHOTO BEKTOPY, IIHHICHUX IHTEHITI B OCBITHIX TpOrpaMax, sijipoM
AKX € IPUHIUI PO3YMIHHS Ta Oro KOPEJISTH.

Ipunyun posyminns. Icuyiors pisHi imTepmperarii po3yMiHHS, AK-
OT HANpUKJIaI, dikcaris 3B’a3KiB i BigHOMIEeHb y (hOpMi 3HAHDL YU iHTe-
rpajbHa €IHicTb. [IpuHITUT PO3YMIiHHS K «iHTErpajibHy €IHICTh» — ILjIa-
ThopMy ITi3HAHHS, TOSICHEHHST Ta IHTepIIpeTariii akTyaai3yoTs A. Yaiitxesn,
I". Tagamep, K. Binbep, . Hoitq, P. [lenpoys Ta in. 1. Hoita nure:

VY MaitbyTHBOMY PO3yMiHHSI OXOIUTB 3arajibHy KOHIIEIIII0 peajibHOCTI BCi
MOsICHEHHSI Oy/yTh pOo3yMiTucs Ha (DOHI yHIBEpCAJbHOCTi, a KOXKHA HOBa
imest Oye aBTOMATUYIHO HAMAraTUCS BUCBITJIIOBATH HE TIJIbKA KOHKPETHUN
npeaMeT, a y pi3uiit mipi Bci npeameru. Ilormmbiene po3yminus, ke Mu
y OiICYMKY OTPUMAEMO BiJl I[bOI'O BEJIMKOrO O0’€IHAHHS, MOXKe 3HAYHO
[IEPEBUINUTH Te, IO IPUHECJIO Oy/b-sIKe 13 IOIepeJHIX MOsICHEHb [4].

Y mgiarsicrmuHiit dinocodii Oysma oOrpyHTOBaHA IIPUHIAIIOBA Bif-
MIHHICTh IHTEPIPETATHMBHUX CXE€M I PI3HHX KyJAbTypHUX Tumis. He-
3BaXKalouW Ha TaKy BiIMIHHICTH, «PO3yMiHHA» MOCTYIIOBAJIOCH AK YHi-
BepcasibHa IutardopMa CHIbHEX coiokyabTypaux upaktuk (K. FOwur,
JI. Bitrenmraiin, FO. Tabepmac). TakoxXK y comiaJbHIX HAyKax GEPeThes 110
yBaru migxin M. Bebepa, 3a skuM po3yMiHHsT BU3HAYAE CMUCJI COIIATBLHOT
mil, 11 IMiHAICHY CIPSIMOBAHICTD, IO, Ha XKajb, HE 3aBXKIN BPAXOBYETHCSI
y Hi3HABAJILHUX MPAKTUKAX, OPIEHTOBAHUX Ha <II3HAHHA 3apaJiu Ii3Ha-
uHs». HabyBae MeTO0/I0TiYHOI BapTOCTi ijless MpO COiaJbHUt CBIT gK
koHCTPYKT Horo arentis (A. ITron, IT. Bypape, E. Tiggenc ta in.). 3sigcu
BUILIMBAE PEAJIbHA MOXKJIMBICTH OCBITHIX TpaHchOpMAaIliil €IMHOro THUILY i
y mimcymMKy — GOpMyBaHHsT CTIHKHAX AKCIOJOTIYHUX Ii3HABAJBHUX 3aCal,
HE3aJIE2KHO Bif Ky/ibTypHUX DOPM 1 Tpauiiit ocBiTH.

Takum 9rHOM, KOHCTPYKT Ii3HAHHS MOYKe OyTH JIOIOBHEHMI PO3YyMiH-
HeIM, TI[0 MOYKHA, TJIYMAYUTH SIK CAMOOYEBUIHUN 0A3WC, 38 AaHAJIOTIEIO 3 MO-
BOIO, SIKY MU MOXKEMO TJIYMa4HUTH siK 3HAHHSI-PO3YMIiHHSI, siKe He oTpedye
JOBeIeHb. |HBaflpOHMeHTaIbHA, TIaT(OPMa MUCIUTBCS AK «PO3yMitodas
METO/IOJIOTis, K& BKJIIOYAE:
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(a) KoHIENT HIHHOCTI YKUTTHA 1 HOro MPOJOBIKEHHS Y BCIX IPOsSBAX Ta
dopmax (A.Iseiinep), nopisasaabay byTyposoriio, NO3UTUBHI Ta Hera-
tupni espuctuku (I. Monac);

(6) xosicTuuHe CBITOPO3yMiHHSI — BU3HAHHSI [IPIOPUTETY ILJIOrO, MO Y
CBOIO 4epry € 4acTHHOIO iHmmoro minoro (y raxiit ¢dbopmi He cynepednThb
PEYKIOHI3MY ), HTPUHIUIN: TPOCTOTH, KOTEPEHTHOCTI, JOIUILHOCTI $IK
BuxinHi y cxemax nosichenss (A. H. Baiirxes);

(B) KOMyHIKATHBHY €THKY — IpOIeypu panioHanbHol komyHikamnil (K.-
O. Anesn), inTerpajbHUil METOIOIOTIYHUI ILTIOPAJI3M K pi3Hi criocobu
inrepuperanii cyrnocri (K. Binbep) [5];

(r) repMEHEBTUYHY METOJI0JIONIO;

(n) HOBI Momesi misHaHHsT Ta 3HaHHs. Kopucryoumcb 3100yTKaMu
HayKu i, mepi 3a Bce, digocodil, MU MOXKEMO peTesIbHIIe OCMUCIUTH 3a-
3HAYEHY Mi3HABAJIBHY MOJEJb, 11 mepeBaru, npobeMHi KyTH, IepPeIyMOBA
aJianTarlii B OCBITHBOMY CEPEJIOBHII, CITIBBIIHOCSYN HASABHUN CTAaH OCBITH
3 peaJIbHUMU MOXKJIMBOCTSAMHY Ta MPAKTUYHAMHU CONIAJIbHAMU OTPebaMU.

Ipozpama I'. Honaca: yirwicmo scumma, nezamueni espucmuru. Cto-
COBHO IIEPIIIOrO IIOJIOXKEHHS HAIIOl IIPOrpaMy Bi3bMEMO JIO0 yBaru KOHIlE-
o I. Vlonaca. Hespaxkaioun Ha 3HAYHY KiJBKICTh JOCTII?>KEHb B €THIHI
Teopii, oro eTUvIHA MporpaMa BCe IIe HEJIOOMIHEHA Y PeaJIbHIN MPaKTHIL.
Momac me mpuxoBysas BBy Mertadismanol tpamummii A.H. Baitrxena,
sdKa € KOHCTPYKTHBHOIO, TepeayciM, y Meromosoridnomy 3uadenHi. Ha
BimMiHy Bif Kiacmumoi amTpomonenTpuanol Momeni, Monac obrpyHTOBYE
MeradizuyHy MOJIeIb PeaJbHOCTI, BKJIFOUMBIIY Y HEl TAKOXK IIPUHIIKII «BPa-
3JINBOCTI TPUPOJN», IPOIOHYE HOBE PO3YMIHHS 3HAHHSI 9K 1H(pOpMAIT,
[TOB’sI3aHOT 3 CEPEIOBUIIEM, IO € «BIAMOBIIHOI Kay3aJbHUM MACIITA0AM
HaIol AispHOCTI». Vonac akTyasrizye KOHCTPYKT IPOTHO3Y — <IIOPIiBHSLIb-
Hy GyTypoJsoriioy», BiAmoBigae Ha MUTAHHS: TOMYy Tpebda CIpPUATH, 8 TOTO
BapTO YHUKHYTU, HAMATAETHCSI OKPECTUTH aKTyaJIbHI IIHHOCTi, MOpPaJIbHO-
eTHYHI IMIIepaTuBu «TypboTH 1po 30€eperKeHHsI JKUTTS», BBAXKAIOYHN X Ipi-
OPUTETHUMU TIOJI0 TPATUIIINHUX eIiCcTeMOJIOTITHUX 11ieit. B eTuuHiit Teopil
dinocod MONOBHIOE TO3UTUBHI €BPUCTUKN KJIACUIHOI €TUKH I KOHIIEHTPYE
yBary Ha €BPUCTHKAX CTPaXy, «BBOJASAYHN B yCTAJIEHE TOCI IOHATTS JIIO[INHA
i1 fimoBipHe 3HUImEeHHS> [3, ¢. 50]. HeraTusHi eBpuctuku binocod ysazkae
GBI TTPOYKTUBHUMHU TPAKTUKAMU — HETATUBHI CIleHAPil € OJHIEI0 3 MO-
JKJIMBOCTEN 3a1ro0iranns «aroKainTu4Hill nmepcuekTusis. Biache y taknit
«HETATUBHUI» CIIOCIO MOYKJINBO BUOKPEMUTHU PEaJIbHI I[IHHOCTI.

THCTpyMeHTOM 3a3HAYEHOT IPAKTUKY MOBUHHI OyTH PO3yMOBI €KCIIepu-
MEHTHU 3 BUKOPUCTAHHSIM JIOTTYHAX TEXHIK Ta TPOJYKTUBHOI ySIBH.
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Cepitosuum 3acHOBKOM “science fiction” € BucyBaHHSI TaKHX PO3YMOBHX

(yIBHUX) €KCIIEPUMEHTIB, Pe3y/IbTaTH SIKUX MOXKYTb MATH €BPUCTHYHY

dyukuio [3, c. 54].
[To-npyre, peKoMeH 1y€ 3MICTUTH AKIIEHT YBAar'd 3 TPAIUIINHAX [IO3UTUBHIX
3Ha4dymocTell B Oik «HeOsara» y 3B’S3Ky 3 aHAJI30M HETaTUBHUX HMO-
BIpHOCTEIl, TIO-TPETE, CTBEPIZKYE IMYMKY PO OLIBII MUJIbHE CTABJIEHHS IO
MMOYNHAHb, OCKLIBKI MTPUCKOPEHHST TEXHOJOTIYHOTO PO3BUTKY HE 3aJIUIIAE
qacy I KODEKINI, sika CTa€ JeJasii CKJIAHIINIO, a cBOOOIA Ieiauti
0OMezKEHIIIO0I0.

Xoniam: ceim ax yise. Mu poararmoBani y KUTTEBOMY CEPEIOBUIII,
HE MAIOYN MOXKJIMBOCTI OXOIUTH HOTO SK IIijie, aje iMIUIIUATHO IPUILy-
CKa€MO III0 $KiCTb, KaTEropu3yloud peasbHICTL Ha 3acajaX €JIHOCTI Ta
mitocti. Bixke € axciomoro: yHKIIOHyBaHHS CHCTEMH MOXKJIUBE, SKIIO
Bona yHKIoOHYe aK Iime. Jlaochbki mMympert, Oymaiiicbka (dimocodis Ta
AHTUIHI MUCJIUTE OO PYHTYBaJIN IPUHITUI XOTI3MY: pealbHUM € I1ije, sTKe
BU3HAYAE BJIACTUBOCTI 9acTUH. XOJIICTHIHA METOOJIOTisI — repeadadae pi-
3HODIYHE OCSITAHHS CyTi IpeMeTa — BIacTuBa, (hijocopChKOMY MUCIEHHIO
K TAKOMY: PEajbHICTh HE € BUIIAJKOBOIO CTPYKTYPOIO, & € YaCTHUHOIO
3aKJ/IaIEHOTO MOPSIIKY.

Ha meprmuit morvisiy, ycyHeHHsT KPAHOIIIB MAPTUKY/ISIPHOI OCBITH MO-
2KJIUBE 32 PAXyHOK CTBEP/XKEHHSI BUXITHOTO Bi/IHOIIEHHS «JIIOJINHA — IIPH-
posia— BceecBiT» Ta 3aMmiHM IIHHICHMX iHTEHI#l OCBiTH, IO IOJISITAIOTH
Yy MOpaJbHOMY IIAHYBAaHHI MPUPOIM, ajie MOTPIOHO 3ayBaXKUTH, IO Y
TAKOMY CEHCI IPUHIINIHN €KOJIOTIYHOI eTHKHN MOCTAIOTh He SK KaTerOpWIHi,
a Jmre 9K rinmorerwvHi. Bonm y meBHiit Mmipi peasizoBami y cydacHoMy
OCBITHBOMY IIPOIIECi, ajie He € JIIEBUMU, HACKLJIBKY 1€ BUMAara€ 4ac. 3 iH-
Ioro OOKY, «EKOJIOIYHEe MUCJIEHHS» 38 MEXKaMU IPAKTUIHOIO OIIaHy BAHHS
IPUPO/IH, 11 BJOCKOHAJIEHHST — € KaTeropi€lo, Ha BiMiHy Bij 3HaHbL. Takox
BCe Ie 30epiraeTbCsi 3araJibHOHAYKOBA CXEMa IIOSICHEHHSI Bif HUKYIOTO
[0 BHWIIOTO, BiJI IpUpOAM N0 JIOAWHHU SK DPO3YMHOLO, ajie CBaBlIBHOTO
BOJIOAPsT TIPUPOJIHOTO TBOPIHHSA, IO 3PEIITOI0 pyiHye Giosorivnuit dpyH-
namMeHT. CxeMa IMOSICHEHHSI «BUIIOIO Yepe3 HUXKYIe» abCOJIFOTU3YE IIPUPOITHI
Havaja — IHCTUHKTHU, 10 HAOYBAIOTh CyOJIMOBAHOI UM PaIliOHAJIZ0BAHOT
dopmu, € He MEHII TPOOIEMATHIHUME, OCKIJTbKU 3HUKAE aHTPOIIOIOTIIHUIA
dbyumamenT: ninmicHa cdepa, npuramManua Joauni. JlioguHa gk Taka 3 i1
CUCTEMOIO IIHHOCTEM, 10 OJIIOIHIOIOThH CBIT, 3HUKAE 3 J[yXOBHOI'O FOPU30H-
Ty, 3aJIAIIAI0YUCH ¥ TPOCTOPi hakTiB, a fgasi — incruakTiB. OTXKe, €HICTD
COIAJILHOTO 1 610JIOrYHOrO, MPOCTOTH 1 CKJIAIHOCTI, JIIOAUHU 1 IPUPOIU
MO2Ke OyTHU 3PO3YMLIOI0 KPi3b IPU3MY HEJIHIHOTO MOPSIIIKY — «CUCTEMH i
CHUHEPTiT».
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Xouiam —igess mpo Te, MO OOIPDYHTOBAHUMU € TIJIbKHM ITOSICHEHHSI,
3pobJieHi Ha OCHOBiI cHCTeM OLJIBII BHCOKOIO pPIBHSI, MPOTHJIEXKHICTH
penykuionizmy [5].

. JToita BUCIOBJIIOE TIPUITYIIEHHS, IO PO3YMIiHHS 3aJ€KUTDH He Bif 3MicTy
HAIIIOI'0 3HAHHS, & BiJl HOT0 CTPYKTYPH, YIIOIIOHEHI# CTPYKTYPi peasbHOCTI
zarajiom. Kyracuuni ¢isiocodcbKi mocTysraTy miIBoJAsTh 10 BUCHOBKY IIPO
Te, MO BCe MO € Yy JIOJAWHI, 11 CBIZIOMOCTi, HAIIPUKJIAJ, PaIliOHAJIBHICTD,
JIOIIbHICTD, BJIACTUBE TAKOXK IIPUPOJ, aje y HedABHiil dhopmi.

Iedazoziuni eepmenesmuru: ceim ax knuea. Iloromumocs 3 MyMKOIO,
IO JIOCATHEHHS ICTUHU BUXOJUTDH JIAJIEKO 338 MeEXKi eMIIPUIYHUX MEeTOIIB,
MO, $K MPaBUJIO, PO3IVISJIAIOTHCHA $IK OCTAHHS IHCTAHIlsI y CTPYKTYPi
Jlocitijizkents. A. €pPMOJIEHKO TPOIOHYE HU3KY CTPATEriil, siki JI03BOJISITH
CKOHCTPYIOBATH CTIfiKuil pyHIaMEHT HOBOI KAPTUHU PEAIbHOCTI IIJISXOM
3aMiHU aHTPOIOIEHTPUIHOI MOe/i Ha OloneHTpudHy Ta 11 KOpeJIsiTH,
OCMUCJIEHHSI 1 BIIPOB&IZKEHHSI €KOHOMIK HOBOI'O TUITYy, BU3HAUYEHHS M€K
BTPYYaHHS JIIOJINHU Y IPUPOY, T€PMEHEBTUYHY METOJOJIOTII0 «PO3yMiH-
Hsl IIPUPOIU» — TJyMaJYeHHsI CBITY sIK CeMaHTU4HOI IijticHocTi. 3 iHImoro
6oky, Ha ocrosi izeit I'. Mlomaca, bOpMyeThCsI TEHIEHIsSI «HAPOIILYBAHHSI
noTeHIiary cyd’ €KTUBHOCTI Ta cBODOU B JKUBIH IIPUPOJIi».

TirymadeHnHs cBiTy fK IeBHOI CMHCJIOBOI Ta CEMaHTHUYHOI €IHOCTI yMo-
JKJIMBJIIOE CTAaBJICHHS 1O HBOIO HE TIABKKA SIK 10 O0’€KTa IOSICHEHHS,

ONaHyBaHHs Ta IHCTPYMEHTAJLHOIO NAHyBaHHs, a # fK JO Cyb’eKTa po-
3yMiHHHA, 3 AKHM MOXKHA 3HAWTH CIIJIBHY MOBY, 3aCTOCOBYIOYH JIO HBOTO
repMeHeBTUYHI MeToau nisHaHHs [2, ¢. 195].

HocuTh OpUTiHAJIBHOIO € CTPATEris PO3YMIHHS i BUTJIyMAat€HHsT «MOBHU
[IPpUPOJIK», sIKa Y HANOLIBIIIH Mipi csirae BUTOKaMu (BpijocodChKOI KyIbTy-
pu mobu BimpomKeHHsI, a TaKOXK OLJIBIN BiJJaJIEHIX €TalliB, € MPEIMETOM
JOCJTIPKeHHsT €KOJIOTiaHOl repmeHeBTukn, erosorii. @imocodcepkuii inTe-
pec, 30pieHTOBaHMIl Ha BiJHONIEHHS 0 €KOCUCTEMH, B OCHOBI sIKOTO Oy710 6
He TIJIbKY 1X TIOSICHEHHS, a I PO3YMIHHS, IPUHANMHI YaCTKOBE, — BiIMidae
A. €pmostenko [2, c.193]. Ipuragaemo, mo e po3yMiHHS MOBH CBITY
B TepMiHax cemanTuku posrisiaann 1. lapanensc, I'. lamineir, I. HeroToH,
I". CkoBopoga, a Taxkox I'. Biatomentbepr, K. Jlopenr, 4. bon Ikckromnn, K-
O. Anesnb ta in. Tak, Anesb TPOMOHYE MO3UITIO «KOMYHIKATHBHOT'O TIOPO3Y-
MiHHsT» MiXK JIIOJIMHOIO 1 MPUPOIHIM CBiTOM, ftoro MOBHOIO rpofo. ETomoris
i coriobiosorisi He 3MOXKYTh BIHOpaTHCS O€3 KBa3irepMeHEBTUYIHOI eBpH-
cruku [6, c.441]. Csir — «yHiBepcasibHa 6i0sioTeka», KHUra, siKy Tpeba
ONAHYBATHU IMIJISTXOM 3aJTyYeHHS TePMEHEBTUIHOI MeTOI0I0Til. TirymMatienns
CBITY $IK KHUI'U [PUBOJUTH /10 HACTYIHUX BHCHOBKIB: (a) CBIT yTBOpIOE



294  Teoperuko-merozoJoriaaa miarpopma iHBAaHPOHMEHTAIBHOI OCBITH

[EBHY €JHICTH, CIOPIIHEHICTh, HEOBTOPHICTL CBOIX esieMeHTiB; (6) icHye
HeoOxiguicTs posuudpyBaHHs, 3aKOA0BAHUX y Hill cMuciis [2, ¢. 194-195].
OjtHak TepMEHEeBTHKA IPUPOJIN TIepe0adae JIiajior, CHMETPUIHICTh KOMY-
HiKaIll, «po3yMiloqy» JIOANHY AK Cy0O’€KTa MPUPOIHOI JTOBipH, 3aBISIKU
AKOMY MOBYa3Ha MPUPOJIA OTPUMYE MOXKJINBICTH TOBOPUTH.

Hosi sumipu niswarms. 3nanms ax cmuca. 1lisnanHs, iioro crenmdika
3aJIe’KATh BiJl CHCTEMU BiJJIiKy, MEPCIIEKTUBHU CHOCTepeykeHHs. bararo-
MaHITT GOPM PAIiOHAIBLHOCTI He BUKJ/IMKAE 3alepevueHb, ajie yKOpiHe-
HUl KOHIENT HAYKOBOI PAIliOHAJIBHOCTI K €IUHO BUIIPABIAHOI (hopmu
He mijyiArae dacy. TpuBasnuit dac mi3HaBaJibHA HACTaHOBA 30epirae Ha-
VKOIIEHTPU3M, sIKWii cripoOyBaB jekoHcTpyoBatu E.I'ycepiib, moBomsum,
o, Ha BiAMIHY BiJ HAyKW, caMe KUTTEBUI CBIT € OYEBUJIHICTIO, sIKA HE
norpebye mepebymoBu cBimoMmocTi. Hayka K cucrema 00’€KTUBHUX JAHIX
€ BOy/IOBAHOIO y KHUTTEBUIl mpocrip, a He HaBmaku. CTae OYEBHIHUM,
0 abCOTIOTU3AINS HAYKOIEHTPUIHOI Mojiesi 3 11 ¢popMaMu TPU3BOIUTH
JI0 PO3PUBY MixK JIIOJUHOIO Ta i1 OYTTEBUM CEPEIOBUIIEM, PYWHYBAHHS
MexXaHI3MIB B3a€MO/il 3 HUM Ha PIiBHI aJeKBATHOI CMHCJIOBOI 0OpOOKH,
CIIOPiTHEHO] 3 KOHTEKCTOM. TaKUM 9IHOM, HAyKOBa PAIlilOHAJILHICTE TTOCTAE
K Y IEBHOMY CEHCI BiIOKpeMJIEHUIT KOHCTPYKT, KW KapIUHAJILHO i Tpy0o
AKTYAJII3YETHCA Y KUTTEBOMY CEPEIOBHUI, 0e3 OIVIsiy Ha BCI MOMXKJIN-
Bl BapiaHTH HOJAJIBIIOIO PO3BUTKY HAyKOBOI IIOMII — eKCIaHCid HayKu y
npoctip npupomau. llosmidonist dimocodchbKux IUCKYCIt CKOHIEHTPYBAaJIA
yBary Ha NUTaHHI, YUM € Wi3HAHHsS y IOro aJbTepHATUBHUX (HOpMax,
[0 BCTAHOBJIIOE AKTYAJbHICTh (PEHOMEHOJIOTIYHOTO Ta M€PMEHEBTHIHOIO
JINCKYPCIB y TeJarorivyfiii ermcreMoJorii.

OpuriHajbHUi MiAXIX 10 TPAKTyBaHHs [Ii3HAHHS OyB 3aIIPOIIOHOBAHUIA
Y. Matypanoro i ®@.Bapesoro, sKi JOBOJATH, IO MM3HAHHSA — iIHCTPYMEHT
aJaITarii 0 cepeloBUINa. TaKuM YWHOM, Mi3HAHHS, HOrO pe3yJIbTaTh
€ YKUTTEBOIO IHHHICTIO 1 38 MeXKaMH 3B 3Ky 3 KUTTEBOIO CHUCTEMOIO, 11
pPI3HAMH MOJAJILHOCTSIMU, HE € DEJIEBAHTHUMH. Pe3yJbTaTu 0CIIiIKEHb
KYJBTYPHUX IPAKTUK K OCOOJIMBUX Ii3HABAJIBLHUX CTPATETiil JOCUTDH IIe-
PEKOHJIUBO TI€ JOBOJIATH: aKTYAJbHUMU € Ti 3HAHHS, i71ea/iu, MIHHOCTI, IO
CIIYTYIOTh 30€PEKEHHIO IHHICHOTO sipa TOr0 YU IHIIOrO KYJIBTYPHOIO
THUITY, CHPUSAIOTh BUXKHBAHHIO, aJanTaliil JI0 3MiHHUX cepejoBuiia. [Ipu
IOMY B OKPEMUX KYJIbTYPaX BarXKJIUBUM € CHHKPETHYIHE HATYPOIEHTPUIHE
3HaHH, sike 30epirae HEPO3PUBHICTD 3B SI3KY JIIOJMHA — IPUPOIA.

IIpocre:xumo mipkysanus H. Xomcbkoro. «Te, mo Mu MoxkeMo mi3Ha-
THU, 3yMOBJICHE KOHIICIITYAJILHUMHU MOJEJISIMUA HAIIOTO PO3YMiHHS, — ITHIIIE
H. XomcbKkuit, — oT2ke Te, Mo MU JifiCHO 3HAEMO, abo Te, y 90My MU Iepe-
KOHAaHi, 3aJIe2KUTh BiJl OCODJIMBOTO JIOCBiMy, sIKHil aKTHUBI3y€ B HAC AKYCh
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YaCTKY KOTHITUBHOI CHCTEMH, sIKa JIATEHTHO 1epefyBae y posyMmi» [7, c. 34].
Buxonsan 3 3a3na4enoro, y sKOCTi 3HAHHST MOXKEMO MUC/IUTH KOHCTPYKTH,
K1 He cyllepevyaTh, YMOBHO KaXKydH, CIIOPIIHEHI T KOHIIENTYaIbHIN MOJIEJT.
He moxkna roBoputu mpo 3HAHHS SK cuCTeMY (DAKTiB, SIKIIO BOHU HE €
aKkTyaJbHIMHU (CIOpiHeHNME) TIeBHIH cucremi Bigtiky. (3Bincu crae Gimbi
SICHUM BIJTOMUiI KOHIIEIIT IIPUPOJIOCIIOPIIHEHOCTI Ta OCOOMCTOrO JOCBiy
K (DYHIAMEHTAJIBHOI 3aca i OCBITHBOTO pPedOpMi3My, MPEICTABIEHOTO
inesmu I'. Ckosopoau, M. Monreccopi, Ix. Ipiol Ta in.).

Takox H. XoMmcbknit TpaKTye 3HAHHS ¥ By3bKOMY PO3YMIHHI SIK «3HAH-
Hel 90T'OCh» 1 Y IMIUPOKOMY, KOJI «3HAHHS» HE BKJIAJAETHCA Y BUSHAYEHHSI,
AK HalIpUKJIa/l, SHaHHA MOBH.

Y TakoMy po3yMmiHHI «3HaHE» Oy/ie IOraHO BHU3HAYEHOIO i, MabyTb, PO3-
IOPOIIEHOIO 1 HECTPYKTYPOBAHOIO YACTHHOIO BHYTPIIIHBO MOCJIIOBHHUX 1
BasKJINBUX KOTHI30BAHHX CXeM i1 cTpykTyp [7, c.206].

BukopucroBytoun aHajorio «3HAHHA MOBH», MUCJIUTEIb BUKOPHUCTOBYE
HOBUI TEPMIH <«KOTHI3yBaTW», IO B TNOPIBHAHHI 3 IOHATTAM <«3HATU»
Ma€ MIUPIIHAA 00CAr i € aHaJoroM pPO3yMiHHS — «MOBYA3HOTO 3HAHHS»
(H. Xomebkuit). Mucanrens anasisye pisHi cxoxki mosurii: Heycsimomiie-
ue suanns (I Jleit6uin), npupomaue suanng (. FOMm). Moxna npuragaru
TakoK «Bpomkeni imel» P.J/lekapra wm miacsimomi 3wmictu 3. Opeiiga.
Bucnosok Xomcbkoro:

Ha wmiit moryissn, npuHnmnm, sAKi BU3HAYAIOTH HAIIl CUCTEMU 3HAHHS 1
EPEeKOHAaHHSI, HACTIJIbKMA IIOBHO 1 HEIO/IJIbHO B3aEMOIIIOTH 3 <«HAIIUM
3HAHHSAM>», B OyJb-IKOMY DO3YMiHHI IIbOIO TepMiHy, IO O6yJI0 6 BaX*KKO
PO3BHHYTH BigmoBimHy cmcreMy oninku. I ToMy He3posywiso, o TyT €
pobyieMoro, oKpiM TepMinosiorii. OTxke /[ MoxKe NPUIHATHA pillleHHs BiJl-
KUHYTH T€PMIHU <«3HAHHS» | HABITH «3HAHHS MOBH» (fIKIIO XTOCH BBayKa€
HOro HENPUHHSATHUM), OCKUIBKN y 3BHYAHOMY BXKMBAHHI HEMAE YKOJIHUX
3alepevenb Il TAKOTO PilleHHs. A gKIIo Tak, BiH Oye MOBOPUTH IIPO

30CB0EHHA, KO2HIZYBAHHA T KOMNEMEHUI0, 3aMICTh HaBYAHHS, MI3HAHHS
Ta 3HaHH:A» 7, c. 207].

PyHIAMEHTAIBHOIO I[IHHICTIO II3HAHHS € CMUCJ — aHTPOIIOT€HETH-
9HUH KOj| 1 yHIKAJbHUN aHAJITUKO-CHHTeTHIHUI iHCTpyMmeHT. Cwmmci
K MEHTaJbHUN aTpubyT mociaikyorh croiku, L. ®pere, E.I'ycepin,
M. lNaitnerrep, B. ®pank, ®.Kamnpa ta im. P.Ilempoys 3Bepraerncs 10
mpobeMI CMUCIIY SK AHTPOIOreHeTHIHOI iHdopMariii, ska, Ha BiaMiny
BiJl MAITIMHY, IIEPEeTAEThCS BiJl JIFOJINHU JI0 JIFOIMHE, TOMY, IIIO JIFOIM MAalOTh
CXOXKHUl JOCBi, BHYTDIIIHE BiXIyTTsi peduell — posyminns [8]. Pinocod
3ayBayKye — «PO3YMIHHsI», 10 He IiJiIaeTbest obuncientio. Came cMuc €
IHCTPYMEHTOM PO3yMIHHSI: MU IIOCTIffHO OCMUCIIIOEMO HAIl JOCBIZT y IOJIi



296  Teoperuro-merozosorigaa miaropma iHBAaHPOHMEHTAIBHOI OCBITH

Oro MOXKJIMBUX aJIbTEPHATUB, HACJIJKIB Hammoro subopy. Bci dopmum
KOMYHIKAIIil, B3a€MO/Iil 3 MPUPOJHAM 1 COIIAJBHUM CEPEIOBUIIEM MAalOTh
CMUCJI, OCKIJIbKM HalllJIeHI Ha SBHUI YM HEYCBIJIOMJIEHUI pe3yJIbTaT,
ftoro HeratwBHi Yn mo3uTHBHI mpostBU. CMHUCI K aKTyaJbHA MMO3UTHBHA
(mepeTBOpIOYA)  3HAUYINICTH MOYKE POBMVISJIATHCS $K [IPArMaTHIHA,
IepeIyciM, ermcTeMoIOriTHa MiHHICTD.

Takoro Tumy mi3HAHHS € CHIBBITHOCHUM i3 JIarHOCTHYIHUM Mi3HAHHSIM,
[0 TOEHY€E HAYKOBE Ii3HAHHS Ta FePMEHEBTUIHI TpaKTuKH. JliaraocTuka
JK IIPOIEC PO3II3HABAHHS 3aBXK/M Iepeabadae JesdKy Henpo3opicrs (He-
O4YeBH/IHICTE) 00’€KTa, KUl y PI3HUX CUTYaI[isdX MOXKEe 3MIHIOBATU Iapa-
MeTpu abo 3aJIUIMATUCS TpuxoBaHUM. [lo-niepiie, jiarHOCTUYHE Ti3HAHHS
I'PYHTYETBHCS Ha PO3YMIHHI CKJIQHOI CTPYKTYPHU PEAILHOCTI — HASBHOCTI ¥
Hiif HOYMEHAJHFHOTO Ta (DEHOMEHAIHFHOTO PIBHIB, SKUI IIPOSBIISIE CHMIITOMMA
nesuaumoro. [lo-apyre, BuMarae KOMILIEKCHOTO MUCJIEHHS, THYYKOCT i
BozHOYAC €qHOCTI #oro ¢dopwm. Iloepratouncn g0 imeir I Honaca, ito-
ro KOHIENTY (YTypPOJOTITHOIO MUCJEHHSI, 3a3HAYUMO, IO JiarHOCTHKA
HaBKOJIUIIHIX SBUII, aHAJ3 X BILIUBY, IPUPOJIN, CEMAHTUKH, Tepediry, —
BCceOiYHE OCMUCJICHHS HASBHOIO CTaHy pedeil y CIIiBBiITHOIIEHHI 3 MOYKJIU-
BUMH HACJIIKAMEI 3 METOIO CBOEYACHOTO PO3PI3HEHHS HESBHOIO, a TAKOXK
KOHCTPYIOBAHHSI CTPATEriit e(peKTUBHOI KOPEKINil € BarXKJIUBOIO OCBITHBHOIO
KOMIIETEHTHICTIO, C(POPMOBAHOIO Ha 3aCaJaX <«PO3yMil0Y0i» METOJ0JIOTI],
TOPU30HTOM ITi3HABAHOTO CMUCITY.

Ilidcymox. BaraTromaHITTS Ta €IHICTD CBITY HE BUYIEPIIYETHCSH €MITipU-
qHOIO ¢depoio — cheporo BuAnMOoro, mo aosoadarh 1. Kant, A. H. Baiitxen,
P.Ienpoys, P.T'poccman ta in. 3okpema P.T'poceman y xkum3i «Ilcaysa-
HHs CBITY» HArOJIOINIy€E, IO CBIT He 0OMexXKyeThes dismanaum BceecsiTom.
DinocodchbKka OHTOJIOTST BUCBITIIIOE OYJIOBY «HE CTIJIbKH HAIIOIO PeaJibHO
icHY1090r0 (aKTyaJIbHOrO) CBITY, a Oy/b-sKOIO0 MOXKJIMBOIO CBITY, iCHYBa-
HH¢ 9KOTO HOTeHIi#iHo npumyctumes [9, ¢. 101]. Orxe meradizuuna kap-
TUHA CBITYy Ma€ 3HAYYIIUN TEOPETUKO-METOJIOJIOTIYHUN TIOTEHIa, AKUi
PO3TrOPTAEThCA Y TI3HABAJILHOMY Ta €TUYHOMY TOPU30HTI 1 € MPaKTUKOIO
OCBITHBOI pediiekcil, siKa iHTerpye pi3Hi TUIN PaIiOHAJIBLHOCTi, TPAKTY€
MpoIleC MOJEPHIZAIl B OCBITI AK peabiiTaIliio OHTOJOTIYHUX I[IHHOCTEI,
BUTICHEHUX IHCTPYMEHTAJIHLHUMU I[IHHOCTAMU TEXHIYHOrO mporpecy. Pozy-
MiHHS JIIOAVHU 1 CBITY Ha IHBafpOHMEHTAJIbHUX 3aCaflaX, y IJIOIINHI CH-
CTEMHOI OpraHizariii He IIEPEKPECIOE 1JIeI0 BiJICYTHOCTI 3HAHDb, a HABIAKH,
€ pe3yIbTaTOM iX (PiTocodhCHKOTO OMpaIIOBaHHS, CIIPOOOI0 TPOHUKHEHHS
y HMOBIpHI 3B’s13Ku peajibHOCTI, 11 BUAUMI 1 IPUXOBaHI KOPEJISINl, 3aK0-
HOMIPHOCTI 3 METOIO JIOJIAHHS OHOOIYHOI KyJIBTHBAII] HAYKOBOTO PO3YMY,
JIOCATHEHHS KOMIIPOMICY Mi»K iCTUHOIO HAYKHU Ta iICTUHOIO YKUTTEBOI'O CBi-



TIanuna Basyra 297

ty. Ha mamry nymKy, mejaroridyHa emicTeMOJIOTIsI «PO3YMIIOYOros THITY €
MEPCIeKTUBHAM HAIPSIMOM OCBITHIX TpamHcdopMarriit.
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ON THE PROBLEM OF FORMING A THEORETICAL AND
METHODOLOGICAL PLATFORM OF ENVIRONMENTAL EDUCATION

Halyna Baluta

Abstract. In the XXI century, more attention is drawn to the development of
ecological thinking. Instead of explicating treatment of nature, a person should
take care of it. Such a caring attitude should become an educational universal,
so it is to be transmitted as value. Ecological culture is analyzed as conservation
ethics and hermeneutic practice. However, the ecological-discursive paradigm



is still problematic in education. A serious drawback of education is the
fragmentation of knowledge, the lack of a methodological platform that provi-
des a picture of the unity of the world, the «family kinship» of its phenomena.
Reproduction of the general picture is a possible way of introducing ethical
«understanding» discourse into the cognitive horizon. Therefore, the objective
of the paper is to analyze the ecological-discursive paradigm as a complex
approach in philosophy of education. The paper considers environmental
anthropology as the methodological basis of the ecological-discursive paradigm
and also as a theoretician-methodological platform of environmental education:
(a) the concept of the value of life and its continuation in all manifestations
and forms (A.Schweitzer), (b) holistic worldview, (c¢) communicative ethics,
integral methodological pluralism as different ways of interpreting the essence
(K. Wilber), (d) new models of cognition. The paper emphasizes that ecological
thinking cannot be developed without changing an epistemological model.
Thus, instead of facts and competences, the person’s cognition should be
based on values. The paper highlights the idea of diagnostic cognition, which
is based on values. Therefore, the metaphysical picture of the world has
a significant theoretical and methodological potential, which unfolds in the
cognitive and ethical horizon and is a practice of educational reflection that
integrates different types of rationality, interprets the process of modernization
in education as the rehabilitation of ontological values displaced by the
instrumental values of technological progress.

Key words: understanding, hermeneutics, value, methodology, heuristics.
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