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the philosophical importance of historical philosophy (§7). Despite the ‘re-
treat’ from The Scientific Image (1980) announced by van Fraassen in Sci-
entific Representation: Paradoxes of Perspective (2008), the same basic
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AnHoTanus. B paMkax CBOero «KOHCTPYKTMBHOTO SMIupu3Ma» BaH @paac-
CeH, TIOIOOHO aHTUYHOMY MMUPPOHUCTY, OTNIEpUPYET MPeAnoaaraemMon ioo-
0Béveln (paBHOCMIIBHOCTBIO TOBOIOB), UTO6BI OXapaKTEPM30BaTh M 000CHO-
BaTb CBOM BOJIIOHTApM3M B OTHOLUEHUM 3MITMPUCTCKON MO3ULIUK — B pycJie
BOJTIOHTApUCTCKOTO HampaByieHus: GhuaensmMa, BOCXOASIIETO K ABTYCTUHY.
Yrob6sl mOKa3aThb, KaKMM MMEHHO 00pasoM M modyemy 3TO (uiocodcku
BaKHO, SI PAacCCMaTpPUBAI0 OCHOBHbIE TMUPPOHUCTCKUE TPOIbI, AVIEMMY
KpUTEPUs M KITIOUEBO 6asoBbI IIar MuMppoHusma (§2). 3ateM s KpaTKo
OOBSICHSIIO, TIOYEMY KOHCTPYKTMBHBIN SMITMPU3M SIBJISIETCSI KBa3U-TIMPPO-
HUCTCKOV mo3unmeii (83). it moATBepsKAeHMs 3TOTO Te3uca s M3Jiararo
SMITMPUCTCKYIO Mo3unuio BaH @PpaacceHa (8§4), ero cOGCTBEHHbIE CKEITH-
yeckue Tporbl (§5) u ee kiroueBoyt 6asoBbli miar (§6). B 3akiouenne s
MpeJjiaralo pasMbILIIEHUS] O MeTofe, cKenTuuusme U ¢uaocodCkoii 3Ha-
yumoctu ucropum dunocodbun (§7). HecmoTpst Ha «OTCTyIUIEHME» OT Te-
3ucoB kKuuru «The Scientific Image» (1980), 3asBnenHoe cavum BaH Ppa-
acceHoM B «Scientific Representation: Paradoxes of Perspective» (2008),
XapaKTepHbIe JJIsi Hee OCHOBHbIE MUPPOHMUCTCKME TEHEHIMY TPOHM3bIBA-
IOT HACKBO3b BCIO €r0 AMIMPUCTCKYIO MO3ULIUIO.

KimroueBblie cj10Ba: HayuyHbIN peam3M, KOHCTPYKTMBHBIA IMIIMPU3M, UC-
TOpUs U GUI0COpMUS HayKu, MMPPOHMUYECKUI CKeNTUIIM3M, HbIOTOH, Kay-
3a/IbHBINA peansM, MHaLIMoMINsM, BomoHTapusM, bac Ban ®@paaccen

Hns nutupoBauus: Becrdanb, Kenner P. «IIpousBoibHBI SMIMPUIM
MM SKOHOMHBIN TiMppoHn3M? IIpoBepsist BomoHTapusm BaH @PpaacceHa
HAa MPOYHOCTh». Mcmopuko-punocogpckuti escezoonux 40 (2025): 361-441.
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§1. Introduction

Bas van Fraassen’s ‘Constructive Empiricism’, first presented
in The Scientific Image," has rightly stimulated widespread, searching
discussion and rejoinder. Yet something very fundamental remains
to be appreciated about his Constructive Empiricism and how
he advocates it. I say ‘advocates’ advisedly, not only because
van Fraassen’s view is voluntarist, in exactly the voluntarist strain
of fideism tracing back to Augustine, but because his core strategy
is quasi-pyrrhonist. To exhibit how so, and why it matters philo-
sophically, I first briefly review some main Pyrrhonian tropes,
the Dilemma of the Criterion and Pyrrhonism’s key basis step (§2).
I then summarise my reasons for suggesting that van Fraassen con-
structs his ‘new’ empiricism with quasi-Pyrrhonist equipollence
strategies (83). To substantiate my suggestion, I recount van
Fraassen’s empiricist stance (§4), his own sceptical tropes (§5), and
the key basis step of his Constructive Empiricism (86). I conclude
by reflecting philosophically upon method, scepticism, and the phi-
losophical importance of philosophical history (§7). Despite the ‘re-
treat’ from The Scientific Image announced in an appendix to Scien-
tific Representation: Paradoxes of Perspective,® the same basic
Pyrrhonist tendencies persist throughout van Fraassen’s empiricist
stance. Van Fraassen, of course, calls his view ‘the empirical
stance’, yet he is chronically cavalier or mistaken about so many
central empirical matters that his stance is not empirical, but
throughout is merely an empiricist stance redux.

' Bas C. van Fraassen, The Scientific Image (Oxford: The Clarendon Press,
1980).

21 epitomise Pyrrhonian scepticism and underscore its severity by detailing
why it can be neither rebutted nor evaded by Descartes, Carnap or Alston in Ken-
neth R. Westphal, Hegel’s Epistemological Realism: A Study of the Aim and
Method of Hegel’s Phenomenology of Spirit (Dordrecht & Boston: Kluwer, 1989),
chs. 1, 2, 4, 5. I remain grateful to Bob Turnbull for scrutinizing my research on
Sextus so carefully and helpfully, and for his assistance with Sextus’ Greek.

®Bas C. van Fraassen, Scientific Representation: Paradoxes of Perspective
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2008).
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§2. Pyrrhonist Tropes and the Dilemma of the Criterion
§2.1. The Pyrrhonian Dilemma of the Criterion

The most fundamental challenge to rational justification, espe-
cially within philosophy, is the Pyrrhonian Dilemma of the Crite-
rion. This Dilemma poses the problem of justifying criteria of justi-
fication or of truth within any disputed domain of inquiry:

in order to decide the dispute which has arisen about the criterion
[of truth], we must possess an accepted criterion by which we shall be
able to judge the dispute; and in order to possess an accepted crite-
rion, the dispute about the criterion must first be decided. And when
the argument thus reduces itself to a form of circular reasoning
the discovery of the criterion becomes impracticable, since we do not
allow [those who claim to know something] to adopt a criterion by as-
sumption, while if they offer to judge the criterion by a criterion we
force them to a regress ad infinitum. And furthermore, since demon-
stration requires a demonstrated criterion, while the criterion requires
an approved demonstration, they are forced into circular reasoning.*

The Pyrrhonian Dilemma of the Criterion integrates the sceptical
regress argument, the problem of vicious justificatory circularity
and problems of petitio principii with the regress of levels of justi-
fication, from initial first-order claims, to claims about criteria
of truth or justification pertaining to those first-order-claims, to claims
about criteria of truth or justification of any epistemology which
would purport to justify those criteria or principles for first- or se-
cond-order claims, etc. Today, epistemologists have focused upon
problems of regress and of vicious circularity, to the neglect of is-
sues regarding criteria for assessing the truth or the justification
of any ground-level first-order claims or reasoning. Criteria are

* Sextus Empiricus PH 2.20, cf. 1.116-117; trans. Bury, 1933. Sextus Empiri-
cus, [TYPPQNEIQN YIIOTYIIQXEQN (Pyrroneion Hypotyposeon), in Sexti Em-
pirici Opera, 4 voll., ed. H. Mutschmann, J. Mau & K. Janacek (Leipzig: Teubner,
1912), vol. 1; Sextus Empiricus, Outlines of Pyrrhonism, in Works, 4 vols., ed. &
tr. Rev. R.G. Bury (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1933), vol. 1;
cited as ‘PH’ by Book.§.J numbers.
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inherently generic, purporting to certify some class or kind of first-
order claims as true, sufficiently accurate or justified (to some re-
levant extent); hence, criteria or likewise principles pertaining
to truth or to justification are inherently second-order. Criteria
of truth or of justification, if such can be identified, would be cru-
cial to assessing first-order claims and reasoning. Yet the key issue
posed by the Dilemma queries the truth, justification or adequacy
of such second-order criteria or principles, and any reasons prof-
fered to warrant such criteria or principles. This criterial problem
raises many delicate issues of epistemological circularity. These
can be addressed, though they require great care and sophistica-
tion - more so than is exhibited by much recent epistemology and
Pyrrhonian studies.® As Feigl noted, apparently de Principii non
disputandum est.®

§2.2. Recent Neglect of the Pyrrhonian Dilemma
of the Criterion

Though Pyrrhonian scepticism has pervasively influenced phi-
losophy,” until recently little attention was devoted to it by analytic

* See William Alston, ‘Level Confusions in Epistemology’, Midwest Studies
in Philosophy 5 (1980), rpt. in William Alston, Epistemic Justification: Essays
in Epistemology (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1989); William Alston, ‘Epis-
temic Circularity’, Philosophy and Phenomenological Research 47, No. 1 (1986),
rpt. in Alston, Epistemic Justification; and William Alston, Beyond ‘Justification’:
Dimensions of Epistemic Evaluation (Ithaca, Cornell University Press, 2005).

¢ Herbert Feigl, ‘De Principiis non disputandum est? On the Meaning and
the Limits of Justification’, in Philosophical Analysis, ed. Max Black (Ithaca, NY:
Cornell University Press, 1950), rpt. in Herbert Feigl, Inquiries and Provocations,
ed. R.S. Cohen (Dordrecht: Springer, 1981).

" C.F. Stiudlin, Geschichte und Geist des Sceptizismus, 2 Bde. (Leipzig: S.L.
Crusius, 1794); Richard Popkin, The High Road to Pyrrhonism, ed. R.A. Watson
and J.E. Force (San Diego: Austin Hill, 1980; rpt. Cambridge, MA: Hackett,
1993); Richard Popkin, The History of Skepticism from Savaronela to Bayle
(Berkeley: University of California Press, 2003); Richard Popkin and Arjo Vander-
jagt, eds., Scepticism and Irreligion in the Seventeenth and Eighteenth Centuries
(Leiden: Brill, 1993); Rui Romao, A «Apologia» na Balanga. A Reinvengao do
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epistemologists. Fogelin is an exception,® though he omits the Di-
lemma of the Criterion; it is also neglected by Bett, Perin, Vogt,
and the second edition of The Encyclopedia of Philosophy, inclu-
ding Comesana.’ Although this Encyclopedia includes Chisholm’s
‘Problem of the Criterion’,'® it mentions general problems about
criteria of truth only within Indian philosophy.!! Chisholm, how-
ever, derives his own ‘Problem’ of the Criterion from other, less
penetrating sources.'> Though often mistaken for the original,"

Pirronismo na Apologia de Raimundo Sabunde de Michel de Montaigne (Moeda:
Imprensa Nacional-Casa da Moeda, 2007).

8 Robert Fogelin, Pyrrhonian Reflections on Knowledge and Justification (New
York: Oxford University Press, 1994).

° Richard Bett, ed., The Cambridge Companion to Ancient Scepticism (Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010); Casey Perin, The Demands of Reason.
An Essay on Pyrrhonian Scepticism (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2012);
Katja Vogt, ‘Ancient Skepticism’, in The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, ed.
E.N. Zalta, Sep 21, 2022. https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/skepticism-ancient/;
Juan Comesana, ‘The Pyrrhonian Problematic’, in The Encyclopedia of Philoso-
phy, ed. David Borchert, 2nd ed. (Detroit: Macmillan/Thompson-Gale, 2006).

10 Borchert, ed. Encyclopedia of Philosophy, 3:278.

" Eli Franco, ‘Knowledge in Indian Philosophy’, in Encyclopedia of Philosophy.

12 Roderick Chisholm, The Foundations of Knowing (Minneapolis: University
of Minnesota Press, 1982), 65-75, turned to D. Mercier, Critériologie générale, ou
Théorie Générale da la Certitude, 5e éd. (Louvain: Institut Supérieur de Philoso-
phie; Paris: Alcan, 1906); Chisholm had previously published ‘Sextus Empiricus
and Modern Empiricism’, Philosophy of Science 8, No. 3 (1941), though this arti-
cle does not mention the Dilemma of the Criterion. Robert Amico, The Problem
of the Criterion (Lanham, Md.: Rowman & Littlefield, 1993), 112-115, proposes
to ‘dissolve’ the Problem of the Criterion by showing that the sceptic presupposes
an impossible condition for justification, namely, settling both what count as pro-
per criteria of knowledge and what count as proper instances of knowledge before
providing an account of knowledge. Amico is right that this is an impossible condi-
tion, but he wrongly ascribes to the Pyrrhonian sceptic a definite position on
the nature of justification (Amico, Problem, 114). He thus converts sophisticated,
flexible, undogmatic Pyrrhonian scepticism into dogmatic Academic scepticism.
Sextus is far more subtle. Amico closes by noting that the interesting questions
only begin once that impossible condition on justifying a theory of knowledge is
rejected. In this he is correct, but he does not pursue these issues.

5 E.g., Paul Moser, Philosophy after Objectivity (New York: Oxford University
Press, 1993); Amico, Problem; Walter Sinnott-Armstrong, ‘Classy Pyrrhonism’,
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Chisholm’s ‘Problem’ is decidedly simpler than the Pyrrhonian
Dilemma."

§2.3. The Pyrrhonian Dilemma of the Criterion contra
Coherentism and Foundationalism

The Dilemma of the Criterion refutes two standard accounts
of cognitive justification: coherentism and foundationalism. I speak
of ‘cognitive’ justification to stress that the relevant issue is the jus-
tification involved in knowing various substantive claims or facts
(1st order), to reserve the phrase ‘epistemic’ justification for
(2nd order) issues regarding justification of any philosophical
theory of cognitive justification or of some domain of empirical
knowledge. As Alston rightly stressed, it is crucial not to confuse
the various levels involved in epistemological issues.'®

Against coherentism, the Dilemma raises the charge of vicious
circularity. Coherence alone cannot distinguish in any principled
way between genuine improvement in our knowledge, in contrast
to mere change in belief; nor between a true set of beliefs and
an elaborately detailed, coherent fiction - which may include (and
coherently embed or systematically implicate) the statements, ‘this
set of beliefs is true’ or ‘this version of the coherence theory is
true’. Coherentism’s most able and ardent contemporary advocate,
Laurence BonJour,'® conceded to Haack'” that in principle coheren-
tism provides no adequate criterion of truth or justification, in brief,

in Pyrrhonian Scepticism, ed. Walter Sinnott-Armstrong (Oxford: Oxford Univer-
sity Press, 2004).

4 Kenneth R. Westphal, Grounds of Pragmatic Realism: Hegel’s Internal Cri-
tique and Transformation of Kant’s Critical Philosophy (Leiden: Brill, 2018),
8860-64; cf. Andrew Cling, ‘Posing the Problem of the Criterion’, Philosophical
Studies 75, No. 3 (1994). The Stanford Encyclopedia contains one entry briefly dis-
cussing Sextus’ Dilemma: Benjamin Morison, ‘Sextus Empiricus’, July 12, 2019.
https://plato.stanford.edu/entries/sextus-empiricus/index.html, 84.1.

15 Alston, ‘Level Confusions in Epistemology’.

16 Laurence Bonjour, ‘Haack on Justification and Experience’, Synthese 112
(1997).

' Susan Haack, ‘Reply to Bonjour’, Synthese 112 (1997).
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because it cannot rebut the ‘French Novel’ objection. BonJour’s
concession recapitulates unwittingly the key point made by von
Juhos and Ayer against Hempel in the mid-1930s.'®

Foundationalist models of justification typically distinguish be-
tween historia and scientia. Historical or empirical knowledge (his-
toria) derives from sensory and memorial data; rational knowledge
(scientia) is deduced (or at least ‘derived’) from first principles.
Common from Aristotle through the Modern period, this distinc-
tion remains influential today, still evident in the common analyti-
cal distinction between ‘conceptual’ and ‘empirical’ issues. Both
models involve justifying conclusions by deriving them unilaterally
from basic foundations: justification flows from basic foundations
to other, derived claims, not vice versa. This holds whether justifi-
catory relations are strictly deductive or involve other kinds of rules
of inference (e.g., induction, best explanation) or weaker forms
of basing relations.

The Dilemma exposes foundationalist models of justification as
dogmatic and question-begging (petitio principii) because such
models cannot be justified to those who fundamentally dispute
either the foundations or the basing relations invoked by any foun-
dationalist theory or the foundationalist model itself, because this
model explicates justification solely in terms of derivation from first

'8 Cf. Westphal, Hegel’s Epistemological Realism, 56-57. Peter Klein (‘Epis-
temic Justification and the Limits of Pyrrhonism’, in Pyrrhonism in Ancient, Mo-
dern, and Contemporary Philosophy, ed. D. Machua. Dordrecht: Springer, 2012)
aims to show that contemporary forms of ‘infinitism’ and ‘coherentism’ can avoid
the regress argument directed against Aristotelian forms of foundationalism and
suffice to warrant some beliefs. Focusing upon Aristotelian foundationalism and its
Pyrrhonist critique narrows his examination ab initio, and apparently misled him
into neglecting Sextus’ tropes countering coherentism, the Dilemma of the Criteri-
on and his strategy of turning his opponents’ premises against them, without him-
self endorsing those premises. Klein neglects the issues about coherentism men-
tioned herein. Progress in philosophy requires mastering the best contributions
to the (sub-)field, including the best analyses of philosophical pitfalls. Only if ma-
jor achievements of our (inter alia) philosophical predecessors are mastered, can
there be any hope for ‘the new(est)’ to make any significant improvement. For
many unfortunate reasons, the ‘streamlining’ of recent study and training has
thwarted proper education.
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premises (of whatever kind). In principle, foundationalism preaches
to the (nearly) converted and commits a petitio principii against
those who dissent; once disputed, foundationalism cannot justify its
criteria of truth or of justification.

In these important regards, the Dilemma of the Criterion chal-
lenges coherence and foundationalist theories or strategies of jus-
tification, and not simply the justification of any particular first-
order cognitive claim(s). In this important regard, the Dilemma
of the Criterion differs from and is more challenging than (what has
come to be called) ‘Agrippa’s Trilemma’,"” which challenges first-
order cognitive claims by noting that any mere claim is no more
(nor less) justified than any other, and that justifying a claim by ap-
peal to another claim threatens to launch an infinite regress, to ar-
gue viciously in a circle or to appeal to another mere assertion (any
of which claims may be false).

§2.4. The Regress of Levels of Epistemological Analysis

The Dilemma of the Criterion stresses that solving problems re-
garding cognitive justification at the first order must be care-
fully coordinated with solving problems of epistemic justification
at the second order regarding epistemological theories of cognitive
justification and their criteria.” Trying to solve either set of prob-
lems before the other threatens to prejudice the issues.?' Contempo-
rary epistemologists have taken notice of ‘Agrippa’s Trilemma’, but
tend to ossify it into a taxonomy of standard alternatives within theo-
ry of justification.” Comesana claims to discuss Pyrrhonian rather

19 Michael Williams, Unnatural Doubts (Princeton: Princeton University Press,
1996), 60-68.

201 speak of ‘epistemological’ theories broadly to include relevant philosophy
of science and HPS; the key point is that these are theories of human knowledge,
whether general, topical or discipline-specific.

I Cf. Chisholm, Foundations, 65-75.

2 E.g., Emest Sosa, ‘How to Resolve the Pyrrhonian Problematic: A Lesson
from Descartes’, Philosophical Studies 85, No. 2-3 (1997), Comesana ‘Pyrrhonian
Problematic’. To be sure, Williams, Unnatural Doubts, deliberately focuses on this
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than Academic scepticism, but presents ‘the Pyrrhonian problem-
atic’ dogmatically and so reverts (in effect) to Academic scepticism,
as does Alston.”® Consequently, they overlook the second-order, re-
flexive, and fully general character of the Pyrrhonian Dilemma
of the Criterion. The Dilemma of the Criterion raises not only
the second- or third-person question, How might a philosopher jus-
tify his or her second-order analysis of first-order justification, to-
gether with his or her original first-order claim, without dogma-
tism, petitio principii, infinite regress, vicious circularity or appeal
to a falsehood? The Dilemma of the Criterion also raises the re-
flexive first-person question, How might I, qua philosopher, justify
my second-order analysis of first-order justification, together with
my original first-order claim(s), without dogmatism, petitio prin-
cipii, infinite regress, vicious circularity or appeal to a falsehood?
The Dilemma of the Criterion raises these issues in their fully gen-
eral form regarding any claim, whether first- or higher-order,
whether first-, second- or third-person.

§2.5. Pyrrhonism’s Basis Step

These sceptical tropes and the issues they raise are philosophi-
cally significant, but they all aim to undermine various sorts of in-
ferences, especially inferences purporting to justify any cognitive
claim. Equally important to Pyrrhonian scepticism is a radical di-
chotomy between whatever appears and any alleged actualities or
beings (‘entities’) which so appear. So far, to Pyrrhonists only ap-
pearances are manifest; so far, to Pyrrhonists any alleged realities or
actualities apparently remain hidden. Regardless of how clearly ap-
parent (delon, 8fjAov) appearances are, their apparent clarity does
not constitute knowledge because they are mere appearances, not
realities. I briefly postpone questions about why it appears to
Pyrrhonists that the distinction between that which appears and any
purported realities or actualities is categorical, and why mere doxa

trilemma to examine ‘scepticism without theory’. He knows it is but one aspect
of Pyrrhonian scepticism; too few of his readers do.
% Alston, Beyond ‘Justification’, 217.
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roll around indefinitely between being and non-being.** What mat-
ters presently is that the Pyrrhonist’s apparently radical distinction
between the apparent and the allegedly real or actual is in effect -
and later I shall argue: in purpose, if unwittingly so - recapitulated
by van Fraassen’s distinction between what is observable and what-
ever is a theoretical posit (§6).*

§3. Constructive Empiricism and Pyrrhonian Scepticism

Before detailing van Fraassen’s sceptical tropes (§85), a synopsis
of some key parallels between Constructive Empiricism (presented
more fully in §4) and Pyrrhonian scepticism clarifies the aims and
strategies of the present analysis and introduces further important
historical cum philosophical details.

§3.1. A Brief for my Case

The Pyrrhonist’s apparently radical distinction between
the merely apparent and any alleged realities is recapitulated by

 Cf. Plato, Rep. 478de, 479d.

% Pyrrhonian ‘appearances’ are manifest to unaided, commonsense perception;
they do not dispute about whatever may be evident to someone on whatever occa-
sion, such as (when speaking) ‘I am now conversing’ or (in broad sunlight) ‘It is now
day’. Indirect theories of sensory perception were a minority view in ancient Greece,
though Sextus points out against those Stoics who held such theories that they cannot
justify any claims about any public phenomena (PH 2.74). To Pyrrhonians, sceptical
suspension of judgment appears to be the only plausible response to (purported) ma-
terialist, Platonist or theistic ‘explanations’ of manifest sensible appearances, none
of which count as ‘real’ because they are transient, variable and relative (cf. §3.2 be-
low). Hence their distinction between what is apparent or manifest and whatever ‘re-
ality’ may transcend, underlie, explain or cause manifest appearances, matches van
Fraassen’s contrast between what is observable and any unobserved ‘theoretical’ enti-
ties. Van Fraassen appears to affirm realism about whatever one perceives, and so
may appear to disagree with Pyrrhonism in this regard. However, van Fraassen’s de-
clared perceptual realism is fraught with difficulties (cf. §5.1, §6), though these leave
intact his rejection of any form of scientific realism.
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van Fraassen’s distinction between what is observable and whatever
is theoretically expostulated. Instead of rehearsing Pyrrhonian scep-
tical tropes, van Fraassen slyly distinguishes between the ‘empirical
adequacy’ of a scientific theory and the truth of that theory, and
likewise between merely ‘accepting’ a theory because it is empiri-
cally adequate and affirming that theory to be true. He further con-
tends that both acceptance and affirmation of a theory have the very
same evidential basis, empirical adequacy, as adequacy to account
for the observed data, regardless of how any theory or any domain
of science may construe explanatory adequacy or observational
data. Hence, affirming any scientific theory to be true cannot be jus-
tified by empirical data, so that affirming any scientific theory to be
true requires a ‘leap of faith’.” Both ‘leap’ and ‘faith’ are, I shall ar-
gue, the apt terms for van Fraassen’s Constructive Empiricism.
Teller and others stress van Fraassen’s voluntarism,?” but have not
noted that his voluntarism is entirely, decidedly, and all but
avowedly within the Augustinian tradition.

Implicitly, though ineliminably and persistently, van Fraassen
presupposes infallibilist notions of cognitive justification and quite
radical distinctions between the syntax, semantics, and pragmatics
of scientific language. On those premises he argues that empirical
evidence only suffices to justify empirical adequacy, but never any
realistic interpretation of any scientific theory. Hence, any realistic
interpretation is ‘a leap of faith’.”® Scientific realism is thus a volun-
tarist commitment, nothing more and nothing less. ‘Realist’ inter-
pretations of scientific theories are thus no more than possible ex-
planations of natural phenomena - just as the Roman Church as-
serted contra Copernicus and Galileo, and as Descartes officially

% van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 36-37.

2 Paul Teller, ‘Whither Constructive Empiricism?’, Philosophical Studies
106 (2001); Paul Teller, ‘Learning to Live with Voluntarism’, Synthese 178 (2011).

2 yan Fraassen, Scientific Image, 36-37. To be sure, van Fraassen also thinks
there is a ‘leap of faith’ taken in accepting any scientific theory to be empirically
adequate, because to do so takes a stand on all relevant observations, extending in-
definitely into the future and indefinitely into the past of missed or presently un-
available observational opportunities. However, this point about empirical adequa-
cy and any ‘faith’ in it is (officially) neutral between Constructive Empiricism and
any scientific realism; accordingly it is set aside hereafter.
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espoused, in accord with Tempier (1277).” In this I believe
Descartes was sincere, for he was sincerely Augustinian and a good
Roman Catholic in just these regards: if one tries to think through
cosmic vortices as a physical model of the solar system, its prob-
lems are far worse than for Eudoxos’s concentric spheres.

Only in 1999 did van Fraassen profess his Catholicism in philo-
sophical print,® but evidence of his faithfulness appears centrally
in The Scientific Image. Why link van Fraassen’s views with Pyr-
rhonism? Because his objections to scientific realism involve appar-
ently equipollent arguments, and because Pyrrhonism has always
been so very useful to fideists, because ‘reality’ is beyond the reach
of human reason, understanding, and knowledge; only faith can link
us ultimately to reality. Pyrrhonism counsels living by appearances,
perhaps also in the form of empirical adequacy. ‘Reality’ is only for
the devout who faithfully leap.™!

§3.2. Some Significant Contextual Points

Further points of historical-philosophical context are important
here. One underlying reason for the apparently radical distinction
in kind between whatever appears and any alleged realities is the An-
cient Greek, Parmenidian ‘ontological’ conception of truth, ac-
cording to which anything real is constant, stable, unchanging, and

» Btienne Tempier, «Opiniones ducentae undeviginti Sigeri de Brabantia,
Boetii de Dacia aliorumque, a Stephano episcopo Parisiensi de consilio doctorum
Sacrae Scripturae condemnatae 1277» (Martii. Parisiis); rpt. in Heinrich Denifle
et Emile Chatelain, edd., Chartularium Universitatis Parisiensis, 4 voll. (Parisiis:
ex typis fratrum Delalain, 1899); Pierre Mandonnet, Siger de Brabant et ’aver-
roisme latin au XIIIme siécle, 2 vols. (Louvain: Institut Supérieur de Philosophie de
1I’Université, 1911); David Piché, La Condamnation Parisienne de 1277. Nouvelle
édition du texte latin, traduction, introduction et commentaire (Paris: Vrin, 1999).

%0 Bas C. van Fraassen, ‘[Comments on John Haldane, 1998 Aquinas Lecture]’.
New Blackfriars 80, No. 938 (1999), 177.

31 To anticipate: van Fraassen’s ‘stance’ is said to be elective, whilst his empiri-
cist case against scientific realism is quasi-pyrrhonian - whence the ‘parsimonious’
in my title. The affirmative leap is voluntarist; living by appearances alone is
pyrrhonist.
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in these regards self-same, identical, and always reliable. Only
the truly unchanging is truly real; only the unchangingly real is true
being. If so, then anything variable or changing is unreal and mere
appearance, at best, however clear (§fjAov) or apparent it may be.
Because any and everything we experience is transitory, anything
‘real’ is to us utterly obscure (&SnAov). Plato began arguing against
this radical dichotomy in the Republic (Bk. V), where he first tries
to establish some cognitive credentials of mere doxa.* Aristotle ar-
gued against that radical dichotomy by seeking to identify regular,
recurring forms of change between potential and actual being, and
by cautiously expecting no more theoretical precision than a do-
main of inquiry affords.*®

Aristotle’s flexible, broadly Euclidean model of scientia was
converted into strict infallibilism in March 1277, when, acting upon
authority of the Roman pope, the Bishop of Paris, Etienne Tempier,
condemned as heretical 220 neo-Aristotelian theses.> It is both ex-
plicit in his condemnation and directly implied by many of his criti-
cisms of specific heresies that scientia requires logical necessity.
Anything less than that suffices only for mere belief. The divine
omnipotence can do anything which is not logically self-contradic-
tory, including bringing about any effect without its typical natural
causes. This holds too for those ‘effects’ we typically regard as our
perceiving our surroundings. Exactly here is the fideist assertion
of the supremacy of faith in divine revelation over rational in-
quiry, including the entirety of what was just then becoming natural
science.” Henceforth, natural philosophers were permitted only

52 For this reminder I thank Chryssi Sidiropoulou.

% On Aristotelian induction, see John McCaskey, ‘Freeing Aristotelian
Epagogeé from Prior Analytics 11.23°, Apeiron 40, No. 4 (2007).

% Piché, Condamnation.

% Anneliese Maier, Die Mechanisierung des Weltbildes im 17. Jahrhundert
(Leipzig: Meiner, 1938); Anneliese Maier, Die Impetusthoerie der Scholastik (Wien:
Schroll, 1940); Anneliese Maier, An der Grenze von Scholastik und Naturwis-
senschaft (Essen: Essener Verlagsanstalt, 1943); Anneliese Maier, Ausgehendes Mit-
telalter. Gesammelte Aufsdtze zur Geistesgeschichte des 14. Jahrhunderts, 3 Bde.
(Roma: Edizioni di Storia e Letteratura, 1964, 1967, 1977); Anneliese Maier, Zwei
Grundprobleme der scholastischen Naturphilosophie. Das Problem der intensiven
GrofSe; Die Impetustheorie, 3. Aufl. (Roma: Edizioni di Storia e Letteratura, 1968).
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to propound possible explanations of natural phenomena, but not
to claim to provide actual explanations of natural phenomena. These
latter claims could only be justified by demonstrating that no other
explanation is logically possible. Only Descartes (1641) ventured
to generalize the implications of Tempier’s condemnation into
the possibility of global perceptual scepticism (Med. I, 199, 12),*
but all philosophical considerations of whatever is merely con-
ceivable because it is logically self-consistent follow in the strict
and narrow righteous path dictated by Tempier in 1277.%" According
to ‘infallibilism’, justification sufficient for knowledge entails
the truth of whatever is known. Thus, as Tempier expressly con-
tends, to know that x requires demonstrative proof that ~(x) is im-
possible, for any ‘~(x)’ whatsoever. Despite widespread contempo-
rary avowals of fallibilism, the persistence of infallibilism within
contemporary philosophy is evident by how often and how glibly
any mere logically possible alternative to a claim or to its justifying
reason(s) is held to suffice to show that the claim is insufficiently
justified.®® With these points of philosophical, historical, and theo-
logical context in hand, please reconsider van Fraassen’s empiricist
stance.”

% Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Scepticism and Transcendental Arguments: Some
Methodological Reconsiderations’, Philosophy and Society/Filozofia i Drustvo
(Beograd) 28, No. 1 (2017): §2.

37 Stephen Boulter, ‘The Mediaeval Origins of Conceivability Arguments’,
Metaphilosophy 42, No. 5 (2011).

% For concise review of recent epistemology, with this phenomenon in focus,
see Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Epistemology, Cognitive (In)Capacities and Thought
Experiments’, in The Routledge Companion to Thought Experiments, ed. M.T. Stu-
art, J.R. Brown, and Y. Fehige (New York & London: Routledge, 2018). Appeal
to mere logical possibilities to counter views or their justification is commonplace
in philosophy of science, even amongst professed fallibilists. A key case in point is
examined below, §4.4.

% The unholy mix of infallibilism and pyrrhonism within Constructive Empiri-
cism is examined below, §7.2.
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84. van Fraassen’s Empiricist Stance
84.1. The Core Contention of Constructive Empiricism

In The Empirical Stance van Fraassen complains of the poor
understanding of science current even amongst self-styled philoso-
phers of science, noting that these misunderstandings were learnt
from their teachers, in particular from Quine.* Van Fraassen rightly
stresses how widely variable our understanding of ‘empiricism’
has been throughout philosophy,* and has sought to develop a new
version of empiricism. His new version of empiricism attempts
to evade standard philosophical objections to empiricism by distin-
guishing between philosophical theses and philosophical stances.
The standard objections to empiricism all bear upon empiricist the-
ses (or principles). Van Fraassen proposes to scuttle such objections
by identifying empiricism with a philosophical ‘stance’. He argues
that empiricism cannot consist in express empiricist theses, because
so far no sound principle of empiricism has been found. All key the-
ses of empiricism have been refuted, often by empiricists them-
selves, and nothing can foreclose upon future proposals of core em-
piricist theses suffering the same fate. If empiricism continues, de-
spite the critical demise of every key empiricist thesis to date, then
empiricism must consist of something other than, certainly in addi-
tion to, its key theses.** This non-propositional core of, e.g., empiri-
cism is a philosophical stance. Most generally, philosophical stances
are ‘philosophical positions that cannot be captured in dogmas’.*
Thus van Fraassen insists that there is more to a philosophical posi-
tion than its propositions, and this ‘more’ is essential to a philo-
sophical position being a philosophical stance; it’s an attitude rather
than a belief or set of beliefs.

“Bas C. van Fraassen, The Empirical Stance (New Haven: Yale University
Press, 2002), 11, cf. 29.

*! van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 32-34, 201-225.

2 van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 46-47.

* van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 47.
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Van Fraassen’s empiricist stance is this:

Empiricists reject demands for explanation, especially explanation
by postulate, and any forms of abduction. They hold some version
of the naive principle empiricism, that information only comes through
the senses. They have certain kinds of ideals of epistemic rationality,
of significance (or meaning). They admire natural science, and their
idea of rationality does not bar disagreement.**

Important to van Fraassen is that none of these factors is itself a be-
lief, though any of them may be associated with various empiricist
beliefs. By adopting the empiricist stance, philosophers are free
to espouse their key Principle of Naive Empiricism, that ‘experi-
ence is the only source of information’,* without fear of theoretical
refutation. Van Fraassen deliberately leaves this principle undeve-
loped, for his main concern in The Empirical Stance is to identify
and call attention to philosophical stances. Teller rightly notes that
van Fraassen is a voluntarist: van Fraassen advocates, recommends,
and urges us to adopt his Constructive Empiricist stance, rather than
arguing for or justifying it.* How compelling a recommendation
can van Fraassen provide for his empiricist stance? I now sum-
marise three important points in order to focus upon van Fraassen’s
voluntarist, fideist use of pyrrhonism.*’

84.2. Van Fraassen’s Understanding of Science

Van Fraassen’s observation that the understanding of science
prevalent even among self-styled philosophers of science is inade-
quate*® may sound reassuring, that van Fraassen’s own understanding
of science will be significantly more accurate and informative.

* van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 47; cf. van Fraassen, Scientific Representa-
tion, 3.

* van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 45, 47.

6 Paul Teller “Whither’, 123-125; ‘Learning to Live’.

" Other aspects of van Fraassen’s empiricist stance I examine in Westphal,
Grounds, §119.

8 van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 11, cf. 29.
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However, to reject ‘demands for explanation’ and ‘any forms of ab-
duction’ as he does is to reject natural scientific knowledge almost
entirely. If perception alone can provide sufficient basis for belief,
whilst the entire non-observational theoretical structure of a science
can at best be a candidate only for acceptance,® then we are entitled
only to accept, but not to believe, that even sub-observable parti-
cles or quantities of matter have mass. On van Fraassen’s empiri-
cist principles, ‘transdiction’ - the ascription of characteristics to sub-
observables based upon the characteristics of ponderable materials* -
can never warrant belief. The methods of the natural sciences, and
above all: Newton’s methods (below, §5.3), show otherwise."!

* van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 89-90; Bas C. van Fraassen, ‘Constructive
Empiricism Now’, Philosophical Studies 106 (2001).

*0 Newton, Rule 3 (1726 [1972]), 2:552/(1999), 795; Isaac Newton, Isaac New-
ton’s Philosophiae Naturalis Principia Mathematica, 3rd ed. (1726), with variant
readings, assembled & ed. A. Koyré & 1.B. Cohen, with the assistance of A. Whit-
man, 2 vols. (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1972); Isaac Newton,
The Principia: Mathematical Principles of Natural Philosophy, trans. I.B. Cohen &
A. Whitman, with assistance from J. Budenz (Berkeley: University of California
Press, 1999); both cited as ‘Newton Principia’, with page references to the 1972
editio princeps of Newton’s 3rd edition (1726), followed by page numbers
of the 1999 English translation. See Maurice Mandelbaum, Philosophy, Science,
and Perception: Historical and Critical Studies (Baltimore: Johns Hopkins Univer-
sity Press, 1964), 61-62; Zvi Biener, ‘Newton’s Regulae Philosophandi’, in The Ox-
ford Handbook of Newton, ed. Eric Schliesser and Christopher Smeenck (Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2020). Peirce introduced the term ‘abduction’ to designate
the initial conception of a plausible explanation to be tested; see Bruce Thompson,
‘What Logicians Do (and What They Ought to Do)’, SATS - Northern European
Journal of Philosophy 26, No. 1 (2025). As for ‘inference to the best explanation’,
Newton’s Rule 4 specifies rigorously what counts as ‘best’; see below, §85.3, 5.8.

S' William Wimsatt, Re-Engineering Philosophy for Limited Beings (Cam-
bridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 2007); Alan Chalmers, The Scientist’s Atom
and the Philosopher’s Stone: How Science Succeeded and Philosophy Failed
to Gain Knowledge of Atoms (Dordrecht: Springer, 2009); William Harper, Isaac
Newton’s Scientific Method: Turning Data into Evidence for Universal Gravity
(New York: Oxford University Press, 2011); William Harper, ‘Newton’s Scientific
Method’, in The Oxford Handbook of Newton (2020); Nick Huggett, George E. Smith,
David Marshall Miller, and William Harper, ‘On Newton’s Method’, Metascience
22, No. 2 (2013); Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Hegel’s Semantics of Singular Cognitive
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§4.3. Explanations and Why Questions

Van Fraassen identifies ‘explanations’ with ‘answers to why-
questions’.*> Although scientific explanations or causal explanations
more generally can answer various ‘why questions’, van Fraassen’s
glib identification of explanations with answers to why questions
scores only a rhetorical victory over scientific realism. So entranced
by the variety of why-questions and the even greater variety of an-
swers to them, any concern with causality and with causal explana-
tion is quietly elided from van Fraassen’s discussion, never to reap-
pear®® - a sly tactic sure to evoke a smile from Sextus!

84.4. van Fraassen’s Infallibilist Blunder

One of van Fraassen’s core arguments in The Scientific Image
for the superiority of Constructive Empiricism to scientific realism
implicitly, though illicitly, presupposes an infallibilist requirement
for justification, a requirement exposed as faulty by his own argu-
ment! Van Fraassen appeals to the following ‘Law of Weakening’
to justify his Constructive Empiricism; indeed, he claims that this
contrast in strength or weakness of beliefs is simply a matter
of logic. In this connection, Van Fraassen notes that

the ‘if ... then’ [in English] is not correctly identified with any
of the sorts of implication traditionally discussed in logical theory, for
those obey the Law of Weakening:

1. If A then B; hence: if A and C then B.

Reference, Newton’s Methodological Rule Four and Scientific Realism Today’,
Philosophical Inquiries 2, No. 1 (2014); Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Causal Realism
and the Limits of Empiricism: Some Unexpected Insights from Hegel’, HOPOS:
The Journal of the International Society for the History of Philosophy of Science 5,
No. 2 (2015).

%2 van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 134-152.

%S Robert Schnepf, Die Frage nach der Ursache. Systematische und prob-
lemgeschichtliche Untersuchungen zum Kausalitdts- und zum Schopfungsbegriff
(Gottingen: Vandenhoech & Ruprecht, 2006), 141-177.
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But our conditionals, in natural language, typically do not obey that
law:
2. If the match is struck it will light; hence (?): if the match
is dunked in coffee and struck, it will light;
the reader will think of many other examples. The explanation of why
that ‘law’ does not hold is that our conditionals carry a tacit ceteris
paribus clause:
3. If the plant had not been sprayed (and all else had remained
the same) then it would not have died.
The logical effect of this tacit clause is to make the ‘law’ of Wea-
kening inapplicable.**

NB: The ceteris paribus clause, tacit in any causal-explanatory
conditional statement, entails that van Fraassen’s ‘Law’ of Weak-
ening is in principle irrelevant to all causal-explanatory domains!
As van Fraassen here notes, because the logical ‘Law of Weaken-
ing’ holds only of systems of strict conditionals, it is thus irrelevant
to any domains which employ ceteris paribus clauses (whether ex-
plicit or implicit). His illustration is truth-functional for expository
clarity, but he correctly notes, as quoted, that none of ‘the sorts
of implication traditionally discussed in logical theory’ correctly
capture our ordinary language conditionals. Hence, the ‘logical’
law of weakening is irrelevant to issues about scientific expla-
nation, because causal explanations employ, ineliminably if im-
plicitly, ceteris paribus clauses.”® Thus van Fraassen’s appeal
to the (putative) logical Law of Weakening, central to his key dis-
tinction between accepting a scientific theory and believing it to be
true, is based upon an infallibilist presumption about empirical jus-
tification, namely, that whatever is required for justification within
strictly formal logic holds as such also in non-formal domains,

5 van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 114-115.

% Nelson Goodman, ‘The Problem of Counterfactual Conditionals’, The Jour-
nal of Philosophy 44, No. 5 (1947), rpt. in Goodman, Fact, Fiction, and Forecast,
4th ed. (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1983); Carl Hempel, ‘Provi-
sos: A Problem Concerning the Inferential Function of Scientific Theories’,
in The Limitations of Deductivism, ed. Adolph Griinbaum and Wesley Salmon
(Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 1988).
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including all empirical domains.*® Van Fraassen’s logical blunder
on this key point has been neglected by philosophers of science for
over forty years; this neglect is symptomatic of widespread infalli-
bilist presumptions in the field, even amongst professed fallibilists
regarding empirical knowledge.

§5. Van Fraassen’s Sceptical tropes
§5.1. Empirical Adequacy versus Theoretical Truth

The Scientific Image and van Fraassen’s many subsequent ‘con-
structive empiricist’ publications aim to revamp empiricism to keep
abreast of scientific developments in the 20th Century; e.g., his
Quantum Mechanics: An Empiricist View.”” That his view is empiri-
cist is plain enough; that his empiricism is specifically ‘construc-
tive” apparently concerns this central claim:

scientific activity is one of construction rather than discovery: con-
struction of models that must be adequate to the phenomena, and not
discovery of truth concerning the unobservable.*

The key point for van Fraassen is that adequacy to the phenomena,
or ‘empirical adequacy’, is much weaker than, and so is insufficient
to justify, the truth of scientific theories:

* For detailed discussion, see Westphal, ‘Hegel’s Semantics’ (2014), §5. I fo-
cus on the ineliminability of ceteris paribus clauses from causal explanations be-
cause it clinches the point, using van Fraassen’s own terms and analysis. Charles
Travis kindly reminds me that our ordinary uses of subjunctive conditionals also
depend for their truth values on other, recognised subjunctive conditionals pertai-
ning to their specific context of use; e.g., ‘If I had wet this match and then struck it
properly, it would not ignite, although I have not wet this match so that when I do
strike it properly, it most likely shall ignite, though perhaps not on the first or
second strike’.

" Bas C. van Fraassen, Quantum Mechanics: An Empiricist View (Oxford:
The Clarendon Press, 1991).

%8 van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 5.
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the assertion of empirical adequacy is a great deal weaker than the as-
] 59

sertion of truth [...].
Van Fraassen’s ‘constructive’ empiricism is in effect an instrumen-
talism, which differs from previous versions of instrumentalism
only by allowing those scientists who so volunteer to affirm
the truth of whatever theories are justified insofar as they are empi-
rically adequate. They are equally free to prescind from any such
affirmation, and merely accept a theory as empirically adequate.®

Reconsider in this context one of van Fraassen’s opening claims
in The Scientific Image:

Putnam [...] has himself [...] argued forcefully that theories could
agree in empirical content and differ in truth-value. Hence, a realist
will have to make a leap of faith. The decision to leap is subject to ra-
tional scrutiny, but not dictated (sic. - K.W.) by reason and evidence.®!

‘Dictated’? Since when are reason and evidence supposed to dic-
tate? We know very precisely: since March 1277, by interdiction
of Bishop Tempier. Note too the appeal to a mere logical possibility
in Putnam’s view, as van Fraassen reports it: it could be the case
that two (or more) scientific theories would agree about empirical
content, though diverge in truth-value.

% van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 69, cf. 67.

€ “To believe a theory is to believe that one of its models correctly represents
the world. You can think of the models as representing the possible worlds allowed
by the theory; one of these possible worlds is meant to be the real one. To believe
the theory is to believe that exactly one of its models correctly represents the world
(not just to some extent, but in all respects). Therefore, if we believe of a family
of theories that all are empirically adequate, but each goes beyond the phenomena,
then we are still free to believe that each is false, and hence their common part is
false. For that common part is phraseable as: one of the models of one of those
theories correctly represents the world’ (Van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 47). Van
Fraassen’s sole focus upon model-theoretic semantics underscores his neglect of re-
ference to particulars in accuracy, truth and cognitive justification; see below, §5.4.

¢! van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 36-37.

> Van Fraassen draws upon Hilary Putnam’s Philosophy of Logic (New York,
Evanston, San Francisco, London: Harper & Row, Publishers, 1972), a topic
to which logical possibilities are central.
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Similarly, regarding scientific revolutions, van Fraassen states:

Why is our problem a philosophical problem and not simply the diffi-
culty of understanding an opaque psychological transition? The rea-
son is that these changes come with explicitly posed calls for deci-
sion - to accept the new theory, conceptual frame, world picture, or
to reject it - and yet rational decision theory is at a loss to either steer
or account for them.®

New scientific theories, however, are not presented with a forced
decision: accept or reject! Scientists present evidence and analysis
of the explanatory scope of new theories, and expect their col-
leagues to scrutinise and assess these carefully. Van Fraassen’s
forced choice has no scientific credentials; it is apparently an arte-
fact of decision theory. Van Fraassen neglects Sellars’ cogent
queries to Carnap regarding his appeal to ‘decisions’, central to his
conventionalism about both principles and linguistic frameworks:

although a question of the form ‘Shall I...?’ calls indeed for decision,
it is generally sensible to ask of a decision ‘Is it reasonable?’ or
‘Can it be justified?’ and these questions call for assertion rather than
a decision.**

Fortunately, there is much more to rationality and its exercise than
rational decision theory,” which can no more address Pyrrhonian
scepticism than can foundationalism or coherentism. The critical re-
sources of analytical philosophy - certainly within the empiricist
tradition to which van Fraassen faithfully adheres - are not, it must

% van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 67, cf. 65-72.

 Wilfrid Sellars, ‘Empiricism and Abstract Entities’, in The Philosophy of Ru-
dolf Carnap, by P.A. Schilpp (LaSalle, IL: The Library of Living Philosophers,
1963), EAE 5.

% See Frederick L. Will, Beyond Deduction: Ampliative Aspects of Philosophi-
cal Reason (London: Routledge, 1988); Frederick L. Will, Pragmatism and Rea-
lism, ed. Kennth R. Westphal (Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, 1997); Cathe-
rine Elgin, Considered Judgment (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1996);
Westphal, Grounds, §883-91; Kenneth R. Westphal, Kant’s Critical Epistemology:
Why Epistemology must Consider Judgment First (New York & London: Rout-
ledge, 2021); Bruce Thompson, ‘What Logicians Do’.
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be said, so extensive or complete as van Fraassen supposes.® It may
well be that ‘experience’ is the sole source of information, but this
says nothing about what kinds or how much information experience
may provide, nor about what is required to extract, assess or use
this information. Mere platitudes account for nothing.

§5.2. van Fraassen, Empiricism and Scientific History

Van Fraassen is critical of J.J.C. Smart’s claim that instrumen-
talism cannot explain why scientific theories are useful.” Much
of the discussion about the Copernican revolution in astronomy has
been mitigated by neglect of a very basic point. Ptolemaic astro-
nomy is spherical astronomy, a kind of astronomy that records and
calculates viewing angles of or between various astronomical bo-
dies at various times of year from specific observation points
on the Earth’s surface. Distances are altogether neglected. Spherical
astronomy is nothing but precise calculations based upon precise,
constantly revised observational data. It was the basis of navigation
at sea, in the air, and in large deserts until the recent introduction
of Global Positioning Systems (post-WWII); textbooks and ma-
nuals of spherical astronomy continue to be written and published
up to the present day;®® its use is required by modern, Earth-based
observational astronomy, especially for coordinated use of multiple
observatories across the globe.

As in Aristarchos’s astronomical model of concentric spheres,
nothing in spherical astronomy bears upon the relative distances be-
tween, nor even the sequence of, the planets in our solar system.

 Empirical Stance, 18.

"1.].C. Smart, Between Science and Philosophy (New York: Random House,
1968), 150-152.

® E.g., WM. Smart and R.M. Green, Textbook on Spherical Astronomy, 6th ed.
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1977); A.T. Fomenko, V.V. Kalashnikov
& G.V. Nosovsky, Geometrical and Statistical Methods of Analysis of Star Confi-
gurations: Dating Ptolemy’s Almagest (Boca Raton, Fla (USA): CRC Press, 1993);
Richard Fitzpatrick, A Modern Almagest: An updated version of Ptolemy’s Al-
magest (2010). http://farside.ph.utexas.edu/ books/Syntaxis/Syntaxis.html.



Kenneth R. Westphal. Elective Empiricism or Parsimonious Pyrrhonism? 385

Specifying the sequence of the planets and their relative distances
was a major achievement of Copernicus’s heliocentric astronomy;
it was a victory of realist explanation, despite his retention of circu-
lar orbits.*” Copernicus’s achievement in this regard is obscured by
instrumentalist focus upon kinematic accuracy and observational
calculability (prediction, retrodiction) alone.”” Kepler’s metho-
dological innovation - banishing circular orbits - afforded a crucial
advance in kinematics, though not in dynamics; that remained
for Newton. (Crystalline, ‘quintessential’ spheres carrying planets
on their orbits had been banished by Brahé’s compromise model
of the solar system. Recall too that Kepler had sufficient data to in-
dicate an elliptical orbit for Mars, but had no astronomical basis
to generalize the ellipse to other orbits.)

Spherical astronomy uses spherical trigonometry; textbooks
of spherical trigonometry were published continuously up through
the 1950s,” yet not much longer. In the mid-1980s, the US Navy
saw fit to commission an unclassified technical report on the topic
for public release.” Van Brummelen was prompted to title his book:
Heavenly Mathematics: The Forgotten Art of Spherical Trigonome-
try.” The fact that Ptolemaic astronomy uses (only) spherical geo-
metry or (later) spherical trigonometry has been too widely neglected,
amongst others, by Kuhn and Mach,™ though it is highlighted, e.g.,

¢7J. von Hepperger, ,Mechanische Theorie des Planetensystems®, in As-
tronomie, hrsg. J. Hartmann (Leipzig: Teubner, 1921), 221.

0 As instanced, e.g., by the entry in Enzyklopddie Philosophie und Wissen-
schaftstheorie, hrsg. Jirgen Mittelstrafs, mit Gereon Wolters (Berlin: Metzler,
1980), 1:470, cf. 387, 472.

" E.g., F. Briinnow, Lehrbuch der Sphdrischen Astronomie (Berlin: Diimmler,
1951); Frank Ayres, Schaum’s Outline of Theory and Problems of Plane and Sphe-
rical Trigonometry (New York: Schaum Publishing Co., 1954).

™ Rex Shudde, Some Tactical Algorithms for Spherical Geometry (Monterey,
Cal.: Naval Postgraduate School, US Dept. of the Navy, 1986).

™ Glen Van Brummelen, Heavenly Mathematics. The Forgotten Art of Spheri-
cal Trigonometry (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2013).

™ Thomas Kuhn, The Copernican Revolution (Cambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press, 1957); Ernst Mach, Die Mechanik in ihrer Entwicklung, his-
torisch-kritisch dargestellt (Leipzig: Brockhaus, 1883; 7. Aufl.: 1912); Ernst
Mach, The Science of Mechanics: A Critical and Historical Account of its
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by von Hepperger, Neugebauer, King, and of course by Whewell.”

Its neglect by philosophers and also many historians of science de-
rives from excess focus upon observational precision - in this case,
astronomical kinematics - and upon the explanation of individual
events, to the neglect of scientific explanation of well-established
kinematic regularities, such as orbits, pendula or tides. This is
plainly a case of ill-considered antecedent philosophical predilec-
tions prompting narrowly selective ‘history’, thus providing spuri-
ous, merely apparent corroborations of empiricist or positivist pre-
sumptions about science. There is often so very much more to natu-
ral sciences and to scientific explanations than meets — or than can
meet - the blinkered eye shrouded by an empiricist stance.™

In reply to Smart, van Fraassen offers a Darwinian account
of the success of scientific theories:

In just the same way, I claim that the success of current scientific theo-
ries is no miracle. It is not even surprising to the scientific (Darwinist)
mind. For any scientific theory is born into a life of fierce competition,
a jungle red in tooth and claw. Only the successful theories survive -
the ones which in fact latched on to actual regularities in nature.”

Van Fraassen’s vague ‘Darwinist’ view of theoretical success says
nothing about the environmental conditions for such (putative)
‘competition’, selection or advantage. Speaking generically of ‘ac-
tual regularities in nature’ tactically neglects and diverts attention
from the distinction between exact, quantitative description of natu-
ral regularities - such as kinematics of motion, chemical reaction
rates or phenomenological thermodynamics - and any dynamic, i.e.,

Development, trans. T.]. McCormack (Chicago: Open Court, 1919; a flawed
translation).

"> yon Hepperger, ,Mechanische Theorie® (1921); Otto Neugebauer, The Exact
Sciences in Antiquity, 2nd ed. (Providence, RI: Brown University Press, 1957; rpt.:
New York: Dover, 1969); David A. King, In Synchrony with the Heavens: Studies
in Astronomical Timekeeping and Instrumentation in Medieval Islamic Civiliza-
tion, 2 vols. (Leiden & Boston: Brill, 2004, 2005); William Whewell, History
of the Inductive Sciences, from the Earliest to the Present Time, 3 vols., 3rd ed.
(London: Parker & Son, 1857), 1:115-118, 160.

761 am grateful to David King for corroborating conversations.

" van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 40.
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causal explanation of why and how any such identified, precisely
measured regularity occurs or is produced (in specified conditions).

Empiricism has characteristically and chronically restricted
philosophers’ attention to quantitatively precise descriptions of re-
gularities, occluding scientific successes in explaining many such
regularities causally.” This tendency is exhibited by renowned re-
search in the field, such as Friedman.” It is also exhibited all too
nonchalantly by van Fraassen, as in this statement:

[...] Newton’s theory of gravitation [...] did not (in the opinion
of Newton or his contemporaries) contain an explanation of gravita-
tional phenomena, but only a description.®

This fixation upon precise kinematic description also dominated
German philosophy of science from the early 20th Century
to the present day. However, this fixation is belied by the recent
revolution in Newton scholarship, some further features of which
are now germane.

§5.3. The Revolution in History and Philosophy of Science

Spearheaded by Howard Stein’s landmark paper, ‘Newtonian
Space-Time’,* there has been nothing short of a revolution in our
understanding of Newton’s Principia, both methodological and sub-
stantive, to which inter alia S. Chandrasekhar, I. Bernard Cohen,

and George Smith have contributed centrally.® These developments

™ Chalmers, The Scientist’s Atom; Harper, Isaac Newton’s Scientific Method,
Harper, ‘Newton’s Scientific Method’; Westphal, ‘Causal Realism’.

™ Michael Friedman, Foundations of Space-Time Theories: Relativistic Physics
and Philosophy of Science (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1983); for discus-
sion see Westphal, ‘Hegel’s Semantics’, §8.

8 Scientific Image, 112, cf. 94; van Fraassen, Quantum Mechanics, 372;
van Fraassen, Scientific Representation, 317.

8 Howard Stein, ‘Newtonian Space-Time’, The Texas Quarterly 10, No. 3
(1967); rpt. in The Annus Mirabilis of Sir Isaac Newton, 1666-1966, ed. Robert
Palter (Cambridge, MA: M.L.T. Press, 1970).

85, Chandrasekhar, Newton’s Principia for the Common Reader (Oxford:
The Clarendon Press, 1995); I.B. Cohen, The Newtonian Revolution (Cambridge:
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have culminated in William Harper, Isaac Newton’s Scientific
Method: Turning Data into Evidence for Universal Gravity.** Three
of Harper’s findings are important here.

1. Newton’s analytical method succeeds in distinguishing
the weights from the masses of orbiting bodies (planets,
moons, comets). Distinguishing their weights and masses is
not possible on the basis of ‘empirical adequacy’, nor by em-
piricist methods.

2. Newton’s method of multiple independent converging mea-
sures and his ideals of explanatory adequacy are much more
stringent and - when fulfilled - much more robustly justifi-
catory than any confirmation theory heretofore offered by
philosophers of science, including Glymour’s ‘bootstrap’
method.

3. Newton’s methods and explanatory ideals do apply to the shift
from Newtonian Classical Mechanics (CM) to Einstei-
nian General Relativity (GR): When provided the relevant
data and analysis, Newton’s ideals of explanatory adequacy
favour GR, as Einstein himself apparently realised.

Here, one concise illustration must suffice. Newton’s method of suc-
cessive approximation by reiterated use of the very same explana-
tory analysis exploits the phenomena of orbital motions to measure
the force of gravitational attractions which produce those motions.
One of Newton’s most precise measures of the exact inverse-square
power of gravitational attraction is made by measuring orbital pre-
cession. An inverse-square acceleration field is measured indepen-
dently by determining whether there is orbital precession, i.e.,

Cambridge University Press, 1980); I.B. Cohen and George Smith, eds., The Cam-
bridge Companion to Newton (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2002);
George E. Smith, ‘The Methodology of the Principia’, in The Cambridge Compa-
nion to Newton; George E. Smith, ‘From the Phenomenon of the Ellipse to an In-
verse-Square Force: Why Not?’, in Reading Natural Philosophy: Essays in the His-
tory and Philosophy of Science and Mathematics, ed. David Malament (LaSalle, IL:
Open Court, 2002); George E. Smith, ‘Closing the Loop: Testing Newtonian
Gravity, Then and Now’, in Newton and Empiricism, ed. Zvi Biener and Eric
Schliesser (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2014).
% Harper, Isaac Newton'’s Scientific Method.
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whether planets follow the same orbit repeatedly, or whether the lo-
cation of an orbit’s aphelion and perihelion (its furthest and closest
points to the Sun, called apsides or aphilia) shift by rotating about
the Sun upon subsequent orbits, either ‘forwards’ or ‘backwards’
with respect to the direction of orbital rotation. Absence of such
precession measures precisely an inverse square law of acceleration
(by gravitational attraction); a different rate of diminution of field
strength would produce either positive or negative orbital preces-
sion.* Note Newton’s extremely precise measurement evidence for
the second part of the following proposition, which states the in-
verse square power law of gravitational attraction:

Proposition 2, Theorem 2: The forces by which the primary planets
are continually drawn away from rectilinear motions and are main-
tained in their respective orbits are directed to the sun and are in-
versely as the squares of their distances from its center.

The first part of the proposition is evident from phen. 5 and from
prop. 2 of book I, and the latter part from phen. 4 and from prop. 4
of the same book. But this second part of the proposition is proved
with the greatest exactness (sic. - K.W.) from the fact that the aphelia
are at rest, for the slightest departure from the ratio of the square
would (by book I, prop. 45, corol. 1) necessarily result in a noticeable
motion of the apsides in a single revolution and an immense such mo-
tion in many revolutions.®

This is but one, albeit very important, instance of the methodologi-
cal point examined by Harper, of how Newton’s theoretical appara-
tus enables him to use the analysis of motions to measure the causal
parameter that generates those motions. Newton’s enormous theo-
retical success, refined and extended (inter alia) by Laplace, re-
mains in use today in physical cosmology.*

A fourth methodological and substantive result is demonstrated
by this recent revolution in our understanding of Newton’s method
and theory: Proper, adequate philosophy of science requires an exac-
ting history of science, and the courage to learn when and how

8 Harper, Isaac Newton'’s Scientific Method, 120-126.
8 Newton, Principia 1726 [1972], 2:564-565/1999, 802.
% Harper, ‘Newton’s Scientific Method’.
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scientists have achieved in practice what philosophers have failed
to imagine even in theory.®” Merely taking an empiricist view
of a topic is insufficient to justify an empiricist account of anything,
nor even to volunteer one. One main empiricist objection to Newto-
nian gravitational theory concerned the complex orbits of Jupiter
and Saturn. Resolving them required complex third-order mathe-
matical analysis - far exceeding Newton’s own mathematical me-
thods. Laplace developed the required equations to properly calcu-
late the interactions between Jupiter and Saturn, which initially
were accurate to within 2', which he subsequently improved to less
than 12". By these theoretical improvements of Newtonian gravita-
tional theory,

[...] Laplace banished empiricism from the tables of Jupiter and Sa-
turn, and extricated the Newtonian theory from one of its gravest pe-
rils. ‘The irregularities of the two planets’, says that illustrious
geometer, ‘appeared formerly to be inexplicable by the law of univer-
sal gravitation - they now form one of its most striking proofs. Such
has been the fate of this brilliant discovery, that each difficulty which
has arisen has become for it a new subject of triumph, a circumstance

which is the surest characteristic of the true system of nature’.%

Newtonian gravitational theory demonstrates the existence of a dis-
tance force, gravity, by measuring gravitational attractions between
pairs of orbiting bodies within our Solar System, by three indepen-
dent, robust, strongly convergent, precise measures. Because New-
ton’s measures require, and succeed in, distinguishing between the
mass and the weight of orbiting bodies, these results cannot be
achieved by empiricist resources, which can provide no more than
kinematics. Empiricism is not ‘empirically adequate’ to Newtonian
gravitational theory, whilst Newton’s theory provides an effective
model for devising other measures for other distance forces (e.g. elec-
tromagnetic, chemical or now the strong and weak nuclear forces).

8 In addition to Harper, et alia, on Newton, also see Wimsatt, Re-Engineering
Philosophy, Chalmers, The Scientist’s Atom.

8 Robert Grant, Physical Astronomy from the Earliest Ages to the Middle
of the Nineteenth Century (London: Bohn, 1852), 60; quoting Pierre-Simon
de Laplace, Traité de mécanique céleste, 5 vols. (Paris: ].B.M. Duprat, 1824), 5:324.
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Newtonian gravitational theory is a potent counter-example to
van Fraassen’s seductive claim that empiricism and scientific real-
ism have the same basis, ‘empirical adequacy’. This claim is false;
van Fraassen’s support for and use of it is illusory, merely an ap-
parent equipollence, which only appears so to those who are insuffi-
ciently versed in actual sciences and their histories.*

§5.4. van Fraassen’s ‘Pragmatic’ Incursion

To elaborate his constructive empiricism, van Fraassen distin-
guishes between syntax, semantics, and pragmatics, using terms
from Charles Morris:

To spell out these contentions to the extent we can before we have
an account of what explanation is, I must refer first of all to the termi-
nology originally introduced by Charles Morris. His basic concern
was language, but we can transpose his concepts from words and
statements to theories. In the study of language he saw three main le-
vels: syntax, semantics, and pragmatics. The syntactic properties
of an expression are determined only by its relations to other expres-
sions, considered independently of meaning or interpretation. [...] Se-
mantic properties concern the relation of the expression to the world.
[...] Finally, pragmatics concerns the relation of the language
to the users of that language [...]. In some sense, semantics is only
an abstraction from pragmatics.”

% Noel Swerdlow, ‘An Essay on Thomas Kuhn’s First Scientific Revolution,
The Copernican Revolution’, Proceedings of the American Philosophical Society
148, No. 1 (2004), 73, observed that contemporaneous philosophers of science
know less science than is contained in J.B. Conant, ed., Harvard Case Histories
in Experimental Science, 2 vols. (Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press,
1957). Another indication of this is philosophers’ preoccupation with Thomas
Kuhn, The Structure of Scientific Revolutions (Chicago: University of Chicago
Press, 1962; 3rd ed., 1996), to the neglect of Leonard Nash, The Nature of the Na-
tural Sciences (Boston & Toronto: Little, Brown & Co., 1963), a much better book
on natural sciences. In Europe and within HPS the situation remains much better;
Swerdlow’s research is exemplary; cf. Noel Swerdlow, ‘Montucla’s Legacy:
The History of the Exact Sciences’, Journal of the History of Ideas 54, No. 2 (1993).

% van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 89.
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Morris distinguished syntax, semantics, and pragmatics, as did Car-
nap; they were then colleagues at Chicago.”’ Both recognised that
studies of syntax and semantics must abstract from pragmatics, that
is, from language actually used by its speakers in whatever con-
texts, in whatever ways, for whatever purposes. However, van
Fraassen’s ‘transposition’ fundamentally misrepresents Morris’s and
Carnap’s distinctions. On their view, ‘syntax’ concerns formation
of words out of letters, and the formation of grammatical sentences
out of words (and likewise WFES, the ‘well-formed formulae’ re-
quired for admissible logistic sentences), whilst neglecting issues
regarding the meaning of words or sentences. ‘Semantics’, in Mor-
ris’ sense,” concerns the designatory relations of signs to the world,
yet he further claims that signs designate whatever they do in virtue
of ‘semantical rules’ which (if properly identified and explicated,
would) state a sign’s conditions of designation, by which the ‘desig-
natum’ (or relevant class of ‘denotata’) of a sign is specified.”
Formulating such rules is a task for semiotics; what ‘semantical
rules’ shall explicate ‘exist rather as habits of behavior’ amongst
‘the users of a language’. Morris’s sense of ‘semantical rule’ is very
close to Carnap’s, according to which semantical rules specify
the sense or meaning - more precisely, the ‘intension’ - of terms,
phrases or sentences.

Lurking here is the chronic philosophical ambiguity of the term
‘semantics’ as concerning either intension or reference (designating,
indicating, deixis, 8€1€1¢); van Fraassen’s pragmatic incursion falla-
ciously exploits this ambiguity. Morris and Carnap knew better. Ini-
tially, van Fraassen assigns ‘reference’ and (later) ‘truth’ to seman-
tics, and writes off ‘pragmatics’ as any linguistic phenomenon rela-
tive to individual persons.

Carnap was explicit and consistent about this decisive, basic
though widely neglected point: His formal syntax and formal se-
mantics are nothing but empty semi-axiomatic systems unless and
until they are complemented by their proper counterpart, which

! Charles Morris, Foundations of the Theory of Signs (Chicago: University
of Chicago Press, 1938).

%2 Morris, Theory of Signs, 99.

% Morris, Theory of Signs, 101.
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Carnap designated ‘descriptive semantics’,” including ‘genuine ob-
ject sentences’, i.e., those first-order sentences used by people, es-
pecially scientists, in actual contexts to refer to actual particulars.”
Carnap’s ‘descriptive semantics’ aims to identify (inter alia) the ob-
servation statements issued by scientists of ‘our cultural circle’.”
Carnap’s ‘descriptive semantics’ and ‘genuine object sentences’ be-
long to pragmatics, how speakers of a language - including scien-
tists — use it to make statements about specified or indicated parti-
culars (of whatever kind or scale). Such use in context by compe-
tent speakers or investigators alone affords any real use of any lin-
guistic framework, by which alone any linguistic framework or its
sentence forms can and only in this way do have content, by people
using it to refer to specific, indicated features of the world.
Van Fraassen correctly notes the following:

Any factor which relates to the speaker or audience is a pragmatic
factor; and if it furthermore pertains specifically to that particular lin-
guistic situation, a contextual factor.”’

However, van Fraassen chronically misuses Morris’s terminology
to contend that semantics — qua reference and designation - is dis-
tinct in kind from pragmatics in the sense of language used in spe-
cific contexts by actual speakers. Van Fraassen states:

Semantic properties and relations are those which concern the theo-
ry’s relation to the world, or more specifically, the facts about which it

% Rudolf Carnap, ,,Erwiderung auf die vorstehenden Aufsitze von E. Zilsel und
K. Duncker®, Erkenntnis 3 (1931-1932); Rudolf Carnap, Introduction to Semantics
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1942), §5; Rudolf Carnap, ‘Replies
and Systematic Expositions’, in The Philosophy of Rudolf Carnap, ed. P.A. Schilpp
(LaSalle, IL: The Library of Living Philosophers, 1963), 923, 925-927.

% For documentation and analysis of these, see Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Carnap
vs. Quine: Descriptive Semantics vs. Semantic Ascent. More reasons why Paolo
was so very right!’, Humana Mente - Journal of Philosophical Studies 17, No. 45
(2024).

% For details, see Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Conventionalism and the Impoverish-
ment of the Space of Reasons: Carnap, Quine and Sellars’, Journal for the History
of Analytic Philosophy 3, No. 8 (2015), §82.1, 2.2, 2.6.

%7 van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 91.
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is a theory. Here the two main properties are truth and empirical ade-
quacy. Hence this is the area where both realism and constructive em-
piricism locate a central aim of science.*®

So far, so good: though only because the term ‘semantics’ is am-
biguous. Van Fraassen then directly asks:

Are there also philosophically significant pragmatic theoretical prop-
erties?

Before answering, van Fraassen states what has become known as
the ‘semantic view’ of scientific theories, developed most promi-
nently by Suppes. He proceeds as follows:

The working language of science is no doubt context-dependent, but
surely that is a practical point only? Scientific theories can be stated
in context-independent language, in what Quine calls ‘eternal sen-
tences’. So we do not need to stray into pragmatics, it would seem,
to interpret science. This may be true of those products of scientific
activity which we call theories. It is not true of other parts of that ac-
tivity, according to my view, and specifically I hold that

(a) the language of theory appraisal, and specifically the term

‘explains’ is radically context-dependent;

(b) the language of the use of theories to explain phenomena, is

radically context-dependent.
These are two distinct points, for it is one thing to assert that New-
ton’s theory explains the tides, and another to explain the tides by
means of Newton’s theory. For example, in doing the second you may
never use the word ‘explain’.*’

Then or now, Quine’s ‘eternal sentences’ are supposed to be true ‘for
good’, they remain true across times, speakers, and (presumably)
space.'” One example he offers is ‘copper oxide is green’.'® How-
ever, the truth of that and all other putatively ‘eternal’ sentences

% van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 90.

% van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 90-91, cf. van Fraassen, Scientific Represen-
tation, 82. Why this last point, not using the word ‘explains’ whilst explaining
something, is supposed to be important van Fraassen does not say.

1'W.V.0O. Quine, Word and Object (Cambridge, MA: MIT Press, 1960), §40.

%" Quine, Word and Object, p. 11, expressly anticipating §40.
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Quine might forge from contemporary natural sciences are not true
timelessly: To be true, each requires the existence or occurrence
of relevant particulars (of whatever kind or scale). However, all such
particulars exist or occur only within some roughly specifiable (and,
of course, logically contingent) range of cosmic expansion, i.e.,
energy dispersion or cosmic ‘deflation’ - whatever range of defla-
tion permits the kinds of condensed matter required to constitute ma-
terial particulars and (hence) natural phenomena of whatever kind,
scale or spatio-temporal region(s) for there to be any fields and
kinds of natural scientific investigations.'®* This was sufficiently un-
derstood scientifically prior to 1960; however, it has been widely ne-
glected by scientistic philosophers.

Furthermore, sentences as such are not and cannot be true sim-
pliciter, because they do not and cannot themselves refer to those
relevant particulars in virtue of which they can be true, when(ever)
sentence forms are used by actual persons, individually or collec-
tively, to state something about those particulars; speakers (and
authors) refer their statements to (purportedly) relevant particulars,
in relevant contexts. Quine’s view and van Fraassen’s use of eternal
sentences are prime instances of what Putnam chided as ‘magical
theories of reference’. So is their steadfast appeal to model-theo-
retic ‘semantics’, which is strictly formal, and only specifies models
up to cardinality. Hence, in principle, model-theoretic ‘semantics’
cannot ascribe any characteristics to individuals; neither can it indi-
viduate, characterise, nor localise those naturally occurring particu-
lars (of whatever kind or scale) investigated by natural scientists.
Instead, linguistic reference to particulars we provide in actual, rele-
vant contexts. Like Quine, van Fraassen neglects the key problem
with using Russell’s theory of descriptions as an account of refe-
rence (denotation), a key problem already identified by Kant in his
response to Leibniz, and made central to his epistemology. No mat-
ter how detailed, specific or exhaustive a description may be - also

192 Cf. Brigitte Falkenburg and Margaret Morrison, eds., Why More Is Different.
Philosophical Issues in Condensed Matter Physics and Complex Systems (Cham:
Springer, 2015); James Ladyman and Don Ross, with David Spurrett and John
Collier, Every Thing Must Go: Metaphysics Naturalized (Oxford: Oxford Universi-
ty Press, 2007).
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when used to explicate the meaning or content of a term, phrase or
statement: i.e., intension - descriptive content alone does not deter-
mine whether that description is true of (or refers to) anything,
many things or nothing at all. Which is the case is equally and inde-
pendently a function of what in fact exists or occurs (or did so).
Reference to particulars is required for statements to have any truth
value or any value as approximations (accuracy). For referring ex-
pressions to serve any cognitive purpose or function requires in ad-
dition that we or some relevant person(s) localise relevant referents
(particulars) within space and time. Only thus can they or we ascer-
tain whether the descriptive or attributive phrase in use (intension)
succeeds as a proto-cognitive act of predication (ascription to perti-
nent particulars). Successful cognitive reference of this type is also
required to determine whether the attribution is true or approxi-
mately correct (or not), and to determine whether or how well (cog-
nitively) justified it may be. For these reasons, truth, accuracy,
error, knowledge, well-justified belief, and all other phenomena
pertaining to empirical knowledge are context-bound ‘pragmatic’
factors. This fundamental point of epistemology - of specifically
cognitive semantics as actual reference to relevant particulars -
is recognised inter alia by Kant, Hegel, Frege, Carnap, Austin,
Bouwsma, Gettier, Dretske, Kaplan, Donnellan, Evans, Wettstein,
Travis, and Inan.

Without notice, van Fraassen follows Quine into his (putatively)
all-embracing semantic ascent to Quine’s inadequately articulated
meta-language, required to identify and explicate the intension of sen-
tence forms. Such ascent is very useful methodologically, but Carnap
rightly insisted, from 1930 forward, that meta-linguistic examination
of sentence forms does and must prescind from all issues of truth
about or reference to particulars. Issues of reference to particulars or
truths about them all require ‘genuine object sentences’, sentences
used by speakers to make statements in context by which they refer to
genuine objects (or more generally, to relevant actual particulars).
Quine’s unquestioned extensionalism precluded his ever recognising
Carnap’s cogent view about actual reference to genuine particulars.'®

155 Westphal, ‘Carnap vs. Quine; cf. Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Fundamentals
of Carnap’s Aufbau: Tracing Back to Key Basics’, Humana Mente - Journal
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§5.5. van Fraassen’s Concession to ‘Subjectivism’

Van Fraassen claims:

We will just have to admit a non-pejorative sense of ‘subjective’, if
the essential indexical has to be labelled as something subjective.
Whatever sense we give it, we may be charged with giving a special
role to consciousness in science. But that implication is there only
in the premise that there is use of science. To the extent that use im-

plies consciousness and agency, this premise does so too — what more
need be said.'®

‘Science’, if it is anything, is a body or several bodies of knowledge
and know-how. Information can be stored inorganically, as in books,
libraries or data sets. Knowledge is something we can master
and use, so of course, subjects - persons, scientists — pertain

of Philosophical Studies (2025). Carnap, Semantics, 84, states, ‘An investigation
of a language belongs to pragmatics if explicit reference to a speaker is made [...] .
However, Carnap does not regard this as any ‘incursion’; his formal analyses
of ‘designatum’, ‘truth’ and the ‘name relation’ (§12; cf. Rudolf Carnap, Meaning
and Necessity (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1947; 2nd ed.: 1956), 8§85, 6,
24, 29, 32) all serve to explicate their counterparts and their use within some speci-
fied language as used by competent speakers in relevant actual circumstances.
In these fundamental regards, Carnap’s later work (e.g., Meaning and Necessity)
all serve to further explicate the ‘descriptive semantics’ specified in his earlier
works (ca. 1930ff) to rebut the charge of having developed nothing but entirely for-
mal, hence contentless, empty logistic systems of Wissenschaftslogik, a proposed
logic of science altogether omitting science; Rudolf Carnap, Die Aufgabe der Wis-
senschaftslogik (Wien: Gerold & Co., 1934). His rebuttal was then and still is deci-
sive: His logistic systems of syntax and semantics are empty formalisms, which
only obtain any content and use when developed in close connection with actual
scientific investigations of (e.g.) nature. Natural sciences all belong to the pragma-
tics of actual use by actual scientists. Formal analyses which ignore this are void
of scientific content. This is how deeply Carnap’s and Quine’s programmes dif-
fered ab initio. It is most unfortunate that so many philosophers followed Quine,
to the neglect of properly understanding Carnap’s far more cogent views. For dis-
cussion of Carnap’s early emphasis upon actual denotata designated by actual sci-
ences and scientists in actual scientific investigations, see Westphal, Hegel’s Epis-
temological Realism, 56-57; Westphal, ‘Carnap vs. Quine’, §3.
104 van Fraassen, Scientific Representation (2008), 83.
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to scientific knowledge. There simply is no ‘use’ of science without
the development and assessment of ‘science’; all of these are hu-
man accomplishments, upon which Quine’s and van Fraassen’s pu-
tative ‘eternal sentences’ are entirely parasitic.

Van Fraassen further claims:

the representation (the measurement outcome) shows not what the ob-
ject is like ‘in itself’ but what it ‘looks like’ in that measurement
set-up. The user of the utilized measurement instrumentation must ex-
press the outcome in a judgment of form ‘that is how it is from here’.
And finally, the coin has another side: it is precisely by a process en-
gendering a judgment of that form - that is to say, by a measure-
ment! - that any model becomes usable at all.'*®

Yes, measurements require procedures, their use, their outcomes,
and the assessment of their outcomes. However, van Fraassen’s
stress upon ‘from here’ neglects and obscures a no less important
factor: however ‘it is’ in this way measured to be. Van Fraassen ne-
glects C.I. Lewis’s point about the logic of relativity: nothing can be
nor appear to be from some perspective or in some relation, unless
it has its own characteristics which so appear in that relation or
regard.'®

§5.6. van Fraassen’s ‘Phenomenology’ of Science

Van Fraassen claims:

In my opinion, the phenomenology of science can be adequately dis-
cussed within the pragmatic analysis of language [...].'""

Van Fraassen attempts to assimilate issues in philosophy of science
to issues in philosophy of language, but thereby to divorce issues
of truth from issues of context. His attempt is fundamentally con-
fused. First, he fails to specify what exactly is the method, domain

19 van Fraassen, Scientific Representation, 92.

1% C.I. Lewis, Mind and the World Order: Outline of a Theory of Knowledge
(New York: Charles Scribners, 1929; rev. ed., New York: Dover, 1956), 167-180.

07 van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 83.
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or aim(s) of ‘the phenomenology of science’; does it include or ex-
clude those ‘pragmatics of language’ to which van Fraassen assigns
‘such concepts as immersion in the language, or world-picture,
of science’'®? These questions are not merely rhetorical. Consider
carefully the following passage:

recall that we must distinguish carefully what a theory says from what
we believe when we accept that theory (or rely on it to predict
the weather or build a bridge, for that matter). The epistemic commit-
ment involved in accepting a scientific theory [...] is [...] only
the [...] weaker belief that it is empirically adequate. In just the same
way we must distinguish what the question says (i.e. presupposes)
from what we believe when we ask that question. [...]

Now, when I ask the question, if I ask it seriously and in my own
person, I imply that I believe that this question arises. But that means
then only that my epistemic commitment indicated by, or involved in,
the asking of this question, is exactly - no more and no less than -
the epistemic commitment involved in my acceptance of these theo-
ries. Of course, the discussants in this context, in which those theories
are accepted, are conceptually immersed in the theoretical world-pic-
ture. They talk the language of the theory. The phenomenological dis-
tinction between objective or real, and not objective or unreal, is
a distinction between what there is and what there is not which is
drawn in that theoretical picture. Hence the questions asked are asked
in the theoretical language - how could it be otherwise? But the epis-
temic commitment of the discussants is not to be read off from their
language.'®

Indeed so: the bits of language alone do not by themselves specify
the speaker’s context of use; for just this reason, van Fraassen’s ap-
parently linguistic, though empiristic, ‘phenomenology’ of science
cannot pass judgment upon scientists’ use or debate about the ex-
planatory adequacy of any causal theory of any natural phenome-
non. Any context-independent, and hence merely meta-linguistic
consideration of object-level scientific language in actual use - such
as van Fraassen’s - must prescind from any judgments regarding
the ontology and the deixis of that object-level usage, which is used

1% van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 91.
' van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 151-152.



400 COBPEMEHHASI 3ATTATHAST ®UJIOCODUS

by scientists within some specific scientific context(s). By the same
token, such context-independent, hence merely meta-linguistic con-
sideration of object-level scientific language in use cannot spe-
cify the objects, events or structures discussed by whomever utters
the relevant linguistic tokens (statements, not mere sentence forms).
Hence, in principle, such context-free, merely meta-linguistic con-
sideration of scientific language or explanatory uses of scientific
language cannot specify what specific statements those scientists
make by speaking as they do. Consequently, any context-free,
merely meta-linguistic consideration, such as van Fraassen’s of sci-
entific language or explanatory uses of scientific language, must pre-
scind from the truth, accuracy, and cognitive justification of those
statements. For these reasons, any context-free, merely meta-lin-
guistic reconsideration of scientific language or explanatory uses
of scientific language must maintain the utter ontological neutra-
lity characteristic of any properly phenomenological method. Early
in his career van Fraassen knew this - he trained as a phenomenolo-
gist, and once said publicly he’d learnt most of what he knew about
science from Joseph Kockelmans''’ - but apparently van Fraassen
later lapsed into methodological forgetfulness.'!!

It is not for nothing that Harper reviews Newton’s observa-
tional data tables, including having used advanced computing to re-
calculate the precise locations of those astronomical bodies for

10 A trusted, reliable, highly informed colleague with excellent historical me-
mory heard van Fraassen’s remark at a meeting of the Society for Phenomenology
and Existential Philosophy at Northwestern University, where van Fraassen was
one of a panel speaking on phenomenology and the natural sciences, chaired by
Kockelmans, around the publication time of Joseph Kockelmans and Theodore
Kisiel, eds., Phenomenology and the Natural Sciences (Evanston, IL: North-
western University Press, 1970).

" For much more developed and illuminating phenomenological approaches
to natural science, see J.E. McGuire and Barbara Tuchanska, Science Unfet-
tered: A Philosophical Study in Sociohistorical Ontology (Athens, OH: University
of Ohio Press, 2000); Paolo Parrini, ‘Hermeneutics and Epistemology: A Second
Appraisal - Heidegger, Kant, and Truth’, in Interpretation: Ways of Thinking
about the Sciences and the Arts, ed. Peter Machamer and Gereon Wolters (Pitts-
burgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2010); Hans Radder, The World Observed /
The World Conceived (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2006).
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which Newton had observational reports, to assess the accuracy
of Newton’s data, and of Newton’s assessments of his data. Those
observations and their reports are central to the actual semantic re-
ference - and to the cognitive-semantic reference - of Newton’s
gravitational theory. This point is further developed in the next sub-
section (85.7).

§5.7. van Fraassen’s ‘Pragmatic’ Perspective

In this same, putatively linguistic-empiristic-phenomenological
vein, van Fraassen states:

the other virtues claimed for a theory are pragmatic virtues. In so far
as they go beyond consistency, empirical adequacy, and empirical
strength, they do not concern the relation between the theory and
the world, but rather the use and usefulness of the theory; they pro-
vide reasons to prefer the theory independently of questions of truth.''?

Van Fraassen disjoins cognitive (‘epistemic’) from pragmatic considera-
tions,'" and contends that explanatory power is only a pragmatic virtue:

[...] I shall argue that [...] explanation is not a special additional fea-
ture that can give you good reasons for belief in addition to evidence
that the theory fits the observable phenomena. For ‘what more there is
to’ explanation is something quite pragmatic, related to the concerns
of the user of the theory and not (sic. - K.WW.) something new about
the correspondence between theory and fact.

So I conclude that (a) the assertion that theory T explains, or pro-
vides an explanation for, fact E does not presuppose or imply that T is
true or even empirically adequate, and (b) the assertion that we have
an explanation is most simply construed as meaning that we have
‘on the books’ an acceptable theory which explains. I shall henceforth
adopt this construal.'*

2 van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 88.

5 van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 4, 13, 52, 53, 57, 88, 89, 91; Scientific Re-
presentation, 17, 21, 25.

4 van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 100, cf. 97.
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He is of course entitled to volunteer his opinions - but far too few
philosophers have scrutinised his opinions with the care and dis-
cernment required to account for his bookkeeping: van Fraassen’s
disjunction is epistemologically and semantically (referentially) er-
roneous (per above, §5.4), a mere ghost of his would-be ascent
to Quine’s expostulated, meta-linguistic ‘eternal sentences’, and
quite contrary to his concession to Morris (and likewise if implicitly
to Carnap), that syntax and semantic rules (intention) are abstrac-
tions from pragmatics.
Here is a further, more specific case in point:

There was at one point a hope, expressed by Goodman, Reichenbach,
Hempel, and others, that counterfactual conditionals provide an ob-
jective criterion for what is a law of nature, or at least, a lawlike state-
ment (where a law is a true lawlike statement). A merely general truth
was to be distinguished from a law because the latter, and not the for-
mer, implies counterfactuals. This idea must be inverted: if laws im-
ply counterfactuals then, because counterfactuals are context-depen-
dent, the concept of law does not point to any objective distinction
in nature. If, as I am inclined to agree, counterfactual language is
proper to explanation, we should conclude that explanation harbours
a significant degree of context-dependence.!'®

‘Context dependence’ is used by van Fraassen indiscriminately as
a merely ‘pragmatic’ factor, in contrast to any alleged semantic is-
sues about truth or reference. However, no ‘theory’ explains any-
thing without specifying, designating as well as describing, some
natural or experimental system, together with the relevant initial
conditions and boundary conditions of that system, together with
ineliminable ceteris paribus clauses, that so far as is understood,
nothing else interferes with the phenomenon to be explained. In-
deed, no theory is true of anything without specifying these very
same factors! These ‘contextual’ factors are natural. Van Fraassen
has not justified his use of the apparent link between causal laws and
counterfactual conditionals modus tollens tollendo. Caveat emptor!

U5 yan Fraassen, Scientific Image, 118.
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§5.8. van Fraassen on Scientific Theory,
Truth and Informativeness

In 1991 van Fraassen observed:

It is an elementary logical point that a more informative theory cannot
be more likely to be true.!'

This point is doubly mistaken. First, here again van Fraassen ig-
nores the direct implication of his own stress upon the inelimina-
bility of ceteris paribus clauses from causal explanations that
the principles of deductive logic do not as such automatically hold
for cognitive, epistemic or explanatory contexts (per above, §4.4).
He also neglects that a less informative theory may be less informa-
tive because it is less accurate (or simply vague), and hence less
likely to be true (recall Descartes’ planetary vortexes). Deductive
logic is solely a canon of valid deduction; outside pure axiomatics it
is no organon of knowledge.""” This is one key reason why the lan-
guage of exact science is mathematics, not logic, and indeed ap-
plied mathematics, not pure.

Newton’s ‘deductions’ from the phenomena of celestial mo-
tions rely not at all on logically strict conditionals, but upon mathe-
matically rigorous theoretical methods and explanatory resources,
all evaluated by using (inter alia) his fourth methodological rule:

In experimental philosophy, propositions gathered from phenomena
by induction should be considered either exactly or very nearly true
notwithstanding any contrary hypotheses, until yet other phenomena
make such propositions either more exact or liable to exceptions.''®

¢ van Fraassen, Quantum Mechanics, 3-4.

7 Galilei, Galileo, Discorsi e dimostrazioni matematiche intorno a due nuo-
ve scienze (1638; EN vol. 8), 175; Galileo, Two New Sciences, H. Crew &
A. De Salvio, trs. (New York: Macmillan, 1914), 137-138; Immanuel Kant, Kritik
der reinen Vernunft, hrsg. J. Timmermann (Hamburg: Meiner, 1998), cited as ‘KrV’
by page numbers of its two editions: 1st ed. (1781): ‘A’; 2nd rev. ed. (1787): ‘B’),
KrV A795-7/B823-5.

118 Newton, Principia (1726), 389/(1999), 796.
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Newton directly adds: ‘This rule should be followed so that argu-
ments based on induction may not be nullified by hypotheses’
(ibid.). Newton’s Rule 4 requires any competing scientific hypothe-
sis to have, not merely empirical evidence in its favour, but suffi-
cient and sufficiently precise evidence either to make an accepted
scientific hypothesis ‘more exact’ or to restrict it by demonstrating
actual ‘exceptions’ to it. This key ‘criterion of theoretical-explana-
tory acceptability’, to put it in contemporary terms, is never noted
in empiricist philosophies of science. This indicates empiricists prio-
ritise loyalty to ‘empiricism’ over the accuracy about or adequacy
to the sciences they purport to extol and to seek to understand
(or does mere description suffice?) - though only to the extent they
can trim science(s) to fit into empiricist constraints, above all, to fit
within the empiricist ‘stance’. Newton’s Rule IV rules out the scien-
tific relevance of mere logical possibilities, it rules out infallibilist
presumptions about cognitive justification, it embeds - and con-
versely is bolstered by — Kant’s Thesis of Singular Cognitive Re-
ference (above, §5.4), and it greatly reduces problems of evidence
‘under-determining’ physical theory. This referential thesis suffices
to scuttle rationalist metaphysics without invoking any theory
of ‘meaning’ or intension, hence without invoking any empiricist
theory of meaning (‘verificationism’). Van Fraassen knows nothing
of this decisive point,'® despite his commending Kant’s critique
of metaphysics for improving upon the empiricists’ critique.'?

§6. Constructive Empiricism’s Basis Step
§6.1. van Fraassen’s Conception of Perception

Van Fraassen repeatedly stresses that observation involves per-
ception, but that ‘perception’ strictly speaking is something we do
(or achieve) only with our unaided senses:

19 Cf. van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 39-40.

120 van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 2; Bas C. van Fraassen, ‘Against Transcen-
dental Empiricism’, in The Question of Hermeneutics, ed. T.J. Stapleton (Dor-
drecht: Kluwer, 1994), §1.2.
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perception is something possible for us, if at all, without instruments.'*!

By this criterion, no one who uses eyeglasses, contact lenses or
hearing aids sees or hears his or her surroundings by perceiving
them. This remark is not incidental to van Fraassen’s view. He like-
wise claims:

If appearances are what appear to us then, by definition, we never do
see beyond the appearances [...]! This insight, clear enough in Locke
and Berkeley in the next century, could be the slogan for our entire
discussion.'*

Not much natural science is possible using our unaided senses, as
surely van Fraassen knows; that much was established by Galileo, or
indeed by Gilbert and Harvey. Van Fraassen’s slogan lulls incautious
readers into his view of scientific instrumentation. He contends:

our instruments are engines of creation. They create new observable
phenomena, ones that may never have happened in nature, playing
[Michael] Heidelberger’s productive role, only sometimes to imitate
nature but always to teach us more about nature. Once a new pheno-
menon has been created, it takes its place in nature - for we and our
efforts are part of nature. Those new phenomena are themselves ob-
servable, and become part of our world. So they become part of what

science is meant to ‘save’.!”

Van Fraassen urges us to

think of experimentation in terms of a literal enlargement of the ob-
servable world, by the creation of new observable phenomena, rather
than (sic. - K.W.) a metaphorical extension of our senses.'**

What are scientific instruments, windows or engines? This is
a false, hence merely apparent dichotomy. Whilst optical telescopes
and microscopes, or perhaps polarising filters, might plausibly be
regarded as ‘windows’ with very selective focus (though van Fraassen

121 van Fraassen, Scientific Representation, 93.
122 yan Fraassen, Scientific Representation, 99.
125 yvan Fraassen, Scientific Representation, 96.
124 van Fraassen, Scientific Representation, 99.
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demurs'*"), most scientific instruments are indeed engines, engines
very carefully crafted to provide - so far as can presently be
achieved - reliable information channels between various objects,
events, materials or processes and whatever sensors and read-outs
the machine uses. Yes, scientific equipment is built using consider-
able theoretical as well as practical knowledge and know-how, but
to assimilate them to the model of ‘public hallucinations’ is, simply
and altogether literally: incredible.'” The key anti-conventionalist
point which strongly favours scientific realism is (briefly) this:
To be at all useful, measurements must be regular, reliable, and in-
formative. Neither independently nor conjointly do convention,
theory or device suffice to establish measurement metrics. This is
because no measurement procedure (including its affiliated conven-
tions, theory or devices) can establish whether any unknown natural
phenomenon happens, unbeknownst to these calculatores, to inter-
fere with their use, results or interpretation of that procedure. This
is a crucial reason why measurement procedures must be under-
stood as involving relatively a priori - logically contingent, hence
fallible, revisable, and with care, also corrigible - principles, in-
cluding framework principles, which cannot be defined or justified
solely empirically.'”” At this point, empiricists panic, neglecting that

125 van Fraassen, Scientific Representation, 100.

126 Van Fraassen states: ‘...the microscope need not be thought of as a window,
but is most certainly an engine creating new optical phenomena. It is accurate
to say of what we see in the microscope that we are “seeing an image” (like “see-
ing a reflection”, “seeing a rainbow”), and that the image could be either a copy
of a real thing not visible to the naked eye or a mere public hallucination. I suggest
that it is moreover accurate and in fact more illuminating to keep neutrality
in this respect and just think of the images themselves as a public hallucination’
(van Fraassen, Scientific Representation, 109).

" Ronald Laymon, ‘Thought Experiments by Stevin, Mach and Gouy:
Thought Experiments as Ideal Limits and as Semantic Domains’, in Thought Ex-
periments in Science and Philosophy, ed. Tamara Horowitz and Gerald Massey
(Lanham, MD: Rowman & Littlefield, 1991), first brought this point to my atten-
tion; see Paolo Parrini, ‘Epistemological Conventionalism: Beyond the Geochro-
nometrical Problems’, in The Architecture of Knowledge: Epistemology, Agency,
and Science, ed. M. DeCaro and R. Egidi (Roma: Carocci, 2010); Paolo Parrini,
‘Analyticity and Epistemological Holism: Prague Alternatives’, Philosophical
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measurement procedures, too, can be - and are - assessed using
Newton’s Rule IV. Van Fraassen also neglects that, however much
scientific instruments may be ‘engines of creation’, they do not
create ex nihilo! Properly designed and tested, they enable selective
focus upon important, specific features of material constitution.

§6.2. van Fraassen’s Misperception of Light

Empiricist confusion about what can and cannot be ‘observed’
reached its (apparent) nadir in van Fraassen’s fixation upon an ap-
paratus which (purportedly) demonstrates that we cannot observe
white light as such.'?® Briefly, the apparatus consists of an evacuated
black tube with a beam of columnar white light entering at one
end and an observation hole in the side of the tube. With nothing
in the tube to disperse it, the light shines straight past the transverse
observation port, none deflecting into the eye of any observer.

However, the key feature of this device is that the light is
columnar and passes through a vacuum, not that it is ‘white’ light.
For us to see anything, light must reach our eyes. The device is de-
signed to preclude light reaching the observer’s eyes through

Inquiries (Firenze) 9, No. 1 (2021); Paolo Parrini, ‘Quine on Analyticity and
Holism. A critical appraisal in dialogue with Sandro Nannini’, Philosophical In-
quiries (Firenze) 9, No. 1 (2021); Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Some Replies to Profes-
sor Parrini, to Students and to Members of the Audience’, Esercizi Filosofici (Tri-
este) 10, No. 1 (2015), §3.2. For more informative discussion of scientific instru-
mentation, see Nancy Cartwright, Nature’s Capacities and Their Measurements
(Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1989); Hans Radder, ed., The Philosophy of Scientific
Experimentation (Pittsburgh: University of Pittsburgh Press, 2003); Hans Radder,
The Material Realization of Science: From Habermas to Experimentation and Re-
ferential Realism (Dordrecht: Springer, 2012); Eran Tal, ‘Measurement in Science’,
Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, Aug 7, 2020. https://plato.stanford.edu/
entries/measurement-science/. On Newton’s methods for measuring gravitational
forces, and the continuing use of Newton’s methods in GR and in physical cosmo-
logy, see Harper, ‘Newton’s Scientific Method’. On the use of Newton’s methods
in QM, see Steen Brock, Niels Bohr’s Philosophy of Quantum Physics in the Light
of the Helmholtzian Tradition of Theoretical Physics (Berlin: Aoyog, 2003).
128 van Fraassen, ‘Empiricism Now’, 151-153.
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the transverse observation port; instead, the light passes by the port,
thus bypassing any observer’s eyes. Q.E.D. If van Fraassen failed
to understand that apparatus, or if he supposed we, his readers,
would, this bodes ill for his other remarks about experimental appa-
ratus: caveat emptor! — which of course should be the watchword
of any philosopher.

Nevertheless, we can’t perceive (‘white’) light as such, thank
goodness! Light serves as one medium through which we receive
information about our surroundings; in this regard, light is part
of one of our perceptual information channels. Something can be
an information channel only if it is quiescent, that is, only if it does
not itself generate information by occupying different states.'”
If we could see light itself, we could not see our surroundings! It is
crucial to vision that we perceive opaque and translucent objects
or media, colours of light, and relative degrees of illumination (light
and shade). Analogously, it is very fortunate for us that we can nei-
ther see (clean) air nor smell or taste pure water, which alone allows
either medium to convey to our senses much important information
about our surroundings. In this connection, van Fraassen’s empiri-
cist fixation on what we allegedly ‘cannot see’ leads him to seri-
ously misunderstand human experience, human perception, infor-
mation channels - and to disown his own prospects for gaining
much empirical knowledge.'®

12 Frederick Dretske, Knowledge and the Flow of Information (Cambridge,
MA: MIT; Bradford Books, 1981), Part I. Dretske’s analysis of information rela-
tions, and their distinction from causal relations, stands independently of shortco-
mings of his account of information extraction and use by cognisant human beings.

150 Empiricism, certainly van Fraassen’s empiricist stance, remains beholden
to the ‘spectator view’ of human cognition rightly criticised by Dewey. Perception
is not merely a sensory phenomenon; it is a perceptual-motor phenomenon. This
was established neurophysiologically in 1950; Kant was already alert to this con-
stitutive feature of perception in 1781 (KrV); see Westphal, Kant’s Critical Episte-
mology, 857; for concise discussion see Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Can Kant’s Cogni-
tive Architecture be Embodied within the Whole Person?’, Phenomenology and
the Cognitive Sciences (2025), §§2.2, 3. This is crucial to any perceptive organism
extracting information by perceiving its surroundings.
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§6.3. van Fraassen’s Distinction
between Observation and Theory

Van Fraassen recognises that he distinguishes observation from
anything theoretical at a very elementary, commonsense - hence
also contentious - level. He grants that exactly how and where one
distinguishes observation from theory is less important to his view
than the fact that it must be drawn in some way at some point:

The empiricist point is not lost if the line is drawn in a somewhat dif-
ferent way from the way I draw it. The point would be lost only if no
such line drawing was to be considered relevant to our understanding
of science.'!

Why can van Fraassen be flexible about distinguishing observation
and theory? Because no matter where or how one distinguishes
them, his not terribly constructive empiricist suggestion is that these
terms mark a radical distinction in kind, so that only observed phe-
nomena — sensory, sensible ‘appearances’ - can be known, all else
is more or less useful theoretical conjecture, not about what is un-
observed, but about what is unobservable. Which is it, observation
or theory? Which is it, phenomenal appearance or actual though un-
observable reality? Distinguish appearances from realities where-
and however you wish, like any good Pyrrhonist, van Fraassen
stands ready, tropes in hand, to seduce the unwary into mere instru-
mentalism - into what is, at bottom, an entirely Ptolemaic philoso-
phy of science for the 20th (and 21st?) Century.'*?

Notice how frequently and glibly empiricists regard whatever
may be detected or measured by a scientific procedure, not as unob-
served, but rather as ‘unobservable’, i.e., in principle beyond hu-
man observation. Given the roughly Parmenidean notion of truth
(above, 83.2), it made sense to distinguish radically between fluc-
tuating appearances and (exposited) changeless, underlying reali-
ties. After the development of modern natural sciences, and after

131 van Fraassen, Scientific Representation, 110.

132 Taking van Fraassen’s sense of ‘observable’ because directly perceptible se-
riously would reduce modern astronomy to star gazing on clear nights, with
record-keeping.
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the shift to propositional senses of ‘true’ which can be easily re-
stricted to any relevant scope, neither the sciences nor common
sense provide the least justification for assimilating whatever may
yet be unobserved to anything in principle ‘unobservable’. Such
an assimilation is deeply misleading, though it remains a persisting
article of empiricist faith and an ever-ready empiricist trope.'**

155 This assimilation is especially prominent, e.g., in Anjan Chakravartty, ‘Sus-
pension of Belief and Epistemologies of Science’, International Journal for
the Study of Skepticism 5, No. 2 (2015), who tries to align van Fraassen’s volun-
tarism about stances with some features of Pyrrhonism, despite Bett’s clear, cogent
demonstration that Pyrrhonism aims to shed beliefs, whereas stance voluntarism
aims to permit beliefs; see Richard Bett, ‘On Pyrrhonism, Stances, and Believing
What You Want’, International Journal for the Study of Skepticism 5, No. 2 (2015).
Van Fraassen’s view of ‘observable’ revives a tiresome debate from the 1950s.
Rudolf Carnap, ‘Testability and Meaning’, Philosophy of Science 3-4 (1936-1937),
88; Rudolf Carnap, Philosophical Foundations of Physics (New York & London:
Basic Books, 1966), 25-26, expressly regarded the terminological distinction be-
tween ‘observable’ and ‘theoretical’ as a continuum, noting that physicists use
the term ‘observable’ much more broadly than philosophers do. Sophisticated logi-
cal empiricists maintained that a distinction between ‘observation’ and ‘theory’ can
be set wherever required when testing competing theories or hypotheses. This fle-
xible, tactical, entirely methodological approach is mistaken by Frederick Suppe,
ed., The Structure of Scientific Theories, 2nd ed. (Champaign-Urbana: University
of Illinois Press, 1977), 46-47, who presumes there must be one such distinction
only, and claims Carnap’s characterisation of ‘directly observable’ in ‘ Testability
and Meaning’ ‘was [...] as full a specification as it ever got’. Van Fraassen repeats
Suppe’s mistake, as does Chakravartty, ‘Suspension of Belief’, 168, cf. 180, who
ascribes to scientific realists belief in ‘strictly unobservable entities’, which he
calls in standard empiricist fashion ‘metaphysical’ (176) because they are ‘things
underlying the observable’ (177; original emphasis). Such tendentious characterisa-
tions are required to raise his central issues about mere ‘choices’ (177), which like-
wise neglect Sellars’ questions to Carnap regarding decisions (above, §5.1).

It’s been suggested that, unlike Sextus, van Fraassen is a realist about whatever
is perceived. This suggestion neglects the major shift from the ancient Greek, Par-
menidian ontological conception of truth to the modern propositional conception
just noted. Apparently the suggestion is that, if you see it, it’s there to be seen and
hence is real. This suggestion neglects two key problems. Using ‘perceive’ as
a success term, as ‘factive’, may be acceptable, but such perceptual success does
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§6.4. van Fraassen’s View of Optical Microscopes

Regarding optical microscopes, van Fraassen states:

Even for the optical microscope I am offering a change in view, by fa-
voring and emphasizing the “creation” metaphor over the “window”
metaphor.”**

Above all, what should be manifestly apparent (delon) is that
metaphors may guide but by no means suffice for cogent philoso-
phy. What do scientific instruments do, create or reveal? What are
the basic terms of epistemological discussion and scientific inquiry,
mere though clear appearances or hidden unobservable actualities?
Van Fraassen’s dichotomies and empiricist predilections are a dis-
service to the sciences, and even more so to philosophy of science
(and especially to students of the field), by disregarding the often
exacting and revealing achievements of scientific observation, ex-
periment and measurement, by the scientific discovery and develop-
ment of reliable, informative measurement procedures, which can
properly be understood as information channels in the sense speci-
fied by Dretske (1981)."* Dretske’s account of information chan-
nels shows that van Fraassen’s options, ‘creation or revelation’, are
a false, merely apparent, though manifestly irrelevant dichotomy;
van Fraassen’s discussions of science further corroborate Alan

not (at all) suffice for any belief or knowledge, which also require seeing that (such
and so); per Dretske, Seeing and Knowing. Second, if x be real if it is perceived,
does not begin to address the question, what sort of ‘real’ x is it: a real spatio-tem-
poral particular? A real mirage? A real illusion? A real dream? C.I. Lewis correctly
observed, “‘What is not a reality of one sort is reality of another; what we do not
understand in one way, we shall understand in another. The subsumption of the given
[in perception] under the heading “dream” or “illusion” is itself a categorial inter-
pretation by which we understand certain experiences. Even “the unintelligible” is
a sort of category, a temporary pigeon-hole in which items are filed subject to later
classification when we have some further light on them or it becomes more impe-
rative to understand them’ (Mind and the World Order, 225).

134 van Fraassen, Scientific Representation, 100.

155 Dretske, Knowledge, Part I; his analysis of information channels is used by
Ladyman, & al., Every Thing Must Go, 307-310, to understand scientific knowledge.
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Chalmers’ account of how and why scientists rather than philoso-
phers gained knowledge of atoms.'*

86.5. van Fraassen’s ‘Refutation’ of Scepticism

In Laws and Symmetry, van Fraassen characterised his response
to scepticism in these terms:

In more traditional perspective, [...] I opt for a voluntarist rather than
an idealist refutation of scepticism. See the discussion of St. Augus-
tine’s Against the Academics, in my ‘The Peculiar Effects of Love and
Desire’ [...]."*’

Exactly how any voluntarist leap of faith can ‘refute’ scepticism van
Fraassen does not explain (at all); his empiricist stance can only
elect to reject scepticism; refutations require theses and sound

136 Chalmers, The Scientist’s Atom. More could and should be said about van
Fraassen’s (Scientific Representation, 116-118) misrepresentation of Reichen-
bach’s assessment of fundamental ‘codrdination’ issues regarding measurements
pertaining to General Relativity; Hans Reichenbach, Relativitditstheorie und
Erkenntnis Apriori (Berlin: Springer, 1920). Van Fraassen is correct that it in-
volves a hermeneutic circle (Scientific Representation, 116), but neglects that this
‘circle’ can only be constructively exploited because effective measurement pro-
cedures must track robust natural regularities, with only negligible interference
from other, perhaps unknown phenomena. For this reason, the ‘relative a priori’
cannot be merely linguistic; see Parrini’s much more accurate and illuminating re-
analysis of Reichenbach’s account. On Scientific Representation, also see Kath-
leen Okruhlik, ‘Critical Notice, Scientific Representation: Paradoxes of Perspec-
tive’, Canadian Journal of Philosophy 39, No. 4 (2009); on synthetic necessary
truths, see Stephen Toulmin, ‘A Defence of “Synthetic Necessary Truth”’, Mind
Ns 58, No. 230 (1949); on Reichenbach (1920), see Paolo Parrini, ‘Analyticity
and Epistemological Holism’; Paolo Parrini, ‘Quine on Analyticity and Holism’.
Along with his regulative use of Ideas of Reason in guiding empirical inquiry,
Kant developed relative a priori principles regarding spatial reference frames; see
Martin Carrier, ‘Kant’s Relational Theory of Absolute Space’, Kant-Studien 83,
No. 4 (1993).

57 Laws and Symmetry, 362n28; Bas C. van Fraassen, ‘The Peculiar Effects
of Love and Desire’, in Perspectives on Self-Deception, ed. Amelie Rorty and
Brian McLaughlin (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1988).
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argument. However, there is no need (at all) simply to choose be-
tween voluntarist or idealist responses to scepticism. The fact that,
as a matter of sheer logic, all of our beliefs and experiences could
be as they are, and yet none of them be true, veridical "*® or cogni-
tively justified, shows instead that in principle infallibilist stan-
dards of rational justification = strict logical deduction (but from
what premises?) are irrelevant to all non-formal domains. Outside
pure axiomatics, logical deduction may contribute to rational justi-
fication, but in principle it does not suffice for rational justifica-
tion in non-formal domains, because any domain is non-formal
only insofar as it involves various logically contingent semantic
(i.e., intension) and existence postulates, the relevance, use and
assessment of which cannot be matters of pure deductive logic
alone (above §4.4)."*°

As Kant, Hegel, Carnap, Wittgenstein, Austin and Bouwsma
(1949)'*° realised, within non-formal domains, mere logical possi-
bilities have no cognitive standing whatever, because none of them
make any statement or claim about any particular(s) because mere
logical possibilities lack any specifiable or ascertained reference
(deixis) to any particular(s), including all particulars we can observe
or investigate. Mere logical possibilities - mere intensions — may
happen to describe nothing, many things or perhaps by sheer un-
known luck one and only one particular; hence descriptive content
or intension in principle cannot suffice for specifically cognitive
reference to particulars. - Unless and until we refer any claim, de-
scription or putative judgment to some particulars we have localised
within space and time (per above, §5.4'"").

158 Barry Stroud, ‘Scepticism, “Externalism,” and the Goal of Epistemology’,
Proceedings of the Aristotelian Society, Supplement 68 (1994), 245.

139 For detailed discussion, see Kenneth R. Westphal, Kant’s Transcendental
Proof of Realism (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2004), §63, and West-
phal, ‘McDowell’s Fly Bottle Revisited’, Thought, Things, Truth in the Analytic
Tradition: Reflections on Work of Charles Travis, edited by M. Teles and J.A. Pin-
to, special issue of Topoi (2026).

0 0.K. Bouwsma, ‘Descartes’ Evil Genius’, The Philosophical Review 58,
No. 2 (1949).

! For details see Westphal, ‘Hegel’s Semantics’; Kant’s Critical Epistemology.
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§7. Some Concluding Meditations on Pyrrhonism &
Philosophic Method

My philosophical point regarding all these features of van Fraas-
sen’s Constructive Empiricism is not to show that van Fraassen is
the last empiricist, nor that his Constructive Empiricism seeks
to promulgate Ptolemaic philosophy of science for the 20th Century
(C.E.), but to issue a detailed caveat emptor: This is not the first
time, nor is it likely to be the last, that empiricism proclaims
the supreme importance of empirical knowledge, and purports to mo-
nopolise the analysis of empirical, especially scientific knowledge,
only to land in ignorance, over-simplifications or scepticism of one
sort or another. To make any proper sense of important issues
in philosophy requires a concerted return to philosophical basics
in epistemology, semantics (both intension and deixis), and history
and philosophy of science. These basics can only be acquired
through careful philosophical study of historical philosophy and
history of science, so that we can assess the adequacy of current as
well as previous philosophical views, methods, analyses, criteria or
achievements. Philosophers should long since have weaned them-
selves off toy models of science, and of human knowledge;'** not
only 17th-century metaphysics has enjoyed a recent though unto-
ward resurgence! '

2 Cf. Conant, Case Studies, Nash, Nature of the Natural Sciences, McKeon,
On Knowing, Swerdlow, ‘Kuhn’s First Scientific Revolution’, ‘Montucla’s Lega-
cy’; Cartwright, Nature’s Capacities; Erhard Scheibe, Die Philosophie der Physik-
er (Miinchen: Beck, 2006).

5 Van Fraassen remarks: ‘As I see it, analytic philosophy - which is the strand
to which I belong - began with a revolution that was subverted by reactionary
forces. I am speaking here of reversion to a seventeenth-century style of meta-
physics. I do not reject all metaphysics, but this reversion I see as disastrous’ (Em-
pirical Stance, xviii, cf. 18, 27-28). Equally disastrous is clinging to 18th-century
empiricism (Hume), no matter how much it has been rebuilt using modern logical
techniques. The failings of empiricism are epistemological, not (only) logical.
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§7.1. van Fraassen’s Sceptical Likenesses

I have likened Constructive Empiricism to Pyrrhonian scepti-
cism, in part due to the analogy between the Pyrrhonist’s conces-
sion to having beliefs which happen to occur to him or her, whilst
not placing any theoretical, cognitive stock in those beliefs s/he
finds s/he unavoidably has;'** appearances suffice to guide action.'*
Similarly, van Fraassen artfully suspends belief about what any sci-
entific theory states about nature, society or history, and what com-
mitments ‘we’ need make merely by accepting that theory:

we must distinguish carefully what a theory says from what we be-
lieve when we accept that theory (or rely on it to predict [...] or build
[something] [...])."*

Constructive Empiricism counsels suspense of cognitive judgment about
any and all realist, causally explanatory claims made by scientific theo-
ries, by scientific explanations or by scientists who understand and ex-
plain various natural phenomena. Mere theory acceptance suffices to
proceed with scientific inquiry, description or prediction, or so he claims.
I have also likened van Fraassen’s strategies to Pyrrhonian scepti-
cism because his arguments are no more than tropes: they are argu-
ment-strategies, not full-fledged arguments, seeking to oppose empiri-
cist appearances to any and all manifestations of scientific realism.
He does not purport to justify his major premises (at all). Instead, he
expects his dogmatic, empiricist, and also scientific realist readers
to accept his major premises, perhaps unwittingly, together with his
expositions generally. His arguments are also tropes insofar as they
appear (at least to him) to be universally applicable to any realist ac-
count of scientific knowledge. In this regard we are most indebted to
Harper, et alia, for demonstrating the empirical inadequacy of ‘empiri-
cal adequacy’ to the achievements of Newton’s Classical Mechanics,
to Einstein’s General Relativity and to contemporary physical cosmo-
logy, and to Brock’s complementary demonstration regarding QM.

" PH 1.27, 29, 192-193.

45 PH 1.21-4.

¢ van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 151.

7 Brock, Niels Bohr’s Philosophy of Quantum Physics.
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§7.2. Distinguishing Constructive Empiricism
from Pyrrhonism

Some important differences between Constructive Empiricism
and Pyrrhonian scepticism deserve note. First, infallibilist presump-
tions about cognitive justification play no role in Pyrrhonian scepti-
cism; that is a post-Cartesian — post-Parisian 1277 - preoccupation.
Deliberately, I called van Fraassen’s tropes ‘sceptical’, at most
‘quasi-Pyrrhonian’. Van Fraassen’s aims are much closer to aca-
demic scepticism, insofar as he seeks to refute or at least discredit
and supplant scientific realism with his preferred empiricist agnosti-
cism. However, none of van Fraassen’s arguments remotely suffice
for scepticism, nor for (credible) acceptance, nor for scientific
agnosticism about causal laws, structures or processes.

Perhaps the most important difference between Constructive
Empiricism and Pyrrhonian scepticism is that Sextus is frank about
purveying a wide range of arguments and analyses of widely diffe-
ring quality, i.e. cogency. Because ataraxia appears to follow upon
epoché, and epoché appears to follow upon isostheneia (apparent
argumentative or evidentiary equipollence),'*® Pyrrhonian counter-

8 This sequence is an entirely natural, psychological, and apparently recurrent
one, according to Sextus. Casey Perin, The Demands of Reason, 33-58; Casey
Perin, ‘Skepticism, Suspension of Judgment, and Norms for Belief’, International
Journal for the Study of Skepticism 5, No. 2 (2015), contends that suspension
of judgments follows, indeed acts upon, a norm of belief, to prescind from be-
lieving in the face of contra-posed appearances or arguments for the sake of tran-
quillity. This is utter fabrication, for a reason Perin provides: ‘Sextus tells us that
suspension of judgment (émoyn) is “a standstill of the intellect, on account of which
we neither reject nor posit something (otdoig Stavoiag SU'fjv olte aipopév L obte
Tibepev)™’
of belief’! Perin makes his case by ‘more fully’ describing the sceptic’s reported
ability to bring about €noyn, not noticing that his fuller description serves to admit
quite contemporary notions about intellect, norms, reasons, acts and decisions.
He states, ‘[...] if the Skeptic accepts utility as the norm for belief, then only prag-
matic considerations (in this case considerations that bear on one’s tranquillity)
can function as reasons (sic. - K.W.) for belief or suspension of judgment’ (ibid.).
The suggestion that Pyrrhonists act or decide on reasons either to believe or to sus-
pend judgment is utterly anachronistic and unsupported by Sextus’ (Greek) text.

(p. 109). An intellect at standstill cannot deliberately follow any ‘norm
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arguments need be only so convincing as the dogmatic view, argu-
ment or account they are to counter-balance, in the view of whoever
advocates or accepts that view, argument or account. Those familiar
with Sextus’s Outlines know that some of the views (etc.) there
considered are quite crude, but apparently Sextus, shrewd empirical
doctor that he was, realised very well what he was doing:

Why do Sceptics sometimes deliberately propound arguments of fee-
ble plausibility? Sceptics are philanthropic and wish to cure by argu-
ment, as far as they can, the conceit and rashness of the Dogmatists.
Just as doctors for bodily afflictions have remedies which differ in po-
tency, and apply severe remedies to patients who are severely af-
flicted and milder remedies to those mildly afflicted, so Sceptics
propound arguments which differ in strength - they employ weighty
arguments, capable of vigorously rebutting the dogmatic affliction
of conceit, against those who are distressed by a severe rashness, and
they employ milder arguments against those who are afflicted by
a conceit which is superficial and easily cured and which can be re-
butted by a milder degree of plausibility. This is why those with
a sceptical impulse do not hesitate sometimes to propound arguments
which are sometimes weighty in their plausibility, and sometimes ap-
parently rather weak. They do this deliberately, since often a weaker
argument is sufficient for them to achieve their purpose.'*’

The authenticity of this closing remark has been disputed by
Mates;'® I consider it genuine for three basic reasons. First, it is
central to Pyrrhonian strategies to devise equally convincing counter-
arguments to whatever argument a dogmatist offers to justify his
or her beliefs or claims about reality, and many of the arguments
for such claims reviewed by Sextus are indeed rather crude. Hence,
second, any equally credible counter-arguments must be no more
sophisticated. Third, insofar as Pyrrhonism appears to afford a healthy
tranquil life (ataraxia) through suspending judgment (epoché) which
apparently occurs whenever equipoised arguments regarding any

Bett, ‘On Pyrrhonism, Stances’, is entirely clear, correct and emphatic about this
point.

99 PH 3.280-1; tr. Annas and Barnes, Outlines.

150 Benson Mates, The Skeptic Way: Sextus Empiricus’ Outlines of Pyrrhonism
(Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1996), 314.
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dispute appear to be undecidable because they appear equipollent
(isostheneia), Sextus may well observe that as a sceptic it is unim-
portant to him which arguments may succeed in leading anyone else
to enjoy ataraxia via epoché via isostheneia. Good Pyrrhonians
prove nothing; they merely provide recipes for devising one’s own
or their patients’ equipoised appearances. Dogmatists alone bear
the burden of proof positive. Regarding ‘constructive empiricism’
and van Fraassen’s empiricist ‘stance’, philosophical readers should
have scrutinised his apparent arguments much more critically than
so many have.

In The Empirical Stance, van Fraassen verges upon formulating
the Agrippan Trilemma (above, §2.3), but examines neither its phi-
losophical pedigree, its philosophical credentials, nor its prospects
for resolution.'” He is right that it cannot be resolved on any em-
piricist basis, and takes this as a premiss to show that empiricism
must be a stance, rather than any set of theses.!*?> He fails to note
that addressing these issues requires careful epistemological analy-
sis, and continues to eschew epistemology.'*® He is not the first
philosopher to note that empiricism cannot account for itself. To be
able to account for itself, and also to account for our empirical
knowledge, both commonsense and scientific, requires philosophi-
cal scrutiny of the prospects of constructive self-criticism, self-as-
sessment, and constructive mutual assessment. These are core is-
sues of Critical philosophy - Kant’s and Hegel’s - supplemented
by Heidegger’s Sein und Zeit."** None of this is considered by
van Fraassen, although examining ‘our relation with our world-

15! van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 39-40, cf. 46.

152 Cf. Bas C. van Fraassen, ‘The World of Empiricism’, in Physics and our
View of the World, ed. ]J. Hilgevoort (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1994); Bas C. van Fraassen, ‘The False Hopes of Traditional Epistemology’, Phi-
losophy and Phenomenological Research 60, No. 2 (2000).

155 van Fraassen, Scientific Image, 19; van Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 46; and
the articles cited in the previous note.

% 0On Kant and Hegel, see Westphal, Grounds, §860-64, 71-82; Ken-
neth R. Westphal, ‘The Question Answered: What is Kant’s “Critical Philoso-
phy”?’, in Philosophy through Its History: The Intellectual Legacy of Nelly V. Mot-
roshilova, ed. M.F. Bykova (Leiden: Brill, 2025).
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pictures’'*® requires the systematic care and detail of Hegel’s Phdi-

nomenologie des Geistes (1807). This is all anathema to empiricists,
yet this appears to be another self-incurred constraint of the empiri-
cist stance, which never considers issues of self-critical assess-
ment.’® Such tenacity is no virtue, especially not in philosophy.
Van Fraassen apparently neglects the question, whether herme-
neutic circles are vicious. They are not; empiricists would benefit
greatly from understanding why and how not.

§7.3. The Pedagogical Value of Pyrrhonian Scepticism

In prefacing his translation of the Outlines of Pyrrhonism, Jo-
hann Gottlieb Buhle advised:

There is hardly a better means for training philosophical talent as
such, nor a more suitable preparation, especially to grasp and to eva-
luate the spirit, the tendency and the achievements of contemporary
philosophy, as the study of Greek scepticism [...]. The same method
of philosophising as was observed by the Greek sceptics, by which
they discovered the unfoundedness and contradictions of the ancient
philosophical systems which had become known to them, can be ap-
plied to the newer systems, and reveals equally well to critical reason
their weaknesses. In this regard Greek scepticism may indeed be con-
sidered as the original ground of [Kant’s] Critical philosophy, which
above all seeks and must seek to refute that scepticism, if it is other-
wise to achieve its aims. To this extent the study of Greek scepti-
cism is thus incontestably not only the most productive propaedeutic
to the Critical philosophy, but it also holds the invaluable advantage
of teaching rationally to doubt even this Critical, as any other philoso-
phy, i.e., to assess it fundamentally.'®’

155 van Fraassen, ‘World of Empiricism’ (1994), §3.

1% This may be why empiricists and epistemologists more generally neglect
the reflexive character of the Pyrrhonian Dilemma of the Criterion.

157 Es giebt schwerlich ein besseres Bildungsmittel des philosophischen Ta-
lents iiberhaupt, und eine zweckmafligere Vorbereitung, um insbesondere den Geist,
die Tendenz und das Verdienst der Philosophie unseres gegewartigen Zeitalters
richtig zu fassen und zu wiirdigen, als das Studium des Skepticismus der Griechen.
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It is striking that at this same time, independently, Hegel (1802)
took exactly this sage advice, perhaps at Kant’s instigation.'*® Hegel
was intensely interested in ancient Greek philosophers such as
Arcesilaus, who were reputed to have trained their students in no-
thing but sceptical dialectic for decades, until a student could see
through the sceptical smoke and mirrors; only then would the mas-
ter begin teaching any positive philosophical views. Understand-
ably, Hegel lamented the loss of any documentation of these tea-
chings and pedagogical strategies.’’ In direct response to the Pyrrho-
nian Dilemma of the Criterion, Hegel developed his chief method
of thorough-going, strictly internal critique.'*® This method enabled

[...] Dieselbe Methode zu philosophieren, welche die griechischen Skeptiker
beobachteten, und wodurch sie den Ungrund und Widerstreit der alteren philo-
sophischen Systeme, die ihnen bekannt geworden waren, aufdeckten, lief§ sich auf
die neueren Systeme anwenden, und offenbarte eben so die Schwachen derselben
fiir die priifende Vernunft. Daher ist es wohl eigentlich der griechische Skepticis-
mus, der als Entstehungsgrund der kritischen Philosophie betrachtet werden kann,
und auf dessen Vernichtung diese vornehmlich gerichtet ist und gerichtet sein
mufite, wenn sie anders ihrem Zwecke entsprechen sollte. Insofern ist also auch
das Studium jenes unstreitig nicht nur die lehrreichste Propadeutik zu diser, son-
dern es gewahrt noch aufferdem den unschatzbaren Vortheil, selbst diese, wie jede
andere Philosophie, verniinftig bezweifeln, d.i. griindlich beurtheilen zu lernen®
(J.G. Buhle, Sextus Empirikus, oder der Skepticismus der Griechen. Aus dem
Griechischen. Mit Anmerkungen und Abhandlungen (Lemgo: Meyerschen Buch-
handlung, 1801), iv-vi; tr. KW.).

%8 KrV A768-9/B796-7, cf. A423-5/B451-3.

159 Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, ,,Verhiltnis des Skeptizismus zur Philoso-
phie. Darstellung seiner verschiedenen Modifikationen und Vergleichung des
neuesten mit dem alten®, Kritisches Journal der Philosophie 1, No. 2 (1802); rpt. in:
GW 4:197-238); Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, ‘The Relation of Scepticism
to Philosophy’, trans. Henry S. Harris, in Between Kant and Hegel, ed. and trans.
Henry S. Harris and George di Giovani (Cambridge, MA: Hackett Publishing Co.,
2000; provides pagination of GIW 4), GW 4:210-11. Critical edition: Georg Wilhelm
Friedrich Hegel, Gesammelte Werke, 21 Bde. Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft;
Hamburg: Meiner, 1968-2025; cited as ‘GW’ by vol.:p. numbers).

10 Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, Die Phdnomenologie des Geistes (Bam-
berg und Wiirzburg: Goebhardt, 1807; rpt., in: GW 9); Georg Wilhelm Friedrich
Hegel, The Phenomenology of Spirit, trans. Michael Inwood (Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press, 2018).
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Hegel to identify how Kant’s Transcendental Idealism is subject to ir-
reparable internal problems, how to refurbish Kant’s Critical method
without those idealist underpinnings, and how to reconstruct and fur-
ther develop Kant’s Critique of rationally justifiable judgment on rea-
list, broadly naturalist, social and historical grounds. The Pyrrhonian
Dilemma of the Criterion can be solved, Hegel showed, though only
by addressing it in its precise and fully general form.'®

§7.4. Semantic Ascent and Philosophical History

These historical points are philosophically, methodologically
decisive for the following reasons. Consider these basic metho-
dological questions: What, if anything, can guide proper conceptual
analysis or explication? On what basis can an analysis or explica-
tion be assessed? What can limit or counteract the importation
of linguistic or conceptual confusions or misapprehensions into any
philosophical analysis or explication? I know of only two Anglo-
phone analytic philosophers who addressed these questions. In this
important regard, Wilfrid Sellars and Thomas Wallgren'®* follow the
sage advice of Aristotle: Because philosophical issues are so com-
plex, elusive, and easily obscured by incautious phrasing, one must
consult carefully the opinions of the many and the wise. Both Sel-
lars and Wallgren find the wise throughout philosophical history,
from the pre-Socratics to the present day,'®® because core issues

161 For details, see Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Hegel’s Phenomenological Method
and Analysis of Consciousness’, in The Blackwell Guide to Hegel’s Phenomeno-
logy of Spirit, ed. Kenneth R. Westphal (Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, 2009); West-
phal, Grounds, §§55-64, 83-91, 111-115.

162 Thomas Wallgren, Transformative Philosophy: Socrates, Wittgenstein, and
the Democratic Spirit of Philosophy (Lanham, Md: Lexington/Rowman & Little-
field, 2006); Thomas Wallgren, ‘Queer Scepticism: Socrates, Sextus and Wittgen-
stein’, in Wittgenstein and the Sceptical Tradition, ed. A. Marques and R.B. Romao
(Frankfurt am Main: Peter Lang, 2020).

165 For example, Sellars mentions Parmenides thrice; the contemporary coun-
terparts of Heraclitus are radical sense-datum theorists, trope theorists and causal
process time-slicers, all of whom are neo-Humeans; see Wilfrid Sellars, Science
and Metaphysics (London: Routledge & Kegan Paul, 1968), 62, 71, 77.
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regarding the logical forms of thought and the connection of thought
with things are perennial, arising in distinctive, paradigmatic forms
in each era.'® One result of Sellars’ expansive research is a catalogue
and critical assessment of philosophical locutions, that is, so to speak,
of the ‘ordinary language’ of philosophers. Only by examining these
can one find the most suitable, least misleading formulations of is-
sues, accounts, specific theses, principles, distinctions, their relations,
and their proper use. The ‘newest’ under the philosophical sun may
well not be the best, contemporary self-flattering dogma to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Even when cast in the formal mode of speech,
any philosophical analysis or explication must be systematic as well
as historical, and it can only be systematic by also being histori-
cal. The semantic interconnection amongst philosophical issues, via
the semantic relations of their central terms, provides a crucial check
against inapt formulations, analyses, and explications, all of which
must and can only be assessed within proper context(s) of its use.
Sellars knew the anti-systematic, piecemeal method of analytical
puzzle-solving was doomed in its own terms when Carnap adopted
a moderately holistic semantics.!®® Too much contemporary analyti-
cal philosophy reflects its early Modern roots in pre-Critical meta-
physics and empiricism, and the untenable ‘divide and conquer’ ap-
proach to piecemeal puzzle solving within one or another preferred
fragment of a meta-linguistic framework.'*® Van Fraassen’s empiricist
stance repeatedly manifests such tendencies.

In these regards, I hope we can appreciate important European
works of analytical philosophy by such philosophers as Friedrich

164 Sellars, Science and Metaphysics, 67-69.

165 Rudolf Carnap, ‘Empiricism, Semantics, and Ontology’, Revue Internation-
al de Philosophie 4 (1950); cf. Warner Wick, ‘The “Political” Philosophy of Logi-
cal Empiricism’, Philosophical Studies 2, No. 4 (1951).

1% ] discuss these methodological points and relevant examples more fully
inmy ‘Editor’s Introduction’ to Will, Pragmatism and Realism; Westphal,
Grounds, §8100-110; and Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Mind, Language and Behaviour:
Kant’s Critical Cautions contra Contemporary Internalism and Causal Natural-
ism’, in Felsefede Yontem/Method in Philosophy, ed. Saffet Babiir, special issue
of Yeditepe’de Felsefe/Philosophy at Yeditepe 10 (Istanbul: Yeditepe Universitesi
Press, 2016); cf. Robert Scharff, How History Matters to Philosophy (London:
Routledge, 2014).
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Bartel, Martin Carrier, Pascal Engel, Brigitte Falkenberg, Geert
Keil, Wolfgang Kiinne, Paolo Parrini, Erhard Scheibe, Holm Tetens,
Raimo Tuomela or Michael Wolff, to mention only a few contem-
poraries, who do not restrict themselves to the individualist, ahisto-
rical and largely pre-Kantian presumptions so characteristic of An-
glophone analytic philosophy, and whose works are thus so much
richer, incisive and informative. We should be very grateful to em-
piricists — especially to the two greatest empiricists: Hume and Car-
nap - for having worked out empiricism in sufficient detail for us
to identify precisely how empirical knowledge is not an empiricist
phenomenon.'®” Van Fraassen may, of course, volunteer a new em-
piricist stance when- and however he wishes. Cause for concern -
in this as in many other instances today - is that too many philo-
sophical readers have lost their Critical bearings, and so chronically
fail to distinguish cogent philosophy from mere appearances, in part
because they have not studied epistemology with sufficient care
to understand and appreciate the full significance of Pyrrhonian
scepticism; what is required to identify and to justify a cogent philo-
sophical view, in contrast to merely making suggestions or evading
critics’ objections (to an author’s own apparent satisfaction); and
how to distinguish cogently between critical assessment and mere
cavil. The routinisation and expediting of graduate training, peer re-
view, and academic promotion in ‘the profession’ has taken an al-
most incalculable toll on the field of philosophy, which we must op-
pose and counteract in every possible way.

In the preface to his Philosophy of Right, Hegel notes that what
often prevents people from comprehending and appreciating their

17 Julius Weinberg, An Examination of Logical Positivism (London: Kegan
Paul, Trench, Trubner & Co., 1936); Robert G. Turnbull, ‘Empirical and A Priori
Elements in Broad’s Theory of Knowledge’, in The Philosophy of C.D. Broad, ed.
P.A. Schilpp (New York: Tudor, 1959); Frederick L. Will, Induction and Justifica-
tion (Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press, 1974); Will, Beyond Deduction; Will,
Pragmatism and Realism; Burkhard Tuschling und Marie Rischmiiller, Kritik des
logsichen Empirismus (Berlin: Duncker & Humblot, 1983), Kenneth R. Westphal,
‘Hume, Empiricism and the Generality of Thought’, Dialogue: Canadian Journal
of Philosophy/Revue canadienne de philosophie 52, No. 2 (2013); Westphal, ‘Con-
ventionalism and the Impoverishment of the Space of Reasons’, Westphal, ‘Causal
Realism’.
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own individual and social freedom is the ‘fetter of some abstrac-
tion’.'*® The present analysis reveals this same phenomenon within
epistemology and philosophy of science: people can fail to appre-
ciate their own individual, social, and scientific knowledge due
to the fetter of some abstraction. This is the case with empiricism
(‘constructive’ or otherwise) and with global perceptual scepticism.
People may voluntarily choose either kind of stance, yet their
choices face Sellars’ questions to Carnap about decisions: is their
choice reasonable? Can it be justified? (above, §5.1). Those who
adopt the empiricist or the global sceptical stances owe themselves
answers to these questions, and owe them to philosophers and
scholars generally. Additionally, those holding such stances ought
to specify clearly what they propose to achieve by adopting their
stance(s). As these stances are, at least on van Fraassen’s view, en-
tirely elective, they can only counter other views polemically, but
cannot provide any critical assessment of informed, discerning, sub-
stantive views in epistemology, philosophy of science or HPS.
The recent philosophical reassessment of Newton’s methodological,
theoretical, and scientific achievements regarding gravitational
forces within our Solar System has provided many new and impor-
tant insights, yet this major reassessment has served to recover
the 19th-century understanding of Newton’s gravitational theory
and explanations well known to scientists and historians of science
at that time. The intervening eclipse of Newton’s achievements
in dynamics, by rigorously measuring gravitational distance forces
within our Solar System, is entirely due to over-confident, under-in-
formed, overtly restrictive dogmatic empiricism. In this regard, em-
piricists have much for which to atone.

18 Rph Vorrede; GW 14,1:15.36/2008, 15. Cited are Georg Wilhelm Friedrich
Hegel, Grundlinien der Philosophie des Rechts (Berlin: Nicolai, 1821; rpt., in:
GW 14,1); Georg Wilhelm Friedrich Hegel, Outlines of the Philosophy of Right,
edited and translated by T.M. Knox, revised by Stephen Houlgate (Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 2008).
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§7.5. Philosophy and Culture

On one important point I concur with van Fraassen:

Philosophy itself is a value- and attitude-driven enterprise; philosophy
is in false consciousness when it sees itself otherwise. To me, philoso-
phy is of overriding importance, to our culture, to our civilization,
to us individually. For it is the enterprise in which we, in every cen-
tury, interpret ourselves anew. But unless it so understands itself,
it degenerates into an arid play of mere forms.'®’

Note, however, that to ‘interpret’ ourselves is counter-productive if
we cannot distinguish credibly and accurately between self-inter-
pretation and self-misrepresentation or self-deception. Constructive
Empiricism is yet another serious misrepresentation of human
knowledge, its character, domains, and scope. It disavows the very
considerable cognitive and explanatory achievements of many
kinds and aspects of natural sciences; like Pyrrhonian scepticism,
empiricism is a form of profound self-alienation.'™
About the arts, Collingwood concluded:

one more characteristic which art must have, if it is to forego both
entertainment-value and magical value, and draw a subject-matter
from its audience themselves[:] It must be prophetic. The artist
must prophesy not in the sense that he foretells things to come, but
in the sense that he tells his audience, at risk of their displeasure,
the secrets of their own hearts. His business as an artist is to speak
out, to make a clean breast. But what he has to utter is not [...] his
own secrets. As spokesman of his community, the secrets he must
utter are theirs. The reason why they need him is that no commu-
nity altogether knows its own heart; and by failing in this know-
ledge a community deceives itself on the one subject concerning
which ignorance means death. For the evils which come from that

19 yvan Fraassen, Empirical Stance, 17.

" On Pyrrhonism in this regard, see Hegel, Phdnomenologie (1807), GW
9:119-21; Franco Chiereghin, ‘Freedom and Thought: Stoicism, Skepticism, and
Unhappy Consciousness’. The Blackwell Guide to Hegel’s Phenomenology of Spi-
rit, edited by K.R. Westphal (Oxford: Wiley-Blackwell, 2009); Westphal, Grounds,
§865-70.
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ignorance the poet suggests no remedy, because he has already
given one. The remedy is the poem itself. Art is the community’s
medicine for the worst disease of the mind, the corruption of con-
sciousness.'”!

Collingwood’s concluding observation, portentously published on
the eve of WWII, equally well shows that this form of ‘prophecy’ -
of informing one’s community, despite its likely displeasure, of its
own self-obscured secrets - also belongs to philosophy and to
philosophers.'”* Too many of us have been shirking our philosophi-
cal obligations to ourselves, to our community of philosophers,
to our students, and to our neighbours and fellow citizens.'”™ Pyr-
rhonian scepticism may aspire to ataraxia, but as Hegel noted'™ -
and demonstrated, repeatedly - if an internal critique is truly thor-
ough, it can become constructive by identifying both the insights

" R.G. Collingwood, The Principles of Art (Oxford: The Clarendon Press,
1938), 335-336.

12 Cf. Wallgren, Transformative Philosophy (2006).

175 ] address these concerns within moral philosophy in Kenneth R. Westphal,
How Hume and Kant Reconstruct Natural Law: Justifying Strict Objectivity with-
out Debating Moral Realism (Oxford: The Clarendon Press, 2016), Kenneth R. West-
phal, ‘Modern Moral Epistemology’, in The Routledge Handbook on Moral Episte-
mology, ed. Aaron Zimmerman, Karen Jones, and Mark Timmons (New York &
Oxford: Routledge, 2019), Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Universal Moral Principles and
Mother Wit, or: Etienne Tempier and Cold War Rationality’, in Regelfolgen,
Regelschaffen, Regeldndern — die Herausforderung fiir Auto-Nomie und Universal -
ismus durch Ludwig Wittgenstein, Martin Heidegger und Carl Schmitt, hrsg.
M. Kaufmann, J. Thompson, M. Massa & S. Brandt (Frankfurt am Main: Peter
Lang, 2020); Kenneth R. Westphal, ‘Gilligan, Kohlberg and 20th-Century (c.e.)
Moral Theory: Does Anglophone Ethics Rest on a Mistake?’ Jahrbuch fiir Recht
und Ethik/Annual Review of Law and Ethics 30 (2022), Westphal, ‘Autonomy, En-
lightenment, Justice, Peace - and the Precarities of Reasoning Publically’, Conatus 8,
No. 2 (2023), and regarding counter-productive divisions in the field, see West-
phal, ‘Substantive Philosophy, Infallibilism and the Critique of Metaphysics: Hegel
and the Historicity of Philosophical Reason’, in Hegel’s Thought in Europe: Cur-
rents, Cross-Currents and Undercurrents, ed. by Lisa Herzog (Baisingstoke: Pal-
grave-Macmillan, 2013).

1" Hegel, Phinomenologie (1807), GW 9:57, 69-70, 72; cf. Westphal, Hegel's
Epistemological Realism, 125-126, 135-136, 163; Westphal, Grounds, §860-64.
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and the oversights of whatever view is examined, in connection
with its intended domain(s) and use(s), and can thus be used
to improve our self-knowledge and our self-understanding, as well
as our understanding and account of whatever domains or issues we
examine. Van Fraassen claims to expose the false hopes of tradi-
tional epistemology,'” but neglects the false hopes of empiricism
living on within his own elective empiricist stance. The study
of Pyrrhonian scepticism remains invaluable for training and exer-
cising our own constructive self-criticism, and also our sympa-
thetic, internal, critical, though constructive criticism of the views
of others. Constructive Empiricism is best studied as Parmenidian
exercises'’® - caveat emptor!'"
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AnHoranus. [lepen unraresniem — Bropast TyGaMKalus U3 LUKIA PYKOIUC-
HbIx 3ammcert Heun BacunmbeBasl Motponmnosont (1934-2021), Bbiparo-
1erocst poccuiickoro dunocoda, fokropa dumocodckux HayK, mpodecco-
pa, TJIaBHOTO Hay4yHOTro coTpymHmuka MHcruryTta ¢pmnocobun PAH. Ha npo-
TsKeHUM Gosiee OBaAIATU MATU JieT MOTpPOIIMIOBA BO3IJIABJSIA OTAEN
UCTOPUKO-OMIOCODCKUX UCCAENOBaHMI ¥ ObliIa TPU3HAHHBIM CIIEL[MaI -
ctoMm B obiactu deHomeHosioruyu. Hacrosiias myGamMKanyst MpomosisKaeT
HavaTylo elle Mpyu ee KM3HM paboTy MO CUcTeMaTM3aumu U ouudpoBke
JIEKIIVOHHBIX MaTepuayioB pyskckoro nepuoaa (1980-x rr.). Ocoboe 3Haue-
HM€e VIMeeT TO OOGCTOSTENIbCTBO, UTO cama Hesn BacuibeBHA BHUMATEb-
HO DEeNaKTUPOBaJa M KOMMEHTMPOBAJIa PYKOMUCKU. B mpemcTaBiIeHHBIX
3mech GparMeHTax uccaemyercs no3guui Tpyn damyHaa ['yccepins «Kpu-
3MC €BPOIENCKUX HayK U TPAHCLEHIeHTaIbHAsT ()eHOMEHOJIOTHSI», & TAK)Ke
«IlepBast punmocodusi», 1o cux Mop He MepeBefeHHAs HA PYCCKUIA SI3bIK.
Oco6oe BHUMaHMe ymesseTcs pasMbiiuieHusm ['yccepnis o «kpusuce EB-
POIIBI» KaK TyXOBHOrO 06pasa, ero MCTOKax B IPOIecce TeXHU3ALUU U TI0-
3UTUBU3AIMY 3HAHUS, & TaKKe BO3MOXKHBIX IMYTSIX ITPEOJOJIEHUSI ITOTO
kpusuca. 3anucy H.B. MoTpommnioBoit oTpaskaloT YHUKAIbHBIN UCCIeN0-
BaTeJbCKUI CTWIb (uiocoda, COEIMHSIOUIMI CTPOTYI0 TEKCTOJIOrrYe-
CKYI0 paboTy C OPUTMHAJbHBIMM MHTEpIIpeTalusMyu U TMpeniosKeHUsIMu
MIEPEBONOB OTHEIbHBIX (ParMEHTOB T'yCCEpIeBCKUMX TEKCTOB. BHuMaHume
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Abstract. The present publication offers the second part of the lecture
notes by Nelly Vasilievna Motroshilova (1934-2021), a distinguished Rus-
sian philosopher, Doctor of Philosophy, Professor, and Chief Research Fel-
low at the Institute of Philosophy of the Russian Academy of Sciences.
For more than twenty-five years, Motroshilova headed the Department
of the History of Philosophy and was a recognized expert in the field
of phenomenology. This publication continues the work, begun during her
lifetime, of systematizing and digitizing lecture materials from her Riga
period (1980s). Of particular significance is the fact that Nelly Vasilyevna
herself carefully edited and commented on the manuscripts. The fragments
presented here focus on Edmund Husserl’s late works, The Crisis of Euro-
pean Sciences and Transcendental Phenomenology and First Philosophy
(not yet translated into Russian). Special attention is given to Husserl’s re-
flections on the “crisis of Europe” as a spiritual form, its roots in the pro-
cesses of technization and positivization of knowledge, and the possible
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ways of overcoming this crisis. The notes of N.V. Motroshilova reflect
a distinctive scholarly style that combines rigorous textual analysis with
original interpretative perspectives and carefully considered proposals for
the translation of selected passages from Husserl’s works. The central
themes include the crisis of science and philosophy, the place of phe-
nomenology in the history of European thought, and the teleological
understanding of the development of reason and humanity.
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OT cocTaBuUTe/IS

[Tepen unutarenem dparmMeHThbI 3anmceit K jekimsim Hewu Ba-
cunvesibl Mompowunosoti (1934-2021) - mpodeccopa, mokTopa
dunocodcknx HayK, I7ITABHOrO HAYYHOrO COTpyaHMKA MHcTuTyTa -
nocodvm PAH. Heymn BacunbeBHa 3aBeioBaia OTHEIOM MCTOPUKO-
dunmocodckux nccnenopauuit Mucturyra dunocopun PAH Ha mpo-
TsDKeHVM 6ostee 25 JieT, sIBJIsUIach, Cpeay MPOYero, MPU3HAHHBIM Kak
B Poccun, Tak 1 3a py6eskoM aBTOPOM TPYHOB O (heHOMEHOJIOT M.

Heckonbko cJI0OB XOTenoCh ObI CKa3aTh 00 3TUX YHUKAIbHBIX,
Ha MOV B3IJIsiA, 3amucsix Heymy BacuibeBHBI K JIEKIUSIM PUKCKO-
ro mepuosa, KOTOpble Mbl C MOMMM CTyAeHTaMu' Hayaau U3yyaTb
1 o1dpOBHIBATh B ITaJIeKOM, Ternepb yke, 2014 r. Ham mpencrosiio
pa3obparhb OOJIBIIIOE KOJMUYECTBO IMallOK C PYKOIMMCHBIMU JIMCTAMMU
M COBMECTHBIMM YCUIUSIMU OTOOPAThb TO, UTO IPENCTAaB/ISIO OCO-
6enHbIM MHTepec. OuudpoBaHHblii Marepuan Hemm BacuinbeBHa

! MHe moMoranyu MOM CTYIEHTbl M YUeHMKM, KOTOPbIM 51 BbIPaskalo CBOIO Ca-
MYIO MCKpeHHIO GnaromapHocTh: dapbsi Kononern, Anacracust KapueBa, AHTOH
[MTacTyxoB, Tarpsina banakupesa u Auna Hosukosa.
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BHMMATEJIbHO TE€peuYNThIBA/IA, ITpaBuUia, KOMMEHTUPOBAIA, U 3TU
KOMMeHTapuy Bbl YBUAUTE B CHOCKaX. Bcs 3Ta pabora mimiach
He cIiellia MHOTO JIeT, BIUIOTh IO camoii cMepTu Hesy BacuibeBHBI
B 2021 . Ho mMOCKO/IBbKY MPOEKT MyOaMKaLyUM 3TUX PYKOMMUcein 06-
CYKOaJICS ellle TIPU ee SKU3HU, S MPOAODKIIA paboTy Hall PYKOIM-
CIMM M Hayasla UX MyONMKanyio — TOCTENEHHO, IIar 3a IIIaroM.
[TepBbie hparmMeHTBbI OBUTM OITYOIMKOBAHBI COBCEM HEMABHO B SKYP-
Hane «Horizon. MeHOMeHO/MIOrMYECKME UCCAeNOBAHMUI» > C TIOAPO6-
HBIM ITpeAncoBueM U MHTepBbi0 Hesumm BacuiabeBHBI, KOTOpOe OHa
nmasa mHe B ToM ke 2014 1. (Hesun BacuibeBHa oueHb TEIJIO BCIO-
MMHAeT B 3TOM MHTEPBBHIO O (PEHOMEHOJIOTMUECKOM COOOIIEeCTBe
Puru 80-x rr.%). D10 - Bropas nybimkanus. B sTux 3anmmucsax K Jiek-
umsam Henmu BacuibeBHa Moagpo6GHO M 06CTOSITETBHO KOMMEHTUPY -
eT Mo3mHee npousBeneHre domyHaa ['yccepisa «Kpusiuc eBpomeickmx
HayK ¥ TpaHCLieHJeHTaJdbHas (eHOMEeHOJorusi» (Ha TOT MOMEHT
elle He MepeBeieHHOe Ha PYCCKUI S3bIK), IpeJiarasi CBou BapuaH-
ThI TEPEBOJA OTAEIbHbIX (DparMeHTOB 3TOrO mpousBeneHus (Dpar-
MeHT I), a Takke obpaiaercs K Teme «I'yccepib 06 uctopum dusto-
codun», mpuBIeKast K pas3bopy tekct I'yccepns «Ilepsast ¢pumoco-
busa» (DO cux TOp Tak M He TEepeBeleHHbI Ha PYCCKUM SI3bIK)
(®parmesnr II).
Xorenoch Obl faTh cJIoBO camon Hemun BacunbeBHe:

TOrga OBIJIO OYEHb MaJIO OIyOIMKOBaHHOTO HA PYCCKOM SI3bIKE Mare-
puasna no dpenomenonoruu. ITosTomy K JIeKIMIM IPUXOLUIOCH OUEHb
Ccepbe3HO rOTOBUTHCS (B MOEM CiTydae — Mpeyk/e BCero npu akKTMBHOM
MCIONb30BaHUM JIYULINX 3apyOeskKHbIX MyOrukaumii ['yccepns u ero
[oC/iefoBaresieil, B YaCTHOCTY HaKOMMBILUXCS B MOEM JOMe, B MOUX
apxuBax). [...] B HalIey crpaHe ObLI COLMAIbHO-KYJIBTYPHBIN CIIPOC,
B YAaCTHOCTM Ha Te Marepuasbl (M pacckasbl O HUX), YaCTb KOTOPBIX,
CYICTEMATM3MPOBAHHAS Y TEOPETUIECKM OCMBICTIEHHAS], HAJIMYECTBYET

2 Cm.: Haranba Apremenxko, «IIpenuciosue K my6mmkauym: Hemmy MoTtporum-
noBa, “Pykommcu. @parmenTsl HabpockoB K Jsekimsim 1980-x romos”», Horizon.
Denomeronozuueckue uccnedogarnus 14, Ne 1 (2025); Hesutn Motpormiosa. «Py-
Komucy. @parmeHThl HAGPOCKOB K Jiekiysam 1980-x romoB», MoaroTos. K my6s. Ha-
tasbeit Apremenko, Horizon. @enomenonozuueckue uccnedosarus 14, Ne 1 (2025).

> Cm. taxke: Maija Kiile, «One Hundred Years of Phenomenology in Latvia:
1920-2020», Horizon. Studies in Phenomenology 10, No. 1 (2021).
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B 9TUX pyromucsix. (51 HakarmBasna, o6pabarbiBaia UX CHOBA U CHOBA
TaKKe ¥ KOTHA Mmucajga CBou 0ObeMHble KHUTY M CTaTby MO (eHoMe-
HoJioruK.) B momonHeHKe K cKa3aHHOMY XOUY CIIeJIaTh OLHO MpenyBe-
nomiieHne. TekcTel, comepskaluecss B 3TUX PYKONMUCSX, — 3TO MOU
11epeBoAbl [...] ¥ KOMMEHTapuy K HUM. S JuIIb B «KJIacCUUECKUX»,
TO €CTh HaJIeSKHBIX U IPOBEPEHHBIX CAYYasix MOJb3yIOCh UYXKUMM Ie-
peBomamu. [...] O neKkumsx, HEOGHOKPAaTHO YMTAeMbIX B Pure, xouy
CKasaTh crenyaabHo. B To Bpemst B PikcKkOM yHUBepcuTeTe CIIydm-
JIOCh HEUTO YHMKAJIbHOE: OfapeHHbIe MpenofaBarean Guiocopckoro
(baxynbTeTa, YyTKO OTHOCMBIIMECS K 3alpocaM CTYIEHTOB, ITOHSIIN:
Ha ¢wmiocodckom dakynprere PI'Y uynecHpiM 06pa3oM BbIPOCIU HO-
Bble ITOKOJIEHVSI CTYIEeHTOB, KOTOpbIe, B YaCTHOCTH, MHTEPECOBAIMChH
HOBBIMM TOTZ]a Y HaC HAIllPaBJIEHMSIMYU, B OCOOEHHOCTU (EeHOMEHOJIO-
IMYECKOM ¥ 3K3UCTEHIMaJbHOM 3amagHoi ¢umiaocodpun. M Torma mx
TMIpPerofaBaTesy IOHSUIM, YTO MOKHO M HYKHO IPUIIACcUTh B Pury miis
YTeHMSI COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX KYPCOB JIEKLIMIA MOCKOBCKUX, JIEHUHI' DA, -
CKUX CHEeNMaaiCTOB. A MbI TOTZa elle GbIIM SOCTATOUYHO MOJIOMBI JJIs
TOTO, YTOOBI OBITh, TaK CKA3aTh, JIETKUMU Ha MO bEM, TOTOBBIMU TIPU-
exarb C JIeKIUSIMU B Apyroil ropop (TemM 6oJiee TakoM CTapUHHBIN,
TIpyUBJIeKaTeIbHbIN Kak Pura). [TomHio, uTo B Pury mpuriamiaaiuch
M. MamappauBmm, [1. TaiimeHko u Ipyrue MOCKOBCKue (uaocodbl
(v s B ux umcie). BrnocnemctBum B Pure obpasoBanach aKTMBHAs
rpymna ObIBIIMX CTYLEHTOB, MHTEPECOBABILASICS STUMM HaIlpaBJIeHN -
SIMM, BKJIFOYAsl T€X, YTO IOTOM CTalM MOMMM acmupaHTamy. Termepp
OHM M3BECTHbBIE CIEIMATICThI MEeKAYHAPOIHOTO Kiiacca, nmpodeccopa
Puskckoro yHUBepcuTeTa U APYTUX YHUBEPCUTETOB. BmecTe ¢ HUMU
MBI BBITYCTWIN Psifi COOPHUKOB Mo deHomeHonmorvu. M 1o cux mop —
HEeCMOTPsI Ha MPPaLMOHAIbHbIE JKCLECCHl MOC/IeNHEero BpeMeHU -
MPONOJIKAETCS Hallle MPodecCcroHaNTbHOe COTPYIHNYECTBO”,

Wrak, HacTosmIas myoGmmMKaIys OCHOBaHA Ha PYKOMMCHBIX MaTe-
puanax H.B. MoTpOIIMIOBOM, OTHOCSIIMXCS K €€ JIEKIMOHHBIM
Kypcam pyskcroro nepuona 1980-x rr. CoxpaHuBIIMECS JOKYMEHTBI
MPEeNCTaB/ISIOT cOO0M HAabOp paspO3HEHHBIX JUCTOB (opmaTta A4,
3ayacTyio 6e3 Hymepaluu M BHYTPEHHEro nopsigka. Pykomucu Ho-
CUJIU XapakTep pabounx HaOPOCKOB, MpeIHa3HAYEHHBIX JJISI TTOMr0-
TOBKM JIEKIIMIA, ¥ HE COCTABJISUIM LIEJIBHOTO Kypca.

* Apremenxo, «IIpeauciosue K mybmukamum», 378-379.
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[Ipy moaroToBKe K MyOIMKALMY OTHENIbHbIE (parMeHThbl ObLIU
CTPYIIMPOBAaHbI 10 TEMaTUYECKOMY MPU3HAKY (HarpuMep, 3aMeTKU
K «Kpusucy eBponeickux Hayk . I'yccepissi» ¥ pasMbIIIIEHNS
o Hauasie ¢umnocodbun B cBasu ¢ IlinaroHom u Cokparom). ITocse
oundpoBKY JaHHbIe MaTepuasibl 6b1IM pocMoTpenbl H.B. Motpo-
IIIVJTOBOJA; €10 BHECEHBI OT/IeIbHbIE MCITPABJIEHNS U TOOAB/IEHBI TIOM -
3arosioBku. OHAKO TMO3aroJIOBKY UMEIOT MCKITIOUNTETHLHO BCIIOMO-
raTejbHbI XapakTep ¥ He GOPMUPYIOT MepapXUIeCcKOi CTPYKTYPhI
TEKCTa.

Cucrematnyeckoi oOGpabOTKM WJIM OKOHYATETbHOM pemaKivu
9TUX MarepuajaoB camoii H.B. MoTpolnioBoi MMpoBefaeHo He ObI-
so. ITostomy oHM mybmuKyIOTCS Kak «DparmMeHThl M3 HaOGPOCKOB
K JIGKIMSIM», UTO OTpa’kaeT UX CTaTyC UepHOBMKOB, a He 3aBepIlieH-
HOTO JIEKIIMOHHOTO Kypca.

OpHako mepe[ uuTaTejieM He MPOCTO HABPOCKM K JIEKIUSIM, KO-
TOpbIe MOCTOSTHHO AOTIOHSUIUCH, YTOYHSUTUCD, IO-HOBOMY CTPYKTY-
PUPOBAIUCh (OTCIONA — MHOT/A MOBTOPSIIOIIMECST 3arOJIOBKU U TIOT -
3aroJI0BKu’), a 3arleyaTyieHHas Ha GyMare >KMBasi TKaHb MbICJIA, YHU-
KaJIbHBIM O6pasel, MCTOPUKO-PUIOCOPCKOM M TEKCTOJOTMUECKOMI
PpaboThI.

Vpyime mopm COOTBETCTBYIOIIMMM 3aroyioBKamMu  (pparmMeHTbl
3anmceir Heymm BacuibeBHBI K JIEKIMSM TYOIMKYIOTCS TIOJTHOCTBIO
6e3 COKpallleHN1 ¥ B aBTOPCKOWM PeIaKIINA.

H.A. Apmemenko

* Bce n06aBJieHMs OT COCTABUTEIS IOMeEIIIeHbI B KBapaTHble CKOOKM.
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[@PparmenT I.]

Tema: «Kpusuc eBpomneckux HayK
U TpaHclHeHAeHTa/IbHas ¢eHOMeHOTOTMS D. I'yccepiasi»

O kpusmuce HayK ¥ HayYHOCTH, et I'yccepsb B vactu I, cra-
JIM BCE yalle yIOMMHATh B TOcjemHue rogbel. Ho MOKHO Jin Bce-
pbe3 TOBOPUTH O KpM3NUCe HAyK B COBpeMeHHbI1 mepuorn? Benb
KPU3MC HayK O3HAYAET, UTO MTOCTABJIEHA IO, BOIIPOC UX MOAIVMHHAS
Hay4YHOCTb, CaM CIIOCOO, IIPY MOMOIIY KOTOPOTO OHM CTaBSIT CBOU
Mpo6JIeEMbI ¥ BbIPaOaThIBAIOT COOTBETCTBYIOIIYIO METOANKY JIJIST X
paspelileHus.

Tak MO’KHO GBLIO GBI ellle cKa3aTb 0 GMIOCO(GUN COBPEMEHHO-
CTH, KOTOpasi, Mo MHeHuIo ['yccepiis, CTOUT meper peasbHOM yrpo-
30/ ObITh IMOBEP’KEHHOV CKEIMCMCOM, MPPAlMOHATU3MOM, MUCTH-
mm3MoM. Ho Kak MOKHO Cepbe3HO OTHECTM MHEHMSI O KpU3UCe
HayK K TEM OTPAC/IIM €CTeCTBO3HAHMS (UMCTasi MaTeMaTuKa, TOY-
Hble HayKy O MPUPOZE), KOTOPbIE MPOJO/IKAIOT CIIYKUTh 00Pa3oM
CTPOro¥i HAayYHOCTU ¥ HEe TEePecTaloT YIWMBJISATh HaC CBOMMU BIIE-
yamisiowymy yenexamu? (Husserliana, Bd. VI, S. 1)

[IpaBma, BeCh CTUJIb UX CUCTEMATUYECKUX TEOPUIA U METOIVIKA
nonBepskeH usMeHeHussM. CoBceM HeTaBHO, Ka3aja0Ch Obl, BOSHUK-
Jla yrpo3a OKOCTeHeHMsI, Korga ¢dopma, M3BeCTHAsl IOf, UMeHeM
KJIaCCUYeCKOi (M3MKM, paclieHMBaJach Kak KIacCUMuecKoe 3aBep-
IIIeHMe CTWISA, HEM3MEHHO COXPaHSIBIIEroCs Ha IMPOTSIKEHUU CTO-
netuit. Ho BOT Havasach moGemoHOCHast 6opb6a MPOTUB Maeasa
KJIaccuueckoil ¢pusuku. MOKHO YIIOMSHYTb M O TPOHOJIKAIOIIEM -
CS1 CTIOpe OTHOCUTEJIBHO MOIJIMHHOM CTPYKTYPHOM (OPMBI UMCTOM
MareMaTuky. Bo3HMKaeT BOIPOC: MOXKeET ObIThb, MIPEIIIeCTBYIONINE
MaTremMaTuKa U ¢GuM3MKa elle He ObLIM HAayYHbIMU U B CUJTY U3BECT-
HBIX HESICHOCTe/l M 3aTeMHEeHMii elle He ObutM TeM pabounM
MOJIEM, IJle JOCTUTAIOTCS C OUeBMIHOCTBIO YCMOTPEHHBIE Pe3yIb-
tarel? Ho pasBe MokeM MbI TaK OTHOCUTBCS K AVCHUIUIMHAM,
B paMKaX KOTOPBIX CJeJiIaHbl BeJIMKMe, 3HAUMMbIe AJIS1 BCEX Bpe-
MeH OTKpbITHSI, 61arofapsi KOTOPbIM BO3HMKJIO TaKO€ MHOXXECTBO
TeXHUYeCKux u3obpereHuin? Jlogy MpOIIIbIX MOKOJEHUI MMen
BCe OCHOBAHUSI MCIBITBIBATh YOMBJIEHME Iepel BeJUUMeM ITUX
IUCLIUTUIVH.
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CoBepIlleHHO SICHO, UTO (13MKa, HECMOTPSI Ha CBOIO TIOCTOSIH-
HYIO M3MEHUMBOCTb, HaBCErma OCTaHeTCS TOUHOM HAayKoO, He3aBM-
CUMO OT TOro, 6YIYT i UMeTbCs B BUAY Teopuu HeioToHa, [TnaHka,
DVHIITeHA UM KaKoTo-HMOYmb 6ymyiero yuenoro. QueBMaHO, TO
K€ MOYKHO OTHECTM M K IPYTUMM IMUCLUILIMHAM, B TOM YMCJIE K TOV
TpYyTIe HayK, KOTOpble HECAYYallHO IPUHATO HA3bIBATh TOYHBIMU
Haykamu. CJIOBOM, «CTPOTOCTb HayYHOCTM BCEX ITUX OUCIUIUIVH,
OUEBUIHOCTb MUX TeopeTuueckux pnoctiskenmit» (Ebenda, S. 2)
HeCOMHeHHaA. VM TeM He MeHee, IJIT MHOTMX CTAaHOBUTCS BCE Gosee
OIIIYTUMBIM TOT (DaKT, YTO Ha pybOeske CTONETMIA MPOU3OLIE CUJIb-
HEIINI TOBOPOT B OIIEHKE HAyKMU.

OH KkacaeTrcsl He UX HAyYHOCTH, HO TOTO, UTO OHM, YTO HayKa BOOOIIIEe
3HAYMJIA Y MOXKET 3HAUUTD JIJIS YeJIoBeuecKoro O6nitus (S. 3).

Eitre Bo BrOpoit monoBuHe XIX B. MO3UTMBHbIE HAyKM TOCIIOACTBO-
BaJIM Haj, BCEM MMPOBO33pEHMEM uYejOBeKa U, Ka3ajaocCh, oberra-
JIM eMy «IpoliBeTaHue». Ho 3Ta MCKIIOUMTESbHAsS BJIACTh HAyKU
OCTaBJ/IsyIa B TEHM BaskHellllee OOCTOSITEIbCTBO, KOTOPOE SIBJISIET-
CSI peliarolyMM JIJIT «ITOMJMHHOTO YeJIOBEUeCTBa»: OJHOCTOPOHHE
«(hakTUYeCKMe HayKu» CO3MAIOT TOJBKO «(PaKTUUECKOTO YeJIOBEKa».
U Bort nocsie [TepBoit MUpPOBOI BOWMHBI, Kak TOBOpPUT I'yccepiib, mMpo-
MCXOIUT TIEPEBOPOT B OOIIECTBEHHOM OIleHKe Hayku (S. 4), Bcé
6oJiblile YKPeIUISIeTCsI OCO3HaHMe HOBBIX (haKTOB, B OCOGEHHOCTU
Cpeyt MOJIOLOTO TTOKOJIEHNSI.

B nameit skusHenHon Hyxnge (Not), 6eqCTBUSIX — BOT YTO MbI CJIbI-
MM — HaM HMUYErO He MOKET cKa3aTb 3Ta Hayka (S. 4).

V60 oHa MPUHIMIIMAIBHO OCTABJSIET B CTOPOHE T€ BOMPOCHI, KOTO-
pble UMEIOT JKMBOTPEIIEITyIlee 3HAUeHUe JIJIT COBPEMEHHOTO Yesio-
Beka, (GaTaJuMCTUUECKM OTHAaBIIErocs BO BJIACTb MCTOPUYECKON
CyAbObI, — BOIIPOCHI «O CMbICJIE UM GECCMBICJIEHHOCTH BCETO UesIo-
Beueckoro cyiiectBoBanus (Dasein)».

Ho pasBe Hayku B uX BCEOOBIITHOCTU U HEOOXOOVMMOCTU HE Tpe-
OYIOT OT BCeX JIIOJEell TaKKe BCEOOIIEr0 OCMbBICJIEHMS IMPOBIeM
M OTBeTa Ha HMUX IIpM IIOMOIIM pasyMHOro moHumManmsa? KoHeuHo,
OHM TPEANoJaraoT TaKoro YejiOBeKa, KOTOPbIN O6ajaeT Criocob-
HOCTSIMM U BO3MOKHOCTSIMM CBOOOMHOIO pellIeHus ¥ CBOOOTHOTO
mpeo6GpasoBaHus OKpysKatomero Mupa. Ho 4TO ceromus MOKeT
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CKas3aTh HayKa O pasyMe M Hepa3yMHOM, O Hac, JIFOMSIX KaK CyObeK-
Tax 9ToM cBo6oabI? Pazymeercsi, 06 3TOM HUYETO He MOTYT CKa3aTb
HayKy, 3aHMMAIOIIVECS TOJIbKO «TeJIeCHbIM ObITMEM» — Bedb OHM
abCTparupyloTCs OT BCEro CyObeKTUBHOTO.

Ho cerogus make HayKu O Oyxe, pacCMaTpMBalollye ueJoBeka
«B €ro IyXOBHOM ObITUM, CJIEIOBATEIbHO, B TOPU3OHTE €ro MCTOPUY-
HOCTM», TIOHMMAIOT JIBVKEHME K CTPOroy HayYHOCTM KakK 3a60T/Iu-
BO€ UCKJIIoUeHue 13 chepbl pacCMOTPEHMSI BCEX BOIMPOCOB O «pa-
3YMHOCTU» UJIY «HEPasyMHOCTU» JesITeJIbHOCTY YeJIOBeUeCTBa, CTa-
paroTCs eaTh TOJbKO (aKTUUeCKME BbICKa3bIBaHMSA. MOryT i MUp
U YejIoBeUeCcKoe ObITie, B3AThIe B X UCTUMHHOCTY, UMETh CMBICJI, €C-
JIM B HayKe MCTVMHHO 3HAUMMBIM CUMUTAETCS TOJIBKO TO, UTO MOSKET
ObITh YCTAHOBJIEHO OOBEKTUBHO, €CJIV VICTOPUS IO/KHA, B COOTBET-
CTBUM C TaKMUM IIOAXOJOM, YUUTh CJIEAYIOIIeMY: Bce (GOpMbI Iy-
XOBHOI'O MUpa, BCe KM3HEHHbIe 06pasoBaHusl, KOrma-aubo oobeay-
HSIBILIME JIFOMEl, Maeasibl, HOPMbl — BCE 3TO HAILIbIBAET, MMOIOGHO
BOJIHAM, ¥ BHOBb pacIafaeTcs; BCerga-ae Tak ObLIo U OyIeT, UTo pa-
3yM IIpeBpaliaeTcsl B Hepasymue, 61aronosyune — B mydeHue®.

MoskeM s Mbl YIOBJIETBOPUTBCS 3TUM, CIipaiiyBaet ['yccepib,

MOJKeM JIM MbI XUTb B 3TOM MUpE, UCTOPUUYECKNE COOBITUS KOTOPO-
rO — He YTO MHOe, KaK HelpepbIBHOE CIIeIIeHe TIPU3PauHbIX B3JIETOB
¥ KeCTOKMX pasouapoBaumit? (S. 4-5).

U Benp He Bcerpa 6pUI0 Tak, HarmoMuHaeT ['yccepiib, He BCerjga Hay -
Ka MMOHMMasIa TpeboBaHyMe CTPOroro 060CHOBAHMUS UCTUHBI B CMBIC-
Jie Tako¥ O6beKTUBHOCTH,

KOTOpPasi METOOMYECKY TOCIIOACTBYET Hafl HAIMMU TO3UTUBHBIMU Hay-
KaMM U, BBIXOHS [ajeko 3a UX Ipemesibl, mpupaer Guaocodckomy
Y MMPOBO33PeHYECKOMY MO3UTUBMU3MY YCIMOUUUBOCHb U B03MOHCHOCMb
aceobujezo pacnpocmpareHus (S. 5).

® He siBnsieTca /M 3Ta KOHKPETHO-MCTOPUYECKAs! KOHCTATalysi CIpaBel/IMBOI
IIJIST TOTO, TyCCepJIeBCKOro BpeMeHu? Pa3Be Ha TO ske HEBHMMaHME HAyK K SKU3HU,
K MUDY, K CY6bEKTUBHOCTH ¥ CBOGOIE HE MOT'YT MOKAIOBAThCSI JIOAYM CETONHSIIIHE-
ro gHa?

Tonpko ymiib Hayku o Tene (Korperwissenschaft) He maror HuMyero Takoro —
«OHM abCTParnpyroTcst OT Bcero cyopekTuBHOro» (S. 4). — Ipumeu. H.M.
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He Bcernma 66110 Taxk, yto crneumduyueckye BOIPOCHI O UYeOBeKe U3-
TOHSITUCh U3 TIpefesioB Gutocobuu. Ho mouemy ke Hayka, KOTopast
co BpemeH PeHeccaHca CO3HATe/IbHO BJIMSIIA MY TIbITAIACh BIAUSITh
Ha CygpObl UeIoBeUeCTBa, IIpeTeprieyia HaCTOJbKO CYIIECTBEHHOE
M3MEHEeHMe, YTO MPUIILIA K TYOUTETbHOMY 11 hmmocoduy mo3uTH-
BJMCTCKOMY OI'PaHMYEHMIO UAEM HayKu — U caMoyi puaocodumn? ITo
npeobpasoBaHe HEOOXOIMMO MOHSTh, MCXOMS U3 €ro COOGCTBEHHBIX
[TyOUMHHBIX MOTMBOB. [ aToro u Tpebyercs, mo ['yccepsro, mpu-
MEHUTDb UCTOPUKO-TEJIEOTIOTMIECKUIA TTOTXO].

Orcioma OHATHO, MOYEMY K TO3IHEMY I'YCCEpPIIMaHCTBY C CO-
YYBCTBMEM OOpATUIIUCh BCE Te, KTO He ObLI yHIOBJIETBOPEH U Ce-
TOOHS Ja/leKO MOYIIMM IO3UTUBUCTCKUM «CaMOOTpPaHMUEHMEeM»
dwnocodum.

ITo mpexke Bcero humocodsl, KOTOpbIe MPU3HABAIN U TTPU3HA-
IOT HEMCKOPEHMMOCTb U3 (GUI0CO(DUM «BEUHBIX» BOIIPOCOB — O ObI-
TUM, CYIITHOCTM YeJIOBeKa U T.J. U T.Il. MHOTMe U3 MpeacTaBUTeIen
COBPEMEHHO} MeTaM3MUeCcKo U OHTOJIOTMYECKOM TeHAEHIUN
CTPeMSITCS OTlepeThCs Ha uaen nosgHero ['yccepns. U He B mocren-
HIOIO Ouepenb — PeaUrno3Has Gpuiocodus, MOCIeqOBaTEN TOMMU3-
Ma, CTOPOHHMKM DPEJIMTMO3HOIO SK3UCTEHIMAIM3Ma, KOTOpble, KaK
MIPaBWIO, BBICOKO OIEHVBAIM M OLIEHMBAIOT BKJaA ['yccepisa B ¢m-
nocopuro XX-XXI BB. Ho u mpencraBurenu «HOBOM OHTOJIOTUM»
(Ipeskie BCEro 37eCh MPUXOAUTCS BCIIOMHUTD O (rtocoduu Huko-
nasg 'apTMaHa) HepeJUTr1MO3HOIO TUIIA OIpefesieHHO MCIIOIb30Baau
uneu I'yccepisis ¥ ero aHTUIOSUTUBUCTCKYIO KpuTuKy. Ho, ¢ mpy-
rOJ CTOPOHBI, paHHee TyccepyieBCcKoe TpeGoBaHMe «OeCIpeanochl-
JIOYHOJ1» (HheHOMEHOJIOTUY C COUYBCTBMEM BCIIOMMHAIOT COBPEMEH-
Hble HEOMO3UTUBUCTbI. DeHOMEHOJIOTHSI, KaK Mbl BUOEIU, COO6-
CTBEHHO} 3BOJIIONMEN JOKasaja HeECOCTOSTEIbHOCTb TaKOro Tpe6Go-
BaHMs. Ha 3TOT (akT MO3UTMBUCTBI MPEAIIOUMTAIOT He O6GpallaTh
BHMMaHMS.

I'yccepnb mpogomkaer:

EBpormeiickoe desioBeuecTBO 3Moxyu PeHeccaHca OCYIIECTBWIO B ca-
MOM cebe peBOJIOLMOHHOE TMpeobpa3oBaHue. BpICTymMB MPOTUB
Bpa)kIeOHOTO eMy CPeAHEBEKOBOTO CITocoba CyIeCTBOBAHMS, JIUIIIUB
€ro LIEHHOCTU U PEIIVB CBOOOIHO MOCTPOUTH HOBBIN CIOCOO ObITHS,
OHO 06GpPaTMUJIO CBOM B3OPbI, KaK K UydeCHOMY OOpasily, K aHTUYHOMY
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YeJIOBeUeCTBY. AHTUYHBIN YeJIOBEK M300paxkasacss CBOOOIHBIM MHAM-
BUJOM — JI€/CTBYIOIIMM MCXOMS U3 pasyMa U B TE€OPUH, U B IIPAKTUKE
(S. 5-6).

B smoxy PeneccaHca mpenrnonaraaoch, YTO OCHOBHAsI Cujla aHTUY-
HOTO YeJioOBeKa COCTOsUIa B TOM, UTO €ro CIOCOO CYIIeCTBOBaHUS
ObLT «(UI0OCOMCKMMY»: OH YepnaJ HOPMbI U TpaBuja IOBENEHMS
M3 YMCTOro pasyma, u3 pmwiocodpun. dnoxa PeHeccaHca mpummcbiBa-
JIa aHTUYHOMY YeJIOBEKY TaKKe «PasMBILIISIOIIee» pacCMOTpEHMe
MMpa, CBOOOAHOE OT OKOB MUGMOIOTUU U TPAOULIMUA U TIEPEXOASIIIEe
B IeITeJIbHOCTh: TaK CKJIaIbIBAIIOCh IIPefCcTaB/eHe 06 YHUBepCab-
HOM ITO3HAHMM MMpa M 4ejoBeKa, JIMIIIEHHOM BCSIKUX IIpenpacCyi-
KOB. B KOHeuHOM cueTe ¥ caM MMP MMOHMMAaJIM M [TO3HABAIM KakK 3a-
KJTIOUAIONIN B cebe pasyM U TeJIeOJIOTUIO, a TAKKE BBICIINIA ITPUH-
uun — bora. @unocodust Kak Teopus AeaeT CBOOOAHBIM HE TOJIBKO
MCCIeNoBaTesiss, OHa TOCTYIMPYeT CBOOOMY BCSIKOrO GuaocodCKu
06pa3soBaHHOrO YejoBeKa. 3a TEOPETUUECKOV aBTOHOMMEN CJIemyeT
mpakTuueckas. PykoBopsiimii upmean smoxu PeHeccaHca - aHTHM4-
HBII UeJIOBEK, KOTOPhI CBOOGOIHO (hopMUpPYeT caMOoro cebst Ha OCHO-
Be CBOGOIHOTO pasyMa U MOHMMAaHMsI.

B smoxy PeHeccaHca BepwIn B BO3MOKHOCTh HE TOJIbKO 3TH-
YeCKOT0, HO U MOJIUTUYECKOTO, COIMAIbHOTO BO3POKIEHUST UesIO-
BeuecTBa — 6Gyarojapsl MO3HAHMIO B YHMBEPCAJIbHOU ¢uiaocodumn
3aKOHOB CBOOOJHOIO pasyma. DTV MAYIIME OT 3MoXu PeHeccaHca
06pasbl HAyKM M YyesoBeKa okasaim, 1o ['yccepiio, moaroBpemMeH-
Hoe BiusHue. ['yccepsib MUIIeT:

3mech HAO cheiaTh YIop Ha TO, YTO MAYIIME elle OT JPeBHUX UIen
OTHOCUTENIBHO (putocodum — He KaKyue-TO CKOPOINPEXOASIIME IIKOJIb-
Hble TIOHSITUS, KOTOpbIe KacalOTCs JIMIIb OIHOM TPYIIIbI TUCLHUIIINH;
Y OHM CYIIIECTBEHHO He MEHSUTMCh BIIOCJIENCTBUM, B ITEPBbIE CTOJIETHSI
HoBoro Bpemenn. BosHukiia naest HEKOM HAyKy O LETOCTHOCTU CyIie-
ro (von der Totalitdt des Seienden) [S. 6].

Yro ke KacaeTcsl «IMO3UTUBUCTCKOTO TOHMMaHMs HayKu», To ['yc-
cepyib — U 3TO OUYE€Hb HEOOBIUHO — OOBSBIISIET €ro (BOMPEKM PacIpo-
CTPaHEeHHOMY MHEHMIO) «OTCTaJIbIM, 4YTO Jii, MmoHaTHeM» (Restbe-
griff) ¢ ucropmuueckoit Touku 3penus. COOTBETCTBEHHO €My, OT-
Mafiayin BCe BOIMPOCHI, KOTOPbIe BK/IIOUAIUCh B MeTapusuKy - TO
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B Y3KOM, TO B IIIMPOKOM CMBbICJIE, a CpeIy HUX Te, KOTOpble Ha3BaHbI
ObLIM «BBICIIVMM U MIOCIeAHUMM Boripocamm» (S. 6)”.

Unes nHaykyu, ocobenHo B HoBoe Bpems, mpuobpejia COOTBET-
CTBYIOIIYIO IIMPOTY — KaK IoJiarajiy, OHa Oblja IpM3BaHa pPa3pelThb
He TOJbKO (haKkTMUecKue mpobaeMbl, HO 1 MPOGIEMbI pa3yma, BOIIPO-
CbI O BpEMEHM U O BeUHOCTH. A dumaocodusi, ocobeHHO Garomapst
IexapTy, MbICIMIACh He KaK 0co6ast IIKOIbHAs AVCHMILIIVHE, HO KaK
BCEOXBATBIBAIOIIASA HayKa, OOBENMHSIONIASI B €OUHYIO TeopeTuye-
CKYIO CMCTEMY BCE BOMPOCHI, MMEIOIIME CMbICIT JjIS1 UyesioBeka (S. 6).

[Tpobnema pasyma - riaBHas Ipobjema ¢unocobunu Hosoro
BpeMeHM: 3TO TemMa ¥ OUCLUIUIMH O IMO3HAHWUM, U TeX, KOTOpble ro-
BOpWMJIM OO MCTUMHHBIX M TOIJMHHBIX LIEHHOCTSIX (MO0 BBICIIIEN
¥ TIOJ/IMHHOM 1IEHHOCTBIO OblIa IIEHHOCTh pasyma), U TeX, KOTOpbIe
TOBOPWIM 00 3TUYECKOM IMOoBefeHur (MO0 MCTUHHOE NeNCTBMEe —
Ie/ICTBME Ha OCHOBE IMPAKTMYEeCKOro pasyma). «Pasym» - ObLIO
0603HaueHye I BCETrO, UTO HA3bIBAIU «aOCONIOTHBIMU», «BEUHBI-
MI», «BHEBPEMEHHBIMU», «HEOOYCJIOBIEHHBIMU» UOEIMU U Maea-
navu. Korma yestoBek cTaHOBUIICS «MeTapuU3MUeCKoii», TO eCThb CIie-
undudecku unocodckoir IpobIeMoi, To ero pacCMaTpuMBaiM Kak
pasyMHOe CYIIIeCTBO; KOTAa IIpo6eMOil CTaHOBUJIACh €ro UCTOPUS,
TO peub IIIjIa O «CMBICJIE», O PasyMe B MCTOPUIN.

[Tpo6rema Bora ¢ O4eBMIHOCTBHIO TOJKOBAJACh KakK Ipobiiema
«abCOIIOTHOrO pasyMa» KaK TeIeOJOTMYeCcKOro MCTOYHMKA BCEro
pasyMHOTO B MMpe, BCeX «CMbICIOB» Mupa. [laxke Bompoc o bGec-
CMEpTUM — U 3TO €CTECTBEHHO — ObUT MPO6IEMOI pa3yMa, Kak U Mpo-
6iema cBoGOmbl. Bce atn «MeTtadusmuueckue» B IIMPOKOM CMBICTIE
BOIIPOCHI, creuuduuecku Guiocopckue MmpodieMbl MepenrarnBam
yepes MMUp KakK YHMBEPCYM TOJIbKO (hakToB. Bce momoGHbIe mpobiie-
MbI PaCIeHMBAINCh KaK BOIIPOCHI, KOTOPbIE B KaUe€CTBE CMBICJIA MIMe-
IOT MIEI0 pa3yMa; OHM COfiepsKayii B cebe ITPeTeH3MI0 Ha HeU3Mepy-
MO 6oJiee BBICOKOE NOCTOMHCTBO, HEXKEIU TO, KOTOPbIM OOJIafaroT
(dakTryeckme nMpobieMbl — BOT IMOYEMY MO3UTUBU3M €CThb, 1Mo ['yc-
Cepitio, OTKa3 OT GUI0COGUN.

" Heo6bIuHBIM Takoe NoHMMaHMe I'yccepisi siBJIsIeTCSl TIOTOMY, UTO B J060e
BpeMst mmocobCkuii MOSUTUBU3SM — B CMbIC/IE OTKa3a OT MOCTAHOBKM «BBICIIUX
¥ TIOCJIEIHMX BOIMIPOCOB» ¥ OTBETA HAa HUX — M306pakaeT cebs «HOBEMILIUM» yue-
HueMm. — Ilpumeu. H.M.
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Bce Te Bompochl, KOTOpbIe COBPEMEHHBIN MTO3UTUBU3M OODBSIBUIT
«MeTabu3MUeCKUMMU» ¥ TOMbBITAJICS UCKIIOUUTh U3 Guaocobuu,
Hayka HoBoro BpemeHu, onmmpasicb Ha aHTUYHYIO TPagUIIAIO, IIbI-
TaJach MOCTaBUTDH Ha MOYBY TEOPETHUECKOro MbiiiuteHns. OHa Ha-
JIesyIach OTKPBITb YHUBEPCAJTbHYIO METOAMKY, KOTOpasi TOMOKET
chenath punocoduio - BKIOUas U ee «MmeTadusuueckue mpobie-
MbI» — IepBoii punocodueit (S. 7).

I'yccepsb TOBOPUT O B3JIETE, O MOLBEME, KOTOPBIN OTJINYAIT BCE
HayuHble 3aHITUS B X VIII B. Camu yueHble ¢ GOJbIIYM BOOMYIIIEB-
JIEHMEM MCCJIeNOBaIM T€ BOIPOCHI, KOTOpbie ObUIM HA3BaHbI B IIN-
POKOM CMbIC/IE (PUI0CODCKUMI.

Orcioma u TO ropsiuee CTpemMyieHMe K 06pa30BaHMIO, TO 3peJioe
OoTHOIIeHue K ¢uaocodhckon pedopme BOCIUTAHUS U BCEX COIM-
aJIbHBIX ¥ TOJIUTUYECKUX (POPM CYIlIeCTBOBaHMS UeJIOBEUECTBA, KO-
TOpble AenaloT 3moxy [IpocBellieHuss OOCTOMHONM CaMOTO T'OPSIUYEro
YBaykeHusl.

HenpeB3oieHHbIM ITPOSIBJIEHMEM 3TOTO yXa Mbl 00JIafaeM B BeJM-
kosnentHoMm ruMHe Illwinepa-BerxosBena «K pamoctu». CeromHs Mbl
MOSKEM CJIEZIOBATh 3TOMY I'MMHY TOJIbKO C 60JIe3HEHHbIMY YyBCTBAMMA.
Hembic/iMm GosbIMIA KOHTPACT — OOJbIINI, YeM TOT, KOTOPbIA CY-
IIECTBYET MEKAY CUTyallyeli TOTO BpeMeHM ¥ Halllell COBPeMEHHO
cutyanueii (S. 8).

[Touemy ke ceromust yTePSIH 3TOT BbICOKMIA IYX, ITIOUEMY IEPECTasIo
ObITh CUACT/IMBBIM UejioBeuecTBO? ['yccepiib Mmojaraet, 4To 3TO Mpo-
M30IIIJI0, B YaCTHOCTH, TIOTOMY, UTO BEpa B YHUBEPCAJIbHYIO (GUIIO-
coduio MmoTepsiyia CBoe 3HaUeHue. 3ech Mpekae BCero HeoOXOaMMO
yKasaTb Ha CJAeIYIOUIMI peaibHbIN (aKT: paspyllieHne YHUBEPCalb-
HOV putocobuu 1 paspyllieHne Bepbl B Hee.

Wpean dunocodum Kak yHUBEPCATbHOM OOBEAVHSIONIEN IVC-
IIUIUIVHBI TTOTEPITIeN Kpax. 3Aech AejI0 He TOJbKO B KOHTPACcTe MeK-
Iy TIOCTOSTHHBIMM Heymauamyu MeTabu3UKU U BCE 6ojiee MOITHBIMM
TEOPEeTUUYECKMMM M TMPAKTUUECKMMM YCIeXaMy TO3UTUBHBIX HayK
(S. 8-9). OTo B KaKOIi-TO Mepe BHeIlHee OOCTOSITEbCTBO. BaskHO
PacCMOTPETh BHYTPEHHEE COCTOSTHME caMoii Gpuaocodum.

B ¢unocoduu, Bo-nepBbiX, HEKOTOPbIE MBICJIATENM BCE BOJIbIIIE
CTAaHOBWINCh YYEHBIMU-CIeIMaIMCTaMM, 110 BUAMMOCTM HauMHAas
B paMKkax ¢uiaocoduu. Bo-Bropbix, maske Te Ghuyiocodsl, KOTOpbIe
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MHTEpPeCOBAaIMCh CAMBIMM BBICIIUMM MeTadusUUeCKUMMU Ipo6-
JleMaMM, UCIBIThIBAIM Ha cebe BO3MEICTBME HACTPOEHUs — Ha-
CTPOEHMsI, COCTOSIBIIIErO B OTKase oT ¢pwiocodun. [Ipuuem 3mech
IIeliCTBOBa/IM KaKue-TO ITyboualiiiiie, XOTs ellle COBEPIIeHHO He BbI-
SICHEHHbIE MOTMBbBI, KOTOPbIe UYETKO HAIpaB/siii CBOe elCTBUe
MPOTUB TTy6OKO YKOPEHEHHOW HECOMHEHHOCMU NPEXHCHeZ0 PyKOBo-
dsaujezo udeana.

Cob6CcTBeHHO, cTpacTHast 60pbba Havaach yke JaBHO, CO Bpe-
menu IOma m Kanta; oTkas ot ¢uaocoduu OIUTCS yKe Iejbie
cTosieTHst. DTOT IMPOLECC U €ro CKPhIThie MOTUBBI U HEOOGXOOVMO
OOBSCHUTD.

Crenydndeckuii TOBOPOT BCETO MBIIIEHNUS] MMeJ TaKOe HeoO-
XoauMoe cyieficTBue: cama dwiocodus crana mpobsiemoii (BHaYasIe
B BIJIe BOIIPOCA O BO3MOKHOCTM MeTadusuku, 6yaromapst 4emy Obia
MIOCTaBJ/IeH IO COMHEHMe BeCh CMBICI ¥ BO3MOKHOCTh IIPOGJIEMBI
pasyma). OmHaKO BOMPOC O BO3MONKHOCTY MeTabU3MKM 3aTparu-
BaeT ¥ BO3MOXXHOCTb (PAKTUUECKMX HayK, KOTOpbIE MMeJ CMBICI
B Hepa3phIBHOM eIMHCTBE ¢ pustocodueit 1 BCTYIaIU C Hell B OTHO-
LLIEHMSI; X CMbICJI COCTOSII B TOM, UTO OHM ITOCTaBJISIIV VICTUHBI JIJIsT
obmacTei1 cymiero. Bo3HUK BOIIpoC: «CenyeT JU pas3mensTh
pasyM M cyllee TaM, I'Je MO3HAIIMMUIN pasyM caMm
pemraeT, 4TO eCThb cyinee?» (paspsamka ['yccepns). Yke
3TOrO BOIPOCA JOCTATOYHO, YTOOBI MOHATb: OCOOEHHOCTh UCTOPU-
YeCKOro Ipoliecca — 3TO He IJIaBHOE pa3BUTHE, He HEeINPEPbIBHBIN
POCT M HAKOIJIEHME TYXOBHOTO Hacienus. M He ciyyaeH MOBOpOT,
KOTZla M3MEHEHMe MYXOBHbIX O0Opa3oBaHWIA, TIOHSATUIA, TEOPUIL, CU-
CTeM [IpOMCXOOUT| B COOTBETCTBUM CO CJIYUaMHBIMU COOBITUSIMMU.
ITosopor, no I'yccepiio, HAIPOTUB, MMEET HeOOXOAMMBIN XapakTep —
OIpeesIolINiA uaeal yHUBepcaabHOM (uaocoduu, IIaBHBIA JIO-
3yHr HoBoro BpemeHy 1opmBepraercsl «BHYTPEHHEMY Pas/IOKEHMUIO».
Hanee I'yccepsb mbITaeTCS OOBSICHUTD, C YErO COOCTBEHHO Y3Ke Ha-
yaJIcsi KPU3MUC <EBPOIENCKMX HAayK», CHauyaja 3aMaCKUpPOBaHHBIN
Y CIEPSKUBAEMBIN (UTO IMapafgoKCalIbHO) X OYPHBIM PasBUTHUEM.

Hayka npu6mskanach K KPU3MCHOMY COCTOSIHMIO Uepes TaKou
HEBEPOSITHO 3araOuHbIN MapamoKC: YueHble — CIIelMalInCThl B CBO-
UX TEOPETUMYECKUX U IMPAKTUUECKMUX 3aHATUSIX, OKAHUMBAIOIIVXCS
GOJIBLIMMM yCIIEXaMM, HETIOCPEICTBEHHO, Ka3aJI0Ch, HE JOJIKHbI ObI
MOJBEPTHYTHCST STOMY KPU3UCY.
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Bompoc 6b11 pasobpan I'yccepiem ocobpiMm ob6pasom. Pasrosop
UIET ¥ TIOWET He O TOM, KaKUX BIIEUAT/ISIONIIMX YCIIEXOB JOCTUIJIA
Hayka B HoBoe 1 Hogeriiiiee Bpemst, ocoberHo B EBpore. MHbmMu ciio-
BaMM, OH GyIeT MOCBSIIEH [JIaBHBIM 00pa3soM He OOpeTeHusIM, a yTpa-
TaM. A IaBHas yTpara, o ['yccepsio, — OTKa3 OT «OMpemesieH -
HOTO UAeaja YHUBepCaJbHON buUIOCODUU U HNPU-
HagjexXallero eMy MeTO/a», «BHYTpeHHee paspylleHue
ero». Bmecre c Tem, no I'yccepiio,

npo6semMa NOAJMHHOTO MAeajsa YHUBEPCAJbHON
bunocodpuu u ee MONMHHOTO METONA CTAHOBUJIACH JIBVDKYIIEN
CWJION 3TOrO McTOprYeckoro aBvskeHus (S. 10; paspsaka ['yccepis).

IMockombKy dwmiocodus urpaga BasKHYIO pPoOjib B MpeoGpa3oBaHUMU
€BpoIIeiickoro uesoBeuectsa HoBoro BpemeHnn, To

Kpusuc pumocodun o3HavaeT Kpusmc Bcex Hayk HoBoro Bpemenn kak
OTBETBJIEHUI (HUIOCOPCKON YHMUBEPCAJTBHOCTM — CHaJasia CKPbITHIN,
HO 3aTeM CO BCE GoJIbliieli CHI0N OOHAPYKMBAIOIIMIACS KPU3NUC CaMO-
T'O eBPOIIENCKOTO YEeIOBEYECTBA BO BCEI COBOKYITHONM 3HAUYMMOCTH €ro
KYJITYPHOM JXM3HU, BO BCEM ero «cyiiecTBoBanmm» (S. 10).

CKeIcuc 1O OTHOIIEHMIO K IIEHHOCTM MeTabM3UKM, paspylieHue
Bephbl B YHMBEPCATbHYIO GMIOCOMMIO KaK PYKOBOOUTETBHUIYY HO-
BOTO YeJIOBEKa BbIPasKaiy pas3pyllieHye Bepbl B CWIYy «pasymar.
A Benp pasyM MOHMMAJICS KaK TO, UTO IMPUAAET MOCJETHUI CMBICT
BCEMY CYIIECTBYIOIIEMY, BCEM BelljaM, IIeHHOCTSIM, LeJISIM, T.e. TIPK-
IlaeT HOPMAaTMBHOCTh TOMY, UTO KOPPEJSITMBHO OOO3HAUaeTcCsl Kak
OTHOIIIeHVEe VCTUHBI-B-cebe 1 cyiiero. BoT mouemy BMecCTe C 3TUM
6blJ1a HUCIIPOBEPTHYTA

Bepa B «abCOMIOTHBINY Pa3yM, U3 KOTOPOTO MUP MMeeT CBOM CMBICII, Be-
pa B CMBICJT UICTOPUY, B CMbICJI U€JIOBEUECTBa, B €T0 CBOOOLY — IMEHHO
B CWJIY U CIIOCOGHOCTh YeJiOBeKa MPUAATh CBOEMY MHIVBVUIYAIbHOMY
¥ BCEOOIIeMY UeJI0OBeYeCKOMY ObITUIO pa3yMHbIN cMbIc (S. 11).

YesioBek, Tepsisl 3Ty Bepy, IepecTaeT BEpUTh «B CaMOIo cebs»,
B CBOJ COOCTBEHHBIM CMBICJ — MOO €ro CMbICJ JaH He IMPOCTO
B «SI €CTh», HO B 60pb0e UesioBeKa 3a CBOIO CTUHY, 3a TO, YTOOBI Ca-
MoOro cebst cmeyiaTb MCTMHHBIM. Befb MOBCIOMY MCTMHHBINA CMBICT
BBICTyHaJ KaK uaeajsbHas liejb, Kak 3azauya episteme, pasyma,
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MIPOTMBOIIOCTABJISIEMOrO GBITHIO, KOTOpOe B opme doxa ecTh JIMIIb
MHIMMOe, XOTS 1 6e3 BCSIKMX BOIIPOCOB «CaMO COOOM pasyMerolee-
cs1 6bITHE». B CYIIHOCTH, KaskObIll YeIOBEK 3HAeT pasjinune, KOTO-
poe He UYKIO U JIJI TIOBCEIHEBHOM peayibHOCTH, TAe OHO, IIpaBJa,
BBICTYTIAET B CBOEN €IMHUYHOCTY U OTHOCUTEIBHOCTU, OO 37eCh
OT/IMYMe MOIJIMHHOTO uesioBevecTBa. Ho dmtocodus kak Gbl mepe-
IIarMBaeT 3TOT Mpoobpas, KOTOPbIA, COGCTBEHHO, U ObUI IEPBO-
HavyaJIbHBIM CTMMYJIOM [IJI1 aHTMYHOM (uytocoduu; mpoobpas mpe-
BpaTMJICS B MIEI0 YHUBEPCAIBHOCTY, KOTOPasi OXBAaThIBAET [TO3HAHME,
OTHOCSIIIIeeCs KO BCceMy cyiliemy. BoT mouemy Ipu MOMbITKE «MCIIOJ-
HEHMsI» Mpeaja «HaMBHAs HECOMHEHHOCTb 3TOM 3afauM BCE Gosiee
IpeBpalllaeTCs B HEUTO HemoHSTHoe». M ucropus dumocopum Bcé
6osiee mpuobpeTaeT xapakTep GOpPLOBI JIMIIL BOKPYT «HATMYHOTO
6bITHSI» — TIpyYeM OopbOa MaeT Mexkny (guocobuet, MbITAIOIIENCS
BBITIO/THATb CBOIO 33a/lauy Ha OCHOBaHWM «HAMBHOW» Bepbl B pasyM,
M CKETICMCOM, KOTOPbII CTPOUTCS Ha OTpuUIlaHuu hytocodum mmm sm-
MIUPUYECKY JIUIIIAET ee IEHHOCTH.

VcTokM BceX 3TUX CYIIECTBEHHBIX M3MEHEHWI 3aKJII0YaroTCs,
o ['yccepitio, B TOM, UTO caM pasyM U €ro «Cylllee» — pasyM Kak

Ao CMBIC MMDY, MCXOOSl U3 caMoro cebsi, U, Ha060POT, MUD,
MTOJTYYaIoIIMiA CBOM «CMBICT» U3 pasyma, — CTaHOBSITCSI BCE OoJiee 3a-
ramouHbiMK. BooGiiie mpo6ieMa CBSI3M pasyma M CYIIEro CTaHOBUTCS
«3aragKkoi Bcex 3aragok» (S. 11-12).

TakuM o6pasoM, BHYTpeHHee IOHMMaHMe IBVSKeHMs Guaocodum
HoBoro Bpemenu, or [lekapra [0 COBPEMEHHOCTM — JBVKEHMS
CO BCeMM €ro MPOTUBOpEeUnsIMU — objierdaet, o MHeHuto ['ycceps,
MMOHVMaHMe caMou 3Toi coBpemeHHOCTH (S. 13). 60 dumnocodus -
He TOJIbKO YaCTHOEe COCTOsIHME, MICTOpuUecKkuit eHoMeH, TeM Gosee
MePEKMBAOIINIA YIIAOK, KaK JyMalOT COBPEMEHHUKIU TOTO WJIM MHO-
ro sTamna passutust punocodpun. unocodckas 6oppba eCcTb OTpasKe-
HMe ¥ BbIpaskeHye GopbObI UeJI0BEUECTBA 3a CBOE CAaMOITO3HAHMeE.
®unocodpus Hoeoro Bpemenu, mo I'yccepmio, obiamana uueen
dbmmocodym, MCIOTHEHHOM peaJbHOTO 3HAUEHMS, OHA UTpasa 3Ha-
YUTEJIbHYIO POJIb B MIPEOHOIEHUY CKEIICUCA, €e PaAUKaIN3M HOBOTO
HayvaJia JOPOTOro CTOMJI IIpu TpeofosieHn ee HauBHocTu. Ho Hesa-
MEeTHO OHAa OKa3a/ach IUVIEHEHHON COOCTBEHHONM HAaMBHOCTBIO — U ee
cynbba 3aKk/IIouaeTcsl Terepb B TOM, YTOOBI B XO[e IOCTEIeHHOTO



458 COBPEMEHHASI 3ATTATHAST ®UJIOCODUS

CaMOpPaCKPbITHSI, MOTMBMPOBAHHOI'O HOBOM O0OPbOOI, OTHICKATh OKOH-
YyaTeabHyI0 uaelo humocobun, ee TIOIIUMHHYIO TEMY, €€ UCTUHHBIN
MeTon; 6/1aromaps 3TOMy OHa IOJ/DKHA PacKphiTh UCT[OpuyYecKkyro]®
3arajiky Myupa u IepeBecTy ee Ha YPOBEeHb pellleHMusl.

Mp1, topy COBPEMEHHOCTH |[...] HaxomMMCs Iieper, JIMIOM OIPOMHO
OINAaCHOCTY TMOTPY3UTbCS B CKEMTMUYECKUI TIOTOK U M3-3a 3TOrO yTpa-
TUTb Hallly COOCTBEHHYIO MCTMHHOCTb. OCMBICIMBAs caMuUX CeOst
B 9TOM GeACTBMM, Mbl TIOBOpAUYMBAEM Halll B3IV Hasag, K MCTOPUM
Halllero TemepeliHero uyejoBedyecTBa. CaMOINOHMMAaHNMe M BbITEKAlO-
IIYI0O U3 HEro BHYTPEHHIOID YCTOMYMBOCTb Mbl MOXEM IOJYUUTh
TOJIBKO 6s1aromapsi OObSCHEHMIO €ro [uesioBeyecTBa] eIMHOrO CMBIC-
JIa, — CMbICJIa, KOTOPbIN C CAMOTO Hauasa O6bl1 eMy TPUPOXK/IEH, a TaK-
K€ 3a/1aui, BHOBb (hOPMY/IMPYIOIIENCS ¥ CTUMYJIMPYIOILLIEN Bce (puito-
codckue nonbITKA (S. 12).

WcTuHHasA, eAVHCTBEHHas TOJHas 3HaueHus 60pb6a Halllero Bpeme-
HI eCTb 60pbOa MeKIY YyKe paspyllieHHbIM UeJIOBEUeCTBOM U TEMM,
KTO ellle MMeET IMOYBY MOoJ, HOTaMu, HO GOpeTcs 3a 3Ty WM HOBYIO
ocHOBY. Cnenuduyeckas AyxoBHasi 60pbba €BpOIIENICKOTO YeJio-
BeueCcTBa KaK TaKOBas pasbirpbiBaeTcsl Kak 6opbb6a ¢umsoco-
& u 71 - MMeHHO Kak 60pb6a MeXOYy CKemTM4ecKuMu Guiocobmsvn
(vnu, ckopee, He-GUIOCODUIMY, KOTOPbIE MPUAEPKUBAINCH TOJIBKO
9TOro CJIOBA, HO He 3amaun Gumocodun) u NeiCTBUTENbHBIMY, ellle
o6JafaoIMMK KU3HbIO Gutocodusamiu. JKU3HEHHOCTh Ke TOoCIef -
HUX COCTOUT B TOM, YTO OHU OGOPIOTCS 33 CBOW MOMJIMHHBINA Y UCTUH-
HBIII CMBICT ¥ 67aTOMapsl STOMY — 3a CMBIC/I TTOAJMHHOTO YejoBeye-
crBa (S. 13; paspsinka ['yccepis).

[IpuBecTM CKPBITHIN pasyM K CAaMONOHUMAHMIO €r0 BO3MOKHOCTEI
1 Graromapsi STOMY CIeJaTh MOHSITHOM BO3MOXKHOCTb MeTapu3UKu
KaK MICTMHHYIO BO3MOXXHOCTb — 3TO e,Z[MHCTBEHHbIﬁ[ IIyTb IIPUBECTU
K OCYILECTBJIEHUIO MeTadusMKy U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, YHUBEPCAJIb-
Hylo ¢miocoduto. M Tonpko 61aronapst aTomy, nosaraet I'yccepib,
PEIINTCS BOIPOC O TOM, SIBJISIETCSI JIM 3apOIMBIIUIICS B €BpOIIei-
CKOM Y€eJIOBEUeCTBE C POKAEHMEM I'peueckoii Guiaocodum «Teaoc»:
SKeJIaTh XKUTh, UcxXods U3 dumocodckoro pasyma, B 6eCKOHEUYHOM

8 COKpaH_[eHI/Ie «UCT.» MOXKET 30eCb UMTATbCA U KaK «MUCTUHHas». — prweli.
cocm.
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IBVOKEHUM OT CKPBITOTO pasymMa K OTKPBITOMY, B GECKOHEUHOM
CTpeMJIEHMM K CaMOOIIpenesieHnio Ojaromapsi 9TOi ero uejoBeve-
CKOM MCTMHE U TOIJIMHHOCTU — PEIUTCS, SBJISIeTCS JIM 3TOT TeJIOC
TOJIBKO MUCTOPUUECKU-(PaKTUUECKUM 3a0IyKIeHMEeM, CIy4aliHbIM
HacJiequeM CJIy4YalfHOTO YeJIOBeUeCTBa Cpemy COBEPIIeHHO APYIUX
YyeJIOBEUECTB ¥ MCTOPUUHOCTE; MM, HAallPOTUB, B TPEUYECKOM UeJIo-
BEUueCTBe BIlepBbIe MPOOIUIIO AOPOTY TO, UTO 3aK/IFOUEHO KaK SHTeJsIe-
XUl B UeJIOBeUeCTBe KaK TakoBoM. YesioBeueckoe BOOOIIIE MO CyIie-
CTBY CBOEMY €CTh OBbITME UeJIOBEKAa B POAOBOM M COLIMAIIBHO Opra-
HM30BAaHHOM YeJioBeuecTBe. M ecyiu yesioBeK SIBJISIETCSI PasyMHBIM
cymectBoM (animal rationale), ToO OH TakoB JIMILIb MOCTOJIbKY, ITO-
CKOJIbKY BCE [ero| ueysioBe4eCTBO SB/ISIETCS Pa3yMHBIM — CKPBITO Ha-
MpaBJeHHbBIM Ha PasyM MM OTKPBITO HAIpaBJIEHHbIM Ha SHTEJe-
XUIO. A HTejIeXus 9Ta MPUXOOUT K caMoy cebe, CTAHOBUTCS SICHOM
IJIST caMoy ceOsl M 3aTeM B CYIIECTBEHHOM HeOOXOOMMOCTY Yesio-
BEUECKOTO CTAHOBJIEHMSI OKa3bIBAETCS CO3HATEIbHO PYKOBOISILENH
OCHOBOJA.

®unocodust, Hayka ObUM ObI, B COOTBETCTBUU C ITUM, UCTOPUIECKUM
IBMKEHVEM DPACKPBITUSI YHUBEPCAJIBLHOTO DPasyMa, MPUPOKIEHHOTO
YyeJI0BeueCTBY Kak TakoBoMy (S. 13-14).

Bcé 6b110 OBI Tak, ecyin Obl cerogHsIIHee GuI0codCKoe IBUKEHNE
B Kakoii-m60 Gopme packpbIBaIO Obl 3Ty SHTEJIEXUIO, eC/iU Obl pa-
3yM pacKpbIBaJ CaMOro cebsl.

Bor Torma Mo>kHO 6GbIJIO ObI PELINTD, 3aK/TIOUAET JIM €BPOIIel -
CKOe YejIOBeueCTBO B cebe abCOIOTHYIO UIEI0, a He TOJIbKO 3MITH-
pUYeCKuil aHTporoiormyeckuin i (Kak «Kurtait» wim «MHaus») -
M, 3HAUUT, BOIUIOIIAET JIM IMPOILECC eBPOIEeM3UPOBAHUSI APYIUX
YyeJIoBeYECKUX OOIITHOCTEN aBCOTIOTHBIN CMbICJI, KOTOPbIV ITPUHAT, -
JIESKUT K CMBICJTy CAMOTO MMPA, UM JKe 3[0eCh UJET pedyb 00 MCTO-
pUYeCKoy 6GeCCMBIC/INIIE.

Vske dunocodbun Ilpocseienus, no ['yccepito, mpucymm riy-
6OKMEe MOTUBBI KpMU3MCA, B KOTOPBIM OUeHb paHO Braym Guiocodus
M Hayka HoBOro BpeMeHM ¥ KOTODBINM, MOIIHO IIPOTrPeccupys,
MIPOTSIHYJICS 1O Haillero Bpemenu (S. 14).

MBpI coBepliiieHHO y6exxaeHbl B ToM, UTO paumonannsm X VIII B. B cBo-
eM MeTofe, IPY MOMOIYM KOTOPOTO OH XOTeJI HOJTYYMUTh TpeGyeMyro



460 COBPEMEHHASI 3ATTATHAST ®UJIOCODUS

YCTOWUUBYIO TTOUBY [IJIsi €BPOTIEIICKOTO UeioBeYeCcTBa, OCTABaJICS Ha-
MBHOCTBIO. HO HOJKHBI JIM MbI, OTKa3bIBasiCb OT 3TOI'0 HaMBHOTO M,
ecym BbITH MMOC/IEN0BATE/IbHBIM, 6€CCMBICJIEHHOTO palyOHa/IM3Ma, OT-
KasaTbCsl BOOOIIE OT MOAJIMHHOrO CMbIcia panyoHaimsma? Kak o6-
CTOUT [eJI0 C PalyOHaJbHOCTBIO TOrO MppalMOHAIM3Ma, KOTOPbI
oxBaTW/I Hac ceromus? YV He sBAs€TCS JM €ro MpPpalMoOHaIbLHOCTh
TOJIBKO Y3KUM ¥ «IJIOXVM» PAIIOHAJIM3MOM M He €CTb JIM OHA IPOSIB-
JIeHMe UpPpalMOHAJIbHOIO B CTapoM pauyoHamsme? He crankuBaemcst
JI MBI 3[€Ch C «JIEHMBBIM PasyMOM», KOTOPbIi MPOCTO u3beraer 60pbObI
332 060CHOBaHME TIOCJIEAHMX TIPEIJAHHOCTEN, 1IeJIel U MyTel, B KOHEYHOM
CyeTe palMOHAIbHO HaM IpeqHayepTaHHbIX? (S. 14)

Orcroma - orpomHoe i ['yccepns 3HaueHue OObSICHEHUS TEX TITy-
6ouaIImMx MOTUBOB KpM3KCa, B KOTOPhI ¢uaocodus u Hayka Ho-
BOTO BpeMeHM, 10 ero MHEHMIO, IMOMajyu y)Ke JaBHO M KOTOPBIN
BIUIOTH IO «HAIIIeTO BpeMeHM» BCE BO3pacTaer.

A nna Hac Kak GuI0COhOB COBPEMEHHOCTM — UTO AOJIKHO
M MOXKET O3HauaThb OOBSICHEHME M OCMBICJEHME TAKOTO poma? —
3a[aeTcsl BOmpocom aBTop «Kpusuca». 3aXOTUM Ji MbI BBICJTYIIIN-
BaTh akagemMmueckyue peun? M MoskeM Ji Mbl IPOCTO BHOBb BO3Bpa-
TUTBCS K MPOdeCcCMOHATBbHOM pPaboTe, K HAIMM «(GUIOCOMCKUM
nmpobjeMaM», K JaJbHENIIEeMY TOCTPOEHUIO Hallleil COOCTBEHHO
¢mnocopym? Moskem M MbI MPOAOJDKATH 9TO CEPHE3HO, TBEPHAO
Mpearosaras, YTo COBpeMEeHHbIE HaM, a TaKKe MpeskHue Griocodsl
cyTh (NMIPENCTABISIOT B CBOMX Mesx)’ TOJNBKO TeKydee MOBCeJHEeB-
HOe ObITMe B IIOTOKe BHOBb BO3HMKAIOIIMX UM OTMMPAIOLINX (UIO0-
cobmir? Ilepen Hamu BcTaioT IPoOIEMbI, €CJiM Mbl — He IMPOCTO
JIUTEPaTOphbl OT GuUI0COMUM, HO XOTMM SKUTH COIVIACHO WCTUHE,
MIPUMBbIKAsE K TIOAJIMHHBIM (GMI0COMUIM BEJIMKOTO MPOILIJIOTO.

®unocod coBpeMeHHOCTH, TOBOPUT ['yccepsib, He MOKET He T0-
1agaTh B «<MYUYMTEIbHOE 9K3MCTEHIIMaIbHOE poTuBopeune» (S. 15).
C omHOM CTOpPOHBI, Cepbe3HbI Guaocod, 06agaoyil UyBCTBOM
OTBETCTBEHHOCTY, HE MOXKET He BEpUTb B BO3MOXXHOCTb (Pmyioco-
¢buM Kak yHMBepCaJbHOTO MosHaHus. Ho, ¢ Apyroi CTOpoHbI, Kak

°Tak B pykonucu. BosmokHo, Hemmu BacuibeBHa mbiTaeTcs yuyecTb 3mech
pasHble BapMaHTbl NepeBOJAa HEMEIKOrO TeKCTa, KOTOPbIM OHA aHaJu3upyer. —
Ilpumeu. cocm.
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yIepskaThb TaKylO Bepy, KOTopas 06JiafaeT CMbICJIOM TOJBKO IO OT-
HOIIIEHMIO K €AVMHCTBEHHOI 00I1Iel BCceM HaM I1iesu, hbumocobmn?

B namem dbmiiocodcrBoBanmnu, yBepeH ['yccepiib, Mbl SIBIsIEMCS
«(yHKIMOHEPAMM YejioBeuecTBa». [109TOMy Hallla JIMYHAsT OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTH 3a Hallle MICTMHHOE ObITHe KaK (Gua0codoB 3aK/II0UaeT
B cebe OMHOBPEMEHHO OTBETCTBEHHOCTDb 3a MCTUMHHOE ObITHE UesIo-
BEUECTBA: €C/IM BOOOIIE YeJIOBEUECTBO MOXKET MPUITH K PAa3yMHOMY
CYLIIECTBOBAHMIO, TO OHO MOXKET CIeJIaTh 3TO TOJIbKO IPU MOMOIIM
Cepbe3HON, UICTUHHON (uaocodmn.

YBepeHa: B «Hallle BpeMs», HAIIOJTHEHHOE M TeOPeTUYeCKUMMU,
" - yBbI! — YMHOBHO-pe(OpMaTOPCKMMM MOMBITKAMM ([asKe «aKazje-
MUYECKMX (QYHKIMOHEPOB») CTEPETh C KAPThl UICTOPUU CAMY TaKyIO
TPAHCUCTOPUUECKYIO «CTPaHy», Kak «pmiocodusi» - B 3TO BpeMs
(BIpoueM, ¥ IPyruX MPOPbhIBOB BapBapCTBa Ha KOJIEOTIONTYIOCS TTOY-
BY COBPEMEHHO IMBUIM3AIMIK) paccykaenust ['yccepis o dustoco-
(buM Kak TPaHCUCTOPUYECKON MTYXOBHOV OCHOBE MCTOPUM U KYJIb-
TYpPbI YeJIOBEUECTBA KaK HUKOT/A BasKHbI ¥ COBPEMEHHBI.

HekoTopble uacTHble 1pobiiemsl B «Kpusnce...»

§ 28. HeBbicKa3zaHHas «mpeamnocbika» Kanra:
JKU3HEHHBI MUP, UMEIOIIMI caMO cO60M
PasyMelolycs 3HAYMMOCTh

S. 105. KaHT yBepeH B TOM, UTO ero (Gpuaocodust HUCIIPOBepIJia
TOCITOJICTBYIOIINI palMOHaIM3M — 6arogaps yKasaHMIO Ha TO, UTO
OCHOBOIIOJIOKEHMSI TIOCJIEMHErO SIBJISIIOTCS HemOCTaToOuHbIMU. KaHT,
mo ['yccepiio, ¢ TOJHBIM ITPaBOM ITOKA3bIBAET, UTO DPALMOHAIU3M
HUKOTZIA He YITTYOJIsUICS B CYObEKTUBHYIO CTPYKTYPY HAIllero MUPO-
CO3HAHUS ¥ B KOHKPETHOE Hay4YHOe Mo3HaHue. [Ipy 3ToM OH, B CyIII-
HOCTH, He 3a[aBaJICS BOIIPOCOM O TOM, KaK IJIsI Hac — Kak JIromen
M KaK YUYEHbIX — SIBJITIOIIVIACS MUP CTAaHOBMJICS TTO3HABAEMBIM a Pri-
Ori U Kak, CJIefOBaTeJIbHO, CTAJIO BO3MOXXHBIM TOUHOE €CTeCTBO3HA-
HMe, JIJIT KOTOPOTO YMCTasi MaTeMaTuKa U APyTrUe YUCThbIe arpuop-
Hble 3HAHUSI CTAIU U CTAHOBSITCSI MHCTPYMEHTOM OOBEKTUBHOTIO IO-
3HaHUSI, 6e3yCJIOBHO 3HAUMMOTO JIJI1 BCSIKOTO PasyMHOTO, JIOruMYe-
CKJ MBICJISIILIETO YeJIOBEKA.
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Ho Kawur, ¢ npyroit cropoHsl, He uMeeT, 1o ['yccepito, HUKaKO-
IO MPeCTaBAeHNsI O TOM, UTO OH B CBOeM (G1I0CO(CTBOBAHUM OMM-
paeTcsl MMEHHO Ha HEeCOMHEHHbIE MPEeANOChUIKM U UTO GeCCIIOpPHO
BEJIVKME OTKPBITHSI, KOTOPbIE 3aK/IIOUEHbI B €T0 TEOPUSIX, YaCTO CO-
JIep>kaTcs TaM TOJIbKO B CKPBITOM BUAE M, CJIeIOBaTeNIbHO, Tpef -
CTaBJISIIOT CO0OM He TOTOBbIE PE3Y/IbTAaThbl, HE TOTOBBIE TEOPUMU
(S. 106). To, uro maet Ham dwiocodpus Kanra, cunraer I'yccepip,
TpebyeT HOBOM PabOThHI U MPEKAE BCETO — KPUTUUYECKOTO aHAJM3A.
[Tpumep BEMMKOrO OTKPBITHS, KOTOPOE SIBJISIETCS JIUIIb ITPEIBOCXU-
IIIEHMEM OTKPbITHS, — KaHTOBCKAasl MbICJIb O PACCyOKe, MPOSIBIISIO-
1meM cebsi ABOMCTBEHHBIM OOpPasOM IO OTHOIIEHMIO K IIpUpPOIe:
C OIHOII CTOPOHBI, 3TO PACCYLOK, ITPENCTAIOIINIA B MTPOLieccax caMo-
OCMBICJIEHUS — B BUJIe HOPMATUBHBIX 3aKOHOB, — 1, C IPYTOii CTOPO-
Hbl, KaK HEKMI CKPBITHIM YIIPABJISIONINI PAaCCYOOK, a MMEHHO -
B BUe KOHCTUTYUPYIOIIEro paccyika IO OTHOIIEHUIO K TOCTOSHHO
HaXOJSIIENCsS B CTAaHOBJIEHUM U IBVKEHUYM CMBICJIOBOI (hopMe «COo-
3epI[aeMOr0 OKPY>KaIOILIEro MUpa».

9To OTKpBITHE, IO ['yCcepiio, HUMKOTAA HE MOXKET ObITh 060C-
HOBAHO IO METOAAM CaMOM KaHTMAaHCKOM TeOpUM — Iaske He MOKET
ObITh TIOJIHOCTBIO €10 MOHSTO. A BOT B «TpaHCIeHIeHTATLHOM AeMYK-
umm» nepsoro musganuus «Kputuku uncroro pasyma» Kaut, o mbician
I'yccepnsi, moAXOOUT K MPSIMOMY, NMPOMUCTEKAIOLeMy M3 IepBOHA-
YaJIbHBIX MCTOYHMKOB OOOCHOBaHMIO, HO 3aT€M CHOBA IIpeKpalraer
€ro, Tak 1 He TOABOMS K MpobieMe 060CHOBAHMS.

MpbI HauMHAEM HAIllM PasMbILUIEHNS C YKa3aHMsl Ha TO, YTO MOCTAHOB-
ka Kantom Bompoca o KpuTHKe pasyma MMeeT HECOMHEHHYIO MOYBY
MIPEeNIOChITIOK, KOTOPbIE ONpPeNessioT CMBICT ero BornpocoB. Ho Hay-
Ka, MCTMHbBI ¥ METOIbl, KOTOPbIM KaHT MpuaaeT neiiCTBUTETbHYIO 3Ha-
YMMOCTb, CTAHOBSITCS ITpobsiemoin [S. 106].

Crasine 3aragOyHbIMM OJOCTVDKEHMS MaTeMaTM4YeCKOro e€CTeCTBO-
3HAHMS M YMUCTON MaTeMaTUKU (B pacliMpeHHOM CMbICJIe) KakK ero
JIOTMYEeCKOro MeToaa Bpoae OBI JOJI>KHBI ObLIN caeIaTbCs IMOHSTHDI-
M 6]161[‘0,[[&135{ 3TOM Teopun. Ho Bellb CaMIM OHM Be€JIM TaKXKe K peBO-
JIIOIIMOHHOMY MCTOJIKOBAHMIO CMBbICJIa OBITUS npmupoabl KakK MHMpa
BO3MOJKHOTI'O OIIbITa M BOSMOXXHOI'O IMO3HaHMs, CJI€JOBAaTE€JIbHO, KOP-
PEJIITUBHO — U K IM€PETOJIKOBAHUNIO COOCTBEHHOI'O UCTUHHOTO CMbIC-
Jia COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX HayK. ECTECTBeHHO, KaHTOBCKMMM ITIOCTAaHOB-
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KaMy BOIIPOCOB ITOBCEIHEBHbINI OKPYKAIOIINI >KM3HEHHBIA MUP
MIpeIoJiarajicst Kak CyIimii, Kak MUpP, B KOTOPOM Mbl BCE, — B TOM
unciie, umocodCTByolMe, — y)Ke pacrojiaraeM HayKamy, BO BCSI-
KOM CJTy4ae B BUE KyJIbTYPHBIX (haKTOB OKPYsKAIOIIEro MUpa — C UX
yueHussMu ¥ Teopusimu. Ho TyT BO3HMKaJM M HOBble MPOGIEMbI
M TIPOTUBOpeuMsi, TpomoskaeT ['yccepsb: B MUpe Mbl OOBEKTHI
cpenyu 06bekToB. A roBopsi «lebensweltlich» (T.e. ¢ Touku 3peHus
«KM3HEHHOT'O MMpa»), Mbl BBICTYIIaéM MMEHHO KaK TaM M TaM Cy-
I[1ie B IIPOCTOM OIBITHOM YBEPEHHOCTH, MO BCIKMUX HAYUHBIX — IICU-
XOJIOTUYECKUX, (PUBMOTOTrUUECKUX, COIMOJIOTMYECKUX — ITOCTAHO-
BOK BOIIpOCa.

Ho ¢ apyroit cTOpoHbI, MbI SIBJISIEMCSI CyOBEKTaMU JJIST 31020
Mupd, — KaK TIO3HAIOIIMe ero, Jymalollye HaJ, HUM, OlleHMBaIoIIye
ero $I-cyGbeKTbl, OTHOCAIIMECS K HeMy Kak IIejecoobpas3Ho [eii-
CTBYIOIIIME, /ST KOTOPBIX 3TOT OKPY’KAIOLIMI/A MMUP MMeEeT TOJbKO
TOT CMBICJT OBITHMSI, KOTODBIII €My MpMIaaM HaIllM OIBIThI, Halllu
MBbICJIM, HAIlM OLEHKM U T.JO. — M B TaKMX MOIycaxX 3HaueHus (yBe-
PEHHOCTb B OBbITUM, BO3MOKHOCTb, BUAMMOCTb U T.J.), KOTOpPbIE
MbI — KaK CyOBbEeKThbI 3HAUEHUST, — TIPU ITOM aKTYaJTbHO OCYIIECTBIISI-
€M WM, COOTBETCTBEHHO, 06j1afjaeM MMM KaK HacJiequeM, MOTyUeH-
HBIM OT IIpe[IIeCTBEHHUKOB.

[IpaBma, 3TO BCE HAXOOUTCS B MOCTOSSHHOM WM3MEHEHMM, B TO
BpeMSI KaK «3TOT» MUP COXPaHSIETCSI KaK CYIIMA B €IVHCTBE, Ipe-
TepITEBAOIINI M3MEHEHNS TOJIBKO B €T0 COIEPIKAHMMN.

I'yccepnb OTYETNIMBO OTHENSIET COAEpyKaTesIbHbIE M3MEHEHMUS
BOCITPUHMMaeMoOro o6bekra (Kak B cebe caMoOM BOCITPUHMMAaeMOro
M3MEHEHMsT M IOBMSKEHMSI) OT M3MEHEHMII B CIocobax ero SIBJeHUs
(HarpuMep, pasjnyHbIe MMePCHEKTUBDI, SIBJIEHHOCTh BOIM3U U M3Ia-
su). B HUX OmMH ¥ TOT XKe O6BEKT MPEICTABISIeTCs KaK COBPEMEH-
HbII camomy cebe (sich selbst gegenwértiges Objekt). Mbl Ha6I0-
JlaéM 3TO TIPpM CMEHEe YCTAHOBKM. Bymyuym HarpaB/IeHHBIM IPSIMO
Ha OOBEKT ¥ €ro CBOVCTBA, B3IJISAL, IIPOHUKAET Uepe3 SIBJIeHMsI K TO-
MY SIBJITFOILIEMYCSI, UYTO IOCTOSSHHO COXPaHSIeT €OMHCTBO — K 00b-
€KTY B €ro ObITUMITHOM 3HAYEHUM — TOXKE B MOIYCE «COBPEMEHHOIO
cebe». [Tpuunmas pedIeKTUBHYIO YCTaHOBKY, Mbl MMEEM He HEUTO
OIHO, HO — MHOrooOpasue; «Telepb» SBJISIETCS TEMAaTUUECKUM CaM
MIOTOK SIBJIEHMI, a HE TO, UTO B HUX MpOsSBiIsSeTcs. Bocmpusarue sB-
nsietcst, o ['yccepiio, mepBoHaYaIbHBIM MOTYCOM CO3€pPLaHMsI, OHO
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«OCYIIECTBJISIET» TIPENCTAaBJIeHNE B TEPBUYHONM I1€PBOAAHHOCTH,
T.€. B MOJyCe «CaMO-COBPEMEHHOCTH».

Hapsimy ¢ atum Mbl oGamaem, ¢ Touku 3peHust I'yccepiis, apy-
MMM MOZYCaMM CO3epliaHysI, KOTOpbie B cebe caMuX MMEIOT Xapak-
Tep «COBpeMeHHOro cebe» KaK pasHOBUIHOCTb 3TOro «selbst dax.
Ouu sBisitoTcs ocoBpeMmeHuBaHuem (Vergegenwartigung), B TOM
CMBICJIE, UTO [eJal0T OCO3HAHHBIMM MOIAJIBHOCTM BpPEMEHM, T.€.,
HarpuMmep, He «das Selbst-da-seiende» (camMo-Kak-Tam-cylliee), HO
«das Selbst-da-seiend-gewesene» (caMoO-TaM-ObIBIIIee-CYILLIMM) MU
oymyiiee, «das Selbst-da-sein-werdende» (To, UTO camo-TaM-GymeT-
cymmm) (S. 107).

OcoBpeMeHMBAIOIIME CO3EPIAHNUS <IIOBTOPSIIOT» — B M3BECT-
HBIX TPUCYIIUX UM MOAMMUKAIMIX — BCE MHOrOOOpasue MmposiBiie-
HUIA, HO TIOBTOPSIIOT B MOAUGMUKAIIMAX, KOTOpPbIE MOCTYITHbI BOCIIO-
vuHaHuio. OHM 0CO3HAIOTCS 3EeCh KaK IPOIIIbIe YUPEsKIEHNS mep-
CIIeKTMBBI, KaK MPOLUIbIA TIOTOK «1300paskeHnii yero-to» (Darstel-
lungen) B MOMX MpEKHUX OIEHKAX OBITUSA. 3MeCh Mbl MOKEM TaKsKe
BOCCTaHOBUTbH B MpaBaxX peui, pasMbIILJIEHNS O UyBCTBEHHOM MMUpe,
MMpe YYBCTBEHHOTO CO3epIaHus, MUPe, KOTOPBIN SIBJIeH UyBCTBAM
M C UX TOMOILIBIO. A [IJIT COXPaHSIIOIIEroCs eCTeCTBEHHOTO MHTepe -
ca, KOTOPBIN MPUAEPKUBAETCS TOJBKO >KM3HEHHOTO Mupa, 6Ob-
VIO POJIb UrPaeT CTPeMJIEHME K «UyBCTBEHHO» OCYIIECTBIISIEMO-
My cosepuannio. 1160 BCE, UTO B JKM3HEHHOM MMpE TIPECTaBIEHO
YyBCTBaM KaK KOHKPETHAs Belllb, MMEEeT, CaMO COOOM pasyMeercs,
TeJIECHOCTb, TaKe eCJIM 3TO He MPOCTO «TeJI0», KaK, Halpumep, XKu-
BOTHOE MU OOBEKT KYyIbTYpbl, a [TaKOoe «Tejo», KOTopoe]| uUMeeT
TaKkKe MCUXUUECKUEe WM MHbIe TYXOBHbIe CBOJicTBa. Eciu Mbl 06-
paTuM BHMMaHMe TOJIbKO Ha TeJIeCHOEe B BelllaX, TO OYEBUAHO, UTO
OHO TIPEACTABJISIETCS TOCPEACTBOM BOCIPUSITUSI TOJIBKO Uepes3 3pe-
HMe, OCSI3aHMe, CIYX — CJIeNOBATeIbHO, B BU3YaJIbHOM, TAKTUIbHOM,
aKyCTUYECKOM ¥ IPYTUX acIIeKTax.

[Ipu 3TOM, pasymeeTcst, HUKOTIA HEb3s OTAEJUTh OT TOJIS Ha-
IIIer0 BOCHPMATHS HAllle TEJIO — C COOTBETCTBYIOIIMMM «OpraHaMu
BocnpusITUsi». OHM MOCTOSTHHO UI'PAlOT 3IeCh CBOIO POJIb, & MMEH-
HO — OHU (PYHKIIMOHUPYIOT B 3pEHUM, CIYXE U T.I. BMECTE C MPUCY-
el MM IOOBMKHOCTBIO $I, Tak Ha3bIBaeMoll «KuHecTesuein». Bce
KMHEeCTeTUYECKMEe MOMEHTBI — «SI IBUTAIOCh», «SI HeJIalo» U IMPOoY. —
CBSI3aHbI APYT C APYTOM B YHMUBEPCAIbHOM €IVHCTBE.
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OueBuaHO, 6yaromapsi 3TOMY OCYIIECTBIISIETCSI U300pakeHue
aCITeKTOB KaKOTO-HMOYAb Tesa, MPOSIBISIONIETOCS B BOCIIPUSITUMN.
U kuHecTe3ust — 3TO He MOTOKM, KaK Obl MPOTEKAOIIME PSIIOM IPYT
C IpPYTOM.

Takum 06pa3oM, YyBCTBEHHOCTh, Kak SI-meicTByoliee QyHK-
LIMOHMPOBaHMeE Tejla, COOTBETCTBEHHO, TeJIECHbIX OPraHOB, MO CBO-
€l OCHOBHOM CYIITHOCTM MPUHAMNJIEXUT K HEJOCTHOMY TeJeCHOMY
ombiTy. OHa MpOTeKaeT He KaK MPOCTasi CyMMa TeJeCHBbIX IMPOSIB-
JIEHWI, KaK ey Obl 9TM HocjaenHue 6bumn 6bl «B cebe». Ho onn
MBICJISITCSI TOJIbKO BMECTE C KMHECTeTUUYECKU (DYHKIVOHMUPYIOIIE
TEJIECHOCTbIO, COOTBETCTBEHHO — B CBOEOOPA3HON aKTMBHOCTM (PYyHK-
umoHupytoiero $. Temo MOCTOSHHO M COBepIIEHHO Hernocpe[-
CTBEHHO IpebbIBaeT B ToJie Bocnpusatus. Tak, mpocto teyo (Korper)
u Hatre tesio (Leib) cymiecTBeHHO pasanMyaloTcs IS yeoBeKa yiKe
Ha ypoBHe Bocrpustus (S. 110).

Tenecunoe S (Ichlichkeit) siBasteTcst, camo coGoii pasymeeTcs,
He EeIVHCTBEHHbIM, U CIOCOObI €ro ObITMS He OTHeeHbl APYT
OT Jpyra — MpU BCeii USMEHYMBOCTY OHM 06pasyroT eAMHCTBO. Tax,
MBI SIBJISIEMCSI KOHKPETHO TeJieCHbIMM, HO He TOJIbKO TeJleCHbIMU, HO
U TIOJTHOLIEHHBIMY $I-CyObeKTaMy B IOJIe IIMPOKO MOHSTOTO CO3HA-
uus. CrieoBarebHO, MOKOGHO TOMY, KaK MUP BCErfa OCO3HAeTCs
KaK YHMBEPCAJIbHBIM TOPU3OHT, KaK €IVHBbIA YHUBEPCYM CYIIETO,
TaK U MbI — «5I-4eJIOBEK» U «Mbl BMECTe» — IMPUHAAJIEXUM, KaK
COBMECTHO KUBYIIVE B MUPE, K STOMY MUPY, KOTOPBIN B 3TOI COB-
MECTHOM KU3HU €CThb Hauwl Mup, CYIIMI M HaJeJIIeMbIi TaKUM
3HaUeHMEeM C TIOMOIIbIO Halllero co3HaHus. Mbl Kak SKMUBYILME
B 60 PCTBYIOIIEM MMUPOCO3HAHUM SIBJISIEMCSI TIOCTOSTHHO aKTUBHBI-
MM Ha OCHOBe TMaccuBHOTO «umMeHMsT mupa» (Welthabe), — Bemb Mbl
abdunmpoBaHbl M, MUPOM OOBEKTOB, ITPeJAaHHbIX B IOJIe CO3HA-
HMSI, TIOBEPHYTHI TO K TEM, TO K IPYTUMM OOBEKTaM B COOTBETCTBUM
C HAIIMMY MHTEpecamy, aKTMBHO 3aHSThbI MM OIpPENeIeHHbIM 00-
pa3oM; B HAIlIMX aKTaxX CO3HAHWSI OHU SIBJITIOTCSI «TeMaTU4eCKUMMU»
obwvektamu (S. 111).

MbI Kak akTMBHbIe OTAenabHble cyObekThl (Ich-Subjekte) Ha-
MpaBJIeHbl HA TEMATUYECKNEe OOBEKThI B MOMIYCE MEPBUYHON U BTO-
puuHOM HampaBjaeHHOCTM. CaMu ke aKThl IIPU ITOM SIBJISTFOTCS
HeTeMaTMuecKuMMU. Ho MbI CITOCOGHBI BIOCIENCTBUM DPedIeKTH -
poOBaTh Ha HAC CaMMX M Ha HAIly aKTMBHOCTb. OHU CTAHOBATCS



466 COBPEMEHHASI 3ATTATHAST ®UJIOCODUS

TEeMaTUYeCKU-TIPEIMETHBIMU B HOBOM, CO CBOEN CTOPOHBI HETEMa-
TUUYECKOM, KM3HEHHO (QYHKIIMOHUPYIOIEM aeiicTBuu. Takum obpa-
30M, MMUPOCO3HaHMe TpeGhIBaeT B MOCTOSIHHOM [ABVKEHUM — OHO
MOXKET OBITb CO3€pIaTe/IbHbIM M Heco3eplaTebHbIM, OMpeneieH-
HbIM ¥ HEONpEeNeIEHHbIM, TEMaTUUECKMM U HETEMAaTU3UPOBAHHBIM.
PasymeeTcst, BCE€ 9TO MMeeT 3HaUeHMe He TOJIbKO AJI MEHS, OTHENb-
Horo $1, Ho u yisg «MbI» B cOBMeCTHOM cyobekTuBHOCTU (Wir-Sub-
jektivitit) B sku3HM C IpegmaHHbIM Ham Mupom (S. 112).

Ecmm MbI paccmaTpuBaeM Hac, B YaCTHOCTM, KaK YYEHBIX, TO
MbI BCE PaBHO HaxXOOMMCS B OoTHOIIeHMM K Lebenswelt (;ku3HeHHO-
My mupy). Ko Bcemy HayyHOMY MBIIUIEHMIO, KO BceM (umocod-
CKMM TOCTAaHOBKaM BOIMPOCa IMPMHAIJIEKUT IpelgaHHas caMo CO-
6071 pazyMeroniasicss UCTUHA, UTO MUP €CTh, UTO OH BCerma — Ipej -
MOCBIJIKA, UTO BCsAKas (GOPMYIMPOBKA CYXKIEHUS — OCHOBAHHOTO
Ha OTIbITE MJIM HET — y)Ke MpeAriojiaraeT CyIiuii Mup, MMEHHO Kak
TOPU30HT HECOMHEHHO 3HAYMMOTO CYIIIErO.

Hayka, kak Bcsikasi TpaKTMKa, MperoJiaraeT ObITE MUpa, HO
OHa CTaBUT 0COGYIO 1iejTb — PeoGpa3oBaTh HECOBEPIIIEHHOE 0 06be-
MY ¥ YCTOMYMBOCTHM JOHAYYHOE 3HAHME B COBEPIIIEHHOE.

Iy yestloBEKa B OKPY)KAIOLIEM €ro MMpe CYILIECTBYIOT MHOrooOpas-
HbIe CIIOCOObI MPAKTUKY ¥ CPeIy HUX — CBOeoOpasHasl TeopeTuveckast
npaktika. OHa MMeeT CBOM, COOTBETCTBYIOIME MPOdeCcCHOHaTbHbIE
METOJIbl, OHa eCTh MCKYCCTBO TEOPUM, OTHICKAHMS M YIIPOUEHMS UCTH -
HbI, B M3BECTHOJ Mepe HOBOIO, HEM3BECTHOIO MOHAYYHON >KM3HM,
MIeaJbHOrO CMbIC/IAa, KOTOPOMY IIPMCYIIA M3BECTHAsl OKOHYATeIb-
HOCTb U 0011e3HaunmMocTh (S. 114, § 29).

Korpma mbl, dmnocodcrys Bmecte ¢ KanTom, BMeCTo TOro, 4YTOOBI
IBUTaThCSl BIIEpe[, OTIPAB/SIICh OT €ro Hayaja ¥ 1O ero IyTsM,
BO3BPaTWINCh K CaMO COOO0I pasyMeroIiemMycst (KOTOpOe UCIIOIb30-
BaJIOCh U KAHTOBCKUM MBbIIILJIEHVIEM B KaueCTBE TOTOBOI, HECOMHEH-
Hoi1 Selbstverstandlichkeit [camonoHaTHOCTK]), KOTIa MBI OCO3Ha-
JIY X KaK «IPEeJIOChUIKY» U MPUIAIN UM [IEHHOCTb COOCTBEHHOTO
TEOPETUUYECKOTO MHTEepeca, HaM pacKpbUiach GECKOHEYHOCTh HOBbIX
(heHOMEHOB HOBOTO M3MepeHMsI, OCBelIaloIIasicsl Garomaps nocie-
JIOBaTeJIbHOMY TPOHUKHOBEHUIO B VMMIUIMKALMM CMBICJIA UM 3Ha-
yenust 31oi Selbstverstandlichkeit. BeckoHeUHOCTb MOTOMY, UTO
B IIPOJIOJDKAOILEMCS] IIPOHMKHOBEHUM OOHAPY>KMBAETCS, UTO JaKe
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KaKIbI JOCTUTHYTBI B 9TOM pa3BePThIBAHMM CMbIC/Ia (PEHOMEH,
M3HAUAJIbHO TAHHBIM B KM3HEHHOM MMpe KaK CYIIMii camMo COboii
pasyMeIoIMMcs 06pasoM — UTO OH YKe HeceT B cebe TaKkue UMILIN -
KallMy CMbIC/IAa ¥ 3Ha4YeHMsl, paCKpbITii€ KOTOPBhIX BeNEeT K HOBBIM
(deHoMeHaM M T.[. DTO — COBEpIIEHHO CYOheKTUBHbIE (PEHOMEHDI,
HO OHM SIBJISIIOTCS He MPOCTOM (aKTMUHOCTBIO MCUXOJIOTMYECKOTO
MMOTOKA YYBCTBEHHBIX JAHHBIX, a JTYXOBHBIMM ITOTOKAMM, KOTOpPbIE
KaK TaKOBbI€ BBIITOJIHAIOT B CYLIIHOCTHOV HEOOXOAMMOCTH (PYHKIINIO
KOHCTUTYMPOBAHMST UyBCTBEHHBIX (popm. Ho oHM nmenaroT 31O 13 my-
XOBHOTO «MaTepuajia», KOTOPbII BCE BHOBb IMPOSBISETCS Kak Iy-
XOBHas1 ¢opMa, KaK KOHCTUTYMPOBAHHbBINM, TaK YTO BCSKAasi BHOBb
craBinasg (opma [JO/DKHA CTaTh MaTepuajoM, TO €CTh IIpKU3BaHa
dyuruyoHupoBarb B GopmoobpasoBaHmn. Hukakass o6beKTUBHAs
HayKa, HMKaKasl ICUXOJIOTHS, KOTOpast XoTejia ObITh YHUBEPCATbHOM
HAyKoil O CyObeKTMBHOM, HUKakasi huaocobus O0 cux Iop He che-
Jlajla TeMaTUYeCKUM 3TO LAPCTBO CYOBEKTUBHOIO U IIO3TOMY He OT-
KpbLJa ero JeiiCTBUTEIbHO. DTOTO He clesiajia ¥ KaHTOBCKas (husio-
codusi, KoTopasi, IpaBa, XoTejia UCC/IeNoBaTh CyObeKTUBHbIE YCIIO-
BMSI BOSMOXKHOCTY O6BEKTUBHO M3y4aeMOro 1 IT03HaBaeMOr'o Mupa.
ITO — LIAPCTBO COBEPIIEHHO 3aMKHYTOIO B cebe CyOheKTUBHOIO,
CYILIETO OIpeNe/IeHHbIM 00pa3oM, (PyHKIMOHMPYIOIIETO B BCEX OIbI-
TaxX, BO BCEM MbIIIJIEHUY, BO BCEI KMU3HM, CIETOBATEJIbHO, COBEp-
IIIEHHO HEYCTPaHMMOrO, HO, OHAKO, HMKOITIAa OKOHYATEeIbHO HE I0-
HSITOTO, HE CXBaYeHHOT'O M He ocMbIcjaeHHoro. U passe dunocodus
BBITIOJIHAT CBOIO MUCCUIO YHUBEPCAIbHON U MOC/IeTHEN 0O0CHOBDI-
BaIOIIIel HAayKi, eC/Ii OHA OCTAaBUT 3Ty chepy B ee «aHOHUMHOCT»?

3ameTkM (heHOMEHOJIOTOB
«O mpobiematnke ryccepiesckoro “Kpusmuca...”»

Banbsrep Bumens.
«Pemaromme ¢asnl B passutun pmiocopuu I'yccepisa»
(moxnam)

OcHoBHas maes AOKIafa — MOKasaTh CBSI3b M ITPEeMCTBEHHOCTD
MEXKAY pasauyHbIMM (asaMyu pasBUTMS T'yCCePAMAHCKOM (Guioco-
¢dbun, cocpenoTouMB BHMMAaHME Ha TeHesuce Mbicau ['ycceprs.
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3mech BbigensieTcs mpobiema repexona ot «Dumocodun apud-
MEeTUKU» K «JIOTMYeCcKUM UCCIeNOBaHUSIM».

3ateM B «Jlormueckux mcciaeqoBaHmsix» U B «Jlekuusix o ge-
HOMEHOJIOTUM» OTBICKMBAIOTCSI UCTOKM MTPOGIEMbBI KOHCTUTYIIMN.

O «Kpusnce eBpoIeiicKixX HayK»: HETPYAHO Y3HATh B 3TOM TeK-
CTe U TIEePEUUCIUTh TO, UTO COCTaBJISIIO JIENTMOTUB T'yCCEpJIMaH-
CKOM MbICJIM, UTO JTOMMHMPOBAJIO B HEll CO BpemMeHu cTaThy B «JIo-
rocex»: pasMelkeBaHMe C HayKaMM, CTpeMJIeHMe K arofgVKTUYeCKO
MICTMHE, YIIOMMHAaHME 00 «3I0X3» CO CChIIKOM Ha JlekapTa. MOKHO
CKa3aTb, YTO TPU YETBEPTU IIPOU3BEOECHMS ITOCBAILIEHbI PEOYKINUN —
T.e. mpobjieme, kotopas ¢ 1907 r. He mepecTaBaja ObITh LIEHTPAJIb-
HBIM MOTMBOM (DeHOMEHOJIOTMYeCcKUX ucciaenoBanmuii. Ho mouemy
ell puaaeTcs Takas BaKHOCTh B «Kpusuce»? ITouemy B 3TOM Ipo-
U3BEIEHNM XOTAT BUIETb MOBOPOT T'yccepyMaHcKoi Mbican? s
TOTO, YTOOBI MOHSITh, UTO JEICTBUTEHO HOBOTO ecTb B «Kpusm-
ce», HY’KHO TIPUAEPKMUBATLCST HE TOTO, UTO TOBOPUT caM ['yccepiib,
HO, comtacHo Ban Bpena, o6paTUThCS K TOMY, YTO ¥ KaK OH JejiaeT
HOBOTO MMEHHO B 3TOM IIPOM3BEEHNUMN.

HoBoe 3mech — mombiTka ['yccepsnsti MHTepIpeTMpOBaTh MUCTO-
puio, 4TOOBI TTPOM3BECTU C €€ TIOMOIIBI0 HEKOTOpOe OObSCHEHME,
a Takke ues, YTO K CYIIHOCTY prtocoduy MpuHaaIekKUT HEOOX0-
IMMOCTb 3aHSTbCS TaKuM OoObsicHeHMeM. ['yccepiib BOBCe He IOITyC-
KaJI, YTO Ha 3TO TpebOBaHMEe JIETKO OTBETUTb: MbI pacIiojiaraeM
6OJIBILIIMM KOJIMuecTBOM pyKommceyt us rpymnmb! K III; B KoTOpbIX oH
CTaBUT BOIIPOC, AEICTBUTENbHO JiU hutocodust HyKIaeTcsl B MCTO-
pun. Takske HOBOM SIBJISIETCS TIOTMBITKA OOBSICHUTH, ITOUEMY HayKa
BIIaZaeT B KPU3UCHOE coCTostHMe. [IJisT 3TOro oH obpaliiaeTcs K uc-
TOpUM — K UCTOPUM 3HAHMS, CAMOCO3HaHMs YejIOBeKa Kak GOpbObI
3a YHUBEPCAJIbHOE 3HAHME.

[..]
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[®parmenr II.]
I'yccepnb 06 uctopuu puiocopun

E. Husserl. Erste Philosophie (1923/24)
Erster Teil. Kritische Ideengeschichte

IlepBoIit pasmen.
Npes dbmnocodpun u ee McTopuueckoe ImMPOUCXOKICHAE

Peub moviger o Tex ToMax ['yccepimaHbl, KOTOpbIE COLEpPsKaT
mepernevyaraHHbie M obpabortanubie B 1924 r. JI. Jlanrpebe many-
CKpuniThl K jekmusaMm 1923/1924 rr., mpoumtanubiM ['yccepiem
BO @paiibyprckoM yHMBepcuTeTe B 3uMHeM ceMecTpe. Kak coo6-
maer pegakTop TomoB Pymonbd boem (Boehm), cam I'yccepnb
TpeaBapuTesIbHO 06pabarbiBai ManyckpunThl (Hua, Bd. VII, S. XIII),
MpUYeM OH He OOMH DPa3 IepepabaThiBaJl MEPBYIO, & UMEHHO «MC-
TOPUYECKYIO YacTb», HOOaBisis pasimmubble [Tpmioskenus. Pabota
I'yccepns Hanm TekcToMm, Kak cuurtaer P. Boem, mpomomkanachk
o 1928 r.

KpaTtko Bocmpoussenmem nanee M OCMBICJMM OCHOBHbIE UIEU
«ITepBoi1 dbunocodbum» . I'yccepns.

«O6 ucropuueckoi 3agadye — MpuaaTh GEHOMEHOJIOTUA
dbopmy pasBuTus repBoit pumocobumn»
(Hua, Bd. VIII, Haag Martinus Nijhoff, 1959)

«ITepBas ¢pumocoduss» — TepMuUH, BOCXOOAIINI K APUCTOTETIO.
Heo6xomMo 06bsICHUTD, cuuTaeT ['yccepisb, HACKOJIBKO Ta HayKa,
KOTOPOVI TMOCBSIIEHBI JIEKIUY, YXOOUT B CBOEM MPOGIEMHOM COIEP-
SKaHMU OT MPOOBJIEMHOTO CMbBIC/IA apUCTOTEIEBCKOM MEPBOI (HUIO0-
coduy Ipy COXPaHEHMUM STOTO MOHITHS.

MoskeT 6bIThb, «IiepBast puaocodus» — Ta, KOTOpast KacaeTcs ca-
MOV 1IeJIOCTHOCTU M emIMHCTBa ¢uaocobun, B caMmoi cebe comep-
JKUT MOPAOOK, a TaKXKe IMPUHIUIT 3TOro HOpH,E[Ka? Wnu ke oHa aBs-
eTCs «ITepBOV» C TOUKM 3peHusI IleHHOCT U moctouHcTBa (Wert und
Wiirde), 160 Hecet B cebe BCE «CBSITOe» B humocopmn?
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Bcsikast Hayka — 3TO 6eCKOHEYHOe MHOKECTBO JYXOBHBIX (OPM.
Mpb1 HasbIBaeM MX McTMHaAMU. Ho 3To Bemb He XaOTuUeCcKoe MHOXKe-
CTBO — 160 Bce (POpMbI MMEIOT OTHOIIIEHME K BBICIIIEN PYKOBOISIIEN
1IeJIeBOM Mee NaHHOM HayKMu.

Torma «Bce OTHeNbHBIE UCTUHBI MPUOOPETAIOT CHUCTEMaTHYe-
CKYIO ¥, CJIeJOBaTebHO, UM IPUCYIIYIO TeJIeOJIOTUUECKYI0 (op-
MY»; OHM OPTraHM3YIOTCS B «COIO3bI MCTMH» BBICIIEN VI HU3ILIEN
«11eJIeBOV (hOPMBbI», OOBEAVHSIIOTCS B 3aK/IIOUEHMS], I0KA3aTeIbCTBa,
TEOPUMN.

I'yccepnb ykasbiBaeT Ha uaeajbHOE CBOeoOpasue TeOpuM, OT-
Hocseecst Takke K putocobun (Hua, Bd VII, Haag Martinus
Nijhoff, 1956 (S. 4)).

Nwmsa «mepBast pustocodusi» Morio 6b TOra yKasbIBaTh HA M3HAYAIb-
HYIO U151 GUIoCOGMY HAYYHYIO AUCLUILUIMHY; MOKHO ObUIO Obl OXKM-
JlaTh, UTO BbICIIAs IiejieBas uaest ¢uaocoduu Kak Hauvajga Tpedyer
COOCTBEHHOM, 3aMKHYTOM B cebe M3HAUYATbHOM AMCLUUIUIMHBI C COO-
CTBEHHOV NIPOOJIEMATMKOM Hayaja, 3aTeM TpeOyeT MyXOBHOM ITOATO-
TOBKM, TOUHOTrO (hOPMY/IMPOBaHMSI, HAyYHOro perrenus (S. 5).

B Takom ciyyae sta OMCUMILIMHA TPEAIIeCTBOBasia 6bI BceM ¢u-
socodusamM, naBajga ObI UM METONOJOTMYECKOE U TEOPETUUYECKUE
060CHOBaHMeE.

«3auMHaTeIeM» 3[ECh SIBJISIETCST TOT, KTO COPMUPOBAJI IIEPBYIO
unocodpuro B HanbojIee CoBepIIEHHO popMe.

C camoro Havasa cjaeLyeT ckasaTh, 4To, o ['yccepiio, «mepBast
¢dbmnocodusi» moxka UTO HU B OTHOI CUCTeMe ellle He pa3BUTa B BUIE
MOJJIMHHOM HAayKM, PalMOHAJIBHOCTb KOTOPOI Obla Obl IPUHYAM-
TeJIbHOM.

Peub ugert B siyullieM ciayyae 06 oxkyuBieHnn puocodckoro Ha-
cemus — O TOM, UTOOBI CYIIATENTU/IUTATeTU TPUOOIIMIUCE K €ro
IyXOBHOMY YCBOEHMIO.

I'yccepnb ganek OT MbIC/IM, YTO KaKasg-HUOYIb U3 VICTOPUYECKU
IaHHBIX GopM GUIoCObUM MOKET CTaTh ee OKOHYATETbHOM, 3aBep-
meHHoM ¢opmoit. Ho 6e3 cTporo paspaboTaHHONM MEPBON (GUIOCO-
(v He MosKkeT ObITh GYIOCOGUM KaK CTPOTOi HAYKM.

Ho, ¢ gpyroit ctopoHsl, 1 y6exkaeH, uTo 6arogapsi MpopbiBy K HO-
BOJ TPaHCIEHIeHTaIbHOI (heHOMEHOJIOTHM OCYIIECTBIISIETCS POPBIB
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K MCTUHHOV, TIOMJMHHON TepBoi dutocodnn, HO 3TO ceIaHo JIUIIIb
B I1IEPBOM, €ellle HeCOBEPIIIEHHOM Mpuosmskennu (S. 6).

Heob6xomumo npepniocsiats BBeaeHue. Elle Heu3BeCTHO,

Kakoe M3 MHOTMX U, K COXKaJIeHUIO, MaJIO IPOSICHEHHBIX MTOHSITUN (u-
Jocodun cienyer 3nech IPUHATb K PYKOBOZACTBY.

A Benb peub UIET HM MHOTO HM MaJIO KaK O «pedopme Bceil du-
nocopun», 06 yHMBepcasbHON pedopme Bcelt Hayku. Ho Takme
OCMBICJIEHNS B TTIOJTHOM CMbICJIE YepIaIOTCST JIUIIIb

U3 UCTOPUM, KOTODPasi, OyIyuM MHTEPIPETUPOBAHHON HA OCHOBE UCTO-
pun, 3aTeM BHOBb MO3BOJISIET [ITyOOKO OCBETUTH COBPEMEHHOCTD.

Haunnarorcst oHM ¢ «camoro Hauajar.

Xouy npenynpenuts: B «[lepBoit dpumocobum» I'yccepnb He Best
M HE MOT BECTU KOHKDETHBIM B KaKAOM CJIy4Yae MCTOPUKO-(QUIIO-
codCKuUit pasroBOpP, U3 KOTOPOTO KOHKPETHbIE CHEIMUATUCThI MOT-
Ji GBI Y3HATh UTO-TO HOBOe it cebst. Micropuyeckue Bexu, 1ieJible
BeKa ¥ CTOJIETUSI, KaK U OTHEeJIbHbIe YUEHUSI, Pa3Be UTO YIIOMSIHYThI
I'yccepnem B KauecTBe HEOOXOAMMBIX 3BEHBEB 1I€JIOCTHOM UCTOPU-
Ko-(punocodckoil 1emu. IDTO CKOpee 3amedaT/ieHue 00O0OIIEeHHOIO
(vHOTIA Pa3yKpPYyIHSIEMOTO) IEJIOCTHOTO MCTOPUKO-(mIocodckoro
nmonxona ['yccepis.

Ecnn 6b1 TpeboBasioch (Tak ['yccepnb HauMHaa CBOM JIEKIIVN)
Ha3BaTh IBa-TPU MMEHMU TeX BEJUKUX (PUI0CcoGhOB, KOTOPbIE CTOSIIU
Y MCTOKOB ¥ TPOKJIAABIBAJIM ITyTU B Gyiocodun, To Ha IEPBOM Me-
cre, cuuraet ['yccepsb, Hamo Has3Bath [1aToHa, yim Jaxke HEIIOBTO-
pvMoe co3Be3nye u3 aByX 3Be3: Cokpar-IliaToH.

CosnaHye uneu UCTVUHHON U MOIJIMHHON HayKM WM — YTO Ha MpPOTSI-
SKeHUM IJIUTENIbHOTO Teprofa ObIJI0 CMHOHMMOM — uzaeu ¢unocodun,
KaK M OTKpBITHE IPO6IeM MEeTOHa, BOCXOAWUT K ITUM MBICIUTEIISIM,
a B OKOHYaTesibHOM odopmieHnn — K Ilnatony.

Ha Bropom mecre I'yccepsb HasbiBaeT [lekapTa.

Ero «Pasmbiuienus o nepBon ¢maocodmm» OTKPHIBAIOT B UCTOPUM
dwtocodun coBepiIeHHO HOBOE HAYasIo |...] uepmast ux u3 abCooT-
HO YMCTOTO CaMOIO3HaHus. [...] OTcioma uueT BCs TEHIEHIMS HOBOM
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dumocodun, cesi3aHHas ¢ MpeBpalleHneM Bceit Gutocodun B TpaHC-
LIeHIeHTa/IbHYI0 uocoduio (S. 8).

CokparuyeCcKo-TUTATOHOBCKOe Havayio, 1o ['yccepsio, ecTb myTh
K TOJJIMHHOM U paguKaabHOM dhustocodumn.

Cogucmuueckuii ckencuc - pasBeHUaHue, obOeclieHMBaHMe
MIEeN pasyMa BO BCEX €ro OCHOBHBIX (popmax. Bcé «ucTuHHOE B 1OfI-
JIMHHOM CMBICJIe» — B cebe cylliee, 6yiaroe, mpekpacHoe — 6yarogapsi
BITEUAT/ISIONIEN apryMeHTaly cohUCTOB ObUIO IPEBPAILEHO B HEUTO
ob6MaHuMBOe, UIITI030pHOE. A BMecTe ¢ TeM, buaocobus yTpaunBa-
Jla CBOM 11€JIEBOVI CMbIC/I. ECM eCThb Jinillb CyObeKTUBHO-PEJIITUB-
HOe CylIee, TO TeOpHs B TIOAJIMHHOM CMbIC/Ie — HayKa, WM (QUI0Co-
¢ust, - HeBo3MO)kHA. bbuta 3aTpoHyTa He TONMBKO (pumocodus, HO
M BCSI COBOKYITHAS SKM3Hb UEJIOBEUECKOTO NEMCTBUS — Y Hee ObLIn
OTHSITHI TTPOYHbIE HOPMATUBHbBIE 1€, UIesT MPaKTUYECKON pasyM-
HOM SKM3HM yTpaTuia cBoe 3HaueHme (S. 9).

Cokpara 3aTpPOHYJIO B CO(PUCTUMYECKMUX IMapajoKCax ITIaBHbIM
0o6pa3oM TO, UTO CO(MUCThI CAMIIKOM JIETKO OTHOCUJIUCh K IpobIIe-
MaM CyIbObl YeJIOBEUECTBA, MOMJIMHHONM ryMmaHHOCTH. « COKpar me-
CTBOBAJI IMPOTUB CKEICHUCA TOJIbKO KaK ITPAKTUYECKUI pedhopMaTop».
[TnatoH ke mepeHecC IEHTP TSKECTU 3TOV peakuyy Ha COMUCTUKY
B caMy HayKy U CTaJl KHayYHO-TEOPETMUEeCKUM pedopmaTopom».

OpnoBpemenHo [11aTOH, He OCTaB/ISISI COKPATOBCKUX MMITY/Ib-
COB, TPOJIOKWII MYTh K Mpo6ieMaTKe aBTOHOMHOTO PasBUTHS Ue-
JIOBEUECTBA — B CMbICJIE €r0 PasBUTHS Ha MYTU K Y€JIOBEUECTBY pa-
3yMHOMY, MPOABUTASICh TMPEXKIEe BCEro yepe3 HAyKy, yepe3 HOBbIN
IyX PafuKaJbHOIO IMOHMMAHMS HaykKu C ee pedopMUPOBAHHBIM
metopom (S. 9).

OcHoBHbIE OJOCTUXKEeHMA COKpaTa u Ilnatona

Ortuveckas «ku3HeHHas» pedopma Cokpara XapaKTepU3yeTCs
TeéM, YTO OH 0OBSICHSIET MOMCTUHE YAOBJIETBOPUTEJIbHYIO KM3Hb KakK
JKM3Hb, UCXOOs M3 YMCTOIO pasyma. OTO 0O3Hayaer: JKU3Hb, B KOTO-
pOI1 UesioBeK — B XOJle HeyCTAaHHOT'O CAaMOIIO3HaHMS U PaIMKAIbHON
KPUTUKY — 00palllaeTcss K CBOMM KM3HEHHBIM I[€JISIM, @ Ha OCHOBE
3TOr0 — K JXM3HEHHbIM IIYTSIM M COOTBETCTBYIOIIMM CPELCTBaM.
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Kputuka sra pasBopaumBaeTcsl KaK MpOIECC MO3HAHMS, a UMEHHO,
coracHo CoKpaTy, Kak MeTOAMYECKMUI BO3BpaT K IepBOHAYaIbHO-
My MCTOYHMKY BCEX IpaB M CBOEro MO3HaHuS. JTO ObUI BO3BpAT
K COBEpILIEHHOM SICHOCTH, «YCMOTPEHUIO», «OUEBUIHOCTIY.

Bcs yenmoBeueckast sk3Hb OCYIIIECTBIISIETCS KaK BHEIIIHEE M BHYT-
peHHee CTpeMJIeHMe U JelCTBMe. Bcsikoe ke HeNCTBME IBVKM-
MO MHEHUSIMU, YOEKAEHUSIMU: MHEHMSIMM, KacCAIOIIUMMUCS OBITHS
OKpY’Kalollleli peasibHOM IeMCTBUTEIbHOCTU, IEHHOCTHBIMU CY3K-
IEeHUSIMM — O MPEKPACHOM M OTBPATUTEIBLHOM, O TOOGPOM U 3JI0M,
MOJIE3HOM ¥ GecCIojie3sHOM U T.1. I1o GoJbIllel YacTy 3T MHEHUS
COBEpIIIEHHO CMYTHbIE, JajleKue OT KaKOM-JIMOO IMepBOHAYaIbHOM
scHoct. COKpaTMUECKMII METO]] K€ — 3TO METO[, ITOJTHOTO IPOsIC-
Henus (S. 9).

To, uTo Ka3ajaoCh MPEeKPaCHbIM COITIACHO MHEHMIO, IO/KHO OBbITh
MIPOSICHEHO KaK MTPeKpacHoe, KaK MPUBEIEHHOe K MCTUHHOMY 3HaHMIO.
OpHo Jyuilib MOAJIMHHOE 3HAHMe, MproGpeTaeMoe Gyaromapsi TOIHOM
OUEBUIHOCTHU, U JIeJIaeT YesIoBeKa IMOUCTUHE TOOPOAeTebHbIM (06ec-
MeynBaeT emMy 6/1asKeHCTBO, ymoBieTBopenne), yunt Cokpar. [TommH-
HOe 3HaHue - Heobxomumoe (1, corsmacHo Cokpary, TaksKe JOCTaTou-
HOE) YCJIOBME PasyMHOM, WIX UCTUHHO STUYECKOM SKMU3HM.

Bcsikoe pasymHOe 0ObsICHEHME TIOy4YaeT 3HAUYMMOCTh B Kaye-
ctBe obpasua (exemplarisch). To, 4To B MHAMBUIYAJIbHBIX COOBI-
TUSAX JKU3HU, B UCTOPUM, B Miude BBICTyIAeT KaK MCTUHHOE WUJIU
MOIJIMHHOE WIM KaK Mepa BCSKOTO HEIPOSICHEHHOTO MHEHMSI, CTa-
HOBUTCS 00pasloM BceoOllero. TakoBbIM OHO CTaHOBUTCSI B eCTe-
CTBEHHBIM 00Pa30oM OCYIIECTBJISIONIENCS CYITHOCTHOV MHTYUIINMA,
B KOTOpPOM BCE SMIIMPUUECKM CIy4YaifHOe TMPUOOpEeTaeT XapakTep
HECYIIIECTBEHHOTO ¥ CBOGOMHO BapbMPYIOIIETOCS — a CO3epIaeTcst
CYLITHOCTHO-TIONIMHHOE. B 3TOI uMcTOl (MM almpuOpHOIL) BCEOOIII-
HOCTY OHO (PYHKIIMOHMPYET KaK 3HauMMasi HOpMa Il BCEX MbIC/IM -
MBIX OTIEeJIbHbIX MPOSIBJIEHMIA TAKOM CYIITHOCTY BOOOIIIE.

Korpma mbIciaT Takum o6pasoM, UTO, TOBOPSI KOHKpETHee, [cTa-
BAT BCeoOlllee MbIIIJIEHVE| HA MECTO MPMMEPOB U3 TIOBCETHEBHOMN
SKU3HM, U3 MUba WIM UCTOPUM O «KAKOM-HUOYIb uesoBeKe BOOO-
111e», KOTOPBIN JEMCTBYET B MaHHOW CUTYyalUy, MPUMEHSST KaK1e-TO
1eJIM, UOET TaKMMM-TO IYTIMM, — TO U B LI€JIOM CTAaHOBUTCS Oue-
BUIHBIM, SIBJISIIOTCS JIM JaHHbIE 1IeJIM U ITyTY BOOOIIE MOIIMHHBIMMI
WJIM, HAaIIPOTUB, HENIOAJIMHHBIMY, Hepa3yMHbiMu (S. 10).
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Huanektuka Inarona u nagest puaocodckon HayKu

Wrak, pesromupyem: COKpaT — 9TO ITMUECKUI MPAKTUK, KOTO-
pbIil TIPEICTaB/IsUT — B GOpbOe MPOTMB COPMCTUKY — U 3alliyiliasl
OCITapUBABILUIACS €10 Pa3yMHbIN KM3HEHHBIV CMBICI, JKUBYIO JKI3Hb
JIMYHOCTU. DTO ObLI STUKO-IIPAKTUUECKUI MHTEPEC.

[Ipexkme Bcero, OH MPU3HABAJI HEOOXOAMMOCTD YHUBEPCABHO-
ro MEeTOZAA pasyma, a MCTUMHHBINA CMBICJI 3TOTO METOAa YCMaTpUBaJl,
rOBOPSI COBPEMEHHBIM SI3bIKOM, B MHTYUTUBHOM U alpUOPUCTCKOM
KpUTHKe pasyma. Wi, TouHee roBopsl, OH YCMaTPUBAJI €r0 OCHOB-
HOJM CMBICJI B METOZle IPOSICHSIOIIETO CaMOOCMBIC/IEHNS, OCYIIe-
CTBJISIIOIIETOCS B alOOMKTUUECKOM OUEBMOIHOCTY B KauyecTBe Iep-
BOMCTOUYHMKA BCSIKOV KOHEeUHOM 3HaumMmocTu. OH Mpexkae BCero
cosepiian B-ceGe-HaMuMe UMCTBIX M BCEOOIIMX CYIIHOCTENH Kak
aBGCOMTIOTHBIX CaMOJAHHOCTEN YMCTOM U TeHepaausupyIoIIei CyIil-
HOCTHOW VHTYUIINNA.

[To OTHOILIEHUIO K 3TOMY OTKPBITMIO PafyKaJIbHAs «OTHada ce-
6e oruerar, kotopyto Cokpar TpebGyeT B KaueCTBe BCEOOIIIEro 1o OT-
HOILIEHMIO K 3TUYECKOM KU3HU, CTAHOBUTCSI 3HAUMMBIM TeIlITaIbTOM
MPUHLMUIINAIBHOIO HOPMMPOBaHMsI, COOTBETCTBEHHO, OIIpaBIaHMs
IesSITeJIbHOM SKM3HM B COOTBETCTBMM C OOILEN Meeil pa3yma, BbI-
yieHsIoIelics 6marogapst umctoi uHTynumm (S. 11).

M mycts y CokpaTa ellle HEIOCTAaeT TEOPETHUECKU-HAYUHBIX
1ejiell, CUCTEMAaTUYECKM OCYIIECTBISEMbIX (B KauecTBE Hay4HOM
TeopuM MeToma MOMJIMHHON KM3HEHHOI MPakTHUKK). Bcé-Taku B ero
JeATEeTbHOCTY Mbl HaXOMMM 3a4aTKM UAeU KPUTUKM pa3yMa, B BbIC-
1Ie}l CTeNeHy TJIOAOTBOPHOE Pa3sBUTHE KOTOPOM COCTABJISIET HeIpe-
xoxsainyto ciaaBy [lrarona.

I'yccepnb o IlnaroHe

U teneps I'yccepnb nepexomut K punocodun [liartona. ITnaTox,
mo ['yccepmio, MepeHOCUT COKpaTMUYECKUI paguKaJIbHbIA ITPUH-
LIMIT - «OTHaBaTh cebe OTUeT» — Ha HayKy. TeopeTudeckoe IMO3Ha-
HMe, UCCIIeNOBaHMe ¥ 0OOCHOBAHME Beb €CTb OCOObBIN BU JKU3HM,
CBSI3aHHbII C IeSITEJIbHOCTBIO U CTpemyieHeM. TpebGyeTcs pagyKasib-
HOEe OCMBICJIEHME TIPUHITATIA €r0 MOAJIMHHOCTM.
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CokpaT BBICTYIIAET MPOTUB COGUCTOB — MPOTUB UX STUUECKO-
ro cy6bekTuBM3Ma. I1J1aTOH Takske KPUTUKYeT BIMsSHUE CODUCTOB
Ha HayKy, T.e. puiocoduio, ux «JIerkyio» mobeny HajJ «HaVBHBIM»
pasyMom.
Bnaromaps Toii MOHOM cepbe3HOCTH, C KOTOpoii IlnaToH mbiTa-
€TCSl B 3TOM COKPaTMUYECKOM JyXe ITPEeOoJieTb BpaskAeOHbIN HayKe
CKETCUC, OH CTAHOBUTCS «OTIIOM BCEX TOAJIMHHBIX HAYK»:
[TnaToH (S. 12 u manee), mo I'yccepiio:
— TMOIBEPraeT COPUCTUYECKYIO apryMeHTAuIo0 TTyOOKOM u
MPUHIUIINAIBHON KPUTHUKE;

— TpepjiaraeT MPUHLMITMAIbHOE MO3UTUBHOE 0O0CHOBaHME BO3-
MOKHOCTM TTO3HAHMSI M HAYKW;

— JIEVICTBYET B JIyX€ MHTYUTMBHOTO CYIITHOCTHOIO OObSICHEHUS U
OUEBMIHOTO BbIWIEHEHMS X OOOOIIEHHBIX CYIITHOCTHBIX (hopMm;

— BCEMM CWJIaMM CTPEMUTCSI Ha OCHOBE TaKMX MPUHIUINATIb-
HBIX YCMOTPEHUI MMPOABUHYTH BIIEPe] OIJIMHHYIO HayKY.

MoskHO cKasaTh, mojiaraet I'yccepsib, UTO BIEpBbIe Giaromapst
[TnaToHy B CO3HaHME YEJIOBEUECTBA BXOMOAT UMCThIE UAEU — MOIJIVH-
HOTO TO3HAHMS, MOIJIVHHOW TEeOPUM M HAayKW, TOIJIMHHOM U OXBa-
ThIBaIOIIEN UX Gustocodun; oH 6bi1 hepebiM, KMo HA368A1 Npobremy
udeli saxchetiuieli 8 punocopckom omHouweHuu memot ucciedosa-
HUSL — U CO21ACHO amoMmy paspabamuvlaan ee.

[Tnarona I'yccepsb cunTaeT TBOpLIOM (GUIOCO(PCKOM HAYKU O Me-
TOJIE: PeUb UAET O METOME, KOTOPbIV KOPEHUTCS B LIEJIEBOM uee «hu-
socodun» (S. 13).

B cebe cyiime ucTuHbI [06pa3yioT]| eqUHCTBO, a MPU TOCTUXKE-
HUM €rO B BO3MOKHOM IIO3HaHMM (OPMUPYETCS YHUBEpCabHast
HayKa. OTo U ecTb pwiocodbus B noummanuu Ilnatona. Ee xoppe-
JISIT — TOTAJIbHOCTD BCETO MCTUHHO CYILIETO.

Ha mepBbIii T1aH BBICTYIAeT HOBas uues GuiIocobuu - OHa
He eCTh OJHA M3 YAaCTHBIX HayK. Hayka, KoTopas B KaskAoM Iiiare
CTPEMUTCSI K OKOHYATETbHOCTY, K OOOCHOBAHMIO, UYTO €CTh OTBET-
CTBEHHOCTH TIO3HAIOIIETO.

C 11aTOHOBCKO AMAJIEKTUKY BeHEeT CBOe Hayajo HOBAs 3I0-
xa: ¢pusocodust BOSMOKHA, €CJIM OCYILIECTBJISIOTCS MTpeaBapuTeTh-
HbIe YCJIOBUSI BO3MOXKHOCTHU umocoduu. 3mech — 3aponblil Oymy-
el TeHOeHUuM OeyieHust Gpumocodbun Ha «IEepBYIO» U «BTOPYIO»
dwmnocoduio.
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[TepBast punocodust — ab6COMOTHO 0OOOCHOBAHHASI YHUBEPCATTb-
Has MeTomosiorus. iy B TeopeTnueckoM BbIpaKeHUM — 3TO HayKa
O TOTaJbHOCTY UMUCTBIX (AIIPUOPHBIX) MPUHIIUIIOB BCSIKOTO BO3MOXK-
HOTO TIO3HAHMS ¥ COBOKYITHOCTY B HMX 3aK/TIOUEHHBIX allPUOPHBIX
MCTVH, BBIBOAMMBIX U3 HUX UMCTO AeAyKTUBHO (S. 13-14).

Bropas crynenb [Bropas ¢wmaocodusi] - COBOKYMHOCTb «IOJ-
JIMHHBIX», TO €CTh OOBSICHSIONUINXCS B PalMOHAJIbBHOM MEeTOoJe, HayK
o (daxkrax.

Bosspaiiiasich K ITnarony, Heo6X0AMMO MOTUEPKHYTh, MOJIaraeT
I'yccepsb, UTO OH HYU B KO€M Mepe He XOTeJT ObITh JUIb pedopmaro-
poOM Hayku. B KOHeUHOM cyeTe, C TOUKM 3pEHMS] CBOMX KOHEUHBIX
YCTPEMJIEHMIA ¥ B HAYUHBIX YCWJIMSIX OH BCETAA OCTaBaJICSI COKPATU -
KOM, T.e. B YHMBEPCAJIbHOM CMBbICJIE — ITUUYECKUM pedopMaTopoMm.
I'yccepnb Tak nuier o B3misaax [natoHa Ha ey dbumocobmn:

OKOHUaTeJIbHOe 060CHOBAHME, YIIPOUEHNe, OIIPaBAaHue BCIKON Yesio-
BEUeCKOJ PasyMHOM JeSTeTbHOCTH OCYLIeCTBISIETCS B (hopme U mo-
CPEACTBOM MPEIUKATUBHOIO, CYISIIETO TEOPETUUYECKOrO pasyma -
B KOHEYHOM CUeTe, OCYIIeCTBJIsIeTcs 6aromapst punocodumn.
BosBblllleHre yeloBeYecTBAa Ha BBICOTY VICTMHHOM Y TONJIMHHONM
YeJIOBEYHOCTM MMEET MPEeIIOChUIKOM Pa3sBUTHE TOIJVMHHON HAyKU
B ee B3aMMOCBSI3aHHOM LejocTHOCcTU. OHAa - CpefoTOouMe BCSIKOM
palOHAIbHOCTY, U3 HEe UepHaloT Takke U «MpodeCcCUOHATbHbIE
PYKOBOIOUTENM YeJOBeYeCTBa» — apXOHTBI — B3IJISAObI, B COOTBET-
CTBUU C KOTOPBIMM OHU DAl[MOHAIBHO YTPABJSIOT JKMU3HBIO CO06-
mectsa (S. 14).

Bnaromapst kakvuM BO33peHMSIM HauepTaHa Maesi HOBOW KYJIbTYpPbI?
OnHa HauepTaHa HAyKOJ KaK TOMUHUPYIOIIEN (YHKIMEN BCel KU3-
HM COOOIIIECTBA, KOTOPAs CYIIECTBYET He IIPOCTO HAPSIAY C APYTUMMU
Ky/JbTypHbIMM (opmamu. PasBuTiue yenoBeka CBSI3aHO C TaK IMOHS-
TOM KYJIbTYypOii. BOSHMKHOBEHME U pa3sBUTHE HAYKM — MPEATIOChIIKA
«TIOfITUHHOW» KYJIBTYPbI U APYTUX KYJABTYPHBIX hopm (S. 15).

VY IlnaToHa fmaH TNpegBapuTeIbHbIN 00pa3 HAyKM TAaKOTO poja
" B KPUTUUECKOV (hopMe MTpeCcTaB/IeHO ero 060CHOBaHNeE.

Bue Bcsakoro comHeHus, 60jiee BCEro CBOMCTBEHHAs E€BPOIIECKONM
KYJIbType XapaKTepHas TEHAEHIMST YHUBEPCATbHOV paIOHAIM3AN —
IIpeskJie BCero Ha OCHOBe HayKM, MPUIAIoLIeil camMoil cebe palyoHaIb-
Hy10 Gopmy, — TPOCHYJIACh BIiepBbIe B reHuu [lnaToHa.
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B aTOM OTHOIIIEHUM TIPOJIAraiolM HOBbIe YT ObUIO MO3HAHME TOTO,
YTO OTJEJbHBINA YeJIOBEK U €ro XKM3Hb HEOOXOOMMO JOJIKHBI paccMar-
pUBaThCs B KayecTBe (DYHKIMOHATLHOTO MOMEHTA B €IMHCTBE COOOIIIe-
CTBa ¥ €ro OOILEeCTBEHHONM KM3HM U UTO BCJIECTBME ITOTO UAES pa-
3yMa — 3TO UJiesl, OTHOCSIIASICS He TOJIbKO K OTHEILHOMY YeIOBEKY, HO
M K COOOIIIECTBY, B CBETE€ KOTOPOI TOJIKHBI OBITh HOPMATUBHO OLIEHEHbI
TaKke ¥ COLMATbHO B3aMMOCBSI3aHHOE UEJIOBEYECTBO, M MCTOPUYECKU
craBie GOPMbI COLMAIBHBIX JKU3HEHHBIX 06pasoBanmii (S. 15-16).

Wrak, IlnatoH, cormacHo TOJKOBaHMIO I'yccepiis, OCHOBOIIOIOKHUK
YUYeHMsI O COLMaJIbHOM pasyMme, 06 MCTMHHO pasyMHOM uejioBeue-
CKOM COOOIIIecTBe BOODOIIE, COOTBETCTBEHHO, O MOIJIMHHOM COILM-
aJIbHOM KM3HU, — KOpOUe, OCHOBATeb COILMATbHOM 3TUKM KaK IOJI-
HOJ ¥ UCTUHHOM 3TUKM.

dwtocodust CTaHOBUTCS

palMOHaIbHBIM  (DYHZAMEHTOM, MPUHIMITNATBHON BO3MOXKHOCTHIO
MO/ TMHHOTO, VICTUHHO PasyMHOrO OOIIECTBA M €r0 MCTUHHO PasyM-
HO1 sku3hn (S. 16).

U xota y IlnatoHa maest ToCcymapCTBEHHOTO COOOIIECTBA SIBJIS-
eTCs OrpaHMUYeHHOM, OOYCJIOBIEHHOV BpeMeHeM, HO ee HEeTPYIHO
pacIIMpUTh U TPUMEHUTDb B JaJbHENIIIEM: 30€Ch POKJIAAbIBAET Ce-
6e IOpory uies HOBOTO YeJIOBEUECTBA M UEJIOBEUeCKOM KYJIbTYPbI,
OCHOBBIBarOIIMXCS Ha ¢pumocodckom pasyme (Ebenda).

Wpes IlnaroHa u ee BO3HENMCTBME: IMPSMO MM KOCBEHHO OHa
ompeneaia CyLUIHOCTHBINA XapaKTep U CygbOy eBpOIeiCKOro Kyilb-
TYPHOTO PasBUTHSI.

Hayka nmpo6uBaeTcsi uepes Bce sKM3HEeHHbIe Chepbl U Be3he COmEPKUT
B cebe MpUTsI3aHMe — IPUOBPECTH 3HAUEHMEe MOC/IeIHEr0 HOPMUPYIO-
mero asropurera (S. 17).

CxeMa JabHENIIero pa3sBuTus aHTUYHON Gutocodnn,
cortacHo ['yccepiio

ITnaToHOBCKast OMaleKTUKa B Ja/IbHEHIIIeM BbIIMBAETCS B JIOTM-
Ky, B IIPOSICHEHME CY’KIEHMIA, TOJTUKOM I Yero MocayKiuaa paboTa
¢ ugesivin. OTKpBITHE «ITO3HAHMS MIeli» IOBJIEKJIO 3a COOOI Iporpecc
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B PasBUTUM MaTeMaTMKM, KOTOpasl CTaja «UMCTOM HayKol 00 uuesix,
YUCTOV apu(PMETUKON ¥ TeoMeTpueit» — K HUM OTHECEHbI IOHSITHUS
M 3aKOHbBI, KOTOpbIE, CTAHOBSICh aKCHMOMaMM, HECYT Ha cebe BCE 3ma-
HYe TemyKIVN.

A Bemp ato, mo I'yccepmio, mepBast HayKa, KOTOpasli KjIageT
B OCHOBY CHUCTEMAaTUUYECKOTO YIIOPSIAOUMBAHMUST HEITOCPEICTBEHHbIE
CYIIIHOCTHBIE 3aKOHBI, OCYIIIECTBJISISI BOCXOXKIEHNE B BUJIE UMCTON
MOC/IeIOBATEIBHOCTH. ['paHAMO3HOE CJIENCTBME apUCTOTENIEBCKAs
aHaIMTUKA [MMesa] Kak ¢GopMasbHas JIOTMKA MPeIJIOKeHU — Ta-
Kasl 3Ke YMCTasl JUCHUIUIMHA, CUCTeMaTUUeCKy TIOCTPOeHHAs U Jie-
IykTMBHO pasButas (S. 18). DTum uHTepecHeMIIMM Marepua-
JIOM, CBSI3aHHBIM C T'yCCEepJIeBCKMM aHaiau3om Jjoruku y IlmaTona
U B MOCT-TUIATOHOBCKOE BpeMs, Halpyumep, aHaJU30M CKeNMTUIU3-
Ma, CTOMIIM3Ma U T.II. IPUXOAUTCS MTOKepTBOBaTh. O6 3TOM IPUXO-
IUATCS COXKaJIETb IMOTOMY, YTO B JAHHOM COUYMHeHUM I'yccepib
ouepuMBaeT Kak Obl OOIIYIO MaHOpaMy IMOCT-TIJIATOHOBCKOM MCTO-
pPUM PasBUTHUS HAYYHOTO MO3HAHUS — B 0OG/IACTIAX MaTeMaTuUeCKoro,
MOJIUTUYECKOTO, €CTECTBEHHOHAYYHOro M OyM3Koro Gumocodumn
3TUYECKOTO 3HaHUSI. DTOT MPOEKT B TO BPeMs ¥ He MOT ObITh pea-
JIM30BaH B MOJIHOM Mepe. OTY4acTu 3TO MPOM3OILIO B Cuiy, o I'yc-
Cepio, «paguMKaau3Ma IJIATOHOBCKOM WHTEHIIMM, €€ OPUEHTUPO-
BaHHOCTYM HA TOYHYIO UM TOCJETHIOI0 palMOHaJIbHOCTb» (S. 17).
Ho u BiocnencTBuM, yBepeH OH, BHIABUTAINCH, BBITIOTHSUIUCH aHA-
JIOTUYHBIE TPOILECChl. 3eCh HeT BO3MOXXHOCTM BXOOUTb BO BCE
JleTaJl TYCCepIeBCKOTO PacCysKIoeHusl, XOTsS OHU, CUMTAI0, UCKIIIO-
unTeabHO MHTepecHbl. (Hampumep, mpouepurBaHue BO3IENCTBUS
IIJIATOHOBCKMX TJIAHOB-TIPOEKTOB Ha Pa3sBUTHE JIOTUUECKUX TUCILIM-
IJIVH, B CBSI3M C KOTOpPbIMM ['yccepsb mpodepumuBaeT JUHUK B CTO-
POHY YAMBUTEJIbHBIX HOCTVOKEHMI APEeBHEN U Aaske TOC/IenyIoIen
(opMasibHOI JIOTUKMA. )

I'maBHast mna I'yccepns 1ieab - 9TO HabGpachiBaHME IEPBOTO
«Mpeasna pauMoOHAIbHOCTH», OCHOBOM KOTOPOTO SIBUJTMCH MaTeMaTu -
Ka U JIOTMKA, TyCTh ¥ B X IepBOHAYaIbHBIX (hopmax. EcrecTBo3Ha-
HMeE B 3Ty 3MOXY ObUIO ellle «B 3apOAbIIIe», HO MO3IHEEe OHO TaKKe
MONUMHUTCS 3aKOHAM TaKOM palMOHaIbHOCTU. UncTash MareMaTuKa
Ha I[eJIble ThICSUesIeTHsI OCTaeTCs BBICIIMM 0OPa3oM HayKMU.

Ho 3mech BO3HMKanM TPYZHOCTM UM IPOTMBOpEUMS: TIepBOHA-
yajibHble 060CHOBaHMSI TEOPUM, KOTOPbIE BBIPOCIM TOZ, OOGIIUM
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MMEHEM YMCTOM JIOTYKM, apudMeTUKI, TeOMEeTPUM, OOBSICHSIOIIMUX
€CTeCTBEeHHbIe HayKM, ObLIM CBSI3aHbI C CaMOJi IPEeIMETHOCTBIO,
C «0BCTOATEIbCTBAMM» CBOUX ObOJiacTeli. A Belb 3TU 0OCTOSATEIb-
CTBa — 3TO KM3Hb, CO3HAHME YUEHBIX, NeICTBUI UX CYOBEKTUBHO-
CTell, MHOTOOOpa3Hble CyObeKTUBHbIE MOAYChI (XOTb OHM TYT Ke
MMOYTY HEMOCTVKUMBIM 06pa3oM MOAIaaaioT ol GUKCMPOBAHHbIE
BUJIbI ¥ POAOBYIO TOIUKY).

[TpenyiokeHus MaTeMaTUKU U JIOTUKY UIEHTUYHbBI U UIeaTbHBbI.
Ho Benp MOeHTUUYHBIMU OHU SIBJISFOTCSI HE B 4eM-JIn60, HO B CyOb-
€KTUBHO PasIMUHbIX MOMYCaX MbIIIUIEHNS.

B maremaruke u JIoruke CyOBEKT AEMCTBUS HE SIBJISIETCS Mper -
METOM — 3TU AUCHUIUIMHBI MMEIOT OHTUYECKYIO, a He SMUCTEMOJIO-
I'MYECKYI0 HallpaBJIeHHOCTb.

HeBHuMaHMe K Cy6BEKTUBHBIM IIpOIeCcCcaM MO3HAHUST U CO3Ha-
Hus — obliee IJi1 BcexX «HehMI0CcohCKMUX HayK» U OJIS JIOTUKU WA
marematuku. M BCE ke yKe B camol aHTUYHOM Gumocobun 1 Hay-
Ke HabJII0aeTcst BOSHMKHOBEHME MHTepeca K CyObeKTUBHOMY.

CBsI3b TEOpeTnUeCKOro " 10-TeOpeTnyeCKOTro
mo3HaHus Gpopm

Teopermueckuin pasym, o I'yccepnro, CTOUT B CBA3YM C OLEHU-
BAIOLIMM - HalpuMep, 3CTETUUYECKM OLIEHMBAIOIIMM - pPa3zymMoOM
U C MpaKkTUYeckuM pasymom. Ho Beib CyGBEKTMBHOCTH He pasierie-
Ha Ha YaCTH, OT[EJIbHbIE APYT OT IPYyra M CTOSILIME BO BHEIIHUX
IPYT OPYTY OTHOIIEHUSIX: 37IeMEHTBI YYBCTBA Y CTPEMJIEHUSI 3aKITIO-
YeHbI B TTO3HAHUY, 37IeMEHTHI TTO3HaHUST — B IPYTUX BUAAX aKTUBHO-
T 1 popMax pasyma.

I'yccepnb: HeoOXopyMa HayKa O CyOBEKTMBHOM B €0 MOTHOM
obbeme.

Y3ke B aHTMYHOM buaocoduy AyieBHAas KM3Hb YeJIOBeKa CTa-
HOBUTCSI TIPEIMETOM DPas3MbIILIEHNA. APUCTOTENb [eaeT Habpo-
COK HAayKu O CYOBEKTMBHOCTM B BUJIE <«II€PBOM ICUXOJOTUMU».
Ho «HemocTaTkoM» OCTaeTCs MOHSTUMHBINA amnmapar IyLIeBHO
SKU3HU, & He HayKU O CyObeKTUBHOCTM.

Bomnpoc o Mupe He SIBASIETCS [JIs1 aHTUYHOTO MBIIIJIEHWS TIO[ -
JIMHHBIM BOIIPOCOM, TpeaMeToM comHeHui. Ho cyiiectBoBaHme
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yeJloBeKa ¥ IojaraeMasl HECOMHEHHOCTb CYIIeCTBOBAaHMS Mupa
He JTOJKHA OblIa TIPOCTO OCTaThCs (PAKTOM OITbITa.

[TnatoH crapascst 060CHOBATD JIOTMKY B 3TOM PagMKaJIbHOM [Iy-
Xe, a y)ke ApUCTOTesb MOAIAJ MOJ, BAMSHUE TOTO, UTO CYIIECTBO-
BaHME MMpa CUMTAJIOCh CaMO COOOM pasyMeroIIMMCS — OH JIMIIIAJ
dbunocoduio ee paguKaIbHOrO 060CHOBAHUS.

[TosToMy aHTMuHasT HayKa (COIIACHO MHOIUM, pa3bpoCaHHbIM
TamM U TyT GopmyaupoBkaM ['yccepsiss) — mpu BceX ee MPeTEeH3USIX
caenatb GUAOCO(PUI0O OKOHYATETbHO OOOCHOBAHHONM U TOJTHOCTBIO
OIpaBAAHHONM HAyKOW, MPU BCEX €€ AOCTOMHBIX YOMBJIEHUS TOCTU-
SKEHUSIX, — OblJIa M OCTaBaJIaCh B TOM COCTOSIHMM, KOTOPOE MbI Ha3blI-
BaeM JIOIrMaTUYeCKOM HAyKO.

Orcioma — u3-3a HEOOOCHOBAHHOCTM — MPOMCTEKAET, COIJIACHO
MHoruM dopmynam I'yccepiis, ucropuueckoe 6eccMepTiie MHOTUX
dopm crenrmuimsma. Besikmii pas Hapsamy ¢ pacuBetoM (puaocodumn
BO3HMKAET HOBAsT «aHTU-OWIOCOhUS».

V ckenTuveckomn I'MAPbI KakK GBI BbIPAaCTAOT HOBbIE€ I'OJIOBBI — HOa>ke
Ha MeCTe OTCEUEHHBIX I'0JIOB ITOSBJISIIOTCSI HOBBIE.

CyIIIHOCTDb BCSIKOTO CKENTUIM3MA — B €ro cyobekTuBu3ame. IlepBo-
HayajbHO OH IIPEeNCTaBJeH MOBYMs KpYIHENIIMMMU coducrammu -
ITporaropom 1 I'opruem (S. 58-59).

Bricokast orenka ckenmTunysma — 3to, 1o ['ycceprro, HOBBIN
MOTMB, MMEIOIIMII YHMBEPCAJIbHOE 3HaueHue MJisT (Guiaocodckoro
CO3HAHMSI YeJIOBEUECTBA. BriepBble HauMBHAs MPENIaHHOCTb MMpa
CTAHOBUTCS MPOBJIEMOIT — @ BMECTE C 3TUM U BO3MOXXHOCTD €ro Io-
3HAHMSI, TPUHIUITMAIbHBINA CMbBICJT €T0 B-cebe-ObITHS.

Muorue mnocnenyiomye crpanuibl «IlepBoit pumocobum»,
0 MOEMY MHEHMIO, UCKJTIOUMTETbHO MHTepecHbl. OCOGEHHO BaskHA
1T PeHOMEHOJIOTMM — U He TOJIbKO IJis Hee, 0COOEHHO AJIs TIOf -
JIMHHO-TEOPETUYECKOTO MMOHMMAaHMS VICTOPUKO-(GUI0CO(CKOTO Mpo-
necca, — IV rnaBa, koropasi HasbiBaercsi «VcTopuueckiue mepBo-
HavaJia HayKu O cyobekTuBHOCTM» (S. 51 ff.). Ee ciiemoBaso 6b1 me-
PEeBECTU U UCTOJIKOBATh CIEVAIbHO, AJI1 YEro 3[4eCh — B 3TUX CO-
KpallleHHbIX 3aMeTKax — HeT, OJHAKO, MecTa " BO3MOXXHOCTH. [lof-
YyepKHEM OCHOBHbIE MOMEHTHI ITpoOsieMbl. ['yccepsib HAUMHAET B HEl
C TECHOM B3aMMOCBSI3U JIOTMKU U 3TUKU B MCTOpuUM Guyiocopuu.
OCHOBHOM Te3UC 3[IeCh: €C/IM OTIPAB/SATHCS OT JIOTMKM, KOTOpPast
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HaxXoOW/iach — B KaueCTBE YUEHUSI O METo[e MOAJIMHHOrO MO3Ha-
HMS — B CTAHOBJIEHMM, U TTapaJIeJIbHO OT STUKM, KOTOpast TOKe Ha-
yajia pasBMBAThCS KaK yUeHMEe O MeTome MPaKTUUECKM PasyMHOTO,
«3TUYECKOTO IeNCTBUS», — TO ObIJIO M3HAYAJIBHO IIpemoIpemnesie-
HO, UTOOBbI TEOPETUUECKUI MHTepeC ObLT HANpaBJieH K MO3HAIOIIEeN
" IeMCTBYIOIIE) CyObeKTMBHOCTH B PasyMHOM M HEpa3yMHOM [ei-
crBum» (S. 51-52). (A pmasee cHOBa CJieOBaM KOHKpPETHBIE I'yC-
CepJieBCKye PasMbIIIIJIEHNsT O POJi COMUCTUKY, O «IIepBOM HabGpoc-
Ke - y Apucroresnst - “YyHMUBEpPCAaJbHOW HAyKU O Cyb6b-
exTuBHOCTU » (S. 52; paspsgka ['yccepsns) wau CrenmagbHO
O pOJM ¥ HeJoCTaTKax ApeBHeN rcuxosnoruu (S. 53 u manee) u T..)
9 nekius GbUTa CHOBA IMOCBSIIEHA CKelmTuKaM — IIporaropy u I'op-
I'MI0, HO TOXKe B XapakTepHoM u 1151 «IlepBoit dmmocodum» cskarom
BUJIe «OCOBPEMEHMBAIOIIIEro BOCIIOMMUHAHMs» (60jiee O3THUI Tep-
vuH ['yccepis).

ITepexon x anamm3y HoBoro Bpemenn u ero ¢pumocodun y I'yc-
Cepssi OUeHb MOCTENMEeHHbIN (MOHSITHO, UTO MeTajbHble JIEKIIUU
0060 BCEM MCTOPUKO-(MUIOCOPCKOM Tporiecce OGbUM ObI — B paM-
Kax OJHOTO Kypca HEeBO3MOKHbI, HeMbIC/IMMbI). IToatomy I'yccepib
TMIOCIIEIITHO Tepeliies K (OUeHb CKaToOMy, CKOpee MyHKTUPHOMY) pac-
cMotpenunio Guiocobun HoBoro BpeMeHH, Ime rOBOPUTCS TIPEKOE
BCero o ero BuaeHuu pwiocodun Jlekapra.

C Jlekapra HaunHaeTcss HoBoe Bpemsi, IOTOMY UTO OH IPEsKIe BCEro
TBITAJICS TEOPETUYECKM PA3bICKATh HECOMHEHHbIE MCTUHbI, MTOBEPT -
HyTble apryMeHTalyel CKeNTUIM3Ma U TeM CaMbIM oOecClieHeHHbIe
(S. 61).

Ilasee 3TOT Te3UC AOCTATOYHO MHTEpPeCHO paciimbpoBbiBasics ['yc-
cepiieM (rme OH OTIMYaeT apryMmeHTtanuio JlekapTa OT IOJIOXKe-
Huit ABryctuHa - S. 62) IPUMEHUTEIbHO K «apXUMeLOBCKOMY
MYHKTY» JeKapToBOi ¢umocodun — K pacumdppoBKe «Cogito ergo
sum» (S. 62).

CooTBeTCTBYyIOILME 3pesible M MHTepeCHbIe GopMyyIMpoBKu ['yc-
cepJisl IOJDKHBI, TOJIarai, MpUBJedYb BHUMaHNe VICTOPUKOB (G-
cobuM B YaCTHOCTU U OCOOEHHOCTU MCTOPUKOB ¢umocodum Kap-
TesuaHcTBa. BaskHa miia ['ycceprnsa «He ciayyaiiHasi» ¢opma, B Ka-
KOV 9TU (yHIaMeHTaJbHble (IJII 3TOM M TOCIAENYIOIIUX SIIOX)
uaen 6bUIM HEMOCPEICTBEHHO BbICKa3aHbI, a UX cMbicyi. Ckopee
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OHM Ba’kKHbI KaK BbIpakeHMe HEOOXOAMMbIX MOTUBALINI, KOTOPbIMMU
C HeoOXOAMMOCTBIO AOJDKEH OBJIAeTb paayuKaabHbI (puaocod-
CKUM CyOBeKT Kak TakoBoii. OH JOJIKeH TPeBPaTUTHCS B CyObEKTa,
KOTOPBINI M36pas umaeo Gbumocobuy Kak IEJeBYI0 UOEI0 CBOEN
ku3HU. Jlesio 6bUIO Takke B TOM, UTO IO3HABaTejbHas >KU3Hb
IOJKHA Oblsla OPOPMUTD €T0, ¥ TEM CaMbIM OH JOJIKEH CTaThb IOJ -
JVMHHBIM ¢umocodom (S. 62-63). ([anee kak pas u ciemyeTr A0-
CTaTOYHO OpUT'MHAa/IbHAss KOHKpeTHasl TpakToBKa ['yccepiem «Pa3s-
MBILLIJIEHUT».)

B Takoi1 ke BecbMa CXKaTol TpaKTOBKe mpencraer y ['yccep-
a5 «Oronorusi» Jlokka u yuenme Jlembumma (S. 71-77), ['ob6ca
(S. 94 u nmanee), bepxiu, IOma (S. 141 u ganee) — ¢ MOCTOSTHHBIM
BO3BpPaTOM K COIIOCTaBJIEHMIO MUAEN, MPUHIMIIOB (riocodun aH-
IJIMIICKMUX aBTOPOB Ha OYeHb MHOTMX CTpaHuiax «IlepBoit ¢uio-
codumn», KOTOpble, HACKOJIbKO MHE M3BECTHO, AO CUX IOP IOUTU
He TIPUBJIEKAJIM BHUMAHMSI OT€UECTBEHHBIX MCTOPUKOB AHTIMIICKOM
MM HeMelKoi punocodum.

ITocne atoro B VII Tome «I'yccepamansi» unyTt «JlOMoJHUTEND-
HbI€ TEeKCTbI» — OHM, C MOEI TOUKM 3PEeHMsI, CTOJIb ke pasHoobpas-
HbI, CKOJIb Ba’KHbI ¥ MHTEpPEeCHbI (B OCOGEHHOCTU Te, KOTOphIe IMO-
cesieHsl KanTy, Hampumep, BakHelee 1mkiaa «KaHT u wumes
TpaHCLieHAeHTaabHOM punocodum», S. 239-283) — u gpyrue ryc-
ceprieBCKyie HaOPOCKMU.

I'yccepnb 06 nctopun putocobun

«Kpusuc eBponeiickoro yeioBeuecTsa
U TpaHCHEeHJeHTa/TbHas puiocopus»

«Kpusuc» nmeet 1on3aroyioBok: Beemenne B heHOMeHOIOTMYe-
ckyto ¢unocopmio — kak u «Mmen 1», kak n «Kapre3maHckue pas-
MbIlIUTeHUsT». Hy>KHO s, OfHAKO, OrpaHMuYMBaTh CeOSl TeM, UTOObI
BCEerya OCTAaHABIMBATLCS TIEPe] OOHMM U TEM JKe «XpaMOM», BCeraa
«BXOAUTb», HO HUKOrga He «Boutm»? KoHeuHo, HeT. Ho, omHako,
3TOT TOJI3aroJIOBOK XOPOIIIO OOBSICHSIET 3TU acmekThl. Kak HaM Ka-
SKeTCSl, [Be Belly ObLIM CBSI3aHbI, TIOCTOSHHO COXPAHSUIMChb B 3TUX
HeIpepbIBHBIX IMOMCKAaX, BCETNa TaKMX MCKpeHHUX. S He MOXOXKY
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IO TOTO, UTOOBI CKa3aTh, UTO ['yccepyib OTpMIAT CBOM IPOIILIbIE
nmpousBenenns. Ho Kaskmast KHura — Kak GbI HOBOE IIPOM3BeIeHMeE.
HOpama mbitiieust: I'yccepnb npu3HaBaa HeOOXOAUMMOCTb GUIIOCO-
¢un, KoTOpast Oblya GbI OKOHUATEIbHO 060CHOBAaHA — M BCErma IoJ-
sKeH GbLT 060CHOBATh €ee.

LleHTp ryccepsieBCKOTO MCCIenoBaHus — (heHOMEHOIOTMYeCKast
PenyKLMsI, METOOMYECKIUIA IIYyTh — «3I0X9». «DIIOX3»: JAaeTCs Hera-
TMUBHasl XapaKTePUCTUKA — «3aK/IIOUeHMEe B CKOOKM».

O nosoxeHuM TpaHcueHaeHTaabHOro Ego

OcraeTcst TOJIbKO MUP HaIllel KM3HU U TPaAHCIEHIeHTaIbHOTO
Ego, KOTOpBIN pMCKyeT OKa3aThCsl COBEPIIIEHHO UYsKAbIM [Ipyromy.
MsI ycrokauBaeMcsl, KOrjja HaM TOBOPST, 4TO (eHOMEHOJIOT, I0-
CKOJIbKY OH IPUXOOMT K CBOEN peduieKCHM, eCTb TaKOM JKe UeIOBeK,
KaK ¥ IPYTO¥ — rpaskgaHuH, YWIEeH CEMbU U MPOY.

TpaHclieHOeHTaIbHas Gecema — sKM3HEHHbIM o6MeH. WTak, ¢u-
Jocodust, KOTOpasl MPUXOOUT K OOIIEN KMU3HU, AeIaeT 3TO He Tak,
KaK pabounii, KOTOPbII BO3BPAIAETCS MTOMOM, HO KaK IIATOHOB-
CKUI MYApel, KOTOpbIl ciryckaercs B nemiepy. OH He BUIUT GOJIb-
11Ie Bely TeM ke B3rsimoM. ['yccepnb mosnaraer: oTHourenne Ego
K MUPY, K IPYTON BelllX MHOe, YeM KJIaCCUUECKOe OTHOIIEHNE «00b-
eKTa» U «CyObeKTa», KOTOPOe SIBJIIETCST «BHYTPUMMUPOBBIM».

I'yccepnb MpusHaeT cam, YTO YPe3BbIUAHO TPYIHO PaspelnTb
MapafiokC HepaspbIBHOV CBSI3M M PaAMKaIbHOTO Pasnuusi, KOTOpoe
CYIIECTBYET MEKIY TpaHCIIEHAEHTabHbIM Ego 1 «SI» Hailero mHgu-
BUAYAJILHOTO OITbITA (TPYIHOCTD, KOTOpasi OTMeveHa ke y Kanra).

Mpb1 ckazanu, uto mjig I'yccepnst peHOMEHOJIOT — HE YTO MHOE,
Kak yesioBeK. bosiee Toro, deHOMeHOOTMSI TIO3BOJISIET HAM TOHSATh
vup (Lebenswelt), oHa UTpaeT CBOIO POJIb B U€JIOBEYECKMUX OTHOIIIE-
HusX. OTHOIIeHME K TPaHCLEHIEHTaJIbHOMY He SIBJISIETCSI, CJIeoBa-
TeJIbHO, OTHOIIIEHMEM OercTBa, OTKIOHEHUS.

I'yccepsb HacTamMBaeT — B paMKax KPUTUMKY (GU3MKaIM3Ma —
Ha Bo3BpaTe K >kusHeHHomy mupy (Lebenswelt), «mupy mgo Hay-
K1», 0 KoTopom roBopuT Mepio-IToHTH, maeT cBOi CMbICJI ITPU3BIBY
«zu den Sachen selbst» [k camum Beram].

He cy1iecTByeT Mmpa, KOTOpPbIN He ObLT 6bI MMPOM IJIst KOTO-HU-
6ynb. «CaMu Belll» CYyTh TAaKOBbI — He KaK Bellu B cebGe, B TPOTUBO-
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MOJIOKHOCTb MBICJISIIIIMM BeIllaM, HO KaK TO, YTO JAeTCS B MPSIMOM
MIPOTUBOIIOCTABIEHUM TOMY, YTO GbLJIO Mpeo6pasoBaHO MaTeMaTuye-
CKOI Maeau3salyen.

I'yccepsb TOBOPUT O «TOPU30OHTE» — BPEMEHHOI TOPU3OHT BCe-
ro TOTO, YTO MOKHO ObUIO ObI Ha3BaTh «YEJIOBEUECKOM 3HAYMMO-
CTBIO» BeIIeN — 5 SBJISIOCH Y€JIOBEKOM OIPEAEIEHHON 3TTOXM, IUBU-
JIU3ALMA U T.JI.

C ompeneneHHOV TOYKM 3PEHMS KAKETCS, UTO CYILECTBYeT
AHTMHOMMS MeXIY bunocodueir u ucropueir. ITo 661 O3HAYAIO 3a-
OBeHMEe TOrO, UTO TO, UTO SIBJSIETCS UYEJIOBEUECKMM M IYXOBHBIM,
uUMeeT ucTopuueckoe msmepenne. Ecau dpunocodus, mnpexmge uem
MOJIYUYUTb CBOE UMS, HauMHaeT C ycMmoTpenms: cymHocten (We-
sensschau), oHa He siBsieTcsl «3TepHM3MoM». Ho I'ycceprb He yre-
JISLT LIEHTPaJIbHOTO BHMMaHMsI OObSICHEHMIO UCTOPUM HUITOCODUMN.

[Emile] Brehier [muiier]: «s He 3HaI0 HUYEro MeHee KapTe3u-
aHckoro, yem “KapresmaHckie pasMblIlLIIeHNsT ».

M3-3a cBOero OIMHHOTO U TTyGOKOTO OOGBSICHEHUSI MCTOPUM,
«Kpusuc» mpegncraer erie 6osee pelIMTeIbHbIM 06Pa3soM, BKITIO-
yaeT mnpeoOpasoBaHMe KapTe3MaHCKOM Tpaguliuu — B TOW Mepe,
B KOTOPOM OHAa 3a[aeT BCIO 3BOJIIOIMIO COBPEMEHHOM (uiocobumn
(KakOBbI ObI HM OBUIM PasIUUMS MEXKIY IIIKOJaMM, C 3TOM TOYKMU
3peHMS] aHIVIMIACKUI SMIMPU3M, UAYIIMA OT JIOKKa, M KaHTOBCKUIA
KPUTUILIU3M SIBJITIOTCS HacjiemHuKamu [lekapra).

VY Ilekapra ¢byHIaMeHTaJbHYIO POJib Urpaer cogito ([oHa] or-
paskeHa B maparpade «OTKpbITHe MHTeHIMOHAIBHOCTH — Ego cogi-
to cogitata»).

[Hepa360puUMBbI TEKCT, PYKOIIUCh OOPHIBAETCSI|

[...]

Tema «Kpusuca eBponenckux HayK
1 €BPOIIeNICKOr0O UeyioBeuecTBa» B (heHoMeHoioruu I'yccepis

[[Inan nexkuymn|

1) «Benckuit noknan» (7 u 10 mas 1935 1.)

2) Crnemmduka ommucaHus KpusucHou cutyaimm y ['yccepist
¥ TIOTIBITKM HAMETUTD BbIXOM 13 Hee. «IIpaskcKuii JoKIam».
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Tun uccnenoBauus y I'yccepins: mpo6sieMsl 1 criocob pac-
CMOTpEHMSI.
3) T'yccepnb o pomm pustocodum B CTaHOBIEHUY «E€BPOTIEIICKO-
T'O YeJIOBEUeCTBa» M B IIPEOOIEHNY BCEOBIIIEro Kpusmuca.
«Benckmit mokmam»°
- lenb u cennuduyeckne 3agaun HayK O AyXe.
- Tloustne «EBpoma».
- @wmiocodusi M ee pPoJib B BBHIIBJIEHUNM TEJIEOJIOTUM €BPO-
MEMCKOTO YeJIOBeueCTBa.
- TlosBnenue TeopeTnUeCKOi YCTAHOBKY, €€ CYIIHOCTb.
- 3aBMCUMOCTb TEOPETUYECKON YCTAaHOBKM OT YCTAaHOBKU
«HOPMAaJIBHOM», «€CTECTBEHHOW».
- B3zaumopelicTBMe MPaKTUUECKON M TEOPETMUECKON YCTa-
HOBOK.
PeaspHble Mpo6JieMbl ¥ CIOpPbI B cOBpeMeHHOU ['yccepiio
dbunocodun:
- OrHoIlleHye K palMOHAIMU3MY U UpPaIlMOHATU3MY.
- OrHoIlIeHNe K HaTypaIU3MYy.
- TIpotuB 3a6BeHMST pOIU MPOGIEMATUKU CYOBEKTa U CYOb-
€KTUBHOTO.
- 3HaueHue (eHOMEHOJIOTUMA.

Tekct mo Teme «Kpusuc»

1. XKusub ymmuHoctv - ku3Hb 1 1 Mbl, 06beIMHEHHBIX B TOpY-
30HTE TaKUX OOIIHOCTEN, KaK CeMbsl, HaIlus, MeKHAIMOHA/IbHbIE
o6benvHenns. CI0BO «KMU3Hb» MMeEET 3[eChb He ICUXOJIOTHYECKUIA
CMBICJI: OHO 0603HaYaeT 11e/Ieco06pasHyIo JesTeIbHOCTh, 3aBepiiia-
IOILIYIOCST CO3MaHMEM OYXOBHBIX, MIeaJbHbIX OOpasoB u (opm -
B IIMPOKOM CMBICJIE OOPa30BaHUI KYJIBTYDBI, [B3SITHIX| B eOUHCTBE
MCTOPUYECKOTO TIEPHOoaa.

B ee u3y4yeHNMM COCTONT 11€7Tb MHOTOUMCIIEHHBIX «HAYK O TyXe».
Bemmuariias ux 3amaua onpenessieTcss TeM, YTO eBPOIMeNcKue Ha-
LMY OXBAaueHbl CTPAIIHONM 60Jie3HbIO: caMa EBporia npeGbiBaeT B CO-
CTOSIHMM TIyOouaiiirero Kpusmuca. Hayku o myxe mpusBaHbl CTaTh

10 3mech 1 manee KpaTKoO aHaJIM3MPYeTCs TaK HasbiBaeMblii «BeHckuil Jokmam»
Ha TeMy «Duocodust B Kpusuce eBpoOIeyiCKOro YesoBeyecTBa», caeynanHpni J. [yc-
cepnem 7 u 10 mast 1935 r. (Hua, Bd. VI, S.S. 314-348). - IIpumeu. H.M.
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<<Me,£[MLUAHOI71 Halum», BO BCAKOM CJIyyae — Haquoﬁ ,E[I/IEIFHOCTMKOﬂ
COLIMaJIbHOT'O 3a00JIeBaHUS EBpOHbI.
I[OHay‘JHOI‘O «COLMAJIBHOI'O 3HaXapCTBa» YK€ HeOOCTAaTOYHO:

MbIl M TaK 3aXJIECTHYTbl TOTOKOM HAMBHBIX M 3K3aJbTUPOBAHHBIX
TpeJioskeHnii o pepopmax.

HepocrarouHo mpocToro moBepysi K IyXy COBPEMEHHOM HayuyHO-
ctu. Benuune ecTecTBO3HAHMS B TOM, YTO OHO HE YHOBJIETBOPSIETCS
HaOJIIONAeMOli SMITMPUEN, YTO OHO BO BCEX OMMCAHMSIX MPUPOAbBI
CTPEMUTCS BUIETh [E€PEXOM K TOUHOMY, B KOHEUHOM cueTe - (u-
3SUKAIMCTUYE CKM-XMMIUYECKOMY OObSICHEHMIO.

MaTtemarnyecku TOYHOE eCTeCTBO3HaHME OXBaThIBa€T CBOMMM
MeTofiaMy GeCKOHEYHOCTb BO BCEX €€ JENCTBUTENIbHOCTSIX U pe-
aJIbHBIX BO3MOKHOCTSX. OHO MOHMMAaeT JaHHble HAGMIOmEHUsT KaK
TOJIbKO CYObEKTUBHO-PEJIITUBHbBIE MPOSBIEHMS U YUUT TOMY, KaK
HaJ0 MCCIeNOBaTh CaMy MHTEPCYObEeKTUBHYIO («OOBEKTUMBHYIO»)
MPUPOAY B CUCTEMATUUYECKOM MPUOBIMKEHUM B COOTBETCTBUM C HE-
006YCJIOBIEHHBIM BCEOOIIVIM.

OHO yuuT, Kak OOBSICHUTh BCE HAIIAOHO MpeAfaHHble KOH-
KpeTHOCTU (JTIofeN, JXKMBOTHBIX, HeOeCHbIe Teja), MCXOAS U3 IO-
CJIeIHEr0 CYIIEero — TOYHOe MHAYLMPOBaHue HaKTUUECKU JaHHBIX
MPOSIBJIEHUI B CBSI3U C OyOYIIVMMM BO3MOXKHOCTSIMU M BEPOSITHO-
ctavMu. Bcé aTo mepemraruBaer Habmomaemyio smmupuio. Cren-
CTBMEM I10C/IeOBATE/IbHOIO PasBUTHUS TOUHBIX HayK B HoBoe Bpe-
Mst Gbl/Ia TOAJIMHHAS PEBOJIIOLMS B TEXHUYECKOM OBJIaJEeHUM TIpu-
popmoii. CoBceM MHaye, K COXAaJEHUIO, OOCTOUT JI€JI0 B HayKax
o nyxe (S. 316).

EIMHCTBEHHBIN IyTh — CO3MAHME «HAYK O OyXe» B MOIJIMHHOM
M CTPOrOM 3HaueHuy 3Toro TepmuHa. CyIecTBYIOIIME JKe HayKu
0 Iyxe OTIMYAIOTCS OT METOAMYECKM OOOrallleHHOTO eCTEeCTBO3Ha-
HMS TTOJTHEMIIIMM HEBHMMAaHMEM K TEOPETUUYECKOV caMOpedIIeKCHA.

HekoTopble cumMTarOT MOJIOKEHME B 3TUX HayKaX CJIOKHBIM
10 CJIEAYIOIIMM IIpuuMHaM. Benb desioBeueckasl «IyXOBHOCTb», TO-
BODSIT OHM, OCHOBBbIBAETCSI Ha JEeITEbHOCTHM Tejia, BCSIKAs MHIUBM-
IyajibHasl JyXOBHAsl [ESTEJIbHOCTh OCHOBBIBAETCS HAa TEJIECHOCTH.
ITosToMy HayKy O IyXe OO/DKHbBI-IEe CTPEMUTHCS K TAKOMY OObsSICHE-
HUIO, KOTOPOE PacCMAaTpPMBAET HE TOJIBbKO AYX KaK «UYUCTBIN» MYyX,
HO 1 06palaeTCcs K TeJIECHOM OCHOBE.
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C TOUKM 3peHMus TaKOM apryMeHTalluy, B eCTeCTBO3HAaHUM BO3-
MOKHO ¥ TIPaBOMEPHO IOJIOKeHMe, KOra MpMpoaa pacCMaTpUBaAETCsI
Kak 3aMKHyTasl B cebe cdepa, Kak ObI M30MPOBAHHASI OT TYXOBHOI
IesaTeJIbHOCTY uejioBeKa. HampoTus, B Haykax O Jyxe HelpaBoMep-
HO abCcTparupoBaHye OT IPUPOAbI BO MMs UMCTOIO, 3aMKHYTOTO
B cebe «MMpa» OYXOBHOTO, KOTOPbIN SIKOOBI SIBJIIETCS IIPEIMETOM
YHUBEPCAIbHOM HAYKU O TYXOBHOM.

160 myX sKUBBIX CYLIECTB, YeJIOBeUeCKIe I JKMBOTHbIE «IYILIN», K KO-
TOPBIM BOCXOAMUT BCE OYXOBHOE BOOOIIE, BCSIKMI pa3 Kay3aabHO (QyH-
IIMPOBaHbI B TesiecHoM (S. 316).

CunTaeTcss HECOMHEHHBIM, YTO HEBO3MOKHO MOCTPOUTb U 0OOCHO-
BaTh 3aMKHYTYIO B cebe 1 BCeoObIyIo HayKy o ayxe. ['yccepib 1mo-
JIaTaeT, YTO TaKye MPEeCTABIEHNMS HE TOJBKO TOJIKHBI ObITh OTBEPT -
HYTBbI KaK HeHayuyHble, HO UX CJIEAYeT IMOHSITb KakK crelyuduiecKkoe
OTpaskeHMe eBPOIIeMCKOro 3a60IeBaHMs.

Koneuno, mprpona BXoguT B OpOUTY PacCMOTPeHMsT MCTOPUKA.
OpHako 3TO ysKe He MPUPOAA B CMBIC/IE eCTeCTBO3HAHUS: [IJIST ICTO-
pUKa MHTEPECHO TO, UTO JIJISI APEBHMX I'PEKOB, HAIPUMEP, UMEJIO 3Ha-
YyeHue MPUPOIbI, TO €CTb UX IPENCTaBJIeHUSI O MUpPe U TIPUPOTE.
Umwelt - okpyskawoommii Mup, cpefa — TEPMMUH, UMEIOIIMIA CMBbICIT
MCKJTIOUMTENIbHO B Haykax o gyxe (S. 317). Okpyskatoiasi nmpupozaa
He JOJ/DKHA pacCMaTpuUBaThCs Kak HEUTO UysKaoe nyxy. beccMbiciieH-
HO TIBITATbCS TOCTPOUTh HayKM O Ayxe Ha QyHIAMEHTe eCTeCTBO3HA-
HUSI I CTPEMUTBCST TAKUM CIIOCOOOM K MeaTy CTPOroi HayYHOCTH.

Benb mpu sTOM, OUEBUAHO, 3a0BIBAIOT O TOM (aKTe, UTO ecTe-
CcTBO3HaHMe (Kak M BCSAKas HayKa BOOOIIE) SIBJISIETCST TAKKE TYXOB-
HOM JIeSITeJIbHOCTBIO COTPYIHMUYAIOIINX JPYT C APYTOM €CTeCTBOWC-
mbITaTesieil. B KauecTBe JyXOBHOTO SIBJIEHUSI OHO OTHOCUTCS K KPY-
Iy TOTO, YTO JOJ/DKHO OBITh OOBSICHEHO B HayKax O gyxe. PasBe
He 6eCCMBICJIEHHO ObUIO Obl OOBSICHATH TOJBKO HA €CTeCTBEHHO-
HayyHOM (byHJIaMeHTe TaKoe MCTOPUUYECKOe U 0bIleCTBEeHHOe SIBJIe-
HMe, KaK «eCTeCTBEeHHast HayKa»?

Mpi cTaBMM OCOOGBIN BOIIPOC: UEM XapaKTEPU3YETCsT TYXOBHBIN
o6k EBpomnbi? (S. 319) — Peus unet o EBporne He B reorpaduue-
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CKOM, TEPPUTOPUATBHOM CMbIcjie. B myxoBHOM cmbiciie K «EBpo-
1e», OYEeBUIHO, IIPMHAIJIeKAT aHIymMiicKue gomuunoHsl, CIIIA, HO
He TIpMHAJJIeKaT, HallpyuMep, SCKMMOChHI WM I[bIraHe, JaBHbIM-IaB-
HO >KMBYIIMe Ha Tepputopuu EBpomnbl. (B Hallle BpeMsi Takue CeH-
TEHIIUY 3By4aiu Obl KaK OCKOPOUTETbHBIE. )

[To I'yccepiio, 3mech peub UIOET — MY YIIOMUHAHUY CJIoBa «EB-
pora» — O eAVHCTBE TYXOBHO JKU3HM, TEMCTBYSI, TBOPUECTBA: CO BCE-
MM LIeJIIMU, MHTepecamu, 3a60TaMu U YCUJIUSIMMU, C 1ieJIeBbIMU Gop-
MaMy, C YUPEKIEHUSIMM, OpraHM3alysIMA. 3IeCh OTHAeIbHbIE JIIOOU
IeMCTBYIOT BHYTPU MHOTOOOPa3HbIX COOOIIECTB Pa3INMYHbIX CTYIIE-
Hell — ceMel, poJoB, HAIUI, — KOTOpbIE TYXOBHO CBSI3aHbI, 06ama-
10T eIMHCTBOM JTYXOBHOT'O OOJIMKA.

Uto Takoe «IyxoBHbI oO/mK EBpormbi»? - Bompoc, mocras-
neHHbIn ['yccepneM — 1o cux mop 371060nHeBHbIN. OTBET MbICUTE-
JI1 OueHb CJIOKeH. VImeercst B BuAy, comtacHo ['yccepsio, MMma-
HeHTHas uctopuu EBpormbl, ee dumocodcekass maest, Uam — 4TO, TO
Ke caMoe — MMMaHeHTHasl il TeJIeosIoTusl.

IyxoBHast ¢bopMa MMEET CBOIO MCTOPUIO. DTO COOTBETCTBYET
MIPeeMCTBEHHOCTH, HEIPEPBIBHOCTM camoii ucropun. M Bcé ske mpu
BCeli M3MEHUYMBOCTM Y€JIOBEUECTBO OOHAPYKMBAeT cebsl KaK eIVH-
CTBEHHOE: B 3TUX PasIMYHbIX, HO B3aMMOCBSI3aHHbIX (GopMax >KU3-
HM HapOIOB, B IIOJIHOTE TUIIOB Y€JIOBEUECTBA U KYJIBTYPbI, B UX Te-
KyueM B3aumopmeiicTBuu. ([Tomo6HO MOPIO, B KOTOPOM JIIOIY MTOI006-
HbI HATLJIBIBAIOILIMM ¥ YXOASIIVM BOJTHAM. )

S monarato, - paccyskmaer I'yccepiib, — MbI YyBCTBYEM, UTO €B-
pOIIeiCKOMY YeJIOBeUeCTBY NpUpOKIeHa Hekas dHTenexus (S. 320),
KOTOpast BJIACTBYET HaJl M3MEHEHMsIMI €BPOIIeIiCKOTO O6JIMKA U B Ka-
YyeCTBe BEYHOTO MOJII0CA COODIAaeT CMbICI PasBUTHUIO, HallpaBIeH-
HOMY K MI€eabHOM (opMe SKU3HU U OBbITHS.

IIyXOBHBINI «TEI0C» €BPOMENCKOrO0 YeJ0BEeYeCTBa, B KOTO-
POM 3aKJIIOUeH OCOOBIM TeJ0C PasJIMUYHbIX HALUMM U OTHENbHbIX
JIIOZeN, JIeXKUT, cuutaet ['yccepsib, B 6€CKOHEUHOM, 3TO OGECKO-
HeuHasl uaes, Ha KOTOPYIO CKPBITO HAIpaB/IeHO BCE MYyXOBHOE
CTaHOBJIEHMUE.

Poxkmenne myxoBHOM EBporibl - mpeBHerpeueckass Haimst VI-
VII BB 510 H.3. B Heil, B ee pasButum u nesrenbHocTH (S. 321) mpo-
CBITIAETCSI COBEPIIIEHHO HOBAasl YCTAHOBKA UeJIOBEKA 10 OTHOIIEHUIO
K OKpYyKaiolemy Mupy. VI mpy ee mpoBedeHUM OCYIIECTBIISETCS
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MTPOPBIB COBEPILIEHHO HOBOV (POPMBI TyXOBHOTO 00JMKa, OBICTPO BbI-
pacTaroIuil B CUCTEMATUUYECKM 3aMKHYTYIO KyJIbTypHYIO dhopmy, —
I'peKy HasBaju ee puiocoduelt, — 9TO yHUBEpCcalbHas Hayka, HayKa
0 BceneHHoli Kak yHMBEpCyMe CYILIETO.

B kpyuenun tak moHsToin $usocodun, B KOTOPOI 3aK/IIOUeHbI BCe
HayKy, S BVUDIKY, KaK 3TO HM IAapaloKCAJIbHO 3BYYMT, IepBodeHOMeH
nmyxoBHoit EBponbl (Ebenda).

[Touarus «bunocobus», «Hayka» o603HauaioT, mosjaraet ['yccepib,
0cobble Kacchl KyJbTYpHbIX obpasoBanuit (S. 316). [TocrosHHas
HaMpaBJeHHOCTb Ha HOPMbI BHYTPEHHE MPUCYIIa MHTEHIVMOHATIbHOM
SKU3HM OTJETbHOM JMYHOCTH, a OTCIofa — M HaIMSIM U UX 0COOBIM
00I11IeCTBEeHHBIM OOBEIMHEHMSM ¥, HAKOHEIl, OPraHu3My OObemu-
HEHHBIX €BPOMENCKUX HalMi (HO, MpaBAa, He BCEM JIMYHOCTSIM):
BHYTpEHHE MM TIpUCyIia — B opMe HeoOXOAMMOro XOaa PasBUTHMS
M PacIpoCTpaHeHMs JyXa OOIIe3HAUMMbIX HOPM.

OTM IPOLIECChl MMEIOT 3HAUeHMe MPOrpecCUBHOIO Mpeobpaso-
BaHMSI BCETO Ue/I0BeUeCTBa MCXOOs U3 0Opa3soBaHMUI U UIEN, KOTO-
pbIe CTAaHOBSITCS BCE 60JIee NeICTBEHHBIMM B MaJIbIX I'PYIIIAX.

Wnen, mpousBomuMbIe OT/I€TbHONM JIMUHOCTbIO, CMBICJIOBbIE 00-
pasoBaHMS YIMBUTETLHO HOBOTO BUIA, CITOCOGHBI 3aK/II0YaTh B cebe
MHTEHIIMOHa/IbHbIe 6eckoHeuHOCTM. OHM He TO/DKHBI ObITh YIIOH00-
JIeHbI peaJIbHbIM BelllaM B IIPOCTPAHCTBe, KOTOpbIe, BCTYIas B MOJIe
OIbITa, HE HAMEeNSIIOTCS HeM30eKHOV 3HAUMMOCTBIO MIJIST UesIOBEeKa
KaK JIMYHOCTH.

C mepBoJi KOHIIEMIIMel UIe YeJIOBEK MOCTENEHHO CTaHOBUTCS
HOBBIM YeJjIOBeKOM. Ero myxoBHOe ObITHE BKJIIOUEHO B JBVKEHUE
MPOrPeCCUBHOTIO HOBOTO (hOpMUpOBaHMsI. DTO IBUXKEHME C CaMOTO
Hayajla MPOMCXOAUT KOMMYHMKATUBHO, IPOOYKIAeT HOBBIM CTUIb
SKU3HU JIMYHOCTYU B OKPYSKAIOIIIEM ee MMpe U TIOHMMaHMe ee HOBOTO
CTaHOBJIEHMSI — HOBOT'O Y€JIOBEYECTBa, KOTOPOE, CYILECTBYS B KO-
HEYHOM, HarpaBjIeHo Ha MoJoc 6eckoHeuHoCTH (S. 322).

Kpome Toro, BMecTe ¢ 3TMM MPOCHINAETCS HOBBINM CIIOCO6 06006-
IIIeCTBJIEHNs ¥ HOBast (hopma pasBMBAIOIIErOCs COODIECTBa, B KO-
TOPOM MIEeMHAasT JKU3Hb, IPOM3BOACTBO UAEH, MUAeaTbHOEe HOPMUPO-
BaHMe OOIIeCTBEHHOM KU3HM HeCeT B cebe TOPU3OHT OYmyIIero Kak
TOPU3OHT OGECKOHEYHOCTH: GEeCKOHEUHOCTM OOHOBJISIIOIIUXCS I10-
KOJIEHMM W3 IyXa UAeu. DTO COBepIIaeTcsl CHavyaja B JYXOBHOM
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MIPOCTPAHCTBE eIMHCTBEHHO Tpeueckoy Hauum, Kak pasButue u-
nocobuu u burocodckmx coobiiecTs. B 9T0 BpeMs B rpeueckoii
HallMM BOSHMKAET BHavYasie BCEOOIIMI KYIbTYPHBIN AYX, CBSI3bIBAIO-
W1 BCE UEJIOBEUECTBO — 3TO M €CTh IMPOTrpecCMBHOE MpeobpasoBa-
Hue B (popMe HOBOM «TOPU30HTHOCTM».

ITOT «IpyOblii HAGPOCOK» — Tak ['yccepsb OlieHMBaa CKasaH-
HOe MM B JOKJIaje — MpuoOpeTaeT MOJHOTY M OOJBIINYIO IOHST-
HOCTb, KOIZa MbI IMPOCJIEKMBAEM MCTOPUUYECKOE IIPOVCXOKIEHIE
dwiocodCcKOro M HAyyHOTO YeJOBEYECTBA M OTCIOIA OOBSICHSIEM
cMbIc/T EBPOITbI M HOBBIN BUI, MCTOPUYHOCTM, KOTOPbBIN IIPU ITOM
criocobe pasBUTHS 3aBUCUT OT BCEOOIIIEN UCTOPUMN.

OcBeTuM cHauaJla, IPOOOJDKAET OH, CBoeoOpasue (puaocodun,
PaCKOJIOBIIIENCSI Ha HOBbIE CrelMaabHble Hayku. [Ij1s Hac oHa co-
CTaB/IsIeT KOHTPACT IO CPaBHEHMIO C APYTUMMM, HAJIMUYHBIMU YiKe
B ITePUOM, JOHAYYHOTO UeIoBeYeCcTBa (popmMamu KyJIbTYphl — IO CPaB-
HEHUIO C peMecyioM, 06paboTKOM 3eMJIM, KyJIbTYpOM IMOCTPOEHMS
SKUMILa v mpod. Bce oHM 0603HAYAIOT KJIACCHI KYJIBTYPhI IPOU3-
BOJICTBA C TMPUCYLIMMM MM MeTogaMu. B OCTaJIbHOM OHM VMMEIOT
npexopsiiee 6pITHE B OKpyskatoriem mupe. C Ipyroii CTOPOHBI, JO-
CTVDKeHMsT HayKu, IPUOOpeTalolieli xapakTep MeTona, OOiagaroT
COBEpIIIEHHO APYIMM CHOCOO0M ObITHSI, MHBIM BpEMEHHBIM Xapak-
TepoM. OHM He PaCXOLYIOTCS, OHM SIBJITIOTCS HEIIPEXOmsIumit; Gu-
Jocodust ¥ HayKa BO MHOTMX aKTaX TBOPUECTBA OJHOM UM TOM Ke
JIMYHOCTH CO3MAeT UAEHTUYHOE 10 CMbIC/TY ¥ 3HAUEHUIO.

JInuHocTH, CBA3aHHBIE OPYr C APYrOM B aKTyaJbHOM B3aMMO-
MMOHVMaHUM, He MOT'YT [IejlaTh HUYero JPYyroro, KpoMe Kak ITO3Ha-
BaThb CO3MaHHOE MX TOBapuillaMyi B aHAJOTMYHOM aKTe CO3TaHUS
KaK paBHOE TOMY, UTO CO3[da/iM OHM caMu. [Ipyrumu cjaoBaMu: TO,
YTO HacJiemyercs, mpuobpeTaercs [uepe3| HAyyHOe JEVICTBUE, SIBIISI-
€TCSl He PeaIbHbIM, HO MIea/IbHBIM.

[Ipy pa3BUTOM TEOPETUUYECKOM MHTepece KaKOblii M3HAYATHLHO
MMeeT TPEeCTABJIEHME TOJIbKO OTHOCUTEIBHO LIEJIEN: IIPOUCXOIUT IBU-
SKeHMe KO BCE HOBBIM 0OPa30BaHMSIM, K CTOSIIIMM Ha BCE GoJiee BbICO-
KOV CTYTIEHU LIeJISIM MTPUMEHUTETBHO K GeCKOHEYHOCTH, y3Ke 0O03Ha-
YyaeMoM KaK YHMBepCa/IbHOe pabouee 1osie, Kak «001acTb» HayKN.

Hayxka, cienoBaTesibHO, BK/IIOUAeT A0 6@ CKOHEYHOCTH 3afady,
13 KOTOPBIX BO BCSIKOE BPeMS YiKe «MCIIOHSIETCS» MX KOHeYHOe UMC-
JIO ¥ 3aKpeIvisieTcss B uxX 3HaueHuu. OOHOBpEMEHHO OHM 06pasyioT
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CBOero pona «(MoHA» MCXOOHBIX TOCBUIOK IJ1s1 6€ CKOHEYHOTO TOpU-
30HTA 3a7a4¥ KaK eqVHCTBA OMHOV BCeoObeMIIIONIEH 3aIauil.

B momosiHeHne HY>KHO OTMETUTb camoe BaskHoe it ['yccepis.
B Hayke uaeasbHOCTb OT/IEJIbHBIX €€ TOCTUKEHUI, UCTUH, O3HaYaeT
He TOJIbKO UX BOCIPOM3BOAMMOCTb HpU MAEHTUOUKALMM U COXpa-
HEHUVM CMBIC/IA: Udest HAYUHOU UCMUHbI OMOeNsemcst om ucmuH 0o-
HayuHotl »cu3Hu. OHa TIpeTeHAyeT Ha TO, UTOObI ObITh HEOOYCIOB-
JIEHHOJ UCTUHOM. B 9TOM 3aK/ioueHa 6€ CKOHEUHOCTh, KOTOpast IIpu-
JlaeT BCSIKOM (DaKTMUECKON VICTMHE XapaKTep JIMIIb OTHOCUTEbHOM
MCTUHBI, IPOCTOTO MPUOIVKEHMsI, BCETIa CBSI3aHHOTO C 6eCKOHEeY-
HbIM TOPM30HTOM, B KOTOPOM <«MUCTMHAa B cebe» MMeeT 3HaueHue
6eCKOHEYHO yIaeHHON ToukM (S. 324).

KoppenarusHo ata 6eCKOHEUHOCTD 3aK/IIOUeHa TakXke B «Iel-
CTBUTEJILHO CYIIIEM» B HAyYHOM CMbICJIE, TaK JKe KaK U B «00IIe3Ha-
YUMOCTU» ee JJISI «KaKAOro» Kak cyobekTa 060CHOBaHMM, KOTOPbIE
ellle JO/DKHbI ObITh MPOBENEHbBI, TIPUUEM «CYOBEKT» He eCTb KOHeU-
HbII YeJIOBEK JOHAYYHO SKU3HMA.

[Tocsie 3TOM XapaKTePUCTUKM CBOEOOPA3HON HAayYHOH Maealb-
HOCTM BMECTe C MHOTOKPATHO MMILIMIIMPOBAHHOM B €€ CMbICJIe
6eCKOHEYHOCTBIO TIepel, HAaMY BBICTYIIAeT B 9TOM MICTOPUYECKOM Ha-
GJIIOEHMM KOHTPACT, KOTOPBIV MbI, 110 ['yccepiiro, BeIpaskaeM B CJie-
IYIOIIEM TOJIOKEHMM: HM OfHA M3 KYJIbTYPHbIX (opM He umeer
B ICTOPUMYECKOM TOPM3OHTE IpeMMylllecTBa mepen, duiocoduein
B CMbICJIe MAEMHOM KYJIbTYpbl, He 3HAaeT Takux OeCKOHEeYHBIX 3a-
Iau, Takoro yHuBepcyma upeanbHocTen (S. 324). IIOOTKPBITHIN
6eCKOHEYUHbI TOPU30HT, B KOTOPOM UeJIOBEK JKUBET, ellle He BKJIIO-
YyeH — B €ro 1eJIU U JeNCTBUS, MOBeeHNe ¥ U3MEHEHMsI, ero JINd -
HOCTHbIE, TPYIIIOBbIe, HAIIMOHAIbHbIE MOTUBAIIUY — BCE IBVKETCS
B KOHEUYHOM 0603pMMOM OKpYysKatoliemM mupe. Her 6GeCKOHEUHBIX
3a/ay, UaeaqbHOTO Hacjaenusi, 6e CKOHEUHOCTb KOTOPOro cama 06-
pasyeT JUIIIb 0JIe — ¥ UMEHHO TaK, YTO OHO TOJIBKO JJIsT paboTaro-
IIero B HEM CO3HATEJIbHO YejioBeKa CPOpPMUPYET CIIOCOO ObITHS
TaKoro 6eCKOHEUYHOTO IO 3a1a4.

Ho c BeIicTyII/IIEHMEM Tpeueckon ¢pumocodum 1 ee IepBbIM Ipe-
06pa3oBaHMeM B MOCIEIOBATEILHOM UIeTU3UPOBAHNY HOBBIX Hec-
KOHEUYHBIX CMbICJIOB OCYIIECTBJSIETCSI B 3TOM OTHOLLEHUU KIYIlIee
BIleper mpeobpa3oBaHMe, KOTOpOe BMSIeT Ha BCe MAeu KOHEYHO-
CTU U Gylaromapsi 3TOMY — Ha BCIO AYXOBHYIO KYJIBTYpYy M Ha CaMoO
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yestoBeuecTBO (S. 325). [lyst Hac, eBpomeiines, BHe (GiIocodCKo-
Hay4HOM c(epbl CYIIECTBYET ellle 6eCKOHEUHOE MHOKECTBO UJIEl, HO
OHM, B CBOIO Ouepenb, aHAJIOTUYHBI XapaKTepy OeCKOHEYHOCTM:
GecKOHEUHbIe 3aauy, 11eJIM, CBEPILIEHNS, UCTUHbI, KUCTUHHbIE 1IeH-
HOCTU», TIOAJIMHHBIE GJyiara», aGCOMIOTHO 3HAUMMbIE HOPMbI — OHU
00s13aHbI CBOVMM BO3HMKHOBEHMEM IPEKIE BCErO MpeobpasoBaHMUIO
yejioBevecTBa Garogapst punocodun u ee umeanbHocTaM. Hayunas
KYJIbTYpa IOf, UAeeli 6eCKOHEYHOCTM O3HAYaeT, CIeJOBaTe/IbHO, pe-
BOJTIOLIMOHMU3MPOBAaHME BCEI KYJIBTYPbl ¥ BCErO Criocoba ObITUsT ye-
JIOBeYeCTBa KakK CO3[alolero Kyiabrypy. OHa O3HavYaeT Takke peBO-
JIIOLIMIO B TIOHMMAaHUM MCTOPUUHOCTH.

I'pekam mpucCyIl, YHUBEPCATbHBIN («KOCMOJOTUYECKUII») UHTE-
pec B UMCTO TEOPETUUECKO YCTAHOBKE — U HOBbIe (hOpPMbI COOOIIIE-
CTBa B HayKe. TeopeTuueckasi yCTaHOBKA MIMEET CBOe MCTOPUUECKOe
MpoucXoXkaeHne B huaocodum rpekos.

YcTaHOBKa, TOBOPSI BOOOIIE, BhIpaskaeT YCTOWUMBBIN CTUITb BO-
JIEBOM SKM3HM — B HAIpaBJIEHUM BOJM U MHTEpeca, B MMOCTAHOBKE
1ejiei, caMoy KYJIbTYPHOM [OeSITeJbHOCTM. B TakoM yCTONYMBOM
CTUJIE KaK XapaKTepHOM >KU3HEHHOM (opme KakuM-I1ubo ob6pasom
MPOTEKaeT OIpeae/ieHHasl JKU3Hb, U3MEHSETCS KOHKPETHOE KYIlb-
TYpHOE comep>kaHue B OTHOCUTETBHO 3aMKHYTOM MCTOPUYHOCTMU.
B omnpenesieHHOI yCTaHOBKE YeJIOBEUECTBO BCErNa KMBET B CBOEM
oIrpefeIeHHOM MCTOPMUYECKOM IMosioskeHni. Ero skusHb Bcerma ume-
€T HOPMAaTUBHbI CTIJIb ¥ COOTBETCTBYIOIIYIO FOPM30HTHOCTh. Crie-
JIOBaTeJIbHO, TeopeTunyecKass yCTAaHOBKA B ee HOBOI (opme cBsi3aHa
C TIpekHEeM, eCTeCTBEHHO YCTAaHOBKOW. B yHMBepcasbHOM pac-
CMOTpEHUY UCTOPUYHOCTY UeIOBEUECKOTO ObITHSI BO BCEX €ro 00-
IIIECTBEHHBIX (POpMaxX M €ro MCTOPUUECKUX CTYIEHSIX OOHapYKM-
BAeTCs, YTO B CYIIHOCTHOM OTHOIIIEHMM 3Ta YCTAaHOBKA SIBJISIETCS
MIepBOI U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, UTO IMPUCYILNIA €/ HOpMaTUBHbIN CTUJIb
YeJIOBEYECKOTO OBITHS U O3HAYAET MIEPBYIO TOPU3OHTHOCTbD.

& sk o3k

MBeI roBopuM, mpomosikaeT I'yccepiib CBOM pacCysKIOeHMsT, O «ec-
TECTBEHHOM YCTaHOBKE», 06 YCTAaHOBKE IepBOHAYajIbHO €CTEeCTBEH-
HOJ JXKM3HM, O TIEPBOI eCTeCTBEHHOM (opMe KYJIbTYpPhI: BbICILIEN MU
HM3IIeN, pasBuBalollelics uam 3actoiiHou (S. 326 u manee). Bce
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OCTaJIbHbIE YCTAHOBKU 3aBUCSIT OT €CMECMEEHHOl, SIBISISICh ee Tpe-
ob6pasoBanusaMu. KoHKpeTHee roBOpsl, B UCTOPUUECKH (HaKTHUECKOM
yeJIOBeYeCTBE HEOOXOOMMBIM O6GpPa3soM J[JO/DKHA BO3HUMKATh ecTe-
CTBEHHAs] YCTAHOBKA Ha OCHOBE KOHKPETHO CJIOKMBLIENCS BHYTPU
CUTYallU — K OTpelesIeHHOMY BPEMEHHOMY MOMEHTY JOJIKHBI BO3-
HMKAThb MOTUBBI, KOTOpbIe BHAUYaJle MOTUBUPYIOT OTAEbHbIX JIIOAEN
1 COO0OIIeCTBa BHYTPH UeJIOBEUECTBa, MobyKaast K UX Ipeobpa3oBa-
Hmto. Kak ciemyer xapakrepusoBaTh CyLUTHOCTh M3HAYaIbHOM yCTa-
HOBKM, UCTOPMYECKM OCHOBHOM CIIOCO0 UesI0BeYeCKOTO ObITHS?

Jliomu Bcerga >KUBYT O6bEOVMHEHHbIMYM B CEMbIO, PO, HAlMIO,
a 3TU MOCJIeAHME TIOAPA3IEISIOTCS Ha YacTHbIe coobiecTsa (S. 327).
EcrecTBeHHas sKU3Hb XapaKTEPU3YETCS KaK HaMBHAsI, IPSIMAast JKMU3Hb
B MUpe, KOTOPbI/i B M3BECTHOM Mepe OCO3HAETCS KaK YHUBEPCAJIb-
HbIII TOPU3OHT, KOTOPBIN IIPM STOM He SIBJISIETCS TeMaTU3MPOBaH-
HbIM. JK13Hb Bcerma MMeeT Ty WIM MHYIO HaIllPaB/IeHHOCTh, HalpaB-
JieHa Ha HeYTO KaK Ha IIeJIb UJIM CPEeNCTBO, HA OTHOCUTEbHOE WU
6e30THOCUTEIbHOE, Ha MHTEPEeCHOe WM Ge3pa3TnyHoe, Ha 4YaCTHOE
UM OOIIIEeCTBEHHOE, Ha TIOBCEJHEBHO TPeOyIoIleecs Wi Ha pobu-
Barollleecss COBEPIIIEHHO HOBOe. BCE 3TO 3aKkiiouaeTcsi B MMPOBOM
TOpU30HTE, OJHAKO TpebyeTcss OCOOBbIM MOTUB, UTOOBI ITOHSTHOE
B TAaKOV MMPOBOJ SKU3HU MPUIIJIO K TOMY, YTOObI CAMOMY CTaTb MMU-
POBOM TEMOIA, IPUBJIEYDb ITPOYHBIN MHTEPEC.

3nech, ofgHako, Tpebyercst Gosiee mompobHOe pasbsicHeHue. Ort-
JleJIbHbIE JIFOM BKITFOYEHBI B YHUBEPCATbHOE JKM3HEHHOE COOOILIECTBO
(HalMIO), TIPM 3TOM OHM UMEIOT CBOM TIPUPOMHbIE MHTEPECHI, & TaK-
5Ke — MHTepeChl MHAVBUIYAIbHbIE; OHM HE MOTYT MX IPOCTO MOTEPSITh
HU TIpM KaKUX OGCTOSITENbCTBAX. JJIS KaXKIOro 3TO Obl 3HAUWIIO Tiepe-
CTaTh CYILIECTBOBAaTb B TOM BUJIE, B KAKOM OH CYIIECTBYET OT POXKIE-
Hus (S. 328).

Bo3sMokHbI [1Ba City4asi: JiMOO MHTEPEChl HOBOW YCTAaHOBKU
MPETEHIYIOT Ha TO, YTOOBI CITY’KUTb €CTECTBEHHBIM >KM3HEHHBIM
MHTEepecaM WM — YTO B CYIIHOCTM OFHO M TO K€ — eCTeCTBEHHbIM
mpakTMKaM. Torma HOBast YCTAHOBKA CaMa SIBJISIETCS MPaKTUYE CKOIA.
OHa MOXXeT MMETb CMbICJI, aHAJOTMYHBIN MPAKTUUYECKONM YCTAaHOB-
Ke MOJIMTMKA, KOTOPBbIM KaK HaIMOHAJIbHBIN (DYHKIVIOHED B CBOEI
MPAKTUKE XOUYET CIIYKUTh BCEM — @, CJIeOBAaTeNIbHO, TaKxkKe U cebe.

10, mpaBna, MPUHAIJIEKUT K Chepe ecTeCTBEHHON YCTaHOB-
KU, KoTopast nauddepeHIpyeTcs MO OTHOIIEHMIO K pPasJIMYHbIM
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TUIIAaM OOIIEeCTBEHHOI'O WIEHEeHUS U B JeMiICTBUTEIbHOCTU SIBJISIETCS
VMHOM JIJIST «YIIPaBJISIIOIIMX OOIIIECTBOMY, UEM JIJIST «TpaxkaaH» — oba
[mocnemHux TepMmmHa], padymeeTcsl, B3sITbl B Haubosee BceobieM
CMbICJIE.

AHaJiorusi, BO BCSIKOM CJTyyae, JeJaeT MOHSITHBIM, UTO YHUBEp-
CaJIbHOCTh MPaKTMUYECKO}M YCTaHOBKM HM B KOell Mepe He HOJIKHA
BbIpa)kaTh 3aMHTEPECOBAHHOCTU U 3aHSITOCTM BCEMM OTHETbHBIMMU
Y YACTHBIMM LI€JIOCTHOCTSIMM BHYTPY MUPA, UTO, COGCTBEHHO, ObIIO
6b1 HembIcIMMO. OHa YHMBEPCAIbHA, HO B 0COOOM CMBbIC/IE — TIPU-
CylIlla BCEM, HO He HaIlpaBjIieHa Ha BCE.

Kpome mpakTnueckoii yCTaHOBKM BBICIIIEN CTYMEHY CYIIECTBYET eIlle
MHasE BO3MOYKHOCTb M3MEHEHUS] BCEeOOLIell eCTEeCTBEHHON YCTaHOB-
Ku- teopetruueckass ycranoBka (Ebenda; paspsaka I'yc-
cepiis).

TeopeTuueckast yCTaHOBKa, XOTS U SBsIeTCsl MpodeccroHaIbHOM
YCTaHOBKOM, COBepIIeHHO HempakTuueckas. OHa OCHOBBIBAeTCS
Ha BOJIEBOM «3IOX3» OT BCSIKOJ €CTeCTBEHHOM YCTaHOBKM U 6j1aro-
Japsi 9TOMY Tak)Ke OT [BCSIKOM YCTAaHOBKM,| CTOSIIEN Ha BBICIIEN
CTYTIEHM TIPAKTUKM, CTysKaIllell eCTeCTBEHHOM XKU3HM B paMKax €ro
COOCTBEHHOM MPOGheCCUOHATBHON SKU3HNU.

Hapo ckasarp, uto Gsaromapsi STOMYy HET UM Peuy HM O KaKOM
OKOHYATEJIbLHOM «OTPBbIBE» TEOPETUYECKOM SKM3HU OT MpaKTHde-
CKOI1, COOTBETCTBEHHO, O pacrajie KOHKPETHON SKU3HU TeopeTuKa
Ha JBe Tapa/UlejibHble ¥ He CBSI3aHHbIE MEXIY COOOM KMU3HEe-Iesi-
TeJIbHOCTY, UTO O3Havajo Obl BOHUMKHOBEHME IBYX JTYXOBHO He CBSI-
3aHHBIX KYJbTYpPHbIX cdep. 160 BosMOkHa TpeThsl (hopmMa yHUBEP-
casibHOM ycTaHoBKM (S. 329) (1o cpaBHEHMIO C eCTeCTBeHHO (yH-
IMPOBAaHHOM PEJIUTMO3HO-MUGMUUECKOM YCTAHOBKOM M, C OpPYrou
CTOPOHBI, TEOPETUUECKOM YCTAaHOBKOM) — a MMEHHO: COCTOSIINIA
B [Tlepexofie OT TEOPETUUECKOM K IMPaKTUYECKOV YCTAaHOBKE OCY-
e CTBJISTIONIUICS CMHTE3 IBYCTOPOHHMUX MHTEPECOB — U TaKUM 06-
pasoM, YTO BO3HMKAIOIIAS B 3aMKHYTOM €OVHCTBE M IIPU «IIMOXI»
OT BCSIKOM ITPAKTUKU Teopus (YHUBEpPCAIbHAs HayKa) MPU3BaHa K TO-
My (M B TEOPETMYECKOM IOHMMAaHUM OHA camMa OOHAPYKMBAET CBOE
MpuU3BaHKe), YTOOBI HOBBIM CIIOCOO0OM CITYKUTh UeJIOBEUECTBY, B KOH-
KpeTHOM 37ech-6b1Tyy (Dasein), sKMBYIIIeMY eCTeCTBEHHOI KU3HBIO.
STO NMPOUCXOAUT B popMe HOBOM MPAKTUKM, TPAKTUKU YHUBEPCAJIb-
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HOV KPUTUKM BCEN SKU3HM U BCEX JKU3HEHHbIX 1[JI€l1, BCEX BBIPOCIIINX
Y3Ke U3 JKM3HU UeJIOBEUECTBa KYJIbTYPHBIX GOPM 1 CUCTeM, a 6aro-
Iaps 3TOMY — KPUTHMKM CAMOTO YeJIOBEYECTBA M PYKOBOASILIUX UM
SIBHO WJIM CKPBITO IIeHHOCTeli. Peub maeT o mpakTuke, KOTOpas Mpu-
3BaHa K TOMY, YTOObI Gy1arofapsi yHMBEpCaJIbHOMY HAyyHOMY Pasymy
TIONHATh YeJOBEUECTBO K KOPEHHOMY M3MEHEHMIO — 3Ta MPaKTUKa
criocobeTByeT GOPMMPOBAHNIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTY abCOIIOTHOTO TeO-
peTmyeCKoro IIOHMMaHMs.

OpHako [0 3TOrO0 CUMHTE3a TEOPETUYECKOM YHMBEPCATBbHOCTU
M YHUBEPCAIbHOM 3aMHTEPECOBAHHOCTY IIPAKTUKY CTOUT, OUE€BUTHO,
JIPYTOJl CUHTE3 TEOPUM U MPAKTUKM — & UMEHHO OLIEHKAa Pe3y/ibTa-
TOB TEOPUM, OrPaHUUYEHHBIX, NTePeBOIAIINX YHUBEPCAILHOCTb TEO-
PETUYECKUX MHTEPECOB B CIEIMAIM3UPOBAHHbIE YACTHbIE HAYKU
B MIPAKTHKE €CTECTBEHHON XXU3HU. 3[eCh, CJIeIOBATEIbHO, COEAVHS -
IOTCSl TIePBOHAYA/IbHAS €CTECTBEHHAs! YCTAHOBKA U TEOPEeTUYeCKast
ycraHoBka (S. 329).

KoHeuHO, BO3HMKHOBEHNE TEOPETUUECKOI YCTaHOBKY, KaK U BO-
o0111e BCSIKOE MCTOPMYECKOe CTaHOBJIEHMe, VIMeeT CBOK (akTuue-
CKYI0O MOTMBALIMIO B KOHKPETHOM CBSI3U MCTOPUUECKUX COOBITUIA.
LleHHbIM B 5TOM OTHOILEHWUN SIBJIIETCSI OOBSICHEHME TOTO, KaK U3 (op-
MbI ¥ SKM3HEHHOT'O TOPU30HTA €BPOIIeiicKoro yeyioBevectsa B VII B.
[mo H.3.], B OOIIEHUM C BEJIMKUMU U YK€ AOCTUTIIMMU BBICOKOI

KY/IbTYDPbI HALMSAMY, yCTaHaB/IMBaercs |[...]" B OKpyKaroIem ux Miu-
pe U cHavaja MOXKeT CTaTb OObIYHOM (POPMOI ITOBEeIeHMs MHAUBUIA
(S. 331-333).

YOMBUTEIbHBIM KOHTPACT MeKOY IpeNCcTaB/leHneM O MUpe
U TeCTBUTETbHBIM MUPOM — [IPUBOAUT K| BOSHUKHOBEHUIO BO-
mpoca 06 MCTUHE; C/IefoBaTeNbHO, [peub uaeT| He O MOBCEMHEB-
HOM MCTMHE, a 00 UAEeHTUYHOM, BCeoOlle3HauMMOi MCTUHE, UC-
THUHE B cebe.

K Teopetnueckoii yctaHoBKe ¢huaocoda MpUHAIIEKUT, CIem0-
BaTeJIbHO, TO, YTO OH IIOCTOSIHHO ¥ IPEK/IE BCETrO PEIaeT ITOCBITUTh
CBOIO JKM3Hb 3ajaye TeOpuM — CTPOUTH TEOPETMYECKOe ITO3HaHMe
Ha TEOPEeTMUYECKOM >Ke IMO3HaHMM. B OTHeNbHbIX JIMYHOCTAX, KakK
B Dasece, Harpumep, BO3HMKAET G1aromaps STOMY HOBOe uejioBeue-
CTBO; [TOSIBJIIIOTCS | JIFOIV, KOTOPBIE CO3MAI0T PUI0COPCKYIO KU3Hb,

I CnoBo HanucaHo Hepa36opuuBo B pykomucu. — Ipumeu. cocm.
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dbwrocodnio Kak HOBYIO KyJIbTYPHYIO (hOpMYy, ITpeBpallias ee B Mpo-
(eccuro. [ToHATHO, UTO 3aTeM BO3HMKAET HOBast popMa COOOILeCTBa.
OTU umeasbHble (GOPMBI TEOPUM TEPEXKUBAIOTCS U MEPEHUMAIOTCS
B MTOCJIEMYIONIEM TepeskuBaHuMu U BocmpousBemenuu. OHU BemyT
K COBMECTHOM paboTe, K B3aMMHOJ TOMOIIM MOCPEACTBOM KPUTH-
ku. Crositye BHe — He GUIOCOdBI — CTAHOBITCS BHUMATEbHBIMU
K 3TOV 0C000Vi HesiTeIbHOCTU U ee cTpemyeHusM. OHM WM caMu
CTaHOBATCS pumocodamu, Win — eCu OHU CJIUIIKOM TTOBSI3aHbI ApY -
MMM TPOGEeCcCUsIMU — COUETAIOT C HUMM M3ydeHue (uiocodumn.
3mech, OMHAKO, KPOETCS MCTOK CTAaBIIErO 3aTeéM TaKMM POKOBBIM
BHYTPEHHEro packojia HapOAHOTO eNVHCTBA Ha 0OPA30BaHHbIX U HE-
0b6pasoBaHHbIX. HO oueBMIHO, 3Ta TEHIEHIUS HE MMEeeT HalMOHAJIb-
HbIX rpanuil. ([IpormycTuM MHTEpecHOe, HO YacToe B JAHHOM CBSI3U
paccyknenue ['yccepsnst o ToM, Kakoe 3HaueHMe MMeeT pasHooGpa-
31€e HAI[M}, BOBJIEUEHHBIX B 3TU KOHKPETHO-MCTOPUYECKME MPOIIeC-
Cbl paHHero pasBuTus huiocodbnn.)

®umocodust, pacIpoCTpaHsBIIAsICS B popMe MCCaeqoBaHus U 06-
pa30oBaHMs, OKa3bIBAaeT IOBOMHOE AYXOBHOe Bo3mericTBue (S. 333).
Bo-nepBbix, Hanbojiee CyleCTBEHHON B TEOPETMUYECKOM YCTAaHOB-
Ke ¢pUI0copCKOro uejgoBeKa SBJSIETCS CBOeOOpasHas YHUBEPCAJIb-
HOCTb, KPUTUYHOCTh YCTaHOBKM ITOBEIEHMS — HY OIHO IMPENB3SITOE
MHEHMe, HM OfHa Tpafuiys He 6epyTcs Kak HeCOMHEHHBIE.

ITOo yKe He TOJIbKO HOBAasl TTO3HaBaTe/IbHasl YCTaHOBKA. B cumy
TpeboBaHMs TIePEKPbITh COBOKYITHYIO SMIIMPHUIO MAeaJIbHBIMU 1 He-
0OYCJIOBJIEHHBIMM MCTUMHAMM BCKOPE BO3HMKAET AAJIeKO BemyIInii
MTOBOPOT, M3MeHEeHMe BCeli MPaKTUKM UYeIOBEeUeCKOTo ObITHS, Cie-
IlOBaTeIbHO, BCeM KyJbTypHOM >XM3HM. OHa JO/KHA ObLIa CTaTh
He HOPMMPOBAHHOM TOBCENHEBHOI SMIIMpMEN U Tpamuiineir, HO —
OOBEKTMBHOM MCTMHOM. Tak uaeasbHasi MCTMHA CTAaHOBUTCS abCco-
JIIOTHOM II€HHOCThIO, KOTOpas B 06pa30BaTeIbHOM OBUKEHUU Bjle-
yeT 3a co60 M3MeHeHMe MPaKTHK.

Ecnu Bceobiiiast uaest UCTUHBI B cebe CTAaHOBUTCSI YHUBEPCAJIb-
HOJM HOPMOJ BCEX OTHOCUTEJIbHBIX VICTUH, UCTUH CUTYalUM, TO ITO
KacaeTcs TakKKe BCEX TPAAMIIMOHHBIX HOPM — HOPM IpaBa, Kpaco-
ThI, 11€J1eCO00PAa3HOCTH, JIMUHBIX IIeHHOCTeN (S. 334).

CiemoBaTesibHO, BO3HMKAaeT OCOOOe 4esloBeuecTBO M 0cobast
SKM3HEHHAsI TTpodeccusi — OMHOBPEMEHHO C CO3[JaHMEM HOBOM KYJIb-
Typbl. @unocodckoe mosHaHME MMUpa CO3maeT He TOJNbKO 3T
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crienduyeckme pesysabTaThl, HO U (GOpMUPYeT 0Coboe uesioBeye-
CKOe TIOBe[ieHNe, KOTOpOe 3aTeM BTOPraeTcsl BO BCIO MPAKTUUECKYIO
SKU3Hb, CO BCEMU €ro TPeOOBaHMUSIMMU U LIEJISIMMU.

O6pasyercs, yrBepkaaer ['yccepsb, HOBoe uenoBedecTBo (Men-
schentum), MOKHO cKas3aTb — COOOGIIECTBO, OObEAVHEHHOE MIeaTbHbI-
vy uHTepecamu. O6pa3oBaHMe U PacIpoCTPaHEHVe ITUX HOPM BeOeT
He IPOCTO K IIPeo6pasoBaHMI0 «KHOPMAJIbHOM» JKU3HM TOCYHAPCTBa, HO
¥ K BHYTPEHHEMY PacKOJTy IIeJIOCTHOCTM HAlMOHAJIbHOM KYJIBTYPBI.

O6pasyeTcst 0c060€e KM3HEHHOE COOBIECTBO JIIOIEN — «HOBOE
u BHyTpeHHee» (eine neue und innige Gemeinschaft) (S. 334) -
C UMCTO «UeabHbIMU MHTEpecaMu». Bosbliioe 3HAUeHUe IJIS SKU3-
HM YeJIOBeUeCTBa IIPMOOPETAIOT 3TU JIIOOM, KOTOphIE JIIOOIT (Pujio-
coduIo, JKUBYT €IMHOM CTPACTbIO K 001aCTU MUIEN, KPUTUUECKON UX
HaIlpPaB/IEHHOCTBHIO.

«BmobaBok K 3TOMY TYT MpOOMBaeTcss Heobxoaumass TeHeH-
1M1 — CTPeMJIEHNE U Jlajiee CIIOCOOGCTBOBATDh a/IbHENIIIEMY paciiBe-
Ty UHTepeca» He-bua0codOB, K BOBJIEUEHNIO BCE HOBBIX U HOBBIX
«He(hMUIO0COPCTBYIOIIMX JUIYHOCTEN B COOBIIECTBO (rI0CO(CTBYIO-
mx» (S. 334), a B KOHEUHOM CUeTe BTOpP;KEHME B «JIBMKeHMe oopa-
3oBaHus» (Bildung - B 1IMpOKOM CMBIC/IE STOTO CJIOBA).

[He] ymoBnerBopeHHbIe Tpamuumeii M GmiocoMCKY MbICSIINE
6GOPIOTCST APYT C APYroM, U 60pbba 3Ta, ONpeneseHHO, OTPaXKaeTCs
B mo/mTtudeckonn cdepe. ITostomy mpecnenoBanust ¢uiocodos
MMeJIM MEeCTO C CaMOIo ee 3apokiaeHus. VM Bcé-Taku ugeu ObLIU
CUJIbHEEe, UEM BCE TIOJIUTUUECKIME CUJTTBI.

IIBe BO3MOXKHOCTM OTHOIIEHUSI humocodunu K Tpaguiuu: OT-
BEPTHYTH ee JIMOO MepeHsITh ee CofiepsKaHue U ImepeBecTi ee B che-
py dutocodckoit upeanbHoCTH (S. 335).

B xome BceoO6iiiero mporiecca uaeanu3anyy, KOTOPbIA UCXOOUT
ot pwiocobun, gaske bor craHOBUTCS «IOTMGUIIMPOBAHHBIM», HO-
cuUTesieM «abCoJTIOTHOTO Jioroca» (peub UIeT O MOHOTEUCTUYECKUX
peIUTUSIX).

BosHukHOBeHME TYXOBHOM EBpOIBI KaK «CBEpXHAIMOHAIBHO-
CTM» — TIPOLIECC COBEPIIIEHHO HOBOTO Buaa (S. 336-337). Peub umer
He IIPOCTO O COBMECTHO JXU3HM HallMiA, BAUSIOIIMX APYT Ha Ipyra
yepe3 60pbOy B 9KOHOMIUYECKOM Ccepe, HO 0 HOBOM, BOSHUKAIOILIEM
n3 ¢uaocoduu M MPUMBIKAIOIIMX K HEM HaykK, Jyxe CBOOOMHOI
KPUTUKU Y HOPMMUPOBAHMSI IO OTHOIIIEHMIO K 6eCKOHEUHBIM 3a7jadaM.
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OH moguMHSIeT YeJIOBEYECTBO M CO37aeT HOBble, OECKOHEUHbIE Miea-
Jibl. DTO OTHOCUTCS M K OTHEeJIbHOMY YeJIOBEKY BHYTPM Haluw,
U K CaMO¥ HaLWN.

B sTtom umeasbHO OpMEHTMPOBAHHOM BCEOOBEMIIIOIIEM OOIIIe-
cTBe GmIoCcod MMeEET «PYKOBOASIIYI0 GYHKINIO» — QYHKINIO CBO-
GOIHOTO ¥ YHUBEPCATBHOTO TEOPETUUECKOTO OCMbBICIEHNS, KOTOpast
OXBaTbhIBaeT BOEAVMHO BCE MOEaJIbI M BCEOOLIMI Maeas, CJIeAoBa-
TeJIbHO, YHMBEPCYM BCceX HOPM (S. 336). Dumocod MOCTOSHHO MMe -
€T TPUMEHUTETHbHO K E€BPOIE/ICKOMY UeJIOBEYeCTBY CBOIO (PyHK-
1110 — ObITH APXOHTOM BCETO UeJIOBEUECTBaA.

Ho wmbl, mpomosskaet ['yccepiib, 06S3aTe/TbHO TOIKHBI KOCHY Th-
Cs1 Ype3BbIUAiHO pPacCIpOCTPaHEHHbIX HeOOopasyMeHui M Ipenpac-
CYAKOB, KOTOpbIE UepIIaloT CBOIO CWJIY M3 MOIHBIX MpenyOeskIeHmii
" ux (paseonorumn.

B coBpemeHnHOI1 06CTaHOBKE TOCHOACTBYET «3aIlyTaHHBIN» pa-
[[MOHAJIN3M, a TaKKe [AAJIEKUE OT KUSHU TEOPUM, B KOTOPbIX MHTEJI-
JIEKTYaJM3M IPEBPATUIICS B MHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHbIN CHOOM3M (S. 337).
He o3HauaeT Jiu 9TO, UYTO CHOBA XOTAT BO3BPATUTHCS K TOMY POKOBO-
My 3a0JyKIEHMIO, UTO HayKa JejiaeT 4ejioBeKa MYApPbIM, UTO OHa
[IpM3BaHa K TOMY, YTOObI CO3aTh «MCTMHHOIO», VIOBIETBOPEHHOIO
yeioBeka? Kro ellle cerogHsl MpuHMMAaeT BCepbe3 TaKue MBICU? —
BO3MyIIaercs ['yccepib.

OTOT yIIpeK, MIPU3HAET OH,

MMeeT CBOe OTHOCUTEJIbHOE IMPaBo s CTYMeHu pa3BuTHs EBporibi
¢ XVII po xonua XIX B. Ho cOGCTBEHHO CMBIC/IA MOETO M3JIOKEHMS
OH He KacaeTcs. MHe KaskeTcs UTO s, SKOObI peaklMOHep, 3HAUM-
TeJIbHO 60Jiee PEBOIIOIMIOHEH, UEM Te, KTO CETOIHS Ha CJI0BaX BELYT
cebs pagyKaabHO. S Takke yBEpeH, UYTO €BPOMENCKUIT KPU3UC KOope-
HUTCS B 3aIlyTaHHOM paumoHanusMme. Ho 51 He mpuaepskuBaloCh TOTO
MHEHM, YTO pallMOHAJIM3M KaK TaKOBOIL/’I SBJISIETCSI «3JIOM» UJIU UMe -
€T TOJIbKO TIOAUMHEHHOe 3HaueHVe B YeJIOBEUECKOM CYIIeCTBOBAHUU
(Ebenda).

PanyoHaIbHOCTH B TOM BBICOKOM ¥ MCTMHHOM CMBICJIE, O KOTOPOM MbI
3[ech ¥ TOBOPUM, B KauecTBe rpeyeckoit Gpuiocodun crana mumeaaom.
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Ona HyKmaercs, Npapha, elle BO MHOTMX pasbSICHEHMSX, HO OHA
JIOJKHA OBITh pa3BMUTa 3peibIM criocobom [S. 337],

yTBepskaaet ['yccepib.

C [pyroy CTOpPOHbBI, paccykmaer I'yccepsb, Mbl CKJIOHSIEMCS
K TOMY (M HEMEIIKMIT MIeaan3M B 3TOM BO33PEHUU SIBJISIETCST HAILIMM
IaBHUM ITpeNIIeCTBEHHUKOM), UTO (OpMbI pasBUTUS ratio B Kaue-
CTBe pamyoHaym3Ma 3moxu IlpocBelieHuss ObLIM 3a6TyKIEHNUEM,
XOTSI ¥ BIIOJIHE OObSICHMMBIM.

Pazym - mmpokoe mnoHsaTie. COINIaCHO XOpPOIIEMY CTapoMy
OIpefe/IeHNIO, YeJIOBEK SIBJISIETCS PasyMHBbIM JKMBBIM CYIIIECTBOM;
M B 3TOM IIIMPOKOM CMBbICJIE U TIaITyac SIBJISIETCS YeJIOBEKOM, a He JKU-
BOTHbIM. OH MMeeT COOGCTBEHHbBIE LIEJM U [ECTBYET OCMBICIEHHO,
PasMBIIILISIS O MPAKTUYECKUX BO3MOSKHOCTSIX.

[To oTHOIIEHNIO K TAaKOMY CIIOCOOY MbIC/U ¢punocogckull pa-
3yM — HOBasl CTYTIEHb.

CryIieHb 4eJI0BeUeCKOro OBITUSI M UAEAJbHbIX HOPM IO OTHO-
IIIEHNIO K OECKOHEYHBIM 3aJlayaM, CTyIleHb ObITUS sub specie aeter-
ni, BOSMOXKHA TOJIbKO B aOCOJTIOTHOV YHUBEPCAJIbHOCTH, 3aK/IIOYEH -
HOM M3HaAUaJIbHO B ujee puocodum (S. 338).

YuuBepcaibHast Gbumocodust Co BCeMy OTAebHbBIMY HayKaMu CO-
CTaBJIsIeT, TIPaBIa, YaCTHOE SIBJIEHNME eBPOIEICKON Ky/bTypbl. Ho cMbIc
BCETO €ro M3JIOKeHUsl, moguepkuBaeT ['yccepsib, COCTOUT B TOM, UTO
3Ta YacTb €CTh «IEMCTBYIOIIMI LIEHTP», <MO3[», OT 340POBOTO (HYHK-
IIVOHMPOBAHMST KOTOPOJ 3aBUCUT TIONJIMHHAS, 3H0POBasi eBpOIeicKast
TYXOBHOCTb. «YesIoBeueCTBO BBICIIIEN YeJIOBEUHOCTH, UM PasyM, Tpe-
6yeT, CJIenoBaTeIbHO, MOMJIMHHONM dutocodum» (S. 338).

3mech, OMHAKO, 3aK/IIOYAETCS M OMACHBIM MYyHKT. B oTHOIIEHun
¢mocodbuy Mbl JOIDKHBI OTYET/IMBO PasiMyarh Gumocoduio Kak muc-
TOpUYECKUI (HAaKT KaKOro-Mbo BpeMeHU U (Pryiocoduio Kak UIEH,
uael0 6eckoHeuHbIX 3amau. Kakas-imbo MCTOpUYEeCKy IeCTBUTEIIb-
Hasg dumocodust IBIIeTcs 6ojiee UM MeHee YHABIIENCS TOIbITKON
OCYIIECTBUTh PYKOBOJSIIIYIO MIeI0 6eCKOHEUHOCTH U TIPU 9TOM JIasKe
BCEOOIITHOCTY UCTUHBI. VIMEHHO MpaKTUUeCKMIA Meal B 9STOM YCMOT-
peHMM ellle He SIBJIIETCS SICHBIM U OIpeleIeHHbIM, OH BOCITPUHUMA-
€TCSl B MHOTO3HAUMMOW BCEOOIITHOCTM.

[To T'yccepmio, ecTh peasibHasi yrposa BMAacTb B OJHOCTOPOH-
HOCTb ¥ MPEKIEBPEMEHHYIO YIOBIETBOPEHHOCTD, KOTOPast 060paym-
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BaeTCd IPSIOYIIMMM MIPOTUBOpeuMsMu. IIpy 9TOM MMeeT MeCTO KOH-
TPacT MEXKIY OTPOMHBIMM MPETEH3USIMU TeX WM UHBIX humocod-
CKMX CHCTEM, KOTOpbIE HETEPIIMMBI IPYT K APYTY, a TaKKe HeoO6X0-
IVMOCTb — U, YBbI, OTIACHOCTD — CIeIVaIA3alVN.

Tak, OMHOCTOPOHHSIST PAIOHATILHOCTh MOKET CTaTh 3/I0M. MOK-
HO TaKKe CKas3aTh: K CYIITHOCTM pasyMa MPUHAIJIEXKUT TO, UTO (GUIIOCO-
(bl MOT'YT MOHSATD ¥ BBIMOJHUTb CBOIO GECKOHEYHYIO 3a[jauy CHauaia
TOJIbKO B aGCOTIFOTHO HEOOXOIMMOM OMHOCTOPOHHOCTH — UTO SIBJISIETCS
He 3a0Ty3KaeHeM, HO HeoOxonmmbM myTeM. Heo6xommMmocTs 1yist ¢hu-
socoda — MOHATb VICTUHHBIN CMBICT (pusocodum, BCeOOITHOCTh Gec-
KOHEYHOT'O ropn3oHTa. Hu omHa mo3HaBaTesbHas JIMHUS, HY OfHA OT-
IenbHAsE MICTMHA He JTOJDKHA abCOMTIOTM3MPOBAThCS M M30JIMPOBATHCS.
TosbKO B 3TOM BBICITIEM CAMOCO3HAHMM, KOTOPOE CaMO CTaHOBUTCS OT-
BeTBJIeHeM OeCKOHEYHOV 3amaun, (Guaocodus MOXKET BBINOJHUTD
CBOIO (DYHKIIMIO, TIPOJIOKUTH ITYTh K cebe camoit 6yiarogapst 3SToMy 1cC-
TUHHOMY YeJIoBeuecTBY. ToNbKO Gsiaromapst 3TOM MOCTOSIHHOM peduiek-
CUBHOCTU (mtocodust SIBNISIETCS YHUBEPCATbHBIM TIO3HAHVEM.

51 ckasan: myTh Gutocoduu mposieraeT yepes HaMBHOCTb. 3IeCh Clie-
IyeT TONBEPrHYTb KPUTMKE TaK BBICOKO IMPOC/IABJIEHHBIN UPPALMO-
HaJIM3M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, HAMBHOCTh TOTO PALMOHAJIM3Ma, KOTOPbIA
MPOCTO MpUUUCSET cebst K GMa0Cco(PCKOli palOHaTIbHOCTH, HO SIBJISI-
eTCsl XapaKTepHbIM 11151 Bceii Gutocobym HoBoro Bpemenn, HaumMHast
¢ smoxu PeneccaHca ¥ IpMHMMAETCS 3a [eCTBUTEIbHbIN, CleqoBa-
TeJIbHO, 38 YHUBEPCAJIbHBIN paunoHaamsm (S. 339).

Hamn6osee o6iiiee HasBaHMe 3TOM HAMBHOCTU — OOBEKTUBM3M, OPOpPM-
JIEHHBbII B pas/iMuYHble TUIIBI HATypajM3Ma, HaTypaaM3alyi IyXa.
Crapble ¥ HOBbIe GUIOCOGBI OBLIM M OCTAIOTCSI HAMBHBIMU OOBEK-
TuBucTamu. Hemenkuit umeanmnsm co BpemeH KaHTa cTpacTHO ske-
JIaJ1 TIPEOOIeTh HAMBHOCTD, CTABLIYIO YPE3BBIYATHO OILYTUMOMN —
He GYI[Y‘II/I B COCTOSAHUM OOCTUTHYTH B ,ZleI./JICTBI/ITeJ'IbHOCTI/I CTelleHn
BbICIIIEN pedIIEKCMBHOCTHM, PEIIArIIeN JJ11 HOBO (hOpMbI (hMIJIOCO-
(1M 1 eBpOIIeiiCKOTO YeioBeueCTBa.

O ecmecmeeHHOll, HAUBHOLI yCMAHOBKE Yesioseka Mugonozuue-
CK020 hepuoda — TPOCTO GepeTcss MUp B IPOCTPAHCTBE ¥ BpeMeHM
(S. 340).

CHayaJia 3TO OCTaeTCsI M B TEOPETUUECKOM YCTAaHOBKE: HEIPM-
YacTHOe co3epiianne pasmMmdosorn3upoBaHHoro Mmupa. dumocodust
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BUIUT B MUpPe YHUBEPCYM CYILMX, U MUP CTAHOBUTCSI OOBEKTUBHBIM
MMPOM B TIPOTMBOBEC IPENCTaBIEHUSIM O MUpPE, U3MEHSIOIIMMCS
B 3aBMCUMMOCTY OT OCOOEHHOCTe CyObeKTa, MCTUMHA CTAHOBUTCS
OOBEKTMUBHOI UCTUHO.

Tak dwrocodus HaumHaeT Kak Kocmojtorust. OHa cHavaja, pa-
3yMeeTCsl, B CBOEM TEOPETUUECKOM MHTEpece HarpaB/ieHa Ha Teylec-
HBIVi MU B TeJIECHOM (opMe HaIMUHOTO OBITHS.

Jltofy, >KMBOTHbIE HE TPOCTO SIBJITIOTCS TE€MaMy MBbIIIUIEHMS],
HO B HaIlpaBJIeHHOCTM MCCJIENOBATEISI HAa OKPYXKAKOIIUIA MUP OHU
TIPOSIBJISTIOTCSI KaK HEUTO TeJIECHO Cylllee, M Gyaromapsi STOMy — Kak
peasIbHOCTM, TMOMUMHEHHbIE YHUBEPCAIbHBIM MPOCTPAHCTBEHHOCTY
" BpeMeHHOCTU. Takum o6pasoM pacCMOTPEHHbIE, BCE TYIIIEBHbIE CO-
OBITHSI, COOBITUSI KAKOrO-JIMOO $1 — OIBIT, MBIIIJIEHNME, 3KejIaHue — 00-
JIagaloT U3BECTHOM 0O0BeKTUMBHOCThIO. OOI1IeCTBEHHAs KU3Hb, JKU3Hb
CeMbM, HAPOAOB M T.J. KOKETCS PaCTBOPUBIIIENCS B OTOEIbHBIX MH-
IVBUAAX KaK MCUXOMU3NUECKUX OOBEKTaX; MYyXOBHAs CBS3aHHOCTh
6rarogapsi ICUXoduU3NUeCKoii Kay3aJbHOCTM YCTPaHSET UUCTO Y-
XOBHYIO CBSI3aHHOCTb, BTOpraercsl ¢usmyeckas npupoma. Vcropu-
YeCKUI XOI PasBUTHMSI TIpemonpenesieH 6jaromapsi 5TOM YCTaHOBKE
Ha okpysKatommii Mup (S. 340).

V3Ke TOBEPXHOCTHBIN B3IJISII, HA TE€JIECHOCTD, HAJIMYHYIO B OKPY-
SKaIOIIeM MMpe, TTOKa3bIBAEeT, UTO MPUPONA €CTb rOMOTe€HHOe, YHU-
BepcajibHOE, B3aMMOCBS3aHHOE I1eJI0e, «MUP IJIsI Ce6s1», OXBAUEHHBIN
MIPOCTPAaHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHBIM €VHCTBOM, Pasae/IEHHbIM Ha OT/IeJIb-
Hble Bellly, ONpeAessIolye IPyr Ipyra Kay3aJbHo.

OueHb CKOpO OBLIO CHIEJIAHO HOBOE OTKPBITHE: IpeomosieHyne
KOHEYHOCTM KaK ysKe OObeKTUBHOM «B cebe», OCMBICJIEHHON IIPUPO-
IIbI, KOHEYHOCTM — HECMOTPS Ha YyKe OTKPBITYI0 6eCKOHEUHOCTh!
Brlsa OTKpbITa 6ECKOHEYHOCTh — BHaYasIe B (hopMe Maeaan3upoBaH-
HbIX TeoMeTpuueckux o6beKToB. [Ipupoma, mPOCTPaHCTBO BpeMs
CTAHOBSITCSI TPOCTEPTHIMU B OECKOHEUHOCTb.

W3 mcKycCcTBa MMOJIEBOTO M3MEPEHMST BOSHUKAET reoMeTpusl, U3 UC-
KyCCTBa cueTa - apudMeTHKa, 13 MOBCEIHEBHON MeXaHUKU — Me-
xaHMKa Maremaruueckas (S. 341). Bnarogaps qpeBHel MaTeMaTu-
Ke COBepIlIaeTCsl OJHOBPEMEHHO IIePBOE OTKPBITHE 6€CKOHEUHOTO
ugeasa ¥ OECKOHEUHBIX 3a7ady. JTO OCTAeTCs M Ha BCcE Gosee
MO3IHME BpeMeHa JOCTUKeHMeM HayKu. Kak Bo3meicTBOBasl TO-
IIa yCIexX 3TOTO OTKPBITUSI (hU3MUeCKO 6eCKOHEUHOCTY Ha Hay4-
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HOe OBJIaJleHMe MYXOBHOM cdepor? B ycTraHOBKe Ha OKpysKaio-
IIUIA MUP, TIOCTOSIHHO OOBEKTUBUCTCKOM, BCE TYXOBHOE BBICTY-
MaeT KaKk MOAUMHEHHOe TICUXUUYECKON TejaecHOCTu. M3 sToro cie-
IyeT mpeobiafaHue eCTeCTBEHHOHAYUYHOrO CIOCO6a MbIIIIEHNS
(marematuueckuit nerepmuunsm Jemokputa). Co Bpemenu Cokpa-
Ta YeJIOBEK KaK JIMYHOCTh CTAHOBUTCSI TEMOM MbiluieHus. Ho ye-
JIOBEK, MPaB/a, OCTAETCS MOIAUMHEHHBIM OObEKTUBHOMY MMPY (Kak
y Ilnatona u Apucrorers).

37ech CTaHOBUTCS OLIYTMMBIM 3HAUMTENIbHbIA PACKOJI: YeJIOBEK IIpH-
HaJIJIEKUT K YHMBEPCYMY OOBEKTMBHBIX ()aKTOB, HO B KauecCTBe JIMY-
HOCTH, 51, 4esloBeK MMeeT 1ie/M, HaMepeHysl, HOPMbI TPafMLVIM, HOP-
MBI MCTVHBI — BeUHble HOPMBI [S. 342].

HoBoe Bpems Biieuer 3a co00I1 B3/IeT eCTeCTBEHHOHAYYHOTO MO3HA-
HMSI, €T0 BAMSHUS Ha MccienoBaHue nyxa. OmHa M Ta ke Kaysaslb-
HOCTb, TOJIbKO PAaCKOJIOTast HagBoe, oxBaThiBaeT Myp. CMbIC/T palyo-
HaJIbHOTO O6BsICHEHMS ofyHakoB. Ho mpy 9ToM Bce OObSICHEHUS Y-
Xa, XOTs OHU ¥ YHUBEPCATbHO pumocodckue, BeOyT K HuU3MIeCKOMY.

OTOT OOGBEKTMBM3M, WIA 3TO NCUXO(PU3NUECKOE MOHMMAaHME MUDPa,
HECMOTPSI Ha CBOIO KaXKYIIYIOCSI HECOMHEHHOCTb, 00/1afiaeT HauBHOM
OMHOCTOPOHHOCTBIO. PeasbHOCTDb IyXa, KaK SIKOObI MPUCOeAVHEHHOTO
K TejlaM, ero MHMMOE IIPOCTPaHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOE ObITHE BHYTPU
TIPUPOMBI eCTb Geccmbicauiia (S. 342).

«3mech O Halley mTpoGseMbl Kpusuca», — roBopwi ['yccepib
B «BeHckoM fmokame»,

Ba)KHO II0Ka3aTh, KaKk IPOMCcXoamT, uTo HoBoe BpeMsi, Tak ropausliiee-
€Sl Ha MPOTSKEHMM CTOJIETUIA CBOMMM TEOPETMYEeCKMMM U IpaKkTuye-
CKVIMM YCIIeXaM}, B KOHIIe KOHILIOB CaMO BIIaJaeT B PacTyLIyIO HeYHo-
BJIETBOPEHHOCTb, Jake OILIYIIAeT CBOe IMOJIokKeHMe Kak OeCTBeHHOe.
Bcem Haykam coobijaeTcst 3Ta Hyk/la, B KOHEYHOM CueTe KaK HyK7a
B MeToze [Ebenda].

[Tpobnema, mo I'yccepsio, BOSHMKAeT M3 HaMBHOCTH, C KaKOW OOb-
eKTMBMCTCKAsl HayKa MPMHMMAET 3a YHUBEPCYM CYIIIETO TO, UTO OHA
Has3bIBaeT OOBEKTUBHBIM MMUPOM, — He obpalllas BHMMAaHMs Ha TO,
YTO CO3[alolas HayKy CyObeKTMBHOCTb He MOKET 3aBO€BaTh CBOU
MpaBa HU B KaKO¥ OOBEKTUBHOM HayKe.
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B ecTecTBeHHO-HayYHOM MCC/IENOBAaHMM TPUHMMAETCS KaK HEUTO
caMo cobo¥ pasyMerolleecs, YTO BCE TOJbKO CYObBEKTMBHOE JTOJIK-
HO ObITh MCKIIOUeHO. OTHOBPEMEHHO MPUHMMAETCS, YTO MCKJIIIO-
yaeMoe GU3UKON CyObeKTUBHOE NODKHO OBbITh KaK MCUXUYECKOoe
UCKJTIOUEHO U B TICUXOJIOTMM, TIOHATOM Kak Mcuxodm3ndeckast Icu-
XOJIOTHSI.

Ho ecrecTBoucmbITaTeNb HE MPOSICHSIET IS Ce6S1 TOTO, UTO IMO-
CTOSTHHBIM (DYHIAMEHTOM €ro CyOBeKTUBHOV MBICIUTENLHON Pabo-
ThI SIBJIIETCSI OKPY>KAIOIIUI KMU3HEHHbIT Mup (S. 343), UTO OH IO-
CTOSTHHO MPEATIOC/IaH KaK MoYBa, Kak paboyee 1oJie, IO OTHOIIEHUIO
K KOTOPOMY TOJIBKO ¥ MMEIOT CMBICJI €r0 BOIPOCHI, €r0 METO/bI.

Korma craHoBuUTCS YSI3BMMOM IS KPUTMKM Ta BakKHENMIIAs
YacTh METOMA, KOTOpasl BeJET OT CO3epIIaeMOro OKPYSKAIOIIEro Mu-
pa K MIeaJbHbIM MaTeMaTM4ecKVM OObeKTaM M K MX MHTEepIpeTa-
MM KaK OOBbEeKTUBHOTO OBbITHUSA?

[TepBoe mpeoGpasoBaHue KacaeTcs (OpPMYJ, B KOTOPBIX pac-
CMaTpUBaeTCs UAEATM3UPOBAHHOE ¥ HAMBHO OOBEKTUBMPOBAHHOE
dusnueckoe. Ho kak Gopmysibl, MaTeMaTnueckye 06beKTbI BOOOIIE
MOJTYYalOT CBOJ CMbBIC HA OCHOBE JKM3HU U CO3epIIaeMOTr0 OKpY’Ka-
IOLEr0 MMpa — OO 3TOM MbI HMYEro He 3HaeM. TakuM 06pasoM,
OMHIITENH pedOpMUPOBAJI HE TO MPOCTPAHCTBO U BPeMs], B KOTO-
PBIX Pa3BePThIBAETCS HAllla OOBIYHAS SKM3Hb.

Marematueckoe €eCTeCTBO3HaHME OOJIaJaeT YaMBUTEIbHON
TEXHUKOM, O KOTOPOJ1 paHee Hejb3s 66110 ObI M MeuTaTh. OHO — Kak
IesSITeIBHOCTD — SIBJISIETCS TpUyMbOM YesioBeueckoro ayxa. Uto ka-
CaeTcs, OfHAKO, PAIlMOHAJIBHOCTM €ro METOOOB M TeOpUii, TO OHO
COBEPIIEHHO OTHOCHTEeIbHO. OHO yyKe MpearoJiaraeT MOJIOKEHUe
06 OCHOBaHMM, KOTOPOE IMOJIHOCTBIO JIMIIIEHO JEICTBUTENbHOM pa-
IIMOHAIbHOCTU. 3a0bIBasi O CO3EPIIAEMOM MMPE, O TOJIbKO CyOBheK-
TMBHOM B HAay4YHOJ TeMaTu3allui, OHO TaKKe 3a0bIBaeT O CaMOM pa-
6oTaroleM CybobeKTe; IO3TOMY CaM yUeHbIli He CTAHOBUTCSI TEMO
Hayku. [IoaTOMYy ¥ palMOHAJIbHOCTb TOYHBIX HAyK KaK Obl CTOUT
B OIHOM PSITy C PallIOHAJIbHOCTBIO ETUITETCKUX MTUPAMMU/I.

[TpaBaa, co BpemeH KaHTa MbI 061amaeM cOOCTBEHHOM TEOPUEN
MMO3HAHUS, OMHAKO, C IPYTOM CTOPOHbBI, BOSHUKAET IICUXOJIOTHS, KO-
TOpasi MpeTeHIyeT Ha eCTEeCTBEHHOHAYYHYI0 TOYHOCTb KaK HaykKa
0 nyxe.
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Ho wnallla Hamekga Ha MeViCTBUTEIbHYIO PalliOHAJIBHOCTb, TO
€CTb Ha JelCTBUTe/IbHOe TIOHMMaHMe, 30eCh COBEpIIEeHHO He pea-
ymsyetcs. [Icuxonoru He 3amMevaloT, YTO OHM BOBCE He MpuOKa-
IOTCS K caMUM cebe KakK JIe/CTBYIOIIMM YUEHbIM M K OKPY>KaloIeMy
SKM3HeHHOMY Mupy. OHM He 3aMevaloT, YTO OHM C HEOOXOOMMOCTHIO
MPEIIOChUIAIOT CaMMX CeOs KaK OOIIeCTBEHHBIX JIIOMEN OKPYsKalo-
IET0 MMUPA ¥ MCTOPUUYECKOTO BPEMEHU — YK€ MOTOMY, UTO OHMU
XOTSIT MOCTUTHYTb «MUCTUHBI B ce6e» KaK 3HAUMMOM BOOOIIE IS
KakIoro. B 4acTHOCTM, TEMHBIM M [ayke MMUCTUYECKUM OCTAIOTCS
HEeHTpa/IbHbIe i1 dumocodum (M APYTrUX HAYK) MOHATUS «IyxXa»
(Geist) u TyxXOBHOTO.

[TpepBy Ha BpeMsi CBOe pacCMOTpeHue «BeHcCKoOro mokiama»
I'yccepnsi, uToGBI chenarh 3aMedyaHue s uutareneir. Cremyer
yuecTb: gokaag ['yccepsst Obla mepenosiHeH (MOACTEerMBaeMblii BCE
60Jj1ee IPO3HBIMU COIATbHBIMIM COOBITMSIMM) ITOHSITHBIMY M OIIPaB-
IaBLIMMMCSI OTIACEHUSIMM YUEHOTO, UTO TOTJa €My IMpeNCcTaBUIICS,
10 CyTH, MOCJIeqHMII Tiepen BTopoii MupoBOi BOMHOI Cydaii OT-
KPBITO MOAEUTHCS C KOJUIETaMy MHEHUSIMU O BHYTPUGUIOCODCKUX
IYXOBHBIX, TEOPETUUECKUX MpobieMax 1 3aborax. 160 ckopo OHU
JIeICTBUTEIBHO CTAaHYT COBCEM (BbIpaykascCh cyioBamy Hwiiie) «He-
CBOEBPEMEHHBIMM PA3MBbIIILIEHUSIMIAY . . .

[TosTomy, B 4aCTHOCTM, OH HAIIOMHMJI KOJUIeTaM O TaKMUX CBO-
UX JAaBHUX TPEBOTax, KaK HapacTaHUe «ICUXOJOru3Ma» — Ha (oHe
3aKOHHbBIX, BIIPOYEM, 3aIIPOCOB IICUMXOJOTUUECKMUX MCCIIeIOBaHMIA.
BepHeMcst K TyCCepeBCKOMY TOKIaTy.

Bnaromapst cBoeMy 06bEKTHBM3MY TICHMXOJIOTHSI, paccyskaaet I'yc-
cepiib, He MOXKET CIejlaTb CBOEN TeMOM «OYIIYy», KOTOpasi BCE ke
ectb §1, mevictByroiiee u crpapatoiiee. OHa MOXKET 06BEKTUBUPO-
BaHHO OOCYXIaTh OIIEHMBAIOIIME TEPEKUBaHMUS M BOJIEBbIE MM-
ITYJTbChI, BKJIIOUEHHBIE B TEJIECHYIO JKM3Hb; MOXKET AeJIaTh 3TO TaK-
5Ke TI0 OTHOIIEHWIO K IIeJISIM, IIEHHOCTSIM, HOPMaM, MOKET IejiaTh
pas3yM " CBO€Ii TEMOIA.

Ho mpu 3TOM MOUTHM HOJHOCTBIO YIIYCKAeTCS U3 BUAY, YTO MC-
TUHHAS IeATeIbHOCTh MCC/Ieq0BaTe s, HallpaB/IeHHas: Ha MCTUHHbIE
HOPMBI, Y3Ke MPeAIoaraeT 3T HOPMbI, UTO OHM He IPOCTO BbiBeMe-
Hbl 13 (akToB. Bo BCSIKOM ciydae, 31eCh OIIYIIAETCS TPYOHOCTb
(u3-3a HUX BCIIBIXHYJI paHee CIIOP O IICUMXOJIOTU3ME).
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Ho ¢ ncuxonormnueckum 060CHOBaHMEM HOPM, IIPEX]IE BCETO —
HOpM [JI1 UCTUMH B cebe - ellle HMUYero He cuenaHo. Bcé 6Gonee
Hacmoltiuusoli, cuumaem Iyccepnb, cmanosumcs nompebHOCMb
8 pecpopme eceti ncuxonozuu Hosozo epemenu. Ho ellie He 6bLIO
MOHATO, — W3-32 CBOero OOBEeKTUBM3MA, [mcuxosorusi| Boobie
He MOoJoIIUIa K COOCTBEHHO CYILIHOCTH [yXa, — YTO COBepIlaeMoe
€l0 M30/IMpOBaHMe «OOBEKTMBHO MBICJIAILErO OyXa» U TICUXOJIO0-
rMyecKMe IepPeToIKOBaHMS ObITHMS JIIOIel B OOIeCTBe SIBJISTOTCS
3a6/Ty>KIeHUEM.

Koneuno, oHa paboTra/ia He HaIpacHO ¥ MPaKTUUYECKM yKaszaia
Ha MHOTMe IleHHble aMIupuueckue mpasusia. Ho oHa, mo I'yccepiio,
TaK >Xe MaJiO SIBJIIeTCS OeVICTBUTEIbHOM IICUXOJIOreN, KaK ¥ Mopa-
JIUCTUKA — C IOCTATOYHO IIEHHBIMM TTO3HAHUSMY — He SIBJISIETCS Hay -
KOM O MOpaJIn.

[ToBciomy B Hallle BpeMst €CTb CBU/IETETbCTBA HACTOSTEIbHOM MOTPe6-
HOCTY TOHMMaHUs Ayxa. I1oYTM HEBBIHOCMMONM CTAaHOBUTCSI HesiC-
HOCTb METOIMYECKOTO U (DaKTMUECKOrO OTHOIIEHMST MEXKIY €CTECTBO-
3HAHMEM U HayKamu o ayxe (S. 334).

HunbTeil, OMMH U3 KPYIHENIINX MTpeICcTaBUTesIeN HayK O AyXe, IoTpa-
TUJ BCIO CBOIO >KM3HEHHYIO 3HEPIMIO Ha OOBSICHEHME OTHOIIeHWI
NpUPOIbI U Ayxa, Ha OOBSICHEHME IOCTVSKEHUI TMcuxodm3nyecKoin
TICUXOJIOTMU, KOTOpasi, KaK OH TMoJiaraj, JOJ/DKHA ObITh IOIMOJHEHa
HOBOM OIMCATEIbHOW Y aHAJUTUYECKON TICuxoyoruein. Yeuamst Bun-
nenbbaHaa, Pukkepra, K COXXaJIEHNIO, He TIPUBEIM K JKeJIaeMOMY MTOHM-
MaHMIO, ¥ OHM, KaK ¥ BCE, OCTAJNCh B IJIeHy O6BbEKTUBMU3MA; U COBEP-
IIIEHHO TPaBbl HOBbIE ped)OpMaTophl B IICUXOJIOTMM, KOTOPhIE MOJIarakor,
YTO BMHA JIEKUT Ha JJOJITO FOCIOACTBYIONIEM MPEAPACCyIKe «aTOMU3-
Ma» ¥ YTO HOBOE BPeMs! MPUAET BMECTE C ICUXOJIOTUEN 1EIOCTHOCTUA
(S. 334).

Hacrymaer paspylieHne IyaJuCTUYECKOTO MPENCTaBIEHUS O TPU-
poze 1 IyXe, O ABYX PaBHOIIEHHBIX PeabHOCTSIX.

Oyx M maxe TOJAbKO OyX e€CTh B cebe caMOM u
OJs caMoro cebs cyumui, sIBAsiercsa cBoeobpas-
HO OGBITUMCTBYIOINIMM M MOXET B 3TOM cBoeobpa-
3UU, U TOJBKO B HEM, pacCMaTpPMUBAThCSI UCTUHHO
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panuoHaJbHO, B OCHOBe cBoeii HayuduHO (S. 345; pas-
psanka ['yccepnst).

Yro KacaeTcs mpupombl B €e eCTeCTBEHHOHAYYHO MCTUHE, TO OHa
TOJIBKO IIO BUMAOAVMMOCTU CaMOCTOSITEJIbHA M TOJIBKO IIO BUAOAVMOCTU
MIPUBOOUTCSI B €CTECTBOSHAHUM K PalMOHAIBHOMY IMO3HaHMI0. V60
MCTUHHAS MPUPOIA B €e eCTeCTBEHHOHAyYHOM CMbIC/IE eCTb CO3/a-
HIMe MCCIIEAYIOUIEro IPMpPONyY Ayxa U, C/iemoBaTeIbHO, IpeArosiara-
eT HayKky o ayxe. Jlyx Mo CYIIeCTBY CBOEMY CIIOCOOEH K HayYHOMY
CaMOIIO3HAHMIO.

..."2 Ho Tonbko kxorga BpeHTaHo BrepBble MOTpe6oBas pasBy-
BaTh ICUXOJIOTUIO KaK HayKy 00 MHTEHLMOHAIbHBIX MTePeXXUBAHMUSIX,
6bLIT JJaH TOJYOK, KOTOPBIM MOT ObITh pa3BUT Hajee (XoTs caM bpeH-
TaHO He IIPeooJie] OObEKTUBM3M U IICUXOJOTUUECKUI HATYPaIu3M).

PaspaboTka [eiiCTBUTEILHOIO METOMA AJIsI IOHMMAaHUST CYIIHO-
CTN oyXa B €ro MHTE€HUMOHAJIbHOCTU, M UCXOOsd U3 3TOrO — IJIA II0-
CTpPOeHMs1 IPOHOJIKAIOIIENCSI B 6€CKOHEUYHOCTb AHAJIUTUKM [IyXa,
IIOJKHA ObLIa BeCTH, 110 TBepIOMY YoexxkmeHuto ['yccepss, K TpaHC-
LIeHIeHTa/IbHOM (DeHOMEHOJIOT M.

Harypamicruyeckuit 06beKTUBU3M U BCSIKMIA OOBEKTUMBU3M BOOOIIE
OHa IIPEONOJIeBAET eAVMHCTBEHHO BO3MOYKHBIM CIIOCOG0M — Giaromapst
TOMY, 4TO (HPMUIO0CODCTBYIOIINI UCXOOUT U3 CBOEro S Kak MCIOMHUTE-
JIS1 BCceX CBOMX (DYHKUMIA, IT0 OTHOLIEHMIO K KOTOPBIM OH CTaHOBUTCS
YMCTO TeopeTuveckuMm HabmomarteseM. B aToit ycTaHOBKE OH [JIO-
CTUraeT BO3MOSKHOCTY MOCTPOUTH abCOJIIOTHO CBOEOOpasHYIO HAyKy
0 nyxe B (opMe MOCIeN0BaTeTbHOTO CAMOIIOHVIMAHUS Y TIOHMMAaHUSI
MMpa KaK TYXOBHOM AeSITeTbHOCTM.

Jlyx B Hell He eCTb AyX B IIPUPOJE WIM HAPSIAY C Hell, HO cama Ipupo-
Jla TIepeBOIUTCS B AYXOBHYIO cdepy [...]. «5I» Torma Toxe He SIBJISI-
ercsl GoJblile M30JMPOBaHHOM BELIbI0 HApSLy C OPYTMMM BeIaMu
B MPeNIaHHOM MMpE, & B GBITUM C OPYTUMU CYILECTBOBAaHUE JIMUHO-
CTY, VHOVBUAA KaK Obl IPEKPAIaeTCs B MOJIb3Y BHYTPEHHETO CYIle-
CTBOBaHMS C APYTVIMM U /IS APYTUX. DTY TeMy He MOXKET UCUEpPIaTh
HM OmMH JoKjaf, (S. 346).

Ratio, koTopoe Tenepp SBsIETCS TPOGIEMOIL, €CTh HE UTO MHOE, KaK
IEICTBUTEbHO PpaguKaJIbHOE U [NECTBUTEIBLHO YHUBEPCATbHOE

'2 3HaK MHOTOTOUMSI CTOMT B pyKomucu. — Ipumeu. cocm.
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caMoOCMbIC/IeHMe AyXa B (opme HayKu, B KOTOpON GOPMUPYETCS
HOBBIN1 06pa3 HayuHOCTHU. S ybexneH, [nuier ['yccepsb,| uTo MH-
TeHIIMOHa/IbHAs (PeHOMEHOJIOTHS BIIepBbIe JejlaeT AyX KaK IyX 06-
JIACThIO CMCTEMATUYECKOTO IMO3HAHMSI M Oyaromapss 3TOMY OCY-
IIECTB/ISIET TOTAJIbHOE TepedopMyIMpoBaHyue MO3HABATEIbHON 3a-
JIaun. YHMBEPCATbHOCTh aOCOMIOTHOTO JyXa OXBaThIBAET BCE CyIIlee
B €ro abCoJTIOTHONM TOPM3OHTHOCTH, KOTOPOMY TOAUYMHEHA TTPUPOaa
Kak o6pasoBaHMe ayxa. TpaHClleHaeHTalbHast (heHoMeHo oM 671a-
rogapsi CBOEMY MCXOTHOMY ITYHKTY M METOMY BIIEpBbI€ OCBEIaeT
910. CTAaHOBUTCS SICHBIM, UTO HATypaJIM3M HEeM30eKHO M3BpalllaeT
IIYXOBHYIO 1eATeTbHOCTH (S. 347).
Teneps 'yccepib B cBoeM «BeHCKOM IOK/Ia/ie» MOIBOIUT UTOTH.

Cr0J1b MHOTO 06CYKIaeMblii CETOMHSI, TIPOSIBJISTIOIIMIACS B 6eCUMCIeH -
HBIX CMMIITOMAaX PacKojia KM3HU «KPU3UC €BPOIENCKOTO OBbITUS» He
€CTh TeMHAas Cyab6a, HEU3OEXKHbBIV POK, HO OH CTAHOBUTCS MTOHSITHBIM
¥ 0BGO3PUMBIM Ha OCHOBe (GMIOCO(PCKM pacKpbIBaeMOV TeIe0JIOrUn
eBporerickon ucrtopun. [IpeAarnocbUIKOi 3TOro0 MOHMMAHUS — JOJIKHO
MpeXkae BCero CTaTh NMoHMMaHue (eHoMmeHa «EBpoma» B ero 1eH-
TPaAJIbHOM CYIIHOCTHOM 3HAUMMOCTU. UTOOBI GBITb B COCTOSIHUU IIO-
HSATh YyOOBUIITHOCTb COBPEMEHHOrO Kpusuca, moHssTue «EBpo-
IMa» OO/DKHO ObITh paspaboTaHO KaK MCTOpMUUYeCcKas TeJjaeo-
Jjorus OeCKOHEUYHBIX pasyMHbIX lejiei. JJODKHO ObITh SICHO TOKa-
3aHO, KaK EeBPOIeNCKMii MUP ObLT POKIEH M3 pasyMHONU UOEH, T.e.
u3 myxa purocodpun. «Kpusmuc» MOsKHO TOKasaThb 6oJjiee OTUET/IUMBO,
MPEeACTaBUB €ro B BUIE KaKyIIErocs KpYIIeHUs palluMoHa-
nu3Ma. Ho ocHOBa 111 OTKasa OT palMOHAJIbHOM KYJIbTYPhl 3aKJIIO-
YaeTcs, OMHAKO, HE B CaMOVi CYIIIHOCTM pallMOHa1M3Ma, HO B €ro BbI-
POKIIEHVMM, «OBHEIIHEeHU U», B €ro IpeBpallleHny B <«HATypa-
JIU3M» U «06bekTHBU3M» (paspsaka ['ycceprs).

Kpusuc eBporieifickoro uejgoBeuecTBa MMeeT TOJIbKO JIBa MCXOMa: T'-
6esib EBpOITBI BOMpeKy ee COOGCTBEHHOMY PallMOHATLHOMY SKMU3HEH-
HOMY CMBICJTY, BIIaieH/€ B COCTOsSIHMe, Ie OymeT yTpaueHa BCsIKas
IYXOBHOCTb — WJIM BO3poykaeHue EBpormbl n3 myxa ¢guaocodun 6ma-
romapsi Tepou3My, OKOHYATeJIbHO ITPeONOJIEHHOMY HaTypaJM3MOM.
Haubonbiieit onacHocToio 111 EBpombl siBasieTcst yeranoctb. Ecn
MbI, KaK «JI0OpbIe eBpOMNeNIbl», OymeM GOpPOThCS MTPOTUB ITON OIac-
HOCTM ONACHOCTENM C TOM CMeJIOCThIO, KOTOpasi He CTPAIIUTCS Aake
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OGeCKOHEUHOM OOpbObl - mozda u3 paspyuumenbHo20 Hesepusl,
UepHO20 O2Hsl COMHEHUS 8 uen08eueckom npussanuu 3anada, us nen-
Jaa 6onvwioll ycmanocmu Bo3pomguTcs «DeHMKC» HOBOI JKM3HEHHOM
CUJIBI ¥ OMYXOTBOPEHHOCTY KaK 3aJI0T BEJIMKOTO YejIoBEeYeCcKoro 6y-
myiero. 6o Tonbko myx 6eccmepreH (S. 348).

OT1o 60 BhImarolieecs (uiocodckoe mpenBumenue I'yccep-
ss1. OH, TIO CYIIECTBY, IPEACKa3al — B UX CYMME — Te MPOTUBOPEYM -
Bbl€ MPOIIECChI, KOTOPbIE CJIYUMIIMCh UYTh MO3Ke, Korma B EBporie
CoBepIIMIach MO30pHast MUpoBas BoyHa. M Korpa, Kak B Halll JTHUA,
EBpomna omare CcTOuT Iepen BHIGOPOM OCO3HATh CBOKO MCTOpUYE-
CKYI0 cyabOy - Tiepef, JIMIIOM HEBUIAHHBIX MCTOPUUYECKUX YIPO3
SIIEPHOTO BPEMEHM.

Cnucok smreparypsbl / References

Aptemenko, Haranbs. «[Ipegucnosme x nybmmukanym: Hemnmu Motporm-
soBa. “Pykonmcn. @parmeHThl HA6POCKOB K JiekuysaM 1980-x romos” ».
Horizon. @enomenonozuueckue uccnedosarus 14, Ne 1 (2025): 371-
380. https://doi.org/10.21638/2226-5260-2025-14-1-371-380.

(Artemenko, Natalia. «Preface to the Publication: Nelli Motroshilova.
“Manuscripts. Fragments from the Lecture Notes of the 1980s”».
Horizon. Studies in Phenomenology 14, No. 1 (2025): 371-380.
https://doi.org/10.21638/2226-5260-2025-14-1-371-380 (in Russian)).

MorpoumuioBa, Hemm. «Pykomucu. @parmMeHTbl HAGPOCKOB K JIEKIVISIM
1980-x romos». [TogrorosneHo k nmybaukaiyuyu HaTanbeit ApremeHKo.
Horizon. ®@enomenonozuueckue uccnedosarus 14, Ne 1 (2025): 381-
393. https://doi.org/10.21638/2226-5260-2025-14-1-381-393.

(Motroshilova, Nelli. «Manuscripts. Fragments from the Lecture
Notes of the 1980s». Horizon. Studies in Phenomenology 14, No. 1
(2025): 381-393. https://doi.org/10.21638/2226-5260-2025-14-1-381-
393 (in Russian)).

Kiile, Maija. «One Hundred Years of Phenomenology in Latvia: 1920-
2020». Horizon. Studies in Phenomenology 10, No. 1 (2021): 15-44.
https://doi.org/10.21638/2226-5260-2021-10-1-15-44.



	Современная западная философия
	Elective Empiricism or Parsimonious Pyrrhonism? Vetting van Fraassen’s Voluntarism
	§1. Introduction
	§2. Pyrrhonist Tropes and the Dilemma of the Criterion
	§2.1. The Pyrrhonian Dilemma of the Criterion
	§2.2. Recent Neglect of the Pyrrhonian Dilemma of the Criterion
	§2.3. The Pyrrhonian Dilemma of the Criterion contra Coherentism and Foundationalism
	§2.4. The Regress of Levels of Epistemological Analysis
	§2.5. Pyrrhonism’s Basis Step

	§3. Constructive Empiricism and Pyrrhonian Scepticism
	§3.1. A Brief for my Case
	§3.2. Some Significant Contextual Points

	§4. van Fraassen’s Empiricist Stance
	§4.1. The Core Contention of Constructive Empiricism
	§4.2. Van Fraassen’s Understanding of Science
	§4.3. Explanations and Why Questions
	§4.4. van Fraassen’s Infallibilist Blunder

	§5. Van Fraassen’s Sceptical tropes
	§5.1. Empirical Adequacy versus Theoretical Truth
	§5.2. van Fraassen, Empiricism and Scientific History
	§5.3. The Revolution in History and Philosophy of Science
	§5.4. van Fraassen’s ‘Pragmatic’ Incursion
	§5.5. van Fraassen’s Concession to ‘Subjectivism’
	§5.6. van Fraassen’s ‘Phenomenology’ of Science
	§5.7. van Fraassen’s ‘Pragmatic’ Perspective
	§5.8. van Fraassen on Scientific Theory, Truth and Informativeness

	§6. Constructive Empiricism’s Basis Step
	§6.1. van Fraassen’s Conception of Perception
	§6.2. van Fraassen’s Misperception of Light
	§6.3. van Fraassen’s Distinction between Observation and Theory
	§6.4. van Fraassen’s View of Optical Microscopes
	§6.5. van Fraassen’s ‘Refutation’ of Scepticism

	§7. Some Concluding Meditations on Pyrrhonism & Philosophic Method
	§7.1. van Fraassen’s Sceptical Likenesses
	§7.2. Distinguishing Constructive Empiricism from Pyrrhonism
	§7.3. The Pedagogical Value of Pyrrhonian Scepticism
	§7.4. Semantic Ascent and Philosophical History
	§7.5. Philosophy and Culture

	References

	Рукописи. Фрагменты из набросков к лекциям рижского периода 1980-х гг.
	От составителя
	[Фрагмент I.]
	Тема: «Кризис европейских наук и трансцендентальная феноменология Э. Гуссерля»
	Некоторые частные проблемы в «Кризисе…»
	§ 28. Невысказанная «предпосылка» Канта: жизненный мир, имеющий само собой разумеющуюся значимость

	Заметки феноменологов «О проблематике гуссерлевского “Кризиса…”»
	Вальтер Бимель. «Решающие фазы в развитии философии Гуссерля» (доклад)


	[Фрагмент II.]
	Гуссерль об истории философии
	E. Husserl. Erste Philosophie (1923/24) Erster Teil. Kritische Ideengeschichte
	Первый раздел. Идея философии и ее историческое происхождение
	«Об исторической задаче – придать феноменологии форму развития первой философии» (Hua, Bd. VIII, Haag Martinus Nijhoff, 1959)
	Основные достижения Сократа и Платона
	Диалектика Платона и идея философской науки
	Гуссерль о Платоне
	Схема дальнейшего развития античной философии, согласно Гуссерлю
	Связь теоретического и до-теоретического познания форм
	Гуссерль об истории философии
	«Кризис европейского человечества и трансцендентальная философия»
	О положении трансцендентального Ego

	Тема «Кризиса европейских наук и европейского человечества» в феноменологии Гуссерля
	Текст по теме «Кризис»


	Список литературы / References



