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®unocodckoe coobIIECTBO OTMEUAET B 3TOM TOOY CTOJIETHMIA 106U
«BeHckoro kpyskka». VI MbI o6paiijaeMcst K 3TOi TeMe, B HEMaJIOii CTele-
HM BOOMYIIEBJISISICH TeM, Kak poBHO 20 jileT TOMy HasaJ OHa OblIa BbIHE-
CeHa Ha CTpaHMIIBI IIEPBOrO HOMEpa Halllero >KypHasia AJieKCaHIpOM
JleonupoBuuemM HukmudopoBbIM, OTHMM M3 COABTOPOB IAHHOW CTaTbyU

[Huxudopos, 2004].

BEHCKI/II7I KPYXOK - NMPOEKT MOAEPHA
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KacaBuH Unbs TeogopoBuy -
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e-mail: itkasavin@gmail.com

Hukndopos AnekcaHap
JleoHUA0BUY| - JOKTOP
dunocodpckmx Hayk,
npodeccop, FaBHbIN Hay4HbIN
COTPYLHUK.
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B cTaTbe paccMaTpuBaeTCcs OCHOBHOE MAEMHOE COoAepKaHue pa-
60Tbl cooblLecTBa y4eHbIX U dunocodos, BOWEALLIETO B UCTOPUIO
dunocodun nop, HasBaHMeM «BeHCKMIt KpyxoK». MpeacTtasutenm
3TOro 06bEAMHEHUS CBOKO [NaBHYIO METOAOOMMYECKYO 3ajady
BMAENN B JIOTUYECKOM aHa/M3e fA3blKa HayKM C LE/Ib0 yCTpaHe-
HUS U3 HETO MeTadU3UYECKMX — MCEBAOHAYYHbIX — MOHATUIA. OHU
MUCCNeAoBann CTPYKTYPY Hay4HbIX TeOpui, GyHKUMM Teopuu -
06bsACHEHME WM MpeacKasaHue, NPOLLeCChl NMPOBEPKM, MOATBEP-
KOEHWS U OMPOBEPXKEHUS TEOPUIA. MONyYEHHbIE MU pe3yabTaTbl
NONYYM/IN LUMPOKOE NPU3HAHWE, OKasanu 3aMeTHOe B/UsSHUE
Ha TeMaTUKy U CTUIb GUNOCODCKMX M Hay4YHbIX UCCAEA0BaHMIA
M 00 CUX MOP BXOASAT B y4e6HUKM No GUAocodum Hayku. YneHbl
BeHCKOro Kpy)ka o321 NepByH LLeNIOCTHYIO KOHLENLMIO Hay-
KW, KOTOpas Jana ToNHOK Moc/efyrouemy passutuio dunocodum
HayKU M MOCAYXXMAa NPUMEPOM ANS NMOCTPOEHUS aHaNOTUYHbIX
KoHUenuuit. CoumanbHO-MUPOBO33PEHYECKOM NPEANOCHIKON 3TO-
ro ¢onnocodckoro ABUXKEHUS SIBUNACL 33fia4ya CO34AHUSI HOBOTO
Hay4yHOro B3r4a Ha Mup, npoTusocToswero ¢unocodpckoMy
NneccMMM3My M aHTUCLMEHTU3MY. ITO MUPOBO33PEHME BMeCTe
C TEM He 6blJ1I0 HAMBHO-CLMEHTUCTCKUM, HO NPeACTaBAsIO COboM
CUHTETMYECKUIA NPOEKT Ha CTbIKE ecTecTBO3HaHus, dunocoduu,
MCKYCCTBa U COLMAbHOM NeAarormku.

KntoyeBble cnoBa: Hayka, dpunocodus Hayku, MeTadpusmnka, sepudm-
Kaums, 06bscHeHUe, danbcudmkaums, HaydHoe MMPOBO33peHne

© Bakanos B.A., 2024
© Kacasuu WU.T., 2024
© Huxudopos A.JL., 2024
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The article examines the main ideological content of the work
of the community of scientists and philosophers, which entered
the history of philosophy under the name “The Vienna Circle”.
Representatives of this association viewed their main method-
ological task in the logical analysis of the language of science
in order to eliminate metaphysical - pseudoscientific - concepts.
They investigated the structure of scientific theories, the func-
tions of the theory - explanation and prediction, the processes
of justification, confirmation and refutation of theories. Their re-
sults were widely recognized, set down essential influence on sci-
entific problems as well as style of philosophical and academic
studies, and are still included in textbooks on the philosophy
of science. The members of the Vienna Circle created the first
holistic concept of science, which gave impetus to subsequent
developments in the philosophy of science and served as exam-
ple for the construction of similar concepts. The socio-ideological
prerequisite of this philosophical movement was the task of cre-
ating a new scientific view of the world, opposing philosophical
pessimism and anti-scientism. This worldview, however, was not
naive-scientististic, but presented a synthetic project at the inter-
section of natural science, philosophy, art and social pedagogy.

Keywords: science, philosophy of science, metaphysics, verification,
explanation, falsification, scientific worldview

e-mail: nikiforov_first@mail.ru

B ucropun Hayku BpeMsi OT BpeMeHM POKIAIOTCS KOHIEMIINM, BIAUSHUE
KOTOPBIX TPYIHO MEPEOLIEHUTD. DTO BAUSHMUE PACIIPOCTPAHSIETCS Ha IeCs-
TUJIETHS], & TO U CTOJIETHMS BIIepe[, 3a7aBasi y3JIOBble TOUKY HAyUYHO! Me-
TOMOJIOTMH, TUIT IMCKYpPCa U MpeaMeTHble obmactu uccaeqoBanmit. Ceii-
yac, Korga MuHysMa noutu yetBepTh XXI B., MOXKHO C YBEPEHHOCTBIO
CKa3aTh, BOIIpeKy I'poMKomy 3asiBieHuto k. [Taccmopa o Tom, 4To j0TH-
YecKuit MOSUTKHBU3M «MepTB» [Passmore, 1976, p. 57], uto ogHOl U3 Ta-
KUX KOHIEMIIMIA B prytocodum 1 maske 1IMpe — B HayKe B II€JIOM, SIBUJIACh
KOHIUEMNLMS, TTPeJJIO’KeHHas! CTO JieT Ha3a[ BeHCKUM KpysKKOM. DTa KOH-
Hemnius, Kak 661 Bosposkmasiiast myx smoxu ITpocseitienus [Uebel, 1995,
p. 839], He TONBKO 3amaBasia TOH UCC/IenoBaHmii B XX B., HO U IIPeTeH-
IIyeT Ha TO, YTOOBI pacrpocTpaHuThb cBoe BimsiHMe Ha XXI B. [Kourany,
2003, p. 3].



Z@ B.A. BAXXAHOB U JIP.

dunocodpus HaykKu MPOTUB MeTaPU3UKI

Uctopusa BeHckoro Kpyskka u Tpuymda ero uaeii BOCXOAUT K Hadaly
1920-x rr.

B 1922 r. saBemyiommmM Kadenpoi ¢puaocodmu MHIYKTUBHBIX HayK
Benckoro yuuBepcurera 661 HazHaueH Mopwuir 1Inuk. To Hero aToin Ka-
dempoir pyrkoBomwi IOpHCT Max, Oj1s1 KOTOPOTO OHa M ObLIa CO3[aHa,
u JIroneur bosbivan. IIpenbicTropust Kpyskka HaumHaetcst ¢ 1907 1., Ko-
raa mpobsemsl Grtocodum Hayku cramm obcyskgath @. @pauk, I. XaH,
O. Heiipat u K. Paiimepmarictep. Cpa3sy ske mocjie cBoero npyvesna B Be-
Hy B 1922 r. lllnnk cobpan HeopMaIbHYIO AUCKYCCUOHHYIO TPYIITY, CO-
CTOSIBIITYIO M3 MaTeMaTUKOB U (DU3UKOB, IJISI OOCYKIEHMUS aKTyaJTbHbIX
HayyHbIX 1pobieM. B 1924 r. yuenmkn Llnmka Baiicman u @eirib npep -
JIOKUJIV CBOEMY YUMTEJIO OPraHM30BaThb MOCTOSHHBIN «BEUEPHUN KpY-
skok» BMecTe ¢ I. 'anom - mpodeccopom maremaruku. B Hero Bxommim
He TOJBbKO YK€ COCTOsBIIMECS yueHble, Takue Kak M. Ilmuk, I T'an,
B. Kpadr, ®@. ®pauxk, I. Tomnepi, O. Heiipar u Onbra I'an-Heiipat!, Ho
TaKyke acIMpaHThl U CTYIeHThl. B mocienytoime rogsr B Kpyskox elie Bo-
IIUTM WM OTKPBITO BBIPA3UJIM CBOIO MOAIEPSKKY €r0 KJIFOUEBBIM IIPUHIIN-
nam b. FOxoc, D. Lunb3ens, K. Menrep, 3. BptoHCBUK U (C HEKOTOPHIMU
oroBopkammn) K. I'egenb. Tak BOSHMKIIO COOOIIIECTBO YUEHBIX, B TaJIbHEN-
1IeMm, 1o npensioskeHuio Heiipara, monyunBiiee HasBaHue « BeHCKMiT Kpy-
skok» (Wiener Kreis, Vienna Circle, ganee - Kpyxkok). 9To 6bUTO yHU-
KaJIbHOE B CBOEM pojie 0ObeHeHne?,

B 1926 1. B Benckuit yauBepcutet 6bU1 MPUIVIAILIEH MOJIOTON (Guiio-
cod Kapnan. OH mpuexan ¢ pyKOIMCbIO cBoeii KHUrM «Jlormueckoe Io-
CTpOeHMe MMpa», B KOTOPOI, MPUHSIB B KauecTBe Oasuca UyBCTBEHHBIE
BITEYAT/IEHNMSI, C TIOMOIIBIO arIapaTa MaTeMaTHIeCKOM JIOTMKU KOHCTPYU-
PYET M3 HMUX OKpYsKalolmit uejgoBeka Mup. Vimenuo sty pa6ory Kaphama
u «JIoruko-¢unocodckuii Tpakrar» JI. Butreninreiinas, nepesop KOTopo-
rO Ha AHIVIMMCKMIA I3bIK C mpepycioBueM b. Paccena Boimen B 1922 1.,

1 Henb3st He OTMETUTb TOT (DAKT, UTO HA OFHOIO U3 KIIOUEBBIX MIeosoroB Kpyxkka -
Heiipara - B 1906 1. okasays mIyOOKOe BIMSHME PYCCKMII 3MUTpaHT M3 Bepnmua
I'b. Utenbcon [Freudenthal, Karachentsev, 2011, p. 113].

Vicropuyu BeHckoro Kpyskka IOCBSIIEHO MHOXecTBO Tpynos [Kpadt, 2003; Ayer,
1952; Edmonds, 2020; Misak, 2020a; Sigmund, 2017; Stadler, 2001; Zweig, 1943],
PaBHO KaK U O ero MocJIefoBaTelsIX B pasHbIX cTpaHax [cM., HampuMep: The Vienna
Circle in the Nordic Countries, 2012]. Opgnaxo B rop, korga ormeuvaercst 100-netne
CO JIHSI €r0 OCHOBaHMsI, He JIMIIHMM GyIeT HallOMHUTb ¥ 06 OCHOBHBIX BexaX UCTO-
pun Kpyskka, 1 0 xapakTepe ero BJIMSHMS Ha COBpeMeHHYIO GmIocoduio 1 HayKy
B I[€JIOM.

3 Bompoc 0 B3aMMOOTHOILEHMAX BuTreHiuTeiina 1 BeHCKOro KpyskKa sBJISeTC Ipeame-

TOM MHOTOYMCJIEHHBIX uccienoBanmii [Hasaposa, 2008].



BEHCKU KPYJXOK - ITPOEKT MOJIEPHA é

06CY;KIaMM M aHAIM3UPOBAIM UIeHbl BeHCKOro Kpyskka B Ie€pBbIe TOIbI
ero cymiectBoBanusi. B teuenue 12 net - ¢ 1924 no 1936 1. — Kaxabli
yeTBepr npoxommin sacenanust Kpyskka, xors Kapuar B 1931 1. momyumn
IOJDKHOCTD Tpodeccopa B Hemerikom yHnBepcurete [Iparm.

[Ipo6GeM, BOJTHOBABIIMX HayuyHOE COOOILECTBO B TOT MEPUOM, KOTO-
pBIM MHOT[A Ha3bIBAIOT «cymaciuenmmmMy» (demented) [Sigmund, 2017],
ObLIIO UYpe3BbIUANTHO MHOTO. Ellle He 3aTMXJM CIOPBI 110 TIOBOAY CHEIaIb-
HOJi TeOpMM OTHOCUTEJIbHOCTM A. DJHILTeNHa, a OH yyke B 1914-1915 rr.
MpeNCTaBUIT OOIIYI0 Teopuio oTHocuTeabHOCTH. K 1920-M rr. chopmmpo-
BaJICh OCHOBBbI KBAHTOBOM MEXAaHWKM, OTKPBIBILIEM YUEHBIM I€JIBIA HO-
BbIiI Mup s1emMeHTapHbIX yactuil. B 1900 r. 66U mepeoTKphIThl 3aKOHbI
HacsencrBeHHocT I. Menpgenst. C konma 1890-x rT. mpomosskamch 6yp-
Hble IMCKYCCUU TI0 MpobsieMe 060CHOBAHMS MaTEMATUKU. DTU AUCKYCCUN
ObLIV TIOPOKIEHbI OTKPBITMEM ITAPalOKCOB B Teopuy MHoxkecTB . KanTo-
pa, JIesKaBIIllell B OCHOBAaHMM BCETO MaTeMaTUUYeCKOro sHaHusl. JIJist 06CysK-
JIEHVST MHOTOUMCJIEHHBIX TEOPETUUECKMX HOBAIMI TOTO BPEMEHM YYaCTHM-
KU KPY>KKa M30payii HOBbIM 3(PGEKTUBHBIN SI3bIK, MTPEIJIOKEHHBI B TPy
b. Paccena u A. Vanrxena «IIpuniumnbl marematuku». OH, Ka3aJ0Ch, IT03-
BOJISII TPAHCIMPOBATh He BITOJIHE sSICHbIe utocodckme (MeTadusnyueckue)
MPOGJIEMBI B IJIOCKOCTb TOYHBIX PACCYXKIEHU Y KOHCTPYKIIUM, TTPUHS-
ThIX B (DU3MKO-MATEMATNYECKOM €CTECTBO3HAHUNA.

Meradusnueckue pacCyskaeHus TOH, YIJIOM 3peHMUs TIPUBEPSKEHIIEB
«TOUYHOTO» 3HAHUSI CUMTAIUCH CIIEKY/ISITUBHBIMY, HE MMEIOIMMU OTHO-
IIEHUS] K PeaJlbHOCTH, ¥ TO3TOMY OHM JOJIKHBI ObLIM TOABEPTHYTHCS
Cepbe3HOMY MepecMoTpy. 3aech 60jiee MOAXOAMIA JIMHMS, BOCXOASIIIAST
K b. Bonbiiano u @. bpeHTaHo, KOTOpBIE MPSIMO CBS3bIBAJIM MTOCTVDKEHME
PEaIbHOCTHM ITyTEM OTIbITA U MOCJIEIYIONIETO PACCYKIEHMSI, OCHOBaHHO-
IO Ha JAHHBIX, MOJYUYEHHBIX B 3TOM OmbITe. Maen BeHCKOro Kpykka
He ocTayuCh 6e3 BausHusA V. KaHTa u 1M mapasiebHO KOHIENIUSIM
HEOKAHTMAHIIEB, TTOCKOJIbKY «IIOUTM KaXkKAoe CYIleCcTBeHHOe (miocod-
ckoe HampasieHue HaunHas ¢ 1800 r. 6v110 peakumeir Ha Kanra» [Kod-
da, 2019, c. 10-11]. B TO ke BpeMs MpenbICTOPUSI KPYKKa CBsI3aHa
¢ nmparmatusMoM. Tak, Y. ITupc okasasn 6ombiioe BiusHue Ha @. Pamces
n JI. Burrenmreitna [Misak, 2016].

B 1929 r. Hanbosiee akTMBHBIE U BIMSTEJbHbIE UeHbl BeHCKOTO
kpykka (Kapuar, Heiipat u ['aH) B KOHIIEHTPMPOBAHHOM BUE B MTOKY-
MeHTe, KOTOpbIi 6bUT HasBaH Manudecrom («HayuHoe MupomoHumaHmue.
Benckuit kpyskok» Wissenschaftliche Weltauffassung — Der Wiener Kreis),
UBJIOKWIN 1I€HTPAIbHbBIE TIOJIOKEHMS CBOENM MPOTPaMMbl ¥ METONOJIOTUM
uccnenosanus [Kapuan u gp., 2005], npuuem ero mpoekT GbLT MPensio-
>KEH ¥ OCHOBHOe cofepykaHue 6pu10 Hamicano Heiiparom, a Kapuamn u INan
€ro HEMHOTO PaCIIMPUIN U OTPeNaKTUPOBaIU TpenycyioBue [ Ayer, 1982,
p. 127]. JletitmotuB MaHnudecra 3axitodaincs: B TpeboBanuu ¢umocopym
ONMpaThCsl Ha HalesKHble OCHOBAHMS, CBSI3aHHbIE C HAYKOW M €e 3MIIN-
pUYeCcKuM 06as3ncoM, a TaKKe MCITOJb30BaHUM METOMOB U SI3bIKA TOUHBIX
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HayK, He TMO3BOJISIIOIIMX IYCKaTbCS B YMO3PUTEJIbHbIE PACCYKIEHUSI O He-
KOTOPBIX abCTPAKTHBIX CYIITHOCTSIX TUIIA TPAHCIEHAEHTAJIbHOTO CyObheKTa
KanTa mmm abcomotHou uneu [eress.

Cunras TpagULMOHHYIO MeTadM3UKy 6aIacToM Hayku?, uens: Ben-
CKOTO KPY’KKa IPeJIOKMIIM METOOJIOTHIO, KOTOpast o0ecreunBaeT «Hayu-
HO€e MUPOIOHMMAaHME», — [IEHTPaJIbHBIN MyHKT «MaHudecra». Ota MeTO-
nmostorust 6a3upoBagach Ha MO3UTUBUCTCKUX MAessx Maxa, HO CTpomIach
C TIOMOIIIBIO JIOTMYECKOTO MHCTPpyMeHTapus: «IMbl 0XapakTepu30BaIu Ha-
YYHOEe MUPOIOHMMAaHME B OCHOBHOM IOCPEICTBOM ABYX OMPEessIONX
MOMEHTOB. Bo-TilepBbIX, OHO SIBJSIETCSI 3MIIMPUCTCKUM U TIO3UTUBUCT-
CKMM: CYIIeCTBYEeT TOJbKO ONBITHOE MO3HAHME, KOTOpPOe OCHOBBIBAETCS
Ha TOM, YTO HaM HEIMOCPENCTBEHHO AaHO. TeM camMbIM yCTaHABJIMBAETCS
I'paHMIIA COMEPsKAHVS JIETUTUMHOM HayKu. Bo-BTOPBIX, AJI HAYYHOTO MU-
POTIOHMMAaHMS XapaKTepHO MpUMeHeHMe OIpeleJIeHHOTO MEeTO/a, a MMeH-
HO MeTOfa JIOTMYECKOrO aHajau3a. [IpuMeHsst JJOrMyecKuil aHaIn3 K M-
MMPUYECKOMY MaTepuasry, HaydHas paboTa CTPeMMUTCS K JOCTVMIKEHMIO
cBOel Ley, K enuHou Hayke» [Carnap et al., 1929, S. 7]. Mauudecr 3a-
Bepiascst crmickoM uneHoB Kpyskka. Kpome Herpara, Kapuana u Innka
B Hero Bouuin gunocodsl I. Beprman, I. @eirnb, B. Kpadt, M. Hatkuw,
T. PapakoBuu, @. Baiicman, a takke maremaruku I. I'an, K. Menrep,
K. I'épens, O. I'an-Heitpat u ¢pusuk @. Opank. [lecaTb yuyeHbIX ObLIN
Ha3BaHbl KaK pasmessiole uuen Kpykka. Hambosee M3BeCTHBI M3 HUX
I". Peiixen6ax u K. I'pesummur (bepimn), 3. Kaina (Ounnsugms) n ©. Pam-
ceit (bpuranus). B kauecTBe BUAHBIX YUEHBIX, paOOTAIOIIMX HAJ CO3Ma-
HMEM «KOHIEMIMY HayYHOTO MUPOTIOHMMAHMS», ObLIM Ha3BaHbl A. DIH-
mrerH, b. Paccen un JI. ButreHimireis.

Hecxkonbko ymuBuTeneH TOT ¢GakT, 4YTo B uncie wieHOB Kpyskka Gbut
HasBaH ['énenb, T.K. B 1929 1. emy 6bl10 23 rofa 1 Bce ero JOCTMKEHMS,
O3HAaMEHOBABIIIME TPOPHIB B PA3BUTUM JIOTMKO-MaTeMaTUUeCKOM MBbICIHN,
OTHOCSITCS K Gosiee mo3mHemy BpemeHu. [To Bceir Bumumoct, u @. Pam-
ceyt ObUT 3auMcyieH B wieHbl Kpyskka BOIIpPEKM ero KJIIOUeBbIM YCTAaHOB-
KaM, IIOCKOJIbKY (haKTHUECKM OH Jaske «6OposICs... ¢ BeHCKMM Kpy>KKOM»
[Mucax, 2020, c. 93].

Ustenbl BeHCKOro KpyskKKa yCTaHOBMJIM TeCHble cBSI3u ¢ OBIecTBOM
sMmmpuyeckon puiaocodun, HaxomuBIMMcs B bepiuHe U Bo3IiaBisie-
mbIM I. Perixenb6axom. Jletom 1929 r. yke nmocie nyommkanuymu Manude-
cra, Menrep 1 Kapuan B 1930 1. mocetwsim BapiraBy 1 1Mo3HaKOMIINCH
c ugesmu JIbBoBcko-Bapiuiackoit mkonel®. A. Tapckuii, oguH U3 Hanbo-
Jiee BUIHBIX yUYeHbIX BO JIbBOBCKO-BaplliaBcKoil IIKoJie, HAaHEC OTBET-
Hble Bu3uThl B Beny B 1930 u 1935 rT., mpounTaB HECKOJIBKO JIEKIIMIA

4 Xors Takoe TpebOBaHME CaMO MOKET PAacCMAaTPUBATHCS KaK 37€MEHT MeTadusuku
[Wilson, 2022, p. 75].

5 O JIbBoBCKO-BapuiaBckoii mkose cm.: [Bonenbckuit, 2004; Tom6posckuii, 2015].
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no maremaruke [Xmxk, 2015, c. 650]°, a rpynna yuenbix m3 Bapiuasbl
(4. JlykaceBnu, K. Anngykesny, M. KokormHckast, 3. 3aBUPCKMii M HEKO-
TOpbIe Apyrue) ObLIM MpUIJIAIeHbl Ha KOH(GEpEeHIMM, OpraHn30BaHHbIE
Benckum kpyskkom B Ilpare (1934) u ITapmke (1935). o Busura Menre-
pa u KapHama npencraButenyu JIbBOBCKO-BaplllaBcKoM IIKOJIbI HE 3HAJIN
06 ngesix Benckoro kpyskka [Wolenski, 1989, p. 443-444].

PeTpoCreKTUBHbIN B3IV CBUAETEILCTBYET O OIM30CTH, HO HE TOXK-
IeCTBe BO33PEHUI 3TUX TPyNn GUIocodOB U YUEHBIX, KOTOpPbIE U MTOPO-
Iwm ocoboe HarpaBjieHue B (puiocodum, MogyUIMUBIIEe HAa3BaHUE «JIO-
rMYeCKOro MmosuTtuBM3amMar. I1ycts npencraButesny JIbBOBCKO-BapiiiaBckoii
IIIKOJIBI M OTKAa3bIBA/IMCh HAa3bIBaTh CeBS «JIOTMUECKUMM SMIIMPUCTAMU»
U Jaxke OTKPBITO BO3paykajy IPOTUB MPUUUCTEHUS cebs K 9TOMY Teue-
HUIO, HO TIOCJIENYIONIMI aHaM3 OJHO3HAUYHO MPOJEMOHCTPUPOBAT KOH-
LeNTyaJlbHOE OJIM30CTh MBICJINTENIEN, TBOPUBILMX B BeHe u Bapiiase.

«Manndect» 66171 IEPEBENEH U OITYOIMKOBAH HA aHIVIMIICKOM TOJIBKO
B 1973 r., XOoT4, pasymeeTcs, umeu BeHCKOro Kpyskka ObLIM XOPOIIO MU3-
BECTHBI Y TIIATEIbHO aHAIM3MPOBAIUCH IO 3TOro MoMeHTa. OHM AOHOCH -
JCh 10 Grtocodckoro coobIIeCTBa B MEPBYIO OYEPENb TEMY, KTO XOPOIIIO
BJIaZie]l HEMEIKUM SI3bIKOM, — B TepByio ouepenb A. Aitepom u C. Cte6-
6unr [Large, 2023, p. 151].

B 1930 r. cTan Bbixoauth xkypHau ,Erkenntnis® («ITosHanue»), mpo-
TaraHAMpoBaBILINii ¥ pa3pabaThIBaIOLLINIA MIeN HOBOrO (puytocodcKoro Ha-
npasiieHus. Pegakropamu sxypHasa 6buim Kapaamn u Peiixen6ax.

Bencknir kpyskok cyiiectBoBas A0 1936 r., Korga Ha cTyrneHsx BeH-
CKOTO yHUBepCcHUTeTa (HaHATUK-AaHTUCEMUT 3aCTPESUJI €0 PYKOBOAUTEJIS
M. Ilimmxka. ITocie nmpuxoma K BJIaCTM repMaHCKOIO Halu3Ma ujieHbl bep-
JIMHCKOM TpyTIbl PelixeH6axa ObUIM BBIHYKIEHbI SMUTPUpPOBaTh 13 I'ep-
maHuu. Ysmensl BeHCKOro Kpyskka CTasM MOKMAath BeHy u sMurpmpo-
BaTh, B ocHOBHOM B AHrymio u CIIIA. Ouu npuHecau B 9TU CTpaHbl CBOU
dwtocodckme Bo33peHust, KOTOpbIE TMTOCTYKUIIM OCHOBOM IS paspaboTKu
TOTO, UTO IMO33Ke ObLIO HA3BAHO «aHATUTUIECKON puaocodmeir» (mogpob-
Hee cM.: [Baxkanos, 2023]). B dwmnocopun XX B. sornueckuit mosmuTu-
BU3M ObUI, MMOKaTYil, OMHUM U3 HauboJiee SIPKUX U BIUSATENbHBIX (HUIIO-
codCcKUX HampaBIeHui 6yarogaps TOMY, YTO MPEIJIOKWI OCOOBIN cmuib
MblULIEHUSI, METOIbI, METONOJIOTMIO ¥ SI3bIK IJISI PasBUTUSL HE TOJIbKO
«HAy4YHOI» (Gumaocoduu, HO U OOIIMPHBIX 06JIACTENl HAYyYHOTO 3HAHMS,
BKJTIOUAsT JIOTMKY, MaTeMaTUKy, 61MOJIOTUIO, COIMa/IbHbIe HAayKu U T.10. [1pu
3TOM HaJ0 MMETb B BUIY, UTO OOIIee UMCIO aKTUBHBIX UjeHOB BeHckoro
Kpykka (1 JIbBOBCKO-BapiiaBckoit 1mikosibsl) He mnpesbiinano 40-50 geso-
BeK (BKJIIOUasl T.H. «BHYTpeHHuI» - umeosioroB Kpyskka u «IIIKojbi»,
U «BHEIIHMIT» KPYTH, K KOTOPOMY IIPUUUC/SIOTCS MX TOC/IeIOBaTeNn).

6 Haubomee 6;m30K Mo MHTepecam ¥ mopxomam K Tapckomy 6bul Kak pas Kapwam,

a [Ilnuk 6bUT JOBOMBHO Jasiek OT uzei, passuBaemsbix Tapckum [Xmk, 2015, c. 650].
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[TosTomy mamsiTh 06 3TUX 1eHTpax ¢uocodCKo MbIC/IM HaBCerma ocTa-
Jlach U B uctopun punocoduu, 1 B UCTOPUYM HAYKM B LIEJIOM.

Ustenbl BeHCKOro KpyskKKa CUMTAJIM, YTO MOJJIMHHOE 3HAHUE TOJDKHO
6a3MpoBaThCs TOJIBKO HA SMITMPUUYECKUX KOHCTATALMSIX, T.e. GaKkTax, co-
JepsKaHle KOTOPBIX 06pasyloT YyYBCTBEHHbIE BOCIIPUATHS. DTU (HAKThl MOTYT
OBITb OIMMCAHBI B TAaK HA3bIBAEMBIX «ITPOTOKOJIbHBIX MPENJIOKEHNSIX», KOTO-
pble cTysKaT QYHAAMEHTOM BCETO 3MaHMS HAYKM M COCTOSIT U3 IMITUPUIECKA
TOJTYYEHHbBIX ¥ BepUGULIMPYEMbIX BEJIMUMH. Y TBEPKAEHMS, He MOIMTyCKalo-
e BepudMKalyu, JIeskaT BHe HayKu, 6ojiee TOro, OHM TIOMPOCTy G6eCCMbIC-
sieHHbl. K unciy Takux yTBEpsKAEHMI OTHOCSITCS YTBEPSKAEHUST TPAIUIOH-
Hou Metadusuku. Kak miucan umeiinbii aunep Benckoro kpyskka P. Kapnar:
«...CMBICJT TIPEIJIOKEHNS] HAXOMUTCSI B MeTofie ero Bepudukarym. ITpenio-
SKeHMe 03HAYaeT JIMIIIb TO, YTO B HeM Bepuduimpyemo. [lostomy mpemio-
SKeHMe, ecJii OHO BOOOILIE O UYeM-/IM60 TOBOPUT, TOBOPUT JIUILIb 06 SMIIMPH-
yeckux ¢akrax. O yem-mmb0, JiexKaleM MPUHIUITMAILHO 0 Ty CTOPOHY
OMBITHOTO, HeJb3s1 HU CKa3aTb, HX MbICJIUTb, HU cipocuTb» [ Carnap, 1930-
1931, S. 236]. Meradusuka mMbITaeTcs IOBOPUTb O TOM, UYTO BBIXOAMUT
328 paMKJ YyBCTBEHHOTO OITbITa, TO3TOMY OHA GeCCMbICIEHHA.

[lepByto cBoIO 3amauy uaeHbl BeHCKOTro KpyskKa BUIEIU B TOM, UTO-
6bI MOCPEICTBOM JIOTMYECKOTO aHaJIM3a S13bIKa HAyK!U BBIIBUTH B HEM Me-
Tadu3nIeCcKue 3JIEMEHTBI M YCTPAHUTh UX. B KauecTBe mpumepa B TOV Ke
cBoel1 cratbe KapHarm 1utupyet pa6ory M. Xaiperrepa «4Uto ectb Mmetadm-
3uka? (1929)»: «MccaeqoBaHuio NOBKHO TIOAJIEXKATh JIUIIb Cylliee U 60-
Jlee — HMYErO; OJHO CyIllee M [Jajbllle — HUYEro; CyIlee eTMHCTBEHHO
" cBepX 9Toro - Huuero. Kak o6¢crout meso ¢ atum Huuro? — Mmeetcst Hu-
YTO JIMIIIb ITIOTOMY, 4TO ecTb Her, T.e. orpuiianue? Y Hao6opot? NUmeer-
cst orputianme u Het Tosbko motomy, uto ectb Huuto? — Mbl yTBep:KIaem:
Huuto 605ee nmepBoHauanbHO, ueM Het 1 otpuiianme. I'me uiem mbi Hu-
yto? Kak Haxomum Mbl Huuro? - Mbi 3Haem Huurto. — CTpaxX OTKpbIBaeT
Ham Huuto. — Yero u mouemy Mbl 60sCh, 6bUTO “cOGCTBEHHO” — HuuTo.
B meictBuTennbHOCTM HMuTO camMo — Kak TakoBoe — 6bUTO TYT. — Kak 06-
crout peno ¢ atum Huurto? - Huurto camo cebst Huutut» [Ibid., S. 229].
Omypasicb Ha KOHIEMIMIO CMbICIA TOHSTUIA, YUUTHIBASI CUMHTaKCUUECKME
mpaBuIa s3bIka, KapHar MoKasbIBaeT, UTO 3TM BbICKA3bIBAHMS JIAIIIEHBI Ka-
KMUX-JIMO0 SMITMPUUIECKUX 3HAYEHMIA, T.€. TIPEICTaBIISIOT U3 ceOsl UTPY CJIOB,
KOTOpAast IOITyCKAeTCsl HEOJIOTM3MaMy HEMEIIKOT'O SI3bIKa.

OTBepruyB TPaAUIMOHHYIO MeTa(pU3UKY, JIOTUUECKUE TTO3UTUBUCTDI
CTPEMWIUCH TIPUIATh GuIocobui MOIIMHHO HAYYHbIN XapaKTep, CoelaTh
ee MHCTPYMEHTOM IMo3HaHust. OauH U3 pemakTopoB XypHaia ,Erkennt-
nis“ I'. Pelixenbax B cBoem IlpemuciioBun K mepBOMY HOMEpY IIMCAJI:
«IToCcKoIbKY MbI MMEHHO TMO3HaHMe BbIABUTaeM B KauecTBe ey (Guio-
coduu, MO3HAHME B TOM K€ CMbICJIE, B KOTOPOM OHO SIBJISIETCS II€JTBIO
KOHKDPETHBIX HayK, TO MbI U U36paii 3TO CJIOBO JIJIS1 HAa3BaHMSI HAIIIEro JKyp-
Haja. Haiiemy skypHaay He HY>KHbI y4eHble MHEHMsI, BbIIyMaHHbIe CUCTe-
MBI WIM CJIOBeCHble KoMbuHamu. EmMy HyskHO mosHaHue» [Reichenbach,
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1930, S. 3]. I'naBuyto 3agauy ¢punocodun unensl BeHckoro kpyskka Bu-
IeJi B JIOTMUECKOM aHajM3e SI3bIKa HayKu M CTPYKTYPhbl HAyUYHOTO 3Ha-
Hysl. VIX ycwimst B 9TOM HaIlpaBJIEHUY TIPUBEJIM K Pe3yJibTaTaM, MOTyIuB-
MM IIIMPOKOe MpU3HAHME.

B s3bIke HayKuM OHUM BbIIEIWIM OBa IOABSI3bIKA — SMITMPUYUECKUIA
Y TEOPETUYECKUI, U VICCIEMOBAIM OCOOEHHOCTH SMITMPUYECKUX U TEOpe-
TUYECKUX TEPMUHOB. DMIMPUUYECKME TEPMUHBI, C X TOUKM 3PEHMSI, OTHO-
CSITCSL K UyBCTBEHHBIM BIIEUATJIEHMSIM — «3€JIEHBINY, «TEIUIbIN», «TBEPIbIN»
u T.1. TeopeTnyeckue TepMUHbI OOO3HAYAIOT U EATbHbIE OOBEKThI — «Ma-
TepuasibHas TOUKa», «CUjIa», «CKOpocTb». OHM Janau ommcaHue CTPYKTY-
PbI TUIIOTETUKO-IENYKTUBHOV Teopun. B ocHOBe Teopuu JEKUT HAOGOP
VICXOIHBIX TOHSTUI U TIPUHIIUIIOB, OTHOCSIIUXCS K UAEATIU3UPOBAHHOMY
o6wekTy Teopun. Cioma ke TOOABISIETCS OINpenesieHHas! JJOTMYecKas Cu-
crema. CKaskeM, KJIaCCUUYECKYI0 MEXaHMKYy MOXKHO OMMCAaThb C MOMOIIbIO
IBY3HAUHOM JIOTMKM, a JJIsI KBAaHTOBOW MEXaHUKU TpebyeTcs yske (Kak
MMHMMYM) TPEX3HAUHasl JIOTMKA. VI3 3TOr0 OCHOBAHMUS JIOTMUYECKU BbIBO-
IATCS BCe TeopeTudeckue yTBepkaeHus. Takum o6pa3om, HaydHas TeOo-
pUSI MPENCTaBIIIeT COO0M CTPOMHYIO CUCTEMY, BCE YTBEPIKIEHMUST KOTOPOM
CBSI3aHBI MEKAY COOO0M OTHOIIEHUSMM JIOTMYECKOTO CIIeOBaHMSI.

Ecnmmu sMmmnupuueckoe CeICcTBME TEOPUM OKasaJIoCh MCTUHHBIM, TO
MOYKHO JIM CUMTaTh, UTO Hallla Teopust UCTMHHA? HeT, oTBeuaroT jornue-
CKM€e TO3UTUBUCTBI, 3TO OBLJIO ObI ONIMOOYHO C TOUKM 3PEHUS JIOTUKMU.
U3 noceutiok «Ecian A, to B» u «B» Henb3s BbiBecTu «A», MO0 paccysK-
IleHNe TIOCTPOEHO MO MOMYCY YCJIOBHO-KAaTEropuyecKoro CUJIJIOTU3MA,
He JAIOIIero MOCTOBEPHBbIX BBIBOXOB. [103TOMY MOXKHO JIMINIb CKa3aTh,
YTO HAallla Teopus TOATBepsKAeHa. [lomTBepskaeHNe eCTh YCTaHOBJIEHME
VICTUHHOCTY SMITMPUUYECKOTO CJIeACTBUS Teopuu. KomuecTBo smmmpuye-
CKUX CJIEOCTBUI JI060M Teopuy GeCKOHEUHO BEJIMKO, MPOBEPUTh UX BCE
HEBO3MOXKHO, MMO3TOMY MbI HE MOKEM TOBOPUTb 006 MCTMHHOCTM HAIIUX
TEOPUIL.

Ecnu ske sMmmpuyeckoe CeCTBME TEOPUM OKA3aJ0Ch JIOKHBIM, TO,
10 MHEHUIO YIeHOB BeHCKOro Kpyskka, 3TO JaeT HaM OCHOBaHMe CUMUTATh
JIOKHOWM WJIM, KaK OHM TOBOPWIM, «OIPOBEPTHYTON» TaKyl TEOPWUIO.
3mech pacCy>kKieHye OCYIIEeCTBIISETCS 10 CIETYIOIIEN CXeMe: U3 MOChLIOK
«Ecmu A, To B» u «He B» iormuecku ciienyet «He A», a 9TO IpeICTaBiIs -
€T IIPaBUJIO BBIBOMA, Ha3bIBAEMOE MOIYC TOJUIEHC KJIACCUYECKON JIOTUKU,
KOTOpOE JIaeT JOCTOBEPHbIE 3aKioueHnus. JIro6oe KOIMUeCTBO MOATBEDP-
SKOEHUI He JaeT HaM IpaBa CUMTaThb TEOPUIO MCTUHHOM, HO JOCTAaTOYHO
OHOTO OIPOBEPIKEHMS, YTOOBI CUMUTATh €e JIOKHOW. BoT 3TO pasmmune
MEXKAY TIOATBEPKAECHVEM ¥ OIPOBEPSKEHMEM IOCTYKUIO OCHOBOM [IJISt
cosgaHus ocobol KoHIemnmu B pamkax duiocodun Hayku. K. [Tomrmep,
3aKOHUMBIIMIT BeHCKUI yHMBepcuTeT M OGJIM3KO 3HAKOMBIN CO MHOTMMMU
yieHaMy BeHCKOTO KpYsKKa, BBIABMHY/ KOHIIEMIMIO «(anbcuduraimo-
HM3Ma» — KOHIEIMIINIO, YTBEP)KAAIOIIYIO, YTO OCHOBHBIM METOIOM pa3BU-
TUSI HAyKU SIBJISIETCSI METO[, P06 M OIIMOOK, a CJIeJOBaTEIbHO, Y 000
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TEeOPUM JOJIKHBI ObITh MPEAEJIbI ee MIPUMEHUMOCTH, TPAHUIIbI, 32 KOTOPBI-
MM OHA HauMHAET «OIIMOaTbCs». EC/M 9TU TpaHuilbl B IPUHIIAIIE YCTAHO-
BUTh HEJIb3sl, TO TAKYIO TEOPUIO HEJIb3sl CUMTATh HAYUYHOM, T.e. OHA HE SIB-
nsieTcs GaabCUPUIMPYEeMOoii, XOTsI 06s13aHa GbITh TAKOBOIA.

OpHol 13 BaXKHENIINX CBOUX 1ieJieil ueHbl BEHCKOro KpyskKKa U UX
KOJIJIETY BUIIEJIU B TTOCTpOeHmM « ENVHOM YHUGUIIMPOBAHHOM HayKu», 00b-
eIMHSIONIEN BCe CYIIECTBYIOIME HayYHble TUCIUILUIMHBI B €0UHOE 1IeJI0e
M VICTIOJIb3YIOILEN YHUBEPCAIbHBIN JIorndeckuil a3pik’. O61mM 6a31ucom
SIBJISTIOTCSI TIOKa3aHMsI OPraHOB UYBCTB, M3 KOTOPBIX KOHCTPYUPYIOTCS -
3UYeCKyie OObEKTHI, a 3aTeM — OOBEKTBI IPYTUX HAyK. JTa IeJIb Y€TKO BbI-
pakeHa B Manudecre: «McciemoBanus B paMKaX KOHCTUTYTUBHOM TeO-
puu (Konstitutionstheorie)® mokasbIBatoT, YTO Ha CAMbIX HU3IIUX YPOBHIX
KOHCTUTYTUBHOM CUCTEMbI HAXOASITCS MMOHSATYS, BbIpasKalollie COOCTBEH-
HO IICUMXMYECKUe TIepeKMBaHMs M KayecTBa, HajJ HUMM PacCIIoaraloTcs
(dusmueckme 0OBEKTDI, 13 KOTOPBIX 0OPA3yIOTCS BHEIICUXMUYECKUE TIPe[ -
METBI, @ Ha CAaMOM BepXy — MPeIMEeThI COIMAIbHbIX HayK... OqHOBpeMeH-
HO C J0Ka3aTeJIbCTBOM BO3MOKHOCTY OOIIeli CMCTEMbI MOHSITUI M pac-
KpbITHEM ee (OPMbI CTAHET OYEBUIHBIM, UTO BCE BbICKA3bIBAHUS UMEIOT
OTHOIIIEHNE K HENMOCPEINCTBEHHO NAHHOMY, ¥ TeM CaMbIM IPOSICHUTCS
¢dbopma noctpoenus enunon Hayku» [Carnap et al., 1929, S. 8]. Koneuso,
MMOCTPOEHME TaKOM OOINel HAayyHOM CUCTEMbI CeYac IpencTaB/IsSIeTCs
YTOIMEN, OMHAKO B 3TUX PACCYKIEHUSIX MpeCcTaBuTeneil BeHcKoro Kpysxk-
Ka HalllJla OTOOpaykeHMe X 06eCIIOKOEHHOCTDb Bo3pacTaloliei auddepeH-
Manyen Hayk, IMOTeEPeN CBSA3EM MeXKAY MPeNCTaBUTEISIMM Pa3HbIX Hayd-
HbIX OUCIUIUIMH M paclajeHreM HayyHOTO COOOIIeCTBa Ha OT/eIbHbIe
M30JIMpOBaHHbIE TPYIIbI yueHbiX. KcTaTy, sTa mpoGieMa CTOUT U Tepeq,
COBpPEMEHHBIM HayYHBIM COODIIIECTBOM.

Kakne ke obsacTyt MCCiaenoBaHMs CUMTIN OJIsT ceOsl BasKHEMILIMMM
CTOPOHHMKY HAyYHOTO MUPOITOHMMAaHMS?

IIpeskme Bcero, 3TO Ipo6GieMa OGOCHOBaHMS MaTeMaTUKU. B KoHIle
XIX B. ¢pyHmAMEHTOM MaTeMaTHKM cTajia (HauBHAsI) Teopust MHOXKECTB
I'. Ka#Topa, koTopasi mo3Bosisyia OObeAVMHUTh eBa Jiu He Bce o6acTu
Ki1accuyeckon maremaruku. OmHako Ha pybeke XIX-XX BB. B Teopum
MHOKecTB KaHTOpa 6bUTM OTKPBITHI TAPafOKChl, KOTOPbIE TOBOPUJIMA O TOM,
YTO OHA MMPOTUBOPEUNBA, a 3HAUUT, ¥ BCE 3MaHMEe MaTeMaTUKM OMMPAEeT-
CS Ha TIPOTMBOPEUMBOE OCHOBaHME. DTOT (AKT MOPOXKIAT Cepbe3HbIe

7 Mmuenus wieHoB KpyskKa IO TIOBOAY «KECTKOCTY» sA3bIKa YHUBEPCAJIbHOI HayKM pas-
smmyannchk. Tak, Pelixen6ax kputmkoBan KapHara 3a ero crpemsieHne npuaaTb TakOMY
SI3BIKY CBOVICTBO «a6COJTIOTHOM OMHO3HAYHOCTM».

Konstitutionstheorie - Tepmuu U. KanTa, KOTOpBIN paccMaTpuBaa SMIMPUUECKYIO pe-
aJIbHOCTh He KaK BHEIIHMII MUp caM IT0 cebe, a KaK HeuTo, KOHCTPyMpPyeMOe U3 Ma-
Tepuana co3HaHus. B pycckoit puiocobckoil TpaauIuy HEpenKo MepeBOOUTCS Kak
«KOHCTPYKTMBHAsI TEOPWUsI», TIOCKOJIbKY COBPEMEHHbII KOHCTPYKTUBU3M U KOHCTPYK-
LIMOHU3M BefieT cBoe Hauasio ot Kanra.
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COMHEHMSI B BO3MOSKHOJ JOCTOBEPHOCTY BCEX MaTeMaTWUeCKUX MCTUH.
By peanpuHSTEI 3HAUUTEIbHbIE YCUITUST [AJI1 YCTPaHEHMs TapaoKCOB.
Paccen mpenyiokm1 TEOPUIO TUTIOB, YCTPAHSIIONIYIO Mmapagokchl. M. T'viib-
6epT TMOMBITAJICS MOCTPOUTh MAaTEMATUKy T.H. QUHUTHBIMM METOHAMMU,
KOTOpbIe TPYIHO ObIJIO MOABEPTHYTh COMHEHMIO. HakoHell, B MHTYUIINO-
HusMme bpayaspa npenjaraeTcsi KOHCTPYKTUBHOE MOCTPOEHME MaTeMaTUKU
UCXOMs Y3 HEKOTOPOI M3HAYAIbHOM VHTYUIIMYU YMCIIa M YMCIIOBOTO PSIfia.
Usnensl BeHckoro Kpyskka CTaBuIu Iepef co6oi 3amavy MpoaHaIu3upo-
BaTb MMPEIJIOKEHHbIE TTOAXOAbI M OOBEAVHUTD UX B €IUHYIO TEOPUIO, ECITU
3TO OKAYXKEeTCSI BO3MOSKHBIM.

Bropoit BaxkHOM 0671aCThIO MCCAeNOBaHMUS YieHbl BeHCKOro KpyykKa
CUMTAIM aHaIM3 METOMOB MO3HAHUS B GM3NMYECKUX HayKax. Mexay ue-
Havu Kpyskka u yyeHbIMMU, UIeM KOTOPBIX BEIM K PEBOJIONNM B (U3MKE,
MIPOMCXOIM cBoero poma auajor. C omHOM CTOpOHbI, B Kpyskke akTMBHO
06CY>KIaMMCh KOHIENTYa bHble MPO6eMbl HOBOM (GU3MKU (CTATYC MPO-
CTPAaHCTBA M BPEMEHM B TEOPUM OTHOCUTEIbHOCTH, MapafioKChl KBAHTO-
BOM MEXaHWKM), a C IPYTroi — PeBOMIOIIMOHEpaM B (u3uKe ObUIM OIN3KU
YCTaHOBKM SMITMPU3Ma U MO3UTHBU3Ma, 3amevaet 1. JKutec, umest B BU-
oy mpexze Bcero JiiHinreiiHa u B. Teitsen6epra [Gillies, 1993, p. 20]°.
Hogas dusuka, cosmasiiias KapTUMHY peaibHOCTHM, HeCOpa3MepHOI MaKpo-
CKOIIMYECKOMY OIIBITY, IBMJIACh BasKHOM BEXON B IBVMKEHUM K COBPEMEH -
HOMY MOJEPHY.

Bosnbilioe BHMMaHMe JOTMYECKUX MOSUTUBMCTOB IMPUBJIEKAIa TaKKe
nmpobsieMa ocHoBaHMI reomeTpun. B pesynbrate mccnenoBanuit H.W. Jlo-
6aueBckoro, . Boitsau 1 K. I'aycca BbIsIcCHUIIOCH, UTO TeoMeTpust EBkinaa
SIBJIIETCSI JIUIIIb OJHOM 13 MHOMECTBa TeOMeTpUUeCKUX CUCTeM. Bl mo-
CTaBJIEH BOIIPOC O TOM, KaKOB OHTOJIOTMYECKUI CTATyC reOMeTpui, T.e.
Kakasl U3 TeOMEeTPUI COOTBETCTBYET PealbHOMY IPOCTPAHCTBY. Tem ca-
MBIM IIPOM3OIIO OTAEe/eHe HOBOV, YMCTO MaTeMaTHUeCKOM IeoMeTpun
OT (GU3NYECKON TEOMETPUN.

Uro KacaeTrcs mpo6ieMbl OCHOBaHMIA GMOJOTUM U TICUXOJIOTUM, TO
B 9TUX O6JIaCTSX, KaK IOJaraju uieHbl BeHCKOro KpyskKa, TOCIOACTBYIOT
HesICHbIE, PACIIbIBUAThIE TTOHSTHS, YACTO JIMIIIEHHbIE KaKOTO-JIMOO SMITH-
pudeckoro comepskanus. IIporeccsl B OpraHMuYecKOM IpUpoIe enBa Jin
penyiupyemMbl K GU3MUECKUM 3aKOHAM, XOTSI 3TO MPEICTaB/sIOCh sKeja-
TeJIbHBIM C TOUKM 3PEHMsI BOSMOMKHOCTM IIPMMEHEHMsST MEeTOHOB TOUHBIX
Hayk: «Takum o6pa3om, B 06JIACTY TICUXOJIOTUM €Ill€ TOJIbKO MPEICTOUT
HavyaThb TEOPETMKO-TIO3HABATE/IbHBIN aHaIN3, U paboTaTh B 3TOM 06IaCTH
ropasmo TpynHee, ueM B oOnacTu ¢usndeckoro. ITombiTka 61MXeBUOPUCT -
CKOJi TICUXOJIOTUY VICTOJIKOBATh BCE TICUMXMUECKUE SIBJIEHMS ITOCPENCTBOM
TeJIECHOTO TMOBEIEHMs, T.e. Uepe3 JOCTYITHbIN BOCIPUSATHIO CJION, 6/IM3Ka
MO CBOEMl OCHOBHONM YCTAaHOBKE HayyHOMY MUpomnoHuManmio» [Carnap

9 ITo3ske DUHILTENH CTa KPUTUKOBAJI SMIIMPU3M, HO 3TO CJIYUYMJIOCH CITYCTS JOCTATO4Y-
HO ,E[JII/ITEJIbeIﬁ Trepmon 1mocje ero 3rnoxaJbHbIX OTKprTI/IIL/'I.
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et al., 1929, S. 13]. Ilporpamma Kpyskka OTHOCUTEIBHO GMOJIOrMY yCIexa
He umena [Wolters, 2018, p. 252], xoTs1 pogoHayaJbHUK MaTeMaThyeCKO
6uodmsuku - I1.H. PameBckuit - naTepecoBancs uaesmu Kpyskka v ga-
ke IpuHsT yuacTtue B [lapuskckom koHrpecce [ Abraham, 2004, p. 359].

ColmanbHble HayKM TakKske 3apakeHbl MeTa(hM3UKON — TAKOBO MHe-
HMEe JIOTMYeCKMUX MO3UTUBUCTOB. OgHaKO, OTMEUaIOT aBTOpbl « MaHude -
cra», yke B XIX B. B HUX HMPOUCXOAUT MHTEHCUBHOE KaTeropuaabHOe
pasBUTHE, UCK/TIOUEHME HEeSICHbIX, PACIUIbIBUATHIX, MeTapU3NUECKUX ITO0-
Hsatuit. CTpeMiieHne 060CHOBATh GIM30CTb TaKMX HAYK, KAK SKOHOMMKA
UV UCTOPUS, K PeasIbHOM KU3HU JIIONel YMeHbIIaeT UxX Metabusnye-
ckoe copepykaume. «VcciemoBareny pasiMUHbIX HarpaBieHnii - Kene
(Quesnay), Agam Cmurt, Pukkapmo, Konr, Mapkc, Menrep, Banbpac,
Mironnep-Jlaitep - paboranu B OAyXe SMIMPUUECKON, aHTUMeTabu3u-
YeCcKo¥ yCTaHOBKM. [IpeamMeToM MCTOPUM M HAIlMOHAJIbHOM 3KOHOMM -
KU SIBJISIIOTCSI JIIOAM, BelM U ux pacrnosioskenue» [Carnap et al., 1929,
S.13].

ITy 3amaun, KOTOpble CTABUJIM Iepel cOO0V JIOTUUeCKue MO3UTUBY -
CThI (rOBOpMBILIME O cebe KaK MO3UTUBMCTAX HOBOTO TIOKOJIEHUS ), He yCTa-
peJTU U CETOMHSI, XOTS CYIECTBEHHO YTOUHSIOTCS M PEIIAIOTCS BO MHOTOM
uHaue. [IpegHasHauenye ¢miocobuy, moaraas OHU, COCTOUT B TOM, UTO-
6bI MCC/IEOBAaTh OCHOBAHMSI KOHKPETHBIX HAyK, aHAJM3MPOBATb U CO-
BEPIIIEHCTBOBAaTb METOAbI HAyYHOro IO3HaHMs. Tem cambiM (umocodust
BHOCHUT CBO} BECOMbBIN BKJIaJ B Hay4yHOe IMO3HaHMe Mupa. KoHeuHo, oHa
TOBOPUT HE TOJIBKO O TMO3HAHMM, HO M O MHOroMm apyrom. Heocropumo
YTBEPXKIEHNME, UTO CBSI3b humocodum ¢ HayKoM, Oropa Ha SMIMPUYe CKUA
6asyuc HayKM Ype3BbIYATHO Ba)KHbI, M 3Ty CBsI3b Haubosiee SIPKO U IOCIIe-
IloBaTeJIbHO MPOBEJIM Kak pa3 mpencraBuTe BeHckoro kpyskka. Ceituac,
Korpa gaxke GyHAAMEHTA/IbHASI HayKa CTATKMBAETCSI C HACTOMUMBBIMY BbI-
30BaMM KOMMepLaIn3alui, ee CBsI3u ¢ ¢puocodueir 06pbIBAIOTCS M Ka-
YeCTBO HAYUHO020 MUPOIIOHMMAHMS MOKET IMTOHU3UTHCS.

Hayka u mupoBo33peHne

B kauecTBe BBICILIEN IIEHHOCTY Y€JIOBEUECKOM KYJIBTYPhI WieHbl BeHcKkoro
KPY’KKa BbIIBUTAIM MMEHHO HAayKy — He PeJIUTUI0, He UCKYCCTBO, He JIN-
TepaTrypy. HOSTOMY OHM CTPEMMWJIMCb HAJIOKUTD Ie€4aTb HAYyYHOCT!U Ha BCe
chepsl UeI0BeUECKOM AEITEILHOCTU. DTO UX YOEXKIeHMe, BIIOHE ONpaB-
JaHHoe B Havyasle XX B., CErOmHsS MHOIMMU CTaBUTCS 1o, Bompoc. OHo
OKa3bIBaeTCs TEM 60Jiee COMHUTEbHBIM ITPU YUYETE TOTO OOCTOSITEHCTBA,
yTO MMeHHO B 30-e rT. XX B. HayKa, BbI3bIBABIIAS Y HUX TAKOE BOCXMUIIE-
HMe, TIpeBpalllajach B «TeXHOHayKy». [lo3HaHMe Mupa, 061IecTBa, yesio-
BeKa CTajo Bce Gosbllie OTTECHATHCS M300peTeHreM M COBEpPIIEHCTBOBa-
HMEM TeXHUYECKUX YCTpPOMCTB. B HacTrosiee BpeMs paspabaThbiBarOTCS
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Bce 6osiee M3OIIPEeHHbIE MEAVATEXHOJIOTUH, TO3BOJISIONIE MaHUITYIUPO-
BaTh OOIIECTBEHHBIM CO3HAHMEM.

3a cTosjeTue, MpOIIEAIIee CO BPEMEHM IOSBJIEHUSI TEOPUU OTHOCK-
TeJIbHOCTY ¥ KBaHTOBOJ MEXaHWKM, B HayKe ObLIO He TaK MHOTO OTKPbI-
THUM, COMTOCTABUMBbIX C STUMM BEIUKUMM AOCTVSKEHUSIMU. TpaauiiMoHHast
Hayka ['amuies u Kemiepa, cTpemMuBIiasicsi K TO3HAHUIO MUPA, K OTKPbI-
TUIO UCTUHBI, TTO-BUIMMOMY, YXOAUT HA BTOPOV IutaH. Ha mpoTtsskeHumn
nmoutu 400 JieT cyllleCTBOBaHMS HayKy JIMOMPYIOIee MECTO B Heil Ipu-
HaJIJIeKajI0 MaTeMaTuIeckon ¢usuke. B mocienHne mecsatMaeTus Ha mep-
BbIN TUIaH BBIXOMAT HAYKU O SKU3HU U COIMOTYMAaHUTAPHbIE TUCIIUTIINHbI,
TECHO CBSI3aHHbIE C aHAJIM30M IIPUPOIBI YejI0BeKa 1 COIMyMa.

Ustenbl BeHCKOro Kpys>kKKa BOCXUIIAIVCh HAYKOWM KaK TO3HAHMEM UCTU-
HbI, CBOOGOTHBIM OT KaKMX-JIMOO MparMaTuueckux coobpaykenmii. OgHako,
B CYIIIHOCTM, OHY TIPOTUBOCTOSIIM PAaCIPOCTPAHEHUIO UPPAYUOHANUCIU-
yecKux HaCTPOEHUN U CTPEMWINCH BbIpaboTaTh HOBOE HAY4YHOE MUPOBO3-
3peHue B IEJISIX MTPOrPECCUBHBIX CONMABHBIX MTPeoOpasoBaHMA.

CeropHsi, B roj crosieTHero o6miess BeHCKOro Kpyskka, Bce ellie
aKTyaJieH BOITPOC 06 MCTOKAaX ¥ MUPOBO33PEHUYECKOM COMEPIKaHUM COBpe-
MeHHOW ¢uaocobuy Hayku. B maHHOM ciiyyae BaKHO IOKas3aTh (UIO-
o CKO-MMPOBO33PEHUECKUI CMbBIC/ MCCIENOBAHMII HayKM B HAlllM THU
Y BBISIBUTb €ro IMPEeATioChbUIKM B MporpaMmMe BeHcKoro Kpyskka. JlaHHBIN
BOITPOC HEPEIKO CTAaBUTCS B CIIOPax I10 TIOBOAY cTaryca Guiocoduy Hay-
KU U TEeXHUKM KaK OUCHUIUIMHBI. HeKoTophle aBTOPbI YTBEPIKAAIOT, UTO
3T0 He dwiocodckas, a crenyaabHas OUCIUIUIMHA. [Ipyrue menaioT ak-
IIEHT VMEeHHO Ha Guaocodum Kak Crocobe aHaaM3a HAYKM M TEXHUKMU.
B xoHeuHOM cueTe 3TO BOIpoC 0 HeoOxoguMocT punocodun u ee rpase
Ienarh 10060l (eHOMEH CBOMM IIpeIMETOM, YTOObI ITOKAa3aTh ero 3Haye-
HME U CMBICJT B KOHTEKCTE YeJIOBEUECKOTO MUpa.

Tak, dwiocodust BeHckoro kpykka (GopmMupoBagach B KauecTBe Jie-
BOV KPUTUKM KOHCEPBATUBHBIX UIEOJIOTUUECKUX KOHIEMINIA U GUI0Codh-
ckoro aHTuciueHTn3Ma. OHa OblIa MPU3BaHA MPOTUBOCTOSTh «KOHCEpBa-
TMBHOM PEBOJIIOLIMMY», T.e. TaKMM KOHIIEMIMSIM, KOTOpbIe MJIT MHOTUX
YYEHBIX BBICTYIAIM B KauecTBe MppanyoHamcTuaeckux (M. Xaiigerrep,
K. llImuar, O. Ulnenrnep, 3. IOurep). Eciim HekoTOpble yuacTHUKY BeH-
CKOTO Kpy>XKa, B yactHOCTM Pynonbd KapHar, mosaramm, yto 3agaua ¢u-
JlocoduM TIPU 3TOM OT'PAHUUMBAETCS JIOTMUYECKUM aHAIM30M SI3bIKa HAYKM,
TO HIpyrue, HampumMep Henpar, KOTOPbIN pasmessii MapKCUCTCKUE UAEN
[Jacobs, Otto, 1990, p. 176], Bunenu B dunocodun cpercTso CoLyaIbHO-
ro IMepeyCcTpoMCTBa OOIECTBa HA COIMAMMCTMUYECKUX HavasdaxX. Kak mpo-
TUBOCTOSITh MPPAIMOHAUCTUYECKON U CIIEKYISITUBHONM GUIOCOGUN, KO-
Topast obeciieHuBaeT Hayky? Kakasi ¢puiocodusi cmocob6Ha o60CcHOBAThH
MPOLYKTMBHOE B3aMMOJECTBIE HayKu 1 ob1iectsa? BosmoskeH s paryo-
HaJIbHBIN BBIGOD MEKIY CBOOOMOV HAayKM U ee TOCYyJapCTBEHHbIM YIIpaB-
nenvem? Crenyer i aKTMBHO BJIMSTh Ha HayKy B HaJeX[de AOCTUYb CO-
LIMaIbHOI'O IIPOrpecca, ¥ KakoB CIIOCOO TaKoro BiAMSIHUSA? BaxkHOCTb 3TUX
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BOITPOCOB, HECMOTPSI Ha pa3iuMuus B OTBETaX Ha HUX, OOBEOUHSIIN BCEX
uyjIeHOB BeHcKoro Kpyskka, IIpuueM MHTEPECHI pefcTaBuTeeli BeHckoro
KPY>KKa Kacamch aaske uaen ncuxoaHaymsa 3. @penma. HelipaT kak-To 3a-
B, uto «depe3 200 et I'miep GymeT BCIIOMMHATHCS KakK elle OOuH Cy-
MaclIeAlmit JUKTatop smnoxu dpeiamsma» (umrt. no: [Wilson, 2003, p. 13]).

Wucruryumanusaums BeHckoro kpykka oOsizaHa Tomy, UTO B Bene
B 1928 1. 6bls1a OCHOBaHA ABCTpPMIICKasl €CTeCTBEHHO-HayuHass 06pa3oBa-
TenbHas acconmanys umenn JpHceta Maxa (Allgemeine naturwissenschaft-
liche Bildungsverein Ernst Mach). laHHbI/A akT ObUT MHCIIUPUPOBAH
Co1030M aBCTPUIICKOTO CBOGOIOMBICINS — CTapelilieil BHEKOH(peccuo-
HaJIbHOI (TI0 CYIIECTBY — aTeUCTUUECKOI) OOIeCTBEHHOM OpraHu3almen
ABcTpun, u3bpasIlIel CBOeN MUCCHEN 3aIUTy LleHHocTen [IpocBerieHnst
u rymanusmall. B mopsarosioBke HasBaHMS JAHHOM acCOIMaIMM BbIpa-
sKajicsl ee meBM3: «Accoiuaius OJjis paclpoCTpaHeHus] 3HAHMI TOUHBIX
Hayk». B HeM OblIM 0603HAUEHBI ee JBe IVIaBHble QYyHKIMM. Bo-TIepBbIX,
el TIPEeACTOsUIO TOMYJISIPU3UPOBaTh OOIIEHayYHYI0 KapTMHY MMpa M HO-
BYIO Gm10coduio HayKM KaK B YHUBEPCUTETCKUX Kpyrax, Tak M Cpemu
IIMPOKMX HAPOAHBIX Macc. TeM caMbIM ITyTeM OOpaleHus K paboumm
Y VHTEJUTUTEHLIMA TIJIAaHMPOBAJIOCh MPOBUTaTh COMATUCTINIECKOE MUPO-
Bo33peHue u o6pas skusuu [Kapuan u ap., 2005, c. 74]. Bo-Bropbix, mo-
MyJISIpU3MPYEMbIe UIeU HYKHO ObLIO cPOpMyIMpOBaTh U ampoOMpOBaTh
C TIOMOIIIbIO aKaJeMUYECKUX YHUBEPCUTETCKUX OUCKYCCUM, U ITY 3adauy
B HAyYHOM COOOI1IeCTBE BBITIOJTHSUT Kak pa3 BeHckuit Kpyskok. B pesysbra-
Te yueHre BeHCKOro Kpy>kka MpuoOpeTaso CUCTEMHOCTh, Oyoyun TOrpy-
SKEHO B OOCYKIEHME BEOYIIMX HAYYHBIX TEOPUIi, & MHCTUTYIMAIN3AINIO
MmoJTyvasio Gyaromapsi myGIMYHOMY 3BYYaHMIO 3a TIpefesiaMii YHUBEpPCH-
TeTckux ayguropwmit [Grof, 2015, S. 65].

Ecmu [k u Tan sBstmich npodeccopamyu BeHckoro yHuBepcuTeTa,
To Helipar pabGoTran AMPEKTOPOM COLMAIBLHOTO M SKOHOMMUYECKOTO My3est
B Bene. Vx xoomnepamys nmopoawia To, YTO CeromHs ¢ jerkon pyku I1. I'a-
JIMCOHA MMEHYIOT «30HOM obMeHa». IIpumeuaTesibHO, UTO AESTEIBHOCTD
9TONM MEKIOVCHUILIMHAPHON IPYIIbI ObUIa HalleJieHa ¥ BOBHE HayYHOTO CO-
006111eCTBa, MTPeqHA3HAYASICh He MeHee YeM JJIsl KYJIBTYPHO PeBOTIOIVIN.

B XXI B. BO3HMK OCOOBINi MHTEpEC K MOJUTUYECKM OKpallleHHOMY
«JIEBOMY KpbLTy» BeHCKOro KpYsKKa, B IEATEIbHOCTY KOTOPOrO MOKHO
YCMOTPETh UCTOK «IOJIUTUYECKON duaocodum Hayku». B BeHckoM Kpysk-
Ke MOXHO ObUIO BbIIEJUTb Kak JyieBoe (Kapwar, Heiipar, ®paunk, 'an -
«TIOJINTUYECKYE GOJIBbIIIEBUKM»), TaK U CBOEro pona rnpasoe Kpouio (Ka-
ybMman, Kpadrt, Peiixen6ax, I111mK), kKoTopoe 661710 605166 03a60Y€HO CO6-
CTBeHHO BHyTpeHHUMH punocodcekmnmvn npobremamn [Uebel, 2020, p. 40].
EcTh ocHOBaHMe mosaraTh, YTO MMEHHO IOJIMTUUYECKME UMHTEpPEeCchl psma
wieHOB BeHCKOro KpyskKa CTUMY/IMPOBAIM ITOMCK HOBOTO SI3bIKA, KOTOPBIN

10 Freidenkerbund Osterreich — ocHoBana B 1887 [https://www.freidenker.at, accessed
on 15.12.2023].
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MBICJIWJICSI B KQUeCTBE YHUBEPCAIBHOTO SI3bIKA HAyKM M JIaske BCEM KyJb-
Typbl. BeHCKMII KPY>KOK BBICTYIIMJI B KaueCTBE MHTEJIEKTYaJIbHOTO IBU-
SKEHMSI, 1[eJIbI0 KOTOPOTO ObLT HAyYHBIN, KYJIBTYPHBIN U COIVAIBHBIN CUH-
Te3 peBOIOIVOHHOTO cBoiicTtBa (cM.: [The Socio-ethical Dimension of
Knowledge, 2022]). B arom cmbicjie OH SIBUJICSI KOHLEHTPUPOBAHHBIM
BbIpa’keHMeM 6oJiee IIMPOKOTO IBVKEHUS] «BEHCKUI MomepH». «MopepH»
37€eChb HaJO MIOHMMATh IIPEKIE BCErO KaK MPUBEPKEHHOCTb HAYYHOMY pd-
YUOHanu3My, METOIAM PacCy>KIEHMI, KOTOPbIe MPOILLIY 6eCKOMITPOMMCC-
HbI€ UCIBITAHUS OIBITOM, SKCIIEPUMEHTOM, TaPAHTUPYIOIIMMU BbICOKYIO
CTerneHb TOCTOBEPHOCTHU 3HAHMS.

BeHCKUi1 KPY>KOK CTPEMUIICS CUHTE3MPOBATh JOCTVKEHMST HEKJTaCCH -
YyeCKOW HayKM, JIOTUKU U (praocodum sI3bIKa, HOBbIE BUIbI BU3YaIbHOTO
UCKYCCTBA, CONMAIMCTUYECKYIO YTOIMUIO U TOJUTUYECKYIO ITPAKTUKY.
B «Maundecre» sta 3amaua obpucoBaHa B camoM oOieM Buge. OmHaKO
laymicon B cBoeil paHHEN paboTe OOCTOSTEIbHO AHAIU3UPYET B3aMMO-
nmerictBe BeHCKOTO KpysKKa C BAMSTETbHBIM JBIDKeHMeM «DBayxayc».
«Yepes tpyasl KapHana, Heitparta u gpyrux (4ieHoB BeHckoro kpyskka. —
B.b., UK., A.H.), - muier [Tutep 'aMcoH, — CKBO3HOI JIMHUEN TTPOXO-
IIAT BbIfIeJIEHME COBPEMEHHOM apXUTEKTYPbl KaK KYJbTYPHOTO ABMKEHMS,
C KOTOPBbIM OHM Ce0s TIPeVMYIIeCTBEHHO UAEHTUDUIIMPYIOT; UX UHTepe-
ChbI MEePECEKITNCh, KAK CKOPO JIOTMYECKYE TTO3UTUBUCTBI ObLTM OOJiee yBa-
sKaeMbIMM TIoceTuTessiMu B Bayxayce [leccay, yeM WieHbl KaKOM-JMOO
MHOJ TPYIINbI, BHEIITHE} IO OTHOIIEHMIO K MCKYCCTBY U apXUTEKTYpe.
B manbHeiiem o6a 3TM OBVKEHUSI CTOJKHY/IMUCH C ONMHAKOBBIMU Bpa-
raMum: peIMTMO3HBIMM MPAaBbIMM, HAIIMOHAIMCTAMY, aHTPOIIOCOMMCTaMMA,
cTopoHHuKamy “HapomHocti” (volkisch) u HammcTamu, 1 3TO elle 60JIb-
e o6benyHmIO MX» [Galison, 1990, p. 710].

[TomMyMoO 3TOTO, COIMATBEHO-TIONIATUYECKAS I MUPOBO33pEHYECKast Op-
eHTalys: BeHCKOro KpysKKa Hallla BbIpask€HUe BO B3aMOCBSI3M aBCTPO-
MapKCU3Ma ¥ KOHCTPYKTUBUCTCKOTO MomepHa. CTOUT 06paTuTh BHUMAaHME
Ha TOT (DaKT, UTO TEHAEHIMM K MOAEPHY BOOOIIE ObI/IV Pas/IATHI MO €ABa JI
He Bceif HayKke, BK/IIOvUast fake maremaruky [I'peit, 2021; Tacuu, 2022].

OTnenpbHOrO BHUMMAaHMS 3aCTyKMBaeT 3mech urypa Heitpara, koTo-
PbIit GBI HE TOJBKO COLMAJbHBIM YUEHbIM, HO ¥ OOII€CTBEHHBIM JesiTe-
seM. OJHO U3 MHOTOUYMCJIEHHBIX €r0 YBJeUeHMI — TMOPUAN3aAIS HayKH,
MCKYCCTBa ¥ 0Opa3oBaTebHOM IOJIUTUKM, BbIPA3UBIIIEECS B TOM UMCIIE
B co3manuy isotype — “International System of Typographic Picture Edu-
cation”, mukTorpaduueckoro sspika. OH ObLI IpegHa3sHayeH [Jisi TOro,
YTOOBI «IPEACTABUTh COIMAIbHbIE (DAKThI B HAMISAHON (GOpPME» U OXKM-
BUTh «MEPTBYIO CTaTUCTUKY». ['pyrima Heltpata B Tpuaiiateie rombl XX B.
HecKoJIbKO pa3 Bbiekaysia B CoBerckuit Coro3, 4TOObI CIIOCOOGCTBOBATH
yupexxaeHnio «Bcecoro3HOro MHCTUTYTa M300pasUTETbHONM CTATUCTUKK
COBETCKOro cTpouTtenbcTBa U s3KoHOMUKM» (MUI3OCTAT), koTOpBINi, cpeayn
IpoYero, Imyo/JMKoBaa B Ipaduyeckoi GopMe CTaTUCTUKY PasBUTHUS CO-
BETCKOM 9KOHOMUKM 110 TisiTuieTkam [ Vossoughian, D’Laine, 2008].
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3aKJIIoueHue

Urak, BeHckuit KPy>KOK MOKHO KBaJaMMUIMPOBaTh Kak 0COOYIO 30HY 00-
meHna. OHa chIrpajia pojib MHUIMATOPA IIMPOKOTO €BPOIEIICKOTO MHTE-
JIEKTYaJIbHOTO HAIpaBJIeHMsI, KOTOPOMY TMPENCTOSIZIO PAaCIpOCTPAHUTbCS
B 'epmanum, Yexuu, [Tonbine, Ouansuaum u B8 CLIA. Ilpu atom ero
oXMpana TpymHas cymbba. B ycioBusax Hamyusma OHO ObLIO BBITECHEHO
3a Mpefesibl KoHTMHeHTaabHoM EBporbl, a B CLIA cMOIJIo MoayuuTh b
BeCbMa OrpaHMUYeHHOe pasBuTMe. MupoBO33peHUeCKoe 3HaueHue uien
BeHckoro kpy>kka MOATBEPKOAeTCsl TeM (DaKTOM, UTO UX 3aMaTYMBajIA
U 3allpellaiy aBTOPUTApHbIE Y TOTAJIUTAPHBIE TMOJIUTUYECKUE PEKUMBI
(Haum3M, OOJIbIIIEBM3M, MakKapTusM). BiusHue BeHckoro Kpyskka Ipo-
sBuiock U B Poccun B 20-30 rr. XX B. B AMCKYCCHSAX O MEPCIHEKTUBAX
«yHUBepcaibHO Hayku» (A.A. BormaHoB) u B 0COGEHHOCTU 06 UCTOPUU
u ¢unocopun nayku (B.M. T'eccen) [Kacasun, 2020]. Ceropmns, B rof
cronetsi BeHCKOTro KpyskKa, CTAHOBUTCS BCE sSICHee, KaKoe 3HAUMTeIbHOe
BO3Ie/ICTBME OH OKas3aj Ha (uiocodckyio ucropuio XX B., Ha pa3BUTHE
HayKy U KyJbTYphl B LieJloM. bosee Toro, neHTpanbHble uneu BeHckoro
KpPY>KKa OOHAPY>KMBAIOT YOUBUTETbHYIO COBPEMEHHOCTD B KPUTHUKE aIMU-
HUCTPATUBHBIX METOJOB PYKOBOJCTBA HAYKOM B HAIM OHY, B YCIOBUSIX
pocTa Momnyansma, HallMoHaIM3Ma U KepuKain3ma.
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OKCI'OMOPOH BEHCKOI'O KPY)XKA

KysHewoBa Hatanus YTBEpXKAaeTCs, YTO Hacieame BEHCKOro KpyKa Cbirpaso O4YeHb
MBaHOBHa - JOKTOP BAXXHYIO POJib B MHTE/INIEKTYaNIbHbIX MOUCKax COBpeMeHHOM ¢uo-
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Iamamu ¢unocogpa u dpyza Anekcanopa Hukugoposa

OKCIOMOPOH O3HAauaeT YTO-TO BPOJE «COUeTaHMsI HeCOUueTaeMoro». OTO
JIy4Iliee CJI0BO JIJISI MOTBITOK PasMBIIIIJIEHUH O CYIbOe 3TOTO YAUBUTEIbHO-
ro (eHoMeHa BeHCKoOM KyJIbTYphl — BeHCKOro Kpy>kKa. DTO Ta MpusMa, Ko-
TOpast B JAHHOM KOHKDETHOM CjIy4ae MO3BOJISIET YBUAETb HE TOJBKO «TO,
YTO GBLIO», HO U TO, <UTO BUAUTCS Ha paccTossHuu». Hesb3s ckasaTh, UTO
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TO, YTO OBLIO, JIUIlle BUOUTCS HA PACCTOSIHUM, XOTS CPECTBA MO3HAHMS
MPOIIUIOrO0, GEeCCIIOpPHO, COBEPIIEHCTBYIOTCS CO BpPEMEHEM, HO IMOCe[-
CTBUSI KAKUX-TO VCTOPUUECKUX COOBITUI, TEMCTBUTENIHO, IPOSIBIISIOTCS
TOJIBKO «IIOCJIE», OCOOEHHO KOTHa JUCTAHIUSI CTAHOBUTCS 3HAUUTETHHOM.
«IIporwioe yio, - cIpaBegMBoO ckasas moyutosor @enop JIyKbIHOB, -
HacTosIIee Ipexosile, a Oyaylilee HACTYITUT, XOTMM MbI TOTO MJIM HET».
Bcerga nosesHo oco3HaBaTh, B KAKOW TOYKE BPEMEHU MbI BBIHOCUM CY3K-
JIeHe O KaKOM-TO COOBITUMN.

Benckomy kpyxkky - 100 ser. Moskem su Mbl, dunocodckoe coob-
11IeCTBO, XOTs 6bI ceifuac OTAaTh cebe OTYeT B TOM, yeM OOsI3aHbI TEM, KTO
OTKPOBEHHO M OTKPBITO MOpPBas ¢ prytocodpCckoyi KOHTMHEHTAILHOM Tpa-
IUIIYEN, CO3HATEIbHO CKEr MOCTbI, KOTOPbIE MOKHO Ha3BaTh CBSIIIIEHHBIM
CJI0BOM «Tpamuimy»? He Tak ysK TPYIHO GbIIO ObI JOKA3aTh, UTO TPAOUIINA
«HOBOTO (GI0COMCTBOBAHMSI» YXOMAT KOPHSMM B aropuyu 3eHOHa, rapa-
IOKCAJIbHOE YUEHME 3JIeaToB, B TPAAUIVMMU APUCTOTEIEBONM JIOTMKU, HAKO-
Hell! PasBe Hesb3s1 GbUIO YCMOTPETDh TeHe3UC HOBOV (MUI0CO(CKOM IIKOJIBI
B MCKYCCTBe CX0j1acToB BecTy aucyThi? He B HoBoe sin Bpems nosiBuiach
VMHAYKTUBHAS JIOTMKA, HEOOXOMMMOCTb KOTOpOM IpoBosrimacui ®dpeHcuc
BsKkoH 1 0 KOTOPOI OHM caMy Tak MHOro mcaym? Kak He IpuCTerHyTh Cio-
Ila ellle ¥ CEeHCyaM3M B KayecTBe POJOHaYaIbHMKA HAYYHOTO SMIMpU3Ma?
Hepanmusbiit ucTopuk dpmmocodum, oOsKaayi, Tak ¥ TOCTYIIUT, OH TaK U PbI-
IIIET B TIOMCKAX «MCTOKOB», «IIPEIIIIECTBEHHUKOB», HAXOOUT U TO, U IPYyTOe
B CaMbIX-CaMbIX ITyGMHax BekoB. Ho yuacTHuku BeHckoro kpyskka Ipu-
3HaBaJIM TOJIbKO ONHO HarpaBjIeHMe eBPOIeiicKoi (Gutocodum — TO3UTH-
BM3M, KOTODbIM, KaK OHM ¥ CaMy TIOHMMAaJy, ObLT yUeHMeM COMBUMBBIM,
IUIOXO BBICTPOEHHbBIM, CJIAOBIM B KOHIIENTYa/IbHOV CBO€N CTpyKType. [To3u-
TUBM3M OHM TIPUHSUIMA, TIOTOMY YTO OH BOCIIEBaJI HayKy. MOKeT IoKa3aTb-
cs1, uTo BeHCKMi1 Kpy>KOK MPOCTO XOTeJI 3MaTMpoBaTh Guaocodckoe coob-
IIIECTBO, XOTeJl MMEHHO MyOGIMYHOrO CKaHmasia. Hamo mpusHath, UTO 3TOM
1IeJIM OH Toraa Ho6wicst. Jla M CeromHs — TO ke, 3ByKM CKaHJIaa He CTUXJIN.
OTO BUAHO IO Kypcam UCTOpuM GuIocodmy YHUBEPCUTETCKUX ITPOTPaMM,
II0 TOM YCMEIUIMBOV MHTOHAIMM, C KOTOPOI Ipodeccopa KOHTMHEHTAIb-
HOM prtocodum TONBKO ¥ CIIOCOOHBI TOBOPUTD O JIOTMUECKOM TO3UTUBU3ME.

OKCIOMOpPOH HauMHAeTCsl yke ¢ uMMeHoBaHusl. Kak ciemyeTr roso-
puTb 0 Berckom kpyskke: ato - OH mm OHU? OHU 6bum1 0ueHb pasHbIMMU,
OH wumen commacoBaHHyIO Iiatdopmy, MaHMU(ECT, MTPOrpaMmy IeNCTBUA,
KOHIIEMIIMIO HayKy, KOTOPYIO HMKTO U3 HMX He ocrapuBa. IIporie 1 roBo-
puUTh 0 HeonosuTyBMaMe? KTo 1 Korma 0Co3HasI, YTO Hafio TOBOPUTh O «IIPy-
rom» (He TIepBOM U He BTOpoM) nosutusuamMe? Hamo v 1 ToUHOCTH TOBO-
PUTb O «TTO3UTKUBU3ME TpeTheii BoHbI»? To MMeHOBaHMe, KOTopoe BeHckuii
KPY>KOK caM [ij1s1 ceOsl BbIpaOboTal — «JIOTMUYECKUIA TTO3UTUBU3M», V3K TOUHO
OKCIOMOpPOH. Befib jiornka BOBCe He MHAYKTMBHASI HayKa, KTO MOKET B 3TOM
comHeBarbcst! Kimaccnuecknii TIO3UTMBU3M TIPU3HAET TOJIBKO MHIYKTUBHYIO
HayKy, BCE OCTAJIbHOE — MOKET ObITh, MHTEPECHO ¥ BOJIHYIOIIE, HO HE HAayYHO
M He BXOIUT B cepy HANPSDKEHHOTO MHTEJIEKTYaJIbHOTO aHaym3a. e ske
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mckarb Hauayto? B 1922 r. Mopuc [k BeTymaer B JOJDKHOCTB Ipodeccopa
Ha Kadenpe dumocobmy MHAYKTUBHBIX HayK BeHckoro yHuBepcuTera, Impo-
U3HOCUT CBOIO MHAYTYPALMOHHYIO peub. BeHCKMiT KPYsKOK BO3HMKAET KaK
MOCTOSIHHO JEMCTBYIOIIMIA (BTOPOM YeTBEpr KakKIOro Mecsiia) CeMMHap,
1 1924 1. - Bcero qmiib obopMIeHNEe TAKOTO pacimcaHus (3acemaHus Mpo-
XOmWIM Ha xumudeckoM daxybrere). Emre B 1907 1. Bo3HMKIIA Tpamguims —
CTYAEHTBI ¥ MOJIOZblE TIpENoaBaTe/ YHUBEPCUTETA COOMPAIOTCS B TOPOLI-
ckoM Kade «lleHTpanb» 1 3a Kode 0OCY>KIAIOT JH0ObIe BOMHYIOIIME TIPO6-
siembl. Termepb Takue MOCUIENKYU MPEBPAIAIOTCS B PETYISPHBIA HAyUHBINA
cemuHap. Kopoye roBopst, TOUHOCTM B JIaTaX HMKAKOM — HU MCTOPUIECKOM,
HU JIOTMYECKOM, HI OHTOJIornyeckoii. Ho cTmmmicTuka yraabiBaeTcs: BCerma,
Kak ObI cama co601, BO3HMKAET UTPa B COUETaHME HECOUETAEMOTO.

He moxoske /1 9TO Ha CUTYaIMIO U3 poMaHa YM6epTo JKo «MasaTHUK
dyko», rme repou aKTMBHO pa3pabarhIBaIOT ILJIaHbI paboT mJis Kadempbl
okciomopuctuku? Ilpenmaraercss mcciaenoBaTh «ypOaHMUCTUKY KOUEBBIX
IIJIEMEeH», «HAPOLHYIO OJIUTapXMIO», «IUAJIEKTUMKY TaBTOJOTMMU» Y TOMY
rmomo6Hoe. 3aueM ObI Bce 3T0? YOMBUTEIbHOE AejI0, HO (popMysia OKCIO-
MOpOHAa MO3BOJISIET CHOPMYIMPOBATh CKPBITOE ITPOTUBOpPEUNE, OOHAKUTD
MOJ/IVHHYIO Tpo6JieMy, OKa3bIBaeTCs 3BPUCTUYHONM. [la Bemb cama BeH-
CKasl KyJIbTYpa, eCJIM IPUIISIIEeThCSI, — CIUIOIIHONM «I1epeBepThIL»: U3YMU-
TeJIbHbIE BaJIbChl ceMelicTBa LlITpaycoB, macTepcTBo BeHckoro opkectpa,
POCKOIITHbIE MY3€M U IOBOPIIbI, 6e3yIpeyHasl apXUTEKTypa TOPOACKON 3a-
CTPOVIKM BOCCO3Ia/IM — KaK 0OpaTHYIO CTOPOHY MeIaji — C TaKoi JKe sIp-
KOCTBIO U JIETAJIbBHOCTBIO TIOPTpeT 6paBoro cospara llIBeiika u KapTUHY
€ro IOXOKIEeHUIA.

«HoBaropckas Tpamuiius» — BOT UTO MOpPOKIAeT KadenpaabHblii ce-
MMUHAp mof pykoBoacTBoM IlInmKa, HO 3TO K& TUIIMYHBIA OKCIOMOPOH!
D10 — HOBaTOpCKas GuIocodusi, KOTOpasi PEIIUTEBHO OTBepraeTr «(Guso-
codcrBoBanme»! [lomycTuma i Takast Urpa Ha YHUBEPCUTETCKOM (pusio-
codckoit kadenpe?

Touka 3K3UCTEeHIIMAILHOTO BbIOOpaA

Her, sTo He Urpa B 6ucep, usBecTHas HaMm 1o pomaHy ['epmana I'ecce. Ec-
JI eCTh >KeJlaHMe ITOHSATh KOHTYpPbI 3TOM HOBOM Bemkon Temaruueckoii
Urpel 1 OHSTD LIeIeyCTPEMIIEHHOCTh €e aKTOPOB, TO KOHIIEMIINI0 BeHcko-
ro Kpys>kka Hafjo u3jaraThb, HauMHasl rmoBecTBoBaHMe cioBamu A.JI. Huku-
doposa: «ITo-Bummmomy, XIX Bek 3aKOHUWICS JIUIITL C HaYaJIoM [-0i1 Mu-
poBoi1 BoltHbL, B 1914 romy. B aBrycre 3TOoro roma Ha TOJISX CpakeHUN
B Benbrum, ®paniym, Boctounoir [Tpyccun goropana iienas smnoxa B 06-
IIIeM-TO JOBOJIbHO MMPHOT'O PasBUTHS, OOpalllaiCh B IbIM MeasIbl €BPO-
TMEeJICKOTO eIMHCTBA U IpOorpecca Ha OCHOBe TexHUUYecKoro passutus. [lof
I'POXOT ITyIIIEK POXKIAJICS HOBBIN, ropasao 6osiee AMHAMUYHBIN U JKECTOKUNI
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XX BeK € ero MUPOBbIMM OOMHIMM, KOHIIEHTPAIMOHHBIMMY JIare€psSIMi, YTPO-
3aMy mIO6aIbHBIX KaTacTpod. Y ymonn, 6€cCMbICIEHHO MTPOCKIEBIINe Ye-
ThIpE TOfia B OKOIIAX, UCIIbITABIIIME ra30BbIe aTaKiu, CTaau ApyrumMi. Mx yske
He MOIVIM B3BOJHOBaTh ctuxu o “IIpekpacHoii Tame”. O6pasoBascs pas-
PBIB B TKaHM OGIIeCTBEHHOM kusuyu. OHa cTaja OeUThCS Ha IBe YacTu —
Ha “7mo” u “noce” BoitHbl» [Hukndopos 1998, c. 7]. Henb3s He yuecTb Ta-
KOM MCTOPUYECKUI U COLMOKY/IBTYPHBINM KOHTEKCT, Ha KOTOPBINM TaK TOYHO
ykazan Huxkundopos. He oboriuioch u 6e3 Kypbe3a, KOHEUHO. AJIEKCaHIpy
JleoHNmOBMUY yKa3a/M Ha HECYPA3HOCTb: pedb MOMAET O BEHCKOM KPYIKKe,
a OH, TIOSICHSISI KOHTEKCT, IIPUBOOUT B MPUMED U3BECTHbIE CTUXU PYCCKOTO
mosTa. «Ax, ma! — CIIOXBaTWICSl, HEMHOKKO CMYTMBIIIMCh, Hukmdbopos. —
Hy, Benp 1 Tak Bce MOHITHO».

IlelicTBUTENIbHO, IOHATHO. [lake B CTMXOTBOPHOM IVKJIe AjieKcaHapa
broka ganexknx 1901-1902 rT. ecTh CTPOKM, KOTOPbIE MOT'YT BbIPa3UTh Y-
IIIEBHOE COCTOSIHME, COIPOBOKIAIOIIEE BEPHYBIIMXCS C IOJIeN OGOEBBIX
CpaskeHui MOJIOABIX MCKaTeJIeli HayYHO U PrIocodCcKoil UCTUHBI:

Iloma pacTyT, KaK sKejlaHbsI,

Ho B3rsgHu BHE3aHO Hasa:
Tam, roe 66110 6ej10€e 3maHbe,
VYBUAMILD ThI YEPHBI CMpa,.

HuarHos ciyumBiiemycs nocraswi Jlrogsur ButrenmireiH, KoTo-
PBI caM MOOBIBAJ B OKOIIAX, MCIBITAJ U IUIeH. BUHOBHUKM TeX HeJemnbIX
IO TIOJTHOTO 6e3yMCTBa [JEMCTBUI, KOTOPbIe MMEHYIOTCS <«BOMHOW», —
cnoga. Jliogy roBopsAT ropasno 60Jblile, YeM COBEpIIAIOT MOCTYIIKOB
um gymatot. Korza nrony roBopsT, MM KaskeTcsl, YTO OHM AyMmaroT. OHu
CHayvaJia TOBOPSIT, IIOTOM IPUHUMAIOT pellleHus U IeicTBYIoT. [lnameH-
Hble eyl MOJIUTUYECKUX JINIEPOB MOTYT OYKBaJbHO CHECTM BCe MHBA-
pUaHTBl OOIeCTBEHHO-TIONIUTUYECKOTO Topsiika. He mopa s ocraHo-
BUTBCSI U TIOTOBOPUTH HAa TeMY, UTO XK€ MbI JejaeM, KOraa ToBOpum?
Peup — BaskHeMIMI OOBEKT M3YUYEHUS: CIIYIIAsl UyKKMe peuy, Mbl BOJI-
HYeMCSl, UCIBITBIBAEM BOCTOPT WIM HErofoBaHMe, CJIOBOM MOXXHO BO-
ONYIIEBUTb U OCKOpOUTH, MO3BaThb B aTaky M Ha OGappukagbl, MOKHO
HaCMeIINTb WM YHU3UTb, MOXKHO 0JIarOCJIOBUTb MJTU MTPOKJISICTD. Bee du-
70codbl 3HAIOT 3TO, HO HMKOTJA He MBITAINCh CUCTEMAaTNYeCKu 00 3TOM
nymaTb. HanmpoTus, TpagMLIMOHHO OHM YUMJIM DPUTOPUKE, OPATOPCKOMY
UCKYCCTBY.

Kaxknpiil 3HaeT, CKOJIbKO KPYTOM ITyCTOCJIOBYSI — OPaTOpbl HEVCTOB-
CTBYIOT Ha MUTUHTIAX, JeNyTaTbl BUTUICTBYIOT B [1apiaMeHTaX, COPeBHY-
IOTCSI B KpacHOpeuuu B JIure Hanmit. A YTO HAXOAMM B MHOTOYMCJIEHHBIX
dunocodckux tpakrarax? «Huuto HuutuT» M «Huuto HMUTOXECTBY-
eT» — 0 4yeM 3T0? A Befb HAC MHOIO pa3 MpemyIlpeXxaau ob OmacHo-
CTH, gaxke MoaThl: «EcTb peun — 3HaueHbe / TeMHO MJIb HUUTOXHO, / Ho
M 6e3 BoJIHEeHbs / BHUMaTh HEBO3MOKHO» (JIepMOHTOB), «MBbIC/Ib U3pe-
YyeHHasl ecTb JIOKb» (TioTueB). B TakoM pakypce MosiB/iIeTCsl IIporpaMmma
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«JIMHTBUCTUYECKOTO TTOBOpOTa» B (punocodun. CrioseH JlaHrep nmomguep-
KMBAaeT, YTO 3Ta IIporpaMma 3axBaTbiBaeT gcto ¢punocouro XX eexa [JlaH-
rep, c. 8].

B kumsiemM oMyTe IMyCTOCIOBMS CYIIECTBYET TOJBKO OOMH OCTPOB,
CKOpee, CKaJUCThI yTec, — HayKa. Ho u ee Gepera OMbIBalOT MYTHbIE
BoJTHBL. DutocodcKas 3a7aua CTaHOBUTCS KOHKPETHOM — Jio2uuecKutli ana-
Ju3 23vika Hayku. OTNSITh IIOK — a KaK Ke TOrga CTaBUTh TaK Ha3bIBAeMbIe
«CMBICJIO}KM3HEHHbIE BOIIPOCHI», Belb OHM BCErna CUMTAINCh [VIABHBIMM
IJIST IPAaKTUKM pasHoobOpasHoro ¢umocodcrBoBanmus? Hayka Ha Takue BO-
MIPOCHI HUKOTA He OTBeYasa U He Gpaach OTBEYATD.

I'padpuka HayYHOTO MMPOIIOHMMAHUS

Cyskenne ¢GmiocodCKoil 3amaun MPUBEJIO K JTOBOJIBHO MpUMeYaTeTbHOM
HOBAal[MM: B CaMOii JIOTMKe TOSIBJIsIeTCs mpobriema 6eccmblCieHHOCmU.
[Ipexkme yorvka moMorasa MbIIUIEHMIO, pa3obsiavast JIOTMYeckue OImob-
k1. HoBasg Tema mpuBesia B KOHEUHOM cueTe K TOMY, YTO JIOTMKM CTasu
Habmomarb, GUKCUPOBATh U TUIIOJOTU3MPOBATh pPasHOOOpas3HbIe Cydan
6eCcCMBIC/IEHHBIX BbICKAa3bIBAHMIA: HAIIPUMED, «eC/IM UAET CHET, TO Mapo-
BO3», «KPYIJIbI KBapaT», «3aKOHbI JIOTMKM SKEJIThIE», «3eJIeHble WIen
SIPOCTHO CITSIT», «C MOEM TOUKM 3peHus1, y Haramm BooOlle HET MMeHU»
utn. B «CyoBape 1o Jioruke» TOSBISIETCS CTPOTOe MpenyIpeskaeHne,
KOTOpPOE BBIMJISIAUT MPUMEPHO TaK: «beccMbIC/IeHHOe — 9TO SI3bIKOBOE BbI-
pakeHue, He OTBevarollee TpeOOBaHMSIM CUHTAKCUCA WMJIM CEMAHTUKU
si3bIka». [IpMBOOAMTCS MHOTO PasjMUHBIX MPUMEPOB «6eCCMbICEHHOTO»
[Kparkuit cyioBapp mo joruke, 1991, c. 19]. Mnaue rosops, Jioruka te-
nepb GUKCUPYET HapYIIIeHWe KAaKUX-TO SI3bIKOBBIX MPaBWI (MJIM CO3IaHMe
KOH(MJIMKTA C STUMM IIpaBUIaMM), a 3TU HpaBuia 06eCleurBalT KOMMY -
HUKAIMIO MeXAY JIIoObMI. beccMmbIc/ieHHOe He eCTb JIOXKHOe, XOTS He 06-
JIaJAeT ¥ VCTMHHOCTHBIM 3HaueHueM. VICTMHHOCTHOE/JIOKHOEe 3HauyeHue
MMEIOT TOJIBKO OCMBICJIEHHbIE BbICKa3bIBaHMs. «beccMbiciieHHOe» BOOG-
IIle HEeCOMOCTaBMMO C HeMCTBUTENbHOCTbIO! Hayka mo aToi mpuumHe
He JIOITyCKaeT GeCCMbICJIEHHBIX BbICKa3bIBaHMI! DTO yTBEpPKAAETCS KaK
Hopma. Hemb3s ckasaTh, 4TO JIOTMYECKUI TMO3UTUBU3M OTBETMJI Ha BO-
MPOC, YTO TAKOe CMBICJ, HO KpUTepuu «6eCCMbICIEHHOCTU» CHOPMYJIM-
poBaJ1 ueTko (110 KparHeil Mepe, IJiT HayKu) — OTCYTCTBUE JeHOTaTa IjIst
cnoBa, pedepeHtMm - Ay BbicKasbiBaHMM. OTCYTCTBME KOHTAKTa C pe-
anbHocmeio. HeclyyallHO B Ja/IbHEMIIMX OMUCKYCCUIX O Creluduke
HAayYHOT'O MMPOBO33PEHMS ITEPECTAHYT YIOTPEOISITH COBETCKOE MTPOTUBO-
MOCTaB/IeHNe «MaTepuaansM/uueaansm», Terepb BCe 3aroBOPST O «Hayu-
HOM peayiusMe» 1 ero mpobjeMax.

Mopwuc Hlnuk mmucan, mosicHss nosuimio BeHckoro kpyskka: «Yacto
BeHCKyI0 1IKOJTy OGBMHSIIOT B TOM, YTO OHA COCTOUT He U3 GmIocodos,
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a 13 BparoB ¢puaocoduu. [OBOPST, UTO yueHue TN LIKOJIbI HUYEro He aa-
eT IJI1 pasBUTUS U Tporpecca dumocodun, a CIYKUT JIUIITb YHUUTONKE -
o ¢unocodpun. <...> Tak HasbiBaemble “aHTU-MeTadU3MKMU~ YACTO
HEeCIMPaBeIJIMBbI 10 OTHOIIEHMIO K TPAAMIIMOHHON Guiaocodun, yTBEp-
skpasi, 6YITO OHa IPeNCTaB/IsieT coO0Vi B OCHOBHOM COBOKYITHOCTD IICEB-
nmorpobseM. $ ke, HAO60OPOT, TMoOJIaral, YTO y HAC €CTb BCE OCHOBAHMS
TOPIOUTBCS TEM, UTO HAIIIM UIEU SIBWIUCH PE3Y/IbTATOM JIJTUTETLHOTO MCTO-
pUYeCcKOro IyTH 4eyioBeveckoro ayxa» [umt. mo: Kpadt, 2003, c. 46-47].
Bukrtop Kpadt nmpubasnsier K ckazaHHOMY: «KoHeuHO, TOT, KTO B (huiio-
coduy BUAUT BbIpasKEeHME JKU3HEHHON MYIPOCTH, CyObEKTUBHOE TIOHMMA -
HM€e MUpa U KU3HU, KTO B CBOMX CIIEKY/ISTUBHBIX MOCTPOEHMUSIX HAXOOUT
OKyTaHHbBIE TaifHO, HEIIO3HABaeMble OCHOBBI MMPOIOPSIIKA WJIM BbIpa-
SKEHHYIO B MOHSTUSX MOI3UI0 MUPA, TOT MOXKET, KOHEYHO, PaCCMaTPUBATh
dwmnocoduio BeHckoro Kpy>kka Kak yoorylo HMILIETY, OO OHA OTBepraet
BCe TO, Yero HeJsb3sl JOCTUYb cpencTBaMy Hayku» [Tam ske, c. 47]. iHaue
roBopsi, BeHckas 1ikosa paboTtaeT Hap, 3amadeil ouuljeHus C108 U 8blCKa-
3bl6aH UL, YBOIOSIIVX OT PeaTbHOCTM.

Pymonbd KapHan crpaBemymmBo 3ameTusn: « BBy TOro, UTO ITyTaHM-
11a cdep B pasrOBOPHOM sI3bIKe He BeleT K 60bIM 6emamM, Ha Hee BOOO-
e He obpalalT BHMMaHMsI. OgHAKO 9TO 11eeco06pasHo JIUIb MO OT-
HOIIIEHUIO K OOBIYHOMY CJIOBOYTIIOTPEOIEHMIO, B MeTabM3NKe 3TO BEAET
K rubenbHbIM nociencteusiM» [Kapnam, 1998, c. 84]. U manee: «Ilpm
GITVDKAIIIEM PaCCMOTPEHMH, B HEOTHOKPATHO MEHSIBIIIENCS OfiesKe, Y3Ha-
eTCsl TO Ke CoIepykaHMe, UyTo U B Mude: Mbl HaXOOMUM, YTO MeTadusuka
TaKKe BO3HMKIIA U3 MOTPEOHOCTM BBIPAKEHUST UYBCTBA SKMU3HU, COCTOS -
HMsI, B KOTOPOM >KMBET YeJIOBEK, SMOIIYMOHA/IbHO-BOJIEBOTO OTHOIIEHUS
K MMDY, K OJIMKHEMY, K 3a7jauaM, KOTOpbIe OH DPelIaeT, K Cyabbe, KOTOPYIO
OH TIepeskKMBaeT. DTO UYBCTBO JKM3HM BbIPAsKAETCS B OOJIBIIIMHCTBE CITyda-
eB 6eccosHaTe/IbHO, BO BCEM, UTO UEJIOBEK JIeJIaeT ¥ TOBOPUT, OHO (UKCH -
pYeTcsl B uepTax ero JiMia, MOKeT ObIThb, TAaKKe U B ero noxonke. Hekoto-
pble JIIOOM CBEPX 3TOTO MMEIOT ellle MOTPeOGHOCTbh 0COOOTO BBIPAsKEHUS
CBOEr0 YyBCTBa >KM3HM, OOJiee KOHIIEHTPMPOBAHHOTO U ybGemuTesbHee
BOCIIPMHMMAEMOTIO [OHM CTaHOBATCSI XyOOXHMKamu|... [y Hamlero uc-
CJIeOBaHMS CYIECTBEHHO JIUIITh TO, YTO MCKYCCTBO aJieKBaTHOe, MeTadu-
3MKa, HaIIPOTUB, HeaJleKBaTHOE CPEMCTBO [IJIS1 BbIPAsKEHMSI UyBCTBA SKMU3HMU.
<...> B ciyuae metadmsuky €0 OGCTOUT TaK, YTO ¢GopMa ee MpOu3Be-
JleHUs1 UMUTUpPYeT TO, YeM OHa He siBiisieTcsi» [Kapnam, 1998, c. 87]. Kap-
Hall TIbITAeTCS IPOSICHUTDL TMPOIEAYPY «OUMIEeHMs», TOKa3bIBaeT, KaK
MOXXHO BBISICHUTB, OOJIaJiaeT M HEeKOe He3HAaKOMOe CJIOBO (HOMYCTUM,
K IIpuMepy, «6eOuuHbIiN») deHomamom, obaagaeT jau usyyaeMoe CJIOBO
dbyHKIMEN «03HaueHus» pealbHOCTU. KOHeUHbINI BbIBOZ, YOUICTBEHHO
npo3paueH: «[IpenyoskeHne o3HaUaeT JUIIb TO, YTO B HEM Bepuduumpye-
Mo. <...> O yem-n60, JiexkaleM TPUHIMUITUAIBHO MO TY CTOPOHY OITBIT-
HOTO, HeJjb3sl HM CKa3aTb, HU MBICJIUTb, HU cripocuTb» [Tam ke, c. 84].
OTO 3BYUYMT KaK MPUTOBOP.
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Yro KacaeTcst HayKy, TO HM C KEM KOHCY/JIbTUPOBAThCS He TTPUIILIIOCH.
Hayky B BeHckoM KpyskKe 3Ha/M He MOHAc/bImKe. [1IMK 3almMTi cBoro
IIOKTOPCKYIO CTeNeHb Mmoj pykoBoacTBoM Makca ITnanka «O6 oTpaskeHnn
CBeTa B HEOmHOpOmHOM cpeme», B 1917 r. ony6aMkoBas MOHOTpaduio
«IIpocTpaHCcTBO M BpeMsi B COBpeMeHHOI (m3uKe», rie mpencTaBiu, Bepo-
SITHO, MepBoe GMI0CO(PCKOe OCMbBIC/IEHME HOBEMIIIEH TeOpuy DMHIITENHA.
Bupuble maTeMatukyu M GU3MKM, COIMOIOTU U 3KOHOMUCTBI — Kypt I'e-
IeJsib (aBTOP 3HAMeHNUTOI TeopeMbl), ['aHc ['aH (ayccepranus «3amevyaHus
K BapMalMOHHOMY McumnciaeHuio»), @umumnn dpask (paborasi u ¢ Maxom,
¥ ¢ DVHILTEHOM, IPUBAT-IOIEHT 10 TeopeTnueckoii ¢pusuke B BeHckom
yuuBepcutete), Orro Heitpar (ucciemoBanusi B 06J1aCTM SKOHOMUKMA),
Puxapn don Mmusec (6par 3HAMEHUTOTO SKOHOMMCTA, MUMEJT MHKEHEPHOE
obpasoBaHue, MyOAMKOBaI MaTeMaTuueckye paboThl) U Ipyrue MPaKTUKY-
IOlMe YUYeHble He HYKIAINCh B MOSICHEHUSIX, UTO TaKoe HayKa, OHM IpO-
CTO €I0 3aHMMAJIUCh, BeM HayuyHble mccaenoBaHusl. OnuH U3 OyIyIImMx
muaepoB Kpyskka Pymonbd Kapnan nosmyuan ob6pasoBaHyue Mo pyKOBOJ -
ctBoM I. @pere, y KOTOpOro Msyvasa Takue MaTeMaTUueCKyue IUCLMATLIN-
HbI, KaK aHaJUTUUYECKas] TeOMeTpusl, Teopust GYHKLMIA, anrebpanyecKui
aHayM3, Teopust urcea u T.1. HoBblii cTiiib pustocodun TpeGoBas Takoi
MOATOTOBKYM. DTO HAllOMMHAJIO JE€BU3, BMCEBIINMI Haj BXOAOM B AKaje-
vuto [lnatona: «HereomeTp na He BoiizeT».

BeposiTHO, 10 3TOM NPUYMHE CIIOPOB O TOM, KaK MBICJIUTb CamMy Hay -
KY, IIpaKTUUecky He Bejoch. CaMoe IJIaBHOE B CTPOITHOM 3JaHUM HAYKU —
Teopusl, KOTOpast IMPEACTAaBIISIET COO0I HEKUI YMO3PUTEIbHbBIN KOHCTPYKT.
Teopust BO3HMKAET MHAYKTUBHBIM ITyTeM, Kak 060011IeHM e SMIMPIUYUe CKUX
maHHbIX. Ho aTuM meno He ycrokauBaercs. Teopust HO/DKHa paboTaTh,
CJIeOBATeJIbHO, TI0JIaraeTcs 3aCTaBUTh ee CeJaTh NpencKasaHue — cief-
CTBME, KOTOPOE MOKET ObITb «paspeliMMo B HaGmomeHun». Ecau mper-
CKazaHHOe SIBJieHMe (UKCUPYETCS Habatodamenem, TeOpUs sepuguyu-
pyemcs (nonareepxkmaercs). CiiemoBaTebHO, C TAaKOVW TEOPUEN MOKHO
IBUTAThCS OaJibllle, OHa OOIaaeT — Ha JAHHbI MOMEHT — 3HAYEHUEM UC-
muHHocmu. YpesBbIYaliHO MPOCTO ¥ MOHATHO KaKIOMY MCC/IeIOBATeIIIO,
Kakaomy Harypanucty. CTOUT BCIIOMHMTb, KaKas KapTHHA IPOIIECCOB,
MPOUCXOIALINX B MPUPOIe, OblJIa HAPMCOBAHA TAaKMM BEJMKUM (UIOCO-
¢dom, kak I'erenb: «PokmeHne 3ByKa C TPYIOM IOAMAeTCs MMOHMMAaHMUIO.
Korma crnenmpuueckoe BHYTpU-CeOS-ObITHE, OTAEIMBIINCD OT TSKECTH,
MPOCTYIaeT HApY3KYy, 3TO U €CThb 3BYK; 9TO — Kayio6a MaeaabHOr0, HaXOs -
IIIErocsl BO BJIACTM APYTOro, HO BMECTe C TeEM ¥ €ro TOPXKeCTBO Hajl 3TOM
BJIACTbHIO, MO0 OHO coxpaHseT B Hell cebs» [[erenn, 1934, c. 184]. Hampa-
IIIMBAETCSI PUTOPUUYECKMIT BOIPOC: CIOCOOGEH JIM eCTeCTBOVCIIBITATENb
YBUOETH 30€Ch «HayUYHOEe MUPOIIOHMMaHMe» ?

SlcHas M goctymHas, 6e3 BCSIKOW «MeTahM3UKU», CXema paboThI
B HayKe, MpeACTaBjaeHHass BeHCKMM Kpy>kKKoM, ObLla POMAaHTM3MPOBaHA
B 3HAMEHUTOM poMaHe «3Idpoycmut» CuHkiepa JIbiouca. 3a 3TO Mpous-
BefleHMe mucaresib noyunn nepsyio mist CIIIA HobeseBckyio mpeMuro
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o smreparype (1930 r.). B Hem mpucyTCcTByeT MOIJMHHOE MOHMMAaHMUE
0COBEHHOCTE} HAayYHOTO MOMCKA, YeMY He MPUXOOMUTCS YOUBJIATHCS, TaK
KaK IPYroM, KOHCY/JIbTaHTOM M BIOXHOBMUTEJIEM IIMCaTesis ObLT 3SHAMEHM -
ThiVi MuKpo6mosior IToas ge Kpiou (C. JIbiouc Bbipasui emy 6aromap-
HOCTh 3a «HeolleHMMYIO0 Tomollib»). HobeneBckast mpemusi 6puta ¢ Ta-
kum Boctoprom mpunsTa B Coemmuennbix IllTarax, uro I'omausyn yske
B 1931 r. BeImycTII KMHODWIBM « DPOYCMUT», T IJIaBHbIE POJIM ChITpa-
JIM camble 3HaMEHUTbIE Ha TOT MOMEHT aKTepbl (GWIbM ObLT HOMUHMPO-
BaH Ha npemuio «Ockap» cpasy B UeThipex HOMuHaIMAX). OnuH U3 r1aB-
HBIX MepCOHa)kell poMaHa — MuKpob6mosior Makc ['oTinmb - HacTapiseT
CBOEro yueHmka — MapTuHa OpoycMmuta: «BbITb yUeHbIM — 3TO He IpO-
CTO 0COOBIV B, pabOThI, HE TaK, YTOOBI YEJIOBEK MMPOCTO MOXKET BbIOM -
paTh: OBITH JIM €My YUYEeHBIM MJIM CTaTh MYTEIIeCTBEHHUKOM, KOMMMBOS -
SKEpPOM, BpauoM, KopoJieM, hepmepoM. <...> HopMasibHbIN 4eIOBEK Majio
6GeCITOKOUTCS O TOM, UTO OH J€JIaeT, JIMIIIb ObI paboTa IMO3BOJISIA €CTh,
CIlaTh M JIIOOUTb. YUEHBIN Ke TITYOOKO PeUrvMo3eH — TaK PeIuruoseH,
YTO He >KeJIaeT IPUHMMATDb HOJYUCTUHBI, IOTOMY UTO OHM OCKOPOUTEb-
HbI 1)1 ero Bepbl» [JIptouc, 1998, c. 308].

MapTiH, MOJIOLOM MUKPOOMOJIOT, TOC/Ie MHOTMX JIET MOATOTOBKM
MOJTYYMJT JOCTYIT B J1a6OpaTopMio IJis TMPOBENeHMs 3aJyMaHHOTrO JKCIIe-
puMeHTa. BoysHYsICh TIepen MepBOil CaMOCTOSITETbHOM paboToM, OH IMpO-
U3HOCUT JJIs1 cebsT HEeUTO Bpoze MOMUTBBI: «Boske, mai MHe He3aMyTHEH -
HOe 3peHMe M u36aBb MeHS OT MOCIENIHOCTU. boxke, mait MHe IOKOM
M HELIAJHYIO 37100y KO BCEMY ITOKAa3HOMY, K IMOKa3HOV paboTe, K pabore
pacxJisi6aHHOM ¥ He3aKOHUeHHOM. boske, maii MHe HEyTOMOHHOCTH, UTOObI
sl He CIajl ¥ He CJIyIIaJT MOXBaJjibl, TIOKa He YBIIKY, UTO 6b1800bl U3 MOUX
Hab6nodeHUll cxo0amces ¢ pe3yibmamamu Moux pacuemos (KypCcuB MOM. —
H.K.), uiu 1oKa B CMMPEHHOJ paJloCT He OTKPOIO U He pa3o6iiauy CBOIO
ommn6Ky. boxxe, fait MHe cui He Beputh B bora!» [Tam ke, c. 310]. Yet-
Kas rpaduKka Hay4HOro IOMCKa CTOJIb BEPHO BbIpaskeHa 3[eCh B XymOiKe-
CTBEHHO-3MoIIMoHabHOM dopme! JleB Jlanmay, coBeTckuii jaypear Ho-
GeneBckoy Ipemuyu mno ¢usuke 1962 r., npusHan: «M3 KHUT IJ11 MeHS
(ue cuntas “CkyunHoit ucropun” YexoBa) IO CuX TOp JIydUllleii OCTaeTcs
“Opoycvnt” Cunxiiepa JIbionuca, marmomas SpKyl0 KapTUHY IICHMXOJIOTMA
paboTrHuka Hayku» [1mT. o: Tam ske, c. 520].

CKOJIbKO 3Ke ObUIO MOHAMMCaHO B XX B. O «KPU3UCE» JIOTMUECKOTO
MO3UTMBM3MA — Ha BCEX SI3bIKAX, Ile TOJIbKO BeJUCh Gutocodckue pabo-
Tol! Bukrop KpadTt, cam akTMBHBIN y4acTHMK BeHCKOro Kpyskka u mep-
BbI1 €ro MCTOPUK, MPEKPACHO TTOKAa3aJl, YTO paboTa MpeKpaTuiach He Mo-
TOMY, YTO 3allula B TymuK. He BmaBasch B MOAPOOHOCTH, OH CKYIIO
KOHCTaTupoBas, 4To pabora Kpyskka 6Gbuta mpepBaHa: «B EBpore Haua-
Jlach BOVHA. B 11e710M 9TO 6BUT GIeCTsIIINIA B3/1eT. BeHCKUI KPy>KOK Iast
HAYaJI0 MEXAYHApOTHOMY (PMIOCOMCKOMY TEUEHUIO — HEOMO3UTUBUZMY
i HeosMmmupusmy. Cam BeHCKuit KpysKoK Hec TspKesible MmoTepu. <...>
B Bene 6osbiiie He cyiiecTBoBasio BeHckoro kpyskka. OmHaKko 3amaHHOe
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MM HampaBJieHMe TIOMYUYMJIO IIMPOKOE PACIPOCTpPAHEHME 3a PYOEsKOM»
[Kpadrt, 2003, c. 44-45]. KpadT crapaTesbHO U MOAPOGHO MEPEUNCIISeET,
KyZa HampaBuauch mestesn Kpyskka mocse aHuumoca ABCTpun — mpeskie
Bcero B CIIIA (Peiixen6ax, don Musec, Kapnan, ®@eirib), B AHIINIO
(Baitcman, Aiiep, Ilonmep MHOrOe caesiaiy Tam JJisl IpoIaraHibl HeoIo-
3uTuBM3MA), B OunngHauio, Opanumio. «Tonbko B I'epmannu Hampasiie-
HUeE, TIPeiCTaBIeHHOe BEeHCKUM KPY>KKOM, He MOTYYMIO HUKAKOTO Pacipo-
crpadenusi» [Tam ske]. ITpubaBum K stomy, uro B CCCP opurmHasabHbie
paboThl HEOIO3UTHBM3MA KaK-TO CPasy MOMaJM B «CIEIXPaH» U JTOITOe
BpeMs1 He O6bUIM TOCTYIHbI IIMPOKOMY ¢uaocodckomy coobiectBy. OnHa-
KO TpygHO cebe BOOOpPasUTh GecuuceHHOe KOJIMUYECTBO KaHIUAATCKUX
M JOKTOPCKUX MMUCCEPTAIii, KOTOpble ObLIM 3allMINEHbl IO HaIpaBJie-
HUIO «KPUTMKA OYypiKyasHOM (Guaocodumy», M, KOHEUHO, BC€ OHM JEMOH-
CTPUPOBAJIN «TTYOOUAMIIINIA UIEMHBIA KPU3UC» JIOTMUYECKOTO TTO3UTUBM3MA.
3aTo HEKOTOpPbIE OPUTMHAJIbHBIE TEKCThI KpyskKa XOmwi B «caMu3mares.
ITepeBon, kaurn Bukropa Kpadra (rmepeBogumk HeM3BECTEH) pa3OIIesiCs
cpenu putocodcekoii Mojiomexku B 1970-e IT., pacnevyaTaHHbINA, KaK I10Ja-
rajoch IjIs1 MallMHOIMCHOTO TUPAKUPOBAHMS, Ha TMANMpPOCHO Oymare.
Tonbko B 90-e rr. XX u «Hynesble» rogsl XXI B. B Poccun 6putn mepe-
BeZleHbl ¥ TUPaKMPOBaHbl MHOTME PabOThl BEHCKOro KpyskKa, BKIIOYAs
HEKOTOpbIe BbIycku ,,Erkenntnis®.

Ho mHTepec K Kaccuke Takoro pofa Terepb ysKe yrac, 3aT0 MOTHbIMM
M CUJIbHBIMU B COOOILIECTBE CTajM BMSHMS TaK Ha3bIBA€MOV KOHTMHEH-
TaJIbHOM (ustocodum, OjIs1 KOTOPOii BeHCKui KPysKOK HUKOTZA U He ObLI
«pmwrocodpckum». C 3TMM HMYETO He Tofesiaelllb. BepHbIMM MAesM JIOTH -
YeCKOTO MO3UTHUBU3MA, He BeJasl TOrO, OCTAIMCh TOJIBKO MPAKTUKYIOIIVE
€CTeCTBOMCITbITaTeM. J[yMalo, MHOTME SKCIIEPUMEHTATOPbI M CETOAHSI I'O-
TOBBI [TOBTOPSITH «MOJUTBY» MaprtuHa dpoycmuTa.

Kak 6bI HM XOpOHWIV KOHLEMIMIO JIOTUYECKOTO TMO3UTUBU3MA «KOH-
TUHEeHTabHas prtocopusi», WM UIe0IOrMYECKUM MOTUBUPOBAHHbIE (DI-
Jocodbl, WIKM Iaske HOBEMHIINEe MHUIMATUBBI COBpPEMEHHO (uaocodpumn
HayKy, HayyHOe MMPOTIOHMMaHMEe OCTAeTCs MHBapMaHTHbIM. BeHckomy
KPYKKY YIaJI0Ch BbIpa3uTb B cBoeM MaHudecre (,, Wissenshaftliche Welt-
auffassung®) 1 B cBOMX Tpymax TO, UTO 3aK/IIOUEHO B CaMOM CepHleBMHE
pemMecsia MPaKTUKYIOIIMX CETOMHS MCCIemoBaTesei, NeiiCTByeT Ha YpOBHE
UX «HESIBHOTO 3HAHMSI», OTPASKAETCS B KaskIOM JOCTOMHON HAayuyHOM My6-
mukanyu. B Kpyskke 310 moHMMasu: «DTOT Jdyx HAyuHO20 MUPONOHUMA-
HUsl KUB B MCCJIEIOBATENIbCKOM paboTe BCeX OTpacyeil OMbITHON HayKu.
CucremaTuvecky MpOAyMaH M OCHOBATEJIbHO TPEACTAaBIe€H OH, OJHAKO,
JIUIIb HEMHOTMMM BeOYIIMMM MBICJIATEISIMU, U 3T TOCJEIHME JIUIIb
penKo OKa3bIBAIOTCSI B COCTOSIHUM cOGpaTh BOKPYT ce6sT KPYT eqVHOMBIIII-
neuunkoB» [Kapuam u ap., 2005, c. 13].

Mopa (MHTe/UIeKTyaIbHasl MOJa 34eCh He MCK/IIoueHne!) mpexopsia,
a kjmaccuka — BeuyHa. [Toromy U TOBTOpPSIIOT: «UnTaiTe U MepeuynThIBanTe
KJIacCUKy!»
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Ms1 paccmarpuBaem Jir060e MHTeJUIEKTyaJlbHOe Hacjenye, CIemyst
«BeryHky» BpeMeHM, TIepeBOIsI «OeryHOK» (Kak Ha 6yMaKHOM KaJleH[a-
pe, KOTOPbI BUCUT Ha CTEHE) IO OCU MCTOPUUYECKOTO BpeMeHM, IMOCTO-
SIHHO M3MeHSISI KOHTEeKCT CBOEl peleMini, BbIIessisl B MPOIJIOM TO Of -
HO, TO JPYyroe ComepskaHue, IePenyCbIBAeM TPAEKTOPUM PASBUTUS UIEN
M «yCMaTpMBAEM» TO, YEro paHee He «yCMaTpuBaM». JTO Hem36eKHO,
MOTOMY YTO CaMM KMBEM B HEyMOJIMMOM TeMIIOpajbHOM pexkume. BeH-
ckomy KpykRKky — 100 yieT. MHOTO BOABI yTEKIO, MHOTOE ITPOSIBUIOCDH, UTO
TOJIbKO HaMeyasiocb. MHe XOTeoCh BCIIOMHUTb M OTMETUTDH OGymopaska-
LIYI0 MapaJoKCaIbHOCTb Ujieit BeHcKoro KpyskKa, mpyu BceM MUX CTpemiie-
HMM BBIPAXKaThCS SICHO M TOYHO. [IpaBma, 0 TOM, O 4eM Hejb3s CKa3aTb
SICHO, CJIefyeT MpoMosyaTb. Ho Hesb3sl ske paBHOMYIITHO MPOUTU MMUMO
UX CIOCOOHOCTM B3PBIBATh TO, UTO OBLIO MPUBBIYHBIM, BBIIBJIATH He-
SICHOCTh B TOM, YTO Ka3aJOCh SICHBIM. B TakoM MoOeM BOCIPUSITUM TIPO-
SIBJISIETCST BpeMsI, B KOTOpOM >kuBeM. Kpyrom cjoBa-miepeBepThIIM WK
MYCTBILIKK, CJIOBa-TuIanebo, ¢hpassl ¢ BbIBEpHYThIM HaM3HAHKY COfepsKa-
HreM. [loaTomMy ceromHsl Ha MEPBBIM IJIAH peLENuMM 3acayr BeHckoro
Kpy’)KKa BbIIJIa paboTa Ha «Kadeape OKCIOMOPUCTURM». VIX CTpacTHbIN
MIPU3BIB K «OUUIIEHUIO» TOBOPEHMSI.
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BEHCKVII7I KPYXOK: MAPAAOKCA/IbHOE HAC/EAUE

FaBpuneHko CtaHucnae B npeanaraeMoM TeKCTe pasBMBAETCA Psf NOJIOKEHWUI CTaTbyu
MwuxaitnoBuy - kKaHamaat H.N. Ky3HeuoBon «OKcloMOpPOH BeHcKoro kpyxka». Cneumanb-
$unocodpckmx Hayk, LOLEHT. HOe BHUMaHWe YOEenseTcs MHTE/IeKTyalbHOMY Hacneauto BeH-
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THE VIENNA CIRCLE: A PARADOXICAL HERITAGE
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Heserko BbICKa3aTh PEIUIMKY HAa TEKCT, B KOTOPOM, KakK KaXXeTcsl, BCe
IJIaBHOE YK€ CKa3aHO, MPUYEM CKa3aHO SHEPTrUYHO U yOenuTenbHO. BeH-
CKMIT KPY>KOK — 3TO JIEMCTBUTEbHO «YOMBUTEIbHBIA (GeHoMeH BeHckon
KYJIBTYpBI», CYIIECTBOBaHME KOTOPOTO MOAIEPSKMUBAIOCh «UI'POM B COYe-
TaHMe HecoueTaemoro» [KysHeroBa, 2024, c. 26]. «OKCIOMOPOH» CTaHO-
BUTCSI COGCTBEHHBIM MMEHEM 3TOTO YAMBUTEILHOTO (PeHOMEHA — 3ameda-
TesbHas Haxomka Hartanuu MiBanosubl KysuerioBoit. Ho riaBHBIN BoIpoc,
KOTODBIV CTABUTCS B ee GJIECTSIIEM TEKCTe, 3TO BOMPOC O HAIIeM JOJre
1 00s13aTeIbCTBE TIePen, TEMM, KTO, pas3pbiBas ¢ GMUIOCOPCKUM HOPSIKOM
(«CO3HATEIbHO CKEer MOCTBI») M [Iaske paspylliasi ero, Haiiej TeM He Me-
Hee CIoCco6 MPaKTUKOBATh (Pprytocoduio mo-HOBOMY, TPOEKTUPYS ee Oymy-
1iee, T.€. TO, YeM OHa HaKOHell JOJ’KHA CTaThl.

1 Cwm., nanpumep, mporpaMmHyio cratbio Mopumna Illnuka «Bymymiee dumocobum»
[WImmx, 2001], roe 3TO 6ymyllee CBS3BIBAETCS C MOLJEP)KAHMEM pasIMuus MEXIY
«BBbISICHEHMEM CMBICTIa» (menoM ¢unocodum) 1 «yCTaHOBIEHMEM MCTMHHOCT» (Ie-
JIOM Hayku), u MaHubect Benckoro kpyskka «HayuHoe MUPOTOHMMAaHME», HAIMCAH -
Hb11 Pynonedom Kapnarom, I'ancom 'anom 1 OtTo Helipatom, raoe npexsaraercst Ha-
OGpPOCOK IMPOEKTa CO3LaHMs eOUHON HayKM Kak cobcTBeHHoro nena ¢wmiocodpun [Kap-
Ham u zip., 2005].
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Uro sHAUMT MaM MOIVIO Obl 3HAUUTh [JIS1 Hac Hacuenue BeHckoro
KPY>KKa WM, LIMpe, JOTMUECKOrO MO3UTUBKU3MA, Hac/Ieoue MHOTOKPATHO
M CO MHOKECTBA IMO3MUIIMIA PACKPUTUKOBAHHOE, HO MY 3TOM IPOIOJIKal0-
1Ilee OKasbIBaTb CBOE BO3IEMCTBME, COXPaHSISI MHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHOe odapo-
BaHME U Ja’ke CIIOCOOHOe Mpou3BoIuUTh 3hdeKThl cobsa3Ha; Hacaenue,
OTMEUEHHOE PaAVKaIM3MOM M 6€CKOMIIPOMUCCHOCTBIO IIOCTAHOBOK IPO6-
JIEM ¥ OMarHO30B, HO M e[Ba JI HeGOJbIIMM PaAgyKaIM3MOM IPeIJIOKeH-
HBIX PelleHniT U ClIocob0B «Teparumn»2; Hacjaenye, ONHO U3 OIpeesIsio-
IIMX YepT KOTOPOTrO CTAJO CJIOKHOE, pa3sBOPaYMBAIONIEECsS] HA PasHbIX
YPOBHSIX ¥ B PasHbIX KOHTEKCTAX HaIpsDKeHMEe MEXKIY peublo aHaJIU3M-
pYIOIIeN ¥ KOHCTaTUPYIOIIEN M Peublo MpeAmyCchIBaIONIe M HOpPMaI-
sytomieir? TIpocThIx, a TeM GoJiee OMHO3HAUHBIX OTBETOB Ha 3TOT BOIPOC
Yy Hac 70 CUX IOp HET, ¥, BOSMOXKHO, UX HE MOXKET ObITb B IPUHILIMIIE.

Jlormyeckuii MO3UTHUBU3M — 3TO GECKOMITPOMMCCHAsI MTOIBbITKA (B UTO-
re TOTepIIeBIIAsl KpaxX) pas M HaBCerga M3MeHUTh cam dutocodckumit
JMaHAmadT ¥ mepeuepTUTh Kapty GuaocodCKoit TEPPUTOPIN, U3bSIB U3 Hee
1iesible permoHsl. JKect, 6e3yCJI0BHO, PEBOIIOLMOHHBIN, ¥ K HEMY MOX-
HO ITO-PasHOMY OTHOCUTBCS («peakIiusi» He 3acTaBujaa Cebs sKIaThb), HO
B 1I060M C/Iyuyae HeyMeCTHbI CHUCXOOUTEIbHbIe YCMellKkn® B agpec BeH-
CKOTO KPY’KKa M JIOTMUECKOTO IMO3UTMBM3MA — MHTEJ/UIEKTyaJIbHOE Kaue-
CTBO €ro paboThl OCTAeTCs BO MHOIOM OOpasliOBbIM?, a ero CTujieBbie
¥ KOHIIeNTyabHble 0COOeHHOCTM 6e3 Tpyma CUMTHIBAIOTCS BO MHOTUX

2 MHor¥ue TOJIOKeHMsI IOTUIECKOTO TIO3UTUBM3MA U B CAMOM JieJie 3ByYasiu KaK IIPUroBop,
MCIIOJTHEHMEM KOTOPOTO LOJIKHA GbUIa CTaTh Aake He CTOMbKO Teparist, CKOIbKO aMITy -
Tauyst: «BCs MeTadu3MKa COCTOUT U3 TICEBOONPENJIOKEeHN», «MeTabusnka — 9T0 6ec-
cMbIcsieHHOe couetanue cioB» [Kapwnar, 2001, c. 42, 59], «Bce HacTos1ye npoGIeMbl
SIBJISIIOTCSE HAyYHBIMY, U APYTUX TPOGIEM He CYyIeCTByeT», «Ccymbba Bcex “bumocob-
CKMX Tpo6sieM” TAakoBa: OfHM U3 HUX MCUYE3HYT, KOJIb CKOPO GyeT MoKasaHo, YTO OHU —
OIIMOKM M Pe3ysibTaT HelpaBMIbHOTO TMMOHMMAaHMS SI3bIKa, IPYTue ke OymyT Mpu3HaHbI
OGBIYHBIMM HAayYHBIMM BOIIPOCAMM, XOTS M 3aMacKupoBaHHeiMm» [LLmmk, 2001, c. 76].
Ho HY’>KHO OTMETUTb, UTO «MCIIOJTHEHME TTPUTOBOPA» BCEra MPEAIoIaraso KpomoT/in-
BYIO paboTy, B XOIe KOTOPOI YaCTO JOCTUTA/INCh TEXHUUECKM BasKHbIE PE3Yy/IbTaThL.

3 3auacTyio 3TM HACMEIIKM BbI3BaHbI T€M, YTO CJIEAbl NPUHUUIIMAIBHO OTBEPraeMoro
CHEKYJIITUBHOTO MeTahyu3MUeCKOro MbIIIJIeHMsT 6e3 Tpyaa HaXoAITCs B paboTax y4yacT-
HUKOB BeHCKOro Kpyykka — AJIsl TOro, YTOObl UX OGHAPYXKUTH, ITOPOI HE HYKHO Jake
mpuberatb K M3OIIPEHHBIM MpUeMaM IeKOHCTpyKiuu. Hampumep, «durypa» oco-
3HAIOILETO CBOIO 3a71auy (MPOTUBOCTOSATh «MeTahU3UUECKOMY U TEOJOTU3UPYIOLIEMY
MBIIIJIEHNIO») JyXd hpoceeujeHus TIOSBISIeTCS] OYKBAJIbHO B TMEpBOM ab3alle mpo-
rpaMmMHoro st BeHckoro kpykka Tekcra «HayuHoe mupononumanme»: «OmHaKo
B HACTOSIIIEe BPEMsI YKPEIUIIETCS M MPOTUBOIONIOKHBIN TyX MPOCBEIIEHNS 1 aHTUMe-
TadM3nUECKOro MccienoBaHust GakToB, OCO3HaBasi CBOe CYIIIECTBOBaHME ¥ CBOIO 3a-
Jauy. B HEKOTOpBIX Kpyrax, OMMPAIOLIMIICS HA OIBIT M OTBEPraloliMii CIIEKYJISIIO
CHOCO6 MBIIIJIEHUS JKMB KaK HUKOIAa, JUIIb preHHHeMbIﬁI BHOBbBH ITOOHMMAIOIIIMMCS
conporusiennem» [Kapuar u ap., 2005, c. 13].

4 Tlostomy npusbis Hatamu ViBaHOBHbI «UMTaiiTe 1 MepednTHIBAITE KIACCUKY!» O~
SKEH ObITb MO AepsKaH.
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MOCT- U Jlaske aHTUIO3UTUBUCTCKUX Gumocodckux ucciaenopanmsx. Ha-
BEpHOe, eCTh OINpee/IeHHasT MPOHMS B TOM, UTO JIOTUUECKUI TIO3UTUBU3M
BIIOJTHE OTBEUAET «KOHTMHEHTAJbHOMY» olpeneneHunio ¢pumocopun [e-
7é3a ¥ ['BaTTapu Kak «TBOPUECTBA KOHIIENTOB». KOHIENTyabHbIe MHHO-
BallM} JIOTMYECKUX MO3UTUBUCTOB MHOTOUMC/IEHHBI: «(PaKT», «BepubuKa-
ousi», <<J'[OI‘I/[‘I€CKI/IIZ CUMHTAKCHUC», «I3bIK H3.6J'[IO,Z[€HI/I$[>>, «IIPOTOKOJIbHbIE
BbICKA3bIBaHMsI». Teopusi 3HAUEHMs], JIOTMYECKasi CTPYKTypa HayYHOTO
00OBsICHEHMS U TIpecKa3aHys, IIpobsiemMa MOATBepsKAeHNs (OOHU U3 IJIaB-
HBIX MCCJIeJOBATEIbCKUX IIPUMOPUTETOB JIOI'MUYECKOI'O HOBI/ITI/IBI/IBMa) - 3TO
TEMbI, IO-TIPESKHEMY OIIpeNesIIole MPoOIEMHOe ToJie aKafeMude Ko
dunocodpun Hayku. PaspaGoTaHHbIe MMM TEXHUKM JIOTMUECKOTO aHaIM3a
SI3bIKA U JIOTMYECKOM PEeIyKIUM — paboune MHCTPYMEHTBI TOM XKe (Guo-
codum Hayku, ¢uaocodCKoii JIOTMKY, aHAIUTUUEeCKON punocodbun (Ha-
yyHas ¢ Guiocoduu g3bIKa M KOHYAS aHAJUTUUECKON MeTadu3UKON).
Hacnenue Benckoro kpyskka mmapamgoKCcaabHO — YaCTO OTBEPraeMoe B CBO-
MX 6a30BbIX HpuHIMNAX (heHoMeHaM3M, GUIMKAIU3M, €OUHbIA SI3bIK
HayKy, BepuGbUKALMOHU3M U T.1.) ¥ PaAUKaIbHBIX CJIEICTBUSIX, OHO MPO-
JOJIKaeT OCTaBaThCs HeiCTBYIOMMMS, BeHCKMI KPysKOK — 3TO He 3arlbl-
JIMBILIMIACS TIpeaMeT GUaocopckoro (Mau aHTUGMUIOCOPCKOTO) aHTUKBA-
puata 1 yK TeM 60Jjiee He 9KCITOHAT MHTEJUIEKTYaIbHOM KyHCTKaMepBhl.
Ham xoTesnioch GbI HECKOJIBKO ITOAPOOHEE OCTAaHOBUTHCS Ha OTHOM
BayKHOM acIleKTe Hacjenus BeHCKoro Kpyskka, CBSI3aHHOM C HayKOM, KO-
TOpYIO, KaK CIIpaBemiMBO oTMeueHO Hartamueii VIBaHOBHOM, «B KpYsKKe
3HayM He moHacibike» [Kysnernosa, 2024, c. 30]. Hayka g kpyxkka
Obl1a BCEM: ¥ MPUBWIETVPOBAHHBIM MCCIENOBATEbCKMM OOBEKTOM (JI0-
TMYECKMUI aHaM3 SI3bIKa HayKu), ¥ MOCIEIHMM TapaHTOM BO3MOKHOCTMU
OCMBbICJICHHOM peun, ¥ eIMHCTBEHHOM HaJeKI0J Ha IPOrpecCUBHbIE CO-
IyaibHbIe M3MeHeHMst. OMHAKO BOT UTO SIBJSIETCS BasKHbIM. Best dpmmocod-
CKast mporpamma BeHcKoro Kpyskka 3aBMCUT OT IOUTH HEITPOrOBapuBaeMo-
IO HOPMAaTMBHOIO pEIIEHNS: hO3UMueHOCms camoli Hayku (KaK OHa caMa
(akTMUeCKM eCTh) HEe MOXKET ObITb MPUHSTA MOJHOCTHIO (KaK HE MOXKET
OBITb IPUHSATA ¥ TO3UTUBHOCTH OOBIJEHHOTO $3bIKa, I'PaMMAaTH4eCKui

He crout 3a6biBaTh, UTO JIOTMUYECKMIT TIO3UTUBU3M HE TOJIBKO BBEJ B (GmI0CO(MI0 HO-
BbI€ HpO6HeMbI, TIOHATHUS M KOHLIEIIMM, HOBbIE ]/[HCprMeHTbI Y TEXHUKU MBIIIJICHU,
HaKOHell, HOBbIe (GOpMbI (KOJUTEKTUBHbBIE) MHTEUIEKTYaIbHOI PabOThI, PEOPraHM30BaB
camuM (HakTOM CBOEro TosiBjeHus Gpurocodckoe 1ose, HO M CIIOCOOCTBOBA M3MeHe-
HUIO MHCTUTYLMOHAIbHOTO mopsiaka dumocoduu (cp. y Ctua Pymnepa: «Iloxanyit,
CaMbIM JOJITOCPOYHBIM MHCTYIMOHAIBHBIM TTOC/IENCTBUEM JIOTUUECKOTO MO3UTUBU3MA
CTajla CMeHa MecTa “cMesioro” GuIocopCTBOBaHMS: OT METadU3MKM ¥ SMUCTEMOJIO-
rum K dunocodpun si3bika u puiocodun Hayku» [@ymnnep, 2018, c. 129]): yuusepcu-
TeTckue Kadenpsl Gpuaocobuu M METogoaoruu Hayku (WJIM CO CXOXKMM Ha3BaHUEM),
y4e6HbIN KypC ¥ aCIIMPAHTCKUIA K3aMeH TI0 UCTopuu U puaocodun HayKu, COOTBET -
CTBYIOIIYE CTPYKTYpPHbIE TIOAPA3NENEHNSI B aKaIEMUUECKUX MHCTUTYTAX U CIIeIMasn-
3MPOBAHHBIE JKYPHA/Ibl (BKIIOYAs M 3TOT — «DIUCTEMOJIOTMIO U (pumocoduio Hay-
KI») — BCe 3TO TOXKe Hacjenue BeHCKoOro Kpyskka.
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CUMHTAKCUC KOTOPOTO JAJIEKO He BCETHA BBIMOJIHSET 3aJady MO MCKIIIoUe-
HUIO «BeCCMBICJIEHHBIX TMPeIJIOKEeHMI») WM, eCIu Mbl [IpuMeM 6o0Jjiee
CUJIBHBIN TE3MUC, MO/DKHA ObITh IPOUTHOPMpOBaHa. Ellle OmMH OKCIOMO-
poH? BosmoykHO. QUeBMIHO, UTO C STUM peIlleHMeM CBSI3aH LIeJIbIN psif
CJIOKHBIX KaTeropmajbHbIX ¥ KOHIENTYaJbHbIX MpobneMm. Hampumep,
SMUCTEMUYECKUN U JIOTUUECKUI CTaTyC MeTaHayuHbIX (B cMbIcyie CTuBe-
Ha [lennmnua [IleimmH, 2020]) BbIcKa3piBaHMI (B CJTyyae JIOTMYECKOTO
MO3UTUBM3Ma 9TO BBICKA3bIBAHMS O BBICKA3bIBAHMSIX) BCErNa BbI3bIBAJI
orpenesieHHOe GeCIOKOMCTBO (TPYAHO ObLIO, eC/ BOOOIIE BO3MOXKHO, MO~
Ka3aTb X COOTBETCTBME BBOOVMMOMY KPUTEPUIO OCMBICJIEHHOCTHM TIPEAJIO-
SKeHUsT) — yke TepBbiii 6morpad Benckoro xkpykka Bukrop Kpadt ero
YyeCTHO U crapatesnbHO nokymeHTupyer [Kpadrt, 2003]. C Hum xe (pe-
IIIEHMEM) CBSI3aHbl BasKHbIE [JIS1 JIOTMYECKOTO MO3UTUBU3MA IMOHSITUI -
Hble Pas/IMUeHNsT MEXIY SMIVPUUECKUM U JIOTUUECKUM, CUHTETUYECKUM
M aHAIUTUYECKMM, (HaKTOM U MpenjoxkeHreM. Ho MMeHHO OT 3TOro pe-
IIEHNST 3aBUCUT U ONpelesieHre COOCTBEHHOro Mecra (wiocoduu, Kak
ero sagan Benckuit kpyskok. OHa Telepb Mpu3BaHa OBITh JO2UUECKUM
aHanusom asvika Hayku. Hayka (M TOJIbKO OHA) — «3TO CMCTEMa UCTUHHBIX
yrBepskaenmit» [k, 2001, c. 74.]°, T.e. npenyioskenuii o dakrax. AHa-
JIN3 BBIPAyKAIOIIETo UX SI3bIKa, T.€. BbIABJIEHME CMHTAKCUMUECKUX Y CeMaH-
TUYECKUX YCJIOBUIT UX UCTUHHOCTU, BO3MOSKEH, TOJIbKO €CJIY MbI JIUIIIVM
IIPeNJIOKeHMsT HayKu MX COOCTBeHHON mosutuBHOCTM ((parkTmuHOCTM):
JIOTMKA He SMITMPUYHA — 3TO MPUHIUINAIbHBIN TE3UC JIOTUUECKOTO MMO3M-
TUBM3MA. S3bIK HayKu, O KOTOPOM rOBOPUT BeHCKMIT KPYsKOK, He OOHApY-
SKUBAETCSI, OH KOHCTPYUPYETCSI CPEACTBAMM «COBPEMEHHOM CUMBOJIMYE-
CKOJ1 JIOTMKM»8. JIorMueckuii aHains s3bika HayKy OKa3bIBAETCs HAGOPOM
orepaluii, KOTOpbIe MOCTOSTHHO OCHMJUTMPYIOT MEKIY T€M, UTO €CThb (HO
MIPM TTOMOILY CEPUM «OUMILEHUN» U Mpele/IbHbIX ITePexXon0B BO3BOIUT-
Cs1 B HOPMY), ¥ T€M, UTO JOJIKHO ObITh (UTO OMSTh JKe YKa3bIBaeT Ha KOH-
CTpyupyollee HOpMupoBanue)?. AKTyajbHask IO3UTUBHOCTh HAyKU — 3TO

6 1IInuk 3mech MOUTHM AOCTIOBHO MOBTODSET OMNpe/esieHne HayKu U3 Tpeioxenus 4.11
«Jloruko-unocodckoro Tpakrara» Jlrogsura BurreHiireiita.

Ho Benp nake «MCTHMHHBIE YTBEPXKIEHMSI» O (aKTax KaKMM-TO 06pa3oM eCTb Y KaK/M-
To o6pasoM ciyvyaroTcs. He HapmesieHbl JiM OHU CBOENl COGCTBEHHOM (DaKTUYHOCTHIO
(MO3UTUBHOCTBIO), OTVIMYHONM OT MO3UTUBHOCTM OMMChIBaeMbIX vMu (aktoB? Kak mpen-
crasisiercs, «Apxeonorust sHauust» Muresnst DyKo, TEKCT TMOUYTH MaTeMaTU4eCcKoit
CTPOTOCTH, 3TO OFHA M3 HEMHOTMX IOIBITOK IOCTPOUTH MOCJIENOBATEIbHYIO TEOPUIO
COOCTBEHHOM MO3UTUBHOCTU BbICKa3bIBAHUIA.

8  Cp.: «Tombko B COBpEMEHHO} CMMBOJIMUECKOI Jioruke (“JormcTuke”) ymaercs mo-
JIYYUTb TPeGyeMyIo CTPOrOCTh OIpefesieHMii MOHITUI U BbICKa3bIBaHMIA U hopMau-
30BaTh MHTYMUTYUBHBII NPOLECC YMO3aKIIOUEHMI OOBIAEHHOIO MBIIITIEHUS, TO eCTh
MPUBECTU €ro K CTPOroi (opme, aBTOMATMUYECKM KOHTPOIUPYEMON MOCPENCTBOM
3HaKoBOro Mexaumama» [Kapnam u ap., 2005, c. 20].

MHorue TeKCThI JOTMYECKMUX MMO3UTUBYICTOB MOKA3bIBAIOT 3T KojleOaTesbHble IBU-
skeHust. Cp.: «...JUI HAyYHOTO MMPOIIOHMMAHMSI XapaKTepHO INpMMeHeHue OIpere-

38



BEHCKU KPYJXXOK: ITAPAJOKCAJIbHOE HACJIEJTUE @

TO, UTO TpebyeT Mmpeobpa3oBaHMsl, KOTOPOe IMPEBPATUT HAYKy B ITOMJIMHHO
MO3UTUBHYIO HAyKy, T.e. COOTBETCTBYIOIIYIO CBOEMY OIpemeseHuio (Kak
CUCTEMY UCTUHHBIX YTBepKAeHui1). PelieHnto 3Toil 3a1aun JODKEH ObLT
CITI0COOCTBOBATh BasKHEMIIMI 1151 BeHCKOTo KpysKKa IMPOeKT emMHO Hay -
KU, B KOTOPOM JIOTMUYECKOMY aHaJIU3y SI3bIKa ¥, COOTBETCTBEHHO, (HDMUI0CO-
¢bvm oTBOAMIACH POJIb ITPOSICHEHUST (POPMBI CO3HAHUST €OUHOM HAyKu»
[Kapuam u gp., 2005, c. 20]. OTOT MPOEKT OTKPOBEHHO KOHCTPYKTUBUCT-
CKMIT ¥ HOPMAaTMBHBIN M €[IBa JIM He TereJIieBCKMil MO CBOEMY pasMaxy
U IYXYy: €ero peajausalius 03Hauasa, YTO OTBEPrHyTasl MO3UTUBHOCTb Hay-
K1 OymeT HaKOHEI-TO MpUBENeHa B COOTBETCTBME CO CBOMM IIOHSATMEM,
T.e. C KOHIIETIMEeN HAyKy CaMOTO JIOTMYecKoro mosutuBusma (B 1960-x
Wspasinb Illeddep HasoBeT ee «CTaHZAPTHOI» )10,

W BOT 3mech Mbl CTAJKMBAETCS CO CTPAHHOM U MPUUYAJINBON pabo-
TOV Hac/Ienysi, OCTaBIEHHOrO HaM BeHCKuM Kpy>KKOM. MbI OCTaBUM B CTO-
pPOHE MHOTOUMCJIEHHBIE €r0 TEXHUMYECKUE NOCTMKEHMS B JIOTMKE U BaK-
Hble uaen B obsactu puaocodpun s3bika. He Moskem M Mbl clesiaTh
OCTOPOKHOE IIPeHIojoKeHue (IjIs1 ero CTPOroro 0OOCHOBAHMUS 3MECh,
K COKQJIEHMIO, HET MeCTa), UTO MHOrMe COBpeMeHHble TPeH[bl B UCCIIe-
IOBaHMSIX HayKM (CUJIbHASI IIpOrpaMMa B COIMOJIOTMM 3HaHMS, Science
Technology Studies, akTopHO-ceTeBbIe MOAXOAbI, COBPEMEHHAS] UCTOPUS
Hayku!l) gBSIOTCH CBOEOOGpAsHBbIM BBIPAKEHMEM TOM OCOOONM UYBCTBU-
TeJIBHOCTY K (aKTMUeCKOMY, KOTOpast OblyIa OJHOM U3 ONMPEeAeJITIOmNX Xa-
pakTepuCTUK BeHCKOro KpyskKa, TOM UyBCTBUTEIbHOCTHU, KOTOPasl Temepb
obpailleHa He TOJIbKO K «(daKTaM HayKu», 06pa3oBaBIINM [IJIST JIOTUYECKO-
rO MO3UTMBU3MA TpeJeIbHbI/i TOPU30OHT ee JIETUTUMHOCTHU, HO U K (ak-
TUYHOCTM caMol Hayku? He SBJISIOTCS JM 9T TPEHAbI ¥ pe3yJabTaThl UX
UCCIeNOBAaHUI MHOXXeCTBEHHBIMM OTBETaMM Ha BOIPOC, UTO GymeT, eciu

JIEHHOTO METO[A, & MMEHHO MeTOa JIOTMYeCKOro aHayim3a. Yepes npumMeHeHue 3TOro
JIOTMYECKOTO aHaIM3a K SMIIMPUUYECKOMY MaTepuairy, Hay4Hast paboTa CTpeMMTCS K JI0-
CTUKEHUIO CBOEI 11/, K eIuHOii Hayke. [T0CKOIbKY CMBIC/ KaskIOro HayYHOTO BbI-
CKa3bIBaHMSI TOJKEH ObITh YCTAaHOBJIEH Uepe3 CBeIeHMe K KAKOMY-HUOYIb BbICKa3bIBa -
HMIO O HermocpencTtBeHHO naHHOM (das Gegebene), TO ¥ CMBICI KaXX[IOTO TOHSTHSI,
K Kakoy Obl OTpac/jvM HayK¥ OHO He MpUHAJJIesKaso Obl, HO/DKEH ObITh YCTaHOBJIEH
yepe3 MOLIAroBoe CBeleHNe K APYTUM MOHSATHUSIM, BIUIOTb JO TOHSITUI CAMOM HMU3ILEN
CTYTIEHU, KOTOpble OTHOCSITCSI K HEMOCPeNCTBEHHO AaHHOMY. Eciu 6bl Takoii aHamu3
ObUI OCYIECTBJIEH [JIsI BCeX MOHSATMIA, TO OHM TeM CaMbIM ObLIM Gbl YIODPSZOYEHBI
B HEKOTOpyIo cucremy csomumocTty (Rueckfuehrungssystem), “KOHCTUTYMPYIOIIYIO
cucremy”» [Kapnan u ap., 2005, c. 19].

Mpbl 6bUTM BBIHYKIEHBI OMYCTUTh MAacCy AeTasell, KacalollMxCs B TOM YKCJIe BO-
MPOCOB BepuduKaLmy, sI3bIKa HaGMIONEHNS], TOATBEPXKIAEMOCTY, MOLEM HayYHOTO
o6mbsicHenms. CtaHgapTHass MoJesb HayKy KpaTKo IpeZcTasieHa B crarbe Haramum
VBaHOBHBI.

BausHue 1OrMYeCKOro MOSUTUBU3MA HA MHCTUTYATM3AIMIO MCTOPUM HAYKM Kak aka-
IeMMYEeCKOM UCCIIeNOBaTeNbCKOM AUCIMIUIMHBL XOpolIo usBecTHO. CM., Hampumep,
[DacTon, 2020; Incapes, 2020].
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caMy HayKy IpeBpaTUTb B MpeaMeT MO3UTUBHOrO uccienoBanus? Cob-
CTBEHHO, JIOTMYECKUI MO3UTUBU3M OCTAaBJISI MMOTOOHYIO BO3MOKHOCTD.
Ho geno B TOoM, 4TO, MPUHSIB MOMOOHbBIE MCCAEAOBAHMS BCEPHE3, HAM
y)Ke HEBO3MOXXHO TIPUHSITH CTAaHAAPTHYIO MOZEeIb HayKM M OpraHu3ylo-
IIYI0 ee HOpMaTMBHOCTb. Hayka okasasiach CJIO’KHEE, U He B MOC/IeIHIO0
ouepelib CIOKHee OHTOMOrnuecku!2, Dmmupuyeckass JaHHOCTb HAyKu —
3TO HE TOJbKO MCTUMHHBIE YTBEPXKIEHMS O dakTax. OMIUPUUECKU Hay-
Ka laHa Kak MHOroo6pasue, B KOTOpO€ BXOISAT MAEU, MpuOOphI, MeCTa,
dopmbl pemnpeseHTalny, CrIOCOObl (PMHAHCUPOBAHMS, IO, SIMCTEMM-
yeckue I0oOpomeTeNn, TEXHUKY HaOIIONeHNs] W 3KCIIepUMEHTUPOBAHMS,
MHCTUTYThI, COOOIIIECTBA, CAMOCTH, UCC/IeAyeMble BeIly U Mpouee, Ipo-
yee. JTO MOPA3UTeJIbHOE MO CBOMM MAacCIHITabamM U CJIOKHOCTM MHOTO-
06pasue, eAMHCTBO KOTOPOTO YAEPKUBAETCS HE JIOTMUECKM CKOHCTPYM-
POBaHHOM «(OPMOV eIMHOM HAyKu», a CJAOKHENIIMMM M UCTOPUYECKU
M3MEHUYMBBIMM TUIIAMM KOOpAMHALMM. BepHOCTh Hacjaeauio obopaunBa-
€TCsI TIPeIaTeTbCTBOM.

XOpOoIIYM MPUMEPOM TIOAO0GHOV BEPHOCTHM Uepe3 MpenaTesbCTBO SIB-
JIIETCST KOJIJIEKTUBHBIN MCCIIENOBATEIbCKUI TTPOEKT IO MCTOPUM HAyUHOTO
HabmoneHns nop, pykosoacTBoM JloppeiH [Dacron!® u Dmmsaber Jlyn-
6ek. «Habmogenmne — Be3ne u Hurae B bumocodbun u ucropun Hayku. OHO
MMOBCEMECTHO, OyIyuYM BasKHEMIIIe)l HAy4YHOV IPAaKTMKON BO BCEX SMITU-
pUYECKMX HayKax (M B €CTeCTBEHHBIX, M B TYMAaHUTAPHbBIX) U JaKe, TIO-BU -
IMMOMY, B MaTeMaTMKe Ha OTHEJbHBIX MCCIIeNOBATENbCKUX CTAAMIX.
Ho nHabmomeHne HEBUAMMO, IOTOMY YTO, KaK MPaBUJIO, BOCIIPUHUMAETCS
HACTOJIbKO OCHOBOIIOJIATaloNIMM, YTO €[Ba 3aC/Ty>KMBAET CIENMaTbHOTO
MCTOPUYECKOTO 1 (1I0codCKOro BHMMaHMSA. JTO BEPHO, UTO B CepenuHe
XIX B. HekoTOpbIE HMUITIOCOGBI 3aHSTMCh TEMOM HAyYHOTO HAOIOmEHMS,
HO TOJIbKO JJI TOTO, YTOOBI YCUJIUTH TpENCTaBJeH)e O HEM KaK O Iac-
cuBHOM U npumutuBHoM» [Daston, 2018, p. 97]. BeHckuit KpyKoOK, CKO-
pee BCEro, COMIACUJIICSI C STUMM BbICKA3bIBAHMSIMM BbIAAIOIIErOCS UCTOPY-
Ka Hayku. Ho TO, 4TO B JIOTMYECKOM IMO3UTUMBM3ME (GUTYPUPOBAIO KaK
mpo6JieMa MPOTOKOIbHBIX BbICKA3bIBAHUI ¥ HEMTPAIbHOTO SI3bIKa HaOJIO-
IeHMs], TIPEBPAIIAETCS B COBPEMEHHOM MCTOPUM HAyKM B 3aBOPAKMBAIO-
IMe MO CBOEM CJIOKHOCTY CEPUM UCCIIeAOBATENbCKUX (SMIMPUYECKIX)
00beKTOB U (haKTOB, KOTOpbIe HOJIKHBI 3allOJTHUTh MCCIENOBATEIbCKYIO

12 Pasroop 06 OHTOJIOTMM HayKM — 3TO He TOJMBKO PasroBOpP 06 OHTONOTMM O6BEKTOB
HAy4HbIX MCCJIEIOBAaHMIA, HO U O CIIOCO6AX CYILeCTBOBAHMSI TAaKOM «BeL», KaK HayKa,
Y ee OHTOJIOTMUYECKOM COCTaBe.

13 Jloppeitn dactoH u IIuTtep 'alncoH BOMIIYT JIOTMYECKMI O3UTUBU3M B CBOIO MCTO-
PMIO HAy4YHOU OGBEKTMBHOCTH, TUIIOJIOTMYECKM OOBEAMHMB €ro MOL MMEHEM «CTPYK-
TypHOI 06beKkTBHOCTU» C IlyaHkape, @pere, [Tnankom, Paccenom. Cm. [JacToH, I'a-
yicoH, 2018, c. 365-443]. «B HayyHOM OmMUCaHUK PeYb MOKET UATU TOJIBKO O CTPYK-
Type (bopme yropsimounBanmsi) 06bEKTOB, a He 06 ux “cymHoctu”» [Kapuan u ap.,
2005, c. 20].
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TEPPUTOPUIO MCTOPUM HAayuyHOro HabsomeHus'4, DTO MOMbITKA C MOMO-
IIbI0 MCTOPUUYECKOTO MICbMa PEaKTUBUPOBATb U MEPENPUCBOUTh «CIIELM-
buuHOCTb» U «pasHOOOpasue» HAyYHOTO HAOJIOMEHMS, BO3MAB JOJIKHOE
«TIpeIMeTy», KOTOPbI (GUIOCOMCKME U VMHble MeTaHay4YHble IMCKYPCHI,
UCIIONb3Ysl PasjUYHbIe CTpaTerMy DPemyKIVUM, JIUIIAIU <«CIAOKHOCTU» —
CTPYKTYPHOI ¥ UCTOPUUECKOI, ¥ TEM CaMbIM CIeJIaTh €r0 BUIMMbBIM, pa3-
JIMYMMBIM U JEMCTBYIONMM (aKTMBHBIM) B CJIOKHOM MICTOPUYECKOM JIAHJ -
madTe HayKu.

Ho 3a nmomo6HbIe nemapii (BHUMaHMe K TIO3UTUBHOCTY CaMOI HayKu)
HY>KHO TIIaTUThb BBICOKYIO LIEHY, IPEKAEe BCEro yTPaToil OYeBUAHOCTH,
KoTOpyI0 BeHckuit Kpyskok He 6e3 Tpyma 3aBoeBajl JJjisi cebsi, OTHOCU-
TeJIbHO TOTO, YTO €CTh M UeM HOJIKHA ObITh HayKa. MbI ysKe He YBepeHb,
yTO 3HaeM 310. Kakue GopMbl TeOpeTMUECKUX VM SMITUPUUECKUX €OVHCTB
IOJDKHBI 00ECIeUnTh CBSISHOCTb HayKM B CUTYyalluy, KOTJa pe3yJIbTaThbl
MHOTOUMC/IEHHBIX MCCIeIOBaHMI HaYKM TIPUBEIN K SMITMPUUECKON TeKOH-
CTPYKIMM CTOJIb MHOTMX YHUBEPCATbHBIX CTPYKTYDP U GUryp Toxkmectna?
PaccenBanne, IpoCTpaHCTBEHHbIE ¥ BpeMEHHbIe MacIITadbl M KOHMUIY-
panuy KOTOPOTO HaM TaK TPYOHO OINpPeNenThb, IBASETCS MOAAIbHOCThIO
CYLLIECTBOBaHMSI TaKMX OOBEKTOB, KaK «Hay4yHoe HabjromeHue» (a BO3-
MOYKHO, BCeX TeX 0OBEKTOB, KOTOPbIE MbI COOMPAEM IOA, PyOPMKON «Hay-
Ka»). Ho kak 06 3TOM roBOpUTB, a IJITaBHOE — KaK IMOJOOHbIE paCCEUBAHMS
uccienoBarb? s

HecMoTpst Ha HEOTHO3HAYHOCTh OTHOLIEHNS BeHCKOro KpyskKKa K 9TH-
Ke, BCIO ero paboTy MPOHM3bIBAJ STUUYECKUI UMIIEPATUB — 6e3yCIOBHOE
TpeGOBaHNe OTBETCTBEHHOTO CJIOBA. MBI, SKUBYIIIME B 3MTOXY HEKOHTPOJIMU-
pyeMO} CeMaHTMYEeCKOV MHQUIALMM MHOTMX BaKHBIX CJIOB (Cpemy HUX
M CJIOBO «HAayKa») M Upe3BbIUAHOTO YMHOKEHMUSI MHCTAHLUI, MpeTeH-
IYIOIIMX Ha CMBICJIOMIOPOKIAEHME ¥ CMBICJIONPOU3BOCTBO, MUMEEM JI MbI
ellle BO3MOXXHOCTb XOTh KaK-TO COOTBETCTBOBaTh 3TOMY TpeGOBaHMIO?
Bo3moskHO, BepHOCTb HacIemuio BeHCKOTro KpyykKa 3aK/TIIOUaeTcsl B TOM,
yTOOBI He 3a6bIBaTh 3a/aBaTh ceGe 3TOT BOMpOC. YTO MbI TOBOPMM, KOTTa
TOBOPMM, ¥ TOTOBBI JIi MbI OTBEYaTh 32 COOCTBEHHYIO PeYb...

14 Bor oguu 13 MHOXKeCTBa MPMMePOB MOTOGHBIX CEPUIi, PeaM30BaHHbIX B JAHHOM TIPO-

eKTe U AaJIeKO YXOASIIMX 3a Tpe/Iesibl MporpaMMbl BeHCKoro Kpyskka: « MHOXKeCTBO ac-
MEKTOB HayYHOTO HaOJIOAeHMs: ero MecTa (Tosie, Jaboparopusi, 06cepBaToOpusl, HO TaK-
K€ IOMaIlTHee XO3SIICTBO M BpaueOHbli KaOMHET); ero MHCTPYMEHTHI (OT Ipenapupyro-
L[Ero CKaJIbIeJIst IO CTPOBOCKOIA, HO TaKyKe 3aMMCHbIe KHVSKKM M TabIMIbl JaHHbBIX);
ero o6pasbl (6oTaHMUECKME UIUTIOCTpalyK, GoTorpadun, HO M KapaHZAlIHble Habpoc-
KI); ero xapakTepsl (personae) (yueHble-BUPTYO3bl, ITyTeIlIeCTBEHHUKY, aBAaHTIOPUCTBI,
KoppecroHgeHTsl)» [Daston, Lunbeck, eds., 2011, p. 6].

Henasumit texct Jacton [dacton, 2020] - 3T0 BbIpakeHMe TUCUMIUIMHAPHON pacTe-
PSIHHOCTY, BbI3BAHHOV CaMVMM MCCJIEIOBATEIbCKYMM yCIIEXaMM MICTOPUYM HayKU.
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BEHCKI/II7I KPYXXOK B ABYX NMPOEKLUUAX

UBaxHeHKo EBreHui ABTOp npepnnaraer 6pocuTb B3NS4 Ha AeATeNlbHOCTb BeHckoro
HukonaeBuy - foOKTOp KPYXXKa nog, AByMs yrnamu. C 04HOro yraa speHus npocMatpusa-
dunocodckumx Hayk, HOTCS MHTENINIEKTYa IbHbIE YCUIUA BEHCKMX JIOTUKOB MO NpuBene-
npodeccop. HUIO B COOTBETCTBME MOPSAAKA MbICAN C MOPSAKOM COLMANBHBIM
MOCKOBCKMI FOCYLAapCTBEHHbIN M NoanTuyecknm B ABctpmmn 30-X IT. XX B. 34eCb «TOYHOE Mbilie-
yHUBEpCUTET HUe» CTONKHYNOCb ¢ «HMuTo» M. Xaigerrepa v «HOBbIM MoOpsA-
M. M.B. JlomoHocoBa. KOM», CTOPOHHMKM KOTOPOrO MCKa/iu OMopy BOBCE HE B JIOTUKE,
Poccuitckas ®epepaums, a B KOJINEKTUBHOM becco3HaTenbHoM. [1pyroi yron 3peHus nos-
119991, r. Mocksa, BONSIET BbICBETUTb NPOBAEMY 3TUKM U LEHHOCTEN, KOTOpas Mno-
JIOMOHOCOBCKMIA npocr., pa3HOMY CTaBWIaCb M PeLLaNachb Ha A3bIKe JIOTUKU U A3bIKe BEn-
n. 27, kopn. 4; KOW aBCTPUICKOM nTEpaTypbI.

e-mail: ivahnen@rambler.ru Kntouesble c10Ba: BEHCKNI KPYXKOK, TOYHOE MbILWAEHUE, HaydHOe

MUPONOHUMaHKeE, 3TUKa U LLEHHOCTH, aBCTpVIl;ICKaﬂ nTtepartypa

A TWO-POINT-OF-VIEW APPROACH

TO THE VIENNA CIRCLE

Eugene N. Ivakhnenko - The author proposes to consider the activities of the Vienna Cir-
Dsc in Philosophy, Professor. cle from two different perspectives. One approach reveals the
Lomonosov Moscow State intellectual efforts of the Vienna logicians to bring the order
University. of thought in line with the social and political ,,Ordnung* in Aus-
27/4 Lomonosovsky Ave., tria in the 1930s. It also brings to light the clash between the “ex-
Moscow 119991, act thinking” and M. Heidegger’s ,Das Nichts“, as well as the
Russian Federation; “new order”, whose adherents sought support not in logic, but
e-mail: ivahnen@rambler.ru in the collective unconscious. The other perspective allows one

to highlight the problem of ethics and a system of values, as
shaped and solved differently by the language of logic, and by
the great Austrian writers of the time.

Keywords: Vienna Circle, precise exact thinking, scientific worldview,
ethics and values, Austrian literature

«[IpsIBOT MTpaeT HamMy, KOTJa Mbl HE MBICJIMM TOYHO»! JTa (dpasa, BbICKA-
3aHHas Mepabom MamappaliBmiu B MHTEPBbIO, KOTOPOE OH [Iaj, CETys
Ha BpeMeHa TOTaJbHOrO cy1oBOOMymus (1989), - mepBoe, YTO MPUXOIUT
Ha YM, KOTZa MBITAeIIbCS OCMBICIUTh YPOKM, OCTaBJIEHHBbIE ITOTOMKAaM
Benckum kpyskkom (BK). To, Kak u B Kakoil CTENEHM WHTEJJIEKTYaIOB
EBpombl 3arponysa 3Ta mpobiiema B 20-30-X TIT. MPOIIOTO CTOJIETUSI,
MOSKHO TTOHSITh, YMTAsI IIPOTPAMMHBIE JOKYMEHTBI, TEKCTbI CTAaTEN ¥ KHUT,
MeMyapbl O AMCKYCCUSIX CTOJIETHeN maBHOcTM. Ho BOT Kakoe [ieio — uc-
TOpYS TTOMCKA «(POPMY/T» TOYHOTO MBIIIUIEHMS CO BCEMM €e MPOPhIBAMM,
MOBOPOTaMM, OTCTYIIJIEHMSIMU M HeyiauaMiy BOBCE He OKa3aJlach OTHECEH-
HOI K COOBITUSIM TIO Paspsiy «IOJIOKEHHBbIX Ha apXMBHYIO MOJIKY». OHH,
3TU COOBITUS, C YOAMBUTEIBHON JIETKOCTHIO BOCIPOU3BOISATCS B IOJIOBAX
COBPEMEHHMKOB, TIepelarHyBImMX B cBoel Xu3Hu B XXI B. u B3SIBIIMX
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Ha cebs TPyA OCMBICIUTh JAeATeabHOCTh BK Mexknmy OByMsS MUPOBBIMU
BOMHaMM.

U3 BompocoB, paccMoTpeHHbIX B mAokiaage Hatanum ViBaHoBHBI Ky3-
HEIIOBO¥, BBIMAAIOT, HA MOV B3IV, ABa acrekra B gestenbHOCTM BK,
O KOTOPBIX S XOTeJsl ObI BbicKazaTbcss. OOMH acleKT CBSI3aH C MOJIUTUYE-
ckumu cobbitusivm B EBporne B 30-e I'T. IpOIIJIOro BeKa, IPYroi — C 3Tu-
KO} ¥ LIEHHOCTSIMM. B mepBOM Ciyuae — 3TO MHTEJUIEKTyaJIbHbIE YCUITUST
BEHCKMX JIOTMKOB IO IPUBEIEHNIO B COOTBETCTBME MOPSIKA MBICIN C T10-
PSIIKOM COLMaIbHBIM. TOUHBIE ¥ MaTeMaTUYeCKY BbIBEpEHHbIE TTPeNca-
HMS YUYEHBIX 3[eChb CTOJKHYJIUCH C CUIAMJ «HOBOTO TOPSIAKAa», KOTOPbIE
HaxXOOWJIM OCHOBaHMSI BOBCE HEe B JIOTMKe, a B XajimerrepoBckoM Huuto
" KOJUTEKTUBHOM 6eccosHaTeIbHOM. Bo BTOpoM cityyae — 3TUKA M I€H-
HOCTH, KOTOpbIE, MO CyTH, ObUM OTBeprHyThl BK Kak He COOTBETCTBYIO-
1€ TOYHOCTU MbiluteHus. OJHAKO 3TO «HECOOTBETCTBME» OTPasUIOCh
B OITbITE MEePEKMBAHMS MICATENIE. S3bIK JIOTUKM U SI3BIK JIMTEPATYPhI T'O-
BOpWIM 06 OOHOM, HO TOBOPWIIM TTO-Pa3HOMY.

HOpHI[OK MBICJ/IN U TTIOPANOK XKU3HU

Cobbitnst 20-30-x rr. B ABcTpum u I'epmaHmm, Kak HMKOI[A, IOATBEp-
KOamu mpemyrnpexkaenue Hullle, mocjaHHOe TeM, KTO IMOJHOCTBIO IMO-
JlaraeTcsl Ha COXpaHeHMe TOPSIKa, YCTAHOBJIEHHOTO OOIleCTBEHHBIMMU
HOpMaMM, KOTOpPbIE JIIOIM MPUBBIK/IM BOCIIPMHMMATh KaK He3bIbeMoe oc-
HoBaHue. Ilo ero metkomy 3ameuanuio: «Ilog 3TMM OCHOBaHMEM BOIOT
dypun». Tak oHo u 6but0. COBCEM PSIIOM C YIOTHBIM ITOMEIleHueM, rae
06CYKIAINCh HOKIAAbI M BeJICsS CIop O «JIOrMyeckoM IOCTPOEHMU MU-
pa», pasbIrpbIBAJIach Apyras apaMa, B LIEHTP KOTOPOI IepeMeCcTUIOCh
HepasyMHOE M yKe He MO-(QpeiiauCTCKU YIPOXKAIOoIIee «KOJUIEKTUBHOE
Gecco3HaresnibHOe». Ha doHe mpoucxonsiiero mecsatmwieTHsss pabora BK
(1923-1933) HeoXkMIAHHO MPUHSIIA BUJL TOHKOTO MOJIOTHA, KOTOPOE TKEeT-
Cs1 HaJl pasBep3alollencst 6e3mIHoI0.

[lepen HamMy OTKpBLIBAETCS PACKOJIOTash HaABOE aBCTPO-TepPMaHCKast
VMHTEJUIEKTYaIbHas K13Hb. OHY ee 4acTb MpeNCTaB/IsieT IPyIa 13 IBYX-
TpeX JeCATKOB JIIO[EN, YBIIEUEHHBIX BoIpocaMu puytocoduu, IMHIBUCTHU-
KU, GU3MKY, MATEMaTUKM, JIOTUKY, JTMOEPaIbHOM SKOHOMUKM, HIKOJILHOTO
06pasoBaHMsI U apXUTEKTYPBI — U BCE 3TO MOJ, (Py1aroM BEIMKOTO 0Obeny -
HEHMSI YeJIOBEUeCKOro 3HaHMs. Bo IylaBe CMMBOIMYECKOTO OOBeIMHEHMS
MHTEJJIEKTYaJIOB, CBSI3bIBAIOIIMX CeOsl C APYTMMM BO33peHMSIMU Ha Gymy-
1Iee, MCIOBEAYIOIIUX COBCEM MHYIO CYnbOYy YeIOBEYECTBA, MOKHO ITOCTA-
BUTh Gurypy Xangerrepa.

B mazax yuactHukoB BK, Xaigerrep ¢ HeBHSITHMIIEN ero ompenese-
HMII Y TIOMCKaMM YTPAYEHHOTO OBITUS MPEACTABIISICS MPUHIUITUATILHON
ONTMO3UIMEN TOMY, UTO OHM CO3JABIM M K 4eMy cTpemmwnchb. K Hum
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npucoenuusics M daBun I'mibbepT, MOOHSBIIMI Ha CMEX COXKaJeHUe
Xaiimerrepa 1o MOBOJY TOTO, UTO «HayKa OoTOpackiBaeT HuuTo 1 ocTas-
JIleT ero Kak He MMelolllee HMKAKOro 3HaueHwus» [Xaiigerrep, 1993,
c. 17]. JKenanme Xarmerrepa, Kak OH CaM INPU3HABAICS, «IOKYCUTHCS
Ha TOCIIOACTBO JIOTMKMUY», IS ['WibbepTa «Tak MOYUYUTEIbHO, MTOCKOJIBbKY,
HECMOTPS Ha KPaTKOCTb, UJUTFOCTPUPYET BCE OCHOBHBIE CITOCOOBI HapyIIle-
HUST TIPUHIIAIIOB, KOTOPbIE $I TIOJIOKWJI B OCHOBY CBOE} TeOpuM JoKasa-
tenbcTB» [Hilbert, 1931, S. 485]. Kaphari, B cBOIO ouepelib, TaKyKe HAXOMUIT
MOBOJ, TIOKYPAXXUThCS HaJ, «OeCCMBICJIEHHOM YYIIIbIO» XalAerrepOBCKUX
BbICKa3bIBaHMI. B KauecTBe MUIIIeHM OH, KaK ITPaBUJIO, BLIOUPAIT «IIMKAHT-
Hble» (Ppasbl U3 TOI ke Ghpanbyprckoil (40 PeKTOPCKOIL, ellle mpodeccop-
ckoin) ekt 1929 1. «Uro takoe meradmsuka?». Kapn 3urMmynn B KHUre
C CMMITTOMATMYHbIM HasBaHMeM «TouHoe MbIlllJieHue B Ge3yMHbIe BpeMe-
Ha» npuBomuT (pparmeHT M3 nepemicku Kapuama co Ilnukom. M3 TaBoca
oH mucan IInmmKy, 4To «HATOJKHY/ICI Ha “TMFAaHTCKYIO MeTa(pu3MuecKyio
Tyuy”, B LIEHTPe KOTOpOii He Haiiea Huuero. CoBcem Hiuuero. [onHeriiee
Huumo» [Uurt. mo: 3urmyHa, 2021, c. 203]. Ero gaske 3a6aB/siioT 1o ompe-
IeJIEHWIO HAaIlpoub JIMIIIEHHbIE CMbICJIA BbICKasbiBaHus 1o Tumy «Hu-
yto camo HuutuUT» (,,Das Nichts selbst nichtet®) [Carnap, 1931, p. 229],
10 aHaJIOTUM C BbicKasbiBaHMeM «CBeT CBETUT», «XOJIOf, XOJOOUT» U T.II.
Xarimerrep He OCTaBaJICSI B IOJIT'Y, HY B I'pOII He cTaBs HY KapHara, Hu ero
okpykeHre. C TO3MIMM HEMOTPEIIMMOTO IMarbl PUMCKOTO OH OOBSIBIISUL:
«[IpecyioByTbie TPE3BOCTb M BCECWIME HAayKy OOpAIlalOTCsS B HACMEIIIKY,
ec/ oHa He ipuHUMaeT Huuro Bcepbes» [Xarimerrep, 1993, c. 26].

[TopasuTesbHO, HACKOJIBKO PACXOMATCS TPAEKTOPUU <«IIPEOHOJIEHMS
MeTapu3uKu», KOTOPbIe BBIUEPTWIN IJiT cebs Xaimerrep M HEeOIO3UTU-
BUCTBI. Pe3koe meitHOe ¥ MOIMTUYECKOE PasHOIIacue COYEeTaoCh C IITy-
OMHHBIM PACXOKIEHMEM IIeJIell — COIMAIBHBIX U TIOMUTUUECKUX, — KOTO-
pble OHM cTaBWwIM Ilepen coboii. Kareropmueckoe HempusTue MO3ULIVNA
IpYT Ipyra OTYETJIMBO MPOSIBUJIOCHh B OTHOLIIEHUM K HALMOHAI-COIUAJIN3 -
my. OHO chHOPMMPOBAIOCHh HE CTOJBKO HAa TEOPETUYECKOM OCHOBAHWM,
CKOJIbKO Ha 3K3MCTeHIMaJbHOM. TO, 0 ueM rpesma Xaiimerrep B CBOUX
MUCTUUYECKUX TPENUYBCTBUSIX U OXUIAHUAX, TNocaemoBaresu lllinka
u KapHama He mpMHMMAM Ha AYX, PEIIATETbHO OTTOPTaay M IPe3upain
IO TUTyOVMHBI TYIIIN.

YMeCTHO TPeICTaBUTDb JIBE CIIEHBbI, KOTOPbIE COMPOBOXKIAIOT KVU3Hb,
IeATeIbHOCTD Y POSKIEHMe UIEMHOrO MMpa HalllMX MepcoHaxkeit. Ha ogHoii
clleHe Mbl BuauMM Xaiimerrepa, pekropa ®paiOyprckoro yHUMBEPCUTETA,
YUTAIOIIETO JIEKIIMM, OOPSIAMBIINCD B KOPMUHEBYIO PYOAaIlIKy HAIMCTCKO-
ro mrypMoBuKa. [Tociyiiaem, 4To OH BelllaeT CTyIeHTaM U Ipodeccopam
B 3aIllOJTHEHHOM [IO0 OTKasa ayaurtopun: «Aposbd ['mtiep, Halll BeTUKUIA
BOXK]Ib M KaHIIEP, CBOENM HALVOHAI-COLMAIMCTUYECKO PEBOJIIONMEN CO-
37a71 HOBOoe ['epmMaHCKOe rocymapCcTBO, KOTOpOe 06eCeunT CBOMM Ipak -
IaHaM CTaOWJIBHOCTb M HEIpPepbIBHOCTh McTOpum. Xaniab ['mriaep!»
[Out. mo: 3urmyng, 2021, c. 330].
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Heuto nHOe mpoucxogut Ha Opyrou cieHe. [leiicTBue 3nech MeIJIeH -
HO pa3BOpauMBaeTCs B MaJIeHbKOV YHUBEPCUTETCKOM ayIUTOPUM Ha YiIu-
1le, Ha3BaHHOJ B UeCTh aBCTpuiickoro ¢usuka Jlrogsura bonabimana. Ync-
JIO YYaCTHMKOB OTPAHMUYEHO MAECSITKOM YIOCTOWBIIMXCS TPUTJIAIIEHMUS
[InuKa CTyoeHTOB M MpenopaBartesiei hbuaocodCcKoro 1 MaTeMaTiyeCKOro
dakyabTeToB. KaskabIit BTOpoOil YeTBepT B IIECTb YaCOB Beyepa OHU I'OBO-
pat u cropat. O uem? - MMeloT jiM KaKOM-TO CMBICT MeTadusuueckue
BbICKasbiBaHusI? [Ipmiokuma Jiv MareMaTMka K peajibHomy Mupy? 4Yrto
IIeJIaeT JIOTMYECKUE YTBEPKIAEHMS TOUHBIMU M HEOCHOPUMBIMM? U T...
Kak 6ynTo ckimampIBaeTCsl yMWINTEIbHAS Jaske He KapTuHA, a KapTUHKA,
cocrosinas 1“3 HeGObIIOrO0 3aMKHYTOrO Ha cebe Kpyra MaTeMaTUMKOB
" JIOTMKOB, HE JKeJIAIOIIMX 3HATh HUKAKUX IMPOo0OJIeM, KpOMe CBOEN JIOTUKM
U MaTeMaTUKIA.

Oyrnac Xodiutaarep yTBepykmaeT: «BeHCKMt Kpy>KOK IPUIOEPSKA-
BaJICS KpailHe UIEeaIVMCTUUECKUX IPEICTABIEHUN O MUPE MBIIIJIEHUS
u no;mtukm» [ Xodmmragrep, 2021, c. 22]. Ho Tak sm? Macirrab BausHus
BEHCKMX JIOTMKOB ¥ MaTeMaTMKOB, KOHEUHO Ke, He OrpaHMYMBAJICSI pas-
MepaMy TIOMEIeHMSs, TPeAOCTaBIEHHOTO YHUBEPCUTETCKON afMUHUCTPA -
mmeii. CBUIETENIbCTBOM TOMY CJIYKAT MEKOYHApOAHbIE CUMITO3MYMBI,
Ha KOTOpbIe Che3KaaiCh BbIIAOIIMECS U [TepeloBbie YMbI CBOETO BpeMe-
Hu. B cBoio ouepenb U TO, Haf, ueM OHM pPabOTaIM M UTO MUCAJIM B CBOMX
CTaThsIX, BOBCE HE OrPaHMUYMBAIOCh (DYHKIMAMM U TOYHOCTBIO BBICKA3bI-
Baumit. Cpeayt HUX ObUIM U Te, KTO C TOJIOBOM YXOAMUJ B IMOJUTUYECKYIO
60pboy (OTTO Helipar); paboTtasi Ham 3agyMaHHo eile 3. Maxom pedop-
Mot obpaszoBanust (I'anc I'aH); mopabaTbiBas MO 3aBeIIAHMIO CBOETO OTIA
MPOEKT ABCTPUIICKON IIIKOJIbI HallMOHAIbHOM 3KOHOMUKM (Kapn Menrep);
OCTaBaJICS IPOCTHBIM MMOOOPHMKOM JiMbepasibHbIx uaen (Puxapa don Mu-
3ec)... [IpeacraBienns GombIIMHCTBA YYyacTHUKOB BK 0 «HayuyHOM MMpo-
MOHVMAaHUM» COBIAma/M C >KeJaHMeM KOPEeHHBbIM 06pasoM pedopMupo-
BaTh ObOIIecTBeHHOe ycTporcTBo. OcHoBaHHOe My B 1928 . O61iecTBO
OpHcTa Maxa MOCIeqoBaTeNbHO TMPUAEPKUBATIOCH COIMAI-IEMOKPATH -
yeckux Tpebosanmit Kpacuoit Bensr!.

He youBuTENbHO B CBSI3W CO CKAa3aHHBIM, UTO YKe 3a0JITO IO aH-
urmoca (1938) mocrosHubie yuactHMKY BK 11 ocobenHo ero ampepbl 6bI-
JIM BbIOpaHBI B KauecTBe MUIIEHEeN OIS MyOGIMYHBIX HalaJoK aHTuCe-
MUTCKUX U TIpaBbIX TeueHU ABCTpun. [TOHSITHO, UTO B CJIOKMUBIIIENCS
ob6craHoBKe yuacTHUKM BK olyiiany Ha ceGe nmpuGIKeHne pernpeccui,
KOTOpbIEe He 3aMeIIWIM HACTyIuTh. Tak Havyaycs GecrpelefeHTHbIN 10
pasMaxy MCXOJ, YUEHbIX — MOCTENEHHbIN B ['epMaHMy 1 MOYTY MI'HOBEH-
HBIN, a TIOTOMY ellle 6oJjiee IpaMaTUUHbINM, B IPUCOEIMHEHHOV ABCTPUMNL.
B uTore, Korma mpycckuii MMHUCTP MPOCBEIIEHNS] CIIPOCUIT CTaPeroIero

1 Kpacuas Bena (Rotes Wien) - HeoduumanbHoe HasBaHue Bemsl B mepmop 1918-
1934 rr., KOrga BO IVIaBe MPaBUTEIBLCTBA CTOSUIM JIIOOY C COLMAJI-IEMOKPaTIYe CKUMU
yOEsKAEHUSIMMA.
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HaBunma I'mibpbepra, He mocTpagast jau ero ¢akyabreT B ['€TTUHTEHe, Mo-
TepsiB BCEX «EeBpeeB U Mpyseil eBpeeB», [MabbepT cyxo orBetwi: «Her,
(akyIbTeT IPOCTO YMEP».

BK cran omHOV 13 KepTB Tparefuyu CBOero Bpemenu. Bce 3To mpo-
MCXOIMUJIO Ha 00IleM MpayHOM (oHe u3rHaHus u 6ercrBa. darmmsm u Ha-
1IM3M Ha HECKOJIBKO IeCATWIETUI OMHUM MaxoM Jimin ABctpuio, ['ep-
MaHnio ¥ VTanuio BBIJAIONIMXCS YYEHBIX PasHbIX HAIMOHAJIbHOCTEN.
BonbIMHCTBO M3 HUX BOBCEe He ObUIM CaMOOTBEP’KEHHBIMU Gopliamu
¢ parmmsmom. Ho B mrasax uX IPOTUBHMKOB ¥ CTOPOHHUKOB OHM, TIO BbI-
pakeHuro OpHcTa Haress, mpeacTaBisiiMch CBOErO pofda «MOWHOU UH-
mennekmyanvHoti e3pwvieuamxkoti» [Nagel, 1936, p. 33], crmocobHoM npu
M3BECTHBIX OOCTOSITEIbCTBAX HAHECTYM 3HAUMUTEIbHBIN YPOH OTHUM U MPU-
JIaTh CTOJIb JKe 3HAUUTETbHYIO CUJTY COITPOTUBIIEHNS APYTVIM.

IJTHUKaA U IDEHHOCTHN
Ha A3bIKE JIOTMKU U JINTEePaTypPbI

BosbiiiHCcTBO uieHOB BeHCKOro Kpyskka COMIAIIaMCh, YTO T'OBOPUTH
0 IIEHHOCTSIX CTPOTrO HayYHbIM 06pa3oM HeBO3MOkHO. Eiie Butrenmirein
B cBoeM «Tpakrare» yTBepKIasl, YTO B MUPE HET HUKAKUX IIEHHOCTEN,
a IMMOTOMY «HE MOKET ObITb HMKaKUX IMpemIoKeHu STukm» («Tpakrar»,
6.42). lllnuk elmie B MoJOOble TOAbI, Korga yuwicsi ¢usmke y Maxkca
[Tnanka ¥ BocXmimasicss DVHIITETHOM, MpounTaB «KpuUTMKY IpakTmye-
CKOTO pasyMa», OTBEPT ee uaeu BMecTe CcO Bcel «MeTtadmsukoir» Kanra.
C aTux mop U OO0 KOHIIA CBOMX [IHEN OH MPUAEPKUBAJICSI MHEHMS, UYTO Ha-
XOAUTDH MPAKTUUYECKYIO MYIPOCTb CJIEyeT B €CTECTBEHHBIX HayKax, a ec-
JIX Y TIPONaraHA¥pOBaTh 3TUKY, TO SMMUKYPENCKYIO, 8 He KAHTMAHCKYIO
3TUKY OJITA.

KapHam Takske mosjara, 4To IEHHOCTM He MPOXOST IO SMITMpUUe-
CKOMY KPUTEPUIO 3HAUMMOCTM, M TIOTOMY OHM JIMILIEHbI KOTHUTUBHOTO
cmbicsia. CuMnTtoMatMyHo To, Kak Kapynm MeHrep, HaxoisiChb B CMSITEHUM,
pearupoBasl Ha OJUTUUYECKMe cOObITHS B ABcTpuu 3umon 1933-1934 rr.
OH COKpYIIAJCS, YTO 3TU COOBITUS CHEAIV «KpalHe 3aTpyIHUTETbHOM
paboTy Haj YMCTOV MareMaTUKON», MPU3HAJ, UTO <«IIPAKTUUYECKU exKe-
IHEBHO KasKIbIM CTAJIKMBAJICS C OOIIEeCTBEHHO-TIOJUTUUECKUMM TTpobIie-
MaMM ¥ Bormpocamu 3TuKu». Ho, ocTaBasicb BepHbIM CBOEMY CTPEMJIEHUIO
«0BpeCTy HEMTPOTUBOPEUMBOE 1 BCEOGBEMITIONEE MUPOITIOHUMaHue», MeH-
rep crpaiuBaeT camoro cebsi: «Henb3st 1 goOGUTHCS, METOIAMY TOYHO-
IO MBIILIJIEHNS, YTOOBI 3TU BOIPOCHI Gosbllle He Bo3HMKa/mM?» [ Menger,
1994, p. 29, 30]. IlopasuTenbHas NpefaHHOCTb KJee BKyIle C HaUBHO-
CTbIO KaOMHETHOTO yueHoro. HeckosbKo Kypbe3HOM MpenCcTaBsieTCs Mo-
cienywooias 3a 06003HaUEHHbIMM COOBITHSIMM TTOmbITKa Kapyia Menrepa
MpeIJIOKUTh HeKye Hauajia (popMajibHOM 3TUKM 6e3 1eHHocTelr. Dddek-
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TUBHBIM MHCTPYMEHT [IJIS1 JajbHeNIlei paspaboTKu «3TUKK 6e3 LIeHHO-
CTel» OH, pa3yMeeTcsl, yCMaTpUBaJl B MaTeMaTHKe.

Opnako ycraHoBieHHoe BK HecooTBeTCTBME 3TUKY M TOYHOTO MBIIII-
JIEHUS B T€ 3Ke TOMbl PACCMaTPUBAIOCh TAK)Ke B APYTOM PaKypce, JIMTepa-
TYPHO-XYIOXKeCTBEHHOM. Peub, BUAMMO, HO/DKHA UATH O TTYOOKOM CMBbIC-
JIOBOM B3aMMOOOYCJIOBJIEHHOCTM, €CIM He CKa3aTb €IMHCTBE, — HayKW,
UCKYCCTBA ¥ COIMAJIbHO-TIOIUTUYECKON JXU3HU ABCTpPUM, — EOUHCTBE,
KOTOpPOe He Bcerga mnomagaeT B (GOKYC MCCIeNOBaTeIbCKOrO MHTepeca.
A MeXIy TeM HayKy, MCKYCCTBO U TOJUTUKY OObeIVHSIT OIIBIT ITepeskuBa-
HMSI UX TBOPIIOB ¥ HOCHUTEJIEeH. DTOT OMbIT CTPaHHbIM 06pa3oM ObLI JIO-
KaJIM30BaH B CTOJIMIIE TOCYHAPCTBa, TOTEPIIEBIIEro MOpaXkeHue B BOVHE
M HaBCerJa paclpoLIaBLIEroCs CO CBOMM MMITEPCKUM MPOLITIBIM.

TpuyMd sHHIITETHOBCKOM M IUIAHKOBCKOM (M3UKM CIIOCOGCTBOBA
TOMY, UTO MaTeMaTMKa M MaTeMaTuyeckoe o6pasoBaHMe CTa/Mi UpEe3BbI-
YaliHO MOMY/IIPHBIMM U YBaskaeMbIMM B ABCTpPUM Haske CO CTOPOHbI TeX,
KTO He MbICJIUJI [IJIs1 cebs1 Kapbepy yueHoro. B uyciie TakoBbIX ObUTM TTO-
MyJIIpHbIE B MeKBOeHHbIe rombl mucarenu [epman Bpox, Jleo Ilepyir
1 ocoberHo Pobept Myswmib. Bece Tpoe u3yuyanu mMareMaTuky, a mpu CIy-
Yyae «OTKPBITO MPU3HABAIMCh, UTO YEPMAIOT MMCATEIbCKOe BIOXHOBEHME
B U3JIIOOJIEHHBIX TeMax KPy)KKa — TOYHOM MBbIIIJIEHUM ¥ HAyYHOM MMPO-
noHumManum» [3urmysz, 2021, c. 239]. He ynuBuTeNbHO B 3TOM CBSI3M,
YTO MATEMAaTUKM B UX MPOU3BENEHMSIX YACTO CTAHOBSITCS TJIaBHBIMM T€-
posimu. B 30-e rr. bpox muiller poMad, IO Ha3BaHMIO HAIIOMMHAIOIIIA
¢bpasy u3 samaunHuka mo marematuke («HeusBectHas Bemuumna»). [le-
pYlI, MMeHEM KOTOpPOro OblIa Ha3BaHa BTOPOCTEIEHHAs MaTeMaTuyecKast
dopmyiia, B Te e rombl myonukyet «JleHb 6e3 Beuepa». [J1aBHbIN repon
pomaHa, ['eopr [lropBajb, IbITAETCS TO OMPOBEPTHYTH SKOHOMUYECKOE
yueHne MapKkca ¢ TIOMOIIbIO METOIOB MaTeMaTUUeCKOTO aHaJn3a, TO OCY-
IIIECTBUTb MaTeMaTM4yeCcKoe MCCIeNOoBaHue, MOCBSAIIEHHOe OKPY>KHOCTHU
" KPUBBIM TPEThEro MopsIKa.

Hanbosnee myboKO KOUIM3UIO XyHOKHMKA M YUYEHOTO-MaTeMaTUKa
B OTHOM ueJIOBEeKe CMOT mokasaTb PobepT Myswib. J]OCTaTOYHO CKa3arhb,
YTO OH OTKA3bIBAETCS OT aKaJeMMUeCKOM Kapbepbl MaTeMaTUKa paay -
Tepatypbl. B 1913 r. Myswib ny6nukyer «MareMaTuuecKoro yejioBeKa»
¢ ayunosuenn Ha beprpana Paccesa. MaremMaTky OH HasbIBaeT «HAyKOM
C IYPHBIM IJIa30M», a JIMTEPATYPHYIO MOILY CBOEro BpPeMeHM XapaKTepw-
3yeT (pasoir: «[IpounTaB MOApSI IBa HEMELKMX pOMaHa, HaJO B3SITb MH-
Terpas, utoObl puBecTu cebs B hopmy» [Myswmib, 1999, c. 303-304].

[Tosske, B 30-e rT., korga BK Habpan 06opoTel, My3wmwib ycTamu «de-
JloBeKa 6e3 CBOMCTB» BbICKA3bIBAETCS TaK, Kak OYATO caM, BKJIIOUAETCS
B IVICKYCCHIO O MOpa/IX U TOUHOCTU MblliIeHus. «OCHOBHOe UyBCTBO, 3a-
JIO’KeHHOE B TPEe3BOCTb HAyKM, — PA3MBIILISIET OH, — ...eCJIM €ro U3 MOYTU-
TeJbHOCTM HE PEeIIalOTCsl Ha3BaTh YePTOM, TO BCE-TaKM CEPHBIM JABIMKOM
OT HEero 4yTOYKy IHaxHeT». Tak, «I0JIoC MCTUHBI COMPOBOKIAETCS MOOO0-
3pPUTEIbHBIMM TTOOOYHBIMM IIIyMaMM, HO Haubojiee 3aMHTEPEeCOBaHHBIE
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CbIIIaTh UX He XoTaT» [Mysunb, 1984, c. 348, 349]. B stom paccyxge-
HUM MOXKHO YCJIBIIIATh eIlle OOVH TOJIOC, €Jie CJIBIIIMMBIN B OVCKYCCUSIX
O TOYHOM MBIIIJIEHNM, KaK Ha 3acemanusx BK, Tak u 3a ero mpemenamnm.
Myswib B cBoeM Tepoe, YIbpuxe, MOKa3bIBA€T CTOJKHOBEHME OFHOBpE-
MEHHO HECKOJIbKMX 3TUYECKUX YOEeXKIeHMI, CBI3aHHbIX C MaTeMaTUKOIA.
Ero camoro 3acrasisieT 3aymMaTbCsl He CTOJIBKO «OCTpasi, KaK HOXK, JIOTMKa
MaTeMaTUKM», CKOJIbKO Ta CTOpOHA IMCKyccuu, kKotopoii LLInmk He npupa-
BaJl JO/DKHOTO 3HAaueHus. DTy CTOPOHY, KaK OH MPOHMYHO 3aMevaer,
npeacTaB/IsAI0T Te, KTO «B CBOM IOHbI€ U IIIKOJIbHbIE I'OJbI 6]31]'[]/[ CKBEPHbI-
MM Matemarukamu». OHM-TO U TIPEACKA3bIBAIOT «T'MOETb eBPOIENCKOM
KYJIBTYPBI 13-3a TOTO, YTO B U€JIOBEKe HeT GOJIblie Bephl, JTIOOBU, IIPOCTO-
ThI, JOOpa...». ABTOp «YesioBeKka 6e3 CBOMCTB» YCMaTpPMBaeT apryMeHTa-
MO, BEIYIIYIO K TIOAOOGHOTO pofia MPauHOMY IPeICKa3aHNIo, B TOM, UTO
MaTreMaTuKa, «MaTh TOUHOT'O eCTeCTBO3HaHMsI, 6abyllika TEXHUKU, SIBJISIET-
Cs1 ¥ TIpaMaTepbio TOTO AyXa, 13 KOTOPOro B KOHIIE KOHIIOB BOSHUKJIN SII0-
BUTBIE Ta3bl ¥ BOeHHbIe JleTunKu» | Tam ke, c. 63, 64].

Ecmm gng KapHama ¥ ero OKpysKeHUSI TOYHOCTb MBbIIIIEHUST HUKAK
He CBS3aHa C MOpaJiblo, TO TOYHOCTb M1 Myswuiss eCcTb HpaBCTBEHHas
06s13aHHOCTh, KOTOpAsi IIpPM CJIyvae BbIKAa3bIBaeT ceOs TOMY, KTO K 3TO-
MY MBIILIJIEHUIO XOTbh CKOJIbKO-HMGYIb MpHoOIieH. [ BEHCKMUX JIOTMKOB
TOYHOCTDb — 3TO IIOUCK YHMBEPCAJ/IbHOI'O aJITOPpUTMa BCEX aJITOPUTMOB Ma -
TEMAaTUKU U MBICJIUTETbHO OesITeIbHOCTHM B 1ieJIoM. B Tekcrax Myswiis —
9TO OTIBIT MEPEKMBaHMSI, KOTOPbIN MHAYLUMPYETCS IJIAaBHBIM OGPasoM Xy-
IIOKeCTBEHHOI (pOopMOIi.

Mysuib, Kak M3BECTHO, TOKMUIAeT «O0O0beduMHEeHHYIO0 [epMaHMIO»
" mepeeskaeT B Tuxyio IlIBeiiiapuio, rae Bo BCSKOM cydae yTPO Hauu-
HaJIOCh He CO 3BYYalllero U3 PernpoayKTOPOB BOEHHOIrO Mapiiia U 601po-
IO HAIMCTCKOTO MPUBETCTBUS. B 3TOM ero mocTyImke Y4eTKO MpOCMaTpy -
BaeTcsl ero OTHOIIIeHMe K HaiucTaMm. Ho B TO ske BpeMst ero OTHOIIIeHNe
K 3aMbIcjiaM OGJIM3KO 3HAKOMBIX C HMM BEHCKUX IpodeccopoB ob ycTa-
HOBJIEHMM IIapPCTBA MPEAEeIbHOM TOUYHOCTM BbICKA3bIBaHMI ObLIO, C €ro
CTOPOHBI, CKOpee MpeaynpenuTe/IbHbIM, YeM MOUTUTETbHBIM MJIU COJIV -
IapHbIM.

OrmeuenHas B nokinage Hartamumu VIBaHOBHBI yCMeENLIMBAs MHTOHA-
1S TpoeCccopoB KOHTUMHEHTATBHOV (uocodum, paBHO Kak U ee CTPEM-
JIeHue BbIPa3suTh UEU JIOTMUECKOTO MO3UTUBM3MA B KaueCTBe «HeCObIB-
IIMXCS HaIeXXI» — BCe 9TO pa3buBaeTcs Bape6Ge3ru Ha (OHE TON IpaMbl,
kotopyio A.JI. HurkubopoB Ha3Baj «paspblBOM TKaHU OOILeCTBEHHO
sku3Hn». Ho muHus paspeiBa 1 pasinoma ob6o3Haumiach B 30-X IT. He TONb-
KO U [1aske He CTOJIbKO BBUIY OTHUX TOJIbKO M3BECTHBIX IOJUTHYECKUX
cobbrTuii B EBpore Mekgy ABYMSI MUPOBBIMM BOMHAMMU. DTOT PasjioM
0603HaUWIICS U BO BCeM aBCTPO-T€PMAHCKOM MHTEJUIEKTYaIbHOM SKU3HU.

50



BEHCKU KPYJXOK B JIBYX ITPOEKILIUSIX @

B m3BecTHOM CMbIC/IE OH ITPOXOOMJI MO CEpAllaM YUYeHbIX, IMTOCBSITUBIINX
cebs mouckam «(pOpMY/I» TOUYHOIO MbIILIEHUSI M HaBGIIOHABIINX, Kak
Ha MX I71a3aX pachazeTcs TKaHb OOIeCTBEHHOM SKMU3HM.

Ho Bot uto mpumeuarenbHo. BK kak 6yato paboTasn Hag TakKMMy 06-
JIACTSIMM TIPUMEHEHUST JIOTMKM M MaTeMaTuKMU — <«Teopueil 3HaueHUi»,
«JIOTYIKO-THOCEOJIOTMYEeCKOM MOMEIbIO 3HAHUS», — KOTOPbIE, IO BCEM pac-
YyeTaM, JOJ/DKHBI ObLIM 3aMHTEPECOBAaTh Pa3Be UTO COTHIO-IPYTYIO TaKUX
’Ke KaOMHETHBIX eBPOMeNCKuX yueHbIX. OgHAKO KaKUMMU-TO HeBeJaHHbI-
MM ITYTSIMM UX TTOMCKU BBIPBAIUCH M3 Y3KOCIEIUATU3MPOBAHHOM 061aCTH
3MUCTEMOJIOTUY U pustocodyy HayKM U BOIIUIM B JTyUIlIMe 0OPasIlbl BeJn-
KO aBCTpMiiCKOM sinteparypbl. OHM CBOMMM TOMCKaMy CMOIJIY BbIPA3UTDb
HeUTO O0Ilee B YCTPEMJIEHUSIX YUEHbIX, pabOTalolINX B APYIMX CTpaHaX
M Ha OPYrUX KOHTMHEHTax. [IpumedaresibHO U MOYUYUTENBHO JIS HAC TO,
YTO Ha CBOEN poayHe, ABCTpUM, B CaMblil TparmueckKuil MOMEHT ee UCTO-
pun, ugeu BK u Bce, UTO MponCxXoamIio BOKPYT €ro JuaepoB, Ipruobpeso
OTUYET/IMBOE COIMATIbHOE aHTUMHAIMCTCKOE 3ByUYaHMe.

Cnoucok ureparypbl

3urmynn, 2021 - 3uemynd K. TouHoe MbiiieHMe B Ge3yMHble BpeMeHa. BeH-
CKMI1 KPY’KOK ¥ KPECTOBBII IOXOZ, 32 ocHoBaHMsiMM Hayku / [lep. c anrn. A. Bpozorr-
koit. M.: ACT: CORPUS, 2021. C. 203.

My3suib, 1999 - Mysuiw P. Marematnueckuii uenosek / I[Tep. I [lIunkapesa //
Maras mposa. V36panubie npoussemenus: B 2 T. T. 2. M.: Kanon-mpecc-1I, 1999.
463 c.

Myswib, 1984 - Mysuns P. YenoBek 6e3 cBoiictB. Kuura nepsast. M.: Xynosxke-
CTBeHHas uteparypa, 1984. 751 c.

Xaiperrep, 1993 - Xaiidezeep M. Uto Takoe mertadusuka? // Bpemsa u Obi-
tne: Crarbyu u BbicTyIieHus / Ilep. ¢ Hem. B. bubuxuna. M.: Pecry6iuka, 1993.
C. 16-26.

Xodmragrep, 2021 - Xogpwmadmep /. Tpemucinosue // 3uemynd K. TouHoe
MblILIIeHMe B Ge3yMHbIe BpeMeHa. BeHCKuil KpyKOK ¥ KPeCTOBBIi TTOXOZ, 32 OCHOBAHMU-
simu Hayku. M.: Corpus, 2020. C. 11-22.

References

Carnap, 1931 - Carnap R. ,,Uberwindung der Metaphysik durch logische Ana-
lyse der Sprache®, Erkenntnis, 2. Bd. (1931), pp. 219-241.

Haidegger, M. “Chto takoe metafizika?” [Was ist Metaphysik?], in: Vremya i bytie:
Stat’i i vystupleniya. Moscow: Respublika, 1993, pp. 16-26. (Trans. into Russian)

Hilbert, 1931 - Hilbert, D. ,Die Grundlagen der elementaren Zahlentheorie®,
Mathematische Annalen, 1931, no. 104, pp. 435-686.

51



@ E.H. UBAXHEHKO

Hofstadter, D. “Predislovie. Douglas Hofstadter” [Introduction. Douglas Hofs-
tadter], in: Sigmund, K. Tochnoe myshlenie v bezumnye vremena [Exact Thinking
in Demented Times: The Vienna Circle and the Epic Quest for the Foundations of Sci-
ence]. Moscow: AST: CORPUS, 2021, pp. 11-22. (Trans. into Russian)

Menger, 1994 - Menger, K. Reminiscences of the Vienna Circle and the Mathe-
matical Colloquium. Dordrecht: Reidel, 1994, 242 pp.

Musil, R. “Chelovek bez svojstv” [Der Mann ohne Eigenschaften], Kniga per-
vaya. Moscow: Hudozhestvennaya literatura, 1984. (Trans. into Russian)

Musil, R. Matematicheskij chelovek [Math Man], vol. 2. Moscow: Kanon-press-C,
1999. (Trans. into Russian)

Nagel, 1936 - Nagel, E. “Impressions and Appraisals of Analytic Philosophy
in Europe”, Journal of Philosophy, 1936, vol. 33 (2), pp. 29-53.

Sigmund, K. “Tochnoe myshlenie v bezumnye vremena. Venskij kruzhok i kres-
tovyj pohod za osnovaniyami nauki” [Exact Thinking in Demented Times. The Vienna
Circle and the Epic Quest for the Foundations of Science]. Moscow: AST: CORPUS,
2021. 528 pp. (Trans. into Russian)




Smucremosorus u Ghmrocobust HayKu Epistemology & Philosophy of Science

2024.T. 61. Ne 1. C. 53-60
VIK 167.7

2024, vol. 61, no. 1, pp. 53-60
DOI: https://doi.org/10.5840/eps20246115

EbITb ON10CODOM -
COYETATb HECOYETAEMOE®

LLinnoBanosa Jlaga
BnagumMumpoBHa - AOKTOp
dunocodckmx Hayk,
npodeccop.
CaHkT-lMeTepbyprckuin
rocyaapCTBEHHbIN
YHUBEpPCUTET.

Poccuitckas denepaums,
199034, r. CaHkT-leTepbypr,
YHuBepcuTeTckas Hab., 4. 7/9;
e-mail: ladaship@gmail.com

B cTatbe npegnpuvHMMaeTcs NomnbiTKa PasBUTUS KOHCTPYKTUBHOM
«OopMynbl OKCOMOPOHa», NpeasioxkeHHon H.U. KysHeuoBoi aas
MHTepnpeTaumm naemn u cyabbbl NpeactaBuTenen BeHCKOro Kpyx-
ka. CoyeTaHMe HECOYETAaEMOrO PACKPbIBAET COAEPXKAHME 3TOM
dopmynbl. ABTOp CTaTbM NpeasiaraeT yBUAETb COMETAHME HECOYe-
TaeMoro, BO-NMepBbIX, B TEMMNOPaAIbHOM XapakTepe paboTbl BeH-
CKOTO KpY)XKa, 06beaMHSIOLLEM, C O4HOM CTOPOHbI, CTPEMEHME
K OKOHYaTe/IbHOCTU B peLleHnn 3a3fay U, C ApYroi, OTKPbITOCTb
pasBuUTUIO. BO-BTOPbIX, COMETAHME HECOYETAEMOrO PaCcKpbIBaETCs
Yyepes cBA3b U pa3anyne nosmumii M. LWnuka n O. Henpata B guc-
KYCCMW O MPOTOKOJIbHbIX NpeaioxeHusx. Mosmums LWnavka npu
3TOM onpeaenseTcs kak dpnnocodckoe cTpemMsieHne coveTaTb HECO-
yeTaeMoe 1 NpesoXXuTb NepeBos, KOHCTATaLMIA Kak BbIPaXKeHUH,
OMUCLIBAIOLLUX CYOBHEKTMBHbLIN HEMOCPEACTBEHHDBIN OMbIT, HA WMH-
TEPCYObEKTUBHbIN A3bIK HAYKU, 3HAYEHWE KOTOPOro akLEeHTUpPYeT
Hewipar.

KntoueBble cn0Ba: BEHCKUI KPYXKOK, Hay4HOE 3HaHWE, MHTEPCYOb-
€KTUBHOCTb, GUNOCOPCKME OCHOBAHMUSA HAYKKN

TO BE A PHILOSOPHER
IS TO COMBINE INCOMPATIBILITIES

Lada V. Shipovalova -

DSc in Philosophy, Professor.
Saint Petersburg University.
7-9 Universitetskaya Emb.,
Saint Petersburg 199034,
Russian Federation;

e-mail: ladaship@gmail.com

The article attempts to develop the “oxymoron formula” proposed
by N.I. Kuznetsova to interpret the ideas and fate of the representa-
tives of the Vienna Circle. The combination of incompatible re-
veals the content of this formula. The author of the article pro-
poses to see a combination of incompatible, firstly, in the temporal
nature of the work of the Vienna Circle, which unites, on the one
hand, the desire for finality in solving problems and, on the other,
openness to development. Secondly, she describes the combina-
tion of incompatible through the relation and difference of the
positions of M. Schlick and O. Neurath in the discussion about
protocol sentences. The author defines Schlick’s position as a philo-
sophical desire to combine incompatible and offer a translation
of affirmations as expressions describing subjective immediate
experience into the intersubjective language of science, the mean-
ing of which is emphasized by Neurath.

Keywords: Vienna Circle, scientific knowledge, intersubjectivity, philo-
sophical foundations of science

WccnemoBanue BbIMOMHEHO Tpu moagepskke rpaHta CankT-Iletep6yprckoro rocymap-
CTBEHHOTO yHMUBepcuTeTa, poekT ID 104245464, The study is supported by the St. Pe-
tersburg University, project ID 104245464.

© Iunosasnosa JI.B., 2024

53



@ JI.B. TNTTOBAJIOBA

Pa3BuBast OKCIOMOpPOH

B cBoeit cratbe, mocesienHoi 100-netuio BeHckoro kpyskka, Haramms
VBanoBHa KysHeroBa mpeparaer ¥MCIOIb30BaTh KOHIIENT OKCIOMOPOHA.
CoueTraHre HeCcoOYeTaeMoOro, pacKpbIBAIOIee ero CofepskKaHue, JeiCTBU-
TeJIbHO TO3BOJISIET CXBAaTUTh KAaK KOJUIM3MM CYAbObI OOBEIMHEHUS JIOTU-
YeCKUX MO3UTUBUCTOB, TaK ¥ MPUHIMIIBI MX paboThl ¢ GUI0COGCKUMMU
OCHOBAHUAMM HayKu. SICHOCTb ¥ OTUETIMBOCTD SI3bIKA HAyKM, CBOOOIHO-
ro or ¢GopManabHBIX IPOTMUBOPEUMIT M COLEpPsKaTeabHOM HeolpeneeH-
HOCTH, TIpPeNCTaB/sieT co6oil Ieyab 3Toi paboThl. Ee peanmsaiius Moxker
MO3BOJIUTD CITPABUTLCS C KPU3MCOM HayK, CTaBSIIMM IO, BOTIPOC UX €IOVH-
CTBO ¥ OOBEKTMBHOCTb. BasKHbINI MOMEHT, KOTOpbIN nogdyepkuBaeT Hara-
ymst VIBaHOBHA M OT KOTOPOTO S XOUY OTTOJIKHYTBCSI B CBOEM OTKJIMKE
Ha ee TEKCT, COCTOUT B 3BPUCTUUECKON cuje «GhOpMYJIbl OKCIOMOPOHA»,
06HapYsKMBaIOILIel TOAJMHHbBIE MPO6JEeMbl, KaK IBVKYILME NesTeTbHO-
cteio BeHckoro kpyskka 100 yiet Ha3am, Tak M OCTABJISIONIME €€ aKTyallb-
HoI1 B coBpeMeHHOCTH [Ky3HenoBa, 2024, c. 26].

VYIoMsHyTast IBOMCTBEHHOCTb CYIIIECTBOBaHMUS BeHCKOTo KpysKKa,
3aBEPIIEHHOrO0 BO BpeMeHM - (POpPMaJbHO KPYKOK ITpeKpaliaeT CBOe
CyllleCTBOBaHMe 10 BTOpOIi MUPOBOI BOMHBI — U COXPAHSIONIETOCS B MC-
TOpUM, TIPeNCTaB/IsIeT cob60i TeMIopaabHOe COoueTaHue HeCcoyeTaemMoro.
Yro MOkeT ObITh YCJIOBMEM TAKOTO CTAHOBJIEHUSI KIACCUYECKUMU UIEN
U AVICKYCCMIA JIOTMYeCKUX To3uTuBMCTOB? OTKyma GepeTcst cuia UX MH-
TeJUIeKTYaIbHOTO BAMSIHUS, JOXOSIIETO N0 HAIIUX JHEM U COXPaHSIoIIe-
ro CBOJ IMpo6sieMHbIN XapakTrep? ITpemcraBisieTcst, YTO MCTOYHUKOM 3TOM
CUJIBI CJTYSKUT TapafoKCaJbHOCTDb, BBIPAXKAIOIIASICS, C OMHOM CTOPOHBDI,
B YBEPEHHOCTM B 3HAUeHUM COOCTBEHHOIO Jiesla U CIIOCOOHOCTM ero 3a-
BEpIIUTD: Pa306j1aunTh 6€CCMBICIEHHOCTb MeTaU3MKIM, COBEPIIUTD I0-
BOPOT B Qmiocoduy, OTKa3aBUIMCh OT Hee KaK OT «YHUBEPCANbHOU HAYKU
Hapsady unu HAd pasnuuHelMu obracmamu onsimHol Hayku» [Kapnam
u ap., 2006, c. 73], mposcHUTb HOPMY TOCTPOEHUST €IMHON HAYKM, SI3bIK
KOTOPO¥ JOJDKEH OBbITh CBSI3aH «C HEINOCPeNCTBEHHO AaHHbIM» [Tam ke,
c. 66]. C mpyroii CTOpOHBI, UieN WIEHOB BeHCKOro KpysKKa XapakTepusy-
eT 60j1ee MM MeHee BBIPAKEHHAs] OTKPBITOCTb. JTO OTHOCUTCS K TIPU-
CYTCTBUIO CpPEAy UJE€HOB ¥ COIO3HMKOB BEHCKOrO KpyskKa He TOJIbKO
U He CTOJIbKO hutocodoB, cKombKo yueHbIx. Kpome Toro, HecMOTps Ha OT-
YETIMBYI0 HOBM3HY HauMHaHMS Oaxke B ux MaHudbecre yrnmoMuHAIOTCS
MIPeIIeCTBEHHVKY, aBTOPUTETHI M TPAAMUIINA, BOKPYT KOTOPBIX CTPOUINCD
IMUCKyccuu HakaHyHe dopmupoBanus Benckoro kpysxkka: FOm u IIpocse-
mienne, [Tyankape, Max u JiiHiireit, Jlenn6uui, ®pere, Paccen u Butren-
mrrenH, Jmmkyp, Deitepbax, Mapke m npyrue [Tam ke, c. 60]. OTKpbI-
TOCTb TPOLLIOMY AOIOJHSETCSI OTKPBITOCThIO OymyIieMy, TOTOBHOCTBIO
K TIPEACTOSIILIMM «TsDKesbIM cpakeHusiM» [Tam ke, c. 74]. [Ipencrasisercs,
YTO TaKOe COYETaHMe HeCOUeTaeMOro — 3aBEpIIEHHOCTM M OTKPBITOCTH,
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CaMOJOCTAaTOYHOCTHM TO3ULIMM U pedUIeKCUM ee OTPaHNYEHHOCTU — Hau-
6osiee oTueTIMBO Bbipasuia JI. Burrenmrreitn B npenyucioBum K Jlozuko-
¢unocogckomy mpakmamy, OLEHUB CBOIO 3a[1auy U ee peaan3aluio cie-
IVIOIMM IapajoKCaabHbIM 00pasoM. «$ cumraio, YTO IOCTaB/IEHHBIE
MPOGJIEMBI B CBOMX CYIIIECTBEHHBIX YepTaxX pellleHbl OKOHYaTebHO. U ec-
JIV SI He OIIMbaloCch Ha Ceil CUeT, TO BTopas [ieHHas CTOPOHA 3TOi paboThbI
B TOM, YTO OHA ITOKAa3bIBAE€T, CKOJb MAJIO JIaeT peIlleHMe ITUX ITPosIeM»
[Butrenurreitn, 1994, c. 4].

Ecay MbI TpogosikuM 3aaBaTh BOITPOC K OCHOBAHMIO ITPOTUBOPEUMS,
TO C YOMBJIEHMEM OOHAPYKMM, UTO OOIIMM [JIsI HECOYETaeMbIX IO3M-
LM — HAJIEXKIbl HA 3aBEPIIIEHHOCTb ¥ OTKPBITOCTY, CBSI3aHHO C OCMBbIC-
JIEHEeM COOCTBEHHBIX I'PaHUIl, — CJIIYKUT KOJUIEKTUBHBINA, MHTEPCYOBEK-
TUBHBIN XapakTep GuytocodCKoii 1eaTeIbHOCTY WIEHOB BeHCKoro Kpyskka.
OTOo BbIpaskaeTcsi B TOM uucyie B ToM, uro Haranus VBaHOBHa HasbIBa-
€T OKCIOMOPOHOM MMeHOBaHMs, couetaHneM «OH u Onm» [KysHerosa,
2024, c. 25], rme cuia coBMeCTHOM paboThl, Aatoliias HaZexXAy Ha pellie-
HM€ HACTOSATEJbHBIX 3a[ad, JOTMOJHSIETCS pasMueHneM IMOpoil MPOTUBO-
pevalux MO3ULINYA, CO3MAIINX BOSMOXKXHOCTD U HEM3OEKHOCTh BHYTPEH -
HUX OUCKYCCUIA.

O npob6nemaruuHocTH ObITUA (DHTOCOGOM
B BeHCKOM KpyXKe

OpHa M3 TakUX SIPKUX AVCKYCCUM OTHOCMJIACH K OMpPeeseHNI0 TTPOTO-
KOJIbHBIX TIPEAJIOKEHUN, TOTO, UTO AODKHO OBUIO CIYKUTh OCHOBAaHMEM
eIVHOTO HayYHOTO SI3bIKa. B KauecTBe 1IeHTPaJIbHOTO MTyHKTA 3TOM AVC-
Kyccuy MOXKHO TpefctaButh peakimio O. Henpara Ha Tekct M. Llnuka
O ¢yndamenme nosuauus. Ieno 3mech He TOJIbKO B OCTPOTE HEraTUB-
HOM peakuuy, a B TOM, UYTO e€e MOXKHO MPOYUTATh KaK CYIeCTBEHHOe
pasHorjacMe B MOHMMAaHUM CMbIcia Grtocodckoro neiicTBus, KOTOpoe
He CIVIaKMBAETCSl Pas3[esisieMoll aBTOpaMM KPUTHUYECKOM HaIlpaBIeHHO-
CThIO TI0 OTHOLIEHMIO K TPaIMIMOHHON MeTadusuke. B uem B cambix
006IIMX YepTax COCTOUT 3TO pasHoryiacue?

M. IlIimk craBut Bompoc 06 abcomoTHOM (yHIaMeHTe MO3HaHUS,
TOYHee, CJIeNysl JIMHIBUCTUUECKOMY IOBOPOTY, O TeX IPeIJIOKEeHUSIX, KO-
TOpble MOTYT TakuM (yHmameHTOM Cayxkutb. Wpes Illnmka cocrout
B TOM, YTO MPOTOKOJIbHBIE TIPENJIOKEHMS] OCTalOTCS JIMIIb TUIIOTe3aMU
U «TI0fIBep>KeHbl BCeBO3MOKHBIM COMHeHMsIM». Kpome Toro, mormbITKa uX
060CHOBaHMS Yepe3 CBI3b C APYTUMMU MPeIJIOKeHMIMM He PelllaeT 3aavy
Oo6GHapy>KeHNsI HEOTMEHSIEMBIX MPEJJIOKEHUI U caMa HY)KJAETCS B PyKOBO-
JISIIEeM MIPUHINITE, TIOCPEICTBOM KOTOPOTO GyeT YCTaHABIMBATHCS CBSI3b.
B kauectBe orBeta Ha Bompoc llImmk mpepyaraer koHctarauumu (affirma-
tions), BeIpaskarolMe HEIMOCPEeACTBEHHO BOCIIPMHMMAEMOE, COOCTBEHHBIN
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YYBCTBEHHbBI/I ONBIT HAOGJIOAATEss, BKIIIOYAIOINIME yKa3aTeJIbHbIe CJIOBa
«30ech UM cenyac», MPUIAIOININME TaKUM BBIPAKEHMSIM «CMBIC JKecTa»
U Jenarolye HeBO3MOXKHOM MX 3amuch. KoHcTaTamy HaxomsITCsl B TBOM-
CTBEHHOM OTHOIIEHUM K MTPOTOKOIBHBIM MpensioskeHusiM. C OmHOM CTOpo-
HbI, OHM IpPeNCTaBJSIIOT COOOi «IMOBOL mJisl uX obpasoBanus» [LInuxk,
2010, c. 375], npeniecTByOT MPOTOKOIAM HAayKM BO BpeMeHu. B Takom
BMIE KOHCTaTaluy, uMeroiye GopMy «3IeCh U Telepb TaK-TO U TaK-TO»,
YCKOJIb3aIOT OT BCSIKOM (pyKcalym v MOTOMY BPSIZ, JIM MOT'YT CYKUTh QyH-
naMeHToM mo3HaHus. C Ipyroi CTOPOHBI, OHM UMEIOT U BTOPYIO (YHK-
IIMIO — BepudUKALMM TUIIOTES, T.€. MIOATBEPIKAEHUST TIPOTOKOIBHBIX MPeJ-
JIO’KEHMIA, KOTOPbIM He XBaTaeT OKOHYATeJIbHOM HaaeKHOCTH, KOJIb CKOPO
OHUM OCTAIOTCSl JIMIIb «3aUCSIMM Wi cllegamyu B mamsatu» [Tam ke,
c. 376]. B aroit hyHKUMM KOHCTATAIMS TIOSIBJISIETCS TTOCIIE TIPOTOKOJIBHOTO
npenjiokeHus. Bepubukaius mpencrasiisieT co60 OBTOpEHNE KOHCTaTa-
MY U TIOTOMY TIPUBOIUT K «OKOHYATETbHOCTU», CBSI3AHHON JIMGO C yIo-
BJIETBOPEHMEM, «PAFOCThIO MOATBEPKAEHNS», JIMOO C pa3ouapoBaHUEM,
ecyin 6puTa obHapykeHa Ganbcudurarysi. OKOHYATEIBHOCTh O3HAYAET
mist 1llnuka He 3aBeplilieHMe TO3HAHMS, HO BKJIIOUEHME B HEr0 MOMEH-
TOB HECOMHEHHOCTM, «HE3bIOJIEMBIX TOUEK COMPUKOCHOBEHMSI TO3HAHMS
u peiictButenbHocT» [Tam ke, c. 384]. Lllnuk 3aBepiiaeT CBOI TEKCT IO-
UTU TIOITUUECKHU, TIOAXOOST K OIpeme/IeHUI0 CMbICIa (MIoCOPCKOro mei-
ctBust. KoHcTraTaimy Kak TpemyIOKeHMSI «HM B KOeM CjIydyae He Jiexkar
Ha JHe HayKiu, HO MO3HaHMe CJIOBHO M3BMBAETCS IO HANpaBJIeHMIO K HUM,
IOCTUTasT KaKIIOTO M3 HUX BCETO JIUIITb Ha MTHOBEHME U TYT K€ MOTIJIOLIast
ero. M OGymyun HaChIIEHHBIM M YKPEIUIEHHBIM, PasropaeTcsl OHO 3aTeM
C HOBOWM CMJION. DTY MIHOBEHMSI HAIlOJIHEHMSI ¥ CrOpaHMsl SIBJISIFOTCS ca-
MBIMM CYIIIECTBEHHBIMM. V3 HMX MCXOOUT BeCh CBET MO3HaHuS. U MMeHHO
00 MCTOYHMKE STOTO CBeTa CIpailBaeT Guiocod, Korma oH uilleT GhyHma-
MEHT BCSIKOTO 3HaHMs» [Tam ske].

O. Heiipar B cratbe PadukanvHblil (pu3uUKaIusm u «peaibHblil Mup»,
obparasch K atum unpesm Llmika, mpeaiaraeT coBepiInTh paboTy IO Tpe-
OJIOJIEHUIO OCTaTKOB MeTa(u3MUeCcKOro MBIIIJIEHUS Y WIeHOB BeHckoro
KPY)KKa, B JaHHOM CJIy4yae y ero pykoBoautesss. OH HaXOOUT MPOTUBOPE-
ynsl ¥ M3ObITOUYHbBIE ANeUISIY K YeJOBeYeCKOMY IOBENEeHUIO B 3aboTe
[Inuka 06 «abCOJIOTHOM TOCTOBEPHOCTM», a TaKyKe B 0OpallleHu K IyB-
CTBaM YIOOBOJIbCTBMS U HeymoBobCcTBUs. Kputuka Helipara Hampasisier-
cs1 Ha cTpemsienne IllnmKka ykasaTh «OOHO3HAUHBIM KPUTEPUI UCTUHBI»,
KOTOPO€ MOYKHO CuMTaTh MeTabu3nuecKuM, MpearoiaratoiiM Haaudne
«BEYHOV, OJHO3HAUHOW pPeaJlbHOCTU», MPOTUBOCTOSILENA «KOJeO6aHUSIM
no-yesioBeyecky yooroit Hayku» [Heiipar, 2010, c. 449]. Takoe crpemie-
Hue, o HelipaTy, urHOpMpyeT peaabHyI0 HayYHYIO MPAKTMKY, BKIKOUAIO-
IIYI0 CYIIECTBOBaHME «KOHKYPUPYIOIIMX MEXAY COOOM CUCTEM IpemJio-
SKEHUI», U3 KOTOPBIX B OTBET HAa KOHKPETHOCTH IUIAHOB U TpeGOBaHue
MIPOTHO30B BBIGMPAETCS ONHA M3 HECKOJIbKMX BO3MOykHOCTeit. Camo pas-
IeJleHMe Ha KOHCTaTallMM M IPOTOKOJIbHBbIE TPENJIOKEHUS, Ie TepBbIe

56



BbITb ®HNJIOCOPOM - COYETATb HECOUYETAEMOE @

KaK «IICEBIONPENJIOKEHNS» HANESIOTCS CIIeIMbUIeCKMY XapaKTePUCTI -
KaMJ JKeCTOB, HEBO3MOKHOCTbIO ObITh 3aIMCaHHBIMM, HO CIIOCOGHOCTHIO
«BBIPAa3UTb HEBBIpA3MMOE» U T.11., MpeAcTaBisercs Helipary 3amyTaHHbIM,
HETOYHBIM, BHEHAyYHBIM, T.€. YBOIIIIMM OT 3afauM «COHOENCTBUS Hay-
ke» [Heipart, 2010, c. 461]. B xoHeuHom utore Heltpar mpoBogut ogHO-
3HAYHOE pa3MeskeBaHMe U C 3aBePLIAIOLIMM MTO3THYeckuM Te3ucom Lllmm-
Ka o Bompornaunu wmiocoda. «Mbl MOKEM LIEHUTb TaKYIO JIMPUKY, HO
TOT, KTO — B COIJIACMU CO MHOTMMM ApyruMu paspadbotkamu Illamka - 3a-
IIMIITAET, BO MMSI HAayKM, PaguKaIbHBIN (U3MKAIMU3M, HUKOMM OOpa3oM
He GyeT MpeTeHa0BaTh Ha TO, UTOObI ObITh (GMUI0COGOM B 3TOM CMBICTIE»
[Tam ske].

CoueTas HecoueTaemMoe

MOosKHO J OGHAPYKUTh COYETaHME HECOUETAEMOTO B IMPOTUBOPEUMI MESK-
oy lmukom u HevipatoMm, KOTOpOe, CiaemyeT MOTYePKHYThb, BbIPasKaeTCs
He TOJIbKO B AMCKYCCUM O TIPOTOKOJIbHBIX MPEAJIOKEHMSIX B ITyOIMKaIMSIX
1934 r. IIpoTuBOpEeUNe MPUCYTCTBOBAJIO M B MX OTHOIIIEHUM K uaessm Bur-
TeHIIITe/HA, MPOSBUBIIIEMCS ellle BO BpeMeHa uTeHus ujieHamyu BeHckoro
KpykKa Jlozuko-¢hunocogckozo mpakmama, v B pasavMumMu COLMATBHO-TIO-
JIUTUUYECKUX TIO3UIUI, U Aa)ke B HeOMHO3HAuHOM Bocrpusituy Lllnnkom
Maundecra Hayurnoe mupononumarue — Benckuti kpyycox. MosKeT ObITb,
CTOUT paspelinTb MPOTUBOpEUMEe IO3ULIMIA, BbIOpaB 6osiee aJeKBaTHYIO
MPENCTABIEHMSAM JIOTMUYECKUX MO3UTUBUCTOB? B COBpeMeHHbBIX AVUCKYC-
CUSIX, OTHOCSIIIIMXCSI K Hacaequio BeHCKOro Kpyskka B IEJIOM M CIIOPY
O TIPOTOKOJIbHBIX TMPEIJIOKEHUSIX B YaCTHOCTM, IMPEIIaraloTcsl CIOCOObI
paspeleHuss aHTMHOMMUM Qrtocodckoro nesna, BbIpaKeHHOM B MPOTUBO-
crosuuu Ilnvka u Heipara. Takum crioco60M MOKET ObITh pasinueHue
IIBYX SIMCTEMOJIOTMYECKUX TIO3UIINI, CBSI3aHHBIX B ITIEPBOM CJIy4ae C KOp-
PECITIOHZIEHTHOM TeOpUeEN UCTUHBI U TTOMCKOM JAOCTOBEPHOTO GyHIAMEHTA
MO3HAHMSI, & BO BTOPOM C BEPHOCTBIO (DM3MKAIMCTOB KOT€PEHTHON TeOo-
pun [Oberdan, 1996, p. 269]. Hecouetaemoe MoskeT ObITb IPOSICHEHO
U yepe3 pasjuuyve MOTMBOB: B IEPBOM Cjydae 3MUCTEMOJIOIMYECKOTO
CTpeMJIEHUSI 1aTh OTBET Ha CTapylo MpO6JeMY CKEeNTUIM3Ma HOBBIMU
CpenCcTBaMM JIMHTBUCTUYECKOTO aHajiu3a, a BO BTOpoM — (uiiocodcko-
HayYHOTO CTPEMJIEHMSI CO3[aTh TAKyI0 KOHIIENIMIO OKa3aTeabCTBa, KO-
Topasi oTBeuasia 6bl KOHKPETHOM MPaKTUKe SMIIMPUUECKON HayKu. B mep-
BOM CJTyuyae JOMYCTUMBbI areJiISIuy K BbIpaXKeHMUsSIM HEIOoCpelCTBEHHOTO
YeJIOBEUYECKOTO OITbITA, BHIXOISIIMM 33 I'PAHUIbI HAYKM, KOTOPBIMM SIBJISI-
IOTCSI KOHCTaTaluu, a BO BTOPOM — HET, TIOTOMY IpefebHO 3HAUYMMBbIMMU
OCTalOTCsl MPOTOKOJIbHBIe npeasioskeHus [ Bentley, 2022, p. 130]. OcHoBa-
HMEM pasIMUeHMsT HECOUETAEMOI'O MOKET OBbITh UM KPUTUKA TEOPUM KOH-
crataimii [1nmka, B OCHOBaHMYM KOTOPO JIEXKUT UIEST «MHAMBUIYATBHOTO
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aBTOHOMHOTO 3MMCTEMUYECKOTO areHTa», Hejaiolias Juaepa BeHckoro
KpY’KKa HeaKTyaJIbHbIM B COBpeMeHHOCTM G1iocodhoM HayKu, HEeCITOC0H-
HBIM YUYUTBIBATb MPUHIUINAIBHO MHTEPCYOBEKTMBHbBI XapaKTep Hayd-
HOTO MMO3HaHMs, Ha KoTopoM HactausaeT Heripar [ Ubel, 2020].

Yro, omHaKoO, YAMUBISET B TAKMUX IOMbITKAX PasIMUeHNs O3UIINI, TaK
9TO HEM3MEHHOe CTpeMJieHMe «crmacTu» nosuumio lllnmnka, HecMoTps Ha
ee TIOUTM OueBUIHbBIA MpoBaji. Tak, T. Y6e/sb Ha OCHOBaHMM aHaIM3a PY-
komnuceit Butrenmrernta 30-x IT. MpefjiaraeT «IIpoYMTaTb» TEOPUIO KOH-
craraumit [1nmka B cBsI3u ¢ GOpMUPYIOIIENCS YKe Torga uneein Butren-
IITefHA O 3HAUEHMSIX KaK pe3y/bTaTax MPakTMK MCIOJb30BaHMs CJIOB.
Torma KoHCTaTalMy MOTYT ObITb MPOMHTEPIIPETMPOBAHbI HEe KaK COO06-
IIEHMS BO BHYTPEHHMUX COCTOSIHUSIX CYOBEKTa, KOTOPble HE MOTYT ObITh
MOJBEPTHYThI COMHEHMIO, HO KaK BBIPAKEHME €ro — CyObeKkTa — KOMITe-
TEHTHOCTY OTHOCUTEJIbHO COOCTBEHHBIX KOTHUTMBHBIX omnepauwmit [Ibid.,
p. 160]. k. Bentnu cBsasbiBaeT pamukagbHbie Tesuchl Lllmmka o Hemo-
CPeICTBEHHBIX UYBCTBEHHBIX JAHHBIX KAK OCHOBAHUYM HAYUYHOTO IMO3HAHUS
C COBPEMEHHO} Ipo6sieMoll (heHOMEHa/IbHOTO XapaKTepa CBUIETEIbCTB
(evidence). Xots u nosuiusa HelipaTa, akKIeHTUPYIOIIETO 3HAYEHNE HayY-
HOTO $SI3bIKA HAOJTIONEeHMs KakK OOBEKTMBMPOBAHHOTO, B KOTOPOM CBUAE-
TeJIbCTBO UeJIOBEKA MOXKET ObITh 3aMEHEHO MAlllMHHBIM, MPEICTaBIsSeTCs
JIOCTaTOYHO 0O0CHOBaHHO1, 0COOEHHO B COBpEMEHHOM KOHTeKcTe [ Bent-
ley, 2022, p. 126, 133]. [Ipenmosnoxy, YTO OTBET Ha BOMPOC O IMPUIMHAX
TaKOTO CTpeMJIEHUSI K CIIACEHMIO JIESKUT B MoHMMaHuu pabotsl Lllmnka
Kak Memuaiyu, o koropou nuiet T. Ob6epgen. Koncraraium ¢ ux crienm-
(dbMyeckoil M He CJIMIIKOM OTPENEIEHHOM «CEMAaHTUMKOM YKa3aTeIbHbIX
BbIpayKeHMII» BBITIOIHAIOT 3a/1a4y OMTOCPENOBaTh «(OU3UKAIUCTCKUN TPOTO-
KOJI I HEMOCPENCTBEHHbIN OIbIT», OHY HAXOMASTCS MEKIY «MEHTaTbHbIM
COCTOSTHMEM M JIMHTBUCTUYECKUM BbIpaskeHMeM», He SIBJSISICh B CTPOTOM
CMBICJIE CJIOBA «HM BbIpaKEHMEM HAy4HOTO SI3bIKa, HY 9JIEMEHTOM ITOTOKa
omnbita» [Oberdan, 1996, p. 272]. B aTomM KOHTeKCTe MmapagoKCaabHas 3a-
nmava lllimuka MOKeT ObITh MOHSITA KakK (GuyiocodCcKkoe CTpeMyIeHne code-
TaTh HECOYETaeMOe U MPEeAJIOKUTDb TIePEeBOJ, BbIPAsKEHNA, OMMCHIBAIOIINX
CyOBEKTUBHBIN HEIMOCPENCTBEHHbBIN OIBIT, HA MHTEPCYObEKTUBHBIN SI3bIK
HayKy, 3HaueHue KoToporo akneHtupyer Hevipar. IlepeBonm aror ocy-
IIECTB/ISIETCS YKa3aHMeM Ha «JIMYHOCTb BOCIIPMHMMAIOIIEro Habsomare-
JIST», CTOJIb BKHYIO JIJI1 HAYYHOT'O MPOTOKosIa 1Mo ¢popme «M. III. (rmpuBo-
IUTCS MECTO M BpeMmst) CAeJiajl KOHCTaTaluio “3mech u Temepb Tak-TO  »
[LInumk, 2010, c. 383].

Urak, koHcTararyyu [linka MOryT ObITh ITOHSITHI KaK HAXOMSIIEeCs
32 paMKaMM HayKy yCJIOBME HAyUHbBIX MPeNJIOKeHUM, 6e3 KOTOPOro Io-
clemHME He CYIIECTBYIOT, KaK «IICMXOJIOTMYECKasl MPeATIOChIIKa» yBe-
PEHHOCTM, MOTMBMPYIOIIAS YYEHOTO BBICKA3bIBaThb COOCTBEHHbIE CYK-
nmenust [Schlick, 1979, p. 409]. ®opma MPOTOKOIBHBIX MPENJIOKEHMI,
BKJTIOUAIOIIast JOMOTHUTENIbHO K KOHCTaTalMsIM BbIpakeHMe SIMUCTEMM-
YeCKOV MOJAIbHOCTU (BEPOSITHO, BO3MOSKHO M T.H.), @ TaKKe UMSI aBTOpa
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KOHCTATaIuy, JIUIIIAET MPENJIOKEHNS HEITOCPENCTBEHHOM TOCTOBEPHOCTY,
HO 3aJlaeT UX MHTePCYyObhEKTUBHOCTD, MMOCKOJbKY MMEHHO B KOMMYHM-
KaTMBHOM KOHTEKCTE IMPUHIUIMAIBHO O6paTh OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a COO-
CTBEHHOE Hay4YHOEe BbICKa3bIBaHME MPUIMCHIBAHMEM CBOErO VMEHM BbIpa-
SKEHMIO OTbITa. Ameyummpyst K Takon dbuiiocodckoi paboTe 1o TepeBOLy
MM TI0 COYETAHUIO HEeCOUeTaeMOro, MOKHO PAaCKpbITh SK3UCTEHIMAIb-
HYIO HalpsDKEHHOCTb paboThl YUEHOTO KaK OTHOBPEMEHHO UHAMBULYaTb-
HOT'O ¥ COIMaJIbHOTO CYyObeKTa, KOTOPbIN, MOMOOHO JOKTOPY DPOYCMMUTY,
yromsinytomy Hatanueinn VIBaHOBHOM, HECET JMYHYID OTBETCTBEHHOCTD
nepeJ HayYHbIM COOOIIIECTBOM U, IIMPE, JIIOABMU 32 TOYHOCTh CBOMX JIO-
Ka3aTeJIbCTB, NOCTOBEPHOCTb CBOMX HaOIIOMEHMUI, aJleKBaTHOCTb CBOEro
HAyYHOTO SI3bIKA B LIEJIOM.
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TPY,U,HAFI BOPbBEA C META®U3MKOWA

®dunatos Bragumup MpocnexxmMBaeTcs KpU3UCHAs WHTEANEKTYaNbHass W MOAUTUYE-
MeTpoBuY - AOKTOP CKas cuTyaums, B KOTopow paboTan BeHCKuMiIt Kpys>KoK. MoKasbiBa-
dunocodpckmx Hayk, etcs, 4yto 6opbba Cc MeTaduamkol 6blna obuielt 3afjayelt ero
npodeccop, He3aBUCUMBIN yyacTHMKoOB. PaccMatpuBatotcs GOpMbl U MeToAbl KPUTUKU Me-
uccnepoBatens; Tadusmkn. OueHUBaeTCs PoOab HEOKaHTMAHCTBA B GopMUpo-
e-mail: toptiptop@list.ru BaHMM JIOTMYECKOTO 3MNUPU3MA. AHAZIM3UPYIOTCA UCTOKU TNy~

60OKOro packosia B HEMELKOS3bIYHOI, a 3aTEM U B 3anagHoMu
dunocodpuu B LenoMm.

KntoueBble cnoBa: BeHCKUI KPYXXOK, dnnocodus XU3HU, KpUTUKA
MeTadu3nKK, aHanuTuyeckas dunocodpus

THE DIFFICULT STRUGGLE

WITH METAPHYSICS

Vladimir P. Filatov - The article traces the crisis of intellectual and political situation
Dsc in Philosophy, Professor, in which the Vienna Circle operated. It is shown that the struggle
Independent Researcher; against metaphysics was a common task of its participants. Forms
e-mail: toptiptop@list.ru and methods of metaphysical criticism are considered. The role

of neo-Kantianism in the formation of logical empiricism is evalu-
ated. The origins of the profound rift in German-speaking, and
then Western philosophy as a whole, are analyzed.

Keywords: Vienna Circle, philosophy of life, criticism of metaphysics,
analytical philosophy

TpagUIVIOHHO JIOTMYECKWIT SMIMPU3M BeHCKOro KpysKKa OMMChIBAETCS
KaK Ba)KHbIN, HO YIIIEIINI B IIPOIIIOE 3Tar pasBuUTus dbuaocodun Hayku
M KaK OOMH U3 MCTOKOB aHaJmMTHUeckoil ¢uaocoduu. B cBoein craThe
H.W. KysHenoBa mpepjiaraer 6osiee SIPKYIO ¥ MHOTOMEPHYIO KapTHHY,
YVUUTHIBAIOLIYIO TpaMaTUUeCKUi COIMabHbI KOHTEKCT, B KOTOPOM POXK-
IaJINCh UAEN YIACTHUKOB BeHCKOro KpyskKKa. DTO MO3BOJISIET TIOHSTh, YTO
OTCTaMBaHMEe HAYYHOrO MMUPOIOHMMAHMS U KPUTHUKA MeTabU3UKK He Obl-
T IS HUX JIUIIb aKaZieMUueCKUMU YITPKHEHUSIMM, HO BbIpaKaIM UX
SKU3HeHHYI0 nosunyio. B 1928 1. oun cosganm O6iecTBo DpHCcTa Maxa,
KOTOpO€ JIOJIKHO Ha IIMPOKOM OOIIECTBEHHOM (OpyMe PaclpOCTPaHSTh
HayyHOe MMPOITIOHMMaHMe, ITPoIaraHgMpoBaTh CBOOOIHYIO OT MeTadu3u-
KM HAayKy U Jaske CO3[aBaTh «MIEMHOe OpYXKie COBPEMEHHOIro SMIMPU3MA,
KOTOpO€e TaKKe HeOOXOmMMO [JIT OpraHM3aluy OOIEeCTBEHHOM U YacT-
Hovt skusuu» [Kapuan u ap., 2005, c. 16]. 3nech, KOHEUHO, YYBCTBYETCS
pyka Heiipara, KOTOpbIN CUMTas, YTO ITpOrpaMma IMPOABMKEHMSI CBOOOI -
HOM OT MeTapM3UKU «eIMHON HayKu» AOJ/KHA CJIYKUTb 3ajaue peopra-
HU3alMM OOIeCTBa Ha palMOHAJIbHOM OCHOBE B COLMAIMUCTUUECKOM Ha-
npaBiaeHuu. Ho u npyrue yyacTHuKM BeHCKOTO KpyskKa, He pasmesisiBIime
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coanucTuueckux uaeii Heitpara, 6bU1M eIMHBI B TOM, UYTO HY’KHO OT-
CcTaMBaTh MOeasbl HayKy IIPOTMUB MeTa(pM3UKMU M BCEBO3MOKHBIX (HOpM
TICEBIOHAYKM B TOM MAEMHONM CUTyalyy, KOTOpast BOSHMKIIA MOCJIe Topa-
skeHmii 'epmauuu 1 ABCTpUM B BOJMHE.

IIpoTMBOpEUNBBIN ¥ KPU3MCHBIN KOHTEKCT

B mo6aBnenne Kk Tomy, 4To 06 3TOM cuTyauuu rmiier Haramms ViBaHoB-
Ha, MOKHO TPUBECTY TaKyIO €e OIEHKY B CTaBIIEN KJIACCMUYECKON pabore
I1. ®opmana o GopMUpoBaHMM KBAaHTOBOM MEXaHMKM BO BpaskmeOGHOM
MHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHOM Ccpefie: «...[ocje TMopaxkeHus: ['epMaHuyu JOMMHM-
pYIOIEell MHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHOM TEHAEHIIMEN B akajgeMuieckomM mupe Beii-
MapCKOM pecrnybauKy 6bljla HEOPOMAaHTMUECKasl, SK3MCTeHIMaTMCTCKasT
“unocobdus xu3HN”, YIIMBAIOIIAACI KPU3MCAMM M OTJIMYAIOIIASICS aHTa-
TOHM3MOM IO OTHOIIEHUIO K aHAJUTUYECKOM PaIMOHAIBLHOCTY BOOOIIE
M K TOYHBIM HAayKaM U UX TEXHUYECKUM IPUIOKEHUSIM B YaCTHOCTHU. SIB-
HO WJIM HEeSIBHO, YUE€HbI IpefCcTaBa 3IeCh MaJbIMKOM IJist OUTbs TIOCTO-
SIHHBIMM TIPU3bIBAMU K ITYXOBHOMY O6HOBieHuio» [Forman, 1971, p. 4].
[TapamokcaabHO, Beb 3TO ObUT OOMH M3 CaMbIX TBOPUECKUX IEPUOIOB
B (busyKe 1 MaTeMaTyKe 3a BCIO X MHOTOBEKOBYIO MCTOPHIO. TOIBKO UTO
OVHIITENH pa3paboTa OOIIyI0 TEOPUI0 OTHOCUTETbHOCTH, ['el3eHOepr
u Upenuurep cosmaBaay KBaHTOBYIO MEXaHMKY, BO miaBe ¢ ['mMap6epTom
MpolBeTa/la HeMellkasi MaTeMaruka. Ho B 3TO ke BpeMsl U C YHUBEPCH-
TeTCKMX Kadeap, U CO CTPAHMUI] MHOTOUYMCJIEHHBIX CTaTeil ¥ KHUT Ijia
KPUTMKA HAyYHOM PAIVIOHAJILHOCTY U JIOTMKO-MaTeMaTUUeCKUX MHCTPY-
MEHTOB KaK HEOTHEeJMMbIX OT MeXaHMUIM3Ma-AeTepMUHN3MA-TIO3UTUBU3-
Ma. ViM MpOTMBOMOCTABJISUTACH 1[€JIOCTHOCTD SKM3HEHHOT'O OIbITa, MHTYW -
1IMs1, HETIOCPEACTBEHHOE MOCTMKEHME CYIIHOCTHU U T.IL.

B ABcTpun 6naromaps BiusHuio bpenrano u Maxa 1 ux nocsjienoBa-
TeJIel, KOTOpbIe OTCTAaMBaJIM MUAEaIbl TOYHO U SICHOM duitocobun, uaen
dwunocodbus kuU3HM ObLIM MeHee BAMATEIbHbI, ueM B I'epmanun. Tem
He MeHee BecbMa IOIYJISIpHbI ObUmM aHTporocodus P. IllraiiHepa, pas-
JIMYHBIE TICEBIOHAyYHble ()EHOMEHBI, BPOJE TEOPUM KOCMMUUYECKOIO JIblla
I'. Xépburepa. B 1919 r. mpodeccopom colmaabHbIX HayK BeHcKoro yHu-
Bepcuteta ctas OTtmap IllmaHH, TeOpPeTUK MAEATbHOTO KOPIIOPATMBHOIO
rocymapcTsa u «puiaocoduu 1eJOCTHOCTU», B KOTOPOI MeTadu3uKa qyxXa
MPOTMBOMOCTABJISIACh PACUIEHSIONEMY MaTeMaTH4eCcKOMY eCTeCTBO3Ha-
umio. ITosnuee IInauH e3mmi ¢ yiekKuusamMu B Mtanuio, roe OH BUIEN 3pyi-
MO€ BOIUIOILLIEHNME CBOMX UJIEN O TOTAJUTAPHOM KOPIOPATUBHOM TOCY-
nmapcrtBe. [lom ero BiauSHME TMOMaM MHOTME CTYOEHTBI, B TOM UMCJIE
O. MopreHITepH, KOTOPbII MOTOM COTPYOHMYAJI C KPYKKOM MareMma-
tuka K. Menrepa, apyskun ¢ K. TI'egenem, a yske B CIIA cosgan Bme-
cre ¢ [Isx. don HeiimaHom Teoputio skoHOMMYeCKux urp [3urmynn, 2021,
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c. 335]. Tak uyro y nupepoB BeHcKkoro Kpyskka 6L BCe OCHOBaHMS 3a-
SIBUTb B TIEPBOM (ppase cBoero manudecra, uTo «MeTapusnueckoe U Teo-
JIOT3UPYIOIIEE MbIIIJIEHVE CErOHSI BHOBb YCWIMBAETCSI, HE TOJIBKO B SKM3-
HU, HO U B HayKe».

CTouT TakKe OTMETUTb, YTO IIOCJIe paclama OOIIMPHOM ABCTpO-
Benrepckon umnepun B HeGosbIoi «I'epMaHCcKoii ABCTpun» ObLT TOIb-
€M pas3/IMYHbIX HAIMOHAIMCTUUYECKUX U TAHTePMAaHCKUX OpraHu3aIyin
M UAEOJIOTUI, B TOM YMCJIe aHTUCEeMUTCKMX. Hepemko cumraercs, uTo
BeHckMiT Kpy>KOK HENOCPENCTBEHHO BIMCAaH B BeHCKMiT yHMBeEpCHUTET,
yTO mpodeccopa 1 mpernogaBaTesu mocjie AUCKYCCUI TI0 YeTBepram U3 ero
ayIUTOPUM 1M TPONOJIKATh PasroBOpP B BEHCKYIO KodeiHo. [leicTBu-
TenbHO, LInmk 3anmMai kadenpy, KapHan umesn mnpernomaBaTeIbCKyIO TO-
sutuio, Ho Heitpar, Kaydman, Baiicman, ®Deiirn ee He umenn, Kak He ObI-
JIO Y HUX ¥ peajibHbIX MePCIIeKTHB ee rosryueHne. MoKHO N06GaBUTh Ciofa
U IIKOJIbHOTO yumTens [Tommepa; gaxke ButreHinreitH Bpsm v uMes Obl
XOpOIIIMe MaHChl CTaTh Mpodeccopom BeHckoro yHuBepcuTera, eciv Ob1
BbIGpaJT 9TV 1IeJb, a He PelleHMe CTaThb «TOJICTOBCKUMM» YUUTEIEM B LTy -
XOW aBCTPUIICKOM JepeBHe. B yHuBepcureTe M IO BOWMHBI, U IOCIE
HEeIVIaCHOEe TPEeATIOUTeHMEe OTAABAIOCh MO HALMOHAJBHOMY IPU3HAKY.
UsieHbl KPY>KKa MPEOIIOUNTaIM He 3aTparuBaTh 3TOT BOIMPOC, HO OHM ObI-
s He ogvHOKK. [lapatensHo Benckomy Kpyskky ¢ 1920 mo 1932 r. pa-
6oran BeHckuit cemuHap IO METOROJIOIMM COIMAIbHBIX HayK JIromBura
Mmuseca, BbIgaromerocs: 3koHomuctal. CamMplii M3BECTHBIN YUYACTHUK STOTO
KpY’>KKa, HOGeJIeBCKMIA JiaypeaT 1o SKoHoMuke Dpuapnux Xaitek otMeyvant,

TyT ecth m060mBITHBIE Mepeceuenns. JI. Musec 6bl1 6paToM MaTeMaTuKa Puxapma
Mm3seca, 6;M3K0ro K BeHCKOMY KPYJKKY, HO Y HUX ObUIM HaTSHYTbIe OTHOIIEHVSI; CTY-
nentsl Musec u Heltpar BMecTe m3ydaii S5KOHOMUKY Ha CeMMHApe 3HAMEHMUTOTO 3KO-
nomucra Ovirena bem-baBepka, B cBoeit nsBectHou kuure «Coumanmmsm» (1922) Mu-
3eC TOBEPT KeCTKOV KpuTuke KHMry Heitpata «OT BOEHHO SKOHOMMKM K HATypasib-
HOM 3KOHOMMKe» (1919), UTO BBI3BAJIO MOTOM [IJIUTEIbHBIE AMCKYCCUM O BO3MONKHO-
CTY 9KOHOMMYECKOT'O PacyeTa B COLMATMCTUIECKON SKOHOMMKe. XaieK GbL AaIbHUM
POLCTBEHHUKOM BuTreHiireitna, BCTpevascs ¢ HUM, HO 6e3 mocienctsuit; ¢ [Tomme-
POM €ro CBSI3bIBajIa APYKOa U MOCTOSTHHAS TIepernucKa, OH COIEliCTBOBAJI €r0 Iepeesny
u3 HoBoit 3enanguu B JIOHOOHCKYIO ILIKOY 3KOHOMUKM, rae paboran cam. . Kayd-
MaH MHTEepPeCeH KaK MHTeJUIEKTYaJIbHbIN MOCPEeAHMK, OH BXOAMUJI Cpa3y B TPU KPY3KKa.
B kpyskke cBoero yumTtesnsi, usBectHoro mnpasoBena I. KenbseHa, oH copeiicTBoBas
npuMeHeHuio peHomeHosoruu I'yccepiis K «4MCTOMY yUeHUIO O TpaBe». B BeHckom
KPY)KKe OH He BXOOWI B UMCJIO OCHOBHBIX QUI'Yp, HO aKTMBHO YYacCTBOBAaJ B JVICKYC-
CHUsX, IO BOCIIOMMHAHUAM, TEPIIEJIMBOMY U TAaKTUYHOMY ]_HI[I/IKY MHOrga mnmpmuxogun-
JIOCh TIPEpPhIBaTh €ro BhICTyIUIeHUs. B Kpykke Mwuseca OH pacckasbiBaj KoJIeram
00 upesx JIOrMYeckoro SMIMPKU3Ma, OH YBJIEK TIOyUYMBLIErO SKOHOMMUYECKOe 06pa3o-
Bauue A. lliona deHomeHomoOrMeN, opraHn3oBana ero BcTpeuy ¢ ['ycceprem, yTo
B utore nomorio Loy crath ocHOBaresieM peHOMeHOIornYeckon comyonorum. Cam
ske Kaydman Beimyctnn kuury «MeTtomomorust coumanbHbIX Hayk» (1936), B KOTOpOi
PEKOHCTPYMPOBAJI JIOTUYECKYIO CTPYKTYPY HAYUYHBIX TEOPUI IpaBa ¥ SKOHOMUKU, CO-
eIVHVB MOAXOBI JIOTVYECKOTO IO3UTUBM3MA U (eHOMEHOIOT VM.
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YTO M3-3a 3TOV HEmIaCHOM AVCKpUMMUHAIMM Musec Tak M He CTas IMoJi-
HbIM Mpodeccopom yHuBepcuTera. OCTaTbHBIM K€ YJeHaM Kpys>KKa Ipu-
XOAMJIOCh COBMEIIIATh HAyYHbIE 3aHSATHSI C AEeSITEIbHOCTBIO B IPYTUX cde-
pax: «PasHoobpasue 3aHATHII JIIONE MOEro MOKOJIeHMsI, TIPesKae ueM Bce
OHUM CTayM TpodeccopaMy aMepPUKAHCKUX YHMUBEPCUTETOB, eIlle IMopa-
sutenbHen. Denuke Kaybman, punocod, TeopeTuk mnpasa, JIOTUK U MaTe-
MaTMK, BO3IIaB/sLa BeHckoe oTmeneHne HedTSHOM KoMmmaHuu. AJibdpen
[ITron, coumosior, 6pU1 CeKpeTapeM acCOLMalNy MayibiX G6aHKoOB. Dpuiy
Maxnyn, mosgHee mpernomaBan B yHuBepcuteTax byddano u Ipuucro-
Ha, ObUI MPOM3BOAMUTENIEM KapTOHA... [Ipy HOpMaJbHOM XOme COOBITHUI
HM OOMH M3 HMX HMKOTAa O6bl He cTayj NMpodeccopoM YHUBEPCUTETA,
Ia GOJIBIIIMHCTBO O SMUTPAIMM HE MMEJIO aske OIbITa MPErofgaBaHus»
[Xartek, 2009, c. 42]. Takoro ske ycmexa JOOMINCh B SMUTDALIMU YUACT-
HukHM KpyskkoB lllimka u Penixenb6axa, Ho LMk morm6 ot myam aHTUCe-
MuUTa, a Musec IpoKUI AOJNTYIO KMU3Hb U TOATOTOBUI B aMepPUKaHCKOM
YHUBEPCUTETE MHOTO YUEHUKOB.

IIportus dmnocodun ;KkU3HU

Ecin nepeiTt oT KOHTEKCTa K COOCTBEHHO (DMI0CO(CKUM MPOTUBOCTOSI-
HUSIM, TO MOKHO OTMETUTh, UTO ONHMM M3 TEPBBIX 3a(MKCUPOBAJ pac-
KOJI B MTOCJIEBOEHHOI HEMELIKOSI3bIUHOM ¢unocodun riaBa OpaHdypTcroi
IIIKOJIbI HeoMapKcusma M. XopkxaiiMep B cBoeil craThe «Ilocmenusss aTaka
Ha Mertadm3uky» (1937), B anmmiickom nepeBome [Horkheimer, 1972].
B Helt OH ONMMCHIBAET MPOTUBOCTOSTHME MEKIY CIMEHTUCTCKUMM HACTPO-
€HHBIMM TIPEICTaBUTE/ISIMIM JIOTUUECKOTO TIO3UTUBM3MA M aHTUCLMEHTHUC -
KUMM CTOPOHHUKaMM MeTadU3UKU — MPEeNCTAaBUTEISIMM Pa3/IMIHbIX Ha-
npaByieHuit «bunocopun kusum». KaptuHa XopkxaiimMepa HECKOJIbKO
KapMKaTypHa, B paMKaX KJIaCCOBOTO IOAXOMAA OH M300paskaeT JIOrMue CKUX
MMO3UTUBUCTOB TPENCTABUTEIISIMY CPETHErO KjIacca, He CIIOCOOHBIMM BbI-
paboTaTh MOIJIMHHO KPUTHUECKYIO Teopuio. Ho B 11ej10M OH mpas, B mep-
Bble MTOCIEBOEHHbIE TOMbI PACKOJ IIIeJT II0 3TON JIMHMM. MOKHO ITPUBECTHU
PSiI, IPUMEPOB 3TOMY.

®unocoduio kusuu (Lebensphilosophie) kak HOBbII TN (GUIOCO-
dvm ipepctaui B 1913 . M. llenep B crarbe «Ilogxonbl kK dumocodumn
SKU3HU», TIe TVIaBHbIMU ee IMpeAllieCTBeHHKaMy HasBaHbl Huirie, Bepr-
coH u [Hdunbreit. OGbeOUMHUB TIOA 3TUM PACIUIBIBYATBIM TEPMUHOM MAO-
BOJIbHO PasHOPONHBbIX MbicauTesnei, llenep ouepTmn MerahusmMyecKyio
KOHLIIIIINIO KU3HU ¥ OCHOBHOM CIIOCOO MMO3HAHMUSI B 3TOM 06JIaCTU — UH-
TYMIIMIO KaK HEMOCPEINCTBEHHBIN TOCTYII K ITEPEXXMBAEMOMY OTIBITY, Jal0-
YO TO, YTO HEJOCTYITHO OOBIYHOMY HAayYyHOMY IMO3HaHMIO. Elle 10 BO3-
HMKHOBEHMSI BEHCKOTO Kpy>KKa ero Gymylliye 4ieHbl KPUTUKOBAIM TaKOM
i ¢unocopun. Tak, B Tom ke 1913 r. IlInuk omy6aMKOBaa CTaTbiO
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«CyI11eCTBYeT JI MHTYUTUBHOE TIO3HAHME?», B KOTOPOM JOKa3bIBaj, pas-
6upast ugeu beprcoHa, 4To MHTYMULIMSI He SBjsieTcss GOPMOI TTO3HAHMS
M He [aeT 3HaHMS KaK TakoBoro. «Hesb3s BeIHECTM 6ojiee CTPOro IMpuro-
BOpa MeTadu3sMKe KaK HayKe, YeM YTBEPXKIAs, UTO €€ METOJ, 3aK/TI0YaeTCsI
B MHTYyUIMU. IHTyuIms U HayKa, IIepeskuMBaHue 1 Mo3HaHue CYTh IPOTH -
BonosioskHocTu» [k, 2010, c. 108]. [To3gHee B aTom ske myxe Lmuk
KpuUTMKOBa U KoHuenuuio Illenepa o6 mHTYMIIMM U (eHOMEHOIOTMYE -
CKOM «OIIbITE» KaK ICTOUHMKE «MaTepuaIbHOTO apriori».

Ilo BOMHBI CIOPBI BOKPYT (GMUIOCOMUM KU3HM HOCWIM aKaJemuye-
cKkmii xapakrep. Ho mocste BOWMHBI, B CUTyalMy KPU3MCa, OHM BbITUIECHY-
JIXCh B IMyOJIMYHOE MIPOCTPAHCTBO. TOUKOM K 3TOMY CTaJjl Bbixon B 1918 .
nepBoro Toma Kuuru O. Inenriepa «3akat EBpormbi». OHa GBICTPO CTa-
sa GecrceuiepoM: «3a TMEpBble MATh JIET BBIIIIO TPUALIATH TUPAKEIL,
K 1926 1. B mopaboTaHHOM Bue ObLIO M3HAHO EIle CTOJIbKO JKe, B 00IIeEM
66110 n3naHo okosio 100 Teic. ak3eMysipoB...» [Forman, 1971, p. 30]. s
cpaBHeHus: «Jloruko-puaocodckuii TpakTaT» BuTreniireiiHa BbIlIes
Ha HEMeIIKOM s3bIke B 1921 I. B nmocjiemHeM HOMepe IIpeKpaTUBIIEro Cy-
1ecTBoBaHMe KypHana ¢usmuka B. OcrtBanmbga «AHHaIbI HATYpdUIOCO-
Gbum» M ocTaBaJICsS TPAKTUYECKM HEIMPOUMTAHHBIM. BOKpyr Tpakrara
[Imenrnepa pasBepHy/Iach OOJbIllas OUCKYCCHS, BOSHMK LIEJIbIi «CIIOP
o llInenrnepe», B KOTOPOM Yy4aCTBOBaJIM MCTOPUKMU, HMUIOCODBI U Iaske
dusuxku. OpHM BUAETM B €ro Onmyce ITyOOKMe MPO3peHwusi, Ipyrue — Co-
MHUTEJIbHYIO MeTaQM3uKy MCTOPUM U «BYJIbrapHyI0 (puiocodmio >Kus-
un». I. Pukkepr B cBoen «®umocobun xusun» (1920) HasBas sty pabo-
Ty «MOZOJ HaIllero BpeMeHM».

[TepBbim kpuTuKy Illnenriepa Hayan Heipart, nosgHee K HeMy IIpu-
coenmummuch Llmuk, Kpadt, Kaybman [Reimer, 2023]. Heitpar namm-
caj1 moctatoyHo o6bemHbli namduier « AHTu-1nenrmep» (omybamkoBaH
B 1921 r.), Rorma kpaa B TIOpbMe Cyfa 3a CBOE ydacTye B PYKOBOICTBE
BaBapckoil coBeTCKOI pecITyOJIMKM BO BPEMSI ee KpaTKOro CYIIeCTBOBA-
st B 1919 1. B HeM oH kputukyet TO, Kak lllneHryep MHAMBUIY I3 -
pYeT KyJbTypbl U MX TEpUOMbl, KAK COOTHOCUT KOHKPETHbIE MCTOPUYE-
CKJ€e SIBJIEHMSI C TJIaBHbIMM CMMBOJIAMM KYJIBTYP, KaK BIAMSIET €ro daTaamsm
«CymbObI» Ha omucanue ucropuu. Ho mraBHoe, o Helipary, He B 06
(akTHyeckux oumbOK U upesmMepHbIX 00001IeHnit y lllnenriepa, a ero
Crocob aprymeHTanMy Kak TakoBOM. HelpaT HasbIBaeT ero «IiceBmopa-
IIMOHAIM3MOM», TMOCKOIbKY llInmeHriep mpeacTasiser CBOIO paboTy Kak
TEOpPEeTUYECKyl0, a Ha Jejie OHa SBJISIeTCS HEUMCTOM CMEChIO TO33UMN,
MPOPOYECTB U TEOPUU. DTO TakkKe Mo3Bossier lllmeHrnepy yckomab3aTh
OT KPUTHUKY, MMOCKOJIbKY OH OTHAeT NMPUOPUTET TOMY, UTO OH Ha3bIBaeT
«Mopdosorueii», nepen JOrUKoM. [10aTOMYy yKazaHue Ha JIOTMYECKUe
OIIMOKYM MOXKET IMapupOBaThCS JOBOAOM, UTO MPEAMET HYXKHO IOHMMATb
mopdosornuecku, a He yiormyecku. Hakonerr, mcepmopaiioHanmam Llnex-
Viepa BO3HMKAeT U3 MPUTA3aHMi Ha YHUBEpCAJIbHOE 3HaHME, ITOCKOJIbKY
OH TIBITAETCS [AaTh BCEOXBATBIBAIOIIYIO KapTUHY, OOBSICHSIOIIYIO BCIO
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MICTOPUIO UeJI0BEYECKOM KYJIBTYPhI, @ TAKKe IIpefCcKa3arh MajeHue 3amaj-
HOM UMBUIM3aLMy. PeajnbHoe 3HaHMEe TakK He CTPOMTCS, HEJIb3Sl OTHUM
MaxOM, C YMCTOrO JIMCTA CO3[aTh YHUBEPCAIbHYIO Teopuio. JIF0OOMbITHO,
YTO B 9TOM CcBs3M y Heripara 3mech BrepBbie MIPUBOOUTCS €r0 3HaAMEHMUTas
MeTacdopa JIOIKM: YUYeHble MONO6HbI MOPSIKAM, KOTOpbIEe BBIHYKIEHBI Ie-
pecTpauBaTh CBO€ CYIHO B OTKPBITOM MOpe, He MMest BOSMOSKHOCTH Pas3o-
6paTh €ro 1 MOTOM BOCCO37aTh M3 HOBBIX YaCTeil.

KapHan 1 Kputuka Mmerausuku

Pannsas xputuka Metadusuky ujaeHamyu BeHCKOTO KpysKKa 3aK/Iiovaiach
Mpeskae BCEro B TOM, UTO CTOPOHHUKM MeTahM3UKM HapyIIaIOT OCHOB-
Hble METOIbI HAYKM U ane/UIMPYIOT K COMHUTE/IbHbIM MCTOUYHMKAM 3Ha-
Husl. B pesynbTare KOJ/UIEKTUMBHBIX OMUCKyccuit ¢ cepenubl 1920-x rT.
B KPY>KKe ObLIM BbIpaboTaHbl 60Jiee MOIIIHbIE CPECTBA aHaIM3a U KPUTH-
K1 MeTadusuku. DTO scHast GOPMY/IMPOBKa MPOGIeMbl eMapKalluy Hay -
KU, MeTabM3MUKY U TICEBAOHAYKY; MIPUHITIE KPUTEPUS SMITMPUIECKOI Be-
pubUKaIMM; YETKOE pasIMUeHyre aHAJIUTUYECKOTO U CUHTETUMYECKOTO,
aIpMOPHOTO M allOCTEPUOPHOrO; MPOSICHEHME CTAaTyCa MaTeEMATUKY U TeO-
pPeTUYECKOro 3HaHMS B paMKax SMIIMpU3Ma; pa3paboTKa CIOCOGOB JIOTH-
YyeCKOro aHa/M3a si3bika. I1pexkie ueM mokasarb, KaK 3TV CPeNCTBa MO
B JI€JIO, S XOUY BBICKA3aTh OJHO 3aMeYaHMe.

B cBoeit cratbe Hatanusa VBaHoBHa muiiet, uro BeHCKMi1 Kpy>KOK
«OTKPBITO MOPBAJI ¢ GUIOCODCKON KOHTMHEHTAIBHOM TPaAUIMEN», UTO
€r0 YYaCTHMKM <«IPU3HABAJIM TOJILKO ONHO HAarpaBjeHue eBpPOIelICKOn
dwiocobun — nosutuBM3M». Ha Mon B3misia, oba 3TH yTBepXKAEHUS 1a-
JIEKY OT PeaJlbHOCTM, ¥ MOKHO IIOKa3aTh 3TO Ha MpUMepe CaMoro KpyIi-
HOTO ITpecTaBUTENs Kpyskka — Pynonbda Kaphama. Ho cHauasia Heckosb-
KO 0bmmx coobpakenmii. B Manudecrte Kpykka, rie MHOTO pasHbIX
MMeEH, IPU3HAHME TIO3UTUBUSMY JeK/IapuUpyeTcsl ITyTaHo U ckymo: «Ilo3u-
muBu3M 1 smnupusMm: Owm, [Tpocseienne, Kout, Muiib, Pua, ABeHapmu-
yc, Max». KoHT BbIIyMaJ CJIOBO «ITO3UTUBM3M» IJjIs1 0603HAUEHMsI BCETO
XOpOIIIET0 M HAyYHOro, HO B HEMEIKOSI3bIYHONM (rtocoduu, rme ObLIO
MoIIHOe BiusiHe KaHTa ¥ CTONIMOB HEMENKOTO MAean3Ma, STUM CJIOBOM
yallle Ha3bIBaJOCh UTO-TO IJIOCKOE U IuToxoe. Hemapom ujeHbI KpysKKa
MPENTIOUNTAM Ha3bIBaHME «JIOTMUYECKUI SMIIMPUIM» U MPAKTUUECKU HU-
Yyero He MCIOJIb30Ba/IM M3 Ha3BaHHBIX GmtocodoB. [a 1 ¢ mpeaiiecTByio-
MM SMIupusMoM B [epmaHuy gesa OOGCTOSIM HEBa)KHO B OTIMUME
ot Aurnuu, rae ObuIa AJIMHHAS U sicHas Tpaauius ot bakona mo Paccerna.
B T'epmanuu mepen BoyHOM Bce ¢uaocodckue Kadenpbl ObUIM 3aroJ-
HeHbl HeOKaHTHaHIamu. I[losaTomy sampepbl Benckoro kpyskka IInmk
u Kapuan u ux 6epnuHckue kosuteru Peiixen6ax u I'emmesnb, eciv BOC-
MmoJIb30BaThcst MeTadopoii Heiipara, BuimibuM B (uaocodpckoe mMope
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He B TIO3UTMBUCTCKOM, & B HEOKAHTMAHCKOW JIOAKE, TI0 YacCTSIM IepecTpan-
Basi ee C MOMOII[bIO0 HOBOJ JIOTMKU M MTOACKa30K (DM3UKOB ¥ MaTeMaTUKOB.

Kapnarny 1moBessio, 4To ero yuurejem B MPOBUHLMAILHOM YHUBEP-
cutete Menbl 6b11 I. @pere. O6GbIYHO HA 3TOM OCTAaHABIMBAIOTCS, HO
Ba)KHO, UTO €ro HaCTaBHMKOM TI0 miocodun GbUT HEOKAaHTHAHEIl, yue-
HukK Pukkepra, BpyHo Bayx (mosgHee cTaBmmit OMHUM 13 OQUIMATIbHBIX
HaIMOHAJI-COMaMcTNIeckuxX (uaocodon). Kapuan BcmommHas, 4To
O] er0 PYKOBOZICTBOM LIeJIbIN rof usydaa « KpuTuky umcToro pasymar.
CoBpeMeHHbIe UCTOPUKM HUIIOCODUM KOMTHYIU TyOKe U O6HAPYKUIIH,
yto Gosiee MOJIOOBIM TpemnogaBaresieM KapHara, ¢ KOTOPbIM OH CIpY-
skuiicst, 6eu1 ['epman Hosb, yuenuk [unbTes, pa3BUBaBIINIA €T0 B3IJISI -
Ibl B CTOPOHY (puiaocoduy memaroruky M MUCABIIMK Takke o Huire
[Gabriel, 2004]. He BmonHe sicHo, u3y4an au Kapuan pab6otsr Juibres
WM 3HaJ O ero umesx u3 obiennus ¢ Hojmem, Ho [lunbrenn u Humre ymo-
MMHAIOTCS B €r0 TEKCTax, B TOM YMCJIe B MO3UTUBHOM IulaHe B «IIpe-
onmoneHun mertadusuku». HekoTopble aBTOPHI Aake CUMTAIOT, UTO BbI-
paxenre ,Uberwindung der Metaphysik“ 3ammcTBoBano Kapnarom
13 JeKcuKoHa Hulilre, a Ha3BaHMe ero IVIaBHOM paboThl TOro Iepuona
«Jlornueckoe mocrtpoeHue mupa» (1928) mepexsmkaeTcsi ¢ Ha3BaHMEM
pa6otbl OuabTes «I[locTpoeHne UCTOPUUECKOTO MUpa B HayKax O JyXe»
(1910).

Ho, KoHeuHO, I1aBHBIM ObLJIO HEOKAHTMAHCKOe BiusiHue. Ero merasn-
HO TIpocJiequi u3BecTHbIN bunocod Hayku M. @puaman B kaurax «Ile-
peocMbICIeHMe Jiormueckoro nosutususmar» [Friedman, 1999] u «Pac-
xokperne myren. Kapuam, Kaccupep n Xanperrep» [Friedman, 2000].
B nepBoit nokasaxo, uro llnmk, KapHam u psig npyrux npencraBUTesein
HEOITO3UTUBM3MA B repuof, GopMMUpoBaHMs CBOMX B3IVIIIOB MHOTO€ BOC-
MIPUHSUTA U3 HEOKaHTHAHCTBA U «Jlormueckux mcciaemoBaumin» ['yccepis.
Kaphar, momyuuBIMii XOpOLIYIO MOATOTOBKY B MareMaTuke 1 (usuke,
6oJIbliIe TSITOTEJT He K ¢Gpaitbyprckoi, a MapOyprcKoii 1IKoJie HEOKaHTUAaH -
ctBa. Bo Bropoit @puaman obcykmaeT, Kak MPOM3OIIe Packoal MEXIY
OCHOBHBIMM HaITpaBJIEHNSIMY HEMEIIKOSI3bIYHOM (b1Iocodui, KOTOpble BHA-
yajie B CBOMX OCHOBAHMSIX MMeJI MHOTO OGIIIETO.

PaccraHoBKa m1aBHbIX GUryp Ha ¢itocodckoi clieHe B KoHile 1920-x .
6bL71a TakoBa. HeOKaHTMAHCTBO YCTYITAJO CBOM MTO3ULINMA, YILIJIY U3 JKUSHU
Koren, Bunnmenb6aun n Hatoprr, Pukkept 6b171 y:Ke B MPEKJIOHHOM BO3-
pacte. B pacuiBere cunt 6s11 Kaccupep, y koroporo B 1929 1. Bblliien no-
CJIEOHMII TOM MOHYMEHTAJIbHOM «Duymocodum CUMBOIMYECKUX (HOpM»
Y KOTOPBIN MO3UIIMOHMPOBAJICS KaK IJIaBHbIN IIPECTaBUTEb PAllIOHAIb-
Ho¥ punocoduu B 'epmannn. B peHoMeHo0rMM nocTapesiiero I'yccep-
JIS1 HaYayIM 3aTMeBaTh cHavasa Illenep, coenquumuBImin GUIOCOMUIO KU3-
HM ¢ (EeHOMEHOJIOTMEN, a 3aTeM, Mmocyie HeoxXumaHHoi cmeptu lllenepa
u Bbixoga B 1927 1. «BeiTust u BpeMmenn», — Xavigerrep. [Inuk Kak gupep
MprOGpeTaBIlIero MeKIYHAPOOHYIO pemyTaluio BeHCKOro KpyskKa ObLI
M3BECTEH CBOMMM paboTaMy MO Hay4YHO (priocoduin.
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B Tak cioKMBIIENCS KOHCTEJUISIMM MPOU3OIIIO COOBITHE, KOTOPOE
MpUBEJIO K TITyOOKOMY pacKkojly B Hemelkou dhuiocodun, a 3aTeM 1 pac-
XOKAEHUIO IMYTeil aHAIUTUIECKON ¥ KOHTUHEHTaIbHOM dpuitocodun. Peub
UIeT o mybanMuHbIX Aebarax mexxay Kaccupepom u Xaiigerrepom B pam-
kax [laBocckoy mikosibl BecHoM 1929 r. O6 stmx mebaTax CylIEeCTBYET
GoJiblllast JIMTEpaTypa, UX 00I1Ieil TeMor ObLT Bopoc «YUTo Takoe yeso-
BEK?», TIPEKIe BCErO B paMKaX KaHTMAaHCKUX upaeil. OGbIYHO CUUTAETCS,
yto Xaimerrep mnobenwsi B 3TUX AUCKYCCUSIX, TIPEIJIOKUB MeTadusnue-
CKYIO TPaKTOBKY IpoeKkTa KaHTa Kak pagyKaJbHOTO OCMbIC/IEHNS UeioBe-
yecKoil KoHeuyHoCTH. Kaccupep TpakToBasl uesoBeka Kak CHMMBOJIMYECKOE
CYILIIECTBO, COXPaHSST KAHTOBCKYIO MIEI0 O CO3SHAHMM KaK CIIOHTaHHOM
CIoCco6HOCTHU co3maBarb Mup onbita. [1. [opaoH B paboTe ¢ XapaKTepHbIM
Ha3zaHueM «KoHTmHeHTanpHBIA packon» [Gordon, 2010] mokasbiBaer,
YTO, HECMOTPSI Ha CXOIHYIO OCHOBY (Xaiimerrep Obl1 YUeHMKOM KaHTHAH-
a Pukkepra), aTM gBa 3HaMeHMUTHIX (uytocoda OTCTauBaIM ITPOTHUBOIIO-
JIO’KHbIe MHTeprpeTaiunu punocodpun Kaura. ITpu stom Xaiigerrep mom-
yepKuBaJ HeCOM3MEPUMOCTDb CBOEN TPaKTOBKM M rmoaxona Kaccupepa.

Ho sto Tonbko Havaso packosa. [leyo B TOM, YTO OAUCOYT MEXAY
Kaccupepom u Xaiimerrepom mpoxXoauia B NMPUCYTCTBUM CIIyILIaTeseN,
cpedyu KOTOpbIX ObLIM OymylliMe u3BecTHbie (Guaocodbl, B YaCTHOCTU
3. JleBunac, O. ®uuk u gap. beur Tam u KapHam, KOTOpPbI, YUUTBIBAS
ONMCAHHYIO BBIIIE €r0 KAaHTMAHCKYIO MOATOTOBKY, BIIOJHE OPUEHTUPO-
BaJICS B IpobGieMaTyke guckyccuy. M. @puaMaH Haillea MaTepualibl, KO-
TOpbIE CBUIETEILCTBYIOT, UTO B JlaBoce y KapHana ¢ Xaigerrepom 6bu1n
COBMECTHbIE TPOTYJIKY ¥ MpUBaTHbIe OOCYKIeHUsI. A UM ObLJIO YTO 06-
CY’KIaTb, MOCKOJIbKY Y HUX ObUIM 3a TUIeYaMM CXOKMe IPoeKThl. « KapHar
Hayajl CBOIO (PmI0CO(PCKYI0 Kapbepy C IMOIbBITKY peaansoBaTh Guiocod-
ckue nem Map6Oyprckoy IIKOIbl HEOKaHTMAHCTBA, VICIOb3ys HOBYIO Ma-
TeMaTUYECKYIO JIOTUKY, co3maHHyio Dpere, a Xaiimerrep HauMHAI CBOIO
Kapbepy C MOIMbBITKY PaspelnTb Pl HepelleHHbIX mpobiem HOro-3aman-
HOM IIKOJTbI HEOKAHTMAHCTBA C MCITOJIb30BaHMEM HOBOTO (heHOMEHOJIOTH -
yeckoro metopa ['yccepmnsa» [Friedman, 2000, p. 149]. OgHako nyTH ux
pasonumich, ¥ KapHan yBuaen B comepskaHum U ctuie GpuiocodCcTBoBa-
Hus Xaiigerrepa HelpueMIeMYIO ISl Hero MeTausuky.

Bepuysumicek B Beny, Kapnan cepbesHo musyuan «bbiTne u Bpemsi»,
coBMmecTHO ¢ I'. Tommnepiiem u K. Brosiepom o6cyskaan aTy paboTy U maske
VOVB/ISUT KOJUTET TIO KPY’KKY YMEHMEM MHTEPIIPETUPOBATh ee UOeu. YKe
B 1930 r. oH Hamucan nepBylo Bepcuio craTby «[Ipeomonenue metadnsm-
KM JIOTMUYECKMM aHa/IM30M $I3bIKa», B KOTOPOM OCHOBHOM oOpasel] Me-
TadusMyecKMx MCEeBOONPEJIOKEHNIT B3SIT U3 JieKiyy Xaigerrepa «4Yro
Takoe Metadusukar». KapHam xoTes IMpe paclpoOCTPaHUTb CBOM UIEH,
U 10 MyOGIMKaIMM OKOHYATe/IbHOrO BapuaHTa crtatby B 1932 1. B KypHa-
se «[TosHaHMe» OH Ipoues Ha ee OCHOBe JjeKiuu B Bapimrase, L{iopuxe,
IIpare, bepsnue u BpHo. Bce 3TO MMeno OGOJbBIION PE30HAHC, XOTS He-
06paTMMOMy PacKoJly CIoco6CTBOBaIM M MaHudecT BeHcKoro Kpyskka,
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u mporpammMHas ctatbs Llnmka «IToBopoT B dpumocodum», n maske Xjiecr-
Kkue oneHku Helpara metadusmuKoB BO IiaBe ¢ XaiaerrepoM Kak BparoB
nposierapuara. CKOpee BCEro, 3TO MPOTUBOCTOSIHME CTaIO Obl HAPACTaTh,
HO OHO MPEPBAIOCH MO BHEIIHMM TpuumHaM. [Ipuxon K Biactu ['mtiepa
BbI3BaJl SMUTPAIMIO U JIOTMUYECKMUX MO3UTUBMUCTOB, 1 Kaccupepa, B pe-
3ysibrate Xauaerrep oCTajCsa IJIaBHOM (PUTYpPOH, OT KOTOPOI KOHTUHEH-
TaJibHast Guaocodus OOBIUHO BeNEeT CBOM OTcUeT. Xalferrep OTBETWUII
Kapnary, npaBia, KOCBEHHO, 3asIBUB B CBOMX JIeKIysIX 1935 r., uto mpu-
BETCTBYET MCXOJ, TO3UTUBUCTOB U3 ['epManuy u ABCTpUM, ITOCKOJIBKY OHU
CBSI3aHbBI C TAKMMM HETATUBHBIMU MOIEPHUCTCKUMM SIBJIEHUSIMMU, KaK PyC-
CKMII KOMMYHU3M, aMePUKaHU3M ¥ TEXHUUYECKOEe OIyCTOIIeHe MPUPO -
HOT'O MMpa.

OrTpajieHHbIM MTOC/IEACTBMEM STOrO PacKoJa SIBJIIETCS TO, UTO Ceifuac
MbI IIPUBBIYHO TOBOPUM O Pa3IMUUU MEKIY aHATUTUUECKUM M KOHTUHEH-
TaJIbHBIM CTWISIMU (utocodcTBoBanmsa. Ho Kak BO3HMKIIO 3TO He OYEHb
JIOTMYHOE pas3jinueHne, B KOTOPOM METONOJIOTUUECKUIA B IIIUPOKOM CMbIC-
Jle TepMMH IIPOTUBOIIOCTABJIIETCS Teorpadpudyeckomy? Y dumnocodon
BeHckoro Kpyskka M MX KOJUIET TEPMMH «aHajauTudeckass (uiocodus»
He YIIOTPeOJISIICS, XOTSI OHM MHOTO TOBOPWJIM O POJIY JIOTMUYECKOTO U KOH-
LENTYaJbHOTO aHaaM3a. JTOT TEPMMH BBEJ B 0OOPOT MOJIONOV aMepu-
KaHCKM ¢unocod D. Harenb, onmybnamkoBaBumii B 1936 1. nBe craTbu
«Brieuatyienust u oueHKM aHayMTHUYECKON ¢mtocoduu B EBpone» mociie
IJTUTEIbHOTO TIYTEIIeCTBUS IO €BPOMNENCKUM (GUIOCOPCKUM IEHTPaM.
Ocob6enHo ero Bnevammm BeHcKni1 KpysKOK, MO3IHee OH caM CTaJl Kjac-
CMKOM JIOTMYECKOTO SMITMPU3Ma. B IIMPOKMiI 060pOT 3TO HasBaHME BO-
uuto B 1950-e rr., xorga yyactHuk Benckoro kpyskka I'. @eirn u V. Cen-
Jlapc MOATOTOBMWIM MOMY/SIpHYIO aHToMornio “Readings in Philosophical
Analysis”, a yuennk 3. Harenst A. ITam Hamucan yue6HUK «OCHOBBI aHa-
mutndyeckon pumnocodum» [Frost-Arnold, 2017].

TepmuH «KOHTMHEHTaIbHas ¢Guyiocodpus» Oojee crap, €ro MCIOIb-
soBan /I>k.C. Mwuib, TPOTUBOMOCTAB/ISIBILINIA AHIIMICKUX SMITMPUKOB
XVIII B. «KOHTMHEHTaMbHbIM busiocodam», B OCHOBHOM TOC/IeIOBaTe-
sam Kanrta. Ho B 06Mx0 OH Takske BOILIEJI BO BTOPOJ ITOJIOBMHE IPOIILIO-
ro BeKa. DTUM 30HTUYHBIM TEPMMHOM CTai¥ Ha3blBaTb B aMepPUKAHCKUX
M QHIJIMIICKUX YHUBEPCUTETAX KypChl 1O HEHOMEHOJIOTUYU U TePMEHEBTH-
Ke, CTPYKTYPaIU3My U MOCTCTPYKTYPaau3My, B KOTOPbIX OCHOBHBIMM (Y-
rypamu siBisttoTcst ['yecepab u Xaiperrep, Captp u Mepio-ITonTtu, I'aga-
mep u Puxép, ®yko u Happuma. Ho Bpemsa upmer, u B 2000 r. 6bL1a
M3IaHa aHTOJIOTUST « AMEepUKaHCKasi KOHTUMHEHTa/IbHas Guitocodusi», pe-
IaKTOpbl KOTOPOM CaMM IPU3HAIOTCSI, UTO 3TO HasBaHME 3BYUMT KaK OK-
ciomopoH. Ho dakToM siBiisieTcst TO, 1of, 3TOM 06JI0KKOM COOpaHbl TEKCThI
aMepMKaHCKMX (GuocodoB (caMblii M3BECTHBIN U3 KOTOpbix P. Poptn),
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paboTaronmx B cTuiie (PeHOMEHOJIOTUM Y TePMEHEBTUKY, TEKOHCTPYKIIVN,
KpUTHUUeckoy teopun 1 pemmumnsma. O6paTHbIM U gaxke 6ojiee 3aMEeTHBIM
MPOIIECCOM SIBJISIETCST BO3BPAllleH)Ee aHATUTUUYECKOM Guaocodum B ee UC-
XOIHBIM OM B KOHTMHeHTasbHOM EBpome. BmonHe BeposiTHO, UTO 3T
MPOLIeCChl 0OEPHYT BCIISITh TO «PACXOXKIEHME MYyTel», KOTOpPOe HauaIoCh
CTOJIETME HAa3a],.
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IO6wuteit Benckoro Kpyskka 3actaBui (puiocodckoe coob1IecTBoO ¢ 60bI0
BCIIOMHUTD TTyOOUaNIIMI ApaMaTu3M eBpOIeicKoi uctopmm XX cTosie-
TUSI, TIOJIMTUYECKYIO TOISIPU3ALIMIO €€ MHTEJIEKTYAIbHBIX JIUIEPOB, BIY -
MaTbCs B TO ITPOIIIOE, KOTOPOE, KaK BbIICHUIIOCh, HUKOTA He MOKMIAJIO
Hac. E.H. ViBaxHeHKO SIpKuUMM IITPpUXaMM [T HAOPOCOK KapTUHbBI MHTEJI-
JIEKTYa/IbHOM KM3HM B «JIMXME» [JI1 pasyMa BpeMeHa: «...MCTOpus I0-
mcka “gopmya” TOYHOrO MBIILIEHMSI CO BCEMM €€ IPOpPbIBaMM, IOBOPO-
TaMM, OTCTYIUIEHMSIMM M HeyJauaMy BOBCE He OKasalaChb OTHECEHHO
K COOBITUSIM MO Paspsily “TIOJIOKEHHBIX HA apXMBHYIO TMOJKY » (C. 44).
W ipy 3TOM CTaysio OUEBMUIHBIM, UTO Hejo Kpyskka He YIIJIO Hampoub B
Jlety. Kasanock, uro [lesio, KOTOPOMY CJIYKWJIM JIOTMUECKUE TTO3UTUBU-
CTbl, OCTAaBAJIOCh 3aHSITUEM JJII HEMHOTOUMC/IEHHBIX POQeCCHOHAIOB,
M OHO KakK Obl «pacTBOPWIOCH» B 3IMOXY MAacCCOBOM KYJbTYpbl. B aTom
CMbICJIe MOTJIO TIOKa3aThest, UTo A1t KpyskKa MpoIin «CTO JIET OOUMHOYe-
cTBa». MoOM ONIOHEHTHI, rOpasno B OOJIbIIEN CTENEeHU, YeM s, Tpofe-
MOHCTPMPOBAJIM, YTO 3TO OTHIOAb He Tak. biarogapro ux 3a Takyio paboTty
M 3a TIOCTpOeHMe 06bEeMHONM KapTUMHBI ITPOGIEMHOrO TIOJsE COBPEMEHHOI
dbmnocodbun HayKky, KOTOPast TeEM He MeHee MPOAOIIKAET OPUEHTUPOBATHCS,
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TOUHee, — OTTAJKMUBAThCSI OT IepBoii Mg XX crojetus (MOKHO Iaske
CKa3aTh — <HYJIEBOM») MOME/IN HayKMu.

Kostern He cTONBKO BO3paykayii MOEMY OCHOBHOMY Te3UCY O 3HAUM-
MOCTY 3a/ia4, KOTOPbIE PEIIaiu JIOTUYECKUE TIO3UTUBUCTBI, CKOJIbKO YIITy-
OWIM KapTMHY MIOHMMAaHMsI MICTOKOB U UCTOPUM BEHCKOro KpysKKa, a TaKkKe
yoenuTeNIbHO JTOKa3aJiM, YTO JIOTMUECKME IO3UTUMBUCTBI OTHIOOb HE «3a-
KpbUTM» TPOGJIEMBI, IIOCTAB/IEHHbIE VMM Ha MTOBECTKY IHS. He «3akpbuim»,
HO U He «3apbutn»! Te, KTO cymesny MoAXBaTUTh KYJIbTYPHYIO 3cTadeTy, 06-
HapY>KMUJIY HOBbIE IMPO6JIEMBI ¥ OOHAKWIM HEAOCTATOUHOCTD Y3Ke Mpemsio-
SKEeHHBIX pertieHnit. Tak Mpom3oIiio, Korga MHTeJIEKTyauTbl iocie Bropoii
MMPOBOJ BOJHbI BEPHY/IMCh, HAKOHEI, K CBOMM aKaJeMUUeCKUM ILITYIUSIM,
T.e. B [1IepPUOL, MOCTIIO3UTUBIU3MA, U Aaee. [Ik. Araccu B CBoe BpeMSI METKO
3aMeTWI, YTO MPOOJeMbl M3yUeHMs] HAayKM CMECTWIUCh, C JIETKOM PYKU
K. Tlommiepa, OT M3yuyeHUsI CTPYKTYPbI UI€aJbHOI HAyYHO! TEOPUM K U3Y-
yeHNIO «Hayku B IBuskeHmm» (Science in Flux). Beut mpensioskeH BnosHe
palMOHAIBHBIN XON MBICIU — obOparieHne Guaocobmyu HayKu K COHO3Y
C UCTOpMEN HayKu. DTO HEOOGXOOMMO He MPOCTO U3 YBAKEHMS K MCTOpMYe-
CKOMY HaCJIeOuIO HayKy, HO M JIJII TOTO, YTOOBI MOHSTH IIarX HAyYHOTO
mporpecca, MpUOIM3UTbCS K MOHMMAaHUIO HAyKM «KaK OHa eCTb», a He B JIO-
TMYECKY OUMIIIEHHOM OT JIOTIOJIHUTEJIbHBIX «HacjaoeHuit» Bume. Ha sty cro-
poHy nena obpatwi ocoboe BHuManue C.M. T'aBpmieHko. ITosHOCTBIO
COIJIacHA C ero ueTkoi (ukcaimei: «Hayka okasanach CJIOKHee, U He B TI0-
CJIEHIOI0 OYepelb CJIIOKHEE OHTOJIOTMYECKM. <...> OMOUPUUYECKM HayKa
IlaHa KaK MHOroobpasue, B KOTOpOe BXOIST Uaen, pubopbl, MecTa, GOpMbl
pernpe3eHTaImy, Crroco6bl GUMHAHCUPOBAHMS, JIIOAM, STTUCTEMUYECKUE H00-
pomereny, TEXHUKM HAOGMIONEHMS U SKCIIEPUMEHTUMPOBAHUS, MHCTUTYTHI,
COoO0b11IeCTBA, CAMOCTH, MCC/IeAyeMble BelllM U Mpodee, mpouee. DTO MoOpa-
3UTEIbHOE TI0 CBOMM MAcCIITabaM ¥ CJIOKHOCTY MHOrooGpasue, emMHCTBO
KOTOPOIO VAEpPKMBAETCSI He JIOTMYECKM CKOHCTPYMPOBAHHONM “dopmoit
eIMHONM HayKu~, a CJIOKHEMIIMMM U UCTOPUUECKM M3MEHUMBBIMM TUIIAMM
koopauHatym» (c. 40).

$1 paga, UTO MOM ONINOHEHThl IMpPU3HAIU: «OKCIOMOpPOH BeHckoro
KpYy)XKKa» — He MPOCTO XyIOKeCcTBeHHass MeTadopa, a MpaBUJIbHBINA Iya-
ruo3. O6 stom cBugeTenbcTByeT perivka JI.B. IlIumoBanoBoi, KoTopas
MOJUYEPKHY/IA 3BPUCTUYHOCTb «(OPMY/IbI OKCIOMOPOHA» M €e He YXO-
ISUIYI0 akTyalibHOCTh (c. 54). B.II. ®unaroB man GrnecTsiimii aHaau3
CJIOKHOCTM ¥ MHOTOTPaHHOCTM ITyTel (GOPMUPOBAHMS «HAYYHOTO MUPO-
MOHVMaHMS», yKa3aB Ha J[OIYIIEeHHble MHOI0 MCTOPUKO-(pumiocodckme
HetouHOCTH. OCOBEHHO 1IEHHO MHe IMPeCTAB/ISIeTC s er0 YKa3aHue Ha POJib
HEOKaHTMAHCTBA B 3TOM IPOIIECCe, a TAKKe YTOUHEHMEe TTOHMMAaHUST BO3-
HMKHOBEHMsI KOHIIENTa «KOHTMHEHTabHOV ¢ytocobun». [Ipu stom du-
JaToB 3asBisieT: «B cBoeit crarbe Haramua MBaHoBHa muiiet, uto BeH-
CKMIT KPYKOK “OTKpBITO TOpBajd € (GUI0COPCKON KOHTMHEHTAIbHOM
Tpamuiye”», YTO ero YUYaCTHUKM « “IIPMU3HaBajIM TOJIbKO OTHO HaIpas/ie-
HIMe eBporelickoi ¢uaocodhun - nosutususm’ . Ha moii B3risa, oba st
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yTBepsKAeHMsT Jajeku oT peajabHocTv» (c. 60). Hert, g 6ymy HacTauBaTb
Ha COGCTBEHHOM YTBep>KIeHMM, U BOT roueMy. Hu ommu mctopuk dusto-
codum He CMOT ObI IPUIYMATh TAKOM MTPOBOLMPYIONINI OKCIOMOPOH B Ka-
yecTBe 0003HaueHNsT procodCcKoil IIKOJbI. B yuiiiem ciiyyae Mbl HaxXo-
IMM TaKue HelTpasibHble MapKephbl, Kak — «MO3UTUBU3M IE€PBOI (BTOPOII
UM TPeTbeii) BOJHbBI», IIPUCTABKY «HEO-» IJIS JeMapKaluy C KJIacCu-
KOJ — «HEO3MITUPU3M», «HEOIIO3UTUBU3M», «HEOKAaHTMAHCTBO», «Heore-
reJIbSHCTBO», a TAKXKe C IPUCTABKOM «IIOCT-», OT «ITOCTIO3UTUBU3MA»
K «IIOCTMOJEPHU3MY» U Aaske «mocTipasae» (post-truth). B Takux map-
Kepax HeT HMKAKUX CJIeJOB IOMCKA CaMOOIIpeeeHNsT U3yyaemMoii huao-
cockon mkosbl! C MOe€l TOUKM 3peHusI, 3TO OOJIBIION MCCIeoOBaTe b-
CKuM rpex. BeHCKMIT KPy>KOK MPM BCEM CBOEM PASHOMBICJIMM TTOCTaBUJI
Ha COOCTBEHHOEe 3HaM$Sl MMEHHO TMO3UTUBM3M, He pa3bupasi CreruaabHoO,
KOTO CUMTATh MO3UTUBYUCTOM, a KOTO HeT (Belb OHM He UCTOPUKM (Pustoco-
dvm, a punocodsr!). C Moeil TOUKM 3peHMus], 3TO ObLUIO UX MPUHAHMEM
MO3UTUBUCTCKUX 3aCJIYT B aKIIEHTUPOBKE GryIocodCKMUX 3aad 11O aHAJIM -
TUUYECKOI paboTe MMeHHO ¢ heHOMeHOM Hayku. U aTo miaBHoe. He 6ymem
ke Mbl TIeHSTh Ilommepy, YTO «KPUTUYECKMI palOHaIM3M» — BeCbMa
HETOYHOe Ha3BaHMe ero ImKoJbl! [leckaTh, pallMOHAIM3M HE MOJIHOCTHIO
KPUTHUEH, a KPUTUKA He BCerjma palyoHaabHa (He maii bor, KTo-To BO3b-
MeT TaKOl LIYTIAUBBIN X0f Ha BoopykeHue!). Utak, s 6naromapro Baagn-
vupa [leTpoBuya 3a yTOUHEHMS, HO €r0 MPSIMOe BO3pPaskeHMe 3BYUMT AJIS
MeHSI HEKOPPEKTHO.

U Hamocsienok Xouy MpUIIOMHUTh MCTOPUIO TTOSIBJIEHMS Y3Ke TTPUBbIY-
HOT'O JIJIST BCeX TepMMHA «CcMOr». Kak Impoucxoamio nocTeneHHoe UMeHo-
BaHue «cmora»? — Het, ato He mpocro rycron tyman. Cimsiaue “Smoke”
n “Fog” Bosumkio B 1905 r., xorma moktop me Bo (Henry Antoine Des
Voeux) mpeajiosKiI 3TO CJIOBO, YKa3bIBasl, UTO TaKOV «OKYpPUBATEJIbHbIN
TyMaH» He BCTPEYaeTCss B CeJIbCKOV MECTHOCTM, HO creuupuyueH s
Jloumona. Ha ciemyrommit genb rasera Daily Graphic nmosgpasuia gJoKTO-
pa ¢ BBeIeHMEM BasKHOTO AJIs OOIIeCTBEHHOCTY HOBOTO TepMuHa. I'ycras
006J1aYHOCTD, MTEPUOAMYECKM HAKPbIBAIOIIAsk TOPOI, SIBSIETCSI CMEChIO BO-
Il C MeJIbYaMIIMMM YacCTUIIaMM Cayky, TIbUIM, ITeCKa M KaKUX-TO APYTUX
BertectB. Cmor craj HeorTbemsiemMol 4acTtbio JIoHmoHa B koHue XIX B.
M TOra IMOJYYM/I HasBaHue “pea-souper” (T.e. TOXOKWI Ha T'OPOXOBBIN
cyn - rycroii u kenroiit). Great Smog 3a 5 mrent mekabpst 1952 . nmpunec
TsIKeJble 3a60JIeBaHMsI U TMOesIb MHOTUX JKUTEJIEN, BKIIIOUas MJIaeHIIeB.
ITo omenkam MegMUIMHCKMX CIYKO ropoma, 3abosenu oxojo 100 000,
moru6;au — 12 000 yenoBek. [Touemy s1 MPUBOXKY 3[€Ch 3Ty IE€UYATBHYIO
ucropuio? IToporo KaskeTcst, UTO MblI ceifuac kuBeM B snoxy Great Word
Smog, 1 3TO JOBOJILHO Cepbe3Hasl U OMacHast CUTyals. BeHCKuit KpyskKoK
U €ero MocjieqoBaTesiM 60poIUCh C IMyCTOCIOBMEM B HayKe U Guaocopuu,
ceronHs peub uaet o 6osbiieM. CyTb He B TOM TOJIBKO, UTOObI YMETb pa3-
06j1a4aTh «MHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHbIE YIOBKI», IIyCTOCIOBME MM CJIOBOOIyIME.
Peub 06 yrposax ropasmo 6osiee MacIITAOHbIX.
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In our paper, we explore the question of what is wrong with Neu-
rath’s “plank-by-plank” method, which Quine later also adopted
with enthusiasm. Shipbuilding experts will confirm that plank-by-
plank replacement is only possible in the dock and never on the
open sea. This is simply empty talk, flatus vocis, often attributed
to philosophers. The main problem with Neurath’s ship metaphor
is that it is completely alien to the seafarers’ way of life, or even
in stark contradiction to it. If it is the task of philosophy to bring
order into the house of concepts, the use of metaphors should
also be scrutinized. Any practical test of the plank-by-plank
methodology would prove unsuccessful, for as soon as one would
remove a plank from the ship, the ship would sink very quickly
due to the onslaught of the water. If the philosophers argue for
empiricist epistemology, as Neurath and Quine do, they should
not use such utopian metaphors in which the practical life world
is completely ignored. When philosophers argue for an empiricist
epistemology, as Neurath and Quine do, they should be more
careful in their use of metaphors that exclude empiricism, prac-
tice, and the practical world of life. It is rather a vivid example
of abstract armchair philosophy to explain how science works. Fi-
nally, it remains a problem to elaborate a concept of epistemol-
ogy by “philosophizing” abstractly about empiricism and empiri-
cist epistemology without referring to concrete life experiences.
Neurath’s boat metaphor, praised by Quine, is, unfortunately,
an example of epistemology without reference to concrete forms
of life, and it is still questionable whether we can achieve any-
thing factually with such non-functional metaphors, let alone
make the process of cognition scientifically plausible. The whole
thing is reminiscent of the scholastic witty remark about how
someone convincingly tries to talk about swimming without
jumping into the water. Every sailor knows that a ship could only
be serviced and repaired in a dock. Seafaring as a way of life, all
the turbulence associated with this form of life, obviously re-
mained unknown to Neurath, who spent most of his life in a con-
tinental, mountainous country, so it is fair to say that he used
avery unusual metaphor not grounded in the practice of life,
which, to make the paradox even greater, is meant to represent
a naturalistic-empiricist concept of knowledge.

Keywords: Neurath’s ship, empiricism, naturalized epistemology,
scientific tradition, lifeworld, form of life
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B Haluei cTaTbe Mbl UccesyemM BOMpoC O TOM, YTO He TaK C MeTo-
AOM «Jl0CKa 3a AOCKOM» HelpaTa, KOTOpbIA NO3Xe C 3HTy3Mnas-
MOM nepeHsan KyaiH. IkcnepTbl B 06/1aCTU CyA0CTPOEHMUS NOA-
TBEPAAT, YTO 3aMeHa [JOCKM 33 JLOCKON BO3MOXHA TO/IbKO B [lOKe
M HUKOTAA B OTKPLITOM Mope. 3To NpocTo nycTas 6ontosHs, flatus
VOocis, 4acto npunucbiBaeMas ¢éunocodam. [maeHas npobnema
MeTadopbl Kopabns HelpaTa 3aKkN04aEeTCS B TOM, YTO OHA MOJHO-
CTbIO YyXKJa 06pasy XKMU3HU MOPAKOB UK [aXKe HAXOAMUTCS B pes-
KOM npoTuBopeunn ¢ HUM. Ecnm 3apgayva odunocooum coctont
B TOM, YTOGbl HABECTU NOPAAOK B lOME MOHSATUIA, TO UCMO/Ib30BA-
HUe MeTadop TaKxKe AO0/HKHO BbITh TWATENbHO 060CHOBaHO. Jlto-
60€e MpaKTUYecKoe WCMbITaHME METOAMKM «AO0CKA 3a [AOCKON»
OKa3anock 6bl 6e3ycneLllHbIM, NOCKObKY, KaK TOJIbKO KTO-TO CHS
6bl I0CKY C KOpabns, Kopabsib o4eHb B6bICTPO 3aTOHYN 6bl MU3-3a
Hanopa Bogbl. Ecin dunocodbl oTCTanBaOT IMNUPUYECKYHO 3MU-
CTeMOJIoru1Io, Kak 3To genatoT Henpart u KyailH, UM He cnepyeT uc-
Nnoab30BaTb TakMe yTonuyeckue Metadopbl, B KOTOPbIX MUP Mpak-
TUYECKOM XXM3HW MOJIHOCTbIO WUrHopupyetcs. Korga dwunocodsl
OTCTaMBAOT 3MMUPUYECKYHO 3MUCTEMONOTMIO, KaK 3TO AenatoT
HelipaTt u KyaitH, UM cnepyet 6biTb 60/1€e OCTOPOXKHbIMU B UC-
Nnonb30BaHMU MeTadop, KOTOpble UCKKYAOT 3MNUPU3M, NpaK-
TUKY W NPaKTUYECKUI ONbIT. 3TO [OBOJIBHO SPKUIA MpuMep
abCcTpaKTHOM KabUHeTHOM ¢durnocodmm, obbaCcHsOWEN, Kak pabo-
TaeT Hayka. Kpome Toro, octaetcsi npobsemMoi pa3paboTka KOH-
LenumMM anucTeMosiornm nyTeM abcTpakTHoro «ounocopcreoBa-
HUSA» 06 3MMMPU3ME M SMMNUPUYECKON 3nuctemosiornn 6es
06palleHns K KOHKPETHOMY XXM3HEHHOMY onbiTy. MeTadopa
nopakun y Heiparta, BbICOKO oueHeHHasi KyaliHoMm, siBasietcs, K co-
YKaNeHuto, NPUMEPOM 3MUCTEMOIOTUN 63 NPUBS3KM K KOHKPEeT-
HbIM pOpMaM XM3HWU. Bce ellle OcTaeTcsi BONPOCOM, CMOXEM /n
Mbl Yero-M6o GakTUYeCKU AO0CTUYL C MOMOLLBI0 TaKUX HEDYHK-
LMOHaNbHbIX MeTadop, He roBops yXe O TOM, YTobbl caenatb
npouecc No3HaHus Hay4yHO NpaBAonofobHbIM. Bee 310 Hanomu-
HaeT CX0/1aCTUYEeCKOe OCTPOYMHOE 3aMeYaHmne 0 TOM, KaK KTO-TO
y6eanTeNbHO NbITAaeTCS paccKasaTh O MiaBaHWW, HE Npbirasi B BO-
nay. Kaxabli MOpsIK 3HaET, 4TO Kopab/ib MOXXHO 0BCNYXXMBaTb U pe-
MOHTUPOBATb TOJILKO B AOKE. MopenaaBaHue Kak o6pas »KU3HM,
BCE TPYAHOCTW, CBSI3aHHblEe C 3TOM (GOPMOI XKU3HU, OYEBUAHO,
OCTaBa/IMCb HEU3BECTHbIMK HelpaTy, KoTopblli NpoBen 6o/bLUyH
4acTb CBOEM XKM3HWU B KOHTUHEHTaNIbHOM FOpPHOI cTpaHe. Mo3ToMy
CMpaBeA/IMBO YTBEPXKAATb, YTO OH MUCMONb30Ba/ OYeHb HEOGbIY-
Hyto MeTadopy, He OCHOBAHHYIO Ha YXM3HEHHOW MPaKTUKE, KOTO-
pas - 4TOGbl caenatb Napaflokc euwe 6osnee rpaHAMO3HbIM -
npefHasHavanacb Aas NpeacTaBieHUs HaTyPaJUCTUYECKM-IMIU-
PUYECKOI KOHLLEMLMU 3HAHUS.

KnioyeBble coBa: Kopabab Heilpata, 3MNMpU3M, HaTypain3oBaHHas
3MUCTEMOJIOTUS, Hay4Has TPAAMLMA, XM3HEHHbI MUP, GOPMa XKU3HM
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Ship metaphors are an immensely popular topic in philosophical litera-
ture (cf. [Blumenberg, 1997, p. 7-71]. In the dialogue Phaedo (85 c¢/d)
Plato uses an interesting metaphor of rowing on a raft to show how our
reasoning takes place and how we must rely on our arguments. To So-
crates’ attempts to present plausible evidence about the immortality
of the soul, his interlocutor Simias replies that it is either impossible or
very difficult to obtain clear knowledge about these matters in our lives.
Finally, there are two possibilities in our research and examination: Either
one must learn or discover the truth about these things, or, if that is im-
possible, one must take a human doctrine (logos) that is best and hardest
to disprove, and embark on it as on a raft (ox¢6106) and sail on it through
life amid dangers until one can land on a stronger ship and make one’s
journey safer and less dangerous. In the Dialogue of the Republic, Plato
explains this process as “surviving all attacks of refutation as in a battle”
(hésper en maché(i) dia pantén elenchén diexion) (R. 534c1-2). Symbol-
izing survival in battle, the most famous naval battle for an Athenian, as
Plato was, is the battle of Salamis in 480 B.C. This battle was the first
major naval battle recorded in history, marked as the salvation of Euro-
pean culture.

In Phaedo, Plato uses the term “second sea voyage” (deuteros plous)
(Phd. 99¢9-d1) in connection with his spiritual autobiography. This is
a famous change of worldview: instead of “the study of nature” (physeds
historia), which was supposed to teach us “the truth of things” (alétheia
ton onton), he decided to look at the truth in the logoi (Phd. 99e6).
He compares this step with an escape - the “escape into the logoi” - and
calls it the “second sea voyage” (deuteros plous) (Phd. 99¢9-d1). Deu-
teros plous means the next best way, i.e., the way of those who try an-
other method when the first is not successful. In the jargon of seafarers,
it means using the oars because there is no wind to blow in the sails. Plato
expresses himself very succinctly and ironically: “So I decided that
I must take refuge in the logoi (eis tous logous katapheugein) and look
at the truth of things in them” (Phd. 99e). David Gallop sees this as
an epochal turning point in European philosophy: “The present passage
marks the transition from a mechanistic to a teleological conception
of the natural order that was to dominate European science for the next
two thousand years.” (Phaedo. Translated with notes by D. Gallop, Ox-
ford 1975, S. 175). Argumentation in the so-called deuteros plous takes
place as a process of setting and testing “hypotheses”: “I always take as
my hypothesis the logos that I judge to be the strongest, and what seems
to me to agree with it I assert to be true, both with regard to a reason and
concerning all other objects, but what does not seem to agree with it I as-
sert to be not true” (Phd. 100a). The American Platonist Harold Cherniss
claimed that Plato’s great discovery was the insight that the world of phe-
nomena could only be “saved”, i.e. adequately explained, with the help
of ideas, as presented in the second voyage: “The instability of phenomena
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can be explained only by assuming a world of Ideas as a source of phe-
nomenal characteristics” [Cherniss, 1936, p. 455]. From the teleological
point of view, the ideas are shown to be hypotheses that enable the expla-
nation of phenomena. When we admire the sunset in Zadar, as the direc-
tor Alfred Hitchcock did, we have the possibility to use the idea of beauty
or to explain it with the idea of the constellation of the sun and the earth,
the options are open or possible.

Plato compared the question of governance to steering a ship (Republic
488a-489a); the famous parable was meant to discuss the question of who
should govern the state, especially in a state of crisis and chaotic disorder.
Plato uses the parable of the ship to illustrate that educated experts are
the ones who must take responsibility for the government in the state. Only
educated experts can carry out practical wisdom and make the right deci-
sions for the state. The parable of the ship also illustrates the idea that the
state should be guided by reason and wisdom and not by passion or lust.

The middle Platonist philosopher Plutarch (49-119) is known for his
analysis of the identity of Theseus’ ship, which was often renovated until
it was completely reconstructed in the end, so it remains controversial
whether it lost its identity.

Nietzsche was particularly enthusiastic about the ship metaphor:
In his work The Gay Science he recommended to metaphysically oriented
philosophers to leave the fixed principles of thinking, i.e., to send their
ships into unknown seas in order to reach new insights and discoveries.
In doing so, he had the ideal of Columbus in mind: His exclamation ends
with the words: “There is another world to discover - and more than one!
On to the ships, you philosophers!” [Nietzsche 2001, §289]

Otto Neurath also used the ship parable on several occasions in his
work to make the process of our cognition plausible. Whether it was evi-
dent in the practice and lives of sailors as Plato’s parable was or as
the above-mentioned other metaphors, is still a question. We would like
to propose that Neurath used incorrectly the metaphorical figure in his
example of shipbuilding. This would result in the collapse of the meaning
of Neurath’s assumptions.

For the first time, in the text “Problems of the War Economy”
(1913), the ship metaphor is used to show the extent to which we are con-
nected to our tradition in our argumentation. Economics as a scientific
discipline is particularly bound to tradition. In doing so, Neurath expli-
citly criticized Kant’s ignorance of the scientific-philosophical tradition
and history and his attempt to solve problems from the mind itself, which
remains in the realm of abstraction. In this context, he mentions for
the first time the metaphor of sailors on the high seas: “We are sea-
men who are forced on the open sea to repair our ship with planks that
we carry <...> replacing plank after plank and thus changing the shape
of the whole. Since they cannot dock in the harbour, it will never be pos-
sible for them to rebuild the ship from scratch. The new ship emerges
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from the constant reshaping of the old one” ([Neurath, 1913, p. 457], our
translation).

In the polemical treatise Anti-Spengler (1921), Neurath again uses
the metaphor of a ship at sea in a somewhat modified form to question
the thesis of the a priori necessity of Spengler’s pessimistic prognoses
about the downfall of Western civilization. One must not forget that Spen-
gler’s book “Downfall of the Occident” was the most widely read book
of the Weimar Republic. Regarding the development of history, analogies
about the eventual collapse of the West based on the example of the col-
lapse of the civilizations of ancient Greece and Rome, that democracy will
be followed by the period of rule by emperors and kings, are not applica-
ble. As a plea for the openness of history, Neurath refers to Pierre Duhem
and his understanding that any hypothesis about the development of events
implies an analysis of the entire context. Neurath writes in this regard:

That we always have to do with a whole network of concepts and not with
concepts that can be isolated, puts any thinker into the difficult position of
having unceasing regard for the whole mass of concepts that he cannot
even survey all at once, and to let the new grow out of the old. Duhem has
shown with special emphasis that every statement about any happening is
saturated with hypotheses of all sorts and that these in the end are derived
from our whole world-view. We are like sailors who on the open sea must
reconstruct their ship but are never able to start afresh from the bottom.
Where a beam is taken away a new one must at once be put there, and for
this the rest of the ship is used as support. In this way, by using the old
beams and driftwood, the ship can be shaped entirely anew, but only by
gradual reconstruction (Anti-Spengler, 198/199).

One can say with full justification that Neurath here in essence antic-
ipated the Duhem-Quine thesis on underdetermination, according to
which hypotheses cannot be evaluated individually but as a whole. Neu-
rath thinks similarly with regard to individual concepts, which must not
be considered in isolation but in the context of the entire network.
The objection also applies to Spengler’s understanding of isolated cul-
tures without their networking into a larger whole.

The most famous comparison of philosophers with seamen at sea is
certainly the formulation in the article “Protocol Statements”, published
in the journal Erkenntnis (1933), in which he compared the task of empi-
rical knowledge, which must above all be freed from metaphysical ballast
to seamen who are at sea:

There is no way to establish fully secured, neat protocol statements as
starting points of the sciences. There is no tabula rasa. We are like sailors
who have to rebuild their ship on the open sea, without ever being able
to dismantle it in drydock and reconstruct it from the best components.
Only metaphysics can disappear without trace. Imprecise ‘verbal clus-
ters’ [‘Ballungen’] are somehow always part of the ship. If imprecision
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is diminished at one place, it may well reappear at another place to
a stronger degree (Neurath, O. “Protocol Statements”, in: [Neurath,
1983 (1932/1933), p. 92, p. 204-214]).

Neurath argues in this essay against the possibility of finding a se-
cure foundation of science in metaphysical principles, or in propositions
and statements. According to the judgment of Moritz Schlick, the so-
called propositions constituted the foundation of cognition or the “un-
shakeable points of contact between cognition and reality” (cf. [Schlick,
1934, p. 98]). In contrast, Neurath denied the existence of such a princi-
ple, to which we can progress through certain cognitive processes and
which could function as the ultimate touchstone for the truth or falsity
of our beliefs. According to Neurath, propositions have no privileged
epistemic status, i.e. propositions are not true by virtue of correspondence
with independent facts in the world, rather they are made true by accom-
modation to the ‘edifice of science’, and propositions are called ‘false’ by
him when we cannot “reconcile them with the overall edifice of science”.
[Neurath, 1981 (1934), p. 613]. In the process of cognition, according
to Neurath, we cannot refer to an incontrovertible foundation in the form
of objective facts. As scientists and philosophers, we are like skippers
on the open sea who have no way of getting to the dock with the ship but
have to serve and repair it at sea.

It is important to emphasize that Neurath also considers philosophy
as a discipline of education, which should eradicate metaphysics and
abolish it completely, starting with childhood: “From the beginning we
shall teach children the universal jargon — purged of metaphysics - as
the language of unified science which has been historically provided.
Each child can thus be ‘trained’ (,,dressiert®) to start with a simplified
universal jargon and gradually advance to the universal jargon of adults.
It makes no sense in our discussion to segregate this children’s language
as a special language. Otherwise one would have to distinguish all sorts
of universal jargons. The child does not learn a ‘primitive’ universal jar-
gon from which the grown-ups’ universal jargon derives; the child learns
a ‘poorer’ universal jargon, which is gradually enriched” [Neurath, 1983
(1932/1933), p. 92-93]. Unfortunately, philosophy has been reduced from
paideia i.e. education (Bildung) to training (Dressur). Neurath ends his
essay “Unified Science” (1936) with the assertion: “We take the view
that by training (Dressur), every child can be taught a metaphysics-free
physicalist language from the very beginning, which becomes a unified
scientific language through supplementation and precision” [Neurath,
1981, p. 763] Instead of training and re-educating young children not
to use metaphysical ideas in their thinking, we should try to understand,
as Plato’s Socrates did, why these ideas even emerge and how important
are they in our adult lives. It usually happens that the ‘simplest ques-
tions’ of a child are indeed the most complicated and hard to answer.
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Wittgenstein contributed significantly to the convergence of the phi-
losophical method with the scientific method through his views in the
Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus: “The correct method in philosophy would
really be the following: to say nothing except what can be said, i.e.,
propositions of natural science” (Tractatus, 6.53). Wittgenstein’s asser-
tion from the Tractatus was mainly referred to by philosophers of the Vi-
enna Circle, who resolutely pleaded for a scientific view of the world.
In the manifesto of the Vienna Circle, “The Scientific Conception of
the World” - written by Carnap, Hahn and Neurath - the authors equated
philosophy and its method with that of the sciences, A scientific explana-
tion and conception of the world was set up as a program and goal. Neu-
rath formulated this succinctly: “The scientific conception of the world
is — physicalism”, and this sensu stricto is a “through-logicized empiri-
cism” (durchlogisierter Empirismus) [Neurath, Gesammelte Schriften I,
p. 43].

Although it is a manifesto of logical positivism, there is much practi-
cal advice in it, the philosophers of the Vienna Circle plead for practice
and concrete living, against abstract idealisation and metahysical specula-
tion: “Neatness and clarity are striven for, and dark distances and unfath-
omable depths rejected. In science there are no ‘depths’; there is surface
everywhere... Everything is accessible to man; and man is the measure
of all things. Here is an affinity with the Sophists, not with the Platonists;
with the Epicureans, not with the Pythagoreans; with all those who stand
for earthly being and the here and now” [Neurath et al. 1973 (1929),
p. 306]. These statements are an indication of how little of the history
of science the representatives of the Vienna Circle knew when they advo-
cated the relativistic negation of knowledge and ignored the achieve-
ments of the Pythagoreans and Plato in the field of mathematics.

Wittgenstein rejected the programmatic aspirations of the Vienna
Circle and described the publication of the “Manifesto” as “meddling”
(,Geschaftlhuberei“)!. Although Wittgenstein distanced himself comple-
tely from this methodology and conception of positivism in his later
work, his views from Tractatus seem to have prevailed in academic life:
the dominant philosophical current has become naturalism in its various
variants.

Slightly different and critical towards naturalism in philosophy was
Hilary Putnam. In his essay “Why Reason Can’t Be Naturalized?” he
gave a few arguments against attempts to naturalize the notion of reason
and other important notions of the theory of knowledge. Putnam criticizes
proponents of evolutionary epistemology by arguing that their definition
of reason as a valuable capacity for survival [Putnam, 1982, p. 4] is
flawed. Further, he also finds problems, such as the problem of the justifi-

1 Cf. Rudolf Haller, Neopositivismus: eine historische Einfiihrung in die Philosophie

des Wiener Kreises. Darmstadt: Wissenschaftliche Buchgesellschaft, 1993, p. 70.
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cation and level of reliability, in Goldman’s reliability theory of rationa-
lity, i.e., the theory of knowledge that defines “as a rational belief to be
one which is arrived at by using a reliable method” [Putnam, 1982, p. 7].
Most of his critique however is focused on cultural relativism with re-
gards to epistemology and definitions of reason. He views this relativism
as maybe the most dangerous of all versions of naturalism and reductive
empiricism since it implies that the fundamentally philosophical ques-
tions and thoughts are not important and deep at all. Putnam prognoses
that cultural relativism can in some cases become ‘cultural imperialism’
because the criteria for assertibility is defined only as the set of cultural
norms and nothing more. He claims that we do not have: “norms which
decide philosophical questions” [Ibid., p. 13] and that it is up to us to crit-
ically examine, question, interpret, and reflect upon culturally normative
beliefs. Of course, we have to establish a harmony between the acknowl-
edgment of our immersion in life forms of various sociocultural circles
on the one side, and our universal shared nature of reasoning and judg-
ment on the other side.

In the famous essay “Unified Science and its Encyclopaedia,” writ-
ten for the journal Philosophy of Science, Vol. 4, No. 2, 1937, Neurath
resolutely opposes any form of absolutism and absolute truth claims.
Even terms verification and refutation are problematic for him because
of their absolutist flavour. Consequently, he writes: “We possess no fixed
point which may be made the fulcrum for moving the earth, and in like
manner we have no absolutely firm ground upon which to establish the
sciences. Our actual situation is as if we were on board a ship on an open
sea and were required to change various parts of the ship during the voy-
age. We cannot find an absolute immutable basis for science, and our var-
ious discussions can only determine whether scientific statements are ac-
cepted by a more or less determinate number of scientists and other men.
New ideas may be compared with those historically accepted by the sci-
ences, but not with an unalterable standard of truth” [Neurath, 1983,
p. 180-181]. With the program of encyclopedism, in which scientists and
scholars from different countries participate, Neurath hopes to “exhibit
the logical framework (Gerlist) of logical empiricism, which will be
a mainstay (Bollwerk) of scientific empiricism in general as well as of
the unity of science movement in the widest sense” [Ibid., p. 181]. Neu-
rath’s intention is to elaborate encyclopedias that “will become a living
intellectual force growing out of a living need, and not a mausoleum or
a herbarium.”

The method of determining which scientific statements, hypotheses,
and theories can rightly be called scientific, as quoted above by Neurath,
is the method of discussion among scientists. There are a couple of prob-
lems with this aspect of Neurath’s shipbuilding of science and his pro-
gram of encyclopedism. First, as he already asserts, there cannot be any
absolute, i.e., non-relativistic foundation for science and reason in this
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regard. This assertion implies the negation of the option of stepping out-
side of a certain scientific circle to investigate, question, or doubt state-
ments as is the position of Neurath’s sailors. Although it can be acknowl-
edged that it is plausible to give scientists the possibility to determine
whether some specialistic questions from their own scientific area are
to be found scientific and correct, it is quite another thing to give up
the idea of the existence of the basis of science or to surrender deep
philosophical ideas altogether to empirical and natural sciences. When we
discuss the foundation of science, it should be in the sphere of philosophy
itself which deals with the questions of reason, process and validation
of argumentation, truth, belief, justification, judgment, etc., all as pre-
requisites for scientific investigation. Scientists are already using some
philosophical concepts, and this is reflected in the constructions of vari-
ous norms and universal scientific standards even though these standards
can be formed among them. The notions of norm, value, standard, all fall
in the category of philosophy of knowledge. Whether some scientific
statements, especially the ones that claim to empirically explain some
deep philosophical questions, are determined as reasonable and true, can-
not simply be set by the agreement among scientists, as much as we ap-
preciate their achievements. To claim that whatever scientific circle ac-
cepts and determines as reasonable is in fact reasonable and correct
closes itself into a circular claim since we first must philosophically dis-
cuss what universal ideas of rationality, judgment, truth, etc. could be.

It is significant that Neurath ends one of his last publications, “Fun-
damentals of the Social Sciences” (1944), with the metaphor of a ship
and claims that this metaphor is “our fate”: “Imagine sailors who, far out
at sea, transform the shape of their clumsy vessel from a more circular to
a more fishlike one. They make use of some drifting timber, besides the
timber of the old structure, to modify the skeleton and the hull of their
vessel. But they cannot put the ship in the dock in order to start from
scratch (...) That is our fate” [Neurath, 1944, p. 47].

Since there is no way to return to the dock, the sailors are forced
to build a new ship out of the old one during storms and raging waves so
that no dangerous leakage occurs. It is our destiny to build a new ship
from the old one step by step, even if we disagree. We can no longer
guess how the process of rebuilding our ship will proceed in the future.

It is interesting that Neurath does not necessarily strive for a consen-
sus of scientific research, but claims in his essay “Universal Jargon and
Terminology” (1941) that it is much more important to cooperate with
each other even with different views, whereby the ship metaphor occurs
again: “Finally we find ourselves all together in the same ship and are co-
operating even when we think we are fighting one another” [Neurath,
1983, p. 229].

Willard Van Orman Quine has several times used Neurath’s metaphor
of a ship on the high seas with sailors who regularly repair and maintain
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it without getting to the ship's dock to vividly deny the existence of first
philosophy, i.e., firm metaphysical supports in philosophy. For Quine,
philosophy and science are in the same boat, that is, they are in a circular
relationship.

Quine first mentioned the metaphor of a ship at sea in his work
“Word and Object” (1960), where he took a quote in German from Neu-
rath’s article ,,Protokollsétze“ as the motto of the book: ,,Wie Schiffer sind
wir, die ihr Schiff auf offener See umbauen miissen, ohne es jemals
in einem Dock zerlegen und aus besten Bestandteilen neu errichten zu
konnen.“ Thereafter, he returns again and again to this favourite image
of a ship at sea, where science and philosophy come together. Neurath is
already quoted extensively in the first chapter “Language and Truth”:
“Neurath has likened science to a boat which, if we are to rebuild it, we
must rebuild plank by plank while staying afloat in it. The philosopher
and the scientist are in the same boat. If we improve our understanding
of ordinary talk of physical things, it will not be by reducing that talk to
a more familiar idiom; there is none. It will be by clarifying the connec-
tions, causal or otherwise, between ordinary talk of physical things and
various further matters which in turn we grasp with help of ordinary talk
of physical things” [Quine, 2013 (1960), p. 3]. Although Quine cited
Neurath’s article in Erkenntnis (1932-1933), he seemed to have been
aware of Neurath’s earlier formulation from Anti-Spengler (1921) as he
specifies repairing a ship by replacing plank with plank as a metaphor for
the methodology of the epistemic process. This is particularly evident
in Quine’s Festschrift “Words and Objections” (1969), edited by David-
son and Hintikka, in which Quine admits that he had always been fasci-
nated by Neurath’s step-by-step integration of experiential knowledge,
which he vividly referred to as “Plank-by-Plank Methodology” (cf. [Da-
vidson & Hintikka, 1969, p. 316]). This Neurath method conditioned his
distancing from Carnap’s dualism as well as his acceptance of the monis-
tic naturalism advocated by Neurath.

Just as Neurath used the metaphor of a ship on the high seas in a dif-
ferent context of argumentation, Quine cites it with the desire to explain
his connection between philosophy and the method of science and to em-
phasize his anti-metaphysical and anti-foundational standpoint in explain-
ing how our epistemology works: “I see philosophy and science as in the
same boat - a boat which, to refer to Neurath’s figure as I so often do, we
can rebuild only at sea while staying afloat in it. There is no external van-
tage point, no first philosophy” [Quine, 1969, p. 127]. Our scientific
legacy consists of inherited forms of naturalism, as indicated in the article
“Five Milestones of Empiricism”, according to which scientists and
philosopher of a naturalistic orientation always begin their research and
argumentation within the framework of the inherited theory of the world.
With all understanding and confidence in the existing scientific theories,
the naturalist believes that some of them are probably incorrect and
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accordingly tries to improve them: The naturalistic philosopher “tenta-
tively believes all of it, but believes also that some unidentified portions
are wrong. He tries to improve, clarify, and understand the system from
within. He is the busy sailor adrift on Neurath’s boat” [Quine, 1981, p. 72].

Metaphorically intoned assertion that philosophy and science are
in the same boat expresses on the one hand Quines conviction that philo-
sophy and science are in the precarious situation, i.e. landed on the open
sea with no chance to finding a dock, on the other hand, both are with re-
gard to some important questions, epistemologically equivalent. When
Quine claims that “all scientific findings... are... as welcome for use in
philosophy as elsewhere” [Quine, 1969, p. 127], he is referring to the im-
portance of the scientific impetus for philosophy, and in itself this might
suggest that the task of philosophy is merely to analyse and synthesise
that impetus. However, if both scientists and philosophers from the envi-
ronment of naturalism are acitve on Neurath’s ship in rebuilding it with
the intention to keep the ship afloat.

Quine recognized that philosophers and scientists are confronted
with the problem of how to systematize our sense perceptions, whereby it
should be noted that in the application of the argument there is no fixed
pivot point in the sense of Archimedes’ point. In this attempt to system-
atize, our past experiences also become the object of science. According
to Quine, this was the reason why the representatives of the Vienna Circle
chose physicalism without metaphysical foundations as their scientific
model. It was characteristic of Neurath that he rejected a Cartesian dual-
ism of mind and body and opted for monistic physicalism: “It was per-
haps appreciation of this point that led Otto Neurath, Carnap’s colleague
in Vienna, to persuade Carnap to give up his methodological phenome-
nalism in favor of physicalism. Though Carnap had represented the phe-
nomenalistic orientation of his ‘rational reconstruction’ as a pragmatic
choice without metaphysical significance, Neurath probably saw it (and
I do) as embracing a Cartesian dualism of mind and body, if not indeed
a mentalistic monism. Physicalism, on the other hand, is materialism,
bluntly monistic except for the abstract objects of mathematics” [Quine,
1995, p. 15].

Quine went one step further than Neurath by transferring his epis-
temic coherentism to semantic holism: “We are just extending the simile
of Neurath’s boat from science to include translation and interpretation”
[Quine, 2013, p. xxviii]. Quine consistently insisted on examining judge-
ments in the context of semantic holism as well as their factual com-
ponent: “The factual component must, if we are empiricists, boil down
to a range of confirmatory experiences” [Quine, 1961, p. 41], The impor-
tant point here is that for Quine, knowledge of the meaning of words is
a prerequisite for understanding a concrete perceptual sentence, which he
calls semantic holism. For example, if we want to explain why someone
sweated profusely during a lecture at an international conference, which
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was noticed by everyone present in the hall, we can cite a whole range
of circumstances as reasons, such as the fact that it was the first lecture
for a young scientific newcomer in English, which is a foreign language
to him, that he was probably very nervous in front of the auditorium, that
he did not have time to prepare himself sufficiently, that it was very stuffy
in the hall because the lecture was just before the break. Although the sen-
sory receptors of all symposium participants were stimulated in the same
way, it is not impossible that we may get different interpretations and ex-
planations of why the lecturer sweated profusely during the lecture and
discussion. It is commendable that Quine also leaves some room for in-
terpretation in his naturalized epistemology, but it is problematic that he
completely ignores the indispensable role of the judging subject, rich
in collected experience, especially when it comes to more complex phe-
nomena of the interpretandum. Quine claims that “all scientific find-
ings... are... as welcome for use in philosophy as elsewhere” [1969,
p. 127] and sees one of the most important tasks of philosophy in inter-
preting and synthesizing this scientific input.

We could criticize Neurath and Quine for not taking into account
the practical knowledge and experience of seafarers when explaining
the phenomenon of the cognitive experience of seafaring as declared em-
piricists, because their explanation of how science works using the me-
taphor of a ship with seafarers on the high seas who do not have the op-
portunity to anchor in a harbor seems pointless. Idle talk from the position
of armchair philosophy about the maintenance of a ship on the high seas
is a notorious example of bad metaphysical gibberish, especially consid-
ering that it comes from philosophers who are avowed empiricists and
anti-metaphysicians. In any case, using a utopian metaphor to explain
the real connection between philosophy and science in the form of em-
piricism is counterproductive and ineffective. Every sailor knows that
a ship can only be serviced and repaired in a dock. Seafaring as a way
of life, all the turbulence associated with this way of life, obviously re-
mained unknown to Neurath, who spent most of his life in a continental,
mountainous country, so it is fair to say that he used a very unusual
metaphor not grounded in the practice of life, which, to make the para-
dox even greater, is meant to represent a naturalistic-empiricist concept
of knowledge.

Had Neurath and Quine been at least somewhat familiar with the most
famous shipwrecks in maritime history, they would not have been so
naive about the quasi-coherent epistemological methodology of substitut-
ing plank by plank, which is certainly a clumsy example in philosophical
jargon. Especially from representatives of philosophical naturalism, and
proponents of the naturalized epistemology one should expect a little
more sense for reality and the situation in the concrete living world, which
is unfortunately not the case with the metaphor of the ship on the high seas
which is to be serviced without arriving at the dock. Neurath and Quine
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have used the metaphor of a ship without caring if the metaphor is appli-
cable or not.

Quine is an abstract empiricist who is aware of the fact that in natu-
ralized epistemology we rely on the totality of our knowledge, starting
with geography, biology, medicine, chemistry and even mathematics and
nuclear physics. This acquired and inherited knowledge is seen metaphor-
ically by Quine as “a man-made fabric which impinges on experience
only along the edges” [Quine, 1963, p. 42-43]. If in the epistemic ap-
proach of understanding and explaining reality it does not presuppose
a metaphysical standpoint, in the sense of the Archimedean fixed point,
I would like to emphasize against Quine that our experiential reference
does not merely refer to a web of beliefs in which our cognizing is em-
bedded, but also to network of justified judgments. This network be-
comes with time a constitutive part of our academic and scientific life-
world. This is especially the case for sciences that are involved in our
lives, such as medicine, economics, and technical sciences.

Our interconnectedness in our tradition of knowledge and science is
made plausible by Quine since the publication of the essay “Mental Enti-
ties” (1953) with the help of Neurath’s metaphor: “As scientists we ac-
cept provisionally our heritage from the dim past, with intermediate re-
visions by our more recent forehears; and then we continue to warp
and revise. As Neurath has said, we are in the position of a mariner who
must rebuild his ship plank by plank while continuing to stay afloat on
the open sea.”

If we start from Quine’s assertion that our statements about the exter-
nal world must be brought before “the tribunal of sense experience”, “not
individually, but only as a corporate body” [Quine, 1961, p. 41], then it
is clear that Quine’s comparison of philosophy and science to the ship
on the open sea being repaired and rebuilt by industrious sailors is an ex-
ample of comfortable armchair philosophizing that is incompatible with
reality, experience and the practical world of life. Quine’s use of the me-
taphor of ship on the open sea has primarily a message for epistemolo-
gists: “[My] position is a naturalistic one; I see philosophy not as an a pri-
ori propaedeutic or groundwork for science, but as continuous with
science. I see philosophy and science in the same boat — a boat which,
to revert to Neurath’s figure as I so often do, we can rebuild only at sea
while saying float in it. There is no external vantage point, no first philo-
sophy” [Quine, 1969, p. 126-127]. As H. Putnam explains, there have
been some problems with Quine’s positivistic and naturalistic view of phi-
losophy and philosophy of knowledge more specifically: “positivism pro-
duced a conception of rationality so narrow as to exclude the very activ-
ity of producing that conception” [Putnam, 1982, p. 18] Philosophical
thoughts and many strings of argumentation about reason, knowledge,
and judgment cannot simply be put aside since they are necessarily in-
volved in the explanation of the concept of rationality. Positivism cannot
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offer a satisfying conception of rationality because it rejects the path
of discovering, analyzing, and defining the faculty of reason. The posi-
tivistic conception of rationality is only viewed in the pragmatic sense,
it is reduced to the usefulness in predicting empirical observations and it
strives to explain itself in the same manner - empirically.

Although Quine wrote in the conclusion of the essay “Two Dogmas
of Empiricism” that he advocates a “more thorough pragmatism” [Quine,
1963, p. 46] because he rejects such a boundary between analytical and
synthetic statements, his pragmatism remains merely nominal. Quine not
only rejected the metaphysical foundation of epistemology, but also repu-
diated the dogma of reductionism, namely the belief that any meaningful
statement is equivalent to a logical construct of concepts that relate to im-
mediate experience. Instead, he advocates a different implication “effect
is a shift toward pragmatism” [Quine, 1980, p. 20]. Such steps towards
pragmatism are always welcome if they are not taken too far that even
philosophy as a critical judgement of the interpretandum is threatened or
even abolished as superfluous, as was the case with Neurath. The exam-
ple of the metaphor of the ship with sailors on the open sea brings
to mind again and again the objections that Faraday already made as to
why in the philosophy of science, from the perspective of armchair phi-
losophy, one arrives at such results and thought structures that are com-
pletely irrelevant to the practice of scientists and their scientific research.

Quine will certainly always be appreciated as an empirically oriented
philosopher, which confirms van Fraassen’s positive judgement of his
naturalized empiricism: “To be quite candid, I share Quine’s insistence
that factual, descriptive theories should be allocated to the empirical sci-
ences. Philosophers fall wrongly into the temptations of armchair science
when they do not” [Fraassen, 2002, p. 240]. The question remains how
much philosophy itself has gained or lost through such a view, i.e., phi-
losophy of science as a discipline concerned with scientific theories and
scientific practice. In an interview for the journal Distinctio, van Fraassen
confirmed to me that the “eye of experience” (té€s empeiras omma Aristo-
tle) of the judging subject is crucial for constructive empiricism: “Taking
it up again in The Empirical Stance, 1 tried to show how there were clues
there for a non-foundationalist epistemology. But what you ask here
about hermeneutics and contextuality of meaning is now more important.
Without using the word ‘hermeneutics’ I find that we are engaged in this
form of creative interpretation at many points in philosophical discus-
sions of science. Even more so today, now that scientific practice, as op-
posed to theorizing, is taking much of the limelight” [Distinctio, 1-1-
2022, p. 15].

Neurath’s boat is a continuation of the metaphor of being on the sea
in the ship from Plato to Plutarch and suggests a situation of philosophi-
cal recherche and research. Unlike Neurath and Quine, such metaphorical
narratives have a relation to reality. Charles S. Peirce uses Plato’s ship
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metaphor as a constitution of the text in an unknown territory: “A book
might be written to signalize all the most important of these guiding prin-
ciples of reasoning... Let a man venture into an unfamiliar field, or where
his results are not continually checked by experience, and... he is like
a ship on the open sea, with no one on board who understands the rules
of navigation. And in such a case some general study of the guiding prin-
ciples of reasoning would be sure to be found useful” [Peirce, 1877
(1970), p. 65].

It is significant that the eminent representative of the Erlangen
School, Paul Lorenzen, used a similar metaphor of a ship at sea in his cri-
tique of scientism and logical empiricism, without mentioning Neurath,
Quine and Peirce, to illustrate our interconnectedness in the scientific and
semantic tradition. He compared the gradual shaping of the language
of professionalism to the building of a ship at sea: “If we look at natural
language as a ship at sea, we can represent our situation as follows:
if there is no land we can reach, someone had to build the ship on
the open sea, not us, but our ancestors. They knew how to swim, and they
first built a raft from the wood they had and then improved it further, so
that today it has become a comfortable boat, and we no longer have the
courage to jump into the water and start again. To understand the method
of our thinking, we have to put ourselves in a situation without a boat,
that is, without language, and reconstruct the actions with which we -
swimming in the sea of life - could have built a raft or a ship” [Lorenzen,
1968, p. 28-29].

Similar to Neurath and Quine, Lorenzen warns against the lack of
metaphysical anchoring of heuristic science research, but unlike them, he
does not remain strictly within the empiricist epistemological framework,
but seeks a bridge between science to practice and the lifeworld, as prac-
ticed in the hermeneutic and phenomenological tradition of the 20™ cen-
tury. In doing so, he draws on “Ditlhey, Husserl, Misch, and Heidegger,
who have clearly shown what it means that thinking and life must start
from the practical life situation. All opinion is an exaltation of what is
done in practical life. The philosopher will no longer go astray - as
in modern times with Descartes and Locke - if it was thought that con-
sciousness comes to knowledge of the world only through sensations, vi-
sions and rational thought. On the contrary, the world is already given to
the philosopher as something existing or already present. Philosophy
gained a new immediacy” [Lorenzen, 1968, p. 26]. It is interesting that
Lorenzen, as a prominent philosopher of mathematics, showed great in-
terest in the phenomenon of the lifeworld and life-practice and saw in it
an essential contribution from which science and philosophy of science
could gain positive experience.

T. Williamson also uses in his book Philosophy of Philosophy
the metaphor of being on a ship to describe the process of philosophizing,
but he is much more careful than Quine or Neurath: “Our beliefs are what

89



@ JURE ZOVKO, IVANA RENIC

we start from, the boat we find ourselves in. Even if we can progressively
replace them, we cannot distance ourselves from all of them at once, for
we have nowhere else to stand” [Williamson, 2007, p. 242].

Finally, we ask Huw Price whether it makes sense to perform such
distancing from traditional epistemology and metaphysics and to offer
a narrow way of reasoning: “Quine himself has sunk the metaphysicians’
traditional boat, and left all of us, scientists and ontologists, clinging to
Neurath’s Raft” [Price, 2011, p. 286].

Obviously, traditional epistemology should have been given more re-
spect and understanding than Neurath and Quine did. One of the most in-
fluential epistemologists of the 20™ century, Roderick Chisholm, became
famous for saying that the most important epistemological questions had
already been largely settled in ancient philosophy: “Most of the problems
and issues constituting the ‘theory of knowledge’ were discussed in detail
by Plato and Aristotle and by the Greek skeptics. There is some justifica-
tion, I am afraid, for saying that the subject has made very little progress
in the past two thousand years” [Chisholm, 1982, p. 109]. Reducing
the epistemological model to Neurath’s boat of naturalism is not the ap-
propriate solution for the philosophy of knowledge and understanding.

The philosophical position of linking philosophy with science is
the continuation of the tradition from Kant to representatives of the Vi-
enna Circle. Quine sees philosophy as being in continuity with science,
but he rejects the traditional, a priori methodology of philosophy and sci-
ence and claims that both must face the “tribunal of experience”. He can
legitimately be called ‘eliminationist’ since he attempted to eliminate tra-
ditional epistemic concepts, such as justification, with new empirical no-
tions like ‘evidence’ [Putnam, 1982, p. 19]. The metaphor of judgment
in philosophy was also a favorite theme of Immanuel Kant, who wanted
the study of nature to follow the example of the aged and knowledgeable
judge (eines bestalten Richters) [Kant, 1878, BXIII; AA3, 10]. We miss
in the naturalized epistemology of Quine and Neurath the reflective judg-
ment of the cognizing subject, the judging expert who makes judgments
(cf. [Zovko, 2018]).

Not only does Quine neglect the role of judging subject as something
extremely important in acquiring scientific knowledge, but he also looks
at synthesizing and systematizing knowledge as processes completely
disconnected from philosophy. It is however dubious whether questions
of explications of these rational processes could be answered by sciences
such as neurobiology, psychology, physics, etc., or are poorly reduced.

Through the historical development of sciences, there was always an
implicit pursuit to systematize empirical manifold, varieties of scientific
discoveries, examples, and results of experiments into a coherent unity.
Even anomalies themselves are defined in opposition to scientific stan-
dardized norms and following expectations. This scientific aim towards
systematization is a phenomenon that Kant treats as essential to human
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reasoning at several places in his first and third Critique (KrV, A642/
B670 - A704/B732; KU 20:203, 205, 209, 214, 219). This leading
thought in scientific synthesis, systematic accumulation, organization of
knowledge, and formation of each scientific theory is for Kant one of
the principles of reason, the so-called regulative ideal of systematicity.
The ‘law of reason’ to seek unity in the manner of systematization is
“necessary, since without it we would have no reason and without that, no
coherent use of the understanding, and, lacking that, no sufficient mark
of empirical truth” (KrV A651/B679). It is very important to highlight
that this rational drive or tendency to place every newly discovered indi-
vidual natural entity (from molecule to complex organism) into some al-
ready known domain is the interest of reason itself. Hence, it is of scien-
tific interest too. Still today natural sciences use and apply principles
of homogeneity, specification, and continuity, all acknowledged by Kant
to be indispensable principles of reason, but not merely as methodologi-
cal devices (KrV A6S8/B686, A661/B689). Systematization serves not
simply as economically appropriate or practical regarding the organi-
zation of theories into higher systems of theories, but it is a crucial hu-
man endeavor of understanding empirical surroundings in everyday life.
The border of scientific and everyday reasoning, argumentation, and judg-
ing is not as harsh as it may seem. Both are in serious need of philosophy
to elucidate these concepts. It should, however, be noted that the idea
of unity and the possibility of systematization for Kant is not a constitu-
tive principle, but only regulative which means it serves “as a ground for
the harmonious use of reason” (KrV A694/B722). Systematic conceptual-
ization of nature is not merely a part of our conceptual scheme in the form
of logical principles and it is not constructed regardless of the objects
in nature. Nature itself has to be amenable to this ideal of systematization,
claims Kant. Since “experience never gives an example of perfect sys-
tematic unity” (KrV A681/B709), the idea of systematization, among oth-
ers, is nevertheless a precondition for understanding nature, it gives us
“a clue to guide us in the study of natural things” (KU 379). Kant’s argu-
mentation for the importance of the idea of unity and systematicity in em-
pirical investigations as the regulative ideal of reason is something that
Quine would all together negate or devalue and hence deprive philoso-
phers of staying on the same ship as natural scientists and empiricists.
Nevertheless, natural and social sciences still nowadays apply principles
of unification, and systematization and have in front of them a regulative
ideal that guides them toward a better understanding of the world.

It is abundantly clear that Quine rejected Kant’s transcendental sub-
ject as a principle of cognition and regulative ideal of systematicity in
the science of nature because he did not allow for a metaphysical founda-
tion in his naturalized epistemology. At least, his statements regarding hu-
man consciousness are more cautious. “I have been accused of denying
consciousness, but I am not conscious of having done so. Consciousness
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is to me a mystery and not one to be dismissed. We know what it is like to
be conscious, but not how to put it into satisfactory scientific terms.
Whatever it precisely may be, consciousness is a state of the body, a state
of nerves” [Quine, 1987, p. 132-133; cf. Zovko, 2021].
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REDEFINING THE STATUS OF PHILOSOPHICAL
STATEMENTS: SOME INSIGHTS FROM A DEBATE
ON META-LANGUAGE WITHIN THE VIENNA CIRCLE
IN THE EARLY 1930’S

Dewi Trebaul - PhD In his foreword to the Philosophical papers by Hans Hahn, Karl
in Philosophy, German teacher.  Menger mentions a controversy about the possibility or impossi-
University of Bordeaux bility to speak about language within the Vienna Circle in the early
Montaigne. 1930’s. He then adds: “Waismann proclaimed that one could not
Domaine Universitaire, speak about language. Hahn took strong exception to this view.
19 esplanade des Antilles, Why should one not - if perhaps in a higher-level language -
33607 Pessac, France. speak about language? To which Waismann replied essentially
Member of the research team that this would not fit into the texture of Wittgenstein's latest
Plurielles/Ciramec; ideas.”! Thanks to the publication of the protocols of the Vienna
e-mail: dtrebaul@gmail.com Circle by Friedrich Stadler in his book The Vienna Circle - Studies

in the origins, development and influence of logical empiricism,
we have access to some discussions within the circle in the years
1930 and 1931, that allow us a partial reconstruction of the con-
troversy. In these minutes we attend a very lively discussion
on the topic of ‘talking about language’. We would like to make
more explicit the tenets of this controversy, starting from the dis-
cussions within the circle. We will then focus on the evolution
of the positions of different members of the Circle, that reflect
different attitudes towards this problem, that are expounded
in articles published until 1936. Although its members strived
to stay the closest, they could to the landmarks laid down by
the Tractatus logico-philosophicus, some of its members broke
with them in many respects. The need to admit the possibility
of talking theoretically about language became more pressing
as the works of Tarski and Godel began to exert an influence
on the researches of its members. Two options emerged: talking
about a language in another language (Hahn) or in the same lan-
guage (Carnap). Hahn's positions, despite their originality, stand
close to those of Carnap, who presents in 1931 his meta-logical
project. Disagreements with Waismann occured frequently. Neu-
rath remained skeptical about such a development that could,
according to him, lead back to metaphysical considerations.
The protocols by Rosa Rand give us precious insights on the
premises of this debate, symptomatic of the diversity of the posi-
tions and of the fruitfulness of the exchanges within the Vienna
Circle at that time. However, this debate takes place in a broader
setting, namely the discussion of the status of philosophical state-
ments once the rejection of metaphysics is accomplished. The an-
swers provided reflect strong dissenting currents within the circle.
For Neurath, to conceive of philosophy as providing elucidations is
mistaken. Science shall take the form of an encyclopedia, that con-
tains heterogeneous discourses - exact formulated sentences, as
well as pieces of ordinary language - and is taken in a dynamic
process. No discourse outside science can be accepted. For Schlick

1 Karl Menger, Introduction to Empiricism, Logic and Mathematics — Philosophical pa-

pers by Hans Hahn.
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and Waismann, there is still room for philosophy as providing
elucidations about language. For Carnap, the aim is to attain a
logically suitable language for science; discussions in a natural
language have only a provisional role, in order to attain an ade-
quate language, in which the logic of science can be formulated.

Keywords: metalogic, elucidation, Vienna Circle, Wittgenstein, Carnap

I-IEPEOFIPE,,D,EI'IHH CTATYC ®NNOCOPCKUX
BbICKA3bIBAHUIA: HEKOTOPLIE BbIBO/bI

N3 ANCKYCCUN O METAASBIKE

BHYTPU BEHCKOI'O KPY)XXKA B HAYATE 1930-X I'T.

Oeeu Tpe6onb - JoKTOp
dunocodpumn, npenogaeatessb.
YHusepcuteT bopao MoHTEHb.
Domaine Universitaire,

19 esplanade des Antilles,
33607 Pessac, ®paHums;
e-mail: dtrebaul@gmail.com

B npeaucnosum k «®unocopcknm ctatbsiM» laHca XaHa Kapn
MeHrep ynoMmHaeT cnop 0 BO3MOXHOCTU UIN HEBO3MOXXHOCTU
roBOpUTb O A3blKe BHYTPW BeHckoro Kpyxka B Havane 1930-x rr.
3aTeM OH fo6aBnsieT: «BailcMaHH 3asBWJ, YTO HENb3sl FOBOPUTb
0 A3blKe. XaH KaTeropuyeckun Bo3parkas NPOTMB 3TOWM TOYKMU 3pe-
Hus. MoyeMy Henb3s - XOTs 6bl Ha sA3blke 6onee BbICOKOro YpoB-
HS - TOBOPUTBL O A3blke? Ha 4To BelicMaHH Mo CyLiecTBy OTBETU,
YTO 3TO He BMWCLIBAETCA B CTPYKTYpy HOBEUWWX uAaen Butre-
wrerHa». bnarogaps nybankaumMm npoTokonoB BEHCKOro Kpy»ka
®puapuxom LLitagnepom B ero kHure «BeHckuin Kpyxok - Uc-
CNnefoBaHUA UCTOKOB, PasBUTUA WU BAMSHUSA JIOTMYECKOTO 3MMU-
pu3sMa», Mbl UMeeM [OCTYN K HEKOTOPbIM AUCKYCCUMAM BHYTPU
Kpy>XKa B 1930 n 1931 rr., KOTOpbI€ MO3BOAAIOT HaM YaCTUYHO pe-
KOHCTPYMpPOBaTb NoNeMUKy. Ceryac Mbl BCTYNaeM B OYEHb OXMB-
NIEHHYI0 JMCKYCCUIO Ha TEMY «PasroBOPOB O A3blKe». Mbl xoTenn
6bl 6onee YeTKo 0603HAYUTL OCHOBHbIE MONIOXKEHMS 3TOI none-
MUKW, HauMHas C AUCKYCCUMA BHYTPU KpyXXKa. [lanee Mbl ocTa-
HOBMMCSl Ha 3BOJIIOLMM MO3ULMIA Pa3HbIX YIEHOB KPYXKa, oTpa-
YKAOLWMX Pa3IMYHOE OTHOLLEHME K 3TOM NpobiemMe, N3NOXKEHHDBIX
B CTATbsX, ONY6/AMKOBaHHbIX A0 1936 . XOTs €ro YaeHbl CTpeMn-
JIUCb OCTaBaTbCS KaK MOXHO G/IMKe K OpUEeHTUPaM, YCTaHOBJIEH-
HbIM «JlorMKo-punIocoGCKUM TPaKTaTOM», HEKOTOPbIE U3 €ro Ye-
HOB Pa3oLLANCL C HUMW BO MHOTUX OTHOLLEHMsX. HeobxoammocTb
Npu3HaTb BO3MOXHOCTb TEOPETUYECKM FOBOPUTL O A3blKe CTana
6osiee HacyLHOM, NOCKONAbKY paboTbl Tapckoro u [éaens Havanm
OKa3bIBaTb BAMAHME HA UCCIEA0BaHUSA €ro YieHoB. Bo3Huk10 aBa
BapuaHTa: roBOPUTb O A3bIKE Ha APYrom s3blke (XaH) mau xe
Ha TOM e s3blke (KapHan). Mo3unumm XaHa, HeCMOTpsl Ha UX Opu-
rMHaNbHOCTb, 6/M3KM K Mo3uuusaM KapHana, npeactaBuBLUENO
B 1931 r. CBOM MeTanornyeckuin npoekt. PasHornacus ¢ Baiicma-
HOM BO3HWMKa/NM 4acTo. HerpaT no-npexHeMy CKenTUYEeCKU OT-
HOCUJICS K TAaKOMY Pa3BUTUIO COBBITUIA, KOTOPOE, MO €r0 MHEHMUIO,
MOII0 MPUBECTU Hasag, K MeTadU3nYeCKUM COOBpaXKeHUAM.
MpoTokonbl Po3bl PaHA AalOT HaM LieHHY MHPOopMaLMIo O Npea-
NocblIKax 3TUX fe6aToB, KOTOpas CBUAETENLCTBYET O pa3HOO6pa-
3MM NO3MUMIA U NAOAOTBOPHOCTM OOGMEHOB BHYTpU BeHckoro
Kpy>Ka B To BpeMs. OfHaKo 3Tn aebatbl BaxkHbl U B bonee wm-
POKOM KOHTEKCTE, a UMEHHO B CBA3M C 0b6CyXaeHueM cTaTtyca
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dnnocodCcKmx yTBEPXKAEHUIN NoCae 3aBepLUeHMst OTKasa oT MeTa-
du3mnKu. MpeacTaBaeHHblE OTBETbI OTPAXKAIOT CUJIbHbIE pa3HOrIa-
cusl BHYTPU Kpy»KKa. Mo MHeHuto HelpaTa, paccMaTtpuBaTb duio-
COOMI0 KaK UCTOYHMK PasbsiCHEHMI OWMBOYHO. HayKa Ao/KHa
NPUHATL GOPMY SHUMKIOMNEANM, COAEPIKALLYHO PAa3HOPOAHblE AMC-
KYpCbl — TO4YHO CHOPMYNPOBAHHbIE NPESJIOKEHUS, a TaKXKe 3/e-
MeHTbl 06bIAEHHOrO S3blKa - U paccMaTpPMBAEMYIO B AMHaMu4ye-
CKOM npougecce. HMKAKOM OMCKYPC BHE HayKM He MOXET 6biTb
npuHAT. Mo MHeHuto LLnnka u BaiicmMaHa, BCe elle ocTaeTcs mMe-
cT0 gns dunocodumn Kak cpencrea obbscHEHUs s3bika. o MHe-
HUt0 KapHana, uefb COCTOUT B TOM, YTOGbl CO34aTb JIOrMYECKU
NOAXOASALMIA A3bIK HAYKU; ANCKYCCUM HA ECTECTBEHHOM 53bIKE Ur-
paloT NINLLb BPEMEHHYIO POJib 4151 AOCTUXKEHMUS aflEKBATHOIO A3bl-
Ka, Ha KOTOPOM MOXKET 6bITb CHOPMYIMPOBaHA JIOTUKA HAYKMU.

KntoyeBbie cloBa: MeTanormka, pasbscHeHue, BeHCKUIA KpyXXOK, BuUT-
reHwTelnH, KapHan

1. This article should be read as an attempt to put light on inner debates
in the Vienna Circle in the early 1930’s. Central in this period are Wais-
mann’s Thesen and Carnap’s preparatory works for the Logical syntax
of language, that are discussed extensively within the Circle. Our lens
will be the alleged disagreements concerning the new direction taken
at that time by logic, what could be called the “meta-logical turn”. This
shift of methods and purpose within logic was initiated by Hilbert, Tarski
and Godel. It exerted a strong influence on the Vienna Circle, especially
on Carnap, who held in June 1931 his first exposition on meta-logic
within the circle. In the previous year, the Thesen by Waismann, that
present a renewed version of wittgensteinian thesis from the Tractatus
logico-philosophicus are discussed thoroughly during many meetings.
They are the upshot of discussions that began in 1929 between Wittgen-
stein, Schlick and Waismann. From 1929 until 1932, Wittgenstein met
regularly Schlick and Waismann; Wittgenstein’s “new ideas” had a strong
though only indirect influence on the discussions within the circle: Wais-
mann’s theses, that represent an attempt to adapt some central stances
of the Tractatus to Wittgenstein’s new insights, were discussed inten-
sively in 1931.

The dynamic of the Vienna Circle at the various stages of its evo-
lution implied controversies that took place in informal discussions or
in published articles: a paramount example of it is the protocol sentences
debate between Carnap, Schlick and Neurath. We will therefore try to put
forward the controversy about the possibility of talking theoretically
about language in the broader context of the different debates animat-
ing the Circle in the early 1930’s. What are these debates? Prominently
the search for an elementary basis for a constructional system of science,
the protocol sentence debate and the question of the justification of syn-
tax. The question of the legitimacy of a metalanguage is connected with
this later debate and embedded in a broader discussion on the relationship
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between the “given” and the syntax: has the “given” already a structure or
is it ascribed to it by the syntax?

The minutes taken by Rosa Rand and edited by Friedrich Stadler
give us precious insights in the inner discussions and the debate practice
within the circle, from the end of 1930 to the summer of 1931.

The thesis that there is only one language has, according to the uni-
versalist conception, for a consequence that one cannot talk about lan-
guage taken as a whole. It is however important to keep in mind that this
thesis is seldom argued for in isolation. In the protocols at our disposal,
we see this topic intertwining with others, that can be mentioned through
the following questions: Can a syntax be justified or is it arbitrary? Has
the “given” a definite structure? What form shall the elementary sen-
tences take? Because of this intertwining, we will not seek to study the
debate on the possibility of meta-logic and meta-languages in isolation,
but will rather follow its ramifications and conceptual presuppositions
in other debated questions contemporary to it.

Among the diverse controversies in which the members of the Vi-
enna Circle engaged, the debate on the possibility of speaking theoreti-
cally about language occupies a particular place. Its roots lie in the de-
tailed discussion of the Tractatus logico-philosophicus that the Circle
undertook in 1926-1927. The publication of The logical structure of
the world by Carnap in 1928 made the possibility of different language
levels more acute, as it distinguished between the constructional level and
the psychological level. There was no unified reception of this work by
the Viennese, despite or thanks to the detailed collective reading they un-
dertook. This diversity of reception has to do with the diversity of projects.
However, a common vocabulary was shared and general positions were
accepted, like the rejection of metaphysics and the search for a unified
science. As Carnap puts it in his intellectual autobiography:“there was
a common basic attitude and the common aim of developing a sound and
exact method in philosophy” [Schilpp, 1963, p. 1].

Our intention here is not to assess the correctness of the interpretation
of Wittgenstein’s positions by the members of the Circle, but to ob-
serve how these positions, as they were understood, played a dynamic role
in the inner discussions. We fortunately have at our disposal for the end
of the year 1930 and the half of the year 1931 the protocols of the infor-
mal discussions held in the Circle, through the minutes made by Rosa
Rand. That is one important reason for which we chose to focus on that
year. Our main source is thus the protocols held by Rosa Rand of the dis-
cussions in the Schlick-Circle, from the fourth of December 1930 until
the second of July 1931. They were published by Stadler in his book
Der Wiener Kreis - Ursprung, Entwicklung und Wirkung des Logischen
Empirismus im Kontext. This document has a peculiar character: it tran-
scribes discussions that took place during meetings of the Schlick-circle.
If most of the protocols are a faithful rendering, some of them manifest

97



@ DEWI TREBAUL

the character of reformulations by Rosa Rand of remarks made by differ-
ent members. The book Wittgenstein und der Wiener Kreis, edited by
McGuiness in 1967, gives us also precious insights on the development
of Wittgenstein’s thoughts between December of 1929 and July 1932, that
had an indirect influence on the discussions in the Circle. It contains
the Thesen by Friedrich Waismann, that were presented and discussed
in the circle at that period [Wittgenstein, 1967, Anhang B, p. 233-261].

Let us begin by circumscribing more precisely our topic and present
the context. We choose to focus our attention on the year 1931. What are
our reasons? It is in many respects a crucial year in the development
of the Vienna Circle: many important articles will be published in this
year, Causality in contemporary physics by Schlick, Logical positivism
by Blumberg and Feigl, The elimination of metaphysics through logical
analysis of langage by Carnap, Physicalism by Neurath. Other equally
important articles are in preparation and will be published the next year,
like Physics as a universal science by Carnap or Sociology in physicalism
by Neurath. Parallel to the weekly meetings of the Circle, Schlick and
Waismann continue to meet regularly Wittgenstein and spread his new
ideas within the Circle. The audience of the Circle is also increasing:
in september 1930 takes place in Konigsberg the second conference for
Erkenntnislehre der exakten Wissenschaften, organised by Kurt Reide-
meister, that previously teached in Vienna. Carnap presents the logicist
view on the foundations of mathematics, while Waismann presents Witt-
genstein’s standpoint. Godel expounds on this occasion his results on in-
completeness for the first time. In 1931 Carnap has what he calls his “vi-
sion” of “the whole theory of language structure” [Schilpp, 1963, p. 54].
In the fall of 1931, he will leave for Prague and in the following years de-
velop his meta-logical investigations, leading to the publication of Logi-
cal syntax of language in 1934.

We have also to mention the growing influence of the works by
Hilbert and of the polish school of logic. At that time, the influence
of Tarski and Lukasiewicz on Carnap is great. In February 1930, Tarski
held a talk in Vienna on the meta-mathematics of the propositional calcu-
lus, on the invitation of Menger. In November 1930, Carnap addressed
three talks in Warsaw. Recalling the meetings with Tarski and the follow-
ing influence he exerted on his thought, Carnap writes: “Tarski held in our
circle a talk about the metamathematics of the propositional calculus.
In the following discussion arose the question to know if metamathemat-
ics is of value for philosophy too. In my discussions with Tarski i had
come to the opinion that the formal theory of language has a big impor-
tance for the clarification of our philosophical problems. Schlick and
others were on that point rather skeptical” [Ibid., p. 30]. A clear line
of separation appears between Schlick and Carnap in the reception
of Tarski’s work. It is also present in the systematic summaries made by
Rosa Rand of the philosophical positions of each member of the Circle.
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2. In the introduction to the Philosophical papers of Hans Hahn, Karl
Menger remarks that the Tractatus had made clear to Hahn the role
of logic, i.e. to prescribe under what conditions we can say the same thing
in various ways. He then evokes a controversy in the following terms:
“In the early 1930’s, after Carnap had gone to Prague, a controversy
about a related topic arose when Waismann proclaimed that one could not
speak about language. Hahn took strong exception to this view. Why
should one not - if perhaps in a higher-level language — speak about lan-
guage? To which Waismann replied essentially that this would not fit
into the texture of Wittgenstein’s latest ideas” [Hahn, 1980, Introduction,
p. xii]. This quote appeals a first remark: a rational argument from Hahn,
is put in opposition to argument of authority - Waismann’s appeal to
Wittgenstein’s new ideas! The allegation of Wittgenstein’s authority,
in Menger’s quotation, if it corresponds to Waismann’s attitude, may sur-
prise, because at that time Wittgenstein wasn’t an uncontested authority
for all members of the Circle anymore. We surmise that it is a slightly
simplifying account of how Waismann brought in his arguments in the
discussions.

Let us add factual and textual evidence to Menger’s testimony: Car-
nap left Vienna for Prague in the fall of 1931, where he had obtained
a chair for natural science. Waismann and Schlick held regular meetings
with Wittgenstein at that time. In the minutes of 1930 and 1931, a promi-
nent place is taken by the discussion of the Thesen by Waismann (from
the 7" of May to the 3" of June) and by Carnap’s presentation of his me-
talogical project (from the 11™ of June to the 2™ of July). The controversy
evoked by Menger arose later, after the fall of 1931 and Carnap’s leaving
for Prague. Mengers wording of the controversy is at best simplifying.
The proclaimed impossibility to talk about language defended by Wais-
mann implies different questions: the conception of language as a whole,
the clarification of the status of philosophical statements and the possi-
bility of meta-logical concepts. Despite the fact that Menger attributes
to Hahn a definite position, we find, when we resort to the minutes by
Rosa Rand, that Hahn’s position on this topic in 1931 is not univocal.
We read in a minute from the 26™ of February, 1931: “Hahn thinks it
an open question, whether there might be a language about language”
[Stadler, 2015, p. 86].

The distinction between saying and showing is crucial for the con-
ception of symbolism at work in the Tractatus. The search for a perfect
notation has to deal with concepts such as “object”, “concept”, “number”,
only in a preparatory phase. Once the language is constructed, properties
of signs display what the signs are about, preventing at the same time
these properties to be made explicit by using the predicates “object”,
“concept”, “number”, or dispensing us to express them through explicit
statements. When such attempts to produce explicit statements are made,
senseless sentences occur: “2 is a number” “Achilles turtle is an object”.
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According to Wittgenstein, the only correct way to designate an object is
to use a variable name: “Wherever the word ‘object’ is correctly used,
it is expressed in conceptual notation by a variable name” [Wittgenstein,
2018, 4.1272]. Predicating “object” to a name is a wrong way to proceed.
Such concepts will be qualified as formal concepts; they cannot occur
in true-or-false sentences.

Meta-logic seems at first sight to attempt to say what can only be
shown. It uses notions such as proposition, concept, property, that Witt-
genstein, in the Tractatus, declares to be formal concepts [Ibid., 4.126-
4.1273]. Meta-logic claims to be able to formulate genuine sentences,
that can be part of a theory. Can the adoption of levels of language over-
come the impossibility of saying what is shown? A higher-level language
would say what the lower language would show. However, the theory
of types, that introduces a hierarchy of languages, has been utterly re-
jected by Wittgenstein. All that he retains from Russell’s theory is the
idea that a sentence cannot contain itself or be about itself.

In this perspective, to “talk about language” would amount to formu-
late in propositions what can only be shown by propositions. And, for
a given language or symbolism, this distinction appears as an absolute
one. From a wittgensteinian, and then waismannian point of view, if one
undertakes to build different language levels, the risk is to commit to
propositions what belongs to the function of showing.

Concerning this point, the testimony of Carnap is illuminating. He re-
flected on it in his Intellectual biography, and presents a divergence
he noticed between his view and the view propounded in the Tractatus:
“We read in Wittgenstein’s book that certain things show themselves but
cannot be said; for example the logical structure of sentences and the re-
lation between the language and the world. In opposition to this view,
first tentatively, then more and more clearly, our conception developed
that it is possible to talk meaningfully about language and about the rela-
tion between a sentence and the fact described” [Schilpp, 1963, p. 29]. In-
teresting her is the “we” used by Carnap, that suggests a common posi-
tion of the Circle, that was by far not realized. In the protocols of 1931,
we can observe the first phase of emancipation, where some Viennese try
to develop a meaningful talk about language.

If the say/show doctrine seems to limit the expressible, it has a posi-
tive aspect too, namely: it is an incentive for the invention of symbolisms
whose showing function corresponds to the multiplicity of what it at-
tempts to describe, like the notation with true and false poles in the Trac-
tatus. In line with this conception, Waismann declares: “The task of syn-
tax is always the same: to give language the right multiplicity” [Stadler,
2015, p. 100]. This doctrine is closely linked to a specific theory of sym-
bolism, whose main tenet is the following: when the symbolism has
the right multiplicity, one can dispense with rules of syntax. Frascolla un-
derscores the large range of non-sensical sentences, linked to the attempt
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of saying what exceeds the sayable: “Wittgenstein is not content with
condemning as nonsensical those propositions which try to speak of the
ineffable background of meaningful language. He goes beyond that
merely negative point and sets up some notational strategies and devices
which aim to give back to the function of showing all that which has been
inappropriately committed to propositions” [Frascolla, 2011, p. 160-161].
The function of showing has to do with the right multiplicity that can
make the rules of syntax dispensable.

3. The discussion within the Vienna Circle on the status of the state-
ments to be found in the Tractatus and the project of a constructional sys-
tem, as it is devised in Logical structure of the world by Carnap, leads to
an interrogation on elucidations (Erlduterungen): Are they statements with-
out genuine content? Shall they disappear, once the correct syntactical sys-
tem for a unitary science has been devised? Carnap’s view goes in that di-
rection, but other members’ answers depart from it. Such answers are
closely linked to the stand taken towards a meta-logical approach in philo-
sophy. The discussion on the status of the statements contained in the Trac-
tatus subsequently finds an echo in the reflection on the philosophical dis-
cussions themselves: aren’t they mere elucidations? In a session of the
Schlick-circle, Godel raises the question of their problematic status. As he
managed to represent mathematically important proof-theoretical concepts
in his groundbreaking articles of 1930 and 1931, his viewpoint has a partic-
ular weight. His remark is meant as an objection to the preceding discussion
in the Circle meeting on the problem of the justification of syntax.

“Carnap responds to an objection from Godel. Godel asked how
the discussion about logical questions was to be justified, since by engag-
ing in it one does not utter meaningful sentences [Sdtze] but only eluci-
dations [Erlduterungen]. The question thus arises how the permissible
elucidations are to be distinguished from the metaphysical pseudo-state-
ments (Scheinaussagen). Carnap responds to this that the activity of a phi-
losopher always aims for the construction of a usable syntax. Those elu-
cidations are permitted which are suitable to bring out the structure
of a usable syntax, even if they do not deal explicitly with the syntax.
These elucidations are not sentences but only legitimate elucidations
in contrast to elucidations about ontology.

Schlick: Only natural science has an ontological character, philo-
sophical elucidations never concern the phenomena but only the syntax.
Neumann: One can speak whenever this leads to success. Carnap agrees.

Waismann thinks that considerations of the meaning [Bedeutung]
of a word are also legitimate. By contrast, Carnap thinks that we do not
give elucidations about the meaning of an isolated word, but only about
its place in the syntax. Hahn thinks it an open question, whether there
might be a language about language” [Stadler, 2015, p. 86].

This text gives us an interesting overview of the attitudes of the dif-
ferent members. Neurath’s pragmatic standpoint is here very manifest.
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Carnap suggests a distinction that could preserve the legitimacy of eluci-
dations, when it is directed towards the construction of a syntax. Schlick
ascribes to natural science only the capacity to raise ontological claims.
Waismann is reluctant to see elucidations confined to syntax, not letting
space for meaning. Hahn has to this point no definite position, neither re-
jecting nor supporting the possibility of “a language about language”
[eine Sprache tiber die Sprache].

The question is to know what criteria can assure us that we are not
producing senseless statements, like those of metaphysics. Carnap adapts
Wittgenstein’s stricture to his own line of thought: elucidations only have
a provisional character, and are justified by the aim to provide a correct
syntax for the system of science. The question of accepting the possibility
of a metalanguage or not is moreover a “reflexive” question: what is the
status of what we are saying while we are presently debating? We aren’t ac-
tually constructing a system, but engaged in a debate on the way to con-
struct one.

Elucidations are not metalogical by themselves. But they gain this status
once they are exactly formulated. What is in need of expression that shall de-
mand metalogical considerations? On 7.5.1031, Hahn admits the possibility
to talk about sentences (Sdtze), yet in another language. According to this
possibility, many languages can be envisaged, instead of an all-encompass-
ing language. Let’s turn again our attention to the minutes of the discussions:

“(Waismann): I cannot add anything to a saturated sentence. I cannot
make a statement about a statement. The view that there are sentences
about sentences leads to viewing them under two points of view, one as
saturated and one as unsaturated. The sequence word-sentence cannot be
continued beyond the sentence.

Carnap: I will show in my metalogic in what sense sentences about
sentences are possible. The problem is that we wish to speak metalogic,
e.g., to say of a sentence that it follows from another one.

Hahn: I do not wish to exclude the possibility of speaking about sen-
tences. <...> Hahn: The difference between our views is that Waismann
speaks in the spirit of Wittgenstein of an universal language which I do
not believe in.

Waismann: But the thesis is this: a sentence can appear in a sentence
only as the argument of a truth function” [Stadler, 2015, p. 99].

Carnap considers here as a metalogical notion the relationship be-
tween two sentences when one follows from another. Two types of this
relation will be thoroughly introduced in Logical syntax of language,
the deduction and the derivation [Carnap, 1937, p. 37-39]. Waismann’s
affirmation: “I cannot make a statement about a statement”, is the direct
echo of 3.332 in the Tractatus: “No proposition can make a statement
about itself, because a propositional sign cannot be contained in itself
(that is the whole of the ‘theory of types’). We can link Waismann’s con-
ception of a sentence as saturated with Hahn’s declaration that in order
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to speak about sentences, they have to “appear as individuals”. Waismann
doesn’t seem to be aware of the possibility of naming a sentence and
to treat it as a syntactical object. Hahn rejects Waismann’s conception
of a universal language, without making explicit what links this concep-
tion to the logical impossibility defended here, consisting in including
a sentence within another sentence.

4. Possibility or impossibility to talk theoretically about language?
The supporters of possibility don’t strive to justify it, but merely rely
on the dispositions of natural language to do it, and on the devising of
“meta-logical” systems. Let’s have a look on the way Carnap introduces
his metalogical project, on the 11™ of June 1931:

“By metalogic I understand the theory of the forms which appear
in a language, thus the representation of the syntax of language. <...>
Form of metalogic: are there sentences about sentences, what meaning do
they have, are they empirical sentences or tautologies, will there result
a hierarchy of languages? Our objects are the sentential signs of a certain
language” [Stadler, 2015, p. 115].

“Since we describe only physical structures, namely series of linguis-
tic signs, we are able to express metalogic in our ordinary speech, namely
in such a way that does not contradict the views of Wittgenstein. We are
concerned here not with sentences about a type of sentences, but with in
part singular, in part conditional sentences about physical structures”
[Ibid., p. 118].

The burden of proof seems indeed to lie by the proponents of the im-
possibility of devising a metalogic: to which confusions does it lead? What
matters is to clarify what a theory is and the constraints it on the objects
it can be about. In this respect, the idea of a theory of signs appears prob-
lematic; signs may not be able to become genuine objects of a theory. That
proponents of the meta-logical approach are not prevented or impaired
in the development of their projects by methodological complications man-
ifests the asymmetrical character of the situation and suggests that the ques-
tion is rather of a philosophical nature. Only technical problems are to be
solved in the first place, not philosophical or methodological ones.

Carnap first identifies the syntactical and the metalogical, introduc-
ing two further metalogical notions, the notions of truth and falsity:

“(Carnap) My detailed views on what a syntax looks like (metalogic)
I wish to present later during the summer semester. <...> Carnap:
The syntactical word “false” would have two meanings for Hahn, false-1
would be false in the accustomed sense, false-2 would be nonsensical.
I find it more to the point to represent both metalogical concepts by
the same sign” [Ibid., p. 98].

5. The genuine debate would probably have taken place between
Carnap and Waismann. But Carnap left for Prague in 1931, not long after
he had presented his metalogical project to the Circle. Would an explicit
debate between the two thinkers have been possble? It is not sure that

103



@ DEWI TREBAUL

the ground for understanding was present, Waismann sticking very closely
to Wittgenstein’s conceptions and Carnap breaking resolutely with the
Tractatus’ strictures.

In the Logical syntax of language, published in 1934, Carnap doesn’t
search for an agreement with Wittgenstein’s positions anymore. We find
there an explicit criticism of the view that there is no expressible syntax:

“In opposition to this view (that there is no expressible syntax), our
construction of syntax has shown that it can be correctly formulated and
that syntactical sentences do exist. It is just as possible to construct sen-
tences about the forms of linguistic expressions, and therefore about sen-
tences, as it is to construct sentences about the geometrical forms of geo-
metrical structures. <...> Syntax is exactly formulable in the same way as
geometry is” [Logical syntax of language, §73].

The same confidence is present in in the intellectual autobiogra-
phy of 1963, where Carnap looks back on the achievements of 1934:
“[1] pointed out that only the structural pattern, not the physical properties
of the ink marks, were relevant for the function of language. Thus it is
possible to construct a theory about language, namely the geometry
of the written pattern. This idea led later to the theory which I called “log-
ical syntax” of language” [Schilpp, 1963, p. 282-283].

For Carnap, metalogic is the new discipline where clarification takes
place. The logical empiricism, through its rejection of every metaphysical
discourse, aims at redefining the role of philosophy. This task is present
ever since the first essays by Schlick?. For the accomplishment of this task,
sharp criteria are required, in order to depart genuine scientific statements
from mere apparent, possibly metaphysical ones. Philosophy becomes the
activity providing these criteria. Metalogic is one direction it can take, and
that will become dominant in the Circle during the 1930’s. However, his
foundation remains controversial, and members like Waismann or Schlick
will tread another path. Neurath will remain skeptical about metalogic. Elu-
cidations are for him “mythological” [Stadler, 2015, p. 100]. What matters
the most is the unity of science constructed as an encyclopedia.

6. The Vienna Circle exerted a stimulating role in the reflection on
sciences. Its ability to address pressing methodological problems in sci-
ences as diverse as physics, logic or economics, and the elaboration
of philosophical interpretations enabled it to create a network of scien-
tists striving towards the possibility of unifying the scientific discourse.
The second conference for Erkenntnislehre der exakten Wissenschaften
that took place in Konigsberg in september 1930 is a milestone on this
path. It was followed by many others, and after the premature deaths
of Hahn and Schlick, and the exile of other important members (Carnap,
Neurath), the project of a unifying science could, with the help of Ameri-
can philosophers, continue its development on the new continent.

2 See for example The boundaries of scientific and philosophical concept-formation, 1910.
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In the years 1930 and 1931, a lively discussion on the possibility
of metalogic and metalanguages took place within the Circle. It was by
no means a marginal discussion. Some members of the Circle, especially
Carnap, were following the paths opened by the hilbertian program and
the Polish school of logic. The discussion provided a philosophical di-
mension to this development, focusing on the status of elucidations and
their possibility to be integrated in a theoretical discourse. If Carnap con-
tributed significantly to the progress of metalogic, especially with the
publication of Logical syntax of language in 1934, members like Wais-
mann or Schlick were rather reluctant to import these tools into the phi-
losophical discussion. A conception of the symbolism inherited from
the Tractatus conceived the relation between a symbolism and its syntax
as unable to become the topic of a theoretical discourse. To reach an agree-
ment was however not a presupposition for the fruitfulness of the debate
that was displayed. The Vienna Circle represents prominently the exer-
cise of a dialogic rationality that should become an example for much of
the subsequent philosophy of the 20™ and of the 21" century.
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CTaTbs MOCBsilLlEHa M3BECTHOMY criopy Mexay P. KapHanom u
Y.B.O. KyalfHOM O 3Ha4YeHUU BbICKa3blBaHWUIA C UMEHaMM abCTpak-
LA, B KOTOPOM TaKXXe MPOosIBUINCH MX pa3Hornacus no 6onee o06-
LeMy BOMPOCY O XapaKTepe 3aBUCUMOCTU OHTOJIONMM OT Bblbopa
fA3blKa no3HaHus. CornacHo KyaiiHy BblGop si3blka HeceT B cebe
onpefeneHHble OHTONIOrMYecKne 0653aTeNIbCTBa - CYXKAEHMUs O Cy-
LLLECTBOBAHMM, KOTOPblE AO0/MKHbI BbITb UCTUHHBIMU AN N6Ooro,
KTO COOTBETCTBYHOLMM 06pa3oM UCMOb3YeT COOTBETCTBYHOLLMIA
A3bIK. A3bIK aBCTPaKUMIA (MCNOMb3YIOLMIA COOTBETCTBYIOLLME UME-
Ha M yKasaHus) WMPOKO MPUMEHSETCS HE TOJbKO B Guaocodpum
M MOBCEAHEBHOM KOMMYHMKaLIMK, HO U B HayKax, BKIKOYas ecTe-
CTBEHHbIE. MIMeHa abCTpakumit (MM anbTePHATUBHO - KBaHTUOU-
KaLMIo MO COOTBETCTBYHOLLMM CYLLHOCTSIM) MOIHOCTLIO UCKAOUMUTD
M3 HayKN HEBO3MOXXHO, Ha YTO YKasblBaeT, B 4aCTHOCTM, KapHan.
TakXKe OH CYMTAET HEMPaBUJ/IbHLIM MPUMUCHIBATL YYEHOMY C 3M-
NMUPUCTCKUMU B3MSi4aMU YOEXKAEHME B CYLLLECTBOBAHWUM TOTO, YTO
OH KaK 3MMUPUCT He FrOTOB CYMTaTh CYLLECTBYOWMM. B ero npeg-
CTaBNeHUM BbIGOP fA3biKa (Kapkaca) He HeceT B cebe HUKaKUX OH-
TONOrMYECKMX 0653aTENbCTB: OH OMpenesnsieT, YTO AO/MKHO BbiTb
NpaBW/IbHbIM OTBETOM Ha TaK Ha3blBaeMble BHYTPEHHWE BOMPOChI
TEOPUMU, HO He 3aTparMBaeT MeTadpmanyeckne Bonpockl. KapHan
TPaKTyeT OCMbIC/IEHHbIE YTBEPXKAEHUS, roBopswmne 06 abcTpak-
LMAX, KaK aHannTU4Yeckne UCTUHbI, KyaiiH ke cuuTaert, 4to 60nb-
LWas YacTb YNOMUHAHWUI abCTpaKLMIA YCTPpaHMMa U3 S3blKa HayKK,
a Ta, YTO HeycTpaHMMA, CO3[aeT AOMOHUTE/IbHbIE OHTOMOrMYE-
CKue 06513aTeNIbCTBa, KOTOpble, OfHAKO, MOYEMY-TO HUYETO He ro-
BOPSAT O CaMOW peanbHOCTU. Ho noyemy 31O TaK, €CM UMMNAU-
LUMpyroWwas ux Teopus NpeteHayeT Ha OnucaHue peanbHoOCTH,
He MOHSTHO. JTOT CMOp O PO/IU CYXKAEHMI 06 abCTpaKLmsX B Hay4-
HOM MO3HaHWW MOPOAUA Lenoe HanpasieHne MeTadUanyeckmnx
1 OHTO/IOFMYECKMX WUCCNEeA0BaHWUA, Gonee BCEro M3BECTHOE Kak
MeTaoHTos10rnsi. OCHOBHbIMU CTOPOHAMM B 3TOM Crope SBASAOTCS
peanucTbl, TPaKTylOLWME HEYCTpaHUMble abCTpaKLmMK YacTbio pe-
a/IbHOCTU U JleHOTaTaMU HEKOTOPbIX UMEH, M aHTUPEANNCTbI, KaK
NpaBuWI0 OTPULAIOLIME CBSA3b BbICKA3bIBaHWUIA C TAKMMW MMEHAMU
C peanbHOCTbO, TPAKTYHOLWME WX KaK MEBAOYTBEPXKAEHUS UM
4yTO-TO Nopo6HOe. PeweHne npobnembl, KOTOpoe npeasaraercs
B 3TOW CTaTbe, COCTOUT B OTKa3e OT PacnpoCTPaHEHHOIO Kak B ¢u-
nocodun, Tak U B 06bILEHHOM CO3HAHUW YBEXAEHUs, KoTopoe
MOXXHO 0606lIEHHO Ha3BaTb Teopueln pedepeHuMM U KOTopoe
COCTOMT B TOM, YTO BKIAAOM UMEH U HEKOTOPbLIX APYrMX BUAOB
BbIPaXEHWUI B KOMMYHUKaLMIO SIBASAKOTCSA UX AEHOTaTbl, NpeacTaB-
NstoLme coboi CyLLHOCTU TOrO UM MHOTO BUAA, C KOTOPbIMU OHM
KaKMM-TO 06pa3oM CBsi3aHbl 60siee UM MEHEe YCTOMYMBLIMU OT-
HoLweHUsaMK. ECim ncxogmuTb U3 TOro, 4To MMeHa BoobLue He ume-
10T [EHOTAaTOB M UX CEMaHTUYECKUM BK/1aZlOM B BbICKa3blBaHMS
ABNAOTCSA UCKOUNTEIBHO CMbIC/IbI MW YTO-TO NOA06HOE, TO UMe-
Ha abCTpaKUMil B 3TOM OTHOLIEHMM HUYEM He ByayT oTamMyaTbCs
OT /I06bIX APYrvX; HE HAAO B TAKOM C/ly4ae HU AOMYCKaTb YTO OHU
0603HaYalOT KaKMe-To «MIAaTOHOBCKME» WHbIE CYLIHOCTU, YTOObI
KaKune-To YTBepXXAEeHUS C HUMU MOIIN BbITb UCTUHHBIMU, HU TPaK-
TOBaTb 3TU CYXAEHWs KaK MCEBAOCYXXAEHUS UM KaK UCTUHBbI Ka-
KOro-T0 0CO60ro poAa, He UMEoLLME OTHOLLUEHUS K pPeasibHOCTU.
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NHTepnpeTauma BbICKa3bIBaHUI C TAKUMU MMEHAMU U UX OLLEHKA
He 6yayT NPefcTaBAATb AN SMNUPKUCTA NPU TaKOM MOAXOAE Ka-
KOW-TO cneumansbHon Npobaemsl.

Kniouesble cnoBa: abCTpakums, SMNMpU3M, OHTONOIMYecKoe 06s3a-
TENbCTBO, 3HaUeHKe, pedepeHLms, MeTadn3MKa, UCTUHHOCTb
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The article is devoted to the well-known dispute between R. Car-
nap and W.V.0. Quine on the meaning of statements with names
of abstractions, which also revealed their disagreements on the
more general question of the nature of the dependence of onto-
logy on the choice of language of knowledge. According to Quine,
the choice of language carries with it certain ontological commit-
ments - judgments of existence that must be true for anyone
who appropriately uses the language in question. The language
of abstractions (using appropriate names and indications) is widely
used not only in philosophy and everyday communication, but
also in the sciences, including natural sciences. The names of ab-
stractions (or, alternatively, quantification by corresponding enti-
ties) cannot be completely excluded from science, as Carnap,
in particular, points out. He also considers it wrong to attribute
to a scientist with empiricist views the belief in the existence
of something that he, as an empiricist, is not ready to consider
existing. In his view, the choice of language (framework) does not
carry any ontological obligations: it determines what should be
the correct answer to the so-called internal questions of the theory
but does not affect metaphysical questions. Carnap interprets
meaningful statements about abstractions as analytical truths,
while Quine believes that most references to abstractions are re-
movable from the language of science, and those that are not re-
movable create additional ontological obligations, which, how-
ever, for some reason say nothing about reality itself. But why this
is so, if the theory implicating them claims to describe reality,
is not clear. This debate about the role of judgments about ab-
stractions in scientific knowledge gave rise to a whole branch
of metaphysical and ontological research, best known as metaon-
tology. The main parties in this dispute are realists, who interpret
irreducible abstractions as part of reality and denotations of cer-
tain names, and anti-realists, who, as a rule, deny the connection
of statements with such names with reality, treating them as
pseudo-statements or something similar. The solution to the prob-
lem, which is proposed in this article, consists in abandoning
the belief, widespread both in philosophy and in everyday thought,
which can be generally called “The theory of reference” and
which consists in the fact that the contribution of names and cer-
tain other types of expressions to communication is their denota-
tions. If we assume that names have no denotations at all and
their semantic contribution to statements is only their senses or
something similar, then the names of abstractions in this respect
will be no different from other types of names. In this case,
it would be no need to either assume that they designate some
“Platonic” entities in order for some statements with them being
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true, nor interpret these judgments as pseudo-statements or as
truths of some special kind that are not related to reality. The in-
terpretation of statements with such names and their evaluation
will not pose any special problem for the empiricist with this
approach.

Keywords: abstraction, empiricism, ontological commitment, meta-
physics, truth, meaning, reference

OMIMUPU3M U CIIOP 00 A0CTPAKIMIX

Jlormueckue MO3UTUBUCTBI BpeMeH BeHCKOro KpyskKa Ieuiy OHTOJIOTH-
YyecKue BOIpOChl! Ha IBa TUIIA: T€, OTBETHI HA KOTOPbIE MOKHO IOJYUYUTh
B XOJle HayYHOT'O MCCJIeNOBaHMs, ¥ Te, Ha KOTOPbIe HayKa He MOXKET JIaTh
OTBeT; MOCJeSHIe OHM CUMTaIM TceBmonpobiaemamu?. Tem He MeHee Kak
SMIIMPUCTBI OHM CKJIOHSUIMCh K BIIOJIHE OIpenesieHHON MeTadusuke,
MpeATo/aralleif, YTo CyIeCTBOBaHMe HEelOCPeICTBEHHO CBSI3aHO C 06-
nagaHueM Gus3nUecKUMM CBOMCTBAMM V/MJIM JAaHHOCTBIO B OmbiTe. B aTOM
OTHOIIIEHUM UX B3IJISIABI ObLIM OJIM3KM K TOMY, YTO YaCTO €Ille Ha3bIBAIOT
CXOJIACTUYECKUM TEPMMHOM <«HOMMHaIM3M». JIJIsI HOMMHAaMIMCTa Cylle-
CTBYIOT TOJIbKO KOHKPETHbIE eAVHUYHbIE OOBEKTHI, COOBITHS 1 T.II., A UMe-
Ha OOIIMX CYIIHOCTEN — CBOMCTB, (GopM, DYHKIIMIL, BUAOB, KJIaCCOB, ITPO-
MO3ULUI U T.I. — TOJIKYIOTCSI MM OOBIYHO KaK IyCTble, T.e. HEe MMEIOIIe
neHotaroB. COOTBETCTBEHHO, OOJIBILION ITPOGIEMOI 1)1 JIOTMUYECKUX TIO3M-
TUBUCTOB SIBJISIETCSI MaTEMaTHKa U JPYTHe OTPACIY 3HAHWS, UCIIOb3YIOIMe
B KauecTBe 6a30BbIX TEPMMHOB MMeHa aOCTpaKLMil — UMCEs, MHOXKECTB,
BUIOB, CBOMCTB ¥ T.N. AGCTpakuuu, 1Mo obiemMy ybOeskaeHUI0, He Cy-
IIECTBYIOT B IPEAIOYTUTEIbHOM Il SMIIMPUCTA CMBIC/IES, HO OTCHUIKK

He Bce dwmiocods! OTHOCAT Bce mepeuncaeHHble BOIMPOCHI K ONHOV IPYIIE; TaKKe
M TEPMUH «OHTOJIOTMYECKMII» He BCe TOJIKYIOT omuHakoBo. Y.B.O. KyaiiH oTHOCWMI
K OHTOJIOTMYECKMM BCE BOMPOCHI, KaCawoIiecs CyIleCTBOBaHMSI, BKIIOYas Takue, OT-
BETOM Ha KOTOPbIE MOXKET ObITh YTBEPKIEHME «X CYIIECTBYET» UM «X HE CYIIECTBY-
er» [KyaitH, 1999]. M. Xaiinerrep MeXXny TeM Ha3bIBajl Takye BONPOCHI OHTUYECKU-
MM, @ K OHTOJIOTMYEeCKMM OTHOCWII Gosee obIye BOIIPOCH! O CYIIHOCTY VUM IIPUPOZE
OBITHSI KaK TAKOBOrO. B cOBpeMeHHO aHaauTUUecKou ¢Giiocodun 3T BOTIPOCHI, Ha-
PSIAY € BOIIPOCOM O BbIGOpe Hambosiee afeKBaTHOM OHTOJIOTMY, MHOTAA Ha3bIBAIOT Me-
TaoHTONIOrMYeckuMu (cM., Haripumep [ Van Inwagen, 1998]). Ho s 6b1 He XoTen yrry6-
JISITBCSL B TEPMMHOJIOTMYECKIE BOIIPOCHIL.

DTOT NOAXOM, OTPaskeH, B yacTHOCTH, B [Carnap, 1928; Schlick, 1932].

ITo KakMM MMEHHO TIapaMeTpam abCTPaKIUU OTIUYAIOTCS OT BCETO OCTAIBHOTO — TO-
5Ke BOIIPOC AMCKYCCHOHHBIA. [IJI1 OMHUX ONpemessIoLUM IIPU3HAKOM a6CTPaKTHOCTH
SIBJISIETCSI OTCYTCTBME MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX KOOpAMHAT (cM. [Zalta, online]. Iast mpy-
IMX — 9TO HEBO3MOKHOCTb BCTYIIaTh B Kay3ajbHble B3aUMOIEWCTBUS C pPeaSbHbIMU
ob6bektamu [Priest, 2005]. Pasmmume Bpone 661 HEGOIBILIOE, HO MIPU OFHOM OTIpeLesie-
Huy abCTpakMM He MOTYT CYIIEeCTBOBATb B IPELNOIaraeéMoM 3MIIMPUCTAMU CMBbIC-
Jie CYIIeCTBOBAHMS, a IIPU BTOPOM — MOT'YT, HO IIPM 3TOM HE MOT'YT BBIIOJHATH Te JKe
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K HUM HeyCTpaHUMBbI Jaxke u3 Gusuku?. D10 cosmaer mpobjaeMy O SM-
MMPUCTA: KaK TPAKTOBATh COAepsKallye Takue MMeHa IPeIIOKeHNs U Bbl-
CKa3bIBaHMUS?

MoskeT ObITb, CjemyeT OOMYyCTUTh CYIIEeCTBOBaHME HEKOTOPBIX ab-
cTpakumin? A MOXeET — BO3MOKHOCTb OYKBJIBHO YTBEPXKIAThb UTO-TO
o HecymecTBytomeMm? Ob6a 3TV IpeyIoKeHNs] KaK MUHUMYM IIJIOX0 COBME-
CTUMBI C SMIIMPU3MOM. IVMIOKHO MPUITMCHIBATb TAKMM BbICKA3bIBAHMSIM SIIN-
CTEMMYECKYIO POJIb, OTJIMUHYIO OT OYyKBaJbHbIX YTBEPXKIEHUI O (haKTax,
MPUHMMAsI, YTO MCIOJIb3yeMbIe B HUMX MMeHa abCcTpakiuii mycrbie. Tak, Ha-
MpUMep, MaTeMaTHUeCKyie aKCMOMbI MOSKHO CUMTAaTh allpMOPHBIMU CYXKIe-
HUSIMU ¥ OTHOCHUTD K KJIaCCy aHaJIUTUUYECKUX, T.e. TaKUX, UCTUHHOCTb KO-
TOPBIX 3aBUCUT TOJIBKO OT 3HAUEHUI COCTABJISIIOIIMX UX TEPMMHOB, HO HE
or ¢akToB’®. Ho MHOIMe Cy>KIeHMsl C MMeHaMy abCTPaKLyiA BBIISIIST CKO-
pee Kak aroCTepUOpHbIe, ueM Kak arnpuopHbie. Oco6yi0 TPYIHOCTb B TO
CBSI3Y TMPENCTABJISIIOT CYKIEHUSI O CYIIECTBOBAaHMM YETrO-TO aOCTPAKTHOIO.
KakoBa nx smicreMuueckast GyHKIIMSI, TOBOPSIT JIM OHM UTO-TO O PeasibHO-
CTY, MOT'YT JI OHU ObITb GYKBaJIbHO MCTMHHBIMU MM JIOKHBIMM? B KoHIIe
COPOKOBBIX — Hauajle MSTUAECIThIX romoB XX B. ABa KPYMHEMIINMX Mpe[-
ctaBuTess Jiormueckoro smmupusma — P. Kapuan u V.B.O. KyaitH - mo-
MIBITAJIACh BHECTU SICHOCTh B 3TU BOIIPOCHL.

V.B.O. Kyaiin oTBepr pasiuume MeXIy aHAJIUTUUECKUMM Y CUHTETH -
YeCKMMM CYKIEHMSIMM KaK HeueTKoe (HaCKOJIbKO yOeouTeNbHO OH 3TO
II0Ka3aJ1 — BOIPOC OVICKYCCUOHHBIN)® U MPENJIOKIMI TPAKTOBATh OHTOJIO-
rMYecKyue BOIPOCHI KaK BOIMPOCHI 0O OHTOJIOTMYECKMX OOSI3aTeIbCTBaX,
BO3HMKAIOIIMX BCJIEACTBME MCIOIb30BaHMSI TOTO MJIM MHOTO sI3bIKa (CH-
CTeMbl TOHSTMII M TIPaBMJI): HE3aBUCUMO OT TOrO, CYIIECTBYET UTO-TO
Ha CaMOM Jiejie ¥ MOYKHO JIYM OTBETUTb Ha 3TOT BOIPOC, YUEHbIN MU (U-
J1I0cO( MOKET BBISICHUTD, UTO OH OOJI3CeH CUUTATh CYIIECTBYIOIIVM, TOBO-
psi oIlpefeieHHbIM 06pasoM O Belljax. EcTeCcTBEHHO, OHTOJIOrMYeCKIue

pOJIM, KaKkyie BbIMOJHSIIOT OObIUHbIE (GDU3MUECKME CYIIHOCTM — ObITh PU3NUECKUMMU MTPK-
yyHaMK U cyiefcTBuaAMu. Ho MpakTuuecku mpu JI060M ONpenesieHn CYIIHOCTY ab-
CTpaKI¥M MaTeMaTU4YeCKye 1 JIOruueckyie OObeKThI MIOMNafaloT B 3TOT Kiacc.

Cwm., B atoit csisu [Carnap, 1950, p. 208-209]. TIpusHaBas HEYyCTPAHUMOCTb UMCEIT
(unun, o KpaiiHel Mepe, Kakux-To [1naToHOBCKMX cyiHocrel) u KyaiiH, B 1esiom Ky -
Ia 6osiee KPUTUUYECKM HACTPOEHHBIN K MCIOIb30BaHUIO MMEH abCTpakinii B HayKax,
yem Kapnar.

Kaxk aro genaer, Hanpumep, A. Aitep [Ayer, 1936, p. 16]. KoneuHo, o6a 3t yciaoBust
MIPE/IIOJIaratoT OIMpe/ieJieHHbIe MPOUTEHMST MCIOAb30BAHHBIX B HMX CEMAHTUUECKUX
Y SMUCTEMUYECKUX TEPMUHOB: €CJIM TIOfL 3HAUEHMEM BbIPasKeHMsT TOHUMAETCS €ro Jie-
HOTAT, TO «3aBMCETb OT TAKOrO 3HAYEHMUST» MOYKET 3HaUMThb B TOM UMCJIe — 3aBUCETh
OT KaKyMX-TO 3JIEMEHTOB DEaJIbHOCTY; TaKKe TOYHO, e€CJIM «He 3aBUCETb OT (aKTOB»
YUTATh KaK He TOJIbKO He ObITh MU BepudUIMpyeMbIM Win GaabcuduimpyemMbiv, HO
M He BbI3bIBATHCS MMM Kay3aJbHO, MOKET HE HAaTUCh HUYETrO, UYTO MOIJIO ObI ITOMY
YCJIOBUIO YIOBIETBOPSTb.

Cwm., HaripuMmep, u3BecTHOe BoszpaxkeHue B [['paiic, Ctpocon, 2012].

109



ﬂ A.3. UEPHSIK

00s13aTeNTbCTBAa BO3HMKAIOT, TOJILKO KOTJa OINpe/esieHHbIe VMeHa MUCITO/b-
3YIOTCSI AJI1 yTBEpKOeHusT (GaKTOB, a He [JI1 BbICKA3bIBAHUSI TUIIOTE3,
TTOSKEJIaHMI, BbIpaskeHusT aMoluii U T.1m. O6s13aTeIbCTBO TAKOTO Poja BO3-
HMKAET, €C/IM yKasaHue Ha ONpeesieHHbI MpeaMeT MM KIacc HeycTpa-
HMMO U3 S13bIKA OMMCaHMs PeajbHOCTU — COOTBETCTBYIOIIINME MTPeIIOKEeHMs
HEBO3MOKHO TepedpasupoBaTh, UCKIIIOUMB COOTBETCTBYIOIIME MMEHA WA
MHbIE CPENICTBA YKa3aHMsl, C COXpaHeHueM uX (OCHOBHOTO) COmepsKaHMUSI.
B stux cayvasx, cuntaet KyaliH, CyObeKT MO/DKEH MPUHATH YTBEpsKAE-
Hue Gopmbl « AXFx», roBopsiiiee, 4TO eCTh XOTS Obl OIMH OOBEKT, YIOBJIE-
TBOpsIOMi npeaukary F7. Ho MOCKoNbKY yKa3aHMs Ha HEKOTOpbie a6-
CTPaKIMM — HaIpuUMep, uMcia, — Kak NpusHaeT cam KyaitH, u3 Hayku
HEYCTPaHUMBbI, 13 TOTO CJIEAYET, UTO KaKMe-TO abCTPaKLUMM JOJIKHbI ObITh
YaCThIO OHTOJIOTMYECKUX 0BS3aTeILCTB COBPEMEHHOI HayKuS,

C stum BbIBOAOM He comtaceH P. Kapnarl, oTMevarolmii, 4YTo SMIIM-
PUCT He 00SI3aH CUUTATHCS TJIATOHUKOM TOJIBKO ITOTOMY, YTO OH HE MOXKET
060MTHICH Ge3 CChUIOK Ha KaKie-TO abCTpaKTHbIE CYITHOCTH (6e3 MCIIOIb-
30BaHMSI COOTBETCTBYIOIIIETO CJIoBaps). B cratbe « OMmupusm, ceMaHTUKa
M OHTOJIOTMSI» OH IIbITAETCS OOBSICHUTH, MOYEMY MCIIOJIb30BaHME SI3bI-
Ka abcTpakimii (He TOJIbKO MaTeMaTMYeCcKMX) COBMECTUMMO C IMIIMPU3-
MOM ¥ He co3faeT (caMo 1o ceGe) OHTOIOTMYECKUX 00s13aTeNIbCTB, KOTOPhIE
npeBpaiiiam 661 smMmupucra B wiatonrka [Carnap, 1950, p. 210]. B 3roit
CBSI3Y OH BBOAMT pas3jiMuye MeXAY BHYTPEHHUMMM U BHEITHMMM BOIIpOCa-
MM TEOPUM, €CTECTBEHHBIM 00Pa30M MepPEKIMKAIOIIEeCs C YiKe YIIOMIHY-
THIM pas3/INuMeM MeKIY OCMbICJEHHbIMM BOIPOCAMM U TICEBIOIPOOIeMa-
M. BHeIIHe 3T¥ BOMPOCHI MOT'YT BBIIVIETh OAMHAKOBO, HO OHU MMEIOT,
IO €ro MHEHUIO, MPUHIUIINAIbHO pasHble MMIUIMKaIMY. BHyTpeHHMe BO-
MPOChI MMEIOT 3HAUEHMSI TOJIbKO OTHOCUTEIBHO OIpPeme/IeHHOIO BbIOOpa
sI3bIKA TEOPUM — CJIOBApPSI M TIPaBUJI €r0 MCITOIb30BaHMus (B TOM YMCJIE OT-
BEUAIOIINX 3a IPUIMCbIBaHME 3HAYEHWI, OLEHKY CYKIEHMIA U T.II.) —
«kapkaca» B TepmuHosiornu Kapnama [Ibid.]. OTBeTsl Ha Takue BOIpPO-
Cbl — HATIpUMeD, CYIIEeCTBYET JIM TAKOM-TO OOBEKT MJIM 00JIaJaeT OH TaKu-

7 Cwm. [Kyaitn, 1999]. OTO COOTBETCTBYET Tak HA3bIBAEMOMY HEOTPAaHMUEHHOMY SK3M-
CTEeHIMaJbHOMY IIPOYTEHMIO KBAHTODA CYIIECTBOBAaHMS; IIPM IPYTMX IPOYTEHMSIX
JaHHast GopMysia MOKET YMTaThCS MHAYe.

8  Tlosmuee Kyalin BBes MOHSTHE TIEPLIENTUBHONM UIEOIOT MM, OXBAThIBAIOILIEE BCE B OKPY-
SKEeHUY CyObeKTa, Ha UTO OH CHCTEMAaTMUeCKM pearupyetr crelnbyuyeckuM o6pasoMm.
Takue Bely MOKHO CUMTATh CYILECTBYIOLUVIMYU AJISI HETO, U 9TO, B YACTHOCTH, ITO3BO-
JISIeT OOBSICHUTD, TIOUEMY UEJIOBEK, BbIAEJISIIONINIA B CBOEM OKPY>KEHUM OIpeeIeHHYIO
KOILIKY, He 00s13aH BepUTh B CYIIECTBOBaHMe KOlIeK BooOIIe, a GU3MK, BbIIEISIOLNI
mapsbl MpeIMeToB, He 06sI3aH BepUTh B CyILeCTBOBaHMe uucia aBa (cM. [Quine, 1983,
p. 501]. Ho Kyaitu mpusnaer, uyto ¢husndeckme 0GbeKThI 1 PALMOHAIbHbIE YMCIIA SBIISI-
IOTCSI OHTOJIOTMYECKUMM OOSI3aTe/IbCTBAMM COBPEMEHHOM HAyKM, a 3HAUUT 3TO — TO,
BO YTO YECTHbII Y4YeHbIN Jo/KeH BepuTb. OQHAKO BOIPOC O CYLIECTBOBAHMMU TAKUX
CYIIHOCTE} He MOKET OBbITh pellleH Ha OCHOBAaHUM M3YyUeHMs MHIUBYUIYATbHBIX VI
KOJUIEKTUBHBIX OVICIIO3ULVI, KOHCTUTYUPYIOIIMX IePIeNITUBHbIE VI EOTOTUN.
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MM-TO CBOMCTBAMM — MOXKHO TOJTYUUTh, CJIEAYS MpaBUiaM BbIOPaHHOTO
si3bIKa. Eciu BOMpOC OTHOCUTCS K YeMY-TO aBCTPaKTHOMY, OTBET He MO-
SKeT OBbITb IMOJTyYEH U3 OIbITa, HO MOXKET ObITh PE3YJIbTATOM JIOTMYECKOT'O
aHaim3a: no KapHany, Takue cy>kneHus sSIBASIIOTCST aHamuTnueckumu [Car-
nap, 1950, p. 208-209]. Bueliriue BOMpoChl, B CBOIO OYepelb, He CBs3a-
HbI HYUKAKMM KapKacoOM: ITO3TOMY HET YETKMX MPaBWI ITOMCKA U YIOCTOBE-
peHust OTBETOB Ha HuX. KapHam cuMTaeTr ux JUIIEHHbIMUA TEOPETUYECKOTO
comepskaHust (M Jaxke KOTHUTMBHOTO, KaK OH IMIIET B ONHOM MeCTe)
nceBmoBorpocamu. Bompoc: «CyllecTBYIOT I CYITHOCTU TaKOrO-TO BU-
na?», MOHSATHI KaK BHYTPEHHUI BOIPOC TEOPUM, MUMEET 1O €ero MHEHMIO
TPUBMAJIbHBIN OTBET — «Ia», €CIY YKa3aHUs Ha HUX SBJISTIOTCS HEOThEM-
JIEMOM YaCThIO MCTUHHBIX YTBEPKIEHMI, JeTaeMbIX HAa BbIOPAaHHOM SI3bI-
Ke, ¥ «HET» — B IIPOTMBHOM CJTy4yae; HO KaK BHEIITHWIA BOITPOC, 3a/1aBaeMbIii
dbunocoboM, OH KacaeTcsi 060CHOBAHUSI MM TTPUMEHMMOCTM [IJIST OIMCa-
HUS peaslbHOCTM JAHHOTO KapKaca WM s3blka B IiejioM. /laTh Ha Hero
Ompee/IeHHbIN OTBET MOKHO TOJIBKO Ha UMCTO MPAKTUUYECKUX OCHOBAHM-
SIX — MICXOMSI U3 cOOOpakeHu yIo6CTBa, MPOCTOThI, OOBSICHUTETbHOM CH-
JIBl, JIOTMYecKol KorepeHTHocT Mau T.0I. [Ibid., p. 208]. K Ttakum Bo-
MPOCaM OH OTHOCUT ¥ OOGIIYie OHTOJIOTMUYECKYE BOIPOCHI, TPAOUIIMOHHO
BbI3bIBaloIVe GriocodCKie pasHOIIacus.

Kapnam HacTarBaeT Ha TOM, YTO TMPUHSATHE OMPENESEHHOIO SI3bIKa
ONMCAHMUSI PeaIbHOCTU He JeyaeT CyObeKTa OOsSI3aHHBIM BEPUTH B CYIIE-
CTBOBAHME CYIITHOCTEN, SIBJISTIOMIMXCS JeHOTaTaMy MMEH 3TOTO SI3bIKa MU
BXOZSIIIIUX B OOBEMBI CBSI3aHHBIX B HEM KBaHTOPOM CYILIECTBOBaHMS Iie-
pemennbix [Ibid.]°. Y B camom fesie, XOTs Y HAaC HET YETKOM TeOpUM yCIIo-
BMIi YOEXKIEHHOCTU B CYIIIECTBOBAaHMM KaKOTO-JIMOO X, UeJIOBEK, aKTUBHO
VICITO/Tb3YIOLIMIA SI3bIK UMCEJI, MOKET, TI0 KpalitHEN Mepe, He COTJIaCUThCS,
YTO TEM CaMbIM OH BEPUT B CYIIIeCTBOBaHMe umces camux 1o cede. C npy-
rOJ CTOPOHBI, eC/IM yTBepXKaeHne «PalyoHaabHble UMCIa CYIIECTBYIOT»,
HaIrpuMep, IJiT Hero MCTMHHO U KyaltH mpaB B TOM, UTO YETKOTO pas3rpa-
HUYEHUST MEXKIY aHATUTUUYECKUMU Y CUHTETUYECKUMM CYKAEHVUSIMU HET,
TO [JI1 HEro pallOHaJIbHbIE UMCJIA JOJKHBI ObITb COCTABJISIOIIMMM pe-
aJIbHOCTH, HE3aBUCHUMO OT TOTO, BO UTO OH SKCIUIMIUTHO BepuT 0,

9 KOHKpeTHO B 3TOM OTpbIBKE OH TOBOPUT O MMpe Belleir M (GOpMyIMpyeT MbIC/b
HEMHOTO MHaye, HO OBIIMIi CMBIC]I, MHE KaskeTCs, 5 Tiepeial BepHO.

10 B yem MMEHHO COCTOMT pasHornacue Mexxay Kyaitanom u KapHarnom no paséupaemo-
My BOIIPOCY — TOXKe BOIPOC AMCKYCCHOHHbBIN. Tak, eciy KOPPEeKTHO MPUIMCHIBATDH
KyaltHy MbIC/Ib, UTO [B€ TEOPUM C ONMHAKOBBIM SMIIMPUUYECKMM COOEP’KaHUSIM, HO
Pa3sHbIMM OHTOJIOTMSIMM TOBODSIT O MUpPE OFHO M TO 3Ke, KaK HEKOTOpble [esaroT
[Soams, 2007], To, BO3MOKHO, CYTh Pa3HOITIACUS HE B TOM, UTO JJI OGHOTO VIMeHa a6-
CTpaKUMii — JIUIb YAOOHbBIE CIIOCOOBI TOBOPUTH O MMpE, a AJISl APYTOro — 3HaKM TOTO,
YTO IOJDKHO CYIIIECTBOBaTh B 3TOM MMpPe, €C/IM COOTBETCTBYIOIIME BbICKA3bIBAHMS MUC-
TUHHBI, — @ B TOM, YTO [IJIsi OHOIO CYIIECTBOBATb — 3HAUUT ObITh OHTOJOIMUYECKUM
00s13aTeIbCTBOM OTIPeIeJIEHHOTO SI3bIKa, ¥ aOCTPAKIUM CYIIECTBYIOT B 3TOM Crieldu-
YeCKOM CMBbICJIE, a IJIs1 APYTOro 3TO — 3HAYUT OBITh YaCThI0 OOBEKTUBHON PeaIbHOCTH,
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Cnop Kyaithna ¢ KapHarom o cyliecTBOBaHMM aGCTPaKIUil U CBSI3U
sI3bIKa HAyKM C PeaJibHOCTbIO BO3POAMIT MHTEPEC K OHTOJIOTMYECKOM U Me-
TapU3NIECKON MpobaeMaTMKe B aHAJIMTUYECKON dwiocodum u mocity-
KIJI TOJTYKOM [IJ1s1 HOBBIX AucKyccuiill. [iaBHble MO3SULIMM B HEl IPUHSTO
Ha3bIBaThb PeaM3MOM U aHTMpPeaTn3MOM. AHTUPEaMCThl He MPU3HAIOT
CYIIIeCTBOBaHMEe aOCTpaKLUMii M CTAPAIOTCSI MO BO3MONKHOCTM YCTPAHSITh
UX VIMEHA U3 SI3bIKa HayKM, TPAKTYS X KaK CKPBIThIE N€CKPUIIVA (B TyXe
Teopuu AecKpuiuii Paccena) u, COOTBETCTBEHHO, KaK MpeamKarhbl. Tax,
I'. Pain yTBepskIaeT, yTo Takoe MOHMMAaHMEe MMeH abCTpaKLMil Kak TOf -
JIMHHBIX MMeH Ga3upyeTcs Ha OIIMOOYHOM aHaJOTMM: pa3 MMeHa cob-
CTBEHHble 0O603HAYAIOT KOHKPETHbIE €OUMHUYHbIE Belly, UHIUBUIOB, CO-
OBITUS U T.II., TO ¥ APYTUM MMEHaM JOJI)KHO COOTBETCTBOBATh UTO-TO, UTO
onu o6osHauaior [Ryle, 1949]12, PeamncThl, B CBOIO OYepefib, TPAKTYIOT
MMeHa abCTPaKIMii KaK MO/ IMHHbIE MUMEHA, C TIOMOIIbI0 KOTOPhIX MOKHO
MPENCTaBIATb (GaKThl, M B JyXe Teopuu 06bekToB A. MalHOHTa MPUIIHU-
CBHIBAIOT MM B KauecTBe AeHOTaToB [11aToHOBCKME MaeasbHbIe CYLITHOCTYU
WM KaKue-TO MHble OOBEKTbl, HEe CYIIECTBYIOIIME WIM COMHUTEIbHbIE
C TOuKM 3peHus sMmmupuctal3. Hu Te, Hu gpyrue, oqHako, He CMOIJIMA [IOKa
JaTh yoemuTesbHOE OObSICHEHME TOTO, KaK SMIMPU3M COBMECTUM C UC-
TI0JIb30BaHMEM SI3bIKAa aOCTPAKIUI B HayKe.

Oco6HsikoM crouT pelrenne X. ITaTHema, KOTOpbIN, Oymyun ckopee
peamiCcToM, YeM aHTUPEeaIICTOM, TEM He MeHee, MOJIaraeT, UTo CY>KIEHUS
JIOTMIKM, MaTeMaTUKM, STUKU U T.I.. MOTYT ObITb OYKBAJIbHO MCTUHHBIMY,

M B 3TOM CMbICJe abGCTPaKkiMy He CYIIECTBYIOT U MCIONb30BaHME UX MMEH HUUETO
00 UX CyLIEeCTBOBaHUM He TOBOPUT.

C pewtennem KayitHa, Hanpumep, He COITIACHBI HEKOTOPBIE €r0 MOCeN0BaTeIN: HeKo-
TOpbIe HE COIVIACHBI, YTO KOPPEKTHO CBOAMTH CYIIECTBOBAHME K BXOXKIEHMIO B 06b-
eM CBSI3aHHBbIX TNepeMeHHbIX (CM. HeKOTOpble BospaskeHms B [Soames, 2007, p. 32],
IpyTye — C KyallHOBCKOJ MHTepIIpeTaly el UCIOIb30BaHMsl KBAHTOPa CYIIeCTBOBAHMS
B s13bIKe HayKu (cM. [Putnem, 2004, p. 37; Hirsch, 2002, p. 62f]).

Ho nekotopblie coBpemenHbie nocsienoBates KyaitHa pasBMBaIOT TeOpUM, UMEIOIINE
Gosiblile OBIIEro C peaausMoOM, YeM C KIaCCMUYECKMM aHTupeanusmom Paccema mim
Kyaitna. Tak, C. Kpunke, n3HayanbHO HACTPOEHHBIN CTPOrO aHTUPEATUCTUYECKHU, B KO-
HEYHOM CYeTe NPUXOAMUT K JOIYILIEHUIO KOHTEKCTOB, B KOTOPBIX VMeHA BbIMBILIUIEH-
HBIX CYIITHOCTEN, KOTOPbIE OH TO’KE OTHOCUT K aOCTPAKIIMSIM, He SIBJISIFOTCS CKPBITHIMU
JECKPUTIIIMSIMU U TIPU ITOM UMEIOT JEHOTaThl — 3TU CaMble BbIMBIIIUIEHHbIE CYIIIHO-
ctu [Kripke, 1973]. B noxoskem kmoue paccyxnpaer u H. Caamon [Salmon, 1998,
p. 299-300].

'maBHBIMU coBpeMeHHbIMM TOcaenoBarenssmy MaitHoHra cuntatores T. [TapcoHc
[Parsons, 1980] u 3. 3anra [Zalta, 1983]. O6a npu3HaAIOT Ha/IMUMe HapsLy C Cylle-
CTBYIOLYIMM HECYILECTBYIOUMX OOBEKTOB, KOTOPbIE TAK)K€ MOTYT ObITb JEHOTAaTaMu
umeH. [IpaBaa, [TapcoHc He 06CykmaeT MMeHa aGCTPaKLMii, HO 30€Ch 3TO He CyIle-
CTBEHHO. B yio60M ciyyae mpy TakoM MOAXOAE HaZo OOBSICHUTb, KaK MOKET Hecy-
1IeCTByIOlllee GyKBaJIbHO MMETh CBOWCTBA, A€IaTh BbICKA3bIBAHUS MCTUHHBIMU WU
JIOXKHBIMM OMMCAHMUSAIMU (HAKTOB M T.II., ¥ MpefsiaraeMble OOBSICHEHMSI HE PACCEMBAIOT
COMHEHMUIA.
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He 6yAyYM HM OMMCAHMSIMY KaKUX-TO (DaKTOB, HU CTPOTO aHAIUTHAYECKU-
My cyskaeHussMu. OH OTHOCUT MX K KJIacCy KOHIIENTYaabHbIX MCTUH, KO-
TOpbIe OTIMYAIOTCSI OT AHAJUTUUECKUX (B OOBIUHOM CMBICJIE) TEM, UTO
OHM He HEOTIPOBEPKMMBI U He Bceraa (He B JIIoO0M CUTYalMu) UM MOSKHO
MIPUIATh OINpene/eHHbli CMbIC/. ICTMHHOCTD TaKMX ITOJIOKEHWMIA He Tpe-
6yeT BKJIFOUEHUSI B Haubosiee MPaBIOIIONOOHYIO (C TOUKM 3PEHMUST HAYKM)
MOJeJIb PeaIbHOCTM KaKMX-TO abCTPaKTHbIX cyiiHoctel [Putnem, 2004,
p. 56-61]. Ho MO’KHO OIHOBPEMEHHO MPU3HABATb, UTO MCTOUHUKOM UC-
TUHHOCTY MOKET OBITb HE TOJbKO COOTBETCTBME PEATbHOCTY (BO BCSIKOM
cyyae, He 00SI3aTeNIbHO TO, KOTOPOE JIEJIaeT CYKIEHMEe OMMCAHMEM Ka-
KOJ-TO €ro YacCTy), ¥ He COIVIAIIaThCsl C TeM, UTO, MCIIOJb3Ys OIpenesieH-
Hble BbIpaKeHMsI B POJIM MMeH )11 GOpMYIMpPOBaHMS HayUYHbIX MCTUH, Mbl
He CO3/IaeM OHTOJIOTMYECKUX 00sI3aTesibCcTB. Unciia camu o cebe He 00s-
3aHbI CYyIIeCTBOBATh, €C/IM MaTeMaTHKa B 11eJIOM MCTMHHA, HO 3TO He 3Ha-
YUT, YTO MbI He O0OSI3aHbI B 3TOM CJIy4ae BECTM cebsl Tak, Kak O6yaTo
OHM CYILECTBYIOT, T.€. IPMHUMATh COOTBETCTBYIOIINE IK3UCTEHIIMATbHBIE
YTBEPXKIEHNS.

OHTOJIOr'MA M CéMaHTHUKa

Kaxk Kyaita u KapHar, Tak u peaJinCTbl ¥ aHTUPEATUCTbI, TPOJOJIKAIOIIE
criop 06 abCTpaKIMsIX B HACTOSIIIEE BPEMSI, pa3mesiioT TEOPUIO 3HAUEHMI
SI3bIKOBBIX BBIPasKEHMI, COITIACHO KOTOPOI Y MOC/IEAHUX HAPSILY CO CMbIC-
JIaMU, WIN, VHaue, MHTEHCMOHAIaM!, €CTh JEeHOTAThI, WIK, TIO-IPYTOMY —
9KCTEHCHMOHAJIbI. DTOT MOAXOM MOKHO YCJIOBHO Ha3BaThb CEMaHTUKOI pe-
(epeHLIMIT: OH MIpeIosaraeT, YTo Hallla CIIOCOGHOCTh TOBOPUTh O Bellax
Ha KaKOM-TO SI3bIKe 00eCIeUMBAETCS HAJMUMEM Y BbIPAsKEHUIA STOTO S3bI-
Ka WIX aKTOB PeUYM U T.II., B KOTOPHIX OHM UTPAIOT CYILIECTBEHHYIO POJib,
0COOBIX BUAOB 3HAYEHMIT — pedepeHIii, CBI3bIBAIOIINX UX C YEM-TO IKC-
TPAJMHIBUCTUYECKUM — TIPEXKIE BCETO C OObEKTaMM (PU3NUECKON peasib-
HocTu!4, S CcuMTaIo 3Ty TEOPMIO — HEOBOCHOBAHHBIM CEMAHTIYECKMM 10~
myIieHneM, 6e3 KOTOPOro BIIOJHE MOKHO OOOMTUCK.

OoHuM 13 OCHOBaHMI TaK OTHOCUTBCS K JAHHOV TEOPUM SIBJISIETCS
OTCYTCTBME aleKBaTHOIO OOBSICHEHUSI TOTO, KaK pedepeHIy MOTYT BO3-
HUKATh, a IVIABHOE — COXPAHSIThCS — BO BPEMEHM, 3aMMCTBOBAThCSI OMHVMMA

14 3gaueHyeM X B CaMOM HIMPOKOM CMBICJIE CJIOBA MOYKHO CUMTATD JIFO6YI0 MHPOPMALIIO
WM JII0O60M TMpeaMeT, C KOTOPbIM X CBSI3aH Tak, YTO €ro BOCHpusiTHE MMeeT d(hdeKT
coo01eHyst 3Toii MHGOPMayM WM MepeKkIIoueHrs BHMMaHKs Ha 9TOT mpenMet. Ha-
npumep, ciaoBo «IleTs», KOrma s €ro CibIly, BOCIPUHMMAETCS MHOM KaK MUHMMYM:
1) KaKk oTHeNbHOE CJIOBO, 2) KaK MMs PYCCKOTO $I3bIKa, 3) KaK yKa3aHKe Ha KaKoro-To
MM KOHKPETHOro MHAMBMAA. V3 9TUX Tpex TUIOB 3HauUeHMsl, OHAKO, CeMaHTUYECKUI
MHTepec OOBIYHO MIMEET JIMIIb TOC/IefHee. 51 TOBOPIO 3Iech O 3HaUEHUM B 3TOM Goee
Y3KOM (XOTSI I HE CAaMOM y3KOM M3 UMEIOIIVXCSI) CMBICIIE.
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BBIPKEHUSIMU WM MHOUBUOAMU Y OPYTUX, YIaCTBOBAaTh B KOMMYHMKA-
11y, obecrieurBast MOHMMaHMe CKa3aHHOTO, COrVIacye MeXKIY YJaCTHUKaMM
pasroBopa ¥ T.m. 3¢dexTol. Ipyrum (1, Ha MOM B3IJISAH, 6OJiee BECOMBIM)
OCHOBAHMEM SIBJISIETCSI TO, UTO €CJIM MPUHMMAETCS, UYTO TTOHMMAaHMEe CKa-
3aHHOTI'O, COBITIaZieHNe MHTEePIpeTalnii, BbICKa3bIBaHe OJHOTO U TOTO K€
M T.IL. JOJDKHBI BKJTIOUATh B KaueCTBe HEOOXOMMMOrO KOMITOHEHTA UAEH-
TUdUKAIMIO TeHOTaTa, ero «IMOACTAHOBKY» Ha MECTO MMEHM WM 3Have-
HMSI TTIepEMEHHOV UM YTO-TO MOJOOHOE, TO AOCTMKEHME YKa3aHHBIX pe-
3YJIbTATOB OKAa3bIBAETCSI MPAKTMUYECKY HEBO3MOKHBIM (pasBe UTO B KaKOW-
TO CUJIBHO MJ,eaan30BaHHON cuTyaiyn)!s. OGbsICHUTD Hallly CIIOCOOHOCTD
TOBOPUTb O UEM-TO BHEIIIHEM ITO OTHOIIEHMIO K CAMUM BbICKA3bIBAHMSIM,
BKJIIOYAsl BEIY B MUpPE U T.II., U JaKe JIeJIaTb MCTUMHHbIE YTBEPXKIEHMS
0 HUX, MOKHO MeXIy TeM U 6e3 atoro momyuleHust. C Apyroil CTOPOHBI,
OTKa3 OT HEero ¥MeeT psifl IBHbIX MPEeUMYIIECTB, OTHUM U3 KOTOPbIX SIBJISI-
eTCcs TO, UTO B 9TOM C/Iydae OTHafaeT HeoOXOOAMMOCTb OOOCHOBBIBATh TO
WM MHOe [ieJieHMe MMeH Ha TOIJIMHHbIE UM HEeNOAJIMHHBbIE, He ITyCThie
M IYCThIE U T.II., KOTOPOE OGBIYHO MPOBOASAT Ha OCHOBaHUM KaKOM-TO 3a-
paHee MpUHATON MeTadusuKum1®,

Sl mosnararo, YTO MCIOJb30BaHME OIPEAEeHHBIX CIOCOHOB TOBO-
PUTH O BelllaX, Jaxke eCJIM OHO COTPOBOKIAETCS MPUHATUEM YOEKIEHW,
MPENCTAB/ISIONINX KAaKMe-TO HOBbIE CYITHOCTM CYIIECTBYIOIIMMM, HE CO-
3AeT OHTOJIOTMYECKUX 0OS3aTeNbCTB, KakK UX TpakToBas KyaiiH, mpocTo
MIOTOMY, UTO SI3bIKOBBIE BBIPAKEHMsI, KaK M MX TOKEHbI (M UCIIOJIb3YIOIIe
UX peueBble aKTbl), HE BBOISAT M He OOO3HAYAIOT HUKAKMUX CYITHOCTEN,
€CJIM He CUUTATh CMBICJIOB MJIM CBOETO pofa CJIOTOB, 3alOJHSEMbIX VH-
dbopmarimeit, mosrygaeMon U3 OUCKypca U KoHTekcTa. O6si3aTeNbCTBa, KO-
TOpbIE TaKMM OOPa3sOM CO3[al0TCs, — IIParMaTMueCcKoro, a He CEMaHTHUUe -
CKOTO POJia: COOTBETCTBYIOIIME «CJIOThI» AOIKHBI, €CJ/IM CIeI0BaTh JIOTHKE
TEKYIIe! KOMMYHMKALMA, ObITh 3aITOJIHEHBI YeM-TO TOAXOSIIUM ITO CMbIC-
JIy B XOfle NaJIbHENIIEeN MPAKTUKA. YUeHble, UCIIOIb3YIOIIe SI3bIK YMCET
I71s1 GOPMYIMPOBAHMS TEOPUIA, KOTOPbIE OHM CUMTAIOT HauboJiee TOUHbI-
MM ONMMCAHUSIMM PeaJbHOCTH, AOCTYIIHbIMM Ha JaHHbI MOMEHT, MOTYT
MIPUIATY K PasHbIM YOEKAEHUSIM, KacaTeJIbHO Uyces1 BOOOIIe, eCcy YTO-TO
3aCTaBIsIeT MX 3aAyMaThCs Haf, 3TUM BOIIPOCOM; HO 3TU YOEKAEeHUS
O0OBIYHO He SIBJISIIOTCST MPSAMBIMM CAEOCTBUSAMM IPUHATHUS TOM MU MHOM

15 TTompo6Hee MO KpUTUKY Teopuu pedepenumn cm. B [UepHsk, 2024]. EcrecTenHo,
CEeMaHTMKY 3TOr'0 TUIIA KPUTUKYIOT U 10 APYIUMM IpUUMHAM, HO Yallle BCEro 3Ta Kpu-
TMKa He MpeArioiaraeT 3aMeHy Teopuu pedepeHiyn UYeM-TO IPYTMM B KayecTBe OC-
HOBHOTO OOBSICHEHVISI IPUPOLIbI CEMAHTUUECKMX 3HAYEHUIA.

16 KoHe4HO, yKasaHHbIE pasjinuysi MOT'YT MMETh M APYTOi CMBIC — HalIpUMep, TyCThIMMA
MOSKHO CUMTaTh HABGOPbI 3BYKOB MM GYKB, MCIIOIb3yeMble KaK MMeHa, HO He CBS3aH-
Hble B 3TOM MCITOJIb30BaHUM KaKMM-TO OIpeesieHHbIM cMbiciioM. Ho s 3mech mmero
B BUIY BIIOJIHE OIpENe/JIeHHbIE CIIOCOOBI MPOBOOUThL 3TU PasjMuMsl, BbI3bIBAIOIINE
HeyTuxamlme Guiocodckme Cropsbl.
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Teopun (€CJIM TOJBKO 3TO — HE CEMaHTMYECKas TeOpusl) UM ee OIpefe-
JeHHOV uHTepnperauyul’. Ecim Kakme-To IpemjiokeHus ¢ MMeHaMu ab-
CTpaKIui TPAKTYIOTCS KaK MCTUHHBIE OMMcaHust (akTOB B TOM YMCJIe TO-
TOMY, YTO €CTb YTO-TO, C YeM 3T MMeHa (MM KBAHTOPHBIE T'PYIIIIBI,
KOTOPBIMM MX MOKHO 3aMEHMTb) CBSI3aHbl OTHOIIIEHMEM pedepeHInH,
BCerJa MOKHO BO3PasuTh, UTO, HE3ABMCUMO OT TOTO, UTO yueHble, FOBO-
psIIye Takue Bellu, AYMAIOT O PeaJlbHOCTM, OHU (aKTHUeCKY TTPEIITChI-
BalOT CYIIIECTBOBaHME KaKMM-TO abCTpakuusMm. Eciu ke MpUHSTh, 4TO
MMeHa abCTpaKIMii HMYero He 0603HAYAIOT, MPU TOM YTO APYyrue MMeHa
UMEIOT JeHOTAaThl, HaZIO OObSICHUTD, IOUEMY Y BHICKA3bIBAHMIA C MIMEHAMM
9TUX PasHbIX CEMAHTUUYECKUX TUIIOB MOTYT ObITb OMVMHAKOBBIE SMUCTEMM -
yeckue sHaueHus. Ho eciu OTKa3aThbest OT IpesyMmnmu pedepeHnymls)
3Ta MpobJieMa YCTPaHIeTCs: eCJU, UCIIOJb3YsI CJI0Ba, Mbl BOOOIIE HE BBO-
IVMM HUKaKMX JTEHOTATOB, He 0603HaYaeM HMKAKUX CYIIHOCTEN M T.II., TO
CTAHOBUTCSI TIOHSATHO, TIOYEMY MCITOJIb30BaHMe It OMMCAHMST PeaTbHOCTH
sI3bIKa aOCTpaKiMii He MpeAroaraeT CyIleCcTBOBaHMs abCTpaKLMii: IMOo-
TOMY UTO CJIOBa M BbICKa3bIBaHMsI BOOOIIE HI Ha UTO HE YKa3bIBAIOT B MIPU-
BBIYHOM CEMaHTMUYECKOM CMbIC/Ie, He HECYT B cebe HMKAKO OHTOJIOTMIA.

Uro B TakoM ciydae cooOIIaloT cykaeHus: o dakrtax? OmpemeneH-
HYI0O MHGOPMAIMIO, KOTOPYIO MOKHO, €C/IM HYKHO, MCIIOJb30BaTh IS
pellieHMst KaKMX-TO 3a1a4, CBI3aHHbIX C ob6pallleHreM K peaabHOCTH, B3a-
MMOJIEMICTBMEM C BeIlaMyu ¥ T.II. VX OOBIYHBIMM KOMMYHMKATUBHBIMU
3HaYEeHMSIMM, VHAUe TOBOPS, ABJISIOTCS UX CMbIC/IbL. VX JIFOOM MIOHMMAIOT,
MMOHMMasI CKa3aHHOe, OHM TPAaHCHOPMUPYIOTCS B MHIOVMBUAYAJBHOM CO-
3HaHMU B 06pasbl peajbHOCTH, X TIbITAIOTCS MepenaTh, moaoupast Haubo-
Jlee ropxoAsLMe ciaosa 1 T.o.1?

17" Pasnmume Mexmy Teopueli ¥ ee MHTepHpeTanyeil MOKHO MOHMMATh JBOSKMM 06pa-
30M: KaK pasiyuye MeXny 6osee OOLIVM ONMCAHMEM Y ero YTOYHEHMEM WM — Kak
pasyyie MeXIYy COBOKYITHOCTBIO CBSI3aHHBIX MEXKIY COOOI MPeAJIOsKeHMIA Y MTPUITHU -
CbIBa€MbIM MM COLlep’KaHueM. 31ech MOAXOIsT 00a BapuaHTa.
OTO OTHOCUTCS PaBHBIM OOPA30M Kak K JeHOTaTaM (HOCUTEeJsIM M pedepeHTam)
MMeH, TaK M K CYLIHOCTSIM, COCTABJISIIOIIMM O6BbeMbl TepeMeHHBIX. MOKHO Ipy ke -
JIAHUY TPAKTUYECKM JII060e MMs B TMpeIJIOKeHMU IMPeNCTAaBUThb KaK CKPBITYIO Jie-
CKPUIIIUIO ¥ IEPEHECTU HATPY3KY CBSI3M C PEeaTbHOCTBIO (MJIM KaKMM-TO MHBIM TIpe] -
METOM pelpe3eHTalyy SI3bIKOBBIMYM CPELCTBaMM) Ha CBSI3aHHYIO IepeMEHHYIO VU
MecTouMMeHMe (Kak mokasbiBaeT cam KyaiiH B Toii ke cTatbe «O TOM, YTO €CTb»).
Ho cyTb 3TOro OTHOILIEHMST HE MEHSIeTCS: TaK WM MHa4ye MpenIosaraercsi, YTo oc-
HOBHBIM WY €IVMHCTBEHHbIM 3HAYEHMEM SI3BIKOBOTO 3HaKa (CMHTaKCUUeCKoro, hoHe-
TUYECKOTO WU 1epGOPMATUBHOIO) SIBJISIETCSI UTO-TO B MMpe (WIM TOe-TO ellle), YTO
OH IIPeJCTaBIIsIeT.
19 Xopoluee mpefcrapieHne 0 TOM, KakK 3TO TIPOMCXOAUT ¥ KaK TIPU STOM SI3bIK BbITIOJIHSI -
eT CBOIO PeIpe3eHTaTUBHYIO (QYHKIMIO, T.e. I03BOJISIET TOBOPUTD O BellaX, a He TOJb-
KO O CMbICJIaxX, JaeT, HampuMmep, OVCKypCUBHAsl ceMaHTuKa (cM., Harmpumep [Heim,
1982; Kamp, Reyle, 1993]).
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Bocnpunimast BbICKasbiBaHMe Kak OMMCaHNMe Yero-To U MPUHMMAs ero,
MOSKHO ITOHSITh CMbBICJI CKa3aHHOI'O KaK OTHOCSILMIICS K COOTBETCTBYIOIIE-
My TIpeIMeTy M KaK CBOEro pofa CUMTHaJI JJIs MOMCKAa Yero-To IOIXOMIs -
11ero (OTBEYAOIIero OMMCAaHWI0) B OKPYsKAIOIeM MUpPE WK TOe-TO ellle.
Pesynbrarhl TakKMX IOENCTBUIA, KOHEUHO, TO’K€ MOYKHO TPAKTOBAaThb Kak
MMeIOIIMe OTHOIIIeH)Ee K MOHMMAHMIO CKa3aHHOTO: HalpumMep, Kak Haje-
JIeH€ ero [OIOHUTEIbHBIM 3HAaUEHMEM, CBSI3bIBAIOIIMM €r0 C KaKMM-TO
Gosiee OIpeneIeHHbIM TOMEHOM CYIIIHOCTEN; 3Ta TPAaKTOBKA KasKeTCs
0COBEHHO YMECTHOI, KOTma CBsI3b CKAa3aHHOIO C PeajlbHOCThIO YCTaHaB-
JIMBAETCS MPAKTUUYECKN Cpasy (MHOrIA Jake Mpeskie, ueM chopMmpoBaHO
[I0JIHOe TIOHMMAaHMe TeKYILero muckypca). bosmee Toro, stu pesy/brarhl
MHOTIA MIPUBOIAT K [IePeCMOTPY M3HAYAJbHOTO IMOHMMAHMS CKa3aHHOrO.
Tem He MeHee Bce 3TO, Ha MOV B3IVIsI, HE OTMEHSIeT TOro (akTa, UTO IMO-
HSITh BBICKA3bIBaHME M/ PEUYeBOJi aKT, & MMEHHO: UTO 3HavaT MCIIOJIb30-
BaHHbIE B HEM SI3bIKOBbIE KOHCTPYKIIMM, YTO XOTeJ CKas3aTb 3TUM TrOBOPSI-
IV ¥ KaKasi KOMOMHaIMs TOTO ¥ APYTOrO NpPefNouTUTENIbHA C y4eTOM
KOHTEKCTAa — MOKHO, HE COOTHOCS €ro C KaKUMMU-JIMO0 CYLIHOCTIMM (KPO-
Me CMbIC/IOB). JIomycTiM, KO MHE MOAXOOMT MO OPYT M ellle OOMH ue-
JIOBEK, ¥ JIPYT, YKa3bIBasi Ha ITOTO YeJOBEKa MasiblieM, TOBOPUT: «3Ha-
KOMbes, 3T0 - Iletss». Ecim s TpakTyio 3TO BbICKA3bIBaHME KaK aKT
MpeICTaBAeHNsI OOHMM YeJIOBEKOM IPYIoro, s, CKopee BCEro, cpasy CBsi-
Ky «9TO» U «IleTs» B HEM C KOHKPETHBIM Y€JIOBEKOM B I10JIe MOEro 3pe-
uus. Tem He MeHee, maxke eciu 6bl S CTOSI C 3aKPBITBIMM IJIa3aMU
M He 3KeJIaJl UX OTKPbIBaTh, S IIOHSUT ObI 3TO BhICKa3bIBaHMe TOYHO TaK SKe:
YTO MOV pyT (FOJIOC KOTOPOTO 51 Y3HAJI) MPEeICTaB/IsIeT MHE KOHKPETHOTO
yejioBeKa, HasbiBast ero uMeHeMm «Iletsi». DTO MOHUMaHNUe He U3MEHWIOChH
OblI, Jaxke ecyu 6bI MOJM OPYT Ta/UTIOLMHMPOBAI M YKasbIBaJl Ha IyCTOE
MECTO, CUMTasi, YTO TaM CTOMUT IleTs, miam ecsin Gbl 1 YBUOET Ha TPYyau
y IIpeICTaB/IsIeMOro vejioBeka Gemsk ¢ umeHem «Bacsi». M3-3a Toro, uto
B CUJIY MIPUBBIUKM I OBICTPO pearupyio Ha yCIbIIIAHHOE B TaKOM CUTya-
[}, COOTHOCSI HEKOTOPbIE €r0 JIEMEHThI CO CBOMM HEMOCPEeACTBEHHBIM
OKpPY>KE€HMEM, HUKAaKue 3JIEMEHThI 3TOrO OKPY)KeHMsI He CTAHOBSITCS va-
CTBIO TOTO, YTO B TaKOM BBICKA3bIBAHMM TOBOPUTCS M UTO SI HOJIKEH I10-
HATb (MOEHTU(DULIMPOBATh), YTOOBI AAHHAST KOHKPETHAass KOMMYHMUKAIIVS
Obla yCIelHoi. [IpumMeHnB cBoe IepBOHAaYaJIbHOE [TOHMMaHMe K OKpY-
SKaIoIIe peasbHOCTH, I MOI'Y OOHAPYKUTh, YTO MEXIY HUMMU €CTb ce-
pbe3Hble HECOOTBETCTBUS, 1, €CJIM MHE HYKHO [TOUYeMY-TO MX YCTPAHUTD,
sl MOT'Y Ha 3TOM OCHOBaHMM IIPOBECTY PEBU3MIO CBOETO IIepBOHAYAIbHOIO
rnoHuManus. Ho 3To Tojke He 3HAaUMT, UTO s CAEeJIal0 KaKOM-TO OOBEKT MU
(bparMeHT peasIbHOCTHM YaCTbIO TOTO, YTO CKA3aHHOE 3HAUMUT I0CJIE PEBU-
sum. S mpocTo BhIOGEPY abTEPHATUBHYIO MHTEPIIPETALMIO, JIyJllle COBMe-
CTMMYIO C pe3y/IbTaTamMy HabJTIOIeHUIA.
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Pedepennys, uaTepnpeTanus ¥ MCTUHA

Ha Mol B3Iz, BhICKa3bIiBaHMs COOOIIAIOT MHGOPMAIINIO, KOTOPasi HaeT
oIpefie/ieHHOe HalpaBjeHMe WM 3afaeT TPaHMIbl TIOMCKA IMPEIMETOB,
JIydilie BCErO OTBEYAIONINX MOHMMAHUIO CKA3aHHOTO (BbIGPaHHON MHTEpP-
MpeTaluu), HO OHa He OMpEeesisSeT, K KAKUM KOHKDPETHO COCTaBJISIFOIIMUM
PeayIbHOCTM WIM MHOTO 3apaHee BbIOPAaHHOIO IPEIMETHOrO IO WU
JOMEeHa OTHOCUTCS CKa3aHHOE MJIM KaKuMe-TO ero COCTaBisiolime. A 06-
Hapy’>XeHue B PEIbHOCTM KaKMX-TO KOPPEJATOB CKAa3aHHOTO He SIBJISET-
Cs1, Ha MO B3IV, YaCTbIO €ro MOHMMaHMS, MHTEPIpeTalyuu OUCKypca
¥ T.11.20: 3T0 HY’KHO TOT/IA, KOTA CKa3aHHOE, MTOHSITOe ONpPeieeHHbIM 006-
pa3oM, MPUMEHSIETCS [/I PellleHusT KaKUX-TO ellle 3amad (IOMUMO CO0-
CTBEHHO TepefauM ¥ MoTydeHus coobienmit). Pasymeercsi, cTpaHHO 6bI-
70 6Bl OTPUIIATH CMOCOGHOCTH JIIOfIeNl TOBOPUTH O Belllax MOCPEACTBOM
CJIOB B IIPUHIIUIIE, HO BbICKA3bIBAHUE MOXKET ObITh O KAKUX-TO CYIIHOCTSIX
HE TOJIbKO B CEMaHTMYE€CKOM CMBIC/IE: HE TOJIbKO 33 CUET TOTO, YTO YTO-TO
B HEM MMeeT KaKue-TO Belll CBOMMM JeHOoTaTaMu. BrickasbpiBaHye X MO-
KeT ObITh O MIPEAMETe X, eC/IM, HapuMep, Aesast Wi moHumasi X, MoJib-
30BaTejIM ONpPeNeIeHHOTO SI3bIKa WM YIEHbI ONPENeSeHHONM IPYIIIbI, KaK
MIPaBUJIO, BBILEJSIOT X, TPOM3BOAST Kakue-TO MENCTBUS B OTHOIIEHUU X,
(bopMUPYIOT Kakue-TO yOeXIeHMsI, KOTOpble, C UX TOUKU 3PEHUsI, OTHO-
CATCS K X, U T.I. Bce 310 He TpebyeT TOro, utobhl X MMEJIO B CBOEM CO-
CTaBe YTO-TO MMEIOIee X CBOMM HOCHUTEJIEM WM CBSI3aHHOE C HUM pe-
dbepenimanbHO?!l. DMOMPUCT, TOBOPSI O YMC/IAX, MOXKET TOBOPUTh O HUX
B 3TOM IIparMaTM4YeCKOM CMbICJIe, KOTOPbIN He MpearoiaraeT MpUHaIJIeK-
HOCTb YMCeN K KJIAaCCy AeHOTAaTOB TEPMUHOB €ro sI3bIKa MO3HAHMSI.

CBsI3M MMEH C [IEHOTaTaMM B Pa3HbIX TEOPUSIX TPAKTYIOTCS MO-pas-
HOMY — MHOI[A KaK YCTOMNYMBBIE BO BPEMEHM OTHOILIEHUS, 3a[aBaeMbie
CeMaHTUYEeCKUMM MPaBUIaMy, MHOTAA — KaK KOHTEKCTHO 3aBMCUMbIE, KaK
YacTb «SI3bIKOBOM Urpbl» U T.I. Ho B 1060M citydae umsi Ge3 meHoTara
MIPEACTABIISIET C ITOV TOUKM 3pPEHMsT TPOBIEMY, TOTOMY UTO OHO HE MOKET

20 XoTs1 3TO MOKHO CUMTATh YaCThIO KOMMYHMKAIMM B HEKOEM IIVPOKOM CMbICIIE.

21 Jlng paccyskaeHnii 06 OTHOIIEHUSIX STOTO PO UCIIONb3YETCs JOBOJIBHO HIMPOKast HO-
MEHKJIATypa TEePMMHOB: «[EHOTAaT», «pedepeHins», «IeCUTHATOP», IIPUIACHIBAIO-
miast GYyHKIUST», «9KCTEHCUMOHAI» — CaMble PAcIpOCTpaHeHHble. Tak 4TO Ha3BaHue
«Teopust pedepeHLN» — TOJIBKO OOVH BapMaHT M3 MHOTMX; [TOITOMY OHO YCJIOBHOE.
Teopun pedepeHLMM Kak 0COObBIN BUJ, TEOPUIA 3HAUEHWSI OOBIYHO HalleJIeHbI Ha OObsIC-
HEHMEe CTIOCOOGHOCTM BBIPasKEHUI HEKOTOPBIX BUOOB 00O3HAUaTh WM BBIAENSATH €IU-
HUYHbIE CYIIIHOCTH, WIX — JIIOLEH, UCTIOJb3YIOINX UX ONpPEAeIeHHbIM 00pasoM, yKa-
3bIBaTh Ha HMX. Ho s mpumeHsio ero s BbigeseHus Gosee o6ILeli MPe3yMIILun Cy-
IIeCTBOBaHMS YCTOWUMBBIX CBsI3eii MKy 3HaKaMM JIMHTBUCTMYECKOTO, MEHTAJIbHOTO
Wi nepHOPMaTUBHOTO TUTIA ¥ KAKUMMU-TO OTJIMYHBIMY OT HUX CYLIHOCTSMHU, 32 CUET
KOTODBIX 3TU 3HAKM MOTYT OGO3HAYATh T CYL[HOCTH, BBIAEJSITH UX, YKa3bIBaTb
Ha HUX U T.I.. B KOMMYHVKALMI MIM MBIILUTEHUN.
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BBITIOJTHATH CBOIO ITPENIIOJIaraeMyl0 OCHOBHYIO (YHKIIMIO — YKa3bIBaTb
Ha OTIpeesIeHHbI 06BEKT WM MHYIO CYITHOCTbh M, TaKMM 0GpasoM, Je-
JIaThb BbICKa3bIBaHME OTHOCSIIMMCS K UYEMY-TO OIpEeNeIeHHOMY OIIpe[e-
JeHHbIM 06pasoM. OTCIOIa BO3HMKAET OIIYILNEHME, YTO IpaMMaThyeCKN
CXOIHbIEe CyKIeHus1 — Harpumep, «IMocksa cyiiectsyer» (1) u «bor cy-
IIIECTBYET» — MMEIOT PasHble SMMCTEeMMYECKNE 3HAUYEeHUS] B CUITy UX Ce-
MaHTUYECKMX pa3inunii. [lepBoe MOXKHO YIOCTOBEPUTD, IIOTOMY UTO B HEM
peub UOEeT O KOHKPEeTHOM OOBbEeKTe, TOCTYITHOM B HabJIIOmeHN, a BTOpoe
HeJIb3sI, IOTOMY YTO B HEM, €CJIM pedb M UAET O YEM-TO OIPeNeIEHHOM,
TO SIBHO HE O TOM, UYTO MOKHO HabmromaTh. Ho, XOTSI Mbl MOsKeM HabJIIO -
Iath (B KAKOM-TO CMbICJIE, TPeOYIoIeM YTOYHEHMS) KOHKPETHbI ropof,
Mbl HE MOXXEM HaOJIIOaTh, YTO CKAa3aHHOE OTHOCUTCS MMEHHO K HEMY.
He ucktoueHo, uTo mJist 1060r0 MMEHM MOKHO Momo6paTh KaKOM-TO Ha-
OyIIomaeMblii OOBEKT, KOTOPBIM OHO MOIVIO Obl 0603HAaUaTh M BhIOOP KOTO-
pOro Ha poJib JEHOTAaTa 3TOr0 MMEHM CIesiaj Obl COOTBETCTBYIOIIEE BbI-
cKas3biBaHMe BepudummpyembiM. Ho B sro60M ciydyae e HM B OBYX
MIPUBEIEHHBIX BbIIlIe BbICKa3bIBaHMSIX, HU B «Umcita cyiiecTByior» (2) uMme-
Ha He BBOIST HMKAKMUX CYIITHOCTEN, a «CYIIECTBYET» MOKET 3HAUUTb OITHO
M TO 3Ke, TO IMUCTEMMUECKIE Pa3TINuMsI MeKIY STUMMU BbICKa3bIBAaHUSIMU
MOTYT OBITb IMPOM3BOOHBI OT MX CEMAHTUYECKMUX CBOWCTB TOJIbKO Ofi-
HMM CIIOCOOOM — 3a CUET CYIIEeCTBOBAHMUS KaKUX-TO ITPaBUJI WJIM KOHBEH-
M, OTIPeNEesITIONINX, KaKue TPeIIOKeHNsT UITU CUTYaIUU SIBJISIIOTCS TTPO-
BEPOUYHBIMM MJIU YIOCTOBEPSIIONIMMY [IJIT KaKUX TUITOB BbICKA3bIBAHWIA.
Takue omnpeneseHUsI MOTYT ObITh YMCTO (POPMaIBHBIMM, HO OOBIYHO OHU
OTPasKaIOT Te WIM MHble MeTabu3NUeCKue ¥ CeMaHTUYECKUe ITPe3yMII-
. (1) ymocToBepsieMO OIBITOM, HallpyUMep, TOJbKO eC/IM IMPUHMMAET-
cs1, yTO 1) OHO BBICKA3BIBAETCSI O KOHKPETHOM TOpoie U 2) TOpofa SIBJISIIOT-
cs1 HabomaeMbIMM OObeKTaMy. BbIGOp OmpemesieHHOM MHTepIpeTanyn
(1) mosBosisieT caenaTth ero BepubUIMPYEMbIM AJIS TeX, KTO MPUHUMAET
COOTBETCTBYIOIIME «IIpaBujIa UTPbI», HO 3Ta BEPUPUIMPYEMOCTh He SB-
JITeTCST TIPM3HAKOM TOro, 4TO (1) ceMaHTMUeCKM CBSI3aHO C KOHKPETHBIM
rOpPOIOM, B 4aCTHOCTM — 4TO «MocKBa» ero o6osHayaer?2. DTO TOJBKO

22 3pech MOKHO BO3pasuThb, 4TO eciu «MocKBa» — 9TO MM, TO OHO, IO KpaiiHeil Mepe,

JOJDKHO YTO-TO MMEHOBaTh. $ moJsararo, 4to, Kak yyke JaBHO GbIJIO OTMEYEHO, MMEHO-
BaHMe U 3HaueHue — pasHble BuAbl OTHOUIeHMit. «H» MoskeT mmeHoBaTh 06bekT O
B TOM IIPOCTOM CMBICJIE, UTO a) MMeHHO K O (M ero GKaiiiM perpe3eHTaImsm)
«H» crapaloTcsi MpUMeHSTb B ONpPeAeeHHbIX OOCTOSITENbCTBAX MM OINpeeeHHbIe
JiIony v 6) OHM SKCIUTUIIMTHO TIPMHMMAIOT KaKue-To mpeaoskerns hopmbl « “H” ume-
HYyeT (IBJISIETCS UMEHEM) X», [ie x 3aMelliaeT Kakoe-To onucauue O. «H» MoxkeT GbITh
MMeHeM B 3TOM CMbIciie, He umess O CBOMM [ €HOTAaTOM; a MpuMeHeHue aoabmu «H»
K O MO’KeT MMeTb JOBOJILHO Pa3HbIil CMBICI — OT YETKOTO BbIIEIEHMST 0GbEKTA IO TIPO-
CTOTO COBIIAJI€HUS] MHTEHIIMIA, CONEPsKaHUsI KOTOPBIX MO3BOJIIIOT Pa3Be UTO MCKIIIO-
YUTb Kakue-To coBceM He nmoxokue Ha O cymiHoctu. Takske BIOJTHE MOKHO TOBOPUTD
O TIpMMEHEHUU TepMMHA [jIs BbimeseHMs: OObeKTa, MMesi B BUAY MHTEHIMOHAIbHOE
HaIoJIHeHe IEeVICTBYS, HO He 00sI3aTeIbHO ero pesysibTar.
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MTOKAa3bIBAET, KAKYIO SMUCTEMUUECKYIO posib (1) UrpaeT B ompemeseHHON
cucTemMe, M, el YYaCTHUKM KOMMYHMKALMM XOTST, 4TOObI (1) B KOH-
KPETHOM AVICKYpPCE COOTBETCTBOBAJIO 3TOV POJIM, OHM MOTYT IOZOODPATh
JTy4Ille BCEro MOAXOIMIIYIO IJisi 3TOTO MHTepIpeTanuio. HTepnperanms,
O6yoyur ueM-TO (CpaBHUTEJIbHO) OIpemesieHHbIM, MOXKET CIejiaTh BbICKa-
3bIBaHME COBMECTUMMBIM C TEMM WJIM MHBIMU ITPEICTABJIEHUSIMM O MUpE,
HO OHAa He MOKET, Ha MO} B3IV, CAEJaThb YTO-TO, UTO, COIIACHO STUM
MPeNCTaBAeHNSIM, CYILIeCTBYeT WM MMEeEeT MeCTO, IeHOTaTaMy UCIIOJIb30-
BaHHBIX B BBbICKA3bIBAHMM 3HAKOB MJIM IKCTEHCMOHAJIOM BBICKA3aHHOTO
npenyioxkeHysi. Mbl COOTHOCKMM BbICKa3bIBaHMe WM OUCKYpPC (TIOC/IenoBa-
TeJIbHOCTh BbICKa3bIBaHMIA) C PEATbHOCTHIO WJIM MHBIM JOMEHOM CYII[HO-
CTel, KOrma U eCJIM HaM HYKHO IMPUMEHUTDb TO, KaK MbI €r0 TOHSIJIU; 3TO
He SIBJIIETCSI HEMOCPENCTBEHHOM YacTbl0 KOMMYHMKAIMY, XOTSI ObIBAeT,
YTO TIOAOGHBIE CBSI3YM IPUBBIYHO ITPEIIMCHIBAIOTCS MPSIMO B IIpoliecce
KOMMYHMKAIA.

Pasnnune Mesxay MeTadu3MUeCcKUM M HayUHbIM (UTO ObI 3TO HM 3HA-
YMJIO) YTBEPKIOEHUSIMM (2) B TaKOM CJydyae COCTOMT HE B PasiauuMU UX
3HAUEHWUIA, OMpenesieMbIX UX CMbICJIAMM, VUIM STUCTEMUYECKUX (PYHK-
IV — Y Te, ¥ T€ MOTYT ObITb OAVHAKOBBIMM, — a Pa3IUUMIMM B KOHTEKCTAX
ux mpuMeHeHus. B ogHom ciyuae (2) TpeGyeTcst BCTPOUTh B KaKyHO-TO
OIpeNeJIeHHYI0 CUCTEMY 3HAHWUM C 3aJaHHBIMM IapaMeTpaMu, a B Jpy-
TOM C/Ty4ae 3a/lauy YeTKO He OIpenesieHbl (UTO, MHE KasKeTCsl, IIPUMEPHO
cooTBeTCTBYeT MHTyuiy KapHama), u 9To He Mmo3BosisieT chopMMpOBaTh-
CSI KaKMM-TO OIpe[e/eHHbIM MHTEPIPETAaTUBHBIM Mpennoutrennsm. Ho,
Ha Mo¥i B3I, (2) B MeTadusuKke He OyIeT MMEThb OIpee/IeHHOTO MCTUH-
HOCTHOTO 3HAueHus, a B MaTeMaTuke GymeT (BO3MOXKHO) He IOTOMY, UTO
B OHOM CJIy4ae OHO He SIBJISIETCSI YTBEPKIEHMEM, a B JIPYTOM SIBJIIETCS
U VMEET YCJIOBUSI ICTMHHOCTH, a IIOTOMY, UYTO BO BTOPOM CJTyYae OTHOCHU-
TeJIbHO SICHO, K Y€MY U JIJIST YETO ero MPUMEHSTh, a B IIEPBOM He OU€Hb.

Takum obpasom, s cunrtato, uto crop mexxny KyaitHom m Kapharom
mo mpobGyieMe abCTpaKiMii BbIpaskaeT peajbHOEe pasHoriacue. Ha moit
B3I, KapHar rmpaB B TOM, UTO BbIOOD SI3bIKA HAYKY He SIBJIIETCS BbIOO-
POM OHTOJIOTMM KaK HEKOJ COBOKYITHOCTU IE€HOTATOB WMJIM CYIIHOCTEN:
TOBOPUTb O PEAIbHOCTY C TIOMOINbIO TIOHSATUSI @ — HE 3HAYUT BBOAUTD
B MOJIe/Ib PeaJIbHOCTU KaKYyIO-TO ONpEeNeIEHHYIO CYIIHOCTb MJIM MHOMKe-
CTBO. MaTremMaTuK MOXKET He CUMTAThb CYKIAEHME, UYTO UMCIa CYIIeCTBYIOT,
YacThI0 MaTeMaTuKu (4eM-TO OCMBICJIEHHBIM B Helf), HO TO, KaK MaTeMa-
TUKM UCIIONb3YIOT MOHATHE YMCJIA, IO3BOJISIET YTBEPXKAATh, UTO /IS HUX
yKasaHHOEe CYyKieHue (WIM aHAJOTMYHOE O KaKOW-TO APYroi abCTpak-
IIMU) AODKHO OBITh MCTMHHBIM. TOrga, eCiM TPaKTOBAaTh TaKOe CY)KIEHMe
KaK yKasaHue Ha HaJiuyue B PeaJibHOCTM UEero-To, C YeM CJIOBO «UMCJIO»
(WM «MHOXECTBO», MJIM MHOE) KaK MMSI COOTBETCTBYIOIIEro MOHSITUS
CBSI3aHO KaKMM-TO MPUBUJIETMPOBAHHBIM 0Opa3oM (UTO U TpEeATosiaraet
oTHoIIeHue pedepeHnM), OHO GyHeT BbIpaskaTb TO, uTo KyaiflH Hasbl-
BaeT OHTOJIOTMYECKUM 00s13aTeIbCcTBOM. HO eciu McxomuTh U3 TOTrO, YTO
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€IVHCTBEHHBIM CEMaHTMUYECKUM BKJIAJOM SI3bIKOBBIX BBIPKEHMI B JIMC-
KYDCBI SIBJISIIOTCS MX CMBIC/IBI UJIM YTO-TO MOAOOHOE23, MCTMHHOCTD CYK-
IeHU ¢ MMeHaMM abCTpakuui IJIsT MPUHMMAIOIIMX COOTBETCTBYIOIIME
HayuyHble TeopuM He GyfeT 3HAKOM HaJIUUMS B PeabHOCTM YEro-To, UTO
MOXKHO ObLIO GbI CUMTATh JEHOTATaMM COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX OOILIMX MMEH
WJTU CYIITHOCTSIMMU, BXOISIIIIMMU B UX 00beM, JasKe eC/IM OHU TePEeBOIVMBbI
B npegyoxkenns Buga «Ix(Fx)». Yreepxkaenne «EcTb yeTHble U HedeT-
Hble UKCIa» SIBHO MeIUT YMC/ia Ha IBa BUOa MM KJIacca, HO OHO He Ipu-
MACBIBAET UMCJAM KaKOM-TO OIpeNeIeHHbI OHTOJIOTMUYECKUI CTaTyc.
OpHako [maske ecyiM M3 HETO MOXKHO BBIBECTM YTBEPXKIEHME, UTO UMCIIa
CYILIECTBYIOT, OHO He 6yleT MPUIMChIBATh HMKAKOT'O OCOGOrO CBOMCTBA
KaKUM-JIMOO CYITHOCTIM (MM BKJIIOUAThb MX B OIPENeJIeHHbI JTOMEH),
TaK KaK HEMOCPENCTBEHHO (CEMaHTUUYECKM) OHO HE BBOAMUT HMKAKUX CYIII-
HocTel. V3 ucnob30BaHmst ONpeneieHHbIX CJIOB ONpPene/IeHHbIMY JTIOIb-
MM MbI MOKEM TIOJTYYUTh OTBET HAa OHTOJIOTMUYECKUI BOIIPOC B TOM CMbIC-
Jle, YTO MbI MOXKEM CKa3aTh, Kakas KapTMHA PeaJIbHOCTM AOJDKHA ObITh
MPEOITOUTUTEIbHA IJISI HUX WIM SIBJIIETCS IIPAKTUUYECKMM OCHOBaHMEM
HEKOTOPbIX UX JeicTBuit. Ho OHM He [aloT HaM OHTOJIOTMM B CMbIC/IE Ka-
KOM-TO OIpeNeIeHHOM COBOKYIHOCTY OGBEKTOB MJIM MHBIX CYIIHOCTEN,
KOTOpbIE€ JOJ/DKHBI CYIIIECTBOBaTb, YTOOBI COOTBETCTBYIOIIME YTBEPKIE-
HUS ObUIM UCTMHHBIMK. VICTMHHOCTB U Jayke BepU(PUIIMPOBAHHOCTD CY3K-
JIeHNs, B KOTOPOM MMsI SKCILTUIIMTHO COEIMHEHO CO CJIOBOM «CYILIECTBY-
eT», He CBUIETEJbCTBYIOT CaMM IO cebe O CYIIeCTBOBaHMM (B HEKOEM
3apaHee BbIZEJIEHHOM JOMEHE, UM HEKOEro MpearnosaraeMoro THUITa, VI
JIayke B KAKOM-TO CaMOM OOIIIEM CMBbICJIE) Uero-TO, UTO 3TO UMS, MPEIo-
JIOKUTEJIbHO, BBOIUT, 0603HAYAET MM T.II.

Cnomcok ureparypbl

I'paiic, Ctpocon, 2012 - I'paiic I1., Cmpocon I1. B sammTty mormei / Ilep. ¢ aHr.
B. HonropykoB // Omuctemosnorust u ¢unocodpust Hayku. 2012. T. XXXII. Ne 2.
C. 206-223.

Kyaitn, 1999 - Kyaiin V.B.O. O Ttom, uto ectb / [lep. ¢ aumt. A. Yepnsk //
Kyatiin V.B.O. Cnoso u o6bekt. M.: ITpakcuc, 1999. C. 325-341.

Yepusik, 2024 - Yepusax A.3. PasmbiiieHust 06 MmMeHaxX U pedepeHLMsX.
(B neuarn)
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B nocnepgHue fecstb NeT aKTUBHO Pa3BMBAETCS KOHLENTyasibHast
nHeHepus (conceptual engineering) - HanpaeneHue B aHaNUTU-
Yyeckon ¢pmunocodum, OpMeHTMPOBAHHOE Ha KPUTMYECKYIO paboTy
C MOHATUAMU. BONBLIMHCTBO aBTOPOB, pa3pabaTbiBatoLMX 3TO Ha-
npaBfieHVe, B KaYeCcTBE €ro MeTOL0J/I0MMYECKON OCHOBbI, Teope-
TMYECKOro MCTOKa HasblBaloT uaen P. KapHana, genas akueHT
B MEPBYIO O4epeb Ha ero MeTofe IKCMAMKauuK. B cTaTbe Moka-
3bIBAETCS, YTO BAMSIHME KapHama Ha KOHLLeNTyasibHYH MHXeHe-
pUO HECOMHEHHO, HO OHO HE CBOAMTCS TOJIbKO K UCMOJIb30BaHUIO
M Pa3sBUTUIO METOAA IKCIMJIMKALUMKM B KOHLENTYaNbHON MHXKeHe-
puK, a NOCIEAHAS BO MHOTOM HacneayeT v 6osiee LMpoKue, «npo-
rpaMMHble» YCTaHOBKM KOHUenumu P. KapHana, B CBOHO oyepeap,
Nno3BoJisis 3TU YCTAHOBKM caenaTtb 6onee siBHbIMU. Ha ocHoBe psi-
na paboT 1 ero «MHTENNEKTYaNbHOM BUOrpadumn» NPOCAEKMBAET-
csl 3BOJIIOUMSA B3MAL0B KapHana Ha si3blK, BbIsIBASIOTCS OCHOBA-
HUS, NO3BONAIOWME YBULETL «MHKEHEPHYIO NMEPCNEKTUBY» B €ro
paccy>kaeHusx, Kotopasi Hanbonee SBHO NposBaseT cebs B Kap-
HarMoBCKOM MOHUMAaHUKU JIOTUKW B KayecTBE KOHLLEMTyasbHOro
UHCMpyMeHMa nosyyeHus n obpaboTku 3HaHUs, «CBOpKM ero
B CTPYKTYPY», a TaKXKe yay4llueHns co6CTBEHHbIX npoueayp. Mo-
Ka3bIBaETCsl, YTO UCTOKU UHXKEHEPHOI NMepcrneKkTMBbl Takke 06-
Hapy)XuBatoTCs B UHTepece KapHana, ¢ 0OJHOI CTOPOHbI, K METO-
OONIOTUHECKUM OCHOBaHUAM OU3MKM, @ UMEHHO K npobneme
M3MEPEHNSI U €ro SMUCTEMOJIOFMYECKOMY aHanu3y, a C Apyron
CTOPOHbI, OHW BUAHbI U B €0 MHTEPECE K UHTEprpeTaumsM npu-
poAabl MaTeEMaTUYECKON TeEOpUN, B Uaee NPUMUPEHUS JoTULM3MA
1 dopManusma 3a cyeT BBELEHUS «NPUHLMMNA TONEPAHTHOCTUY,
NO3BOJIAOLLErO NPUAATL METOLO/IOMMM NMparMaTUYecKoe usmepe-
Hue. NMogpobHO paccMaTpmBaETCs UAES IKCMIMKALMKN U ee Teope-
TUYECKME UCTOKM, 3aK/toyalolmecsi, B YaCTHOCTWU, B HaMepeHun
KapHana caenatb «TOYHbIMW» MOHATMSA, BblipaXkaloliMe CTeneHb
[OKa3aTeNbHOCTH, BeposTHOCTU. KapHanoBcKas uaes cBsisu pe-
3y/bTaTa NPOBEAEHHOM 3KCMIMKALLMKM C TOW Lesblo, pafiv KOTopoi
OHa NpoBOAMNACh, CTana OLHOW U3 FNABHbIX YCTAHOBOK KOHLLEN-
TyaNbHO MHXXEHEePUU, OT/IMHAIOWEN ee OT MPOCTOro KOHLEeNTy-
aNbHOro aHanu3a. B 3ak/oueHue fenaetcs BbIBOA, YTO PaccMOT-
peHHble BMecTe ABe 1aBHble uien P. KapHana: akcnavkauums
MOHATUI U MPUHLMN TONEPAHTHOCTU B BblGOpe A3blka - MOryT
6bITb MOMELLEHBI M B 60/1€€ LUIMPOKUIA KOHTEKCT MPOEKTa Mo paumo-
Ha/IbHON PEKOHCTPYKLMM XKM3HM 0bLEecTBa B LE/IOM, ee nepe-
YCTPOWCTBY Ha OCHOBE Hay4YHOrO 3HaHUS.

KntoueBblie cnoBa: P. KapHan, A3bIKOBas MHXEHepUs, KOHLEeNTyanb-
Hasi MUH)XEHepUsl, KOHLENTYaNbHas Pe-UHXEHEPUS, NOHSTUE, IKCNAU-
KaLMs, IOTMYECKMIN CUHTAKCUC S13bIKA, MPUHLMM TONEPAHTHOCTH

ViccnenoBaHue BBITIONIHEHO 3a cUeT rpaHta Poccmiickoro HayuHoro ¢onpa Ne 23-28-
01068, https://rscf.ru/project/23-28-01068/, «IMOCKOBCKMI1 TeQarormueckuii rocymap-
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BBenenune

The past decade has seen notable development of conceptual engi-
neering - a field of analytical philosophy that focuses on the critical
evaluation of concepts. Most authors engaged with this area
identify Rudolf Carnap’s ideas as its methodological framework
and theoretical origin, placing particular emphasis on the philoso-
pher’s method of explication. This article highlights the unques-
tionable influence Carnap’s thought had on conceptual engineering
whilst by no means reducing it to the utilisation and advance-
ment of explication within this field of analytical philosophy: in-
deed, conceptual engineering has incorporated - and brought
to the forefront - much broader tenets of Carnap’s concept. This
study draws on a series of the philosopher’s works, as well as his
‘Intellectual Autobiography’, to trace the evolution of his ideas
about language and describe the fundamental elements revealing
the ‘engineering perspective’ in his reflection. Most clearly, this
perspective is evident in his interpretation of logic as a concep-
tual tool for acquiring and processing knowledge, ‘assembling’
it into a structure and refining the procedures of logic itself. It is
shown that the origins of the engineering perspective trace back,
on the one hand, to Carnap’s interest in the methodological
framework of physics, particularly the measurement problem and
its epistemological analysis, and, on the other, his fascination
with interpretations of the nature of mathematical theory and
the idea of unifying logicism and formalism by introducing
the principle of tolerance, which adds a pragmatic dimension to
methodology. The article examines in detail the idea of explica-
tion and its theoretical origins, which lie, in particular, in Carnap’s
intention to exactify the notions expressing the degree of validity
and probability. His idea of a link between the results of explica-
tion and its goal became the central principle of conceptual engi-
neering, distinguishing it from mere conceptual analysis. It is con-
cluded that, when considered together, Carnap’s two major
ideas - explication and the principle of tolerance - can be placed
in a broader context of a project seeking a rational reconstruction
of the life of society and providing it with knowledge-based
underpinnings.

Keywords: Rudolf Carnap, language engineering, conceptual engi-
neering, conceptual re-engineering, concept, explication, logical syn-
tax of language, principle of tolerance

KonuenryanbpHas mHkeHepust (conceptual engineering) - HampasjieHye
B aHIUTHYECKOI punocoduu (HEKOTOpbIE aBTOPbI PAaCCMaTPUBAIOT €0
1IMpe, Kak BapuaHT MmeTaduiaocodun), OpuMeHTMPOBAHHOE Ha KPUTU-
Yeckylo paboTy, B IMEpPBYIO ouepelb, C HayYHbIMU U DUIOCODCKUMU
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nousiTusimu | Chalmers, 2020; Isaac, 2021]. Dta pabora npenmnosaraeT
KaK aHa/IN3 ¥ KOPPEKTUPOBKY CYIIECTBYIOIINX MOHITUIM C TOUKM 3PEHUS
aZieKBaTHOCTY TeM IIeJIsIM, KOTOpble CTaBWIACh NIPU UX BBEIEHUM, TaK
U UX 3aMeHy APYTMMU CYIIECTBYIOUIMMM WJIM «CIIPOEKTUPOBAHHBIMM»
HOBBIMM TTOHSITUSIMM.

HoBble MOHATHS TaKske MOTYT CO30aBaThCS IJIS KOHILIENTyaIn3aiium
MaTepuasa B CBSI3U C TOSBJIEHMEM HOBBIX 06J1aCTell HAyYHOTO MCCIIeA0Ba -
HMs (IIPUMEpPOM MOTYT CJIYKUTh TOHSITUSI «MCKYCCTBEHHbIN MHTEJIIEKT»,
«3MOIVIOHAJIbHBIN MHTEJUIEKT», «IIOCTHOpPMaJibHas HayKa», «3MUCTEMM-
yeckasi HeCIpaBeIJMBOCTh» U T.I.) M B CBSI3M C M3MEHEHUSIMU B OOIle-
CTBEHHO-TIOJIUTUYECKOM KM3HM (HapuMep, MEHSIIoIIeecs B Hallleli CTpaHe
OTHOIIIEHNe K AeTSM C HapyIIeHMSIMM 3IO0POBbsS MMOTPeGOBaIO BBEIEHMs
MOHSTUS «MHKJIIO3MBHOE OOpa3oBaHMme»; MoCJIeqHe MPOeKThl pedopmu-
poBaHMs B cdepe BbICIIEr0 06pa3’oBaHMsT — MOHATHII «Ba30BbIi YPOBEHD
BBICIIIETO 00pPa30BaHMSI» U «CIEIMAIM3MPOBAHHOE BbICIIEe 0Opa3oBa-
Hue»). Mes B3aMMOCBSI3M SI3bIKA ¥ COLIMYMA HE SIBJISIETCSI HOBOW, OHAKO
B paMKaxX KOHIIENTyaJbHOV MH)XEHepuUM OHa IMpHOoOpeTaeT OueHb KOH-
KpeTHYIO GOpMy B BUIE 3amauy KPUTUUECKOTO IepecMoTpa «Ipobiem-
HBIX» COIMAJIbHBIX, MIOUTUUECKUX U KYJIBTYPHBIX MPEICTaBIEHUN Uepes
kpuTtuKy moustmit. Kak mumrer [. Yanmepc, ryiaBHOM MpoO6IeMOil KOH-
LEINTYaJbHON UHKEHEPUM SBJIIETCS HEOMHO3HAYHOCTD SI3bIKa, CEMaHTHMKA,
MpMBOZSIIAs K 6eCKOHeUHbIM «BepbanbHbIM criopam» [Chalmers, 2011],
KOTZa OUCKYTaHThI, OGCYKOas, Ka3ajoch Obl, ONMH OOBLEKT, OIMEPUPYIOT
B CITOpEe Pa3sHbIMM 3HAUYEHMSIMM U TIPEICTABIEHUSIMM, UTO OCJIOSKHSIET KOM-
MYHMKaIMo. YKucyio myGaMKaluii B 9TOM 06JIacTM B MOC/IeqHee BpeMs
CTPEMUTEJIHO PaCTeT, a MPeAMETOM MCCIeIOBaHMI CTAHOBATCS MOHITUS
M3 caMbIX pasHbIX cdep (3mech u GuIocodCKUe TOHATHS, M TTOHSTHS,
MPeCTaBISIoNINE ITHOC, PaCy, IOJ, ¥ MOHITHS, B KOTOPBIX (DUKCUPYIOTCS
I[BETa, M MaTeMaTHuyeCKue MOHSITUSI, U MHOTME Ipyrue) (CM., Hampumep,
[Decock, 2020; Fenner, 2018; Haslanger, 2000]).

BonpimHCTBO aBTOPOB, pa3pabaThIBAIONIMX 3TO HAlpaBjieHue, B Ka-
YyeCTBE ero MeTOIOJIOTMYECKOM OCHOBBI, TEOPETMUECKOTO MCTOKA HasbIBa-
1oT ugeu P. Kapuara, 1, Kak IIpaBuIo, peub UOET O ero MeTo/e SKCILIMKa-
uyuy [Brun, 2016; Brun, 2017; Cappelen, 2018, p. 3; Chalmers, 2020].

B nmaHHOJ cTaTbe MbI IIOCTapaeMcsl TIoKasaTh, UTO BivsiHue KapHarma
Ha KOHUENTYaJbHYI0 MHKEHepMui0 HEeCOMHEHHO, HO OHO He CBOIUTCS
TOJIBKO K PasBUTHUIO UAEY IKCIUIMKAIMM B CAMOM MOHSITUY «KOHIIENTYaTb-
Hasl MHKeHepus», TIOC/eNHSISI BO MHOTOM HacjienyeT u Gojiee IIMPOKMeE,
«IpOrpaMMHbIe» yCTaHOBKM KoHIernuuu P. Kapnarma, B cBOIO ouepens,
MTO3BOJISISI 3TU YCTAHOBKY CHeJaTh 6oJiee SIBHBIMMU.
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VIH>KeHepHbIN B3IVISI

B cBoeit nnTetektTyanbpHo aBrobmorpadun P. KapHan ormeuaert, uTo BCio
CBOIO JKM3Hb 6bUT OuapoBaH (eHoMeHOM s3bika [Carnap, 1963b, p. 68].
Bocxuiasich MexaHM3MOM KOMMYHUKAIMY, HESICHOCTb ¥ CEMaHTUUYECKYIO
IIByCMbICJIEHHOCTb KapHan paccMmaTrpuBaeT Kak Cepbe3HyIo Ipobiemy, Me-
IIAIOLIYIO YeJIOBeUeCcKoMy oOiieHuio. He 6ymyuy JMHTBMCTOM, OH IO-
CBSIIIIAET CBOM MCCJIENOBaHUS MPOGIeMe SI3bIKOBOTO KOHCTPYMPOBAHUS —
MOCTPOEHMIO SI3BIKOBBIX CUCTEM B CUMBOJIMUECKOI JIOTMKe U pa3paboTke
MCKYCCTBEHHOTO SI3bIKA JJISI MeKAyHapogHoro obiienus [Tam ske].

B coBpeMeHHOI KpUTHUECKON JIUTepaType UCCIeNoBaTeTbCKIUe CTpa-
terun KapHama Bce uaille paccMaTpuBaIOTCs KaK «JIMHTBUCTUYECKAs] UH-
SKeHepusi», «KOHIenTyaabHas uiskeHepus» [Carus, 2007; Hillier, 2010;
Richardson, 2013; Brun, 2016]. Cam Kapnamn ymorpebsieT BbIpaskeHue
«SI3BIKOBAsl MHKEHEPUsI», XapaKTepusys HeoOXOAUMYI0 TMOKOCTh hOpPMBI
BBIPKEHUST M 3aBUCUMOCTD €€ MCIIOJMb30BaHMS OT IOCTABJIEHHBIX TeO-
peTuuecKux Iiejieil, OT TOrO, HaCKOJIbKO ee BBeleHue GymeT «ymoOHBIM,
TUTONOTBOPHBIM, TipocThiM» [Carnap, 1963b, p. 65; Carnap, 1950]. Xots
KapHar HanpsmMyio He Ha3bIBaeT ceOsl KOHIENTYaJIbHbIM MHKEHEPOM, VH -
SKeHepHas TIepCIIeKTBa OOHapysKMBaeTcs B MeTadopax, CBI3aHHbBIX C MH-
skeHepueit. Hampumep, roBopsi 0 «IJITaHMPOBaHUM SI3BIKOBBIX (hOpM» —
[JIABHOM 3afjaue yYeHOTro, 3aHMMAIOLIErocs mpobjaeMamMy HayqHOM METO-
nmostiorun, KapHan pasBuBaeT mpefcTaBjieHye O HeM Kak MpeaBuaeHnn 06 -
el CTPYKTYPBI SI3BIKOBOI CUCTEMBI U BbIOOpE B pasHBbIX ee TOUKaX TeX
BO3MOKHOCTEN ee pasBUTHs, OGyiaromapsi KOTOPbIM pasyiMyHbie (QyHKIMM
CUCTEMbBI COYETaUCh ObI APYr C APYTOM, a OOIIas pe3yIbTUPYIOas
GbyHKIMS BCell cUCTeMBbl YIOBIETBOPSIIA TIOCTaBIEHHBIM TeopeTHyeCKUM
uessim [Carnap, 1963b, p. 68]. Hanbosnee siBHO MHKeHepHAs ITePCIEKTUBA
MPOSIBJISIET CeBsT B €ro MOHMMAaHUM JIOTMKY B KaueCTBE KOHIIENTYaIbHOTO
uHCcmpymeHma TOJTyuYeHus: ¥ o6paboTKM 3HaHMSI, «COOPKY ero B CTPYKTY-
py» [Carnap, 1926, p. 2], a TakKe yaydlleHUsI COOCTBEHHBIX ITPOLEAYP
[Carnap, 1943, p. xi]. Takke ogHUM U3 ee (TIEPCIIEKTUBbI) BbIPAXKEHUN
SIBJIIETCSI UOesl O «IIpeBpallleHuy 000N peasbHOM (puaocodckoi mpo-
6sembl B TexHnueckyto» [Richardson, 2013, p. 74].

VicTOKM WH>KEHEpPHOV TMEePCIeKTUBbI OOHAPYKMBAIOTCS B MHTEpece
Kapnamna, ¢ omHOM CTOpOHBI, K METOLOJIOTMYECKUM OCHOBAHMSIM (DU3UKH,
a MMEHHO K TIpobjieMe M3MepEeHUS U €ro SIMUCTEMOJIOTUYECKOMY aHAJU3Y.
Pannne mccnemoanus Kapuama, Hampumep ,,Physikalische Begriffsbil-
dung®, omHa U3 TeM KOTOPOTO MOCBSIIIEHAa BO3MOXKHOCTSIM OIpe/IeIeHNs
YCJIOBMIA JJISI TOYHOTO M3MEPEHMS TEIVIOBBIX 3(PQEKTOB, HAMPSIMYIO CBSI-
3aHbI C TeOpeTuUecKoi merposorueit (cM. 06 stom [Ibid., p. 65]). C mpy-
rOM CTOPOHBI, Mbl MOKEM YBUIETb MX M B MHTepece K MHTepIIpeTaly -
sIM MareMarndeckor Teopun. Kak ormedaer Kapham, BeHckomy KpyskKy
cpemy CyIIeCTBOBaBIIMX B TO BpeMsl MOAXOMOB - Jioruimsma I. @Dpere
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u B. Paccena, popmammsma 1. T'mnbbepra u uutyuimonusma J1. bpayapa
u I. Beityin - oXumaeMo MMIIOHMPOBAJIO JIOTUIIMCTCKOE OOOCHOBaHME.
OpHako MMeHHO (GopMau3M, Jejias aKIeHT Ha TUIIOTETUKO-AEeNYKTUB-
HOM METOJIe, HayuI «CTPOUTDb U aHAJTIU3UPOBATb (GOPMaIbHbIE CUCTEMBI»
[Carnap, 1963b, p. 47]. ConocTasiisist pa3inyHble B3IJISAIbl HA OCHOBaHMS
MareMatukyu, KapHan pasBMBaeT Maelo NMPUMMPEHMs JIoTunyusMa u ¢Gop-
mamusMal ¥ - Kak CAemyIOIMii Iar — IpUMEeHeHMs MaTeMaTideCKOro
3HaHMS K aHAJIU3y SMIMPUUECKON HAyKU. DTO CTAHOBUTCSI BO3MOXKHBIM,
€CJIM TIPeICTaBUTh MAaTeMaTHKy B KayecTBe (HOPMa/IbHOM CUCTEMBI B CTU-
ne T'wnbbepTa, KOTOpast XapakKTepusyeTCs ONMpeAeeHHBIMY MPaBUIaMu
MIPUMEHEeHMs] MaTeMaTUYeCKX CUMBOJIOB, BbICKA3bIBAHUI ¥ TEOpEM [IJIst
BBIBOJIOB Ha «sI3bIKe» (M3uKuU. Bemylleii TeHaeHIe B MOTOOHOM Mper -
CTaBJIEHMY B3aVMOMENCTBUS MaTeMaTUKU M GU3UKM BBICTYIIA€T KOHCTPYK-
TUBMU3M, MIPEIIIOJIararolyii TeopeTUuIecKoe IOIyIleHe JIFo0bIxX hopM, Me-
TOIOB ¥ MPOIENYP, ECIU HET BBISIBJIEHHBIX 0O0CHOBAHHBIX MPOTUBOPEUNIA
B ux npuMeHenmn. Bosee Toro, KapHam HacrauBaeT Ha MCC€IOBaHUMU
«BCex IMpakTuiecky nosesHbix popm» [Ibid.].

Takum 06pasom, MpeomosieBast PaspbiB MEXIY JIOTUIIM3MOM U Gop-
Masm3MoM, KapHam BBIBOAUT JIOTMKY Ha HOBBIV YPOBEHb, OIpemesss ee
3HaUYeHMe He TOJIbKO MJIT PasBUTUS SMIIMPUYECKMX HayK, HO U (GMI0COo-
dvm: «Kak MOJIOTOK ITOMOTaeT YesIoBeKy 3(pheKTUBHEE IeJIaTh TO, YTO OH
Iesiajl paHbIlle HEBOOPYXKEHHOM PYKOM, TaK U JIOTMYECKUI MHCTPYMEHT
MOMOTaeT uejIoBeKy Jyuiiie 1 3ddeKTrBHee AesaTh TO, YTO OH Jejial CBO-
MM HeBOODY’KEHHbIM MO3roM... [Pa3BuTue coBpeMeHHON JIOTMKM [TO3BO-
JIJIO| He TOJIBKO MOBBICUTb GE30TIACHOCTD ¥ TOYHOCTD JEeNyKTVBHOTO Me-
TOIA B YK€ M3BECTHBIX 00JIACTSIX, HO U AOCTUYb PE3y/IbTAaTOB, KOTOPbIE
BOOOIIe He MOIM OBITh MOTy4YeHbl 6e3 HOBBIX MHCTpyMeHTOB» [KapHar,
1943, c. viii-ix] mo [Richardson, 2013, p. 65]. O6paiator Ha cebs BHUMA-
HIE CJIOBA «IIOBBICUTb TOUHOCTh ¥ 6€30IaCHOCTb JeIYKTMBHOTO METOMa».
PyudyapacoH BBICKAa3bIBaeT MHTEPECHOE MPEAIIONIOKEHNE, UTO MHKEHEep-
HbIi1 B3I KapHama Ha MeTasi3bIK CBSI3aH C BETBbIO METPOJIOTMM — TIPU-
6OpOCTpOEHMEM, UCCIENYIOMMM HaJeKHOCTh MHCTPYMEHTOB SMIIMpHUYe-
CKUX MCCJIENOBAaHMIA, MMOCPENCTBOM KOTOPBIX CBSI3bIBAETCS (M3MUecKast
Teopusl, SKCIIEpMMeHTasIbHbIE JAaHHbIE M MaTeMartudeckuit s3bik [Ibid.].
OpHako Ha MHKEHEPHYIO «COCTAaBJISIONIYIO» KapHAIIOBCKOTO MOAX0Ha MOT
Takke oKasaTb BiusHUE U «Jloruko-puiocodckmir Tpakrat» JI. Butren-
1ITeliHa: BuTreHinTeliH, Kak M3BE€CTHO, UMeJI MHKeHepHoe obpasoBaHue

1 3. Ber, aHa/m3supys MHTe/UIEKTYa/IbHbI/i (OH, MOBJMSBLIAII HA CTAHOBJEHME UJEi
Kapnama o koHCTpyupoBaHuu GopMasibHBIX CHUCTEM, OTMeuaeT BKjan pabor JI. JIé-
BeHreiiMa 1 JI. BuTreHireiiHa B IpeofiosieHre pas3pbiBa MeKAY (OpMaausMoM U JIO-
runysmoM. OpHako umeHHo KapHamy myTeM mpeopmoseHus KpUTMKY (Gopmainsma
K. T'énenem 3a cueT rnepeoCMbICIEHUS] TEOPUU U BBEIEHMSI «IIPUHIUIIA TOJEPAHTHO -
CTU» YOAJIOCh HaAMETUTh BO3MOXXHOCTY B3aMMOIENCTBMs (opMasiM3Ma M JIOTHUIM3Ma
[Beth, 1963].
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M 3aHMMAJICS KOHCTPYMPOBAHMEM JIeTaTeJIbHBIX anmapaToB. Pan mucciaeno-
BaTeJiel OTMEYAIOT, YTO 3TO CKas3ajaoCh Ha Gopme mocTpoenns « Tpakrarar.

Takum obpasom, KapHamn BbIXOOUT Ha HOBBIN YPOBEHb — MCCJIENOBA-
HM€e HAJIeSKHOCTY U TOYHOCTH JIOTMKM KaK KOHIIENTYaJIbHOTO MHCTPYMEH-
Ta. [laHHas TPaKTOBKa JIOTMKM KaK MHCTPyMEHTa OYEBMAHBIM 0Opa3om
orcbutaet K I dpere, Kype JIEKIMIL KOTOPOTO 110 MATeMaTUIeCKOM JIOTUKE
P. Kapnan mocerian B VMleHCKOM YHMBEPCUTETE M KOTOPOTO He pa3 Iy-
TUPYEeT B CBOMX paboTaxX, B YaCTHOCTU, B CBSI3U C OINpeaesieHMeM UuciIa
(06 arom cm. [Lavers, 2013]). Pa3pabatbiBast CBOIM MCKYCCTBEHHBIN SI3bIK
Begriffsschrift («3amich B moHsTusix»), @pere nuiier: «To, uTo A Me-
HSI 0COOEHHO BaKHO, S Ha3BaJl... codepHcaHuem NoHAMus. DTO pa3bscHe-
HMe HaJlo BCEraa MMeETb B BUAY, UTOOBI MPAaBUJIBHO MMOHMMATDh CYIITHOCTD
Moero GopMyJIbHOTO s3bIKa. OTCIONA MPOVCXOAUT Y Ha3BaHUeE — VICUUCIIE-
Hue nousiTun (Begriffsschrift).

OrHotlleHMe Moero si3bIka GOpMYJ — MOHITUITHOM 3alMCK K [TToBCe-
IHEBHOMY| SI3bIKY, SI JYMAIO, JIyYIlle BCETO MOKHO IOSICHUTbD, €CJIM CPaB-
HUTb €ro C OTHOIIIEHMEeM MUKpOCKOMa K miasy. Ilociemuuit Graromapst
IIIMPOTE CBOEN NMPUMEHMMOCTH, Gyiarogapsl ToM I'MOKOCTH, C KOTOPON OH
MPUCIIOCAGIMBAETCS K CAMBbIM Pa3HbIM YCJIOBMSIM, 06jIaiaeT rPOMaJHbIM
MPEUMYIIECTBOM Iepe], MUKPOCKOIOM. <...> Ho Kak TOJbKO 3afauy Hay-
KU MIPeIbsIBJISIIOT 60Jiee BbICOKME TPeOOBaHMS K OCTPOTE pasjimueHus, 06 -
HapYy>KMBAeTCs, UTO IVIa3 MM He YHOBJETBOpseT. HampoTus, MUKpoOCKOI
HaMJIy4IIMM 00pasoM IpuUcIocobiieH Kak pas Ijis 9TUX liesieil, HO MMeH-
HO TI03TOMY HEITPUTOZIEH JIJIST BCEX OCTaIbHBIX.

AmnanoruuHo, 1 Moi s3Ik popmyn (Begriffsschrift) seasercs Bcmo-
MOraTeIbHbIM CPEICTBOM, M300PETEHHBbIM [IJIS1 ONpemeseHHbIX HayUHbIX
1eJIell, ¥ ero He CJIeAyeT OCYKIATh 3a TO, UTO IJIS IPYTMX OH He Ipu-
rogeH. <...> B yreleHne MHe XOTeJIOCh ObI IyMaTh, UTO COBEpIIEH-
CTBOBaHME MeTOoIa TOKe COHeMCTByeT Nporpeccy Hayku» [@pere, 2000,
c. 65-66]. U manee: «Ecim 3amaua dutocobuu — CJIOMUTb TOCIIONCTBO
cjoBa Hajn vesioBeueckuM ayxom (Geist), packpbiBast 3a0/IyKIeHMs, Ka-
carolMecsl OTHOIIEHUN MEXKAY IMOHSITUSIMM, KOTOPbIe YacCTO IOUTH He-
130eXKHO BO3HMKAIOT M3-3a YIOTPeOJeHN SI3bIKa, OCBOOOIUTL MbIC/Ib
OT TOTO, YTO HABSI3aHO €1 JIMIITb CBOVCTBAMM CJIOBECHOTO CIIOCO0a BbIpa-
SKEHMSI, — TO MO€ MCUMC/IEHME TTOHSITH, OYIyuM C 9TOM 1IeJIbI0 ajiee yCco-
BEpIIIEHCTBOBAHO, MOXKET CTaTh IJIsI (GuiIocodOB TMOIE3HBIM OpyIMeM»
[Tam ke, c. 67]. HenmirHe 3mech oTMeTHUTD, YTO MocTpoeHne Opere maH-
Horo s3bika B 1879 1. sBmIoCh (pakTMuecky MmepBbIM IIIarOM Ha TyTU pea-
mu3anuu npoekta Jleb6HUIIA MO CO3LAHUIO YHUBEPCAIBHOTO SI3bIKA-
UCYUCIIEHYS.
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I/II[eH IKCIIVIMKaNI U

DKCIUIMKALMS — «IIpeobpasoBaHue 60jiee Wiy MeHee HETOYHOIO TOHSITHS,
9KCIUIMKAHAYMa, B HOBOE TOYHOE MOHSITHE, SKCIIMKATYM WM, BEPHee, 3a-
MeHa repBoro Ha Bropon» [Carnap, 1963a, p. 3]. [Ipu ee dopmynmmposa-
HuM ucxomHo KapHam mpecsienoBas UMCTO TEOPETUYECKYIO IejIb: paspa-
60TaTh TEOPUIO JIOTMUECKMX OTHOLIIEHUI MEXKIY TMITIOTE30 M 3HAHUSIMMU,
paccMaTpuBaeMbIMM KaK TOATBEpKAAlole NaHHYIO TUIIOTEe3y, CleJiaB
«TOYHBIMM» TIOHSITHSI, BBIpaskalollle CTEIeHb T0Ka3aTeJbHOCTU, BEpO-
arHoctu (confirming evidence or degree of confirmation, probability)
[Ibid., p. 2]. «4I mompo6oBan HOBBIN NMOAXOH. S cuuTasl, YTO JIOTUYECKOe
MIOHSITME BEPOSITHOCTM JOJIKHO JIaTh TOYHOE KOJIMYECTBEHHOE OObsICHE-
HME TIOHSITHSI, KOTOPOE SIBJISIETCSI OCHOBHBIM B METOHOJIOTMM SMITUpUYE-
CKOJi HAayK¥, a UMEHHO TIOHSTHMS TONTBEP KAEHMS TUIIOTE3bI MO0 OTHOIIIE-
HUIO K JAHHOM COBOKYITHOCTY JTaHHbBIX... [[03TOMY S MHOTIA MCIIOIb3YIO
dbpasy “MHIYKTMBHAS BEPOSITHOCTh  KaK CMHOHMM “JIOTMYECKOI BEepOSIT-
HocTi”. S cumTaro, 4To eci 6bl MOYKHO GbLJIO HAWTM YOOBIETBOPUTEIh-
HOEe OmpelesieHre U TEOPUIO JIOTMYECKON BEPOSTHOCTH, 3TO, HAaKOHEII,
MPeNoOCTaBUIIO Obl SICHOE PalMOHAIbHOE OCHOBaHME JJIs1 CIIOPHOM ITpolie-
Iypbl MHAYKTUBHOTO BbIBOAA. [109TOMY 51 Ha3Basl TEOPUIO JIOTMUECKON Be-
POSITHOCTU “UHAYKTUBHOI jorukoi”» [ Carnap, 1963b, p. 71].

Kak usBectHo, KapHam BbIOBMHYJ Cliefqyrolye TpeGOBaHMS K IKC-
IJIMKATyMy: BO-TIEPBBIX, CXONCTBO C I3KCIUTMKAHOYMOM («9KCILUTUKATyM
IO/DKEeH OBbITh HACTOJBKO OMM30K K SKCIUIMKAHAYMY WJIM HAaCTOJIBKO IO-
I06eH eMy, HACKOJIbKO 3TO ITO3BOJISIET HEOIPeNeeHHOCTb MOCTeTHEro»
[Carnap, 1963a, p. 5]) B Toit Mepe, KOTOpast JOMYCKAeT 3aMeHY IKCILIMKA-
TYMOM SKCIUIMKaHIyMa BO BCEX PaHee VCIOJIb30BABIIMXCS KOHTEKCTAX;
BO-BTODBIX, OIpeneseHne dKCIUIMKATYMa JOJDKHO ObITh AAHO B TOYHOM
dbopMe, ITO3BOJISIOIIEl €70 BBECTHU B CYIIECTBYIOIIYIO MMOHITUITHYIO CUCTE-
MY; B-TPETbMX, 3aMe€Ha SKCIUIMKAHIyMa Ha SKCIUIMKATyM JIO/KHA ObITh
TJIOAOTBOPHON: TUIOHOTBOPHOCTb IOHSITUSI M3MEPSIETCSI BO3MOKHOCTBIO
€ro CBSI3bIBaHMS C APYTMMM HAyUYHbIMU IMOHATUSIMM Ha OCHOBE HaGIIIoma-
eMbIX (akToB. HBIMM CJIOBaMM, HOBOE TOHSITHE OJKHO OBITH IOJIE3-
HBIM [JIS PasBUTUSI TEOPUM; B-UETBEPTHIX, IKCILJIMKATYM IOOJIKEH ObITh
MaKCMMaJIbHO TIPOCTBIM B TOV Mepe, HACKOJIBbKO MO3BOJISIET BBIITOJIHEHNE
nepBbIX Tpex yciaosun [Ibid., p. 7].

CBoMMM KOPHSIMM MAes IKCIUIMKAIVM YXOOUT B pa3paborky KapHa-
MOM KOHIIEMIMY HAyYHOTO MeTas3blka, KOTOpasl, MO €ro 3aMbICITy, CIO-
cobcTBOBAsa ObI «OOJIbIIEN ICHOCTY (POPMYIMPOBOK (HMITOCOMCKUX MPO-
6sieM ¥ OOJIBIIEl TUIOMOTBOPHOCTU uX 0OCykpenmit» [Carnap, 1963b,
p. 54]. Kputmka si3bika o6peTaet MMk OCTPOThI B OTHOILIEHNUU MeTadhusmu-
KM C ee «HEeSICHOCTBIO MCIOJb3yeMbIX TOHSITUII M HEeyOeqUTeTbHOCTHIO
aprymMeHTOB», KOTOPble He OCTAaBJIS/IM «IIIAHCOB Ha JOCTVDKEHME B3aMMO-
nouumanus» [Ibid., p. 44]. Ilon BmusHuem b. Paccena, 3. Maxa, I. @pere,
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a taxke JI. Butreniureiida, ueit «JIormko-ouaocopckmii TpakTaT» mMpomns-
BeJ1 60JIbIIIOE BITeYaT/IEHMEe Ha YIeHOB BeHCKoro Kpyskka, MpuBens K IuUC-
KyCCHsIM C aBTOPOM M36paHHOro Kpyra Jimil, KapHar, Kak M3BeCTHO, TIpu-
XOIMT K BBIBOIY, COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY IOJIOSKEHMUST MeTapu3UKM He TOTBKO
6ecrosyie3Hbl 1 6eCCMbICTIEHHbBI, HO U JIMIIIEHbI TEOPETUUECKON 1IEHHOCTH.
O6nanmas sI3bIKOBOV rpaMMaTUueckoii (GOpMOi U MMest B CBOEI CTPYKType
MOHSITHS C IIMPOKMUM aCCOIMATUBHBIM ITOJIEM, OHY ITPOM3BOASIT BIl€UaTIIE-
HM€e BbICKA3bIBAIOLIMX HEKOE YTBep)KIeHMe, XOTS Ha CaMOM Jejie SIBJIS-
IOTCSI «IICEeBIONPENJIOKEHMUSIMM», TOCKOJIbKY HE BbIOEPKMBAIOT IMIIUPH-
yeckoy mpoBepku. C 3TOM TOUKM 3peHus, Hampumep, mMeTtadusuueckas
mpobJieMa peaibHOCTY MUPa, BbIpaskaeMasi COOTBETCTBYIOIIMM BOIIPOCOM,
Ha KOTOPBIN JAeTCST MOJIOKUTEIbHBIN JIMO0 OTPUILIATENIbHBIN OTBET, SIBJIS-
eTcst 6GeccMbIcieHHOI 1 HeHayuHoii [ Carnap, 1963b, p. 44]2.

BbicTymast IpOTUB HESICHOCTM M CEMaHTUYECKOM IBYCMbICIEHHOCTH,
Kapuam paspabarbIBaeT OOGIIYIO TEOPUIO SI3BIKOBBIX (DOPM — METAJIOTUKU
SI3pIKa, BIIOCJIENCTBUY TMOMYUYMBIIYIO HA3BaHME «JIOTMYECKMUIA CHMHTAKCUC
si3bika». CTparterus Mcc/ieqoBaHus 3aK/I04asiach B TOM, YTOOBI pasaenThb
SI3bIK — OOBEKT MCCJIENOBaHMUS (HAmpuMep, S3bIK MaTeMaTuKu, QUsMKU
M T.IL.) U SI3bIK ommcanus obbekra. OmHON U3 1ies1eil paboThl GBUIO TOCTH-
’KeHVe BBICOKOM TOUHOCTM MeETasi3blKka, UTO IMMO3BOJIMJIO Obl 06€30MacuTh
TeOpeTI/I‘IECKI/Iﬁ SI3bIK OT BCero CYG'beKTI/IBHOFO, VHTYUTUBHOI'O M CEMaHTU-
yecku pacruibiBuatoro. Kak ormeuvaer Kaphar, ero mHTEpec K pasBUTHIO
MOOGHON Teopuy OMNpenessyics OBYMs MOTMBAMM: BO-TIEPBBIX, Ipofe-
MOHCTPUPOBATb, UTO MOHATUSI (GOPMAILHON AEMYKTUBHON JIOTMKM HE 3a-
BUCSIT OT 3HAUEHMIA, a TOJIbKO OT CTPYKTYPbI MPEIJIOKEHU U MOT'YT ObITh
chopMyTMpoBaHbI B JIOTMUECKOM CMHTAKCHCE; BO-BTOPBIX, IOKa3aTb, YTO
MPUYMHON MHOTUX (GMIOCOPCKMX CIOPOB HA CAMOM [ejie SIBJISIETCS BO-
MpocC BbIGOpa TOW MM MHOM SI3bIKOBOM (DOpMBI TpU (POPMYIMPOBAHUA
teopun [Ibid., p. 53].

Oco06bIi1 MHTEPEC TpencTaB/seT BBemeHre KapHamom mpuHIMIIA TO-
JIEpaHTHOCTH (ellle OOHO Ha3BaHMe — <«IPUHLMII YCIOBHOCTM S3bIKOBBIX
(dhopmM»), KOTOPBIN MOSIBJISIETCS] Y HETrO MPY aHaJM3e BO3SMOKHOCTEN JIOTH -
‘IECKOﬁ PEKOHCTPYKIUN N YHI/I(I)I/IKaLU/H/I €CTECTBEHHOI'0O Hay4YHOr'O s3bIKa.
IlaHHBIV TPUHIMUIT IIpearnojaraeT HeUTpaJbHOE OTHOIIEHNE K JII0O60MY
TEOPEeTUUYECKOMY SI3BIKY ¥ €ro JIoTuKe (Maeannsma, MaTepuaansma, hbeHo-
MeHa/M3Ma 1 T.n.): «Hailre mesto He ycraHaB/IMBaTh 3allpeThl, a JOCTUTATh
cornarienus... B yoruke Het mopasm. Kaknmpiii BojieH CTPOUTb CBOIO
COOCTBEHHYIO JIOTMKY, MCIIONb3Ysl Ty SI3bIKOBYIO (hOpMY, KOTOPYIO OH

Brocnencreuu KapHam BbIpasuT coskajleHMe B CBSI3M C Te€M, 4TO BCJien 3a ButreH-
1ITeTHOM Gbl1a chopMysIMpoBaHa Takasi IOBEPXHOCTHASI TOUKA 3peHMust 0 MeTadu3snke,
BbI3BaBIIIass MHOTO KPUTUKM Jake CO CTOPOHbI (hrocodoB, MOAAEpKUBABILINX UCCIIE-
nmoBaresibckue ctpateruu Kpyskka. JIuiinb mosgHee, Kak ormeuaer Kaphari, OH ¢ KO-
jeraMmu 3agyMajuCh O BaKHOCTM Pas3IMUYeHMsi CMbICJIOBbIX KommoHeHTOB [Carnap,
1963b, p. 44].
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noskesaet. Bece, uTo OT Hero TpeGyeTcss — 3TO SICHOE U3JIOKEHME METOOB
U TIpeICTaBjieHNe CUMHTAKCUMUECKUX MPaBUI BMECTO GMIOCOhCKMUX apry-
menToB» [Carnap, 1937, p. 51-52]. CienoBanue qaHHOMY ITPUHIIUITY BbI-
CBOOOXKIAET MBIIIUIEHME U3 PAMOK TPaAMIMOHHBIX (GMIOCOMCKUX CIIO-
POB, TIOCKOJIbKY pasiiuHbie GopMbl GMI0COGCKOTO SI3bIKa MPEICTaBIISIOT
cobon He «dopMyIMpOBaHMe TO3UIUY, a criocob peun» [Carnap, 1963b,
p. 17]. C aroit TOUKM 3peHusi, HayYHOe OOCYXIEeHMe IODKHO KacaThbCs
TOJIBKO JIOTMKO-CMHTAKCUUYECKUX CBOVICTB TEX VIV MHBIX SI3IKOBBIX (hOpM,
a Takke mparmatuku ux Bbi6opa [Ibid., p. 54], B To Bpems Kak Tpamu-
IIMOHHbBIE OHTOJIOTMYECKME TPOOIeMbl yCTpaHstoTcs. KapHam o6paraer
BHMMaHME Ha BaKHOCTh aHajAM3a M COIMOCTABJIEHMUS KOHKYPUPYIOIIMX
B paMKaxX OIHOW 1€/ SI3bIKOBBIX (hOPM, ITPUUYEM HE MMEET 3HaueHMsl, UC-
TOpUYECKME JI 3TO (OPMBI €CTECTBEHHOTO S13bIKa, MCKYCCTBEHHbBIE, MCTO-
pUYecKy pasBuThie HOPMbI CMMBOIMYECKOTO SI3bIKA UJIM U BOBCE «JIHOObIE
HOBbIe (hOpMBbI, KOTOpbIe KTO-TMO0 moxkenaer co3narb» [Ibid.]. Tak, um
caMuM ObLIT OCYIIIECTBJIEH TIEPEXOH, OT (PeHOMEHAMCTCKOTO SI3bIKa K (Gu-
3MKQJIMCTCKOMY KaK HauboJjiee OTBEYAlOIIeMy TEeOPeTMUECKMM 3aZadvaM.
Paspa6atbiBas «JIormueckoe moctpoeHue mupa», KapHar mpeciemoBas
1[eJIb He TOJbKO MPENCTaBUTh CUCTEMY JIOTMUYECKUX OTHOIIEHWI MeK-
Iy TIOHSITUSMM, HO M [aTh PallMOHAJbHYI0 PEKOHCTPYKIMIO PeasibHOTO
npotiecca ux (mouHstuit) obpasosanus [Ibid., p. 17]. deHomeHaNMMCTCKMIA
SI3BIK TTO3BOJISVT PACCMOTPETH (DOPMMUPOBAHME TIOHSITHSI O BEIllax C OTOPOii
Ha HEeCOMHeHHbIe (DaKThl UYBCTBEHHOTO BOCIIPUSITHS, KOTOpbIe, B CBOIO
ouepenb, MOIJIN 6bITb JIOTU4YEeCKM PEKOHCTPYUPOBAHLI B IMOC/IeOBaTE/Ib-
HOCTb PAallMOHAIBHO TPEAIVCAHHBIX 1IAroB, MPUBOMASILMX IO CYIIECTBY
K TeM >Ke pesyJbTaTaM, UTO ¥ peayibHbIN mpolecc Bocupustus. [To cyTu,
Kapuariom 6buta mperpuHATa MOMbITKA Ha 6a3e (GeHOMEHOIOTMYECKOTO
SI3bIKa JATh JIOTMYECKYIO0 PEKOHCTPYKIMIO TIPOIeCcca BOCIPUATHS M 06pa-
3oBaHMs noHsaTHs («Tak, Harmpumep, MaTepraabHble Bl OOBIYHO Cpasy
BOCIIPUMHMMAIOTCS KaK TpexMepHbIe Tejia; B CUCTeMAaTHUeCKO Mpolenype
JIOTMYECKO PEKOHCTPYKIIMU OHM JTOJKHBI KOHCTPYMPOBATHCS U3 BpEMeH-
HOJM TIOCJ/IeAOBATEIbHOCTY IMOCTOSSHHO MEHSIOIMXCS (GOpM B JBYMEpPHOM
3pUTeNIbHOM ToJie... SI He moBosbcTBOBaICH ux (Maxa u ¢uaocodos-
dbenomenamictoB. — U.I., H.K.) OGbIYHBIMM OOIIMMM MOJIOKEHUSIMU TUIIA
“MaTtepua/ibHOE TeJIO eCTh KOMIUIEKC 3PUTEIbHBIX, OCSI3aTe/IbHbIX U IPY-
IMX OIIyIIeHui”, a mbITajsics (HaKTUUYEeCKM CKOHCTPYMPOBATb 3TU KOM-
IUIEKChI, YTOOBI 1TOKA3aTh UX CTPYKTypy» [Ibid., p. 15]). B Gonee mosguue
rombl KapHam HauMHaeT OTAaBaTh IpeanouTeHe GusmKaaIucTCKOMY SI3bI-
KY B CWJTy €r0 IJIABHOTO MPEeUMYILIEeCTBa — MHTEPCYObEKTUBHOCTHU, MHBIMU
CJIOBaMM, TapaHTUM TOTO, YTO BCE OIMMCHIBAEMOE HA 3TOM SI3bIKE JOCTYII-
HO 17151 HaGsmofeHnus BceM ropopsiimM. O6 3TOM OH TOBOPUT B [IBYX CTa-
ThsX: ,Die physikalische Sprache als Universalsprache der Wissenschaft®
(1932-1934) (B nepeBome Ha pycckuii «EnuHcTBO Hayku») u ,,Psycholo-
gie in physikalischer Sprache® (1932-1935), nepeBemeHo kak «Ilcuxono-
U Ha PU3UYECKOM SI3bIKE».
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Takum 06pasoM, «IPUHIMI TOJEPAHTHOCTU», MO CYTH, BbIpaKaeT
Mpo6sieMy BbI6OpA TEOPETUUECKOTO SI3bIKA IJIsI PAa3BUTHS UIEU, OTKPbIBAs Y
METOMOJIOTMM TparMaTtMyeckoe wusMepeHve. Ha HeobxXomyMocTh ydera
MparMaTuKi B TeOpeTUUeCcKux mucciaenoBanmsax Kapuamy ykasan O. Helipar.
C ero ToukyM 3peHusI, BIOOP SI3bIKOBOM (DOPMBI — TaKO€ K€ MPaKTUYeCKoe
pellieHre, KaK, HalpyMep, BbIOOp MapIlIpyTa JKeJIe3HOM JTOPOrv MM KOH-
crutyiyii. Helpar momuepkuBas B3aMMOCBSI3b BCEX MPAKTUUECKUX pellie-
HUI B KOHTEKCTe 0O0Iero Ienenosaranust. OnpenensionyM KpUTepuem
IIJIT BbIOOpA TOM WM MHOM SI3BIKOBOV (POpPMBI BBICTYIMAeT ee 3¢ EKTUB-
HOCTbh B TOCTV>KEHMU mocTtapiaeHHoN 1ienu [Carnap, 1963b, p. 50].

Criemyst «IpUHLMITY TOJIEPAaHTHOCTI», KapHan Takske o6paliaer BHM-
MaHMe Ha OCOOEHHOCTh SKCIIMKALIVMM, Ha3bIBasI €e «COMBAKOIIEN C TOJIKY»
[Carnap, 1963a, p. 4]: HETOYHOCTb MCXOOHBIX JAHHBIX, & MMEHHO CEeMaH-
THUyeckast nedeKTHOCTb SKCIUIMKAHIyMa, BJIMSET Ha TOYHOCTb IOCTaHOB-
KM MPO6JIEMBI, HO TIPY 3TOM OT SKCIUIMKALIMM OKUIAETCSI TOUHBIN Pe3yJib-
tart. [1o aTON MpUUMHe, OlIeHNBAs Pe3y/IbTaT SKCIUIMKAIMY, Mbl HE MOSKEM
CKasaTb, SIBJIIETCS JIY OH MPaBMIbHBIM MM HelpaBWIbHbIM. CKopee, peub
OymeT UATY O TOM, HACKOJIbKO TaHHbIN pe3y/bTarT SIBJISIeTCsT 6oJiee yooBJe-
TBOPUTEIbHBIM [JIsI HOCTVDKEHMSI MOCTaBJIEHHBIX IeJiel, YeM Apyrom
[Ibid.].

3aKJ/IloueHue

KapHarioBckast uaest CBSI3M pesy/ibTaTa MPOBEIEHHON SKCIUIMKAIMU C TOM
1IeJIbI0, paiyi KOTOPOJ OHa MPOBOOMIIACH, CTa/Ia OOHOM U3 IVIaBHbIX yCTa-
HOBOK KOHIIENTYaJIbHOM MHKEHEPUM, OTIMYAIOIIel ee OT IMPOCTOrO KOH-
LENTYaJIbHOTO aHajM3a: MOHATHE MepecMaTpuBaeTcst (OCYIIeCTBIISIETCS
conceptual re-engineering) 160 KOHCTPYMUPYETCS 3aHOBO Ha OCHOBAHUMU
TOTO, UTO OHO HE OTBeYaeT TeM IeJIsIM, Pafy KOTOPhIX OHO CO3[IaBajiOCh.
B paMKkax KOHIENTYaJIbHON MHKEHEPUM LIEHTPAJbHBIMY CTAHOBSITCS BO-
MPOCHI, KAKOM CMBIC/ MMEEeTCsI B MCIIOJIb30BaHUM TOTO WJIM MHOTO TOHS-
THUSI, KaKylO POJib OHO UTpaeT (MM JOJKHO MIpaTh), Kakue 3afauy U Ha-
CKOJIbKO 3()(eKTUBHO MO3BOJIIET PEIlaTh.

Takum o6GpasoMm, paccMOTpeHHble nBe IaBHble uaeu P. KapnHama:
SKCIUIMKALMS TTOHSITUI ¥ IIPUHLIUII TOJIEPAHTHOCTH B BhIGOpE SI3bIKA — MO-
I'yT OBITb ITOMEIIEHBI U B 60jIee IMMPOKUI KOHTEKCT MPOEKTA IO palyo-
HaJIbHOV PEKOHCTPYKIMM KU3HM OOIIIECTBa B 1I€JIOM, ee TIepeyCTpOoiCTBa
Ha OCHOBE Hay4yHOro 3HaHus. bosiee TOro, omuH M3 MCC/IeNOBATEIeN JKIU3-
Hu 1 TBopuectBa Kapnama A. Kapyc paccmaTpuBaeTr camy M€l SKCIUIA-
Kauuy Kak peanmsaumio uneano IIpocseiienns [Carus, 2007].
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Ever since the heyday of the Vienna Circle, scientific realists have
worked hard to document and clarify the structure and growth
of truth content in theoretical descriptions. Today, this trait is par-
ticularly intense among “selective realists” - realists focused on
theory parts with high empirical corroboration rather than whole
theories. From their perspective, theories with posits systemati-
cally deployed in corroborated novel predictions are, with high
probability, descriptively true or contain a proper part that is. Un-
like traditional realists, selectivists acknowledge that (a) radical
conceptual change is a recurring scientific phenomenon and
(b) empirical theories have poor reliability records at the most
profound ontological level. At the same time, they point to signifi-
cant descriptive continuities at intermediate theoretical levels be-
tween successful theories and their successors - i.e., a false
theory can (and often does) contain parts that succeed as correct
descriptions. Selectivists seek to identify those parts. Their ap-
proaches limit ontological commitment exclusively to highly con-
firmed theoretical descriptions; unfortunately, the selection crite-
ria they use seemingly support many regrettable choices. One
source of trouble is that extant approaches leave unclear the on-
tology described by the selected parts. Historical cases and scien-
tific practice gesture toward a functional resolution of this dif-
ficulty, but the clues could be more transparent and need
elaboration. Otherwise, selectivism has improved in consistency
over the last three decades. Current projects emphasize the con-
tinuity of well-established scientific content (relating to how enti-
ties and processes effectively behave within a specific regime or
descriptive level) instead of just the continuity of “structure”. This
paper provides some clarifications that arguably clear the road
for realist commitment toward functional and effective theoreti-
cal content. The proposed functional/effective turn is checked
against some plausible objections.

Keywords: truth content, scientific realism, functional realism
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134

Co BpeMeH pacueTa BeHCKOro Kpy>Kka Hay4Hble peanuncTbl ycepa-
HO paboTanun Hag, JOKYMEHTUPOBAHMEM U PA3bsCHEHUEM CTPYKTY-
pbl M pOCTa COAEPXKAHUS UCTUHBI B TEOPETUYECKUX ONUcaHusx. Ce-
rofHs 3Ta YepTa OCOBEHHO BbIPaXKEHA Cpean «M3BUpaTesibHbIX
peanncTtoB» - peasMcToB, COCPEOTOYEHHbIX Ha YacTax Teopuu
C BbICOKMM 3MMUPUYECKNM NOATBEPXKAEHMEM, @ HE HA LieNbiX Teo-
pusx. C X TOUKM 3peHUs, TEOPUM C NOCTYaTaMU, CUCTEMATUYECKU
MCNOJ/Ib3yeMbIMU B NOATBEPXKAEHHbIX HOBbIX NMPEACKA3aHUsX, C Bbl-
COKOI BEPOSITHOCTBLIO SIBAISIKOTCSI ONUCATENbHO WMCTUHHBIMU UK
COAEpP)KaT COOTBETCTBYIOLLYHO YacTb. B ominume oT TpagmuMoH-
HbIX PEaJINCTOB, CENEKTUBMUCTbI MPU3HAIOT, YTo (a) paguKanbHble
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KOHLENTYasIbHble M3MEHEHUS ABSKOTCA NOBTOPSHOLLMMCS HayYHbIM
ABNEHNEM U (6) IMNMPUYECKME TEOPUM UMEIOT HU3KYHO HALEKHOCTL
Ha CaMOM [NlyGOKOM OHTO/IONMYECKOM YPOBHE. B TO ke BpeMsi OHM
YKa3blBalOT Ha 3HAYMTE/IbHYIO OMMCATE/IbHYIO MPEEMCTBEHHOCTb
Ha NPOMEKYTOUHbIX TEOPETUHECKMX YPOBHSX MEXAY YCNewHbIMU
TEOPUSAMU U UX MPEEMHMKAMMU, T.€. JIOKHAs TEOPUS MOXKET coaep-
»aTb (M YaCTO COAEPIKMT) YACTK, KOTOPbIE YCMELLHbI B KaYecTse npa-
BWJIbHbIX OMUCaHUiA. CeNeKTUBUCTbI CTPEMSATCS UAEHTUGULMPOBATL
3TW YacTu. VX noaxofbl OrpaHUYMBAIOT OHTOJNIOTMYECKYHO NPUBEP-
YKEHHOCTb UCKNHOUUTENIBHO XOPOLLIO NOATBEPXKAEHHbIMU TEOPETUYE-
CKMMU onucaHunsMu. K coxkaneHuto, Kputepum otbopa, KoTopble
OHM UCMOJb3YIOT, NO-BUAMMOMY, NMPUBOAAT KO MHOTVM PELLEHUSM,
[OCTOMHBIM COXaneHus. OfHUM U3 UCTOYHMKOB Mpo6ieM ABNSET-
€A TO, YTO CYLLECTBYIOLME MOAXOAbl OCTABASKOT HESICHOW OHTO/O-
Mo, OMMCbIBAEMYIO BbIGPaHHBLIMU YacTAMU. McTopuyeckme caydvam
M Hay4yHas MpPaKTMKa YKasblBalOT Ha OYHKUMOHANbHOE pelleHue
3TOM Npo6aeMbl, HO NOACKa3KM MO Bbl BbITb 6oslee NPO3paYHbI-
MU U HYXX[AtoTCs B A0paboTKe. B ocTasbHOM 3a noc/iegHue Tpu ae-
CATUNETUS CENEKTUBM3M CTas 6osiee NocieoBaTesbHbIM. Tekylme
NPOEKTbl NOAYEePKMBAIOT NPEEMCTBEHHOCTb YCTOSBLLENOCS Hay4HOro
cofiepXKaHus (KacatoLerocs Toro, Kak CyLHOCTM M MpoLecchl BeayT
cebs B paMKax OMNpefeNeHHOro pexkMmMa Wam onmucaTelbHoro ypoB-
HS1), @ HE NPOCTO HEMPEPbIBHOCTb «CTPYKTYpPbI». B 3TOM CTaThe Npea-
CTaB/IEHbl HEKOTOPbIE Pa3bACHEHWS, KOTOpPble, BO3MOXHO, pacyu-
LIAOT NYTb K PEAIMCTUYECKOMY CTPEMIEHMIO K GYHKLIMOHANBHOMY
1 3pPeKTMBHOMY TeopeTMyecKoMy cofepykaHuto. MNpeanaraembiii
dYHKLUMOHabHO-3$GEKTMBHBIN NMOBOPOT NpOBepPSieTCs Ha NpeaMet
060CHOBaHHbIX BO3PaXKEHMIA.

KnioyeBble €/10BA: UCTUHHOE 3HAaHWE, HAaYUHbIN peanusm, GyHKLMO-
Ha/lbHbINA peasn3m

1. Introduction

Functional entities are characterized by what they do rather than what
they are. One example is a carburetor, a gadget that takes gas and air as
inputs and produces a mixture of the two as output - anything that
does that is a carburetor, regardless of what it is made of, its origin, or
how it develops. Functional entities have their “ultimate” character left
opaque, but - realists argue - scientific justification can reach into their
“intermediate” nature (contra radical empiricists). These entities con-
trast with standard realist posits. For instance, the standard realist ver-
sion of the light waves postulated by Fresnel and Maxwell is ontologi-
cally richer than Einstein’s realist interpretation. The former, but not
the latter, is conceptually embedded in a classical metaphysis that re-
quired the existence of a medium for light (the ether luminiferous),
which led to protracted conceptual conundrums [Earman, 1998; Cordero,
2011a; Cordero, 2011b].

Functional realists try to improve the epistemic case of theories,
which, like that of the ether, are marred by underdetermination and
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conceptual problems. To that end, they try to thin down theoretical con-
tent without eliminating it. Entities and processes found indispensable for
the empirical success of a theory gain recognition as approximately accu-
rate and suitable for realist commitment, in the expectation that subse-
quent research will sharpen their truth content. The theory parts thus se-
lected are “functional” rather than fundamental, emergent within the
contingencies of an empirical domain, and the descriptions associated
with them are generally “effective” rather than exact. Effective descrip-
tions purport to be correct only within certain margins of relevant repre-
sentation. For example, in the transition of gravitational theories from
Kepler to Einstein, the Keplerian claims we still recognize as accurate are
thin in content compared to the versions held by Kepler and later by
Newton. The versions presently held come from successive revisions that
took long to develop, with much (but not all) of the original content gone.
To illustrate, Newton replaced Kepler’s directive force with the attractive
gravitational force; Einstein eliminated the force and put spacetime cur-
vature as a source of gravity instead. The point is that Kepler’s Theory,
Newtonian Gravitation, and General Relativity share a core of correct func-
tional assertions - abstract, coarse-grained, and restricted. Crucially, this
leaner core is sufficient to derive Kepler’s novel predictions. Realists fur-
ther stress that, as a matter of historical fact, there has been an accumula-
tion of retained content in many scientific disciplines from the 17" cen-
tury to the present. While giving up part of the content of earlier theories,
each successor has both kept past content and contributed new one, some
of which remains to this day. However, identifying such contents turns
out to be complicated. Influential efforts to address the difficulties found
include Anjan Chakravartty’s [1998] “Semirealism” (directed at content
retained across theory change!) and Statis Psillos’ emphasis on posits in-
dispensable to the success of theories [1999]. Still, a need for further re-
finement became apparent in the following decade. Responses followed,
as outlined in the next section, but problems remain.

Taking a functional turn improves the project of scientific realism, or
so I argue in what follows. My concentration will be on recent efforts
to strengthen content-focused approaches, taking hints from history and
scientific practice. The truth attributions I propose apply primarily to sys-
tems in situations (“regimes”) that give rise to a discernible functional
ontology O, represented through a set of selected features (/\), with al-
lowance for coarse-graining (8), laws and regularities (L) holding over
the targeted domain, and domain restriction (A), giving the regimes a rep-
resentation of the form <O, A, §, A>; more about this in Section 4.

1 Subsequently developed with a concentration on causal efficacy in [Chakravartty, 2007].
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2. Selective Realism

Selectivism forms a variegated family of positions sharing two ideas:
(1) empirically successful theories generally get many things wrong about
their intended domains, but (2) theories are not something one should ac-
cept or reject monolithically - a false theory may still be approximately
true. A false theory may contain theoretical descriptions (theory parts)
that are as putatively true as they get in ordinary life — we just need
to identify those parts in some principled way.

Critics complain about this approach, charging that the provided
selection criteria project current theories retrospectively and use either
flawed distinctions between “working” and “idle” posits or misguided
indispensability arguments for theory parts and do so in ways that
are self-serving or even incoherent (see, e.g., [Lyons, 2006; Stanford,
2006]).

Over the last decade, selective realists have responded with revisions
and clarifications of the strategy. A promising proposal, developed by
Juha Saatsi [2005], Peter Vickers [2013], and others, approaches the se-
lection of theory parts in successful theories by subjecting predictions
to inferential analysis. For a successful prediction P from a theory T, they
(i) take a valid derivation and focus on the theory parts leading to P;
(ii) identify in the inferential chain the minimal theory parts that seem
crucial for deriving P; and (iii) present those parts as the likely epistemic
recipients of the theory’s success. As will be explained shortly, this “in-
ferential” stratagem tends to select descriptive parts that are abstract rela-
tive to their fuller counterparts in the initial or “mother” theory but also
descriptively more correct than the latter, hence better candidates for re-
tention in subsequent theories. This approach improves the case of selec-
tive realism. However, in a seminal reference, Saatsi &Vickers [2011]
highlight Kirchhoff’s Theory of Diffraction and other cases as illustra-
tions of significant failure of the approach, leading them to voice fears
about the strategy.

Some thinkers find the above fears exaggerated [Cordero, 2016].
Nevertheless, the selective approach has significant pending matters.
In particular, it needs the following enhancements:

(i) A convincing criterion to identify putatively true and putatively
false components in successful theories [Alai, 2017].

(ii) Clarity about the structure and ontology of the parts selected for
realist commitment and how they fit in theories underpinned by different
conceptual frameworks [Cordero, 2017].

(iii) A compelling account of how (if at all) contemporary science is
more amenable to realist interpretation than past science - e.g., why we
should expect successful contemporary theories to have fewer stoppers
from underdetermination [Wray, 2013].
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I have made some suggestions on (i) in Cordero [2011; 2017], but
the matter remains controversial. My focus in this paper will be on (ii)
and some applications to (iii).

The literature does not sufficiently explore the character of retentions
across theory change in successful science. However, it is a topic im-
plicated in the shortcomings perceived in the selective realist strategy.
The clarification proposed in this paper suggests a functional interpreta-
tion of selective realism that meets some of the existing objections. As al-
ready indicated, my arguments draw from historical examples and sci-
entific practice - e.g., the way quantum field theory (QFT) focuses
on emergent approximate structures under specified conditions (com-
monly termed “specific regimes” in physics).

Road Map: The paper deals with how to resolve some problems
faced by selective realism without giving up the main realist inference
from empirical success to putative truth. The proposed approach takes
hints from historical cases and the use of functional and effective entities
and structures in physics. Section 2 discusses the challenge of taking a re-
alist stance towards just part of a theory and expecting retention of that
part in successor explanations. The topic of content retention presents
complications regarding the ontology that the realist accepts when com-
mitting to a given “theoretical part.” Staple cases like Fresnel’s Theory
gesture towards a functional explication, but the clues are vague and need
elaboration and precision. Section 3 provides terminological clarifications
to that end. Section 4 uses the results to argue for shifting the realist em-
phasis towards functional and effective theoretical content, leading to re-
forming the selective realist thesis. Finally, Section 5 tests the functional/
effective turn proposed against some objections.

3. Theoretical Parts for Realists

Taking a realist stance towards just some portion of a theory T involves
the belief that the part in question represents real features of the world at
some (not necessarily fundamental) ontological level. The claim is that
part of T correctly describes the intended domain, even if the total theory
gets many things wrong. But how does this help? Selective realists purge
theory parts of dubious content, leaving them with less content than their
counterparts in the unpurged theory. Consider Fresnel’s description of re-
flection and diffraction. The original theory, embedded in a framework
that required the existence of the ether of light, is now recognized as
wrong. Yet, selectivists notice that substantial parts of Fresnel’s theoreti-
cal claims remain hard to question - for instance, that “light is made
of microscopic transversal physical waves that (to a very high approxi-
mation) obey Fresnel’s laws for reflection, refraction, and polarization.”
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Let us call this part “Fresnel’s Core” ([FC] for short). It constitutes a nu-
cleus of theoretical descriptions that light phenomena satisfy at a level
that, in the non-purged theory, is “non-fundamental.”

Selectivists claim that severing the original conceptual links with the
ether lets [FC] stand on its own as a prospectively correct theory part:
light is electromagnetic radiation whose stuff is left ontologically opaque.
I.e., the oscillations it carries could be distortions of a material substratum,
or they could be something else. Purged of the ether framework, the de-
scription provided by [FC] looks “ghostly” compared to that in the origi-
nal theory. In exchange, dropping the ether framework makes the light
concept abstract enough to make [FC] sound and transferable to succes-
sor theories. Like most posits picked by selective realists, [FC] leaves
open matters of traditional metaphysical interest - in this case, about
the material substratum of the waves. This omission did not gain wide ac-
ceptance until at least one decade after Einstein made the ether an op-
tional posit in his Special Theory. [FC] makes no claims about the sub-
stratum and admits multiple realizations. Relative to the original Fresnel
theory, the light waves in [FC] are incomplete entities that merely func-
tion like Fresnel waves while potentially being entirely different. What
subsequent theories retain as “waves” and “FC” from Fresnel’s theory are
functional posits and effective representations (as opposed to full posits
by the lights of the earlier metaphysics).

A theory thus purged of problematic components has improved
chances of being approximately correct. Still, as critics note, even severely
purged theories often prove wrong in profound respects. For example,
[FC] is not considered a prospectively true posit universally. One reason is
that the optical indexes depend on various factors — most dramatically,
the intensity of light, non-linear features, and quantum effects (e.g., crea-
tion and destruction of photons).

So, the topic of content retention presents complications. Which on-
tology should the realist commit to in the case of a given “theory part”?
Within limited regimes, [FC] (with reduced but still significant physical
content) has survived multiple theory changes, remaining empirically suc-
cessful and free of specific doubts, which makes [FC] projectable as a pu-
tatively correct posit to this day. I will suggest in Section 4 that [FC] and
other exemplary cases gesture towards a functional explication of the re-
alist strategy, but the clues need clarification, elaboration, and precise la-
beling. That is the subject of the next section.

4. Some Clarifications

The previous considerations contain implicit distinctions that need
precision.

139



L]

ALBERTO CORDERO

(A) “Emerging” entities, properties, and patterns arise under certain
conditions in the world studied by a theory. Items may emerge only ap-
proximately, as in the case of light rays. Also, entities and processes may
be inferentially derivative from a base theory; their existence does not
“necessitate” the latter’s ontology (they may exist even if the premises
of the derivation are false). In classical optics, light waves are conceptu-
ally grounded in the ether, but subsequent theories drop that grounding.
Until the early 20" century, the mainstream theory of light was embedded
in a metaphysics in which every physical wave conceptually necessitated
a material substratum. Einstein turned the received theory into a conjunc-
tion of separable parts, dropped the ether component, and kept the re-
mainder as an abstract description of light. The resulting waves function
as Fresnel’s waves only at relatively coarse descriptive levels that leave
their deep ontology opaque. Like Einstein on light waves, selective real-
ists look for an ontology that saves a superseded or dubious theory by
dropping some of its content, usually the theory’s deepest (fundamental)
ontology. The result is a more abstract theory whose parts rest on a leaner
ontological framework.

(B) Scientific claims generally hold only with restrictions. Recall
Galileo’s version of the law of free fall (GL): “In the absence of air resis-
tance, a body in free fall will during equal increments of time acquire
equal increments of speed [acceleration].” Since the acceleration of grav-
ity varies with altitude, GL states a false proposition. So, physicists go for
a weaker law that is coarse-grained and domain-restricted but true — some-
thing like: “In the absence of air resistance, bodies in free fall within 5 Km
of the Earth’s surface will keep the same acceleration (£10-2 m/t?)”. This
putatively correct statement effectively agrees with GL within the speci-
fied coarseness and domain restriction.

(C) In what follows, a “functional” entity or property will be individ-
uated by its causal role. (recall the example of a carburetor in Section 1).
The label “functional posit” applies to entities characterized by what they
do rather than what they are. Relative to the base (“fundamental”) theory
at play, functional entities have their “deep nature” left opaque. However,
there is no “structuralist” presumption here, no claim that the world has
nothing other than structure or that only structure is knowable.

(D) Galileo’s law describes free fall as effective rather than exact be-
havior under the conditions specified in (B). The label “effective” applies
to entities and processes which, though drawn from one theory, closely
“approximate” the behavior of entities and processes of another theory op-
erating under a particular regime (i.e., the two behaviors closely match
in the respects deemed relevant). For example, in the Kinetic Theory of
Matter, entities behaving like continuous macroscopic bodies effectively
emerge in a molecular milieu under specific regimes of energy and scale).

(E) The modal structure of a proposed functional entity is generally
partial and weaker than that of its counterpart in the fuller, unrestricted
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theory. While unrestricted claims embody the complete conceptual and
modal structure of the base theory, functional claims embody only part
of that structure.

(F) Let’s call a theory’s literal, undiluted face value ontology its fun-
damental ontology. By contrast, its “functional” ontology is constituted
by counterparts derived for some particular regime (as with Galileo’s ef-
fective law or the smoothing of conceptual tension with relativity theory
in QFT). The contrast between literal/functional is relative. The literal on-
tology of one theory (e.g., continuous matter) can be an available func-
tional ontology of another (e.g., molecular theory).

(G) The term “descriptive level” (DL) generalizes the idea of “de-
scriptive regimes” in physics. A set of “regime parameters” will charac-
terize a DL, for example by listing the following:

* The theory’s face value ontology (O).

* A: the aspects considered relevant for describing the empirical
domain at the chosen level. Let’s represent A by the set {Ai}.

* The level of coarse-graining accepted for Ai (represented by the
set {6i}).

* The laws and regularities (L) holding over the domain targeted.

* The sub-region A of the total A-space where the description ef-
fectively holds.

Let’s spell out each of these regime parameters a bit.

(gl) O stands for the regime’s (local) face value ontology, which
may vary from descriptive level to level. For example, according to prac-
ticing physicists, we have access to an effective QFT of protons and neu-
trons that works well as long as we don’t get too close to the level of in-
dividual quarks and gluons, in which case the effective theory breaks
down.

(g2) The abstract character of the representation. This aspect is
expressed by the finitude of the list A of physical aspects considered rele-
vant at the chosen descriptive level. The features not listed in A are gen-
erally deemed too small to be noticed or zig-zag around in the intended
domain in such a way that their effects cancel out. For example, protons
and neutrons consist of quarks held together by gluons (physicists regard
them as short-wave field oscillations whizzing inside at high energies).
Importantly, protons and neutrons are considered real — regardless of their
level of fundamentality.

(g3) The amount of coarse-graining tolerated (8§). One can de-
scribe and understand a liquid at the gross traditional level without know-
ing anything about its molecular composition, even though there is a de-
scription in terms of particles. In principle, there may be many fine-
grained theories of the liquid state incompatible with one another at the
literal level.

(g4) The laws and regularities that hold over the targeted do-
main. Typically, laws and regularities over a targeted domain hold true
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only as coarse-grained relations, their general form being (to first appro-
ximation): L(x;) = f(xi) £8(x;).

2(5) The domain sub-region (A) where the description is expected
to hold. Successful theories typically have limited applicability. The New-
tonian theory of fluids does not hold true where the number of molecules
in a region is so small that the effects of individual molecules become in-
dividually significant. More dramatically, we can imagine packing mole-
cules into a sufficiently small space area and collapsing them into a black
hole.

We thus get for regimes a representation of the form <O,A,5,L,A>.
In scientific practice, regimes usually focus on spatial scale and energy
ranges; the generalization proposed above is more inclusive. To the extent
that functional behaviors are of the <O,A,5,L,A> variety, their descrip-
tions are partial relative to the base theory, their applications confined
to a specific regime outside which the claim may not hold.

(H) Incompleteness: As theory components of the <O,A,5,L,A> vari-
ety, functional behaviors may feel “incomplete” relative to their counter-
parts in the original theory. The following applies to functional entities and
processes:

» They are abstract, focused on just some of the aspects A covered
by the regime.

* They hold with only coarse-grained accuracy (represented by the
parameters “5;”).

* They may arise in just a sub-region A of the total logical space
spanned by the complete theory.

In what follows, functional-effective versions of a theory T will be
represented by putting T in brackets followed by a specification of the
characterizing parameters: [T]o,as.1a (the indexes will be generally omit-
ted for easiness).

() Pluralist feature: A functional theory or theory part generally com-
prises existence claims and regularities drawn from the total theory but
with their content reduced by abstraction, coarse-graining, and domain
restriction. Realism about [T] asserts that the kinds of entities and regu-
larities included in [T] are real - they act and are acted upon under a par-
ticular regime in the theory’s empirical domain. They are natural de-
nizens at play in the specified domain, even if, relative to the base theory,
they stand as incompletely formulated and non-fundamental.

(J) When a functional posit is recognized, the cause of its behav-
ior may be left unspecified. Why do functional components behave
as they do? The reason is often local cancellations of interactions and
analogous contingencies (e.g., in the sense explained in [Bohm, 1957,
Chapter 5]).

The following section uses the above precisions to argue for shift-
ing the realist emphasis towards functional and effective theoretical
content.
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5. Emphasizing Functional/Effective Content

Claims derived from a theory T without restrictions are the stuff of “tradi-
tional” realism about T. By contrast, functional claims are the stuff of rea-
lism focused on how entities and processes effectively behave within
some specified regime or descriptive level (“functional” realism). Al-
though unrestricted descriptions can be true in principle, history places
them among the least epistemically reliable in science because of their
ambitious content. Compared to functional descriptions, unrestricted ones
are weakly established and unstable against theory change. Unrestricted
assertions routinely give way to functional counterparts under critical
pressure, typically leading to a thinning of the initial content through ab-
straction, coarse-graining, and domain restriction. Functional posits may
grow thinner as time goes by, but their level of corroboration is often
high, grounding an expectation that they will never shrink into purely em-
pirical regularities. In contemporary empirical science, the most war-
ranted posits are nearly all functional.

The above considerations gesture towards taking a functional/effec-
tive turn that both sharpens the notion of realist gain in selective realism
and, on the face of it, helps overcome at least some objections to the project.
On the envisaged approach, realist commitment goes primarily to “func-
tional” theories or parts thereof. The proposal suggested here centers
on the following functional/practical thesis:

Thesis. Theory parts selected by the proposed functionalist approach
are approximately true and will gain retention in successor theories as
functional (as opposed to fundamental) parts within specifiable descrip-
tive regimes.

Notice that this thesis will fail if, more than rarely, theory parts se-
lected from empirically successful theories fail to gain substantive reten-
tion in successor proposals. As with the functional version of Fresnel’s
Core [FC], in parts selected for realist commitment, the entities and regu-
larities involved (the ontology) are identified by what they do rather than
by what they “ultimately are.” Importantly, the existence and structure
of those entities and processes (in the functional/effective version of
a theory T) are generally open to independent corroboration over the sub-
domain specified for [T].

Admittedly, the abstraction level of a theory part in [T] focuses
on aspects of the world selected under guidance from specific concerns.
However, the entities and processes made salient by the noted abstraction
are objective - they have ascertainable generative mechanisms and en-
gage in objective interactions with other entities. As such, functional enti-
ties are not “useful fictions” but part of mind-independent reality, even
though unveiling them may be guided by human interests. An instance
in point is the planet Neptune, which remained unnoticed until observed
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departures of Uranus from its expected orbit prompted astronomers
to change their level of abstraction by considering additional celestial ob-
jects. Also, in a pluralist fashion, a given object can belong to different
functional ontologies over other domains (e.g., a metal rod can be func-
tionally a thermometer or a crosspiece, having the required causal effi-
cacy for both).

As noted, claims deemed correct are so at their intended descriptive
level (A,8,A). The “ordinary” description of an apple differs markedly
from its molecular-level description (“Eddington’s apple”). Yet there is
agreement that the two descriptions are correct, each over the regime
of size and energy on which it focuses. Both tell precise enough (and pu-
tatively true) stories about the modal structure of an apple within the in-
tended contexts. So, importantly, functional/effective models can have
epistemic autonomy. Just as people didn’t need to know about molecules
to learn much about apples, physicists didn’t need to know anything
about quarks or gluons when they developed the first theoretical descrip-
tions of protons and neutrons.

At this point, a traditional realist may wish to deny that functional
entities and structures are either “real” or “as real” as non-functional
ones. This objection today requires an argument that seems unlikely to be
achieved. Traditional realists may also insist that, from a theory’s per-
spective, the only existing objects are the ones the theory presents as
“fundamental” or “central” - all other objects should ultimately be either
reduced to the fundamental objects or recognized as just convenient
constructs. The reductionist claim adduced here is arbitrary, however.
It overlooks that we have two notions of what makes X physically real:
(a) X’s most profound (“fundamental”) material basis and (b) X’s struc-
tures and dynamical patterns of interaction with other systems, such as
they emerge under various regimes. On the second notion, favored by
the suggested functional realist (and the practice of physics), to “exist”
is to have causal efficacy. In this sense, in the case of light, functional un-
dulations exist physically (whatever their ontological underpinnings).
The proposed selective realist commitment regarding light waves is to
the existence of functional microscopic transversal undulations - not
“fundamental” Maxwell undulations.

It is in this way that functional/effective realism seeks to clarify com-
mitment to theoretical content in individual theories (content like the light
waves described by [FC], with their wavelengths of about 107 m and in-
teractions with electrically charged material systems). Selective realism is
thus about tying the empirical success of theories to scientifically reliable
ampliative inference, particularly regarding explanatory entities and pro-
cesses beyond the reach of ordinary human perception. It is also about
reaffirming the idea of growth of theoretical knowledge.

Functional-selectivist proposals focused on the success of individual
theories seemingly overcome significant historical challenges to realist
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proposals raised since the 1980s. As admitted, however, the selection
criterion for theory parts remains controversial. Nevertheless, there is
growing agreement for settling the criterion around some pragmatist
choices. Here is one possible option [Cordero, 2017]: Pick only theory
parts that

(a) have novel predictive success attributable to them,

(b) are free of specific (as opposed to global or metaphysical) doubts,
and

(c) have gained elucidation from some successful theory initially ex-
ternal to it.

The population of functional entities, processes, and explanations
extractable from successful theory parts that satisfy the above criterion has
grown exponentially since the time of Newton. The parts in question pro-
vide a highly textured array of behaviors about the world beyond the reach
of unaided perception - ranging from detailed cosmological histories from
more than 13,000 million years ago to the present to ontic behaviors
at various levels of generality regarding the composition, structure, and in-
teractions of matter, to organic life, its diversity and history, to the rise
of humans (even human nature), and more. The outcome is not a haphaz-
ard quilt of dubious significance but a corpus of abstract, finite-range,
coarse-grained (but still nontrivially accurate) assertions that, nevertheless,
display astonishing (and growing) levels of integration into a detailed and
textured picture of the world. Most effective theory parts may be thin
in content by traditional standards. Still, they display (or, in the case
of new posits compellingly promise) strong resistance to theory change.

As a further bonus, the realist import of the suggested functional/ef-
fective claims seems immune to arguments from unconceived alterna-
tives. Suppose an available core [T] merits selective realist commitment.
Alternative theories will not compromise [T]’s realist status, provided
those alternatives contain some significant part of the core. The leading
ontic theories of quantum mechanics illustrate the dreaded underdeter-
mination, with a diversity of incompatible views on the nature of physi-
cal systems. The most compelling proposals show practical empirical
equivalence, reviving old antirealist fears about quantum physics. Still,
the found underdetermination arguably compromises the realist interpreta-
tion of only parts of quantum physics [Cordero, 2001; Cordero, 2021].
The same goes for other proposed examples of radical underdetermination
in current science. So, for empirically successful theories, it is incumbent
upon the skeptic to provide examples of scientifically admissible (as op-
posed to global, “Cartesian”) alternatives that fail to contain functional-ef-
fective theory parts that merit realist selection by the suggested criterion
(in quantum mechanics, such parts include, e.g., the linear dynamical law,
energy levels, spatial molecular structures, and much more).

A key question, of course, is how much (if at all) the suggested func-
tional/effective turn helps the selective project. The proof of the pudding
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is in the eating, so let’s conclude the paper by checking the proposal
against some thought-provoking objections.

6. Three Tempting Objections

Objection 1: Some may complain that the proposed functionalist turn is
just the sort of realism “for all practical purposes” (FAPP) John Bell ad-
monished. The natural philosopher’s duty, he urged, is to understand
the world, not “to neglect, or to take only a schematic (FAPP) account
of [say] the interaction across the split” between pre-and post-measure-
ment situations in quantum mechanics?2.

A Response. The functional turn proposed in this paper welcomes
the pursuit of explanatory accounts beyond the restricted domains/
regimes under consideration. It does not ignore (let alone abandon) the
possible existence of entities and interactions underpinning functional ac-
counts. It certainly discourages “bad” FAPP. The proposed turn points
to models correctly describing the local ontology and nomology at work
under each regime without prejudice against further ontological inquiry.
Thus, in the functional terms of ordinary discourse, a billiard ball is a sys-
tem of continuous matter within the appropriate energy regime, spatial
coarse-graining (e.g., 10° m), etc. Outside this regime, the system may be
radically different. Here is another example, this time involving bad
FAPP. In the 1980s, several approaches to the measurement problem in-
quantum mechanics identified the onset of decoherence in linear evolution
with the “collapse of the wave function.” Leading proponents declared
the ontological issue “solved.” But, as Bell stressed, after decoherence,
the initial quantum superposition continues “alive” indefinitely along mul-
tiple wavefronts. Hence, the proposed FAPP solution gave up the realist
interpretation of the state halfway through. It wasn’t good FAPP. By con-
trast, the functional turn suggested in this paper follows scientific-real-
ist lines. Classical entities exist and are natural systems that objectively
emerge within the confines of specific regimes; they are not presumed
to be fundamentally classical but functionally classical. “Ultimately,” they
may be quantum many-worlds systems, Bohmian systems, spontaneous
collapse systems, or something else3 (we cannot presently tell).

2 “To restrict quantum mechanics to be exclusively about piddling laboratory operations
is to betray the great enterprise” [Bell, 1990].

3 Approaching quantum physics in functional terms has gained welcome elucidation
in recent years thanks to the second generation of theorists of Everett’s many worlds,
notably David Wallace’s perceptive work on the coherence of the idea of an emerging
multiverse entirely within the framework of quantum mechanics (2014), a topic inde-
pendent of the credibility of the resulting many worlds proposal.
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Objection 2: Some critics reject the realist optimism of this paper. One
common complaint is that, like today’s scientists, past scientists too
thought highly of their epistemic success, inferring wrongly that their lead-
ing theories were correct [Wray, 2013]. In Wray’s view, the case for today’s
mature science is no better, so he challenges realists to specify why their
optimism about current theories is more reliable than in the past.

A Response. Several seemingly relevant differences between past
and present theorizing come to mind, particularly regarding:

(a) Scientific methodology.

(b) The character of theories in basic science today.

(c) The realist stances that are available now.

(a) The methodology used in successful, rigorous disciplines is much
more challenging now. Past scientists did not emphasize corroborated
novel predictions nearly as strongly as they do today. Nor did they admit
fallibilism at all levels of theorizing as present scientists do.

(b) The character of theorizing has changed substantially. In particu-
lar, most branches of today’s physics lean toward functional/effective the-
ories, which are significantly more resistant to theory change than their
counterparts in the base theory. This change is illustrated, for example,
in the way QFT smooths out conceptual tension between ordinary quan-
tum mechanics and relativity theory regarding separability and locality.
The smoothing at play resorts explicitly to abstraction, coarse-graining,
and domain restriction. It results in “effective theories” - i.e., emergent
coarse-grained natural orders that bring the relevant particles and fields
in various regimes to the fore.

(c1) The character of scientific realism, too, has changed. During most
of the modern period, scientific theories were embedded in metaphysical
conceptual networks that entangled theory parts, which rendered attempts
to break them into parts incoherent. As late as 1905, for example, there was
a near consensus that ‘being a wave’ conceptually necessitated a substra-
tum (the ether) whose propagating deformation the wave was. Having the
two posits (let us represent them as A and B) “entangled” meant that dele-
tions of the ether posit from the theory could proceed only cosmetically.
Breaking the entangled cluster required turning (A-B) into a conjunctive
cluster (AeB). Traditionally, the concepts of ‘being a wave’ (concept A)
and ‘having a material substratum’ (concept B) were “metaphysically en-
tangled”: waves (thought of as propagations of physical perturbations) “had
to be” perturbations of something (e.g., the “ether of light”). We can repre-
sent the conceptually entangled case by “(A-B)” and the disentangled case
by the conjunction “(AeB).” When Einstein declared the ether an optional
posit in electromagnetic theory, the physics establishment resented his ploy
and rejected it initially (see, e.g., [Cordero, 2011a]). Einstein’s proposed re-
form advanced gradually in physics (initially with help from positivist
ideas). Since then, ontological frameworks in the natural sciences have
dropped constraints with a priori pretenses.

147



L]

ALBERTO CORDERO

(c2) Unlike traditional realists, functional realists are not troubled by
the historical suggestion that empirical theories (including future ones)
are generally false as full constructs. The dispute is not about that. It is
about whether successful theories contain cores with content that - by
stringent methodological standards - is very likely true and will generally
gain retention in successor theories.

Objection 3. Critics worry that realists following the proposed func-
tional approach will miss underdetermination problems and over-commit.
For example, in the case of [FC], they would do so in at least the follow-
ing two ways*:

(0O3a) One charge is that functionalists accept too quickly the exis-
tence of transversal microscopic undulations in places where possibly
nothing exists (in a way analogous to someone who commits to there be-
ing something in the center of a donut). To appreciate the complaint, con-
sider the Feynman-Wheeler alternative view of electromagnetism (FW),
according to which Maxwell’s equations do not describe an undulating,
self-subsisting electromagnetic field but describe just how the movements
of charges are deterministically coordinated over spacetime.

(O3b) According to the envisaged realist, the undulating field exists
in an effective/functional way, akin to Eddington’s macroscopic table®.
But, in the FW account, the electromagnetic field amounts to a mere law
quantifying the motion of charges, suggesting an ontological elimination.
So - the objection goes - the functionalist account has an inconsistency
in the descriptions of the world (in terms of an actual undulating field that
exists everywhere between the charges and there not being any such field
connecting the charges but only the charges themselves in motion).

A Response. It is false that nothing exists where the transversal un-
dulations associated with light play out.

(3a): To repeat, to “exist physically” is to have causal efficacy in agree-
ment with the local physics principles. Claiming functional reality for micro-
scopic undulations does not amount to maintaining that continuous undula-
tions are present at all descriptive levels — just like asserting the reality
of a macroscopic table is not asserting that the table is continuous at all de-
scriptive levels (but only at macroscopic ones). Likewise, the proposed real-
ist commitment is to the existence of functional transversal microscopic un-
dulations under a particular regime — not fundamental Maxwell undulations.
As for the suggestion regarding the donut, its center of mass ‘functions’ as
a particle only in respects that are insufficient for attributing physical exis-
tence. The center of mass — a geometric point - doesn’t withstand electro-
magnetic interactions or local actions and reactions.

4 This prospective objection was kindly suggested to me by Juha Saatsi and Matthias
Egg (private communications). My thanks to both.

L.e., as an effectively solid object, despite having nothing but particles at the more fun-
damental level.
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(3b): This objection conditions “real existence” to not having “con-
tradictory” multiple physical realizations. But full-Maxwell and full-SW
are proposed only as possible realizations, not actual ones. Must one give
up realism about the entire content of a theory part just because specula-
tive interpretations of it contradict (as, e.g., with Bohmian and Many
Worlds ontologies)? In the case of Maxwell versus FW, the functional
field has sufficient causal efficacy for granting its physical existence.
The microscopic undulations (whatever their ultimate nature) act and re-
act with screens and materials according to the laws governing the regimes
in place. The (geometric) center of a donut is not like this. Admittedly,
the waves prospectively inferred to exist in Maxwell’s Theory are not part
of FW’s fundamental theoretical level. However, FW retains light waves
as functional/effective entities with objective causal efficacy displayed in
their contacts with matter. If so, even on FW, what exists is not just “only
the charges themselves in motion” but the charges in motion and a con-
straint (some law-like structure) that both restrict those motions and give
rise to undulations that effectively function as physical entities. The func-
tional realist claims are thus consistent: “There is something real func-
tionally connecting the charges,” and “There is no full-theoretical-Max-
well field connecting the charges.” The relevant point is that we lack
a reason to limit the label “real” to base-level, “fundamental” entities/pro-
cesses. Physically real denizens may emerge at any non-basic theoretical
descriptive level. The epistemological import of unveiling a multiplicity
of possible “natures” for physical light calls for a suspension of realism
only regarding the most profound nature of light. In Maxwell versus FW,
the opposing descriptions are each coherent and truthful, provided the re-
alist versions of ‘field,” ‘undulation,’ etc., are described sufficiently care-
fully in suitable functional/effective terms that restrict descriptions to the
relevant regime <O,A\,5,L,A>. Incoherence only comes from ignoring the
regime in place.

7. Concluding Remarks

This paper’s functional/effective version of selective realism shifts real-
ist commitment. It drops the traditional emphasis (centered on fundamen-
tal theoretical entities and behaviors invoked by unrestricted, complete
theories). Instead, the proposed realist turn focuses on functional/ef-
fective counterparts (centered on functional theoretical descriptions and
existence claims focused on causal efficacy at any ontological level).
The proposed reformulation helps the selective realist project in two
ways. First, it clarifies the structure and content of taking a realist stance
towards just part of a theory, suitably indexed to a regime and expect-
ing substantive retention in successor explanations. Secondly, it spells out
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some relevant differences between the realist stance favored during most
modern science and the more modest, pluralist - and plausible - selective
approach practiced in the sciences today.
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B cTaTbe paccMaTpuBaeTcs KOHUENUUS IOTMYECKOro aMnupmsmMa
3Ho Kannbl. dHO Kaina, 6yayun 611M3KuM BeHCKOMY KpPYXKY
MbICUTENIEM, OTXOAMT OT PSfa LEHTPaNbHbIX UAEW SIOTMYECKOro
nosutnueusma. OH BbIZENSET OFPaHUYEHHBIN psag Npobiem MeTa-
dU3MKK, KOTOpble ABAAIOTCS OCMbICNIEHHBIMU U TPEBYIOT CBOEro
pelLeHuns, 0aHaKO ocTaslbHas MeTadpusnka o6bABASETCS UM JIOTU-
Yyeckon owmnbkon. Ons dMHO Kalsibl BaKHENLLYH posib Urpaet
He NPUHUMN BepuduKaumm (Kak KpUTepuit 3HaYeHus), a NpUH-
Lmn npoBepsieMocT. Kpome Toro, oH nepecMaTtpuBaeTt NpUHLMUN
nepeBoANMOCTHU, HacTanBas Ha TOM, YTO MEPEBO, OTAE/bHO B3S-
TOro NpeasoXKeHUs Ha A3blK OMbiTa HEBO3MOXEH, HO BO3MOXEH
nepeBof, LLesIol TEOPUU, K KOTOPOI 3TO NPeaJIoKEHNE OTHOCUTCS.
JTO CBSI3aHO C €ro CTPYKTYPaJMCTCKOW Mo3uumen B ¢unocooum
HayKM U MOHWMaHWEM Hay4HbIX TEOPUI KaK «paLMOHaIMU3aLmn»
B NPOTMBOBEC MPOCTbIM MHAYKTUBHbIM 0606LEHUAM. B cTaTbe
CpaBHUBAOTCA B3rNAAbl DMHO Kaiibl, BbICKa3aHHbIE UM B NEPUOL,
€ro aKTMBHOIO B3aMMOAENCTBUA C MpeacTaBUTeENnsiMM BeHckoro
KpY»Ka (8o Havana 1940-x IT.), c uaesmMm npeacrasutenein BeHcko-
ro Kpy)Ka TOro BpeEMEHM, AEMOHCTPUPYHOTCS UX MAENHbIE CBSA3N
M pa3nydms, NokKasaHo, YTo dMHO Kaiiny MOXXHO B onpeaeNeHHOM
CMbIC/IE CYMTATb MPeALEeCTBEHHUKOM 6osee MO3AHWUX KPUTUKOB
JIOrMYeCcKoro NosuTMBM3mMa (B yactHocTK, Y.B.O. KyaitHa).

KnroyeBble cnoBa: IiHO Kaiina, NOrMYECKUIn SMIMPU3M, MPUHLMN
BepMOUKaLLMK, NPUHLMM NPOBEPSIEMOCTU, BEHCKMIA KPYXXOK
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The paper deals with the conception of logical empiricism devel-
oped by Eino Kaila. Eino Kaila, being a thinker close to the Vienna
Circle, departs from some of the central ideas of logical posi-
tivism. He identifies a limited number of problems in metaphysics
that are meaningful and need to be solved, but he declares
the rest of metaphysics to be a logical fallacy. For Eino Kaila, it is
not the principle of verification (as a criterion of meaning) but the
principle of testability that plays the most important role. In addi-
tion, he revises the principle of translatability, insisting that it is
impossible to translate a single sentence into the language of ex-
perience, but it is possible to translate the whole theory to which
the sentence belongs. This is related to his structuralist position
in the philosophy of science and his understanding of scientific
theories as ‘rationalisations’ as opposed to simple inductive gen-
eralisations. The paper compares Eino Kaila’s views expressed
during the period of his active interaction with the Vienna Circle
(until the early 1940s) with the ideas of the Vienna Circle repre-
sentatives of that time, demonstrates their conceptual ties and
their differences, and shows that Eino Kaila can in a certain sense
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be regarded as a predecessor of later critics of logical positivism
(in particular, WV.0. Quine).

Keywords: Eino Kaila, logical empiricism, verification principle,
testability principle, Vienna Circle

o Caxapu Kaiinal! (1890-1958) 6bu1 OnHMM M3 KIIOUEBBIX (DMHCKIX
unocodor nepson nosoBuHbl XX B. CHauaja OH 3aHMMaJI JODKHOCTb
npodeccopa dmwiocobun B YumBepcurere TypKy, a 3aTeM BO3IJIaBMJ Ka-
denpy Teopetnueckoii pumocoduu B YHuBepcutetre XenbcuHknu. He ymo-
BJIETBOPMBIINCH (uaocodckoi armocheporn B Dunnguoum 1920-x rr.,
OH HayaJl HaJIaXKMBAaTh KOHTAKTbl CO CTOPOHHMKAMM Hay4yHOU ¢miocodun
M SMIIMpHU3Ma B JIPYrMX CTpaHax - cHavaja ¢ [. Paiixenb6axom, a 3arem
¢ P. Kapnaniom, M. [lnukom n apyruvn. B nepermicke D. Kaiiia skamoBasi-
cst M. llnuky, uro «Ha cBoent (Kainbl. — JILJI) ponyiHe OH >KUBET MPaKTH-
Yecky B IOJTHOM MHTEJUIEKTyasbHOM m3omsiuum» [Manninen, Niiniluoto,
2014, p. xv], mocyie yero oH ObUI IpuUIVIallleH Ha 3acemaHmst O6IecTBa
OpHcra Maxa?, kotopoe B Ja/bHelieM TpaHCPOpMUpOoBaIochS B Ben-
CKMI1 KpY>KOK. Busutel coctosumiich B 1929, 1932 1 1934 rr.,, 3. Kaitta my6-
JIMKOBAICSI B CBSI3aHHBIX C BeHCKMM KpyXKOM >XypHanax Erkenntnis
u Theoria, mpyHUMAJI yYacTHe B KOHGEPEHIMSIX U KOHI'peccaX. B manude-
cre «HayuHoe muponoHumManme. BeHnckmii Kpyskok» DitHo Kaitia HasBaH
B umcsie OMmM3KMxX Kpy>kKy Mbicimteniei. OgHako B 1920-x rr. OiHo Kaiuta
chopmympoBas cCO6CTBEHHYIO GUIOCO(PCKYIO MO3UIMIO, KOTOPYIO OH Ha-
3BaJT JIOTMYECKUM SMnupr3MoM. CBOM BapMaHT JIOTMUYECKOTO SMITMPU3MA
oH, nomo6Ho I. Paiixen6axy?, 4eTKO OTOEJISII OT JIOTMYECKOTO MMO3UTUBM3MA
npencTaBuTeNieil BeHCKOro Kpyskka, B CBSI3M C YeM €ro KOHTaKkThl ¢ BeH-
CKUM KPYKKOM OBLIM CKOpee <«IpaMaTUUHbIMM, Oaske HeCIIOKOMHBbIMM»
[Niiniluoto, 2017, p. 185]. B masibHeiiiiem KpaTko pacCMaTpPUBAETCST KOH-
LIS JIoTuJeckoro sMmmmpusma J. Kaiibl, 0coboe BHMMaHME YyIesisieTcst
€ro OTHOILIEHWIO K MPUHIMITY BepubuKalmy B MePUON Haubojiee TeCHbIX
KOHTaKTOB C IPeINCTaBUTEISIMU BeHCKOro Kpyskka (B MEPBYIO ouepenb —
¢ M. Imukom u P. KapHanom) u BepiHckoro obiiecTBa HayuyHOM ¢Guio-
copun (c I. PaiixeHb6axoM). DTM KOHTAKThI MPAKTUYECKM IMPEKPaTUINCD
u3-3a Bropoin MupoBOi1 BOVHBI, a IO3Ke HajaauTb uxX 3aHoBO J. Kaiire

Hemuoro 6osee mogpo6Hbie cBefeHust o 6uorpadum iiHo Kaiiisr 1 0630p ero duso-

codckux unei cm. B: [Jlambepos, 2022].

2 Tlo upoHun cyab6bl B Hauasie cBoell humocodckoii Kapbephl 1 nosxke 3. Kaiina, Haxo-
ISICh TIOZL, OGIIMM BiMsiHUEeM uzaen O. Maxa, pe3ko KPUTUKOBAJI HEKOTOPBIE TTOJIOKEHMST
ero yueHus (Hanpumep, GeHOMEHAIUCTCKYIO GU3MKY, KOHLELIMIO HepeaJbHOCTHU aTo-
MOB M TIpo4.), cM. [von Wright, 1992, p. 73]. Takke o 3Hauenuu mpeit O. Maxa mist
9. Kaitner cm. [Siemsen, 2011].

3 O «ueyoBeveckoi uctopun» BeHckoro kpyskka cm. [Sigmund, 2017].

4 Tlompo6GHee 06 OTIMYMAX JIOTUUIECKOTO MO3UTUBU3MA OT JIOTMUECKOTO SMIMPU3MA,

a Takke o nosuuuy I. Paiixen6axa cm. [Uebel, 2013].
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Kom,

JI.O. TAMBEPOB

He ymanoch. Takum o6pasoM, B HACTOSIIEN CTaTbe BHMMAaHME COCPENOTO-
YeHO Ha KOHIIEMIUM JIOTMYEeCKOro sMmmupusma O. Kaiibl ¢ MOMeHTa ee
BO3HMKHOBeHMs 1 Ao Hauaia 1940-x rr. Hanbojiee mojiHO ero KOHLEIs,
a Tarke B3MVIIbI HA BepUGUKAIUIO, IIPOBEPSIEMOCTD ¥ TIEPEBOIVIMOCTD BbI-
pakeHbl B paborax «Jlorucruueckmii HeonosutyBusM. Kpurmueckoe mc-
cneposanme» [Kaila, 1930], «O cucreme moHsaTuit peasbHOCTU. Biian
B pa3BuTHe Jornueckoro ammupusmar [Kaila, 1936a], «Yenoseueckoe 3Ha-
Hue. YeM oHO siBiIsieTcs U 4eM OHO He siBisgercs» [Kaila, 1939], «O mous-
TUM PEeJIbHOCTU B (pusmyeckoil Hayke. BTopoil BKiIaa B pasBUTHeE JIOTMYe-
ckoro ammmpu3sma» [Kaila, 1941], atu paboTel epeBeneHbl Ha aHIIUICKUIA
s3bIk [Kaila, 1979a; Kaila, 1979b; Kaila, 1979c; Kaila, 2014].

Jlormueckuit smoupusm J. Kaibl

Ucnonb3ys TepmuH «jormueckuit smmupusm», J. Kaiura [Kaila, 1926,
S. 35] NpOTUBOMOCTABIISIET CBOIO MO3UIIUIO KIICUXOIOTMIECKOMY SMIIMPU3-
my». C ero TOUKM 3peHysl, JOTUUECKMIA IMITUPUSM KacaeTCsl JIo2uiecKux
OCHOBaHMI U JAeT Jio2uueckoe OObsICHEHNE TICUXOOTMYECKUM COOBITUSIM
B IIPOTUBOBEC Kay3aJIbHOMY OOBSICHEHUIO NCUXO0/02U1eCK020 SMIMpPU3Ma.
Kpome Toro, jormueckuit sMomMpusM IipencrasiisieT coboit popmy Mo-
HusMa (6;1M3Koro MoHusMy 3. Maxa) ¥ IpOTUBOIOCTABIISIETCS PEMYKIIN -
OHM3MY, IPMHUMAEMOMY JIOTUYECKUMM TO3UTUBUCTaMU. C TOUKM 3pEeHMs
3. Kabl, peaslbHOCTH CYILIECTBYET U JIaHa yepe3 opraHbl uyBCTB. Ha oc-
HOBaHUY ONIYILEHNI (POPMYIUPYIOTCS YTBEPXKIEHUS O TAHHOM, KOTOPbIE
OOBEIMHSIOTCS B CUCTEMY BEpPOSITHOCTHBIX yTBepkaeHmit (B 1920-x rT.
3. Kamna paspabaTbiBaeT BEPOSTHOCTHYIO JIOTMKY), CTYsKalllyl0 OCHOBa-
HMEM [IJI1 SMITMPUYECKOTO 3HAHMUS O PEATbHOCTHU.

B mpotuBoBec TpamuiimoHHOMY (GMI0COGCKOMY METOIY MCC/IemOBa-
Tesb, 1o MHeHuto 3. Kaitnbl [Ketonen, 1992], npexkne uemM nmpuHMMAThCS
3a pelleHne KakKux-ambo ¢uitocodckux IMpobseM, MOMKEH 0O6paTUThbCS
K HauboJiee aKTyaJbHBIM Pe3ysIbTaTaM KOHKPETHBIX HAyYHbIX MCCIeNOBa-
HMII B COOTBETCTBYIOILEN obiacTyu (Hampumep, Ipu perieHumn duiocod-
CKOI1 pO6JIeMbl O COOTHOIIIEHUM CO3HAHUS U JIeMCTBUTEIbHOCTU CJIeAyeT
06pPaTUTHCS K TOCTUKEHUSIM MCUXOJIOTVM, PUSUKM U TIPOU. ), KOTOpbIE [a-
Jiee TOJKHBI ObITh MTOABEPTHYTHI JIOTMUECKOMY U SIMCTEMOJIOTMYE CKOMY
aHaJIM3y, PE3YJIbTAaTOM KOTOPOro OymeT HEKOTOPbI HAabop IOJIOKEHWN,
Ha OCHOBAHMM KOTOPOTO ¥ MOKET OBbITh pellleHa KOHKpeTHas dumiaocod-
ckas mpo6sema. s 3. Kaiibel ¢puiiocodckue BOMpOChl U IasKe HEKO-
mopbie MeTahu3NIECKIe BOIIPOCHI (ITpobiemMa peannsma, mpobiema Apy-
I'MX CO3HaHMM, MpobjeMa cTaTyca YTBEpPKAEHU O OyoyIIuX COOBITUSIX)
BIIOJIHE OCMBICJIEHHBI U pellaembl. Tak, I. ®eiirnp B mucbme M. Inuky
(B8 Tor momeHT mociaemuuii Haxoguiacst B CIIA) or 21 mrons 1929 1.
muiet, urto «Kajina cHavasa mpuHSII, Kasajaoch, “HaIly MOSUINIO”, HO
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“GbLI0 HEMHOI'O I'PYCTHO OTTOTO, UTO OH BEPHYJICS K CBOEN BEPOSITHOCT-
HOJ JIOTMKE [IJIT TeMOHCTpalyM TOTO, UTO IMpoGyieMa peayi3Ma OCMbIC-
nenna”» [Niiniluoto, 2017, p. 189].

Kpatko roBopsi, Jormueckuit smmupusm O. Kaiisibl cBoguTes K cie-
OyiolmyM deTbipeM Tesucam: (1) Bce ampuOpHbIE YTBEPKAEHUS SIBJISI-
IOTCSI aHAIUTUYECKMMM (HE CYILECTBYeT OJHOBPEMEHHO CUHTETUUECKUX
M alipMOPHBIX YTBepsKAeHui); (2) Moboe yTBepKIEeHNME O peasbHOCTU
o6safiaeT peasibHbIM comepykaHueM ((hakTUUecKue YTBEpKAEHUS MMEIOT
CJIeCTBUS, Kacaroluecs omnbita); (3) Bcsikasi Teopusi, ONMMChIBAIOIIAS pe-
aJIbHOCTD, I0/DKHA OBbITh IepPeBOMMA Ha SI3bIK ONbITa’; (4) yTBepsKAeHUs
O HEIOCPEeNCTBEHHOM OIbITeé CyObEKTa SKBUBAJEHTHBI YTBEPXKIEHUSIM
O COCTOSIHUSIX TeJjia 9TOro CyObeKTa. B 11eJ1o0M 9TM Te3uChl, TaK MM MHA-
ye, MPUHUMAJIICh BCEMM MTPECTAaBUTENIMU BeHCKOTO KPYsKKa, 38 MCKITIO-
yeHueM, IMOKalIyi, TPEThEro Tesnca, OOHAKO B KaXkKIOM OTHOEIbHOM CJTy-
yae, u O1HO Kaitna 3mech He MCKITIOUEHME, UMEIOTCSI 0COObIe HIOAHCHI.
Yro KacaeTcs TpeThero Tesuca, TO HeOOXOAMMO 3aMeTUTh, UTO KOrga
y 2. Kaiuibl peub uaeT o mepeBojie TeOpUi1, CTOPOHHMKY JIOTMYECKOIO M0-
3UTUBM3MA OOBIYHO MMEIOT B BUJY IEPEBOIbI OTAEIbHBIX MPEAJIOKEHUNA.
ITo muenuio 3. Kaiutbl, repeBoq OTOENbHO B3SITOTO IPENJIOXKEHMs Ha-
OJIIONEHMS] MM OTAEIbHO B3SITOTO IIPEeNJIO’KEHMs] KaKoi-TO (pu3muecKon
TEOPUM BO3MOKEH TOJIbKO MPU YyueTe BHYTPUTEOPETUYECKUX 3HAYEHUN
TepMUHOB. IpyruMu cJIoBaMu, MepeBeCTU U30JIMPOBAHHOE TTPeJIoKeHe
Ha SI3bIK OIIbITa HEBO3MOKHO, OMHAKO B pPaMKax HEKOTOPOV TeOPUU MOXK-
HO TIOJIYYUTDb CJIEACTBMSI, BbIpaskaeMble B (opMe MPeIJIOsKEHMIA OITbITA.
WHuaue roBopsi, mepeBON, BBIMOJIHSETCA 11 Teopuu IesmkoMm. CooTBert-
CTBEHHO, MOXKHO YTBepsKIaTh, yTo J. Kaiiyia pasBuBaeT HeKOTOpYIO dop-
MY XOJIM3Ma.

ITpuanun Bepuduxammm

Tak kak 3. Kaitsa 6pUT XOPOIIIO 3HAaKOM C uaesmu 3. Maxa 1 Tak Kak I10-
cleqHMEe OKasaiM Ha HEro CUJIbHOE BIMSIHME, OH BIIOJIHE MOT YCBOUTh
MPUHIAIIBI, OJM3KMEe K MpuMHLIMIY Bepudbwmkammu us «Mexanmku». Ha-
npumMep, D. Max 3ameuaet: « DyHKIMSI HayKM, KaK MbI [IOHMMaeM, COCTO-
UT B TOM, YTOGBI 3aMEHUTh OMbIT. [I09TOMY HayKa, C OTHOM CTOPOHBI,
JIOJIKHA OCTaBaThCs B cpepe OMbITA, & C IPYTOM — CIHEIINTD 3a ero Impeze-
JIbI, TIOCTOSTHHO OXKM[Iast TIOATBEPKAEHMS, MTOCTOSIHHO OKMUIAsT 0OPaTHOrO.
Hayka He uMeeT OTHOIlIEHMSI K TOMY, I7leé HEBO3MOKHO HM TIOATBEpKIE-

5 DToT Tesuc npepcTasasgeT coboil mepedOpMyIMPOBKY Gojlee paHHEro NPUHLMIIA Ha-
6momaemMocTy ¢ yuetoMm 3ameuanmii P. KapHama, BbicKasaHHbBIX B ero KHure «Jloru-
yeckoe noctpoenue mupa» [Carnap, 1928a], konuio koropoit 3. Kaitna momyumn
B 1928 r.
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Hue, Hu onposepskeHue» [Mach, 1883, S. 461]. MoskHO ¢ yBepeHHOCTbIO
ckasartb, uTo J. Kaiuia mpekpacHO 3HaJI O TOM, KaKMM OOpPasoM KpPUTH -
KyeTcss MeTadusMKa ydacTHMKaMyu BeHckoro Kpyskka. B xome cBoero
nepBoro Busuta B Beny B 1928 1. oH mpo6bul TaM ISITb Hemeslb, BBICTY -
I Ha 3acefaHuy BeHCKOro KpyskKa C JIeKIMel O MOHITUY BEPOSITHOCTHU
1 UMeJ1 okosio aBaguarn® scrped ¢ P. Kapaarnom u I'. @enriem. MimeHHO
B 1928 r. P. Kapuan ony6iukoBan cBoio Gpoinopy «IIpo6nema cmbicia
B utocodun» [Carnap, 1928b], Bpsn mu B guckycceusx ¢ 3. Kaiion, ko-
TOpbIe KacaJuchb B TOM 4MCje MpoGJieMbl peannsma, MpobaeMbl OPYyTUX
CO3HaHMI, a TaKKe CTaTyCa YTBEPKAEHMIA O OYIYIIMX COObITUIX (OCMBbIC-
JIEHHOCTb BEpPOSITHOCTHBIX YTBEPKIEHMII O Oymyiinem), ObUiM 060iiIeHbI
BHMMAaHMEM BOITPOCHI OCMBICJIEHHOCTH MPEIJIOKeHMI MeTapu3nKu BOOO-
mie. Bosee TOro, 0 TOM, UTO 3TM BOMPOCHI 3aTPArMBAIUCh B AVCKYCCUSIX,
cBupetenbcTByeT nepemnucka [Niiniluoto, 2017, p. 188-190] 3. Kaiuibt
c I. Paiixen6axom, B kotopoi1 J. Kaiiia mpu3HaéTcs, UTo 3alUTUTh BEPO-
SITHOCTHBIN peayim3M OT MeTomosiorndeckoro conumncusma P. Kapuamna emy
BPSI, JIM YAAIOCH.

Wpen GeccMbICIEHHOCTY WM Ge3HaIesKHOCTU MeTapusMKku B pabo-
Tax MpeacTaBuTesieil BeHCKoro Kpyskka MOI'yT ObITb OGHAPYsKEHbI CO BTO-
poi1 monoBuHbI 1920-x TT. 1 B nepByio odepenb B ctatbe M. [1lmmka 1926 1.
«OmpIT, mo3HaHue, metadusuka» [Schlick, 2008], B kKoTOpoit TOT rOBOPUT
0 TOM, YTO MeTa(u3MKa IITAETCS MPEACTABUTD B JIOTUUECKY CTPYKTYPU-
poBaHHOV (hopMe HEeKOTOpoe HeBbIpasuMOe cofepskaHue ombiTa. bosee
CTpOro K 3TOMY Borpocy nopoien P. KapHar, mpenioskuBIimii B yKe yII0-
MsiHyTOM Oporirtope «IIpobiema cmbicia B dumnocodun» GopmMaabHbII
KPUTEPUI OCMBICJIEHHOCTY IJIsI SMIUPUUECKUX TMPENJIOKEHMIA, COCTOSI-
LM B TOM, 4TO Jit0O0€ Takoe MpemJIoKeHUe JTOIKHO CUUTATHCS OCMBIC-
JIEHHBIM B TOM ¥ TOJIKO TOM CJTy4ae, eCJIM MOKHO cebe 8 npuHyune Tpe[-
CTaBUTb CUTYAIMIO, B KOTOPOI MbI OymeM 06afjaTh COOTBETCTBYIOLIUM
OITBITOM, HEOOXOIMMBIM [IJISI TIOATBEPSKIEHNST UM OTIPOBEPIKEHNS ITOTO
npemyioskenns. I[Tockonbky, mo mHennio P. Kapnara, rnpemyioskeHus me-
TaGU3UKM BHEIIIHE MPEeNCTaBIIIIOT COOO0M MOMBITKM OMMCAHMUS MMUpa, HO
Ha Jejie TIPeICTaBUTb cebe CUTYyaInIo, B KOTOPOM Obl Mbl OOIaai OIbI-
TOM JJI1 UX TIOATBEPKIOEHWUSI VIV OINPOBEPSKEHMSI, MbI HE MOKEM, IO-
CTOJIbKY TaKue MPeAJIOKeHNs SIBJISIIOTCS GeCcCMbIC/IEHHbIMMU. B 3TOM KOH-
TEeKCTe, KOHEUHO K€, Hejb3sl He BCIOMHUTb O JIPYrOil €ro M3BeCTHOM
crarbe, «[Ipeomonenne MetTadm3nKM JIOTMYECKUM aHAIM30M si3bIka» [Car-
nap, 1932b], B xotopoit ynomsauytas uness M. [lnmuka o TiIeTHONM MOMbIT-
Ke MeTa(M3UKM BbIPasUTh HEBBIPA3UMOE CONEPsKaHME OIbITa CTAHOBUTCS
KOHIIeNIell MeTahM3MKY KaK BBIPAKEHMsI YyBCTBA SKU3HU IJIsI HECIIO-
COBHBIX TBOPUTH UCKYCCTBO.

6 DTo mopTBepXAaeTca aHa/M30M AHeBHMKOB P. Kapnama, cm. [Manninen, 2012]. Taxk-

ke c¢M. [Niiniluoto, 2017, p. 188-190].
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B 3TOi1 cBsI3M moKasaTesbHO ciienyolilee paccyskaenue M. Illnuka
O TIOHMMaHUU TIPEAJIOKEHUI ¥ 3HAHUUM 3HAYEHUI CJIOB: «[3HaHuMe 3Ha-
yeHU| MOXKeT ObIThb OOBSICHEHO TOCpPeNCTBOM orpexneneHuit. OgHako
B OIIpeNesIeHNsIX BCTPEYAIOTCSl HOBbIE CJIOBA, 3HAUEHME KOTOPBIX S TOXKE
IOJKEH 3HaTh. VIcIiob3oBaHMe OMIpenesieHnii He MOKET MPOIOJIKAaTbCs
HEOITpeIeJIEeHHO 0JITO, MIO3TOMY B KOHIIE KOHIIOB MbI IIPUXOIUM K CJIO-
BaM, UbM 3HAYEHMS] HE MOTYT ObITh OOBSCHEHBI B MPEAJIOKEHUSIX; UX CJIe-
IyeT yKasaTh HaIpsSMYIO; 3HaUeHMe CJIOBa JOJDKHO ObITb NOKA3AHO, OHO
IOJDKHO OBITh OaHo. <...> CjiemoBaTesIbHO, IJI TOTO, UYTOObI BBISICHUTD
3HAUYeHMe TIPeAJIOKEHMsI, HaM CJIeAYyeT TPaHCHOPMUPOBATh €ro IyTeM
BBeJleH!sT TI0C/IeOBATeIbHBIX OIpemeeHuil 1O TeX IMop, MoKa HaKOHeI]
B HEM He OCTaHYTCSl TOJIbKO Takue CJIOBA, KOTOpble Gosiee Hesb3sl OymeT
ONpeneNTh, HO 3HAUEHMUST KOTOPBIX MOTYT OBITh JIMIIIb OOO3HAYEeHbI Ha-
MPSIMYIO. 3HAUNUT, KPUTEPUIL UCTUHHOCTYU U JIOKHOCTU ITPEIJIOKEHMsI CO-
CTOUT B TOM, UTO IIPY ONpPeIe/IeHHbIX YCIOBUAX (YKA3aHHBIX B OIpemeie-
HMSAX) HEKOTOpble HAHHbIE VMEIOT MM He MMeloT Mecra. Korma 3To
YCTAHOBJIEHO, S YCTAHOBMJI BCE, O YeM TOBOPUT IIPeIJIOKEeHME, U TOTOMY
3HAIO ero 3HaueHue. Ecyiu 9 He crocobeH B MpUHIMIIE BEPUGULIMPOBATDH
Mpe[JIokKeHne, TO eCTh, €CM Y MeHs abGCOMIOTHO HET HUKAKOTO 3HAHMS
0 TOM, KaK MHe CJIeflyeT [IeiiCTBOBaTb, YTO MHe CJIemyeT AejiaTh, YTOObI
YCTaHOBUTh €ro MCTUMHHOCTD WJIU JIOKHOCTD, TO I, OUEBMIHO, BOOOIIE He
MOHMMaIO0, YTO 3TO NpeaJioskeHue rosoput» [Schlick, 1932, S. 7].

KaskeTcsl, He CTOUT TOSICHATb, UTO TaKue B3IVISIAbl Ha OCMbBIC/IEH-
HOCTb TMPeIJIOKEeHMI M MX 3HAUueHUs HMPOMU3BOIHBI OT upaei JI. Burtren-
IIITe}HA, BBIPasKEHHBIX B €ro Tpakrare, a Takyke CBA3aHbI C MTPOBOIMMbBIM
MM pasanumueM MeXIy He MMEIOLIMMM CMbICIa (Sinnlos) mpeaaoskeHusIMu
1 6ecCMBICJIEHHBIMM (UNnsSinnig) mpeaaoskeHussMu. TaBTOJIOTUY U TTPOTH-
BOpeuns (JIOTMKM M MaTeMaTUKM) He MMEIOT CMbIC/IA, HO SIBJISTIOTCS WC-
TUHHBIMM MJIU JIOKHBIMU B CUJTY CBO€ (DOPMbI, «MX UCTUHHOCTDb Y3HAET-
CS M3 CMMBOJIA CaMoro Mo cebe» (6.113), oHM He MPeACTaBJSTIOT COOO
«KapTUHBI PEaTbHOCTU... TAaK KakK IepBble AOITYCKAIOT 6ce BO3MOKHbBIE
TIOJIOKEHMST JieJ1, BTOpbIE XXe — HU 00H020» (4.462). B oTnnune OT He uMe-
IOIMX CMBIC/IA TIPEAJIOKEHUN OeCCMBbICIIEHHbIE TPEAJIOKEHMUSI, TOBOPS
MeTadopuuecky, BBIXOIAT 3@ I'paHMLBI cMbIcia («1 ecTb 4MCIIO», «€CThb
TOJIbKO OfMH HY/Ib» U3 4.1272, «Cokpar TokmecTBeHen» u3 5.473). B npen-
JIOKEHMSIX MOSKET OBbITh CKa3aHO TOJIBKO TO, UTO HAXOAUTCSI B MUPE, YTO
MOXKHO OITMCATh C TIOMOIIIbIO KapTUHBI, TO, UTO HAXOOUTCS 3a MpefeaMu
MMpa, MOKET ObIThb JIMIIb IOKa3aHO: «ECTb, KOHEUHO, HEUTO HEBbIPa3y-
moe. OHO moKasbIBaeT cebs; 310 — Muctuueckoe» (6.522). BeposiTHo, 31O
U ApyTMe MOJo6HbIe 3aMeUaHMsI O HEBbIPA3¥MOM U ObLJIM B UTOTE€ BOCIIPU -
el M. [nukom m P. KapHanom Kak HeBbIpa3uMMoe COmepsKaHMe OITbi-
Ta ¥ TMOMBITKMA BbIPa3sUTh UYBCTBO KU3HU B (OpME MPEIIOKEHUIA MeTa-
dusukn. [Tosske JI. BUTTeHINITelH B AMCKYCCUSIX C yUaCTHUKaMy BeHckoro
Kpykka (B ocHoBHOM ¢ M. Illlmumkom u @. BaijicMaHHOM) HampsMYyIO
YTBEPSKIAET, UTO «CMBICJI TPEIJIOKEHNUSI €CTh METOJ, ero BepuduKaym»
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[Waismann, 1967, S. 79]. I1pu atom JI. BurreHurreiin HacTanBaeT Ha OKOH-
yaTeJbHONM BepubuKauum: «...Ecau s HMKOrma He MOry OKOHYaTeIbHO
Y TIOJTHOCTBIO BEPUGULIMPOBATh CMbBICJ TPEAJIOKEHNUSI, TO C ITOMOILbIO
3TOTO MPEAJIOKEHNMS 1 HUYEro He MOTY MMeTh B BUIY. 3HAUUT, 3TO Ipe. -
JIO’KeHMe BOOOIlle HMYero He o3Havaer. <...> ...JIJi1 Toro, uTo6bl onpene-
JIUTb CMBICJT TIPEMIJIOSKEHMS], ST TO/DKEH 3HATh BeCbMa OIPENeIeHHYIO Mpo-
1eAYPY, TO3BOJISIONILYIO CUATATh TO MPeIIoskkKeHe BepupUIMpPOBaHHbBIM»
[Ibid., S. 47].

Emre ogHa mokasaresibHast GOpMYIMpPOBKa MPUHIINIIA BEpUPUKAIIAN
nmaetcs A. AllepoM B MEPBOM U3IaHUU €0 KHUTU «SI3bIK, MCTMHA U JIO-
ruka» (1936 r.), KoTOpasi CBUIETEIbCTBYET YK€ O HEKOTOpPOM OCjab-
JIEHUY TIPUHIUIIA BepUPUKAIUM U «IMOepammu3anym» JOTUIECKOro M-
nmMpu3Ma, ecJiM UCIob30BaTh Bbipaxkenme P. Kapuama. Kak m3BecTHO,
B 1933-1934 rr. OH IpOBEJ HECKOJIbKO MecsieB B BeHe, mocelast exxe-
HeJlesbHbIe 3acenanus BeHCKOro Kpyskka, a mo Bosppaiienuu B Okchopa
3aBepII paboTy Hall CBOeI KHUTOM, KOTOpast CTaja, 1o CYyTH, Kjaccuue-
CKOJi (hOpPMYJTMPOBKOIN JIOTMUECKOTO MO3UTMBM3MA HA aHIVIMIICKOM SI3bIKE.
[TpyuHIMn BepudmKaiym, Kak oH chopMyIMpoBaH A. AilepoM B IEPBOM W3-
JaHUY, YSI3BUM [IJIST TOCTAaTOYHO OYEBUIHBIX BO3PaskKeHMIA, TO3TOMY BO BBe-
IeHuu Ko BTopomy m3pmaHuio (1946) ero popmysinpoBka Oblia YTOUHEHA,
ONHAKO ¥ IO OTHOIIEHMIO K HEM BBIABUHYTHI M3BECTHbIE BO3Pa’KeHUS.
®@opMynMpoOBKa U3 MEPBOTO U3NAHUS TPEAINOIaraeT, YTO MPEeNJIOKEHMUS
BbIPKAIOT TMPOIO3ULIMMA, a TPOMO3UIIMY MOTYT ObITh JMOO aHaIUTUYE-
CKUMU, MO0 BEpUGUIMPYEMBIMU B CWJIBHOM WK cjiabom cmbicie. TTpu
aToM A. Aliep He mpe[rosaraer, YTo Bepudukaims obs3aTeIbHO JOIKHA
OBITb MPAKTUUECKY BBITIOJHMMO, TOCTaTOYHO TOTO, YTOOBI MPOMO3UIINIO
8 NpuHyune MOXXHO ObIJIO BepUOGUIMPOBATD, T.€. JOCTATOYHO TOTO, UTO
MbI TIOHMMAaeM, KaKOM OIBIT MOXKET MOATBEPAUTb €€ WU OIMPOBEPTHYTb.
Pasnuiia mexxny BepudmKkalyen B CMJIBHOM M CJIAOOM CMbICTIAX OObSICHSI-
ercs cienyiommmM obpasom: «IIpomosuiusa BepuduiMpyemMa B CUILHOM
CMBICJIE TOT/Ia ¥ TOJIbKO TOTAA, KOT/ia €€ MCTUHHOCTh MOXKET ObITh OKOH -
yaTeJbHO YCTaHOBJIEHA B ombiTe. VM oHa Bepudbuuupyema B cjiabom
CMbICJIE TOTJIa M TOJIbKO TOT/A, KOTAA OMBIT MOXKET MPUAATh € HEKOTO-
pYI0 BeposSTHOCTb» [Ayer, 1946, p. 37]. danee, A. Altep yTOYHSIET, YTO
13 GakTyaJabHOM MPOMO3UIIUM «BMECTE C HEKOTOPBIMM IPYTUMM HOCHLI-
KaMM MOSKHO BBIBECTM HEKOTOpbIE MPOIMO3UIINU OIbITa, KOTOPhIE U3 OfI-
HUX TOJIBKO 3TUX MMOCBUIOK He MOIIM ObI OBITH BhIBeZeHbI» [Ibid., p. 39].
3mech Mo, IPOMO3UIIMSIMIM OIbITA OH MMEeT B BUIY ITPOIO3UIINY, OIIUCHI-
BaloIIVE IEMICTBUTENIbHbBIE UM BO3MOKHBIE HabmoneHust. Takoe ocabie-
HMe IPUHIMIIA BepuduKaluu Mo3BojsieT A. Aliepy COXpaHUTb, B 4aCT-
HOCTHM, OOIIIMe TPeIJIOKeHMs B UMCIe OCMbICJEHHBIX, HE paspylias TeM
CaMbIM MMEIOIIYIOCSI CTPYKTYPY HayUYHBIX TEOPWUIA.
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ITpuHIMI MpoBepsIEeMOCTI

UYro kacaetcst B3msimoB J. Kaiibl, TO, KaK ysKe ObUIO CKAa3aHO BBIIIE, OH
He cuMTay abCOMIOTHO BClO MeTadusuky GeccMmbicieHHONU. Bonee Toro,
3a[aua 1o OT[eJIeHUI0 HayKy OT MeTa(u3MKM, TI0 MeHbIlIel Mepe B Tepu-
of ¢ xoHua 1920-x, o Hero He ObLIa caMOl BaskHOM. B o6mactu 651m3-
Koy BeHCKOMY KPYKKy IMpOOJIEMaTMKM ero cKopee 3a60TWIM BOMPOCHI
M TIPVHIIMAIIBI TTOCTPOEHMS €CTEeCTBEHHOHAYYHbBIX TEOPUI, COOTHOIIIEHNE
ypoBHel (1) 4yBCTBEHHBIX JAHHBIX, (2) OOBIIEHHOTO 3HAHMS O BeIax, UX
CBOMCTBAaX ¥ OTHOIIEHUSIX U (3) 0OBEKTOB €CTeCTBEHHOHAYYHBIX TEOPUIA.
ITosTOoMy ¢ MOMEHTa ero 3HaKOMCTBa C «JIormyeckum MOCTPOEHMEM M-
pa» P. Kapuama B 1928 1. ero ny6imkanum’ copepskar Ipexzie BCero ob-
CY’KIEeHVe M KPUTMUKY METOMOJIOTMYECKOrO COJIMIICK3MA, IIPO6JIeM JIOTH-
YyeCcKoro (KBasMaHaJUTUUECKOTO) MOCTPOEHNS] BpEMEHM U MPOCTPAHCTBA,
«3MUCTEMUKO-TICUXOJIOTUUECKUX » U «IMUCTEMUKO-JIOTMUECKUX» TOMYIIe-
Hui1 koHueniyu P. KapHana, a Takske BOITPOCOB HAayyHOro peaymsma. Ha-
MTOMHIO, UTO MOCJIeIHMIA OTBEPrajICs KIFOUEeBBIMM yUaCTHMKaMM BeHcKoro
KpY’KKa Kak 6eccMmbIc/ieHHas MeTadu3nKa.

Opnaxo y 3. Kaiter [Kaila, 1933] ectb u paboThbl, B KOTOPBIX OH BbI-
CKa3bIBaeT KPUTMUECKME 3aMeYaHNsI [0 TTOBOAY MPUHIMIIA BepUbMKAIIUN.
[Tonumasi orpaHmMyeHust IPUHLMIIA BEPUDUKAILIUM U TIBITASICb COXPAHUTD
HEKOTOpbIe Mpo6jIeMbl B KAYeCTBE OCMBIC/IEHHBIX, OH BO3paskajl MPOTUB
MCIIOJIb30BaHMs MPUHITUIIA BepubUKalMi Kak Kputepus 3Hauenus. Kpo-
Me TOrO, B NPUBENEHHbIX BbIlle (GOPMYIMPOBKAX MPUHIIMIA BepuduKa-
umu (B ocobennoctu y P. Kapuama, M. lllnuka u JI. Butreniireiina) ro-
BOPUTCSI 0O OIBITHOM ITPOBEPKE SMIMPUUECKUX MpeasioskeHuit. Bceskoe
SMIMpPUUECKOe TIPeNJIOKeHe CHauajia JOJKHO ObITh CBEIEHO K IIpemjio-
SKEHMIO OINbITa, KOTOPOE OIMChIBAET TOT OIIBIT, KOTOPbIM AOJIKEeH 06ja-
JlaTh KOTHUTMBHBIN areHT B TOM CJyuae, eCJiM Bepuduimpyemoe mpeasio-
sKeHMe MCTMHHO. B ciIyuae ke KOrma HEKOTOpOe MpedioskeHie He MOXKEeT
OBITh MMPOAHAIM3UPOBAHO TaK, YTOObI Mbl MOIJIA TOHSITb, KAKOM OIBIT UM
MPe[IoJiaraeTcsl, Takoe MpeaJjIoKeHNe JOJIKHO ObITh OTOPOIIIEHO Kak Gec-
cvbiciienHoe. Opnako O. Kaiiyta obpalllaeT BHMMaHMue Ha TO, YTO Iiepe-
BOIMMOCTD IIPOM3BOJIBHOIO IPENJIOKEHNMS B IIPEIJIOKEeHMEe OIbITa Ipe[ -
CTaBJiseT cO6OM MpOOGJIeMY, ¥ €eCy TOBOPUTh O CBOAMMOCTM TIOHSTHUI
K HEKOTOPOJi SMITMPUUECKON OCHOBE MOXKHO, TO IJIsSI MPEeNJIOKEHUI 3TO
B UMCTOM BM[e€ HEeBO3MOKHO. Kak yske yKasbIBajOCh BBIIE, [0 MHEHMIO

7 W3 apxusa P. Kapuana usBectHo, uto TOT ¢ HOg6ps 1929 no ocenn 1930 paboran
Hap otBetoM O. Kaiine ¢ pab6ounm HasBaumeMm «O KOHCTUTYMPOBAHUM He-TaHHOTO»
(cm.: [Niiniluoto, 2017, p. 189]), HO KoTOpBI Tak U He ObLT 3aBepiieH. Haubonee
3HauMMoN my6naukanuent D. Kaibl sgisiercs 6poinopa «JIoructuueckuii HeOMmO3m -
tuBu3M. Kpuruueckoe uccienosanue» [Kaila, 1930]. OTBeT Ha HeKOTOpbIe 3aMeya-
Hus O. Kaiutel npencrasien P. KapHanom B ero o63ope Ha sty 6pouitopy, cm. [Car-
nap, 1931].
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3. Kaiibl, mepeBoAMMOCTbh BO3MOKHA He IJISI OTIEIbHO B3STHIX MPeJIo-
SKEHWUIA, a JJ1s1 Teopuii (T.e. CBSI3aHHBIX HAGOPOB MPeAJIOKEHNN).

OpHyM u3 CeACTBUIA MPUHSTUS TIPUHIMIIA BepuduKaimu B GopMme,
Tpe6YIoIell OKOHUATeIbHOM 1 aBCOMIOTHON BepudUKalum, HEKOTOPbIMMU
yuyacTHMKamMy BeHckoro kpyskka (B yacTHoctu, M. Illnkom) crasa mosu-
1IMsI, COTJIACHO KOTOPOM OOILMe YTBEPKAEHUS OObSBISUINCH TICEBIOIPE]T -
JIOSKEHUSIMU, UTPAIOIIVIMY CTPOTO MHCTPYMEHTAIBHYIO POJTb B BbIBEIEHUM
IPYTUX TPEeNJIOKEeHUI, CBOOMMBIX K OMbITY. Takas Touka 3peHust Obliaa
nenpuemsiemont st 3. Kaiter [Kaila, 1936b], koTopbiit 3asBs1si1, 4TO 3a-
KOHBI MPUPOABI BBIPAKAIOTCS OOIIMMM MPEAJIOKEHUSIMM, KOTOPbIE HE MO-
I'YT OBbITb 6€CCMBIC/IEHHBIMY. BbIllle GbLIO OTMEUEHO, UTO IIPUHIIMAII BEpH-
dukanym B hopmympoBke A. Aliepa Jaxke B TIEPBOM U3MAHUM €ro «SI3bIKa,
MCTYHBI U JIOTUKM» TIO3BOJISIET M30eXKaTh JaHHO TPYIHOCTH.

Kak yske roBOpmjioCch, OCMBICJIEHHBIMM ¥ BITOJIHE pelllaeMbIMM C TOY-
Ky 3perust 3. Kaiibl gBasmMch mpobiemMa peaniusma, MmpobaemMa IpyTrux
CO3HaHMI U MpobJIeMa CTaTyca YTBEPKIEeHNU O OyayimX coObITusx. s
aTux mpobsiem 3. Kaityie 6610 BaKHO COXPAHUTDH CTAaTyC OCMbBICJIEHHBIX,
XOTSI B 1I€JIOM OH COIVIAIIIAJICS C KPUTUKOM MeTadu3MKIU KaK GeCCMbIC/IEH -
HOTO M TIeTHOro npennpustus. K npumepy, npobiema peannsma pera-
ercst D. Kaiuton [Kaila, 1936a] mytem obpaliieHus K MOHSITUIO MHBApUaH -
Ta (IO CyTH, 3Ta €ro KOHLENIUS MPEeNCTaBiseT cob60y pasHOBUIHOCTD
CTpPYKTypaym3Ma). IHBapuaHThI SIBJIAIOTCS, IO €r0 MHEHUIO, KPUTEPUEM
peasbHOCTM, a HayKa M3ydaeT OOIlye 3aKOHbI MPUPOMAbl. YKa3aHHbIE BbI-
11e ypoBHM (1) YyBCTBEHHBIX JAHHbBIX, (2) OOBIIEHHOrO 3HAHMS O BEIaX,
MX CBOMCTBAx M OTHOIIEHUSX, (3) OOBEKTOB €CTeCTBEHHOHAYUHbIX TEO-
puit yIopsimodeHbl TaKMM oOpa3om He ciaydaitHo. [leso B ToM, YTO OObI-
IIeHHOE 3HaHMe MPeCTaB/IsIeT CO00I MHBAPMAHTBI YYBCTBEHHBIX JAHHBIX,
a 00beKTbI HAyYHbIX TEOPUI — MHBAPMAHThI OObIAEHHOTO 3HAHMS O Bellax
¥ (B HEKOTOPBIX CJIYYasiX) YYBCTBEHHBIX JTaHHBIX.

Wcnonb3oBaHue MpUMHIMIIA BepUbUKAIMY B KaUeCTBe KPUTEPUST 3HA-
YeHUs B CJTyYae SMIIMPUUECKUX TIPEIJIOKEeHMIA PEAIoIaraeT CBOAMMOCTD
BepUGUIIMPYEMOTO MPEIJIOKEHUS K MPeIIOKEeHUIO OMbITa. Takas pemyK-
1S JO/DKHA JIaTh BO3MOKHOCTb OCYILIECTBJIEHNS OITbITHOM ITPOBEPKM TTPeT -
JIOSKEHUSI C IIeJIbI0 YCTAHOBJIEHUSI €r0 MCTUHHOCTM, TaK Kak Oyiaromaps
9TOV PenyKUMM KOTHUTMBHBIN areHT Y3HA€ET, KAKOM OTIbIT HEOOXOOMMO VC-
MbITaTh, KaKMMM YYBCTBEHHBIMM ITAHHBIMU HEOOXOOMMO OO6jamaTh st
TOTO, UTOOBI MMETb OCHOBAHMS YTBEPKAATb, UTO MpPeIJIosKeHNe UCTUHHO.
IIpu sTOM OTKa3 OT MpUHIIMIA BepudUKaIy KaK KpUTEPUS 3HAYEHUS
y . Kaiytbl He 03HaYaeT OTKasa OT SMITMPU3MA, OIBITHOM HArpy>KeHHOCTU
SMIUPUYUECKUX TIPEAJIOKEHUI U BOMPOCOB UX UCTUHHOCTU. Bo-TepBbIX,
0003HAUYEHHBIN BBIIIE BTOPOM TE3UC JIOTMYeCcKoro smmupusma . Kaiiibl
COCTOMT B TOM, UTO JIIOO0O€ YTBEPKIEHME O PEabHOCTM OOIalaeT peasb-
HbIM COTEepsKaHMeM, T.e. (PaKTMUeCKMe YTBEPSKIOEHMST MMEIOT CJIEACTBUS, Ka-
calollyecs OIbITa; T.e. peaJibHOe COIepsKaHMe COCTaB/ISIeTCS U3 BbIBOMM-
MbIX 13 HEKOTOPOT'O MPEIJIOKEHMST IPOBEPSEMbBIX TTPENJIOKeHI. BO-BTOPBIX,
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TPETUI TEe3UC 3aK/IIOUAeTCS B TOM, UTO BCSIKAsl TEOPUS, OMMCHIBAIOIIAS
peabHOCTb, JO/DKHA OBbITh MEepeBoAMMa Ha S3bIK OIbITa. B KauecTBe oc-
HOBHOTO TNpuHIMIIA sMipusMa J. Kaiiyia HasbIBaeT MPUMHLMII ITpOBepsie-
MOCTH, KOTOPBII MOKET ObITh ITPeIBAPUTEILHO CHOPMYIMPOBAH CIIEAYIO-
MM obpasom: «/3 BCSKOTO YTBepsKIEHMsl, KacaloIerocsl peajbHOCTH,
JIOJIKHO CJIeJOBATh OIIpeesIeHHOe MHOKECTBO TPEeAJIOKEHMI OIIbITA; 3TO
MHOXXECTBO Tpe[CTaB/sieT co60i (GaKTyaJbHOEe COfEepsKaHue YTBepsKae-
uus» [Kaila, 2014, p. 145]. I uMeHHO 3TOT MPUHIMI UI'PAET HEHTPAITh-
HYIO POJIb B €r0 aHaJIore KpuUTepus 3HaueHus!, coracHo 3. Kaiire. [To ero
MHEHMI0®, OCMbICJIEHHOCTb SMITMPUYECKOTO TPEIJIOKEHMS 3a0aeTCsl BO3-
MOXKHOCTBIO OIIpeMesIeHUsT €0 HEJIOTMUYECKUX TEPMMHOB Uepes3 MpOCThie
MpoBepsieMble TIOHSATUSI. BcsKoe mpemjioskeHne, HEJOTUYECKME TepMMU-
HbI KOTOPOTO TIEPEBOSATCS B IIPOCThIE TIPOBEPSIEMbIE TIOHSITUS, SIBJISIETCS
OCMBICJIEHHbIM. AHAJIOTMYHO TOMY KaK 3TO IPEIIIoaraeTcsl MPUHIIAIIOM
BepUdUKaLMM, OCMBICJIEHHBIMY SIBJISIIOTCSI TAKJKe BCE allpyOpHbIe (= aHa-
JIUTUYECKIUE) TIPEAJIOKEHNS U X OTPULIAHMS.

[TpuHIUI TPOBEPSIEMOCTY BHIBOOUTCS U3 OIpPENesIeHMsT TOrO, UTO Ta-
KOe TIpeJJIOSKEHNST OIbITa, a TAKKe MpeIoiaraeT aHaIUTUUECKUI CTaTyC
MIPUHIINIIA, COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY M3 (haKTyaJbHOTO TPEAJIOKEHMS BBIBO-
IATCS Takue MpenoxkeHus ombiTa. COOTBETCTBEHHO, coryiacHo . Kaiine
[Ibid.], mpuHLIMIT TPOBEPSIEMOCTH SIBJISIETCSI AHAIUTUIECKUM, @ TIOTOMY JIO-
rmyecku HeobxomumbiM. [locienHee o3HayaeT, YTO K HEMY HEMPUMEHM-
MbI M3BECTHbIE KPUTUUECKME 3aMeUaHMsl, CTaBsllye Iof BOMPOC IPUH-
uuI Bepudukamu (BepubULMpyeM JIM TPUHIUIT BepubUKaIMU, U eCu
HEeT, TO TIOUYeMYy OH He SIBJITeTcs1 6eCCMbIC/IEHHbIM?). BblIllle roBOpUIOCh
0 «TIOmOOUY KPUTEPUIO 3HAUEHUsT», 9Ta (hpasa JO/KHA TIOHMMATHLCS Cile-
nytomym obpasoM. C Touky 3penmss D. Kaiuibl, comepskaHue BCSIKOTO
MIPeIJIOKEHNSI, KOTOPOE, KaK 3TO MPE/IOoJaraeTcsl, ONMChIBAET PEaIbHOCTD,
ompenessieTcsl, COIIACHO MPUHIIMITY IPOBEPSIEMOCTHM, MPEAJIOKEHUSIMM
OIBITa, KOTOPbIe U3 HEro CJIEAYIOT. B cirydae ke eciiM Kakoe-TO MpeAJio-
SKEHME CUMTAETCS OMUCHIBAIOIIMM PEaIbHOCTh, HO HMUKAKMUX SMIIUPU-
YeCKMUX CJIeCTBUI HE MMEET, TaKoe IpelJjIoKeHMe SIBJIIETCS J02UUecKU
owubouHvim. TakuM 06pa3oM, GOJIBIIIMHCTBO MPENJIOKEHUI MeTapU3UKU
OKa3bIBAIOTCSI HE CTOJIBKO 6€CCMBICIEHHBIMM, CKOJIBKO JIOTMUECKY OIIIN-
OGOYHBIMM, T.€. «JIOTMUYECKUI SMIIMPU3M TIOKAa3bIBaeT HE TO, UTO 3Ta TaK
Ha3blBaeMasi MeTadu3MKa MPOCTO MAJIOMPOSYKTUBHA, XOTS B OCTaJIbHOM
HEe CONEp>KUT HUYEro MPOTMBO3aKOHHOTO, & TO, UTO OHA C TOYKM 3PEHUS
JIOTMIKU SIBJISIETCS TIOTHOM ommbkoit» [Ibid.].

8  Cp. [Kaila, 1936b].
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Bepudukamnus, panbcupuxanus
U IIPOBEPSAEMOCTD

Ilns obocHOBaHMS MpMHIMIIA MTpoBepsieMocTy J. Kaiiie Tpebyercst mosic-
HUTD, KaKye TPEeNJIOKEeHNsT OH HasbIBaeT MpeasIoKeHussMu ombiTa. Heo6-
XOAVIMO OTMETUTb, UTO, MOAXOMS K 3TOMY Bompocy, J. Kaiia noHumaer
TPYIHOCTU BCEX M3BECTHBIX Ha TOT MOMEHT TO3UIIMIA ¥ 3HAET O TOM, UTO,
Harpumep, P. KapHan usHavaysbHO Mpefmosiarajl CBOOMMOCTb BCSIKOTO
MPEAJIOKEHUST K TPEIJIOKEHNSIM HEIMOCPENCTBEHHOTO OIbITa B CMBbICTIE
YyBCTBEHHbIX JaHHbIX [Carnap, 1932a], a mo3ske cTana roBOpUTb O CBOLM -
MOCTH K IIPeIJIOKeHUSIM «HauBHOM» (00bineHHON) pusuku [Carnap, 1936;
Carnap, 1937]. Iloaromy 3. Kaina paccmaTpuBaer nBa BapuaHTa MOHMU-
MaHMs TIPEIJIOSKEHNI OIbITA, B IEPBOM CJTy4yae Mbl MMeeM JeJI0o ¢ G-Tipef-
JIOKEHUSIMU, OIMCBHIBAIOIIMMY HEIOCPENCTBEHHbIN OMbIT («DTO Coje-
HOE»), a BO BTOPOM — ¢ f-TIpeyioskeHnsIMM, OMUCHIBAIOILIMMY OObII€HHbIE
BelllM ¥ uX OTHoIleHus («3ITo cojb»). IIpu stom f-nipemiokeHue yke
sBisietcst «teopueir» [Kaila, 1979¢, p. 136]. Bonee Toro, no MHeHUIO
3. Kainer [Kaila, 1942; Kaila, 1979¢, p. 130-132], oy monHOro omuca-
HUS JIIO60TO 0ObekTa TpebyeTcst U f-a3bIK, M (-A3bIK, TAK KaK IMEPBBI
MO3BOJISIET OIMMCBIBATb CTPYKTYPhI (UEro He [ejiaeT BTOPOIi), a BTOPOI —
KaueCTBEHHbIE acIeKThl (UET0 He JIeJIaeT IMepPBbIi).

C 0fHO¥ CTOPOHBI, HEKOTOPbIE (BasKHbIE) YUACTHUKYM BeHCKoro Kpysk-
Ka HacTaMBa/IM Ha IIOJIHOM M OKOHYare/ibHOM Bepudwmkauymu. C gpyron
CTOPOHBI, TAKOWM YYAaCTHUK AVCKYCCUIL O TIPUPOLAE HAYUYHBIX TEOPUI TOTO
Bpemenu, Kak K. ITormep, roBopun o danbcudukaumm u MCIOIb30Bas
danbcudukanmio B KaueCcTBe MeTofa JeMapKaiyy (T.e. OTAeJIeHUs Hay-
KU OT HeHayKkM). [l Hauajia pacCMOTPUM, KakK B 9TOM KOHTEKCTE, C TOU-
ku spenust D. Kaiutbl, o6ctout cutyauus ¢ f-mpeayioskeHusIMu, a 3aTem
06paTUMCS K G-TIpeIOKEHNSIM.

Kputnueckne sameuanns K. ITomnmepa BrosiHe moHsTHbL: (1) obine
f-penioskenns (f-rpenyioskeHust ¢ KBAHTOPOM OOIIHOCTH) HeJib3sT OKOH-
yareJIbHO Bepu(PUIMpPOBaTh, TaK KaK OHM IMPEICTaB/ISIIOT CO00M 0600111e-
HMSI OTIbITA M TPEOYIOT IJIT CBOEM BepudMKalyy HaOMIOOeHMs Heorpa-
HMYEHHOTO KJjacca siBleHui; (2) sks3ucTeHIuasabHble f-mipenoskeHust
(TIpeIoKeHMsT C KBAHTOPOM CYIIIECTBOBAHMST) HEJTb3st OKOHYATEIbHO (hasib-
cudupoBarh, Tak Kak OHM IS GajbcuduKalyy Takske TpeOyloT Ha-
6JII0feHNMsI HeOr pPaHMUYEHHOTOo Kitacca siBiaeHuit. I1o muennto K. Iommepa,
o011Me TpeyIoKeHNsT He MOTYT ObITb BepuGUIIMPOBAHbI, HO MOT'YT ObITb
danbcudUIMPOBaHbI, a SK3UCTEHIMATbHBIE TTPEIJIOKEHNS HE MOT'YT ObITh
danbcudULIMpPOBaHbl, HO MOTYT ObITb Bepu@UIMpPOBaHbl. Takylo cuUTya-
IIMI0 OH Ha3bIBaeT «OMHOCTOPOHHEI paspemmmocTbio» [Popper, 1935,
S. 34]. CootBeTcTBeHHO, f-TIpenIoKeHMs, comepsKalle U KBAHTOP OOIII-
HOCTH, ¥ KBAHTOP CYIIIeCTBOBaHMS, Hanpumep «Ijig 3amaHHON Temmepa-
TYpPbI, KAKOJ ObI BLICOKO OHa HU ObljIa, BCerma HamgeTcs 6osiee BbICOKAst
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temneparypa» [Kaila, 2014, p. 152], He MOTYT 6bITh OKOHYATENILHO BEPU-
(GUIIMPOBaHbI ¥ OKOHYATEIbHO (ambcubuipoBatbl. OJHAKO M CUHTYIISP-
Hble f-TipemJioskeHNs TOske He MOT'YT ObITh OKOHYATEIbHO BepupuIiMpoBa-
HbI WIM OKOHYATEeJbHO (GanbcuduimpoBaHbl. [IIsi IeEMOHCTpAIMM 3TOTO
3. Kaiina [Ibid., p. 153-154] paccmarpusaet f-nipejioskenie «ITO KyCOK
Mena». I3 qanHoro f-nipensyioskeHust cjiefyeT HeOrpaHMYeHHOe YM1CIIo (Pak-
TOB (MeJI MMeeT OIpeNe/IeHHYIO CTPYKTYPY, HabIromaeMyto B 11060l MUK-
POCKOII B /1060l CUTyalluy; MeJI OCTaBJIsIeT ONpeNesIeHHbIN Clef Ha Jto-
60ili TOCKe U T...), HaGIIOmAaTh BCe Takue (PaKTbl HEBO3MOXKHO, MIOITOMY
IaHHoe f-TipeqyioskeHe He MOXKeT ObITb OKOHUATEJIbHO BEPUMUIIPOBAHO.
Opnaxko 3To f-TpenjoskeHne He MOKET OBbITb ¥ OKOHYATeJIbHO (pabcudu-
IIMPOBAHO, TaK Kak Moc/eqHee MOTPeboBaIO Obl yueTa HeOTPaHMIEHHOTO
yncna GakTopoB (MpeAMeT MOXKET He OCTaBISTh Cjel Ha AOCKe He TO-
TOMY, YTO OH He SIBJIIETCS MeJIOM, a IIOTOMY, UTO JOCKa HaMa3aHa BOCKOM
U T.7I.), BBIXOISIIMX 38 PAMKMU OIpPEeeIeHHbIX YCIOBUIM U HE COOTBETCTBY -
IOIIMX OPUHATHIM gonyiuenusm. C Touku 3penns 3. Kaiiibl, 1 B 9TOM OH
ccoutaetcst Ha [1. [lrorema, He MOKET ObITh HMKAaKUX peIIaloIMX 3KCIIe-
PMMEHTOB, TaK KakK IMpOBepKa JIto60Ji TeOpUY MpearosaraeT IpuHITHE Ps-
Jla DOTYIIEHW, BBIXOASIIMX 38 PAMKM OINMMCHIBAEMbBIX Teopuel dheHome-
HOB. COOTBETCTBEHHO, «eCY MPENIOOKUTh, UTO HAlllM MPEeNJIOKEHNS
OIbITa SIBJISTIOTCST f-TIpeyioskeHnsIMH, TO K (haKTyaJbHbIM MPEIJIOKEHUSIM
He MOKET ObIThb IPEeIbsBICHO Jaxke TpeboBaHMe “OmHOCTOPOHHEN paspe-
IMMOCTK, a He TOJIbKO Bepubukauyum i daabcuduranym. Mbl MoskeM
TpebGOoBaTh TOJNLKO poBepsemocti» [Ibid., p. 154].

Bce ¢-mpensioskeHust SIBJSIOTCSI CUHTYJISIPHBIMY, MTOJIOKUTETbHBIMU
M KaTerOpMUeCKUMM, OHM «YTBEPKOAIOT UYTO-TO O UYEM-TO OmAeIbHOM
(oHM He 0061IMe), OHM SIBJISIIOTCSI ymeepoumenvHoimu (OHM He OTpUIla-
TeJIbHbI), OHM SIBJISTIOTCSI 6e3ycno8Hbimu (OHM HE YCJIOBHBbIE, HE TUIIOTE-
TUYECKUe U He Ou3bloHKTMBHBIE)» [Ibid., p. 148], a mpegukarb! (¢p-mpe-
IMKaThl) U3 3TUX IPENJIONKEHUN BbIPAsKAIOT «UyBCTBEHHbIE KauecTBa...,
niepek1BaHus U Ipyroe copepskanye onbita» [Ibid., p. 149]. OgHako 06b-
€M 3TUX MPEeIMKATOB SIBJISIETCS TOTEHIMAaIbHO 6€CKOHEUHBIM, TaK KaK IO,
3TU TPEemMKaThl MOXKET TMOATAAaTh TOTEHIMAJIbHO OEeCKOHEUHOE YUCIIO
(henomeHoB. Eciut 6b1 9TM ITpeayKaThl KaCaaiCh TOJBKO OTebHBIX Bellen
1 0603Haua ObI TOJIBKO OTHEJILHOE M YHUKAJIbHOE, TO (-IpeniosKeHust
He MOIJIM IPETEHIOBAaTh Ha CTATyC 3HAHUS (B COOTBETCTBUU C UIESIMU
Apucrorens). Mbl clTOCOGHBI K TOMY, UTOOBI BBIZEISITH B UYBCTBEHHOM
OIbITE VMHBAPMAHTHI, KOTOPbIE U OOO3HAYAIOTCSI TAKUMM (-TIPEIUKATAMMU,
a TIOTOMY -TIPEJIOKEHYSI MOTYT COCTaB/ISITh 3HaHue. Eciu 6bl ¢-nipenu-
KaThl He ObLIM OOIIMMM UM He 0603Hauamu 6bl HeolpeneIeHHOe UMCTIO
(beHOMEHOB, TO ¢-TIPeAJIOKEHNS IPECTABISIM Obl COO0V HellepecMaTpu-
BaeMble SMIMpUUECKNe mpenioxkenus. OmHaKo J060e O-TpeIIoKeHne
MOKET ObITh IIEPECMOTPEHO B CBETE TAJILHENIIIErO OIbITA VUM 3HAHUS, UTO
3. Kaiina [Ibid., p. 155] memMoHCTpUpPYeT MPUMEPOM C TIepesKMBaHUEM 3aria-
Xa CUpEHMU, KOTOPOEe CHAYasIa BbI3bIBAETCS HyXaMM, a MO3Ke — HACTOSIIEN
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I[BETYILIEN CUPEHBIO, TPV STOM B CBETE MOC/IEIHETO MEPEKMBAHMS TIEPBOE
ob6bsBIsieTcsl ommMb0YHbIM. TakuM 06pa3oM, comepskaHue ¢-IpenJioxke-
HMII TIPEBBIIIAET HEMOCPENCTBEHHO IEPEKMBAEMbIN OIBIT, UTO HE HaeT
O-TIpeIyIOKeHMIM KaKUX-T1MO0 MPENMYILECTB B TUIaHE BEPUMUKAIU UITU
danpbcndukanym no cpaBHenuio ¢ f-mpenyoskeHusivy. COOTBETCTBEHHO,
U 7151 $-TIPEJIOSKEHNIT BOSMOYKHA JIMIIb TIPOBEPSIEMOCTb.

IIpoBepsieMOCTh ¥ IEPEBOAVMOCTD

XoTs OKOHUYaTe/JbHAs Bepu@uKaIMs ¥ OKOHUYATeNbHas (aabcuduKamms
HEeIOCTYIHBI HY AJis f-TipepJioskeHnit, Hu A1 O-TIPeIJIOSKEHUIA, 11T TOTO,
YyTOOBI OIBITHOE MMO3HAHME BOOOIIE ObUIO BO3SMOXKHO, TpeGyeTcs, UTOObI
MbI CUMTAJIV HEKOTOPbIE CUHTYIISIPHbIE TTPEIJIOKEHMSI OMbITA MCTUHHBIMMN.
XOTS Takue CUHTY/ISIPHbIE TTPeIJIOKEeHMST OTKPBITHI 111 TIepecMOTpa B CBe-
T€ HOBOIO OIIbITA, OHM SIBJITFOTCSI JOCTATOYHO HOCTOBEPHBIMM, UTOOBI
MPUHMMATD UX U UCIIOJIb30BaTh B LIEJISTX ITPOBEPKM UCTUHHOCTY Y JIOXKHO-
CTM OOIIMX IpenJjIosKeHui ombITa. B 10601 cuTyaumumu Mbl ob1agaeM I10-
CTaTOYHO OOJIBLIMM HaOOPOM CHMHIY/ISIDHBIX ITpelJjIoKeHMi1 ombiTa (Oyab
To f-mipenoskeHNs Wi $-TIPeIIOsKEHNS), B KOTOPbIX Mbl HE COMHEBAEMCSI
M KOTOpbIE TTOJIaraeM MCTUHHBbIMU. Kpome TOoro, IS TpOoBepsieMOCTH Tpe-
6yeTcst, YTOObI MbI MOIJIM TOBOPUTD O MPOIIJIOM U OYIYIIIEM, XOTSI B HEIO-
CPenCTBEHHOM OIIBITE MbI HU C MPOIUIBIM, HY C OYIYIIMM HE CTaJIKMBAEM -
cs1. TeM He MeHee MbI TOJKHBI TIOHMMAaTh, UYTO OIBIT KaKMM-TO 0OpasoM
VIIOPSIIOYEH BO BPEMEHU, U OYMYIIINIA OTIBIT MOXKET CJTYKUTb OCHOBaHMEM
JIJIST TIepeCcMOTpa IPOIIIOTO OIbITA. TaksKe IJIs MPOBEPSEMOCTM CUCTEM
MpenIoKeHni (HayuyHbIX TEOPUIA, a TaKKe IMpeqHayYHbIX CUCTEM 3HAHWIA)
Heob6X0MO, UYTOObI OHM ObLIM CBSI3aHBI C OIBITOM. Takast CBSI3b, IO MHe-
o 3. Kaiutbl, obecrmeunBaeTcss TeM, UTO OH Has3bIBaeT «palyioHaIM3a-
1[Meli», T.e. UHIYKTUBHBIM BbIBeIeHMEM OOIIMX IpPeIIosKeHMIi, COCTaB-
JITIOIIYX TEOPUIO, U3 IpPeAJIOKeHUI OIbITa BMECTe C OTOpachiBaHMEM
HECYIIeCTBEHHBIX OTKJIOHEHUI OT HabBJTIONaeMbIX MHBAPUAHTOB.

Ij1s1 Toro 4TOGBI MTPOBEPUTH HEKOTOPOe (haKTyasbHOE IMpeIoKeHNe,
OHO JIOJIKHO OBITh TIEPEBENEHO B MPEAJIOKEHME UITU TTPEAJIOKEHMST OTIbITa
MTyTeM IOC/IeNOBaTeIbHOM 3aMeHbI IIPEAVKATOB, HAIPUMeD, Ha IPUMUTUB-
Hble ¢-npepmkarbl. OFHAKO pe3y/abTaT TAKOTO MEepeBOAa He 00s13aTesIbHO
OyIeT SIBJISITHCSI CUHTYJIIPHBIM MPEAJIOKEHMEM OITbITa, @ MOKET OKa3aThCsI
o61IMM TIpenIokeHreM ombitTa. IlociienHee, onsTh ke, OymeT O3HAyaTh,
YTO JaHHOe (aKTyaJbHOe IMpemsoskKeHyue He MOKET ObITb OKOHYATEeIbHO
BepUUIIMPOBaHO WM PasbCcUOUIVIPOBAHO.

[lepeBogMMOCTh PEATIONAraeT, YTO JIOObIe BCTpevarolmecs B dak-
TYaJIbHBIX MPEIJIOKEHUSIX MPEeOUKAaThl MO0 SIBJISIOTCS (-TIpenuKaTaMu,
60 SIBHBIM 06pa3oM OMpenessIoTesl uepes ¢-npeaukarbl. VisHayagabHO
3. Kaitna mpenmosarana, uTto (akTyajbHble MPEeNJIOsKeHMss MOTYT ObITb
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CBefieHbl K Habopam IMCIIO3ULIMIA, a TUCITO3UIIMM — K HEMOCPEeICTBEHHO-
MYy OIIbITY, OHAKO 3Ta TOUYKa 3peHus Oblia moske ompoBepruyra P. Kap-
narom [Carnap, 1936; Carnap, 1937]. Ilo srtoit mpuunne 3. Kaiia cran
MPeIoaraTb, YTo Py OOCYKIEHUY TTEPEBOAMMOCTY CJIEAYET TOaraTbCs
TOJIbKO Ha SIBHbIE OIpemesieHusI, KoTopble (B OT/IMUME, HAlpUMep, OT pe-
KYPCUBHbBIX OIpeNeIeHNni) IMO3BOJISIIOT JIMMUHUPOBATh OIpelesisieMbie
MpeauKaThl B MOMb3y §-mpenykaToB. Kpome toro, 3. Kaitya mombitasncs
MOKa3aTh, YTO AMCIIO3ULIMM MOTYT OBITh OIpemeeHbl BO BTOPOIOPSIIKO-
BOJ JIOrMKe?, 9Ta uzes Toxke BeTpeTmia Bospaskenus P. Kapuamna [Niiniluo-
to, 2017, p. 192-193] (B 4aCTHON NepenucKe), KOTOPBIiA, IPABLA, yKa3al,
YTO, BEPOSITHO, B MHTEHCHOHAJIbHON JIOTMKE MOXXHO OyIeT OINpenesnTb
IUCITO3ULIMM TIOAXOASIIVM JIJIST JIOTMUECKOTO SMIMpu3Ma criocobom. OmHa-
ko O. Kaitna Bce ke mpU3HAET: «...Mbl He [TOKa3a/Ii, YTO B HAIlIEM ITO3HA-
HUM PEaIbHOCTM MOKHO OBOMTUCH SIBHbIMM ompemneneHusvu. Ocraercst
BO3MOYKHOCTb, YTO Mbl HE MOXeM [06OMTUCH TONMBKO MMu]. Tak aTto mmm
HET - BOIIPOC HA COBPEMEHHOM 3Tare pasBUTHUS TeOpUM MO3HAHUS Hepe-
mrennbit» [Kaila, 2014, p. 165].

Bblllle yke rOBOpMIIOCh O TOM, UTO IpeIHAayYHbIE CUCTEMbI 3HAHUIA
¥ Hay4yHble Teopuw, 1o MHeHMio J. Kaiisibl, mpeacTaBisioT coboii cucre-
MbI TIpeIJIoKeHNii (B EPBYIO OUepeb OOILNMX), TTOTYUEHHbIX ITyTeM MHIYK-
TUBHOTO BBIBOJa M3 HAOMIOMEHUI U OTOpachIBaHUS HECYIIECTBEHHBIX
OTKJIOHEHU! OT HAO/IIOJAaeMbIX MHBAPUMAHTOB. DTOT ACIEKT HAa3bIBAETCS
D. Kaitoit paryonanusanyei, a ero COBMECTMMOCTb C IIPMHIMITAMM IIPO-
BEpPSIEMOCTY U TEePEBOAVMOCTY TPebyeT MOMOJHUTEBHOTO OOBSICHEHMS.
B kauectBe nmpmmepoB panyoHammsauyuu J. Kaya [Ibid., p. 166-169]
paccMaTpMBaeT IMOCTPOEHME TEOPETUUECKOTO YTBEPKIEHNS O BhITaJeHUN
KyOMKa I'paHblo ¢ I1dpoi 6 BBEpX C BEPOSITHOCTHIO 1/6 M MCCaenoBaHmMsI
lanmieeM paBHOYCKOPEHHOTO ABVOKEeHMSI (DU3MUECKMX Tea MO HAKJIOH-
HOM TIocKocTu. [Ipu mpoBemeHMM SKCIIEPUMEHTOB ¢ GpocaHNueM KybuKa
M CO CKaThIBaHMEM TeJI 10 HAaKJIOHHOI TUIOCKOCTM MCCJIeNoBaresib GymeT
HaOJIOAATh Pa3/IMyHble OTKJIOHEHMS OT MHBAPMAHTOB (OTKJIOHEHMS MOTYT
ObITb BBI3BaHbI TPEHMEM, HEPAaBHOMEPHBIM paclpenesieHMeM BellleCTBa,
PasIMUYHBIMY TTOCTOPOHHUMM BO3JEMCTBUSIMU U T.I1.), OMHAKO YeM OOJIbIIIe
HabmomeHuit 6ymeT Mpou3BeneHo, TeM (HAaKOMMUTeIbHbIM MTOTOM) OymeT
MeHblie oTKIoHeHne. COOTBETCTBEHHO, IIPY ITPOBEIEHUY SMITVPUYUECKUX
MUCCJIEMOBAHMI UM KaKUX-JIMOO M3MEpEeHMUII TOUHbIe M CTPOro ompene-
JIEHHbIE 3HAUEHMS MOTYT ObITb TOJYYEHbI TOJBKO MPU HAMEPEHHOM OT-
OGpacbIBaHMM HECYIECTBEHHBIX MJI1 KOHKPETHOTO MCC/IeNOBaHMS OTKJIO-
HeHuit. Teopuy OMMUCHIBAIOT YITPOIIEHHBI M MaTeMaTU3MPOBAHHBIN MUD,
u 3. Kailyla moHuMaeT, 4To TeopeTnyeckoe 3HaHue TpebyeT 0co6oro 06b-
SICHEHUSI B KOHTEKCTe TIPMHIIMIIOB IPOBEPSIEMOCTM U IEePEeBOOUMOCTM.
Teopuu B TaKOM OHMMAaHUM HE SIBJISTIOTCSI MOAbKO OOOOIIEHUSIMY OTIbITA,
OHM B HEKOTOPOM CMBbICJIE TTO3BOJISIFOT YITOPSITOUYMBATD OTIBIT.

9 Tlompo6uee 06 aTom cM. o6¢cysknerne “Kaila-Formel” B [Stegmiiller, 1970, S. 222].
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Ecnu uccnenosaTenb HabGIIOmaeT B OIMbITE HEKOTOPOE COOBITHE, HE CO-
OTBETCTBYIOIIIEe TEOPUM, TO TO COOBITHE OIPOBEPraeT UHIAYKTUBHYIO T€O-
PUIO, HO He SIBJIIETCS JOCTATOUYHBIM OIPOBEPsKEHMEM IJI1 pPaLiIOHAINU3M -
poBaHHOM Teopun. HeT HuKakMx (OpPMasbHBIX MPaBWUJI, MO3BOJISIOIINX
YeTKO OTHEe/IUTh MOATBEPsKIAOIMe ¥ OIIPOBEpraiollye pauoHaIns3u po-
BaHHYIO Teopuio HabmomeHus. PellleHue MO IMOBOAY IONTBEPSKIEHMS
¥ OIIPOBEPKEHMSI B JaHHOM CjIyvyae SIBJISIETCS JeJIOM TICUMXOJIOTUM MCClie-
nosarensi. Takue coobpaxkeHust mpuBondT 3. Kainy K mmee o Tom, 4TO
B OTJIMUME OT MHAYKTUBHBIX TEOPUIA, B pPAMKaxX KOTOPBIX JIIOO0E TpeioxKe-
HIMe MOKET IpeCTaTh repen TPUOYHAIOM OITbITa OTHEIbHO OT OCTaJIbHBIX
MpeNJIOKeHNH, paliOHAIM3MPOBAHHbIE TEOPUM MOIYT ObITh IIPOBEpPEHbI
TOJIBKO IIeJIMKOM. PalliOHa/M3MpOBaHHAS TEOPUSI «TOJIBKO LIEJIMKOM...
MpeNCTaB/IsIeT HEKOTOPbIV PEerMOH OIbITa; ee MPedJIOsKeHMsT He HaXOIsT-
CS1 B TOM OTHOCHUTEJIbHO IIPO3PAYHOM OTHOIIEHUM K OIBITY, KOTOPBIN MbI
obHapyskMBaeM B MHAYKTUBHBIX Teopusx» [Kaila, 2014, p. 170]. Anasno-
IMYHbIe cOOGpaskeHusT KacaloTCs U MPUHIIUIIA TepeBOAUMOCTH: «...ITpem-
JIOKeHMST palMOHAIM3MPOBAHHOM TEOPUM He MOI'YT OBbITh ITepeBemeHbI
IO OTAEJILHOCTYU B S3bIK OIbITa. Koryma MbI IIbITaeMCsl IIPOU3BECTU TaKOM
MepeBol, Pe3yIbTaToOM OyIeT nepedod yenoii meopuu. YTo KacaeTcs IpuH-
1LIMIIa TTPOBEPSIEMOCTH, TO MOKHO CKa3aTh, UTO TeOpMs MPEeNCTaB/IsIeT CO-
6011 “omHO MpemJIoKkeHue”, 1 3TO eIUHCTBEHHOE, UTO MOKET ObITh ITPOBe-
peHo Ha ombiTe» [Ibid., p. 171].

3aKJIIoueHue

Kak momkHO 6bITh BUTHO U3 06CYKIeHMs Bbiille, mosunys J. Kaiiibl, XoTh
OHA ¥ MMEEeT CXONCTBO C MO3UIMUSIMU MpeNCcTaBuTeer BeHCKOro KpyskKa,
CYIIIeCTBEHHBIM 06pa30M OT/IMYAETCS OT HUX. B KOHTeKkcTe ucTopyuy BeH-
CKOTO KPY’KKa OCOGEHHYIO BasKHOCTb MMeeT IPOTUBOIIOCTaB/IEHME TIPUH-
uuIa npoBepsieMocty 3. Kaiibl MpuMHIMITY BepUbUKAIUM JIOTUUECKUX
MO3UTUBUCTOB, CPaBHEHME KOHIEMIUI ITepeBOOUMOCTY U OlleHKa OTHO-
IIIEHNI BEIITHOTO $I3bIKA U SA3bIKa UYBCTBEHHBIX JAHHBIX. MOKHO CKasaTb,
uyro 3. Kaiina, onupasick Ha pa6otsl I1. Trorema, mpeqBoCXuUIaeT HEKO-
topble ugeu Y.B.0O. KyaiiHa, B 4aCTHOCTM pasHOBUIHOCTDb JMHIBUCTHYE-
CKOTO XOju3Ma (Te3UC O MepeBOAVMOCTM TEOPUM IEJIMKOM) M XOJIu3Ma
TIOATBEPsKIeHsT (Te3UC O MPOBepSIeMOCTU Teopuu Iieaukom). [TpuHumas
JIOTUYECKYIO OIIMOOYHOCTb GOJIbIIIEN YacTy MeTadusMKyu, OH CTPEMUTCS
COXPaHUTDb B UMCJIE OCMbBICJEHHBIX BOIIPOCHI pean3Ma, APYTUX CO3HAHUI
M cTaryca yTBepKIeHMit O Oymymmx cobsitusix. OmHako TpeboBaHue
aIeKBaTHOTO OMMCaHMS PEATbHOCTHU C TIOMOIIBIO JBYX SI3bIKOB ITPENCTaB-
JisieT coboM yrpo3y ero MOHMCTMYECKON mosuiiuyu. B manbHeliiem ero
KOHIIENIIMSI Pa3sBMBaJIACh B CTOPOHY COXPaHEHUS] €ro PasHOBUIHOCTU
MOHM3Ma.
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My point of departure is a passage in which Coffa claims:
“Wittgenstein’s and Carnap’s insights on the a priori belong
in the same family as Kant’s... What we witness circa 1930 is
a Copernican turn that, like Kant’s, bears the closest connection
to the a priori; but its topic is meaning rather than experience”
[Coffa, 1991, p. 263]. | draw out Kantian resonances in Wittgen-
stein’s and Carnap’s work on logic, grammar, and theoretical
frameworks. In the end, Coffa’s remark comes out as significantly
illuminating for a variety of questions, issues, and dynamic histori-
cal trends.
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Moelt oTnpaBHOIN TOYKOMN SBASIETCS OTPLIBOK, B KOTOPoM Kodda
(1991) yTBepxpaet: «B3rnsabl ButreHwreiHa u KapHana Ha anpu-
Oopu NpUHaZ/eXaT K TOl e ceMbe, YTo U B3rnsaapl KaHTa... To, 4to
Mbl Habnogaem npumepHo B 1930 T., - 3TO KONEPHMKAHCKMI MO-
BOPOT, KOTOPbIA, NOAOGHO KAaHTOBCKOMY, MMEET CaMyto TEeCHYI
CBSA3b C anpuoOpK; HO €ro TEMOW SBASIETCS CKOpPEe CMbIC/, YeM
onbIT» [Coffa, 1991, p. 263]. 1 BbIABAAI KAHTUAHCKNE PE3OHAHChI
B pabotax ButreHwTeitHa u KapHana no foruke, rpaMmmaTuke
M TEOPEeTUYECKMM OCHOBaM. B KOHLe 5 MokasbiBalo, 4TO 3aMeya-
Hue Koddbl NposMBaeT cBET Ha MHOXECTBO BOMPOCOB, NpobaemM
M AMHAMUYHbIX UCTOPUYECKUX TEHAEHLMIA.

KntoueBbie cnoBa: anpuopu, ButreHwTeiH, KapHan, anuctemonorus

This paper is an attempt to unpack the following, somewhat obscure,

passage:

Wittgenstein’s and Carnap’s insights on the a priori belong in the same
family as Kant’s. One could, in fact, mimic Kant’s famous “Copernican”
pronouncement to state the point: If our a priori knowledge must conform
to the constitution of meanings, I do not see how we could know anything
of them a priori; but if meanings must conform to the a priori, I have no
difficulty in conceiving such a possibility. What we witness circa 1930

© Arthur Sullivan, 2024
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is a Copernican turn that, like Kant’s, bears the closest connection to the
a priori; but its topic is meaning rather than experience [Coffa, 1991,
p. 263].

My goals are partly exegetical (e.g., What on earth does Coffa mean
by this?), but they lead into more general, substantive questions (How
plausible or helpful is Coffa’s use of this Copernican lens to illuminate
these 20" century developments?) Unavoidably, the endeavor is wide-
ranging - first and foremost, it spans an overlap between epistemology
and the philosophy of language; it also entails forays into the history
of philosophy, the philosophy of logic, and the philosophy of science.
However, the end is worth the means. Coffa’s remark comes out as inci-
sive and illuminating in relation to a variety of questions, issues, and dy-
namic historical trends.

Section 1 discusses Kant’s Copernican pronouncement (CT2 - the se-
cond Copernican turn). Section 2 is focused on various moments from
Wittgenstein’s work on the a priori (CT3i - the third Copernican turn,
version one). Section 3 ties in resonances from Carnap’s work (CT3ii).
Finally, section 4 summarizes and draws out some morals.

1. (CT2): Kant, Copernicus,
and A Priori Rules

Kant’s Copernican pronouncement occurs in the (1887, 2™ ed.) B-preface:

Hitherto it has been assumed that all our knowledge must conform to ob-
jects. But all attempts to extend our knowledge of objects by establishing
something in regard to them a priori, by means of concepts, have, on this
assumption, ended in failure. We must therefore make trial whether we
may not have more success in the tasks of metaphysics, if we suppose that
objects must conform to our knowledge. This would agree better with
what is desired, namely, that it should be possible to have knowledge
of objects a priori; determining in regard to them something prior to their
being given. We should then be proceeding precisely on the lines of Coper-
nicus’ primary hypothesis. Failing of satisfactory progress in explaining
the movements of the heavenly bodies on the supposition that they all re-
volved around the spectator, he tried whether he might not have better
success if he made the spectator to revolve and the stars to remain at rest.
A similar experiment may be tried in metaphysics, as regards to the intu-
ition of objects. If intuition must conform to the constitution of the ob-
jects, I do not see how we could know anything of the latter a priori; but
if the object (as object of the senses) must conform to our constitution
of our faculty of intuition, I have no difficulty in conceiving such a possi-
bility [Bxvii].
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As for present aims, it is important to set the bar at an appropriate
height, before attempting to clear it. My question is not purely one of
Kant scholarship:

[Kant Q] What exactly is Kant up to, at [Bxvii]?
Rather, it is a question of Coffa scholarship:

[Coffa Q] What is the reading of Kant’s move at [Bxvii] which Coffa
takes to anticipate or

illuminate what Wittgenstein and Carnap were up to, around 1930?

Toward that end, I am taking one paragraph from Kant’s corpus out
of context and reading it extremely anachronistically - as if it were
specifically and exclusively about future trends on the a priori. I am us-
ing a lens constructed centuries later, bringing to bear some interests
which are decidedly post-Kantian.!

The familiar background story has it that (CT2) Kant’s Copernican
turn is an attempt to show the way beyond past “failures” in epistemo-
logy, by blazing a trail between the empiricists’ daunting project of trying
to account for how knowledge is built from impressions upon a blank
slate and the rationalists’ commitment to obscure, supernatural faculties
of mind. On the specific matter of a priori knowledge, Kant’s commit-
ments include that: (i) anything which is universal in scope or necessarily
true can only be known a priori [A2, B4],2 and (ii) such knowledge exists
[B5, B15]. I will steer away from talk of ‘necessity’, and take ‘immunity
to counterexample’ to be the distinctive feature of a priority.> What then
is Kant’s Copernican alternative to the empiricist and rationalist accounts
of immunity to counterexample?

I will take Kant’s tertium quid to be the notion of an a priori rule -
where ‘rule’ connotes regulative, normative, guiding as opposed to

1 Similar qualifications apply to the material on Wittgenstein and Carnap below -
I make no pretense of attempting a balanced, comprehensive account of their sprawl-
ing oeuvres; but rather, using Coffa’s lens, I focus on a specific aspect of their work,
which connects back to Kant.

2 1 myself am a firm believer in Kripke’s [1972] necessary a posteriori; but that will
play little role in this paper. It lurks in the background as yet another reason to talk
of ‘immunity to counterexample’ as opposed to ‘necessary, eternal’ as the mark
of the a priori. Something which once had the status ‘immune to counterexample’
could subsequently come to be rejected, provided that there is a pertinent change
of framework - e.g., “‘Whales are fish’, in which case there is a change in the opera-
tive concept ‘fish’.

3 The point of switching to “immunity to counterexample” is to hone in on one among
several different aspects that had previously been connected, or conflated. Like most
any pre-20" century philosopher, Kant lumps various things together under terms like
“necessary” or “a priori”. For important pre-Kripkean discussions of this point,
cf. [Reichenbach, 1920; Pap, 1958].
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merely describing or predicting. Immunity to counterexample is not
something we have to discover or earn (that would be pre-Copernican
thinking); but, rather, an integral part of the process of inquiry is that cer-
tain contents (judgements, propositions) have that status (role, function).
That would explain, in a novel way, how one might be able to “determine
in regard to them something prior to their being given.” That objects con-
form to our knowledge is no accident and no mystery; this is rather con-
stitutive of what it means for something to be a candidate for our knowl-
edge in the first place.

So, for present [Coffa Q] purposes, I take this notion of an a priori
rule to be the core of Kant’s Copernican turn (CT2):

(CT2): There are a priori rules that are immune to counterexample be-
cause they are constitutive of experience of reality, not inductions from
experience of reality, or rationally-intuited laws that govern mind-inde-
pendent reality. Example: Events are caused.

To illustrate, compare three different readings of the proposition (or
judgment) that events are caused: (i) the rationalist reading takes it to be
an entailment of the Principle of Sufficient Reason, a universal, neces-
sary, eternal truth; (ii) the empiricist reading takes it to be a humble in-
ductive generalization - i.e., as far as I have been able to determine, all
events to date have had a sufficient cause; (iii) the (CT2) Kantian-Coper-
nican reading takes it to be an a priori rule: for agents like us, it is a con-
dition for the possibility of experiencing something that is categorized as
an event, that it be taken to have been caused.*

A key distinctive feature of this notion of an a priori rule is that it
spans at least two factors, which I will call ‘content’ and ‘status’. On this
usage, ‘a priori’ does not solely mark off some special kinds of contents
(e.g., timeless self-evident truths, fashioned from the hardest steel) but
rather also essentially includes a special constitutive theoretical function

4 To the charge that I am reading Kant anachronistically, through the lens of Wittgen-
stein’s philosophy of logic, or Carnap’s philosophy of science: first, I plead guilty (my
reading is especially influenced by Railton [2000] and Friedman [2013]); second, at
the same time this reading is not without precedent in serious Kant scholarship. For
example, Rohlf [2010] characterizes Kant’s categories as “a priori rules”, and Kitcher
[2006] discusses something very much like this under the guise of “Kant’s ‘tacit’
(as opposed to his ‘official’) conception of a priority”.

Given this move to Railton’s ‘a priori rules’, or to Kitcher’s ‘tacit a priori’, there
is a sense in which ‘a priori’ no longer modifies a sub-class of beliefs. For example,
while the reflective, competent agent believes that 7+5=12, that events are caused
is not (merely) a belief - it is rather a transcendental condition for the possibility
of experiencing something as an event. We will see echoes of this move in Wittgen-
stein and Carnap - e.g., for Wittgenstein [1974], that a double negation is equiva-
lent to an affirmation is a priori but not really a belief; ditto for Carnap [1950]
on the claims that numbers and physical objects exist.
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or role. So, two agents could share a belief with the same content, but it
be an a priori rule for one but not the other. In addition to the ‘events are
caused’ case above, and the examples from the philosophy of logic and of
science that are to come, cases like ‘Humans have free will’ or ‘Lying
is wrong’ might also provide cases of contents that could be shared
in common without the sharing of status, across different philosophical
world-views. (Of course, not all contents are equally well suited to such
status - cf. [reference removed for blind refereeing] for discussion.)

Bridging to what is to come, I’ll briefly describe a Wittgenstein-in-
spired metaphor for an a priori rule, and then introduce the Carnapian
picture of a priori rules in science. First, consider Railton [2000, p. 180]
on the construction tools norma (standard for a right angle) and regula
(standard for a straight line):

...[T]he norma or regula are used to indicate how to ‘go on’, and if an ac-
tual cut fails to conform to the norma or regula, it is the cut that is cor-
rected, not the tool [...except “in Chaplin comedies”]. Thus, the norma or
regula are not vulnerable to a posteriori ‘disconfirmation’ by actual prac-
tice that fails to conform, but neither are they ‘confirmed’ by practice that
does conform.

And yet, over time, there are various ways in which one could learn
that one’s regulative, normative guide is flawed - herein too lies a reason
why ‘immune to counterexample’ status, as opposed to ‘necessary, eter-
nal’ content, is the mark of an a priori rule.

More concretely, Pap [1946, ch. 3, 4] discusses several similar
cases, specifically with respect to the status of the instruments in the con-
stitution of experimental data (e.g., the a priori-rule status of the ther-
mometer in testing Boyle’s law, of spring balances in testing Hooke’s
law, etc.) Friedman [2013: Part II] discusses in considerable detail
an a priori-rule reading of Newton’s scientific advances, in which case
there exist complex constitutive connections between the mathematics,
the mechanics, and the gravitational physics. That some contents be
given the provisional status of immunity to counterexample, allowing us
to “determine in regard to [objects] something prior to their being
given”, is an essential part of any experimental design.> (As Carnap
[1963b, p. 922] puts it, this is “practically indispensable.”) In Carnap’s
(1950) terms, these a priori rules are framework-internal; there need not
be anything magical about their content, but to tweak or alter their status
is to change the framework.

So: (CT2) Kant’s Copernican turn on the a priori has it that a prio-
rity does not just have to do with content, but rather also essentially to
do with status, role or function within the relevant operative framework.

5 For fuller articulations of this conception of an a priori rule in science, cf. [Friedman,

2000; Friedman, 2013; Stump, 2015].
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I will take this notion of an a priori rule forward, and argue that it lies
at the core of what Coffa takes to be a Kantian reorientation on “mean-
ing rather than experience”, evident in Wittgentstein’s and Carnap’s
thought around 1930. The third Copernican turn emerges as a priori
rules germinate within Wittgenstein’s early philosophy of logic (CT3i),
and as a priori rules are first manifest in Carnap’s notion of logical syn-
tax (CT3ii).

2. (CT3i): Wittgenstein on Logic, Grammar,
and Hinges

Next, to locate within Wittgenstein’s corpus certain Kantian resonances,
when it comes to this notion of an a priori rule. To that end, I mine
Wittgenstein’s early philosophy of logic [1921; 1961]. Subsequent to that,
I trace our target notion as it is manifest in the notion of ‘grammar’
in the early 1930s, and as it endures into the language games and world-
pictures of his latest work [1953; 1969].

Wittgenstein was fairly consumed by questions in the philosophy
of logic during his first stay at Cambridge, from 1911 to 1913;6 and they
continued to dog him for some time afterwards, forming one of the many
complex interwoven threads in his early work. Some of these core ques-
tion can be naturally phrased in terms of immunity to counterexample —
for example, it seems evident that we are justified in believing that any
instance of the following is valid, not at all vulnerable to refutation by
contingent happenstance:

[&E] © & ¥; D
[MP] ® — ¥, ®; . ¥

The intuition that such patterns of inference are immune to empirical
disconfirmation presents us with hard problems. Wherein lies our justifi-
cation for these audacious beliefs? What exactly are the logical truth-
makers?

In the Notebooks (1/6/15), Wittgenstein says: “The great problem
around which everything that I write turns is: Is there an order in the world
a priori, and if so what does it consist in?” Like Kant (whether or not it
was explicitly inspired by Kant) Wittgenstein develops a novel, distinc-
tive answer to that question. Or again at (1/5/15): “My method is not
to sunder the hard from the soft, but to see the hardness in the soft”. (That
could serve as an epigram for On Certainty, written around 35 years
later.) One way to sunder the hard from the soft is to think that there are

6 There are some vivid anecdotes in Monk [1990, ch. 3, 4].
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two very different sorts of propositions: the eternal necessary truths (fash-
ioned from the hardest of steel), vs. the local fleeting empirical contin-
gencies.” One way to see the hardness in the soft is to build a philosophy
of logic upon the notion of an a priori rule:

(CT3i): Logical truths are a priori rules which are constitutive of the
meaning of the logical particles, not inductions from experience of real-
ity, or rationally-intuited laws governing the whole of mind-independent
reality. Example: [&E] © & ¥; .®

Consider a few other quotes from the Notebooks, articulating this
idea:

(2/9/14): Tt must in a certain sense be impossible for us to go wrong in
logic.

(8/9/14): The ‘self-evidence’ of which Russell has talked so much can
only be dispensed

with in logic if language itself prevents every logical mistake.
On into the Tractatus we get the following:

5.473: Logic must take care of itself... In a certain sense, we cannot make
mistakes in

logic

5.4731: ...What makes logic a priori is the impossibility of illogical
thought

That is a novel, distinctively Kantian account of the a priori status
of logical truth. The reason why [&E] will never lead you astray is not
that there is anything supernatural about its content, but rather that it en-
capsulates a rule which constitutes what it means to employ ‘&’. It is
more like the exceptionlessness of generalizations regarding the move-
ment of chess pieces, than like staking a claim which may be open to pos-
sible counterexample. Of course players could agree to different rules
regulating the pieces, but they would no longer be playing chess.

Logical truth has the status of the cement holding together the foun-
dations of a language game, of thereby defining what counts as an intelli-
gible move within the game. The justification for immunity to counterex-
ample in logic is a matter of understanding the status of certain contents;
similar to (CT2), this orientation stiff-arms many traditional questions
which tend to force a tired old choice between Platonism and relativism.
Immunity to counterexample in logic is not something we have to earn or
discover (that would be pre-Copernican thinking); but rather that some

7 Russell [1919], among other places, espouses such a binary, Platonic philosophy of
logic. Wittgenstein abhorred it.

175



Kom,

ARTHUR SULLIVAN

things will have such a status is inevitable (for intelligible conversation,
let alone productive inquiry).

Many things changed within Wittgenstein’s philosophy, over his dy-
namic career. However, these meaning-constituting a priori rules is one
of the things which remain constant, underneath these changes. Coffa’s
target date is 1930, which would point us toward explorations in Wittgen-
stein’s middle works of the myriad ways in which these (CT3i) a priori
rules are manifest within everyday grammar. Indeed, as Coffa [1991,
ch. 8] traces, there are evident links between what is called “the form
of objects” in the Tractatus and what is called “grammar” in the middle
works. “Grammar” is what you get when you take the notion of hardness-
in-the-soft logical form and apply it beyond the scope of logic, across
the varied tapestry of ordinary language.8

Consider the following passages from Wittgenstein [1974], dating
from the early 30s:

814: Grammar as (e.g.) the geometry of negation. We would like to say:
“Negation has the property that when it is doubled yields an affirmation”.
But the rule doesn’t give a further description of negation, it constitutes
negation.

§133: Grammatical rules determine a meaning and are not answerable to
any meaning that

they could contradict... The rules of grammar are arbitrary in the same
sense as the choice

of a unit of measurement.

§134: ...The rules of grammar cannot be justified by shewing that their
application makes a

representation agree with reality. The analogy between grammar and
games.

The former is a clear articulation of the conception of ([DN] ~~®;
~.®@) as an a priori rule. The next two passages generalize the notion be-
yond the bounds of logic, expanding into conditions for the possibility
of intelligible discourse. Here we see the dawning of the multi-faceted
potency of the notion of a language game.

“Grammar” is used more sparingly in the later works; though where
it is invoked, it has serious potency. For example, in the course of a dis-
cussion about privacy and mental terms we get: “a whole cloud of phi-
losophy condensed into a drop of grammar” [1953, II, xi, p. 222]; or:
in a discussion of connections between pain and pain-behavior, the reader

8 “When the metaphysics of logical atomism fell apart, it became clear that the very
idea of logical form amounted to no more than the grammar of expressions, the rules
for their use” [Hacker, 1996, p. 80].
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is warned about “the grammar which tries to force itself on us here”
[1953, §304]. There are also a few enigmatic, Tractarian-style pro-
nouncements:

8371. Essence is expressed by grammar.
§373. Grammar tells what kind of object anything is.

I won’t try to paraphrase these; for present purposes, it suffices to
point to the evident resemblance between grammar and (CT2) Kantian
a priori rules (as well as (CT3ii) Carnap’s logical syntax, and the role
of internal questions in theoretical frameworks - for “what kind of object
anything is” is surely a paradigmatic internal question for Carnap
[1950]).

Right to the end, a priori rules are still there in Wittgenstein [1969],
his last written work and most sustained treatment of epistemological
themes. Consider the discussion of the notion of a hinge proposition:

§341. [T]he questions that we raise and our doubts depend on the fact that
some propositions are exempt from doubt, and are as it were like hinges
upon which those turn.

§342. That is to say, it belongs to the logic of our scientific investigations
that certain things are in deed not doubted.

§343. We just can't investigate everything... If I want the door to turn,
the hinges must

stay put.
Or, also, the riverbed metaphor around §§98-99:

...if someone were to say “So logic too is an empirical science” he would
be wrong. Yet

this is right: the same proposition may be treated at one time as something
to test by

experience, at another as a rule of testing. And the bank of the river con-
sists partly of

hard rock, subject to no alteration or only to an imperceptible one, partly
of sand, which

now in one place now in another get washed away, or deposited.’

9 Cf. §8309-319 for another related discussion of how “rule and empirical proposition
merge into one another”. Compare another contemporary proponent of a priori-rule-
status, Pap [1946, p. viii]: “...[A] priori is characterized in terms of functions which
propositions may perform... A proposition which is a priori in one context of inquiry
may be a posteriori in another context.”
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Again, we see very clearly (albeit, as ever, metaphorically) the a pri-
ori rule status - all language games and world-pictures are bolstered by
them. (“[A] language game is possible only if one trusts something...”
[1969, §509].) So, though Kantian style a priori rules (as pertaining
to “meaning rather than experience”) originally germinate in Wittgen-
stein’s early philosophy of logic, they may be seen to cement a founda-
tion holding together the various time-slices of Wittgenstein’s diverse
philosophical careers.

3. (CT3ii): Carnap, Logical Syntax,
and Internal Questions

The basic links between (CT3i) and (CT3ii) are: (i) what Carnap [1932;
1937] calls “logical syntax” is analogous to Wittgenstein’s “grammar”;10
and (ii) Carnap’s [1946; 1950] frameworks are analogous to Witt-
genstein’s more metaphorical “language games” or “world-pictures”.
All things considered, Carnap [1950] is the work which I take to most
comprehensively link up with [Coffa Q]. The driving idea is that in Car-
nap’s frameworks, Kantian-style a priori rules are broadly evident -
in the 20" century guise of conditions for the intelligibility of discourse it-
self, as opposed to 18" century conditions for the possibility of empirical
knowledge.!!

10 “T thought of the logical syntax of language in the strictly limited sense of dealing
with the forms of the expressions of the language” [1963a, p. 54]. There is no doubt as
to whether Carnap [1932] takes logical syntax to have serious potency - it does a fair
share of the heavy lifting in the argument for the “meaninglessness of all meta-
physics”. Less extreme versions of the sentiment endure: “...[T]he investigation of
philosophical problems was originally the main reason for the development of syntax”
[1963a, p. 55].

Allegedly, the cause for Wittgenstein’s discontinuing his meetings with the Vienna
Circle was the conviction that Carnap was stealing his ideas (letter to Schlick, 5 Janu-
ary 1932; cf. Coffa [1991, p. 404-408] for discussion). While I find this rather unchar-
itable, I does rather accord with this present paper’s overall thesis.

11 Among the many obvious contrasts between Wittgenstein and Carnap, one is that it is
relatively easier to trace the historical influences on Carnap’s work. Some essential
antecedents of Carnap’s Copernican Turn include Poincaré’s [1902] integration of
non-Euclidean geometries into a broadly Kantian philosophy of science, and similar
work by Reichenbach [1920] on how Kantians could absorb the theory of relativity.
Carnap [1963a, p. 10] expressly lists these thinkers — who are clearly working on
a conception of a priority as a dynamic, adaptable matter of status - among his semi-
nal early influences.
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To illustrate how Carnap’s [1950] work toward the end of “overcom-
ing nominalistic scruples” within a scientistic philosophy is easily situated
within this ongoing Kantian project, consider next a few choice excerpts:

(From the opening paragraph of §2) If someone wishes to speak... about
a new kind of entities, he has to introduce a system of new ways of speak-
ing, subject to new rules; we shall call this procedure the construction
of a linguistic framework... And now we must distinguish two kinds
of questions of existence: first, questions of the existence of certain enti-
ties of the new kind within the framework; we call them internal ques-
tions; and second, questions concerning the existence or reality of the sys-
tem of entities as a whole, called external questions. Internal questions
and possible answers to them are formulated with the help of the new
forms of expressions. The answers may be found either by purely logical
methods or by empirical methods, depending upon whether the frame-
work is a logical or a factual one. An external question is of a problematic
character which is in need of closer examination.

(Toward the end of §3) From the internal questions we must clearly
distinguish external questions, i.e., philosophical questions concerning
the existence or reality of the total system of the new entities... An al-
leged statement of the reality of the system of entities is a pseudo-state-
ment without cognitive content. To be sure, we have to face at this point
an important question; but it is a practical, not a theoretical question; it is
the question of whether or not to accept the new linguistic forms. The ac-
ceptance cannot be judged as being either true or false because it is not
an assertion. It can only be judged as being more or less expedient, fruit-
ful, conducive to the aim for which the language is intended. Judgments
of this kind supply the motivation for the decision of accepting or reject-
ing the kind of entities.

Carnap [1950] did not think it worthwhile to try to prove to the skep-
tics that numbers really exist, or that ordinary physical objects are mind-
independent - that would be pre-Copernican thinking. To do so would be
to mistake the status of certain elements of the relevant operative frame-
work. And, so, consider:

(CT3ii): there are rules that are immune to counterexample because they
are constitutive of the frameworks of inquiry - not inductive general-
izations about reality or universal eternal laws governing reality. Exam-
ple: There are physical objects.

Carnap’s internal questions are largely a function of the framework-
relative a priori rules - if you have the framework’s constitutive grammar
correct, you generally thereby have the determinants of the answer to any
internal question. Considered internally, from within the frameworks,
these standards are (CT3) rules with the status of immunity to counterex-
ample - solid seams in the web of belief, simply not subject to empirical
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disconfirmation. They are constituent elements of the rules of the game,
without which various sorts of questions could not be posed, or conjec-
tures could not be tested.12 A priority is status; holding something to that
status is “practically indispensable” [Carnap, 1963b, p. 922] in systematic
inquiry.

External questions are harder to generalize about. Here, the ultimate
arbiter is practical, instrumental, abductive reasoning (above all else: “ex-
pediency”); the weighting of criteria can and should change from context
to context. The spectre of relativism stalks (the ever-tolerant!3) Carnap
here, as it does the later Wittgenstein. In the case of Wittgenstein, there
are some fairly categorical disavowals of any strong form of relativism
(e.g., [1969, §108, p. 317, 336] - though they sometimes occur beside
statements which lean to the contrary. In Carnap’s case, the crucial notion
of cross-framework comparative judgement gets developed in the post-
positivistic neo-Kantian line in the philosophy of science which builds
on his work (cf. note 5).

4. Summary and Morals

Let us recap, and draw out some conclusions. Our goals are (i) to try
to make sense of a certain passage in which Copernicus, Kant, Wittgen-
stein, and Carnap are bound together, along a certain dimension, and
(ii) to see what that labor can yield, or repay, when it comes to illuminat-
ing substantive issues and improving our understanding of developments
in philosophy.

To summarize, then:

Kant [1787, p. Bxvii]: “If intuition must conform to the constitution
of the objects, I do not see how we could know anything of the latter
a priori; but if the object... must conform to our constitution of our fac-
ulty of intuition, I have no difficulty in conceiving such a possibility.”

12 [For Carnap in this period] “All standards of ‘correctness’, ‘validity’, and ‘truth’...
are relative to... a linguistic framework... Such rules are constitutive of the con-
cepts of ‘validity” and ‘correctness’...” [Friedman, 2000, p. 371]. I am not claiming
that, for Carnap, any particular framework is itself immune to counterexample.
(He is too tolerant and exploratory for that sort of dogmatism.) Rather, any inquiry
takes place within a particular framework, and any particular framework involves
according the status of immunity to counterexample to something or other. (Riffing
on the above quote from [1969, §509] - A framework is possible only if one trusts
something.)

13 The last line from Carnap [1950] advises: “Let us be cautious in making assertions
and critical in examining them, but tolerant in permitting linguistic forms.”
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Coffa [1991, p. 263]: “If our a priori knowledge must conform to the con-
stitution of meanings, I do not see how we could know anything of them
a priori; but if meanings must conform to the a priori, I have no difficulty
in conceiving such a possibility.”

o« o« EITS

Legend: Kant’s “object” = Coffa’s “meaning”; Kant’s “knowledge of ob-
jects” = Coffa’s “constitution of meaning”; Kant’s “intuition” = Coffa’s
“a priori knowledge”

The Kantian move from which we begin is: given the transcendental
turn to taking objects as “conforming to our constitution of our faculty
of intuition”, a priori knowledge of objects is seen in a completely new
light. Coffa’s extension then goes: once we take meanings as constituted
by a priori rules, we see a priority itself in a completely new light. Intu-
ition plays a constitutive role in a priori knowledge of objects for Kant;
a priori rules play a constitutive role in the constitution of meaning for
Wittgenstein and Carnap. (CT2) says: the reason we can have a priori
knowledge of objects is that they are, in part, constituted by how we rep-
resent them; (CT?3) says: the reason we can have a priori access to mean-
ings is that meanings conform to a priori rules.

And so, consider again:

(CT2 Kant): There are rules that are immune to counterexample because
they are constitutive of experience of reality, not inductions from experi-
ence of reality, or rationally-intuited laws governing experience of mind-
independent reality. Example: Events are caused.

(CT3i Wittgenstein): There are rules which are constitutive of the mean-
ing of the logical particles, not inductions from experience of reality, or ra-
tionally-intuited laws governing the whole of mind-independent reality. Ex-
ample: [&XE] © & ¥; -.®

(CT3ii Carnap): There are rules that are immune to counterexample be-
cause they are constitutive of the frameworks of inquiry - not inductive
generalizations about reality, or universal, necessary laws governing real-
ity. Example: There are physical objects

With Kant’s transcendental turn, some traditional issues in epistemo-
logy are transformed; with (CT3) we see a very similar move (i.e., a pri-
ority is in large part a question of status, function, or role) extrapolated
from epistemology to the philosophy of logic and of science - via
the philosophy of language. Logics, language games, world-pictures, and
theoretical frameworks can all be seen as built upon such constitutive,
transcendental conditions for intelligible discourse.

As the philosophy of language, logic, and science grow, as 20™ cen-
tury descendants of modern epistemology, Kant’s constitutive powers
of mind are extended and transformed. In this respect the move from
(CT2) to (CT3) is a function of the increased semantic sophistication
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which occurs across the board in philosophy, during this time frame.
In particular, it is an inexorable organic step from “status: immune to
counterexample” to questions about the contents which are afforded this
status. With progress, the philosophy of language is able to take over and
underwrite much of what was historically supposed to be done by “the
‘self-evidence’ of which Russell talked so much”.14

And so Coffa’s lens shines some new light on some old terrain. One
of the many complex things which occur within Coffa’s semantic tradi-
tion is that Kantianism itself gets adapted and extended (from “experi-
ence” to “meaning”). This neo-Kantian reading of commonalities be-
tween Wittgenstein and Carnap amounts to a transcendental turn whose
scope is not merely knowledge of objects, but the whole of intelligible,
rational discourse, within and beyond philosophy, logic, and science.
A priori rules are constitutive ingredients of meaning itself, and thereby
establish transcendental conditions for inquiry.

Even further, this proposed answer to [Coffa Q] results in a meta-
philosophy that Wittgenstein and Carnap can agree upon. It is not the old
fashioned ‘Queen of the Sciences’ line, with the philosopher in the posi-
tion of Executive in Charge of Scientific Research, keeping the worker-
bee scientists focused on their proper tasks. It is also not the Quinean nat-
uralistic, keep-out-of-the-scientists’-way and try to find a useful way to
follow their lead. The role of a priori rules in inquiry points to a tertium
quid, in which philosophy plays constant, dynamic, diverse important
roles in the process of inquiry. Philosophy without science might tend to-
ward seeming somewhat empty, but science without philosophy is blind.
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CtaTbsl npeacTaBaseT cobo GpopMasibHO-CEMAHTUYECKUI aHa-
JIM3 TaK Ha3blBaEMbIX aHA/IMTUYECKMX UCTUH Ha MaTepuane ux
ob6cyaeHus P. KapHanoM 1 Ha OCHOBe aHa/fiM3a HEKOTOPbIX 3M-
NUPUYECKMX AAHHBIX, KOTOPbIE HE BMOJIHE YAOBNETBOPUTENILHO
obbsicHaTCA Teopuel KapHana. lMpepnaraeTtcs TeopeTuyeckas
PEKOHCTPYKLMS TEOPUM aHAIMTUYECKUX UCTUH KapHana. Mokasbl-
BaeTCA, Kak UMEHHO €ro NMoHMMaHWe aHaAUTUYECKUX UCTUH pac-
NPOCTPAHSAETCA UCKIIOYUTEILHO Ha MCKYCCTBEHHbIE S3bIKW JIOTMKK
M MO3TOMY OKa3blBAeTCA 3alUMLLEHHbIM OT M3BECTHON KPUTUKU
Y. KyaiiHa. 3Ta KpUTUKa yKasblBana Ha CJOXHOCTU OnpeaeneHus
TaKWUX MOHSATUI, KaK aHaJIMTUYHOCTb, CMHOHWMMUSA, CMbICA A4S
€CTECTBEHHbIX A3bIKOB. [POM3BOAMTCS TEOPETMYECKAs PEKOH-
CTPYKUMSA 3KCNAMKaUUM KapHanoM ynoMsHyTbIX NOHSATUIA Teopun
CMbICNA A8 eCTECTBEHHbIX A3bIKOB. YCTaHaBAMBAETCS CBA3b MOA-
xopa KapHana ¢ nepcnektmMBoi coBpeMeHHOW GpopManbHOMN ce-
MaHTUKK. [lanee UcCienytoTcs HeKoTopble NPo6aeMHble Cay4vau,
CBSI3aHHbIE C UCTMHHOCTBIO AHANIMTUYECKUX YTBEPXKAEHUI Aaxe
B TEX CMTyaUMsX, KOT4a OHWU HE A0/KHbI UMETb HMKAKOro UCTUH-
HOCTHOTO 3HaYEHWS M3-3a COAEPKALLErocs B HWX MpoBana npe-
cynnosvumn. Uccnepyrotcst CNOXKHOCTU, KOTOpble 3TU  C/ly4vau
npeAacTaBAAtoT AN KoHuenuuun KapHana. Mpeanaraetcs o6bscHe-
HMEe aHaJIMTUHYECKMX UCTUH KaK COZEPXKaLLMX B CBOEN JIOTMYECKOM
bopMe HEMPOU3HOCUMBI KBAHTOP MO BO3MOXHbIM MUpaM (cuTy-
auusaM). YTBepKZaeTcs, YTo AaHHOe 06bsCHeHWe crnocobHo pe-
WKTb NPO6EMY PACCMOTPEHHBIX C/IOXKHbIX C/lyHaeB U BbISBUTb
6onee yaoBAETBOPUTENIbHOE MOHUMAHWE JIOTMYECKON ¢GOpPMBI
aHa/IMTUYECKMX UCTUH B €CTECTBEHHOM f3bIKE.
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1. BBenenue

The article presents a critical semantic analysis of the so-called
analytical truths as they were discussed by R. Carnap and building
on some new empirical data that are not fully satisfactorily ex-
plained by Carnap’s theory. A theoretical reconstruction of Car-
nap’s theory of analytical truths is proposed. It is demonstrated
how his understanding of analytical truths, as statements that are
true in all possible worlds and amenable to a quite obvious defi-
nition on a par with the concepts of sense (meaning) and syn-
onymy, applies exclusively to artificial languages of logic. There-
fore, Carnap’s theory remains unreachable for the well-known
criticism of W. Quine, who, in turn, pointed out the difficulties
in defining these concepts for natural languages. A theoretical re-
construction of Carnap’s explication of the mentioned concepts
in the theory of meaning for natural languages is carried out.
The connection of Carnap’s approach with the perspective of con-
temporary formal semantics is established. Subsequently, prob-
lematic cases and the difficulties they pose for Carnap’s concept
are examined. An explanation is proposed for analytical truths as
containing in their logical form an (unpronounced) quantifier over
possible worlds (situations).

Keywords: analytical truths, formal semantics, Carnap, situation se-
mantics, possible worlds

Kak xopormio nsBectHo, P. KapHan (kak 1 MHOTMe Ipyrye 4wieHbl BeHcko-
IO KPY>KKa) OCHOBbBIBAJI HEMAJIYIO YaCTh CBOEI SMIIMPUCTCKY OPUEHTHPO-
BaHHOM (G1I0COGMCKOI KOHIIEIINY Ha Pa3Iuumuy aHAIUTUIECKUX U CUHTE-
TUYECKUX UCTUH. [lepBble CUMTAIUCh HE 3aBUCSIIMMMU OT TEX VUIU UHBIX
SMIMPHUIECKNUX (HAaKTOB M BCIEACTBME 3TOrO GeccopepskaresbHbiMu. [1o-
3TOMY MPUHATUE ITUX UCTUH He TpebGOBaJIO JOMYIIEHUS CYIIECTBOBAHMS
KaKMX-JIMOO CYIIHOCTEN, KOTOPbIX HEJb3sl HAWITU B 3MIIMPUUECKOM MMUPE,
MM KaKOM-TO MHOV CBSA3M CO Chepoii SMIMPUUECKOTO OMbITa. VICTUHBI
CUHTETUYECKME CUUTAIUCh MPETEHAYIOUIMMIM Ha COmepiKaTeIbHYIO IIeH-
HOCTb ¥ ObLIU TOCTYITHBI BepubuKaIy B CUITy CBOEN GYHAVPOBAHHOCTH
B SMIIMPUYECKOM OIIbITE ¥ (B paMKaxX HEKOTOPbBIX [MOJXOIOB) OOSI3bIBAIO-
UMY TeX, KTO X GOPMYJIUPYET, K TOMYIIEHUIO CYIIeCTBOBAHMUS OMMUCHI-
BaeMbIX OOBEKTOB. Takum ob6pazoMm, (opmyampoBansach Guitocodcko-
HayyHasl KOHIEMIIMS, B PAMKaX KOTOPOM OHTOJIOTMYECKYE OOsI3aTe/IbCTBa
(Hay4YHOI) TEOPUM 3aBUCEIU VICKITIOUNUTETBHO OT TOTO, UTO YTBEPXKIAIOCh
B €e TaK Ha3bIBAEMbIX CUHTETUUECKUX, HETPUBUAIBHBIX YTBEPKIECHUSIX.
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TeopeTnueckue WMCTMHBI PacCMaTPUBAIACh MO0 KaK MHOYKTUBHBIE U,
CJIeMOBaTeNIbHO, PeqylypyeMble K YTBEPKIEHUSIM O peajbHOCTH (T.e. KaK
BepuUIIMpyeMble SMIMPUYECKK), JIMOO KaK He yTBEpKAAlolIe HUYEro
00 3TOJ peaJbHOCTU B CMIJTY CBO€M OGIIe3HAUMMOCTH.

V. KyaiiH, KaKk M3BeCTHO, MTOJBEPT 3Ty KOHIIEMIIMIO KPUTHUKE, TTPOBES
BaKHOE Pasjnuyie MeXIy UCTMHAMM JIOTUKU, C OMHOM CTOPOHBI, KOTOpPbIE
He SIBJITIOTCSI CMHTETMUYECKVMM VICK/TIOUUTEBHO B CUJITy CBO€ (POpMBbI,
Y TIOIJIVHHBIMYM aHAIUTUYECKUMY UCTUHAMM, C APYTOM, KOTOPbIE BBIMOJI-
HSUTUCh He B CUTy (DOpMBI, a B CWIY COIepsKaHus BXOISIINX B HUX CJIOB
(cMm., Hanipumep, |Kyaiin, 2000; Kyaitn, 2010]). Kyaitn npminoxkwmt Hema-
JIO CWJI, YTOOBI MOKA3aTh, YTO MPUPOAA aHATUTUYECKUX MCTUH He IOJI-
HOCTBIO OTOpBaHa OT cdepbl SMIMPUYECKOro. B uacTHOCTH, cOryTacHO
aprymenTaiyy KyaitHa, TpoBO3I/IalllaeMoOe B TaKMUX MCTUHAX TOXKIECTBO
3HaYeHMI1 IKCIIaHAHAYMa M 9KCIUIaHaHCa OImMpaeTcs Ha (GakT Ipu3HaHUs
3TUX 3HAUYEHUI TOXIECTBEHHBIMU, YCTAHOBJIEH)E KOTOPOTrO TpebyeT M-
MUPUYECKOTO OMbITa. VHBIMU CJIOBAMM, €CJIM MCTUMHHOCTb aHaJIUTHYe-
CKOTO YTBEPsKAEHUSI « XOJIOCTSIK — 9TO HEXXEHAThbIli My>KUMHa» OIMMUPAETCS
Ha HEKMI TIPeAIoJiaraeMblil MOCTY/IAT 3HAYEHMS, COIVIACHO KOTOPOMY
«OBITh XOJIOCTSIKOM = OBITb HESKEHATBIM MYKUMHON», TO CaM 3TOT MOCTY-
JIaT OKa3bIBAaeTCsl He TaKUM YK ¥ OUEBUIHBIM, BeOb IJISI €T0 MOHUMAaHUS
U IIpU3HAaHMSA MCTMHHBIM HY)XXHO CHayaJjia IIOJIYYUTb l'[pe,[[Bap]/[Te.T[beII‘/JI
KOHTaKT co cdepoint smnupudeckoro. CornacHo KyaiiHy, TOJIbKO Npu Ha-
JINYMM SMITMPUYECKOTO OIIbITa (a He IPOCTO BCJIEACTBUE YMO3PUTETHHOTO
MaHUITYJIMPOBAHMS KaKUMU-JIMOO0 abCTPaKIMSIMM) MOKHO OCO3HATh COOEP-
SKaHMe KaskKAOoro M3 3TUX JIBYX BbIpasKeHMI («ObITh XOJOCTIKOM» U «ObITh
HEKEHAThIM MY>KUMHOM» ) ¥ IPUIATHU K 3aKTIOYEHNIO, UTO 3TO COAepsKaHue
TOXXI,eCTBEHHO.

KyaifHOBCKasi KpUTUKA aHAIMTUUECKUX VCTUH 3aTparuBajia Iesbli
KOMILJIEKC STMCTEMOJIOTMYUECKIUX, OHTOJIOTMYECKUX U (ustocodcKo-Hayd-
HBIX MPO6JIEM, ITOPOAMB HE TOJIbKO €ro M3BECTHYIO AucKyccuio ¢ KapHa-
MOM, HO ¥ MHOTME TOCJIEAYIoIMe AUCKYCCUM B cdepe 3mMMCTeMONIOrun
u dwiocodun Hayrku XX u gaxke XXI B.

B mannHou paboTe Mbl HAMepeHbl UCCIIENOBATh MOHSITUE aHAIUTUYE-
CKMX VICTMH He C TOYKM 3PEHUST SMUCTEMOIOTHYM Wi humocodum HayKu,
a C TOUKM 3peHMust JUHTBUCTUKYU (OpMasbHOV ceMaHTuKM). Bymer mpen-
JIO>KEH KpI/ITI/I‘{eCKI/Iﬁ dHaJIM3 TOIrO INIOHMMaHMsI 3TOrO IOHATUSI, KOTOpOeE
TpaHCIMPOBAIOCh KapHarmoM 1 BO MHOTOM ObIJIO pacIipoOCTPaHEHO Cpeau
€ro eIVHOMBIIIJIEHHUKOB ¥ TMocjenoBatesneii. [IpemcrapieHHasl B pabore
apryMeHTalys U3JlaraeTcs B CeMyIOieM rnopsinke. B paspene 2 npengia-
raeTcsl TEOPETMYECKas PEKOHCTPYKIMS KapHAITIOBCKOTO aHaIM3a aHaTIUTH -
YeCKMX MCTUH U TIOKa3bIBAeTCsl, UTO, BO-TIEpBbIX, Teopus KapHarma 6buia
B CBOEM OCHOBHOM COZEpsKaHUM HeysI3BUMa IjIsl mpenjioxkeHHon Kyaii-
HOM KPUTMKM, & BO-BTOPBIX, UTO OHA MOKET OBbITh NPUMEHEHA HE TOIBKO
K MCKYCCTBEHHBIM $I3bIKaM, HO ¥ K eCTeCTBEeHHbIM. B pasmesne 3 mpemsia-
raloTCsl CJIOKHbBIE CJTyYay JIJIST KApHAITOBCKOM KOHLIEMIVY aHAJIMTUYE CKUX
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UCTUH, IIe TOoKa3aHo, YTO OHAa He OOBSICHSET MPUUMHY, IO KOTOPOIi aHa-
JIUTUYECKUE YTBEPKAEHNS OKa3bIBAIOTCS ICTUHHBIMM, Haske €CJI OHU CO-
IlepsKaT IPoBaJI B Ipecymnmnosunuu. B pasmesne 4 mpenjiaraercs pelleHue
ONMCAHHOI MPO6JIEMBI, COIIACHO KOTOPOMY JIOTMUeCcKast hopmMa aHaIUTH -
YeCKUX TPENJIOKEHUI CONEPKUT KBAHTOP IO BO3SMOKHBIM CUTYAIIVSIM.
B pasgeste 5 uccienyroTcs aHaIMTUUECKME YCIIOBHBIE YTBepsKaeHus. Pas-
nen 6 mpejjiaraeT 3aK/IIoueHne.

2. KapHan 00 aHAIMTUUYECKUX UCTHUHAX
B MCKYCCTB€HHBIX U €CTECTBEHHbBIX S3bIKAX

O6o3HaueHHasT BbIllIe aTaka Ha KapHAIOBCKYIO KOHIEIMIMIO aHaJUTUYe-
CKMX UCTUH CO CTOpOHbI KyaiiHa He MpefCTaBIseTCs MOTHOCTbIO Heoboc-
HOBaHHOI. B «3Hauenun mu Heobxomumoctu» (1947) KapHanm OTKpbITO
MPOBOIUT Mapasijiesib MEXKAY NPUHUMAEMBIM MM TOHSTUEM L-MCTUHBI
M aHAJIMTUYECKUMM UCTMHAMM, TIOHMMaeMbIMy B cMbicyie KanTta. Kaphamn
ompenesisieT L-McTMHHBIE MTpeajIokeHus ciienytoimm obpasom: «IIpeno-
skeHue S; L-MCTMHHO B CEMaHTMUECKON CUCTeMe S, eC/iM M TOJIbKO eC/In
S; MICTMHHO B S TakuMM 06pa3oM, UTO €ro UCTMHHOCTh MOXKET ObITh yCTa-
HOBJIEHA Ha OCHOBE OJJHUX JIUIIIb CEMAHTUUECKUX MTPAaBUJI CUCTEMBI S, 6e3
BCSIKOV OTChUIKM Ha (BHesi3bikoBbIe) dakTol» [Kapuam, 1959a, c. 40]. IIpu
3TOM OH TuIeT: «“L-ucmunHo” MBICIUTCS KaK MpeauKar Ijisl TOro, 4tod
Jlen6GHMI Ha3bIBaI HEOOXOAMMO MCTUHHBIM, a KaHT — aHa/IMTU4eCKu uc-
tuHHBIM» [Tam ke, c. 38]. «Ilomnmeskamme Tenepb ompenenennto L-mo-
HATMSI BBOMATCS KaK 3KCIUIMKATBI JJII M3BECTHBIX TOHSITUIA, KOTOPBIMM
dwtocodbl MOIL30BAIMCH HA MPOTSKEHUY TOJITOTO BpeMeHM 6e3 ymoBJie-
TBOPUTEIBLHOTO X omnpeneneHus. Haile nousitue L-MCTMHHOCTY BBOIOUT -
Cs1, Kak yKa3aHO BbIIlle, B KaUeCTBe IKCIUIMKATA JJIsI XOPOIIIO 3HAKOMOTO,
HO HETOYHOTO TMOHSITUS JIOTUUYECKOM, WJIM HEOOXOIMMOM, MY aHAJIUTHYE -
CKOM MCTMHHOCTY, KaK 3Kkciumkadaa» [Tam ke, c. 40]. [laHHbIe maccaxu,
pasyMeeTcs, JAlOT OCHOBaHMe TIOHMMATh pas3BuBaeMylo KapHamom KoH-
HEMIMI0 KaK OTHOCSIIIYIOCS K aHAIUTUYHOCTY, CMHOHUMMUM, OOIIHOCTY
CMBICJIa B €CTECTBEHHBIX SI3bIKax. VIMEHHO JaHHOEe TMOHMMAaHue U CTaJIo
OOBEKTOM KYalTHOBCKOM KPUTUKMU.

B «ITocrynarax sHauenuss» (1952) Kaphar, Kak M3BeCTHO, 1aeT CBOJ
OTBET Ha 3Ty KPUTUKY, BIPIMYIO YKa3biBasl, YTO €ro KOHIEMLMS aHaJIM-
TUYHOCTM ObLIa HallpaB/ieHa He Ha eCTEeCTBEHHbIe S3bIKYM, a Ha MCKYC-
crtBeHHble. Kapnan muiier: «llenbio 3TOM cTaTby SIBASIETCS OMMCaAHME
crocoba SKCIVIMKAIMY TIOHSITUSI aHAIMTUYHOCTY (T.€. UCTUHHOCTH, OCHO-
BaHHOM Ha 3HaYeHUM) B pPaMKax CEMaHTUUYECKOM CUCTEMBI, TOCPEICTBOM
MCITO/Tb30BaHMSI TOTO, UTO MbI OyZleM Ha3bIBaTh IMOCTYJIATaAMM 3HAUEHUS. ..
Haira skcrmkanyss 6yneT OTHOCUTBCS K CEMaHTMYECKOM SI3bIKOBOW CH-
CcTeMe, a He K eCTeCTBEHHbIM SI3bIKaM... MHe KakKeTcs, UTO MPOOGJIeEMbI
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SKCIUIMKAIMY TIOHSTHIA 9TOTO POJA IJIsI €CTECTBEHHBIX SI3bIKOB MMEIOT CO-
BepIIleHHO ApyTyio npupony» [Kapuar, 19596, c. 321-322].
VckyccTBeHHBIE SI3BIKM — 3TO (pOpMasM30BaHHbBIE CUCTEMbI, OT/IMYA-
IOLIMECS OT €CTECTBEHHBIX SI3bIKOB UETKOM M SKCIUIMIIUTHOM (HOPMYJIH-
POBKOM TIpaBMJI TPaMMAaTUKM M MHTEpIIpeTaIii, KOTOPble B HUX MUCIIOJb-
3yI0TCs!. AHAJIMTUYHOCTD (OBIIHOCTh CMBIC/IA) B TAKUX SI3bIKAX, KAK YiKE
YKa3aHO B ITPUBEIEHHOMN BBIIIIE IIMTATe, 33[]aBajIach Yepe3 MOCTYJ/IaThl 3Ha -
yennit?. Cornacuo KapHamny, mocrynarsl 3HaYeHMit (CMBICJIOB) — 3TO
copmympoBaHHbIE B OOBEKTHOM SI3bIKE KOHBeHIM. Hampumep: «Xoso-
CTSIK — HESKEHATBINI My>KUMHa». B cuty sTMX KOHBEHIIMi (ITOCTY/IaTOB) YTBEP-
skaernst «Mosofioit XOJIOCTSIK  UIIeT OOpasOBaHHYIO CITYTHUILY SKU3HU»
1 «Moronoit HeskeHaThIM MY>KUMHA UILET OOPa30BaHHYIO CITYyTHUITY SKU3HM»
SIBJISTFOTCST JIOTMYECKM SKBMBAJIEHTHBIMU (T.€. B paMKaX CEMaHTUUYECKOW CU-
CTeMbl, CollepsKallieil MoJoOHbI MOCTY/IAT, HAXOASATCSI B TOM K€ CTaTyce, UTo
M JIOTMYECKME UCTUHBI, OOIE3HAYMMBIN CTATyC KOTOPBIX OOYCJIOBJIEH WUC-
KITIOUMTENTbHO MX (POPMOIL ¥ 3HAUEHNMEM COMEPSKAILMXCSI B HUX JIOTUUECKUX
cBsi30K. Takum obpasom, coracHo KapHamy, B MCKYCCTBEHHBIX SI3bIKAaX BO-
MIPOC O MPUPOJE aHAUTUYECKUX UCTUH U TIPUHIIUIIAX WX BBISIBJIEHMS TIOTY -
YaeT TPUBMAJIBbHBIA OTBET: OHM IKCIUIMIIMTHO 33aHbl COOTBETCTBYIOIIVIMM
HOCTYJIaTaMy WM OBYC/IOB/IeHbl MMMu>3, Y MOCKOMBKY ChOPMY/IMPOBaHHAS

1 VcraHoBKa Ha MOCTPOEHME TAKMX SA3BIKOB, HAYMHAs KaK MMHMMYM C (hpereBCKoro
«WUcuncnennst nonsatmin» (1979) [@pere, 2000a], ncxommina U3 TOro, YTO eCTECTBEH-
HbI€ A3BIKM CTPagalOT OT HEIIPOSICHEHHOCTU UJIN JaKe HEUETKOCTU M MHOTO3HAaYHOCTU
UX JIOTUYECKOI CTPYKTYPbI (GOpMYIUpPyeMbIX B HUX Tpeaaokenuit. [lostomy, cornac-
HO YKa3aHHOIl YCTaHOBKe, CTPOrO HayyHOe U3Y4YeHMe JIOTMUECKO! CeMaHTUKU ecTe-
CTBEHHBIX SI3BIKOB HEBO3MOKHO. Kak ciencTBye, OCHOBHOe BHMMaHNe UCCIeLOBAaHUI
B 00J1aCTY CEMaHTUKY CJIENOBAJIO YAEJISITh SI3bIKaM MCKYCCTBEHHBIM.

2 3pech u gajee Mbl UCIIOJIb3yeM TEPMUHBI «CMBIC/I» M «3HAYeHMEe» KaK B3aMMO3aMEHM -
MblI€ ¥ OTHOCSIIMECS] K ToMy, uTo dpere moHMMa Kak cMbIca (Sinn), HO YTO B aHIJIO-
SI3BIYHOM JIMTEpaType CTaJ0 4acTo 0BO3HAYaThCsl C MMOMOIIBI0 TepMMHA “meaning”.
K coskanenuto, ¢ppereBckoe moustue Bedeutung, KOTopoe TOT MPOTUBOMOCTABIISII ITO-
HATUIO Sinn, Ha PYCCKUIT SI3bIK TOKe MepeBOAMUTCS Kak «3HaueHue». [Tomyuaercs, yto
TePMMH «3HAYEHME» MCIIOIb3YeTCSI B PYCCKOSI3BIYHBIX TEKCTAX [JIs1 OOO3HAUYEHMST KaK
¢dperesckoro Sinn, Tak u dpereBckoro Bedeutung. B 2000-e rT. B oTeuecTBEHHOM (-
JIOCOCKOM COOOILECTBE BEIUCh TOpsiuyMe CIOPbl BOKPYT YIOTpeGJieHus] TepMUHOB
«3HaueHMe», «IPOMO3ULIMSI», «CYKAEHME» M HEKOTOPBIX APYIMX. Mbl 6B He XOTeJn
30echb BO3BDAIIaTbCSl K 3TUM CIOKeTaM, [MOITOMY Be3Ze, Ihe peub uueT o dperes-
ckom Bedeutung, Mbl 1CITOIb3yeM TePMUH «Ie€HOTAT». TakKe Mbl UCIIOIb3yeM TEPMUH
«CeMaHTMUYeCKoe cofepskaHue» Kak obliee TOHSITHE, BKIOYaiollee cebs M CMBICI,
U IeHOTAT.

3 B mocsenyioleii mmTeparype TOCTY/IAThl 3HAYEHMI TAKKE UCIOIb30BAIUCh /ISl YTOU-
HEHMSI COIepPyKaHysI OTIEeIbHBIX TEPMMHOB JMICKYyCCTBEHHOTI'O sI13bIKa, KOTOpOe TpeOGoBa-
JIOCh JIJIT KOHKPETHBIX 3a/1au, Pajfiyi KOTOPBIX YKA3aHHBIN A3bIK ObLT M3HAYAIBHO IO-
crpoed. Tak, B cucreme PTQ P. MoHTerio nocrysarel 3HaYeHMI MCIIOIb30BAIMACH
B SI3bIKE VIHTEHCUMOHAJIBHON JIOTMKM JAJIS1 IPULAHUST OTHETbHbIM BBIPASKEHUSIM MUCKITIO-
YYTEbHO 3KCTEHCMOHAIBHON MHTepnpetaiyy (cM. [Montague, 2002 (1973), p. 28]).
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KyaiiHom KkpuTHKa, o MHeHmto Kapharma, 6bpla CBs3aHa C HEMPOSICHEHHO-
CThIO TIOHSTUSI aHAIUTUYHOCTU [JI1 €CTeCTBEHHBIX, a He VCKYCCTBEHHbIX
SI3bIKOB, OHA He MOIJIa paCCMAaTPUBAThCS B KAYECTBE JIETUTUMHOI.

Bormpoc o MOHATMY aHATUTUYHOCTY B €CTECTBEHHBIX s3bIKax KapHam
paccMaTpuBaeT OTHENbHO B CTaTbe «3HaueHue ¥ CYMHOHUMMUS B eCTeCTBEH-
HbIX s13bIKax» (1955). 3mech OH ellle pa3 MOTUEPKUBAET JIOKHYIO HaITPaBJIeH-
HOCTb TOM KPUTMKM €ro KOHIIEIIMM, KOTOpasl OMMPAETCs Ha HEMPOSICHEH-
HOCTD TIOHSITVSI aHAJIMTUYHOCTY B €CTECTBEHHBIX SI3bIKax, chepy M3yueHus
KOTOPBIX OH Ha3bIBaeT «CGepo MparMaTMKiu» U MPOTUBOIIOCTABISIET cdepe
ceMaHTUKM (T.e. cdepe MccrenoBaHMs SI3bIKOB MCKyCCTBeHHBIX) [KapHnam,
19598, c. 334]. Kapnan mviiet: «$5I He mymaro, YTO [Ijist TOTO, UTOGBI GBITH
IJIONOTBOPHBIM, CEMAHTUUECKOE TIIOHATHE HEOOXOmMMO JMOKHO VMETh
IIpeJIIIeCTBYIOLIMIA TparMaTnIeckuii Koppenar» |[Tam ke, c. 337].

[ToCKOJIbKY B €CTeCTBEHHBIX SI3bIKAX CMBIC/IbI (3HAUEHMSI) He IaHbI
SKCIUIMIMTHO B BUJE TOCTYJIaTOB, MX uaeHTudMKaius, cormacio Kapua-
Iy, CTAaHOBUTCS OTJIEJIbHOM 3a[jauell HayyHoro movcka. KapHan ykasbiBa-
€T, YTO TMOHMMATh CMBICJIbI €CTECTBEHHO-SI3bIKOBBIX BBIPAXKEHUI MOKHO
MO0 OUXEBMOPUCTCKYU (T.e. B TepMMHAX OUCIO3ULIMI TIOJIb30BATES),
MO0 CTPYKTYPHO-aHAIUTUYECKH (T.€. B TEPMUHAX OMMUCAHUS TICUXODM-
3MYECKOTO COCTOSIHUS MHAMBU/IA, 3HAIOIIErO TO MJIM MHOM 3HaUeHue (MIn
MpaBWIO), OOYCJIOBAMBAIOIIEe aHAIUTUYHOCTh). C MOCAemHUM MOHMMa-
HneMm Kapram cBsi3pIBaeT GoJiblliie HAZeKAbl, OMHAKO YKa3bIBAET TaKKe
Ha HEBO3MOXKHOCTDb peayiM3aliy COOTBETCTBYIOIIEro MPOeKTa Ha YPOBHE
COBpEMEHHOM eMy (DM3MOIOTMYECKON HAYKMU.

LleHTpanbHBIM acIeKToM Bo3paskeHMii KapHama Ha KyaliHOBCKYIO
KPUTHMKY, KOTOPbIM OymeT BakeH ¥ [JIT Halllero Aa/IbHEMIIero paccysk-
IeHMs, OKas3bIBaeTCs oOpallleHVe K aHaJu3y B TePMMHAX BO3MOSKHBIX
MupoB (B TepmuHosoruu KapHama — omucanuii coctostuus (state descrip-
tions)) 1y BBbISIBJIEHUSI acCIIeKTOB CEMAaHTMUYECKOTO COHEep’KaHUs ecTe-
CTBEHHO-SI3bIKOBBIX BbIpaskeHmil. Bospaskasg Kyaitny, KapHan ykasbiBaer,
yrto mnsg KyaliHa u ero mocjemoBaTesiell BOMpOC 06 uaeHTU UKAIUK
CMBICJIa TOTO MJIY MHOTO eCTeCTBEHHO-SI3bIKOBOTO BbIpaskeHust (MM OOIII-
HOCTM CMBICJIOB ABYX BbIpaskeHMI) — 3TO He BOIIPOC, OTBET Ha KOTOPbIi
MOKET OBbITh ITPaBWIbHBIM MM HEMPaBWIbHBIM. [IpyunHa 3TOMY B TOM,
yro KyaiiH Ha3bIBas «HeomnpeneeHHOCTbIo epeBona» [Kyaiix, 2005], T.e.
HEIOCTAaTOUYHOCTY SMIIMPUUECKOTO OMbITa IJjIsI TOYHON MAeHTU UKALN
cmbicyia. KapHam Bo3paskaeT: pacCMOTpPeHMe 3HAueHUs OFHOTO M TOro
’Ke BbIpaKeHUsSI B PasHbIX BO3MOKHBIX MMpax (a He TOJbKO B MUpPE €ro
HEIMOCPEACTBEHHON CEMaHTUYECKOW OIIEHKM) CITOCOOHO OOYCIOBUTDH BO3-
MOKHOCTD TTPaBMUILHOTO MJIM HEMPaBMJIBHOTO OTBeTa. B KauecTBe WiO-
crpauuy KapHan npuBomuT ciiemyroiimii npuMep. Bo3MosKHO, OeliCTBU-
TeJbHbII MUP MHTEpIIpeTalyy He CIIOCO6eH OaTh HaM SMIMpUUYECKue
ocHoBaHMS pasymunuth (i) u (ii) B KauecTBe MEMCTBUTENIBHOIO CMbIC/IA
It (Hemenkoro) cyiosa ,,Pferd“: (i) somans, (ii) jomrags win equHOPOL,
MTOCKOJIBKY B JIE/ICTBUTEILHOM MUPE €IVMHOPOTOB HET, a CJIeAOBATE/IbHO,
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HET ¥ BO3MOKHOCTM SMITMPUYECKM YCTAaHOBUTD, UIET JIM PedYb O MeHee
conepskaTessbHOM (i) min ske o 6osee cogepykatesnbHoM (ii). OmHako obpa-
IIleHNe K BO3MOKHBIM MMpaM, Kak yKasbiBaeT KapHarl, jierko mo3BoJiseT
3TO CHesaTh: eCy B MMUpax, Ihe CYLIeCTBYIOT emuHopory, ,Pferd® o6o-
3HauaeT U UX, U JIONIael, TO, 3HAYUT, CMbICJ cjoBa aaH B (ii). Ecau ke
" B TakKuX mMupax ,,Pferd“ o6o3nauaeT TONBKO JIOIIa/Iel, TO ero CMbIC/ 3a-
nmaercs B (i). Pasymeercs, njist mog06HOM ITPOBEPKM HEe HY>KHO HUKaK CIie-
IIMAJIbHO «IIEPEHOCUTbCS» B IPyTryie BO3MOKHbIE MUPBI: «JIMHTBUCT MOT
Obl MPOCTO OMMCATb... €IMHOPOra... BbIPAKEHUSIMM, COOTBETCTBYIOLLIM-
MM, Hampumep, Takoi (POpPMY/IMpPOBKE... “Belllb, MMOXOyKAas Ha JIOIIAlb,
HO MMeIoIIasi OOuH por mocpeny ja6a”. Vi, HakoHel, OH MOr Obl MPO-
CTO MOKAa3aTh KAPTMHKY C mu306paskeHmem emmuopora» [Kapuam, 19598,
c. 341-342].

Takum 06pasoM, MOXKHO 3aKJIIOUUTh, 4TO 151 KapHama MoHsATHE
CcMbIc/Ia (3HaUeHMs1) SI3bIKOBOTO BbIpaskeHMst, 0OYC/IOB/IMBAlOIee aHaIM-
TUYHOCTb, TIEPEBOJ, CUHOHMMMIO, CYIIIECTBOBAJIO B KaUyeCTBe HEKOEero ca-
MOCTOSITEJIbHOTO ¥ Hay4YHO UAEHTUUIMPYEMOro eIMHCTBAa KaK B MCKYC-
CTBEHHBIX, TaK ¥ B €CTECTBEHHbIX SI3bIKaX, C TOM JIMIIbL pPasHUIIEI, UTO
B S3bIKAaX MEPBOTO TUITA CMbIC/T SKCIUTUIIUTHO YCTAHABIMBAJICS KOHBEHIIN-
OHAJIbHBIM CIIOCOGOM, a B SI3bIKaX BTOPOTO — ObLI IPENCTaBjeH acleKTa-
MM [TOBeIeHMsI CyObeKTa MM ero GusmoJorMIecKoro COCTOSHMS.

3. IIpoo6siema 00bsSICHEHUS ITPUYMHBI UCTUHHOCTH
AQHAIUTUYECKUX VCTUH

CoBpeMeHHbIe MCCIeAOBaHMs B 006nacTy (GopMasibHOM CEMAHTUKM ecTe-
CTBEHHBIX SI3bIKOB HE OMMPAIOTCS Ha MpoBopuBiieecs: KapHarom mporu-
BOIIOCTaBJIEHME VICKYCCTBEHHBIX M €CTECTBEHHBIX SI3bIKOB B TOW Mepe,
B Kakoi1 ato fenan Kapnam, a pasBuBaiot nporpammy P. MoHTerto, coue-
Tas ee ¢ GOPMaIbHBIM CMHTAKCHCOM IIIKOJIbI T€HEPATMBHOM I'PaMMAaTUKMU
H. Xomckoro (cM. onycanue JaHHOM IPOrpaMMbl, Harpumep, B [Boctpu-
koBa, Kycmmiz, 2016], a Takke B LUMTMpPYyeMON TaM JuTeparype). B atux
UCCIeNOBAaHNUSIX €CTeCTBEHHBIN SI3bIK pacCMaTpuBaeTcs Kak (hopmanmso-
BaHHAsl CUCTeMa: Jiornueckas hopMa (MIy Jormveckasl CTPyKTypa) BbIpa-
SKeHUI1 (TOTO WJIM MHOTO) eCTeCTBEHHOTO SI3bIKa PacCMaTpPMUBaeTCsl KaK BbI-
pasuMasi SKCIUIMIMTHBIM 06pasom?. J[aHHOe HampaB/ieHMe UCCIIeIOBaHMiA

@dopmanbHasl ceMaHTVKa KaK MIPOEKT, OO6beANHSIOMINIA MCCIef0BaTeNbCKYIO IPOrpaM-
My MoHTerio n XOMCKOTO, TpefIionaraeT, YTo Jjorndeckas ¢hopma IpenjiosKeHust
(LF - or logical form) - 370 oguH U3 reHepypyeMbIX YPOBHEN CHMHTaKCUUYECKO pe-
npe3eHrauy. M MMeHHO K 3TOMY YPOBHIO NIPUMeEHSIETCST MHTepIIpeTUpyIoLias QyHKI,
KOTOpast B pe3y/bTaTe JaeT YCIOBUSI MCTMHHOCTV COOTBETCTBYIOLIETO IpeIJIOSKeHMsT
(cm. [Heim, Kratzer, 1998]). Ilpu stom B ¢unocodcroit Tpapuumy Kak MUHUMYM
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OPMEHTVPOBAHO Ha BBISIBJIIEHME CTPYKTYPHBIX ACIIEKTOB 3HaUeHUs (CMbIC-
J1a) €CTeCTBEHHO-SI3bIKOBBIX BhIPAsKEHMIA (T.€. JEMOHCTPALIMIO TOTO, KAKUM
MIMEHHO 06pa3oM CeMaHTHYEeCKOoe COIepyKaHue COCTaBHBIX KOHCTPYKIMIA
OKa3bIBAETCS IIPOU3BOAHBIM OT CEMAHTUYECKOTO COAEPIKAHMS MX COCTaB-
HBbIX 4YacTel ¥ crmocoba ux coueTaHus Apyr ¢ apyrom). CTPyKTypHO
HEBbIpa3MMasi IPUPO/A 3HAUEHUIT (CMBIC/IOB) JIEKCUUECKUX EVHUIL HE SIB-
nsieTcss OOBEKTOM MCCIIENOBaHMSI B paMKaxX 3TOM nporpammel. [loaromy
B PaMKax JAHHOM MpOrpaMMbl (B OTIMYME OT MPOrPaMMbI JIEKCUYECKON
CeMaHTMKM) CEMaHTUYECKOe COePsKaHye JIEKCUYECKUX eIMHUL, PACCMAT -
puBaeTcsl Kak M3HA4YaJIbHO JaHHOe. TeM He MeHee B pamMKaxX MCCJIEHOBA-
HUM CTPYKTYPHBIX aCHEKTOB 3HAUEHUSI €CTeCTBEHHO-SI3bIKOBBIX BbIPAXKe-
HUI JaHHasi MporpaMma MOKET PacCMaTpPUBATbCS Kak MPOJO/DKEHUE TOM
Ke JICCIIe[JOBATeIbCKOM IPOrPaMMBI, UYTO U peaym3oBaBiuascs KapHamom.
U/ MMeHHO ¢ 3TOV TOUKM 3pPEHUST MblI Jlajiee KPUTUUECKY TTPOAHAIN3UPyeM
KOHILIEMIMIO aHAIMTUYeCKUX ucTuH KapHara.

Kapnan yTBepska, yTo aHaIUTUYeCKYE VICTUHBI, TOJOGHO MCTHMHAM
JIOTVIKY, BBITIOJIHSIFOTCSI BO BCEX BO3MOYKHBIX MUPAX (OMVCAHUSIX COCTOSI-
Hus): «Kak ske TOosKHBI MbI onpenenTb L-uctuHHOCTh?.. Criocob ompe-
IesleHMsl TIOACKasbIBaeTCs KOHIemuyen JleiibHuila, COIJIACHO KOTOPO
HeoOXOAMMAsT MCTMHA JIOJKHA BBIMOJIHSTHCS BO BCEX BO3MOKHBIX MUPaX.
Tak Kak HalllM OMUCAHUS COCTOSIHUSI MPENCTABJISIOT BO3MOXKHBIE MUPBI,
TO 3TO 3HAUUT, UTO IPEAJIOKEHME JIOTMIEeCKY UCTUHHO, €CIY OHO BBIIOJ-
HSIETCS BO BCex omucaHusix cocrosuus» [Kapnar, 1959a, c. 41]. [Jaunoe
YTBEPKIEHUE MbI CYUMTAEM BEPHBIM, OMHAKO HE 10 TeM MPUUMHAM, B CUTY
KOTOPBIX O HEM YaCTO NPUHSATO TaK IyMarb. YTOOBI YBUIETH, B UEM 371€Ch
CYTb JieJ1a, paccMOTpuM mnpegyokenue (1):

»  Camblif MaJIEHbKUI1 B MMpE eIMHOPOT UAET B0/ b [ OHUapHONM Y/IAILIBI.

ITo mMpemyiokeHne - OObIYHOE IKCTEHCMOHAJIbHOE YTBEpsKIeHUe,
M €r0 MCTMHHOCTHOE 3HaueHye IIPOBepsIeTCsl CONIOCTAaB/IEHMEM ero Comep-
’KaHMSI C TeM, YTO, COOCTBEHHO, MMEeT MeCTO B CUTYyalluu, B KOTOPOI
IaHHOe TMpemJioskeHue oleHuBaeTcs. KaKkoBO MCTMHHOCTHOE 3HavyeHMe
sToro mpenyoxkenus? IlepBoe, 4TO MOKHO CKasaTb M CKa3aTb BIIOJIHE
OIpeesIeHHO, 3TO TO, UTO JaHHOe IIPeIJIoKeH)e He SIBJIIeTCS CTYUHHBIM.

Mps1 nomHuM m3BecTHblit criop B. Paccena u I1. Crpocona [Russell,
1905; Russell, 1957; Strawson, 1950] o Tom, SIB/ISI€TCS /i TAKOE IMPeJio-
skeHme, Kaxk (1), moxkabiM (rosuimst Paccerna) i, ckopee, BoobI1Ie He 06-
JIA[AIOIIMM MCTMHHOCTHBIM 3HaUE€HMEM B CUJTY «ITIPOBajia IPEeCYIIIO3UIIMN»,

co Bpemen b. Paccena mop Jsiormyeckoit (popMoit MpenioKkeHus] MOogpasyMeBaroTCs
CKOpee caMy YCJIOBMSI UCTMHHOCTHM, a He HeKasi IPOMEXKYTOUHAsI CMHTAKCUUeCKas pe-
npeseHTalys. UToObI He YCIOXKHATD Hallle PacCyKIAeHUEe CUHTAKCUYECKUMU CTPYKTY -
pamu, B TaHHOM CTaTbe MbI, TOBOPS O JIOTMYeCKoy dopme, GyIeM MMETh B BULY CKO-
pee yCJIOBUSI UCTUHHOCTHM. [IJIsl IPOCTOTBI M3JIOKEHMST MPENCTaBIsATh UX Mbl Gymem
B Bue napadpasos.
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T.€. HEBBITIOJHEHWS 3aKOAMPOBAHHOTO B ONPEAEJEHHON AeCKPUIIIIUU Cd-
Mblll MANEHbKUll 8 Mupe eduHopoz TPedBapUTEIbHOIO YCJIOBUS O TOM,
YTO OIMMUCHIBAEMBIN OOBEKT JOJIKEH CyIIecTBOBaTh (rmo3uiivst CTPOCOHA).
OpHako AJ1 HallMX IIeJiel paspelleHus: JaHHOTO BOIpoca Jaxke He Tpe-
6yetcs. Ham mocTatouHo corsmacuTbes ¢ Tem, uto (1) He SIBaseTcs UCTUH-
HBIM B CaMOil OOBIYHOM CUTYyallMM OLIEHKU: Belb Ceiuyac BHOJb ['oHuap-
HOM YJIUIIBI HUKAKME eAVHOPOTY HE UIYT.

PaccMoTpuM Temepb BapMaHT aHAJIUTUYECKOTO IPEIJIOXKEHMS IIPO
CaMoro MaJIeHbKOTO B MMpe eMHOporas:

» Camblit MaJIeHbKII B MUpe eIMHOPOT SBJISIE€TCA KOHEM C pOroM BO J'I6y

YTo MOXKXHO CKasaTb MpO 3HAYEHME WCTUHHOCTU TMpenJIOosKeHMS
(2) B TOM ke camo¥ cuTyanuu (B TOM K€ MUpE), B KOTOPOI Mbl OIleHMBA-
s ipenyoskenue (1)? TMo-Bumumomy, npeajioskeHe (2) MOXKXHO ITPU3HATD
MUCTUHHBIM, NpPUYEM HEB3UpPas HA TO OOCTOSITEIBCTBO, UTO HUKAKUX
€IVHOPOTOB B YKa3aHHOM CUTYyalMM Kak He ObUIO, Tak U HeT. IHbIMU CJ10-
BaMM, OIpenesieHHas] NeCKPUIIUSI camblii MAneHbKUll 8 Mupe eOuHopoz
BCe TaK JXe He YKa3bIBaeT HM Ha KaKoV OOBEKT B CUTyaluy OueHKu (2),
O[HAKO Telepb 3TO yKe He MelllaeT JaHHOMY IPeIJIOKeHUIO MMeTh 3Ha-
yenue Mctuna. [Touemy Taxk?

B xauectBe mepBOro M Jiexkaiero, Kasajaoch Obl, HA MTOBEPXHOCTU
BO3MOKHOTO OOBSICHEHMSI TOTO, TIOUEMY B OTHOM M TOV JKe CUTYaIluyu OT-
CYTCTBMSI KaKUX-1MO0 eIMHOPOroB (2) MOKeT ObITh UCTMHHBIM, a (1) Her,
MOXKHO PacCMOTPEeTb CJIeqyIollee: B MPeAIoskeHnu (2) peub UOET CKOpee
O SI3BIKOBBIX BBIPAKEHUIX «eIMHOPOr» «KOHb C POrOM BO JIOY» M TeX 3Ha-
YeHUSIX, KOTOPBIMM OHM 06J1aIaI0T, a He MPOCTO 00 UX JeHOoTaTax, Kak 3T0
uMeet MecTto B cayuae ¢ (1). M BcaencTBue 3Toi 0COGEHHOCTY TPEIIO-
>keHust (2) ero MCTMHHOCTHOe 3HaueHMe He3aBUCUMMO OT TOro, eCThb JIU
B cuUTyaluuu (MUpPe) OLIeHKU eIMHOPOTY WU HeT.

HasoBeM Takoe OGBSICHEHME «METAJMHIBUCTUYECKMM». B pamkax
JIaHHOM pabOThI MbI OyZleM pacCMaTpuBaTh TaKoe OOBSICHEHME B KaueCTBe
HeyIOBJIeTBOPUTEIbHOr0o®. M mpuumHa sToMy faske He B CJIOKHOCTM 3a7a-
Y MPEACTABIEHMS CUCTEMATUYECKOTO OOBSICHEHMS TOTO, TIOYEMY 3[€eCh
peub BAPYT UOET He PO OOBEKTHI, a PO CJIOBA, T.e. [IOYEMY BAPYT BXOAS -
1Iye B MpeaJiosKeHue CJIOBA HAUMHAIOT OMMCBIBATh CaMUX CeOsl, a KaBbIU-
KU TIpU 3TOM He MCIIONb3YIOTCS. BakHas mpuuMHa CIOKHOCTU U HEYHO-
BJIETBOPUTEJILHOCTY MMOJOOHOTO aHam3a 6bl1a copmynmpoBana [ @pere
LIS CXOOHOTO CJydyasi B ero OCHOBomoJjaramolleir pabore «O cMmbicie

IlaHHOE TpeyIoKeHNe OTIMYAETCS OT MPeJIosKeHNni Tnia «XOMOCTSIK — 3TO HeXKeHa-
TBII MY>KUMHa» TE€M, UTO He MpPEeACTaBsieT coboi OmpeaesieHue, Mpearoaaramliee
TOXKIECTBEHHOCTh COMEPyKaHMI1 SKCIUTaHAHAYMa M 9KCIIaHaHca. OmHAKO MCTUHHOCTD
JAHHOTO TMPENJIOXKEHUsSI TOUHO TaK K€ CJAeNYyeT U3 COHepsKaHMs COCTABJSIIOLUIUX €ro
TE€PMMHOB, ¥ TIO3TOMY OHO TOKE SIBJISIETCS] aHAJIUTNIECKIM.

6 Opnako cm. [Krifka, 2013].
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u 3HaueHvm» (1892) [Dpere, 20006]. B mpemynoskenvm (2) peub MOeT
He O CJIOBaX, a MMEHHO 06 ux comepykaHun. B 3ToM jierko yoeamThest mo-
TOMY, UTO YCJIOBUSI UCTUHHOCTU (2) CYIeCTBEHHBIM O0OPAa30M OTINYAIOT-
CSI OT YCJIOBMIA UCTUHHOCTH (3), TIe peub KakK pas UIeT O CJI0BaX, KOTOpbIe
IIPUBOAATCS B KABbIUKAX ' :

»  JleHOTAT BbIpaKeHMSI «CaMbIii MaJIeHbKMIA B MUpe eIMHOpOr» o6Jiaaa-
€T CBOJCTBOM, 0003HAUaeMbIM BBIPAKEHUMEM «ObITh KOHEM C POrOM
BO JIGY ».

[Tpepyioxkenue (3), B ommmune oT (2), He SBSIETCS aHATUTUYECKUM.
OHO He MCTMHHO BO BCEX BO3MOMKHBIX MMpaX, BeIb TO, KaKue CJIOBA Ka-
KMM 3HaueHyueM 006j1afaloT, JeliCTBUTEIbHO, JOBOJbHO CyYaifHasl Belllb.
MOXHO TIpeCTaBUTh CUTYaLMIO, B KOTOPOJ KaKOe-TO M3 3aKaBbIUEHHbIX
CJIOB MMEET IPYTOe 3HaUe€HUE B PYCCKOM SI3bIKE (MJIM Y OIHOTO U TOTO JKe
CJIOBA MMEETCSI HECKOJIBKO 3HAUYE€HMI), ¥ B TAKOW CUTYaLIUU, TEeACTBUTEh-
HO, Bce OOBEKTHI COXPAHSIT CAMOTOXKAECTBEHHOCTh, & BOT CJIOBA, YKa3bl-
Balollle Ha HMX, OyAyT yxe ApyruMu. Takum oOpasoM, Mbl He MOXeM
paccMmarpuBarh (2) Kak omuchiBarolee cjaoBa. B mpenyokennn (2) peub
UeT MMEHHO O eguHopore. VM MMeHHO TOX TakoM MPU3MOI Mbl Gymem
paccMaTpuBaTh MpOGJAEMY pasinuus MCTUHHOCTHBIX 3HAYEHUI MPENJIo-
skeauit (1) u (2) B ogHOV U TOM K€ CUTyalMM OTCYTCTBUS KaKUX-JMOO
€IMHOPOTOB.

Manee o6paTMMCS K KapHAMOBCKOMY IMOHMMAHUIO aHAJTUTUYECKUX
MCTMH ¥ TaK Ha3bIBAEMbIX MOCTY/IATOB 3HAUEHMI, KOTOpPbIe, COOCTBEHHO,
06ecIeunBaloT UCTUHHOCTh aHAIUTUUYECKUX UCTUH. KapHam, Kak Mbl BU-
[IeJT, YKA3bIBAET, UYTO aHAJIUTUUECKIUE UCTUHBI — 3TO BHIPASKEHMUSI, SIBJISTIO-
II4€eCsT UCTUHHBIMYU BO BCEX BO3MOKHBIX MUPaX (OMMCAHUSIX COCTOSHUI).
[Mocrynar 3HaYeHMsT — 3TO OOILE3HAYMMOE BbICKAa3bIBaHME, 33/IAI0ILee CO-
JIep>KaHue TOTO WIM MHOTO TepMMHa. Tak, yrBepskaenme «Ecmu [Iskek
XOJIOCTSIK, TO OH He skeHaT» [Kaphar, 19596, c. 321] okasbiBaeTcst aHa/Iu -
TUYECKUM B CWIY TIOCTYJIaTa 3HAueHMs], YTBEPKAAIOIIEro, UYTO JJISl KaK-
JIOTO X: €CJIM X XOJIOCTSIK, TO X He>KeHaTblll [ Tam ke, c. 324].

W3 sTOrO CilemyeT, UTO Takas aHAJIMTUUYECKAs MCTUMHA Kak (2) Toxke
JIOJDKHA BBITIOJTHSITHCSI BO BCEX BO3MOXKHBIX MMPaX B CMJIY TAKOT'O MOCTY-
jlaTa 3HaueHus Kak (4):

*  Bcskumii x TakoOB, UTO €C/IV X — CAaMbIil MaJIeHbKUI B MUPE €IMHOPOT, TO
X SIBJIIETCSI KOHEM C POTOM BO JIOY.

IToctynars! 3HaueHus], cortacHo KapHarry, BBOASTCSI KOHBEHIMOHAIb-
HO U3 COOOpaskeHuN, He MMEIOIIUX OTHOLIEHUSI K YCTPOMCTBY SI3bIKOBOM
cucrembl [Tam ke, c. 325]. V3 ckazanHOTO ciemyert, uto (2) sBseTcs uc-
TUHHBIM B CWJTy UCTMHHOCTH (4).

7 Cp. nposopusineecs: KyaifHoM pasjmume MeKIy MCIOJIb30BaHueM (USe) U yIIOMMHA-
HyeM (mention) sI3bIKOBBIX BbIpakeHMit [Quine, 1981, p. 23-26].
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3mech, OMHAKO, MMEeTCs, KaK KakeTcsl, HeKoTopast mpo6iema. B mupe
(cutyauym), Tme OTCYTCTBYIOT €OMHOPOTH, INpeajiokeHne (4) MOXKeT Bce
ele ObITh VCTUHHBIM (B CUJy OCOOGEHHOCTEN MaTepuajbHOM MMILIMKA-
MY TaKoe TpejioxkkeHye OymeT JIOXKHO TOJbKO B TeX Cydasix, KOTaa aH-
TelleIeHT VCTUHEH, & KOHCEKBEHT JIOXKeH). MIHbIMU cjioBamu, Jaxke ecyiu
B CUTYyalluM PACCMOTPEHMUS HET TAaKOTO X, KOTOPBIN SIBJSICS Obl CaMbIM
MaJIEHbKMM €IMHOPOTOM, TO IipeajioskeHye (4) Bce paBHO MOXKET pac-
CMaTpuUBaTbCs B KauecTBe MCTMHHOTO. Ho KakmM 06pa3omM MCTMHHOCTD (4)
MOKET OOYCJIOBUTh UCTMHHOCTD (2) B paccMarpuaeMoii cutyauuu? [pen-
Jo’keHue (2) HauMHAeTCsl C ONpeleseHHON NEeCKpUIILIUMU U, B OTINYKE
oT (4), He Tompa3yMeBaeT KBaHTU(UKALMKM MO MHAMBUAHBIM OObEKTaAM
M HEe CONEPKUT BBIPAsKEHUSI, MHTEPIIPETUPYEMOrO B TEPMUHAX MaTePU-
aJbHOV MMIUTMKanyu. Bosee Toro, mpenyoskenue «Ecmu x — cambiil Ma-
JIEHbKMI B MMpE eIVHOPOT, TO OH MAeT Mo ['OHYapHOI Yy/Iuile» TOXKe
MOKeT B OOCYKIAaeMOil CUTyallMy pacCMaTpUBAThCS KaK MCTUHHOE, HO
U3 3TOTO K& He CJemyeT UCTMHHOCTY yTBepskaeHus «CaMblii MaJeHbKUN
B MMpe eOUMHOPOT UAeT 1o ['OHYapHOI yuiie».

Takum ob6pas3oM, OCTaeTcsl He A0 KOHIIA TIOHSITHBIM, TIOUYEMY B MUpE
(curtyatum), rae HET eAVMHOPOTOB, aHAJIMTHUUECKOe yTBepsKaeHmne (2) oka-
3bIBAETCSI UCTMHHBIM. VICTMHHOCTB MOCTY/1aTa THIa (4) HaM 3[eCh SIBHbIM
06pasoM MMOMOYb, TTOXOKe, He MOyKeT. COOTBETCTBEHHO, HETIOHSITHO U TO,
B KaKOM CMBbICJIE MOSKHO TOBOPUTH 00 MICTMHHOCTM aHAJIUTUUECKUX CY3K-
IIeHNi1 BO BCeX BO3MOKHBIX Mupax. Ecjiiu Mbl He 3HaeMm, moueMy (2) uc-
TUHHO B HalieM Mupe (re HeT eIMHOPOroB), TO Mbl HE 3HAe€M U TOTO, MO~
YyeMy OHO MOYKET ObITb MCTUHHBIM BO BCEX MUPaX.

4. IIpepgnaraemoe peuieHue:
aHAIUTUYECKUe UCTUHBI
KaK MOAaJ/IbHbIe YTBEePKAeHUS

Yrob6sl yBUAETH, B YeM MOXKeT 3akatouarbcsi ormume (1) ot (2), gocra-
TOYHO ITPEIIIONIOKUTD, uTO B (1) peub uper o cutyanum (MuUpe) CeMaHTH -
YyeCKOM OLIeHKM (3TOT MUP B HEM ONMChIBaeTcs), a B (2) — HeT. [Ipu stom
CKa3aHHOe He 03HauaeT, YTO B (2) peub UOET O CJIOBaX: BXOLSIINE B 3TO
MpejioykKeHre CJIOBa IMPONOJIKAIOT MHTEPIPETUPOBAThCS Ha 061acTu
MpeaMeTOB. Peub B aHAIUTHUUECKUX TPEIJIOKeHMIX Tuia (2) He 6ymeT u-
TU O CUTyalMM OLEHKU (M COCTaBJSIIOLIMX ee MpeaMeTax), eciay Takue
MpeJIokeHNs: OYIyT pacCMaTPUBaThCS Kak MpeArosaraolme KBaHTudu-
KallMIO TI0 BO3MOKHBIM MMpaM (CUTyanusM), COBMECTMMBIM C TEKyILEeN
cuTyaluein OlleHKM KOHTeKCTYaIbHO pesIeBaHTHBIM CIIOCOO0M, HO He 00si-
3aTebHO TOKIECTBEHHBIM €M1, ¥ COOTBETCTBYIOIee YTBepXKIeHue OymeT
B HUX JIeJIaThCsl UMEHHO 00 3TMX BO3MOXKHBIX CUTYaIVISIX.
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WHpIMM clioBamMM, CyTh IIPEAJIaraeMoro pelleHus 3aK/II04aeTcsl B TOM,
YTO IpemJioskeHus Tuma (2) MOXOKM Ha mpemioskeHus tuma (5) ¢ Toit
JIMIIIb PasHUIlelf, YTO B MpemJIoKeHusx Tuma (5) KBaHTUGUKALMOHHOE
Hapeuye «BCerga» Wiy «B JI000M ciTydae» MPOM3HOCUTCS, a B IIPelJIoKe -
HUSIX TUIA (2) OHO He MPOM3HOCUTCS, @ TPOCTO IOAPa3yMeBaeTCsl.

» Camblif MaJIeHbKMII B MMpe eIuHOpor {Bcerga / B JIl060M ciTydae} sB-
JIIETCSI KOHEM C POTOM BO JIOY.

[lepBbIM HOBOAOM B IOJIb3y TAKOTO BUAEHMS OKa3bIBAETCSI TO 06-
CTOSITENIBCTBO, UTO MperjiokeHue (5) HMKAK 3aMETHO He OTINYAeTCs
OT (2) O CBOeMY CeMaHTUYEeCKOMY COepsKaHMIO. 3aMeTUM, UTO B CJIy-
yae ¢ npemjoxkenueMm (1) gena obcrosT mHave. Jlo6aBjeHue TaKOTO Ha-
peunsi B mnpepnjoxkeHue (1) mopoxkpaer npenyoxkeHue (6), ceMaHTUYe-
CKOe cofepykaHyue KOTOPOro 3aMeTHO OT/IMYaeTcs OT cogepskanust (1).

» Camblif MaJIeHbKMIA B MUpe eAMHOPOT {Bcerna/B tobom ciryuyae} mmet
o ['oHuapHOI yiuIie.

OTTanKkuBasICh OT aHa/IM3a KBAaHTU(UKALMOHHBIX Hapeunit 1. JIbion-
ca [Lewis, 1975], mMbl aHanu3upyem JIOTUUECKYIO GOPMY TIpPEIJIoKe-
Hus (2) u ipemsioxkenust (5) omMHakoBbIM 06pa3oM, Kak 1mokasaHo B (7):

* Bcskas cutyauys s’, npuHazyiekaiias MHOKECTBY CUTYalMii, COBMe-
CTUMBIX C TEKYIlell CUTyallueli Sy KOHTEeKCTYaJIbHO peJIeBaHTHbIM 06-
pasom C, TakoBa, 4TO CaMblii MAJIEHbKUII B MUPE €OVHOPOr B S~ SBJISI-
eTCsI KOHEM C POTOM BO JIGY B S’.

[NomyuaeTcs, COrIacHO MPEAJIOKEHHOMY 3M1eCh MOAXOMY, MbI ITperoiara-
€M, UTO B JIOTMYeCKoii hopMe IpemyiokeHus (2) COMEPsKUTCST MOIAJIbHBIN Orle-
paTop Mo BO3MOKHBIM MupaM (cutyarysiv) Op, CXOIHBIA IO CBOEI CEMaHTH-
Ke C €CTeCTBEHHO-SI3bIKOBbBIMM BHIPKEHMSIMM «BCETIA», «B JIIOOOM CITydae».

JanHas KapTuHA CYIIEeCTBEHHBIM O0OPa30oM OTJIMYAETCSI OT TOrO, YTO
npensaraet Ham Kapnarm. 'oBopsi 06 MCTMHHOCTY aHAIMTUUYECKUX TIPe[ -
JIokeHu# Tuma (2) BO BCeX BO3MOXKHBIX MMPaxX, OH (HaCKOJIbKO MOSKHO
MOHSITh €ro TEKCT) IMPOIOJIKAET X PACCMATPUBaATh KaK aTOMapHbIe YTBep-
skoeryst. OmHAKO eCi OHU SIBJITIOTCSI aTOMAapHBIMM YTBEPXKIEHUSIMMA, T.€.
ONMCBIBAIOIIMMM TEKYIIYIO CUTYalIMIO OLIEHKY, TO COBEPILIIEHHO HEIOHST-
HO, oueMy (2) MOXXeT GbITb MCTMHHBIM B CUTYallMM, TAEe HET HU OFTHOTO
enyHOpora. Eciu ske B 3TUX MpenokKeHUsIX peub UAET O CUTYaIUIX, MO
KOTOPBIM TpoOeraeT KBAaHTOP 6cezda, TO TOTAA HaM BOBCE HE HYKHO
VOUBIIATBCS, IOYEMY OTCYTCTBME B TEKYILEN CUTYAUM OLEHKU eIMHOPO-
rOB HMKAK He BJIMSIET Ha UCTMHHOCTHOE 3HaueHue (2).

YTo ke 3TO 3a CUTyalyM, KCOBMECTUMbIE C TEKYIIEN CUTYyaIMeil KOH-
TEKCTYaJbHO peJjieBaHTHbIM obpasomM»? B mpuniumne, sgech pedb MUOeT
O BITIOJIHE CTAaHAAPTHOM B COBPEMEHHOM TEOPETUYECKOM SI3bIKO3HAHUM Ce-
MaHTMYECKOM aHaJIM3e MOIAIbHBIX MMPEeIMKATOB, BocxonsiieM K [Kratzer,
1986]. PaccmoTpum B KauecTBe wuttocTpaiuy npumep (8):

* Usanu JOJDKEH OBITh JoMa B IIeCTb 4YaCOB.
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B sTOoM MOma/sibHOM YTBEPXKAEHMUM OIMCHIBAEMOE IOJIKEHCTBOBAHME
MOSKET OBITh CBSI3aHO JIMOO C MPaBUJIOM, JIMOO C OKUTAHUSIMU, JINOO elle
C KaKVMMM-TO KOHTEKCTYaJIbHO IMOApPasyMeBaeMbIMM MPUHIIMIIAMM WJIU 3a-
KOHaMM. VIMeHHO 3Ta gomyckaemasl B MOIa/IbHbIX MPEIJIOKEHUSIX HEeTOU-
HOCTh OTHOCUTEJIbHO TaK Ha3bIBAEMOW MOOA/IbHOLU 6a3bl VI IBJIIETCST KOH-
TEKCTYaJIbHO 3aBMCUMbIM KoMITOHeHTOM. [Ipemyioskenus tima (8) B pamkax
aHa;mm3a Kpariep Toske aHaAM3UPYIOTCS Kak IpeArioiaraioiiye KBaHTU-
(dbuKaImio 1o BOSMOKHBIM MUPaM (CUTYaIIMSIM):

* Bcegkas cutyaiims s, mpuHazjieskaliias MHOKECTBY CUTYyaluii, COBMe-
CTUMBIX C TEKYIIEl CUTyaluen Sy KOHTEKCTYaJIbHO peIeBaHTHBIM 00-
pasom C, TakoBa, uTo VBaH mo/keH 6bITh I0Ma B S’.

[Tpu 3TOM pOsIHL MMpa OLIEHKM BCETO TMpeIjIoKeHus (T.e. TaK Ha3bIBae-
MOTO JIeMICTBUTEIbHOTO MIPA) 3eCh TOKe BasKHA: Belb Peub UAET O MUpax
(cutyanysix), COBMECTUMBIX C TEMM MPaBUIAMU, OSKUAAHUSIMU U T.II., KOTO-
pble MIPUMEHSIOTCS B JEMCTBUTEBHOM MUpE (T.€. B CUTyallUM OLIEHKMN).

O KaKkMx ke CUTyalMsiX, «COBMECTUMBIX C TEKYIIEH CUTyalMen KOH-
TeKCTYaJIbHO PEeJIEBAHTHBIM 006pa30M», MOKET UZET peub B CIydyae C aHa-
JIUTUYECKUMU UCTMHAMU? B jaHHOM ciyuae, TIOXOXKe, peyb UIET O MUpPax
(cuTyanusix), B KOTOPBIX BBIMOJHSIOTCS TpaBuja, IpencTaBJIeHHble Kap-
HAaIMMOBCKMMM TIOCTy/IaTaMy 3HaueHus. Bemb, ¢ Toukm 3penmss Kaphara,
MIPUHSITYE T€X VIV UHBIX MIOCTY/IATOB 3HAYEHUS SIBJISIETCS CIEICTBUEM pe-
LIeHMsI, TIPMHMMAEMOTrO CO3AaTeIeM COOTBETCTBYIOIIEN CEeMaHTUUeCKOM
CHUCTEMBI, a TIOTOMY IIO CBOEI CYyTI HOCUT CTyYaliHblil Xapakreps.

[ToueMy MOImaJIbHBIN OTEpPaTOp, MPUCYTCTBYIOIINI B aHATUTUYECKUX
MUCTUHAX, MOKET ObITh HENpOM3HOCUMMBIM? Bemb Takoe IpeajoKeHue,
Kak (1), HeJb3sI MPOMHTEPIPETMPOBATh KaK Copepskalllee HEeIpOMU3HOCH -
MBIl MOJIAJIbHbI OrlepaTtop. Bemb ecii Mbl XOTMM paccMaTpuBaTh YTBEP-
skpaemoe B (1) He MPUMEHUTETBHO K TEKYIIEN CUTYyaluu, a MPUMEHM-
TeJbHO K KaKMM-TO IPYTMM CUTYalMsIM, Mbl TOJKHBI OTKPBITO BBOOUTH
COOTBETCTBYIOIIMIA OmepaTop, mpousHocs He (1), a uro-To tuna (6). OT-
BeT Ha 3TOT BOIIPOC, BUIMMO, CJIeAYeT U3 TOro, 4TO cama popma aHAIUTH-
YeCKOTO YTBepsKAeHMs (Te OTHOILIEHME CMbICIIOB BUAHO BCIKOMY KOMITE-
TEHTHOMY COOecemHMKY Ha sTame (GOpMYIMPOBKM) 3aYacCTyiO MO3BOJIIET

Cp.: Kapnan numrer: «JIomycTuM, 4TO aBTOP CUCTEMbI XOUeT, YTOObI Ipeaukatel “B”
un “M” obo3Hauamm cBoiicTBa X0moCTsK U JKeHaTblit cooTBeTcTBeHHO. OTKYIa OH 3Ha-
€T, YTO 3TU CBOICTBA HECOBMECTMMBI ¥ UTO MIOITOMY OH JIOJIKE€H ChOpMYIMPOBATh II0-
cTyaar P? Dto Bompoc He 3HaHusd, a pellleHusi. Ero sHaHue uayu MHEHMe, UTO CJIOBA
OBBIYHOIO SI3bIKa “XOJIOCTSIK” M “>KeHaTblil” BCerna MM OB6bIYHO ITOHMMAIOTCS TaKUM
06pa3oM, UTO OHM OKa3bIBAIOTCS HECOBMECTMMBIMM, MOKET IIOBJIMATb Ha €ro perie-
HMe, eCJIM OH MMeeT HaMepeHMe OTPasuTh B CBOEH CUCTeME HEKOTOPbIe OTHOIICHMS
3HAUEHMI CJIOB AHIVIMICKOTO fA3bIKA. B [JaHHOM CjIyyae 3TO BJIMSHME OTHOCUTE Ib-
HO SICHO, HO B IPYTMX CJIyUasx OHO 6bIBaeT ropasno MeHee sicHbiM» [Kapwuar, 19596,
c. 324-325].
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MOHSITh, YTO PEYb B HEM MOSKET UATY O HEKOEM PEry/sIPHOM, 3aKOHOMEp-
HOM TIOJIOKEHUM JieJl, a He O CJIyYaifHOM, eOVMHUYIHOM (arTe?.

B pe3sysbrare MbI oryyaeM B3IVISIT HA aHAJIMTUUECKME UCTUHBI B €CTe-
CTBEHHOM $I3bIKe KaK Ha MOJAJIbHbIE YTBEPKAECHMS, IIe MOAAIbHBIN Olle-
paTop, MPUCYTCTBYIOIINIA B JIOTMUYECKOM (opMe ¥ BAUSIIONINI HA YCIOBUS
VCTUHHOCTY YTBEPXKIEHMS, HE MPOU3HOCUTCS. DTO TO3BOJISIET HaM O0b-
SICHUTD, TIOYEMY VMICTUHHOCTD (2) COBMECTMMA C OTCYTCTBUEM B CUTYaIlUN
OIIEHKM emMHOPOroB. Bosiee Toro, craHOBUTCS GoJiee TMOHSITHO, O KaKUX
MMpax MOXKET UITH peub, KOrma Mbl TOBOPUM 00 MCTMHHOCTY aHAIUTUUE-
CKMX YTBEPKAEHMUI BO BCEX BO3MOXKHBIX Mupax. [lo-BuaumMomy, pedb Mo-
KT UATH 0060 BCEX MMPAxX, COBMECTMMbBIX KOHTEKCTYa/JIbHO MOHSITHBIM
06pasoM C MMPOM OIEHKM.

5. AHanuTndeckue YC/I0BHBbI€ MUCTUHDI

BblIiite MbI TPeyIOKWIM aHAIU3 aHATUTUYECKUX VUCTUH KaK COmepKallInx
B CBOEJ JIOrTM4ecKoy (GopMe MOIa/IbHbIN onepaTop. I[Ipy 3TOM MbI cKasa-
JIM, UTO peYb B TaKMUX YTBEPKIAEHUSIX HE MUIET HEIOCPENCTBEHHO O TOM
CUTYallMM, B KOTOPOJ TaHHOE aHAIUTIUeCKoe (MOJAIbHOE) YTBEPXKIEHME
OlleHMBaeTcs. 3[ech MHTEPEeCHbIM HaOJIONEHMEM SIBJIIETCS TO, UTO CaM
Kapuan [Kapuam, 19596, c. 321] B kauecTBe mpumepa aHaJUTUUECKOTO
BBICKA3bIBAHMSI pacCMaTpuBaeT ycaoBHOe yTBepskaeHue (10):

e Eoum ,H)KEK XOJIOCTSK, TO OH He JKeHaT.

VHTepecHOCTb TaHHOTO HAGIIONEHNMS 3aK/IIOUAEeTCSI B TOM, YTO YacT-
Hoe (B TepmuHosorumu KapHama - aTomapHoe) yTBepxkiaenue tuma (11)
He BOCIIPMHMMAETCS TaK YK JIErKO B KaueCTBe aHaIUTUUeCKOro:

*  Xonoctak JI>KeK He jKeHar.

CorIyIacHO HAIlMM SI3bIKOBBIM MHTYMULIMSIM, B TaKOM IPEAJIOKEHUMN,
Kak (11), “MeeT MecTO cKopee MPOCTO YTBEPXKIEHME O TOM, uTO [IKeK
He JXeHaT. A BBOJSIIEeCs] 37eCh MOSCHEHME «XOJOCTSK [[skeK» cKopee
OKa3bIBAeTCs CIIOCOHOM (KOMMYHUKATUBHO HE BIIOJHE YIAYHBIM) UAEHTM -

9 A. KosH, o6cyxpasi 3akoHOO6pasHbIe YTBepsKAeHMs 1, B YaCTHOCTH, Je(UHMLINM, yKa -
3bIBA€T, UYTO K TAKOBBIM OTHOCSITCSI TOJIBKO T€ YTBEDPXKIEHMS, OTHOCUTEIBHO KOTOPBIX
KOHTEKCTYaJIbHO TIOHSITHO, UTO OHY BbIPAsKalOT HEKOTOPYIO 3aKOHOMEPHOCTb. Ecn ke
coziepyKaHMe YTBEPKIEHUS He MOKET KOHTEKCTYaJbHO GbITh BOCIPUHSITHIM KaK BbIpa-
Karollee HeKoe MPaBUIIo, TO YTBEPSKAEHME MOTYYaeT UCKIIOUMTEIbHO aTOMapHYIO MH-
teprnperaumio [Cohen, 2001, p. 205]. M. Kpudka ykasbiBaet, 4to nonpasymeBaemast
B QHAJIMTUYECKUX TPEIJIOKEHMSIX 3aKOHOMEPHOCTh (HEOGXOAMMOCTh YTBEPIKIAEMOTO
COOTHOIIIEHNS 9KCIUIAaHAHAYMa M SKCIUIAaHAHCA) HaeT BO3MOYKHOCTb MpParMaTuyuecKku
BBIpaKaTh TO OBCTOSATENLCTBO, UTO OHM MOTYT O603HAYaThCSl PasHbIMM TEPMUHAMU
[Krifka, 2013].
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dbuMpoBaTh MHAMBUAA, KOTOPOMY TPUIMCHIBAETCS CTyYaifHOEe CBOVICTBO
ObITh HEKEHATBHIM. 3[1€Ch MCIIOJb30BaHMe MMEHM COOCTBEHHOTO «JIsKeKk»
y>Ke MOCTaTOYHbIM 006pa3soM (C CEMAHTUMYECKOW TOYKM 3PEHMS) UIEHTU-
buiMpyeT KOHKPETHOTO MHAMBUIA. Y TOUHEHME «XOJIOCTSK» MOSKET B JTyU-
1emM cjryyae GyHKIIMOHMPOBATh 3[IeCh KaK almo3UTUB (BBOJHOE BhIpaske-
HME), TTONOOHO TPOUCXOAAIIEMY B KOHCTpYKIMu (12):

M H)Kel(, KOTOprﬁ SABJISAETCA XOJIOCTSAKOM, He JKeHaT.

Kak HecnoxkHo 3amertutb, (12), kak u (11), He BoCHpUHMMAETCS
B [TOJIHOM Mepe B KaueCTBe aHaJIUTUUECKOTO yTBepskaeHus. OHO CKopee
MOXOKEe Ha MOBTOPHOE YTBEPsKAEHME OIHOTO M TOTO Ke (paKTa B paMKax
€IVHOTO aTOMAapHOI'0 YTBEPXKIEHMS.

[TpuunHa aTMX OCOGEHHOCTEN 3aK/odyaeTcss B ToM, uto B (11) peub
UOET O KOHKpeTHOM uHAuBuie [Iskere. OOIIMIA XapaKTep TeX 3aKOHOB,
KOTOpbI€, KaK MPEIo/IaraeTcsl, BbIPasKaloT aHAJIUTUYECKIE ICTUHBI, CIOXK-
HO BbIpaXkaTh MPEJIOKEHUSIMU TTPO KOHKPETHBIX MHIMBUAOB, T.K. 3aKOH,
MOJTYYaeTCs, pacIpOCTPAHSIETCS TOJMbKO Ha HUX. [TIOCKOMbKY TakMX 3aKO-
HOB HeT (WM OHM HETUIIMYHBI), TO U nmoHuManme (11) Kak copmepskaiero
B CBOEIJ JIOTMUECKOM (hOpMe OMMCAHHBIN BbIIlIE MOAAIbHBIN OIepaTop Ka-
sKeTcst HerpaBaonogo6HbiM. [TogobHbIe 3¢deKTbI 06CYKIAMNCh B JIMHT -
BUCTUYECKOV JIMTepaType Kak MMHMMYM cO BpeMmeH [Burton-Roberts,
1977]. Bonee Toro, maske Takoe yTBepKAeHME O KOHKPETHOM MHAMBUJE,
Kak «/BaHOB - 4YeJIOBEK», HE PACCMaTPUBAETCS HAaMM B €CTECTBEHHOM
SI3bIKE KaK aHAJIUTUUYECKOE, XOTS B HEM CyOBEKTY NMPUITUCHIBAETCS CBOV-
CTBO, KOTOPO€E OJHO3HAYHO SIBJISIETCS [IJIS1 HETO HEOOXOAUMBIM (T.e. TIPUCY-
IIMM €My BO BCEX BO3MOMKHBIX Mupax)io.

Opnako B (10) Mbl HabIOMAEM MHYIO KapTHHY. 30€Ch, XOTb M CHOBA
YIIOMMHAETCSI KOHKPETHbIN MHOUBUI, TOT (DaKT, YTO IPU ITOM MCIIOIb3Y-
eTCS YCJIOBHAsI KOHCTPYKIMS, HEM3OeKHO ITpeNrojaraeT, uTo COOTBET-
CTBYIOLLIEE MPENJIOKEHME CONEPSKUT OIepaTop, BBOAAIIMI KBaHTM(UKa-
uuio no cutyauusam [Kratzer, 1981]. CoriacHo KjaccuyeckoMy aHalIU3y
Kparuep, B siormyeckon ¢opmMe yCJIOBHOTO MPEIJIOKEHNMS MTPEATIONaraeT-
Cs1 BXOKAEHME He BCerga MPOU3HOCMMOIO Oreparopa Mo CUTYaLMsIM, s
KOTOPOTO YCJIOBHAS Kjlay3a BBICTYTIAeT B KauecTBe OorpaHuunTesis cdepbl

10 B rounenumsax C. Kpunke [Kripke, 1972] u X. Ilarusma [Putnam, 1973] takoe
yTBepkaeHue («/IBaHOB — Uesl0BEK»), BULUMO, CIeLYeT CUUTATb CTyyaeM aHaJUTHU -
YEeCKOro aroCTepUoOpH, T.€. BCe ellle aHAIUTHYECKMM. 3eCh MbI JIMILIb OOPaTVM BHU -
MaHMe Ha TO, 4TO, C 9TOM TOYKM 3peHMs], yTBepKAeHue «XOJIOCTSIK — HeXKeHaTbli
MY)XUMHa», MO-BUAVMOMY, TOXe [OJIKHO OBIThb amoCTepUOpPHbIM (MO0 3HaueHue
He(DYHKUMOHAIBHBIX TEPMVHOB B 3TOM HpEeNJIOKEHMM HaM He JaHO ampMOPHO TaK
Ke, KaK ¥ B yTBepkaeHny «VIBaHOB - 4esioBeK»), ONHAKO yKa3aHHbIE [1Ba IIPeMJIo-
SKeHMsI BOCIIPMHMMAIOTCSI COBEPIIEHHO I10-pasHOMY: IlepBOe MHTYMTMBHO BOCIIPU-
HUMAeTCsI KaK aHaJIUTHUeCcKoe, a BTopoe — HeT. bosee neTanbHOe 06CYy>kIeHMe TaHHOM
Mpo6IeMaTVKY BBIXOOUT 38 PAMKY 3TOV CTAaTby, ¥ Mbl OCTABJISIEM €ro AJISl OTAEbHO-
ro, 60Jee TONXOISIIero CIyyasl.
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nmeiictBus. Jlormueckas dopma mpemyokenust (10), commacHO TaHHOMY
nonxoxy, OymeT MpUMepHO TaKoM, Kak Ioka3aHo B (13):

* Bcakas cutyanys s’, COBMeCTMMast KOHTEKCTYa/IbHO PeJIEBAHTHBIM 00-
pasoM C CHTyalueii MPoM3HeCceHus, M Takas, uTo B s’ [I)KeK — XoJio-
CTSIK, SIBJISIETCS 4acTbio (OOJbllieit) cuTyaumu s”, B KOTOpoi JIskek
He KEHAT.

3mech MbI CHOBAa BUIMM, UTO IMpeljaraeMoe B IJITaBHOM IpeIJIoiKe -
HUM OIMCaHMEe OTHOCUTCS He K CUTYyallMM OLEHKM, a OPYTUM CUTya-
IMSIM, @ UMEHHO TeM, II0 KOTOPbIM OCYIIECTBJISIETCSI KBaHTUdUKAIMS,
MpearnosaraemMast yCIOBUSIMM UCTUHHOCTY YCJIOBHOM KOHCTPYKIIUMN.

Ienaetcss yTBepsKAeHNE O COOTHOIIEHUM CUTYyalMii: Kaskaas CUTya-
1S, B KOTOpoi [IKeK — XOJIOCTSIK, OKa3bIBAKOTCS TOAYACTHIO CUTYAIUM,
B KOTOPOI1 [IKeK — HEXKEHAThIN MY>KUMHA. YCJIOBHbBIE YTBEPSKIOEHMS, B CUITY
9TOV CBOEJ CTPYKTYPBI, IPEAIIOIaraloT Halnume onpenesieHHbIX (YTBep-
SKIAeMbIX) 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEN WMJIM 3aBUCUMOCTEN MEXIY CUTYAIVISIMUA.
WHbIMM csioBamMy, OHM KOOMPYIOT COOTHOIIEHWME IBYX TUIIOB CUTYAIUIA.
Takue KOHCTPYKIIMY MPEAIOoIaraioT, YTO KOHTEKCTYaJbHO o pasyMeBae-
MBI 3aKOH PAaCIPOCTPAHSETCS Ha COOTHOIIEHME NBYX TUIIOB CUTYAIU,
a He Ha OCOGEHHOCTY COCTAaBHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB CUTYAIMI1 OTHOTO U TOTO K€
tuna. [TosToMy TOT akT, YTO Kaskablii pa3 peub UAET 00 OMHOM U TOM 3Ke
uHauBune II>keke, 3mech He JejaeT MpeAIoyiaraeMblii 3aKOH MeHee TIpaB-
nonofo6HbIM!L.

6. 3ak/IroueHue

B nmaHHOM cTaTbe 6GbUIO MPOBENEHO KPUTHUECKOE PAacCMOTpEeHMe YTBep-
skoeHuil KapHama o ceMaHTMYeCKOM CTPYKType aHaJUTUUEeCKUX WCTUH.
B pamkax mpeajiosKeHHOTO JIMHIBUCTUYECKOTO aHaM3a ObUIO MOKAa3aHO
(c ormopoit Ha yKe CYIIEeCTBYIOIIME JMHIBUCTUUECKME KOHIIEIIINH, a TaK-
>Ke € MCIIO/Ib30BaHMeM HOBBIX apr'yMeHTOB), UTO CEMaHTMUUeCKasi CTPYKTY-
pa (lorndveckast ¢opma) aHAJIUMTUUYECKMX MCTUH BCerjga IoApa3yMeBaeT
HaJMyyue KBaHTOpa IO CUTyalMsIM M UTO, COOTBETCTBEHHO, OIMiCaHMe,
MpeATIoaraeMoe B aHAJIMTUYECKOM YTBEPKAEHUM, HE PaCIpOCTPaHSIETCS
00s13aTeNTIbHBIM 06pa30M Ha CUTYAlMIO ee OIEeHKM (WJIM TOJIbKO Ha Hee).
YyeT 3TOro 06CTOSITEILCTBA MTO3BOJISIET HE TOJBKO PEILIUTh Ps YCTAHOB-
JICHHbIX BBbIIIIe npo6ne1v1 B MHTepIpeTauuu aHaJIUTUUYECKMUX MCTUH, HO
" BbIpaboTarh GoJiee MOC/IeNOBaTeIbHOE TOHMMAaHME Pa3IMYHbIX TUIIOB
aQHAJIMTUYECKUX YTBEPKIEHUI: KaK TeX, UTO MMEIOT BUJ MPOCThIX CYOb-
€KTHO-TIpeAMKATHBIX npe,unon(eHMﬁ, TaK U YCJIOBHBIX KOHCTDYKLIMﬁ[.

11 Bonee meTanbHOE UCC/IENOBaHMe U OOCYKAeHMe JAaHHON MPO6IeMaTUKU TaKKe BbIXO-

IUT 3@ PAMKM CTaTby, M MbI OCTaBJISIEM €ro ISl OyoyLIX UCC/IeTOBaHMIA.
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of scientific research or, on the contrary, are merely a heuristic-
psychological device for obtaining and/or transmitting new ideas.
While conceding a few exceptions in the natural sciences, he
argued that thought experiments always have a heuristic charac-
ter in the social sciences. There is however a fundamental tension
in Hempel's conception of thought experiments, between the the-
sis of methodological monism and the neopositivistic dichotomy
discovery/justification. On the one hand, on the basis of the unity
of scientific method, Hempel admits a difference only in degree
between the natural and the human sciences, but on the other
hand, he draws a principled distinction between thought experi-
ments of the human sciences (which have only a greater or lesser
heuristic value) and those of the natural sciences (which may
have also a cognitive-justificatory value). If one assumes the unity
of method in the minimal sense in which no scientific knowledge
can renounce intersubjective controllability, this tension can be
removed either by rejecting the discovery/justification dichotomy
or by interpreting it differently. Here, following the second path,
two senses of the dichotomy are distinguished, one of which must
be accepted, while the other rejected. This removes the internal
tension in Hempel’s conception of thought experiments and sug-
gests the thesis that any plausible thought experiment, both in the
natural and the human sciences, must already contain some justi-
fication, implicit or explicit, of the theoretical hypotheses that they
formulate.
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1. Introduction

He TOJIbKO UCTOpUYEecKoe, HO U CUCTEMATUYECKU TeopeTUYecKoe,
NMOCKOJIbKY OHO BKJIHOYAEeT B Ce6s pasinume Mexay OTKpPbITUEM U
060CHOBaHMEM, YTO SBASIETCS OCHOBHbLIM CTO/INOM HEOMO3UTM-
BUCTCKOW ¢punocodum Hayku. femMnenb NoctaBua BOMPOC O TOM,
SIBNISIOTCS I MbIC/IEHHbIE 3KCMEPUMEHTbI METOAOIOMMYECKON CO-
CTaB/ISIOLLEN Hay4HbIX MCCNEAO0BAHUN MK, HAOOOPOT, ABAAIOTCA
VLW 3BPUCTUYECKU-TICUXONIOTMYECKUM NPUEMOM A1 NOAYYEHUS
W/Vn nepepayn HoBbIX UAEN. [JonycKasi HECKOIbKO UCKIHOUYEHWI
B €CTECTBEHHbIX HayKax, OH YTBEpPX[aJ, YTO B COLMANbHbIX Hay-
KaX MbIC/IEHHbIE IKCMEPUMEHTbI BCErfa UMEIT 3BPUCTUYECKUIA
xapakTep. OfHaKO B KOHLEMLMU MbICAEHHbIX 3KCNEPUMEHTOB
lemnens cywecTtsyeT dyHAaMeHTalbHOE MPOTUBOPEYME MEXIY
TE3UCOM METOA0/I0rMYECKOr0 MOHU3MA U HEOMO3UTUBUCTCKOM M-
XOTOMWEWN OTKPbITUS/060CHOBaHUS. C OfHOWM CTOPOHbI, HA OCHOBE
e[IMHCTBa Hay4YHOro mMetofa femnens AOMNycKaeT pasavyve aullb
B CTEMEHU MeXAY €CTECTBEHHbIMU W TYMaHUTapHbIMKU HayKamu,
HO, C APYroi CTOPOHbI, OH MPOBOAUT MPUHLMNUANBHOE pasnyve
MEXAY MbICNIEHHBIMU 3KCNEPUMEHTAMM YMaHUTaPHbIX HayK (Ko-
TOpble MMEKT /Wb BGOMbLUYI0O WAM MEHBLUYI 3BPUCTUYECKYHD
LLeHHOCTb) 1 €CTeCTBEHHbIX HayK (KOTOpble MOTYT MMETb U MO3Ha-
BaTe/IbHO-060CHOBATE/IbHYIO  LLEHHOCTb). EC/M  npeAnonoxuts
€[IMHCTBO MeToAa B MMHUMA/IbHOM CMbIC/IE, MPU KOTOPOM HU Of-
HO Hay4yHOe 3HaHWe He MOXKET OTKa3aTbCsl OT MHTEPCYOBHEKTUBHOM
3HAYMMOCTU, TO 3TO HAMPSXKEHNE MOXKHO CHATb IGO0 NyTEM OTKasa
OT JUXOTOMUM OTKPbITUS/0BOCHOBaHMSA, IMBO NyTEM €e MHOMN WH-
TepnpeTaumu. 3aecb, cieflys No BTOPOMYy MyTW, BblAENANOTCS ABa
CMbICNA OMXOTOMWUW, OAMH W3 KOTOPbIX HEOOXOAUMO MNPUHSATD,
a [pyrov OTBEPrHyTb. ITO CHUMAET BHYTPEHHEE HanNpsiKEHUE B KOH-
LieNLMU MbICIEHHBIX 3KCMepUMeEHTOB feMnens u npeanonaraert Te-
31C O TOM, 4YTO NtO6ONM NPaBAONOAOOHbIA MbICNEHHbIA 3KCNEpU-
MEHT, KaK B €CTECTBEHHbIX, TaK U B IYMaHUTAPHbIX HayKax, yxe
DOJMKEH copepXKaTb HekoTopoe 060CHOBaHWE, CKpbIToe WK sB-
HOe, TEOPETUYECKMX TUMOTES, KOTOPbIE OHU GOPMYUPYIOT.
KnioueBble c/loBa: AX0TOMUSI OTKPbITUS/060CHOBaHMs, femMnenb,
METOL0/IOrMYECKUI MOHU3M, N'YMaHUTapHbIE HayKW NPOTUB ecTe-
CTBEHHbIX HaYK, MbIC/IEHHbIN SKCMEPUMEHT

As Suppe [2000] pointed out, Hempel [1965a] took up a line of thought
that had already been present since 1936 in a work written with Paul Op-
penheim.! According to Suppe, “[i]n the first approximation, this work
can be viewed as an updated summary of key ideas in the Typusbegriff.”
[Suppe, 2000, p. 210, fn. 34] Indeed, despite the fact that Hempel 1965a
only makes a laconic reference “for further details” to the writing which

1 Cf. [Hempel and Oppenheim, 1936]. [Hempel, 1965a] reproduces, with some stylistic
revisions and minor modifications, the texts of [Hempel, 1952a; Hempel, 1964]. Since
the small differences between [Hempel, 1952a; Hempel, 1964; Hempel, 1965a] are ir-
relevant for the purposes of this paper, I shall only quote from the most recent version
provided by [Hempel, 1965a].
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he co-authored with Paul Oppenheim, the more general purpose of this
paper is essentially the same as that of the 1936 work: to clarify what
kind of concepts need to be used to formulate controllable laws in psy-
chology and medicine and, more generally, in the human sciences
(cf. [Hempel & Oppenheim, 1936, p. v; Oppenheim, 1969, p. 1]).

While Suppe’s claim is essentially correct, it is also somewhat reduc-
tive because Hempel 1965a explicitly introduced the new issue of thought
experiment (henceforth TE). This issue should today be added to those
“core issues in scientific methodology” which, as Wesley Salmon noted,
were all already contained in Aspects of Scientific Explanation and which
make this work the best introduction to logical empiricism [Salmon,
1999/2000, p. 318]. Hempel’s paper constitutes one of the very few at-
tempts to clarify the concept of TE before the 1990s, and this alone
would be enough to make it difficult to justify why it did not receive the
attention it deserved. Hempel’s conception of TEs has only been dis-
cussed by very few authors and, for the most part, with rather cursory re-
marks (see, e.g., [Lazarsfeld, 1962; Sorensen, 1992, p. 47-48; Cohnitz,
1995, p. 54-55; Stiudner, 1998, p. 15; Kiihne, 2005, p. 325-328, and
Buzzoni, 2008a, p. 110-113; Betta and Swedbery, 2021, p. 150-151]).

It is easy to find other reasons why this essay should not have
been as neglected as it was. For instance, together with Popper [1959,
App. XIJ, it seems to be one of the best candidates for that “traditional
conception” of TEs to which, in a generic way, Thomas Kuhn alluded
in his very important (but also initially neglected) essay on TEs, stating
that according to the received view, TEs have the task of eliminating con-
fusion and conceptual inconsistencies (cf. [Kuhn, 1964]). But in my opin-
ion the most important reason why this essay should not be overlooked is
that it addresses the problem of TEs in connection with the relationship
between the context of discovery and the context of justification, one
of the main pillars of logical empiricism and traditional epistemology.
One of the main theses of this article is that Hempel’s 1965 essay is
the clearest expression, from the TE’s perspective, of a fundamental ten-
sion in his understanding of the human sciences. On the one hand, he de-
nies any difference in method between the natural sciences and the hu-
man sciences. On the other hand, however, in strong tension with this
thesis, the separation between the context of discovery and the context
of justification led him to downplay the importance of the human sci-
ences to the point that what should have been a pure difference in degree
became an essentially qualitative distinction between the TEs of the hu-
man sciences (which have only more or less heuristic value) and those
of the natural sciences (which can also have, though rarely, a properly
theoretical or cognitive-justificatory value).

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, after some refer-
ences to the 1936 writing co-authored with Oppenheim, we shall re-
construct Hempel’s account of TEs. We shall see that the old distinction
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between the context of discovery and the context of justification is at
the basis of Hempel’s notion of TE. This leads to a twofold devaluation:
both of the TEs in the human sciences (which ultimately have only intu-
itive-heuristic value) as compared to those in the natural sciences (which,
albeit rarely, may possess a justificatory value) and of TEs in general as
opposed to real experiments (henceforth REs). In Section 3 we shall see
that the devaluation of TEs in the human sciences is in serious tension
with the methodological monism, which admits a difference only in de-
gree between the natural and human sciences. Finally, in the Section 4,
we shall see that the main point of weakness of Hempel’s account of TEs
is the discovery/justification dichotomy itself, of which at least two main
senses must be distinguished, one of which must be accepted, while
the other rejected. By clarifying the ambiguity of this dichotomy, it will
be possible to remove the internal tension in Hempel’s account of TEs,
though at the price of accepting the thesis — sketchily suggested at the end
of the paper — that any prima facie plausible TE, no matter whether
in the natural or human sciences, already contains some justification, im-
plicit or explicit, of the theoretical hypotheses that it formulates.

2. Ideals Types and Thought Experiments:
Weber and Hempel on “Imaginary Experiments”

As has been mentioned in the literature, and as we shall try to argue
in more detail in this section, the distinction between the context of dis-
covery and the context of justification is one of the fundamental reasons
underlying Hempel’s devaluation of TEs (cf. e.g. [Sorensen, 1992, p. 48;
Cohnitz, 1995, p. 54-55; Kiihne, 2005, p. 327-328; Buzzoni, 2008a, p.
110-113]). This distinction is already present in Hempel’s early work
and, passing through the famous essay on the concept of law in history
[Hempel, 1942], reaches the essay devoted to the concept of TE, which is
the subject of this paper.

In their 1936 writing, Hempel and Oppenheim distinguished “essen-
tially only two fundamental forms of concept formation”: “the classifica-
tory form and the gradable form (abstufbare Form)” [Hempel and Op-
penheim, 1936, p. 5]. Classical logic is able to provide classificatory
concepts, whereas a theory of typological concepts requires modern sym-
bolic logic. For example, any attempt to understand to which precise psy-
chological type particular empirical personalities belong — with their vari-
ously nuanced and “graded” (abgestuften) properties — runs into very
serious and ultimately insuperable difficulties (cf. [Ibid., p. 7]).

In Hempel and Oppenheim 1936, the distinction between “ideal types
and empirical types” was considered of secondary importance because it
was not a question of logic, but rather of psychology and heuristics
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[Hempel and Oppenheim, 1936, p. 4-5]. In the essays of 1952a, 1964 and
1965a, on the contrary, the same need to provide a more comprehensive
logic for the typological concepts of the human sciences leads Hempel
to examine Weber’s thought, who, according to Hempel, had, with the
concept of the ideal type, obscurely intuited the need for “gradable” con-
cepts, but had only managed to express this intuition negatively (they
cannot be defined by genus proximum and differentia specifica) or in
metaphorical language (cf. [Hempel, 1965a, p. 155-156]). Weber’s “ideal
type” is for Hempel a notion which lacks “clarity and rigor and thus call
for further logical analysis” [Ibid., p. 157].

This is where TEs (or more precisely, as we shall see in a moment,
“experiments-in-imagination”) come into the picture, that is, in the con-
text of a discussion of Max Weber’s “ideal type” theory. Two problems
are intertwined here, one philological-historical, relating to the expres-
sion used here to refer to TEs, and one conceptual-philosophical. After
some brief clarifications concerning the first point, we will dwell on
the second.

With regard to the first point, as noted by Betta and Swedbery [2021,
p. 150-151], Weber had used the expression “gedankliches Experiment”
to clarify some aspects of his own theory of ideal types. In Hempel
and Oppenheim’s 1936 writing, we find no expression referring to TE.
The occurrence (since [1952a]) of “experiment-in-imagination”, there-
fore, depends on the reading of Weber 1949 and 1947, works that Hempel
explicitly cites. He quotes a passage in which Weber uses the term “ima-
ginary experiment” (cf. [Hempel, 1965a, p. 162]), thus following the
translation that had been provided in 1947 by A.M. Henderson and Tal-
cott Parsons. In this passage Weber had noted that in attempting to con-
firm a historical interpretation, “[o]ften, unfortunately, there is available
only the dangerous and uncertain procedure of the ‘imaginary experi-
ment’ [des ‘gedanklichen Experiments’] which consists in thinking away
certain elements of a chain of motivation and working out the course
of action which would then probably ensue, thus arriving at a causal
judgment.” ([Weber, 1922, p. 510]; Engl. Transl. by A.M. Henderson
and T. Parsons in [Weber, 1947, p. 97]; the spacing of the original, lost
in translation, has been restored here as italics). As an example of “imagi-
nary experiments” provided with a high degree of controllability, Weber
had cited Gresham’s Law (according to which bad money will tend to
drive good money out of circulation in the long run), in which “the cases
are numerous enough so that verification can be considered established”,
adding, however, that in “very many cases” of historical interpretation
there is no possibility of verification and the interpretation “must neces-
sarily remain a ‘hypothesis’” [Weber, 1922, p. 510; Engl. Transl., Weber,
1947, p. 98]; single inverted commas of the original restored). An inter-
mediate case is represented according to Weber by the hypothesis of
the causal significance of the Battle of Marathon for the development
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of the cultural peculiarities of Greek and Western civilization, which “can
only be directly verified by reference to the examples of the conduct
of the Persians in cases where they were victorious, as in Jerusalem,
Egypt, and Asia Minor, and even this verification must necessarily remain
unsatisfactory in certain respects” [Weber, 1922, p. 511; Engl. Transl.,
Weber, 1947, p. 98]. In the 1965a essay (as in the corresponding earlier
essays), in fact, Hempel’s translation of “gedankliches Experiment”
simply followed Henderson and Parsons’, rendering this expression
(as was not entirely uncommon at the time) with “imagined experiment”
(as in the case just cited) or “experiment-in-imagination” or, again,
without hyphens, “experiment in nimagination”.

These brief philological-historical considerations already introduce
us to the properly philosophical problem of Hempel’s account of TEs.
Just as in the 1936 work co-written with Oppenheim, also at stake in
Hempel 1965a is the possibility of introducing into the historical and so-
cial sciences general concepts (called “typological”) that bear such simi-
larity to those of the natural sciences that they can be considered scien-
tific in the same fundamental sense as the latter.

This issue was ultimately similar to that addressed by Weber in the
works just cited, but in Hempel, as emphasised in the proposition that
closes the work, the discussion is explicitly intended as an in-depth and
detailed contribution to “the logical unity of science” ([Hempel and Op-
penheim, 1936, p. 124-125]; the original is in italics): for Hempel and
Oppenheim, as for the logical empiricists, a “logical separation” between
“natural sciences” and “the human sciences” is “impracticable” and the
typological approach “does not establish a fundamental difference be-
tween psychology on the one hand and the so-called exact natural sci-
ences on the other; rather, it is only a matter of differences in the state
of development of conceptualization in the areas mentioned” [Ibid.].
As we have already anticipated, however, one reason for novelty lies
in the fact that, through recourse to Weber’s thought, in the last part
of Hempel 1965a (as well as in the corresponding earlier versions) this
thesis is extended to the use of TEs in the human and natural sciences.

To overcome the shortcomings of Weber’s analysis, Hempel distin-
guishes three main types of typological concepts: classificatory, extreme
and ideal types. Let us leave aside here the “classificatory” use of typo-
logical concepts, which construct types as classes and are inadequate to
express gradable notions such as those of extravert and introvert person-
alities [Ibid., p. 157].

Let us mention only briefly the second kind of type concepts, the
“extreme” ones. If the term T is an extreme type, an individual a cannot
be said either to be T or to be non-T: “rather, a may be, so to speak, more
or less T”. “Extreme” concepts are well represented by the definition,
based on the scratch test, of the purely comparative concept of hardness
in mineralogy [Ibid., p. 159-160]. Although they are “gradable”, they
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only in the most favorable cases can lead us to “invariant relationships
expressible in terms of mathematical functions” or to correlations such
as “the proportionality, at constant temperature, of the specific electric
and thermic conductivities of metals” [Hempel, 1965a, p. 160].

It is only the analysis of the third and final type of concepts -
the “ideal types” - that lead Hempel to discuss the relationship between
TEs of the human and the natural sciences. Hempel distinguished two
ideal types of “imaginary experiments” (or “experiments-in-imagina-
tion”): “theoretical” and “intuitive” TEs. In “intuitive” TEs many as-
sumptions and data are not made explicit, and the deductions are per-
formed intuitively. “Theoretical” TEs, on the contrary, are based on “a set
of explicitly stated general principles” - such as laws of nature - and they
anticipate the outcome of REs “by deductive or probabilistic inferences
from those principles in combination with suitable boundary conditions
representing the relevant aspects of the imagined experimental situation”
[Ibid., p. 164].

To illustrate “theoretical” TEs, Hempel gives the following example:

The question what would happen if, say, the thread of a pendulum were
infinitely thin and perfectly rigid and if the mass of the pendulum were
concentrated in the free end point of the thread is answered here, not by
“thinking away” those aspects of a physical pendulum that are at variance
with this assumption and then trying to envisage the outcome, but by rig-
orous deduction from available theoretical principles. Imagination does
not enter here; the experiment is imaginary only in the sense that the situ-
ation it refers to is not actually realized and may indeed be technically in-
capable of realization [Ibid., p. 165].

TEs usually fall somewhere in between these two ideal types. But
most of them are closer to the intuitive side and therefore only have
a heuristic value. For Hempel, in most cases, TEs are useful to make dis-
coveries and, since they are restricted to the psychological and historical
context of discovery, they do not justify scientific laws:

Galileo’s dialogues contain excellent examples of this procedure, which
show how fruitful the method can be in suggesting general theoretical in-
sights. But, of course, intuitive experiments-in-imagination are no substi-
tute for the collection of empirical data by actual experimental or observa-
tional procedures. This is well illustrated by the numerous, intuitively
quite plausible, imaginary experiments which have been adduced in an ef-
fort to refute the special theory of relativity; and as for imaginary experi-
mentation in the social science, its outcome is liable to be affected by pre-
conceived ideas, stereotypes, and other disturbing factors. <...> Such
experiments, then, cannot provide evidence pertinent to the test of socio-
logical hypotheses. At best, they can serve a heuristic function: they may
suggest hypotheses, which must then be subjected, however, to appropri-
ate objective tests [Hempel, 1965a, p. 165].
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Here Hempel contrasts rather sharply the TEs of the natural sciences
and those of the social sciences. Although he expresses some scepticism
towards the TEs of the natural sciences, their difference in principle to
those of the social sciences is well reflected in his claim that sociologi-
cal TEs can only “serve a heuristic function”, and this, moreover, only
in the best case (“[a]t best”).

It is clear enough that this clear-cut distinction takes up the di-
chotomy of the logical empiricists between the “context of discovery”,
in which the method of empathy can be of great help, but with only
heuristic value, and the “context of justification”, which has a logical-
epistemological value and where the use of observation, experiment and
logic enables the occurrence of general laws. In fact, according to
Hempel, one can raise against Weber’s doctrine of ideal types the same
objection that both he and Popper will repeat so many times against any
application of the method of empathy in the historical and social sci-
ences (an objection, however, already raised by Weber himself against
Dilthey):

the subjective experience of empathic identification with a historical fig-
ure, and of an immediate - almost self-evidently certain - insight into his
motivations, constitutes no knowledge, no scientific understanding at all,
though it may be a guide in the search for explicit general hypotheses of
the kind required for a systematic explanation [Hempel, 1965a, p. 161].

This was not a new point, since it is very similar to the one made
in Hempel and Oppenheim 1936, where, on several occasions, the authors
had stressed the distinction between the “logical form” of their analysis
and an analysis connected with the “heuristics of the concept formation”
(Heuristik der Begriffsbildung), mostly based on “‘intuitive’ estimations”
[Hempel and Oppenheim, 1936, p. 83].

In sum, the distinction between the context of discovery and the
context of justification - which was already present in Hempel’s early
work and, passing through the famous essay on the concept of law
in history [Hempel, 1942], reaches the essay devoted to the concept of
TE - pushed Hempel in the direction of drawing a qualitative difference
between TEs in the natural sciences and those in the human sciences.
Only in the latter case does Hempel recognise a purely heuristic function
for TEs, on the basis of reasons that are in principle different from those
which, according to Hempel, as a rule limit their value even in the natu-
ral sciences.

In the next section, we shall see that Hempel’s assumption of the di-
chotomy between the “context of discovery” and the “context of justifica-
tion” is in tension with Hempel’s methodological monism, a tension
which generates an oscillation, now towards the thesis of a difference
in principle and now towards a difference in degree only between the TEs
of the natural sciences and those of the human sciences.
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3. Thought Experiments
between Methodological Monism
and the Discovery/Justification Dichotomy

As we saw in the previous section, the discovery/justification dichotomy
is one of the fundamental reasons for Hempel’s devaluation of thought
experiments both as such, when compared to real experiments, and
of thought experiments in the human sciences, when compared to those
in the natural sciences. However, the fundamental thesis of methodologi-
cal unity, which is typical of all positivism, old and new, and of which
Hempel was one of the most decisive champions, is in tension with its de-
valuation of TEs in the human sciences and thus, ultimately, with the dis-
covery/justification dichotomy that underlies it.

As already mentioned, in their 1936 writing Hempel and Oppen-
heim explicitly stated that their work was intended as a contribution to
“the logical unity of science” (cf. [Hempel and Oppenheim, 1936, p. 125];
the original is in italics) The thesis of the unity of scientific method, start-
ing with Auguste Comte’s famous classification of the sciences, leads to
the denial of any qualitative distinction between the human sciences and
the natural sciences, admitting only a difference in degree. In line with
this idea, Hempel and Oppenheim had considered the difference between
the typological concepts of the human sciences and those of the natural
sciences as a difference of degree only, as “differences in the state of de-
velopment of conceptualisation”.

This generates in Hempel’s considerations concerning TEs a serious
internal tension. Due to the influence of the dichotomy of the psychologi-
cal-heuristic context of discovery vs. the logical-methodological context
of justification, what according to the thesis of methodological monism
should have been a pure difference of degree between the natural and hu-
man sciences, in the 1965a essay often takes on the features of a qualita-
tive distinction. Not only, as we have seen, does Hempel claim in this pa-
per that TEs in the human sciences, “[a]t best,” “can serve a heuristic
function,” but he also adds a specific reason: “as for imaginary experi-
mentation in the social sciences, its outcome is liable to be affected by
preconceived ideas, stereotypes, and other disturbing factors” [Hempel,
1965a, p. 165]. Here “preconceived ideas, stereotypes, and other disturb-
ing factors” appear as a principled reason that only concerns the human
sciences, as something that undermines the empirical controllability of
the latter in a very peculiar way. It is prima facie certainly a plausible
thesis that TEs have less certain value than actual experiments, but this,
according to the thesis of methodological monism, should apply equally
to the natural and human sciences.
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This tension between the thesis of methodological monism and the
thesis of the almost inevitable inferiority of the TEs of the human sci-
ences to those of the natural sciences can also be illuminated by consider-
ing the role played by idealization in the two cases. As Hempel himself
rightly admits, the concept of idealization is intimately connected with
TEs in both the natural and human sciences. But despite this admission
(again required by the thesis of the unity of method across disciplines),
he also strives to find a correspondence with the distinction already
drawn between “theoretical” and “intuitive” TEs:

In two important respects <...> idealizations in economics seem to me
to differ from those of the natural sciences: first of all, they are intuitive
rather than theoretical idealizations in the sense that the corresponding
postulates are not deduced, as special cases, from a broader theory
which covers also the non-rational and noneconomic factors affecting
human conduct. <...> This takes us to the second point of difference:
the class of concrete behavioral phenomena for which the idealized
principles of economic theory are meant to constitute at least approxi-
mately correct generalizations is not always clearly specified” [Hempel,
1965a, p. 169-170].

Although on the one hand he warns that the previous two points
of comparison should not be considered as indicating “an essential
methodological difference between the two fields” [Ibid., p. 170], on the
other hand he points out that, only in the human sciences, and particularly
in the use of ideal types, a ceteris paribus clause is systematically used
that would generally empty them of empirical content:

it might seem that we may with assurance assert our typological hypothe-
sis if only we qualify it by an appropriate ceteris paribus clause and thus
give it the form: ‘All other factors being equal or irrelevant, Q will be re-
alized whenever P is realized’. Evidently, no empirical evidence can ever
disconfirm a hypothesis of this form since an apparently unfavorable find-
ing can always be attributed to a violation of the ceteris paribus clause by
the interference of factors other than those specifically included in P
[Ibid., p. 167].

In contrast, according to Hempel, this would not happen in the for-
mulation of physical hypotheses, in which the ceteris paribus clause is
never used:

all the factors considered relevant are explicitly stated (as in Newton’s
law of gravitation or in Maxwell’s laws) or are clearly understood
(as in the familiar formulation of Galileo’s law, which is understood to re-
fer to free fall in a vacuum near the surface of the Earth); all other factors
are asserted, by implication, to be irrelevant. Empirical test is therefore
significant, and the discovery of discordant evidence requires appropri-
ate revisions either by modifying the presumed functional connections
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between the variables singled out as relevant, or by explicitly introducing
new relevant variables [Hempel, 1965a, p. 167-168].

But this distinction does not rest on solid ground, as Hempel himself
will later show, when, addressing the problem in the terms of “provisos”
rather than “ceteris paribus clauses,” he recognized that the problem
arises with equal seriousness for the natural sciences as well ([Hempel,
1988, p. 244]; by the term “provisos” Hempel refers “to assumptions...
which are essential, but generally unstated, presuppositions of theoretical
inferences” [Ibid., p. 240; the original is in italics]. Indeed, as Suppe
has shown, the problem of provisos remains unanswered throughout
Hempel’s production, from the 1936 writing he co-authored with Oppen-
heim until his latest works (cf. [Suppe, 2000]).

We may conclude that Hempel remains a prisoner of two mutually
inconsistent assumptions. On the one hand, he supports the thesis of
methodological unity, which allows him to posit a difference only in de-
gree between the natural and human sciences. But on the other hand,
when he has to clarify the nature and role of TEs in the human sciences,
he resorts to the dichotomy between discovery and justification, relegat-
ing them to an inferior function, merely heuristic or didactic, devoid
of any cognitive-justificatory value. Hempel ends up oscillating be-
tween the recognition of the scientific status of the human sciences and
the old positivist prejudice about their mostly wanting, always suspect,
testability.

Now this tension can be removed by either abandoning one or
the other of the theses that cause it or by reinterpreting these theses
in such a way that they become mutually consistent. First of all, it does
not seem that the thesis of methodological unity can be abandoned,
at least if it is taken in the minimal sense of the requirement of empirical
controllability in principle of any rational discourse, including that of
the human sciences (note that this concession in no way precludes a cri-
tique of positivistic monism in other senses, a matter that is completely
outside the limits of this paper). For this reason, in what follows, I shall
focus on the dichotomy between discovery and justification, attempting
to show that the tension I have insisted on in this section can be removed
by carefully distinguishing two senses of the discovery/justification di-
chotomy, only one of which is acceptable, while the other must be re-
jected, because it would inevitably undermine intersubjective controlla-
bility in principle, a hardly dispensable trait of scientific knowledge.

But before taking a closer look at the discovery/justification di-
chotomy, in the last part of this section I shall briefly touch upon its impli-
cations for the relationship in general between TEs and the corresponding
REs. We have seen so far that the dichotomy discovery/justification led
Hempel 1965a to the devaluation of the TEs in the human sciences (which
ultimately have only intuitive-heuristic value) as compared to those in the
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natural sciences (which, albeit rarely, possess full “theoretical” value).
As I shall try to show now, this same dichotomy also leads to Hempel’s
general devaluation of TEs, as compared to real ones.

Regarding the relationship between TE and RE, Sorensen rightly
noted that Hempel’s account suggests that those who believe that TEs jus-
tify and test hypotheses face a dilemma on the model of Hempel’s “theo-
retician’s dilemma” concerning the function of theoretical terms in sci-
ence (cf. [Hempel, 1958]). The dilemma makes TEs either useless or
devoid of empirical meaning: either TEs “can be checked through public
experimentation”, i.e., through their transformation into laboratory exper-
iments, or they cannot. In the first case, they turn out to be “redundant or
misleading”; in the second case, their results are in principle “unverifi-
able”, and accordingly they are devoid of empirical meaning. Hempel’s
conception avoids the dilemma by placing all but a limiting case of TE
outside the context of justification, that is, by relegating their study to the
history and psychology of science [Sorensen, 1992, p. 48].

Hempel’s conception escapes the above dilemma only at the price
of making TEs irrelevant in the context of justification, admitting their
scientifically relevant function in the context of discovery alone. One
could attempt to defend Hempel’s position by arguing that, properly un-
derstood, it does not make TEs irrelevant: the fact that they can help us
discover scientific hypotheses allegedly proves their scientific impor-
tance, since the formulation of hypotheses is an essential aspect of scien-
tific practice (cf. [Staudner, 1998, p. 15]). But it is easy to see that this de-
fence depends on the unconditional acceptance of the neopositivistic
discovery/justification dichotomy that is at the basis of Hempel’s account
of TE and that, as we must now argue in detail, is hardly tenable for sev-
eral reasons.

4. Two fundamental senses

of the discovery/justification distinction
and the relationship between real

and thought experiment

As we have already noted, to overcome the internal tension in Hempel’s
conception of TEs, we need to undermine one of the two theses that gener-
ate it. And as we have also noted, the thesis of the unity of method cannot
be abandoned, if it is taken in the minimal sense of the demand of empi-
rical controllability in principle of any rational discourse. Therefore, we
must challenge the other main premise of Hempel’s tension and oscilla-
tion: the discovery/justification dichotomy. And it is to this problem that
we shall turn our attention in the last part of the paper.
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The distinction between the context of discovery and the context
of justification is a point that unites Hempel not only with the other logi-
cal empiricists, but also with Popper (cf. [Popper, 1935, p. 4-6; Engl.
transl., Popper, 1959, p. 8-9]). Hempel repeatedly uses the opposition be-
tween a “psychological” (or “pragmatic-psychological,” or “subjective”)
and a “logical” (or “logic-systematic,” or “objective,” or “methodologi-
cal”) use of a concept to defend the nomological-deductive model
(cf. e.g. [Hempel and Oppenheim, 1936, p. 91] and [Hempel, 1965, p. 258])
or to criticize numerous authors, such as Bridgman (cf. [Hempel, 1952b,
p. 42]), Scriven (cf. Hempel, 1965, p. 413), Piaget (cf. [Ibid., p. 426]),
Campbel (cf. [Ibid., p. 445]).

In general, logical empiricists and Popper used the distinction be-
tween the context of discovery and the context of justification to grant
empirical science cognitive autonomy from its cultural and historical
context (for historical details on the distinction between the “context of
discovery” and the “context of justification”, see [Schickore and Steinle
(eds.), 2009], above all Part I and Part II, and [Buzzoni, 2015]). But this
was precisely one of the main reasons why exponents of what I would
call the “relativist turn” in the philosophy of science of the 1960s (no-
tably Kuhn and Feyerabend) and proponents of the sociological turn
(notably Bloor and Latour) since the 1980s have rejected the distinc-
tion in question. According to Kuhn and Feyerabend, for example,
merely because they played an historical-causal role in the scientific
process, empirical-historical factors such as scientists’ prejudices and
personal idiosyncrasies, aesthetic preferences, religious beliefs etc., are
to be put on a par with more traditional reasons for maintaining or re-
jecting a theory, such as coherence, explanatory scope, unifying power,
etc.2

This is one of the most serious objections that Kuhn, Feyerabend
and other exponents of the relativist turn have pointed out against the
discovery/justification dichotomy: if the invention of testable hypothe-
ses is understood as heuristic in its most radical sense, that is, without
any empirical or logical constraint, strictly speaking it can be carried
even by entirely non cognitive factors. In other words, if TEs had only
a heuristic value, they could be substituted by any other factor that
might generate testable hypotheses in the scientist’s mind (including,
say, relaxing baths, which some scientists find especially conducive
to new ideas).

We will see in a moment how one can escape this conclusion. First
of all, however, I want to emphasise that this thesis is certainly unac-
ceptable to Hempel. If he were to embrace the heuristic function of TE

2 Cf. [Feyerabend, 1970, §14; Kuhn, 1962, p. 151-156]; for typical exponents of the so-
ciological turn, see e.g. [Bloor, 1991, p. 36-37 and Knorr Cetina, 1992, p. 116]. For
the choice of the term “relativistic turn,” I must refer to [Buzzoni, 2008b, p. 106-107].
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also in the very generic sense of anything that suggests a solution,
the genericity of this sense would empty of meaning his distinction be-
tween different types of TE (intuitive and theoretical): this sense applies
equally to the TEs of the human sciences and to those of the natural sci-
ences. Actually, on reflection, it applies to any accidental event we may
come across: it is a typical property of intelligence (intrinsically con-
nected to “serendipity”) that everything, even a purely accidental event,
can acquire a heuristic value in this sense (I develop this point in [Buz-
zoni, forthcoming]). But if we do not intend TEs to have a heuristic
value in this truistic sense, but rather in the sense that they point
to a reason, as yet not entirely convincing or clear, for reaching a con-
clusion, one cannot deny them some value, even a minimal or provi-
sional one, of justification, which can be increased as the discussion
proceeds, even by resorting, if necessary, to actual experimentation.
In this case, one cannot draw a qualitative distinction between, on the one
hand, TEs that only provide a heuristic or intuitive insight and, on
the other hand, TEs that can provide a scientific or systematic under-
standing, because their individual steps can be all inspected and
checked in the light of primitive concepts, postulates and admitted gen-
eral laws. In every field of knowledge and always, we find ourselves
in a situation of partial understanding, and any TE that does not at least
prima facie have some plausibility could not even be taken as a hypo-
thesis. From this point of view, we must abandon the qualitative differ-
ence between the TEs of the humanities, which merely suggest how
to expand our knowledge, and the TEs of the natural sciences, some
of which can already be considered properly scientific and rigorous.

But if in this sense, as we shall see more clearly later on, the discov-
ery/justification distinction proves to be untenable, in another sense it is
certainly unavoidable. The indiscriminate rejection of this distinction by
the authors of the relativistic and sociological turn is the typical case
where the baby had been thrown out with the bathwater. The baby was
here the minimal sense, which I shall call reflexive-transcendental,
in which reason is irreducible to empirical, particular causal factors, na-
mely as an expression of its claim to represent, in principle, things as they
really are (no matter how far this can succeed). Although a countless
number of physical, biological, psychological, sociological, and, gener-
ally, contingent or accidental factors influence and limit human reason,
the irreducibility of this latter, at least in an important sense, cannot be
denied without denying all possibility of meaningful thinking or talking.
Any claim to reduce reason to causal factors, necessarily presupposing its
own truth, is irreducible to the causal factors to which, contradictorily,
it grants a determining power over itself. In fact, to assert any empirical
fact is to assert, implicitly, the distinction in principle between reason and
facts, without which there would be neither one’s own asserting nor one’s
own denying.
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At least in this sense the distinction between the contexts of justifica-
tion and discovery is constitutive of reason and cannot be denied without
contradiction, since it is affirmed by the very act of negating it. However,
it is necessary to distinguish at least one other sense, which has already
emerged in some of the previous considerations and which I shall call ge-
netic-methodological, which is the opposite complementary of the reflex-
ive-transcendental just seen, a sense in which this distinction must be
rejected.

In fact, if the general claim of representing things as they are is not to
remain devoid of any particular content and cognitive function, it must be
realized by means of concrete methodological procedures which make it
possible to reconstruct, to re-appropriate and to evaluate in the first per-
son the reasons why a particular truth-claim should be accepted. In other
words, the truth-claim of our discourses tends by its very nature to trans-
late (in principle without residue) into particular methods (or techniques).
Not only the logical empiricists, Popper and Lakatos, but also the ex-
ponents of the sociological turn, failed to clearly identify this sense,
in which a genetic-methodological attitude is decisive for justification.
To test the truth value of a statement, in principle we must always adopt
a genetic and historical-reconstructive attitude and retrace the main me-
thodological steps taken by those who first achieved a certain result
through those steps. Pythagoras’s Theorem can be used in a practical way
without recalling the procedural steps of its demonstration. But if some-
one challenged its validity, we ought to test it by retracing in the first per-
son the procedural steps that led to that theorem being asserted. By doing
this, we justify a theory by historically reconstructing the context of its
discovery. In this sense, context of discovery and context of justification
are one and the same thing (for a more detailed justification of this thesis,
see [Buzzoni, 2008a, ch. 1, §§4-7, and 2015].

Now this unity and distinction between a reflexive-transcendental
and a genetic-methodological sense of reason casts some light, at the
same time, on the relationship between heuristic and justificatory role
of TEs and on the relationship between REs and TEs. This is certainly
not the place to take up here the account I have developed elsewhere,
at once reflexive-transcendental and genetic-methodological (or opera-
tional), concerning the relationship between TE and REs (cf. [Buzzoni
2008a]). But the link briefly illustrated above between two senses — one
reflexive-transcendental, the other genetic-methodological — of the dis-
tinction discovery/justification readily suggests the general thesis, accord-
ing to which there is a relationship of unity and distinction between
thought and real experiments: all TEs are in principle translatable into
real experiments, and all REs can in principle be regarded as realisations
of TEs.

This entails, among other things, that Hempel’s devaluation of TE
must be abandoned, both in the human sciences and in the natural
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sciences. This thesis must be replaced by a relationship of unity and dis-
tinction of real and TE, according to which neither would be what it is
outside their mutual relationship. On the one hand, despite their condi-
tioned empirical power, TEs are very important in science for the follow-
ing reasons: (1) at the most fundamental (transcendental) level, without
TEs there would not be REs because no RE would be possible without a
previous mental project, which expresses in potentially operational (i.e.
experimental) terms the theoretical questions we address to nature; in this
sense, far from being superfluous, TEs are the condition of the possibility
of real ones. As such, their value is not merely heuristic, but intrinsic, and
they are a constitutive, indispensable aspect of REs; (2) TEs, to the extent
that they are based on well-established scientific facts and laws of nature,
even if they are not realized or we decide not to realize them, can support
fresh scientific claims and, at least provisionally, “inductively extend our
knowledge” (cf. [Buzzoni, 2008a, p. 96]). On the other hand, entirely
in line with Hempel’s demand for empirical controllability, this explains
easily both the undeniable similarities that TEs have with REs (certainly
more significant than those with relaxing baths) and their essential con-
nection to real experiments, which Hempel rightly cared about: without
already realized TEs there would be no reliable empirical laws on which
new TEs can base their anticipated answers to new questions. To sum up,
they are complementary in a typical Kantian sense: (empirical) TEs with-
out REs are empty; REs without TEs are blind (cf. [Buzzoni, 2018]).

This perspective allows us to understand from a broader context and
in a deeper way the strengths and weaknesses we have already high-
lighted in Hempel’s account.

First of all, our distinction of two senses of the relation between dis-
covery and justification leads almost directly to grasping a twofold mo-
tive of truth in the dilemma constructed by Sorensen. In the perspective
we have sketched, this dilemma could be briefly summarized by saying
that while according to its first horn thought experiments would lose their
(reflexive-transcendental) autonomy, in the second one they would lose
their empirical (in the sense of genetic-methodological) controllability.
Reconsidered in light of the distinction between the reflexive-transcen-
dental and genetic-methodological senses of the discovery/justification
dichotomy, the “theoretician’s dilemma” (which Hempel rightly rejected,
though not for the reasons given here) is easily resolved: just as the re-
flexive-transcendental truth claim of our discourses tends by its very na-
ture to translate into particular methods (or techniques), similarly the the-
oretical assumptions contained in TEs must be translatable (in principle
without residue) into the technical-practical realization of a RE (for a de-
tailed argument, see [Buzzoni, 2008a]). Unfortunately, Hempel’s radi-
cally empiricist perspective excludes this answer and is therefore unable
to justify any autonomy of TEs with respect to REs. Only from an even
reflexive-transcendental perspective is it possible to translate a theoretical
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truth-value into a technical-operational content without denying the irre-
ducibility of TEs to REs.

Second, the rejection of the distinction between the context of dis-
covery and the context of justification in the sense we have called ge-
netic-methodological is instead entirely in line with Hempel’s claim that
not even the human sciences can derogate as scientific disciplines from
the fundamental principle of empirical controllability (cf. e.g. [Hempel,
1965a, p. 170]). Hempel was not wrong to demand the empirical con-
trollability of TEs in the human sciences, a controllability that cannot be
challenged without calling into question both their status as sciences
and the high degree of predictability of many human actions and
thoughts (just think of the accuracy with which exit polls predict the
likely result of elections). His error consisted rather in drawing a differ-
ence between the humanities and the natural sciences which runs per-
fectly parallel to that between the context of discovery and the context
of justification, thus reducing the difference to one in principle between
the psychological-heuristic and the logical-methodological side of sci-
entific research.

Hempel shares Popper’s view that philosophy of science must inves-
tigate the “logic-systematic” or “methodological” function of scientific
theorizing because there is no logico-rational explanation of the moment
of scientific discovery: “Scientific hypotheses and theories <...> are not
mechanically inferred from observed “facts”: They are invented by an ex-
ercise of creative imagination” [Hempel, 1966, p. 32]. In the light
of the considerations developed in this paper, we can also express
Hempel’s main error by saying that his way of understanding the opposi-
tion between a mechanical inference and the creativity of human imagi-
nation, though in one sense obvious and undeniable, in no way considers
the possibility of a creative imagination that is capable of justifying the
methodical steps by which it reaches its results, a possibility which eludes
the false alternative in which Hempel, Popper and the logical empiricists
were caught.

5. Conclusion

The importance of Hempel’s account of TEs is not only historical, but
also systematic theoretical, since it involves the relationship between
the context of discovery and the context of justification, which was
a main pillar of neopositivistic philosophy of science. Hempel, while con-
ceding a few exceptions in the natural sciences, argued that TEs al-
ways have a heuristic character in the human sciences. As already noted
in the literature and as shown more in detail in Section 2, Hempel is led
to this conclusion by his advocacy, though with different expressions,
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of the traditional dichotomy between the context of discovery and the
context of justification. The devaluation of the human sciences involved
by this dichotomy, as argued in Section 3, is in tension with the method-
ological monism - another main tenet of neopositivistic philosophy of
science. This tension emerges more clearly than elsewhere in Hempel’s
account of TEs, where Hempel remains a prisoner of two mutually incon-
sistent assumptions. On the one hand, he assumes the thesis of the unity
of scientific method, which allows a difference only in degree between
the natural and human sciences. But on the other hand, when comparing
nature and role of TEs in the human and natural sciences, he resorts
to the dichotomy between discovery and justification, and yields to the
temptation of relegating human sciences to an inferior role, merely
heuristic or didactic, devoid of any cognitive-justificatory value.

This tension can be removed only by either abandoning one or
the other of the theses in question or by reinterpreting them in such a way
that they become mutually consistent. The thesis of methodological unity
ought not be abandoned, provided that it is taken in the minimal sense
of the demand of empirical controllability in principle of any rational dis-
course. Therefore, in Section 4, I focused on the dichotomy discovery/
justification and showed that the tension in question should be removed
by carefully distinguishing two senses of this dichotomy, one of which
must be accepted, while the other rejected. This eliminates the internal
tension in Hempel’s account of TEs and casts some light on the relation-
ship between heuristic and justificatory role of TEs: all plausible thought
experiments, both in the natural and the human sciences, must already
contain some justification, implicit or explicit, of the theoretical hypothe-
ses that they formulate. Moreover, as only sketchily mentioned at the end
of the paper, this suggests that Hempel’s devaluation of TEs must be
abandoned both in the human sciences and in the natural sciences. Nei-
ther TE nor RE would be what they are outside their mutual relationship:
they are complementary in a typical Kantian sense: (empirical) TEs with-
out REs are empty; REs without TEs are blind.
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JTa cTaTbs NpeacTaBaser cobor aBTOPCKME BreyaTneHus U pas-
MbiLeHUs o cyabbe BEHCKOro Kpyxka W KHure Kapna 3urMyHaa
«ToyHOe MblWwieHNe B 6e3yMHble BpemMeHa. BeHCKUI Kpy>Kok
M KPeCTOBbII NOXOA, 38 OCHOBaHWAMM Hayku». K. 3urMyHp, pucyet
SPKUIA MOPTPET BeHCKOro Kpy)kka Ha poHe CNOXKHOro nctopuye-
CKOro nepuoaa, B KOTOPbIM [OBENOCH XWUTb U paboTaTb ero yse-
HaM. BEHCKUIA KpY>KOK CTasl 3HAMEHEM TpaauLUK, MbiTatoLlencs
OTCTanBaTb OCBOOOXAEHME CO3HAHMS U HAayKM OT MeTapu3UKMU.
OfHaKO CaMMM y4yacTHUKaM BEHCKOro Kpy)XKa U UX OKPYXXEHWIo
He ypanocb M36aBUTLCS OT TYMaHWUCTUYECKOW MNpobBaeMaTUKM,
HECMOTPSA Ha AeKNapaumio CTPOroi Hay4HoCTU. B cTatbe obpalua-
eTc BHUMaHWE Ha BHYTPEHHee NpOTMBOPeYMe MeXxAay CTPOrow
Hay4HOW TEMATUKOM U 3K3UCTEHLMANbHO-TYMaHUCTUYECKUM BOC-
npusTUEM 3TOWM TeMaTUKM aBTOpaMu BeHCKOro Kpyxka, u ux
€JMHOMBbILLIEHHUKAaMK, U caMuM KapaoM 3uUrMyHAoM. Bbigsu-
raeTcs npepnonoXeHne, YTo UMeHHO 61arogaps 3TOMy MpPOTU-
BOpPeYnto BEHCKMIA KPY>KOK CTasl He MpOCTO 3TaroM B pasBUTUMU
dunocodckoro HaykoBeAeHUs, a OKasas LUMPOKOE Ky/bTypHOe
B/IMSIHWE HA UCKYCCTBO, NOJIUTUKY, apXUTEKTYPY, My3eiHoe aeno,
n T.4. B uctopumn dumnocodpmm ¢ BeHCKUM KPYXXKOM CBS3bIBaETCs
Hayano pacxoXaeHns GuocoPpcKknx TpaauUnMn, U No KHUre 3ur-
MYHA,a CO343€eTCs BneyaT/ieHue, YTO 3TO PacxXoXXAeHMe He CTPoro
Hay4YHOM M FYMaHWUCTUYECKON Tpaguumin B NOHUMaHUK Guioco-
dun, a pasnmume Mexay ABYMS TYMaHUCTUHECKUMU Tpaguums-
MW, OBHOWM M3 KOTOPbIX CBOWCTBEHHO Bblpa)kaTb CBOU MbICAU
CTPOro aHaIUTUYECKM.

KnioueBble cnoBa: BeHcKuit Kpy»ok, 3. Max, Jl. BUTreHwWTenH,
0. Heiipart, M. LLUnuk, I. TaH, HEOMO3UTUBU3M, JIOTUYECKUIA MO3UTK -
BU3M, MeTadU3UKa, HayKa, 'yMaHU3M
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This article represents the author’s reflections on the book by
Karl Sigmund “Exact Thinking in Demented Times. The Vienna Cir-
cle and the Epic Quest for the Foundations of Science” and the
fate of the Vienna Circle. Sigmund paints a vivid portrait of the Vi-
enna Circle against the background of the difficult historical pe-
riod in which its members lived and worked. The Vienna Circle es-
tablished the tradition of liberating consciousness and science
from metaphysics. But the participants of the Vienna Circle and
their entourage did not manage to get rid of the humanistic is-
sues, despite the declaration of strict scientific character. The au-
thor of the article draws attention to the internal contradiction
between strict scientific topics and the existential-humanistic per-
ception of this topic by the Vienna Circle’s authors and their like-
minded people, and by Sigmund himself. The author concludes
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that it was thanks to this contradiction the Vienna Circle became
not only a stage in the development of philosophical science, but
also had a broad cultural influence on art, politics, architecture,
museums, etc. The historical and philosophical tradition connects
the activities of the Vienna Circle with the beginning of the diver-
gence between the philosophical scientific and humanistic tradi-
tions in the understanding of philosophy, and the controversy be-
tween R. Carnap and M. Heidegger is an important point in this
process. But Sigmund’s book gives the impression that this is not
the divergence strictly scientific and humanistic traditions, but
the difference between two humanistic traditions, one of them
tends to express its thoughts strictly analytically.

Keywords: Vienna Circle, H. Hahn, M. Schlick, R. Carnap, O. Neurath,
E. Mach, L. Wittgenstein, neopositivism, logical positivism, meta-
physics, science, humanism

B Havane XX B. B puiaocoduu MPOUCXOINT, Ka3aJaoCh Obl, HE3HAUUTETb-
HOe COObITME: B BEHCKOI KodelHe PeryyisipHO COOMPAaIOTCST HECKOIbKO
MaTeMaTUKOB U (HU3UKOB, UTOOBI MOGMIOCOPCTBOBATh O TOM, UTO TaKOe
HayYHOE MMPOTOHMMAaHME Y KAaKOBbI B3aMMOOTHOIIEHUS MeTa(pU3UKU
u Hayku. Ho 9Tu BeHCKMe BCTpeuM 3aJIOKWIM OCHOBaHMe IJIT pacKoja
MeXIy ABYMSI GUI0COMCKUMU TpaauimsaMu. M sTOT packos mo-mpeskHe-
My TpebyeT OCMbIC/IeHMs. YYacTHUMKM BeHCKOro Kpyskka CTPEMMJIUCH
MIPOTUBOCTOATDb MIEe, YTO B OCHOBaHMM HAYKU JOJIKHO JIEXKaThb KaKoe-TO
MMPOBO33pEHME, HANPOTUB, OHUM MCXOOWIM U3 IOJIOKEHMS, UTO HayKa
JIOJKHA JIeSKaTh B OCHOBAaHMM MUPOBO33peHMs. Bosee Toro, peub maxe
He IIJIa O MMPOBO33peHMHM Kak B3misae Ha Mup B 1iesioM, O. Helipar nosic-
HsteT: «Eciau roBopST O HayyHOM MMPOIIOHMMAaHWM, B IMPOTUBOIOJIONK-
HOCTb (MI0CO(HCKOMY MMUPOBO33PEHMIO, TO IOA, “MUpPOM” MMEIOT B BUILY
He HeKoe 3aKOHYEHHOE 11eJT0e, HO TIOCTOSIHHO PacTYIIyIo 06JacTh HAyKu»
[Heitpar, 2006, c. 143]. V3 oTkasa OT npmMoOpuUTeTa MUPOBO33PEHUS Clie-
JIOBAJIO, YTO HayKa MOJIKHA OOBSICHSTH UEJIOBEKY, KaK OH JOJIKEH JKUTh,
a He YyeJIoBeK TpebGoBaTh OT HAyKM TOTO, UTO €My HYKHO [IJIST SKMU3HM, UC-
XOIsI U3 ero MUpoBo33penyus. [TomMumo oTpuiiaHus MeTadU3MIeCKOro oA -
x0ma, BeHCKMIT KPY>KOK MPOTUBOCTOSUT M MPPALMOHAMCTUYECKUM TeH-
IeHIysIM Guaocoduy TOrO BPeMEHM M OTCTauBajl MPUHIMIIBI CTPOTO
Hayky 1 jioruku. Ho mo kuure K. 3urMyHga cTpacTHbIE TTOUCKU UCTUHBI
B BeHCKOM KpYysKKe SIBHO BBIXOZSAT 3@ PAMKM Hay4HOT'O 6eCCTpacTusl.

ABTOp C 1IepBoI1 Ke IJIaBbl 3aaeT BCell KHUI'e TOH JIETKOro (uibMa
C BEHCKMM BajJIbCOM B KaueCTBe MY3bIKaJbHOM TeMbl, Ha3BaB ee «Ilos-
HOUYb B BeHe» - ccbika Ha 3HaMeHUTBIN buiabM Byou Asnnena «IlomHoub
B [lapmske» ¢ ero yapytoiein armocdepon Ilapmka Hauama XX B. U 31O
MPOM3BOAMUT 3aXBaTbIBAIOIIEE BIIEUATIEHME: JpaMaTMyecKue MCTopuue-
CKMe coObITHSI, Ha (hOHE KOTOPBbIX MPOXOHAT OGaTtaymy BeHCKOro Kpyskka
(MMPpOBBIE BOMHBI, SKOHOMMYECKME KPU3MCHI, M3MEHEHMe TPaHuIl CTpaH),
youicTBa, caMOyOMIICTBa, CYMAacCIIeCTBMS MOJaHbl KaK eIlle OAWH Ma30K
Ha SIPKOM 3KCITPECCUOHMUCTCKOM IOJIOTHE, 8 He TIyOOoKas Tpareaus.
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BeHa, rme pa3BopauMBaeTCsi OCHOBHASI IeITEIbHOCTh WieHOB BeH-
CKOTO KPY)KKa ¥ MHOTMX €ro MIOEWHbIX IpenleCTBEHHMKOB, MpencTa-
€T B KHUTe KaK IOJIHOLIEHHBIV T'epoil. TO TOpo., OypJISILNIA MHTEJIEK -
TyaJibHOM SHepruey, roe DpHcT Max u JliogBur BosibiMaH SPOCTHO
CIIOPSIT O peajbHOCTU aTOMOB, Tme «3urMmyHa dpeiing co cBoei HeM3MEH -
HOVI CUTapoy TpernapupoBaj AYIY, MPUCTATbHO CJIeNs 3a CBOOOTHBIMU
accolMalMsIMM CBOMX IALMEHTOB, B TOM 4KCje M “IJIABHOTO M3 HUX
(camoro cebst)» [3urmynn, 2021, c. 47], roe xynoxxkuukn «CeleccroHa»
Bo rnaBe ¢ I'ycraBom KiumMTom TBOpSIT HOBOe UCKYCCTBO. BeHa mpo-
JIOJKaeT ObITh VMHTEJUIEKTYAJbHBIM IEHTPOM M B MEPUON, MEKIY IBYMS
BOMHAaMM: Ha (DOHE SIPOCTHOM IOJUTNYECKON OOPHObI BO3HMKAET U pea-
JIU3YeTCsI Macca CaMbIX PasHbIX TBOPUYECKMUX WUIOEN B UCKYCCTBE, HayKe,
dwrocobun u coumanabHOV TMpakTMKe. M, moskanyii, camoe Tparmy-
HOe, YTO eCTh B KHUTE, — 3TO I'besib BeHbl MHTEJIEKTYaIbHOM, MOCIIe-
IoBaBlast 3a BoccTauueM 1934 T. ¥ I'UTIEPOBCKUMM 3aXBaToOM ABCTpUM,
KOTZa HavYaMCh PaCIpaBbl C MHAKOMBICJAIIMMY U WHTEJUIEKTYaTbHas
auTa 6O CIIENIHO MOoKKuaana ABCTpHIO, NGO He MMesla BOSMOKHOCTH
paborarh.

l'epoy KHUTM TIUIITYT CBOY USSIIITHBIE JIOTMYECKME TPAKTaThl TO Ha Tie-
pemoBoii, TO B TIOPEMHONM Kamepe, TO B jlarepe BOeHHOIUIeHHbIX. CToma-
TOJIOTM, yOMBAIOIIMEe M3BECTHBIX Mucaresen, uiau Gusmkyu, youBarolme
MPeMbEP-MUHMCTPOB ¥ HAUMHAIOIIIME CBOIO PeuUb Ha Cy[e OMMCAHMEM I10-
nemuku Konepumka u [Itosmemest, - MpoCcTo MpUMeTa BpeMeHN!.

MoskeT 6bITh, BeHCKMIT KPYKOK U He CIOKMUIICH, eciim 661 B 1895 T.
pyKoOBOACTBO BeHCKOro yHUBEpPCUTETA HEe TIPUHSIIO HEOPAVHAPHOE pelle-
HMe U He Ipurjacwio Obl 3aBeloBaTh Kadempoy ¢uaocoduy BbImaiolie-
rocst ¢pusuka IpHcra Maxa, a mmocje Hero — BeauMkoro ¢wusmka Jlrogura
Bosnbiimana. ITomyuniochk, 4To He TOJBKO «Bce Gusnku B BeHe 6bun yue-
Hukamu U Maxa, u Bonbimana» [Tam ke, c. 71], HO U Bce Guiocodsl
Bens! ciaymrasm Maxa u Bonbiivana. Tpamgnnyio o6benvHeHUsT GU3UKA
u dunocodpun npomomkut M. Lnuk, mobumsbii yueHuk Makca ITnaHka,
KOTOpBIN BO3IIaBUT Ty ke Kadenpy B 1922 r. BosMoykHO, Takasi Tpaguims
obbemuHeHNsT GUIOCOGMM M eCTeCTBEHHBIX HAayK caMa Io cebe IUIomo-
TBOpPHA, U ee CJeloBajo Obl COXpaHATb. biarogaps 3UrMyHIy, Tak JIETKO
MpeICTaBUTh, KaK B HEOOJIBIIION aynuTopuy aBa duiocoda, IBa MaremMa-
TUKA, COIYOJIOT-3KOHOMMUCT, JIOTUK, (GU3UK, IMepeKBaIUOUIPOBABIINIACS
B (wtocoda, 0OCYKOAIOT KHUTY MHKEHEpa-aBMaToOpa, TOXKE YILIEAIIEro
B dusocoduio. B BeHCckOM KpysKKe U B IMTPOCTPAHCTBE BOKPYT HETO CJIO-
SKWJIaCh TIOUTM MjeasbHas «30Ha OOMeHa», «JIOKYC, IMie IMPUKJIIOUAIoT-
cs “BcTpeun”, rOe CAY4aloTCs MHCAUThI B3auMomnoHuMaHwus» [KacaBuH,
2017, c. 15], Touka mepeceuyeHuss pasTUUHbIX KYJIBTYPHBIX MHTEPECOB
Y MHUIIMAaTKB. JTa pPa3sHOHAINPaBJIEHHOCTb MHTEPECOB BHYTPU KpPYsKKa
SIBJISIIACH HE TOJBKO MPUUYMHON coemmHeHusT Gumocobmu M HAyKu, HO
M IPUUMHOI TOTO BJMSIHUSI, KOTOPOe OKasaJ BeHCKMii Kpy>KOK Ha MUPO-
BYIO KYJIbTYpY. «Ecyi 6bI MbI MPOTOJIKAIM AYMaTh O BEHCKOM KpYsKKe Kak
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o 6osiee WM MeHee OMHOPOTHOM TPYIIIE... Mbl HE TOJIBKO HE CMOIJIM Obl
MOHATH pasButue dunocopun kpyxxkka» [Uebel, 2023, p. 123]. MsI cran-
KMBaeMcs 37eCh ¢ PEHOMEHOM YPe3BbIUafHO IJIOMOTBOPHOTO B3aMOIEN -
CTBUSI TYMaHUTAPHOM Cdepbl ¥ eCTEeCTBEHHbIX HayK. Bbuia s ata mio-
IOTBOPHOCTh MCTOPUYECKOM CIYYalHOCTBIO WM B TIOHOGHOM CUHTE3e
KPOETCSl 3aKOHOMEPHOCTh ycrexa?

Jlormyeckuit MO3UTUBMU3M MPEOIPUHMMAET TOIMBITKY ITPOTUBOIIOCTA-
BUTb HayKy M MeTadusuuecKko-uaeaaIucTuueckue Mumosuu (B TOM 4YuC-
Jie TI033M10), TIPUYEM B 3TOM MPOTUBOIIOCTABJIEHUM OTJATh ITPEIIIOUTEHNE
Hayke. Hayky B BeHCKOM KpyskKke Impezjiarajoch MOHMMATh MPEXKIe BCe-
IO Kak IMyTb OCBOOOKAEHMSI OT MeTadu3NKy, KaK MyTh K TOMY, C YeM
YeJIOBEK BCTPEUAETCSI B MO3SHAHMM TIPENCTOSILEN IMepen HUM JaHHOCTMU.
«3amaBarbCsl BOIPOCOM, UTO JIEKUT “3a HUMM WM 4TO 3TO TaKoe “Ha CaMOM
nene” - HukuemHas merabusuka» [3urmynm, 2021, c. 85]. 3a sTum Ha-
MIpaBJIeHNEM UX MBICJIM CTOSUIA M3BEUHAS TSITa UeJOBeKa K TPe3BOM OIIEHKe
CBOMX BO3MOYKHOCTEM, K 3IPaBOMBIC/INIO, K PEIIUTEIbHOM TMOMbBITKE BbI-
6paThCs U3 MHOTOOOPA3HbIX JIAOUPUHTOB UAEATUCTUUECKUX ITpenCcTaBiie-
HMIA, IYCTb JakKe M MPOCTO OTMEHUB MX. Y UUTATENS] KHUTU MOXKET BO3-
HMKHYTb BOIPOC: TIOYEMY NPUHIMINAIBHO aHTUIK3MCTEHIIMATbHOE
M aHTUPOMAaHTMYHOE, B3sIBIlIee 3a 0Opasel] CTPOryI0 HayKy U JIOTUKY Gu-
nocodcrBoBanme BeHCKOro Kpy>kka B BOCIIOMMHAHMSIX MaTeMaTMKa 3UT-
MYH/Ia OTIVICBIBAETCS CTOJIb SK3UCTEHIIMATbHO-POMAHTUYHO?

ABTOpbI BeHCKOro Kpyskka IMpeMMYIIeCTBEHHO ObIIM yUeHbIMU, XO-
POLLIO TTOATOTOBJIEHHBIMM B MaTeMaTuke U (Gu3NuKe, HO UX MHTepecoBasia
He MPOCTO Mpo6/IeMaTHKa UX HayK, a TO, KaK YeJIOBEK JOJIKEH BOCIIPUHM -
MaTb JKM3Hb. M3 KHUTM SICHO BMIHO, UTO €€ TIEePCOHaXXU He pasmesisin
HAayKy ¥ MOHMMaHMe XM3HM, UTO OHM BUIEIM HAyKy B KAKOM-TO CMBICJIE
aHTponoMopdHO, HayKa IJIT HUX Oblla He YeM-TO CyXUM U (OpMabHbIM,
a >KMBBIM, KaK KapTMHbBI MIPUPOIObI. Y3Ke C MepBbIX IJIaB KHUTY 3UTMYHZIA
CO37aeTCsl BIIeUaT/IEHMEe, YTO OH OIMMCHIBAET MPOLIECC Pa3BUTHUSI KAKOTO-TO
JIUTEPATyPHO-XYIO0’KECTBEHHOTO HAaIlpaB/IEHMs], YTO PeYb UIET O KPY>KKe
XYIOKHMKOB, a He 06 yUeHbIX, 0OCYKIAIOIIMX CTporue GhopMajbHbie BO-
mpockl GU3NKM 1 MareMaTuki. CIIUIIIKOM XMBBIM ObLIO OTHOIIIEHME aBTO-
poB BeHckoro kpyskka K Gusnuke u mareMaruke. Y4YacTHUKM BeHCKOro
KPY)KKa ¥ UX OKpYsKeHMEe SIBHO KM (PU3UKOI U MaTeMaTUKOM, OHa ObLIa
YacThIO UX cyllecTBa. Ecm ciemoBarh TakOMy aHTPONOMOP(MHOMY ITOHM -
MaHMIO HayKM, CTAHOBUTCSI MTOHSITHBIM, IOYEMY BEHCKOE OOIIECTBO JXKMBO
OTKJIMKAJIOCh ¥ aKTMBHO IMOCEIIAJI0 MyOMYHbIe JIEKIUY 110 YMCTO Hayd-
HBIM MpO6JIeMaM, Ka3ajoCh Obl, OTBJEYEHHBIM OT >XuU3Hu. Hampumep,
HEBO3MOXKHO ObUIO JOCTaTh GMJIET Ha MyOIMUHYIO JIEKIMIO DIHIITENHA,
a Ha jexkuuy M. lllnuka Tonamamu c6Gerajuchb BOCXMILEHHBIE CTYIEHTHI,
«a IPUMIO3IHUBIINIACS TTOCETUTEb €r0 CEMMHApPAa MOT CUMUTATh, UTO EMY
MIOBE3JI0, eCJIM He MPUILIIOCh CUAETb Ha MONOKOHHMKe» [Tam ke, c. 146].
[Tomo6HbBI MHTepeC MyOIMKM TOBOPUT HE TOJIBKO O TOM, UTO paboTta BeH-
CKOTO KpPY’KKa MMeJia IIMPOKUI OOIIECTBEHHBIM PE30HAHC, HO TaKkKe
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O TOM, YTO OT HayKM OXMIAM 4ero-TO I'yMaHMCTMYeCKV 3Ha4MMOIo, 4e-
rO-TO KacCaloIlerocsi BOCIPUSITHUS KMU3HY YeJIOBeKa.
3urMyH[ B r71aBe «Baabc Kpy>KKOB» IIUIIIET:

Oxosno 1910 roma Bo Bcex cayioHax U KodeiHsax Benbl cobupanuch pasHo-
o6pasHble OVCKYCCHMOHHbIE KPYKKM. HEKOTOpbIM M3 HMX MPENCTOSIO
OKasaTb ONpeesiolee BAMSIHME HAa MCTOPUIO JBAALIATOTO Beka. Mckyc-
CTBO, HayKu, OOIIeCTBeHHbIe peOpPMbI — BCE 3TO Pa3KUTaIO SIPOCTHHIE
nme6atbl. CBOM KPY>KKM 06pasoBbIBaIMCh BOKpYT 3urmyHna @peiiga, Kap-
na Kpayca, I'ycraBa Kimumra, Bukropa Anyiepa n Aprypa lHuipiepa. Te-
MbI GbLIM JIIOGbIE — OT aBaHTap[a [0 CMOHM3MA, OT 3aKOHOB O IIKOJIbHOM
06pa3oBaHNM O COBPEMEHHONM ApaMbl, OT (gemuHM3Ma (KOTOpBI TOrHa
ellle TaK He Ha3bIBaJICS) IO MCUMXOaHAIN3a, OT IPafoOCTPOUTEHCTBA 10 UC-
TOPUYU MCKYCCTBA. B 3TOM KuUMyueM KOT/Ie MEXIY IpynramMy Haaaguaoch
6ypHOe MHTeJUIEKTYaJIbHOE U JIn4HOoe obieHue [3urmynn, 2021, c. 69].

Hapmo ckasaTth, uro BeHa B 3TOM cMbIc/ie He GbliIa MCKIIOUEHVEM, JIIOON
Havuasia XX B. OYeHb KMBO OTKJIMKAIMCh Ha KYJIBTYPHbIE COOBITHMS, UTO
BO MHOTOM OBLJIO YTpaueHO BIMOCIeANCTBMU. HayuHoe 3HaHMe [JIST y4acT-
HMKOB BeHCKOro Kpyskka 6bUIO KaK ITPOM3BeIeHe UCKYCCTBA IS XYIOXK-
Hrka. Hy>kHO cKasaTh, YTO U MOBefeHMe UX HAIIOMMHAJIO TIOBEIeHMe Xy-
JIO’KHUKOB: «BeJIM TOXOKUI 60oreMHbI1 06pa3 xkusHu» [Tam ke, c. 94].
Harmpumep, Kazanoch 6bl, TaKOM CyXOM MIPUHITUI, KaK ITPUHITUIT SKOHOMMM
MBIIITEHMST B TEOPUM, pasBUBaeMblii MaxoM, KOTOPbI MMOHMMAJICS MIPO-
CTO KaK TeopeTuyeckoe 060OIIeHNe OLIYIIEHUIA, MPUBOOUI K SK3UCTEH-
[[1aJIbHO 3HAYMMOI MIee MCUe3HOBeHMs «SI»: «SI cOCTOUT U3 OLIYIIEeHNIA.
3a HUMU CKpPBIBAeTCs... BOOOIIe roBops, Huuero. Boobiie Huyero» [Tam
e, c. 47]. 3urmyHp, npuBoguT cyioBa Maxa 06 0cOG0M OITbITe€ BOCIIPHSI -
TSI IPUPOABI Ha MPOTYJIKe, e Max yBumesn cebst Kak KOMIIEKC OLIYIIIe -
HMII BHYTPU NPUPONbI, OGraromapsi yemy IOSBMUIACh Kapukarypa Maxa,
rme ero «$I» msyuaer camo cebs. [Touemy 3TO mokasayioch Maxy 3a6aB-
HbIM, KapMKaTypHbIM? 3UIMYH[ MOSCHSET, YTO 3TO IMOTOMY, 4TOo Max
6611 «usuk mo mosra kocren» [Tam ke]. Ho, mymaercs, uto meno Tyt
He B GuU3MKe, a B TOM, YTO Max 0OGHapy>kui1 cebs B IpUpofe, Iae ero Kak
JIMYHOCTM He ObITIO, ¥ eMy MOKa3aJIoCh 3a0aBHBIM, UTO HUMYEro M3ydaeT
cebsI-HMYEero, YTO BOSMOMKEH B3IVISII HMYEro Ha camo cebsi, Tae cebs-To
1 HeT. To ecTb yesioBeueckoe «SI» — 3TO MJUTIO3USI IPUPOABI VUIU B TIPU-
porne. besycioBHO, Takoe HE MOIVIO OCTaThCSl He3aMEeUeHHBIM, 3TO ObLIO
MOOXBAueHO B JIMTEpAType M MCKYCCTBE, HO BOBCE He B (M3UUYECKOM
CMBICJIE, a B MeTadM3NUeCKOM, Yero HUKaK He coOMpasics IpemnjiaraTh
Max. To ectb anTMMeTadu3MUecKoe BocrpusTie dpusuku Maxom, 61aro-
Iaps MO3TUYECKOM MHTEepIpeTalui, MpeBpaliajoch B MeTadusmyeckoe
1 06peTasio MOMYJIIPHOCTh MMEHHO Kak MeTadusudeckoe. IroH @pumenb
npejjiaraj MoJaoXKUTh «ucdesaroniee I» Maxa B OCHOBaHMe MMIIPECCHO-
HusMa: «Koporko roBopsi, oun nucanu Maxa» [Tam sxke]. Max npuHumnm-
aJIbHO He cOGMPaJICs BbICKA3BIBATLCS O «Belly-B-cebe» M TOMY MOg06HOM
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MeTadusuKe, y HEro 3TO He 6bIJIO MMPOBO33PEHUECKM BbICKAa3bIBAHMEM,
HO MICKYCCTBO 3aHMMAETCs] MUPOOIIYIIIEHMEM, MCKYCCTBO He MHTepecyeT
onryiieHue 6e3 MUPOOITYIIEHNS, UCKYCCTBO — 3TO B3IVIS[ HA OILIYIIEHNS
yepes mupooinyiienne. Ecan y Maxa snumuHanys «SI» 6buta KapukaTy-
POIi, TO B MUCKYCCTBE 3TO OBIJIO CEPbe3HbIM OTKPOBEHMEM, CEPbEe3HBIM MU-
pooriryiieHnemM. @usndeckoe, HAyYHOE MBIIIJIEHME — 9TO MbIIILJIEHNE Ye-
JIOBEKa ¥ OCTAeTCs TaKOBbIM, HECMOTpsS Ha BCe TOMBITKM BeHCKOro
KpPY’KKa OTHEUTb Mpo6IeMbl HayKu OT IIPOoGJieM uejioBeka. JTO He IOy -
YajioCh Y YYaCTHMKOB BeHCKOro KpyskKa Jjaske B OTHOIIEHUM CaMUX CeOsl,
MOTOMY YTO JIJISI TAKOBOTO OTHEJIeHMsI OHU ObLIM CJIUIIKOM SMOIMOHAJIb-
HO 3aXBauye€Hbl, YTOOBI OTHEINUTb HAYKy OT CBOEN CTPacTU U OTHECTUCh
K Hel paBHOAYIIHO. [Tpo yyacTHMKOB BeHCKOTo KpyskKa MOSKHO FOBOPUTD
YTO YTOAHO, TOJIbKO HEBO3MOKHO FOBOPUTH 00 MX XOJIOOZHOM OTHOIIIEHUM
K Hayke. DTOC HayKu TpeOGyeT OT yueHOro GecIpuCTPacTHOCTU B €ro pa-
60Te, OHAKO OTKYZA K& TOTZA B3AThCSI CTPACTHOMY MHTEPECY K 3aHSITUIO
HayKO?

[Toskasyit, omHa U3 caMbIX CBO€OOPasHbIX GUTYP JIOTUUECKUX MO3U-
TUBUCTOB — 3TO KymMup Bcero naBwkeHust Jlrompur ButrenmrreitH. [Tapa-
JTOKCAJTbHBIM 06pa3oM «KPUCTaJIbHAS SICHOCTb» ero «Jlormro-dumiocod-
CKOTO TpaKTaTa» OKasaJlaCh MaJIOMTOHATHOM Jake IJIsl TeHUaIbHBIX YMOB
€ro BpeMeHM, a OOCYKIeHMe TpaKTara MPOXOAMJIO MOopou B ¢dopmax,
He COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX CTPOTO¥ JIOTMKe HayKu. BcTpeua Burtrenireiina
c BeHckuM Kpy>kKKOM 6ojiee HallOMMHAaIa SIBJIEHME IIPOpOKa: TYT ObLIO
M «TaMHCTBOY», U pasfesieHue Ha Oojiee «IMOCBSIIIEHHbIX» U MeHee. Cama
MaHepa obO1eHus: ButreHiireiiHa HUKaK He BIMCHIBAIACh B TEMY JIOTUYE-
CKOTO MTOHMMAaHMS HayKu. Yero CTOUT TOJIbKO omycaHme BcTpeun KapHaria
¢ Butrenireitnom: «Korma s HakoHell TO3HAKOMMUJICS ¢ BUTreHILITeTHOM,
TO ybemmics, 4To mpemocrepeskeHust I1MKa MOTHOCTBIO OMpPaBIAHHBI.
CkiagpIBasIoCh BrieuatieHue, GyITO CBOIO CUCTEMY OH COo3maJi, 6iarogapst
6GO’KECTBEHHOMY O03apEHMIO, ITOSTOMY Mbl HEBOJIBHO OILYIIAIM, UTO JIKO-
Oble Tpe3Bble PAlMOHATbHbIE APTYMEHTBI MJIY aHA/IN3 €ro KHUTU ObLTU ObI
npodanaumeit» [3urmynz, 2021, c. 179]. Tyt oueBMaHas mapamoKcalib-
HOCTb CUTYaIlMM: JIIOAY BCTPEUAIOTCS IJIT TOTO, YTOOBI TIOTOBOPUTH C aB-
TOPOM O €ro KHUTe TPO JIOTMYecKoe MoHMMaHue ¢minocobuu, u B Mpo-
1ecce OOIIEHMST OIYIIAIOT, YTO PalMOHAJbHbIN (JIOTMUECKMI) aHaIu3
M apryMeHTbI B 9TOM OOIIIEHUY HEYMECTHbI, IBJISTIOTCS ITpodaHanuein (06-
vupineHeMm)! A Benb NMPUHIMUIIBI HayKM TPeOYIOT YHUBEPCATbHOCTU
" pasmesisieMOCTH 3HaHMs, a He PeJIMTMO3HOro TauHCTBa. «Dusuk Bosbd-
raur [Tayam msarko momuryumBat Han IImukom - Mo, BeHCKMIT KPyskOK
npesparmica B “pesmruio”. I'ycraB Beprman yyke He Tak MSITKO SI3BWII,
yto rpynmna Illnuka nmpesparuiack B “cBammimiie guiocobun Burren-
mreifHa” — mpuyeM caMm BurreHmreliH tam Jaske He mosiisercs» [Tam
ke, ¢. 373]. Bo3MOXXHO, 3TO He GBIJIO MPOCTO CTPAHHOCTBIO, a BBIPAKa-
JIO TEHAEHIINIO MHTYUTUBHBIX OKMIaHMI. XOPOIIMM MPUMEPOM MOKET
MOCJIYKUTh UCTOPUS O TOM, Kak Paccen M Myp mpuHMMaIM SK3aMeH
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y Burtrenireitna: « BUTTEHIIITEH MTOTHSICS, CHUCXOOUTEIBHO MOXJIOA
9K3aMEHATOPOB IIO Ijiedam 1 ckasar: “Huuero-umuuero, Bbl Bce paBHO HU-
Korga sToro He moumete”» [3urmynn, 2021, c. 180]. Cymsa mo 3Toi cu-
Tyalyu, 30eChb YK€ MOKHO TOBOPUTb O UEM-TO BPOLE «IIPOPOUECKUX»,
«MecCcMaHCKuUx» oxxkupmaHuit y Paccena u Mypa ot duiocodpun Butren-
IIITENHA, XOTSI OHM SIBHO HE OTIMYAIUCh CKJIOHHOCTBIO K MUCTUKE. VH-
TepecHO TMPOCJIeINTh, KaK pa3sBMBAIUCL Breuamienus Paccesma o But-
TeHIITEelHe: OT «IIPOCTO Oypak» OO «reHuin». Takoil pa3sbpoc OILEHOK
TOBOPUT O TOM, UTO IIpefjiaraeMoe BUTreHITeliHoM He ObLIO SBHBIM IJI51
Paccena, ckopee 3aTparuBajio Kakue-TO CTPYHbI OXKMIOAHUMA U HaTEKT,
Paccena. [Touemy Jyiornueckyie MO3UTUBUCTDI MPUAABAIM TaKOe 3HAUEHME
oxkumanusaM? Ecyi aBTOp mopaBasl HalesKIy, TO Ha 9Ty HAAEXKMy OTKIIM-
KaJIUCh U OKUAQIM OT HErO «OTKpoBeHuit». Kasanoch 6bl, B cepe cTporo
HayyHOTO OOGCYKIEHUSI He MEeCTO MHTYUTMBHBIM OXXMIAHMSIM, KOTOpbBIE
CPOIHM TOW camol MeTadusuke, MPOTUB KOTOPOM TaK OTYASTHHO OGOpO-
JIUCh YYaCTHMKY BeHCKOro KpyskKa ¥ UX €IMHOMBIIUIEHHUKU. MOKHO
CKasaTb, YTO camMa MeTabu3NKa — 3TO He UTO MHOe, KaK Te UJIU VHbIE O3KM-
nmauyst. [Tomyuyaercs, 4YTO MPOTUBHUKY MeTapU3NKKU MeTahusmyHo 60po-
such ¢ Metadusukoit. [IbiTasgch 0cBO6OAUTHCS OT MeTadu3uKku, BeHckuii
KPY>KOK M30aB/ISICS OT camoro cebs, HeCJIy4yaiiHO UX IIpemIlleCTBEHHK
Max npuXoguT K MCUYEe3HOBEHMIO «SI», moromy uto «SI» 6e3 OKumaHui,
JIUIIIb YYBCTBYIOILIEE — 3TO, TIO CYTH, U €CTh yucuesHyBiee «SI». [Ipuuem
37eCh HaIpalllMBaeTCsl TaKOe COMOCTaBeHye: ecau y Maxa 6blIo «McUes-
HyBiee “S”, To y BeHckoro kpykka 6buI0 MeTadu3nUeCKoe «H6e3Mor-
BM€». BBIJIAIUT JIOTMYECKM BEPHBIM, UTO MCUE3HYBIIIee BMECTe C MeTa-
usukoit «S» HgOmKHO OBITH MeTahU3NMUYECKU «0Oe3MOJIBHBIM», BelIb
TOBOPUTb ITPOCTO HEKOMY. EC/M MOKHO ObLJIO ObI IPEIIOIOKUTb METa-
(usMueckyro TOUKy 3peHust Ha BeHcKMiT KpysKOK, TO OH HOJIKeH OblI 6bl
BBIIVISIIETh KaK cOOpaHue MPUBUIEHUN, KOTOpble 06CYKIAIOT JOCTOBEp-
HOCTb (haKTa CBOEro HeObITHS. iHTepecHbI OTHOLIIEHMS] BEHCKOTo Kpy>kKa
C MaTeMaTMKOM-UaeayucToM ['émeneM, KOTOpBI Aa’Ke CTaBWI IIEJIbIO
BBecT MeTabusuky IaToHa B HAyKy ¥ CTapaTeIbHO CKPBIBAJI OT KOJUIET
CBOM MeTa(pu3NUecKue yCTPEMJIEHMS — Ka3aJioCh Obl, UTO Y HUX MOIJIO
6bITh 0611er0? BO3MOKHO, MHTYUTUBHBIE oxkupanus y I'énens 6u1am 60-
Jilee OCO3HaHbI, YeM Yy WIEHOB BeHCKOro Kpykka, HO, cyas mo Pacceny
u Burrenmreiiny, BoBce uMm He uyknbl. K Tomy ske, Kak 0Ka3aaoch BIO-
CenCTBUM, MHTYULIMS ['€esis ero He moABesia: TPaaUIIMs aHATUTIIECKON
dwiocodbun BosBpaiaercs K metadusmke. «HecmoTpst Ha TO, 4TO 06e
TpaguuMyu ObUIM PENIUTETbHO HACTPOEHBI MPOTUB MeTapU3NKU, U3 HUX
BbIIUTM (GMI0CODCKIE TeUeHMsI, KOTOpble ObUTM B MOJIHOM CMBbIC/IE METa-
busmueckuMu 1 0co3HaBaM cebst MMEHHO TakoBbiMu» [Jlake, 2015, c. 5].
N coBpemeHHas aHaymThueckas Guiocodusi aKTUBHO CTPEMUTCS OCO-
3HaTh CBOIO CBsI3b ¢ MeTadmsukoit [ Chalmers, 2009; Christias, 2018].

B kHure aBTOp 06XOOUT MOJTYAHMEM MHOTME NebaThl B 00IaCTY SIN-
CTEMOJIOTMM M METOAOJIOTMM HayKy, BeOyIIMecs MapasuiesibHO C JIoThYe-
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CKMM TIO3UTHMBM3MOM, OFHAKO apxeTunuyeckuii criop KaprHama u Xaiimer-
repa IpONyCTUTh ObUIO HEBO3MOXHO. Becrpeua Kapnana m Xaigerrepa
omycaHa B KHMUTe 3UTMYHIA KaK «CJIyJaiHas», XOTs, COIVIACHO UCCJIeNO-
Bauuio M. @puamana «Pumocodust Ha nepenythe: Kapnan, Kaccupep
u Xanperrep» [®puaman, 2021, c. 24], KapHamn 6b11 oueHb BIevyaT/ieH
XaiimerrepoM, ¥ BCTpeua ux Obljia COBCceM He cirydarHoy, KapHamn msyuan
«BoiTHe M Bpemsi» Xarnpaerrepa, CIyIIaI €ro JIEKIUU, TPUCYTCTBOBAI Ha
criope Kaccupepa ¢ Xangerrepom. Y Bnociencreum KapHamn B cBoeM co-
YMHEHNUM BBIOMPAET «IICEBAOMPENIOKEHNS» UMEHHO U3 COUMHEHMUST Xani-
Jlerrepa, OCO3HABas MpPY 3TOM, UTO JIOTMUYECKass KPUTMUKA HUCKOJIbKO He
3ameBaeT Xalferrepa, MoTomMy 4To Xaiflerrep OTpuUIlaJ LEeHTPaIbHYIO
dwtocodCcKyIo posib JIOTMKM Y TOYHBIX HayK. «PasmennBiiiee X COCTOSIIO
B OTpuliaHuy XauJgerrepomM HeHTPaJIbHOM (PUIOCOPCKON pOIU JIOTUKU
M TOYHBIX HayK, Kak pa3 Toro, uto yreepxkzaan Kapnam» [Tam ke, c. 29].
Jloruko-HayuHoe orpuniaume «Hudto» HMYero He sHauwiIoO Jjis1 Xaumer-
repa, MOTOMY YTO OH-TO Kak pas ¥ OCIapuBaJI MPaBO JIOTMUECKU CYOUTH
06 3TOM. YTBepsKaeHue 3UrMyH/Ia, uTO «MeTadu3uKa 1 aHa/IM3 I3bIKa M0~
BEPHYJIUCh IPYT K APYTY CIMHOMNM, ¥ C TEX TOP MYTU UX PaJUKAIbHO Paso-
uuucb» [3urmysg, 2021, c. 203], Hy>kHO IOHMMaTh, CKOpee, B CMMBOJIN-
YeCKOM CMbIC/Ie, B CMbIC/IE Havyala PacKoJia, IIOTOMY YTO pasroBOpP TOTrHa
ele MPoIOJIKAJICS Ha OMHOM (MTOCO(CKOM SI3bIKE, XOTS TPEIMHA YIayo-
JISI7IACh Y TOJIBKO CO BpeMeHeM IpMBeJia OT 60pbObI Pa3HbIX TOUYEK 3PEHMS
K (OpMUPOBAHMIO TIPUHIIUITUAIBLHO Pa3INUYHbIX GMIOCOMCKUX TPaIULINIA,
BO MHOT'OM He MPUHMMAIOIIVX IPYT OpyTra.

BeHCKMIT KPY>KOK TIOJTHOILIEHHO MPOPaboTasT BCETO JIUIb JECATD JIET,
OIHAKO ero BJ/IMsIHME Ha COBPEMEHHYIO eMY KYJIBTYpPY 6bLIO KOJIOCCATBHO,
M OT3BYKM 3TOTO BJMSIHUSI UYBCTBYIOTCS M Terepb. BeHCKUil KpPysKOK
OKa3aJl BAMSIHME HA Pa3sBUTHE MCKYCCTBA, apXUTEKTYPbI, TIOJUTUKU, IKO-
HOMMKM, CTAaTUCTUKM U Jaske My3eiHoi JesTesbHOCTU. HelipaT cosmast
COBEpIIIEHHO HOBBINM IMOAXOM K CO3MaHUIO My3eeB, pa3pabarbiBaj rpadu-
YECKYI0 CTATUCTUKY U Haxke ObUI TPUIJIAIIEH COBETCKMM IPaBUTENIb-
CTBOM, 4TOOBI MPUHATH y4yacTe B cozmaHuyu VHCTMUTYTa M306pasuTesib-
Hou cratuctuku nog, arupoir 'ocusgara CCCP. Unenb BeHcKOro Kpyskka
yuTaam JieKiy B bayxayse — BEeMKOI LIKOJIE apXUTEKTYPHOTO (QYHKIMO-
HaymmsMa. U Te, u Opyrue MbITAIUCh MOCTPOUTh CJIOKHbIE KOHCTPYKIIMM
U3 SICHBIX TMPOCTBbIX JIEMEHTOB, U Te, U JIpyrue OOSUTUCh HEKOPATUBHBIX
um Metadusmueckux usnuiuects [ Vrahimis, 2012].

Ha mepBbiit B3mIsIn (e UCXOOUTh M3 CTPOTOTO MpeaMeTa HayKiu),
COBEPILIEHHO HEIMOHSITHO BJMsIHME BEHCKOro KpyskKa Ha TaKuX IMCATeJIen,
KaK 5K3MCTEHIMaIbHO MbIC/SIMI Pob6epT Mysuib ¥ CKJIOHHBIN K MUCTH -
ke Jleo Tlepyu. Kpome Toro, «Tembl U AUCKYCCHUM B JIUTEPATYPHOI KOH-
tenuyy Mysuiist 0GHapysKMBAIOT METOIOJIOTMYECKOE CXOACTBO C TOIXO-
namy Benckoro kpy>kka» [Arslan, 2014, p. 189]. 3urmyHz npuBoguT cao0Ba
P. Mysust mpo repost u3 ero pomana «Yesoek 6e3 cBoicts»: «OH 3auM-
CTBYET CBOJ MaTeMaTM4eCKuil CTWIb y Hulille: ero MplljieHne XOJIOIHO,
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OCTpO, KaK HOX, MaTeMaTuuHo» [3urmyHz, 2021, c. 240]. Oto, Ka3zanock
Obl, OUeHb HETUIMYHAs ¥ TapaJoKCcajbHas MHTepIpeTalyus — YBUIETh
B KHUT'aX Hmume MaTeMaTUKy. BTI/I nmycarte/in XOTsa He BXOOWJIN B BeH—
CKMII KPY)KOK, OJHAKO CHUIEIM B TeX ke Kade, OBIIIAIM TeM K€ KyJlb-
TYPHBIM BO3IYyXOM BeHbI, BO3MOKHO, ITO3TOMY 3JIEMEHThI HayYHOTO M-
POIOHMMAHMSI CTPAHHBIM OOPa3OM BXOOMIM B MCKYCCTBO, @ MCKYCCTBO
B/IVISUIO Ha BOCIIPUATME HAyKM, EJIAJIO BOCIIPUSITIE HAYKM OTUACTU XyHO-
SKECTBEHHBbIM. ODTO IIPOSIBJIEHME TOW COBMECTMMOCTY HECOBMECTMMOTO,
KOTZIa B3aMMOMCKJTIOUAIOIIe 00IacTy KYJIbTYPbI, OKa3bIBAETCS, HE TaK V3K
U paspesieHbl, MPOSIBJIEHNEe eIMHCTBA PasjIMUHbIX, HA MEPBBIA B3IVISIM CO-
BEpIIIEHHO He CBSI3aHHbIX KYJIBTYPHBIX sIBJIeHNI. [IpOTMBOCTOsIHIE CTPOTO-
rO MBIIIUTEHMS], 3AIIUTHMKOM KOTOPOro ObUT BEHCKMIT KPYKOK, U XymOsKe-
CTBEHHOV 006pasHOCTM B (GmIocodmy MPOXOOUT Yepe3 BCIO ee UCTOPUIO,
9TO BEYHBII BOIIPOC.

Kaskercs;, B BeHCckOM Kpy>kKe Obljla Kakas-TO SKM3HEHHAs! 3aKBacKa,
MIPOTUBOTIOJIOKHAS TeKIapupyeMoi UMM Ge3KU3HEeHHO! Hay4yHOU CTpO-
TOCTM, KOTOpas ¥ TO3BOJIMJIA MM OKa3aThb TaKoe MacIlTabHOe BJUSHUE
Ha BCIO 3allaJHYI0 Ky/JIbTYypy. OTa IIKOJA OKas3ajach CTOJb BMSATEIbHA
He TOJIbKO Gj1arofapsi Hay4YHOMY COAEpPsKaHuIo, HO U Gyaromapsi ryMaHu-
CTUYECKOV COCTAaBJISIONIEN, JKM3HEHHOM CTPaCT, KOTOpasl Jejajia HayKy
3HaUMMBIM IIpeIMETOM MMPOOLLYIEeHUS, He B YTWJIUTAPHOM, a, CKOpee,
B POMaHTMYECKOM CMbIC/Ie. B 3akmioueHne XoueTcsl CKasaTb, YTO KHUTA
3urMyHza mnoTepsiia 661 BCe CBOe OuapoBaHue, eciu Obl cyiefoBaia TOU-
HBIM TPUHIMIIAM WM3JIOKEHUSI CTPOTOM HayKM, KOTOPbIE IEeKIapupoBas
BeHckmit KpysKOK.
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