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W. Spohn

TRUTH AND RATIONALITY

This paper is about the pragmatic notion of truth, according to which what we believe in the
ideal limit of inquiry is true. Hence, it refers to the dynamics of belief and thus to theoretical
rationality. Thereby, truth and rationality are inexorably entangled; neither can be ex-
plained without the other. The paper intends to make plausible that this entanglement may
be developed into rigorous and fruitful theory.
Keywords: the pragmatic notion of truth, the dynamics of belief, rationality.

1. Introduction1

The last chapter of [1] explains my version of what may be the deepest connec-
tion in theoretical philosophy, that between truth and rationality. Claiming such
a version may be presumptuous. Many able philosophers have already tackled this
topic. Well, the first lesson about philosophy is that it is a Sisyphus’ task. If you are
gifted and lucky, you roll the stone up the mountain near to where your mothers
and fathers did, or a little besides or even a little bit further. It’s not really impor-
tant how far you get; it is important to keep the stone rolling, so that your sons and
daughters may go on trying more easily on smoother paths. This is my only goal:
to keep the stone rolling.

This chapter attempts to develop the beginnings of a rigorous theory about that
connection with potentially interesting and far-reaching consequences. This is not
my goal here. Here I only want to make intelligible that there really is a connec-
tion, what it may be, and that it may indeed be turned from metaphor to theory. In
trying to do so, I will avoid mounting any formal hurdles. Thus, this paper serves
as a basic introduction to this chapter.

1 This paper is a printed version of my Lakatos lecture, which I gave on May 9, 2013, at the London
School of Economics on the occasion of the distinction of my book [1] by the Lakatos Award 2012. There I
first express my deep indebtedness to David Hume; the book is Humean in spirit through and through. The
primary aim of the lecture was, however, to explain, in an entirely informal way, the point of chapter 17 of
this book, the last and quite inaccessible chapter after a long series of difficult formal chapter. Hence it
should serve as a useful introduction to the deep issues pursued in this chapter. The paper leaves the body of
the lecture unchanged. I have not tried to further elaborate its various lines of thought. Only the introduction
is new. And the style is slightly changed from a talk to a paper. Moreover, I ought to and hence did make
explicit at least some of the many hidden references.
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Section 2 will start with addressing truth. Its point will be that the pragmatic
theory of truth is not an appendix to the correspondence theory of truth, but an in-
dependent account on an equal footing. The pragmatic theory clearly requires
a rational account of the dynamics of belief. Section 3 will pursue this connection
and explains the role of reasons for such an account. So the question arises how
much we can say about the rationality of the dynamics of belief. The point of sec-
tion 4 will be to argue that we can say indeed more than was hitherto thought and
that there are indeed general rationality principles linking truth with reasons and
thus with the dynamics of belief. These principles substantiate the pragmatic theory
of  truth.  Finally,  section  5  will  briefly  address  some  familiar  worries  about  the
emerging theory. I will be content with explaining that they seem to be resolvable.

2. Truth

What’s truth? Clearly something most important. If we did not conceive of
ourselves as truth seekers, we would miss a central human dimension. For instance,
we could close down our universities. And when we seek the truth, we seek some-
thing objective that we can share and debate. If truth were only subjective, truth for
you and truth for me, there would be nothing to share and to debate.

However, what is it what we are seeking there? Its content seems elusive. The
classical quote is from Aristotle’s Metaphysics (1011b25), which is partially bor-
rowed from Plato’s Sophist. It says: “To say of what is that it is not, or of what is
not that it is, is false, while to say of what is that it is, and of what is not that it is
not, is true.” This is the famous correspondence theory, which says that truth is
assigned to our thoughts, beliefs, or claims if they agree with the facts. This sounds
trivial, it is trivial, but it is almost the only game in town.

After the correspondence theory remained pupated for two thousand years, it
was first turned into a proper theoretical enterprise by Tarski’s semantic theory of
truth. It is surprising to see how many fine distinctions philosophers have devel-
oped in the meantime, how many slight variants of that platitude, and how many
subtle arguments for and against the variants.

I am far from belittling those attempts. They form a fascinating cosmos.1 However,
if one looks at them from some distance they appear like idle play. There are all those
ontological categories: assertions, sentences, beliefs, contents, propositions, states of
affairs, facts, events, even tropes, and so forth. All these categories may and should be
distinguished. But somehow they all seem to mutually correspond, in virtue of the fact
that they all are identified by propositional complements: the assertion that a is P, the
sentence “a is P”, the belief that a is P, the proposition that a is P, the fact that a is P,
the event of a’s P-ing, the trope of a’s being P, etc. We seem to move here within a
linguistic  switching  yard.  It  is  certainly  instructive  to  study  all  the  switches,  but  we
seem to gain not much ground by doing so.

The core deficit of all those variants of the correspondence theory of truth is
their complete epistemological barrenness. We had hoped that truth theories give
us guidance in finding the truth or at least in certifying when we possess the truth;
this is our need. However, correspondence theories give us nothing of that sort.

1 An excellent overview over this cosmos of the correspondence and its history is given by Künne [2].
Unfortunately, epistemic theories of truth, to which I will turn below, receive a rather depreciatory treatment
in this book in my view. For a still more formal treatment of this cosmos see, e.g., [3].
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Already Berkeley has ridiculed the correspondence theory by remarking that only
ideas are similar to ideas. We are caught within our ideas and can compare them
only with further ideas and not with the external facts themselves.

That is, you can, of course, compare my beliefs with the external world and
judge whether I am right or wrong. Therefore, one might say that the correspon-
dence theory grasps truth from an ontological or third person perspective. Now it is
certainly helpful when you tell me whether I am right or wrong. However, from my
point of view this is just another opinion that I should take into account; how much
it counts is up to my assessment. When I seek epistemological advice from truth
theories, I look for a truth theory from the epistemological or first person perspec-
tive. Moreover, we are all sitting in one boat. External views on us are healthy, but
in the end the first person perspective is not an individual one, but the collective
perspective of humanity. We need a truth theory filling this perspective.

The hard-boiled correspondence theorist thinks that we are seeking a chimera.
Still, many respectable philosophers have undertaken this search; they meet a need,
and they can’t be all wrong. However, when we follow them, we sink into a mo-
rass. In the post-Wittgenstein era, people looked for a criterion of truth that should
help us deciding about the truth1. Criteria were not definitions, but almost; they
were reasons that cannot be trumped. My impression is that criteria are outmoded
today; people seem to have given up on them.

Still earlier, there was the coherence theory of truth vigorously discussed
among the logical positivists and maintained also by the British idealists. The truth
criterion, to use this word, should somehow lie in the coherence of a belief with the
other true beliefs2. No doubt, our judgment formation is importantly guided by co-
herence considerations. However, at the old times the program foundered at the
impossibility of more precisely grasping the notion of coherence; and in my view
this situation has not basically changed. The notion of coherence seems too vague
and too hard to grasp to be suited as a theoretical key to truth3.

There is another theory, still older than the logical positivists, namely Charles
Sanders Peirce’s pragmatic theory of truth. It attempts to state a close relation be-
tween belief and truth and seems thus suited to inform the epistemological first-
person perspective. Its central notion is the limit of inquiry. We do science for
many centuries; we explore the world ever more extensively and intensively, at
new places, in new dimensions, and with refined methods and theories. Of course,
we have thus explored only a minute part of the universe. But imagine that we
carry on this process indefinitely until we have investigated absolutely everything.
This is an extremely counterfactual assumption, for sure. Mankind will remain pa-
rochial and goes extinct. It is even physically entirely impossible to get very far
with this investigation, and it is impossible to carry out any investigation without
changing the universe, though we usually pretend that our observations do not in-
fluence the observed. Still, we are very familiar with what is supposed to get car-
ried to a limit; that limit is not so alien.

1 For instance, Rescher [4] takes his coherence theory of truth about the criteriology and not about the
definition of truth.

2 For a short presentation of the history of the coherence theory of truth see [2, sect. 7.1.2]. However, till
the present day [4] is the only full-blown, even if idiosyncratic elaboration of a coherence theory of truth.

3 Recently, there are quite a number of attempts to explicate coherence in probabilistic terms; cf.,  e.g.,
[5]. However, as far as I see they can’t be used for promoting any coherence theory of truth.
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In the limit, our beliefs cover everything. Are they true? We may still cultivate
our skepticism, but this would definitely be mere paper doubt. There remains no
skeptical gap. There is no experience and no consideration left that could prove us
wrong. Hence, they must be true. At least, we are perfectly justified in calling them
true, in the specific sense of perfection reachable only in this limit. Or to express it
in my favorite slogan: After the exhaustion of all reasons our beliefs must be true.

This is my phrasing of the pragmatic theory of truth. Peirce [6, sect. IV] puts it
in the following succinct way:

“The opinion which is fated to be ultimately agreed to by all who investigate, is
what we mean by the truth, and the object represented in this opinion is the real.
That is the way I would explain reality.“

Even more pertinent, perhaps, is the following quote of James [7, 98]: Truth is
„an expedient in the long run and on the whole of course … The ‚absolutely’ true,

meaning what no farther experience will ever alter, is that ideal vanishing point towards
which we imagine that all our temporary truths will some day converge.“

The pragmatic tradition is still strong in American philosophy. In his penulti-
mate period Hilary Putnam was a vigorous defender of pragmatic or, as he called
it, internal truth. His still shorter slogan was: the ideal theory must be true – where
the ideal theory is the one reached in that counterfactual limit of inquiry.1

So far, so good. The pragmatic theory of truth sounds attractive, if not convinc-
ing. However, I had dismissed the coherence theory as quite hopeless. Is the prag-
matic theory any better? It sounds quite obscure. Indeed, this is the most salient
difference to the correspondence theory. After its wakening through Tarski, the
latter meets all standards of rigorous theorizing; the switching yard, as I called it, is
basically under our strict conceptual control. Quite the opposite is true of the
pragmatic theory up to the present days, so much so, that the opponents may well
doubt that we are dealing with any theory of truth at all.

In the rest of this paper I would like to defend the view that the pragmatic the-
ory really offers a second notion of truth that is, to some extent, amenable to rigor-
ous theorizing. I emphasize: a second notion. This entails that I fully accept the
correspondence theory or some of its variants. It also entails that there are indeed
two notions of truth. There are both, the epistemological first-person and the onto-
logical third-person perspective; and each has its own notion of truth.

Let me add a remark as an aside: Two-dimensional semantics, which I fully
endorse, has taught us that there are two kinds of intensions, horizontal and
diagonal or C- and A-intensions. Correspondence truth pertains to horizontal
intensions, and pragmatic truth pertains to diagonal intensions. And then the
term “true” has a two-dimensional meaning by itself, with a horizontal inten-
sion determined by the correspondence theory and a diagonal intension deter-
mined by the pragmatic theory – so that the two theories are united within one
two-dimensional scheme.

These are only programmatic hints pointing to the larger picture behind this
paper.2 Let me return to pragmatic truth by itself. As explained so far it is not yet
fit for that larger picture; we must try to develop it more precisely.

1 See, e.g., [8], [9].
2 In [10] I have elaborated on this picture and argued more carefully that indeed two theories of truth are

required.
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3. Thy Dynamics of Belief

The starting point seems quite obvious. If we want to understand the limit of
inquiry, we need to understand our motion approaching that limit, that is, the dy-
namics of our belief or judgment formation, indeed the rational dynamics how it
ought to rationally move, and not the actual dynamics with all its a- and irrational
influences and restrictions such as forgetfulness, stubbornness, etc. Saying this al-
ready gives a sense of how our two key terms “truth” and “rationality” may come
together. The task is to unfold this connection.

Strangely, the dynamic perspective on our beliefs is not so old. Early philoso-
phy of science with its emphasis on confirmation or corroboration, i.e., on the con-
text of justification and its neglect of the context of discovery had quite a static
perspective1. The situation dramatically changed with Thomas Kuhn’s Structure of
Scientific Revolutions [13]. However, Kuhn thereby offered only a descriptive pic-
ture of the dynamics of science, and it remained a mystery whether there might be
any rationality in that picture. Lakatos [14] and Stegmüller [15] were about the first
to make constructive proposals at this point.

Ever since, theory change has remained an important topic in philosophy of
science. I should admit, though, that there is a much older probabilistic treatment
of epistemic change, which goes back to the 18th century, namely Bayes’ theorem,
which infers posterior probabilities from prior probabilities and likelihoods and
thus lays foundations to statistical inference. However, both strands of thought are
not well suited for our purposes.

Probabilistic epistemology proceeds on a fundamental theoretical level, which
is just the right one for such a foundational topic as ours, and it provides a fully
developed dynamic account. The basic problem, though, is this: There are no be-
liefs according to probabilistic epistemology; no subjective probability amounts to
a belief. In probabilistic terms, you always take things to be more or less probable,
but never to be true or false, as a belief does2. And it makes probabilistic episte-
mology unsuited for pursuing the pragmatic theory of truth.

My discontent with the post-Kuhnian strand is quite the opposite. This strand
proceeds in terms of acceptance and rejection of theories or paradigms. This is well
in line with talking of belief and disbelief. However, it starts at the wrong end by
focusing on scientific theories, which certainly are the most complex objects of our
epistemic attitudes. Foundational theorizing may reach, but must not start with
such complexities. In this respect, my sympathies go with probability theory.

However, the fact that theory change was on the post-Kuhnian agenda strongly
stimulated more foundational studies. The field is variegated, but the most promi-
nent paradigm certainly is belief revision theory as established by Gärdenfors [18]
and Alchourrón et al. [19]3.

1 Popper [11] and Carnap [12] may count as two of the old paradigms.
2 I refer here to the famous lottery paradox, introduced by Kyburg [16, p. 197], which shows that the

Lockean thesis, as it is called today, is not satisfiable in a probabilistic way. The Lockean thesis says that A is
believed if and only if the degree of belief in A is sufficiently high. Despite ingenious attempts to overcome
the problem (cf., e,g., [17]) I think it as unresolved as ever. Indeed, it is a fundamental cause of ranking the-
ory as developed in [1]. If degrees of belief are understood as ranks, the Lockean thesis is trivially satisfied.
See also my discussion in [1, ch. 10].

3 In the meantime there are many introductions into this field. A nice and brief recent one is [20].
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This theory has been my direct reference point. Very early I observed that it
provides only an incomplete rational dynamics of belief and sought to improve it.
The result was ranking theory, which I conceived of in 1982, which was first pub-
lished in [21] and which is fully developed in [1]. It indeed delivers a full rational
dynamics of belief. So, I would like to see ranking theory as the present culmina-
tion point of the development alluded to1. I certainly cannot claim to have returned
to the complexities of theory change, of the evolution and revolution of scientific
theories, also because there are more problems involved than those of belief
change, the problem of conceptual change, for instance. Still, [1] indicates suffi-
ciently, I think, that those complexities may not be out of reach. In any case, the
fact that ranking theory provides a full rational dynamics of belief makes it suitable
for studying the limiting behavior of that dynamics and thus for substantiating the
pragmatic theory of truth.

How does it do so? In order to explain this I have to explain the basics of the
dynamics of belief. Of course, this is technical stuff in the end, but I can explain
the beginnings in ordinary terms. The fundamental point is this: We receive and
accept reasons, through perception, through asking, listening and reading, and we
rationally change our beliefs in response, and only in response, to receiving rea-
sons. No rational belief change without reasons!

So much seems to go without saying. However, it merely defers the topic of ra-
tional belief change to saying what reasons are. Here we sink into another morass.
This is the crucial battlefield of inductive skepticism. Many brave philosophers
have fought sacrificially to say what good reasons are and to overcome inductive
skepticism. With little success, I find; inductive skepticism is a hydra with many
heads.

As a good Humean I propose to simply yield to inductive skepticism; we will
see  that  there  are  ways  to  erode  it  from inside2. Yielding to it means making the
notion of a reason entirely subject-relative. Whether or not the assumption or
proposition A is, or would be, a reason for me for the assumption or proposition B
is measured by my subjective epistemic state. To be more precise: A is  for  me  a
reason for B if  and only if A supports B or  speaks in favor of B in my view, if A
makes B more  credible  to  me,  that  is,  if B is more credible to me given A than
given non-A. I call this the positive relevance notion of a reason.

This explication requires several remarks. First, this notion of a reason presup-
poses that one can meaningfully speak of conditional degrees of belief. This is pre-
cisely what ranking theory delivers. It refers to beliefs. But, of course, beliefs can
be more or less firm. So, it also refers to degrees of belief. And it does so in uncon-
ditional as well as conditional terms3.

Secondly, reasons may come in various forms. There are sufficient reasons and
necessary reasons, and there are still other increases in degrees of belief. There is,
moreover, negative relevance. A is a reason against B, just in case A is a reason in
favor of non-B.

1 I should mention that possibility theory, which was first developed by Dubois & Prade [22] and con-
tinuously elaborated by them in many papers, is formally equivalent to ranking theory. However, it was never
driven by the firm interpretation and the dynamic interests that determined ranking theory.

2 I have more fully explained this strategy in [23].
3 I have fully developed this notion in ranking theoretic terms in [1, ch. 6]. In probabilistic terms it is

just the notion of incremental confirmation of Carnap [12].



Truth and Rationality 13

Thirdly, this notion of a reason is indeed entirely subjective. What is a reason
for what solely depends on my conditional degrees of belief. If my epistemic state
changes, my structure of reasons may change as well. There is just as much a dy-
namics of reasons as there is a dynamics of beliefs.

Fourthly, it is important to distinguish between being a reason and having a
reason. Perhaps the phrase “A is for me a reason for B” is ambiguous. It may or
may not include that I have or possess, i.e., believe in the reason A. Given this am-
biguity we may enforce the non-inclusive reading by saying that A would be a rea-
son for me in favor of B.

Finally, there is obviously a large intersubjective variance in the possession of
reasons, just as in the possession of beliefs. However, there may even be intersub-
jective variance concerning what would be a reason for what. Just a tiny example: I
argue:  “Mick  Jagger  really  is  the  greatest  pop  star  on  Earth.  He  even  pleases  the
Queen.” And you reply ironically: “Yes, indeed” – thus showing that you take the
argument precisely the other way around. The history of inductive skepticism has
produced more dramatic examples; the new riddle of induction about grue emer-
alds invented by Goodman [24] is certainly one of the most mind-boggling ones.
This indicates the depth of the subject-relativity of that notion of a reason.

Having this notion of a reason firmly in mind, it comes out as an utter platitude
that the rational dynamics of belief is driven by reasons. I have not introduced the
rules of rational belief change, but it seems clear that they basically tell to move to
the degrees of belief conditional on the received evidence as posterior uncondi-
tional degrees of belief, just as Bayes’ theorem tells to do in the probabilistic case.
Hence, I change my degree of belief, and possibly my belief, in a assumption or
proposition B if and only if the received evidence is a reason for or against B.

One will object that this is really cheap success, that I made it true by defini-
tion that reasons drive belief change. Well, yes. But it is at least success, which is
made possible only by our subject-relative notion of a reason.

4. Reasons and Rationality

We have to go on asking: Why does belief change defined in such a subjective
way deserve to be distinguished as rational? This is indeed the crucial question,
and I will give a two-step response. The more substantial second step will move us
back to the pragmatic theory of truth.

The first step consists in the remark that not any distribution of conditional de-
grees of belief is permissible. Of course, each rational epistemic state containing
beliefs must satisfy the basic axioms of ranking theory. And those axioms have
extremely strong normative foundations. Besides the definition of conditional
ranks (= the ranking-theoretic kind of conditional degrees of belief) the axioms
only require the logical consistency of conditional beliefs; you must not believe B
as well as non-B given any consistent condition A. If that’s not reasonable, I don’t
know what is!1

So, these axioms are at least minimal conditions of rationality, which deter-
mine the formal behavior of reasons. However, they still allow a lot of unreason-
ableness. We need to take a second step and to inquire into further postulates of

1 The point is more fully explained in [1, sect. 5.3].
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rationality, which, of course, have an objective claim. This is what I mean by erod-
ing inductive skepticism from inside.

Which form could additional postulates take? Well, they must somehow con-
cern the structure of reasons. Note that, if reasons drive epistemic change, then all
our  capacities  to  learn,  to  form  and  change  beliefs,  are  somehow  implicit  in  the
structure of our conditional beliefs and reasons. For instance, if a proposition were
epistemically independent of all others, we could not learn anything about it, we
could not make any experience about it. This appears unreasonable, and our aim
must be to state principles preventing such a situation.

This aim has a Kantian ring. I would define as a priori each feature that all ra-
tional epistemic states must have and hence those propositions that all rational
epistemic states must believe in; apriority and epistemic rationality fall in one.
Hence, if I am going to explore rational principles of learnability, this is much the
same as Kant’s search for the a priori conditions of the possibility of experience.
Of course, I proceed in quite un-Kantian terms. However, my notion of apriority
seems closer to Kant’s concerns than the current mainstream literature on apriority,
which still tends to ground the a priori only in conceptual relations1.

Let me be a bit more specific about principles of learnability2. We can’t learn
about propositions a priori; we rationally believe in them, anyway, at least when
we master the conceptual means for understanding them. By contrast, empirical
propositions a posteriori may be true or false and may or may not be rationally be-
lieved. Hence, the very first postulate is that a rational epistemic state must be able
to learn about any empirical proposition a posteriori; that is, the degree of belief in
such a proposition must be changeable or revisable. Indeed, it must be revisable
through experience, through evidential or observational propositions.

This is our first principle. It is not news. It is a venerable principle maintained
by empiricists of all brands and through all centuries, though sometimes in exag-
gerated terms of verifiability or falsifiability. I have only added a precise ranking-
theoretic notion of revisability.

Of course, this revisability can obtain only if the structure of reasons is appropriate.
And so the basic empiricist principle entails that for each empirical proposition a poste-
riori there is at least one inductive reason. In fact, we can prove a stronger principle,
namely: however you split up the set of a posteriori propositions in two parts, you al-
ways find a proposition in one part that is a reason for some proposition in the other
part3. So, the latter principle asserts something like the unity of science.

So far, I have postulated the universal sensitivity to experience or evidential
reasons; no dogmatism whatsoever is rationally permissible. However, what’s the
point of this universal sensitivity and its exploitation in our incessant search for
reasons? Getting moved by reasons is no intellectual dance without purpose; rea-
sons should move us in the right direction. Philosophers say that reasons must be
truth-conducive; they move us towards the truth. If this would not be the point of
reasoning, it would be idle play.

1 I have more fully explained these ideas in [1, sect. 17.1].
2 I am going to present now the strategy pursued in [1, sect. 17.2–4] in a very informal way. It is more

fully presented in [25] in a semi-formal way. That paper may thus have a recommendable intermediate level
of explanation.

3 For a proof see [1, pp. 532–536].
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This seems as obvious as it is mysterious. Perhaps I haven’t studied enough,
but I am not aware of any convincing attempts to establish the truth-conduciveness
of reasons. If the aim, truth, is externally determined by a correspondence theory of
truth and if reasons provide our internal guide-line for forming beliefs, then there is
no guarantee that external aim and internal guide-line are in concordance; the skep-
tical gap is wide open.

There is an evolutionary argument. We obviously are pretty successful crea-
tures, but we couldn’t have been so, if our reasons had led us astray too often. So,
apparently, our reasons must be quite reliable in detecting the truth. This is as well
taken as it  was not the answer we were looking for.  No such empirical  argument
from the third person perspective can close the skeptical gap. I think it is impossi-
ble to do so in terms of the correspondence theory1.

Things change when we consider the matter strictly from the internal, first per-
son perspective, i.e., in terms of the pragmatic theory of truth, which refers to the
limit of our reason-finding activities. Then the truth-conduciveness of reasons is
more than an accidental empirical fact.

How precisely might we conceive of the connection? The basic idea of the
pragmatic theory was that truth is wherever our reasons lead us in the limit – how-
ever, not any possible reasons which may lead us anywhere, but only the reasons
we can actually receive in our world, however it may turn out to be. That is, truth is
wherever true reasons lead us in the limit. Again, we have to postulate an appropri-
ate sensitivity of our structure of reasons. That is, we should minimally postulate
that for each true empirical proposition a posteriori there is at least one true induc-
tive reason. We might call this the basic principle of pragmatic truth.

Note that this principle obviously strengthens the basic empiricist principle that
for each proposition there is at least one inductive reason; it adds the leaning to-
wards truth. And again, it is quite obvious. How could a proposition turn out true if
there were not a single true reason speaking in its favor? Or in Putnam’s terms:
how could such a proposition ever become part of the ideal theory?

However, the basic principle of pragmatic truth is also pretty trivial. If I were
to sell it as an exciting insight, one would have every right to be disappointed.
That’s not the point, though. The point that I find interesting is the status of that
basic principle of pragmatic truth. Obviously, it is a principle about both, truth and
rationality, and about their relation. Hence, it might be perceived in two ways.

It might be conceived as a principle of rationality strengthening the principles
mentioned before. As such, it would be an a priori principle, as explained above.
This is how reasons must be structured, if we are to be able to detect and to believe
in truths. In this perspective it again contributes to Kant’s conditions of the possi-
bility of experience.

Or it might be conceived as a principle about truth. Clearly, it cannot serve as a
definition of pragmatic truth; it is just a postulate about truth. As such, however, it
has a conceptual ring. We do not understand what truth could be if that principle
were violated. And so, again, it has an a priori status.

The best perspective is to see the principle as connecting truth and epistemic
rationality. If we want to characterize pragmatic truth, we have to refer to epistemic

1 There certainly are many attempts to close this gap. [26, ch. 8] is a prominent example. Of course, my
negative verdict would require longer argument.
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rationality. And if we are to explore epistemic rationality, we must not stop with
the basic axioms of ranking theory, not with its rules of rational belief change, not
even with the basic empiricist principle and its cognates. We can and must
strengthen our conception of rationality by reversely referring to the notion of
pragmatic truth.

If this paper has any lesson, then it is this point about the inevitable interde-
pendence of truth and rationality. I have not seen it so explicitly stated in the litera-
ture, even though I am sure it has been grasped before.

And I am not disturbed by the triviality of the basic principle of pragmatic
truth. It is often difficult to distinguish between philosophical depths and plati-
tudes. One may even see a philosophical task in transforming apparent depths into
platitudes.

The more important point, though, is that this principle is only the beginning of
a constructive research program. I have only stated the very first principle, which is
obviously quite weak. I believe that it may be strengthened in convincing ways, for
instance to a principle postulating the existence of what I call ultimately stable rea-
sons. The latter then turns out to be provably equivalent to a weak principle of cau-
sality1.

So far, these are global principles: somewhere in the ocean of propositions we
always  find  a  reason.  However,  it  should  be  possible  to  be  more  specific  and  to
find more local principles. Our concepts include to some extent where to look for
reasons for what. If we succeed in this, we should also be able to give more bite to
so-called inferentialism as developed by Brandom [27]. After all, his central, but
quite elusive notion of a material inference seems to find an adequate explication in
my notion of a reason. However, I admit that I have not carried out this localization
of the global principles; this remains to be a strong desideratum. In any case, I
would like to emphasize: if there really is a constructive research program, then in
virtue of the fact that the notion of a reason finds a precise and theoretically ex-
ploitable explication in ranking theory.

5. Some Worries

I hope I have explained my central point as well as it could be done on a few
pages: the interdependence of truth and rationality. Still, one may well doubt that
the pragmatic theory deserves to be called a theory of truth of its own. Let me fi-
nally briefly address three concerns that are often raised in the literature.

First, it has been objected to Putnam that his notion of an ideal theory presup-
poses the notion of truth. Of course, the ideal theory is the true theory, one might
say, true in an antecedently given, presumably correspondence theoretic sense. If
this were so, the entire approach would be doomed. However, I think I have made
clear that we can avoid any such reference to an antecedently given notion of truth.
The ideal theory, if we stick to that term, is characterized within the entanglement
of truth and rationality, where truth is taken in no other than the pragmatic sense.

A second concern is whether the pragmatic stance really offers a theory of
truth. More precisely, the worry is this: Usually, logic is characterized as stating
the basic laws of thought. However, Gottlob Frege, the founder of modern logic,

1 All of this is elaborated in [1, sect. 17.3–4] and informally explained in [25].
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reminded us that there is something even more fundamental, namely the laws of
truth, from which the laws of thought derive1. So, does pragmatic truth really sat-
isfy the laws of truth?

The critical issue is disjunction. Epistemically, it is a very common situation
that we believe in a disjunction A-or-B, but have no idea which of the disjuncts A
and B obtains. By contrast, a disjunction A-or-B can only be true, if at least one of
the disjuncts is true; truth cannot be unopinionated. More specifically, in epistemic
theories such as the pragmatic one,  there seems to be a problem about the law of
excluded middle “A or not-A”, since we may apparently be forever unjustified in
asserting A and in asserting non-A. Intuitionistic logic has therefore abandoned the
law of excluded middle.

However, as I have explained the pragmatic theory of truth, this consequence
does not threaten, or so it seems to me. The basic principle of pragmatic truth pos-
tulated that, if A is true, there will be true reasons for A and, hence, against non-A.
This entails that every disjunction will be resolved in the limit. Of course, this very
sketchy argument should be carefully checked2.

Finally, a notion of truth should be objective in some sense. In the beginning of
this paper I ridiculed the idea of truth for you and truth for me. However, is the
pragmatic theory any better? Why shouldn’t your limit of inquiry not widely di-
verge from my limit? A good question, to which I have only a partial answer.

First, I would like to emphasize that, if we are to get any objectivity, we need
to appeal to the limit  of inquiry.  At each finite state of inquiry we may find arbi-
trary disagreement and arbitrary error. Therefore, no consensus theory of truth will
do in any finite time, even if the consensus is reached in free and sovereign dia-
logue. This is so simply because any finite evidence may be misleading for every-
one. This can change only in that counterfactual limit of inquiry referred to in the
pragmatic theory.

But is the situation actually different in the counterfactual limit of inquiry?
Peirce had the idea that objective reality will enforce agreement upon us in the
limit; recall my quote above that truth is “fated to be ultimately agreed to by all
who investigate”. However, this idea may obstruct the pragmatic project. Objective
reality may be an ontological explanation of agreement within the external third-
person perspective, but the pragmatic theory must attempt to secure it by internal
conditions on the epistemological first-person perspective.

Is this feasible? I am not sure. In the Bayesian context, we have theorems about
agreement in the limit. That is, if we all rationally start with a symmetric probabil-
ity distribution regarding some empirical field governed by some statistical law,
and if we satisfy some further rationality requirement, then evidence will lead us to
agree on the right statistical law, however diverging our starting points otherwise.
This is what Bruno de Finetti’s famous representation theorem entails. This theo-
rem can  be  carried  over  to  ranking  theory3. So, there is at least partial success. I

1 This is Frege’s famous antipsychologistic turn. Cf., e.g., [28, p. XVI].
2 In discussion, Richard Bradley has raised the opposite point. There may also be too many reasons (and

counter-reasons) resulting in suspense of judgment.
3 This is elaborated in [1, sect. 12.5]. A different kind of approach to ranking theoretic limit theorems is

taken by Huber [29].
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would like to think that it can be generalized far beyond the restricted setting of
those theorems. However, this is a mere conjecture so far.

Clearly, there remains a lot of work to do. For now, though, I have sufficiently
rolled around Sisyphus’ stone. If this paper has outlined at least some useful and
not so familiar paths, I would already be content.
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This paper is about the pragmatic notion of truth, according to which what we believe in the ideal
limit of inquiry is true. Hence, it refers to the dynamics of belief and thus to theoretical rationality.
Thereby, truth and rationality are inexorably entangled; neither can be explained without the other. The
paper intends to make plausible that this entanglement may be developed into rigorous and fruitful
theory.
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CONCEIVABLE AND POSSIBLE IN LIGHT OF THE LIMITS OF INTELLECT
Keywords: conceivable and possible, a priori and a posteriori, nature of logic and mathematics,

impossible possible worlds, epistemic agent, the zombie argument, two-dimensional semantics
The article discusses the question of a ratio conceivable and possible. The proposed solution is in recogni-

tion of an inevitable divergence between what can be conceivable as possible and what is possible actually. This
rupture of conceivable and possible is explained by existing limits of human intellect. The limits of human intel-
lect can be expressed in categories of J. Hintikka who considers the sphere of logical through a prism of epis-
temic agent with limited information, and divides in this regard surface information and depth information. In the
context of the epistemic agent with limited information transition from conceivable to logically possible, used in
modal arguments of various type is wrong. In article criticized the zombie argument of D. Chalmers as an exam-
ple of a similar mistake. The idea of the impossible possible worlds (Hintikka) is interpreted by the author in a
spirit the necessity of selection special, not actually existing objects which inevitably (similarly transcendental
illusion of Kant) designed by the finite epistemic agent at the level of superficial information. The idea of depth
information is interpreted in the context of classical concept of infinite intellect, and also through differentiation
of truth of the reason and truth of the fact (G. Leibniz). The question of the special substantial a priori determined
by semantics of language is also raised in article. The idea of similar semantic a priori seems to the author more
perspective, than classical idea of synthetic a priori (I. Kant). That idea also is attracted for an explanation of the
nature of mathematics and philosophy. In this regard there is an interpretation of logic and mathematics as tools
of the finite epistemic agent. Instrumental interpretation allows us to consider the logic and math independently
of normative or descriptive functions. The article discusses the necessary connection of semantics of the possible
worlds with ontological (or metaphysical) postulates which is generated by the fact that the universe of the pos-
sible worlds is determined by conceptual means of the accepted language and therefore depends on its concep-
tual a priori. Division of the Chalmers primary and secondary intensional criticized as the division which is not
considering a role of the epistemic agent. In view of the finiteness of the knower, it becomes problematic a con-
cept of «primary intensional», and after it should be revised the idea of two-level semantics as dependent on
ontological prerequisites of some language.
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Berestov Igor V. – Institute of Philosophy and Law of Siberian Branch of Russian Academy of
Science (Novosibirsk, Russian Federation). DOI: 10.17223/1998863X/36/3

A HOLISTIC ASSUMPTIONS IN THE THIRD ARGUMENT OF GORGIAS’ TREATISE
“ON NON-BEING”

Keywords: Gorgias, “On Non-Being”, holism, intentional acts, intentional objects.

In this paper we continue to analyze Gorgias’ argumentation in the third argument of the treatise
“On Non-Being”. We denote the benefits for the interpretation of this argument can arose, if we accept
the suggestion that Gorgias implicitly use (in the third argument of “On Non-Being”, apud De Melisso
Xenophane Gorgia, VI, §§ 23–26; it is grounded here that the content of one man’s thought cannot be
communicate to another man) a holistic understanding of a whole. We offer an interpretation of Gor-
gias’ argument here, in which he proves two theses: I. Different subjects cannot comprehend the same
internal intentional object (§§ 23, 25); and II. Different subjects cannot comprehend the same real
intentional object (§ 24). We suggested that in II. Gorgias implicitly exploited the two assumptions
that could be used by Parmenides in his poem – in some arguments against plurality of being. The first
assumption asserts the identity of an intentional act and its object, and the second one – the indistin-
guishable of such a objects which cannot exist (be thought of, be comprehended) without each other.
Furthermore, both in I. and II. the third assumption is used: a whole or a complex object is a holistic
one – i.e. its constituents are determined by each other, and so they cannot exist without each other.
Our interpretation helps to reveal the significant logical connection between Gorgias’ arguments under
consideration and some statements in Parmenides’ poem, and also Protagoras’ thesis that man is the
measure of all things. In this aspect our interpretation is different from A. Mourelatos’ interpretation,
who rejects that Gorgias relies on Protagoras’ thesis. Moreover, our interpretation of §§ 23–26 makes
Gorgias’ reasoning in each thesis of the third argument uniform one and treats it as proceeding from
the same principles – in contrast to A. Mourelatos’ approach.
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THE ABSTRACT OF THE ARTICLE «THE MODEL OF AN IDEAL LANGUAGE AS
AN INTERPRETATION OF REALITY IN THE ANALYTIC PHILOSOPHY»

Keywords: the ideal language, the natural language, the interpretation, of grammar, logic, com-
munication, intercommunication

This article presents a study model of a ideal language in analytic philosophy. The author of the
article is based on a study of V. A. Ladov «Formal realism», which presents two concepts – realism
and antirealism, within which is formed the model of an ideal language. Realism is formed by creating
a particular ontological model, characterized by the creation of concepts, singular terms that character-
ize reality. Antirealism presents an ideal model of the language, aiming at the demonstration of the
constant change of the values of an expression, depending on the time and place of the events. The
language model G. Frege characterized by establishing certain true concepts that reflect the thinking
process. The model of an ideal language B. Russell expressed by means of the theory of descriptions
and the formation of concepts aimed at the full description and the knowledge of reality. Language
model W. Sellars is characterized by the creation of concepts, expressing nouns, adjectives, aimed at a
clear description of reality. P. Stroson builds grammatical theory is not only through the formation of
concepts, but also by creating categories that express communication, relationships, transitions, reflect-
ing reality. The ideal model of language use P. Grice is characterized by constant change in the value
of an expression that depends on the perception and place of the events. All the studied representatives
of analytical philosophy: G. Frege, B. Russell, W. Sellars, P. Strowson, P. Grice expressed the ideal
model of language claiming that logic is in any case should not be divorced from reality, and can be
the basis for building a system of concepts, categories, specific terms, to all changes and processes
occurring in the material world. These ideas are presented in the article, under the concepts of realism
and antirealism.
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THE FRAGILE INCORRIGIBILITY OF THE INTROSPECTION OF PHENOMENAL
BELIEFS

Keywords: epistemology of introspection, introspection, phenomenal belief, phenomenal con-
cept, the accuracy of introspection.

The aim of this article is to criticize David Chalmers’ incorrigibility thesis, which holds that a di-
rect phenomenal belief cannot be false. In order to maintain his claim, Chalmers distinguishes three
types of phenomenal concepts – relational phenomenal concepts, demonstrative phenomenal concepts
and pure phenomenal concepts. According to Chalmers, pure phenomenal concepts do not pick out
phenomenal properties relationally or indexically as do relational phenomenal concepts and demon-
strative phenomenal concepts. Instead, they pick them out directly, in terms of their intrinsic phenome-
nal nature. Chalmers also distinguishes two subtypes of pure phenomenal concepts – direct phenome-
nal concepts and standing phenomenal concepts. Direct phenomenal concepts, which underlie direct
phenomenal beliefs, can be formed by a subject only in presence of an object with phenomenal proper-
ties and only if she directs her attention to them. Standing phenomenal concepts can be formed by
memory. Chalmers assumes that direct phenomenal concepts can be described as phenomenal con-
cepts, which are partly constituted by underlying phenomenal qualities. He also insists on the existence
of a special intimate connection between a direct phenomenal concept and its content – the phenome-
nal quality. This specific intimate connection makes the phenomenal concept’s representation of its
content incorrigibly accurate. Moreover he describes the introspective access to a direct phenomenal
belief (at heart of which there is a direct phenomenal concept) as an immediate, non-relational connec-
tion, which he names by the Russellian term “acquaintance.” First, the article tries to show that] the
idea of there being a special connection between direct phenomenal concepts and phenomenal proper-
ties, along with the idea of acquaintance, makes Chalmers’ incorrigibility thesis weak, for these two
ideas remain unexplained in his current description of this thesis. Moreover, because of their mysteri-
ous meaning, they most likely cannot be explained in the future. Second the article points out that the
specific immediate connection between direct phenomenal concepts and phenomenal properties seems
inexplicable, because of the meaning of the word “concept,” which presupposes that any concept –
relational or not – picks out only certain features of the object and cannot grasp all its details. Third,
the article challenges the incorrigible accuracy of the representation of content in direct phenomenal
concepts in the light of modern theories of consciousness, according to which phenomenal experience
is illusory. Finally the article draws attention to the fact that even if direct phenomenal beliefs are in-
deed incorrigible, it remains unclear how they can enrich philosophical and psychological studies of
consciousness as long as their content is so private. The first objection is, I think, the most serious one.
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ARGUMENT AGAINST CONSTITUTIVE PANPSYCHISM
Keywords: constitutive panpsychism, panprotopsychism, conceivability argument, the problem

of mental causation

The argument that I’m going to represent tries to refute panpsychism not tending to criticize the
principles of Chalmers' philosophy; it’s derived from the truth of these principles. It’s primarily based
on the article «Panpsychism and Panprotopsychism» and on the second chapter of “the Conscious
mind”, which is regarded as the most crucial non-physical intuitions. Chalmers ‘panpsychism rests on
several ssumptions: 1. The conceivability argument is sound. 2. The causal argument is sound. 3. Con-
sciousness is causally relevant. The basis of the conceivability argument is a two-dimensional seman-
tics. Another basis of the onceivability argument Is the position that any metaphysical possibility
implies logical possibility. The basis for the causal argument is the principle of the causal closure of
the physical.The basis for the causal efficacy of consciousness is an attempt to close the "explanatory
gap" arising out of the first two arguments. The basis of consciousness in the case of panpsychism is
protophenomenal properties. Protophenomenal properties: 1. Run physical functions and are a kind of
intrinsic properties. 2. Fully or partially constitute consciousness, as the constitution can transmit the
causal relevance from protophenomenal properties to consciousness. 3. They are not phenomenal, as
this would lead to the absurd position that the mower or dirty socks have consciousness. So look at
these steps: 1. If the "phenomenal feel" is not the primary and the secondary intensions of the term
"consciousness" at the same time, then the conceivability argument is false. 2. Consciousness is consti-
tuted by special combination of protophenomenal properties. 3. In every possible world replica of this
combination implies the existence of consciousness. 4. Hence, the combination of protophenomenal

http://consc.net/papers/combination.pdf
http://consc.net/papers/panpsychism.pdf
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properties is the secondary intension of the term "consciousness". 5. Protophenomenal properties are
not phenomenal. 6. Hence, the secondary intension of the term "consciousness" is not "a phenomenal
feel". 7. Therefore, the conceivability argument is unsound. As we can see, the concept of constitutive
panpsychism leads to the denial of its base. This does not mean the falsity of constitutive panpsychism,
but nevertheless constitutive panpsychism needs deep metaphysical clarifications.
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AN AXIOMATIZATION OF PHILOSOPHICAL EPISTEMOLOGY (A Conceptual Syn-
thesis of Leibniz’ Rationalism and the Empiricism of Locke, Hume, Moore)

Keywords: axiomatic-system-of-philosophical-epistemology; a-priori-knowledge; Leibniz’-
optimism; Hume’s-guillotine; Moore’s-doctrine-of-naturalistic-fallacy.

The paper submits a new (substantially expanded) system of own axioms for the general philoso-
phical theory of knowledge. In comparison with the previous option of axiomatizing epistemology
some novel terms are added to the language of the axiomatic theory, for instance, the term “an algo-
rithm exists (a machine can be constructed) for deciding that p”, where p stands for a proposition.
Precise definitions of meanings of the newly introduced terms are given indirectly by adding corre-
sponding new own axioms of epistemology to the axiomatic system which axioms have not been in-
cluded into the system hitherto. The submitted new axiomatic epistemology system makes up new
precise definitions of the notions “a-priori-knowledge” and “a-posteriori-one”. In the axiomatic system
the two kinds of knowledge are precisely defined by means of compositions of epistemic, alethic, de-
ontic, axiological and other modalities. Systematically exploiting the hypothetic-deductive method the
author investigates the set of logic consequences of accepting the mentioned hypothetical precise defi-
nitions of the epistemic modalities “a-priori-knowledge-of-being” and “a-priori-knowledge-of-value”
and of the graphic representation of their logical interrelations by means of the logical square-and-
hexagon. In particular, at the level of artificial language a strict formal derivation of “it is obligatory
that p” from “there is a-priory knowledge that p” is constructed within the framework of the submitted
axiomatic epistemology system. Within the same system at the same level a strict formal derivation of
“it is good that p” from “there is a-priory knowledge that p” is constructed as well. Moreover it is for-
mally proved in the present paper that in the axiomatic system under consideration there is the logic
equivalence between the modalities “it is obligatory that p” and “it is good that p”, if it is true that
“there is a-priory knowledge that p”. The submitted new (significantly transformed and comple-
mented) axiomatic system is applied to the relevant concrete material of the history of philosophy,
namely, to G.W. Leibniz’, D. Hume’s, and G.E. Moore’s philosophical epistemology views.
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In the spotlight of the semantics of belief contexts is the problem that in these contexts the substi-

tutivity of identity principle is violated. One of the theories which pretend to explain this phenomenon
is the theory of hidden indexicals. In this paper this theory given in version of Stephen Schiffer and in
version of Mark Crimmins and John Perry is considered. Schiffer argues that belief is to be analyzed as
a three place relation between an agent, a proposition and some mental entity which he calls mode of
presentation. From his point of view, truth condition for belief ascription includes a designation of
type of mode of presentation such that this type can be supposed on the basis of context. But one may
reasonable doubt that, when a reporter ascribes a belief to an agent, he actually means what he would
mean according this type-specifying condition. Schiffer comes to the following conclusion: to assume
that the reporter mean one certain type of mode of presentation we should have sufficient reasons to
deny that he mean any other type of mode of presentation which can be supposed on the context basis.
But in general we do not have such reasons. The version of Mark Crimmins and John Perry avoid this
problem fragmentary. A parallel to Schiffer’s mode of presentation they call a notion. According to
their theory, a reporter usually is able to refer to some notion directly, without the mediation on its
type. To do this he only need to know that the agent has this notion. The reason for such knowledge
may consist in simple fact that once the agent was in situation disposing to form the notion of an object
and he was interested in this object. One weakness of such notion specification is as follows: any
changes in agent’s notions must affect to the truth value of the belief ascriptions involving direct refer-
ence to these notions. Sometimes it seems to be implausible. Besides, in some contexts, as one may
reasonably assume, belief ascription is true exactly because of the fact that the reporter mean not the
notion itself but the notion type. To analyze such contexts Crimmins and Perry give their own formula-
tion of type-specifying condition, and for this condition the problem raised by Schiffer occurred to be
actual too.
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PLATONISM IN THE ANALYTICAL PHILOSOPHY OF TECHNOLOGY:
PRAGMATIC RULE IN PROJECTIVE SEMIOSIS

Keywords: the fourth kingdom, projective semiosis, technical consciousness, Friedrich Dessauer,
pragmatics

The article discusses the possibility for expressing “the fourth kingdom” of Friedrich Dessauer in
the philosophy of technology by means of semiotics. Technology is understood as a material realiza-
tion of the projective semiosis. The essence of technology is determined by F. Dessauer in terms of
Platonism: “Technology is the real idea existence finalistically formed and processed with the inven-
tory given by the nature”. Technical is an area in which fiction and fantasy, wrapped in the logical (or
at least the grammatical) form, are embodied in the virtual world corresponding to the laws of nature.
Technology is a projective semiosis in the part that concerns the objective realization of rational struc-
tures in the substrate of sensory perception. "The fourth kingdom" has the same function in the projec-
tive semiosis as the "world of ideas" by Plato in the receptive one. The dispute concerns the identifica-
tion of the rule type applied by F. Dessauer while interpreting this world and whether it is possible
today, after more than 80 years since the first publication of this conception, to take it in the author’s
form. The thesis of the article is that the discovery of the objective laws of technical formation as an
independent "kingdom" or "world" should imply its division into groups of semantic, syntactic and
pragmatic rules of projective semiosis and be considered in the context of philosophical problem of
expression. "Platonism" in the philosophy of technology means the accounting of "the preset forms of
decisions", making ontological premise that something non-existent cannot be invented. It requires the
analysis of the inventor’s access mechanisms to the preset forms in acts of speculation, implementation
and processing, as well as the analysis of interaction mechanisms among "worlds", "kingdoms" or
"layers of semiosis" in creative activities. In general, the philosophy of technology unfolds as a study
of the rules of projective semiosis, grounded in the history of creativity philosophy and building its
models contradictory to receptive semiosis. Analytical philosophy of technology, therefore, is the field
where practical application of traditional speculative models of receptive semiosis analysis and crea-
tive activities can be found.
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The article is devoted to consideration of analogy of money and language, its foundation on the
one hand and its productivity on the other hand. This analogy represents interest both for economical



. 102
theory and for the philosophy of the language. And the problem of its prosperity is connected to that
tradition in analytical philosophy which concerns the issues of social epistemology. In this work the
approach itself is presented, in accordance with which it is possible to draw a conceptual parallel be-
tween money and language. The arguments in favor of the stated analogy are given. They are:

– how language denotes objects and relations between them so money conveys the price of goods
and provides their exchange;

– a total combination of language units is not a constant given so the combination of token
money;

– the existence of language and money is impossible to imagine without an interpreter’s figure;
– the interpretation of language and currency units gives the opportunity to transfer them from

one system to another in an adequate way;
– language and money use in the process of social communication is founded on universal lan-

guage and currency units recognition and on trust to them.
The arguments against analogy of money and language are studied such as:
– language primacy in relation to money does not permit to regard money as a complete analogue

of linguistic systems as money cannot exist without language whereas language can;
– token money are self-referential that differs them from language units;
– it is impossible to draw an analogy between the expression of the goods value an indication an

object in the word as in the first case it is the situation when variable is used and in the second one
constant is used. In the solution of this contradiction, the supporters of money and language identifica-
tion propose such approach according to that the significance of token money is defined by a subject in
the process of practical use, i.e. pragmatically. The critique of pragmatic conception of token money is
given and the alternative view at the problem of money and language correlation. The sign nature of
both is established having lack of communicative contents. Money exists in language area but its con-
crete functionality makes it close not with language but with other semiotic systems in which value is
expressed with the help of quantitative marks. Language regarding these quantitative systems is an
essential condition of existence.
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THE PROBLEM OF CONSCIENCE IN PHILOSOPHY AND COGNITIVE SCIENCE
Keywords: conscience, cognition, language, thinking, cognitive science

On the basis of the comparative analysis of the philosophic concepts of conscience (rationalistic,
personalistic, existential, dialectic-materialistical, phenomenological and analytical) and concepts of
conscience in cognitive science the paper highlights changes in ontology of cognition conditioned by
the progress of the contemporary science in the research of “conscience – cognition – brain” problem.
At that, conscience and cognition are characterized as an evolutional ability. This characteristic was
given in light of evolutional epistemology. The research of the conscience in the evolutional approach
allows explaining the conscience as a new dimension of the structural coherence of the system and
environment. Language and self-conscience appeared as such a dimension at humans. Conscience and
mind is not a sort of substance placed in brain, and not a function that can be attributed exclusively to
the brain. Conscience and mind are formed in social interference; that is the source of their dynamics.
The essence of the evolutional cognitivism is in the interpretation of brainpower in light of cognitive
resources exceeding the individual experience. Human being is the centre wherethrough information
flows go from physical world, biological materia, socium and culture. It is displayed that cognitive
science on the basis of the system-evolutional approach to conscience analysis allows to overcome
contradictions and reveal coherence in various philosophic interpretations of conscience, and thus,
convey the discussion of conscience to the new level of conceptualization. In our opinion, cognitive
science in the research of “conscience – cognition – brain” problem performs not the reduction of
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mental to physical, and does not reduce behavioral functions to cognitive processes. Cognitive science
creates more complex model of conscience by the integration of natural sciences and humanities. It
demonstrates the aspiration to understand the conscience and associated phenomena as language, cog-
nition, freedom, moral not only by the research of culture and sociality, but by using natural science
arguments.
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A certain tendency can be spotted in the English-speaking philosophical community – pre-
dominantly (but not exclusively) among ancient philosophy scholars – in the last few decades. It
is  a  tendency  to  compare  certain  traits  of  Aristotle’s  philosophy  with  the  semantic  theories  of
certain modern analytics philosophers – mainly with those ones of Sual Kripke and Hillary Put-
nam. The subjects under comparison are “essentialism” and certain elements of “semantic the-
ory” of Aristotle and the semantic theories of Putnam and Kripke. Comparing those scholars find
surprisingly large number of similar traits – starting with the thesis, that essences of the certain
objects, though being necessary, are discovered in course of scientific investigation and in cer-
tain cases all the way to the “linguistic division of labor”. But how valuable such comparisons
really are? To answer that we have to turn to the question of for what purposes comparison of
two theories can be performed at all. We can compare two theories to track a historical influence
of the earlier to the later – but that is obviously not the case with the theories under question, as
they are not connected in any such way. We can further use the earlier theory that is more famil-
iar and more clear to as a means of understanding a later and a less intelligible; but that in not the
case as well in our case, as the theory in question of Aristotle, being fragmentary, not easy to
follow and overall convoluted, is much less intelligible than those of Kripke and Putnam. Finally
we can on contrary try to elucidate the earlier convoluted theory by the comparing it to the later
and intelligible one; however if there is no real historical connection between them (and in our
case there is not) we have no right to do that, as we would be forcing the problematic of the later
theory on the earlier one with no ground for doing that whatsoever. Therefore I come to the con-
clusion that this kind of comparisons can not be counted among theoretically valuable ones: it
can be curious and quite entertaining, but it can hardly help us to understand either of the theo-
ries in question.
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QUASISCIENCE IN NON-SCIENTIFIC KNOWLEDGE: STRUCTURE AND
EVOLUTION

Keywords: socio-anthropological sense in science, non-scientific knowledge, quasi-science,
fraud in science, ideologized science

In non-scientific knowledge one can distinguish such kinds of knowledge as extra-
scientific, unscientific (being inside science and called quasiscientific) and non-scientific one
concentrated around science, which is named parascience or pseudoscientific knowledge. Both
quasiscience and pseudoscientific knowledge parasitize on anthropological sense of science:
quasiscience simulates sociocultural force, pseudoscientific knowledge tries to imitate science
as productive and saving power. Quasiscience is generated as the result of violation of high
requirements and norms and ideals of the scientific ethos by some scientists. In such cases
violation may be insignificant which generates quasiscience, but in the course of more and
more significant deviations from the norms and ideals new kinds of quasiscience appear. Three
main types of quasiscience can be singled out. The first type includes works known to be weak
in scientific respect and this type can be defined as quasiscientific hack. Spreading of swin-
dling, shobby research and publications provokes further deviation from ideals and norms of
scientific investigation and creates a new kind of quasiscience i. e. scientific fraud. Fabrica-
tion, falsification and plagiarism are referred to scientific fraud. Under fabrication the creation
of a false scientific product is meant. Under falsification the distortion of the scientific prod-
uct already created by other scientist, distortion of scientific truth and results of scientific
experiments or observations is implied. Plagiarism is presentation of the scientific product
which has been created by someone else as the scientific product created by the person who
presents it at the moment. Quasiscience which begins to be supported by public authorities is
evolving into the third type of such phenomenon and becomes ideologised science. In ideolo-
gised science quasiscientific hack and quasiscientific fraud receive state justification and qua-
siscience itself is transformed in pseudoscientific knowledge.
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For the first time the classical argument against relativism was formulated by Plato in «Theaetetus».
The argument was repeated more than once in history of philosophy. However, the argument was mostly
represented to be naive from a logical point of view. It was built on the foundation of latent admission of
consistent semantically closed language. Existence of the language was rejected by orthodox conceptions in
the 20th century logic (Russell’s theory of types and Tarski’s semantic theory of metalanguages). These
conceptions allowed to solve the problem of logical paradoxes. Therefore, to recognize correctness of Plato’s
epistemological argument it is necessary to analyze orthodox method critically and to present a new solution
that would be admit semantically closed language. Author of this article tries to achieve the aim representing
the new «ad hoc solution» of logical paradoxes in semantically close language. Thus, epistemological criti-
cism of relativism is found its essential logical justification.
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PROBLEMS OF DEFLATIONISM: LIAR PARADOX
Keywords: deflationism, truth, meaning, reference, liar paradox, interchangebility, pragmatism

Two alternatives are considered with regards of deflationism and the liar paradox: (1) revisiting of
the principles of logic (in particular, in the framework of dialeteism), (2) adding an external pragmatic
principle to deflationism. Tarski suggested that the truth definition for a given language should be
formulated in the appropriate meta-language that allows one to define semantic concepts of semanti-
cally-open languages. In general, this approach can be used within deflationism. Kripke and Hintikka
solved the Tarski’s problem – the problem of an infinite hierarchy of languages and truth definitions
for them, but they did not managed to solve the problem of the liar paradox. One can use the substitu-
tion interpretation of quantifiers to solve the problem of liar paradox, but the consequence of it is that
strict completeness and compactness become unprovable without special modifications of a given
logical system. Field offers to define dialeteism as a point of view, according to which both, sentence
and its negation are accepted by a given speaker. In fact, dialeteism can be understood as a special case
of the pragmatic variant of deflationary theory of truth. The solution of the paradox of the liar in this
case would be complete only when deflationism is accompanied with some external explanation of the
conditions under which the speaker is willing to make the substitution according to deflationary
scheme. By means of this pragmatic principle we are able to epistemically define the concept of mean-
ing. The problem of solving the liar paradox should be solved not by some particular theory of truth,
and by a more general logical or logico-metaphysical theory. Therefore, the liar paradox threatens
deflationism only in the cast that a liar paradox solution in a more general theory leads to a revision of
the latter, which would no longer be consistent with deflationism.
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eler’s ability to self-transcendence; his aspiration and opportunity to eventually return back (to society,
to birthplace, to everyday reality, to Self); Traveler’s creation of a «product» (further Product) pro-
duced after the completion of Travel and based on the experience obtained there. It is at this stage of
the Return occurs the creation of a Product – a certain proof and creative and creative outcome of
committed Travel.

At the beginning of the Return’s stage Traveler gets over adaptation to the world of everyday re-
ality and changes inside Himself that have occurred to him after meeting with Novelty. Only after a
break, during which Travel took place, and exclusively on the contrast with everymen who live within
four walls, it is possible to perceive Novelty, which came into Traveler’s life and his personality. Dur-
ing this period of time Traveler’s Self is highly diffused and his personality is depersonalized, trans-
personalized and partially marginalized. Current stage in the Return’s process called «transit», «limi-
nality» (A. van Gennep). ultivation of new realities, means and structures at this stage will allow to
«give birth» to Self in the skin of Novelty, particularly compile any variation of Self which looks most
relevant at this phase of personality existence and congruent to its experience gained in the Traveling.
By the time of Product’s creation, Traveler’s personality ultimately gains socially acceptable outlines
and he gets a formed image of the world and Himself. Further, Traveler dives into the process of re-
flection on the topic of his Traveling to firstly realize its meaning and value for Himself and then share
with others his conclusions via Product which is presented to society in a plain language or meta-
language of characters-sounds-codes (in case of artworks). Without the presence of the Product, we
cannot consider what happened to the man as Travel and we cannot call him a Traveler as his personal
experience and impressions in this case stay deeply internal and a Travel is an event out of personal
life. And of course the general stage which can be called as Return includes phase which completely
finalizes a previous Travel and begins a new one: building plans for future geographic journeys and
apprehend interesting «internal» routes. In total we derive three main phases of the stage Return:
Homecoming, Product creation and new Travel planning-apprehanding.
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AUTOMOBILITY CULTURE IN THE CONTEXT OF CONTEMPORARY CONCEPTS
OF SPACE
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The article is considered how the origin and spreading of automobile cultureis influenced to
change conception of space in the twentieth and the twenty-first centuries. It is examined both changes
in social space and the process of enlargement and "devaluation" of space as well. The author explores
the  transformation  of  the  concept  of  “place”  affected  by  car  culture,  as  well  as  the  beginning  of  the
notion of "non-place" in contemporary culture. The same time a car itself is considered in the context
of the concept of place, so as for modern man it has many characteristics that are inherent to the tradi-
tional comprehension of place. Also, the automobile is regarded as a means of connecting places and
non-places into a single social and individual space.
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HEURISTIC POTENTIAL OF ANOMIE CONCEPT EXPANDING
Keywords: information, communication, anomie, information anomie

The concepts of anomie, which form the multilateral mosaic of theoretical explanations and inter-
pretations of the phenomenon of anomie in sociology, describe a particular form of anomie in narrowly
outlined area of society. In the domain of sociology, there is uncertainty about the source of the emer-
gence of the phenomenon of anomie. In general, all the concepts are aimed to determine the causes of
the origin of certain forms of anomie (social, personal, etc.), analyze and describe the concrete mani-
festations (impaired social interaction), explain the social consequences, measure the level of anomie
in a particular society at a particular time, typify anomie-prone individuals. But none of the concepts
has the source mentioned. The author puts forward the idea that the source of any form of anomie is to
be found in the communication pathway. As a criterion for distinguishing between approaches, the
author proposes to consider both quantitative and qualitative response to the information coming
through the channels of communication. Essential concepts in this framework of analysis are then the
‘weight of anomie’ and the ‘vector of anomie’. By the ‘weight of anomie’ the author understands
quantitative measure of the reaction in the society for the destruction of patterns of stable rules and
regulations. It is the size and strength of anomie coverage of all structural elements of society. By the
"vector of anomie“ the author proposes to realize a qualitative measure of the reaction of individuals
on the “challenges" and changes of the rules and regulations in society. The heuristic potential for the
expansion of the concept of anomie according to author is laid in the works of modern sociologists, but
it is not "tied" to the phenomenon of anomie. The works have an inexhaustible potential for the defini-
tion of new forms of anomie are referred by the author a meta-group. The common basis for the meta-
group definition, according to the author, is the fact that the basic concepts of sociology, which are
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taken as a starting point, are subject to decomposition and are difficult to predict whether in the future
they will receive the status of the norm or will be critically re-analyzed and rejected by the sociological
community. As new forms of anomie the author describes the followings: anomie of theory, anomie of
discourse, and information anomie. The author puts forward the thesis: a continuous process of pro-
duction of information distortion becomes an inherent part of the communication, all communication
participants produce distortion of information, and anomie of information is a product of the informa-
tion society.
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ON THE SPIRIT OF WORDS: HERMENEUTICS AS A WAY OF JAPANESE
WELTANSCHAUUNG

Keywords: Hermeneutics, Interpretation, Japanese Philosophy, Philosophy of Language, Koto-
dama

The article deals with the Japanese philosophical concept of kotodama, and its role in comprehen-
sive of reality. Starting with analysis of both koto and tama, which are parts of kotodama compound, I
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describe the place of tama conception in spiritual structure of Ancient Japan cosmos, comparing it with
well known conception of kami. As a result, we understand that kotodama is  a  spirit  of  word,  which
can be taken out through the process of kotoage, which is clarified as well. Finally, observing the col-
locations of word kotodama in the Man’yoshu songs, I conclude that this conception is mentioned only
in “geographical” context, but in “personal” one, and I can assume that on the early stage of its history
Japan was impersonal oriented culture. Looking through a number of kotodama theories by different
thinkers, I feature kotodama’s central place is Japanese understanding of reality and its sociolingustical
relation. During the analysis of the second part of compound – koto – I explicate the idea of ontologi-
cal nondistinction that lies behind differences between subjective name and objective thing, and be-
tween sense and reference. To support this assumption some examples of proverbs, usage of kotodama
conception and makurakotoba in Man’yoshu are provided. Basing on the idea of the true essence of
things, which exists in their empirical givenness and in language, and truth is a fundamental principle,
which enables a word to become a deed, I continue with the thesis on the philosophical hermeneutics
which took the central part in interpretation not only of any text, but of speech as well. To summarize
the review of kotodama concept, can I say that this lack of distinction between words and actions leads
to linguistic transparency of being? Can we understand the language as a metaphysical act, thanks to
which is possible persistent formation of being-in-the-world and our presence in it? We tend to believe
that the emancipation from the ontological distinction of words and actions, expressed by koto, says
that the language of Japanese philosophy does not know such formidable obstacles, which stood in
front of the philosophical language, formed under the influence of the grammatical structures of the
Greek and Latin languages and their ontological implications and superstitions. Such difference has a
direct impact on the interpretation and understanding. The possibility of interpretation not only a verb
as an action, but a noun and any word at all, fundamentally changes the process of understanding. I
conclude that Japanese way of understanding is not a comprehension of judgment, but a philosophical
hermeneutics – the unity of the said and intended, because “they call upon each other, and the meaning
occurs in this roll..."
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POWER, LAW AND JUSTICE IN THE CONTEMPORARY SOCIAL AND
PHILOSOPHICAL THEORY: JUSTNESS AS THE FOUNDATION OF EUROPEAN
MODERNITY
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The article presents the contemporary socio-philosophical edition of "justice" as the reception of
Aristotelian ideas of the purposeful and equal distribution. Ways of a tematization of the "justice" in
the social theory and political philosophy are analyzed. Identified three ways in consideration of a
justice in the social theory and political philosophy: justice as growth of a welfare, justice as the value
of freedom and autonomy and justice as "virtue" and the idea of "the good life". The methodological
bases of the analysis and representation of this phenomenon are noted as continuations of logic of
ancient topics of “justice”. The base for the modern social and philosophical theory is the idea of
Aristotle on justice as the ultimate goal of the state and social in general. The political appears as the
natural horizon of any self-expression and the most important aspect of a fair situation. The
contemporary philosophical discussion on problems of the right shows not eliminability of the
horizons "justice" from the scope of the theoretical. According to the authors, the discourse of justice
serves as an area of categorization of duties and obligations, and the sphere of right applications.
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INSANE REALITY OF SCHIZOPHRENIA AND “ SIMPLE MADNESS” OF

SURREALISTS (ON THE ISSUE OF FIGURE INTERPRETATION IN THE ART OF MAD)
Keywords: schizophrenia, surrealism, semiotics

Schizophrenia, which Deleuze and Guattari described as “the disease of century,” according to the
WHO still strongly reinforces its position. Since 2000, the number «schizophrenia" diagnoses has
increased by 40%. And the disease manifestations polymorphism is one of the main differential diag-
nostic problems. The lack of schizophrenia nosological unity is closely connected with the old question
of the disease "essence". However, attempts to build some kind of a correct recognition and interpreta-
tion of this mental disorder type still have not given results. Due to the fact that most doctors consider
schizophrenia not as a single disease, and as a group of psychoses, with a similar picture of the flow,
the diagnosis F20 (schizophrenia) is made on set of the disease most malignant manifestations. It actu-
alizes search for new diagnostic methods to complement the main ones. Psychiatry and medical psy-
chology widely use for this aim projective tests (one of the most common test is “House. Tree. Man”).
If  a  projective test  is  aimed at  a holistic approach to the assessment individual,  the present study fo-
cuses on the semiotic forms of disrupted mind. In the patients rehabilitation practice art therapy is
widely used, it gives a variety of artistic material for the signs, "language", schizophrenia "discourse"
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analysis. The schizophrenic often substitutes one language for another - verbal language for the draw-
ing language. The conceptual basis of this researching is the Timothy Crow (English psychiatrist)
hypothesis, that schizophrenia is a language disease. The article identifies correlation between sign
(drawing) and symptom (the signified). The surrealism art practices are interpreted in this researching
as surrealism declares insanity as an artistic reality. Through using examples of TCPH patient draw-
ings, the insane and the surrealists creativity comparative analysis is made in the article. It is concluded
that Surrealism, in contrast to the schizophrenics art, only simulates illness, at the same time composi-
tionally and associativly it remains in the European art field.
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PHILOSOPHY OF EVIDENCE IN E. HUSSERL’S PURE LOGIC
Keywords: pure logic, real and ideal laws, logical truths, principle of evidence

The paper is dedicated to formal criticism of pure logic concept by E. Husserl. The subject of the
analysis is the idea of self-justification logical principles. A thesis of pure logic is formulated and con-
tradiction that hiding in its foundation is shown. Conditions of reliability of logical and theoretical
positions are discussed. Principle of evidence (Evidenz) proposed by E. Husserl as a methodological
solution to the problem of justification of logic laws is considered. It turns out that in the foundation of
the principle of evidence exist paradoxical statement of probabilistic logic and theoretical truth. It was
concluded that problem of reliability logic and theoretical principles in format of pure logic is impossi-
ble.
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NEO-SOPHISTIC RHETORIC IN VIEW OF THE METHODOLOGY OF THE

HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY
Keywords: neo-sophistic rhetoric, methodology of the history of philosophy, third sophistic, so-

phistic, rhetoric, appropriationist approach, contextualist approach

The rhetorical turn phenomenon is associated with a new understanding of classical rhetoric,
which raised in the second half of XX century – neo-sophistic rhetoric. The term because of its ambi-
guity is difficult to understand, and gives rise to controversy and debate among the proponents of dif-
ferent philosophical fields. This situation is illustrated by the discussion of the term «Third sophistic»
between V. Vitanza and A. Quiroga. In fact, this debate demonstrates the difference between two ap-
proaches in the methodology of the history of philosophy: contextualist and appropriationist ap-
proaches. This paper examines the basic principles, specific to each of these two approaches. Appro-
priationist approach often receives negative feedback due to its intense modernization the ideas of the
past. The paper gives some reasons for the point, that the most appropriate methodology for a correct
historico-philosophical analysis of neo-sophistic rhetoric and the rhetorical turn bounded with it is
appropriationist approach because of it gives the most accurate relation between the ideas, concepts
and arguments of the past and present.
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WHAT IS MICHEL FOUCAULT’S EPISTEME?
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The paper considers the notion of Foucault’s episteme in his “Order of things.” Even if Foucault

himself has abandoned the notion of “episteme” for other concepts such the “archive”, “discourse” or
“dispositive”, it remains one of the most important methodological points in his intellectual biography.
If we consider Foucault as a philosopher, we have to analyze how Foucault dialogizes or polemicizes
with eminent philosophical movements of his time: phenomenology, existentialism, marxism. We have
to take in consideration the most influential Foucault’s commentators, ex.g.: E. Balibar, B.Han, G.Le
Brun, G.Canguilhem, J.-G.Merquoir. The archeology of Foucault contests a long humanistic tradition
that postulates the common nature of human being and the continuity of rational knowledge. Not only
romantics or positivist thinkers, but even a materialist philosopher like Marx was, admitted an emanci-
pation of human being and an accumulation of knowledge as a real background of progress. Our aim is
to prove that the episteme notion is not only deconstructive one but contains a mighty potential to
demonstrate fundamental structures of thought, history and being. Firstly, it is not occasionally that for
discovering episteme Foucault explores sciences about language, economy and life and not mathemat-
ics or physics. It proves that these sciences have to do with particular historical reality. Secondly Fou-
cault considers philosophical theories as epiphenomena of episteme. So the episteme has a particular
ontological status, it is a priori and necessary; it is a complex conscious and subconscious structure of
practices, institutions and knowledge. The very center of Foucault’s archeological epistemology is the
classical episteme. In this point the Foucault’s work has much in common with the Heidegger’s “Age
of the World Picture”. Another question is about the succession of epistemes. Foucault distinguished
three epistemes: the pre-classical, classical and modern (“anthropocentrical”) ones. It is possible to see
how the epistemological discontinuities work at the empirical level. The applied sciences often meet
difficulties to think the reasons of structural changes and cannot explain why they abandon an idea for
another one. The actual difficulties to re-think the human and social sciences seem to due to this dis-
continue character of knowledge, as Foucault wrote.
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THE SEARCH FOR GOD D. S. MEREZHKOVSKY
Keywords: the search for God, Christianity, the new religion, the spirit, the flesh

At the turn of XIX-XX centuries in Russian thought in connection with reconsideration of the phi-
losophical and religious heritage and role in the life of the country of the Orthodoxy began the move-
ment of Russian social thought called God. The search for God was mixed and affected many Russian
philosophers. One of them was Merezhkovsky, who offered in return to Orthodoxy of the new religion
of  the  Third  Testament.  In  the  formulation  of  her  ideas,  he  started  from  solovievsky  idea  of  God-
manhood, and the basic tenets of the spirit and the flesh, sex, "Holy flesh" tested in the trilogy "Christ
and Antichrist", the essay "Mystery of Three" and "Coming ham". The efforts of Merezhkovsky and
his associates Z. Gippius and D. Filosofov was not successful, and ideas of the religion of the Third
Testament is not received from the Russian philosophers of the support.
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AS SPINOZA'S GOD THINKS? (TO THE PROBLEM OF THE NOTION RES IN

NATURA NATURATA)
Keywords: ontology, substance, attributes, modes, natura naturata, res, the idea of God, God,

thinking, intelligence, motion, rest

Spinoza understands the modes of movement / rest, and the intellect (mind) as one and the same
mode of being considered under different attributes. We suggest to understand these modes as the tool
by which god continuously generates the world. By means of movement and the rest there is a forma-
tion and change of things, and by means of reason there is a formation and change of ideas. The intel-
lect is the first infinite mode of thinking. Spinoza speaks about one more infinite mode (res), about
idea of god. This idea is that god "represents" about himself. It follows from attribute of thinking, and
out of it through the intellect follows all ideas. If intelligence is only the tool for generation of ideas
(and motion and rest is the tool for generation of things), that the idea of god represents their unity, or
a substratum. Such idea is the first idea of attribute of thinking. It initially contains in an objective
form only attributes, without modes. Idea of god and intellect of god are two different res with similar
quality: the idea of god follows from attribute of thinking before the intellect and, therefore, initially in
itself doesn't contain ideas. The infinite intellect generated by substance is the tool for formation of
ideas and so doesn't comprise ideas. They are only formed by means of it in attribute of thinking.
Therefore it is impossible to tell that god or substance "thinks" of something like the person. When
Spinoza says that "god thinks infinitely of a lot of things", he means that it is existence and transforma-
tion of infinitely many modes (ideas) in attribute of thinking. At the same time, we understand "think-
ing" of substance not only as formation and change of ideas in attribute of thinking, but also as the
continuous approval by substance of existence something in her (i.e. in the attribute of extension).
"Thinking" of god can't "perceive" things as objects for cognition (as something external), because
attributes of thinking and extension is a one whole. Therefore substance (god, nature) can't be the
knowing subject. Material objects of ideas (i.e. things) about which Spinoza writes, exist only for the
person. Thus, we define "cognition" or "thinking" of substance as subjectless formation, transforma-
tion and change of the "ideas" in attribute of thinking, which approve all variety of the infinite states,
occurring both in attribute of thinking, and in other attributes.
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THE COMPREHENSION OF AESTHETICAL VALUES IN THE CONCEPTIONS OF

POLISH AESTHETICIANS OF THE FIRST HALF OF 20TH CENTURY
Keyworks: Polish aesthetics, aesthetical value, beauty, good, art, pluralism

The problem of aesthetical values is central theme of aesthetical theory, which tries to realize the
complex investigation of art. The aesthetical values are meanings of art existance. They also can be
recognized as indicator to recognize and identify the origin art and distinguish it from the low-brow art
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products. The contemporary art often has the minimum of artistic values (for example, concept art).
However it can possess the high aesthetical value. Therefore the problem of aesthetical value is the
most actual in the modern aesthetics. A complete study of aesthetic values primarily involves the study
of their nature, the analysis of their structure, the method of studying the provisions of their existence
and cognition, as well as the determination of our position with respect to them (objectivism,
subjectivism, relationalism etc.). Such approach in investigation of aesthetical values characterizes the
conceptions of representatives of Polish aesthetics in the first half of 20th: Wladyslaw Tatarkiewicz,
Roman Ingarden, Mieczyslaw Wallis, Stanislaw Ossowski, Henryk Elzenberg. All of them tried to
define the meaning of the concept “aesthetical value” and explain its specific. They also wanted to
create the classification of the main kinds of aesthetical values. Since the majority of the Polish
aesthetics of the first half of the twentieth century. claimed the existence of a large number of aesthetic
values, we can conclude that we are dealing with a predominance of a pluralistic view on this issue. In
general, during the first half of the twentieth century Polish aesthetics prezented the original concept of
aesthetic values W. Tatarkiewicz, R. Ingarden, H. Elzenberga, M. Wallis and S. Ossowski that
encourage further research. We can also find as original the remarks about metaphysical sense of
aesthetic values, their significance in human life, and in communication with the works of art.
Conceptions of Polish aestheticians offer the prospect of modern scientific research. Their researches
help us to understand the dynamics of the development of aesthetic thought in Poland, because the
axiological aspect is very important for the aesthetic concepts of the Polish aesthetics of the second
half of XX – beginning of XXI century.
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THE PROSPECTS OF "RUSSIAN MAIDAN” IN THE MIRROR OF THE UKRAINIAN
REVOLUTION

Keywords: Maidan, revolution, take-over, Russia, the Ukraine

The possibility of repetitions of the Ukrainian events of 2013-2014 in today’s Russia is consid-
ered in the article. The analysis is based on detecting factors, which had effect on the process of reali-
zation of the Ukrainian revolution and on their comparison with the contemporary conditions. It is
noted in the beginning of the article that the question itself bears rather polemical character and in the
modern period the results of any sociological studies do not allow us forecasting such events in fore-
seeable future. Alongside with that the statements of opposition spokesmen, experts, journalists,
statesmen and public officials of the Russian Federation about the potential danger of such progression
of events and, in certain cases about theirs impendence, allow us to regard this problem as topical. The
analysis of “the Revolution of Dignity” has helped us to determine several factors, which conditioned
such an extreme way of transformation. The factors having effect on the macro level were the geogra-
phy of the country, the history of the state formation, problems of the state structure (corruption, ine-
quality, elective justice, the existence of oligarchic system, etc.), policy elite dysfunctionality; specific
nature of the political institutions (including cultural aspect). The middle level are the factors, which
had determined and predetermined the events of 2014: disenchantment of the overwhelming majority
of citizens with the policy carried out, lack of support of the government acting at the time on the part
of the main “players”, intervention of foreign countries into the internal affairs of the Ukraine, as well
as the role of mass media. Therefore, we can arrive at the conclusion that the Ukrainian revolution
became the result of the system-related crisis phenomena of the Ukrainian society and state. Using the
opportunity of the situation different inside and outside forces managed to become more active and
execute the plan for the toppling of the legitimately elected president. Mass media also played a dis-
crete role in the transformation of the citizens’ discontentment into revolution activity. If we compare
the above described situation with the situation in today’s Russian society, we will be able to see simi-
lar problems. Those are, in particular, the problems of the political and economic systems of the state.
Different situations, which can provoke discontentment and can be used for initiating rebellion activity
(rules and acts regarding road and cars, several acts regarding the use of Internet, etc., which are un-
popular among the majority of the country’s citizens) are revealed. Totally, we can make a conclusion
of the existence of different preconditions for initiating of revolutionary (protest) actions.
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REGIONAL INNOVATION AS VIEWED BY THE EXPERTS (ACCORDING TO THE
SOURCES ABTAINED IN TOMSK REGION)
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zone, creative class

Despite the dominance of the commodity sector in the regional economy, many experts expressed
the need to transition to an innovative development. Such transformation contributes to the moderniza-
tion of both the regions and the country as a whole. In this sense, Tomsk is a good example of how
science and education can contribute to town formation. Development and introduction of high tech-
nologies  are  taking  place  in  the  framework  of  a  special  economic  zone,  which  is  also  sometimes
known as Techno-innovation Zone (TZ). Such zone has been functioning in Tomsk already for more
than 10 years. This article attempts to examine the impact it has on the development of Tomsk and the
region as a whole. Moreover, it tries to assess innovative development of the region via the introduc-
tion of the high-tech technologies as viewed by the scientific elite of the city. Research has shown that
the functioning of the special economic zone had a positive impact on the development of the region.
For instance, modern technological platform was set up in Tomsk. It hosts all city’s high-impact com-
panies. The emergence of TZ gave an impetus for the construction of roads and new routes. Last but
not least it strengthened the image of Tomsk being as one of the innovative centers of Siberia. At the
same time, there are a number of threats, hindering the neo-industrialization of the economy. These
include factors such as a small fraction of the innovative developments being introduced in production,
diverging opinions of the scientific and business communities, copyrights violations, low investment,
and inadequate infrastructure. Nevertheless, Tomsk has an opportunity to strengthen its position
among the innovative cities, by focusing on the introduction of high-tech developments. Also, it is
very important to give due attention to the quality of innovation policy and investment climate, as well
as the creation of social and economic conditions for conducting innovative activities by developing
urban environment. Implementation of the above conditions will create the necessary prerequisites for
the development of human and cultural capital, in other words - creative professionals, who lie at the
core of the innovation economy and are able to work in the field of high-tech production.
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were made. External and internal Germans in Russia self-organization transformation factors were
determined. Self-organization functions of young Germans in Russia and significance for group with
ethnic identity reproduction were revealed. Main trends of activity were determined.
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The paper is deal with the study of social networks in the educational migration of migrants from
China and prospects of its future development. As a result of sociological research (used methods: the
composition of the matrix of social relations and interviews), the author finds out the basic ways of
formation of social networks of migrants in the university, explores its inner and outer structure and
reveals mechanisms of interaction between members of the network with the Russian-speaking stu-
dents and teachers. The article also presents the main problems faced by educational migrants from
China at the educational process. Finally, there is a list of recommendations for a more effective inte-
gration of migrants into the educational environment of the Russian university.
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THE ROLE OF «SOFT POWER» INSTRUMENTS IN REALIZING RUSSIA’S
NATIONAL INTERESTS IN ASIA-PACIFIC REGION
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Reducing of Russia's political, military and economic presence in Asia-Pacific region, associated
with the collapse of the USSR and the bipolar system of international relations, considerably weakened
the degree of its cultural influence in the region. As a result, of the deep crisis in the political, eco-
nomic and social life experienced by our country in the last decade of the twentieth century, Russia has
practically lost its status as a world superpower, especially among former Soviet allies in the socialist
bloc (China, Korea, India, Vietnam, Laos, Mongolia). Unattractiveness of foreign policy, national
economy, inefficiency of the reforms, unfavorable investment climate, high levels of bureaucracy and
criminalization of society, corruption of power, imperfect system of Russian legislation, unformed
institutions of civil society have had a negative impact on our country's image in the world community
assessments. However, now it has become quite obvious that the role of "soft power" instruments in
world politics grows increasingly, resulting in the issue of Russia’s cultural presence renewal in the
world and, particularly in Asia-Pacific region is becoming one of the most important national interests
of the country's foreign policy. In this regard, there is a need for intensification of integration processes
in the sphere of humanitarian cooperation (science, education, culture, tourism, language, media, youth
policy), between Russia and Asia Pacific countries. The purpose of this paper is to investigate the role
of Russian "soft power" instruments in Russia's foreign policy in the Asia-Pacific region. The paper
analyzes the factors and conditions for increasing humanitarian and cultural presence of Russia in the
world, the recent initiatives and decisions of Russian government, as well as measures of state support
in terms of the development of cultural diplomacy in the Asia-Pacific region. The key challenges and
the prospects for further activity in this direction are identified. Keywords: soft power, Asia-Pacific
region, Russian Federation, humanitarian resource, foreign policy, Rossotrudniestvo.
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ENVIRONMENTAL PUBLIC INITIATIVE IN THE INTERNET AS A NEW PUBLIC
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Internet as a new a new public participation practice. The author sees political participation
as  an  activity  that  aims  to  influence  authorities'  actions.  Such  an  influence  may  be  direct  (an
accomplishment of certain policy) or indirect (an influence on a selection of people who will
accomplish this policy). Due to growing importance of the Internet, we observe new forms of
political participation over recent years. On the one hand, the Internet is able to mobilize politi-
cally inactive population by reducing differences in knowledge of social and political problems
among citizens who belong to different social groups. Nevertheless, on the other hand, digital
inequality (ability to access the Internet) reduces possibilities for political participation in the
Internet. A gathering of signatures for online petitions takes a special place among new forms of
political participation. Online petitions are used in order to draw attention to particular problems,
to provide a support for declared goals, and to influence decisions of authorities. The author de-
picts specific features of environmental issues in online petitions and the main environmental
issues that disturb citizens. Additionally, the author discusses whether signing of petitions is a
form  of  such  a  behavior  as slacktivism when organizers and participants restricted themselves
only  with  petition  signing  or  additionally  the  employed  the  other  forms  of  activities  in  order  to
reach their goals. The study shows that a significant part of online petitions composes of envi-
ronmental petitions. At the same time, participants most of petitions receive small rate of sup-
port. The main variables that influence this form of political participation are sharpness of envi-
ronmental problems, availability of the Internet, and a level of public activities in the region. The
analysis does not found a significant correlation between levels of petitions' support and solu-
tions of environmental problems. The organizers of petition gatherings used the other forms of
political participation only in half of their initiatives; and only an absolute minority of partici-
pants in these gatherings employed Internet resources for mobilization of potential supporters.
That is why one may assume that such a form of political participation is just slacktivism.
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SCIENTIFIC SUBSTANTIATION OF GOVERNMENT DECISIONS IN CHINA:
TRAINING & CONSULTANCY

Keywords: xpert knowledge, decision-making, the party's image, study the CCP politburo

Researchers at the Chinese political party (CCP) believe that it is from the moment of its occur-
rence was based on the tradition of close cooperation with science. However, only the coming to
power of President Hu Jintao and Xi Jinping is not declarative, but almost literally led to the invasion
of science in the Party and the administration of the country, including personnel policy and govern-
ment decision-making. As a result of this policy, a new Institute of Chinese policy, similar in appear-
ance to some training sessions, but in fact a crucial task, as the intellectual development of senior man-
agement, and promotes the transformation of the demands of society in specific solutions, and even
transfer them to the specific political program. In the so-called collective training sessions, attended
not only by members of the Politburo, but the ministers and the governors of the provinces, and the
lecturers are the experts, scholars, researchers of Beijing University and other regions. These sessions
solve diverse goals and objectives -  the formation of a strategy to link the current  problems with the
Chinese history and the experiences of other countries, making the practice of collective decision-
making contributes to the formation of a unified approach (consensus) among the participants of po-
litical and administrative process. Extremely interesting technology of their conduct, which covers
selection of topics and research institutions; specific selection of lecturers and development of the
texts, which are then handed over to each of those present; regulations; a leading role; The role of
media. It is also important functions performed by the sessions - information, symbolic; ideological
and propaganda; mobilization and recruitment policy; image production.Subjects discussed questions
is always concrete and linked with the test problems of Chinese society. The party leadership and cor-
ruption in its ranks; environment, employment and unemployment; development of culture and the
Internet; ideology and especially the central idea of "socialism with Chinese characteristics"; "law
supremacy"; Marxist philosophy, social and economic sciences. And only a third of the sessions fo-
cused on international affairs, but each of them is always designated the national interests of China, its
politics and society as a whole.Analyze the experience is not only unique, but also instructive to con-
trol the state, including Russia.
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It is often considered that the Slavic world is part of the territory that used to be the USSR, and
the image of Slavdom belongs strictly to those who inhabit said territory. In reality, beyond the ex-
USSR live a large amount of different Slavic communities (France, Germany, USA, Argentina, China,
etc.), who are also concerned by how the image of Slavdom is transformed over time. The authors take
one of such communities, probably one of the most known - the Russian community in France. Using
one of its main constituents - the first wave of emigration and its descendants as an example, they try
to educe the image of Slavdom beyond the «common» Slavic world. During the civil war that ensued
after the Revolution of 1917, many of the people of the ex-Russian Empire were forced to leave their
homeland and move to other countries. According to the calculations of the «Association of Russians
in France» from the 1 million of emigrants that left the country, over one quarter settled in France
between 1925–1926. Most of them settled in Paris and its periphery and formed there a Russian com-
munity. To educe the image of Slavdom, the authors use the definition of Russianness in the rhetoric of
the old and young generation of the first wave of Russian emigration. For the old generation, the au-
thors base their research on their memoirs. To have a larger selection the authors use the memoirs of
different social groups, from the high aristocracy to the middle class. As for the young generation, the
research is based on articles that address said subject on websites and social media that are part of the
modern Russian community in France. The fact that said Russian community exists to this day and that
it’s members continue to actively interact within it, would suggest that the descendants of the first
wave of emigration managed to preserve their Russian identity, that their ancestors desperately wanted
to preserve. The researched proved that the French integrative policy was very successful and despite
the fact they actively partake in the life of the community, most of the descendants consider them-
selves as mainly French and see their Russian roots as a non-determinant part of themselves. Despite
that fact, the authors managed to isolate the image of the «Russian» in the conscious of the members of
the first wave of emigration. It’s the image of a conservator of Russian faith, culture, language and first
and foremost of Russian values. And despite their «Frenchness», in their will to defend the main Euro-
pean values, the authors find that long forgotten Russianness in the modern generation of the Russian
community.

References

1. Troubnikoff, Y. (2005) Les Russes blancs en France, leur histoire, leurs institutions [White
Russians in France, their history, their institutions]. Available from: http://www.cdi-
garches.com/geographie/les-russes-blancs-en-france-leur-histoire-leurs-institutions. (Accessed: 1st
October 2016)

2. Yusupov, F.F. (2001) Memuary [Memoirs]. Moscow: ZAKhAROV.
3. Lvov, G.E. (2002) Vospominaniya [Memoirs]. Moscow: Russkiy put'.
4. Shmelev, I.S. (2002) Pis'ma k russkoy molodezhi (1928) [Letters to Russian youth (1928)].

[Online] Available from: http://ricolor.org/history/re/missia/19. (Accessed: 1st October 2016).
5. Anon. (1930) Pamyati knyazya G.N. Trubetskogo [Prince G.N. Trubetskoy. In memoriam].

Mladoross". 1.
6. Grognet, F. (2010) Devenir français et rester russe L’itinéraire de Nicolas et Adèle Vorontzoff

[Become French and stay Russian The itinerary of Nicolas and Adèle Vorontzoff]. Available from::
https://hommesmigrations.revues.org/1669#tocfrom1n1 (Accessed: 1st October 2016).

7. Fogel, M. (2011) Discret retour aux sources [Discreet returning to the sources]. Available
from: http://fr.rbth.com/articles/2011/02/02/les_visiteurs_du_passe_11858.

8. Schakhovskoy, D. & Schakhovskaya, T. (2014) Déclaration des descendants de l’émigration
blanche à l’heure de la tragédie Ukrainienne [Declaration of the descendants of white emigration at
the time of the Ukrainian tragedy]. Available from: https://www.les-crises.fr/declaration-des-
descendants-de-lemigration-blanche-a-lheure-de-la-tragedie-ukrainienne. (Accessed: 1st October
2016).

http://www.cdi-/
http://ricolor.org/history/re/missia/19.
https://hommesmigrations.revues.org/1669%23tocfrom1n1
http://fr.rbth.com/articles/2011/02/02/les_visiteurs_du_passe_11858.
https://www.les-crises.fr/declaration-des-


. . . 2016.  4 (36)

: 328:316.772.5
DOI: 10.17223/1998863X/36/37

. 

:

, 
. -

. , -
, -

.
: , , -

, .

-
 « » ,

, 
. -

-
-

, , ,
, 

. -
, «

, -
,  « -

» »
[1. . 285–286]. -

, 
. -

-
 ( . convergere – , ), 

-
, 

. 
, 

. 
, .

-
, 

. -



. 376

. . 
 (  « » [2])

, ), 
. -

-
 « », -

; ; 
.  – , -

, -
, , , 

. « -
 « », , 

 – , -
» [3. . 38]. , -

. -
, 

. , , -
-

,  « , -
» [4. . 115].

. -
 «Being Digital» (1994 .) [5]. 

, , 

, -, ). -
, 

. -
, -

.
-

, 
. 

.
, 

-
. -

-
.  «Convergence? I diverge?»

(2001 .) . , ,
, 

, :  (
),  ( -



377

 « »),  (
),  (

) [6].
,  2006 ., .  [7], -

 – , 
.  –  – -

 ( , 
.),  ( ,
, ). -

.  –  – 
, , 

. ,
, ,

, .
, 

, -
 – . , , -

 « » 
, , 
 – -

. 

-
, , , -

, 
, 

. 
-

, 

-
.

, -
, -

. 
, 

: . -
,  – -

 [8], . 
, , -

, 
. , -

1990- ., -
. -



. 378

. -

, -
. , -

-

. ,
, , .,

. 

-
, 

 ( , 
 « » ; , -

), .
, -

 2000- ., -
 « » 

, -
 [9]. -

 «
» [10. . 42]. -

, . -
-

, -
, , 

, ,  (
) . 

 –
, , 

, , -
. -

-
. :
 ( , 

 – , -
.),  ( , , , .).

 2012 .  2013 , -
,  30 %,  2014 – 35 %.

 601  7  2012  « -
, -

,  2018  70 % [11].

, 



379

.
-

 (The UN Global E-Government Development Index) -
:  2008 .  49-

,  2010 . – 47- ,  2012 
2014 .  – 27- .  –

 » –  2007 -
 50- ,  2013 . – 40- ,  2015 . – 45-  [12]. -

, 
 ( ,

, -
.), -

-
, 

.
-

, 
, 

. -
,

. . 
, -

 « »,
-

. .  « », -

, -
 [8]. . , -

, 
 [1. . 287].

. -
, , 

 [8]. 
, -
 [13],

 [14.
. 257].  – 

-
, -

, -
. 

. , , , 
, 

, 



. 380

, .  « -
, – . , – 

. , 
» [15. . 358–359]. -

. : «
, , , -

. , , 
-

, , -
. (…)  perse -

, 
) 

,  (
)  [16].

, -
, 

, -
, .

-
, -

. -
, . .

, , -
. 

 « -
-

». «  2002 .,
 2005 . -

 2009 . -
,  « » – -

, »
[13]. . : « -

 –  «
(2002–2010 .)» .

,  2009 . -
 « » [17]. 

,  2009 . -
, , 

, -
 « ».

-
. -

, 
, . -

, 



381

, -
. , 

, -
, -

,  [17]. -

 ( -
, ) 

.
-

: , -
, ,

, -
, -

, . , 
-

, .

 « » (digital divide), -
, 

.
 « »,  – « -

».

« »,  2000 . . 
-

 – « », -
-

.

, : -
 ( , , .),  ( -

, -
),  ( , .).

, -
, 

. 
» -

. -
, , -

, 
 – 

, , .
.

, 
-



. 382

. , -
-

, -
. 

,
,

.
, 

, -
-

. -

.
, 

: « -
: -

; : , 
» [18]. , 

-
.

, -
-

, . 
, ,   

. : -
, -

-
,  « ».

1. . :  «
»? // . , 2012.

. 12. . 285–297.
2. McLuhan M. Understanding Media: The Extensions of Man. New York, 1964. 359 p.
3. . . , 2002. 280 .
4. . -

: . ., 1999. 300 .
5. Negroponte N. Being Digital. New York, 1995. 243 p.
6. Jenkins H. Convergence? I diverge [Electronic recourse] // Technology review. 2001. Vol. 1.

Electronic data. URL: http://www.technologyreview.com/article/401042/convergence—i—diverge/
(access date: 5.05.2016).

7. Meikle G. Media Convergence: Networked Digital Media in Everyday Life. Basingstoke,
2012. 248 p.

8. .  // . 2001.
 2. . 51–63. [ ]. URL: http://ict.informika.ru/ft/003982/006tURONOK.pdf

: 12.05.2016).



383
9. . : , , 

. ., 2004. 328 . [ ] URL: http://grachev62.narod.ru/Grachev/n60_
05ar.html ( : 10.05.2016).

10. . : , .
., 2012. 327 .

11. ,  2014 , 
35% // . [ ]. URL: http://
minsvyaz.ru/ru/events/33078/ ( : 8.05.2016).

12.  // 
 « ». [ ]. URL: http://gtmarket.ru ( : 9.05.2016).

13. . : 
 // : 

. 2011.  3.  7. [ ]. URL: http://cyberleninka.ru/
article/n/perehod-k-elektronnomu-pravitelstvu-v-rossii-normativno-pravovaya-baza-i-sotsialnyy-
kontekst ( : 19.09.2015).

14. . : -
 // . -

. 2011. . 11. . 253–269.
15. . . . ., 2014. 528 .
16. . : , ,  // -

: . [ ]. URL: http://www.gumer.info/bibliotek_Buks/ Polit/kastel/ in-
tro.php ( : 12.05.2016).

17. .  « » : -
 // . 2012.

 5. . 2–7. [ ]. URL:
http://www.aselibrary.ru/press_center/journal/irr/irr3648/irr36484157/irr364841574158/irr364841

5741584163/ ( : 28.04.2016).
18. . ., 2004. 400 . [ ].

URL: http://texts.news/sotsiologiya-kulturyi-knigi/rol-informatsii-51555.html ( :
1.05.2016).

Yufereva Anastasia S. – The Ural Branch of the Russian Academy of Science (Yekaterinburg,
Russian Federation). DOI: 10.17223/1998863X/36/37

THE DEVELOPMENT OF POLITICAL COMMUNICATION IN THE CONDITIONS OF
MEDIA CONVERGENCE: AN ANALYSIS OF THE ROLE OF THE SOCIO-CULTURAL
CONTEXT

Keywords: media convergence, political communication, virtualization of politics, the new in-
formation technologies

This study considers the process of media convergence and the crucial characteristics of this phe-
nomenon. The author studies different foreign approaches to conduct an extensive analysis of this topic
in more detail. The research is concerned with specific and significant differences in approaches in
connection with the understanding of media convergence. In particular this phenomenon includes the
two levels – technological and social ones. The technological level bounds with merging different
technologies and platforms. The social level connects determined communication effects. Due to the
plural character of media convergence, it is necessary to investigate the question of the effect of this
phenomenon on the realm of politics. The objective of the research was to find out the aspects of inter-
action between media convergence and a process of political communication in the context of social
and technological dimensions. In order to achieve this aim the author studies historical context – the
two periods in respect of virtualization of politics. The first stage had specific features: political struc-
tures began to penetrate on the Internet by dint of creating official web-sites. This stage included the
manifestation the technological level because it is a case of digitalization of political information. In
the following step the sphere of politics began to comprise different communication strategies, because
media convergence achieved next level of the development – social level. The object and verifiable
results were obtained by the comparative-historical method. The study showed a few real-world exam-
ples which reflect the main aspects of interaction between media convergence and the process of po-
litical communication. The author argues that the new forms of political communication were created
by the social context instead of the technological context. The article considers the main problems of
the adaptation of the state to the modern conditions. Besides, there are social problems which prevent

http://www.technologyreview.com/article/401042/convergence
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the transfer of the public services into electronic format. The author analyses the category of problems:
the imperfection of the legal framework, the dilemma of an organizational resistance and the problem
of the «digital divide».

References

1. Trakhtenberg, A.D. (2012) Elektronnoe pravitel'stvo: sostoitsya li “izobretenie gosudarstva
zanovo”? [E-government: Whether the “re-invention of the state” will happen?]. Nauchnyy ezhegodnik
Instituta filosofii i prava UrO RAN. 12. pp. 285-297.

2. McLuhan, M. (1964) Understanding Media: The Extensions of Man. New York: MIT Press.
3. Dyakova, E.G. (2002) Massovaya kommunikatsiya i vlast' [Mass communication and power].

Ekaterinburg: RAS.
4. Zemlyanova, L.M. (1999) Zarubezhnaya kommunikativistika v preddverii informatsionnogo ob-

shchestva: Tolkovyy slovar' terminov i kontseptsiy [International communication study in anticipation of the
Information Society: Glossary of terms and concepts]. Moscow: Moscow State University.

5. Negroponte, N. (1995) Being Digital. New York: Vintage Books.
6. Jenkins, H. (2001) Convergence? I diverge. Technology review. 1. [Online] Available from:

http://www.technologyreview.com/article/401042/convergence—i—diverge/. (Accessed: 5th May 2016).
7. Meikle, G. (2012) Media Convergence: Networked Digital Media in Everyday Life. Basing-

stoke: Palgrave Macmillan.
8. Turonok, S.G. (2001) Internet i politicheskiy protsess [Internet and the political process]. No-

voe literaturnoe obozrenie. 2. pp. 51-63. [Online] Available from: http://ict.informi-
ka.ru/ft/003982/006tURONOK.pdf. (Accessed: 12th May 2016).

9. Grachev, M.N. (2004) Politicheskaya kommunikatsiya: teoreticheskie kontseptsii, modeli, vektory
razvitiya [Political Communication: Theoretical concepts, models, development of vectors]. [Online] Avail-
able from: http://grachev62.narod.ru/Grachev/n60_05ar.html. (Accessed: 10th May 2016).

10. Timofeeva, L.N. (ed.) (2012) Politicheskaya kommunikativistika: teoriya, metodologiya i
praktika [Political communication study: Theory, methodology and practice]. Moscow: RAPN.

11. Ministry of Communications of Russia. (2014) Dolya grazhdan, vospol'zovavshikhsya elek-
tronnymi gosuslugami v 2014 godu, prevysila 35% [The proportion of people who have
usede-government services in 2014 exceeded 35%]. [Online] Available from:
http://minsvyaz.ru/ru/events/ 33078/. (Accessed: 8th May 2016).

12. Information-Analytical Agency “TsGT”. (n.d.) Tsentr gumanitarnykh tekhnologiy [The Centre for
Humanitarian Technologies]. [Online] Available from: http://gtmarket.ru. (Accessed: 9th May 2016).

13. Dyakova, E.G. (2011) Perekhod k elektronnomu pravitel'stvu v Rossii: normativno-pravovaya
baza i sotsial'nyy kontekst [The transition to e-government in Russia: Legal framework and social
context]. Sovmestnye issledovaniya sotsial'nykh problem. 3(7). [Online] Available from:
http://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/perehod-k-elektronnomu-pravitelstvu-v-rossii-normativno-pravovaya-
baza-i-sotsialnyy-kontekst. (Accessed: 19th September 2016).

14. Trakhtenberg, A.D. (2011) Elektronnoe pravitel'stvo: tekhnokraticheskaya utopiya ili vostre-
bovannaya struktura [E-government: The technocratic utopia or demanded structure]. Nauchnyy ezhe-
godnik Instituta filosofii i prava UrO RAN. 11. pp. 253–269.

15. Morozov, E. (2014) Internet kak illyuziya. Obratnaya storona seti [Internet as an illusion. The
reverse side of the network]. Moscow: Corpus.

16. Castells, M. (n.d.) Informatsionnaya epokha: ekonomika, obshchestvo, kul'tura [The
Information Age: Economy, Society, Culture]. [Online] Available from: http://www.gumer.
info/bibliotek_Buks/ Polit/kastel/intro.php. (Accessed: 12th May 2016).

17. Chugunov, A.V. (2012) Vnedrenie tekhnologiy “elektronnogo pravitel'stva” v Rossii:
organizatsionno-pravovye problemy i bar'ery razvitiya [The introduction of “electronic government”
technology in Russia: Organizational and legal problems and obstacles]. Informatsionnye resursy
Rossii. 5. pp. 2-7. [Online]. Available from:

http://www.aselibrary.ru/press_center/journal/irr/irr3648/irr36484157/irr364841574158/irr364841
5741584163/. (Accessed: 28th April 2016).

18. Webster, F. (2004) Teorii informatsionnogo obshchestva [Theories of the Information
Society]. Translated from English. Moscow: Aspekt-Press. [Online] Available from:
http://texts.news/sotsiologiya-kulturyi-knigi/rol-informatsii-51555.html. (Accessed:1st May 2016).

http://grachev62.narod.ru/Grachev/n60_
http://gtmarket.ru/
http://cyberleninka.ru/
http://www.gumer.info/bibliotek_Buks/
http://www.aselibrary.ru/press_center/journal/irr/irr3648/irr36484157/irr364841574158/irr364841
http://texts.news/sotsiologiya-kulturyi-knigi/rol-informatsii-51555.html


. . . 2016.  4 (36)

 347.78.01
DOI: 10.17223/1998863X/36/38

. , . 

: VERSUS 1

. -
, -

-
.

: , , -
, , , .

? 
» 

, . 
, , -

. -
, 

? , -

-
. .

, 
 [1. . 75–77], , 

 [1. . 97]. -
 « » [1. . 97–98]. , ,

, , . 
, -

,  [2. . 280–284]. 
: , 

,  
,  – -

, 
. , -

; 
 [2. . 195, 218, 220, 282].

1  (
-4664.2016.6).

http://www.technologyreview.com/article/401042/convergence
http://ict.informi-/
http://grachev62.narod.ru/Grachev/n60_05ar.html.
http://minsvyaz.ru/ru/events/
http://gtmarket.ru./
http://cyberleninka.ru/article/n/perehod-k-elektronnomu-pravitelstvu-v-rossii-normativno-pravovaya-
http://www.gumer./
http://www.aselibrary.ru/press_center/journal/irr/irr3648/irr36484157/irr364841574158/irr364841
http://texts.news/sotsiologiya-kulturyi-knigi/rol-informatsii-51555.html.


. , . 386

, 

, 
.

, , . , 
 ( ) , 

? , , -
, -

. , 
? ? -

, , 
? , 

, -
 ( , 

 [2. C. 216–220]).
, , , 

: 
, , , -

, , .), -
 ( , ). ,

 ( ) -
. 

 (  [2.
. 109–115, 128, 87–88]).

, -

. 
-

. 
.

, -
..
-

, . ;
 ( , 

). , -
-

.
, -

, -
, -

, 
.



387

?

1

». ,
, -

» 
2006  [3]. .

 [4]. 
, -

 [5]. , , , 
, 

. -
, , -

.
, , -

? 
 « ». , -

, , 
, 

. -
, -

. 
2001  ( ) -

,  «

» [6].  2004 -
-

 « »  [7].
 1992 

, , 
-

 [8]. ,  ( ) 
» (Honey Bee Network) -

-
 [9].  « » (Creative

Commons), 
. 

1 . . . . : Chander A.,
Sunder M. Is Nozick Kicking Rawls’s Ass? Intellectual Property and Social Justice // UC Davis Legal Stud-
ies Research Paper Series. 2007. Research Paper No. 108. P. 563–579. .



. , . 388

» (Public Intellectual Property Resource in Agriculture)
, -

, -
. -

 (Superflex) 
, 

, 
, .

, ,
, 

. -
, -

.
-

. , -

.
-

, 
,  – : (1) 

, (2)  (3) 
 (Agreement on

Trade-Related Aspects of Intellectual Property Rights).
 (  www -

) -
-

. 

. « »  (
 « ». – . .), 

, ,  Google -
 [10. C. 1207, 1220]1. -
 ( ) , -

, 
, , 

-
 [11. C. 160; 12. C. 205, 208; 13. C. 519, 546]. 

, -
.

. -

1 , : http://www.independent.co.uk/arts-
entertainment/books/news/jorge-luis-borges-fan-brings-his-infinite-library-to-life-online-10224447.html –

. .



389

, -
, -

 ( ) . ,
-

, , , -
, -

. 
», , , 

, -
, 

 [14, 15, 16]. , 
, 

, .
, -

, 
: ,

. , -
, «

… ,
» [17. C. 257, 260].

, , 

, , -
. 

, -

 «(1) , (2) 

, (3) ; (4)
 (5) 

» [18. C. 971, 985].

-
. -

, , 
, -

. , 
, ,

. . , 
 – -

, . 
, ,

 [19. C. 33]. 

http://www.independent.co.uk/arts-


. , . 390

-
.

1.

, , -
, 

 [4. C. 12, 149]. 
-

: (1) , (2) 
 (3)  (1) 

(2) [4. C. 151–152]. -
, 

, , , -
, ,  « -
»  [4. C. 174–178]. 

. 
 ( , -

). -
: .

, -
, 
, 

. 
; , -

. ,

.

A.

-
. 

, , -
-

:
-

. 
-

, , 
 [3. C. 583].

-
: -

, ? , 
 « » ( , ), 

» [3. C. 588].  «



391

, 
» [3. C. 584]. 

,  ( -
) , 

.
-

, -
 (Medical Research and Development Treaty) -

 [20. C. 679, 696–705].
, -

-
, 

. , -
 R&D , 

.
, -

, 
 [21.

C. 803, 807].  « » 
, 

, ,
, -

. -
, 

, -
.

. , «
» [22. C. 717, 741] , , 

, , -
, ,

 «
» [22. C. 742]. -

, , , 
. , 

, -
.

, , 
, 

 [22. C. 745–
746]. -

, , 
, -

, , , , 
, 



. , . 392

, -
.

, -
 ( , 

, ), , -

 [23. C. 891]. 
-

, , , , -
. , , 

, . 
: , 

, 
; , , 

.
-

 [24. C. 855]. 
, , , 

, -
. , , 

, -
-

, .
 – -

-
, –  [25. C. 919].

, , 
, . , , 

 « , 
, , -

» [25. C. 932–933] ( -
: 

, -
, , 

). -
, , 

. 
.

, -
, -

. , , -
-

.
Locke

Remixed ;-), -
, , -

 [26. C. 1259]. 



393

 ( ):
, 

 [26. C. 1262]. 
: , 

, -
, , , -

. ,  « -
-

» [26. C. 1263; 27].

, -
. , 

-
, -

.
, , , 

, -
. , 
, ? 

, 
; , 

, . 
? -

, -
; , -

. -
 – 

.
, 
, -

-
, : 

, , , ,
» [26. C. 1264] , -

.

B.

, -
, 

 [18. C. 975]. -
. -

, 
-

, .
, , -

, 



. , . 394

»
[18. C. 1017]. , -

 ( . , 
, 

).
, -

, « , , 
-

» [28.
C. 1021, 1023–1024]. .

-
-

,  [29.
C. 1039, 1047–1070]. ,  « , 

, 
» [29. C. 1128]. , 

, -
, , , -

, , .

C. , 

, , -
, -

,  [30.
C. 1151, 1190–1192].  (

)  « , ,
, -

, , » [31. C. 1233, 1244].
, , 

, -
,  « » [30. C. 1190].

 Google, ,

:  – , -
,  – , . 

,  Google -
-

 [10. . 1230]. , , -
, . , -

,  Google 
, .

. , -



395

, -
 [32. . 1253, 1257].

, -
, : «

, 
» [31. . 1244]. 

, ,  Google,
, .

,  Google « -
» ,  « -

» [31. . 1249]. -
,  Google  «

», , -
, , , «

» [31. . 1250–1251].

2.
?

: -

. -
,  «

» [17. . 330], -

» [33], -
 – 

 [34. . 1031]. -
, -

.

A.

, -
-

. -
, 
.

. -
, , -

? , 
-

? [3. . 583; 20.
. 696–705] , 

, -
-

. Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer Studios, Inc. v. Grokster, Ltd.



. , . 396

, , -
, : « -

, 
…» [35].

. -
. -

 (1) , 

 (2) , 
. -

-
.

-
. , 

, , 
. 

. -
. -

, ), 
, -

. , 
, 

, , , 
. , -

, 
.

. , -
-

, -
. , 

. , 
,

 [19]. , 
, -

 [36. . 715; 37. . 1331], 
?

. -
-

, , -
. -

, , 
. -



397

, -
 [37. . 1351–1354]. -

, -
. 

-
, -

, 
 [38].

.
, , , -

, . , -
, 

.

, 
. -

, , , 
. -

-
,  [39.

. 1600, 1627–1630], . 

, -
, -

. -

.
. , , -

, , -
. , -

,  « , 
» [35] –

. -
, -

, 
.

B.

.
? , 

, -
. -

, ? : , 
? [40, 41]

, 
. ,  – -



. , . 398

. -
, , 

.
, , , ,

, 
. 

1 , ,
, . 

 [42. . 1193,
1194–1195].

. -
. 

, .
, , , 

. , 
. -

.
. , -

, -
, . 

, -

. , «

… » 
[28. . 1032]. ,  « -

, , 
, -

, 
» [28. . 1033]. , -

 «
», -

 [28. . 1033]. ,  « , 
, 

, , -
, -

» [28. . 1037].
, , 

,  – -
, . , 

 ( -
, ) , , 

, 
. Ashdown v. Telegraph Group Ltd.

1  (1924–1974) – 
. – . .



399

[43], , -

-
, , , -

 [29. . 1096–1099]. -
, 

, 
.

, 
, , . 

, ,

, . , -
 ( , ), -

, 
. -

, , -
, , , , -

.
, ,

, , . 
, , 

, 
, 

 [37. .
1340–1341]. , , 

,
.

. ,
, 

. ,  XXI 
, 

.
, 

. 
, , , 

 [4. . 141]. , 
, , , -

, , -
. ,
, , ,

-
. -

, -



. , . 400

.

1. .  / . . . . : 
. , 1995.

2. . ,  / . . . ; . . -
. . .: , 2008.

3. Fisher W.W., Syed T. Global Justice in Health Care: Developing Drugs for the Developing
World // UC Davis Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 581–678.

4. Nozick R. Anarchy, State and Utopia. Oxford: Blackwell Publishers, 1974.
5. Rawls J. A Theory of Justice. Revised Edition. Harvard University Press, 1999.
6. ,  14  2001.
7. ,  31 -

,  2004.
8. . 15  5  1992 .
9. Honey Bee Network, What is Honeybee? http://knownetgrin.honeybee.org/honeybee.html
10.Vaidhyanathan S. The Googlization of Everything and the Future of Copyright // UC Davis

Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 1207–1232.
11.Lessig L. Free Culture. How Big Media Uses Technology and the Law to Lock Down Culture

and Control Creativity. New York: The Penguin Press, 2004.
12.Chander A. Exporting DMCA Lockouts // Cleveland State Law Review. 2006. Vol. 54.

P. 205–217.
13.Samuelson P. Intellectual Property and the Digital Economy: Why the Anti-Circumvention

Regulations Need to Be Revised // The Berkeley Technology Law Journal. 1999. Vol. 14. P. 1–49.
14.Kryder R.D., Kowalski S.P., Krattiger A.F. The Intellectual and Technical Property Compo-

nents of pro-Vitamin A Rice (GoldenRiceTM): A Preliminary Freedom-To-Operate Review. ISAAA
Briefs No. 20. 2000. ISAAA: Ithaca, NY. URL: http://lsr.nellco.org/cgi/viewcontent.
cgi?article=1007&context=piercelaw/facseries.

15.Greenpeace, All That Glitters Is Not Gold: The False Hope of Golden Rice, May 2005. URL:
http://www.greenpeace.org/raw/content/international/press/reports/all-that-glitters-isnot-gold.pdf

16.Shiva V. The “Golden Rice” Hoax: When Public Relations Replaces Science. URL:
http://online.sfsu.edu/~rone/GEessays/goldenricehoax.html

17.Sunder M. IP3 // Stanford Law Review. 2006. Vol. 59. P. 257–332.
18.Helfer L.R. Toward a Human Rights Framework for Intellectual Property // UC Davis Law

Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 971-1020.
19.Kaplow L., Shavell S. Fairness Versus Welfare. Harvard University Press, 2002.
20.Love J. Measures to Enhance Access to Medical Technologies, and New Methods of Stimulat-

ing Medical R&D // UC Davis Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 679–715.
21.Chon M. Intellectual Property “from Below”: Copyright and Capability for Education // UC

Davis Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 803–854.
22.Aoki K. Distributive and Syncretic Motives in Intellectual Property Law (with Special Refer-

ence to Coercion, Agency, and Development) // UC Davis Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 717–801.
23.Coombe R.J., Schnoor S., Ahmed M. Bearing Cultural Distinction: Informational Capitalism

and New Expectations for Intellectual Property // UC Davis Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 891–917.
24.Ghosh S. The Fable of the Commons: Exclusivity and the Construction of Intellectual Property

Markets // UC Davis Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 855–890.
25.Bartow A. Trademarks of Privilege: Naming Rights and Physical Public Domain // UC Davis

Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 919–970.
26.Merges R. Locke Remixed ; - ) // UC Davis Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 1259–1273.
27.Chander A., Sunder M. Everyone’s a Superhero: A Cultural Theory of Mary Sue Fan Fiction

as Fair Use // California Law Review. 2007. Vol. 95. P. 597–626.
28.Raustiala K. Density and Conflict in International Intellectual Property Law // UC Davis Law

Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 1021–1038.
29.Yu P.K. Reconceptualizing Intellectual Property Interests in a Human Rights Framework // UC

Davis Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 1039–1149.



401
30.Cohen J.E. Creativity and Culture in Copyright Theory // UC Davis Law Review. 2007.

Vol. 40. P. 1151–1205.
31.Kurtz L.A. Copyright and the Human Condition // UC Davis Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40.

P. 1233–1252.
32.Van Houweling M.S. Bumping Around in Culture: Creativity, Spontaneity, and Physicality in

Copyright Policy // UC Davis Law Review. 2007. Vol. 40. P. 1253–1257.
33. . . I, § 8, . 8.
34.Lemley M.A. Property, Intellectual Property, and Free Riding // Texas Law Review. 2005.

Vol. 83. P. 1031–1075.
35.Metro-Goldwyn-Mayer Studios, Inc. v. Grokster, Ltd., 125 S. Ct. 2764, 2775 (2005).
36.Chander A. The New, New Property // Texas Law Review. 2003. Vol. 81. P. 715–798.
37.Chander A., Sunder M. The Romance of the Public Domain // California Law Review. 2004.

Vol. 92. P. 1331–1373.
38.Commission On Intellectual Property Rights, U.K. Secretary Of State For International Devel-

opment, Integrating Intellectual Property Rights And Development Policy 21 (2002):
http://www.iprcommission.org/graphic/documents/final_report/CIPRfullfinal.pdf.

39.Gordon W.J. Fair Use as Market Failure: A Structural and Economic Analysis of the Betamax
Case and Its Predecessors // Columbia Law Review. 1982. Vol. 82. P. 1600–1657.

40.Ackerman B.A. Social Justice in the Liberal State. New Haven: Yale University Press, 1980.
41.Barry B. Why Social Justice Matters. Cambridge: Polity Press, 2005.
42.Chander A. Globalization and Distrust // Yale Law Journal. 2005. Vol. 114. P. 1193–1236.
43.Ashdown V. Telegraph Group Ltd. [2002] EWCA (Civ) 1142, [2001] W.L.R. 967 (Eng.).

Ogleznev Vitaly V. – Tomsk State University (Tomsk, Russian Federation).
DOI: 10.17223/1998863X/36/31

Klochikhina Veronika S. –Tomsk State University (Tomsk, Russian Federation).
DOI: 10.17223/1998863X/36/31
INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY AND SOCIAL JUSTICE: ROBERT NOZICK VERSUS
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This essay presents the overview and analysis of the discussion between Robert Nozick and John
Rawls that is stated in the article “Is Nozick Kicking Rawls’s Ass? Intellectual Property and Social
Justice” written by Anupan Chander and Madhavi Sunder, American intellectual property law schol-
ars. The translation of these articles is published in the present number. Is the libertarian vision of
Nozick in ascendance in intellectual property, overshadowing Rawls’s egalitarianism? Yes, and rightly
so, some intellectual property scholars suggest. They argue that intellectual property law seeks to solve
a fundamental problem of information economics: without intellectual property protections, the ready
duplicability of information undermines incentives to create information. Armed with this economic
insight and fortified a neo-liberal faith that markets with well-defined property rights in information
will best promote liberty, these scholars would keep intellectual property’s focus single-minded: to
incentivize the production of information. The authors argue that this view is too narrow. A variety of
societal goals must inform intellectual property law because (1) understanding intellectual property’s
impact on a variety of social values helps us restrain maximalist intellectual property demands; (2)
relying on the tax and welfare systems to remedy any resulting distributional deficiencies is unrealistic;
(3) the reason for existence of Western intellectual property laws is not necessarily globally scalable
because of varying capacities to innovate; (4) we must attend to the kind of innovation that law spurs
(for example, does the existing regime adequately incentivize the discovery of treatments for poor
people’s diseases?); and (5) we can best understand fair use doctrine not just as market failure but as
an important component of free speech.
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REVIEW OF DR.  PEREBOOM’S BOOK «FREE WILL,  AGENCY AND MEANING IN
LIFE»

Keywords: free will, 4 case manipulation argument, D. Pereboom, moral responsibility

The problem of free will and moral responsibility is a traditional problem for the philosophical
investigations. So the contemporary analytical philosophy continues the project that has been started a
few hundred years ago. However in the past several decades there has been progress made in this area.
Philosophers like R. Kane, J. Fischer, H. Frankfurt, D. Dennett and D. Pereboom made significant
contributions to clarify the issues and drafts the possible solutions. In this paper I provide a review of
D. Perebooms recent book on free will – Free will, agency and the meaning of life (2014). The first
part of the book is devoted to the proof of the Incompatibilism between causal determinism (and inde-
terminism) and responsibility. Pereboom rejects the necessity of the alternative possibilities as a neces-
sary component for the free will and moral responsibility. However he insists on incompatibilism on
other grounds. The main argument for Incompatibilism is Pereboom’s original Four Case Manipula-
tion Argument. According to the author the argument shows that there is no relevant difference be-
tween the cases when the agent is being manipulated and the cases where the behavior of the agent is
being determined by the events in the past and the laws of nature. The second part of the book is Pere-
boom’s defense of optimistic skepticism. The author argues that even without moral responsibility in
the basic desert sense, the human life doesn’t lose meaning and the interpersonal relations don’t lose its
value. In this paper I disagree with the main argument of D. Pereboom. I suggest his description of the
four cases is missing important details. Most readers make a judgment about the absence of responsi-
bility in the described cases not because there is manipulation but because there it is unclear if the
agent there indeed is a person and what kind of person he is. If we fill in the important details and
describe the agent in such a way that his character is being revealed the audience will likely to judge
him to be morally responsible for his behavior. I try to prove my point by describing an alternative
scenario to the first case of Pereboom’s argument.
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In the paper I make a review of the book written by Jakub Macha (Wittgenstein on Internal and
External Relations: Tracing all the Connections. Bloomsbury. 2015). The main thesis of the book is
that Wittgenstein’s method of analysis rests on the distinction between internal and external relations.
According to the thesis Jakub Macha try to show the role of this distinction in such different context as
the picture theory in early Wittgenstein’s writings, the rule-following problem, the nature of mathe-
matical propositions and proof and also in Wittgenstein’s remarks on color phenomenology and on
psychology. The book presents first detailed and complete research in this field.
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The article is devoted to an analysis of the state management role in a national brand strategy
forming. A communicative branding model should have a basis as a central theme, which has a signifi-
cant value for the citizens and for the international actors. In the article is viewed that the Russian
national brand identity is defined by the key idea of the strong defensible state. Therefore, defense
industry can be object field for national branding strategy forming. As a result branding communica-
tion may become a national unity basis and an effective state positioning. National branding strategy
should be include in the internal and external political conjecture. The military-political crisis in
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Ukraine, participation of Russia in the military operations in Syria and an increased international ter-
rorism threat actualize political values of national safety. Consequently the theme of  the state defense
ability could become the national brand identity.

So the state as a key actor of the national branding strategy should act system-oriented and elabo-
rately. There is a lot of innovation instruments for the support of innovation actors in defense industry:
technological platforms, innovation territorial clusters, federal target programs, state funds etc. The
optimal set of these instruments provide innovation potential of the actors in defense industry. So the
system of supporting defense enterprises and universities is constructed. Innovation defense enterprises
and universities using the innovation instruments form innovation territory potential, territory brands.
Innovation belts formed with participation of the defense industry innovation subjects providing for the
state safety promote a territorial and national branding. So the sum of territory brands form the national
brand of the strong state. Communication representation of defense innovators collaboration and its
results provides a sense filling of the national branding strategy. Communication branding policy is
directed to the innovation policy support in the defense industry and its representation to the target
groups. As a result an effective national branding of Russia brings the global competitiveness and
international state influence strengthening.
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