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THE CONDITIONALITY OF CONCEPTUAL CARCASS BY THE PHENOMENON OF
FACT TRANSCENDENCE
Keywords: fact, conceptual carcass, transcendences, language game, subject of study.

In the article the fact study is based on the theory that the fact itself is a result of interaction of a subject
under study  with an object and has a structure, which is considered as by the current theories so as by the
peculiarities of the studied object, constructing the conceptual schemes mainly anew.The transcendental
nature of the fact, as well as its perception, is determined by two aspects : ontological and epistemologi-
cal. First, obviously or not, there exist a pointer ( related as a part and the whole) on the endless stream of
some fact variants, which are actualized from time to time and have some particular prime cause. Sec-
ond, any fact model is a phenomenon , which doesn’t exist by itself, but  lives as a unique link of a chain
and so on. Thus, the syncretic act namely, which actualizes for “ me” reality of the specific situation ( the
fact) has transcendental nature. The syncretic nature of the institutionalization act is also determined  by
the fact that actual sensations as well as actual reflexing can be possible only in case of “ me” previous
experience.  Thus, for example, it is obvious that transcendence factor constituting a world/ fact model in
planimetry  paradigm actualized the concept of plane , but not the concept of space. In the aspect of prob-
lem of conceptual carcasses modeling study it is revealed that one and the same theory having been
changed against its perception and handling ( because of the studied subject  pragmatic presupposition
changing)  demonstrates the reality of the lack (backbone)  criteria.So, the following can be stated : the
transcendence of fact can structure conceptual carcasses in a particular way, like it is possible and neces-
sary in the context of some concrete paradigm actual for a collective subject of study.
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Zeile Nikolay I. Tomsk State University (Tomsk, Russian Federation).
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TO A QUESTION ON THE FEATURES OF METHODOLOGICAL CONSCIOUSNESS IN
CHEMISTRY
Keywords: science methodology, methodological consciousness, chemical affinity, dissociation,
chemical equilibrium.

Chemistry, in the opinion of chemists studying its history, is both science and production. Chemical
knowledge combined enduring problem: getting materials with desired properties. For understanding
the specifics of methodological consciousness in chemistry subject of our analysis was a long discus-
sion between chemists Proust and Berthollet which took place in XIX century. Proust won the dispute,
relying on chemical picture of reality (CPR) formed in the process of integrating the Lavoisier's
chemical element teaching with Dalton’s atomistics. Proust won Berthollet due to the fact that the
objects of his study obey the law of definite proportions, simple multiple proportions and equiva-
lents.It may seem that full compliance of the prevailing ideas of the winning side with atomic and
molecular paradigm leaves no room for fruitful researches to defeated Berthollet’s supporters. The
latter advocated continuous forms of the substance which was confirmed in experimental studies with
objects such as solutions and alloys which were considered by Proust as physical mixtures. Misunder-
standing was due to the fact that at low levels of physical and analytical experimental equipment it
was impossible to distinguish chemical compounds from physical mixtures. Considering that there
was no unanimity about the interpretation of many concepts and especially the theory of chemical
affinity, an unambiguous assessment of the debate can’t be considered as credible.In this situation
Berthollet proposed the idea of chemical affinity dependency on many factors. It founds the approval
and support of many influential chemists working with solutions. Their theoretical generalization,
extrapolations, and analogies on the identification of the nature of chemical equilibrium dissociation
had led to the discovery of transition (relative daltonidnoy and bertollidnoy) form of matter organiza-
tion - activated complex. It can be stated that the functioning of the methodological consciousness in
scientific chemistry is provided by its interconnection with production that allow using resources of
different paradigms widely.
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SCIENTIFIC HABITUS: UNITY OF DIFFERENCES
Keywords: scientific practice, subjective basis of scientific practice, scientific habitus, dispositions,
cognitive dispositions, behavioral dispositions, emotional dispositions, value dispositions.

The article suggests the author's understanding of the subjective basis of science as a form of social
practice. It is argued that an adequate conceptual resource to describe the subject of scientific practice
is the notion of «scientific habitus». The notion of «scientific habitus» gives an opportunity to over-
come the traditional oppositions, such as corporeal/spiritual, conscious/unconscious, social/cognitive,
individual/collective, and to describe heterogeneity and inhomogeneity of the subjective basis of sci-
ence in integrity and unity. The structure of scientific habitus is represented by the unity of cognitive,
behavioral, value and emotional dispositions. The proposed typology of the dispositional structure of
scientific habit basis meets modern perceptions formed in psychology and social theory, as well as the
traditions of the philosophical analysis of science. It is proved that the heterogeneity of the disposi-
tional structure of scientific habit basis is a source of its diversity, creates a functional intensity and
the variety of scientific practice. The selection of cognitive dispositions in the habit basis of scientific
practice is caused by two conditions: firstly, the existence of philosophical tradition to make a differ-
ence between cognitive and value aspects; secondly, the occurrence of cognitive «turn». The cognitive
dispositions form the cognitive basis of scientific practice, and their analysis indicates the diversity of
forms. However, the inhomogeneity of cognitive dispositions doesn`t exclude their system organiza-
tion represented, for example, by ontological and epistemological category grids. The substantial
variety of cognitive dispositions is shown by an example of theoretical sociology. The implementation
of cognitive dispositions in communicative forms makes it possible to introduce the notion of «scien-
tific linguistic habitus». It is shown that the variety of behavioral dispositions is embodied in the exis-
tence of different typologies: strategies of subversion and conservation (P. Bourdieu), revolutionary,
standard, pragmatic, creative configurations (L. Thevenot), attainable, adaptive, regressive and de-
structive strategies (T. I. Zaslavsky). The value dispositions are understood as a form of intentional
structure of a subject represented by attitude to certain objects and phenomena. The assumption has
been made that the introduction of the notion of «moral habitus» understood as a mode of practical
dispositions, which have an ethical orientation, to the analysis of the subjective basis of scientific
practice is possible. The emotional dispositions are interpreted as a significant component of the habit
basis of scientific practice. At the substantial level the emotional dispositions may be represented by
involvement and distance, competition and cooperation, intension and relaxation. The involvement
can be expressed in two forms: the involvement of people and things and the mutual involvement of
people. It is emphasized that there is no possibility to receive an absolute answer about the existence
of a direct causal link between different types of dispositions. It is concluded that the introduction of
the notion of «scientific habitus» offers a more capacious vision of the subjective basis of science and
requires a detailed research work to restore the network of dependencies and the relations of a subject
with the world around.

References

1. Chernikova, I.V. (2014) Evolyutsiya sub"ekta nauchnogo poznaniya [The evolution of the subject
of scientific knowledge]. Voprosy filosofii. 8. pp. 65–75.
2. Bourdieu, P. (2001) Prakticheskiy smysl [Practical Reason]. Translated from French by A.T. Bik-
bov, K.D. Voznesenskaya, S.N. Zenkina, N.A. Shmatko. St. Petersburg: Aleteyya.
3. Zav'yalova, M.P. (2012) Cognitive turn in science and philosophy. Vestnik Tomskogo gosu-
darstvennogo un-ta. Filosofiya. Sotsiologiya. Politologiya – Tomsk State University Journal of Phi-
losophy, Sociology and Political Science. 2 (18). pp. 5–12. (In Russian).
4. Stepin, V.S. (2003) Teoreticheskoe znanie [Theoretical knowledge]. Moscow: Progress-Traditsiya.



. 28
5. Devyatko, I.F. (2004) Filosofiya yazyka i yazyk sotsial'noy nauki [The philosophy of language and
the language of social science]. Zhurnal sotsiologii i sotsial'noy antropologii – The Journal of Sociol-
ogy and Social Anthropology. 5. pp. 50–58.
6. Bourdieu, P. (2005) Pole nauki [The  field  of  science].  In:  Shmatko.  N.A.  (ed.) Sotsiologiya pod
voprosom. Sotsial'nye nauki v poststrukturalistskoy perspective [Sociology in question. Social sci-
ences in the post-structuralist perspective]. Moscow: Praksis. pp. 15–56.
7. Karadi, V. (2004) Strategii povysheniya statusa sotsiologii shkoly Emilya Dyurkgeyma [Strategies
to increase the status of the school of sociology Emile Durkheim]. Zhurnal sotsiologii i sotsial'noy
antropologii – The Journal of Sociology and Social Anthropology. 5 (29). pp. 12–49.
8. Tevenot, L. (2006) Kreativnye konfiguratsii v gumanitarnykh naukakh i figuratsii sotsial'nykh
obshchnostey [Creative configurations in the Humanities and social communities figurations]. Novoe
literaturnoe obozrenie. 77. [Online]. Available from: http://magazines.russ.ru/nlo/2006/77/teve22-
pr.html. (Accessed: 4th April 2011).
9. Zaslavskaya, T.I. (2003) Sotsietal'naya transformatsiya rossiyskogo obshchestva. Deyatel'nostno-
strukturnaya kontseptsiya [Societal transformation of Russian society. The activity-structure concept].
Moscow: Delo.
10. Feyerabend, P. Protiv metoda. Ocherki anarkhistskoy teorii poznaniya [Against Method. Outline
of an anarchistic theory of knowledge]. Translated from English. [Online] Available from:
http://psylib.org.ua/books/feyer01/index.htm. (Accessed: 24th April 2014)
11. Laudan, L. (1996) Nauka i tsennosti [Science and values]. In: Pechenkin, A.A. (ed.) Sovremen-
naya filosofiya nauki: znanie, ratsional'nost', tsennosti v trudakh mysliteley Zapada [Modern philoso-
phy of science: knowledge, rationality and values in the works of Western thinkers]. Moscow: Logos.
pp. 295–342.
12. Mikeshina, L.A. (1990) Tsennostnye predposylki v strukture nauchnogo poznaniya [Axiological
background in the structure of scientific knowledge]. Moscow: Prometey.
13. Polani, M. (1985) Lichnostnoe znanie. Na puti k postkriticheskoy filosofii [Personal knowledge.
On the way to the post-critical philosophy]. Translated from English by V.A. Lektorskiy & V.I. Ar-
shinov. Moscow: Progress.
14. Collins, R. (1981) On the Microfoundation of Macrosociology. American Journal of Sociology. 86
(5). pp. 984-1014. [Online]. Available from: http://www.jstor.org/ stable/2778745. (Accessed: 1st
March 2014). DOI: 10.1086/227351
15. Rozov, N.S. (2011) Emotional energy. An historical and sociological analysis. Sotsiologicheskie
issledovaniya – Sociological Studies. 2. pp. 12-23. (In Russian).
16. Knorr-Tsetina, K. (2002) Ob"ektnaya sotsial'nost': obshchestvennye otnosheniya v postsot-
sial'nykh obshchestvakh znaniya [Object sociality: social relations in post-social societies of knowl-
edge]. Zhurnal sotsiologii i sotsial'noy antropologii – The Journal of Sociology and Social Anthro-
pology. 5(1). pp. 101–124.
17. Merleau-Ponty, M. (1999) Fenomenologiya vospriyatiya [Phenomenology of Perception]. Trans-
lated from French by I.V.Vdovina, S.L.Fokin. St. Petersburg: Yuventa, Nauka.
18. Nenko, A.E. (2012) Emotsional'noe vzaimodeystvie v setyakh znaniya: granitsy i vozmozhnosti
[Emotional interaction in networks of knowledge: limits and possibilities]. Zhurnal sotsiologii i sot-
sial'noy antropologii – The Journal of Sociology and Social Anthropology. 15 (1). pp. 101–124.
19. Zembylas, M. (2007) Emotion Capital and Education: Theoretical Insights from Bourdieu. British
Journal of Educational studies. 55 (4). pp. 443-463. [Online]. Available from:
http://www.jstor.org/stable/4620582. (Accessed: 29th March 2013). DOI: 10.1111/j.1467-
8527.2007.00390.x
20. Kasavin, I.T. (2010) Oksfordskie dony: opyt mikrosotsiologii [Oxford dons: experience of micro-
sociology]. In: Kasavin, I.T. (ed.) Sotsial'naya epistemologiya: idei, metody. programmy [Social Epis-
temology: ideas, methods. program]. Moscow: Kanon+ ROOI Reabilitatsiya. pp. 449–465.
21. Satarov, G.A. (2003) Sotsial'nyy intellekt i dinamika dispozitsiy [Social intelligence and dynamics
of dispositions]. Moscow: Fond INDEM.

http://magazines.russ.ru/nlo/2006/77/teve22-
http://psylib.org.ua/books/feyer01/index.htm.
http://www.jstor.org/
http://www.jstor.org/stable/4620582.


. . . 2015.  2 (30)

  1(091) +16 + 17
DOI 10.17223/1998863 /30/4

. 

)

 – .  ( ) ,
, -

.
: , , ,

.

-
: 

 –  – 
,  « » 

.  « » [1]  « » [2], 

 ( ).  « »
, , . . -

 « » – 
, .  [3. . 264]. -

, . -
.  (« ») 

» ,  
!  « » , 

, , ) – . -
  , 

 ( ) , -
, .  ( ), 

. 
. : « -
» [4. . 252]. «

, , -
. : -

,
. 



. 30

, , ,
.  – 

, ,
 “ , , , , , 

” ( . ). , 
, . -

, ,
 –  ….» [4. . 255].

 « » 
  . . : «

.  –
, , . , 
.… 

 120 
" … 

» [5. . 33].
. -

 « » : « , 
,  “ -

”, ,  (  IX, 15),
 –  “ ”,  “ ”. 

,  « -
» , 

…» [6. . 504].
 (c ) -

 « »  « » .
 XVII–XVIII  « -

» ,
 ( ), -

, . 
-

: , , ,  – . -
 – . , 

, -
, , , -

 ( ) -
. 

,  « -
», ,

. -
, -

 ( )  ( )? 
?

« »,  « »,  «



31

»,  «
».

-
, -

. 
 « »  «( -

)  ,  »   « ,  »  (  –  
).  « » -

 «( )  ( ) , » 
, ». « » – -

 «( ) , »  «  ( )
a priori , ». , &, , , -

: « », « », «  ( ) -
», « », « » . -

,  – 
 « ».   , 

p :
Def-1:  p  (Kp & p).
Def-2:   (Kp  & p): 

.
 Def-1  Def-2 , 

p, p, , p, , Kp 
 ( .1).

. 1.  « » 

Kp

Kp & p
 & (t)

Kp & p

Kp pKp p

Kp

Kp
Kp



. 32

, -
,  « » ,

; ,  ( ). 

, Gp,  ( ) -
 « , . , ».

 (= ) , 
 ( ) 

. )  ( -
). , 

 ( ) . -
,  ( ) , 

. , 
( -

)  (
) :

Def-3:  Gp  (KGp & Gp).
Def-4:   (KGp & Gp): -

.
-

, .
,  

, -
.  ( , 

) – .
– -

 ( ).  Def-3  Def-4 , -
-

 ( .2).

. 2. 

KGp

KGp & Gp
 & (t)

KGp & Gp

KGp GpKGp Gp

KGp

Kp
Kp



33

. 1 . 2 p Gp  ( )
. , -

, 
 « » .   ,

, 
:

Def-5:  p  (K  & ( p & Gp)).
Def-6:   (K  & ( p & Gp)): , -

, -
.

 Def-5  Def-6 -
 ( .3):

. 3. ,
, 

, -
, , 

. 
.  – 

 ( ) -
 ( ) -

,  « » [7]. 
 –

:  ( ) -
, . 3, . -

, , . 3, « »
. -

, . 
, 

, , -
,  ( ) -

Kp & ( p Gp)

Kp & ( p & Gp)
(t)

 & ( p & Gp)

Kp  ( p Gp)
Kp  ( p Gp)

Kp ( p Gp)

Kp
Kp



. 34

 ( , -
) , -

. 
, ,

.
  -

.
, -

, , , 
[8]. 

,  . -
-

;  [8]. 
.

 ( )  1.
   «  ( -

) ».  –  «  ( ) ».  – «
) ».  – « , , ,  ( ) ».  –

 ( ) ».  – « ,  ( ) ».  – « -
, , ,  ( ) ».  – « ,

,  ( ) ».  – « , -
 ( ) ». Ka – « , ,

 ( ) ». – « , , -
,  ( ) ». – « , , -
,  ( ) ».  – «  ( ), 

) ».  – «  ( ) , ,  ( ) ».  –
 ( ) ».  -

. 1.
 1

 N  J  F  K  Y  S

 DF-1: , 
, . ,  -

,  ( ) 
 {  ( );  ( )} 

 ( ) ,
. -

 « =+= ».

 ( =+= )  « », « »,
», « », . 

, -
, -



35

, -
, .

, .
 ( ) -

.  « » -
, -

 «=+=».
1) =+=N : .
2) =+=N : .
3) =+=J : .
4) =+=J : .
5) =+=N : .

   [3, 4, 6],   ,
. 

, , , -
; . , 

. ,
, . 

 1)  2)   ( ,
») -

.  3)–5) -
, .

, -

» , 
. ,

- .
, 

- . 
, 

 «  ( )», -
. , -
 «  ( )». 

. 
.

 2. 2 b  «
, .  ( )  ( , ) b

 ( , ) ». A2 b  « ,  ( , ) b
, ) ». V2 b  «  ( , ) b  ( , ) ».

2 b –  ( ), ,  ( , ) b
, ) ». D2 b – ,  ( , ) , ) b».

Z2 b – ,  ( , ) b ( , ) ». 2 b – -
, ,  ( , ) b ( , ) ». -

. 2.



. 36
 2

 b 2 b A2 b V2 b 2 b D2 b Z2 b 2 b

 DF-2: -
, 

, .  «  ( )» -
.  

, , 
=+= .

,  (  « -
» ), 2 XF

2 , . 
. 2 -

 «  ( ) 
)  ( ) ». -
, , -

 ( )  ( )
. , 2 -

, . . 
2 =+=  « -
 ( )  ( ) -

 ( ) -
». 

: «

». 
.

6) =+= :  ( ) -
 ( ) .

,  (
» ), 

2 XF 2 , .
. , 

:
7) =+=XF :  ( ) 

 ( )  ( ) .
8) =+= :  ( ) -

 ( )  ( ) .
9) 2 XF =+= .
10) 2 =+= .



37

2 -
 «  ( )  ( ) -

 ( )  ( )
».  9–12 , , 

 ( ) 
 (  [9]) .

 « »  ( . -
) 

. -
, 

. 
,  ( ,

) . -

, 
, . , 

,
-

 ( ) 
 ( ) .

 « » [10].

1. . . .: . .- . ., 1937.
2. . . . . . .: , 2002.
3. . . : . . , 2003.
4. . . . : , 1999.
5. ., . . .: , 1987.
6. . . . 1. .: ,  1989.
7. .  «

. »    // -
. . . , 2011,  2(14). . 130–138.

8. . , . -
: , 2007.
9. . . .: ; , 2012.
10. . . .; .: . .- . ., 1934.

Lobovikov Vladimir . Institute of Philosophy and Law, Ural Branch of Russian Academy of Sci-
ences (Yekaterinburg, Russian Federation). DOI 10.17223/1998863 /30/4
THE FINITISM  PRINCIPLE IN PHILOSOPHY OF NATURE AND THE GREAT LAWS OF
CONSERVATION IN THE LIGHT OF TWO-VALUED ALGEBRA OF METAPHYSICS-AS-
FORMAL-AXIOLOGY (The physics of Parmenides and Melissus and its evaluation-functional
connection with the universal laws of conservation of energy and of electric charge).
Key words: finitism, philosophy-of-nature, universal-laws-of-conservation, two-valued-algebra-of-
formal-axiology.

The connection between the finitism-principle in nature-philosophy and the metaphysics of Par-
menides and Melissus is investigated. The strict laws of conservation in physics, especially, the ones
of conservation of energy and of electric charge are considered from the viewpoint of two-valued
algebra of formal axiology.In the first part of the paper the author constructs different logical squares
and hexagons of opposition of a-priori knowledge and empirical one. The two kinds of knowledge
and their contrariness are precisely defined by means of compositions of epistemic, alethic, and axio-
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logical modalities.  The first logical square and hexagon considered in the paper are graphic models of
the system of logical interrelations among “knowledge that  p”,  “empirical knowledge that  p”,  “a-
priori knowledge that  p”,  and “alethic necessity of p”.  The second square and hexagon are graphic
models of the system of logical interrelations among “knowledge that it is good that  p”,  “empirical
knowledge that it is good that p”, “a-priori knowledge that it is good that p”, and “alethic necessity (of
the situation) that it is good that p”. The third square and hexagon are graphic models of the system of
logical interrelations among the contrary epistemic modalities “a-priori knowledge” and “empirical
one” precisely defined by means of epistemic, alethic and axiological modalities. These square and
hexagon combine the three modality types in such a hypothetical synthesis which heads to a couple of
problems.Firstly, the synthesis of the two previous figures by the third ones contradicts to the univer-
sality of the principle of logical autonomy between statements about being and ones about value. This
contradiction is eliminated by formally defined restriction of the scope of relevant applicability of the
mentioned autonomy principle: applying this principle is relevant if and only if it is applied to empiri-
cal knowledge; in sphere of a-priori one it is not relevantly applicable. From the submitted definitions
it follows logically that if some knowledge is a-priori one then it is one of necessarily good. If so then
if the strict laws of conservation in physics represent a-priori knowledge, then they represent knowl-
edge of necessarily good. Hence the laws-of-conservation of energy and the ones of electric charge
are laws of formal axiology. This consequence is examined by means of two-valued algebra of formal
axiology. The result is positive.
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Matrosova  Nadezhda K. St. Petersburg State University, Institute of philosophy (St-Petersburg,
Russian Federation). DOI 10.17223/1998863 /30/5
TYPOLOGICAL CONSTRUCTS AS A VARIANT OF  HOLISTIC PROJECT
Keywords: typology, wholeness, contemporary cognitive strategy.

The article noted the critical state of methodology of scientific knowledge. It is shown that one of the
causes of this crisis was the displacement of the qualitative constructions of the world  to the  quanti-
tative strategy that emerged in the New era. The article considers the typological constructions as a
modus of wholeness project.  With this purpose,  presents logical and methodological comparison of
typology with  such forms of systematization of knowledge as  classification  and theory. Modeling
and typologization are constructive in its core processes. Th  article contains a reference to their cog-
nitive difference. Marked the orientation of typological constructs to "become", "taken out" from the
context of actual life, which leads to the understanding of the special ontological status of the typo-
logical constructions. Shown genetic weave of systematic approach and wholeness concepts, marked
the evolution of the system approach, connected with the appearance of synergetics, which brings new
insight and meaning in the typological representations, allowing to speak about the development of a
holistic understanding of the objective world. The article notes the productive value of typological
constructions for modern integrative processes, different variants of the comparative analysis, espe-
cially comparative studies. Art culture also uses typological generalizations for understanding created
in her images. Noted that typological constructions include cognitive freedom, as well as logical and
methodological rules. The development of typological concepts leads to increased consideration as an
independent cognitive reception, the formation of a "presumption of tipologicaly" the formation of
prohibiting the identification of the concept  "type" with its concrete expression, that extends their
cognitive capabilities. The philosophy of wholeness gradually grows into a modern methodological
culture and helps to resolve its crisis on the basis of a new philosophical paradigm associated with the
ontology  of  the whoiness.
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MYTH, EPOS, LOGOS: ARCHETYPES OF IMAGINATIVE, NARRATIVE AND
COGNITIVE UNDERSTANDING
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This article is issued to a question of finding appropriate methodological principles of myth analysis
in philosophy. ‘Mythic’ is an ambivalent dynamic phenomenon of culture and a structural unit of
consciousness and self-consciousness experience. The strategy of distinctionism placed as methodo-
logical basis of thematic fronting of myth; it combines post-metaphysical modifications of phenome-
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nology, hermeneutics and semiotics. How to define ‘Mith’ in a variety of theoretical models? What is
a specificity of significant potentialities that differs ‘Mith’, ‘analytical Logos’ and ‘narrative Epos’?
Was a ‘mith to logos’ conversion definitive in a western culture? The Mith in the article is designed as
an ontological structure of consciousness experience and as a transcendental imagination, that is used
to open a ‘prototype of existence’ and generate formers of every practice of interpretation of objective
reality. Logos is considered as a principle of analytic and objectified thinking in the article, whereas
epos is considered as a narrative structure of understanding. Myth and logos are interact and cooper-
ate, dynamic and complementary principles of understanding, not static categories. It caused (some)
difficulties of identification and explanation of nature and functions of myth. A mythological con-
sciousness is neither a rudiment of primitive phase of phylogenetic development of consciousness, nor
a chaotic or irrational production of images. The mythological consciousness is specified first of all
by syncretism, involvement of propositional, normative and expressive meanings of experience. At
the second place it is also specified by undifferentiated phenomena of contemplation, experience and
thinking, that are united in speech and actions. And at the third place it’s specified by absence of criti-
cal-reflexive position towards these elements of experience. As an experience of understanding and a
fact, ‘Myth’ couldn’t be reduced to ‘Mythology’ as a systematization of narratively arranged myths.
Different levels of mythological discourse and thinking, processes of demythologization and remy-
thologization are closely connected with epos and logos. Considering the ‘myth to logos’ conversion
shows that acts of these images of nous are ways of verbalization, thinking, understanding and arrang-
ing the experience of consciousness.
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The article deals with the specific features of modern technoscience. Drawing a parallel with the
pre-scientific and classical periods of accumulation of knowledge. Examined the social and
philosophical components of technoscience in their relationship with the expert evaluation pro-
duced technologies. The study will determine the extent to which an expert showed himself a
scholar in the classical age of science, which means at the same time he used, and how this
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Human rights are a necessary concept of various liberal trends and tendencies. A content of concept
was changed, as well as other ideas of classical liberalism were rethought in theories of modern liber-
alism. Concepts of negative and positive human rights are considered. Increasing of number of human
rights and social groups concerning the subject of human rights is indicated in modern liberalism.
Protection of individual freedom is a problem in classical liberalism, the issue of modern liberalism is
social guarantees rights and freedoms of the individual. In this regard there is a change of a role of the
state in realization of human rights.
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INTERPRETATION OF THE RULE-FOLLOWING PROBLEM IN ANALYTICAL LEGAL
PHILOSOPHY
Keywords: analytical legal philosophy, the rule-following problem, Ludwig Wittgenstein, legal real-
ism, legal positivism, rule, legal norm.

The paper presents an analysis of the main approaches to the rule-following problem in the analytic
legal philosophy. The most famous examples of the possibility to apply the arguments of Wittgenstein
in legal philosophy, in particular the interpretation of the content of legal rules and their interpretation
in law enforcement are considered. The paper substantiates the position that the specificity of philoso-
phical argumentation Wittgenstein requires clarification of philosophical and legal concepts of "rule",
"rule of law", and “legal interpretation" for the correct explanation of the rule-following problem in
legal language.
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THE PROBLEM OF ACTUALIZATION OF INTERCULTURAL TOLERANCE
Keywords: tolerance, intercultural interactions, mental nucleus of the culture, identity.

In this paper it's showed that the accuteness of modern ethnical, confessional, intercultural conflicts
makes actual the problem of forming of methodology of intercultural tolerance space building. Such
methodology assumes revealing of ontological, existing foundations of tolerant intercultural
interactions. At the level of existence each culture is the system of mental dominants. The system of
mental dominants and mental nucleus of culture has its property of fullness and the property of
effectiveness and an ability to modification. The property of fullness means that the system of mental
dominants is embodied in all forms of culture, determining its qualitive originality. The property of
effectiveness means its ability to self-development, to reservation of cultural identity by the
interaction with other cultures.  The ability to modification exists  as at  the level  of  phenomena,  as at
the level of essence. That means the level of change of different mental dominants by the reservation
of their informative and structural invariance in general, by the preservation of its own identity. The
system of mental dominants, emboding in all cultural phenomena determines not only their qualitive
originality but the genesis of some or other cultural forms also. The system of mental dominants and
the mental nucleus of culture has a property of originality, it becomes the basis for understanding of
equivalence of all cultures. Mental nucleus of culture makes intention on self-preservation, on
constant self-confirmation and crystallization of its own cultural identity, on eternal return to its
existing foundation, to its dominant sources. By this given intention determines as the depth as the
bounds of intercultural interactions and perceptions of different phenomena also. That is why, the
space of cultural tolerance, the space of complemental and tolerant co-existence of different cultures
can be realized on the basis of principles' raw. Firstly, the realization of the principle of understanding
by each culture of its originality and individuality. Secondly, it is a condition of realization -

 equivalence of all cultures. Thirdly, it's on condition of the status of the system of mental
dominants as a limit of intercultural influence.
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"THE SILENCE OF BEING": THE MYSTICAL TRADITION AND DECONSTRUCTION
BY J. DERRIDA
Keywords: being, ontology, deconstruction, mysticism, trace, difference differance, Derrida, Neopla-
tonism, mystical theology, Plotinus, Dionysius, Shestov.

The article discusses the philosophical project Derrida in the context of Western European tradition of
"questioning of Being," which is in line with the attempts of historical and philosophical, ontological
and categorical analysis of key concepts of deconstruction and the mystical tradition of philosophy.
Using the metaphor of L.Shestov "Athens and Jerusalem" as a confrontation between faith and reason,
in which compares the position of Plotinus and Dionysius Areopagite, it is concluded that in Western
European philosophy, there are at least two mystical strategy of "silence of Being": Plotinian - "the
silence of the mind within the mind itself" and Dionysian  –  "the silence of the mind beyond the
mind." Analysing the concepts like Derrida «differance» and "trace" and comparing them with the
theological understanding of being as incomprehensible, it is shown that Derrida is a member of the
Athenian philosopher policy. The reason for the "silent ignorance" of reason from Derrida is not onto-
logical, and epistemological in nature. With respect to the epistemological possibilities of the mind
project Derrida  –  this alteration of the mystical discourse. In the description of the ontological struc-
ture of the world deconstruction Derrida – is not a strategy, "the silence of being," and the strategy of
"at-silence of Being" and its cover-up; This – the exposure of the history of life as a philosophy of the
history of blinding limb impermanence of the world and man.

References

1. Deleuze, G. (1998) Razlichie i povtorenie [Difference and Repetition]. Translated from French by
N.B. Mankovskaya. St. Petersburg: Petropolis.
2. Borisov, E.V. (2009) Osnovnye cherty postmetafizicheskoy ontologii [The  main  features  of  post-
metaphysical ontology]. Tomsk: Tomsk State University.
3. Shestov, L. (2007) Afiny i Ierusalim [Athens and Jerusalem]. Moscow: AST.
4. Shestov, L. (1993) Sochineniya v 2 t. [Works in 2 vols.]. Vol. 2. Moscow: Nauka.



. , . 106

5. Dionysius Areopagit. (2001) O misticheskom bogoslovii [Mystical theology]. In: Kukushkin, L.S.
(ed.) Misticheskoe bogoslovie Vostochnoy Tserkvi [On Mystical Theology of the Eastern Church].
Kharkov: Folio. pp. 572-586.
6. Lossky, V.L. (1972) Ocherk misticheskogo bogosloviya Vostochnoy Tserkvi. Dogmaticheskoe bo-
goslovie [A sketch on mystical theology of the Eastern Church. Dogmatic theology]. In: Bogoslovskie
trudy. Sbornik vos'moy, posvyashchennyy V. Losskomu [Theological Works. Collection 8 dedicated to
V. Lossky]. Moscow: Moscow Patriarchate.
7. Frank, S.L. (2007) Nepostizhimoe: ontologicheskoe vvedenie v filosofiyu religii [The Inconceivable:
ontological introduction to the philosophy of religion]. Moscow: AST: AST MOSKVA:
KhRANITEL.
8. Derrida, J. (1999) Difference. In: Gurko, E. (ed.) Teksty dekonstruktsii. Derrida J. Difference
[Texts of deconstruction. Jacques Derrida Difference]. Tomsk: Vodoley. pp. 124-158.
9. Derrida, J. (2012) Polya filosofii [Fields of philosophy]. Translated from French by D.Yu. Kralech-
kin. Moscow: Akademicheskiy Proekt.
10. Derrida, J. (2000) O grammatologii [Grammatology]. Translated from French by N. Avtonomova.
Moscow: Ad Marginem.
11. Chistyakov, G.P. (2010) Svet vo t'me svetit. Razmyshleniya o Evangelii ot Ioanna [The light
shines in the darkness. Reflections on the Gospel of John]. Moscow: Ves' Mir.
12. Derrida, J. (2007) Pis'mo i razlichie [Writing and difference]. Translated from French by D.Yu.
Kralechkin. Moscow: Akademicheskiy Proekt.



. . . 2015.  2 (30)

 17.035.3
DOI 10.17223/1998863 /30/12

. 

, 

 – -
, , , ., , .

, 
-

. , -
, , 

. ,

: , ,
, , 

I. 

, , -
, , 

, -
. 

 « » -
,  « »  ( )

, , , .
 «

».
 “ ”

, ,  ( -
, ).

, , ,
 « », , , 

», –   [1. C. 1] -
, , .

, II  « »
,

. 
. 

, . -
 ( ) , -
 « » , 

. , -



. 108

 « » . II -
  ,

. .  « » 
.

, , -
 1900 .  Le matérialisme de

Marx et l'idéalisme de Kant : « , 
 ( ). -

, -
. , 

. 
. , -

 ( ) . ,  
, – . ,

, – » [1. C. 4].
, , ,

, . ,
,   ,

,  ( -
,  « » ) « -

» .
,

,  « » ( )
II   -

 ( ). -
   (1896), -

F.A. Langen
Geschichtedes Materialismus:  « , -

.  [...] , 
, , -

, 
.  – »

[1. C. 7].
, , , 
 « »  (1850–

1932) – . 
» (1896–1898) -

, , -
.  « », -

; . -
. , 

, . 
, 

. : «
 – ,  – .  1897–1898  Die Neue



, 109

Zeitissa, , , «   !» , -
,  . , 1899, , -

 « », -
, , II

 [1. C. 4].
 « , »

, , 
, «

» . -
,  « » 

, ;
,  ,

[1. C. 3] ( . – .).
, , , -

, 
, -

 ( ) .
 « -

», , 
 « » , 

 XXI . 
  

. Ding an sich « », , 
,     , , 

, 
.  ( ) « » , 

.   – -
, . als ob ( ) -

, , -
, , , . .

, , 
, -

, 
. -

,  – ,
, , , ,  « »

(Rechtsidee) , 
. « , 

 « -
». , , 

, , -
» [1. . 8].

, 
  , 
,  -

.



. 110

, 
. -

. , -
 « » : -
, 

, , 
. ,

  -
, . ,

 [2. . 37].
, : 

, -
. -

: 
, 

 [3. C. 139–40]. , 
,  « », ,  «

» (Being and Ought).
-

, ,  « »

. 
.  « -

» , 
.

, , ,
, . -

, , -
, .

, -
. «

, -
»,  –   1904   « , ,

» (The General, Equal, and Direct Right Vote),
« , , -

-
 [8. C. 215]. , ,

, , -
, 

-
. , , 

. , 
(1896) « » . -

, -



, 111

 [2. . 320]. 
 ( ) -

,  « » . -
, , ,

. 
, ,

 [2].
 « » ( )

, 
, 

. , , -
, ,  « -

, » (Critical Epilogue, p. 294–295) [4.
. 254]. ,  ( ) 

, , -
, , -

, .
, -

, , -
: , . -

, 
 [1. . 5].

, 
Wirtschaft und Recht nach der materialistischen Geschichtsauf-

fassung (1896) (« -
»), ,  – 

,
, , 

. , 
, -

 « »
[6]  (1849–1921) 
Ethic und Politik (1899) Wirtschaftlichen Grundlanden der
Moral (« ») . -

, , -
. -

 ( ), , 
-

, , , », –
 [6. C. 21].

II. 

, -
, , , , . 

, , ,



. 112

 « »:  « » 
1985 ., , 

, « : », 
, , 

. -
, . 

,    « » 
» -

. 
, , ,  ,

 «
».

 « » -
: « ,  

  , , ».
, , « -

  : -
» [5].

, , .

, » [5. . 303].
, , -

, , 
 – ; 

 – , ,
, , -

. , , ,
,    ( ). 

. , «  – , 
» [7. . 622]. -

,  – 
, , – 

 [8].
-

, -
. « , – , – -

. , , –  (
. – .). 

» [5. . 104].  « -
»  « » .

,   -
, -

 –  « -
» , .



, 113

III. « »

, 
, 

, 
, , -

. -
, 

  -
.

, -
, 

. 
, -

, , ,
,

 « »  « -
». « , 

,  « » -
-
-

», –  [4. . 288].

, -
. , , 

 « »
, . -

, , 
. ,  « » -

-
,   -

 [4. .  264].
,  « -

»,    ,  -
, -

. 
, , ),  « -

, , -
, »,

, ,  «
» (Pure Will, p. 313).
, , , 

, , 
 « » 

, .



. 114

,  « », 
, -

, 
.

, , , 
, 

, 
 « ». , ,

, , , , 
 ... » [4. . 358]. -

  , . 
-

 « », 
.

, ,
. 

, , 
-

, , -
, . , 

-
 [4. .  266].

, -

 – , 
 « » .

,  « -

, 
 ( )», , -

, .
, , , , -

 «
»,   

. -
. « , -

, , , ,  « -
, , 

:  ” -
”» (Pure Will, p. 328)» [4].

, -
, , , , 

,   -
, »,

.



, 115

, telos ( ) 
  , -

  . , -
, , 

, , 
. , ,  « » -

.
, , 

, , , -
-

 ( ). -
 « » « -

»,  (Critical Epilogue, p. 294) [4. . 282].

, -
. ,

, 
 ( ) -

 « » (prescriptive) . 
, 

 ( ) 
,    ,  

.
, , 

”, -
» , 

, , 
,  “ ” -

, , 
,

» [9. C. 162].
, 

, . , , 
 « » , 

,  . ,
, -

 ( )
 « »  [8].

, -
, . , -

, 
-

, . , -
, 

. , 
, 



. 116

, , -
, , , -

-
 [4].

, , , -
 (  – ) – , 

, -
, -

. , , , -

,  « , "
", , – ,  “

”,  ( ) »
. – .). , 

 " ". 
,  – , -

, ,  « », 
 [4. .  248].

. , -
-

, , -
. ( , 

,   -
). , , , 

, , 
. , -

,  [...]. , , –
, , 

» [10. C. 65]. -
: -

. -
:

, 

». , -
, , , – 

, , 
. 

-
 [10. . 240]. , 

, , 
: «

» [10. . 240–241].
, , -

, 
, 



, 117

. 
, -

 ( ) . « , – , – ,
, -

, -
-

» [11. C. 126].
. ,  – -

. -
: « , , 

-
, 

. [...] 
. 

,  ( , -
), , 

» [10. . 294]. , , 
, -

, -
, , . 

  , 
, . «

, – , – -
, -

. ,  […]  – 
» [10. . 292]. -

, -
. « , – , – , -

» [10. . 284].
 – -

, 
. ?  ( -

) ,
, « », -

,   

 « » .

1. Oittinen V. Bernstein ja Kantin varjo työväenliikkeen yllä. Bernstein-seminaari Helsingissä 6.
marraskuuta, 1999.

2. Cohen H. Ethik des reinen Willens. Berlin, 1904.
3. Schwarzschild S. “‘Germanism and Judaism’ — Hermann Cohen's Normative Paradigm of the

German-Jewish Symbiosis,” in D. Bronson (ed.), Jews and Germans from 1860 to 1933: The Problema-
tic Symbiosis, Heidelberg: Carl Winter Universität, 1979.

4. Van Der Linden Harry. Kantian ethics and Socialism.Hacket Publishing Company. Indian-
apolis, 1988.



. 118

5. Gay P. The Dilemma of Democratic Socialism: Eduard Bernstein's Challenge to Marx, New
York, NY: Columbia University Press, 1970.

6. Vörlander K. Neuzeitliche Staats und Gesellschaftstheorien. Lpz, 1926.
7. Kant I. Kritik der Urteilskraft (The Critique of Judgment) (Works, Vol. VI), 1790.
8. Ludvig Van Mises Institute / [ ]. URL:  http://mises.org/books/socia-

lism/part4_ch30.aspx ( : 01.03.2014).
9. Skillen A. Workers´s interest and Proletarian ethics // Marx and Morality. Suplementary vol-

ume VII of Canadian journal of Philosophy, 1981.
10.   .  . . .,1974.
11.   . . . .: , 1974.

Kurhinen Pavel Saint-Petersburg State University (Saint-Petersburg, Russian Federation).
DOI 10.17223/1998863 /30/12
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imperative and human dignity, Transcendental object.

The purpose of this article is to outline those essential distinctions of ethical socialism from a
radical  or  left  socialism,  namely,  not  in  the  political  plane,  but  in  respect  of  development  of
"ethical" doctrines. Why the moral and legal aspect in philosophy of ethical socialism and as
Kant's categorical imperative can enrich dialectic materialism, and also show why it is better to
change social reality peacefully, instead of world revolutions, hat is so important. Proceeding
from Cohen, Communism as telos (goal) of history unfolds through denying the existence of the
rule of law and upholds the denial here of the possibility of revolution. Thus dialectical thinking
seems to exclude the possibility of non-radical change through transformative steps of laws, and
calls instead for a class polarization and structural violence, regardless of the empirical condi-
tions where it is located. The very "unjustified" violence is contrary to moral principles and the
categorical imperative. The categorical imperative, which dominates in thoughts of ethical so-
cialists, is opposed to any unjustified violence and especially terror. This means that the revolu-
tionary struggle of the proletariat is not legitimate because it is not consistent with some phi-
losophical reasonable and predictable ideals, according to neo-Kantian socialists, but simply
because It’s only the struggle of the proletariat. In other words, the practical situation of the
working class in the historical process legitimizes its existence and its struggle without any
doubts. Habermas argues that Marx failed to see a person as an agent, which means the both a
tool-making and "symbolizing" the animals, that is - labor and language are fundamental an-
thropological categories in the sense, that none of these categories cannot be reduced by one
other.  If  you start  to argue,  then it  means a return to the Hegelian -  Marxist  "error" and believe
that "justice will inevitably turns to the extent that what should be", what history  is - the judge
and " happily appears" on the side of the proletariat. In our opinion we must first define and
explain what is "proper" and truth, before class of proletariat could be justified. Critical ethics is
logically prior and independent of historical development and such ethics prescribes that actu-
ally preaches "ethical socialism". The article also makes some parallels to universal prescriptiv-
ism of R.M. Soviet author Oleg Drobnicki which considers that they both tried in some sense to
unify Kantian universalism, his main goal is not just changing concept of historical materialism,
but to bring human dignity to agenda in Soviet ethics.
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The new place of knowledge in modern society initiated its definition as "knowledge society".
Modern knowledge acquired social-cultural significance. It has entered into every social struc-
ture and has resulted in all social spheres. Knowledge recognized as a key resource for the de-
velopment of society. This has led to the emergence of new professionals to the society. Knowl-
edge is their main "productive" capital. In abroad literature researchers use the term “knowledge
worker” to name new workers. Knowledge workers are presented as professionals, whose work
is focused on the manipulation of knowledge (receiving, using, distribution, development). Their
work has intellectual character. It is defined by the term “knowledge work” in the literature. The
creation of new knowledge is the main element of modern workers. They are in constant com-
munication interaction with other people for this. Transfer and development of new knowledge
is a result of communication. New workers use knowledge for professional activity. It is a key
feature of the concept «knowledge work». Thus, the mind (sense) of the individual is the most
important "factor of production" in modern society. We need to consider the person as intellec-
tual capital, because knowledge is becoming the main capital of modern society. Intellectual
capital is inseparable from person. It allows us to speak about the increasing value of knowledge
workers for organizations of which they are, and for the whole society. Creating of new knowl-
edge is  the part  of  the process of solving professional  problems which modern workers face.  In
addition, knowledge, which is created by their activity, supports a continuous process of devel-
opment of knowledge in whole. In turn it leads to the development of society. Consideration of
knowledge workers is an essential part of the study of the problem of the knowledge society.
This type of personality appears as socio-cultural response to the challenges of the world of
professional knowledge society.
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Philosophical hermeneutics and analytical philosophy represent two independent types of knowledge in
which, despite of its distinction in methodology and in conceptual techniques, the problem of understanding
becomes the common semantic center, where all researches of these differently directed sorts of a discourse
are organized around. The specific feature of understanding – how it's conceived in hermeneutical and ana-
lytical studies – is a strictly linguistic character of this phenomenon: the understanding is, first of all, an
event which happens in language. And just that very event – a general moment of these contrast doctrines –
becomes an impulsive cause for theoretical consideration of H.-G. Gadamer and L. Wittgenstein, the foun-
der of philosophical hermeneutics and the initiator of two main trend in analytical philosophy: logical posi-
tivism and so-called ordinary language philosophy. The reference point by Gadamer and Wittgenstein's
comparison was not so much a desire for finding points of their crossing, as an attempt to show deep internal
relationship which exists between two theorist of linguocentric understanding of world. Besides a wide-
spread convergence of Wittgenstein's notion of a language-game and Gadamer's concept of game as a lan-
guage's unfolding space, except an analogy inevitably comes to mind between an idea that meaning is
use and dialogic nature of understanding, another words, between the late searches of Wittgenstein and
hermeneutical explication of language by Gadamer – besides this fact it was revealed that the main intension
of philosophical hermeneutics doesn't exceed the limits set by “Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus”: the world
is thought of both philosophers as a language picture, and language – as a world picture. The fundamental
thesis of Gadamer “being which can be understood is language” appears a mirror reflection of Wittgenstein's
well-known statement “what can be said at all can be said clearly, and what we cannot talk about we must
pass over in silence”
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ON THE TERMINOLOGICAL MEANING OF LANGUAGE ITEMS OF ANCIENT
PHILOSOPHY
Keywords: ancient philosophy, sage, philosopher, sophist, eros, logos.

The article deals with the language items: words and phrases that characterize the ancient philosophy. They
can be a concept, image, symbol, term; or perform the functions of any other rather than inherent in the item
itself. The description of the formation of the term and its comprehension can be viewed from two
perspectives. The process of acquiring terminological meaning by the rational and emotional forms of
thinking is connected with the features of historical development. Therefore it is important to turn to the
etymology revealing the origin of meaning and content of the language items under consideration. Compre-
hension occurs in the reverse perspective (teleological) when the established meaning (its implementation) –
entelechy serves to guarantee the accuracy and clarity of the term which is still being formed. It refers to the
term ‘ancient philosophy’ and to the others (e.g., eros, logos) which disclose both their meanings and the
content of key term. In Plato’s time there was the word philosophy. Its mission is to choose terminology
significant definition from existing images, words and concepts, showing way of life and thought of the
philosopher. The discrepancy of substance significant and terminology status naming is revealed. In Plato's
dialogues the development of concepts enthusiasm, pathos, ecstasy, and a number of others is focused in
Eros, terminologically fixed in philia. Philia is a concept similar to Eros, but etymologically it has more
moderate qualities: inclination, interest. It conveys the importance of activity imbued with love for true
wisdom. The second part of the term philosophy is sophia, word- symbol. The notions of logos and ratio are
important for understanding the theme of Sophia. Logos tends to be spiritually inexhaustible and symbolic,
it confronts the myth in terms of rationality, but as the word and thought of the Divine it is spirit that is not
subject to the rigidity of ratio. The conceptual development of the absolute, pretersensual and ratio is
focused on the Logos, terminologically fixed in sophia. Difficulty in studying the terminological meaning is
conditioned by a variety of research experience, philosophical and methodological orientations of particular
stage of philosophical historiography. Complicated language forms (symbols, images) are involved in the
formation of the term, metaphoricity and emotional nature of the words should be taken into account. This
creates ambiguity, variability, openness of the meaning that ensures the vitality and viability of ancient
philosophy.
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THEORY OF VALUES IN VIKTOR FRANKL`S LOGOTERAPY
Keywords: values, logotherapy, existential analysis, dimensional ontology.

The article is devoted to the analysis of representations about values in the founder of the theory of
existential analysis and logotherapy  by V. Frankl. Identify the features of axiological views thinker,
allows the analysis of its position on the following questions: what is the value, the ontological status
of values, a way of knowing their man, the classification values. Proves the value and the heuristic
potential of this approach for the present, when traditional values are gone, and the main feature of the
global world - instability. Apart from that, the applicability of Frankl´s approach to the nature values.
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LUDWIG WITTGENSTEIN ON THE CONCEPT OF LOGICAL CONSEQUENCE
Keywords: truth-grounds, logical consequence, internal relations.

The aim of this article is to analyze the early Wittgenstein’s concept of logical consequence. Wittgen-
stein rejects Frege and Russell’s views about some real laws of inference which can supposedly jus-
tify our moving from one proposition that is accepted as true to another. On the contrary – as postu-
lates in 5.132 – if one proposition follows from another then only these two propositions themselves
without any laws of inference can justify the inference. In order to show what does it means I consider
the notion of truth-grounds. Truth-grounds of a proposition are by definition those truth-possibilities
of its truth-arguments that make it true. And I argue that in cases of propositions from statement 5.101
which are truth-functions of two elementary propositions the best illustration of how does their truth-
grounds can determine their structures is so-called Gergonne’s relations. I argue that basing on exactly
such structures Wittgenstein rejects «laws of inference». Valid inference from q to p, as Wittgenstein
sees it, is a matter of p being contained in q – and also depends on truth-grounds and particular struc-
tures in logical space.
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In the question about the origin of man E. Husserl remains methodologically consistent, offering a
range of original phenomenological solutions. An important part of understanding anthropogenesis is
clarification border aspects of consciousness. The problem of anthropogenesis is a rationale for the
ability of the mind/body through the appreciation of the transcendental first sources, and not only
consciousness, but also, more broadly, the great phenomena of «subjectivity». Anthropogenesis is
considered from the perspective of consciousness, own the Genesis of which, according to Husserl, is
an instant «jog» in nature. Husserl argues that, because the phenomenological sphere constrained
within specific subjective temporal, the process of birth is available outside the immediate conscious-
ness of the experience - it is constitutive for its «borders». The overcoming of this cognitive bounda-
ries is solved them through the exit to the problem of the House, the Other, and in General – to the
aspect of intersubjectivity. In the framework of the birth process involved in generative transmission
of sense, integrated in the absorption and new regulatory structures that anticipate predecessors and
revised followers through traditions, stories, rituals, breaks, generations, rites of passage and so on.
Ideological moves Husserl concerning themes of origin, covering a range of issues. Among them the
history of world knowledge about the origin, and the problem of transgression, and clarification of the
modes of the original inaccessibility and incomprehensibility «alien», and co-constituting the «for-
eign» geohistorical areas, and mandatory even for phenomenology historical density of «his». His
works are studies of «borders» analogical appresentation animal statement, phenomenological «tran-
scendent» animal statement to the human consciousness, non-entity «boundaries» of animals and
people, meaning «living body», gender distinctions, constituting concepts of normality and abnormal-
ity, coherence and consistency, the possibility of objectivation of the border, the idea of bodily-mental
integrity of a person.
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HANS ROBERT JAUSS’ READER-RESPONSE CRITICISM AS THE PRINCIPLE OF
CONSTITUTION AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE LITERARY TRADITION

Keywords: reader-response criticism, theory of tradition, history of literature, ontology of art.

The analysis and conceptualization of Hans Robert Jauss’ reader-response criticism’s method-
ologies is of particular interest and significance for eliciting literary tradition’s determination and
development principles as well as defining the ontological status of art.Serving as the theories base,
the dialectic relations between the text and its recipient, who acts as the conception’s central methodo-
logical construct, provides understanding of a literary texts’ perception and comprehension through
the model of a dialogue. Since a literary text can be repeatedly perceived in the historical perspective,
its relevance and interpretation can undergo many modifications from the point of view of changing
aesthetical attitudes. Consequently, the reoccurring relevance of a literary text and the gradual adapta-
tion of its semantic potential can be described as a procedural continuum in historically successive
acts of perception. The principle liability of literary texts to subsequent receptions and reinterpreta-
tions presupposes the existence of a certain context that provides the transsubjective perception and
effect of the text and makes it open to continuous interpretation. In H.R. Jauss’ aesthetic system this
function is performed by the “horizon of expectations” – an a priori knowledge of the perceiving
public that is based on the previously acquired literary or life experience that makes the perception
and understanding of the text as well as its comparison to other texts possible. Thus it’s the procedural
aesthetic perception which presupposes interpretational variability and the mobility of relevance of
literary texts that constitutes the general literary tradition as well as its persistent historical formation.
Reader-response criticism also accounts for productive relations between literary texts. According to
the theory, each literary work that brings up a certain formal or semantic problem leaves a variety of
possible solutions that can be developed by the following works of literature. This process of produc-
ing new texts on the basis of existing literary experience is the cause of the consequent “transforma-
tion of the horizon of expectations” and the general literary traditions’ dynamic and development.
Thus the procedural aesthetic perception of literary works helps establish the event and immanent
connections in the history of literature as well as the variable and fixed factors in the dynamic of the
literary process.
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R. Rorty's philosophy is considered in relation to the existentialist philosophy of J.-P. Sartre. As
a basis of comparison the anti-essentialist nature of the works of both authors is suggested. The  main
thesis of Rorty - irreducibility of being-for-itself (pour-soi) to being-in-itself (en-soi)  - is analyzed in
this regard. Adoption by Rorty the linguistic turn in philosophy leads him to some form of linguistic
existentialism, which is consistent with the statement of the absence transcendental ego in Sartre’s
philosophy.
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 ( ).  «
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,  «
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. , 
, 

, . , 
-

. , , ,
, , « -

» [4. . 473].
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, 
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. -
 (1802–1896)  « » (1836).  

, . -
, 

, . 
, .

,  ( -
) »  «

, » [6, s.vii-viii]. 
, -

, -
. -

. , 
 « », , , 

. « »  «
, » [6. . 60–61].

1.4. 
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 (1802–1872). -

 « » (1840) -
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», .
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, . 
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, . , -
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 XIX .
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, «science» , 

 «science» , «art».
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 – 1. , 

, , , , « -
» [9. .29]. , « » 

, 
. , 

, , , -
, 

. , 
, -

. 
 « »  « -

». , ,  «
, ,

 –  – -
, » [9. .45–

46]. , , – « ,
, , -

, , » [9. . 46].
,

. , -
, , -

. 
. 

, . 
, ,  « , 

, . 
, , ,  “

” » [9. . 48–49].
, -

. « … -
 … , » [10. . 111]. A -

: «
» [10. . 110]. -

, -
, .

1 ,  « », ,  1823 ., -
,  1- ,  « », 

»,  « »,  4- .
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 « , 

, »  [9.  .  58],  -
, -

. , , «  ( )

» [9. . 59; 10. . 73].
: «

2, 
,  ( , -

) , 
, , .

» [9. . 105].
,  « », . -

, .
 1850 .  9-  « …». -

, , .  (1827), . . -
 (1828), .  (1833).

, , -

. .  « -
», -

-
. , 

. , -
, . . , 

. , -
, , -

.

2.2. : 

. 
,  « », -

,  1826  1832 ., 
 « …» . 

, , , , -
. -

.

2 , , , « », 
»,  « , » [10. .146]. -

: Since logic is wholly concerned in the use of language, it follows that a syllogism... ( -
. – .)
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, , 
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 « » – .
, , . -

, -
. , , -

. 
, 

.
: « -

 – , »
[12. . 10]. ,  « -

, : -
». -
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: « -

» [12. .18; 13. .13].
-

, -
 XIX  XX .

, , 
. , , , , 

 « », 
: «

, , , 
, . ,

, 
. -

 (proposition), , , 
, »3 [13. . 23].

, -
, . , 

-
 (signification). -

. -
, .

3  «proposition» -
. , :  « -

», , ,  «proposition», 
 « , ». 

: «  (proposition) – , » [9. . 88]
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[13. . 41]. , 
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 [12. . 142].

  , -
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, .
, -

. , -
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. , ,
, , -
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 1812 ., . , . . .

 « » ,
 1830 . 

.  :   « ,  ,  -
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, »4 [14. C. 21]. , -
, 

. -
-

. -
, , 

, . ,

.
, 

, , -
,  «

» (1847), , 

. , ,
 12- ,  « » -

, -
, , , , -
, . . ,  «

», 
. , «

, , -
» [15. . 1].

,  XIX . , 
, , , -

. , -
. -

4 «Whatever form is algebraically equivalent to another, when expressed in general symbols, must be
true, whatever these symbols denote».
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BASIC VIEWS ON THE SUBJECT OF LOGIC IN THE EUROPEAN PHILOSOPHY OF
19TH CENTURY
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The development of formal logic in 19th century Europe is considered in the paper. The principal idea
is that that during this logic developed as three independent traditions: German, British and Austrian.
The German tradition was definitely influenced by I. Kant. The (general pure) logic was considered
here as a science of the form of thought, in abstraction from any object (content).  J.F. Fries and J.F.
Herbart proposed the most influential conceptions of the philosophy of logic. The former developed
the anthropological (psychological) foundation for logic. The latter shifted the subject of logic from
“thinking” to “thinkable”. His presuppositions were disclosed in details in the remarkable “Neue Dar-
stellung der Logic” of his pupil M.W. Drobisch. A.Trendelenburg exposed the final commonly ac-
cepted view of the subject; he also coined the very term “formal logic”.  The principles of the British
traditions were laid down by R.Whately, and in fact that principles formed the paradigm of British
tradition in the philosophy of logic. The logic was considered here as an inquiry of reasoning, and its
formal character was explained by the fact that it deals with the form of language expression. Ap-
proaches of Whately were severely attacked by W. Hamilton, but his arguments, in spite of sound-
ness, appeared to be ineffective. The development of this tradition is traced up to J.S. Mill and A. de
Morgan. Mill has created the groundwork for future development of logical semantics by his theory of
denotation and connotation. De Morgan has expanded the linguistic approach to logic on its algebraic
handling. Both of them extended, in different ways, the conception of reasoning. B.Bolzano was the
father-founder of the Austrian tradition. Logic was typically viewed here as a general theory of sci-
ence (Wissensschaftslehre). Logic is formal because it deals with the form of objects and relations in
general. The principal feature of the Austrian logical tradition consists in the fact that it included some
kind the theory of object. It is pointed and demonstrated in the paper that the factual ‘inventor’ of the
logical theory of object was R. Zimmerman, the student of Bolzano. The formation of the Austrian
logical style was completed due to the school of Brentano. The specific features of the school are
discussed on the instance of the A. Höfler’s “Logik”. The concluding part of the paper contains very
short outline of the remarkable similarities between the ideas of Frege and principles, shared or dis-
cussed by the school of Brentano.
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, , , :

(1) x [(Bel x=s(Y)) & x>s(Y)]

(2) Bel x [x=s(Y) & x>s(Y)]

 Y = ( ) ; s(x) =  x ( -
, s(Y) = ); «Bel p»  «

,  p».
.  [4. P. 1021–1022] , -

 (1) : (1) ,
, 

 ( , , -
77,2 ). , , , -
, 1. -

: S ,  x  ( ,
…) ,   S  
 ( , …)?

-
. -

, , , .
,  « », 

: 
. -

: , , , -
. , 

;  – 
.

 ( -
) :

(3) (Bel Y>O) & Y<O2.

 «=», «<»  «>» – -
,  O –  ( , -

), . 
(3) , : « , -

, ».
 –  (3):

(4) x (Bel Y>x) & Y<x.

, -
,

1 , 
,  (2) , , 

, , .
2 : (Bel Y>O)&Y=O  (Bel Y=O)&Y<O.
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ON SEMANTICS OF COMPARATIVE PREDICATES II
Keywords: comparative predicate, object-numeral function, numeral interpretation, objectual inter-
pretation, subjective ranking, Russell, Kaplan, Surovtsev.

The problem of interpretation of comparative predicates in the context of comparison of objects with
themselves is analyzed. The starting point of the analysis is the conversation about yacht size in Rus-
sell’s “On denoting”. The idea of objectual interpretation, proposed by the author in # 22 of this jour-
nal, is developed. Approaches proposed by Kaplan and Surovtsev are criticized. A special form of
objectual interpretation is developed for a case posed by Surovtsev.
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SEVERAL REMARKS TO REASONS FOR ACTION
Keywords: reasons for action, desire, decision, promise, obligation, ordinary language.

The article presents the analysis of a problem of a choice of the reasons for action and of desire
(its  presence  or  absence)  as  criterion  of  this  choice.  In  particular,  it  is  shown  that,  really,  there  is  a
difference between the reasons for action which are depending on desires and the reasons for action
which not depending on desires. However the explication of the reasons for action which are not de-
pending on desires on the example of an obligation is possible in a standard case “X ought to do A in
C” where the rules of incompatibility, cancellation and balance of the reasons work. Besides, it is
shown this distinction of the reasons for action does not work in a case with promises.
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ON THE POSSIBILITY OF THE TWO INTERPRETATIONS OF DEFINITE

DESCRIPTIONS
Keywords: definite description, negation, singular term, predicate, identity, Russell, Borisov.

The subject of the paper is the problem of the two various interpretations of definite descriptions
as it is presented in the article of .V. Borisov “On Two Interpretations of Definite Descriptions”. In
this article definite descriptions are considered both as singular terms and individuating predicates.
From the point of view of E.V. Borisov these interpretations demand to interpret the sentence copula
as expressing the identity or the subject-predicate relation. The possibilities of such approach are
analyzed in the paper. It is proved, that approach of E.V. Borisov is possible only under the condition
of ignoring of the distinction between primary and secondary occurrence of logical constants, which
denotation phrases contain. It is proved that the relational understanding of the copula is not remov-
able generally, if it is necessary to keep distinction between primary and secondary occurrence of
logic constants in the statements which are used definite descriptions.

References

1. Borisov, E.V. (2014) On two interpretations of definite descriptions. Vestnik Tomskogo gosu-
darstvennogo universiteta. Filosofiya. Sotsiologiya. Politologiya – Tomsk State University Journal of
Philosophy, Sociology and Political Science. 2 (26). pp. 202-209. (In Russian).
2. Russel, B. (2002) Ob oboznachenii [On definition]. In: Surovtsev, V.A. (ed.) Yazyk, istina, su-
shchestvovanie [Language, Truth, Existence]. Tomsk: Tomsk State University. pp. 7-22.
3. Surovtsev, V.A. (2014) What did George IV want to know? Vestnik Tomskogo gosudarstvennogo
universiteta. Filosofiya. Sotsiologiya. Politologiya – Tomsk State University Journal of Philosophy,
Sociology and Political Science. 2 (26). pp. 190-201. (In Russian).
4. Kripke, S. (2005) Russell's Notion of Scope. Mind. 114 (456). pp. 1005-1037. DOI:
10.1093/mind/fzi1005
5. Surovtsev, V.A. (2014) Shutka B. The joke about size of yacht by B. Russell and some remarks on
semantics of comparative predicates. Vestnik Tomskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. Filosofiya.
Sotsiologiya. Politologiya – Tomsk State University Journal of Philosophy, Sociology and Political
Science. 2 (22). pp. 226-233. (In Russian).
6. Borisov, E.V. (2013) On semantics of comparative predicates. Vestnik Tomskogo gosudarstven-
nogo universiteta. Filosofiya. Sotsiologiya. Politologiya – Tomsk State University Journal of Philoso-
phy, Sociology and Political Science. 2 (22). pp. 219-225. (In Russian).
7. Borisov, E.V. (2015) On semantics of comparative predicates. Vestnik Tomskogo gosudarstven-
nogo universiteta. Filosofiya. Sotsiologiya. Politologiya – Tomsk State University Journal of Philoso-
phy, Sociology and Political Science. 2(30). pp.*******. (In Russian).



. . . 2015.  2 (30)

 – 
, -

 ( . ).
E-mail: abra@yandex.ru

– , 

). E-mail: borisov.evgeny@gmail.com

 – , , 
, -

, -
 ( . ). E-mail: markgon73@rambler.ru

, 

 ( . ). E-mail: albaregia1960@mail.ru

 – , 
, 

 ( . ). E-mail: abdidikin@bk.ru

 – , -

. ). E-mail: kaffmn@mail.ru

 – , , -
   ( ) 

 ( . ). E-mail: ivanova-nkfi@mail.ru

 – , 
, 

 ( . ). E-mail: ox.koval@gmail.com

 – , ,
-

 ( . ). E-mail : kokarevich@mail.ru

–   .  ,  ,  
 «

» ( . ). E-mail: inna_krug@mail.ru

mailto:abra:@yandex.ru
mailto:borisov.evgeny:@gmail.com
mailto:markgon73:@rambler.ru
mailto:albaregia1960:@mail.ru
mailto:abdidikin:@bk.ru
mailto:kaffmn:@mail.ru
mailto:ivanova-nkfi:@mail.ru
mailto:ox.koval:@gmail.com
mailto:kokarevich:@mail.ru
mailto:inna_krug:@mail.ru


230

 – , 
 ( . -

). E-mail: antikukuruza@mail.ru

 –   -
 ( . ).

E-mail: kurhinenp@mail.ru, pavel.kurhinen@elisanet.fi

 – , ,
-

 ( . ). E-mail: vlobovikov@mail.ru

 – ,  
 ( . ).

E-mail: matrosovank@mail.ru

 – , , 

. ). E-mail: Olga-mazaeva@yandex.ru

 –  « -
» ( . ).

E-mail: Naumoff-on@mail.ru

 – -
-

, , -

. E-mail: ogleznev82@mail.ru

 –  ,  ,  -
, -

 ( . ).
E-mail: july11@list.ru

 – , -

. ). E-mail: revushkina@sibmail.com

 – -
.

E-mail: rodin.kir@gmail.com

– , ,
-

 ( ).
E-mail: surovtsev1964@mail.ru

mailto:antikukuruza:@mail.ru
mailto:kurhinenp:@mail.ru
mailto:pavel.kurhinen:@elisanet.fi
mailto:vlobovikov:@mail.ru
mailto:matrosovank:@mail.ru
mailto:Olga-mazaeva:@yandex.ru
mailto:Naumoff-on:@mail.ru
mailto:ogleznev82:@mail.ru
mailto:july11:@list.ru
mailto:revushkina:@sibmail.com
mailto:rodin.kir:@gmail.com
mailto:surovtsev1964:@mail.ru


231

 – , ,

 ( . -
). E-mail: UstimenkoD2006@yandex.ru

 – -
.  ( . )

E-mail: blackline@nightmail.ru

 – -

. ). Email:  pomoshnik_-_@mail.ru

 – -
 ( . ).

E-mail: chernoskutov@mail.ru

 – , 

. E-mail: dima-che@sibmail.com

 – , 

 ( . ) E-mail: stalx@bk.ru

 – 

. ). E-mail: roman.sherenkov@gmail.com

mailto:UstimenkoD2006:@yandex.ru
mailto:blackline:@nightmail.ru
mailto:pomoshnik_-_:@mail.ru
mailto:chernoskutov:@mail.ru
mailto:dima-che:@sibmail.com
mailto:stalx:@bk.ru
mailto:roman.sherenkov:@gmail.com


. . 

TOMSK STATE UNIVERSITY JOURNAL OF PHILOSOPHY,
SOCIOLOGY, POLITICAL SCIENCE

2015.  2 (30)

. 
. 

 (  « »,
)

 15.06.2015.                 .
 70 100 1/16. . . 14,5; . . .20,3; .- . .20,8.                    .

 100 .  1101.
 « », 634029, . , . , 4

,
634050, . , . , 36, . 8(382-2) 53-15-28; 52-98-49

http://publish.tsu.ru; e-mail; rio.tsu@mail.ru

http://publish.tsu.ru;/
mailto:rio.tsu:@mail.ru



