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THE FORMS OF TIME AS AN APPROXIMATION TO ITS COMPLEX NATURE
Keywords: subjective time perception, figure, ground, overcoming a dualism

We are faced with the problem of defining of nature of time when we considering the time. Time
as a constant, as a permanent, mixes with the man always. Time is felt as a resource witch depends on
the person. Time is felt as an object that can be manipulated. However, a man can manage time only
through self-management, redefinition, understanding of existence and his inner self. There is a prob-
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lem: the one is  trying to take control  of  what he himself  controls.  The man as the creator of time in-
stantly becomes his victim. This desire reduces the one side of the phenomenon. We propose to inter-
pret time as having both objective and subjective characteristics at the same time. Try to study time as
a holistic object, not by its parts: the subjective and the objective (more or less), it perhaps with the
help of the achievements of the psychology of perception, Gestalt psychology, and then linguistics
adopt their methods of investigation. Rejecting the simplicity of time, we submit the form of time as
eternally successive figures and grounds. The simultaneous adoption of the two alternatives is not
something new, but the understanding and acceptance of the necessity to discard the dualism requires
effort. This is contrary to human nature - or share everything on the contrary, highlights the extremes,
either not properly averaged, excluding not only the existence but also the essence. The article gives
examples of theories where the border and simplicity are rejected, cause that does not reflect the reality
in favor of the alternatives are approved at  the same time cause that  reflect  the reality in its  entirety.
Time in different conditions can look very different, that in turn makes us the impression of "simplic-
ity" and "complexity". The complex nature of time reconciles opposites. The problem of time is essen-
tially a problem of complexity - the cognitive relationship between subject and environment, with the
proviso that both parts of the system included the study object. The time is no simple, single essence;
the forms of time are equal and unequal at the same time, isomorphic, singular and gestalt.
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