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of knowledge, transdisciplinaires, sorption.
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YIK 009+003 Koncmanmun Paiixepm
I'YMAHUTAPUCTHUKA YAPJIB3A YUJIBbIAMA MOPPUCA
Dymanumapucmuxa no 4. Y. Moppucy — 3mo aubo cunoHum «2ymManumapHou
HAayKuy, 160 Memas3vlK 2yMaHUmMapHvlx HayK. B 3agucumocmu om moeo, yem
ABNAEMCA 2YMAHUMAPUCIUKA — Meopuell YeHHOoCmel Unu 0ecKpUnmueHou
cCeMUuomuKol, oHa uzpaem poib AKCUONO2UYECKOU UAU HAYUHOU
2YMAHUMAPUCMUKY COOMBEMCMEEHHO. AKCUON02UYECKAs 2YMAHUMAPUCMUKA,
Kak meopusi yeHHocmeil, AGNAEMC OYeHOUHbIM UCNONb308AHUEM 3HAKOS,
8bLICMYNASL MeM CaAMbIM NPUHUHOU NPeONnOUMUMEeNbHO20 NOBeOeHUs.
bnazodaps smomy akcuonozuueckas 2yMaHUmMapucmuka Hu4em
NPUHYUNUATILHO He OMAUYAENCS O CaMUX 2YMAHUMAapHslx HayK. B cywnocmu,
2yManumapuvle HAyKu U A6IAI0MCcs AKCUONO0SULECKOU SYMAHUMAPUCTIUKOU.
Hayunas zymanumapucmuxa, kak 0eckpunmugHas cemMuomurd, uccieoyem
peanvHoe UCNONb308aHUe 3HAKO8 8 COYuo-cyManumapnsix Haykax. Hayunas
2YMAHUMAPUCTIUKA ABTAEMCA MEMAAZLIKOM COYUO-2YMAHUMAPHBIX HAVK U
axkcuono2uyeckou eymanumapucmuxu. bonee moeo, ona gvicmynaem 6 poau
Memacemuomuxu, max kax Moppuc nonumaem coyuo-eymaHumapHsie HayKu
Kaxk cemuomuueckue HaAyKu, mo eCmbv KAK HAYKU, KOmopbsle U3yuaom
ceMUuoOmu4ecKkylo peaibHoCmy, peaibHOCHb 3HAKO8, 3HAYEHUL U CMbICILOS.
KiloueBble clioBa: axcuono2us, 2yMaHumapucmura, Hay4Holli SMAUPUIM,
ceMuomuKd, COyuo-2yManumapHsle HayKu.

JlanHas paboTa sBIAeTCA MPONOIKEHHEM Moel cratbu «HaydHbrit
smnupusM Yapie3a Yunssaima Moppucay, OmyOlInKOBAaHHOM B 6-M BBIITYCKE
KypHaia «Analytica» (2012 rox) [1].

B 2009 romy apreHTHHCKO-HeMeTIKuii Toruku u snctemonor Haxug Paxvan
u amepuKkaHckuil punocod [xon CaliMOHC HHUIIMAPOBAIN KHIKHYIO CEPHIO
«Jloruka, SMCTEMONIOTHS U eAMHCTBO Hayku» (Logic, Epistemology, and the
Unity of Science). IlonpoOuee ¢ niensiMmu cepun «JIornka, 3mIUCTEMOJIOTHS 1
€IMHCTBO HAYKM», KOTOpas, MEXIy IPOYNM, HA MOMEHT HAIMCAHUS CTAThU
HacunuThBajga 40 TOMOB, MOXXHO MO3HAKOMUTHCS B IIPOTPAaMMHOM CTaThe
MHHUIMATOPOB U pemakTopoB cepun — lllaxuna Paxmana u [>xona CaiiMonca
«Jloruxka, aMUCTEMONIOTHS ¥ €ANHCTBO HAYKH: SHIUKIIONETUIECKUIN MIPOCKT B
nyxe Hetipata u JQuapo» [11]. 3meck BaXHO OTMETHTD, 4TO cama ctathbs 111.
Paxmana u [Ix. CaliMOoHCa HHTEpECHA HE TONBKO NMPE3EHTAINEeH TPOTPaMMBI
KHMKHOU cepuH; B Hel gaéTcs mHTepecHas TpakToBka ponu P. Kapuana, Y. V.
Moppuca u O. Heiipata B co3nannu « JHIUKIONEANNA 0ObETNHEHHBIX HAYK):
«Bxkpartne o6o3peBas Brinan Helipara, Kaprama u Moppuca, npeacTaBieHHbII
B ToMe 1938 rona (“OHnukinonenun 00beANHEHHBIX HAYK ,— 8cmagka mos — K.
P), MBI HaXOOVM 3HAUYUTEIHHBIC PA3TMINI MEXITY ITHMHU TpeMs. B To Bpems
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kxorga Heiipar mogu€pkuBaeT COLIMONIOTMYECKUN U MCTOPUYECKUI AMHAMU3M
SHIMKIIONETNYECKOTo MpoeKTa, KapHar, HalpoTHB, aKIEHTHPYET Ha Pa3IHIuH
MEXTy TeM, 4To PefixenOax mo3iHee Ha3Bal “KOHTEKCTOM 00OCHOBaHUS (context
of justivication) M “KOHTEKCTOM OTKpBITUS” (context of discovery). Moppuc
pacxoautcsa ¢ Kapuanom mo sTtomy pasnuuuio. BzameH, moib3ysch
¢dopmymupoBkoi Paiina, OH HIIET JIOTMKY HayKH, B KOTOPOi 3HaHKE “9T0” OBUIO
O0BI 00BEMHEHO CO 3HAHHEeM “Kak”’. CBepX TOro, ero mparMaTHCTCKas
HaIPaBICHHOCTD (pragmatist bent) IPUBOAUT €T0 K YTBEPIKICHHUIO, UTO 3HAHKE
“4T0” NOJKHO OBITH MOCTABJICHO HAa CIYXKOY COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUS WIIH
MIPOBIDKEHHS HaIero 3HaHuA “kak™» [11,p. 11].

1. Paxman u [Ix. CaliMOHC HEe PacKpBIBAIOT COJIEPKAHUSA CaMOH «IOTHKH
Haykn» o Y. Y. Moppucy, a Benb B Hel MOXXHO OOHapyKHTh MHOTO
HMHTEPECHOI0, 8 UMEHHO: CEMUOTHUKY, TEOPHIO LIECHHOCTEN, HAyUHbIM SMIMPU3M
u rymMaHuTapucTuKy Moppuca. CoOcTBeHHO Oiaromapst CBoel CEMHOTHKE
Moppuc U3BECTEeH B HaydHOH U (rimocockoii akageMudeckoii cpene. A BOT
€ro TEeOpHs IIEHHOCTEH, HayYHBIH SMINPHU3M U TYMAaHHTAPUCTHKA OCTAIOTCS
MIOYTH HE MCCIIETOBAHHBIMY; NCKITIOYEHHE COCTABIISET, TIOXKAITYiH, MOHOTpadus
Puaapna 3. ®uopao «Hapas3 Moppuc 1 KpUTHKa AUCKypcay [2], BeImmeamas 3a
nBa roma o cmeptd Moppuca B 1979 romy. B atoii MoHorpaduu e€ aBTOp
IpeANpUHAMAET MONBITKY AaTh CHCTEMHOE ONHCAaHHWE BceH ¢uimocodhuu
Moppuca ¢ 11eJblo €€ TalbHENIIEr0 IPUMEHEHHS B 3CTETUKE.

Ieas 3TOrO HMCCIEenOBaHUS — MPEACTaBUTh T'YMAaHUTapHUCTUKY Yapibia
Yunesama Moppuca.

S monararo, 4TO TyMaHHTapuCTHKa Moppuca MOXET IPEACTaBIAThH
OTIpeAEIEHHBIN HHTEPEC C TOUKHU 3PEHUS HCTOPUH GUI0COMUH 1 HayKH, a TAKKe
— ¢mrocopur TYMAaHUTAPHBIX HAyK, OCOOCHHO B CBA3H C METOAOIOT MUECKUMH
0COOEHHOCTSAIMH HCIIOIF30BAHHS CEMUOTHKH B TYMaHUTAPHBIX HayKax.

Konnenmus ryMaHUTapUCTHKH TIpeAcTaBieHa B 4eTHIpEX paborax Y. V.
Moppuca: «CeMHOTHKa, COIMO-TYMaHUTapHBIE HAYKH F €AWHCTBO HayKm» (1939)
[6], «3HaumMoOCTD IBMKEHHS 32 eqUHCTBO HayKm» (1946) [10], «3Hakw, 361K 1
noseacHue» (1946) [8], «Hayka o yenoBeke u 00bemuHEHHAS HayKa» (1951) [9].
INepBast n3 HUX SBISETCSA TOKIATOM, KOTOPBIA OBUT MpoynTaH MoppucoMm Ha
[TaToM MexXIyHApOIHOM KOHTpecce IO eIMHCTBY Hayku B [apBapickom
yHuBepcurere B 1939 rogy. OHa e nermia B OCHOBY BTOPOIO MCCJIEOBaHUS.
IMocnenHss ske SBISETCS HEKOTOPHIM TTOBEICHHEM HTOTOB B pabote Moppuca
HaJl TyMaHATAPUCTUKOM.

IlepBoe Ha 4TO ciemyer 0OpaTHTH BHUMaHHE, TaK 3TO TO, 4TO Moppuc
Pa3BOAUT MOHATHS «TYMaHUTApHCTHKAY (humanistics) v «TyMaHUTAPHbBIE HAYKID
(humanities): «IIpakTndecku Bcs paboTa MpemnonaBareiei U CTYISHTOB B
“Cexnuy TYMaHUTAPHBIX HAayK” B YHUBEPCHUTETE CBOJUTCS K OOCYXKICHHUIO
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JUCKypca pa3sHOro Toika: 3¢ (deKTHBHONW peun U 3PGHEeKTUBHOrO MUCHMA,
PHUCOBaHUsI, My3bIKaIbHON KOMIIO3UIUH, Pa0OOT IO IUTEPAType, CUCTEM MOpPAIH,
PEIHTHO3HbIX TOKYMEHTOB. JlaBaliTe Ha3bIBATh TAKUE IPEIMETHBIE 3HAKHU (0bject
signs) (BMecTe C JeATeNbHOCThIO, B XOA€ KOTOPOIl OHM IPOU3BOASATCS)
“ryMaHUTapHbBIMH Haykamu’ (humanities), NaBaiiTe Ha3bIBaThb METas3bIK,
UCIOIb3yeMBIH B OTHOIIEHUM T'YMAaHUTAPHBIX HayK, “T'yMaHHUTapUCTHKON”
(humanistics)» [8,p. 230].

Onnako Moppuc npeaynpesxkaaer: «3Haku T'yMaHUTapHBIX HayK SBISIOTCS,
IpEeXIe BCETO, €CNU He HCKIIOUNTENIFHO, COYeTAaHISIMU TUIIOB JUCKYPCa, KOTOPBIE
OIIGHOYHBI U MOOYIUTENbHBl IO CBOEMY HA3HAYEHHIO: BRIMBINIJICHHBIE,
MO3THUYECKUE, MOPAIbHBIE, PEIUTHO3HBIE, PHTOPUUIECKHE, TPAMMAaTH4ECKUE U T.
1. Takue pexumsl (modes) NUCKypca He SBISIOTCS HaydHBIM JUCKYypCOM
(scientific discourse); COOTBETCTBEHHO T'yMaHHUTapHAs Hayka (humanities)
OTJIMYACTCSI OT €CTECTBEHHOM HayKH (science) Kak 110 CBOEH MPUPOLE, TaK U 110
CBOEH JIESITENBHOCTHU U SI3BIKOBBIM MpoAykTam» [8, p. 230]. Cam ke HaydHBII
JHUCKYypC MpeAnosaraeT Takoro poja UCTUHHOCTHBIE YTBEpXKACHUS 00
OKpY)Karolllei cpezie, B KOTOPOil AefCTBYeT OpraHu3M WM KOTOpas OKa3bIBaeT
Bo3zelicTBHE Ha opraHusM (&, p. 127]. [ToaToMy HaydHBIN TUCKYpC MpEAoIaraeT
HaJI4YHe J0Ka3aTeIbCTB B (popMe YTBEPKICHU I HCTUHHOCTHBIX FIJTH JIOXKHBIX [§,
p. 126-127]. OTcroga ecTeCTBEHHBIE HayKH — 3TO HayKH, KOTOpPHIE
HETIOCPEICTBCHHO HU3y4aloT (M3NYECKYyI0 PeaJbHOCTb, OJHAKO, IPU BCEM MPHU
TOM, KOTOpPbIE TPEOYIOT CTIEIMaIbHBIX 3HAKOBBIX CHCTEM, HA3BIBAEMBIX «I3BIKAMU
Haykm» (languages of science) aist onucaHusi U OObSICHEHUS 3TOH PeallbHOCTH
U IPOTHO3UPOBAHHUS €€ MOBEACHUS. B CBI3M ¢ TeM, UYTO €CTeCTBEHHbIC HAYKU
MOXHO pacCMaTPUBATh Kak sI3BIKH [ 5], Moppuc mpeuiaraeT Ui UX U3y4eHUs U
KOHCTPYMPOBAHHS OCOOBIN METas3bIK — HAy4YHBIH dMIOUPHU3M (scientific
empiricism), KJIIOYEBYIO pOJb B KOTOPOM JIOJDKHA UTPaTh CEMHUOTHKA, BEIb
KaKAMH OBI SI3bIKaMU HayKH HE OBUTH, €CTECTBEHHBIMH UM UCKYCCTBEHHBIMU,
OHH, IIPEXJE BCETO, CHCTEMBI 3HAKOB, YTO SABISETCS HETOCPEACTBEHHBIM
00BEKTOM HCCIIEIOBAHUSI CEMUOTHKH [4].

Tak Kak eCTeCTBEHHBIE HayK! HCCICAYIOT (QH3HUYECKYI0 PeaTbHOCTh, TO U. V.
Moppuc ux nonaraeT «HeCEMHUOTHIECKUME HayKamiy [6]. CamMu ryMaHUTapHBIE
HaykH (WM, KaK BX caM nHor/a HaseiBaeT Y. Y. Moppuc, conno-ryMaHuTapHbIe
Hayk¥ (socio-humanistic sciences)) Y. Y. MoppHC CUNTaET «CEMHOTHYECKIMHU
HayKaMM», TOTOMY 9TO OHH «HM3Yy4aloT (DYHKIIMOHAIBHBIN IIPOI[ECC CEMHO3HCa
BO BCex ero popMax u pesynsrarax (ramification)» [6, p. 303]. Ipyrumu ciioBamu:
(commo-)ryMaHUTapHBIC HAayKH H3y4ar0T CEMHOTHYECKYI0 PEaIbHOCTb,
PeaNbHOCTh 3HAKOB, 3HAUYCHHUH U CMBICIIOB.

Tem He MeHee, MoppuUC HE CUMTAET, YTO XapaKTep OTHOLICHUN MEKAY
T'YMaHUTAapHBIMH M €CTECTBEHHBIMH HayKaMH HOCHT aHTAarOHHCTHYECKUIl
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XapakTep, cKopee — B3aMMOJONOIHHUTENsHbIN: «ObocHOBaHUE (case for)
©CTEeCTBEHHOI HayKH 1 000CHOBAHUE (case for) TyMaHUTAPHON HayKH TPEOyIOT
OTCYTCTBHSA IIPEHEOPEKEHHUS B OTHOIICHIH APYT K APYTY: OHH PA3IIMYAIOTCS KaK
TUIBl AUCKYpCa U OHU MOAAEPKUBAIOT APYr Jpyra B TOMl Mepe, B Kakoil
Pa3jINYHBIC TUIIBI JUCKYypCa HGO6XOI[I/IMI)I JJIA IOJHOTBI YCJIOBCUCCKOTO
noBenenus» [8, p. 231]. Ilo mueHnto Moppuca, B3aUMOJOTIOTHUTENLHOCTD
TYMaHUTAPHBIX U €CTCCTBCHHBIX HAYK HOCTUTACTCHA, MPEKIAC BCEro, 3a cuér
CEMUOTHUKU, TCOPUU 3HAKOB.

BosBpamasce k TyMaHATapUCTHUKE, HEOOXOAUMO OTMETHUTh, YTO OHA, KaK
HCCIICJOBAaHNE TYMAHUTApHBIX HAYK, MOXET OBITh JBYX BHUIOB. IlepBBIii BUA
T'YMaHUTAPHCTHKU — 3TO T'YMaHUTAPHUCTHKA, KOTOPAs COBIAAAET C TYMaHUTapHOH
HayKOHM HJIH — ITO-APYrOMY — SIBJISETCS 00JIaCThIO TYMaHUTApHON HayKu Ooiee
BBICOKOTO TIOPSAKA. DTO 3HAYHT, YTO T'YMAHUTAPHCTHKA HCTIONB3YET PA3IIHOTO
poaa 3HaKHU B OLICHOYHBIX 1 HO6y)II/ITeHI)HI)IX eisIX. Haan/IMep, 3CTCTUYCCKasL
KPHUTHKA TIPEACTAaBISIET COOOH «KOMOWHAIIMIO YTBEPXKICHUN (Statements) u
OIICHOK (appraisals) o IPOU3BEEHUH HCKYCCTBA JJIsl TOTO, YTOOBI MOIKPETTUTh
HEKOTOPYIO OOIIYIO OIEHKY MPOM3BENEHHUS B IIeiom» [8, p. 231].

3,I[GCL Ba’XHO OTMETHUTD, YTO 3TOT BUJ] TYMAHUTAPUCTHUKU, T10 CYyTU, UMECT
JIEJIO C OTICHOYHBIM M CTIONb30BaHUEM 3HAKOB (valuative use of signs), TO €CThb ¢
TEM, YTO I10 MOppI/ICy HCIOJIB3YCTCA B KAYCCTBE NPUYUHBI TPEATOYTUTECIIBHOTO
noBeneHus (preferential behaviour) [8, p. 256]. TepMuH «IpeATIOUTHTETEHOE
MTOBEZICHHUEY SIBIISIETCS OCHOBHBIM TEPMIUHOM TEOPHH IICHHOCTEH (aKCHOIOTHH)
Moppuca: «JlaBaiiTe cocpeoTOYMM Halle BHUMAaHUE HAa TEPMHUHE
“IpeanouTuTeNbHOe noBegeHue”. OpraiusM, MOXKHO CKa3aTh, IPOSBISIET
TIOJIOKUTCIIBHOC IMTPEANOYTHUTCIILHOC IMMOBCACHNUC B OTHONICHU U 00BEKTa MIIH
CUTYalllH, €CIIN OH [= OpTaHu3M,— 8cmagka mos — K. P.] TeCTByeT Tak, YTO0BI
COXpaHUTh (maintain) HaIudue O00BEKTa MU CUTYaIUU WJIH YTOOBI
CKOHCTPYHPOBATH ATOT O0BEKT MJIH CUTYAIINIO, €CITH UX HEeT B Hammuuu. OH ke
MIPOSIBISICT OTPHILATEIbHOE MPEANOYTHTEIHHOE MOBEICHUE, SCIM OH HINET
crocod yopars 3TOT O0BEKT WJIM CHUTYAIHIO, WM XK€ Pa3pymIUTh HIIH
MIPEAOTBPATUTH ITOABJICHUE OTOT'O 00BEKTA NN BOSHUKHOBEHHE CUTyaluu. Tak
KaK JKU3HEHHBIH IIPOIIECC 3aBUCUT OT BEIOOPA MIIH OTKIIOHEHUH ONpeaeTEHHBIX
00BEKTOB WIIN CI/ITyaIH/II\/'I, MIPEATIOYTUTEIBHOC ITOBCACHNE (HOHO)KI/ITCJ'IBHOC N
OTpHUIaTeNIbHOE) SABIsIETCS 0a30BBIM (PEHOMEHOM KU3HH. S mpeiararo, 9To0bI
akcmoyorus (Kak MccieqoBaHHE “IEHHOCTH) paccMaTpHBajach Kak
HCCIIEIOBaHUE IIPEIIOYTUTENBHOIO NOBeAeHU» [ 7, p. 16—17]. Unes akcnonorun
KaK HayKH O MPEIIOYTHTEIHLHOM MOBeAeHNH MoppricoM HauboJiee pa3BuTa B
[3].

Tak xak Mopprc HUKak He 0003HaUaeT MEePBEI BUA T'YMaHUTAPHUCTUKH, 5
peajararo B CBA3U CO CKa3aHHBIM BBIIIE HA3bIBATH OTOT BUJ T'YMAHUTAPUCTUKHA
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«AKCUONO2UHECKUM.

Emé onun MoMeHT. 51 x04y IOAYEPKHYTH, 4YTO B CBSI3U € TeM, 4T0 Moppuc
TOBOPUT O I'YMAaHUTApPUCTUKE KaK I'yMaHUTApHOH HAayKe B LEJIOM U O €€
aKCHOJIOTMYECKON COCTABIISIONIEH, HAIIPAIIUBAETCS caMa co00i (KOHEUHO ke,
JUIA TeX, KTO 3aHHMaeTcsa UcTopueil u ¢purocodueil HayKu) aHATOTUS MEXITY
aKCHOIOTHUeCcKol r'ymaHuTapucTukoit Moppuca u Kulturwissenschaft Tenpuxa
Pukkepra, xoTopas e€cTh He UTO HHOE, Kak I'yMaHHTapHas Hayka,
uauorpaduueckas Hayka, Geisteswissenschaft, 0ObEKTOM U3yueHHs KOTOpPO
SIBISIFOTCS (KYJIBTYpHBIE) IIeHHOCTH [12]. XoTs ykazaHHasi aHaJOTHs TpedyeT
OTIENIBHOTO 0OCTOATENBEHOIO PACCMOTPEHUS, BCE JK€ CIIeyeT OTMETUTh, UYTO
caM Moppuc HHOTA HCHONb30Bal I 0003HAUCHHs COLMO-TYMaHUTAPHBIX
Hayk Hemenkoe Geisteswissenschaft [9,p. 37].

BTopoii BUI ryMaHUTApUCTHKU — 3TO TaK HaszbiBaeMasi «HaydHas
TYMaHUTapUCTUKa» (scientific humanistics). Hayunas TyMaHUTapHCTHKA
BO3MOKHA TOT/[a, KOT/[a 00 OLIEHOUHBIX U MPECKPUNTUBHBIX 3HAKaX (appraisive
and prescriptive signs) TOBOPST B TEPMUHAX, KOTOPbIE CaMU HE SBISIOTCA
OL[EHOYHBIMU WU NPECKPUITHUBHBIMH: «OLEHOYHAs M MOOyIUTEeIbHAs
aJIeKBaTHOCTb 3HAKOB MOXKET paccMaTpuBaThCs 0e3 MpHIleda Ha OLEHOYHBIE
CyXIeHUs Win noOyxaenune K aeictsuion [8, p. 231], npuuém 31eck mox
«aleKBaTHOCThIO» (adequacy) Moppuc moHHMaeT ciemymomee: «3HaK
aJIeKBaTEeH B TOM CTENIEHHU, B KAKOW OH IOCTUTAET CBOEH 11eM11, paau KOTOPOU OH
ucnomnb3yercs» [8, p. 345]. D10 BO3MOKHO TOJBKO TOT/IA, KOT/Ia TYMAHUTAPHCTHKA
paccmaTpuBaeTcs Kak 4acTh AECKPUITHBHON CEMUOTHKH [8, p. 231].

31ech, BUIUMO, HEOOXOTUMO CIIENaTh HEOONIBIIOE OTCTYIUIEHHE U ITOSICHUTD,
YTO TaKO€ «IECKPHUNTHBHAS ceMHOTHKa». CormacHo MoppuCy CeMHOTHKa
MOJKET OBITh TPEX BUIOB: UHCTAs (pure semiotic), NeCKpUNTHBHASA (descriptive
semiotic) u npuknagnas (applied semiotic). Uuctas ceMUOTHKA 3aHUMAETCS
pa3paboTKOif A3bIKa, HA KOTOPOM MOKHO TOBOPHUTH O 3HaKaxX. JleCKpUIITHBHAS
CEMHUOTHKA HCCIIEYeT peabHble 3HaKU (actual signs). [Ipukiiagnas ceMUOTHKA
3aHUMAEeTCs IPUMEHEHNEM 3HaHUS 0 3HAKaX IS PeIIeHUs] KOHKPETHBIX 3a1a4
[8,p.354].

OTcrozia moy4aeTcs, 4To eCIM HaydHas [yMaHUTapHCTHKA IBIISETCS YacThIO
JIECKPUNTHBHOW CEMHOTHKH, TO OHA 3aHMMaeTCs MCCIEOBaHUEM pealbHBIX
3HAKOB, 2 UMEHHO — 3HAKOB, KOTOPBIE PEAJTbHO HCIIOIb3YIOTCSI B T'yMaHHTAPHBIX
HayKaX. DTO HEOOXOIMMO JUIS TOTO, YTOOBI MCCIIEIOBATh T€ THIIBI AMCKypCa,
KOTOPBIC KOHCTUTYHPYIOT TYMaHUTAPHbIE HAyKH: «TaKkoe uccaejoBaHIe JOMHKHO
PAaCKpBITH OTHOIICHUS 3HAKOB JINTEPATYPHI, HCKYCCTBA, MOPAIN U PEIIUTHH K
JUIHOCTSIM UHIHUBHIYYMOB (the personalities of individuals) u k dopmam 1
IporeccaM conHanbHOW opranm3anuu. OHO OymeT paccMaTpuBaTh YCIOBHSA,
IIPH KOTOPBIX 3HAKH OMPEAETIEHHOTO BH/Ia BOSHUKAIOT, NX KOMMYHHUKAaTHBHYIO
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cuiy, QyHKIUH, KOTOPbIe TaKUe 3HAKU HMCIOJIHAIOT B UHIUBUIYAJILHOM U
COIIMATbHOM IOBENEHUM, UX 3OpOBbIe U OOJE3HEHHBIE acHEeKTHI. Takoe
HCCIeAOBaHUE MOJMKHO MPUBOJUTH K MOJYyUYCHUIO HAYYHOI'O 3HAHUA O
IyMaHUTapHBIX Haykax. CeMHOTHKa obecrneunBaeT Crnocod, ¢ MOMOIIBIO
KOTOPOTO Hay4HBII METOX MOXET OBITh MPUMEHEH B 00JIacTU JIUTEPaTyphl,
HCKYCCTBa, MOpanu u penurud. [lomyaeHHOE 3HaHUE TOKHO OBITh HAYKOM, a He
JIUTEPaTypOi, HCKYCCTBOM, MOPAJIBIO MITH PETIUTUEH, X HE MOJKET 3aHUMAaTh MECTO
9TUX (OPM SI3BIKA MIIU AEATEIBHOCTH, B KOTOPBIX 3TH ()OPMBI HCIIONB3YIOTCS;
Hay4Hasi TyMaHUTAPHUCTHUKA SBISIETCS 3aMECTUTENEeM (substitute) TyMaHUTapHBIX
HayKk He 0ojee ueM UX 3aMeCTUTESIMH SBIAIOTCS (U3MKa, OMOIOTHS WU
conuonorusi. bonee Toro, HaydHas TYMaHUTAPUCTHKA JOJDKHA 3aHUMATHCS
BIUSHHUEM Ha OI[EHKHU U MPECKPUIIHUHU, KOTOPBIMH BCE HaydyHBIE 3HAHUSI
3aHUMaroTCs» [8, p. 231].

Jpyrumu cioBaMHu, HaydHas T'yMaHHTApUCTUKA JAODKHA IOKA3aTh, YTO
HayJHOE 3HaHHE HE CBOOOMHO OT OIICHOYHBIX U NMPECKPHUITHBHBIX CYXICHHH.
DT0 MOXeET IOMOYb yOpaTh MX, 4TOOBI CHAejaTh HaydHOE 3HaHue Ooiee
0OBEKTUBHBIM.

ITo GonpuroMy cuéTy HaydHas TyMAaHHTAPHCTUKA — 3TO METAasI3BIK COIHO-
TYMaHUTAPHBIX HayK, KIOYEBYIO POJIb B KOTOPOM HIPAET CEMHOTHKA. 37€Ch
cama co0O# HallpalIuBaeTCs aHAJIOTHUS C HAydHBIM 3MIUpPH3MOM Moppuca,
KOTOPBI ABJIIETCS METasA3bIKOM €CTECTBEHHBIX HayK. CXOACTBO HaydHOI
TYMaHUTAPUCTUKHU C HAyYHBIM SMIHPU3MOM COCTOHT B TOM, YTO U TaM U TaM
HCIIONIB3yeTCAd CEMHOTHKA, €CJIM He cKa3aTh OOJbINe: IO CyTH, U HAayIHas
TYMaHHTapUCTUKA ¥ HAYYHBIH SMIUPU3M SBISIOTCS CEMHOTHKAaMU. 3a CUéT
3TOT0, 10 MHEHHIO Moppica, U JOJDKHO TOCTUIaThCs €JMHCTBO €CTECTBEHHBIX U
COLIMO-TYMaHUTAPHBIX HayK. Pa3znuune mMexay HaydHOH I'yMaHUTapUCTUKOU U
HayYHBIM SMIHPU3MOM 3aKJII0YaeTCs B TOM, YTO HayJHasi TyMAaHUTApHUCTHKA —
3TO CEMHOTHKA CEMHOTHYECKHX HayK, TO €CTh, TPy0O TOBOPS, CEMHOTHKA
CEeMUOTHUKHU, METAaCEMHOTHKA, a HAYYHBIH 3MIHPU3M — 3TO CEMHOTHKA
HECEMHOTHYECKHX HayK, TO €CTh IPOCTO CEMHOTHKA.

A emé: T. K. aKCHOJIOTHYECcKasi TyMaHUTAPUCTHKA — 3TO B CYIITHOCTH COITHO-
TYMaHHUTapHbIC HAyKH, TO HAay4HAs TYMAHUTapUCTHKA — 3TO €€ U MEeTasi3bIK
AKCUOJIOTMY€CKOU I'YMaHUTAPUCTHUKH.

00600111331 cka3aHHOE BBIIIE, HEOOXOANMO yKa3aTh Ha CIEYIOIIEe:

1. B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT TOTO, YEM SIBJISETCS TyMAHUTAPUCTHKA — TEOPUEH [IEHHOCTEH
WK JeCKPUNTHBHOW CEMMOTHKOH, OHA MTPAaeT PONb aKCHOJIOTHYECKOH HIIN
HayYHOW 'yMaHUTAPHCTUKN COOTBETCTBEHHO.

2. Axcumonorn4eckas T'yMaHHTapHCTHKA, KaK TEOPHS IICHHOCTEH, SBIACTCS
OIICHOYHBIM HCIIOJb30BAaHMEM 3HAKOB, BBICTYIAs TEM CaMBIM IPUIUHOI
MPEeANOYTHTEIBHOTO OBeAeHHA. baronaps 3ToMy akcHoJIOrmIecKas
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TYMaHUTapUCTHKA HUYEM NPUHIMIMAIBHO HE OTIMYAETCSA OT CaMUX
TYMaHHUTApHBIX HayK. B CcymHOCTH, T'yMaHUTapHble HAyKH SIBISAIOTCS
aKCUOJIOTMY€CKOM I'yMaHUTAPUCTUKOM.
3. Hayunast rymaHUTapUCTHKA, KaK JECKPUITHBHAS CEMUOTUKA, UCCIEAYeT
peanbHOE UCIIOIb30BAHUE 3HAKOB B TyMaHUTAPHBIX HayKax.
4. Hay4Hasi 'yMaHHUTapUCTHUKA SIBISIETCS METas3bIKOM COITHO-TyMaHUTapHBIX HayK
1 aKCUOJIOIMYECKOM I'yMaHUTApUCTUKU. boiee Toro, oHa BBICTYIAeT B POJIU
METaCEMUOTUKH, TaK Kak MOppHC IOHUMAET COLIMO-TYMaHUTAPHBIE HAYKU KaK
CEMUOTUYECKUE HAYKH, TO €CTh KAK HAyKH, KOTOPBIE U3y4at0T CEMUOTHYECKYIO
PeanbHOCTh, PEAIbHOCTD 3HAKOB, 3HAYEHUH U CMBICJIOB.
5. Hayunas rymMaHMTapuCTHKA CXOJHA C HAYYHBIM SMIUPU3MOM B TOM, YTO U
TaM M TaM HUCIIONb3yeTCs CEMHOTHKA, €CIIM He CKa3aTh OOJbINe: IO CYTH, H
HayJHas TyMaHUTAPHUCTUKA ¥ HAyIHBIH SMIIUPU3M ABJIAIOTCS CEMUOTHKaMU. 3a
cu€T 3TOro, N0 MHEHHI0O Moppuca, U JOIKHO AOCTUIaThCs €IUHCTBO
€CTECTBEHHBIX U COLLUO-TYMAHUTAPHBIX HAyK.
6. HaydyHas ryMaHMTapHCTHKA OTIAMYAETCSA OT HAydHOTO SYMIHMPHU3MA TEM, UTO
HayyHas TYMaHUTAPUCTHKA — 3TO CEMUOTUKA CEMHOTHUYECKUX HAYK, TO €CTb,
rpy00 roBOpsi, CEMHOTHKA CEMUOTHKH, METACEMUOTHKA, & HAyIHBII SMINPU3M
— 9TO CEMHOTHKA HECEMUOTHUYECKHUX HAYK, TO €CTh IIPOCTO CEMUOTHUKA.

B menoMm rymanutapucTtuka mo Moppucy — 3To 1160 CHHOHHM
«TyMaHUTApHOU HAYKU» (akcuonozuueckas cymaHumapucmuxa), nudo
METas3bIK T'YMAHUTAPHBIX HAYK (HAYYHAA 2YMAHUMAPUCIUKA).
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Kocmanmun Paiixepm
TI'YMAHITAPUCTHUKA YAPIb3A BUIbSIMA MOPPUCA
3a Y. B. Moppucom eymanimapucmuxa — ye abo CUHOHIM «2YMAHImapHoi
HayKu», abo mMemamosa 2yMaHimapuux Hayk. 3anexcHo i0 moeo, Yum €
2ymManimapucmuxa — meopiero yinnocmetl a60 0ecKpunmueHoI0 CeMiomuKoro,
60HA 8iQiepac poib AKCIONO2TYHOT YU HAYKOBOT 2YMAHIMAPUCMUKU 8i0N0BIOHO.
Axcionoeiuna eymanimapucmuxa, K meopia yinnocmet, € OYiHHUM
BUKOPUCTNAHHAM 3HAKIB, BUCTYRAIOYU MUM CAMUM NPUYUHOIO npeghepeHyiliHOT
nogedinku. 3a80AKU YbOMY AKCION02TUHA 2YMAHIMAPUCIMUKA HCOOHUM YUHOM
NPUHYUNOBO He BIOPIHACMbCA 610 camux eymanimapuux nayk. Hacnpagoi
2YyMauimapui HAyKu CcKIadaroms akciono2iuny cymanimapucmuxy. Haykosa
SYMAHIMAPUCMUKA, AK 0eCKPURMUBHA CEMIOMUKA, OOCNIONHCYE CHPABIHCHE
6UKOPUCMAHHA 3HAKIE y coylanbHo-2yManimapHux naykax. Hayxoea
SYMAaHIimapucmuka € Memamo8oio COYiaibHO-2YMAHIMAPHUX HAYK 1
akciono2iynoi eymanimapucmuru. binouwe mozo, naykoea symanimapucmuxa
sucmynae 8 poni memacemiomuxu, momy wo 4. B. Moppuc po3zymie coyianvro-
2YMAHIMAPHI HAYKU K CeMIOMUYHT HAYKU, MOOMO K MAKi HAYKU, SKi 6U84AI0Mb
cemMiomu4Hy peanbHicCmb, peailbHICMb 3HAKIB, 3HAYEHb I CMUCTIB.
KawuoBi cioBa: akcionoeis, eymanimapucmuxa, HAyKOGUl eMRIpU3M,
cemiomuKa, coyianbHO-2YMaHimapHi HayKu.

Konstantin Rayhert

HUMANISTICS OF CHARLES WILLIAM MORRIS
Contemporary philosophy of science and epistemology revert to the project of
the unity of sciences introduced by Rudolf Carnap, Charles William Morris
and Otto Neurath in 1930s. It leads to revision of philosophy and semiotics of
Charles William Morris, including Ch. W. Morris’ humanistics. According to
Ch. W. Morris humanistics is either socio-humanistic sciences or meta-language
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of socio-humanistic sciences. Depending on what humanistics is — theory of
value or descriptive semiotics, it appears as an axiological humanistics or as
a scientific humanistics correspondingly. Axiological humanistics is a
valuative use of signs which is the reason for preferential behavior. Axiological
humanistics as a theory of value is not distinguished from socio-humanistic
sciences. And what is more, socio-humanistic sciences make up axiological
humanistics. Scientific humanistics as a descriptive semiotics explores actual
use of signs in socio-humanistic sciences. Scientific humanistics is a meta-
language of socio-humanistic sciences which Ch. W. Morris qualified as
semiotical sciences, i. e. sciences that study semiotic reality, realm of signs
and meanings. Since axiological humanistics is socio-humanistic sciences,
scientific humanistics is a meta-language of axiological humanistics. In any
case scientific humanistics appears to be semiotics of semiotics, i. e. meta-
semiotics. Scientific humanistics is similar to scientific empiricism over both
are semiotics. Thanks to this fact the unity of natural and socio-humanistic
sciences can be achieved. But scientific humanistics is different from scientific
empiricism because scientific humanistics is a semiotics of semiotical sciences,
i. e. meta-semiotics, and scientific empiricism is a semiotics of non-semiotical
sciences, i. e. just semiotics.

Keywords: axiology, humanistics, scientific empiricism, semiotics, socio-

humanistic sciences.
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UDC 13:82.01 Maxim Vak
FAILURE OF MORALITY
The principal thesis of this article is to see Levinas’ philosophy as an attempt
to protest against the goodness of health and the undiscussable value of self-
control and the notions associated with it — freedom, heroism, and resoluteness.
1t’s based on the analysis of principle ethical and philosophical conceptions
such as Socrates, Kant, Nietzsche and Heidegger:
Keywords: morality, ethics, sin, goodness, Levinas.

Levinas starts his seminal work Totality and Infinity with the statement
“Everyone will readily agree that it is of the highest importance to know whether
we are not duped by morality” [7, p. 21]. The concern that Levinas expresses is
one of the oldest philosophical concerns. In our paper we will try to examine
the urgency and the meaning of this concern. Following Levinas’ question and
the development of his discourse, we have to consent that we are not better off
after Levinas’ ethics as first philosophy. We are still duped by morality. We are
still the victims of ethics. To the question of whether this means that Levinas’
philosophy suffers a failure, we have to answer ‘yes’. However, with this answer
we are invited to realize that Levinas’ philosophy calls for the revaluation of
failure, being duped, and being a victim. In our paper we will try to indicate the
directions for this revaluation.

To approach this revaluation we will start with Socrates’ concern not to be
duped by morality. In the first book of the Republic Socrates is challenged by
Thrasymachus’ argument: ‘the just is the advantage of the stronger’ [10, p. 15].
Thrasymachus’ argument, as well as Glaucon’s later in the book, is motivated
by the desire to escape the hypocrisy of moralists, to not be duped by them.

Faced with Thrasymachus’ argument, Socrates finds himself in a difficult
situation. He cannot answer Thrasymachus straightforwardly, as Thrasymachus
demands, without contradicting himself. Socrates has to prove that it is
advantageous to be just (or, at least, that it is reasonable) without admitting
that one is just for a certain reason, in view of one’s advantages. As an advocate
of reason, Socrates cannot accept the situation that there is no reason to be
moral. If the demand to be moral is not supported by reason one is duped by
morality. But if one finds a reason to be moral, there is no morality. If one is
moral only for a reason, the story of the ring of Gyges is a successful defense
of Thrasymachus’ argument.

In his retort to the argument that ‘justice is the advantage of the stronger,’
Socrates substitutes a demonstration that it is better to be just than unjust for
a logical counter-argument and definition of what justice is. Without really
opposing Thrasymachus, Socrates constructs, as if self-evident, an equation



