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Abstract. The paper is devoted to historical and philosophical analysis of the patterns of conceptual
representation in the theoretical models of scientific cognition which not only rely on Marx’s construal of systemic
effects, but also imply some new contexts. The umbrella term “systemic effects” implies a peculiar mode of action
of whatever complex system that cannot be explained by referring to the theoretical model of the linear cause-effect
relationships between the elements and should be interpreted as the consequence of a certain degree of complexity
ofthe system itself. Marx did not develop the original idea of representation as an explicit and complete theory, but
he introduced the methodology of the analysis of the systemic effects that can be applied to the analysis of
representation to wide extent. It is pointed out that the scientific cognition issued the challenge of reliable
representations for the object domain and they tended to take the shape of conceptual models. The representation,
being generally the substitution of one entity for another, is considered as an aspect of pervasive social symbolization
that occurs against a background of systemic effects in exactly the same way as the economic processes. It is
concluded that just modified Marx’s stance became essential for the consideration of the forms of abstractive
thinking, the formation of concepts, and the representational models both in general and in respect to specific
problems of epistemology and philosophy of science.
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CTPYKTYPHI IOHATUWMHOMN PENPE3EHTAIIUN
U CUMBOJIMYECKH OBMEH: HOBBIE KOHTEKCTbI HCTOJKOBAHUSA
MAPKCOM CUCTEMHBIX D2®PEKTOB

Aunexkcanap UBanosuu Ilurasnes

Bonrorpaackuit rocynapcTBeHHbIN yHUBepcuTeT, Bonrorpan, Poccuiickas ®eneparius

Annoranusi. Crarbs MocBsieHa HCTOPHKO-(PUII0coPpCKOMyY aHAITU3Y MEHSFOLIUXCS CTPYKTYP TOHSTHIHOM petl-
pe3eHTaluH B TeX TEOPETHUECKUX MOJIENIAX HAy4yHOro TIO3HAHMUS, KOTOphIE HE TOJIBKO ONMUPAIOTCS HA UCTOIKOBAaHUE

* CraThsl MyOJIMKYyeTCsl C IEPEBOIOM Ha PYCCKUH SI3BIK.
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OUJIOCODPUA

MapxkcoM cucTeMHBIX 3((HEKTOB, HO U MPEANONIATaloT HEKOTOPhIe HOBbIE KOHTEKCTHI. LIIMpOKHii TEPMHUH «CHCTEM-
HbIe 3G (GEKThDY 0003HAYAET OCOOBIH CLIOCO0 NECHCTBHUS CIIOKHONM CUCTEMBI JIFO0O0M MPUPOIIBI, KOTOPHIH HENb3sT 00bsIC-
HUTH CCHUIKON Ha TEOPETHYECKYIO MOJIENb JIMHEHHBIX TPHIMHHO-CICACTBEHHBIX CBA3EH MEX/IY €€ IMEMEHTaMHU U
KOTODBIN JOMKEH MOHUMATHCS KaK CIENCTBHE OMPE/CTICHHON CTEMCHH CIOXHOCTH CaMOW CHCTeMBL. Mapkc He
MPEUIOKUIT OPUTHHAIIBHOTO MOHUMAHHUS PETPE3CHTAIIMH B Ka4eCTBE MOAPOOHO pa3paboTaHHON M 3aKOHYCHHON
TEOPHH, OJHAKO OH BBEJI B HAYYHBIN 000POT METOOIOTHIO aHAIM3a CHCTEMHBIX 3P (EKTOB, KOTOpasi MPUMEHUMA U
K aHAITU3Y PENPE3CHTAIMH B ITUPOKOM CMbICTIE. YKa3bIBACTCS, YTO HAYYHOE MIO3HAHKE MOCTABUIIO 3a1a4y obecrie-
YeHUsl TOCTOBEPHBIX PEIPE3CHTAINI TPEAMETHOI 00IaCTH, KOTOPBIe MPOSBISLTH TEHACHIIUIO K OQOPMIICHHIO B
KadecTBe KOHIETITYaIbHBIX MOfieNield. Perpe3enranus, Oynydu B 00IeM ciiydae 3aMenieHHeM OJHOr0 00bheKTa
JIPYTUM, PAaCCMaTPUBAETCS B KAYECTBE ACMeKTa MIMPOKO PACIPOCTPAHESHHOTO MPOoIlecca COIHalbHOW CHMBO-
JU3AIHH, TPOUCXOAAIIETO Ha (POHE CHCTEMHBIX 3 (PEKTOB, TOYHO TaK Ke, KaK 3TO HIMEET MECTO B YKOHOMHUIEC-
KHX mporieccax. Jlemaercst BBIBOJ, YTO MUMEHHO MOAH(HUIIMPOBAHHAS TeOpeTHYECKast yCTaHOBKa Mapkca npu-
oOpera 0oJbIIOe 3HAYCHHE B HCCIICTOBAaHUH (OPM aOCTPAaKTHOTO MBIIIIJICHUS, 00pa30BaHU MOHIATHH U MOJIe-
Neli penpe3eHTaIMy Kak B 00IIeM TUTaHe, TaK M MPUMEHHUTENBHO K KOHKPETHBIM MpobiieMaM dIHUCTEMOIOT U U
¢unocodpun Hayku.

Koarouessie caoBa: Kapn Mapke, cucremHsii addext, mpeBpaiienHas popma, CAMBOIHYECKUH OOMeEH, petl-

pe3eHTanus, abCTpaKius.

Introduction

Karl Marx did not develop the original idea
of representation as an explicit and complete
theory, but he introduced the elaborate design of
the analysis of the so-called systemic effects, after
all. The term “systemic effects” in this case implies
a peculiar mode of action of a complex system
that cannot be explained by referring to the
theoretical model of the linear cause-effect
relationships between the elements and should be
interpreted exactly as the consequence of a certain
degree of complexity. Furthermore, it should be
taken into account that in complex systems the
relationships between elements can form
ramifications, loops, knots, traceries, entanglement,
and, in addition, interlacing links between different
levels, and all that imparts to the system properties
which one should consider as emergent. Such
structure enables the complex system to act not
as an ill-formed arithmetic sum of elements, but
as a whole, whereas within the system it gives
rise to the processes and phenomena which
cannot be created by deliberate intent of a man.

One should acknowledge, however, that the
word combination “systemic effect” is the
designation of the relevant phenomenon which
Marx did not use, preferring to describe it, in this
case as if incidentally, through rather uncertain
term “transformed form” which in his works
comes on only few pages, though [Marx 1981,
passim] (especially pp. 139, 263, 380, 440). Marx
himself seems to make little account of its
specificity and definition, so that its meaning
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remained contextual and discernible mainly by
intuition. Meanwhile, it is safe to say that the
results of the detailed analysis of the concept of
transformed form were for the first time shaped
into an article for the philosophical encyclopedia
by the Soviet philosopher Merab Mamardashvili
that was published in 1970 (see the enlarged
version of that article [Mamardashvili 2011]).

When the meaning of the term was made
more or less explicit and definite, it became clear
that it had many areas of contact at the same
time with Marx’s concepts of money, commodity
fetishism, and ideology which are also based on
the conjecture of systemic determination and
systemic effects [Marx 1982, 163-177; Apter,
Pietz 1996; Torrance 1995; Nelson 1999]. Indeed,
the intimate essence of problem firstly fell into
place when it turned out that peculiar effects of
the transformed form occurred and could be
immediately observed in a certain type of systems
which in “Capital” was analyzed in connection
with the consideration of commodity-money
relations in political economy. In general, the main
unthematized premise of Marx’s concept of the
system effects is tantamount to the tacit
assumption that the system of economic exchange
has a peculiar structure which should be without
fail taken into account in the analysis.

As it turned out later, “economy” was indeed
the widespread structural model of complex
hierarchical system which generates entangled
and nonlinear links between its elements and is
notable for the ability to trigger the synchronized
operation of many groups of elements and various
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levels as well. As a result, the cause-effect
relationships in the system in question would be
not only non-linear, but also retroactive. Just
entanglement and nonlinearity enable the
appearance of the variety of systemic actions, i.e.,
the simultaneous resultant triggering of elements
and levels of the system in various combinations
including also the phenomena of feedback, that
can be called the systemic effects. In the issue,
exactly the heuristics of Marx’s stance became
essential, albeit, perhaps, not constitutive, for the
consideration of the forms of abstractive thinking,
the formation of concepts as conceptual
representations, and the representational models
both in general and in respect to some problems
of the philosophy of science [Wartofsky 1979;
Damerow 1996].

Contextualizing representation

It should be noted from the very first that
the “representation” is the fundamental umbrella
term and the description of its development and
the nuances of its meaning is a separate problem
[Watson 1995; Hall 1997]. In the scientific
cognition the representations, especially the
abstract notions as the conceptual representations,
are of great importance, and the epistemology and
philosophy of science devote much attention to
the analysis of the origin and the purport of
representations in the formation of the scientific
knowledge (see, particularly, [Suppes 2002;
Fraassen, van 2008; Frigg, Hunter, 2010]).
It should be emphasized in the first place that the
concept of representation implies a kind of
imaginary exchange, i.e., the game of substitutions
as a fictitious move of entities which, however, in
fact stay just where they were, but at the same
time become as if present at the right places and
times. This conclusion follows from the intuitive
obvious interconnection of representation,
mediation, and exchange, and to prove this suffice
it to expose the meaning of that interconnection
that brings the appropriate notions together and
makes them interchangeable, albeit, surely, only
to a certain degree.

One can guess intuitively that the word
“exchange” means appearing double and mutual
replacement, so that one entity begins to play a
part of another as its significant copy the prehistory
of which is believed to be somehow yielding to
decoding. It goes without saying that the original
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and the copy are to some extent identical and only
therefore interchangeable as it takes place in
various types of exchange. It ought also to add
that the copy, being the representation of the
original, somehow or other mediates the latter and
thus takes part in the exchange as the game of
substitutions. The replacement in the course of
representation often occurs naturally and appears
in the traces without or within various objects
[Cavallaro 2007, 38-48].

The cornerstone of the concept of
representation in general is the belief that “reality
out there” as a whole or its parts, layers, or strata
can be someway reproduced at various levels
of appropriate media including the states and
images of mind, ideas, speech acts, discourses,
inscriptions, texts, and aggregations of various
signs and symbols. They appear as barriers which
prevent from the immediate contact with “reality
out there” as it is and thus make it inaccessible
or, in the last resort, difficult of access. Generally,
to represent the image of a preexisting entity
means to exhibit this entity in such a way, that its
image should exist as if it were self-sufficient since
it became the substitution for the represented
entity, although the firm reality of the latter is
meanwhile also presupposed without fail.

In addition, it should be mentioned that the
very word “representation” means both the act
of representing and the state of being represented,
but it always indicates that something is presented
a second time and therefore it is in a way
duplicated. The double of the entity to be
represented emerges solely in the course of
reproduction which turns out to be the production
of meanings through representational substitutes
(images, thoughts, words, sentences, discourses).
The latter, being comprehensible to the human
mind, mediate between the “real” and “imaginary”
worlds. The approach under consideration
concerns in full the nature of human cognitive
practice and the origin and development of the
conceptual representations in science as well.
Moreover, the development of the theoretical
models of representation manifests itself and its
construal can be made more concrete against the
background of the dynamics of the structures of
exchange in general that is, in effect, the process
of pervasive symbolization.

That development began with the seemingly
obvious approach that might be metaphorically
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called the “paradigm of the mirror” that was later
replaced by the “paradigm of the lamp”. Indeed,
according to Meyer H. Abrams, the metaphor of
the mirror that was the characteristic feature of
the eighteenth century is based on the idea of
mimesis and proceeds from the assumption that
the representation merely reflects the external world
[Abrams 1953, 30-46]. The metaphor of the lamp
that was the characteristic feature of the nineteenth
century opposes the idea of mimesis and is based
on the assumption that the mind is not passive and
imitative and manifests its activity, radiating its own
specific light [ Abrams 1953, 47-69].

The plurality of plausible interpretations of
one and the same representation is the evidence
of the ambiguity of its nanve concept that is based
on the convincement that mental, language, and
semiotic formations simpliciter reproduce nothing
less than “reality out there” itself. It is presupposed
that the representation ought to be similar to the
original to such an extent that it could become its
legitimate substitutive reproduction, especially if
the original remains inaccessible for a number of
reasons. As regards the mental representation as
the product of the mind, within the bounds of the
concept of mimesis it is assumed that the mind,
being barely the reproductive apparatus, more or
less exactly reflects and in some cases even
mirrors the external world.

In the field of philosophy the “paradigm of
the lamp” resulted in the acceptance of the idea
of the self-sufficient energies of the mind that
could easily turn into the belief in its unlimited
creative power. Such approach radically changed
the understanding of the nature of representation
that since then had to be understood as the
unavoidable mediator between man and reality
which presumably no one had ever touched
without mediation and which is screened by the
strata of representations. Those representations,
in turn, were paradoxically construed as the
products of mind’s activity, and the mind itself, as
it turned out, was unable to breach through the
heap of its own creations.

Nevertheless, even if the construal of
representation cannot be considered to be nanve
and the relationship between the original and the
copy is intricate enough provided that the mind is
passive after all, it makes no matter and the
representation ought to be understood conforming
to the namve concept as exact, objective, and
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invariable reflection of reality regardless of the
possible contexts. Marx was one of the first
theorists who contextualized the patterns of
representations as man-made and thus made
evident their artificial and systemic character.
He also worked out the method that enabled to
expose and take into account in theory the social
and historical background of the systemic
relationships that are hidden from view under the
cover of their seemingly natural, but in truth
deceptive perceptible shell.

On the genesis of abstractions
as conceptual representations

The preliminary plan of the investigations
on the basis of Marx’s approach was outlined in
1931 by Soviet philosopher and sociologist Boris
Hessen who endeavored to consider the social
roots of Isaac Newton’s mechanics in the light of
Marxist historiography of scientific cognition
including the problem of concept formation.
Hessen’s approach required not only the
conceptualization of science in social and historical
context, but also taking into account the system
of social production and the interpretation of
science as a kind of labor which could exist and
thus had to be analyzed only in connection with
that system [Hessen 2009]. Accordingly, it is safe
to say that just Hessen was the first to make use
of Marx’s idea about the social and the historical
determinacy of human activity and to apply it
specifically to the analysis of scientific cognition.

In 1934 Franz Borkenau published the
results of his pioneering Marxist consideration of
the transition from the feudal to the bourgeois
world picture [Borkenau 1971/1934] and that
consideration appreciably extended the sphere of
influence of Marxist methodology when applied
just to the development of science. Note should
be taken that Borkenau’s investigation focused
already not only on the general problems of social
and historical context of science, but also on the
analysis of dependence of the specific conceptual
tools of scientific cognition on the system of social
production. First of all, the abstract notions which
should be considered to be the prerequisites for
the emergence of the mechanistic concept of the
world are meant. Such understanding in all
probability points to the increased interest in the
theoretical reconstruction of the origin of
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abstractive thinking as the token of new science
and its mechanistic world picture as well (see on
the mathematization and mechanization of the
world picture [Dijksterhuis 1961; Funkenstein
1986; Crosby 20091]).

In 1946 Henryk Grossmann completed the
manuscript of the book on Descartes and the
mechanistic concept of the world including the
problem of the universality of science [ Grossmann
2009]. In his book Grossman in tune with Marxist
approach continued with that type of the analysis
of science that was initiated by Hessen, but the
issue of the influence is disputable, though. The
mechanism as the distinctive feature of the new
world picture was considered by Grossmann to
be responsible for the development of a new
mathematics and creating favorable conditions for
the historical evolution in the line of the increasing
generality of the abstractive thinking.

That line of development culminated in the
detailed and persuasive philosophical theory of the
emergence and rise of abstractive thinking by
Alfred Sohn-Rethel which relied on the analysis
of the division of labor. The theory was conceived
already in twenties of the last century, but for the
first time it was published as a whole only in
seventies [Sohn-Rethel 1978]. The starting point
of Sohn-Rethel’s historical and philosophical
reconstruction of the genesis of abstract thinking
is the analysis of the identification of nonidentical
entities as the initial form of exchange. In effect,
Sohn-Rethel was the first to reject general
statements and to show in detail that the formation
of abstract notions depends on the development
of exchange. Moreover, he noticed attention to
the fact that the consciousness was completely
blind to the identification of nonidentical entities
in exchange as the result of society’s operation,
that takes place just “behind the back” of every
individual. It ultimately gives rise to the so-called
“real abstraction” which does not reside in the
human mind, being characterized precisely by the
lack of awareness.

The nexus of that unconscious society
manifests itself as something imposed on every
individual, and the plausible, but, in effect, barely
seeming independence of such unconscious social
cohesion should be apprehended as a “second
nature” [Sohn-Rethel 1978, 60-61]. In this
connection Sohn-Rethel points out to the fact that
the first philosophical concepts as abstractions that
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were introduced by classical Greek philosophy
were not created deliberately and, so to speak,
from scratch, i.e., by abstracting from the manifold
of perception and elevating the resulted notion to
the top level of generality. What is equally
important, none of the first Greek philosophers
tried to legitimate the concepts by presenting the
way they were formed, for they were found by
them already ready-made and needed only in
slight modification [Sohn-Rethel 1978, 65-66].

Symbolic exchange, abstraction,
and self-reference

The end result of the identification of
nonidentical entities is the emergence of general
equivalent which somehow organizes the
aggregation of the exchangeable entities and turns
it into the “centered” one. The general equivalent
becomes the representation that indicates the
totality of entities together with the machinery of
identification of nonidentical entities behind. It is
casy to see that the emergence of the general
equivalent in the general case is analogous to the
evolution of the form of value in Marx’s “Capital”.
That analogy was used fruitfully by Jean-Joseph
Goux [Goux 1990].

According to Goux, the complication of the
relations of exchange at all levels accomplishes
only when the general equivalent emerges at
every level. It occurs in exactly the same way
as the circulation of various kind of money
becomes arranged after the acceptance of gold
in the capacity of just general equivalent that
replaces all local equivalents and crowns the
system of commodities. The identification of
nonidentical entities is therefore the graded
process, and every grade correlates with the level
of development of general equivalent that was
for the first time exemplified by Marx just in his
analysis of the forms of value [Marx 1982, 138-
163]. Goux interprets the genesis of the money
form of value as the accession to power of the
representative and the institutionalization of its
role [Goux 1990, 12].

The starting point of the identification of
nonidentical entities is in tune with Marx the
equating of one commodity to another, so that they
are declared to be two different forms of the same
value in spite of the nude fact that they are not
equal to each other at all. In the process of
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equating one commodity is considered to be the
equivalent and cannot express its value, whereas
another commodity expresses its value in the body
of another. This is the first, elementary, or
accidental form of value which is characterized
by the arbitrariness of the equivalent, because
every commodity can be the equivalent and there
are no privileged commodities. The following
analysis is in line with Marx’s consideration of
the evolution of the form of value that develops
from the first stage to the final, forth form that is
called the money form which at the same time
corresponds to the emergence of the general
equivalent.

Thus, the evolution of the form of value,
having passed through a series of metamorphoses,
which are obviously the typical systemic effects,
at the second stage of development gives birth to
endless number of tantamount equivalents, so that
the values reciprocally and unrestrictedly mirror
one another (the second, total or extended form
of value). Then emerges the unique general
equivalent (the third, generalized form of value),
and the development come to a close only when
the money form as the ultimate metamorphose of
value arises and the world of commodities
becomes “centered” at length. It should be
emphasized that the fourth form of value is
characterized not only by the “centering” of the
world of commodities, but also by the expelling of
the general equivalent apart from the aggregation
of other commodities. Its privileged position or, in
effect, its transcendence is provided by it exclusion
from the immanent world of tangible things
through its fetishization or idealization, although a
certain connection of the general equivalent with
the system of exchange still remains.

Goux considers such evolution as
sociohistorical structuring of the system of
exchange which is expressed also in the logic of
the symbolization process [Goux 1990, 24], and
one can discover the homology of the structures
at various levels of symbolic exchange (language,
writing, law, etc.). Moreover, such approach to
the symbolic exchange, taking into account the
structural and historical metamorphoses of the
modes of symbolization, enables us also to explain
the evolution of the modes of representation at
the level of thinking. The thinking, inevitably
following at its level the unified logic of
“centering”, eventually acquires a skill to form
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more and more abstract notions as the patterns
of conceptual representation in both philosophy
and science [Goux 1990, 88-111].

The homology of the levels of symbolic
exchange enables us to expose its structure even
if it is difficult of access, and the sought-for
structure can be “read off” in outline directly from
the structure of commodity and money exchange
or, to be more precise, from the fabric of salient
features that authenticate the degree of its
complexity in the road to the general equivalent
in the making. It might be supposed that the motion
along such conceptual path somehow or other
influenced on the making of the theoretical models
of representation that benefit from the analysis
of money and commodity-money exchange as the
excellent indicator of hidden processes occurring
in specific complex systems. However that may
be, the parallelism between the modes of
substitution at the levels of money and signs in
view of the changes of the mode of
representation that are produced by the
“decentering” of the “centered” systems, is
undoubtedly of great interest, because the
destruction of the previous regime of signs
maintained by the system takes place.

It is already a commonplace to argue that
this destruction manifests itself in the decoupling
of the signified and signifier that in certain contexts
was described as the “death of God” or nihilism
the origin of which should be examined elsewhere,
though. Notwithstanding, one cannot but admit that
the decoupling of the signified and signifier was
scrutinized relative to the signified that eventually
turned out to be absurd without the signifier. It is
also true that the mode of existence of the signifier
which has been let loose from the signified and
thus has become autonomous and self-referential,
but did not disappear in this capacity at all as one
could have supposed, did not notice special
attention for a long time, albeit such signified was
certainly conceptualized as “simulacrum”, i.e., just
self-referential sign. Meanwhile, the phenomenon
of self-reference in the self-contained complex
systems has a significant analogue at the level of
money that brings to light its nature as a systemic
effect.

At the level of money self-reference is
marked by the emergence of imaginary paper
money that has no link with the gold standard.
Accordingly, it can signify only itself, and
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therefore generally paper money would be
impossible without a kind of a promise as an
attempt to find a point of reference at first in space
(gold), but thereafter in time as the last resort.
The promise, being the endeavor to abandon self-
reference, requires establishing relationships of
paper money that is not based on gold with some
future states of itself. Thus, the monetization of
time by means of futures and options occurs, so
that money, failing to refer to another guarantee
than the future, in a way goes bail to itself and
creates itself out of the future [Rotman 1993, 92-
97]. In exactly the same way the very spirit of
the traditional epistemological models and the
patterns of conceptual representation have
undergone the radical change [Rotman 1993, 97-
107; Derrida 1997]. Moreover, the very paradigm
of representationalism in the philosophy of
modernity has been subjected to severe criticism
as the underlying condition of the conviction in
the existence of some extremely accurate
privileged representations which one ought to
consider as the foundation of knowledge [Rorty
1980].

Concluding remarks

Marx’s is not only the founder of the
elaborated theory of value in economics that is
based on the efficient construal of systemic
effects. He made also the substantial contribution
to the analysis of the concept of representation in
general and devised the methods which are
suitable for the scrutiny of systemic effects in
knowing as contrasted to the namve concept of
representation. In addition, Marx argued that the
representation of every kind and particularly the
patterns of conceptual representation in the field
of human cognitive practice, being, in effect, a
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variety of mediation, should be treated likewise
the science as a whole, i.e., as historical and thus
changeable. One of the first things Marxism did
for the formation of genetic epistemology was the
specific contextual construal of the concept of
representation that enabled to understand
cognition and science as social and historical kinds
of human activity.

Regardless of the fact that Marx never
showed keen interest in the concept of
representation as a special epistemological
problem, he not only paved the way for the inquiry
of mediation in complex systems with nonlinear
links between elements, but also proved the value
of his approach by way of convincing example of
the analysis of economic exchange. It seems
withal that the interest for the retracing and
analysis of the correlation between exchange and
the forms of thinking does not go off the boil even
when it is provoked not only by Marxist construal
of that connection (see, e.g., the works that are
based on different methodological principles
[Miiller 1981; Hadden 1994; Kaye 2004; Seaford
2004]).

The phenomenon of simulacrum as the
unforeseen product of symbolic exchange makes
every representation relative and blurs the
discrepancy between truth and delusion, so that
the truth can be deliberately created without
hindrance, and thereby no conceptual
representation can claim to objectivity. This is the
serious threat to science that seems to be
impossible without the conceptual representation
claiming to truth. In this connection the best way
to render homage to Marx in his bicentenary
jubilee is to remind that in spite of different
assessments of his philosophical legacy his basic
ideas still curiously remain the issue even outside
the limits of their initially stipulated applicability.
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BBenenue

Kapa Mapkc He Tpeiiou OpUTHHATIBHOTO
MOHUMAHUS PENPE3EHTAINH B Ka4eCTBE IOAP00-
HO pa3pa0OTaHHOH U 3aBEPILECHHON TEOPUH, OJI-
HaKO OH BBEJN B HAayYHBIH 00OPOT JeTalbHBIH
MPOEKT aHaIM3a TaK Ha3bIBAEMBIX CHCTEMHBIX
adpdekToB. TepMuH «cucreMHbie 3P GhEKTh» B
JaHHOM cliydae o003HadaeT 0CoObIi crmocod
JIEUCTBUS CIIOKHOM CUCTEMBI, KOTOPBIA HENb3sl
OOBSICHUTD CCBIJIKOW Ha TEOPETUYECKYID MO-
JIeTTb TMHEWHBIX TIPUYHHHO-CIICICTBEHHBIX CBSI-
3ell MeXJy JIEMEHTaMU M KOTOPBIH JTOJDKEH T10-
HUMAaThCSl UMEHHO KaK CIICJICTBHE OINpe/IeieH-
HOW CTerneHu ciiokHocTu. Kpome Toro, cieny-
€T MPUHUMATh BO BHUMAHHUE, YTO B CIOXKHBIX
CHUCTEeMaX OTHOLICHHS MEXKIY 3JIEMEHTAMU MO-
ryT 00pa3oBBIBATh PA3BETBIICHMUSI, TICTIIH, Y3JIbI,
y30pBl, 3aIIyTAHHOCTH U, BIIOOABOK, IeperyieTa-
IOIIMECS CBSI3U MEXK]Ty PA3JIHIHBIMHU YPOBHIMH,
M BCE 3TO MPHUIAET CUCTEME CBOMCTBA, KOTO-
pBIE CIEYeT pacCMaTPHUBAaTh KaK 3MEPJKEHT-
Hble. Takasi CTpyKTypa IO3BOJISIET CHCTEME
el cTBOBaTh HE KaK MJIOXO COrlacoBaHHas
apudmeTHyecKkas cymMmMa 3JEMEHTOB, a KakK Iie-
JI0€, TOT/Ia KaK BHYTPH CHCTEMBI OHA MTOPOXK/Ia-
€T MPOIECCHl U SIBJICHUS, KOTOPbIE HE MOTYT
OBITH PE3YIBTAaTOM CO3HATENLHOTO HAMEPEHUS
YeJIOBeKa.

Crenyer, ofHaKo, IPU3HATH, YTO CIIOBOCO-
YeTaHUe «CUCTEMHBIA 3(Q(EKT» CIYKUT TaKuM
0003HAUYECHUEM COOTBETCTBYIOLIETO SBICHUS,
KOTOpoe caM Mapkc He ynoTpeOssil, pe/ovu-
Tas OMUCHIBATH €0 — U B 3TOM Cllydae Kak Obl
MEXJy MPOYHM — C TIOMOIIBIO JIOBOJIBHO HEO-
MpeeNIeHHOr0 TePMHUHA «IpeBpaiieHHas Gop-
May, KOTOpBIH, BIpoYeM, B ero paborax BCTpe-
YaeTcs JIMIIb Ha HECKOJIbKUX CTpaHuIax [Marx
1981, passim] (cM. ocobenno c¢. 139, 263, 380,
440). Iloxoxe, cam Mapxkc He TpuaaBaix 60ib-
IIOTO 3HAYEHHS OCOOEHHOCTSIM 3TOI'0 TEPMHUHA U
€ro OINpeJeICHUIO0, TAK YTO €ro CMBICI OCTaBall-
Csl KOHTEKCTHBIM U TIOHUMAJICS TPEUMYIIIECTBEH-
HO MHTYUTHBHO. MEXy TeM, MOXXHO C YBEpEH-
HOCTBIO YTBEpXKJaTh, YTO PE3yNbTaThl JIETallb-
HOT'O aHAJTN3a KOHICTIIIHH MPEBpaIleHHON (OpMBI
ObLTH BIIEpBBIE OPOPMIICHBI B BHJIE CTATHHU JUIS
¢dunocodcKoii FHIUKIONESMH COBETCKAM (HHIIO-
copom Mepabom MamapIaliBUiIu U OMyOIUKO-
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BaHbBI B 1970 I. (CM. pacIMpeHHYIO BEPCHIO dTOU
crarbu [Mamappamsuiu 2011]).

Korna 3Hauenue TepMuHa cTano oomee wiu
MeHee SIBHBIM H ONPEETICHHBIM, 0Ka3aJI0Ch, YTO
B MEPBYIO OUepeabh OH OMHOBPEMEHHO COMpPHKa-
CaeTCs ¢ BBIABUHYTHIMH MapKCOM KOHIICTIIIHS-
MU JICHET, TOBAPHOTO ()ETUIIN3MA U UJICOTIOT HH,
KOTOpbIE TaK)K€ OCHOBBIBAIOTCS Ha IPEIOJI0-
JKEHUH O CUCTEMHOM JCTEPMUHAIIMHI M CHCTEM-
HBIX 3¢ dekrax [Marx 1982, 163—-177; Apter,
Pietz 1996; Torrance 1995; Nelson 1999]. [leii-
CTBUTENIBHO, CyTh MpPOOJEMBI BIEPBBIE CTANIA
MOHSITHA, KOT/Ia BBISCHHIIOCH, YTO CHenrduyec-
kre 3P QPeKThl npeBpameHHON GOPMbI UMEIOT
MECTO M HEIOCPEJICTBEHHO JAOCTYMHBI ISl Ha-
ONIOJICHHSI B TOM OIPENEeICHHOM THIIE CHC-
TeM, KoTophlid B «KamuTane» ObLT MOABEPIHYT
aHalu3y B CBA3M C PacCMOTpPEHUEM TOBapPHO-
JICHEKHBIX OTHOIIICHHUH B ITOJIMTHYECKOM IKOHO-
Muu. B o0mem, ocHOBHasi, He BBEIpakeHHAs! B
SIBHOM BH/I€ TPEAIOChIIKAa MapKCOBOW KOHIIET-
[N CUCTEMHBIX 2((EKTOB paBHO3ZHAYHA HESB-
HOMY IPEIIONIO0KEHUIO, YTO CHCTEMa 3KOHOMU-
yecKkoro ooOMeHa obnanaer 0codoi CTPYKTYpOid,
KOTOpasi B XOJIc aHaJM3a JOIDKHA OBITH 00si3a-
TEIBHO IPHUHSITA BO BHUMaHHE.

Kak BBISICHUIIOCH TIOKE, «IKOHOMUSI JCH-
CTBUTENBHO SBJSETCS IIMPOKO PaCIpOCTPaHEH-
HOM CTPYKTYPHOH MOJIEJIbIO CIIOKHOW uepapxu-
YeCKOM CHCTEeMBI, TOPOKAAOIIEH 3ayTaHHbIe U
HEJIMHEITHBIE CBSA3U MEXTy CBOUMH 3JIEMEHTaMH,
W OTJIMYAETCSl CIIOCOOHOCTBIO 3aITyCKaTh OJIHO-
BpEMEHHOE JEHCTBUS MHOTHX TPYIIT SJIEMCHTOB
Y pa3NUYHBIX ClloeB. B pesynsraTe mpUYMHHO-
CJIEZICTBEHHBIE CBA3M B paccMaTpHUBaeMOM CHC-
Teme OyIyT He TONBKO HeTMHEHHBIMHU, HO TaKXKe
BKJIIOYAIONIMUMH B CBOHM COCTaB U OOpaTHYIO
CBsI3b. FIMEHHO 3ayTaHHOCTh U HEIUHEHHOCTD
00ecTieyrBarOT BO3MOXKHOCTD TIOSIBJIICHUS Pa3HO-
00pa3HbIX CHCTEMHBIX JIEHCTBUH, T.€. OJHOBpE-
MEHHOT'0 CYMMapHOT0 CpadaThIBaHUs HJIEMEHTOB
Y YPOBHEH CHUCTEMBI B Pa3jIMYHbIX KOMOWHAIIH-
sIX, BKJTIo4ast (peHOMEH 00paTHOM CBsI3U, KOTOPhIC
¥ MOTYT OBbITh Ha3BaHBI CUCTEMHBIMU 3 (eKTa-
MU. B nTore nMeHHO 3BPUCTHKA TEOPETHUECKOM
no3uuy Mapkca npuodpea OoJbIIoe, XOTs, BO3-
MOXHO, ¥ HE OIpeeIsioIIee 3Ha4YeHHE MPHU pac-
cMOTpeHHH (HOpPM aOCTPAKTHOIO MBILIICHUS,
00pa30BaHUs MOHATHI B KAUECTBE MOHATHIHBIX
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pemnpe3eHTaIiii, a TakKe Pernpe3eHTaTHBHBIX
Mozelnield 1 BooOIIe, MPUMEHUTENbHO K HEKOTO-
peIM TipodiiemaM dustocoduu Hayku [Wartofsky
1979; Damerow 1996].

Bxuawuenue penpe3eHTalu B KOHTEKCT

Crenyer ¢ caMoro Havajia OTMETHTH, UTO
«peTpe3eHTalUs» — 3TO OCHOBOIOJIATAOIINN
IlII/IpOKI/Iﬁ TEPMUH, U OIIMCAHUC €0 Pa3BUTUA U
HIOAHCOB €r0 CMbICIIA MPENCTABISIET CO00H OT-
nenbHyo npodnemy [Watson 1995; Hall 1997].
B Hay4HOM MMO3HAHHUU PENPE3EHTAIMN, OCOOCHHO
aGCTpaKTHBIe MOHATHS B KaUueCTBE MOHATHIHBIX
penpe3eHTAINN, UTPAIOT BAKHYIO POJIb, U ITTUC-
Temonorust U Gpunocodust HaAyKH yAEISIFOT MHOTO
BHUMaHUSA aHAJIU3Y ITPONUCXOKICHUA U CYITHOCTH
pere?’eHTaHI/Iﬁ B CTAHOBJICHUH HAY4YHOI'O I103HA-
Hus (cM., B 9acTHOCTH, [Suppes 2002; Fraassen,
van 2008; Frigg, Hunter 2010]). IIpexxae Bcero,
CIIE/IyeT MOMUEPKHYTh, YTO KOHIICTIIIUS PEeIpe3eH-
TalU¥ IperoaraeT HeKuii BooOpaxxaeMblii 00-
MCH, T.C. UTPYy 3aMeH_[eHI/II71 B Ka4YC€CTBEC MBICJICH-
HOTO TIepEeMEIICHHs 00bEKTOB, KOTOPbIC, OIHA-
KO, Ha CAaMOM JIeJIe OCTAIOTCSl Ha MECTE, HO, B TO
K€ BpEM:, OKa3bIBAIOTCA KaK 6BI B HY’)KXHOM MC-
CTe B HY)XHOE BpeMmsi. DTOT BBIBOJ CJICAyeT W3
WHTYUTUBHO OYEBUIHON B3aUMOCBSI3U PEIIPE3CH-
TallMH, ONIOCPEIOBaHMS U OOMEHa, U IS JI0Ka3a-
TCIIbCTBA AJOCTATOYHO BBISIBJICHUA CMbICIIA ITOM
B3aHMMOCBSI3H, OOBEIUHSIONIEH DTH TOHATHS H
JIeNAIOIICH UX PaBHO3HAYHBIMH, XOTS, KOHEUHO
e, JHIIb 10 ONPeNeTICHHOM CTEMeHH.

WHTYUTHBHO OHATHO, YTO CJIOBO «OOMEH»
03HAYaeT MOSBJICHNE JIBOMHOTO U B3aMMHOTI'O 3a-
MCIICHHUA, TaK YTO OAUH O6’LCKT Ha4YnHaACET HUr-
pars poib APYroro, BBICTYIIAs B Ka4€CTBE €ro
BBIPA3UTEIbHOW KOMMWH, MPUYEM IIPEATNOoNIaraer-
Csl, 4TO €e MPEIBICTOPUSI HEKOTOPHIM 00pa3om
noaaaercs pemmdporke. Ciaenyer Takke 100a-
BUTB, UTO KOITUsI, OyIlydH pernpe3eHTalueid opu-
TMHAJA, TaK WK HHAYe OMOCPEIyeT MOCICAHUI
U, TAKMM 00pa3oM, y4acTBYeT B OOMEHE B Kaue-
CTBE MTPbI 3aMeIICHUiT. 3aMellleHUe B Ipolecce
perpe3eHTalui YacTO MPOUCXOAUT SCTECTBCH-
HBIM 06pa30M " MPOABIACTCA B ClI€AaX BHYTPHU
WIH CHapyXH pa3iuuHbIXx o0bekToB [Cavallaro
2007, 38-48].

KpaeyronbHbIM kKaMHEM KOHIIETIIIUH peTpe-
3CHTAIlMM B OOIIEM CMBICIIE SIBIICTCS YOCKIe-
HHE, YTO «BHEIIHSS PEaTbHOCTh) B LIEJIOM, JTH00
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€e 4acTH, YPOBHHU HJIH CJIOM MOTYT OBITh HEKOTO-
pBIM 00pa3oM BOCIIPOM3BEICHBI HAa Pa3THMYHBIX
YPOBHSX COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX HOCHUTENEH, BKIIIO-
Yasi COCTOSIHUS U 00pa3bl COZHAHMS, UICH, peUe-
BBIC aKThbl, IUCKYPCHI, HAANINCHU, TCKCTBI U COBO-
KYIIHOCTHU Pa3JIMYHbIX 3HAKOB U CHUMBOJIOB. Onu
BBICTYIAIOT B Ka4eCTBE 0AphepoOB, MPEIATCTBY-
IOILINX HEMOCPEACTBEHHOMY KOHTAKTY C «BHEIII-
Hell peaJbHOCThIO» KaK TAKOBOM U, TEM CaMBbIM,
JIeNIaloT ee HEeJOCTYMHOW WM, B KpailHeM CiTy-
yae, TPyIHOIOCTYIHOM. B 00iem, penpe3eHTu-
poBaTh 00pa3 yKe CyIIeCTBYIOLIEro 00beKTa
O3HaYaeT MPENCTaBUTh dTOT O0BEKT TAaKUM 00-
pa3oM, 4ToOBI ero o0pa3 cyiiecTBoBaia Obl B
Ka4ecTBE CaMOIOCTAaTOYHOIO C TOTO MOMEHTA,
KaK OH CTaJl 3aMELIEHUEM penpe3eHTHPOBAHHO-
ro 00BbEKTa, XOTS ¥ TIPOYHAsl PEaTbHOCTh MOCe-
JTHET0 TaKXe 0053aTeNbHO MPEJIoNaraercs.

Kpome toro, HeoOXonuMo oOpaTuTh BHH-
MaHHe Ha TO, YTO CaAMO CIIOBO «PEMPE3CHTALIHD)
O3HA4aeT KaK akT pernpe3eHTaluu, Tak i COCTo-
STHHE PETIPe3eHTUPOBAHHOCTH (IIPEACTaBIEHHOC-
TH), HO OHO BCEeT/Ja YKa3bIBAET, YTO HEYTO Ipea-
CTaBJIEHO BO BTOPOW pa3 U MOTOMY HEKOTOPHIM
o0pa3om npoxayonuposano. Konwvst oobekTa, moj-
BEPraeMoro penpe3eHTaluy, BO3HUKAET JUlb B
TIpoIiecce BOCIIPOU3BEAECHUS, BBICTYIIAIOIIEr0 KaK
MIPOU3BOJICTBO CMBICIIOB IIOCPEICTBOM pEIpe3eH-
TaTUBHBIX 3aMelieHui (00pa30B, MBICIEH, CIIOB,
MpeIoKeHNH, AucKypcoB). [Tocneanue, Oymydaun
IMOHATHBI YCIOBECYECKOMY YMY, CTAHOBATCA I10-
CpeIHUKaMH MEXIY «pealbHBIM» H «BOOOparka-
eMbIM» MUpaMmu. PaccmarpuBaeMblil MOAX0Md B
LIEJTIOM OTHOCHUTCSI K TOHUMAaHHIO IIPUPOJIBI TO3HA-
BaTENbHOM NEATEIbHOCTH YeOBEKa, a TaKxke
IMPOUCXOKIACHUSA U pa3BUTHUA MOHSITHMHBIX npea-
CTaBJICHUI B Hayke. bomee Toro, pa3BuTHE TEO-
PETUYECKUX MOJIeIel perpe3eHTalluy OOHAPYKH-
BacCTCs, X ITIOHUMAaHUEC MOXKCT 6LITL KOHKPETH-
3UPOBaHO Ha OHE IUHAMUKH CTPYKTYp OOMeHa
BOOOIIE, KOTOPHI, B CYIIHOCTH, MPEICTABISICT
co00H MPOIIECC PACIPOCTPAHSIONICHCS MTOBCIOMY
CHMBOJTH3AIHH.

OTOT MpoLIeCC HAYaJICS C KaXKYIIerocs ode-
BHJIHBIM TIOJIX0/1a, KOTOPBIM MOXKET OBITh Ha3BaH
«TapaJurMoi 3epKana» U Ha CMEHY KOTOPOMY
MO3’KE MpUIIJIa «Iapagurma jJamne». eicTBu-
TeNbHO, cormacHo Meitepy X. AOpamcy, mera-
(dopa 3epkaa, ObIBIIAs XapaKTePHOH 0COOCHHO-
CTHIO BOCEMHAJIIATOI0 BEKa, OCHOBHIBAETCS Ha
MNpeaAcTaBJICHUN O MUMECHUCE U UCXOUT U3 IIPCa-
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OUJIOCODPUA

MOJIOXKEHU ST, YTO PENPE3CHTAIINS ITPOCTO OTpaKa-
et BHemHu Mup [Abrams 1953, 30-46]. Mera-
¢dopa ammbl, ObIBIIASI XaPAKTEPHOH OCOOEHHO-
CTBIO JACBATHAALATOI'O BCKA, B IMPOTHUBOIIOJJIOXK-
HOCTB TIPE/ICTABIICHUIO O MUMECHCE, OCHOBBIBA-
eTcsl Ha TIPEANOJI0KEHUH, YTO YM HE MTACCHBEH H
HE MOoJIpakaTelieH, U MPOSBISIET CBOIO aKTHB-
HOCTb, M3JTydast CBOM COOCTBEHHBIH crieruduuec-
kuii cBer [Abrams 1953, 47-69].

MHOXECTBEHHOCTh IPABIONOJ00HBIX HC-
TOJTKOBaHUI OJTHOM M TOM K€ PENPE3EHTAIIU CBU-
JICTENLCTBYET O COMHUTEIBHOCTA HAUBHOW KOH-
LIEMI[MH, OCHOBAHHOW Ha YOXKICHUH, YTO MBIC-
JICHHBIC, SA3BIKOBBIC N CECMHOTHYCCKHC q)OpMLI
MPOCTO BOCITPOM3BOJSAT HUUTO HHOE, KaK «BHE-
IIHIO pealbHOCThY. [Ipu 3TOM mpenmnonaraer-
Cs, 4YTO pEIpPE3CHTAl M JOJDKHA GBITB I10X0OXKa Ha
OpuUruHall B TaKou CTCIICHU, '—ITOGLI CTaTh €ro
JICTUTUMHBIM 3aMEIar0ONUM BOCIIPOMU3BCIACHU-
€M, 0COOEHHO, €CIIH OPUTHHAI 10 TeTIOMY PSLy
MPUYUH OCTaercsi HeJOCTYIMHBIM. UTo Kacaercs
MBICJICHHOTO MPEACTABJICHUA B Ka4Y€CTBEC IIPO-
IyKTa yMa, B paMKaxX KOHIIECNIIUM MHUMECHUCA
MPEAToNaraercs, 4To yM, Oyay4d BCEro JIHIIb
BOCITPOU3BO/ISIICH MaIIMHOM, Ooee Wi MeHee
TOYHO OTPaKAET W B HEKOTOPBIX CIyYasx Jaxe
co3J]aeT TOYHOE, KaK B 3epKalle, OTPaKeHHE
BHEIITHETO MHPA.

B o6nactu punocopun «napaaurma jam-
MbD» MIPHUBENA K MPUHSITHIO TIPEICTABICHHUS O ca-
MOJOCTAaTOYHLIX SHEPIruAX yma, KOTOPBIC MOIIIN
JIETKO MPEBPATHTHCS K YOSKICHUE O €ro Heorpa-
HHUYEHHOM TBOpuecKkor cuiie. Takoil moaxox pa-
JIUKAJIbHO U3MEHUJI IOHUMAaHU e IPUPOJIBI penpe-
3eHTAaIlMH, KOTOpas ¢ TeX Mop JIoIKHA OblIa Mo-
HUMATbhCs KaK HEU30SKHBIN MOCPEAHUK MEKIY
YEIOBEKOM U PEajbHOCTBIO, C KOTOPOM, MO-BHU-
JMMOMY, HUKTO HUKOTJa HE CONpHUKacajcs 0e3
OIOCPEOBAHUS, ¥ KOTOpasi ObLIa 3aCIIOHEHa CIIO-
SIMU peTpe3eHTaIli. DTU pernpe3eHTalluH, B CBOIO
ouepenb, ObUIN MapajoKCcaabHBIM 00pa30M HC-
TOJTKOBAHBI KAK MTPOAYKTHI aKTUBHOCTH YMa, & CaM
yM, KaK OKa3aJioch, OBUI HE B COCTOSIHUM TIPO-
HUKHYTh CKBO3b HAarpoOMOMJIEHHWE CBOUX COO-
CTBEHHBIX TBOPEHUI.

Tem He MeHee, na)ke €CIv TIOHUMaHUE pe-
pe3CHTAalMU HE€ MOXET CUUTATLCA HAMBHBIM, U
OTHOIICHUE MCKAY OpUT'MHAJIOM U KOTIMEH SIBIIS-
€TCA OOCTATOYHO CJIOXXHBIM IIpHU YCIOBUH, YTO
YM BCe K€ MMacCUBEH, 3TO HE UMEET 3HAYCHUS, U
pETIPE3eHTAIUIO CIIENYET, B COOTBETCTBUY C HAM-
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BHBIM IIOHUMAHUEM, PACCMATPUBATH KaK TOYHOE,
00BEKTHBHOE U HEM3MEHHOE OTPAKECHUE Pealib-
HOCTHU. Mapkc ObUT OAMH M3 IEPBBIX TEOPETH-
KOB, KOTOPBIE€ BKJIIOUHIINA CTPYKTYpPHI PETpe3cH-
TaIlUM B Ka4e€CTBE MPOAYKTOB AEATEIHHOCTH
YeNOBEKa B ONPEICNICHHBIN KOHTEKCT, U, TaAKUM
00pa3oM, CIeNnaay OYeBUIHBIM UX HCKYCCTBEH-
HBIN M CHCTEeMHBIN xapakTep. OH Takke pas3pa-
00Tan MeToJ, TO3BOJISIIOIINN BBISBIIATL U YUH-
THIBaTh B TEOPUHU OOIICCTBEHHO-UCTOPUYCCKHE
KOPHH CBSI3€H, CKPBITHIX OT B30pa MO IIOKPOBOM
KaXXyIIeHCcsl eCTEeCTBEHHON, HO HA CaMOM JIeNe
BBOJISIICH B 3201y /IeHHE YYBCTBEHHO AaHHOMH
BHEIIIHER 0007T0YKH.

O renesuce adcTpakiuii B KauecTBe
NOHATHMHBIX penpe3eHTALUH

[IpenBapuTenbHBI JIaH UCCIIEOBAHUMA Ha
ocHoBe noaxona Mapxkca 011 B 1931 1. HaOpo-
caH CoBeTCKMM (pustocodpoM u cormosiorom bo-
pucom ['ecceHoM, MOMBITABIIUMCS PACCMOTPETh
CoLlMaJIbHbIA KOpHU MexaHuKH Mcaaka HproToHa
B CBETE MapKCUCTCKOW UCTOPHOTpaduy HayIHO-
TO TIO3HAHMS, BKIIIOYas CIofa ¥ ImpooieMy obpa-
3oBaHus noustuil. [logxon ['eccena TpedoBai He
TOJNBKO TEOPETHYECKOTO OCMBICIICHHSI HAYKH B
0O0IIECTBEHHO-UCTOPUYECKOM KOHTEKCTE, HO U
y4eTa CHCTeMbI OOIIECTBEHHOTO MPOU3BOJICTBA
" UCTOJIKOBAHUA HAYKHU B Ka4€CTBC BHUJa Tpyaa,
KOTOPBIH MOXKET CyNIECTBOBATh U IOTOMY JIOJ-
KCH aHaJIU3HUPOBATHECA TOJLKO B CBA3U C ITOM
cuctemoir [Hessen 2009]. CooTBeTCTBEHHO,
MOYKHO C YBEPEHHOCTBIO YTBEp)KIaTh, 4TO I'ec-
CCH HepBLIﬁ IIOIIbITAJICA HMCIIOJIbB30BaATh HICHO
Mapxkca 00 OOIIECTBEHHO-HCTOPHIECKON 00ycC-
JIOBJICHHOCTH YEJIOBEYECKOW IEeSITENBHOCTH U
MPUMEHHUTH €€ KOHKPETHO K aHallu3y HaydHOTrO
TO3HAHUSI.

B 1934 ®pani bopkenay onyoauKkoBa pe-
3yNBTaThl CBOETO MEPBOMPOXOUECKOr0 MaPKCH-
CTCKOTO PacCMOTpPEHHSs Tepexoia oT (eonaib-
HOH Kk OypikyasHoil kapTuHe mupa [Borkenau
1971/1934], u 3TO pacCMOTpEeHHE 3HAYUTEIBHO
pacmupuio chepy BIUSHUS MAPKCUCTCKOH Me-
TOAOJOIMU MPUMEHUTCIIBHO K HMCCJICI0BAHUTIO
HUMCHHO pa3BUTHUA HAYKH. Cne):[yeT OTMCTHUTB,
4TO0 HccienoBanne bopkeHay cocpenmorounBa-
JIOCh HE TOJIBKO Ha 00mIuX mpodiemax oOle-
CTBEHHO-MCTOPHYECKOTO KOHTEKCTA HAYKH, HO H
Ha aHaJIn3€ 3aBUCHUMOCTHU CHeHI/I(bI/I‘IeCKI/IX IIOHA-
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TUWHBIX CPEJCTB HAYYHOTO MO3HAHMS OT CHUCTe-
MBI O0IIECTBEHHOTO MPOU3BOJCTBa. [Ipexkie
BCEro, MMEIOTCS B BUAY aOCTpaKTHBIC MOHSTHS,
KOTOpBIE CIENyeT paccMaTpuBaTh B KauecTBE
MIPEANIOCHUTOK BOSHUKHOBEHH S MEXaHHUCTUYIECKOI
KOHIIENINKU Mupa. Takoe moHuMaHue, 10 BCEW BU-
JMOCTH, YKa3bIBa€T Ha BO3POCIIUN MHTEPEC K
TEOPETUIECKON PEKOHCTPYKIIUHU MPOUCXOKICHUS
a0CTPaKTHOTO MBINDICHUSI B KQUeCTBE OTIIMYH-
TEIBHOM XapaKTEpUCTUKU HOBOM HAyKH, PaBHO
KaK U NpUCyIIEN el MEXaHUCTUYECKOW KapTUHBI
MHUpa (CM. 0 MaTeMaTU3aluu U GOPMHUPOBAHUH
MEXaHHCTHYECKOW KapTuHbl Mupa [Dijksterhuis
1961; Funkenstein 1986; Crosby 2009]).

B 1946 r. Xenpuk I'poccManH 3aBepini
PYKOIIUCH KHUTH O J[ekapTe 1 MEXaHUCTUYECKOU
KapTHUHE MHpa, a TaKkKe 00 YHUBEPCaIbHOCTH
Hayku [Grossmann 2009]. B aroii kaure I'poc-
CMaHH, B COOTBETCTBHHM C MapKCHUCTCKHM IO~
XOZIOM, TIPOIOKUIT TOT THIT MCCIEIOBaHUS Ha-
VKU, KOTOpBIY ObLT HadaT [ecceHoM, XOTs1, BIPO-
YeM, BOIIPOC O BIMSHUHU HYXKJAeTcs B OTJIENb-
HOM paccMoTpeHuHu. ['poccmaHH cumTai, 4To
MEXaHHMIIN3M KaK OTJINYUTENIbHas yepTa HOBOH
KapTHHBI MUpa SIBISICTCS MPUYMHOW Pa3BUTHSI
HOBOW MaTEMaTHUKH U BOSHUKHOBEHHUS OJIarorpu-
SITHBIX YCJIOBHUH JIJIi UCTOPHUYECKONW IBOIIOIIUU
a0CTPaKTHOT'O MBIIUICHHS B HANIPABICHUN BO3-
pacTaroreii oOIIHOCTH.

3TO pa3BUTHE JOCTUIIIO BBICIIEH TOYKU B
JICTAJIbHOM M yOenuTeNnbHOH (riiocodckoii Teo-
pHYH BOHHKHOBEHHSI ¥ BO3BBIIICHHUS a0CTPaKTHO-
ro MblinieHus Anbdpena 3oH-Perens, koTopbrit
orvpaJcs Ha aHalu3 pa3zaeneHus Tpyaa. Teopus
MOSIBMJIACh YK€ B JABAALIATHIE TOABI MPOILIOTO
BEKa, HO BIIEPBBIC OHA OblIa ONMYOJNMKOBaHA B
3aKOHYEHHOM BUJE JIMIIb B CEMUJIECSATHIE TOAbI
[Sohn-Rethel 1978]. McxoaHol TOYKOM ocyiiie-
crBieHHOH 30H-Perenem rctopuko-gpuimocodckoit
PEKOHCTPYKIMH TeHe3nca abCTPaKTHOTO MBIIII-
JICHU SIBIISI€TCS aHAJIN3 OTOXKIECTBICHHS HETOX-
JICCTBEHHOTO B Ka4eCTBE IepBOHAYANBHON (op-
Mbl oOMeHa. [leiicTBuTenbHO, 30H-Perens mep-
BBIIl OTKa3ajics OT OOIIMX KOHCTaTalluil U Tpu-
BeJl JIeTallbHOE JTI0Ka3aTelIhCTBO 3aBUCHMOCTH
oOpa3oBaHHs a0CTPAKTHBIX MOHATHI OT pa3BU-
THs1 oOMeHa. boiee Toro, OH pUBJIeK BHUMAaHHE
K TOMY (pakTy, 4TO CO3HAHUE COBEPIICHHO HE
BUJIUT OTOXJECTBJICHUS] HETOXJIECTBEHHOTO B
oOMeHe B KauecTBE pe3ylbTara JCHCTBUS 00-
IIECTBA, U OHO MPOUCXOUT «3a CIIMHOM KaXK10-
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ro UHAMBHAA. B uTore oHo mopoxjaaer Tak Ha-
3BIBAEMYIO «PEaJbHYIO0 a0CTPaKIMIO», KOTopas
XapaKkTepu3yeTcs Kak pa3 0ecco3HaTENbHOCTHIO.

COBOKYMHOCTbH CBsi3€il 3TOro Oecco3Ha-
TEITBHOTO OOIECTBa MPOSBIAETCS KaK HEUTO
HaBA3BIBACMOC KaXXJIOMY MHAWBUAY, U IIpaBOO-
MOJJOOHYI0, HO, Ha CaMOM JIelie, BCETO JIUIIb Ka-
KYIIYIOCS HE3aBHCUMOCTh TaKoi Oecco3HaTelb-
HOH COLIMaNbHOM CIJIOYEHHOCTH CIEAYET IOHHM-
MaTb KaK «BTOpYIo pupoay» [Sohn-Rethel 1978,
60-61]. B cBs3u ¢ atum 3oH-Perens yka3piBaeT
Ha TOT (pakT, 4yTO TEepBBIe HMIOCOPCKHE TOHS-
THSI B Ka4ecTBE aOCTPaKIHii, BBEJICHHBIE B 000-
POT B KJIACCUYECKOM rpedeckoi punocodun, He
OBLTH CO3MIaHBI MPETHAMEPEHHO, TaK CKa3aTh, U3
HHYCTO, T.C. IYTEM a6CTpaFI/IpOBaHI/I$I OT MHOI'O-
00pa3usi OIIYIICHUH U JOBEACHUS MOTYYHBIIEC-
rocs MOHATHUS 0 BBICIIEH CTEIEHU OOIHOCTH.
B manHOM ciydyae 0cOOEHHO BaKHO, YTO HUKTO
U3 MEPBBIX rpedeckux GpuiocohoB HE CTPEMUII-
Ci JICTUTUMHUPOBATH IMOHATUA IIYTEM OTCBIJIKH K
croco0y ux 00pa30BaHuUs, OCKOIbKY OHU OBLIH
HaﬁﬂeHBI HWMHU B YK€ T'OTOBOM BHUC 1 HYKAAJTUCH
JIMIIb B HE3HAYMTENBHON Momubukanuu [Sohn-
Rethel 1978, 65-66].

CumBoJnyecknii odOMeH, adcTpakuus
u camopedepeHuus

Koneunnim PE3YIBLTATOM OTOXACCTBIICHUA
HETOXKIACCTBECHHOI'O ABJIACTCA BO3HHKHOBCHUC
BCEOOIIETO YKBUBAICHTA, KOTOPBIA OMpeeeH-
HBIM 00pa30M OpraHU3yeT COBOKYITHOCTh 0OMe-
HHUBaAEMBIX O6’I)eKTOB " IIpeBpaIacT ux B «KUCHT-
pHpOBaHHYIO». BeeoOiiuii SKBUBAJICHT CTAHOBUT-
Csl perpe3eHTalrel, yKa3blBalouled Ha LeJI0CT-
HOCTBH OG’IJCKTOB BMECTC C MEXaHU3MaMH OTOXK-
JCCTBJICHUA HCTOXACCTBCHHOI'O ITO3aau HUX.
HerpynHo BHIIETh, YTO BO3HUKHOBEHHUE BCEOO-
IIEro SKBHUBAJICHTa B OOIEM Cllydae aHalloTHY-
HO BOMIONNHU (OpMBI cTouMocTH B «KamuTaie»
Mapkca. Jrta aHaorus ObUIa IJI0OTBOPHO HC-
nosnb3oBaHa JXKanom-XKozedom I'y [Goux 1990].

Cornacno Iy, ycnoxHeHne OTHOLICHHH 00-
MEHa Ha BCEX YPOBHSIX 3aBEpILIAETCS JIUIIb TOT-
Jla, KOTJla Ha Ka)XIOM ypOBHE BO3HHKAET BCEOO-
ITUH SKBUBAJICHT. DTO MPOUCXOIUT TOUYHO TaK XK€,
Kak oOpallleHHe Pa3InIHbBIX TUTIOB JICHET YIOps-
JIOUUBAETCS TIOCIIE TIPUHSATHS 30JI0Ta B Ka4eCTBE
TOTO BCEOOIIEro SKBUBAJICHTA, KOTOPBIH 3ame-
maer cobol Bce eMUHUYHBIC JIOKAINbHbBIE YKBU-
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BaJICHTBHl M BEHYAeT COOOW CHCTEMY TOBApOB.
[ToaToMy OTOXJECTBIIEHHE HETOXIECTBEHHO-
0 — 3TO CTYIEHYAThIA MPOLIECC, U KAXKJbII €ro
3Tal COOTBETCTBYET OMNpPEAEIEHHOMY YPOBHIO
Pa3BUTHUS BCEOOIET0 SKBUBAJICHTA, KOTOPBIN OBbLIT
MapkcoM paccMOTpEH Ha MpUMepe aHalu3a
¢dopm croumoctu [Marx 1982, 138—-163]. I'y uc-
TOJIKOBBIBAET T€HE3HC JCHEKHOH (OPMBI CTO-
MMOCTH KaK IMEepPexXoJl K BIACTH PErpPe3eHTUPYIO-
Iero 00bEKTa ¥ MHCTHTYITHOHAIN3AIIHIO €70 POIU
[Goux 1990, 12].

M cxomHoM TOUKOH OTOXKIECTBIICHUST HETOX -
JIECTBEHHOTO SBJISIETCS, B COIIacM ¢ Mapkcom,
MpUpaBHUBaHUE OJHOTO TOBAPY K APYromy, TaK
YTO OHH PACCMATPUBAIOTCS KaK pa3Hble (OPMBI
OJIHOM M TOM K€ CTOMMOCTH, HECMOTPSI Ha TOT
OYCBHUJIHBIN (DAKT, YTO OHU OTHIOb HE PABHBI IPYT
Ipyry. B mporiecce nmpupaBHUBaHUS OAUH TOBAP
CYMTAETCA SKBUBAJICHTOM M HE MOXKET BbIpaXaTh
CBOIO CTOMMOCTb, TOT/Ia KakK JPYyroil ToBap BbI-
paxkaer CBOIO CTOMMOCTH B TeJe APYroro. 10 —
nepBasi, IpocTas UK cydaiiHas popMa CTOUMO-
CTH, JUI1 KOTOPOM XapaKTepHa MPOU3BOIBHOCTh
9KBHMBAJIEHTA, MOCKOJIBKY KaXX/IbIil TOBAp MOXET
OBITh 9KBUBAJICHTOM, U TPUBUIICTUPOBAHHBIX TO-
BapoB He cyuiectByeT. [locnenytomuii ananus
MIOJTHOCTBIO COOTBETCTBYeT MapKCOBy aHAJIN3Y
IBONIONHH (POPMBI CTOMMOCTH, KOTOpasi pa3Bu-
BaeTCs OT MEPBOro ATarma A0 MOCIEIHEro, COOT-
BETCTBYIOIIETO YEeTBEPTOH (opme cToOMMO-
CTH, KOTOpasi Ha3bIBaeTCs JCHEKHOM U, B TO e
BpeMs, COOTBETCTBYET BO3ZHUKHOBEHHIO BCEOO-
IIero KBUBAJICHTA.

Taxum 06pazoM, FBoMOIHS (POPMBI CTOUMO-
CTH, TIPETEPIIEB HECKOIBKO MeTaMop]o3, KOTOpbie
SIBJISTFOTCSL TATTMYHBIME CUCTEMHBIMY 3 dexTamu,
Ha BTOPOM 3TaIle pa3BUTHUS OPOXKIaeT OeCKOHed-
HOE KOJIMYECTBO PAaBHO3HAYHBIX SKBUBAJIEHTOB, TaK
YTO OHU B3aMMHO 1 0e3 KaKuX-JI00 OrpaHudeHn
OTpaXKaloT APYT ApyTa (BTOpas, MOJIHAS UITH pa3-
BepHyTas (hopMa CTOMMOCTH). 3aTeM BO3HHMKAET
SIMHCTBEHHBIA BCEOOIINI SKBUBAICHT (TPETHS,
BceoOIas opMa CTOMMOCTH), U Pa3BUTHE 3aBEP-
IIaeTcsi, Korjaa MosBIseTcs JeHexHas (hopMa B
KadecTBe IocienHel MeraMopdo3bl CTOMMOCTH,
Y MHP TOBapPOB CTaHOBUTCS, HAKOHEL], «IIEHTPUPO-
BaHHbIM». CremyeT Mog4epKHyTh, YTO JUIS YeT-
BEPTO ()OPMBI CTOUMOCTH XapaKTEPHO HE TOJb-
KO «IIEHTPUPOBAaHHIE» MHPa TOBAPOB, HO U BBITEC-
HEHHE BCeOOIIero SKBUBAJICHTA U3 COBOKYITHOCTH
Jpyrux ToBapoB. Ero mpuBuierupoBaHHoe 1MoJo-

—— ]

JKEHHUE MJIM, Ha CaMOM JieJie, €ro TPaHCICHACHT-
HOCTbh 00CCIIEUMBACTCSI €0 UCKIIFOUCHUEM H3 UM-
MAaHCHTHOT'O MUpPa MaTECpUAJIbHBIX Bemef/i rnocpen-
CTBOM €Io (1)6’1“ UHIM3alu1 UJIN UACaIn3alii, XOTs
HEKOTOpast CBSI3b BCEOOIIIEro SKBUBAJICHTA C CUC-
TeMOW oOMeHa BCe e COXPaHSETCSI.

I'y paccmarpuBaer Takyro BOIIOIHUIO KaK
CTPYKTYPUPOBAaHUE CHCTEMbl OOMEHa, KOTOpOe
BBIPAXKACTCSI TAKXKE B JIOTMKE MPOIIECCa CHMBO-
mm3anmd [Goux 1990, 24], 1 MOXXHO OOHAPYKHUTH
TOMOJIOTUYHOCTb CTPYKTYpP HA pa3IM4HbIX YPOB-
HSIX CHMBOJIMYECKOrO OOMEHa (S3bIK, IHCHMO,
npaBo u T. 1.). boree Toro, Takoii MOAX0m K CHM-
BOJIMYECKOMY OOMEHY TIPU ydeTe CTPYKTYPHBIX
M UCTOPHUYCCKUX MeTaMOop(o3 CII0COO0B CHMBO-
JIM3AIMH TI03BOJISIET TAKKE OOBSICHUTH IBOIFOIIUIO
CIOCOOOB peMpe3eHTAI[MN Ha YPOBHE MBIIILICHUS.
MpeluieHrne, Ha CBOEM YPOBHE HEHM30EKHO Clie-
Iysl €IMHOH JIOTUKE «LIEHTPUPOBAHUS», B UTOTE
obperaer crocoOHOCTh 00pa3oBBIBATH BCe 0O-
Jee aOCTPaKTHBIC MOHSATHSI B Ka4eCTBE CTPYK-
Typ MOHATHITHOM penpe3eHTanny Kak B ri10co-
¢um, Tak u B Hayke [Goux 1990, 88—111].

lomonorust ypoBHEH CHMBOIHYECKOTO 00-
MEHA ITO3BOJISIET BBISIBUTH €r0 CTPYKTYPY, HAXKE
€CJIM OHA TPYAHOJOCTYITHA, H HCKOMasi CTPYKTypa
MOXKET OBITh B OOIIMX YepTax «CUHTaHa» HEMoc-
PEACTBEHHO CO CTPYKTYPhI TOBapPHO-ICHEKHOTO
OOpallleHus] MM, TOYHEe, CO CTPYKTYPhI Xapak-
TEPHBIX TPH3HAKOB, KOTOPbIE CBHICTEILCTBYIOT O
CTCTICHU ero CIOKHOCTH Ha MYTH K CTaHOBSIIC-
MyCsi BCeoOIeMy KBHUBAJICHTY. MOXKHO Mpe/rno-
JIO)KHTH, YTO JBHXKCHHC I1O0 TaKoin KOHICTITYaJIb-
HOIi TPAEKTOPHH TaK MITH HHAYE TIOBIUSLUIO Ha (op-
MHPOBAHHUE TEOPETUUSCKUX MOJIENCH perpe3eH-
TallMy, B KOTOPBIX aHAIHM3 JCHET U TOBAPHO-JIe-
HEXHOTO OOpAIICHUsI UCIIONB3YEeTCsl B Ka4eCTBE
MPEBOCXOIHOTO HHIMKATOPA CKPBITHIX ITPOIECCOB,
MPOUCXOMSIIINX B CIICIIM(PHUUECKUX CIIOKHBIX CHC-
Temax. Kak Obl TO HU ObLIO, MApaUICIN3M MEK-
Iy criocobaMul 3aMeIeHUs] Ha YPOBHSIX JICHET U
3HAKOB C Y4ETOM M3MEHEHHH Ccrioco0a perpeseH-
TalliH, BbI3BIBAEMBIX «JCLEHTpAILMEN» COOTBET-
CTBYFOIIIUX «IIGHTPUPOBAHHBIX)» CHCTEM, HECOMHEH-
HO, TIPE/ICTABIISACT OONBIION HHTEPEC, TOTOMY 4TO
HPEALIECTBYIOIUN PEXKUM 3HAKOB, IIOIICP>KABAB-
IIHMICS CUCTEMOH, Mcue3acT.

Vrke 00IIMM MECTOM CTaJIO JI0Ka3aTelIbCTBO
TOT0, YTO ITO HCUE3HOBEHHUE MPOSIBIISICTCS B pa3be-
JIMHEHUU 0003HA4aeMOro M 0003HAYAIOIIETO, KO-
TOpOE B OMPENEICHHBIX KOHTEKCTaX ObLIO OMuca-
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HO KaK «cMepTh boray Wit HUTUIIN3M, TIPOHCX0XK-
JICHHE KOTOPOTO, BIIPOYEM, TPEOYyeT OTACIBHOIO
paccmorpenusi. TeM He MeHee, HENb3s HE MPH-
3HaTh, YTO Pa3beIUHEHHE 0003HAYAEMOro U 000-
3HAYAOIIEro ObLIO MTOAPOOHO U3YUEHO IPUMEHH-
TEJIBbHO K 0003HaYaeMOMY, KOTOPOE, B KOHIIE KOH-
110B, 0e3 0003HAYAIOIEr0 CTAJIO BEITVIAICTL a0-
CypIaHbIM. BepHO Taxxke U TO, YTO Crocod cyiie-
CTBOBaHHsI 0003HAYaEMOr0, Pa30pBaBIIETrO CBA3b
¢ 0003HAYAIOIINM U, TEM CaMbIM, CTaBIIICTO aB-
TOHOMHBIM U camopedepeHIInATLHBIM, HO OTHIO/Ib
HE MCYE3HYBILIETO B 3TOM KaueCTBE, KAK MOKHO
ObLIO OBI TIPEMTONOKUTD, JOITO HE TPUBIIEKATIO
BHMMAaHHMS, XOTI, KOHEYHO, Takoe 0003HaYaeMoe
OBLJIO TEOPETHYECKH OCMBICIICHO KaK «CHMYIISIKPY,
TO €CTh MMEHHO camopedepeHIMaIbHbIN 3HAK.
Mexnay TeM (eHOMEH caMOopedepeHIK B 3aMK-
HYTBIX CIIOKHBIX CUCTEMaX MMECT Ha YPOBHC JIC-
HET BBIPA3UTEIIBHBIN aHAJIOL, KOTOPBIA BBISBIISET
€ro CyIIHOCTh B KayeCTBEe cHCTeMHOro 3 dekra.

Ha ypoBHe neHer camopedepeHiius oTMme-
YeHa BOBHUKHOBEHHUEM BOOOpaskaeMbIX OyMask-
HBIX ICHECT, HC UMCIOIIMX CBsA3U C 30JI0THIM CTaH-
aapToM. COOTBeTCTBeHHO, OTHU ACHBI'M MOT'YT
0003Ha4YaTh TOIBKO CaMUX ceOs, U MO3TOMY B
o011eM ciydae OyMajkHbIC ICHBIU ObLTH OBl He-
BO3MOXXHBI 0€3 HEKOTOPOTO 00s3aTeIhCTBA B
KayeCTBE ITONBITKH HAUTH TOYKY IMIPHUBA3KH CHA-
gaja B MPOCTPAHCTBE (30JI0TO), a 3aTeM, B Ka-
YeCTBE MOCICSHEr0 CPEACTBA, BO BPEMEHHU. DTO
00513aTeNIbCTBO, OyAydd IOIBITKONH M30aBHUTHCS
oT camopedepeHIry, TpeOyeT yCTaHOBICHUS
OTHOIIEHM OyMa)KHBIX JICHET, He UMEIOIIUX MTPH-
BSI3KH K 30JI0TY, C HEKOTOPBIMHU OYIYIIMMH CO-
CTOSIHUSAMHU caMuXx cebOs. Takum oOpa3om, mpo-
HCXOIUT MpeBpalicHue OyayIiero B JCHBIU C
MOMOIIBI0 (PBIOYEPCOB M OMIIMOHOB, TaK YTO
JCHbI'Y, HC 6yZIqu/I B COCTOAHHUU JaTb HUKAKYIO
JPYTYIO TapaHTHUIO, KpOME OyIyIIero, HEKOTOPbIM
00pa3oM pydaroTcsi camH 3a ce0sl U CO3JaloT
ce0s u3 Oyaymiero [Rotman 1993, 92-97]. Tou-
HO TaK K€, TpaAUINOHHBIC STTMCTEMOJIOTTICCKHEC
MOJIENIN U CTPYKTYPBI IOHATHIHON penpe3eHTa-
HUuU OpeTepIiCiin paauKaJIbHbBIC M3MCHCHUA
[Rotman 1993, 97-107; Derrida 1997]. Boxee
TOro, cama Tapajurma pernpe3eHTannoHaIn3Ma
B (rtocopuu mMoaepHa ObLIa MOABEPTrHYTA CY-
POBOIl KPUTHKE B KauecTBE NMPUYHMHBI YOCKIe-
HHUA B CYyIIECCTBOBAHMMU HEKOTOPLIX MPECACIBHO
TOYHBIX PEMPE3CHTALNi, KOTOPhIE CIIEMyeT pac-
cMaTpuBaTh Kak OCHOBY 3HaHHs [Rorty 1980].

Logos et Praxis. 2020. Vol. 19. No. 4

A.IL Pigalev. The Patterns of Conceptual Representation and the Symbolic Exchange

3akja0uuTebHbIE 3aMeYaHUs]

Mapkc sBIsieTCsl He TOJIbKO OCHOBATEIIeM
JieTaabHO pa3padoTaHHOW TEOPUH CTOUMOCTH B
HKOHOMHUKE, KOTOpasi OCHOBaHa Ha MPOAYKTHB-
HOM HCTOJIKOBAaHMH CHCTEMHBIX 3(pekToB. OH
BHEC Tak)ke OOINBIION BKIIAJ] B aHAJTU3 KOHIIEI-
AU perpe3eHTaliy BOOOIIE U pa3paboTrai Me-
TOJIBI, IPUMEHUMBIE JJISl UCCIICIOBAHMS CHCTEM-
HBIX 3 PEeKTOB B MO3HAHUH B TPOTHBOIOJIOXK-
HOCTh HAUBHOMY MTOHMMAaHHIO Perpe3eHTaIUH.
Kpome Toro, Mapkc mokasai, 4To pernpe3eHTa-
[[AHU JTI000TO THIIA U, B 0COOCHHOCTH, CTPYKTY-
PBI IOHATUHHOM penpe3eHTaluy B 00J1aCTH MO-
3HABATEIbHOW JICATEIBHOCTH YellOBeKa, Oyay-
9H, Ha CAaMOM JIelie, PA3HOBUJHOCTSIMH OTIOCpe-
JOBaHUS, JNOJDKHBI U3Y4aThCs TaK Ke, KaK |
HayKa B IIeJIOM, TO €CTh KaK HCTOPHUYECKH 00ycC-
JIOBJICHHBIC U TIOTOMY M3MCHUYHMBEIE. [l1aBHOE,
yT0 Mapkc caenan ans GpopMUpOBaHHS T'eHe-
THYECKOH 3MHUCTEMOIIOTHH — 3TO CIeluudec-
KO€ KOHTEKCTHOE MCTOJIKOBAHUE KOHIICIIIMH PETl-
pe3eHTallN1, KOTOPOE MO3BOIUIIO MOHATH O3HA-
HUE W HayKy Kak oOIIeCTBEHHO-UCTOPUUYECKUE
BHJIBI YEJIOBEUCCKOUW JIEATEIhHOCTH.

HezaBucumo ot Toro ¢akra, uro Mapkc
HUKOT/Ia HE MPOSBIISUT OCTPOTO HHTEpeca K KOH-
HEMIINN PEepe3eHTAINH B Ka4eCTBE 0CO00H -
CTEMOJIOTHYECKOH TTPOOIIeMBI, OH HE TOIBKO MO~
TOTOBHJI TIOYBY JUTSI FICCIIEIIOBAHHUS OMIOCPENOBa-
HUS B CJIOKHBIX CHCTEMaX C HEIMHEHHBIMH CBSI-
3MH MEXKIY JJIEMEHTaMH, HO W JIOKa3all BaX-
HOCTh CBOETO TMOAXOJa Ha yOSAUTETHHOM TIpH-
Mepe aHajHM3a KOHOMHUYECKoro oomeHa. Bmec-
TE€ C TEM, TIOXOKE, YTO MHTEPEC K MPOCIICKHUBa-
HUIO M aHAJIM3y COOTBETCTBHS MEXITy OOMEHOM
1 GopMaMH MBIIUICHUS HE OcllabeBaeT Jaxe
TOTJIa, KOIJIa OH BBI3BAH HE TOIBKO MapKCHUCTC-
KAM TIOHIMaHHEM 3TOH CBSI3U (CM., Hampumep,
paboThI, KOTOPHIE OCHOBBIBAIOTCS HA PA3TTIYHBIX
METOJI0JI0ru4YeckuX npuHIunax [Miiller 1981;
Hadden 1994; Kaye 2004; Seaford 2004]).

deHoMeH cuMyllakpa B KauecTBe Hempel-
BHJICHHOTO TIPOJTyKTa CUMBOIMYECKOTO 0OMEHa
Jienaet J100yI0 penpe3eHTAIHI0 OTHOCUTEIBHOM
W CMa3bIBaeT pa3iinure MeX/y UCTUHOU U 3a0-
TyKJIEHUEM, TaK YTO UCTHHA MOXET OBITh Oec-
MPENATCTBEHHO CO3J]aHa, U MO3TOMY HH OJIHA
MOHSTHITHAS PETTPE3CHTALINS HE MOXKET IpETeH-
JIOBaTh Ha OOBEKTHBHOCTh. JTO — CEpbe3HAs
yrposa Hayke, KoTopas, Kak MpeacTaBiseTcs,
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HEBO3MOXXHA 0€3 MOHATUHHON penpe3eHTaIlNH,
MpEeTEeHAYIOIIEH Ha HCTUHHOCTh. B 3TOM OTHO-
HICHUH JIyYIIHH crioco0 Bo3aaTh moyectu Map-
KCY B €ro JIByXCOTJICTHUH I00MIIEH — 9TO HaIlOM-
HUTb, YTO, HECMOTPSI HA HEOJHO3HAYHBIE OLICH-
KH ero Gpuioco(CcKoro Haclenus, ero OCHOBHbBIC
UJIeH BCE K€ MOpa3UuTEeIbHBIM 00pa3oM ocTa-
I0TCSI TIPEIMETOM OOCYKJICHUsI Jlaxe 3a Ipe-
JlellaMU MX NIEPBOHAYAIBHO IPENYCMOTPEHHOM
MIPUMEHUMOCTH.
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