YK 811.161.1

PNJI0JI0T'UA

THOCEOJIOT MYECKUI MMOTEHIAAJI KOHIEIITA CONSTRAINT
B COBPEMEHHOM AHI'JIOA3BIYHOM HAYYHOM JJUCKYPCE
A. B. Konmozoposa

GNOSEOLOGICAL POTENTIAL OF THE CONCEPT CONSTRAINT
IN MODERN ENGLISH SCIENTIFIC DISCOURSE
A. V. Kolmogorova

Ha ocnoBe nuaTBHCTHYeCKOTO aHamu3a oobekTuBanmy KoHnenta CONSTRAINT B coBpeMEHHOM aHTIIOSI3BIYHOM
HAyYHOM JUCKypCE 10 KOTHHUTHUBHOW HayKe M KOTHUTHBHOH JIMHIBUCTHKE JENIAeTCS BBIBOJ O THOCEOJIOTMYECKOM
«apeiide» KOTHUTHBHOH IIaTGOPMBbI B M3YYSHUH S3BIKOBBIX M MBICIHTEIBHBIX IIPOLIECCOB, HAOIIOTaeMOM OIOCPEIO-
BAHHO Yepe3 CMEHY S3bIKOBBIX PEIPE3CHTAHTOB KIIIOYEBBIX KOHLIENTOB.

Basing on the linguistic analysis of the concept CONSTRAINT in the modern scientific discourse on cognitive
science and cognitive linguistics, it is argued that the gnoseological platform of these sciences is drifting attracted by

some new gnoseological values.

Kniouesvie cnosa: HayuyHblii JUCKYPC, KOTHUIMS, KOHIIENT, THOCEOJIOTUYECKUI TOTEHIIUAN, KOTHUTUBHAS IMHTBHUC-

THKa.

Keywords: scientific discourse, cognition, concept, gnoseological potential, cognitive linguistics.

BBenenue

JlaHHast myOnuMKauus MOCBSILEHA aHAIN3Y COZepKa-
HUS U THOCEOJOTMYECKMX MEpCHEKTUB  KOHIIENTa
CONSTRAINT B cOoBpeMEHHON JTUHTBUCTHYECKOHN JIUTE-
parype, myOnukyeMoli Ha aHMIMICKOM si3bike. OTTayku-
BasICh OT pPAJa TEOPETHYECKUX AOMYyIICHHH, 000CHOBa-
HUIO PENICBAHTHOCTH KOTOPBIX OyJeT MOCBSIIEH OIUH U3
pas3/ienoB cTaTbu, Mbl CTaBHM CBOCH 11€JIBIO BEISIBICHUE H
ONMCaHWE HOBOM TEHACHLIMH B Pa3BUTHUU COBPEMEHHOM
3amaJHOM KOTHUTHBHOW JIMHTBHCTHKH IIOCPEICTBOM
00001meHns HaOMIONEHNH 3a OOBEKTHBALMSAMHI aHAJIN3H-
PyeMOro KOHIIETITa.

Takum oOpazoM, MpeaMeTOM ITyOJIMKALY SBIISETCS
THOCEOJIOTMYECKHUH «apeti(h» KOrHUTHBHOM maT(opmbl B
H3Y4YEHUM S3bIKOBBIX M MBICIUTEIBHBIX MPOLIECCOB, Ha-
0JIr0/1aeMbIi ONIOCPEIOBAHHO Yepe3 CMEHY S3BIKOBBIX pe-
MIPE3EHTAHTOB KIIIOUEBBIX KOHLENTOB M, CIEA0BATEIbHO,
Yyepe3 CMEHY CaMHX 3THX KJIIOYEBBIX KOHLENTOB. B kaue-
cTBe 00beKTa HCCIIEJOBaHMS BBICTYNACT HAYyYHBIH IHC-
Kypc, a MaTepHaJa — MyOIuKaly BeIyIIUX UCCIENOBa-
Tenell B 001acTH KOTHUTHBHOW HAYKH 32 IOCIICAHNAE CEMb
JIeT.

BenyumMu MeTropaMm aHaiu3a BBICTYHNAIOT METOJ
KOTHUTHBHOTO MOJIETUPOBAHUSA, PEATU3YIOUIMHCA TII0-
CPEICTBOM HCIOJb30BAHUSA METOJUK KOHLENTYaJlbHOIO
aHaIM3a M KOHIENTYyaJIbHO-MeTa(OpHUUECKOro aHaju3a,
COCTaBJIIOIIMMH KOTOPBIX, B CBOIO OYepEnb, SBISAIOTCA
MpUEMBI KOMITOHEHTHOTO, 1e(UHUIIMOHHOTO M CTaTUCTH-
YECKOTO aHAJIH30B.

AKTyaJqbHOCTB TIOJHUMAEMO# IPOOIEMBI CBsI3aHA C
TEM, YTO KOTHUTHBHAs HayKa, U KOTHUTHBHAsl JIMHTBHUC-
THKa, KaK OJAHO W3 HANpaBJICHUM MOCIETHEHN, SBIISIFOTCS
MOJIMIIAPaAUTMAIBHBIMU, C OJHOM CTOPOHBI, H OPTaHU30-
BAHHBIMU 110 IPUHLIUITY aTTpakuuu — ¢ npyroi. Ilocnen-
HUI [PUHLUI [PEAYCMAaTpUBAcT TAKYH CTPYKTYPHYIO
OpraHmM3anuilo MHOI'OYUCJIICHHBIX KOTHUTUBHO-OPUCHTU-
POBaHHBIX MOJXOMOB, IPU KOTOPOH Ha OIpeneIEHHOM
BPEMEHHOM JTalle BCE OHM KaK OBl «IIPHUTATHUBAIOTCSD
JpyT K Jpyry OJHOM METOAO0JOrMYeCKOM JOMHMHAHTOMH.
HaOmronenns 3a aHTIIOS3BIYHBIM Hay4HBIM JHCKYpCOM B
00J1aCTH KOTHUTHBHON HAYKH MOCIEIHUX HECKOIBKHX JIET

MO3BOJISIIOT (PMKCHUPOBATH MPOHUCXOJAILYI0 CMEHY METO-
JIOJIOTHYECKOW JOMHUHAHTBI, KOTOpas €Ilé He XapaKTepHa
JUISL PyCCKOSI3bIYHOTO «KOTHUTHBHOTO» AUCKYpCa.

HoBu3Ha wnccienoBanust 00ycIOBIEHa, BO-NEPBBIX,
MaTepHalioM — Hay4YHble NyOJMKalu 1O MpodiemMaM
KOTHUTHBHOM JIMHTBUCTHUKH, €UIE HE IEepeBENEHHbIE Ha
PYCCKHil SI3bIK, BO-BTOPBIX, OOIIMM METOJ0JOTHUECKUM
MmoaAXoaA0M, IMpHU KOTOPOM aHaJIM3 U ONNMCAHHUC KOHIICIITA B
paMKax npogecCHOHANBHOTO JUCKypCca CIYXKHT HHCTPY-
MEHTOM JJI1 MOJENUPOBAHUS AUHAMHUYECKUX TEHACHIUH
B HEJOCTYIMHON HENOCPEICTBEHHOMY BOCIPHUATUIO Hay-
HOW KapTHHE MUpPA B 00JIACTH KOTHUTHBHOM HAYKH.

TeopeTnueckue J0NyLIEHUS

1. Hayka a priori siBnsieTcst Toi cpepoit 1eaTeTbHOCTH
YeJIoBeKa, MPEIMETOM KOTOPOil sABiIAETCS OOBEKTHUBAIMSA
1 obecrieueHne TaNbHEHINEH TUHAMHUKA Hanboliee pere-
BaHTHBIX [UISl COBPEMEHHOTI'0 3Tala pa3BUTHS COOOIIECTBA
pe3yabTaTOB KOTHULUH [ 14].

2. Korunus ectb pachpelenéHHbI B pa3IMYHbIX
MOJIycax Cpeibl COLMaIbHBINA MPOIecC, MPOUCXOISIINI B
MHTEPaKIHK (B IIMPOKOM CMBICIIE: C MaTepHaIbHON cpe-
JIOH, COIIMyMOM, ¢ COOCTBEHHBIMH BHYTPEHHHMH DPECYp-
CcaMH ¥ BHEITHUM KOHTEKCTOM H T. 1) [6, c. 233 —244; 7,
c. 565 —-591; 8, c. 44 — 55].

3. Jluckypc ecTh BepOalbHO KOHTEKCTYaIH3HpPOBAH-
Hast popma uHTepakuuu [9, c. 1 — 34].

4. HayuHslii AUCKypC CYTh BepOaTbHO KOHTEKCTYaJH-
3upoBaHHas (HOpMa HHTEPAKIHUHU, B KOTOPOH IMPOUCXOIUT
00BbeKTHBALIUSA W OOCCICUCHHUE NalbHEHUINCH ITHHAMHUKH
HauOosee peJeBaHTHBIX JJIsi COBPEMEHHOTO JTala pa3BH-
THsI COOOIIECTBA Pe3yJIbTaTOB KOTHUIIMH.

5. KoHnenT ectb KOTHHTHBHAs CTPYKTypa, (HKCH-
pylomias B KOHIIEHTPUPOBAHHOM M PEIyLHPOBAaHHOM BHU-
Jie ONBIT YCIICIIHOTO B3aMMOJEWCTBHS CO CPEmOH Ipu
TIOMOIIH SI3BIKOBOTO 3HAKA, YK€ OBIBIIMNA OJHAXKIBI B pe-
Ye)KM3HEHHON TMpakTHUKe AaHHOro wHamBuma [l, c.31].
OTO CTPYKTypa, OXBaTHIBAOMIAsl CHICNIU(UISCKHAE COCTOS-
HUS aKTUBHOCTH HEPBHOM CHCTEMBI, BO3HHKAIOLINE B
MpoLEecce KOTHUTUBHON AEATEIBHOCTH U COXPAHSIOIINECS
BO BPEMCHHU KaK C€IWHUIIbI OH])ITa/ namMsATH, B KOTOPYIO

Becrnmk KemI'Y 2013 Ne 2 (54) T. 2| 87



88

PNJ10J10T'uA

00513aTENbHO BXOMUT PENpe3eHTallsl B3aUMOJIEHCTBUS C
SI3BIKOBBIM 3HaKOM [2, c. 94].

6. AHaJIM3 KCIOJIBb30BaHMS SI3BIKOBOTO 3HAKa KakK pe-
MPE3CHTAaHTa KOHICIITA MOXKET 6])ITI) HHCTPYMEHTOM J10C-
Tyna K ONBITY YCHCIIHOI'O B3aHMOZ[eI71CTBHH YJICHOB Ha-
YYHOTO COOOIIECTBA, MPHUBOAAIIEMY K JOCTHIKCHHIO
COTJIACOBAHHOCTH WX THOCEOJIOTHYCCKUX JCHCTBHIA, OI-
penensomel, B CBOIO oyepenb, AalbHEWIIee pa3BUTHE
HAYYHOU JIMHTBUCTHYECKOW MBICITH.

IIpeanochlIKH KOHIENTYAJbHOT0 AHATN3A

s Toro, 9To0OBI HAWTH OCHOBAHUS IS TIPEIIOIOKE-
HUA 0 pocte peneBanTHOCTH KoHIenTa CONSTRAINT,
MBI OOpaTHJINCh K aHANHW3y YaCTOTHOCTH YHOTPEOJICHUS
cioBoopMm stekceM constrain (verb) u constraint (noun) B
HauboJsiee MOMYJISPHBIX M3/IaHHUSAX 10 KOTHUTHBHOMW JIMH-
rBUCTHKe. Tak, B CTaBIIel KJIACCHYECKOW MOHOrpaduu
Busuan OBanc u Menanu I'pun 2006 . [10] cpenss
YaCTOTHOCTh HMCKOMBIX cjioBohopM cocraBwia 1 ymot-
pebneHre Ha 26 CTpaHUIl TEKCTa, B TO BpeMsl Kak B cOop-
Huke Tesucos I HarponansHOW KOH(EpeHIMH Mo KOr-
HUTUBHON JIMHTBUCTHKE B Xe(hOPIIIUPCKOM YHUBEPCH-
tete [4] — 1 ynorpebienue Ha 14 crpaHuIl Tekcra. AHa-
JIOTUYHAsl CUTyalusi OTMEUeHa B paboTax M0 KOTHHUTHB-
HOU TMICHXOJIOTHH: €CJTU CPEHsIsl YaCTOTHOCTD yIoTpeoie-
HUH CI0BOGOPM HMCKOMOM JIEKCEMBI B TEKCTaxX IEPBOM
MOJIOBUHBI mepBoro aecatunetus 1 — 1 Ha 20 — 25 cTpa-
HHII, TO B PabOTaX HEKOTOPHIX COBPEMEHHBIX M3BECTHBIX
KOTHUTUBHBIX TICHXOJIOTOB — 1O | ynorpeOieHus Ha
1 crpanuny [7; 8].

I[Ipu >TOM OTMETHM, 4TO CJIOBO(OPMBI JIEKCEM
constraint (verb) u constraint (noun) B paboTax KOTHUTO-
JIOTOB, IPUJICPKUBAIOIUXCSI HJICOJIOTHH TaK HAa3bIBAEMOM
YEeTBEPTON BOJIHBI KOTHUTHUBHOM Hayku, c(hOKyCHpOBaH-
HOH Ha pacipelne’a€HHON B COLIMYME U Cpelle IPUPOJIE MO-
3HABaTENBHBIX TporeccoB [5, c. 13 —15], BeicTymarT B
Ka4yecTBe KJIFOUYEBBIX JIEKCEM, (OPMHUPYIOIINX JIEKCHUe-
ckue cetu LIFE (mp. 1), BEING (mp. 2), LANGUAGE
(ip. 3), EVOLUTION (mp. 4). Tak, uepe3 naHHbIC JIeKCe-
MBI OIIPEJEISIeTCs] IPUPOJIAa U CYTh, KaK s3bIKa, TaK U I10-
3HAHHMS B LIEJTIOM:

1) What Wittgenstein calls (1958, S:242) ‘agreement
in judgments’ are necessary to learning to talk. By
coming to act consistently with such agreements, babies
develop biomechanical constraints necessary to uncultu-
red life (To, umo Bummeenwimeiin HA38a1 «cozlauieHuem
O MHEHUSIX U CYHCOCHUSIXY, OKA3bIBACNICSL HA CAMOM Oelle
HeoOX00uMbIM O/l MO20, YMOObl HAYYUMbC 2060PUMD.
Kozeoa pebénox nauunaem nociredosamenvho Oeticmeo-
6amb 68 COOMBEMCMEUU ¢ NOOOOHBIMU COSNAULEHUSIMU, Y
He2o popmupyiomes noOco3Hamenvbuvle, umerowue ouo-
JI02UMECKYIO NPUPOOY, «OSPAHUYUMENUY, KOMOpble HeoD-
Xo0umvl 0111 adanmayuu pebEHKA GHYMPU KYIbMypbl)
[17];

2) A focus on interactivity obliterates any sharp
boundary between the biological and the social. First,
social normativity informs and constrains our biological
being, e. g. by filtering out activities that are judged inap-
propriate in certain social contexts (e. g. picking one’s
nose). (Ilooobnoe snumanue K GeHomeny 63aumooercms-
6Usl cmupaem YémKyl0 Spanuyy Mesicoy COYUATbHbIM U
buonoeuueckum. Bo-nepaguix, coyuanvuvie HOpmbl Gopmu-
PYIOm U HAKAAObIBAIOM 02PAHUYEHUs. HA Haule OU002U-
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yeckoe Cywecmeosanue, Hanpumep, Om@uibmposwieas
me 6udbl O0esAMeIbHOCU, OeliCmaUs, KOmopble CHUma-
I0mcesi 0buecmeom HenpuemMaeMbiMu 8 ONpeoeléHHbIX
Kommexcmax (Koswvlpsimvcsi 6 Hocy, Hanpumep) [23,
c. 2324 — 256];

(3) Languages are abstractions from languaging,
second-order constraints (H3viku — 3mo mo, umo noayua-
emcs npu noMowu abcmpazuposanus, meopemuyecKo2o
OCMBICIEHUSL (POPM  PEUENCUSHEHHO20 B3AUMOOEUCMEUS,
9mMO — C60€20 pooa, GMOPUYHbIE «OSPAHUYUMENUY....)
[16, c. 495 —507];

(4) Language and brain co-evolved; language stru-
ctures adapt (over thousands of years) to human neuro-
logical constraints and brains adapt (over hundreds of
thousands of years) to the peculiar demands of symbolic
communication (A3vlK U MO32 380IOYUOHUPYIOM COBMe-
CMHO; A3bIKOGble CMPYKMYpbl adanmupyromcs (uepes
MbICSAYU Jlem) K meM 02PAHUYEHUSM, KOMOopble HaK1aobl-
8alOM HA UYeNogevecKoe CYWecmseosaHue HetupoHHble
CMPYKMYpbl, d MO32 NOOCMPAUBaemcs (uepe3 cComuu mul-
cau jem) K mpeboBaHUAM, NOPOHCOAEMbIM CUMBOUYe-
cKuM xapaxkmepom kommyHuxayuu [19, c. 15].

Takum 00pa3oMm, NpedBapUTEIbHBIC HAOIIOACHUSL
YKa3bIBAIOT Ha MEPCHEKTUBHOCTh BO3MOMKHBIX pe3yJibTa-
TOB KOHLIENTYaJIbHOTO aHAJIN3a.

IIpakTryeckuii anaaus

Bocmonb30BaBmIUCh TPAAUIIMOHHON MJII KOHIIETITY-
AIBHBIX UCCIICIOBAHUN METOMKONW KOMIIOHCHTHOTO aHa-
JI3a, WCIOJh3yeMOH, Kak IPaBHJIO, HA WHHUIMATBHOM
JTane, Mbl CONOCTABWIIM JACHUHUIMKA aHATU3UPYEMbBIX
JICKCEM B JCCSATH OJTHOS3BIYHBIX TOJKOBBIX CIOBApSX aHT-
JMUCKOTO s3bIKa (OPUTAHCKUI M aMEPUKAHCKUI BapuaH-
ThI). KimaccupukarmoHHBI H COTIOCTABUTENBEHBIA aHAIN-
3bl IO3BOJIMJIM HaM BBISIBUTH COCTaB CEMAaHTHYECKUX
KOMIIOHEHTOB ITOHATHMHOW COCTaBIIAIONIEH KOHIIENTA
CONSTRAINT — ux oxkazanoch 18 (cm. tabdi.). CampiMu
YaCTOTHBIMHM OKa3ajMCh NPH3HAKK limit u restriction,
O00BEKTUBHPYIOIINE KIS0 I'PAHULBI, BTOPBIMH IO Yac-
TOTHOCTH — MPHU3HAKY, aKTyaIu3upyomme chepy comu-
aJLHBIX OTHOLIEHHUIi: behavior, control, embarrassment;
TPETEUMU — MIPU3HAKH, aKTyaTU3UpyomHe chepy peduiek-
CHH COIIMAIBFHOTO CyOBEKTa, KOTOPYIO MOXXHO 00O3HAYUTH
kak Hacusme: lack of freedom, force. Takke MOXKHO BBIZIE-
JWTH ceMbl, o0bekTHBHpYytomue uaen DIMOLNU (threat),
UHCTPYMEHTA (device), ©OPMbI TTPUHYXXJIEHU S
(obligation, rule, pressure), OHTOJIOI'MU (state, action,
feeling), OLIEHKHU (not natural, allowed, necessary).

CUHOHMMUYECKHN DA JUIS JICKCEM-PEIPEe3EHTaHTOB
KOHILIENTa BKIOYWI B ceOsl CIEIYIOUINE SI3bIKOBBIC €/TH-
HUIIBL. must, coercion, compulsion, driving, duress, goad,
hang-up, impelling, impulsion, motive, necessity, no-no,
pressure, repression, restraint, spring, Spur, suppression,
violence, arrest, captivity, check, circumscription, confi-
nement, constrainment, cramp, curb, damper, detention,
deterrent, hindrance, limitation, obstacle.
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Tabmauma
Honstniinbie npu3Haky koHnenta CONSTRAINT
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MMD + [+ |+ [+ |+ |+ 1.
RHD + [+ |+ |+ + |+ |+ + 2.
CD + |+ |+ |+ |+ + |+ |+ |+ 3.
OLD + |+ |+ |+ + |+ |+ |+ |+ + + | 4.
WNCD + + |+ |+ + |+ + |+ + | 5.
AHDEL + + + |+ + + + + | 6.
VC + |+ + + + + |+ |7
W + + 8.
COED + + + 0.
WED + + + + + |+ 10
Koa-Bo 7 |S |6 |6 [3 |6 |5 [2 |2 |7 |1 |1 [4 |1 |4 |4 |1 |4

CeMaHTUYECKUW aHAlIM3 €JUHUI] CUHOHUMHYECKOTO
psiia MO3BOJIMII Pa3leNIuTh BCE CHHOHHMMBI Ha TPU TpyI-
TIBIL:

1) SI3BIKOBBIC CAMHUIIBI, B CEMAHTUKE KOTOPBIX JIOMH-
nupyer unes [ PAHULBL: restraint, limitation, obstacle,
curb, damper u 1p.;

2) SI3BIKOBBIC CIAMHUIIBI, B CEMAaHTHUKE KOTOPBIX JTOMH-
nupyer wuzpes JABJIEHUS: pressure, repression,
suppression, spring u I1p.;

3) A3BIKOBBIE €AWHUIIBI, B CEMAHTUKE KOTOPBIX TOMH-
mupyetr unes HACUIIUSA: must, violence, arrest, capti-
vity, check, detention u np.

Takum 00pa3oM, MOXHO MPEAIOJIOKUTh, YTO TIOHS-
tuitHoe sapo konmenta CONSTRAINT cdopmupoBano
IIPY TIOMOLIN CJIEAYIOIIeH 00pa3-CXeMbl, I/le B KauecTBe
tpaekTopa (TR) Beictynmaer FORCE (CUJIA), B kauecTBe
npocrpaHcTBeHHoro  opuentupa (LM) — LIMITS
(FPAHUIIBI), a nmabmromatens (V), HaXOAACh BHYTPH
TpaHUIl, OIeHHBaeT NaHHyio curyammio kak LACK OF
FEEDOM/PRESSURE (HECBOBOJA/JABJIEHUE).

© TR FORCE
v V appreciates as LACK
OF FEEDOM/
RESSURE

LM LIMITS

Puc. 1. Oépa3z-cxema konyenma CONSTRAINT

AHanu3 WHTEPHPETATUBHOTO TOJs KOHIICNTA C OIO-
poii Ha 0a30BBIC JIEKCEMBI-PEIPE3CHTAHTHI KOHIICTITA
constrain, constraint, limitation, pressure, control B Ha-
YYIHOM «KOTHUTHBHOMY IHICKYpCE MOKa3all, 9TO B Ka4ecT-
Be CUJIBI (TpaekTopa) MOTYT BBICTYIIATh COIIYM Kak Ta-

KOBO# (1Ip. 1 — 2), peueBoil U )KU3HEHHBII OIBIT B3aHMO-
JeHCTBUSA C APYTUMHU JTIOABME (IIp. 3), aganTtanus U KOM-
MyHHKauus (rp. 5), HefipoHHas mpuponaa mosra (mp. 4),
Bpems (TIp. 6)

5) I will show that a) all major types of REL-clauses
arise from various paratactic source constructions,
b) that all of them arise under the same adaptive —
communicative — pressure... [21, c. 16];

6) In cases such as these (and there are many others)
we_confront a characteristic mix of constraints and
opportunities, that I'll label the ‘basic signature’. The
basic signature involves a task that requires the agent to
keep track of a situation unfolding in some constraining
(absolute) time-frame, so that real timing (not just
sequence) is essential to success. And it involves the use,
to accomplish the task, of body, motion and world as
integral aspects of the problem-solution [15, c. 66 — 90].

B kadecTBe MpoOCTPaHCTBA, HA KOTOPOE OKA3bIBACTCS
JIABJICHUE TIPH MOMOIIM CUJIbI, BBICTYHAIOT, MPEKAE BCE-
ro, MBICJIM YeJIOBEKa, MOBEICHUE U €ro JICATEIbHOCTh B
nenoM (mp. 7), pedeBoe MOBEACHHE, a B Ka4eCTBE Haya-
raeMpIX IPaHHIl PACCMATPUBAIOTCS COLHAIbHBIE HOPMBI U
NpaBuiia, aJANTUBHBIE MOJENH KOMMYHHUKATHBHOIO II0-
BEJICHUSI, SI3BIKOBBIC CTPYKTYPHI:

7) A non-existent building cannot act as its own best
model, nor can a (merely) proposed route for a new road.
Instead, in such cases, the agent must let a model serve as
its own best micro- world. In so doing, she creates an
arena in which many basic perceptuo-motor strategies
(such as just-in-time sensing and binding) can be re-
deployed, while at the same time constraining the kinds of
thing that can and cannot be done and relaxing some of
the most potent temporal constraints on normal world-
engaged thought and action [15].

AHaln3 KOHLENTYaJIbHBIX METaQoOp CBUAETEIBCTBY-
€T O TOM, YTO KOTHHMLUSI BCE 4Yalle TPaKTyeTcsi 4yepe3
NPU3MYy KOHUENTYalbHOH OHTOJIOIMYEeCKOi MeTadopsl
COGNITION is INTERNAL DEEPLY PRINTED BY
SOME PRESSURE MECANISM FORM. [lanHas meta-
(bopa 0OBEKTHBUPYETCSI B HAYYHOM AUCKYpPCE TPH TOMO-
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i siekceM embed ‘to fix something firmly in a surface or
object’ (dacToTHbIM siBisieTcsi TepMuH «embedded cogni-
tion» [3; 6; 11, ¢.207 — 237]) u niche ‘a small hole or
space in a wall where you can put small objects’ (couera-
HUS cognitive niche, ecological niche Taxxe cranud Tep-
MUHOJIOTUYHBIMU [14]):

8) What we find in the two more recent treatments is,
precisely, a way of following through on the Rylean
argument which fixes genuine points of disagreement with
“intellectualist” cognitive science and which paints a
very different picture of what matters about minds and
persons: a picture in which tools and skills take center
stage and in which the primary ‘vehicles’ of content are
the embodied capacities of whole agents embedded in a
cultural and ecological niche [22, c. 443 — 466].

bonee wacTHOW KOHIENTYaJIbHONH OHTOJOTHYECKOM
MeTadopoii, CBI3aHHOU, OJJHAKO, C MPEABIYIICH, peau-
3yeMoil B Hay4yHOM JMCKYpc€ MNpU MOMOLIM JIEKCEM-
penpesentaroB koHuenta CONSTRAINT, saBnsercs me-
tapopa SPEECH/ WRITING is CONSTRAINED
SPACE. TIpu sToM momgu€pKuBaeTCs, YTO pPeueBOe MOBE-
JICHUEe YeJoBeKa (POPMHUPYETCS, OTIMBAETCS B T€ (POPMEI,
KOTOPbIC HABA3BIBAIOT EMY HE CTPYKTYPBI 53bIKa, & HOPMBI
KyJIbTypHI (TIp. 9), a mIChMEHHAS S3BIKOBAsI IESTEIFHOCTD
OrpaHHYeHa MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIM KOHTEKCTOM, XapakKTe-
PHCTHKAMHU CaMOTO MUIIYIIEr0, €ro LEIb0 U OKPYXKato-
IIMM KOHTEKCTOM B 1iesioM (mp. 10):

9) At the end of the first year a child starts to derive
language from event cognition thanks to an innate
capacity to attend to the intentions of others. Following
the ‘nine month revolution’, Tomasello claims, infants use
an adaptation for ‘seeing’ others as like ourselves. Once
this gets going, its actions become ‘transparent’ with
respect to goals that others ‘have’. The device gives
insight into ‘hidden forces’ that are ‘so important in
human thinking’. Indeed, without an intention box, a child
would understand neither how symbols achieve reference
nor how they index perspectives. Speech, then, is
constrained less by structure than culture. Taking a
holistic view, Tomasello needs invoke no universal
cognitive constraints [18, c. 273 —299];

10) The immediate action of writing the letter is
definitely “constrained by the present spatial as well as
non-spatial characteristics of the agent, the target of the
action, and the surrounding context” [20, c. 17 — 38].

B mpouecce ananu3za sS3bIKOBOrO Marepuaia ObUIN
o0OHapysKeHbl 00BEKTHBALIMYU Psi/ia KOHIENTYaIbHBIX Me-
tadop, B kotopbix CONSTRAINT BbIcTynaer B kauecT-
Be 00J1aCTH-MUIICHA B OAHON M3 MeTadop meradopuye-
ckoit cucrembl: CONSTRAINT is INSTRUMENT of
SCULPTOR (mp. 11) / of JUGGLER (mp. 13),
CONSTRAINT is EMPLOYEE CHARGED WITH
SOLVING PROBLEMS (mp. 12).

11) Phylogenetic, ontogenetic, cognitive and histo-
rical processes allow baby brain-body systems to use so-
cial perspectives and physical constraints in sculpting
brains [22];

12) In Wittgenstein’s sense, Tomasello’s view is Au-
gustinian. His adaptation is a device that illuminates the
Saint’s ‘natural language of mankind’. Fitting Augus-
tine’s vision, it clarifies how symbolic ‘reference’ allows
evolved constraints to solve the problem of radical
indeterminacy [17, c. 200 — 223];
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13) Can machines self-organize by taking perspec-
tives? To test this we can build devices that use dual
control in social learning. We can ask whether, like
babies and bonobos, they can use prompts and probes to
transform their agency in response to human activity.
Like primates, they would produce actions that juggle
external and internal conmstraints to produce what
(humans experience as) sense making [18].

IIpu »toM peamuzauusa konuenta CONSTRAINT
MPOKUCXOIUT B cucTeMe Meradop, rie, HapuMmep, Mate-
pHalbHBIE OrPAaHUYUTENH, BPOJE, YEIOBEYECKOro Tela,
MaTepUallbHbIX OOBEKTOB CPEJibl, S3BIKOBBIX CTPYKTYD,
CJIy’)KaT MHCTPYMEHTOM CKyJbOTOpa Ui co3iaHus ¢Gop-
MBI 4enoBedeckoro mosra (mp. 11) mnmm xoHuUrypaimm
nporiecca cMeicaonopoxaenus (np. 13). Cnosa u apyrue
CHUMBOJIMUeCKHE (QOpMBI, OyAydud MOMEIIEHbl B KaTero-
PHIO «OTPAaHHYMTENEH», TAKXKE OKA3hIBAIOTCS KOHIIENTya-
JIM3UPOBAHbI KaK BCIIOMOTATEbHBIN MEPCOHAI, CAHKIHO-
HUPOBAHHBINM PpeIaTh MPOOJIEMbI, COCTABISIONINE CYTh
KOTHUTHUBHOM JE€ATEILbHOCTH YEJIOBEKA.

I'Hoceosroruyeckue mocjaeacTBHs

PesynbraTsl mpoBeIEHHOTO KOHIIETITYaTHbHOTO aHAJIH-
3a TIO3BOJISIOT CAETATH PSAJ BEIBOJIOB THOCEOJIOTHUIECKOTO
XapakTepa OTHOCHUTEIIFHO TOTO, B KaKOM HampaBICHUH
«apeitdyer» coBpeMeHHAass KOTHUTHUBHASI HayKa U KOTHH-
THUBHAs TUHTBUCTHKA, B YACTHOCTH.

Bo-nepBrIX, HaIUIO MEpPexof OT, CTaBIIEeH yxe 1oc-
TaTOYHO TPAJULMOHHOM, AHTPOIOLUEHTPUYECKON mapa-
JHUI'MBbI, TAC TOYKOH OTCUETA SIBIISIIICS OTZ[CJ'II)HI)Iﬁ YCJIOBCK
VI YeJIOBEK KakK Hekas 000OIIEHHAsh COBOKYIMHOCTbH TH-
noBeIx yept Homo Sapiens, k conmoneHTpuieckoi napa-
qurme, B (hOKyce KOTOPOH — CeTh COIMAJIbHBIX OTHOIE-
HUH (CM. KOHIICTIIHIO COIUAIBHON ClIoXHOCTH KuMMO
Kacku [12, ¢. 517 — 522]).

Bo-BTOphIX, B paMKax MocieIHed mapaiurmMbl XOpo-
10 IPOCMATPHUBAIOTCS AUHAMHYECKUE, BEKTOPHBIE OTHO-
IICHUS: KOTHUIMS M PEYeBOE IMOBEIEHHE KOHIETTYyalH-
3UPYIOTCA KaK THOKWIl IIACTUYHBIM MaTepHhall, HCIBI-
THIBAIOIMI HENPEephIBHOE HAIMPABICHHOE M CHUJIbHOE
BJIMSIHUC COLlMYMa, KOMMYHHKAIIUMU B LCJIOM, HaKJIaAbl-
BAIOIIMX HAa HEro cBOM (popMbl — MpaBuiIa, HOPMBI, MOJIe-
7Y, B TPAHUIAX KOTOPBIX TOJIBKO U (OPMHUPYIOTCS KOTHH-
TUBHBIE CTPYKTYpHL. Ilocnennue, B cBOIO ouepenpb, B ITUX
c(OPMHUPOBAHHBIX TPAaHUIAX MOTYT OBITB, U OOJIerde-
HUS TIpoIlecca UX XpaHEHWs W JBIKCHUS, 3a(h)UKCHpOBa-
HBI BTOPHYHBIME MaTEePHAIBHBIME (POpMaMH — COOCTBEH-
HO SI3BIKOBBIMH.

CrnenoBarenpHO, HW3yYEHHE HCKIIOYUTEIBHO JIMH-
TBUCTUYECKHUX €AWHUI], TI0 CYTH, TE€PAET CBOIO TPAIHIIU-
OHHYIO 3HAYMMOCTb, a MOIIBITKU KOTHUTHUBHOH JIMHTBHUC-
TAUKUW MOJCIUPOBATL BHYTPEHHEC KOIHUTHBHOC CO-
JACPIKaHUC, O6’I)6KTI/IBI/IpyeMOE SA3BIKOBBIMH CAWHHIIAMH,
MOJIy4aloT HOBOE HaIpaBJIeHHE Pa3BUTHUS M HOBBIN Oa3uc
— U3y4YEHHE PEUEBOrO U IUPE — COLMATIBHOIO — IMOBEJe-
HUsl, B KOTOPOM U COBEPLIAETCS paclpeleNéHHas B pas-
JUYHBIX BUJIaX KOHTEKCTOB KOTHUIHS, TOBEPXHOCTHBIMHU
(hukcaTopaMu 11 COXpaHEHHS PEe3yIbTaTOB KOTOPO BHI-
CTYMaroT clioBa. be3ycinoBHO, maHHAs mpobiieMaTHKa Tpe-
OyeT mampHEHIIero M3ydeHus W KOHKPETH3alWH, HO Ha-
IpaBJeHHe, BHIOPAHHOE BEAYNIIMMH IIKOJAMH KOTHH-
THUBHOM HayKH, NpeACTaBIACTCA BaXXHBIM W TIEP-
CIICKTUBHBIM U U1 JIUHI'BUCTUKH.
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