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TOKTOp pmnocockux Hayk, mpodeccop Kapeapbl OHTOJIOTUH, IOTUKHA U TEOPUH ITO3HAHUS
dunocodekoro dakynprrera HUY — BIID

NMHTEHIHNOHAJIBHOCTb KAK MHTEHCUOHAJIBHOCTb:
ITPOBJIEMA UHTEHIHHUOHAJIBHOI'O TOXIAECTBA

Te3uceyl aoKIaAA:

Hpo6neMa HHTCHIUOHAJIBHOT'O TOXICCTBA ObLIa C(i)OpMYJ'II/IPOBaHa II04YTHU IIOJIBEKA Ha3zall
[1.I'nuem (Geach P. Intentional Identity // Journal of Philosophy, vol. 74, no. 20, 1967, pp. 627—
632), nopoania oOIIMPHYIO MCCIEIOBATENbCKYIO auTepaTypy (Saarinen E. Intentional Identity
Interpreted: A Case Study of the Relations among Quantifiers, Pronouns, and Verbs of
Propositional Attitude // Game- Theoretical Semantics. D. Reidel, Dordrecht, Holland, 1978, pp.
245-327, Edelberg W. A New Puzzle about Intentional Identity // Journal of Philosophical Logic
15, 1986, pp. 1-25, Wilson G. Instantial Terms, Anaphora and Arbitrary Objects // Philosophical
Studies 61, 1991, pp. 239-265, King J.C. Intentional Identity Generalize // Journal of
Philosophical Logic 22, 1993, pp. 61-93, Pietarinen A. Intentional Identity Revisited // Nordic
Journal of Philosophical Logic, 2001, Vol. 6, No. 2, pp. 147-188, van Rooy R. Attitudes and
Changing Contexts, Springer, Netherlands, 2006), Ho 10 cuX HOp HE MMEET OOLICTPU3HAHHOIO
pemenus.

Orta mnpobieMa BO3HUKAET B CBS3U C HEJOCTATOYHOCTHIO CTaHAAPTHBIX CPEACTB
KBAaHTOPHOM  MHTECHCHOHAJIBHOM  JIOTMKM Il  aHajuu3a  MPEMJIOKEHUA ¢ JBYMS
MPOMO3UIIMOHAIBHBIMUA YCTAHOBKAMHM PA3JIMYHBIX JIMI, B OJHOM M3 KOTOPBIX COJAEPKHUTCS
KBaHTOpHas (pasza, a BO BTOpPOM — aHaA()OPUUYECKOE MECTOMMEHHE, aHTEIEEHTOM KOTOPOTO
ABIISIETCS 3Ta KBaHTOpHas (ppaza. [lapagurmManbHbIM TPUMEPOM TAKOTO MPEUIOKECHUSI SBIISIETCS
Xo6 - Ho6 npennoxenune (Hob—Nob sentence) I'nua:

(*) Xo6 oymaem, umo (nexas) sedoma ompasuia kodwvity boba, a Hob eepum, umo ona
(ma sice camas gedvma) youna ceunvio Koba.

(**) Hob thinks that a witch has blighted Bob’s mare and Nob believes that she (the same
Witch) has killed Cob’s sow.

[IpoGiemMa  WHTEHIIMOHATHHOTO  TOXKIECTBA BO3HUKAaEeT B TOM  CiIy4ae, eCiH
MIPOMO3UIIMOHATIbHBIE YCTAHOBKHM Pa3IUYHbIX CcyObekToB (Xo0a um HoOa), umeromue oOmuit
«hoxkyc», paccmarpuBarorcss kak de diCto, TO ecTh Kak YCTaHOBKH, HE HalpaBJICHHbIC HU Ha
KaKoOW ompenereHHbI O0BbeKT. TEeXHHYECKH OCHOBHAS CJIOKHOCTH 3aKJIIOYAeTCsl B TOM, UYTO
aHadopuYecKoe MECTOMMEHHUE oHa, HaXofslieecs B O0JacTH JCUCTBUSA OMepaTopa YCTAaHOBKHU
Hoba, nomxHO BXOAWTHh B 00Jee MIMPOKYH 00JIacTh JCHCTBUS OMepaTropa yCTaHOBKUA Xo00a,
MOCKOJNIBKY B HEE BKIIIOYAETCS aHTEIEICHT ATOI0 MECTOUMEHUS, XOTs orepaTop yctaHoBku Hoba
HE BXOJUT B 00J1aCTh JEUCTBHS OnepaTropa ycTaHOBKH Xo0a. OTMedasi yKa3aHHYIO CIIO0KHOCTb,
['mu mpusHaBancs: «5 He Mory caenaTth Jake HAOPOCOK CTPYKTYPBI OMEpaTropa, KOTOPBI



xopoio ¢ukcuposan Obl Jormyeckuii cmpica atoro» (Geach P. Intentional Identity // Journal of
Philosophy, vol. 74, no. 20, 1967, p. 630).

[IposicHeHHEe JIOTHYECKOTO CMbICIa TepecedeHust o0jacTeil IeiCTBUS KBAHTOPOB H
WHTCHCHOHAIBHBIX OIEPaTOpPOB B  BBICKA3BIBAHMAX C HMHTCHIIMOHAIBHBIM TOXKICCTBOM
npeanojaraeT, Ha MOH B3IUIAA, OTBET Ha (DCHOMEHOJOIMYECKUH BOMPOC - KAK BO3MONCHO
UHTCHI[MOHAIIBHOE TOXKJCCTBO, HMHA4Ye TOBOPS, KaK BO3MOXHO OTOXIECTBICHHE (OKYCOB
UHTEHIIUA Pa3JInYHbIX CyObEKTOB, HAIIPABJICHHBIX Ha HeompeneeHHbIi 00bekT? ITouck oTBeTa
Ha 3TOT BOIPOC MPEANOJAracT CICHU(PHKAIMI0 TeX WHTCHIIMOHAIBHBIX OTHOIICHUH, KOTOPBIC
BBIPAXKAIOTCS  MPOIMO3UIMOHATBHBIMA ~ yCTaHOBKaMH.  Eciam s XapaKTepHCTHKH
HEMHTEHI[MOHAJILHOTO OTHOIICHHS JOCTATOYHO CHEHU(UIUPOBATh OOBEKTHI, HAXOMASIIHECS B
3TOM OTHOIICHUH, TO JUIS WHTEHIIMOHAIBHBIX OTHOIICHUH pPEJIeBaHTEH KOHKPETHBIH CIoco0
UHIMBUYAIM3alMd  3THX OOBEKTOB, IMPUHHUMAEMbIH CYOBEKTOM: «HMHTCHIMOHAIbHOE
OTHOIICHUE €CTh ... HE TOJHKO OTHOIICHHE MEXIy MEePCOHOH U O00BEKTOM, HO OTHOIICHUE
MEXy IEPCOHON U 00BEKTOM, 100RAOAIOWUM NOO ONPedeleHHYI0 KoHyenyuio obvekmay (Smith
D.W., Mcintyre R.. Husserl and Intentionality. Dordrecht, 1984, p. 14).

B cBoro oucpcab, HCIIOJIB30BAaHUC allllapaTa WHTEHCHUOHAIBLHOU JIOTHUKU JJIs1 aHaJin3a
HMHTCHIIMOHAJIbHBIX OTHOIIIEHUH OImUpacTCAa Ha TPAKTOBKY HUHTCHIIMOHAJIBHOCTHU KaK
nHTeHCcHOoHanbHOCTH. CoracHo TE3UCY H.XI/IHTI/IKKI/I, «IIOHATHUC ABJICTCA HMHTCHLHWOHAJIBHBIM,
€CJIM U TOJIBKO C€CJIM JIsA BBIABJIICHHA €T0 CCMAHTHKU MBI JOJDKHBI paCcCMaTpUBaTh PAa3JIMYHBLIC
CUTYyallM¥ WJIM pa3JInvHbIC Pa3BUTHs COOBITHI B MX OTHOIICHHWH Ipyr K apyry» (Hintikka J.,
Hintikka M. The Logic of Epistemology and the Epistemology of Logic. Dordrecht, 1989).
Cr AHJAPTHBIM IIOAXO0A0M, ITO3BOJLAOIIUM Ha KaXI0M 3Tallc CEMaHTUYECKON OLCHKHU ITPUHHUMATb
BO BHUMAHHEC pPA3JIMYHBIC BapUAHTBI PA3BUTHUA CO6I:ITI/II>1, ABJIACTCA CEMAHTHKa BO3MOXHBIX
MHUPOB . BwMmecte ¢ TEM, II0O MHCHHIO H)K.MOXaHTI/I, BbIPAXKAOMICTO ITO3UIHUI0 OPTOAOKCAJIbHBIX
(heHOMEHOJIOTOB, «(EHOMEHOJIOTHS HE JIOJDKHA JeNIaTh TOT IIar, KOTOPHIM BEJIET K CEMAaHTHUKE
BO3MOJKXHBIX MHUPOB. OHa He MOXeET ACJIaTh 3TOT HIar, 4TOOBI OCTATHCA (beHOMeHOJIOFHeﬁ n HC
BIIACTh B HAMBHOCTh OHTOJOrWYeckoro auckypca» (Mohanthy J. The Possibility of
Transcendental Philosophy. Dordrecht, 1985, p. 44).

B noxnaze OyzmeT nmpeacTaBieHbl apryMEHThI B 3alIUTY Te3Hca 00 MHTEHIIMOHATBHOCTH KaK
WHTCHCHOHAIPHOCTH U BBISBJICH €ro AIBPHUCTHYCCKUI MOTCHIHMAN Ui PELICHHs MPOOIeMbl
WUHTEHIIMOHAIBHOTO ToXAecTBa. OCHOBHasi Wesl JOKJIaga COCTOUT B TOM, 4TO (opMasibHas
penpeseHTalusl MPEAJIOKeHUH ¢ HHTCHIMOHAIBHBIM TOXICCTBOM B si3bike |F-moruku
(Independence — Friendly Logic) (Pietarinen 4. Intentional Identity Revisited // Nordic Journal
of Philosophical Logic, 2001) nocturaercst 6;1aroaapst BhIpaKEHHIO Ha CHHTAKCHYECKOM YPOBHE
NEepPEIUICTEHNsT  «BHYTPEHHUX WMHTEHIWI» KBAaHTU(QHUKAIMA W  «BHCHNIHUX  HWHTEHIIUI»
IPOMO3UIIMOHAIIBHBIX YCTaHOBOK. Ha ceMaHTH4ecKOM ypoBHE (DeHOMEHOIOTMYECKON HEMOIHOTE
WH/IMBUIHBIX XapaKTePU3aIMii COOTBETCTBYET HETOIHOTA HH(POPMAIIUU B CEMAHTHUECKUX UTPax
JU1sl ’HTeHCHOHANbHOHM |IF — nmoruku ¢ paBeHcTBOM. BMmecte ¢ Tem, B nokiaze Oyaer oOpalieHo
BHUMaHHE HA BO3MOYKHOCTh JKCTEHCHOHAIBHOW TPAKTOBKH WHTEHIMOHAJIBHBIX OTHOINICHHUM, a
TaKKe HA OYEBUIHBIA HCCOHAHC JCKIAPUPYEMOro XHHTHKKON «THUIIEPKIACCHYECKOTO)
xapakrtepa |F-noruku (Hintikka J. Hyperclassical logic (a.k.a. IF logic) and its implications for
logical theory // Bulletin of Symbolic Logic. 2002. Vol. 8, pp. 404-423) u ee 3kcTpaopANHAPHBIX

BBIPA3UTCIIBHBIX BO3MOKHOCTEIA.



