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— IIKOJIa, YYEHHE, OT JIaT. Sequor — CIIEAYI0; MM TPYyIIa, UMEIoUas
CBOE ydeHHE W CBOIO MPAKTUKY, OTIMYHBIE OT TOCIOICTBYIOIIEH IEPKBU
WIA  WACOJOTHH), TPHYEM CEKTOW, COOTBETCTBYIOIIEH MHOTHM
TpeOOBaHUSIM TOTAIUTAPHON CUCTEMBI.

Ilopsamox >KW3HW, peImIeHHe Ba)XKHBIX BOMPOCOB, Ja MW CaMo
nugaroperickoe ydeHne OCHOBBIBAIOCH NUIIb Ha aBroputere Iludaropa,
KOTOpPOMY OECTPEKOCIOBHO MOAYHHSIINCH, O €ro CJIOBaX MOCIEAOBATEIH
TOBOPHJIM C OTpOMHBIM yBaxkenmeM: «Cam ckazam». B cucreme c
TOTAUTAPHBIMA DJIEMEHTaMH B KadecTBE JIOTMAaTOB MOTYT BBICTYIIATh
MUQOJIOTUYECKHE AaCHeKThl — JOCTaTOYHO BCIIOMHUTH HE TOJBKO
PEMUrno3HO-MUGOJIOTHYECKYl0 4acTh yueHus [Iudaropa, HO U pasHble
MU(BI, CBS3aHHBIE C €ro OOXXECTBEHHBIM TMPOUCXOXKICHHEM U
YIUBUTEIHHBIMHA CIIOCOOHOCTSMHU.

B ycrnoBusx 3apoxkIeHHss M Pa3BUTUS HAYYHOTO 3HAHHS, HAYMHAIIN
KYJIBTUBAPOBATHCS MAaTEMaTHKa, KOCMOJIOTHS, BpadeBaHHE, C KOTOPBIM
TECHO CBs3aHa Iejasl CHCTEMa aKyCMOB-TIPEANHMCAHUH, MPU3BIBAIOIINX
BECTH ONpEICICHHBI 00pa3 U3HH A oOecrnedeHus: 3I0pOBbsS H
JOJTONIETHsI, 8 TaKKe MPU3BAHHBIMH TPUBHUTH OMPEICICHHBIH CTEPEOTUIT
MTOBEJICHUSI.

OOIHOCTh UMyIIIeCTBa MU(AropeiiicB HAIOMUHACT XapaKTep JKU3HU
JIo/iel B COBPEMEHHBIX PETUTHO3HBIX OOIMHAX.

Takum 00pa3oM, B YCIOBHAX COBPEMEHHOW ITOCTMOICPHUCTCKON
napagurMel, paccMmotpenue lludaropeiickoro coro3a Kak peTUTHO3HO-
(GUITOCOPCKON CEKTHI C JJIEMEHTaMH TOTAIUTAPU3Ma, MOXKET CITy>KUTh
OCHOBaHUEM ]ISl TAITbHEHIIINX aHTUKOBEIUECKUX UCCIIEIOBAHUN.

Hayu. pyk. — Crapooiitosa U. U., kano. ¢punoc. nayx, ooy. xagheoput

Gunocogpuu ecmecmeennvix paxyibmemos Q0eccko20 HAYUOHATLHO20

yHusepcumema um. M. M. Meunukosa

THE HARD QUESTIONS OF CONSCIOUSNESS IN ANALYTIC
PHILOSOPHY (D. DENNETT, D. CHALMERS AND J. SEARLE)

Nyanda David, epyna HP-2/5

Day to day activities of the human being focuses on consciousness.

We are told that from the time we wake up to the time we sleep or die the
human body is always conscious of its surroundings. Consciousness is the
most important part of any daily human activity; it ranges from waking up
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to even by the time we are sleeping. We say that even dreaming is a form
of consciousness at work.

This is what distinguishes a human from a zombie. A human
without consciousness is more of a zombie than a human. Science is
objective while consciousness is subjective hence we can say that it is
impossible to have a science of consciousness.

Chalmers argues that a «rich inner life» is not logically reducible
to the functional properties of physical processes. He states that
consciousness must be described using nonphysical means. This
description involves a fundamental ingredient capable of clarifying
phenomena that has not been explained using physical means. Use of this
fundamental property, Chalmers argues, is necessary to explain certain
functions of the world, much like other fundamental features, such as mass
and time, and to explain significant principles in nature.

In contrast with Chalmers, Dennett argues that consciousness is
not a fundamental feature of the universe and instead will eventually be
fully explained by natural phenomena. Instead of involving the
nonphysical, he says, consciousness merely plays tricks on people so that it
appears nonphysical—in other words, it simply seems like it requires
nonphysical features to account for its powers. In this way, Dennett
compares consciousness to stage magic and its capability to create
extraordinary illusions out of ordinary things.

To show how people might be commonly fooled into overstating
the powers of consciousness, Dennett describes a normal phenomenon
called change blindness, a visual process that involves failure to detect
scenery changes in a series of alternating images. He uses this concept to
argue that the overestimation of the brain's visual processing implies that
the conception of our consciousness is likely not as pervasive as we make
it out to be. He claims that this error of making consciousness more
mysterious than it is could be a misstep in any developments toward an
effective explanatory theory. Critics such as Strawson reply that, in the
case of consciousness, even a mistaken experience retains the essential
face of experience that needs to be explained, contra Dennett.

We need to accept and understand that consciousness is a
biological phenomenon. All of our conscious states, without exception, are
caused by lower-level neurobiological processes in the brain, and they are
realized in the brain as higher-level or system features. It's about as
mysterious as the liquidity of water. The liquidity is not an extra juice
squirted out by the water molecules. It's a condition that the system is in.
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And just as the jar full of water can go from liquid to solid depending on
the behavior of the molecules, so your brain can go from a state of being
conscious to a state of being unconscious, depending on the behavior of
the molecules.

Conscious states are by definition subjective in the sense that they
only exist as experienced by some human or animal subject, some self that
experiences them. Maybe we'll be able to build a conscious machine. Since
we don't know how our brains do it, we're not in a position, so far, to build
a conscious machine. Consciousness is like a digital computer program
that runs in the brain.

Hayxk. kep. — monent Jlebimp A. €., xano. ginoc. nayx

«TYPE THEORY» BEPTPAHA PACCEJIA TA IIPOBJIEMA
(ICTUHH) PEAJIBHOCTI

Jlebimn A. €., ooxmopanm

Xapxkigcokuil HayioHanbHUll YHigepcumem

imeni B. H. Kapa3zina

[punnun  koHTekctHOocTi I'. @pere, kWi  3acBiTyyBaB

B3a€MOIICPETBOPIOBAHICTh (DYHKIT Ta aprymMeHrty, HaauxHyB b. Paccena Ha

BiJIHAMJICHHsI HUM TaKk 3BaHOrO «Iapajokcy Paccena»,” skuil 3acBimuyBaB

Horo cymepewimBictb. OpHaK, BigHaWICHWA OpUTAHCHKUM (iocopom

Mapajiokc aX HisSK He 3amnepedye (GyHKIIOHATHHOTO MOTPAKTYBAHHS JIOTIYHOT

CTPYKTYPH BUJIOBJIFOBaHb.

SxuM ke € mArpyHTA paccenoBoi Teopii TumiB? OueBHIHO, IO

OJTHMM 3 HUX € 3aIpONoHOBaHuH ['. @pere anropnT™ BU3HAUYEHHS YHCIIa Yepe3

MOHATTA  Kiacy, ICHYBaHHS  SKHX He  moTpedye  eMImipHYHOi
niaTBepKyBaHocTi. Tak, amst QyHKii
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oOmacth 11 3acTOCyBaHHSI JOPIBHIOE ITyCTOMY Kiacy IIpeIMETiB (@),
OCKIJIBKH JIJ1s1 ’KOAHOTO 3 MpeaMETiB 151 PyHKIIs He € icTHHHOM. Biarenep,

! Paccen b. MaTemaTuueckas NOrnKa, ocCHoBaHHas Ha Teopwuu Tunos // Paccen b.
BeBeaeHne B matematmdeckyto o¢unocodpmio. — Hosocubupck: Cubupckoe
yHMBepcuTeTckoe nsa-so, 2007. —C. 22.
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