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«ECTECTBEHHOCTb» PEJTUTUU
N «ECTECTBEHHASA PETUTU >
B KOTHUTVBHOM PEJIUTMOBEOJEHUU

AHHOmayusa. lNpedmemom Hacmosweli cmameu 8bicmynaem 8bldg8u2aembili 8 KO2GHUMUBHOM pesu2uosedeHuU me-
3UC 0 «ecmecmeeHHOCMU» pesuzul, OCHOBHOe COOepHaHUe KOmopo2o C800UMCA K MOMY, YUMo pesauaus Aeaaemcs
pesynemupyroweli pyHkyuel opOUHAPHbIX KOZHUMUBHbIX MPOYECCO8 U Cyu,ecmayem HA 08yX NapanaesbHbiX YPOBHAX
KOHYenmyanusayuu peau2uo3Hsix noHamul. Mepeselli yposeHb npedcmassneH CAOXHbIMU U a6CMpaKmMHsIMU MOHAMU-
AMU, cOOM8BemMcmMasyouUMU O0OKMPUHAABHBIM hoPMYnamM KOHKPEemMHbIX peauauo3Hbix mpaduyull, mozda Kak emopoli
cocmoum u3 bosiee NPOCMbIX U «HEKOPPEKMHbIX» C OOKMPUHAAbHOU MOYKU 3peHUs noHAmul, 8bIpaxarowux ecme-
CmeeHHble meHOeHUUU HawWe20 MblwaeHUs U 06pa3youjux 8 KOHEYHOM cHeme «ecmecmeeHHyto peauauto». [1posods
QHAAU3 CMAHOB/EHUA U PA38UMUSA KOHUeNnma «ecmecmeeHHol peau2uo3Hocmu» 8 KO2HUMUBHOM pesnuauosedeHul,
asmopebl onpedenaom e2o memoooao2udeckuli u aspucmuyeckuli MOMeHYUan, a makie ycmaHaenusarom 3Haye-
HUE MepMUHA «ecmecmeeHHasA penuaus» 8 PaMKax KoeHumusHoli napaduzmel. BeedeHue KoHuenma «ecmecmeeH-
Hol» penuauo3HOCMuU omKpbieaem 803MOMCHOCMb IKCNEPUMEHMAsbHbIX UccnedosaHuli npoyeccos opmuposaHus
U mpaHcghopmayuu peauauo3Hsix noHamMull u no3eosnsaem paccmampueame 80MpPOC 0 COOMHOWEHUU peau2uo3Ho20 U
ameucmu4yecKko20 MUpPOB033peHUA HO HOBOM ypOBHe. He MeHee nepcriekmusHbIM npedcmasnaemcs U ornepuposaHue
MOHAMUEM «ecmecmeeHHAA penuusa»: OHO 8biCmyrndem 8 Kayecmee 8axHO020 38pUCMUYECK020 UHCMPYMeHMA 8 KOM-
MapamueHbIx Uccnedo8aHUAX, ONUCLIBAA heHOMeH «HaPOOHOU» penuzuu U 06bACHAS OMKAOHEHUA 0mM 0UUUAAbHO20
yyeHusa mol unu uHol penuz2uo3Hol mpaduyuu.

Knroueevie cno8a: KocHUMUBHOe penu2uosedeHuUe, eCmecmeeHHAa peauaus, peau2uo3Hocme, UHMYyUMuUeHAs OHMo-
7102UA, 2eHEe3UC penuauo3HbiX MOHAMULU, KOHMPUHMYUMUBHOCMb, Meoa02UYeCcKas HeKOPPEKMHOCMb, ceepxbecme-
CM8eHHble MOHAMUS, AHMPONnomMopgu3M, deeHMHOCMb.

OrHUTHBHOe pesuruoBefienue (KP), 6yayuu
MOJIOJION MEXAUCIUIUIMHAPHON OTPac/blo
3HaHUs, HaNpaBJeHHON Ha OOBbsICHEHUE pe-
JINTUO3HbIX GEHOMEHOB C TOUYKU 3PEHUS KOT-
HUTHBHBIX HayK W 3BOJIIOLUOHHOU IICUXOJIOTHH, yXKe
yCIleJIo CTaTh 3HAKOMBIM OTEe4YeCTBEHHBIM YHTATe-
Jasaml. B 0630pHO# cTaTbe, NOJBOJASIEH UTOTH Ba/J-

' Cwm., nanpumep: Koctoines IL.H. Pemurnosendyeckoe mccre-
IOBaHMeE B 310Xy MHPOPMALMOHHBIX TEXHOJIOTHIL: Ha IIpuMepe
KOTHUTMBHOI Teopuu pemurunu // PenmurnosHocTb B M3MEHSIO-
meMcs Mupe: ¢6. MaTepuanoB I MexxyHap. 3UMHell pelTuruo-
BefuecKoll mKosnbl. Bonrorpaz, 2008. Bonrorpaa: Bonl'y, 2008.
C. 71-78; Mapkos A.B. Penuryusi: nonesHast ajanranus, mo604-
HBII IPOAYKT 3BOMIOLMY WU «BUPYC Mo3sra»? // Victopudeckas
ncuxonorusa u conyonorus ucropum. 2009. T. 2/1. C. 45-56;
Cepruenxo P.A. «IIpo6nema Mukku Mayca» u «mpobnema 3es-

[IATUJIETHETO Pa3BUTUS JAHHON AUCLUILJIMHBI, aMe-
pUKaHCKUH yyeHbIH /xacTHH BappeTT cymMupyer ee
KJIIOYEeBble 4epThl CIeAYIOLMM 00pa3oM: BO-IEPBBIX,
KP oTpunaer ecTKUM KyJIbTYPHBIH peJIITUBU3M;
BO-BTOpbIX, KP yTBepxxzaeT, 4TO Mo MeHbllel Mepe
HEKOTOpble acHeKTbl KOTHUTHBHOH aKTHUBHOCTH 4e-
JIOBEKA HOCAT «JJOKYJIbTYPHBIA» U «HAZKYJIbTYPHBIN»
XapakTep; B-TPeTbUX, 3TU YHHUBEPCaJbHblE aCHEKTHI

Ca» B COBPEMEHHOM KOTHUTUBHOM penuruoseiennu // Bectuk
KemepoBckoro rocyfgapcTBeHHOTO yHuBepcnTeTa. 2011, Ne 4/48.
C. 236-241; Anodpues V.C. TloHATrE «KOHTPUHTYUTUBHOCTD»
B KOTHMTUBHOM pemuruosenenyy // Toukm / Puncta. 2012.
Ne 1-4/14. C. 155-158; llaxaoery M. KoranTusHasA Hayka u Jc-
cnepfosanus penuruu // Tocynapctso, penurus u Ilepkosb B Poc-
cuy 1 3a pybeskom. 2013. Ne 3/31. C. 32-62.

Cmambus nodzomoessieHa npu (huHaHcoeoli noddeprcke PH®D, zpanm Ne 14-18-03771.
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ONpeseISIOT PaMKU PeJUTHO3HOI0 MbILIJIEHHS, OIbI-
Ta ¥ NOBeJieHHs]; B-ueTBepThIX, KP nesaeT akueHT Ha
KpPOCC-KYJIbTYPHBIX MPe/ICTaBJIeHHUsAX U IaTTepHaX M0-
BeJleHUs], UCKJII0Yasl U3 00'beMa MOHATHUS «PEeTUTH03-
Hoe» JII00ble Cyry60 HHANBUIyaTbHble GeHOMeHbI?.
[Moxkany#, ele ofHOM XapakTepHoit yepToii KP cTan
TE3UC O «ECTECTBEHHOCTH» PEJUTHH, IIACAIINH, YTO
pesurus SIBJSIETCS «eCTeCTBEHHBIM HPOJYKTOM COBO-
KYIHOCTH 00bl4HbIX KOTHUTHUBHBIX Mpo1eccoB»®. ®pan-
1y3ckud aHtponoJior Ilackanb Byaile, ofHUM U3 mep-
BbIX BBIJIBUHYBIUHH JaHHBIA TE3UC, YKa3bIBaeT HA TPU
byHAaMeHTa/IbHBIX JOCTHXKEHHSI KOTHUTHBHOM HayKH
B LiesioM ¥ KP B 4acTHOCTH, MOC/Iy>KUBIIHX €r0 OCHOBA-
HUeM. Bo-nepBbIX, 3TO OTKPBITHE KOTHUTUBHOI'O 6eCCo3-
HaTeJIbHOT0, U3 KOTOPOro, Kak oTMevaeT byaile, cieny-
€T, YTO KCIUIMIUTHbIE BEPOBAHUA JIIOJIEH OKa3bIBAOTCS
JIUIIb $ParMeHTOM COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX KOTHUTHBHBIX
MPOLIECCOB U MOTYT OTJIMYATLCS OT TeX Npe/CTaBIeHUH,
KOTOPBIMH OHU ONEPHUPYIOT B peasbHOHM KHU3HHU. Bo-
BTODBIX, PEJIUTHS — pe3y/bTaT JeHCcTBUS LeJIoro psja
KOTHUTHUBHBIX CUCTEM, a He HEKUX CrelluPUIecKUX Me-
XaHU3MOB. HakoHel, peJIMTHO3HOe MblIJIEHUE SIBJISET-
sl HE OTKJIOHEHHEM OT «eCTECTBEHHOI'0» KOTHUTHUBHOTO
YHKI[MOHUPOBAHUS, @ ET0 KHOPMAJILHBIM» POAYKTOM?.
B o611eM, o csioBaM [keiicoHa Cyi0yHa, «MO3T, KOTOPbIN
NPOBEPSIET CUETA, JIOOYeTCsl KApTUHAMY, 6oJieeT 3a GyT-
60JIbHYI0 KOMaH/Y U JieJlaeT MHOTO€ JIpyroe, — 3TO TOT
»Ke CaMbIil MO3T, YTO M03BOJISIET HaM MOJIUTHCS Goraw,
HNPUHOCUTD >KEPTBbI GOTMHSM, U3TOHATD JEMOHOB U 60-
ATbCS NpPUBUAEHUI»®. CleJ0BaTeNbHO, PeJUTHO3HbIe
penpeseHTal MU U IPAKTUKH — He GeHOMEHBI Sui generis,
KaK HacTauBaloT peHOMEHOJIOTH PeJIUTHH, He Pe3y/IbTaT
pPaboThI 0COOBIX MEHTAJIBHBIX «OPTaHOB», KaK XOTEeJI0Ch
ObI TOr0 HellpoTeosioraM, U He Pa3po3HEHHas! COBOKYII-
HOCTb KyJIBTYPHO-CIleLuPpUIHBIX GeHOMEHOB, a BApHaH-
ThI «O6BIYHBIX», PEKYPPEHTHBIX U CXOJHBIX I10 MEXaHU3-
MaM 00pa30BaHUs NATTEPHOB MBILIJIEHUS U TOBEIEHUS.
Be3ycnioBHO, pasroBOp O «eCTECTBEHHOW peJu-
rUU» He SIBJASETCS 4eM-TO HOBBbIM. [luTep BupH Ha-

2 Barrett L. Cognitive Science of Religion: Looking Back,
Looking Forward // Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion.
2011. Vol. 50/2. P. 231.

* Idem. Exploring the Natural Foundations of Religion // Trends
in Cognitive Science. 2000. Vol. 4/1. P. 29.

* Boyer P. Religious Thought and Behaviour as By-products of
Brain Function // Trends in Cognitive Sciences. 2003. Vol. 7/3.
P. 119.

> Slone D.J. Theological Incorrectness: Why Religious People
Believe What They Shouldn’t. Oxford: Oxford University Press,
2004. P. 47.
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CYMTBIBaeT KaK MMHMMYM YeTblpe CMbICJIA, B KOTOPBIX
JIaHHBIM KOHLENT HCMO0JIb30BaJIC B UCTOpUU duso-
codCKON U Te0JOrM4ecKor MBIC/IH, U ollpefesseT UX
B paMKax caeAywouux onnosunuit: 1) religio naturalis
KaK OCHOBaHHas Ha pasyMe TeoJIOTHS B NPOTHUBOIO-
JIOXKHOCTB religio revelata, Teosorud 6G0rOOTKPOBEH-
HOH; 2) ecTecTBEHHas TeOJIOTMs Kak ydyeHue «duio-
codOB-A3bIYHUKOB» B IPOTHUBOIOJIOKHOCTb TEOJIOTUU
«TPAXKJAHCKOW U MUPUIECKOU», T.e. HAPOJHOH «sI3bIve-
CKOM» pesiuruy; 3) «ecTeCTBeHHass» (IPUMUTHBHAsS»)
pesiurusi B IpOTHUBOINOJIOKHOCTb PEJIUTHU «CBepXbe-
CTeCTBEHHOW»; 4) «eCcTeCTBeHHasl PeJIUTUsl» [Jien3Ma,
IPUHLMIIBI KOTOPOM YKOpeHeHbl B CaMOM yesioBeye-
CKOM NpupoJe, B NPOTHUBOINOJIOXKHOCTb MHCTUTYLHO-
HaJIbHBIM peaurusamM®, O4eBUAHO, YTO B IEPBBIX TpPeX
CJIy4yasiX «eCTeCTBEHHas peJIMrus» BbICTyNa/la B Kaye-
CTBe OLIeHOYHOT'0 Te0JIOTUYEeCKOTO NMOHATHS, Bbljeisie-
MOTr0 Ha OCHOBAaHMU TeHeTHUYeCKOro MoAxXozAa U KOpeH-
HBbIM 00pa30M OT/IMYAlOILerocs oT ee TPAaKTOBKHU B KP,
TOTJa Kak MONBITKU AEUCTOB HaWTH yHUBepcaJbHble
IPUHLMIBI PeJUTMO3HOCTH OCTAJWCh JIMIIb 06JecTs-
IIMMU TeOpeTUYeCKUMH J0TaZKaMH, He NO0JIyYUBLIUMU
JLO/DKHOTO SMIIMPHUYECKOI0 NOJKpPeNJeHUs U TaKXKe He
JIMLIEHHBIMU ONpe/ie/IeHHOHN OLleHOYHOU HarpysKH.

[Touckn «ecTeCTBEHHON peJUTUM» NpeANpPUHHU-
MaloTCca U B HEHPOTEOJIOTHH — ellle 0JHOM MeXAUCLIU-
IJIMHApPHOM HalpaBJIeHUH, UCNOJIb3YIOLleM MeTO/bl
HellpoBU3ya/Jn3alluM AJs HUCCIe[0BaHUA peJIMruos-
HbIX peHOMeHOB. B yacTHOCTH, aMepHUKaHCKHe yde-
Hble 0. ;’Akunn 3. Hpio6epr monbITalucCh BbISIBUTH
TaK Ha3blBaeMble «MeTAaTe0JIOTUIO» U «MeraTeoJio-
TUI0» ~CTPYKTYPHble IPUHLUIIBI U 0611lee cofiep:kaHue
peJIMrMO3HbIX CUCTEM COOTBeTCTBeHHO'. Ho 3/1ech He-
00X0AUMO HMeTb B BUJY KJ/IOUEBYI0 PAa3HUILY MeXAy
HelipoTeoJsiorueit u KP: eciu nepBas uieT Helpodu-
3MO0JIOTUYECKUN CyOCcTpaT crelyudUuecKUX MexaHU3-
MOB, NPOAYLMPYIOIIUX peJUTrho3Hble BepOBaHUS U
nepexxuBaHud, To KP cTpeMuTcA NOHATH, KakKUM 006-
pasoM pesuruosHble GpeHoMeHbl BOSMOXHbI C TOYKHU
3peHUs OObIYHBIX KOTHUTHMBHBIX IPOLIECCOB, T.e. OT-
BETUTb Ha BOMPOCHI O TOM, «UTO JIeJIaeT PEJIUTHUIO Ha-
CTOJIbKO “eCTeCTBEHHON”» U B UEM JKe 3Ta «eCTeCTBEH-
Hasl peJIUTHSI» 3aKJ04aeTcs®.

¢ Cwm.: Byrne P. Natural Religion and the Nature of Religion: The
Legacy of Deism. London: Routledge, 2013. P. 1-10.

7 Cm.: dAquili E.G., Newberg A.B. The Mystical Mind: Probing
the Biology of Religious Experience. Minneapolis: Fortress Press,
1999. P. 177-196.

8 Cwm.: Boyer P. Religious Thought and Behaviour as By-products
of Brain Function. P. 119; Barrett J.L. Cognitive Constraints on
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®unocodusa penurun

YkazaHHas l'IpO6JIeMa NpaKTHYeCKH He paccMma-
TPpUBAETCA B OTEYEeCTBEHHOU JINTepaType U B OCHOB-
HOM JIMIIIb KOCBEHHO 3aTparuBaeTcd pOCCHﬁCKHMH aB-
TOpaMI/Ig. B ,ELaHHOﬁ CTaTbe HaM Gbl XOTEJI0Ch BBIIBUTh
cneuml)m(y IIOHMMAaHHUA TEPpMHHA «eCTeCTBEHHad pe-
JINTHUA» B paMKax KP, onpeesuTb, AJid 4ero BBOAUTCA
KOHLEIIT «ECTEeCTBEHHOM PeIUruo3HoCTrU» U KaKylo
MEeTOAO0JIOTUYECKYI0 3aa4y OH peliaeT.

«EcTeCcTBEHHOCTb» PeJIUTHO3HBIX IOHATHUM

B ocHoBe rumnoTresbl 0 MexaHHW3Me 00pa3oBaHHUA pe-
JINTHO3HBIX MOHSATHUH, BblJBUTa€MON KOTHUTHBHBIMU
peJIMrioBe/laMy, JIEXKUT KOHLENLHUSA JOMeHO-CIell-
HPUYHOCTU NCUXUKHY, T.e. Y3KOU clleliMaInu3al U KOr-
HUTHUBHBIX 06JlacTell Ha 006pabOTKe omnpezeseHHbIX
TUNOB UHOpPMalUU, B CBOeH coBpeMeHHOU ¢dopme
BOCXOJsIass K paboTaM aMepUKaHCKOr0 JIMHTBUCTA
Hoama XoMckoro u ero nocinefoBaTesnss ¢uaocoda-
korHutuBucta Jxeppu ®ogopa'®. B koHedyHOM cyeTe
3Ta KOHIIEMI[Ys JIET/Ia B OCHOBY «3MU/IEMHUOJIOTHYECKO-
ro» NOJAX0/a K KyJIbTypPHOU 3BOJIIOLUH — «3MUJEMHUO-
JIOTUHW penpe3eHTalui» GpaHIy3CKOro aHTPOIOoJIoTa
JaHa Cnepb6epa, paccMaTpHBaIOLero pacnpocTpaHe-
HUe pellpe3eHTALU} B MONYJ/IALMY 110 aHAJIOTHUH C pac-
NpoCcTpaHeHUeM HMHQEeKIUH W YyTBepXKJaWLero, 4To
KOTHUTHBHBIE CUCTEMBI ONpeJessloT CTelleHb «KOH-
Taru03HOCTU» TOU UJIK UHOU KyJbTYPHOU ujien'l.

He meHee BaxxHbiMU A1 KP cTtanu uccienosanus
B 06J1aCTH eCTeCTBEHHOMH KaTeroprsalyy, B YaCTHOCTH,

Hindu Concepts of the Divine // Journal for the Scientific Study
of Religion. 1998. Vol. 37/4. P. 608.

°  MHcxmodeHneM SIBIAIOTCA TP KpaTkmx o63opa: CeprieH-
ko P.A. KorunTusHOE penurioBeneHme o KynbTypPHOI eCTeCTBEH-
HOCTU pelTUT1o3HbIX GopM Muposo3ssperns // [lyxosHas cepa
XKM3HM 0611iecTBa: IIPO6IEMBI TeOPUN 1 IPAKTUKM: MaTepuaibl
MEeXAyHap. Hay4.-pakT. KoH}. CraBpomnonb, 2011. C. 493-499;
Manesnu T.B. IlonATHE «ecTeCTBEHHAA PENMUTUA» B KOTHUTHUB-
HoM pemuruosefienuu // Bichuk KuiBcpbkoro HauioHanbHOro
yHiBepcuteTy im. Tapaca Illepyenxa. Pinocodis. ITomitonoris.
2012. Ne 110. C. 48-49; Ona >xe. KorHUTUBHbIE [leTePMIHAHTbI
«eCTeCTBEHHOI penurun» B KoHuenuuu Jxactuna bapperra //
YesmoBeK M peNIMIis: MaTepuasbl MeXXIyHap. Hayd.-IIPaKT. KoHd.
Munck, 2013. Munck: Yetsipe yetsepTi, 2013. C. 310-315.

1 Cwm.: Hirschfeld L.A., Gelman S.A. Toward a Topography of
Mind: An Introduction to Domain Specificity // Mapping the
Mind: Domain Specificity in Cognition and Culture / Ed. by
L.A. Hirschfeld, S.A. Gelman. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, 1994. P. 3.

" Cwm., Hanpumep: Sperber D. The Modularity of Thought and
the Epidemiology of Representations // Mapping the Mind:
Domain Specificity in Cognition and Culture. P. 39-67.

pa3paboTaHHas aMeEpPUKAHCKUM MCUX010roM @paHkoM
KeiisioM Mojiesib OHTOJIOTUYECKOI'0 3HAHUSl — TaK Ha-
3bIBaEMOI'0 «OHTOJIOTUYECKOTO JepeBa», COCTOSILIEro
M3 eCTeCTBEHHBIX KJIAaCCOB, Ha KOTOpbIe JIIOJU UHTYU-
TUBHO JIeJIIT OKPY>XaIIHUi MUP. JKCIIEpUMEHTHI, IPO-
BeZleHHble KellyioM, mokasanu Haauudue psiga peHome-
HOB B KOTHUTHBHOU apXUTEKType YesioBeka'?. [lepBbIi
Y3 HUX 3aKJII0YAeTCs B TOM, UTO OJHH KJIacChl KaXKyTCs
HaM «eCTeCcTBeHHee» JpYyruX: HanpuMep, kjaacc «b», co-
crosmi us nogkaaccos JINAW, PACTEHUSA u )KUBOT-
HBIE, BbITISOAUT «00Jiee eCTeCTBEHHBIM», YeM KJiacc
«A», o6pa3oBaHHbIl nogkaaccamu JIIOAU, JKUJKOCTHU
u UNCJIA. BropbiM peHOMEHOM CTajla «eCTeCTBEH-
HOCTb» MpPeJUKATOB, O3HAuYawIlasi, YTO OJHU COYeTa-
HUSl NPEeAUKATOB C KOHKPETHBIM KJACCOM KaXKyTCs
eCTeCTBEHHbIMU (HAMpUMeEpP, «MEPTBBIM KPOJIUK»),
TOr/la KaK Jpyrue — «aHOMaIuu» — MPOCTO He UMEIT
cMbIcia (HanpuMep, «MepTBbIM JjoM»). Takue «aHOMa-
JIUU» SIBJISIIOTCS] HApyllleHUeM «KOTHUTUBHBIX OIPaHU-
YeHUI», T.e. UHTYULHUI B OTHOLIEHUU UMILIALUTHBIX
OHTOJIOTUYeCKHUX KaTeropuil, a umMeHHo ABCTPAKT-
HbIX OBBbEKTOB, COBBITUH, YKUJKOCTEN, HEOAY-
IIEBJIEHHBIX OBBEKTOB, PACTEHUM, YXUBOTHbBIX
u JIIOJIEM*. Eie ofuH BaXKHBIH MOMEHT, Ha KOTOpBIN
ykasbiBaeT Keils, cOCTOUT B HECOOTBETCTBUMU OHTO-
JIOTUYECKOT0 JiepeBa peajlbHOU CTPYKType MUpa: MUD
YCTPOEH TaK, YTO MHOTHE peHOMeHbI BBIXOJSAT 3a paM-
KU KOTHUTHUBHbBIX OTPAaHUYEHUH U C TPY/JIOM MOAAA0TCS
KOHIlenTyaau3auuu. TeMm He MeHee UMEHHO KOTHUTUB-
Hble OrpaHUYEHHs B CyLeCTBEHHON Mepe YCKOPSIOT U
006JieryaroT npoliecc Hay4yeHus1, o6ecrnedrBasi CX0CTBO
HallUX KOHUENTYaJbHbIX CUCTEM WU Hafessisi HOBble
JAJIs1 Hac MOHSATHUS WHepeHIMaJbHbIM MOTEHIIUAIOM
(momyctuM, 3Has1, 4TO «X — TOJIOAHbBIN», MOXHO aBTO-
MaTHYEeCKU 3aKJIUYUThb, YTO X — 3TO )KUBOTHOE, Y HEro
ecTh Macca M 11BeT). TakuM 06pa3oM, KOTHUTHBHbIE
OTpaHWYeHUs] JUMUTHUPYIOT KJ1acC BO3MOXHbIX THIIO-
Te3 OTHOCHUTEJIbHO KaKOH-JIM00 U3 06J1acTeN 3HAHUA U
B KOHEYHOM CueTe PUBOASAT K N0SIBJIEHUI0 «paMOYHbIX
TEOpUI» — UHTYUTUBHBIX IPEeJCTaBAeHUN 06 OKpyXa-

2 Be3ycnoBHO, 3KcIepuMeHTH Keila He OBUIM IIepBBIMU:

OH CaM yKasblBaeT Ha aHAJIOTMYHbIE UCC/IENOBAHNUS B 06IacTI
HAVMBHBIX 3THOOMOMOTMYECKNX TAKCOHOMMIL, peaan3OBaHHBIE
B 1960-1970-x rr. b. Bepmuuom, 0. Xansom n 3. Pom. Cwm.:
Keil EC. Semantic and Conceptual Development: An Ontological
Perspective. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1979.
P. 50-56.

13 Jdem.P. 4.
4 Tbid. P. 4-35.
15 Ibid. P. 165-170.
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I0lleM MHpe, KOTOPbIMU MBI PYKOBOJCTBYeMCsl B IIO-
BCEeJHEBHOM XKU3HM®.

Onupasce Ha OTKpPBITUS B chepe ecTeCTBEHHOH
kaTeropusauuy, Ilackane Byale BBOAUT NOHATHE
«UHTYUTUBHON OHTOJIOTMUY», BKJIOYaOLled B cebs
Takhe oHToJioru4eckue obsactu kak PUINYECKUE
OBBEKTDBI, APTE®AKTHI, ) KUBOTHBIE (3a uckiio-
yeHueM «iaogen»), PACTEHUA u JIMYHOCTHUY. Kak
u Keiis, oH mpefnosiaraeT, 4To KaXk/Jas U3 HUX CTPYK-
TypUpOBaHa HHTYUTHUBHBIMHM OXHUJAHUSAMHU IO OT-
HOIIEHHI0 K BEPOATHBIM COCTOSIHUSAM M HEKOTOPbIM
Kay3aJIbHbIM CBOMCTBaM BXOJSAIIUX B Hee 0OBEKTOB,
B KaKOH-TO Mepe He3aBUCUMBIMHU OT CTPYKTYpHUPYIO-
IIUX NPUHLIUINOB JPYrUx 06/acTed. ITU NMPUHLHUIbI
00pasyoT UMIVTMIUTHbIE KUHTYUTUBHbBIEY, UJIU «HAU-
BHbIe», TEOPUHU, UTPalOIIMe KJIIOUEBYIO pOJIb B pa3BU-
THUH 60Jiee NO3JHUX IKCIIMLUTHBIX perpe3eHTanui e,
[IpuMepoM MOAOGHBIX TEOPUH O MUPe («MeHTaJbHBIX
WHCTPYMEHTOB» B TepMUHOJIOTHH Bapperral’) siBus-
I0TCSl TPY CHeLUaTu3UPOBAHHBIX 06J1aCTU UHTYUTHUB-
HOM OHTOJIOTMHU: HauBHas $U3MKa, OTBeyawrolas 3a
6a30Bble UHTYULUU O SIBJEHUSAX GU3UYECKOU peasib-
HOCTH, HAaWBHasl 6MOJIOTUS — HAGOp UHTYULUHN 0 6UO-
JIOTUYECKHX XapaKTepPUCTHUKAX >KUBbIX OPraHU3MOB U
HauBHas NICUXO0JIOTHS, UM TeOPUs NCUXUYECKOTO, T.e.
COBOKYIIHOCTb UHTYMLUN O NMOBeJeHUU APYyTUX Ha-
JleJIeHHBbIX CO3HAHHUEM CylecTB. IMeHHO 3TH Teopuu
$OpMHUpPYIOT HAllM MHTYUTUBHbIE OXHJAHUA B OT-
HOIlIEHWH Pa3/IMYHbIX NOHATHUH, T.e. UX «Kay3aJibHble
cXeMbl», 6€3 KOTOPbIX MpoYre JOMYIleH!sl O JaHHbIX
MOHATHAX He UMeIOT CMbIc/a (IpUBeJeM caMblii IoMny-
JaspHbli y Byaite npumep - noHstue KOT: Mbl UHTYU-
TUBHO I10JIaraeM, 4YTO KOTaM Hy»Ha MUILA, TOTOMY 4TO
’KUBOTHBIE OT roJIoZia yMUparT U T.4.) 2°. Takue «kay-

16 Idem. Constraints on Knowledge and Cognitive Development
/I Psychological Review. 1981. Vol. 88/3. P. 215.

7 Byaile BapbUpyeT 3TOT CIIMCOK, BK/IIOYash B HETO, B 4acT-
nHocty, kateropmu COBBITVA n ABCTPAKTHBIE OBTLEK-
TBI win rpynmupys PACTEHM u JXVMBOTHBIE B o6miyio
kareropuio JKVIBBIE CYIIECTBA. Cm.: Boyer P. What Makes
Anthropomorphism Natural: Intuitive Ontology and Cultural
Representations // The Journal of the Royal Anthropological
Institute. 1996. Vol. 2/1. P. 84.

'8 Idem. Cognitive Constraints on Cultural Representations:
Natural Ontologies and Religious Ideas // Mapping the Mind:
Domain Specificity in Cognition and Culture. P. 401.

1 Cwm.: Barrett J.L. Cognitive Science of Religion: Looking Back,
Looking Forward. P. 231.

% Boyer P. The Naturalness of Religious Ideas: A Cognitive
Theory of Religion. Berkeley: University of California Press, 1994.
P. 68-124.
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3aJIbHbIE CXEMBbI», BO-NIEPBBIX, NPe/CTaBIEHb] yKe Ha
CaMbIX paHHHUX 3Talax KOHLENTYaJbHOTO pPa3BUTHA
Y, BO-BTODBIX, JIeXKaT B OCHOBe INPOLeCCOB YCBOEHUs
HOBOT'O 3HaHM#, a 3HAYUT, UHTYUTHBHbIE «TEOPUUY,
M3HayaJbHO CTPYKTYpUpPOBaHHble «KBa3UTeOpETHU-
YeCKMMH» JONYLIEHUSAMH O KadecTBax Pas3HBIX OH-
TOJIOTUYECKUX 006/1acTel, NPeBOCXOAAT KOHKPETHYIO
NOCTYNAWILYI0 B ONbITe WHPOPMALMI0O M BJUsSHUE
KYJIbTYPHOU cpefbi®h.

B aTOM cMbIc/e pesiMrvo3Hble MOHATHSA, OYAYIH
Pa3sHOBUJHOCTBIO MOHATUHN B NPUHIMIIE, TOXe Orpa-
HAYeHbl UHTYMTUBHOM OHTOJIOTHEN U BBIXOJAT 3a
npejesabl KyabTypHoU crnenudukd. C KOTHUTHBHOU
TOYKM 3peHMs], Kak noJaraeT byaiie, peqnruosHble
NOHAITHS SIBJISIIOTCS 4acCThIO penepTyapa CBepxbecTe-
CTBEHHBIX NOHATHUH, KOTOPble XapaKTePHbI He TOJIbKO
JLJIS1 PEJIMTMO3HBIX CUCTEM, HO TaKKe BCTPeYaloTcs B
daHTa3MAX, CHOBU/IEHUAX, CKa3KaxX U T.Il. TeM He MeHee
CBepXbeCTeCTBEHHbIE pelpe3eHTallUN paJUKaJIbHbIM
06pa3oM OTIHMYaATCA OT cdepbl 00bIJEHHOTO ONbITA
TeM, YTO COYeTaloT B cebe JjBa MOMEeHTA: BO-NePBBLIX,
OHU COJlepXKaT SKCIIMLUTHBIE («HECXeMaTHYeCKHE)
HapylleHUsd UHTYUTHUBHBIX OXXWUJAHUH, T.e. ABJISAIOTCA
«KOHTPUHTYUTUBHBIMH»; BO-BTOPbIX, OHU HMILJIH-
LIJUTHO aKTUBUPYIOT (GOH HeHapylLIeHHbIX «aBTOMa-
THUYECKUX» OKUJAHUH, CYIUTAIOLINXCS BEPHBIMU B OT-
HOIIEHWH OHTOJIOTMYeCKOW KaTeropuu KOHKDPeTHOM
penpeseHTauuu. UMeHHO onpejesieHHOe coyeTaHuUe
HecxeMaTH4YeCKUX KOHTPUHTYUTHUBHBIX U CXeMaTHu4e-
CKUX MHTYUTHUBHBIX 4epT 06pa3yeT, 1o MHeHUIo Byaiie,
«KOTHUTHUBHBIA (MM MHEMOHHUYECKUN) ONTHUMYM»
- 6aJlaHC MeXx/ly NpUBJeKawllell BHUMaHUe «CTPaH-
HOCTbIO» MOHATHSA (32 CYET NepPBOr0 MOMEHTA) U ero
MHepeHLMaIbHbIM NOTEHLUAJIOM (32 CYeT BTOPOro
MOMEeHTa), 06ecrneYnBaIUi BbICOKUH «Il0Ka3aTesb
BBDKMBAEMOCTHU» JAHHOTO MOHATHUS B MPOLecce KyJb-
TypHOU TpaHcMuccuu?’, TakuM 06pa3oM, ycHellHble
peJIuruo3Hble MOHATHUA [OJDKHBI ObITb «MUHUMaJlb-
HO KOHTPUHTYUTUBHbIMU» (MKHU), u psapx smnupude-
CKHUX HMCC/e[J0BaHUI NOJTBepXxJaeT runotesy byaiie:

2 Idem. What Makes Anthropomorphism Natural. P. 84-87.
Be3yc/oBHO, y MOHATUIT MOXeT OBITh MHOXKECTBO «HECXEMaTM-
gecknx» 4ept (rak, pernpesenrarysi KOT Hecer momomHmrens-
HYI0 MH)OPMAIIO BPOJie «KOTbI MeHee “IPY>KeT00HbI, 4eM CO-
6axn»), 0OBSICHAILINX Ky/IbTYPHO-CIIEN(PUYHYIO YACTh HAIIUX
sHaHuit. Cm.: Idem. The Naturalness of Religious Ideas. P. 69-71.

22 Idem. Evolution of the Modern Mind and the Origins of
Culture: Religious Concepts as a Limiting-Case // Evolution and
the Human Mind: Modularity, Language and Meta-Cognition /
Ed. by P. Carruthers, A. Chamberlain. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, 2000. P. 100-109.
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B nesom MKHU-npencraBieHUs1 okasbIBalOTCs GoJjiee
>KU3HECMOCOOHBIMU IO CPABHEHHUIO C OOBIYHBIMU HJIU
MPOCTO «CTPAHHBIMU» UHTYUTUBHBIMU NpeJCcTaBJie-
HUSIMU Y NIpeICTaBJIEHUSMH, COAEePKALIMMU 60JIbIIOE
KOJINYECTBO HAapyIIeHHbIX UHTYUI[UI?,

YpoBeHb «ecTeCTBEHHOI peIurum»
WUJIU «II0YeMy JIIOAM BEPAT B TO, BO YTO
BepUTb He JO/DKHBI»

UTtak, Byalie yTBepJaeT, YTO «yCIelIHbIe» PeJUTU-
03Hble NOHATHS, KaK U CBepX'beCTeCTBeHHbIe IOHATHSA
B L|eJIOM, COOTBETCTBYIOT ONpe/ieJIeHHOMY LIaGJIOHY,
npejoJjaramlleMy cjlefylolile TPU NyHKTa:

1) ykasaHMe Ha NPUHAAJIEKHOCTb K ONpeJieleHHON
MHTYUTHBHOM KaTeropuy;

2) 3KCIUIMLUTHAs penpeseHTalys JUb60 a) Hapylle-
HUSA peJIeBAaHTHBIX 3TOM KaTeropuu MHTYHULUH,
JM60 6) «epeHoca» HAa Hee UHTYHUIMH, CBSI3aH-
HBIX C Ipyroil KaTeropuew;

3) cB#3b c (HEHapyLIeHHbIMU) pesieBaHTHBIMU JlaH-
HOM KaTeropuu UHTYULUAMHU.

Kpome Toro, pesurvosHble NOHATUA NpejroJa-
raloT JiBa [I0NOJHUTEe/NbHbIX MOMEHTA (M B 3TOM, CyAs
1o BceMy, Byaile BUAUT UX OT/IMUME OT BCETO CIEKTpa
CBepXbeCTeCTBEHHBIX NOHSATHH), a UMEHHO:

4) [ONOJIHUTeNbHass  KYJbTYpHO-ceLHpuyecKas
3HIMKJIONeANYecKasi UHopMaLus;

5) Jekcuueckoe Ha3BaHHE?*.

KakyTBepxaeT Byaiie, IpUuNHBI UHTPAKY/ABTYP-
HOM yCTOMYHUBOCTU U KPOCC-KYJbTYPHON pEeKYppPEHT-
HOCTH KaKOT0-JIM00 MOHATUSA 3aKJIHYAITCA UMEHHO
B CTPYKTYpe JaHHoro mabsoHa. CiefoBaTe/bHO, pas-
HOOOpasve TUIOB «YCHEIIHbIX» PeJUTHO3HbIX OHTO-

»  Cwm., HanpuMmep: Boyer P, Ramble C. Cognitive Templates
for Religious Concepts: Cross-Cultural Evidence for Recall of
Counter-Intuitive Representations // Cognitive Science. 2001.
Vol. 25. P. 535-564.

OrMeTnM, 9TO He BCe NCCIEOBAHN JAIOT Of{HO3HAYHBIE Pe3y/Ib-
TAThI: TAaK, OBUIO BBIAB/IEHO, 4T0 MKVI-nOHATIA 06/1afaloT mpe-
VIMYIIeCTBOM HaJ MHTYUTUBHBIMY ¥ MaKCHMaIbHO KOHTPUHTY-
UTMBHBIMM HOHATHAMM [PV OTCPOYEHHOM BOCIIOMHHAHMNH, HO
YCTYHAIOT MOHATUAM, HapyLUIAIOUMM KyIbTYPHbIE MHTYMUIIUU
(«cremoit BOpUTENDb», «HETPAMOTHBIA y4uTeIb» M T.L.). CM.:
Porubanova-Norquist M. et al. Minimal-Counterintuitiveness
Revisited: Effects of Cultural and Ontological Violations on
Concept Memorability // Journal for the Cognitive Science of
Religion. 2013. Vol. 1/2. P. 181-192.

# Boyer P, Ramble C. Cognitive Templates for Religious
Concepts: Cross-Cultural Evidence for Recall of Counter-
Intuitive Representations // Cognitive Science. 2001. Vol. 25.
P. 537.
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JIOTUH He CTOJIb BEJHKO, TOCKOJIbKY, BO-NEPBLIX, UH-
TYUTHUBHbIE OHTOJIOTUH OXBAaTbIBAIOT OTPaHUYEHHBbIN
psL KaTeropui, CBI3aHHbIX C HUMU HHTYULUHA U Ha-
pyLIAOLIMX UX JONYILEeHUH, a BO-BTOPbIX, HE BCe HApY-
IIeHUs] COBMECTUMBI C COXpaHEHHEM Ga30BbIX UHTYU-
IIUH 0 TOM MJIM UHOM OHTOJIOrHYECKOH KaTeropuu?. B
nesoM Byaite HacuuTbIBaeT 15 BO3MOXXHBIX Pa3HOBUJ-
HOCTeH peJIMrMO3HbIX KOHTPUHTYUTHUBHBIX OHATUH,
o6pa3yeMbIxX MaTpULel U3 NATH NEPBUYHBIX OHTOJIO-
IrMYeCKUX KaTeropui U Tpex o6s1acTeil HHTYUTUBHOTO
3HaHusA (cM. Ta6bauna 1)26.

Be3yc/i0BHO, He Bce U3 3THUX NOHATUH 06/1aJa10T
OJJMHAKOBOM «KYJbTYPHOU BBIHOCJIMBOCTBIO»: OHA Ha-
NpSAMYI0 3aBUCUT OT HUX MHQEepeHLHAJbHOrO0 U Kay-
3aJIbHOr0 NMoTeHIMana. Haubosiee »U3HECIOCOGHBIMHY,
a cJefloBaTe/bHO, U PacpOCTPAaHEHHBIMY, 110 CJI0BaM
Byaiie, IBASIOTCA penpe3eHTalUY, COXpAHSOLINe HH-
TYULIUH B OTHOIIEHUU TEOPHUH IICHXUYECKOT0, a UMEH-
Ho: 1) IMYHOCTH c HapyuleHMeM UHTYULUH B 06.a-
ctu dusuky, 2) JIMYHOCTU c HapylLieHHeM UHTYULUN
B o6s1actu 6uosioruu U 3) APTEDAKTHI c nepeHocoMm us
06/1acTU UHTYUTUBHOM ncuxosioruu?’. boJiee Toro, Kak
HoKasaJ psJ, SMIUPUYECKUX HCCIeJOBAaHUH, MHEMO-
HUYeCKoe MPEUMYILECTBO XapaKTepHO AJIs perpe3eH-
TalMd MHTEHLMOHAJbHBIX areHTOB, YTO 00bACHAETCS
crnenlpuyeckol 0COGEHHOCTBIO JJAHHOW OHTOJIOTHYe-
CKOY KaTeropuu: BO-NePBbIX, ar€HThI CIIOCOGHBI BbI3bI-
BaTb pa3/IMYHble COOBITHS; BO-BTOPBIX, KPYT 3TUX CO-
OBITUI CyIIleCTBEHHO pacLIMPSIETCS B TOM CJIy4ae, eCJIy
areHThbl 06JIaJAI0T «CBEPXCIOCOGHOCTAMM», T.e. KOH-
TPUHTYUTUBHBIMU KadecTBaMH (BCeBeJeHHEM, CIIO-
COOGHOCTBIO IPOXOAUTh CKBO3b CTEHBI U T.A.)*. KoHeu-
HO, MEHee «BbIHOCJIMBbIE» IOHATHUS TaKXKe MOTYT CTaTh
BeCbMa PAaCHPOCTPAHEHHBIMU IPU HAJIUYUU JPYTHX
$aKTOpOB: MPUMEPOM TAKOBBIX SIBJASIOTCS 3JUTAPHbIE
$OpMBI pesIMTMO3HbIX pelpe3eHTaluH, epejaolyecs

»  Boyer P. Evolution of the Modern Mind and the Origins of
Culture. P. 102.

% Cwm.: Idem. Religious Ontologies and the Bounds of Sense: A
Cognitive Catalogue of the Supernatural. (URL: http://ontology.
buffalo.edu/smith/courses01/rrtw/Boyerhtm (mara o6pae-
Hust: 14.07.14)). Cp.: Barrett J.L. The Naturalness of Religious
Concepts: An Emerging Cognitive Science of Religion // New
Approaches to the Study of Religion / Ed. by P. Antes et al. Vol. 2.
Berlin: Walter de Gruyter, 2004. P. 410.

¥ Boyer P. Religious Ontologies and the Bounds of Sense: A
Cognitive Catalogue of the Supernatural. (URL: http://ontology.
buffalo.edu/smith/courses01/rrtw/Boyer.htm (gaTa obparmenmus:
14.07.14)).

% Cwm.: Idem. What Makes Anthropomorphism Natural. P. 94;
Barrett J.L. The Naturalness of Religious Concepts. P. 409.

1609

[Ipu yumupoeaHuu amoti cmamwvu ccblaka Ha doi 06513amebHa

© NOTA BENE (OO0 «HBb-Meauna») www.nbpublish.com



© NOTA BENE (OO0 «HBb-Meauna») www.nbpublish.com

®unocodus u kynprypa 11(83) « 2014

Tabauya 1.
IIpyMep MaTpULbI KOHTPUHTYUTUBHBIX NOHATHH (Ha ocHoBaHMM Boyer P. Religious
Ontologies and the Bounds of Sense: A Cognitive Catalogue of the Supernatural).
(IT) - nepenoc oxxupauuii; (H) — HapyleHHe 0XXKUJAHUH.
OHTOJIOTUYeCcKHe HapymeHuss MHTYUTHBHOTO 3HaHUS B 06J1aCTH
KaTeropuu TCHXO0JIOTUH 6H0JI0TUH $usuku
JIMYHOCTH 30M0OM = JIMYHOCTH, JIUILIEHHbIE CO- Boru = 6eccmepTHbIe Jyxu = HeBuauMbie
3HaTesibHOrO onbiTa (H) augHocTH (H) sudHoctH (H)
YKUBOTHLIE OpepkuMblie }KUBOTHbIE (H) Xumepsl (H) HeBupumele xxuBoTHbIe (H)
PACTEHUA PacteHnus, o6s1agaromue gymoi (I1) | BeccmeptHoe pactenue (I1) | HeBuaumoe pacrenue (H)
[MPUPOJIHBIE [IpupoaHble 06'bEKTHI, HaZleJIEHHbIE Abimaniye ropsi (I1) Jletarouiue octpoBa (H)
OBBEKThI cos”aHnueM (I1)
APTE®AKThI Capramue cratyu (I1) Jbimamue cratyu (I1) HeBuguMble pyKOTBOpHBIE
06bekThI (H)

B IIpoliecce CreluaJbHOro 006y4yeHHUs] U XapaKTepHble
JUIsl PeJINTHO3HBIX «CIeLaJUCTOB», HO 3a4acCTylO WrI-
HOpHpyeMble B HAPOAHOH Ky/AbTypeZ.

CaMa no ce6e cnoco6HOCTb pacno3HaBaTh areH-
TOB U NPOMU3BOJMMble UMHU JAeHCTBUS Ype3BbIYANHO
Ba)XKHa /JJIs Hallero BbDKUBAHUA: mo cjaoBaM T.Jloy-
COHa, KaK pebeHOK MOHUMaeT, YTO TOJIbKO MaMa, a He
xJIeOHUIA, MOXeT JOCTaBUTb HY>KHble pecypchl, Tak
HalllK Jja/leKye NpeiKK JO/DKHbBI ObLIM OTJIWYATh Jieo-
napja ot 6peBHa, YTOOBI He CTaTb 06e/10M [1J/14 Jieonap-
Ja*. k. BappeTT cuuTaeT JJaHHYI0 CIOCOGHOCTB ellle
OJlHUM «MeHTaJbHbIM HMHCTPYMEHTOM» W Ha3bIBaeT
ee «TUIepCeHCUTUBHBIM MeXaHHW3MOM OOHapy>KeHUs
areHTHOCTU» (hypersensitive agency detection device,
I'MOA): oHa JelCTBUTENbHO SBJSETCS «TUIEepPCEeHCU-
TUBHOM» WUJIM «TUIIEPAKTUBHON» (OMSATH Ke, 6be3omac-
Hee NlepenyTaTb GPEBHO CJleonap/AoM, UeM HA060poT),
a NOTOMY B CUTyallusX HeoNpeseJeHHOCTH MOCTyMna-
IOLIMX NepLeNnTUBHBIX CTUMYJIOB NPOU3BOAUT Bepo-
BaHUA B HEBUJMMBIX, Kay3UPYIOLIMX NPOUCXOAALIMeE
coGbITUSL areHToB*!. bappeTT onucbIBaeT 3TOT Mexa-
HU3M CJeJylolUM o6pa3oM. Koraa Mbl cTalkuBaeMcs
C HEKHMM 00'beKTOM, IIOBeJleHue KOTOPOro HapyliaeT
WHTYUTHUBHYI0 QU3UKY (MY, HAUMHAOUIMN KaTUTbCSA
caM 1o cebe) WM KaKeTCs UHTEeHIMOHAJbHBIM (MOJI-

»  Cwm.: Boyer P. Evolution of the Modern Mind and the Origins
of Culture. P. 104.

% Lawson E. T. Psychological Perspectives on Agency //
Religion in Mind: Cognitive Perspectives on Religious Belief,
Ritual, and Experience / Ed. by J. Andresen. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 2001. P. 145.

' Cwm.: Barrett]. L. Exploring the Natural Foundations of
Religion. P.31; Idem. Why Would Anyone Believe in God?
Lanham: Alta Mira Press, 2004. P. 33.
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HUS, YAApUBLIas B KAKOU-TO KOHKpeTHbIN AoM), TMOA
pervcTpupyeT NPUCYyTCTBUE areHTHOCTH U, aHaJIU3U-
pys uHdopMaLro, COOpaHHYI0 OT JPYTUX «MeHTaJlb-
HbIX MHCTPYMEHTOB», IIBITAETCSl YCTAHOBUTDH areHTa,
OTBETCTBEHHOI'O 3a JJaHHOe noBeJeHUe. Eciu xe Ta-
KOBOM He obHapyxuBaeTcs, [MOA 3anyckaeT aTpu-
OyLMI0 BCeX KauyeCcTB, KOTOpble aBTOMAaTHYeCKH Ipo-
U3BOJUT TeOpHs NCUXUYECKOro, CaMOMy 00bekTy (U
TOIZla Mbl TOBOPUM U CJIBIIIKM $pasbl Bpoje «TYNou
KOMIIbIOTep!»), 60 ke u3ob6peTaeT «HEBUJUMOIO
areHTa», NPUBOJS K BO3HMKHOBEHHIO PEJUTHO3HBIX
HOHATHIZ

[Togo6HbIe uaen, HO B GoJiee paJuKaabHOU dop-
Me ObLIM BbICKa3aHbl aHTpomojoroM CToopaToM
laTpy, 3agBUBIIKMM, YTO Halla CIOCOOGHOCTb aHTPO-
noMop$uU3npoBaTh ABAAETCA HCTOYHUKOM IpeJCTaB-
JIeHUH 0 6orax M «06ILUM 3HaMeHaTeJeM peUTHI»:
OJJHHUM CJIOBOM, «PEeJIUTHUsI ecmb aHTPONOMOpGU3M»33,

32 Cwm.: Ibid. P. 33-34; Barrett J. L., Johnson A.H. The Role of
Control in Attributing Intentional Agency to Inanimate Objects
/1 Journal of Cognition and Culture 2003. Vol. 3/3. P. 208-217.
Teopus arpubynyu 6blna IpYMeHeHa K MCCTIeNOBAHUAM pPemu-
rum eute B 1970-1980-x rr., B YacTHOCTH, B paborax b. Crimnku un
€ro KOJIIer, IIPeIIONOKUBLINX, YTO aTPUOYTOP UCIIONb3YeT Hal-
6o7ee IPUTOHYIO CMBICTIOBYIO CYICTEMY M 0OpalllaeTcsl K MeHee
IIPUTOIHBIM aIbTEPHATUBAM — B TOM 4IC/IE K PEIUTMO3HOI aTpu-
Oyumnu — TOTfa, KOIa OObsICHEeHNe, BO3HUKAIOLee U3 IepBOil
CMBIC/IOBOJI CHCTEMBI, SIBIACTCA HEYAOBNIETBOPUTENbHBIM. CM.:
Spilka B. et al. A General Attribution Theory for the Psychology
of Religion // Journal for the Scientific Study of Religion, 1985.
Vol. 24. P. 1-20.

% C rouku 3penus [aTpu, B 5TOM CMBIC/IE BCE XMBOTHbIE SB-
JIAKTCA «aHMMUCTaMI», TaK KaK MM CBOVICTBEHHO anI/I6yT]/I-
PpoBaTb areHTHOCTb HEOAYIIEBIEHHBIM IIp€AMETaM I COOBITH-
aM. Cm.: .Guthrie S. E. Animal Animism: Evolutionary Roots
of Religious Cognition // Current Approaches in the Cognitive
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OnHaKO CTOMT MMeThb B BUJY, YTO ecau ['aTpu cuuTa-
eT JJaHHYI0 aBTOMaTHYeCKyl0 yCTaHOBKY abCOJIIOTHO
HHTYUTUBHON», TO C TOYKU 3pEHUsS] NPUBEPKEHIEB
«CTaHAApPTHOU mporpamMmbl» B KP aHTponomopdusm
M aHUMHU3M HOCAT «eCTeCTBEHHBIH», HO KOHTPUHTY-
WTUBHBINA xapakTep®’. [Ipessarasg oTiM4YaTh «aHTPO-
noMopdu3M» OT «areHTHOCTU» B KayeCTBe 3BPUCTHU-
YeCKUX KOHCTPYKTOB, /Ix. BappeTT BBOAUT rumnoresy
«TOTOBHOCTH», yTBEPXKAasi, YTO C CAMOI'0 pAHHETO JIeT-
CTBa JIIOJU 06J1alal0T HEOOXOAUMBIMHA MeXaHU3MaMHU
(B ToM uucne yxxe ynoMssHyTbiM 'MOA) a1 paboThl
c 6oJlee LIMPOKOH KaTeropueil MHTEHLHOHAJbHBIX
areHToB>. AHTponoMopdu3sanus 0Ka3bIBAETCsl JHUILIb
cleACcTBUEM sBJIEHUWs, HasBaHHoro bappeTToM H
KeilloM «TeoJsiorMueckoll KOpPpPEKTHOCTbIO» — COCY-
LleCTBOBaHHWEM /[IByX MapaJ/lieJbHbIX YpOBHeH pe-
Npe3eHTAlUU PeJIMTHO3HBbIX NMOHATUH, 00pa3yoLux
KOHTHHYYM «abCTPaKTHOCTH» WJIU «KOTHUTUBHOMU
CIOKHOCTU». JTOT KOHTHUHYYM HaxOLUTCS MeXAy
JIByMs MOJIIOCAaMH: MOJIIOCOM TeO0JIOrMYecKUX MOCTY-
JIATOB TOU UM UHOW PeJIUTM03HON TpaAULUH, Ipej-
CTaBJIEHHBIM abCTPAaKTHBIMU U CI0XHBIMHY, T.e. 60J1ee
3HEeproeMKHMH NPU KOTHUTUBHON 06paboTKe MOHS-
THUSMH, U TI0JIIOCOM HAaWUBHOTO MHTYUTHBHOIO 3HAHMUH,
COCTOSIIIETO0 U3 «6a30BbIX», 60Jiee MPOCThIX U MeHee
3aTpaTHbBIX PEJUTMO3HBIX NOHATUI. B yci0BUAX J1o-
MOJTHUTEJbHON KOTHUTUBHOM Harpy3Ku CJI0XHbIe Te-
oJIoTHYeCKUe MOHATHUSA MOJBepralTcs YIpOILeHHIo —
CUCTeMaTH4yecKoW JAedopMalUM  XapaKTepPUCTHK,
NpUBOJSILEN K MOHATHUAM, B OoJiblled Mepe Halo-
MHUHAOUIMM 6a30Bble OHTOJIOTMYECKHE HWHTYHULUHY.
Cnenysa noruke bappertra, [x. CsI0oyH Ha3blBaeT AaH-
Hblil peHOMEH «Te0J0THYEeCKON HEKOPPEKTHOCTbIO» —
«eCTecTBeHHbIM N0O0YHBIM NPOAYKTOM» Halled Kor-

Science of Religion / Ed. by I. Pyysidinen, V. Anttonen. London:
Continuum, 2002. P. 38-39.

* CM. guckycemio 1o jgaHHomy Bompocy Mmexay C. Tatpu u
IT. Byaite: Idem. Why Gods? A Cognitive Theory // Religion in
Mind: Cognitive Perspectives on Religious Belief, Ritual, and
Experience. P. 94-101; Boyer P. What Makes Anthropomorphism
Natural. P. 83-92.

*  Richert R.A.,, Barrett J.L. Do You See What I See? Young
Children’s Assumptions about God’s Perceptual Abilities //
The International Journal for the Psychology of Religion. 2005.
Vol. 15/4. P. 285-286.

% Barrett ].L., Keil E Conceptualizing a Nonnatural Entity:
Anthropomorphism in God Concepts // Cognitive Psychology.
1996. Vol. 31. P.219-247; Barrett J.L. Theological Correctness:
Cognitive Constraint and the Study of Religion // Method &
Theory in the Study of Religion. 1999. Vol. 11. P. 326-327.

¥ Idem. The Naturalness of Religious Concepts. P. 403.

HUTUBHOH apXUTEKTYpPhl, OODBACHSAIOIMM, MNOYEMY
JIIOAY MOTYT COBepIIATh «OLIHUOKU» (10 KpaiiHell Mepe
C TOYKHU 3peHus1 0QULHAIBHOIO YYEHHUsI) B PeJIUTHO3-
HOM MbILIJIEHUH, IPYObIMU CJI0BaMHU, «II0YEMY JIIOAU
BepST B TO, BO UTO BEPUTH HE JJOKHBINS,

[IpoBesenHble bappeTToM U ero KoJujieraMu 3Kc-
HEPUMEHTHI CpeJy MpeAcTaBUTesed pa3IuYHbIX pe-
JIMTUO3HBIX TPpaAguLul (B yacTHocTH, B UHum u CIIA)
HOATBEPJUJIN 3TY FMIIOTE3Y: UX NIPeCcTaBIeHus 0 60-
rax B OTCYTCTBHUH [JONIOJTHUTEJbHOH KOTHUTUBHOHN Ha-
IPY3KH COZieprKaii 60JIbIIoe KOJUIECTBO HapyLIeHU I
6a30BbIX UHTYUIUH, TOra KaK B peXXUMe peaJbHOTo
MBIIJIEHHs], HAIPaBJEHHOTO Ha OBICTpOe pelieHue
3aZia4, 3TU IOHSATHS, HE3AaBUCHUMO OT UX KYJABTYp-
HOU crnenudUKH, MNpUOOpeTasM aHTpomnoMopdHbIe
KayecTBa U CTAHOBUJIUCb MHUHUMAJbHO KOHTPHUHTY-
UTHUBHBIMU (TaK, XpHUCTHAHCKOe IpeJCTaBJeHUE O
Be3JecyllleM W BHeBpeMeHHOM bore mnpuoGpeTtasno
YyeJIOBeYyeCKHe KayecTBa, Mpejnosaraiuiie Bo3MoX-
HOCTb eJVUHOBPEMEHHOT0 HaX0XAEeHHUS TOJIBKO B Of-
HOU MpoCTpaHCTBeHHOU Touke)*. C aHAJOrMYHBIMU
dbeHOMeHaMU Mbl CTaJKMBaeMcCs B JIOOOU peJIMruu:
OT ZIBYX YPOBHEH penpe3eHTalUH 0Lep>KUMOCTH y M0-
cnefoBaTesnei appo-6pa3uabCKUX KyJbTOB, 00yCI0B-
JIEHHBIX UHTYUTUBHBIM J[yaJU3MOM, BblpaKalol[HM-
Csl B €CTECTBEHHOM KOHUTHBHOM NpPHUHIHUIIE «OAUH
pa3yMm - ofHO Tesno»*’, 10 mepeHOca WHTYUTHUBHBIX
npeACTaBJIeHUH U3 00JIaCTU TEOPUHU IICUXUYECKOTO
Ha penpe3eHTaluu byabl v 6yA0BOCTH B HAPOJAHOM
oypausme’. [IocKoJIbKY B OCHOBHOM JIIOJU MBIC/SAT B
yCJOBUSIX KOTHUTUBHOH HarpyskH, paboTalollee co-
3HAaHUE PEeJIMTMO3HOr0 4YesoBeKa 6GOoJbIIed YacThio
MMeeT JIeJI0 He CO CJIOKHBIMU Te0JIOTMYeCKUMH KOH-
CTPYKTaMH: PeJIUrUsl KaK KOTHUTUBHBIA peHOMeH -
JPYTHUMU CJI0BaMH «HapOZHas», «KHWBasi» WJIHM, HaKo-
Hell, keCTeCTBEHHAasI» PeJIMTUsl — CMeIAeTCs K OJII0CY
TE0JIOTHYECKON HEKOPPEKTHOCTHU .

% Slone D.J. Op. cit. P. vii-viii, 122.

¥ Cwm., Hampumep: Barrett].L., Keil E Conceptualizing a
Nonnatural Entity: Anthropomorphism in God Concepts //
Cognitive Psychology. 1996. Vol. 31. P. 219-247.

% Cm.: Cohen E., Barrett J.L. Conceptualizing Spirit Possession:
Ethnographic and Experimental Evidence // Ethos. 2008.
Vol. 26/2. P. 246-267.

4 Cwm.: [Trocuaitnen V. BynnuaMm, penurus u nonarue «bor» //
Penurnosegueckue nccnemopaums. 2012, Ne 7-8. C. 137-154.

2 Cm.: Barrett].L. The Naturalness of Religious Concepts.
P. 402; Slone D.J. Op. cit. P. 121-122.

PasymeeTcs, maHHbIT (eHOMEH XapaKTepeH He TONBKO I pe-
JINTUN — OH ABJIAETCA HpHMI)IM CIIeaCTBUEM «HAaMBHBIX Teopm?[»,
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JJiIeMeHTbl eCTeCTBEHHOMH peJIUuruu:
NMo4YeMy «TPYAHO GbITH 60roM»

TakuM 06pasoM, 3STOT ypOBEHb — YPOBEHb «eCTECTBEH-
HOU peJIuruu» — 06pa3oBaH peKypPEeHTHBIMU U YCTOU-
YUBBIMM TNAaTTEPHAMH pPEJUTHO3HOTO MBIIJIEHUA C
JIOCTaTOYHO BBICOKMM «KO3)PUIIMEHTOM BbLKMBae-
MocTu». Beipaxkasicb cioBamMu Pobepta Makkosid, B
npoliecce KyJbTypHOro oT6opa Mbl CTaJIKHBaeMcs C
TeM, YTO «HEKOTOpPbIe pelpe3eHTal il B 0COOEHHOCTH
XOPOLIO AYMAaTb», TaK e KaK U «kHeKOTOpble NMPOAYK-
ThI B OCOGEHHOCTH X0POI1IO0 eCcTb»*®. B 0cO6eHHOCTH Ke
«XOpOILO JyMaTb», C TOYKH 3peHUs1 MakkoJiy, Te pe-
JINTHO3Hble pelnpe3eHTaluy, KoTopble 1) y3HaBaeMbl
Y NpHUBJEKAlOT BHHMaHUe, 2) JIeTKO 3allOMUHAIOTCH,
3) uMeroT QYHKIMOHAIBHBIN XapaKTep, T.e. IOMOTaIOT
JIOASIM B pelleHUHU IpobsieM (Kak oTMevaeT Byaile,
pelnpe3eHTalUsl BCEMOIYIEro, HO He UMeILIero HU
MaJlellllero npeAicTaBJeHUs O IPOUCXOJAIUX B MUpe
COOGBITUAX 6Ora XOTb U KOHTPUHTYWTHBHA, HO BPA[
JIU CMOXET BBIZIEPXKATb KYJIbTYpHBIN 0T6GOp*), 4) sAB-
JISTIOTCSI «KOHTardo3HbIMH» (YTO HENOCPeACTBEHHO
CBSI3aHO CO CIIOCOGHOCTBIO NpHBJIEKAaTb BHUMaHUe U
3alOMUHAThLCS), 5) MOTUBUPYIOT PEJUTHO3HOE MOBe-
JleHue, HallpaBJleHHOe Ha UX JaJIbHeHIyo TpaHCJd-
nui0*. k. BappeTT KOHKpeTU3UPYyeT JaHHBIH CIHCOK,
yTOUYHAA, YTO B NePBYI0 o4Yepe/b 3TO AOJKHBI OBbITh
penpe3eHTAallUM WHTEHLHOHA/JbHbIX areHTOB, 00Ja-
JAIOIIMX «CTPAaTErnyecKoi» i Hac UHopMalrel,
JleMICTBYIOIIMX B 4YeJIOBeYeCKOM MUpe U BIUAIOIINX Ha
Hallle CylLeCTBOBaHHWe — HMeHHO N03TOMY, Halpumep,
u3 Canta Kiayca nosyyaeTcst «1110X0M 60r»: OH He 06-
JlaZiaeT JleiCTBUTE/IbHO BaXKHOM /151 Hac UHGopMaIu-

OT BNMAHMA KOTOPBIX HE 3allMIEHO U HayyHoe 3HaHMe. Knac-
CUYEeCKMM IIPUMEPOM 3TOrO CTasl, 1o MHeHMIo J[x. Jlakodda,
onvcaunsiit 6uonorom C. [0yaoM CIOp MeX[y IpeAcTaBuUTe-
JIAMM [IBYX T€OPUIT 61OTIOTMYECKOI SBOMIOLUN — KIAAUCTAMU U
beHOTUIICTaMM, VICTIONb3YIOIVIMY Pa3Hble KPUTePUI TAKCOHO-
MU4ecKoit Kareropusanuu. Hepenko maHHble KpuTepun He Co-
BIIQfIAI0T, ¥ HEKOTOPbIE BUbI OKA3BIBAIOTCSA OIVDKE TO «K HOCO-
pory», To «k TyHIy». Kak ormMedaer Jlakodd, B KOHeUHOM cueTe
IIPMYMHOM IOXOOHBIX CIIOPOB SIBJIIETCS HAllla HaMBHAs TEOPH,
COITIACHO KOTOPOI CYIIIeCTBYET TONbKO OffHA BepHas O1omornye-
ckas takcoHomysA. Cm.: JTakogp ¢ k. XKeHIMHbI, OroHb ¥ omac-
Hble Bely: YTO KaTeropuy s3bIKa TOBOPAT HAM O MBIIIEHNN.
M.: THosuc, 2011. C. 164-167.

# McCauley R. N. Why Religion is Natural and Science is Not.
Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2011. P. 159.

“  Cwm.: Boyer P. Evolution of the Modern Mind and the Origins
of Culture. P. 100.

# McCauley R. N. Op. cit. P. 159-160.

1612

€el, ero esiTeJIbHOCTb OrpaHUYeHa HE3HAYUTEbHBIM

KaJIeHJapHBIM OTPE3KOM, a UMEIOIIMeCs Y Hero Kade-

CTBa He BIIOJIHE KOHTPUHTYUTHUBHBI'C.

B koHeuHOM cyeTe BappeTT nbITaeTcs BbIAEIUTD
KJIIOUEBble 3JIEMEHTbl «ECTECTBEHHOW PpEJIUTHH» —
AHaJIOTUYHBIHA eCTeCTBEHHOMY sI3bIKY Habop «Hepeod-
JIEKCUBHBIX», T.e. aBTOMAaTHUYECKUX U HHTYUTHUBHBIX
penpeseHTalMi, BBIPAKAWIMIMN pasJU4YHbIE ecTe-
CTBEHHble KOTHUTHUBHbIE TEHJAEHLUH, COZepKaTeb-
HO HaNoJIHfOLIYe HAllW NpejACTaBJeHUs 0 Gorax u
COOTBETCTBYIOLIME UM KOHLENTHI U NPaKTUKU. UTak,
«eCTeCTBEeHHasi peJIurusi», coriacHo bapperty, o6pa-
30BaHa CJAEJYIOIHUMHU «HepedJeKCUBHBIMU» KOMIIO-
HEHTaMHU:

e  3JIEMEHThI IPUPOLHOIO MUpPA LieJleHaNPaBJIEHHO
OpraHU30BaHbl HEKUM areHTOM UJIK areHTaMU Co
CBepx4esIoBeYECKUMHU CIIOCOOHOCTAMY;

e  INPUYMHOU NPOUCXOAALIUX B MUpPE COOBITUH SIB-
JISIIOTCSI HEBUAUMbIE areHThbl, OTVIMYHbIE OT JIIO-
JeH U ’KUBOTHBIX;

e y JIIOJEH eCTh BHYTPEHHUE HeTeJleCHble KOMIIO-
HEHTHI (CO3HaHUe, Aylia U T.1.);

e  MOpaJIbHbIE HOPMbI HOCAT lIEPMaHEHTHBIN Xapak-
Tep U He MOTYT GbITh U3MEHEHBI IaXKe 60TaMy;

e  MOpasIbHblE WM aMOpPasbHble MOCTYIKH NPHUBO-
JSIT COOTBETCTBEHHO K yZjaue WK HeyAaue;

e  HekoTOpble (OpPMBI PHUTYaJbHOTO0 MOBEJEHUS
(HanpuMep, OYUCTUTENbHBIE PUTYAJIbI) MOTYT 3a-
IIUTUTb OT HEBUJAUMOM ONIaCHOCTHU (B TOM YHCIIE
HCXOJs11lel OT 60TOB);

e  HEKOTOpble HaJieJleHHble areHTHOCTbIO KOMIIO-
HEHTHI YesoBeKa (CO3HaHUe, Aylla U T.J.) MOLYT
IpoJoJ/KaTh CBOE CYLIECTBOBAHHE IIOCJE €ro
CMepTH U 6e3 3eMHOT0 TeJla;

“ Tlo TeM e mapaMeTpam «6oramu» He ABIAOTCA 3yOHas de,
Muxkkn Mayc n xopmk Bymr: nepsas He obnapaer crpareru-
Yeckoil MH(QOpMaleil, BTOpoit He 06/lajjaeT CTpaTernveckoi
uHpopManuei, He JeIICTBYeT B Ye/IOBEYECKOM MUpE U He MOTH-
BUpPYeT TOBefleHMe, a Y MOC/EHEr0 OTCYTCTBYIOT KOHTPUHTY-
uTuBHbIe KadecTBa. CMm.: Barrett J. L. Why Santa Claus is Not a
God // Journal of Cognition and Culture. 2008. Vol. 8. P. 150-159.
Crout saMeTuTs, 4T0 Kputepun bapperra mobyannu Y.M. Ixep-
Bevica u [x. XeHpu4a MOCTaBUTD CIEAYIOINIL BOIPOC: OYEMY
MBI He BEPMM B «4y>KuX 60ros», Hampumep, B 3eBca? Kak mo-
nararor [xepseiic u Xenpud, bapperr ymyckaer us Bupy «KOH-
TEKCTHO-OPUEHTMPOBAHHOE OOydeHNUe», Urpaioliiee KIIIOUEeBYIO
POJIb B BBIPAOOTKE «MMMYHUTETa» K Bepe B «Iy)KUe» PeTUTNO3-
Hble penpesenranun. Cm.: Gervais W. M., Henrich J. The Zeus
Problem: Why Representational Content Biases Cannot Explain
Faith in Gods // Journal of Cognition and Culture. 2010. Vol. 10.
P. 383-389. Taxxe cM.: Cepruenko PA. «IIpo6mema Muxkn May-
ca» 1 «11po6eMa 3eBca» B COBPeMEHHOM KOTHUTYBHOM PeJIUTH-
oBegenun. C. 236-241.
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e  OOrHu SBJANTCS UHTEHLUOHAJIbHBIMU areHTaMH,
T.e. OHU MOTYT MBICJIUTB, XKeJaTh, 06/1a/jal0T Ha-
MepeHUsIMH U CBO6O/I01 BOJIY;

e OOrM He MOTYT CylLleCTBOBAaTb BHe BpeMEHU U
NPOCTPAHCTBA, JaXe eCJW OHU SIBJAIOTCA HEBU-
JUMBIMH UJIU 6€CCMEePTHBIMU;

e  6OrM B3aMMOJIEMCTBYIOT C NIPUPOJHBIM MUPOM U
JIIOJbMMU U B 11€JI0M NPOSIBJAIOT K HUM UHTEpeC;

e  00bIYHO 60T 00/1aJja10T CBEPX3HAaHHUEM UJIM Nep-
LIeITUBHBIMU CBEPXCIOCOOHOCTAMHU, HOCSAIIUMU
CTpaTerudyeckui AJis1 yejoBeKa XapakTep;

e  6OrM MOTYT BO3HarpaxJjaTb WJM Haka3blBaThb 3a
CoBepllleHHe Olpe/ieIeHHbIX JeHCTBUH;

*  IIOCKOJIbKY Y 6OTOB eCTb CBepXyesioBeyecKHe CIo-
COOHOCTH, UX [eATeJbHOCTb HOCUT NepMaHEeHT-
HBI{ XapaKTep, a 3HaYUT, peJIMTMO3Hble PUTYaJbl
He HY>KJJal0TCs B IOCTOSIHHOM BOCIIPOM3BejeHUU".
HecMmoTpsa Ha Kaxylyrocs CIeKyJAssTUBHOCTD 3J1e-

MEHTOB «eCTeCTBEHHOMW peJIMMK», 60JIbILYI0 YaCTh U3

HUX BappeTT BBIBOAUT M3 yKe yCTAaHOBJIEHHBIX B psjie

3MIUPUYECKUX HCCIeJOBAaHUN eCTeCTBEHHBbIX KOTHU-

TUBHBIX YCTAaHOBOK Halller0 CO3HaHUs, CBA3aHHBIX C

PacCMOTPEHHBIMH BbIIlIE «TUIEPCEHCUTUBHBIM MeXa-

HHA3MOM OOHapy:KeHUsl areHTHOCTU», Teopuel NCUXU-

YeCKOTo, CKJIOHHOCTBIO K aHTponoMopdusanuu (M. 2,

8 u 9 u3 cnucka bappeTTa), pesIMrno3Hoi aTpubynuen

(nm. 2, 10) ¥ MHEMOHHUYECKUMU CBOMCTBAaMHU KOHTPHH-

TYUTHUBHBIX OHATUH (. 11, 13). Takke sKcliepuUMeH-

TaJlbHble Pab0Thl aMepPUKaHCKOro IncuxoJora /lebopsl

KesieMeH u ee KoJuier B 06JIaCTHU «TeJse0JIOTHYECKO-

ro» MblIIIJIEHUS] NOKa3alH, YTO B YCJOBHUAX JOMNOJIHU-

TeJIbHOM KOTHUTHBHOM Harpysku JeTM U B3POC/bIM

CBOMCTBEHHO MBICJUTbL O NPUPOJHBIX peHOMeHax B

KaTeropusx «Leju» U OGbSCHATD UX MPOUCXOXKIEHUE

B «KpealOHUCTCKOW» TepMHUHOJOruM: KesemeH ro-

BOPHUT O HaJIMYMHU Y HAac 6a30BbIX aBTOMAaTUYECKUX UH-

TYULUN — «Oecropsa/0YHOMN TesIe0JIOTUM», JieXallled B

OCHOBE «MHTYUTHUBHOro TeusMa» (1. 1)*%. Eme ogHuM

deHOMeHOM, yXe [aBHO MOJIYYMBIIMM 3KClepUMeH-

TaJlbHOE OGOCHOBAaHUE, CTaJll «KUHTYUTHUBHbBIM 3CCEH-

L[MaJIM3M» — HauBHasl TeOpHsl, HaZles01as 00bEeKTHI,

BXOJAIMe B KaKyl-J1M60 KaTeropuio, HabopoM mnpu-

7 Barrett J. L. Cognitive Science, Religion, and Theology: From
Human Minds to Divine Minds. West Conshohocken: Templeton
Press, 2011. P. 130-133. Takxe cm.: Manesuy T. B. Korautusable
JIeTepMUHAHTbl «eCTeCTBEHHOI penuruy» B KoHuenuum [xa-
ctuHa bapperra. C. 310-315.

% Cm., nHampumep: KelemenD. Are Children “Intuitive
Theists”?: Reasoning About Purpose and Design in Nature //
Psychological Science. 2004. Vol. 15/5. P. 295-301.

3HAKOB, COCTABJISIIOIUM MX «BHYTPEHHIOK CYIHOCTb,
B TOM YMCJIe XapaKTEPUCTHKAMH U3 00JIACTH TEOPUHU
ICUXUYECKOTO (HampuMep, HHTEHIMOHATbHOCTBIO),
KOTOpasl B KOHEYHOM CYeTe U IPUBOJUT K YKe YIoMsi-
HYTOMY «MHTYUTUBHOMY Ayanusmy» (mm. 3 u 7)*.

KpoMe Toro, He06X0AMMO HMeTb B BHJAY, UTO
BappeTT He mpeTeHAYeT Ha 3KCIUIMIMTHOE HaJIU4YHe
B KQOXKJO0H PeJIMTHO3HOW CHCTEeMe YKa3aHHBIX perpe-
3eHTalMi: TOJYePKHEM ellle pas, 3TU penpe3eHTaluY,
Oyay4uu «HepedJIeKCHBHBIMU», HAXOJSITCS Ha YPOBHE
«ECTeCTBEHHOMN», «Te0JIOTUYECKH HEKOPPEKTHOH»
pesiuruu. B 1je/ioM oH, KaKk ¥ OCTaJIbHbIE peJIUTHOBE-
JIbI-KOTHUTHUBHUCTHI, IPUAEP>KUBAETCS TOYKH 3PEHUH],
BbICKa3aHHOH P. Makkosiu: 6e3ycJIOBHO, «Mbl SIBJISIET-
Csl KOTHUTUBHBIMUM CHCTEMAaMH, HO Mbl — He TOJIbKO
KOTHUTHUBHbBIE CUCTEMbI», a 3HAUUT, Y PEJUTHH eCThb
pPEeKyppeHTHble KOTHUTHBHbIE CBOHCTBA, HO He BCe
CBOWCTBA, KOTOPbIE y HUX UMEIOTCS, SIBJISIOTCS KOTHU-
TUBHBIMU U He BCe UX KOTHUTHBHbIe CBOMCTBA SBJIS-
I0TCsl pEKYpPPEHTHBIMU»™C.

BbIBOAbI

UTak, «ecTeCTBEHHOCTb» PEJIUTUU BbIPAXKAETCS B TOM,
YTO OHA NpejCTaBJ/sIeT COO0M pe3y/bTaT COBOKYIIHO-
CTU OpAUHApPHBIX KOTHUTUBHBIX NMPOLIECCOB U Xapak-
TepU3yeTcsi MUHHUMaJIbHOW KOHTPUHTYHUTHUBHOCTBHIO,
PEeKYPPEHTHOCTbIO U HA60pOM «HepedIeKCHBHBIX» pe-
npe3eHTaluil. KOTHUTHBHOE peJIUrUOBe/ieHUE, ONlEPU-
pymolliee NOHSAITHEM «eCTECTBEHHasi peJIUTUsi», He mpe-
TEeH/IyeT Ha MOJIHOE TOCIO/CTBO B HAyKax O PEJIMTUU U
He NpU3bIBaeT pe/lyLlupoBaTh BCe peIUruo3Hble peHo-
MeHbl K KOTHUTUBHBIM WJIM UTCHOPUPOBATb COLUANb-
HbI KOHTeKCcT. CKopee mpe/ijlaraeTcsl pacCMaTpUBaTh
KPOCC-KYJIBTYPHO NTOBTOPSIOLHMECS TATTEPHBI PEJTUTHU-
O3HBIX penpe3eHTalui U IOBeJeHUS C Pa3HbIX CTOPOH,
B TOM YHCJIE U C MO3ULIUH KOTHUTUBUCTUKU.

Kakue ke MeToJ0/IOTHYeCKHEe 3a[a4yMd IOMOraeT
pewnTs KP B 11e710M U Te3UC 0 «eCTECTBEHHOCTU» pe-
JIUTUHU B 4acTHOCTHU? Bo-nepBbIX, 3TO pellieHHe BONPO-
€a 0 peJIMrM03HOM U aTEeUCTUYECKOM MUPOBO33pPEHUH.
Ha ganHoM aTane KP He roToBo 0jHO3HAYHO CKa3aTh,
SIBJISIETCS JIU PEJIUTUSl BPOXKJEHHOMN, U BUAUT B Hel
CKOopee «IO0GOYHbBIN MPOAYKT» 3BOJIOLMH, a He IO-
JIe3HbIM MeXaHU3M afjallTaluu. B sito60M ciyvae, Kak
yKasbiBaeT bappeTT, U3 Te3uca 0 «eCTeCTBEHHOCTU»
pesuruu He caefyeT BceoOlasi peJIUrM03HOCTh: MO-

#  Cwm.: Cohen E., Barrett J. L. Conceptualizing Spirit Possession.
Vol. 26/2. P. 246-267.

% McCauley R. N. Op. cit. P. 147-148.
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JIOGHO HalIUM apuPMETHUECKUM WU MY3bIKaJbHbIM
CIIOCOGHOCTAM, Mbl MOXXEM HMMEThb BCe Heo6XoZuMoe
«CHapsiKeHHe», YTOObI CTAaTh PEJIMTHO3HBIMH, HO HU-
KOT/la ero He MCI0JIb30BaTh..

Bo-BTOpbIX, BBe/leHHEe KOHIIENTA «eCTECTBEHHOH
peIMTUr» MO3BOJISIET IIEPEBECTH Pa3roBOP O PEJUTHH
M3 CHEKYJSTHBHOrO B 3KCIIEpUMEHTAJbHOE PYCJIo, a
TE3HC O €€ KECTECTBEHHOCTH» MO/IPa3yMeBaeT, UTO HUC-
c/leloBaHUE PEJIMTUO3HBIX PeNpe3eHTalMi U maTTep-
HOB MOBEJIEHUS CYLIECTBEHHO pacIIUpsieT 3HAHUS O
HaIIMX KOTHUTUBHBIX MTPOIleccax B IPUHITUIIE.

B-TpeThbHuX, KOHIENT «ECTECTBEHHON peJUTUU»
JlaeT BO3MOKHOCTh OMHUChIBATb (HEHOMEH «KHUBOW»,
WJIH «HApOJHOM», PEJUTUH U OGDBICHATh, NOYEMY
«JIIOIK BEPAT B TO, BO YTO BEPUTH HE JIOIKHbBI», U M0-
YeMy OHH JIEUCTBYIOT TaK, KaK, C TOYKH 3peHHst odu-
[[HaJbHOTO0 yYeHHUs], [eHCTBOBATD HE Z0/DKHbI, He TPU-
Gerasi Py 3TOM K KaKUM-JH60 3KCTPAOpAHUHAPHBIM
0COGEHHOCTSIM YeJIOBeUYeCcKoH MCUXUKU. Kpome Toro,

Cnucok 1umepamypbl:

JIaHHBIN KOHIIEMNT 06J1a/[aeT BECOMBIM 3BPUCTHYECKUM
NOTEHLIMAJIOM J[JI1 CPAaBHUTEJbHOTO pPeJIMTHOBe/ie-
HUS: pa3JInYeHUe JIBYX yPOBHEH PeJIMTHO3HbIX penpe-
3eHTalUi U NaTTEPHOB MOBE/IEHUS SIBJISIETCS 3aJI0TOM
KOpPPEKTHOr0 KOMIapaTUBHOI0 aHAJIN3a, u3beratole-
ro KpailHOCTelN KaK KyJIbTYPHOTO peJsiTUBU3MA, TaK U
yHHBepcaau3Ma.

HakoHel, BbliesIsisl Ba YPOBHSI CYIeCTBOBaHUS
penuruu, KP BHOCUT BKJIAJ| B U3y4eHUE COL[UAIbHO-
ro U3MepeHUs1 TON WU UHOU PEJIUTUO3HOMN CUCTEMBI,
Cnoco60B ee MHCTUTYLMOHANU3AIMU U TpaHcpopMa-
I[UH, KOTOPBIM OHA MO/IBEPTaeTCs B X0/l UHTPAKYJIb-
TYPHOH U KPOCC-KYJIbTYypPHOU TPAaHCMUCCHU. ITOT Ke
noaxoJ; 6yzeT BecbMa 3pdeKTHBEH NpPU HcCCae[0Ba-
HUM DPEJIMTMO3HBIX / OOTOCIOBCKHUX CHUCTEM U «epe-
cel», KOTOpble MOXKHO MOHUMATh KaK OTKJOHEHHUS OT
opUIUANTBLHOTO yYeHUs, TaKKe CTpeMsIrecs 3aKpe-
HNUTBHCSA U UHCTUTYaJU3UPOBATHCS MOCPEACTBOM CIie-
[[MaJIbHbIX MHEMOHHUYECKUX TEXHUK.
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