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Chapter 1.

1. With mental development, thinking
becomes ever more differentiated from
perception and action and, in compari-

son with perception, its role increases.

In "primitives,"” however, perception
dominates; their emotions are stronger
than those of Europeans, and this im-
pedes the development of thinking: "...
because of the general antagonism be-
tween activities of simpler abilities and
... more complex ... dominance of low-
er life interferes with higher mental
life" (Spencer, 1876 -1877, p. 89).

The results of experimental studies
done later showed that actually there is
no cross-cultural difference in sharp-

ness of senses.

The problem Spencer raised of change
the

course of mental development is being

in interfunctional relations in
discussed even now in the study of
both sociogenesis and ontogenesis of

the mind.

I'naBa 1.

1. ITo Mepe pa3BUTHS YEITOBEYECKOTO
CO3HAHUS, YCUJIMBAETCI  pa3HULA
MEXKY MBIIUIEHUEM, BOCIIPUSATHEM U
JNEUCTBUEM, U MO CPABHEHHUIO C BOC-
MPUATUEM POJIb MBIIIJIEHHUS BO3pac-
TaeT.

Y MeHee pa3BUTBHIX WHIWBUIOB, O-
HAKO, BOCIIPHUSTHUE JIOMHUHHUPYET, HX
SMOIMM CHJIbHEE SMOIMKA E€BPOIECH-
LIEB U 3TO CYHIECTBEHHO 3aMEIJISET

"

pa3BUTHE HMX MBIIUICHUS: "... U3-3a
o0LIero MpoTHBOpEUUs MEXAY Ooiee
IPOCTOM CHOCOOHOCTBIO H... Ooiee
CJIOKHOM... TOCIIOJICTBO 00JI€€ HU3KO-
O YpOBHS JKW3HU CTaJKUBAETCS C
ooniee paszputeiM" (Cnencep, 1876 -

1877, p. 89).

PesynbraTel Oojiee MO3AHUX HCCIIE-
JIOBaHUH, J0Ka3aiH, 4TO (HaKTHIECKH
HE CYIIECTBYET pa3audus B OIIyIIe-
HUSX TPEJCTABUTENICH pa3HBIX KyJb-
TYP.

[IpoOnemMa yMCTBEHHOTO pa3BUTHS,
noguaTas CrieHcepoM, 10 CHX TOp
SBIIICTCSL TIPEAMETOM  OOCYKICHUS

COLIMO - 1 OHTOI'CHE3A.



2. Similar hypothetical, not to say arbi-
trary, reconstructions of the possible
course of the development of various
beliefs based on the assumption of the
essential identity of thinking operations
in any cultures and any historical
epochs constitute a large part of the

first volume of Spencer's Principles of

Sociology.

3. For example, "The aboriginal Aus-
tralians customarily held to be one of
the most 'primitive’ peoples on earth,
have a kinship terminology and a
method of counting kinship based on it
so complex that for many years it de-
fied the attempts of students to analyze
it.

It puts to shame our own simple series
of kinship terms where we do not even
distinguish between paternal and ma-
ternal grandparents or older or younger
brother and call literally dozens of rela-
tives by the same word, 'cousin™ (Her-
skovits, 1955, p.360).

This example in the present context is
good in that Spencer deduces growing
complexity of conceptual systems from

complexity of the environment and,

2.CyiiecTByeT MOPEAIoIoKEHUEe, 4TO
pa3BUTHUE YETOBEUECKOTO CO3HAHMS
MPOUCXOJUIIO 10 MEpPEe Pa3BUTHUS Be-
pbl B bora. Ota cTano ocHOBOM mpe-
MOJIOKEHUS O CXOKECTH UHTEIICKTY-
aJBHOTO Pa3BUTHUS y MPEACTABUTEICH
pa3HBIX KyJIbTYp M HMCTOPUYECKUX
snox. IlepBas wacte Tpyaa Crnencepa
“ Ilpunuunel Coruonorun’” MOCBS-
1ieHa pa3paboTKe ITON TUIOTE3HI.
3.Hanpumep, "MCKOHHBIE aBCTpaIuii-
I[bl, KOTOpbIE, KaK CYUTAIOT, ObUIH
OAHUM U3 ‘“‘CaMbIX NPUMUTHUBHBIX
HapoJIOB HA 3€MJIE, UMEIN TEPMHHO-
JIOTUI0 U METOJ TI0JICUeTa POJICTBA,
ATOT METOJI HACTOJIbKO CIIOXKEH, YTO
MHOTO JIET 3TO BBI3bIBAET OMPEICIICH-
HbIE€ TPYJHOCTU MPU TIOMBITKAX aHa-
JM3a €ro CTyACHTaMHU.

MpbI ke He BHUIUM Pa3HULBI MEXKIY
0abymkaMu W JIeIylIKaMu M0 JIMHUH
OTIA U MaTepH, MEXIYy MIAAIINM U
cTapIuM OpaToM U MHOTUMHU CBOMMU
POJCTBEHHUKAMH, KOTOPBIX MbI IO-
TOJIOBHO Ha3bIBaeM * IBOOPOAHBIMU

(I'epkoswur, 1955, p.360).

OTOT mpuMep B JJaHHOM cllydae Xo-
pomr TteM, yto CneHcep, AENaeT BbI-
BOJl O pACTYLIEH CIIOKHOCTH KOH-

HOCITYAJBbHBIX CUCTEM H3-3a CJIOKHO-



from the point of view of common
sense, this may seem convincing. In the
given case, however, the object (bio-
Kinship)
through history,

logical remains unchanged
and corresponding
conceptual system are undoubtedly be-

coming simplified.

Here it is obvious that complexity of
the conceptual system depends not on
complexity of the object as such, but on
the extent to which people in one cul-
ture or another need to classify a given

material and designate its elements.

4. J. Smith (Smith, 1972) showed that
precisely this famous example of "pre-
logical" thinking, under lively discus-
sion in the literature even now, is par-
tially based on a misunderstanding:
most likely, the Bororo had in mind,
specifically that after death they turn

into arras.

However, other similar examples may
be cited, the authenticity of which is
undoubted (Ibid., and Salmon, 1978).
Also compare the analysis of the Holy
Trinity proposed Leach (Leach; 1976,
pp. 67:"70).

CTH OKpYXalollel cpenbl U, ¢ TOUKU
3pEHHUs 3IPABOTO CMbICIA, 3TO MOXKET
Ka3aThCsi OOBEKTHBHBIM. B TmpuBe-
JEHHOM TIpUMEpe, OAHAKO, OOBEKT
(Onosorudeckoe POJCTBO) OCTaeTCs
HEU3MEHHBIM B HCTOPHUYECKOM pa3-
BUTHUU, U COOTBETCTBYIOIAsl KOHIICT-
TyallbHasi CUCTE€Ma, HECOMHEHHO,
CTAHOBMTCS YIPOIIEHHOU.
AOCOJIIOTHO OYEBHJIHO, YTO CJIOXK-
HOCTHb KOHIIEITYaJIbHON CHCTEMBI 3a-
BUCHUT HE OT CJIOKHOCTH OOBEKTa KaK
TaKOBOT'O, a OT CTENEHHU, B KOTOPOH
JTIOAW Pa3HBIX KYJIbTYpP CIHOCOOHBI
Kjaccu(uIpoBaTh  JITAaHHBIM MaTe-
pHaJ ¥ ONIPEETSATH €T0 SJIEMEHTHI.

4. x. Cmut (Cmur, 1972) noxazain,
YTO JaXke TeNepb MMEHHO 3TOT M3-
BECTHBIM NpUMEpP ''TIPEIOruYecKoro”
MBIILJICHUS, TIPY KUBOM OOCYKICHHUH
B JIUTEpaType, YaCTUYHO OCHOBAaH Ha
HETOHUMAaHUU: HauboJiee BEPOSITHO,
bopopo wumen B BuIy, 4TO IMOCIE

CMEpPTH OHHU OMNPEIEICHHO IMpeBpa-

ITar0TCs B IPEAMETHI HCKYCCTBA.

OnHako MOTyT OBITH TIPUBEICHBI U
JIpyrvue MpUMEpbl, MOMJIMHHOCTh KO-
Topbix OeccriopHa (Coanmon, 1978).
Takxe cpaBaute, aHanu3 CBAToU
Tpowuirsl, JInuem

(JIua; 1976, ctp 67: "70).

MPEIOKEHHBIN



5. Probably the appearance of this idea
in Levy-Bruhl is connected not only,
with a rejection of "flat evolutionism,"
but also with the circumstance that
Durkheim rejected the idea of evolu-
tionists that all human societies take the
same path of historical development in

a certain order.

Durkheim wrote: "There is no basis for
the assumption that different types of
people develop in the same mode; they

take various paths.

Human development must be repre-
sented not in the from of a straight line,
but as a tree with various and multiple
branches" (cited from Sorokin, 1920, p.
285).

6. He writes: "Only at the beginning of
the 20th century did works appear that
systematized the many ethnographic
data accumulated earlier on the qualita-
tive uniqueness of the thinking of peo-
ples that are on relatively low rungs of
socioeconomic and cultural develop-

ment (Levy-Bruhl, Weule et al.).

5. Bo3MOXHO, TOSIBJICHHUE ATOM HJICU
y JleBu-bpalins cBsI3aHO HE TONBKO C
OTKJIOHEHUEM OT '"TUIOCKOW TEOpuu
SBOJIIOIMK’’, HO TaKXke M C 00CTO-
TE€IBCTBOM,  KOTOPOE€  MIPHUBOAUT
Jropkrenm. J[ropkrerm OTBEPT HIICHO
SBOJIIOLIMOHUCTOB, O TOM, YTO YeJIO-
BEUYECKHE COOOIIECTBA BCTAIOT HA TOT
K€ CaMbIil MMyThb HUCTOPUYECKOTO pas-
BUTHS B OIPEIACICHHOM IOCIIEN0Ba-
TEJIBbHOCTH.

Jlropkreiim mucan: "HET HHKAKOIo
OCHOBaHHUs MpeanojaraTb, 4To pas-
JUYHBIE THUIIBI JIIOJIEH Pa3BUBAIOTCS

OJIMHAKOBO, OHHU JABHXYTCA B CBOCM

Pa3BUTHU PA3TNYIHBIMU IIYTAMHA.

Pa3Butne uyenoBeka JOJDKHO OBITH
MpcaAcCTaBjICHO HC B BUJC Hp?[MOfI JIH-
HHH, a B BUIC ACPCBa C MHOKCCTBOM

BetBeit " (Copokun, 1920, c. 285).

6. On numer: "Tonpko B Havane 20-
Or0 CTOJIETUS TOSIBUJIMCH TPYHAbI, B
KOTOPBIX OBUIO CHCTEMAaTU3UPOBAHO
00JIbIIOE KOJIUYECTBO STHOTpaduue-
CKMX [aHHBIX, HAKOIUICHHBIX paHee
Ha OCHOBE KAauye€CTBEHHOM YHUKaJb-
HOCTH MBILIJICHUS JIOJAEH, CTOSIIMX

Ha OTHOCHUTCIBbHO HH3KOM YPOBHC



In spite of the unsatisfactory quality of
the theoretical interpretations of the
factual material presented, these works
were significant in that they showed the
in supportability of the position on the
immutability of laws of the human
mind and introduced into study of
thinking the idea of qualitative changes
which thinking undergoes in the course
of historical development” (Leont'ev,
1964, p. 87. See also Leont'ev, 1931, p.
55).

7. Both of these assertions in their time
were widespread: almost all authors be-
lieved that thinking of "primitives" is
extraordinarily emotional and that

"underdevelopment” of thinking in
them is compensated for by an excep-

tionally good memory.

Compare this with the ideas of Spencer
on the relation of perception and think-
ing in peoples in various cultures.

8. If Levy-Bruhl

common sense and scientific thinking,

usually contrasts

taken together, with “prelogical collec-

tive representations,” then in this ex-

COHNAJIBbHO-3KOHOMHUYCCKOI'O )41

KynpTypHOro  pasButus  (JleBu-
Bpaiine, Belins u ap.).

Hecmotpss Ha HEyAOBIETBOPUTEINb-
HO€ KayeCTBO TEOPETUYECKHX TOIKO-
BAHUM IIPEJCTABICHHOTO MaTepuana,
3TH paboThl ObUIM 3HAYUTEIHHBIMHU,
OHU TIOKa3aJl HEOCIIOPUMOCTH IIO-
JOXEHUSI O HEU3MEHHOCTH 3aKOHOB
YeJI0OBEYECKOTO MBIIIJICHUS U BBEIIU B
UCCIICIOBAHUE O  YEJOBEUYECKOM
MBIIUICHUA HJIEM KaYECTBEHHBIX U3-
MEHEHHM, KOTOpBIE MBILUICHUE Ipe-
TEpIeBaeT B XOAEC HCTOPHUECKOTO
pazsutus" (JleontbeB, 1964, c. 87.
cM. Takxke Jleontwes, 1931, c. 55).

7. ObGa 3TUX YTBEpPXKAECHUS B CBOE
BpeMs ObUIM IIMPOKO pacHpoCTpaHe-
HBI: TIOYTH BCE YUCHBIC, 3aHUMATOIIIH-
€cs ATOM MpOoOJIEMOM, Toarajiu, 4To
HEOOBI-

MBIIIUIEHUE '"TPUMUTHUBOB"

YailHpIM 00pa3oM 3MOLIMOHAIBHO H

"oTcyTcTBHE pa3BUTHS "

MBIIILICHUS
y HHUX KOMIEHCUPYETCS HCKIIOYH-
TEJIbHO XOPOLIEN NAMSTBIO.
CpaBnute 310 ¢ uaesmu CrieHcepa o
B3aMMOCBSI3M BOCIIPUSATHS U MBIIILIE-
HUS HAPOJIOB PA3JMYHBIX KYJIBTYP.

8. Ecnu JleBu-bpaiine 00b4HO TIpO-
TUBOIOCTABJISIET 3/IPaBbIil CMBICT H

HAay4YHOE€ MBIILICHUE “‘NIOACO3HATEIb-

HOMY KOJUIEKTUBHOMY TIpE€/ICTaBJIe-



cerpt, on the contrary, he contrasts sci-
entific thinking with that which is used

in "everyday practice.”

9. Both deficiencies, limiting the num-
ber of possible types of thinking to on-
ly two without any real basis and the
ambiguity of categories used in de-
scribing the types of thinking, are pre-
sent not only in the typology of Levy-
Bruhl, but in almost all existing typol-
ogies of verbal thinking. See Tulviste,
1981c, and 2.3.1 in this book.

10. In as categorical a form as in
Vygotsky, this idea was presented at
that time in the works of M. M. Bakh-
tin: "We cannot deduce consciousness
directly from nature as naive mechanis-
tic materialism and modern objective
psychology have attempted and still at-
tempttodo ...

Consciousness is made up of and func-
tions in symbols created in the process
of social contacts of an organized col-
lective.

Individual consciousness is nurtured by

HUIO”, TO B 3TOM CJIy4ae, HalpOTHB,

OH TPOTHBOIOCTABISCT HAyYHOE
MBIIIUICHUE C TEM, YTO HCIOJIb3YETCS
B ""€XKEIHEBHOU MMPAKTUKE .

9. O6a »TH YTBEpPXKJIECHHUS HE JOCTa-
TOYHO BEPHBI, TaK KaK OrPaHUYUBAIOT
YUCJI0O BO3MOYXHBIX THIIOB MBIIIJICHUSI
TOJBKO JBYMs, 0€3 pealbHOr0 Ha TO
OCHOBaHUSI U HABOIST HA MBICIH O
JBYCMBICJIGHHOCTH KaTerOpui, UC-
MOJIb3YEMBIX B  OINHUCAHUU THUIIOB
MBIIUICHUS, XOTSI MPUCYTCTBYIOT HE
TOJBKO B TUIonorun Jlesu-bpaiis,
HO Y B MOYTH BCEX CYIIECTBYIOIIUX
THUIIOJIOTUSIX CJIOBECHOTO (BepOasIbHO-
ro) meinuieHus. Cm. Tansuct, 1981c,
v n.1m.2.3.1 B 3TOW KHUTE.

10. B croap e KaTreropuyeckom
dbopme, kak U y Bwirorckoro, srta
uzes OblIa mpeacTaBieHa B paboTax
baxtuna: “Mbl HEe MOXEM OTIEJIUTH
CO3HAHHWE HEMOCPEJICTBEHHO OT Xa-
paKkTepa TpUPOJbI, B TO BpPEMs Kak
HAaVBHBI MEXaHHCTUYECKHM MATEpH-
aTu3M M COBPEMEHHas OOBEKTHBHAS
NICUXOJIOTUSI TBITAJIUCh M BCE €IlE
MBITAIOTCS CACNATh 3TO...

Co3Hanue OCHOBAaHO Ha CHMBOJAX,
CO3JIaHHBIX B IPOIECCE OOIICCTBCH-
HbIX OTHOIICHUN OpraHU30BaHHBIX

KOJIJICKTHBOB.

NupuBunyanbHOEe CO3HAHUE, BOCIIH-



symbols, grows from them and reflects
their logic and their pattern in itself'
(Voloshinov, 1930, p. 17).

Accordingly, "the conscious mind is a
social-ideological fact accessible to
neither physiological nor any other
natural-science methods ... the psychic
phenomenon can be explained only by
social factors (Ibid, p. 28).

For the influence of Bakhtin's ideas on
Vygotsky, see Ivanov, 1973, pp. 21-22,
24-25. Also compare A.N.Leont'ev's "It
was exactly the humanitarian (particu-
larly semantic and semiotic) culture

that was adopted by Vygotsky in his

years of work on The Psychology of
Art that helped him not to yield to re-
flexological schemes ..." (1982, p. 32).

11. On this point, see, for example, Le-
ont'ev, 1982, pp. 25, 28; Yaroshevskii,
1984, p. 333.

12. The general attitude of Levi-Strauss
toward history and the historical ap-
proach is expressed here. Concerning
this, see the special work of C.Parain
(1975).

TaHHOE€ Ha CHUMBOJIAX, OTPAXaET UX
JIOTUKY M MX COOCTBEHHBIH MpUMED.
(Bonommnos, 1930,¢.17).

Takum  oOpa3om,  “COo3HaTEIbHOE
MBIIUIEHUE 3TO COLUAIBHO - UIEOJIO-
TUYECKUI (PaKT, HE JOCTHXKUMBIN HU
(U3HOTOTUYECKUMHU, HU  JIPYTUMU
MEeTOaMu €CTECTBO3HAHMSL. . .3TO
MICUXUYECKOE SIBJICHUE MOXKET OBbITh
O00OBACHEHO CcolUaIbHBIMU (aKTOpa-
MU (c.28).

Jlist Toro 4ToObl y3HaTh O BIHSHHUH
unel baxtuHa Ha maen BpIrOoTCKOrO
cM. Tpyasl HMBanosa 1973r., c.21-

22,24-25. Taxyke MOXHO CPaBHUTh C

b

BbIcKa3biBaHueM A.H. JleonTteeBa-’
3TO OblIa B OCHOBHOM T'yMaHUTapHasl
(YJaCTUYHO CEeMaHTHYeCKas U CEMHO-
TUYECKasi) KyJbTypa, MPeaoKeHHas
BbIroTckuM B rosbl ero paboThl HaJ

[13 29
TpyaoMm “Ilcuxornorusi uckycctBa”,
KOTOpasi TOMOTJia €My He MPHUHSTh

pediiekconornueckue

Mbi...”(1982,¢.32).

CcXe-

11. Oty TOUKYy 3peHMs, CM., HAIpPH-
Mmep, JleontheB, 1982, ctp. 25, 28;
SApomesckuii, 1984,c. 333.

12. 3neck BeIpakeHO 0011I€e OTHOIIIE-
Hue JleBu-lllTpaycca k wucropuu u
UCTOpUYECKOMY moaxonay. OTHocu-
TEJIBbHO 3TOT0, CM. CIEIUAIbHYIO pa-

6oty K.I1apeiina (1975).



Parain (p. 364) justifiably writes that
"in Levy-Strauss' book La Pensee
Sauvade, attention to history seems
more like a concession than evidence

of the author's serious convictions."

13. S. Clarke develops a similar argu-
ment: "It is on the basis of the asserted
character of the mind that the myth is
reduced to a formal structure, that
structure being explained as an effect

of the mind.

When it is asserted that the structures
which appear reveal the character of
the unconscious mind, this assertion
can be no more than a tautology, for it
Is on the basis of the assumed character
of the mind that the structures were
identified as constitutive of myth
(Clarke,. 1977, p..745)."

14. M. Harris compares Levi-Strauss's
postulating mental structures precisely
with postulating instincts, in particular,
by psychoanalysts: "This search for el-
ementary mental 'structure’ is nothing
but a return to the practice of explain-

ing sociocultural phenomena by means

[Tapeiin (c. 364), cnpaBeIMBO OTMe-
yaet, yto "B kHure JleBu-IllTpaycca
“La Pensee Sauvade”, BHUMaHHE K
UCTOPUU TIPEACTABISICTCS  OOJIBIIE
KaK MpU3HAHUE, a HE CBUJIECTEIBCTBO

CEpPbE3HBIX OCYXKICHUM JICUCTBUU aB-

Topa".
13.C.Knmapk  IpUBOOUT  MOXOXKHUU
apryMeHT: " B OCHOBE ONPEICICHHO-

r0 XapakTepa MBIIICHHUS JICKHUT TOT
dakT, uTo Mud cokpameH a0 ¢op-
MaJbHOH CTPYKTYpPBI, H TO, YTO
CTpYKTypa 3Ta 00bsicHsieTcs: 3 dek-
TOM MBIILJICHUS.

Korma yrBep:kmaercs, 4To CTPYKTY-
PBI, KOTOpPBIE MOSBISIOTCSA, OOHApY-
KHUBAIOT OECCO3HATEIHLHOE MBIIILIC-
HHE, 5TO YTBEpXkKACHUE He Oolee, yeM
TaBTOJIOTHS, TIOCKOJIBKY B OCHOBE
NPHUHATOTO XapaKTepa MBIIUICHUS,
JCKUAT TO, YTO CTPYKTYPHI OBLIH
OTIpPEICIICHBI
mude (Knapk. ,1977, c. 745).""

14. M.Xappuc

KaK OCHOBAHHBIC Ha

CpPaBHMBAECT YTBEP-
*knenue Jlesu-llltpayca oTHOCUTENB-
HO TOXKJIECTBEHHOCTH YMCTBEHHBIX
CTPYKTYp C UHCTUHKTaMH, B YaCTHO-
CTU C BBIBOJIAMH TCUXOAHAIMTHKOB:
"DTOT MOUCK 3JIEMEHTApHOU YyM-

CTBEHHOU 'CTPYKTYpBI' SIBISIETCS HHU-



of conveniently posited instincts.

For a universal instinctual dread of
sleeping with one's mother, Levi-
Strauss substitutes a universal mental

duality of self and other.

The methodological error is identi-
cal" (Harris, 1969, p. 492).

15. Having a high opinion of the con-
tribution of Levi-Strauss to the study of
archaic thinking, M.M. Mukanov and
N.I. Chistyakova writ: "From the point
of view of the psychologist, the re-
search of Levi-Strauss is most valuable
in that it shook our faith in the concep-
tion of Levy-Bruhl on prelogical think-
ing and demonstrated the identity of the
thinking of the 'savage' with that of

modern man."

16. In other work, Bruner also writes
that "even if a teacher uses oral lan-
guage, this language nevertheless de-
velops outside the context of direct ac-

tion.

Both of these type of speech activity

(that is, written speech and oral speech

YEM HUHBIM, KaK BO3BPAaTOM K MPAKTH-
K€ OOBSCHEHUS COLMOKYJIbTYpPHBIX
SIBJICHUM TTOCPEICTBOM YCTaHABJIMBA-
€MBIX UHCTUHKTOB.

N3yyass  yHuUBepCaIbHBI WHCTUHK-
TUBHBIM CTpax OTHOLIEHHW C YbEH-
au6o matepwto, Jlepu-lllTpayc 3ame-
HSET €ro YHUBEPCAIBHOW YMCTBEH-
HOM JBOMCTBEHHOCTBIO MEXAY OJHUM
U JPYTUM YEJIOBEKOM.
Merononoruyeckas omuOKa HUIEH-
truHa" (Xappuc, 1969, c. 492).

15. Bricoko nens Bkiaang Jlesu-
[[ITpayca B M3y4eHHE apXauyeCKOro
MBIIUICHUS, M.M.MyxkaHoB u
H.NM.Yucraxosa numyt: “C TOYkH
3pEHUs TICUXOJIOTOB, HCCIIECIOBAHUSA
JleBu-1lITpayca Hanbosee 1eHHBI, TaKk
KaK OHU TOKOJIeOQIM Hally Bepy B
KoHuenuuto Jlesu-bpaiinsg o mpeno-
TMYECKOM MBIIIJICHUU W TPOJAEMOH-
CTPUPOBAIM HUACHTHUYHOCTH MBbIIILIE-
HUS “TIEPBOOBITHOTO YEJIOBEKA” M CO-
BPEMEHHOT'O YEJIOBEKA .

16. B npyroii cBoeli pabote bpronep
TaKXX€ MUIIET, 4TO, "aXKe eCIU y4u-
T€JIb UCMOJIb3YET YCTHBIN S3BIK, 3TOT

A3BIK, TCM HC MCHCC, PA3BHMBACTCA BHC

KOHTCKCTA IIPAMOIo BO3I[CI\/JICTBI/I$I.

O6a »Tu BUJAa pPEUYEBON JIEATEIHHO-

CTH (TO €CTb, INMCbMCHHAsA pPC€Yb U



of the teacher - P.T.) are highly ab-
stract" (Bruner, 1977, p. 381; also
compare Bruner et al., 1971, p. 336).

17. For example, when some results of
experimental study of thinking done in
the Kpelle tribe in Liberia indicated
differences between "basic" cognitive
processes of subjects attending school
and those not attending, Cole et al. re-

jected this conclusion.

They write: "At present we are not
willing to accept this inference.

We prefer to pursue the hypothesis that
members of the nonliterate groups
studied in those experiments can reason
hypothetically, but that they fail to see
the applicability of such reasoning in
our experimental tasks” (Cole et al.,

1971, p. 231).

The evidence follows: references to
some ethnographic and experimental
data indicate the presence in the sub-

jects of "hypothetical reasoning.”

The concept of "hypothetical reason-
ing," which the authors apply with re-

ycTHasg peub yuutens - P.T.) odenn
aoctpakthbsl" (bpronep, 1977, c. 381;
Takke cpaBH. bpronep u np., 1971, c.
336).

17. Hanmpumep, Korja HEKOTOpbBIE pe-
3yJbTaThl 3KCHEPUMEHTAIBHOIO UC-
CJICIOBAaHHsI MBIIIJICHUS CIEIaHHOTO
B ruieMeHu Knemnna B JIubepuu noka-
3aJId pa3inyusl MEXIy "OCHOBHBIMU"
IIO3HABATEJIBHBIMU TIPOLECCAMU IIPU
NOCEIIECHNs] TPEIMETOB B IIKOJIE, W
T€, KOTOpBIE HE CIENAT 3a 3TUM, Koyn
U JIp. OTKIOHWIHA 3TO 3aKJIHOYCHHE.
Omn mumyt: "B Hacrosmee Bpems
Mbl HE MOYKEM IPHUHITH 3TOT BBIBOJ.
Ms1 npeanoyuTaeM clie0BaTh TUIO-
T€3€, YTO YJIEHbl HE UMEIOLIUX UCh-
MEHHOCTH TPy, KOTOPbIE NPUHSIIN
y4acThe B HKCIIEPUMEHTE, TUIIOTETH-
YECKH MOTYT pacCyXJaTh, HO OHU HE
B COCTOSIHUM NPUMEHUTH CBOW pac-
CYXXJ€HUS JJIsl pElIeHUs! MOCTaBJICH-
HBIX II€pe] HUMHU HKCIIEPUMEHTalb-
Hbix 3agavax”’ (Koym u ap., 1971, c.
231).

N3 sToro cienyer: CChUIKM Ha HEKO-
TOpbIE 3THOTpadUyUecKre U IKCIEpU-
MEHTaJbHbIE JITAHHBIE  YKa3bIBAIOT
IPUCYTCTBHE "TUIIOTETUYECKOTO pac-
cyxnaeHus."

[ToHsiTHE "TMIOTETUYECKOIO paACCyXk-

NEHUs,", KOTOPOE aBTOPHI NPUMEHS-



spect to such different processes as syl-
logistic conclusion from premises when
the materials in question are unknown
to the subject from personal experience
and assumptions expressed in court,

seems unfortunate to us.

But here Cole and his coauthors prefer
not a movement in the direction of a
typology of tasks, situations and pro-
cesses of thinking more suitable for the
study of the object studied, but a rejec-
tion of the conclusion that follows from
experimental data but contradicts the
idea of universality of "basic" cognitive

processes.

As a result, the data of the experiments
in this case are left without appropriate

interpretation.

Capter2.

1. Leont'ev (1982, p. 28) writes "... In-
ternal logic of the development of
Vygotsky's theory brought it in earnest
to the problems of interiorization, ana-
lyzed in detail by the French psycho-
logical school at the same time.

But there was an essential difference in

the understanding of interiorization by

I0T OTHOCUTEJIBHO TAKUX Pa3IUYHBIX
MPOLIECCOB KAaK CHIJUIOTUCTUYECKOE
3aKJI0YEHUE, KOIJa paccMaTpHBae-
MbIE MaTepHuaiabl HEU3BECTHBI MPE]-
METy MO JUYHOMY ONBITY U IPEANo-
JIO’KEHUH, BBIPAKEHHBIX B paccyxje-
HUU, KQKETCS HaM HEYJJaYHBIM.

Ho 3nmecs Koym um ero coaBTOpBI
OpEANOUYUTAIOT HE JIBUKEHUE B
HaIlpaBJICHUW THIIOJIOTUMU 3a]ay, CH-
Tyalldid ¥ MPOIECCOB MBIIUICHUS 00-
Jee MOAXOMSAIEro s 0oObeKTa uc-
CJEAOBaHUsA, HO OTKJIOHEHHUE 3aKIIIO-
YEeHUsl, KOTOPOE CJEAyeT M3 DJKCIle-
PUMEHTANbHBIX JAHHBIX, HO IPOTHU-
BOPEYUT UIEE YHUBEPCAIBHOCTHU "OC-
HOBHBIX" TI03HABATEIbHBIX MPOLIEC-
COB.

Kaxk pe3ynbraT, JaHHBIE SKCIIEPUMEH-
TOB B 3TOM CJIy4ae OCTaBJISIOT 0e3
COOTBETCTBYIOLIEH UHTEPITPETALIUU.
I'iaBa 2.

1. JleontreB(1982, c. 28), numer "...
BuyTtpennsis noruka pa3BUTHS, CO-
IJIACHO Teopuu BrIroTCKOTO BCEpbes
OTHECJIa 3TO K MpoOjeMaM HWHTEpH-
opu3alliM, TakK kK€ MOJAPOOHO U B TO-
K€ caMoe BpeMsl, MpOoaHaIu3UpOBaH-
HBIX (DpaHITy3CKON MCUXOJIOTHYECKOM
LIKOJIOH.

Ho Obuto cymecTBeHHOE pa3iuyue B

NOHUMAaHUU HWHTEpUOpHU3alUK (dpaH-



that school and by L.S. Vygotsky.

The French school understood interior-
ization in the way that certain forms of
consciousness are

social implanted

from without into the primordially ex-

isting and primordially asocial individ-

ual consciousness (E. Durkheim) or el-

ements of external social activity or
social-cooperation are introduced into
it (P. Janet).

For Vygotsky, however, consciousness
is formulated only in the process of in-
teriorization-there is no primordial aso-
cial consciousness either in phy-

logenesis or in ontogenesis."

2. It is another matter that we must not
judge all the thinking of people who
created and used the texts on the basis

of only any one type of text.

Regardless of the many reservations of
Levy-Bruhl, he was frequently under-
stood specifically as if he had main-
tained that all thinking of "primitives”
is entirely prelogical.

3. H. Gardner justifiably indicates that
"... though Piaget has claimed to study
the development of the mind, he has

embraced a surprisingly narrow end

y3ckoil mkosiod u JI.C.BbIrOTCKUM.
@paHily3ckas IIKoJia MOHUMaja MOJ
WHTEPUOPU3ALINECH, BHEIPEHUE U3BHE
OTIpEICNICHHBIX (OPM COIUATBHOTO
CO3HaHUSA B H3HAYAJIBHO CYIIECTBY-
IOIEE M HM3HAYAIbHO AaCOLHUAJIBHOE
UHINBUYaIbHOE

CO3HaHHUC

(E.JdropkreiimM), WIM  DJIEMEHTOB
BHEIIHEW COLMAIIBHOW AEATEIIbHOCTHU
WIN COLUMAJIBHOIO - COTPYAHUYECTBA
(IT.I>xener).

Jli1st BBIrOTCKOTr0, OJIHAKO, CO3HAHHUE
c(hopMyIUPOBAHO TOJBKO B IMPOIIEC-
ce, COIIACHO €ro TEOpUU - HU B (u-
JIOT€HE3€e, HU B OHTOI'EHE3€ He Cyllle-
CTBYET M3HAYAJIBHOTO ACOIMAJIBHOIO
CO3HaHMA".

2. [pyroii BOIpOC COCTOUT B TOM,
YTO MBI HE JIOJIKHBI COCTABIIATH CBOE
MHEHHE, ONTUPAsICh JIUIIb HA MBIIILIE-
HUE T€X JIIOAEH, KOTOpPbIE CO3Malu U
UCIIOJB30BAIM  TEKCTBI HAa OCHOBE
TOJIBKO OJIHOT'O THIIA TEKCTA.
Hecmotpst Ha MHOrme orosopku Jle-
BU-bpaiins, ero 4acTto MOHUMAJIH Tak,
KaK ecju Obl OH yTBEp)KZall, YTO BCE

n

MBIIUIEHUE " MPUMUTHBOB" TMOIHO-

CTBIO MPEJIOTUYHO.
3. X.I'apauep cnpaBeasiMBO OTMEYaeT

"

TOT ¢aKkT, 4TO xotsa [lumxker
YTBEPKAAJI, YTO M3YYHWI PA3BUTHE

YCJIOBCUYCCKOI0 pai3yma, II0JI€ Cro



state for cognition.

In Piaget's view, mature cognition is no
less, and no more, than the domain of
logical-rational thought: accordingly,

his end state is the competent scientist.

Piaget has consequently paid Llittle
heed to adult forms of cognition re-
moved from the logic of science: there
Is scant consideration of the thought
processes used by artists, writers, mu-
sicians, athletes ..." (Gardner, 1979, p.
7.6).

4. H. Werner joins this argument: "The
theory of a qualitative difference be-
tween primitive and advanced mentali-
ty has been rejected for the simple rea-
son that enough evidence for primitive
behavior can be found in our own cul-

ture.

But developmental psychology does
not deny the fact that there is a good
deal of primitive activity in western
civilization; on the contrary, since this
is so clearly demonstrable within our
own sphere, this fact is one of our
strongest proofs of the existence of
qualitatively different levels of func-

tions" (Werner, 1948, p. 18).

U3y4eHUs] OBLJIO JOCTaTOYHO OOIIUp-
HeIM. C Touku 3penus [lumxera 3pe-
J0e Mo3HaHue He 6olee, yeM 00J1acTh
JIOTUYECKU-PAIMOHATIBHON ~ MBICIIU:

COOTBETCTBEHHO, €ro  KOHEYHOE
YTBEPKJICHUE - KOMIIETCHTHBIN yue-
HBIH.

B cBoem Tpyzae [umker yaenun Mano
BHUMAHHS B3pOCIBIM (opMaMm TIo-
3HAHMS, YAAJICHHBIX

OT JIOT'HMKH

HayKd: O TIpoIleccax  MBIILJICHUS,
NPUCYIIUX XYJ0KHUKAM, TTUCATEIISM,

MY3bIKaHTaM, CIIOpTCMEHaM..."

(TCapauep, 1979, c. 7.6).

4. X.BepHep npucoequHseTcsl K 3TO-
My apryMeHTy: 'TeopHs KadeCTBEH-
HOTO pa3auyusi MEeXAy NpPUMHTHB-
HbIM U IPOJIBUHYTHIM MEHTAIUTETOM
OblJJa OTKJIOHEHAa IO TOW MpPOCTOM
MPUYUHE, YTO MOXET OBbITh OOHapy-
KEHO  JOCTAaTOYHO  CBUJETEIIbCTB
OPUMUTUBHOTO TIOBEACHUS B HalleH
CcOOCTBEHHOM KYJIBTYpE.

Ho pazBuBaromasica ncuxonorusi, He
OTpUIlaeT TOT (PaKT, 4TO €CTh 0OJIb-
10€ KOJMYECTBO NMPUMHUTHUBHOIO IIO-
BEJICHUS B 3alaJHON LIMBUIM3ALUU; U
HAlpOTUB, TaK KakK JTO SBISIETCA
HACTOJIBKO SIBHO JIOKa3y€MBIM B IIpe-
nenax Hamed coOCTBEHHOU cdepsl,

9TOT (baKT - OAHO M3 HaIIUuX CaMbIX

CHJIBHBIX A0Ka3aTCJIbCTB CYHICCTBO-



5. R. Brown writes about concepts:
"...concrete and abstract are relative
judgments that can only be applied

within a hierarchy of categories...

The only absolute of abstraction ... is
the all inclusive category-everything or

perhaps the Universe.

The only absolute of concreteness is

the unique spacetime point.

Everything in between is either con-
crete or abstract according as it is con-

trasted with a superordinate or a subor-

dinate” (Brown, 1968, p. 266).

6. As an alternative, we indicate the
point of view of R. Goldman regarding
religious thinking.

Goldman writes: "...religious thinking
is no different in mode and method

from non-religious thinking.

Religious thinking is a shortened form
of expressing the activity of thinking
directed towards religion, not a term

meaning separate rationality” (Gold-

BaHUA Ka4C€CTBCHHO Pa3INYHbIX

ypoBHel (yHkiuonupoBanus" (Bep-

Hep, 1948, c. 18).

5. P. bpayn nuuier o noHATHax: "..
KOHKPETHOE M a0CTPaKTHOE - OTHO-
CUTEJbHBIE CYKJEHUS, KOTOpPbIE MO-

I'yT OBITH IMPUMCHCHBI TOJIBKO B IIPpC-

Jieiax uepapxuu KaTeropumu. ..

EnuncrBennblit  abcomorT abcTpak-
LUU... — BCE BKJIIOYAIOLIasl B ceOsl Ka-
TEropusi - BCE WJIH BO3MOXHO Bce-
JICHHas!.

EnuHcTBEHHBIN a0COMIOT KOHKPETHO-
CTH - YHUKQJIbHBINA TPOCTPAHCTBEHHO-
BPEMEHHOM ITYHKT.

Bce nmpomexyTouHoe SIBISICTCS WM
KOHKPETHBIM WJIM a0CTpPaKTHBIM, CO-
[JIACHO TOMY, KaK 3TO KOHTPaCTUPYET
C CynepopAWHATOW WA TOTYMHEH-
HbIM ~ (bpayH, 1968, c. 266).

6. Kak anprepHaTuBy, MBI IPUBOJUM
TouKy 3peHust P.I'onnmana orHOCH-
TEJIbHO PEJIMTUO3HOTO  MBIILICHHUS.

(3

lonaman nwmmer: “...peaUruo3Hoe

MBIIIUICHUE TI0 CIIOCO0Y W METOIy He

OTJIMYAETCS  OT  HEPEIUTHO3HOIO
MBIILIJICHHUS.
Penurnosznoe MpllieHUE — COKpa-

nieHHas (popMa BBIPOKEHUS JEATEIb-
HOCTH MBILUICHUS HAIPABJICHHOIO K

pENUruy, a He K TEPMHUHY, O3HAYAIO-



man, 1964, pp. 3-4; cf. also p. 10).

In other words, religious thinking is de-

termined only by its object.

Such a position seems to be unfortunate
for the obvious reason that the objects
of religious thinking may serve equally
well as objects of other types of think-
ing: scientific, artistic, common sense,

etc.

Chapter 3
1. We must admit that only later was
our attention called to the fact that mo-

lybdenum is not a precious metal.

2. Tables 2-6 were taken from T.
Tulviste, 1985.

3. Regardless of this, the problem of
why schooled subjects exhibit only
thinking in scientific concepts almost
exclusively in some experiments (for
example, in solving simple syllogistic
problems) and not in others is of great
interest.

4. S. Ball and R. Simpson, using a

standard experiment, showed that par-

HIEMY OTJEIBHYIO PAllMOHAIBHOCTD .
(I'onaman,1964,c.3 - 4;cpaBH. Takxke

c.10).

Hpyrumu

MBIIIUICHUE OIIPCACIICHO TOJIBKO €TI0

CIIOBAMH,  PEJIIMTUO3HOE
00BEKTOM.

Takoe moyoxeHue Kakercs sIBHO He-
yAAa4HbIM, TI0O TOW IPOCTOW NMPUYHHE,
YTO OOBEKTHI PEJIUTHO3HOTO MBIIILJIe-
HUSL MOTYT CIIYKUTh Tak’Ke€ XOpOILO,
KaK U OOBEKTHI JIPYTUX TUIIOB MBIIII-
JIEHUS: HAy4YHOI0, XYJI0KECTBEHHOTO,
3IpaBOr0 CMbICHIA U T.J.

I'masa 3.

1. MBI BBIHYXKIEHBI IIPU3HATH, YTO
TOJIBKO MHOTO TO3K€ Hallle BHUMa-
HUe ObUIO OOpaleHo Ha TOT (aKT,
YTO MOJHOJEH He SBIAeTCA 0OJiaro-
POIHBIM METAJLIOM.

2. IlpennoxxeHus co BTOPOTO IO Iie-
cTO€

T.Tansucra,1985

B3SITHI u3 KHUTU
3.Be13biBaeT OO0MBIION HMHTEPEC TO,
OYEeMY IIKOJbHBIE MPEIMETHI M03-
BOJISIFOT MBICJIUTH TOJIBKO HAYYHBIMU
MNOHATUSIMU UCKIIIOUUTEILHO B HEKO-
TOPBIX CIIydasx (Hampumep, npu pe-
IIEHUU MPOCTBIX CHILIOJIOTMYECKUX
ypaBHEHUH), a HE B JPYTHX.

4.C.bon n P.CuMICOH, HUCHOJIB3Ys

CTaHJApPTHBIN SKCIEPUMEHT, IMOKa3a-



ticipation in renaming objects led to a
decrease in the degree of nominal real-
ism in all American pupils who partici-
pated it the experiment (Ball and Simp-
son, 1977).

We still do not know why the same re-
sult is not achieved when preschoolers
name their dolls, participate in the se-
lection of a name for their newborn

brothers and sisters, etc.

5. That is, in teaching the facts specifi-
cally as scientific.
In principle it is possible to teach a

child to believe that the Earth moves

around the Sun, and so forth.

Chapter 4

1. We do not propose to present a re-
view of these works.

See the reviews of Cole and Scribner,
1977, pp. 57-80; Lloyd, 1972, pp. 36-
44,

2. See Bornstein (1973) on the system-
atic differences in physiological abili-

ties to distinguish colors.

J¥, 94TO y4acTHE B TEPEUMEHOBAHHH
00BEKTOB MPHUBEJIO K YMEHBIIECHHUIO
CTENIEHH HOMHHAJIBHOTO peann3ma
BCEX  aMEPUKAHCKUX  yUYCHUKOB,
YYaCTBYIOIIUX B 3TOM 3KCIEPUMEHTE
(bon u Cumncon,1977).

Mb1 10 cuX MOp HE 3HaeM, MoYeMy
TOT K€ PE3yJbTaT HE ObUT JOCTUTHYT
y JIOIIKOJHHUKOB, KOTOPBIE JarOT
MMEHA CBOMM WTIPYIIKaM, y4acTBYIOT
B BBIOOpPE MMEHHU IS CBOUX HOBO-
POXKJIEHHBIX OpaTheB U CECTEP, U T.JI.
5. Takum oOpazoM, 3TH (HaKThl SABIISI-
I0TCSI HAYYHBIMH.

B npunIimune, Mo>xHO HaAy4YuTh peOeH-
Ka BEPUTh, YTO 3€MJISI BPAILIACTCSA BO-
kpyr ComnHua, u T.11.

I'nasa 4.

1. Hamu He mpenocTaBiieH 0030p Te-
PEYHCIICHHBIX Jlajiee padoT.

Cm. o0030psl Koyma u Ckpubne-
pa, 1977 r., crp. 57-80;Jlmola, ctp.
36-44..

2. Cm. bepuureitn (1973) o cucre-
MATHYECKUX Pa3TUIMsIX (PU3NOIOTH-

YECKUX CIOCOOHOCTEH pa3IMYeHUs

LIBETA.



