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“MODERN ERA” THEORIST’S THINKING
Abstract

The article presents a psychological interpretation of the Modern era theorist
thinking, carried out by V. Bibler. The interpretation is based on a universal
methodological tool for describing the processes (ST-method). Intellectual are called
the processes, which include the modus of the intellectual operations, mastered by
the person and the modus of the subject of thought. Activity of synthesizing intuition
is interpreted as a process of searching for appropriate variants of combinations of
components of the theorizing subject, components of General scientific and
scientific-disciplinary knowledge. The actions of rational deduction are interpreted
as manifestations of the regulatory activity of the patterns of formal logic. Semiotic
restructuring of the logical movement is written as processes regulated by patterns
of semiotic operations. Then there is a reconsideration of the result and the cognitive
tools used by the theorist. These processes are considered as a theorist's
psychological reflection aimed to his theorizing in all or some of its components. The
result of these processes can be adjustments to the field of knowledge, the subject of
theorizing and the theory created, as well as patterns of intellectual operations.
These adjustments are followed by a new cycle of reasoning. The last thought
procedure is the shaping of practical conclusions about application of the theory. At
this stage, “"l" practical mind” performs intellectual operations on those mental
modi that contain more general knowledge of the theorist about the world. The
article shows only those processes that can be compared with the thought processes
considered by Bibler. Using the ST-method, one can assume and check in
experiments the existence of many other synchronous processes perhaps also
essential in obtaining an intellectual product, including a new theory.

Keywords: theory, thinking, modus of culture, subject of thought, patterns of
intellectual operations

MenunueB Baaaucias AjleKCAaHAPOBUY, KAHIUIAT IICUXOJOTMYECKAX HAYK,
HAy4YHbIN COTPYJIHUK J1a0OpPATOPUU METOAOJIOTUU U TeOpUH ncuxojorun HMHcTutyTta
ncuxonorun umenu I'.C. Koctroka HAITH Ykpaunsl.

MBIIIVIEHUE TEOPETUKA «<HOBOI'O BPEMEHMW»
AHHOTALIMA
Tokazana ncuxonoeuueckas unmepnpemayusi mvluieHus meopemurxa Hogoeo
8pemeHu, npeocmasienHozo 6  guiocogpckom  ouckypce B.C.  Bubnepa.
Humepnpemayus ocnoéana HaA YHUBEPCANILHOM MEMOOUYECKOM UHCmMpPYMeHme
onucanusa npoyeccos (TM-memod). HumennexmyanonviMu HA36aHbl Npoyeccwyi, K
KOMOPBLIM OMHOCAMCA MOOYC OCBOEHHBIX TUYOM UHMENNIeKMYAIbHbIX onepayutl u
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MOOyc npedmema mulcau. [elicmeus cunmesupyrowell UHMyuyuyu mpaxkmyomcs KaK
npoyecc NOUCKA COOMBEMCMBYIOWUX BAPUAHMOSE COUYeMAaHUll  KOMNOHEHMO8
npeomemos  meopemusupo8aHus, KOMNOHEHMO8 OOWEeHAYYHO020 U  HAYUYHO-
OUCYUNIUHAPHO20 3HAHUA. [lelicmeus payuoHanbHOU 0eOVKYuu mMpakmyomcs Kak
NpOsBIEHUs.  Pe2YIamMOPHOL  AKMUBHOCMU NAMMEPHO8  (QOPMANIbHOU  TO2UKU.
Cemuomuueckas nepecmpouxa JA02U4ecKo20 OBUINCEHUsT  3aANUCbIBAemCs KAk
npoyeccol,  pecyiupyemvlie  3aKOHOMEPHOCMAMU  CEeMUOMUYECKUX  ONepayul.
Ilpoyeccvol  nepeocmvicienus pe3yibmama U — KOCHUMUBHLIX — UHCMPYMEHMOS,
UCNONIL3YEMbIX MeOPEeMmUKOM, PACCMAMPUBAIOMCSL KAK NCUXON02U4eCKas peghiekcus
meopemuKa, HANpasleHHas HA e20 Meopemu3uposaHue 80 8cex UIU HEeKOMOpPbIX
KomnoHenmax. Pe3zynomamom smux npoyeccog moz2ym Oblmb KOPPEKMUPOBKU 8
obacmu 3HaHUll, npeomema meopemusupo8arusl U co30a8aemoll meopuu, a Mmakaice
nammepHvl UHMELIEKMYANbHbIX onepayutl. 3a 3mumu KOppeKmuposKamu ciedyem
HOBbIUL YUk paccydcoenuti. llocneOnel  mbicaumenbHoUu npoyedypou s6Jsaemcs
Gdopmuposarue npaKkmuiueckux 8bl80008 O NpuUMeHeHuu Hogol meopuu. Ha smom
smane «"H" npakmuueckoeco yma» 8vinonHsem uHmMeLlIeKMyadibHble Onepayuu Hao
memu MEeHMANbHbIMU — MOOYyCaMu, Komopwvle cooepxcam 0Oojee obwue 3HAHUS
meopemuka o mupe. B cmamuve noxazamvl moibko me npoyeccol, KOMopwvle MON*CHO
CONOCMABUMb MBICIUMENbHLIM — npoyeccam,  paccmampusaemvivu  bubaepom.
Ucnonvsyas TM memoo, MOXNCHO Npeononodcums U npo8epunv 8 IKCHEPUMEHMAX
cyuwecmeosanue MHO2UX OpY2UX CUHXDOHHbLIX HPOYECCO8, BO3IMOINCHO, MAKICE
He0OX00UMbIX Ol NOJIYYeHUs: UHMENLIeKMYalbH020 HPOOYKMA, 6KIUds HOBYI0
meopuro.

Knrwouesvte cnosa: meopus, mvluiienue, Mooyc Kyibmypvl, npeomenm MbiCJu,
nammepHvl UHMENNIEKNY AJIbHBIX Onepayuil.

MeninueB BaaauciaaB OJiekcaHIApoBHY, KaHAWIAT TCUXOJIOTIYHUX HAYK,
HAayKOBHI CHIBpOOITHUK Jlabopatopli MeToaoJiorii 1 Teopii mcuxosnorii [HCTHTYTY
ncuxodorii imeHi I'.C. Koctioka HAITH Ykpainu.

MMUCJEHHS TEOPETUKA «HOBOI JJOBW»
AHoTALIA

Ilokazano ncuxonoeiuny inmepnpemayiro mucienns meopemuxa Hoeoi 0obu,
npeocmasneno2o y @inocogpcokomy ouckypci B.C. bibnepa. Inmepnpemayis
0azyemvcsi Ha YHIBEPCATILHOMY MEMOOUUHOMY IHcmpymenmi onucy npoyecié (TM-
memoo). InmenekmyanbHUMU HA38AHO Npoyecu, 00 SAKUX BIOHOCAMbCSA MOOYC
0CBOEHUX 0CO0010 THMENeKMYaNIbHUX onepayit i Mooyc npeomema mucienHs. il
NOEOHAHD KOMNOHEHMIB npeomemis meopemu3sy8aHnHs, KOMNOHEHMI8
3A2AIbHOHAYKOB020 MA HAYKOBO OUCYUNIIHAPHO20 3HaHHs. Jii payionanvHoi 0edyKyii
MPAKmMyOmMsbCs K NPOsi8U pecyaimopHOi aKMUeHOCmi NamepHie hopmanbHoi 102IKu.
Cemiomuyna  nepebydoga  102i4HO20  pYXy  3ANUCYEMbCA  AK  Npoyecu,
Dpecyibo8ami 3aKOHOMIPHOCMAMU cemiomuynux onepayiu. Ilpoyecu nepeocmucnenms
pe3yibmamy 1 KOSHIMUBHUX [HCMPYMEHMIE, SUKOPUCHOBYEAHUX MeEeOPEeMUKOM,
PO3210a0MbCs K NCUXONI02IYHA peieKcisi meopemuKd, CHNpaMo8aHd HA U020
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meopemu3y8ants y 6Cix abo Oeaxkux KomnoweHmax. Pezynemamom yux npoyecie
MOJCYmMb  Oymu  KOpUSYBAHHA CB0IX 3HAHL, npeomema Meopemusy8anHs i
CMBOPI0BAHOI Meopii, a MaKodc NamepHu IHMeNeKMYaibHux onepayiv. 3a yumu
KOPURYBAHHAMU CAIOYE HOBUU YUKT MIpKY8aHb. OCMAHHBLOI [HMENEeKMYaAlbHOK
npoyeoyporo € (OpMy8aHHs NPAKMUYHUX BUCHOBKIE NPO 3ACMOCYBAHHSA HOBOI
meopii. Ha yvomy emani «"f" npakmuunoco po3ymy» 6UKOHYE IHMeENeKMyalbHi
onepayii Ha0 MuMU MEHMATbHUMU MOOYCAMU, SKI MICMAMb OLIbU 3a2a1bHI 3HAHHS
meopemuxka npo ceim. Y cmammi nokazauwi mintbKu mi npoyecu, SAKi MONCHA
3icmasumu po3ymMosumM npoyecam, posensaHymumu bubnrepom. Buxopucmosyiouu
TM-memoo, ModxcHa npunycmumu I nepesipumu 68 eKCHepuMeHmax ICHYB8aHMHs
0acamvoX IHWUX CUHXPDOHHUX NPOYECi8, MOMCIUBO, MAKONHC HEeOOXIOHUX O
OMPUMAHHS IHMENEeKMYATbHO20 NPOOYKMY, 8KIIOUHO 3 HOBOIO MeopIcio.

Knrwwuoei cnosa: meopis, mucienHs, MoO0yc Kyibmypu, npeomem OYMKU,
namepHu inmeneKmyaibHux onepayii.

Philosophical descriptions of thinking, as known, played an important role in
the formation of modern trends in cognitive psychology, but some of the work of
philosophers still remain out of sight of psychologists. One of the philosophical
discourses on thinking was proposed by V.S. Bibler in [4], and after many years
reproduced him in the book [3], which confirms the importance of this stuff in the
philosophical concept developed by him. The following is a psychological
interpretation of the thinking processes of the Modern era theorist, which Bibler
describes in a complex, metaphorical philosophical language. Various psychological
theories of intelligence are known today, and the theorizing can be considered in the
context of each. But I will use a universal methodological tool for describing the
processes ([1]), as well as experience of its application to describe intellectual ones.
An additional task in this article is to demonstrate once again the methodological
possibilities of the ST-method for cultural processes description (see [1], etc.). The
universality of the method, according to its authors, is a precondition for its use as a
methodological tool for psychological knowledge integration [5].

The main Bibler's idea in the description of the theorizing is as follows: “"I" of
the theoretical mind of the Modern era (aimed at the invention and development of
classical theories) is carried out in the dispute and overflow, the transition of such
special logical settings (other "I") as < ... >” [3, p. 226). Further in the book there is a
description of specificity of “other "I"” activity which we will consider as processes
described by mappings of theorist’s psychic modi according to the laws set by
patterns of intellectual operations (more detailed, see [1]).

So, the description of theorist’s thinking will be built on the schematism for
interpretation of intellectual processes in ST-method [1]. Intellectual are called the
processes, which include the modus of the intellectual operations patterns, mastered
by the person and the modus of the subject of thought. We will call the space of
mappings for the description of intellectual processes the space with the format {I; S;
O}, that is:

S, 0 IS, O} — {11; SI; Ol}
where:
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I — modus of intellectual operations, mastered by the theorist. S — modus of the
subject of thought (area of knowledge about the world, the existing theory of its
description, the idea of a new theory). O — other modi.

Creation of a new theory as a result of theorizing will be described by the
processes:

S, 0}l S; O} — S1

Each modi in this record can be detailed up to their components if necessary.

At the first stage of theorizing, according to Bibler, the activity of
experimental-isolating consciousness is carried out. The result of this activity is the
formation of the subject of thought by the theorist. Such is a certain area of
knowledge, including the well-known for the theorist experiences and theories for its
description. The modus of the subject of thought (§) is the result of the action of
experimental-isolating consciousness. In this process, at least three components can
be identified: K — knowledge of the theorist about the world; Sr — the subject of
theoretical description, which is selected to a separate modus from the field of
knowledge; Iz - patterns of intelligent operations involved in this process. The
description for this process will be a record of the following space of mappings.

I E. K — ST

I interpret the activity of symthesizing intuition as a process of searching for
appropriate variants of combinations of components of the theorizing subject area,
components of General scientific and scientific-disciplinary knowledge. These
intellectual operations are controlled by intuitive thinking (/;) patterns. The result
should be a theoretical model (7)) of the subject of thought (S7). Thus, the
synthesizing intuition is carried out in the processes, as follows:

1[.' {K, ST} — TM

The actions of rational deduction are interpreted as manifestations of the
regulatory activity of the patterns of formal logic (/,) as a result of which the theorist
builds the “backbone of the theory” (7). The stuff for such a transformation are: the
previously built subject of a theoretical description (Sr) and theoretical model (7).

I:{Ty; So} > T

Then there is a semiotic restructuring of the logical movement, which carried
out, according to Bibler, by “"[" setting on the text.” In the schematism used here,
the action of this setting is written as processes regulated by patterns of semiotic
operations (Is), which set the laws of transformation of the theory existing in the
theorist's imagination into forms acceptable for scientific communication. The stuff
(prototypes) of such a transformation are the existing “backbone of the theory” (7),
the subject of theoretical description (S7), as well as linguistic and other knowledge
possessed by the theorist and which are necessary for this transformation — a subset
of the modus (K).

Is.' {T, ST,' K} g T]

Then there is a reconsideration of the result and the cognitive tools used by
the theorist, which Bibler refers to the manifestations of the “I” ability of judgment.
Here's how he describes it: “In "the judgment ability" all a complete system of
theoretical reason comes to concern, stir, thawed, becomes uncertain, is directed to a
new reformulation of problems and their new solution” [3, p. 228). These processes
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can be considered as a theorist's psychological reflection aimed to his theorizing in
all or some of its components, here can be used all the previously identified
components. The result of these processes can be adjustments to the field of
knowledge (K), the subject of theorizing and the theory created (S7, 7), as well as
patterns of intellectual operations (I I;; 1., Is). These adjustments are followed by a
new cycle of reasoning. For the description and analysis of the entire set of these
reflections it is necessary to consider the processes described by the space of
mappings of the appropriate format (the format of the space of mappings, see [1]),
namely:
{K, ST,' T, IE, [1, [L, Is}

After receiving a version of the theory, which the theorist considers final (7 y),
this phase of theorizing is completed.

The last thought procedure for creating a new theory, according to Bibler, is
the shaping of practical conclusions about its application — for human self
development, including the theorist himself, and for “moving into the transpersonal”
— under the last Bibler, following Einstein, understood the rational description of the
world. At this stage, the activity of the “"I" practical mind” (/pz) performs intellectual
operations on those mental modi that contain more general knowledge of the theorist
about the world and himself (Ky) compared to those already used in the previous
stages. In such a broad context, there are processes of shaping of, as Bibler says,
“intentional settings” for the application of the created theory (/n).

Ipg: {Tz,’ KZ} — In

At the end of description of thinking, which Modern era theorist carry out,
Bibler says: “of Course, this is only a schema, very much in it is lowered and is
given only for illustrative purposes” [3, p. 228). I would like to add that the same can
be said about many existing scientific theoretical constructions, but many of them
proved to be useful scientific tools at certain stages of science development. I believe
that the enhanced description of thinking of Modern era theorist can also be useful in
the research not only of theorizing, but also of other mental processes.

Conclusions

Having offered the philosophical description for Modern era theorist's
thinking, Bibler then compared it with theorizing of 20th century ‘“non-classical
mind”. That form of thinking is set out too complex to understand the essence of the
matter and I did not find it possible to transform it into a systemic psychological
discourse. Perhaps, over time, it will take another researcher. Let me emphasize that
the article shows only those processes (or rather, their formal interpretation) that can
be compared with the thought processes considered by V. Bibler. Using the ST-
method, one can assume and check in experiments the existence of many other
synchronous processes perhaps also essential in obtaining an intellectual product,
including a new theory.
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