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Annoranms. llens wuccienoBaHusST — PACCMOTPETh COJAEPIKATEIBHO-CMBICIOBEIE U CTPYKTYPHO-
KOMITO3UIIMOHHBIE OCOOCHHOCTH TEKCTOOOpa30BaHMS HA CTHIKE PENUTHHM M Hayku. PaboTa BhINMONHEHa C
MIPIMEHEHUEM TEOPETUIECKHUX TOJOXKEHUH (PYHKIIMOHATHHON CTHIMCTHKN ¥ HHTEPTEKCTYyalIbHOCTH, a TaKKe
TUIMOTETHKO-ACTYKTUBHOTO METO/Aa, NC(MUHUIIMOHHOTO W KOHTEKCTyalbHOro aHamu3a. OOOCHOBBIBaeTCS
BBEJICHHE TEPMHHA «PEIUTHO3HO-HAYYHBIM TEKCT» W TpPEeUIaraeTcs €ro OIpeJeieHne KaKk WHTEPTeKCTa U
(hopMBI TTO3UTUBHO-HAYYHOW KOHIENTYyaIN3alnu cakpanbHocTH. OOpamienne K MOHITHIO 3MMHCTEMHYECKOi
CUTYaI[H MO3BOJIIET CHCTEMHO OIHCATh COJEepPKAaTeIbHO-CMBICIOBOM aclekT ucciaeayemMoro tekcra. OHTo-
JIOTUYECKU PEITUTHO3HO-HAYUHBIM TEKCT XapaKTepU3yeTcs THOCEOJOTHUYEeCKOW T'eTepOreHHOCTHIO (CaKpalib-
HOE 3HaHHe / HaydyHOe 3HaHWe). B oTnnume oT HayYHON KOMMYHHUKAIlMH, B aHAIH3HUPYEMOM TEKCTE HOBOE
Hay9YHOE W MPOTHOCTHYECKOE 3HAHMS HE MPOAYIUPYIOTCS U, COOTBETCTBEHHO, HE PEIPE3CHTUPYIOTCS. MeTo-
JIOJIOTHYECKU CaKpadbHOE 3HAHME OOOCHOBBIBACTCS TMOCPEICTBOM CTapOr0 HAYYHOTO 3HAHUS. JTO 3HAHUC
pEeNpe3eHTUPYETCS SI3BIKOBEIME CPEICTBAMHU, HOMUHHUPYIOIUMU: 1) cyOBbeKTa HAy4YHOU NEATENbHOCTH; 2)
00J1aCTh HAYYHOH ACATEIBHOCTH; 3) pe3yabTaT HAyYHOH JESITEITLHOCTH. AKCHOJIOTHUCCKH CTapoe HaydHOE U
CaKpaJbHOC 3HAHUA HAXOAATCA B OTHOIICHHUU HEIIPOTUBOPECUNBOCTHU. B TexcTe 3TOT TE3HC HaXoJUT CBOC BbI-
pakeHre yepe3 s3BIKOBBIE CPECTBA UACHTUYHOH IMOJIOKHUTEIBHON OIICHOYHO! HAIPaBIEHHOCTH, PETpe3cH-
TUPYIOIINE CaKpalbHOE U cTapoe HaydHoe 3HaHWA. CTPYKTYpPHO-KOMITO3UIIMOHHAS OpTaHH3aIlHs PeUTHO3-
HO-HAY4YHOI'0 TCKCTAa PCIIPE3CHTUPYET JIOTUKY CMCHBI KOTHUTHBHBIX (1)213, AKTYaJIU3UPYCMbIX KOMIIO3UIIMOH-
HO-TIParMaTHYECKUMU CETMEHTaMH «HUCTOPUSI BOMPOCA», IIOCTAHOBKA IeNu (3a/1ay)», «apryMEHTaLUs,
«3aKITIOYCHUEY.

KiroueBble c10Ba: X0IM3M; CaKpajJbHOE 3HaHWE; HAYYHOE 3HAHUE; AHCTEMUYECKas CUTYallus; peu-
THO3HO-HAYYHBIA TEKCT; HHTEPTEKCTYAIbHOCTh; TEKCTOOOpa30BaHUE.
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Religious-Scientific Text: An Experience of Intertextual Analysis

Sergey M. Pashkov
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Abstract. The article accentuates the importance of holistic view for current scientific thinking. The
purpose of the research is to analyze semantic and structural properties of text formation at the boundary of
religion and science. This purpose is realized on the basis of theoretical data of functional stylistics and inter-
textuality, with the hypothetico-deductive method, definitional and contextual analyses being employed as
well. The paper substantiates the introduction of the concept of “religious-scientific text” into the conceptual
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and terminological apparatus of text linguistics. In the framework of intertextuality, this type of text is de-
fined as an intertext and a form of positive scientific conceptualization of sacredness. The concept of epis-
temic situation is considered as instrumental in conducting the systemic analysis of the semantics of a reli-
gious-scientific text (ontological, methodological, and axiological components of the situation). Ontological-
ly, religious-scientific text is characterized with gnoseological heterogeneity (sacred knowledge / scientific
knowledge). Unlike scientific communication, the analyzed type of text lacks new scientific and prognostic
knowledge. Methodologically, sacred knowledge is thought of in the context of old scientific knowledge, this
represented by linguistic means nominating: 1) scientists; 2) scientific fields; 3) scientific results. Axiologi-
cally, sacred knowledge is in accord with old scientific knowledge, which is manifested in linguistic means
of identical evaluation representing these two types of knowledge. The structural organization of the type of
text under study reflects the regularities of cognitive rational activity at the boundary of religion and science.
The compositional pragmatic segment is seen as an operative unit of structural analysis. Specifically, the fo-
cus is on the units “background of the problem,” “setting the research purpose (objectives),” “argumenta-
tion,” and “conclusion.”

Keywords: holism; sacred knowledge; scientific knowledge; epistemic situation; religious-scientific
text; intertextuality; text formation.
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Beenenue CrnoxuBiiasacs curyanust oOBSICHAETCS TEM, YTO

Penurus, ¢unocodus, MCKyccTBO W HayKa KaKk Ha OIPEAEICHHOM JTalle HCTOPUKO-KYJIBTYPHOTO
MyTH TOCTHXCHUSI MHPa UMEIOT CBOMM CyOCTpaToM  pa3BUTHs HayKa O(pOpPMIISIETCS KaK CaMOCTOSATEIb-
SI3BIK (CJIOBO), KOHCTUTYTHBHAsI POJIb KOTOPOTO NI0-  HBIM paloHaNbHBIN npoekT. Ee noctmwxkenus B pas-
BOJIHO TJIyOOKO OCMBICTIEHAa B KaXJOM M3 3THX Ye- JIMYHBIX €CTECTBEHHO-HAYYHBIX O0JACTAX CTHMYJH-
TeIpex HampaBneHuid. OpnHako, 3ameuaeT B. C. IOp- poBanu oTTecHeHMe pelMruu Ha 3aaHuil miaH. He-
YEHKO, OCTACTCsl HEPaCKPHITBIM TJIaBHOE — HHTEIPa- MHOTO Mo3aHee ¢opmupyercs MU o KOHGIUKTE
IIMOHHAsS POJThb S3bIKa B 00heaMHEeHNH B oaHO Tenmoe  (“the conflict myth™), cormacHo xoTOpoMy Hayka u
JAHHBIX IyTed MUPONOCTXKEHUs. [Ipuuem, Mpo-  penurusi HaxoJsaTcs B BedHoW OoppOe (“perennial
JOIDKAeT yUeHbIH, comuaapusysichk ¢ A. @. JloceBeiM,  battle”) [Harrison 2010: 4].
HauOojee «cTpamHas Oe3qHa» HaXOOUTCS MEXIY HecMoTpst Ha CyliecTBEHHBIE OTIMYMSA PEIUTUU
penuruei u Haykoit [FOpuenko 2017: 22]. JlefictBu- u Hayku, numietr B. C. CrenuH, OHU SBIAIOTCA B3a-
TEJILHO, €CJIM 00paTUTh BHUMaHNE HAa KOMIIO3UTHYI0O  MMojononHuTenbHbIMU [CtemuH 2012: 16]. Oue-
TEPMHUHOJIOTHIO, SKCIUIMLHUPYIOUIYI0 B3aUMOACH-  BHIHO, YTO 3Ta B3aWMOJONOJIHUTENBLHOCTh PETUTUU
CTBHS YeThIpeX (POPM MHUPONOCTIDKEHHS, TO OOHApy- W HAayKH IpearoyaraeT BapHaTUBHYIO HHTEpIIpeTa-
KUBAeTCs CIEAyIOIlee: MHTErpalusl peIMIuu, UCKyc- LU0 B 3aBHUCUMOCTH OT MHUPOBO33PEHUECKUX yCTa-
ctBa U Quiiocopur, ¢ OXHOM CTOPOHBI, U HAyKH, HC- HOBOK HccienoBatens. C OXHONH CTOPOHBI, 3TH OT-
KyccTBa U (unocopuu — ¢ Apyroil sBisercss oOblY-  HOLICHWS MOTYT 3aTparuBaTh Ba)KHEHIIME HOrMaTu-
HBIM MoJIokeHUeM Jien. CyInecTBYIOT pelMrMo3Hasi YecKHe WCTHHBI, Hampumep, Korja oOpalieHue K
¢uocopust ¥ peIUTHO3HOE UCKYCCTBO, AOCTYIIHbIE HAYYHOMY 3HAHHIO BBI3BAHO HEOOXOIUMOCTBIO ap-
HaOJIONEHHIO, B YACTHOCTH, 4YEPE3 PEJIUTHO3HO- TyMEHTHPOBaTh OIPEICIICHHbIE BEPOYUHUTEIIbHBIC
¢unocodckue [CepreeBa 2002] u penauruo3Ho-  mojiokeHus. C Ipyrod CTOPOHBI, B3aWMOJIOIOIHH-
XyJnoxxecTBeHHbIe TeKcThl [[lamkoB 2024: 163—170].  TenbHOCTH PENUTMM U HAYKH MOKET OTpaHU4YMBATh-
WnTterpanus ¢unocopun ¢ HCKYCCTBOM TakKe MMe- € COBMECTHOW peduiekcueil Haa Tak Ha3bIBAEMBIMHU
€T JUINTENIbHYIO UCTOPHUIO U (PUKCUPYeTCs TEPMUHOM  OOIIEYETIOBEYECKUMH LIEHHOCTSIMH; B ATOM Cllydae
«MO3TUKO-puocoPckue TeKCTh» [Bonbekuii 2008].  mpOCTpaHCTBO AJIS AWAliora 3HAYUTENBHO paclIups-
B3aumoneiicTBue nCKyccTBa M HAyKd MapKUpPyeTCsl,  €TCsl.
HampuMep, TEPMUHOM «HAy4YHO-(paHTacTUUECKHUE Jlymaercsi, 4TO B HAcTOSIIEEe BpPEMs BO3MOXK-
tekcte» [[lupora, Cepraesa 2022]. Hakoner, 066- HOCTB JUISl AMAJIOTa MEXIY PEIUTHEH M HAYKOW, MX
enuHeHne GUIOCOPUM W HAayKH PENpe3eHTUPYETCS  B3aWMOJOMNOIHUTENBHOCTh M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, PaB-
HOMUHALUAMH «HAyYHO-QUIOCOPCKUH ITUCKYpPC», HOLEHHBII THOCEOJIOTHUECKUI cTaTyc Hpemonpene-
«Hay4yHO-puiocodckas KapTHHA MHUpa» U JAp. Tep-  JSFOTCSA B MEPBYIO OYepelb HHTCPIPETATUBHBIM Xa-
MUHOJIOTHYECKAasl 3KCIUIMKALUA TUANora PelIuruid U pakTepoOM peaslbHOCTH. J[elo B TOM, 4TO Y pPeuruu
HayK{d HE OTMEYCHA. €CTb «II0CTICTHEE CIIOBO» O MUPE M YEJIOBEKE, HO OHA
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HE MOJXKET €ro JIoKa3aTh, a y HayKH, B CBOIO O4YepE/ib,
3TO «CJIOBO» OTCYTCTBYET. DTO MOJOKCHHE MPOTHO-
3UpYeT MANbHEUIYI0 pedIeKCHIO HaJl OCHOBAHUSAMU
B 00euX 00MacTsIX 3HAHUSA W MOTCHIMIO K TIOCTSHy-
romemy auanory. Cormacumes ¢ T. Haremem, uto y
YelloBeKa HEeT HHU MOHWMAaHWS, HU 3HAHUS, MOCPE-
CTBOM KOTOPOTO BO3MOKHO 00OOCHOBaHHE BCEOOIIICH
Teopuu peanbHocTH [Nagel 2010: 26], B cBsi3u ¢ 4eM
CeTOJHA TIPU3HAETCS IOJIHAS MPOOJIeMAaTH3AIUS
Bcex 0a30BbIX KaTEeropwii, OTCHUIAIONINX K 3HAHUIO U
KOTHULIMK. PelnMrno3Ho-Hay4HbI AUAIOr BO3MOKEH
U B CHJIy TOTO, YTO CAaKPAJIbHOCTh KaK YHHBEpCaIbHAs
KaTeropusi PEUrHO3HOTO CO3HAHUS 00s3aTeNbHO
TIpearoiaraeT Bce KOTHUTUBHBIC (PYHKIIMK YeJIOBEKa
(paHI/IOHaJ'ILHI)Ie, OMOIIMOHAJILHBIC, I/IHTYI/ITI/IBHLIC,
BosieBbie ¥ Tip.) [Tuie 1996: 194; Miiller 1871: 625-
627; Wach 1965: 32-33]. CooTBEeTCTBEHHO, JHAJIOT
HaYKI/I nu peJII/IFI/II/I — 3TO OTHKOAb HEC HpOTI/IBOHOCTaB-
JICHHE PALMOHAILHOTO U HEPAI[MOHAIBHOTO.

Lenp HacTOAIIETO HCCIIEOBAHUS — PACCMOTPETh
COZIepPKaTeIbHO-CMBICIIOBBIC W CTPYKTYPHO-KOMIIO-
3UIIMOHHBIE OCOOCHHOCTH TEKCTOOOpa3oBaHUs Ha
CTBIKE PENTUTHUU U HAYKH.

OcHoBHas yacTh

Penuzuosno-nayunviit mexcm:

K yMOYHEHUI0 NOHAMUA

MN3ydeHne KaTreropuasgbHbIX CBOMCTB pPEIUTHO3-
HOTO CO3HAHUS AaKTYyaJbHO i COBPEMEHHOW aH-
TPOTOIIEHTPUYECKOW JIMHTBUCTUKH, TOCKOIBKY 3TO
CIIOCOOCTBYET YTITyOJIEHUIO TIPEICTABICHUN O JeIo-
BCKE KaK homo loquens religious
(B. U. IlocroBanopa). OgHOM W3 BaKHEHIINX KaTe-
TOpH JaHHOTO CO3HAaHWS TPU3HAETCS CaKpalb-
HocTh. [Ipoekuusa mocnenHeit Ha mMarepuro OuOei-
CKOTO TEKCTa MO3BOJISICT BHJICTh B HEH TEKCTOKAaTe-
TOpHALHYI) JTIOMHHAHTY, JETEPMHHHUPYIOIIYIO €ro
CTPYKTYPy M CEMaHTHKYy, pealu3yeMylo Iocpes-
CTBOM DPa3HOYPOBHEBBIX SI3BIKOBBIX CPEACTB U
(hyHKIIMOHABHO HANpPaBJICHHYIO Ha PEMpPE3CHTAIIIIO
0Cco00T0 THMA 3HAHUSA — CaKpaldbHOTO. J[aHHBIA THIT
3HAHUS XapaKTepU3yeTcs KaK TPEeXKOMIIOHCHTHas
CEMaHTHUYeCKas CTPYKTypa, HHKOPIOpUpPYIOIas ce-
MaHTHKY CakpaJibHOH oHOMartojoruu (MMena bora),
CaKkpaJbHOW WMIEPaTUBHOCTH (3aMoBeAn) M ca-
KpaJbHOM 3cxaroyiorud (MOCMepTHas y4acTh Yelo-
Beka). [lpomosunmonanbHOE pa3BepTHIBAHHWE Ca-
KpPaJbHOTO 3HAaHUS WHTEPIPETUPYETCS B KadecTBe
KOTHHTUBHOTO MeXaHu3Ma OHOJIEeHCKOro TEeKCT000-
pazoBanus [[lamxoB 2025: 31-41]. PaccMmoTpeHue
CaKpaJIbHOCTH B KadeCTBE TEKCTOKATErOpHaIbHON
JOMHUHAHTBI 3a IMpeJellaMH CaKpallbHOTO TEKCTa Be-
JIET K 00pa30BaHUIO PEIUTHO3HBIX TeKCTOB [[lamikoB
2023: 90-99]. B aToM cirydaeT oO0ImmMM MEXaHHU3MOM
TEKCTOOOpA30BaHUSl  SIBIACTCS  MHTEPTEKCTYallb-
HocTh. [lockonbKy reHesuc cakpaJlbHOCTH IMPEIIo-
JaraeT MUPOKUN CIEKTP KOTHUTUBHBIX PECYpPCOB, €
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KOHIIENITyalIn3alusl aKTUBHO pean3yeTcsl HE TOJIBKO
B PEIIUTHH, HO U B (pUII0COpUH, UCKYCCTBE U HAYKE.

[Ipexxge uem paccmaTpuBaTh OCOOCHHOCTH TEK-
cT000pa30BaHMUs Ha CTHIKE PEIUTHH W Hayku, oOpa-
TUMCS K HAYyYHOMY TEKCTY KaK TAKOBOMY M YTOUHUM
€ro CYIIHOCTHBIE XapaKTEPUCTHKH.

HayuHbIil TEKCT HOCTaTOYHO XOPOIIO U3Y4YEH B
TpyZax oTedecTBeHHbIX JTHUHIBUCTOB (E. A. baxkeHOBa,
E. . Bapruna, H. B. lanunesckas, M. H. Koxuna,
M. I1. KottopoBa, H. M. Pazunkuna, B. E. UepHsickas
u ap.). CoxpepxaTenbHO JaHHBIA TEKCT SBIAETCS
(hopMoii penpe3eHTaIli HAYYHOTO 3HaHUs. SIBIssICH
BEIp2XCHHEM HAYYHOTO CTHJIS, HAYYHBIH TEKCT Xa-
pakTepusyeTcsi OOBEKTUBHOCTHIO, HEKATETOPHUIHO-
CTBIO, JJOTHYHOCTBIO, TOYHOCTBIO, ICHOCTBIO U JOKa-
3aTeIbHOCTBIO.

ConeprkaTenbHO-CMBICIIOBOW  aCTHEKT Hay4HOTO
TEKCTa B €ro eaWHCTBE (UKCHPYETCS] TOHSATHEM
SMUCTEMUYECKON cuTyanuu. B cTuiMcTHYECKUX HUC-
CIIEIOBAHUSAX JTaHHOE TOHSATHE MHTEPIPETHPYETCS B
Ka4yecTBe SKCTPATMHTBUCTUYECKONH MOJENN HAyYHO-
TO TEKCTa, CUHTE3UPYIOIIEH OHTOJIOTMYECKUH, Me-
TOMOJIOTUYECKUH, aKCHOJOTHYECKUH, pedIIeKCHB-
HBIH ¥ KOMMYHHKATHBHO-TIParMaTUYECKH KOMIIO-
HEHTBHI, BIUIOIINE Ha MPOIIECC HAYYHOTO TEKCTO00-
pazoBaHuUs.

OHnmonozuyeckuti KOMNOHEHm SIUACTEMHYECKON
CUTyaIlill COOTHOCHUTCSI CO CTapbhIM M HOBBIM Hay4-
HBIM 3HAHHEM. JTO JEJICHUE SBJISCTCS MNPUHIUIU-
abHO BaKHBIM IS JIFOOOTO HAay4HOTO TekcTa [Ko-
TiopoBa, baxkenoBa 2008: 52; Jlanunesckas 2006:
11; Yepussckas 2000: 149]. Crapoe HaydHOE 3Ha-
HUE — 3HaHUE, PEIPE3CHTUPYEMOE B TEKCTE IpeIIie-
CTBEHHHWKOB, HOBOE Hay4YHOE 3HaAHHE 3HaHUeE,
BIIEPBBIE pEIIpe3eHTHpYyeMoe B TekcTe. Memodoo-
2UYecKull KOMNOHeHm KOPPEIHPYEeT CO CIIOCOO0M
nmosydeHns] U 00OCHOBaHUS HAYYHOTO 3HAHHSA, dK-
cuonoeueckull KOMnoHeHm TPEANonaraeT OleHod-
HYIO TIO3UIHMIO MO3HAIOMIETO CyOBEKTa IO OTHOIIE-
HUIO K CTapOMy W HOBOMY Hay4YHOMY 3HAHHIO; pe-
hnexcusHvlll KOMNOHEHM YBSA3BIBAETCS C OMOILMO-
HaJbHBIMH PEAKIMSIMU Ha HAYIHOEC SIBICHHE; KOM-
MYHUKAMUBHO-NPASMAMUYECKUL  KOMNOHEHM  CO-
MIPSDKEH € TIEPEBOAOM IKCTPATMHTBUCTHIECKAX (hak-
TOpPOB TO3HAHUS B JuHTBUCTHYecKuEe [KoTroposa,
baxxenosa 2008: 48—49]. OHroNOrHuYecKuii, MeTO-
JTOJIOTUYECKUNA W aKCUOJIOTHYECKUN KOMIOHEHTHI B
HauOOJIBITICH CTEIEHU TPEIONPEALSIIIOT CIIeTH(PUKY
HayyHoro tekcra [Yepnsasckas 2000: 19], npuuem
AaKCHOJIOTMYECKUN sBIsieTCAd Benymum [JlaHumes-
ckas 2006: 12].

C yueTroM BBIIIECKA3aHHOTO TIPEACTaBISAETCA
MPaBOMEPHBIM  3aIMIOJIHEHUE TEPMHUHOJIOTUYECKOM
JAKyHBI, OKCIUIMIUPYIOMEH IUalor pelurdd u
HayKH{, BBEJICHUEM TEPMUHA «PEITUTHO3HO-HAYUHBIH
TeKCT». J[aHHBI TEKCT OMpeaeNseTcs KakK uxmep-
meKkcm u (Popma NO3UMUBHO-HAYUHOU KOHYENmyd-
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auzayuu  cakpanvrocmu. O PETUTHO3HO-HAYYHBIX
tekcrax (manee — PHT) ompaBmanHO BecTu peub
JUIIb B TOM ClydYae, €cld aleuIAlus K HaydHOMY
3HAHUIO OCYILECTBISIETCS C IIEJIbI0 apryMEHTaluu
BaJIHMJIHOCTH CaKpAIbHOTO 3HAHHUSA. DKCTPANOIUPYS
MOHSATHE SMUCTEMUYECKON CUTYyallud B 00JacTh TEK-
CcTO00pa30BaHMA HA CTHIKE HAYKH U PEITUTHH, MOXKHO
YTBEpXKJlaTh, 4YTO TMpejuiaraemMoe mnoHumanue PHT
npenonpeaessieT CeupuKy ero BaKHEHIINX 3IH-
CTEMUYECKUX AaCIEKTOB — OHTOJIOTHIO, METOJOJIO-
TUIO U AKCHOJIOTHIO.

Onronornuecku PHT xapakrtepusyercss THOCEO-
JIOTHYECKOH TeTepOreHHOCThIO: CaKpalbHOE 3Ha-
HUe / HaydHOe 3HaHWe. B mporecce peruruo3Ho-
Hay4YHOTO TEKCTOOOpa30BaHWs HOBOE HAYYHOE 3HA-
HUE He MpOIyLHpyeTcs, He JOKa3bIBaeTCs U, CIE0Ba-
TENbHO, HE pernpe3eHTupyercs. MHoM npencrasisiercs
1 (YHKIMOHAIBHAS 33/IaHHOCTh CTaporo HAYYHOTO
3Hanus B PHT. Eciiu B Hay4HOM TEKCTE cTapoe Hay4-
HOE 3HaHHE (QOPMHpPYET TEOPETHYECKYI0 OCHOBY B
OCBEIICHNH HayJHO! mpooOiremsl, To B PHT 310 3HaHME
HE COOTHOCHTCSI C HAy4yHOW MpoOIeMaTHKOH, TIo-
CKOJIBKY apryMEHTalusl BaJUAHOCTH CaKpalbHOTO
3HAHUS HE SBIISETCS HAYIHOU MPOOIEMOIA.

MeTtogonorndeckn 00OCHOBaHWE BaJHIHOCTH
CaKpaJbHOI'O0 3HAHUS OCYIIECTBIAETCS IOCPEN-
CTBOM OOpaleHuss K CTapoMy HaydYHOMY 3HAHHIO.
Astop PHT wucxomuT u3 TOro, 4Tto cakpajibHOE M
Hay4YHO€ 3HAHMWS HE TNPOTHBOpEYaT JAPYr IpPYyTy.
Wnaue obctout meno ¢ ¢puirocopckuMu Mpe3yMI-
IUSMH, KOTOPBIE, KaK U3BECTHO, MOTYT OBITh PeIr-
THO3HOW M aTeHCTHYECKOl HampaBieHHOCTH. COOT-
BETCTBEHHO, B Ipolecce 000CHOBaHHS CaKpaIbHO-
ro 3HaHUS BaXXHOE 3HadeHWe npuodperaer mudde-
PEHIIMPOBaHNE HAYIHOTO U (HUITOCOPCKOTO 3HAHUS.
Henb3s we cormacutbes ¢ k. JIeHHOKCOM, KOTO-
pBI B 3TOU CBsI3u TUIIeT: Statements by scientists
are not necessarily statements of science [Lennox
2009: 24].

Crnenmurka akCHOIOrHYECKOTO KOMIIOHEHTa pe-
JUTHO3HO-HAYYHOTO TEKCTOOOpa30BaHHUA COCTOWT B
TOM, YTO OLIEHKa CTaporo Hay4yHOro 3HaHUs HE sIB-
JsieTcs OCHOBOM, MpeaBapsIouieil mpoaynupoBaHue
HOBOTO Hay4yHoro 3HaHws. llo3Haromuii cyOBekT
OLICHUBACT HAyYHOE 3HAHUE C LIEbI0 apryMEHTALNU
3HAHUS CaKpaIbHOTO. JTO OOCTOSTENHCTBO MEPEBO-
mut PHT u3 obmactu coOCTBEHHO Hay4YHOH KOMMY-
HUKaIK B cepy OOIIEHWS Ha TpaHWIC HAyKd U
pEeNUTHH.

BsaumoneiicTBue cakpaabHOrO M CTaporo Hayd-
HOTO 3HaHUA NPEAOIpeaesieT UHTEPTEKCTYaIbHYIO
cnenu(uKy COAepKATeTbHO-CMBICIOBOTO acIeKTa
PHT. B 3TOM ciiyyae MHTEPTEKCTYaJIbHOCTh 3asiBIie-
Ha KaK METaTeKCTyallbHOCTh, COOTHOCUMAs C UHTEP-
MpeTalurel U OLIEHKON MPeIIIeCTBYIONIETO TEKCTa, B
JAaHHOM CITy4yae CaKpalbHOTO TEKCTa, pean3yeMoro
B PHT B BUjE MHTEKCTOB.
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B soruke ckaszaHHOro aHald3 COIAEPIKATEIBHO-
cMmbiciioBoil opranusaunu PHT npenomnpenensiercs
€ro THOCEOJIOTUYECKON reTeporeHHoCThI0. COOTBET-
CTBEHHO, HEOOXOIMMO OCTAaHOBHUTHCS Ha aHAaJW3E:
1) S3BIKOBBIX PEMPE3EHTAHTOB CaKPaJIbHOTO 3HAHUS;
2) S3BIKOBBIX PENPE3CHTAHTOB HAy4YHOIro 3HaHus. B
MIEPBOM CIIydae HISHTHQHUIMPYETCS TUI CaKpPaJbHO-
TO 3HaHUS, aHAIM3HPYIOTCA CTPYKTYPHBIE OCOOEH-
HOCTH CaKpaJIbHBIX HHTEKCTOB (CJIOBO, CIOBOCOYE-
TaHUe, TeKCT) U MEXaHW3MbI BKItodeHus ux B PHT
(trrammst, mepudpasa, ammo3ust). Bo BTopom cirydae
C OTOpOIl Ha MOHATHE 3MHUCTEMHYECKON CHUTYyalluH,
penpesentupyemoii B PHT, unrepnperupyrorcst oH-
TOJOTHYECKUI, METOJOIOTUYECKUM U aKCUOJIOTHYe-
CKHM KOMITOHEHTBI.

B npomecce aHamuza CTPYKTYpPHO-KOMIIO3HU-
unoHHOU opranuzauuu PHT BakHeliee 3HaueHue
MprUOOpeTaeT NMPHUHIIMII OHTOJNIOTH3MA. B (dyHKIMO-
HaJBHOW TpaMMAaTHUKE JAHHBIA MPUHITUI CBI3LIBACT-
Ci C TPU3HAHMEM JCTCPMHHALMU CEMAHTUYECKUX
KaTeropuid BOCHPHUATHEM OOBEKTHBHOW JICHCTBH-
tenpHOCTH [boHmapko 1987: 31]. Ilpurnmm oHTOIO-
TU3Ma HE TEepsieT CBOCH PEIeBAHTHOCTH U TNPHU aHa-
JU3€ CTPYKTYPHO-KOMIO3UIIMOHHON OpraHu3aluu
PHT. Ilockoapky TeKCcT — BepOaIM30BaHHOE CO3HA-
HUE, TO OHTOJIOTHS KOTHUTHUBHBIX IIPOLIECCOB, B
YaCTHOCTU PALMOHAJIIBHOTO PacCy>KICHUS, pempe-
3€HTUPYETCS] B MOBEPXHOCTHOM CTPYKType aHaju-
3UPYEMOro TeKcTa. B kadecTBe CTPYKTYypHOH enu-
Hunsl PHT B pabore paccMmarpuBaeTcs MOHSITHE
KOMITO3UIIMOHHO-TIParMaTHYeCKOT0 CerMeHTa (J1a-
nee — KIIC) — «BBIpa)XeHHOTO Ha MOBEPXHOCTHOM
YpOBHE KOMIIOHEHTa TIyOMHHOH CMBICIOBOI
CTPYKTYpBl TEKCTa, OOYCJIOBIECHHOTO (aKTOpOM
(opMUpOBaHUS HAYYHOTO 3HAHUS W YACTHBIMHU
KOMMYHHUKATHUBHO-TTO3HABATCIFHBIME  JICUCTBHSIMHU
cyObekTa TekcrorBopuecTBay [UepHsaBckas 2000:
12]. I'parumsr KIIC onpenensroTcss CMEHON KOTHU-
TUBHBIX (Da3 Mmo3HaroIero cyobekra. Bwimenstorcs
CEerMEHTHl «XapaKTEepPUCTHKA MpeaMeTa HCCIeI0Ba-
HUS», «HUCTOPHsI BOMPOCA», «IOCTAHOBKA LENEH U
3amau», «(hOpPMYITUPOBKAa TPOOIEMBD», «BBIIBHKE-
HUE THUIIOTE3b», «IO0KA3aTEIbCTBO», «OMUCAHUE
SKCIIEPUMEHTA», «BBIBOJBDY, «HAYUYHBIH MPOTHO3»
[Tam xe: 233—234].

I'Hoceosornueckas TeTeporeHHOCTh 3HaHUS, pe-
npe3ertupyemas B PHT, oOycnoBnuBaer momudu-
KalMI0 €ro KOMIIO3ULIIMOHHOM MOJENH, B YaCTHOCTH
nckmouenne KIIC «rumore3a», «omucaHHUE HSKCIIe-
pUMEHTa» U «HayuHbI mporHo3». Jlanueie KIIC B
PEIUIrMO3HO-HAYYHOM TEKCTE€ HEBO3MOKHBI, IO-
CKOJIBKY CakpajJbHOE 3HaHWE HE MOXKET OBITh IMOj-
BEprHyTO MpoleaypaM Bepu(UKauu H, CleaoBa-
TEIhHO, HET KOTHUTUBHBIX OCHOBaHWHU It (hopMy-
nupoBanus nporuosa'. B moruke cka3aHHOTO CTaHO-
BUTCSI OYEBHAHONW HeoOxomuMmocTh 3amennl KIIC
«JI0Ka3aTeNbCTBO» Ha «aprymeHTanus». [locaeanss
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oTpesiensieTcsl KaK «IpUBEJEHHE JOBOJOB C LEIbIO
W3MEHEHUS TO3UIHNH, WIIH YOeXKICHUH, TpyTroi cTo-
poHbl» [UBuH 1997: 6]. AprymeHTanusi HeCBOauMa
K JIOTHYECKOM TEOPHHM JOKa3aTelbCTBA, OMUPAIO-
ieiics Ha MOHSITHE UCTHUHBI, TIOCKOJIBKY apryMeHTH-
poBaTbcad MOXKET W JOXKb. B pakypce cTpyKTypHO-
KOMIO3UIIMOHHOW opranuzanuu PHT peanusyertcs
TUIIOJIOTHYECKass HHTEPTEKCTYaIbHOCTh, Oazupyro-
asicsi Ha CTEPEOTUITHOCTH KOMIIO3MIIMOHHBIX KOM-
[TOHEHTOB THUIOJOTMYECKA COOTHECEHHBIX TEKCTOB
[Uepnssckas 2000: 221].

Takum 00pazoM, CTPYKTYpHO-KOMIIO3UIIMOHHAs
mozens PHT peanuzyercss mocpeacTBOM akTyanu3a-
mun KIIC «ucTopus BOIpPoOcay, «IIOCTAHOBKA IICTH
(3amau)», «aprymeHrtanusy, «3akiaodeHuey. [Ipen-
JIO)KE€HHAsl CXEMa JIMHTBUCTUYECKOro aHanu3a POT
OTpa’kaeT €ro THOCEOJIOTHYECKYIO T€TEPOreHHOCTh U
KOMITO3UIIHOHHYIO crienuduky. [1ocKoIbKy B pam-
Kax CTaTbW HEBO3MOXHO IPEJICTaBUTh aHAIU3 BCEX
TpPEX CETMEHTOB CaKpaJbHOCTH, OTPAHHUYUMCS JTHUILb
CaKpaJIbHOW OHOMAaTOJIOTHEH, MPEeJICTABIISIOMENd Co-
6011 coBokymHOCTh cakpanbHbiX Men (Mmen bora).

Penpezenmayus cakpanvHoi OHOMAMOI02UU

6 Penuzuo3HO-HayYHOM meKcme

[Ipobnema kpeanuoHW3Ma SABISETCS OJHOH W3
LEHTPAIbHBIX B PEIUTHO3HO-HAYYHBIX PACCYyKICHH-
sx, Benymmx kK oopazoBanuto PHT. Cornacno 6u6-
JCWCKOMY TEKCTy MHpP M YEJIOBEK SIBIISIOTCSI TBOpeE-
HUsAMU bora, mpudeM yHHKalbHOCTh aKTa TBOPEHUS
COCTOUT B TOM, 4YTO He TpeOyeTcs HHKAKOTo Cyo-
cTparta: MUp TBOpUTCA ex nihilo.

PaccmoTpumM conepkaTelbHO-CMBICTIOBOH acleKT
PHT «Theism and Evolutionary Biology» (William
Hasker), B KOTOpOM apryMeHTHPYETCS OTCYTCTBHE
MPOTHBOPEUYHUH MEXAY KPEallMOHHU3MOM U TEOpHUEH
sBomonu. HazBaHne TekcTa CHTHAM3HPYET O €ro
THOCEOJIOTHYECKOW TeTeporeHHOCTH, (popMUpyeMoit
Ha CTBIKE JBYX oOOjacTedl 3HaHUS: CaKpaJbHOM
(Theism) n wHayunoii (Biology). C.C. ABepuHIeB
MUIIET, YTO TEW3M HCXOAWUT W3 MOHMUMaHHA AOCO-
JIIOTa Kak O00)KeCTBEeHHOH JImuHOCTH, CBOOOJHO
TBopsiweit Mmup [Aepunues 2006: 419].

B paccmarpuBaeMoM TeKcTe penpe3eHTHPYIOTCS
cakpanbHeie Umena God u Creator (Hasker 2010:
548). Uma God siBasieTcs JOMUHHPYIOIIUM B TEK-
cre, a Ero pedepenmus k xpuctuanckomy bory
MOJNTBEPKAAETCS SA3BIKOBBIMU CIUHUIIAMHU cCreate,
divine creation, theistic God, God’s creative
purposes, Suffering Redeemer. CaxpanpHoe HWms
Redeemer, napsany ¢ Umenamu God u Creator, siB-
JISIETCSl MUTATOM, TTOCKOJIBKY BCTpedaeTcsl B 000UX
3aBerax; B HoBom 3aBere Umsa Redeemer mpen-
CTaBJIEHO  Pa3BEPHYTOM  MPOMNO3UIIMOHATIBLHOU
cTpykTypoit’. Ums God, B cBOIO 0depejib, aKIeHTH-
pYyeT TBOPYECKYIO MOTEHLHIO XpHCTHaHCKoro bora
[TTamxoB 2025: 35].
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B uccnegyemom TekcTe Hay4yHOE 3HaHHME (OHTO-
JIOTUYECKHUN KOMIIOHEHT) PENPE3CHTUPYETCS A3BIKO-
BBIMHU ¢TUHULIAMH, HOMUHHUPYIOIIHMHU:

— cyOBeKTa HAyYHOW NEeATEIHHOCTH: a) HapHIla-
TenbHBIE UMEHA (molecular biologist, evolutionists,
paleontologist); 6) cobctennsle umena® (Michael
Behe, Darwin, Carroll, Jacques Monod, Stephen Jay
Gould, Simon Conway Morris);

— o0nacTh Hay4yHoU aedrenbHOCTH (biology, evo-
lutionary developmental biology (evo devo), molecu-
lar genetics, biochemistry);

— pe3yJbTaT HAyYHOW JEATCILHOCTU (TCOpHH,
THIOTE3bl, HAYYHBIE TEPMHUHBI) (Scientific theory of
evolution, Evolutionary Theory, biological evolu-
tion, biological taxa, biological structures, living
cell, genetic changes, mutations, genotype, evolu-
tionary selection, embryonic development, genes,
macroevolution, microevolution).

Btopas u TpeThs rpynibl S3bIKOBBIX €IMHUIL Xa-
PaKTEPU3YIOTCSI CUCTEMHOCTBIO B CHITy UX HCHTHY-
HOM pedepeHInanbsHOi  OTHECEHHOCTH (00JacTh
OHMOJIOTHH), YTO CBUICTCILCTBYET O COOJIOJACHUU
aBTOPOM TEPMHHOJIOTHUECKUX HOpPM. Penpe3eHTH-
pyeMoe Hay4yHOe 3HaHHE SBISCTCS CTapbiM, IO-
CKOJIbKY BOIIUIO B OOIIMI (pOHJ HAy4YHOTO 3HAHUS B
XIX—-XX BB. B 1aHHOM TE€KCTE aBTOp HE IPEJCTaB-
JSIET YATATEIIO HOBOTO HAYYHOTO 3HAHUSI.

MeToIoNIOTHYEeCKH apryMeHTalusl CaKpajJbHOTO
3HAaHUS B aHAJTU3UPYEMOM TEKCTE PEalU3yeTcs I0-
CPEZICTBOM OOpallleHHs K CTapoMy HAy4YHOMY 3Ha-
HUIO W TUCTAHITUPOBAHUS OT GHUI0CO(CKOTO 3HAHMS,
pa3jIMYHBIX HMJICOJOTHH WU TICEBIOHAYYHBIX KOHIICI-
uit. TlocmenHue penpe3eHTHPYIOTCS S3bIKOBBIMU
enuHUNAMU naturalistic philosophies, philosophical
preconceptions, ideologies, philosophical natural-
ism, social Darwinism (Hasker 2010: 548, 550, 553).

(1) «We will not consider the numerous ideolo-
gies which have been erected on the basis of evolu-
tion, such as social Darwinism a century ago or the
contemporary claim of sociobiology to explain near-
ly all human behavior in terms of patterns inherited
from pre — human ancestors. Such ideologies are
nearly always inimical to theistic religion, and they
are at best weakly supported by the scientific theory
of evolutiony (Hasker 2010: 548).

B mpuBecHHOM MUKPOKOHTEKCTE aBTOP OCBeE-
JOMJISICT YUTATENs O METOJOJOTMH O00OCHOBAHMS
cakpainpHOTO 3HaHUA (theistic religion). Ctapoe
Hay4yHOe 3HaHUe (evolution, the scientific theory of
evolution) TPOTUBOIIOCTABNISACTCS 3HAHUIO HEHAYY-
HoMmy (ideologies, social Darwinism). JlekceMbl
inimical u weakly TO3BONAIOT aKIEHTHPOBATH 3TO
MpoTUBOIOCTaBIeHHe. Hayka 0ObeKTHBHA, OCHOBa-
Ha Ha (aKkTax W HEe MOXKET OBITh BpaXKIcOHA K TIpe-
METY CBOETO HCCIICIOBAHUS:

— inimical: ‘being adverse often by reason of hos-
tility or malevolence’;
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— weak(ly): ‘not factually grounded or logically
presented’ [Merriam-Webster Dictionary].

[TonoxkuTenbHas OlIEHKA CaKpPaJlbHOTO 3HAHUS B
KOHTEKCTE MOHATHIHHO-TEPMHUHOJIOTHYECKOTO Aarlma-
para Hay4YHOH TEOpPUH DBOJIOIHUOHHOTO DPa3BUTHS
MHpa M 4YeJOBEKa CICIU(PHUIMPYET aKCUOJIOTHYEC-
CKUIl KOMITOHEHT 3MUCTEMHUYECKOW CHUTYallMd B WC-
CIICTyeMOM TEKCTE.

(2) «Evidently there is no inherent difficulty in
the idea that God might create the universe and its
contents through gradual evolutionary processesy
(Hasker 2010: 548).

B mukpoxontekcte No 2 pernpeseHTupyercs pe-
JIMTHO3HO-HAYYHAs TO3MIUS aBTOPa, COMJIACHO KO-
TOPOH Hay4IHas TeOpHsl IBONIONUH (through gradual
evolutionary processes) COBMECTHMa C TEHUCTHYE-
ckuM TmpencTaBieHueM o bore kak TBopue (God
might create). MonanbpHOe coBo Evidently ¢ cemaH-
TUKOW OYEBUIHOCTH aKICHTHPYET YBEPCHHOCTH aB-
Topa. OTCYTCTBUE KOHIIETITYaJIbHBIX MPOTUBOPEUHIA
MEX]y HAYYHBIM U CaKpaTbHBIM 3HAHHEM perpe3eH-
TUpYeTCsl JekceMol difficulty (B KOHTEKCTE OTpHIla-
TEILHOTO MECTOMMEHHSI 710), aKTyaJU3UpPYIOIIEH
BTOPUYHOE 3HAUCHHE:

— difficulty: (1-1 cTynenp ananmsa) ‘controversy,
disagreement’;

— controversy: (2-1 crymneHp aHanmu3a) ‘a discus-
sion marked especially by the expression of oppos-
ing views’ (Merriam-Webster Dictionary) (kKypcus
Ham. — C. I1).

HuTerpaius cakpalbHO-OHOMATOJIOTUYSCKOTO U
HAYYHOTO CTaporo 3HaHWUS, UX HICHTUYHAS OIICHOY-
Has HANpPaBJICHHOCTh PEMPE3CHTHPYIOTCS HOMHHA-
TUBHBIMU CJIOBOCOUYETAHUSAMU constructive religious
interpretation of evolution W theistic interpretation
of evolution (Hasker 2010: 550, 555). Jlekcembl
religious, theistic n evolution akTyaTu3upyIOT B TEK-
CTe CBOU TIEPBUYHbBIC 3HAHUS:

— religious: ‘of, relating to, or devoted to reli-
gious beliefs or observances’;

— theistic: ‘belief in the existence of one God
viewed as the creative source of the human race and
the world who transcends yet is immanent in the
world’;

— evolution: ‘the scientific theory explaining the
appearance of new species and varieties through the
action of various biological mechanisms (such as
natural selection, genetic mutation or drift, and hy-
bridization)’ (Merriam-Webster Dictionary) (kypcus
Ham. — C. I1).

PaccMOTpUM CTPYKTYPHO-KOMITO3HUIIMOHHYIO Op-
TaHU3aIHI0 aHATM3UPYEMOro TeKCTa, OOPATHBIIUCH
k KIIC «ucTopus Bompocay, «IOCTaHOBKa IIenu (3a-
Jia4)», «apryMEHTaIUs», «3aKimoueHuey. OTMeTnM,
gto KIIC «ucTopus BOIIpoca» M «IIOCTAaHOBKA IICTTH
(3amau)» MoryT OBITH BBEJEHBI B TEKCT B pPa3HOM
MOCJIe0BaTEILHOCTH.
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1. KIIC «AcTopusi Bompoca»

B 3TOM cermeHTe penpe3eHTHpYeTCsT HadalbHast
(ha3a KOTHHTHBHOW JEATEINBHOCTH, AKICHTHPYETCS
JIMATOTH3M TIO3HAHWS, OYCPUYUBAIOTCS PAMKH THOCEO-
JIOTUYECKH TETEPOreHHOr0 KOHTEKCTa OCMBICIICHUS
CaKpaJIbHOCTH (Hay4yHOE 3HAHUE / CAaKPaIbHOE 3HAHKE).

3) «<...>. A comparatively recent development
in evolutionary science that deserves mention here is
evolutionary developmental biology, commonly
known as ‘evo devo’. Evo devo consists of a number
of important developments relating molecular genet-
ics to embryonic developmenty. <...>.

It may be reasonable to conclude that it is too
early for a final evaluation of either of these move-
mentsy (Hasker 2010: 548-549).

ABTOp NIPUBOJUT HECKOJIBKO HATIPABICHHUIA MBIC-
JIK, KOTOPBIC MO-Pa3HOMY HHTEPIPETHPYIOT OTHO-
MIEHUS KpeallnoOHNU3Ma M TCOPUH DBOJIONUU: funda-
mentalist ‘creation science’, ‘intelligent design’ (ID)
movement, Darwinian account of evolution, evolu-
tionary developmental biology.

2. KIIC «IlocTanoBKa meau (3aga4)»

(4) «This entry will discuss the relationship be-
tween biological evolution and the traditional theistic
conception of God; in particular, the doctrine of God
as the creator of the natural worldy (ibid.: 548).

B npuBeneHHOM MHKPOKOHTEKCTE aBTOP YETKO
bopMyJIpyeT Ielb HCCIEJOBAHUS — PAacCMOTPETh
OTHOIIICHUE MEXIY CaKpaJbHO-OHOMATOJIOTHYECKIM
3HaHueM o bore kak TBopue (the doctrine of God as
the creator of the natural world) n Hay4HOU Teopu-
et sBomrortuu (biological evolution). OueBUIHO, YTO
3Ta 1edb HE MOXET CTaBUTHhCS B HAYYHOM TEKCTE,
MOCKOJIbKY TPAHCIICHACHTHOE HEJAOCTYITHO HAYYHO-
My PpacCMOTPEHHUIO, COOTBETCTBEHHO, aHAIHM3HpPYe-
MBI TEKCT SIBJISIETCS PEIMTHO3HO-HAYIHBIM.

3. KIIC «ApryMeHTauus»

B anHanu3upyeMoM TEKCTe aBTOp JejaeT MOMbIT-
Ky apryMEeHTHPOBATh He cymiecTBoBanue bora (3tot
TE3UC TPUHUMACTCS W3HAYAIBHO), & PEIUTHO3HYIO
WHTEpIpeTanuio sBomouun (the project of a
religious interpretation of evolution, the project of
theistic interpretation of evolution). PaccmatpuBa-
IOTCSI HECKOIIbKO BO3paKCHHWH MPOTHUB JTaHHOW WH-
TEpIpeTaIni, KOTOPbIe PEPE3CHTHPYIOTCS B CHIIb-
HBIX TIO3MIUAX O0BEMHO-IIPArMaTHUECKOTO YJICHE-
HUS TEKCTA:

«Evolution and the ‘Objectivity of Nature’»;
«Evolution as Cruel and Wastefuly,

«Evolution as Random and Contingenty,
«Evolution and Human Naturey;

«Evolution, Physicalism, and Purposey» (ibid.:
550-553).

(5) «The acceptance of evolution seems to push one
in the direction of a naturalistic, reductivist view of hu-
man nature which contrasts sharply with the religious
view of humankind as bearers of the divine image.
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Almost certainly, this is a mistake. The difficulty
here does not lie in evolutionary science as such, but
rather in the naturalistic philosophies which under-
lie some interpretations of evolutiony <...>. Evolu-
tion does force one to recognize affinities between
humans and other animals, but the fact that hu-
mans are animals comes as no surprise; it was
well known, for instance, to Aristotle. <...>. But
to assume that common biological descent forces
one to accept a naturalistic account of human be-
ings is a classic instance of the genetic fallacy»
(ibid.: 553).

B muxpokontekcte Ne 5 paccMaTpuBaeTcsi mpo-
OnemMa MPHUPOJBI YeJOBEKa B KOHTEKCTE JBOIIOIH-
oHHOU Teopuu. [1o OGubIEHickoMy TEKCTy, YEIOBEK —
o0pa3 u monodue bora (bearers of the divine image).
ABTOp NMPHUBOJIUT CYIIECTBYIOIIEE MHEHHE, COTTIACHO
KOTOPOMY SBOJIIOLIMOHHBIA B3IJIsI Ha 4enoBeka 00s-
3aTeNIbHO HUBEJIUPYET ero 00roO0pa3HOCTb. ApryMeH-
Talysi, OMPOBEPraroIasl 3TOT B3I, CTPOUTCA Ha
ctporoM auHepeHITUPOBAaHUN HAYYHOTO 3HAHUS
(common biological descent, evolution, evolutionary
science) u HeHaydHOTO ((priocodckue mpedepeHIm
YUeHBIX: naturalistic philosophies, reductivist view,
naturalistic account of human beings). PaccMotpenue
(unocockux B3MISAZIOB B KQUECTBE HAYYHOTO 3HAHUS
SBJISICTCS] OLIMOOYHBIM. DTOT BBIBOJ| PENPE3CHTUPYET-
Csl JIEKCEMaMH C OTPUIATENbHON OIEHOYHOW CeMaH-
TUKOM mistake n (genetic) fallacy.

4. KIIC «3akiaovenue)

3axmouenrie B PHT B ocHOBHOM He oTiH4aeTcst
ot cootBercTBytomero KIIC B HaydHOM TeKcTe:
MOJIBE/ICHIE UTOTOB MPOBEACHHOTO HCCIICIOBAHMS.

(6) «We have seen that the most common objec-
tions to a religious reading of evolution are of little
force, and it has been argued that a strictly physi-
calistic version of evolution leads to unacceptable
paradox and must be modified in such a way as to
allow for irreducible teleology in the world of na-
ture. If this is so, then the way is open for the de-
velopment of a constructive religious interpreta-
tion of evolution, one that will not merely remove
evolution as a threat to faith, but will exploit its
possibilities for the enhancement of a theistic
worldviewy (ibid.: 555).

B 3aknroueHun aBTOp MPUXOIUT K BBIBOIY, YTO
cakpaJbHOE 3HAHHE O TBOPCHHUH, AKIICHTUPYIOIEM
cakpanbHoe Wms Creator, He HPOTUBOPEUUT
HayYHOMY 3HAaHHUIO 00 3BOJIIOIMOHHOM Pa3BUTHU
Mupa U 4denoBeka. KOHCTPYKTHBHOE B3aMMOJCH-
CTBUE CaKpaJbHOTO ¥ HAYYHOTO 3HAHHS PEIPE3CH-
TUPYETCS HOMHHATHUBHBIMH CJIOBOCOUYCTAHHMIMHU
religious reading of evolution w constructive
religious interpretation of evolution. BriaBurae-
MbIe BO3paxeHus (objections) KBATHGUIUPYIOTCS
Kak cliabble W JIOTMYECKU HEIONMyCTHUMBIC. DTOT
KPUTHYCCKUH B3I PEIIPE3CHTHPYETCS JICKCEMaMH
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¢ oueHnouHoit (little force, unacceptable paradox)
Y MOJAJIbHOW CEMaHTUKOM (must).

3akiaouenne

B wuccienoBannu npeAnpuHATa MOMBITKA U3yYe-
HUSl BOTIPOCOB TEKCTOOOPa30BaHUS HAa CTHIKE JIBYX
THOCEOJIOTHYECKH Pa3IMYHBIX 00J1acTeil mo3HaHUS
(penurusi/Hayka) B KOHTEKCTE YHUBEPCAJIbHON Ka-
TETOPHY PEIUTHO3HOTO CO3HAHMS, CIIPOCIUPOBAH-
HOM Ha MaTepuI0 PEIUTHO3HO-HAYYHOTO TEKCTa.
[Noka3aHo, YTO JAaHHBIA TEKCT SABJSCTCS MHTEPTEK-
cToM U (pOpMOIl MO3UTHBHO-HAYYHON KOHIIENTYaJIH-
3alMH CaKpaJbHOCTH. BBISBIEHBI CONEpiKaTeIbHO-
CMBICIIOBBIE W CTPYKTYPHO-KOMITO3UIIHOHHBIE OCO-
OEHHOCTH PEeNUTHO3HO-HAYYHOTO TEKCTa, cOo00IIa-
IOII[UE €My OCOOBIN TEKCTOTHIIOJIOTHYECKUH CTaTyC,
a Takke Mo3BoJIsTomue AuddepeHIpoBaTh AaH-
HBIM TEKCT OT Tekcra HayuyHoro. OcylecTBicHa
SKCTPANOJISALUS MOHATHS 3MHCTEMHYECKONH CHUTya-
U B 00JaCTh PEITUTHO3HO-HAYYHOTO TEKCTOOOpa-
30BaHHSI, YTO TO3BOJMJIO YCTAaHOBUTH CHEIH(PUKY
OHTOJIOTUYECKOTO, METOI0JIOTMYESCKOT0 U aKCHOJIO-
TUYEeCKOTO KOMITOHEHTOB AMUCTEMHYECKOW CHUTya-
MU B mccaenyeMoM TekcTe. CTpyKTypHO-KOMIIO-
3WIIMOHHAS OpPraHM3allvs JaHHOTO TEKCTa IpoaHa-
JU3UPOBaHA C OMOPOI Ha MOHATHE KOMITO3UIUOHHO-
MparMaTHYecKoro cerMeHTa. HeBO3MOXKHOCTH Be-
pudUKaIK CaKpaJbHOTO 3HAHHUS, a TAKKE OTCYT-
CTBHE MPOTHOCTHUYECKOTO 3HAHHS B IMPOIIECCE pe-
JUTHO3HO-HAYYHOTO TEKCTOOOpa3oBaHUs OOBACHS-
€T WCKIIOYeHHE M3 CTPYKTYPHOH MOJETH CerMEeH-
TOB «JIOKa3aTeJIbCTBO» M «HAYUYHBIH MPOTHO3Y.
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