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The se�iotic app�oach o� S. La��e�’s philosophical co�cept th�ou�h the p�is� o� si��, 
si��al a�� s���ol �otio�s is stu�ie� i� this a�ticle. De�a�catio� p�i�ciple o� these co�cepts was 
esta�lishe�. The cha�acte�istics o� �i��’s s���olic �u�ctio� a�� �ole o� �e�talit� i� aspects o� 
thei� capacit� to i�flue�ce o� zoose�iosis a�� a�t�opose�iosis ha�e �ee� a�al�ze�. The se�iotic 
�acto�s o� s���olic p�ocess �i��e�e�tiatio� i�to �iscu�si�e a�� �ep�ese�tatio�al t�pes, as well as 
thei� �u�ctio�i�� p�i�ciples ha�e �ee� a�al�ze�. The co�pa�iso� o� the M. Pola��i’s “pe�so�al 
k�owle��e” co�cept a�� the �o�ai� o� �ep�ese�tatio�al s���olis� a�e p�opose� a�� the se�iotic 
��ou�� o� thei� pa�tial authe�ticatio� has �ee� i�e�tifie�. The se�iotic co��itio�i�� a�� �e�iati�� 
o� hu�a� li�ewo�l� �i�es it a s���olic i�te��it� a�� fills with the existe�tial se�ses.
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O�e o� the special �eatu�es o� se�iotics is o�te� calle� its i�te��iscipli�a��. It has �ee� ele�ate� 
to the le�el o� positi�e attitu�e o� philosophizi��. It happe�e� �ot �ecause se�iotics t�ies to �aise 
ow� p�esti�e at the expe�se o� al�ea�� �o��e� a�� a��a�ce� scie�ces, �ut �ecause se�iotics has 
the pote�tial to i�te��ate these achie�e�e�ts i�to so�ethi�� �o�e co�p�ehe�si�e. J. Deel� clai�s 
that se�iotics ca� �e “�at�ix o� all scie�ces”. But �e�o�e �aki�� �isio�a�� p�e�ictio�s, we ha�e 
to �eflect o� the existi�� achie�e�e�ts i� the i�te��ati�� sphe�e. Se�iotics t�ies to �et out o� the 
scholastic scie�tific a�� co�p�ehe�� the wo�l� a�� k�owle��e a�out it as e�ti�et� that �equi�es 
“co��o� �e�o�i�ato�”. Such “�e�o�i�ato�” is p�opose� �� S. La��e�, who �efi�es it as s���ol.

R. I��is, R. Auxie�, B. La��, D. D���e� a�� othe�s �e�icate� thei� wo�ks to �isquisitio� 
a�out a�th�opolo�ical, �e�tal a�� aesthetic issues i� S. La��e�’s wo�ks. I� pa�ticula�, R. I��is  
p�opose� a ��oa�e� o�e��iew o� S. La��e�’s se�iotic wo�ks such as “The P�actice o� Philosoph�” 
(1930), “A� I�t�o�uctio� to S���olic Lo�ic” (1937), “Philosoph� i� a New Ke�: A Stu�� i� the 
S���olis� o� Reaso�, Rite, a�� A�t” (1942),  “Feeli�� a�� Fo��: A Theo�� o� A�t” (1953) a�� 
“Mi��: A� Essa� o� Hu�a� Feeli��” (1967–1982). B. La�� a�� R. Auxie� c�iticall� exa�i�e 
philosophical p�i�ciples S. La��e�’s wo�ks a�� �e�eal the p�o�le�atic ite�s i� the co�ceptual 
sche�e �efi�itio� a�� �u�ctio�i�� o� s���ol. Thus, the ai� o� this a�ticle is to explicate the 
p�o�le�s o� s���ol, si�� a�� �ea�i�� i� S. La��e�’s se�iotics i� philosophical co�text. It also 
p�esupposes �esea�chi�� the �acto�s o� s���olic t�a�s�o��atio� p�ocess a�� a�al�sis o� �a��e�s 
a�� a�e��atio�s i� the p�ocess o� s���olic i�te�p�etatio� o� the wo�l�.

R. Auxie� sa�s, that i� �o�ties o� the 20th ce�tu�� the co�cept o� s���ol was acti�el� stu�ie� 
i� �i��e�e�t �iscipli�es, that’s wh� the�e a�e a lot o� �i��e�e�ces �etwee� u��e�sta��i�� o� s���ol, 
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�o� exa�ple i� lo�ic a�� ps�cholo��. It was i�po�ta�t �o� S. La��e� to show a� u�i�e�sal �efi�itio� 
o� s���ol �o� its �atio�al i�te�p�etatio� a�� u��e�sta��i��. Se�iotics, co�si�e�i�� the et��olo�� 
(��o� A�cie�t G�eek σημειωτικός – fitte� �o� �a�ki��, po�te��i��; σημεον – a �a�k, si��, toke�), 
uses the co�cept o� si�� �athe� tha� co�cept o� s���ol. I� Ch. Pei�ce’s a�� Ch. Mo��is’s wo�ks 
the si�� is a �e�iato� at all le�els o� hu�a� i�te�actio� with wo�l� a�� si���s���ol is a hi�hest 
�e�tal �o�� o� such �e�iatio�. S. La��e� �e�a�cates si�� a�� s���ol: si�� is �ase� o� �e�e�e�ce 
to a co�c�ete �esi��ate� o�ject a�� the s���ol is �athe� poli�e�e�e�cial, as it i��ol�es a se�ies o� 
a�alo�ies a�� associatio�s o� se�so���i�tellectual ki��, the�e�o�e s���ol has �i��e�e�t st�uctu�e 
a�� �o�e o� existe�ce. “The si�� is so�ethi�� to act upo�, o� a �ea�s to co��a�� actio�; the 
s���ol is a� i�st�u�e�t o� thou�ht.”  [3, p. 60].

F�o� the p�e�ace to the “Philosoph� i� a New Ke�” (1951) we �ou��, that S. La��e� ha�i�� 
acquai�te� Ch. Mo��is’s “Si��s, La��ua�e a�� Beha�io�”, woul� cha��e the wo�� “si��” o� the 
“si��al”  �ecause “si��” is use� to �e�ote a�� �ehicle o� �ea�i��, si��al o� s���ol [3, p. 6]. That 
is si�� acts as a p�i�ciple o� �e�iatio� while si��al a�� s���ol i��icates the �e��ee o� �i�ficult� 
o� this �e�iatio�. The�e�o�e the chapte� “The lo�ic o� si��s a�� s���ols” woul� �e “The lo�ic 
of signals a�� s���ols”. R.Auxie� sa�s, that i� a �ook “Feeli�� a�� Fo��” (1953), si�� was 
co�si�e�e� as i�te��al te�� �o� the si��als a�� s���ols [6].

S. La��e� t�ies to co�p�ehe�� the phe�o�e�o� o� hu�a� as lo�ical �e�elop�e�t o� �i�� ��o� 
�o��, a�� thus to p�e�e�t the Ca�tesia� �ualis� i� all its t�a�s�o��atio�s. The �i�� is a �atu�al 
phe�o�e�o�, that’s wh� the si�� as a si��al is t�pical �o� a�i�als too, �ecause it e�e��es with 
�eflexes. Depe��i�� o� the co�plexit� o� the �e��ous s�ste� a�� se�ses, the a�ilit� to pe�cei�e 
si��als co�plicates as well. The si�� is the fi�st exp�essio� o� �e�talit� a�� the s���ol is a top 
o� its �e�elop�e�t o� the le�el o� hu�a� �i��. Thus, the �e�talit� is �o��e� as a�aptatio� to 
the e��i�o��e�t [3, p. 30–31]. 

Acco��i�� to S. La��e� hu�a� �i��e�s ��o� a�i�al with lack o� �ee� o� the i��e�iate 
p�ese�ce o� a si��als’ sou�ces, a�� hu�a� ca� a�st�actl� thi�k a�� talk a�out the si�� i� a�� 
aspects.  “Si��s” use� i� this capacit� a�e �ot s��pto�s o� thi��s, �ut s���ols” [3, p. 32]. The use 
o� si��s is �ital to all li�i�� �ei��s, �ut hu�a� �i��, which has e�ol�e� to the use o� co�plicate� 
s���ols, has p�i�a�� a�� pe��a�e�t �u�ctio� – the s���olic t�a�s�o��atio� [3, p. 30]. The 
s���olic t�a�s�o��atio� is a �asic hu�a� �ee� a�� it co�sists i� the i� the c�eati�e t�a�s�o��atio� 
o� expe�ie�ce. S. La��e� sa�s that �i�� alwa�s has su�plus o� the s���olic �ate�ial which is �ei�� 
t�a�s�o��e� e�e� without co�scious �oal. The p�ocess o� s���olizatio� �ee�s the e�� i� oute� 
actio�, what i� �act lea�s to c�eatio� o� such phe�o�e�a as �itual, ��th, a�t, scie�ce, la��ua�e, etc.

R. I��is �e�a��s that s���olic t�a�s�o��atio�, i.e., i�te�p�etatio� a�� co�st�uctio� o� s���olic 
e��i�o��e�t, is the a�t�opose�iotic a�alo�ue o� Pei�ce’s se�iosis [8, p. 4]. The co��o� �o�  
Ch. Pei�ce a�� S. La��e� is the ai� �o� lo�ical a��u�e�tatio� o� se�iosis a�� s���olic 
t�a�s�o��atio�, R. I��is e�phasizes. Thus, S. La��e� p�oposes the u��e�sta��i�� o� s���ol 
th�ou�h lo�ical �o�� as co�cept a�� co�ceptio� as �e�tal �ep�ese�tatio�, a�� the a�st�actio� 
a�� a�alo�� as the wa� to si��le out the �o��al st�uctu�es o� �eeli��s a�� the “�eco��itio�” o� 
co�cepts i� the flow o� expe�ie�ce. The �ecessit� o� �e�tal i�a�es is e�phasize� �� R. I��is: 
“Co�scious�ess o� i�a�es �ot as thi��s to �e �ealt with o� u��e��o�e �ut as s���olic tools, as 
p�i�a�� ca��ie�s o� “si��ifica�ce,” allows the hu�a� o��a�is� to a�st�act a�� to fix a wo�l�, to 
sta�ilize the flow o� expe�ie�ce e�e� p�io� to la��ua�e” [8, p. 6]. The st�uctu�e o� si�� p�ocess 
is exp�esse� a�� p�esupposes th�ee ele�e�ts: o�ject, su�ject a�� si��; a�� also the st�uctu�e o� 
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s���ol is exp�esse�, which has �ou� ele�e�ts: su�ject, o�ject, �e�tal �ep�ese�tatio� (co�ceptio�) 
a�� s���ol [3, p. 60]. S. La��e� asse�ts, that, speaki�� a�out thi��s, we �o �ot ha�e the thi��s 
as such, �ut the co�cepts (�us. “представления”), �e�tal i�a�es o� thi��s, �ecause s���ols 
«has o� �i��» the co�cepts, �ot the thi��s [3, p. 57]. She thi�ks that the co�cept is the �o��al 
a�st�acte� st�uctu�e e��o�ie� i� “co�ceptio�” as �ep�ese�tatio� th�ou�h the ��aspi�� i� the co�text 
o� pe�so�al expe�ie�ce. Co�seque�tl� S. La��e� asse�ts that what is co��o� �o� all a�equate 
co�ceptio� (�e�tal �ep�ese�tatio�) shoul� �e the co�cept o� o�ject: “The sa�e co�cept is e��o�ie� 
i� a �ultitu�e o� co�ceptio�s. It is a �o�� that appea�s i� all �e�sio�s o� thou�ht o� i�a�e�� that 
ca� co��ote the o�ject i� questio�, a �o�� clothe� i� �i��e�e�t i�te�u�e�ts o� se�satio� �o� e�e�� 
�i��e�e�t �i��” [3, p. 67].

The “Dictio�a�� o� Eu�opea� Philosoph�” i� the a�ticle Co�ceptus is poi�te� out, that “lat. 
“co�cipe�e”, o� o�e si�e, i� lite�al se�se �e�otes p�o�uct o� so�eti�es i��e� thi�ki�� p�ocess; 
��o� othe� si�e � his et��olo�� (co��cape�e: “take to�ethe�”) pe� se i��icates o� co��ectio� o� 
plu�al ele�e�ts i� si��le pe�ceptio�» [1, p. 280]. R. I��is poi�ts out the si�ila�it� with G.F�e�e’s 
app�oach to i�te�p�etatio� o� Vo�stellu�� (ps�chical �ep�ese�tatio�) a�� Be��i�� (co�cept) [8, p. 41].

The pe�ceptio� as �ep�ese�tatio� o� �e�tal i�a�es i� S. La��e�’s se�iotics is the p�eli��uistic 
a�� p�ethi�ki�� a�� �all withi� s���olic t�a�s�o��atio� o� actualit�. Rep�ese�tatio�al �i�e�sio� 
is the �ealizatio� o� co�cepts i� “�ot thi�ki��” co�ceptio�s, �ut thei� co��o� �e�o�i�ato� is 
s���olis�, co�ceptualize� th�ou�h a�st�actio� a�� �o��al a�alo��.

R. Li��i �esc�i�es the co��itio� p�ocess i� S. La��e�’s philosoph� as “�ipola� acti�it� i� 
which the “co�cepts” o� scie�tific o� philosophical thi�ki�� a�e the su�jecti�e pole, “�atte�” is 
the o�jecti�e pole, a�� so�e t�pe o� �isio� o� “looki��” is the �e�iati�� acti�it� [9]. I� �act, this 
“looki��” (��aspi��) i� o�jects thei� si�ila�it� (�o� i�sta�ce seei�� s���ol o� li�e i� the ca��le 
fla�e) is �othi�� else the� a�st�actio� that is the o�ject o� s���ol t�a�s�o��atio�. It’s a “lo�ical 
i�tuitio�” which p�o�i�es the u��e�sta��i�� �o� all hu�a� wo�l� o� �etapho�s [9].

At the sa�e ti�e the lo�ical i�tuitio� co�ce��s �ot o�l� the �eal� o� �atio�alit�. S. La��e� as 
E. Kassi�e� st�i�es to show u�it� o� se�sual a�� �atio�al, that’s wh� lo�ical i�tuitio� is�’t �est�icte� 
�� thi�ki��, �ut also i�clu�es se�satio�s: “The e�e a�� the ea� �ake thei� ow� a�st�actio�s, a�� 
co�seque�tl� �ictate thei� ow� peculia� �o��s o� co�ceptio�” [3, p. 83]. S. La��e� thi�ks that 
a�st�actio�s �o�� �� o��a�s o� se�satio� a�e the p�i�al �e�tal i�st�u�e�ts o� i�tellect. The� a�e 
also t�ue s���olic �ate�ial, �ea�s o� u��e�sta��i��, th�ou�h the �u�ctio� o� which we co�p�ehe�� 
the wo�l� o� thi��s a�� the e�e�ts as histo�� o� those thi��s [3, p. 84–85]. Thus, i� a�� expe�ie�ce 
�eco�e shape�, the� “whe�e�e� the�e is �o��, the�e is �ea�i��”, so e�e� a�� lowest �o��s o� 
se�satio� a�e the o�jects o� �ea�i�� a�� the co�st�ucti�e ele�e�ts o� u��e�sta��i�� s���ols [8, 
p. 20].

Speci�icatio� o� �ep�ese�tatio�al s���ols as t�a�s�o��e� �eeli��s is thei� p�i�ciple 
u��iscu�si�it�. These s���ols a�e �ot �ei�� exp�esse� i� la��ua�e, �ut �e�ai� as �o��s o� �e�tal 
�ep�ese�tatio�, t�a�s�o��atio�s a�� i�a�es exp�esse� th�ou�h p�o�ucts o� a�t, ��tholo��, �ituals, 
e�otio�s, etc. Hu�a� �e�talit�, �e�elope� �� the t�ial a�� e��o� wa�, �u��a�e�tall� cha��e� 
a�� �eco�e �ot just a �iolo�ical sche�e. Speaki�� a�out �epth o� ��ai� s���olic �u�ctio�, 
S. La��e� asse�ts that o�l� ce�tai� p�o�ucts o� ��ai� ca� �e use� acco��i�� to laws o� �iscu�si�e 
�easo�i�� [3, p. 41].

S���olizatio� acco��i�� to S. La��e� is “p�ethi�ki��”, �ut �ot “p�ei�tellectual”. I�tellect 
is ��oa�e� �otio� the� �e��al �easo�i��, a�� p�esuppose existi�� o� s���olical which ca�’t �e 
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�e�uce� to �iscu�si�e co�cei�i�� i� thi�ki��. Hu�a� has a� expe�ie�ce outsi�e �iscu�si�e �o��s 
o� co��itio�, �ecause “i�telli�e�ce is a slippe�� custo�e�; i� o�e �oo� is close� to it, it fi��s, o� 
e�e� ��eaks, a�othe� e�t�a�ce to the wo�l�. I� o�e s���olis� is i�a�equate, it seizes a�othe�; the�e 
is �o ete��al �ec�ee o�e� its �ea�s a�� �etho�s... the�e is a� u�explo�e� possi�ilit� o� �e�ui�e 
se�a�tic �e�o�� the li�its o� �iscu�si�e la��ua�e” [3, p. 79]. I� the �ep�ese�tatio�al s���ols a�e 
the o�jects �o� t�a�s�o��atio� i� �i��, the� e�e��thi�� se�satio�al a�� �e��al equall� �eco�e 
the �ate�ial �o� it. Rep�ese�tati�it� lies i� the �act that all “se�se��ata a�e p�i�a�il� s���ols” 
[3, p. 24]. S. La��e� �e�a��s that i� the �eatu�e o� i�telli�e�ce was o�l� �iscu�si�e �easo�i��, 
the� e�e��thi�� except p�o�ucts o� latte�, woul� �e �e�a��e� as �istakes, a�� that is – �eal� o� 
a�t, ��ea�s, ��tholo��, �eli�io�, etc. The�e�o�e se�sualit� a�� thi�ki�� ha�e co��o� �oots i� 
s���ol. Mo�eo�e�, the �otio� o� expe�ie�ce �ecei�es s���olic i�te�p�etatio� at all sta�es, a�� we 
ca� speak a�out s���ol as co��o� �e�o�i�ato� �o� all hu�a� acti�it�. 

Sphe�e o� �ep�ese�tatio�al s���ols see�s co�so�a�t with M. Pola��i’s co�cept o� “pe�so�al 
k�owle��e”. Philosophe� �ejects positi�istic a�solutizatio� o� scie�tific �etho�s o�jecti�it� o� 
the ��ou�� that �etho� ca�’t �echa�icall� p�o�uce t�ue k�owle��e si�ce pe�so�al “ju���e�ts” is 
�u��a�e�tal aspects o� a�� o�jecti�e k�owle��e [4, p. 56]. The latte�, i� �act, is �ase� o� �ea�i��s 
o� �ep�ese�tati�e cha�acte�, cha�acte�ize� �� hi� as pe�iphe�al, tacit, hi��e�, i�plicit k�owle��e, 
a�� atte�pts o� �iscu�si�e ��ip just outli�e the sphe�e o� i�plicit a�� ca�’t co�pletel� exclu�e 
o� a�oi� it. Thus, u��e�sta��i�� o� the o�ject is�’t �est�icte� �� that, co�cei�e� at the a�st�act�
co�ceptual le�el, �ut co�e out o� se�sual�e�otio�al as ele�e�t, �u��a�e�tal a�� �ecessa�� �o� 
cohe�e�t co�p�ehe��i�� a�� u��e�sta��i�� o� o�ject. The�e�o�e, M. Pola��i, like S. La��e�, 
co�si�e�s that sphe�e o� u��e�sta��i�� co�tai�s se�sualit� a�� is�’t li�ite� �� �iscu�si�e thi�ki��, 
a�� co�seque�tl�, the�e is a �ee� to stu�� �ep�ese�tati�e sphe�e thou�h se�iotic �ea�s.

M. Pola��i clai�s that scie�tific k�owle��e alwa�s is philosophicall� �u��e�e� a�� thus 
“�etaph�sical p�o�le�s” a�e �esults o� “i�plicit k�owle��e” (o� “k�owi��” (uk�. “відання”) which 
�o�e accu�atel� �eflects lai� se�se [2, p. 86–92]) o� �ep�ese�tati�e s���olis�, which eli�i�atio� 
�ep�i�es scie�tific k�owle��e o� its �atu�al ��ou�� i� hu�a� episte�olo�ical capa�ilities, that 
a�e�’t �e�uce� to �atioli��uistic ��ip. Acco��i�� to philosophe�, we �elie�e i� �o�e tha� we ca� 
justi�� a�� k�ow �o�e tha� we ca� exp�ess. S. La��e� co�ple�e�ts a��ui�� that “o� �i��e�e�t 
sta�es o� thi�ki�� hu�a�s �ee� �i��e�e�t t�pes o� co�fi�e�ce i� thei� �elie�s”, a�� this co�fi�e�ce 
is p�o�i�e� �� the sphe�e o� i�plicit se�sual s���olis� [3, p. 243].  

Di��e�e�ce �etwee� M. Pola��i’s a�� S. La��e�’s app�oaches lies i� i�plicit co�pete�ce 
i�te�p�ete� as u��o��alize� while S. La��e� co�si�e�s a�� se�sualit� ��a�e�, thou�h u�like 
�iscu�si�e s���ols it �oes�’t ha�e sustai�a�le �ea�i��. Mo�eo�e�, acco��i�� to M. Pola��i, 
i�plicit co�pete�ce p�ece�es e�e�� lo�ics �a�ke� �� philosophe� to the sphe�e o� thi�ki��. Fo� 
S. La��e� se�sualit� has its ow� �atio�alit� (lo�ic) a�� ca� �e i�e�tifie� th�ou�h exp�essi�e �o��s 
i� a�t, �itual, ��th a�� so o�. Mo�eo�e�, �oth sphe�e o� explicit a�� i�plicit co�pete�ce a�� 
�iscu�si�e a�� �ep�ese�tati�e s���olis� a�e i� state o� co�ple�e�ta�it�. Pe�so�al k�owle��e 
a��east se�sual�e�otio�al s���ols acco�pa�� p�ocess o� a�� k�owle��e, a�� �ep�ese�tati�e 
s���olis� is �asis o� i�tuiti�e thi�ki��. 

“No s���ol is exe�pt ��o� the o�fice o� lo�ical �o��ulatio�, o�  co�ceptualizi�� what it 
co��e�s; howe�e� si�ple its i�po�t,  o� howe�e� ��eat, this i�po�t is a �ea�i��, a�� the�e�o�e a� 
ele�e�t �o� u��e�sta��i��” [3, p. 89]. Mea�i�� is �ot o�l� a p�o�uct o� lo�ic a�� s���ol st�uctu�e 
�ut a� expe�ie�ce co�st�uct as well. Mea�i�� �u�ctio�i�� �equi�es p�i�e se�sual expe�ie�ce, which 
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�u��a�e�tall� co�plicates i� histo�ic a�� socio�cultu�al p�ocess. S. La��e� clai�s that “s���ol 
a�� �ea�i�� �ake �a�’s wo�l� �a� �o�e tha� se�satio�” [3, p. 29], si�ce se�ses p�o�i�e �ate�ial 
�o� s���olic t�a�s�o��atio� a�� p�o�ucts o� such p�ocess has �o a�alo�ues i� �atu�e. I� the�e a�e 
two t�pes o� s���olic – �iscu�si�e a�� �ep�ese�tati�e – still, �ea�i��s ha�e �uch �o�e t�pes 
a�� its �esc�iptio� o�te� �easu�es �etwee� two t�pes o� s���olis� without o��ious si��s o� 
p�e�e�e�ce. Thus, acco��i�� to S. La��e�, �ea�i�� �aises �ecause o� co�plex �elatio�ship �etwee� 
s���ol, o�ject a�� hu�a�, si�ulta�eousl� i��ol�i�� �e�otati�e a�� co��otati�e pote�tials as 
p�eco��itio� �o� a�equate i�ple�e�tatio� o� s���ol.

S���olic �ealit� o� hu�a� li�e wo�l� exp�esses i� a�� acti�it�, thou�h the�e is a possi�ilit� o� 
�o�i�atio� o� o�e exp�essio� �o�es o�e� othe�s. Fo� exa�ple, philosophe� calls �e��al la��ua�e 
the �ost �e�elope� �iscu�si�e sche�e, which �i�tuall� equates hu�a� esse�ce as such, i��ol�e� 
�iscu�si�e thi�ki�� to its �acto�s. I� �o� a�i�als la��ua�e pe��o��s i�plicit, exclusi�el� si��al 
utilita�ia� �u�ctio�, �o� hu�a�s �ue to s���olic t�a�s�o��atio� it �eepe�s a�� st�e��the�s social 
co��ectio�s. The �ealit� has cha��e� ��a�aticall� si�ce the ti�e o� la��ua�e i�te�si�e use a�� 
thus status a�� �ea�i�� o� �ep�ese�tati�e s���ols ha�e cha��e� as well.

Discu�si�e s���olis� �i��e�s ��o� �ep�ese�tati�e �� �i�tue o� �ictio�a��, ��a��a� a�� 
s��tax. The�e a�e �o fixe� �ictio�a�� a�� s��tax i� i�a�es, pictu�es, colo�s, sou��s etc. The� ca�’t 
�e t�a�slate� a�� �efi�e� i� te��s o� othe� s���ols. Discu�si�e s���ols co�ce�� with la��ua�e, 
a�� p�ese�tati�e – with se�satio�, au�ial a�� �isual �o��s. Thus i� such pa�ts o� se�te�ce as 
i�te�jectio�s, p�epositio�s, etc., a�e co�si�e�e� �� positi�ists as i�se�si�le, the� S. La��e� asse�ts 
that the� �elo�� to a �i��e�e�t t�pe o� s���olis�. 

S. La��e� c�iticizes positi�istic attitu�e “to �e�a�� �o�e a�� �o�e si��s” that �e�e� to �acts, 
�o� eli�i�atio� the s���ols i� ce�tai� sphe�es o� hu�a� spi�it. S���ols that a�e set to se��e scie�ce 
�ake ou� li�e �o�e �ase� o� �acts, thus causalit� a�� �ete��i�is� �e�i� to p�e�o�i�ate o�e� 
spo�ta�eit� o� �atu�al p�ocess o� s���olic t�a�s�o��atio�. Co�st�uctio� the wo�l� pictu�e solel� 
o� �acts co�st�ai�s the �atu�al c�eati�it� o� hu�a� ��ai�. It lea�s to i�tellectual o�e�loa�, �u�ious 
tech�oc�atic p�o��ess a�� i� the sa�e ti�e it lea�s to �ap �etwee� �a� a�� �atu�e [3, p. 247]. So 
�a� as �atu�e was a �ou�tai�hea� o� s���ols a�� si��s, this �ap lea�s to loss ��ou�� i� li�ewo�l�. 
S���ol losses its i�po�t u��e� p�essu�e o� utilita�ia� app�ehe�sio� o� the wo�l�, which is totall� 
satu�ate� �� i�st�u�e�tal si���s���ols, th�ou�h which “we see o�l� so �uch as is �ee��ul �o� ou� 
pu�poses”. Fo� �isco�e�i�� o� hu�a�ita�ia� pote�tial o� s���olical wo�l�, p�o�uci�� �e��eshe� 
se�ses a�� �ea�i��s pe�so� �ee�s the pe��a�e�t �e�tal att�actio� such cultu�al a�ti�acts, texts 
a�� co�texts, which a�e �o��e� u��e� the i�flue�ce o� �e�e�ole�t co��u�icati�e e��i�o��e�t 
a�� �atio�al e�ucatio�al k�owle��e a�� p�actices.

S. La��e� i� this co�text exe�plifies s���ols histo�icall� a�� pe�so�all� “cha��e� with 
�ea�i��”. It coul� �e c�oss, which is e�twi�e� i� hu�a� li�e, i.e. cha��e� with �i��e�e�t �ea�i��, 
�ut it o�te� losses its sac�al �ea�i��. “This loss o� ol� u�i�e�sal s���ols e��a��e�s ou� sa�e 
u�co�scious o�ie�tatio�,” a�� the�e�o�e the authe�ticit� o� hu�a�it� as such, which is culti�ate� 
�o� hu���e�s o� �ea�s o� s���olic ��ou�� o� �atu�e, is u��e� the th�eat [3, p. 256]. S���ols 
o� ou� o�ie�tatio� i� the wo�l� co�pose outlook a�� li�e u��e�sta��i��, the�e�o�e a�se�ce o� 
p�o�ou�� co�p�ehe�sio� causes the �istakes, �i��est o� which is �ui�i�� o� outlook o�ie�tatio� 
a�� �est�uctio� o� �ital s���ols. S. La��e� asse�ts, that i�tellect losses �elia�le ��ou�� a�� �e�i�s 
sea�chi�� �o� �ew �ea�i��s to fill up s���ols, a�� the�e�o�e se�se o� existe�ce. Thus philosoph� 
is a pe��a�e�t sea�ch o� �ea�i�� a�� se�ses. 
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Ba��ie�s to the ��ee�o� o� s���olic t�a�s�o��atio� o� �ealit� will �e �ep�ese�te� �� s���olical 
e��o�s. Because “the ��ee�o� o� co�scie�ce is the �asis o� all pe�so�al ��ee�o�” [3, p. 258]. The 
t�pe o� �a��ie�s is p�essu�e, i�pose� �� a�othe� �iscu�si�e la��ua�e which ca� le� to loss o� �ital, 
hu�a�isticall� �a�e si��s, i�a�es a�� a�st�act �otio�. This ca� lea� to patho�e�ic �iscu�si�e 
�ep�essio� that will �e �ep�ese�te� i� �isto�tio� o� pe�so�all� acqui�e�, co�cei�e� s���olic �ea�i��s 
a�� app�op�iate �o��s o� e�otio�al a�� axiolo�ical �espo�se to e��i�o��e�t a�� social �ealit�. 

The�e�o�e the�e is a �ee� �o� “i�tellectual h��ie�e”, i.e. �i�ect pe�so�al c�itical i�tellectual 
�esista�ce that a pe�so� shoul� �o i� his thi�ki�� to �ep�essi�e, autho�ita�ia� o� pu�el� �o�i�ee�i�� 
s���olic e��i�o��e�t that is co�stitute� th�ou�h he�e�o�ic �iscu�si�e a�� �ep�ese�tatio�al si�� 
s�ste�s. Because the loss o� s���olic i�e�tit� cause� �� the hi�hest aspi�atio� o� ��ee�o� o� 
thi�ki�� a�� actio� is i�e�tical to the loss o� the ��ee�o�, without which the hu�a� �i�� �eco�es 
a ca��ie� o� pe��e�se �ea�i��s a�� s���ols co�ce��i�� its a�tistic �ocatio� a�� authe�ticit� [3, 
p. 259]. Ne�lecti�� the authe�tic s���olic hu�a� li�ewo�l� is a �iolatio� o� �atu�al law o� the 
��ee, c�eati�e i�te�p�etatio� o� the wo�l�. 

Thus, S. La��e�’s philosoph�, �ase� o� the achie�e�e�ts o� the theo�� o� si�� s�ste�s, �e�ewi�� 
u��e�sta��i�� o� �ealit�, �e�eali�� the �atu�al o�i�i�s o� the c�eati�e �a�’s �elatio� to �ealit�.

Author’s translation of the article

List of used Literature

1. Європейський словник філософій: Лексикон неперекладностей. К.: Дух і літера, 2011. 
Т. 1.

2. Карась А. Розуміння та співчуття як екзистенціали автентичної присутності людини в 
світі: за ідеями А. Шопенгауера // Філософія Артура Шопенгауера та сучасність: колек-
тивна монографія. Львів: ЛНУ ім. І.Франка, 2012. С. 82–94. 

3. Лангер С. Философия в новом ключе: Исследование символики разума, ритуала и ис-
кусства. М.: Республика, 2000. 

4. Полани М. Личностное знание. М.: Прогресс, 1985. 
5. Шестаков В. Эстетическая философия Сьюзен Лангер // Философия в Новом ключе. 

М.: Республика, 2000. C. 266–273.
6. Auxier R. Susanne La��e� on S���ols a�� A�alo��: A Case of Misplace� Concreteness? 

// Process Stu�ies, № 26, 1998. P. 86–106 // <http://www. a�tho��floo�.co�/auxie�la��e�.
ht�>.

7. Dryden D. Me�o��, I�a�i�atio� a�� the Co��iti�e Value o� the A�ts. // Co�scious�ess a�� Co�-
�itio�, 13 (2004) P. 254–267. // <http://www.a�tho��floo�. co�/����e�co��iti�e�aluea�ts.
ht�>.

8. Innis R. Susa��e La��e� i� Focus: The S���olic Mi��. I��ia�apolis: I��ia�a U�i�e�sit� 
P�ess, 2009. 

9. Liddy R. S���olic Co�scious�ess: The Co�t�i�utio� o� Susa��e K. La��e�. // P�ocee�i��s o� 
the A�e�ica� Catholic Philosophical Associatio�, Vol. 44, 1971. P. 94–110 // <http://www.
a�tho��floo�.co�/li���s���olicco�scious�ess.ht�>.

An article received by the Editorial Board 30.05.2013
Accepted for publication 24.06.2013


