VJIK 1(091).14
DOI: 10.25686/2410-0773.2019.1.33

POJIb CUHTE3A B ®UTTIOCOPUU IETEJIA

P. 10. Jlonamiok
UHcmumym ¢unocoguu PAH, Mocksa (Poccus)

BsedeHue. Mpobnema CTPyKTypbl TpMaAHOro MeToaa Ferenn 3aHMMaeT O4HO U3 BarKHENLWMUX MECT B
COBPEMEHHOM MCTOpUYecKoi Hayke. MccnenoBaTenn, HECMOTPA Ha CyLLEeCTBEHHble Pas3/ivyMA B UHTEP-
NpeTaunsx, B LEesOM UCXOAAT U3 CyObeKTHO-OOBEKTHOW MOAENU MPU OOBACHEHUWU POSU U CTPYKTYpbI
CNeKyNATUBHOTO meToAa B punocodum lerens. OTTasKMBAACb OT AHHOW TOYKM 3pEHUsA, aBTOP HamepeH
MoKasaTb, 4YTO XapaKTep U cyWHOCcTb MeTosa lerena obycnoBaeHbl pacxoxaeHnAMK Bo B3rnagax ¢ LWen-
JIMHTOM MO BOMPOCY MecTa Npupoabl B punocodpuu.

MemoOdsi. B pamKax faHHOM cTaTbi aBTOP 06PALLAETCcA K UCTOPUKO-OUNOCOPCKOMY KOHTEKCTY, B
KoTopom hopmunpoBanuch B3rnaabl Lennuura u Ferens, npexae scero K punocodun MpoceelyeHus.

Pe3ynemamel uccnedosaHus. Kak nonaraet aBTop cTaTbu, npupoga bbina noHsTa WenanHrom He
TONIbKO C TOYKWU 3peHusa HaTypodunocodpuu, Ho n ¢ nosumumm dunocodun MNpoceeleHna U POMaHTM3IMA.
NmeHHO nog BanaHnem dunocodun MpocseLeHnsa 1 pomaHTM3Ma cuHTe3 6bin uctonkosaH LWenanHrom
KaK TOXAEeCTBO, B KOTOPOM OTCYTCTBYET BCAKOe npotusopeumne. B dunocodpuum MNpocseleHna Kateropma
npupoAbl MNOHMMAETCA KaK HeyTo npoctoe. COOTBETCTBEHHO, WAEANOM YenoBeKa CTaHOBUTCA
eCTecTBEHHOe COCTOAHME KaK eAMHCTBO YenoBeka M npupodbl. CTPeMACb COXPaHUTb 3TU MHTYMLMM,
LLlennunHr, Bo-nepBbix, NPOBO3rnaliaeT 06BEKTOM MO3HAHWA NPUPOAY, @ BO-BTOPbIX, BBOAWUT B CBOIO
CUCTEMY MIEH CMHTE3a KaK NpocToro Toxaectsa. B ¢unocodum Merensa npuposa, Hanpotms, 3aHMMaeT
ropaszo 6onee CKPOMHOE Me-CTO, @ CUHTE3 NOHMMAETCA KaK eAMHCTBO MHOroobpasus.

3aknoyeHue. OCHOBHasA UaeA AaHHOW PaboTbl 3aK/N0YaeTCA B TOM, YTO Pasnnyma B TpUaLHOW Me-
Toponoruu WennvHra u Ferensa obycnoBaeHbl PacXoXAEHVUAMM B MOHUMaHUM MeCTa NpUpoAbl B CUCTE-
Me. 3TU UAen OTKPbIBAIOT NepCrnekTUBY ANA UCCAeA0BaHWUA TPUALHOrO MeToZa B CBA3WU C COLMA/bHOM
dunocodueli n punocoduein ceoboabl Ferens.

Kntouesvle cn08a: Cyb6bEKT; 0ObEKT; CUHTE3; CHATUE; JIOTUKA; KAacCMYecKas TeOPUA UCTUHbI; 3aKOH
ToXAecTsa; punocodua npmupoabl.
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THE ROLE OF SYNTHESIS IN HEGEL'S PHILOSOPHY

R. Yu. Lopatjuk
Institute of Philosophy, Russian Academy of Sciences, Moscow (Russia)

Introduction. The problem of the structure of the Hegelian triad method is critically important for
modern historical science. Modern researchers generally proceed from the subject-object model in
explaining the role and structure of the speculative method in Hegel's philosophy. Based on this, the
author of the article intends to show that the specificity and essence of Hegel's method derive from
disagreements with Schelling about the functions of the nature in philosophy.

Methods. In this article, the author turns to the historical-philosophical context that formed the
approaches of Schelling and Hegel. Primarily it concerns the philosophy of enlightenment. Schelling
understood nature as the author believes not only from the point of view of natural philosophy, but also
from standpoint of the philosophy of enlightenment and romanticism.

Research results. Due to the philosophy of enlightenment and romanticism, Schelling interprets
synthesis as an identity without contradictions. The philosophy of enlightenment understands the
category of nature as something simple. Accordingly with this, the state of nature as the unity of man
and nature becomes the ideal of human. In an effort to preserve these intuitions, Schelling, firstly,
proclaims nature as an object of knowledge, and secondly, introduces into his system the idea of
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synthesis as a simple identity. By contrast of this, Hegel puts nature on a much more modest place and
understands synthesis as the unity of diversity.

Conclusion. Thus, the main conclusion of this work is that the differences in the structure of the
synthesis of both thinkers are based on differences in the understanding of the place of nature in the
system. These ideas gave a perspective for studying the triad method in connection with Hegel’s social
philosophy and philosophy of freedom.

Keywords: subject; object; synthesis; sublation; logic; classical theory of truth; law of identity;
philosophy of nature.
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