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Summary: In the article is offer intersubjektive model of development of the subject. In this model inter-
subjektive being becomes experience space of formation of self-being and a figure of another, other people, 
the world. 
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2 . , . , . , .   . 
3 «This self is body as a presence to the world, that is, the self as embodied consciousness. Awareness of this self is 
awareness of what it is like to be me, this bodily subject of consciousness in this particular timer and place». K. Wider, 
Emotion and self-consciousness / Self-representential approaches to consciousness, ed. by U. Kriegel, K. Williford, 
Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 2006 p. 64.,  . 



71

 
. .     «   »4   ,   

   -     , -
       ,      

   .  ,       
   ,   ,     

.  ,  -     -
           -

,     . 
         : 1 – -

          ,  
   ,   - - .       -
 Dasein  , «      »5. 2 –   

     ,  -   . 
 ,          .  ,  
       ,   , 

             . 
 .    ,    -

       ,   , -
   ,           -
. 

         
   ,     .   

,    ,  ,    
,  -   ,   -  
          6.  

            
  .   ,       -

   ,  ,  .   , -
   ,    .      -

     ,     . -
        ,  .  

     ,   :    
  , ,   ,  , 

       .   
,      , ,      

              
.  , «        -

     ,    ,     -
    ,  ,      »7.  

        . 

                                                 
4 D. Zahavi, Alterity in Self / Ipseity and Alterity, S.G.S. Watson, Ph. Drun & Ph. Romanski (eds.), Rouen, Presses Uni-
versitaires, 2004. 
5 M. , «   », ., , 2002, .42. 
6   –  «…  -  ,    -

 .        – -
,  ,         .  

           
,            ». 

«…it is a system of sensory-motor functions that operate below the level of self-referential intentionality. It involves a 
set of tacit performances—preconscious, subpersonal processes that play a dynamic role in governing posture and 
movement. In most instances, movement and the maintenance of posture are accomplished by the close to automatic 
performances of a body schema, and for this very reason the normal adult subject, in order to move around the world, 
neither needs nor has a constant body percept». S. Gallagher, How the body shapes the mind, Oxford University Press 
Inc., New York, 2005, p. 26. 
7 “… the body image often involves an abstract and partial representation of the body in so far as my perception, 
thought, and emotional evaluation attend to only one part or area or aspect of the body at a time”. Ibid. p. 29. 
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8 U. Neisser, Five kinds of self-knowledge / Philosophical psychology, vol.  1, 1988. 
9 «On the one hand, neuroscientists may treat somatic proprioception as an entirely subpersonal, nonconscious func-
tion—the unconscious registration in the central nervous system of the body's own limb position. In this sense, it results 
in information about body posture and limb position, generated in physiological (mechanical) proprioceptors located 
throughout the body, reaching various parts of the brain, enabling control of movement without the subject being con-
sciously aware of that information. On the other hand, psychologists and philosophers sometimes treat somatic proprio-
ception as a form of consciousness. One is said to be proprioceptively aware of one's own body, to consciously know 
where one's limbs are at any particular time as one moves through the world. Thus proprioception can mean either non-
conscious information or a form of conscious awareness», Sh. Gallagher, op. cit., p. 6-7. 



73

 
         ,    

       .  ,   -
    ,        

   ,       , 
  ,    .    -

     ,      ,   -
,     ,  «  »,  

        .  -
     ,   ,  

  ,        – 
     .       -

     ,        
 ,    ,   -  -

,    -   ,     -
        
,     10.  -

 Dasein,   ,     , . .  -
-       ,   , 

.   ,   . -     -
    ,        -

 .  ,  .    ,   -
       -   «  -

»,    - 11. 
    –      -

 –        . -
            

  ,   ,   -
      , ,    -

  .        
   (core consciousness)       

   12.      ,  
 «   ?» (how is the self?)    «   ?»  

   .   ,    
 ,  ,      . -
        ?  

: In the beginning, that is, at the time of our birth, our human capacities for perception and 
behavior have already been shaped by our movement. Prenatal bodily movement has already been 
organized along the lines of our own human shape, in proprioceptive and cross-modal registrations, 
in ways that provide a capacity for experiencing a basic distinction between our own embodied ex-
istence and everything else. As a result, when we first open our eyes, not only can we see, but also 
our vision, imperfect as it is, is already attuned to those shapes that resemble our own shape. More 
precisely and quite literally, we can see our own possibilities in the faces of others.  , 
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10   ,           

      , -  . ., , J. L. Bermudez, The paradox of self-
concsiousness, Cambridge, MA: Mit Press, 1998. 
11  S. Shoemaker “Self-Reference and Self-Awareness.” // Journal of Philosophy. 1968, vol.  65, p. 556 – 579. 
12 A. Damasio, The feeling of what happens, Heinemann, London, 1999. 

Хахалова А.А.
ВЛИЯНИЕ ИНТЕРСУБЪЕКТИВНОГО ВЗАИМОДЕЙСТВИЯ НА СТАНОВЛЕНИЕ САМОСТИ



74

 
      «  », . .  , -

   , ,      ,     
    .        -

    ,    ,   
  ,   .    -

     13,      ,  
,    ,      

   .     ,   -
    - ,      :    

,   .     ,  
       ,   

  , , .      ,  -
         -
  . 

,      ,   
  ,  «      

  »14,       
 « - » (child-caregiver system of mutual regulation). 

       , 
       ( , , 
),     (sense of reality).     

     ,     ,    
     ,    

 . «        
    »15.  ,   -

         
      ,     , -

,           
 , ,  . 

         -
 ,  , - .    -
           -
 ,         

 .   ,    
        .  

     ,         
.  ,        

. 
 

 
1. Bermudez J. L., The paradox of self-concsiousness, MA:MITPRESS, Cambridge, 1998. 
2. S. Gallagher, How the body shapes the mind, Oxford University Press Inc., New York, 2005. 
3. Damasio A., The feeling of what happens, Heinemann, London, 1999. 
4. Zahavi D., Alterity in Self / Ipseity and Alterity, S.G.S. Watson, Ph. Drun & Ph. Romanski (eds.), 

Rouen, Presses Universitaires, 2004. 
5. U. Neisser, Five kinds of self-knowledge / Philosophical psychology, vol.  1, New York: Oxford, 

University Press, 1988. 
6. K. Wider, Emotion and self-consciousness / Self-representential approaches to consciousness, ed. 

by U. Kriegel, K. Williford, Massachusetts Institute of Technology, 2006. 
7.  .,  .,  . «  .  -

», : - , 2011.  
8.  M., «   » // .: « » - 2002., .42. 

                                                 
13 U. Neisser, Five kinds of self-knowledge / Philosophical psychology, vol.  1, 1988., ch. 1. 
14 . , . , .    .  , , -

, 2011, . 107. 
15  , . 106. 


