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Annomayus

PaszsuBaercst yrBepxienue 0. C. CremanoBa (1971) o ToMm, 4TO 3HAa4YEHHE HE SIB-
JACTCSl UCKITIOYUTEIIBHBIM CBOHCTBOM HCIOJIb3YyEMbIX YEIOBEKOM 3HAKOBBIX CHCTEM
U Hanmu4ecTByeT B GuocucTeMax. OHO MOXET paccMaTpuBaThCs Kak ocobas Gpopma
MPOSIBIICHHST ayTOIO33KCa, @ UMEHHO — YCTAaHOBJICHHs CBS3CH MEXIy OBYyMS pas-
JMYHBIMH CHCTEMaMH, OJHA W3 KOTOPBIX SIBISICTCS U JPYroil 10O IIaHOM
BBIp@KCHHs, JIHOO IUTaHOM cozepxanus. Takas crenuduKaiys HPUMEHHTEIBHO
K TCHETHYECKOMY KOy Oblia HasBaHa koodonosssucom (M. Barbieri, 2012). Mer
Hpe/IaracM Has3blBaTh ATOT MPOIECC “CEMUOII033HCOM”, MOCKOJIBKY OH 3aTparuBacT
COOTHOILIEHHE HE TOJIBKO MEXIY ABYMs KOJaMH, HO M MEXIY CHCTEMaMM 3HAKOBBIX
OTHOIICHUH B 11e1oM. C 3TOif TOYKHU 3PEHHS BOJIOLMIO TCHETHYECKOTO KOJa MOXKHO
paccMaTpuBaTh KakK IPOLECC CEMHOIMOA3MCa — CEMUO3HCa B €r0 CTAaHOBJICHUH. B03-
pacTaroniasi CJI0KHOCTb OpPraHH3alluK MPUBOJUT K aBTOHOMHU3ALMU HH(POPMAIMOH-
HBIX U CEMHOTHYCCKUX MNPHUHIHUIIOB. CEMHOMO33HUC, T. €. KOMIUIEKC PEKYPCHBHBIX
aBTOpe(epEHTHBIX ONepalii CeMHOTHYECKOH CHCTEMBI, CTaHOBHTCS opMoii anHa-
MHYECKOH OpraHu3alni OHOMHpa, KOorja B HEM IMOSABISIIOTCSA U CTAHOBATCS Ompe/ie-
JIAOIHUMHA KaTCTOPUU 3HAYCHHUA U LICTIN.
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Abstract

The article develops the idea of Yu. S. Stepanov (1971) that meaning is not an exclu-
sive property of sign systems used by man, and it is present in biosystems. We con-
sider it as one of the specific forms of manifestation of autopoiesis, namely, estab-
lishing interconnections between two systems, one of which is used for the other,
either a plane of expression or a plane of content. This specification concerning the
genetic code has already been named as codopoiesis (M. Barbieri, 2012). We intro-
duce the new term, “semiopoiesis”, since it relies upon sign systems in general. From
this point of view, the genetic code’s evolution can be viewed as a process of
semiopoiesis — semiosis in its emerging. The increasing complexity of the organiza-
tion leads to the autonomy of information and semiotic principles. Semiopoiesis,
a complex of recursive self-referential operations of a semiotic system, becomes
a form of the bio-world's dynamic organization when categories of meaning and pur-
pose appear and become defining in it.
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BBenenmue:
eCcTh JIM 3HAYEeHHe BHE 3HAKOBBIX CHCTEM?

IOpwuii Cepreesnu CtenaHoB ¢ ero 000CTPEHHBIM YyBCTBOM HOBOTO U TIEp-
CIIEKTUBHOTO CTOUT Y MCTOKOB MHOTHX HAlpaBIICHHH, HHTCHCUBHO Pa3BUBAIO-
mxcsl B Hacrosmee BpeMs. OHO U3 HUX — OnmocemuoTnka. CaM TEpMUH B OTe-
4eCTBEHHOH Hayke 6buT BBeneH B [Cremanos, 1971], He3aBHCHMO OT ero mepBo-
ro ymoTpebieHus, HO NpUMEHHUTENbHO K mcuxojoruu B [Rothschild, 1962],
0 4eM CTano M3BECTHO TOIBKO TO3AHee ~. HeGomblimas TIaBa B 9TOH KHHTE W3-
Jlarajia BO3MOXKHOCTH 3TOT0 HampasiieHus: B cemuotuke. XoTs cam 0. C. Cre-
MAHOB Jiajiee K 3TUM HCCIEJIOBAaHHUAM HE OOpaIiajcs, MOCTABICHHBIC UM IpPO-
OJeMBI OKa3aJUCh Ha MepenHeM Kpae ceMuotukd. OmHa W3 HUX — MpodiiemMa
3HAYCHUS B MOJICKYJSIPHOW OWOJOTHH — CTaHET MPEIMETOM pPaCcCMOTpPEHUS
B JaHHOW cTaThe. MBI MOMBITAEMCS TTOKa3aTh, YTO BO3HUKHOBEHHE T'CHETHYC-
CKOTO KOJla B JBOJIOIMOHHOHM IIEPCIIEKTHBE MOXET OBITh PAacCMOTPEHO Kak
COBIAJaroIIee C IporeccoM (GOPMUPOBAHUS 3HAYCHUS KaK CEMUOTHIECKOTO OT-
HOIICHHUS MEX]Y IUIAHOM BBIPAKEHHS U TUIAHOM COJICPKAHHS.

Kak n mpensunen 0. C. CrenanoB, opopmiieHre OMOCEMHOTHKH KaK HAyKH
CTaBUT PsAA HOBBIX MPUHIUIIMAIBHBIX BOIIPOCOB, B YACTHOCTHU: KaKUM o6pa30M
BO3MO>KHbI 3HAKH, 3HAKOBBIC CHCTCMblI MU 3HAKOBBIC OTHOLICHHUA TaM, I'JIC OT-
CyTCTBYeT co3HaHue? M eciii MPUMEHUTEIBHO K JKUBOTHBIM WIJIH HACEKOMBIM

! Ecimut yuects, 4to POTIIMIIB HCIIONB30BAT STOT TEPMUH B HHOM 3HAYCHHH, TO TIPH-
oputet, BuAUMO, npuHamiexur CrenanoBy. Cp.: “Florkin (1974), Stepanov and Roth-
schild — a molecular biologist, a text semiotican, and a psychologist, respectively — each
independently coined the term “biosemiotic” to describe where they wanted their investi-
gations to be heading” [Favareau, 2007, p. 55]. Cm. taxske: [Barbieri, 2009, p. 226].
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MOYKHO TOBOPHUTH 00 ONpEeNICHHBIX (popMax KOMMYHHKAIMH, OCYIIECTBISIEMON
MIOCPEICTBOM CUTHANIOB, TO INPUMEHHUTENBHO K MOJEKYJISIPHOW IeHEeTUKE 3Ha-
KOBBbI€ OTHOUIEHUSI HE TOJNBKO HAJIMUYECTBYIOT, HO U ONPEAEISIOT TePMHUHOIO-
THUYECKUH ammapaT 3Toi Hayku. |'eHeTHuyeckue IMpouecchl OMUCBIBAIOTCS B TEp-
MHHAX JIMHTBHCTHUYECKHX ONepanuii — HaunHas C TOHATHH «TeHETHYECKHH
KO/I», «TCHETHYECKOE YTECHHE», «TeHeTHIECKash TPAHCIALSD», «AUTHHT» U T. 11
OpHako peyb UAET HE TOIBKO O TEPMUHOJIOTHH, HO M O XapaKTepe caMou opra-
HU3AIUU T€HETHYeCKOH MH(pOpManuy, YTO MO3BOJISIET OMKCHIBATH €€ KaK 3Ha-
KOBYIO CHUCTEMY, MOpOXAaIyl0 TekcThl. [lo mHenuio Bsu. Be. MBaHOBa,
OTKPBITHIO TE€HETHYECKOTO KOJa MPEAIIECTBOBAJNA HAES O BO3MOXKHOCTH €TO
}Z[CH_H/Iq)pOBKI/I 110 aHAJIOTHHU C A3BIKOBBIM TCKCTOM:

B cepennne XX Beka nemm@ppoBKa TeHETHIECKOTO KOAa OKa3ajaach BO3MOXK-
HOHM, TIOMUMO BCEX APYTHX MOATOTOBHBIINX €€ OTKPBHITHH, elle W IOTOMY, 4TO
elle JI0 OKOHYAaTeJIbHOro Yyclexa B omnucaHuu JIBoiiHoW cnupanu Kpukom
1 YOTCcOHOM OblIa NMpeUIo’keHa B OTUETIMBOM BHJIE ['aMOBBIM MoOJEIb, TOCTPO-
€HHasl 10 aHAJIOTHH C e (POBKOIL A3bIKOBOTO TekcTa [MBanos, 2010, ¢. 31-52].

HetictButensuo, ['eopruit ['amoB mpumensier Tepmud translation, mowuu-
MaeMblii MMEHHO B CEMHOTHYECKOM CMBICIIE — KaK IpeoOpa3oBaHHE YHCEl
(«a long number written in a four-digital system» — «/InmmHHOE 4MCIO, 3amH-
CaHHOE B YETHIPEX3HAYHOU cHUCTEMe») B «cioBay («long “words” based on a 20-
letter alphabet» — «amHHOE cTOBO Ha ocHOBe andasura u3 20 Oyks»). «Bo3Hu-
KaeT, — nuiet I'aMoB, — BOIIpoc: KakuM 00pa3oM 3TH YHCIa U3 YETHIPEX 3HAKOB
MOTYT GBITH TIepeBe/ICHBI B TOK00HbIE “crioBa”™ * [Gamow, 1954, p. 318].

Tepmun translation okasbiBaeTcst BeCbMa yaa4HbIM, ITOCKOJIBKY COBMEIIAET
o0a 3Ha4YeHUs] — KaK MepeMelIeHNs, TaK U NpeoOpa3oBaHus, U UIMEHHO OH BbI-
Oupaetcs u1s 0003HAYCHUS! BaYKHEHINETO M3 MEXaHW3MOB HACIIEACTBEHHOCTH,
koraa 3anucanHas B JJHK mocnemoBarensHOCTh HYKIEOTHIOB HpeoOpasyercs
nocpeactsoM PHK B mocienoBarelsHOCTh aMHHOKHCIOT U OenkoB (cp.: [Ma-
rais, Kull, 2016]). Ho mpu sTOM a5 mepBOOTKpBIBaTENNEH TEHETUIECKOTO KOJa
JMHTBUCTHYECKNE acCONMAlMK elle He ObUTM 3acIOHEHBl OMOXHMHYECKUMHU
npoueccamu. Tak, y Kpuka remermueckass TpaHCISAIMS MPEACTaBICHA UMEHHO
KaK MEXbI3bIKOBOH TIEPEBOI;

OOHapy’kKeHHe T'€HETHYECKOro KoJa IEHCTBUTENBbHO SBISETCS BEIUKUM J0-
CTH)KEHHEM. JTO, B ONPEICICHHOM CMBICIE, KII0Y K MOJIEKYJIIpHOW OHOIoTHH,

2 3J1ech 1 1alIee, eCld He yKa3aHo HHOE, repeBos Hamt. — C. 3.
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MMOTOMY YTO OH ITOKa3bIBACT, KaK CBS3aHBI JIPYT C JPYrOM JBa BEIUKUX TOJH-
MEPHBIX SI3bIKA: S3BIK HyKJICOTHJIOB U s13bIK OenkoB [Crick, 1966, p. 9];

OnHO M3 BaKHEHIIMX OMOJIOTHYECKUX OTKPBITUH IIECTUACCATHIX TOAOB 3a-
KJII0YAJIOCh B OOHAPYKEHHH T'€HETUYECKOro KO/a, MAJIOro cIoBaps (B MPUHIHIIC
MOXOKero Ha a30yKy Mop3e), KOTOpPBIH MepeBONUT 3K T'€HETHYECKOro Mare-
puana, COCTOSIIMI M3 YeThIpeX OyKB, Ha SI3BIK OENKa, WCIIOJHUTENBHBIA S3BIK,
cocTosAui U3 aBaauaTU OykB... ['eHeTHueckuil Kox — 3T0 HeOOJBIION ClIOBaph,
KOTOPBIH YCTaHABJIMBAET CBSA3b MEXKY SI3BIKOM HYKJICHHOBBIX KHCIIOT U3 YETBIPEX
OykB U A3bIKOM OenkoB u3 aBannatu Oyks [Crick, 1981, p. 46; 171] 3

Hauunas ¢ Pomana SIko6cona [Jakobson, 1970], 6putn mpenipUHSATE MHO-
TOYHCIICHHBIC MOIBITKH OMHMCATh FTeHETHIECKUI KOl KaK HEKOTOPBIH A3BIK, OTHO
X YIOMHHAaHHE yBEJO OBl HAC OT OCHOBHOW TEMBI (JaCTHYHO 3TOT 0030p JIaH
B: [3omsn, 2016; 2018; 3omsn, Xnanos, 2016; 2018; Zolyan, Zdanov, 2018;
Zolyan, 2020]). AHanoru4HbIE TOMBITKH OBUTH TPEANPUHSITE U BBIIAIOIAMHICS
TeHEeTUKaMH, 3aJ0XKHUBIIUMH CaMH OCHOBBI 3Toi Hayku: I'. I'amoBeM, @. Kpu-
koM, D. Mono, ®@. XKakooom. B Coeerckom Coro3e psiji HHTEPECHBIX HaOI o Ie-
HUH OBLT CeNlaH OCHOBOIOJNIOXKHUKOM OnouH(popMatuku Bagumom Pataepom
[1993a; 19936], mpuienumuM K KpaifHe BaKHOMY BBIBOAY O JBOHCTBEHHOI
MPUPOJIe TeHETHYECKOTO KOAIa!

I'ens! npencTaBIAIOT co00I HE 3a4aTKH OHOIOTHIECKUX CTPYKTYP, a HAIlOMH-
HaroT JinHeiHbe TekcTs! (ydacTku JJHK), 3ammcanmble mpu MOMOIIN HEKOTOPBIX
MIPaBHJI M HECYIHe FeHEeTHUECKYI0 HH(POPMALUIO O MOJEKYISIPHBIX CTPYKTYpax
n QyHKIWAX... [Ipn 5TOM BO BeexX CiTydasX M TeHBI, U HEKOAMPYIOIINE YIACTKU —
cermentsl Monekyn JIHK, T.e. moctpoeHsl u3 Toro jke andaBuTa YeThIpEX
HyK/1eoTHI0B. [109TOMY pasnuyus MeXIy TAKUMU TEKCTaMH He B X (QU3HYECKON
MPUPOJIE, & HUCKIIOUUTENBHO — B IOCIEIO0BATEIBHOCTIX CHMBOJIOB-MOHOMEPOB.
B sTOM K104 MH(OPMAIOHHO-TMHIBUCTHYECKOIO MOIXOAA. 3HAYHUT, TeHBI —

°B PYCCKOM BO3HHKAET «pasqBOCHHE» aHTIHHUCKOTO «translation» u «translatedy.
[lepeBoqunk @. Kpuka mpenmoden HCIONB30BaTh pa3HOKOpeHHYyIo mapy: «lIporece
CHHTE3UpOBaHUs OeNKa C HCIIoNb30BaHMEM (parmeHTa mHpopmanuonHoid PHK B ka-
4eCTBE MHCTPYKIMH, KOTOPBII HA3BIBACTCS mpaucisyuell, 00I3aTENBHO CIIOXKHEe, TaK
KaK MHCTPYKIMH HanucaHsl Ha si3bike PHK, cocTosimem u3 uetsipex OykB, a UX ciedyem
nepegecmuy ¢ TIOMOIIBIO XMMHYECKOTO MEXaHH3Ma Ha S3bIK Oelka M3 ABaJguUaTH OyKB
(xypcuB Ham. — C. 3.)» [Kpuk, 2002, c. 76]. IIpuHsATHIA B pyCCKOM TEpPMHH «TPaHCIIA-
IMSA» aKIEHTHPYeT MPOLecC MEepeHoca HOCUTENISH IeHeTH4eCKOW MHGOpMAaluu U3 of-
Horo y4yactka PHK B apyro#f, HO mpu 3TOM TepseTcss cOXpaHsomeecs B aHTIIUHCKOM
0003HaYeHNe MpoIiecca Mpeodpa3oBaHuUsl €AUHUI] OJHOTO SI3bIKA B €MHHIIBI IPYTOTO.
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HC (1)I/I3I/I‘{eCKI/Ie, a I/IH(bOpMaHI/IOHHI;IC CANHUIBI HACJIICACTBCHHOCTHU [PaTHep,
2000, c. 23].

TeMm caMbIM HamM4YHMe FEHETHYECKOTO KOJA MO3BOJSET NPUHUTH K OXHO3HAY-
HOMY OTBETY: CYLIECTBYIOT 3HAKOBBIE CHCTEMbI BHE COI[MAIbHBIX OTHOILIECHUU
U He TPEeNoJararliie co3Hanus (nHTe/uiekTa). Ho mpu 3ToM aHAIOrHl MEX Iy
A3BIKOM U I€HETUYECKUM KOJOM, KaK IPaBUIIO, Kacaluchb BHYTPEHHEH OpraHu-
3allMi, CHHTAKTHKA. BONpoCkl CeMaHTHKH U, TeM 0OoJjiee, MparMaTHKy, He CTa-
BUITHCh, XOTf, Ka3aloch Obl, yXKe caMO TMOHATHE MEepeBOja MPEAIoiaraet
HaJM4YMe HEKOTOPOTO 3HAUYCHHS, TOTO, YTO IOIJICKHUT BOCIPOU3BEICHHUIO U CO-
XpaHEeHUIO B HOBOW 3HAKOBOW cucTeMe. MHTepIpeTanys 3HaKa, A YCTaHOBIIE-
HHE CBS3M MEXIy O3HaYaeMbIM M O3HAUYAIOUIUM €CTh HEIPEMEHHOE YCIIOBHE
BO3HUKHOBEHHSI U (PYHKIHOHUPOBAHMS 3HAKOBOCTH, M OHO B KayeCTBE MHTEp-
nperaTopa IperosaraeT YeloBeKa WM IO KpaiHeld Mepe HameleHHOe pasy-
MOM CyIIecTBO. BO3MOXXHO, 3T0 OBUIO CBA3aHO TAaKXKe M C TEM, YTO IIOHATHE
«3HaYeHUEe» NpelronaraeT HeKOTOPYIO €ClIM U He CO3HATEeNIbHYIO, TO TEIEeOHO-
MHYECKYIO JEATENFHOCTh, & 3TO CO CTOPOHBI aKaJEeMUYECKOTO COOOIIEeCTBa He
TOJIBKO OTPHUIIANOCH, HO U MOJBEPraloch JOCTATOYHO CTPOrO# IeHsype. ITo
OTHOIIICHUE JIOBEJIOCh UCTIBITATh Ha cebe u PomaHy SIkoOGCOHY, KOT/la OH MOIIbI-
Tancs yriiyOMTh CBOE BHJCHHE AHANIOTHH MEXIY S3BIKOM H T'CHETHYCCKUM
KOZIOM *. DTH aHAJOrHH MPeICTABUTENN aKaeMUUECKOro MeiHCTPHMA MOTIbITa-
JIMCh OTPaHMYHTH HCKIIOYUTENHEHO c(epoil MeTapopHuecKkoro TepMHUHOOOpa-
30BaHMs, YTOOBI MCKITIOYUTH KaKHe-TMOO0 acCOLMAlMU C TaKUMU MeTadu3nde-
CKUMH MOHATHSIMH, KaK «CO3HAHUE», «UEJbY», «pa3yM» H T. II. Bo3HHKHOBEHUE
TeHETHYECKOTr0 KoJa OOBSCHIIOCH IIOCPEACTBOM IPYroi MeTadOphl — 3acimblig-
wet cnyuarimocmu (a frozen accident), BBenennoit Bcé tem sxe Kprukowm.

Mexay TeMm, Kak mpo3opianBo Obuto otmeueHo Yapmezom [lupcom, cemmo-
THYECKHE OTHOIICHUS MOTYT He MPEIroyiarath OONAJArONIero HWHTEIIEKTOM
aréira, OHU MOTYT OCYHICCTBJIATHCA HEKHUM «KBasUpasymMom», «KBA3UHUHTECII-
JIEKTOMY», «KBasucoszHanuem» (quasi-mind), compsukeHHBIM C OTepanusIMH Hajl
3HaKaMH U MPUCYLIAM 3HAKy U 3HAKOBOW CHCTEMe CaMHUM TI0 cebe:

* Cp.: “This hypothesis led to Jakobson’s censorship, because his approach empha-
sized the teleological properties of genetic code. The Harvard professor was denied pub-
lication of an article submitted in 1973 to The New York Review of Books on the
grounds that he was advocating a teleological approach that challenged the prevailing
neo-Darwinian interpretation” [Katz, 2008, p. 66].
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Now as every thinking requires a mind, so every sign even if external to all
minds must be a determination of a quasi-mind. The quasi-mind is itself a sign,
a determinable sign [Peirce, Welby, 1977, p. 195].

Takoif mogxo/1 MO3BOJISIET OTKA3aThCS OT IPHUITUCHIBAHUS KOTHUTHBHBIX CIIO-
coOHOCTEH KiIeTkaM M pudocoMaM M MPEeIOCTaBIACT METOAOIOTHYECKYIO BO3-
MOJKHOCTb MCCIIEOBaHNS TeHETHUECKON NH(POPMAIK KaK CEMUOTHYECKOTO SIB-
JICHHS, COCPETOTOUHBIINCH HA MPOLECCEe CEMUO3MCA U BO3HUKAIOIINX IPH 3TOM
oTHomeHusX °. [THpC HAMETHIT TAKKe BO3MOKHOCTh BBIXOJA B KOMMYHHKALIHIO,
MIOCKOJIBKY B CTPYKTYpe 3HaKa OH BUEJ CIUIaBJIEHHBIC BOCIMHO ABa (KaK MH-
HUMYM) KBa3HMHTEIJIEKTa — TOBOPSIILIETO U HHTEPIIPETaTopa:

Thought is not necessarily connected with a brain... Admitting that connected
Signs must have a Quasi-mind, it may further be declared that there can be no iso-
lated sign. Moreover, signs require at least two Quasi-minds; a Quasi-utterer and
a Quasi-interpreter; and although these two are at one (i.e. are one mind) in the
sign itself, they must nevertheless be distinct. In the Sign they are, so to say,
welded [Peirce, 1931-1958, vol. 4, p. 551].

TeM campIM KpoMe CEMaHTHKM HaMEYalOTCS M KBa3WIHAIOTHYECKHE OTHO-
mrerms °, KOTOpbIE B JAJIBHEHUIIEM MOTYT CTaThb OCHOBOMl I€HETHMYECKOH Ipar-
MAaTHKH.

Ve B koHne XX B. KOpuit Jlorman (HezaBucumo ot ITupca, HO Kak Obl
B JIMAJIOTE C HUM) MEPEHEC ATO CBOMCTBO C CHCTEMBI Ha TEKCT: TEKCT BBICTYIACT

® Cp.: «Ero ceMHOTHKA BHIXOJHUT 33 IPEIeIbl MCHTATHCTCKOM KOHICIIINY 3HAKA, TaK
kak Ilupc Hapamy co 3HaKaMH, MPOW3BOAAIIMMH MEHTATBHYIO HHTEPIIPETaHTy, Ompe-
JeseT KaK 3HAaKH ¥ Takue Tpuagudeckue (peHOMEeHBI, KOTOphIe He CBS3aHBI C YelOBe-
4YeCcKUM co3HaHueM. Bmecto “co3nanus” IIupc roBOpHUT B TaKUX ClIydasX O “KBa3UCO3Ha-
uun” [quasi-mind], HO ¥ “KBa3HMCO3HAHHE” OH CUYHMTACT CIIOCOOHBIM HMETh MBICIIH.
“Mpeiuienue [thought] He 00s3aTENBEHO TODKHO OBITH CBsA3aHO ¢ MO3roM. OHO MPOSIBIIS-
eTcsi B paboTe muéi, B KpUCTAUIaX M IOBCIOAY B 4UCTO (u3ndeckoM mupe”. [loatomy,
cornacHo [Iupcy, 3Haku 0OHapYKUBAIOTCS HE TOIBKO B MBICIUTEIBHBIX, HO TAKXKe B OHO-
JIOTHYECKHX, XUMUYECKUX U Jaxe pu3nueckux nporeccax» [Hér, 2001, c. 11].

® B kauecTBe OHOI M3 BO3MOXHBIX BEPCHIl MOJKHO YKa3aTh KOHIIEIIIIO 6Uo2epMe-
nesmuxu Ceprest YebaHOBa, B OCHOBY KOTOPOI! IOJIOXKEHO HECKOJIBKO MHOE MOHHMaHHUE
«xBasuauanoray: “The enlogue can be interpreted as quasi-dialogue taking place in
quasipersonal situations when the participants have no such rational means of communi-
cation as, for instance, natural language: take the interaction between a living being (LB)
and a sensible being (SB, i.e., biologist) — the interaction is not verbal, though obviously
generates some information in the SB” [Chebanov, 1999, p. 215]. CMm. pa3Butue 3Toi
unen B [Yebanos, 2019].
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KaK MHTEJUIEKTyaJIbHOE YCTPOICTBO, HAaJIEICHHOE CIIOCOOHOCTBIO HE TOJIBKO Iie-
pesaBaTh MHGOPMALMIO, HO H XPAHUTh €€ M MOPOKIATh HOBYIO /. IIpH Takom
MOJIXO/IE€ HE CTOJIBKO JIUTEPaTypHBII TEKCT, CKOJIBKO (GKHBOM T'MIIEPTEKCT», Ie-
HOM OKa3bIBa€TCsl IPOTOTHITMIECKIM 00pa3lioM TEKCTa, TOHUMAeMOro KaK «ca-
MOBO3pacTalomuii joroc». To, UTO MPUMEHUTENEHO K BEpOAITLHOMY TEKCTY
BOCIIPHHMMAETCSl €CJIM M He Kak MeTadopa, To Kak TpeOylomee MOsSCHEHHH
U OTOBOPOK («ITaMATh», «CMBICTIOIIOPOKICHHE» U T. I1.), B CITy4ae TeHOMA IIPea-
CTaeT UMEHHO KaK HaTJISIIHO TIPOSIBIAEMOE CBOUCTBO.

BMmecte ¢ TeM 0O4E€BHAHO, YTO TMOHATHS «KBa3HCO3HAHHE», «KBAa3HUAHUAIIOT)
U UM TOA00HBIE JOJDKHBI MOTYYUTh SKCIUIMKAMIO MOCPEACTBOM yKa3aHHs Ha
BHYTPUCHCTEMHBIE XapaKTEPUCTHKH U OINEPAIMH, U 3/1€Ch MOXKET OKa3aThCsl 10-
JIE3HOM KOHLIEMIHUS ayTOINO033UCa, CIIOCOOHOCTh CHCTEMBI K CaMOOPIaHH3alUH
B €€ MNPUITOKCHUN K CEMHOTUYCCKHUM acCIICKTaM YHOPAJOYCHHOCTU T'CHETHYC-
ckoil mH(popMamu. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE MOHATHE «3HAYEHUE» B CEMHOTHYECKOM
MMOHUMAaHHH, T. €. KaK CBA3b O3HAYAeMOI'0 C O3HAYaIONIMM, MOXKET OBITH pac-
CMOTPEHO ¥ TPUMEHHUTENFHO K CHCTEMaM Iepelauyd TeHeTHuecKoi HH(op-
Maluu.

3TO M3MEHSET NMEePCHEKTUBY PACCMOTPEHHS aHAIOTHA MEXIy S3bIKOM U Te-
HETHYECKUM KOJIOM, KaK 1 OMOCEMHOTHKH B 11eIoM. IIprMedaTenbHO, 9TO MMEH-
HO B 3TOM KJII0Ye Mpeiuiarail paccMmarpuBaTh Omocemmoruky lO. CremaHos,
13 CKPOMHOCTH TI€PEAaB YECTh MEPBOOTKPHIBATEIS B TO BPEMs JalleKo HE CTONb
H3BECTHOMY ICTIIHACKOMY O0apony SIko0y MKcKioIr0:

3t0T X0x MbIciel npusen 5. Mkckromns k obmmei popMynnpoBke: OHoOIOrHde-
CKasl CBSI3b MEXIy OpraHM3MOM M BHEIIHEH Cpeloi, BKIIOYAs M CBS3b MEXIY
OJJHAM OPTaHWU3MOM M IPYTMMH, OCHOBaHHAs Ha COOTBETCTBHU «CTPYKTYpPHOTO
IUTaHA) OpPTaHU3Ma M €r0 «BHEIIHET0 MHpPa», U €CTh 3HAYCHHE B OPTaHHYECKOM
npupozae. JTa MbICIb BbickazaHa Sl. MlkckiogeM B paboTe ¢ XapakTepHBIM Ha-
3BaHHeM «YueHHe o 3HaueHHM» («Bedeutungslehre»). B 3ToM moHmMaHnu 3Ha-
yeHus1 S1. IKCKIONIb MPO30PIMBO TPEIBOCXUTHII KaK ONHY M3 TJIABHBIX HICH
COBPEMEHHOW KHOEpHETHKH, HAyKH O CBS3SAX W YIPABICHUH B OpraHU3Me, MpH-

7 «...Texcr trma T, (TeKCT, OPHEHTHPOBAHHBI Ha MOpoXIeHHe cMbicia. — C. 3.) 06-
Hapy’KMBaeT YePThl HHTEIUICKTYAJIbHOTO YCTPOMCTBA: OH 00JIaaeT MaMsIThio, B KOTOPOIf
OH MOJXKET KOHIIEHTPHPOBATh CBOM MNPEIIISCTBYIOIINE 3HAYEHHS, U OZHOBPEMEHHO OH
MIPOSIBIISIET CIOCOOHOCTB, BKJIIOYAsCh B KOMMYHHKAaTHBHYIO IIeIlb, CO3[aBaTh HOBEIC
HETPUBHAJIbHbBIE COOOIIEeHHs. ECiM IPUHATE onpeeeHue pa3yMHOMH AyIH, KOTOpOe Ja
[epaxsut Ddecckuit: “Tlcuxee mpucyIr caMmoBo3pacTaronuii joroc”, To T, MOXeT pac-
CMATPUBATHCS KaK OJMH U3 OOBEKTOB, OOJAMAMOIINX STUM CBOMCTBOMY [JloTman, 1981,
c. 13-14].
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poJie ¥ OBIIECTBE, TAK ¥ OJHY M3 [VIABHBIX MIEH COBPEMEHHOM CEMUOTUKH: CaAMO
SBJICHUE «3HAUCHHS» HE SBJIAETCS KAKMM-JIUOO MCKIKOYUTENLHBIM CBOWCTBOM
YEJIOBEUECKOTO SA3bIKA MM YEIOBEYECKOM TICUXUKH, B MHOM (pOpME OHO MPUCYT-
CTBYET BCIOy B opranunieckoit npupone [Crenanos, 1971, ¢. 38-39].

OnHako KakuM 00pa3oM MOXKET BO3ZHHKHYTH 3HAYCHHE, T. €. OTHOLICHHE
MEX/y O3HAYaCMbIM M O3HAYAIOIINM, GHE S3bIKA UL YeL08EYEeCKOl NCUXUKU?

MOJKHO TPEATOKUTE, YTO ITO OJHA U3 CHEHU(PUISCKUX (HOPM MPOSBICHUSL
ayTONOd3UCa, a3 UMEHHO YCTAHOBJICHUSI MEKCHCTEMHBIX CBSI3CH MEXIY OBYMS
Pa3sIMYHBIME CHCTEMaMH, OJIHA U3 KOTOPBIX SBJISETCS JUIS APYroi 10O TIaHOM
BBIpKEHHUS, TUOO0 MIAHOM cojiepykanus. Takas crenuduKanus mpUMEHHTETbHO
K TeHeTHYECKOMY KOy Oblia Ha3BaHa Komomoasucom [Barbieri, 2012]. Ha nam
B3MJISII, TOYHEE OYZET ATOT MPOIECC HAa3BaTh «CEMHOIMOI3HUCY, MOCKOJBKY OH
3aTparuBaeT COOTHOIICHHUE HE TOJBKO MEXIy IBYMS KOJaMH, HO U MEKIY
CHCTEeMaMH 3HAKOBBIX OTHOIICHHH B LIEIOM °.

Cemuonodsuc: Y UCTOKOB KOHIENMIUN

B 1968 r. ¢paniy3ckoe TeneBHICHHE OPraHH30BaIo auckyccuio (cm. [Vivre
et parler, 1968], nepeBos Ha pycckuii ony6nukoBad B [SIko6con, 1996]) mexay
Pomanom fAxob6conom, Kitonom JleBu-CtpoccoM M BBEIAIOMIMMUCS OHOIIOTaMH
Opancya XKakobom n Oununmom Jleputsepom (Opancya Kakob u HEe mpuUHU-
MaBIIM{ ydactue B Auckyccun JKak Mono — maypeatsl HobeneBckolt mpeMun
3a oTkpeiTHe nHpopmarmonnoit PHK). Temoii quckyccuu ObI10 paccMOTpEHHE
BO3MOXKHBIX aHAJIOTHH MEXIY S3bIKOM M T€HETHYECKHM KOJIOM, €€ MpPOJOoJIKe-
HHEM CTalu cTaThi ee yuactrukos [Jakobson, 1970; Jacob, 1977 °], crasume
OTIPEIEISIONIMMU JUTS JabHEHIIEero pa3BUTUSI OMOCEMUOTHKH U OMOJIMHTBUCTH-
ku. OJHaKo, Ha Hall B3IV, B TEHHW OKa3ajach ujesi, BbickazaHHas Kiomom
JleBu-CTpoccoM, — OCHOBHASI aHAJIOTHSI MEXKY SI3BIKOM U T€HETHYECKHM KOJIOM
JISKUT B 007IaCTH 3HAUCHHUS:

The analogy between genetics and linguistics occurs at the level of meaning,
and we cannot avoid using this concept of meaning to properly define the analogy
[Vivre et parler, 1968, p. 18] (uwur. mo: [Katz, 2008, p. 65]).

8 Tepmun semiopoiesis 6su1 nemonb3oBan B paGore B. @emenko i O. Kosans — xax
AHTJIHACKAM BapUaHT COYE€TaHUS «COTBOPECHUE 3HAKa) NMPUMEHUTEIBHO K XYJI0XECTBEH-
HBIM 3HaKOBBIM cucteMaM [PDemenko, Kopans, 2014].

® Cm. na pycckoMm: JKaxo6 @. JlmHTBHCTHYECKas Monenb B Ouonoruu // Bompocsl
s3pIko3HaHusA. 1992. Ne 2. C. 135-143.

ISSN 2307-1737
Kputnka u cemuoruka. 2021. Ne 1
Critique and Semiotics, 2021, no. 1



66 Bonsan C. T.

Yro kacaeTcs Kyma Oojiee OUYCBHIHOW aHAJOTHH TOCTPOCHHUS CIOMHBIX
CTPYKTYp H3 3JIE€MEHTApHBIX JUCKPETHBIX JIEMCHTOB, HA YTO B IIEPBYIO OYepEb
oOpamaim BHUManue SIkoocoH u XKako0, To, mo MueHmto JleBu-Ctpocca, oHa
3Ha4YMMa UMCHHO B CHJIy TOTO, YTO Ojarojaps €ii BO3HHKAeT CMBICI, CHUTHU-
¢bukars:

JKako6. B 0boux ciryudasx pedb HIET O €AUHUIAX, KOTOPBIE caMu 1o cebe ab-
COJIFOTHO GECCMBICIICHHBI, HO, OYAy4H CrPyNIMPOBAHHBIMH OIPECICHHBIM CIIO-
co0OM, OHH OOPETAIOT CMBICI. DTO MM CMBICI CIIOB B SI3BIKE, WM CMBICI ¢ OHO-
JIOTUYECKOH TOYKH 3PEHUS, T. €. JUI BBIPAKCHHS (YHKIHH, KOTOpHIE 3aIllCaHbI
B XUMHYECKOM T'€HETHYECKOM COOOIIeHN... J[eJ10 B TOM, 4TO BCE 3BEHBsI, BCE dJIe-
MEHTHI, COCTaBIIIONINE OINPEACICHHYIO0 EIWHHIYY, 00beANHEHB MeXIy coOoH,
U cama eIVHUIA, HalpuMep KJIeTKa, IpelcTaBisieT co0oi HeuTo Kyxaa Oosbliee,
HEXEJIH CyMMa BCEX 3JEMEHTOB... COBEpLICHHO OYEBHJHO, YTO €CJIM MBI BO3b-
MEM TpYIITY 3JI€MEHTOB JJIsl TOT0, YTOOBI OPraHNU30BaTh UX B CTPYKTYPY BBICILIETO
MOPS/IKA, TO UX HENb3sl OYIET IPOCTO CIOKHUTh, KaK MOJEKYJIbl, B MEIIOK U MOJ-
YUHUTH CTaTHCTHYECKUM 3aKOHAM, YIPABILIOUIMM IPOCTO CONMKEHHBIMH HJIe-
MeHTamu. VHaue roBopsi, HEOOX0JUMO, YTOOBI CYIIECTBOBAIM CHCTEMBI KOMMY-
HUKAIWH. ..

Jlesu-Cmpocc. Ecau 1o3BonuTe, BOIPOC HE COBCEM B 3TOM. Jlesio He mpocTo
B TOM, YTOOBI IOJIy4aTh CIOXKHOE M3 MPOCTOro, KaK 3TO IMPOHCXOJUT B Taliuie
MenzeneeBa, KOTOPYIO Bbl YIIOMHHAIH. [I1yOoKast aHAJIOTHsI MEKIY TE€M, YTO BBI
HAaXOJUTE B KJICTOYHOIl T€HETHKE, U A3BIKOM COCTOMT B TOM, YTO KOMOWHAIUS
MPOCTBIX JICMEHTOB, JIMIIEHHBIX CUTHU(UKAIMHU, AT HE TOJIBKO HEYTO Ooiee
CIIOKHOE, HO HEYTO Hecyllee B ceOe ompesieNeH bl cMbIci. S gymaro, 4to aHa-
JIOTHSI CYIIECTBYET B IuiaHe curauukanuu [Skobcon, 1996, c. 198-221].

Wnes Jlesu-Ctpocca gacTiHyHO ObLTa KOHKpeTH3MpoBaHa B KHuUre JKaka Mo-
Ho ' (He IPHHMMABIIEro ydacTHe B JUCKYCCHH CoaBTopa JKako6a), 06paTHB-
LIero BHHMaHHE HAa HEOOXOIMMOCTH CBSI3HM MEXAY 3HaYEHHEM M CaMHM BO3-
HUKHOBEHHUEM JKU3HU M yKa3aBILIEro Ha CAETaBIINE €€ BO3MOXHBIMU MEXaHHU3-
MBI TE€HEeTHYECKON TPAHCIAINH. 3HaUYCHNE, KaK U KOJI, He MOXKET OBITh 0OBsICHE-
HO CIIydYailHBIMH TIpOIlECCAaMH, OHM B3aUMHO TIPEIIIONIaraloT Jpyr Apyra
U TIOSIBIITIOTCS HA 3aKITIOYMTEIIFHOM, «TEJICOHOMHYECKOM», 3Tale KaK pe3ysIbTar
PEKYPCUBHBIX ONEPAIMii: KOJI «IIEPEBOJUTCSD MOCPEACTBOM IPOIYKTOB, BO3HHU-
KaloMyX B Mporecce nepesona. [ e HeT mepeBoa, HET M 3HAYEHHUS — 3TO XO-
POIIIO U3BECTHOE MOJIOXKEHHUE B IMHTBUCTHKE W CEMHOTHKE, 1 IMEHHO TaK MOX-

10 Otmetum, uto oren XKaka MoHO ObUT XymOKHHKOM, Onu3kum apyrom Cepres
Kapuesckoro; Bo BTopoM ToMe ero paboT («V3 IMHrBHCTHYECKOro Haciemus», M.,
2004) nomeIieH ero MopTPeT, BBIMONHEHHBIN JIlockeHoM MoHo B 1912 T.
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HO MOHMMAaTh MBICIH JKaka MOHO, MPEIOKEHHYI0 UM KaK OOBSICHUTEIBHYIO
TUITOTE3Y BOBHUKHOBEHHSI TEHETHYECKOT0 KOAA!

The code is meaningless unless translated... The third step, according to our
hypothesis, was the gradual emergence of teleonomic systems which, around rep-
licative structures, were to construct an organism, a primitive cell. The code can-
not be translated otherwise than by products of translation... [Monod, 1971,
p. 143].

Ctpost THIIOTE3BI O TMPOMCXOXKICHNH XHU3HH, JKak MOHO, KaK W JApyrue ero
COBPEMEHHUKH, MOTJIM OCHOBBIBAThCS TONBKO HA HHTYHMIUH U OOJiee M MEHee
paBAonoA00HbIX Joraakax. Yike mocie 1990-x Ir. Ha OCHOBE pPa3BUTHUS CHH-
TETUUECKOW OMOJIOTUHM CTAaHOBUTCS BO3MOXKHBIM SKCIEpUMEHTANbHAs IPOBEpKa
BBIIBUTAEMBIX TUNOTe3. BO3HUKAIOT KOHIENIMHU, B OOIIEM BHJIE Ha3bIBacMbIe
«mup PHK», o runoretnyeckom sTarne BO3ZHUKHOBEHHS JKU3HU Ha 3eMiie 10 I1o-
spinennst JHK, korga ¢yHKIMsS XpaHeHUs W INepefadyd TeHeTHYecKoi MHGop-
Manuu nostanHo ¢opmuposaiack BHyTpu PHK. Brinuraemsie B 3100t cdepe
TUIOTE3bI NO3BOJISIIOT YBUAETh, UTO BOSHUKHOBEHUE JKU3HU B TO XK€ BpeMs IpU-
BOJUT K ()OPMUPOBAHUIO CEMHOTHYECKUX OTHOIICHUI MEXIy IJIaHOM BBIpaske-
HUSI ¥ TITTAHOM COJZIEPIKAHUs, T. €. K CEMHOIIOA3HCY.

Bo3HMKHOBEHHME TeHETHYECKOT0 KO/Ia KAK CEMHUONO0I3HC

Kakum 06pa3om n3 HEOPraHUUECKOM MaTepHy BO3HUKACT OPTaHHUCCKas Ma-
TepHs, T. €. )U3Hb? ITO MPENOoIaraeT T’MraHTCKUI KaYeCTBCHHBIN CKAYOK, ISt
KOTOPOTO HET 00BsICHeH . [109TOMY Ha MepBOHAYAILHOM 3TAIE O 3apOXKICHHH
JKU3HU TOBOPAT JIMOO KaK O CBEPXBECTECTBEHHOM u4yjle, JUOO KaK O CBEPXb-
€CTECTBEHHOMH (TIPaKTHYECKH HEBO3MOKHON) CIIydalfHOCTH. ' eHeTuKu — Bepyro-
IIM€e XPUCTHAHE 3aPOXKIECHHE KU3HU CBA3BIBAIOT C BOKECTBEHHBIM [IPOMBICIIOM,
U JUIL HAX CBSI3b MEXJy TEHETHYECKAM KOJOM U SA3BIKOM O4eBHIHA. [ eHeTH-
YeCKUil KOJl M €CTh TOT sA3bIK bora, mocpeicTBOM KOTOPOTO BO3HHKAET KHU3Hb
(cp.: [Collins, 2006; 2009]). Ho, mOCKOJBKY Cpeid T€HETHKOB-TIEPBOIPOXO/IIIER
ObLIM W TIPHHIMITHAIBHBIE ATEUCTHI, BO3HUKAIN M JIPyTHE, «MaTepHaluCcTHIe-
cKmey», runore3sl. Tak, Dpsncuc KpHK BBIABUTaeT «pPEalMCTUYCCKYI0» KOH-
TETIHIO: TIOCKOJIBKY Ha caMoil 3eMile BO3HHKHOBCHHE XKU3HHM W3 HEOpPraHWde-
CKOM MaTepuy HHKaK HE MPEACTABUMO, TO XHM3Hb Ha 3eMIIF0 MUJUTHAPIbI JICT
TOMY Ha3aJl 3aHECIIH KOCMHYECKHE TPHIIENbIBL. Terneph, KOTAa MpeaCTaBIeHIS
0 KOCMUYECKHUX MYTEMIECTBUSAX CTAJIU MEHEE ONTUMUCTHYHBIMHU, KOCMUYECKAs
THIOTE3a, TEM He MEHee, MPOJI0JIKACT CYIIECTBOBATH B €¢ «Oe3MHIHO» hopme:
KU3HB HA 3eMITI0 ObLiIa 3aHECCHa MOCPEJICTBOM METCOPHUTOB (2 Kak OHa BO3HHUK-
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Ja TaM — 3TO yXe BOIPOC HE K 3eMJIfHaM). A B KadecTBe «HAay4HOM» Oblia
MpPeIOKEeHa KOHLEMIHS «3aMOPOXKEHHOW ciydaitHocTi» (TepmuH Kpuka):
B pe3yJIbTaTe HEBEPOSATHOTO CTEYCHHUS OOCTOSATEIHCTB KAKMM-TO 00pa3oM Mpu-
MepHO 3,6 MILTHAapAa JeT Haza] CPOPMHUPOBAICS TCHETUYECKUH KO, U C TeX
ITOp OH HE U3MEHSIIICS.

Haumnas ¢ 1990-x rr. curyanus MeHsETCsS: BO3SHHKAIOT IMyCTh W HEJOCTA-
TOYHO JIOCTOBEpPHBIC, HO TPOBEPSIEMBIC THUIOTE3BI O MPOUCXOXKACHUHU JKH3HU.
OHE cBOAATCS K TPEM OCHOBHBIM, HE IMPOTHBOPEYAIINM APYT IPYTY U B OIIpe-
JIEJIEHHOM CMBICJIE B3aHMMOIOIOIHAIONIMM THIIOTE3aM. JTH KOHIEIIUK OBLIN
0000IIeHbI BEAYIIMMH CIEHHAIMCTAMHA B JaHHONH OOJIACTH CIIEAYIOMIMM 00-
pazom:

TpH OCHOBHBIX MOHSATHS O MPOUCXOMKICHHU U 3BOJIOLMHI KOJIa — 9TO CTEPEo-
XHMHYECKash TEOpHUsl, COTJIACHO KOTOPOW Ha3HAUCHHE KOMOHOB IPOJMKTOBAHO
(HU3UKO-XUMHYECKHM CPOJCTBOM MEXKIY aMHHOKHCIOTaMH U POJCTBEHHBIMH KO-
JOHAMH (aHTHKO/IOHAMH); TEOPHUS KOIBOIIOLIMHU, KOTOPast yTBEPXKIAET, YTO CTPYK-
Typa KoJa 3BOJIFOLIMOHUPOBAIA COBMECTHO C MYTSAMU OHOCHHTE3a aMHHOKHCIIOT,
1 TEOpHS] MUHUMH3ALNK OIIHOOK, COrTAaCHO KOTOPOI MUHHMH3ALHsI OTPULATENb-
HOTO BJIWSHHS MyTamuil W OIIMOOK TPAaHCISIHMH OBUTM OCHOBHBIM (DAKTOPOM
somormu kozxa [Koonin, Novozhilov, 2009, p. 99].

OmHako B 3TOH K€ CTAaThe BBIPAXKAICS CKEMTHIM3M, ITOCKOJIBKY MOCTaB-
JIeHHBIH 50 JIeT 10 3TOTO BOMPOC «KaK MOT BOSHHUKHYTh T€HETHYECKUI KO», TaK
u He momyumn otserta [Ibid.]. Eme Oojee meccMMHCTHYEH BBIBOA TEX KE HC-
crenioBateneli, cienansbiii B 2017 T.. Bce TpH Teopuu ucuepnamu cebs .
K aHayormyHOMY BBIBOJY HMPHXOAAT M aBTOPBI OJHOTO U IOCIEAHHX 0030pOB
B 3T0it 06nactu [Kun, Radvanyi, 2018, p. 221]. B o6oux ciay4asx 3By4dT COBET
OT YMO3PHTEJBHBIX CHEKYJSIUA MepeUTH K SKCIEPUMEHTAIBHOMY MOJCIHPO-
BaHHIO.

Kak BumM, CyIIecTBYIOIIIE TEOPHH BO3HUKHOBEHHS I'€HETHYECKOTO KOJa,
o0nazas 4aCTHYHOM OOBSICHUTEILHOM CHIIOH, 3a IOCIENHUE TOALI HE CMOTIIHN

1 «This seems to be the extent of what we can confidently claim about the code’s
evolution. The three main theories of code evolution seem to have largely exhausted their
potential for constructive analysis, at least in their traditional form. The stereochemical
theory, focusing on codons and anticodons, fails to provide clear solutions. The coevolu-
tion and error minimization theories each capture important aspects of the code evolu-
tion, but they do not seem to provide major insights beyond the solid conclusion about
code expansion most likely involving duplication of proto-tRNAs” [Koonin, Novozhilov,
2017, p. 56-57].
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NPOJIBHHYTHCS BHEpea. MOKHO MPEIIOI0KUTD, YTO [0 MEPE YCIOKHEHHUS CHC-
TeM, KaK 3TO W Ipeanonaraiocs JKakomM MOHO, HauHMHAIOT JEHCTBOBATH Te-
JICOHOMUYECKHE TIPUHIMITBI OPraHU3al[Mi, OCHOBAHHBIE HA KATErOPUSX IENH
1 3HadeHus. OTpa3suTh BOSHUKHOBEHHE TUX HOBBIX (OPM OpraHusanuu ObLia
npu3BaHa KOHLEMIHUs k0donoosuca. Kak SBCTBYET M3 9TOr0 TEPMUHA, OHA UC-
XOIUT U3 00MIell KOHIEIIMU CHCTEMHOI camoopranusanun (ayromodsuca). Oxa
ObUIa MPEIIOKEHA U3BECTHBIM HUTAJBSHCKAM OHOJIOrOM, OCHOBATENEM KOJO-
6uonoruu (code biology) Mapuemnno bap6uepu. IIporiecc BOSHHKHOBEHHS KO/Ia
CBS3BIBAETCA MM C DIMMHHAIMEH MHOTO3HAYHOCTH, CUTYAI[MH, KOT/Ia OJHH U Te
K€ TIOCIEN0BATENBHOCTH HYKIEOTHUIOB MOTIIH OBITh aCCOLMUPOBAHBI C PA3IHY-
HBIMH aMHHOKHCTOoTaMu. Komonoasuc perynupyer co3gaHne HOBBIX OpraHuye-
CKHX KOJOB (T€HETHYECKHN KO — JIUIb OJWH M3 HHUX) U COXpaHEHHE HMEI0-
IIUXCS:

The origin of the first cells was based on the ability of the ancestral systems to
generate the rules of the genetic code, and the subsequent evolution of the cells
was based on two complementary processes: one was the generation of new or-
ganic codes and the other was the conservation of the existing ones. Taken togeth-
er, these two processes are the two sides of a biological phenomenon that can be
referred to as “codepoiesis” [Barbieri, 2012, p. 298] (cm. Taxxe: [Barbieri, 2018;
2019]).

[IpyMeHUTETPHO K TEHETHYSCKOMY KOIY MOXHO MPEIIOJO0XKHTh, YTO Ce-
MHOTHYECKHE OTHOIICHHS BO3HUKAIOT U3 Kay3aJIbHBIX: OTHOIICHHE MEXKIY TPH-
YUHOW W CIIEACTBHEM O(OPMISIETCS KaK OTHOIIEHHE MEXAy O3HAYaeMbIM
U o3HavaommM. [10100HO HHIEKCATLHOMY OTHOIICHHIO MEXIY JHIMOM U OI-
HEM, OTHOILICHUE MEXAy HNPUYUHON U CIIeJCTBHEM (HYKJICOTHbI KaK KaTalH-
3aTOpbl CHHTE3a AMUHOKHUCIIOT) 3aCThIBAET KaK CEMHOTHYECKOE: ONpe/IeIeHHas
MOCIIE0BATENLHOCTh HYKICOTHJOB (Mapa «KOJOH — AHTHUKOIOH») BBICTYIIA-
€T KaK O3HAyalollee 1 «KOIHPYeT» CBOE 03HAYaeMOE — OMPEICICHHYI0 aMHHO-
KHCJIOTY.

DBOIONUSA TeHETHYSCKOI0 MPOTOKOIa MOXET OBITh pacCMOTpPEHa KakK BO-
IUTONICHUE (MJIM MaTepUATN3AIUsI) CEMUO3KCA: TPUIMHHAS CBA3b MEXKIY COMYT-
CTBYIOIIUMH JAPYT APYTY SBICHUAMHU (MHICKCAIBHBIA CEMUO3KC) MPEBPATHIIACH
B CTEPCOXHMHUYECKOE MOJ00He (MKOHIMYECKOE COOTBETCTBUE) U, HAKOHEII, OBLITO
3aMOPOKEHO KaK MPON3BOJbHAS (OMOXUMHUYCCKH M CTEPECOXUMHUYCCKH HEMOTH-
BHPOBAHHAsSI) CBS3b MEKIY KOJOHAMHU (03HAYAOIINE) U aMUHOKUCIOTAMHA (03HA-
yaembie). Tem caMbiM (OpMHPYETCS aHAIOr CHMBOJHMYECKOTO 3HAYCHUS,
a MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIC CBSI3M MEXIYy HYKICOTHIAMH (TO3HIIMSIMH B KOIOHAX /
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aHTI/IKOIIOHaX) HA4YUHAKT (byHKI_II/IOHI/IpoBaTI) AHAJIOTUYHO I'paMMAaTHYCCKUM Ka-
TETOPHUSIM.

Ecnu B34Th 32 OCHOBY y’Ke HE OCIIapUBaeMOE ITOJIOKEHUE O MTPOU3BOJIIEHOCTH
FeHETHYECKOro KOJa %, TO TMOMCK ero GHOXMMHUYECKHX OCHOB MOYXET OBITb pe-
3yJIbTATUBHBIM TOJIEKO JIO ONPEACIICHHOTO TIpejiesia: a UMEHHO 10 BO3HUKHOBE-
HUS FeHeTHdeckoro kona. [IoHsTHe Ko/a IpeaCTaBIsIeTCs CIUIIKOM Y3KUM JUTs
OIMUCAHMS TENCOHOMHUUYECKUX MpoueccoB. [IoMUMO CITUCKa COOTBETCTBUIT MeX-
Iy IByMs anaBUTaMU WM CIOBAPSIME (COOCTBEHHO KOJOB), TPEOYIOTCS TaKXKe
MOHSTHUS 3HaYeHUA (LeJIb) U rpaMMAaTHKH (TIpaBHUiIa TeHEepalui HOBBIX CTPYKTYP
U3 MICXOIHBIX CUMBOJIOB). YUHTBIBAsl PEryJIATOpHBIE (YyHKIMU T€HOMa, MOTpe-
Oyercsl TakKe U IparmMatuka (MeXaHW3MBbI, 3aIlyCKAOIHe WIIM OCTaHABIIUBAIO-
LIKe T€ WM UHbIe HH()OPMALIMOHHBIE TEeHETHUECKHE ITPOLECCHI).

PaCCManI/IBaH BO3MOJKHBIC IMTYTU MPOUCXOKACHUA W OBOJIIOLIMU T'CHETHYC-
CKOTO KOJIa, MBI MPEAJTIOKIIH PACCMOTPETh BO3MOXKHOCTh OMUCATh €ro Kak mpo-
[[eCC CEeMHO3HCa, T. €. KaK BOSHHKHOBEHHE 3HAKOBBIX OTHOLICHHH, PEeryisiui
u omepanuil. [leppoHauanbHas cTepeo- U OHOXUMHUYECKH MOTHBHPOBaHHAsI ac-
colMaIys HyKICOTHIOB ¥ aMHHOKHCIIOT ObLIa 3aMelleHa MPOH3BOJIBHON CBSI-
3bI0 «03HAUYaeMoe — O3Hauaroulee». B nanpHeiIeM IMEHHO B CHITY 9TOH HEMO-
TUBHPOBAHHOCTH 3TH COOTBETCTBHS y’Ke HE MOTJIH OBITh U3MEHEHBI B pPaMKax
JTaHHOTO Koxa. ['eHeTHYecKHid KOX BO3HHUK KaK CHCTeMa ()OpMajbHBIX OrpaHu-
YeHHH, HaKJIaJbIBaMBIX Ha OMOXUMHUYECKYI0 MaTepuio. CymecTBYIOIHNe THIT0-
Te3bl HBOJIIOIMU T€HETHYECKOTO KOJa JAEMOHCTPHUPYIOT, KakuM o0Opa3oM Io-
OTaIllHO HapaliUuBaJIUCh A3BIKOBBIC U CEMHUOTUYCCKHUEC NPUHIMUIIBI €TI0 OpraHu3a-
mun (moapobuee 06 stom cm: [Zolyan, 2020]). HecmoTpsi Ha 3HaYMTENBHBIC
OTJIMYHUST MEXKIY STUMH THIIOTE3aMH, HX, TEM HE MEHee, MOXXHO HHTEpIIpe-
THUPOBATh KaK OMHCAaHHWE BO3MOMKHBIX MOIYCOB Iepexoja OT OHOXUMHYECKOit
JIETePMHUHUPOBAHHOCTH K KOJAUPOBAHUIO, OCHOBAHHOMY Ha MPUHIHUIAX Mepeaa-
g uwHopManmu (ONTHMHU3ALMS KOJAA, MHHHMH3ALHsA OMHOOK, YCTpaHECHHE
HEOTHO3HAYHOCTH, JIMHEAPU3ALH, TSKCTyaIN3alis, KOHTeKCTyam3arms). ['ere-
POTEHHOCTb COBPEMEHHOTO CTAaHIAPTHOTO TeHETHYECKOTO KOJa OTpaKaeT pasHo-
o0pazue ero npoucxoxaeHus. OCHOBHBIE XapaKTePUCTHKU F'eHe3Uca U SBOJIIOLUH

12 Cp.: “It has been shown that there is no deterministic link between codons and
amino acids because any codon can be associated with any amino acid. This means that
the rules of the genetic code do not descend from chemical necessity and in this sense
they are arbitrary. Today, in other words, we have the experimental evidence that the
genetic code is a real code, a code that is compatible with the laws of physics and chem-
istry but is not dictated by them” [Barbieri, 2018, p. 2].
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TEHETHYECKOT0 KOJIa COTJIACYIOTCS € ero popMaibHOM CEMUOTHUECKOI MOJIENbIO,
OCHOBaHHOM Ha pa3IM4YEeHHH TpaMMaTHKU (KAaTeropwuy, IO3WIMH) W CJIOBApA
(KomoHBI M HyKJICOTHABI). Bo3pactaromast cloXHOCTE (OPM JKM3HH IIpUBEINa
K TIOSIBJICHHIO HOBBIX aMHUHOKHCJIOT W HOBBIX IPUHIMIOB MX CTPYKTYpPHPOBa-
HuA. JyOneTHbId koJ mpeoOpasyercst B TPUILICTHBIA. PYHKIHOHATEHOE Hepa-
BEHCTBO TPEThEil MO3UIINY, KOTOPasi SIBJISAETCS PENICBaHTHOM TOJBKO B MOJIOBUHE
ciryqaeB (32 u3 64), Koppenupyer ¢ ee 6osiee MO3THUM HOSIBICHUEM, TOCKOJIBKY
OHa BO3HHKAET yXK€ IOCJIE TOTO, KaK OBUIH CPOPMHPOBAHBI (PYHKIHH ITEPBBIX
IByX mo3unuii. Takme 0COOEHHOCTH, KaK HEpacIO3HABAEMOCTh TPEThEH II03H-
UM TIPU TPAaHCIALUU WK Ke AuddepeHnranys TOJIbKO MEXAY IypHHAMU
U MUPUMHUIUHAMH, TaK)KE MOXKHO PacCMaTpUBaTh KaK CBHUIETENBCTBO HE3aBep-
LIEHHOCTH Tpolecca TPUILIETH3aIMK TeHeTHueckoro koja. [lo mepe ycnoxHe-
HUSl CYOCTaHI[MKM OHMOXMMHUYECKHE 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH JOMOJHSIOTCS (WM Jae
YCTYIAIOT MECTO) JUHTBUCTUYECKUM M CEMHOTHYECKUM MpUHIMNAaM. buoxumu-
yeckasi cyOcTaHIusl OOJbIle HE ONpeAeNseT KOJ, W BO3HHKAIOT OTHOLICHUS,
HaIIOMHHAOIIHNE XapaKTEPUCTUKH HE CTOJIBKO OMOIOTMYECKUX CUCTEM, CKOJIBKO
CEeMHUOTHYECKHX CHUCTeM (IPOM3BOJIHOCTh 3HAKa, KOHTEKCTHAs 3aBHCHMOCTb,
JIMHEWHBIA TTOPSAIOK, CEMAHTHIECKHE OTHOIICHUS, TEKCTOBBIC XapaKTEPUCTHKH).
[ToMEMO KaHOHMYECKOTO, CYLIECTBYET emie 23 BapHaHTa (IMalieKTa) TeHeTH-
geckoro kofa (cum.: [Koonin, Novozhilov, 2017, p. 48]), a 370 TOBOPHT O TOM, 4TO
TeHETHYECKUH KOl — 3TO He HeUYTO BEYHO M HEM3MEHHO CcyIecTBylomee («I3bIKk
Bora, S3bIK XU3HI»), a IPOIYKT MHOTOCTYIIEHYAaTOW IBOJIOIMH, KOTOpask IMpH-
BOOUT K IMOABJICHUIO €0 Pas3sIMYHbIX CUHXPOHHBIX U JUAXPOHHBIX BApHAHTOB.
ITo MEpPE YCIOXHCHUA MEXAaHU3MbI €Io0 OpraHu3aliui CTAaHOBUJIMCH 6J'II/I)KC
K MPUHIMIAM OpPTaHM3allH €CTECTBEHHOTO S3bIKa, TI0YEMY M YMECTHO BCIIOM-
HUTH (QyHAaMeHTanbHyI0 (Gopmyrny Coccropa: «SI3bIk ecTh (opma, a He cyo-
CTaHIHS».

DBONIONHI0 TeHETHYECKOTO KOJa MOXKHO PAacCMaTpHBaTh Kak IMpoOLecC ce-
MHOIT093UCa — CEMHO3HCA B €T0 CTAaHOBJICHHU. [ 'eHeTHYeCKHiA KO BOSHUKACT U3
MaTepuH TOYHO TaK K€, KaK OPraHHYEeCKHHd MHUP BBIPOC M3 HEOPTaHHYECKOT'O
ITyTeM BBEJCHHS HOBBIX IPUHIIMIIOB OpraHU3aIy (ayTomol3uca). Takum obpa-
30M, CBS3U MEXKIY MaTepHAbHBIMH OOBEKTaMH (B JAQHHOM Ciydae HYKJICOTH-
JaMH1 1 aMUHOKHCIJIOTaAMH) IPHBEJIN K BOSHHKHOBCHUIO CEMUOTHYECKHUX CBA3CH.
B pesynbrare CTOXacCTHYECKHX MPOIECCOB BO3HUKIM MEXAHU3MBbl XPaHEHHUS
U Tepenayr HHPOpPMaIlui, 00CCIIeYHBAIOIINE BO3MOKHOCTh CTAOMIBHBIX (hOpM
*u3HU. Bo3pacraromas ClioXHOCTh OpraHU3aliy MPUBOANT K KPUCTAIUTU3AIIH
MH(QOPMAIMOHHBIX U CEMHOTHYECKUX MPUHIMTIOB. CEMHUONOA3UC, KOMILIEKC pe-
KYpPCHBHBIX aBTOpe()EpEeHTHBIX OIepanuii CEeMHUOTHYECKONH CUCTEMBI, CTAHOBUT-
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cs1 pOpMOil IMHAMHUYECKOW OpraHu3ali OMOMHpA, KOTAa B HEM MOSIBIISIOTCS
W CTaHOBSITCS ONPEIEIAIOIAMH KaTErOpUN 3HAYECHHUS U LIEIH.
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Caenenusi 00 aBTope
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