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Methodology of the emergent approach as a prerequisite for overcoming the contra-views of the
modern philosophy of consciousness

V. Bakulov, D. Melnikov

It is recorded the diversity of theoretical approaches and research strategies in the modern
philosophy of consciousness. It is pointed out the features and disadvantages of these approaches in
solving urgent problems of  consciousness analysis.  For progress in the study of  the nature of
consciousness, it is proposed to turn first of all to the position of emergence as an integral property
of consciousness. Understanding the nature of consciousness through the prism of this property will
allow conceptualizing the problem of consciousness at a fundamentally new level. It also creates the
possibility of developing the necessary methodology for the study of consciousness.
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