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It is considered epistemological difficulties of the truth correspondent concept, solution of which de-
termines the qualitative transformation of the scientific cognition goal.lt has been carried out the analysis of
the correspondence concept, which indicates that it does not have the necessary theoretical resources of
justification as a criterion of truth. This circumstance refutes the view of the uniqueness and universality of
the truth correspondent concept. It is not refuted, but its epistemological status is significantly altered. Truth
corresponding conception appears to be as one of the possible epistemological hypotheses along with oth-
ers. A new look at the correspondent theory of truth opens new prospects for scientific rationality, corrects its
cognitive resource. The rational acceptability concept of knowledge comes to replace the truth knowledge as
a correspondence of knowledge to the reality. It is emphasized that the given “truth” concept evolution is not
a result of alternative points of view criticism, but is a consequence of self-correcting scientific practice, and
its new philosophical concept is based on the achievements of non-classical science. This thesis is con-
firmed by the scientific standards that scientific community is guided by. For the first time this question was
investigated by K. Popper in the philosophy of science. In the result of his research, he formulated two me-
thodological positions that are explicitly or implicitly presented in science: the concepts of phallibilism and
falsificationism. The article points out that Popper’s pioneering ideas have developed in modern American
analytical philosophy. This conclusion is supported by the views review of H. Pathem. Summing up, it is giv-
en a positive assessment of these changes in the theory of knowledge. The truth concept as rational accep-
tability overcomes a number of epistemological difficulties, which appear to be in disparity of goals and re-
sults of scientific activity.

Key words: knowledge, corrective concept of truth, rational acceptability, object, subject, experience,
empiricism.

[TazasH A. b. UcTHa Kak pauyoHanbHasi NpueMnemMocTb 3HaHusl]

PaccmaTpuBaloTcs rHoceornornyeckme TpyaHOCTUM KOPPECMOHOEHTHON KOHUENUUU UCTUHBI, peLleHune
KOTOpbIX 0ByCrnoBNMBaET Ka4yeCTBEHHYIO TpaHCOPMaLUMIO Lenn Hay4yHoro no3HaHus. MNpeacraeneH aHanua
KOHLIENTa COOTBETCTBUS, KOTOPbIN YKa3blBAET, YTO Y HEro B KAYeCTBE KPUTEPUS] UCTUHBI HET HEOBXOAUMbIX
TEeopeTMYecKMX pecypcoB 0b60cHOBaHMSA. [laHHOe 06CTOATENLCTBO ONPOBEPraeT TOUKY 3PEHUS O €ANHCTBEH-
HOCTU N YHUBEPCANbHOCTU KOPPECNOHAEHTHON KOHLEeNUuun uctnHbl. OHa He onpoBepraeTcs, HO CyLLeCTBEH-
HO M3MEHSIeTCA ee rHOCeonorMyecknin cratyc. KoppecnoHgeHTHasa KOHUEeNUUs UCTUHBbI NpeacTaeT Kak ogHa
13 BO3MOXHbIX FTHOCEOMNOrMYECKMX rmnoTes Hapagy ¢ Apyrumn. HoBbi B3rMsg Ha KOPPECNOHOEHTHYHO Teo-
PpUI0 UCTUHBI OTKPbIBAET HOBblE MEPCMNeKTVBbI ANS HAaYyYHOW pauMOHanbHOCTW, KOPPEKTUpPYeT ee no3Hasa-
TenbHbIN pecypc. Ha cMeHy No3HaHWs UCTUHBI, Kak COOTBETCTBUS 3HaHWUS OENCTBUTENbHOCTWU, MPUXoguT
KOHUEeNumMs paumoHanbsHON NnpuemMnemMocTi 3HaHus. NogvyepkMBaeTcsl, YTO AaHHas 3BOSMIOUMUS KOHLENTa «UC-
TUHa» He eCTb pe3ynbTaT KPUTUKM anbTepHaTUBHBIX TOYEK 3PEHUS, a ABMSETCH CNeacTBMEM CaMOKOPPEKTU-
pyloLLer Hay4HON NPaKTUKK, a ee HoBas hunocodckast KOHLEeNLMsa onMpaeTcs Ha JOCTUXKEHUS Heknaccuye-
ckon Hayku. MoaTeBepxpgaeTcsa AaHHbIA Te3UC cTaHZapTaMn HayYHOCTU, KOTOPbLIMW PYKOBOACTBYETCS Hayu-
Hoe coobuecTtBo. B dpmnocodun Haykn Bnepsble AaHHbIN Bonpoc mnccnegosan K. Monnep. B pesynbtate
CBOWX MUCCMeaoBaHuin OH cdhopmynumpoBsan ABa METOAOMOMMYECKUX NONOXEHWS, KOTOPble B SIBHOW UNWU B He-
SABHON popMe npeacTaBneHbl B Hayke: KoHuenuun dpannnbunnuama n danbcudrkaumoHnsma. YkasbisaeTcs,
4YTO NMOHepckne ngen MNonnepa nony4nnu passuTne B COBPEMEHHON aMepUKaHCKOM aHanuTuyeckom uno-
cotoummn. [aHHbIn BbIBOA nogkpennsieTcsa ob3opom B3rnggoB X. [NaTHama. B 3aknoveHuMn gaetca nonoxu-
TenbHas oueHKa 3TUM M3MEHEHMAM B Teopuu no3HaHusA. KoHuenuus UCTWHBLI B KavyecTBe pauuoHarnbHOW
nNpuvemMnemMocTu, NPeoaorneBaeT psag rHoCeonorMyecknx TpyaHOCTEN, KOTOpble NpeacTaloT B HeCcopasmMepHo-
CTU uenewn u pesynbTaToB Hay4YHOW OEeATENbHOCTY.

KnioyeBble cnoBa: 3HaHWe, KOppecrnoHAEeHTHas KOHLUENUUsa UCTUHbI, pauMoHanbHas npuemMreMocTb,
0OBEKT, CyOBLEKT, OMNbIT, AMMUPU3M.
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The goal of knowledge is truth. Historically, the first form of truth is the correspondent
concept. According to it, knowledge is genuine, if it corresponds to the reality. In an explicit
form, the correspondent conception of truth is presented in Aristotle’s Metaphysics. “... To
talk about existing, that it is not, or about non-existing, that it is, - he writes, -means to
speak genuine truth” [1]. In this definition, Aristotle defines the conditions for the truth of
knowledge - its correspondence to the object. The given definition is based on two as-
sumptions: a) the existence of reality external to the subject; b) correspondence of know-
ledge to the reality.These two conditions are presented in various interpretations of the
“reality” and “conformity” concepts. But all supporters of the correspondent theory are unit-
ed by the adoption of a single truth structure: 1) a judgment that represents truth must
have something external to itself; 2) the judgment must correspond to its referent; 3) such
correspondence is true.

Aristotle also emphasizes that there is no intermediate state between truth and false-
hood. That is, the knowledge truth value is strictly binary - it is either true or false (the dis-
junction here is represented in a strictly separatory aspect). In the correspondent concep-
tion of truth, the question about procedure for correspondence establishing of knowledge
to the world did not receive a satisfactory solution. How can you say that the world is ex-
actly what our knowledge of it is, if all that we know about the world comes down to the
knowledge we have? In the last resort, what is the procedure for establishing this corres-
pondence. It seems that the procedure for establishing a correspondence has two solu-
tions: either with the inevitability of a “logical circle” fact accepting, or assuming the exis-
tence of a premise that has nothing to do with knowledge in general (for instance, practice,
as by Marx).

An equally important correspondent concept of truth is the question of achieving logi-
cal consistency of judgments in the cognition process. If our knowledge is the external
world reflection result, then how is the consistency between the world of things and know-
ledge achieved? In fact, we formulate and accept the rules for the formation and transfor-
mation of judgments prior knowledge of the external world. Of course, we are doubtful
about the veracity of the Parmenidemetaphysical foundationsabout the thinking and being
identity.But this supposition is necessary for the establishment of a cognitive relationship
between the subject and the object, the transition condition from a sensory images se-
quence to a logical structure.The question about the subject and the object interaction pre-
supposes a conceptual solution of two questions: what and how do we learn? Conceptual
preferences, determining their gnoseological status, form various gnoseological doctrines.

A subject has two abilities through which it establishes a connection with an object.
“Our knowledge arises from two main sources of the soul, - writes I. Kant, - the first of
these is the ability to receive representations (receptivity to impressions), and the second
is the ability to cognize an object through these representations (spontaneity of concepts).
The object is given to usthrough the first ability, by the second it is conceived in relation to
the representation (as the only soul determination)’[3].Not all philosophers separate Kant’s
point of view. Empiricists who claim that all cognition arises from experience are the most
influential opponents of Kant's apriorism. It seems to empiricists that experience over-
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comes the apriorism weakness bases. But the overcoming of apriorism by empiricism is an
imaginary. What is experience? If experience is the result of sensory impressions, which
form our ideas about the external world, then the question about the world nature remains
open, in what relation is the sensual image of reality with reality? This aspect raises the
question of the experience objectivity. The connection of the subject with the external
world is realized exclusively through sensory impressions in empiricism.How can subjec-
tive impressions transform into objective statements? Studies on neurophysiology allow us
to assert that many different sensory perceptions are synthesized by our consciousness
into a holistic image. The image is not a mechanical sum of sensations. In what relation
the image and the complex of these sensations are - does not have an unequivocal scien-
tific solutiontoday. Therefore, we must admit that Kant’s apriorism criticism by empiricism
can claim as an alternative point of view. Kant, as is known, sensations, and their synthe-
sis, considered in the context of the abilities of the subject, considering the image as a
construction that expresses the attitude of the reality subject. The boundary between the
images-constructs and the “thing-in-itself’, according to Kant, is insuperable. To cut this
“Gordian knot” is possible only in one case - if we abandon the epistemological monism,
the fundamental principle of thinking and being identity.

Thus, considering the abovementioned uncertainty, the question: what learns the
subject, if the cognition object is not connected with reality, is considered to be appropri-
ate. The difficulties of the truth correspondent conception are represented not only in the
question about informative correspondence of the reality cognition. But as we have already
noted, the question of the knowledge logical correspondence to the reality is also very im-
portant. Nonclassical mathematics, quantum mechanics indicate that there is no universal
unambiguous structural correspondence between knowledge and the object of knowledge.
Euclidean geometry and physical geometry, classical physics and general relativity
represent different structures of the same reality context. The hypothesis of a logical gap
between our knowledge and the outside world has the right to exist. It has become the
subject of close study, both in philosophy and in science.

In the modern philosophy of science, where many points of view are presented, there
is solidarity in one - there are no convincing rational grounds to assert that our knowledge
in its content is a mirror image of reality.There is no doubt about the influence of the physi-
cal on the mental. The nature and extent of this influence on the cognitive process is the
subject not only of philosophical discussions, but also of science. Arguments, even if they
rely on the achievements of natural science, do not strengthen the position of empiricism
and do not refute Kant’'s apriorism. Kant realized the impossibility of solving the epistemo-
logical relationship between the subject and the obiject, if object is accepted as an entity
independent of the subject. If the external world is accepted as the reason of experience,
then epistemology has the resources of a rational argument for the possibility of know-
ledge.

Alternative conceptualization of classical epistemology presupposes structural de-
construction of subject-object relations. The proposed structure includes three elements:
an object as an objective reality, a subject and direct data, as a representation of an object
that does not have a meaningful connection with the last one. How then is the perceptions
unity formed in different subjects?Certainly, we are not able to establish the context of in-
tersubjectivity, relying on our own feelings. This situation is in a certain sense analogous to
the Cartesian “Cogito” - argument and does not allow the subject from the conditions of
awareness of the personal“l” to assert the reliability of another subject. In this situation
there is no direct logical transition. The universality and necessity of consciousness au-
thenticity, as is known, is achieved by Descartes through the hypothesis of innate univer-
sal mental structures. But this additional assumption does not give persuasion torational
arguments forjustifying the knowledge objectivity. Therefore, the new conception of the
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justifying objectivity methods (in our case of intersubjectivity) is viewed in a different plane.
Own images of one knowledge subject can become the “property” of another subject
through its referent. The referent, which can connect the two subjects, is a symbol with a
social dimension, that is, cognition appears as an act of communication. Images, formed in
personal experience, through verbalization, acquire general validity, enriching the lexical
volume of the language. The question about the subjective experience sense is excluded,
in this context only the meaning of the image takes place. Thus, language as a conceptual
scheme is an implicit means of denoting personal experience in terms of social signific-
ance.Therefore, the concept can be considered as a form of mental activity, as an inva-
riant that synthesizes a chaotic flow of external data into a structure and represents a ra-
tional aspect of the language.The cognitive process itself demonstrates the absence of a
logical connection between the image and its invariant. If the social invariantsattach impor-
tance to their “images”, then statements - the conceptual conditions of their functioning
(syntactic and semantic rules). K. Popper expressed bewilderment mainly in connection
with this circumstance, who argued that those who try to prove the veracity of a judgment,
referring to the testimony of feelings, are similar to those who prove their rightness by
“‘pounding the table with their fists”[5; 6]. The new epistemological concept is largely con-
formed with the doctrine of neopositivism: the world as a given cannot be described in ra-
tional terms, it acts as an unavoidable formal condition that makes the cognitive process
possible.Therefore, the results of the cognitive process in the strict sense arethe structures
description and their numerical relationships.

The positive evaluation of neopositivist epistemology, which proved to be a signifi-
cant step in overcoming the epistemological difficulties of classical philosophy, does not
release it from criticism. The program of criteria for the rational acceptability of knowledge,
created by neo-positivists, is quite realistic, but the methods for its implementing are in-
conclusive. First of all, the principle of verification demonstrated its theoretical failure. The
prerequisite underlying the verification criterion seems to be problematic: any synthetic
proposition is associated in one single sphere of possible sensory data; and from the con-
viction that any judgment, taken in isolation from others, can be corroborated or refuted.
The first premise is not obvious. In this regard, L.Wittgenstein made a witty remark: “All my
experience shows that this is so. But how is this done? After all, a proposal in favor of
which experience testifies, is itself connected with some special interpretation of expe-
rience” [2]. According to Wittgenstein, one cannot exclude the possibility that the sum of
certain sensory impressions can have different interpretations. It can be reduced to the
context of logical interpretation, as in neopositivists, but this is not the only interpretation.
Critics of the neo-positivist approach point out that there are many possibilities between
sensory data and its linguistic description. There is not one single relevant link between
judgment and the sensory data sphere. The assertion of the compulsory nature of percep-
tion and the uniform impact of reality on different feelings cannot be accepted.

The doctrine of empiricism in the face of neo-positivism, also as rationalism, did not
provide convincing arguments in resolving the knowledge source problem. Their most im-
portant arguments turned out to be associated with the human perception psychology. All
attempts to separate the logical from the psychological were not entirely successful. At
best, these results can be taken as a palliative. Considering the absence of theoretical
clarity in question about human perception, about the way ofconnection of senses and im-
age, the problem of knowledge referent stays to be open. The problem uncertainty of the
knowledge referent is directly connected with the philosophical doctrine of truth.The con-
cept of knowledge rational acceptability is one of the attempts to solve the above men-
tioned difficulties. In the philosophy of science (in scientific epistemology), it is represented
in the works of Popper, T. Kun, P. Feyerabend. This concept was widely supported by
modern analytical American philosophy (H. Patham, D. Davidson, and others).

25



ISSN 2414-1143
Hay4HbIn anbMaHax ctpaH NpuyepHomopbs. 2017. Tom 12. Ne 4

Truth as rational acceptability can be treated as a process of approximation to objec-
tivity (Popper), or to be “colored” in subjective tones (Putnam).“The variety of the ideal co-
herence of our beliefs is with each other’, asPutnam writes, “and the data of our expe-
rience, to the extent that these data are representative in our belief system, but not at all
consistent with the“state of affairs” independent of consciousness or speech [4].In Pat-
nem’sinterpretation, rational acceptability appears as a multitude of possibilities for rational
description of one and the same aspect of reality. Truth theoretical platform is practically
offered for them. Patnem’s notes that today nobody confirms that correspondence be-
tween knowledge and the external world objects has mutually univocal character, but a
subdued form is also not acceptable, i.e. we cannot confirm that the there is contextual
connection between signs and external things. “To explain,- writes Patnem,- acting in the
role of the main reason that | have convictions containing a certain sign, may not at all be
referents of this sign”[4,73].

Thus, the concept of truth, as the rational acceptability of knowledge, rejects the con-
formity criterion. For Patnem, this question sounds rhetorically: truth, like the theory of cor-
respondence, has outlived itself and must be discarded. “We are present at the demise of
a theory that has existed for almost two thousand years. The fact that this theory existed
for so long and took so diverse forms ... it is obliged to the naturalness and the desire
power to occupy the Divine Eye Point of View” [4,102]. The rejection from the “Divine Vi-
sion” doctrine presupposes the adoption of a new paradigm that could preserve the dignity
of man as an intelligent being and at the same time reveal a refusal of pride and unrea-
sonable claims. In the context of the new paradigm, a premise that indicates the hetero-
geneity of knowledge, experiencing many of our conceptual preferences, must be intro-
duced.
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