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Annotations:

YopHomoppaeHko IBaH, 3arpinvyk IBaH.
Mo3aHaykoBa pauioHanbHOCTS i 1i MicLe
B CUCTEMi KynbTypu

Y ueHTpi yBarn hinocodcuKoi CrinbHOTU
OCb YXe Kinbka pecatunite nepebysae
MOHATTA pauioHanbHOCTI Ta i TUniB, Wo €
npeaMeToM MOCTIHOro  inococLKOro
aHanidy Ta ob6’ekToM dpinocodyBaHHs.
HesBaxatroun Ha Te, LLO KifbKiCTb acnekTiB
i nigxoniB [0 BMBYEHHs Uiei npobrnemwu
HEYXWIbHO  3pOCTa€,  KOHCTPYKTUMBHO-
KPUTUYHE OOCMIOKEHHA pauioHanbHOCTI
K pedneKkcMBHO yCBiAOMMEHOi
npobnemaTnyHoCTi BMacHoro ByTTA
po3ymy 3anuaeTbCid BCe lle He
po3B’A3aHNM NMUTaHHAM. HaykoBa
pauioHanbHiCTb B yMOBax CbOTOAEHHS
po3rnsAacTbCcs cydacHumn gpinocodamm
Ta HaAyKOBLAMW iHWWX rany3en 3HaHHs
30e06inbLIoro Sk oAuH i3 HaNMOMITHIWNX i
HaMBaXMMUBILLNMX  YMHHWUKIB  BUHWKHEHHS
OCHOBHMX  npobnemM, noB'A3aHMX i3
BMXXMBaAHHAM YCbOro INACTBa, 3 Ornsgy
Ha noJanbluunii ycebiyHniA pO3BUTOK HayKu
N TexHikn. [locTynoBo yCBIZOMIIOETHCA
TOM paKT, WO pauioHanbHiCTb, 30Kpema B

YopHomopaeHko UBaH, 3arpuindyk UBaH.

BHeHay4Hasn paumMoHanbHOCTb nee
MeCTO B CUCTEME KYNbTypbl
Bot yxe HECKONNbKO necatuneTun

pauuoHansHOCTb M ee Tunbl nNpebbiBaloT B
LEeHTpe BHUMMaHUA UNOCOMCKON MbICIN,
NOCTOSIHHO SABNSOTCS npegmeTom
dunocodckoro  aHanusa M OCTarTCA
06bEKTOM bmnocodcTBOBaHNMS, a
pasHoobpasue noaxodoB M aCMeKTOB WX
paccMOTpeHUsi  MOCTOSIHHO ~ BO3pacTaer.
OpHako KOHCTPYKTUBHO-KPUTUYECKOE
nccnegoBaHve  pauMoHanbHOCTU  OCTaeTcs
BCE elle HepelwleHHoW 3apjadven. Hay4yHas
paLMoHanbHOCTb B COBPEMEHHbBIX YCIOBUSX
MHOrMMK  cpunocopamm 1 y4eHbIMM  MO-
NnpexHeMy paccMaTpuBaeTcsl B KavecTse
OQHOTO U3 BaxHeWWwux W Haubonee
3aMeTHbIX  (DaKTOpPOB  CpeauM  OCHOBHbIX
npobrem BbDKMBAHWS YeroBevecTBa BKOH-
TEKCTE BCECTOPOHHErO  pPasBUTUSI  HayKu
nTexHukn. [locTeneHHO oOco3HaeTcs  TOT
aKT,yT0 CoBCEM He 06si3aTenbHO AOMmKHa
CylecTBOBaTh ogHa, €OVHCTBEHHO
BO3MOXHasi  pauMOHaNbHOCTb, a MOryT
COCyLLeCTBOBaTb COBCEM pasHble  TUMbI
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Rationality and its types have been in the
centre of attention of philosophical
community for several decades, they are
constantly an object of philosophical
analysis and an object of philosophizing.
The variety of approaches and aspects of
their studying is continually growing.
However, the constructive critical study of
rationality as a reflectively realized
difficulty of the mind’s own being has
remained an unsolved task. In the present
conditions scientific rationality is still being
considered by many contemporary
philosophers and scientists as one of the
most remarkable and important factors
causing the main problems of survival of
the whole mankind because of the all-
round development of science and
technology. The fact that the only one
possible rationality is not necessary to
exist, and that different types of rationality
can co-exist in the system of culture is

cuUcCTeMi  KynbTypu, MOXe iCHyBaTu He
oAHa, a y BUrnsAi pisHMX TUnis.
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KynbTypa, pauMoHanbHOCTb,

For the postnonclassical paradigm of scientific
thinking an important subject of research is scientific
rationality and its role in human understanding of the
world. Without understanding the nature of the latter
it is impossible to understand the development of
society. That is why there’s an urgent need to study
the concept of non-scientific rationality in its
interaction with the cultural and historical
development. The relevance of our study is
determined by the important for the interpretation of
modern  philosophy conceptual opposition to
"rational-irrational” as well as considerable
controversy in modern philosophical thought in the
nature of the rational limits of scientific rationality
and the nature of non-scientific rationality.

Rationality and its variations in the context of
socio-cultural space is actively investigated and
researched by the modern philosophical thought, as
evidenced by the large number of domestic and
foreign publications on this issue. Under the direction
of our research, paramount among them is the work
of M. Bulatov, N. Busov, P. Gaidenko,
M. Popovich [1; 2; 3; 4]. But the problem of

paunoHanbHOCTN B CUCTEME KYIbTYPbl.

cdunocodus,
BHEHay4HOe 3HaHue, No3HaHue.

gradually being realized.

rationality, philosophy, culture, knowledge
beyond science, knowledge.

KynbTypa,

rationality remains one of the least studied in modern
philosophy.

The aim of our study is the philosophical
reflection of nature of non-scientific rationality in
relation to socio-cultural realities and identification
of the nature of relationships for the forms of non-
scientific rationality and social value system.

The focus of both Ukrainian and international
philosophical community has long been a problem of
rationality. Without exaggeration, since modern
times and still, rationality is one of the most
important categories of philosophical thinking, and
this despite the fact that these things-days this
category or not exposed to the largest attack by
members of irrational thinking paradigm. Exploring
the role and importance of the concept of rationality,
we should pay attention to the fact that for a long
time it was cultivated philosophical thinking,
constantly  undergoing transformation  process,
demonstrated its ability to slow or fast change over
time. This is a special property of rationality gave it
the opportunity to acquire very unusual forms that
led not only to changes in everyday consciousness,



but also led to the theoretical understanding of its
historical structures.

Variety of forms of rational thought in different
periods of society determined a need to regulate
these forms. There were formulated different types of
rationality. Typological forms of rationality are
inevitable when there is a need to identify certain
patterns in the development of a rational method of
human exploration of the world. But the mobility,
variability, fluidity of forms of knowledge as well
reasonable lead to a mobility transformation of most
types of rationality. And it comes in the form of
loosening of established paradigms, implemented as
a transition from one type to other rationality. So
there are transitional forms of rational thinking that
some time combine elements of different types but
historically close.

We emphasize that although the concept of
rationality was and remains a subject of deep
philosophical analysis, but it somehow peculiar and
everyday consciousness, because the latter operates
as forms of thinking. However, the categorical nature
of the thinking of ordinary consciousness is reduced
to the concept or, in other words, is not properly
informed. This creates some problems of interaction
between theoretical and everyday thinking. After all,
in real life, everyday consciousness is distinguishable
from the theoretical, and this applies not only to
individuals, media awareness, communicating with
each other, but the ratio of different forms of
consciousness in the theoretical and practical work of
the same person. That is why an increasing number
of modern philosophy approaches to understanding
the various aspects of the concept of rationality.
However, this is a problem because the description of
various aspects of rationality — that's not its
theoretical holistic play in the scientific system. It is
believed that constructive and critical study of
rationality as reflexively conscious of its own
existence problematic human mind remains a
problem today.

Here as defined by the concept of "rational”
M. Bulatov, outlining the limits of its semantic
meaning: "Rational — is thinking as a way of
knowing, the specificity of which is the knowledge
of relationships and associated properties. Because
they do not exist without things, it creates a triad: the
thing — property — the ratio” [1, p. 421]. A similar
interpretation and rationality contained in the latest
works of Academician M. Popovich [6]. Today,
philosophers, and leading scholars generally agree
that there is only one, the only possible form of
rationality, while available different types of
rationality that complement each other. In this view
we encounter in the work Gaidenko where the author
argues the importance of historical and sociological
approaches [4]. And this understanding of rationality
is becoming more common and accepted in the
twentieth century. Not the last role here information

of society that not only drastically changed our
previous notions of communication, but also affected
all aspects of society and every individual.

Scientific rationality in terms of today's modern
philosophers and scientists mainly seen as one of the
most prominent and the most important factors in the
development of society, on the one hand, and
generating problems that are directly related to the
survival of humanity — on the other hand, because the
dynamic development of science and technology in
our time determines emergence of environmental and
other problems of human existence. In this context it
is important to note that some researchers see the
main differences rationality of modern culture, trying
to bring it all the major social and cultural
characteristics of our age [2]. However, we see that
the rationalist culture dilute to life some important
aspects of its life. Pure rationality can be used not
only in the interests of people, but also against it.
Even a widespread perception that rationalistic
culture in general can make people alienated, to save
their life world of important ingredients that make
being Nomo sapiens actually human, one that is very
different from the existence of other living beings.

Since when were found negative effects of the
new times cultivation of rationality critique of
scientific rationality extends deeper. This process is
accompanied by the escalation of anthropological
crisis, which manifests itself in mainstreaming issues
of spirituality and the possibility of saving human
personality and its further development. However, it
should be noted that the criticism of scientific
rationality, despite all its flaws, does not mean the
rejection of rationality in general. It was and is not
only an important method of knowledge, but also
means the existence of modern man. This is only the
inevitable transformation of forms of scientific
rationality and the need to recognize non-scientific
forms of human exploration of the world. Rationality
is a special form of philosophical reflection. With its
main conceptualizes awareness of their presence in
the world. However, this does not mean that outside
the scientific rationality of knowledge does not exist.
In science, there is also knowledge outside
science [5].

Postnonclassical type of scientific rationality tries
to take into account the correlation of knowledge
about the object of scientific knowledge not only of
the means of knowledge, but also with value-based
structures of cognitive activity. However, it is clear
that this problem of communication of scientific
knowledge with the knowledge that exists outside of
the science, is not fully resolved. Today the scientific
ways gaining knowledge not lost their value,
although they are often considered pre-scientific, that
is, that there were doing their part to the emergence
of science. Non-scientific forms of development of
the world, there are now as they largely reflect a
number of important areas of human existence,



which science does not deal with. The life of man
and the world is still largely remains an area of no-
science, and art, religion and morality. However,
it does not mean that science, scientific rationality is
completely removed from this area. On the contrary,
scientific knowledge and its non-scientific forms
complement each other, compensating for the
shortcomings of each. Note that even a cursory
comparison of the most important properties of
modern scientific knowledge of the most important
properties of non-scientific knowledge we will find
much in common between them: both scientific
knowledge and non-scientific knowledge may be
well known nonlinear, their objects are all signs of
virtual or symbolic.

Considering cultural function of non-scientific
knowledge, we should pay attention to the fact that
under present conditions it mostly performs these
functions not only and not so much directly as by
rather complex transformations, and multiple
encoding and decoding of some of the most
important non-scientific knowledge [5]. In our
opinion, there is the fact that non-scientific
knowledge throughout the history of culture played a
lesser role than the knowledge of science. The
assertion that science can seriously could take except
in nineteenth — early twentieth century. But not
today. In addition, the use of the term “science” only
in its proper sense must be noted that the vast
majority of human civilizations dominated by non-
scientific knowledge and scientific knowledge were
not specific to any civilization. Thus, the total value
of non-scientific knowledge for humanity as a whole
cannot be over-emphasized, in addition, we believe
that over time it has a tendency to increase.

In today's globalization, acquire relevance and

spread  relatively new (even  post-classical
philosophical analysis) forms and types of
rationality: ecological rationality, non-scientific

rationality and so on. Some influential researches on
rationality issues are increasingly paying attention to
the religious and mythological type of rationality. In
this context refer to the famous work Gaidenko
"History and rationality”, where this type of
rationality is seen as an important component of
world view: the so-called "historical sociology of
rationality” (as defined by the researcher), which
enables you to build a reconstruction of certain
historical forms world [3, p.216-234]. Thus,
according Gaidenko, this specific form of rationality
is an important and integral part of the system of
world historical and cultural eras, where myth or
religion was decisive and dominant factor. Reasoned
position on this is M. Popovich. In small-scale plain
work "intentional analysis in philosophy of science
and philosophy of culture,” particularly in the
"mythopoetic dimensions of human consciousness
and the" space of actions" [6, p. 29-34] scholar notes
that “philosophy and myth analysis archaic

consciousness became one of the first formal
philosophy of culture, which expressed interest in the
structural and semantic research” [4, p.29]. Itis
the realization of structural and semantic approach
makes it possible to determine the place and role of
this type of philosophical rationality in many ancient
societies’ building.

Note that all the above forms of rationality — and
the scientific and non-scientific — apparently
correlated with the value system, which is inherent in
a particular historical and cultural type. Indeed, the
emergence and formation of all types of rationality
are always associated with certain values. We can
also say that all kinds of rationality is an important
factor in shaping the ideological structures. In
addition, these structures are not exhausted. Today
we can see how in the outlook of our contemporaries
revived archetypes religious consciousness of its
mythological components. We can assume that in the
future arise new forms of rational relationship to the
world that also needs your philosophical reflection.
There will be a need for putting in circulation of new
philosophical concepts and categories that will
display in the appropriate form ideological
transformation. These circumstances require and
from Ukrainian scientists work towards making
terminological clarity to philosophical texts, which is
a problem today, which, however, is determined by
other factors that are largely rooted in our history.

In our study, we draw your attention to the non-
scientific rationality as it is somewhat team form
rational thinking world. That is why it has a special
place in the analysis of rationality in general. Non-
scientific rationality, as evidenced by a variety of
historical sources, always connects today and
continues to interact with other forms and kinds of
rationality and, above all, of scientific rationality.
During this interaction the proportion of different
forms and types of rationality in the rational structure
of man's relation to the world can be changed, which
means that the sphere of influence of each of the
forms of rationality can narrow or expand. This
requires from the philosophical community
continued attention to the problems of rationality,
without interruptions study its structure and influence
on the philosophical and methodological features
philosophy.

It is hard to say exactly how develop non-
scientific forms of rationality. What is clear is that at
this stage of scientific knowledge and philosophy of
non-scientific forms of rationality tend to expand and
more significant impact on the social and ideological
parameters of modern man. This means that the
transformation of forms and types of rationality have
an impact on the spiritual culture of man and human
society in general. Thus, it can be argued that
changes in the form of rational relationship to the
world cause significant effects in the structure of
human existence.



Postnonclassical philosophical tradition
recognizes the impossibility of the existence of the
only one, the only correct form of rationality
and argues that in the culture system there can and
should be completely different types of rationality. In
a globalized and actualized distributed relatively new
even for the Post-classical philosophical analysis
forms and types of rationality, including ecological
rationality, non-scientific rationality and so on.
Among all types and forms of rationality one should
separately identify the non-scientific rationality
whose value for the future of human society in
general and in particular for philosophical analysis,
we believe, will significantly increase. There’s also
an important fact that the main forms of rationality
(both scientific and non-scientific) closely correlate
with the value systems inherent in a particular
historical and cultural type.
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