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Annotation.Topicality of the study lies in the fact that modern rationality as a
significant achievement of civilization is simultaneously becoming a real threat to the
mankind.Science, undertaking a humanistic mission, at the same time dehumanizes what it
was aimed at: the system of values, education and culture.Acquired knowledge is often used
to destroy the environment and humanity, and not for progress and well-being.Disruption of
the harmony of natural, social and spiritual, underestimation of the anthropocentric dimension
of scientific rationality put Homo sapiens on the brink of being.Recently, in philosophical and
social thought, the problem of the ways of forming a new humanistic world attitude and
humanistically oriented science and ethical rationality has acquired particular
urgency.Analysisoftheliterature.Scientific works of foreign and native authors, who began
the study of this problem, are used:R. Andryukaitene, V. Vernadsky, M. Vishnevsky,
V. Voronkova, J.Habermas, A. Gritsanov, |I. Kasavin, A. Kornienko, K. Korsak,
A. Lazarevich, V. Lectorkog, A. Mercier, R. Nugaev, V. Ratnikov, O. Sosnin, V. Stepin,
J. Nikitina, M. Ratz, N. Reimers, A. Tolstoukhov, O. Tsira, V. Shvyrev,
V. Shuper.Purposeofthearticle —philosophical understanding of the new rationality as a
factor in the formation of a coevolution-innovation strategy for themodern world
development.Theobjectiveofthestudyisananalysis of the essence of rationality, the
characteristics of its main features and role in the formation of a coevolution-innovation
strategy for the sustainable development of the mankind.The methodology of the study is
based on an interdisciplinary approach, integrates modern practices of philosophy, philosophy
of science, epistemology, ecology, ethics and axiology.Comprehension the complex problems
of the rational / irrational, evolution / co-evolution, crisis / sustainable development
dichotomy and their influence on the humanization of scientific knowledge was encouraged
by the principles of historicism and global evolutionism, the dialectical method, methods of
abstraction, generalization and conceptualization,as well as the methodology and principles of
synergetics. The conclusions :The article studies the essence of rationality and the limitations
of its current concept, the causes and features of the crisis of rational awareness of the modern
world, due to the dehumanizing role of scientific and technological progress.It justifies the
thesis that the situation can be changed by giving the scientific progress of the humanistic
direction, forming the anthropocentric dimension of scientific rationality.Humanity must
resolve an issue of rationality from the position of the humanistic world outlook and create a
new model of science. The basis for solving this problem may be the modern understanding
of humanism, which, in turn, will serve as the basis for the emergence of a new type of
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rationality.It is the rationality based on humanism ethics that can become the core of the co-
evolution and innovation strategy for the sustainable development of mankind.Study
findingsare that it is humanistic rationality, based on co-evolutionary and innovative ethics,
that provides global society as a system with a high level of stability regarding the destructive
impact of crises,the formation of an innovative orientation, taking into account the need to
bridge the potentially dangerous gap between modern civilizations — the scientific,

technological and social humanistic ones.

Key words: rationalityirrationality, science,scientific rationality, types of rationality,
coevolution,innovation, scientific and technological progress, post-classical humanism.

Problem solving in general and
its connection with important
scientific or practical tasks

Humanity today faces
unprecedented global changes:
environmental, economic, cultural,

political, and social. At the same time,
on the verge of XX-XXI
anthropogenic civilization has faced
problems that indicate a large-scale
crisis,which is reflected in the threats
of survival of the human race as a
qualitatively  peculiar degree of
animate natureevolution, the danger of
the destruction of the biosphere, as
well as in the problems generated by
modern information technologies.The
information civilization
comprehensively, deeply, far from
always has a positive effect on human
development.Consciousness of people
is becoming more superficial,
simplified.The hopes that relied on the
stabilizing features of such spheres as
knowledge, science, information, their
influence on the prevention of the
consequences of the systemic crisis,
have misplaced.The previous
mechanisms of scientific sphere
management, which led to enormous
technological progress of mankind,
are becoming today a threat to its
existence, accompanied by
dehumanization.And science itself is
found in a state of crisis, because its
epistemological possibilities, and,

consequently, the potential of modern
scientific rationality as signs of
science and the way of development
of the world appeared to be not
sufficiently developed to prevent the
emergence of a crisis situation.Under
such conditions, the development of
an optimal strategy for a constructive
solution to the crisis is impossible
without the formation of a new
concept of rationality, which is the
basis of the modern paradigm of
world order.

An analysis of recent researches
and publications from which the
author of the problem is based on
the solution of this problem

An analysis of global scientific
and technological changes, their
socio-anthropological consequences
and ecohumanistic prospects of
humanity, criteria and imperatives of
sustainable development is one of the
most important topics in the system of
socio-philosophical
knowledge.Researchers record the
contradiction between the new
realities of existence and the
established (outdated) forms and
methods of scientific and rational
comprehension of the world.The
fourth industrial revolution begins, in
which technology will play an
increasingly important role both as a
blessing and as a challenge to the
existing way of life.The risk of the use
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of new technologies that have a
multipurpose purpose and make it
possible to form a new value and
ideological space of the zones of
influence and interests of other states
Is becoming more and more obvious.
A thorough scientific and
philosophical study of various aspects
of rationality problem in foreign and
native science is primarily due to the
names of such scholars as
R. Andrikuyten, V. Vernadsky,
P. Vodopianov, M. Vyshevsky,
O. Hrytsanov, A. Kornienko,
An. Kornienko, A. Lazarevich,
V. Lektorsky, M. Moiseev, A. Pecces,
I. Prigogine, M. Reimers, V. Steopin,

Yu. Nikitina, J. Habermas,
A. Schweizer, V. Shuper and
Ukrainian E. Bystrytsky,
V. Voronkova, T. Gardashchuk,
O. Gomilko, A. Yermolenko,
M. Kiselev, S. Klepko, K. Korsak,

S. Krymsky, V. Ratnikov, A. Sosnin,
A. Tolstoukhov, Yu. Tunitsa,
O. Tsira. The works of these
researchersanalyzenot only rationality
itself and its essential manifestations,
but also contain criticism of scientific
and rationalized forms of human
thinking.The authors fairly refer to a
number of negative features of the
industrial society the facts of
unsuccessful exploitation of scientific
knowledge in production interests,
attempts to use the imperatives of
science for political and ideological
purposes, the construction of complex
methodological techniques, which are
based on the completeness and
completeness of scientific evidence.lt
Is substantiated that with the transition
to post-industrial development the
attitude to science, value and self-

value of knowledge in general is
changing.Despite the study of a
number of aspects of this problem, it
remains unsystematized, as there is an
interest in researching rationality as
that which is accompanied by
insufficient attention to its crisis and
its impact on the co-evolutionary and

innovative  development of the
modern world.

Presentation of the main
research material  with  the
discourse of the received scientific
results

Since the formation of science as a
social institution, its role in society
has been growing steadily.At the same
time, two parallel processes were
observed: on the one hand, thanks to
science and  technology, the
achievements of mankind in various
fields multiplied, and on the other
hand, the number of problems with
which society could not and cannot
cope even now increased.Scientists
note that the current crisis situation is
only a reflection of the deeper crisis of
rationalism, which has destructive
consequences for the new millennium
society.The most obviously
devastating impact of the systemic
crisis is observed in the current
concept of rationality, which led the
world to the loss of its integrity and
unity.The rationality of the post-
industrialist era is subject to serious
changes, and its fundamental
principles are  amenableto  the
deforming influence of unprecedented
in scale transformations.Thus, the
Ukrainian philosopher A
Tolstoukhov, questioning the
rationality of the behavior of
individuals and groups in the post-
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industrial,  post-modern  society,
rightly notes,that "the  very
foundations  of  rationality  —
democracy, law, science — are subject
to erosion.Survival and resistance to
mega-transformations of the global
social context become the dominant
motivators of behavior" [1,p. 49-63].
If we compare the current situation
with that which arose in European
civilization after the New Age and the
epoch of the Enlightenment, then it
becomes clear why, over time, spiritual
and moral values became less and more
important for a significant part of
society.This shift is explained by the
fact that scientific knowledge, which
occupied the place of religion in the
system of core values, in many cases
did not become an existential-
individual value, but served as an
empirically necessary system that
facilitated human activity in many
spheres.It has not become universally
significant both at the individual level
and in the social context of
value.Society ceased to be united in
value-ideological terms.Some began to
believe in science, others — in religion,
and others despaired of both the first
and the second.Skepticism has become
so significant as faith in certain values.
Acknowledging the pathos of the
evolution of the reformatting of social
structures and of ahumanbeing as one
of the most important characteristics
of the XIX—XX centuries., |. Kasavin,
V. Lyktorsky and V. Shviryov
emphasize the change in the content
of the concept of “rationality":
"Rationality is increasingly beginning
to be understood not as something
spiritual and disinterested, but as
something that serves the success of
an activity, helps to regulate human

relations.The measure of rationality
began to be applied to all types of
vital activity, and they were
understood and evaluated precisely
from this point of view"[2, p. 142].
Denial of the current concept of
rationality is  now  becoming
increasingly large, due to the
aggravation of crisis phenomena in
society.One of the landmark signs of
the growing crisis was the formation
of a specific consciousness, which
was also characteristic of the crisis
period of the rationalistic concept in
the 19th and 20th centuries, aimed
against the role of science as the
dominant and decisive force of social
development.Thus, M. Reimers and
V. Schuper,  acknowledging  the
conflict of science and ethics, note:"In
recent decades, science has become a
target for acute and far-fetched sound
criticism, and not as a social
institution, as much imperfect as all
the rest but as knowledge of
objective reality, understood as a set
of clearly verifiable statements"[3,
p. 68-75].But the Swiss philosopher
Andre Mercier believes that "science
has become aggressive and seeks to
occupy a leading place in the spiritual

life. It dominates, turns into a
monopoly, easily ignores all the rest"
[4, p.9].As reaction to these

problems, antisecentist directives are
being formed that orient the mass
consciousness to the limited capacity
of science, to the perseption of science
as a force hostile in nature to the
nature of man, and therefore,
responsibility  for all social
catastrophes is placed on it.At the
same time, critical assessments of the
post-industrial  era, science and
scientific rationality are accompanied
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by an attempt to rationally justify
strategies for the society development.

The narrow specialization of
scientists within individual sciences
leads to the fact that new facts are
often analyzed outside of their
interrelation with other spheres,as a
result, the significance of scientific
discoveries risks remaining closed in
the narrow range of specialized
knowledge.The outlined features are
also characteristic of the development
of socio-humanities, which does not
allow to construct a generalized
concept that would explain modern
changes in the life of people and
society in general.lt should be noted
that the question of the crisis of the
humanities, about their failure to
adequately describe the phenomena of
culture,  religion,  consciousness,
psyche, appeared on numerous
occasions.Each time this crisis was
associated with the fact that the
classical scientific approach "cut off"
the specifics of humanitarian
phenomena, assimilating them to
natural phenomena.The proposed new
approaches that tried to preserve this
specificity were not sufficiently

scientific in the sense of their
relevance to the criteria of classical
science — objectivity, rationality,

repeatability, predictability,
etc.Moreover, recently we are
increasingly dealing with scientific
knowledge not so much with real as
with possible objects and even worlds.

Analyzing the directions of
modern trends in the interpretation of
rationality, scientists, according to the
classification proposed by V. Stephen,
identify three main stages in the
development of rationality

concepts:classical, non-classical and
post-classical rationality, which in the
theory of knowledge correspond to
different forms of idealization of the
subject of knowledge and foreshadow
different types of reflection over
activity.According to V. Steopin,
classical science and its methodology
are abstracted from the activity nature
of the subject; in a nonclassical, this
nature already appears in an explicit
form, and in post-classical it is
supplemented by the ideas of the
sociocultural constraint of science and
the subject of scientific activity [5,
p. 5-17].Types of scientific rationality
interact, and the appearance of the
next does not contradict the previous,
but only limits the scope of its
action.Emphasizing the importance of
post-classical rationality, the
philosopher drew attention to the fact
that the subject of knowledge within
post-classical science should not only
"master the ethos of science", "focus
on non-classical ideals ... proofs of
knowledge,” but also "to carry out a
reflection on the values of scientific
activity , expressed in scientific
ethos.Such reflection involves the
correlation of the principles of
scientific ethos with social values,
represented by humanistic ideals, and
then the introduction of additional
ethical obligations in the study and
technological development of
complex human-dimensional systems"
[5, p.5-17].1t is obvious that the
development and analysis of complex
self-organized systems within post-
classical science generates the need
for ethical evaluation of research
programs.All this testifies to the
emergence of a number of new
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problems not only of a
methodological nature, but also of an
ideological one, which determines the
existence of conditions for the
paradigmatic transformation of the
scientific tradition.

Back in the 70s of the twentieth,
Y. Habermas posed the thesis about
the crisis of the “old” rationality as
formally focused on quantitative
criteria. This rationality is a scientific
and  practical rationality.  The
philosopher justifies the need for
humanization of scientific and
practical rationality by appealing to
the culture, the sphere of personal
manifestations, the  sphere  of
communication.He defines his
concept as one that allows one to find
an  opportunity to  rationalize
rationality itself.As an alternative to
modernist theories that come from
either the "old" rationality or are
ineffectively criticized and
deconstructed, J. Habermas proposes
his own original concept of
"'communicative mind",
"communicative rationality”, which,
in his opinion, will allow finding an
opportunity  for rationality, will
represent "potential for reason" and is
oriented towards  understanding,
towards the development of the theory
of knowledge by other means [6,
p. 31-32, 45].

The current situation leads to a
cautious, suspicious attitude to science,

forms an understanding that the
traditional type of rationality has
exhausted its capabilities and has

become dangerous for a person.In
science focused to this type of
rationality, almost all human, humane
is excluded from the cognitive process,
and exclusively objectivistic scientific

knowledge, separated from man, is
soulless knowledge.Hence, the
rationality generated by intelligence
was suppressed by the mind itself.
Today it is obvious that the logical and
epistemological model of science,
based on a similar type of rationality,
should replace another model of
science based on the humanistic type of
rationality[7, p. 25].

The principal significance of this
problem is due, firstly, to the fact that
science has become the basis for that
form of rationality which functions in

a large number of countries,
especially European ones;and,
secondly, the increasing role of

science and its influence on other
spheres of life, which intensifies the
crisis in the spiritual and moral
sphere. Therefore, it can be argued that
radical changes in the worldview that
took place in European culture from
the seventeenth century have led to
problems that remain unresolvedto
this day.The problem of science and
spirituality is closely linked with the
antithesis "science —values", because
human values are an essential element
of its spiritual world.And if science is
aimed at the knowledge of laws, then
the world of values in general and of
spiritual ones, in particular, does not
obey them (laws).Spiritual
complements natural and social, but
only at the theoretical and
methodological level.In fact, at certain
stages of the development of mankind
in different traditions, the world of
scientific knowledge is not always
harmoniously combined with the
world of moral, religious and spiritual
values.This circumstance has always
excited sophists, but it becomes of
particular  relevance  during the
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transition from one paradigm of
knowledge to  another.Scientific
knowledge at all stages of
development was based mainly on the
intellect, oriented mainly on the ability
of rationally-conceptual reflection of
reality.Science, based on intelligence
and using human abilities, builds
different models, pictures of the world
that have empirical foundations.

Considering the unique as a form
of movement of rationality, A. Tsyra
notesthat if in classical rationality,
unique principles were unambiguity,
clarity, obviousness, in non-classical
relativity, complexity, randomness,
complementarity, then in non-classical,
non-linearity, chaos, self-organization,
and openness of systems became
determinative principles [8, p. 58-66].
The researcher speaks of the
impossibility of adapting the old
methodological principles to new
discoveries.

A kind of methodological crisis
that has arisen in connection with this
can be resolved not along the path of
separation and opposition in the
content of rational scientific and
extra-scientific components, but on
the basis of revealing the values of
integral forms of consciousness that
characterize the integrity of a person’s
world view. The absolutization of the
tradition of “technical” or
“technological” rationality leads to the
extremes of abstract rationalism,
fraught with imposture, faith in the
omnipotence  of  reason  and
disintegration into  self-contained,
non-contiguous spheres of
being.According to the Belarusian
scientist ~ A. Lazarevich,  abstract
rationalism as a one-sided orientation

only to the objective value of
knowledge and the effectiveness of its
operating, the orientation towards the
achievement of the goal and
preferably with less means, as like
following a certain general legal
pattern "denies (up to annihilation)
individuality, deprives the knowledge
of subjective specificity, makes it
impersonal... Therefore, the modern
intellectual situation in society should
be characterized not only by
quantitative and even substantial
features of functioning and acquired
knowledge, but also by the degree of
their subjective (living) explication,
including questions of humanism, the
practice of moral life, moral and
ethical standards"[9, p. 287].

V. Vernadsky emphasized in his
time the indissoluble connection of
knowledge and morality:"In knowing,
our mind does not observe, it forms
reality according to the rules of the
person...Knowledge of truth requires
not only mental ability, and all the

feelings, morality, moral
responsibility" [10, p.123].In this
context, the role of Ukrainian

philosophy in shaping the foundation
of new rationalism can not be
ignored.In  their  works, native
philosophers have constantly noted
that the goal of knowledge is the inner
connection of a person with a true
being, which anticipates the inclusion
of the moral component directly in the
process of knowledge.In  their
interpretation, the rational was
considered to be inextricably linked
with moral duty, and human activity
was conceived on the basis of a deep
study of the laws of nature, largely
consonant with modern ideas of co-
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evolution.

In the development of the ideas of
co-evolution, one should also
highlight the role of such a
philosophical trend as irrationalism,
which has changed the emphasis in
the perception of rational and
spontaneous, in principle, the non-
rational phenomenon of life.lt was
representatives of irrationalism who
for the first time restricted the use of a
rational approach to assessing the life
of society, stating that a civilization
that focuses only on a rational
principle and ignores the natural
elemental processes inherent in the
course of history will end up in a dead
end.In contrast to the philosophical
classics, which gives the first place to
reason and rationality, and the main
goal is to identify the internal logic of
the development of this
rationality,post-classical  philosophy
marks a refusal to recognize the
rational principles of reality and
highlights an irrational
moment.However, this does not mean
a complete denial of both rational in
general and the capabilities of the
mind in the process of cognition.This
is a peculiar change in the alignment
of accents, when the place and role of
these two all-pervading
anthropological and historical
constants (rational and irrational) are
radically revised.The ideas of the
irrationalism theorists clearly
demonstrated their significance at the
end of the twentieth century, when
rationalism, in its usual sense,
completely exhausted itself.Although
there is a tendency to rationalize the
irrational and extraordinary, an
exclusively rational approach has
turned to mankind for the deployment

of a number of global problems, the
solution of each of which presents a
grandiose in its scale tasks [11,
p. 435-436].

The new rationality, which is now
being formed on the basis of co-
evolutionary ethics, allows us to
develop an approach to solving global
problems that will provide socially
constructive solution to the systemic
crisis.Along with thist the same time,
the idea of co-evolution, which to some
extent is present in the works of many
researchers, is basically not fully
realized now through a rationalistic
approach to the world that is firmly
rooted in the minds of modern man.In
our opinion, this is due to the fact that
one of the most vulnerable sides of the
concepts now developed, which in
various ways involves the
implementation of the co-evolutionary
principle, is the neglect of one of the
most important properties of social
systems — their inertia, primarily due to
the presence of memory [12, p. 61]. But
there is another aspect of the problem.
In search of the causes of the current
situation, often dehumanizing factors in
science are considered to be the growth
of the abstraction of scientific
constructions, the formalization and
mathematization of scientific theories,
the technological development of social
life and the technological development
of social production.Researchers A.
Kornienko and An. Kornienko rightly
noted that such an interpretation of this
order of thingsis an expression of anti-
scientist  positions.Rather, we are
talking about the prerequisites for the
dehumanization of  public life,
conditioned by the successes of science
[7,p. 25].

It is not about the rejection of
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progress as such, but the necessity of
establishing such a science, which is
directly related to the solution of
fundamental philosophical and
general scientific problems affecting
the formation of a new type of
rationality.If in the course of the
natural and social evolution of
society, which was under the auspices
of nature, it was enough to be guided
in the life by the knowledge about the
finite, leaving on the "discretion" of
nature the relation of the finite and
infinite world of nature, then in the
conditions of socio-natural
development of society, this problem
Is increasingly relied on humanity. It
Is not about their opposition, in which
one denies the other, since both the
first and the second acquire the
transcendental status in a new
sense. Therefore, the problem of new
rationality appears as a problem of the
creation of transcendental logic,
which expresses the relationship of
material and ideal, within which all
kinds of creation of nature and man
would occupy their place and acquired
a common sense.Formation of a new
rationality is impossible without
changing the system of its basic
values, which ensure the stability of
the social organism.
Thescientificcommunityingeneralf
unctionswithintheframeworkofparadig
minstallationsthatwereformedinthesec
ondhalfofthetwentiethcentury,
anditsconsciousnessoftenremainsinthe
depthsofclassicalrationality.It must be
understood that the scientific picture
of the world has undergone significant
changes in comparison with the
classical vision, while the universe
can continue to be filed within a

holistic system bound by common
principles. The result of the final
stages of ideological and scientific
searches of the 70's and 80's of the
twentieth century wasthe formation of
synergetics in an independent branch
of knowledge, which marked the
transition to a postmodern science.A
new set of categories has been
formed, within which the post-non-
classical rationality acquires its
outlines.Nature is no  longer
considered to be an area of the
unchanging (deterministic) laws. It is
as eventive as history.The synergetic
approach and universal evolutionism
have become the links that have
combined the different picture of the

world in some common vision of
reality.
The concept of post-classical

rationality, which was formed in the
twentieth century [13, p.15-26; 14,
p. 18-36; 15, p. 21-25] is based on the
assumption that knowledge of the
object are correlated with the mass of
its  activities and  value-target
structures.Therefore, it is wrong to
understand only what is opposed to the
irrational by rational, that is, only
logically grounded, existing within the
limits of seanse.This is just one of the
approaches to determining rational.
One should agree with the idea
thatitmakesmoresenseto extend
rationality to any activity and, if not to
solve and if there is no other wayto set
the problem of its rationalization and
identify its criteria [7, p. 27].

The problem of expanded
interpretation of the notion of rational
was raised at the turn of the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries,
when an attempt was made to
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differentiate  the  concept  of
"rationality of knowledge" and
"rationality of action".At the same
time, rationality was interpreted in a
broad sense — as scientifically
grounded, organized, accurately and
accurately  calculated knowledge,
ordered according to a certain
principle.This is the so-called
cognitive sense of the notion of

rational knowledge, including
scientific as a higher type of
rationality.Rational scientific

knowledge in the classical sense is
knowledge that meets a number of

scientific criteria, namely: truth,
intersubjectivity (general
significance), systemicity, logical
inconsistency.But rational can be

considered in the broader context —
taking into account the importance of
the social continuum in reforming
therationality criteria.We emphasize
that rationality is not a specific feature
of the sphere of theoretical
thinking.Any  sphere, which is
inherent in value relationships, can be
characterized by using the category
"rationality”.Every  spiritual  and
practical activity that contains
elements of the cognitive, and
therefore appears as a phenomenon of
consciousness, is characterized by
rationality.lt is clear that the latter
does not exclude differences in the
criteria of rationality, for example, in
scientific, aesthetic or religious
activity.

It should be noted that the value
and priority status of rationality today
is not changing, although its content is
acquiring, without a doubt, a new
sound.New rationalism requires the
approval of semiotic guidelines,
which would ensure the co-ordinated

development of nature and
society.Concepts of arbitrary theories
that reflect an immature, transitional
state of being should be replaced by
concepts confirmed by the practice of
a socio-natural whole.

Today, in search of ways of
humanizing scientific rationality a
new section of the study arose, the
essence of which is that understanding
the rationality of scientific knowledge
Is not only variable, but also socially
predetermined.Thus, the idea of the
criteria for the rationality of scientific
knowledge within the German
philosophy of the New World differs
from that which was formed from the
moment when science became a social
institution.In science there is a certain
connection and complementarity
between  cognitive  criteria  of
rationality and criteria of
sociality.Both the first and the second
form a kind of contour, within which
"... cognitive criteria of rationality
predetermine the specificity of its
social criteria, and social criteria of
rationality through certain
mechanisms affect the formation of
cognitive criteria" [16, p. 3-21].And if
one can identify the socio-cultural
factors that influence the development
of science, then the cognitive
characteristics of the "hidden" idea of
the rationality of social action.Socio-
determined changes in the subject of
research appear as a significant factor
that determines the kind and type of
theory, changes the idea of
scientific.Scientific rationality
optimizes human activity, due to its
possible prediction, it is a means of
creating models for the feasibility of
changes.Components  of  science,
considered in the dynamics, may be
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deceit, false and partial knowledge,
therefore, it is difficult to resolve the
rationality of a particular concept or
hypothesis at a particular time
interval.

Ukrainian scientists claim that the
progress of modern  scientific
knowledge and successes of the
synergistic approach lead to the
recognition of legitimacy and
justification in many epistemological
situations of a more "soft"
methodology of scientific knowledge
(in contrast to the methodology of
classical science) in the process of
adopting theoretical constructions as
scientific.Thus V. Ratnikov submits
this methodology in the form of "four
refusals™: 1) the refusal of the priority
of the classical (Laplacian) and
guantum-mechanical determinism and
the transition to its  "softer"”
forms,which allow a combination (as
a complement to each other) of
strictly deterministic and probabilistic
statistical methods of description,
although with possible limitations on
the ability of their prediction; 2) the
refusal of the priority of linear
methods of description, the style of
thinking and the transition to
nonlinear as  more  abundant
possibilities and realistic, allowing to
describe chaotic systems as well;3)
the refusal of the priority of simplicity
in  the  scientific  description
(representation) and the explanation
of the world and the expansion of the
class of objects possible for scientific
research [17, p. 173-174].

The idea of a rational as a
multilevel and branched system of
categories, in conjunction with the
problem of visibility of knowledge,

inevitably raises the question of the
ideal of rationality.It is intuitively
evident that the epistemological ideal
of rationality is a scientific
theory.Indeed, scientific theory is a

special approach to the
comprehension of the world, a
specific  form  of  knowledge

organization, which gives a coherent
idea of theexistence laws of the
object.Adequacy of reflection, clarity,
logical inconsistency of the structure
of knowledge within the theory,
systematic and internal structuring of
scientific knowledge, completeness
and practical significance —all this
makes scientific theory an ideal of
rationality.In the process of a theory
development, the theoretical means of
presentation of knowledge are worked
out, procedures are carried out for its
systematization, which theorizes and
rationalizes science.lt is the formation
of scientific theory that determines the
highest characteristics of rationality:
universality, necessity, authenticity,
methodological  performance and
practical  significance.In  historical
terms,the very process of theorization
as the basis for a rational
reconstruction of the  science
development is no less important than
the creation of a scientific theory for
the science. Research thought moves
from ideal scientific theories to
hierarchies, which are based on
fundamental theories [18, p. 13-26].
Confirmation of the mentioned is
the factthat the social system never
completely loses the memory of its
prehistory, since the consciousness of
people is rather conservative and
difficult to refuse stereotypical
representations.That is why the idea of
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synthesis of western and eastern
cultures today is of great popularity,
based on changing patterns of behavior
of politicians, representatives  of
different religions, scientists and
businessmen, which, according to its
founders, is intended to serve as the
basis for a new rationality.We believe
that the traditionalist-type civilization
will not accept unambiguously Western
values, as well as man-made - the
values of Eastern culture. The process of
interpenetration and the establishment
of stable ties between the two cultures
on the basis of the ideas of co-evolution
may prove to be as prolonged and
complicated as unpredictable obstacles
that the time humanity has to deal with
global problems can be disastrously
little.In view of the above, optimism
about a possible intergenerational
combination on the basis of co-
evolutionary processes of the Eastern
and Western cultures is to a certain
extent premature [12, p. 61].

However, in the search for ways to
make the subject of scientific
knowledge the most refined aspects of
spiritual life and human experience,
synthesis of Eastern and Western
religious, philosophical, spiritual and
scientific traditions is required.A
notable feature of Oriental cultures is
the development of ideas of harmony
of truth and morality, designed
through the prism of scientific and
technological progress, which can
provide ~a  philosophical  and
methodological foundation for non-
destructive  research of human-
dimensional developing
systems.Recently,  concepts  that
somehow involve inclusion in the
civilization of the society of elements
of Eastern cultures, determine one of

the key trends in the attempts to solve
the problem of changing the values
grounds of thesociety foundations.

However, typical for technogenic
civilization idea of a person as an active
transforming subject is in a rigid
opposition with typical for the Oriental
culture views on the admissibility of
only the minimum necessary impact on
the surrounding world.In our opinion,
this opposition does not allow us to
hope for the prospect of rapid formation
of harmonious synthesis of western and
eastern cultures with the subsequent
restoration of the original balance of
man and nature in the individual
concepts described.Since the return to
the natural environment for humankind
has become fundamentally impossible,
the characteristic feature of the above
concepts are considered
somehowutopian.

For the practical realization of
these concepts, it is vital, in our
opinion, to create a mechanism
capable of effectively overcoming the
inertia of the society, due to the
presence of memory of the prehistory
and the stereotypes that are formed on
its basis.The role of such a
mechanism, in our opinion, is capable
of performing innovative activity on
the basis of  co-evolutionary
ethics.The combination of the co-
evolutionary strategy of the society
with the innovative approach, serving
as an instrument of advanced
actualization and the choice of viable
forms, allows us to provide a more
harmonious perception of the values
system, tested by a combination of
natural evolution and a proactive
participation of the human mind.In
this sense, rationality, based on co-
evolutionary  innovation  ethics,
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provides society with a high level of
resilience to the devastating effects of
crises.It is innovative activity, as an
instrument of a  pre-emptive
actualization and the choice of a
possible  future, is capable of
supporting the process of society
socialization. The latter is based on the
search and forecasting function of
innovation, and therefore has the
potential to develop a strategy for the
timely and successful solution of
evolutionary crises.

A society of  sustainable
development is impossible without a
significant self-limitation of a person,
their needs and claims.The concept of
intelligent needs, which should be
steadily guided by mankind, is
logically connected with the study of
Academician V. Vernadsky about the
noosphere - the sphere of mind, as a
new stage in the evolution of the
biosphere, associated with the
emergence of human consciousness
and aimed at transformation of nature
activities.The key idea of the
researcher is that the transition of the
biosphere to the noosphere, that is, the
realm of reason, is a logical and
inevitable stage in the development of
mankind.A man, according to V.
Vernadsky, is not a self-sufficient
living Dbeing, living separately
according to his/her own laws, it
coexists within nature and is part of
it.Noospherization (that is, filling with
intelligent content) of literally all
spheres of life of society is the most
important, truly strategic requirement
of time [19; 20].The doctrine of the
noosphere became the stimulus for the
formation of a new picture of the
world, aimed primarily at knowledge

as the truth in knowledge, and not the
conquest of the laws of nature
(ecological imperative), the revision
of the whole set of traditional
ideological notions about the place
and role of man in nature and society,
the discovery of new values, priorities
and norms of being of society.

Today, nature faces the humanity
with the “imperative of survival” as
an imperative of transition to a new
form of Dbeing — the noosphere-
ecologically spiritual one, the model
of the noosphere as a controlled socio-
natural evolution based on social
intelligence  and an  educated
society.Therefore, the problem of the
formation of noosphere
anthropocentrism and human thinking
Is acute.Only "noosphere man" can
think not only in the aspect of a
separate personality, family or kind,
state or their associations, but also on
a world-wide basis.Noosphericism is
not only a new form of being, a socio-
natural homeostasis, but also a new
philosophy, a new scientific picture of
the world, a new quality of a man.

Confirmation of the above is the
opinion of the authors of the

monograph "Philosophy of
Information and  Communicative
Society: Theoretical and

Methodological Context" concerning
the future: "Philosophy of noosphere
development means that politics is
defined by the sphere of mind
(noosphere), morality and justice, is
based on a scientific, rational and
moral basis of justice, on noospheric
approaches to the development of
society ...The criterion for
thedevelopment level and quality of
human life is the humanistic values
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and knowledge of a person who lives
in harmony with the surrounding
nature and the natural
environment"[21, p. 224].
Consequently, a knowledge-based
information  society  based on
sustainable development can be
considered as the first stage of the
sphere of mind, where the dominant
resource is the information used for the
purpose of sustainable development,
and information technologies are the
main source of further
noosphereogenesis. The self-
organization of the noosphere as a
globally  sustainable  socio-natural
system is carried out here by
minimizing the use of material and
energy resources, preserving the
biosphere.The upcoming step of
noospherogenesis, on the thought of
the military writer V. Voronkovo, is
the entry of the organization into the
epoch of ecologic civilization,which
will be based on effective solutions to
the problems of protecting the
environment,sustainable use of natural
resources and the prevention of
anthropogenic ecological catastrophe,
where environmental safety should be

immanently interconnected  with
sustainable socioeconomic
development of the noosphere
orientation.  Development of a

universal program of human survival
involves the need to implement the
noospheric and ecological imperative
in the practice of human life,
developing the need for each person to
be responsible for the future of
civilization and for the fate of the
human race,which should be the basis
of "global ethics", based on the idea of
human ecology and its spiritual and
moral perfection through awareness of

itself as part of the socio-natural
integrity [22, p. 179-191].

Studying the situation, Ukrainian
researchers came to the conclusion
that the breakthrough in the system of
information and  communication
technologies caused profound
meaningful changes in all spheres of
social and professional activity that
led to the emergence of a new
phenomenon of smart-society and a
smart-man.The concept of smart-
society as the highest stage of
civilization development requires
implementation at all levels of human
development, which indicates a high
ranking of the country in terms of
innovation development [23; 24;
25].Currently, the ideas of quantum
physics (quantum consciousness), the
theory of the holographic universe,
the ideas of cholodynamics, body-
oriented therapy, neurobiology, etc.,
which prove the unity of all existing,
and the concept of synergy, synchrony
iIs used as the key in various
sciences.Therefore, the question of
new ways of learning and a new
scientific paradigm has become acute.

The present situation can be
changed by providing the scientific
progress with a new direction,
forming a humanistic dimension of
scientific rationality, harmonized with
the sphere of social relations, making
man-centered landmarks determining
in the evolution of science as a sphere
of  knowledge.Only after fully
comprehending the sociality of
science, its connection with the
culture of civilization, a person will be
able to humanize science.As a result,
a person has to solve the issue of
scientific  rationality  from  the
standpoint of humanistic world
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perception, and thus create a new
humanistic model of science.

The basis for solving this problem
may be a new understanding of
humanism, which, in turn, will serve
as the basis for the formation of a
new, humanistic type of
rationality. This means that the
problem of synthesis "man — science —
humanism”  should acquire a
fundamentally new twist.If the
traditional concept is based on the
interpretation of humanism as a value-
oriented relationship, focused on a
man, then anthropocentrism makes
man the center and unsurpassed goal
of the universe.Thus, the humanistic
tradition derives from the recognition
of the value of man as a person, the
recognition of the human good as a
criterion for assessing of all social
structures and the recognition of

person as the highest goal[7,
p. 29].Today, the situation for
generating new generalized
philosophical concepts is quite

favorable.Fundamental sciences have
made new developments that require a
broad conceptual synthesis, so there is
a need to create a new ideological
paradigm [26, p. 53-60; 27, p. 28-38].

Today, the "human gap" that
penetrates information and
technological civilization is becoming
more and more visible.Especially
strongly it manifests itself in the
isolation of science and technology
from humane relations
problems.Indeed, the 21st century is a
century of information, science and
technology.Unprecedented in history,
scientific and technological progress,
the power of material objects,
penetrating all hypostasis of human

existence, affects both the state of the
Spirit and soul, interpersonal and
interstate relations.Politics, art,
religion, morality almost as much as
the economy, being under the
authority of the "technical demon",
appear in the form of fetishized
computer entities, the transnational
being of which forms the state of the
social spirit, its customs, social
feelings and emotions, behavioral
reactions, and motives of activity.In a
modernizing society, people begin to
act rationally in all spheres of being,
lose their habits of navigating life
only on traditional representations, to
build it on illusions and fantasies, no
matter how attractive and comforting
they are.

It is no exaggeration to assertthat
the basis of all problems of our time is
the anthropological crisis, conditioned
by the underestimation of the spiritual
and moral aspects in the human life of
industrial and postindustrial society.In
the commemorative report "Come
On!"the co-presidents of the Roman
Club Anders Wijkman and Ernst
Ulrich von Weizsekker, in
collaboration with more than 30
members of the Committee, featured a
new paradigm for resolving global
economic, social and environmental
crises. The leading role is played by
the idea of a new "Enlightenment" for
the "Complete World": we can not
continue to live according to old
models created for the world with less
than a billion people.The existing
development model is fundamentally
fallacious, and the maximization of
profits and the salvation of the planet
IS controversial. The new
"Enlightenment" should be
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characterized by a substantially
improved balance between man and
nature, between markets and the law,
between private consumption and
public goods, between social justice
and development incentives [28].

Today, when humankind has not
only comprehended the "limits of
growth", but actually reached them, a
qualitatively — new  paradigm s
required.This is what "Come On!" calls
"New Enlightenment."The ideology of
balance between man and nature;
between long-term consequences and
tactical tasks; between speed and
stability; between personal and social;
between religion and state; between fair
remuneration and social equality;
between market forces and the law.It's
worth consentingenr the authors of
"Come On", who combine economics,
politics, ecology and even philosophy
and psychology, contrasting the new
anthropocentrism to the obsolete
market fundamentalism.

Solving the problem is the
formation of human integrity by
overcoming the gap between scientific
rationality and cultural values.A
person should find new forms of
connection between scientific
rationality and spiritual and moral
values, should need higher values
more than benefit and profit.However,
the awareness of the need to rethink
the current situation, when scientific
knowledge and rationality based on it
are opposed to spiritual and moral
values or are indifferent to them, is
rather slow.

It should be noted that in
connection with the rise of the
economic and cultural potential of
society, the importance of free time,
rationalization and culture of leisure

increase, which is organically linked
with the improvement of the whole
system of social relations.Therefore,
not only social and political-economic
Institutions must be transformed, but
also totalitarian forms of traditional
culture that contribute to the
ideological strengthening of social
amnesia, consumer irrationalism and
dehumanized consumption fetishism.

Social life today is filled with
uncertainty, risks, conflicts, and with
each subsequent change, it is
becoming increasingly difficult to
predict even  the immediate
future.Social governance and sociality
as a whole, based on rational
strategies, become ineffective under
current conditions.Knowledge in itself
did not justify those hopes and
expectations that relied upon them
from the era of the
Enlightenment. This knowledge turned
out to be insufficient to find effective
ways of arranging the world on both
reasonable and humanistic grounds. Is
it actually possible, on the basis of a
rational approach, to understand and
predict the development of the
modern world of society?

The concept of humanism that is
being formed today, unlike the
previous one, does not separate a
person in the world, and the more it
does not contradict them, but considers
a person in a world that serves for their
self-worth, and hence the value of
knowledge must be determined not by
its concrete, temporary utility, dictated
by the "principle of consumption”, but
by the fact that knowledge is the soul
of human culture, the entire history of
scientific and spiritual civilization, that
Is also self-sufficient. That is all that,
being an intrinsic value, becomes a
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value for a  person.Therefore,
nowadays the dehumanization of
science, modern scientific rationalism,
manifested in  the loss  of
communication between science and
man, in the technization of science, in
alienating knowledge from the one
who produces it, can only be overcome
through a humanistic approach to
rationality.

For terrestrial civilization, at the
present stage of its evolution, the
transcendental social and
transcendental spirit, we believe, will
remain the subject of non-scientific

knowledge, since the terrestrial
civilization faces more urgent
problem of preserving life as

such.Without a rational solution of the
latter, the problems of higher forms of
rationality lose meaning and sense.

Therefore, the main efforts in
solving the problem of new rationality
now, obviously, should be aimed at
the formation of a new scientific
rationality, able to explain and save
the alive and life.

The task is not to question the
possibility of scientific rationalism in
the name of some other ideological
system.It is important to formulate
other requirements for rationalism,
conditioned by the realities and
requirements of modern society.Social
practice of the end of the XX -
beginning of the XXI century
evidenced not so much the falsehood
of scientific rationalism as the false
opposition of thinking and faith,
feeling.Today, a system of rationalism
combining both science and morality,
reason, and feeling, and humanism in
its basis is required.

There is one way out, in our

opinion, to unite the efforts of natural
scientists and humanities scholars,
theorists and practitioners to ensure
the priority development of basic and
applied research.

After all, only such an order of
thingsis normal in the conditions of
society’s transition from a natural-

social evolution to a socio-natural
development, when humanity
assumed  responsibility  for  the

situation not only in society, but also
in its  development of the
environment. The principles of justice,
liberal democracy, everything in
society acquires its true meaning and
higher rationality, if they are aimed at
the good of man.

Conclusionsandpracticalrecomm
endations

Conclusions.Rationalism has
initiated practical and utilitarian
aspirations and ambitions that became
a norm for most industrialized
countries, in the ideological basis of
which are such components of
intellectual paradigms as pragmatism,
technicalism and scientism, which
reduce the role of values, especially
moral ones, to a minimum.

It is the classical rationality that
generated the Western technological
civilization with its system of values
and ideological systemswhich put
mankind in front of the alternative —
"to be or not to be".

Humanity, which desires to
institute a humane society on a
scientific basis, must form a notion of
science, which allows us to introduce
the human factor in the criterion of
scientific rationality.

Methodologically, this means the
priority position of the humanistic
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criteria of scientific rationality in  fundamentally new characteristic and
relation to others.Scientific rationality = becomes the expression of the
in this case loses its previous property  essential forces of man, acquires
to be self-worth, since it acquires a  human qualities.
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T'YMAHICTUYHUWH TUT PAIIIOHAJIBHOCTI IK YUHHUK ®OPMYBAHHS
KOEBOJ/IIOHIHHO-IHHOBAIIMHOI CTPATETII CTAJIOT'O PO3BUTKY
JIOACTBA

AHoTalisl. AKTYaJIbHICTh JA0CJI/IZKEHHS [I0JIATa€ B TOMY, 110 Cy4acHa palliOHANbHICTh 5K
3HAYHE JOCSATHEHHS IMBLUII3AIlT cTae BOAHOUYAC 1 PEATbHOKO 3arpo30r0 g JtoacTBa. Hayka,
BUKOHYIOUHM T'YMaHICTHYHY MICil0, pa3oM 3 THM JIeTyMaHi3ye Te, Ha 110 OyJia CIpsMOBaHa :
CUCTEMY I[IHHOCTEeH, OCBITY 1 KynbTypy. HaOyTi 3HaHHS 4YacTO BUKOPHCTOBYIOTBHCS JUIS
3HMIIEHHS JOBKULIA 1 JIFOJACTBA, a HE A mporpecy Ta a06poOyty. IlopymienHs rapmowii
MPUPOIHOTO, COLIATILHOTO 1 TYXOBHOTO, HEJOOIIHKA AaHTPOIIOLEHTPUYHOTO BUMIPY HAyKOBOI
palioHaJbHOCTI MOCTaBWIM Ha Mexy OyTTst Homo sapiens. ¥ dinocodcebkiit Ta cycninbHil
JyMIll OCTaHHIM 4acoM OCOOJIMBOi aKTyalbHOCTI HaOyBae mpobieMa HUISXiB (GOpMyBaHHS
HOBOT'O T'yMaHICTMYHOTO CBITOBIJHOIIEHHS 1 I'yMaHICTUYHO OPi€EHTOBAHOI HAYKH, €TUYHOI
paiioHaJgbHOCTI. AHaJi3 JiTeparypu. Buxopucrtani mpami 3apyODKHHMX Ta BITUH3HSHHX
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aBTOpiB, B SKUX pO3MOYATO JOCHiKeHHA 1€l mpobmemu: P. AHaprokaiitene,
B. Beprancekoro, M. Bumnescskoro, B. Boponkosoi, 0. 'abepmaca, O. I'punanona,
I. Kacasina, A. Kopnienko, K. Kopcaka, A.JlazapeBuua, B.JlekTopchkoro, A.Mepche,
M. MoiceeBa, P. Hyraesa, B. PatnikoBa, O. Cocnina, B. Cteomnina, lO. Hikitinoi, M. Pana,
H. Peitmepca, A. TonctoyxoBa, O.Ilupa, B.IlIBupsoBa, B.Ilymepa. Mera crarTi—
¢dimocodchbke OCMHUCICHHS HOBOI PaIliOHAIIBHOCTI SIK YMHHHUKA (POPMYBaHHS KOEBOJIOIIHHO-
IHHOBAIIIIHOI cTpaTerii pO3BUTKY CY4acHOTO CBiTy. 3aBJaHHSIM JOCJI:KeHHSl € aHawi3
CYTHOCTI PpalliOHAJBHOCTI, XapaKTEPHCTHKA iI OCHOBHHUX O3HaK Ta pojii y (opMyBaHHI
KOCBOJIIOIIITHO-IHHOBAIIIHOT ~ cTparerii  cTajJoro po3BUTKY JroAcTBa. Mertomodoris
AOCJTII)KeHHsI TPYHTYEThCS Ha MUKIMCIHUIUTIHAPHOMY TIiAXOMdl, IO IHTETPyeE CydacHi
HanpairoBaHHs ¢inocodii, pimocodii HayKH, EMiCTEMOIONOTIT, €KOJIOT1l, eTUKH Ta aKCIOJIOTIi.
OCMHCJIEHHIO CKJIaJHUX MpoOieM auxoTomii “partioHansHe / ippamioHansHe”, “eBOIIOLNIs
/ xoeBoumtonis”, "kpu3a / cranuii po3BUTOK" Ta iX BIMBY Ha I'yMaHi3allil0 HayKOBOT'O 3HAHHS
CIPHSIIO BUKOPUCTAHHS MPHUHIIMIIIB ICTOPU3MY 1 T7100aJIbHOTO €BOIIOIIOHI3MY, TIAIEKTHYHOTO
METOJTy, METOIB a0CTparyBaHHs, y3araJlbHCHHS U KOHIICTITyali3allii, a TaKoX METOOJIOTIi Ta
MIPUHIIUITIB CHHEPT€TUKH.

Pe3yabTaTH A0CTIIZKEHHSA: Y CTAaTTi PO3NISTHYTO CYTHICTH PAIliOHAIBHOCTI Ta OOMEXEHICTH
HUHI Jif040oi 11 KOHIEMIil, MPUYMHK Ta OCOOIUBOCTI KpPHU3M PpAalliOHATEHOTO YCBITOMIICHHS
CY4acHOTO CBITY,3yMOBJICHOI JETyMaHIi3yIO4OI0 pOJUII0 HAyKOBO-TEXHOJIOTTYHOTO TIPOTPECY.
OOrpyHTOBaHO Te3y, IO CHUTYallil0 MOXXHa 3MIHUTH, HAJaBIIM HAYKOBOMY IIpOrpecy
TYMaHICTUYHOTO CHpPSMYBaHHS, C(HOPMYBAaBIIM aHTPOIONCHTPHYHUA BUMIp HAayKOBOI
parioHanbHOCTI. JIFOJCTBO TMOBMHHO BHPIINIUTH THUTAHHSA IPO PalliOHAIBHICTH 3 TMO3MIT
TYMaHICTUYHOTO CBIiTOBITHOLICHHS 1 CTBOPUTH HOBY MoOzenb Haykw. [lincraBoro s
pO3B’si3aHHSA Ii€1 TPOOJIeMU MOXKE BUCTYNHUTU CyYacHE PO3YMIHHS T'yMaHi3My, IO, Y CBOIO
4epry, CIyryBaTuMe MiATPYHTSM Ui BUHUKHEHHS HOBITHBOTO THIY parioHanbHOCTi. Came
pallioHANBHICTh, siIKa (OPMYETbCS HAa OCHOBI €THKHM T'yMaHi3My, CIPOMOKHA CTaTH CTPIKHEM
KOEBOIIITHO-IHHOBAIIITHOT CTpaTeTii CTaJIoro po3BUTKY JIFOJICTBA.

BHCHOBKM JOCII/DKEHHS TIOJIATAIOTh y TOMY, II0 CamMe T'yMaHICTHUYHA PalllOHAIBHICTh, SKa
IPYHTYETHCSI Ha KOEBOJIOIINHO-IHHOBAIIIWHINA €THIl, 3a0e3meuye riao0ani30BaHOMY COIIyMY
K CHCT€MI BHMCOKMH pIBEHb CTIMKOCTI IIOJI0 PYHHIBHOTO BIUIMBY KpH3, (hopMyBaHHs
IHHOBAIlI{HOI ~ OpleHTalii 3 BpaxyBaHHSIM HEOOXITHOCTI MOJOJIAHHS  HOTEHLINHO
HEOE3NMEeYHOro pO3pHUBY MK CYYaCHUMHM LMBLUII3aLlisIMH — HAyKOBO-TEXHOJIOTIYHOIO 1
CYCHIIbHO-TYMaHICTUYHOIO.
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T'YMAHUCTUYECKHWI TUIT PAIIMOHAJIBHOCTH KAK ®AKTOP
O®OPMUPOBAHUSA KOIBOJIOIINMOHHO-UHHOBAIIMOHHOU CTPATEI'H
YCTOMYUBOI'O PA3BUTHS YEJIOBEUECTBA

AHHOTaNUsl. AKTYaJIbHOCTH HCCJIEAOBAHMSA COCTOMT B TOM, YTO COBpPEMEHHAas
pPalMOHAIBHOCTD KaK 3HAYUTEIIbHOE JJOCTHXKCHHE [IUBUIIN3ALIUA CTAHOBUTCSI OJJTHOBPEMEHHO U
peasibHO# yrpo30it ass yenoBeuecTBa. Hayka, BBIMOMHSS TYMaHUCTHYECKYIO MUCCHUIO, BMECTE
C TEeM JIeTyMaHU3UPYeT TO, HA YTO ObLIa HAIpaBJICHA: CHCTEMY IICHHOCTEH, oOpa3oBaHHE U
KynbTypy. I[IpnoOpereHHble 3HaHUS YacTO HCHOJB3YIOTCS ISl YHUUTOXKCHHSI OKPYXKarolieH
Cpensl M 4YENOBEYeCTBa, a He JJiA mporpecca um Omaromonyuws. Hapyinenwe rapMOHUH
MPUPOJHOTO, COLUATIBHOTO U JYXOBHOTO, HEIOOIIEHKA aHTPOMOLIEHTPUUYECKOTO U3MEPEHHS
HAYYHOH palMoOHAJILHOCTH MOCTAaBUJIM Ha TpaHb ObITHs Homo sapiens. B ¢unocodekoit u
OOLIECTBEHHON MBICIH B IOCIEAHEee BpeMsi 0cOOyI0 akTyalbHOCTb MpHOOpeTaeT mpoliema
nyreid (OPMUPOBAHUS HOBOTO TYMAHUCTHYECKOTO MHPOOTHOIIECHUS M TYMAaHHCTUYCCKU
OpUEHTUPOBAHHOW  HAyKH, OTHYECKOH  palMOHAILHOCTH. AHAJH3  JUTEPATYyPbl.
Hcnons30BaHbl TPyIObl 3apyOeKHBIX M OTEYCCTBEHHBIX aBTOPOB, B KOTOPBIX HAYaToO
ucciaenoBanre 3Tod mpooOsiemsbl: P. Anaprokaiitene, B. Bepraackoro, M. BumineBckoro,
B. Boponkoso#, 0. Xabepmaca, A. I'pumanoBa, U. Kacasuna, A. Kopuuenko, K. Kopcaka,
A. JlazapeBuua, B. Jlektopckoro, A.Mepcwe, P.Hyraesa, B. PatnukoBa, O.CocHuHa,
B. Crenuna, IO. Hukutunoii, M. Pamma, H. Peiimepca, A. TonctoyxoBa, O. Lupa,
B. llIBbipeBa, B. Illymepa. ILleabr crarbu — ¢Qunocodckoe ocMbICICHHE HOBOUN
palMoHAIBPHOCTH  Kak  (akTopa  (GopMuUpOBaHMS  KOIBOJIOLMOHHBIN-UHHOBAIMOHHOM
CTpaTeruyd pPa3BUTHS COBPEMEHHOTO Mupa. 3ajaveil HCCJIeI0BAHUSl SBISCTCS aHAIH3
CYIIHOCTH pAallMOHAIBHOCTH, XapaKTepUCTUKAa €€ OCHOBHBIX IIPU3HAKOB U POJU B
(GbOpMUPOBAHUN  KOSBOJIOIIMOHHBII-UHHOBAIMOHHON CTpaTerud YCTOWYUBOTO DPa3BUTHUS
yenoBeuecTBa. MeTOm0JIOTHsl HCCJIeJ0BAHUSA OCHOBBIBACTCS HA MEXIUCIUIIMHAPHOM
MOJXOJe, HWHTETPUPYET COBpeMeHHble HapaboTku ¢unocoduu, ¢unocobpun HaykH,
AMUCTEMOJIONIOTHH, DKOJIOTHHU, JITHKA W aKCHOJOTHH. OCMBICICHUIO CIIOXHBIX MpoOiIemM
JUXOTOMHUM ''pallMOHalibHOE / UppanuoHaibHOoe", "sBomtonus / KolsBomoouus', "Kpusuc /
YCTOWYMBOE pa3BUTHE" M UX BIMSHUIO HAa TYMaHU3AIMIO HAyYHOTO 3HAHMS CIIOCOOCTBOBAJIO
WCIIONB30BaHUE MPUHIIUIIOB HCTOPU3MA U TIOOAIBHOTO JBONIOIMOHU3MA, JUATEKTUYECKOTO
METO/Ia, METOJOB aOCTparupoBaHUs, OOOOIICHHS W KOHICNTyaJlH3allud, a TaKxKe
METOAOJIOTHH U IPUHIIUIIOB CHHEPT€TUKH.

Pe3ynbrarbl Hcc/IeqOBaHUS: B CTAaTh€ PACCMOTPEHBI CYIIHOCTh PAIMOHAIBHOCTH U
OTPAaHUYEHHOCTh HBIHE JEHCTBYIOIIEH €€ KOHIICMIHUW, MPUYHMHBI U OCOOEHHOCTH KpU3HCa
pallMOHAJIFHOTO OCO3HAHUS COBPEMEHHOTO MHpa, OOYCIIOBIEHHOTO JETyMaHU3HPYIOIIEH
POJIBI0 HAYYHO-TEXHOJOTHYECKOTro mporpecca. OOOCHOBAHHO TE3UC, UYTO CUTYallUI0 MOXKHO
W3MEHHUTh, TPHUIAB HAYYHOMY IPOTPECCY TYMAHHUCTUYECKOTO HaImpaBlIeHHs, CHOPMHPOBAB
AQHTPOIOLIEHTPUYECKOE HM3MEPEHUE HAayyHOM palMOHAJIBbHOCTH. YernoBeuecTBO JOJIKHO
pEeUIuTh BOMPOC O PAMOHATBFHOCTH C MO3UIIMHA TYMaAaHUCTHYECKOTO MUPOBO33PEHUS U CO3/1aTh
HOBYIO Mojenb Hayku. OCHOBaHWUEM il PEIIeHUs ITOW MPOOIEMBbI MOXKET BBICTYIHTH
COBpPEMEHHOE TMOHMMAaHHWE TyMaHW3Ma, 4YTO, B CBOIO OYEpPEIb, MOCITYXHUT OCHOBOW ISt
BO3HMKHOBEHUS HOBOTO THIIA pPaIlMOHAIBHOCTU. VIMEHHO palMOHaIbHOCTh, KOTOpas
dbopMupyeTcsi Ha OCHOBE OSTHKH TyMaHHW3Ma, CIOCOOHA CTaTh CTEPKHEM KOIBOIMOHHO-
MHHOBALMOHHOM CTpaTeruy YCTOMUYUBOIO Pa3BUTHS YE€IIOBEUECTBA.

BbiBoabl  Hcc/IeIOBAaHUSI COCTOAT B TOM, YTO HMMEHHO TyMaHHCTHYECKas
paloHaIbHOCTh, OCHOBaHHAs Ha KOJBOJIIOIMOHHO-MHHOBAIIMOHHOW ASTHKE, 00ecredrBaeT
m100aTbHOMY COITUYMY KaK CHCTEME BBICOKHH YPOBEHb YCTOWYHMBOCTH OTHOCHUTEIHHO
Pa3pyILINTETFHOTO BO3JIEHCTBUS KPU3UCOB, (POPMUPOBAHNE WHHOBAIIMOHHOW OPHEHTAIMH C
y4€TOM  HEOOXOAMMOCTH TPEOAOJCHUS TMOTCHIIMAIBHO OIMACHOTO pa3pbiBa  MEXKIY
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COBpPCMCHHBIMU IMUBUJIN3allUAMHAN - H&YHHO-TGXHOHOFHHCCKOﬁ u OGH.[CCTBGHHO'
T'yMaHUCTUYECKOM.

KuroueBble ¢i10Ba: palioHaIbHOCT, UPPAMOHATIBHOCTD, HAYKa, HAy4YHAasl pallMOHAIIbHOCTbD,
TUIBl  PAaMOHAIBHOCTH, KOSBOJIOLMS, WHHOBALMS, HAy4YHO-TEXHOJIOTMYECKUN MpOrpecc,
MOCTHEKJIACCUYECKU I TYMaHU3M.
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