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AJTUTHBHBIE MEXAHU3MbI IIPUHATHA SHAHHUA
(HA ITIPUMEPE ECTECTBEHHO-HAYYHBIX 3HAHHH)'
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Huoicecopodckuii cocyoapemeennwiii ynusepcumem um. H. Y. Jlobauesckozo,
Huscnuii Hoseopoo (Poccus)

Bgeoenue. Uccnemyercst BOIPOC O TOM, KaK B CIOKHBILEHCS KYJIbTYpE 3aKpEIUIeHbl 00pa3Libl PHHS-
THUSI €CTECTBEHHO-HAYYHOT'O 3HAHMS, HCCIIELYeTCS CBSI3b MEXKIY XapaKTepHCTHKaMH CyObEeKTa M MeXaHH3Ma-
MM, OIMCHIBAIOIIMMH €ro IO3HABATENBHYIO JESITeIbHOCTh. ABTOpP aHAIM3HMPYeT caM (peHOMEH NpUHATHS
3HAHWS ¥ CBSI3BIBACT €TI0 MPEXIE BCEro C MParMaTHKON B3aUMOACHCTBHUS CYObEKTa C OKPY)KAFOIIUM MHPOM.
AKTyaJIbHOCTB paboTHI 00YCIIOBIEHa H3MEHEHHSIMH, CBSI3aHHBIME C TEM, KaK COBPEMEHHBII 4eJIoBeK paboTa-
eT ¢ uHpopMaLHeH, B TOM YHCIIEC C HAyYHBIM 3HAHUEM.

Memoovi. B cTaThe uCmonp3yercs codeTaHne MeToJ0B Gpuiiocodckoil ananoruu u cpaBHeHHA. O0bek-
TaMM COIIOCTaBJICHUS BBICTYNAIOT NPE/CTABICHUS O MPOLEAYPEe NPUHATHA U 000CHOBAHMS 3HAHHA B (IIIO-
co(hur HayKu ¢ OAHOM CTOPOHBI U B IOBCEHEBHOM KYIBTYpe ((OIK-3MHCTEMOTIOTHYECKUE) C IPYTOHL.

OcHrogHble udeu ucciedosanus, e2o pesyiomamol u odcyxcoenue. Ilpunsatie 3HaHusA B drnocoduu
HayK{ HalpapJIeHO OT BBHIPAOOTKH HEKOTOPOrO MHOXKECTBA THITOTE3 K MX MOCIERYIONeH POBEpKe U OIpo-
BEPIKEHUIO OOJIBIIMHCTBA UX HUX. JTO 03HAYaeT, YTO JAHHBIH IPOLIECC SBISIETCS IPOLECCOM Pa3beIMHECHHS,
B TO BpeMs Kak (hOJK-DIHCTEMOJOTHYECKUH MEXaHU3M MOXKET OBITh OINMCAaH KaK aJINTUBHBIN IIpoIecc:
TIPUHSTHE HOBOTO 3HAHMUS «I00ABISIETCS WIN «HAPAIMBACTCSD) HA PaHee IPUHATHIC YOS ICHHSI.

3axmouenue. PaccMOTPEHHBIH MEXaHU3M NPHHATHS 3HAHHS 3a1aéTCS KOHTEKCTOM CHUTYALlMd U COLIU-
aNbHBIMM CBOMCTBaMHM MO3HAIOLIEro cyObekra. IIpeasnaraercs onpe/eNieHue aJyIJuTUBHOTO MEXaHU3Ma MpH-
HSTHS 3HaHUS U CTIOCOOBI €r0 OTIIMYHS OT MEXaHH3MOB, OIMCHIBAIOIETO MHBIC TI03HABATEIbHBIC IPAKTHKH.

Knrouesvie crnosa: (GOIK->IUCTEMONOTHS, €CTECTBEHHAS SMUCTEMONOTUs, (onk-pu3uka, NpUHATHE
3HAHWs, [TATUBHOE TTO3HAHNE

Hccneoosanue svinonneno npu gpunancosoii noooeprcke PODHU ¢ pamkax nayunozo npoexma Ne
18-311-00061.
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ADDITIVE MECHANISMS OF KNOWLEDGE ACCEPTION
(ON THE EXAMPLE OF NATURAL SCIENCE)

A. V. Golubinskaya
Lobachevsky State University of Nizhni Novgorod — National Research University, Nizhny Novgorod
(Russia)

Introduction. The article presents the investigation of how patterns of acceptance of natural science
knowledge are fixed in the current culture, and how the characteristics of the subject connects with the mecha-
nisms that describe cognitive activity. The author analyzes the phenomenon of knowledge accepting and con-
nects it first with the pragmatics of the subject's interaction with the surrounding world. The relevance of the
work is due to changes related to how modern people work with information, including scientific knowledge.

Methods. The article bases on the combination of methods of philosophical analogy and a comparative
method. The objects of comparison are the complex of ideas about the procedure for accepting and justifying
knowledge in the philosophy of science on the one hand and in everyday culture (folk-epistemology) on the
other.

Results. The acceptance of knowledge in philosophy of science is directed from the development of a cer-
tain set of hypotheses to their subsequent verification and refutation of the most of them. This means that this
process is a process of disconnection, while the folk-epistemological mechanism can be described as an additive
process: the acceptance of new knowledge is "added" or "built up" on previously accepted beliefs.

Conclusion. The considered mechanism for accepting knowledge is set by the context of the situation and
the social properties of the cognizing subject. We propose a definition of an additive mechanism for accepting
knowledge and ways to distinguish it from mechanisms that describe other cognitive practices.

Keywords: folk epistemology, natural epistemology, folk physics, acceptance of knowledge, additive cog-
nition.
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