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BEPA 1 3SHAHME: HACJIEOIVWE KAHTA B ®MJIOCO®UN U JIOTMKE CEI'OJHA

PaccMoTpeHme 3asB/IeHHONI B Ha3BaHMM CTAaTbyl TeMbl HAuMHAETCA C OOCY>KIEHNA
sHameHuToro adopmsma Kanra: «MHe IpUIIIOCH OTPaHNYUTD 3HAHUE, YTOOBI OCBOOOANTH MECTO
sepe». B «Kpurtuxe uncroro pasyma» (Pasmen «O MHeHUU, 3HAaHUM M Bepe») OH OIIpefieNisgeT Tpu
rpaflaiyy CyO'beKTUBHOM YBEPEHHOCTH B JIOCTOBEPHOCTY HAIIMX CY>KIEHMIl: MHeHue, YOexyIeHme
(mnm Bepa) u 3HaHue. Ilpencrasisiercs, 4To pumocod BoBce He OTpaHMYNMBAJI 3HAHME, @ HATIPOTUB,
lake CTaBUJI €TO BBIIIE Bepbl. PasyMeeTcs, Mbl JIOJDKHBI OT/IaTh JIO/DKHOE KaHTOBCKOI MpoHuu. B
caMOM Jele, B TOM »>Ke Iaparpade, Ife HaXOOUTCsI Ha3BaHHbII adopusM, MMeeTcs
MHOTO3HAYMTe/IbHOE YIOMMHAHVE O «COKpPAaTHYeCKOM MeTofie». Ho «rajjaTh Haj cTUIeM» — JIefio
MajIonpopyKTBHOe. K ToMy e HeTpynHO yBuzerb B adopusme KaHTa BIIONIHe ITO3WTUBHOE
cofieprkaHIe, Kacaollleecs Ipajaliiii Me>X1y MHeHMeM, Bepoit 1 3HaHMeM. Mbl 0OHapyX1BaeM 3/1eCh
OTKJIOHEHIe OT paHee 3asBjeHHON KaHTOM OmmMOO4YHOI OLeHKM JIOTMKM, KoTopass OyaTo Obl He
CMOIJIa Cie/IaTh HY IlIara BIepER Ioc/ie APUCTOTeNs U ABJIAETCS IOJTHOCTBIO 3aBepIIEHHOI: Tellephb
KaHT mnmmer, 4ro HaM He C/leyeT OTHEIATh JCHO/Ib30BaHME CY)K[EHUN, IPUHUMAeMbIX
IIOCPECTBOM BE€Pbl M SBJAKMINXCS IPOCTO «BEPOSTHOCTHBIMUY», OT AHAJIMTUYIECKON YacTu
norvku. CerofHsi — C TIOMOLIBI) OTHOIIEHMS MHAYIMPYEMOCTH MEXIY CY>KIeHUSIMU — MOXKHO,
BOCIO/Ib30BAaBIIVICh CPeCTBAMM CYIMBOJIYECKOI JIOTMIKM ¥ TEOPUY BEpPOATHOCTE, M3JIOKNUTD
IIpUBeIE€HHbIe KAHTOBCKNME MBIC/N 60ntee oT4éTMBO. bubmorp. 8 Hass. M. 2.

Kniouesvle cnosa: MpuUHATIE VICTUHHOCTY CY)K[EHNA, MHEHNe, Bepa, 3HaHME, BEPOSITHOCTD,
00BEeKTUBHAS JOCTATOYHOCTD, CYO'beKTUBHAS JJOCTATOYHOCTB, IOTUKA, TUIIOTE3a.

E. F. Karavaev

FAITH AND KNOWLEDGE: THE LEGACY OF KANT’S PHILOSOPHY AND LOGIC
TODAY

In our examination we are handling Kant’s famous aphorism: «I had to do away with knowledge
in order to make room for faith». In the «Critique of Pure Reason» (Section «Opining, Knowing, and
Believing») Kant defines three grades of our subjective confidence in trustworthiness of our
judgments: opinion, belief (or faith), and knowledge. It seems that the philosopher did not do away
with knowledge at all and even raised its status relatively to belief (and faith). Sure, we ought to give
Kant’s irony its due. Indeed, there is a significant mention of a «Socratic method» in the same
paragraph where the aphorism is found. Though we see that forming conjectures over style is
counterproductive. It is possible to see that there is quite positive content in the aphorism by Kant,
and it concerns grades between opinion, belief, and knowledge. We find some deviation from an



erroneous estimation of logic stated by Kant earlier where it allegedly could not take even one step
forward since Aristotle and was seemingly quite completed. Namely, Kant writes that we ought not
to detach use of the judgments accepted by means of belief which are simply ‘probabilities” from the
analytical part of logic. Today, with the help of relation of inducibility between propositions, it is
possible, using the means of symbolic logic and probability theory, to present the Kant’s thoughts
more clearly. Refs 8. Figs 2.
Keywords: acceptance of the truth of judgment, opinion, belief, knowledge, probability,
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