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Pseudoscience as a transformed form of knowledge

V. Kotlyarova, A. Ershov

The authors of the article emphasize the importance of studying non-scientific forms of
knowledge, represented by a wide range: from religious and mythological to individual and implicit
types of knowledge. According to the authors of the work, the methodological field of pseudoscience
research should be precisely the axiology of science. The author analyzes the attempts to
demercialize scientific and non-scientific knowledge that have developed in the philosophy of
science: K. Popper, M. Bunge, Carl Sagan, Y.M. Serdyukov. The methodological approach proposed
in the research of V.P. Rimsky and G.N. Kalinina is used as the fundamental concept of “transformed
forms of knowledge”.

Keywords: science, pseudoscience, pseudoscience, anti-science, transformed forms of knowledge,
axiology of science

References

1. Bonopuxun [1.M. Maprunanusaius uctopudeckon napopmatuku (o Tpymax A.T. ®domenko u I'.B.
HocoBckoro mo «rimobanbHOM XpoHOnIoruu»). — URL:

2. http://www.hist.msu.ru/Science/DISKUS/FOMENKO/volodihn.htm (maTa o6pamierus 16.11.2023).

3. IOaBuc 3. TexHOTHO3UC: MUP, Marus U MUCTHALIU3M B MHQOPMAINOHHYIO 910Xy. EKaTepuHOypr:
YnbTpa. Kynetypa, 2008. 408 c.

4, Karaun M.C. dunocodckas teopus nernoctu. CII6., 1997. 205 c.

5. Kornspora B.B., lllyourna M.M. LleHHOCTHHI# moTeHIHan Muda B COBpeMeHHOU KynbType //
O6mmecTBO: dpunocodus, ucropusi, Kynbrypa. 2021. Ne 12 (92). C. 22-29.

6. Maprumuna H.U. KoruuTtuBHEIE OCHOBaHUA apaHayku. OMck: M3g-Bo OMI'TY, 1996. 187 c.

7. Tlonauu M. JIuuHOCTHOE 3HaHUe. Ha myTu K mocTkpuTtudeckou ¢unocodpuu. M.: ITporpecc, 1985.
344 c.

8. Pumckui B.II., Kanuauna ['.H. CamononaraHue HayKu U NpeBpalleHHble GOPMB 3HAHUSA //
HayuHrie BemomocTu Benropopckoro rocymapcTBeHHOT0 yHuUBepcuteta. Cepusa: dumocodus.
Cormmomorus. IIpaBo. 2012. Ne 20 (139). C. 28-39.

9. CaraH K. Mup nonueii feMoHoB. Hayka - Kak cBe4a BO TbMe. M.: AnpniuHa Hon-®ukiny, 2014. 544
C.

10. CannukoB [I.B. ConuokynbTypHEIE OCHOBaHUS IapaHay4dyHOU Mudonoruu // 'ymanuTapHEBIE

uccnegoBanusd. 2005. Ne 4 (16). C. 22-28.

11. Cepprokos FO.M. AnsTepHaTuBa napaHayke. M.: Academia, 2005. 312 c.

12. Xa66apn P.JI. OuaHeTuKa: COBpeMeHHas Hayka o0 pas3yme. - URL:

http://www.knigal.ru/index page 52.html (gata o6pamenus 06.12.2023).

13. ITaBenes C.I1. 9TuKa u ICUXOI0TUS HayKu. [JOOHUTENbHEIE T1aBh Kypca UCTOPUH U Hunocopuu

HayKu. 2-e u3p., crepeorun. M.: ®JIMHTA, 2011. 308 c.

14. Blancke S., Boudry M. Pseudoscience as a Negative Outcome of Scientific Dialogue: A Pragmatic-

Naturalistic Approach to the Demarcation Problem // International Studies in the Philosophy of

Science, 2022. - URL: https://doi.org/: 10.1080/02698595.2022.2057777 (maTa oOpalieHus

14.12.2023).

15. Blancke S., Boudry M. What makes weird beliefs thrive? The epidemiology of pseudoscience //



Philosophical Psychology, 2014. No 28 (8). - URL: https://doi.org/: 10.1080/09515089.2014.97194
(mara obparmenus 21.12.2023).

16. Bunge M. Finding philosophy in social science 4. 4 New Haven, Conn.: Yale University Press,
1996. 4 448 p.

17. Crabtree V. Criticism of the New Age Ridiculous Practices, Daft Beliefs and Pseudoscience. —
URL: http://www.humanreligions.info/new age criticism.html (maTa o6pamenus 25.01.2024).

18. Pavi¢ Z. Science and pseudoscience in postmodern societies // Informatologia. 2013. No 46(2) P.
145-153.

Hucmumym c¢gepol 06caydicueaHusi u npednpuHumameibcmeda
(puanuan) [JoHcKO20 2o0cydapcmeeHH020 mMexHUYECKO020
yHueepcumema 6 2. Illaxmwi, 2. Illaxmui January, 22 2024




