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Main research strategies in the humanitarian sphere, connected with the transformation-communicative approach by K.-O.
Apel, have been studied in the article. This approach is based on I. Kant’s classic transcendental method, but has much wider
sphere of application. Syncretic tendencies in humanitarian sciences cause the search of criteria or generalizing principles,
which would allow not only combining basic research strategies, but also covering variable forms of the social-dynamics. Lan-
guage in its various forms becomes the common ground, where it is possible not only to describe, but to explain disparate ele-
ments of the society’s functioning. These elements, when developed, cause the formation of culture. The basis for the analysis
of the interdisciplinary communication features are relevant branches of philosophy. Specific realities of the research activity
are understood by the methodologist as the deep interrelation of language tools and specific features of scientific knowledge’s
changes. In fact, the researcher simultaneously performs double task: interprets scientific texts, improves his/her understand-
ing of their structural characteristics, and also studies social, cultural, humanistic priorities of the available practices. Based
on the characteristics of the modern culture (rapidity of development, lack of self-awareness and «maturation» vector, non-
manifestation of methodological tools), sociological and linguistic sciences become to be a model in the humanitarian area.
At the same time, awareness of the structural maturation of such knowledge is low. The development of linguistic sciences
has more advanced conceptual design and it resonates with the evolution of the language philosophy. That’s why, considering
the socio-cultural transformations of the globalization era, grounds of clarification of the specific methodological potential,
which are accumulated in the contemporary linguistics, should be considered. In this situation, some hopes are connected with
the peculiarities of thinking in the technology sphere. However, the methodological component in the technological mindset
is still in the embryonic condition. Therefore, pragmatic vectors should be found in the methodological consciousness of hu-
man knowledge. Summarizing, it can be said that transcendental-communicative approach allows identifying the connection
between language and society, science and culture; establishing innovative methodological scheme, heuristic potential of which
can be verified in the field of culture research.
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TpancdopmaniliHo-KOMYHIKATHBHI cTpaTerii T10CTizKeHb:
MOBA — CYCHIJILCTBO — KyJbTypa

C.M. ®opxomr
sergey.forkosh@gmail.com
Kuiscokuii nayionanvruil ynieepcumem imeni 1. [lleguenka,
01033, eyn. Bonooumupcwia, 60, Kuig

B crarTi po3misaioThes OCHOBHI CTparerii JOCHIIKeHb y TyMaHITapHii cdepi MOoB’ s3aHuX 3 TpaHCHOpMaIiiHO-KOMYHi-
KaTHBHUM ITiIX010M 3arpornoHoBanoro K.O-Anenem, KU CiMpaeThcs Ha KIACHYHUH TpaHCHeHAeHTansHIi Metox . KanTa,
ajie y 3Ha4HO IIUPIIOMY HOTO 3acToCyBaHHI. CHHKPETHYHI TEHACHI] Y TyMaHITapUCTHLII 3yMOBIIOIOTh TOIIYK KPUTEPiiB a00
y3arajJbHIOIOUUX NMPUHIUIIB Ha MiACTaBl AKUX BIANOCS O HE TIbKH 00’ €IHATH OCHOBHI JOCIIIHUIIBKI CTparerii, ane i oxo-
MUTH MHOKMHHI TIPOSIBH COLIOANHAMIKK. MoBa y pi3HUX 11 MPOsIBaX CTa€ THM y3arajbHIOIYHUM I0JIEM, Y SIKOMY MOXIJIMBO HE
TIJIBKH OTHKCATH, aje W MOSCHUTH PI3HOPIAHI eIEeMEeHTH (YHKIIOHYBaHHS COIyMY, SKi B PO3BUHEHOMY BHIVIAI MPHBOISATH
1o (GopMyBaHHS KylTbTypH. AIENb 3alpOIIOHYBaB mporpamy TpaHcdopmaii ¢imocodii, 3a skor0 mependadanocs OHOBIEH-
HS TIOCHJIaHb TpaauuiitHoi dinocodii, MOHATTS paumioHanTbHOCTI i ceHCy dimocodyBaHHs, MO0 KOHKPETHIIIE pealizyeThes B
TpaHchopmarii Tpaaumii TpaHCIeHAeHTaIbHOI (imocodii B kaHTiBCbKOMY BapiaHTi. OCHOBHHM 3aBIaHHSM CTa€ MPOSICHEH-
Hsl HAB)KJIUBIIINX NEPEIyMOB TPAHCIIEHICHTAILHO-TEPMEHEBTHYHOTO MOHATTS. MOBH i, Bi/IIIOBIZIHO, OPi€EHTOBAHOT HA MOBY
TpaHchopMalii TpaHCIeHACHTaIbHOT (imocodii.

TakuM YMHOM, TPAHCICHICHTAIFHO-KOMYHIKaTUBHUH MIIXiJ 1a€ MOKJIMBICTh BUSBUTH B3a€MO3B’ 30K MOBH 1 CyCITiJIb-
CTBa, HAyKH 1 KyJITYpH, CTAHOBJICHHIO IHHOBALIIITHOT METOI0JIOT14HOT CXeMH, €BPHCTHYHHI MOTEHIIIAT SIKOT MOJKHA TIEPEBIPUTH
B TIOJTi TOCITi/PKEHHS KYJIBTYPH.
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B crarbe paccMaTpuBalOTCS OCHOBHBIE CTPATErnH MCCIEIOBAHUN B T'yMAaHUTapHOU cdepe CBA3aHHBIX C TPaHC(HOpPMAIH-
OHHO-KOMMYHHKaTHBHBIM MOIX0A0M IpeioxkenHoro K.O-Amnesnem, KOTOpPBIi onupaeTcs Ha KIaCCHYECKUI TPaHCLeHICHT A b-
HbIi MeTozr KaHTa, HO B 3HaYUTEIbHO 0oJee IMPOKOM ero npuMeHeHnH. CHHKPETHYEeCKHEe TeH/ICHIIMH B T'yMaHUTAPUCTHKE
00yCIIOBIMBAIOT TOUCK KPUTEPUEB MM 0000IIAIOIINX IPHHIUIIOB HA OCHOBAHUN KOTOPBIX yAAJIOCH OBI HE TOJIIBKO O0BEANHHTH
OCHOBHBIE HCCIICI0BATEIBCKHUE CTPATETHH, HO M OXBATUTh MHO)KCCTBEHHBIC IIPOSIBIICHHUS COLIMOANHAMUKH. SI3bIK B Pa3IM4HbBIX
€¢ MPOSIBICHUSX CTAHOBUTCS TeM 0000ILAIOINM T10EM, B KOTOPOM BO3MOJKHO HE TOJIBKO OITHCaTh, @ U OOBSICHUTH Pa3HOPO/I-
HBIE 3JIEMEHTHI (PyHKIIMOHUPOBAHUS COLIMYMa, B PA3BUTOM BH/IE IPUBOSIINX K (POPMUPOBAHUIO KYJIBTYPHI. ATIEIb IIPEITOMKIIT
mporpaMmy Tpanchopmanun GII0copuu, Mo KOTOPOH MPEIoNaraioch 0OHOBIECHHE TOCBUIOK TPAJUIHOHHON (riocopum,
MOHATHE PALIMOHAIBHOCTH U CMbICiIa (uI0cOPCTBOBAHMUS, YTO KOHKPETHO PEaIM3yeTcst B TpaHC()OpMALMU TPaJULIIK TPAHC-
LEHACHTAIBHOH (Grtocouu B KaHTOBCKOM BapuanTe. OCHOBHOI 3a/1a4eil CTaHOBHUTCS ITPOSICHEHHS BAYKHEHIIIMX ITPEATIOCHUIOK
TPAHCICHICHTAIbHO-TEPMEHEBTHYECKOTO TOHSTHS S3bIKA M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, OPHEHTHPOBAHHOM Ha S3bIK TpaHC(hOpMaLun

TpaHCLEHICHTAIbHON (ritocodum.

Taxkum 06pa30M TpaHCL[eH,HeHTaJ’IBHO-KOMMyHI/IKaTI/IBHHﬁ noaxoQ Ja€T BO3BMOXKHOCTDH BBISIBUTH B3aUMOCBA3b A3bIKa U 00-
ICCTBa, HAYKU U KYJIBTYpPbI, CTAHOBJICHUIO MHHOBAIIMOHHOM METOI0JI0THYECKOM CXCMBHI, 3BpI/ICTI/I‘16CKI/Iﬁ IIOTCHIIHAI KOTOpOﬁ

MOKHO TIPOBEPUTH B 110JI€ HCCIEJOBAHUS KYIIBTYPBL

KuioueBbie ciioBa: KYJIbTYypa; A3bIK; METOAOJIOTHYECKOEC CO3HAHUE, TPAHCHEHACHTAIbHAA IparMaTrukKa

Formulation of the problem. Understanding the
connection of language, society and culture in philoso-
phy creates a set of problems. Its solution is the basis
of the unconventional understanding of social relations.
Each problem has its «face» in the frames of the appro-
priate disciplinary research. At the same time, the po-
tential of disciplinary methodological tools is limited by
the scope of the study, and procedures of its transition to
other areas are not grounded enough. Therefore there is a
need for the interdisciplinary communication.

In different areas of the activity, the researcher meets
stable communicative trend (linguistic, cultural, and
methodological). In philosophy the intend to understand
the importance of the language philosophy and in analyt-
ic philosophy - the understand the contemporary society
and culture stands behind the desire to analyze the nature
of communication trends. This analysis requires adequate
tools, designs and models. If compared language, culture
and society, the sharpest lines of research situations are
in culture.

Generally, based on the characteristics of the modern
culture (rapidity of development, lack of self-awareness
and «maturation» vector, non-manifestation of methodo-
logical tools), sociological and linguistic sciences be-
come to be a model in the humanitarian area. Phenome-
nological knowledge is growing rapidly in sociology and
its formation is accompanied with the use of methodo-
logically proven elements. At the same time, awareness
of the structural maturation of such knowledge is low.

Faced with philosophy, linguistics analyzes the text
in terms of the theory of knowledge and its hermencu-
tics, e.g. interpretive practices. But if philosophers are
focused on the objective understanding of reality, the
linguists are limited by the hermeneutic circle. The re-
searchers emphasize that the hermeneutic circle which
characterizes the understanding (or rather, the impos-

sibility of the understanding’s reduction and interpreta-
tion of the text to a coherent algorithm) belongs to the
very structure of meaning in «sciences of human spirit»,
where the interpreter deals with not idealized or model
thinking as in the science of nature.

Not only the procedure of mutual understanding be-
tween people, but also the general process of understand-
ing is presented as language event, even when we are
talking about the outer linguistic phenomena or there is
the language event in silent and carved in letters voice. It
occurs in the inner dialogue of the soul with itself, dur-
ing which the nature of thinking is being clarified.

Analysis of studies and publications. The essence
of dialogue in all its modifications is implemented during
the communication process, N. Luhmann said: «human
relations, and social life is impossible without communi-
cation» [1, p. 43], that «only communication can main-
tain communication» [2, p. 114], based on the fact that
only communication mechanism fulfill the function of
communication, broadcasting the information.

One of the most famous researchers of communi-
cation problems is Karl-A. Apel. Philosophical ideas of
K.-A. Apel on the nature of communication are aimed
primarily on the context of the new civilization condi-
tions of contemporary communicative community and on
the search of opportunities of saving of such sustainable
forms of human behavior’s internal regulation as moral-
ity.

Focusing on the linguistic-conventional character of
the human behavior, K.-A. Apel defines the inter-subjec-
tive communication as the verbal communication, which
is studied by him from the perspective of linguistic prac-
tices, used for language games.

Apel created his own philosophy of language with
the help of the use of transcendentalism methodology
and on the basis of the critical analysis of his predeces-
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sors’ achievements. This philosophy allows better under-
standing of society, history and discourse ethics. Some
positions of Apel’s philosophical concept are investigat-
ed within the general context of problems and ideas of
the Frankfurt School’s critical theory. This is reasonable
and is certified by the similar views of Apel’s most sig-
nificant points to the concept by Jurgen Habermas, and
the polemic between two thinkers. However, Apel’s con-
cept differs from Habermas’ position in the final attitude:
Apel describes his position as «only» philosophical and
thus just as classical academic philosophical position.
He clearly and fundamentally separates philosophy from
politics and social thought and supposes the possible in-
fluence of philosophy or science on the socio-political
sphere only when it contributes to the sphere of educa-
tion, in conditions, when the state does not restrict the
rights and opportunities of the democratically organized
universe. Philosophy and science should focus their ef-
forts on the destruction of not reflective, dogmatic prej-
udices and should not just rely on the authority of the
«great philosophers». Apel deliberately separated this
critical potential of philosophical and scientific thinking
from the social activity, he separated himself from po-
litical movements and goals. Not science is the theory
of philosophy, but rather the philosophy is the theory of
science [3, p. 77]. That is why, attention to the status of
philosophy is crucial for Apel.

The aim of the study. On the basis of transcendental
pragmatics by K.-A. Apel, it is possible to describe cri-
teria or common principles, which would allow not only
combining the basic research strategies, but also cover-
ing multiple manifestations of socio-dynamics.

Presentation of the main material. K-A. Apel’s
philosophical concept is actual nowadays as it develops
opportunities of the philosophical tradition of transcen-
dentalism by turning towards the field of language. This
leads to the solipsism’s overcoming and transition from
solitary Cartesian I to to inter-subjectivity, created by the
communicative community.

Apel suggested the program of philosophy’s trans-
formation. According to it, the upgrade of traditional
philosophy’s grounds and the concept of rationality and
sense of philosophizing was supposed. This is imple-
mented in transformation of the tradition of transcenden-
tal philosophy in Kant’s version. The starting point for
Apel was the idea of transcendentalism by itself, that is
the reflection of the conditions of possibility of sciences
and it forms the main task of philosophy.

As we are talking here about the terms of the oppor-
tunity not just of the language, but of the verbal behav-
ior (actions), so far Apel himself calls it «transcendental
pragmaticsy.

The name «transcendental pragmatics» means that
the problem of the inter-subjectivity is solved on the ba-
sis of transcendental questions setting, through their re-
construction. So, in the methodological aspect arises the
task of the linguistic and pragmatic transformation of
the transcendental question setting with the help of the
theory of speech action. This means that along with em-
pirical pragmatics, which aims to comprehend the true-
typical speech acts under certain conditions, which can

be studied from a sociological, ethnological and psycho-
logical position, «transcendental pragmatics» is aimed at
the creation of «a system of rules, on which the ability
of subject to express sentences in this or that situation is
grounded»[4].

Apel aims to clarify the essential prerequisites of
the transcendental-hermeneutic concept of language and,
therefore, to transform the transcendental philosophy,
which is oriented on the language. Analyzing the specific
of the language’s nature understanding in the history of
philosophy, Apel distinguishes two approaches to lan-
guage. The first «paradigm» (which comes from antig-
uity) suggests that the process of thinking is happening
without language, and the results of the cognitive process
are embodied in the form of language in order to transfer
them to others. Here the language is given as the aux-
iliary function to the thinking, it performs tagging and
message functions. Another «paradigm» (Wittgenstein's)
proceeds from the base of the identity of language struc-
tures and world structures and considers communication
to be a «private coding» (speaker) and «private decod-
ing» (listener) of messages about the state of things.
This happens due to the fact that they can be presented
within a priori identical for all language structure. Both
these approaches have typical understanding of thinking
in isolation from the language. Both approaches don’t
understand the communication as a prerequisite for the
possibility of reflective thinking in the form of «inter-
nal conversation». Apel criticizes both approaches, in-
dicating an alternative way of transformation of the
transcendental philosophy in line with the philosophy
of language. The result of this transformation should be-
come the rethinking of nature of the conceptual thinking,
meaningful learning and meaningful action from the phi-
losophy position.

In transcendental pragmatics the language is studied
in three aspects: as a condition of the possibility of sci-
ence, empirical and theoretical science about language,
and, finally, the transcendental philosophy by itself. It
has been emphasized by Apel that both theoretical and
practical philosophy can be mediated by the philosophi-
cal analysis of language use.

With the help of new understanding of language,
it is possible to create a modern philosophy that would
be able to give an adequate response to the contempo-
rary challenges. Apel’s first step in this direction was to
rethink the trinity denotation construction «sign-object-
interpreter». In behaviorists’ pragmatics, attention was
focused on the study of dual relationship «sign-object»,
despite the interpreter. Apel believes that the interpreter
was perceived seriously, if he was taken into account as
interpretation subject by other subjects of interpretation,
members of the same interpretative process. In other
words, the three-parts relationship «sign-object-interpret-
er» will become clear only in conditions of at least imag-
inary participation of the another entity of interpretation.

Thus Apel introduces an additional member in the
structure of the semiotic triangle «object - mark - inter-
preter» complementing it with another subject, which is
in communicative relations with the first subject. This
means the constitution of relationships that are called
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«the communicative community» by Apel. He comes
from the notion of language in the unity of syntactic, se-
mantic and pragmatic components.

Important points of Apel’s concept are his ideas on
two kinds of communicative community: real and ideal
communicative community. Real community is some-
thing, where the individual is in the process of sociali-
zation. The ideal communicative community is an im-
aginary construct of such community, where the content
of any argument could be adequately understood and its
correctness could be determined.

Apel believes that rational inter-mediation of sur-
vival imperatives in the real society and imperatives of
the ideal communication community, that represents a
vector of progress in social development, is absolutely
necessary. A smart politician by Apel should behave un-
der the circumstances, in this case the focus should be on
the strategic behavior, but at the same time his task is to
change the circumstances which would create the mate-
rial conditions for further actions in accordance with the
principles of an ideal communication community. Thus,
the historical process by Apel is a process of conver-
gence of real and ideal communication communities.

Functionally differentiated concept of language,
achievements of classical semiotics in conjunction with
the principles of inter and transcendental reflection, al-
lows building the «bridge» from semiotics to ethics, as
the field of tension between the real and the ideal com-
municative community can be understood as a field of
tension between existent and appropriate. In terms of the
ideal communicative community all rules of communi-
cation ethics are fulfilled. They act as the perfect com-
munication a priori. Historically created life forms of the
real community appear as actual communication a priori.
If we think that exists only situational understanding, in
this case we should talk about the different possibilities.
This means that criteria, which allows distinguishing un-
derstanding from misunderstanding, are absent. The cor-
relation of the real community of members of communi-
cation with an ideal communicative community removes
this contradiction in the process of argumentation.

Specifics of Apel’s approach is the answer to the
question about the conditions of knowledge ability,
which is connected with issues in the constitution of the
objectivity during the process of learning, on the one
hand, and issues of consciousness and inter-subjective
importance of the results of learning, on the other. In this
case we can talk about the attempt of synthesis of classi-
cal transcendental philosophy and philosophy of the lan-
guage.

Fundamental grounds of classical transcendentalism
have been reviewed by Apel in order to implement this
synthesis. Kant wanted to answer the question about the
conditions of ability of knowledge, and abstracting from
the language and communication, he did not ask the
question about inter-subjective importance of language
judgments, and even more about the constitution of the
objectivity in language. In transcendental pragmatics,
the existence of pragmatic obviousness of transcendental
language argumentation game is indicated. One of such
obviousness, in addition to the existence of the cogitative

I, is the existence of the practice of speech communica-
tion, real communication community and the real world
outside the consciousness. Semiotic structure of the lan-
guage game of argumentation presumes the existence of
the real world.

Agreeing with Wittgenstein about the impossibility
of a private language, Apel, however, rejects his idea of
pluralism of language games. Firstly, he argues that per-
son easily can switch from one language to another, and
then points out that the Wittgenstein's methodological
apparatus is not sufficient enough to include it correctly
into the theory of the process of language games’ imita-
tion, revival and assimilation of the past in contemporary
life forms. Apel solves this problem, introducing the
concept of transcendental language game, which is the
basis of a particular language games and creates condi-
tions for its mediation. According to Apel, «Transcen-
dental language game» can be seen, on the one hand,
as a limit precondition of the analytical philosophy of
language and criticism of metaphysics and, on the other
hand, it can be the basis for the transformation of the
classical transcendental philosophy to the philosophy of
language. From the side of regulatory concept of «tran-
scendental language game and associated with it unlim-
ited communication community, it is possible to solve
the important problem of transcendental language phi-
losophy on the essence that appears from the plurality of
competing «language games» and brings the essence of
things to the use of words.

The answer to the question on the essence should be
expected not from the description of the use of words,
but from the consensus of all virtual participants of the
language game on the ideal rules of such use of words.
But, all possible ways of achieving consensus on rules of
words use are prescribed beforehand due the distinction
between syntactic and semantic systems, aren’t they?
Apel refers to the history of human understanding. De-
spite the existing today, just as millennium ago, differ-
ences in language games, we can talk about the increas-
ing communicative unity of mankind, mostly due to the
language game of science. Of course, science and tech-
nology have complicated the human culture and social
structure greatly, as well as the human icon of the world.

Though it is ridiculous to expect the achievement of
a synthesis of different approaches on language under-
standing in the plane of linguistic competence, but in the
plane of the communicative competence we can expect
the verbal understanding between those, belonging to
different linguistic communities. During this, the com-
parison of «inner form» (syntactic and semantic struc-
ture) of different languages can be used for semantic and
pragmatic understanding, which transcends frames of
separate languages.

By Apel, the result of the hermeneutic transforma-
tion of transcendental philosophy is the reduction of a
fundamental difference between theoretical and practi-
cal philosophy. This removal leads to the situation, when
the place of «minds acts» (Kant) that ensure the objec-
tivity and inter-subjectivity of knowledge is occupied by
«speech acts» that embody specific acts of understanding
in the communicative community of scientists. On this
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ground the following conclusion is made by Apel that
«the transcendental-hermeneutic reflection on conditions
of possibility of speech understanding in infinite commu-
nicative community creates the foundation of prima phi-
losophe’s unity being the unity of theoretical and prac-
tical mind» [5, p. 261-262]. Among the views of K.-A.
Apel, a special place is occupied by the constructive at-
titude to the potential of the theory of «language games»
by L. Wittgenstein. Researcher not only used the meth-
odological possibilities of this theory, but also conscious-
ly made a paradigm broadcast of methodological tools.
Thus, methodological tools that have emerged during the
study of language, implemented the heuristic potential in
researches of the community.

BIBJIIOT PA®IYHI TIOCUIJTAHHA:

Conclusions. The connection between language and
society, science and culture forms the basis for the crea-
tion of innovative methodological scheme, its heuristic
potential can be verified in the field of research of cul-
ture.

Within researches in the field of culture, the new
qualitative situation that can be described as a methodo-
logical communication, is created. It is formed by re-
searchers of cultural processes (current) and researchers
of linguistic phenomena (potentially).

Depending on how organized and constructive the
dialogue between culture expert and linguist is, so pro-
ductive the formation of methodological tools for the
field study will be.
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