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Abstract. The research relevance is determined by the need to redefine the epistemological foundations
of the Ukrainian philosophical tradition of the late 19™ - early 20™ centuries through the prism of the
reception of positivist ideas in the works of lvan Franko. The study aimed to conduct a comprehensive
analysis of positivist methodology in the epistemological views of the Ukrainian thinker and to identify
the specifics of Ukrainian positivism as an original philosophical phenomenon. The study employed
methods of historical and philosophical analysis, comparative studies, hermeneutic interpretation of
texts, epistemological reconstruction, and critical analysis of philosophical concepts. The influence of
the ideas of Auguste Comte, John Stuart Mill, and Herbert Spencer on the formation of Ivan Franko's
epistemological views and the peculiarities of the reception of European positivism in the Ukrainian
intellectual tradition were investigated. |. Franko’s definition of the nature of scientific knowledge, the
relationship between the empirical and theoretical components of cognition, the concept of scientific
truth, approaches to the inductive method and the logic of scientific research were analysed. The study
established that lvan Franko’s positivist methodology was an original synthesis of European philosophy
of science with the needs of Ukrainian intellectual and national revival, combining methodological
rationalism with social activism and national liberation aspirations. Elements of scientific realism
and instrumentalism were identified in the epistemological views of the thinker, and critical attitude
towards the extremes of positivism, in particular physicalist reductions in humanistic knowledge, was
substantiated. The results of the study can be used by teachers of higher educational institutions in
courses on the history of Ukrainian philosophy, epistemology and philosophy of science, as well as by
researchers for further study of the positivist tradition in Ukrainian philosophical thought
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Introduction

The study of positivist ideas in Ivan Franko’s
philosophical legacy is particularly relevant in
contemporary scientific discourse. In the con-
text of globalisation and the active integration
of Ukrainian science into the European research
space, it is necessary to critically reflect on the
historical origins of scientific rationalism in the
domestic philosophical tradition. The need to
form a unique methodological tradition of na-
tional science necessitates an analysis of the
conceptual approaches that have influenced the
development of Ukrainian philosophical thought.
Ivan Franko, one of the key figures in the intellec-
tual history of Ukraine at the turn of the 19 and
20" centuries, demonstrates a unique example of
the reception of European positivism and the ad-
aptation of its principles to the national intellec-
tual context. . Franko’s views on the nature of sci-
entific knowledge and methods of cognition can
be used for further analysis of the mechanisms
of critical thinking and scientific approach within
the Ukrainian cultural and national specificity.

An analysis of studies shows that positivism
in Ukrainian philosophy has been explored in var-
ious aspects. Positivist ideas were substantial in
shaping scientific culture in Ukraine in the second
half of the 19™ century, influencing the develop-
ment of philosophical and cultural thought. Ivan
Franko not only assimilated European concepts
but also actively transformed them to suit the
needs of the Ukrainian intellectual environment,
particularly in terms of the interaction between
science and society. O. Kulyk (2022) emphasised
that Ukrainian philosophy, particularly through
the prism of I. Franko demonstrates attempts
to combine scientific rationality with national
identity, and in later work, O. Kulyk (2023) re-
vealed how I. Franko’s ethical and epistemolog-
ical approaches responded to the socio-political
challenges of the time. Z. Yankovska & L. Soro-
chuk (2021) studied the cultural determinants of
Ukrainian thinking and their influence on scientif-
ic activity, emphasising that scientific methodol-
ogy in Ukraine cannot be considered outside the
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context of mentality and historical development.
The authors also emphasised the anthropological
aspect of Ukrainian Romanticism, pointing to a
“literature-centric” model that reflects the spec-
ificity of scientific thinking and philosophical re-
flection. S. Yosypenko et al. (2021), in the expert
assessment of contemporary Ukrainian historical
and philosophical research, identified the need to
integrate classical philosophical approaches with
contemporary methodological practices.

In the global context, discussions about posi-
tivism and its criticism continue to evolve.).Ma &
Y.Ma (2022) examined the debates between pos-
itivist and interpretive approaches, emphasising
the need for a synthesis of different methodolog-
ical strategies. K. Nyein et al. (2020) proposed a
pluralistic approach to team interaction research
that goes beyond rigid positivism, demonstrating
its limitations in the social sciences. Y. Park et
al. (2020) highlighted the advantages and limi-
tations of positivist research in medical sciences,
while J. Wu et al. (2022) showed that traditional
positivist methods remain dominant in manage-
ment research but need to be adapted to the de-
mands of a practical audience. A. North-Samard-
zic et al. (2023) conducted a synthetic review of
methodologies in management research, noting
that positivist principles remain the foundation
but are combined with interpretive and critical
approaches. L. Kryvyzyuk et al. (2021) empha-
sised the significance of national specifics in the
construction of scientific paradigms, confirming
the need to adapt pan-European approaches to
Ukrainian conditions.

An analysis of scientific sources shows that
positivist ideas in lvan Franko’s philosophy play a
key role in shaping the conceptual foundation of
the Ukrainian scientific and intellectual tradition.
They were used not only to trace the historical or-
igins of the development of scientific rationalism
in Ukraine, but also to determine how European
ideas of positivism were adapted to the specific
conditions of national development, in particu-
lar to socio-cultural, political and educational
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contexts. O. Kulyk (2023) shows that I. Franko ac-
tively integrated positivist methods into personal
views on science and society, trying to combine
the objectivity of scientific knowledge with the
needs of the national intellectual environment.
The study noted that a critical reflection on pos-
itivist principles made it possible for I. Franko to
avoid the extremes of formalised rationalism and,
at the same time, to propose an adapted model of
scientific knowledge that covered the peculiari-
ties of Ukrainian cultural and social reality.

The study aimed to identify the specifics of
positivist epistemology in Ivan Franko’s philosoph-
ical legacy through an analysis of I. Franko’s inter-
pretation of nature of scientific knowledge, meth-
ods of cognition, and critical attitude towards the
extremes of the positivist programme in the con-
text of the needs of Ukrainian intellectual revival.

Materials and Methods

The methodological basis of the study was a set
of interrelated methods of philosophical analy-
sis, which was used for a comprehensive disclo-
sure of the specifics of positivist ideas in Ivan
Franko's epistemological views. The time frame
of the study covered the late 19*" and early 20®
centuries. The historical-philosophical method
was used to reconstruct the intellectual context
of the formation of |. Franko’s philosophical views
and to analyse the genesis of |. Franko's episte-
mological concepts in connection with the devel-
opment of the European positivist tradition. This
method made it possible to trace the evolution
of I. Franko’s interpretation of the nature of sci-
entific knowledge, to identify the stages of as-
similation of the ideas of classical positivism and
critical re-evaluation of the positivist programme.
Historical and philosophical analysis established
links between |. Franko’s epistemological views
and pan-European philosophical discussions of
the late 19™ and early 20™ centuries, which are
relevant for the determination of the originality
of philosophical position.

The comparative method was used to ana-
lyse Ivan Franko's epistemological concepts in

relation to the ideas of representatives of classi-
cal positivism - Auguste Comte, John Stuart Mill,
and Herbert Spencer. This method made it possi-
ble to identify common features and specific dif-
ferences in |. Franko's reception of positivist ideas,
to establish the degree of originality of epistemo-
logical approaches, and to determine the nation-
al specificity of Ukrainian positivism. Comparative
analysis also compared |. Franko’s views with
the epistemological concepts of other Ukrainian
thinkers of a positivist orientation, which identi-
fied general patterns in the development of the
positivist tradition in Ukrainian philosophy.

A hermeneutic approach was used to inter-
pret Ivan Franko's philosophical, journalistic, and
epistolary texts to explain epistemological posi-
tions. This method involved a contextual reading
of I. Franko’s texts, covering historical and cultural
circumstances of their creation, the author’s in-
tention, and the addressee. Hermeneutic inter-
pretation revealed the implicit epistemological
attitudes of the thinker, which were not always
explicitly articulated by I. Franko in the form of
systematic philosophical concepts, and revealed
the deeper meanings of philosophical reflections.
The method of epistemological reconstruction
was used to systematise |.Franko’s scattered state-
ments about the nature of knowledge, methods
of cognition, and criteria of truth form a coherent
epistemological concept. This method provided
for the logical explication of the philosophical
presumptions underlying |. Franko’s judgements
about science and scientific cognition, the iden-
tification of the internal logic of epistemological
views and their systematic presentation.

The object of the study was Ivan Franko’s
philosophical legacy in the context of the Euro-
pean positivist tradition of the late 19" and early
20% centuries. The subject of the study was Ivan
Franko’s epistemological views, in particular in-
terpretation of the nature of scientific knowledge,
methods of cognition, criteria of scientificity, and
the demarcation of science from metaphysics.
The source base of the study consisted of primary
and secondary sources. Primary sources included
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Ivan Franko’s philosophical works, in particular
studies on the theory of cognition, methodol-
ogy of science, history of philosophy, as well as
journalistic articles discussing epistemological
problems (Franko, 1986). Secondary sources in-
cluded studies by contemporary scholars devot-
ed to Ivan Franko's philosophical legacy and the
history of Ukrainian positivism (Artyukh, 2017;
Hrytsak, 2019; Levyk et al., 2020). The selection
of sources was determined by the need for a com-
prehensive analysis of |. Franko’s epistemological
views in their genesis, systematic form, and his-
torical and philosophical context.

Results and Discussion

An analysis of Ivan Franko's philosophical lega-
cy identified several key aspects of reception of
positivist ideas in the epistemological dimension.
|. Franko assimilated the basic principles of pos-
itivist methodology, while critically rethinking
them considering the specifics of the Ukrainian
intellectual context. I. Franko’s interpretation of
the nature of scientific knowledge was based on
the positivist belief in the priority of empirical
experience as a source of reliable knowledge. For
I. Franko, scientific knowledge had to be based on
observation, experimentation, and inductive gen-
eralisation of facts. At the same time, the thinker
was aware of the limitations of extreme empir-
icism and recognised the need for theoretical
constructs to systematise empirical data. I. Franko
emphasised that science cannot be limited to the
simple accumulation of facts, but must reveal
patterns and causal relationships between phe-
nomena. The Ukrainian thinker viewed scientific
knowledge as a dynamic process rather than a
static system of truths. I. Franko recognised the
historical variability of scientific theories and the
progressive nature of scientific development, lat-
er revealing critical rationalism and fallibilism.

I. Franko’s positivist interpretation of the
epistemological foundations of science is con-
firmed by contemporary research in the field of
philosophy of science. For instance, L. Varpio &
A. MacLeod (2020) emphasise the key role of
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empirical verification, which underlies scientific
knowledge, and stress the importance of inte-
grating different methodological approaches in
contemporary research. At the same time, K. Nye-
in et al. (2020) emphasised that the traditional
positivist paradigm has undergone significant
transformations in contemporary scientific prac-
tice, manifested in the recognition of the multi-
plicity of research approaches and the need to
combine quantitative and qualitative methods.
A. North-Samardzic et al. (2023) confirm this
view, emphasising the synthesis of positivist and
interpretative strategies, which covers both ob-
jective patterns and sociocultural factors in the
process of cognition. Thus, I. Franko’s positivist
epistemology remains a relevant basis for scien-
tific thinking, while its contemporary interpreta-
tion requires the integration of new methodolog-
ical and interdisciplinary approaches.

The problem of demarcating science and
metaphysics occupied a central place in |I.
Franko’s epistemology. The thinker shared the
positivist attitude towards the distinction be-
tween scientific and metaphysical knowledge,
but I. Franko’s approach to this problem was more
nuanced than orthodox positivism. . Franko crit-
icised speculative metaphysics, which claimed
to know absolute entities beyond experience,
believing that metaphysical constructs that can-
not be verified empirically do not belong to the
realm of scientific knowledge. At the same time,
I. Franko did not seek to eliminate metaphysics
from intellectual life, recognising that metaphys-
ical questions about the meaning of existence,
the purpose of man, and moral absolutes have
substantial existential significance, even if they
cannot be solved by scientific methods. This po-
sition reflected the specificity of Ukrainian posi-
tivism, which combined methodological rational-
ism with the recognition of non-scientific forms
of worldview orientation.

The reception of classical positivist ideas
in |. Franko reflects the general trend of adapt-
ing European philosophical concepts in the
Ukrainian intellectual environment of the late
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19" century, as noted by V. Artyukh (2017). At
the same time, |. Davidenko (2023) emphasises
that Ukrainian positivism was distinguished by a
specific combination of methodological ration-
alism and national liberation ideology. In this
context, B. Levyk et al. (2020) note that this syn-
thesis of national ideas with Western European
approaches made Ukrainian positivism different
from its Western European counterparts. The re-
ception of ideas from representatives of classi-
cal positivism in I. Franko’s work was selective
and critical. From A. Comte (1830), the Ukraini-
an thinker adopted the idea of the progressive
development of scientific knowledge and the
belief in the superiority of positive science over
theology and metaphysics. However, |. Franko did
not share A. Comte’s utopianism regarding the
creation of a scientific religion and a sociocratic
organisation of society, considering positivism
primarily as a methodology of scientific research
rather than a comprehensive worldview system.
J. Mill’s (1882) inductive logic had a significant
influence on I. Franko’s interpretation of scientif-
ic method. The thinker highly valued J. Mill’s sys-
tematisation of inductive procedures for estab-
lishing causal relationships, while at the same
time being aware of the problem of induction
and the limitations of empirical generalisation
in achieving reliable knowledge about general
patterns. H. Spencer’s (1863) evolutionism reso-
nated with I. Franko’s belief in the regular nature
of historical development, but the Ukrainian phi-
losopher was critical of attempts to mechanical-
ly transfer biological laws to social phenomena,
believing that social development is subject to
specific patterns.

I. Franko’s concept of scientific truth com-
bined elements of correspondence and coher-
ence theories. The thinker viewed truth as the
correspondence of knowledge to objective real-
ity, while emphasising that this correspondence
is never absolute or final. According to I. Franko,
scientific theories are approximations of truth
that are constantly being refined in the process
of scientific development. I. Franko recognised

the multiplicity of criteria for the truthfulness
of scientific knowledge: in addition to empiri-
cal verification, |. Franko considered the internal
logical consistency of a theory, its explanatory
power, predictive effectiveness, and heuristic
fruitfulness to be relevant criteria. This mul-
ti-criteria concept of truth reflected the desire
to avoid both naive realism and extreme relativ-
ism. |. Franko’s concept of truth correlates with
contemporary discussions about the nature of
scientific knowledge within post-positivist epis-
temology, as noted by Y. Park et al. (2020) and
J.Ma & Y. Ma (2022). At the same time, J. Wu et
al. (2022) emphasise that |. Franko’s views an-
ticipated later critical reinterpretations of the
positivist paradigm, in particular the recognition
of the historical variability of the criteria of sci-
entific rationality.

I. Franko was part of a generation of Ukrain-
ian intellectuals who grew up in an atmosphere
of intense absorption of European philosophical
ideas in the second half of the 19*" century. Posi-
tivism, which was experiencing a period of popu-
larity in Western philosophy at that time, attract-
ed the attention of the young thinker,who sought
to synthesise scientific rationality with the social
practice of national revival. As Y. Hrytsak (2019)
noted, I. Franko’s acquaintance with the posi-
tivist tradition came about through reading the
works of the classics of this movement, as well
as through the indirect perception of positivist
ideas in Polish and German philosophical liter-
ature (Comte, 1830; Spencer, 1863; Mill, 1882).
However, |. Franko’s reception of positivism was
not uncritical. The Ukrainian thinker well under-
stood the limitations of extreme forms of pos-
itivist reductionism, especially when it came to
the application of natural scientific methods
to humanistic knowledge. I. Franko’s positivism
can be characterised as moderate, or methodo-
logical, since I. Franko borrowed from classical
positivism primarily epistemological principles
and methodological guidelines, without leaning
towards ontological materialism or vulgar sci-
entism (Table 1).
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Table 1. Comparative analysis of classical and I. Franko's positivism

Characteristic

Classical positivism

I. Franko's positivism

Attitude towards metaphysics

Complete rejection

Critical, but not nihilistic

Method of cognition

Empiricism, induction

Synthesis of empiricism and rationalism

Role of science

Intrinsic value

A tool for social transformation

Application to the humanities

Direct transfer
of natural science methods

Adaptation based on the specifics
of the object

Social orientation

Neutrality, objectivity

Active civic stance

Source: compiled by the author based on V. Artyukh (2017)

The problem of the scientific method occu-
pied a central place in Ivan Franko’s epistemo-
logical views. Following the positivist tradition,
|. Franko emphasised the importance of empiri-
cal justification of knowledge and a critical atti-
tude towards any a priori constructs. At the same
time, I. Franko recognised that pure empiricism
is impossible, since any observation already pre-
supposes certain theoretical assumptions and
conceptual schemes. This dilemma of empiricism
and rationalism found an original solution in
through the concept of methodological plural-
ism. . Franko recognised the leading role of the
inductive method in scientific knowledge, but
did not absolutise it, as some representatives of
classical positivism did. I. Franko was aware of
the problem of induction, according to which no
number of individual observations can logically
justify a general statement. As V. Artyukh (2017)
notes, |. Franko’s solution to this problem was to
recognise that scientific knowledge is probabil-
istic in nature and always remains open to criti-
cism and reformulation. The problem of scientific
truth occupied a central place in I. Franko’s epis-
temological reflections. Rejecting metaphysical
concepts of absolute truth, |. Franko leaned to-
wards a pragmatic interpretation of truth as the
correspondence of knowledge to empirical data
and its ability to explain and predict phenomena.
This position contained elements of both corre-
spondence and coherence theories of truth, al-
though I. Franko did not formulate the views in
terms of modern analytical epistemology. As not-
ed by Y.Park et al. (2020), |. Franko emphasised the
relativity and historicity of scientific knowledge,

recognising that what is considered true may be
revised considering new empirical data or theo-
retical discoveries.

The demarcation between science and meta-
physics: I. Franko’s position. One of the key prob-
lems of positivist epistemology - the problem
of the demarcation between science and met-
aphysics - found special coverage in the works
of Ivan Franko. In contrast to radical positivists,
who completely rejected metaphysics as mean-
ingless, I. Franko took a more nuanced position.
I. Franko recognised that metaphysical questions
naturally arise in human consciousness and that
completely ignoring them leads to an impov-
erishment of intellectual life. At the same time,
however, |. Franko emphasised the need for a
clear distinction between scientific statements
that can be empirically verified and metaphysical
speculations that go beyond the limits of possi-
ble experience. |. Franko’s demarcation criterion
was based on the principle of verification - only
knowledge that could be confirmed or refuted by
empirical data was recognised as scientific. Met-
aphysical statements, following |. Franko, are not
necessarily false or meaningless, but they cannot
claim the status of scientific knowledge because
they are not subject to empirical verification. This
position was close to later logical positivism, al-
though I. Franko formulated it in less technical
terms and with greater philosophical caution.

Applying the principle of demarcation to
various fields of knowledge, |. Franko highlighted
the problem of the scientific status of the human-
ities. I. Franko criticised attempts to mechanically
transfer natural science methods to the study of
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social phenomena, but at the same time insist-
ed on the need for scientific rigour in humanities
research. |. Franko’s practice of literary, historical,
and ethnographic studies demonstrated the pos-
sibility of combining empirical accuracy with a
concept of the specifics of humanities knowledge
(Artyukh, 2017). A substantial aspect of |. Franko’s
approach to demarcation was the recognition
that the boundary between science and met-
aphysics is not absolute and can change in the
process of knowledge development. What is con-
sidered metaphysical speculation in one period
of history may, under certain conditions, become
the subject of scientific research. This dialectical
flexibility distinguished I. Franko's position from
dogmatic positivism and made it more productive
for scientific knowledge.

The logic of science and the problem of sci-
entific explanation. I. Franko’s perception of the
logic of scientific research is closely linked to
epistemological principles. The thinker devoted
considerable attention to analysing the structure
of scientific explanation and the role of laws in
scientific knowledge. |. Franko recognised that
science seeks not only to describe phenomena,
but also to explain them by establishing cause-
and-effect relationships and formulating gener-
al laws. However, |. Franko was cautious about

absolutising a deterministic view of the world,
leaving room for chance and unpredictability in
natural and social processes. In |. Franko’s inter-
pretation, scientific explanation involves subsum-
ing a particular phenomenon under a general law
or theoretical scheme. This corresponds to the
nomological model of explanation, which was
later developed by analytical philosophers of sci-
ence. At the same time, |. Franko understood that
in the humanities, explanation often has a differ-
ent nature - it is based not so much on subsuming
under a general law as on interpreting the mo-
tives, meanings and contexts of human activity.
This distinction between explanation and inter-
pretation, although not explicitly thematised by
I. Franko, is present in methodological reflections.

I. Franko was also interested in the prob-
lem of scientific forecasting. I. Franko believed
that the ability to predict future events based on
knowledge of general laws is a substantial cri-
terion of scientific theory. However, I. Franko was
aware of the limitations of science’s predictive
capabilities, especially when it comes to complex
systems such as society. |. Franko’s view of fore-
casting was realistic, recognising both the signif-
icant possibilities of science in this area and the
fundamental limitations caused by the complexi-
ty and variability of the world (Table 2).

Table 2. The specificity of the scientific method in various fields of knowledge,
according to I. Franko

Aspect

Natural sciences

Humanities

Main method

Experiment, induction

Interpretation, cognition

Type of patterns

Causal, deterministic

Credible, contextual

Verification criterion

Experimental reproducibility

Hermeneutic adequacy

Role of the researcher

Objective observer

Interpreter, accomplice

Form of explanation

Compliance with the law

Revealing meanings and motives

Source: compiled by the author based on V. Artyukh (2017)

A substantial element of |. Franko’s scientific
logic was awareness of the role of hypotheses in
scientific research. |. Franko emphasised that sci-
ence progresses not through the mechanical ac-
cumulation of facts, but through the formulation
and testing of hypotheses. Following I. Franko, a

hypothesis is a form of creative synthesis of em-
pirical data and theoretical assumptions. It must
be specific enough to be empirically tested, but
at the same time general enough to explain a
wide range of phenomena. This view approached
I. Franko to the hypothetical-deductive model of
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the scientific method. I. Franko’s interpretation
of the logic of scientific research is consistent
with the contemporary approaches of H. Zalaghi
& M. Khazaei (2016) to the analysis of deductive
and inductive reasoning in science, which em-
phasise the complementarity of these methods
in the process of scientific cognition. I. Franko’s
attention to the problem of scientific explanation
anticipates later developments in the analytical
philosophy of science (Varpio & MaclLeod, 2020).
Thus, |. Franko was at the intersection of classical
positivism and later critical rationalism, creating
unique, specifically Ukrainian model of scientific
knowledge, which considered the historical varia-
bility of the criteria of rationality and the need for
the synthesis of science and social practice.

Conclusions

An analysis of Ivan Frankos epistemological
views shows a successful integration of positiv-
ist approaches into Ukrainian intellectual con-
text of late 19" century. |. Franko recognised the
leading role of the inductive method and scien-
tific rationality, while at the same time moving
away from their absolutisation and emphasising
the probabilistic and open nature of scientific
knowledge. I. Franko’s concept of truth com-
bined elements of correspondence, coherence,
and pragmatic theories, which addressed scien-
tific knowledge critically, incorporating the his-
torical variability of rationality criteria. I. Franko
was at the intersection of classical positivism
and later critical rationalism, forming unique
model of scientific knowledge, which reconciled
methodological rigour with the needs of na-
tional and social development. Thus, I. Franko’s
philosophical legacy confirms the possibility of
synthesising European philosophical ideas with
Ukrainian intellectual traditions, which makes
the study of positivist views relevant to contem-
porary epistemology.

The study concluded that positivist ideas in
Ivan Franko’s epistemological views constitut-
ed an original synthesis of European philoso-
phy of science with the needs of the Ukrainian
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intellectual and national liberation movement.
An analysis of |. Franko’s reception of classical
positivism revealed specific features of Ukraini-
an positivism, which combined methodological
rationalism with recognition of the national and
cultural uniqueness of scientific knowledge. The
study established that I. Franko's interpretation
of the nature of scientific knowledge was based
on the positivist principle of empirical verifica-
tion, while avoiding the extremes of empiricism
through the recognition of the constitutive role
of theoretical constructs. |. Franko’s epistemo-
logical position is characterised by methodo-
logical pluralism and a dialectical combination
of inductive and deductive procedures of sci-
entific research. I. Franko was critical of phys-
ical reductionism, insisting on the specificity of
humanistic knowledge and the need to address
cultural and historical context when studying
social phenomena.

I. Franko’s concept of scientific truth com-
bines elements of correspondence and coher-
ence theories, recognising the objectivity of
scientific knowledge while acknowledging its
historical variability and openness to critical
rethinking. The approach to the problem of de-
marcating science and metaphysics is marked by
philosophical balance, avoiding both uncritical
scientism and relativistic scepticism about the
possibilities of scientific knowledge. The results
of the study show that Ukrainian positivism, as
represented in the works of lvan Franko, has a
characteristic feature of a close connection be-
tween epistemological reflection and national
liberation aspirations and social practice. This
renders |. Franko’s philosophical legacy par-
ticularly relevant to contemporary Ukrainian
philosophy of science, which seeks to combine
universal standards of scientific rationality with
national cultural tradition. Prospects for further
research involve an in-depth analysis of the in-
fluence of I. Franko’s positivism on the formation
of the methodological foundations of Ukrainian
humanities knowledge in the 20" century, as
well as a comparative study of the reception of
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MosuTtuBicTcbKi ipel B pinocodcebkin cnagwmHi IBaHa PpaHka:
enicteMonoriyHunin BUMip

Anina CynpyH

Kananaat dinocodcbknx HaykK, AOLEHT

HauioHanbHWi1 yHiBepcuTeT BiopecypciB i NpUpoaOKOPUCTYBaHHS YKpaiHu
03041, Byn. lepois O6opoHu, 15, M. Kuis, YkpaiHa
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AHOTaLLifA. AKTYasbHICTb AOCNIAXKEHHS 3yMOB/IeHA HEOOXiAHICTIO NEPEOCMUCNIEHHS eniCTEMONOTIYHNX
OCHOB YKpaiHCbKOi dinocodcbkoi Tpagmuii KiHug XIX - movatky XX cTonith Kpi3b npu3Mmy peuenuii
NO3MTMBICTCbKMX iaen y TBopYOCTi IBaHa ®paHka. MeTa poboTv nmongrana B KOMMAEKCHOMY aHanisi
NMO3UTUBICTCbKOI METOAONOrii B eniCTEMONONiYHMX MOrngaax yKpaiHCbKOro MUCAUTENs Ta BUSIBEHHI
cneundikM yKpaiHCbKOro MO3UTUBI3MY SIK OPUTiHaNbHOrO @inocodcbkoro GeHoMeHy. Y AOoCHimKeHHI
6yno 3acTocoBaHO MeTOAM iCTOpPMKO-(BINOCOMCbKOro aHanisy, KOMNapaTuUBICTUKW, FrepMeHEeBTUYHOI
iHTepnpeTauii TeKCTiB, eniCTeEMONOriYHOI PEKOHCTPYKLIii Ta KPWUTUYHOrO aHanizy @inocodcbknx
KoHLenuir. byno gocnigxeHo snaue igen Ortocta KoHTta, IxxoHa Crioapta Minns ta lepbepta CneHcepa
Ha ¢opMyBaHHS enicTeMonoriyHnx nornsais IeaHa MpaHka Ta 0cobaMBOCTI peuenuii eBponencbkoro
NO3MTMBI3MY B YKPAiHCbKIiM iHTenekTyanbHi Tpaaumuii. byno npoaHanizoBaHo ¢paHKiBCbKE PO3YMiHHSA
NpUPOAM HAyKOBOMO 3HaHHS, CMiBBiAHOWEHHS €MNipUYHOro i TEOPETUYHOrO KOMMOHEHTIB Mi3HaHHS,
KOHLENLi HayKOBOi iCTUHM, NiAXoAM L0 iHOYKTUBHOrO METOAY Ta JIOTiKM HAYKOBOrO AOC/IIKEHHS.
Byno BCTaHOBMEHO, WO MO3UTUBICTCbKA MeToaonoria IBaHa MpaHka CTaHOBWMA OPUriHANbHWUIA CUHTE3
eBponekcbkoi dinocodii Hayku 3 notpebamu yKPAiHCbKOrO iHTENEKTYaNbHOTO Ta HaLiOHaNbHOMO
BiAPOKEHHS, NOEAHYOYM METOAOMONYHMI paLLiOHaNi3M i3 CoLiafibHUM aKTMBI3MOM Ta HaLiOHaNbHO-
BM3BO/IbHUMM MpParHeHHsMW. byno BMSBNEHO eneMeHTM HayKoBOro peaniaMy Ta iHCTpyMeHTaniamy B
enicTeMoNoriYHMX Norngaax MUCIUTENs Ta O6rpyHTOBaHO MOr0 KpUTUYHE CTaBMIEHHS A0 KPaWHOLLIB
no3uTMBI3MYy, 30KpeMa (i3nKaniCTCbKMX peayKuUii y ryMaHiTapHOMY 3HaHHi. Pe3ynbtatu pocnigxeHHs
MOXYTb OYTM BMKOPUCTaHI BUKNafa4aMM BULLMX HABYaANbHMX 3aKNAAIB Y Kypcax 3 icTopii ykpaiHCbKOi
dinocodii, enictemonorii Ta @inocodii Hayku, a TaKOX AOCNIAHMKAMM AN MOAANbLIONO BUBYEHHS
MO3UTUBICTCbKOT TPaaMLii B yKpaiHCbKiN dinocodCbkin aymui

KnioyoBi cnoBa: no3utuBiaM B yKpaiHCbKii dinocodii; ykpaiHCbKMit MO3UTMBI3M; NO3UTKUBI3M Y dinocodii
IBaHa ®MpaHka; enictTeMonoris; Teopis Ni3HaHHS; iCTUHA
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