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Regardless of which perspective we adopt (with reference to the title issue), from which
side of the argument we look at the title problem, we will always encounter resistance from the
scientific community. These, on the one hand, will claim that the defence of the right is either
already an outmoded enterprise and does not find its scientific or practical justification, on the
other hand, will dogmatically point to the necessity of adopting an absolutist position, without
due justification. Without entering into ideological disputes of this kind, | would like my
contribution to be taken as an invitation to a discussion on the value of truth conceived non-
relativistically, with particular reference to its relevance for the understanding of educational
thinking and action.

In the paper, | will defend the thesis according to which it is fully justified and rational to
defend the so-called truth absolutism. Nevertheless, | propose a moderate stance of alethic anti-
relativism (epistemological aspect), consistently trying to reconcile this position with cognitive
anti-realism and constructivism in didactics (educational aspect).

Relativism is sometimes associated with relativity, ambiguity and even dishonesty. It is
sometimes identified with an attitude devoid of any ‘axiological grounding’, with the result that
an anarchic way of thinking and acting can easily be attributed to relativism. In view of the
above, any apriori understanding of norms, values, criteria and evaluations are mere empty
platitudes, devoid of normative and regulative ‘power’. If one were to adopt such a - relativistic -
perspective, one could attribute only a performative function to judgements of duty, and in some
cases an exploratory value . Nothing more than that.

Relativism can be discussed in various ways, and it is undoubtedly not a homogeneous
position. There are many approaches and interpretations of relativism, while the dictionary
definition of relativism presents it as ‘a philosophical view according to which logical-cognitive
(true, false), ethical (good, evil) and aesthetic values and the norms and judgements associated
with them are relative in character’ . The term ‘relativism’ etymologically refers to the Latin
relativus, meaning ‘relative’. In general, the position of relativism can be presented using a
simple scheme: x is relative to y , substituting epistemic, ethical or aesthetic values for the
variable x, and historical, cultural, social, linguistic and psychological factors for y, among
others. Using just this simplified scheme, we can see that there are many relativising factors, just
as there are many relativising objects. This means that various forms of relativism can emerge
from this general philosophical position. Hence, it is not easy to give an exhaustive typology of
relativism, but the following types of relativism can nevertheless be mentioned: (i) conceptual
relativism (ontological-conceptual), (ii) semantic relativism, (iii) epistemological relativism: (a)
knowledge relativism, (b) justification relativism, (c) truth relativism, (iv) ethical relativism, (v)
aesthetic relativism, (vi) cultural relativism.

It seems that, for the relativist, the way in which reality is perceived, as well as the
criteria for judging it, are fully dependent on the context (including the subject capable of
cognitive acts and making value judgements). From our point of view, one type of relativism is
particularly interesting: alethic relativism - implying the relativity of truth. It constitutes a
particular kind of relativism, being in a sense fundamental to all its other varieties. | think it is
possible to say that some types of relativism can be to some extent reducible to other types (to
some extent, since they point to certain - irreducible - contextual elements, hence this re-
education would be legitimate, but not obligatory). In the case of the others, it is possible to point
out that there is some foundation underlying their existence - | point out that this is truth,
understood as a property of judgements, the relativisation of which may entail other relativisms.
For the relativist, all values, including truth, knowledge, goodness or justice, gain meaning only
in a certain context, being in addition, fully dependent on it. Thus, outside the context, all values

22



lose their meaning, and reality ceases to exist properly. At this point, it is worth discussing the
rejection of relativism and the defence of the absolutism of truth.

The paper consists of two parts. In the first, I address (a) the issues of understanding
relativism and truth absolutism, (b) reconstruct Kazimierz Twardowski's anti-relativist
argumentation, then briefly (c) consider the possibility of defending anti-relativism in the
perspective of cognitive anti-realism. In the second (d) I will refer to the value of truth in
education in general, in order to indicate in the final part of the text (e) the validity of the anti-
relativist narrative in the model of the so-called constructivist didactics.
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OpHiero 13 3HaYHUX, OUIBIIE TOTO — OOMIOYMX y CBOIH CYTTEBOCTI IPOOJIEM CydacHOi
¢inocodii 3anmumaerscs mpobdiema noxauty (imocodii Ha ABI MIKOIM AYMKH, SKI HACTIJIBKU
MPOTUJICKHI OJJHA OJIHIM, 110 MOJALT OLIBII aJIeKBATHO IMEHYBATH PO3KOJIOM 1, 3aCTOCOBYIOUYH
JEKCUKY BIHCHKOBHX Jiif, TOBOPUTH TMpo xABa Tabopu ¢inocodii, MmO CHiB3BYYHO
dopmymoBaHHIO y nepeiacMmeptHid 3anucui @.Posenuseiira: «®@poHTH, MO0 3MIHWIHCA
MicisiMuy». JIOCHTh 9acTo WAEThCA MPO TOJUT Ha aHTIIO-aMEPUKAHCHKY Ta KOHTHHEHTAIIBHY
dinocodiro, ane 3a UMM TEPUTOPIATLHO-IIPOCTOPOBUM IMEHYBAHHSIM CTOITh OUIBII 1CTOTHE
po3pizHenHs. Lo mpoOieMy mependadaeTbcss OCMHCIUTH Y CBiTII J[aBOCEKHX jae0aTiB, 110
Mae o0coOJIMBE 3HA4YeHHS SAK JJIs1 OCMHUCIEHHS CHUTyalli JIIOAMHH, Tak 1 30epexeHHs
TYMaHICTUIHOTO MOTEHIIaTy (Hi10coChKOI TYMKH.

Konkperusaiis nporo nojaiy Moxke OyTu JaHa yepe3 BKa3iBKy Ha MEepCOHaii, 110
BUpaXaroTh Horo cyts — Kapnan, Kaccipep, ["aligerrep (came B Takiii mociiIOBHOCTI Ha3MBa€e
nportaroHictiB M. @pigman [3]. Posrisparoun mopin sSK KOHTUHEHTanbHuM, X. PyiH
BiJ[3HAYA€ MO MDK aHATITHYHO-TIHTBICTHYHOIO Ta (H)EHOMEHOJOTiuHOK (dimocodismu
[12, p.113], npu pOMy HOTPUMaHO OAHOPIAHICTH MOALTY, ane ¢deHoMeHonoriuHa ¢inocodis
HE BHUYEPITY€ BCIO IOBHOTY KOHTHHEHTAIBHOI (isocodii (abo sik mo3navae ii T. Mopman — CP
[10]). Knacuuna d@inocodis, 10 NPOTUCTOITH AHATITUYHO-TIHTBICTHYHIN Tpaauuii y
¢i1ocodii 1 A0 AKOi 3BUYHO BIAHOCUTH HIMELBKY KJIACHKY 3 ii TPaHMYHOIO BUPA3HICTIO
napajurmMy, MEepBUHHE JUKEPENo SKOI CsArae aHTMYHOCTI 1 3HaXOIUTh ce0e y THOCEOJIoro-
MeTa(pi3UYHUX TIOHEBIPSHHSAX HOBOEBPOIEWUCHKOI (urocodii, HE HANEKUTh 1O KOAHOI 31
3rajianux J1Box ¢opM. TuM He MeHIle, came Taki MO3Ullil, y IEeBHOMY CBITJII KpaifHi, HasBHI B
cyyacHocTi. LlinkoM BumpaBgaHa TOYKa 30py, LIO MOJALI 3acTapiB 1 Mae OyTHM YCYHEHUH —
T. Mopman 3ragye HO. ['aGepmaca, HaBoissuM HOro TBEpIKEHHs, L0 HIMEIbKa Ta aHIJIO-
amepukaHcbka Qi10codii He TaK KOHKYpYIOUl TPaaMIlii, CKUIbKH JIOMOBHIOKYI 0/1Ha ojHY [ 10,
p. 22].

OcMmucnenHs cuTyalii TOAUTY HEOJHOpPITHE, aje MEePBUHHOI (IKCAIE MOILTY
Bu3HaHa JlaBocbka nuckycig Mix E. Kacipepom i1 M. Taiinerrepom, mo mana micue y 1929
poli, 10 1 3yYMOBIIOE Ty yBary, fIKy HpuauieHo il y ¢irocodebkiit mitepatypi. fkiio
JlaBocbKa AucKycis 1 BUsIBUIIA SIK Y (DOKYCI ITOJIUT, TO HAIpyra MK JBOMA MOJIIOCAMU TSDKIHHS
JYMKH Mae€ OUTbII TTIMOOKE KOPIHHA, HIK BHYTPIIIHBO-(inocochkuil mpodeciiiHo-11eX0BHiM
noaut: ans XX CTONMTTS 3BMYHO TNPOTUCTaBICHHS ¢inocodii MO3UTHUBHOI Ta dinocodii
MeTa(i3uyHOi, NPUPOJHUYO-HAYKOBOTO Ta TyMaHITapHOTO THUMIB, ¢i1ocodii Hayku 1
dinocodii xkurTs, pinocodii 1yxoBHO-IeaNiCTHUHOL Ta (igocodii eK3UCTeHIIHHOT, TIHOIMHA
ICTOpUYHMIA BOAOAUI MPOXOAMTH MIK TaKUMU OpIEHTALISIMH JTyMKH, $KI HPUHHITO
nop’si3yBatu 3 boromizHaHHsM — KaTtadaTuku Ta anopaTHKH, 3HAYEHHS Ta pOJb SKUX
MPOCTATAIOTHCS Ha BCl chepu Mmi3HAHHS.

E.Kaccipep 1 3apa3 B oyax 0OaraTbOX IOCTa€ 3aXHCHUKOM CTapoi €BpOIEHCHKOI
ryMaHICTUYHOI Tpaauuii, a M. laiimerrep — BHpPa3HUKOM E€K3UCTEHLIANI3MY, IO
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