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Starting with R. Carnap's guessing of how powerful science instrument may be to 

analyze, perform and represent the most core problems at the edge of philosophy horizon, it 

hasn't been finished for now, and this theme can some flaws and some points to discuss. 

Through the last decades we might see the next generation of thinkers such as I. Bochensky, 

W. V. O. Quine, D. Davidson, H. Putman, M. Dummett, D. Chalmers which proposed different 

solutions, and which ones' attempts had become so well-known withink Analytic Philosophy. 

Despite this huge mainstreem the problem wasn't rejected even in European part of philosophy, 

enough to bring the name of such arsing mainstream as OOO philosophy by K. Meiasoux and 

G. Harman; the problem wasn't abandoned and quitted in the local regions of Eastern Europe 

philosphy either [4]. Needless to say how many philosophers all over the world can be linked 

to this theme indirectly. Our primary target to accent and to emphasize those critique points 

this problem does have. 

Firstly, let's look how this picture looke like previously. Since Plato's investigations 

through the critics of Aristotle toward the ideas, and appearing mainly in the Stoics philosophy, 

there were some important aspects help withink those thinkers, these were: concepts, ideas, and 

structures. The next centuries focused on developing these key terms within is transcendental 

aspects. Philosophers as J. Locke and G. Berkeley notified and put some contures to them by 

divinding those terms into their mathematical categories. The situation with localization of those 

terms become more mathematical in texts of B. Bolzano and then took its notable place as a 

discussion point between mathematicians like A. Poincare and D. Gilbert. What was the point to 

debate there — there's still a question of the nature of the numbers, and it's inner set aspects as 

their inner logic. Along with math paths these terms were getting less preferable in any 

materialistic aspects. Despite this fact thinkers as B. Russell or A. Ginovaef had crossed with 

these problems by pointing here or there about their inner structure and complexed nature [5]. 

This doesn't seem to be something perplexing and queer if nobody can get away from the 

problem with universals.  

Same may be said about the last decades when different thinkers views were concentrated 

at gaps in our comprehension of the relative world. The laws of Physics as well as the knowledge 
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of how society acts have arisen several discussions over such a major theme as the cognitive 

foundations or the Philospophy of Mind. (The place of formal semantics there is determined by 

its requirements to join thoughts and symols by uttering them using formal notations.) All of this 

and more is presented in some similar and widespread thoughts of a metaphysical key point.  

To define this question we would like to start it saying the place of metaphysic and logic 

via their interrelations about each other. And the first point is the accent whether or not logic is a 

metaphysical procedure. The core principle of that can be found in Aristotle's doubting alogos 

forms of using phrases [1]. According to Aristotle as soon as any attempts of getting through the 

way of thinking illogically result in various meanings, e.g. using a term in a previous phrase 

won't stay unchanged. The same thing we're about to find in the debates over the fixated 

designators by S. Kripke. Accorging to him the proper names are linked firmly to some local 

areas in previously chosen logically possible worlds. No matter which are chosen: terms or 

names, our position due to picking something as a complete and a whole thing preserves our 

attitute toward guaranteed derivations. Exemplying it we may draw the next one: let's say we've 

got some logical statements about blue roses, and let these roses be indeed blue, then how be 

with the names itself? By which logic they are being used? The same can be said of some 

unsolved axioms withing a set of accepted axioms in any axiomatic theory [6]. If we want to 

establish some axioms there have to be found some other axioms which have to point why 

exactly these axioms are taken (we may call them meta-axioms, but this won't help us to avoid 

some ambiguities happen there). 

So, metaphysics may be taken as a ground for logic, but this opens a draft for some 

investigations, and such investigations may be a) a factor point of the impact, and b) a field of 

close relations. The former supposes our research to be turned into a series of some over-logical 

investigatins such as any semiotic procedures, and the latter reveals us some formal interrelations 

within logic. Since logic cannot reject such notions (as we said about in the beginning) as 

concepts, ideas, and structures, there's still a raw way of classification of the place of logic now. 

The most notable one as it might be seen historically – is an image or a style of logic inquiry. 

And to example it we need to take a look at some historical discussions, let's say Carnap's formal 

attempts versus Heidegger's critics of the logic's first-place. Thus, as the place of logic has its 

directions so the metaphysical backgrounds are still behind it. 

Now we may look at this picture from a onological point of view. Here we've got dozens 

of said by Russell and Quine (the descriptions versus the references), and we've got examples of 

how H. Putnam (or S. Kripke) doubted internal knowledge of meaning. In any case what the 

most primary ahead is the style or an image of how things look [2]. If we aim an implication as a 

key factor, and we're concentrating on some logic strategies we may reach few ontological 

projections from there. Elaborating it let's suppose we're interested in not how to exist (or what 

does it mean), but on how should we live to exist. And not pointless here is that answering the 

latter one is remarkable to not confuse it with a deal of surviving; it's rather be aesthetical one, 

than about how to survive. 

Since we need to formalize things in somehow this leads to the problem of how the 

symbols – and here we take em as directly logical deities, which are concepts, ideas, and 

structures – relate to something outside of their symbolic world. (We'd like to emphasize that 

here some ideas of Kharkiv philosopher G. Skovoroga may be applied in some way.) And here is 

another question the same one that was taken by group of thinkers in XIX century and later, 

more precisely this question of how numbers exist; this time we may repeat it substituting 

numbers to symbols. This may reveal some key points of how ontology goes via semantics, and 

all that result into metaphysical investigations within philosophy.  

Therefore, the problem of how logic exists and what place it occupies, it's seen that there 

are elements of metaphysical points behind it such as what comes firstly or which defines which. 

Relations between logic and metaphysics are elsewhere and reflect even cultural modern life. 

This lead us some key terms such as concepts, ideas, and structures which are held further during 

the history as picture examples of where the weak points being, considering the main question of 
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this theme to be aimed. The formal side supposes its solution into ontological side that is needed 

in semantics. And in general philosophy works and operates the key formal terms even for now. 

The angle of ontological point is being drawn by the formal semantics aspects, namely they are 

presented by the same question some thinkers took debating about the nature of the numbers as a 

math subject. Mainly, it can show how more core roots of logic, and therefore philosophy, are 

still in some mutual relations, and to answer the questoin about the nature of symbolic forms and 

their origins may be one of key strategies for further philosophical inquiries. 
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Сьогодення вкотре зумовлює необхідність нового підходу до розуміння 

можливостей технологій та методів навчання. Нові технології, нові умови технічної бази 

та загального стану речей (наприклад сучасний стан розвитку суспільства під час 

пандемії) доводить, що старі методики ТСО при навчанні школярів та студентів та ті 

досягнення минулого які відбувалися на теренах викладання та навчання мають нагоду 

задля «нового подиху та втілення», якщо не у повному обсязі, то у обсязі певних методик 

до навчання використовуватися під час планування занять. Принаймні слід звернутися як 

до відповідної науково-педагогічної літератури та розробок, так і до аналізу низки 

навчальних фільмів та програм, які використовувалися у попередні часи з умовою їх 

відповідної переробки та доробки до сучасних технологічних можливостей. У будь-якому 

разі, слід завжди досліджувати сильні та слабкі сторони різних процесів. Інтернет-освіта 

як технологія мусить бути досліджувана та вдосконалена постійно [5–8]. Відповідно 

програми та ті, хто їх пише, хто з ними працює під час навчання (вчителі, викладачі та 

учні, студенти) мусять активно та плідно співпрацювати задля виявлення сильних та 

слабких боків будь – яких технологій та програмного забезпечення. Стосовно 

вищенаведеного актуальною постає питання екологічного виховання та державної 

політики у суспільстві, що трансформується задля формування і екологічного світогляду 

учнів та студентів, слухачів низки курсів. Екологічна грамотність населення, медична 

освіта та поінформованість надзвичайно важливий фактор у подоланні кризового стану. 

Ми вже писали про поняття «Екологічна футурологія» і таким чином можемо звернути 


