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Abstract. Karl Popper (1902-1994) is one of the most eminent philosophers
of the 20th century which reconfigured the scientific method through the
creation of the project (critical spirit) as an alternative to the model of certainty
and traditional verification, as contributions from the philosophy of science
tendencies Doughanism in Both Natural and Human Sciences, We Aim,
Through this philosophical approval Attempt to establish a new Ciritical
Epistemology, The Principle of Open, Critical, Monetary, To Achieve the
Maximum Degree of Accuracy and Scientific Certainsy to Understand the
Human Experience in the Field of Multiple Cultural Perceptions, and Social
Systems Through the Draft Critical Objectivity in Front of the Bets and
Challenges The humanities, and social sciences to enhance Critical Dynamics
and overcome the risks of current ideological stagnation, that forces us to
present the following problem: How did Karl Popper establish an open
rationality as an alternative to false neutrality? What is the truth of human? The
answer to this problem confirms that man has always occupied the centrality
of the epistemic field of humanities, and social and socially based on the
controversy of the transcendent and realistic idealism within the dualism of
being and nature, but with the end of the nineteenth century the human being
occupied the field of experimental studies towards objective knowledge
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through the establishment of the ego’s ego through self-experience, which
forced humanities and social sciences from the birth of modern science to this
day to this day to this day to this day The imperative to overcome all classical
curricula and studies based on ancient Greek perceptions, and the intellectual
and systematic transition towards the scientific situation, to achieve its
presence in the cognitive field through an attempt to establish an accurate
objective independence by adopting the experimental approach like other
modern science as "the" path leading to revealing the truth in science by a
group of general rules that dominate the progress of the mind, and determines
its operations until it reaches a known result".

Keywords: human experience, philosophy of science, ability to denial,
critical spirit, social and human sciences, social criticism, critical objectivity
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KAPJI IIONIEP Y MPOEKT OTKPBITOM MOHETAPHOM
PAIIMOHAJIBHOCTHU: KPUTUKA HAEOJIOI'MYECKUX

MEXAHHM3MOB BEPUOUKAIIMA U ABCOJJIOTHOM YBEPEHHOCTH
SAimuna Bencaxaa*
lepu¢g bensuned™

Aocrpakr. Kapn ITormep (1902-1994) - oxuH M3 caMbIX BBIIAFOLIHXCS
¢unocodpor XX Beka, KOTOPHIH MEPEOCMBICITHII HAYYHBIH METO/, pa3paboTan
MPOEKT «KPUTHUYECKOTO AyXa» KaK allbTePHATUBY MOJENIU YBEPEHHOCTH H
TpaauroHHOHN Bepudukanuu. Ero Bkiaa B punocoduro HayKu cTasl BHI30BOM
JOTMaTHYECKUM TEHJICHIIUSM KaK B €CTECTBEHHBIX, TAK M B T'yMaHUTaApPHBIX
HaykaX. B pamkax manHOU (humocodCckoil paboThl MBI CTPEMHUMCS 3aJI0KHTh
OCHOBBI HOBOW KPUTHUYECKOW SIMUCTEMOJIOTUH, OCHOBAaHHOW HA MPUHIUMIAX
OTKPBITOCTH, KPUTHYHOCTH M PAIMOHATBHOTO IOAXOAd, YTOOBI JIOCTHYB
MaKCUMaJbHOW TOYHOCTH W HAy4yHOH JOCTOBEPHOCTH B IOHUMaHHUH
YEeJIOBEYECKOTO OMBITA B KOHTEKCTE MHOMXECTBEHHOCTH KYJIBTYPHBIX
BOCHPUATUNA ¥ COIUAIBHBIX CHCTeM. Yepe3 KOHIENIHIO KPUTUYECKOM
OOBEKTUBHOCTH HCCIICIYIOTCS BBI3OBBHI, CTOSIIHE TEpe]l TYMaHUTAPHBIMH U
COLIMAJIbHBIMUA HAayKaMH, C ILENbI0 YKPEIUICHUS KPUTHUYECKON IUHAMUKUA U
MIPEOJIOJICHUS UCOTOTHYECKOTO 3aCTOsl. DTO MOJIHUMAET KITFOUEBOW BOTIPOC:
Kak Kapn ITormmep 000CHOBaN OTKPBITYIO pAIMOHATLHOCTD KaK ajJbTepHATHUBY
JIO)KHOM HeHlTpanbHOCTH? B yem 3akiiodaeTcss HCTUHA YEJIOBEYECKOTO
cymectBa? OTBET Ha 3TOT BONPOC MOATBEP)KJIAET, YTO YEJIOBEK BCErja
HAaXOAWJICS B IIEHTPE HIUCTEMOJIOTHYECKOTO TIOJS TyMaHUTAPHBIX U
COLIMaNbHBIX HayK. Ero TmNOHMMaHuWe OMHUpalOCh Ha CIOOP MEXAY
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TPAHCLEHJAEHTHBIM U PEATUCTUUECKUM HJICATIM3MOM B Jyallu3Me ObITUS U
npuponbl. OmHako ¢ koHma XIX Beka 4denoBek Bomenl B chepy
9KCIIEPUMEHTAJIBHBIX HCCIECJOBAHUNA C LEIbI0 JOCTUKEHHUS OOBEKTUBHOTO
3HaHUSA TOCPEICTBOM CaMOIIO3HAHUS, YTO 3aCTaBUJIO TyYMaHHUTApHbBIE H
COLIMAJIbHBbIE HAyKU- HAuYMHAas C 3apOXKJIECHUS COBPEMEHHOM HAayKH U IO cel
JIeHb- MPEOJOJIETh KJIACCUYECKUE TOJAXOAbl M AaHTUYHBIE TIpeUecKHe
npeacraBieHus. B3amMeH 3TOro NpoM30LUIO  MHTEIJIEKTYyaJbHOE U
METOJIOJIOTUYECKOE TMEPEOCMBICIEHUE B CTOPOHY HAYYHOrO TOJXOAa,
cTpemsimierocsi K OOBEKTHMBHOM  HE3aBUCUMOCTH  4Yepe3  IpHHITHE
AKCIIEPUMEHTAILHOTO METO/Ia- MOJI00HO IPYTMM COBPEMEHHBIM HayKaM- Kak
IIyTU K PacKpbITUIO UCTUHBI B HayKe IOCPEACTBOM Habopa OoOLIMX IpaBuJl,
HaMpaBIAOIINX pPa3yM M ONPEACNSAIONUX €ro ACHCTBHS 10 IOTYYESHHUS
JIOCTOBEPHOI'0 pe3yjbTara.

KuioueBble c10Ba: yenoBedecKuil onbIT, punocodus HaAyKu, CIOCOOHOCTh
K OIPOBEP)KEHUI0, KPUTHUECKUN TyX, COLIMAIbHBIE U TYMaHUTApHbIE HAYKH,
collManbHask KPUTHKA, KpUTHYECKasi OObEKTUBHOCTD
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KARL POPPER VO ACIQ MONETAR RASIONALLIQ LAYIHOSI:
IDEOLOJi DOGRULAMA MEXANIZMLORINO TONQID VO
MUTLOQ 9MINLIK

Yamina Bensahla*
Sarif Benzineb**

Abstrakt. Karl Popper (1902-1994) XX asrin an gérkomli filosoflarindan
biridir. O, elm metodunu yenidon formalagdiraraq ominlik vo onanavi
dogrulama modelina alternativ olaraq "tongidi ruh" layihasini yaratmisdir. Bu,
elm folsafasindoki Dogangiliq (dogmatizm) meyillorine qarst ham tobist, hom
do humanitar elmlar sahasindo mihim bir tohfadir. Biz bu falsafi yanasma
vasitasilo yeni bir tonqidi epistemologiyanin- agiq, tonqidi, monetar prinsiplars
asaslanan- qurulmasim toklif edirik. Magsadimiz insan tacrubasini mixtalif
modoni dork formalart vo sosial sistemlor sahosindo daha dogig vo elmi
aminliklo basa diismokdir. Bu, humanitar va sosial elmlorin garsisinda duran
marc Vo cagiriglara qarsi tongidi obyektivlik layihasini irali stirmokls tongidi
dinamizmi giclondirmays vo hazirki ideoloji durgunluq risklorini agsmaga
yonolib. Bu iso bizi asagidaki osas problemo gotirir: Karl Popper saxta
neytralliga alternativ olaraq agiq rasionalligi neca asaslandirdi? insan hogigoti
nadir? Bu problemo cavab olaraq geyd edilir ki, insan hamiso humanitar vo
sosial elmlarin epistemik sahosinds morkazi moévqe tutmusdur. Bu da varliq vo
tobiot dualizmi daxilindoki transsendent vo realist idealizm arasindaki
mubahisoys asaslanir. Lakin XIX asrin sonlarina dogru insan eksperimental
todgigat sahasina daxil olmus va obyektiv bilik axtarigt namina 6z “man”inin
tocribasi vasitosilo elmi ego-nun osasint qoymusdur. Bu, miiasir elmin
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dogulusundan bu giina godor humanitar va sosial elmlori gadim yunan
tosavvirlorine asaslanan klassik proqgramlari vo yanasmalar: asmaga macbur
etmigdir. Eyni zamanda bu saholor digor mduasir elmlords oldugu kimi,
obyektiv mistaqilliyi vo elmi mdvgeni tosis etmok Uc¢lin eksperimental
yanagsmani qabul etmoays baslamisdir. Belaliklo, elm sahasinds hagigati izo
cixarmaga aparan "Uimumi qaydalar" toplusu formalasmisdir ki, bu qaydalar
agila rohborlik edir vo amoliyyatlarini miiayyan edarok onu malum naticoya
yonaldir.

Acar sozlar: insan tocriibasi, elm falsafasi, inkar gabiliyysti, tongidi ruh,
sosial vo humanitar elmlor, sosial tongid, tongidi obyektivlik
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1.Introduction

The attempt to establish a project of humanities and social sciences has been
and still exists since the birth of modern sciences, where the human phenomena
are subject to the scientific status by applying it within the experimental field
with the aim of reaching the utmost accuracy, and scientific certainty to
understand the reality of human experience from a deep, historical, cultural,
political, and spiritual perspective ... It also addresses all the ways that allow
self -reflection. In fact, living in front of the inevitability of the process of
social change based on the dialectic of the constant and the variable.

But despite the fact that the science of soul is new science, but it expanded
today to include new branches associated with the positive project that works
to overcome contemplative philosophical discourse through the establishment
of a new philosophical thought that comes out of thought and liberates it from
the traditional, abstract perceived side to the field of applied reality, because
the study of human experience requires the combination of the historical
dimension and the current reality in order to reach the correct evaluation, To
analyze human activity, as the human and social sciences are concerned with
objective and aware scientific criticism of human existence, and the extent of
its association with the truth by applying experimental models, its product was
the study of mental and emotional processes by psychology, while sociology
dealt with relations and social institutions framed for human behavior, to
address history science the repercussions of the issues and events of the past in
human life.

The subjugation of human phenomena and experiments to accurate objective
study imposes the inevitability of using multiple systems of research, because
the only field of real knowledge is scientific knowledge based on the positive
affirmation of theories through the strict scientific method, which determines
the nature of the existing difference between natural sciences, humanities, and
social sciences within two basic points: “the objective of the human
phenomenon on the one hand, and its model on the other hand”, but talking
about the issue of science. Humanity and social means studying the
problematic problem of metoder, because the problem of the curriculum, and
the reality of research in human and social phenomena made it mortgaged in
its development in front of stakes and inevitable challenges for a very rapid
process of a world controlled by the trilogy "digital language, technical,
scientific thought" as it is a city at the same time to the multiple cultural
choices, as well as various ideological perceptions in a time that does not
recognize the limits, nor for privacy.

Karl R. Popper alerted to the methods of research in social sciences, and tried
to determine the most important reasons that led to its delay, but it ended up
"the impossibility of predicting the future because human history is greatly
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affected by the growth of knowledge”, which means the impossibility of
predicting the growth of knowledge, and it forced him to the need to pay
attention to the problem of providing knowledge, and its growth to objective
knowledge through his criticism of the classic rationality on which it is based
on it Social sciences, and the attempt to establish a new critical epistemology
of the principle of open scientific criticism that goes beyond the traditional
traditional epistemology field since "Avristotle until Descartes, passing through
the Hobbes, Luke, Barclay and Hume, until Kant all the way to messengers
and his freezing" because it is based on the link between our subjective minds,
and with the topics of knowledge called the messengers of belief or judgment
Jegement, which made science just a special quality Safe for beliefs, "what
made Bober interested in two basic principles (scientific criticism, the criterion
of distinction between self -knowledge and objectivity to overcome the
traditional methods of epistemology, and to open the way for objective
knowledge and the possibility of the scientific phenomenon.

This puts us in front of a difficult equation whose variables are the
effectiveness of the current circumstances, and the effectiveness of the human
and social sciences that have become the basic condition of civilization and
nationalism, it is the major development equation to ensure a scientific
mentality, and an intellectual continuity of critical, not effective, because the
emergence of the humanities was associated with the emergence of
epistemological problems, and other Awaisi metology that refused to
recognize its science and determine its status. Pestimia within the system of
contemporary knowledge with a barbaric concern, and other, the most
important of which are:

[1 How did Karl Popper established open -minded rationality in the field of
imperial science?

[1 What are the foundations of the criterion of denial? Is it considered
applicable to the privacy of spiritual science?
2.Karl Popper's criticism of science: from verification to denial
1.2.Human and social sciences in the field of Boubari's criticism:

Karl R. Popper is considered one of the greatest philosophers of
contemporary sciences who have presented criticisms of the Natural Sciences
research program in the light of contemporary trends through its criticisms of
the problem of traditional induction, and to the reference of the enlargement of
the field of scientific knowledge and the establishment in a broader field of
what was defined by the discourse, which was underlined in the classical
discourse, Dogmatic, where its author has opened "to what rationalism is
classic, which has been underlined in dogmatic rationalism, which was
underlined in dogmatic rationalism, that rationalism is classic, which was
underlined in classical rationalism, which has a classic clue in dogmatic
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rationalism, where its author opened” "'l believe that | have been able to solve
a major philosophical problem: Induction, and I reached the solution in 1927
or on this subject ... However, a few philosophers support my opinion that |
analyzed the problem of induction. " He said in the same context Lakatos in an
article he wrote on Popper, "Popper's ideas represent the most important
development of an event in the philosophy of the 20th century”, as some
scholars of natural history recognize him in the same context. Popper is due to
his idea of falsiapiability "as a direct perception of science, while sociologists
show that" the concept of testing hypotheses in exchange for facts "is a
scientific victory that Karl Popper in the history of philosophical and scientific
thought.

Karl Popper presented a strong criticism of the approach of research in
natural sciences in the light of contemporary tendencies, while it dominated
the field of research and thought, and the attempt to establish a new scientific
rationality including the field of scientific thought of human sciences, where
intellectual chaos in the new physics in the first quarter of the Carrle career,
confirmed that philosophy of the card. The philosophy of contemporary
sciences is continuous direct contact with the fictitious radical changes brought
by the theory of relativity of Einstein, the private and the public, and the
mechanics of the quantum theory of the French physicist Max Plank, and
Bouber also led a strong attack on the logical situation through its logic of
disciplization of the scientific regime, which made the situation of the
scientific regime The scientific regime in 1934. Although it played an
important role in its intellectual and philosophical references, that did not
prevent it from criticizing the criterion of gunshots to prove that it is not
applicable as it said: "They declared that the posts in their desire to cancel
metaphysics, they cancel the flag with metaphysics, because scientific
problems ... because it is based on the facts in fact that has logically returned
to primary experience problems ... "because it is based on the scientific facts
that are logical to them. It is significant, as criticized by inductive doctrines,
and the gaps that result from the growth of knowledge, and scientific disclosure
together, so that its alternative in the field of scientific knowledge is the
standard of discipline, the basis of chulpitiology.

The physicist Vikktor Kraft answered this problem (the relationship between
Popper, and a ring in Vienna) through his article under the title "Popper and a
ring in us" and said:

* Popper never belonged to an episode in us

* Popper's work himself cannot be understood without reference or referring to
an episode in us, which played an important role in the development of his
opinions
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* Popper read the Rudolph KarenabR.Carnap book "Expression and Logical
Language” and considered it the beginning of a real revolution
* Popper sees in his book "Conjectures and refutation”

This relationship between Popper and the episode of Vienna proves, but it
stopped for almost twenty years, and despite this, it shared the logical situation
its experimental trend, but it rejected the excessive imperial and defends the
imperial in the face of the doctrines of Bananakiri, and Duhim, "as Kraft notes
in the same psychoanalysis tale in Freud, and the psychology of the individual ™
These theories and found itself to raise the following questions:

How to decide if the theory is correct?
» How the scientific problems gets
2.2.Popperian objective and criticism of the standard of ability to achieve:

Carl Popper Criticized The Standard of the Verification of the Logical
Situation in His Book "The Logic of Scientific Disclosure™ and proven that is
not Applicable, through His Critical Study of the Criterion of Discrimination
As It Brings Together the Self -Study with the Subject Studied in the Field
WHERE BetWeen the phrases of meaning, and the phrases free of meaning
makes the outlets or phrases that do not have external achievement of false,
while from the point that have a sense or realization of the domain, these are
sincere problems, and this can be examined by the standard of the capacity to
investigate, which is based on "a prior hypothesis that decides for each problem
which should be possible and if it is unaccomplicated where we must decide
whether the problem is sincere or false. "

The standard of capacity to verify after the distinction between false
problems and sincere problems to classify the last in preliminary and logical
problems, and the combination of them produces a scientific and scientific
problem which is subject to study and reflection provided that it is revenge
opposite is false, because the truth of the partial sentence indicates the sincerity
of the atomic sentence which is constituted, we can therefore Completely lying.
3.2.The standard of discrimination occupied between: science and
metaphysics

The criterion of discrimination by Karl Popper is a systematic character, but
it is based on not in the field of imperial science. He said: "He puts the world,
whether theoretically or experimentally, problems or the coordination of
problems, then to gradually test them in the field of imperial sciences, and in
particular hypotheses or coordination of theories, and it is a test in the face of
experience through observation and experience”, which means a logical
analysis in the field of empirical sciences, and between the logic of knowledge
of knowledge.

Popper also emphasizes the need to distinguish between metaphysics, and
the pseudo science because metaphysical issues cannot be denying them with
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descriptive personal issues, such as our saying, "There are sincere college
issues that will not be denied by any number of descriptive personal issues"
which prompted him to move away from this type of issues, but this does not
mean excluding metaphysical issues from the field of knowledge, but rather,
but rather He said about emphasizing its importance in building abstract mock
knowledge at the forefront of the English edition of the logic of scientific
disclosure, "It is a Muslim fact that pure metaphysical ideas, and then
philosophical ideas of utmost importance to cosmology, from Talis to
Antistine, and from ancient atoms to Descartes' reflections on the material, and
from Newton's and Lebints, and Baskovic about the powers to Faradi
reflections and Einstein on areas Powers, metaphysical ideas illuminated the
landmarks of the road. ”As for the pseudo sciencescience, according to the
piperian philosophy, it is just metaphysical images of the progress of sincere
college issues, but this is rejected by Popper because they do not correspond to
the observable situations in the external reality, and what it confirmed through
his saying, “We must set our eyes to the standards of rejection, and we must
agree that Observed positions really means that the theory is rejected, but what
kind of clinical responses refuse to satisfy the analyst, it is not just a partial
diagnosis, but rather the psychological analysis itself, "which means that the
function of observation of false science is not achieved because the condition
of conformity between the observation, and the external incident as is the case
in psychology.

If the standard of biographical discrimination is the result of its metaphysical
perception of science as it is based on basic steps that can be presented in
entirety and descriptive issues, while the flag is delivered by the total issues
that it experiences in front of facing the state of observed things or topics,
which means that any theoretical thinking can be interpreted as it proposes
entirely and descriptive issues, but if the theoretical saying or thinking is
offered in violation, then it must be described as non -scientific or false science
like our saying:

* s 1: the case of a man pushing a small child to the water to drown
* S2: The case of another man sacrifices his life in an attempt to save the child

According to Freud's psychological analysis, the condition of each case is
determined as follows:

* s 1: The first man suffers from a suppression or complex of Oedipus
* s 2: The second man tried to satisfy the tendency of vanity in himself

This makes the theoretical structure of psychoanalysis no- Non-Descriptive,
because psychological analysis cannot be denied by relying on observation as
it does not indicate the state of observed things, which makes him classify in
the field of non-science, and therefore we find that the perception of the nature
of the relationship between the theory, and observation in the imperial sciences
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through the model of non-similar between the general and descriptive issues,
and personal issues, and personal issues. Descriptive.

Karl Popper also distinguishes between the logic of knowledge and the
psychology of knowledge to prove the importance of the relationship between
the counterpart and the observation of spirit sciences, as it refers to the logical
structure of the theory and the extent of its conformity to reality, which makes
the logical relationships within the theory a subject of imperial rejection
because the deductive test of the theory is returned to reality, which means that
Popper does not care about the source of ideas, but rather cares about a suitable
extent These ideas are for reality, which is confirmed by its distinction between
the three worlds from the ontological point of view in his book "Objective
Knowledge and said" The first world is the physical world or the world of
physical cases, and the second world is the mental world or the world of mental
states, and the third world is a world that is reasonable in the objective sense
and it is the world of possible things for thought ", which means that the
objective boulear knowledge is independent of the subjective situation of the
individual mind In the same context, he said, "Knowledge of the objective
sense is knowledge without knowing KNOWER, it is a knowledge without the
knowledge of Knowring Subject”, which means that all the mental activities of
the well -known self classifies by Popper in the world 3 where he said in his
book "The soul and its brain™ there is a third world the world of the contents
of thought and the products of the human mind ... such as stories, frank myths,
tools, and scientific theories either Sincerely or false, scientific problems,
social institutions, and artistic works "which means that the third world is the
manufacture of man, which makes them material embodiment that combines
world 1 and world 3", which drives people to produce other topics for the world
3, and they exercise an impact on the first world."

Popper asserts through the controversy of the three worlds, and the position
of everything that the individual makes in the third world is that "theories are
the outcomes of human thought, but the theories have a certain degree of
independence™ where this proves to us through the example of the account (2
x 2 =4), and he said, "From behaviorals who see it as a correct issue that should
be interpreted as a human creation ... but the matter is not so it is a logical result
of our numerical format Problems can be discovered not to invent."

Karl Popper compared the mental trend to the critical trend through the
necessity of dropping it all the decisions or self -solutions, which is what he
emphasizes in the introduction to the first English edition in 1959 and said,
"The important point is that when we suggest a solution to a problem, we
should try in various ways to drop our solution instead of defending it, and
unfortunately, a little of those who practice this direct perception”, as it is
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possible that Popper sees that it is possible We approach the epistemology
problem through one of the following three methods:

* The problem of regular knowledge

* Knowing Common Sense Knowledge

* The problem of scientific knowledge

Karl Popper studied the three epistemology entrances to a critical study
where he sees that philosophers who prefer the first entrance (regular
knowledge) believe that scientific knowledge is just an extension of the
knowledge of common common understanding only "what makes them
describe the new way of ideas instead of analyzing the ordinary language
according to which the knowledge of common common understanding is
formed, where they put instead of analyzing vision, perception, knowledge or
belief: I am: I see, | realize, | know, I think, maybe, perhaps ... ", but this makes
the owners of this entrance cannot reach a good understanding of most
epistemological problems, which is what Popper said in the same context"”
Now I can respond to those who prefer this entrance to the theory of knowledge
even though | go that scientific knowledge is merely an evolution of regular
knowledge or knowledge of common common understanding except that most
of the problems are completely convinced. The important and many
epistemology will remain completely unresolved for those who define
themselves by analyzing normal knowledge or knowing common
understanding or formulating it in the normal language".

To conclude that the first entrance based on analyzing knowledge by
analyzing the ordinary language is narrow in terms of the analysis of
knowledge in front of the function of epistemology according to the boulear
theory. He said, "I will classify philosophers who take the second entrance into
two guns of goats and sheep". As for the second group, Popper acknowledges
that they are not a special approach for them, but rather they "adopt any
approach that they think may help them to see their knowledge problems
clearly or shed light on the solution even if in a temporary way", but the
multiplicity of curricula produces the multiplicity of artificial languages
models in the field of knowledge, and it is unable to talk about the problems of
knowledge growth according to the boulear theory.

The last group includes the Western epistemological group that did not
contribute to Popper to establish a philosophical approach that helps the growth
of knowledge, and the expansion of the philosophical epistemological field
because they were concerned with analyzing scientific problems only where
he said, "They did not exert themselves in the progress of any philosophical
approach, and they use the analysis of scientific problems, theories,
procedures, and scientific discussions in this epistemology within this The
group is all the philosophers of the great West and their ancestors from Barclay,
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Kant, Wifle, Walt, Percy, Duhaim, Maerson ... but they discovered that
scientific knowledge is the outcome of the growth of knowledge for common
common understanding, and scientific knowledge can be studied easily more
than the knowledge of joint understanding "which means the possibility of
studying scientific knowledge in a way that is easier than studying the
knowledge of common understanding as it is the outcome that constitutes the
initial and partial issues of total scientific knowledge.

After the circular critical study of the three groups, he tried to prove that most
of the classical epistemological problems related to the problem of the growth
of knowledge in the imperial sciences are practically unsuccessful, which
forced him to propose a new entrance to pistomology through his book "The
logic of scientific disclosure™ is the entrance to the analysis of discussions and
the positions of scientific problems with the aim of understanding the history
of scientific thought "because it confirms that scientific knowledge is merely
the outcome of knowledge based on common sense Common.
3.Karl Popper and the criterion of the guns of denial:
1.3.crisis of induction between repetition and justification:

Karl Popper refused to use the principle of repetition or repeated experiences
on which traditional induction is based and considered it just an illusion. It is
made by his mental, biological, psychological activity, and on that he said,
"They are interpretations in the light of theories that we only notice what our
problems, our biological position, our interests, our expectations, and our
programs are relevant” which proves that the principle of repetition is invalid
according to the biographical philosophy, then we are in this case if we hope
for reality in order to reach the scientific facts. By re -understanding or
discovery, according to Popper, what a person made within the controversy of
the three worlds, which made him reject the term invention, and confirming
that he said, "Just as our note tools are based on theories as well as our
themselves without which we cannot notice, there is no sensual member that
is free from the theories of a genetically integrated expectation of it, such as
that the frog is unable to see a fly near it if it does not move" Repeated because
theories do not come through repeated observations, "We must abandon the
theory of induction by repetition, and we replace them with a freshness of the
awareness of his testing from theories or action programs, and their critical
testing through their use in our actions".

Karl Popper also criticized the principle of justification for the induction
methods that "is established by inferring personal issues that appear from
noteing or experiments reports to universal statements such as theories and
assumptions” from here arose the induction problem based on inductive
inferences in terms of being justified, But under what conditions is this
justification?
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Popper answers us by absolute rejection by saying, "Is it possible to justify
the lawsuit that a theory is a good interpretation of an emotional reasons, that
is, by assuming the sincerity of testing issues or specific observation issues?
For sincerity theory or the total issue.

The issue of induction and the systematic problems raised by Karl Popper in
the cognitive field of the history of science and philosophy of science is the
starting point of his thinking, and the floor of establishing his new
epistemological project by searching for the standard of sincere scientific
rationality through his criticism of traditional induction and inductive
tendencies, through his position on analyzing the problem of induction and
"showing errors that surround the inductive doctrines, and the resulting of them
A limit in front of the growth of knowledge and scientific disclosure, "and to
prove this, Karl Popper made the logical situation his epistemological
reference in building open critical scientific rationality through the criterion of
the testing of the test, the physical tendency that characterizes the pioneers of
the logical situation.

Karl Popper accepted the criterion of the testing of the test, but it differs from
the episode of Vienna because it was "affected by the sensory imperial of both
Ernest Mach and Arsal, the experience on which the knowledge of reality is
based is found with sensory perception and merged under the term
observation”, which means that the criterion of the test is based on the
importance of congruence between the observed subject and the external
reality that results in the series of interconnected imperial sensations, Vigel,
“The final realism under which the phrase falls is a series of interconnected
sensations.” In the same context, Karenab wanted to establish experimental
perceptions through the dependence on “the initial experiences of the
individual self through matter and the assembly of similarities”, which makes
all imperial issues assumed, capable or capable of turning into issues related to
the initial experiences to include all issues. Empire, which is proven by the
imposition, and notes as issues on things, even if they are expressed in the
language of physics.

Popper rejected the observation of the hypothetical test adopted by the
logical situation because it is not sufficient to visualize the observation is
psychological, while the basic issues should include objective facts, but the
logical situation does not find a fundamental difference between
(experience/issue), but Karl Popper differentiates between the imperial
experience, and the overall issue where we find it concerns the objective issue
as it is essential, and does not care about the imperial experience because it is
because it is It is linked to self -sensation, which is the essence of the chapter
of the criterion of the prohibition of the testing between the logical situation
and the Carl Popper, because it confirms that the understanding of science and
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scientific knowledge is achieved within a relative, unstable process. "We must
study the growth of science by defining the starting point in our research, which
is the problems by relying on our main conceptual unit through guessing,
rejection or guess followed by criticism because there is no fixed basis for
knowledge so that every temporary knowledge" Popper determines the starting
point of the critical rationality of the Imperial sciences through the problems
as a result of speculation resulting from the observation of the subject studying
the subject in the field, provided that it is followed by criticism because there
is no fixed knowledge and it is what results in the growth of scientific
knowledge that is characterized by the critical of the "pulpitable theories™ in
exchange for non -scientific theories that include non -denial theories.

Karl Popper is the growth of knowledge, the starting point for the
development of the practical research of imperial sciences by identifying field
problems, because nature includes the sincere total issues that are symmetrical
with reality, which makes the growth of knowledge is through the beginning
of the Elimination of Error error, which is what Popper explains to us through
the formula that was mentioned in the logic of scientific disclosure

2——— = =
P1: We start with a problem

TT: Drafting a solution or a theory temporarily

EE: We show temporary solutions to all possible arduous tests in the context
of the process of deleting the error that leads us to formulate new problems
P2: The new problems that were formulated after criticizing the solutions (EE)
P1 is the most important moment in the curriculum of the Bougrant Criticism,
because it is the moment when the problem is determined, which is considered
the starting point for the successful rational critical criticism where we must
start from the field, and employ the observation based on the speculation
followed by the criticism, which is the guesses that Popper calls the systematic
decisions, the latter that are converted into sincere total issues, in the sense of
objective and accurate objective theories (TT) and that after deleting all issues
And the false partial speculation in which the observation does not reflect what
is in the external reality, to transfer the critical mind to the most important stage
and is the necessity of criticism directed at the overall issues (EE) because there
is no fixed knowledge according to the critical philosophy, which means the
reproduction of new problems (P2) and they are problems that arise from our
creative creative activity, which results in the growth of spontaneity, and the
continuation of a process of growth of knowledge in the field of epistemology
of monetary epistemology By rebuilding critical rationality in the field of
imperial science that aims to grow knowledge towards more accurate objective
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knowledge. But how are the separation of sincere issues and false issues in the
field?

Karl Popper answers us through his epistemological idea, "Natural
Selection”, which he has detailed in his book "The soul and its brain™, and he
said about that, "We learn from experience through the act, and the election”
and here means everything that human activity in the third world is produced
from the actions based on goals, desires, expectations, and theories ... The act
of learning according to Popper means a process of amending our expectations,
And our theories, or as Popper calls them with the programs of our actions,
said, "It is a process of amendment and selection, especially through the
refutation of our expectations”. What means the knowledgeable self is the
active self in the field, but what are the levels of natural election?

Karl Popper determines three levels of natural election that combined
adaptive changes within the three structures, which are the following:

1.The structure at the genetic level: is the genome DNA

2.The structure at the animal and human behavioral level: The inherited
stocks include genetically from the possible forms of behavior, in addition to
the rules of behavior transmitted by custom that belong to science 3.

3.The structure at the level of formation of scientific theory: It consists of the
prevailing scientific theories that are transmitted with custom, and the
imperceptible problems.

Popper made the field of linking, and the interaction between these three
structures through indoctrination, where "the genome copies as a template, and
then by the two refinement, and the custom is transmitted with direct
indoctrination, including simulation, but the new adaptive changes in the
inherited structure”, which means that the act of natural election Nature Séility
is the liquidation of the correct action, and the rejection of test attempts is not
The righteous within the conflict of the three structures, where he said, "The
natural election process is in itself a permanent struggle that excludes those
unpleasant assumptions.” Therefore, the difference between scientific
knowledge and pre-scientific knowledge is Pre-Scientific is:

Scientific knowledge: always exposed to conscious criticism in a systematic
theoretical in theoretical.

» Pre -Scientific knowledge: It grows mainly by deleting an inappropriate
hypothesis because scientific criticism often exposes our theories and deletes
the wrong ones before we resort to deletion.

So the method of mental criticism is a dynamic system based on the purpose
of the growth of knowledge towards honesty, the aim of the growth of
knowledge through a good critical basis, which allows us to distinguish issues
closest to honesty than others, which means that the steadfastness of the theory
or the issue in the field of arduous imperial sciences in front of the campaign
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of open scientific criticism, and the absence of scientific criticism means
destroying the science plan, where he said, “It is correct to make mistakes in
the observation It leads to false personal issues, but the world rarely has the
opportunity to describe a personal issue as an imperial or metaphysical issue.
3.2.Popperian solution to the problem of induction:

Karl Popper answered about the problem of stability in his author, "The logic
of scientific disclosure”, as it depends on the need to distinguish between two
types of issues:

» Personal issues: indicate what can be observed in the field of sectors of time
and space.
* Total issues: refer to the sectors of time and place, which makes the general
image of the total issue for each point in place and time, or for all areas of time
and place.

Imperial sciences are mainly based on the discovery of the theories or total
issues through what Popper calls "the assignments of the universal
hypotheses”, while in contrast we find that scientific theories are based on
entire issues called the laws of the nature of Natures “and if the theory is
expressed by partial imperial issues it is possible We note it in specific sectors
of the place and time”, which is what Bouper has demonstrated with his famous
example (theissue of white pelicans), which he formulated in his author “The
logic of scientific disclosure”.

Karl Popper believes that scientific issues are descriptive issues that include
all field observations within a field) time+place+fine conditions), and in return
we find it rejects the limits of the theory that Carneab said, and based on this it
becomes the idea of Popper correct "because no final or consecutive number
of personal issues can be covered or click It includes all the points or sectors
of time and place, "and therefore the criticism of the reasoning is only through
the total issues because (the imperial observations of the white swwle) cannot
justify the result that (all the pelican is white) no matter how it is the number
Personal issues that do not justify the total issues, but rather the most that you
can do is to deny them Falsify "because we reach the total issues by deduction
and refinement of Falsification" so the search for sincere total issues is done
by deleting false issues, which is what Popper has proven when he said that
"science is progressing through its attempt to deny the total issues, which is
rejected through Dependence on the criterion of distinguishing between
science, and no knowledge, as science provides the general, descriptive issues
that are denying by the personal, descriptive issues, as for the science, the
metaphysics, and the false science do not suggest such a identification ",
because it does not result from the logical image of the overall sayings,” all x
isp ", which cannot be drawn from abnormal quotes, but it can be reversed by
abnormal quotes™.
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The entrance to Popper differs in its treatment of the theory of science
through the issue of (all the swanish) from all other entrances to the
philosophers, the regions, and the philosophers of science, because it puts the
problem as the main research starting point, and an objective income by
"determining the problem that he wants to deal with and then provides a
formula for it, and by determining the problem, and formulating it, it analyzes
it from all aspects in a critical way that can pay the possible solutions to its
problem It excludes it one by one to remain one solution and the problem
through which it has become clear in all its dimensions. Decision, what is
defined by systematic decisions?

Karl Popper determines the field of differentiation between the total and
preliminary issues through the descriptive nature, which means that "one of
them at least must be false, and in the case of the resulting test before this
contradiction to the decision to refuse to deny, the decision to reject a theory
on the basis of any test requires a tribal Decision to accept specific initial
issues" means that accepting partial primary issues gives us the foundations
The logic that allows the rejection of the theories contradicting the total issues,
and therefore we find that what is tested in the field of imperial sciences is
partial or descriptive issues alongside the elements of logic and mathematics,
which gives us the field of prediction of the total issues but within the field of
the dialectic of time and space, which was confirmed by Popper in his saying,
"Acceptance of issues can only provide us with logical foundations To reject
theories that contradict the initial issues, "such as our application of the
calculation on reality, this loses its characteristic as a logical calculation and
becomes a descriptive theory that accepts the imperial rejection, but™ if the
logical account is treated as not subject to rejection in the sense that it is a
format of sincere logical formulas instead of being a descriptive scientific
theory", it does not apply to reality in this case, to add Bober in the same
context™ and so we may be "and so we may be We started to determine the
problem and limit it to the narrowest possible scope of questions, then we
ended with systematic decisions about it determining its importance in the
context, and sheds light on them adequately, "which means that the directed
decisions are the result of the conflict interacting between the field observation,
and determining the questions to draw the problem
4.Conclusion

Popper has opened the field of contemporary philosophical thought and
science within the widest scale through its establishment of critical scientific
rationality open to the problem of growth of knowledge in the field of imperial
sciences that exceeded the classical, dogmatic rationalism through the
importance of separation, and the distinction between experience/theory, as
Karl Popper stresses that it is absurd that the researcher puts the assumption
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and is isolated from looking at the reality and clues related to it, there is no
imposition that can be isolated from The precedent is one of the observations
of the clues that support the imposition, whether consciously or unclear, its
systematic and dynamic proposal is based on the analog basis between the
ability to verify and the ability to denounce.

Karl Popper tried to respond to his critics through his absolute rejection of
the problem of justifying scientific issues, as he sees that if the scientific issues
are total and objective, the issues that belong to the field of imperial science
must be objective, i.e. the ability to test autonomy, which gives it the right to
devise other issues that are continuously test, but if the basic issues in their role
are subject to mutual self -testing, then then he will not There are final issues
in science or issues that cannot be tested, and therefore one of them will not
reject in principle, by denying some of the results that can be deduced from
which it is not scientific unless it is subject to a test to be done to refute it,
meaning that the theory is scientifically acceptable at a moment by achieving
an important condition that is subject to rejection, and the theory remains valid
as long as it does not refute.

Our adoption of the Al -Boubari scientific approach makes us approach more
than honesty through the clear formulation of problems and testing, so that the
bottom line is that the issues of stability cannot be sincere sincerely true, which
requires us to exclude the psychological tendency, and to adopt the deductive
test of theories, and issues that should not be empirical until they are scientific
issues that are achieved through application The scientific theory of pulse
critical theory is that it depends on a metaphysical perception because it
assumes the truth of all natural issues, as they are total issues, although facts
do not guarantee this. But can Falsifiability be applied to machine learning and
artificial intelligence?.
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