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The Genesis of the Historicism Principle in Philosophy and Science
Main problem: to trace the formation of the principle of historicism in philosophy and science, associated with the name of Hegel and representatives of the philosophy of science (postpositivism).

Purpose: due to the fact that the analysis and study of the problem of concrete historicism in the field of philosophy is not only of historical and philosophical interest, but also of actual importance, it is necessary to investigate its genesis associated with Hegel's philosophy.

Methods: in the article, the authors used a philosophical methodology that corresponds to the modern level of scientific and theoretical culture and science. The authors implemented the principles of dialectics in the process of research, such as the ascent from the abstract to the concrete, the principle of development, the principle of concreteness and other principles of dialectics.

Results and their significance: Concrete historicism has its genesis. Due to the fact that any subject is the result of previous development, consideration of the subject should be historical, it is necessary to study the internal logic of the historical process (the history of the subject).
Keywords: specific historicism, dialectical and logical principles, cognition, dialectics, historical and logical.   
Introduction
The world of information, post-industrial society constantly poses logical and epistemological problems in the field of science and philosophy. Therefore, there arises the task of a comprehensive study of dialectics as a methodology of scientific knowledge of the world.  Dialectics as a method corresponds to the modern level of scientific and theoretical culture and science. The task of dialectics as logic is to study the nature and specificity of the philosophical principles of cognition. Specific historicism is one of the fundamental principles of dialectical logic and dialectics.  The role of dialectics as a general theory of development determines the special relevance of further development of principles and the need to study ways of its specific application to the knowledge of the most complex phenomena and processes in all areas of reality. Dialectics includes historicity, which is the organic unity of dialectics and historicism. A logically correct understanding of the history of an object helps to reveal its inner necessity, essence. The logical coincides with the historical process internally and reproduces the latter in its essence.  The logical, being the embodiment of the historical, contributes to the active reflection of the historical process.   The logical method of research discards accidents, zigzags of history, can even disrupt the historical sequence of events, rearrange them, correct the course of history, and can go in the opposite direction to the historical process. Moreover, the corrections made from the standpoint of logic are not subjective, but on the contrary, reveal an objective pattern, allow us to trace the essence in its explicit, not distorted by accidents
The relevance of developing a specific historicism is due to the tasks of researching modern society, the latter can successfully develop on the basis of science, theoretical understanding of the past, careful analysis of the present and foresight of the future. The rapid development of modern science as a peculiar form of cognition and a specific type of spiritual production constantly poses epistemological problems that are successfully resolved from the perspective of specific historicism. The need to study specific historicism is also explained by its methodological function in the construction of a scientific theory, in which all its most important components (concepts and principles) must be derived in strict accordance with the history of the displayed reality and with the history of its cognition. In this regard, a critical analysis of this problem in the historical and philosophical context, its genesis and development in order to identify positive potential and rational ideas is undoubtedly relevant.
Materials and methods
The authors of this article used primary sources in their research. The study of the formation and development of the principle of historicism in the field of philosophy and science became possible thanks to the analysis of sources. In this regard, Hegel's works "The Phenomenology of the Spirit" and "The Science of Logic" were of particular importance. 
The article uses a philosophical methodology that corresponds to the modern level of scientific and theoretical culture and science. The authors implemented the principles of dialectics, such as the ascent from the abstract to the concrete, the principle of development, the principle of concreteness and other dialectical and logical principles.
An analysis of the problem of specific historicism has shown that there are poorly developed aspects that indicate that the following is needed: 
- to trace the genesis of the principle of historicism in the field of philosophy and science.
Results
1. Specific historicism has its genesis associated with the name of Hegel and representatives of the philosophy of science (postpositivism);
2. For the first time in the history of thought, Hegel formulated historicism as an integral principle, expressing the development of concepts in logic, as a result of which the system of logical categories itself was presented to him as a filmed historical process, as a unity of historical and logical, while the thinker proceeds from the primacy of the logical;
3. Representatives of the philosophy of science (postpositivism) investigated the problem of growth, development, and change of knowledge, turning to the history of science, they began to build models for the development of scientific knowledge.
Discussion 
Due to the fact that each phenomenon is the result of all previous development, its specific theoretical understanding cannot be achieved without a historical approach to it. Now there is no researcher who would reject the historicity of phenomena and the need for historical consideration of the subject from the threshold. But the whole point is, how to understand this historical consideration? In philosophy, to stand on the basis of an exclusively historical consideration of the subject, a simple uncritical description, meant to make research extremely difficult, because with such an approach one has to take into account all sorts of zigzags and deviations. Historical consideration of a subject is successful if it is based on a logical, theoretical understanding of the subject. In turn, the logical way of considering a subject is important if it is verified by history, by the direct process of formation of this subject. A historical method is needed that would simultaneously coincide with the logical method. These methods are closely intertwined with each other, and there is no such subject of knowledge in relation to which it would be appropriate to use an exclusively logical or historical method. The essence of the unity of historical and logical is that the actual historical development of the subject is the basis for the logical development of thoughts of theoretical knowledge, where the latter must necessarily coincide with the course of historical development in its main main and essential points.
The most important characteristic of specific historicism is the objectivity of consideration, which focuses on an adequate reflection of the laws of the world.  Historicism, taking into account the objective content 
of the historical process ensures that the theoretical concept corresponds to reality. The concept of historicism is realized in conjunction with all other principles of materialistic dialectics. 
Materialistic dialectics fundamentally proceeds from the primacy of the historical, i.e., the course of thought should begin with the movement of an object.   Specific historicism traces and reproduces not just the history of the subject, but the essence of the historical process from the point of view of its formation and development, while it is important to reproduce, express the historical development, the movement of the subject in a system of concepts. Specific historicism expresses an integral concept of development, where the latter acts as a substantial, immanent process, as "self-development", "self-movement", as a movement from the abstract to the specific from the simple to the complex.
     Specificity, acting as a subject of research, is not something given in a ready-made form, but is the result of historical self-development.  The analysis of a higher stage of the development of historical specificity allows a deeper understanding of earlier stages of development because, as it is known, the higher grows out of the lower, the lower contains possibilities and tendencies that are realized under certain conditions. An object that has reached the stage of maturity contains a past history in a "filmed form". In the process of the historical development of the subject, those trends that appeared in the form of opportunity are realized and acquire a classical form. Theoretical research is aimed primarily at the universal invariant forms and internal laws of the subject. If new features appear at the early stages of a historically developing subject, which disappear without a trace at later stages of development, this only indicates that they do not relate to the universal, necessary moments and laws of its specific historical existence. The task of the researcher is facilitated by the fact that the objective historical process itself produces an abstraction in which only concretely universal moments of development are retained, purified from the historical form, depending on the confluence of more or less accidental circumstances
For the first time in the history of philosophy, Hegel succeeded in presenting historicism as a philosophical principle and consistently conducting it in various fields of knowledge. He argued that the consideration of the subject should be historical. However, in his opinion, a purely historical explanation does not lead to a holistic understanding of the nature of the subject, its essence, in philosophical knowledge it must simultaneously coincide with the logical method and then the representation of the history of the subject will be corrected, purified and transformed. By absolutizing the process of thinking and subordinating to it the historical development of objective reality, the thinker in his philosophical concept proceeds from the primacy of the logical, which has a predominant character, this leads to the forcible squeezing of the real process into an artificial scheme. Hegel notes the difference in understanding the essence of historical and logical as certain forms of cognition. Historical means the formation of "a single existence, some content from the side of its randomness and arbitrariness"[1, p. 21].  The logical, according to Hegel, is the formation of the "essence or inner nature of the matter." Philosophical cognition unites these two special movements into one whole. "The inner penetration or formation of a substance is directly a transition into an external or present being," he writes, "into being for another, and, conversely, the becoming of an existing being is a return to the essence. Movement is a double process..." [1, p.22].
Hegel justified the need for historicism as a theory (a logical concept of the historical process) and a method of cognition, thereby emphasizing the unity of method and theory. In his opinion, the need for historicism is caused by the laws of the subject itself, so the subject of science, i.e. the spirit is in constant motion and development, having a source of movement in itself: "The subject is essentially the same as movement; movement is the unfolding and distinguishing of moments, the subject is finding them in combination" [1, p. 60]. According to Hegel, the need for historicism is caused by the fact that cognition, which tries to reveal the essence, patterns of an object, can do this only by tracing its history.   It can't 
be limited only to the finished result, because the latter is not the whole. The key to understanding the subject, its essence, can be found by considering the result together with its formation, here the path traversed by the whole is important. "The easiest thing is to discuss," Hegel wrote, "what substance and thoroughness is, the most difficult thing is to comprehend it, the most difficult, thing that unites them both, is to reproduce it" [1, p.3].
The need for historicism was also caused by the difficulty that philosophy itself experienced, it was important to understand the crisis affecting its methodology. He saw the root of the crisis in philosophy itself, which did not define its specific subject, did not figure out its own tasks. Hegel, agreeing with his predecessors, believes that the time has come for the development of philosophy as a pure science, it has been divided and split into separate components, such as ontology, epistemology and others. In the Science of Logic, in the introduction, Hegel shows that the main drawback of logic is the lack of a method. The subject of logic itself is precisely the disclosure of what alone can be the true method of philosophy, for "the method is the awareness of the form of internal self-movement of its content"[2, p.107]. In this situation, Hegel draws on historicism as a method necessary to substantiate philosophy as a science. Philosophy, according to Hegel, should develop in the form of logic, freed from the opposition of consciousness and its object, thinking and being, and not because logic appears to him as a science, unencumbered by material alien to it, taken from contemplation and representation. According to Hegel, logic deals with a concept that is the conclusion of knowledge, besides, in in the concept, the object and the subject are identical and developed to unity. According to Hegel, the peculiarity of logic is that it deals with relations between concepts, and they are taken by him as objective relations in the objective world itself, which allowed the German thinker to guess the dialectic of things in the dialectic of concepts. Hegel applied the principle of development to concepts, in his writings "The Science of Logic", "The History of Philosophy" and other works, the concept is considered by Hegel in development, inconsistency, as a meaningful form of thought, as a unity of the manifold. Abdildin J.M. in his work "Philosophy, Logic, dialectics" investigated the Hegelian understanding of the nature of the concept. The famous philosopher notes that Hegel is an idealist, therefore, in Hegel's philosophy there is no understanding that objective reality is reproduced through thinking, "however, this fact does not remove the fact that a new understanding of the concept was initiated in Hegel's logic, which had a significant impact on understanding the nature of scientific and theoretical knowledge" [3, 193].
In Hegelian philosophy, not only the essence of the concept of concrete historicism is revealed, it substantiates the general conditions for the application of this principle, and also reveals the interrelation of the concepts expressing it.  Historicism received its further development and concretization in the History of Philosophy. Hegel was the first to approach philosophy historically. He noted that quite often the history of philosophy is depicted as a simple "list of thoughts", as a "gallery of opinions", but since each opinion is subjective, studying the history of opinions would be an unnecessary and boring occupation, an object of idle curiosity. According to Hegel, the history of philosophy is not a simple collection of various philosophical opinions, so the thinker strives to find an internal, essential connection between different philosophical systems and
to identify a natural sequence, and those who were unable to understand it, he compared with animals which listened to all the sounds of a musical composition, but did not feel the most important thing – the harmony of sounds. 
At first sight the history of philosophy seems to be a sequential series of random events, in which each fact stands by itself, completely isolated from others, having only a temporary characteristic.  In fact, according to Hegel, the purpose of the history of philosophy is to reveal the essential connection that exists between what seems to have passed into the past and the stage that philosophy has reached at the present time. The thinker believes that every philosophical system must have existed and continues to exist, none of the systems disappears without a trace, and all of them are preserved in philosophy as moments of the whole. Hegel wrote that the whole history of philosophy is essentially an internal necessary, consistent, progressive movement that is reasonable within itself.  Proceeding from his position that the history of philosophy is a single, dialectical process, Hegel faced the problem of the relationship between the diversity of philosophical systems developing over time and philosophy itself, that is, the problem of the relationship of theory and its history, the relationship of philosophy itself and the history of philosophy. According to Hegel, the history of philosophy shows that seemingly different philosophical teachings represent only one philosophy at various stages of its development, that special principles, each of which underlies the system, are an offshoot of the whole. The thinker showed that the development of the history of philosophy is a process, a process of "progressive development of truth." Hegel presented specific historicism as a philosophical principle in which the dialectical concept of development is expressed and implemented. Hegelian historicism helps to reflect the essence of the subject (knowledge).
Hegel's historicism is connected with the concept of the specific, in his opinion, there is no abstract truth, truth is always concrete, which means that historicism becomes concrete as it develops. .  Kohanovsky V., noting that historicism is a philosophical, dialectical principle, which is a methodological expression of the self–development of the subject, believes that the development of the subject should be considered as an integral continuous unity of such states as the past, present and future, further he argues that this principle includes the following basic requirements: "a)the study of the present, the current state of the subject of research; b) reconstruction of the past – consideration of the genesis, the emergence of the latter and the main stages of its historical movement; c) foreseeing the future, forecasting trends in the further development of the subject" [4, p.321].
 Hegel noted that "truth is a process", not a finished result, however, in Western philosophy in the first half of the twentieth century, especially in logical positivism, scientific knowledge was studied without taking into account its growth and change, Auguste Comte, the French thinker, the founder of positivism argued that in theoretical knowledge it is necessary to focus on one goal, namely comprehension of the truth. The development of science has led to tremendous changes in people's lifestyles, which contributed to the emergence of an optimistic worldview and the emergence of scientological views. Scientism absolutized the rational-theoretical components of philosophical knowledge, the exponent of which was Auguste Comte.   The French philosopher, the founder of classical positivism, believed that science is based on positive, reliable knowledge applied in practice, that philosophy should generalize the achievements of natural sciences, that the "new philosophy" differs from the traditional subject and research methods. The analysis of the first classical positivism showed that in the nineteenth century, in the development of science, it was possible to describe facts, accumulate material, and systematize scientific knowledge.  The thinker systematized and classified the scientific knowledge of his time. Auguste Comte paid attention to the method in scientific research, while he attached great importance to observation, considering it a universal method of achieving positive (scientific) knowledge, according to the positivist concept, philosophers need to deal with the logic and methodology of scientific knowledge. Furthermore, in the field of cognition, it is necessary to abandon the consideration of the internal causes of phenomena, therefore, the philosophy of positivism considers ways and methods of achieving positive knowledge, while scientific knowledge turns out to be descriptive. The second form of positivism arose in the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries – this is empiricism or machism. Representatives of this field E. Mach and R. Avenarius. At this time, there is a crisis in physics.  The physics of the twentieth century has significantly changed the understanding of objective reality, the discovery of the electron, radioactive radiation and others. using the difficulties that arose as a result of the destruction of old ideas, they began to assert that "matter has disappeared", this was due to the fact that the concept of mass was interpreted as a synonym for the concept of matter. The nature of the new discoveries could not be understood using the old mechanistic principles of physics. Representatives of empiriocriticism proposed a program to overcome the crisis. To do this, they analyze the cognitive process, revise the concept of experience, which, according to Mach and Avenarius, should be freed from everything that has a metaphysical nature, i.e., to protect experience from the penetration of philosophy, philosophical categories such as causality, substance and others. Thus, Mach proposed a program to overcome the crisis, the basis of his teaching was the economy of thought and the ideal of a purely descriptive science.  From the side of the scientists of that time, there was a harsh criticism of empiricism.  The harsh criticism of empirio-criticism included, first of all, criticism of their philosophical and methodological attitudes, namely the consideration of science (scientific discoveries) beyond its connection with philosophy. Due to the rapid development of scientific and methodological problems in the field of philosophy and science, the following form of positivism arises - it is neopositivism (logical positivism, analytical philosophy and other trends). Initially, the ideas of this direction are formed in the activities of the Vienna Circle, famous philosophers, logicians, mathematicians, physicists took part in it: O.Neurath, F.Frank, R.Carnap. Analytical philosophy originated in England at the beginning of the twentieth century, representatives of this trend are D.Moore, B. Russell, L. Wittgenstein.  Neo-positivism, like positivism, shows a negative attitude towards philosophy and assumes that science must be freed from "metaphysics", i.e. from ontology and philosophy in general, continuing its scientic orientation.   The scientific and cognitive interest of representatives of neo-positivism was based on philosophical and methodological problems of science such as criteria for determining the reliability of knowledge, logical analysis of the language of science, identification of the structure of scientific knowledge, construction of a methodology that would ensure the progressive growth of scientific knowledge, Representatives of neo–positivism put forward the principle of verifying knowledge - this is the principle of verification, establishing the truth of theoretical propositions in the process of their empirical verification, they have done some work in this regard. Representatives of postpositivism began to develop the problem of growth, development, and change of knowledge in the second half of the twentieth century – K.Popper, T. Kuhn, I.Lakatos, P. Feyerabend, St. Toulmin and others. Representatives of postpositivism considered it important to consider the history of science, in addition, they asserted the cognitive value of philosophy in the development of science. They turned to the history of science and the development of science and began to build various models of the historical and scientific process.  The principle of historicity has become decisive in the analysis of scientific knowledge.  One of the representatives of the philosophy of science (postpositivism) is Karl Popper[5].   He developed the concept of the growth of scientific knowledge.  Karl Popper's model of the development of scientific knowledge consists in the nomination of hypotheses and the best theories and the implementation of their refutations, as a result of which scientific problems are solved, moreover, the criterion of the scientific status of a theory is its falsifiability, refutability. The principle of falsification, being an alternative to verification, in Karl Popper's epistemology is considered as a criterion of scientific validity, verification of knowledge and is interpreted as a means of demarcation of science and non-science.
The American philosopher T.Kuhn [6] showed the development of science as a historical paradigm shift. The scientist considered the development of science as a period of "normal science" and scientific revolution. Most scientists accept the established model of science, i.e. paradigms, and use it to solve scientific problems. The paradigm represents theories, methodological principles, ideological and value orientations.  According to Kuhn's concept, if problems arise during the existence of the main paradigm, if problems and tasks turn out to be insoluble within this existing paradigm, the period of "normal science" ends, then there is a change in the scientific paradigm and a transition to a state of revolutionary rupture. 
 Conclusion 
Specific historicism is a fundamental philosophical principle that contributes to the study of the subject. Cognition of an object involves consideration of its essence, nature. Due to the fact that any subject is the result of previous development, consideration of the subject should be historical, it is necessary to study the internal logic of the historical process (the history of the subject).
For the first time, Hegel, a representative of German classical philosophy, considered historicism as a philosophical principle, the thinker showed that the consideration of the subject should be historical, however, a purely historical explanation does not lead to a holistic understanding of the nature of the subject, its essence, in philosophical cognition it must simultaneously coincide with the logical method, and then the display of the history of the subject will be corrected, purified and transformed. 
Positivism continues to focus on epistemological issues. Comte argued that science is a source of positive, reliable knowledge applied in practice, while he stated that every science is its own philosophy.  In the nineteenth century, scientific knowledge was descriptive (description of phenomena), scientific knowledge did not involve the study of the internal causes and essences of the phenomena under consideration.  In the Western philosophy of the twentieth century, especially in the direction of neo-positivism, scientific knowledge was studied without taking into account its growth, change, i.e. the principle of specific historicism was not used in scientific research, logical positivism focused on the formal analysis of the structure of ready-made scientific knowledge, in this regard, it should be noted that the problems and methodological approach of postpositivism differs significantly from non-positivism. 
At the end of the XX – beginning of the XXI century, representatives of the philosophy of science (postpositivism) investigated the problem of growth, development, and change of knowledge, turning to the history of science, they considered it very important to consider the history of science, began to build models of the historical and scientific process or models of the development of scientific knowledge.  Karl Popper, a representative of critical realism, forms a model for the development of scientific knowledge, the essence of which is to put forward hypotheses and the best theories and their falsifiability (refutability), as a result of which scientific problems are solved. T. Kuhn considered the historical development of scientific knowledge as a gradual alternation of periods of normal science and scientific revolutions.  Thus, representatives of postpositivism considered the history of the emergence, development and change of scientific ideas and theories, the growth and development of knowledge. A characteristic feature of postpositivism is the consideration of the history of science as a process. 
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Д.Т.Сыздыкова1, А.Ж.Кайрамбаева1
Инновациялық Еуразия университеті, Қазақстан

Философия мен ғылымдағы историзм принципінің генезисі
Негізгі мәселе: Гегельдің есімімен және ғылым философиясының өкілдерімен (постпозитивизм) байланысты философия мен ғылымдағы тарихизм принципінің қалыптасуын қадағалау.

Мақсаты: философия саласындағы белгілі бір тарихшылдық мәселесін талдау және зерттеу тек тарихи-философиялық қызығушылықты ғана емес, сонымен бірге өзекті маңыздылықты да білдіретіндіктен, оның Гегель философиясымен байланысты генезисін зерттеу қажет.

Әдістері: мақалада авторлар ғылыми-теориялық мәдениет пен ғылымның қазіргі деңгейіне сәйкес келетін философиялық әдіснаманы қолданды. Авторлар зерттеу барысында диалектика принциптерін жүзеге асырды, мысалы, абстрактіліден нақтыға көтерілу, даму принципі, нақтылық принципі және диалектиканың басқа принциптері.

Нәтижелер және олардың маңыздылығы: нақты тарихизмнің өзіндік генезисі бар. Кез-келген пән алдыңғы дамудың нәтижесі болғандықтан, тақырыпты қарастыру Тарихи болуы керек, тарихи процестің ішкі логикасын (пәннің тарихын) зерттеу қажет.

Түйінді сөздер: нақты тарихизм, диалектикалық-логикалық принциптер, таным, диалектика, тарихи және логикалық.
Д.Т.Сыздыкова1, А.Ж.Кайрамбаева1
Инновационный Евразийский университет, Казахстан

Генезис принципа историзма в философии и науке
Проблема: проследить становление принципа историзма в философии и науке, связанный с именем Гегеля и представителями философии науки (постпозитивизма).

Цель: в связи с тем, что анализ и изучение проблемы конкретного историзма в области философии имеет не только историко-философский интерес, но и актуальное значение, необходимо исследовать его генезис, связанный с философией Гегеля.

Методы исследования: в статье авторы использовали философскую методологию, которая соответствует современному уровню научно-теоретической культуры и науки. Авторы реализовали в процессе исследования принципы диалектики, как восхождение от абстрактного к к конкретному, принцип развития, принцип конкретности и другие принципы диалектики.

Результаты и их значимость: Конкретный историзм имеет свой генезис. В связи с тем, что любой предмет является результатом предшествующего развития, рассмотрение предмета должно быть историческим, необходимо исследование внутренней логики исторического процесса (истории предмета). 

Ключевые слова: конкретный историзм, диалектико-логические принципы, познание, диалектика, историческое и логическое.   
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