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Abstract 

 
The thesis I want to raise, or I would rather like to suggest, as a subject of discussion, without 
rushing into a solid argument in its favor which is inspired intuitively, probably is the result of 
years of work on epistemological issues, using the sociological perspective for this purpose. In the 
search for fundamental basis of science and sociology in particular, I am increasingly convinced, 
that the idea of sociology as a fundamental science could be one of the sequels of epistemology. 
This probably sounds like a cliché as “any science is epistemology”, but I dare say that there are 
reasons, background, and it may be said, that the first step was made by the philosophy of 
positivism and the evolution and formation of sociology as an independent science, but also 
continued in the tradition of the sociology of knowledge. 
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The sociological alternative to classical epistemology is not simply the “injection” of 
sociology as a life-saving obsolete epistemological body element. It aims to put a new beginning in 
the consideration of the problems of knowledge, in a social aspect of sociological and 
anthropological nature. 

It seems to us that the natural next step in the development of epistemology (after the 
classical epistemology, sociology of knowledge, the “strong program” and social epistemology) and 
the overcoming of the crisis in it is the transition to anthropoepistemology1. 

This is not about interdisciplinarity, but about strengthening the knowledge aspect in 
sociology and anthropology of knowledge, walking hand in hand. The sociology of knowledge has 
to be addressed not only by scientific communities, like Mannheim, but also by the “strong 
program” of the Edinburgh School of Sociology of Knowledge, but also under the influence of a 
phenomenological position in relation to the knowledge of social agents on a daily basis that 
construct reality. The new name of sociology of knowledge could be anthropoepistemology if 
epistemological science should be continued. Antropoepistemology will be the connecting link 
between sociology and, more precisely, the sociology of knowledge and epistemology in its further 
development. 

                                                           
1 James Maffie is the creator of the term anthropoepistemology. He is associate professor (PhD) in the 
University of Michigan since 1988. His fields of work include: epistemology, philosophy of science, and 
others. He has publications in the journals Philosophical studies, Social epistemology, Philosophy of Social 
Sciences, and many others. 
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The socio-cultural prerequisites of knowledge will be included in the 
anthropoepistemology and this will be an adequate approach to the treatment of epistemological 
issues of a sociological nature. We must learn to understand the beliefs and beliefs of social agents 
if we also want to assess their activity and behavior. The cognitive prerequisites of individual 
actions can be the subject of cognitive psychology, but the social aspect of what agents know and 
recognize in social fields of meaning will be the real epistemological successor to a sociological 
view of the problem of knowledge. 

The scientists are those social individuals who possess a large set of cognitive 
assessments. The ability of agents to make an epistemological assessment will be a need and 
necessity related to human activity. 

The accumulation of knowledge and the formation of beliefs not only in the 
professional but even in the life aspect is dictated by the socio-cultural environment. This 
environment is not constant and is also formed in the everyday activities of individuals. Everyday 
tensions arising from the problem of what is true and what is not, will constantly accompany us in 
connection with the individual interpretation of values, rules and behavior. This is particularly 
characteristic of the modern and postmodern era, where the processes of individualization in most 
areas of Western man's life are enhanced. 

To put the materialist worldview as the most characteristic of Western civilization and 
culture is to deny not only the importance of the spiritual values of civilization but also the cultural 
continuity that takes place through intercultural communication based on similarities between 
them. The problem of worldview on the meta-cultural level or the symbol universes is directly 
related to the subject-matter of this work. 

Today, it is really not difficult to choose your beliefs and beliefs, as we live in the age 
of the information society and attempts to censor the power of the authorities either in the sphere 
of art (see in Bourdieu – Speech to the Lords of the World) and even in political space fails in the 
presence of the vast information space – the Internet, but it also depends on the critical attitude 
of the agents or their ability to epistemological assessment. In modern times, the forms of 
individual expression and behaviors belonging to different worlds are many. 

The information technologies are synonymous with freedom of information and 
freedom, understood in the widest sense. The radical understanding of epistemological attitude is 
related to the fact that we will seek the historical justification of beliefs in the socio-cultural 
environment rather than the logical relationship between judgments. These are not only the 
collective, but also the individual beliefs and beliefs of the people. 

The anthropoepistemology and the social epistemology will also bring to the fore a 
fuller productivity of the problem of veracity. Here, we can even put the appeal that Pierre 
Bourdieu calls for “to look for the logic of things, not the logical things”. Such a style of thinking 
will result in a broad context of social significance of truth and reason in which social agents are 
convinced and believe what they regard as truth and error. In the context of phenomenological 
sociology whose position we have not abandoned – the epistemological will be synonymous with 
social rationality and consciousness capable of uniting and dividing the world around us. The 
attitude towards values contains within us also irrational moments, which we will technically call 
non-epistemological or intuition. 

Ordinary or everyday language, unlike the symbolic of mathematics and mathematical 
logic, contains more non-epistemological prerequisites if we can express it in this way. The very 
essence of everyday language does not contain within itself the same amount of universalism as 
the scientific one. He is permeated by a series of persistent self-refuting judgments, and hence the 
attitude to what is a true claim will be to what is “maximal – true” or “minimal – true” (mainly 
subjected to emotions) as subject to falsification to the highest degree. Bourdieu argues that the 
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essence of language is that being “meaningful and meaningful is the same thing”. Individual 
assessment is a pledge of truth, understood by us through rational and irrational (feeling) 
prerequisites. The dynamics of social knowledge allows more creativity in the attitude towards the 
social universe. The beliefs and beliefs of social agents, unlike classical epistemology, are at the 
heart of social evolution, as they have the ability to more often self-refute in non-democratic 
communities and pluralist groups. 

The mix of rationality, intuitions and feelings – the attitude towards values and beliefs 
is developing with the emergence of new cultural and social changes. The impact of science and 
technology is immense, but not enough to form new, more rational, perceptions of social agents. 
Because of the broad aspect of the everyday life of cultural continuity, social norms and values 
consist of changing not only the epistemological (rational) but also non-epistemological (intuition 
and feelings) collective and individual attitude induced by the new changes in order to memorize 
them and their latest reformulation. 

Reconsidering the subject of social beliefs and knowledge in terms of the truth and 
error will increasingly be in terms of criteria that the agents build on their own. This will be the 
most important issue for social construction of reality. Develop social criteria for authenticity and 
credibility by agents themselves. 

  Such processes form in social agents symbolic (linguistic) universes of a new type. 
The results will be the formation of more specific criteria for truth, sample and error. Agents will 
not accept everything apparent at the first glance as true, but from the point of view of the survival 
of beliefs and beliefs in a more utilitarian sense. Long ago in sociology, there has been talk of 
existence not only of scientific but also of social rationality, and it is precisely that which affirms 
this concept in the scientific literature. In this paper, we concretize and develop to the highest 
degree the significance of this rationality in the context of the sociology of knowledge and 
anthropoepistemology. 

The re-identification of problem by the truth and the error in the logical relation 
between judgments to the beliefs and beliefs of the people is the outcome of the crisis in which 
epistemology has entered. Criteria of truth will come to the level of everyday consciousness and 
will be interpreted in a socio-cultural and anthropological context. 

The epistemology must to keep a relatively distant position to understand what the 
criteria of truth are, but already oriented towards social things and to understand their internal 
logic. The conflict of value attitudes is linked to the diversity of everyday life and is indicative of 
the existence of feminist, anti-racist movements and ideologies denied and emerging under some 
public pressure. 

The truth in social aspect is becoming a “pledge of fight”2, which should take into 
account both the rational and the irrational beliefs of everyday consciousness. Criteria for truth 
and error on a daily basis are floating and sustainable, but do not deny the argumentation. The 
latter, however, is also a matter of interest. We social agents are more than “variables” or 
“dimensions”, and besides “brain” and “mind” we also have a “body” with our specific needs. 

The homosexuality also opposes traditional value attitudes, relying on the traditional 
right of sexual human freedom. In this connection, each of the aforementioned movements and 
the like has its own criterion of authenticity and is formed on the basis of the “rhetorical effect” of 
their ideologies formed on the basis of social exclusivism. Finding “proof” material and the 
persuasiveness of similar theories directed at certain social paradigms is also the aspirations of 
the ideologues of such social movements. 

                                                           
2 Bourdieu P., Practical reason: On the theory of action. S. 97, p. 78. 
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Knowledge in the modern world is increasingly individualized, and therefore the 
significance of feelings and intuition or not the epistemological premise is growing. An old saying 
reads: “The truth is being discussed coolly, but it is passionately defended”. This is not the case 
with the language of mathematics, and to illustrate it, we could observe what is happening in a 
“good court”. 

Searching for the true answers is not only a trademark of scientific methods, but also 
of argumentative expression from the position of everyday consciousness that shapes behavioral 
patterns. Representing criteria of truth and error is social, not just a scientific and philosophical 
product, although the latter would have an indirect influence in its formation. “To believe what 
you see”, or visualization is a conviction that accepts criteria of truth and in a scientific and wider 
social context of the Western materialistic world-wide system. 

However, linguistic rhetoric is different if classical epistemology focuses on the logical 
relationship between judgments, anthropoepistemology shifts the center to the epistemological 
effects of socially oriented knowledge, social and cultural patterns and behavioral criteria. The 
latter are the basis of the social construction of reality. 

Anthrophepistemology studies by the character of human epistemological actions in 
the behavior of social agents. Such will be the task of a social epistemology that will broaden the 
scope of sociology of knowledge. The syntheses between science and socially active knowledge – 
behavior in their interaction will be at the heart of the formation of criteria for truth and error at 
everyday level. 

This is a new epistemology that will preserve only one thought skeleton of the previous 
one by bringing it into the broad social, sociological and even anthropological context, as the 
sciences are social, they are in fact a product of human activity. 

If the traditional understanding of epistemology is mainly related to the science and 
history of scientific beliefs and philosophy, I think it is inextricably linked to the social 
construction of the reality of the agents themselves as a given or as an important part of the society 
in which they give birth, but they interpret and reintegrate into their conscious life. In the end, 
scholars, philosophers, priests and priests, and intellectuals are an integral part of this society. 

Here I have not simply combined and presented systematically in view of my objectives 
some even radically opposite points of view, but I have attempted to justify the thesis that 
everything in scientific knowledge is dictated by the fact that people are able to build criteria of 
truth (non-thinking substances) and ultimately determines their overall social behavior. 

The construction and consumption of reality reflects and/or ultimately only reflects 
on individuals, the scientific and social absorption of the world. 
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