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ABSTRACT:

The article carries out a comprehensive comparative analysis of the understanding of "practice" in the
context of thinkers of two directions of Marxism — Ukrainian-Soviet and Chinese philosophers. When
examining the concept of "practice" in Ukrainian Soviet Marxism, the work of the following domestic
thinkers is studied: P. Kopnin, V. Shynkaruk, V. Tabachkovskyi, V. Ivanov, O. Yatsenko. It is
substantiated that domestic thinkers in the 60s and 80s of the XX century. focused their attention on
practice not so much in the epistemological or socio-philosophical content, but in the anthropological
and existential one. According to most of them, practice is not so much the opposite of theory, but a
fundamental principle of consideration of all scientific and theoretical problems through the prism of
their humanistic content, which allows us to realize the connection of theoretical knowledge with all the
variety of ways of mastering a person. being, reveals the essence of knowledge as a cultural phenomenon.
The work "On Practice” by Mao Zedong is analyzed, which reveals the prospect of further understanding
of the researched concept within the framework of Chinese Marxism. In particular, he singles out two
key aspects of the explanation of "practice": epistemological and political-philosophical. Therefore,
Marxism in China is used to solve its problems and transform the rich practical experience of the state
into theory, as well as in combination with Chinese history and unique Chinese traditional culture.
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RESUMO:

O artigo realiza uma andlise comparativa abrangente do entendimento de "pratica" no contexto de
pensadores de duas diregdes do marxismo — os filésofos ucraniano-soviético e chinés. Ao examinar o
conceito de "pratica" no marxismo soviético ucraniano, o trabalho dos seguintes pensadores domésticos
¢ estudado: P. Kopnin, V. Shynkaruk, V. Tabachkovskyi, V. Ivanov, O. Yatsenko. Constata-se que
pensadores domésticos nas décadas de 60 e 80 do século XX. concentraram sua aten¢ao na pratica nao
tanto no conteido epistemoldgico ou sociofiloséfico, mas no antropolégico e existencial. Segundo a
maioria deles, a pratica niao ¢é tanto o oposto da teoria, mas um principio fundamental de consideragao
de todos os problemas cientificos e tedricos pelo prisma de seu conteudo humanistico, o que nos permite
perceber a conexao do conhecimento teérico com toda a variedade de maneiras de dominar uma pessoa.
ser, revela a esséncia do conhecimento como fenémeno cultural. Analisa-se a obra “Sobre a pratica” de
Mao Zedong, que revela a perspectiva de aprofundamento do conceito pesquisado no ambito do
marxismo chinés. Em particular, ele destaca dois aspectos-chave da explicagio da "pratica"
epistemoldgico e politico-filoséfico. Portanto, o marxismo na China é usado para resolver seus problemas
e transformar a rica experiéncia pratica do estado em teoria, bem como em combinagdo com a historia
chinesa e a cultura tradicional chinesa tnica.

PALAVRAS-CHAVE: Marxismo chinés, filosofia soviética na Ucrania, pratica, filosofia chinesa
moderna, epistemologia, escola filosofica de Kiev.

1. Introduction

The relevance of the research topic is due to the fact that Marxism is most often associated with
socio-philosophical or political-philosophical issues. Therefore, certain problems and concepts, in
particular epistemology, seem to remain in the shadow of both the followers of Marxism and the

researchers of this direction of philosophy. In our opinion, one such concept is certainly "practice".

The scientific achievements of Ukrainian, Western, and Far Eastern scientists became the basis
of our research. However, it can be noted that they lack a comparative analysis of the explanation of
"practice" in Ukrainian-Soviet and Chinese Marxism. Accordingly, the purpose of our article is to reveal
the peculiarities and characteristic features of the understanding of the concept of "practice" in the above-

mentioned directions of the development of Marxism.

The concept of ""practice’ in Ukrainian soviet thinkers

in the second half of XX century.
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If we talk about Ukrainian Soviet Marxism, the greatest attention was paid to the concept of
"practice" with the emergence of the Kyiv School of Worldview and Anthropology (the early 1960s) in
its wake. It was the founder of this school, P. Kopnin, who clearly outlined the significance of the studied
concept, emphasizing the humanistically oriented philosophy. Its subject is not only the "objective laws
of nature and society", but also the reality dependent on man, which is mastered in the process of his
activity. The scientist called for studying epistemological problems in a wide range of meaningful ones,
in the context of the collective experience of mankind, and at the same time applying scientific criteria to
the analysis of worldview problems. As a result of "the limitation of philosophy to its own subject, which
is understood, in the end, as the attitude of a person to the world of a person, the Ukrainian Soviet thinker
built a general scheme of Marxist philosophy, which, in his opinion, "corresponds to the modern level of

the development of philosophy". This scheme looks like this:
1) the concept of worldview;
2) the main question of philosophy;
3) the subject and object of cognition and practice;
4) cognition and display, information, sign and sign system;
5) truth and its criterion;
0) feelings and reason, empirical and theoretical knowledge;
7) reason and mind, birth and development of theory;
8) truth, beauty and freedom" (Popovych, 2009, p. 14).

His successor as Director of the Institute of Philosophy, and academician of the Academy of
Sciences of the Ukrainian SSR Volodymyr Shynkaruk continues Kopnin's line, which is revealed in the
output of the fundamental collective monograph "Man and the World of Man: (The Category "Man" and
"World" in the System of Scientific Worldview" It is in this work that a number of problems that vividly
reveal the social-historical and active-practical essence of man and his attitude to the world. The
worldview meaning of philosophical research is seen in the disclosure of the active basis and "practical-

spiritual" form of the unity of man and the wotld (Chelovek, 1977, p. 4).

Therefore, according to the scientist, the interaction of realities is represented in the human being

through our experiences of an event (real, imagined) as actually existing. "From the position of present
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existence, we review the past, and only from these positions do we see opportunities, realized and lost",
we project existence into the future as a dream, hope, etc. Explaining what real life should be like so that
we are able to change real existence (social and cultural environment, etc.) in accordance with our
understanding of it as appropriate, was a primary task, taking into account the Soviet practice of "building

a new wotld" according to the communist ideal (Rozvytok, 2014, p.314).

A particularly important figure in Kyiv's worldview and anthropological philosophy in general,
and in the context of the explication of practice, is the personality of V. Tabachkovskyi. Accordingly,
first of all, his work "The Crisis of Bourgeois Rationalism and the Problem of the Human Personality”
(1974) should be noted. The book analyzes the interpretation of the specifics of social regulators of
human activity in European philosophy. The author examines how French personalism and existentialism
attempt to overcome the limitations of classical rationalism through an idealistic "essentialization" of
reason, which seemed to be the main such regulator. The book shows that the interpretation of history
as a depersonalization of the process leads to a religious interpretation of human life. The social
conditioning and methodological defects of European philosophical concepts are revealed and the
significance of the Marxist principle of socio-historical practice for solving the problem of social
regulators of human activity is shown (Kryza, 1974, p. 2). At the same time, his active study of the

phenomenon of practice begins.

Of course, this is not a coincidence. Yu. Melkov writes the following about this: "The theme of
practice as the basis on which both ontology and epistemology are based is another important
distinguishing feature of the Kyivan philosophy of the Marxist tradition - as well as consideration of the
human world in its development, dialectical contradictions and unity. and the opinion of O. Yatsenko,
"Marx found in practice a cell where the material and ideal, objective and subjective exist in inseparable
unity", and therefore this "cell" turns out to be the most important subject of research in human life,
thinking and being, spiritual and material The principle of a person's practical creative activity is to be
not only central but also a unifying center of research in the most diverse fields of philosophical thought.
This explains the flourishing of Soviet philosophy in the 1960s in general and in the Kyiv school in
particular, along with worldview topics and the field of philosophical anthropology, researching the

problems of philosophy and the methodology of science" (Melkov, 2008, p. 45).

Therefore, V. Tabachkovskyi published a separate monograph "Critique of idealistic
interpretations of practice" (Tabachkovskyi, 19706), chapters in the monographs "Bourgeois concepts of
culture: crisis of methodology" (Tabachkovskyi, 1980), "Actual methodological issues of modern science”

(Tabachkovskyi, 1983).
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S. Grabovskyi emphasizes that V. Tabachkovsky's research on the phenomenon of practice
proved its extremely difficult nature, which fundamentally did not lend itself to reduction in the direction
of material production or revolutionary activity. In his opinion, practice appeared as a human creation
with the whole range of its internal and external contradictions. In the 1980s, it was V. Tabachkovskyi
who was engaged in the further transformation of worldview issues - in the direction of post-Marxist
philosophical anthropology, in its classical and post-classical forms (Hrabovskyi, 2014, p. 328). As we can
see, practice in his studies is not a purely materialistic phenomenon, in the spirit of Marxist-Leninist

philosophy, but in an existential context (Turenko & Semykras, 2021, p.52).

At the same time, if we talk about another representative of the Kyiv anthropological school,
namely V. Ivanov, he thinks in the tradition of the so-called active approach. Sensory-object activity is a
crucible in which the human universal is transformed into the object world created by man, and vice

versa. That is, the specificity of human nature — universality — is transformative activity as such, "the

nn
b

universal force of creation", "the subjective basis of practical creativity" (Ivanov, 1977, p. 58). It exists
only in the subject-practical transformation of the surrounding world, in acts of practice. So, now we can
talk about such a clear practical activity as "the universal essential definition of a person, the substance

of his social existence" (Ivanov, 1977, p. 59).

In this context, it would be appropriate to note the opinion of M. Kiselyov: "the expediency of
human activity is formed in practice. It objectively reflects the history of human labor, which has become
a peculiar logic of the activity of a social person. In the subjective aspect, the goal characterizes the way
a person develops natural and social -historical reality in the forms of human practice; the entire objective
structure of activity is presented and mediated in it. That is why expediency acts as a structural and
functional component of activity and, at the same time, is a general spiritual and practical way of human

existence. In this special capacity, it is necessary an element of culture"" (Kyselyov, 2012, p. 107).

The credit of M. Tarasenko was that in his monograph, he proposed and implemented an orig-
inal approach to the analysis of socio-cultural foundations of the technology. Unlike the domi-nant
formational, substrate and structural-functional approaches, M. Tarasenko’s approach con-sisted in
identifying the inter-subjective meaning of industrial technology, the power of specifici-ty of social forms
of practice and object-subject relations (Rudenko & Turenko, 2019, p.150). Therefore, M. Tarasenko
views harmonization of relations between man and nature as socially created relations in replacing
technologies that are based on the forms of matter motion with technologies built on the dialec-tics of

human collective work (Tarasenko, 1975, p. 3).
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2. Features of the understanding of practice in Chineseized Marxism

First of all, it should be noted that before K. Marx, materialism considered the problem of
knowledge separately from the social nature of man and its historical development, and therefore could
not understand the dependence of knowledge on social practice, that is, the dependence of knowledge
on production and class struggle. Marxists consider man's production activity as the most fundamental
practical activity, determining all his other activities. A person's knowledge depends mainly on his activity
in material production, thanks to which he gradually comes to understand the phenomena, properties,
and laws of nature, the relationship between himself and nature; and through his activity in production
he also gradually comes to understand, to one degree or another, certain relations that exist between man.
None of this knowledge can be obtained without industrial activity. In a classless society, each person, as
a member of society, joins forces with other members, enters into certain production relations with them,
and participates in production to satisfy the material needs of a person. In all class societies, members of
different social classes also enter into certain production relations in different ways and engage in
production to satisfy their material needs. This is the primary source from which human knowledge

develops.

Understanding this, the prominent Chinese statesman and thinker Mao Zedong devoted special
attention to the researched concept in his study "On Practice”" (1937). At the same time, it should be
noted that "in recent years it has become clear that many of the concepts used by Mao in writing his
famous essays On Contradiction and On Practice (1937) derive from a detailed study of Soviet Marxist
philosophy, and that many aspects of his own Mao's philosophy and that of Chinese Marxism are
exceptionally orthodox by the standards of the international communist movement of that time" (Knigt,

1993, c.57).

It should be also noted that Mao in "On Practice" argues that knowledge comes from practice
and that true knowledge is tested by practice, while other approaches fail to grasp the importance of
dialectical materialism. According to Mao, the truth of ideas can only be evaluated in practice. In "On
Contradiction", he breaks with Marx, following Engels' view that contradiction is present both in matter
itself and in ideas in the brain. According to Mao, there is always a struggle between various conflicting
aspects, as well as what he called a fundamental contradiction. The class struggle, which is the main
contradiction, can only be resolved by a revolution that overcomes the antagonism between labor and

capital.
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However, Marxism in China is to use the former to solve China's problems and transform China's
rich practical experience into a theory, and in combination with Chinese history and uniquely. Chinese
traditional culture, Chinese Marxism is constantly endowed with distinctive practical characteristics,
national characteristics, and characteristics: therefore, within its framework, it is important to: "first,
adhere to the practice of the first point of view, be good at turning theory into the life experience, good
at using theory to guide the new the practice of innovation, and, secondly, it is the inheritance and
development of new ideas of Marxism, in-depth study to solve important practical problems in reform

and development, and the constant provision of Marxism to modern China" (Chen, 2016, p.1135)

Because of this, it should be noted the opinion of Mao Zedong, who emphasized: "This
dialectical-materialist theory of the process of knowledge development, which is based on practice and
goes from the smallest to the deepest, was not developed by anyone before the emergence of Marxism.
Marxism-Leninism holds that each of the two stages of the process of cognition has its own
characteristics, with knowledge manifesting as perceptual at the lower stage and logical at the higher, but
that both are stages of an integrated process of cognition. Perceptual and rational are qualitatively
different, but not separated from each other; they are unified on the basis of practice. Our practice proves
that what is perceived cannot be grasped immediately and that only what is grasped can be grasped more
deeply. Perception only solves the problem of phenomena; only theory can solve the problem of
substance. Solving both of these problems is in no way separated from practice. Whoever wants to know
something cannot do so except by encountering it, that is, by living (practicing) in its environment" (Mao

Zedong, 1960, p.20).

As we can see, Mao was sufficiently critical of both the reasoning of Marx himself and the
reflections of the Soviet ideologues of Marxism - V. Lenin and Y. Stalin. Therefore, it is not surprising
that even in the Constitution of the People's Republic of China we see the following two positions that

are directly related to the studied concept:

"Trying to free the mind, seek truth in facts, keep up with the times, be realistic and pragmatic.
The Party's line of thinking is to start from reality in everything it does, integrate theory with practice,
seek truth in facts, and verify and develop truths through practice. All Party members must uphold this
line of thinking, actively explore and boldly experiment, open the way and innovate, and work creatively;
never stop learning new situations, reflecting on experiences, and solving new problems; and enrich and

develop Marxism through practice and facilitate the adaptation of Marxism to the Chinese context.

Promote new socialist customs and practices; pave the way in the application of basic socialist

values and the socialist concept of honor and shame; fight for communist ethics; uphold the traditional
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virtues of the Chinese nation; and, when any difficulty or danger arises, come forward and fight bravely
without fear of sacrifice to protect the interests of the country and the people” (Constitution of China,

2017).

Such tasks are due to the fact that "in order to clarify the dialectical-materialistic movement of
knowledge that arises on the basis of practice, which changes reality - to clarify the movement of

knowledge that gradually deepens - below we will give a few additional specific examples.

In its knowledge of capitalist society, the proletariat was only at the perceptive stage of knowledge
in the first period of its practice, in the period of the destruction of machines and spontaneous struggle;
she knew only some aspects and external relations of the phenomena of capitalism. The proletariat was
then still a "class in itself." But having reached the second period of its practice, the period of conscious
and organized economic and political struggle, the proletariat was able to understand the essence of
capitalist society, the relations of exploitation between social classes and its own historical task; and it
was able to do this through its own practice and through its experience of the long struggle, which Marx
and Engels scientifically summarized in all its diversity in order to create a theory of Marxism for the

education of the proletariat. It was then that the proletariat became a "class unto itself."

Summing up, a comparative analysis of the understanding of practice in two such directions of

Marxism as in Ukrainian Soviet and Chineseized Marxism, we can note that:

1) In the Ukrainian Soviet thinkers practice appears as a fundamental principle of consideration
of all scientific and theoretical problems through the prism of their humanistic content, which allows us
to realize the connection of theoretical knowledge with all the variety of ways of mastering human

existence

2) In Chinese Marxizm we can see two key aspects of the explication of practice: epistemological
and political-philosophical, which makes it possible to use it to solve problems in China and transform

the rich practical experience of the state into theory.
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