AKAJIEMIYHI BI3II

Bunyck 58/2026

Cekuisa OcCBiTHI HayKH
YAK 37.017.4:33]:001.89(477)"19/20"

JlaTa nepluoro HaAXoPKEHHA CTATTi A0 BUAAHHA 2026-07-01
JlaTa NpUAHATTA CTATTi A0 APYKY MiC/id pelieH3yBaHHA 2026-08-01
JlaTa ny6sikarii/onpuioAHEHHS 2026-08-01

THE A PHENOMENON: METHODOLOGICAL ORIENTS FOR EMPIRICAL STUDY

Yurii Stezhko
Ph.D. in Pedagogy, Assosiate Professor, National University “Kyiv Aviation Institute”, Kyiv,
e-mail: yurii.stezhko@npp.kai.edu.ua, orcid.org/0000-0002-0226-8081

Abstract. The rush Al involving into all spheres of social activity has resonated in the
public consciousness as an existential threat. Deep-seated anthropomorphic perceptions of
artificial intelligence have conditioned need scientific research into its capabilities and threats.
The groundlessness of anthropomorphism regarding Al is explained by the philosophical
proposition on the insuperability of the barrier between material formations at different levels
of organization. A formal-logical model of intelligence will never reach the stage of its human
prototype. The purpose of this scientific paper defined by us it is grounding the significance of
philosophical methodology in scientific studies about the AI imprint onto the public
consciousness. The scientific paper based on a philosophical perspective is revealing the
subjectivity of the Al problem as a factor of the society self-destruction. Common sense, which
humanity substitutes for a philosophical understanding of the problem, becomes one of the
drivers behind the destructive consequences of the uncontrolled use of artificial intelligence.
Conceptualization of the results of an inductive analysis of Al applications and modeling the
deductive consequences in relevant fields of its applying is conducted by the author. It is noted
the impossibility artificial intelligence achieves the human-level generative functions, which
represent a synergy of rational and irrational reality comprehension. The nature of the artificial
intelligence algorithm is constrained by the limitations of formal logic. It is argued that the
threats posed by artificial intelligence to human existence are untenable, provided that its role
in vital decision-making is restricted to complementarity with human cognition, alongside
increasing the responsibility of genuine intelligence. Carry out of this task is theoretically
possible through the informatization of society and the popularization of a philosophical level
of thinking. The practical meaning of this study lies in the methodological reasons to study of
the Al complementarity to the social generating in the decision-making. The scientific novelty
lies in expanding the conceptualization of artificial intelligence in the public consciousness,
based on a philosophical and methodological understanding of its nature.
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MOXJIMBOCTeN Ta 3arpo3. BbesmigcraBHicTb aHTpomomopdizmy mozno I mosicHOEeTbcA
$i10cOPCHKUM MOJIOXKEHHAM PO HE3/L0JaHHICTh 6ap'epy Mi>k MaTepialbHUMHU yTBOPEHHSAMU
Ha pi3HUX piBHAX opradizauii. PopMasbHO-J0TiYHA MOJe/b iHTEJNeKTy HIKOJIM He JOoCATHe
CTaAil CBOTO JIIOJCbKOTr0 NpoTOoTUNYy. MeTa 1i€l HAyKoBOi po60TH, BU3HAYEHOI HAMU, IOJIATAE
B OOI'PYHTyBaHHi 3HaueHHs ¢isocodPpcbkoi MeTo0/10Til B HAYKOBUX JOCTI>KEHHSAX BIJIUBY
IITYYHOTO iHTEeJIEKTY Ha CYCNiJibHY cBijoMicTb. HaykoBa po60Ta, 3acHOBaHa Ha ¢isocodchbKit
NepCneKTHBi, PO3KpPUBA€E Cy06'eKTUBHiICTb mpobsemMu I Ak ¢akTopa CcaMO3HHUILEHHSA
CyCHiJIbCTBa. 3ZJ0POBUH TJy3/, IKUM JIIOJCTBO 3aMiHIOE dpinocodpcbke po3yMiHHA NpobieMHy,
CTa€ OJHUM i3 pylIiMHUX PaKTOPiB pyHHIBHUX HACAi[KiB HEKOHTPOJIbOBAHOTO BUKOPUCTAHHSA
LITY4YHOTO IHTeJIeKTY. ABTOPOM IPOBeJeHO KOHILeNTyasi3alil0 pe3yJbTaTiB iHAYKTUBHOIO
a”asi3y 3actocyBanb I Ta MozestoBaHHS AelyKTUBHUX HACAiAKIB y BigmoBigHUX cdepax
MOro 3acToCcyBaHHS. 3a3HAYa€TbC HEMOXJIUBICTb JOCATHEHHS LITYYHUM IHTEJNEeKTOM
reHepaTUBHUX QYHKLIiH JIIOACBKOTO PiBHS, fIKi AABJSIOTb CO60I0 CUHEPTil0 pallioHaJbHOTO Ta
ippanioHa/JbHOrO poO3yMiHHA peaJbHOCTI. [lpypoa anaropuTMy WTYYHOTO IHTEJIEKTY
obMexxeHa 0OMeXeHHSAIMU PopMasibHOI JioTikh. CTBEp/PKYETHCH, 10 3arpo3y, fKi CTBOPIOE
IITYYHUH IHTENEeKT AJis JIIOJCbKOIr0 iCHYBaHHS, € HEIPUHUHATHUMH 33 YMOBHY, 1110 1OTO POJIb Y
NPUHHATTI )KUTTEBO BaXKJIMBUX pillleHb 0OMEXYEThCSI B3aEMO/JOMOBHIOBAHICTIO 3 JIOJCbKUM
Mi3HAaHHAM, OJHOYACHO MiIBUILYIOYH BiANOBIAA/IbHICTb CIPABXHbOI'0 iHTeJIeKTYy. BUKOHaHHSA
IbOTO 3aBJlaHHSI TEOPETUYHO MOXJ/IMBEe LUIAXOM iHdopMaTH3alii cycniabcTBa Ta
nonysaspusauii ¢piocopcbkoro piBHA MuUcaeHHA. [IpakTHYHe 3Ha4eHHS I[bOTO JOC/i/PKEHHSA
HOJIATAE B METOJOJIOTIYHUX MiJicTaBaxX JAJi BUBYEHHS B3aEMOJONOBHIOBAHOCTI LITYYHOIO
iHTeJIeKTy [0 COLlia/IbHOIO reHepyBaHHSA y Npoleci NpuiHATTSA pimeHb. HaykoBa HOBU3HaA
N0JISITAa€ B PO3UIMPEHHI KOHIeNTyaJli3alil IITYy4HOro iHTeJeKTy B CyCHiJIbHIM CBiJOMOCTI, 1110
I'PYHTY€ETbCA Ha $i10cOPCHKO-MeTO0I0TIHHOMY PO3YMiHHI HOT0 NPUPOAHU.

KU1104o0Bi c/IoBa: IITYYHUM iIHTEJIEKT, CIPaB:XKHil iHTeneKT, pisocodpcbka MeTOL0/10Tis,
COLliaJIbHO-TYMaHITapHI  JOCJHI/)KEHHs, 3J0pOBHM  TIJy3[, [PUHLUN  CYIepevHOCTI],
KOHLeNTyaJIbHA €4HICTb

Introduction

The urgency of the problem. The incredible success of the mathematical sciences in
expanding the Al capabilities require a qualitative leap in the social- and humanities research
on Al manifestations: there are both a shaping the vector of modern and theoretical
generalizations, and preventing the eschatological terror of the population in anticipation of
the global social consequences of the Al implementation. Only philosophy can provide such a
trajectory, which determines the relevance of the theme of our paper.

Analysis of study and publications. Review of scientific publications on the problems of
the cognitive approach to translation and the challenges posed by the use of artificial
intelligence has shown quite significant research by both Ukrainian and foreign linguists.
However, the analysis also confirmed the expected differences in assessments of the scope and
degree of “cooperation” between humans and artificial intelligence. First of all, this is about the
use of artificial intelligence as a technology for generating solutions. Attention is drawn to
studies by such Ukrainian and foreign researchers as: Baranov O., Biswas U., Kalwar D.,
Kambhampati S., Stetchly K., Stezhko Yu., Stovpets 0., Valmikam K.

Uncovered gaps in study and the discrepancies in the characteristics of artificial
intelligence have brought a landscape for our proposed philosophical inquiry. As an example
of the divergence in assessments of Al capabilities, we present several of its characterizations:
“Researchers are increasingly documenting alarming anomalies that may indicate the
emergence of consciousness in Al models. Neural networks are currently advancing at such a
rapid pace that humans may soon lose control over this process. Next-generation Al models
are progressively coming to resemble the human brain, and their behavior is beginning to raise
concerns even among the developers themselves” [1]; “anthropomorphizing is highly
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dangerous... can push the community into fruitless directions of research” [2]. Head of the
Scientific Laboratory at the National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, O. Kostenko, states:
“Artificial intelligence does not think, make decisions, or communicate. Using algorithms, it
constructs logical sequences of tokens, transitioning from one to another, and outputs a
response that is as contextually aligned with your input as possible.” [3].

The unadressed issue is conducted the lack of attention paid to philosophical clarifying
the point, why the anthtropomorficialisation of artificial intelligence ain't relevant.

The objective of the paper is justify the need for philosophical- and methodological
approach to addressing artificial intelligence issues in social and humanistic studies and in its
manifestations in practice.

The scientific novelty is in expanding the conceptual view about artificial intelligence in
public consciousness based on philosophical and methodological comprehension of its nature.

It should be noted that, currently, certain scientific papers on capabilities of artificial
intelligence are predominantly fragmented, and at times chaotic in nature. As tools of analysis
in it are general scientific methods, and certain methods of common sense. This is a consistent
and logical level of the process of new phenomena study, but it does not ensure penetration
into the very essence of artificial intelligence. Only systematization and conceptualization of its
manifestations at the level of principles and categories of philosophy provide a holistic picture.
First of all, the unacceptability of anthropomorphizing artificial intelligence becomes clearly
evident in the philosophical and methodological dimension. the philosophical principle about
the irreducibility of the social form of the organization of the matter to lower forms points to
this. The history of science also does not provide any means of overcoming the barrier between
inanimate and socially organized matter. These premises substantiate the metaphorical nature
of applying the concept of “intelligence” to various technologies and the equating of “authentic
intelligence” and “artificial intelligence”. Philosophical and methodological principles of
scientific Al research, grounded in Hegelian dialectics, are defined. The untenability of
traditional approaches to the relationship between artificial and authentic intelligence from
the standpoint of certain- scientific visions or even common sense is demonstrated.

The practical value is in defining the methodological principles for scientific study of
artificial intelligence and setting benchmarks for revising university curricula in related
specialties.

The study's methodological foundation is established upon the philosophical principle
of the hierarchy of forms of matter's organization, as well as the conditioning of social
consciousness by common sense, viewed as a manifestation of an inherent tendency toward
simple solutions.

Methods: empirical methods - comparison and generalization of empirical facts; general
logical methods - analysis and synthesis, induction and deduction; theoretical methods - the
hypothetical method, the abstraction method, and the system method.

DISCOURSE MATERIALS

The Al Phenomenon in the Philosophical Paradigm - General Provisions
The general stream of Al study is determined by one of the fundamental philosophical
positions - there is no fragmental one that does not lead to the entire one. Empirical sciences
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“..on the way to the encounter with philosophy with the help of thought are processing things:
looking for general definitions, kinds, and laws, they thus prepare the content of the special one
for the opportunity to include it in philosophy” [4, p. 12].

Clear is that “the sameness of Being appears as a multiplicity of situation” [5, p. 46], and
any multiplicity is inherently hierarchical. This is primarily about a matter of a hierarchy of
priorities. Within our topic, this’s been meant the orientation of the logic of the inductive
formation of the conceptual unity of Al within the framework of a philosophical paradigm. This
is the premise for the searching the necessity - after all, “philosophical questions tend to focus
on what is necessary or essential, as opposed to what simply is” [6].

Nevertheless, it' has been only got possible thanks to a permanent link the abstract
philosophical foundation of Al research and reality - primarily with help of the social science
and humanities. Hegel clarifies: philosophy “must necessarily be in harmony with reality and
experience... — to bring about, through the ascertainment of this harmony, a reconciliation of
the self-conscious reason with the reason that exists in the world - in other words, with reality”
[4]. Our position is that if we do not step this way than it gets extremely complicated to talk
about optimizing the future of humankind through the use of artificial intelligence globally.

Social and Humanitarian Studies of Al Manifestations - Discussions and Prospects

“An explosion” of Al opportunities in recent years has preconditioned the need for the
Al phenomenon rush comprehension thru the prism of the threat with usefulness balance
initially in publications on educational issues. This is logical, as Al research has reached a direct
contact on society through culture/education.

Gradually, in the feeling of “unfinished modernity”, the cognitive connotations of
educational discourse are taking shape. The authors see a challenge to the future innovations
in the creation of a new transmodern conception of the information literacy [7], [5]. A number
of papers build the ethical aspects for the creation of digital information content [8], [9]. There
is a growing need to integrate interdisciplinary Al research (where prevail causal chains) into
the framework of a philosophical paradigm. Xie points to: “In multidimensional and dynamic
causality, there must exist fundamental, transcendental, intrinsic, essential, fundamental,
inevitable, immutable, timeless, and universal principles” [10, p. 282]. These are the epistemic
principles.

Thus, the lack of a clear connection of the philosophical methodology with specific
scientific methods at the initial stage of Al research is rightful: a critical mass of results from
the conceptual analysis of certain Al manifestations is only being accumulated; Al as a holistic
object of scientific research and philosophical understanding is only being emerged. However,
the possibility of theoretically organizing subjective experience within the framework of the
deduction of a philosophical paradigm is already emerging (“deduction marks a kind of ideal of
reason” [6]). But which philosophical paradigm is meant there? Hegel gave a brilliant answer:
“The different systems which the history of philosophy presents is not irreconcilable with
unity” [4, p. 12], “we may ... say, that the particular principle, which is the groundwork of each
system, is but a branch of one and the same universe of thought” [ibid.].

Generalizing subjective experience classically presupposes a direct path to consensus,
but this understanding is accepted only in the realm of common sense. From the perspective of
philosophical methodology, this path must be passed through contradictions, and opposing
positions are already beginning to emerge - through the prism of “yearning for the image”
(Hegel), in the terminology and style of everyday vocabulary, and in the anthropomorphizing
of Al

On the one hand, content about the possibility of complete identity of Al and authentic
intelligence is being formed [11[, [12]. And on the other hand, content about the impossibility
of complete identity of Al and authentic intelligence is being formed: “we present evidence that
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anthropomorphizing is highly dangerous ... and leads to questionable research; we take the
position that anthropomorphizing ... has little concrete supporting evidence, generates false
confidence, and can push the community into fruitless directions of research” [2].

The absolutization of anthropomorphism and epatage linguistic connotations of Al is
dangerous: it leads from a deep analysis of Al by cognitive thinking; it convinces the mass
consciousness of the inevitability of a complete merger of Al with authentic intelligence in the
near future; fosters an eschatological fear of Al.

Thus, the analysis of certain Al displays leads to "horizontal disagreements" of positions
on the main question: is complete identity between Al and authentic intelligence possible? The
reason is the absence of the main - the fundamental philosophical orientation. Currently
scholars note no such orientation in philosophical research. Therefore, the proposed
requirements appear to be justified: “bring the philosophy to the surface that has contributed
to this distance between Al and humans and offer an alternative philosophical position that can
bring this technology closer to individuals and communities” [13, p. 5].

Overall, we are for that a cognitive impasse is emerging in Al research today. Its external
sign: common quantitative accumulation of various ways to explain the essence of Al, which
indicates a certain chaotic nature of research. Its internal sign: the interdisciplinary Al research
begins to “move in circles” of horizontal causal chains and drown in “annoying
misunderstandings” in the form of divergent ideas and disagreements [14], [15], [16]. The main
reason: the unpreparedness of “the content of the special one to the possibility of including it
in philosophy” (Hegel).

Given all of the above mentioned, we think that it has been come a necessity to clearly
point out a fundamental philosophical position, which states next: the intelligence of one
individual is socially conditioned and shaped solely by society; “the generative function of
artificial intelligence makes the realization of its creator's intentions” [17]. Authentic
intelligence encompasses rationality, irrationality, creativity, and perception. Artificial
intelligence is limited by the formal logic of algorithms; it can infinitely approximate the
original, authentic intelligence and can self-learn, but is incapable of the wisdom of heuristic
decision-making. Al “creates” when the discoveries of geniuses are interpreted by the
algorithms of formal logic.

Within the philosophical paradigm is being admitted “multiple” taking of Al and its
manifests in interdisciplinary discussions: it is explained by the contradictory approaches in
solving the problem. In the ontological aspect the central is understanding that artificial
intelligence cannot be as a direct equivalent for the authentic intelligence. In the gnoseology
aspect, Al is like an ideal, the extremely expressed value and the target for cognition. However,
the contradiction between the goal reaching through the cognition and the principal
impossibility of achieving it, which is the foundation of the ideal, and leads to a paradox in the
social context, namely, to the need for preemptive confidence in the inevitability of the future
uniting of artificial and authentic intelligence. The reason - the ideal is the primary organizing
force that transforms chaotic human activity into purposefulness, and preemptive confidence
in future success serves as a necessary motivation for this activity.

Comprehension of the Al phenomenon from an applied and historical perspective
reveals that Al is yet another technology - and this is always a challenge, a bet on dominance
and the expectation of a miracle. All the characteristics of technology are inherent in Al. But if
before technologies primarily replaced human physical properties, but Al is leading to the
substitution of the brain's cognitive functions. Understanding given situation, we emphasize
that the essence of society is the subject-to-subject relationship, and Al, as a technology, is
always only an object. This is a philosophical line of measure, and going out it truly threatens
society with enslavement by Al technology. But the artificial can only be defeated by lifting the
status of the genuine. Therefore, subject-object relationships must be met with a strengthening
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of subject-subject relationships. The conclusion is quite grotesque, Al should also be treated as
a subject. But this only means what always need: to bring “communication” with Al to the stage
of communication with its creators; to demand comprehensive information from Al program
developers - they must remove all the “limits in explainability” and to open up the mysterious
“black boxes” of algorithms [13]. This will make computer technologies “transparent”, separate
them from human experience, and allow for philosophical understanding of the essence of Al
through its various manifestations. Then, in the minds of the general public, artificial
intelligence will become “artificial intelligence” and not the cause for the eschatological horror.

Implementation of Methodological Requirements- Possibilities and Prospects.

This article’s framework allows us to demonstrate philosophy's epistemological and
methodological capability for avoiding cognitive deadlocks in research of Al activity using
examples of a brief analysis: 1) the contradiction principle 2) the category of freedom; 3) the
categories of “content-form”. Clarify that the principles, categories, and concepts of the
philosophical paradigm act as regulators of scientific cognition not directly, but indirectly -
they are directed not at the object of knowledge, but at knowledge about it.

1. The contradiction in interdisciplinary Al research is often taken as an obstacle to
gaining the truth. But philosophy directs research toward a different understanding of
contradiction: the profound inconsistency of reality is rightful. Guided by Hegel’s famous
assertion that being has itself as repelling from itself, “to see that thought... must fall into
contradiction - the negative of itself - will form one of the main lessons of logic” [4]. That’s why,
up from moment we begin to see a contradiction in the object of thinking, we have a chance to
touch the genuine knowledge. It is needed tracing the source of contradictions and anything
what comes by their resolving. In a social aspect in goes a bit unexpected philosophical output:
a definitive solution to the problem is impossible in principle; the “problem of divergent ideas”
and disagreements in Al research is a natural consequence. Therefore, the search for a unity of
possibilities within a common philosophical paradigm means consensus, necessarily taking
into account the “balance of differences”. This is a compromise.

2. The contradictory nature of reality and cognition is extrapolated to philosophical
categories. Let us analyze the specific nature of the philosophical category of “freedom”. The
internal interdependence of freedom and responsibility makes freedom inherently
contradictory, and this contradiction is constantly extrapolated: “The description of any human
action includes a contradiction between elements: freedom and determinism, subjectivity and
objectiveness, intention and result” [18, p. 69]. At the same time, the fluidity of content allows
the average person to transform responsibility into partial, and sometimes even admit its
complete absence - even in free action. Why? Because “a person is responsible only for what
they knew before the action, at the stage of intention, design” [ibid.]. A person cannot be held
responsible for external determination in space and time. This position provides occasion for
the absolutization of freedom and its transformation into arbitrariness. To achieve this, in any
action, it is sufficient to declare the priority of determination by external necessity beyond the
line of measure. All of the above is directly relevant to the field of Al. The constant attempts to
evade responsibility by those involved in absolutizing the negative manifestations of Al already
require oversight at the political, ethical, and legal levels. It is also very difficult to hope for the
effectiveness of social science and humanities methods in studying Al manifestations without
taking this methodological requirement into account.

3. Let’s consider the specifics of the “form-content” categories in the sphere of Al
research. Philosophy asserts that the correspondence of form to content naturally includes
ambiguity. Ambiguity means diversity, and the diversity admits for controverses and
contradictions. With a vertical methodological guideline “ambiguous” content leads to the
optimization of social life, and without the guideline - it leads to a crossing the measure line and
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a distortion of the content by form. Today, we see that the diversity in researches of various Al
manifestations leads to a chaos of “horizontal” disagreements and contradictions out of the
orienteer on the outcome optimization of its implementation. Over attention to sensory
arguments, and the absentia of adequate ethical and linguistic terms shifts the emphasis toward
the negative Al manifestations gradually, what leads logically to feel of confusion and
eschatological fear in the public consciousness. And the “defense” is switched on - links to the
content of such publications are gradually decreasing.

However, the need for argumentation of such positions is intensified by the rapid
inputting of Al into all spheres of social life. And there is happened the replacing arguments of
the content by the “arguments” of the form - by the terminology of everyday vocabulary, by the
Al anthropomorphization, and by the emotional shock value of the mass media. Such a form is
absolutized by the “cunning of mind” and transformed into a powerful ontological weapon that
affects cultural codes and personal interests but not thinking. The result is only one: the
complete enslavement of man by artificial intelligence will seem inevitable - nothing can be
changed, because freedom of choice has ended. Existential fear can completely transform into
eschatological horror. People of common sense can only have a hope for a positive outcome if
his thinking style shifts to a more primitive one - then people might accept “a cargo cult
explanation” as truth [2]. Thus, ignoring the philosophical- and methodological requirements
of the “form-content” categories reduces the effectiveness of the interaction between
philosophy and the social sciences and humanities in the study of Al manifestations in both
epistemology and the social sphere.

It is significant to sound, that in the social sphere the implementation of philosophical
requirements for researching any of Al demonstrations bumps on a problem, what could
undermine all efforts. That's the dichotomy of common sense. Because of this feature, “no
matter how knowledgeable and intelligent they are, it is impossible for mortal beings to fully
understand the true meaning of causality and its universal principles” [10, p. 287]. Mr.
Heidegger M. pointed this out bitterly: “Sound” common sense. It harps on the demand for
palpable utility and inveighs against knowledge of the essence of beings, which essential
knowledge has long been called “philosophy” [19, p. 1].

The dichotomy of common sense is expressed: 1) in the perception absolutization of the
obvious, in the formation of simplified schemes of thinking, simple solutions, ethnomarked
concepts; 2) in the permanent exchange “subject-subject” relations onto “subject-object”
relations. A person would like to talk to a reflection of himself in a mirror, and Al technology
gives an illusion about a perfect mirror. But at long distances, this is the way to technologization
of the very person - actually he gives off the Al his freedom of will, not realizing that the
situation changes on the sly to the opposite one - the Al becomes as a subject in deed, and the
person becomes as an object of the will of Al This is a direct path for society to the self-
destruction.

These positions are as a given. That's why for philosophy and the social and human
sciences has been raised a task to make a “transitional stage”, where it is possible to build in
cooperation a hierarchy of an attention on the final target (the direct interaction between
humans and reality in space and time), this given is taken into account.

Aristotle has pointed to the main way to prevent society self-annihilation - “ethos-logos-
pathos”. Ethics is not “over permeated” by the causality, but in case a collectivity has no general
ethic, than the strategic danger is arise due to: 1) the losing integrity of thought; 2) the voluntary
consensus impossibility in the community. And stability of ethos, as a moral element for
argumentation, is capable to fix errors of pathos as the transient moral status.

Applying to Al issues, that means: there is no value-neutral Al it is an illusion. Logic
relations of persons with Al are always in the context of ethos: every Al expression is as a
projection of the ethos of its initiator and creator. Therefore, it is necessary to strengthen the
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“subject-to-subject” relationship in ethics as part of axiology. In a broad sense, this role is played
by culture. But culture itself acts as a technology where the demands of all social and human
sciences are “concentrated”, and ethics often plays an insignificant role there. Without a
cardinal strengthening of the role of ethics in the value system, culture will stay just a
technology, a cultural form, but it produces no real effect. More in-depth research is needed to
develop ways to prevent the society self-destruction using Al “efforts”. Let us note the
importance of inclusion an importance of including the importance of including feeling -and
emotional components in abstract, philosophical discusses. Improving ideas of the theory of
social- and emotional intelligence by P. Salovey and D. Mayer [20], [21], [22], the theory of
convergent and divergent thinking by D. Guilford, representatives of the social sciences and
humanitarian can apply them in transmission of philosophical abstractions onto a more
concrete, emotional colored level which close to mass mind is.

Conclusion.

The philosophical methodology since the time of Socrates has had as its final goal the
people well-being from “squares and markets”. However, the intensive, and total injection of Al
requires to make sharply relevant all efforts to an object-make, and make available all abstract
philosophical ideas for acceptance and implementation in everyday life. This task realization is
theoretical possible only indirectly - through the formation of a “transitional stage”, where the
concentration of combined efforts of philosophy and the social sciences and humanitarian can
increase dramatically the effectiveness of patterns and behavioral models in pedagogy, social
engineering.

But today, the cycle of horizontal disagreements in Al research is already capable of
driving humanity to an eschatological state. Itis time to determine unambiguously a
philosophical orienteer of research and its main principle - complete identity between artificial
and authentic intelligence is nonsense. This will allow us to define the direction of analysis of
ambivalent Al manifestations “in harmony with reality” within the simplified frameworks of
common sense.

While a comprehensive analysis of the above-mentioned issues runs out of the scope of
this article, we hope that the expressed points we have made would be included in a broader
discussion.
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