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The problem of mutual relationship between social factors and types of knowledge, 

which is called "social determination of knowledge", is the external objectivity of 

knowledge from a social point of view or the impression and identification that 

different types of human knowledge receive from social factors. The components 

of this mutual relationship include depth, degree, level, dominant factor and 

subject. Muhammad Husayn Tabatabai believes that apart from obvious, present, 

general theoretical knowledge and some general practical knowledge, the rest of 

knowledge is under the influence of biological, environmental, unseen and social 

cultural factors that this effect is contingent and does not even reach the stage of 

causation. The main focus of these epistemological developments is the credibility, 

especially the post-social credibility, which is completely socially determined. 

Max Scheler proposed the form and content of knowledge, which considers the 

content immune from social determination and considers only the form of 

knowledge to be socially determined. Of course, Tabatabai and Scheler both 

believe that there is no causality between the community and knowledge and the 

influence of the community is only to the extent necessary. According to Scheler's 

opinion, spiritual and real factors jointly determine knowledge. Of course, only the 

three forms of knowledge of religion, philosophy and science are targeted for 

determination. Therefore, the extract of Tabatabai's theory goes back to the 

discussion of validity and Scheler's theory of the form and content of knowledge. 
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1. Introduction 

Social determination of knowledge means the impact and identification that different human knowledge 

receives from social factors. The issue of "social determination of knowledge" is the basic discussion and 

the main theme of sociology of knowledge, and even the definition of sociology of knowledge is dependent 

on the determination of the concept of "determination", "society" and "knowledge". In this research, the 

dimensions of depth, degree, level, dominant factor, belonging or subject of the problem of social 

determination have been investigated. In explaining the issue, it should be said that Tabatabai considers 

"knowledge" and "society" to be two independent entities, each of which has its own "originality" and 

existence. Max Scheler rejects the associative work of memory in the way that Hume, Locke and Mill have 

said and considers the idea that the difference between humans and animals is considered to be associative 

and rational memory incorrect. 

2. Methodology 

According to the presented question, it is clear that the current research is a descriptive and critical type that 

describes and interprets the existing conditions and relationships and studies and then criticizes the current 

state of the phenomenon or subject. Therefore, the article does not have a specific hypothesis. In the present 

study, an attempt has been made to conduct a basic research using the exploratory method and descriptive-

analytical approach, with direct reference to first-hand documents and references. By describing the data 

and documents and analyzing and comparing them, an attempt has been made to present a desirable and 

acceptable result. 

3. Findings 
Tabatabai's and Max Scheler's views have commonalities in some of the five components of the mutual 

relationship between social factors and types of knowledge. 

1. In the depth of determination, both thinkers believe that science and knowledge have objectivity 

and have a realistic task 

2. To a certain degree, both thinkers believe that there is no causality between the community of 

knowledge and the influence of the community is only to the extent necessary. 

3. In the component of the level of determination, the dominant factor of determination, belonging or 

sign of determination do not share the theory . 

Discussion and Conclusion 
Tabatabai's and Max Scheller's views have differences in all the five components of the mutual relationship 

between social factors and types of knowledge, some of which are briefly mentioned: 

1. In the depth of determination, before knowledge, there is a desire for knowledge and value. But 

Tabatabai raised the issue of credibility about which of the knowledges have social determination, 

and the credibility after society is completely socially determined. 

2. In the degree of determinism, according to Tabatabai, this condition exists only in the credits after 

the community. But in Scheler's form of knowledge, this condition exists. 

3. At the level of determination, Tabatabai, present knowledge, real acquisition and general credit 

acquisition before the community, are always based on the individual and have never found a 

collective state. But Scheler does not consider knowledge to be exclusive to a specific level, but can 

be applied at the level of the individual, society, and between, and of course, this is the form of 

knowledge such as religion, philosophy, science, technology, and ideology, which can be different 

at different levels. Not its content. 
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4. In the dominant determining factor, Tabatabai believes it is one of the four categories of 

transcendental, individual, environmental and social determining factors, the main and dominant 

factor in determining, nature and love of nature. But Scheler believes that various factors can 

dominate human thoughts; According to him, the dominant factor is variable . 

5. In the belonging or definite sign, Tabatabai says all special credits are more or less influenced by 

the society, although the credits after the society are more strongly under this influence. But 

Scheler's are only the form of the three knowledges of religion, philosophy and science, which 

belong to determination. 

Therefore, in relation to the discussion of social determination of knowledge, the essence and spirit of 

Tabatabai's ideas goes back to the discussion of validity and Scheler's ideas about the form and content of 

knowledge. 
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