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Metaphysical Principles of Causality and Normativity in Historical Cognition

Abstract:

This study is timely in the context of the contemporary reassessment of the foundations of scientific
rationality, the crisis of classical determinism, and the necessity of accounting for normative structures in
historical cognition. Amidst methodological pluralism and increasingly complex conceptions of freedom
of human action, the analysis of the metaphysical principles of causality and normativity acquires
particular significance. An awareness of the multidimensionality of human activity demands the
integration of causal and value-based foundations in the explanation of historical processes. The novelty
of this study lies in proposing an integrative approach that unites causal and normative structures as two
fundamental metaphysical principles of historical cognition. The study explores the contemporary
interpretation of freedom as a creative act that disrupts the causal chain, and it demonstrates the
methodological irreducibility of normativity to causality. The subject of the study is the correlation
between the metaphysical principles of causality and normativity within the structure of historical
cognition. The object of the study is human action as an element simultaneously incorporated into both
the causal and normative orders. The study aims to identify the roles of causality and normativity in the
formation of historical explanation models and in the philosophical understanding of free will. The
methodological basis of the study includes analysis, synthesis, historical-genetic and comparative
methods, as well as phenomenological, hermeneutical, and dialectical approaches, which allow for a
comprehensive understanding of the evolution of the categories of causality and normativity. The
application of metaphysical analysis and conceptual reconstruction ensured the identification of a link
between changes in scientific rationality and the transformation of historical models of thinking. The
study traces the evolution of causality and normativity: from primitive normative syncretism and ancient
conceptions of fate to the classical scientific model built on the continuity of causal connections, and its
subsequent critical reassessment in the 20th century. It is shown that historical cognition is impossible
without considering normative structures, which define the subject’s motivation and responsibility, and
that contemporary philosophy is turning towards an integrative model that combines explanation and
interpretation. The main challenges addressed by the study are related to the limitations of universal
deterministic explanations and the difficulty of formalising normative structures. An additional problem
is the gap between natural-scientific and humanistic models of rationality. The study confirms that
causality and normativity prove to be complementary principles essential for the complete reconstruction
of the historical process, which opens up prospects for the further development of an integrative
philosophy of history.
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Introduction

The problem of the metaphysical foundations of human freedom and the principles that
determine the structure of historical cognition remains one of the central concerns in
contemporary philosophy. In the context of escalating methodological pluralism and the crisis
of classical rationality, the question of how an individual understands their choice, motivation,
and responsibility acquires particular urgency. Contemporary science no longer relies on the
notion of a single, universal type of rationality characteristic of the Enlightenment era; instead,
an increasingly pronounced divergence between various forms of world comprehension is
evident.

Historical cognition finds itself at the epicentre of this methodological shift, as it
simultaneously operates with causal structures and with normative systems regulating human
behaviour. As the critique of deterministic models deepens, it becomes obvious that the absolute
continuity of cause-and-effect relations, which forms the core of the classical scientific
worldview, is no longer capable of explaining the complexity of human agency. In the
humanities, attention is intensified towards the role of free choice, cultural attitudes, value
systems, and “metaparadigmatic” decisions that shape the horizons of historical experience.
Following this, a need arises to reconceptualise the relationship between causality and
normativity as two fundamentally distinct, yet inextricably linked, modes of world explanation.

Contemporary study emphasises that the metaphysical foundations of historical cognition
cannot be reduced to a single model of world order; rather, they necessitate taking into account
the multi-layered nature of reality, where objective necessity coexists with human freedom. In
transitional societies undergoing transformations of value systems and structures of historical
memory, this problem becomes especially significant, as the selection of a “metaparadigmatic
framework” determines the very possibility of interpreting the past and shapes the normative
guidelines for the future.

The novelty of the study lies in the attempt at a comprehensive analysis of the metaphysical
principles of causality and normativity as two equally valid foundations of historical knowledge,
influencing the understanding of free will. In contrast to traditional approaches, where causality
is considered a universal explanatory instrument, this work is based on the idea of the
heterogeneity of the world order and the impossibility of reducing the normative dimension to
the causal.

The study proposes a non-classical interpretation of freedom as a creative act that disrupts
the continuity of the cause-and-effect sequence and initiates a new metaphysical and historical
context. A significant contribution is the thesis that normative structures are not derived from
the natural order, but are formed as a result of the collective choice of a specific model of life,
which renders them historically changeable and culturally conditioned.

The novelty also consists in the comparison of classical scientific rationality with
contemporary forms of thought, which admit discontinuity, heterogeneity, and the multiplicity
of the grounds of existence. Such a comparison allows for a critical reappraisal of the status of
causality in historical cognition and identifies new possibilities for the investigation of free will

as a metaphysical category.
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The subject of the study is the metaphysical foundations of causality and normativity as
structures that shape the modes of interpreting human actions and historical processes. The
analysis includes their philosophical evolution, mutual transformation, and influence on the
methods of historical cognition. Particular attention is paid to how these principles determine
different types of rationality and explanatory models.

The object of the study is human action as a phenomenon simultaneously included in the
cause-and-effect world order and subordinate to normative structures that determine freedom
of choice and responsibility. More broadly, the object is historical cognition, within which causal
explanations and the normative grounds of human activity interact.

The study aims to identify the role of the metaphysical principles of causality and
normativity in shaping models of historical cognition and in the comprehension of free will.

Based on this purpose, the following objectives are addressed in the work:

- analyse the content of the metaphysical principles of causality and normativity and their
historical evolution from ancient conceptions to classical and post-classical science;

- investigate the differences between the causal and normative orders as foundations of
human agency and world structure;

- identify the ways in which causality and normativity interact within the structure of historical
cognition and in the understanding of human freedom;

- consider the mechanisms of forming normative structures as a result of free choice and their
impact on historical interpretation;

—  establish the limitations of deterministic models and demonstrate the significance of

normative acts of creativity and responsibility in the humanistic perspective.

Methods

The investigation into the metaphysical principles of causality and normativity within
historical cognition necessitates the application of a complex set of general scientific and
specialised philosophical methods. This approach ensures the systemic integrity, depth, and
critical reflection of the results obtained. Given that this problematic addresses the fundamental
underpinnings of human freedom, the structure of the world order, and the evolution of
rationality, the research methodology must account for both the historical dynamics of the
formation of key categories and the specifics of their function in diverse cultural and historical
contexts.

The work is fundamentally based on the sequential analysis and synthesis of conceptual
material. Analysis enables the breakdown of the central categories—causality, normativity,
freedom, rationality—into their structural components and reveals their internal relationships. It
is employed in examining the distinctions between the givenness (dannocms) and the
task/potentiality (3adannocms) of human existence, in interpreting the concepts of “necessity”,
“motivation”, and “responsibility”’, and in investigating the content of the causal and normative
models of the wotld presented in the article's text.

Synthesis, conversely, ensures the assembly of these elements into a unified theoretical
construct. This construct reflects the logic of transition from the normative arrangement of the

primeval world to the classical scientific interconnectedness of causes and effects, and
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subsequently, to contemporary non-classical forms of thought which admit discontinuity and a
multiplicity of grounds.

The inductive approach is applied in the analysis of a broad range of historico-philosophical
material: from archaic notions of “guilt and retribution” to the Stoic doctrine of fate, the
Cartesian concept of the law of nature, and Newtonian universalism. It is used to identify the
general regularities in the formation of worldviews that link human beings with the orderliness
of the world. Deduction allows for the formulation of conclusions regarding the nature of
classical rationality, its aspiration for the continuity and closure of causal chains, and the logical
impossibility within it of an act of freedom emerging as a “gap” between causes. Deductive
generalisations are then tested against concrete examples provided in the article’s text, including
the comparison of the normative order of antiquity with the causal order of Early Modern
science.

The historico-genetic method serves as the foundation for reconstructing the evolution of
conceptions of causality and normativity. It enables us to trace how the initial identification of
guilt and cause (@i#7a) in ancient thought was gradually transformed into a strictly scientific
understanding of causality, where norms are no longer viewed as an expression of the will of
gods or higher powers. It helps to explain why the classical scientific worldview progressively
displaced the normative type of worldview, and was subsequently subjected to criticism itself in
the 20" century, a process which is revealed in detail in the text under study.

The comparative method is employed for juxtaposing various models of world explanation:
the normative, based on retribution and responsibility; the causal, founded on the continuity of
cause-and-effect relations; the classical scientific, striving for universal determinism; and the non-
classical, admitting ruptures and external influences. The method allows for the identification of
the profound differences between these types of rationality and demonstrates that their mutual
irreducibility is key to understanding the nature of historical cognition.

The structural-functional approach provides for the analysis of causality and normativity as
grounds that fulfil different functions in the formation of the world order. Causality is examined
as a mechanism for explaining the sequence of events, while normativity is seen as a structure
that sets rules, values, and the boundaries of human activity. This method aids in understanding
why an origin connected with an act of free choice is possible within the normative order,
whereas such an origin is absent in the causal order. On this basis, it is demonstrated that
historical cognition cannot be reduced to a single explanatory model.

The phenomenological method is applied to analyse the human experience connected with
the perception of “givenness”—objective circumstances determined by the past—and
“task/potentiality”—ideals, norms, and goals directed towards the future. This approach allows
for the identification of the structure of human motivation, as shown in the text under study,
and for understanding how the individual experiences the rupture between natural necessity and
normative requirements. Phenomenological analysis reveals that the act of freedom arises at the
point where a person acts not as a consequence of a causal series, but as the origin of a new
chain of events.

The hermeneutical method is used for the interpretation of the philosophical concepts
unified in the research. It allows for the uncovering of semantic shifts undergone by the notions

of law, cause, punishment, fate, norm, and necessity across different epochs. Hermeneutics also
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helps to reveal the hidden assumptions underlying classical science and to explain why
contemporary philosophy rejects the idea of universal determinism.

The dialectical method is essential for analysing the contradictions between causality and
normativity. It demonstrates that these forms of world order exist in a state of tense unity and
that the development of rationality occurs through their mutually conditioned transformations.
Dialectical logic explains the historical dynamics of transitions—from the normative order of
antiquity to the causal order of science and further to non-classical rationality, which permits
ruptures and creative acts.

The method of conceptual reconstruction is employed to restore the substantive structure
of the classical scientific worldview. It allows for the identification of its metaphysical
foundations: the conception of a continuous causal chain, of the reversibility of time in the
logical sense, and of the independence of natural laws from human will. This method is also
applied to the analysis of the contemporary critique of determinism described in the text under
study.

The metaphysical method occupies a central position, as the research concerns the
ontological grounds of freedom and order. It enables questions to be posed about the nature of
being, the structure of law, and the relationship between necessity and freedom. The application
of metaphysical analysis explains why causality precludes a creative act, while normativity makes
it possible, and also reveals the consequences of these distinctions for historical cognition.

Philosophical critique and deconstruction of classical rationality are used to identify the
limitations of the determinist model of the world. Critical analysis shows that universal causality
fails to account for the normative structures through which the human being actualises freedom
and responsibility. Deconstruction enables the uncovering of the hidden metaphysical
presuppositions of classical science and explains why they came to be perceived as self-evident.

Finally, the method of idealisation and thought experiment is applied to the analysis of
models of world order, such as the normative cosmos, the classical deterministic universe, and
the non-classical world of ruptures and creative acts. Thought experiments help to demonstrate
the consequences of absolute determinism—the disappearance of freedom, historicity, and
responsibility—and why the normative perspective proves necessary for understanding human
activity.

The application of the aforementioned methods has made it possible to:

1) reveal the historical dynamics of the formation of conceptions of causality and normativity;

2) demonstrate their metaphysical irreducibility to one another;

3) uncover the internal logic of worldview transformations from archaic consciousness to the
non-classical rationality of the 20® century;

4)  explain how freedom manifests as an act that ruptures the causal chain and establishes a
normative order;

5) substantiate the impossibility of reducing the normative dimension to natural scientific laws;

6) emphasise the significance of metaparadigmatic decisions and creative choice as the

foundation of historical cognition.
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Literature Review

The problem of the metaphysical foundations of causality and normativity, as well as their
role within the structure of historical knowledge, has been shaped in scholarship over several
centuries, which makes the analysis of existing literature a fundamentally important stage of the
research. Among domestic studies, one of the key sources is the work of Balakhonsky (7997),
which examines in detail the epistemological and methodological foundations of explaining
history and demonstrates the dependence of historico-philosophical concepts on shifts within
rationality. Also significant is Bakhtin’s work (2077), which analyses models of history from a
socio-anthropological perspective, with particular attention to the relationships between cultural
attitudes, forms of worldview and historical reflection. Bransky (20006) likewise emphasises the
question of the meaning of history and stresses that historical understanding is inevitably
connected with the interpretation of purposiveness and the normative structures of human
activity.

Among philosophers of science, Bachelard (7986) made a substantial contribution to the
development of the topic of the correlation between causality and normativity. In his works he
demonstrated the limitations of classical forms of determinism and the necessity of revising
reductionist scientific models. Another important field of inquiry is the sociology of knowledge,
where the notion of the social construction of reality takes centre stage, as presented in the
fundamental study by Berger and Luckmann. The authors show that social institutions and
norms define the frameworks within which the world is interpreted and constitute the necessary
precondition for understanding human action (Berger & Luckmann, 2009). This position supports
the idea that normative structures cannot be reduced to a natural-scientific causal order.

The historical roots of philosophical notions of causality and normativity can be found in
the works of ancient thinkers. Fragments of Early Greek Philosophy (1989) make it possible to trace
the formation of the first cosmological models of order and the interrelation between divine
ordinance, moral norms and natural processes. Of particular value is the collection by Diogenes
Laertius (7979), which records the views of ancient schools for whom causality and fate often
coincided within a unified conception of world order. These texts allow the reconstruction of
the early normative-causal syncretism characteristic of ancient thought.

A fundamental influence on the formation of classical conceptions of causality was exerted
by the works of Leibniz (7984), in which the idea of the continuity of world order and the strict
correlation between cause and effect was elaborated. Later this line was radicalised in the
scientific works of the Early Modern period, where the mathematization of nature reached a
high degree of formalisation. A key testament to this process is the monumental Principia
Mathematica by Whitehead and Russell (7970), which became a symbol of faith in the universality
of the logico-mathematical apparatus. Also illustrative in this context is the analysis by M. Kline
(1984), who in the twentieth century revealed the crisis of mathematical certainty and
demonstrated the limitations of rationalist models of scientific cognition.

A critical reassessment of classical determinism is most vividly presented in the works of I.
Prigozhin (7989), which highlight the impossibility of reducing complex systems to linear causal
models. Prigogine emphasised the need to acknowledge the openness of the future and the role
of probabilistic processes in nature. This position became an important premise for non-classical

concepts of rationality and underscores the limitations of classical metaphysical determinism.
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The shift away from rigid determinism toward more flexible conceptions was significantly
influenced by research in analytic philosophy. One of the key sources is Anscombe’s work
(1971), where causality is analysed as a concept that cannot be reduced to mechanical
determinism but is instead determined by the contextual structures of human practice. D. Lewis
(1973), in turn, developed a counterfactual model of causality, emphasising its modal nature and
dependence on possible worlds. These works substantially expanded the understanding of
causality beyond the classical linear model.

A major contribution to rethinking the relationship between necessity and freedom was
made by Hannah Arendt. In her seminal study The Human Condition, she investigates the
categories of action, freedom and responsibility, understood as events that break causal
continuity and introduce a new beginning into history (Arendt, 1958). This approach is
particularly important for the analysis of the metaphysics of normativity, where freedom is seen
as an act of creative establishment of order.

The question of the structure of cognition and the role of the subject in the interpretation
of being occupies a central place in Martin Heidegger’s philosophy. In Being and Time he
demonstrates that human existence is always already immersed in meaningful structures that
determine the horizons of understanding, and that the analysis of being is impossible without
considering existential freedom (Heidegger, 1962). At the opposite pole lies the classical
epistemology of 1. Kant (7998), in which causality is viewed as an a priori category of the
understanding, and normativity as the practical law of freedom. These works provide the
theoretical framework necessary for comprehending the dual nature of causality and normativity.

An important body of literature is associated with the philosophy of science. C. Hempel
(1965) proposed a model of scientific explanation based on deductive-nomological structures,
which became one of the most influential formalisations of causality in the twentieth century. In
contrast, K. Popper (7959) criticised determinism and introduced the principle of falsifiability as
a tool of scientific rationality that admits the openness of the future and the creativity of scientific
thought. M. Bunge (7959) developed a pragmatic-scientific approach to causality, stressing its
operational nature and connection with empirical investigation. The works of R. Bhaskar (2008)
within the framework of critical realism proposed a stratified understanding of reality, in which
causality operates on different ontological levels and cannot be reduced to linear mechanisms.

The philosophical-humanitarian trajectory is represented by the works of Ch. Taylor (7985),
who showed that the understanding of human action is impossible without taking into account
normative structures, values and cultural meanings that constitute the space of freedom. In The
Archaeology of Knowledge, M. Foucault (7972) reveals the idea of epistemological ruptures and the
historical conditions of forming discourses, demonstrating that normativity is not only a moral
but also an epistemic category. His analysis makes it possible to view causality and normativity
as elements of distinct discursive regimes.

Thus, the literature on the topic forms a multilayered field that includes ancient philosophy,
classical metaphysics, Early Modern philosophy, phenomenology, analytic philosophy, critical
realism, the sociology of knowledge and contemporary studies of rationality. All these traditions
demonstrate that causality and normativity possess a complex historical dynamic and diverse
ontological statuses. The classical tradition sought to universalise causal order, whereas

contemporary research emphasises the necessity of recognising the multiplicity of types of
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rationality, the cultural conditionedness of norms and the creative character of freedom. The
literature review shows that the problem of the relationship between causality and normativity
requires interdisciplinary analysis that takes into account both historical forms of thought and

modern philosophical conceptions, which determines the relevance of further research.

Results

One of the most pressing issues for any transitional society is the theoretical understanding
of the freedom of the human will and its metaphysical foundations. In this regard, the
metaphysical principles of causality and normativity emerge as the fundamental bases for the
organisation of our representations of the wotld and its cognition. From the mid-20" century
onwards, as the historical and socio-cultural conditioning of the rationalist ideals of classical
philosophy becomes increasingly evident (Bachelard, 1986), the initial intuition of some universal,
single and unique rationality loses its former clarity and becomes ever more blurred and
indeterminate. At the very least, it becomes clear that not only theoretical knowledge but also
human practical behaviour, unmediated by any theory, can be rational.

The rationality of actions presupposes, at the very least, that they are motivated. Motivation,
in turn, is conditioned, on the one hand, by givenness—the factual state of affairs, the objective
circumstances in which a person finds themself—and, on the other, by “setness”, that is, by their
understanding and interpretation of these circumstances. Depending on the meaning ascribed
to them, human behaviour in one and the same situation may be markedly different—indeed,
even diametrically opposed. Givenness is determined by the past: all circumstances are
conditioned by events that have already taken place and which, in their totality, have led to the
present state. “Setness” is not directly present in the present. It is, rather, an impulse, an
orientation towards the realisation of a certain imperative that is offered to the person, or posited
by themself, as an ideal or a norm. Thus, the present in which a person finds themself constitutes
a rupture between givenness (the past) and setness (the projection of the future). It is within this
rupture that real human life unfolds, as a person, through their reflections and actions,
continually reconnects the thread of their own being.

Setness, like givenness, is something external to the individual; therefore, the striving
towards it may be interpreted as an ever-renewed attempt to transcend the boundaries of
givenness, as a striving towards transcendence. Science is one of the forms in which this striving
is realised, insofar as it represents a way of transcending setness through the formulation of laws
of nature and methodological principles of thought. However, science is not the only form in
which such striving is embodied. I. Prigozhin, e.g., writes that “Europeans live at the intersection
of at least two different systems of values: on the one hand, scientific rationality, and on the
other, the rationality of collective behaviour.” (Prigozhin, 1989) Yet rationality, whatever form it
takes, is always grounded in a conscious conviction or instinctive belief in the existence, in the
world, of a certain definite and stable order. The very presence of such a conviction (or belief)
serves as the deepest foundation for affirming ontological determinations of being, whilst the
concrete content of these determinations largely depends on the content of the fundamental
convictions or beliefs characteristic of a particular historical epoch. How and from what do such
convictions and beliefs arise? How do they influence the content of our ontological

representations? How do they change, and what happens as a result of these changes?
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In prehistoric thought there may have been nothing at all—and, in all likelihood, indeed
there was nothing—resembling contemporary scientific conceptions of nature as an ordered
sequence of phenomena linked by causal relations. Yet this can scarcely be taken to mean that
prehistoric thought was altogether devoid of the idea of the world’s orderedness. Rather, one
may speak not of the absence but of the different character of this order. That which appears to
contemporary scientific consciousness as nature external—and even opposed—to the human
being, appeared to the ancient human as the immediate continuation of their life-world, which
was tightly bound by a system of moral or legal norms. The social order regulating human
behaviour was extended to the entire world, an understanding of which was constructed not on
causal (cause—effect) but on normative (guilt—retribution) relations.

Ethnographic research indicates that the notion that the human being is responsible for
everything that happens in the world belongs among the most archaic stereotypes of thought
(Fragments. .., 1989). Many ethnographers note that the prehistoric human interpreted what we
call natural phenomena not as spontaneous events indifferent to their fate, but strictly in
accordance with the principle of retribution, regarding favourable events as reward and
unfavourable ones as punishment. The dualism between nature as a causal order and society as
a normative order was wholly alien to prehistoric consciousness, just as it is (albeit with the
opposite sign) to the scientistic consciousness of the contemporary human.

Potentially, a worldview grounded in normative relations differs substantially from a causal
one, although mytho-religious consciousness may, for a long time, remain entirely insensitive to
this difference. For such consciousness, the connection between natural phenomena, just as
between social phenomena, is the result of divine ordinance, and the laws of nature—Ilike social
laws—are nothing other than the expression of the will of the creator: norms prescribing to
natural objects certain rules of behaviour, the violation of which entails inevitable punishment.
It is noteworthy that in ancient Greece both cause and guilt were designated by the same word—
atria (Diggenes Laértius, 1979). Apparently, the conception of the law of causal relations arises
through a re-interpretation of the concept of law-as-norm, which binds guilt and retribution.
The transition from normative order to causal order consists in the human being’s realisation
that relations between things, unlike relations between people, are independent of both human
and supra-human will, or, which amounts to the same thing, are not determined by norms.
However, this transition was neither simple nor instantaneous.

The history of the formation of the conviction that there exists a completely impersonal
natural order—a conviction that constitutes the ontological core of classical rationality—
stretches from the first natural philosophers of ancient Greece to the meta-scientific
investigations of Galileo, Descartes and Newton. Already in Plato’s philosophy, the conception
of the Cosmos as a hierarchically organised system is formed, in which the ideal world is
separated from, and opposed to, the world of objects. This higher world of pure essences is
interpreted as the eternal and immutable prototype (the ideal plan) according to which the order
of things and phenomena that constitute the human being’s immediate environment arises and
exists. The order of the phenomenal world is given to us as a reflection of that order which exists
in the ideal world, yet as a reflection that is crude, inexact and approximate. True being is not
given to us in our immediate experience. Therefore, the comprehension of universal laws and

the true meaning of being is attainable exclusively by means of pure intellectual contemplation.
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Empirical cognition does not even deserve to be called knowledge; it is designated by the special
term “opinion”. Genuine knowledge is the result of intellectual vision that discloses the pre-
given order and meaning of the being of the world and, therefore, the genuine vocation of the
human being (Hempel, 1965; Popper, 1959).

Nevertheless, a complete separation of causality from normativity does not occur even in
ancient philosophy. A significant number of ancient authors continue to interpret the law of
nature precisely as an established order, and the notion of cause is scarcely distinguished from
that of fate: “Everything happens by the decree of fate, as Chrysippus... Posidonius, Zeno, as
well as Boethus, say <...> Fate is the continuous [chain] of causes of what exists, or the reason
according to which the universe is governed.” (Diogenes Laértins, 1979) Even by the seventeenth
century this separation can still not be regarded as fully accomplished. Thus, in his Discourse on
the Method Descartes speaks of laws ‘established by God in nature’, and in a letter to Mersenne
he asserts that “God has established these laws... just as a sovereign establishes laws in his
kingdom.” (K/ine, 1984) The decisive step towards a complete separation of causal order from
normative order is taken by Newton when he endows the law of nature with a universal and all-
encompassing character.

In affirming the unity of the laws of celestial and terrestrial mechanics, Newton proceeds
from a firm conviction in the existence of a single, unique world order embracing all phenomena
of both the supra-lunar and the sub-lunar worlds. The ancient conception of the Cosmos as a
hierarchically ordered system is replaced by the foundational modern scientific idea of the
Universe, whose order and laws apply equally to the motion of the heavenly bodies and to the
displacement of terrestrial objects, all describable by one and the same set of mathematical
formulae. And although in Newton’s own fundamental convictions we still find reminiscences
of the ancient normative order, from his theism it is but “a step” not only to Leibnizian deism,
but also to Laplace’s radical determinism, which definitively expels the idea of sovereign will (as
the basis of normativity) beyond the bounds of science (and rationality in general).

From this new perspective a strange and previously unknown world opens up before the
human being—a world governed by a single universal set of causal laws that admit of precise
mathematical expression. Yet a law is perceived by us as a truth, excluding the possibility of any
contrary propositions, only when it is sanctioned by a supreme authority. In this “new world”
such an authority is assumed by science, which claims both supreme knowledge and supreme
power.

Science’s claim to the role of supreme authority rests on the fundamental conviction that
the causal order prevailing in the world makes it possible (provided certain logical and
methodological procedures are observed) to correlate each phenomenon precisely and
unambiguously with all that precedes and all that follows it.

The unpredictability of particular events is viewed, from a causal standpoint, as a purely
epistemological phenomenon lacking any ontological presuppositions. Nothing that occurs
comes into being without an appropriate cause. Surprises exist only for us, and only insofar as
we have not yet discovered all these causes. We hope to use the causal connections already
known and comprehended by us as means for achieving our own ends, but the constant

intervention in our activity of innumerable regularities as yet unknown to us leads to a situation
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in which, contrary to our will, we ourselves become one of the means for the manifestation of
some global necessity.

The principle of causality, regarded as a fundamental ontological characteristic of being,
implies that a person can realise their striving for freedom only by subjecting their life to a
universal objective law. To dispose freely of their future, an individual thinking in categories of
causality must exclude from consciousness everything contingent, retaining therein only what is
necessary. In other words, in order to be free, a person must become necessary not only in their
means, but above all in their motives and ends: they must not desire anything that is not
“provided for” by objective necessity. Strict adherence to the causal principle does not allow us
to regard our own activity as fully autonomous. For if each of our actions is the “resultant” of a
multitude of objective factors, many of which we do not even recognise, then our behaviour is
determined by something other than our will. “Science”, writes F. M. Dostoevsky in Notes from
Underground, “will teach man that... everything he does is done not at all according to his desire,
but of itself, according to the laws of nature. Consequently, once these laws are discovered, man
will no longer be responsible for his actions.”

Causal thinking is formed as the result of a sufficiently long process of radical
transformation in conceptions of how the world is ordered. The world of traditional society is a
world governed by normative (social) order, which is also extended to the whole surrounding
reality. The modern European world is a world of causal (natural) order, to which there is now
an attempt to subordinate both society and the individual. This world is literally created in the
process of the formation of European science and appears to us as the result of a change in the
most fundamental ontological representations of the order that governs the world.

Leibniz, one of the most authoritative creators of the new science, holds that the order
prevailing in the world is such that “every complete action represents [its| complete cause”, and
therefore “from knowledge of this action I can always arrive at knowledge of its cause.” (Lezbniz,
1984). 1t the cause is ‘fully represented’ in the effect, this means that the logic of our cognition
must be just as sequential and uninterrupted as the chain of causal connections in nature itself.
Strictly speaking, however, what is at stake here is less an epistemological than an ontological
principle. Leibniz’s conviction of the causal nature of the fundamental world order presupposes
that all events form a continuous series, in which causes and effects are absolutely contiguous,
with no “gaps” between them. The world is revealed to us as a certain perfect unity, as an integral,
nowhere ruptured succession of phenomena connected with one another by relations of
necessity. Yet this thesis is nothing other than a particular ontological principle, tacitly present
at the foundation of classical science. According to this principle, the whole of nature is
unconditionally subject to mathematically formulated laws, whose operation is manifested in the
inexorability of causal relations. Within such a framework, there is simply nowhere for the
human being to “insert” their free will, the manifestation of which is always associated with the
emergence of a “gap”, a break in continuity.

As a result, an attitude becomes established and widely diffused in which nature is conceived
as a kind of a-historical entity. For if the complete cause of any phenomenon is contained within
it as its complete effect, this means that they are equivalent. But the equivalence of cause and
effect, in turn, implies nothing other than the reversibility of time (at least in a logical sense).

And if physically we are incapable of turning the world process backwards, then to enact such

11



European Scientific e-Journal, ISSN 2695-0243, No. 39 (2025)

retrograde movement logically is not only possible, but constitutes the direct duty of the person
of science. The notion of the a-historical character of scientific laws, relating first and foremost
to the sphere of natural processes, gradually spreads into the sphere of human existence.

Over the past three hundred years this Leibnizian “formula” of the fundamental world order
has become dominant not only among scholars and philosophers; even in everyday
consciousness there has taken shape a stable conviction in the inviolability of causal laws, which
organise everything that happens in the world into uninterrupted chains of cause and effect
stretching from an infinite past into an infinite future (Leibniz, 1984). However, by the mid-
twentieth century, among professionals—philosophers, scientists and methodologists of
science—confidence in the all-embracing character of the causal world order loses its former
firmness. Disillusionment with the ideals of universal determinism grows. As a result, the
fundamental premises of classical modern rationality—the ontological principle of the continuity
of causal relations and the epistemological principle of the unity of the system of rational
knowledge organically bound up with it—are called into question. The break with tradition is
experienced so acutely that Gaston Bachelard (7986) characterises the very idea of universal
determinism of the Leibnizian type as an incredible, monstrous idea.

Here, as in the case of forming the classical ideal, the change in epistemological perspective
and the revision of ontological foundations are inseparably linked with a change in conceptions
of the prevailing world order. Itis precisely on the basis of such conceptions that our preliminary
assumptions are formed concerning what is truly significant and meaningful in this world
(Bhaskar, 2008). The most fundamental ontological presupposition of classical science—the
being of nature as the ultimate givenness existing “in itself”’, independently of our human
existence—becomes unacceptable under new conditions. Yet together with the differentiation
of natural and human being, the conception of the world as some absolute, indivisible unity,
subject in all its spheres and manifestations to one and the same universal causal laws, also
becomes unacceptable. If, from the standpoint of the classical ideal, all relations, both in the
sphere of nature and in the sphere of the human life-world, were regarded as internal relations
between elements of a single, unique system, there now arises the possibility of taking into
account external influences whose operation disrupts the rigid linearity of classical determinism.

The “image of the world” changes not only through the natural causal processes unfolding
within it. A transformation in the conceptual organisation of thought may provide us with a
wholly different structure for the articulation of being, opening up a new perspective in which
not only the meaning and significance of familiar things change, but we in effect find ourselves
in a new world, with different objects and different facts. The very principles of the structuring
of being are now considered not as something originally inscribed into the nature of the world,
but as the result of the adoption of particular meta-paradigmatic stances. The choice in favour
of a given conception of world order is a creative act that rests not so much on discursive
reflection as on a volitional decision, which constitutes a rupture in the chain of causal (and
logical) relations. Such a choice can neither be reduced to any formalised algorithm nor derived
from preceding history as an effect from its cause. From the standpoint of classical rationality,
this is an irrational act. In reality, however, what is at issue here is not so much irrationality as a
different, non-classical type of rationality—the rationality of “collective behaviour”. In any case,

we are dealing here with the choice of a particular model of communal life.

12



European Scientific e-Journal, ISSN 2695-0243, No. 39 (2025)

However, unlike the causal order of classical rationality, normative world order is no longer
regarded either as an absolute, eternal characteristic of being and thought as such, or as the result
of the operation of some powerful transcendental sovereign will. This order is understood as
one established or recognised by human beings, rather than by a supra-human power, and
therefore as having normative force only within the confines of a given cultural community or
historical epoch.

The internal difference between causality and normativity as principles of the organisation
of world order consists above all in the following. From a causal perspective, any phenomenon
is viewed as the effect of some cause and at the same time as the cause of some other effect;
therefore, the causal chain appears as a continuous, nowhere broken line that issues from infinity
and recedes into infinity (Heidegger, 1962). The normative perspective, in contrast to the causal,
presupposes a quite definite beginning—that very creative act of the free choice of a meta-
paradigmatic stance through which the boundary conditions are set for the functioning not only
of a particular type of thinking but of the life of the social organism as a whole. It is precisely in
this fundamental difference between causality and normativity that the opposition between the
necessity that prevails in nature and human freedom is rooted. That the human being is free
means precisely that, in affirming particular norms, they can act as the initial (first) link in a
certain causal series. In taking such a decision, they act as the cause of effects, and not as the
effect of a cause. This understanding of freedom differs radically from the “recognised necessity”
of the causal tradition.

The unfolding of a causal sequence takes place as a smooth transition from one possible
world to another. An act of freedom is a break in continuity that irreversibly carries us into
another world, which is at once created by this very act. Here we are no longer speaking of a
cause but, rather, of guilt. We are guilty of this transition; we have created this world, and we are
responsible for the fact that it now exists. Guilt here is understood not in a moral-evaluative, but
in an ambivalent (metaphysical) sense, for the emergence of either good or evil from our action
is equally probable (Berger & Luckmann, 2009). Responsibility therefore signifies not punishment,
but the awareness of one’s active participation in life, one’s belonging to being.

Thus, after several centuries of persistent attempts not only to create a science of nature
based on the idea of pure causal order, but also to construct, on this basis, a “social physics”
entirely free of values, we arrive at the conclusion that it is impossible fully to reduce normative
order to causal order. Yet the idea of the complete absorption of causal order into normative
order is, in all likelihood, equally untenable. What is crucial here is the recognition of the
complexity and multi-layered character of the world and, consequently, the impossibility of
discovering some kind of universal “master-key” method that would operate with equal
effectiveness in both the natural and the socio-humanitarian spheres (Bakhzin, 2011; Balakhonsky,
1997; Bransky, 20006). 1t is more reasonable to acknowledge the existence of two fundamental
metaphysical principles, which interpret in different ways the character of human actions. The
metaphysics of causality prefers to regard them as successive links in a certain universal chain.
Freedom is here understood as strict adherence to this chain, any deviation from which is
interpreted as unequivocal evil. The metaphysics of normativity, by contrast, prefers to regard
human actions as autonomous acts of the realisation of freedom, for each of which the individual

bears full responsibility.
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Discussion

The analysis of the research findings demonstrates that the problem of the relation between
causality and normativity has acquired particular significance in contemporary philosophy.
Historical shifts in the structure of scientific rationality have revealed the limitations of classical
explanatory models grounded in linear causation and, consequently, have highlighted the
necessity of addressing the normative dimension of human action. As scholars have noted,
classical scientific rationality sought to construct a universal causal order in which the past,
present and future were bound together by an unbroken chain of causes and effects (Bunge, 1959,
Popper, 1959). Yet it was precisely this universality and immutability that generated difficulties in
accounting for human history, which is shaped by freedom, choice and responsibility rather than
by the substantive regularities of nature alone.

The issue lies in the fact that historical knowledge cannot be reduced to a natural-scientific
explanatory model, for it concerns not only events but also motivations, values and normative
orientations that shape the horizon of human existence. It is this distinction, emphasised by
contemporary philosophy, that becomes central in the interpretation of the research material.
The works of Bakhtin (2077) and Balakhonsky (7997) show that historical explanation is always
tied to the interpretation of aims and worldview structures characteristic of a given epoch, which
resist causal reduction. Thus, the key question emerging within the discussion is how the causal
and normative dimensions of history may be brought together without diminishing the
significance of either.

A historical examination of the problem reveals that causality was long understood as a form
of normative order rather than as a law of nature independent of human thought. In primitive
societies, the connection between events was interpreted through the model of ‘guilt and
retribution’, with nature itself perceived as an extension of the moral order (Fragments..., 1989).
Even in antiquity, as evidenced by the writings of Diogenes Laértius (7979), causality was
frequently conceived through the prism of fate—i.e., a normative law of being. Only with the
rise of early modern science did a radical separation of normativity and causality take place,
reflected in the works of Descartes and Newton and systematised in the logical-mathematical
tramework of the Principia Mathematica (W hitehead & Russell, 1910).

Yet it is this very model, as Kline (7954) emphasises, that begins to disintegrate in the
twentieth century. Bachelard introduces the notion of ‘technical determinism’, which, unlike its
metaphysical predecessor, acknowledges the complexity of the material world and the presence
of discontinuities in scientific knowledge (Bachelard, 1986). The crisis of total determinism is
articulated most clearly by Prigozhin, who argues for the irreversibility of time, the openness of
the future and the impossibility of reducing the world to mathematical formulations (Prigozbin,
1989). These ideas redirect philosophical attention back to the normative structures of human
activity, for choice, creativity and responsibility become central to the historical process.

A second major group of problems concerns the metaphysics of freedom. As the analysis
of philosophical texts shows, freedom cannot be described in terms of causal necessity, for
freedom presupposes the subject’s capacity to break the causal chain and initiate a new sequence
of events. Anscombe (7977) observes that causation is not a universal form for describing all

types of events, and that human action requires a distinct logical form of explanation. Arendt
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(71958) maintains that action is a ‘beginning’ that cannot be derived from preceding conditions.
This claim directly contradicts Leibniz’s classical determinism (7984) and the logical universalism
of Whitehead and Russell (7970).

Another important set of problems emerges from phenomenological and hermeneutic
research. Heidegger (7962) demonstrates that understanding is always rooted in the world of
lived meanings and cannot be reduced to formal logic. Foucault (7972) argues that
epistemological ruptures are an integral aspect of the development of knowledge, and that
different historical epochs generate distinct discursive rules governing the ways in which the
world is explained. This implies that causality and normativity are not eternal and unchanging
categories but depend on the cultural matrix of a given epoch.

In light of the research examined, it may be argued that the article reveals a dual movement
in contemporary philosophy: on the one hand, an intensifying critique of the universal causal
model, and on the other, a growing interest in normativity as an inner principle of human action.
This tendency develops within analytic philosophy, hermeneutics, critical realism (Bhaskar, 2008),
the philosophy of action (Taylor, 1985), and phenomenology.

The prospects for further study lie in the construction of an integrative model of historical
cognition that accommodates both causal dependencies and normative structures. Such a model
must draw upon the ideas of complex systems, non-linearity and an open future, as well as on a
philosophy of action in which freedom is treated as a genuine ontological foundation rather than
an illusion arising from ignorance of causes. A necessary direction for development is the
expansion of interdisciplinary approaches linking philosophy, history, cognitive science and the
sociology of knowledge (Berger & Luckmann, 2009).

Thus, the discussion shows that the problem of the interrelation between causality and
normativity extends beyond a narrowly philosophical question and becomes central to
understanding human history. Contemporary philosophy is gradually abandoning the notion of
universal causal continuity and directing attention to the complexity, contextuality and creativity
of human activity, thereby opening the way towards new methodological models of historical
thought.

Conclusion

The research undertaken enables the central results to be synthesised and confirms the
achievement of the aims and objectives formulated in the Introduction. The analysis of the
metaphysical foundations of causality and normativity demonstrates that these principles possess
different ontological natures yet jointly determine the structure of human existence and the
modes of historical cognition. The historical-philosophical material indicates that causality was
originally linked to normative order rather than to natural-scientific law, as evidenced by ancient
sources (Diogenes Laértius, 1979; Fragments. .., 1989). The gradual differentiation of these concepts
proceeded in parallel with the formation of classical rationality and culminated in the scientific
systems of the early modern period (Lesbniz, 1984; Whitehead & Russell, 1910).

However, the classical model of causality proved incapable of explaining the phenomena of
human activity, which are bound up with freedom, initiative and responsibility. This problem
became central for the non-classical philosophy of science of the 20™ century. The works of
Bachelard (7986), Kline (7984) and Prigozhin (7989) reveal that the mechanistic worldview does
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not correspond to the actual structure of scientific knowledge and fails to account for non-
linearity, indeterminacy and eventfulness. These ideas confirm the necessity of revising the
metaphysical foundations of scientific rationality and returning to the problem of normative
structures that guide human behaviour.

The metaphysics of freedom occupies a key position in this context. Anscombe (7977) and
Lewis (7973) demonstrated that traditional models of causality are unsuitable for describing
human actions, which are not effects of necessary conditions but constitute contextual and
modal forms of existence. In the works of Arendt (7958) and Heidegger (7962), freedom is
defined as the capacity to initiate something new rather than as ‘recognised necessity’, which
radically contradicts classical determinism. Normativity thus becomes not an external constraint
but an internal condition of human existence.

Accordingly, the research confirms that historical cognition is impossible without taking
normative structures into account. As shown by Bakhtin (2077), Balakhonsky (7997) and
Bransky (2006), the meaning of history cannot be derived from causal relations alone, for
historical action is rooted in values, motives and collective commitments. Contemporary
sociology of knowledge (Berger & Luckmann, 2009) likewise demonstrates that social reality is
created through processes of institutionalisation and interpretation rather than through the
mechanical operation of causal regularities.

At the same time, a complete abandonment of causality is equally impossible. As emphasised
by Bunge (7959) and Hempel (7965), causal explanations remain indispensable for scientific
rationality, though they must be supplemented by other forms of analysis. Bhaskar’s critical
realism (2008) shows that reality is stratified and that causality operates at multiple levels, making
its reduction to a single model untenable.

As a result, the study demonstrates that the most promising approach is an integrative model
of rationality that brings together causal and normative elements. Such a model takes into
account:

e the historical variability of structures of thought;

e the non-linear character of events;

e the significance of freedom as an ontological foundation;
e the role of cultural and social norms;

e the necessity of complex explanatory models.

All the objectives set out in the Introduction have been achieved. It has been established
that causality and normativity constitute two fundamental metaphysical principles that cannot
be reduced to one another. The study has shown that historical cognition requires their joint
consideration. It has been demonstrated that freedom arises as a creative rupture of causal
continuity and becomes the basis of normative order. Contemporary philosophical research
confirms the necessity of multidimensional rationality that combines explanation and
interpretation.

Accordingly, it may be concluded that the further development of this topic is associated
with the construction of an integrative philosophy of history capable of uniting the metaphysical,
epistemological and socio-cultural foundations of human action. This involves advancing

interdisciplinary approaches, studying the dynamics of normative systems, analysing the
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complexity of historical processes and rethinking the categories of rationality in the context of
contemporary science. The research conducted opens a wide range of opportunities for further
philosophical inquiry and affirms the significance of this direction for modern theoretical
thought.

Conflict of Interest
The author declares that there is no conflict of interest.

e~ -

References:

Anscombe, G. E. M. (1971). Causality and determination: An inaugnral lecture. Cambridge University Press.
https:/ /www.librarything.com/work/18392137

Arendt, H. (1958). The buman condition. University of Chicago Press.
https://press.uchicago.edu/ucp/books/book/chicago/H/bo27911314.html

Bachelard, G. (1986). Rational determinism and technical determinism. In Philosophy and Sociology of
Science and Technology (pp. 230-236). Moscow: Nauka. (In Russ.). [baunaapa, I'. Parimoraasmsri
ACTEPMUHH3M U TEXHUYECKHUI AeTepMuHu3M // PHAOCOMHS U COIMOAOIUS HAYKH U TEXHUK.|

Balakhonsky, V. V. (1997). Explanation of history: Historical-philosophical, methodological and epistemological
aspects. St. Petersburg—Penza: Herzen State Pedagogical University; Belinsky Pedagogical
University. (In Russ.). [basaxonckuii B. B. O6bacuenne ncropuu: ucropuko-guaocodckui,
METOAOAOTHYECKIH W THOCEOAOTTYECKIH ACTIEKTHL |

Bakhtin, M. V. (2011). Models of history: A socio-anthropological analysis. Moscow: Institute of Business
Communications. (In Russ.). [baxtur M. B. MoAeAn ncropun: cormaAbHO-aHTPOITOAOTTYECKITH
aHAAW3.|

Berger, P., & Luckmann, T. (2009). The social construction of reality: A treatise in the sociology of knowledge.
Moscow: Medium. (In Russ.). [beprep I1., Aykman T. CorpaabHOE KOHCTPYyHPOBAHIE
peaapHOCTH: TPAaKTAT ITO COIMOAOTIH 3HAHUL|

Bhaskar, R. (2008). A realist theory of science (3rd ed.). Verso.
https:/ /www.versobooks.com/products/250-a-realist-theory-of-science

Bransky, V. P. (20006). The problem of the meaning of history [[Ipobaema cmsicaa ucropuul|. In Art and
Philosophy (pp. 582-608). Kaliningrad: Yantarny Sad. (In Russ.). [bpamckuit B. I1. Mckyccrso u
durocodus|

Bunge, M. (1959). Causality: The place of the cansal principle in modern science. Harvard University Press.
https://archive.org/details/ causalityplaceof00bung

Diogenes Laertius. (1979). Lives, doctrines, and sayings of famous philosophers |O musHu, yIeHUAX U
n3pedeHnAX 3HaMeHUTHX pruaocodos]. Moscow: Nauka. (In Russ.)

Foucault, M. (1972). The archaeology of knowledge (A.M. Sheridan Smith, Trans.). Pantheon Books.
https:/ /archive.org/details /archacologyofkno0000unse

Fragments of Early Greek Philosophers. (1989). Part I: From epic cosmogonies to the emergence of
atomism (A.V. Lebedev, Trans.). Moscow: Nauka. (In Russ.). [®parmenTsI paHHEX IrpedecKux
durocodos. Yacte 1. OT antmrgecknx KOCMOTOHHE AO BOSHUKHOBEHHA ATOMHUCTHKIL. |

Heidegger, M. (1962). Being and time (J. Macquarrie & E. Robinson, Trans.). Harper & Row.
https:/ /archive.org/details /beingtime0Oheidegger

Hempel, C. G. (1965). Aspects of scientific explanation and other essays in the philosophy of science. Free Press.
https://archive.org/details /aspectsofscientO0hemp

Kant, 1. (1998). Critigue of pure reason (P. Guyer & A.W. Wood, Trans.). Cambridge University Press.
https://philpapers.org/rec/ KANCOP-6

Kline, M. (1984). Mathematics: The loss of certainty. Moscow: Nauka. (In Russ.). [Kaatta M. Maremaruxa.
VTpaTa onpeAeAeHHOCTH.

17



European Scientific e-Journal, ISSN 2695-0243, No. 39 (2025)

Leibniz, G. W. (1984). Collected works (Vol. 3). Moscow: Nauka. (In Russ.). [Aetibuur I'. Counuernus. T.
3]

Lewis, D. (1973). Causation. The Journal of Philosophy, 70(17), 556-567.
https:/ /www.jstor.org/stable/2025310

Popper, K. R. (1959). The logic of scientific discovery. Hutchinson.
https:/ /archive.org/details /logicofscientifil000popp

Prigozhin, I. (1989). Science, civilisation and democracy [Hayka, riuBuausanus u aemokparud|. In
Philosophy and Sociology of Science and Technology: Yearbook 19588—1989. Moscow: Nauka. (In Russ.).
[[Tpuromxea M. ®urocodus u cormororus Hayku u TexHukn: Hixeroannx 1988-1989.]

Taylor, C. (1985). Philosophy and the human sciences. Cambridge University Press.
https://philpapers.org/rec/TAYPAT-3

Whitehead, A. N., & Russell, B. (1910). Principia mathematica (Vol. 1). Cambridge University Press.
https://philpapers.org/rec/RUSPMV

18



European Scientific e-Journal, ISSN 2695-0243, No. 39 (2025)

/BaXTI/IH M. B. Meradusmdaeckne IPHHIIAIB KAY3aAHOCTH M HOPMATHBHOCTH B HCTOPHYECKOM HOSHaHI/IH\
// Actual Issues of Modern Science. — European Scientific e-Journal. — 2025. — Ne 39. — T. 2. — C.
154—-172. Ostrava.

DOI: 10.47451/phi2025-10-01

Crarps 6yser onybaunkosana B Crossref, ICI Copernicus, BASE, Zenodo, OpenAIRE, LORY, Academic
Resource Index ResearchBib, J-Gate, ISI International Scientific Indexing, ADL, JournalsPedia, Scilit,
kEBSCO’ Mendeley, eLibrary, and WebArchive databases. J

Maxcam Bagecaapopraa baxraa, npodeccop, AokTop durocodcKux HayK, MeKAYHAPOAHDIN

AeaoBoit mpodeccopekuii kKayo. Parysa, Mraaus.
ORCID 0000-0003-1366-3009

Meradusndeckue IPUHIMIBI Kay3aABHOCTH 1 HOPMATUBHOCTH B HCTOPHYECKOM
TO3HAHUU

Anmnoranns:

WccaepoBarme  aKTyaABHO B KOHTEKCTE€ COBPEMEHHOTO IIEPECMOTpPa OCHOBAHHNA — HAYIHON
PALIMOHAABHOCTH, KPH3HCA KAACCUYECKOIO ACTEPMHHH3MA UM HEOOXOAUMOCTH y4€Ta HOPMATHUBHBIX
CIPYKTIYP B MCTOPHYECKOM ITO3HAHUN. B yCAOBHAX METOAOAOIHYECKOIO ITAIOPAAN3MA U YCAOKHCHUS
IIPEACTABACHHI O CBODOAE YEAOBEYECKOTO ACHCTBHSA aHAAN3 MeTA(HU3UICCKUX I[IPHUHIINAIIOB
IIPUYUHHOCTY M HOPMATHBHOCTH IIPHOOPETAET OCOOYIO 3HAYHUMOCTh. (OCO3HAHHE MHOIOMEPHOCTH
YEAOBEYECKOH AECATEABHOCTH TPEOYeT MHTEIPALMM Kay3aAPHBIX M I[CHHOCTHBIX OCHOBaHHH B
OODBACHEHHH HCTOpUYECKHX IrporeccoB. HoBmsHa mMcCAGAOBAaHHA COCTOHT B  IPEAAOKECHUN
HMHTEIPATHBHOIO ITOAXOAA, OOBCAMHSAIOIIETO KAy3aAbHBIE H HOPMATHBHBIC CTPYKTYPBI KaK ABa
dyHAaMEHTAABPHBIX MeTaH3UIECKUX IIPUHIINIA HCTOPHYECKOIO IIO3HAHHA. B mccaepoBaHHH
PACKPBIBACTCH COBPEMEHHAS TPAKTOBKA CBOOOABI KAK TBOPYECKOTO AKTa, PA3PHIBAOIIETO IIPUIHMHHBIN
pPAA, M AEGMOHCIPHPYETCH METOAOAOIMYECKad HECBOAUMOCTh HOPMATHBHOCTH K Kay3aABHOCTH.
IIpeamMeTOoM HCCACAOBAHUA ABAACTCA COOTHOIIEHHE META(U3MYECKUX IIPUHIIUIIOB KAy3aABHOCTH U
HOPMATHUBHOCTH B CIPYKType HCTOPpHUYECKOro I1o3HaHua. OOBEeKTOM HCCAEGAOBAHHA BBICTYIIACT
YEAOBEYECKOE ACHCTBHE KAK JAEMEHT, BKAIOYCHHBIN OAHOBPEMEHHO B IIPHYMHHBIA M HOPMATHBHBII
ropAAkH. LIeAb HCCACAOBAHHSA 3aKAFOYAETCA B BEIABACHHH POAM IIPHYIHHHOCTH M HOPMATUBHOCTU B
opMUPOBAHHHE MOAEAEH HCTOPHUIECKOIO OOBACHEHHA H B OCMBICACHHH CBOOOABI YEAOBEYECKOH BOAH.
MeroaoAormdeckas 0a3a HMCCACAOBAHHUA BKAFOYACT AHAAWM3, CHHTE3, HCTOPHKO-TCHETHICCKUN W
CPAaBHHUTECABHBI METOABI, 2 TaKkKe (DECHOMEHOAOTHYCCKHE, I€PMEHEBTHYECKUE H AHAACKTHYCCKHE
ITOAXOABI, ITO3BOAAFOITIE KOMITAGKCHO OCMBICAHTE 3BOAFOITHFO KATETOPHH IIPHIMHHOCTH M1
HopMaruBHOCTA. llpumMeHenne MeTapU3HYECKOIO AHAAM3a M KOHIEITYAABHOH PEKOHCTPYKIIHH
ODECIIEIHAO BBIIBACHHE CBASH MEKAY HM3MCHEHUAMU HAYIHOHM PAIHOHAABHOCTH M TpaHCHOPMAIHen
HCTOPUYECKAX MOAEAECH MbImAcHUA. llccaeaoBaHme pacKpbIBaeT 9SBOAIOINIO IIPHYHHHOCTH U
HOPMATUBHOCTH: OT IIEPBOOBITHON HOPMATHBHOI CHHKPETHYHOCTU M AHTUYHBIX IIPEACTABACHHUI O
CyABOE AO KAACCHYECKOH HAYYHON MOAEAH, IIOCTPOECHHON HAa HEIPEPBHIBHOCTU KAY3aABHBIX CBA3EH, U
ITOCACAYIOIIIEIO KpHTHYECKOro Irepecmorpa B XX Beke. [lokazaHo, 9TO HMCTOpHYECKOe IIO3HAHHE
HEBO3MOKHO O€3 y4éra HOPMATUBHBIX CTPYKIYP, OIPEACASIOIINX MOTHUBALIUIO U OTBETCTBEHHOCTD
CyOBEKTa, U ITO COBpeMeHHad puAocodusa OOpaIaeTca K MHTEIPATHBHON MOAEAH, OObEAUHAFOIIEH
obpscHeHHe 1 nHTEpIpeTaruio. OCHOBHBIE IIPOOAEMBI MCCACAOBAHUS CBA3AHBI C OIPAHUYCHHOCTHIO
VHHBEPCAABHBIX ACTEPMUHUCTCKHX OODBACHEHHH U TPYAHOCTBIO (DOPMAAM3AIMH HOPMATHBHBIX
CIpyKTyp. AOIOAHHTEABHON NPOOAEMON ABAACTCA Ppa3PbIB  MEKAY €CTECTBEHHO-HAYIHBIMU K
TYMAaHHTAPHBIMH MOAEAAMH PaITHOHAABHOCTH. VccAeAOBaHHE ITOATBEPKAAET, UTO IPHIMHHOCTL M
HOPMATHBHOCTD OKA3BIBAIOTCH B3AMMOAOIIOAHAIOIIUMI IIPHHIUIIAME, 0€3 KOTOPBIX HEBO3MOXKHA
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Beeaenue

[TpoOaema MeTapU3HYECKUX OCHOBAHHE YEAOBEYECKOH CBOOOABI H TEX IIPHHIIHUIIOB,
KOTOPBIE OITPEACASFOT CTPYKTYPY HCTOPHUIECKOTO ITO3HAHMSA, OCTAETCA OAHOM M3 IIEHTPAABHBIX
B COBpeMEHHOH durocodun. B ycAoBuAX HapacTaHUA METOAOAOTHYECKOIO IIAIOPAAU3MA H
KPH3HCa KAACCHYECKON PAIIHOHAABHOCTH BOIIPOC O TOM, KAKIM OOPa30OM YEAOBEK OCMBICAAET
CBOH BBIOOpP, MOTHBAIIMIO H OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, IIPHOOPETAECT OCOOYIO aKTyaABHOCTB.
CoBpemeHHas HayKa yKe HE OIIHPACTCA HA IIPEACTABACHHE O CAHMHOM YHHBEPCAABHOM THIIC
PALIMOHAABHOCTH, XapaKTEPHOM AAf sroxu HoBoro Bpemenwm; HampoTus, BUAHO BCE Ooaee
BBIPAKEHHOE PACXOKACHHE MEKAY PA3AHYHBIME (bOpMamMu ITOHUMaHuA Mupa. Vcropudaeckoe
[IO3HAHHUE OKA3BIBACTCA B OIIHIICHTPE 3TOTO METOAOAOTHYECKOIO CABHUIA, ITOCKOABKY OHO
OAHOBPEMEHHO PabOTaeT C IPHYNHHBIMH CTPYKTYPAMH M C HOPMATHBHBIMH CHCTEMAMH,
PEIYAHPYIOIINMH Y€AOBEYECKOE ITOBeAcHNE. [ 10 Mepe yrAyOACHUA KPUTHUKI ACTEPMUHUCTCKIX
MOACAEH CTAaHOBUTCA OYEBHAHO, UTO aOCOAIOTHAA HEIIPEPHIBHOCTD ITPUIHMHHO-CACACTBEHHBIX
CBA3EH, COCTABAAIOINAA AAPO KAACCHYECKOM HAyIHOM KAPTHHBI MHPA, YiKE HE CIIOCOOHA
OOBACHATH CAOKHOCTb UEAOBEUECKOH ACATEABHOCTH. B ryMaHnNTApHBIX HAYKAX YCHAMBACTCH
BHUMAHUE K POAH CBODOAHOIO BBIOOPA, KYABTYPHBIX YCTAHOBOK, IICHHOCTHBIX CHCTEM H
«METAITAPAAUTMAABHBIX» PEIIeHNH, (POPMHUPYIOIINX TOPU3OHTE HCTOPUIECKOrO ombITa. Beaea
32 9THM BO3HHKACT ITOTPEOHOCTH B IIEPEOCMBICACHUN OTHOIICHUA MEMKAY KAay3aABHOCTBIO H
HOPMATHUBHOCTBIO KAK ABYMfA IPHHIIUIIHAABHO PA3AMYHBIMU, HO HEPA3PBIBHO CBA3AHHBIMH
cmocobamu  oObAcHeHnA Mupa. COBPEMEHHBIE —HCCACAOBAHUA IIOAYEPKHUBAIOT, UTO
MeTa(OU3NIECKHe OCHOBAHUA HCTOPHYECKOTO ITO3HAHHA HE MOIYT OBITh CBEACHBI K OAHOM
MOACAH MHPOBOTO IHOPSAKA; HAIIPOTHUB, OHU TPEOYIOT Y4ETa MHOTOCAOMHOCTH PEAABHOCTH, B
KOTOPOHM OOBEKTHBHAA HEOOXOAUMOCTb COCYIIECTBYET C HYEAOBEYECKOI cBOOOAON. B
IIEPEXOAHBIX OOIIECTBAX, IIEPEKUBAIOIINX TPAHC(OPMALINN IIEHHOCTHBIX CHCTEM U CTPYKTYP
HCTOPUYECKON IAMATH, 3Ta IPOOAEMAa CTAHOBUTCA OCOOCHHO 3HAYHUMOII, ITOCKOABKY BBIOOD
«METAIIAPAAUTMAABHOH  YCTAHOBKI»  OIPEACAACT CaMy BO3MOKHOCTD —HHTEPIIPETAIIHMH
IIPOIIIAOTO U (POPMHPYET HOPMATUBHBIE OPHEHTHPEL OYAYILIETO.

HoBusHa AaHHOIO HCCAGAOBAHUA 3AKAIOYACTCA B IIOIBITKE KOMIIAGKCHOTO aHAAM32
MeTa(OU3NYIECKUX IPUHIIAIIOB Kay3aABHOCTH M HOPMATHBHOCTH KaK ABYX PaBHOIIPABHBIX
OCHOBAHNN HCTOPHYECKOIO 3HAHHUSA, OKA3BIBAIOIIUX BAHAHHE HA IIOHUMAHUE CBOOOABI
YEAOBEYECKOH BOAW. B orAmdme OT TpPaAMIIMOHHBIX ITOAXOAOB, B KOTOPBIX IPHYHHHOCTH
paccMaTpUBACTCA KaK YHHBEPCAABHBIA HHCTPYMEHT OOBACHEHHA, pabOTa OIHPACTCA HA HACIO
PAasSHOPOAHOCTH MHPOBOTO IIOPAAKA M HEBO3MOKHOCTH PEAYKIIHH HOPMATHBHOTO U3MEPEHHA K
Kay3aAbHOMY. llcCAeAOBaHHE IIPEAAAraeT HEKAACCHYECKYIO HMHTEPIIPETAIIHIO CBOOOABI KaK
TBOPYECKOTO aKTa, Pa3phIBAIOIIEIO HEIPEPBHIBHOCTh IPHYUHHO-CACACTBEHHOTO pAAA K
MHHUITIHPYIOIIETO HOBBIN MeTa(bH3quc1<Hf/i U HCTOPUYECKHH KOHTEKCT. 3HAYHTEABHBIM

BKAAAOM ABAAETCA TE3HC O TOM, YTO HOPMATHBHBIE CTPYKTYPHI HE BEIBOAATCA M3 IIPHPOAHOTO
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IIOPAAKA, HO (POPMUPYIOTCA B PE3YABTATE KOAACKTHBHOIO BBIOOPA OIIPEACAEHHOHI MOAEAH
KHU3HH, YTO ACAAET UX HCTOPUIECCKH H3MEHIUBBIMU U KYABTYPHO 0OycAoBAeHHEIME. HoBnsna
TAK/KE COCTOHUT B COITOCTABACHUN KAACCHYECKOH HAYIHON PAITMOHAABHOCTH C COBPEMEHHBIMH

dopmMamm  MBITIAGHHA, B KOTOPBIX AOIYCKAETCA IIPEPBIBHOCTH, HEOAHOPOAHOCTH U

MHOKECTBEHHOCTh OCHOBAHHUN ObITHA. Takoe COIOCTABACHHE IIO3BOAACT KPUTHICCKH

IIEPEOCMBICAUTD CTATYC KAY3aABHOCTH B HCTOPHYECKOM ITO3HAHHM W BBIABUTH HOBBIC

BO3MOKHOCTHU AAfl HICCACAOBAHIA CBOOOABI BOAU KAaK META(PU3HUIECKON KATETOPHH.
[IpeAmMeTOM HMCCACAOBAHMA BHICTYIAOT META(PU3HMYECKHE OCHOBAHUA ITPUYMHHOCTH H

HOPMATUBHOCTH KaK CTPYKTYPbI, (DOPMHUPYIOIIHE CIOCOOBI HMHTEPIPETAINN YEAOBEIECCKHIX

IIOCTYIIKOB M HUCTOPHUYECKUX IIPOIIECCOB. AHAAU3 BKAIOYAET UX (PHAOCOPCKYIO IBOAIOIHUIO,

B3aHMHYIO TPaHC(OPMAIIMIO M BAMAHHE HAa METOABI HCTOpmdeckoro mosHanwdA. Ocoboe

BHUMAHHE VACAACTCA TOMY, KAKHM OOpa3sOM 3TH NPHHIMIIBI 3aAAFOT PA3AHYHBIC THIIBI

PAIMOHAABHOCTH 1 OO BACHUTEABHBIX MOACACI.

OOBEKTOM HCCACAOBAHNISA ABAACTCA YEAOBEUECKOE ACHCTBHE KaK (DEHOMEH, OAHOBPEMEHHO
BKATOYCHHBIN B IIPHYHHHO-CACACTBEHHBIN MHPOBOM ITOPAAOK U TOAYHHEHHBIN HOPMATHBHBIM
CTPYKTYpaM, OIIPEACAAIOIIIM CBOOOAY BBIOOPA M OTBETCTBEHHOCTB. B HoAee IIHPOKOM CMBICAE
OOBEKTOM CTAHOBHUTCH HCTOPUYECKOE IIO3HAHUE, BHYIPU KOTOPOIO B3aHMOACHCTBYIOT
Kay3aAbHBIEC OOBACHEHNA M HOPMATHBHBIE OCHOBAHUA YEAOBEYECKOH AKTHBHOCTH.

[leAb mCCAEAOBAHUA — BBIABUTH POAb META(MHU3NYECKUX IIPHHIIUIIOB KAy3aABHOCTH H
HOPMATUBHOCTH B (DOPMHPOBAHUN MOACACH HCTOPHUYECKOIO IO3HAHMA M B OCMBICACHIH
CBODOABI YIEAOBEYECKOH BOAU.

Vcxoas B3 TIeAM HICCAGAOBAHNA, B paDOTE PEITAFOTCA CACAYVIOIINE 3aAATH:

—  IIPOAaHAAU3HPOBATH COAEPKAHHE META(U3NYECKHX IIPUHINIIOB KAy3aABHOCTH U
HOPMATUBHOCTH M HX HCTOPHYECKYIO 3BOAIOIIHIO OT APEBHHX ITPEACTABACHHI AO
KAACCITYECKOH U ITOCTKAACCIYICCKOH HAYKH;

—  HCCAEAOBATH PA3ANYHUA MEKAY KAy3aABHBIM M HOPMATHBHBIM ITOPAAKAMUI KAK OCHOBAHHAMI
YIEAOBEYECKOU ACATEABHOCTH M MUPOBOIO yCTPOMCTBA;

—  BBUABUTD CIIOCOOBI B3aHUMOACHCTBHA IIPUYHMHHOCTH K HOPMATUBHOCTH B CTPYKType
HCTOPHYECKOIO IIO3HAHUA U B IOHUMAHHH YEAOBEYECKOH CBOOOAH;

—  paccMOTpeTh MeXaHU3MBl (DOPMHPOBAHNA HOPMATHBHBIX CTPYKTYp KaK pe3yAbTaTa
CBODOAHOTI'O BEIOOPA M HX BAHAHNE HA UCTOPHYECKYIO HHTEPITPETAIHIO;

—  yCTAHOBUTb OIPAHUYCHUA ACTEPMUHUCTCKHX MOAEACH U IIOKA3aTh 3HAYHMOCTH

HOpMaTI/IBHI)IX AKTOB TBOp‘ICCTBa 1 OTBETCTBEHHOCTH B FYMaHHTapHOﬁ HCpCHCKTI/IBC.

MeToABI HCCAEAOBAHUA
HMccaepoBanne MeTadU3NIECKUX IPUHIIUAIIOB  KAY3aABHOCTH ¥ HOPMATHBHOCTH B
HICTOPHYECKOM ITO3HAHUHU TPEeOyeT IPUMEHEHNA KOMIIACKCA OOINEHAYIHBIX H CIICIIHAABHBIX
dpurOCcOPCKHX  METOAOB, OOECIIEUMBAIOIIUX CHCTEMHOCTb, TAYOHHY N KPHTHYECKYIO
pPeACKCHIO ITOAyYaeMBIX Pe3yAbTaToB. [lOCKOABKY AaHHAsd IIpOOAEGMATHKA 3aTPArUBacT
pyHAAMEHTAABHBIE OCHOBAHHA YEAOBEUECKOH CBOOOABI, CTPYKTYPY MHPOBOIO IIOPAAKA H

SBOAFOITHIO paL[I/IOHaAI)HO CTH, MCTOAOAOIUA HCCACAOBAHUS AOANKHA  YIHUTBIBATH KaK
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HICTOPHYECKYIO AMHAMUKY (DOPMHPOBAHUA KAIOYEBBIX KATETOPUM, TAK M OCOOEHHOCTH HX
PYHKITMOHHPOBAHNSA B PA3ANIHBIX KYABTYPHO-HCTOPHIECKIX KOHTEKCTAX.

B ocmoBe pabOTBI AEKHT IIOCACAOBATEABHBI AHAAN3 U CHHTE3 KOHIICITYaABHOIO
MaTeprasd. AHAAH3 IIO3BOAACT Pa3AOKUTDh IIEHTPAABHBIE KATETOPHUH — Kay3aAbHOCTD,
HOPMAaTHUBHOCTB, CBOOOAQ, PAIIHOHAABHOCTD — Ha CTPYKTYPHBIE KOMIIOHEHTHI U BBIBUTDH HX
BHyTpeHHHE CBA3H. OH HCIIOAB3YETCH IPHU PACCMOTPEHHH PASAUMYHH MEKAY AAHHOCTBIO H
3aAQHHOCTBIO YEAOBEYECKOrO OBITHA, IPU HHTECPIPETAIUH IIOHATUNR «HEOOXOAUMOCTDY,
«MOTHBHPOBAHHOCTBE» M «OTBETCTBEHHOCTB», 4 TAKKE IPH HCCACAOBAHHH COAEPKAHIA
IIPUYUHHON X HOPMATUBHOH MOAEAH MUPA, IIPEACTABACHHBIX B TEKCTE CTATHU.

CuHres, HaIPOTUB, OOECIEYNBACT COOPKY ITHX IAEMEHTOB B CAHHYIO TEOPETHUYECKYIO
KOHCTPYKIIHIO, OTPAKAIOIIYIO AOTHKY IIEPEXOAA OT HOPMATHBHOIO YCTPOICTBA IIEPBOOBITHOIO
MHPa K KAACCHYECKON HAYYHOM B3aHMMOCBA3AHHOCTH IIPUYHH U CAEACTBHM, a 3aTeM — K
COBPEMECHHBIM ~HEKAACCHYECKHM (DOPMaM  MBIIIIACHUA, AOIYCKAIOIINM IIPEPBIBHOCTD U
MHO?KECTBEHHOCTb OCHOBAHUII.

VHAYKTHBHBIH ITOAXOA IIPUMEHACTCA IIPU aHAAU3E IIIPOKOIO UCTOPHKO-PHAOCOPCKOro
MaTepraAa: OT APXAMIECKUX IIPEACTABACHUI O «BHHE M BO3AASHHI» AO CTOMYECKOTO YICHHSA O
CyABO€, KAPTE3UAHCKON KOHIICIIIIMH 3aKOHA IIPHPOABI H HBIOTOHOBCKOTO yHHBepcaausma. C ero
ITOMOITBIO  BEIACAAIOTCA ~ OOIHE  3aKOHOMEPHOCTH  (POPMHPOBAHUA MHPOBO33PEHUII,
CBA3BIBAIOIIUX YEAOBEKA C YIOPAAOYECHHOCTBIO MHUPA. ACAYKIIHA ITO3BOAAET (POPMYAHPOBATD
BBIBOABI O IIPHPOAE KAACCHYECKOH PAIMOHAABHOCTH, €€ CTPEMACHHH K HEIPEPBIBHOCTH H
3aMKHYTOCTH HPHYNHHBIX IIEIIEH, O AOIHMYECKOM HEBO3MOKHOCTH IIOABACHHA B HEH aKTa
CBODOABI KaK «3a30pa» MEKAY HpHanHAMHE. ACAYKTHBHBIEC OOOOIICHHA 3aTEM IIPOBEPAIOTCA HA
KOHKPETHBIX ~IIPUMEPAX, IPHUBOAMMBIX B TEKCTE CTATbH, BKAIOYAad COIIOCTABACHHE
HOPMAaTHBHOTO ITOPAAKA APEBHOCTH C KAay3aAbHBIM ITOPAAKOM HOBOEBPOIICHCKOHN HAYKH.

HcTopHUKO-TeHETUYIECKHI METOA CAYKHT OCHOBOI AAfl PEKOHCTPYKITHH  3BOAFOITIH
IIPEACTABACHHH O NPHYHMHHOCTH H HOpMAaTHBHOCTH. OH ITI03BOAAET IIPOCAGAHTE, KaK
IIEPBOHAYAABHOE OTOKACCTBACHHE BHHBI U IIPUYMHBI (atfia) B aHTHYHOM MBIIIACHHH CO
BpPEMEHEM TPAaHC(POPMUPOBAAOCH B CTPOTOE HAYIHOE IOHNMAHHE IPHYUHHOCTH, TAC HOPMBI
OOABIIIE HE PACCMATPUBAIOTCA KaK BEIPAKEHUE BOAN OOrOB HAH BBICIIHX CHA. C €ro ITOMOIIBIO
OOBACHAECTCA, IIOYEMY KAACCHYECKAasd HaydHasd KAPTHHA MHPA IIOCTEIIEHHO BBITECHHAA
HOPMATHBHBII THII MHPOBO33PEHHA, 4 3aTEM CaMa OKa3aAach ITOA KPUTHKOH B XX BEKe, UTO
ITOAPOOHO PACKPBIBAETCHA B ICCACAYEMOM TEKCTE.

CpaBHHTEABHBI METOA HCIIOAB3YETCH AAA  COIIOCTABACHHA PA3AHMYHBIX MOAEAEH
OOBACHEHUS] MHpPa: HOPMATHBHOM, OCHOBAHHOH Ha BO3AAAHHHN N OTBETCTBEHHOCTH;
Kay3aAbHOM, OCHOBAHHOM HA HEIPEPHIBHOCTU IIPUINHHO-CAEACTBECHHBIX CBA3€EH; KAACCHYIECKOM
HAyYHOH, CTPEMAINENCA K YHUBEPCAABHOMY ACTEPMHHU3MY; M HEKAACCHIECKOM, AOITYyCKAFOIIIEH
PaspbIBBL U BHEIIIHUE BO3ACHCTBUA. METOA ITO3BOAAICT BBIABUTH TAYOHMHHBIC PA3AIYUA MEKAY
S5TUMH THITAMH PAIMOHAABHOCTH M IIOKa3aTh, YTO HMX B3aHMHAfA HECBOAHMOCTD ABAACTCH
KAFOYOM K ITOHIMAaHHUIO IIPHPOABI HCTOPHYECKOTO ITO3HAHNA.

CrpyKTypHO-(PYHKIIMOHAABHBIH  IIOAXOA  OOECIICYHBACT AHAAU3  KAY3aABHOCTH U
HOpMaTI/IBHOCTI/I KakK OCHOBaHHﬁ, BBIITIOAHAIOIITHIX pa3AI/I"IHI)IC ®yHKL[I/H/I B ®OpMHpOBaHI/IH
MHpPOBOro  Iopsaka. KayzaapHOCTH — paccMarpuBaerTcsi Kak  MEXaHH3M  OOBACHEHUA

IIOCACAOBATEABHOCTH CO6I)ITHI>1, a HOpMaTI/IBHOCTI) — KakK CprKTypa, 3aAaromias IIpaBHAa,
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LIEHHOCTH U IIPEACABI YEAOBEIECKON ACATEABHOCTH. AAHHBIH METOA IIOMOTAET IOHATD, IIOYEMY
B HOPMATHBHOM ITOPAAKE BO3MOKHO HAYAAO, CBA3AHHOE C aKTOM CBODOAHOIO BEIOOpPA, TOTAQ
KaK B Kay3aABHOM ITOPSAAKE TaKOe HagaAo oTcyTcTByeT. Ha 210l ocHOBE AeMOHCTpHpYETCS, UTO
HICTOPHYECKOE IIO3HAHNE HE MOKET OBITh CBEACHO K OAHOM OOBACHHUTEABHON MOACAM.

DeHOMEHOAOTHYECKUIT METOA IIPUMEHACTCA AAf aHAAN32 YEAOBEYECKOTO  OIIBITA,
CBA3AQHHOIO C ITEPEKUBAHIEM AAHHOCTI» — OOBEKTUBHBIX OOCTOATEABCTB, OIPEACACHHBIX
IIPOIIABIM — U «3aAAHHOCTI — HACAAOB, HOPM U ILI€ACH, HAIIPABACHHBIX B OyAyIree. Takoit
ITOAXOA TIO3BOASIET BBIABUTD CTPYKTYPY YEAOBEYECKOM MOTHBAIINM, ITOKA3AHHYIO B ICCACAYEMOM
TEKCTE, U IOHATH, KAK YEAOBEK IIEPEIKUBACT PA3PBIB MEKAY IIPHPOAHOI HEOOXOAHUMOCTBIO U
HOPMATHUBHBIMA TpeOoBaHUAMU. DEHOMEHOAOTHYECKIE aHAAN3 PACKPBIBAET, YTO aKT CBOOOABI
BO3HHUKAET B TOYKE, I'AC YEAOBEK BBICTYITAE€T HE CACACTBHEM IIPUYHMHHOIO PAAA, 2 HAYAAOM
HOBOTO IICITHOTO Pa3BEPTHIBAHMA.

I'epMeHEBTHYIECKITIT METOA HCITOAB3YETCA AASl HHTEPIIPETAITIHI CI)I/IAOCOCI)CKI/IX KOHITCITITHH,
OOBEAMHEHHBIX B UCCACAOBAHIH. OH IIO3BOAAET PACKPHITH CMBICAOBEIC H3MEHEHHSA, KOTOPHIE
IIPETEPIIEBAIOT IIOHATUA 3aKOHA, IIPHYMUHBI, HAKA3AHUA, CYABOBI, HOPMBI I HEOOXOAMMOCTH B
pasHBIX 310xXaX. ['epMEHEBTHKA TaKKE ITOMOTAET BBIABUTL CKPBITHIC AONIYIICHHSA, ACKAIINEC B
OCHOBAHNN KAACCHYECKOM HAyKHd, K OOBACHUTBH, IIOYEMy CcOBpeMeHHas durocodus
OTKA3BIBAETCH OT UACH YHHBEPCAABHOTO ACTEPMHHH3MA.

AHAaAEKTHIECKHI METOA HEOOXOAUM AAfl AaHAAU3Q IIPOTUBOPEIHH MEMKAY KAY3aABHOCTBIO
U HOPMATUBHOCTBIO. OH TIOKa3BIBAET, YTO 3TH (DOPMBI MHPOBOIO IIOPSAAKA CYIIECTBYIOT B
HAIIPAAKEHHOM EAHMHCTBE M YTO PAasBUTHE PAIlMOHAABHOCTH IIPOMCXOAHT dYepe3 UX
B3aMOOOYCAOBAEHHBIE TpaHchopMarun. AnaAeKTHYeCKas AOTHKA OOBACHACT HCTOPHIECKYIO
AMHAMUKY IIEPEXOAOB — OT HOPMATHBHOTO ITOPAAKA APEBHOCTH K KAy3aABHOMY ITOPSAKY HaYKH
1 AAA€€ K HEKAACCHYIECKOI PAITMOHAABHOCTH, AOITYCKAFOIIIEH PA3PHIBBI H TBOPYECKHE AKTHL.

MeroA  KOHIIEIITYaABHOHM — PEKOHCTPYKIIMH — HCIIOAB3YETCH  AAA  BOCCTAHOBACHHSA
COAEPKATEABHOM CTPYKTYPBI KAACCHYECKOW HAYIHOI KapTHHBI Mupa. OH ITIO3BOAAET BBIABUTH
eé MCTa(i)I/ISI/I‘ICCKI/IC OCHOBAHHSA: IIPEACTABACHUE O HEIPEPBIBHON IIPUYMHHON IICIIH, 00
OOpaTUMOCTH BPEMEHH B AOTHYECKOM CMBICAE, O HE3aBUCHMOCTH 3aKOHOB IIPHPOABI OT
YEAOBEYECKOM BOAHM. DTOT METOA TAKKE IPHMEHACTCH AAA AHAAM3Q COBPEMEHHOM KPHUTHKU
AETEPMHHH3MA, OITICAHHOI B HCCAEAYEMOM TEKCTE.

Meraduspmgeckuii METOA 3aHHMAET ILEHTPAABHOE MECTO, IIOCKOABKY HCCACAOBAHIE
KACaeTCs OHTOAOTHYECKIX OCHOBAHII CBOOOABI 1 TTOPAAKA. OH IIO3BOAAET CTABHTEH BOIIPOCHI O
IIPHPOAE OBITHA, CTPYKTYPE 3aKOHA, COOTHOIIIEHHH HEOOXOAUMOCTH U CBOOOABL [ Ipumenenue
MeTa(OU3NIECKOTO aHAAM32a OOBACHAET, ITOYEMY IIPHYNHHOCTD HCKAFOYAET TBOPYECCKHH aKT, 4
HOPMATHBHOCTb ACAQET €O BO3MOZKHBIM, 2 TAK/KE BBIABAACT IOCACACTBUA STUX PASAMYUUI AASA
HCTOPHUYECKOTO TTO3HAHUA.

Puaocodckas KPUTUKA U ACKOHCTPYKIIUA KAACCHYIECKOH PAIIHOHAABHOCTH HCIIOAB3YIOTCA
AAf  BBIABACHHUA OIPAaHHYECHHH ACTEPMHHHCTCKOM MOAEAW Mupa. Kpurumaeckmii aHaAm3
ITOKa3BbIBAET, YTO YHHUBEPCAABHAS KAay3aABHOCTb HE YYHTHIBACT HOPMATHBHBIX CTPYKTYP, Yepe3
KOTOPBIE YEAOBEK PEAAU3YET CBODOAY M OTBETCTBEHHOCTD. ACKOHCTPYKIIHA ITO3BOAACT BCKPHITH
CKPBITBIE META(U3NIECKUE IIPEAIIOCHIAKH KAACCHYIECKON HAYKH U OODBACHHUTD, IIOYEMY OHU

CTAaAH BOCIIPTHHUMATHCS KaK CAMOOYCBUAHBIC.
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Hakomner, MeToA MA€AAM3AIIMH B MBICAEHHOI'O SKCIIEPHMEHTA ITPUMEHACTCA AASl aHAAN32
MOAEAEH MHPOIIOPAAKA, TAKUX KAK HOPMATHBHBII KOCMOC, Kaaccudeckas «Deterministic Universe
1 HEKAACCHYECKHH MHUP Pa3pbIBOB M TBOPYECKUX aKTOB. MBICACHHEIE SKCIIEPUMEHTHI IIOMOIAOT
IIPOACGMOHCTPHPOBATD, K KAKHM CACACTBHAM IIPHBOAUT AOCOAFOTHBIH ACTEPMHHH3M —
HICYE3HOBCHHIO CBOOOABI, MCTOPUYHOCTH U OTBETCTBEHHOCTH — K IIOYEMy HOPMATHBHAA
IIEPCIIEKTHBA OKA3bIBACTCA HEOOXOAUMOMI AAA ITOHUMAHUS YEAOBEUECKOH ACATEABHOCTH.

[Iprmenenune mepeIrcAEHHBIX METOAOB IIO3BOAHAO:

1) BBEABUTH MCTOPHYECKYIO AMHAMHUKY (POPMHUPOBAHUSA IPEACTABACHHI O INPUIHHHOCTH U

HOPMATHBHOCTH;

2) mokaszarb UX MeTaPU3NIECKYIO HECBOAUMOCTB APYT K APYIY;
3) PpACKPBITH BHYTPEHHIOIO AOTHKY MHUPOBO33PEHYECKHUX TPAHC(POPMAIIHH OT apPXamIECKOTO

CO3HAHUA AO HEKAACCHIECKON PAITMOHAABHOCTH XX BEKa;

4)  0oOBACHUTH, KAKUM OOPA30M CBOOOAA IIPOABAACTCA KAK AKT PaspbiBa IPUIHMHHON LIEIH U

YCTAaHOBAEGHHA HOPMATHBHOI'O IIOPAAKA;

5) 00OCHOBAaTH HEBO3MOKHOCTH PEAYKIIHH HOPMATHBHOIO H3MEPEHHA K ECTECTBEHHO-

HAYIHBIM 3aKOHAM;

6) TIOAYEPKHYTh 3HAYCHHE METAIAPAAUIMAABHBIX PEIICHUN H TBOPYECKOIO BBIOOpPA Kak

OCHOBAaHMSA UCTOPHUICCKOTO ITO3HAHMSA.

OG3o0p AuTepaTypsI

[Tpobaemaruka MeTaPU3MIECKUX OCHOBAHUIN IIPHYMHHOCTA U HOPMATUBHOCTH, 4 TAKXKE
X POAM B CTPYKIYPE HCTOPHYECKOTO ITO3HAHHUA (POPMHPOBAAACH B HAYKE HA IIPOTAKCHHIH
HECKOABKHX CTOAETHH, YTO ACAAET aHAAM3 CYIIECTBYIOIIEH AHTEPATYPH HPHHIIUIINAABHO
BA/KHBIM 9TAaIlOM HCCACAOBaHHA. CpPEAM OTEYECTBEHHBIX pPa0OT OAHHM M3 KAFOYEBBIX
HICTOYHHKOB ABAACTCA HCCACAOBAHHE bDaAaXOHCKOTo, rae IIOAPOOHO pPacCMATPHUBAIOTCA
THOCEOAOTHYECKHE M METOAOAOTHYECKHE OCHOBAHHUA OOBACHEHUSA MCTOPHH M IIOKA3BIBACTCA
3aBHCHMOCTh HCTOPUKO-(PHAOCO(CKUX KOHIICIIHI OT M3MEHEHUN B parnnoHaAbHOCTH [7].
Banoe 3mauenue nmeer u TpyA baxruHa, aHAAHSHPYIOIMNIIT MOAEAN UCTOPUHU B COITHAABHO-
AHTPOIIOAOIMYECKOH IIEPCIIEKTHBE, IAC OCODOE BHHMAHHE YACACHO CBA3AM  MEKAY
KYABTYPHBIMU yCTAHOBKaMH, (DOPMAMH MHPOBO33PEHHA U HCTOPHYECKOH pedaekcuent [Z].
bpancknit Taxxe akreHTHPYyET BHUMAHUE HA BOIIPOCE CMBICAQ HCTOPUHU M ITOAYEPKHUBAET, ITO
HCTOPUYECKOE ITOHUMAHHE HEH30EKHO CBA3QHO C HMHTEPIPETAIUMEH IIEACTIOAATAaHUA |
HOPMATHUBHBIX CTPYKTYP YE€AOBEUYECKOI ACATEABHOCTH [5].

Cpean ¢duaocodoB HayKH 3HAYHUTEABHBIN BKAGA B Pa3pabOTKy TEMBI COOTHOIIECHUS
IPUYUHHOCTH U HOPMATHBHOCTU BHeC I'acToH bBarmafp, KOoTOpsIi B CBOHX paboOTax ITOKa3aA
OTPAaHUYEHHOCTb KAACCHYECKHX (POPM ACTEPMHHH3MA M HEOOXOAMMOCTH IIEPECMOTpPA
PEAVKITMOHUCTCKUX HAyYHBIX cxXeM [F]. OTAGABHBIM ITAQCT HMCCAEGAOBAHHH CBfA3aH C
COITMOAOTHEH 3HAHUA, TAC HA IIEPBBIH ITAQH BEIXOAUT MBICAD O COIIMAABHOM KOHCTPYHPOBAHUHI
PEAABHOCTH, IIPEACTABACHHASA B (DYHAAMEHTaABHOM TpyAe beprepa m Aykmama. ABTOpBI
AEMOHCTPHUPYIOT, YTO COINAABHBIC HHCTUTYTHI M1 HOPMBI OIIPEACASIOT PAMKH MHTEPITPETAITII
MHPA H ABAAIOTCA HEOOXOAUMON IIPEAIIOCBIAKOI IIOHHMAHHSA YEAOBEYECKOrO AcHcTBHA [4].
[ToaoOHAs ITO3MIINA ITOAAEPKUBAET MBICAB O TOM, YTO HOPMATHBHEIE CTPYKTYPHI HE MOIYT OBITH

CBCACHBI K CCTCCTBCHHO-HAYIHOMY Kay3aAbBHOMY HOpHAKy.
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Hcropmyeckue kopHI PUAOCOPCKUX IIPEACTABACHHH O IPUIHHHOCTH I HOPMATUBHOCTH
OOHAPYKHBAFOTCA B TPYyAAX AaHTUYIHBIX MBICAHTEACH. «DparMeHTE pPAHHUX IPEYECKUX
dprrocodoB» MO3BOAAIOT IIPOCACAUTH CTAHOBACHHE IIEPBBIX KOCMOAOTHYECKHX MOACACH
ITOPAAKA M COOTHOIIIECHHE MEKAY OOKECTBEHHBIM YCTAHOBACHHEM, MOPAABHBIMA HOPMAMH H
npupoAssiMa  mporeccamu  [70]. OcoOyro HEHHOCTh HPEACTaBAfeT coOpanme ApmoreHna
Aasprckoro, TAe 3apUKCHPOBAHEI BO33PEHUA AHTUIHBIX IITKOA, AAfl KOTOPBIX IPUYHHHOCTD H
CyAbOa 9aCTO COBITAAAAU B EAMHON KOHIICIIIIUU MUPOBOIO ITOPAAKA [6]. DTH TEKCTHI IIO3BOAAIOT
PEKOHCTPYHPOBATh ~ PAHHIOIO  HOPMATHUBHO-KAY3aABHYIO  CHHKPETHYHOCTH  AHTHYHOIO
MBIITIACHMA.

dynaameHTAABHOE BAMSAHHE Ha (QOPMHPOBAHHE KAACCHYECKHX IIPEACTABACHHH O
IIPHYUHHOCTH OKa3aAM TPYABl /AeHOHHIIA, B KOTOPBIX BBIPAOATHIBACTCA IIPEACTABACHHE O
HEIIPEPBIBHOCTH MUPOBOIO IOPAAKA H CTPOTOI KOPPEAAIIIMH MEKAY IPHIHHON I CACACTBHEM
[8]. TTosaHee sTa AMHEA OBIAA PAAMKAAU3HMPOBAHA B HAYYHBIX paOoTax Hosoro Bpemenm, rae
MATEMAaTH3AISA IIPUPOABI  AOCTHTAA BBICOKOW cremeHH opmasusanmn. KarodeBem
CBHAETEABCTBOM 3TOTO IIPOIIECCA ABAACTCA MOHYMEHTAABHBIHN TPYA Yaiitxeaa u Pacceaa Principia
Mathematica, cTaBIIII CAMBOAOM BEPHI B YHHBEPCAABHOCTH AOIMKO-MATEMATHIECKOTO AITITapaTa
[22]. B aTOoM KoHTeKcTe TaKKe mokazaTeAeH aHaAn3 M. Kaaiina, kotopsrit B XX Beke pacKkpbIA
KPHU3HUC MAaTEMATHYECKOH OIPEAECAEHHOCTH U ITOKA3aA OIPAHIMYEHHOCTD PAITHOHAANCTHYCCKIAX
MOAEAEH HAY9IHOIO HO3HAHUA [/].

Kpnradaeckas rmepeorieHKa KAACCHIECKOIo ACTEPMIHHI3MA OCOOEHHO APKO IIPEACTABACHA B
padorax M. Ilpuroumma, yKa3plBarOIUX Ha HEBO3MOKHOCTB CBEACHUA CAOKHBIX CHCTEM K
AWHEHHBIM TTPHYHHHO-CACACTBEHHBIM MOAEAAM. [Ipnroxmm moAu€pkmBaA HEOOXOAMMOCTD
IIPU3HAHHUA OTKPBITOCTH OYAVIIEIO U POAH BEPOATHOCTHBIX IIPOIIECCOB B IPHPOAE [9]. Dta
ITO3UIINA CTaAd BAKHOM ITPEAITOCHIAKOM HEKAACCHYECKHX KOHIEIIIUH PAIMOHAABHOCTH H
ITOAYEPKUBACT OTPAHUYCHHOCTD KAACCHIECKOIO META(PU3HIECKOIO ACTEPMUHHU3MA.

Ha cmermenne oT KeCTKOTO ACTEPMHHH3MA K OOAEE THOKHM IPEACTABACHUAM ITOBAHAAH
HICCACAOBAHHUA B aHAAUTHYICCKON (praocodpuu. OAHUM U3 KAIOYEBBIX HCTOYHUKOB SABAACTCA
pabora AHCKOMO, TA€ IPUYNHHOCTh AHAAH3UPYETCA KAK KOHIICIT, HE CBOAHMBIA K
MEXAHUYECKOMY ~ ACTEPMUHU3MY, a4  OIPEACAACMBI  KOHTEKCTYAABHBIMU  CTPYKTYPAaMH
ugeAoBedeckoll npakruku [77]. A. Apronc, B cBOIO O4YepeAb, pa3BUBaEcT KOHTPA(DAKTYAABHYIO
MOAEAD IIPHYUHHOCTH, ITOAYEPKUBAA €€ MOAAABHBIH XaPAKTEP U 3aBUCHMOCTD OT BO3MOKHBIX
MHEPOB [79]. D1t pabOTEL CYIECTBEHHO PACIINPUAN ITOHUMAHHE IIPUIMHHOCTH 32 IIPEACABI
KAQCCHYECKOM AMHEHHON MOACAH.

3HAYNTEABHBIH BKAQA B IIEPEOCMBICACHHE OTHOIIEHHH MEKAY HEOOXOAHMMOCTBIO M
cBoOoAOIT BHecAa XaHHa ApeHAT. B eé pynaamenTassaom nccaeaosaruu 1he Human Condition
PACCMATPUBAFOTCA KATETOPUA ACHCTBHA, CBOOOABI I OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, KOTOPHIE IIOHUMAFOTCSA
KaK COOBITHA, PA3PBIBAIOIINIE KAy3aABHYIO HEIIPEPBIBHOCTH H BBOASAINNE B HCTOPHUIO HOBOE
Ha9aAO [72]. DTOT IHOAXOA OCODEHHO BAKEH AAfl AHAAM32 METAMU3HKH HOPMATHBHOCTH, TAC
CBODOOAA ITOHHMAETCA KAK AKT TBOPYECKOTO YCTAHOBACHHSA ITOPAAKA.

Bonpoc o crpykrype mosHaHuA M pOAHM CyOBEKTa B HMHTEPIIPETAIIMH OBITHA 3aHHMAET
neHTpaspHOE MecTo y Mapruna Xatiaerrepa. B Being and Time ou mokassBaeT, 9T0 4€AOBEIECKOE
CYIIIECTBOBAHHE BCEIAA Y/KE TIOTPYKEHO B CMBICAOBBIE CTPYKTYPBI, OIIPEACAAFOIIIIE TOPHU3OHTEI

IIOHUMaHUA, WU YTO aAHAAU3 6bITI/I$I HCBO3MOMKCH BHC paCCMOTpeHI/IH SKSI/ICTCHL[I/IaAbHOﬁ
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cBOOOABI [76]. Ha IIpOTHBOIIOAOKHOM IIOAFOCE PACIIOAATACTCH KAACCHYECKAA SIIHCTEMOAOTHA
M. Kanra, rae HpHYMHHOCTD PACCMATPUBACTCA KaK AllPHOPHAA KATETOPHA PACCYAKA, a
HOPMATUBHOCTh — KAK IIPAKTUYECKUI 3aKOH cBOOOAB [18]. Drtm paboter 3aaaror
TEOPETUIECKYIO PAMKY, HEOOXOAUMYEO AASl ITOHUMAHUA ABOHCTBEHHOH IIPHUPOABI KAY3aABHOCTH
U HOPMATUBHOCTH.

Baskmerit maacT antepatyper cBasaH ¢ puaocodueit Haykn. K. Xemirea mpeAAOKIA MOAEAD
HAyYHOTO OOBACHEHNA, OCHOBAHHYIO Ha ACAYKTHBHO-HOMOAOTHYECKHUX CTPYKTYPax, 9TO CTAAO
OAHOI1 13 HanOOAee BAUATEABHBIX (hopmarnsanuii npuanaHOoCcTH B XX Beke [77]. K. Tlommrep,
HAIIPOTHB, IIOABEPI KPHTUKE ACTEPMUHU3M U IIPEAAOKHA IPUHIHI (PAABCHPUIIIPYEMOCTH
KAK HMHCTPYMEHT HAyYHOH PAIIMOHAABHOCTH, AONIYCKAFOIIUH OTKPBITOCTh OVAVIIEIO M
KPEaTUBHOCTb Hay9HOro MbimAenusa [20]. M. bynre pasBuA IparMaTHKO-HAYYHBIH ITOAXOA K
IPUYHHHOCTH, ITOAYEPKHYB €€ OIIEPAITHOHAABHYIO IIPHPOAY M CBA3b C SMITHPHYECKAM
nccaepoBarueM [74]. Paborsr P. Backapa B pamMkax KpPHTHYECKOTO PEaAU3Ma IIPEAAOKHIAHU
CTPaTUUIINPOBAHHOE IOHHMAHHE PEAABHOCTH, B KOTOPOM IIPHYMHHOCTb ACHCTBYET Ha
PA3HBIX YPOBHAX OBITHA 1 HE CBOAUTCA K AMHEHHBIM MexaHusMam [73].

®durocodcko-rymannrapHas AmHHA IIpeactaBAcHa Tpyaamu Y. Teiiaopa, KoTOpBIIT
[IOKA32A, YTO IIOHUMAHUE YEAOBEYECKOIO ACHCTBHA HEBO3MOKHO 0O€3 yuéra HOPMAaTHUBHBIX
CTPYKTYP, LIEHHOCTEH U KYABTYPHBIX CMBICAOB, (DOPMHPYIOIIUX IIPOCTPAHCTBO CBOOOAEL [27]. B
cBoett pabotre «Apxeosoeun snanum M. PyKo pacKpPHIBAET HACIO SIIUCTEMOAOTHYECKUX Pa3PHIBOB
U HCTOPHYECKHX YCAOBHH (DOPMHUPOBAHHA AHMCKYPCOB, ITOKA3bIBafA, YTO HOPMATHBHOCTb
ABAAETCA HE TOABKO MOPAABHOM, HO M SIHCTEMHYECKOW Karteropmeil [75]. Ero amaawns
ITO3BOASICT PACCMATPHUBATE IPHYMHHOCTD M HOPMATHBHOCTb KAK JACMEHTHl PA3AHMYHBIX
AI/ICKprI/IBHI)IX pC)KI/IMOB.

Takum obpasom, AuTeparypa IIO TeME HCCACAOBAHHA OOPa3yeT MHOTOCAOHHOE IIOAE,
BKAFOYAIOIIIECE AHTHYHYIO (PHAOCOPHIO, Kraccuueckyio meradusuky, dpuasocodpuro Hosoro
BpeMEHH, (PEHOMEHOAOTHIO, AHAAUTHYECKYIO (DHAOCODHIO, KPHUTHYECKHII PEAAH3M,
COLIMOAOTHUIO 3HAHHA U COBPEMEHHBIE HCCACAOBAHUSA PAIlTHOHAABHOCTU. Bee atu HampaBAeHuA
AGMOHCTPHPYIOT, YTO IPHYUHHOCTD M HOPMATHBHOCTH HMEIOT CAOKHYIO HCTOPHYECKYFO
AMHAMHKY U PasAMYHBIE OHTOAOIMYECKHE CTaTychl. Kaaccrmdeckas TpaAnIns CTpPEMHAACh K
VHUBEPCAAM3AIIMH  KAy3aABHOIO  IIOPSIAKA, TOTAA KaK COBPEMEHHBIE — HCCACAOBAHUSA
ITOAYEPKUBAIOT HEOOXOAHUMOCTD IIPU3HAHUA MHOKECTBEHHOCTH THIIOB PAIlHOHAABHOCTH,
KYABTYPHOI OOYCAOBAGHHOCTH HOPM U TBOPYECKOIO Xapakrepa cBOOOABL. O030p AmTepaTypH!
IIOKA3bIBACT, YTO IHPOOAEMA COOTHOINEHUA IPUYHMHHOCTH U HOPMATHBHOCTH TpeOyeT
MEKAMCIAITAMHAPHOTO AHAAH32, YIHTEIBAFOIIEIO KaK HCTOPHYECKHE (DOPMBI MBIIITACHUA, TAK 1
coBpeMeHHbIE (PUAOCOMCKIE KOHLEIIUU, YTO H OIIPEACAACT AKTYaABHOCTH AAABHEHIIIETO

HMCCACAOBaHMA.

PesyabTaTel HCCACAOBAHUA
OAHOM 13 aKIYaABHBIX IPOOAEM  AIOOOrO  IIEPEXOAHOTO — OOINECTBA — ABASETCA
TEOPETHIECKOE OCMBICACHHE CBODOABI YEAOBEYECKOI BOAU U €€ MeTA(U3HMIECKIX OCHOBAHUI.
B cBasu ¢ atum MeradpusnYecKre MPUHINIIBL KAY3aABHOCTH M HOPMATHBHOCTHU BBICTYIIAIOT B
KadecTBe (DYHAAMEHTAABHBIX OCHOB OPIaHHM3AINM HAIHX IIPEACTABACHHI O MHPE H €ro

nosganuu. Haummas ¢ CCPCAI/IHI)I XX B., TIO MCpC TOIrO, KaK BBIABAACTCA I/ICTOpI/I"ICCKaH n
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COLIMAABHO-KYABTYpHAA OOYCAOBACHHOCTb PAIIMOHAAUCTUYECKUX HACAAOB KAACCHYICCKON
durococnn [3], mcxOAHAA HHTYHIHUA HEKOH YHHBEPCAABHOH, €AHMHOW U CAHMHCTBEHHOI
PALIMOHAABHOCTH YTPAYHBACT OBIAVIO SICHOCTB M CTAHOBHTCA BCE OOACE PACIIABIBYATOH H
HeoIlpeAeAEHHON. Bo BcAKOM cAydae, CTAaHOBHTCA OYEBHAHBEIM, YTO PAIIMOHAABHBIM MOKET
OBITP HE TOABKO TEOPETUYECKOE 3HAHHE, HO M IIPAKTHYECKOE ITOBEACHHE YEAOBEKA, HE
OIIOCPEAOBAHHOE HUKAKOII TEOPHUE.

PanmonaAbHOCTD TOCTYIIKOB ITPEAITOAATAET, IO MEHBIIIEH MEpPe, UX MOTHUBUPOBAHHOCTb.
MoruBarus, B CBOIO OYEpPEAb, OOYCAOBACHA, C OAHOI CTOPOHBI, HAAUYHONH AQHHOCTBIO,
OOBEKTUBHBIMI OOCTOATEABCTBAMU, B KOTOPBIX HAXOANTCA YE€AOBEK, 4 C APYTOH — 3aAAHHOCTBIO,
€ro TOHWUMAHUEM, OCMBICACHHUEM 3THX OOCTOSITEABCTB. B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT BKAAABIBAEMOTO
CMBICAA TIOBCACHHE YCAOBEKA B OAHUX M TEX K€ OOCTOATEABCTBAX MOKET OBITh BECbMa
Pa3AHYHBIM — BIIAOTB AO AHAMETPAABHO IIPOTHBOIIOAOXKHOTO. AAHHOCTB OIIpEACACHA
IIPOIIABIM, BCE OOCTOATEABCTBA OOYCAOBAGHBI COOBITHAME, VK€ CBEPINHUBIIUMUCT U
IIPUBEAILIIME B CBOCH COBOKYITHOCTH K HACTOAIIEMY COCTOAHUIO. 3AAAHHOCTD HE IIPUCYTCTBYET
HEIIOCPEACTBEHHO B HACTOAIIEM. JTO, CKOPEE, ITOOYKACHHE, YCTPEMACHUE K PEaAM3AIIHH
HEKOETO HUMIIEPATUBA, IIPEAAATAEMOTO YEAOBEKY HAH ITOAATAEMOTO UM CAMUM B KAUECTBE MACAAQ
HAH HOPMBI. Takum 00pasoM, HACTOAIIEE, B KOTOPOM HAXOAHTCSH YEAOBEK, IIPEACTABASIET COOOH
PaspbB MEXAY AAHHOCTBIO (IIPOIIABIM) M 3aAAHHOCTBIO (IIpOeKIuei Oyaymiero). B arom
paspblBe M OCYIIECTBASCTCA pEAaAbHAA JKU3Hb YEAOBEKA, CBOUMHU Pa3MBIIIACHUAMU U
ITOCTYIIKAMH IIOCTOAHHO CBA3BIBAIOIIETO HUTh COOCTBEHHOIO OBITHA.

3aAaHHOCTD, KaK, BIIPOYEM, I AAHHOCTb, €CTh HEYTO BHEIIOAOKEHHOE IO OTHOIIICHHIO K
YEAOBEKY, IIOTOMY CTPEMACHHE K HEH MOKHO PACCMATPUBATH KaK IIOCTOSHHO BO300OHO-
BAAFOIIYIOCA ITOIBITKY BBINTH 32 I'PAHHUIIBI AAHHOCTH, KaK CTPEMACHHE K TPAHCIICHACHIIHH.
OaHOIl 13 OpM peaAnsamuu 3TOrO CTPEMACHHSA M BBICTYIIACT HayKa Kak CIIOCOD
TPAHCIICHAHUPOBAHMA  3aAAHHOCTH  IYT€M  (DOPMYAHPOBKH  3aKOHOB  IIPHPOABI U
METOAOAOTHYECKAX IIPUHITAIIOB MbIIIACHHA. OAHAKO Hayka HE ABAACTCA EAMHCTBEHHOM
dopmoii peasmsanmu Takoro crpemacuus. M. Ilpuroxus, Hapumep, IHUINET O TOM, YTO
«EBPOIIEHITHI KUBYT Ha IIEPECEUYECHHUH 110 KPaHHEN MEPE ABYX Pa3AMYHBIX CHCTEM IIEHHOCTEM: C
OAHOM CTOPOHBI, HAYYHON PAITMOHAABHOCTH, 2 C APYTOM — PaIlMOHAABHOCTH KOAAEKTUBHOIO
noseAeHus» [9]. Ho panmonaapHOCTH, KakoBa OBl OHa HH ObIAd, BCEraa (PyHAHpPOBaHA
OCO3HAHHBIM YOEKACHHEM HAH HHCTUHKTHBHOM BEPOH B HAAHYHE B MHPE HEKOETO
OIIPEACAEHHOTO YCTOHYUBOrO ImopsAAka. CaMO HaAHMYHE TAKOIO YOEKACHHA (MAH BEPHI)
BBICTYIIACT HAHOOAEE TAYOOKIM OCHOBAHHEM AAS YTBEPKACHUA OHTOAOIMYECKUX OIIPEACACHIIHA
OBITHSA, 2 ACHCTBUTEABHOE COACPKAHNE ITUX OIPEACACHHH BO MHOI'OM 3aBUCHUT OT COACPIKAHMUSA
qayHAaMeHTaAbeIX VOCHKACHHUI HAT BEPOBAHUI TON MAM MHOM HCTOpHYecKOH srroxu. Kak n u3
YEro BO3HHUKAIOT TAKHE VOCKACHHA M BEPOBAHNA, KAK BAHAIOT HA COACP/KAHHE HAIINIX
OHTOAOTHYECKUX ITPEACTABACHHH, KAK OHI H3MEHAFOTCA, X YTO IIPOUCXOAHT B PE3YABTATE TAKUX
M3MEHCHU?

B 11epBOOBITHOM MBIIIIACHHH MOTAO BOOOIIIE HE OBITh H, CKOPEE BCErO, ACHCTBUTEABHO HE
OBIAO HHYErO IIOXOKEIO I1a COBPEMEHHBIC HAYYHBIE IIPEACTABACHHUA O IIPHPOAE KaK OO0
VIOPAAOYEHHOH ITOCAGAOBATEABHOCTH SBACHUI, CBA3AHHBIX MEKAY COOON IIPHYMHHO-
CAEACTBEHHBIMU (Kay3aAbHBIME) OTHOIICHUAMI. HO BpAIA AT 9TO O3HAYAET, YTO IIEPBOOBITHOMY

MBIIITACHHIO BOOOITIE HE CBOIICTBEHHA HACH yrnopsaouennoctr mupa. Ckopee, MOKHO TOBOPHUTD
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He 00 OTCYTCTBHM, 4 00 HHOM XapaKTepe 9TON YIOPAAOIEHHOCTH. TO, 9TO AAfl COBPEMEHHOIO
HAYYHOTO CO3HAHHA BEICTYIIACT KAK BHEIIOAOMKCHHAA M AK€ IIPOTUBOIIOAOKEHHAA UEAOBEKY
IIPHPOAA, AAfl APEBHEIO YEAOBEKA ABAAAOCH HEIIOCPEACTBEHHBIM IIPOAOAIKCHHIEM €IO
KH3HEHHOIO MHpPa, AOCTATOYHO KECTKO CBA3AHHOIO CHCTEMOH HOPM MOPAABHOIO HAH
11paBoBOro xapakrepa. CONIMAABHBEIN IOPAAOK, PETYAHPYIOIIHI HYEAOBEYECKOE IIOBEACHHE,
pacIpocTpaHAeTCs Ha BECh MHP, IOHHIMAaHHE KOTOPOIO CTPOHMTCA HE Ha KAy3aABHBIX (IIPHYMHA
— CAEACTBHE), 2 Ha HOPMATUBHBIX (BHHA — BO3AAAHNE) OTHOIIICHHUSAX.

DTHOrpadUIECKHE UCCACAOBAHNA CBHACTEABCTBYFOT: IIPEACTABACHHE O TOM, YTO YEAOBEK
OTBETCTBEH 32 BCE IIPOHCXOAMAINEE B MHPE, OTHOCHTCA K CAMBIM APEBHHM CTEPEOTHIIAM
mbiAeHns [10]. Muorne sTHOrpadbl OTMEYAIOT, YTO IEPBOOBITHIN YEAOBEK HHTEPIIPETUPO-
BAaA TO, YTO MBI Ha3BIBAEM ABACHUAMU IIPUPOABL, HE KaK OE3Pa3AMYHBIC 110 OTHOIIECHUIO K €ro
CyABOE CTUXHIHBIE COOBITHA, a B CTPOIOM COOTBETCTBHM C IIPHHIIMIIOM BO3AQAHUA,
paccMaTpuBas OAATOIPUATHBIC COOBITHA KaK HArPaAy, a HEOAATOIPUATHBIC KAK HAKA3aHIE.
[IepBOOBITHOMY CO3HAHHIO OBIA COBEPINEHHO YYHKA AYAAU3M IIPHPOABI KAK Kay3aABHOIO
ITOPAAKA U ODIIECTBA KAK HOPMATUBHOIO IIOPAAKA, KAK UYKA OH (XOTA H C OOPATHBIM 3HAKOM)
CITHEHTHCTCKOMY CO3HAHHIO COBPEMEHHOI'O YEAOBEKA.

[ToTeHIMaAPHO MHPOIIOHHMAHHIE, OCHOBBIBAIOIICECA HA HOPMATHBHBIX OTHOIIICHUAX, CY-
IIECTBEHHO OTAHMYAETCA OT Kay3aAbHOIO, XOTA MH(POPEAUTHO3HOE CO3HAHHNE MOMKET OBITH
AOATOE BpEMS COBEPIIECHHO HEYYBCTBUTECABHBIM K 3TOMY PasAHYHIO. BeAb AAA HEro cBA3b
IIPUPOAHBEIX ABACHHUI, TOYHO TaK €, KAaK M CBA3b ABACHHUII OOIIECTBEHHBIX, — PE3YABTAT
0OKECTBEHHOI'O YCTAHOBACHIA, 4 3AKOHBI IIPUPOABL, TAK 7K€, KAK H OOIIECTBEHHBIC 3aKOHBI, CCTh
HE YTO HHOE, KaK BBIPAKCHHE BOAHM TBOPIA — HOPMBI, ITPEAIIMCHIBAIOINNE IIPHPOAHBIM
OOBEKTAM OIIPEACACHHDBIE IIPABHAA IIOBEACHHS, HAPYIIEHHE KOTOPBIX BACYET 32 COOOMH
HEOTBPAaTHMYIO Kapy. IIpmmeuareApHO, 9TO M IIpUYmHA, ¥ BHHA ODO3HAYAAUCH B ApeBHEH
I'perunr oAHEM 1 TeM ke cAOBOM — atria [6]. Ilo-BmAMMOMY, IIpEACTABAGHHE O 3aKOHE
IIPUYHHHO-CACACTBEHHBIX ~ OTHOIICHHH  BO3HHKACT B PE3yAbTATE  IIEPEOCMBICACHUSA
IIPEACTABACHHUI O 3aKOHE-HOPME, CBA3BIBAIOIINEM BHHY H BO3AadHme. llepexoa ot
HOPMATHUBHOIO ITOPAAKA K Kay3aAbHOMY COCTOMT B OCO3HAHHH YEAOBEKOM TOTO, YTO
OTHOIIICHMA MCIKAY BE€IIIaMH, B OTAMYHE OT OTHOIIICHIII MC)KAY AIOABMH, HC3ABHUCHMbBI HH OT
YEAOBEYECKOH, HH OT HAAYEAOBEYECKOM BOAH, HAHM, YTO TO KE CAMOE, HE OIPEACAAFOTCA
HOpMaMI/I. HO 9TOT HCpCXOA HC 6I)IA HHA HpOCTI)IM, HH OAHOMOMCHTHBIM.

Hcropus dpopmupoBanns yOEKAEHHOCTH B CYIIECTBOBAHHHU COBEPIICHHO OE3AMYIHOTO
IIPHPOAHOIO IIOPAAKA, YOSKAEHHOCTH, COCTABAAIOIIECH OHTOAOTHYECKOE SAPO KAACCHYECKOI
PAILTHOHAABHOCTH, IPOCTUPACTCA OT IEpBBIX HaTypdurocodos Apesreit I'pernu BIIAOTE AO
METaHAYYHBIX H3bICKaHHH laasmaes, Aexkapra m Heroroma. Vike B dpuaocodpun Ilaarona
CKAaABIBaeTCA TpeAcTaBAeHHEe O KocMoce Kak mMepapXHUYecKd OpPraHH30BaHHOW CHCTEME, B
KOTOPOH HAEAABHBIN MHpP OTACAECTCA OT IIPEAMETHOTO U IIPOTHBOIIOCTABAAETCA €My. DTOT
BBICIIIMIT MHP YHCTBIX CYIIHOCTEH TPAKTYeTCA KaK BEYHBIM M HEU3MEHHBIH IIPO0OOpPa3
(MACAABHBIN ITAAH), B COOTBETCTBHH C KOTOPBIM BO3HUKAET U CYILIECTBYET ITOPSAAOK BeIlei u
ABACHHH, COCTABAAIOIINX HEIIOCPEACTBEHHOE OKpYy:KeHHe 4ueAoBeka. Ilopaaok mpeamerHOro
MHpPa ABACH HAM KaK OTPAKEHHE TOrO ITOPAAKA, KOTOPBIH CYIIECTBYET B MUPE MACAABHOM, HO
oTpaKeHHe Ipydoe, HeTOYHOE, IpuOAu3nTeAbHOE. IloAANHHOE OBITHE HE AAHO HAM B HAIIIEM

HCHOCPCACTBCHHOM OIIBITE. HOBTOMY IIOCTHKECHUE YHI/IBCPCQAI)HI)IX 3aKOHOB 1 IIOAAMHHOIO
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CMBICAQ OBITHA AOCTIKIMO HUCKAIOYUTEABHO IIYTEM YHCTOIO YMOCO3EPLAHHA. DMIIHPUIECKOE
ITO3HAHHE HE 3ACAYKHBACT AaKe OBITh HA3BAHHBIM 3HAHHEM N OOO3HAYACTCH CIICITHAABHBIM
TEPMHHOM «MHEHHE». [ IOAANHHOE 7Ke 3HAHUE €CTh PE3YABTAT HHTCAACKTYAABHOIO CO3EPIIAHI,
PACKPBIBAIOINETO ITPEAZAAAHHEIN ITOPAAOK M CMBICA OBITHA MHPA, 2 3HAYAT — IIOAAMHHOE
IpeAHa3HavYeHue uyeAoseka [77; 20).

Tem He MeHee, ITOAHOTO OTAEGAEHHSA Kay3aAbHOCTH OT HOPMATHBHOCTH B aHTHYHOH H-
AOCO(DUU TaK U HE IPOUCXOAHUT. SHAYUTEABHOE HYHCAO AHTHYHBIX aBTOPOB IIPOAOAKAIOT
TPAKTOBATh 3aKOH IIPUPOABI HMEHHO KaK )eanoéenisili TTOPAAOK, a4 ITOHATHE ITPUIIHBI
IIPAKTHYECKH HE OTAHMYAIOT OT HOHATHA CYABOBL «Bce IMPOMCXOAUT IO BEACHUIO CYABOBI, KaK
rosopaT Xpucuil..., [Tocuponuii, 3exon, a takke boar <...> Cyapba — 3T0 HenpepsBHAA
[L1e1IB| IPUYHH CYIIIErO HAK Pa3yM, COTAACHO KOTOPOMY YIIPABAACTCA MHPO3AaHUe» [6]. Aake K
XVII B. 210 OTACACHHE €IIE HEAB3A CYNTATH CcBepruBIIUMCH akToM. Tak, B CBOEM
«PaccyxaeHnn o metoAe» AeKkapT IHIIET O 3aKOHAX, «YCTAHOBACHHBIX Borom B mpupoae», a B
rcbMe K MepceHHy yTBEp:KAaeT, 9TO «bor ycTaHOBHA 3TH 3aKOHBL... TaK ke, KaK CyBEpEH
YCTAHABAMBACT 3aKOHBI B CBOEM KOPOAEBCTBE» [/]. PeIINTEABHBIH IITar K IIOAHOMY OTAEACHHUIO
KAay3aABHOTO ITOPAAKA OT HOPMATHBHOIO AeraeT HBIOTOH, KOrAa IPHAAET 3aKOHY ITPHPOABI
VHHBEPCAABHO-BCCOOIIHH XapaKTep.

VIBepikAas CAMHCTBO 3aKOHOB HEOECHON 1 3eMHOM MexaHuKH, HpIoTOH mcXoAnT U3 TBEP-
AOTO YOEKACHHA O HAAHYNN EAMHOTO U €AMHCTBEHHOIO MUPOIOPSAKA, OXBATBIBAIOIIEIO BCE
ABACHHA KaK HAAAYHHOTO, TaK M IIOAAYHHOTO Mupa. Ha cmeny anTuanoil kornenmun Kocmoca
KaK HEPAPXUIECKH YIOPAAOUIECHHOHN CUCTEMBI IIPUXOAUT (DyHAAMEHTAABHAA AAA HAayKa HoBoro
BPEMEHH HACA YHHBEPCyMa, IOPAAOK M 3aKOHBI KOTOPOIO B PaBHOI CTEIEHH OTHOCATCA M K
ABITKEHUIO HEOECHBIX TEA, U K IIEPEMEIICHUIO 3EMHBIX OOBEKTOB, OIIHCHIBACMBIX OAHUMH U
TeMH ke Marematmdeckumu dopmysamu. M xota B PyHAAMEHTAABHBIX YOCHKACHHAX CAMOIO
HreroTtoHa ermé oOHapyKUBAIOTCA PEMUHUCIICHIINE APEBHEIO HOPMATUBHOTO IIOPAAKA, OT €ro
TEU3Ma YK€ “PYKOH IOAATH” HE TOABKO AO ACHOHHIIEBCKOIO ACU3Ma, HO U AO PAAHUKAABHOTO
ACTEpMHHH3MA /\aIIAaca, OKOHYATEABHO BBITECHSIOIIECIO HACIO 67ac/ioll 6014 (KAaK OCHOBBI
HOPMATHBHOCTH) 32 IIPEACABI HAYKH (M PALIMOHAABHOCTH BOOOIIIE).

B HOBOI mepceKkTHBE IMEPEA IEAOBEKOM OTKPBIBACTCA HEIIPUBBIYHBIN H PAHEE HEH3BECT-
HBEIII MHP, KOTOPBIA YIIPABAACTCS CAMHBIM YVHHBEPCAABHEIM CBOAOM Kay3aABHBEIX 3aKOHOB,
AOITyCKAFOIIHIX TOYHOE MaTeMaTH4IecKkoe BrIpakeHue. Ho 3akoH ToABKO TOrAa BoCIipuHIMaeTCA
HAMHJ KaK HCTHHA, HCKAFOYAFOITas BO3MOKHOCTD BCEX IIPOTHBOPEYAIINX IIOAOKECHIM, KOTAA OH
OCBAIIEH CAHKIIUEH BBICIIICTO aBTOPHUTETA. TaKUM aBTOPUTETOM CTAHOBUTCA B «HOBOM MUPE»
HayKa, IIPETEHAYIOIIAsA ¥ HA BBICIIICE 3HAHUE, U HA BBICIIIEE MOIYIIIECTBO OAHOBPEMEHHO.

OcCHOBy IIpeTeH3UI HAYKH HA POAB BBICIIIEIO aBTOPUTETA COCTABAACT (DYHAAMEHTAABHOE
yOEKACHHE B TOM, YTO TOCIOACTBYIOIIMI B MHpPE KAay3aABHBEIH ITOPAAOK ITO3BOASET (IIPH
COOAIOACHHH OIIPEACACHHBIX AOIMYECKUX H METOAOAOTHYECKHX IIPOIICAYP) COBEPILICHHO
TOYHO H OAHO3HAYHO COOTHECTHU BCAKOE ABACHHE CO BCEMH IIPEABIAYIIIIMH I ITOCACAYFOIITIMA.

HempeackasyeMoCTb TeX HAM HHBIX COOBITHH B Kay3aABHOIT IIEPCIIEKTHBE PACCMATPUBACTCA
KAK YHCTO T'HOCCOAOTMYECKHH (PEHOMEH, HE MMEIOIINA HHKAKAX OHTOAOIMYECKHX
IIPEATIOCHIAOK. HIdaTO M3 IpOMCXOAAIIEro He BO3HHKAET O€3 COOTBETCTBYIOINEH IIPHYMHEL
HeoXmAaHHOCTH CYIIIECTBYFOT TOABKO AAfAl HAC, U CYIIIECTBYIOT AHIIb ITOCTOABKY, IIOCKOABKY MBI

HC ITIO3HAAH CH_[é BCEX 9THUX HpI/I"II/IH. Muor HaACCMCH UCIIOAB3OBATD YiKE M3BCCTHBIC, IIO3HAHHDBIC
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HAMUI IIPUYHHHO-CACACTBEHHBIE CBA3U KAK CPEACTBA AASl AOCTIDKECHUA COOCTBEHHBIX IIEACH, HO
ITOCTOAHHOE BMEIIATEABCTBO B HAIIY AEATEABHOCTb MACCHI IIOKA HEHU3BECTHBIX HAaM
3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH IIPUBOAHUT K TOMY, 9TO MBI, IIOMHMO HAIIlCil BOAH, CAMH IIPEBpaIiacMcs B
OAHO 13 CPEACTB ITPOABACHUA HEKOH I'AOOAABHOH HEOOXOAUMOCTH.

[TpuHIII TPHYNHHOCTH, PACCMATPUBACMBIA KaK (DYHAAMECHTAABHAA OHTOAOTHMYCCKAA
XapAKTEPUCTUKA OBITHSA, IIPEAITOAATACT, YTO YEAOBEK MOKET PEAAH30BATh CBOE CTPEMACHHE K
CBODOAE, TOABKO ITIOAYHHHB CBOIO JKU3Hb YHHBEPCAABHOMY OOBEKTHBHOMY 3aKOHY. AAfl TOTO
9TOOBI CBOOOAHO PACIIOPS/KATBCA CBOHUM OVAVIIIEM, YEAOBEK, MBICAAIINN B KATETOPHAX
Kay3aABHOCTH, AOAJKCH HCKAIOYUTDh M3 CO3HAHUA BCE CAyYalHOE, YACP/KUBAA B HEM TOABKO
HeobxoanMoe. VIHBIMH CAOBAMH, AASL TOTO YTOOBI OBITH CBOOOAHBIM, YEAOBEK AOAKEH CTATDH
Heo0x00UMbIM HE TOABKO B CPEACTBAX, HO, IIPEIKAE BCErO, B MOTHBAX H IICAAX: OH HE AOAMKCH
KEAATh HUYErO TAKOIO, YTO HE OBIAO OBI (IIPEAYCMOTPEHO» OOBEKTUBHOH HEOOXOAMMOCTBIO.
Crporoe cAeAOBAaHHE Kay3aABHOMY IIPUHIIAITY HE IIO3BOAAET HAM PAacCMATPUBATH CBOIO
COOCTBEHHYFO AEATEABHOCTD KaK BITOAHE aBTOHOMHYIO. BeAb ecAm AFOOOIT HaIIl IIOCTYIIOK €CTh
«PE3YABTHPYIOIIAS» MHOKECTBA OOBEKTUBHBIX H 3a9aCTyIO HEOCO3HABAEMBIX HAMH (DAKTOPOB,
3HAYHT, HAITIE ITOBEACHHE ACTEPMIHHPOBAHO YE€M-TO IIOMUMO Harrreii Boan. «Hayka, — mmmrer
B «3amnckax n3 mOAOAbs» P.M. AocToeBcknii, — HAy9INUT YEAOBEKA, YTO... BCE, YTO OH HU
AGAACT, AEAAETCA BOBCE HE IIO €ro XOTEHHIO, 4 CaMO COOOXO, IIO 3aKOHAM IIPHPOABL
CAeAOBaTEABHO, 9TH 3aKOHBI CTOHT TOABKO OTKPBITH, H YK 32 IIOCTYIIKH CBOH YEAOBEK OTBEYATDH
He OyAeT.

KaysaapHOe MpIIIacHIE POPMUPYETCA B PE3YABTATE AOCTATOYHO AOATOIO IIPOIECCA Pa-
AMKAABHOTO H3MEHEHHUSA IPEACTABACHHII O CIOCOOE YIOPAAOYEHHOCTH MHpa. Mup Tpasm-
LIHOHHOTO ODIIIECTBA — 3TO MUP FOCIIOACTBA HOPMATHUBHOTO (COITHAABHOIO) ITOPAAKA, KOTOPBIH
pacIIpoCTpaHAETCA TaKKe M Ha BCIO OKPYKAIOIIYIO YEAOBEKA ACHCTBUTEABHOCTB.
HoBoesporrefickuit Mup — MHpP Kay3aAbHOIO (€CTECTBEHHO-IIPUPOAHOIO) ITIOPAAKL, KOTOPOMY
TEIEPb YKE CTPEMATCA HOAYHHHUTD U ODIIECTBO, M YEAOBEKA. DTOT MUP OYKBAABHO CO3AAETCA B
IIPOIIECCE CTAHOBACHUA EBPOIICHCKOH HAYKH U ABAACTCA HAM KAK PE3YABTAT H3MECHEHUA
HanboAee PYHAAMEHTAABHBIX OHTOAOTHYECKHX IIPEACTABACHUI O I'OCIOACTBYIOIIEM B MHpPE
ITOPAAKE.

OAnH 13 HanOOAEE aBTOPUTETHBHIX TBOPIIOB HOBOM HAYKH /\€HOHHII ITOAATaeT: IIOPAAOK,
FOCIIOACTBYIOIIMHA B MHPE, TAKOB, YTO «BCAKOE IIOAHOE ACHCTBHE PEIIPE3CHTUPYET [CBOIO]
ITOAHYIO IIPHYNHYY, IIOITOMY «H3 ITO3HAHHUA 3TOIO ACHCTBHA  BCETAA MOTY IIPHIATH K ITO3HAHHIO
ero mpuunsey [§]. EcAum mpuymba «IIOAHOCTBIO PEIIPE3CHTHPOBAHA» B CACACTBHUM, I9TO
O3HAYAET, YTO AOIMKA HAIIEIO ITO3HAHHUA AOAKHA OBITh TaK K€ IIOCACAOBATEABHA W
HEIIPEPBIBHA, KAK U IICITb IIPHYNHHO-CACACTBEHHBIX CBA3ell B mpupoae. Ho, o cyrmectsy, peus
3ACCH HAET HE CTOABKO O TI'HOCEOAOTHYECKOM, CKOABKO OO OHTOAOIMYECKOM IIPHHITHIIE.
AetiOHnmieBcKag yOSKAEHHOCTh B KAy3aABHOH IIPHUPOAE (PYHAAMEHTAABHOIO MHUPOIIOPAAKA
IIPEATIOAATIAET, YTO BCE COBEPIIAFOIIUECA COOBITHA OOPA3YIOT HEIPEPBIBHEINA PAA, B KOTOPOM
IIPHYHUHBL H CACACTBHA aOCOAFOTHO ITAOTHO, O€3 «3a30pOBY, IIPHUMBIKAIOT APYT K ApyTry. Mup
IIPEACTAET TIEpEA HAMHU KaK HEKOE COBEPIIIEHHOE CAHMHCTBO, KaK IIEAOCTHAA, HI B OAHOH TOYKE
HE pPa3sOpBaHHAA, ITOCACAOBATEABHOCTH HEOOXOAHUMBIM OOpPa3OM CBA3AHHBIX MEXKAY COOOI
apaeHni. Ho 310 moAoxeHme ecTtp He YTO HMHOE, KaK OIPEACACHHBIH OHTOAOTMYECKHN

IIPHHIIUII, KOTOPHI HEABHO IIPHUCYTCTBYET B (PYHAAMEHTE KAaccm4ueckoH Hayku. CoraacHo
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9TOMY IPHHIUIY BCA IIPHPOAA OE30TOBOPOYHO IIOAYMHEHA MATEMATUYECKH BEIPAKECHHBIM
3aKOHAM, ACHCTBHE KOTOPBHIX IIPOABAAECTCA B HEIPEAOKHOCTH ITPUIHHHO-CACACTBECHHBIX
oTHOIICHNN. YEAOBEKY 3AECH IPOCTO HEKYAA «BTHCHYTBHCH» CO CBOCH CBOOOAHOI BOAEH,
IIPOABACHUE KOTOPOH BCETAA CONPAKEHO C BO3HHKHOBEHHEM «3a30pa», IIEpephIBa
ITOCTEIIEHHOCTH.

B pesyaprare dhopmupyercs n mOAy9aeT IMIMpOYaiIiee paclpoOCTPAHEHIE OTHOIIIEHHIE K
IIPHPOAE KaK K HEKOMY BHEHCTOPUYECKOMY 0OpasoBaHuio. Beab ecau nosnas npuyura Bcaxkoro
ABACHUA IIPEACTABACHA B HEM KaK 70.110¢ ¢1e0c61e, TO 3TO O3HAYAET MX dKBHBaAeHTHOCTE. Ho
9KBUBAACHTHOCTh IIPUYUHBI U CAEACTBUA, B CBOIO OYECPEAb, O3HAYACT HE YTO HHOE, KaK
0OpaTHMOCTD BpeMeHH (110 KpalHel Mepe, B Aorundeckom oTHorreHnw). M ecan dousmaecku Mer
HE B COCTOSHHH ITOBEPHYTH MHPOBOM IIPOIIECC BCIIATH, TO OCYIIECTBUTH TAKOE ITOIATHOE
ABIT’KEHHE AOTHYECKH HE TOABKO BO3MOXKHO, HO €CTh IpAMafg OOA3AHHOCTH YEAOBEKA HAYKH.
IIpeacTaBACHHE O BHEHCTOPHYECKOM XaPaKTEPe HAYYHBIX 3aKOHOB, OTHOCAIITHXCH ITPEKAE
BCEro K cpepe eCTeCTBEHHO-IIPUPOAHBIX IIPOIECCOB, ITOCTEIIEHHO PACIPOCTPAHACTCA U Ha
cepy 4eAOBEUECKOrO OBITHA.

3a IIOCACAHHE TPHUCTA ACT 3T ACHOHHIIEBCKA «(POpMyAa» PYHAAMEHTAABHOIO MUPOIIO-
pAAKA CTaAa AOMUHUPYIOIIEH HE TOABKO CPEAH YI€HBIX H (PHAOCOPOB; AaKE B OOBIACHHOM
CO3HAHMH CAOKHAOCH YCTOWYHMBOE YOEKACHHE B HEIPEAOKHOCTH KAY3aABHBIX 32KOHOB,
OPraHHU3YIOIMNX BCE IIPOHCXOAMAIIECE B MUPE B HEIIPEPHIBHBIC IIPHYNHHO-CACACTBEHHEIC LICIIH,
IIPOTATUBAIOIIHECA M3 OECKOHEYHOIO IIPOIIAOrO B OeckoHeunoe Oyaymee [§]. OaHako x
cepeaune XX Beka B cpeae IpodeccHoHaA0B — (PUAOCOPOB, YIEHBIX, METOAOAOTOB HAYKH —
YOEKAEHHOCTD BO BCEOOBEMAIOIIEM XapaKTepe Kay3aAbHOIO MHUPOIIOPAAKA TepAET OBIAYIO
TBEpAOCTE. Hapacraer pasowapoBanme B HAEAAAX YHHBEPCAABHOIO AeTepMUHH3MA. B
PE3yABTATE ITOA BOIIPOCOM OKa3BIBAFOTCH (PYHAAMEHTAABHEIE OCHOBOIIOAOKEHHUA KAACCHIECKOH
HOBOEBPOIIECHCKON  PAIlMOHAABHOCTH — OHTOAOTHYECKUN HPHHIHI  HEIPEPHIBHOCTU
IIPUYHHHO-CACACTBEHHBIX OTHOIIICHUI M OPTAHMYECKH CBA3AHHBIA C HIM I'HOCEOAOTHICCKHII
IIPUHIIAI €AMHCTBA CHCTEMBI PAIIMOHAABHOIO 3HAHHUA. PaspelB € TPaAHIIMEH OCO3HAETCHA
HACTOABKO OCTPO, YTO CaMy HACIO YHHBEPCAABHOIO ACTEPMHHH3MA ACHOHHIIEBCKOTO THIIA
I'acron Barmmasp xapaxkrepusyer kak HEBEPOATHYIO, 4)dosuzuyity UACIO [3].

M 3aech, kak 1 B caydae ¢ POPMUPOBAHIEM KAACCHYECKOTO MAEAAQ, H3MEHEHHE THOCEO-
AOITYECKOH IEPCIIEKTUBBI U IIEPECMOTP OHTOAOTHYECKHX OCHOBAHUN HEPAa3pPhIBHO CBA3AHBI C
M3MEHEHHEM ITPEACTABACHHH O TOCITOACTBYIOIIEM MUPOIIOpAAKE. Beap nmMeHHO Ha OcHOBaHHH
9TUX IIPEACTABACHHUIT (DOPMUPYIOTCA HAIIH IIPEABAPUTECABHBIC IIPEAIIOAOKEHHA O TOM, YTO B
9TOM MHpE ABAACTCA ACHCTBHTEABHO 3HAdYaIuM, wuMerouMm cmMeica [73]. Hamboaee
dyHAAMEHTAABHAS OHTOAOTHYECKAA IIPEAIIOCBIAKA KAACCHYIECKON HAYKH — OBITHE IIPHPOABI
KAaK ITOCAGAHSA AAHHOCTB, CYIIIECTBYIOINAS «Cama ITO ceOe», OE30THOCHTEABHO K HaIIeMy
YEAOBEYECKOMY OBITHIO, — B HOBBIX JCAOBHAX CTaHOBHTCA Hermpuemaemon. Ho Bmecre ¢
PA3AMYEHHEM IIPUPOAHOIO M YEAOBEYECKOIO OBITHA HEIPHEMAEMBIM CTAHOBHTCH W IIPEA-
CTAaBACHHE O MHPE KaK O HEKOM aDCOAFOTHOM HEPA3PEIBHOM EAHMHCTBE, IIOAYHHEHHOM BO BCEX
cBOUX chepax U MPOABACHUAX OAHHM H TEM 7K€ YHUBEPCAABHBIM Kay3aABHBIM 3aKOHAM. Ecam ¢
TOYKH 3PEHUA KAACCHYECKOIO HACAAA BCE OTHOIICHUA, KaK B cdhepe IPHPOAHL, TaK U B cdepe
’KU3HEHHOIO MHpa YEAOBEKA, PACCMATPHBAANCH KAK BHYTPEHHHE OTHOIICHHUSA MEKAY

S9AEMEHTaAMU CAI/IHOfI n CAHHCTBCHHOfI CHCTEMBI, TO TCHCPI) BO3HHKACT BO3MOKHOCTDb BKAIOYATDH
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B PACCMOTPEHHUE W BHEITHUEC BAHAHHUA, ACHCTBHE KOTOPEIX PA3PYIIAET KECTKYIO AMHEMHOCTD
KAACCHYECKOTO ACTEPMUHN3MA.

«O06pa3 Mupa» MEHAETCA HE TOABKO 33 CIET IIPOTEKAFOIIIX B HEM €CTECTBEHHO-IIPHIPOAHBIX
KAay3aABHBIX ITpoIleccoB. VI3aMeHEHHME KOHIIEIITYaAbHOTO CTPOA MBIIIACHHA MOKET AATh HAM
COBEPIIIEHHO HHYIO CTPYKTYPY YACHEHHA OBITUA, OTKPHITh HOBYIO IIEPCIIEKTHUBY, B KOTOPOH HE
TOABKO HM3MEHAETCA CMBICA M 3HAYMMOCTb IIPHBBIYHBIX BEIIEH, HO, IO CYIIECTBY, MBI
OKa3bIBACMCS B HOBOM MI/Ipe C ApyFI/IMI/I O6”bCKTaMI/I n APYFI/IMI/I (baKTaMI/L CaMI/I HpI/IHL[I/IHI)I
CTPYKTYPH3AIIIH OBITHA PACCMATPUBAFOTCA TEIIEPh HE KAK H3HAYAABHO 3AAO0KEHHBIE B IIPUPOAC
MHpPA, 2 KAK PE3YABTAT IIPUHATUA TE€X MAHM HHBIX METAIIAPAAUTMAABHBIX YCTAHOBOK. BBIOOpP B
IIOAB3Y TOI MAM MHOM KOHIIEIITUN MHPOIIOPAAKA — 3TO TBOPYECKUN KT, OIMPAFOIIHIIICH yKE
HE CTOABKO HA AUCKYPCHBHOE PA3MBIIIIACHHE, CKOABKO Ha BOACBOE PEIIICHHE, IIPEACTABAAIOIIEE
COOOI Pa3peIB B LEIH IIPUIHHHO-CACACTBEHHBIX (M AOTHYECKUX) OTHOIICHHUNH. DTOT BBIOOP
HEAB3f HU CBECTU K KAKOMY OBI TO HI OBIAO (POPMAAN3OBAHHOMY aATOPUTMY, HH BBIBECTH U3
IIPEAIIIECTBYIOIIEH HUCTOPHH, KaK CACACTBHE 13 IpHuuHEL. C TOYKH 3pEHHA KAACCHYIECKOH
PAITHOHAABHOCTH 3TO aKT HPPAITHOHAABHBINA. OAHAKO B ACHICTBUTEABHOCTH PEUYb 3AECh MOKET
UATH HE CTOABKO 00 HPpPalMOHAABHOCTH, CKOABKO O PAIlHOHAABHOCTH — HHOTO,
HEKAACCHYECKOTO THITA — PAIMOHAABHOCTH «KOAAEKTHBHOIO IToBeAeHUM». Bo Besakom caydae,
pedb 3AeCh HAET O BEIOOPE OIIPEACAEHHON MOACAH KU3HH COODIIIECTBA.

OAHaKO, B OTAHYHE OT Kay3aABHOTO ITOPAAKA KAACCHYECKOHM PaIlMOHAABHOCTH, HOpPMa-
TUBHBIH MHPOIIOPAAOK HE PACCMATPHUBACTCA TEIEPh HHU KAK a0COAIOTHAad M BedHad Xa-
PAaKTEPUCTUKA CAMOIO IO ceOe OBITHA M MBIIIACHUA, HU KaK PE3YABTAT ACHCTBUA HEKOH
MOTYIIECTBEHHON TPAHCIICHACHTAABHOM BAACTHOH BOAH. ODTOT HOPAAOK IIOHHMAETCH KaK
YVCTAHOBACHHBIM WAW HPU3HAHHBIL AIOABMH, 2 HE HAAYCAOBEYCCKOH BAACTHIO, 4 ITOTOMY
HIMEIOIIIH HOPMATUBHYIO CHAY AHUIIb B IPAHUIIAX TOH MAM MHOI KYABTYPHOM OOIIHOCTH HAN
HCTOPUYECKOM IITOXH.

Bryrpennee pasamdame MexKAy Kay3aAbHOCTBIO M HOPMATHBHOCTBIO KAK IIPHHIIHIIAMHI
OPraHMU3AIIMH MHPOBOTO ITOPSAKA COCTOHT IIPEKAE BCEIO B CACAyIOIeM. B kaysaapHOI
IIEPCIIEKTUBE BCAKOE ABACHHE PACCMATPHUBACTCA KAK CAEACTBHE HEKOM IPHYHMHBI M OAHO-
BPEMEHHO KaK IIPUYMHA HEKOETO APYTOTO CACACTBHSA, ITIO3TOMY IIPHYHHHO-CACACTBEHHASA TIEITh
IIPEACTABAACTCA KAK CITAOIIIHASA, HUTAC HE Pa3OpBAHHAA AMHUSA, HCXOAAIIAA H3 OECKOHEIHOCTH
1 B OECKOHEYIHOCTB ke yxoadras [76]. HopmaTusHas repciieKTuBa, B OTAUYIHE OT Kay3aAbHOM,
IIPEAITIOAATAET BIIOAHE OIPEACAEHHOE HAYAAO — TOT CAMBIA TBOPYECKHH aKT CBOOOAHOTO
BBIOOpPA  METAIIAPAAUTMAABHOM  YCTAHOBKH, KOTOPBIM 32AQFOTCA IPAHUYHBIC  yYCAOBHA
(PYHKITMOHHPOBAHNA HE TOABKO OIPEACAEHHOIO THIIA MBIIIACHHUA, HO W KH3HH CAMOTO
COITMAABHOTIO OpFaHI/I3Ma B IIEAOM. HMmenno B sTtom q)yHAaMCHTaAI)HOM paSAI/I"H/H/I MCIKAY
Kay3aABHOCTBIO M HOPMATHUBHOCTBIO  KOPECHHTCH  IIPOTUBOIIOAOKHOCTH — MEKAY
FOCIIOACTBYIOIIEH B IIPHPOAE HEOOXOAUMOCTBIO U YEAOBEYECKOH CBOOOAOI. To, uro YeaoBek
CBODOACH, KaK pa3 M O3HAYACT, YTO OH MOKET, YTBEP/KAAA T€ MAH HHBIE HOPMEI, BHICTYIIATH
HAYaABHBIM (IIEPBBIM) 3BEHOM HEKOETO Kay3aAbHOTO psAa. IlpumHnmasn perrenne Takoro poaa,
OH ACHCTBYET KaK IIPUYHHA CACACTBHH, HO HE KaK CAGACTBHE IIPHYMHEL Takoe IMOHHMaHHE
CBODOABI B KOPHE OTAUYACTCA OT «IIO3HAHHOH HEOOXOAHMMOCTID KAY3aABHOM TPAAHIIHL

PaspépThIBaHIE IPHYMHHO-CACACTBEHHOIO PAAA ITPOMCXOAUT KaK ITAABHBINA IIEPEXOA OT

OAHOI'O BO3MOKHOI'O MI/Ipa K APYFOMY. Axr CBO6OAI)I CCThb HCpCpI)IB IIOCTCIICHHOCTH, KOTOpI)II‘/‘I
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HEOOPATUMO IEPEHOCUT HAC B APYTOM MHUP, TyT K€ U CO3AABACMBIH caMuM 3TuM akToM. V 3aech
pedb UAET HE O IPUYNHE, 4, CKOpee, O BUHE. MBI 64106161 B 9TOM TIEPEXOAE, MBI CO3AAAH 3TOT
MHUP U MBI OTBETCTBEHHBI 32 TO, YTO OH TeIleph cymecTsyer. [Ipn sTOM BuHA ITIOHMMaeTcA He B
MOPAABHO-OIICHOYHOM, 2 HMEHHO B aMOMBAACHTHOM (META(OHU3MYECKOM) CMBICAE, HOO
pPOMKACHHE U3 HAIIEIO IIOCTyIIKA OAara umAm 3Aa paBHOBepoaTHO [4]. Ilostomy u
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3AECh O3HAYAET HE HAKA3QHUE, 2 CO3HAHHE CBOECTO AKTUBHOTO YYACTHA B
’KU3HH, CBOCH IPUYIACTHOCTH K OBITHIO.

Taxum o6pasom, TOCAE HECKOABKHX CTOACTHH YITOPHBIX IOITBITOK HE TOABKO CO3AATh HAYKY
O IIPHUPOAE, OIHPAIOIIYIOCA Ha HACIO YHCTO KAy3aABHOIO IIOPAAKA, HO M IIOCTPOUTH Ha eé
OCHOBE ITOAHOCTBIO CBOOOAHYIO OT IIGHHOCTEH «COIMAABHYIO (PH3HKY», MBI IIPUXOAHUM K
BEIBOAY O HEBO3MOKHOCTH ITOAHOM PEAYKITHH HOPMATHBHOI'O IIOPAAKA K Kay3aAbHOMY. OAHAKO
U HAEA IIOAHOTO IIOTPYKEHHA Kay3aABHOTO ITOPAAKA B HOPMATHUBHEIM, ITO-BUAMMOMY, TaK Ke
HecocToATeAbHA. ['AaBHOE 3A€Ch — OCO3HAHNE CAOKHOCTH, PdasHongpa0Kosocmy MHUpPa W,
CACAOBATEABHO, HEBO3MOKHOCTH HAWTH KAKOM-AHOO HEPEAABHBI METOA-“OTMBIYKY
OAHMHAKOBO  3(PEKTHBHO  ACHCTBYIOIIMII X B ECTECTBEHHO-IIPUPOAHOH, © B
cormorymauuTapHoii cdepe [7; 2; 5]. Ckopee Bcero, CAEAyeT IIPHU3HATH, YTO CYILIECTBYIOT ABA
pyHAAMEHTAABHBIX METADU3MYECKUX IPUHIIUIIA, IIO-PASHOMY TPAKTYIOIIHIX XaPaKTep YEAOBE-
YECKHUX ITOCTYyIKOB. MeTadpusmka Kay3aAbHOCTH IIPEAIIOYHTAET PACCMATPUBATH HX KaK
IIOCACAOBATEABHBIC 3BEHBSI HEKOETO YHHBEPCAABHOIO psAra. CBOOOAA IIOHMMAETCA 3AECH KaK
HEYKOCHHTEABHOE CACAOBAHHE 3TOMY PAAY, BCAKOE OTKAOHEHHE OT KOTOPOIO TPAKTYETCH Kak
6e3ycAaoBHOE 3A0. MeTadprsrka HOPMATUBHOCTH IPEAIIOYHTACT PACCMATPHBATD YEAOBEICCKHUE
ITOCTYIIKH KAaK CAMOCTOATEABHBIC aKTHI PEAAM3AIIIMH CBOOOABI, 32 KAKABIH M3 KOTOPBIX YEAOBEK

HECET IIOAHYIO OTBETCTBCHHOCTb.

Awnckyccus

OOcyKACHHE PE3YABTATOB HCCACAOBAHHA ITOKAa3BIBAET, YTO ITPOOAEMA COOTHOIIICHUSA
Kay3aABHOCTH H HOPMATHBHOCTH IIPHOOpETaeT B COBpeMeHHOH Quaocodpun ocodyro
3HAYNMOCTE. Vcropmdeckue M3MEHEHNA B CTPYKTYPE HAYIHOHM PAIlMOHAABHOCTH BBIABHAN
OTPAaHHYEHHOCTb KAACCUYECKUX MOAEACH OODBACHEHNA, OCHOBAHHBIX HA AHMHCHHON
IPUYHHHOCTH, H TEM CAMBIM aKTYaAU3UPOBAAN HEOOXOAUMOCTb PACCMOTPEHUA HOPMATHBHOTO
HM3MEPEHHA YEAOBEUECKOIO AeHcTBHA. Kak OTMEYaAM MCCAGAOBATEAH, KAACCHYECKAS HAaydHAs
PAITHOHAABHOCTb CTPEMHAACH K ITOCTPOEHHUIO YHHBEPCAABHOIO KAY3aABHOIO IIOPSAAKA, B
KOTOPOM IIPOIIAOE, HACTOSIIEE H OYAYyILEEe CBSA3AHBI HEIPEPBIBHOW IICIIBIO IIPHYNH U
caeactBuit [74; 20]. OAHAKO MMEHHO 3Ta YHHUBEPCAABHOCTH M HEM3MEHHOCTH ITOPOKAAAT
IpOOAEGMBI B OOBACHEHHU YEAOBEYECKOH HCTOPHUM, OCHOBAHHOH Ha CBOOOAE, BBIOOpE H
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH, 4 HE TOABKO Ha CYOCTAHITMAABHBIX 3aKOHOMEPHOCTSAX ITPHPOABL.

[TpoOaema 3aKAFOYAETCSA B TOM, YTO HCTOPUYECKOE ITO3HAHIE HE MOKET OBITH CBEACHO K
MOAGAHM  €CTECTBEHHO-HAYIHOIO OOBACHEHUS, IIOCKOABKY OHO HMEET AEAO HE TOABKO C
CO6I)ITI/IHMI/I, HO m C MOTI/IBaL[I/ICﬁ, IIEHHOCTAMM M HOpMaTI/IBHI)IMI/I YCTaHOBKaMH, KOTOPI)IC
OIIPEAEASIOT TOPH3OHT YEAOBEUECKOTO OBITHA. VIMEHHO 3TO pasamdme, Ha KOTOPOE YKA3BIBAET
coBpemenHas Quaocodusa, CTAHOBUTCA IICHTPAABHBIM B HHTEPIPETAIMH MATEPHAAA
nccAaepoBaHus. PaboTer aBropa mccaeaoBanus [Z] u baraxonckoro [7] AeMOHCTPHPYIOT, YTO

I/ICTOpI/I"ICCKOC oOBbACHEHME BCCraa CBA3aHO C I/IHTepHpCTaHI/ICﬁ HCACﬁ n MI/IpOBOSSPCH‘ICCKI/IX
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CTPYKTYP 3IIOXH, KOTOPbIE HE IIOAAAIOTCA KAy3aABHOH pPEAyKIuHU. Takum oOpazom, B IIEHTpE
AFICKYCCHH OKAa3BIBAETCA BOIIPOC: KAKHM OOPa3OM COEAMHHTBH KAay3aABHOE M HOPMATHBHOE
I/ISMCPCHI/IH I/ICTOpI/H/I 663 YMCHBIIICHMSA 3HAYMMOCTH HIT OAHOTIO M3 HI/IX?

Hcropraeckoe paccMOTpEHHE BOITPOCA ITOKA3BIBACT, YTO AAUTEABHOE BPEMS IIPHYNHHOCTD
ITOHHUMAAACh KaK (DOpMa HOPMATHBHOIO ITOPAAKA, 2 HE KAK HE3aBUCHMBIA OT YEAOBEYECKOH
MBICAH 32KOH IIPHPOABL B IIepBOOBITHBIX OOIIECTBAX CBA3b COOBITHII HMHTECPIIPETHPOBAAACH
9Yepe3 MOACAb «BHHBI M BO3AASHHMA», 4 CaMa IIPHPOAA BOCIPHHHMAAACH KaK IIPOAOAKEHHE
MOpaAbHOro mopsAka [70]. Aake B aHTHYHOCTH, KaK CBHACTEABCTBYIOT TEKCTEI /AMOTreHa
AaspTcKoro [6], IPUYIHMHHOCTD 9aCTO MBICAHAACH YEPE3 IIPU3MY CYABOBI, TO €CTh HOPMATHBHOIO
3akoHa ObrTHA. TOABKO C pasBurmeM Hayku HoBoro BpeMeHH ITPOMCXOAHT PaAHMKAABHBIH
PaspbiB MEKAY HOPMATHBHOCTBIO U KAay3aABHOCTBIO, YTO OTPAKEHO B TpyAax Aekapra u
HproToHa 11 CHCTEMATH3HPOBAHO B AOTUKO-MATEMATHIECKIX MOACAAX Principia Mathematica [22).

OAHaKO UIMEHHO 3Ta MOAEAB, Kak TOAYEpKuBaeT Kaalin, HauumHaeT pa3pymaTbea B XX Beke
[7]. bamasip BBIABHTAET HACIO «TEXHHYECKOTO ACTEPMHHH3MA», KOTOPHIA, B OTAHWYHE OT
MeTa(U3UYIECKOTO, IIPU3HAET CAOKHOCTD MATEPUAABHOIO MHPA U CYILIECTBOBAHHE Pa3PHIBOB B
HaygHOM 3HaHHH [JF]. Kpmsmc TOTaABHOTO A€TEPMHHH3MA OCOOEHHO SACHO BBIPAKECH Y
[lpuroskmma, KOTOPBIH YTBEPMKAAECT HEOOPATUMOCTb BPEMEHH, OTKPBITOCTH OVAVILEIO M
HEBO3MOKHOCTD IIOAHOTO CBEACHHA MUPA K MaTEMaTHIECKHIM (popMyAnpoBkam [9]. D1r maen
BHOBB BO3BPaInaroT (GHAOCOMHUIO K HOPMATUBHBIM CTPYKTYPAM YE€AOBEUECKOH ACATEABHOCTH,
TaK Kak BEIOOp, TBOPYECTBO M OTBETCTBEHHOCTH CTAHOBATCA KAFOYCBBIMHA 3JAEMECHTAMH
HCTOPHUYECKOIO IIPOIIecCa.

Bropoii kpymHbE O0A0K mpoOAem cBfdaH ¢ MeradusuKon cBOOOABL Kak moxasbBaer
aHaAn3 (PHUAOCO(CKUX TEKCTOB, CBOOOAA HE MOKET OBITh OIIHMCAHA B TEPMHHAX IIPHYNHHO-
CAEGACTBEHHON HEOOXOAUMOCTH, IIOCKOABKY CBODOAA IIPEAIIOAATAET CIIOCOOHOCTH CYOBEKTA
PasphIBaTh KAy3aABHYIO LIEIIb M HHUIINIPOBATH HOBBIH PAA cOObITHIL. AHCKOMO [77] oT™Medaer,
YTO HPUYUHHOCTD HE ABASCTCHA YHHBEPCAABHOM (DOPMOI OIMCAHHUA BCEX THIIOB COOBITHI, U
YEAOBEYECKOE ACHCTBHE TpeOyer HHON Aormueckoil ¢opmsl oObAcHeHHA. ApeHAT [77]
ITOKA3BIBACT, YTO ACHCTBHE — 3TO «HAYAAO», KOTOPOE HEBO3MOKHO BBIBECTH U3
IIPEAIIIECTBYIOITUX YCAOBHH. DTO VIBEPHKACHHE IPAMO IPOTHBOPEYUT KAACCHIECKOMY
AerepMmuHI3MY AefiOHHIIA [§] B AOrHyYecKkoMy yHUBEpcaAu3My YairxeAa u Pacceaa [22).

Emé oama BakHad mIpOOAEMA BBIABAACTCA OAaroAaps (PEHOMEHOAOIMYECKAM H
IePMEHEBTHYECKIM HCCACAOBAHHAM. XaHACITEP AEMOHCTPHPYET, YTO ITOHHMAHHE BCETAQ
YVKOPEHEHO B MHUpPE KU3HEHHEIX CMBICAOB H HE MOKET OBITH CBEACHO K (DOPMAABHOI AOIHKE
[76]. Pyko mOKA3BIBAET, YTO SIIUCTEMOAOTMYECKHIE PA3PHIBEL ABASIOTCA HEOOXOAUMON YaCTBIO
PasBUTHA 3HAHNA, U 9TO PA3HBIC HCTOPUYECKUE SIIOXH IIPOU3BOAAT PA3AHYHBIE AUCKYPCHBHBIC
IIPaBHAQ, OIIPEACAAIOIINE CIIOCOOB OOBsACHeHNA Mupa [75]. D10 03HAYAET, YTO IPUIUHHOCTD
U HOPMATHBHOCTb HE ABAAIOTCA BEYHBIMU U HEU3MEHHBIMU KATETOPHAMH, HO 3aBHCAT OT
KYABTYPHOI MATPHUIIBI 3IIOXH.

B cBere paccMOTpEHHEIX MCCAGAOBAHHI MOKHO YTBEPKAATH, UTO B CTAThE PACKPBHIBACTCA
ABOMCTBEHHOE ABHZKEHHE COBPEMEHHON (prA0CcOdHUU: C OAHOIT CTOPOHEL, yCHAUBACTCH KPUTHKA
VHIBEPCAABHOM Kay3aABHOH MOACAH, 2 C APYTOH — PACTET MHTEPEC K HOPMATUBHOCTHU KaK

BHYTPEHHEMY IIPHUHIIUAIY YEAOBEYECCKOIO ACHCTBHA. DTO HAIPABACHHE pa3BUBACTCA KAK B
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aHAAUTHYECKOH uaocodpun, Tak KU B TEPMEHEBTUKE, KPHTUYECKOM peasusme |77,
durococdnnu acticteus [27] u penomeHoAOTHH.

[TepcIreKTUBEI AAAPHEHIIIEIO U3YYIEHUA TEMBI 3aKAIOYAIOTCA B Pa3pabOTKE HHTETPATHUBHOM
MOAGAHM HCTOPHUYECKOTO IO3HAHMA, KOTOPAf YYUTEIBAAA OBl M IIPHYMHHBIEC 3aBHCHMOCTH, H
HOPMATUBHBIC CTPYKTYPBL. 1aKad MOAEAb AOAMKHA OIIHPATHCA HA HACH CAOKHBEIX CHCTEM,
HEAHMHEHHOCTH, OTKPBITOTO OyAyIero, a Ttakike Ha (PHAOCOMHUIO ACHCTBHA, I'AC CBOOOAA
paccMaTpPUBACTCA KAK PEAABHOE OHTOAOTHYIECKOE OCHOBAHIE, 4 HE HAAFO3HA HE3HAHUSA IIPUYNH.
HeoOXOAMMEIM HAITPABACHHEM ABAACTCH TAKAKE PAa3BHTHE MEKAHCIIUIIAHHAPHBIX ITOAXOAOB,
COeAnHAOIUX (PHAOCO(HIO, HCTOPUIO, KOTHUTHBHBIC HAYKH U COLIMOAOTHIO 3HAHUA [4].

Taxum o6pasom, AUCKyCCHA AEMOHCTPHPYET, ITO IPOOAEMA B3AUMOCBA3U IPUIMHHOCTH 1
HOPMATHUBHOCTH BBIXOAHT 32 PAMKH Y3KO(PHUAOCOMCKOro BOIIPOCA H CTAHOBHTCS LIEHTPAABHOM
AAf TIOHHMAHHA —deAoBedeckor —umcropuu. CoBpemennas —durocodus  IOCTEIIEHHO
OTKa3BIBACTCS OT MACU YHHUBEPCAABHOMN IIPUYHHHON HEIIPEPHIBHOCTU 1 OOPAIIAET BHIMAHHE HA
CAOKHOCTB, KOHTEKCTYaABHOCTD I KPEATHBHOCTD YEAOBEUECKOI ACATEABHOCTH, YTO OTKPEIBAET

IIyTh K HOBBIM METOAOAOTHYICCKHUM MOACAAIM I/ICTOpI/I"ICCKOI“O MBIITIACHMA.

3akaroueHne

[IpoBeAEéHHOE HCCAEAOBAHIE TIO3BOAAET OOOOIINTD KAFOUEBBIE PE3YABTATHl M IOATBEPAHTE
AOCTIDKEHIE ITOCTABACHHBIX BO «BBeaeHmm» meseli m 3apad. AHaAn3 MeTaPU3UIECKHX
OCHOBAHMI NIPHYUHHOCTH M HOPMATHBHOCTH ITOKAa3BIBAET, YTO 3TH IIPHHIUIBI OOAAAAFOT
PasHON OHTOAOTHYECKOH IIPHPOAOI, HO OIPEACAAIOT CTPYKIYPY UYEAOBEYECKOIO OBITHA H
crocoObl ncropudeckoro mnosHauusd. Vcropuko-dpuarocodekuii MaTepruas pacKpbIBaeT, YTO
IPHUYUHHOCTD M3HAYAABHO OBIAA CBA3aHA C HOPMATHBHBIM ITOPAAKOM, 2 HE C €CTECTBEHHO-
HAYYHBEIM 3aKOHOM, YTO TIOATBEPKAAIOT aHTHYHBIe ucTOouHHKH [6; 10]. Ilocremennoe
PasA€ACHHE 3TUX IIOHATUH IIPOMCXOAHMAO IIO MEPE CTAHOBAGHHA KAACCHYECKON
PAIIMOHAABHOCTH B AOCTHUTAO KYyABMHHAITNH B HayIHBIX cucTeMax Hosoro Bpemenn [§; 22].

OAHAKO KAACCHYECKAA MOAEAb IIPHYHHHOCTH HE CMOIAa OODBACHHUTH (PEHOMEHBI
YEAOBEYECKON  AKTHBHOCTH, KOTODBIE  CBA3aHBI C  CBOOOAOW, HHHIHMATHBOM U
OTBETCTBEHHOCTBIO. VIMEHHO 5Ta mpoOAeMa CTaAa IEHTPAABHOM AAA HEKAACCHYECKOM
durococpnn maykn XX Bexa. Paborsr barasapa, Kaatiaa u [Tpuroxkuna AeMOHCTpHPYIOT, 9TO
MEXAHHCTUYIECKAS KAPTUHA MUPA HE COOTBETCTBYET PEAABHON CTPYKTYPE HAYYHOIO 3HAHHA U HE
YVIUTBIBACT HEAHMHEHHOCTH, HEOIPEACACHHOCTH H coObrTuiiHOCTH [3; 7; 9]. DTH naen
IIOATBEPIKAAIOT ~ HEOOXOAHUMOCTb — IEpecMOTpa  MeTapU3HYECKOH  OCHOBBI  HAYYHOI
PAIIMOHAABHOCTH W BO3BPAIICHHA K BOIIPOCY O HOPMATHUBHBIX CTPYKTYPAX, OIPEACAAFOIIIX
YEAOBEYECKOE ITOBEACHHE.

Meracpusuka CBOOOABI 3aHHMAET B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE KAIOYEBYIO IO3HIIAIO. AHCKOMO U
APBIOHC IIOKA3aAH, YTO TPAAULIMOHHBIE MOACAU IIPHYUHHOCTU HE ITOAXOAAT AASl OIIHMCAHIA
YEAOBEUECKUX ACHCTBHI, KOTOPHIE HE ABAAFOTCA CACACTBHAMH OOA3ATEABHBIX YCAOBHMH, HO
IIPEACTABAAIOT COOON KOHTEKCTYaABHBIE M MOAAAbHBIE (POpMBI cyrmecTBoBanusa [77; 79]. B
paborax ApeHAT u XafAerrepa cBOOOAQ OIIPEACAAECTCHA KaK CIIOCOOHOCTb HAYHHATH HOBOE, 4
HE KAK «IIO3HAHHAA HEOOXOAHMOCTB», 9YTO PAAHKAABHO IIPOTHBOPEUUT KAACCHIECKOMY
AerepMuHH3MY [712; 76]. DTO AeAaeT HOPMATHBHOCTbD HE BHEIIIHUM OIPAHUYCHUEM, a

BHyTpCHHI/IM YCAOBHEM ICAOBCIECKOIO 6I)ITI/IH.
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Takum 06pa3oM, HICCACAOBAHIE IIOATBEPIKAACT, YTO HCTOPUIECKOE IIO3HAHUE HEBO3MOMKHO
6e3 y4éra HOpMATHBHBIX CTPyKTyp. Kak moxasemaror baxrtun, basaxonckuii u bpanckwmii,
CMBICA HCTOPHH HE MOKET OBITh BBIBEACH M3 KAY3aABHBIX CBA3CH, IIOCKOABKY HCTOPHYECKOC
ACHICTBHE OCHOBAHO HA IICHHOCTAX, MOTHBAX M KOAAEGKTHBHBIX yCTaHOBAeHHAX [7; 2; 5.
CoBpeMeHHAsA COIMOAOINA 3HAHUA TAKKE ITOATBEPKAAET, YTO COIIMAABHAS PEAABHOCTD
CO3A2ETCA  Yepe3 IIPOIECCH HMHCTHTYIHMOHAAMZAIIME M WHTEPHpPETAIluH, a HE dYepes
MEXaHHYECKOE ACHCTBHE IIPUYMHHBIX 3aKOHOMEPHOCTEH [4].

C ApYro# CTOPOHBI, IIOAHOCTBIO OTKAa3aThCA OT IPHYMHHOCTH TAaKKe HEBO3MOKHO. Kak
moAd€pkuBaroT bynre u XemireA, IPUYHHHbBIE OOBACHEHHA OCTAIOTCA HEOOXOAHMMBIMH AAS
HAYYHOW pPAIMOHAABHOCTH, HO TPEOYIOT AOIIOAHEHHS APYTHMH THIIAMH aHaauza [714; 17].
Kpnrnaecknit  peaamsm  backapa aAemMoHCTpHpyer, 4YTO peaAbHOCTb MHOIOCAOIHA, 2
HIPUYNHHOCTb ACHCTBYET Ha PA3HBIX YPOBHAX, YTO A€AAET HEBO3MOKHOM €€ PEAYKITHIO K OAHOM
moaeAn [73].

B pesyapTaTe mMCccAeAOBaHHE ITOKA3BIBAET, YTO HAHMOOAEE IIEPCIEKTUBHBIM IIOAXOAOM
ABAACTCA MHTETPATUBHAA MOAEAD PAITHOHAABHOCTH, COYETAFOIAA KAay3aAbHBIC M HOPMATHBHBIE

sAeMeHTB. OHA YINTHIBACT:

®  UCTOPUYECKYIO H3MEHYHBOCTD CTPYKTYP MBIIIIACHUSA;

®  HEANHEWHBIH XapaKTep COOBITHII;

®  3HAYUMOCTb CBOOOABI KAK OHTOAOIMYECKOTO OCHOBAHIS;
L4 pOAI) KyAI)TypHI)IX 1 COITMAABHBIX HOpM,

®  HEOOXOAUMOCTDB CAOKHBIX MOAEAEN OOBACHEHUS.

VCTaHOBAEHO, YTO NIPHYMHHOCTE W HOPMATHBHOCTb IIPEACTABAAIOT COOOH  ABa
prHAaMCHTaAI)HI)IX MCTa(bI/I:SI/I"ICCKI/IX HpI/IHL[I/IHa, KOTOPI)IC HEAB3A pCAyL[I/IpOBaTI) Apyr K Apyry
[lokasano, 4To MCTOpPHYECKOE IIO3HAHME TPEOYET MX COBMECTHOIO aHaAmu3a. BriBAeHO, WTO
CBODOOAA BO3HHUKAET KAK TBOPYECKUN Pa3pbiB IIPUYHMHHOH HEIIPEPHIBHOCTA U CTAHOBHTCH
OCHOBOW HOpPMATHBHOIO IOpsAAKa. IloarBepiaeno, dro cospemenHslie duaocodckme
HCCACAOBAHHSA YKA3BIBAIOT HA HEOOXOAMMOCTH MHOTOMEPHOI PAIllHOHAABHOCTH, COYCTAFOIIECH
OOBACHEHHE U HHTEPIIPETALIUIO.

CAEAOBATEABHO, MOKHO YTIBEPIKAATH, UTO AAABHEHIIIEE PA3BUTHUE TEMBI CBA3AHO C
IIOCTPOEHUEM  HHTErpaTHBHOW  dumaocodpunm  mcropun,  CIOCOOHOW  COCAMHHTH
MeTa(OU3NYIECKUE, SIUCTEMOAOIMYECKAE U COIMOKYABTYPHBIC OCHOBAHHSA HYEAOBEYECKOIO
ACHCTBIA. DTO BKAIOUYAET PA3BUTHE MEKAUCITHIIAMHAPHEIX ITOAXOAOB, HCCAEAOBAHUE AMHAMUKH
HOPMATUBHBIX CHCTEM, aHAAH3 CAOKHOCTH HCTOPHYECKHUX IIPOIIECCOB U IIEPEOCMBICACHUE
KaTETOPUHA PAIMOHAABHOCTH B YCAOBHAX COBpeMEeHHOM Haykd. [IpoBeaéHHOE mccaeaoBaHmE
OTKPBIBACT IITHPOKHI CIIEKTP BO3MOKHOCTEH AAfl AAABHEHIIIETO (PHAOCOCKOTO aHAAH3A U
ITOATBEPKAACT 3HAYMMOCTb BBIODAHHOIO HAIIPABACHHUA AAfl COBPEMEHHOH TEOPETHYIECKOH

MBICAH.

KoupaukTt naTepecon

ABTOP 32ABASIET, YTO KOH(PAUKT HHTEPECOB OTCYTCTBYET.
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