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A.  C. Jlaumo-HaumneBckmit  (1863-1919) —  upencraBUTeNb  aKaeMUYeCKOTO
HEOKAaHTMAHCKOTO HalpaBlieHNA. Ero HaydHO-MCCIelOBaTeNnbcKas MeATe/IbHOCTh, 0000IieHHas
U cucTeMaTu3upoBaHHasi B MoHOrpaguu «Merogonoruss  ucropum»  (1910-1911), BbICOKO
olleHUBanach poccuitckumu comyonoramu (Kapeesosim, KoBanmeBckum, CopoxunbiM 1 fip.). OH
CYMTAJI, 9TO CIlennduKa colmanbHO-YCTOPUYECKIX peamii (B OT/IYye OT Mypa IPUPOJb) TpedyeT
0c000i MeTOJIOTIOTNYECKO TPOILEeAYPhl — MCIIOIb30BAHMA B MX MCCIIEOBAHUN <ITO3UTUBHBIX»
3/IeMEHTOB U HOMOTeTUIeCKOTo (060061mariero), u uaeorpadpudeckoro (MHAMBIYaIN3UPYIOIIETo)
IIOAXOI0B. TeopeTuKo-MeTofio/Iornyeckas IpobjaeMaTiiKa, KOTOpylo paspabarbiBan Jlammo-
JlaHneBCKMii, MMeeT He TONbKO PeTPOCIEKTMBHOE 3HAadYeHME, OHA OCTAETCA IMCKYCCHMOHHON
M AKTYaJIbHOM  «3llech M ceilvyac». bonee Toro, ona comocraBuMa IO apryMeHTaLuyu
Yl ICTIOTTb30BAHUIO ITOHATUITHOTO allllapaTa C COBPEMEHHBIMU TeopusAMU («MOJIepHU3AIUN»,
«TeKy4ell MOZEPHOCTH», «IOCTMOAepHM3Mar»). ITo Jlanmo-/laHmieBcKoMy, M3ydeHue CIeryIpIKN
«VMHAMBUAYATBHOTO» YK€ BKIIOYAaeT BOIPOCHL €T0 BO3JENCTBUA Ha CPefly M BO3/IENICTBIE Cpe/lbl Ha
ero [IeATe/IbHOCTb, YTO JMMeeT OTHOMIEeHNe K IJTABHOMY OODeKTY MCTOPMYECKOrO M3Y4eHUs —
VICTOpUM 4YeoBedecTBa. J[MHaAMMKa «COBPEMEHHOTO» MCTOPMYECKOTO PasBUTUA IPOUCXONUT
B YCIIOBMAX BO3pacTaHMA B3aMMO3aBUCHMOCTY «MCTOPUMYECKUX TPYIIL U 3BOOLVOHHBIX Cepuii»,
«OTHE/IBHBIX HapOZOB» ¥ TAKUX «COOBITUIT», KaK Hay4HbIe M300peTeHNs, pa3BUTIE «TeXHOIOTVI»,
nepecesienne, peopMbl. B aTux ycmoBuAX OH 0co00 BBIIENSET 3HAUYMMOCTD «OOIell BOMN»,
«KOHCEHCYCa», «aOCONIOTHBIX 1LIEHHOCTe!l ¥ HOpM», «HPAaBCTBEHHOTO IIOCTy/IaTa» B OIlEHKe
KyIbTYPHBIX BJIMSAHUN — BCETO TOTO, «YTO MOXeT OODBeAUHATb BCeX» U IIPOSIBIATHCA
B «00'be/[IHEHHOII 1 OPraHN30BaHHOI AeATe/IbHOCTY WIEHOB Lieoro». B cratbe mosnumsa Jlammo-
JlaHMIeBCKOTO COIIOCTaBJIAETCA CO B3I/Afgamu baymana, Kacrenbca Ha cocTosiHME COBpEMEHHOTO
«I7100aJIBHOTO Xa0ca», «OTPUIIATeIbHON Iobamsanum». bubmorp. 14 HasB.

Kntouesvie cn06a: HEOKaHTMAHCTBO, TEOPETMKO-METONOJIOTMYECKAsA IO3UINA, SBOJIOINA,
KOHCEHCYC, 00111eCTBEHHBII MHTEPEC, TeeOIOTM3M.



THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL PROBLEMS OF THE STUDY OF
MODERNITY

V. I. Bochkareva

St. Petersburg State University, 7/9, Universitetskaya nab., St. Petersburg, 199034, Russian
Federation

Lappo-Danilevsky (1863-1919) was a representative of the academic neo-Kantian direction.
His research activity was generalized and systematized in the monograph “The methodology of
history” (1910-1911), highly appreciated by Russian sociologists (Kareyev, Kovalevsky, Sorokin and
others). He believed that the specific socio-historical realities (as opposed to the natural world)
require special methodological procedures: using “positive” elements and nomothetic (generalizing)
and ideographic (individualizing) approaches. Theoretical and methodological problems that
Lappo-Danilevsky developed have not only a retrospective value but remain controversial and
urgent “here and now”. Moreover, it is comparable to the arguments and the use of conceptual
apparatus in today’s theories (“modernization”, “fl uid modernity”, “post-modernism”). According
to Lappo-Danilevsky, a study of specifi ¢ “individual” already includes questions of the impact on
the environment that is relevant to the main object of historical study — the history of mankind.
Dynamics of the “modern” historical development occurs in conditions of increasing
interdependence of the “historical groups and evolutionary series”, “individual nations”, and
“events” such as scientific invention, the development of “technology”, the relocation of the reforms.
In these circumstances, it highlights the importance of “general will”, “consensus”, “absolute values
and norms”, “moral postulate” in the assessment of cultural influences — all the things “that can
unite all” and appear in the “united and organized activity of members of the whole”. In the article
Lappo-Danilevsky’s position is compared with the views Bauman, Castells (on the state of today’s
“global chaos”, “negative globalization”). Refs 14.
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