MOHOOI TNABHOIO PEAAKTOPA:

NPEACTABNAO HOMEP

Korza uyTh 60J1ee 400 sieT Haza PpeHcuc
bakoH B «HoBoM OpraHone» paccyjaJj o pas-
HUIle NyTel N03HaHUS, OH IPOTHUBONOCTABUII
CJIeNON SMITMPU3M «MYpaBbsi» a6CTPAKTHOMY
TEOpeTU3HWPOBaHUIO «MayKa». Kak wu3BecT-
HO, CO3JaTesib HAyKU B CMbICJe scientia Tpy
3TOM He OIPaHUYMJICT KPUTHKOM KaX/L0TO U3
3TUX METOJIOB, HO NPEJJIOKUI HOBbLI Nymb
Ha O0CHOBe UX cuHme3d. HoBbIN «IyTh MYeJIbl»
coeuHsIeT COOPAHHbBIN 32 BpeMs MOJIETA He-
KTap «YKpaJileHHOTo» y Bellled 3HaHUs1 (OMbIT,
Hab/oJileHne) ¢ cekpeLuell COGCTBEHHOTO
opraHusma (Teopus).

O TOM, HaCKOJIbKO U3BUJIMCTHIM U 3HEPro-
3aTpaTHBbIM fBJSETCS MOJIET MUeJibl, yYEHble
JIIOZY 3HAIOT He MOHAC/bILIKe. M B HAIIM JHU
No/06HbIM cuHTe3 JaéTcsa HempocTo. Hccie-
JloOBaTeJiel KyJbTyphl, a TakKe (M 0CO6EHHO)
OpraHM3aTOPOB HAyKH, Yallle YBJIEKAET «NyTh
MYypaBbsi», CTapaTeJbHO COOHparoLero GaKkThI
Y He CKJIOHHOT'O CIPAlIUBaTh O «IIPeJieIbHbIX
ocHOBaHUsIX». O0bsIBJIEHHAs] TaKUM 06pa3oM
«BOWHa» MeTadu3nKe — MpPSIMOe ClIeACTBHE
»KeJJaHUsI U30AaBUTbCSl OT «IayKa» HUYEM He
o6ecredyeHHbIX €eCCEHIMAIUCTCKUX HJe0JI0-
TUH, NpeTeHAYIoUX Ha poJb Hedaabcudu-
[IPYyeMBbIX 00BbACHUTENBHBIX MOJeslel BCero
Ha CBeTe, B TOM 4HCJle MOJeJiell NPOUCKoXe-
HMA U CyLlecTBOBaHUA Ky/bTypbl. Ho 06s3a-
TeJIbHO JIM 3a0/JHO OTKA3bIBAThCS OT 00CYK/e-
HUS1 BO3MOXKHOCTEH U IPaHUI] UCIIOJIb30BAHUS
CaMUX aHAJMTHYECKUX MPOLEJYp, BbIXOAS 3a
rpaHuIlbl COOCTBEHHO 3MIHMPHUYECKON Hayd-
HOCTH U NIEPEX0/isl B TEOPETHUYECKYIO 061aCTb,
TZle «IyThb MypaBbsi» OOJbIIE HE KaXKeTcs
€/IMHCTBEHHO BO3MOXHBIM? U 4TO 3HAYUT
«MoJsi4aTh» 06 3ToM? He siB/sieTCA JIM MOUCK
Hogblx oHmoso2ull B ayxe Y. KyaiiHa (k cyioBy,
MpeICTaBUTEJIs aHAJIMTUYECKOH GUI0CODHH)
Heobx0duMblM yca08ueM 00CMO8epHOCMU aHa-
JIMTUYEeCKUX BBIKJIAZIOK, BeJb HMEHHO BHU-
MaHMe K OPaHHYEeHHOCTH 3HaHHUS B dopme
pedsiekcrn 0 BEIGpaHHBIX METOZ0I0THIECKUX
paMKax Kak pa3 1 obecredyrBaeT ero gpaabcu-
dunmpyemMocts?
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B nucKyccuio 0 BO3SMOXXHOCTSIX W TpaHU-
[laxX «MyTH MYeJbl» BKJIIOYAITCS UCCIel0Ba-
TeJIbCKUe CTaTbW 3TOr0 HOMepa, OMyOJHKO-
BaHHbIe B paszesne «Punocodus». JMutpuil
TopuH B pa6ore «TeMmopajbHBIA IOBOPOT
B HayKax O Ky/bType: NPeANOChIIKH, COJEp-
»KaHMe U POJIb B AMHAMHUKe HayYHOTO 3HAHUSI»
aHaJIM3UPYeT MPOLECC YTBEPKEHHUS ONTUKH
TeMIIOPaJbHOCTH KaK MOMEHTa KYJbTYpPOJIO-
FUYECKOTO MOBOPOTA T'yMaHUTApPHOTO 3Ha-
HUS$1, KTPUBSI3aHHOTO» K KYJBTYPHO 06YCJIOB-
JIEHHOW creludUKe «KYJbTYPHBIX OYKOBY,
IZile BaXXHYI0 pOJIb UrpaeT KOHLENT «Bpe-
Mms». CraTbsl MBaHa [JaBbigoBa «“Haoctac”
(“xpamocTaB”) Kak JIMTYPrUYeCKUH MapKep
peJIMrio3HON HJEHTUYHOCTH (Ha MaTepu-
aje KyJbTOBOW apXUTEKTYphl CpeJHeBeKO-
Boro [IckoBa)» Ha KOHKPETHOM IIpUMepe
aHAJIM3UPYET IBPUCTUYECKHE BO3MOXKHOCTH
du10codPCKO-KYIBTYPOJIOTUIECKOTO npo-
YTEHUS UepPOTONUHU CPeHEBEKOBOTO ropo/ia.
ITU CTaTbU COCTABJSAIOT TEMY TEKYIIero Ho-
Mepa — «HoBbIe ONITUKY B U3YUEHUU KYIbTY-
pBl — pro et contra.

Paspen «PenurvoBefeHue» OTKpbIBAET
uccjiefioBanue AJjieKcaHApbl MHUPOHOBOMI
u Upunbl YyHocoBo# «llepkoBb M mIKOJaA
B ypaJIbCKUX NpaBOCJaBHBIX MPUXOJAaX BTO-
poii mosioBuHbl XIX B. (M0 MaTepuasam mep-
KOBHO-TIPUXO/ICKUX JIETONMCEMN)», OCBSLLEH-
HOE MaJIOU3y4YeHHOMY GeHOMEHY «3aBOJ[CKUX
MPUXO/I0B», OMMCAHHOMY B CBeTe He/laBHO
OTKPBITBIX JIETONMUCHBIX CBUAETENLCTB HX
JesTeabHOoCcTH. JlnaHa ABeTHCSH B CTa-
The «PopMUpPOBaHUE U MPOSIBJEHUS KYJIbTa
pPEUKBUI B apMSHCKOU cpefe (Ha mpuMe-
pe mouuTaHus Moileid Cestoro Credana)»
pa3bupaeT BONPOC O MPUYMHAX HCKJIIOYU-
TeJIbHOW POJIM 3TOr0 CBATOrO JJS1 XPUCTHUAH
Apmenuu. B cBoto ouepeb, TaTbsiHa bepHio-
KeBUY B paboTe «Tpagunus u MoZepHH3anus
OyAnM3Ma B cOBpeMeHHOW Poccuu: OT 3THH-
YeCKOM KOHCOJIMALMHU /10 TOCTCEKY/ISIPHBIX
BBI30BOB» pacKpbIBaeT CrnequduKy MHHOBA-
[[UA COBPEMEHHOTO POCCHUHCKOTO 6YALMU3Ma,



napaJjie/IbHO Bblfiesisii 0CO6eHHOCTH IOHHU-
MaHHUA TpaAMLMOHaA/NIM3Ma B 3TOH cnenudu-
4eCKOH KyJIbTYPHO-PeJIMTHO3HOH cpejie.
Py6puka «Kynbryposiorus» Ha 3TOT pas
npejcTaBieHa 06'bEMHOUN cTaThéN KoHcTaH-
THHa AHTOHeBHUYa «[losemnka Tomaca u I'en-
puxa MaHHOB KaK OTpaXKeHHe I'epMaHCKOTo
obliecTBeHHOT0 AUcKypca [lepBoil MUpOBO#
BOMHBI», KOTOpAas LIar 3a [1aroM Mpoc/eXruBa-
eT 3HauMMble MOMEHTBI 3304YHOI'0 CIIopa ABYX
BBIJIAIOLINXCS JesTesiell KyJbTypbl, pUHAJ-
JIeXXaBLUIMX TParnyecKoy anoxe Mex/Jy ABYyMs
MHUPOBBIMU BOMHaMHU. B pasgene «Mexkyb-
TypHass KoOMMyHHKanusi» AHactacusa Ko-
O6blIKMHA 1 MapuHa ®oMuHaA paccyx/JaroT
0 TyTSX BCTPaMBaHHUSl POCCUMCKUX CTYZeH-
TOB B MEX/JYHapoJHYI 00pa30BaTesbHYI0
cpeny Kuraiickodl HapoJHOW pecny6/HuKH
(ctaThs «Mexay KynbTypaMu: ¢punocodckre

pa3MBblILIEHUS O JIMYHOCTHBIX TpaHcdopMa-
[IUSIX POCCUMCKUX CTY/IeHTOB B KuTtae). Kysb-
Type KuTas nocesieHo Takxe Uccae0BaHNe
Maprapurtbsl I'omGoeBoit u JIio TaHbCcsIHA
«0co6EeHHOCTH TPAKTOBKH COLMAJIBHBIX TPO-
6J1eM B KUTAlCKOM KUBOIMCH KHOBOI'O Peru-
OHaJIM3Max: BU3yaJM3alLusl YCTHON HCTOPUU»
(py6puka «KyabpTypa 1 HCKYCCTBO»).

B ouepesHOW pa3 HOMEpP COAEPXKUT
006CyX/leHHe WHTEepPeCHbIX KHUT U COOBITHH,
CBSI3aHHBIX C II0JIEM HAy4YHOTO BHUMaHMUSA
Haulero M3faHusi: EBreHuil ApUHMH BbICTY-
naeT c pelieH3ueld Ha kHUTY K. M. AHTOHOBa
«Religio et ratio: pesiurnosHas ®HU3Hb U My TH
ee pedJIeKCUBHOTO OCMbICJIEHHS»; UHTEPBBIO
Anexcanppa IleTpoBa nocssiieHo GPOHTH-
py Pycckoit AMeprKku ¥ mapaZloKcaM MeX/uc-
LUIIJIMHAPHOW ONTHKHU.

Hpuii Cumonos (Bsazemckuli)
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EDITOR-IN-CHIEF MONOLOGUE:

PRESENTING THE ISSUE

When Francis Bacon discussed the differ-
ent paths to knowledge in his Novum Organum
just over 400 years ago, he metaphorically
contrasted the blind empiricism of the «ant»
with the abstract theorizing of the «spider.» As
is well known, the founder of science as scien-
tia did not limit himself to critiquing each of
these methods, but proposed a new path based
on their synthesis. This new «method of the
bee» combines the nectar of knowledge col-
lected during its flight, «stolen» from objects
(experience and observation) with the secre-
tions of its own body (theory).

Scientists know how tortuous and ener-
gy-consuming the bee’s flight is. Even today,
such synthesis is not easy. Researchers of cul-
ture, and especially those who organize sci-
ence, are often fascinated by the «path of the
ant,» diligently collecting facts and unwilling
to inquire about «ultimate foundations.» The
declared war on metaphysics is a direct con-
sequence of the desire to rid ourselves of the
«spider» of unsupported essentialist ideolo-
gies that claim to be unfalsifiable explanatory
models for everything, including models of the
origin and existence of culture. But is it neces-
sary to simultaneously abandon discussion of
the possibilities and limits of analytical proce-
dures, going beyond the boundaries of empir-
ical science and entering a theoretical realm
where the «path of the ant» no longer seems
the only possible one? And what does it mean
to «keep silent» about this? Isn’t the search
for new ontologies in the spirit of W. Quine (a
representative of analytical philosophy) a nec-
essary condition for the reliability of analytical
calculations, since it is precisely attention to
the limitations of knowledge in the form of re-
flection on the chosen methodological frame-
work that ensures its falsifiability?

The discussion of the possibilities and
limits of the «method of the bee» includes
research articles published in the Philosophy
section of this issue. Dmitry Gorin, in his pa-
per «The Temporal Turn in Cultural Sciences:
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Prerequisites, Content, and Role in the Dy-
namics of Scientific Knowledge,» analyzes
the process of establishing the optics of tem-
porality as a moment of cultural change in
humanities knowledge, tied to the culturally
determined specificity of «cultural lenses,»
where the concept of time plays a key role.
Ivan Davydov’s article «Naostas» as a Litur-
gical Marker of Religious Identity (Based on
the Religious Architecture of Medieval Pskov)»
uses a specific example to analyze the heuristic
potential of a philosophical and cultural inter-
pretation of the hierotopy of the medieval city.
These articles form the theme of the current
issue: «New Optics for the Study of Culture:
Pro et Contra».

The Religious Studies section opens with
Alexandra Mironova and Irina Chunoso-
va’s study, «Church and School in the Ural
Orthodox Parishes of the Second Half of the
19th Century (Based on Church Parish Chron-
icles),» which explores the little-studied phe-
nomenon of factory parishes and examines
them in light of recently discovered chronicle
evidence of their activities. Liana Avetisyan,
in her article, «Formation and Manifestations
of the Cult of Relics in the Armenian Context
(The Case of the Veneration of the Relics of
Saint Stephen),» examines the reasons for this
saint’s exceptional role for Armenian Chris-
tians. Meanwhile, Tatyana Bernyukevich, in
her work, «Traditions and Modernization of
Buddhism in Russia: from Ethnic Consolida-
tion to Postsecular Challenges,» reveals the
specific innovations of contemporary Russian
Buddhism, simultaneously highlighting how
this unique cultural and religious environment
understands traditionalism.

The Culturology section is represented by
Konstantin Antonevich’'s detailed article,
«The Polemics between Thomas and Hein-
rich Mann as a Reflection of German Public
Discourse during World War I,» which traces
step by step the significant moments of the de-
bate between two prominent cultural figures



of the tragic interwar period. In the Intercul-
tural Communication section, Anastasia Ko-
bylkina and Marina Fomina discuss ways to
integrate Russian students into the interna-
tional educational environment of the People’s
Republic of China (article «Between Cultures:
Philosophical Reflections on the Personal
Transformations of Russian Students in Chi-
na»). Margarita Gomboeva and Liu Tianx-
iang’s study, «Features of the Interpretation
of Social Issues in Chinese “New Regional-
ism” Painting: Visualization of Oral History,»

is also devoted to Chinese culture (section Cul-
ture & Art).

Once again, this issue features a review of
interesting books and events related to our
publication’s research focus: Evgeny Arinin
reviews K. M. Antonov’s «Religio et Ratio: Reli-
gious Life and the Ways of Its Reflective Com-
prehension». The interview with Aleksandr
Petrov is devoted to the paradoxes of interdis-
ciplinary perspectives and studying Russian
America as a frontier.

Yury Simonov (Viazemsky)
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