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HAYKA 1 OBPA3SOBAHUE B ITPOCTPAHCTBE KYJIBTYPHBIX ITPAKTHUK

AHHOTANUSA: aBTOP 00pAIAETCs K BOMPOCY Pa3BUTHSI HAYKU Y 0Opa30BaHUsI Yepe3 METOI0JI0T 1 -
YECKUIi paKypC TEOPUU KYJIbTYPHBIX MPAKTUK U YTBEPXKIAET, YTO CaMO HAayYHO-00pa3oBaTebHOe
MPOCTPAHCTBO 00JIalaeT MHEPIIMOHHBIMU CBOMCTBAMU («YHUBEPCUTETCKAsI IOKCa»), CAEPXKUBAIO-
LIIXMU CBOOOIY TBOPYECTBA U JJMYHOCTHOTO CAMOPA3BUTUSI, UTO 3aTPYIHSET CyObEKTUBALIMIO MO-
3HABaTEJbHOI NEeSTeIbHOCTH, MIOHMMAaeMOli KaK 00J1aCTh pealbHOI IMTPAaKTUKU.

Kurouessbie ciioBa: Hayka, 0Opa3oBaHue, YHUBEPCUTETCKAsI IOKCa, TMYHOCTHOE CaMOpa3BUTHE,
METOI0JIOT U, CYObEKTUBALIUS.

EnBa 11 KT0-TO OYAET CIOPUTH C TEM, UTO (DOPMbI HAYUHOI BepudUKaILIMU, COLIUATb-
HOI ¥ UHTEJIEKTYaIbHOM JETUTUMM3AIUN HAYYHBIX TEOPUId U TTOAXOJ0B UCTOPUUECKU
n3MeH4YMBbI. McTopus HayKu mpencTaeT BaKHEMIIUM CIIOCOOOM JIETUTUMU3ALIMN Hayu-
HBIX IMOAXOA0B. B yacTHOCTH, B TOM, YTO KacaeTcsl COOTHOIIEHUSI aKaIeMUISCKUX TUC-
LIUMIUIMH U MEXIUCIUTUIMHAPHOCTHU, TOJIbKO KOHKPETHBIM aHAJIU3 UCTOPUUYECKU CIOXKMUB-
1Ieicsl Ha OTpeeIeHHbIIT MOMEHT BpeMEHM HayudHOI, 00pa3oBaTeIbHOM U COLIMATbHOMN
CUTYyalluM MOXKET JaTh OTBET Ha BOIIPOC O MPEANOYTUTEIBHOM ITyTH Pa3BUTUS HAyUHBIX
KCCIIeIOBAaHMI 1 TIpETIOAaBaHUS.

ABTOpUTETHBIC HCCJEAOBATEeIM U TIPAKTUKKW 00pa30BaTeIbHON HeSITeIbHOCTU
E. M. KazakoBa [3] u E. I'. BpybJsieBckasi, oOpalaroiiuecs K aHajau3y npobyieM odpa-
30BaHMSI BTIOXU TTOCTMOEPHU3MA, MoJaraloT He0OOXOAUMBIM paccMaTpUBaTh BakKHeii -
1Ieil yHuBepcaabHOI LIEHHOCTbIO COBPEMEHHOIO 00pa30oBaHUs UIICI0 «UeJoBeKooOpa-
30BaHMUST», TJIABHBIM UCTOYHUKOM KOTOPOTO BBICTYIAET < IMYHOCTHOE CAMOPA3BUTHE».
3agaya JTUYHOCTHOTO CAaMOPA3BUTHUS OIpenesisieT U COBPEMEHHYIO CTPATErHMYecKylo
JIMHUIO 00pa30BaHUsl — «3TO OTKa3 OT Iepelayu TOTOBbIX 3HAHUM, (opM 1 cocoOoB
Meaaroruyeckou nesiTeIbHOCTHU, pa3 U HaBCeTaa 3aJaHHbIX IIEHHOCTHO-HOPMAaTHUBHBIX
MpeacTaBIeHUIT; 3TO CO3JaHKe YCIOBUI U MEXaHU3MOB CaMOPa3BUTUsI, caMOpeain3a-
LIMU U CAMOBOCIUTAHUSI, TMYHOCTHOTO U MPO(ECCUOHATBLHOTO CTAHOBEHUS YesloBe-
Ka» [2. C.174—188].

Ortor MaHM(deECT BOOJHE CO3BydYeH M Iadocy u3BecTtHoil paboTsl I1. bypabe [1],
ITPU3BaBIIETO KPUTUIECKU OTHECTUCH K TOMY, YTO MOXHO CUMUTATh YHUBEPCUTETCKOM
JIOKCOI1, TO €CTb BBIPBAThCSI U3 IJIEHA apXauuyeCKUX KYJbTYPHBIX MPaKTUK, OCBOOO-
IUThCsT OT HUX. O cBOOOJE, KaK BaXKHeiIleM yCIOBUU ycliexa B HayYHO-MCClieloBa-
TeJIbCKOM, TO €CTh MO3HABATEJIbHON NesITeILHOCTU, BeJl peUb U BbIAAIOIINICS PYCCKU
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¢duzuonor M. I1. I1aBioB: «... OT yMa, IIOCTUTAIOIIETO A€HiCTBUTEIbHOCTD, TPEOYETCs
abcoJiloTHas cBoOO/Ia», a OBITh CBOOOJAHBIM U HE CBSI3AHHBIM HOPMaMU KYJIbTYPHBIX
Iucro3ninii copceM He nmpocto. WM. I1. [1aBnoB B KauecTBe WLTIOCTPALIMU 3TOTO TE3U-
ca TIPUBOJMII UCTOPUHM O KU3HM aHINIMIiCKoro puszuka M. Dapazest, KOTOPBIA «Iela
JI0 TAKOM CTEMEeHU HeBEPOSITHbIE TPEIMOI0XKEHHS, TaK pacIlycKall CBOIO MBIC/b, 1aBajl
TaKylo cBOOOAY cBoeii (paHTa3uM, UTO CTECHSLIICSI B MPUCYTCTBUU BCEX CTABUTH U3BECT-
Hble onbIThl. OH 3anupalcs U padboTajl HaeauHe, MPOBePsIsl CBOU NUKUE MPEaATnoaoxe-
Hus» [5. C. 105].

IMpusenenusiii M. I1. IaBaoBbIM mpuMep MO3BOJSIET YBUAETb, YTO OMACHOCTb «HE-
CBOOOIbI» TIPUXOAUT HE TOJBKO «M3BHE», HO €€ UCTOUHUKHU ITPUCYTCTBYIOT U BHYTPU Ha-
YYHO-00pa30BaTeIbHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA. B 3TOI CBSI3M BHOBb IPUXOIMUTCS BEPHYThCS K
I1. Bypabe, KOTOpBIil BechMa CKENTUYECKU OT3bIBAJICS O METOIOJIOTMU KaK «pa3sHOBU/I-
HOCTM abCTPAaKTHOIO U (POPMAIIBHOTO AMCKYpCa», 1eIb KOTOPOTO YOeIUTh MUP B TOM,
YTO JOCTVMKEHUSI MCCIIeOoBaTelicii CTAHOBATCS PE3Y/IbTaTOM IEUCTBUS TIPABUII, KOTOPHIM
HCCIIeAOBATENI CO3HATEIbHO MOJUUHSIOTCS M OAHA M3 (DYHKLMI TaKOro MeTagucKypca
— MpUJATh CMBICJ CYILLIECTBOBaHMIO TIpodeccopoB. B peaibHOCTH XXe M300peTaTeIbHOCTD
(Ars inveniendi) «He mepenaeTcsl yepe3 MPUHLIMITBI U HACTABJICHUSI, a TOCTUTaeTCs MyTeM
JIUTATEIbHOTO 001IeHusT ¢ MaTpom». Perienue mpo6ieM odpazoBanus I1. bypabe BUauT B
«CO3[aHUM rabUTYCOB M300peTaTeNIbcTBa, TBOpUecTBa, cBoOonbl» [1. C. 30—31]. Brpouem,
rnocjenaHee MpeaaoXkeHne COLMOJI0Ta MOKHO BOCIPUHSITh M KAK METOI0JIOTMYECKUI 3aBeT.

BocnpusaTtue MeTonoaorum Kak «TUITAYHON (hOPMbI akademuzma», Kak OTBICUEHHOTO
CXOJIACTUYECKOTO 3aHSTUSI, PACIIPOCTPAHEHO IOBOJBHO IIMPOKO, AaXe B TEX O0JACTIX
3HAHUS, TOe METOJOJIOTMYECKOM TTpobdiieMaTuKe TPAOULIMOHHO YIEISJIOCh BeCbMa Cepb-
e3HOe BHMMaHWUE, HAlpUMep B OTEYECTBEHHOM ICUXoJornueckoir Hayke. [IpuBenem
3/IeCh JINIIb OOWH, B KAKOM-TO CMbICJIC 3a0aBHbIN, HO U MOKa3aTeJdbHbIi (akT. B 1999 r.
M3BECTHBINM IICUXOJIOT, aBTOP KJIACCMYECKOro yueOHMKa 110 Heliporicuxonoruu [9], yde-
Huua A. P. Jlypun, E. JI. Xomckast oopatunachk K K. A. AOyi1bxaHOBOIT ¢ BOIIPOCOM, TIie
MOXHO IpouecThb orpeneineHue meropoynoruu [7. C. 310]. 3a 3TMM BOIIPOCOM Cliemy-
eT uckaTh He HeBelneHbe E. JI. XoMcKoli, a ckopee HEKOTOPbIi MPOHUYECKUI CKETICHC.
3aMeTuM 37eCh, YTO M aBTOPbl COUMHEHUM MO METOMOJOTMU OTACIbHBIX TUCIUIUIMH HEe
OYEHb-TO JIIOOSIT YIIIYyOJSITHCS B BhISICHEHNE OTHOLLIEHUI U CBsI3el CBOEH «IIpUKJIaIHON»
METO/I0JIOTUUYECKOI Mpo0aeMaTUKK C BOIIPOCAMU, BXOASIIMMU B IPOOJIEMAaTUKY «BCEOO-
et metogosorun» [8].

IIpencraBuTenn MEeTOZOJOIMYECKOTO COOOIIECTBA HAXOMAT IO HEKOTOPOM CTEIeHU
000CHOBaHHOI KPUTHUKY B agpec MeTogosorun u MmetonojioroB. Tak B. B. KpaeBckuii ¢
OropyeHMeM TIPU3HABAJ, UTO «HE Ha IOCeIHEM MeCTe CTOUT B UeM-TO MOHSTHAS TIpe-
IyOeXXNeHHOCTh MPOTHUB METOAO0JIOTMU, MOHUMAEMOI BechMa YIPOIIEHHO, KaK IIHUPO-
Kasi obsiacTh (hunocouu, He UMEIOILEH MPSIMOTO OTHOIIEHUSI K Me1arornueckoi HayKe
U mpakTuke» [4]. Beixoa 13 5Toi cuTyalMu maTpuapxy IMeaarorniyeckoii MeToa0JI0Tuu
BUAUTCS B TOM, YTOOBI paccMaTpvMBaThb METOMOJOTUIO HE TOJBKO KaK HEKOE «yudeHHe»,
COBOKYMHOCTb 3HAHUI1, HO U KaK 00J1acTh MO3HABATEJIbHON NESITEIbHOCTU, a TaKXe ee
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cyobekTuBaLusi: «O0bEKTUBHON METOIOJOIMU OBITh HE JOJKHO, a Hy>KHA METOH0JIOTHS
“CcyObeKTUBHAs ’», TO €CTb Y KaXI0r0 — CBOsI, U KPUTEPUI1 HAydHOTO TBOPUECTBA Y KaX-
JIOTO JOJIKeH ObITh cBOi [6. C. 27].

CHucoK JurepaTypsi:

1. Bypabe II. YHuBepcuTeTcKass JoKCa MU TBOPUECTBO: MPOTUB CXOJACTUYCCKUX ACJICHUI //
Socio-Logos *96. Anbmanax Poccuiicko-(hpaHITy3cKOro eHTpa COIMOJIOTUIECKUX UCCIeTOBaHUM
Wucturyra counonorun Poccuiickoit Akagemun Hayk. — M. : Socio-Logos, 1996. C. 8—31.

2. Bpyosiesckas E. Yuutesnb Ha myTu K cMbIcIaM yeioBeKooOpaszoBaHus // Cubupckuii remaro-
ruyeckuii xypHain, 2007. — Ne 4, — C. 174—188.

3. Kazakosa E. W., Tpsamuupina A. I1. Tuanor Ha nectHue ycrexa. — CIT6. : [TetepOypr-XXI Bex,
1997. — 160 c.

4. KpaeBckuii B. B. Merononorus nenaroruku. — Yebokcapsl : M3n-Bo Yysanickoro yH-Ta,
2001. [DnekTpoHHBII pecypc] // intellect-invest.org.ua (1ara odpamenus 21.03.2017).

5. agaos N. I1. Pednexkc cBodonbl. — CII6. : [Turep, 2017. — 432 c.

6. Ipukor O. T. [Megarornka OTOXIECTBICHUS M Menarorudeckast cuctemonorust. — CII0. :
Cankr-IlerepOyprckuii roc. yH-T nien. mactepcTBa, TVP incorporated, 1995. — 260 c.

7. Cnasckas A. H. OcHoBbl nicuxosnioruu C. JI. Pyounmreitna: @uinocodckoe 060CHOBaHUE
pa3Butus., M. : U3n-Bo «MHcTuTyT nicuxosnorun PAH», 2015. — 344 c.

8. Teopus umerononorustucropuu/ Ionpen. A. U. ®umonikuna. — M. : Uzn-so FOpaiit, 2016. —
323 c.

9. Xomckas E. JI. Heiiponicuxomnorus. — CII6. : ITutep, 2016. — 496 c.

doi:10.18720/SPBPU/2/id18-70
Monakhov Fedor V., postgraduate student SPBU,
leading public relations specialist RSPU Herzen University

Herzen State Pedagogical University of Russia, St. Petersburg, Russia

SCIENCE AND EDUCATION IN THE SPACE OF CULTURAL PRACTICES

Annotation: the author examines the problem of the development of science by means of the
methodological aspect of the theory of cultural practices. The author ascertains that the scientific and
educational space proper possesses inertial qualities (the university doxa) constraining the creative
freedom and personal growth which impedes the subjectivity of the learning process understood as a
sphere of real practice.
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Everybody will agree that the forms of scientific verification, social and intellectual
legitimization of scientific theories and approaches change through history. In this context
the history of science becomes an important method of legitimizing scientific approaches.
With regard to the relationship of academic subjects and interdisciplinary, only a concrete
analysis of the scientific, educational and social situation which has formed historically by
a certain period oftime can provide an answer to the question of the preferred course of
development of scientific research and teaching methodology.
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Distinguished researchers and practicing educators E.I. Kazakhova [2] and E.
G.Vrublevskaya ,who analyze the problems of education in post-modernist times, consider
it essential to examine the idea of “the formation of the individual” with “ personal
growth ” at its core as the most important universal component of contemporary
education. The concept of personal growth underlying the current strategy of education
rejects transferring ready knowledge, forms and methods of pedagogical activity, the once
and forever accepted views on values and norms, and advocates the creation of conditions
and mechanisms of self-development, self-realization and self-education, personal and
professional development of man.

This declaration is congruent with Pierre Bourdieu’s [1] ardent appeal to critically
regard what can be considered a university doxa, to break from the bonds of archaic cultural
practices and get rid of their burden.I.A.Pavlov who assumed freedom to be the most
important requirement of a successful scientific research, or cognitive activity of man, says:
“... the mind attempting to comprehend the reality needs absolute freedom”; and feeling
free and unbound by the norms of cultural dispositions is not a simple matter.

To illustrate his assertion Pavlov quoted episodes from the life of the famous British
physicist Michael Faraday, who would make such incredible assumptions , letting his
mind wander so freely, giving vent to his wild imagination , that he felt shy to make his
famous experiments in the presence of the audience. He would lock himself inside, and
work alone trying to find proof of his crazy theories.

Pavlov’s illustration enables us to see that the danger of “non-freedom” does not only
come from “the outside”, and that its sources are present within the research and educational
space. In this context we have again to quote Bourdieu who was skeptical of methodology
as a “ variant of abstract and formal discourse” aiming at convincing the world that the
achievements of researchers become the result of the implementation of the rules which the
researchers themselves are obeying consciously and that one of the functions of such meta-
discourse is to give a meaning to the existence of professors. In reality, the art of invention
or “Ars inveniendi” is achieved not through learning principles and sermons, but in the
course of a long- term communication with the Maitre”. According to Bourdieu the solution
of problems in education lies “in the creation of habitus of invention, creativity and freedom”.
[1. P.30-31].The latter suggestion, though, may be interpreted as a methodological precept.

Methodology is still seen as “a typical form of academism™ and an abstract scholastic
occupation even insuch spheres of knowledge in Russia as psychology in which problems
of methodology traditionally were seriously researched.

We will quote here only one episode, both amusing and exemplary. In 1999 E.D.
Khomskaya, a famous psychologist, the author of the classic textbook on neuropsychology
[3],anda student of A.R. Luria asked K.A.Abulkhanova where she could find the definition
of methodology [7.P.310].This question does not illustrate the ignorance of the questioner,
but rather reveals a certain ironic attitude to the problem. We have to mention here that
authors of books on the methodology of certain subjects are not too fond of going deep
into the specifics of relationships and connections of their “ applied “ methodological
science with questions which belong to the sphere of “ universal methodology”.
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Methodologists find criticism of methodology and methodologists relatively grounded.
V. Kraevsky admitted with regret that “one should not overlook somewhat understandable
prejudice against methodology that is perceived very superficially as a broad aspect of
philosophy that is no directly related to the pedagogy and pedagogical practice

Krayevsky, who is considered a Father of Russian methodology of pedagogical science,
sees a solution in considering methodology not only as some kind of “teaching” and a set of
knowledge, but also as a field of cognitive activity as well as in its subjectivity.

“Thereshouldbeno objective methodology. What we need isa “subjective” methodology,
meaning that each person should have his own methodology and each person should have

his own criterion of scientific creativity [6. P. 27].
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