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PYCCKAA QEPEBHA KAK TIPOCTPAHCTBO 4YAJIbHOIO
OBPA3A XXU3HW: MEXXY MNPOLUJIBIM U BY4YLLNM
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BsedeHue. TpagnUMOHHO B OBLLECTBEHHbIX HayKax U B 0bblgeHHOM A3blke “ropoa” u “aepesHa”
paccmaTpuBaNUCh Kak fBe NMPOTUBOMOJIONKHOCTU, B KOTOPbIX GOPMUPYIOTCA ABa aHTAarOHUCTUYECKUX 06-
pasa *K13HW. OQHAKO NCTOPUA N HACTOALLEe AAKOT AOCTAaTOUHbIN MaTepuan Aaa Toro, YTobbl YCOMHUTBLCA B
[0CTaTOYHOCTU TaKOM KaTeropnasabHOM CETKU.

Memod uccnedosaHus. B AaHHOMN CTaTbe PAaCCMATPUBAETCA AMANEKTUKA CEbCKOrO U rOPOACKOro
06pa30B XKM3HW, B KOTOPOW C AABHMX BPEMEH MPOCAEKMBANACL TEHAEHLMA K UX MHTerpaunm. Ana aHa-
Nn3a 3TOoro GpeHoMeHa 34ecCb KOHLENTyasM3MpyeTca KaTeropus AyasbHoro obpasa XM3HM, B KOTOPOM
OAMH U TOT e COUManbHbIM CyBbeKT yepeayeT B TOM UAN MHOW MPOMOPLMU SNEMEHTbI CENbCKUX U rO-
POACKUX GOPM KM3HeeATeNbHOCTM. Ha maTepuranax nonesoro MccnefoBaHus B 4epesHax KocTpomcKoi
06/1aCTM NPOBOAMTCA IMNUPUYECKAN NPOBEPKA ITOM KaTeropuu, BbILENAOTCA NOATUNBI AyanbHOro obpa-
33 XU3HU.

OcHosHble udeu uccnedo8aHus, Uux pesyssmamel u obcyxdeHue. B pyanbHom obpase XU3HU npo-
TUBOMOJIOKHOCTb CE/IbCKOTO U FOPOACKOro 06pa30B KU3HM NPEBPALLAETCA B MX B3aMMOLOMNOAHAEMOCTb,
NO3BO/IAIOLLYIO MPEBPATUTb CUCTEMHbIE U3LEPIKKM KAXKAO0MO M3 HUX BO BPEMEHHbIE COCTOAHUA, MPUBHO-
cAwMe B cyllecTBOBaHMe pa3Hoobpasune. B gopeBontounoHHON Poccm Takon 06pas KUsHM Obln Xapak-
TEPEH A/19 NOMELLMKOB U KPEeCTbAH-OTXOAHUKOB. HKU3Hb B AepeBHE codeTanach co Cay»Kbow nnm paboton
B ropoZe. B Hawe Bpems LWMPOKOe pacnpocTpaHeHne NoayYnIn BaxToBbIA U AauHblit 06pasbl XMU3HMN.

3aknoveHue. BblABUHYTLI TMNOTE3bl OTHOCUTE/IBHO BO3MOXKHbIX MyTel coumanbHol TpaHchopma-
unun aepesHu bankHero Cesepa. OHa MOKeT BbITb NPOCTPAHCTBOM [a4YHOro 06pasa KU3HWU ANA KuTenen
COCeAHUX KPYMHbIX TOPOAO0B, COCTAaBHOW YacTbiO HALMOHANbHbIX MAPKOB KaK TYPUCTUYECKUX AOCTONPU-
MeyaTenbHOCTel, 30HO OPraHNM30BaHHOIO BOCMPOU3BOACTBA JIECOB U MHBECTULMI FOPOXKAH B Ce/bCKOE
XO3ANCTBO C Le/Ibl0 ero BO3poXKAeHUA B GOPMAX, afeKBaTHbIX MECTHbIM NMPUPOLHLIM YCIOBUAM U CO-
KMBLUEMYCS HAUMOHANbHOMY pasfesieHuto Tpyaa. MpoaosiKeHUe HblHEeWHeW CTUXMIMHOM 3BOSOLMK
aepeBHu banxkHero Cesepa BefeT K GOPMUPOBAHUIO COLMANIBHO-TEPPUTOPUANBHON OpraHM3aLmmn cTpa-
Hbl, B KOTOPOW LIEHTPaMM KN3HU ABNAIOTCA BONbLUME FTOPOAA, OKPYKEHHbIE COLMANBHOMN NYCTbIHEN.

Kntoyesblie c108a: AyanbHblil 06pa3s XWU3HKU, ropoa, AEePEeBHs, NMOMECTbe, OTXOLAHWKM, BAaXTOBUKM,
OaYHVKK.
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RUSSIAN VILLAGE AS A SPACE OF THE DUAL WAY
OF LIFE: BETWEEN PAST AND FUTURE
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Introduction. Categories of “city” and “village” traditionally are seen as two opposites and a basis of
two antagonistic ways of life. However, history and the present provide sufficient material to doubt the
such a categorical grid.

Methods. This article examines the dialectical relation between rural and urban ways of life. There
was since ancient times the tendency to integrate them. The category of dual way of life is
conceptualized here as an analytical tool to solve this methodological problem. Rural and urban forms
are two opposite sides of one social and cultural phenomenon. The research has as a methodological
basis historical method and ethnography. The field research has been conducted in the villages of the
Kostroma region.

Result. Rural and urban ways of life are complementary elements of the dual way of life.
Alternation of them allows to turn the costs each of them in the temporary condition, giving the
existence of diversity. Examples of this way of life in pre-revolutionary Russia were the way of life of
landlords and peasants. Rural life was combined with service or work in the city. In our time, shift and
suburban lifestyles are widespread.

Conclusions. The paper puts forward hypotheses about the possible pathways of social transformation of
the village in the Middle of the North. It can be a space of a country way of life for residents of neighboring
large cities, an integral part of national parks as tourist attractions, an area of organized reproduction of
forests and investments of citizens in that industry, the revival of agriculture in forms adequate to the
local natural conditions and the existing national division of labor. The continuation of the current
spontaneous evolution of the village of the Near North leads to the formation of the socio-territorial
organization of the country, in which the centers of life are large cities surrounded by social desert.

Keywords: dual way of life; urban and rural ways of life; village; rural estate; shift workers;
dachniky.
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