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IIOHUMAHHUE HCTOPHYECKOI O ITPOLLLIOI O
KAK ITIPOBJIEMA BHYTPEHHEH PEAJIBHOCTH CYBBEKTA

M. B. Canumeapees
Kazanckuii hayuoHanvbuwill ucc1e008amenbCKull MmexHOI0SUYeCKUll YHusepcumen,
Kaszanw (Poccus)

Beeoenue. 1lens cTaThyl — pacCMOTPETH MPOLEAYPEI HOHUMAHHS IPOIIIOT0, HaXOAAMINECS HA CTHIKE
HCTOPUYECKON OHTOJIOTMH M MCTOpHYECKol ammcteMororun. [Ipeiaraercs B3MITHYTh Ha Ipo0iIeMy Io-
CTHKEHHMS IIPOIIIOTO B KOHTEKCTE 3K3UCTEHINAIBHBIX COCTOSHIN CyOBeKTa Mo3HaHUs. B craThe nemaercs
TIOTIBITKA PEIICHHUS BOIIPOCA O BO3ZMOXKHOCTH, YCIOBUSX U FPaHHIAX TOHUMAHHMS MIPOIIIOro. AHAIM3HPYIOT-
¢s1 CyOBbEKTHBHBIE YCIIOBUS M IIPEIENbl HayqHOTo no3HaHus. [Ipo6ieMa moHNMaHMs POIIOro paccMaTpH-
BAETCA MO PA3HBIMH YTTIAMH 3PEHUS, MPEXK/IE BCET0, B SMHCTEMOJIOTHH, (DEHOMEHOJIOTHH, UCTOpHOrpaduH,
a TaKoKe B KOHTEKCTE ICHXOJIOTH3alMH O3HAIOIIEro CyObekTa. ABTOp OOHApYKUBAET PsiZ MBICIUTEIBHBIX
MIPEANOCHUIOK, OIPEEAIOMNX T03HABATEIbHbIEC aKThl, KOTOPBIE MPEIIPHHIMAET MTO3HAIOIINH CYOBEKT B
Iporecce MPAKTHKK MTOHMMaHUS HCTOPUIECKOTO HPOIILIOTO.

Memoobi. B 0cHOBY ncciteoBaHus TTOJI0KEHBI KOHKPETHBIE METOBL: PallHOHAIBHON PEKOHCTPYKINH
Pa3IHYHBIX THOCEONOTHYECKUX ITOIXO00B; CHCTEMHOTO H JIOTHYECKOTO aHAIN3a OCHOBHBIX MOAXOMO0B K
HUCTOPUYECKOH HCTHHE, TEOPETUYEeCKOE€ KOHCTPYHMPOBAaHHE CHUCTEMHOH MOJEIM MCTHHBI;, CHUCTEMHO-
CHHEPTeTHIECKOi MpoOIeMaTH3aI[H HCTHHEL.

OcHosnble udeu uccnedo8anusl, nOIyHeHHble pe3yabmamsl u ux o0ocyscoenue. OueBUIHAS TUCTAHIS
MEX[y CyObEeKTOM U 00BEKTOM MO3HAHMS MOPOXKIAET CTPEMIICHHE TUCTEMOJIOTMIECKH MPE0I0IIeTh €€, 4To
MOXKET PUBECTH, C OFHOIT CTOPOHBI, K CMEIIBIM alPHOPHBIM IOTaKaM II0 MOBOILY HCTOPHIECKOTO COOBITHS,
a ¢ IPYyroi — BBIBOAUTD CIEACTBHS, BEPUPHUILHPYS X HCTOPHUESCKHUMH (haKTaMU KaK BPEMEHHBIMH Pe3yJb-
TaTaMH PalMOHATBHON PEeKOHCTPYKIHH, KOTOPasi BCETAa HEAOCTATOTHO SMITUPHIECKH apTryMEHTHPOBAaHA.
Ecnu MbI IeiCTBUTEIEHO OCO3HAHHO HAEM Ha TaKoe INIyOMHHOE AeiCTBHe, KaK ITOHMMaHHUe MPOLIJIOTo U KakK
HEKOT'J1a CITyYMBILIEHCS )KU3HH, TO HaM JJIsL 3TOT0 OyyT HEOOXOMMBI HE TOJIBKO MHTEIUIEKT M BOOOpasKeHHe
€ UX Pa3HOOOPa3HBIM HHCTPYMEHTAPHEM, HO H PSI HHBIX BXKHBIX BHYTPEHHHX YCHIIHH, HAIIPABJICHHBIX HA
cO3/1aHKe TaKOW KOHCTPYKIMH, COJep KaHHe KOTOPOH BHYTPU HAc MOKET IMOPOXKIATh ONpeleNEHHbIe CO-
CTOSIHUS, pa3ABUTAONINE TIepe]] HaMU TPaHUIIBI HCTOPHYECKOTO MBIIUICHHUS, TJIe BOSMOXKHO aKTyalbHOE
KOHCTPYHPOBaHHE JICHCTBUTEIBHOCTH, YTO MPEICTABISETCS BXKHBIM OOBEKTOM JUIS AalbHEHIEero u3yde-
HUSL

3akniouenue. I'mybodaiimast mpodiaemMa HCTOPHIECKOTO MBIIUICHUS — 3TO TO, KaK IOHATH, YTO KOH-
KPETHO U JeHCTBUTENBHO MOHATO, BEb TO, YTO CIYYMJIOCH B IIPOLIJIOM, CKPBITO OT Hac He TOJBbKO OyKBalb-
HO, HO ¥ MEHTaJIbHO, CBOEOOPa3HBIM BHYTPEHHUM SKPAHOM HAIIEr0 BOOOPAKEHHUS, CKPHITO 3aHABECOM CIIa-
00 yCTPaHUMBIX IICUXOJIOTHYECKUX U MHTEIICKTYAJIbHBIX HHTCHIMI ¥ COCTOSTHHH.
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THE HISTORICAL PAST UNDERSTANDING
AS THE SUBJECT'S INNER REALITY PROBLEM

M. V. Salimgareev
Kazan National Research Technology University, Kazan (Russia)

Introduction. The purpose of this article is to consider procedures for understanding the past, which are
at the intersection of historical ontology and historical epistemology. We propose to consider the problem of
understanding the past in the context of existential states of the subject of cognition. This article addresses
the possibilities, conditions and boundaries of understanding the past. Subjective conditions and limits of
scientific knowledge are analyzed. From different angles, the problem of understanding the past, epistemol-
ogy, phenomenology, historiography, and in the context of the psychologization of the subject who knows
the problem is considered. The author discovers mental prerequisites that determine cognitive actions.

Methods. The study is based on specific methods: rational reconstruction of various epistemological
approaches; a systematic and logical analysis of the main approaches to historical truth; theoretical design of
the system truth model; the systemic-synergistic problem of truth.

Results. The obvious distance between the subject and the object of knowledge gives rise to the desire
to epistemologically overcome it, which can lead to bold a priori guesses about a historical event and derive
the consequences, checking them with the historical facts as temporary results of rational reconstruction,
which is insufficiently argued empirically. If we really consciously take such a profound action as under-
standing the past, as what once happened in our lives, then we need not only intelligence and imagination,
but also a number of other important internal efforts. These efforts are aimed at creating a structure whose
content can give rise to certain states within us that show the possibilities of historical thinking. An important
object for further study is the current design of reality.

Conclusion. The deepest problem of historical thinking is how to understand what is specifically and
really understood, since what happened in the past is hidden from us not only literally, but also mentally, by
a kind of internal screen of our imagination, hidden by a curtain of weakly eliminated psychological and
intellectual intentions and states.

Keywords: epistemology; cognition; subject of cognition; historical past; truth.
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