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A ce�tai� pa�allel �etwee� the a�cie�t philosophe�s’ ethical poi�ts a�� possi�le expla�atio� 
o� the histo�� i� the p�ese�t was �e�eale�. The thi�ke�s �e�elopi�� the i�te�p�etatio�s o� the 
co��u�icati�e philosoph� i� pa�ticula� i� the philosoph� o� histo�� we�e �otice�. A p�eli�i�a�� 
a�al�sis o� the K.�O.Apel’s theo�� o� co��u�icati�e societ� th�ou�h the �iew o� the philosoph� 
o� histo�� was �e�ise�. A �o��all� p�a��atic a�al�sis o� a li�e�wo�l� as a pa�t o� J. Ha�e��as’s 
theo�� o� co��u�icati�e actio� was i��esti�ate�. It has �ee� wo�ke� up ��o� p�opose� a�al�sis 
the �ack��ou�� k�owle��e a�� it was also �e�ise� th�ou�h the �iew o� philosoph� o� histo��. 
A possi�ilit� o� usi�� li�e�wo�l� �ack��ou�� k�owle��e i� i��esti�atio�s o� scie�ce histo�ical 
�i�e�sio�s was poi�te� out. It was �e�o�st�ate� o� the exa�ples the �ali�it� o� such i�te�p�etatio� 
o� the li�e�wo�l�. The oppo�tu�it� to �elie�e the te�sio� �etwee� actuall� �i�e� a�� what shoul� 
�e was p�ese�te�.
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Histo�� quite o�te� u��e��oes �a�ious �isto�tio�s. Su�ject o� histo�� is co��ecte� with histo�� 
o� autho�it� the�e�o�e it �eco�e a� o�ject o� �a�ipulatio� a�� �ea�just�e�t which a�e p�ofita�le 
�o� autho�ities. As a stu�� a�out hu�a� �elatio�ships it u��e��oes ce�tai� i�te�p�etatio�s ��o� 
�esea�che�s. As a social scie�ce it �esc�i�es attitu�es o� societ� i� a ce�tai� pe�io� o� ti�e, �ut 
also i�flue�ces o� it i� p�ese�t. Philosoph� as the a�t o� li�i�� �e�elope� �et i� the pe�io� o� 
a�tiquit�. Histo�� is a� a�t o� �esc�i�i�� li�e�. So the�e is so�e �ali� pa�allels �etwee� �iews o� 
pe�ceptio� o� histo�ical e�e�ts a�� a�cie�t philosophe�’s �iews o� how to li�e. The�e a�e th�ee 
ce�tai� poi�ts o� �iew. C��icis� – i��i��e�e�ce to histo��. Skepticis� – �ejectio� all histo�ical 
assess�e�ts, �ecause the� ca��ot �e co��ect. Eu�ai�o�ia – taki�� �o� ��a�te� histo�ical state�e�ts. 
Actualit� o� �esea�ch cause� �� so�e �eopolitical �easo�s, i� pa�ticula� the �esi�e to i�pose a 
colo�ial �o�el o� histo�� o� the te��ito�� o� post�colo�ial space that al�ea�� i� thei� p�e�ise is 
co�t�o�e�sial e��ea�o�.

To�a� co��u�icati�e philosoph� is o�e o� the �ost powe��ul t�e��s i� co�te�po�a�� 
philosoph�. The�e�o�e �e�elop�e�t a�� the le�el o� p�o�le�s ela�o�atio� that it co�tai�s a�e 
hi�h a��oa�, a�� i� Uk�ai�ia� philosophical t�a�itio�. I� E��lish t�a�itio� the �ai� �esea�che�s 
a�e T. McCa�th�, N. F�ase�, A. E��a� a�� othe�s. I� Ge��a� philosophical t�a�itio� the�e a�e  
A. Ho��eth, V. Hösle a�� othe�. The �ep�ese�tati�es o� this philosophical t�a�itio� �esea�che�s i� 
Uk�ai�e a�e A. E��ole�ko, L. S�t�iche�ko, V. Kupli�. I� Russia, the tasks which t�ies to sol�e 
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co��u�icati�e philosoph�, explo�es A. Naza�chuk. Co��u�icati�e philosoph� o� histo�� was 
explo�e� �� V. Kupli�.

P�ese�te� a�o�e pa�allel ��o� a�tiquit� shows how o�e ca� take these o� those histo�ical 
i�te�p�etatio�s, how to ope�ate the content. But it sa�s �othi�� a�out how to �ake the �esea�ch 
itsel�, which shoul� �e a form.

The ai� o� ou� �esea�ch is to show how o�e ca� appl� the philosophical co�cept o� “li�ewo�l�”, 
su��itte� th�ou�h the p�is� o� �o��al�p�a��atic a�al�sis that Ha�e��as �a�e, i� the �etho�olo�� 
of historical research.

K.�O. Apel usuall� �ep�ese�ts co��u�icati�e philosoph� o� histo��. This is �ue to the specific 
o� thi�ke�’s c�eati�e he�ita�e: a� atte�pt to �e�uce the oppo�tu�it� o� ethics ulti�ate justificatio� 
�ase� o� the theo�� o� co��u�icati�e societ�.

O�e o� the ulti�ate justificatio� co��itio�s i� “co��u�it� o� a��u�e�tatio�” is “�eco��itio� 
o� all its �e��e�s as equal �iscussio� pa�t�e�s” [1, p. 393].

Late�, i� the co�text �ue to the H. Jo�as’s �ook “The i�pe�ati�e o� Respo�si�ilit�” philosophe� 
�otes: “tha�ks to the �eco��itio� o� the �u��a�e�tal equalit� o� all pote�tial pa�ticipa�ts o� 
�iscou�se it is �ecessa�� to �e �espo�si�le �o� p�e�icta�le p�o�le�s that will �esult ��o� p�ese�t 
situatio� a�� �ee�s o� �utu�e people [2, p. 176–177]. The pote�tial pa�ticipa�ts o� �iscou�se a�e 
�ot so �uch i�a�i�a�� o� �et u��o�� pe�so�s as the �ou��est �e�e�atio�, which o�l� late� �e a�le 
to �eco�e a� actual �e��e� o� the �iscou�se a�� �ep�o�uce �elati�e to itsel� �ou��est �e�e�atio�, 
which is �ow actuall� �oes �ot exist. The asse�tio� that the existi�� “to�a� co��u�it� o� hu�a� 
co��u�icatio� �ust �ake possi�le it’s ow� co�ti�uous exte�sio� i� �utu�e o�l� i� the equalit�” [2, 
p. 177], shows histo�ical co�ti�uit� o� the theo�� o� co��u�icati�e societ�. As V. Kupli� �otice�: 
“Apel u��e�sta�� the histo�ical p�ocess as p�o��ess i� the co��e��e�ce o� �eal a�� i�eal co��u�it� 
o� co��u�icatio�, that is p�o��ess i� i�te�pe�so�al u��e�sta��i�� a�� sel��u��e�sta��i��” [5, 
p. 11]. E�e� i� “t�a�s�o��atio� o� philosoph�” K.�O. Apel co�si�e�s the te�sio� �etwee� the 
co��u�it� o� �eal co��u�icatio� a�� the co��u�it� o� i�eal co��u�icatio� “i� the �ialectic 
spi�it �etwee� the positio�s o� He�el a�� Ma�x” [1, p. 417].

A�o�e �otice� ce�tai� i�te�est i� the wo�ks o� �ou��e� o� theo�� o� co��u�icati�e societ� 
th�ou�h the �iew o� philosoph� o� histo��. It is �elie�e� that i� st�ea� o� philosoph� o� histo�� 
�ecause o� clea� exp�essio� o� the histo�ical �o�e�t i� the te�sio� �etwee� �eal a�� i�eal 
co��u�ities o� co��u�icatio�, �elatio�ships �etwee� philosoph� o� histo�� a�� social philosoph�, 
pai� i�su�ficie�t atte�tio� to the J. Ha�e��as’s theo�� o� co��u�icati�e actio�. This co��itio� 
�akes actual task o� i�qui�� J.  Ha�e��as’s theo�� th�ou�h the poi�t o� philosoph� o� histo��. 
The i�qui�� is �ocuse� o� the �o��al�p�a��atic a�al�sis o� the co�cept “li�ewo�l�”. App�op�iate 
co�cept E. Husse�l i�t�o�uce� to �esi�� o�tolo�ical oppositio� to philosoph� o� positi�is�. The 
�ou��e� o� phe�o�e�olo�� ��iefl� �esc�i�e� the li�e�wo�l� as “the o�l� actual, actuall� �i�e� 
i� se�ses, pe�cei�e� a�� so�ethi�� that is lea��e� i� the expe�ie�ce o� the wo�l�. Late�, his 
�ollowe�, �ou��e� o� phe�o�e�olo�ical sociolo��, A. Schutz t�a�s�e��e� this co�cept to the le�el 
o� social �esea�ch [6, p. 89]. J. Ha�e��as �e�i�s his a�al�sis o� the li�e�wo�l�, �ase� exactl� o� 
the E. Husse�l’s a�� A. Schutz’s le�ac�, a�� �efi�es this co�cept as “cha��ea�le co�text o� �atu�al 
�ital p�actice a�� expe�ie�ce as esta�lishe� �asis o� �ea�i��”; “as u��e�iate�, co��ecte� with 
ti�e a�ea o� p�i�a�� �i�e�s” [3, p. 310].

Acco��i�� to �o��al�p�a��atic co��e�ts co�ce��i�� li�ewo�l� as the �asis o� �utual 
u��e�sta��i��, J. Ha�e��as �i�i�es it o� two le�els: �elati�� to the situatio� k�owle��e a�� 
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�efi�e� �� ho�izo� �isio�, a�� k�owle��e �epe��e�t o� the topic co�text, which a�e i��ol�e� i� 
�o�e��ou�� k�owle��e (Vo��e���u��wisse�), a�� �ack��ou�� k�owle��e (Hi�te���u��wisse�).

Desc�i�i�� k�owle��e �efi�e� �� �isio� ho�izo� o�e �ust �e�i� ��o� the pe�so�, which 
is i��ol�e� i�to co��u�icati�e p�ocess a�� u��e�stoo� as a� o��a�ic su�st�ate a�� a� exte��al 
�o��. “The ce�t�al poi�t o� the speech situatio� is p�ese�te� �� ci�cu�sta�ces i� pe�ceptio�” [3, 
p. 311]. Ce�te� �o� speech situatio� se��es p�ocess o� i�te�actio� �etwee� two o� �o�e pe�so�s. 
A�ai�st the �ack��ou�� o� co��o� space�ti�e ho�izo� i��i�i�uals i�te�p�et t�i�ial thi��s �o�e o� 
less a��ee�: p�e�ious �isa��ee�e�ts su��ou��i�� speech situatio� i� the co��u�icatio� p�ocess 
�eco�es �o�e �i��use a�� “e�ase�”, c�eates �a�o�a�le fiel� o� u�p�o�le�atic k�owle��e, co��o� 
�o� pa�ticipa�ts o� co��u�icatio�, �o� the assi�ilatio� o� situatio�, which, howe�e�, each i�te�p�ets 
i� his ow� wa�, �espite the ��a�ual co��e��e�ce “he�e a�� �ow pe�specti�es”.

The�atic k�owle��e o� the co�text, the speake�’s assu�ptio�s, a�e withi� a co��o� 
e��i�o��e�t a�� ho�izo� o� expe�ie�ce: th�ou�h a co��o� cultu�al t�a�itio�, �atio�alit�, e�ucatio�, 
etc. “O��e�i�� ce�tai� topic speake� i��e� acco�pa�ies it’s �� su�sta�ti�e co�text” [3, p. 312]. 
Fo� this �easo� is possi�le assess�e�t o� p�o�ou�ce�, �e�o�al ��o� hea�� so�e ce�tai� piece o� 
i��o��atio�, its �e�ificatio� �o� co��ect�ess. I� i� the fi�st case k�owle��e, which is �efi�e� �� 
ho�izo� o� �isio� is �ot p�o�le�atic, the the�atic co�text k�owle��e is o�te� p�o�le�atic a�� 
�equi�es ext�a e��o�t �o� its cla�ificatio� a�� a��ee�e�t �etwee� the speake�s. This is �ecause o� 
the specifie� p�eco��itio�s, which �ete��i�e� explicit �� k�owle��e �efi�e� �� �isio� ho�izo�.

Li�e�wo�l� �ack��ou�� k�owle��e – a �eep la�e� o� �o��co�te�t k�owle��e that is the �asis 
�o� the�atic k�owle��e o� the co�text a�� k�owle��e �efi�e� �� �isio� ho�izo�. Expe�i�e�ts 
�efi�e� �� the space�ti�e �i�e�sio� a�� social e��i�o��e�t a�� cultu�al t�a�itio�s a�e u�a�le 
to a��ect o� �ack��ou�� k�owle��e. Because o� this it a�oi�s p�o�le�atisatio�. “It e�e��es that 
the la�e� o� elliptic a�� �o�e�e� p�ece�i�� k�owle��e o�l� th�ou�h �etho�ical e��o�t, a�� o�l� 
��a�uall� ca� �o �e�o�� the u��ou�te� ��ou��s a�� �eco�e the�atic” [3, p. 312]. The �alue o� 
exp�essio� will alwa�s �e �ot co�pletel� u��e�stoo� u�til its si��ifica�ce se�a�tic co��itio�s will 
�ot �e i�tuiti�el� “cau�ht” �� the assu�ptio� o� �ack��ou�� k�owle��e. Such k�owle��e is �ot 
p�o�le�atic �ecause it is i�plicit a�� �ot te�atise�. We alwa�s i�a�i�e a��thi�� i� co��itio�s 
o� the �o�ce o� ��a�it�, thou�h, as the law, it was �isco�e�e� o�l� �u�i�� the pe�io� o� scie�ce o� 
Mo�e�� Ti�e. (The �easo� �o� this �isco�e�� was �ou�t i� a� app�op�iate p�e�theo�etical p�actice. 
This �ou�t cause� its �eco�si�e�atio� �� �etho�ical e��o�t withi� the k�owle��e o� �ack��ou��).

Acco��i�� to J. Ha�e��as the �ai� �eatu�es o� the �ack��ou�� k�owle��e a�e �o�e o� �i�ect 
p�o�a�ilit�, the �o�ce that u�ites all, holistic �atu�e. The fi�st �eatu�e �i�es this la�e� o� k�owle��e 
pa�a�oxical cha�acte�: “co�sta�t a�� at the sa�e ti�e i��isi�le p�ese�ce o� �ack��ou�� e�e��es 
as i�te�si��i�� a�� to the sa�e exte�t �e�uci�� k�owle��e” [3, p. 314]. Back��ou�� k�owle��e 
appea�s o�l� i� ti�e o� it’s p�o�u�ciatio�, as o�l� the� it u��e��oes p�o�le�atisatio�. I� �o�e�ts 
o� i�tuiti�e ��ip it has p�o�a�ilistic cha�acte� a�� we use it �e�a��less o� whethe� it t�ue o� �ot. 
Re�a��i�� to the seco�� �eatu�e li�e�wo�l� “co�stitutes the totalit� ce�te�e� i� the �i��le a�� 
with u�ce�tai�, po�ous, ...squeezi�� li�its” [3, p. 314]. This �eatu�e is the �asis o� “wo�l���aki�� 
�u�ctio�” o� �o�e��ou�� k�owle��e. A co��o� la��ua�e situatio� a�ises as ce�te�. Othe�wise 
we �isk to �e i�co�p�ehe�si�le �ecause the p�o�a�ilistic �atu�e o� the ��ip o� k�owle��e ca� 
�ot �ua�a�tee state�e�ts co��ect�ess whe� the latte� is �ase� solel� o� ou� pe�so�al �elie�s. Ou� 
u��e�sta��i�� o� the li�e�wo�l� a�� the wa� it is i�te�su�jecti�e sha�e� �� all its pa�ticipa�ts �ust 
�e i� the sa�e �elatio� as text a�� co�text. The thi�� �eatu�e is �i�ectl� co��ecte� to the p�e�ious 
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two. Back��ou�� k�owle��e i�te��it� �akes li�e wo�l� i�pe�et�a�le. All the co�po�e�ts p�ese�te� 
i� li�e�wo�l� �ack��ou�� as e�ti�e. The� ca� �eca� i�to �i��e�e�t cate�o�ies o� k�owle��e. The� 
ca� �e st�uctu�e� a�� �ake it possi�le all �a�iet� o� wo�l���iew o�l� �ecause o� the a�ilit� to 
p�o�le�atisatio�, a�� awa�e�ess o� the �iew that is a�le to �isti��uish. “Couple� with o�e a�othe� 
�asic assu�ptio� ... a�e p�e��eflexical p�e��o��s a�� p�e�fi�u�es that �i�i�es o�l� a�te� the�atisi�� 
o� speech acts a�� takes the �alue o� p�opositio�al k�owle��e, illocutio�a�� �o��e� i�te�pe�so�al 
�elatio�ships o� speech i�te�tio�s” [3, p. 315].

Fo��al�p�a��atic a�al�sis o� the li�ewo�l� st�uctu�e �akes it possi�le to �efi�e his “wo�l�l�” 
�u�ctio�s a�� a p�io�i �eatu�es. If background knowledge as knowledge of an intuitive level 
that “jumps” at the time of problematisation is recognized by communicative community, it 
becomes valid to constitute our understanding of the world. K�owle��e which a�te� the i�pact 
o� �etho�olo�ical e��o�ts tu��e� w�o�� is �e�� use�ul also. O� the o�e ha��, such k�owle��e 
as the accu�ulatio� o� expe�ie�ce, e�ha�ces the al�ea�� powe��ul “wall” o� p�e�ious co�ti��e�t 
la�e�s. (Such “wall” p�otects us ��o� �i��e�e�t ki�� o� acci�e�ts. K�owle��e, which �ecessit� 
��o� ti�e to ti�e is questio�e� e�e��es o� the su��ace ��o� the la�e�s o� expe�ie�ce a�� also 
justi�� pa�a�oxical situatio�): “whe� k�owle��e a�out the wo�l� is �efi�e� i� such a wa� that it is 
a poste�io�i k�owle��e, whe�eas speech k�owle��e, is k�owle��e is �efi�e� as a p�io�i, the� o�e 
ca� see the pa�a�ox that the �asis o� li�e�wo�l� k�owle��e a�out the wo�l� a�� la��ua�e k�owle��e 
a�e i�te��ate� i�to each othe�” [3, p. 315]. F�o� the othe� ha�� u��e�sta��i�� i�co��ect�ess a�� 
thus �e�efi�i�� o� such k�owle��e se��es as a �oti�e �o� the pe�io�izatio� o� histo�� �� p�e�e�ti�� 
its ho�o�e�eous �e�elop�e�t. I� the case o� �et�actio� o� such k�owle��e the p�e�ious ��ou�� 
which was the �asis o� the t�a�itio�al u��e�sta��i�� at all o� ��o� the �iew poi�t si��le �iscipli�e 
o� the wo�l� is lost. U��e� these co��itio�s it is �e�efi�i�� i�tuiti�el� ��a��e� p�io� k�owle��e a�� 
app�o�al o� �ew k�owle��e. It �eco�es possi�le to justi�� the t�a�sitio� ��o� o�e histo�ical pe�io� 
to a�othe�: fixatio� i�te��als (a�� it’s co�si�e�atio� as a pa�ticula� histo�ical pe�io�) is possi�le 
tha�ks to the co��o� the�e that �u�i�� the whole pe�io� is i�te�su�jecti�el� �eco��ize� �� all 
pa�ticipa�ts o� �eal co��u�icatio� as �ali�. So it will �e u�til the su�ject a�ai� �e �isp�o�e� o� 
�e�i�te�p�ete� th�ou�h it’s co�si�e� as �ot �ew, �ut i� �ew wa�s.

It is i�te�esti�� to t�ace the �ethi�ki�� o� i�tuiti�e ��ip o� li�e�wo�l� �ack��ou�� k�owle��e 
��a��e�ts. The easiest wa� to �o it o� the well�k�ow� exa�ples – I. Newto�’s classical �echa�ics, 
which is co�si�e�e� ti�e as sustai�a�le pa�a�ete�, a�� the theo�� o� A. Ei�stei�, which is 
a�al�ze� ti�e as �elati�e coo��i�ate. I� the co�text o� �o��al�p�a��atic a�al�sis o� the li�e�wo�l� 
shoul� �e �ote� that Ei�stei� was �ot satisfie� �� co�te�po�a�� i�te�p�etatio� o� the co�cept o� 
“si�ulta�eit�”. He �ou�te� that ti�e u��e�sta��i�� o� ti�e. This p�o�pte� hi� to �e�elop a�� 
justi�� the theo�� o� �elati�it�. The latte� ha� a �e�olutio�a�� co�seque�ces �ot o�l� �o� ph�sics 
�ut also �o� a �uch ��oa�e� outlook a�� u��e�sta��i�� o� the wo�l�, the�e�� co�t�i�uti�� to 
�ethi�ki�� li�e�wo�l�’s k�owle��e �ack��ou��. A�othe� si�ila� exa�ple – the p�o��ess ��o� the 
Ptole�aic �eoce�t�ic to the helioce�t�ic s�ste� o�  N. Cope��icus.

Shoul� �e �otice� that “spaces a�� ti�es that a�e expe�ie�ce� (such as: �illa�e co��u�it�, 
�e�io�, state, �atio�, wo�l� societ�, etc. o� as a chai� o� �e�e�atio�s, e�as, u�i�e�ses, a�e i��i�i�ualize� 
th�ou�h Go�’s �io��aph� a�e alwa�s co�c�etel� i�te�p�ete� o� o�jectifie� coo��i�ates o� ou� wo�l�” 
[3, p. 315]. This p�a��atic ci�cu�sta�ce o� a�al�sis, ca��ie� �� J. Ha�e��as, ca� �e u�i�e�sal o�l� 
withi� the �o��al te��s. It is what �o� a thi�ke� has �epeate�l� �ee� c�iticize� �� co�te�po�a�ies. 
The �i��e�e�ce �etwee� opi�io�s o�  K.�O. Apel a�� J. Ha�e��as th�ou�h the p�is� o� stu�ies o� 
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philosoph� o� histo�� is st�iki��. I� K.�O. Apel’s co�ceptio� histo�ical �ecto� is �i�ecte� to the 
�utu�e – o� �ealizatio� o� i�eal co��u�icatio� co��u�it�. Opi�io� o� J. Ha�e��as’s theo�� ca� �e 
�i�ecte� o� �i�isio� o� past pe�io�s. Necessa�� to �e�e��e� that this co�cept o� “li�e�wo�l�” p�opose� 
�� J. Ha�e��as �akes it possi�le to e��o�tlessl� �e�o�e the co�t�a�ictio� �etwee� the actual �ata 
what usuall� e��a�e� i� a�al�tic philosoph�, a�� what shoul� �e – the su�ject o� ethics. Si�ce the 
pe�so� i�te�twi�e� i� li�e�wo�l�, li�es �ow, its �eha�io� is ��aw� ��o� li�e�wo�l�’s k�owle��e to�a�. 
Co�si�e�atio� o� the theo�� o� co��u�icati�e actio� th�ou�h the p�is� o� ethics �oes �ot �equi�e 
�o�al philosoph� histo�� ��a�tas oppose� to the theo�� o� co��u�icati�e societ�. Li�e�wo�l� “flui�” 
[6, p. 90]. It �oes �ot �equi�e i�fi�ite �iscussio� o� what shoul� �e, i�stea�, lea�s to the a�al�sis o� 
�ealit� he�e a�� �ow �etwee� us. A�� just this a�al�sis, �athe� tha� h�pothetical cou�tless assu�ptio�s 
o� �utu�e causes i� so�e wa� �eha�io� o� i��i�i�uals a�� achie�i�� co�se�sus.

Wo�th �ote� that �o� J. Ha�e��as such a� i�te�p�etatio� o� li�e�wo�l� a�� its applicatio� to 
the philosoph� o� histo��, p�o�a�l� will �ot �e e��ecti�e, �ecause i� his �ook “Betwee� �acts a�� 
�o��s: co�t�i�utio�s to a �iscou�se the theo��, law a�� �e�oc�ac�,” he co�t�asts the st�uctu�e o� the 
social s�ste� to flui� a�� cha��i�� li�e�wo�l�. So it is wo�th �e�tio�i�� that i� this i�te�p�etatio� 
li�e�wo�l� e�a�les i�te��su�jecti�e a�� �o���i��i�� ��asp o� so�e expe�ie�ce with �ack��ou�� 
k�owle��e. O��iousl�, the �otio� o� cultu�e a�� t�a�itio�, as it �elates to co�te�t�s���olic pa�t 
o� li�e�wo�l�, is k�owle��e �efi�e� �� the co�text, �ut we �ust �e�e��e� that it �epe��s o� the 
�ack��ou�� k�owle��e. Post�colo�ial societies a�e i�te�esti�� ��o� this pe�specti�e �ecause, i� �act, 
“social s�ste�” �ictate� histo��, t�a�itio� a�� cultu�al �alues. Specificit� o� �ack��ou�� k�owle��e 
a�� such a �eatu�e as a �i�ect p�o�a�ilit� �a�e i��isi�le u��ue i�flue�ce o� this s�ste�. Ce�tai�l�, 
social s�ste� �oes �ot �ee� to �e exclu�e� at all. Wo�th �ala�ce out o�e a�� othe� e��ects. But fi�st, 
we �elie�e, shoul� �e �each a �utual u��e�sta��i�� i� ke� issues o� to�a�, a�� the� to i��esti�ate 
the histo��. Because it is ou� i�te�su�jecti�e �eco��itio� co�stitutes ou� u��e�sta��i�� o� the wo�l�.

Author’s translation of the article
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