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METHODOLOGY OF CULTURAL CREATIVITY

In this article the role and meaning of traditional theoretical and
methodological approaches of philosophy in solution of the problem
of cultural creativity are theoretically conceptualized. It is
emphasized that available research not fully reveals ontological
status of cultural creativity of man and is far from fully use and
characterize methodological and in particular traditional methods of
research. At the same time, the model of the cultural purpose of man
is the most effective form of interaction between ethnic groups and
nations in the era of globalization, when the Other (man, nature,
nation, culture) arises as an authentic value. The practicality of this
model is to cherish hope for the survival of mankind in the near and
medium term.
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The authors turn to the analysis of historical, dialectical,
evolutionary, functional, ethnopsychological research of human
cultural activity. Attention is drawn to the importance of applying the
system method. At the end of the article, a conclusion about the
prospects of using these methods in combination with modern
methods and methodologies is drawn. The necessity of developing
the methodological “mechanism” of this combination is emphasized.
It is revealed that the system method acts as a basic methodology
that allows to combine traditional methodologies with each other
and to act as a "methodological platform"” for combining traditional
methods with modern methods, which can have different forms of
expression that depend on contextual application of specific cultural
issues.

Key words: cultural creativity; method, historical; dialectical;
evolutional; functional; etnopsychological; system

Statement of the problem in general terms and its relationship
with important scientific and practical tasks. Modern cultural-
philosophical thought appeals to a whole arsenal of the most diverse
methods and methodological approaches. Given this circumstance,
when studying the problem of human culture creation, attention
should be paid to the classification of these methods. In the most
general form, methods and methodologies as a set of methods in the
study of a particular phenomenon can be divided into traditional
(historical) and modern (postmodern). Therefore, the object of study
is the traditional methods, and the subject is the cultural activity of
man.

The theoretical model of culture creation receives
methodological support from various sciences, as it has an
interdisciplinary character, namely: philosophy, cultural history,
cultural studies, history, aesthetics, ethics, art, pedagogy, etc. Such a
combination of the conceptual content of the subject of research in
various fields of human knowledge can enrich each of the sciences
and must necessarily be applied within the integration approach.
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Historical methods allow us to "reread" the tradition and reveal the
heuristic potential of culture creation.

The model of human culture creation is the most effective form
of interaction between ethnicities and nations in the era of
globalization, when the Other (man, nature, nation, culture) arises as
an authentic value. The practicality of this model is to cherish hope
for the survival of mankind in the near and medium term.

Analysis of recent research and publications. It is obvious that
culture creation has deep anthropological foundations, which to some
extent reproduce human evolution, characterize its ethnic
specifications. On the other hand, science distinguishes the
ontological approach to the creative act, which was especially
explicated in the works of Western European (A. Bergson,
A. Whitehead) and Russian (I. Prigozhina, V. Nalimov) schools.
Other researchers have argued for the idea of "cultural activity"
beyond which the real world is value-neutral (Z. Norkaus); put
forward the theory of the cultural mission of human memory
(Yu. Davidov); demarcate the dynamics of cultural processes and
cultural events (J. Flier).

In Ukrainian philosophical reflection there is a further
formalization and actualization of various aspects of the conceptual
content of culture creation (V.P. Andrushchenko, Yu. L. Afanasiev,
V.N. Leontiev, S.V. Proleev, V.K. Sukhantseva, N.V. Hamitov).

Domestic researchers, relying on the J.-P. Sartre's concept of
"being-in-freedom" as a fundamental principle in the formation of
social values, explain culture creation as a sphere of freedom and
choice (Kynbrypa. Ineonoris. Ocobucricts, 2002, c. 82-85).

The process of cultural creativity is actualized and self-realized
in every single form of art. Relying on this principle,
V.K. Suhantseva emphasized on the importance of the highlighting
of cultural creativity function, which creates an atmosphere of unity
and continuity of development of national culture (Cyxanmesa, 1990,
2,c. 161).
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Among domestic research, the monograph by V.N. Leontyeva
“Cultural process: rationale and beginnings” is standed out
(JIeonTtreBa, 2003) in which a consistent attempt of an analysis of
cultural processes in Russian and European philosophical traditions
is made. The work embodies the principle of cultural creativity in the
understanding of the world and the affirmation of personal principle
as a carrier of meaning in this world.

V.N. Leontieva rightly emphasizes the dialectical nature of
culture creation, because the unit of cultural process - a cultural act is
the affirmation of a cultural phenomenon - is the denial of its
opposite, it is prevention of meaninglessness, formlessness,
facelessness in the real existence of a culture. In this sense, the logic
of culture can be recognized as the logic of “affirmation-denial”
carried out in affirmation” (JleoutseBa, 2003, c. 56-57).

Highlighting previously unsolved parts of a common
problem. However, the conducted studies do not sufficiently reveal
the ontological status of human culture creation and do not fully use
and characterize methodological and, in particular, traditional
research methods.

The purpose of the article follows out of the lack of
development of the problem and consists in identifying the main
features of the methodological apparatus of culture creation.

The statement of objectives of the article. The problem
statement is caused by the fact that traditional methods do not play
the same role in studying the problem of human culture creation, so
the task is to identify, study and apply the most “productive” and
“effective” methods and methodologies in the study of a specific
formulated in the name of the article problem.

Statement of the main material with full justification of
received scientific results. The desire to explore the most
fundamental origins of culture, to cognize their essence,
consequences and patterns of application in specific (historical,
ethnic, social, etc.) circumstances has led to the search for the most
common methods that could encompass the integrity of culture
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creation in all the diversity of theories of culture creation activity.
The method involves the presence of an object, a developed system
of research operations, technology of application, evaluation criteria,
tables, it means that, a toolkit by which objects are studied and
results are obtained and checked.

Modern cultural thought has a large arsenal of methods that have
different historical relevance. Methodological apparatus of the
cultural processes research of the beginning of the XXI century
based on classical philosophical methods (historical, dialectical, etc.),
achievements of the latest methodologies (synergistic, semiotic, etc.).

As it is known, "without the history of the subject there is no
theory of the subject"” (M.G. Chernyshevsky). This thought was
concretized in relation to the specificity of culture creation
development by G. Rickert, who emphasized that despite all the
transitional and intermediate forms, scientists use mainly the natural-
scientific method in the study of the life of nature, and the historical
method in the study of the life of culture (Puxkept, 1998, c. 54).

The historical (comparative) method of cultural research was
founded by GiambattistaVico (1668 —1744), but this method contains
provisions that are still relevant today. In particular, the fact that
mind is a rational, strictly logical thinking applies to the physical
world, but the culture creation dimension does not fit into the
methodology of rational research. That is why the modern cultural
creating process in all the diversity of worldview paradigms and
cultural practices becomes the subject of analysis of historical
consciousness more than rational (in its Descartes' understanding).

Another provision is related to the fact that the historical
method, on the one hand, opens up new possibilities for the study of
cultures of different peoples in different historical periods of their
culture creating activity, and on the other hand, promotes the self-
awareness of the individual in the context of the actual culture. As
V.S.Gorskiy noted: “The true nature and level of development of the
national historical consciousness is marked not only by the amount
of knowledge about the events of the past and the system of their

10
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location on the scale of historical values. Defining here is the sense,
the meaning that these facts acquire for a relevant culture, a general
vision of history” (I'opcekuii, 1993, c. 46).

A significant contribution to the methodological toolkit for the
study of cultural processes was made by G. Hegel (1770-1831), who
substantiated the universal dialectical method of research. At the
present stage, this method, reflecting the complexity of the cultural
processes that occur in unity and the struggle of their contradictory
principles, makes it possible to avoid the dogmatization and
absolutization of different approaches, concepts and methods
themselves in the processes of culture creation. That is, the
dialectical method is used by us as a certain universal and open
method of research, which makes it possible to consider concepts and
categories in their dynamics and to avoid at the same time vulgarized
kinks and ideological and political engagement.

The historical method of research was rethought and
supplemented with new methods during the XIX century. Under the
influence of Charles Darwin's evolutionary theory, many researchers
of social and cultural processes began to profess the so-called
evolutionary method, which we consider as a kind of historical. To
the supporters of evolutionism belong O. Comte (1798-1857),
L. Morgan (1818-1881), G. Spencer (1820-1903), E. Taylor (1832-
1917). The heuristic achievement of the evolutionary method in
modern conditions of application is that the primordial laws, stages
and phases of culture creation can be defined as stable historical
trends, they occur according to the logic of transition from simple to
complex, are presented as a straight line (or spiral, wavy line with
certain branches and small temporary returns to the upward
position).This approach makes it possible to overcome the
apocalyptic premonitions of postmodern analysis of cultural
processes.

The essence of the evolutionist method stems from the unity of
the human race and the kinship of the needs of various peoples in the
formation of cultural values. In the book “Primitive Culture” E.
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Tylor came to the conclusion that the development of each nation
proceeds in a straightforward manner - from simple to complex.
Culture, he noted, is the result of human activity, a specific way of its
adaptation to the environment. Factors influencing such adaptation,
he called the climatic conditions and geographical location of the
ethnic group. The scientist also examined the forms of functioning of
the culture of all peoples: customs, rituals, traditions, beliefs,
clothing, food, tools, housing, art, pointing to their universality.
However, E. Taylor believed, that culture is based on myth and
ritual, that is, culture comes from the internal nature of man.

Exploring the history of primitive society, evolutionists have
argued that humankind is homogeneous by its nature, and only
peoples, who is found at different stages of cultural development and
while living apart from each other, create appropriate means for
realization of cultural needs. The rapprochement of peoples, the
intensification of contacts between them, the exchange of cultural
heritage determines the commonality of cultural values and the
assimilation of them by humanity. The basic idea of evolutionism for
the straightforwardness of social progress implies a compulsory
requirement for every nation to go through all stages of cultural
development.

The historical method during the XIX century was supplemented
by antievolutionary (cyclical) model of the development of culture
creation, in which the history of the development of culture is
considered as the history of the coexistence of local, independent
from each other, sociocultural types. In the work “Russia and
Europe” M. Danilevsky (1822-1885) sets out a typology of culture -
the doctrine of the differences of cultural types. In world cultural
history, he identified ten distinctive types of cultures: Egyptian,
Indian, Iranian, Chinese, Chaldean, Greek, Roman, Arabic, Romano-
Germanic, American-Peruvian (as “dubious” type).The scientist
predicted the formation of the eleventh type - the Slavic, in which he
had high hopes: “... Based on the analysis of the most significant
general results of the activities of previous cultural-historical types, -
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wrote M. Danilevsky, - and comparing them ... we can cherish the
hope that the Slavic cultural-historical type can for the first time
present a synthesis of all aspects of cultural activity ... aspects which
were developed by its predecessors on a historical field alone, or far
from being fully combined” (Janunesckwuii, 2004, c. 138).

According to M. Danilevsky, the source of every culture is the
ability of the nation to realize their “vital forces”, and its originality
is based on the peculiarities of the soul of the people. Relations
between peoples are unable to change either the soul or the national
characteristics of the people. Therefore, in opposition to
Eurocentrism, he emphasized that progress could not be considered
as an exclusive privilege of the West or Europe, and that stagnation
could only be identified with the East or Asia. Each cultural and
historical type, emerging from "ethnographic material", enters a
period of development and prosperity, after which it declines and
dies, so that the nation that are in a stage of decline can no longer be
saved by anything. Having spent its cultural potential, noted the
scientist, humanity is moving to civilization. Thus, the evolution
(monolineness) of culture M. Danilevsky replaced by the
polylinearity of its development. These methodological ideas in the
XX century were rethought by O. Spengler and A.Toynbee.

Gradually, a different direction of critical attitude toward the
evolutionary method developed in the research environment. The
foreground is the analysis of the causal-functional relationships and
conditions of the emergence of cultures, as well as their
conditionality by various factors.

The leading method in cultural studies is the functional method,
which has contained provisions that are still relevant at the present
stage of the study of culture creation processes, in particular, the
provisions about three dimensions of the cultural process and their
functional relationship.“The cultural process .., — wrote
B. Malinovsky (1884-1942), — always envisages the existence of
people connected to one another by certain relationships, that is, in a
certain way organized, in a certain way, turning to artifacts and to
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each other through language assistance, or any other kind of
symbolism. Artifacts, organized groups and symbolism reveal three
closely related dimensions of the cultural process” (ManuHOBCKHH,
2004, c. 89). In “The Scientific Theory of Culture” B. Malinowski
laid the understanding of culture as a product and process, as mean of
achieving a goal, that is, instrumental or functional understanding.
The starting point of such a statement was the provision that all, even
at first glance, meaninglessness, phenomena and objects of spiritual
and material culture have their meaning, and most importantly, their
defined function. The scientist insisted on bridging the gap between
theoretical ideas about culture and accumulated empirical concrete
material, called for creation of a unified synthesized theoretical idea
of culture, to form a unified scientific theory. It is also about
overcoming disagreements in nomothetic and ideographic
disciplines.

B. Malinowski divided the vital needs of mankind into three
groups. Primary need is a continuation of the species. A kind of
"cultural responses" to them were the emergence of the tribal
community, the development of knowledge, education and living and
menage conditions. Derivative needs were directed to the
manufacture and improvement of tools of production, which resulted
in the development of economic relations and a general culture of
menage. Integrative needs were manifested in the political
organization of public relations.

Generally speaking, a functional methodology for the study of
culture creation processes (also called anthropological), this
methodology has prospects for development today, because
E. Tylor's position about culture as a biological nature of man and its
direct adaptation to environmental conditions has not yet lost its
relevance. Cultural being includes a socio-cultural environment
integrated into the natural world, characterized by the dialectical
communication of micro- and macrocosms. And the problem of
adaptation of humanity to the current environmental conditions,
caused by the activity of humanity itself, can be implemented within
the framework of understanding the functional connection between
14
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them through the paradigm of cultural being. According to our point
of view, the most productive construct of this kind of comprehension
is the development of a humanistic model of cultural being that
manifests itself in relation to the Other as a value, where the Other is
not only nature but also culture and personality. These conceptual
approaches were outlined in the works of B. Malinowski, as well as
K. Levy-Strauss, A. Kreber, and others.

The essence of these conceptual approaches to the study of
culture creation processes can be reduced to the inseparable
connection of culture with the vital needs of mankind. Applying the
method of systematic analysis, the anthropological concept of
cultural formation was kept up by A. Creber, supplementing it with
the theory of styles of fundamental forms of culture. He proved that
style is inherent in all great cultures and their basic forms (not only
art, but also science, ideology, morality, consciousness, way of life,
etc.). According to the scientist, the bearers who determine the style
of an era or civilization are brilliant persons who make a significant
contribution to the development of any branch of culture. He
generalized different styles of local cultures and formulated the
concept of styles of common to all mankind civilization. On this
basis, we can talk about styles of cultural being, which mark one or
another model of culture.

Ethnopsychological method of research consists in identifying
the ethnic and national identity of culture creation processes, based
on the analysis of psychological factors of awareness of a particular
people or nation of a number of historical, economic, political and
other factors of formation and development of culture. This method
involves a “mental” analysis, which in the Ukrainian tradition has
been developed in historical (M. Dragomanov, M. Kostomarov,
I. Krypiakevich) and modern (O. Zabuzhko, Y. Lipa) dimensions.

The systematic method of research was proposed by Leslie
White, who shared the views of evolutionism and proceeded from the
need to create a new methodology that could systematize the
diversity of culture creation processes accumulated and
simultaneously scattered across different fields of social and

15
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humanitarian knowledge. As the Ukrainian researcher M.S. Konoch
noted, in the concept of L. White, an important place belongs to the
concept of “evolution”, which he associated with a special
methodological approach to the consideration of cultural phenomena
in the system of spatio-temporal coordinates. The latter means that
the assignment of cultural values to a temporal coordinate implies a
historical consideration of cultural phenomena. Assigning cultural
values to spatial coordinates implies the study of repetitive processes
in the culture of a particular people (Konox, 2004, c. 160).

Being aware of the diversity of methods of study of cultural
processes and their contradictions, L. White proposed a methodology
that is an original combination of different methods and is based on
the principle of correspondence: time process - the chronological
sequence of separate events that study history; formal process -
phenomena in timeless structural and functional aspects that give the
opportunity to verification of the structure and functions of culture,
and formal-temporal process that corresponds to the representation
of the temporal sequence of forms.

These processes should be considered through the prism of
culture creation and explored, according to L. White, using historical,
functional and evolutionary methods. Thus, the researcher laid the
important methodological foundations of cultural studies, which are
based on a complex combination of traditional methods: universal
(functional and evolutionary) and general scientific (historical),
which form a special (systematic) methodology for the study of
cultural processes.

According to our point of view, the systematic method
summarizes the development of methodologies that we position as
traditional or classical. However, the restriction on classical
methodologies is of course inappropriate. The systematic method is
the logical conclusion of these methodologies.

Conclusions from this study and prospects for further
exploration in this direction. Thus, the methods of analysis of culture
creation, which have long become traditional, as was seen from the
above material, did not lose their relevance and even retained their
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own heuristic potential in modern conditions. The historical method
makes it possible to consider culture creation as being historical,
when cultural and historical processes appear in all their unity and
interdependence. The dialectical method makes it possible to
consider culture creation in the dynamics of worldview traditions and
cultural practices and to avoid their vulgarized and dogmatized
interpretation. The use of the evolutionary method makes it possible
to point out that there are not many cultural and historical types, but
there may be many types of culture and they may have relevant
national specificities: ethnic, regional, etc., wherein each type of
culture being predetermined by a specific type of culture creation.
Functional method, due to the successful synthesis of sociological
and psychological methods of research makes it possible to identify
functional, such as stylistic, dynamics of culture creation.

The systematic method acts as a basic methodology that allows
to combine traditional methodologies with one another and to act as a
“methodological platform” for combining traditional methods with
modern methods, that may have different forms of expression which
depend on contextual application to specific culture creation issues.
We plan to dwell on the current methods of research of culture
creation and the definition of "priority" methods in the next
publication.
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OHTOJIOTIYHUH CTaTyC KyJIbTYpOTBOPYOCTI JIOJAWHU Ta JAIEKO HE B
MOBHIN Mipi BUKOPUCTOBYIOTH Ta XapaKTEPU3YIOTh METOIOJIOTIUHI i
30KpeMa, TpaauIliiiHi MEeTOaM JOCTiLKeHHs. BoaHouac Mojaens
KyJBTYpOTBOPYOTO MPU3HAYEHHS JIIOJUHH € HAaHOUThII e(EeKTHBHOIO
dbopMoI0 B3aEMOJIIT €THOCIB 1 HaIii B emoxy rioOamizamii, KoJn
IHmuit (mronmHa, pUpoa, Halis, KyIbTypa) IMOCTA€ SIK aBTEHTUYHA
IiHHICTH. [IpakTUYHICTH I11i€i MOJeNi MmoJsirae y TUIeKaHHI Haail Ha
BIDKMBAHHS JIIOJCTBA B HAaWOMMKYMK Ta CEpeaHbOCTPOKOBIH

MEPCIEKTHBI.
ABTOp 3BEpPTAETHCS 10 aHANI3Yy ICTOPHUYHOTO, AIANIEKTUYHOTO,
€BOJTIOIIIHOTO, (G YHKIIOHATBHOTO, €THOIICUXOJIOTYHOTO,

JOCITI/DKEHHST KYJIbTYpOTBOPYOi aKTHBHOCTI JIIOJUHH. 3BEPTAETHCS
yBara Ha BXKJIMBICTh 3aCTOCYBAaHHS CHUCTEMHOTO METONY, SKHA
MOXKHA PpO3TJISIaTH B SKOCTI MIACYMKY BKa3aHHMX TpaAWIIHHUX
MeToaiB. MeTa cTaTTi BHIUIMBAE 3 HEAOCTATHBOI PO3POOIIEHOCTI
npoOJeMH METOAOJOTIi KyJIbTYPOTBOPYOCTI JIIOJMHH B YMOBax
rio0ainizarii Ta moJsrae y BU3BHa4eHHI OCHOBHUX PUC TPAIUIIHHOTO
METOJIOJIOTIYHOTO amapary KyJIbTypOTBOPUOCTi. AJKE PO3KPHTTS
Horo IHHOBAIIIHHOTO TOTEHIIAly B CYYacCHUX YMOBax 3abesreuye
TiaJleKTHYHE PO3YMIHHS KYyJBTYPHUX IIPOLIECIB Ta MOXE CTaTH
METOJIOJIOTIYHOI0O OCHOBOIO PO3YMIHHS Cy4YacCHHX METOJIB Ta
METO/IOJIOTIH SIK MMOETHAHHS [UX METO/IIB, 800, MTPHHAWMHI, ACIKUX 13
HUX.

Tpaauuiiini MeToaM IOCTIHKEHHS BHUKOHYIOTH HE OJHAKOBY
pONb Yy BUBYEHHI NPOOJIEMH KYIbTYPOTBOPUOCTI JIIOJUHH, TOMY
OJIHAM 13 BaXJIMBUX 3aBJlaHb MYOJIKaIlii € BUSBJICHHS, aHATI3 Ta
3aCTOCYBaHHS HAWOUIBII  «IPOJYKTUBHHUX» Ta «E()EKTUBHUX»
METO/IB 1 METOHOJIOT I npu JMOCIIDKeHHI  TIpoOiIeMu
KyJBTYpOTBOPYOi JUHAMIKH PO3BUTKY CYy4acHOI JIOAWHHU. Takox
BAOXJIMBUM  3aBIaHHSAM € Bepudikamis igei mnpo Te, MO0
KYJBTYpOTBOPYICTh SK IpoOjeMa HAyKOBOTO JHUCKYpPCY HE € CYyTO
KyJBTYpOJIOTIYHOIO TpoOJIeMOl0, OJHAK I imess Ha0yBa€ HOBOTO
CMHUCIIOBOTO  HANOBHEHHs y 0Oe3nocepeHbOMY 3B SI3KY 3
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dimocodiero, mo  BUABIAETHCI <~ HAa  (pyHIAMEHTAILHOMY,
METOJI0JIOTTYHOMY PiBHI.

Hanpukinmi ctarti poOUTHCS BUCHOBOK IPO TEPCIIEKTUBHICTD
3aCTOCYBAaHHSI IUX METOMIB y TO€IHAHHI 3 Cy4YaCHUMH METOJaMH 1
MeTonoJorisMu. HarosomryeTbcss Ha HEOOXITHOCTI BHPOOIECHHS
METOJIOJIOTIYHOTO «MEXaHi3My» IIbOTO TO€IHAHHS. BusBIeHO, IO
CHCTEMHHMI METOJl BHUCTyNae B poJii 0a30BOI METOJMOJIOTIl, sKa
J03BOJISIE TIOETHATH TPAAMINIKHI METOJOJNOTIT MDK COo00 Ta
BUCTYIIHUTH  «METOJOJOTTYHMM  MaWJaHYMKOM»  TO€JHAHHA
TPaIUIIHHUX METOJIIB 3 Cy4aCHUMH METOJIaMH, III0 MOK€E MaTH Pi3Hi
dbopMH  BHpPaXKCHHS, SKi 3aJeXaTh Bil KOHTEKCTYAJIBHOTO
3aCTOCYBAHHS 11010 KOHKPETHOT KYJIbTYPOTBOPUOi MPOOIEMATHKH.

Knouosi  crosa: KyabTypOTBOPYICTh; METOJ;  ICTOPUYHHIA,
TiaeKTHYHUH; €BOJTIOLIIITHUIA; (GyHKIIOHATTEHU,
€THOIICHXOJIOTTYHUM; CHCTEMHHI
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METOAOJIOTUA KYJbTYPOTBOPYECTBA

B cratbe TeopeTMUECKH OCMBICISIOTCS pOJIb U 3HAUYECHHE
TpaJUuLIUOHHBIX TEOPETUKO-METOJ0JIOTNUECKUX MO/IX0JI0B
¢mnocopuu B pemeHnn mpoodaeMsl KyIbTypoTBOpuecTBa. OTMEUEHO,
YTO MMEIOIIMECS UCCIEIOBaHMs HE B  JIOCTaTOYHOM  Mepe
pPacKpbIBalOT ~ OHTOJIOTMYECKUH  CTaTyC  KyJbTYpPOTBOPYECTBA
4yeloBeKa W JAJeKO HE B IIOJHOM Mepe MHCIOJb3yIT U
XapaKTEepPU3yIOT METOJ0JIOTMYECKNE U B YACTHOCTH, TPaJULMOHHbIE
MEeTO/Abl  HcciaedoBaHMs. B TO ke  BpemMs  Mojenb
KYJIbTYPOTBOPUECKOTO Ha3HA4YCHHs 4eJOBEKa sBIsEeTCs Hanboliee
s dekTuBHON (PopMON B3aUMOJICHCTBUS STHOCOB M HAIMHA B ITIOXY
riobanu3anuu, korjaa Jpyroit (4enoBek, Ipupoia, Halus, KyiabTypa)
BBICTYIIA€T KaK ayT€HTHYHas LEHHOCTb. [IpakTHYHOCTB ATOM MOenH
3aKJIFOYAETCS] B BOCIIMTAHUU HAJEXK/Ibl HA BHKMBAHUE YEJIOBEUECTBA
B OymKaiiiel u CpeJHECPOYHOM MEPCIEKTUBE.

ABTOpBI oOpararoTcs K aHaJIu3y  HUCTOPUYECKOTO,
TUAJIEKTUYECKOTO, HBOJIIOLIMOHHOTO, (yHKIMOHATBLHOTO,
ATHOTICUXOJIOTUYECKOTO MCCJIEJIOBAHMUS KyJIbTYpPOTBOPYECKOM
aKTUBHOCTH 4yenoBeka. QOOpaiaercs BHMMaHHE HAa BaXXHOCTb
MIPUMEHEHHSI CUICTEMHOT'O METO0/1a, KOTOPbI MOKHO paccMaTpUBaTh
B KauecTBe 0000Iat0IEero Uil YKa3aHHbIX TPAJAUIIMOHHBIX METO/IOB.
Ilenp craTtpu cienyeT W3 HEAOCTAaTOYHOM  pa3pabOTaHHOCTH
po0IeMbl METOI0JIOTUHU KYJIbTYpPOTBOPUYECTBA YEIOBEKA B YCIOBUAX
r00anM3alud U 3aKII0YaeTcsd B ONPEJCIIEHUHM OCHOBHBIX YEpT
TpaJUuLInOHHOTO METOJI0JIOTUYECKOTO anmnapara
KyJIbTYpOTBOpUeCTBa. Benp packpelTHe €ro WHHOBAIIMOHHOTO
MOTeHlIMajga B COBPEMEHHBIX  YCJIOBHSX oOecrieynBaeT
JUAIEKTUYECKOE IOHUMAHUE KYJIbTYPHBIX IPOIIECCOB U MOKET CTaTh
METOJIOJIOTHYECKONM OCHOBOM MOHUMAHUSI COBPEMEHHBIX METOJOB U
METOJIOJIOTHM KaK COYETaHUs ITUX METOJIOB, WJIH, [0 KpaHEl Mepe,
HEKOTOPBIX U3 HUX.

TpaguIMOHHBIE METOABI  HCCIEJOBAaHUS  BBINOJHAIOT  HE
OJIMHAKOBYIO POJb B M3YyYEHHUU TMPOOJIIEMBI KyJIbTYpPOTBOPYECTBA
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YeJI0BeKa, MOTOMY OJIHOW M3 Ba)KHBIX 3a/1a4 MyOIMKALUHU SIBIIAETCS
BBISIBJICHHE, aHAIM3 U NMPHUMEHEHHE HamOoJiee «IPOJYyKTUBHBIX» H
«3((HEeKTHUBHBIX» METOJOB M METOJOJIOTHA TPH UCCIEAOBAHUN
poOIeMbl KYJIbTYpPOTBOPUYECKOM JMHAMHUKHU pa3BUTHSA
COBPEMEHHOTO 4YeJjoBeKa. Takke BaXHOM 3amadyedl  SBIAETCS
BepH(UKALUS UIEH O TOM, YTO KyJbTYpPOTBOPYECTBO Kak rpodiema
HAay4yHOTO JUCKypca HE€ SBISETCS YHCTO KYyJIbTYpPOJIOTMUYECKOU
npoOJieMol, OJHAKO 3Ta U MNPUOOPETAET HOBOE CMBICIOBOE
HaTOJJHEHWE B HEMOCPEICTBEHHOH CBA3M ¢ (¢uiocopueit, d9to
MpOosIBIIIETCS HA PYHAAMEHTaIbHOM, METOI0JIOTHYECKOM YPOBHE.

B koHme cratbu JenaeTcsi BBIBOJ O EPCIEKTHUBHOCTHU
MPUMEHEHHUsS] ATHUX METOJOB B COYETAaHMH C COBPEMEHHBIMU
MeTofaMu U Meroponorusmu. IlomuepkuBaercs HEOOXOAUMOCTh
BBIPA0OOTKU METOJIOJIOTUYECKOTO «MEXaHNU3Ma» ATOr0 O0ObEINHEHUS.
BEIsSIBIEHO, YTO CHCTEMHBIM METOJ BBICTYNIA€T B pOJIM 0a30BOM
METO/IOJIOTMH, KOTOpas IO3BOJIIET COBMECTUTh TpPaJULMOHHbIE
METOJ/IOJIOTUH MEXAY CcO00M M BBICTYIUTh «METOJOJOTHYECKUM
IUIOUIA/IKOM» COYETaHUs! TPaJULIMOHHBIX METOJIOB C COBPEMEHHBIMH,
9YTO MOYKET UMETh pa3Hble (JOPMBI BBIPAKEHHUS, KOTOPHIE 3aBUCAT OT
KOHTEKCTYyaJbHOTO IPUMEHEHHMs] B OTHOIIEHWHM KOHKPETHOM
KYJIbTYPOTBOPUYECKOM MPOOIEMATUKH.

Knrouegvie cnosa: KynbTypOTBOPUYECTBO; METOJI; UICTOPUUECKHUIA;
JTUATIEKTUYECKUN; SBOJIIOLIMOHHBIN; (GyHKIMOHATBHBIN;
ATHOIICUXOJIOTMYCCKUM; CHCTEMHBIN
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