
Picture of Socio-Historical Reality (Neoclassical Reading Format) 

Stepanov A. G. 1 
Department of philosophy, sociology and pedagogy, faculty of management and social technologies, 

Chuvash state university, Prospect Moskovsky, 15, Cheboksary, Russia 

stalex73@bk.ru 

Keywords:  Picture of socio-historical reality, Cognition, The ethos of science, Neoclassicism, Rationalism, Paradigm. 
 

Abstract:  The milestone of the 20th-21st centuries in public disciplines was the period of another revision of views on 

the concepts of reading the space of social history. The new situation could not but affect the assessments of 

the conditions for the formation of the picture of socio-historical reality. The postmodern approach of 

mastering the social past, on the one hand, provided new opportunities for reading man and society, on the 

other, caused the dismantling of the picture of history as a certain integrity and the transformation of historical 

narrative into a set of narrative interpretations. Overcoming the negative evolution of historical knowledge 

initiated by the concepts of postmodernism is possible within the framework of the neoclassical model of 

cognition. The basis of the declared model is the concept of organic synthesis of a complex of scientific 

institutions with axiological priorities of social culture as a whole. The neoclassical model assumes a 

dichotomous style of mastering historical, which opens up new prospects for the representation of history.

1 INTRODUCTION 

Issues related to the organization of cognitive activity 

are among the main problems of existential 

mechanisms of mastering being. The theoretical 

result of mastering reality is the reflection of its 

physical, biological, technical and social 

characteristics in the overall picture of the world. 

Issues related to the organization of the picture of 

social existence invariably arouse the deep interest of 

the scientific community as a whole and have a wide 

public resonance.  

The philosophical and epistemological view of 

knowledge is the main way to master the essence of 

social existence, the meanings of its development, 

methods of reproduction, and assessments of the 

results obtained. The history of analysis of the 

mechanisms of social evolution originates in the 

philosophical programs of Antiquity and the Middle 

Ages. Attempts to explain the social sphere through 

the extrapolation of a transcendent entity to the world 

of a given existing one are traced here. The attributive 

symbol of the picture of social history in Antiquity 

(the cycle will be replaced by the next cycle), and the 

Middle Ages (from God to God, in fact, the same 
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cycle) was a circle (sphere), symbolizing the 

completed integrity of the historical process. The 

picture of history is a series of events that have 

external differences, but are identical to each other in 

essence. Historical narratives were a format of 

mythopoietic interpretation of the past. The content of 

the picture of history is determined by the format of 

the religious-ethical paradigm. In fact, historians of 

the ancient medieval period were primarily moralists 

who find certain moral meanings in history. 

 During the restoration of rationality as a platform 

for cognitive activity (Renaissance, New Time, 

Enlightenment), the formation of the picture of 

history was associated with the awareness of science 

as the most effective tool for mastering all spheres of 

reality. At the same time, the basic parameters of 

classical science did not allow ensuring the inclusion 

of social history in the content of the scientific picture 

of the world. G. Galileo noted that gaining reliable 

knowledge in the sciences of society, «where there is 

neither true nor false, is impossible», since they 

obviously depend on the «subtlety of the mind, 

oratory eloquence, writing experience» of the subject.  

The noted trend does not lose its relevance in the 

concepts of German classical philosophy. I. Kant, 



giving history teleological significance, doubted the 

possibility of history as a science: «man, being a 

carrier of spiritual principle and freedom, goes 

beyond the world of phenomena subject to a causal 

pattern...» (Antipov, 2017). G. Hegel identifies the 

following types of reading of the social past - "initial 

history," "reflective history," "philosophical history." 

The first two versions justify the impossibility of 

creating an objective picture of historical reality. 
"Initial history" is a system of messages compiled by 

direct participants in the events under consideration, 

due to which the content of the picture of history 

turned out to be personally subjective. "Reflective 

stories" expresses not so much the content of the 

historical process as the place of historical events in 

the organization of the present. 

The "original" and "reflexive" stories were 

contrasted with "philosophical history," defined by 

G.F. Hegel as a «thinking consideration of history» 

(Hegel, 1993). Philosophically understood history is 

a complex of awareness by the world mind of the 

stages of its own deployment, manifested in the 

formation of man, society and the state. Thus, the 

picture of historical reality becomes a statement of 

certain potentials of intellectual reflection, and not a 

reflection of the real content of social changes. 

The next stage in the development of scientific 

culture is associated with the formation of a non-

classical picture of the world, in which a view of 

reality as a complex structure has been established, 

each unit of which is distinguished by the specifics of 

its qualities and properties, their principles of 

organization and functioning are not reduced to each 

other. The non-classical concept of the historical 

picture was based on the principles of correlation of 

forms of scientific reflection and the desire to 

establish more specific elements of the development 

of social community. Expanding the subject of social 

and humanitarian reflection, highlighting the 

constructivist interpretation as a basic tool for 

historical reconstruction have formed new prospects 

for organizing a picture of history. 

2 RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 

The theoretical and methodological hypothesis is due 

to the content of the object-subject component of the 

study, which includes in its space the problem of the 

neoclassical approach as a tool for organizing the 

picture of socio-historical reality. The article 

implements the principles of comparative analysis of 

the cognitive foundations of historical knowledge, its 

logical prerequisites and epistemological procedures. 

The author considers historical knowledge as a 

system, the dynamics of which depends on 

quantitative and qualitative changes occurring both 

within it and in more general systems of knowledge 

(specifically scientific, philosophical, etc.). 

3 RESEARCH RESULTS 

The post-classical concept of building a scientific 

picture postulates the format of reality as a system of 

development of which is associated with the synthesis 

of opposite trends: paradigmality with 

multivariability, nonlinearity with linearity, 

divergence with convergence, ordering with 

chaotism, diversity with homogenization. A specific 

form of organization of the post-classical model is the 

neoclassical program of historical research, which 

claims to create «a flexible system of prerequisites 

and points of view, which, without removing and 

simplifying all the complexity and multiplicity of 

reality, could serve as a mediating link that unites and 

clarifies historical diversity» (Lubsky, 2004). 

The essence of the neoclassical approach is 

defined in the principles postulating the necessary 

connection between the antinomic phenomena of 

realism and nominalism, theoretical concept and 

factual knowledge, historical reality and methods of 

its reflection. It is not so much about the formal 

summation of the methods of mastering historical, but 

about the creation of a methodological complex that 

accumulates the resources of objective and subjective 

parameters of reflecting historical reality, casuality 

and causality, providing «freedom of flight of thought 

and increasing the chances of finding... the best 

solution to the problem» (Alexandrova, Akhtyamova, 

2019). 

The meaning of neoclassics is to create an image 

of that history, in which the ideas about historical 

reality turned out to be as close as possible to the 

properties and qualities of reality itself. 

Neoclassicism characterizes the desire for truth as an 

attribute of scientific research, which implies the 

organization of essentially objective knowledge in the 

form of intersubjectivity. The organization of the 

picture of socio-historical reality is based on the 

assumption of historical truth as a natural condition 

for the formation of historical knowledge: «No matter 

how much they criticize Ranke's formula "wie es 

eigentlich gewesen war", no matter how much they 

argue about the unattainability of absolute truth, it 

remains an axiom: «If you are not looking for truth, 

then you are not engaged in science» (Mosionnik, 

2012). This implies not only the development of the 



object of historical knowledge in itself, but also the 

detailed reflection of the ethos of scientific activity as 

a whole. This circumstance allows us to characterize 

the picture of social history as the embodiment of the 

culture of cognitive-axiological activity. The need to 

"combine cognitive and value parameters" is 

becoming clearer not only in natural science: the 

"objective" study of history should be combined with 

the method of studying it "from the inside" (Stepin, 

2003). Historical knowledge is considered as a 

special formula for scientific reflection, due to the 

state of culture, its axiological and worldview 

attitudes. 

The formation of the picture of historical reality 

must be associated with the explication of the 

fundamental values of science and values of a non-

scientific nature, which implies the inclusion of 

axiological factors in the argument of truth. Historical 

knowledge, determined by cultural orientations, 

begins to be interpreted as a special part of being: 

"Real and ideal are two forms of the existence of the 

same things" (Kulkov, 2005). 

The sociocultural paradigm acts as a determinant 

of the relationship between the subject and the object 

of socio-historical reflection [Stepanov, 2011). The 

determination of the subject by the qualities of 

cultural priorities is «a general pattern that acts both 

in the formation and development of the 

gnoseological complex» (Kolevatov, 1984).  

Having discovered an artifact of social history, the 

historian is unable to give its characteristic outside the 

value system he has learned (Windelbandt, 1995). 

Mastering the event, the subject unknowingly 

distinguishes it from the environment in which it was 

originally located, and at the same time transfers it to 

the content of its own priority system. The conversion 

of «consciousness to the outside world dominates to 

such an extent that we do not report on the internal 

motivational and personal determinants of the 

cognitive process. Real motives can be hidden not 

only from outsiders, but also from oneself» 

(Kuznetsov, 2006). The real parameters of the 

phenomenon are replaced by the format of 

objectification of social needs, and the complex of 

relations between the phenomena of history is formed 

by the priorities of socio-cultural orientations of the 

subject. Objectivity in this case becomes a 

consequence of the ordering function of 

consciousness, aimed at organizing stable certainty. 

This position was clearly expressed by F. Engels: 

«All our theoretical thinking is dominated with 

absolute force by the fact that our subjective thinking 

and the objective world are subject to the same laws 

and that therefore they cannot contradict each other in 

their results, but must agree among themselves» 

(Engels, 1982). 

4 DISCUSSION OF RESULTS 

The interpretation format compiled the content of a 

postmodern type of historical knowledge and formed 

a number of epistemological consequences: firstly, 

the pluralism of the choice of angles for analyzing the 

object of study; secondly, the arbitrariness of forms 

of organization of knowledge; thirdly, tolerance to 

non-scientific methods of cognition (recognition of 

the equivalence of scientific and unscientific 

approaches). The significance of methodological 

techniques in postmodernism is determined by their 

ability to evoke a new background of the "vision" of 

a historical event (Rorty, 1996).  
Within the framework of the postmodern 

paradigm, a complete understanding of historical is 

replaced by the ideology of an individual, the subject 

of historical reflection is scattered, history appears as 

a kaleidoscope of alternative realities, knowledge is 

positioned in the context of forms of subjectivity of 

the subject. The subject gains the opportunity not only 

to select the view of reading reality, but also to 

independently set the parameters of its formation. 

The postmodern paradigm in the field of 

organizing the picture of history provided an 

opportunity to implement all options for increasing 

knowledge, which, along with positive aspects 

(involving new aspects of social life in the 

construction of the picture of history), caused a "blur" 

of professional standards and the loss of self-

sufficiency by historical science. This circumstance 

initiated the formation of information redundancy, the 

volume of which obviously exceeds the potential of 

its adaptation, as a result of which an endless chain of 

options for reading historical becomes possible 

(Goodman, 2001).. 

The subject of historical knowledge inevitably 

realized that the rules of dichotomy and pluralism 

postulated by postmodern culture are the necessary 

states of the process of constructing the concept of 

social history, characteristic of each stage of its 

organization. In practice, the picture of historical is 

organized within the framework of a specific research 

project with clear, obvious, indisputable parameters 

that form its certainty. The consequence of this state 

of affairs was the desire to form such a culture of the 

production of historical knowledge, which, «without 

imposing a priori restrictions on a possible number of 

legitimate interpretations, was able to put scattered 

fragments of knowledge into a genuine and coherent 



picture» (Lubsky 2004), in which the fragmentary 

mosaic of historical information would be overcome. 

In this sense, as V.S. Stepin notes, «a clear delineation 

of the concepts of" scientific picture of the world 

"and" picture of the world "has not been carried out» 

(Stepin, 2000). 

5 CONCLUSIONS 

Thus, the picture of socio-historical reality can be 

defined as a system of correlation between incoming 

information and the processes of its assimilation. 

Information signals are subjected to unconscious 

processing by the subject, communicate with the 

system of his knowledge and become part of his life 

world. 

The historical image, being a derivative of the 

level of historical reflection, is inevitably loaded with 

certain semantic meanings. The image combining 

semantic rationality and emotional-sensual 

experience is not identical to the object of study, but 

also inseparable from it. It is a "formal expediency" 

that ensures the preservation of the system (Kant, 

1966). There is a synthesis of the semantic level with 

a given level. Knowledge inevitably accumulates in 

itself not only private and specific, but also includes 

a preliminary prototype of reality in its status (present 

in consciousness before the involvement of a 

historical phenomenon in the focus of cognitive 

reflection and justified by the experience of the 

subject). There is not only a projection of the 

properties of reality into consciousness, but also a 

subjective in essence process of projecting theoretical 

constructs from the consciousness of the subject into 

the world of historical. 

The work of the mechanism for creating a picture 

of socio-historical reality is carried out both in the 

epistemological parameters of the activity of the 

subject, and due to the influence on its cognitive-

heuristic potential of cultural paradigms. The 

integration of paradigms of scientific theory and 

constants of sociocultural priorities constitutes the 

essence of the organization of the picture of historical 

reality. Ordering the complex of historical 

information in the parameters of the picture of social 

history, the neoclassical methodology forms the 

degree of adequacy of the cognizable necessary for 

the subject, which will not necessarily correspond to 

how history was implemented in reality, but at the 

same time fully meets the requirements of 

epistemology and the paradigm of social culture. 
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