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BEnp B uctopuu / THING IN HISTORY

[TapangokcanbHBIM 00pa3oM, BEIIb B )KU3HU U BEILlb B UCTOPUH — 3TO JIBE COBEPILIEHHO pa3-
HBIC BeI. Ba)XKHOCTH IepBOIi HE TOBKO HIUKEM HE OTPHUIIASTCsI, HO U IMTPEKPACHO OCO3HACTCA.
Bce moHnMarot, uto 6e3 1 BHE Bellel )KHUTh Hellb3st. Co BTOPOH ke, Kak MPaBUilo, CUTYaIHs
JIUaMeTpaIbHO MTPOTUBOMNOIOKHASA. Mbl 3HaeM (WJIM HHTYUTUBHO YYBCTBYEM ), UTO BCE UCTO-
pHUYECKre COOBITUS W SIBICHHS Pa3BOPAYNBAIKCH M IIPOUCXOIMIN Ha (DOHE M B KOHTEKCTE
OTIpeNIeJICHHOTO BEITHOTO KoMIIIekca. Ho cam 3TOT KoMIIIeKke — MUp BeIiel mpoIuioro —
B JIy4IlIeM CiTydae MpUBJIeKaeT BHUMaHUE WM KaK TeaTpasibHas AeKopanus («IOMaIIHUi ObIT
PYCCKUX [apei/Iapuin 1 Mpod.) FJIH Kak 00J1acTh HayYHBIX HHTEPECOB CIEIHAaTN3HPOBAHHOTO
HCCTIEIOBATENBECKOTO COO0IIEeCTBa — apXEOJIOTOB, STHOTPa(d OB, NCCIE0OBATENEH MaTepHaIb-
HOM KyJibTYphl. TO, 4TO JeNaroT 01, B UTOTE, OKAa3bIBACTCS HUKAK HE CBSI3aHHBIM C TEM,
YTO JEJNAIOT BEIlH, T.K. BELIH, COOCTBEHHO, HUYETO U HE JIETAFOT — 3TO OAWH U3 IIEHTPAITHBIX
MOCTYJIaTOB KapTE€3MaHCTBA, BIUIOTH IO CAMOTO HETAaBHETO BPEMEHH OCTaBABIIHICS 0a3HCcOM
HOBOEBPOIEHCKOM KapTHHBI MUPA U KapThl €r0 OCMBICIICHHSI.

CoBpeMeHHast CUTYaI¥sl IPUHOCUT CYIIECTBEHHBIC M3MEHCHHS B TAKOE TIOHMMAHHE POJIH
¥ MECTa BEIIH B KHU3HU JIIOJICH U B X HCTOPUH. AKTOPHO-CETEBast TEOPHsI, 00bEKTHO-OPHUCH-
TUPOBAaHHAL OHTOJIOT' M, HOBBIU MaTepuaIn3m, TCOpusd accaMOJIsKa — BCE DTH BIHATENIbHEIE
HAIPaBICHHUS MBICIIH IIPEIIaraloT IPUHIUITHATHHO HHAYE B3TIITHYTh HA BEIU U MIPU3HAIOT
32 HIMH OTIPENICICHHYIO areHTUBHOCTH, CYOBEKTHOCTB, IIPEXK/IE OCTABABIIYIOCS IIpepora-
TUBOU OJHOI'O JIMIIb YCJIOBCKA. Takue napaaurMajbHbIC U3SMCHCHU CHOCO6CTBy[OT U TOMY,
9TO B COBPEMEHHOH HCTOpHOTrpaduu ¢ HOBOH CHIION MOJHUMAETCS HHTEpEC K mpoliiemMe
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«BeMb B ucTopum». CTaTteH, COOpaHHBIC B JAHHON pyOpHKE, HE HCUEPIIBIBAIOT BCETO MHOTO-
00pa3ust MOX0I0B K aHAIN3Y MPOOIeMbl, HO HAMEYAIOT HEKOTOPbIE IyTH, KOTOPhIE MOTYT
OBITH MTOJIC3HBI 151 O0JIee IPUCTANBHOM peduieKkcuu Borpoca. Penakius npuriamaeT K mpo-
JIOJDKEHHIO JTIUCKYCCHHU B CJIEIIYIOIIIUX HOMEpaXx.

* ok %k

Paradoxically, the thing in everyday life and the thing in history are two completely
different things. Nobody denies the importance of the former. It is clearly impossible to live
without things. As for the latter, the situation is the opposite. We know (or sense by intuition)
that all historical events developed against the background and in the context of a certain
complex of things. However, this complex — the world of the things of the past — attracts
our attention at best as theatrical scenery (e.g., “domestic life of Russian tsars and tsarinas”)
or as a research area of specialist communities — archeologists, ethnographers and students of
artefacts. What people do is in no way related to what things do, since things do nothing — that
is one the central postulates of Cartesianism, which until recently was the basis of the modern
European view and understanding of the world.

In the contemporary world, the role and place of a thing in people’s life and history have
essentially changed. Actor-network theory, object-oriented ontology, new materialism,
assemblage theory — all these influential trends of thought suggest reconsidering things
and acknowledging their agency, which used to be only a human being’s prerogative.Such
paradigm changes have led to a new rise of interest for the problem of “the thing in history”
in contemporary historiography. The papers in this section do not cover all the approaches to
the problem but outline some potentially useful ways for a closer consideration of the issue.
The editorial staff welcomes you to continue the discussion in the subsequent publications.
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