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Abstract: The article reveals the specifics of the methodology for studying ethnic elements of culture. The nomological
paradigm of reflection of the socio-humanitarian sphere constituted the scientific status of ethno-cultural knowledge, at the
same time leveling the subjective aspects, created a unification of forms and content, which inevitably led to a distortion of its
actual parameters. As a tool for overcoming the imperfection of the classical principles of reflecting the phenomena of ethnic
culture, they proposed a method of mosaic reconstruction that allows us to identify the relationship between elements of
ethnic culture on the basis of common values. Mosaic reconstruction of ethnic culture reveals the logical relationship between
its elements, forms of manifestation, and the totality of prerequisites and grounds. In a general sense, the method of mosaic
reconstructions involves the following procedures, such as fixing specific ethnic elements of culture, creating a complex of
links of ethnocultural integrity, determining the principles of interaction of system elements with the external and internal
environment, applying the mechanism for restoring cultural integrity based on the principles of a cultural research program,
visualizing a holistic image ethnic culture. The methodology of mosaic reconstruction is based on the fact that culture is the
product of a social form of existence that expresses itself in the corresponding spheres of social activity, the restoration of
which in its entirety is a necessary condition for creating an exhaustive image of culture. The author comes to the conclusion
that mosaic reconstruction of ethnic culture reveals the logical relationship between its elements, forms of manifestation, and
the totality of prerequisites and grounds.
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Cneuunduka Mo3an4yHOro metToaa oTpakeHus
311eMEeHTOB 3THUYECKOW KYNbLTYpbl

Pe3rome: CtaTbs pacKkpbiBaeT cneunduky MeTogonornm NccnefoBaHns aTHUYECKUX SreMEHTOB KynbTypbl. Homonoru-
Yyeckas napagurma oTpaXKeHust CoLMoryMaHuTapHomn cdyepbl KOHCTUTYMPOBAra HayyHbI CTaTyC 3THOKYNBTYPHOIO 3HaHwus,
OOHOBPEMEHHO HMBENMpys CybbekTUBHbIE acnekTbl, mopoauna yHudukaumio opm 1 cogepKaHus, YTo Hen3bexxHo npu-
BENO K UCKaXEHWIO ee AeNCTBUTENbHBIX NapaMeTpoB. B kayecTBe MHCTPyMEHTa NPeodoneHns HECOBEPLLEHCTBA Knaccu-
YeCKMX NMPUHLMMNOB OTpaXKeHNs1 (PEHOMEHOB 3THUYECKOW KyNbTYpbl HAMU NPEAoXeH Memod MO3anYHOW PEKOHCTPYKLNK,
NO3BOMSIOLLMIA BbIABUTb 32aBMCMMOCTb MEXAY 3NeMeHTaMmn 3THUYECKOW KynbTypbl Ha 6a3e obLwmx ueHHocTen. MosanyHas
PEKOHCTPYKLMS STHUYECKOW KymbTYpbl NMO3BONSAET BbISIBUTH JTIOTMYECKYI0 3aBUCMMOCTb Mexay ee anemeHTamu, hopmamm
NPOSIBNEHUS, COBOKYMHOCTLIO NPEANOChINIOK M OCHOBaHWI. B o6LiemM cMbicrie MeToh MO3anyHbIX PEKOHCTPYKLMIA NPeano-
naraet BbINOMHEHUe cneayLwmnx npoueayp, Kak 3akpenneHne cneumduyecknx 3THUYECKMX aNeMeHTOB KynbTypbl, CO3Aa-
HVe KOMMNIIeKca 3BeHbEB 3THOKYMLTYPHOW LIENOCTHOCTU, onpedeneHre NpMHLUMNOB B3aMMOGENCTBUS 3NeMEHTOB CUCTEMBI
C BHELLHEW 1 BHYTPEHHEN cpenow, NPUMEHEHe MexaHn3Ma BOCCTaHOBIIEHUS KyNbTYPHOW LIENOCTHOCTM Ha OCHOBE MPUWH-
LMNOB KyNbTYPHOW MCClieqoBaTenbCKov NporpamMmMbl, BU3yanuaaums LenocTHOro obpasa aTHU4eckow KyneTypbl. MeTogo-
110rMs MO3anYHON PEKOHCTPYKLMM MCXOAUT U3 TOTO hakTa, YTo KynbTypa SBNAEeTCs MPOAYKTOM CoLMarnbsHOM hopMbl CyLie-
CTBOBaHWs, BbipaxatoLLen cebsi B COOTBETCTBYHOLLMX chepax OOLLECTBEHHON AeATENbHOCTU, BOCCTaHOBIIEHNE KOTOPOW B
LIeNnoCTHOCTY ABMNSIETCH HEOOX0AMMbBIM YCNOBMEM Af1S CO34aHNA UcHepnbiBatoLwero obpasa KynbsTypbl. ABTOP NPUXOANT K
861800y, YTO MO3anYHas PEKOHCTPYKLIMA ATHUHECKON KyrbTypbl MO3BOMSAET BbISBUTL MOMMYECKY0 3aBUCUMOCTb MEXAY ee
aneMeHTamu, opmMamMm NPOSIBIIEHMS, COBOKYMHOCTbIO MPEANOChINIOK M OCHOBAHWIA.

Knro4yesnble crioea: no3HaHne, METOAOMOIMS, METOL MO3anUyHOMN PEKOHCTPYKUUWN, 3THUYECKadA KyrbTypa, TeOpUA NO3HAHUA.
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KynbTypa. — 2020. — Ne 4 (5). — C. 17-19. DOI:10.31483/r-74998.

Introduction

The situation that developed at the turn of the XX-XIX
centuries in Russian social science refuted simplified ideas
about ethnic culture as a form of reflection of the values
of relict social technologies, forced to revise the usual
images of ethnicity and provided new opportunities for
implementing methodological approaches to solving issues
related to improving the theory and practice of studying
ethnic elements of culture. Methodological reflection in
the sphere of rational knowledge is due to the fact that
«epistemological practice is initially formed on the basis
of an established research tradition that has passed the
appropriate verification and falsification tests» [7, p. 18].
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The nomological paradigm of knowledge, seeking
to give the socio-humanitarian sphere in General and
ethnocultural knowledge in particular a strictly scientific
status, initially focused on the ideals, norms and principles
of natural science, defined as the universal basis of scientific
reflection. The nomological concept of the development of
ethno-cultural phenomena proceeds from the recognition
of the objective nature of socio-cultural reflection, which is
subject to the criteria and principles of scientific knowledge
in General [3, p. 195]. The consequence of reflecting culture
in institutions of the nomological approach is the leveling of
its subjective aspects, the unification of forms and content,
which inevitably leads to distortion of its actual parameters.
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The conceptual program of the methodology of cognition
of ethnic culture, defined as sociocentric, is characterized
by a critical attitude to the transfer of the ideals of scientific
natural science to the knowledge of culture and proceeds
from the specifics of the methodological complex of social
and humanitarian Sciences. The most important difference
between the sociocentric methodology of reflecting ethnic
culture is the recognition of the immanent inclusion of
the system of social values in the potential resources of
knowledge. French social psychologist, culturologist
Abraham Mole, one of the first to use the term «mosaic
culturey, writes: «knowledge is made up of scattered scraps
connected by simple, purely random relationships in the
time of assimilation, in the consonance or association of
ideas. These scraps do not form a structure, but they have
a cohesive force that does not have old logical connections
and gives the «knowledge screen» a certain density,
compactness, no less than that of the «tissue-like» screen
of humanitarian education» [4, p. 107]. It follows that the
knowledge of culture is focused on the comprehension of
axiological meanings, the development of which requires
methodological techniques that are absent in the baggage
of natural Sciences.

Discussion

The ethno-cultural sphere finds its expression in the
content of that part of reality that does not exist «outside
of human activity: it is produced and reproduced, one
might even say constructed by human activity» [5, p. 585].
Culture appears as an institution that is immanently linked
to any type of social activity, which is why it appears
as an absolute form of expression of the content side of
social technologies. In this sense, ethnic culture is the most
profound and natural form of social existence [2, p. 58]. The
specificity of cognition of the ethno-cultural sphere is the
fact that its content is a segment of reality that is immanently
realized through social existence, which, in turn, inevitably
raises the problem of correlation of axiological priorities
and, as a result, the conjugation of objective and subjective
aspects of reflection. The objective component is based
on the priorities of the biological properties of ethnicity —
the recognition of this phenomenon as the original,
objective quality. The subjective interpretation of ethnicity
proceeds from the fact that the property in question can be
consciously constructed within the framework of certain
public interests. «The culture of society immanently
includes value stereotypes that influence the mechanisms
of resolving the epistemological situation, which together
form the paradigm of knowledge» [1, p. 97].

At the same time, it is obvious that the stated approaches
demonstrate the limited prospects for involving ethnic
culture as an object of methodological reflection as an
exhaustive whole. «The subject a priori deals only with a set
of cultural phenomena that are associated with a set of issues
that allow achieving concrete results» [6, p. 55]. Thus, the
set of traditional methods of mastering ethnic culture in the
paradigms of socio-humanitarian methodology as a self-
sufficient epistemological subsystem does not demonstrate
the necessary degree of effectiveness in achieving the goals
of knowledge.
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Result

The problem field of ethnic culture as an object of
methodological reflection consists in a purposeful effort
to reflect its content in its actual parameters, in all the
richness and diversity of its causes, forms of datum,
value relations and relationships. The complexity of
solving these issues is due to the synthetic nature of ethnic
culture, which is expressed in the inseparable unity of the
phenomena of economic, political, social and spiritual
spheres of public life. In this perspective, the philosophical
level of ethno-cultural reflection becomes relevant, since
the sphere of being of philosophy is directly related to the
field of concepts, theoretical generalizations, principles,
categories, images.

The essence of ethnic culture as a phenomenon, initially
permeated with deep meanings of being, can be mastered in
the context of its definition as a «semantic reality», which
manifests itself through a system of cultural artifacts that
realize their existence as material phenomena. Expressing
its definiteness in the system of semantic reality, ethnic
culture canbe involved in the complex of cognitivereflection
through the methodology of metaphysical perception and
the potential for integral development of the object in all
the richness of its connections and relationships. This
circumstance implies the implementation of an approach
that reflects the multi-aspect manifestations of ethnic
culture while simultaneously demonstrating the unity of
the axiological platform and the integrity of the properties
of the phenomenon under consideration. As such a tool, it
is interesting to include the mosaic reconstruction method
in the research paradigm of ethnic culture analysis.

Conclusions

The mosaic method is a specific technology for
creating an image by attaching a certain fragment to a
common base that binds the structure, while each fragment
is located in its own strictly defined place, ensuring the
necessary integrity. Reconstruction is a prerequisite for
epistemological reflection, since it allows us to restore
the system of interaction of elements of ethnic culture
and is implemented in the unity of forms of sensory and
rational reflection with the dominant status of the latter.
Rationality correlates the results obtained and, through
establishing relationships between them, discovers new
things. Reconstruction is based on the reproduction of
forms, connections, relationships, stages of the emergence
of cultural phenomena as systemic entities. In itself, the
reconstruction of phenomena cannot be considered as
an independent methodology of cognition, since the
restoration system can include elements not only of ethnic
culture, but also divisions of ethnic culture that are not
included in the genotype of existential technologies of the
social organism. The method of reconstruction allows us
to restore images of culture in the context of axiological
meanings of being an ethnic community.

The essence of the method of mosaic reconstructions
is to fix the various forms of manifestation of cultural
principles as ideal images and, linking them with each
other, to construct a unified picture of the ethno-cultural
space. Mosaic reconstruction of the properties of ethnic
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culture ensures its existence as a transcendental one, which
provides an opportunity for creative interpretation of its
meanings, thereby helping to overcome the limitations of
methodological resources of highly specialized disciplines.
The method of mosaic reconstructions provides
resources for determining the essential regularities of the
organization of ethnic culture as a complex of interacting
axiological priorities expressed in various spheres of life
of the socio-cultural community. We assume the method of
mosaic reconstruction as a complex synthesis of reflexive
institutions that act as a tool for cognizing an object in
the internal and external manifestations of its stages of
formation and development.

In a very General sense the method of mosaic
reconstructions involves the implementation of the
following procedures:

a) fixing the elements of culture that make up its ethnic
specificity;

b) establishing a complex of links of ethno-cultural
integrity;

c) defining the principles of interaction of system
elements with external and internal environments;
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d) application of the mechanism of restoration of
cultural integrity based on the principles of the cultivated
research program.

e) visualization of a complete image of ethnic culture.
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implemented in the case when there are various forms
of manifestation of a single basis; restoring the order of
connections between cultural objects will allow determining
the integrity of the cultural system in any complexity and
quantitative multiplicity of phenomena that make up it.
The implementation of the mosaic reconstruction method
is associated not so much with the definition of cultural
phenomena as with the establishment of their place and
role in the existence and functioning of ethnic culture.

Thus, the methodology of mosaic reconstruction
proceeds from the fact that culture is the product of a social
form of existence that expresses itself in the corresponding
spheres of social activity, the restoration of which in its
entirety is a necessary condition for creating an exhaustive
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