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B cmamve paccmampusaemcs Ouxomomus coOyuanrbHou Quiocogpuu Ha mpaHcyeHOeHmHwlil u
UMMAHEHMbLl  Mun no Xapakmepy Npou3ee0eHull agmopos CcOOmMEemcmseyuel CoyuaibHoO-
meopemuyeckoll HanpagieHHocmu. B obnacmu coyuanvHou @uiocoguu onpedensemcs HeKas
B03MOJCHOCMb  KIACCUPUYUPOBAMb  BCE  MHONMCECMBO MEKCMO8 O/ NpasMamudecKol NnoJib3bl
ONepupoBaHUsl ¢ HUMU 8 X0O0€ HAYYHOU OesmenbHOCmU. A KOHKPEemHO, 8bISACHUMb KAKUe UMEHHO U3
OAHHBIX MACCUBO8 MEKCMO8 AGIAIOMCA HAUbOLee NepCneKmusHbIMU 0l O3HAKOMAEHUS U pabomvl ¢
HUMU U NO KAKUM KPUMEPUSIM 8 CAMOM 00WeM 8U0e Q0JIIHCHO NPOBOOUMBCS 8bIULEYKAZAHHOE PA30eNeHUE.
Onpeodenums ~ meopemuueckue  OCHOBAHUSL — OAHHO20  (DYHOAMEHMANbHO20  pA30eNeHus  Ha
coomeemcemayoujue munol.

Knwouesvie cnosa: mpancyeHOeHmMHAsE COYUANbHAS  DUIOCOPUA, UMMAHEHMHbIN  MUn,
CMPYKMYPAIUIM, 3HAK, CEMUOZUC, MUMECUC, UKOHUYECKUEe 3HAKU, MUDOTIO2U3M.
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In the article the dichotomy of social philosophy is considered to be a transcendent and immanent
type according to the nature of the works of the authors of the corresponding social and theoretical
orientation. In the field of social philosophy, it is possible to classify all the set of texts for the pragmatic
benefit of operating with them in the course of scientific activity. Specifically, to find out which of these
arrays of texts are the most promising for acquaintance and working with them and on what criteria in
the most general form the above separation should be carried out. Determine the theoretical grounds for
this fundamental division into the corresponding types.
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Coumanbhayto (Guocopuio Ha JaHHBI MOMEHT MOXKHO CMEJO Ha3BaTh HauOoyiee OOMIMPHON
007acTbi0 COBpPeMEHHOH ¢Quimocodhun B 1enOM, Kak IO KOJHYECTBY COCPEAOTOUYEHHBIX B €&
HCCIIE0BATEIBCKOM I10JI€ aBTOPOB, TPAHTOB, TAK U HECOMHEHHO T10 KOJIMYECTBY MyOJINKYEMBIX TEKCTOB.
He BbIsCHSIST TPUYMHBI JAHHOTO SIBIICHUS, MPEJICTABISIETCS HEOOXOAMMBIM OMPEICIUTh HEKYIO
BO3MOXHYIO KJ'IaCCI/I(l)I/IKaHI/II-O BCETO MHOXCECTBa HAa SABHBIX U PCTYIAPHO IMOABIIAIOIINXCSA B Haquoﬁ
cpelie TeKCTOB, JUIs MparMaTHYeCKOi MOIb3bl 00pallieHusl ¢ HUMH. A UMEHHO BBISICHUTH KaKhe UMEHHO
U3 NAaHHBIX MAaCCHBOB TCKCTOB SBJISIOTCS Hauboiee NEPCHCKTUBHBIMU [JIA O3HAKOMJICHUS U pa6OTBI B
MEPCIIEKTHBE OYAYIIUX TE€OpeTUYECKUX mpupamieHuid. [Ipuduém, yauteiBas 00bEM MPU3HAHHBIX TPYIOB
aBTOPOB COLMANBHON (rytocopun U BCE pacTyIell YUCIEHHOCTH HOBBIX TEKCTOB, HEOOXOIUMO
BBIETUTh TaKOW TOAXOA K COPTUPOBKE, UYTOOBI OH OTJIMYAJICA OT OJKCTEHCHBHBIX METOJIOB
KJ'IaCCI/I(i)I/IKaIII/II/I B YHUBCPCUTCTCKOM JUCHUIINIMHAPHOM PpaHXXHUPOBAHUU. B cBa3u ¢ JaHHBIM



MIOJIOKEHHUEM TIpeJIaraeTcsi B3sTh 32 KpUTEPHUil OOIMHOCTH (MM pa3IndMs) HE MPeIMeT MCCIeI0OBaHUs
aBTOpa COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO TEKCTA, HE €ro HAIMOHAIBbHYIO BBIICICHHYIO HAYYHYIO IIKOJIY WIIN
aKaJIeMMYeCKOe TEUYCHUE, a CaM XapaKTep TOro, Kak COCTaBJIEH pPAaCCMAaTPUBACMBIA TEKCT U
crieUHUIUPOBAHHBIN SA3BIK 3TOr0 mpousBereHUs. To ecTh CPOKycHpOBaTh BHUMAHHE HAa TaKTHKE,
BMCCTO CTPATCrun, Ha «KaK», BMECTO «4TO». N BcBs3u C YKa3aHHbIMU KPUTCPUAMUA BbBIACIUTDL IBA THUIIA
COIMAJIbHOW (PUITOCOGHH: «TPAHCIICHICHTHYIO» COLHAIBHYIO GHUIOCOPHUI0O H «UMMAHEHTHYIO»
conuaabHyro pumocopuro.
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