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Everyday life of provincial city: to the historiography of problem

Historiographic examination of accumulated scientific and historic knowledge within the scope of specified problem represents fundamental base for advancement to detailed integrated studies in Russia and its regions in XXI century which used to be left beyond ceremonial picture of successful formation of socialistic society. For instance, a very important aspect of society development during Soviet time – the problem of everyday life which by that time had been actively developed by foreign historic sciences, humanities and social sciences, for a long time remained uncovered with historic science.
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Fundamental principle for examination of popular anthropological problem abroad was “Psychology of everyday life” by S. Freud – the work where he tried to explain the number of small but very curious episodes of person’s prosy life and to describe phenomenologically particular moments of human existence (“illness”, “driving a car”, “life crisis” and popular nowadays problems of “ways to overcome hard reality situations”) [7]. Examined forms of human behaviouг resulting from social and historic context and turnover of moments of personal life related to each other with conceptual links, resulted in creation of numerous theories in the sphere of psychology of everyday life – by E. Fromm, H. Thomae and his colleagues from Bonn scientific circles. The latest analyzed all autobiographic stories, comparing them with event outline of public life and made nontrivial theoretic conclusion: specific historic conditions substantially determine experiences and ways of life problems solving.
Scientific works by E. Fromm and H. Thomae became very popular both for foreign researchers studying the history of everyday life and for advanced research if Russian historic school of 1990s – early 2000s. Thomae suggested examining within single “conceptual horizon” described life episodes of social and psychological phenomena determined by biography and “determination of new ideas and hopes” behind them. E. Fromm invited to study those deep human wants (like mind, will, emotions) which failed to be adequately expressed because some specific society, one or another form of social community life hindered, ousted or misdirected them [11]. “Way of life resulting from peculiarities of economic system becomes the fundamental determinant of human character since powerful need for safety, according to Fromm, forces the person to accept conditions in which he is to live” [11]. 
Need for finding oneself and establishing truly personal relations with other people, according to Fromm, was either always realized in spiritual passivity causing gregarious behaviour, or substituted with attraction to “idols”, false guidance points used by individual for formation of illusory idea of oneself. But in both cases conformism equally prevails, according to world-wide known psychologist. This conclusion easily explains why even after collapse of USSR certain circles of Russian historic school failed to overcome orthodox social and economic and opportunistic approach to historic researches. Besides, vastness and complexity of generalized material borrowed from present-day Russian and foreign school of social science for a long time prevented researchers from studying of this problem in complex though some works in the sphere of group consciousness already appeared in Russia in late 1990s – early 2000s.
In the works by historians A.E. Ivanov, N.P. Volokovykh, A.L. Nikiforova subculture and social political behaviour, as well as everyday awareness of Soviet citizens in the conditions of official propaganda were analyzed [1, 3, 6]. Most interesting of them was the work of historian of Russian culture A.E. Ivanov investigating those aspects of students’ life activity which determined their social psychology, subculture and socio-political behaviour. To identify sociocultural phenomenon of students the author analyzed vocational choice motivation of school leavers from various high educational institutions in terms of mental environment they came from, as well as statutory principles, “technology”, regulations for admission of school leavers to higher school, social and national structuralization of students’ set, their legal status, financial and life situation (budget, meals, housing conditions, clothes, health and age), geography of distribution, statistics.
 “Discovery” of everyday life and its study occurred in the sphere of European and national science related with tradition of French “Annales” school. Researchers’ attention to stereotypes of Soviet and post-Soviet prosiness revealed to them characteristic features subsistent for participants of everyday life and permeating the unconscious of each person belonging to Russian culture. They studied its semiotic, symbolic and social systems behind which was urban space where life activity of witnesses of events was running. Relations between people, forms of their psychopathology, townspeople’s ideas of housing and way of life, fair distribution of duties and amenities, skills of getting goods in conditions of their deficit, ideas of moral norms and speech communication – all that was subject of study in the sphere which could be defined as “anthropology of everyday life” (ethnography and politics), intellectual bestseller [8, 4]. Owing to development of new science, “familiar” life subjects turned out unknown. They hid “meanings” which many participants of studied epoch were unaware of. Via special research procedures scientists were able to see certain system of categories behind people’s behaviour which was hidden from those people who used it mostly unconsciously.
Foreigners traveling around Russia in XIX-XX centuries described anthropologically peculiarities of Russian way of life in capital and provincial cities [5, 2]. But classical Russian ethnography of that period was engaged in “folk” traditions studying traditions of one part of nation – peasants’ population – rather than of whole nation.
Romantic admiring of Russian antiquity was typical for national ethnography of XIX century, historians seeing life “as it should be”, not as it is. Notion of people’s mode of life was almost holy; like dead man, it could be spoken of only well. If in works by A. Tereshchenko and other “first ethnographers” of mid-XIX century mode of life included virtually all spheres of life activity (mode of household life, mode of religious life etc.), in works of ethnographers of late XIX century this concept was resolved into elements. One researchers were engaged in “mode of spiritual life” – they studied beliefs, rites, traditions, popular knowledge etc., while others analyzed “mode of material life” – housing, clothes, food, transport etc. Russian historians were unable to combine separate parts of cultures; in spite of numerous attempts to create generalizing treatise all those generalizations were mechanical by nature because one cover contained data about material and spiritual aspects of culture (later Lucien Febvre called this “chest of drawers system” where everything is arranged in separate drawers”). The best among those numerous works was treatise by D.K. Zelenin “Eastern Slavonic ethnography” written by order of German publishing house “Walter de Gruyter” in 1927 in German language. Russian translation of this work appeared as late as in 1991. This work contains elements of synthesis, for instance, paragraph “Rites and superstitions connected with dwelling” in the section concerning dwelling, new sections “Family life” and “Public life” – untypical for works of such kind. Family life was understood as rites of life cycle – birth, christening, wedding, funeral, while public life was seen as community rites, collective work, meetings of young people etc. To describe dwelling, clothes and food D.K. Zelenin used the term “external mode of life”. But it was not intended to study complementary “internal mode of life” as it was not included into subject of ethnographic research.
Soviet ethnography turned out a worthy successor to preceding traditions. “As it should be” principle was not only preserved, but also acquired a new property – public had to prevail over individual. Private mode of life was limited by family circle. In monument of Soviet ethnographic thought, multi-author book “The past and present of Viryatino settlement” published in 1958, mode of life was understood as family relations (role distribution in family, daily routine, nature of food, attitude to work etc.). Description of changes in this work that have taken place in life for the years of Soviet system were of real interest, but not so much for history of everyday life as for understanding how ideological tasks were solved. Mode of life was now regarded as sphere where eventually values of “high” culture and big-time politics were to penetrate. Data concerning reading newspapers and magazines, listening to radio, celebrating Soviet holidays and regression of bad anachronisms were included into description of structure of Soviet everyday life without fail.
Mode of urban population life was predominantly understood as mode of workers’ life. It was to be described in accordance with procedure similar in function. In 1981 researchers M.G. Rabinovich and M.N. Shmeleva in the study of workers’ domestic life suggested “describing family’s household; distribution of duties between family members; maintenance, upbringing and education of children; daily routine of family; peculiarities of home leisure activities; place for reading and other cultural pursuits (music, art); intrafamily communication; popular knowledge; calendar of labour and holidays; traditional ways of treatment of humans and animals; improving of medical aid and other subjects” [10]. 
In the time of generalizing works in Soviet ethnography and struggle against “small topics” study of life details was impossible, and researchers devoted themselves to development of theory of signs and sign system. After 1962 scientific works dedicated to advertising signs, traffic, cartomancy, description of everyday life (household objects, clothes, food, wines, behavioural norms) of Decembrists and officials and duelists of Pushkinian time. These works changed the idea of culture and the content of this notion. With all variability of specific definitions of culture in semiotic researches (“sign-oriented mechanism”, “non-heritable collective memory”, “overindividual intellect” etc.), such understanding eliminated its opposition to everyday life. Moreover, everyday life turned out naturally included into culture among its basic constituents.
In 1999 ethnographer Ya.V. Chesnov saw essence of ethnographic research in a new perspective and concluded that it is synthesis of the whole on the basis of the particular, from “small details” and via development of this whole as deep sense of individual and specific. Referring to present-day works of foreign researches in the sphere of mode of everyday life he made conclusion that researcher must as fully (“intensely”, using the term by Geertz) and objectively describe one or another situation and create specific narration while realizing that he is referring to other people’s ideas. “Western” researches of that period actively developed the movement of later R. Barthes, J. Derrida and P. Bourdieu referring not to especial mode of life – thick, flowing and “eventless”, but to “live” one, to excesses which break those aspects of mode of life which are usually ignored in life. Necessary level of detachment in present-day foreign researches was achieved by means of historians’ orientation toward eventfulness, their position of a foreigner supported with special language of description and specific “quirk of mind” which distinguishes gifted researcher from average one [10]. One of the first works of this trend, research work by I.V. Utekhin, published in 2004, already reflected deep enough some certain aspects of culture presented by him via historic and cultural comments oriented at those undertones of mode of everyday life which were formed much earlier than period of time under study but which suddenly discovered or revealed these specific aspects of everyday life [10]. 
In the period of communism building study of social “insides”, “distortions” of socialistic mode of life in the Soviet time was forbidden for ideological reasons, and this is why investigation of these problems is so vital. Nowadays it is necessary to conduct researches which through establishing of peculiarities of research subject’s way of life will reveal organization of environment and structure of everyday behaviour which occurred in environment under study, as well as relations between people and forms of their interaction. Researches will not only define the “etymology” of behavioural forms, but also their synchronous actual meaning; phenomenon under study will be explained via addressing its “historic” origin, and it will be shown how this phenomenon is understood under the notion of carrier of this culture, how it is realized by them, and what meaning can be attributed to it in the observed sphere of activity. Diachronic representation of one or another behavioural form within this approach is relevant insofar as it reflects the carriers’ memory – and is reflected in their ideas of rationality. “Any detail mentioned in such research, according to historian A.K. Baiburin, will have some relation to the whole picture and the wholeness of this picture will be motivated appearance of one or another detail from the ocean of details which observer faces in any phenomenon. Such researches are devoid of statistical confidence, and author selects them at his own discretion, i.e. basing of his intuitive sensation that given fact is demonstrative and therefore deserves attention. Such study of everyday life covers separate areas of system of representations, such as: organization and perception of life activity space (work, leisure time, dwelling), idea of collective share and principles of equity, ideas of “good” and “bad”, “own” and “someone else’s”, notion of individual’s personal sphere and social conventions, nature of conflicts and ways of resolving them” [10]. 
In modern foreign historiography first interpretations of social problems in social history, such as poverty, ignorance, insanity and illnesses were given in Britain over thirty years ago. Rather than on people who suffered from such evils, historians focused on problems for society as a whole related with them; they studied reformative activity of private philanthropists who created charity establishments, for example, schools, orphanages and hospitals, as well as increasing efficiency of state interference in social sphere beginning with mid XIX century. Then social history included also history of everyday life – at home, in working place, in usual environment. Elegiac tones prevail in many of these works: one can feel regret about pre-industrial epoch when everyday life did not oppress the man with its scope and matched natural rhythm without exciting disgust at ugliness of urban life typical for modern age. In spite of fervent commitment of English researchers to “workers”, their works were hardly ever affected with Marxism, and their main goal was to instill collective consciousness labour movement; they were striving for this aim not within new theories (for which purpose Marxism would be rather useful), but in the context of historical experience of labour class itself during previous century – material and social deprivation, tradition of self-defense and struggle for wage increase and improvement of working conditions. History of labour class tended to exist in its own world having little effect on those not related with working class itself. Due to this political context works on history of working class are constantly appearing, though under new names, like “history from below” or “popular history”. Workers’ history originally played important role in “Historic workshop” movement which was created in 1970s as forum for academic and local historians based in Oxford Ruskin College and closely connected with trade union movement. Today it puts more emphasis to another new movement of “oppositional” history – history of women. History of women made the most powerful impact on general social history in the sphere of family studies. Researchers’ attention to internal dynamics of development of family which was analyzed in close connection with such questions as power, upbringing and dependence, increased. Reality demanded for revision of social ideas concerning life of men and children in family circle. As a result of publishing of these various works, all area of private life – unlike “public” world of traditional history – became the sphere of scientific analysis.
Nowadays in social history study of social structure of society is claimed by historical science. Social mobility and urbanization acquired special meaning and became the object of historians’ close attention against the background of stable social structure. Urbanization demanded for special study not only due to its economic aspect, but also as a process of social changes, including immigrants’ assimilation, appearance of new forms of social stratification, deepening differences between work and leisure etc.; important innovatory researches in this respect were conducted in America, and in Britain “urban history” also now became an important specialized area [9]. 
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