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The article analyzes the interaction of the levels of historical consciousness in the context of the for-
mation of the culture of national security. The structure of historical consciousness as a special kind of social 
consciousness usually includes two main levels: scientific (theoretical, ideological) and ordinary (empirical, 
psychological and emotional). It is stated that the historical science and philosophy of history are conditioned 
by the General cultural determinants of mass historical consciousness, which make up the matrix of historical 
memory and "grow" primarily on the basis of the ordinary level of historical consciousness. The advantage of 
the mythologized ordinary level of historical consciousness is that it allows to transfer moral imperatives, 
which are guided by the national-state community, which is the essence of its cultural identity, from the 
sphere of the present limited by the various conditions of cash by "rooting" in history to the aspect of due. On 
the other hand, bearing in mind the inter-interests of national security, it is necessary to strengthen the role 
of historical science and philosophy of history in the fight against non cultural manifestations of historical 
consciousness, which are based, or rather parasitize, on such a fundamental characteristic of the empirical, 
ordinary, socio-psychological level of historical consciousness as mythologization. The danger of uncon-
trolled mythologization of historical consciousness is that society, under the influence of overly emphasized 
by the myth of emotional and evaluative components (including a variety of phobias and stereotypes), can 
succumb either to the temptations of the present archaization or modernization of the past. The thesis that it 
is the theoretical, scientific level of historical consciousness that plays a leading role in the formation of na-
tional consciousness is sufficiently justified, since the formation of the nation is associated with the moderni-
zation processes, with the formation of the foundations of industrial society as a stage of development of the 
world historical process, unthinkable without the leading, "cultural" role of science in the spiritual sphere of 
society in relation to ordinary social consciousness. It seems reasonable that the ways to solve the urgent 
problem of formation of the historical consciousness that meets the modern requirements of national security 
culture, alien to both cultural refinement (the formation of which is associated with the downplaying of the 
role of the ordinary level of historical consciousness), and falsification on the basis of destructive mythologi-
zation (associated with the minimization of the role of its theoretical level), are to promote historical science, 
philosophical and historical knowledge by means of living, everyday language, as well as in the institutionali-
zation of this process. 

Keywords: historical consciousness, socio-psychological level, theoretical level, culture, national secu-
rity, archaization, modernization, falsification 

 
[Ю.А. Шестаков Взаимодействие уровней исторического сознания в контексте формирования 
культуры национальной безопасности] 

Анализируются уровни исторического сознания, культуры национальной безопасности, их вза-
имовлияние и взаимообусловленность. Подчеркивается, что структура исторического сознания в ка-
честве особого рода феномена включает в себя два основных уровня: научный (теоретический, 
идеологический) и обыденный (эмпирический, психолого-эмоциональный). Выявляется обусловлен-
ность исторической науки и философии истории общекультурными детерминантами массового исто-
рического сознания, составляющими матрицу исторической памяти и «вырастающими» на основе 
обыденного уровня исторического сознания. Преимущество мифологизированного исторического со-
знания заключается в том, что оно позволяет перевести моральные императивы, которыми руковод-
ствуется национально-государственное сообщество, составляющее сущность его культурного свое-
образия, из сферы, ограниченной наличными условиями настоящего, в аспект должного. Вместе с 
тем интересы обеспечения национальной безопасности требуют усиления роли науки в борьбе с 
акультурными проявлениями исторического сознания, которые базируются на такой характеристике 
эмпирического уровня исторического сознания как мифологичность. Выявлена опасность неконтро-
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лируемой мифологизации исторического сознания, состоящая в том, что общество, под влиянием 
чрезмерно акцентуируемых мифом эмоционально-оценочных компонентов (в том числе разнообраз-
ных фобий и стереотипов), может поддаваться либо соблазнам архаизации настоящего, либо модер-
низации прошлого. Обоснован тезис о том, что формирование нации связано с модернизационными 
процессами, с созданием основ индустриального общества как ступени развития мирового историче-
ского процесса, немыслимого без «окультуривающей» роли науки в духовной сфере жизни общества.  
Доказано, что решение проблемы формирования, отвечающего современным требованиям культуры 
национальной безопасности исторического сознания, чуждого как культурной рафинированности, так 
и фальсификации на основе деструктивной мифологизации, заключаются в популяризации историче-
ской науки, философско-исторического знания, а также в институционализации этого процесса. 

Ключевые слова: историческое сознание, социально-психологический уровень, теоретический 
уровень, культура, национальная безопасность, архаизация, модернизация, фальсификация. 
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Because of the need for national security ensuring the cultural and philosophical 
thought of modernity actively turns to the problem of formation of national security culture 
as to a valuable basis of realization of the fundamental interests of national and state 
community. Since these interests, as well as the ways of their realization, were formed in 
the course of the historical development of the national and state community and for this 
nation they have been particularly reflected in historical consciousness of the bearer of 
sovereignty, it is represented that cognition and consequently preservation and develop-
ment of the main determinants of national security are impossible beyond historical con-
sciousness. Above all, this is a transhistorical valuable and semantic nature of civilization 
to which the nation, originality of relationships between individual, society and state in its 
frames, cultural and specific originality of national security formation, etc. identify them-
selves. The problem of formation of historical consciousness relevant to challenges, risks 
and threats of modernity «allowing to make the most optimal decisions at present and to 
carry out goal-setting appropriate to the nation existence sense regarding the future" [15, 
p. 58] is especially relevant for our Fatherland. The transitive nature of modern Russian 
national and state community and situation of the deep socio-cultural crisis together with 
such fundamental characteristic of postmodern culture as "loss of historicity" [9, p. 194] 
substantiate its decision as the first priority for preservation and development of spiritual 
independence of nation representing the inner core which provides preservation of political 
and economic sovereignty. As the analysis of phenomenon structure for the purpose of 
clarification of its possible development prospects is the main method of any scientific and 
philosophical research, clarification of correlation of historical consciousness levels in the 
context of formation of national security culture is relevant. 

According to modern researches, the structure of historical consciousness as a spe-
cial kind of social consciousness includes two main levels: ordinary (empirical, psychologi-
cal and emotional) and scientific (theoretical, ideological). These levels of historical con-
sciousness reproduce the society culture. As a result, historical consciousness represents 
"… the fundamental world outlook characteristic of culture of any epoch" [7, p. 143-145] as 
culture is formed by history and forms historical process. At the same time, interpretation 
by historical consciousness of historical phenomena is culturally predetermined and cul-
turally issued. In other words, "… our vision and understanding of the past is caused by 
any cultural forms" [11, p. 186].  
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In this respect, the distinction between theoretical and empirical levels of historical 
consciousness, historical psychology and historical ideology is unimportant – all of them 
are generation of a single cultural context focused on explanation of the present and the 
embodiment in the future of definite purposes and ideals. Ways of historical process un-
derstanding are culturally determined. This cultural determination is caused by a valuable 
and semantic core of civilization. Historical consciousness, in fact, represents a view of 
historical process through the prism of meta-historical valuable characteristics of civilized 
community. In historical consciousness, therefore, the essence of civilized development, "a 
cultural matrix" of society…" [1, p. 201] is expressed. Cognition of this essence and identi-
fication of society and its atom – individual with this essence are also culture-congruent. 
The analysis of historical consciousness of this or that type of society provides guidance 
on … "ways, typical for each type of culture, by means of which the social individual self-
identified in social time …" [2, p. 58].  

A lot of outstanding philosophers and sociologists accept and prove the statute of ac-
tive nature of historical consciousness, focused, above all, on social practice and cultural 
identity ensuring involving cultural conditionality and close interrelation of all historical con-
sciousness forms. Thus, interpretation of historical consciousness phenomenon by the 
largest foreign expert in the field of historical consciousness Y. Ryuzen is based on the 
thesis about its practical intentionality and cultural conformity. In this regard, realizing 
symbiotic relationship between rational origin of Modernism and irrational origin of Post-
modernism, Ryuzen postulates the necessity of historical knowledge involving into the 
general concept of metahistory not only on the basis of "objectivity" (the analysis of 
sources as basis of historical experience), but also "narration". The philosopher under-
stands cogitative patterns providing "correlation of cultural experience with cultural practice 
of collective memory and identity" as a narrative [5, p.24]. From the point of view of the 
scientist it is the narrative that makes the past experience actual to explain the present and 
to make the future possible. It provides a time continuum of the present, the past and the 
future and, therefore, historical identification of society in time, giving to its existence cer-
tain stability. Y. Ryuzen emphasized that he understands set of mental operations both 
cognitive and emotional, both conscious and unconscious as historical consciousness.   

Not only Y. Ryuzen, but also other supporters of the concept of history subjectivity 
(existing, according to them, only within narrative reconstruction of historical process) con-
sider that rules of this narrative, as well as history methodology, are set by the definite  
"historiographic tradition" which provides continuity of historical knowledge" [14, p. 15]. 
Therefore "methodological disputes make sense only in a certain tradition …" [14, p. 20], 
founded, of course, by culture formed by historical process of national and state communi-
ty. 

Scientists state conditionality of historical science and philosophy of history by the 
common cultural determinants of mass historical consciousness making a matrix of histori-
cal memory and "growing", above all, on the basis of ordinary level of historical conscious-
ness. It cannot be denied that historical and philosophical and historical theories play an 
acculturating role in relation to mass historical consciousness for the benefit of national 
security ensuring. They should not allow, above all, falsification of historical knowledge as 
the most important component of historical consciousness.  

We consider thesis that theoretical, scientific level of historical consciousness plays 
the leading role in formation of national consciousness to be enough reasonable, on its 
basis there is "… a formation of authentic consciousness of people" [4, p. 241]. It is not 
surprising because the nation formation is connected with modernization processes, with 
formation of industrial society bases as a step of world historical process development, in-
conceivable without the leading, "acculturating" role of science in spiritual sphere of the life 
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of society in relation to ordinary public consciousness. 
At the level of the period before the appearance of national consciousness (con-

sciousness of generation, tribe, nationality, people) existing within traditional society the 
ordinary historical consciousness which is in the social terms at the level of social psychol-
ogy, mythological, connected with time, art and metaphoric reflection of the public relations 
of this social group predominates. As for its theoretical and political and ideological com-
ponent, it showed itself in the form of conceptualization creation about the place and the 
role of ethnos or of the state education in history. However, it existed in the form of ideo-
logical, philosophical and historical or theological and historical works which are based on 
mythological, emotional and metaphoric, connected with time and connected with Provi-
dence conceptualizations of history. Not without reason the author of the dissertation re-
search devoted to the features of historical consciousness of Russian people, states that 
"… one feature of historical consciousness of Russian people is its connection with nation-
al consciousness …" and "… overloading by political and ideological components…" [10, 
p. 17]. The theorist emphasizes the people`s awakening as a result of the Great Patriotic 
war of 1812 – the time of the beginning of the mature modernization processes contrib-
uting to the formation of Russia as the national and state community. Modern researchers 
of historical consciousness classification consider the rational interpretation of history orig-
inated during the Renaissance and realized its potential during the Modernism period, to 
be the main determinant of appearance of "historical consciousness  in the proper sense 
of the term" [3, p. 83]. It is noted that historical science and general education on its basis 
contribute to the national consciousness formation [8, p. 10]. 

Therefore a lot of modern researchers raise the issue of strengthening of the role of 
historical science and philosophy of history in the fight against anti-cultural and non cultur-
al manifestations of historical consciousness, which are based or rather parasitize, on 
such a fundamental characteristic of empirical, ordinary, social and psychological level of 
historical consciousness as mythologization. They are willingly learned by mass con-
sciousness owing to their simplicity, emotional and metaphoric saturation, and primitive 
syncreticism.  

The role of historical consciousness mythologization, however, is twofold. In this re-
gard, it is rather interesting to consider correlation of historical memory which is usually 
treated as a phenomenon immanent to social and psychological component of historical 
consciousness and historical consciousness in general. The vast majority of researchers 
note that historical memory represents rather amorphous structure of historical conscious-
ness which is at the level of empirical, ordinary social consciousness and possessing 
brightly expressed features of mythologization. Therefore, among its essential characteris-
tics the following are added: the usage in primitive society, symbolization, mythologization 
[8, p. 3], personification through which understanding of value of historical events and 
phenomenon for modernity is carried out. Historical memory is fixed in such world outlook 
forms as legends, fairy tales, and traditions. The exaggeration of a role of separate histori-
cal events and heroes is peculiar to historical memory.  

It is noteworthy that cultural identification is present in historical memory in the form 
of "ethnogenetic myth" including such elements as the myth of origin, the myth of the past, 
the myth of the territory, the myth about cultural heroes. All these myths are embodied in 
various texts and also in symbols and rituals, that is, in footholds of national culture. The 
defining role of archaic indeed historical memory creating the empirical level of mass his-
torical consciousness is reflected, apparently, in the fact that it is responsible for preserva-
tion of valuable metahistorical constants defining stability of nation in historical time and 
historical space, fixing general valuable coordinates of other levels and forms of the na-
tional and state historical consciousness [17; 18].  
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Therefore, the ordinary level of historical consciousness producing culturally-based 
mythologization of mass historical consciousness has got a number of advantages con-
cerning preservation and development of axiological metahistorical core of national and 
state community. This advantage is, apparently, that social psychology as a level of histor-
ical consciousness reproduces archetypes of historical memory conditioning historical sta-
bility of civilization [16; 17, p. 19]. The emotional and estimate essence of myth as the 
dominating form of ordinary historical consciousness, its archetypical component which 
defines cultural matrix of society, the main characteristics of cultural mythology allows to 
transfer moral imperatives by which national and state community goes, making essence 
of its cultural distinctness from the sphere of the limited by various available conditions of 
present by means of "rootedness" in the history into the aspect of due. And to transfer 
them in convenient and available to mass consciousness form, that is to create what P. 
Riker called "fair history" for the nation. Apparently, mythological structure determined by 
historical experience, traditions and, above all, metahistorical values, underlies the nation-
al idea as optimistic script of future development of society determining not only the main 
features of ordinary mass psychology, but also imperious decisions of ruling elite. 

On the other hand, "man-made", artificial, acultural, introduced from the outside, my-
thologization of historical consciousness poses risks of the past distortion and various ma-
nipulative technologies application based on this distortion, because modern mythology 
represents, according to V.A. Terekhova "…the artificial propagandistic product created for 
the purpose of conscious introduction of manipulative ideas into the inhabitant conscious-
ness" [12, p. 88]. These technologies can create a situation of society narrow-mindedness 
limiting it in freedom of choice of the best variant of solution of pressing problems and un-
derstanding of the existence in the world.  

The purposeful mythologization of history poses the other risk. It can present a situa-
tion of vector choice of society development as absolute freedom, and it can draw equal 
and undetermined civilization alternatives. Thus, the danger of uncontrollable mythologiza-
tion of historical consciousness is that society, under the influence of emotional and esti-
mated components excessively emphasized by myth (including various phobias and ste-
reotypes), can resist either archaization temptations of the present or modernization of the 
past. Archaization of the present can lead to the narrowing of nation futuristic horizon to 
the borders of realization of the past alternatives. Apparently, historical consciousness ori-
entation only towards the present alternatives realization poses the greater risk because it 
breaks temporal continuity of national and state development. Therefore "the space of risk" 
for carrying out the transformations, which are not supported by cultural conformity and 
historical experience, is formed, creating the basis for voluntaristic decisions. 

Besides, social mythologization can induce society to make sharp, unjustified by the 
set historical conditions, cultural turn. It can lead to the cultural trauma similar to that which 
our society endured at the beginning of formation of modern Russian nationhood. Both ar-
chaization and modernization of mythologized historical consciousness are capable to re-
duce spiritual potential of adequate response of national and state community to risks and 
challenges of modern world considerably and both of them represent national security 
threat. B.G. Mogilnitsky emphasizes that "the most important function of historical science 
consists in demythologization of social consciousness" [6, p. 49]. "Clarification" of acultural 
mythological components of historical consciousness on the basis of theoretical reflection 
of historical experience is an essential problem of scientific, theoretical component of his-
torical consciousness and ideological constructs formed on its basis.    

The way of overcoming of both types of historical consciousness distortion and, at 
the same time, minimization of risk of loss of cultural historical consciousness definiteness, 
fraught with loss of national sovereignty and society integration, perhaps, is "formality" (E. 
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Giddens's formulation) of historical knowledge as basis of historical consciousness. Such 
formality is based on abstract and performative language features as the most important 
element of culture. It is considered that solutions of essential problem of historical con-
sciousness formation alien to both cultural refinement and falsification on the basis of de-
structive mythologization, consist, above all, in popularization of historical science and 
philosophical and historical knowledge by means of colloquial, ordinary language and also 
in institutionalization of this process.  The matter is that the power, social organizations 
and mass media, within the ideology based on formulation of metahistorical cultural con-
stants, would acquire "the need of conscious institutional conditions in the course of public 
consciousness demythologization" [13, p. 33] on the basis of scientific achievements and 
rational philosophical and historical knowledge. 
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