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Abstract. The article deals with the history of the study of the phenomenon of
"religious destruction™ in the pre-revolutionary period. The very process of studying this
phenomenon dates back to the XVI century. Initially, many researchers did not pay much
attention to the active growth of followers of religious sectarianism in the Russian Empire,
believing that it will not affect the strong Foundation of the Orthodox state. Also, the main
purpose of the presented work is to identify the methodology that arose and existed in the
pre-revolutionary period. This goal implies the following tasks: to analyze the currently
available works published in pre-revolutionary Russia and devoted to the study of religious
destruction, as well as to determine the methods of its study through their modern
interpretation. The article deals with many aspects of the study of sects in the Russian
Empire: for example, the objectivity of the views of many researchers who were engaged in
the study of the phenomenon of "religious destruction”. Also, this article addresses the issue
of the prevalence of qualitative methods over quantitative methods in the study of

sectarianism.
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The article deals with the history of the study of the phenomenon of "religious
destruction™ in the pre-revolutionary period. The very process of studying this phenomenon
dates back to the XVI century. Initially, many researchers did not pay much attention to the
active growth of followers of religious sectarianism in the Russian Empire, believing that it
will not affect the strong Foundation of the Orthodox state. Also, the main purpose of the
presented work is to identify the methodology that arose and existed in the pre-
revolutionary period. This goal implies the following tasks: to analyze the currently
available works published in pre-revolutionary Russia and devoted to the study of religious
destruction, as well as to determine the methods of its study through their modern
interpretation. The article deals with many aspects of the study of sects in the Russian
Empire: for example, the objectivity of the views of many researchers who were engaged in
the study of the phenomenon of "religious destruction”. Also, this article addresses the issue
of the prevalence of qualitative methods over quantitative methods in the study of
sectarianism. This is due to the fact that in the modern world there are often disputes that
the existing science in many studies is based on quantitative methods, without affecting the
quality in full. This also includes domestic scientific thought devoted to the study of the

current state of the phenomenon of "religious destruction”.

Keywords: methodology, paradigm, research methods, religious destruction, pre-
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. Introduction

In the modern Russian scientific paradigm of the post-Soviet period, its own
methodology of religious destruction understanding was formed. It was mainly founded on
the experience of the Soviet religious studies. Many approaches to the study of religious
destruction existing in the field of religious studies today are a combination of qualitative
and quantitative methods. The works of such modern authors as V. V. Semenova, A.
Strauss, E. M. Kovalev are devoted to them. The methodology of philosophy and religion

studies is considered in the works by V. M. Rozina, G. |. Ruzavina, A. N. Krasnikova.

Moreover, if modern philosophical and religious studies are based on Soviet and

post-Soviet approaches which were formed about 100 years after the revolution, it is worth
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noting that the methodology for the study of religious destruction in the domestic secular
and confessional paradigm has deeper roots.

The Study of Religion in Pre-revolutionary Russia: the First Experience.

The study of religion as an element of culture in domestic science began in the
second part of the XVI1II century. During this period, the first domestic work of the Russian
philosopher and publicist D. S. Anichkov was published. It was devoted to the origin of
religion and religious worldviews (Anichkov, 1769). The work in question reflected the
secular process of religion understanding which catalyzed the state and society to the study

of ethno-religious picture of the Russian state.

The Study of Religious Destruction in Pre-Revolutionary Russia: Genesis of

Methodology.

The study of religious destruction in Russia began in the 16" century, much earlier
than public interest to religion in the second part of the 18" century. During this period,
Rev. Joseph Volotsky paid his attention to the active growth of religious difference of
opinions. He composed the work “The Enlightener or Denunciation of the Heresy of the
Judaizers” (Volotsky, 1896). The work was of apologetic nature in relation to the religious
dissent of that time. The basic principle of the original version of the author's work was the
dogmatic method. The aim of the work was to fight against the spread of heresy and to

protect Orthodoxy.

After “The Enlightener” and up to the first part of the XIX century, the study of
various manifestations of religious destruction was mainly reflected in the reports of
government and church departments to which the clergy presented data on the state of their
parishes affected by heresy and sects. Also, a partial reflection of certain aspects of
religious destruction existed in the dictionaries and legislative acts. And only by the middle
of the XIX century, in connection with the active dissemination of “the spadonic heresy”,
the well-known Russian researcher V. |. Dal was instructed to study it by the order of the
Ministry of the Interior of the Russian Empire in 1844. As a result, the work was composed
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(Dal, 1844) and was rewritten by N. I. Nadezhdin under the instruction of Nicholas I
because of the confessional affiliation of the author. Nadezhdin contributed all Dal’s
materials to his work (Melnikov, 1903). Then, in 1845, the book was published with a
similar name and a set of methods such as analysis, synthesis, generalization and a
hermeneutical method contained in the original. Thus, the work by V. I. Dal - N. I.
Nadezhdin became the starting point in the matter of the subsequent study of religious

destruction in the national scientific paradigm.

The Study of Religious Destruction in Pre-revolutionary Russia: Evolution of
the Methodology.

Further development of the study of heresies and sects in the pre-revolutionary
period was reflected in the works of many researchers. They should be divided into
confessional and secular paradigms. Also, the works of pre-revolutionary researchers
within the above mentioned paradigms should be considered in the chronological order of

their publication.

Within the confessional paradigm we will consider the following groups:

LEINT3

“Orthodox missionary public activists”, “protective Orthodox clergy”.

The first group includes V. M. Skvortsov, D. |. Bogolyubov, A. N. Kotovich, M.
A. Kalnev, N. Yu. Varzhansky. These authors graduated from theological schools and

academies and related to missionary activity.

One of the first researchers who composed numerous works devoted to the study
of religion and religious destruction in the Russian Empire was V.M. Skvortsov. He used a
typological method, a method of generalization, methods of analysis and synthesis in one of
his works (Skvortsov, 1896). Further, a method of questioning, structural-functional,
hermeneutic, and dogmatic methods were used in the work by D. |. Bogolyubov
(Bogolyubov, 1904). A. N. Kotovich's next work (Kotovich, 1909) was written from the
position of anti-sectarian missionary activity and contained such methods as analysis,
synthesis, generalization, method of analyzing historical sources. M. A. Kalnev was the
author of numerous works on the study of sects. One of his missionary works (Kalnev,
1911) was based on the methods of generalization, typology, field research, as well as the
dogmatic method and the method of deductive analysis. Also, one of the works, which is
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still recognized as “a reference book” among Orthodox clergy, is the work by N. Yu.
Varzhansky, the Orthodox missionary (Varzhansky, 1912), who used methods of analysis,

synthesis, generalization and dogmatism.

Thus, having considered the works of the researchers of presented group, it seems
possible to determine the predominance of qualitative methods. The most common were the
methods of dogmatism and typology. Also, the key method of missionary activity was the

field research method.

The second group includes such researchers as priest S. N. Bogdanovich,
Archpriest A. P. Vvedensky, Archimandrite Arseny (Chegovets), who were clergymen of
the Russian Orthodox Church.

For the study of religious destruction S. N. Bogdanovich used the structural-
functional method, the method of deductive analysis, the dogmatic method, the method of
historicism, the method of objectivity in his work (Bogdanovich, 1911). The next
representative of this group is A.P. Vvedensky. In drawing up the legal support and the
position of sects, he used the methods of generalization and typology in his work
(Vvedensky, 1912). Then, Archimandrite Arseny (Chegovets), describing the position of
the church in relation to religious destruction in his article (Chegovets, 1913), relied on the
methods of inductive and deductive analysis, synthesis, dogmatism, method of analyzing

historical sources.

Accordingly, in the works of the protective orthodox clergy, as well as in the
works of missionary public activists, qualitative research methods prevailed. Methods of
dogmatism and typology aimed at similar needs of their use are also found among them. It
should be noted that field research method is not used.

The following, secular paradigm, represented by a wider spectrum of groups,
included: “secular protective researchers, Orthodox by religion”; “non-confessional
protective secular civil servants”; "secular liberal researchers - civil servants and

representatives of non-confessional scientific thought."

The first group of researchers included I. M. Dobrotvorsky, A. M. lvantsov-
Platonov, V. I. Yatskevich, N. I. Ivanovsky, S. V. Bulgakov. They were not clergymen, but

represented interests of Orthodoxy and the Church.
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The first of the representatives of this group was I. M. Dobrotvorsky. In his work
(Dobrotvorsky, 1869), the author described religious destruction using the dogmatic
method, the method of historicism, the method of analyzing historical sources, the method
of deductive analysis, as well as the hermeneutical method and the method of
generalization. A. M. lvantsov-Platonov was another author studying the history of
sectarianism formation in the Christian church in the pre-revolutionary period. The author
used the method of historicism, the method of analyzing historical sources and the method
of generalization in his study (Ivantsov-Platonov, 1877). Also, the work by V. 1. Yatskevich
(YYatskevich, 1900) was published devoting to the analyses of the schism and sects. The
author used the methods of deductive analysis, synthesis, generalization, dogmatism,
typology. N. I. Ivanovsky examined the mystical and rationalistic sectarianism, its
formation and development in the territory of the Russian Empire (Ivanovsky, 1905). He
used methods of inductive analysis, synthesis, generalization, typology and the method of
analyzing historical sources. The work by S. V. Bulgakov (Bulgakov, 1994) occupies a
particular place in this group. It was republished in 1994. It is a compilation of the early
pre-revolutionary work (Bulgakov, 1913), published in 1913. In the early work S. V.
Bulgakov used methods of historicism, historical literature analysis, dogmatism,
generalization. At the same time, a separate part was devoted directly to the study of
religious destruction, entitled “Handbook of Heresies, Sects, and Schisms”. It contained

methods of generalization and typology.

Thus, it is worth noting that within the considered group qualitative and
quantitative methods were used equally as often. Among them, the most common methods
were the hermeneutic method, methods of typologization and statistical analysis.

The second group includes D. V. Chichinadze, I. P. Liprandi. They were non-

confessional researchers or employees of the Ministry of the Interior of the Russian Empire.

I.P. Liprandi used the methods of statistical analysis and analyzing historical
sources, as well as methods of analysis, synthesis, generalization and typology (Liprandi,
1883). A different view on religious destruction is reflected in the work by D. V.
Chichinadze (Chichinadze, 1899). It is the analysis of the legal support and the position of

sects within the Russian state with the use of the methods of analysis, synthesis and

typology.
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Having analyzed the methodology of the presented group, it seems possible to
stress the predominance of quantitative methods. Also, it is worth noting that many
methods are similar to each other. The methods of analysis, synthesis, and typology are

identical among them.

The third group within the confessional paradigm included such researchers as Yu.
Yuzov (I. I. Kablitz), A. S. Pruhavin, A. K. Borozdin. This group included secular,
academic researchers who were not public servants or Orthodox and non-Orthodox

confession represantatives.

The first representative of the group Yu. Yuzov (I. I. Kablits) analyzed religious
destruction using methods of deductive and inductive analysis, generalization, typology,
historicism, and statistical analysis in one of his works (Yuzov, 1881). A significant
contribution to the study of religious destruction was made by the Russian historian and
publicist A. S. Pruhavin. Many works (Pruhavin, 1880, 1882, 1904) are the comprehensive
analysis of the sects existing in the Russian Empire, criticism of statistics on the study of
sectarianism, the classification of religious destruction and an attempt to combine studies
previously obtained into a single methodological system. A.S. Pruhavin used the methods
of historicism, analysis, synthesis, generalization, typology, statistical analysis in his works.
The study of A. K. Borozdin (Borozdin, 1905) was published in the late period. He used

methods of analysis, field research, historicism and statistical analysis.

Thus, having considered the researchers of this group, it is worth noting that the
liberal study was significantly different from the state and church study of religious
destruction. It equally included both qualitative and quantitative methods, such as
historicism, analysis, synthesis, generalization, typology, statistical analysis, which,

according to the researchers, were the most effective for the study of religious destruction.

I1. Conclusion

The results obtained in the course of the study show that the most practical
methodology for the study of religious destruction was reflected in the works by A. S.
Pruhavin, M. A. Kalnev, A. N. Kotovich, N. Yu. Varzhansky. One should note that the
methods used in the works were not always suitable for a particular study. For example,

methods of typologization in the works by Yu. Yuzov, V. I. Yatskevich, N. I. Ivanovsky, S.
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V. Bulgakov had a primitive character without considering the evolution of religious
destruction. Also, the dogmatic method in the works by S. N. Bogdanovich, Arseny
(Chegovets) was of apologetic nature and did not reflect a comprehensive consideration of
religious destruction. Then, the method of statistical analysis in the late period did not give

a sense of the numerical and confessional composition of the Russian Empire.

Thus, having analyzed various studies, it is possible to correlate qualitative and
quantitative methods. Analysis, synthesis, generalization, typology and classification,
historicism, comparative historical analysis, structural-functional analysis, induction and
deduction, hermeneutical method, method of analyzing historical sources, method of
objectivity and dogmatic method were used among the qualitative methods. The
quantitative methods included the method of statistical analysis and the method of field
research. This allows us to conclude that quantitative methods prevailed over quantitative

methods in the pre-revolutionary research system.
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