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The article considers an event as a category of historical analysis by identifying the essence of a
historical event in comparison with a historical fact and revealing the significance of a historical event
by clarifying the subject's reaction to its emergence and development. A historical event is interpreted
as a change in current social conditions by a subject or social group, characterised by relative
independence in the system of events, integrity and significance for the historical process. The
methodological significance of the study is based on the understanding of an event as a concept of
historical science that reflects the fundamental connections and relationships between reality and
cognition. In the context of understanding the historical process as the dynamic development of social
reality, given the multiplicity of temporality, the author considers the event as the source element of
the temporal organisation of history. The study substantiates the ontological nature of the event as
opposed to the epistemological origin of the fact, whose function is to reflect the event in human
consciousness. Unlike the historical nature of an event, the historicity of a fact has a derivative
meaning. In historical research, important criteria for determining the significance of an event are the
scale of the period under study, the scholar’s affiliation with a particular scientific direction,
historiographical tradition, etc. An important role in determining the significance of an event is played
by the position of the subject of historical knowledge, who selects, interprets and evaluates the place
of events in the historical process. The classification of events as historical and their interpretation as
significant also depends to a large extent on the environment in which the event occurred and
developed, and the context of its analysis and interpretation. At the everyday level of cognition, the
subject adapts information about an event to the current social context, interpreting it on the basis of
narratives known in society.
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rnoaisi sik KATEIr'OPIsI ICTOPHYHOTI'O IIISBHAHHSA
I0. I'. Bopeiiko

Y cmammi nodis posensidaemecsi 5K Kamezopisi iCMOPUUHO020 AHAMIZY UWIJSIXOM BUSIB/LEHHS
cymHocmi icmopuuHoi nodil Yy NOPIBHSHHI 3 ICMOPUUHUM HAKMOM ma po3kpummst npobremu
3HaUYyuoCcmi icmopuuHoi nooil WSIXOM 3°CYB8AHHS peaKkyii cyb’ekma Ha if BUHUKHEHHS. ma POo38UMOK.
Iemopuuna nodis mpakmyemucsi Ik 3MIHA cyb’eKkmom abo CcoyianbHO 2PYNor NOMOUHUX COYIANbHUX
yYyMmo8, SiKa XapaKmepusyemvbcsi 8I0HOCHOK CAMOCMIUHICMIO 8 cucmemi nooill, yilicHicmio ma
3HaUYyWicmo Ol icmopuuHozo npouecy. MemoodosoziuHe 3HAUeHHST 00CAIOIKEeHHS TPYHMYeEMbest HA
PO3YMIHHI noOii Ik noHsmmsl icmopuuHoi Hayku, wo sidobparcae hyHOAMEHMANbHL 38 °13KU ma
BIOHOWEHHSL OilicHOCMIL | NiI3HAHHS. Y KOHMeKCmi PO3YMIHHS ICMOPUUHO20 npoyecy sk OUHAMIUHO20
po38UMKY COUIANLHOI peanbHOCMi, 3 02710y HA MHOXKUHHICMb UACO80CMI, PO32/IHYMO No0oito K
ovKkepestbHUTL eflemeHm uacogoi opeaHizayii icmopii. /locnioxeHHst 06TpYyHMo8Y€e OHMOI02IUHY NPUPOOY
nodii Ha npomuedzy eniCmemoi02iUHOMY NOXOOXKEHHIO aKkmy, QPYHKYISL 5K020 noasieae Y
8i00bpaxceHHi nodii 8 Nt00CbKIll cgidomocmi. Ha 8iOMiHY 810 icmopuuHoi npupoou nodii, icmopuuHicmos
paxmy wmae noxiOHe 3HAueHHs.. B icmopuuHomy OOCNIOINEHHI 8azoMUuMU Kpumepiamu Oss
BU3HAUEHHS 3HaUYyuLocmi noodii € macuumad 00Cai02KY8aH020 nepiody, HAaNEeIKHICMb ueH020 00 Ne8HO20
HayKo08020 Hanpsimy, icmopioepagiuHoi mpaduyii mowio. Baxuey ponsb Yy 8UsHAUeHHI 3Hauyuiocmi
noodii eidizpae nos3uyisi cyb’ekma iCMOPUUHO20 NIBHAHHS, AKUU 8l0bupae, iHmepnpemye ma OUIHI0E
Micye nooditi 8 icmopuuHomy npoueci. BioHeceHHsT noOili 00 po3psidy ICMOPUUHUX ma iXHs
iHmepnpemayiss. K 3HAUYUWUX 3HAUHOW MIPOH 3a/lesKumb MmaKoXK 6i0 cepedosuwia nosisu ma
po3sumxky nodii i KoHmexcmy ii aHanizy i inmepnpemauii. Ha nogcsikdeHHOMY pi8HI NiBHAHHS cyb’exm
adanmye iHgpopmayito npo nodito 00 NOMOUHO20 COUIANLHO20 KOHMeKcmy, iHmepnpemyouu i Ha
OCHO8I 8I0OMUX Y CYCNLNbCmMBL Hapamusis.

Knrouoei cnoea: icmopuuHe ni3HaHHs, icmopuuHa noodis, icmopuuHuil gpaxm, iCmopuuHuUil uac,
icmopuuHUll po38uUmMoK, cyb’ekm, CouianbHUll KOHmMeKem, 3Hauyuiicms nooil.

Statement of the problem. The research in the subject field of the event
actualization of interest in the took place within the philosophical fields.
phenomenon of an event is due to Relying on the belief that attempts to
significant changes in non-classical and distinguish general laws within history
post-classical rationality, which led to have not been successful, philosophers
search for new tools to explain the have sought to find the specifics of
evolution of science, including rethinking historical knowledge in non-classical and
the understanding of history as a form of post-classical science. R. Aaron [1],
scientific knowledge. It is obvious that A. Badiou [2], L. Wittgenstein [18],
today history is no longer perceived as a M. Heidegger [10], J. Deleuze [§],
science that deals only with the study of P. Reeker [15], A. Whitehead [17], etc.
the past. More objective is the view of addressed various issues related to the
history as a timeless category that category of "an event".
includes various aspects of human Instead, historians, describing,
activity. In the context of new approaches, analyzing and explaining individual
the vision of historical development has events or their combination, mostly did
become widespread through the prism of not aim to understand and define the
understanding the discreteness of time, concept of "the event". However, based on
multiple and multilayered nature of philosophical interpretations of this
temporality, interweaving of time phenomenon, significant success in the
segments of different durations. study of this problem in the field of

Analysis of research and historical science has achieved F. Braudel
publications. Although the event has [4], R. Kozellek [12], R. Collingwood [7],
acquired the status of a scientific concept E.Le Roy Ladouri [13], J. Revel [14],
in the field of historical knowledge, in the R. Chartier [6], etc.

twentieth  century, more intensive
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The objective of the article is to
understand the event as a category of
historical analysis, which involves
identifying the essence of a historical
event in relation to a historical fact, as
well as disclosing the significance of
historical events in connection with the
subject's interpretation and development
of this phenomenon.

Discussion and results. The
methodological significance of the study of
the event 1is to wunderstand this
phenomenon as a concept of historical
science that reflects the fundamental
connections and relationships of reality
and knowledge. The recognition of event as
the basic concept of historical analysis is
based on the concept of event history,
which involves understanding history as a
science of events in their relationships and
sequences. The consequence of the critique
of the classical paradigm of event history,
due to the strengthening of the positions of
rationalist science, was the denunciation of
the importance of the category of "the
event", the shift of attention from the
singular to the regular and recurring. The
emergence of historical structuralism has
led not only to a revision of event history,
but also the displacement of political
history, which is based on the distinction
between insignificant everyday life and
important events.

The refusal of a number of scholars
from the concept of event history was
prompted by a discussion in historical
science that unfolded in the 60's and 70's
of the twentieth century. The ideas of
structural history, embodied by the
representatives of the French "school of
the Annals", radically changed the
development of  historical science.
According to their views, the study of any
aspect of social reality focuses on the
study of social structure as a more
complex whole, which involves
application of an interdisciplinary
approach. In this context, the event is
considered as a superficial layer of
history, so the story-narrative should give
way to the story-problem [5].

According to the Annals school
representatives, the historian who
interprets the event in a short historical
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perspective, imposes on this event the
external laws of duration, ie increases the
proportion of the element of historical
chance, incompleteness, distortion. In
this way, a personality of a historian
becomes essential not only in the process
of establishing the causal conditionality of
a particular event, but also in its
interpretation. In view of this, F. Brodel
believed that the time duration of
understanding the event should be long
enough, because only in this way you can
"escape from the captivity of events to
return and look at them with different
eyes, ask them other questions" [J].

Representatives of cultural history
emerged from scientific circles that
identified themselves with social history.
Thus, the work of E.Le Roux Laduri
“Montao” is often considered a clicé work
on microhistory, where the focus is on
some seemingly marginal events [13].
R. Chartier identified the main object of
study of cultural history representations
that construct and reflect fragments of
reality in which social groups live. The
scientist considers events, on the one
hand, through the prism of
representations of the past, on the other-
through the creation of certain rules of
representations of real and imaginary,
which together make up the culture [0].

The methodological advantages of
microhistory were substantiated by
J. Revel, noting that this direction allows
"to show how many serious things we can
say when nothing seems to be happening
on the surface" [14]. Moving away from
the paradigms of functionalism and
structuralism  that determine the
development of the social sciences,
microhistory focuses on everyday life and
locality. The advantage of microhistory
over the historiographical practice of "The
School of Annals" is to elevate the
uncertain, exceptional, irregular in
everyday life. It is noteworthy that this
approach stimulates rehabilitation of the
event, which brought together not only
representatives of social sciences but also
natural sciences.

However, the inherent historiography
of the opposition of event and structural
history has grounds for criticism. Thus,
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despite the fact that events and
structures belong to different orders of
temporality, structures are revealed and
comprehended through events, allow
events to occur, exist, be identified [5].
According to P. Reeker, the works of one
of the opponents of the event history of
F. Brodel are largely saturated with event
data. Events affect the structures from
within, manifesting itself, on the one
hand, in a different rhythm of change of
structures, on the other - in the
researcher's interest in breaking points of
structures, their sudden or slow
destruction, the prospect of extinction,
which is also manifested in events [15].
The analysis of methodological
approaches and scientific works shows,
on the one hand, the differences in the
interpretation of the event, determining
the importance of the event in the
historical process, criteria for selection
and interpretation of historical events, on
the other — the need for more detailed
analysis of these and related issues.
Historical event and historical fact.
The change in the vision of historicity,
historical time, the role of historical
authors and the personality of the historian,
which is observed in the modern stage of
science, has led to a different attitude to the
phenomenon of events, conceptualization of
which is increasingly understood through
the prism of the temporal essence of human
experience. It is noteworthy that the attempt
to understand the phenomenon of the event,
among other things, indicates an attempt to
understand the role and functions of
historical knowledge in the modern society.

Representatives of the historical
science generally agree with the
assessment of the event as a

transformation of a settled life, believing
that even when a joyful event occurs, it
still causes change, causes irregularity.
An event is a break in historical time, a
break in gradualness, which allows
historians to mark and organize time,
"space" the time duration.

R. Collingwood distinguishes in the
event an external side of social action and
an internal content of this phenomenon.
The external aspect of the event includes
everything that can be described in terms
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of bodies and their movements, such as
Caesar's crossing of the Rubicon River or
drops of his blood on the floor of the
Senate building. The scholar interprets
the inner side of the event as something
that can be described only in terms of
categories of thought — Caesar's challenge
to the laws of the Republic, or the clash of
Caesar's constitutional policy with the
policy of his assassins. The historian
should always deal with both sides of the
event, without making an exception for
either [7].

According to researchers, the analysis
of the inner side of the event means its
correlation with the context, which is
characteristic of the historical science,
starting with Herodotus. That is why the
reasons for raising the event to the rank
of historical are not always due to the
importance of the event in the eyes of
contemporaries. Instead, this happens
when the consequences of the event are
obvious, which can be considered in a
broader context. Contemporaries never
experience a historical moment as a
historian who knows what happened
next. The broad historical context that
allows for a comparative analysis of the
event with others is not formed at the time
of its implementation [19].

In this context, the category of "historical
event” should be distinguished from the
concept of fact. The understanding of this
problem  takes place within the
interdisciplinary = discourse with the
participation of philosophers, philologists,
representatives of historical science, who
study the issues of methodology. Scientists
note the incorrect use of the term "fact" in
scientific  research in relation to
phenomena that have an ontological
nature. In other words, the concept of "fact"
is applied not only to the phenomena of
consciousness, but also to the phenomena
of objective reality. Ignoring the semantic
differences between the fact and the event
instead of displaying knowledge about
objects leads to the designation of these
objects [21: 250]. Undoubtedly, this
practice indicates the need for conventional
use by the scientific community of the
concepts of fact and event, taking into
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account the differences in their semantic
connotations.

L. Wittgenstein formulated his own
view of the essence of facts and events,
who put forward the concept of logical
dynamics, which provides a description of
dynamic logical models of the world.
According to the author, the world, ie
everything that happens, is not divided
traditionally into objects, but into facts.
The thinker does not interpret a fact as
any combination of objects, but one that
can be the subject of a true or false
statement [18]. The general logical model
of the world proposed by L. Wittgenstein
is that objects can be included in events
and then contained in actual situations of
expression. In contrast to the fact that it
is presented as something moving,
variable, something that is experiencing
formation, the event presupposes coming
of the moment when it will take place, ie
will be embodied in the present.

Scholars see the essence of the
differences between these concepts in the
ontological nature of the event and the
semantic, mental origin of the fact, as well
as in the procedural nature of the event
and the non-procedural nature of the fact.
Scholars understand the fact as a way of
analyzing the events of reality, which aims
to highlight the parties that are relevant
in terms of semantics of the text. Unlike
events that immerse a person in the
world, facts translate the world into
human consciousness. The fact focuses
on the world of knowledge, logical space,
and the event — on what is happening in
real space and time. The facts belong to
the observed world and do not exist
regardless of the statements. The fact is
not the object of observation, because you
can witness the event, but not the fact.
Belonging of the fact to the world of
knowledge determines its non-procedural
nature. Since it is possible to describe the
unfolding of events, not facts, it is
impossible to say that the fact occurred in
a certain era, was long or short, fast or
slow. If the event occurs, the fact is stated.

The Ukrainian scientist O. Yeremenko
defined a historical event as a change in
current social conditions, which is the
result of actions taken by an individual or
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social group, has relative independence in
the system of events, as well as integrity
and significance for the historical process.
Instead, a  |Thistorical fact in the
researcher's understanding is a reliable
knowledge of any subject of the empirical
level of history. Fact is a general scientific
concept, so it does not express the
specifics of historical reality and historical
knowledge [21: 248].

When analyzing the discrepancy
between an event and a fact, emphasis
should be placed on the actuality of the
event and the optional nature of the
factual event. A certain habit of a famous
historical figure can be interpreted as a
fact, but should be considered an event,
as the latter expresses changes in public
life. In other words, the fact is any
historical reality that is associated with a
change in the overall socio-historical
situation or regardless of this change.
Events are characterized by historicity,
while for the fact this function has a
derivative meaning. The ability of facts to
denote aspects of reality, properties,
features of things and events gives
grounds to argue that the event, in
contrast to the fact, has a procedural
nature [3].

The problem of significance of a
historical event. The most important for
historical cognition are the events of social
life caused by the activities of a man or
society. Historians have traditionally
considered political events to be among
them, as the government has always
claimed supremacy in the annals of
history, and the ruling elites have shown
interest in a certain interpretation of
events. Thus, the significance of the event
associated with the coming to power of the
ruler was automatically recognized as
historical, without the need to verify time.

The events of military or diplomatic
history — victories and defeats in battles,
foreign yoke, revolutions, uprisings,
mutinies, riots — have also long been
important. Among the significant events
were of particular importance, in
particular, the decline and fall of states
and cities, which drew an analogy with
death as a social phenomenon. The
significance of death was recognized not
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only in relation to the rulers, but also in
mass death of people during a war,
famine, epidemic, etc.

There is no consensus in the scientific
literature on the criteria for determining
the significance of a historical event. The
significance of the event, according to
researchers, can be imagined as the point
of intersection of interpretation and
objectivity [16]. In turn, the objective
aspect of the significance of the event,
which is not leveled by the specifics of
interpretations, is determined by the
stable preservation of the consequences of
the event in a historical process [20].

Regarding the selection of events in
order to analyze the degree of impact of
their consequences on social reality, it
should be noted that the same event can
be interpreted in terms of significance
depending on the objectives of the study.
The criteria are the scale of the study
period, the scientist’s affiliation to a
particular scientific field,
historiographical tradition, and so on. For
example, a significant event for Christian
historiography can be neglected in the
scientific literature, referring it to the
category of secondary phenomena.

In this context, it is interesting to note
about distinguishing of several levels of
selection of historical events by W. Drey.
The first level involves identifying the
types of human actions and experiences
that are the focus of the researcher's
attention, and political or economic
history requires its own choice of events.
The second level of judgment about the
significance of the event is related to the
preference for specific actions within the
chosen field of human experience. In this
case, the reason for the choice is in the
field of assessment of the past, which is
not limited to moral, aesthetic,
intellectual, pragmatic considerations,
but can be carried out according to the
criteria of representativeness [9].

Thus, an event can be considered
historic in view of what phenomenon it
caused, because what is not a historically
important event can be an important
historical event. The event has the ability
to be a harbinger of later events, and not
a very significant event can become
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significant, because it has become a
symptom of more important trends or
phenomena. Undoubtedly, events that are
considered  secondary  (negotiations,
meetings), under certain conditions, even
in the eyes of contemporaries acquire a
historical character, determining the
parameters of a particular macro-event.

According to A. Badiou, the event
includes a biased subjective perception,
which is part of the event itself. The event
is identified only from the standpoint of
"an interpretive intervention", ie from the
point of view of those who acknowledge
the existence of this event. The thinker
understands an intervention as any
procedure by which a set of effects is
recognized as an event. For those who did
not dare to intervene and did not
determine their belonging to the event, it
will forever be doubtful whether the event
actually took place [2].

In other words, the event is associated
with a sharp and unexpected shift in the
semantic field, breaking the ties of
meanings and signs. Accordingly, there
must be someone who is able to perceive
and record this deviation or gap of values.
It is, therefore, an entity whose experience
will be able to combine the previous and
the new, because the event is not outside
an observer, but occurs through him.

The role of the subject in the
appearance of the event can be
considered from another angle. Social life
is full of news and adventures that are not
necessarily perceived as events, because
the definition of events does not depend
on intensity, but on quality. Only the
subject can combine various elements of
social life and interpret their interactions
as an event. According to J. Deleuze, the
event acts as a filter that sifts through the
chaos of a situation, organizing it into
certain combinations that are identified
by an individual as events [8].

The subjectivity of the researcher is
important in classifying events as
historical and interpreting them as
significant. This statement is based on the
absence of natural event marking on the
time scale, so it depends on the position
of a historian and the experience of
protagonists [11]. The degree of
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significance of a particular event may be
perceived differently by contemporaries
and historians. Thanks to another
perspective, the historian is able to
correlate the event with a certain socio-

historical context, which makes it
possible to determine the quality of the
event, which can be seen by
contemporaries.

As we can see, the perception of the
significance of an event is significantly
influenced not only by the environment of
its occurrence and unfolding, but also the
context of analysis and interpretation of
the event. The importance of the context
is emphasized by J.Deleuze, who
understood the event as a meaning that
does not exist outside the sentence that
expresses it [8].

However, the event is not limited to the
historical context, although it is closely
related to it. It is formed in the depths of
this context, but does not directly
originate from it. In other words, the event
cannot be a natural consequence of its
preconditions, because it requires a
different perspective, view, vision, which
will allow to see the situation differently.
That is, again there is a need for an entity
that combines many different situations,
which is interpreted as an event.

In trying to describe and comprehend
the event, the subject uses known
narratives, imposing them in the form of
interpretive frameworks on the reality
that is comprehended, which contributes
to structuring. That is, narrativization is
a mechanism through which the subject
adapts the event to experience by
organizing information about it.
Adaptation of the event takes place in the
form of symbolization — the process of
creating concepts that are analogous to
the subject, phenomenon, event, as well
as concentrate their generalized features.
With the help of these concepts, the
subject does not appeal to a single event,
but focuses on the large-scale nature of
the subject of understanding. In the
process of symbolization, concepts are
produced that act not only as carriers of
certain meanings, but also as indicators
that orient the subject to the significance
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of the context to be perceived and
interpreted [19: 6].

The role of the subject is manifested
not only in the appearance, but also in the
continued existence of the event. The

researcher's idea may include the
inclusion of the event in various
interactions - causality, sequence,

interdependence, chain of events and
more. Thus, in the process of creating a
counterfeit history, a chronological chain
of events is constructed, which could be
the result of the absence of an event of
interest, thus checking the soundness of
the generally accepted interpretation.
Continuity and necessity, according to
scientists, are spontaneously born from a
historical perspective. The starting point
of this process is the goal, because we
know what was, not what could be [1].
Through the media, a historical event
can be artificially presented as significant,
creating space for various manipulations.
Along with the negative connotation, this
situation creates for the researcher a
number of perspectives, which are, in
particular, the possibility of using ways of
interpreting the event in a particular
society to analyze the specifics of the
development of its social structures.
Conclusions. Analysis of an event as a
category of historical knowledge shows its
importance as one of the main and most
difficult to wunderstand concepts in
historical science. In particular, in
historiography, which for much of its
existence has been based on event history,
the event has always been and remains the
starting point of historical analysis. An
important function of the event is the
temporal organization of history, ie the
demarcation of historical periods. In this
context, the event is interpreted as a break
in historical time, an indicator of which are
the most epoch-making events that reflect
the essence of the period. On the basis of
the analysis of semantic connotations of
the concepts "fact" and "event" it is possible
to state the ontological nature of the event
and the epistemological origin of the fact. If
the event actually occurs, the fact is
designed to adequately reflect the event in
the human mind. The historicity of a fact is
derived from the historical nature of the
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event to which the fact is related in some
way. The significance of an event depends
on the mnature of the selection,
interpretation and general assessment of

process. At the same time, an important
role belongs to the subject of historical
knowledge, which adapts the perception
and understanding of the event in a

the role of the event in the historical particular context.
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