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Summary. Political science and contemporary history havenymaethodological and research
problems in common because the two sciences sharebject of research, which is the contem-
porary society in all forms and on all levels & functioning. Both disciplines investigate social
facts/processes that have occurred and are possibprogress’ as part of a larger or smaller
structure of historical process. These facts havepgen character: they are at the stage of evolu-
tion and their final effects are not known. Thetdvign studying contemporary history and the
political scientist must be aware of the ontologieterminants that limit the process of investi-
gating the present time. These constraints arsuhgect of the present paper.

Contemporary history and science of politics areigimes close to each other regardless of
the institutional and organizational boundarieg Heparate them. The two sciences are located on
one research ‘platform’, analyzing different aspecf the reality just passed, supporting each
other with the results of their investigations amethodological and practical experiences.
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Two different tendencies can be noticed in pregagtscience: one of them
is oriented towards the interdisciplinary reseaphproach, while the other, as if
in response to this process, is manifested in sgekinew identity for the al-
ready existing disciplines. At the same time indbeial sciences there is ‘pecu-
liar competition for which of the sciences is tlaythe leading role in the total
cognition of reality. Among the disciplines competifor this role there are inter
alia history and political science. As early aghat turn of the nineteen-sixties
and seventies, the well-known methodologist Jerapolski wrote that ,high
stakes are being played for”, the issue being

which of the social sciences will contribute aregral point of view to the research on society.
History? Sociology? Social psychology? The catclinafirthe unity of science conceived of in a
hierarchical way is being replaced more and mofimitigely by the idea of integration of science,
which assumes the equality of all sciences andufaiets as close relations as possible between
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them. The issue is that history should find ithtiglace among the processes which govern mod-
ern sciencé.

The author of this quotation does not mention palitscience at all because
this discipline was only a fledgling one at thahei in Poland, yet today it is
established firmly enough to find for itself an ianfant place among politi-
cal/social sciences. B. Krauz-Mozer writes,

Political sciences are a synthesis of many distdsli- often with different, diversified methodolo-
gies of the subjects — which deal with everythingt is politically important. This is a too broad
and ambitious objective for political science togegceived as a separate, homogeneous discipline
with its own methodology, which is why this nameused somewhat liberally, with its future
development in mind. But it is owing to this facathn political science, like in no other disci-
pline, there is manifested the fundamental unigiarding the object of research of social sciences,
followed by common research problems, which metlmgiosensu largoanalyzes and tries to
solve. Thus, whatever is important that generahowblogy of science ascertains regarding the
conditions of cognition in one social disciplineaiso significant for all the othétrs

The consequence of the conviction about the urfith® object of research
of all social sciences is the proposal to defireitlentity of political science as
a meetingplatform for political theory, political philosophy, economiclas,
social politics, theory of state, political socigio international relations theory,
political geography, political history and othesdplines that deal with various
aspects of the functioning of the authority in sb¢i With the conception of
political science so conceived its identity is determined by its separate meth-
odology or organizational-institutional criteria tbly the object of research,
which is society and the state with socio-politieghtions and institutions. This
means that depending on the subject matter inwastig the political scientist
should follow the guidelines developed by the mdttogies of such disciplines
as sociology, psychology, philosophy, history, lamd other sciences. Among
these sciences, political science is especiallgetjoassociated with history.
This is genetic affinity (political science in Pégp Poland was jointly devel-
oped first of all by law and history gradud)eand affinity in research The
research area where the historian and the polgiahtist meet is contemporary
history. As one of the oldest sciences, history Vet methodological experi-
ence and those pursuing political science sholdd tmlvantage of its achieve-

1 J. TopolskiMetodologia histori{Methodology of history)Warsaw 1971, p. 8-9.

2 B. Krauz-MozerTeorie polityki(Political theories)Warsaw 2005, p. 15.

3 See the text authored by J. Hudzik in the preseiime.

4 For example, the UMCS Inter-Faculty Department a@iftRal Science, the unit, from which
the present Faculty of Political Science originaahployed five faculty members with a degree
in history and six with a degree in law.

5 For example, Prof. Andrzej Paczkowski is bothstdtian and political scientist employed at
the Polish Academy of Sciences Institute of Pdalt8ciences.
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ments in this area. The purpose of the preserdlais to present the specific
properties of research on the present time, forredlan the basis of methodol-
ogy of history. At this point | would like to distae myself from the view ex-
pressed by some representatives of science ofgsdiitat history is an auxiliary
science of political scien€eThis interpretation hierarchizes relations betwee
the two disciplines and it would mean that histegpordinates its research ob-
jectives to political science, which is not theeaBhe mutual relation of history
and political science is probably best expressadwsally supporting sciences.

From the chronological point of view, the differenbetween the historian
and the political scientist is negligible. Bothtbh&ém investigate social facts that
already occurred and may possibly ‘last’ as pard ¢tdrger or smaller structure
of historical process, the political scientist remtag oriented towards the future
and subordinating his inquiry to it in the firsepé, while the historian looks for
the roots of today in that which passed. This clrssounter of political science
and contemporary history is best rendered by tipeession ‘history recorded as
it happens’ (in Germageitgeschichteand in Frenchnistoire contemporaine

Anthony Giddens goes even further in his conclusion relations between
social sciences and history. He states that thiégrdn nothing that would be
conceptually cohesive and intellectually justifiéte then adds that ,historical
research is social research and vice vérsa”

For the sake of discussion presented in this wex@dopt the conception of con-
temporary history as proposed by J. Topolski. Byigj Najnowsze” he writes,

| understand therefore the so-called current, ptelsistory and history going more or less back-

wards. This ‘more or less’ does not depend, howeveon an arbitrary chronological decision but

on certain problems pertaining to the structurhistiorical process. The problem ... is the opening
or closing historical facts (processes). (...) A (pamatively) closed historical fact is one that is

manifested in the historical process in its rettompleteness, i.e. one which not only took place
completely but also showed its direct and to sorterg indirect effects so that one could give

one’s opinion about its place (role) in the histaliprocess

According to the presented definition, contempotasjory is a period in the
history of society characterized by the occurreoicepen facts/processes, i.e.
being in evolution, whose eventual consequencesa@rget known. Neverthe-

5 M. Chmaj, M.Zmigrodzki, Wprowadzenie do teorii politykintroduction to political theory),
Lublin 1996, p. 25.

" A. Giddens Stanowienie spoteczstwa. Zarys teorii strukturyzadjtransl. fromThe Consti-
tution of Society: Outline of the Theory of Struation), Pozna 2003, p. 410.

8 J. Topolski,0 trudnaiciach metodologicznych historii najnowsgéin methodological diffi-
culties of contemporary historylpzieje Najnowsze” 1961, R. XIlI, no. 1-2, p. 31%i¥ openness
of contemporary history is pointed out by the Btitischolar Geoffrey Barraclough, who writes,
~contemporary history begins when the problems wisich actual in the world today first take
visible shape”. See: G. Barraclough'sep do historii wspétczesnéjransl. fromintroduction to
Contemporary History Warsaw 1971, p. 32.
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less, we cannot perceive these facts in isolatmhitis the scholar’'s task to
interpret them in a broader context, as a fragroéatlarger structure, the inves-
tigation of which can be fragmentary or even wrombe lack of a cognitive
perspective or the necessary temporal distandeetplienomena investigated is
regarded as the essential difficulty, with whiclgé studying the present time
have to grapple, and so do political scientists.

In order that a given phenomenon could occur bedsrim a vivid way — Adam Préchnik writes —
it must stand out not only as a separate fact lsotahistorical one, i.e. understood in connection
with other facts. It is not enough to observe &,fane should find out its influence and conse-
guences. This is why the historian has to havedisiance. Now, this distance between a fact and
its impact, between a historical event and its egasnces is huge in many different ways. De-
pending on this remoteness in time, the distanaettte historian needs to write history may be
greater or smallér

The same scholar wrote elsewhere It is not easyrite the history of the
present (...) It is difficult to develop a perspeetivom which to look at events
and tell the significant from the petty ones *°..For example, an insignificant
event, which was a meeting of a dozen-odd sociatisvists in Paris in 1892,
gave rise to a powerful movement of independencelem. Its role is visible
only after many years. Conversely, Stauffenbertiengpt on Hitler’s life in July
1944 might have appeared to be an important exe¢hedime, but today we can
say that it did not affect the course of the watha internal situation in Ger-
many. Both the contemporary history scholar andpitigical scientist must be
aware of the ontological determinants that limé firocess of cognition of the
present.

The open character of facts and events taking pthedimited temporal dis-
tance from them or the lack of it are the factbiat generate a series of further
methodological problems. The Lublin methodologes Pomorski names eight
other features rendering the specificity of conterapy history, which distin-
guish it methodologically from the history that Bewith earlier periods. It is
my conviction that we can also apply these obsemsitto relations between the
political scientist and the object of his reseaMithen we adjust them from the
political science angle, these will be problemstesd to the following areas of
research activity:

1. The source base and the scholar’s attitudeurcss.

2. The political scientist's attitude to popularokriedge about politics and
the functioning of institutions of socio-politicahd economic life.

° A. Prochnik,O dziele odbudowy gatwa polskieggOn the work of restoration of the Polish
state),Niepodlegtas¢”, vol. IV, fasc. 1, p. 4.

191dem Pierwsze pitnastolecie Polski niepodlegléfhe first fifteen years of independent Po-
land), Warsaw 1983, p. 8.

11 3. PomorskiMetodologiczne problemy historii najnowsZ#jethodological problems of
contemporary history)Przeghd Humanistyczny” 1987, no. 9, p. 2.
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3. The instrumental treatment of historical andtall knowledge.

4. ‘Partisanship’ and objectivism in research.

5. The role of theory in political science research

6. Cooperation in the process of cognition of tgalith other social sci-
ences, including contemporary history.

7. The use of latest research techniques.

8. Cognitive progress conceived of as accumulaifdactual knowledge.

In the following part of the article we shall btiepresent the problems sig-
naled in particular points.

Re 1. Contemporary civilization is a mass sociefyich also translates into
the source base available to the political scieatisl the historian studying con-
temporary history. The amount of all kinds of metisrproduced by central and
local government institutions, and by parties assbaiations is growing at an
astronomical rate. Take for example the productiohthe Polish Parliament
during the Third Republic (i.e. the last fifteenay®): the volume of legislation
passed in 2005 was higher than in 1990. Findingsomay around in this maze
of materials makes it immensely difficult for thehslar to become acquainted
with all of them in order to get at those that #re most essential in the cogni-
tion of the social, political or economic realiyherefore, the scholar sometimes
confines himself to partial research and on thgdhe formulates general con-
clusions. He behaves like a politician who ideatifhis own positions with the
aspirations of the majority of the nation or sogiefoo many sources make
themselves less valuable than they are for theewaetlist (the law of supply and
demand operates in this case). As a result, thegabkcientist confines himself
to a fairly superficial analysis of the source @mf thus diminishing the impor-
tance of his internal and external criticism anthieneutical processiffg

Until recently a serious impediment for the schataestigating the contem-
porary period was the limited access to valuableéeri@s stored in state ar-
chives and the archives of institutions and offi&spresent, as a result of the
rise of e-communication, this problem looks muchtdye Websites provide
documentation showing the activities of politicarges, Council of Ministers
and other government agencies. On the one handyevevitnessing the publi-
cizing of the knowledge about the functioning oé tauthority, while on the
other hand, the decision-making process and trenessof phenomena are be-
coming less and less clear because of globalizatfey can thereby be de-
scribed, investigated and understood only in thlet lof the sources to which the
scholar is confined because some of them are dusaéach.

The political scientist, sociologist or contempgraistory specialist do not
have to be left exclusively to second-hand soulmgscan themselves inspire
their creation. As A. Giddens put it, actors whe af interest to the sociologist

12.3. Pomorskipp. cit.,p. 3.
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are the living ones and can be communicated with, the living, unlike the
dead, can answer the questions asked and canemskliemselveéd

Re 2. The political scientist, like the studentcohtemporary history, has to
cope with popular knowledge in his society regagdilitics (for example that
it is an amoral activity, the struggle for powedanoney), perception of histori-
cal processes (conspiracy theories of historyyyidespread cures for the exist-
ing socio-economic problems. Politics is a realntifef about which everybody
or almost everybody feels qualified enough to spéais is the core of democ-
racy, joined in also by the student of the existiugial reality. It sometimes
happens that he does not have the courage toluefpriessure’ of the function-
ing stereotypes or myths, or subconsciously yigdahem. B. Krauz-Mozer is
probably quite right when she writes that

the skills needed in specialized academic disaglinvhose research activities can support or
undermine widely-held popular political convictigrease still closely related to the skills of ordi-
nary observers of and participants in public lifeorder to gain the right to enter political seien

... one does not need to learn complicated resgamtedures or intricate ways of reasoning, on
the contrary, the political science knowledge stawtimperceptibly mix today with popular com-
mon sensg.

Instead of yielding to the influences of populaoktedge, the task of politi-
cal science is to overcome divergences existingdet them and contribute to
understanding socio-economic processes taking place

Re 3. Political scientists fairly often study canf®rary history and are then
exposed to temptations to use the knowledge ofeitent past for the purpose of
present political struggle. This happened bothéonghe’s Republic and in pre-
sent-day Poland. Today, in the Third Republic daRd we are withessing some
scholars, pursuing contemporary history and palitscience at the same time,
join in the political discourse concerning suchuess as decommunization, vet-
ting (lustration), privatization, the nature of tReund Table agreement, build-
ing the Fourth Republic, etc. This does not mea these people should not
undertake research in this area but the probleatmaisthey sometimes treat these
issues in a too emotional way, becoming involvethaongoing political strug-
gle and manipulating facts and figures. The visibthe past is sometimes cre-
ated with a view to legitimating conceptions forateldd by diverse political cir-
cles. When explaining the existing reality, theifpzal scientist feels obliged to
indicate causal relationships by going back toomstfrom which he can draw
arguments justifying or challenging some actionsther, or political strategies
(e.g. for historical politics). Using the genetietmod we seek justification for
political reasons in history, but also for projeofshe future in the present. In-
strumentalization of political science stems to s@®rtent from the functions it

13 A. Giddenspp. cit.,p. 409.
14 B. Krauz-Mozerpp. cit.p. 9.
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is to fulfill as science, but those who pursue itstnremember to avoid becom-
ing addicted to politics. It is political sciendeat should influence politics and
not the other way round, it cannot afford to betruled by the latter. Politics
has many means, including financial, of influendognce and instrumentalizing it.

Re 4. The problem of ‘partisanship’ and necesshjgativity in scholarly re-
search concerns both contemporary history spetsiaial political scientists and
is associated with the issues analyzed in poifith@. question of ‘partisanship’
can be examined on two levels. In the first caseas iconceived of as the
scholar’s orientation towards specific politicatdes, which eventually results in
pursuing pseudoscience and in the subordinatidrisofesearch to a given po-
litical reason. This attitude arouses criticisnthe circles representing individ-
ual disciplines and tends to be termed ‘court @& more complex question
is ‘partisanship’ situated on the second level bseat stems not so much from
political sympathies as from certagnpriori or tacitly accepted, as J. Pomorski
puts it, ,ontological, methodological and axiolagficassumptions preceding
research itself®. One’s system of values controls research, iticinence the
choice of the subject matter, selection of souesebfacts, assessment of events
and social phenomena investigated, and their stgmi€ée and meaning as well
as the conclusions and generalizations arrivethgiractice, this means identi-
fying with some of the functioning ideologies or nawiews, philosophical cur-
rents and the resulting axiologies. It is through prism of the values which
they advocate that the past and the present aceiped and the visions of the
future are presented. Most scientific disciplines enreatened by ‘ideologiza-
tion’, especially those that pursue social studidss is a serious methodological
problem but of the kind that seems impossible teesbasing on contemporary
history or political science. The aforementionecaxdPréchnik, referring to his
book presenting the history of the first fifteeray® of the Second Republic of
Poland, recorded in a ‘live’ way in the rush of oirg events, answers his ques-
tion whether to stay impartial in the following way

There is no ideal impartiality, everybody viewstbrg from some position. In expressing his
opinion, in selecting facts, or in assessing evehtshistorian cannot depart from the platform he
is standing on. He cannot forget his worldview eifdre pretended to himself that he is doing so.
But if there is no absolute objectivity, then relatbbjectivity is possible and necessary in a schol
arly study. Simply temperance. We wish to try arakena detached, impassionate judgment about
people and events. For it is not its purpose teespolitical agitation and propagariia

153, Pomorskipp. cit.,p. 6.

18 A. Préchnik,op. cit.,p. 9. A contemporary methodologist A. Radomski veritg@he histo-
rian, as the contemporary ‘theoretical reflectiomintains, cannot be impartial in his interpreta-
tions of history. As every member of society he definite beliefs, which control his activities —
also as part of historiographic practice — and e cannot abandon”, A. RadomskKiisto-
riografia w postnowoczesnych, liberalnych demokrdcjédistoriography in postmodern liberal
democracies) [in:pwiatopoglkdy historiograficznéHistoriographioworldviews), (ed.) J. Pomor-
ski, Lublin 2002, p. 194.
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Today’s historians of the present and politicakstists would be well ad-
vised to remember about the counsel offered indikasion.

Re 5. Discussions relating to political scienceudhits status, that is whether
it is a separate discipline or the area of reseezalized by representatives of
different social sciences (political sociology, ipoal philosophy, social psy-
chology, law, economics, contemporary history,)etdich study the existing
reality from the perspective of their own methodds, are essentially reducible
to the problem of political theory. Diverse condeps$ of political theory have
functioned in the literature to date: most oftensitdentified with social and
philosophical ideas. B. Krauz-Mozer, an eminentegkpn these problems, of-
fers the following diagnosis:

Consequently, that which tends to be called ‘theamypolitical science at present often does not
have the scholarly nature but is a label denotiagyrdifferent systems of knowledge about poli-

tics. It is therefore good to be aware of the that when political scientists speak of ‘theoriiey

use this term in an arbitrary way, differing frolretusual use of the term in other sciences not
interested in investigating social phenoména

The absence of a crystallized stance on this medigses political science to
lack distinctive identity, while the studies proddcin its realm are of contribu-
tory or historical-descriptive nature. An importgrbblem, which many politi-
cal scientists have to grapple with, mainly in siphere of contemporary history,
is the conceptualization of the object of research.

Re 6. In the social sciences circles there is asyickad conviction about the
growing need to conduct interdisciplinary studiesl @ooperate between indi-
vidual disciplines. The object of research, whighhie socio-political reality, is
multi-dimensional and the comparatively exhaustiescription, interpretation,
and explanation of it fall outside the cognitivepahilities of only one discipline.
The same fact, phenomenon or process should bedisam many standpoints
(research perspectives) and various analytic ingrnis appropriate for particu-
lar methodologies should be applied. This meansrémaesentatives of individ-
ual disciplines ought to be interested in one awghresults and achievements
and take them into account in the research progesgher form of cooperation
is to undertake joint research projects and tochnone’s scholarly apparatus
with new research methods and techniques employeelated sciences. The
conceptions of treating political science asdiseursive platfornattribute to it
a unifying role in relation to disciplines whoselfi of research embraces vari-
ous aspects of political reality. It remains a rapgthow political science should
perform this function if it ceases to be a realtgréand becomes a synthesis of
sub disciplines meeting on the platform.

17B. Krauz-Mozerpp. cit.,p. 61.
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Re 7. Political science as an interdisciplinargesce has to use many differ-
ent research methods and techniques dependingeosuthject matter under-
taken. A disturbing tendency can be observed, épyeamong scholars under-
taking research on contemporary history and thetfoming of government
system institutions, that they confine themsehegraditional methods of text
analysis. We then obtain the picture of realitylaged from the whole of the
socio-political system. Postmodernist philosophy lofowledge admittedly
places emphasis on discovering diversity in theglikt society, nevertheless,
science cannot evade looking for that which comtesishare together and for
historical regularities or generalities. Therefomatistical and sociological
methods should be used on a larger scale as thbleanvestigation of mass proc-
esses. Here the computer creates opportunitiegrhabus scholars never had.

Re 8. With the collapse of People’s Poland, pdllticience as a branch of
knowledge gained new opportunities for developmétnshed the previously
constraining straitjacket of Marxist methodologydastarted to draw from the
achievements of this discipline in the Western tdes, acquiring new ap-
proaches in the interpretation of political phenameThis was accompanied at
the same time by the growing interest in undergagglpolitical science studies
among high school students. Owing to this popylantore and more state uni-
versities and the emergent private colleges staaeaxdfer programs in political
science. These were followed by the growing numbérgung academic staff
specializing in political science. As a result bése processes as well as the
launching of doctoral study programs on a largedescthere was a dramatic
increase in the number of people holding a docidegree in political science.
We may expect that this increase will be even ndyreamic because the Bolo-
gna strategy provides for the three-tier structfr@igher education: licentiate
(bachelor’s degree) studies, master’s degree stualiwl doctoral studies. | have
serious doubts whether the ‘mass’ trend towardgodalc studies is the right
solution because education for research work cabeatarried out in the way
occupational training is done, especially in a camfively short period. Al-
ready today we can notice the worrying phenomerigoraducing a vast num-
ber of contributory dissertations, which multiplget knowledge of facts, or
compilation studies reducible to the presentatibthe content of sources, not
always complete, and of the literature on the suibj&e are witnessing the rush
to get a doctoral degree by the people from outgideacademic circles, whose
methodological training is at the level of popukaowledge of politics or his-
tory. Already in the early nineteen-eighties Jefppolski observed that it was
recognized as obvious that you could not essentiplle medical treatment to
people without proper training but it was accepteat history, which after all
concerns that which everybody experiences andcjgtes in, does not require
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special training to pursue i This observation, although stated more than
twenty years ago, has not lost relevance and westidaapply it to certain areas
of political science, within which we are witnegsitihe appearance of books of
dubious cognitive and scientific value.

* * %

History in general (and contemporary history intigatar) and political sci-
ence share many common methodological and resgaotilems because the
two branches of learning have the joint objectesfeiarch, which is society in all
forms and on all levels of its functioning. The taisciplines have equally lim-
ited possibilities of cognition of reality as thegmomena investigated are open
to a greater or lesser extent. They can therefakenuse of each other in ex-
plaining and understanding the political realityheiut fear of losing their iden-
tity. At present we are witnessing the successtolipation with contemporary
history by political scientists, and with politicatience problems by historians.
Regardless of their institutional-organizationdlliation and formal position in
the structure of social sciences, they are stud#riisth disciplines.

HISTORIA NAJNOWSZA A POLITOLOGIA.
WYBRANE PROBLEMY METODOLOGICZNE

StreszczeniePomedzy politologh a history najnowsz istnieje wiele wspolnych probleméw meto-
dologicznych i badawczych, albowiem obie te naagzy przedmiot badg jakim jest wspoétczesne
spoteczastwo we wszystkich formach i ptaszczyznach funkeojeania. Jedna i druga dyscyplina
zajmuje st badaniami faktéw spotecznych/proceséw, ktdeezdiarzyly i ktére ewentualnie ,trwa]
jako cz$¢ mniejszej lub wgkszej struktury procesu historycznego. Fakty tearobprakter otwarty,
znajduj sie w fazie ewolucji, a ich skutkow docelowych nie anya Historyk dziejéw najnowszych i
politolog musi by swiadom ontologicznych uwarunkowaograniczajcych proces poznawania
wspotczesngi. Ograniczenia teagprzedmiotem niniejszego artykutu.

Historia najnowsza i nauka o politycg dyscyplinami bliskimi sobie, niezaleie od oddziela-
jacych je granic instytucjonalno-organizacyjnych. ©biauki sytuyj sie na jednej ,platformie”
badawczej, podda analizie réne aspekty niedawno minionej rzeczywisio positkupc sk
wzajemnie wynikami swych docieka doswiadczeniami metodologiczno-warsztatowymi.

Stowa kluczowe:politologia, nauka o polityce, historia, histonajnowsza, metodologia

18 3. Topolski,Teoria wiedzy historycznéfheory of historical knowledgefpozna 1983, p. 153;
see also J. Pomorskip. cit 8-9. This scholar even contends that in conteeargohistory like ,in
no other department of historiography it is so gasgross the line between the professional and
the amateurish, which is why there are plenty of doctoral dissertations, andsnanfrequently

'

postdoctoral dissertations written by all mannetafers of history’.



