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NOCTMYJIbTUKYJIbTYPAJIN3M: HEKOTOPbBIE NOAXOAbl
K USYHEHUIO COBPEMEHHbIX COLUWAJIbHbIX
N KYJIbTYPHbBIX MPOLLECCOB*

A.N. Kyponsatauk, M.C. KyponsiTHuk

Cankr-IletepOyprekuii TocyapCTBEHHBIN YHUBEPCUTET
Yuusepcumemckas nab6., 7/9, Cankm-Ilemep6ype, Poccus, 191124
(e-mail: alkuropjatnik(@ mail.ru; kuropjatnik@bk.ru)

TTocTMyYIBTUKYIBTYPATIH3M HPEACTABIISET COOOH MOIXO0, B paMKax KOTOPOTO pPealin3yeTcsi OIUH
U3 COBPEMEHHBIX CIIOCOOOB KOHIETITYAIH3ALUH COLMAIBHOTO M KyJIbTYPHOTO pa3HOOOpas3us B yCIOBHSAX
rnodai3auy. B oTinuue oT MyNbTUKYIBTYpaju3Ma, Pa3BUBABIIETOCS KaK MPOEKT HAIIMOHAJIBHOTO TOCY-
JIapCTBa, IIOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAIH3M UMEET N0 C TEHICHIMAMU TEKy4eCTH, IPOLECCYaTbHOCTH U MPEOo-
JICHUs MHCTUTYITUOHAIBHBIX KOHCTEIUIALMHA ¥ HallMOHAJIBHBIX TpaHull. [IocTMyIbTHKYIBTYpau3M CIIO-
co0cTByeT (hOPMHUPOBAHHUIO ONIPEIEICHHOT0 BHACHUS IPOOJIeM COBPEMEHHOCTH, MPUBHOCS CBOM BKJIAJ
B MIOHAMaHHUe PONM M (QYHKIHMH HAIlHOHAIFHOTO TOCYIapCTBa B YCIOBHAX TII00ANM3AIMH, B IIEpeompe-
JIeJIEHHE IIPOLIECCOB MHTETPALlK B HALMOHAJIBHBIX M TPAHCHALIMOHAIBHBIX KOHTEKCTaX, a TAKXKE COJEHCTBYS
Tepexoy K AUANOroBeIM (hopMaM MmoIepkaHusl COLUAIBHOTO U TTONMUTHYECKOr0 SANHCTBA B TIpe/ieiax Ha-
MOHAIBHOTO 00IIecTBa. B aHHOI CBSA3M MOXKHO TOBOPHTH O IOCTMYJIBTHKYJIETYPAILHOM TIOBOPOTE B CO-
LHAIBHBIX HayKaxX, KOTOPbIH, OyIy4n CONpPSHKEHHBIM C YIIPABJICHHEM COLMOKYJIBTYPHBIM MHOTOOOpa3HeM,
IIpe/yIaraeT HallMOHAIbHOMY TOCYAApCTBY M €r0 HHCTUTYTaM MEPEOCMBICIUTD ce0sl M CBOIO IESTEIbHOCTD
B MOCTMYJIBTUKYJIbTYypaJIbHOW mepcrektuBe. [1o MHEHHIO aBTOPOB CTaThbH, IOCTMYJIBTHKYJIBTYpPAIH3M
B MEPEX0IaX MEKIY CTApbIM U HOBBIM, MEX/IY MPOILIBIM U OyTyIIMM MPH3BaH CIOCOOCTBOBATH CO3IAHUIO
HOBBIX KOHLENTYAJIBHBIX, JUCKYPCUBHBIX ITPOCTPAHCTB, a TAKKe MPUKIAJHBIX SKCIUIMKAIUI JUHAMUYHO
H3MeHsonecs peanbHOCTH. [0CTMYNBTHKYIBTYpaIu3M SBIISETCS ITAllOM Pa3BUTUS MYJIBTHUKYJIBTY-
paJIbHON MAEO0JIOTHH, HAIIPaBJIEHHON Ha JE3CCEHIMaIN3al0 STHUYHOCTU U MIPEOI0JICHUE KYJIbTYpPHOH
JuckpuMuHanuy. OJHAKO OH HE OTPULAET MYJIbTUKYJIbTypanu3M. [locineqHuii no-npexHeMy sBISETCS
CHocoO0OM KOHIENTYaIH3alluy HOBOH COLMOKYJIBTYPHOH PealbHOCTH, MUTPAlMOHHON MO3aMK{ HaLlHO-
HaJILHOTO O0IIEeCTBa, KOTOPbIE MOAACPKUBAIOTCS B PA3IMYHBIX KOHOUTYPAIUSIX HALIMOHATIBHBIX HOIUTHK
MYJIBTUKYIBTYpaau3Ma 1 Onarogapsi KOTOPBIM ITOCTMYJIBTHKYIBTYPaIbHBIN HOIX0] 00peTaeT pesieBaHT-
HBIE COBPEMEHHOCTH UMITYJIbChI COLMAIBHON U KyJIBTYPHOIH JTUHAMUKH.

KimoueBble €j10Ba: OCTMYJIBTUKYITYpPAIU3M; MYJIbTUKYIbTYPAIU3M; UHTEPKYJIbTYpaInu3M; IJ10-
Ganu3zanys; MUrpanus; KyJIbTypa; HallHOHAJIbHOE FOCYAapCTBO

B nocnennue nonropa IECATUIETHS TEPMUH «IIOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAIM3M» HAXO0-
IUTCSI B CAMOM LIEHTPE HAay4YHBIX JUCKYCCHUM, HECMOTpPS Ha TO, YTO €0 TEOPETHYECKUE
KOHTYPBI, COJIEpKaHKUe U CTPYKTypa eIlie TOIbKo (popMupyroTcs. B HacTosiee Bpems
€J1Ba JIN MOKHO TOBOPUTB O TOM, YTO MOCTMYJIBTHKYJIbTYpPAIN3M KaK Hay4Hast KaTerOpust
IpHoOpeN B COLMANIBHBIX HayKax OIpPE/IEJICHHBII BEC M CAMOCTOSATEIbHOE aHATIUTHIE-

* © Kypomsarauk A.1., Kypomstaux M.C., 2017.
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ckoe 3HaueHue. OJJHaKO OH aKTHBHO MCIIONb3YETCSl B KOHTEKCTaX JIPYTUX HAyYHbIX MOJ-
XOJIOB, HAIIpUMEp, UHTEPKYJIbTYpATU3Ma, TPaHCHALIMOHAIN3MA, KOCMOIIOJIUTH3MA, MU-
TPaIMOHHBIX TEOPHH, T1ie OOHAPY>KMUBAET N3BECTHBIN IBPUCTHUESCKUIA MTOTSHIUAI, BHOCS
CBOH BKJIAJI B KOH()UTYpaIMU MCCIEAO0BATEIbCKUX CTPATETUH U CTIEHU(UKY TTOTyYSHUS
HOBOTO 3HaHUS.

[TocTMyNBTUKYJIBTYpaIN3M NPEICTABISAET aKaJEMUYECKUNA U MPAKTUUYECKUI UH-
Tepec. ITo 00YCIOBICHO TE€M, YTO OH CIIOCOOCTBYET (POPMHUPOBAHUIO OIIPEIEIIEHHOTO
¢dokyca BuAeHHUS MPOOIEM COBPEMEHHOCTH, TIPUBHOCSA CBOM BKJIaJl B IOHUMAHHUE POJIU
U QYHKIMH HAIMOHAJIBHOTO TOCYJAPCTBA B YCIIOBHSX TIIO0ATM3ALNH, B TIepeonpe/iere-
HUE POLECCOB UHTErPAllMd B HALIMOHAJIBHBIX U TPAHCHALIMOHAIBHBIX KOHTEKCTaX,
a TakXKe COACUCTBYS MEepexony K JUaOrOBbIM (hopMaM MOJAEP KaHUS COIMATBHOTO
Y TIOJIUTHYECKOTO €TMHCTBA B TIpeJiesiaX HAIMOHAIBHOTO 00IIecTBa. B 31O CBsI3M MOX-
HO TOBOPHUTH O MOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAJIbHOM [TOBOPOTE B COLIMANIBHBIX HAYKAX, KOTOPBIM,
Oy/Ty4u COTIPsDKEHHBIM C YIPABJICHUEM COLIMOKYJILTYPHBIM MHOT000pa3ueM, IpeijiaraeT
HallMOHAJILHOMY T'OCY/IapCTBY M €r0 MHCTUTYTaM MEPEOCMBICIUTD ce0sl U CBOKO AEATENb-
HOCTh B TIOCTMYJIbTUKYJIBTYPaJIbHON MEPCTIEKTHBE. ITO 00YCIOBIEHO, MPEKIE BCETO,
TeM, 4TO JUHAMMKA IPOLECCOB TPAHCMUIPALIUU U TPAHCHALMOHAIN3ALUHU B T100aJIb-
HBIX KOHTEKCTaX aKTUBHO pa3pyllaeT TPaJAUIMOHHBIE MPEICTaBICHUSI O TOCYIapCTBE
U HauuoHainbHOM efauHcTBe [8. P. 65]. Kpome Toro, MeHseTcs coaepkaHue 3agad
0 PEOPraHu3alliy MOJIUTHKO-COLMATIBHOIO U KYJIBTYPHOTO NMPOCTPAHCTBA HAIIMOHAIIb-
HOT'0 O0ILECTBa, HY/IAIOIIErocs B EPECMOTPE «OTCTABILUX OT BPEMEHW» UAEH U MOJIH-
THK ero Tpanchopmanuu. Peds umer, HanmpuMep, 0 MePeOCMBICIICHUHN 3HAYEHUS U BO3-
MO>XHOCTEW MMOJIMTHK MYJIbTUKYJBTypaJIi3Ma B YCIOBHSX COBPEMEHHOCTH, a TaKKe
0 Mepexo/ie OT JIMHEHHBIX CXeM COIMAJIbHON MHTErpaliy K 0ojee «TOHKUMY, AHajo-
ruyHBIM (popMam OallaHCa HHTEPECOB PA3IUYHBIX TPYIIT HACEICHUS U CO3/IaHUI0 00-
X JUCKYPCUBHBIX M KOHIENTYaIbHBIX MPOCTPAHCTB MEXKYJIBTYPHOTO B3aUMOJICH-
ctBus [11. P. 3].

ONMPEAENIEHME NOCTMYJIbTUKYJIbTYPAJIUSMA

B commanbHbIX HayKax MOCTMYJIBTHKYJIBTYPAIN3M KOHLENTYAIU3UPYETCS UCXOIS
U3 TOT'0, YTO MYJIBTHKYJIbTYPAIM3M B CTPAaHAX 3alaJHbIX JEMOKPATHI IOTEPIIEN Heyaady
Y IIPUILIIO BPEMS HOBBIX PEIICHUH UL IIPEOJOJICHHUS] CTPEMUTENBHO HApaCTaOLIEro Co-
IIMaJIbHOIO HEPAaBEHCTBA, 3THUYECKOTO M KYJIbTYpHOTO pazHooOpasus. Muoraa moct-
MYJIBTUKYJIbTYPAIN3M paccMaTpUBaeTcs Kak opma OTpaskeHUs B MOJIUTHKE U aKaje-
MUYECKOW HAayKe MOCIEICTBUI Ti1o0anu3aliy, HOBO YKOHOMUYECKOW CUTYyaIluH, pe-
UHTEpIpPEeTaLy UJeH MyJIbTHKYJIbTYPAIbHOCTU M MYJIBTUKYIIBTYpAIN3Ma, INI00ATH30BaH-
HOTO MMMUTPALIOHHOTO JIBIKEHUS, OCIA0JCHUS PO HALIMOHAIBLHOTO rOCy1apCTBa,
HCIIBITBIBAIOIETO TPYAHOCTH B 00€CTIEUEHUH UIEHTUYHOCTH, €IMHCTBA U Oe30IacHO-
CTH CBOErO HACEJICHMs. B CBA3M C 3TUM B psjie CIIy4aeB aKTyalIU3UpPYyeTCs YIPOLICH-
Hasl BepCHs JUCKYypca MOCTMYJIbTUKYJIbTYpaIu3Ma, BKIIOYAIOLIET0 B ce0s 1Ba OCHOBHBIX
aneMenTa. OAVH U3 HUX, CONPSDKEHHBIN C MOJIUTUKOM, YKa3bIBAECT HA MYJIbTUKYJIBTypa-
JIM3M KaK HeYIAaBUIMICS COLUAIBHBIA POEKT, BBI3BABIIMHI K KU3HU Pa3IHMUHbIe (POPMBI
STHOKYJIbTYPHOH U PEIUTMO3HOM JIOKAIU3ALMHY, TPYIIIOBOM MHTETPALMH U COLUAIILHON
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CEerMEeHTAIMN BOIIPEKH OKHUIABIIEMYCS YKPEIJICHUIO HAIIMOHATILHON MACHTHYHOCTH
Y TPaXJIaHCKOTO eNMHCTBA. J[pyroi, Oyay4uu BOBJICUYEHHBIM B aKaJleMU4eCKyto chepy,
MOJYEPKUBAET BAKHOCTh HAIMOHAJIBHOM MHTETPALH, COLMAIBHOIO U KyJbTYPHOIO pa-
BEHCTBA M MO3UTUBHBIX MEKTPYIIOBBIX OTHOIIEHUH. OTHAKO AEHCTBUTEIBHOE 3HAYE-
HUE MOCTMYJITUKYJIBTYPaIi3Ma, Ha Halll B3IJISI, 3aKII0UAETCsA B TOM, YTO OH (POKyCH-
pyeT BHUMAaHHE Ha CBA3YIOIIMX KOHTEKCTAX U MEPEXOIHBIX COCTOSHUSIX.

Kak u B cityuae ¢ IpyruMu aHaJIOTUMHBIMU MOHATHUSAMH, TAKUMH KaK IOCTMOJIEP-
HU3M, IOCTCTPYKTYpaJiu3M, HOCTCOBPEMEHHOCTh, TOCTHAIMOHAJIN3M — MPUCTABKa
«TIOCT» B CJIOBE «IOCTMYJIBTHKYJIBTYPAIH3M» YKa3bIBAET, C OJJHOW CTOPOHBI, HA €ro
TECHYIO CBSI3b C MPEALIECTBYIOLIEH MHTENIEKTyaIbHOW Tpaaulel MyJIbTUKYJIbTypa-
Ju3Ma, a ¢ JPYrou, Ha JOrMYHOCTh MPOAOJDKAIOIIETOCS PAa3BUTHUS UJIEH MYJIbTUKYJIBTY-
panmm3Ma B HOBBIX ycioBusax [12. P. 1]. B aToif cBsi3u onHa U3 BakHEHIINX (QyHKINN
MOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYPaJIi3Ma COCTOUT B TOM, YTOOBI B TIEPEX0ax MEXIy CTapbIM U HO-
BBIM, MEKIY MPOILUILIM U OYyAyIIUM CIIOCOOCTBOBATH CO3JAHUIO HOBBIX KOHLIENTYallb-
HBIX, TUCKYPCUBHBIX MIPOCTPAHCTB, a TAKXKE MPUKIAIHBIX SKCIUIMKALMI IMHAMUYHO H3-
MEHAIOMIEHUCS pealTbHOCTH. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE MOKAa3aTENbHO BbICKa3biBanue [l. Jles
0 TOM, YTO 3I0Xa PEJICBAHTHOCTHU MPHUCTABKU «IIOCTY» — MOCTUHAYCTPUAIIbHBIN, MTOCT-
(OpIUCTCKUI, TTOCTMOIEPHUCTCTKUMN, MTOCTHAIMOHATBHBIN, TIOCTCTPYKTYPHBIH, TIOCT-
MapKCHCTCKUH, NOCTKOJIOHUAIbHBI — HECOMHEHHO, Npoaoshkaercs. Mccienoarenu
oOpararoTcs K He, 4TOObI ONPEIETUTh CUTYallud HOBOTO YKOHOMHUYECKOTO Pa3phIBa,
MOJUTHYECKOTO TMEpexo/ia Wi COLHAIbHBIX MPeoOpa3oBaHUi U OJHOBPEMEHHO apTH-
KyJIUPOBaTh CO3/JaHUE HOBOTO TUCKYPCHUBHOTO mpocTpaHcTsa [11. P. 3].

Hcxoas 3 3TOro NoCTMyJNbTUKYJIBTYPAIU3M HE TOJIBKO IPOBO3TJIAIIAET HOBOIO
pEaTBbHOCTD «3a MpeJeaMyd MYJIbTUKYJIBTYPaIn3Ma», HO M CO3/1aeT «KapTy MEPEXOA0B»
MEX/1y Pa3IMYHBIMUA UCTOPUUECKUMHU SII0XaMH, 00JIACTAMU 3HAHUS, HAIIMOHAIbHBIMU
rocyIapcTBaMH, COIMAIBHBIMU M KyJIbTYPHBIMU JIAaHIA(GTaMi COBPEMEHHBIX OOIIECTB,
nepeMeras NpakTUKU TEOPETU3UPOBAHUS, TOCTAHOBKU M MPUHATHUS PEILIEHUI B CBOE-
00pa3HyIo M100abHYI0 PaMKy.

CTPYKTYPA U COOAEP)XXAHUE NOCTMVYJIbTUKYJIbTYPAJIUSMA

[TocTMYIBTUKYIBTYpaIN3M HpEAaracT NepeoCMbICICHUE SIUCTEMOJIOIMH U aHa-
JIUTUYECKON CTPYKTYpPbl COBPEMEHHBIX IIPOLIECCOB COLMAILHON U KYJIBTYPHOU ILTIOpa-
nu3aimy, GOpMHUPOBAHUS KOHTEKCTOB «Cyreppa3sHooOpazus» [20], peuHTerpauuu Ha-
[HOHAJBHBIX OOIIECTB, YTO MOAPA3yMEBACT U «HOBYIO» KOH(HUTYPAIHIO €T0 COepxkKa-
HUsI, OCHOBAHHYIO Ha TEKY4ECTH, U3MEHUMBOCTH, HE3aBEPIICHHOCTH U OTKPBHITOCTH.
B oTiinume oT KoHuEmIui paHHEro MyJIbTHKYIbTypamm3ma 1970—1980-x rr., Hare-
JICHHBIX Ha MEPEX0J] OT KOJOHHAIBHBIX CTPYKTYpP YIpaBieHUs K (GOPMHUPOBAHUIO HAIHO-
HAJIBHOTO OOIIECTBA C ONPEAEICHHON CUCTEMOM MO3UIIMM 1 CBA3eH B €T0 MPaHHLIaX MEXKTY
pa3IMYHBIMU COLMAIBHBIMU, STHUYECKUMH U KYJIBTYPHBIMU TPYIIAMH, ITOCTMYJIBTH-
KyJbTYPaIN3M UMEET N0 C SIBJICHUAMH TEKY4eCTH, COLIMOKYIBTYPHON IPOLecCyaabHO-
CTH, NPEOJ0JIEHUs MHCTUTYLIMOHAIBHBIX KOHCTEUIALMN. B 3THUX yCIOBUSIX IpaHMIIBI
MEX]y TOCyIapCTBaMH M JIOKAJBHOCTSIMHU, B OINPENIEIIEHHOM CMBICIIE, CTAHOBSTCS BCE
OoJiee MPOHUIIAEMBIMH, @ TPAaHCHALIMOHAJIBHBIE, B TOM UYHCJIE€ U IUACTIOPHbIE IPOCTPAH-
CTBa BBICTYIIAIOT MECTOM OOIIECTBEHHBIX JUCKYCCHM, TOCTOSHHBIX IIEPEOIpeIeIIeHUM
KyJbTYPbl U HIEHTUYHOCTH.
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Ha st10ii ocHOBE, B paMKaX MOCTMYJIBTHKYJIBTYpaTu3Ma (GOPMHUPYIOTCS HOBBIE CIIO-
COOBI KOHILIENTYaJIM3aUH ATHOKYJIBTYPHOTO M COIIHAIBHOTO MHOTOOOPA3Hs B yCIOBHSIX
rinobanm3anuy. B ogHOM ciydae, ciemys MpexHel MHTeIUIEKTYIbHON TpaJuluy, OHU
BKJIIOYAIOT B ce0sl CTATUCTUKY U AEMOTpadHIo JBIKECHHS HacelICHUs, peIIeKCHUIO COLH-
IBHBIX U3MEHEHHUH, MYJIbTUKYJIBTYPHOM OpraHU3aIlii COIMAIBLHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA KaK
NPUEMJIEMBIX U JIOCTATOYHBIX OCHOBAHHH JJIsI aHATM3a ONpPEEeNICHHOW BEPCHU COBpe-
MEHHOCTH. B pyrom ciydae nmpu3HaHHE MHOKECTBEHHOCTH BEPCHI COBPEMEHHOCTH
NO/Ipa3yMeBaeT MepMaHeHTHbIE, IyCTh AaXKe €/1Ba 3aMETHBIC, HO BEChMa CYIIECTBEHHBIE
110 CBOMM TIOCJIEACTBUSIM U3MEHEHHUS B MPUBBIYHBIX MYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAIBGHBIX CTPATETHSIX
MPU3HAHUS, BKIIOYEHUS U MHTErpalvy, HaboJaeMble B CXOJIHBIX COLMAIBHBIX YCIIO-
BUsIX. [Ipy 9TOM 3HAYMMBIM CTAaHOBWUTCS HE TOCTOSIHHOE YBEIWYEHHE YHCIIa UMMHU-
TPaHTOB MJIM YCJIOKHEHHE STHHUYECKUX CTPYKTYpP HACEJIEHUs, HO CMEIICHHE COLNAIb-
HBIX KOHTEKCTOB [17. P. 1—11] npu ¢opMupOBaHUHN HOBBIX COLMAIBHBIX U KYJIbTYPHBIX
pa3pbIBOB, HAIIPUMEP, MEX/TY MEPBBIM M BTOPHIM MOKOJCHUSIMU UMMUTPAHTOB, KOT/a
POAUTENH OLLYLIAIOT ce0s 00JIee MHTErPUPOBAHHBIMU B HAIIMOHAIBHOE OOLIECTBO, YEM
ux jgetu [6. P. 2]. Hanmpumep, Korga B TpaHMIiax HaIMOHAIBHOTO TOCyaapcTBa (hopmu-
PYIOTCSl TpaHCHALIMOHAJIbHBIE, TPAHCKYJIBTYpPHBIE, TPAHCAITHHYECKUE PETUTHO3HBIE 00-
HIMHBL. B 3THX yCIOBUSX HE TOJIBKO MPEOJIOJEBAIOTCSI MEXKTPYTIIOBBIE TPAHUIIbI, BO3HH-
KalOT TPaHCKYJIbTypHBIE ceTH OOuIeHus (B TOM uucie u yepe3 VHTepHeT), HO U mpe-
ozoneBaroTcs AuddepeHIanbHble YCTaHOBKY MYJIBTHKYJIBTYpalIN3Ma, CTUPAETCsl OTYeT-
JIMBasi CTPOTOCTh OPTaHM3AIMH STHOKYJIBTYPHOW MO3aWKH HAIMOHAJIBHOTO OOIIECTBA.
OTO0 B CBOIO OUYEPEh CTUMYIHPYET MOSBICHUE HICOIOTHH NOCTMYIbTHKYIBTYPHBIX
CTpaTeruii U CUTyaluii, HanpuMep, B TOJIUTHYECKON cepe, Ilie MyIbTUKYIbTYpaTU3My
y’K€ IaBHO OTKa3aHO B BHICOKHUX CTaBKaX.

[TocTMYyIBTUKYIBTYpaIbHBIN TUCKYPC TaKKe pa3BUBAETCS B CPEICTBAX MAcCOBOM
uHpOpMaIuK, Tae 0003HAYAIOTCS MEPCIIEKTUBBI PAa3BEPTHIBAHHS WH(POPMALMOHHBIX
KOHTEKCTOB U UX BJIMSHHS Ha OOILECTBEHHbIE MPOLECCHl B HACTOAUIEM M OyaylIemM
[9. P. 38—39]. [lorenman mocTMyIbTUKYJIETypaI3Ma OMPEACISIETCS BO3MOKHOCTSIMHU
OOHOBJIEHUs METO/I0JIOTMYECKOr0 MHCTpyMEeHTapusl. B cBoeM HOBOM KauecTBe 3TO CIO-
€00 apTUKYJSIHMNA TOCTMYJIBTHKYJIBTYPHBIX HAPPATUBOB CIOXKHOCTH, CHHXPOHHOCTH,
nepecedeHys, TeKy4ecTu, TMOpUAHOCTH U TpaHCIOKanbHOCTH. HakoHel, 3To OTKpbITOE
MPOCTPAHCTBO JUCKYCCUH sl KOHIIETITYaIM3alii HOBBIX TTOJIX0/I0B K aHAJIHM3y COBpe-
MEHHOCTH B JIOTHKE MOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYypaibHOCTH [8. P. 67].

ANCKYPC NPOUCXOXXAEHUA NOCTMVYJIbTUKYJIbTYPAJIUSMA

[TpuHATO cuMTaTh, 4TO UAES MOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYpaIn3Ma OCOOCHHO aKTHBHO pa3-
BuBaetcs nociie 11 centsadps 2001 r. Ha ¢one Habuparomero cuiry JUcKypca Kpaxa
MYJIbTUKYJIbTYpaIi3Ma, MHOTOKPATHO MOJKPEIJIEHHOIO TEPPOPUCTUUECKMMU aTaKaMU
B CIIIA, Espone, Poccun u npyrux crpanax B Hadane XXI B. ImoTHOCTE 3TOTO
JHUCKypCca OKa3alach HACTOJIBKO BBICOKOM, YTO PUTOPHMKA O KOHIIE MYJBTHKYJIbTypa-
au3Ma, 10 croBaM Y. bpennu, crana yCTOM4HMBO CONPSraThCsl C CAMUM IOCTMYJIbTHKYJIb-
Typamu3moM [5. P. 1]. Ananornynoe MHEHME BBICKA3bIBAIOT U ApyTUe yueHsle. B aToi
CBSI3U CJIeyeT HOAUEPKHYTh, YTO CYXAECHUS O KPYIIECHUN MOJUTUK MYJIBTHKYJIBTYpa-

148 BOITPOCBI UCTOP1H, TEOPU U METOJOJIOI' T



Kuropjatnik A.I., Kuropjatnik M.S. RUDN Journal of Sociology, 2017, 17 (2), 145—156

JIM3Ma He BIIOJIHE COOTBETCTBYIOT JIeHCTBUTENBHOCTH. Bo-niepBbIX, OHM HECYT Ha cebe
neyarh ObUION MpoTaranbl roCyIapCTBEHHOT'O HHTETPATUBHOTO MYJIbTUKYJIBTYPATU3MA.
[Nocnennuii, Kak U3BECTHO, 1O PSTy BaXKHBIX MPHYUH C(OPMUPOBAJICA B CTpaHAX Kilac-
CHYECKOM MMMUIpaIHy, TJie YCIEIIHO pa3BUBaeTcs U B HacTosee Bpems. Ho Oyyun
[EPECAKEHHBIM Ha €BPOIECHCKYIO IT0YBY KaK YHUBEPCAIbHBIN, «IIOIXOIAIINNA KO BCEM
3aMKaM KJII0Y», OH OKa3ajIcsi He OYeHb YMECTHBIM, IIOTOMY YTO HE CMOT 00ECTICUUTh ra-
PaHTHPOBAHHOE PELICHHUE MOTUTHYECKIX U UMMHTPAMOHHBIX TpodieM EBpomsl. Bo-
BTOPBIX, 3TU BBICKA3bIBAHUS COJEPKAT MOMBITKY aHOHCUPOBATh MUP «IIOCIIE MYJIbTH-
KyJIbTypaJIni3Ma», IOJIMTUYECKHE KOHTYPbI KOTOPOTO U CETOHS OCTAIOTCs JOCTATOYHO
HESICHBIMU.

Bo3sBpamasce Kk BbICKa3bIBAHUAM O MYJIbTUKYJIbTypanu3me B 3anagHoi Espore,
OTMETHUM, YTO OCMBICIIEHHE ITOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYPHOI peaibHOCTH B EBponie u Amepuke,
Azun, Appuke n Ascrpanuu, B Hopoii 3enanauu n Ha MaBpukuu 06110 00yCI0BICHO
HE TOJIBKO JIOTHKOH MPOLIECCOB TII00AM3AIMY, HO B TOM YHCIIE U KOJIOHUAJIBHBIM HaCIIe-
JIMeM, UMIIepaTUBaMU I7100aJIbHOTO yIpaBieHus, chOpMyITUPOBAHHBIMU OJUTUKAMU
Benymux crpad mupa [10. P. 232—233].

[Tk aBeHMs Ha HAIMOHAJIBHBIE BEPCHU MYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAIBHBIX OJUTHK H IIKOJIb-
HBbIC MYJIBTUKYJIBTYPHBIE TTpOrpaMMbl Tiputiiencs Ha koner 2010 — navano 2011 ropa,
«KOT/1a PEeMbEP-MUHUCTPBI U TIPE3UAEHT TPEX CaMbIX MOTYIIIECTBEHHBIX CTpaH EBponbl
0OBSIBUIIN O HECOCTOSATENLHOCTH MYJIBTUKYJIbTypaii3May [5. P. 2]. Dtu yrBepxkaeHus
HE COBCEM COOTBETCTBOBAIN Pe3yJIbTaTaM HCCIEAOBAHMN BEIYILUX YUEHBIX MHUpa, U3y-
YaBIIMX MPOOJIEMbI PAa3BUTHSI TIOJIUKYJIBTYPHBIX HAIIMOHAJIBHBIX TOJMTHK B HAIIMOHAJIb-
HbIX rocyaapctax [14. P. 7]. Ho onu ObliM sIBHOM MOTIBITKOM IEpecMOTpa TeHASHIUH
pa3BUTHA 3THOCOLMAIBHBIX IIPOLECCOB B EBpoIle, 0HAKO HE B MOJIb3Yy MIEH OOIIEro
€BpOIIEICKOro 10Ma, a B MHTepecax HAIlMOHAIbHBIX HJIUT, 3aMHTEPECOBAHHBIX B OIpe-
JIETIEHHOM TIOJINTUYECKOM TOHYCE U 3JIEKTOPAJIbHBIX MPEINOYTCHUAX CBOUX M30Mpa-
teneid. Kak u3BecTHO, 0/THOM M3 BaKHBIX MPUUYMH Brexit sBIsSOTCS IpoOIeMbl MUTpa-
LMY, a MOJIUTUYECKasi aHTAKUPOBAHHOCTh MYJIbTUKYJIbTypanu3Ma B Kanane uzBectna
emte co BpemeH I1. Tprozo [9. P. 28]. Tem He MeHee, yTBEPKACHUSA O TOM, YTO MYJIbTHU-
KyJbTypasu3M notepnen guacko nocue 11 centsiops 2001 r., naxe BONpeKu TaHHBIM
0 POCTE MOJUKYJIBTYpPHON MOJUTUKHU B mepuos mexay 2000—2010 rr. [3. P. 66;
14. P. 40], Bce xe uMenu onpeaeaeHHbli cMbici. OHM HE TOJBKO MHULMUPOBAIIU Pa3-
pYLIEHHE YCTAPEBIIMX HAIMOHAIBHBIX MOJEJEH YIIPaBICHUs MPOLIECCAMU TPAHCHALMO-
HaJIM3aluy 1 MUTPALMY, HO ¥ 3HAMEHOBAJIIM CO00i1, Kak U B Cllydae C BHEJPEHUEM UH-
TErPAaTUBHOTO MYJIBTHKYJIBTYPAIN3Ma, HA4aJlo MEPEX0/a K HOBBIM YHUBEPCATIBHBIM Me-
TOJaM YCKOPEHHOU COLIMOKYJIbTYPHOM M HMOJUTHYECKOH TpaHC(OpMalUU HAOHAJb-
HBIX OOIIECTB.

C 9TOr0 MOMEHTa COBPEMEHHBIE OOIIECTBA IOCTENIEHHO OOPETat0T HOBBIE TUCKYp-
CHBHBIE KOHTYPBI, IIPEBPAIasiCh B CJIOXKHbIE OCTIApUBAaEMbIe 00JIACTH HICHTUYHOCTEH,
Haxo/isl HOBbIE NEPCIIEKTUBBI B YCIOBUSIX ITHUYECKOT0, KyJIbTYpPHOTO, UMMUTPAHTCKOTO
cyneppazHooOpaszus [20]. «MyJIbTHKYIBTYypaTu3M TIOTEPIIEN Heyaady, — IUCaJ 110 3TO-
My noBoxy T. Moayn, — OH HaXOIUTCs B IOJIMTUYECKOM OTCTYIUICHUU U JJa’Ke MEPTB,
ocobeHHo B 3amaaHoi EBporie. 10 cTaHOBUTCS JOMUHHUPYIOIIUM JAUCKYPCOM HE TOJIBKO
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cpean OOIIECTBEHHOCTH, HO M cpenu yueHbix» [15. P. 1]. CripaBeanuBocTu paau Hyx-
HO OTMETHUTh, YTO OTCTYIUICHUE OT MOJHUTUK MYJIbTHKYJIbTypaln3Ma ObLJIO 3aMETHBIM
Ha YpOBHE JIUCKypca, a He Ha YPOBHE pealibHOM nonutuku. B vactaoctu, K. beHTnHr
OTMEYAET, YTO MHOTHE M3 HOBBIX MOJIMTUK MHTETPAllMU, OTMEUCHHBIE KaK CBUJICTEIb-
CTBO OTKa3a OT MYJBTHKYJIBTYPAIN3Ma, HAMOMHHAIOT IIPOTPaMMBbI, KOTOPBIE YK€ JaBHO
SIBJISIFOTCSL YacThl0 MMMUTpaliioHHoOM uHTerpauuu B Kanazge [13. P. 66].

MYJIbTUKYJIBTYPAJIU3M N NOCTMYJIbTUKYJIBTYPAJINSM

B onpeneneHHOM CMbICIIE IOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYPATU3M BBICTYIIAET albTEPHATHUBOMN
MYJIbTUKYJIbTypasin3My. OJTHAKO OH HE OTPHUIAET MYJIbTUKYJIbTypanu3M. [locnennuit
HO-TIPEKHEMY SBIISIETCS DJIEMEHTOM KOHIIENTYalU3allid HOBOM COLIMOKYJIBTYPHOU pe-
IFHOCTH, MUTPAIIIOHHOW MO3aWKH HAIIMOHAIFHOTO OOIIECTBa, KOTOphIe (hopMUpoBa-
JIMCh U MOJJICP>KUBAIOTCS B PA3JIMUHBIX KOHPUIYpalUsaX HAIMOHAIBHBIX ITOJUTHK MYJIb-
THKYJIbTypaji3Ma U 61aroiapsi KOTOPbIM MOCTMYJIbTUKYJIBTYpaIbHBIN TOX0] 00peTaeT
PpENEBaHTHBIE COBPEMEHHOCTH UMITYJIbChI COLMATIBHON M KYJIbTYPHON AMHAMHUKH. MOX-
HO CKa3aTb, YTO MOCTMYJIbTHKYJIbTYPAIU3M MIPUHUMAET «KOHCTPYKTUBHOE y4acTHE»
B MYJIBTUKYJIBTYpAIIU3ME, a He OoTcTpanserca oT Hero [9. P. 35]. Oro o3Havaer, 4yro
MOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAJIU3M HCIIOJIB3YET TaKXKe BO3MOKHOCTU MYJIbTUKYJIBTYPATIU3MA,
oOpeTast TeM caMbIM HOBBIM Hay4HBIH, TOJIMTHYCCKUA U COIMAIbHBIA TTOTESHITHAIL.

«ITocTMyJIBTUKYIBTYpaJIbHBIE BBIXOJbI» 3a Mpeesibl MYJIbTHUKYJIbTypanau3mMa
B paMKax OOHOBIISIIOILIEHCS COIMANTBHOIN TEOPHH U TIPAKTUKH O0YCIIOBJICHBI TAKXKE U TEM,
YTO MU MYJBTUKYJIBTypalii3Ma ObUTH CHOPMYTHPOBAHBI B IEISIX MHTETPALIUH HAIHO-
HAJIBHOTO OOIIECTBa, HO B JIpyroe BpeMs U B JPYTUX YCIOBUSAX. B aToM miaHe moct-
MYJIBTHKYJIBTYPAIA3M — 3TO, AEHCTBUTEIBHO, HE OTKA3 OT MYJIbTUKYJIBTYpaIU3Ma, a IpH-
3HaHHE TOTO (paKTa, YTO HEOOXOJMMBI OOHOBJISIEMBIC CTPATETHUH JUISi TIOHUMAHHS Pa3-
HOOOpasusi B pa3HbIX COIHUAIbHBIX M MOJIUTHUYECKUX KOHTEKCTaX U JOKAJIbHOCTSX,
OIUPAsICh MPH ITOM Ha MYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAIU3M, SBISIOIIUICA BaXKHBIM TEOPETUIECKUM
U MIPUKJIAJHBIM aKTUBOM, a HE MPOCTO HAOOPOM MpobdieM, TpeOyromux 00CyKIeHUs
[5. P. 15]. He meHee BakHBIM SIBJISETCA M MPU3HAHUE KOHTEKCTYAIILHOCTU MYJIbTUKYJIb-
Typaiu3ma, (OpMbl PEUHTENPETALNN KOTOPOTO B YCIOBUSAX HOBOW pEalbHOCTH HJI€0-
JIOTUYECKH Pa3BUBAIOTCS B HAIIPABJIECHUH ITOCTMYJIbTHKYJIBTYpAIN3MA.

OnHa n3 0cOOEHHOCTEN OCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYpAJIi3Ma COCTOUT B TOM, YTO B €r0 JIO-
TMKE MYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAIN3M KaK MHCTPYMEHT MPeoOpa3oBaHUsI COBPEMEHHOCTU OBLI
CMellleH Ha nepudepuio, B pa3psij MOJUTUKH MTpoHuIoro. B nepByro odepens 310 Koc-
HYJIOCh HECOOTBETCTBHSI NEPBOHAYAIBHBIX MPUHILIUIIOB U MOJUTUK MYJIbTUKYJIBTypa-
JM3Ma B €BPONEMCKUX CTpaHAX U CTPAHAX KJIACCUUECKONM MMMUIpaluH (B YaCTHOCTH,
ujiel TOJIEPAHTHOCTH, BKIIIOUEHHS/MCKIIIOUYEHUS, IPU3HAHUS, PAaBHONPABHS, PAaBHBIX
BO3MOXHOCTEH B IPaHULIAX HAIIMOHAJILHOTO OOIIECTBA) HOBBIM KYJIbTYPHBIM, ITOJIUTHYE-
CKUM U COIMAJIBHBIM PEaJIMsiM, BOSHUKIIINM B KOHTEKCTaxX riodanmzanun. Kpome toro,
ouIraIbHBINA MYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAIN3M, IOHUMAEMBIH B psijie ClIy4aeB Kak cBOeoOpa3Has
«CTpyKTypa KOHTpoJs»» [5. P. 2], ciBuraercs B mpoiwioe, Ha nepudepuio ColraaIbHON
Teopuu. B 3TOM KOHTEKCTE MoJlyunsia pa3BUTHE KPUTHUYECKAs! TEOPHUS MYJIbTUKYJIBTY-
panu3ma. B ee nieHTpe okasanach ujesi OrOpOKpaTHUECKOro MM aIMUHUCTPATUBHOIO
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MYJIBTUKYJIBTYPATU3Ma, 11e1b KOTOPOTO COCTOSIIA B TIOJICPKAHUU PACOBBIX, ITHHYE-
CKUX M KYJIbTYPHBIX Pa3IMYUil HAIIMOHAILHBIX MEHBIIUHCTB ¥ TPYI HKMMHIPAHTOB.
Wnest coznanus KylbTypHOH MO3aWK{ B TpaHHIIAX HAMOHAIBHOTO OOIIecTBa cTaja
OJTHOM M3 Ba)KHBIX MIPUYHH SPO3UH €ro 0OBEAMHSAIONIETO 00IIECTBEHHOTO MOTEHIHAA
U NaJICHUS MTOMYJIIPHOCTH KOHLIENIIIUI MYJIbTUKYJIbTypanusma [12. P. 3—6]. ImenHo
MOATOMY MYJBTUKYJIBTYPAIN3M IMOJBEPTacTCsl PE3KOH KPUTUKE U YIPEKaM 3a UCKOpe-
HEHHE [EHHOCTEeH HAIIMOHAJILHOTO OOIECTBa, Pa3pylIeHHe ero UICHTHYHOCTH. B cBsi3n
C 9THM Ba)KHO MOTYEPKHYTh, UTO MYJIBTHKYJIBTYPAIH3M —3TO HE SCTETHKA KyJIbTYPHOTO
Hacnieus. B M3BeCTHOM CMBICTIE 3TO TaK)KEe MOCTITHUYECKUN MPOEKT, B PaMKax KOTO-
poro ¢hopMUpPYETCsi OCHOBA CONMATBHON TOJUTHKH, BKITFOYAOIAs B ce0s1 TpeOOBaHUs
paBHOIpaBUs, OJIArOCOCTOSHHS, PAaBHOIIPABHBIX OTHOILIEHHI TPayKIaH C roCyJapCTBEH-
HBIMH CTPYKTypaMH, HallpHUMeEp, C TTOJHUIIUEH, TIOAACPIKKH UMMUTPAIIMU U IMMHTPAHTOB,
PaBHBIX BO3MOKHOCTEH JIJIsl camopeanm3ary 1 B cdepe 3anstoctu [11. P. 5]. Koneuno,
«MYJIBTUKYJIbTYPAIbHBIA (PECTUBAIBY) MPHUTYILISET OLIYIICHUE MaprUHATU3AIMA UM-
MUTPAHTOB B SKOHOMHUYECKOW 1 nonutndeckoit cepax [11. P. 4]. Ho on He cuumaer
C TIOBECTKHU JIHS BOIIPOC O TOM, YTO YBEJIMYEHHE YHUCICHHOCTH MMMHTIPAHTOB, pacTyllee
KyJIbTypHOE MHOT000pa3ue MOYKET MPUBOIUTH K HAMPSHKEHUIO B 00IIecTBe, (hparMeH-
TalMM HAIIMOHAJIBLHON MICHTUYHOCTH U JIaXKe YrpO’KaTh HAIIMOHAILHOMY T'OCYJIapCTBY
[3. P. 797—798; 16. P. 363].

Kax noxazamu uccnenoBanus /1. beppu, yBennuenue pasnooOpasust He Bcera mpH-
BOJIUT K KOH(DJIMKTY WM CHIKEHHUIO COLMAJIBHOTO KanuTajia OOIIECTBEHHOM CouIap-
HOCTH, YTO OCOOEHHO 3aMETHO Ha MeCTHOM ypoBHe [4. P. 6]. 31ech, kKak U B IpyTux City-
qasx, MEeXXKYJIbTYPHOE B3aHMOJICHCTBHE SIBIISIETCS TOJIBKO OHIM U3 aCHEKTOB MOJICPHH-
3aIliM, B KOTOPYIO BOBJICUYEHBI HApsAy ¢ UMMHUIPAaHTaMU U IPUHUMAIOIIEH CTOPOHOM
MHOTHE JJPYTUE YYACTHHKH, BKIFOUAsi TOCY/IAPCTBEHHBIX YHNHOBHHUKOB, IIKOJIbI, CHCTEMBI
o0Opa3oBaHwMsI, 3[PABOOXPAHCHUS U IMyOIUYHYIO chepy. BakHO OTMETHTB, 4TO areHT-
HOCTb TaKUX CHTYallMii KOHTEKCTyaJlbHa, T.€. Ha JIOKAJIbHOM YPOBHE KaXK/IbI y4acTBY-
IOIIMI B MEXKKYJIBTYPHOU CUTYAIlUH TOTSHIMAIBHO TIOABEPTraeTCsl N3MEHEHUIO U BBI-
HYKJIEH OTPENIEISITh CBOM KYJIbTYPHBIN BHIOOD.

Tak wnn uHavye, MPOUCXOIUT MOHUMAHUE TOTO, YTO «MOJEPHU3ANNS HE BEIET
K OKOHYaHUIO MHOKECTBEHHOCTH KYJIbTYP», OHA, HAIPOTUB, YCHIUBACT ITH KYJIbTY-
pet [2. C. 112]. PazHoOOpa3Hbie BEpCUN MYJIBTHKYJIBTYpATA3Ma UMEIOT B BUIY TTOHH-
MaHHe KyJIbTYpbl KaK BHYTPEHHE TOMOT€HHOW U JIOKAJM30BaHHOW B OMPEAETICHHBIX
rpaHMiiaX, KOTOPOe B MUpe BceoOIIeld MOOMIBHOCTH HAaCeNEHUs U KYJIbTYPHOM TuOpH-
JIM3AIMY YTPAUYUBAET CBOIO MHTEIUICKTYAIBHYIO TPHBICKATEIBHOCT U HHCTPYMEHTAb-
HYIO IEHHOCTh. ECITi Takoe MOHMMaHue KyJIbTyphl «KOTAa-HUOY/Ab U COOTBETCTBOBAJIO
HCTUHE, TO TONbKO He cerogus» [1. C. 155]. Bmecte ¢ Tem ciieqyet mpu3HaTh CipaBe/l-
JIMBBIM, YTO TJIOOATU3ALIMS TIOIPa3yMEBAET HE PEAYKIIHIO, & YCIOKHEHHE KyJIbTYPHOTO
pa3HooOpasus U MePeBOJI pa3INdnii B APYTyro TIockocTh [7. P. 10].

BHuMaHue K KyJIbTypHOMY UM STHHYECKOMY Pa3HOOOPA3HIO, MPUCYIIEE MYJIbTH-
KyJIbTYpaln3My, 00€CIICYHBACTCSl TIOCPEIICTBOM MpU3HAHUS U BKIroueHus [18. P. 14].
Tonpko Gmaromapst GecriepeOOHHOMY TEHCTBUIO 3TOTO MEXaHU3Ma areHT ITyOJIUIHOM
cdepbl MOXKET OBITh PAaCTO3HAH, HICHTU(HUIIMPOBAH U TIOMEIICH B OOIIECTBEHHYIO ATHO-
KyJbTYPHYIO MO3aUKY JHCIO3ULIMI ¥ OTHOIIEHHH. [[0CTMYIBTUKYIBTYpaTU3M HE 00J1a-
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JIAeT COOTBETCTBYIOIMMHU KOMIIETCHIMSAMH, OCKOJIBKY €ro 3ajada COCTOMT HE B BOC-
CO3/IaHUU COLMAJIBHOM CTPYKTyphbl 0OOlLIeCTBa WM MOJAEPKAHUU TPaHMIl TPYIIIbI,
HO B 00€CTICYEHUH TIOCTOSIHHOTO JIHAora MEXIy PazHOOOPa3HBIMH, STHHYECKUMHU U CO-
[MAILHBIMU areHTamMu OyJlb OHM MHIUBUIYaJbHBIMHU WM TPYMIIOBBIMU yYaCTHUKAMHU
COLIMOKYJIbTYPHOTO B3auMozencTus. Ho B omiindne oT Bepcuu MyJIbTUKYJIBTypaIu3Ma
beppu [4. P. 8], peayuupyromero MyabTUKYIbTYPATHHYIO UICOJIOTHIO 10 UHIUBUIY-
IFHOTO YPOBHS B3aMMOOTHOIICHHUH, MOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAIN3M —TaKasi (hopma opra-
HHM3aLUH NIPOCTPAHCTBA B3aUMOJEHCTBHUS, IJI€ STHUUECKUE HEepapXUU U KyJIbTYpHBIC
pa3nuuus He IMEIOT 0co00ro 3HaYeHus. B JaHHOM ciydae peds He HIIET O KyJIbTYpHOU
HEUTPaTbHOCTH WM HHAUPPEPEHTHOCTH, — KYJIBTypa HE MOKET ObITh HEUTPAIbHOM
[13. P. 63]. OnHako MHUIIMATHBA MEXKYJIBTYPHOIO KOHTAKTa, (hopMa ero opraHuzalyy,
COZIep’KaHKe U MPeesibl OTHOILICHUH BCELEIIO 3aBUCST OT YYaCTHUKA CUTYaIUH, BOBJIE-
YEHHOI'0 B KOHTEKCTBI IOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYPaIbHOCTH.

[TocTMynBTHKYIBTYpaIN3M €/1Ba JIM UMEET IPU 3TOM TaKylO K€ CTPYKTYpY, HC-
TOPUIO U (PYHKLUH KaK MyJIbTHKYIbTYpaau3M. OH JHIIb HAClelyeT HEKOTOPbIE YepThl
CBOET0 BEJIMKOI'O MPEIIECTBEHHUKA, OCTABAsACh IIPU ITOM B ero TeHu. IloctMmynpTh-
KyJIbTYpaJIbHBII IOBOPOT, CKOPEE, PACKPBIBAET M KOPPEKTUPYET HEAOCTATKU O(UIHAIIb-
HOTO MYJIBTHKYJIBTYPaIN3Ma, UM BBICTYTIAET €ro HOBOW Bepcuel. OH mpuHsuT Ha ce0st
TSDKEJIbIN IPy3 KPUTUKH U3-3a «IIPUCTPACTUSD MYJIbTUKYJIBTYpaIM3Ma K OAYEPKUBAHUIO
KYJIBTYPHBIX ¥ 3THUUECKUX Pa3INuuil, «CO3JAHUIO» 3THOKYJIBTYPHBIX IPYIIIT METOIAMHU
CTaTUCTHUKH, apTUKYJIALMM UMMUTPALIMOHHBIX IIpo0ieM. B oOmmuit kpuTHyeckuit moTok
BCKOpE OBUTH BKJIFOUEHBI YIIPEKH €IIIe ¥ B TOM, YTO OH UTHOPUPYET BOIPOCHI COLMATIBHO-
r'0 ¥ SKOHOMHUYECKOI'O HEPaBEHCTBA, CO3/[A€T MO UHTErpallii U YIIPABICHUS «IJIs
BCEX», YTO €r0 MOJIXO0/bI HE YKIIAIbIBAIOTCA B EPCHEKTUBY COLUAILHO-IOIUTUYECKUX
U SKOHOMUYECKHX MPeoOpa3oBaHUil B OOIIECTBE, B HOBbIE TPAHCTEH ICPHbIE KOH(UTY-
paLK ¥ MMOCTITHUYHOCKHUIN CTaTyC HAIIMOHAIBHOTO OOIIECTBA. Y CTapEBIINE HAIIMOHAIb-
Hble MOJIEJIM MYJIbTUKYJbTpaIU3Ma TpeOoBaiu 3aMeHbl. [10CTMYyJIBTHKYIBTYPAIU3M
BBICTYIIHJI CBOCOOPA3HOM allbTEPHATUBOM, MPEXKAE BCEro, OIaroaaps NepeHeCeHHIO
MYJIBTUKYJIBTYpPaJIbHBIX MPOOJIEM U3 IPaHUL] HALMOHAJIBHOTO OOIIECTBa B INI00AIBHOE
MPOCTPAHCTBO HAYYHOU TUCKYCCHM M IMPUHATHUS MOJIUTUYECKUX petieHuid. [{nst atoro
OH JIOJDKEH OBbUT OTKa3aThCsl OT TEOPETUUECKUX MAPCOHCHAHCKUX CTPYKTYpPHO-(YHKIIH-
OHAJIBHBIX «IIPUCTPACTHUID U NEPEUTH K MOOLIPEHHIO JEICCEHIMANN3AIMN STHUYHOCTH,
NPU3HAHUIO HOBBIX BEPCUN THOPUIHOCTH, 3HAYMMOCTH TPAHCIOKAJILHOCTH, MHOXKECT-
BEHHOCTH BEpPCUil COBPEMEHHOT0 OOIIECTBA, MHOKECTBEHHBIX MEPCIEKTHB €r0 9KOHO-
MHYECKOTO U KyJIbTypHOro pazutus [9. P. 26]. Tem cambIM B paMKax MOCTMYJIbTHUKYJTb-
TypaJlu3Ma pa3BUBAETCs MPOLECCYAIbHBIH CIIOCOO KOHLENTYAIU3aLUU KyJIbTYPHOIO
pazHooOpasusi.

B 3THX ycnoBHSX MOCTMYJIBTUKYIBTYPAIN3M (POpMHUpYETCs TaKKe U KaK MOJTUTH-
YeCKHH AUCKYypC, MPU3HAIOIINI MHOrooOpasue, HO HalleJIeHHBIH Ha MoIepyKaHue U pa3-
BUTHE CHJIbHOW HanmoHasibHOW ujeHTnaHocTH [18. P. 15]. [Tone ero nnTepecoB paciiu-
PHIIOCH 3a CUeT CMelIeHHs (OKyca ¢ MOJIUTUIECKOTO M COIMOKYIBTYPHOTO IPOCTPaH-
CTBAa HAlIMOHAJIFHOTO OOIIECTBA, HA AKTUBHO PACTYIHE LIEHTPHI MUPOBOW MOIUTUKH,
a TaKk)Ke Ha TPEHIbI Pa3BUTUS S5KOHOMHKH, OOILECTBA U KYJIbTYpPbI, BHIXOIIUE 32 IIpe-
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JIeTIbl TIPUBBIYHBIX KOHUTrypauuii. B HacTosimee Bpems IOCTMYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAIN3M BO-
BJICYCH B ()OPMUPOBAHUE HOBBIX JHCKYpPCOB ITOCTCOBPEMEHHOCTH, BKIIIOYAs JUCKYPC
cutyamuii cyneppasnooopasus [20]. [Tocnennne, B mapaaurMe MyJIbTHKYJIBTYPATbHON
TEOPHH, OrPAHNYHBAIIUCH TOJIBKO YYETOM JIeMOrpaduu, STHUIHOCTH U KyJIbTypbl. Of-
HAKO B HOBBIX YCJIOBHSAX OHH BOOpasH B ce0sl TOMOMHUTEIBHO 3HAUUTEIBHBINA epeueHb
muddepeHnnanbHbIX TEPEMEHHBIX, TAKUX KaK MMMHTPAIIHOHHBIN CTAaTyC, COMyTCTBY-
IOlIasi eMy OIUIaTa TPy, O'PAHUYEHMs [IPaB, PA3IMYHbIA OMBIT HA PHIHKE TPYJAa, TeH-
JIEpHBIE Y BO3PACTHBIE IPOQUIN, IATTEPHBI IPOCTPAHCTBEHHOIO PACIPENETICHHS U CMe-
I[IaHHBIE JIOKAJIbHbIE CeTH. MIX COBOKYMHOCTh M B3aWMHAasi 0OYCIIOBIEHHOCTD JTAIOT UC-
TUHHOE MPEICTAaBIEHUE O TIOHATHH «CyTnep-pa3znoodpazusi» [20. P. 1025].
[TocTMYBTUKYIBTYpaTU3M, YUYUTHIBAs COBPEMEHHBIE TCHIICHIIUN B cepe MH-
Ipaluy ¥ CUTyalUH «CyNep-pa3Hoo0pa3us», M03BOJIAET CMECTUTh (POKYC BHUMAHMUS
Ha KpyHHbIe Toposa. IMEHHO MerarmoJyiuchel, a He TOJIBKO CTapble MUPOBBIE CTOJIHIIBI
CTaHOBSITCS CErofHs LIEHTPAMH MMMUTPAIMOHHOTO TPHUTHKEHUS, PACOBOTO, STHUYE-
CKOT'0 Y KYJIBTYPHOI'O MHOT00Opa3Husi, CBOe0Opa3HbIMU MapagurMaMy TPaHCHALMOHAIU-
3aIlMd MUPOBOTO TOJIUTUKO-3KOHOMHUYECKOTO, SKOHOMHUECKOTO U KYJIbTYpHOTO Ipo-
crpanctBa. Kak mumer T. Monyn, B Omipkaiiime 1ecATHIETHS B CTPYKType HACEeTICHUS
ropo/1oB EBponsl pou30iayT BaKHbIE U3MEHEHHUs], TaK KaK YHUCICHHOCTh HEEBPOIEH-
CKOI'0 HacesleHus B HUX BbIpacTeT 10 50%, a cuTyalusi 3THOKYJIBTYPHOR M pacoBOi
IUTIOPAIBHOCTH B aMEPUKAHCKHUX TOPO/IaX CTAaHET MapaaurMor pa3BUTUs i EBpombl
[14. P. 15—17]. Takum 06pa3zom, HOCTMYJIbTUKYJIBTYpPAIU3M, 3aTparuBas mpoOaemMbl
STHOKYJIBTYPHOTO U IOCTMUTPAIIMOHHOTO MHOT000pa3usi, BOBJIEKAET B LIMPOKOE 00-
CY’KJICHHE TeMy ropojia KaK OJJMH W3 BAYKHEHIIINX 3JIEMEHTOB TIOCTMYJIBTUKYJIbTYpallb-
HOTo JucKypca. B paMkax mOCTMyJIbTUKYJIBTYPATMCTCKUX UCCIEIOBAHUN FOPOJ pac-
CMaTpHBAETCsl, BO-TIEPBBIX, OJHUM K3 HanOoJIee 3HAUYMMBIX MECT JUIs 00CY KIE€HUS 3THHU-
YECKHX MICHTUYHOCTEH, a BO-BTOPBIX, apTUKYIUPYETCS KaK MOCTHAIMOHAIBHBIM MPOEKT
MHTEPKYIbTypanbHoro obmiectsa [19. P. 623]. [IpengocraBisisi onpeesieHHbIe KOHIIETI-
TyaJIbHbIE PAMKH, TOCTMYJIbTUKYJIBTYPAJIU3M UMEET /€0 C MHOTOCIIOMHBIM XapaKTepoM
ropoJickoro HaceneHus. OH NPUHIMAeT BO BHUMaHHE HE TOJBKO KYJIBTYPHBIE U STHHU-
YEeCKHUE pa3InyMsl MEXIY IPYyNIIaMHU, HO TaKKe IIUPOKYIO HNATUTPY COLMAIBHBIX pa3-
JIMYMHA, B TOM YHUCJIE BHYTPU KYJIbTYPHBIX, STHUYECKUX U PEIUTHO3HBIX rpym [18].

MHTEPKYJIbTYPAJIN3M U KOCMONOJIUTU3M

B pamkax nocTMy/IbTUKYJIbTYpaIu3Ma KOCMOIOINTU3M U MHTEPKYJIBTYpATU3M Ipes-
CTaBJIAIOT COOON BaXKHBIE HAIPABJICHUS M3y4YEHHS TNI00AIN30BaHHBIX BEPCUI COBPEMEH-
HBIX TOJINTUYECKUX, COLMAIIBHBIX U KYJIbTYpHBIX Mporeccos [16. P. 366]. 1x BHemHee
HECXOZICTBO U HIIEH(BI SKCKITIO3UBHBIX TEPMHUHOIOTMUECKIX KOHHOTAIIMI CO3/Af0T BIIe-
YaTJICHHE HEIPEOJOINMOCTH TEOPETUIECKUX Pa3HOTIacuil MeX Iy HUMU. Mexay TeM
B paMKax MOCTMYJIbTHKYJIbTYpAIH3Ma, IPEAIararoniero HoBble KOHIIENTYalIbHbIE PaMKH
HEPEOCMBICTICHUS] HHTETPaLu1, CIIOCOOOB COEIMHEHUS YacTel pealbHOCTH B ONpe/ie-
JIEHHYTO [EJIOCTHOCTh, OHM 00pETaloT 00NN TEOPETUUECKUIA U MMPAKTHIECKUA PyH-
naMeHT. Tak, KOCMOIIONUTU3M M HHTEPKYJIbTYPaInu3M, OyJydd COPHEHTHPOBAHHBIMH
Ha COLMAJIbHYIO HHTETPALHIO, HE TIOJJICP’KUBAIOT CHIIBHBIX TPYIIIIOBBIX CBSI3€H, Mpe/ia-

HISTORY, THEORY AND METHODOLOGY OF SOCIOLOGICAL RESEARCH 153



Kypomstauk A.U. u np. Becmnux PV/]H. Cepusi: COLUUOJIOI'HA. 2017. T. 17. Ne 2. C. 145—156

rasi pasHble CIIOcOObI OBITh TPaXIaHUHOM. B pamMkax KocMONoiMTH3MA J1aXke To4ep-
KHBAETCs KEIaTeIbHOCTh MEKKYJIBTYPHOIO CMELICHUS U, CIEI0BATEIbHO, HE IIPUBET-
CTBYETCsI ITOJINTUKA MYJIBTHKYJbTypanu3ma. MHTEpKyIbTypanu3M, XOTsI U CYATAETCS
JIOIIOJIHEHUEM K MYJIBTUKYJIBTYPAIU3MY, TAKXKE HOIJEPKUBAET MEXKKYJIBTYPHBIE OTHO-
IIEHNs HA WHIUBUIYaJIbHOM YPOBHE, IIOABEPras COMHEHHIO IPHOPUTETHI MEXKIPYIIIIO-
BOI KOMMYHHKaIMu. MHTEpKyIbTypaau3M CriocoOCTBYET Pa3sBUTHIO CTpaTeruii oouie-
HYs, IPU3HAHUS AMHAMUUYECKOIO XapakTepa MICHTUYHOCTEH, MOOIIPEHHsT COLUATIBHOIO
€/IMHCTBA ¥ KPUTHKH HEOIUOepalIbHBIX KyJNbTYpHBIX HpakTuk [12. P. 1]. IloctmynbTH-
KYyJIBTypaJIi3M, KOCMOIIOJINTU3M, KaK U MHTEPKYJIbTYPAJIN3M, UMEIOT OJHON U3 CBOUX
OCHOBHBIX 33/]a4 COLIMAJIbHYIO HHTETPALIMIO U JOCTIKEHHUE COLIMAIILHOTO €JUHCTBA.

Hrtak, NOCTMYNIBTHKYJIBTYpPAIU3M NIEPEBOAUT CIOKHUBIIUECS B paMKaX HAILOHAJIb-
HOT'0 TOCY/apcTBa U NOJUTUK MYJIbTUKYJIbTypai3Ma CIIocoObl OpraHU3aliy STHUYE-
CKOT'0 UM KyJbTYpPHOI'O MHOrooOpasus B HOBbIE (pOpMAThl UX OCMBICICHUS U MPaKTH-
YECKOM peasin3anuu B T7100albHBIX KOHTEKCTaX.
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Postmulticulturalism is a way to conceptualize social and cultural diversity under the globalization.
Unlike multiculturalism that developed as a nation-state project postmulticulturalism considers the tenden-
cies of fluidity, processuality, and overcoming institutional constellations and national boundaries. Post-
multiculturalism allows a specific vision of contemporary problems, thus contributing to the understanding
of the role and functions of the nation state under the globalization, to the redefining of integration in na-
tional and transnational contexts, and to the transition to dialogue forms of maintaining social and political
unity within the nation. Thereafter the authors consider a ‘postmulticultural turn’ in social sciences, which
is associated with managing cultural diversity and allows the nation state to rethink itself in the postmul-
ticultural perspective. Postmulticulturalism contributes to the development of new conceptual and discursive
spaces, and to the practical explications of the changing reality under the recurrent transitions between
old and new, the past and the future. Postmulticulturalism is a stage in the development of a multicultural
ideology aimed at deessentialization of ethnicity and overcoming cultural discrimination. However, it does
not deny multiculturalism as a way to conceptualize new social and cultural realities and migration situation
in nation states that are supported by various multicultural policies and provide the postmulticultural
approach with the impulses for social and cultural dynamics relevant for the contemporary society.
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With this paper, we continue a series of publications on the theoretical aspects of Teodor Shanin’s
conception of Russia as a ‘developing society’ first published in 1986 in the book Russia as a ‘Developing
Society’. The Roots of Otherness: Russia’s Turn of Century. Vol. 1. In this part, the author considers the
characterization of Russia as a “developing society” at the turn of the XX century, which cannot be under-
stood outside the context of capitalism both internationally and intra-nationally. At the same time the
unique/specific features that most profoundly characterized the Russian social scene at the turn of the century
and made its mark as its past within its present were represented particularly by the state, ethnos and peasant-
ry. The power of the Russian state apparatus, its share of resources, its control over the population and its
legal claims exceeded those elsewhere where capitalism was on the march. Massive processes of consolida-
tion and ‘extended reproduction’ of cultural patterns, language usage, fundamental symbols of identifi-
cation and self-identification, as well as of related political loyalties, wielded together massive popula-
tions of different origins. Finally, during two centuries only, the Russian peasants moved all the way
from the payment of tribute to unheard-of levels of exploitation and cattle-like enslavement of more than
nine-tenths of the Russians; however, within another century came the emancipation from serfdom which
made peasantry not only ‘free’ but landowning. The Russian dependent development of that time found
its expression not only at the general level of the economic flows malfunctions and transformations but
also at the distinct dimension of class generation and conflict. Parallel to the general crisis of the Russian
political economy and the growing and increasingly explicit conflict between major social groups was
an ideological/moral crisis expressed in perceptions, concepts and values (thus, the Russian intelligentsia
confronted directly the state apparatus). The author concludes with the types of dissent initiated by men
of knowledge, of ideas and of moral values, which was represented in different populist theorists including
revolutionary populism and subjective sociology.
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movements; class conflicts; intelligentsia; periphery; revolution

The question “Was the Russian case one of “capitalism” or of “feudalism”, an “ori-
ental despotism”, a “developing society”, a “de facto colonialism” or something else?””
is badly put in one fundamental sense. As an approximation or intellectual shorthand
it may suffice, but it is epistemologically naive to mix two levels and languages of dis-
course: that of social reality and its theoretical models [39]. It goes without saying that
these relate and it is within the process of relating them (“double fitting” [3. P. 294—295]),
that a systematic knowledge of society is bom. There is, however, no logical way to re-
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duce those languages one into another. Theoretical models do not reflect reality directly,
simply, or fully, but are meaningfully selective representations of some of its properties,
in the light of a general theory assumed. Models focus on some aspects of reality, thereby
necessarily caricaturing it. It is for this reason that “the price of employment of models
is eternal vigilance” [13. P. 93].

That is also why the query “Is this society capitalist or feudal, etc.?”” must be ever
followed by two mental sub-clauses: “If so, in what sense?” and “What precisely do we
learn and/or subtract from our perception by the use of this concept?”’. Social reality does
not conform fully into any logical mould. Models of social structure do not exhaust it
and therefore do not exclude all other models. The validity of alternative models may
coincide and their illuminations may cumulate.

The characterization of Russia as a “developing society” should be supplement-
ed first by the answer to the questions of its additional characteristics of parallel sig-
nificance. A way to begin is to categorize the characteristics of our case, that is, a society,
a period and an international context, into the general, the typical and the unique. Put
succinctly and limited to the most significant features only, those would be: for the
general — capitalism, for the typical — a developing (or peripheral) society, for the
unique (or specific) — the Russian state history, ethno-history and some of the charac-
teristics of rural (i.e. the mass of the population) Russia.

The Russia of that day cannot be understood outside the context of capitalism and
its “laws of motion” operating both internationally and intra-nationally. The most dy-
namic, richest in investment and most productive branches of Russian economy as well
as of the international political economy, into which Russia linked as a junior partner,
were capitalist in the sense attached to that term by the classical economists and by Marx.
The major dynamics and axis of advancing social division of labor were bound to mecha-
nization and to economic mechanisms of exploitation of wage labor. Within it the maxi-
mization of profits and accumulation of capital operated as a structurally overriding
determination. The concept of extended reproduction by a capitalist mode of production
caught such processes well, as long as one remembers the concept’s limitations and
that not only economic but also social meanings are involved. While reproducing itself,
the capitalist system invaded and transformed not only social structures of production
but also those of class generation, ethnic consolidation, urbanization, changes in col-
lective consciousness, etc. It operated not as an itinerary of those factors but as a powerful
system, linked by the logic of institutional interdependence and aggressive capacity to
spread.

There are two reminders that must be attached to this “drawing with a thick brush”
of capitalist determinants in Russia. The impact of the state in societies where indus-
trial capitalism had been advancing with particular speed since the middle of the nine-
teenth century was more noticeable than at the point of its inception. Simultaneously,
the international characteristics of political economy advanced and deepened, to be re-
cognized as a necessary aspect of capitalism. In consequence, the notion of capitalism
came to differ substantially from its early formulations. Second, an admission of the
speed and drive of capitalist advance does not equal the acceptance of a totally integrated
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model and functionalist interpretations of it, that is, of its ability to transform everything
after its own image, or to adjust it totally to its needs. The direction of social change
cannot simply be deduced or extrapolated from it, nor is the logic of capitalism the only
one available or operating. A “finger of Midas” principle by which everything capitalism
touches turns capitalist, in actuality as well as in theory is unrealistic and misleading.
So is the image of capitalism simply devouring past forms at its pleasure.

The unique/specific that most profoundly characterized the Russian social scene
at the turn of the century and made its mark as its past within its present was represented
particularly by the Russian state, ethnos and peasantry. The past can be understood here
only in its linkage and response to the more contemporary social forms, the ability to re-
adjust and to hold on. That being granted, past is indeed “tenacious ...never fully lost”
[16; 35. P. 1221]. The power of the Russian state apparatus, its share of resources, its
control over the population and its legal claims exceeded those elsewhere where capi-
talism was on the march. To categorize it as an intermediate form between European
Absolutism and Asian Despotism offered an image of some descriptive strength, but little
else. The term an “over-developed state” fits the case better but in a way that differs
significantly from the original usage [2]. The Russian state was not initially the creation
of eighteenth- or nineteenth-century colonizers; the significance of it becomes clear if
we remember some of the shared characteristics of the two most significant revolutions
of the twentieth century, the Russian and the Chinese. Those characteristics were an ex-
tensive size, massive peasantry and Western penetration but also a long history of a sov-
ereign state apparatus now facing multiple imperialisms. Such coincidences are not usu-
ally accidental. The tsardom’s historical roots, international context and its military-
political and economic organization made for its consistency and effectiveness. The
European absolutism was reflected in it, as were the ‘Oriental’ vestiges and forms (espe-
cially if we do not discard the Golden Horde and consider Byzantium Oriental). But Rus-
sian tsardom was, to a degree that is usually understated, a sovereign Russian invention,
building from the available institutional bricks new structures of control responding to
specific conditions [16]. It was the socially constituted decline in these inventive and
regenerative capacities that formed a major aspect of Russia’s political crisis.

Closely linked to the inception of the Muscovite State was the ethnogenesis of the
Russians. Massive processes of consolidation and ‘extended reproduction’ of cultural pat-
terns, language usage, fundamental symbols of identification and self-identification,
as well as of related political loyalties, wielded together massive populations of Slav,
Finnish and Turkish origins. The Orthodox church played a major role in the construc-
tion and the delimitation of the Russian ethnos. This homogeneity, once established,
achieved a momentum of its own, to become of major significance for the history of
mankind. It was central to the Russian state’s ability to rule not only by force but also
through the mute consensus of the majority of the population and to tap and use its
loyalties in times of crisis. The leading role of recent Soviet scholarship in attempting
to unravel ethnic history as a particular dimension of social reality is not accidental:
the relevance of this ‘problematique’ is deeply rooted in history as well as in the daily
political experience of Russia/USSR.
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Finally, during two centuries only, the Russian peasants moved all the way from
the payment of tribute (legitimated by the need to fight off or to keep peace with the
southern nomads and softened by high territorial mobility and strong communal organi-
zations) to unheard-of levels of exploitation and cattle-like enslavement of more than
nine-tenths of the Russians. Within another century came the emancipation from serfdom
which made peasantry not only ‘free’ but landowning. The state played a decisive and
explicit role in this and made the transformation rapid. As against all these fundamental
changes, the centuries-old Russian communal structures were transfigured but survived.
It was explained by the fact that the commune kept its major functions, inclusive of the
only shield of popular liberty of the past. Other characteristics of peasanthood held also,
especially the operation of the family production units and the numerical pre-eminence
of peasants in Russia. A massive majority of Russians lived within the peasant commu-
nes, which differed significantly from the rural communities typical of Russia’s neigh-
bors, as well as its own Polish, Baltic, Caucasian and Central Asian internal peripheries.

It is only while stipulating the general and the unique tenets of the structure of Rus-
sian society that its categorization as a developing society’ and/or a political economy
definable as a case of dependent development can be considered for the discrete insights
it offers. The fundamental significance of classifying the Russia of the period in that
way lies in the type of social tension, crises, subsequent dynamism and prospects such
an approach indicates and the analytical categories it offers. Central to it are the typical
contradictions of such countries’ political economy, the distinctive collective conflicts
and the particular ideological/moral crisis linked to revolutionary agencies of change.
It helps to map out and specify the context and the nub of the main forces and impacts
that challenged the tsardom ‘from inside’ in 1900—1907 and were to play out the final
power-game of the tsardom’s destruction in 1917.

The ‘Witte System’ [44] was intimately linked with a Witte-type crisis, which di-
rectly represented the characteristics of dependent development and closely paralleled
much of what we encounter in Latin America, South Asia and Africa. The growing in-
ternational debt and linked financial and technological dependence endangered long-term
growth and made the whole national economy vulnerable and volatile, especially when
facing international economic downturns or a war effort. State-supported industrialization
facilitated severe crises of agriculture and of rural society, increasingly treated as a milk-
ing cow and a dumping place of modernization and growth focused elsewhere. Agricul-
ture represented a large majority of the Russian labor force using archaic means of pro-
duction, and locked within an economy where much of the potential investment fund
was being removed by the squires, merchants and state. The need for broader internal
markets to steady the local manufacturing clashed head-on with the short-term needs
of taxation and the profit maximization by the most powerful capitalist interests. Fre-
quent substitution of private entrepreneurs by state capitalism and by foreign banks led
to the severe impediments. Between 1863 and 1914, the population doubled and so did
the rates of natural growth, putting increasing pressure on the available resources. The
super-exploitation of the mass of the producers linked economic growth to the polariza-
tion of the population, the poorer part of which showed an absolute or relative decline
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of economic well-being. Urbanization, treated by the majority of Russian leaders and
scholars as the long-term resolution of the problem of rural over-population, was inade-
quate for that as long as the growth of extra-agricultural employment was outrun by
population growth. Spontaneous ‘vicious circles’ and ‘bottle necks’ within the Russian
economy combined with the impacts of the state-and-foreign-capital strategies adopted
and forcefully promoted by the government to produce a permanent economic and
social crisis.

General crisis of economy and society does not translate directly into an actual
social confrontation but those correspond closely and causally. At the highest levels
of income there was in Russia what Thomas More has described in another time and age
as ‘a certain conspiracy of rich men’, determined to become richer. Where the poor
were concerned, Russian political economy was productive of overcrowded city slums
where life was cheap, day-to-day survival harsh, and frustrations extreme. It was also
productive of the growing hopelessness of villagers in the most populous part of rural
Russia. These were reservoirs of poverty and class hatred ever arrayed against the
manor houses and the nice quarters of well-being and respectability, behind the protec-
tive walls of the forces of order. Economic growth meant different things to Russia’s
different sectors. In class terms, the old well-established wealth and the newly made for-
tunes were matched by the persistent poverty of the workers’ compounds, peasant vil-
lages and artisan teams. Some of the regions, especially the spoils of eighteenth- and
nineteenth-century conquest, operated as internal colonies of the realm. The gaps were
increasingly evident; a Russian would use for them the term kolol glaza — ‘it stabbed
the eye’. This increasingly bred revolt also in the nice quarters.

The dependent development found its expression therefore not only at the general
level of the economic flows malfunctions and transformations but also at the distinct
dimension of class generation and conflict. The grand approximation of class analysis
has been for a century the main method for the mapping out of fundamental social con-
flicts, mostly to make sense of the political life of the parliamentary democracies of
Western Europe. The theory of political elites, be it Mosca or Pareto, run a clear second
to them [12; 29; 30; 34]. A social class was defined as the major sub-group of the formal-
ly equal contemporary society. Common and discrete positions and basic interests within
the system of political economy delimited it and made for distinctive consciousness,
identity and self-identification shaped further by the conflicting relations with other
classes. Social classes represented therefore objective as well as intersubjective phe-
nomena, not only a set of determinants rooted in political economy (and resulting in
typical tendencies of behaviour by individuals) but also as actual collectivities recog-
nizing themselves as such and with different degrees of ‘classness’ [5; 32; 37].

The class map of the societies caught within dependent development differs from
that of mid-nineteenth-century Western and Central Europe, where class analysis was
born. That is why, when transplanted directly from one to another, it often tends not
only to approximate but to mislead. As for Russia in the 1890s to 1917, the disarticu-
lated system of political economy meant different processes of class structuring oper-
ating side by side. There were the main pre-capitalist social classes which, while chang-
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ing in a number of ways, retained cohesion, many specific characteristics, and substan-
tial numbers: the squires and the peasants. There were the capitalist classes with par-
ticular extra coloring: the entrepreneurs with a strong mercantile rather than industrialist
flavor, and the industrial wage laborers, with strong peasant connections. There were
important inter-category groups, for example, peasants who were part-time construction
workers or some large landlords carrying pre-capitalist titles in service of capitalist
enterprises. There were finally the classes specific to the societies discussed, or, at least,
firstly recognized within them.

Some of the historians of Russia have resolved this complexity by a neat model
of four social classes representing the semi-feudal/semi-capitalist nature of society, that
is, the squires and the peasants surviving from feudalism and rubbing shoulders with
the capitalists and wage workers of the brave new world [33]. This extended the two-
class societal models in a way which was relevant but insufficient. To improve on it
one must consider in which way such classes differ within the dependent development
context, to extend further their list and to review the parallel and different social con-
flicts of major significance. Here is the typical historical curve of working-class mili-
tancy: from the relative conservatism of the days of the manufacture, via a peak in the
early stage of industrialization and towards decline as industrialization diversifies it and
the service industries grow [41; 49]. Somewhat later Wolf discussed the second wave
of peasant militancy stimulated by early confrontation with capitalism [17. P. 221—228;
27; 28. P. 201—205] (another way to approach the issues of the extent of classness is
to accept a one-class system as widely spread for reasons, and in the terminological con-
text [16; 47. P. 354—357]. The point is that these two radical potentials tend often to
meet for a time within the context of dependent development. On the other hand, a new
hierarchy is established within the ‘plebeian camp’, limiting its ability to act collec-
tively. Workers of the large-scale industries are usually capable of self-organization but
they do not represent the ‘lowest of the low’. As against the peasants and the unskilled
half-employed and marginal workers, the skilled and semi-skilled industrial working
class is a relatively privileged minority. Below them stand men without a steady job and
income. Beneath these are the racial minorities, women and youngsters. Outside the
industrial centers are the villages from which a steady stream of unskilled labor pro-
ceeds to come into towns to join the unskilled labor and the slums or poor quarters.

The exceptional power of the state, the extensive nature of its economic grip as
owner, producer, employer and controller of resources, combined with the peculiarities
of modern (i.e. Western-style educational and bureaucratic) structures to produce two
more types of class-like entities whose interdependence and modus operandum lie not
in political economy as classically defined (or, at least, not only in it). That is particular-
ly important if we keep in focus not only the general consideration of social conflict
and class relations but also the social actors, practical knowledge of society and conscious
intentionality of action. The social structuring of the top ranks of the state hierarchy
was determined by interests and logic of operation defined differently that of profit-ma-
ximization and production, but establishing all the same consistent group interests, struc-
tural conflicts of interest with major social classes, typical patterns of cognition and
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specific ideologies expressed as the sectional interests of the state functionaries but,
more often, through the concept of national interest.

The link between the Russian bureaucrats with the squires was significant but de-
creasing. For the Russia of the period, the university diploma or its equivalents were
becoming the necessary passport into the middle and top ranks of the state bureaucracy
and into the army officer corps. In this way the personnel of the state apparatus over-
lapped increasingly with that of the educated stratum, a social characteristic it has shared,
paradoxically, with Russia’s most ferocious critics of its social order — the intelligentsia.
However, origins cannot substitute for the main determinants of any class analysis
worth its name, that is, for the study of prevailing economic group-interest, typical ways
of personal enhancement, and the consequent political and ideological expression. In all
these, clear particularities were displayed by the officialdom of Russia.

In its classical form, class analysis had adopted the view that while other types of
social conflicts exist they are inferior to and/or utilized by class conflict in determining
social relations, in the construction of the collective consciousness and in the establish-
ing of political camps or alliances. This was often enough but not always so. In particu-
lar, the ethnic divisions have often proven in Russia as significant as class conflict, or
more so, in the defining of political camps. On the other hand, when ethnic patterns
have corresponded with occupational divisions, this has resulted in ethno-classes of
particularly mobilizing and defining force (e.g. the Polish nobles, the Russian bureau-
crats, the Belarus peasants and the Jewish craftsmen in the north-west of European
Russia).

Parallel to the general crisis of the Russian political economy and the growing
and increasingly explicit conflict between major social groups was an ideological/moral
crisis expressed in perceptions, concepts and values. At least to begin with, it found its
main carrier and form of expression in the assault on the tsarist state by the Russian
intelligentsia which judged it inadequate by the standards of progress, justice and national
interest. The creation of a Western-educated elite was the result of diffusion of what
was defined as science, knowledge and modern education. One cannot treat it simply
as an educational phenomenon, for it related knowledge and assumptions drawn from
industrial societies to the peculiarities of the social structure of a developing society.
The cultural heritage and the intellectual training made the Western-educated elite in-
to a group of outsiders in their own country, divided both from the plebeian mass of the
population and the traditional power holders in it.

Inter-Russia processes added to this group particularization. Commitment to ‘ra-
tionality” and ‘modernity’ defined in the light of the experience of Western Europe (of
which they were acutely if often inaccurately aware) put educated Russians at odds with
their direct environment. On the personal level, there were several possible ways for
resolving the consequent conflict. The acceptance of reality, that is, a job in the ad-
ministration or else in the free professions, was one. Emigration was another. The with-
drawal to one’s ‘Cherry Orchard’ estate was a time-honored way for an alienated squire.
All these solutions were both objectively and subjectively limited in the context of Rus-
sia. In the middle of nineteenth century, a growing number of Western-educated Russians
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had found themselves within a particular marginal position. Theirs was the world of writ-
ings, read and produced, a territory-less purer part of Russia, a ‘republic of letters’. They
were emerging as a social grouping, self-recognized and recognizable as such. Their
ranks were increasingly swelled by sons of social classes/estates different to that of
nobility, that is, children of clergy, urbanites from a mixed background, the carrier-
seeking members of ethnic minorities (often restricted in the choice of the official oc-
cupation, e.g. Jews, Poles and later the Baltic Germans), even a few peasants — a mixed
group that came to be referred to as raznochintsy, i.e. “men of different ranks”.

Characteristically the word “intelligentsia” was introduced via Russian into other
languages [8; 19; 22; 27]. Formal definitions have related it mostly to mental labor and
university training. Its nature and functions can be understood only while related to
the broader social context, that is, in our case that of dependent development and of the
highly repressive state. Conscious self-identification and positioning vis a vis different
social forces were particularly significant here. Despite their university training and
characteristically ‘mental’ labor, the managers of the Russian state and much of its econ-
omy were excluded, and excluded themselves, from Russian intelligentsia. The same
was true for most of the army officers and the mass of the Russian clergy (which re-
ceived its education in the religious seminaries and academies). On the other hand, most
of the Russian liberal professions and many of its best engineers or agronomists would
see themselves definitely as part of it. So did the majority of Russian revolutionaries
in the nineteenth century. At the core of this group and most influential within it were
the Russian men of letters, its writers, poets, dramatists and ‘publicists’ (i.e. the more
thoughtful journalists). The nature and the prevailing mood of the intelligentsia was
dramatically yet accurately described by I. Berlin: “it did not mean simply educated
persons. It certainly did not mean intellectuals as such ... the Russian intelligentsia, be-
cause it was small and consumed by a sense of responsibility for their brothers who
lived in darkness, grew to be a dedicated order, bound by a sense of solidarity and kin-
ship. Isolated and divided by the tangled forest of a society impenetrable to rational or-
ganization, they called out to each other, in order to preserve contact. They were citizens
of a state within a state, soldiers in an army dedicated to progress, surrounded on all
sides by reaction. ...In the land in which the intelligentsia was born, it was founded,
broadly speaking, on the idea of permanent rational opposition to the status quo, which
was regarded as in constant danger of becoming ossified, a block to human thought
and human progress [6].

Two more short citations from the tsardom’s top dignitary and Russia’s foremost
writer can supplement that picture. From the memoirs of Witte: “The tsar [gosudar’]
has once remarked at the dinner table ...that one should order the Academy of Sciences
to remove this word [intelligentsia] from the Russian dictionary”. From Bulgakov’s
The White Guard: “You are a socialist, are you not? Like all intelligent people”
[48. P. 328]. The particular ‘marching army’ of this group were the university students,
inclusive of the permanent ones (i.e. those who were unable to finish their education
but held on to the university environment and formed a community around it). The uni-
versities and the colleges for advanced training (i.e. Forestry, Engineering, etc.) provided
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a natural base for organization. In a condition involving the illegality of any opposition
and with every social club or organization supervised by the authorities, a base where
young intelligentsia could organize itself and ‘talk things out’ was increasingly important
and their conflict with both state and university authorities endemic. They were linked
closely with young intellectuals engaged in the occupations of ‘service to the people’,
especially teachers, medics, zemstvo agronomists, etc.

The Russian intelligentsia confronted directly the state apparatus. Its top bureau-
crats have seen themselves as acting to enhance Russia’s international standing, pro-
mote its economy and secure the eternal promise of the Russian autocracy. That had
to be done by controlling and containing the two explicit challenges of capitalism and
of intelligentsia with a third threat, one of popular revolt, looming in the background.
The growth of capitalism disrupted the familiar ways of ruling and administrating. The
initial policy of simple incorporation of new technologies, stripped of their disagreeable
social and political characteristics (i.e. “Western’ weapons but no ‘Western’ constitutional
rule), was increasingly difficult to execute. Not only education but the co-operation of
the educated was needed. Yet a major sector of the Russian educated stratum was locked
in growing conflict with the tsardom and its officials.

This was well expressed in the very transformation of the term ‘intelligentsia’
from a value-neutral description of individual capacity or intellectual attainment, into
the synonym of bitter social criticism and moral condemnation of the state and its
dignitaries. Any outward sign of comfort given or co-operation with the state bureau-
cracy was treated as treason or corruption. The counter-culture of the intelligentsia took
particular pride in refusing to serve the state or capitalist entrepreneurs in any capacity
and especially in major issues of social hegemony and ideological control. (As for the
bourgeoisie, N. Mikhailovskii had declared in the 1880s to universal acclaim that
“the Russian intelligentsia would and should be ashamed of marching in step with it”
[28. P. 205]). Apart from a few exceptional periods (when these attitudes shifted under
the impact of a nationalist wave triggered off by war or by the Polish ‘mutinies’) (for
example, the patriotic frenzy led by people like the ex-liberal M. Katkov that swept
the Russian society during the Polish uprising of 1863 and led to the collapse of the
influence of Hertzen’s joumal-from-abroad which refused to submit to it) the Russian
intelligentsia faced all brands of the Russian establishment as a hostile force. What made
this stand out even more sharply, was that the intelligentsia was opposed directly by
senior and middle-range bureaucrats who often came from similar social backgrounds
and educational establishments. But most of the state dignitaries were increasingly at
a loss as to how to deal with the new times: with ‘subjects’ who expressed ‘opinions’,
merchants who were not humble, peasants who wandered around, cities that ‘exploded’,
Jews who resided in Petersburg, Finns who claimed autonomy, but especially so with
the highbrows who spent their time denouncing the rightful authorities and even the
Most Sacred Person of His Imperial Majesty. In the latter part of the nineteenth century
the state was increasingly challenged by disruptive forces and at their core the spon-
taneous processes associated with capitalism and the conscious revolt of the intelli-
gentsia.
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As a silent background and a potential arbiter to the unequal duel in which intel-
lectual fireworks and personal sacrifice of Russia’s brightest young men and women
faced the crass obstinacy and the seemingly overwhelming strength of those who ruled
Russia, stood the Russian plebeian masses. It was the struggle for their hearts and minds
that formed the crux of the political history of the Russian tsardom and was to define
its abrupt end in 1917.

In 1862, a sequence of five Unaddressed Letters was written in Russia. Their dra-
matic significance lies as much in their symbolism and setting as in their content. De-
spite the title, and indeed accentuated by it, was the fact that the addressee was mani-
festly known. It was the Emperor and the Autocrat of all Russia, Alexander II, ‘the
Emancipator’, at the Winter Palace. The sender’s address was nearly as famous and
as symbolic. It was the Peter and Paul fortress-prison of Petersburg that held Russia’s
most dangerous political criminals. The author was Nikolai Chernyshevskii, Russia’s
‘man of conscience’ and foremost writer on politics, economics and aesthetics. A self-
taught, dour and stubborn man of extensive knowledge, little savoir-vivre and unbending
moral convictions, he well represented the raznochintsy, the first generation of Western-
educated Russians not to come from the nobility. (Typical of many of them, Chemy-
shevskii was a cleric’s son from a provincial town, i.e. Saratov, of past and future
revolutionary fame.) He was careful not to break any laws and did not belong to any
political organization. He used his pen to oppose with the full strength of his convic-
tions the way Russian society and state functioned and, despite the harsh hand of the
censor, attacked it time and time again, clearly if indirectly, in the journal he edited —
the Contemporary (Sovremennik).

Despite remaining within the law, Chernyshevskii was arrested and spent two
years of preliminary confinement in the fortress. While his judges struggled with the
regrettable lack of proof of actual law-breaking, he wrote his Unaddressed Letters and
a didactic novel entitled What is to be Done? about new men and women, on which
generations of Russian intelligentsia were to be educated. He was eventually convicted
of high treason and sentenced to life imprisonment with hard labor in Siberia, never
to regain his freedom. With fine understanding of the symbolism of the occasion, his
judges sentenced him also to a ‘civil execution’: on a grey morning he was taken out
of prison to have a sword broken over his head by a hangman, signifying loss of all
rights and privileges, and then transported directly to Siberia. The Unaddressed Letters
were banned by the censor as were (following his sentence) most of his writings, but
they circulated hand-to-hand inside and outside Russia. In 1873 another rebel, writer
and social theorist, unknown to Chernyshevskii, read the Unaddressed Letters in his Eng-
lish exile and was sufficiently impressed to have the first of them personally translated
and to promote their publication. The translator’s name was Karl Marx, and with as keen
a recognition of the man’s worth as that of the judges in Petersburg he was to refer to
Chernyshevskii admiringly in the second edition of Capital in 1872 as ‘that great Rus-
sian scholar and critic’ [38; 42].

The significance of the Unaddressed Letters is, however, not only that of the charg-
ed symbolism of their political setting. Their theoretical content has stood remarkably
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well the test of time. There were two major components. The bulk of the argument
was a systematic denunciation of the way 1861 emancipation reform was carried out,
making clear how little it actually resolved the peasant’s plight, how much it was hedged
and twisted by the bureaucracy and why it would eventually lead to a plebeian revolt
against all the Russian upper classes stood for, good and bad alike. Second, the opening
Letter addressed the general social context of the debate and of the political conflict
in contemporary Russia. It recognized a fundamental socio-political division of the
Russians into three groupings very different in size. A remarkably apt anticipation of
political divisions of Russia half a century later, Chernyshevskii’s insights were also
deeply relevant for other countries and for generations to follow. He had this to say to
the tsar: “You are displeased with us: Let that be as you choose: no one can command
their feelings, and we are not seeking your approval. Our aim is a different one, which
you probably have as well: to be of service to the Russian common people (narod).
Consequently, you must not expect real gratitude from us, nor must we from you, for
our respective labors. A judge of them does exist, outside your numerically restricted
circle, and outside even our circle which, though far more numerous than yours, still
represents only a negligible fraction of the tens of millions of people whose welfare we
and you would like to promote. If this judge knew all the facts of the case and could
deliver an assessment of your labor and ours, any explanations between you and us
would be superfluous. Regrettably, this is not the case. You, he knows by name; yet
being completely alien to your mental universe and your milieu, he certainly does not
know your thoughts or the motives, which guide your actions. Us, he does not know
even by name. ...You tell the people: you must proceed like this. We tell it: you must
proceed like that. But in the people’s midst, almost everyone is slumbering. ...The truth
is equally bitter for you and for us. The people does not consider that anything really
useful to it has resulted from anyone’s concern about it. We all, separating ourselves
from the people under some name or other — under the name of the authorities, or
under the name of this or that privileged stratum; we all, assuming we have some par-
ticular interests distinct from the objects of popular aspiration — whether interests of
diplomatic and military power, or interests of controlling internal affairs, or interests
of our personal wealth, or interests of enlightenment; we all feel vaguely what kind of
outcome flows from this complexion of the people’s view. When people come to think:
‘I cannot expect any help in my affairs from anyone clse at all’, they will certainly
and speedily draw the conclusions that they must get down to running their affairs
themselves. All individuals and social strata separate from the people tremble, at this
anticipated outcome”.

The five Letters of terse prose analyzing and condemning the inadequacies of the
1861 emancipation of Russia’s serfs were concluded as follows: “I am aware, dear sir,
that I have broken the rules of propriety in thrusting myself with my explanations upon
a man who had in no way asked me for them; so it will be no surprise to you if I do not
adhere to those rules at the conclusion of my correspondence either, and do not sign
in the customary way “always at your service” or “your most humble servant” but sign
simply N. Chernyshevskii”. Within a year he was serving his sentence of hard labor
for life in Siberia.
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Chernyshevskii’s text as well as his life story represented a new political map
and a new type of dissent. His text described and analyzed a social world twice divided.
First, it was split into the politically mute plebeian world (the ‘common people’ —
narod) as against the extremely thin layer of polite society, the educated, the potential
rank-holders, those better off who could also write to each other and dance with each
other at social occasions, those who counted. They were well separated from the ple-
beian mass by a protective wall of the army, the police lower ranks, the lower clerks,
clerics and bailiffs, the NCOs of Russian society. Second, those better off and educat-
ed in the Western sense were divided in turn by their own images and standards as
much as by their formal status, into, on the one hand, the official Russia of top rank-
holders (sanovniki) and of the upper-class ‘world’ (svet) (i.e. the tsar’s closest social
environment). On the other hand, (but partly overlapping) stood those whom the Rus-
sians called ‘society’, that is, those with claim or pretence to spiritual depth, to the un-
derstanding of social relations, and appreciation of science, of arts and of progress —
the public opinion of the day, critical of ‘official Russia’. The raznochintsy played an
increasingly important role in that milieu but frequently they were children of ‘the em-
pire’s first estate’ of the nobility. These people, or at least the politically more conscious
of them, came to be referred to increasingly as intelligentsiya. They were particularly
sensitive to the leading men of ideas (poveliteli dum) of every generation: its poets, its
writers, its theorists, its secular moralists and its dreamers. It was the moral leadership
of this group that in the 1850s and 1860s sat heavily on the shoulders of Chernyshevskii
as well as of Hertzen, Belinskii and a few more, making them consequently hated and
adored. It was for that honor that Chernyshevskii paid by his life sentence in Siberia.
The gendarmes and bureaucrats who had Chernyshevskii sentenced were right in sens-
ing a new and powerful threat.

Russia has had its share of ‘old dissent’, which in essence belonged to the days
of Muscovy and the commencement of the empire. There were centuries of plebeian
struggle in defense of the ‘old rights’, that is, the partly imagined and partly true memo-
ries of times when a commoner was free of servitude and bondage. The encroachment
of officers and nobles, clerks and clerics, the whole Draconian and crushing power of
the state, had been resisted generation after generation in a long sequence of battles
and some major peasant and Cossack wars, which were all eventually lost. Since the
death by torture of Pugachev and his main followers in 1774, the ‘official Russia’, that
is, the state and the church, the bureaucrats and the nobles, had for a period of 125 years
ruled the ocean of under-dogs with relatively few ripples. The imperial wars and con-
quests had derailed some of the class conflicts, channeling into nationalist moulds the
energy of protest, but also added new groups of those who were not Russian to the camp
of resistance. Their struggles for ethnic rights spanned the ‘old” and the ‘new’ dissent and
were at times allied to both. They also failed or, at least, so it seemed by the end of the
nineteenth century.

Europe knew another type of ‘old dissent’, for a time much more productive of ac-
tual political results and social transformation than the plebeian struggle and the peasant
wars. The dominant class of warriors and/or squires confronted kings and dignitaries
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in a constant tug of war over power and privileges. They have often lost when royal
mercenaries (usually with the help of the burghers), reduced the nobles to submission.
At times, it was the nobles who reduced kings to the status of figurative heads of state,
the ‘first among equals’ of the nobility social estate. Deputies of nobility elected kings
and imposed treaties in Poland and Hungary. Since the early Romanovs such ideas con-
stituted treason and were effectively curbed in the tsardom of all Russias. Its Zemskii
sobor, an assembly of deputies of ‘estates’, had disappeared from the scene by the seven-
teenth century. The municipal freedoms expressed in veche had been reduced even earli-
er. The boyars and the dvoryane of the Moscovite grand dukes were from inception
courtiers and servitors rather than princelings or a ‘nation’ of an organized and autono-
mous social estate, claiming its rights and liberties. Their ‘class organizations’ established
by Catherine II’s Charter of Nobility were disjointed and limited in scope.

The new type of dissent was initiated by men of knowledge, of ideas and of moral
values, that is, those who, as a Russian contemporary would put it, ‘had a soul’. To ‘have
a soul’ was to seek justice and to accept values higher than obedience to the state authori-
ties. The knowledge and ideas in question were new in texture by being secular, general
rather than pragmatic, dealing with humans rather than with ‘things’. Those men were
without exception stimulated (at times negatively) by the writings, views and moods
of Europe (i.e. not Russia). Not quite children of the Renaissance, because the Refor-
mation and the scientific revolution of the seventeenth century were not realized in Rus-
sia, they were, figuratively speaking, their ‘nephews’, that is, the once-removed kinsmen
related via the European social philosophy of Enlightenment as expressed in particular
in the nineteenth-century writings of Schelling, Hegel, Fourier and Feuerbach.

The voice of the new dissent was first heard under the long rule of Catherine II,
which saw also the Charter of Nobility and the execution of Pugachev. Its first lonely
harbinger was, arguably, Alexander Radischev. As in the case of Chernyshevskii, his
biography aptly represented the general political context of the Russian tsardom of his
day. An enlightened nobleman who had studied at the University of Leipzig and travelled
extensively abroad, and a state official afterwards, he published in 1790 a volume entitled
Journey from St Petersburg to Moscow which followed in form a contemporary Euro-
pean fashion. The book offered a bitterly eloquent critique of serfdom and of the man-
agement of the country on all levels. It was passed by the censor but enraged the Empress
who, according to her secretary’s memoirs, “has most graciously commented that he is
a rebel, worse than Pugachev” [10. P. 78]. Radischev was tried and sentenced to execu-
tion, which was eventually commuted to life exile in Siberia. Permitted to return after
Catherine’s death, he was appointed to one of many committees considering adminis-
trative reforms but rapidly ran afoul of its chairman. Threatened by renewed imprison-
ment if he did not ‘learn how to behave’, he committed suicide in 1802.

During the nineteenth century, the new dissent recorded several more ‘firsts’. In
the 1820s came Russia’s first attempt to active ‘modernizing’ reforms by a military coup
d’¢état. The 1812 march to Paris in the wake of the Napoleonic Wars had left a powerful
impression on the young officers — in those days, Russia’a foremost group of educated
nobility. The high hopes for major reforms under Alexander I were disappointed. As a
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result, a variety of secret societies sprang up. Most of their members were army men.
Their creed, size and cohesion differed, but uniformly they craved for constitutional
government and the abolition of serf-dom (The social reforms envisaged by members
of the secret societies varied from the radical and centralist (often referred to as ‘Jacobine’)
program of P. Pestel’, who led the movement in the south, to the milder suggestions
of N. Muraviev, the leader of the secret societies in Petersburg). Klyuchevskii has
caught well a particular intelligentsia aspect of their mental outlook: “whereas ...fathers
have been Russians educated to become Frenchmen, the father’s sons were French-
educated men longing to become Russian” [25. P. 172].

Many of these conspirators were sons of Russia’s most prestigious hereditary and
landowning nobility. Russia’s foremost poet, Pushkin, publicly expressed sympathy for
their views, without actually belonging to one of the societies. The rebellion broke out
prematurely, triggered off by arrests and a crisis of succession that followed Alexan-
der I’s death. In December 1825 (hence the nickname Decembrists given to its organ-
izers) troops that were never quite told what the upheaval was all about, were led into
the streets of the capital by their officers — members of the secret societies. The re-
bellion in Petersburg and in the South was quickly defeated by loyalist troops. Five of
its leaders were executed and many more exiled to Siberia. The execution of Ryleev,
a promising poet and a civilian, provoked Poland’s foremost poet Mickewicz’s stinging
description of Russia as “a land which murders its prophets™.

The next ‘first” was the essentially secular and ‘sociological’ debate about the na-
ture of Russia in its relation to the West: the debate between the Westerners (Zapadniki)
and Slavophiles. It began in the 1830s, triggered off by the Philosophical Letters of
P. Chadayev, a personal friend of many Decembrists, who in the wake of their defeat
and under the heavy hand of Nikolai I declared that Russia belonged neither to the West-
ern nor the Eastern civilizations, nor did not it represent a civilization of its own; it was
‘an intellectual lacuna’. In the furore that followed, the tsar personally ordered Chadayev
to be considered mad and had him repeatedly subjected to medical inspection. Abuse
flew freely also from less official sources, but a debate was launched, its participants
dividing into two major camps. Those who considered Russia backward and called
for modernization, understood as Europeanization, came to be referred to as Westerners.
Peter the Great was their hero, commencing a process that now required to be completed.
As against them, the Slavophiles believed in the uniqueness of Russia’s social and spir-
itual nature and destiny, different from and superior to what Europe had to offer. They
subsequently idolized pre-Petrine Russia and considered the German-infested bureau-
cracy, set up by Peter, to be the main obstacle to the natural harmony between the au-
tocrat and the people that would have prevailed otherwise, with Orthodox Christianity
offering its norms. They were deeply counter-revolutionary, and, while advocating free-
dom of speech and the revival of Zemskii Sobor, objected to constitutionalism and West-
ern parliamentary rule. V. Belinskii was probably the most outspoken and influential
of the Westerners while the Slavophiles were well represented by A. Khomyakov and
by K. Aksakov [1; 4; 6; 21; 26]. Both groups were critical of Russia’s actuality. Despite
the conservatism, religiosity and monarchism of the Slavophiles, their writings and jour-
nals were subsequently frowned upon and often repressed by the censorship.
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Finally, the most important ‘first’ of the new dissent was the creation of revolu-
tionary populism — Russia’s first indigenous socialist ideology and movement. Its main
theorists were Hertzen, Chernyshevskii and Lavrov and its most powerful political
expression was the People’s Will party (Narodnaya volya). The movement was also
influenced by the views of Bakunin and Tkachev, but never fully identified with them
[6; 24; 38; 42; 46]. It was Hertzen who commenced the particular theoretical position
associated with Russian populism. His views evolved from initial Westerner assumptions,
through a critical analysis of Western Europe and of the 1848 revolution. From the outset
he refused the Slavophile mystical and religious belief in intrinsic Russian peculiarities,
but eventually was not prepared either to treat Russia simply as a more backward equiva-
lent of Western Europe. To Hertzen, Russia was not unique or ‘spiritual’, but its social
structure and potentials differed from Western Europe in a manner to be taken into con-
sideration in the shaping of its socialist future. The fact that Russia could draw on the West
European experience was new. The legal equality and constitutional rights the Russian
liberals were beginning to demand had already proven insufficient. Hertzen was akin
to the West European socialists and considered one of them in demanding social equality
and the full emancipation of the exploited classes which would become the masters of
a better world. In the Russian context, that meant the destruction of serfdom and the rise
of the peasantry. Chernyshevskii, and later the Land and Liberty movement, were to
adopt all those positions but to represent them inside Russia (Hertzen emigrated and set
up Russia’s first ‘free press’ in exile). These ‘populists of the interior’ were to develop
Hertzen’s initial analysis further and to add the blaze of martyrdom, of direct action
and, eventually, of revolutionary struggle.

There was considerable originality in the way populist theorists and their move-
ment approached the future of Russia. They assumed the possibility and desirability
for Russia to bypass the capitalist stage and to proceed directly to a socially just society.
This view and preference was rooted in the concept of “‘uneven development” — a radical
departure from the prevalent evolutionism of the day, first suggested by Chadayev. Not
Russian uniqueness or supremacy but rather the global context of Russian history would
lead to an alternative path of development. The advance of industrial capitalism in West-
ern Europe was central to it. On the other hand, the fact that the peasant commune, by
now dormant in Europe, was still operative in Russia, could and should be put to use
in the building of the new just world. To Hertzen, while Western Europe must pro-
gress from the political liberties achieved and from the rampant individualism of the
capitalist society towards growing communality of the social structure, peasant Russia
should keep its communalist structure while advancing towards liberty, to meet at so-
cialism’s junction. Put in the Hegelian idiom of the day by Chernyshevskii, the ‘synthe-
sis’ of the future world would therefore resemble the initial ‘thesis’ of pre-capitalist and
pre-class communities rather than its capitalist ‘antithesis’. Tsardom’s obstinate con-
servatism defined the revolutionary nature of the social transformation due to occur.

Without being fully accepted by the Russian populists, the writings of Bakunin
had stimulated in their ranks a belief in mass spontaneity, an insurrectionist ‘mood’ and
a particular hostility towards state centralization. Later, the writings of Tkachev came
to exercise an opposite influence in so far as revolutionary action was concerned, stress-
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ing the significance of Jacobin centralism and of resolute minorities in revolutionary
confrontation was well as the significance of the time factor: to delay a revolution might
mean losing the chance to bypass capitalism in Russia.

The theorists of revolutionary populism considered the stardom Russia’s main
capitalist force, representing not only a ‘Mongol-like oppression’, but generating, linked
with and maintaining capitalism and capitalists. The state and state apparatus were cen-
tral to the populist social analysis and designation of enemies. As against its power and
capitalism-inducing strategies, the populists put their trust in the laboring class, which
to Chernyshevskii included ‘peasants, daily laborers and permanent wage workers’
(it was to become peasants, workers and intelligentsia in later populist writings), united
by the common enemies. It was the class war (with classes differently defined than in
Marx or in Ricardo) that was eventually to transform Russia. Populist demanded not
only parliamentary democracy but social equality. Since the nature of the main enemy
entailed a repressive political regime and a social regime of inequality, both embedded
in the state, it meant a necessarily combined revolutionary struggle for liberty and social
justice. The goal was to establish a socialist Russia [38. P. 43—48, 69—71, 206—207; 46].

A point to remember in view of the ‘brainwash’ of the latter generations, the Rus-
sian populists of the 1860s and 1880s were socialists in their own eyes as well as those
of Western Europe. When resident in Western Europe, they joined as a matter of course
the local socialist parties, edited their newspapers, were active in the 1st International.
Its Russian section (located in Switzerland and led by Utin) consisted fully of populist
émigrés, followers of Chernyshevskii. It elected Marx as its representative on the Gen-
eral Council of the International which he accepted with manifest pleasure. The leaders
of the People’s Will kept contact with French, German Polish and British socialist parties
and were in direct relations with Marx in London. Friendship and appreciation between
Marx and the People’s Will were often mutually expressed the differences of approach
were acknowledged and treated by both sides as deriving mostly from the Russian par-
ticularities [20; 38; 46]. It was Lavrov who ‘on behalf of the Russian socialists’ offered
the eulogy read-out on Marx’s grave. As a member of the 1st International, a found-
ing member of the 2nd one, and a participant in the Parisian Commune, he well repre-
sented the living link between Marx, the West European socialist movement and the
Russian revolutionary populism.

Finally, the Russian populists offered a set of images and views that linked what
would be today treated as ‘social sciences’ with a different type of discourse and was
described (and badly misnamed) as ‘subjective sociology’ [6; 24]. It was a combina-
tion of social, psychological and ethical considerations about the place and duties of
the intelligentsia in an oppressive and changing world. The issue of the two meanings
of truth (pravda): truth as realism (istina) and truth as justice (spravedlivost’), was
part of this debate. So was the place of ascetism as radicalizing simplicity and of revo-
lutionary activism as a way of life. The later terminology of professional revolutionaries
and cadres within Leninism stemmed directly from these views. So did the belief in the
educating and purifying force of revolutionary experience in the creation of new men
and women. Conceptually, those views related the populist creed to an analysis of the
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role of ideas in history, enhancing their weight and offering a rationalist and libertarian
theory of social advance. Most importantly it was a call for action.

By 1873, the views of the theorists and discussion within clandestine circles were
transformed into a political movement of growing coherence and numbers. The appeal
of the theorists were reacted to by hundreds of young men and women who, in the sum-
mer of 1874, left the comfort of their well-endowed families to ‘go to the people’, that is,
to go to the villages to propagate the populist cause among the peasantry. They were met
with bewilderment by the peasants, denounced, and rapidly rounded up by the police.
That was not the end of the matter, however. The radicals drew conclusions from their
failure and reformed accordingly. By 1877, a new wave of populist propagandists went
into villages. This time, most of them had trained beforehead in skills useful to the peas-
ants: carpentry, metalwork, etc. They came now to settle permanently and in larger
groups — ‘colonies’ — and were more ready for a long and slow haul. They established
also an effective national organization, the Land and Liberty, with a network of clan-
destine branches and printing presses all through European Russia.

By the end of the 1870s, the populist movement reached its next stage. The results
of the work in the villages were still barely to be seen. The authorities were fairly ef-
fective in precluding the attempted political re-education of the peasantry. In the populist
ranks arrest followed arrest. The majority within the Land and Liberty leadership con-
cluded that the state’s oppressive power must be broken first, before the spiritual eman-
cipation and social transformation of plebeian Russia could be proceeded with. In their
own words, “Social reform in Russia is revolution. Under our political regime of absolute
despotism and denial of the right and of the will of the people, reform can be only
achieved by a revolution”. This new insurrectionist strategy was objected to by a mi-
nority that wanted to proceed with the movement’s earlier village-centred approach
(the ‘dereven’schiki’). In 1879, the two wings parted company. The majority established
the People’s Will Party, the minority formed the Black Repartition organization, each
of them with its own clandestine journal that took its name from the organization it
represented.

The People’s Will rapidly outpaced its rivals and for a few years came to dominate
the Russian political scene. They shifted their ‘cadres’ into major towns, moving rapidly
and effectively to organize army officers, workers and students for an insurrection. Im-
mense energy was shown in establishing clandestine networks of new organizations,
printing presses, etc. Wage workers rather than peasants were now considered central
in the immediate battle but not because of the intrinsic socialist qualities of the prole-
tariat but for tactical reasons, that is, their concentration at the urban centers where the
political power lay. In accordance, a particular ‘workers program’ was prepared, ‘work-
ers circles’ set up and the first Russian newspapers specifically aimed at the urban wage
workers were printed. An adopted ‘tactic of terror’ against the top dignitaries of the state
led to some of the People’s Will’s most spectacular exploits. It aimed to ‘shake’ the tsar-
dom and its leaders, to break their confidence and the totality of their grip. The People’s
Will hoped that, pursued with sufficient energy, such attacks would make the government
forces retreat or waver, and wake the mass of the people from their political slumbers,
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destroying the belief in the irresistibility of the state. The Executive Committee of the
People’s Will, both a national leadership and a top organization for terrorist action,
adopted as its direct aim the killing of Alexander II.

In the confrontation that followed, the People’s Will was eventually defeated. The
initial impact of the organization had led to a considerable panic at the top (the estab-
lishment of ‘dictatorship’ of General Loris-Melikov, etc.) [50. P. 254—271]. In 1881,
the People’s Will succeeded in killing Alexander II, but no popular insurrection followed
and most of the Executive Committee members were imprisoned and/or executed within
a year. The party re-formed, establishing new leadership, which in turn was arrested.
Then, the powerful Military Organization of army officers who joined the People’s
Will, preparing for the possibility of a military uprising, was destroyed by betrayal and
arrests. New executions, imprisonments and exile followed. In 1884 came one more
major attempt to re-establish the People’s Will’s national structure by G. Lopatin,
a member of the General Council of the 1st International, and Marx’s personal friend.
It was crushed by a new wave of arrests. For all practical purposes that was the end of
the party of People’s Will. The last localized attempt to renew and proceed with its
action took place in 1887, when a group of students, who adopted the name of Revo-
lutionary Fraction of the People’s Will, attempted to kill Tsar Alexander III. It ended,
once again, in arrests and the execution of its participants, who included Alexander
Ulyanov, Lenin’s elder brother [38; 40; 42].

The continuity between the generations of the Russian new dissent was consider-
able, at times implicit yet ever powerful, enhanced by personal contacts and intimately
related to Russian literature. Many of the social theorists of Russia were poets, novelists
or literary critics; indeed, the very division between types of writing was never clear.
Pugachev, who led his Cossack and peasant rebels when Radischev was a young man,
was first described in realistically human terms by Pushkin, who befriended the Decem-
brists and exchanged with their prisoners in Siberia poetic messages, all of the educated
Russians knew by heart. His closest personal friend was Chadayev, the author of the
‘Philosophical Letters’. It was also Pushkin who initiated the journal Contemporary,
which was eventually edited by Chernyshevskii and suppressed with his arrest. The
young Hertzen had admired the Decembrists while the young Chernyshevskii has said
that he “admired Hertzen more than he admired any other Russian” [42. P. 140] and
explicitly set out to follow his tracks (they clashed eventually, but that came long after
Chernyshevskii’s ‘formative period’). The name of the Marxist newspaper Iskra was
taken directly from the Decembrists’ poetic answer to Pushkin, while Lenin took the
name for his book devoted to party organization from Chernyshevskii’s novel What Is
to Be Done, which he admired. A memorial column to the founding fathers of Russian
socialism was erected in the first flush of the Bolshevik victory and still stands in the
Alexander Park next to the Kremlin. The names, allegedly Dostoevsky (to be judged
by the impact of his prose rather than by his political views), selected by Lenin, run from
Marx to Fourier and end with Chernyshevskii, Lavrov, Mikhailovskii and Plekhanov.
In truth one should have added here literary figures such as Tolstoy, Nekrasov, Chekhov
and, of course, Pushkin, whose memorial, nearby in Moscow, reads: “And long my
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people will remember me for my gift has served the right affections, in this cruel age
I glorified liberty and called for loyalty to the defeated”. The third line was initially
“Following Radischev I glorified liberty”, but was sacrificed to the gods of censorship.
The Russian intelligentsia well knew its history and, through it, knew themselves.

It was the defeat of the People’s Will that set the internal political scene of Russia
in the two decades beginning from the middle of the 1880s, that is, the period that pre-
ceded the 1905—7 revolution. The drama of rejection of the first wave of young populist
idealists by the peasants, the gallows, prisons and exile that followed and decimated
a whole generation of activists, the immense sacrifice that ended in total defeat and
a conservative backlash of the ‘counter-reforms’, were never forgotten by the Russian
political opposition. Yet, on the other hand, the knowledge of it caused many latter-day
observers to underestimate the long-term achievements of the revolutionary populism
of the 1870s and 1880s. They established a model of political action, the crux of which
lay in a small and tightly knit organization of revolutionary intelligentsia whose main
enemy was the state power and whose long-term strategy was the penetration and chan-
neling of the spontaneous protest of the mass of Russia’s under-dogs, workers and
peasants, aiming to turn them into a political force. The problem of ‘Why did it not suc-
ceed?’ was hotly discussed, but the fundamental social map and the revolutionaries’
task was set out already in Chernyshevskii’s image of the double division of the people
of Russia and of the coming plebeian war. The problem of ‘cadres’ vs. masses and the
class analysis of the revolutionary action, as the necessary initial phase of state destruc-
tion, were acknowledged and analyzed as central and due to dominate any future con-
siderations. The strength of this approach lay in its coming from and addressing the
specific political and social conditions of tsarist Russia and countries with parallel charac-
teristics. That is why it survived in the theory and organizational structures of all of the
Russian revolutionary movements that followed.

On the other hand, there was the immediate and powerful experience of the defeat
of the People’s Will, both conceptual and political. The people of Russia did not rebel
at the sign of the tsar’s killing. The membership of People’s Will was dead, incarcerated
or on the run. This destruction left the field of dissent to those who considered the revo-
lutionary action premature or altogether misconceived. They consisted of three major
strands. First, after failing to make much impact as a separate branch of populism, the
core of the Black Repartition leadership emigrated and rapidly converted to Marxism.
They reformed in Switzerland and established there the Emancipation of Labour organi-
zation, led by Plekhanov and Axelrod. They came now to accept the necessity of a capi-
talist stage in Russia’s development and of a proletarian revolution as the one possible
road to socialism. The failure of People’s Will was explained accordingly, that is, as
the result of an attack that was premature in class terms and therefore utopian and
doomed. The eyes of the Emancipation of Labour group were on Germany, its rapid
social and economic transformation during the 1880s and 1890s, as much as the re-
peated electoral victories of the German Social Democratic Workers Party. By the 1890s
Plekhanov came to treat Russian peasantry by a bottle-neck of stagnation, to be disposed
of as a necessary condition for the advance of capitalism and democracy, to be followed
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in due time by the proletarian victory in its struggle for socialism. The movement they
initiated was increasingly referred to as the Social Democrats.

Next, groups and individuals who proceeded to adhere to the broad populist tra-
dition but refused its revolutionary implications, and therefore survived, came increas-
ingly to speak on behalf of populism. As the hope for insurrection receded and its pro-
ponents were physically out of the scene, a ‘politics of small deeds’ was increasingly
being stressed: education, agrarian advance, the welfare needs of the peasants and work-
ers, etc. These views of a non-revolutionary (‘legal’) populism was finding a social car-
rier in the professional zemstvos employees. Within the zemstvos such populist mem-
bers of the intelligentsia often allied with Marxists of similar inclinations and with liberal
nobles, with whom they shared the wish to follow the ‘small deeds’, that is to serve
the educational, economic and legal advance of the plebeian masses. A third strand of
dissent, Russia’s liberalism, developed within the-enlightened landed nobility active
in the zemstvos but also in the urban ‘free professions’: lawyers, medical doctors, uni-
versity professors, etc. They were ‘Westerners’ to a man in their wish to have Russia
progress towards the West European patterns of political organization, that is, parlia-
mentary rule and constitutional government. To them, political liberty and a democra-
tized (i.e. curtailed in its powers) state administration was the way to secure advance
in other fields, that is, activate the Russian economy, stimulate education, enhance per-
sonal initiative, etc. They were hostile to, or at least wary of, the revolutionary and anti-
monarchist élan of the People’s Will, but ready to co-operate with the Left in the pur-
suit of welfare and educational schemes as well as in some demonstrations of political
opposition. With Marxists, especially the ‘legal” Marxists, they have much in common,
including ‘Westernism’, belief in evolution and in the supreme significance of economic
progress, and the drive for parliamentary democracy. Their hostility was turning in-
creasingly against the ‘official Russia’, which harassed the elected regional authorities
and repressed expressions of the literate public opinion, its journals and associations.

On the government side, the experience of People’s Will reflected in the designation
of potential enemies and unreliable elements as well as in the methods by which those
were to be defeated or controlled. The main enemy was the ‘terrorist’, and as this dis-
appeared the situation seemed essentially safe. Special attention was given to potential
‘military rebels’ among the officers. The main unreliable elements were seen as the
rootless people, that is, the intelligentsia and the wage workers, who were to be care-
fully watched and controlled, with particular attention given to any contacts between
the educated and the uneducated. The long-winded theoretical tracts of Marxists or of
other scholastic radicals were treated as a marginal nuisance. On the other hand, the
mildly constitutionalist reformers and professionals in the local authorities were sys-
tematically cautioned, dismissed or exiled.

During the 1890s the gloom of the defeat and executions of members of the People’s
Will and of the counter-reforms of Alexander III was lifting within the Russian political
dissent. The opposition became increasingly active. Contacts were being restored, some
of the revolutionary exiles were coming back, new activists were joining the fray.
The 1891 famine had proved once more the tsarist state’s outrageous crassness and in-

176 BOITPOCHI UCTOPUU, TEOPUU U METO1OJIOT MU



Shanin T. RUDN Journal of Sociology, 2017, 17 (2), 157—179

competence, as against the relative efficiency of the humanitarian initiative of Russian
‘society’, that is, the zemstvo authorities and the ‘free professions’. By the mid-1890s
clandestine groups were growing faster than was their eradication by the police. At-
tempts began to establish political parties or equivalent nation-wide organizations in Rus-
sia proper (in the Polish, Finnish and Latvian provinces clandestine parties were already
active). The framework that shaped these attempts was that of three major ideological
streams: Marxist, liberal, and populist, but ethnic divisions and considerations of po-
litical strategy added to the complexity of the emerging political structures [36]. The
picture at its most general was one of rapid transformation of Russia’s political scene —
a rising wave of political dissent and of a parallel self-critical trend between the tsars’
nobles and bureaucrats.

In his first book concerned with party organization in those days, Lenin had hotly
advocated the need for demarcation before any unification into a political party could take
place. The issue was certainly rife within each of the ideological, ethnic and strategy-
oriented streams and sub-streams of Russian political dissent. It was through a process
of constant attempts at unification, of arguments, demarcations and remarcations, punc-
tuated by arrests and escapes that the map of twentieth-century Russian political parties
was being established. At the turn of the century the essential shape of the main political
organizations challenging the tsardom could already be seen but program, organizational
prescriptions and membership were still very fluid when the revolution of 1905—1907
put the nascent political parties of Russian dissent to their supreme test. It was then that
the unexpected characteristics of a political revolution that failed and the high drama
of its experience resulted in a conceptual revolution due to play a major role in the trans-
formation of Russia and the world at large. Its essence was the acceptance, often implicit,
of Russia’s specificity as a developing society and the fact that this moment of truth
was put to political use by monarchists radicalized by a revolution, and by revolution-
aries, taught new realism by its surprises and its eventual defeat.
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JlaHHO# cTaThell MBI IPOJOIIKAEM CEPUIO MyONUKalUi, OCBAIECHHBIX TEOPETHYECKUM aCIeKTaM
konuenuuu Teomopa IllanuHa, BnepBbie 00HapoaoBaHHOH B 1986 T. B KHUTe «POCCHS Kak pa3BUBAIOIIECECS
o6muiecto. Mcroku nnakoBocty: Poccus B Hauanne XX Beka. T. 1». B cratbe paccMoTpeHa ohopMUBLIAsICS
B Hauajsie XX B. XapaKkTepUCTHKa Poccuu Kak «pa3BUBAIOIIETOCs 00LIECTBa», KOTOpast UMEET CMBICI JIMIIb
B KOHTEKCTE KalUTATMCTHIECKOTO CTPOHUTENBCTBA KaK BHYTPH CTPaHBI, TaK M B TII00ATBHBIX MacmTadax.
B 10 e BpeMsl YHUKAJIbHBIMK/CIIEHU(PUUECKUMYU YepTaMH POCCUMCKOM COLUaNbHOM CIIEHBI Ha TOT UCTO-
PpHYECKUI MOMEHT, KOTOpBIe OBUTH 00YCIIOBIIEHBI IIPOLILIBIM CTPAHBI, OTPA3UBILIMMCS B €€ HACTOSIIIEM, CTAIN
CBOEOOpa3HbIl TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIA aIlapaT, THOTeHe3 M KPECThIHCTBO. BilacTh rocy1apCTBEHHOTO YH-
HOBHHUYECTBA, €r0 KOHTPOJIb HaJ/l HAIIMOHAILHBIME PECYpPCaMU U HACEJICHUEM CTPaHbl, a TAKKE IOPUITIECKU
rapaHTHPOBAHHBIEC ITPETEH3UH MHOTOKPATHO MPEBBIIIATN aHAJIOTHYHBIE TIOKA3aTeNId B TeX CTpaHax, 4To
yoKe OLYTHJIM TOCTYIb KanuTanu3Ma. UTo KacaeTcst HaceNeHHs, TO TPOIECCH KOHCOMUAIMN M «PacIliy-
PEHHOrO BOCIIPOU3BOJCTBA» KYJIBTYPHBIX HOPM, S3bIKOBOIO HCIOJb30BAHUS, (hyHIaMEHTAIbHbIX CUMBOJIOB
HJICHTHYHOCTH, CBS3aHHBIX C MOJMTHYECKOH JOSITBHOCTBIO, CIJIENN BOEIUHO CYIbOBI MHOXKECTBA JIOACH
CaMoro Pa3HOro MPOHUCXOXKAEHHs. V, HaKOHel, 3a JIBa CTOJIETHS POCCHHCKOE KPECThSIHCTBO MPOIILIO BECh
IyTb OT YILIaThl JaHU JO HEBUIAHHOU MPEXE SKCILTyaTalliy ¥ TOTAIbHOIO 3aKPEIOILEHUs], a y>Ke B Cle-
JIYIOILIEM CTOJIETHH MOTYYHIIO CBOOOIY OT KPETIOCTHOT'O TIpaBa U 3eMeIbHYI0 COOCTBEHHOCTh. Poccuiickuit
THUII 3aBUCHMOT'O JOTOHSIOIIET0 Pa3BUTHUS B TOT MEPHOJ IOIYYHII CBOE BEIPaXKEHHE HE TOJIBKO B OOLIUX
HKOHOMHYECKHX JUC(YHKIMAX U TpaHC(HOPMAIHIX, HO U B CrienupuKe (HOPMHPOBAHMS KIACCOB M UX KOH-
(IIMKTHBIX B3aMMOOTHOIICHUH. Hapsimy ¢ oOmmM KpH3HCOM POCCHICKOW MOJMTIKOHOMHU M pa3pacTa-
IOIIMMCST KOH(IMKTOM MEXKIy OCHOBHBIMH COLIMATBHBIMU TPYIIIAMH CTPaHy OXBATHJI MACOIOTHYECKUI/MO-
PabHBII KPU3HUC, JETEPMUHUPOBAHHBIN Pa3IMIMsIMU B LIEHHOCTSAX U MHTEPHPETALMAX (HAIPUMeED, pyccKast
MHTEJUIMTCHIMST OTKPBITO MPOTHBOCTOSUIA TOCYJAPCTBEHHOMY amnmapary). CTaTbio 3aBepIIaeT OLEHKa pas-
HBIX TUIIOB PACKOJIOB, 32 KOTOPBHIMHU CTOSUIN JIIOAW WACH W 3HAHUH, MPUICP)KUBAIOLINECS Pa3HBIX HApOJI-
HUYECKUX TEOPHHi, BKIIF0Yasi PEBOTIONMOHHOE HAPOIHIIECTBO U CYOBEKTHBHYIO COLUOJIOTHIO.

Key words: pazBuBaroeecs o0IIeCTBO; KanuTanu3M; Poccus; rocyaapeTBo; KPeCThsIHCTBO; HapOJ-
HHUYECKUE TEOPHH U IBIKSHUS; KIIACCOBBIE KOH(DIMKTHI; HHTEIUTUTSHIHS; TIepH(EPHsT; PEBOTFOLIUS
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KBOMPOCY O NPUYUNHAX
PAAUKAJIbHbIX ®OPM COLUAJIbHOIO NPOTECTA:
PA3MbILUJIEHNA O MPUHUUNAX «<MAJIbTYSUAHCKOMU
JIOBYLWWKWU» U AEMOINPA®UYHECKUX DAKTOPAX*

3.9. Mlyasn

L{eHTp NOMUTHYECKUX U COLUAITBHBIX TEXHOIOTUI
ya. Bonvwas @unesckas, 55-1, Mockea, Poccus, 121433
(e-mail: nuapl@yandex.ru)

B crarbe paccmarpuBaercst podiieMa IPHYHH PaIuKaIbHBIX MaCCOBBIX (DOPM COLMATIBHOTO MPOTECcTa
B KOHTEKCTE KOHLIETIINI MaJIbTY3HaHCKOH JIOBYIIKH U CTPYKTYPHO-JeMOrpapuIecKoi TEOpHH aMepHKaH-
ckoro coruorora Jlxeka I'onjcToyHa, cTaBIINX HOMYJIAPHBIMU B IIOCTIEAHNE /1Ba JiecsaTwietus. B pabote
JIAeTCs] KPUTHUYECKUH aHAJIN3 YTIOMSHYTBIX KOHIICTIINM, B Pe3yJbTaTe KOTOPOro aBTOpP MPUXOAUT K BHIBOIY,
YTO JaHHBIC MPUHIUIBI MOTYT SBJIATHCS JIUIIb COMYyTCTBYIOIUMHU (haKTOpaMu, T.€. JOTOTHUTEIbHBIMH
(hakropamMu pHCKa JUIS TIOIMTHYECKUX CUCTEM U PEKHMOB, HO HE MOTYT PacCMaTpPHBAaTLCS B KAYECTBE MPH-
YHHBI PaJMKaJIBHBIX MAaCCOBBIX (JOPM COLHUAIBLHOTO MpoTecTa. Vcnonabp3yemMblil B cTaTbe METO aHaIu3a
3aKJIFOYAETCsl B U3yYCHUH OOCTOSITENILCTB BOSHUKHOBEHHUS 3THX (POPM COILMAIBLHOTO NMPOTECTa B IMPOKOM
HCTOPUYECKOM KOHTEKCTE, Ha OOJIBIIOM KOJIMYECTBE MPUMEpPOB. HaydHblil MOX0 B ONpEAeIeHnH IPUYHH
COIMANBEHO-HCTOPUUECKHAX (DAKTOB 3aKIIFOYAETCS B TOM, UTO €CIIH YTO-TO SBJISETCS MPHYHHON COOBITHS,
TO OHO JIOJDKHO CaMOCTOSTENBHO TN B KOMIUIEKCE C COMYTCTBYIOIIMMH (HaKTOPaMH IPOSIBILSITECS B KaXKIOM
OZI00HOM COOBITHH. MaJbTy3HaHCKast JIOBYIIIKA M JieMOrpapuieckuii (pakTop He MPOCIICKUBAIOTCS BO BCEX
TIPOSIBJICHUSIX PaIMKAIbHBIX MAaCCOBBIX (hopM colmansHoro mporecra B HoBoe n Hogetitiiee Bpemsi. boiee
TOT0, HAJIMYNE MAIIbTY3UAHCKOH JIOBYIIIKH M JABSIIETO HA SKOHOMHKY M COLMAIBHYIO CHCTEMY JIeMOrpa-
(rdeckoro pocTa 4acTo He BBI3BIBAIOT CIIyYaeB PaJMKAIBHOTO MACCOBOIO COLMAILHOTO MpoTecTa. Brimreck
PaIrKaTbHBIX MacCOBBIX ()OPM COLHAIBFHOTO POTECTa B IIOCIIEHEE IECATIICTHE B COOBITHSIX TaK Ha3bl-
BACMBIX I[BETHBIX PEBOJIIOIMIY, «apaOCKOW BECHBI», IPOTECTHRIX BBICTYIUICHHH BO DpaHInK, AHIIHN
u CHIA naumHAN pa3 MOAYEPKHUBAIOT aKTyadbHOCTh TAKUX MCCIEHOBAHWN M KPUTHIECKOTO TOIX0/a
K YCTOSIBIIMMCST KOHIICTIIIHSIM.

Kiio4eBble ci10Ba: MPUYUHBI PaIUKATBHBIX (POPM COLMAIIBHOTO MPOTECTA; MAIbTY3HAHCKAas JIOBYIIIKA,
koHuenuust k. ["ongcToyHa; conpanbHbIi MPOTECT; TEOPHsI COLMAIBHOTO MPOTECTa; TEOPHS PEBOITIOLIUM;
MOJIOACKHBII Oyrop

O npuunHax paguKalbHBIX MacCOBBIX (POPM COLUAIBHOTO MPOTECTA MBICIUTENN
pacCykIar0T O BpeMeH ApHUCTOTENs, OAHAKO, HECMOTPSI Ha 3TO, y MCCIIEN0BATENEH HET
OJJHO3HAYHOT'0 MCUEPIIBIBAIOILETO OTBETA HA BOIPOCH! O MPUYMHAX OYHTOB, MSTEXKEH,
rpakIaHCKUX BOMH 1 peBosrorwii [11; 12]. Hanbomnpryro nomyasipHOCT B MOCIIEIHNE
JIBa IECATHIIETHUS TTOJTyYIIIH JIBa 110JIX0/1a B OOBSICHEHUH NPUYMH PaJIMKaIbHBIX Macco-
BBIX ()OPM COLMAJIBHOTO MPOTECTa: «MaJIbTy3HaHCKas JIOBYIIKa» U JeMorpaduueckas
koHuenuus k. ['onacroyna. Kpurndyeckomy aHanu3y 3TUX KOHLEMLMN U MOCBSAIIECHA
JaHHas craThd. Hama 1eas COCTOMT B TOM, YTOOBI IOHATh BO3MOKHOCTD IIPUMEHEHUS
JIAHHBIX KOHLIEMIUH C TOYKH 3pEeHHs OOBSCHEHUS IPUYMH (a 3HAUUT — U IPOTHO3UPO-

* © Myne 2.9., 2017.
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BaHUs) BBITUIECKA COLMAILHOTO MPOTECTA B PAIMKAIBHBIX U MAaCCOBBIX (hopMax. AKTy-
JIBHOCTD MOI00HBIX UCCIIeI0BaHNUN 00yCIOBICHA IIMPOKUM CIIEKTPOM PaIMKAIbHBIX
MaccOBBIX ()OPM COLIMATBHOTO MPOTECTA, HAOJIOIABIINXCS B MOCIIETHEE IECATHIICTHE
B ctpanax ObiBirero CCCP u B ctpanax CeBepHoit Adpuku u biamwkaero BocToka, mo-
JYYMBIIAX HA3BAHUSI «IIBETHBIX PEBOJIIOIHIN» U «apaOCKOM BECHBI», a TAKXKE aKIUIMHU
MPOTECTA, KOTOPBIE OBLITN 00OWIEHHl BHUMAHUEM CIEIMAIUCTOB, OCOOCHHO C TOYKH
3pEeHUs] MPUYMH BOSHUKHOBEHHS TaKuX (POpPM COLMAIBLHOTO MPOTECTA, KOTOPhIe UMEITN
Mecto B0 @paniun 1 Aurimu B 2010-x rr. u B CILIA B 2014 1 2017 r. Meroa uccie-
JIOBaHUs TIPUYUH PATUKAIBHBIX MAacCOBBIX (POPM COIMAIBHOTO MPOTECTa TOMKEH CO-
CTOSITH B CPAaBHEHUH BceX (DEHOMEHOB MOJOOHOTO THIIA, HECMOTPS HA Pa3HUILy B JopMax
MPOSIBIIEHUS! (KPECTHSHCKHE M TPAKIaHCKHUE BOMHBI, BOCCTAHMS, MSTEXH, MPOTECTHBIE aK-
MU C IPOTUBOCTOSHUEM CHJIaM MPABOMOPSAKA), CTpATeTUii M TAKTUK UHCYPTEHTOB.
CyTb sIBIIEHHSI OCTAETCsI €JMHOM: BHICTYIUICHHE YacTH OOIECTBA MPOTHB BIACTHU C Ha-
pPYLICHHEM 3aKOHOB M CTOJKHOBEHHUSIMH C CHJIaMHU IPABONOPSIKA, C PUCKOM TOTEpU
’KHM3HU, 3JI0POBbS WIIM TIOPEMHOTO 3aKIIOYCHHUS.

HasBaHue «ManbTy3MaHCKas JIOBYILIK) MMPOMCXOAUT OT UMEHHU aHTJIMICKOTO KO-
Homucta Tomaca Manbryca (1766—1834), yeit Tpya «OnbIT 3aKk0HA O HapoaOHAcee-
HUM» ObUT BeChbMa MOITYJISIPEH MPH JKU3HU aBTOpa M BhIIEpKaI I1ecTb u3aanuii [18. P. 3].
OpHaKo BMOCIEACTBUU OH ObUIT MOJIBEPTHYT CEPHE3HON KPUTUKE CO CTOPOHBI HAYYHOTO
coobmecTBa [6. C. XXX, XL, XLI]. B cBs13u ¢ Tem, 9T0 HEKOTOPHIE Haeu MaibTyca
ObUTH B3ATHl HA BOOPYKEHHE CTOPOHHUKAMH PA3IMYHBIX (HOPM COLUATIBHON TUCKPUMHU-
HAllUU U CeTPEerayy, ynoMsHyToe COUnHeHHe B 1856 r. ObLIO BHECEHO CBSIIEHHOM KOH-
rperaieit B ciricok 3anpenieHnbix kaur [6. C. VI, XVII, XVIII]. Bo3poxnenue Ho-
BOI MOMYJISPHOCTH HEO-MAJIbTY3MaHCTBA MTPOU3OILIO B cepeuHe XX CTONeTusl.

CornacHo Teopuu ManbTyca pOCT HacelIeHUs OTPaHUYEH TUIOJOPOAUEM 3EMIIH:
C TOYKHM 3peHus ManbTyca, HaceJIeHHe yIBauBaeTcs Kakaple 25 JeT u OyeT Bo3pacTarh
B T€OMETPUUECKON IPOTPECCHH, UTO BEJIET K O€THOCTH, TOJIOAY U COIMAIBHBIM TOTpsICe-
HUSIM, B CBSI3H ¢ YeM MaJsibTyc MPU3BIBATl K KOHTPOITIO 32 pocToM Hacenenus [6. C. 10,
13—16, 22]. Ha coBpeMeHHOM 3Tare MalbTy3MaHCTBOM Ha3bIBaeTCs JeMorpadudaeckas
TEOpHsI M OJIHA U3 COLMATIbHO-3KOHOMUUECKUX MOJeeH, 00OBICHIOMNX (PyHKIIMOHUPO-
BaHME JJOMHYCTpHAJIbHBIX 001ecTB. CyTh TEOPUU 3aKJIIOYAETCS B TOM, YTO POCT Ha-
cesieHus1 OOTOHSET POCT MPOU3BOJICTBA NPOAYKTOB MUTAHKUS, IOITOMY HE MPOUCXOTUT
HH pOCTa MPOM3BOJICTBA MPOITYKTOB MUTAHUS HA Iy HACEICHHUs, HU YIIyUIIEHHS yCII0-
BUI CyIIECTBOBAHUS 151 OOJIBIIMHCTBA HACENICHHS, KOTOPOE HAXOIUTCS Ha YPOBHE Io-
JIOJTHOTO BbDKUBaHMS. BbIX0/ U3 Takol cOMaTbHO-OKOHOMUYECKOH «JIOBYIIKH» HaXo-
IIUTCSI B TIPOLIECCe MOAEPHU3ALINH, KOTOpasi, B CBOIO OYEPe/Ib, BICUYET BMECTE C COOOM
pa3iuyHble COLUAIbHbIE MOTPICEHUSI — JIBUKEHHS HAPOJHOTO MPOTECTa, BOCCTAHUS,
rpa)<J1aHCKK1e BOMHBI, peBosonuu u T.1. [2. C. 134—210; 23. P. 112—147].

CBs13aHa C MPUHIMIIOM MaJbTY3HaHCKOH JIOBYIIKM U TaK Ha3bIBaeMasl CTPYKTYpPHO-
nemorpaduueckas koHmenwms [xeka [onncroyna. [TomoxuB B OCHOBaHHE CBOETO TIO/I-
xoza uaen ManbTyca 1 HEMELIKOTO UCTOPUKA SKOHOMUKHU Bunsrensma AGens (paboTbl
1934 u 1935 r., Te uccnenoBaTeNb BRI CYIMIECTBOBAHUE NeMOrpadudecKux
IIMKJIOB EBpPOIIBI, B KOTOPBIX POCT HACENIEHHs BeJl K POCTY LIEH U CHIDKEHHIO 3apab0THOM
IUIaThl, @ YMEHBIICHUE HaceleHusl — K oOpaTHbIM npoueccam) [16; 17]. xek Tona-
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CTOYH BBIJIBUHYIJI ITOCTYJIAT, 4TO JeMorpaduueckuii (pakTop 1 BOJIHBI AeMOIpaduuecKo-
IO pOCTa CTaJIM IPUYMHAMH BCEX MACCOBBIX PAUKAIBHBIX (POPM COLMATIBHOIO MpoTecTa
B HoBoe u Hogelitiee Bpemsi. Tak nepBas Takad BoaHa B HoBom BpeMenu nana Hu-
JIEPIAHACKYI0O 1 AHTTIUMCKYIO PEeBOIIONNY; BTOpast BoiHa — ¢ 1770 mo 1850 r. —
npuBeNna K (paHIly3CKUM peBOMIONUAM, peBosouusm B Epone 1848—1850 rr.,
KkpecTbsiHCKOU Bo#He [lyraueBa B Poccuu u T.7.; a mepuon 1660—1760 rr., korga
nemorpadudeckas CUTyalys yXyAllanach, OTMETHIICS B UCTOPUH JIMIIb HEKOTOPHIMHU
MaJIO3HAYMMBIMU COLUANIbHBIMU BbICTyIUIeHUsIMU [21. P. 2—3]. T'onacroyH cuurai,
YTO arpapHble TOCYAapCcTBa HE MOIIM CIPABUTHCA C IOCTOSIHHBIM POCTOM HACEJIECHUS:
YPOBEHb HACEJICHMS MIPEBBIIIAN IUIOJOPOANE 3€MJIH, YTO U BEJIO K COLMAIbHBIM BO3-
MmyuieHusM. B nocneguux paborax I'onacTtoyH cTan paccMaTpuBaTh pOCT HACEIEHUS
Kak «O0oMOy 3aMeJUIEHHOTO AEUCTBHS» U JUIsl pa3BUTHA COBPEMEHHOM LIMBUIIN3ALUU
[21.P.2—3,27,31,419—421; 22. P. 31].

Wrtak, MbI ©MeeM JBE OTIPaBHBIE TOUYKU. Bo-niepBbIX, (heHOMEH naBieHus eMorpa-
(uyeckoro pocra B rocy1apcTBe, a BO-BTOPBIX, YTBEPKJIEHUS O IPUUMHHO-CIIE/ICTBEH-
HOH CBSI3M MEXIY 3TUM (PEHOMEHOM M BO3HUKHOBEHHEM PaJIMKATIBHBIX MACCOBBIX (hopM
coluanbHOro nporecra. Heo6xonmumo noHuMaTs, 4To, Kak ClpaBeuInBo oTMeTHn PpaH-
cya Kpy3d, Ha CeroHAIIHNN I€Hb HET MOJHOCTBIO YJIOBJIETBOPSIOLIEH TEOPUH Pa3BUTHUS
JUISL TOUHYCTPUAJIbHBIX SKOHOMHYECKUX CUCTEM, a MaJIbTy3UaHCKasi MOZIENb BBICTYIIAET
JIMILB OJHOM U3 HUX, KOTOpas MOJy4YniIa MONYyJISPHOCTh Ha ONPENEICHHOM dTale pas-
BUTHsL MbIci [19. P. 87]. BelIBUHYTHIN B KaueCTBE IJIaBEHCTBYIOILIETO B SKOHOMHUYE-
CKOM Pa3BUTHH MPHUHIIAI MaJbTY3HaHCKOH JIOBYIIIKH YacTO CBOAUT M300paKeHHE UCTO-
pun 1o XIX B. K MaKCUMaJbHO ynpoueHHomy noHumanuio [3. C. 14]. Paccyxxnenus
0 MaJIbTy3HaHCKOH JIOBYILKE JJOXOJAT MOPOH IO KPaHUX yTBEPKIECHUN, HAIPUMED, YTO
«cpennuit yenosek B 1800 romy >xun He nydiue, yueM 3a 100 Toic. et no H.3.» [3. C. 14]:
«KauecTBO ®HM3HHM TaKK€ HE BO3PACTAJIO HU B KAKOM M3 OLUIYyTHUMbIX OTHOIIEeHU. [Ipo-
JOJDKUTENIBHOCTD %M3HU B 1800 roxy O6buta He Gosblile, 4eM Y OXOTHUKOB M coOMpare-
neit: 30—35 ner. CpenHuii pocT — TMOKa3aTeNh KauecTBa MUTaHUs, a Takxke 3a00ieBa-
€MOCTH Cpe/iu JieTell — B KaMeHHOM Beke Obul Bhimte, ueM B 1800 roxy. U eciu nepso-
OBITHBIC JIOAU OBLIM CIIOCOOHBI yOBIETBOPUTH CBOM MAaTEpUANbHBIC MOTPEOHOCTH,
NPWIOKHUB K TOMY COBCEM HEMHOTO ycWiMi, To anriauyane 1800 roma mornu obecre-
9uTh ce0e CKPOMHBINA KOM(OPT JIMIIb MyTeM HeycTanHoro Tpynaa» [3. C. 15]. Jto, ko-
HEYHO, UCTOPUYECKHA HOHCEHC. ONUCHIBAEMBI YPOBEHD OOIIECTBA 3aCTABIISET TOJIBKO
YIUBISITBCS, KaK TOI0OHBIE 00IIeCTBa BOOOIIIE BBIKUIN, CMOTJIA CO3/IaTh KAITUTAIUCTH-
YECKyI0 3KOHOMUKY U MPOMBIIIIEHHYIO PEBOIIIOIMIO. B kauecTBe jxe 00BSICHEHHUS BbI-
JIBUTaJIach Ues O LIeJEHANpPaBICeHHOM OrpaHUYEHUH poXkiaeMocTu B EBporie B mozaHee
CpenHeBeKoBbe, 4TO cIocoOCcTBOBAIO pocTy Omarococrosiaus [4. C. 194].

Ha camom nene yenoBek B Xojie mporpecca TpaTui Ha JOObIBaHHE KU3HEHHBIX
CPEICTB MEHbIIIE CHJI U BPEMEHH, YTO, COOCTBEHHO, M CTAJIO 3JI0TOM Pa3BUTHS LIUBU-
m3auuy. Hagano MHIyCTpHaabHOM SMOXU MPUHECIO Ha HEKOTOPBIN MPOMEKYTOK Bpe-
MEHH TOBBIIIEHNE KOJIMUECTBA 3aTPaunBAEMOr0 BpeMeHH Ha paboTy B TOpoAax, 4To IMpo-
seusioch B EBpornie XIX B. 1 mopoamsio BeIBOJRI Mapkca 00 3KCIUTyaTalid W B3TJIS
Ha TpoJIeTapuar Kak Ha Kiacc paboB, KOTOPOMY HEUEro TepsATh KpoMe cBoux meneid. [1pu
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OTCYTCTBHH 3()(HEKTUBHBIX CPEICTB KOHTPALICTIIINH U LIEPKOBHOM 3ampeTe Ha a0OPTHI
Y KOHTPALIETIINIO KOHTPOJIMPOBATh POXKIAEMOCTh HE MPEACTABISIIOCHh BO3MOKHBIM. Jle-
MorpaHu4IecKuii pocT Kak pa3 cTall ABUTaTeseM nporpecca 3anaaHoi EBporbl, Tak kak
Onmarogaps cymiecTBeHHOMY pocTy HaceneHus (¢ 40 mo 200 MIIIITHOHOB) TIPOU3OIILITH
pa3BuTHE TOProBiu U pocT npoussoactsa Mexxay XI u XVIII B. [19. P. 10, 88]. Tonbko
BO3MO>KHOCTH IPOU3BOAMTE M30BITOYHBIN MPUOABOUHBIN MPOAYKT IMO3BOJISIET COIEPKATH
Oonblne Jro/Iel He 3aHATHIX B mpou3BoicTBe. [lostomy ecam EBpona B Cpennue Beka
KHJIa Ha TpaHM Tosiofa, To 00bICHUTH paciBeT KyabTypbl B XIII—XV BB., a 3aTem
B XVII cTonetnn HEe NMPEACTABISIETCS BO3MOKHBIM.

JHemorpaduueckuii poct auran B CpeHie Beka HaCeJICHWE B TOPOa, YTO TO3BO-
JIMJIO CO3JaTh TOPOJCKYIO IIMBUITM3ALINIO. POCT HaceneHus O3BOIMII BBICBOOOIUTH YacTh
ATOTO HACEJIEHUS U3 TIPOU3BOJICTBEHHOT'O IMKJIAa B MHBIE Cephl: HAYKY, HCKYCCTBO M T.IL
«M3nuiex» cozmaBall BO3MOYKHOCTh BOCHHBIX TIOTEPh 0€3 yrpo3bl BBDKHBAHUS TIOITY-
JISIIIAM, 9TO BEJIO K 3aXBAaTHUUECKUM BOWHAM U rpabutenbckuM Haberam. Tak croxunach
CHUTYyaIMsl, HaIpUMep, Y CKaHIMHABCKUX HApOJOB B MEpUOJ] HAOETOB BUKUHIOB. Jl0ObIya
B TAaKUX BOGHHBIX TIOX0J[aX MEPEKPhIBAIA MOTCHIIMAIBHBIN T0XO0/1 Ha AYITy HACEICHUS
npy 0OBIYHOM MHUPHOM BeJICHHUH X03siicTBa. HexBaTka 3eMi M IPOJOBOIbCTBUS TOJIK-
Hbl HEMHHYEMO BECTH K OCBOCHHUIO HOBBIX TEPPUTOPHI, OJHAKO B NEPHUOJ KIaccude-
CKUX U 1o3aHUX CpeaHUX BEKOB TaKOM 3KCIAHCHH MOYTH HE MPOUCXOAMIIO, a KOJIOHU-
3anmoHHBIN Tiporiecc HoBoro Bpemenn — CeBepras u FOxuHas Amepuka u Cubups —
ObL1 OoJiee CBsI3aH HE C HU3KUM YPOBHEM JKU3HU M HEXBATKOM MPOJIOBOJIBCTBHUS, U HE TS~
roil K 00paboTKe HOBOI 3eMJTH, & CTPEMJICHHEM K «BOJIGHHUIIE», OBICTPOI U JIETKOHN Ha-
KHBE 32 CYET aDOPUTECHOB, MOJIyYE€HHUs COLIMATIBHOIO CTaTyca U T.A.

B cepennne XIV B. cronerns yyma yHecsia OTPOMHOE KOJTMUECTBO KU3HEH, U EBPO-
nencKue TocyaapcTBa CMOTIIM BOCCTAaHOBUTH ypoBeHb Hacenenus k XVI B. [5. C. 15;
19. P. 89]. Tonbko «c OTKpeITHEM AMEPUKHU HacelieHre EBpoIibl BliepBbIe HAYAIO YMEHb-
I1aThCS U3-3a TaKoro (haKTopa, KaK SMUTPaIys, CTaja T'yIle CETh TOPOJO0B. ITOT MOIbEM
oOpbIBaeTcs K koHITy X VI Beka u iepexoauT B kpusuc X VII Beka, 00ycioBneHHbIi Tpu-
LATUJIETHEN BOMHOW, HOBOM 3MUAEMHUEN YyMbl U BCE Yallle CITyYAIOLUMHUCS MTPOJIOBOJIb-
cTBeHHBIMHU Kpm3ucamm» [5. C. 15]. Takum oOpazoM, o mepeHaceIeHHOCTH EBpOIThI
B nieproa 10 1800 r. (ycraHaBiMBaeMas BpeMEHHas TpaHUIIA TOWHTYCTPUAIIBHBIX TOCY-
napcTB B EBporie 1 Hauano rmpopbiBa MaJIbTY3HAaHCKOM JIOBYIIKH) BECTH peub HE MPUXO-
mutcs. EBpona Hukorna He Oblila mepeHacesieHa B TOM CMBbICIIE, KOTOPBIM BKJIAbIBA-
€TCsl B 3TO IOHSITHE CETOHSL.

OTHOCUTENbHAS TIEPEHACETIEHHOCTh PEryJIMpOBaiach HECKOJbKIUMU My TsIMU: BOWHA,
KOJIOHM3AIIMOHHBIE TPOIIECCHI; TPadHUTeNIhbCKe HAOETH, KOTOPBIE BEJH K JIFOACKUM I1OTe-
PsIM ¥ 60JTBIIMM (PUHAHCOBBIM MPHOOPETEHUSIM; OTChUIKA 3a PyOeXk OOJBIIMX IPYII 3HAT-
HOT'O COCJIOBHS (KakK MpaBmIo, O€THOTO M 0€33eMeIbHOTr0), CIIOCOOHOTO C OpYKHEM
B pPyKax BBICTYNHTH MPOTUB BIACTH (KPECTOBBIE MOXOIbI, IKCIICTUIIMOHHBIE OTPSIIbI
B AMepuKky). Kpome Toro Bmiots 10 HoBeliniero BpeMeHU B COKpaIlleHUU HaceJIeHUs
OOJIBIIIYIO POJIb UTPAITH STUAEMUN U TOPOICKHE MOKAPHI.

B uctopun yenoBeyecTBa ele HUKOTAa He ObLIO MEpUOa, YTOOBI TIPEIeNl BO3MOXK-
HOCTH TIPOTUTAHMS ObLI JOCTUTHYT. | 0JI0/THBIE TO/1a HE TaBaiiy peNieBaHTHOH yObUIM Ha-
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cenenusi. Poct HaceneHus, Kak M €ro TOPMOKEHHE U YIIaJIOK, BCETa 3aBUCET OT APYTHX
¢akTopoB. BoccTanust 1 peBONIOIMY HUKAK HE TIOMOTAIIN YIIYUIIUTh MPOIMUTAHKUE, U ITO
BIIOJIHE OCO3HABAJIOCh Y)KE€ HAITUMH MPEIKAMH: YEIIOBEK CTPEMUIICS UCKATh JIydIIei
JKU3HU B APYTUX 3eMJISIX WM HaXOAWJI €€ B KOJIOHM3alMu WK BoiHe. Poct HaceneHnus
Y HEJOCTATOK PECYPCOB Ha KAaKOH-TO TEPPUTOPHH, MO KpaitHel Mepe 1o Hoseiimero Bpe-
MEHH, TIPUBOAMI K JABWKSHHUIO HAPOOB, BHEIIIHUM BOWHAM, HO HE K BOCCTaHHUSIM, TPaXK-
JAHCKUM BOMHAM U PEBOJIIOLIUSM.

HccnenoBanus nemMorpaduueckoro 1 3KOHOMHUYECKOTO COCTOSIHUS Tiepes Benmkoii
(bpaHIy3cKOi peBoIoIUel (KOTopasi SBISETCS «KJIACCHYECKUM» MPUMEPOM B JEMOH-
CTpaIY TIPUYXH PEBOJIIONMI) TIPUBOIT Psil COBPEMEHHBIX HCCIIEIOBATENEH K BEIBOIAM,
YTO BBICOKOE JIaBJIeHHE JieMorpaduy Ha S5KOHOMHUKY B MPEIPEBOIOLUMOHHON DpaHIiun
ABJISIETCS HEJJOKa3aHHBIM. 1788 ron man miuoxoi yposkail, Ho B 1789 1. He ObU1O HHKa-
KOTO KpH3¥ca TOJIOJaHUS WM TOBBIIMIEHHON cMepTHOCTH [19. P. 92]. BooOmre npsmoit
KOPPEJSIMUA MEXKIY HEYpOKallHBIMU TOJJaMH U KPU3HUCAMH TOBBIIIEHHONH CMEPTHOCTH
HaceJIeHus! B ucTopuu EBpOIBI HET (€ciy 3TH To/bl HE Tonaalid Ha 3nuaeMun) [19.
P. 92—93]. EcTb cBsI3b MEXy POCTOM HaceJIeHHUsSI U POCTOM IieH Ha 3epHo [5. C. 27],
HO 3TO HE O3HAYaeT CYIIECTBEHHYIO HEXBATKY MPOJAOBOJIbCTBUS, TOIO U YBEIHUCHUE
CMEPTHOCTH.

[epen @paHITy3cKoil peBOJIOIMEH B CTpaHe HE OBLIO TOJI0/a, MOKHO BECTH PEUb
JIMIIB O HEKOTOPOM TIaJICHUH YPOBHS OTPEOJICHUSI B CBS3U C IByMsI TOJIaMU HEYPOXKasl.
OpHako Takoro MajieHust He ObUTO HU Tiepe]] peBomonueid B Huaepnanaax, H1 B AHTIIHIA-
CKOM 1 AMEpPHUKAHCKOM peBoMIoIMsIX, HU niepen Kuraiickoit u KyOuHCcKol peBOIIOIMsME.
["oBopst 0 Pycckoii peBoronuu, ToXe HEKOPPEKTHO 3aKII0YaTh, YTO OHA ObLiIa BhI3BaHA
rOJIOAOM: B CTpaHe ObUIO JOCTATOYHO MPOAOBOIBCTBUS, HAINYECTBOBAIN HEKOTOPHIE
CJIO)KHOCTH B MPU(PPOHTOBOM 30HE U C JIOCTABKOM o 10BosibcTBUS B [letporpas. bonee
TOTO0, KaK M3BECTHO, T'OJIO/IHBIE HE OYHTYIOT, TOJIOJHBIE OOPIOTCA 3a CYIECTBOBAHMUE.
Tak, ronog 8 CCCP 1932—1933 rr. He BbI3BAJ HOBYIO PEBOJIOIHUIO, JIaXKe 3HAUH-
TEJIbHBIX MAaCCOBBIX M PAJIMKAJILHBIX BBICTYIUIEHUH MPOTHUB BIACTH HE MOCIEA0BAJIO.
Kpome Toro, B HCTOpUM CII0)KHO HAUTH MHOXKECTBO IIPUMEPOB, TJI€ CTpaHa Mepes Mo-
TPACEHUSIMH PaIMKAILHOIO MacCOBOTO MPOTECTa rojioaia (T.e. He MOIja 00ecrednTh
MPOJOBOJIBCTBHEM HACEJICHUE B CBSA3HM C SKOHOMUYECKOM JIOBYIIIKOM MPH pPOCTE HAce-
TICHUS).

Crenyer oOpaTUTh BHUMaHHUE, YTO NPoOIIeMa 3/1€Ch JISKUT CKOpee HE B TNIOCKOCTH
HSKOHOMUKH, a B TNIOCKOCTH COLIMATIHHON TICUXOJIOTUHU: HE B (JaKTUUECKOM IMOJIOKEHUHU
JIeTT, @ B MIPEICTABICHUN 3TOr0 NonokeHus. «l onoxaeiM rogam» Bo dpaniyn comyreT-
BOBaJI (PAKTOP MAaHMYECKUX HACTPOCHUN U PE3KO HETATUBHOI'O OTHOIICHUS K OOraThiM
1 Topryrommm npoaoBosbecTBreM [9. C. 132, 133, 161]. 3.A. YekanrieBa, nzydas mpo0-
JeMbl conraibHOro mporecta Bo @pannuu XVII—XVIII B., oTMeTHIa, 9YTO MUPOKOE
pacrpocTpaHeHue xJeOHbIX OyHTOB ¢ KoHIa X VII B. SBISIOCH «OTpaykKeHHEM CYILECT-
BEHHOI'O0 MEHTAJIBHOTO CJIBUIa: UMEHHO B ATO BpPEMs HE TOJBKO BJIACTh UMYIIHE,
HO W TIPOCTHIC JIFOAM TIEPECTAIIH CBA3BIBATH TOJIOJ JIMIIE ¢ Kapoi HeGecHoi» [9. C. 33].
[Ipu 5TOM ClieyeT yuuThiBaTh, UTO OLIEHKA PUBBIYHOTO YPOBHS MOTPEOJICHUS B pa3HbIX
CTpaHax M KyJbTypax Bcerna pasHuwics. Tak, B Cpennue Beka 1 HoBoe BpeMs mpHUBbIY-
HBIN CTOJI €BPONENUCKOr0 KPECThSHIHA MOT MPECTaBIATHCS MPa3IHUYHBIM ISl pyCCKOTO
Y MIUPIIECTBEHHBIM JIJISl KUTaM1a.
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[TpoGsieMbI COOTHOIIEHHST POCTa SKOHOMHKH M POCTa HACEJICHHS! CBSA3BIBACTCS C HI3-
KOW ypO>KalfHOCTBIO: OT CaM-CEMb JI0 CaM-JIECSITh B €BPOIEHCKUX cTpaHax Mexay 1500
u 1800 r. [5. C. 26]. Onnaxo B cpaBHeHHH ¢ Poccueit, rae cpeasss ypokaiHOCTb JTaKe
B XIX B. penxo mocturana cam-detwipe [7. C. 384, 390], Takoil ypoBEHb BBITIISIIUT CBEPX
00raTbIM U ICHCTBUTEIHHO O3BOJISLT EBPONEHCKIM CTPaHaM MMETh M3JIMIIIEK M HCIIOIb-
30BaTh €ro JJIs pa3BUTHA. BooOIie, MOHATHE «U3IUIIEK» U «HEOCTATOK» OINpeesis-
€TCs HE KOJMYECTBEHHBIMU BEIMYMHAMMU (€CJIN pedb HE UJIET O KpallHUX CTENEHAX HU3-
KOT'0 YPOBHs1), @ OTHOIIIEHUEM K 3THM 3Ha4eHUsIM. TO, 4TO MBI CErOJIHs CUMTaeM KpaiiHe
HU3KUM YPOBHEM, ObLIO BIIOJIHE IOCTAaTOYHBIM Ut Jironieit CpenHux BekoB, HoBoro Bpe-
MEHH U J1axxe OOJIBIIMHCTBA CTpaH Havaida Hoselero BpeMeHH.

I'maBHas ommOka MOJENM MalbTy3MAHCKOW JIOBYIIKU 3aKJIIOYAETCs B TOM, YTO
MBIIIJICHHE COBPEMEHHOTO YEJIOBEKa SIMOXHU «OOIIecTBa MOTPEOICHUS TEPEHOCUTCS
Ha MEHTAILHOCTD MPEALIECTBYIOMINX AII0X, a TAKOH MEpeHOC aOCOIIOTHO HEKOPPEKTEH.
UYenosek amoxu CpeHUX BEKOB U 1Mo4TH Bcero HoBOro BpeMeH! OTHOCHIICS K CBOEMY
JOCTaTKy Kak JaHHOMY eMy borom (ynmopHeIM TpynoMm u T.1.). @pycrpanust HaunHa-
€TCsl TOI/la, KOIZla YpPOBEHb TBOETO JIOCTATKAa PA3HUTCS C PEIEBAHTHBIMH TPYIIIaMH,
a B CpenHue Beka TaKOBBIMHM BBICTYIANU JKUTEIU OKPYTH, MAaKCUMyM — CTpaHBI:
TaKHue K€ KPeCcThsiHE U roposkane. HoBoe BpeMst nmpuBHECTIO (hakTOp MHTEPHAIMOHAIIH-
3aIlM U COTIOCTAaBJICHUI C COCTOSTHUEM 32 IMPeAeiaMu CTPaHbl, HO, BO-TIEPBBIX, YPOBEHb
9TON MHPOPMUPOBAHHOCTH OBbLT BEChbMa OIPAaHUYCHHBIM, BO-BTOPBIX, YPOBEHb MaTEpU-
QIBHOTO 0J1aroCOCTOSIHUS TPaXKAaH PA3IMYHBIX EBPOIEHCKUX TrOCyJapcTB, MPUHAIIC-
KalUX K OJHUM U TEM K€ COIMAIbHBIM TpYIIaM, OTJINYAJICS HE3HAUUTEIBHO MOYTH
1o Hoseimero BpeMeHu.

Orta ommbKa, Ka3aj10ch Obl, B KAKOW-TO CTETIEHH YCTPAHIETCs] KOHIIETIINEH «Majlb-
TY3MaHCKO-MapKCOBOI» WIIM «MaJIbTy3UaHCKO-YpOAHUCTCKON JIOBYIIKIY (TI0 MHEHHUIO
HEKOTOPBIX aBTOPOB, XapaKTEPHOH HE Ul JOUHIYCTPHUAIBHBIX, a JJI1 UHIYCTPHAIH-
syromuxcs crpan) [1. C. 214, 216]. Ho ToibKo eciii OTHOCUTB 3Ty TIPo0JIeMy K HHITYCT-
puanuzyrommmces obmectBaM XX 1 XXI B. B yCIOBUSIX CHIKEHHUSI HH(POPMALIMOHHBIX
0apbepoB, MUPOKOTO PACHPOCTPAHEHHS AOIOHOB «MOACPHU3AINNY, «YCIICIIHOCTI,
«JIOCTaTKa», «BBICOKOT'O YPOBHS KU3HW» U PUMEPOB Pa3BUTHIX TocynapctB. OHAKO
1 3Ta Moau(duIMpoBaHHas (opMa MPUHIUIA HE pPellaeT APYryro mpolieMy: Hempe-
KPalIAOIIYOCs HUKINYHOCTh IPUYMHHO-CIIEACTBEHHOM CBA3H, B CIIy4ae, €CIH MaJlb-
TY3UAHCKYIO JIOBYIIIKY pacCMaTpUBaTh HE KaK SKOHOMUYECKUH (peHOMEH, a KaK MpH-
YMHY MAacCOBOTO COIMAIBbHOTO TpotecTta. [locne mposiBieHu paguKaaIbHBIX MacCOBBIX
¢dopM mpoTecTa MaTbTY3HAaHCKas JIOBYIIKA HUKY/Ia HE MCYE3aEeT, T.€. «IIOCIIE/ICTBUE» HE
YCTpaHsIET CBOIO «IPUYMHY», a €CITU TaK, TO, CIeIys JOTUKE MPUYHMHHO-CIIEICTBEHHBIX
CBsI3€M, MPOTECT JOJKEH MPOPBIBATHCA BHOBb M BHOBb U IIEPEXOUTH B HEMPEKpaIla-
IOLIHiACS OYHT IO TEX MOp, TOKa HACEJIICHHE HE YMEHBIIUTCA HACTOJIBKO, YTOOBI CHOBA
MOBBICUTH YPOBEHb MaT€pHUaIbHOI0 OJAarocoCTOsHUA Ha AyIry HaceiaeHus. OHaKo Ta-
Kre MacmTabHbIE ¥ MPOIOJIKUTEILHBIE CMYTBI (KOTOPBIE CTIOCOOHBI OBLTH YHECTH TaKOe
KOJIMYECTBO JIFOZEH) MPUBOJIAT K MOJHOMY YIaIKy SKOHOMHUKH, TaK YTO YPOBEHb MaTe-
pHAIBHOTO OJarOCOCTOSHUS MOCTIE ATUX COOBITHH CYIIECTBEHHO HUKE, YeM JI0 HUX. UTo,
cieysl JIOTHKE, JOJDKHO OBUTO ObI BBI3BIBATH €l1ie OoJIbIee HeI0BOIBCTBO M HOBBIE OyH-
Tel. HO Takoil X0/ COOBITHIA, TPYIHO MPEACTABUMBIN Ja’ke TEOPETUUECKH, HAa IPAKTUKE
HUKOTJIa HE BCTpeYacCs.
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Bener nmu nemorpadudeckuii pocT cam 1o cede K COlMaIbHON HAaNpsHKEHHOCTH?
[onacroyH He pemics, B KOHIE KOHIIOB, OCTAHOBHUTHCS HA TAKOM yTBepxaeHuu. Mc-
CJIeZIOBATENb PACIIMPHUII COMMYTCTBYIOMINE (DAaKTOPBI, TAK KaK C €r0 TOYKU 3PSHUS, s
TOTO YTOOBI IOHSITH Ipupoay roCcy1apCTrB€HHLIX KpU3UCOB, HCO6X0)II/IMO YYUTHIBATD,
BJIMSUT JTH IEMOTpadUueCKUil POCT Ha LIEHBI, 3aTParkHBaJIv JI 3TH U3MEHEHHUS TOCIOXOIbI,
JIOXOJ1 U YCJIOBUS 3aHITOCTH HacesieHus B uesoM [21. P. 27, 31]. OnHako u 3T gonod-
HEHUS HEe KaXyTcsl OeccropHbIME. POCT HaceneHHst MOXKET BECTH K POCTY MPOJIOBOJIb-
CTBCHHBIX IICH, HO K TOMY K€ BCAYT HGypO)KﬁfIHLIC roabl U IIPoLecc I/IH(bJBIIII/II/I — Ha Ta-
KUX JUTUTENbHBIX BPEMEHHBIX IPOMEXKYTKAX, KOTOPbIE pacCMaTpHUBaIOTCA, ITOT MPOLIECC
SIBJISIETCS 3aKOHOMEPHBIM JTake BHE 3aBUCMMOCTH OT pOCTa WM YObUTH HaceneHus. Poct
IICH U OCOOEHHO MPOOJIEMBI TOCYIaPCTBEHHBIX JOXO/I0B Yallle BCEr0 ObUIM BBI3BAHBI
OpyruMu (akTopamMH: BOMHBI, PACTOUUTEIBHOCTh U HEpa3yMHasl MOJIUTHKA, — IIPUYEM
3TU TPOOIEMbI MOIJIM JOCTABATHCS MO HACJIEACTBY MPABUTEINSIM, MPH KOTOPBIX CIIy4a-
JIMCh BBIIUIECKH PA/IMKATBHBIX MACCOBBIX ()OPM COLMAIBHOTO MpoTtecTa. Anekcuc 1e Tok-
BWJIb CIIPaBEAJIMBO YTBEPKIal, YTO UcTOlIeHHe DpaHLuy (B IEPBYIO OUepeib Ka3Hbl)
Havasnoch nipH Jlronosuke X1V, emie B nepuo;; ero no6eJ0HOCHBIX BOWH, ITOYTH 3a CTO-
netue 10 Opanirysckoii peomoruu [8. C. 151].

Jemorpaduyeckuii pocT Ipy HEITACTUIHOCTH MOJTUTHYECKIUX WHCTUTYTOB JIEHCT-
BUTEJIEHO MOXET OKa3bIBaTh BIUSHHE HAa COIMAIBHYIO HANPSHKEHHOCTh B OOLIECTBE
Y JJaBJIEHUE Ha MOJUTHYECKYIO CUCTEMY, HO 3TO HE OJHO U TO XK€, UTO U BBIIUIECK pa-
JMKAJILHOTO COLIMAIBHOrO MPOTECTa B BUI€ BOCCTAHUSI, IPAXKIaHCKOW BOMHBI, PEBOJIIO-
IIMOHHOTO JIBM)KEHHMS, MSITEKa WM, KAK MUHIMYM, MacIITAOHBIX aHTHUIIPABUTEIILCTBEH-
HBIX aKIUH, CBSI3aHHBIX CO CTOJIKHOBEHHUSIMU C CHJIaMU MOPSIIKA. ITO COCTOSHUE 001IIe-
CTBa, KOTJ]a HAaCEJICHHE PUCKYET JKU3HBIO, TIOPbMOH, (PU3NIECKIMU MOBPEKACHUSIMH
U 3JI0POBbEM, M BOIIPOC 3aKJIIOYAETCSA B TOM, UTO MOKET BBI3BaTh TAKOE COCTOSHHE 00-
IIECTBA, KOT/Ia €ro YacTh FOTOBA WATH HA MOJ00HBIE kepTBhI. [Ipon3BoaHOI OT nemo-
rpaduuecKoi KOHIETIUH SIBIISETCS MPUHIIMIT TaK Ha3bIBAEMOT'0 «MOJIOAEKHOTO OyTpay
(youth bulge). EcrecTBeHHBII poCcT HaceIeHUs] HEM30EIKHO BENET K POCTY JOIH MOJIO-
JIeKU B OOIIECTBE, a B CBA3U C TEM, YTO MOJIOZEKE O0Jiee CKIOHHA K MPOTECTHBIM JICH-
CTBHUSIM, TO 3TOT POCT BEJIET K BCIUIECKY PaJNKaIbHBIX MAaCCOBBIX ()OPM COIMATBHOTO
npotecta. [To Muenuto ['onacroyHa, 60IbIIMHCTBO peBOMIOIMNA XX B. MPOU3OIILIH TaM,
/1€ HaOIIoTaNICs «MOJIOASKHBIN Oyrop» [20. P. 3—21].

CocTosiHrE TTPOTECTa ABISAETCS HEOTHEMIIEMOM YaCThI0 MOJIOZCKHOU TICHXOJIOTHH,
a (hOpMBI MOJIOJIEKHOTO MPOTECTa MOTYT OBICTPO MEPEXOIUTh B KpailHUE COCTOSHUSI.
OpnHako MOCTOSHHBIA KOHQIIMKT MOKOJIEHUH, KOT/Ia Ka)KJ10€ HOBOE MOKOJIEHHE CTpe-
MUTCS IEPECMOTPETH B3IVl U IPUHLIMIIBI IPEBITYIIETrO, CTAJl HAKJIaAbIBaTh CyIE-
CTBEHHBII OTIIEYATOK Ha Mpo1UeCC BOBHUKHOBCHUA U PA3BUTHSA COIIUAJIBHOI'O IPOTECTA
s B iepuo; Hoselimmero Bpemenn. [l obmects JpeBHocTn 1 CpeTHEBEKOBBS Ta-
KOE COCTOSIHME JIeNl He ObU10 XapakTepHbIM. ClielyeT Takxke MpUHUMAaTh BO BHUMaHUE,
YTO B COBPEMEHHBIX COOBITHSIX «H30BITOK» MOJIOJIOTO HACEIICHUS B CTPYKTYpe 00IIecTBa
OTMEYaeTCs TOIBKO JUIs apaOCKUX CTpaH, HO HE JUISl CTPaH MOCTCOBETCKOTO MPOCTPaH-
CTBa, TJIe MPOILUIH «IBETHHIE PEBOJIIONHMI». B cTpaHax «0apXaTHBIX PEBOIOIUI
HE CYIIECTBOBAJIO aHOMAJIbHO OOJIBIION 10U MostoAexu. Ecian BecTu peub 0 pyccKoi
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PEBOIIOIMH (KOTOpAst YacTO MPHUBOIUTCS B TMIPHMED), TO «MOJIOICKHBINA Oyrop», cop-
mupoBasiuiics B Poccun k Hauany XX B., ObUT CyIIECTBEHHO «CIUIAXKEH» MOTEPSIMHU
B [lepBoit mupoBoii BoitHe. B ['epmannu konma 1920-x — nagana 1930-x rr. Mosofiexb
ChIrpaja CyIIECTBEHHYIO POJIb B MOJJEPHKKE HAUCTCKOTO JIBUXKEHUS, HO KIIFOUEBOU
(bakTop ycrexa HalMCTOB 3aKIIOYAIICS B MOJICPKKE HE MOJIOAOTO MOKOJICHUS, a Mo-
KOJICHHH, KOTOpbIE COXPAaHWIN CBOU IOJIMTHUYECKUE B3ITIA/bI, TIEpeiis B Oosee 3perblit
Bo3pact [10; 13]. MHOXeCTBO BOIIPOCOB BbI3bIBaeT U npumMep KyOuHCKOH peBomonmu
[15]. Crienyer KOHCTaTHPOBATh, YTO U B 3TOM IPOYTEHHH JieMOrpadruecKuii (hakTop BbI-
3pIBacT 00OCHOBAHHbIE COMHEHUs. be3ycloBHO, MONOEKb SABISETCS CaMbIM OBICTPO
BOCIIJIAMEHSIOLIMMCSL MaTepruanioM OyHTa, OJTHAKO MPEBAIUPOBAHHUE JOJIH MOJIOIEKHU
B 001IIeCTBE BPsII JIM [IPAaBOMEPHO PAcCMaTPHBATh KAK OCHOBHYIO IPUUUHY OYHTA.

['onzicToyH B cBOMX paboTax HE pa3zienseT MIPUUHHBI COIIUMAIBLHOTO IIPOTECTA B €T0
paIMKaIBHBIX U MAacCOBBIX (hOpMax W MPUYUHBI peBomolmid. ColManbHbIi TPOTECT SIB-
JsIeTCsl YacCThIO PEBOJIIOLMIM, TIe B pe3yJIbTaTe MPOTECTa MPOUCXOAUT TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIN
HIEPEBOPOT U MOCIEAYIOINE KapAUHAIbHBIE pehOpMBbI B 00I1IECTBE, KOTOPbIE, COOCTBEH-
HO, ¥ BBIZICTISIIOT TAKOW COIMATBbHO-TIONIMTHYECKUH (heHOMEH Kak peBoumorust. Ecmu pac-
CMaTpuBaTh NPUYUHBI PATUKAIBLHOTO COIMAIBHOTO MPOTECTa KaK COCTaBHOM 4YacTH
PEBOJIIOLIMM ¥ PEBOJIFOLMIA KAaK PEIKOrO COLUAIBHOIO MOJIUTUYECKOTO SIBJICHUS Pa3eiib-
HO, TO 3TO IIPAaBOMEPHO, HO CTOPOHHUKH MaJIbTY3UaHCKOW JIOBYIIKH U CTPYKTYPHO-Ze-
MorpadUyecKoil TEOPUH ITU SABIEHUS cMemuBaioT. [10100HbIN MOAX0 MPUBOIUT
K CMEIICHUIO AByX Bonpocos «llouemy moau OyHTyroT?» U «[louemy mpoucxoasr pe-
BOJIFOLIMU?», @ 3TO ABJICHUS Pa3HOI0 NOPSAAKA.

B nanHoii crathe Mbl paccMaTpuBaeM Mpo0ieMy MPUYKUH PaJuKaIbHOTO MacCOBOTO
COLIMAJILHOIO IPOTECTa, B TOM YHUCJIE KaK 4acTh PEBOJIOLUI, HO HE MPUYMHBI CAMHUX
PEBOJIIOLMM, OJTHAKO BBIHYKAEHBI YACTUYHO 3aTPOHYTh U BTOPOil Bompoc. PazopBath
MaJIbTY3HAHCKYIO JIOBYIIKY MOKHO B IIPOLIECCE MOJEPHHU3ALMH OOIIECTBa, HO 3Ta MO-
JepHU3ALMS SIBIIIETCS TPUUUHON peBoitoliunil. COOTBETCTBEHHO, MaJIbTy3HAHCKas JIO-
BYIIIKa CTAHOBHUTCSI MIPUUNHON PEBOJIIOLUI B WHAYCTPHATU3UPYIOIINXCS OOIIECTBAaXx.
311ech BOZHHUKAET BOIIPOC, TAK KaK PEBOJIFOLUS NEHCTBUTEIIBHO TPOU3BOIUT MOJIEPHU-
3aIHI0, HO B TIOJUTHUYECKON M COIMAILHON cdepe, a He SIKOHOMHUYECKOH. M3meHeHwst
B KOHOMHKE IIPOM3BOUT MPOMBIIIIEHHAs, @ HE COLMAbHAsl PEBOJIIOLHUS, COOTBETCT-
BEHHO, COLMAJIbHAs PEBOJIIOLMS HE MOXKET YIPA3AHUTh MAJIbTY3HAHCKYIO JIOBYILKY.
Kpome Toro, peBosonuy MpoucXouiid U B yXkKe WHAYCTPHATU3UPOBAHHBIX 00LIECT-
Bax — HampuMep, HOsIOphCcKast peBororus 1918 1. B ['epmMannn, «peBOIIONKUS TBO3-
muk» 1974 r. B Ilopryranuu, «6apxatseie peBostouun» u ap. [14]. C apyroi cro-
POHBI, €CJIM NPOUCXOIUT HE PEBOJIIOIMUSA, & BOCCTAHUE, MATEK, TO KaK OHH MOTYT
YOPa3aHUTh 3TH (PAKTOPBI-IPUUYUHBI, €CIH MOAECPHU3UPYIOLINE MPOLECCH CBA3aHBI
C peBOMOIMAMU? 371€Ch, OUEBUIHO, TPOUCXOIUT KOH(IIUKT B JIOTUKE PHINHHO-CIIE]I-
CTBEHHOM CBA3H.

Ecnu npoananu3upoBath Bee SBICHUS PAAUKAIBHBIX MACCOBBIX (DOPM COLIMATIBHOTO
npotecta ¢ XV B. 10 CETOJHSIIHET0 JHS, MOKHO C YBEPEHHOCTbIO TOBOPUTH O TOM,
9TO 1eMorpaduuecKuii pocT U MabTy3HaHCKas JIOBYIIKA HE MOTYT PacCMaTPHUBATHCS
KaK (pakT, Kak MUHUMYM JUIs [IOJIOBUHBI TAKUX CJIy4aeB — UX IIPOCTO He ObLJIO, a TaMm,
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/1€ OHU TEOPETUYECKH MOTJIU MIPUCYTCTBOBATH, €CTh OOJIBIIINE COMHEHHS, YTO OHH CTaJIN
NPUYUHON (TTTyOMHHOM MJIM TTOBEPXHOCTHOM) BBITUIECKA COIMATIBLHOTO mpotecta. Kpe-
ctesiackre BoHbl X V—XVIII B. (koTopsie npuBoauT B ipumMep ['onacroyH) Hu B 3a-
nagaou EBpomne, Hu B Poccum (rae mpu HU3KOW TUIOTHOCTH HACEIICHUS BECTH Peb
0 TIEPEHACETICHHOCTH KaXKeTcsl OoJiee YeM CTPaHHBIM) HE UMENTH OTHOIICHHS HU K JIEMO-
rpagu4eckoMy pOCTy, HH K MAJIbTY3HaHCKOM JIOBYIIIKE, HA C TOYKH 3PEHUS TITyOMHHBIX
NPUYHH, HU TEX, YTO apTUKYJIUPOBAIN YYACTHUKU COOBITHI. DTO CTOJMB K€ CIPaBETHBO
st Hunepnanackoit, AHIIIMICKOM, BeeX (PpaHIly3CKHX peBostonuii, peomormu B 11IBeii-
uapuy, bemsrun, Hoperuw, 1IBenuu, Anonun, I'pemun, BceX HCHAHCKUX U TTOPTYTallb-
CKHUX, HAlIMOHAJILHO-OCBOOOUTENLHBIX peBotorwid Jlatiackorr Ameprku u FOro-Boc-
ToYHOM A3um, peBomtonuii B Kutae u obeux Kopesx u 1.1. [14].

Hayunslif moixo B OnpeaeieHny NpUYHH UCTOPUUECKHUX (PaKTOB 3aKITHOYAETCS
B TOM, YTO €CJIA YTO-TO SIBIISICTCS] IPUUUHOM COOBITHS, TO OHO JTOJDKHO CaMOCTOSITEIb-
HO WM B KOMILJIEKCE C COMYTCTBYIOIMMH (haKTOpaMH MPOSIBIISATHCS B KaXKIOM 10100~
HOM CcOOBITHH. MarnbTy3uaHCKas JIOBYIIKA U ieMorpaduyeckuii pakTop HE MPOCIICKH-
BAIOTCSI BO BCEX MPOSBICHUIX PATUKAIBHBIX MaCCOBBIX ()OPM COIMAILHOTO MPOTECTa
B HoBoe n Hogelimee BpeMsd. boree Toro, Haauune ManbTy3WaHCKOM JIOBYIIIKH U J1aBsI-
IIEr0 Ha SKOHOMHKY M COI[MAJIBHYIO CUCTEMY JAeMOrpauiyeckoro pocta 4acTo He BbI-
3BIBAIOT CIIYYaeB PaJMKaJIbHOTO MAaCCOBOIO COLMAIILHOIO MpoTtecTa. B cBs3u ¢ 3TuM
JTAHHBIE TTPUHIIUIIBI MOTYT SIBISTHCS COMYTCTBYIOIIMMH (hakTOpaMH U (PaKTOpaMH pHCKa
JUTSL TIOJINTUYECKUX CHCTEM M PEXMMOB, HO HE MOTYT PaccCMaTpUBaThCs B KAUECTBE IPH-
YMHBI PAAUKATBHBIX MAaCCOBBIX (DOPM COLMAIBHOTO MPOTECTAa. DTHU BBIBOJBI MOATBEP-
JKTAIOTCSA U CXOMHBIMH COOBITHAMU Hadasa XXI B. JIo cOOBITHIA TOCTETHUX TPEX JIET
paJuKabHBIN MPOTECT OOHAPYKUBAJICA B CTpPaHaX BHE JECATKU OJaromoiIydHbIX, YTO
MO>KHO OBIJIO ObI OOBSICHUTH JAEUCTBHEM COLMAIbHO-3KOHOMUYECKUX MpUUrH. OIHAKO
KaKUMH SKOHOMUYECKUMHU (DaKTOpaMH W JeMOTPa(UIeCKUM POCTOM OBbLIH BBI3BAHBI
pajuKalibHble MpoTecTHhIe akiuu Bo Ppanuuu u Anriuu 2010-x rT. Wi coObITUs
JIBYXJICTHEH JABHOCTH ¥ ceroansiaero qus B CIIIA?
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ON THE REASONS OF RADICAL FORMS OF SOCIAL PROTEST:
REFLECTIONS ABOUT PRINCIPLES OF “MALTHUSIAN TRAP’
AND DEMOGRAPHIC FACTORS*

E.E. Shults
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B. Filevskaya St., 55-1, Moscow, Russia, 121433
(e-mail: nuapl@yandex.ru)

The article considers reasons for radical mass forms of social protest in the context of the ‘Malthusian

trap’ and structural-demographic theory of Jack Goldstone, which have become popular in the last two
decades. The author critically evaluates these two conceptions and comes to the conclusion that the principles
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they underline are just concomitant factors, i.e. additional risk factors for political systems and regimes,
rather than causes of radical mass forms of social protest. The author suggests a method of analysis that
consists of studying the circumstances, i.e. the wide historical context, in which mass forms of social protest
usually emerge, and provides a large number of illustrative examples. The scientific approach to the identifi-
cation of social-historical determinants of radical forms of social protest implies that if something is a rea-
son/cause of an event, then this reason/cause must be present whenever there is such an event both alone
or within a complex of concomitant factors. The ‘Malthusian trap’ and demographic factors cannot be
traced in all manifestations of radical mass forms of social protest in modern and contemporary history.
Moreover, the ‘“Malthusian trap’ and demographic pressure on the economy and social system do not always
lead to mass forms of social protest. The wave of radical forms of social protest in the last decade, i.e.
the so-called ‘color revolutions’, ‘Arab spring’, protest actions in France, England and the USA, once again
confirms the relevance of the author’s approach and the importance of critical study of the traditional
conceptions.

Key words: reasons for radical forms of social protest; ‘Malthusian trap’; J. Goldstone’s theory;
social protest; theory of social protest; theory of revolution; youth ‘bulge’
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The author aims to debunk the Soviet official myth of local administration as being weak and not func-
tioning effectively. The Soviet regime could not function in the way it pretended to, and the official picture
of the economy was far from the reality though played a central role in the political discourse for the aims
of legitimacy. The command economy actually functioned as a symbiosis of commands and threats ‘from
above’ and corrupt practices of the majority of people including officials. However, this symbiosis worked
quite successfully in industry ensuring impressive rates of growth, but not in agriculture and rural areas.
Certainly, the kolkhoz system also combined severe control and treats with tolerance to corrupt practices
condemned in the official slogans so as to save people from starvation. However, in the countryside the
myth that rural administration was weak and wrongdoing proved to be the strongest basis of the regime
for it corresponded to the firm conviction of rural people and traditional expectations that Stalin would pursue
the paternalist rule as a “good tsar” by punishing local officials (as scapegoats) and by removing them
from office (after blaming them for regime’s shortcomings as incompetent managers). To keep people from
protests und rebellions the rural officials’ task was not only to use force and intimidation during the cam-
paigns, but also to look away allowing the kolkhozniki from time to time to betray the state as compensation.
Thus, the Soviet rural administration fulfilled its functions set by the regime, such as ensuring political
communication for the aims of the faith in the legitimacy of the political rule. The author also considers
a vertical channel of communication between the people and the regime — petitions to the ruler. Soviet people
were encouraged to write letters including complaints to “bargain” personal dissatisfaction. Soviet peasants
considered such a communication as a privilege and a part of the paternalist rule. For the regime, the most
important function of such letters was preventing local protests by the timely reaction so as not to let the
dissatisfaction to reach a critical level. Peasant letters became an additional means of control over rural
officials that put limits to their arbitrariness.

Key words: local administration; countryside; Soviet regime; political rule; political discourse;
political communication; legitimacy; command economy; corrupt practices; kolkhoz system; rural officials

The Soviet local administrations are considered to have been weak and, thus, were
not functioning in the way the state or Stalin expected. The rural officials were blamed
for mistakes in implementing the general policy due to their as if essential weakness.
However, such an argument should be examined in the framework of implementing
the state policies, and, for instance, the tasks of the local rural administration changed
greatly in the early 1930s. Under the collectivization the peasants were forced to work
for the state without salary, so preventing peasant rebellions became the top state pri-
ority. While at the end of 1920s rural administration was to convince peasants, from
1930s the task was to intimidate them by exercising violence and breaking the will of
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the peasantry by brute force. In other words, the rural administration were not weak
and did an excellent job considering the priority aims of the regime — preventing
peasant rebellions.

The dictatorship could not function in the way it pretended to. The official picture
of the economy as ensuring a wealthy living to all Soviet people was far from the re-
ality though played a central role in the political discourse for the aims of legitimacy
(in Weber’s terms). From the early 1930s the economy never worked only by the Stalin’s
commands, and the government had to accept the widespread and officially forbidden
corrupt practices such as bargains with the controlling officials in the commissariats
to ‘soften’ the plans, networks to conceal the losses of means of production by paying
bribes, blat and false reports to hide and compensate for the worst shortcoming of the
central orders and to achieve economic growth. Only (not always conscious or explicit)
tolerance to these practices allowed Stalin to achieve economic successes and present
himself as an irreplaceable arbitrator of economic interests [3; 9; 15]. The command
economy actually functioned as a symbiosis of commands and threats ‘from above’ and
corrupt practices of the majority of people including officials and directors of industrial
enterprises and collective farms.

The command economy worked quite successfully in industry ensuring impres-
sive rates of growth, but was not efficient in agriculture at all. The kolkhoz heads lacked
any autonomy and did not dispose of salary funds (as in industry) to pay bribes for the
needed means of production not provided by the state [18]. So, the kolkhoz system
also combined severe control and threats with tolerance to corrupt practices condemned
in the official slogans so as to save people from starvation. Certainly, the terror alone
cannot ensure functioning of neither industry nor agriculture, especially if contradicting
orders ‘from above’ prove that ‘breaking the law’ was the only way to keep up the re-
gime [7; 17], while respecting the law and the official slogans would have lead to sabo-
tage and repressions.

It was essential for the regime to keep the rules of the game described above secret.
The myth that rural administration was weak and wrongdoing proved to be the strong-
est basis of the regime in the countryside for it corresponded to the firm conviction of
rural people that local officials were wrongdoing and traditional expectations that Stalin
would pursue the traditional paternalist rule as a “good tsar”. By punishing local officials
as scapegoats and by removing them from office, Stalin succeeded in putting the respon-
sibility for regime’s shortcomings on the local rural officials as incompetent (economi-
cally ineffective) managers. However, if we take into account that under the severe hard-
ships such as the “great famine” of 1932—1934 the local officials succeeded in keeping
about 100 million peasants from rebelling against their miserable living conditions,
the effectiveness of the local administration in securing the Soviet regime becomes evi-
dent (effective control rather than effective management of production).

After the revolution, the state apparatus consisted of locally elected soviets. The ru-
ral soviets in the 1920s co-existed with the traditional administration of village com-
munes, the elders and village assemblies [20]. The influence of the local soviets on the
rural life besides tax collection and state campaigns was not too strong due to their
rather limited tasks such as organizing the production on the land allotments of peasant
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communes. After the 1924 election campaign to the rural soviets, due to the low peasant
participation the Party changed the agricultural policy to the litsom k derevne (turning
the face to the village), which positively affected the peasants’ perception of the regime
and produced incentives to increase agricultural production. Many peasants joined coop-
eratives and some ‘middle peasants’ decided to join the Party, but the trust to the Soviet
regime ended in 1927 due to the state discrimination of the better-off peasants by the tax
policy and disenfranchisement of the kulaks [12. P. 291—309, 411—436]

In 1928, the local rural administration turned into a means of violence and pressure
that destroyed the power of traditional institutions of peasant self-government within
village communes, and deprived the peasants of any possibility to express legally their
will. This rupture was accompanied by the forced expropriation of grain in winter of
1927—1928 after the state introduced an additional tax to make peasants sell their
grain harvest. There was no legal basis for any additional tax, therefore, the state intro-
duced the so-called ‘self-taxation’ (35% of the state agricultural tax), which was a con-
tradiction in itself and, thus, entailed the state violence [12. P. 368—388].

In the majority of villages, the peasants saw no local needs for such a tax and re-
fused to vote for it under the pressure of local administration. All state officials hap-
pened to stand under the threat to be removed from office if he did not want or was not
able to exercise the necessary pressure on peasants or to arrest those speaking or voting
against the necessary decision. To incorporate peasants into such binding decisions,
the state used ‘closed assemblies’ governed by the rules of interpersonal communica-
tion [6; 17. P. 48—81] and headed by a Party official. A dissent voting was impossible
due to the question wording: the voting was not about the self-taxation, but about con-
sent or dissent with the Soviet rule. The voting against would lead to the accusations
in being counterrevolutionary, arrest and often annihilation by the security forces. The
self-taxation campaign destroyed the independence of village communes and became
a dress-rehearsal for the forced collectivization that started in the winter of 1929—1930
and was imposed by the same kind of voting of the closed assemblies. Under the collec-
tivization, the village commune finally lost its function of public opinion institution
for solving peasants’ problems and turned into the state means of making peasants
vote for whatever the state wanted.

In implementing the state violence against peasants, the local soviets from 1928 be-
come an effective institution within the state machine of repression for expropriating
grain, collecting taxes and intimidating peasants. After the creation of kolkhozes the
village commune’s assembly was replaced by the meeting of kolkhoz’s members that
could be convoked only by the head of rural soviet or by instructors from rayon. The kol-
khoz assemblies were under the state control: they had to take place at least once a year
to listen to the report of the board and to elect it under the guidance of a representative
of the regional Party organization. All speakers of such assemblies were to use the of-
ficial speech codes to avoid arrest, and every kolkhoz member had to attend them to
be bound by their decisions. The assemblies ensured unanimous voting for whatever
the state demanded: shooting of “enemies of the people”, signing state loans, giving all
grain to the state, socialist competition in increasing milk yields per cow, finishing sow-
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ing earlier than required by the state plan, repeating the official slogans of the Party and
following the official terms in any argument (even when criticizing kolkhoz admini-
stration).

To estimate whether or not the Soviet rural administration fulfilled its functions,
we have to identify the tasks the regime wanted it to solve. One of the requirements
was to ensure a political communication for the aims of the faith in the legitimacy of the
political rule. Thus, to keep up the myth of Stalin as a good tsar, the local rural officials
were to be scapegoats at the grass-root level, and to take full responsibility for all short-
comings of the official policy. The regime took advantage of the fact that the majority
of rural people believed that local officials were incompetent and corrupt, and at the
same time they were blamed by the higher bodies if kolkhozniki refused to accept the
self-taxation, to “voluntarily” join a kolkhoz, or to support the collectivization. None
of these tasks could have been fulfilled without brute force. The rural officials had no
other way than to use violence and to intimidate peasants by arrests, arbitrary expro-
priation of farm implements, and deportation of kulak families. Some officials tried to
make impossible promises such as providing tractors after creating kolkhoz, which only
reinforced the economic chaos and destruction of agricultural means of production.

Although the use of violence contradicted the slogans of the regime, the plenipo-
tentiaries ‘from above’ forced the local officials to use brutal terror. Although the local
officials fulfilled the Party tasks the regime blamed them for not convincing peasants
“to do voluntarily”” what the regime wanted them to do [10. P. 113—117]. Blaming the
local officials after the end of campaigns, though the officials did exactly what they were
ordered to do, became a routine. At the peak of the famine in 1933, Stalin blamed the
local officials and activists in Ukraine for wrongdoings [13. P. 50—53]. The local offi-
cials were accused of distorting the campaign slogans that supposed convincing peasants
to voluntarily join the kolkhoz or give the state their last reserves of grain. The rural of-
ficials were punished or repressed even if they did cope with the state tasks for making
them scapegoats for that was the regime’s symbolic game. The main idea of blaming
the local officials was to create confusion about regime’s aims and responsibility [18].
About a third of the elected rural officials were removed every year from office mostly
during the state campaigns [14. P. 90—120, 234—249]. Thus, the state succeeded in kill-
ing two birds with one stone: the local people were satisfied that the state punished
unpopular officials, while the state was glad not to lose effective officials capable of using
brute force. At the peak of state campaigns, some peasants wrote letters to Stalin accusing
local officials of wrongdoings. By punishing some of his loyal officials, Stalin contrib-
uted to the credibility of the myth of being a wise father of the people. Under the state
campaigns, the force was always used, while the scapegoats were chosen only after
the end of the campaigns.

In 1930, the rules of the game still caused some misunderstandings and demorali-
zation among officials, who did not understand why they were blamed for wrongdoings
if they had exactly executed the orders ‘from above’. However, soon rural officials got
used to the rules, accepted their double functions, and realized that repressions against
them in general were the result of not using brute force. The discrepancy between cen-
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tral government’s orders to “convince” and the real pressure to use force against peasants
is a typical example of “regressive learning” in the political communication under a dicta-
torship [11]. People learnt to praise the regime while breaking the official rules at the
same time, that is why words and slogans lost their meaning for guiding actions. More-
over, many orders of the Party were so contradictory that could not be executed at the
same time. The local officials had to choose which orders to fulfil under current circum-
stances to avoid repressions, and which to neglect not to entail problems. The contra-
diction between slogans and actions became normal under the Stalin’s rule. Officials and
rank and file repeated the slogans at closed assemblies, but acted differently. For instance,
the state wanted to ensure a high grain harvest and at the same time to neutralize the
peasantry, that is why although the Party required introducing scientific crop rotations,
the local officials did not allow it for it would reduce the size of the sown area [18].

A new vertical channel of communication between the people and the regime gained
striking importance for keeping up the regime — people’s petitions to the ruler. Soviet
people were encouraged to write letters including complaints to “bargain’ personal dis-
satisfaction: the ruler reacted to the letters by sending orders or commissions to check
the local situation, or by providing the needed help such as firewood to the elderly.
As a rule, peasant letters were sent directly to Stalin or other members of the Party lead-
ership. In most cases, the situation was checked and an answer was given [19]. Soviet
peasants considered such a communication as a privilege and a part of the paternalist
rule. Both sides involved kept the content of the letters confident so the regime was not
obliged to discuss openly its shortcomings. For the regime, the most important function
of such letters was preventing local protests by the timely reaction so as not to let the
dissatisfaction to reach a critical level [17. P. 82—100]. Peasant letters became an addi-
tional means of control over rural officials that put limits to their arbitrariness: an un-
usual accumulation of letters against some official would lead to the inspection ‘from
above’. Thus, the letters valve function was preventing local rebellions and putting all
responsibility for shortcomings on local officials by informing the “wise and just ruler”.
In such a way the regime took advantage of the widespread paternalist understanding
of the rule: people addressed personally “Father” Stalin and other Soviet leaders and
trusted not to institutions, but to personal relations between the heads of these institutions.

Besides playing a role of scapegoats, the rural officials had to provide the state with
the agricultural products. As the state orders on deliveries of agricultural products and
on taxes did not take into account the local need for survival, every year a big state cam-
paign headed by plenipotentiaries was organized to fulfil the procurement plan. Every
year the local officials had to “find” new kulaks for expropriation and “enemies of the
people” to mercilessly intimidate the rest of kolkhozniki to make them fulfil their ob-
ligations to the state. As kolkhozes were interested to reduce the sown area, “taking grain”
turned into a permanent fight, and local officials were to keep up a war-like situation
in the countryside to meet the state requirements. The “kolkhoz system” did provide
the state a huge share of the harvest, but it did not guarantee the kolkhoz enough grain
for its own needs. Constant intimidation was a part of the production campaigns, of sow-
ing, harvesting or keeping the cattle in winter, thus the rural population lost incentives
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to produce and to increase productivity in kolkhozes. To prevent peasant sabotage the
officials put merciless pressure in the form of “socialist competition” to achieve the
state production goals. During the campaigns, peasants’ complaints were neglected
not to risk achieving economic goals.

To keep people from protests und rebellions the rural official’s task was not only to
use force and intimidation during the campaigns, but also to look the other side to allow
the kolkhozniki from time to time to betray the state as compensation [17. P. 101—109].
As the corrupt practices were a means to ensure one’s survival, nearly every body in the
countryside used them to provide oneself with food or other necessary goods. Stealing
the “socialist property” was a basis of local survival up to the rayon level. The ordinary
kolkhozniki stole from the fields for themselves as much as possible, the higher bodies
used the kolkhoz assets for “gifts”, bribes, and blat within their networks, the officials’
corrupt practices included misusing the state property. All these corrupt practices re-
quired some willingness of compromise and “looking the other way” if people were do-
ing something not officially permitted. “Stealing” from kolkhoz fields since August 1932
was to be punished severely; though nearly every kolkhoznik practiced it, very few were
shot or punished at all [16; 17. P. 101—109].

The situation in the early 1930s lacked any calculability due to the arbitrariness
of the state terror, but under the kolkhoz system, rural people regained the chance to
assess the risks by grasping the rules. After grasping the rules, the kolkhozniki in their
fight for survival started to take advantage of them: for instance, participating in kolkhoz
work until the threshing meant that the labour days were counted for “pre-payment”,
and labour days after that were worthless for nothing was left for distribution at the
end of the year; therefore many kolkhozniki stopped working in kolkhoz after getting
the “pre-payment” [18]. The kolkhoz until the 1950s was often based on the previous
village communes, i.e. its members knew each other more or less, which partly protected
peasants from the state arbitrariness. The local officials had to put pressure on the local
people, however, under the state campaigns, the kolkhozniki kept the possibility of collec-
tive actions in kolkhoz assemblies by blaming officials not to fulfil obligations to the state.
That is why usually kolkhoz members strongly opposed merging with another kolkhoz for
it would bring “outsiders” in the established local community networks, whose members
sometimes acted together to defend their interests.

The Soviet regime functioning was based not only on the official orders ‘from
above’, but also on the regional and local officials’ knowing which of them to execute
and which to neglect without risk. The best way to stay safe for the officials at different
levels of the administrative hierarchy was report successes and to fulfil one’s functions
without major and visible failures. False reports (higher figures of fulfilment/production
than real accomplishments) was one of the means to be praised ‘from above’ and avoid
any forms of repressions. False reports were more secure than telling the truth for the
latter inevitable lead to inspections with usually fatal consequences for local officials [3].
In the countryside, the institutional and personal control through networks was more
important than the Party membership. Admission to the Party was limited in 1933 with
the start of the “purging” campaigns, and only a minority of kolkhoz chairmen were Party
members in the 1930s. In the early 1930s joining the Party could be a start of a career,
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while in the late 1930s those who had proved to be capable of fulfilling the tasks ‘from
above’ were asked to become members of the Party, which positively influenced their
further upward mobility and contributed to the additional control of the Party.

After destroying the still effective patriarchal system of the village, the Soviet re-
gime was successful in organizing its active supporters from the underprivileged such
as the youth lacking recognition within the traditional peasant commune, mainly women.
They became team leaders, stakhanovite milk maids or tractor drivers [14. P. 182—188,
207—233], managed to be recognized by the regime, to be awarded prizes and privi-
leges, and to lead political campaigns and village soviets’ commissions.

The third apparatus of the state repression was the state security that had its infor-
mants (seksoty) in kolkhozes eftectively hindering any sort of organisation ‘from below’:
all possible ring leaders were arrested and shot before they tried to organize resistance
or sabotage. Under the great terror, the intimidation in the form of arrests became
widespread and included denunciations on the basis of information about “dangerous”
people ‘from below’.

Besides the state apparatus, there were also economic agencies: while state farms
were under the control of Republican commissariats, the kolkhozes were under the control
of rayon administration and of machine-tractor-stations. Every economic action in the
countryside was under the party’s control — preparation for the spring sowing campaign
(collection of seeds, preparation of rural machinery, sowing campaign itself), prepara-
tion for the harvest, harvesting and the top-priority campaign of delivering the harvest
to the state. During every campaign, the officials had to report every 5 or 10 days, and
the percentages of plan fulfilling were announced in the local and central media. The
campaign for winter sowing and fallow ploughing overlapped with the procurement
campaigns. Besides there were political campaigns: Lenin’s birthday, the soviets’ elec-
tions, awarding ceremonies for the winners of the “socialist competition”, 1st of May,
October Revolution Day and so on.

The kolkhoz chairmen selected “their” people for administrative positions: only men
for the more attractive jobs as heads of departments and brigadiers; women could be
accountants and team leaders in growing industrial crops like sugar beets. A kolkhoz
chairman had little opportunity to work successfully, and a removal from office was
his normal fate. If he coped with his tasks in general, he had (provided he was a mem-
ber of the limited cadre reserve of the Party boss) good chances to be sent to another
kolkhoz or to another position at the same administrative level after the removal.
There are different models of a kolkhoz chairman career: (1) was promoted, did not
cope with the tasks, was removed and lost the position, sometimes was declared a
scapegoat and repressed; (2) coped with the job as a successful manager and repres-
sor, was removed from office as a scapegoat, was transferred to another position at
the same level of hierarchy and stayed in the local cadre reserve.

At the beginning of the war and after the occupation of Soviet territories, the Ger-
mans obviously relied on the official descriptions of the regime (ko/khoz system and
rural administration) and believed that kolkhozes strictly and ruthlessly controlled the
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peasants. The Germans trusted in official institutions while the Russians rather in per-
sonal relations, that is why the former did not expect that every year taking grain and
collecting taxes would need a new fight with kolkhozniki using crude methods of intimi-
dation. They could not anticipate to what extent the kolkhoz system was based on the
corrupt practices of stealing and on false reports, and that all kolkhozniki took advantage
of the rules of the game in their own interests including deceiving the state in response
to the terror [1; 2. P. 114—140]. The Soviet Union had “voluntarily” supplied grain
to Germany in 1939—1941 according to the Hitler-Stalin pact; but under the occupa-
tional regime, the Germans did not succeed in taking the same amounts of grain. Without
an effective system of control, the occupational regime started arbitrary mass repres-
sions in response to not having its orders executed, which only strengthened the ob-
struction and resistance of the local people. As a result, the agricultural supplies shrank
and corrupt practices strongly increased under the German occupation lacking pater-
nalist patterns, which were the basis of the Stalin’s rule. The German rule failed to com-
plete the task of taking agricultural products for Germany from Soviet peasants for the
latter followed their own aims and were skilful in corrupt practices. The German con-
trollers could not become a part of the local rural networks because they rationally served
the German rule, while Soviet “officials” traditionally played on two fields serving both
the state and peasant interests, i.e. the officials also rationally behaved in the way that
would protect them best from both the state repressions and peasants’ vengeance. The
Germans also could not cope with the huge amount of denunciations, most of which
either were false or aimed to get rid of personal or political enemies.

The Soviet rural administration was effective in putting the state pressure on peas-
ants, in keeping them in kolkhozes and in preventing peasant rebels against the regime.
The rural administration did exactly what the state demanded, i.e. functioned effectively.
They provided high figures of grain, milk, meat and other agricultural products supplied
to the state, though these goods were in very short supply in the village and the pro-
ducers were starving. They managed to collect taxes from rural population, though their
money income was almost zero. The rural officials were blamed for incompetency and
wrongdoing, though that was the only means of pursuing the policy of merciless use
of violence against the rural population. The agricultural production did not grow not
because of failures or shortcomings of the local administration, but due to the contra-
dictory orders ‘from above’.

The rural population suffered worse exploitation than the serfs, but were aware
that open resistance would lead only to arrests and executions. Therefore, they took ad-
vantage of the communication channels offered by the regime: some wrote letters to
Stalin to tell about miseries and denunciate local officials responsible for them; some
closed assemblies accused unpopular kolkhoz chairmen of embezzling agricultural
products, and, thus, helped the state to find among its officials the best scapegoats as
if responsible for the people’s miseries; most peasant used corrupt practices and kept
silence about them [18]. The rural population accepted the Stalin’s paternalist rule
to a certain extent and participated in the game of blaming local officials. It would hardly
have been possible for the German occupational regime to rely on such a system.
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ABTOp CTpeMHUTCs pa3BeHYaTh ODHUIHATBHBIA COBETCKHI MU(] O TOM, YTO MECTHasI BIacTh ObLIa Clia-
60it 1 HeahpekTrBHOM. CoBETCKas cCUCTEMa 10 ONPE/CIICHAI0 He MOTvIa (hYHKIIMOHHPOBATH COTJIACHO COO-
CTBEHHBIM JIO3YHIaM H 331a4aM, ¥ O(pUIIHATIBbHBIC OTYCTHI O COCTOSHIN SKOHOMUKH OBUTH aJICKU OT PCanii,
XOTSI HTPATH BKHYIO POJTb B IOJIMTHYECKOM JTUCKYPCE Kak OJTFH U3 HHCTPYMEHTOB JISTUTUMAIINH COBETCKO#
BracTd. B meficTBUTENBHOCTH K€ KOMaHIHAs YKOHOMHKA MPEBPATHIACH B CHMOMO3 MPHKA30B M yrpo3
«CBEPXy» M KOPPYILMOHHBIX MPAKTHK «CHHU3Y». Brpodem, 3TOT CMMOIMO3 OKa3ajcs YCICIIHBIM TOJIBKO
B MPOMBIIUICHHOCTH, KOTOpasi IGMOHCTPUPOBAJIA YOS IUTEIBHBIC TEMITBI POCTA, HO HE B CENTBCKOM XO03SIiCT-
Be. Konxo3Hast cucrteMa Takke coderaia KEeCTKUM KOHTPOJIb U yIPO3bl C TEPHUMOCTBIO K O(HIHAIBHO
MOPULIAEMBIM KOPPYIILHOHHBIM [IPAKTHKAM, YTOOBI CIIACTH HaceleHue oT rooaa. OIHAKO B ICPEBHSIX MOII-
HBIM (DYHIAMEHTOM PEeXUMa OKa3alics U MU O cTab0CTH MECTHOM BJIACTH, MOCKOIIBKY CENbCKUE KUTEIH
BEPHJIM B €r0 MPABIMBOCTh U TPAIUIMOHHO OXHIAIH MIPOSBICHUH marepHamm3Ma oT CTalinHa — «XO0-
POIIEro 1aps», KOTOPhI HAKA3bIBACT HEPATUBBIX YHHOBHHKOB (OHHM OKA3aJIUCh «KO3JIAMH OTIYLICHUS),
CHHMMasl HX C JOJDKHOCTEH (Tociie OOBHHEHHUS BO BCEX HEJOCTATKAX pexHnMa). 3a/1aueii CeNbCKUX aMH-
HHCTpaLHii OBUTO HE TOJBKO HCIOJIb30BAHME CUJIBI M 3AIlyTMBaHUE KPECThSH BO BPEMsI FOCYAapCTBEHHBIX
KaMIIaHWi, HO M MPEIOTBPALICHUE MPOTECTOB U OYHTOB 3a CUET yOSXKACHHS KPECThSIH B TOM, YTO OHH
(YMHOBHHUKH) MOTYT MPeaaTh roCyAapcTBO. TakuM 00pa3oM, CeNbCKHE aIMUHUCTPALMY BBIONHSINA BO3-
JlaracMble Ha HUX PEKUMOM (QYHKIMH, B YaCTHOCTH, OOCCIICUHBAIH MOJUTHIECKYI0 KOMMYHHKALHIO,
TOICPKUBAIOIIYIO BEPY B JISTHTHMHOCTD ITOJITUTHYECKOTO CTPOsi. ABTOP pacCMaTpUBACT U BEPTUKAIBHBIH
KaHaJl KOMMYHHUKAIIAK MEXIy HaCeJICHHEM U P&XMMOM — TISTUIIMY NPaBUTENIO. BiacTh mpu3biBaia Hace-
JICHUE TIMCATh MHChMA, BKIIFOUAs )KAI00BL, YTOOBI BBILICCHYTh HAKOIKBILEECS HEI0BOIbCTBO. COBETCKIE
KPECThSIHE CYMTAIN TTOJTOOHYI0 KOMMYHHKAIMIO MPUBUIIETHIA M YaCThIO MATEPHATHUCTCKOTO TPaBICHUS.
Jlnst Bnacty riaBHO# QyHKIMEH MoT00HBIX THCeM OBLIO MPETOTBPAIlleHNe MPOTECTOB 3a CUET CBOEBpe-
MCHHOMW PEaKIM{ Ha HEJOBOJILCTBO, [IOKA CHUTYaLHst HE JOCTHUITIa KPUTHYECKOTo ypoBHs. KpecThsiHCKIEe
MIChMa, TEM CaMbIM, CTAJIH JTOMOJHUTEIbHBIM HHCTPYMEHTOM KOHTPOJIS HaJl CETbCKUMH YHHOBHUKAMH,
OTpaHUYHBAs UX TIPOU3BOJL.

KuroueBble ci1oBa: MecTHas BJIaCTb; ACPECBHA; COBCTCKAs BJIACTD, MOJIUTHYECKUN PEXUM; IOJINTHU-
YECKUMH JUCKYPC; TTOJIUTUICCKAasA KOMMYHUKAIWA,; JICTUTUMHOCTb, KOMaHAHasA SKOHOMHUKA; KOPPYIIIIMOHHBIC
MPAKTUKU,; KOJIXO3Has CUCTEMA; CCIIbCKUC YNHOBHUKH

*  Mepms 11, 2016.



? RUDN Journal of Sociology 2017 Vol. 17 No. 2 202—212
¥ BectHuk PYAH. Cepusa: COLlUONOIUga http://journals.rudn.ru/sociology

DOI: 10.22363/2313-2272-2017-17-2-202-212

MOCKOBCKA4 LLUKOJIA
COLUMAJIbHOU OPFAHU3ALINN+

A.U. KpaBueHko

MockoBCKu# rocy1apcTBeHHbIN yHUBepcuTeT uM. M.B. JIomoHOCOBa
I'CII-2, Jlenunckue 2oput, Mockea, 119992, Poccus
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B crarpe paccmarpuBaercsi MOCKOBCKast COLMOIOTHYECKasT IIIKOJIA, KOTOpasi cymiecTBoBaina B 1960—
1970-¢ rr. 1 00beAMHsIA BOKPYT INIaBHOTO MpoekTa «ColualibHasi OpraHu3alusy TAIAHTIUBBIX MOC-
KOBCKHX coruosioroB 1 ¢unocodos. [Ton pykoBoacreom H.W. Jlanmua oHKM COBEPIIMIIA METOOIOTHUECKUIA
MIPOPBIB, KOTOPBI He OBUT MPABIIIFHO TIOHAT B T€ TOABI M HE OLIEHEH I10 JOCTOMHCTBY ceroaHs. [TonsTue
«TPYyIOBOW KOJUIEKTHBY, IPH IIOMOIIH KOTOPOTO ITOJABIISIONIEe OONBITHHCTBO COBETCKUX YIEHBIX OITH-
CBIBAJIO IIEPCOHAN IPOMBIIIIEHHOIO IPEANPHATHS K pabouyto Opuray, HeciIo B cede OrpOMHBIN Heo-
JIOTHYECKUI IOTEHIUAT M OBLIO IONUTHYECKH aHTaXUPOBAHHBIM. C €ro MOMOIIBIO He CTONBKO OOBICHIIN
TI0JTy4aeMble SMIMPUYECKUE JaHHBIE, CKOJIBKO JEMOHCTPUPOBAIHN BBICOKYIO COL[MAIMCTUYECKYIO0 MOpailb
TPYIAIIUXCS U CIUIOYCHHOCTh BOKPYI PYKOBOAAIIEH ponu naptuiiHoit sueiiku. Cosnanublid B 1968 r.
CEKTOp M3y9eHHs TPYAOBBIX KOJUIEKTUBOB Yepe3 Tof ObUT MpeoOpa3oBaH B OTAEIN, COTPYIHUKH KOTOPOTO
CJISITVITH 38 BCEMH HOBHHKaMH MUPOBOH Hayku. VIMeHHO Oiaromapsi OCHOBaTeIbHOMY 3HAKOMCTBY C €€
JOCTIDKEHUSMU IIOHATHE «TPYJOBOIl KOJUIEKTUBY» IOCTENEHHO 3BOJIIOLIHOHUPOBATIO B Oojee IIONOTBOp-
HOE U OTKPBIBAIOIIIEE HOBBIE NEPCIICKTUBBI TIOHATHE «COIMAIbHAA OpraHU3aLisD» MpeanpusTis. Takoi me-
TOAOJIOTUUECKUH X071 TIO3BOJIMII UCIIOIB30BATh MOJIHBII B T€ I'OJIbI CUCTEMHBIN ITOIXOJ, OTIEPETHCS Ha pa3pa-
6OTKH 3araJHON COLMOIOTHY, IIPEXK/IE BCEro, CTPYKTYPHO-(OYHKIMOHANBHBIA aHAIN3, U MOTUBALIMOHHbIE
MOJIENN COLMAIBHOTO B3aMMO/ICHCTBUS, CO3/IaHHbIE B paMKaxX MEeHePKMeHTa. Bcero 3a msTh JieT y4acTHUKI
MPOeKTa MpoBeNu 28 smMmupryeckux uccienopanuit Ha 100 oobekrax. OOIee YMCI0 PECIIOHICHTOB —
okou10 25 Thicsd. Criucok myOnuKaluii COTpyIHIKOB MPOeKTa BKItodaeT 35 MoHorpaduii, 10 npodiemHo-
TEMaTUYeCKUX COOPHUKOB U OoJiee 50 cTareil. A BCero Ha CUETy yY4aCTHHUKOB mpoekTa cBbiie 600 my6-
nukanyid. KoJieKTHB y9eHbIX ObIT PacIyIleH 10 MOJUTHYECKUM MOTHBAM.

KnroueBble ciioBa: conyaibHas OpraHu3aliys; Hay4yHas IIKOJIa; YIPaBJIeHUE; COLMOIIOTUs; TPY/I0-
BOW KOJUICKTHUB; SKOJIOTUYECKUE (PAKTOPBI; YEIOBEUECKUI MOTEHIIMAN, COLIMOTEXHUYECKasi CUCTeMa

Hapsny c¢ Jlennnrpanckoit 1 HoBocubupckoi mkogamu MOCKOBCKasi COIUOIIOTH-
yeckas mkoia Obuia B 1960—1970-e rr. caMoif MHOTOYMCIICHHOW M IUIOOTBOPHOM.
KoneuHo, cymiecTBOBaIM U IpyTHe, perHOHATbHBIE HAyYHBIE IIKOJIBI, B TOM YHCIIE Taj-
JMHHCKas (corroorusi mpodeccuit), onecckast (MOTHBAIMS TPYAa), MUHCKas (KyJIbTypa
Tpyna), ypaibckas (padounii kinacc). Ho MockoBckas 1kosia coruaabHON OpraHu3aiim,
chopmupoBaBIIasics Ha UCXOAE XpyIlIeBcKoi orrenenu (1968) u morubmas B Havase
OpexHeBckoro 3actos (1973), 3anumaeT ocoboe MecTo.

OOBbeIMHUTETBHOM TOYBOW [T (POPMHUPOBAHMS HAYYHOH IIKOJIBI MOCTYKUIJIA pa-
00Ta COIIMOJIOTOB HaJ| I'PaHIMO3HBIM MIPOeKTOM «ColMabHas OpraHu3aIys IPOMBIIII-

* © Kpauenko A.U., 2017.
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JICHHOTO TIPEINPHUATHS: COOTHOIICHUE TUIAHUPYEMBIX U HE TUIAHUPYEMBIX (CIIOHTAHHBIX)
¢bakTopoB conmaneHbIX mporeccon» (CO), mpoxoauBIIas B YeThIpe JTarna:

1. C mrons 1968 r. no ¢eppanb 1969 r.: moarorosieHa U yTBEpIKAEHA TUPEKIUEH
Nucturyta KOHKpeTHBIX conpanbHbIX uccaenoBanuii (MKCH) npeasapurenbHas mpo-
rpaMMa IpoeKTa.

2. C mapra 1969 1. mo mapt 1971 r.: BBIIIOIHEH MOJHBINA BapUaHT MPOEKTA, a OC-
HOBHBIE MJIEU CIIELMAIbHBIX IIPOrpaMM MPOEKTa J0JI0XKEHbI U 00CyXk/IeHbl Ha Beecoros-
HOM pa0oYeM COBEIIaHHH, B KOTOPOM NpUHsIH yyacTre 110 yenoBek, mpeacTaBIIsBIINX
28 Hay4yHBIX opraHuzanuii u3 11 ropooB CTpaHsbI.

3. Canpens 1971 r. no ampens 1972 r.: ¢ yueToM 3ameyaHuil, BBICKa3aHHBIX Ha pa-
OoueM CoBellaHuH, JopaboTaHa TEOPETUUECKAs! YaCTh IPOrPaMMbl, MTOJI'OTOBJIEHO 3Ha-
YUTEIHHOE YHCIIO0 METOMK, MHOTHE M3 KOTOPBIX anpoOHUpPOBaHbI B MHJIOTAKHBIX HCCIIE-
JOBaHMAX HA PAAE MPEANPUATHIA CTPAHBIL.

4. Cmas 1972 r. no mosb 1973 r.: 6e3ycnenisble MONbITKY CIACTH MPOEKT OT pas-
rpoma HoBou aupekimu MKCHU. B urone 1973 1. mpoekt hopmMabHO TIepecTai CyIecT-
BoBaTth [1. C. 34—35].

3a KpaTKUM B3JIETOM U Ma/ICHUEM MOCKOBCKOM IIKOJIbI CTOUT JipamMa He TOJBKO OT-
JIeTbHOTO KOJUIEKTUBA YYEHBIX, HO U OTEYECTBEHHON COLIMOJIOTHH B IIE€JIOM, OKa3aBILIEHCS
HE B COCTOSIHUW TPOTECTOBATh MPOTUB BiIacTh, 00poThest ¢ BeecmmbHbIM LK KIICC,
0ECIIOMOIIHOCTh COBETCKOM MHTEJUIMTEHIIMH, YCIIEBIIEH PaclpaBUTh KPbUIbS B KPaTKUI
TIePUO]T MMOJIUTHYECKONU CBOOOTBI, HO HE HAYYUBIICHCS UMU TIOJIb30BaThcs. B 1968 T.
MOCJe JOJTUX MBITAPCTB U CKUTaHUM 110 kKopuaopam Kpemst yaanocs yupeants UKCH,
Ha0paTh Ty MOJIOABIX M OUYEHb OJAPEHHBIX YUEHBIX OYKBAILHO CO BCEX KOHIIOB CTpa-
HBI, BBICITYILIATh U OOCYAUTh UX aMOWIIMO3HBIE HAYYHbIE MPOEKTHI, a B 1972 1., Korma
K pykoBoactBy UKCH nipuiien HoBsiit qupektop, craBieHHuk LK KIICC, my4ummx co-
TPYAHUKOB pa3oTHaJU, MPOEKThI IPUOCTAHOBUIIH, & COLMOIOIMYECKYIO MBICIb 3arHaId
B IMOJITIOJIBE.

Tomnbko cycts 30 51eT U3 3TOro caMoro IOIIOIBS N3BIICKIIN CEKPETHBIE MaTePHAIIBI
(1 3TO He runepboIa: UMEHHO MO/ IPU(OM «CEKPETHO» MEPBbIM BapHaHT MPOEKTa ObLI
W37aH MU3EPHBIM THPAYKOM IIPU COBETCKOH BIIACTH) U OIyOsmKoBanu B KHure «Comu-
aJIbHAsT OpraHu3aIys MPOMBIIIICHHOTO npeanpustusy (2004) [1]. Heiae y)e MOXHO
TOBOPHTH, YTO OHA 3HAYMT ISl POCCUICKOM HAyKW HUUYTh HE MEHbIIIE, YeM 3HAMEHUTas
KHHTA JICHHHTpaAeB «YenoBek u ero padora» (1967).

C BozaukHOBeHHEeM MKCH (1968) ObLT co31aH CEKTOp M3YYEHUS TPYAOBBIX KOJI-
nexkTrBOB (12 yenoBek), KoTopblit B 1969 . 6pU1 ipeoOpazoBaH B OTHEN (25 YEIOBEK).
Otnenom nepBoe Bpems pykoBoawi I'.B. Ocuros, 3atem — H.U. Jlanua. OH u cTan
BJIOXHOBHUTEJIEM, a 3aTeM pykoBojauTeneM npoekta CO. BecnomuHnas o Tom nepuoe,
H.. Jlanux mucan «...Kak BUJIEHHE MPEIMETa UCCIeIOBAHMS IBOIIOLIMOHUPOBAIO OT TIO-
HSTHUSL MpyO06oll KONIEKMue K IIOHATHIO coyuanvHas opeanuzayus npeanpustus. [lep-
BOE€ OBLIO TPaIUIIMOHHBIM JJISI COBETCKOTO OOIIECTBOBEICHHUS, U 51 OT HETO HE OTKA3bI-
Basica. Ho BTOpoe okazanoch TeopeTndecku Oosiee 6OraThIM U METOIOJIOTHYECKH Oojiee
NpOAyKTUBHBIM. OHO TO3BOJISIO, UCTIONB3YS! CUCTEMHBIN MOJX0/1, BOOpAaTh TAKXKE U HO-
BeiiIMe mpooOIeMbl, KOTOPBIE pa3padaThIBaINCh 3aMaHON COIMOIOTHEH, TIPEKIE BCETO
Ha OCHOBE CTPYKTYpHO-(QYHKIIMOHANbHOTO aHamm3a» [1. C. 10—11].
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JleficTBUTENBHO, YBIICUCHHE CUCTEMHBIM II0/IX0/IOM B T€ T'0OJIbl OBLIO YyTh JIM HE MO-
TOJIOBHOM Mozoil. MM «miepeborienn» Bce — COLMOIIOTH, SKOHOMUCTBI, TICHXOJIOTH, (H-
70codbl, MaTeMaTukH, GU3HKA U Jp. Kak 1 monokeHo MOAHOMY YBIICYEHHUIO, OHO TIPH-
U0 ¢ 3amajaa, Ho OYeHb OBICTPO €My HAIUTH «IPAaBUIIBHBIC» UCTOKA — HEKOTOpHIC
BbICKa3biBaHusl K. Mapkca U3 ydeHus O JUaJEKTHYECKOH JOoruke U «TeKkTomoruto»
A.A. borganoBa. be3 3Toro serannzoBaTth HOBOE TEOPETHYECKOE TIOBETPHE B OOIIECT-
BO3HAHHMHU TOW MOPBI OBIJIO HEBO3MOXHO — 32 BCEMH IPOLECCaMU OIUTENBHO CIe/rIa
ujieosioruueckas 1ensypa. Pazpaborumku npoexra ¢ ropaocTbio 3assisuin: «HoBuzHa
COCTOSIIa B TOM, YTO B Kau€CTBE 'HOCEOJIOTUYECKON MOJENH ObUIO B3ATO MpPEICTaB-
JIeHHE U3 KHOEPHETHKH O MPOU3BOJICTBE KaK 00 YIPaBIsIeMOM MpOIecce, Y KOTOPOTro
€CThb BXO/Ibl, BBIXO/IbI, LIEJIM U 00paTHast cBsA3b. Ha BXoie MpoM3BOICTBEHHOTO Mpoliecca,
KOTOPBIA OB TOTZIa U OCTaeTCs celyac KMOEPHETHYECKUM «UYEPHBIM SIIIUKOMY, JBE
pa3HbIe 10 CBOEH MPHUPOE NEPEMEHHBIE: POMBIIUIEHHBINA U COLMAIbHBIN NOTEHIIMA,
T.€. XOpOILIO CIJITAHUPOBAaHHAs U OpraHM30BaHHAs MaTepHaIbHO-TEXHUYEeCKas 0a3a
U CKJIOHHBIE K CIIOHTAHHOCTH JIFOJH, paOOTHUKU pa3HON KBaIU(UKAIMU, KU3HEHHOTO
Y TIPOU3BOJICTBEHHOI'O OIIBITA, C Pa3HBIMU MHTEPECaMH U LIEHHOCTHBIMU OPUEHTALUSMH,
orpeJieNieHHbIM 00pa3oM opranuzoBanueie» [1. C. 79]. Hukoraa paHblie U HUKOTIa
[I03KE OTEYECTBEHHBIE COLHOJIOTH YXKe HE 3JI0yNOoTpeOIsiin KUOEpHETHUECKOH TepMu-
HOJIOTHEH ¥ CUCTEMHBIMU MeTadopamH.

CMmeHa Ha3BaHMsI — C TPYJOBOI'O KOJUIEKTHBA Ha COLMAIBbHYIO OPraHU3aLni0 —
BECbMa MpUMedaTesbHoe coObiTie. Ha Moii B3ruisi, A€o BOBCE HE B TOM, UTO, KaK IH-
mer H.W. Jlanun, BTopoe MOHATHE 0Ka3aJloCh «TEOPETHYECKU Oosiee OoraTbiM U METO-
JoJoruyecku 0onee MpoayKTUBHBIMY. ColMaabHas OpraHu3aIis — MOHATHE HUYYTh
He Ooraue, HU TEOPETUYECKH, HU METOJI0JIOTMYECKH, YeM MOHATHE «TPYAOBOM KOJUIEK-
THB». HO OHO, BO-TIEpPBBIX, B UICOJIOTMYECKOM U IIEHHOCTHOM CMBICIIE OoJiee HeUTpalib-
HOE, BO-BTOPBIX, IPUHATOE B MUPOBOI COLIMOJIOTHH, a IOTOMY MO3BOJISIOIIEE UCTIONb-
30BaTh B HAyYHOM IIOMCKE HAKOIUJICHHBIM 3a pyOeXOM OIBIT, B-TPEThUX, OHO OoJiee
MOHSATHO 3apyOeXKHBIM COLIMOJIOTaM, a MOTOMY TOAUTCS KaK CPEACTBO HAYYHOH KOMMY-
HHUKAaIM{ B OTJIMYHE OT BEChMa CHEIM(PUIECKOTO MAPKCUCTCKOTO TEPMUHA «TPYI0BOM
KOJUIEKTUBY». HakoHel, OT Hero MeHbllle «OTaeT HaQTAIMHOMY, €CIIM MOXKHO TaK BbIpa-
3uThes. Mneitnblii madoc Tpy10BOro KOJIEKTHBA BOCXOIUT K MOJIOKEHHUSIM (ppaHIry3-
CKOT'0 YTOIMMYECKOI0 coluanu3ma, Bosuukiero 200 ner Haza.

CoBeTckue COLMOJOTU-IIECTHIECATHUKN, B Macce cBoel OoJjiee MpoJIBUHYTHIE
U IIPOTPECCUBHO MBICIISIIIME, HEKEIN UX KOJIETH-(QUI0co(dbl, aKTUBHO CTPEMMIIUCH
K MEXIYHapOJHBIM KOHTAKTaM M MHTErpallMd B MUPOBOE coo01IecTBO. OTKPOBEHHO
NPU3HATHCS B 3TOM OHM TOTJ]a HE MOIJIM, HO MBICIIM M MJI€H OHH BBICKA3bIBAJIM OYEHb
OJIM3KHE K TOMY, O YeM FOBOPWIIM U nucaiu, ckaxem, T. [Tapconc u M. Kposbe (¢ ko-
topeiMu H.W. Jlanun nuano Betpevancs). [Ipruxoaunoch BbIpaXkaThCsl 330MOBBIM SI3bI-
KOM, O 4eM BIIOCJIEICTBUU B CBOMX BOCIIOMMHAHHSIX OIrOBApPUBAIMCh NPAKTUYECKU BCE
kopugen Hameil corponorun. ConnanbHas OpraHu3alus — MOHATHE U3 3TOTO psja.
Kaxk Teneps oka3zanoch, mpueM ObLT BBIOpaH NPaBUIILHBIN U CBOEBpeMeHHBINH. KTo HbIHE
YUTAET KHUTU O TPYA0BOM KoJulekTuBe? [IpakTuuecku HUKTO. A KHUTH O COLMAIbHON
OpraHM3aly U COLUOJIOTUH opraHu3anuii? GakTuyecku Bce, BKIIKOYas U CaMoe MOJIO-
Joe nokosneHue. Bor nouemy B cBoux BocnomuHaHusax o npoekre CO H.U. Jlanumn,
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A.B. Tuxonos, B.H. Illanenko, A.W. IIpuro:xux cripaBeuInBO yTBEPKIAKOT, YTO UMH
ObUIa OTKPBITA HOBAsl CTPAHUIIA B OTE€YECTBEHHOW COLIMOJIOTHH — COLMOJIOTHS OpTaHu-
3aLuii, COLMOJIOTHs yIpaBieHus (Ha3BaHMsI pa3Hble — CYTb OJ/IHA).

[IpaBna, ¢ TeueHUEM BPEMEHU COAEPKATENBHBIM U UCTOPUIECKUI KOHTEKCT YIOT-
pebreHns: TepMHUHA «COIMANbHAS OpTaHU3alls CUIILHO U3MeHWICsA. HpiHe OH moutu
BCEI/Ia CBA3BIBAETCS ¢ MEHEHKMEHTOM M couuosiorueil opranuzamuii. B 1970-e rr.
Hukakoro MeHekmenTa B CCCP He cymiecTBOBasio: OBLIO HAPOAHO-XO3SIHCTBEHHOE
yIpaBJeHUE, a UIACOJOTHUIO0 MEHEeKepru3Ma ToIarajioch KpUTHUKOBaTh. U 1o neny, Benb
yMpaBJIeHUE OTPAXKAET IJIAHOBYIO SKOHOMHUKY, & MEHEJKMEHT — PBIHOYHYIO, T.€. Karu-
TanmucTrdeckyto. la u uneiinas 6a3a y MeHeKepru3Ma «THUJIash» — dyXkK/as COBETCKOMY
cTporo Oypxyas3Has uaeosorus. Xots B myonukamuu 2005 r. aBTOpbl 3HAMEHUTOTO IIPO-
€KTa YTBEPKAAIOT, YTO OH SIBJISUICS MEPBOM CTPAaHUYKON HOBOM JUCLIMIUINHBI — COLIUO-
JIOTUM YIPABJICHUS, OTHOCUTHCS K TOMY, Ha MOM B3IJIsLI, HEOOXOIUMO C ONpeAeIIeH-
HBIMH UCTOPUYECKHUMH YTOUYHEHUSMHU.

Huxkakoii conuosiornu ynpasieHUs! WIM MEHEI)KMEHTA 10/l COLMaIbHON OpraHu-
3alMel, Kak ee TOrJa MOHUMAaJM, He CKphIBaeTcsa. YTO CeroiHs u3ydaeT COLMOIOTH
yrpaBieHus: Wi MeHekMeHTa? BoT kpyr mpobiiem: ynpaBieHdecKoe KOHCYIbTHPO-
BaHUE, KaJIpOBBIN ay/IUT, YIIpaBICHUE MEPCOHATIOM, CTPYKTYpa OpraHu3alliu, TIaHH-
pOBaHM MEPCOHANA U MOCTPOCHUS JOJLKHOCTHOM Kapbhepbl, BUIbI U PACIpPECIICHNE
JOJDKHOCTHBIX IIOJTHOMOYHMH, J€JIErMpOBaHUE OJTHOMOYHM, peraaMeHTanus JOJIKHO-
CTHBIX TPaB U 00s13aHHOCTEH, MyTH pallMOHATN3ALUU JOKHOCTHON CTPYKTYpPBI, 10JI-
TOCPOUHBIN ¥ KPaTKOCPOYHBIH IJIaHbI pabOTHI C MEPCOHATIOM, aHAIN3 U (POPMHUPOBAHKE
OpTraHU3aIMOHHOM CTPYKTYpBI, €6 ONTHMHU3ALKS, OIIeHKa Y3(PEKTUBHOCTH OpraHU3a-
LMOHHOTO CTPOUTENIbCTBA, 3((HEKTUBHOCTH Mpoliecca MOCTPOCHUS OPTaHU3ALMOHHON
CTPYKTYpbl, OpraHU3allMOHHAsl KyJIbTypa, MOTUBAIIMS TIOBEJICHUS M TIOTPEOHOCTH, MUCCHS
OpraHM3alMH, IPOLECC MPUHATHA PEILIEHUH, afanTanus nepconana u ap. CounaibHas
OpraHu3aliys HaloJIOBHHY, a TO U Ha TPETh CBOMX 3aMbICJIOB MPUMbIKaIa K COBPEMEH-
HOMY yIpaBJieHUI0. bonbliieit jke cBoeH 4acThi0 OHA OCTaBAIACh B 00JIACTH TPAUIIMOH-
HOI COIMOJIOTHHU TpPYIa, XOTs pa3padoTuuku npoekra CO TroBOpuin 0 KOMMYHHUKAIIUH
Y YIPaBIEHYECKUX PEIICHUX, COLMAIbHBIX HHHOBALMAX U KyJIBTYpE IPOMBIIUIEHHOIO
npeanpusTus. U Toraa, 1 HblHE 0OBEKTOM COLIMOJIOTUH YIIPABICHHS BBICTYIIAN U «BBI-
CTyIaeT HEKOTOPBIN PETYISATUBHBIA MEXaHU3M B KH3HH OOIIECTBA, KOTOPBHIA HE CBO-
TATCSL HU K TIPOSIBIIGHUIO BIIACTH, HU K CIIOHTAHHOIM CaMOOpPraHW3alluy YJICHOB O0IIIe-
cTBa. YTIpaBjeHHEe — 3TO IUBUIN3aMOHHOE n3o6perenue...» [1. C. 69].

[HonroroButensHas padoTa no npoekty «ConuanbHas OpraHu3alus TPOMBIIILICH-
HOTO TpEeAnpusTHs) Hadajachk Bckope mocie co3aanusi MKCU — yxke B urone 1968 T.
COCTOSJTMCh HECKOJIBKO «MO3TOBBIX aTak» Ha kBaptupe u Ha aade ['.B. Ocunosa. Y uc-
TOKOB MpoekTa Ha nepoM dtane ctosiau: [.B. Ocunos (pykoBoaurens), H.W. Jlanun
(3amecturens pykoBoautens), M.M. boouesa, B.I'. Bacunwes, B.B. Konbanosckuid,
H.®. Haymoga. 3arem B aBTOpckuit coBet npoekrta Bouuiu: b.3. Konontok, .M. Kop-
)keBa, B.b. Onpmanckuii, A.W. Tlpuroxun, O.U. llkaparan; B.I'.Bacunses otomien
OT KOJUIEKTHBA, OPraHU30BaB COOCTBEHHBIH MPOEKT 1O Mpobiiemam Monoaexu. Briocnen-
CTBUU COBET TpoekTa ctaji 6osnee kommakTHeiM: H.W. Jlammn (pyxoBomutens), B.B. Koin-
6anoBckuit, H.®. Haymosa, A.W. TIpuro>xun, KOTOPBIX JOMONHSUTH aBTOPBI U Pa3padoT-
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YUKH IeCTU crienuanbHbiX nporpamm [1. C. 12]. Takoil KOJIJIEKTUB MOT peliaTh OYeHb
MacmtaOHble 3a1aud. BripoueM, Tak oHM U ObUTH CHOPMYJIHPOBAHBL. YYEHBIM MpE-
CTOSUIO BBISIBUTH, HI MHOTO HU Majlo, COOTHOIIEHHE (DAaKTOPOB CTaOWIM3aMK U (aKTo-
POB M3MEHEHMSI COLMAIBHON OpraHn3alliK IPOMBIIIEHHOrO npeanpusatus. [lox crate
UM OBLTH Y TUNIOTE3BL: 1) colManbHas OpraHu3alysi MPEeanpusTH JOCTATOUYHO yCTOM-
YMBa U IJIOXO MOJAAETCS U3MEHEHUSM; 2) €€ U3MEHEHHs BO3MOXKHBI JIUIIb KaK KOM-
IUIEKCHBIE; 3) pacTyT TpeOOBaHUS K CAaMOCTOSTEILHOCTH JACHCTBHI paOOTHUKOB U MX
IpyIIl, HO YCIOBHS UX JEHCTBUI OCTaIOTCS MPEeKHUMU; 4) TpeOyeTcsi CO3HaTeIbHOe
Y DHEPTUYHOE CO3JaHHE HOBBIX YCIOBHU.

Bo BceMm uyBcTBOBascs (hritocodckuii pazMax UM CKIIOHHOCTH K BBICOKHM CBEpILIE-
HUsIM. C TOYKM 3pEHHS HAYYHOTO METOJIa HU Of[HA M3 BBIABUHYTBIX THIIOTE3 HE SBIIS-
€TCs THUIOTE30i — €€ HeJb3s ONepalMOHATU3UPOBATh U JI0KA3aTh HAa SMIIUPHYECKOM
Marepuaiie. Y TBEpKISCHHs TUIA «OpraHu3alys He MOIAETC U3MEHEHHUAM WIH «pacTyT
TpeOOBaHMS K CAMOCTOSTELHOCTH ACMCTBUI paOOTHUKOBY, HE TOBOPS YXKE O YeTBEp-
TOM rumnores3e «TpedyeTcsl CO3HATENbHOE U YHEPIMYHOE CO3[aHNE HOBBIX YCIOBHUI,
HH OJIMH 3/IPaBOMBICIISIIIIMIA COIIMOJIOT Ha 3amajie HUKOrAa Obl He PU3HAN THIIOTE3aMU.
Ho B Te rozapl Tak MBICIMIN BCE OTEUECTBEHHBIE COLIMOJIOTH, B TOM YHUCIE U JICHUH-
rpajickue, 0O BBIIUIA OHU U3 0011ero JoHa puinocodcekux (akynbreToB. AGCTpaKTHOE
TEOpETH3UPOBaHUE BCKOpE Najio ceds 3HaTh. B okTsi6pe 1969 r. B mukie BcTpeu paspa-
OOTYMKOB MPOEKTa BCTaJla 337a4da «Cy3UTh MPEIMET, HE yTpauyuBas 3HAUUMOCTH 3a-
MBbICIIa TIPOEKTa. BTN akIeHTHPOBaHbI TPOOJIEMBI COIIMAILHOM CpeIbl IPEANpUsiTHS,
COOTHOIIICHHSI LIEJICHATIPABICHHBIX M CIOHTAHHBIX MPOILECCOB, 3PPEKTUBHOCTU COIH-
anpHON opranm3aruu npeanpusaTas» [1. C. 56]. Cy3urh — 3HAYUT CIIYCTUTBCS C 00-
JIAKOB HA 3eMJIIO, 3aHATHCS MPOGECCUOHATTBHOM COLMOIOTUei, a He (pruI0coPCKUMU Me-
TaHussMH. M Hazto cka3aTh UM 3TO yAAJIOCh.

PomanTrueckas smoxa 1960-x yxoauna B poOILIOE, HACTYIIAIO BEChMa Ipo3ande-
ckoe Bpemst 3acTos. HapoHoe X03s1icTBO CTpaHbl COPOCUIIO JIMILTHUE TEMITbI, BOZHUKIIO
MpoOYKCOBBIBaHME, KOCKITHHCKYIO pedopmy 1964—1965 rT. ¢ TpeckoM TPOBaTHITH.
«B 1969—1970 romp! BRISBIINCH (DaKTHUYECKOE TIpeKparieHie peopM B TPOMBIIUICH-
HOCTH, THIETHOCTb HaJISXK]] Ha COlaibHOE TuiaHupoBaHuey, — nuieT H.M. Jlamun. Co-
IIMOJIOTY PEaIMCTUYHEE CTAIM CMOTPETh Ha OKPY KAIOIIYI0 PEATbHOCTh U CTaBUTh Oojiee
BBINOJIHUMBIE 3a/1a4i. BBIIOJTHUMOCTE ONPEENsuiach He TOJIBKO COPa3MEPHOCTHIO Ha-
YUHBIX al€TUTOB, HO U UMIIEPATUBAMU UCTOPUUYECKON 3IOXU: BOCXBAIATH COL[UAIIN-
CTHYECKYIO PeabHOCTh, B KOTOPOH «pacTyT TpeOOBaHUS K CAMOCTOSATENILHOCTH JICHCT-
BUI paOOTHHUKOBY», HE XOTEIOCh, @ KPDUTUKOBATh U BBISIBIISATH €€ S3Bbl HUKTO ObI HE JaJl.
Tak 1 noTy4YHIICST KOMIIPOMUCCHBIM BapUaHT MPOEKTA: MOBBIILICHHE MPOU3BOIUTEIILHO-
CTH TPYy/a, COLMATbHO-DKOHOMHYECKHE (PAaKTOPHI Pa3BUTHS MPOU3BOJCTBA, COOTHOIIIE-
HHE [eJICHANPABICHHBIX U CIIOHTAHHBIX MPOLIECCOB, 3P PEKTUBHOCTH COLMAIBLHON Op-
raHu3anuu npeanpusatus. KoMmnpoMuccHoH, a 3Ha4uT U KU3HECIIOCOOHOM, ObLIa B TY
3I0XY BCSI OTEUECTBEHHAs COL[MOJIOTHSI.

JIBurasicb OT 00IETo K YaCTHOMY, OT a0CTPAaKTHOI'O K KOHKPETHOMY, BBICITYILINBAs
BO3paKEHHs ONMIMOHEHTOB M MPHUCITYIIMBASCh K MHEHHIO KOJUIET, pa3pabOTUUKH MPOEKTa
COBEPIICHCTBOBAJIM €T0 COJIEpKaHUEe, HEYCTAaHHO TPY/ICh HAa/l YETKOCTHIO Je(pUHHULINI,
MOJIHOTOM OMpeeleHu, HEMPOTUBOPEUUBOCTBIO M3JIOKEHUS MaTepuaia, Onepanuo-
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HAJILHOCTBIO THUIOTE3. [IprOMM3UTEIbHO Yepe3 roj] paboThl BBIIBIKCHUE THIIOTE3 OCY-
HIECTBIIOCH YK€ MOCIIE SMIUPUICCKON HHTEPIIPETAIIMH TOHATHIH, — YTOOBI THITOTE-
3b1 ObLIHM TpoBepsieMbIMU. Kaskiasi BIBOIHAS THIIOTE3a (HOPMYIUPOBATIACH B TPSMOI
U abTepHATUBHON (hopMax.

[Tocne IMTENBHBIX AUCKYCCUH pa3pabOTYMKHU TMPUILTH K HOBOMY TTOHUMAHHUIO
KITIOYEBOI MPOOJIEMBI MPOEKTa — COOTHOWICHHS TUIAHUPYEMBIX M CIIOHTaHHBIX IIPO-
[IECCOB B COLMAIILHOW OpraHu3aiy npeanpustus. [lepBoie sSBIAIOTCS MHCTUTYIHO-
HAJIbHBIMU U HOPMATHUBHBIMHU, BTOPbIE — CTHXUHHBIMH M ITOYTH BHE3aKOHHBIMU. Jle-
JICHHE Ha TUITAHUPYEMbIC U CIIOHTaHHBIE TPOIIECCHI MO CYIIECTBY TO K€ CaMoe, 4TO
neneHue Ha GpopMaibHble U HeopMalbHbIE OTHOIIEHUS B opranuzanuu. K npumepy,
MOCJICI0BATEIHOE COKPAIICHUE MPUMEHEHHSI PYYHOTO U TSDKEJIOTO, a TAKKE HEKBaJIH-
(UIMPOBAHHOTO TPYAA BO BCEX OTPACISIX HAPOIHOTO XO3SIMCTBA, U 3aBEPIICHUE Me-
XaHU3alWHU U TIePexo] K KOMIUIEKCHOW aBTOMaTU3alliH MPOU3BOACTBA, KOTOPHIE Tpe-
6oBanuce aupektuBamMu XXIV cwvezga KIICC no nstuneTHeMy IUlaHy pa3BUTHS
HapozaHoro xo3siiictea CCCP na 1971—1975 1r., 3T0 — 11aHUpYyEMBbIE MPOLIECCHI.

A 4TO TOTJIa OTHOCHUTH K CIIOHTAHHBIM TPOLIECCAM B COLIMAIBHOM OpraHU3aluy —
MacCOBO€ MbSHCTBO PabOYMX, MAaTEPIIMHY U PYKOIIPHUKIIAICTBO MaCTEPOB, MAHKHUPOBa-
HHE CBOMMH OOS3aHHOCTSIMH HAYaJIbHUKOB LIEXOB, CO3HATEIILHOEC OIPAHUYCHHE HOPMBI
BBIPA0OTKH pabouyMMHU, PEeryJsipHbIE MPOTYJIbI, HAPYIICHUS TPYJOBON AUCHUIUIMHEI
¥ MaccoBO€ BOPOBCTBO? ['0OBOpHUTH BCIyX, a TeM OoJjiee mucaTh B mpecce 00 3TOM Ka-
TErOpHUYECKU 3anperaioch. CBA3aHHBIM M0 PyKaM M HOTaM COILIMOJIOTaM U3 IIUPOKOTo
CIIEKTpPa COIMATBHOTO HEraTUBA OCTABHJIM TOJIBKO KOH(IMKTHL. HO M 0 HUX TOCTOSIHHO
TOBOPWJIOCH, YTO OHH MOTYT UTPATh HE TOJIBKO HETATHBHYIO, HO U MO3UTUBHYIO POJIb
Ha MMPOMU3BOJICTBE, O0OHAXKAsI HEPEIICHHBIE TIPOOIEMBI M TIOMOTasl YCTPAHSITh HEJIOCTATKH.
Kpome xoH(pIHMKTOB cyliecTBOBata €Iie He30poBas COLUAIBLHO-TICUXOJIOIYecKas aT-
Mocdepa Ha MPEeANPHUATHH, HEYTOBIETBOPEHHOCTh TPYAOM, HE3aUHTEPECOBAHHOCTD
pabovmx B CBOEM TpYIIE, PEUUANBBI HHCTPYMEHTAJIBHOTO OTHOIICHUS K TPYy, HEPUT-
MUYHBIH TPy, COKPBITHE PE3E€PBOB MPOU3BOACTBA. IHBIMU ClIOBaMH, TOT MaJblii He-
raTuB, KOTOPBIA HEe OpOocaeT TeHb Ha JOCTIXKEHUS COIaIN3Ma, JIETKO MOIaeTCsl u-
arHOCTHKE, OCOOEHHO COIMMOMETPUIECKON, 1 OBICTPO yCTPAHSICTCS.

[Tosutusa B mpoekte CO O4YeHb MHOTO, HETaTHBa — OYEHb Mao. MIHave u ObITh
He Mor1o: «CoBpeMEHHBIN YUTaTe b NPOeKTa ,,ColManbHas OpraHu3aius’, BO3MOXKHO,
OyZeT yAMBJIEH €Tro SI3bIKOM, €r0 MOCTOSHHBIMHU CCBUIKAMH Ha TO WJIM MHOE pPEIIeHUe
MapTChe3/10B, Ha To WK nHoe nocraHoBinenue LIK u CoBmuna. Ho Ha 3TOM s13bIKE TOBO-
puia — U He MOTJia TOBOPUTH MHaue — Best corrosorus 60—380-x romosy [1. C. 42].

[TockonbKy OTKIIOHEHHS B pabOTy MPENNpHUATHS B 3HAUUTEIILHOM Mepe MPUBHOCAT-
sl U3BHE (a HEPEJIKO TOJIBKO M3BHE), pa3paboTUMKU cOCTaBWIM Kiaccupukauu. Cpeau
thakropoB CO Ha mepBOE€ MECTO MOCTABUIIMA 9KOAOUYECKUE (hakmopbl, T.e. «OmKaii-
HIyI0 Teorpaduyeckyro U OOIECTBEHHYIO Cpely, C KOTOPOH Yy MPEeIIpUsATHS UMEETCs
yCTOIUMBas CBs3b, 00HAPYKUBAIOIIASICS KaK apeat MasTHUKOBOM MUTPAIIMU HACEJICHHSI,
3aHATOrO Ha npennpustium» (1). B mporpaMme ObLTH BBEIEHBI IOHSTHS Ye/108e4eCKUll
nomeHyuan U CoOYUaIbHblll NOMEHYUA pecuoHd, a OCHOBHAs TIpobiieMa ompesiesieHa Kak
HEOOXOIMMOCTh COOTBETCTBHUS YEJIOBEUECKOr0 TOTEHIIMAA TpeOOBAaHUAM pabounX MECT
npeanpusTusi. B3auMoOTHOIIEHHSI IPENIPUSATHS U CPEbl PACCMATPUBAIUCH, C OJJHOM
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CTOPOHBI, KaK CIUXULIHbII npoyecc CIpoca U NMPeUIoKeHUs pabouel CHIIbL, a C JIpy-
roll — Kak yenexanpasienHvle peakyuy pyKOBOJCTBA MPEANPUATHUS, TOPO/A UIH OT-
paciu X034HCTBA Ha CIIOKUBIIYIOCS CUTyaluio. Mepa BIMSHHS COLMATBHON CpPEIbl
u peaknust Ha Hee CO mpeAnpusTHs BBICTYNAIH B KAYECTBE MPEIMETA UCCICAOBAHUS
[1.C. 18].

Pazymeercsi, cloHTaHHBIE TIPOLIECCHI IO OMPEACICHUIO HE MOTJIH JOMUHUPOBATH
HaJ INIAaHOMCPHBIMHU, NaK€ KOI’Ja MHOKWJIKNCh B YUCJIC WM BBIXOAWIIU 3a BCC MBICIIN-
mble paMku. ColuanbHas OpraHu3anus My/pa 1o caMmoil cBoei mpupoje, nbo Bceraa
CTPCMUTCA YPABHOBECUTDH IIJIOXOC XOPOLIUM. Ona YCTOIZQHBa, IMMOCKOJIBKY MBICIHUTCA
KaK «OoJibIasi, OTKpBITasi, HEPAPXUUECKU OPTaHU30BAHHAS CUCTEMA, SKBU(UHAIBHO
(B 3aBHCUMOCTH HE OT MCXOJHBIX YCJIOBHiA, a OT IapaMeTPOB CaMOI CHUCTEMBI), COXpa-
HSTIOIIAsT ceOsl WM Pa3BUBAIOLIASCS B HAMIPABICHUH MOABIKHOTO paBHOBecus» [1. C. 45].

IToMuMO 3KONIOTMYECKUX B IPOEKTE OBLIM BBIIEIEHBI €lle /1B IpyMIibl (PakTo-
POB — TEXHHYECKHE (CHCTeMa PabO4YnX MECT) M IKOHOMHUYECKHE, KOTOPBIE U3YYaIHCh
IyTEM COIOCTABJICHUs OXXMIAEMBIX, 3aIJIJAHUPOBAHHBIX PE3YJIbTATOB C (PAKTHUECKUMU
pe3yibTaTaMu AesITENbHOCTH TPYJIOBOTO KOJUIEKTHBA (2). B mMoMHOM cMBICIE 3KOHO-
MHUYECKUMH UX Ha3BaThb HEJb3sl, OCKOJIBKY COIMAIMCTHUECKOE XO3SHCTBO HE UMEIIO
HUYETO OOIIEro ¢ ppIHOYHON SKOHOMMKOW, KOHKYPEHILIMEH U MPUObLIbIO, @ BCE OTHO-
ICHUS BHYTPH MPEINPUATHS ObLIH O€3/1€HEKHBIMU.

Tpu rpymmbl GakTOPOB — SKOIOTHYECKUE, TEXHUUECKUE U SKOHOMUYECKHE — BBI-
NOMHSITY (DYHKUHMIO IEKOPAIMid K TJIABHOMY CIEKTAKI0. J[eWCTBYIOMIMX JIHIl B TAKOM
CIIeHapuH OBLTO JIBOE — COIMAIbHAS TPYIINA U UHIUBH (JTMYHOCTH). MeXIly HUMH pa3-
BOpauMBajIach OrpOMHAs NMaHOpPaMa COLMAJIBHOTO B3aMMOJCHCTBHSA, LIEHTPAILHBIM MO-
MCHTOM KOTOPOI'O SABJIAJICSA MPOLICCC YIIPABJICHUS. COOTBETCTBEHHO UM OBLIN IIOCBS-
IEHBI TPH CHienranbHbIe porpammbl: 1) «ConuanbHble TPYNBI HA TPOMBIIIIICHHOM
OpeAnpUsITAN 1 3PPEKTUBHOCTH IPYIIIOBBIX MporieccoB» (pykyooaurens H.U. Jla-
MUH) — camas OOIIMpHAs U TIIyOOKO CTPYKTYpHpOoBaHHas; 2) « IHIUBUI B TIPOMBIIII-
JIeHHOH opranu3amu (MexaHu3Mbl COIMATPHON aaanTalui WHANBU/IA K IPOMBIIIUICH-
HoM opranmzanuu)» — H.®. Haymosa (pykoBoaurens), M.U. 3aiinieBa, 3.M. Kopikena;
3) «CornmanbHbIe MPOIECCH YIIPABICHHUS Ha MPEANPHATHI» — aBTOP U PYKOBOAUTEIH
A.WN. Tlpuroxwun; B ucciaenopannu ydactoBanu b.B. Opemun, JI.C. [1lunosa.

OyHKIMK U TPEAHA3HAYCHHUE ITUX MPOorpamMM ObUM pa3HbIMH. COLUATIBHBIE TPYII-
bl TIPUBHOCHIIN B TIPOEKT COIMOJIOTHYECKYIO (MHCTHTYTBI, CTaTyChl, POJIH, B3aUMOICH-
CTBHE) U COLMAIILHO-TICUXOJIOTMYECKYIO (CIUIOUEHHOCTh, MOPAJIbHBIN KIUMAT, KOH(IHUK-
TBI) IpoOJIeMaTHKy. UHAMBUA — 3TO MUP HEHHOCTEH M IIEHHOCTHBIX OPUCHTAIIUH,
MHTEPECOB, MOTHUBALIMH, MOTPEOHOCTEH M TMOBEACHHS (TOXKE COLUATbHO-TICHXOJIOTHYe-
CKasi TeMaTHKa, HO 0e3 Hee He 00XOUTCS HM OJIHO 3amajHoe uccienaosanue). K uectu
aBTOPOB MPOEKTa HA/IO0 CKa3aTh, YTO BCEMHU CHJIAMH OHHU CTAPAUCh YHTH OT MEXaHH-
YEeCKOT0 MOAPaXaHUsI COIMAIBHBIM TICHXOJIOTaM M CO3/1aTh CBOIO COOCTBEHHYIO, CO-
IIHOJIOTUYECKYIO, BEPCUIO COLMANBHBIX TPYII B OpraHu3anuu. [Ipennpustiue MpICiIu-
JIOCh MU KaK IepeceyeHrne HeCKOIbKUX TPYI (PaKTOPOB: JIMYHOCTHBIX (TIporpaMma
H.®. HaymoBoii), tokanbHbIX (1ocenenue, mporpamma O.U. [lIkapartana), oTpacieBbix
1 MakpocouuaiabHbIX. [Ipu paccmoTtpennn CO Kak CUCTEMBI COLMATIBHBIX TPYIIT aBTOPbI
CTPEMIIIUCH COYETaTh MAKpO- U MUKPOIIOJIXO/bI, OCTaBasICh MPH 3TOM COIHOJIOTaMH,
HE Mepexo/Is Ha MO3ULIUH COLUAIbHOM MICUXOJIOTHH, XOTSI U COMPUKAacasich ¢ Heto. TpeThbs
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[porpamMma jJiaBajia OOIIyI0 SKCIO3UILINIO TOCTAHOBKH, IIOCKOJIBKY ITPH OMOIIIH YITPaB-
JICHUS] MO>KHO OBLIO KOHTPOJIMPOBAThH U TPYIIIbI, U OTACIBHBIX JIFoAeH. B xauecTBe He-
MIOCPEACTBEHHOTO MPEIMETa UCCIIeI0BaHMsl ObLT B3STHI IIPOLIECCHL: 1) MPUHATHSA pele-
HUSL; 2) OCYIIECTBJICHUS PeUIeHus; 3) B3aUMOICHCTBUS PEUICHHUS C OPTaHU3AIMOHHOM
cpenoil.

H.W. Jlanuu npuien K 3akIr04eH o, 4To B odmmeTeopernyeckoM miane CO npen-
MPUSTHS — 3TO M €CTh CUCTEMa COIMANIbHBIX Tpymi. [Ipu conmanusMe, 0 MHEHUIO
aBTOPOB MPOEKTa, OHA IPUHUMAET crelupUuecKyto (opMy TPyLOBOr0O KOJUIEKTHBA.
CO (TpynoBO# KOJUIEKTHB) MPEANPHUATHS BKIIOYALT:

A. Ilenessie rpynnsl (L"), koTopsle auddepeHupyoTcs 10 YpOBHAM OpraHu3a-
LUOHHOW CTPYKTYPBI: OT HMPEANPHUITHS KaK 1IEJ0r0 J0 NEePBUYHOTO 3BeHa (IEPBUYHOTO
TPYAOBOT'O KOJIJIEKTHBA):

— Ha Bcex ypoBHax L' BkimouaroT hopmannzoBaHHbIe M He(OPMaIM30BAHHbIE
KOMIIOHEHTBI WJIM JjBa TUIA OpraHu3oBaHHOCTeH, T.e. CO ecTh neperuiere-
Hue GopmaiibHO 1 HepopmanbHO# opranmzanuii (A.W. [Ipuroxun BBen
ele MoATUI BHE(hOPMAIbHOM OpraHM3aIii); YeM BbIIIE YPOBEHb OpraHH3a-
MOHHON CTPYKTYPBI, TEM BBIIIE CTENEHb (POPMATTM3AIMK TPYIIIOBBIX OTHO-
IICHU, 1 HA000POT;

— Ha MEPBUYHOM YPOBHE MBI UMEEM JIEJI0 ¢ MaJIbIMU IpyHIaMu — Kak ¢ (op-
MaJIbHBIMH LIEJIEBBIMH, TaK ¥ ¢ He(OPMAIBHBIMH COIIMAILHO-TICUXO0JI0THYe-
CKHMH; COIIMOJIOTa MHTEPECYET MPEeXk/Ie BCEro X B3aUMOACHCTBHUE, a TAKKE
ero BIMsHUE Ha 3(PPEKTUBHOCTD IPEITPHUSITHS.

b. MakpocormanbHble TPYHIIbL: KJIAaCCOBO-CIOEBBIE, MPOQeccCHOHaTbHO-KBATH(DH-
KaI[MOHHbIE, 3THOZEMOTpaIeCcKHe.

[Tporpammy o MakpocoraabHeM TpymmaM Ben B.B. Kombanosckuit. H.W. Jlamma
COCpPEIOTOUMIICS Ha TIEIEeBBIX TPYIIIAX, B TOM YHCIIe MalbIX (HehopMalibHbIX). CremyeT
TaKXXe OTMETHUTh aKTUBHYIO POJIb B POEKTE JIEHUHTpaackoro couuosora I'.C. AHTu-
MIUHOM — aBTOpa MepBOM OPOIIIOPHI O MANIBIX TPYIMIIAX, COABTOPA psia pa3ieioB Ipo-
rpaMMBI IO IEJIEBBIM TPYIIIAM.

Wrak, cuieHapwmii Oyaymieil mbechl HAIMCAH, POJIA PACIIPEIeICHbI, TePOH BBIIILTH
Ha CIIeHy, HO CHTHaJa K JEHCTBUIO HE JAIOT. Tak y> CIIOXKHINCH OOCTOSTENbCTBA, YTO
K MOMEHTY 3aBEpILICHHS TEOPETHUECKON (Pa3bl MPOeKTa U HaYaIy SMIIMPHUYECKON arl-
pobammu B UKCU cmenmcst mupektop: mecto A.M. Pymsanesa 3ansim M.H. PyTkeud.
C npuxonom B ampesne 1972 r. M.H. PyTkeBuua, BOIIONIABIIETO YCTAHOBKH YacCTH
MapTUIHHO-UJIEOTIOMYECKIX KPYTOB, HaYaoch paspyineHue co3nanHoro B UKCU nayu-
HoTO moTteHnuana. [Ipukasom HOBOro mupexTopa ot 28 uroHs 1972 r. ObITH UCKITIO-
4eHbl 8§ MOoHOTpadmii 1 COOPHUKOB M3 TUIAHA BBIITyCKa M3aTenbcTBa «Haykay, 25 Ha3Ba-
HU — u3 iaHa Beimycka MKCHU (MuHYys! KHWOKHBIE M37aTeNbCTBA), a 6 paboT HarpaB-
JICHBI Ha «JIONIOJTHUTEIILHOE pelieH3upoBaHuey. 1o 0butn padboTel .M. Bypmamnkoro,
B.A. I'pymnna, H.C. 3no6una, H.®. Haymosoii, B.3. lllnsnentoxa u ap. Cpean Hux
OKa3aJIuCh U TPy/ibl npoekTa «ColunalibHas OpraHu3anys TpeAnpusITUs»: COOPHUK Ma-
TepHanoB pabodero cosemmanus «MeTogonorn4ecKue MmpooaeMbl UCCIEIOBAHMUS COLIH-
QJIBHBIX TPYNI HA TPOMBILUIEHHOM MNPEANpPUATUNY» U TEOPETUKO-METOA0IOITHYECKOE
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coaepxanue mnpoekra «ColuanbHas OpraHU3alus MPOMBIIUIEHHOTO HPEIpHUTHS)
(mo 35 1. kaxaeiid). s M.H. PyTkeBuda O6bu10 HEnmpremiieMo caMo CIIOBOCOUYETAHUE
«colMalibHasl OpraHu3alys NPeAnpUATHs». A 1 ero HOKPOBUTE, aMOMIIMO3HOTO
cekperapst MI'K KITCC B.H. Slronkuna nogo3purensHa Obiia Best corpioniorus [1. C. 33].

Taxum 00pa3om, camblif TPaHAMO3HBIA M (PyHIaMEHTANbHO pa3padOTaHHBIN MPo-
eKT 10 COLMATIbHOM OpraHU3allly, peaar3alusi KOTOporo Moria Obl Cepbe3HO MPO/IBU-
HYTh BIIEpE]] HAIly HAayKy, ObLT MOXOPOHEH CBOEBOJBHBIM PEIICHHEM TPYTIITbI apTHii-
HbIX (pyHKIMOHEpoB. Benen 3a pykoBoaurenem npoekta CO H.U. JlanuueiM neTom
1973 r. u3 Uuctutyra B Apyrue yupexaenus yuu 9.M. Kopxesa, H.®. Haymosa,
A.N. Ilpuroxun, E.A. Boromonosa, B.I'. Iloropenkuii, P.1. Xaupos u ap.

HauvansctBy MKCH He ynanock 3aMoi4aTh UCTHHY, a B O(DUIIMATIBHOM OTYeTe
WucturyTta 66110 cKa3aHo: «Bceero 3a HenomHble 5 neT (¢ cenTsiops 1968 roga mo mait
1973 roga BKIIOUUTENBHO):

¢ IloaroroBieHa M 4YaCTUYHO peau30BaHa MPOrpaMMa FeHEpaIbHOIO IPOEKTa
«CoumarnbHasi OpraHu3alysl MPOMBIIUICHHOTO HPEINPHUATHS U ITyTH HOBBILICHUS ee 3(¢-
(eKTUBHOCTH (COOTHOIICHHE TUIAHUPYEMBIX U CIOHTAHHBIX (PAaKTOPOB COLMATIBHBIX
IPOLIECCOBY), KOTOPas U3JI0KEHA B TPEX YaCTSIX 0OIIHUM 00bEeMOM CBBIIIE 35 I1.JI.

¢ Paszpabotanbl 73 METOUMKN KOHKPETHBIX UCCIIEJOBAHUM.

¢ Ilposenens! 28 smnupuyeckux uccienoanuid Ha 100 oObekTax; obiee yuciIo
PECIIOHIEHTOB — OKOJIO 25 ThICAY.

¢ [Ilo pe3ynabTaTaM 3MIMPHUYECKUX HCCIEAOBAHUN MPEICTABIECHbI B JUPEKIIHIO
UKCH, Ipe3unnym AH CCCP u napTuiiHbie opransl 22 JOKJIQIHbIE 3aUCKU U JIPY-
rue MaTepHuassl o0mumM oobemMoM cbiine 30 ..

¢ OmnyOnuKoBaHbI ¥ OATOTOBIEHBI K Neyatd 98 pabot oM oobemMoM 286 1.1

¢ Cpenanbl okoso 60 JOKIa 0B HA HAYYHBIX (POpyMax B CTpaHe U 3a pyOexkoMm.

¢ 3anuuieHsl U NOATOTOBJIEHBI K 3aumuTe 14 KaHIUOATCKUX JTHCCEPTAIU»
[1.C. 34].

ITpoext CO BBINOIHMII CBOIO UCTOPUYECKYIO MUCCHIO — C(HOPMHUPOBAJI OTPOMHBIHA
KaJpOBBIM U TEOPETUUECKUIA 3a/1eM1 Ha Oy/ymiee. PazorHanHble YNHOBHOM BOJIEH COTpY-
HHUKH YCTPOWJIMCH HA JIpyrue MecTa padoThl, MPOAOIKAs HayYHbIE U3bICKAHHS, COBEP-
I1as1 OTKPBITHUS, TOATBEPXK/Iasi OTHAXKAbI OOHAPYKEHHBIE BHIBOBI, IPOBO/IS MHOKECTBO
IMITUPUYECKUX UCCIICIOBAHUH 110 CAaMOMY LIMPOKOMY Kpyry mpobiem. Crucok my0mu-
Karuid cotTpyaHukoB npoekta CO Brimodaer 35 monorpaduii, 10 npobiemHo-TemaTiye-
CKHX cOopHUKOB U Oonee 50 crarteil. A BCero Ha c4eTy yYaCTHHKOB IPOEKTA CBBIIIE
600 myOnuKanu.

[Iponomkanucek U SMIUPUYECKUE UCCIEOBaHUS B pycie npoekra «ComuanbHas
opraamanus». [lox pykoBoacteom O.U. [llkaparana B Tatapuu Benuch ucciea0BaHUs
COIMANIBHBIX MPOOJIeM PEeTHOHAIBHOTO pa3BUTHSL. [Ipu ero comeicTBUM s MOMyYHIT BO3-
MOYHOCTb MPUMEHHUTH METOOJIOTHIO U3YUEHHUS 1IeIEBbIX TPYII Ha IpeanpusaTusix « TaT-
HedTny, HemocpeacTBeHHO — B HI'JIY «AnbMeTtseBHE(DTHY, TIIE A.B. THx0oHOB co3man
COIIMOJIOTMYECKYIO TaOOpaTOpHIO, a 3aTEM €€ PYKOBOJIUTEIIEM CTal MO OBIBIIMI ac-
nupanT FO.E. JIy6epman. 1o ero nnunmatuse B Kazanu ObUT MOATOTOBJIECH U M3JaH
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npobiaeMHO-TeMaTHyeckuid cOOpHUK «COoLMOIIOrHs U MIPOU3BOJCTBOY»: B HEIO BOILIN
crateu pykoBomutenei «Tataedtn» (A.B. Bamixanos, P.T. bynrakoB) u psia y4acr-
nukoB nipoekta CO: FO.E. Jly6epmana, 9.M. Kopskesoit, H.W. Jlanuna, H.®. HaymoBoit,
I0.JI. Heiimepa, A.B. Tuxonosa, B.H. Illanenko. 31oT cOOpHUK ¢ MHTEpecOM ObLI
BcTpeueH B «TatHedTn» 1 paboTHUKaMHU psiia APYrux HeTeq00BIBAIOMINX MIPEIITPHU-
atuil cTpaHbl. TeopeTnueckuM OOOOIIEHHEM U JTAIBHEHIINM pa3BUTHEM psla Hiei
NpoeKTa craiu 35 MoHOorpaduil HeNOCpeACTBEHHBIX y4yacTHUKOB mpoekTa «CO mpen-
npusATys». OHOM U3 MOIIHBIX BETBEW COLIMOJIOTMM OpPraHu3alui cTajla COLUOJIOTHUS
nHHOBaIMK. CBUIETENBCTBOM COBPEMEHHOIO 3Tala JIALIEHCS )KU3HH MPOEKTa CTaIN
erte 10 MmoHOrpadwmii €ero HEMOCPEICTBEHHBIX YYACTHUKOB 3a MOCIISTHUE JBEHAIATD JIET.

NMPUMEYAHUA

(1) CreumanbHast mporpamMma «OKOIOTHYECKHE (AKTOPBI COLMATBHONW OpraHHW3alMH IpeIIpHs-
Tus» — pykoBoautens O.W. Hlkaparan, yuactauku — M.B. Bopmesckuii, B./I. I'myxoB u np.
ITo cyTH, 06BEKTOM H3y4EHHS SIBISUTICH CONMATBHO-3K00rIIeckne GakTopsl CO IpeanpHusTHsL.
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The article considers Moscow Sociological School of the 1960s — 1970s, which originated on the
basis of the research project “Social Organization” developed by talented Moscow sociologists and philo-
sophers. Under the leadership of N.I. Lapin, they made a methodological breakthrough that was not cor-
rectly understood at that time and is still underestimated. The concept “labor collective” used by the
overwhelming majority of Soviet scientists to describe personnel of an industrial enterprise or a work-
ing team had a huge ideological potential and was politically engaged. This concept helped not to ex-
plain the empirical data, but rather to demonstrate the high socialist morality of the working class and
its solidarity with the leading party cell. The sector for the study of labor collectives was established in
1968, and in 1969 it was transformed into a department focusing on the world science achievements.
Due to the thorough study of such innovations, the concept “labor collective” gradually evolved into a more

* © A.I. Kravchenko, 2017.

HISTORY, THEORY AND METHODOLOGY OF SOCIOLOGICAL RESEARCH 211



Kpasuenko A.U. Becmnux PY/[H. Cepua: COLJUOJIOI'HA. 2017. T. 17. Ne 2. C. 202—212

fruitful and promising concept “social organization”. Such a methodological move allowed to use the
system approach that was popular at that period, to rely on the findings of Western sociology, mainly on the
structural-functional analysis, and on the motivational models of social interaction developed in management.
In just five years, participants of the project conducted 28 empirical studies of 100 objects. The total number
of respondents was about 25 thousand. The list of publications of the project participants consists of 35 mono-
graphs, 10 thematic collections and more than 50 articles (more than 600 publications in total). The team
of scientists was dismissed for political reasons.

Key words: social organization; scientific school; management; sociology; labor collective; envi-
ronmental factors; human potential; socio-technical system
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In the second half of the XX century, the humankind witnessed the insurmountable and irreversible
power of globalization processes, which influence all spheres of social life and establish a global system
of interdependency between countries and nations. Globalization within impetuous changes in global
political, social and economic systems has determined dramatic shifts in the international migration processes
that lead to the new stage of migration history. In nowadays globalized world, international migration
has become a reality for almost all corners of the globe. The author considers features of the recent trends
of international migration: the unprecedented growth of the international migration flows; the widening
geography of international migration that involves nearly all countries of the world; qualitative changes
in the structure of international migration flows; the key role of economic migration; the permanent growth
and structural intricateness of irregular migration; the increasing scale and geographical widening of forced
migration; the growing importance of international migration for the demographic development of the world,
countries of both origin and destination. All these trends combined prove that the international migration
patterns have become more complex. The author analyzes the legal framework of the international migra-
tion processes, and gives recommendations on the ways to improve the control and regulation of migration
processes. Specific issues related to the social challenges of international migration are also discussed
in the article.

Key words: international migration; sociology of migration; globalization of migration; demographic
development; economic development; migration policy; migration processes

THE INCREASING SCALE OF INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION

International migration has accelerated over the last fifty years. Globalization pro-
cesses have set in motion vast and often uncontrolled international migration flows and,
thus, turned the international migration into the most important global phenomena, which
influences the world economy and international security. Today, more people live outside
their countries of origin than ever before, and international migration has become much
more diverse in terms of origins and destinations of migrants.

* © A.L Aleshkovski, 2016.
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The scale of the international migration flows allows considering it a phenomenon
of global influence. According to the United Nations Population Division 2015 estimates,
more than 244 million people live outside their countries of birth. Currently, international
migrants make up nearly 1 of every 32 people in the world, almost 1 of every 8 people
in the developed regions and nearly 1 of every 65 people in the developing ones [12].
All together international migrants could now constitute the world’s fifth most populous
nation if they all lived in the same place — after China, India, the United States and
Indonesia [15].

The Table 1 shows that in the last fifty years there have been significant changes
in the regional distribution of the international migration flows. If the majority of inter-
national migrants (57.2%) in 1960 settled in the developing regions, now more than
half (57.6%) of international migrants has settled in the developed regions. The most
perceptible changes are typical for Europe and North America where the number of in-
ternational migrants has increased over the period of 1960—2015 by 5.3 and 4.3 times
respectively. Currently, Europe is the region with the highest number of international
migrants (more than 76.15 million people in 2015), followed by Asia (75.08) and North
America (54.49) [12].

Table 1
International migrant stock at mid-year by major area/region (in millions)

Major Area, Region 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2005 2010 2015
World 75.46 81.34 99.28 152.56 | 172.70 | 191.27 | 221.71 | 243.70
Developed regions 32.31 38.36 47.46 82.38 | 103.38 | 117.18 | 132.56 | 140.48
Developing regions 43.15 42.97 51.82 70.18 69.32 74.09 89.15 | 103.22
Europe 14.24 18.79 21.89 49.22 56.27 64.09 72.37 76.15
Africa 9.13 9.94 14.10 15.69 14.80 15.19 16.84 20.65
Asia 28.48 27.82 32.11 48.14 49.34 53.37 65.91 75.08
Latin America 6.01 5.68 6.08 717 6.59 7.23 8.24 9.23
and the Caribbean
North America 12.51 12.99 18.09 27.61 40.35 45.36 51.22 54.49
Oceania 2.13 3.03 3.75 4.73 5.36 6.02 7.13 8.10

Source: author’s estimates based on [12; 13]

The important indicator, which reflects the ratio of international migration, is the
growing share of international migrants in the total population of the receiving states.
In 1960, there were 27 countries in the world with the percentage of international mi-
grants up to 10%, while in 2015 the number of such countries reached 92, and in 16 coun-
tries the share of international migrants exceeded 50% [12]. The share of migrants in
the total population in 1960—2015 increased most significantly in the oil-producing
countries of the Persian Gulf: in Bahrain from 17.1% to 51.1%, in Kuwait — from 32.6%
to 73.6%, in Qatar — from 32% to 75.5%, in the UAE — from 2.4% to 88.4%, in Saudi
Arabia — from 1.6% to 32.3% (Table 2).

Thus, in the contemporary world, the international migration flows became the
global phenomena, which influence all spheres of life of the global community, and in-
ternational migration became one of the key factors of social and economic development
of the states.
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Table 2
Countries with the largest share of international migrants
Country 1960 Country 2015
Israel 56.1% UAE 88.4%
Jordan 43.1% Qatar 75.5%
Kuwait 32.6% Kuwait 73.6%
Qatar 32.0% Bahrein 51.1%
Singapore 31.7% Singapore 45.4%
Brunei Darussalam 25.2% Oman 41.1%
Cdte d'lvoire 18.0% Jordan 41.0%
Bahrein 17.1% Lebanon 34.1%
Australia 16.6% Saudi Arabia 32.3%
Canada 15.0% Switzerland 29.4%

Source: author’s estimates based on [12; 13]; only countries with the population exceeding 500 thousand

THE WIDENING GEOGRAPHY
OF INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION

The widening geographical scope of international migration was determined by new
social links and migration networks established between countries as a result of the glo-
balization processes. Migration social networks facilitate potential migrants’ movements
by providing necessary information and assistance. Such networks can also help to over-
come the restrictions in admission policies. Nowadays all countries of the world partici-
pate in the international migration to a greater or lesser extent. Even such “closed” states
as Northern Korea or Cuba are getting more and more active in the migration processes
though the emigration here is much more strictly controlled than immigration unlike
many other countries. Despite the fact that the majority of international migrants come
from developing countries, the contemporary migration flows do not have only “South —
North” or “East — West” vectors. Nearly half of all reported migrants move from one
developing country to another and approximately the same amount move from devel-
oping countries to the developed ones. In other words, the number of migrants who
move from “South to South” is balances by the number of migrants who move from
“South to North”.

In the XXI century, all countries and regions of the world are in one way or an-
other destination for some migrants. The era of fast transportation affects every country,
and international migrants can be found everywhere. According to the UN estimates,
in 2015 the only sovereign state in the world with the number of international migrants
less than 1 thousand people, was the Republic Tuvalu (the number of its inhabitants is
below 10.5 thousand) [12]. In 1960, there were 41 countries with the number of migrants
exceeding 300 thousand people, in 2000 — already 66 countries, in 2015 — 81 and in 37
the number of international migrants exceeded 1 million, while in 10 countries — 5 mil-
lion. The USA are at the top of the list (46.6 million), Germany (12) and Russia (11.6)
(Table 3).

Thus, the shifts in the global migration over the last 60 years were primarily
determined by the considerable changes of geography of international migrant flows
and by the increasing number of countries involved in the migration processes.
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Table 3
Ten countries with the largest number of international migrants (in millions)
1960 2000 2015
USA 10.83 USA 34.81 USA 46.63
India 9.41 Russia 11.90 Germany 12.01
Pakistan 6.35 Germany 8.99 Russia 11.64
France 3.51 India 6.41 Saudi Arabia 10.19
Canada 2.77 France 6.28 United Kingdom 8.54
Argentina 2.60 Ukraine 5.23 UAE 8.10
Poland 2.42 Canada 5.51 Canada 7.84
Indonesia 1.86 Saudi Arabia 5.26 France 7.78
Australia 1.70 United Kingdom 4.73 Australia 6.76
United Kingdom 1.66 Australia 4.39 Spain 5.85

Source: author’s estimates based on [12; 13]

QUALITATIVE CHANGES
IN THE STRUCTURE OF INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION

The profound global changes in the second half of the XX century were determined
by the development of the post-industrial sector of economy and the corresponding
transformation of the global labor market demands, as well as by liberal reforms and
democratic shifts in the post-communist and developing countries. They encouraged
a qualitatively new stage in the development of international migration with the following
key changes: a shift from permanent to temporary migration, from unqualified to quali-
fied migration, and to the feminization of migration.

The current researches do not provide reliable information on the temporary mi-
gration for temporary movements are not recorded and there is no detailed or regular
information about temporary migrants. However, the surveys conducted in some coun-
tries of destination and statistics on migration prove that in the recent five decades the
number of permanent (or long-term) migrants was rising gradually, while the number
and frequency of short-term movements were growing much faster.

Within the international migration, the labor migration was growing most rapidly.
This has to do with the greater availability of transport facilities that make migration
easier and “reduce” the distance between countries and continents. Under these condi-
tions, the temporary work abroad is more preferable than emigration, because it involves
fewer material and non-material costs. On the other hand, globalization of the labor mar-
ket requires more flexible migration behavior that can be partially guaranteed by the
labor migration. Attraction of foreign workers on a temporary basis also corresponds
to the immigration policy goals in the developed countries that form the “globalization
elite” and in many respects define conditions for other countries participation in the glo-
balization processes. The labor markets of developed countries are in a constant demand
for foreign labor of two “polar” types’: unqualified workers and workers highly qualified
in technologies. At the same time, the demand for foreign labor in countries of destination
evolves towards more qualified labor, and receiving countries encourage the qualified
immigration for the needs of the national economy branches that face labor deficit.

The current shifts in the qualitative structure of migration flows mean mainly the
growth of the number of professionals among international migrants. This trend is closely
related to probably the most painful phenomenon within the international migration,
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the so-called “brain drain”, i.e. the non-return migration of highly qualified specialists —
scientists, engineers, physicians, etc. (including potential intellectuals such as students,
post-graduate students, trainees). The policy aimed to attract skilled personnel from other
countries is widely used by the developed countries, primarily by the USA. On the other
hand, low- and non-skilled migrants face new barriers to access the countries of final
destination, while the push factors in less developed states still exist together with the pull
factors in receiving countries. Thus, the receiving states are to develop guest workers
programs for temporary attraction of low-skilled migrants [6. P. 127—151].

Traditionally it is believed that the majority of international migrants are males,
while females migrants are usually family members of male migrants. However, at the
beginning of the 1990-s the researchers noticed that today more women migrate not
to join their partner, but in search of better-paid employment. In 2015, women’s share
of international migrants in the developed countries exceeded 51% (in the world — 48%).
The share of female migrants is biggest in Nepal (69%), Moldova (65%), and Latvia
(60%) [12]. In many respects, the latter fact is related to the structural modifications
of the world economy that accompany globalization processes. The development of the
services economy leads to the changes in the labor market structure in the developed
countries (textile industry, leisure industry, social services, sex services, etc.) and to
the constantly growing demand for female migrants including those occupied in unquali-
fied jobs.

Thus, the feminization of migration flows is one of the important trends in the con-
temporary international migration, which is accompanied by the increase of human traf-
ficking, smuggling of migrants and other exploitative practices. The latter is due to the
fact that women tend to work in the gender-segregated sectors of economy, such as
domestic services and a leisure sphere, and they are much more likely to suffer gender
discrimination than male migrants [10. P. 20]. These trends generate the challenge for
defending human rights of labor migrants (mainly women) as a priority task of national
and international institutes focused on migration issues.

TYPES OF THE CONTEMPORARY GLOBAL MIGRATION

The international migration flows develop under the influence of different factors,
among which economic factors are preliminary. The growing role and scale of economic
migration (mainly labor migration) is the most stable and long-lasting trend of interna-
tional migration. It gained crucial impulse under the expansion of capitalist economy
and commercialization of labor. Under the globalization of the world economy the most
important challenge is the formation of the world labor market with export and import
labor resources of the unprecedented scale.

Despite the fact that it is difficult to estimate the international labor migration flows
for not all countries monitor such and a considerable part of labor migration is illegal,
the international labor migration has gained a considerable scale and is still growing.
According to the recent ILO estimates, there were 150.3 million migrant workers in the
world in 2013 compared to 86 million in 2000 and 3.2 million in 1960. Almost half
(48.5%) of migrant workers are concentrated in two broad sub-regions — North America
and Northern, Southern and Western Europe (Table 4). These sub-regions together make
up 52.9% of female migration and 45.1% of male migration [7].
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Table 4
Distribution of migrant workers by sub-regions in 2013

Broad sub-region Millions %
World 150.3 100
Northern, Southern and Western Europe 35.8 23.8
Eastern Europe 13.8 7
North America 37.1 24.7
Latin America and the Caribbean 4.3 2.9
Sub-Saharan Africa 7.9 5.3
North Africa 0.8 0.5
Central and Western Asia 7 4.7
Arab States 17.6 11.7
Eastern Asia 5.4 3.6
South-Eastern Asia and the Pacific 11.7 7.8
Southern Asia 8.7 5.8

Source: author’s estimates based on [7]

Three key factors determine expansion of international labor migration and increase
of its role [6. P. 18]: the “pull” of changing demographic situation (mainly of population
ageing) and labor market needs in the developed countries; the “push” of demographic
factors in developing countries, of growing differences in income and possibilities bet-
ween developing and developed regions, and of increasing gap between the most dy-
namic countries and the rest of the developing world; established inter-country networks
based on family, culture and history.

Remittances are the immediate and tangible benefit of international labor migration.
While receiving countries financially benefit from labor migration mainly via receiving
tax payments, for sending countries the financial inflows from migrant workers are
more diverse.

Thus, labor migration, i.e. global flows of human capital, has become an important
factor of global economy development and at the same time a result and source of the
increasing interdependence of countries and regions. The international mobility of people
in search of jobs in the globalizing world will definitely increase, so it is necessary for
countries of origin and destination of migrant workers to develop effective and fair means
for managing labor migration.

Labor migration is closely related to another trend of the contemporary international
migration — a permanent growth of irregular immigration. There are no reliable data
on irregular migrants: according to different estimates, 10% to 15% of international mi-
grants stay in the countries of destination breaking the law. In other words, irregular
migrants form about a half of legal labor migration, and their number is not reducing
despite restricting immigration rules and laws against irregular immigration. Moreover,
countries widely using the labor of irregular migrants replenish their labor force from
the developing countries. For example, Mexico, the biggest supplier of irregular immi-
grants in the world, is at the same time a receiving society for about 1 million irregular
immigrants from Latin America and the Caribbean. It should be noted that the devel-
opment of irregular immigration leads to the new categories and groups of migrants who
violate the law (migration laws, labor codes, etc.), both in destination and transit countries.
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Whatever routes and methods migrants use to enter a destination country and what-
ever methods are used to stop them, it is impossible to effectively oppose the irregular
immigration under the existing capitalistic norms when employers are interested in cheap
labor of irregular migrants deprived of civil rights, so irregular migrants become “pure
taxpayers” beneficial for employers and for the receiving state. Combined with demo-
graphic pressure and economic push factors in sending countries, these circumstances
make irregular migration in the contemporary world structurally insurmountable. The
latter does not mean, however, that the scale of irregular immigration is not to be re-
strained. In particular, it can be done by more effective management of legal migration
flows. The most important issue for receiving countries is to realize that the irregular
immigration is not a form of terrorism or criminality, which needs to be fought by all
state means. Nor they are to run to another extreme and open the doors wide for im-
migrants, so that their own citizens will have to defend their rights against undesirable
invasion.

Forced migration is a variety of spatial movements and permanent or temporary
changes in place of residence caused by extreme reasons not depending on people’s
will (political and ethnical conflicts, natural disasters, technological and ecological cata-
strophes, armed conflicts, etc.). Forced migrants include refugees, internally displaced
people, asylum-seekers, ecological refugees, stateless people, etc. For most of them,
emergency and life-threat push factors are decisive. Increase in the scale and geogra-
phy of forced migration is due to the current stage of international relations characterized
by political tensions, wars, ethnic conflicts, and ecological disasters (after Second World
War, there were more than 150 global and regional conflicts in the world). According
to the UNHCR data, by the end of 2015 the global figure of forced migrants was 55 mil-
lion, of which 13.7 million were refugees, 32.3 — internally displaced, 1.8 — asylum-
seekers, and 3.5 — stateless [11] (Table 5).

Table 5

Estimated forced migration stock at mid-year by major area/region (in millions)

Major area or region 1985 1990 1995 2000 2006 2015
World 10.7 14.9 27.25 21.8 32.86 54.96
Europe 0.7 0.1 6.5 5.58 3.43 3.9
Africa 3 4.6 11.8 6.06 9.75 17.76
Asia 5.1 6.8 7.9 8.45 14.91 25.94
Latin America and the Caribbean 0.4 1.2 0.1 0.58 3.54 6.67
North America 1.4 1.4 0.9 1.05 1.14 0.62
Oceania 0.1 0.1 0.05 0.08 0.09 0.07

Source: author’s estimates based on [11]

THE INCREASING ROLE OF INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION
IN THE DEMOGRAPHIC DEVELOPMENT

For most of the history, the changes in the population size were primarily deter-
mined by natural increase of population. Mortality and fertility rates, the growing gap
in demographic potentials between less developed and more developed nations, as well
as globalization of the world economy have resulted in the growing role of international
migration in the demographic development. Nowadays, international migration is one

CONTEMPORARY SOCIETY: THE URGENT ISSUES AND PROSPECTS FOR DEVELOPMENT 219



AnemkoBckuit U.A. Becmnux PY/[H. Cepua: COLJUOJIOI'HUA. 2017. T. 17. Ne 2. C. 213—224

of the key factors of stabilization of the world population. For the developed states, it is
principal (and sometimes the only) determinant of the population growth, while in the
developing states it contributes to the decrease in population growth rate and alleviates
“population pressure”. Thus, net migration from less developed regions to more devel-
oped regions exceeded 100 million in 1950—2010 [15]. The global tendency of de-
creasing population growth in developing regions is at the initial stage, while in devel-
oped countries the rate of natural population growth is often negative. Thus, the migration
potential in developing countries remains high while the developed countries depend
on immigrants inflow to withstand local population ageing. In 1950—1955 the migra-
tion increase determined only 1.7% of population growth in more developed regions, and
in 2010—2015 — more than 65% (Table 6).

Table 6
Indicators of demographic development of more developed regions, 1950—2015
Years Average annual rate Average annual rate Average annual rate
of population change of natural increase of migration increase
1950—1955 11.9 11.8 0.1
1955—1960 11.7 11.7 0.0
1960—1965 10.8 10.3 0.5
1965—1970 8.5 7.8 0.7
1970—1975 7.7 6.5 1.2
1975—1980 6.5 5.2 1.3
1980—1985 5.8 4.7 1.1
1985—1990 5.5 4.2 1.3
1990—1995 4.4 2.3 2.1
1995—2000 3.2 1.0 2.2
2000—2005 3.4 0.7 2.7
2005—2010 4.0 1.3 2.7
2010—2015 2.9 1.0 1.9

Source: author’s estimates based on [15]

It is important to highlight that international migration is not only a way to increase
the whole population size but it also has a positive impact on its age and gender structure.
In the 1990s, the latter argument was used in the “replacement migration” concept which
emphasized the potential of international migration from ‘“demographically younger
regions” to compensate for negative demographic trends in the “older” receiving states.
Whether or not “replacement migration” is able to solve population ageing problem
in the developed countries is still a scientific question that requires further discussion.
Taking into account the constant negative trends in the demographic structure (mainly
the population ageing) of developed countries, the number of immigrants required to
replace them seems too large. Russia, to keep up a stable number of labor-age population,
is to admit annually about 700— 800 thousand migrants (net migration) and gradually
increase this number up to 1.5—1.7 million by 2025 [1].

In the XXI century, depopulation trends and population ageing make international
migration a non-alternative factor of the population growth in the majority of the devel-
oped countries. Thus, not only the impact of immigration on the population size in re-
ceiving countries is to be considered, but also the fundamental shifts in reproductive
behavior, gender, age and ethnic structure of the receiving countries under the inflow
of immigrants from distant regions.
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THE INTERNATIONAL MIGRATION MANAGEMENT

The transformations of migration processes at the global scale drew scientists’, of-
ficials’, politicians’, international public organizations’ and public attention to the in-
ternational migration. Also there is an obvious need for improving its management at
the national and regional levels, for developing migration policies at the global level
in the form of a system of international treaties, agreements and other bilateral and mul-
tilateral legal acts that would regulate interstate territorial movements of population,
and pursues social, economic, demographic or geopolitical purposes. At the current
stage of globalization the dual character of migration policies is clearly manifested at
three levels [2]: the global (world) level — as a result of contradictions between various
factors of international relations system (developed and developing countries, interna-
tional organizations and individual states); the regional level — as a result of counter-
acting trends for liberalization of migration regime inside integration associations and
simultaneous toughening of migration policies for the third world countries; the national
level — as a result of contradictions between social-demographic and economic interests,
on the one hand, and national security, on the other hand. Moreover, in recent years,
a policy of migrants integration in the developed countries can be implemented both
at regional and national levels.

The core of international normative framework for international migration is con-
stituted by agreements, recommendations and others legislative acts adopted at different
meetings and conferences under the auspices of international organizations, mainly
the United Nations and its agencies (UNFPA, UNCTAD, UNHCR), International Orga-
nization for Migration (IOM) and International Labour Organization (ILO). The Com-
pendium of Recommendations on International Migration and Development published
by the Department of Economic and Social Affairs of the Secretariat in 2006, defines
to what extent the adopted documents should provide guidance for governments to pro-
mote co-development initiatives in international migration management [10].

The documents of conferences and summits contain various recommendations
for improving migration policies, however, there is an obvious duality of approaches
at the global level. It is determined mainly by various actors’ contradictory interests
within the international relations system. For example, there are contradictions between
the main key countries of emigration and states of immigration. As a result, many docu-
ments and agreements signed at international conferences and ratified by an insignificant
number of countries remain non-consummated or are applied in a limited number
of countries. A typical example is the ratification of international conventions on migrant
labor force that affect the economic interests of receiving states. For instance, the 1949
Convention No. 97 “On Migrant Workers” of the International Labor Organization has
been ratified by only 26% of countries, and the 1975 Convention No. 143 “Concerning
Migrations in Abusive Conditions and the Promotion of Equality of Opportunity and
Treatment of Migrant Workers” of the ILO — by 12%. The International Convention
on the Protection of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their Families
was adopted in 1990, came into force only in 2003, and has been ratified so far by only
24% of countries (Table 7).
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Table 7
Ratification of international legal documents on international migration
Agreement Year Participants of agreements
of coming (01.01.2017)
into force
Number Share
of countries of countries

The 1949 Convention No. 97 of the ILO on Migrant Workers 1952 49 26
The 1975 Convention No. 143 of the ILO on Migrations 1978 23 12
in Abusive Conditions and the Promotion of Equality
of Opportunity and Treatment of Migrant Workers
The 1990 International Convention on the Protection 2003 48 25
of the Rights of All Migrant Workers and Members of Their
Families
The 2000 Protocol to Prevent, Suppress and Punish 2003 170 88
Trafficking, especially Women and Children
The 2000 Protocol against the Smuggling of Migrants 2004 142 73
by Land, Sea and Air
The 1951 Convention on the Status of Refugees 1954 145 75

Source: author’s estimates based on [8; 14]

At different times in history, different elements of state migration policy (emigra-
tion or immigration) dominate and define migration policies of the period. In the UN
publications on demographic policies (World Population Polices Database), there is
a specific chapter on different national governments’ approaches to the international
migration. Currently, only 13% of states (most of which are in Africa) do not regulate
immigration, while 45% (mainly countries of Africa, Europe and North America) —
do not control emigration. At the same time, all developed countries implement measures
of immigration control, while only 20% of them regulate emigration [9].

Thus, under the contemporary conditions in the majority of countries the immigra-
tion policy prevails for the governments show great interest in what immigrants are
and impose on them various requirements concerning educational level, professional
training, qualification, financial position, age, marital status, etc. Special attention is paid
to the last characteristics due to the situation at the national labor market, goals of de-
mographic policy, and aims of national security.

To conclude one feature of the international migration should be emphasized: it
has always been considered a function of the changing political, economic and social
conditions. The states strive to solve such problems by developing a well-managed mi-
gration policy, and by taking rational decisions to use the potential of international migra-
tion in the interests of countries of origin, transit and destination. To overcome the dual
character of migration policy and to take advantage of migration as a source of devel-
opment is possible only with the help of a reasonable and strategic approach to the in-
ternational migration management.
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Bo Bropoii monoBuHe XX B. UETOBEUECTBO CTAJI0 CBHJETEIEM HEMPEOIOTMMBIX U HEOOPATUMBIX
MPOLECCOB TNI00aNM3aIMK, TaK UM WHAYE OXBATHUBIIUX BCE CPEpbl KU3HU COBPEMEHHOT0 o0liecTBa
U CO3JAIOIUX ITI00aNbHYI0 CUCTEMY B3aUMO3aBUCHUMOCTH CTPaH U Hapo1oB Mupa. I'modanu3annoHHbIe
MIPOLIECCHI B COYETAHUU CO CTPEMUTENBHBIMH IIEPEMEHAMH B TTI00ATbHBIX MOTUTHYECKUX, COLHATBHBIX
1 SKOHOMHYECKHX CHCTEMaX CIIOCOOCTBOBAIM PE3KOH MHTEHCH(HMKALMH MHUTPAlMOHHBIX MPOLECCOB U
00yCI0BMIIM HACTYIIJICHHE HOBOTO ATala B MUTPALIMOHHOW UCTOPUH YelioBedecTBa. B HacTosee Bpems
B IIPOLIECCHI MEKTYHAPOJHON MUTPALIMH BOBJIEYEHBI BCE TOCYIAPCTBA, & MEKIyHAPOJHBIE MATPAHTHI CTAIH
HEOTHEMJIEMBIM JIEMEHTOM ITIO0ATBHOTO MHpa. B cTaThe paccMOTpEHbI KITIOUEBbIE TEHACHIIMN B Pa3BUTHH
MUTPAIIMOHHBIX MPOLIECCOB: OECIPEEICHTHOE PACIIMPEHHE MACIITA00B MEXIyHaPOIHONW MHUIpaLdn
1 (hopMHpOBaHHE CBOCOOPA3HON «HAIMM MHUTPAHTOBY; PACIIMPEHHE Teorpagui MEKTyHaPOIHBIX MUTPa-
Ui, BOBJICYCHUE B UX OPOHUTY BCEX CTPAH U TEPPUTOPUI MUPA; KauyeCTBEHHbBIC H3MEHEHHUS B CTPYKTYpe

*  © Anemxosckuii M.A., 2016.
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MHTPAIIMOHHBIX ITOTOKOB B COOTBETCTBHHU C MOTPEOHOCTAMH TII00ATBHOTO PBIHKA; OTPE/IeNIolIee 3Haue-
HHE SKOHOMHYECKOH W, TIPeXkKe BCETo, TPYIOBOH MHUIpaliy; HEYKIIOHHBIH POCT U CTPYKTypHasi «HEmpe-
OJIOJIIMOCTBY HeJIeTallbHOW MHUTPallii; pOCT MacTaboB U pacIIpeHue reorpauu BEIHYKIEHHBIX M-
Tparyif; Bo3pacTaHue 3HAYMMOCTH MEXTYHAPOIHONH MUTpaiy Kak (akTopa JeMorpadHaeckoro pa3BUTHL.
B coBOKYNHOCTH 3TH TEHJICHIIUHU OIPEEISIOT CYyTh COBPEMEHHOM MEX/[yHAPOJAHOW MUTPALIUU KaK IJI0-
OaIPHOTO COIMANIbHO-YKOHOMUYECKOTO Tporiecca. B cTaTbe mpoaHanM3upOBaHbI CYIIECTBYIOLIHME Ha TII0-
OaJPHOM YpOBHE MEXaHH3MBI PETYIHPOBAHHS MPOLECCOB MEKTYHAPOIHON MHUTPAIMU U TIPUBEIEHBI pe-
KOMEH/IAIIMH 110 COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUIO MUIPALIOHHON MOJIMTHKH; OTJIEIbHOE BHUMAHUE Y/CICHO COLMAIb-
HBIM TIOCTIEICTBHSIM MEXIyHapOIHONH MUTPALHH.

KoueBbie cjioBa: MeX1yHapOoIHAs MUTPAIMsl; COLMOIIOTUSI MUTPALIUK; TTI00aIM3alMsl MUTPALINY;
JeMorpauyeckoe pa3BHTHE; KOHOMHUYECKOE Pa3BHTHE; MUTPALMOHHAS IOJHUTHKA; MHUIPAllMOHHEIE
IPOLECCHI
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BJIMAHUE AYXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHbIX
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rPAXXAAHCKOM KYJIbTYPbl POCCUMCKOIO OBLLLIECTBA*

H.N. Tkauea, JI.H. BejioH0OXKO0

TroMeHCKMI HHY CTPUAJIbHBII YHUBEPCUTET
ya. Bonooapckozo 38, Tromens, 625048, Poccus
(e-mail: sever626(@mail.ru, e-mail: Inbelonozhko@gmail.com)

B crartbe npezcTaBieH COMOIIOTMYECKUI aHAN3 {yXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHBIX OPUEHTHUPOB MOJIOEKH,
a TaKkXKe X BIWSHUS Ha ()OPMHUPOBaHHE TPKAAHCKON KYJIbTYPHI, B 3HAUUTEIBHON Mepe OIpeelsroneit
(GopMBI IEATETBHOCTY UHAUBHU/IOB U COLMATIBHBIX IPYII, (YHKIIHOHUPOBAHUE COLMAIBHBIX MHCTUTYTOB.
Peanuzanust ocHOBHOH (hYHKIIMY LIEHHOCTEH — JOCTIKEHUE COBPEMEHHOM JTMUHOCTBIO HE TOJIBKO PasHOTO
poaa MaT€pUaIbHBIX 6J]3.F, HO U, TTITaBHOC, JYXOBHOI'O COBCPIICHCTBOBAHUA — ITO3BOJIUT B OHpCZlCJ]eHHOﬁ
Mepe MPEeo0JIETh KYJIbTYPHBINA pa3phlB MEX]Y JIUTOM U OCHOBHOM Maccoi rpaxkiaH, KOTOPBIH MOXET
CUMTATHCA ONHOW M3 BaKHEHINMX IPUUMH Heynad pedopmupoBanus B Poccun. MccnenoBanus tpancdop-
MAIMOHHBIX IPOLIECCOB MOPOIUIN OOIBIION MHTEpEC K U3YYEHHIO COLUAIBHOIO MOTEHIMANA MOJIOJEKU
KaK CyOBEeKTa BOCIIPOM3BOACTBA obmmecTBa. OQHUM U3 (HAaKTOPOB CyOBEKTHOCTH MOJIOJEKH BBICTYIIAET
rpaxIaHCKasi KyJIbTypa, SBISIONIAsCs KII0UYEBbIM 3JIEMEHTOM MoJepHHu3aimu. B pesynbrare ee hopmupo-
BaHHMs MTPOUCXOJUT U3MCHEHUE M aKTUBH3AIMS LICHHOCTHBIX OPUCHTALIMI MOJIOJICKH, 00YCIIaBIHBAOIINX
KauecTBEHHOE MpeoOpa3oBaHue Bcex cep o0lIecTBa. DMIUPUUECKYH0 0a3y CTaThbd COCTABHIIM PE3YJIbTAThI
ABTOPCKHUX HCCIIEIOBAHUH, POBEJCHHBIX B TeueHue 2016 r. cpeu xKuTesnei sty ropoos rora TroMeHCcKoi
obmacti. Ha ocHOBE MOITy4eHHBIX JaHHBIX aBTOPbI OTMEYAIOT HAMETHBILMIACS NEPEXOJ OT MaTePHATUCTCKHX
0XXUJIaHUH, TACCUBHOCTU M HEBBICOKUX OLIEHOK OYIYIIEro K paldoHAIbHOCTH, HHANBUYAIH3alli, OPUEH-
TalllM Ha COOCTBEHHBIE CHIBL. B kadecTBe 0HOTO U3 (h)aKTOPOB CTAHOBIICHUS T'PAXKTAHCKOHN KYJBTYPEI
BBIJIEJICHO BIMSTHHE CPEICTB MacCOBOH MH(OPMAIHH, 4TO MO3BOIMIO aBTOpaM 00OCHOBATH BIIHSHIE Macc-
Meua Ha (pOPMHUPOBAHUE HPABCTBEHHBIX, JyXOBHBIX IIEHHOCTEH MOJIOJOrO IOKOICHUSL.

KiioueBsble c10Ba: rpaxaaHCKast KyJIbTypa; MOICPHH3ALINS; [IEHHOCTHBIC OPUCHTALMN MOJIOCKHY;
COLMANM3allKs; CPeCTBA MaccoBO nH(opManum; TpaHCc(hHOPMALOHHbIE IPOLECCHI; CYOBEKTHOCTh

[IpoTuBOpEeUNBOCTL CUCTEMHBIX TpeodpasoBanuii B Poccun o0ycioBumm Bo3pacTa-
IOIllee 3HaYCHHE yXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHBIX IIEHHOCTEH, OINpeAeIomux GopMupoBaHue
JIMYHOCTH B YCJIOBUSIX COIMAIIBHBIX M3MEHEHUH. YUeT qyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHOI KOMIIO-
HEHTBI CIIOCOOCTBYET ycrexy pedopM, a ee UTHOPUPOBAHUE MPUBOAUT K BHICOKUM H3-
nep>xkaM U qucyskuusam. [IpusHaBasi, Kak 1 MHOTHE Jpyrue uccienoBarenu [15; 18;
25], 3HaueHHe TPaXKAAHCKON KyJIbTYyphl B pe(OpMUpPOBAaHIH OOIIECTBA, aBTOPHI CTATHH
aKIEHTHPYIOT BHUMaHUE Ha €€ JyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHBIX ACIEKTax, 00eCIICUNBAOIIHX,
C OTHOW CTOPOHBI, CTAOMIIbHOE CYIIECTBOBAHUE M Pa3BUTHE OOIIECTBA, C IPYroi CTO-
POHBI, 3aJIAIOIIHX MPAaBUIA U MOTHUBBI B3aMMOICHCTBUSI JTIOJICH B TIOIUTHKE, COLIUAIBHON
cdepe 1 FKOHOMUKE. YUeT TyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHBIX OCHOB Pa3BUTHS OOIIECTBA MPUBE-
JeT K TOHUMAHHUIO aKCHOJIOTMYeCKOro, HOPMaTHBHOTO, HICAOHATIBHOTO Cpe3a Mpo-
BOAMMBIX pedopM. HeoOX0MMMOCTh BBIZICIICHUS TAaHHOTO acleKTa peOopMHUPOBAHUS

*  © Tkauesa H.U., bemonoxxko JI.H., 2016.
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00yCIIOBJIEHA TEM, YTO CTPYKTYPHO-COZIEPKaTEIIbHBIE XapaKTepUCTUKU pedopM, HarpaB-
JICHHBIX HAa COLMAIILHO-TIOJMUTUYECKOE, SKOHOMUUECKOE U COIIMOKYJIbTYPHOE Pa3BUTHE
CTpaHbl, TEM CaMbIM OOpPETYT YepThl UHIUBHIYAIN3AIMN TPAKIAHCKUX UHTEPECOB, BbI-
JIBUHYB Ha TIEPBBIH IJIaH MPEJCTABICHUS O HPAaBCTBEHHOM CYBEPEHHUTETE JIMYHOCTH,
CaMOIICHHOCTHU €€ CYIIEeCTBOBAHUS, TIEPBOCTEIICHHOCTH €€ MpaB U MHTEPECOB. A 3TO,
B CBOIO OYepe/ib, TIOMOKET OCO3HATh KaK PsIOBOMY TPaKIaHUHY, TaK M MPEACTaBUTE-
JSIM DJIUTHI CBOW TPAKIAHCKUHN JIOJT, MOJUTUYECKYIO U COIHAIbHO-3KOHOMUYECKYIO
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, CIIOCOOCTBYSI CIMSIHHIO HPAaBCTBEHHBIX, MPABOBBIX M ITUYECKHUX LICH-
HOCTEH, CO3/1al0IIMX eANHYI0 0a3y AJIs pa3BUTHSI IMYHOCTH, OOILECTBA U TOCY1apCTBa.

Hamm smnmprdeckue uccieoBaHusi MUPOBO33PEHYECKUX U MOPATTbHO-ITHIECKUX
HOPM, OTIPEIEIISIOIINX IMOBEICHUE MOJIOJICKH B YCIOBHUSIX CTAHOBJICHUS TPAXKIAHCKOTO
o0I111ecTBa, OCHOBAHbI HA AHKETHOM OIpoce 536 pecroH/IeHTOB B ropojax rora TroMeH-
ckoif oomactr. CIMCOK peCTOHACHTOB (POPMHPOBAJICS CITyYaHBIM 00pa30M C UCTIONb-
30BaHMEM Il1ara, BEJIMYMHA KOTOPOTO BBIUYMCIISIIACH JUTS KQKOTO HACEJIEHHOTO IMyHKTa
U ONpeIesIsuIach MPONOPIHMOHAIBLHO O0IIel YNCIIEHHOCTH HaceneHus ot 18 o 35 ser.
[TockonbKy NMpU3HAHKE BAXHOCTH JTYXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHOTO KOMITOHEHTA B Pa3BUTHH
o0IIecTBa aKTyaqTu3upyeT TPH B3aUMOOOYCIIOBIIEHHBIE TIPOOIeMBbI — (HOPMHUPOBAHUE
CTPYKTYpBI LIEHHOCTEH U UX CYyOBEKTHUBHAS NMPUOPUTETHOCTD; BIUSHUE IIEHHOCTHBIX
YCTaHOBOK Ha MOBEIEHYECKNE MPAKTUKU M COIMATIbHYI0 aKTUBHOCTb WHAWBUIIOB; BbI-
siBJIeHUE (DaKTOPOB, OMpeenstomux (GOPMUPOBAHNE IEHHOCTHBIX OPHUEHTALUI MOJIO-
JIEKHU, — JUIs1 YCTAHOBJICHUS CTPYKTYPhI IEHHOCTHBIX OPHEHTALINI PECIIOHIEHTaM Mpe/I-
JIarajioch OLEHUTh CYOBEKTUBHYIO BAXHOCTD MPEATI0KEHHBIX UM MPHOPUTETOB, BhIJICIICH-
HBIX Ha OCHOBE BTOPUYHOTO aHAIM3a COBPEMEHHBIX uccienopannii — HO.P. Bumnines-
ckoro, M.K. I'opmikoBa, P. Kpymma, H.W. Jlanuna, @.3. Illeperu, A.A. UepkacoBoii
u ap. [6; 11; 14; 21; 22; 23].

BbIsIBIeHHBIE 1OJIM TTO3UTHBHBIX, HEUTPAJIBLHBIX U HETATUBHBIX OTKJIMKOB HA II€H-
HOCTH COBPEMEHHOM UBIIM3ALIMY MIPECTaBlIeHbI B Tabnuie 1. bbuto ycraHoBIEHO, 4TO
B yHcCJie 0€3yCIOBHBIX MIPUOPUTETOB MOJIOJESKH 10Ta TIOMEHCKON 00JaCTH HaXOIATCS
00pa3oBaHHOCTH U 3710poBbe (110 63%), UTO cornacyercs ¢ pe3ysIbTaTaMu OOIIEPOCCHIA-
CKHX HccienoBanuii. OqHaKo Apyrast TUAUPYIOIas Mo3uIus — a0cTatok (68,3%) —
MOJYEPKHYJIa HEOJTHO3HAYHOCTD MOMYYEHHBIX pe3yibTaToB. Tak, 40,8% pecrnoHaeHTOB
MOCTYJIMPYIOT BBICIICH IIEHHOCTHIO «O0pEeTEeHUE JOCTaTKa JIF000H 1IeHoW». BeposTHo,
OTYETJINBO BHIPAKEHHbIE MEPKAHTHIbHbIE HACTPOEHHS — CJIEJCTBUE Neproja (huHaH-
coBoro HebOmaromnoyiyuns koHna XX — Hadana XXI B., a Takke WHAUKATOP JUC-
MPOMOPLHUIA B CTPYKTYpe poccuiickoro obmectsa. K aHamoruuHbIM BbIBOAAM MPHILLIA
C.B. MapeeBa npu WHTEpHIpPETAUNA PE3YIHTATOB OOMIEPOCCUHUCKOTO HCCIIEIOBAHUS
«Pycckas meutay, npoBeaenHoro Mucruryrom commonorun PAH B 2012 r. Otmeuas
POCT Ba)KHOCTH MOTPEOIEHUS Il pOCCUSIH, OHA pacCMaTpUBaja €ro Kak pe3yJjbTaT
[TyOOKHX M3MEHEHHH OOIIECTBEHHBIX OTHOIICHUH M TICHXOJIOTHYECKOM PeakIy Ha BbI-
X0/ U3 CUTyalluu HeXBaTKu MaTepuaibHbix Onar [12. C. 189]. B To ke Bpems 3Ha4u-
MOCTbh MaTE€pUaIbHBIX HEHHOCTEH AJIi MOJIOJBIX POCCHUSIH MOXKET paccMaTpUBaThCs
B KOHTEKCTE 3aBUCHMOCTH OT YPOBHS OJIArOCOCTOSIHUSL COXPAHEHHS 3J0POBbsI, MOTy4e-
HUs 00pa30BaHus, MOSABICHUSA CEMbU U JeTel. Takas mo3unus 000CHOBaHA BBIXOJOM
¢byHKIMI MOTpeOIeHNUS 3a MPeIebl SKOHOMUYECKOH CEepPhl KHU3HH.
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Tabanuya 1
Cy06beKkTUBHas OLeHKa NpeasioXeHHbIX B aHKeTe NPUopuTeToB
Mo3nTnBHbLIE HenTtpanbHblie HeraTtueHble
MpuoputeTbl
paHr | o4eHb BaXKHO He o4eHb HEBaXHO | Hemnpuem- paHr
BaXHO BaXHO nemo
MmeTb poctaTok 1 40,8 27,5 17,4 14,2 0,0 15
BbITb 06pa3oBaHHbIM 2 38,6 24,4 27,5 9,5 0,0 17
BbITb 300P0OBbIM 3 34,2 28,8 23,7 13,3 0,0 16
NmeTb petein 4 15,5 36,4 31,3 3,8 13,0 14
MmeTb opyaei 5 13,9 37,7 15,2 33,2 0,0 8
MIMeTb NnyHyI0 6 20,3 29,4 25,6 24,7 0,0 11
csobony
BbITb yBaXaeMbIM 7 20,6 28,5 20,3 30,7 0,0 9
MmeTb cembio 8 18,7 27,8 36,7 10,8 6,0 13
XKuTb Bepoi 9 11,7 25,9 21,2 411 0,0 6
O6pecTn NpuaHaHue 10 13,0 19,0 47,8 20,3 0,0 12
MomoraTs apyrum 11 6,6 22,2 31,0 32,3 7,9 7
MonyyaTb NnoMoLb 12 2,8 20,3 27,8 44,0 51 5
OT APYruX Npu He06-
XOAMMOCTH
XKutb TPYOOM 13 8,9 12,3 14,9 35,8 28,2 1
BbITb 106UMbIM 14 51 15,5 50,3 28,2 0,9 10
BbITb TEPNUMBIM 15 7,9 10,8 29,7 28,5 23,1 3
K JI0AsIM OpYroii Bepbl
Hectun 16 1,6 14,2 29,4 27,5 27,2 2
OTBETCTBEHHOCTb
CocTosTb B 6pake 17 5,4 6,0 38,9 19,9 29,7 4

JlpyruM BaKHBIM Pe3yJIbTaTOM HCCIIEOBaHUS SBJISETCS TO, YTO Takue oOIeyesno-
BEUECKUE IIEHHOCTH, KaK TPy, CeMbsl, B3aMMOIIOMOIIlb, OTBETCTBEHHOCTb, MOABEPIJIMCH
HEKOTOPO# JeBabBaluy. B HanOobIiel creneHn 00ecieHMICS HHCTUTYT Opaka, oKa-
3aBIIMICA Ha TIOCJIEHEM MeCTe B peituHre: muib 11,4% OnpoIIeHHbIX CYMTAOT BaX-
HBIM ¥ OYCHb BaKHBIM COCTOSIThH B Opake, a 29,7% — HenpueMIIeMbIM.

Jlupupyer 1o 4ucily HEraTUBHBIX OTKIMKOB TpyA — 63,9% cuuTaroT TpyAOBYIO
JeATeNIbHOCTh HEBAKHBIM MJIM HENPUEMJIEMBIM 3JIEMEHTOM MX »ku3HU. Ipu 3TOM 3KO-
HOMHYECKOE ITOBEICHNE MOJIOJICKH MAJIBIX TOPOJIOB tora TIOMEHCKON 00IacTH MOKET
OBITh OXapaKTEPU30BAHO KaK MAaCCHBHOE. PaliMoHaIbHBIE SKOHOMHUECKUE CTPATETUH
W3MEHEHUs MX MaTepUaJIbHOTO MOJIOKEHUS A1l HUX HEJIOCTYIHBI B CHITY Xy[IINX CTap-
TOBBIX MO3UINIA B CPABHEHUH C KHUTEISIMH 00JIaCTHOM CTONHUIIBI — OoJiee HU3KUM ypo-
BeHb 00pa30BaHuUs, MAIO0OECTIEYEHHOCTh POANTENEH, Y3KUI U JIeTPECCUOHHBIN PBIHOK
Tpyna. IMeHHO A7 MOJIOZIEKH MaJIbIX TOPOIOB paboTa yTpauuBaeT 3Ha4eHHEe Kak CII0-
co0 camMopean3aluy U paccMaTpUBaeTCs MPEUMYIIIECTBEHHO B KAYECTBE OJHOTO U3 HH-
CTPYMEHTOB 3apaboTKa.

[IpuBeneHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl aHKETUPOBAHUSI HHTEPECHBI TAKXKE C TO3ULIMU OLIEHKH
CTEINeHU OJHOPOJHOCTH MIIM Pa300IIEHHOCTH PErHOHAIBHOTO coryma. J{iist aToro or-
BETHI PECIIOH/ICHTOB OBUIM COOTHECEHBI C KOJMUYECTBOM HEUTPAIbHBIX OLICHOK I10 KaK-
JIOMY BOIIPOCY, IPUHSTHIM 3a euHUILYy (puc. 1).
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Puc. 1. CteneHb UEHHOCTHOM KOHCONMAaLMn pernoHanbHOro couynyma

Ha nuarpamme yepHbIM IIBETOM MOKa3aHa JI0J1s1 HEUTPAIbHBIX OLIEHOK, ClIeBa OT KO-
TOPOM pa3MeIlEHbl OJOKUTENbHbIE, a CIIpaBa — OTpPHUILATENbHbIE OLEHKU. bonbinit
pa3Mep CTPOKH 10 CPAaBHEHHIO C HEUTPAIbHON OIICHKOW OTpaykaeT U 0oJiee BHICOKYIO
CTeTeHb KOHCOIUIAINU OOIIECTBAa B BOCIIPUATUHI COOTBETCTBYIOMIEH 1IeHHOCTH. CoO0T-
BETCTBEHHO, IPUMEPHO OJMHAKOBBIE 110 pa3Mepy CTPOKU yKa3bIBAIOT HA OTHOCHTEIILHOE
PaBEHCTBO MO3ULUI, IEMOHCTPUPYSI OTCYTCTBHE B OOIECTBE KOHCEHCYCA 10 LEIOMY
psily LEHHOCTHBIX opueHTaluid. Ha pucynke 1 oueBuana kpaiinss quddepeHnupoBas-
HOCTb TIOJIXOJIOB PECHOHJICHTOB K BOCHPHUSATHIO TPEX MaHKYJIbTYPHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB
CHCTEMBbI [IEHHOCTHBIX OPUEHTALNI TMYHOCTH — JIPY>KOBI, YBOKCHHUS, U BEPBI, IS KO-
TOPBIX 3a(UKCHPOBaHA MUHHMAJIbHAS JOJSI HEUTPaJbHBIX OIEHOK: MOJOABIE JIIOJIU
YCIIOBHO Pa3JIEIMINCh Ha «CTOPOHHUKOB» U «IIPOTUBHUKOBY BEPHI, APYKOBI U YBaXkKe-
HUS K OJIMDKHEMY .

Eme nBa acriekta — npusHaHue U JIIOOOBh — MPHUBJIEKAIOT K ceOe BHIMaHHUE KaK
HaOpasIIMe HauOOJIbIIIee KOJIMUECTBO HEHTPAIBHBIX OLIEHOK. MOJI0/bIe JIFOAM, HAXOSICh
B BO3pacTe, «CEH3UTUBHOM) JUIS CYIPY’KECTBA, OCO3HAIOT LIEHHOCTh CEMBH, HO IPH 3TOM
HETaTUBHO OTHOCATCS K Opaky. /101 MO3UTUBHO OPHEHTUPOBAHHBIX HA HE3aPETUCTPHU-
pOBaHHBIN Opak BeIlIe cpeau oHomel. B nenom B Poccun B mocneiHue ro/isl 10515 FopH-
JMYECKH O()OPMIICHHBIX COIO30B CHIIKAETCS, @ UUCIIO HEe3apEruCTPUPOBAHHBIX OpPaKoB
yBenu4yuBaeTca. Tak, mo AaHHbIM Bcepoccuiickoi nepenucu Hacenenus 2010 r.,
Ha KOKAYIO THICSYY HAacelIeHUs] MPUXOAUTCS 56 4elIoBeK B 3apErUCTPUPOBAHHOM Opake
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u 78 — B He3aperucTpupoBaHHOM Opake; 6osee 1,8 Thicsu uenoBek miamme 16 ner yka-
3aJId, 4YTO OHU COCTOAT B Opake, u3 HUX 1,1 ThICAY — B HE3aperucTpupoBaHHOM [3].
JInst MOTIO/IeKH BaXKHBIM SIBJISIETCSl MaTepUaNbHOE Oaromnonydne Oy ayniero u30paH-
HUKa/1b1. [[eHHOCTH TFOOBH, CYACTIIMBON CEMEHHOM KM3HH yCTYIIAIOT MECTO TaKUM Tpe-
00BaHMsIM, KaK MaTepHaIbHO 00ECIIeUEeHHAs! )KU3Hb, YCIIEIIHAs Kapbepa, He3aBUCUMOCTb
1 cBOOOJIHBIE OTHOILEHUS, T.€. OpaK BCe Yallle pacCMaTPUBACTCS KaK «MaTepHabHOE
Y CceKcyalbHOe mapTHepcTBO» [8; 10].

BrlsiBiieHHBIE IPENNIOYTEHUSI PECTIOHICHTOB MOATBEPIMIN YCHIUBAIOIIYIOCS TEH-
JICHLIMIO K WHAWBHUIYyaIH3allid, KOTOpask YacTO MPOSBISIETCS B HEXKETAaHUU U HETOTOB-
HOCTH KaK MPUHUMATh IIOMOILb, TaK U OKa3bIBaTh: 32,3% u 44% ONpPOIIEHHBIX BbICKA-
3aJIMCh O HEBAKHOCTH JUISl HUX HAa3BaHHBIX [TapaMeTpoB. Bripouem, HEOOXOIMMO MO TUEpK-
HYTb, YTO UHAWBUIYAJTHUCTUUECKHE OPHEHTALIMH MOTYT BIIMSTH HA TOBEJICHUE MOJIOCKU
aMOWBaJIEHTHO, JeJasi ero KaK COLMAIbHO KOHCTPYKTHBHBIM, TaK U JECTPYKTUBHBIM.
[TonoxxurenbHBIM SBISETCS TO, YTO MOYTH MOJIOBHUHA OMPOIIECHHBIX HE PACCUUTHIBAET
Ha TIOMOIIb CO CTOPOHBI U MPEANOYUTAET N0JIaraTbCsl Ha CBOU CHJIbL. MOXHO KOHCTa-
TUPOBATh ONPEACICHHYIO 3aMEHY NAaTEPHATMCTCKUX HACTPOCHUI Heel NHANBUyalb-
HOHW cBOOO/IbI, MHUIIMATUBBL, IMYHON OTBETCTBEHHOCTH. OTHAKO HETaTHUBHBIE MOCIIEA-
CTBHUS TpaHCPopMaIMu 0a30BbIX MHCTUTYTOB POCCHICKOTO OOIIECTBA COCTOAT B yTpaTe
MOJIOZICKBIO JIOBEPHS K O(HUIMAIFHBIM HHCTUTYTAaM COLMATIM3AINK, a TAKKEe K TpaHC-
JMPYEMBIM UMHU COJIUAAPUCTCKUM LIEHHOCTSIM.

[o pe3ynbTaTam COIMOIOTHYECKOTO MCCIIEAOBAHUS ObUIM BBISBICHBI U TEHICHIINH
BO3PACTAIOLIETO BIMSAHMUSA Ha JAHHBIN Npolecc CPeACTB MacCOBOW KOMMYHMKALIUH,
00yCIOBIIEHHBIE TEXHHYECKUMU U KOMMYHUKAaTUBHBIMH PECypcaMH IpPEKIe BCEro
anekTpoHHbIX CMU. BonbmmHCTBO pecrioHeHToB (81%) oTMeTHIM, YTO CEeroIHs mpec-
ca U Tele- U PaJuOBEIaHUue CTAHOBSTCS IUIOIAAKAMH JUIsl TUCKYCCHM, TPU3BAaHHBIX
BBIPa0OTaTh OCHOBHI JyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHOTO PA3BUTHS JIMYHOCTH U o01mecTBa. [Ipraem
OTPULATENILHYIO OLEHKY BO3JEHCTBHIO CPEACTB MACCOBOM KOMMYHUKAIMU JA€T CaMblil
0011b1110#1 cerMeHT BbIOOPKH (49,4%), BKITIOUasi PECIIOHIEHTOB, MOJYEPKHYBIINX, YTO
Cpe/CcTBa MaccoBOM MH(OPMALUK CIIOCOOCTBYIOT PACHPOCTPAHEHHIO HEraTHBHBIX CO-
LUAJIBHBIX NTPAKTUK, HEPEAKO UCIIONIB3YS AJI ’TOI0 MaHUITYJISITUBHBIE TEXHUKU.

CeroziHsi MOJIOZIEKb Bce OO0JIbLIIE IPUBJIEKAET BHUMAaHUE KaK OOBEKT YIOBIETBO-
PEHUS MTOJIUTHYECKUX, IKOHOMUYECKHX, COLIMOKYJIbTYPHBIX U PEJIMTHO3HBIX HHTEPECOB
Y3KUX TPy, 100 oHa OOJbIle APYTUX MOIAAETCS BO3ACUCTBUIO PA3HBIX CHEKYIISIHA,
0COOEHHO €CJI OHU NIOCTPOEHBI Ha KOHKPETHBIX HYX/1aX MOJIOJIBIX Jirojiei. B To ke Bpe-
Ms yYeHbI€, TOJUTUKHU U MPEICTAaBUTENN OOIIECTBEHHBIX OPraHU3alUi BO BCEM MHPE
XapaKTEpU3yIOT MOJIOJICKb KaK aKTUBHOTO CyOBEKTa MOJUTUYECKHX, IKOHOMUYECKHX,
KYJIbTYPHBIX M COIMAJIbHBIX OTHOIIEHHH. HECOMHEHHO, OT ee BHIOOpa BO MHOT'OM 3a-
BUCHUT U OOIIECTBEHHO-NIOJIUTHUECKOE OJarocOCTOSHUE, COLUAIBHO-I)KOHOMHUYECKOE
U KynbTypHOoe pa3Butue Poccum [13; 28; 29]. OnHako pe3ynbTaThl UCCIIEIOBAHUS BbI-
SIBUJIM B CTPYKTYpE IICHHOCTHBIX OPUEHTALIMN PECIIOHACHTOB CKOPEE HEONPEACICHHYIO
HPABCTBEHHYIO MO3ULIMIO»: YETOBEK TOBOPUT O LIEHHOCTH CEMBH, HO MPH 3TOM HEraTHB-
HO OTHOCHUTCS K Opaxy, HO3UIIMOHUPYET BEPY KaK OJHY U3 BBICIINX LIEHHOCTEH, HO OT-
pHLIaET B3aMMOINOMOILb. Bce 3TO yKa3bIBaeT HE TOJIBKO HA Pa3BOCHHOCTh LIEHHOCTHOIO
CO3HAHUsI POCCHUSH [2], HO U Ha TyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHYIO MaprUHAIN3ALUIO MOJIOEKH.
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B cBoro ouepenp MapruHanm3amms — Kak MPOLECC BHITECHEHHUS MHANBUIOB WM COIIH-
QIBHBIX TPYII 32 paMKH TOCIIOJICTBYIONIEH OOIIECTBEHHON CTPYKTYpPHI B pe3yJbTaTe
TpaHcopManuii — MOXKET IPUBECTH KaK K JeCTaOMIN3aIMU COLUATIBHON CTPYKTYPHI,
HApaCTaHUIO COLMAILHON HANPSHKEHHOCTH, TaK U K aJaNTallid CONUAIBHON CTPYKTY-
pPBI K BBI30BaM COBPEMEHHOCTH Yepe3 COXpaHEHHE OOIIeUeIOBEYECKUX IIEHHOCTEH,
a TaKXke 0TOOP ¥ OCBOCHHE HOBBIX UICH.

B coumonornueckuii TUCKypc MOHATHE «MapTHHABHBIN Y€IOBEK» ObLIIO BBEACHO
P. ITapkom [16]. Onpenernsisi pakTOpbl MaprUHAIN3ALIH, OH aKIICHTUPOBAJI BHUMAaHUE
Ha MPOTUBOPEYHNBOCTH PHIHOYHON SKOHOMUKH, TPaHC(HOPMAIIMOHHBIX TIPOIIECCOB U Yp-
Oanmzanuy. [Tapk paccMarpuBal MaprUHAIBHOCTD KaK MCTOYHHK W3MEHEHHH, PEexX/Ie
BCET0 KYJBTYpPHBIX. XapaKTepu3ys MapruHaIN3alyi0 B KOHTEKCTE IIo0anu3aium,
O.I'mpnenc n V. bek Taxke NOAYEPKUBAIIA BO3MOKHOCTD MOSIBIICHUS] HOBBIX KPUTEPUEB
U paMOK (DOPMHUPOBAHUS COUUATEHON UICHTHYHOCTH, X COBMEIIECHUS C KYJIbTYPHBIM
U COLMANIbHBIM IUTropaiiu3MoM [1; 4]. Ognako A. ot Benex 3a I'. 3umMmeneM cBsi3bl-
BaJI C «MaprUHAIBHOCTBIO)» CTATyC «Uy’KaKa» — C TOUKH 3peHHS (yHKIIMOHUPOBAHHS
COITMOKYJBTYPHBIX NMatTepHoB [24]. [Ipu 3ToM 3uMmens u 3. CTOYHKBUCT TOIECPKH-
BaJIM, YTO YEJIOBEK, CTAHOBACH MAPTUHAJIOM, SIBJISIETCS UCTOYHUKOM KOH(IMKTHOTO TIPO-
tuBoctostHus [9; 20]. bonee toro, mo mHeHuto 3. baymaHna, B COBpEeMEHHOM MUpE
CJIEZICTBHEM MaprHHAIM3ALUN SBJISAETCS yrpo3a Pa3MbIBaHHUS COIMAIBHON HIEHTHY-
HocTH [26]. OteuectBeHHble uccnenoBatenn — 3.T. I'onenkora, E.J[. UrurxansH,
J.B. Tletpos, A.B. Ilpokon u Ap. — CYMTAIOT MaprHHAITU3AIIMIO0 ONMACHON COIMAILHOM
muchynkueit [5; 17; 19].

Onwupasich Ha pe3yabTaThl HAIIETO UCCIIECOBAHUS IICHHOCTHBIX OPUEHTAIIMI MO-
JIOAEKH, K YUCITY MOJOKHUTEIBHBIX MPOSBICHUH €€ MaprUHaJIbHOCTH MOKHO OTHECTH
paIMoOHaIBLHOCTh, CBOOOy MHUPOBO33PEHHUS, K HETATUBHBIM — IIMHU3M, HUTWIIN3M, CO-
[IHABHBIA ayTHU3M, OTCYTCTBHE YETKUX HPAaBCTBEHHBIX OpHeHTHPOB. [Ipeosonenue Hera-
THBHBIX TIOCJIEICTBHI MaprHHAIN3ALMHI, B TOM YHCJIE U B COLUATEHO-DKOHOMUYECKOM
U MOJUTHYECKOM cepax, BO3MOKHO Yepe3 CTAHOBIIEHUE IPaKJaHCKONW aKTUBHOCTH
U (popMHpOBaHKE TPAKTAHCKON KYJIBTYPhl — 3TO OAMH U3 0a30BBIX KOHCTPYKTOB MO-
JepHHU3AINY, ONPEACISIOMNX Pa3BUTHE JIMYHOCTH, OOIIIECTBA M TOCY1apCTBa.

Poccuiickue rccienoBarenu, pacKpbiBasi CyITHOCTHBIE XapaKTEPUCTUKHU TPaKIaH-
CKOW KYJIBTYpBI M €€ POJIb B CTAHOBJIICHUH TPAXKAAHCKOTO OOIECTBA, pacCMaTPUBAIOT
JTAHHBIN ()EHOMEH, C OJTHOM CTOPOHBI, KaK HEKOE HeaIbHOE 00pPa30BaHUE, «COLUATLHYIO
¢dbopMy», MO3BOJISIONIYIO CO3/1aTh M YHOPSAOYUTH 0a30BbIE dJIEMEHTHI TPAKIAHCKOTO
o0miecTBa, ¢ IPyroil CTOPOHBI, BUIAT B HEW (haKTOp HEOOXOIMMOM MapruHAIN3aIlnH,
OTIPEACISIIONIEH B YCIOBUSAX TpaHC(HOPMAIMK CTAHOBJICHUE HOBBIX MOJUTUYECKHUX, KO-
HOMMYECKHUX, COLUATBHBIX M aKCHOJIOTHYECKUX OCHOB OOIECTBEHHBIX OTHOIICHUH.
[Tpu sTom u 3apy6exnsie — I'. Anmmonn, C. Bepba, ®. Xpronke, ®@. XuKcIypc, B poc-
cuiickue ydensle — B.O. Pykosumnukos, B.B. Kosanes, O.B. Omennukun, B.T. [an-
KO, pacCcMaTpHBasi KOHIENT TPAXKTAHCKON KyJIbTYpbI, TIOJYEPKUBAIOT €€ TOJIUTUIECKYIO
coctapistonyto. Tak, @. XproHKC ¥ @. XUKCITypC BKIIOYAIOT B TOHATHE TPAXKIAHCKON
KYJIBTYPBI «...IPOTUBOPEUMBBIC YCTAaHOBKH, KeJaHUs, YOSKICHUSI U IEHHOCTH OTHOCH-
TEJIFHO IIeJIeH 00IIecTBa U MyTel MX JOCTIDKEHHS, KOTOpoe (JOPMHPYET OCHOBY VIS pa3-
pELICHUS MOUTUYECKUX MPOOJIEM U MMPOTUBOPEUHI pa3HOTO poja, CO3AAIOIINX MTOJIH-
TUYECKYIO HallpsLDKEHHOCTD B obmecte» [27. P. 8].
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OnHaxo, SBJISISICH 3BEHOM IMOJIMTUYECKOW MKU3HH, TPAXKIAHCKasl KYJbTypa BBICTY-
MaeT U BaKHBIM CTPYKTYPHBIM 3JIEMEHTOM Bcex cdep xu3Hu obuiectBa. bonee Toro,
rpakJaHcKas KyJIbTypa MOXKET ObITh MPE/ICTaBlIeHa U HAa YPOBHE BCETo 0OIIecTBa U Io-
CyJapcTBa, U TOrJa OHa — KyJIbTYpa COIJIacusi, B TOM YHUCJIE MOJUTUYECKOTO, HO MOXKET
paccMaTpuBaThCS M Ha YPOBHE OTIENBHON JINYHOCTH, Oa3UPYSCh HA LIEHHOCTHBIX XapaK-
TEPUCTHKAX U aKTUBHOCTU MOJIOJICKHU KaK CyObeKTa 00IIeCTBEHHO-TIOJIMTHYECKOMN, CO-
LUOKYJIBTYPHOH U 3KOHOMHUYECKOH JesTenbHOCTU. ['paknaHckas KyiapTypa B 3HA4U-
TEJIBHOM Mepe MpeacTaBiIsieT coO0H COCTaBHYIO 4acTh 00pa30BaHUs, HALEJICHHYIO
Ha COLMAJIM3ALUIO JIUYHOCTH. IHCTUTYTHI TPpa’KAaHCKON COLIMATTM3AUU BKIFOYAOT KaK
MEXaHU3MBbI LIEJICHAIIPABIEHHOT0 BO3IEHCTBUS HA JIMYHOCTH (ILIKOJIA, IPOMAaraiia u mp.),
TaK U CTUXUIHBIE, HE MOAJAIONINECs O0LIECTBEHHOMY KOHTPOJIIO (HehopMalbHbIE IPyII-
bl CBEPCTHUKOB). OTHAKO MyTeM MaHUITYJIMPOBaHUs HEC(HOPMHUPOBABIIUMCS CO3HAHH-
€M MOJIOJIeXkH, 0COOeHHO ¢ TioMonsio CMU, MOXHO JOOUTHCS HE TOJIBKO KOHCTPYK-
THUBHBIX, HO U JIECTPYKTHUBHBIX PE3YJIbTATOB, PEBpAILasi MOJIOJIEKb B arpeCCUBHYIO WU
0e3Ky0 HHANPPEPESHTHYIO Maccy.

ManoBeposiTHO, UTO MEHa-3IUTa OTKAXKETCS OT apOOHMPOBAHHBIX HHCTPYMEHTOB
MOBBILLIEHUS] PEUTHHTA U PACIIUPEHUST AYJUTOPUU B MOIb3Yy T'YMAaHUCTUUECKUX LIEHHO-
CTEH, MOATOMY JIEHCTBUS CPEICTB MACCOBOM KOMMYHMKAIMH, UX CTPATETHs U TAKTUKA
0CBOEHUST HH(POPMAITMOHHOTO MIPOCTPAHCTBA MOTYT M JOJKHBI TIOJIBEPTaThCS BCECTO-
POHHEMY HAayYHOMY PacCMOTpPEHHI0. B yacTHOCTH, HE0OXOIMMO pa3BUBATh MPOCBETH-
TEJILCKYIO U 00pa30BaTeIbHYIO IESTEILHOCTD B CIEAYIOIUX HampaBieHusx: (1) cozma-
BaTh CIelMalIbHbIe 00pa3oBaTeIbHbBIC MPOCTPAHCTBA, B PAMKaX KOTOPHIX MOXKHO aHAJIH-
3UpOBaTh CXEMBI U CIIOCOOBI AEATEILHOCTH OTEUECTBEHHBIX U 3apybekHbix CMU, Un-
TEpHEeTa, CO3/1aBaTh abTEPHATUBHBIE UM (popmaThl paboThI; (2) 00pa3oBaTeIbHBIE HHH-
LMATUBBI IOJKHBI KOCHYTHCS U KYPHAIUCTOB, IEHHOCTHOE «II€PEOPUEHTUPOBAHUE)
KOTOPBIX JTOJDKHO 0a3MpoBaThCs HE TOJBKO Ha MOJIOKEHHUAX U TPEOOBAHMSX 3aKOHA,
HO W Ha IMOJHOUEHHON T'yMaHUTapHOH NMpodecCHOHaTbHON MOATOTOBKE, aKIEHTUPY-
IolIel BHIMaHKE Ha 3aKPETJICHUH TyXOBHBIX W HPABCTBEHHBIX YCTaHOBOK; (3) BhICTpau-
BaTh CHCTEMY IMPOCBEIIEHHS IIUPOKUX CIOEB OOIIECTBA, B TOM YHUCIIE MOCPEICTBOM
CMU, c 11enbio KOppeKTUPOBKH HHPOPMALIMOHHON KYJIBTYpbl M ()OPMHUPOBAHUS JTyXOB-
HO-HPAaBCTBEHHOTO «MMMYHHUTETA» U UHPOPMAITMOHHON «TUTHEHBD.

HasBanHble HarpaBieHUs TOJDKHBI ObITh HHTETPHPOBAHBI B KOMIUIEKCHYIO CUCTEMY
Mep, HampaBJIEHHBIX Ha (pOpMUpPOBaHKE TyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHOTO CO3HAHMS MOJIOICKHI
KaK OCHOBBI TPaKJAHCKOW aKTHBHOCTH M Y4YacTHSI B MOJECPHHU3AIMUA POCCHHUCKOTO 00-
IECTBA U TOCyNapcTBa. JlyXOBHO-HPABCTBEHHOE COBEPIICHCTBOBAHUE IMYHOCTU OyIeT
croco6cTBOBaTh M (POPMHUPOBAHHUIO IKOHOMUYECKOW KYJIBTYPBI, PA3BUTHIO HOBBIX CO-
LIUATbHO-I)KOHOMUYECKHX OTHOIIEHHUH, OTPaXKAIOIUX COLMAILHO-KYJIBTYPHBIE MIPUOPH-
TEThI XO3SIMICTBEHHOM JESTENIbHOCTH, TAKHE, KAK OCMBICJICHHBIA U JOCTOMHBINA 00pa3
KHU3HH, HOPMAaTUBHO-IIEHHOCTHOE 0OOCHOBaHME IIJICH KHU3HH B KOHTEKCTE COBPEMEH-
HOH COLMaIbHOM peaJbHOCTH U IIp.
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The authors conducted a sociological analysis of the spiritual and moral values of the youth and
their impact on the civil culture, which largely determines the forms of individual and group social activity
and the functioning of social institutions. The implementation of the key function of values, i.e. the achieve-
ment of material goods and the spiritual development, to a certain extent, will allow to overcome the cultural
gap between elites and common citizens, which is considered one of the main reasons for the failure of
reforms in Russia. The study of transformation processes determined great interest in the social potential
of the youth as a subject of social reproduction, and the civil culture is a key factor and element of mo-
dernization for it changes and activates value orientations of the younger generations and leads to the qualita-
tive transformations of all spheres of society. The article is based on the empirical data of a number of so-
ciological surveys conducted in 2016 in five cities of the south of the Tyumen Region. The empirical data
prove that there is an obvious emerging shift from paternalistic expectations, passivity and low estimates
of the future to the rationality, individualization and self-reliance. The authors emphasize the influence
of mass media as one of the factors of the civil culture formation, which is evident in the impact of media
on the moral and spiritual values of the younger generations.
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B cratpe nccnemyercs nporecc (OpMUPOBAHKS MATPUOTHIECKOTO CO3HAHMUS Y IIKOIBHOH MOJIOIEKH
B TIOJIMATHUYHBIX perroHax Poccuiickoii denepalivi Ha OCHOBE KPYITHOMACIITAOHBIX, HE IMEIOIIIEr0 aHaJIO-
TOB B Hallleil cTpaHe U 3a pyOeKOM JIOHTUTIOHBIX MEXITOKOJICHBIX UCCIIEIOBAHMIA, IPOBOAMMBIX ¢ 1998 .
IO HacTosiiee BpeMs B 12 peruonax: B Actpaxanu u AcrtpaxaHckoii oonacty, ['posHom, MBanoso, KpacHo-
nape, Maiikorie, Maxaukane, Mockse, Hazpann, Hanpunke, [lckoBe u CraBpomone. B aTom mpoekre
aQHAJM3UPYIOTCS B3TJISLIBI U TIO3ULIUK MOJIOJIBIX JIFOJICH, UX CKIIOHHOCTD K KOH(IMKTY HJIHM TOJIPAHTHOCTH.
I'maBHast 3a1a9a MMPOEKTa — MOMOYb B BOCHIUTAHMH MOJIOJIBIX ITOKOJICHUH, YCTONYHMBBIX K BO3JEHCTBHIO He-
OJIarONpPHATHBIX XKU3HEHHBIX (PAaKTOPOB M YMEIOIINX IIPEOIONEBATh TPYJHOCTH, CACPKUBATh KOH(MIIMKTHBIE
PCaKIMy, YMEIOUIUX OTCTOATh COOCTBEHHBIE MHTEPECHI U YBAKATh UHTEPECHI IPYIHX, TEM CaMbIM pa3BUBAs
Y MOJIOJIe)KU YMEHHE KHUTh B KYJIBType COTJIACHS U TOJIEPaHTHOCTH, yoeperas ee oT kceHopooun. [ nc-
CIIEZIOBaHMSI ATHOCOMATFHOIO CAMOYYBCTBHSI HACETICHHSI, OLICHKH ero KOH(MIMKTHOTO MOTEHIHala, OOpHObI
¢ kceHo(oOuel U IKCTPEeMU3MOM OBbLT MCIIOIB30BaH HETIPEPHIBHBINA 3THOKOH(IIMKTOJIOTHYECKUIT MOHUTO-
PHHT B paMKaxX MEXIyHAPOTHOTO MpoeKTa «J{namorosoe mapTHEPCTBO Kak (GakTop CTAOMIBHOCTH U WH-
Terpanum» («Moct Mexy 3ananaoM 1 BocTokom») 1 iporpammsl «MOJOAEKE B MOJTU3THAYHBIX PETHOHAX:
B3IJISIIBI, TTO3UIIMH, OPHEHTALUI (ABTOP SIBJISAETCS CO3/aTeNieM U PYKOBOJIHUTENEM MIPOEKTa U MPOrPaMMBl).
MOHUTOPHHT IPOBOIHUTCS yKe 29 JIeT, B €ro paMKax OCYIIECTBISIOTCS MEKIIOKOJICHHHBIE HCCIIeI0BaHNU,
MPU3BaHHBIE TT0KA3aTh, KAK UJIET TPaKIAHCKOE CTAHOBIICHHE M (YOPMHUPOBaHIE STHOCO3HAHHS Y MOJOIEKH
B pa3HbIX PETHOHAX, a TAK)KE OKa3bIBATH COOTBETCTBYIOIEE ¥ CBOEBPEMEHHOE BIMSIHUE HAa MOJIOJBIE TIO-
KOJICHHSI ISl CHYDKEHHUST KOH(DIIMKTHOTO MOTeHINAa a H (POPMUPOBAHHS TOJIEPAHTHOCTH.

Ki1rodeBble ¢J10Ba: JJOHTUTION; MOJIUATHUYHBIN PETUOH; STHOKOH(IMKTOIOTMYECKU MOHUTOPHHT;
CHCTEMA IMIKOJIBHOr0 00pa30BaHM; MATPUOTH3M; MATPHOTHYECKOE BOCIUTAHNE; KYyJIbTYpa MEKHAIMOHAb-
HOTO OOIIEHHUS; TOJIEPAHTHOCT; IIPEA0TBPAIleHHE KOH(INKTOB

C 1988 r. B paMKax MeXIyHapOIHOro MpoekTa «/Iuamorosoe napTHEPCTBO Kak
(dakTop CTaOMIBLHOCTH M MHTErpalium» U MporpamMmbl «MoOJOAEKb B MOJUITHUYHBIX
pETHOHAaX: B3TJISIBI, MO3HUIIUH, OPUEHTAIIMI aBTOPOM MPOBOIUTCS STHOKOH(IMKTOIO-
rH4ecKuil MOHUTOPUHT B 12 pernonax Poccum: B Actpaxanu u ActpaxaHCKoi o0acTH,
I'po3nom, Banoso, KpacHonape, Maiikone, Maxaukane, Mockse, Hazpanu, Hanbuuke,
IIcxoBe u CtaBporosie — B 0011e00pa30BaTeIbHBIX MIKOJIaX ¢ MHOTOHAIIMOHAIBHBIM

* © Py6an JI.C., 2017.
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cocraBoM y4amuxcs. MccnenoBarenbekas pabora COMpOBOXKIACTCS JIEKIMAMH, CeMUHA-
paMu, TpEHUHTaMH U JeNoBbIMU urpamu. ClieyeT OTMETHUTh, YTO MOJYYEeHHE COIHO-
JIOTUYECKUX JTAHHBIX BaXXHO HE camo Mo cebe, a JJIsg MPUHATHUS JIeHCTBCHHBIX Mep
10 MPEOTBPAIICHHIO HETaTHBHBIX SIBIICHUH U UX MOCJICICTBUI. DTO MOXKET OBITH BOC-
NHUTATEIbHOE M 00Pa30BaTEIbHOE BO3ICHCTBHE Yepe3 CHCTEMY STHOKYJIBTYPHOTO 00pa-
30BaHUs, KOT/Ia MPEJICTABUTENN Pa3HbIX 3THOCOB Y3HAIOT 00JbIe 00BEKTHBHON MH(DOP-
MalM JpyT O ApyTe, pa3paboTKa CrelUaIbHbIX KypPCOB M0 KOH(IUKTOIOTUH, IICHXO0JIO-
THU U STHOCOLMOJIOTHH, KOT/a Ciymareneid 00y4aroT, Kak ceOsi BECTH B YCIOBHSX KOH-
(KTa, KaK YYUTHIBATh HHTEPECH! APYTOl CTOPOHBI, KaK MPUXOJUTH K KOMIIPOMHCCY
WM KOHCEHCYCY.

Lenbro porpamMmMbl «MOJIOJICKE B TIOJIMATHUYHBIX PETHOHAX: B3MJISIbI, TO3HIIUH,
OpPUEHTALIMW» SIBJISIETCS MOMOIIb B BOCIIUTAHUH MOJIOJIOTO YEJIOBEKA, YCTOWYHBOTO
K BO3JICWCTBHIO HEOJArONPHUSITHBIX )KU3HEHHBIX (PaKTOPOB M YMEIOIIETO MPEOI0JICBaTh
TPYIHOCTH, CACPKUBATH KOH(PIUKTHBIC PEaKIIMU, OTCTauBaTh COOCTBEHHBIC MHTEPECHI
U yBakath uHTEepech! Apyrux [6. C. 9]. C momompio onpocoB MblI M3ydaeM, Kak Gopmu-
pyeTcsi HalMOHAIBbHOE CO3HAHME MOJIOBIX JIFO/IEH, MOHMMaHUe UMH CBOEH HaI[OHAIb-
HOMW TPHHAIJIKHOCTH (ITHHUUYECKas caMouAeHTH(UKaIws), oTHOIIeHHe K PonuHe u Ha-
[IMOHATBHOM KYJIBTYpe, CBOEMY HapOIy U MPEACTABUTENSM JIPYTUX HAIIMOHAIEHOCTEH.
Tak, aHaITM3 MEXITHUYECKUX KOH(IMKTOB MOKA3aJl, YTO AKTUBHBIM U MAaCCOBBIM Y4acT-
HMKOM B HUX BBICTYIIa€T MOJIOJICXKb, KOTOPOH y100HO MAaHUIYJIHPOBATH M3-3a HENO-
CTaTKa y Hee COLMAIBLHOTO ONbBITa, OTHOCHTEIILHO JIETKOH BHYIIAEMOCTH H JIOBEPUYHBO-
CTH, U3JIUIIHE YMOLIMOHAIBHON OIEHKH COObITHIA. CHCTEMa IIKOJIBLHOTO 00pa30BaHUs
ObLTa BRIOpaHa HAMU TIOTOMY, YTO B TedeHHe 11 JeT MOKHO MpOCIennTh, Kak uueT (op-
MHPOBAaHHE B3IJI0B M MO3MUIMA MOJOIOTO TOKOJEHHUS, U BIHMATH HA 3TOT IMPOIECC
B IIeJIIX MCKOPEHEHMs 3a/IaTKOB KCEHO(POOUH M dKcTpemu3Ma, (popMHpOBaHHS TOJIe-
PaHTHOCTU M YMEHUS pa3pemaTb KOHQIUKTH IIUBUIN30BaHHBIMU CIIOCOOaMHU.

Bri0opouHast COBOKYITHOCTH MPOEKTa CTPOMJIACH C YYETOM BEJIMYHUHBI HACEJICH-
HOT'O MTYHKTa, B KOTOPOM MPOBOJIUIICS ONPOC, TUTIA YYEOHOTO 3aBEICHUS, BO3PACTHBIX
Y HAallMOHAJIbHBIX PU3HAKOB. BRIOOPKY MOKHO OXapakTepH30BaTh KaKk TEPPUTOPUAITb-
HYIO, CTPaTH(UIIMPOBAHHYIO, KBOTHYIO U IPOMOPIMOHANBHYIO (TI0JI, BO3PACT, HAIHO-
HaJIBHOCTB). LleneBoii xapakTep BHIOOPKH CBSI3aH C OOLIMM KOHIIENTYaIbHBIM 3aMbICIIOM
UCCJIeJOBaHUs, HAIIPaBJICHHOIO Ha OLIEHKY HAIlMOHAJIBHOIO U MPa’KIaHCKOrO CO3HAHUS,
B TOM YHCJIE TIOJIMTUYECKOHN KYJIbTYpPbl, HAIIMOHATBHOTO CAMOCO3HAHUSI YYAIIUXCSI, 0CO-
OEHHO KyJbTYpbl MEXKHAIIMOHATIBHOIO OOIIEHNS U KOH(IIMKTHOTO MOTEHIHANa yJaliei-
ca mononexu. [loneBoii aTan uccienoBanus ObUT HayaT B ACTpaxaHCKON 001acTu
B anperre 1990 r. B mkoyax ¢ M3y4eHHEM Ka3axCKOTO s3bIKa, a B OKTs0pe 1990 1. OB
NPOBEJIEH OMPOC B TOPOJCKHX CPEIHUX O00IIe0Opa30BaTeNbHBIX IIKOJIAX C MHOTOHA-
IIMOHAJIbHBIM COCTABOM, B TOM YHCIIE C M3YYEHHEM TaTapcKoro si3bika (¢ 5 mo 11 kmac-
CBl), M B TIOPSAKE KCIIEPIMEHTA OBUTM ONPOIICHBI YYaIHecs: TPEThbUX KIacCOB. AHKETHI
OBLIIM TOJATOTOBJICHBI C YYETOM BO3PACTHON CHEIU(PUKH yHAIUXCS C MOCTEIEHHO
YCIIOKHSIOIIMMHUCS BOIPOCAMHU, YTO MO3BOJIMJIO MPOCIIEANTh CTAHOBJIEHHE U pPa3BUTHE
HAI[MOHAJIILHOTO CaMOCO3HAHMS OT MJIA/IIIETO IIKOJIBHOIO BO3pacTa K CpeAHEMY U cTap-
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meMy. Onpoc yyamuxcst ¢ 5 mo 11 xmaccsl cienan BO3MOXKHBIM IIPOBEIEHUE KPYITHO-
MacIITaOHOTO JOHTUTIO/A C YIETOM €CTECTBEHHOTO BHIOBIBAHHS IIKOJIHLHUKOB B CBSI3U
C OKOHYaHHMEM OOYYEHUs B IIKOJIE.

Tak kKak 0JJHUM M3 OCHOBHBIX COCTaBJISIOLIMX Ipolecca 00pa30BaHUs U BOCIIUTA-
HUSL B YCJIOBUSIX MHOTOHAIIMOHAIBHOTO (TTOJIMATHUYHOTO) peruoHa sBisieTcst popMupo-
BaHUE HAIIMOHAJIBHOI'O CAMOCO3HAHUS, B XOJI€ OIPOCOB YHAIIUMCS MPeIarajoch yKa-
3aTh CBOI HALMOHAJIBbHYIO MPHHAIIECKHOCT U OXAPAKTEPU30BaTh, YTO O3HAYAET IJIs
HUX OBITh MpEACTAaBUTEIEM CBOCH HannoHanbHOCTU? TakuMm 00pa3oM, BBISCHSIIOCH,
M0 KaKUM KPHUTEPHSAM ydalyecss WASHTUPUIMPOBAIH ce0s C TOW WIIM MHOW HAlMOHAJb-
HOCThI0. [lepBoe 3a/1aHne He BBI3BAJIO OCOOBIX 3aTPyJHEHUH Y OOJBIIMHCTBA yYallluXcs,
KOTOPBIE YETKO COOTHOCWIN (MACHTU(DUIIMPOBAIH) ce0sI C TOW MM MHOW HAI[MOHAIIb-
HOCTBI0. 3aTpyAHUIACH C OTBETOM JIHIIb 2% ONpOILIEHHBIX U 6% HIKOJBHUKOB U3 CMe-
maHHbIX cemeit B Actpaxanu B 2004—2005 yuebHoM romy u 7% — B 2015—2016,
npudeM y 2% yJaImmxcsi poAUTeNN ObUIN TAKKE OT CMEIIaHHBIX OpaKoB, U MIKOJIEHUKAM
NPUXOAMUIOCH BBIOMpATH Jla’ke HE U3 BYX, @ U3 TPEX HAIMOHAJIBHOCTEHN, HAIIpUMep: pyc-
CKHI — TaTapuH — Ka3ax WIN pycCKUil — TaTapuH — aBapen. B Mockse B 2001—
2002 yueGHOM rofy He OTBETHI Ha 3TOT Borpoc 1% yuamuxcs (B 1998—1999 — 2%)),
B 1998—1999 yuebHoM roay 1% MIKOTHHUKOB ONMPEAETHINA CBOIO HAIMOHAJIBHOCTD KakK
«MockBrUm» 1 1% kak «poccusiae». B 2015—2016 yue6HOM rogy 8% omporeHHbIX
IIKOJIbHUKOB B MOCKOBCKOH IIKOJIE (BCE OHM OBUIM OT CMEIIaHHBIX OpaKOB) 3aTpy/IHHU-
JIMCh ¢ uACHTU(UKAIMEH ceOs 10 HAllMOHAIBHOW NMPUHAJICKHOCTH, TaK KaK UM IpH-
XOAMJIOCH BBIOMPATh U3 IBYX (PyCCKUH—YKpaWHell, PyCCKHIi—TYPOK, PYCCKUIi—He-
Mell, PyCCKUH—TaTapyH, apMSIHUH—EBPEH U T.J.) WIH JJaKe U3 TPEX HAIIMOHAILHOCTEH
(Hampumep, PyCCKUH—IIUTOBEII—YyKPanHell), TaK KaK POJIUTENN OBbLIIN TaKKe EThbMHU
OT CMEIIAHHBIX OPaKOB.

I[To BTOpOMY 331aHHIO yUalMMCsI IPEAIaratoch OTBETUTH HAa BOIPOC, YTO ISl HUX
O3Ha4aeT OBbITh MPEICTABUTEIEM CBOCH HAMOHATIBHOCTH. TaKuM 00pa3oM, MbI MOKEM
MIPOCIIEAUT, 10 KAKUM KPUTEPHSIM BBICTPAUBAETCS HAlMOHAJIbHAS (STHUYECKAs!) UICH-
tudukanms yqammxcs. OTBeThl Ha JaHHBINA BOMPOC MpecTaBieHsl B Tabn. 1—3. Ilep-
Basi TpyIIa PECHOHICHTOB YKa3aia, 4To /Ul HUX ObITh MPEACTaBUTENIEM CBOCH HAIIMO-
HAJIbHOCTH O3HAYALT: «JTIOOHTh, YBOKATh M TOPIUTHCS CBOCH HAIMOHAILHOCTBIO U CBOCH
CTPAHOM; BCEM JIyUIlIUM, YTO €CTb Ha PoJiiHE U B pOJTHOM KYJIBTYpE; €€ UCTOPHEN, CBOUM
HapoJ/IOM; CBOMM IPOUCX0KJICHUEM, 3HATh U YBaXaTh CBOUX MPEIKOB; COXPAHATh CBOU
HalMOHAIbHbIE MPU3HAKW». OTBETHI YYalllMXCs U3 BTOPOM I'PYIIIBI TECHO CBS3aHBI C OT-
BETaMHU INIE€PBOM, B HUX IPOCIEKHUBACTCS MEXITHUUECKAs! ToJIepaHTHOCTb. I1IkonbHUKH
YKa3bIBAIOT, YTO JIOOOBb, TOPJOCTh M YBaKEHHE K CBOEMY HapoJly HEOOXOIUMO coYe-
TaTh C YBaXXEHUEM K JIPYT'MM HapoJlaM: «HYXHO OBbITb TOJIEPaHTHBIM, II0-UEJI0BEUECKU
OTHOCHUTBCS K APYTUM HApOJaM, HE CUMTATh UX HUXKE»; «yBAKEHHE K NPEACTaBUTEISIM
CBOEH HAIIMOHAJILHOCTH, 100pOTa HE O3HAYae€T MHOTO OTHOUIEHHUS K JAPYTUM HaLUSIM».
Kak noruueckuii BbIBOJI 3Byuar cioBa: «BaxHo, 4To0bI 4eoBek 10001 HallMOHAIbHO-
cTU OBUT CUACTIIMB U HE OBLT YHUKEH.
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Tabnvua 1
YT10 3HauUT GbITb NPeAcTaBUTENEM CBOEN HaunoHanbHocTU? (B %)
Fopopa / 1 rpynna: 2 rpynna:
roAbl ONpocos NOBUTb, yBaXaTb U FOPANTLCSH CBOEN HALMOHAIBHOCTLIO yBaxeHue K CBOew
1 CTPaHOW, Jy4LnM, 4TO eCTb Ha PoauiHe 1 B poaHOM 1 APYruM Haumsam
KYNbType, ee NCTOpUEN, CBOMM HapOAOM, CBOUM
NPOUCXOXAEHVEM, 3HATb 1 yBaxaTb CBOUX MNPELKOB,
COXPaHATb CBOV HALUMOHAIbHbIE MPU3HAKN

AcTpaxaHb

1998/1999 55 9

2001/2002 56 2

2004/2005 23 1

2008/2009 27 3

2011/2012 32

2015/2016 49 6
BapHayn

2009/2010 47 9
MBaHoBO

2005/2006 23
KpacHopap

2001/2002 45 1
Maiikon

1999/2000 47 2
Maxaykana

2001/2002 39 2
Mocksa

1998/1999 63 13

2001/2002 56 2

2007/2008 49 5

2010/2011 53 3

2015/2016 48 1
Hanbumk

2001/2002 53 2
MNckos

1998/1999 65 3
CTtaBpononb

2001/2002 40 6

B Tpetbeit rpynmne yuamyecs: yka3blBalid, YTO OHU FOPAATCS OTIIMYMEM OT JIPYTUX
HapozoB: B [IckoBe B 1998/1999 yuebHOM roay 65% pycckux ydamuxcsi; B MOCKBe —
NPEUMYIIECTBEHHO IIKOJIbHUKHU eBpeiickoil HarmoHanbHOCTH (0T 1% 10 9% B 3aBuCcH-
MOCTH OT roja ompoca, a B 2015—2016 tak orsetrnu 6% pyCCKUX ydaluxcs, IpUIemM
1% W3 HUX yKa3ajl Ha PEBOCXOCTBO PYCCKOM HAlMK HaJ ApyrumHu); B I'pozHom B 2001—
2002 rr. 13% yeueHCKUX ydalIuXcsl YKa3alu, 4To «OBITh YCUEHIIEM» — 3HAYHUT «OBITh
MYXXUMHOM, HO He pycckum»; 23% yvanmxcsd B Mockse B 2015—2016 r. yka3biBany,
YTO OBITh NIPEACTABUTENIEM CBOEH HAIIMOHATIBHOCTH — 3HAYMT JIOCTOMHO MPECTaBIATh
CBOIO HAIIMIO M CTPaHy, TaK KaK IO MOBEACHUIO U UMUKY KaXJIOTO YeIOBEKa CyIIT
0 IIEJIOM Hapojie.
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lMpogonxeHve Tabanupl 1
Y10 3HauUnT ObITb NpeacTaBUTENIeM CBOEei HauMoHanbHOCTU? (B %)

Fopopa / 3 rpynna: 4 rpynna: 5 rpynna: 6 rpynna:
rogpl ONpPocoB ropasitcsi CBoen XuUTb Ha PoaunHe, ObITb HOCUTENEM npvHMMaTb BEPY
0Cc00b0CTbIo, OTNN- no obbl4asim CBO- POAHOro A3blka CBO€EW Haumo-
YATENILHOCTbIO ero Hapopaa, 6bITb M KyNbTypbl HaNIbHOCTN
OT APYrx HapoaoB naTpnuoTom
AcTpaxaHb
1998/1999 4 11 6
2001/2002 4 14 13 3
2004/2005 3 18 4 1
2008/2009 4 7 5 1
2011/2012 16 9 3
2015/2016 6 9 11 4
BapHayn
2009/2010 9 14 19 —
ViBaHOBO
2005/2006 3 1 —
KpacHopap
2001/2002 4 6 4 —
Marikon
1999/20000 2 14 5 —
Maxaukana
2001/2002 1 15 10 —
Mocksa
1998/1999 6 15 9
2001/2002 7 20 5 3
2007/2008 9 28 10
2010/2011 1 25 23 1
2015/2016 8 19 2
Hanbumk
2001/2002 13 25 11 —
Mckos
1998/1999 65 16 8 —
CrtaBponosb
2001/2002 1 25 4 —

XapakTepusys CBOIO HAIMIO, PYCCKUE IIKOJIBHUKU Ha MPOTSKEHUH BCErO MPOEKTa
B MoCKBe OTMEUaITU: «PYCCKHM HApO — CaMbli JIyUIIHA B MUPEY, «3TO YHUKYM, C OCO-
ObIM MEHTAJIUTETOMY, «CaMblii BRIHOCIIUBBII», «B TyXOBHOM OTHOILICHUHU PYCCKHUE CTOSIT
BBIIIIE HAPOJI0B OOJBIIMHCTBA CTpaH 3amnaja U AMEpUKH, a PyCCKHE TEXHUYECKHUE CIie-
[IUAJIMCTHl BBICOKO KOTUPYIOTCS 32 pyOe:KOM», IPH 3TOM HIKOJILHUKH YTOUHSITH, «XOTh
s TOPXKYCh CBOEH 0c000CThIO, HO 51 He HanmoHaIucT». B KpacHonape B 2001—2002 r.
yyalmecs JalH CX0KHUE OTBETBI: «PYCCKUI — 3TO 3BYUHUT TOP0»; «PYCCKUIA HApOI —
BEJIMKUI Hapoa», IpUUYEM IIKOJIBHUKU MOTYEPKUBAIHN CBOIO 0COOOCTh «MbI — KyOaH-
upl»; B Actpaxanu B 2004—2005 r. yTBepKIanu: «Mbl — BeJHKas JepKaBa, U pyc-
CKHUI HapoJ| caMblil JIydIINi»; «OBITh PYCCKUM — 3TO 3HAYUT OBITH IPEACTAaBUTEIEM
BeyKol ctpanby; B 2015—2016 1. — «OBITh HOCHUTEJIEM HAIMOHAILHOTO PYCCKOTO
MeHTanureTa» (3%), «HECTH ¢ YeCThIO 3BAHUE PYCCKOTO YeNIOBEKa, OBITh JOCTONHBIM
npeacTaBuTeneM cBoeit Hammm» (3%).
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lMponomxeHve Tabanebl 1
Y10 3Ha4uT GbITb NPEeACTaBUTENIEM CBOE HAaLMOHANBLHOCTN?

Fopopa / 7 rpynna: 8 rpynna: 9 rpynna:
"okl onpocos oTCTamBaTb MHTEPECHI BCE paBHO, HALMO- 3aTpyaHaIoTCS
PoauHbl, nomoratb HaNbHOCTb AJ151 HUX HE OTBETUTb
NI0AsIM CBOE HaLmMo- MMEET 3Ha4YeHns
HaNbHOCTW, AenaTb BCe
0151 CBOEro Hapoaa

AcTpaxaHb

1998/1999 3 6

2001/2002 9 5

2004/2005 4 6 23

2008/2009 3 2 1

2011/2012 5 11 18

2015/2016 3 7 8
BapHayn

2009/2010 9 5 13
MBaHOBO

2005/2006 15 3 13
KpacHopap

2001/2002 5 11 7
Maiikon

1999/2000 1 2 1
Maxaykana

2001/2002 2 7 12
Mocksa

1998/1999 11 16 9

2001/2002 12 17 4

2007/2008 4 16

2010/2011 12 17 10

2015/2016 6 9 2
Hanbuunk

2001/2002 5 4 1
Mckos

1998/1999 7 7 5
CTtaBpononb

2001/2002 7 11 1

W3 xakux ke MPU3HAKOB B COHAHUH YYAIIUXCS CKJIA/(bIBACTCS MIOHATHE «HALM»?
B uerBepToii U MATON rpymnax MKOJIbHUKAMHU ObUTM Ha3BaHBbl KOHKPETHBIE KOHCOJIH-
JTHMPYIOIINE HAIMIO MPU3HAKK: 4 Tpynna — «kuTh Ha Pogune (B Poccun), mo oObr4asm
CBOETO HapoJa», «ObITh MATPHOTOM 33/TyMBIBATHCs 0 OyayiieM cBoeld PoauHey; 5 rpym-
na — «OBbITh TIPEJICTAaBUTEIIEM CBOCH HAIlMM — 3HAYUT Pa3roBapuBaTh (IyMaTh) Ha POJI-
HOM $I3bIKE€ M TOPAUTHCS 3TUMY (TIPUYEM ydaliuecss OTMEYalld, YTO «ObITh HOCUTENEM
POIHOTO S3bIKA U KYJIBTYPBI HE 03HaYaeT OBITh 3aTBOPHUKOM M UHTEPECOBATHCS TOIBKO
CBOMMY); 6 IpyIla — «IPUHUMATh BEpy CBOEH HAI[MOHAIBHOCTHY; 7 rpymia — «ObITh
JPYKeI0OHBIM, TOCTEIPUUMHBIM, HO, €CJTM HYXHO, YMETh IIOCTOSITh 32 CBOIO HALIUIOM,
«OTCTAanBaTh MHTEPECHl CBOEH CTpaHbl, IOMOTaTh JIIOASIM CBOEH HAIlMOHAIbHOCTHU
B TPYJIHbI€ MUHYTBID», «J€JaTh BCE BO3MOXHOE JUIsl CBOETO Hapoaa»; 8 rpyina — Ha-
IIMOHAJILHOCTH JJISl HUX «HE UMEET 0CO00Tr0 3HAUCHUS», «HE UTrpaeT OOJIbIIONH poIn»,
«HM BCE PaBHO», «HALMOHAILHOCTh HUUYETO HE 3HAUUT», «OHM JIa’Ke HE 33 JyMbIBAJINChH
00 3TOM».

Brepsrie B 2008/2009 yueGHOM rojy 3a BeCh MEPHOJL OMPOCOB, HaunHast ¢ 1989 r.,
Opy OTBETE HA JAHHBIM BOMPOC OBUIM IOJyYeHBI HEraTUBHBIE OTBETHL: «PYCCKUM
ObITb — Hepycckux OuTh» (1%), «ObITh ckuHOM!» (1%). B TO %€ Bpems 2% yuammmxcst
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TOM e IIKOJIbI, HA00OPOT, YKa3aliu, YTO JJIsl HUX KaK MpeJICTaBUTeNIel CBOeH Halluu
CTOUT 3aJa4a «OOpOThCS CO CKMHXeAaMu». MTak, Kak ydanrecs 0CO3HAIOT MOHSATHE
«Pomunay, «OTeuecTBO»?

Jlo Hauanma 1990-x IT. B COBETCKOM MEAaroruke CUMTagoch, 4YTo (POPMUpPOBAHUE
noHsATus «PonnHay y ydammxcst OT MIIQIUX BO3PACTHBIX KATErOpUi K CTapIIUM UIET
10 HapacTarole: OT NOHATUS «Majiol PoauHbDy (MECTO, I/ie pOMIICS U JKUBEILb, POA-
HOH JIOM, CEJI0, TOPOJ, T/Ie )KUBYT POJIHBIC U KHJIH MPEKH) — K ONPEACICHUIO «Kpa,
00J1aCTh» U BBICIIEMY YPOBHIO — «pecIlyOiMKa, cTpaHa, TOCyAapcTBO» (IIpHUYeM IO-
CIIeTHSAS TPAaIis, KaK CUMTANIOCh, ObUIa XapakTepHa OOJbIIe sl PYyCCKOSI3BIYHOTO Ha-
cerieHus ). YKe TIepBbIe ONPOCHI, MpoBeieHHbIe Hamu B 1990—1991 r., a 3atem B 1995—
1998 rr. B AcTpaxaHu U ACTpaxaHCKOW 00JIaCTH, OKA3aJIH, YTO YYalllUecs! IIKOJI C MHO-
TOHAIMOHATILHBIM cocTaBOM € 3 o 10 Kiacchl pycCcKoOi, TaTapCKOM, Ka3aXCKOW HAIlUO-
HaJbHOCTEH M IpejcTaBuTenu HapogoB KaBka3a, kak B ropojie, Tak U B cele Jalu
B 1989—1991 u 1995—1998 rr. 75—80% otBeTOB, onpenensomux «Poauny» kak
«vainyio Pomuny», T.e. «MECTO pOXKACHUS U NPOKUBAHUS, TJ€ KUBYT POJHBIC M KIITU
MIPEKH, TJIe MOKHO pa3roBapuBaTh Ha pogHoM s3eike» [7. C. 137].

B xone namiero nepsoro onpoca B Actpaxanu U ActpaxaHckoit ooiactu B 1990 ro-
JIy B TIOPSIIKE SKCIEPUMEHTA B 0a30BBIX IIKOJAX C MHOTOHALIMOHAIBHBIM COCTaBOM y4a-
IIMXCS ¥ TIPETOAaBaHIEM TaTapCKOTO M Ka3aXCKOTO S3bIKOB ObLIO MPOBEJCHO AHKETH-
pOBaHME TPETHUX KJIACCOB (B BO3pacTe 8§ JIET), U3y4arOUIUX HALMOHAJBHBIN S3BIK
B TOPOJICKUX U celbekux mmkonax [5. C. 33]. Pe3ynpTaThl aHKEeTUPOBAHUS IKOJIBHUKOB
MpeACTaBICHBI B TA0JI. 2.

Tabnmua 2

OTBeTbl yHawWmxca TpeTbux knaccos B 1990 r.
Ha Bonpoc «4T1o Takoe PoguHa?» (B %)

Banbekckas cenbckasi Lkona LLikona Ne 74 B AcTpaxaHun
C M3Y4YEHNEM KA3aXCKOro s3blka C M3Y4YEHMEM TATAPCKOro sA3blka

MecTo, rae poauncs un xmeeLwb — 25
9710 MaTb — 20

Camoe pgoporoe gng Hac — 10

He otBeTUAIN — 45

Fopop (AcTpaxaHb), MECTO, rae POAMIICS U XMBellb — 67
O6wumii pom — 8

Mow kpaii — 8

Mosi cTpaHa — 8

He otBeTvnn — 4

el I I b

S R

Opnaxko ¢ 2000-x TT. cTaia CKIIaabIBaThCA HOBAsK TEHACHITNS, IIOKA3hIBAIONIAs, YTO
y HacelleHUsI B 1IeJIOM M Y MOJIOJICKU B YaCTHOCTH (OpMHUpPYETCsl TOHUMaHue PouHbl
KaK CWIIbHOU aeprkaBbl, OTedecTBa, 3aNIUIIAIONIET0 CBOMX I'paxkaaH (Tadi. 3). Dta
TEeHJEHIUs Oblila BBIABIEHA IPH NOBTOpHBIX omnpocax 2001—2007 rr. He TOJIBKO
B Mockge, HO U B Actpaxanu, ['po3nom u Hazpanu. Yuaruecst OTBETHIIN, YTO JJIsT HUX
«Pomunay — 310 «Mecmo, ede poouncs, xcuseutby (B TOM YUCIIE «POIHOU Kpai», «Iio-
OUMBII TOPOT», KMUKPOPAHOHY, «yiHIay). 3 HuX:

— «popHas 3emis»: B Actpaxanu B 2004—2005 yuebnom rogy — 5%, B CtaBpo-
none B 2001—2002 — 12%, B I'pozaom B 2001—2002 — 17%, 2004—2005 — 9%,
B Hazpanu B 2001—2002 — 7%, B 2004—2005 — 21%, B Maxaukane B 2001—2002 —
8%, B Hampunke B 2001—2002 — 7%;

— «poaHOi Kpait»: B Actpaxanu B 2004—2005 — 4%, B 2015/2016 — 2%, B Ma-
xaukaie B 2001—2002 — 7%, B Hanpunke B 2001—2002 — 5%, B Mockse B 2015—
2016 — 1%;
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— «ponHO# ropo»: B Actpaxanu B 2004—2005, B 2011—2012, B 2015/2016 —
1o 3%, B I'pozaoMm B 2001—2002 — 4%, B CtaBpomnosne B 2001—2002 — 2%, B Hanb-
guke B 2001—2002 — 1%, B Mockse B 2015—2016 — 2%;

— «POJUHA — 3TO POJHBIE, CEMbs, MaTbh, BTOpasi MaTh, POAHOMN J0M» — OTBETHI,
BOILIEJIINE B ATy IPyMILy cocTaBUIM 0T 6% 10 27%;

— «SI3bIK, UcTOpUS, 00bIYan, KynsTypay: B ['pozHom B 2001—2002 — 4%, B Haunb-
yrke B 2001—2002 — 1%, B Actpaxanu B 2015—2016 — 1%.

CpaBHUBasi COOTHOIIEHHUE TPAKTOBOK POAMHBI KaK MaJlOW POIMHBD U CTPAHbI-TO-
CyIapcTBa, ciaemyeT OTMeTHTh, 94To B 2001—2002 T. y MOCKOBCKHX ydamuxcst (puKcH-
poBasioch OOMBILIE OTBETOB, ONPEICISIONINX POIUHY Kak «cTpany» (44%), mo cpaBHe-
HHUIO C MIOHMMAaHUEM POAMHBI KaK «Majoil POJMHBI — MECTa, IJIe POJIWICS U KUBEIIb,
/1€ IOM, pOJIHbIE U Onn3kue, rae xkuiu npeakun» (34%), oqnako B 2015—2016 . atu
MOKA3aTeIN COCTABHIIM, COOTBETCTBEHHO, 20% 1 55%. TenneHuus Bo3pacTaHus Tpak-
TOBKH POJIMHBI KaK CTpaHbl ObuIa BbIsABIEeHA B niepuoa ¢ 2001—2005 rr. u B 1pyrux pe-
ruoHax: B ['posHoM — 8% B 2001—2002 110 M 25% B 2004—2005; B AcTpaxanu —
23% B 2001—2002, 29% B 2004—2005, HO 3aTeM Mpou30LUIO CHIXeHuEe 10 19%
B 2015—2016 [7. C. 138].

WnTepecHo npocneauts BAUSHUE TEICBUACHUS Ha IIKOJLHUKOB. [locie mokasa
¢umpma «bpat-2» 10% B 2005—2006 r. B IBanoBo, 1% B Actpaxanu, no 2% Ha3spann
u CraBpomnosne ykasanu, 4to PouHa — 3T0: «...02pomHas cmpaua: u mpasumka, u jie-
COK, 8 nojie Kaxcowvlli KOJIOCOK, CONHYe, Hebo 2onyboe — 2mo 8ce moe, pooHoe. Imo
Poouna mos. Bcex nrobnio na ceeme s!y. IIpouutupoBaB 3T0 TPOraTeIbHOE CTUXOTBO-
penue, Te ke 2% CTaBpONOIBCKHUX YUaIXCcsl IPH OTBETE Ha BOMPOC «YUTo 3HAYHT OBITh
naTpuoToM?» OTBeTHIN: «MOYUTH IIIOXUX, T€X, KTO MPOTUB PYCCKUXM.

Tabnuya 3
OTBeTbl Ha Bonpoc «410 Takoe PoanHa?»
Fopopa / 1 rpynna: 2 rpynna: 3 rpynna: 4 rpynna:
oabl oNpocoB MECTO, rae pogun- cTpaHa, Poccus, POOHOM AOM, MaTb camoe Joporoe,
CSl U XuBELLb OTeuecTBO CeMbsi, POLHbIE 32 4TO MOXHO
OTAaTb XU3Hb

AcTpaxaHb

1998/1999 77 23 7 7

2001/2002 62 29 16 5

2004/2005 34 18 12 4

2008/2009 52 19 12 7

201172012 54 9 4

2015/2016 74 19 16 6
BapHayn

2009/2010 65 23 9 1
PO3HbIN

2001/2002 38 12 18 8

2004/2005 56 25 6 9
MBaHOBO

2005/2006 34 22 20 15
KpacHopap

2001/2002 37 21 24 14
Maiikon

1999/2000 62 7 11 16
Maxaykana

2001/2002 69 9 23 6
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OkoHyaHue Tabaubl 3

Fopopa / 1 rpynna: 2 rpynna: 3 rpynna: 4 rpynna:
["oakl onpocos MecCTO, rae poguvn- cTpaHa, Poccus, poAHOM AOM, MaTb camMoe Joporoe,
CSl U XuBeLlb OTtevecTBO CeMbsi, POAHbIE 32 4TO MOXHO
OTAaTb XU3Hb

Mocksa

1998/1999 53 25 7 1

2001/2002 34 44 18 4

2007/2008 44 47 7 1

2010/2011 49 33 27

2015/2016 55 23 32 2
HaspaHb

2000/2001 40 51 22 18

2001/2002 60 40 1 2

2004/2005 42 48 17 8
Hanbumk

2001/2002 71 9 20 7
Mckos

1998/1999 37 33 14 8
CraBponosnb

2001/2002 64 26 3 5

[TaTproTH3M — TaKoe COCTOSIHUE CO3HAHUS U TMOBEACHHS JIMYHOCTH, B KOTOPOM
MPOUCXOIUT MJICHTU(UKALNS UHIMUBHUJIA C COLMATLHO-3THUYECKON 0OIIHOCThIO0. B pe-
3yJIbTaTe ATON UASHTU(DUKAIIMN JTIMYHOCTD HCIIBITHIBAET TATPUOTUYECKHIE YyBCTBA JTIOOBU
K POIHOMY SI3BIKY, KYJIbTYPE, POJHBIM MECTaM, MPUPOE, K CBOEMY Hapoay, YyBCTBO
HaIMOHATLHON TopaocTH. OTBETHI MIKOJFHUKOB Ha MPOTSHKEHUH BCETO MEPHUO/Ia OTpO-
COB Ha BOIPOC «YTO 3HAYUT OBITH NATPHOTOM?» MOXKHO CIPYIMITUPOBATH CIETYIOLIIM
obpazom (tabu. 4).

1 rpymnma: «1o0uTh U yBaXxxaTh PoanHy, ee HCTOpHIO, KYJIBTYpY U JIFO/ICH BceX Ha-
[IUOHAILHOCTEH, B HEH YKMBYIIHX», «TOpauThcs PomuHoi». B 2007—2008 yueOHOM
TOJly MOCKOBCKHE yUallfecs YTOUHSIIN, YTO «IIaTPUOTOM MOKET Ha3bIBaThCS TOJIBKO
TOT, KTO 3HAET UCTOPHUIO U KYJIBTYpPY CBOETO Hapoja, MPUPOLYy POIHOTO Kpast U JIIOOHUT
€r0, TOJIBKO TOTIa OH MOXET OBITh TAaTPUOTOM.

2 rpynma: «ObITh IpeJaHHbIM PosnHe».

3 rpynna: npakTHYECKU BKJIaJ B pa3BUTUE CTPAHBI: «JenaTh Bce s PonuHby,
«OTCTaMBaTh €€ UHTEPECHD», KIIOMOTATh €il», «yJIydlIaTh €€ MOJOKEHUE.

4 rpynmna: «3anmmats Poaunyy. [legaroram cienyer oOpaTuTh BHUMaHHUE Ha TO,
KaKOM CMBICJI BKJIA/IBIBAJIM YYalllMecs IKOJI ¢ MHOTOHAIIMOHAJIbHBIM COCTAaBOM B MOHS-
tre «3amuta Pogunby. Tak, B 2001—2002 . B CraBponone 23% MIKOILHUKOB OTBe-
THIH, YTO JUI HUX «OBITh MAaTPHOTOM» O3HAuaeT «3aumiiath Pomuny»: 4% onporieH-
HBIX TIOHUMAJIX 3TO KaK «TOTOBHOCTH HUJITH Ha BOHHY», «MOYUTb IIOXHX», «PAa30OUpPaTHCS
C TeMH, KTO MIPOTHB PYCCKUX», «OBITh (haHATOM CBOEH CTPaHbI».

5 rpymnmna: «caMoIoXepTBOBaHUE BO UMs POAMHBI): «ITaTpHOTH3M — 3TO CIIOCO0-
HOCTB OTJATh KU3Hb 32 Poauny».

6 TpyImIa: «3HaTh UCTOPUIO, HALMOHAIBHYIO KYJIBTYPY, POAHOM SI3bIK, YTHTh MPEAKOB
1 coOMoaTh TpaauLUu cBoero Hapoga»: B 2004—2005 — 9% yuamuxcs B ['po3Hom
u 4% B Hazpanwy; B 2011—2012 — 7% u B 2015—2016 — 4% yuamuxcs B AcTpaxaHu.

7 Tpymia: «ObITh HACTOSIIITM YE€JIOBEKOM, JOCTOMHBIM ChIHOM PouHbDy — B 2004—
2005 roxy 9% yuamuxcs B ['poznom u 12% B Hazpanu.
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8 rpyrmna: «He CKpbIBaTh CBOK HAMOHATBHOCTE» — 4% €BpeiiCKUX IKOIbHUKOB
B Mockse B 1998—1999 .

9 rpynma: «He 3HaIOT, 4To 3Ha4YMT ObITH matpuoTom»: 10% B KpacHomape B 2001—
2002 r., mo 2% B Mockse, CtaBponosne u Hanpunke, 12% B MBanoso B 2005—2006,
5% B Actpaxanu B 2008—2009.

B otBetax Ha Bompocsl: «Uto Takoe marpuoTusM?» u «UTo 3HaYUT OBITH MATPHO-
TOM?» OOJBIIMHCTBO OMPOIICHHBIX BO BCEX PETrHOHAX OINMPEENMIN MaTPHOTH3M Kak
«1000Bb K PostnHe 1 TOp10CTh 3a HEE», OTMETHB, YTO 3TO «BBICOKOE YYBCTBO, KOTOPOE
WCIIBITBIBAET KaXKBII YEJIOBEK K CBOEH CTPaHE», 3TO «HPABCTBEHHBIN U IOJIUTHYECKAN
npuHIAm (Tad. 4).

Tabnnua 4
OTBeTbl Ha BONPOC «4T0 3HA4YUT ObITb NATPUOTOM?» (B %)
[opopa / 1 rpynna 2 rpynna 3 rpynna 4 rpynna 5 rpynna
"okl onpocos nobntb ObITb BEPHbLIM CNY>XUTb 3awmaTb CaMOrnoXepT-
Poaunny PoauHe PoauHe Poaunny BOBaHue

AcTpaxaHb

1998/1999 53 9 17 26 7

2001/2002 39 9 16 28 16

2004/2005 36 29 15 16 5

2008/2009 40 13 9 13 4

2011/2012 40 13 10 18

2015/2016 71 13 12 12 2
BapHayn

2009/2010 70 6 4 11 2
PO3HbIN

2001/2002 50 33 25 4

2004/2005 42 3 23 25
MBaHOBO

2005/2006 50 7 6 12 1
KpacHopap

2001/2002 37 12 5 15 6
Maiikon

1999/2000 54 20 9 28 5
Maxaykana

2001/2002 46 23 15 11 1
Mockea

1998/1999 55 11 9 7 5

2001/2002 62 9 15 12 6

2007/2008 60 7 15 10 3

2010/2011 79 7 9 7

2015/2016 86 3 9 7 1
HaspaHb

2000/2001 37 18 42 30 4

2001/2002 9 77 14 5 2

2004/2005 63 4 17 13
Hanbuunk

2001/2002 65 19 7 22 1
Mckos

1998/1999 63 10 15 16 7
CTtaBpononb

2001/2002 56 13 9 23 5

Crnenyer oTMeTUTh, 4TO 110 KOoHIA 1990-x IT. B Ompocax HIKOJBHHUKOB B paMKax
HAIIIETO MPOEKTa He ObUTO 3a(PMKCUPOBAHO OTPULIATEIBHBIX OTBETOB MPH XapaKTEPUCTH-
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K€ MOHATUHN «IaTpuOTU3M» U «ObITh maTpuoToM». C 2000-X TIT. 4acTh ydyaliuxcs OT-
pHLIATENTFHO MITH O€3pa3InIHO TPAKTYET MOHSTHUS «IIATPUOTH3M» U «OBITh TATPHUOTOM:

— B bapnayine 1% B 2009—2010 r. — kak «cyMacIIecTBUe» WIN «MHe 0e3 pa3-
HUIIBD;

— B Maxaukaie 7% B 2001—2002 — «s abCOIIOTHO MPOTUB NaTproTu3May (3%),
«OBITh MATPUOTOM — 3HAYMT KUTh CKYUHO» (2%), «maTpuoTu3Ma ceituac Het» (1%),
«s He natpuot» (1%); B Actpaxanu B 2004—2005 — «s1 ve matpuot» (1%);

— B Crasponosne B 2001—2002 — «ObITh NaTPUOTOM» O3HAYAET «ObITh YEJIOBE-
KOM, KOTOpBI nomenian Ha ciose “Pomuna”» (1%), y 4% nonsaTHe «OBbITh ATPHOTOM»
TpaHC(OPMHUPOBATIOCH B «TOTOBHOCTh UATH HAa BOWHY», «MOUHUTH IIOXUX», «Pa30oUpaTh-
CsI C TEMH, KTO IIPOTHB PYCCKUX», «OBITh (haHATOM CBOEH CTpaHbBD»;

— B Mockse B 1998 roay 3% cumranu, 4To NaTpuoOTU3M — 3TO «IEMOHCTPUPOBAThH
MOKa3HYIO JII000BB K PosiHey, «OTpHIaTeIbHOE Ka4eCTBOY, «CUIIbHOE 3201y KICHUEY,
«CHHOHHUM HIMOTU3MY, Pa3HOBUIHOCTH OJIArOPOTHOTO CyMacIIECTBUs», «OUTH BCe JApY-
rue Haiuu», B 2001—2002 1. 3% monaranu, 4To 3TO «HUYETO HE 3HAYUTY», «ITO MyCTOM
JIO3yHI», «ObITh HamoHaTUCTOM», B 2007—2008 — uto 310 «Open» (3%), «d3rouctu-
YECKHE MHTEPECh», «IUTh MHOTO BOAKW» (1o 1%) (MOHO CpaBHUTH C OTBETOM
B 1998—1999 r. — «pycckuii 4eIoBeK ¢ MUPOKOH JYIIOH, TIOOUT MUTH BOJKY»),
«mocneanee yoexwurie Heronses» (1%), B 2011—2012 — «wucmwiThiBath K Ponyae uyB-
CTBO TOpAOCTH, O0yn, BocxumieHus u coxainenus» (11%), B 2015—2016 — cnenas
BEpa B CBOIO CTpaHy, YyBCTBO, HA KOTOPOM UIPAlOT YUHOBHHUKH, 3TO CPEACTBO JABJICHUS
Ha monen (4%);

— B Kpacnogmape B 2001/2002 — «3T0 BCEro JHIIb TEPMUHY, «ITATPHOTU3M — 3TO
MOMEIIATENILCTBO Ha YeM-Ti00» (2%);

— B Hazpanu B 2001—2002 — «maTpuoTH3M — 3TO MOCIEAHEee PUOEKHIIE He-
rozasieB» (2%).

Mps1 ipoceany, OTKyAa IpHIia K IIKOJIbHUKAM Mocieanss nurata. OHa mo-
nmyuyuina u3BecTHOCTH yepe3 «Kpyr urenus» JI.H. TosncToro B HeraTMBHOM KOHTEKCTE
[8. C. 237]: «nocnenHee npuOEKHUIIe HETOSS — NMaTpuoTH3M». Ho naxe B 3TOM KOH-
TeKcTe (pa3a 3HAYUTEITHHO OTIMYACTCS N0 CMBICITY OT TOM, YTO MOTydYHIIa pacipocTpa-
Henue B CMU. Camo BeickasbiBanue «Patriotism is the last refuge of a scoundrel» npu-
HAJUICKUT 3HAMEHUTOMY aHIIMHCKOMY KpuTuky M 1oaty XVIII B., aBropy «CnoBaps
anrnuiickoro si3pika» C. Jlxoncony. B cratee «IlatpuoT» OH ykaszan, 9To MaTpuoTOM
SIBJISIETCS] TOT, Ybs OOIIECTBEHHAsI JEATEIHHOCTD OMPENESETCS JIUIIb OJHUM €IHH-
CTBEHHBIM MOTHBOM — JIFOOOBBIO K CBOEH CTpaHe, TOT, KTO B MapiiaMeHTe PYKOBOI-
CTBYETCS B KaKJOM Clly4ae HE JIMYHBIMU MOOYX JACHUSIMHU U OTACEHUSIMU, HE JTUIHOMN
no0poToii mim o0uoH, a oommmu uHTepecamu [2]. Mcxons u3 copepkaHus CTaThbH,
xypHanucT H. E¢umoB nan crenyromryto TpakToBKy (ppasbl: «He Bce mpomano gaxe
y CaMoro MpoTaIero 4YenoBeKa, OTTOPTHYTOrO JPY3bsIMH U OOIIECTBOM, €CIIU B €r0 JIy-
1€ COXpaHseTcsl 9yBCTBO PO/IMHBI, B HEM ero MOCHeIHsIs HaiexKaa U cracenuey [2]. Ota
TPaKTOBKA BITOJIHE COTTIACOBBIBAETCS C TiepeBoioM (hpasbl «Patriotism is the last refuge
of a scoundrel», nanapiM ToncteiM B «Kpyre urenus»: «Ilocnennee mpubexwuie Hero-
1151 — natpuotusm» [8. C. 237].

[To moBoxy 3toii dpassr B 2000 r. Oba Gosbmas nuckyccus B «HesaBucumoit
razere» [3; 4] u B 2001 r. — B «JIuteparypnoii razere» [1]. ®paza «Ilarpuoruzm —
nocieaHee mpuodexuiie Heroasey B Hadane 2002 r. Obuta BRIHECEHA B Ha3BaHHUE
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IHcKyccud B niepenaue «KynbTypHasi peBOIOIHS», HO IIKOJIBHUKYA HE OYAyT BHHKATh
B TUIyOMHY TPaKTOBOK aHTJIMMCKOW ¢pasbl, ckazaHHOH B 1774 T., 3aTO KOpOTKast
Y XJIECTKAsl AMaTakHasi CTPOKA «IATPHOTH3M — MOCIIEAHEE IPUOEKHILE HETOSIEBY UM

3allIOMHUJIACh, T.C. CMHU CJIICayCT OBITH OCTOPOKHBIMU B CBOUX BbICKA3bIBAHUIX.

[IpoTuBOpPEYMBOCTH MATPUOTHUECKON MO3UIMH YHAIIUXCS OTPa3HIach B OTBETAX
Ha psi BOIPocoB. Tak, OONBIIMHCTBO IIKOJIBHUKOB CYUTAIOT, YTO HEOOXOAUMO 3HATh
HAIMOHAJILHYIO UCTOPHIO (€€ OCHOBHBIE BEXH, MAMATHUKU MaTepUAIbHON U TyXOBHOM
KYJIbTYpPBI, BBIIAOIIMXCS JIFOJIEH, UX 3aCIIyTH), OJHAKO YPOBEHb UX 3HAHUI IO UCTOPUU
POIHOTO HApo/Ja HEBBICOK: OT TPETH JI0 MOJOBHHBI OMPOIICHHBIX UMEIOT BECbMa IO-

BEPXHOCTHbIE 3HaHUS, a HEKOTOpbIE BOOOIIEe HUKAKUX (Tabi1. 5).

Tabnvua 5

OTBeTbl Ha Bonpocbl «<Heo6xoAMMO N 3HaTb CBOIO HAaLMOHAJIbHYIO UCTOPUIO U KYJIbTYPY?»
n «KakoB Bawi ypoBeHb 3HaHUIA MO HALUOHANILHOW UCTOPUN U KYNbType?» (B %)

Fopopa / Ha YpOBEHb 3HaHUI MO UCTOPUN POOHOIO Hapoaa
['oapl onpocos .
BbICOKMNIA 3HaHMA BECbMa BOOOLLLE HE UMEIOT
NOBEPXHOCTHbI 0 HeW nNpeacTaBneHns

AcTpaxaHb

1998/1999 82 47 48 4

2001/2002 88 50 49 1

2004/2005 78 42 48 10

2008/2009 73 39 50 3

2011/2012 74 39 48 10

2015/2016 80 49 49 2
BapHayn

2009/2010 85 41 54 2
PO3HbIN

2001/2002 96 46 42 8

2004/2005 94 38
MBaHOBO

2005/2006 76 42 13 45
KpacHopap

2001/2002 74 36 53 7
Maiikon

1999/2000 90 59 38 1
Maxaykana

2001/2002 85 40 53 6
Mocksa

1998/1999 78 47 43 10

2001/2002 75 64 35 1

2007/2008 73 54 45 1

2011/2012 61 22 46 31

2015/2016 72 61 38 (Ha yposHe El3) 1
HaspaHb

2000/2001 93 43 54 2

2002/2003 91 81 14

2004/2005 79 46 54
Hanbunk

2001/2002 97 44 56 1
Mckos

1998/1999 87 65 34 1
CraBponosb

2001/2002 75 52 42 3

Bo BTOpOIi yacTu onpoca paccMaTpuBanachk KyJIbTypa MEXHAIMOHATBHOTO OOIICHUS
IIKOJIbHUKOB, MX OTHOLIEHHE K NPEJICTABUTENISIM APYIMX HALMOHAIBHOCTEH (Ha OCHOBE
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TOBCEHEBHOTO OIbITA, HAIIMOHAIBHBIX CTEPEOTUIIOB, CUCTEMbI BOCITUTAHUS U 00pa30-
BaHUs), KOHQJIUKTHBINA MTOTEHIIMAN U TPEIPACTIONIOKEHHOCTh YUYAIMXCS K TIPOTECTHOMY
nosezieHuto. [lokaszareneH B 3Toi CBSI3M OTBET Ha BONpoc: «ECTh 1M HallMOHATIBHOCTH,
K KOTOPBIM BbI HCTIBITBIBaeTE HENMPHUS3HB?Y (TA0II. 6).

Tabua 6

«ECTb I HALWMOHANBHOCTM,
K KOTOPbIM Bbl UCcnbITbIBaeTe HeNpUA3Hb?» (B %)

Fopopa / Ha Het
'oabl oNnpocoB

AcTpaxaHb

1998/1999 26 70

2001/2002 47 35

2004/2005 53 34

2008/2009 42 48

2011/2012 33 54

2015/2016 36 46
BapHayn

2009/2010 46 46
[PO3HbIN

2001/2002 38 63

2004/2005 34 53
VBaHOBO

2005/2006 37 39
KpacHopap

2001/2002 39 41
Marikon

1999/2000 21 49
Maxadkana

2001/2002 15 76
Mocksa

1998/1999 20 61

2001/2002 32 43

2007/2008 28 53

2010/2011 13 62

2015/2016 17 68
HaspaHb

2000/2001 32 50

2001/2002 26 74

2004/2005 25 63
Hanbumk

2001/2002 8 80
Mckos

1998/1999 36 45
CraBponosnb

2001/2002 40 43

Omnpockl cpey y4yauxcsi MHOTOHAIMOHAIBHBIX IIKOJI MPOBOJWINCH ISl BBISICHE-
HMS MHEHUH PECIIOHJICHTOB O TOM, BO3PaCTaeT WIM MaJaeT CTAaTyC MpeaCTaBUTeNeH
Pa3HBIX HALIMOHAIBHOCTEH, KaKOBa BEPTUKAJIbHAsI MOOMIBHOCTb Y PAa3HBIX ATHUYECKUX
IPYIII B UCCIIEAYEMBIX PETMOHAX, UMEET JIM MECTO NPOSIBJICHUE MPSAMOM MM KOCBEHHOM
JUCKPUMHUHALMY 110 HALMOHAILHOMY Ipu3HaKy. CTapIleKIacCHUKaM MpeIaragoch OT-
BETHUTb, BIMSET JIM HAI[MOHAIBHOCTD YEJIOBEKA Ha €ro JajbHeilyto cyap0y: mocTyI-
JICHHE B By3 U NOJydyeHHE 00pa30BaHus; MPOJBIKEHHE 10 padoTe, ciyx0e; yyacTue
B NOJIMTUYECKUX U OOIIECTBEHHBIX opraHuzauusax. OOImuil uTor noaBoAKICS BOMIPO-
coM «Cuunraete i Bel, uro npencraBureny Bamell HalmoHaIbHOCTH 001a1a0T PEaIbHO
paBHBIMHU IIpaBaMHU C MIPEACTABUTENSAMH JPYTUX HALIMOHAIBHOCTENH ?». DTOT KOMILIEKC
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BOIIPOCOB JOJIZKECH OBLI IMOKa3aTb, UMECT JIU MECTO AUCKPUMHUHAIIMUA 110 HAITMOHAJIBHOMY
IPU3HAKY, U, €CJIU J1a, TO, KaK MPOSIBILIETCS U BIMSET Ha STHUYECKOE CO3HAHHE YUaIIIHXCS.

OneHKa BIUSHUS HALIMOHAIBHOM MPUHAAJIEKHOCTH Ha COLUAIBHYI0 MOOWIBHOCTb
npezcTaBieHa B Tadi. 7.

Tabnvua 7
OLuEeHKMU BUSIHUE HaLMOHaIbHOW NPUHaAEeXHOCTU (B %)
Fopopa / O6napatoT N1 NpeacTaBUTENU BnuseT nu B peanbHOM XNU3HU
ogbl onpocos Bawer HaumoHanbHOCTH HaLMOHaNbHOCTb YeNnoBeka Ha:
paBHbLIMM NpaBamMn ¢ Apyrmmmn
HALMOHANBHOCTAMM NOCTNNEHNE | NPOABMXKEHME nonnuTuye-
B BY3 no pabore cKylo aes-
TeNIbHOCTb
aa HeT na HeT aa HeT na HeT
AcTpaxaHb
1998/1999 80 16 26 55 30 45 32 43
2001/2002 86 6 20 66 25 59 44 48
2004/2005 73 19 30 58 37 58 46 33
2008/2009 80 9 20 70 25 60 32 45
2011/2012 79 12 24 64 30 58 37 42
2015/2016 80 10 25 64 34 54 40 46
BapHayn
2009/2010 66 22 21 56 27 45 40 31
"PO3HbIN
2001/2002 50 29 75 21 71 21 50 13
2004/2005 25 63 56 19 66 9 63 19
MBaHOBO
2005/2006 62 15 26 49 28 51 43 35
KpacHopap
2001/2002 58 15 24 49 30 24 48 15
Maiikon
1999/2000 76 12 42 38 49 31 47 33
Maxaykana
2001/2002 82 10 44 44 47 34
Mocksa
1998/1999 71 15 37 38 41 35 57 24
2001/2002 63 18 39 35 49 30 58 23
2007/2008 50 29 39 33 46 31 54 27
2010/2011 60 12 50 19 37 35 50 19
2015/2016 57 28 47 53 65 34 77 22
HaspaHb
2000/2001 61 29 70 27 60 26 73 12
2001/2002 30 53 88 12 52 12 60 9
2004/2005 42 21 50 33 50 21 50 29
Hanbuunk
2001/2002 85 5 34 52 35 50 34 45
Mckos
1998/1999 66 18 35 40 49 30 31 19
CraBponosb
2001/2002 62 15 27 55 30 48 43 37

Ecnu cpaBHUBaTh OTBETHI yyaniuxcsi 0a30BbIX IIKOJ B AcTpaxanu u MocKkBe
B 2015—2016 y4eOHOM rojy, TO y MOCKOBCKHX HIKOJIBHUKOB M3MEHIJINCH OIICHKU BEp-
THUKaJIbHOM MOOMJIBHOCTH U PAaBEHCTBA IIPaB pa3HbIX HaumoHaibHOCTeH. Tak, Ha 16%
YBEJIMYMIIOCH KOJIMYECTBO OTBETOB Y PYCCKHX ydaluxcs B MOCKBe, 4TO MX HALMOHAJIb-
HOCTb (3THHUYECKOE OOJIBIIMHCTBO B CTpaHe) HE 00IaaeT paBHBIMU MpaBaMH C MPeJ-
CTaBUTEJIIMU JIPYTUX HAIIMOHAJIBHOCTEH, B UX OTBETAX MPEBAIMPYIOT BBICKA3bIBAHUS
0 3aBUCHMOCTH HPOJBIDKEHUS O paboTe WM CITy>KOe OT HAI[MOHAIbHOW IPHHAUICK-
HocTH — 65% (yBenuuenue Ha 28% no cpaBHeHuro ¢ 2010—2011) , a Taxoke nonuTuye-
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CKOM akTUBHOCTH — 77% (yBermnueHue Ha 27% no cpaBHenuto ¢ 2010—2011). B 2015—
2016 r. OTBETHl aCTPAXaHCKUX YYALIUXCS OCTAIUCHh CXOAHBIMHM C OTBETAMM IPEIbITY-
UX JieT. BoJbIIMHCTBO acTpaxaHCKUX MIKOJBHUKOB U PYCCKOM, U TaTapCKOM, U Ka3ax-
ckoil HammoHanbHOCTEH (80%) CUMTAIOT, YTO MPEACTABUTENM MX HALMOHAJIBLHOCTH
00JIaZlat0T paBHBIMU NpaBaMH C MPEACTABUTEISIMUA JPYTUX HAMOHAIBHOCTEH (TIpH MO-
CTYIUICHUH B BY3, IPOJBIXKEHUHU TI0 paboTe W CITyK0€, a TakKe MPH OCYIIECTBICHHN
MOJTUTUYECKON aKTUBHOCTH) M YKa3bIBalOT Ha OTCYTCTBHE AUCKPUMHUHAIIMM IO HALIMO-
HQJIBHOMY IIPU3HAKY.

B BO3HMKHOBEHHMHU U pa3pacTaHUX MEKHAIIMOHAIBHBIX KOH(IUKTOB BEJIUKA POJIb
TOCIIOJICTBYIOIIMX B MACCOBOM CO3HAHHUHU CTEPEOTHUIIOB, HACTPOCHUH, PEAPACCYIKOB,
B YaCTHOCTU HEMPUSI3HU K TOMY WJIM MHOMY Hapojy. [lombITka BBISIBUTH HAJTMYUE 3TOTO
(axropa ObLIa c/ie/IaHa B XOZ€ OIPOca y4allMXcsl HALMOHAJIBHBIX IIKOJ U KJIACCOB MHO-
TOHAIIMOHAJILHOTO COCTaBa. TPEBOXKHBIM MOMEHT BBISIBIICH MPH aHAJIN3€ KOH(DIMKTHOTO
MOTEHIIMAJA YYaIUXCs — OTBETOB O BO3MOXXHOM YYaCTHU B MEKHAIIMOHAJILHOM KOH-
¢dnukre (Tabn. 8).

Tabnuya 8
Bo3MOXHOe y4yacTue B MeXHaLuMoHalbHOM KOHpUKTE
Ha CTOPOHE CBOEeW HauMOoHaNbHOCTHU (B %)
[opoa / [a, 6e3ycnoBHO 3aBucut Hw B KOEM cnyyae 3arpyaHsiocb
[oabl onpocos OT 06CTOATENLCTB OTBETUTb
AcTpaxaHb
1995/1996 26 58 5 1
1996/1997 16 66 9
1998/1999 9 64 8 19
2001/2002 18 59 5 20
2004/2005 34 32 13 6
2008/2009 33 45 15 7
2011/2012 19 59 11 7
2015/2016 14 60 13 13
BapHayn
2009/2010 10 65 13 12
ViBaHOBO
2005/2006 41 27 6 26
Marikon
1999/2000 22 38 33
Mocksa
1998/1999 8 63 15 15
2001/2002 11 56 18
2007/2008 7 50 28 20
2010/2011 1 42 36 10
2015/2016 9 48 33
KpacHopap
2001/02 14 69 17
[PO3HbIN
2001/2002 33 46 4
2004/2005 63 28 3 6
HaspaHb
2000/2001 38 53
2001/2002 77 12 2
2004/2005 33 42 4 21
Maxadkana
2001/02 20 56 14
Hanbuunk
2001/2002 13 63 5
Mckos
1998/1999 10 73 7
CraBponosnb
2001/2002 18 55 11
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B03M0OKHOCTh MCTIOIB30BaHUS CHIIBI TIPU PEIICHUN MEXHAIMOHAIBHBIX MPOOIeM
ydaliecsi KOMMEHTHPOBAJIM, BBIOUpAst CIEIYIOIINE BApUAHTH OTBETOB: | — B HBIHEIII-
HHX YCJIOBUSX MEKHAIIMOHAJIbHBIE TIPOOJIEMBI HY>KHO PEIIaTh TOJIBKO C TPHUMEHEHHUEM
CWJIBI; 2 — CcHJIa He0OXOJMMa TOJIBKO TOT/a, KOT/Ia TOJ] YIPO30i 0Ka3bIBAIOTCS KU3Hb
U JIOCTOMHCTBO JIIO/IeH; 3 — CHJIOBOE pEIlIeHHE HAIIMOHAIBHBIX MTPOOIEeM B MIPHHIUIIE
HEJIOYCTUMO; 4 — 3aTPyIHSIOTCS OTBETUTH (Tad. 9).

Tabnnuya 9
B0O3MOXXHOCTb MCNOJ/Ib30BAHUSA CUJIbI
npu peLeHnun MeXHalunoHanbHbIX Npo6nem (B %)
Fopopa / rogpl Tonbko Tonbko He ponyctnumo 3arpygHaTca
C NPUMEHEHNemM npw yrpose B NpuHUMnie OTBETUTb
cunbl KU3HU

AcTpaxaHb

1995/1996 8 67 19 6

1996/1997 8 66 22 4

1998/1999 2 76 18 4

2001/2002 6 75 12 7

2004/2005 14 63 11 12

2008/2009 6 68 15 10

2011/2012 11 59 12 12

2015/2016 5 52 32 11
BapHayn

2004/2005 2 64 26 8
MBaHOBO

2004/2005 15 60 14 10
Mckos

1998/1999 7 66 22 5
Mocksa

1998/1999 3 54 39 4

2001/2002 7 45 36 12

2007/2008 5 40 42 13

2010/2011 2 55 27 4

2015/2016 2 61 34 3
Marikon

1999/2000 4 50 39 7
KpacHopap

2001/2002 8 58 15 19
PO3HbIN

2001/2002 4 63 29 4

2004/2005 47 47 6 — He oTBETUIIN
HaspaHb

2000/2001 38 59 3

2001/2002 7 77 9 7

2004/2005 4 63 21 5
Maxaykana

2001/2002 6 68 15 11
Hanbuunk

2001/2002 6 65 23 6
CraBponosb

2001/2002 5 74 11 10
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Taxkum 06pa3zom, yuaruecs: 06Jaar0T JOCTATOYHO BBICOKUM KOH(JIMKTHBIM MOTEH-
[IAJIOM, KOTOPBI MOXET OBITh PeaTM30BaH WM HE PEaTH30BaH B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT 00-
CTOSITENIbCTB M BIUSIHUS, OKa3bIBAEMOTO Ha MOJIOJICKD.

Pe3ynbraThl UccIe0BaHUN TPAXKIAHCKOTO CO3HAHMS IIKOJIBHUKOB TIOKA3aJId BCIO
CJIO)KHOCTh U MPOTHBOPEYHBOCTH STHUYECKOTO CO3HAHMS YYAIUXCS B HACTOSIINNA
MOMEHT, @ UMEHHO: C OJIHOW CTOPOHBI, Y IIKOJbHUKOB B MOJIMITHUYHBIX PETHOHAX
OTMEUYECHO COYETAHUE BBICOKOT'O YPOBHSI ATHUUYECKOH TOJIEPAHTHOCTH (32 BECh M3yua-
€MBIif IepHO HU B OJHOM IIKOJIE He ObUIO Cirydasi, YT00bI PeOCHOK OTKa3aJICs CeCTh
3a mapTy ¢ peOEHKOM JIpyroi HAIMOHAJIBHOCTH, YYaIIUEeCs BBIPA3UIN MOJOKHUTEIEHOE
OTHOIIICHHE K Y4e0e B MHOTOHAIIMOHAIBHBIX KOJUIEKTHUBAX, OOJIBIIMHCTBO YTBEPKIIAIIH,
YTO HAIIMOHAIBLHOCTH MPU BBIOOpE ApY3ell Ul HUX HE UMEET 3HaueHHUs1); C APYroil cTo-
POHBI, ONPOCH 3a(pUKCHPOBAIN HETIPHUSA3HD MO0 HAIIMOHAJILHOMY MpHU3HAKY: B 1998—
1999 roxy — ot 20% 10 36%, B 2001—2002 — ot 8% 10 47%, B 2004—2005 — ot 25%
10 53%, B 2007—2008 — 53%, B 2008—2009 — ot 42% no 46%, B 2010—2011 —
ot 13% 1o 33%, B 2011—2012 — mo 33%, B 2015—2016 — ot 17% nmo 36%; a Taxxke
BO3MOXKHOE Y4acTHE B dTHUYECKUX KOH(DIUKTAX HAa CTOPOHE CBOEH HAI[MOHAIBHOMN
rpynnsl: B 1998—1999 — ot 60% 1o 83%, B 2001—2002 — ot 73% 1o 89%, B 2004—
2005 — ot 66% 1o 91%, B 2007—2008 — 57%, B 2008—2009 — o1 75% no 78%,
B 2010—2011 — ot 43% no 78%, B 2011—2012 — ot 19% 10 59%, B 2015—2016 —
ot 57% 1o 74%.

B 10 ke Bpems MOJIOZOMY MTOKOJICHHIO TPUCYIIA YeTKasi STHUYECKas uaeHTH(u-
Kalysi, TOpAOCTh 3a CBOIO HAIIMIO, CTPaHy, POIHOU Kpaii, II0O0Bb K POJIMHE, €¢ UCTOPHH,
KYJIbTYpe U TPAJUIUSIM U OObIYasiM, BHICOKHH YPOBEHb MATPUOTUYECKOTO CO3HAHUS,
COYCTAOIIHIACS C YBOKCHHUEM K TPEICTABUTEISIM JIPYTUX HAIU, YTO JEJIaeT BO3MOXK-
HBIM CHIDKATh KOH()IMKTHBIN TOTEHIIAT MOJIOJEKH U (POPMHUPOBATH MOZUIIMU MOJIO/IBIX
JIFO/ICH HA OCHOBE OOIIEYETIOBEUSCKHUX IICHHOCTEH, STHUUECKON TOJICPAHTHOCTH U B3a-
UMHOTO YBR)KCHHSI.
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The article considers the formation of the patriotic mood of school youth in polyethnic regions of the
Russian Federation based on the data of large-scale longitude generational studies that have been conducted
since 1998 and are unprecedented in scale for both Russian and Western research tradition. The surveys
have been conducted in twelve regions: Astrakhan and the Astrakhan region, Groznyy, Ivanovo, Krasnodar,
Maikop, Makhachkala, Moscow, Nazran, Nalchik, Pskov and Stavropol. The project focuses on the views
and values of the younger generations, on their conflict and tolerance potential. The main goal of the project
is to support the younger generations capable of confronting and overcoming life difficulties, of suppressing
one’s negative and conflict reactions, of protecting one’s interests and respecting the interests of others,
which would lead to the development of culture of tolerance and consent and to preventing xenophobia
manifestations. For the study of ethnic-social attitudes, for the identification of conflict potential, for the
prevention of conflicts and manifestations of xenophobia and extremism, the researchers developed an
ethnic-conflict monitoring in the framework of the international project “Dialogue Partnership as a Factor
of Stability and Integration” (“Bridge between East and West”) and the program “Youth of Polyethnic
Regions: Views, Attitudes, Values” (the author is the founder and the head of the project and the program).
The monitoring has been conducted for 29 years in the form of generational studies that aim to reveal
the development of the youth ethnic consciousness in different regions, and to ensure a timely influence
in order to reduce conflict potential and to support the culture of tolerance.
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OCBOEHUE BO3PACTA
MNeanoB B.H. OT 70-tn go 100:
pPa3MbILLNIEHNS U BOCNMOMUHaHuSA. — M.,
MUNO «Y Hukntckux BopoTt», 2017. — 168 c.

«OKaxma o3HaHbsl CHIIbHEE, YeM CTpax
npel Hen30eKHOCTHIO HaIllel CyTLOBD.
Bunen Hsanos

«MynpocTb — 100poIeTeNb, KOTOpOH Ha-
TPaXIAIOTCS TE, KTO OECCTPacTHO H3yda-
IOT IBMOKEHHE Cep/Illa U yMa, KTO, Tepe-
pabatbiBasi OTBIT, OOpeTaeT MOHNMMAaHHE
KU3HID).

JDicynuan Bapnc

3ambIcen KHUTH-UCCIIEOBAHNS BUAHOTO POCCHHCKOTO COIHOJIOTa, YIeHa-KOppec-
nonsenta PAH B.H. VBanosa o npo6iemax crapoctu «Ot 70 no 100. Pa3Mbinuienus
Y BOCTIOMUHAHHSD BBI3PEBAJl Ha TIPOTSHKEHUH Oosiee aecsatuiietust. OTAenbHbIC TOIXO0IbI
K TeMe ObUTH 0003HAYEHBI B MPEABLIYIINX KHUTaX aBTopa «OTkpoBeHus» (M., 2007)
n «lO6mnen (3ametku corwonora)y (M., 2015). BaxxHoit 0COOCHHOCTBIO PEIICH3UPYEMOi
paboTHI SBJISETCS JBYSANHOCTh OCMBICIICHHS TMYHOTO KU3HEHHOTO OMBITA U HAYYHOTO
aHaJ3a IpoOJIeMbl CTAPEHUS, OITUPAIOIIETOCS Ha COOCTBEHHOE COLMOIOTUYECKOE HC-
cienoBaHue, a Takke Ha marepuaisl uccienopanuii MUCIIU PAH. AxryansHocTh jaH-
HOW MpOOGJIEMBI OTpeesieTCsl 0OIEMUPOBOM TEHACHIIMEN CTapeHuUs HaCelIeH!s, a B Ha-
mieil cTpaHe emle U HeoOXOIMMOCTBIO MOBBIIICHHUS BHUMAHUS K JIFO/ISM CTapIIuX BO3-
pacToB M BBIPAOOTKE PEKOMEHIALUU MO YIYYIICHHUIO YCIOBHH HMX >KM3HU BBHIY
CJIO’)KHOCTH ¥ HEOJTHO3HAYHOCTH SKOHOMHYECKOW U COLMATBHO-TIOTMTHYECKON CUTYAITHH.

ABTOD OMpeeNsieT KaHp CBOEr0 COIMOIOTHUECKOT0 UCCIIEIOBAHUS KaK «POICT-
BEHHBIN TITyOMHHOMY (He(OpMaTM30BaHHOMY) HHTEPBBIOY». OCYIIIECTBICHO OHO OBLIO
B JIBa dTara: MpeaBapuTesbHbIe Oecebl ¢ KOJUIeraMi-CBEPCTHUKAMH TIOCTYKUIIN TTH-
JIOTHBIM TIPOEKTOM JIJIs1 OTPAaOOTKM METOMKH M HAPaBICHHOCTH OMPOCOB; 3aTEM JIETOM
u oceHbto 2016 r. ObUTH TIPOBEACHBI MHTEPBHIO, OTIWYABIINECS 00Jiee MIMPOKUM
0XBaTOM IPOOJIEM, KOTOPBIE TIO3BOJIMIIM CAENaTh HEOOXOMMbIe 000OIICHNUS U BBIBOJIBI
M0 MPEeIMETY UCCIeIoBaHus. PecrioHieHTaMu BBICTYNIMIM BBICOKOOOPa30BaHHbIE, 00-
JIaJJAfoIINe BBICOKMM COLMAIBHBIM CTaTYyCOM M, €CTECTBEHHO, OOJBIINM KU3HEHHBIM
OTIBITOM JIFOJI IEHCHOHHOTO BO3PacTa, U, YTO, HECOMHEHHO, Ba)KHO JJIsl CTETIEHH JIOBE-
pusi, OJJHOM BO3pPACTHOM KOTOPTHI ¢ MccneaoBareneM. HedopmanizoBaHHOCT TpoLiey-
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pbI IIpeI0CTaBUIa IIMPOKKUE BO3MOXKHOCTH JUT aHayn3a U 0000ueHuil. B utore nomy-
YUIICS, KaK TpeJICTaBIsIeTCs], SPKUI 1 MHOTOIPaHHbIM NOPTPET NOKOIEHUS WM, CJIOBAMHU
aBTOpa, MOKa3aHa «COLMANIbHAS M JIMYHOCTHAS HAMOJHEHHOCTD JKU3HU JIIOAEH B YKa3aH-
HOM BO3PaCTHOM JUaa3oHe».

HccnenoBanue BBIABUIIO MIMPOKUNA KPYT UHTEPECYIOIIMX U BOJHYIOIIUX MOKUIIBIX
JFOZIel IpoOJIeM: M HICTOPHYECKUE CYAbOBI CTPaHbI, U CJIOKUBILASACS COLMATIbHAS CUTYa-
I¥sI, ¥ Pe3Koe yriryOieHHe COIMaIbHOTO HEPAaBEHCTBA, M OLIEHKA «JTHOEpaIbHBIX)» pe-
dopM, u Koppynuus. BecbMa rnokasateseH CIMCOK HEIOYMEHHBIX BOIIPOCOB «IIOUEMY 7
(cTp. 43—A44), xacaronuiicss HECOOTBETCTBHSI MTPOBOAMMON 3KOHOMHYECKOHN MOJMTHUKU
okuanusaM HaceneHus. CobeceJTHUKM aBTOpa Mo OOoJIbIIeN YacTH CKJIOHHBI CUUTATh
OeCepCIeKTUBHBIM KaUTAIUCTUYECKUIM MyTh PAa3BUTHS; TAKKE OHU HE MPHUEMITIOT
OTYJIBHOTO OTPHULIAHHSI UCTOPUYECKOTO MPOILIOro CTpaHbl. BMecTe ¢ TeM 3HaYUTeNIbHOE
MECTO B [IOBECTBOBAHMIX MH(POPMAHTOB 3aHUMAIOT U 00IIeYETI0BEYECKHE POOIEMBI:
IICUXOJIOTUYECKOE MEePEKUBAHNE BO3PACTA, BOCTPEOOBAHHOCTh KBATU(DHUKAIIMY U OIIbITA,
KYJIbTypa CTapeHus, (aKTOpbl TBOPYECKON U KU3HEHHON aKTHBHOCTH.

OumocopCKU OCMBICIISIS CIOXKHYIO MTPOOJIEMATUKY yXO/a U3 )KU3HU (Kak mucai
M. MoHTeHb, «(hunocopcTBOBaTh — 3HAYHUT YUUTHCS yMUPATh) aBTOp B pazzaene «Ped-
JIEKCHS yX0J1a» PacCMaTpPHUBAET, ONMHUPAsCh HA CyXIeHHUs (PruiaocodoB OT aHTUIHOCTH
1o HoBoro BpeMeHH, >KM3HEHHBIHN TyTh NUcCaTelel, HCTOPUKOB, KYJIbTYPOJIOrOB. 31eCh
COZIepIKaTCsl CBUIETENILCTBA «00 yKacax MHPa», O «OSCCUINU Nepe] BETUKOM TaiHOM
KHU3HU U CMEPTH», OLICHUBAETCS BIMSHUE BO3pacTa Ha IICUXOJOTHYECKOE BOCIIPUSATHE
JKU3HU U TIOBE/ICHHE PA3HBIX THIIOB JIMYHOCTH. ABTOP OTMEYAET M MOMCKU MPUMHUPEHHUS
U yTEUICHUS B PEJIMTHH, 330TEPHKE, IIPOCTO B COUYBCTBUH Onm3kux. CamoMy aBTOpY
OJIDKE BCETO «KOHEUYHBIN BBIBOJI MyAPOCTH 3eMHOI» 13 «Daycray U.B. I'ete: «wib ToT
JOCTOMH >KU3HHU U CBOOO/IbI, KTO KaXKIbIHM J€Hb MJET 3a HUX Ha 00i», T.e. HelpepbIBHAS
TBOpYECKasl IEATENbHOCTD: «HAJI0 CHAENIaTh U YCIETh C/IENaTh — CHJIbHbIE MOTHBALIOH-
HBIE JOMUHAHTBI».

Ceepx3anaua kuuru B.H. MiBaHoBa onpezneneHa UM B OJHOMMEHHOM CTUXOTBOpE-
HHHY, BEBIHECEHHOM Ha OO0JIOKKY: TOKa3aTh MOJIOJICKH, «YTO CTAPOCTH HE cleayeT 0o-
ATHCS, YTO CTAPOCTh HY>KHO MOIIOOUTEY». DTOT NMPU3BIB ACCOLIMUPYETCS C HA3BAHUEM
KHUTH M3BECTHOTO aHrimiickoro nucatens Jxymuana baprca «Heuero 6osTbesy» — 310
pa3BEpHYTOE 3CCe, NOCBAIIEHHOE PA3MBIIUIEHUSIM O CTapOCTH, CTpaxe CMEPTU U POJIU
penurun Ha npuMepax u3 xxu3Hu Montensi, Crennains, ®nobepa, Yaiikosckoro, [ocTa-
KOBHMYA U JIPYTMX U3BECTHBIX JIMYHOCTEH, a TAKXKE U3 UCTOPUU CEMBH CAMOT'0 aBTOPA.

«MomnoabsIM U JIF0003HATENBHBIMY OYyT MHTEPECHBI U MOYUYUTEIbHbBI CBEICHUS
00 M3BECTHBIX JOJITOXKHUTENIX, «MasgKax» BO3pacTa — YUEHBIX, TUCATENSIX, AEATENIX
KYJIbTYpBbl, BOCHaYaJIbHUKAX, TIOJUTUKAX, 3aJI0TOM JIOJTOJIETHS KOTOPBIX CITY>KWJIA JIFO-
00Bb K cTpane, podeccHoHANBEHOE TTOBIKHIYECTBO, TBOPUYECKasi M OOIIECTBEHHAS aK-
THUBHOCTbB. X CypObI JIMIIHUI pa3 MOATBEP>KAAIOT BBIBOJ] aBTOPa O OJIAaroTBOPHOCTH
MHTEIJJIEKTYaJIbHOW aKTUBHOCTH IS MTOAJEPKaHUS )KU3HEHHOTO TOHYCA.

Bcewm, unrepecyromumes teopuectsoM B.H. MBaHOBa, H3BECTHO, UTO BO MHOTHE
KHHUTH OH BKJIIOUYAeT MOJOOPKH CBOMX CTHXOB. M B HOBO# paboTe mpezcTaBiIeHbl CTUXO-
TBOpPHBIE pazzenbl «HOOmelHble cTpelbl», «JIupruyeckue OTCTYIUICHNSDY U « DMUTPAMMBbI
cBepcTHUKaM». DOpMaJIbHO CTUXH ITOMEIIEHB! B IPUIIOKEHUH, HO OHU IIPUIAI0T HOBOE
AMOLMOHAIHOE N3MEPEHUE «OCHOBHOM 4acTH» KHUTH. B mepBoM pasnerne, NoCBAIIEH-

254 PETIEH31N



Zareev G.G. RUDN Journal of Sociology, 2017, 17 (2), 253—255

HOM 25-71€THIO aBTyCTOBCKUX COOBITHH 1991 T., IpKO M OTYETVIMBO BBIpaKEHA I'PAXK-
JaHCKas 1mo3uuus aBropa. Ero carupuueckue cTpesnbl, HEPEIKO HPOHUYHBIE U CapKa-
CTUYHbIE, HAIIPaBJICHbI POTUB HETAaTUBHBIX SBJIEHUI «oOIiecTBa adcypnia», IpOTUB
MOCTIEICTBUIA pa3Basa CTPaHbl, MPOU3BOJIA OIOPOKPATHU U T.II. «JIMpudeckue oTcTyInie-
HHSD), €CTECTBEHHO, CIIABAT «OKU3Hb KaK MO/APOK, )KU3Hb KaK 0JIaroaThy, JJI0OOBb, IPH-
ATHE BO3pacTa («CTapOCTh HY)KHO IMOHUMATH)), IOPOH TOBOPAT 00 IK3UCTEHIIUAIEHOM
OJIMHOYECTBE YeJIOBEKa, HAIIOMHHAIOT «(pHHATHCTaM» 0 Hen3bexHnoMm. Ho Bce xe oc-
HOBHAsl «yCTaHOBKa» aBTOpa MHas: «IlycTh Kaxx10e MrHOBeHbe OyJeT 4yAHBIM M pa-
JIOCTBIO HAIIOJIHEH KaXKIIbI MUT.

OTtaenpHO X04eTces ckasath 0O pasnene «Ciydaiinple Mblcan». KoHeuHo ke, OHU
HE CJIy4aiiHbl, B UX POCCHINU B aQOPUCTUUECKOH (opMe OTpakeHbI MPeICTABICHHbIE
B KHUTe pa3MblluieHus. HanpamBaercs: cpaBHEHHE CO 3HAMEHUTHIM aMepUKaHIeM AM-
6po3om bupcom. B ero «CrnoBape CaTaHbl» €CTh U TaKH€ BBICKA3bIBAHUS «B TEMYM:
«IOJNTOJIETHE — HEOOBIMaltHO MPOJOIDKUTENBHBIN CTPAaX CMEPTHY; «IETCTBO — IEPUOJ
YeJI0BEUECKOM JKNU3HH, HAXOJAIIUICA MEXIy MIJIQJIEHUYECKUM HIMOTU3MOM U IOHOIIIE-
CKUM Oe3yMHeM, Ha JIBE CTaJI1 OTCTAIOIIMM OT TPEIIHON 3pENIOCTH U Ha TPH — OT CTap-
4yeckoro mapasmay. IIpaBna, Takas «KJIacCH(PUKAIHL» MOXKET CIYKHTh JIHIIb KOHTPa-
MYHKTOM K T'YMaHUCTUYECKHUM I1OChUIaM aBTOpa. 3aMevaTesIeH TakKe 3aBeplIaroIluil
kuury paszzen «[lamsarka Heoduty», rie pekoMeHIalK aBTOpa «BOILIEIIAM B BO3PACT
UCTIOJHEHBI MyIPOCTH, ONTUMU3MA, IOMOPA, HO U a0COIOTHO MPAKTHYHBI KaK IIPOTpam-
Ma aKTUBHOM CTapOCTH.

Ha niepBblil B3r71s111 pa3HOKaHPOBasi KHUIa Ha CaMOM JIeJI€ OKa3bIBAaeTCs LEIbHBIM
CIIO)KHOCTPYKTYPHPOBAaHHBIM IPOM3BE/ICHUEM, B KOTOPOM HAYYHOE HMCCIIEIOBaHUE «pHd-
Myercs» (M TeM caMbl 000TaliaeTcsi) ¢ BOCIOMUHAHUAMHU U Pa3MBIIIJICHUSIMH, CO CTH-
XaMHU: Hay4Hble PEKOMEHJAIMHU O Mepax MOIIEPKKH JIO/IeH CTaplINX BO3PacTOB —
¢ «ITamaTKO#1 HEOPHUTY», CBEACHUS O 3aCTY’KEHHBIX «MasKax» — C JPYKECKUMH JITH-
rpaMMaMH «COBEPILIEHHOIETHUMY. Kaskaplil U3 )KaHPOB JOIOJIHIET OCBELICHUE PAa3HBIX
aCIIeKTOB MOAHATOM IpPOOJIEMBbl — OT HAay4YHO-CTAaTUCTHUUYECKOIO, IO JIMPHUKO-3JIerude-
ckoro. HaBepHOe, KHUTa 0 TAKUX «MAaTEPUSAX» U HE MOXKET OBITh CTPOTO aKaAEMHUIECKOH.

[Tpomremuii Tox OBUT OYEHB TUTOIOTBOPHBIM TS aBTOpa. VIM OImyOIMKoBaHbI Ma-
Tepuansl K Kypcey Jekiuil «Mcropus u ¢punocodpus Haykuw» (M., 2016), kaura «Jlroau
¥ TofBl. 3anmucku corponoray (M., 2016), BeI3BaBImIas OOJIBIION PE30HAHC U OKUBJICH-
HYIO JMCKYCCHIO cpenu Koiuter. PaccmarpuBaeMoe npon3BeieHne Takke (aKTHIECKU
3aBepuieHo B 2016 r. 1, Kak MblI NBITAIUCH I0KA3aTh, IPEACTABIIIET HECOMHEHHBIH
UHTEpeC Kak Il HAy4HOIr'o COOOIECTBa, TaK U IS IIUPOKOro Kpyra yutareneil. B 3a-
KITFOYEHHE XOUEeTCS] OTMETUTb, YTO Ha Pa3HBIX YPOBHSX y HAC JIFOOST TOBOPUTH O TIOTEH-
1uaze (CTpaHsl, HapoJa, YeI0BeKa) Kak O HEKOeH CaMOLIEHHOCTH, HO AajbliIe JeJI0, KaK
mpaBuiio, He uzaeT. B nanHom ciryyae, umest B Buny Tpya B.H. MBanoBa, Mbl BUIuM mpu-
Mep HECOMHEHHOI'O U TIOCTOSIHHOT'O MPOSIBJICHNS U aKTUBHOM peaau3aliyd TBOPYECKON
SHEPruM TaJaHTUBOI'O aBTOPA.

I.I'. 3apees
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K CBEOEHUIO ABTOPOB

B xypHane myOIuKyrOTCsl CTaThbU 110 METOJ0JIOTUH, UCTOPUU U TEOPUH COLIHOJIO-
THH, CTaThH 10 PE3YJIbTaTaM COLMOJIOTUYECKUX U MEKIUCIUILTMHAPHBIX MCCIIeIOBAaHUI
0 HIMPOKOMY KPYT'y BOIIPOCOB COLIMAILHO-TYMaHUTApHOT'O 3HAHUS HAa PYCCKOM U aHT-
JIMHACKOM SI3BIKAX, a TAK)Ke pedepaTUBHbBIE 0030PbI U PELCH3HH.
Penaxius nmpuHUMaeT K pacCMOTPEHHIO CTaThH, 0(hOPMIIEHHBIE B CTPOTOM COOTBET-
CTBHUH CO CJIETYIOLUMH IPaBUIIAMU:
1. O0bem pykonucu — ot 26 10 50 ThICSY 3HAKOB (C TpoOenaMu) i cTateit, ot 12
10 20 ThICSY 3HAKOB — sl perieH3uit. @opmat crpanunbl — A4, mpudt — Times
New Roman, pasmep mpudra — 12, MeKCTPOUHBIH HHTEPBAT — MOTYTOPHBIH,
HyMepalus CTpaHuIl He npocTasisgercs. OTcTyn nepBoi cTpoku ab3ana — 1,25,
nons Ha ctpanuie — 30 MM crieBa, 20 MM cripaBa, cBepXy U CHU3Y. CChUIKH JaroT-
Csl B TEKCTE B KBaJPaTHBIX CKOOKaX, BHYTPH KOTOPBIX MepBas mudpa yka3biBaeT
Ha HOMEp MCTOYHMKA B OMOIMOrpaduieckoM CIIHCKE, BTOPasi, CTOSIIIAs OCIE MPo-
nMCHOM OYKBBI «C», — Ha HOMEp CTPAaHUIIBI B UCTOUHUKE (Hanpumep, [1. C. 26];
CChUIKA Ha HecKoJibKo McToYHUKOB — [1. C. 126; 4. C. 43]). Ccbuiku Ha npumeya-
HUSI TAIOTCS B KPYTJIBIX CKOOKax, Hampumep, (1).
2. Bce Tabanubl, cxembl, rpadMKH M PUCYHKH BCTPAUBAIOTCSI HETIOCPEJICTBEHHO
B TEKCT cTaTbl. OHU JOJKHBI OBITh TPOHYMEPOBAHBI U O3ariaBiieHbl. TaOaHIIbI
JIOJDKHBI IMETh 3arojIOBOK, pa3MellaeMblii HaJl TAOJUYHBIM TI0JIEM, PUCYHKH —
HOJIPUCYHOYHBIE TToANHCH. [Ipy NCHOIBb30BaHNH B CTAThEe HECKOJIBKHMX TAOIMI] W/HIIH
PUCYHKOB X Hymepalus o0s3aTenbHa.
3.  ®@opmyabl pa3MeyaroTcs, MOSCHAITCS U CHA0XKATCS OUbInorpaduyecKuMu
CCBITKAMH.
4. B pykomucsx HEOOXOIMMO MPUBOAUTH JBA CIHMCKA CCHUIOK Ha MCIOJIb30BAaHHbIE
B paboTe uctouHukn — «budamorpaduyeckmii cnucox» u «References». Ccbui-
KW Ha UCTOYHUKHU B bubnmorpaduaeckoM criucke crieayer ohopMIIsiTh B COOTBET-
ctBum ¢ ['OCT P 7.0.5-2008; References — B cTrie Vancouver B Bepcun AMA.
TpeboBanus k opopmienuto bubmorpaduueckoro crmcka u References npuse-
JIeHBI Ha calTe XypHana: http://journals.rudn.ru/index.php/index/pages/view/
References guidelines.
5. K crarbe 00s3aTeBHO MPUIATAIOTCS:
¢ anHoTauma (pesrome) oobeMoMm 200—250 ciIOB Ha PYCCKOM W aHTIUHCKOM
A3BIKAX;

¢ CIHCOK 7—8 KJII0YEeBBIX CJI0B HA PYCCKOM M AHIVIMHCKOM SI3BIKAX; KaXJ0€
KJIFOUEBOE CJIOBO MJIM CIOBOCOUYETAHUE OTAENISETCS OT JPYyroro TOUKoil ¢ 3a-
IS TOM;
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¢ aBTOpPCKAas CNPAaBKa HA PYCCKOM M aHITIMHCKOM SI3bIKAX, IJI€ YKa3bIBAIOTCS:
@®.J.0. (monaHOCTHIO0), O(UIMATEHOE HAUMEHOBAHUE MECTa padOThI, JOJHKHOCTS,
ydeHasi CTeIeHb, a TAaKXKe JaHHbIe VISl CBSI3M € aBTOPOM — aJJpec MecTa pa-
0O0TBI, BKJItOYAsl MMOYTOBBIN HMHAEKC, HOMEp TenedoHa (CiyKeOHbIH, MOOMIIb-
HBI), SIIEKTPOHHBIN ajpec.

Pemenne o myOnuKanyy BEIHOCUTCS B TEUEHHE TPEX MECSIIEB CO JIHS PETHCTPAIH
PYKOIMCH B peAakiy. MaTepuaibl, He IPUHATBIE K M3JaHUIO, HE Bo3Bpalnatorcs. Pex-
KOJUICTHSI HE BCTYIAET C aBTOPAMHM B MEPEMUCKY B CIIydae OTKas3a OT IyOJMKAIUU UX
MaTepHasoB.

ABTOpPBI HECYT OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 33 IO0J00P U JOCTOBEPHOCTh NPUBEACHHBIX
(aKkTOB, IUTAT, CTATUCTUYECKUX M COLMOJIOTMIECKHUX JTAaHHBIX, IMEH COOCTBEHHBIX, I€0-
rpaduueckux Ha3BaHHUI U MPOYHUX CBEICHHM.

[TyGnukyemble MaTepualibl MOTYT HE OTPa)KaTh TOUKHU 3PEHUS PEIKOJITIETUH.

[pencraBinsist B peakiMIO PyKOIHCh, aBTOp OepeT Ha cebst 00s13aTeIbCTBO He 1My0-
JIMKOBATh €€ HU MOJIHOCTHIO, HU YaCTUYHO B MIHOM M3/IaHUHU O€3 COTIacHs PeIKOJIICTHH.

C conep>kaHHEM BBILIEAINX HOMEPOB U aHHOTAIMSAMHU CTaTel MOKHO O3HAKOMHTh-
csl Ha caiite xypHana B cetu nTepuert: http://journals.rudn.ru/sociology/index.

JUis OTHpaBKU CTaThbH B PEAAKIUI0 HEOOXOIUMO 3aMOJHUTE (OpPMYy Ha canTe
)ypHauna http://journals.rudn.ru/sociology/information/authors, rie Takxe npuBeacHa
nopoOHas nHpopMalus 15 aBTOPOB.
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AUTHORS’ GUIDELINES

The journal publishes articles on the methodology, history and theory of sociology,
articles on the results of sociological and inter-disciplinary studies covering a wide range
of issues in social sciences and humanities written in Russian and English, as well as
brief surveys and book reviews.

The editors will consider articles strictly complying with the following standards:
1.  The size of the manuscript — from 26 to 50 thousand symbols for articles;

from 12 to 20 thousand symbols for reviews. References are to be given in the text

in square brackets, inside of which the first figure indicates the number of the
source in the references list, the second one, following the capital letter “P”, in-
dicates the page number in the source (for example, [1. P. 126]; references to
several sources — [1. P. 126; 4. P. 43]). References to footnotes are to be given

in round brackets, for example, (1).

2. All the tables, diagrams, graphs, and drawings are to be incorporated in the
text of the article. They are to be numbered and supplied with a title. Tables are
to be given a title placed above the table, drawings are to have captions. When
several tables and/or drawings are used in the article, their numeration is ob-
ligatory.

3.  Formulas are to be marked out, explained and provided with references.

4. The manuscript must include a list of references submitted in accordance with
the Vancouver style of the AMA version. Requirements to ‘References’ can be
found on the journal’s website: http://journals.rudn.ru/index.php/index/pages/
view/References guidelines.

5. Itis obligatory to attach the following to the manuscript:
¢ abstract (summary) of 200—250 words in Russian and English;
¢ a list of 7—8 key terms in Russian and English; each key term or word-com-

bination is to be separated from another one with a semicolon;

¢ information about the author in Russian and English, including: the author’s

full name, the official name of the place of employment, position, scientific
degree, as well as the author’s contact data — mailing address, telephone
number (office, mobile), electronic address.

The decision as to publication is made within three months from the day the manu-
script is registered at the editorial office. Materials which are not accepted for publica-
tion will not be returned. The editors will not enter into correspondence with the authors
in case of refusal to publish the articles submitted by them.

The authors will bear full responsibility for the selection and authenticity of
the given facts, quotations, statistical and sociological data, proper names, geographical
names and other information.
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The published materials may not reflect the viewpoint of the editorial board and
the editors.

The author, submitting a manuscript to the editors, undertakes not to have it pub-
lished, either in full or partially, in any other publication without the editors’ consent.

The published issues and abstracts of the articles are available on the website of
the journal: http://journals.rudn.ru/sociology/index.

To send the article to the editors the author need to fill in a form on the website
http://journals.rudn.ru/sociology/information/authors, which also provides the detailed
information for authors.
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