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By publishing his famous book “Psychoanalysis: Its image and its public”
sixty years ago, Serge Moscovici initiated one of the most important research
currents in social psychology. This current has gradually brought together resear-
chers from many countries around a complex question that can nevertheless be
stated quite simply: how do people make sense of the world around them? Inspi-
red by Durkheim (1898), but also by Lévy-Bruhl (1922), Moscovici proposed
a way to answer this question. People make sense of the world around them by
constructing social representations. But this answer, apparently as simple in its
formulation as the question that motivates it, requires several explanations.
The first one obviously concerns the very notion of “social representation”.
According to Moscovici (1961. P. 66), social representations are “universes of
opinions” relating to objects in the social environment. This rather broad
definition of the notion has been supplemented regularly by different authors.
Moscovici himself suggested that these social representations could also consist of
information or beliefs. But today, in the light of all the studies that have been
carried out on this subject, it seems important to us to note that the distinctions
between “opinion”, “information”, and “belief” are unnecessary. It is true that
opinions are more in the realm of position-taking, information is more in the realm of
knowledge and beliefs are more in the realm of conviction. However, experience
shows that individuals regularly confuse these three domains, especially when
they concern a socially invested object. In this case, we can observe beliefs that
take on the status of attested information or opinions that are strangely similar to
beliefs. Thus, the boundary between “I think”, “I know” and “I believe” is often
fuzzy. Consequently, the contents of a representation can be qualified indif-
ferently as opinions, information or beliefs and we can retain that a social repre-
sentation is concretely presented as a set of cognitive elements (opinions, infor-
mation, beliefs) relating to an object of the social environment.
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To ask how “people make sense of the world around them” implies that we can
specify which people we are concerned about? From the point of view of the social
sciences in general and social psychology in particular, these people are obviously
social beings. In other words, individuals concretely and/or symbolically inserted
into human collectives. As a result, the phenomenon of social representation has
an eminently interindividual, intergroup and ultimately collective character.

An interindividual character because representations are born, transmitted
and evolve through close interactions. They have been referred to as “common
sense” knowledge (Jodelet, 1984) and it is indeed in ordinary conversations that
this knowledge, shared by the greatest number of people, is expressed best of all.
An intergroup character because the objects of representation are at the heart of
social interaction. They structure it or threaten it and, in doing so, they constitute
issues for the different groups that make up a society'. In this way, everyone is led
to take a position on them not as an isolated individual, but as a member of
a given group. A collective character because social representations are first and
foremost instruments to understand the social environment. As such, the guarantee
of their efficiency lies in their shared nature. How useful could be a system of
the social world interpretation if we did not share it with others ?

What is said above leads us to believe that the study of social represen-
tations can reasonably dispense with the exploration of the personal dispositions
of individuals (personality, intelligence, etc.). Social representations have very
little to do with individual psychology. Basically what matters here is the social
facet of identity and not its personal facet (Deschamps, Moliner, 2012).

However, we must also give several clarifications concerning the phrase
“making sense”.

First by noting that social representations are always inscribed in conceptual
or ideological landscapes that pre-exist them. This is necessary because know-
ledge cannot be useful if it appears incoherent. Social representations are one of
the forms of knowledge that we can have about our social environment. Thus,
from their emergence to their transmission, we constantly adjust them to the other
knowledge we have about the world around us. These adjustments have an impor-
tant consequence. They lead to correspondences between social groups (defined
by sociodemographic, socioeconomic, socio-practical or ideological affiliations)
and distinct contents of representation.

Then by questioning the status of social representations in the eyes of those
who share them. Today in the light of the thousands of studies that have been
carried out, we know that social representations are never perceived as elaborate
intellectual constructions about reality. They are not perceived as “universes of
opinions” or particular points of view. For sharing them individuals they appear as
objective reflections of an obvious and indisputable reality. To convince oneself
about the reality of such a phenomenon, the historical perspective gives rich
lessons. Works of Robert Mandroux (1968) on the judicial treatment of witchcraft
between the 17th and 18th centuries, or of Georges Vigarello (1985) on personal

!'It should be noted here that in this perspective, it is not enough for an object to be present
in the social space for a social representation to emerge. It is also necessary for this object to have
a stake value for a social group which will then need to elaborate a representation of this object.
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hygiene since the Middle Ages, teach us that conceptions that we consider to be
completely erroneous today were perceived as unavoidable truths at certain time.
Thus, unlike other systems of knowledge of the world (e.g. scientific represen-
tations), social representations leave little room for doubt insofar as they provide
us with a sense of self-evidence which is ultimately the basis of what we all
recognise as “‘common sense”.

One final point should be done about the phrase “make sense”. Since social
representations are produced and carried by social groups, since they are adjusted
to the norms, values and prior knowledge of these groups, the knowledge that
they provide us with about the world is always socially useful knowledge. Unlike
the sciences which are intended to provide us with universal knowledge with
the sole aim to understand the world, social representations are intended to provide
social groups with knowledge that is closely interwoven with the logic of social
relations. In other words, they do not simply allow us to understand the world. They
allow groups to understand it in a way that also allows the justification or rationa-
lisation of their practices, social differentiation and the identification of individuals.

In the context of this special issue devoted to social representations, our intro-
duction cannot provide an exhaustive presentation of the theory proposed by Serge
Moscovici. Readers who are insufficiently informed about this theory can refer to
two texts published in English (Moliner, Bovina, 2020; Rateau et al., 2011) where
they will find the necessary complements. However, we would like to make two
remarks about the social representations theory. In our view, these are two
important remarks because they have inspired the philosophy of this special issue.

The first strength of the social representations theory lies in the fact that it
addresses almost all major issues of social psychology, from the question of iden-
tity to the role of the media. This eclecticism of the theory was perhaps a part of
Serge Moscovici's initial intentions when he made his proposal 60 years ago.
But it can also be seen as a response to the need to embrace all the facets of
an eminently complex phenomenon — that of social representations — which lies at
the heart of the functioning of our societies. In any case, the inclusive nature of
the social representations theory has variously been interpreted by the scientific
community. For some, it is the undeniable sign of a relative vagueness of the con-
cepts that constitute this theory. In this sense they tend to think that a theory that
deals with so many issues cannot be a good theory as far as, by touching on every-
thing, it ultimately explains nothing precisely. For others, the eclecticism of
the theory is seen as a threat. They see in it a hegemonic, even imperialist, desire
to reduce certain issues in social psychology to the bare minimum. Finally, others,
including ourselves, have seen in the inclusive nature of the social representation
theory an opportunity to try to begin a work of unification of our discipline
(Augoustinos, Walker, Donaghue, 1995; Rateau, Moliner, 2009). We believe we
can say today that it is the latter who were right. Since 1991, more than 7000 arti-
cles have been published on social representations (see Moliner, Bovina, 2020)
and among these numerous works, many highlight the links between the phenom-
enon of social representation and other psychosocial phenomena. The cartography
of the scientific publications, recently undertaken by A. De Rosa convincingly
demonstrates that the social representations theory has found its supporters and
followers on all continents (De Rosa, 2016).
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But Serge Moscovici’s theory has another peculiarity which has contributed
to its success. Perhaps because of its initial position, which placed it slightly
outside the main stream of social psychology research. Or perhaps precisely
because of the relative flexibility of its concepts, this theory has had, and we will
see in this special issue, a formidable capacity to inspire new reflections, new depths,
new research avenues and new ideas. One of the most flagrant demonstrations of
this reality is provided by the work of the “School of Aix” (Abric, 1987; Flament,
2003) and the “School of Geneva” (Doise, 1990; Doise, Clémence, Lorenzi-
Cioldi, 1992). In both cases these works proposed a new theory of the structuring
of social representations; that of the “Central Core” in Aix and that of
the “Organising Principles” in Geneva. In each case, these theories have in turn
given rise to a great deal of research and publications. But this is not the most
remarkable thing, because what is striking about these two theories is that they are
both in the exact continuity of Moscovici’s initial propositions. Thus, although
these two theories consider the question of the structuring of social representations
from radically different angles, neither of them challenges the basic postulates of
the initial theory. On the contrary, they are inspired by them, develop them and draw
all the conclusions from them. And if we need to be convinced of the reality of
this state of affairs, it would suffice to turn to a more recent proposal which, although
it does not exactly deal with the structuring of social representations, has followed
the same epistemic path as the theory of the nucleus or that of the organising
principles. We are referring here, of course, to the “dialogical approach” proposed
by Ivana Markova (2003). Being passionate about the dialogical communication
proposed by M. Bakhtin, she puts in the focus of analysis the notion of dialogi-
cality definied as “a fundamental capacity of the human mind to conceive, create
and communicate about social realities in terms of the Ego-Alter” (Markova,
2003. P. 93). This capacity is a result of phylogenesis and of the socio-cultural
history of humans. Developing the idea of dialogicality Markova underlines the im-
portance of dialogical communication in relation to intersubjectivity formation.

We could multiply the examples of such developments that can be found
in the articulation between the social representations theory and Tajfel’s theory
of Social Identity (Doise, 1973; Deschamps, 1973) or between the attitudinal
dimension of representations and the classical approach of attitudes (Moliner,
Tafani, 1997). All these examples show us the work of researchers who, in order
to explore new territories, were inspired by the bricks of the social representations
theory without having to question the initial structure. The heuristic value of
Serge Moscovici’s theory appears to us through these examples.

This special issue is a further illustration of what has been said above.
It brings together articles written by researchers from different countries, all of whom
propose developments or deepenings of the social representations theory. Although
these nine articles selected for this special issue do not represent the full spectrum
of the social representations theory, however they nicely illustrate some key points of
the theory and demonstrate its utility for the challenge of the modern society.

The first reflections in this special issue concern the question of the individual
and the collective. Denise Jodelet (School for Advanced Studies in the Social
Sciences, Paris, France) proposes a reflection on the notion of “common”. By exploring
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the different extensions of this notion, as they have been discussed by the social
sciences, she points out their coincidences with the axes of development traced by
Moscovici for the social representations theory. Saadi Lalhou (London School of
Economics and Political Science, London, UK; Paris Institute for Advanced Study,
Paris, France) questions the reasons behind the similarity of individual representa-
tions. To answer this question, he mobilises his installation theory to explain that
individual representations are necessarily representations of a given object in a given
population. Individual representations are therefore interconnected because of
the social practices of the object in the population in question and because of
the process of social construction of the object in this population. In another
direction, by developing the notion of “meta-representation”, Wolfgang Wagner
(University of Tartu, Tartu, Estonia) and Maaris Raudsepp (Tallinn University,
Tallinn, Estonia) explain that in order to be able to found the social, social groups
need to have reciprocal visions of the world, independently of the nature of their
relations. To interact with others, even if it is to oppose them, it is necessary to
understand their representations.

Serge Moscovici’s seminal work is full of ideas that have only been par-
tially explored to this day. Among these, the hypothesis of cognitive polyphasia is
undoubtedly one of the most attractive because it refers to a phenomenon that
many researchers have been able to observe: the same person can think about
an object in different ways and hold different discourses about it. In a work on
mental illness, Tatiana Emelyanova (Institute of Psychology, Russian Academy
of Sciences, Moscow, Russia) and Tatiana Israelian (Center for Psychological
Assistance, Insurance Company “RESO-Garantia”, Moscow, Russia) suggest that
the emotion aroused by an object of representation and the ideological anchoring
of the representation could be determining factors in the phenomenon of polypha-
sia. With the hypothesis of a “re-anchoring” process, Dorra Ben Alaya (Tunis El
Manar University, Tunis, Tunisia) enriches this reflection by proposing the idea
that in certain cases, the appearance of a new ideological framework could
contribute to the modification of words and objects meaning that are nevertheless
familiar to us. Finally, Patrick Rateau (Paul Valéry University Montpellier 3,
Montpellier, France) and Grégory Lo Monaco (Aix-Marseille University, Marseille,
France) address the issue of the differentiated expression of social representations
through the notion of “mute zone”. They present the main debates and results of
20 years of research on this phenomenon and propose several avenues for the future.

As we have already mentioned the eclectic nature of the social represen-
tations theory is probably stems from the complexity of the phenomenon that it
addresses. As we know, it is an inter-individual and inter-group phenomenon
which contrasts with many psychological problems which often refer to intra-
individual phenomena. But it is also a phenomenon intimately linked to communi-
cation between people and between social groups. The question of communication
had been considered by Serge Moscovici from the beginning of his reflections on
social representations and this question is probably the one which could give rise
to the greatest number of developments today. Alexander Dontsov (Lomonosov
Moscow State University, Moscow, Russia), Olga Zotova and Lyudmila Tara-
sova (Liberal Arts University — University for Humanities, Yekaterinburg, Russia)
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introduce this issue by going back over the role played by the media in the for-
mation of representations of coronavirus. But nowadays, addressing the issue of
communication around representations implies thinking about the links they have
with images. The first of these links is undoubtedly the one concerning the ca-
pacity of images to express representations, which should attract the attention of
researchers. Elena Volodarskya (S.I. Vavilov Institute for the History of Science
and Technology of the Russian Academy of Sciences, Moscow, Russia) demon-
strates this phenomenon in relation to representations of science, while Ida Galli
and Roberto Fasanelli (University of Naples Federico II, Naples, Italy) present
two techniques for integrating images in the study of social representations.

The researchers who developed the Brain Storming technique (Osborn, 1953)
understood that creativity has a mortal enemy and a faithful ally. The enemy is
called the censorship of ideas and the ally is called the profusion of ideas. This is
why they had the intuition to dissociate what most of us do spontaneously: produce
an idea and then criticise it. As we all know, with the Brain Storming technique,
the first thing to do is to generate as many ideas as possible without criticizing
them, and only when all the ideas have been expressed the criticizing and selection
phase takes place. With this special issue we have tried to encourage a stage of
idea production around the social representations theory. It remains for the readers
to take charge of the criticism stage. We shall see what ideas will remain from all
those presented here. Let’s simply hope that they are as numerous as possible.
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Abstract. The recent emergence of social and political movements calling for “com-
mon sense” and the use of the notion of “common” in philosophy and social sciences has led
to the opening of a reflection on the social and scientific representations concerning them.
After having mentioned some political uses of the notions of “common sense” and “com-
mon”, we examine a notion that is closely associated with them: that of “community” on
which S. Moscovici expresses a reserved position but introduces a new perspective on cyber-
communities and the importance attached to affectivity in community groups. The ways of
dealing with “common sense”, identified over time, from antiquity to the present day, high-
light certain recurrences from a double perspective. From a typological point of view, several
characterizations are distinguished: through simple sharing, through the sameness of moral
values and emotional dimensions, through rooting in daily experience, through its devaluation
as a form of knowledge in relation to science, through rationality, through its potential for
revolt or on the contrary through conformity. From a conceptual point of view, common sense
is analyzed as an epistemic characteristic of a group, in its content, formation, transmission,
and role in social cohesion. The latest developments in the reflection highlight its link with
democracy and populism. The term “common” of recent appearance is situated opposite
the notion of common goods which, after having focused on material realities, now integrates
the facts and practices of knowledge, being the subject of a specific domain: the commons of
knowledge. The common appears as a new way of approaching social relationships and re-
sponds to the desire to introduce a relational, ethical and political dimension into the analysis
of social and change processes. In this respect, the call to the common presents affinities with
the approach of social representations. The examination of the different scientific and secular
representations regarding the notions of community, common sense and common makes it
possible to establish connections with the perspective of the study of social representations
and to open the way for new investigations.

Key words: social representations, common, common sense, community
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“Terms circulate, but their meanings vary”.
Gramsci
“Human history is the long succession of

synonyms for the same word; contradicting it
is a duty”.

René Char

Introduction

The notion of “common” and those associated with it, “common sense” and
“community”, are currently receiving, in various currents of philosophical, scien-
tific and political thought, meanings that could feed into epistemological reflec-
tion. To the point that the shifts in meaning linked to their use offer themselves as
an interesting space to undertake a study of social representation that covers both
the field of scientific knowledge and that of current knowledge.

After having made a conceptual and historical review of the treatment of
the terms “community” and “common sense”, this article will aim to identify
the social representations that underlie discourses on the “common”, particular-
ly in the field of politics. On this occasion, reference will be made mainly to
the French situation. Indeed, given the importance of the place that should be gi-
ven to the context for a detailed analysis of social representation, it seemed pre-
ferable to refer to a national space familiar to the author, one where it is easy to
find material relevant to the research. This option is all the more justified since
the material used includes references to international literature, particularly in
English, and reflect the current state of thinking. Nevertheless, given the chal-
lenges involved in using these terms, and particularly the term “common”,
there is no doubt that similar research can be undertaken in other national or poli-
tical contexts.

Why study “common”?

A political phenomenon lies at the starting point of this question: the emer-
gence of movements claiming to be “common” or taking a form of common prac-
tice, e.g. gathering in public places.

First there was the emergence of a new right-wing political movement
called “common sense” (“sens commun’), formally claiming to be in the line of
“Gramsci, theorist of cultural warfare”. This political association, affiliated to
the right-wing UMP party that became “Les Républicains”, was created in 2013
following the “Manif pour tous” (“March for all”’), which mobilized several hun-
dred thousand people against abortion, homosexual unions, homoparentality,
medically assisted procreation, gestational surrogacy, gender theory and school-
based learning of traditional languages with communautarist risk. Transformed
into a party in 2015, “common sense” aims to bring back to the forefront the no-
tion of the common good, by reconciling politics with reality, to overcome
the cleavage between the elites and the people who have simple values as one of
its leaders says.

Another movement, “Les Veilleurs”, also stemming from the “Manif pour
tous”, brought right-wing Catholics together, from 2013, around the “common in-
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tuition that unjust orders are in place”, adopting a non-violent posture, with lite-
rary text readings and songs, in public places.

More recently, a conservative and sovereignist current of thought has been
organized into a political force, calling on Orwell, his “new language”, his “new-
speak”, and his analysis of the “thought police — thinkpol” as well as his concept
of “ordinary decency”, another name for common sense (Bégout, 2008). The call
to common sense rises up against the power of the “Big Brother”, assimilated to
the “media pack, showbiztics, art, human rights, fearsome phalanx from within
our own nation, and yet entirely committed to the voluntary service of the Other”
(Raspail, 2011).

On the left, the “Nuit debout” (Standing up night) movement, launched in
2016, in the wake of the “Indignados” movement in Spain, claims to be part of
the Paris Commune. It differs from previous left-wing movements in the call for
civil disobedience and non-violence. The first post-Marxist rally, held in 140 French
cities, it would then be echoed in other European and Asian countries that are pro-
testing against the dictatorship of the markets and its consequences, against the po-
litical class, and defending the right to freedom, equality and a dignified life.

It is striking that, in these movements, the reference to “common sense” or
“common” is used to serve both right-wing and left-wing ideologies. This raises
questions about the semantic roots of these notions and their historical uses in phi-
losophy and social sciences. The notion of “common sense” has a long history
that goes back to Greek philosophy and has continued to attract the attention of
researchers interested in social thought. On the other hand, the notion of “com-
mon” (in singular) is very recent in France, at least in the use made of it in scien-
tific and social fields. Both refer incidentally to the term “community” which has
been the subject of numerous publications since the second half of the 20th centu-
ry and corresponds to a clearly identified term or even field of research in the so-
cial sciences and in particular in psychology, with community psychology
(Jodelet, 2011).

However, there is something striking about the emergence of today's sus-
tained interest in these notions: its extreme recency. We see the emergence of the
“common” theme from 2000, but it is remarkable that 9 out of 10 of the sixty or
so references to articles or books were published only between 2010 and 2017.
Similarly, the number of publications on the notion of “common sense” has in-
creased considerably over the past 30 years. A review of the references used in
a historical inventory of publications, from the 18th century to 2007 (Rosenfeld,
2014) shows that 60% of the theoretical texts identified were published after 1990'.

This appears to be an important area to explore, especially considering
Moscovici's injunction to focus on emerging phenomena. Especially since this
recommendation was implemented by Moscovici himself in a text in line with this
specific issue and where he comments on the notion of “community” in relation to
the use of digital networks, which will see that they constitute, with the domain of
environment, the privileged places for a reflection on the “common”.

! This count only concerns the introduction of the cited book containing 37 references,
incurporating the first texts published from the 18th century up to 2007.
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Moscovici's position on communities

In a dialogue with the Italian sociologist Casalegno published in Italian in
20012, Moscovici is led to discuss the notion of “community”. He does not speak
of “common”, a term which, to my knowledge, is not in his usual vocabulary,
at least not as a noun. This transformation of the adjective form retained by Mos-
covici, into the substantive form observed today with regard to the grouping of
actors, is an illustration of the objectification process, specific to social represen-
tations, and of the pragmatic incarnation of an idea or phenomenon resulting from
social interaction.

On the other hand, in the face of that phenomenon of “community”, Mos-
covici adopts a position marked by two important features: scepticism towards
the epistemic reality of communities; and the specification of the basis of what
is termed “virtual community”. “Theoretically,” he says, “we don't know what
a ‘community’ " is. However, he makes an exception for traditional societies and
“religious or cultural groups”, characterized by strong stability, forms of living
together, of co-acting, which are based on emotional ties and on the unity of place
and time. In such cases, cohesion is ensured both by rituals, emotional ties that do
not always imply harmony and by direct word-of-mouth communication, which
has an institutive function. Otherwise, the idea of community would be a “fanta-
sy” or “myth” and “one should rather speak of unstable forms of aggregation or
association”.

This last remark applies especially to exchanges within digital networks,
“cyberspace”, where participants are unaware of each other, having only one link
between them: that of the representations they exchange. Moscovici uses William
Gibson's description of cyberspace as a “consensual hallucination” where “infor-
mation, images, sounds, texts and masks circulate”, forming a new culture: cyber-
culture. It conveys representations that can be instantly communicated and shared,
resulting in a “virtual community”.

While a “real” community implies a contract, an institution, or a specific
function, participation in the virtual community is expressed in a new way. Mos-
covici concludes that: “The cyber is in itself the root of a new social representa-
tion that spreads in the flow of life, and perhaps, a new way of representing,
or another kind of representation that can reach the depths of the common reali-
ty”. Through this representation, “shared language and feelings” are built.
As a result, the virtual community is demanding a new concept because “we are
dealing with a very recent phenomenon for which we do not know how it will
evolve”. A “phenomenon in an embryonic state”. It would be a type of “represen-
tational sociability” based on something fundamentally new characterized by
links that are totally different from those of other sociabilities. We are confronted
with a “collective solipsism” insofar as there is no real interaction. In addition,
the Internet can be seen as a kind of “mystical drug”, creating something that is
similar to a second state, a “community in a trance”. The “magical” aspect of this
novelty lies in the fact that the use of technology is dissociated from knowledge.

2 Text translated into French in 2005 and Portuguese in 2006.
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The presentation of this text by Moscovici, retaining only what is in conso-
nance with the problematics of this chapter, allows us to point out an original con-
tribution of his thought and his way of proceeding to approach novelty. The inno-
vations I will discuss here concern the notions of “common sense” and “com-
mon”. Regarding that of “community”, uses of the term that could be considered
new, referring to religious communitarianism, do not fall within the scope of our
inquiry. However, the fact that it has been widely studied in the social sciences
deserves to be examined, especially to see if the emotional dimension that Mos-
covici detects in it is represented.

The notion of community in the social sciences

Indeed, in social science approaches to the notion of “community”, attention
is focused on the norms that govern situations, social actions and social relation-
ships. The latter are defined either in terms of power relations between dominant
and politically or professionally dominated, or in terms of exclusion-inclusion
relations between the same and the different. But the way of conceptualizing
community, characterized by the sharing of a material or symbolic commodity,
of the same origin, fate or activity, is very diverse and has evolved over time.
Two main trends can be identified, one empirical and the other theoretical.

In some cases, communities are referred to as concrete social groups to
which observation and intervention relate. These areas are then defined either by
their territorial extension, or by the sharing of the same life-form, the same activi-
ty or the same culture, or by local and neighbouring relations that contribute to
mold, through exchanges, a collective spirit. They may also be institutional orga-
nizations such as the family, school, hospital. The reference to the cultural and
social norms that organize transactions within the community in question is there-
fore essential. An example can be found in the ecological model of Behavior set-
ting, proposed by Barker (1968).

Other authors use the notion as a theoretical construct to provide a frame-
work for objectifying social relations. The community is then treated as a symbo-
lic and material space, with a memory loading, where social identity is molded
and a sense of belonging and positive or conflictual interactions with members of
its group and those of other groups are developed. This construct would promote
an analysis of the link between the individual and society and would constitute
an optimal approach to psychosocial phenomena, in particular those related to
the development of knowledge through dialogical exchange in the public space
(Jovchelovitch, 2006).

On the other hand, the theoretical construct refers to the utopian character or
ideological operator status of the notion of community. Nisbet (1966/1984) showed
that there is a correspondence between the advances of individualism and the re-
vival of community utopias, and vice versa. The community then becomes a space
of reference referring to past forms of socialization that can be negative or ideal.
Thus, in the Enlightenment era, when the idea of a contract between free men and
the struggle against injustice and exploitation was advocated, the idea of commu-
nity was rejected because of its association with feudalism and medieval civiliza-
tion. In the 19th century, forms of life based on tradition were opposed in the name
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of economic rationality and administrative reform. At the same time, proponents
of social conservatism defended the communitarian model threatened by indivi-
dualism and rationalism. In recent modernity, community has become the subject
of debate between those who support social progress and those who oppose mo-
dernization. In the second modernity, community life forms are nowadays sought
in response to negative assessments of pessimistic observations about the evolu-
tion of the contemporary world. This perspective has been criticized as a comfor-
table but illusory refuge attitude in the face of the upheavals caused by globaliza-
tion (Bauman, 2001).

Beyond this multiplicity of perspectives, it can be seen that, since Tonnies
(1887/1977), the idea of “community” (Gemeinschaft), as organic solidarity,
has been opposed to that of “society” (Gesellschaft), as mechanical solidarity.
This opposition has been taken up and commented on by many thinkers from Euro-
pean and Anglo-Saxon countries. Moscovici himself draws inspiration from it in
the commentary discussed above. More recently, the phenomenon of “communi-
ty” or “communitarian” has been seen as a sign of a retreat into ethnic, cultural or
religious particularities that isolates from the citizen community and universal
values, republican or otherwise. This particularist indexation, particularly opposed
in France, had already been stigmatized by sociologist Simmel (1908/2013) who
saw in communities a danger preventing the individual from joining the values of
universality.

Nevertheless, in the human sciences today, this term has a positive meaning
associated with multiculturalism and the identity claims assumed by subjects en-
joying freedom of choice. We can see (Wieviorka, 2008) the emergence of a new
modernity where the opposition between the legacy of the Enlightenment and
the attachment to traditions is diluted and where any national, cultural, linguistic
or religious hegemony is challenged. This is where “community” and “common
sense” and “common sense” connect.

To understand these connections, it is useful to examine how disciplines that
use the notion of community specify it. In history, we will speak of a community
for groups that have been formed over time, in a given place, and share the same
culture and language. This global perspective is echoed in other human sciences
(sociology or anthropology) when they refer to groups of people who live and act
in the same space, such as the family, school, etc. or to groups sharing the same
culture or history. Sociology adds extensions that are relevant to our purpose.
On the one hand, the gathering behind shared values or interests, as is the case for
communities that defend specific beliefs (religious or spiritual communities),
identity or rights such as movements defending gender identities (e.g. LGBTI?
or feminist movements), or conditions (e.g. user groups in public institutions).

Finally, new conceptualizations regard scientific and technological research
and innovation activities, from “scientific communities”, analysed today in terms
of networks of actors (Latour, 1989) to “knowledge communities” (Dupouét et al.,
2006), informal groupings around a question, a shared objective, based on volun-

3 Today, in addition to the acronym LGBT, I am added to designate Intersex people whose
anatomical differences do not allow them to fall within the traditional definition of a man or a wo-
man. This category would concern one person in 2000.
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tary action and aimed at creating and maintaining knowledge in organizations or
within virtual networks. These communities, also known as “knowledge” or “cog-
nitive” communities, make it possible to exchange and transform know-how, to
make tacit knowledge explicit in order to operationalize it to respond to specific
requests. These relations of exchange will gradually create a common “identity”
and be consolidated by the creation of shared social norms. The recent develop-
ments of a sociological approach to communities (ecological, identity defence or
knowledge) as networks of relationships, make it possible to grasp how exchanges
that engage between actors sharing the same activity, the same interest, the same
objective can produce creative and autonomous collectives designated as “com-
mon”, and, consequently, develop new social representations.

To conclude this quick overview, it can be said that Moscovici's comments
were pioneering, proposing to give importance to the affectivity neglected
by the social sciences and engaging in the study of a new and specific type of
community, the cyber communities. This calls for an incidental remark. In Mos-
covici's latest writings, we see the avenues for broadening the approach to social
representations. With his texts on victimization, as underlines Jodelet (2015),
he introduces a historical and ethical dimension into the analysis of social repre-
sentations, advocating a “historical-ethical” approach. In his reflections on
the community, he emphasizes the need to reintroduce an emotional dimension
into his analysis. This is the marking of a field of exploration of social representa-
tions whose novelty is of great relevance for our time.

Novelty of a thematization

This novelty is confirmed by the examination of the concepts of common
sense and common. As products of interaction, social representations have a “com-
mon” character of which it would be interesting to identify all the implications.
Moreover, to the extent that the notions of “common sense” and “common” are
thematized in a variable way according to periods or research trends, they prove to
be an interesting object for a study of social representation.

The renewed interest in social reflection that these concepts are experienc-
ing today has a direct impact on the scientific and political fields. Interestingly in
these fields both concepts share a rare particularity: they receive antithetical
meanings. There are positive and negative interpretations given, both in the scien-
tific and social fields. Judgments made on common sense, based either on episte-
mological or moral reflection, exemplify this polarity.

Common sense knowledge and scientific knowledge are inseparable concepts
whose boundaries often appear to be blurred. As a type of knowledge the validity
of the former has been challenged by positivism with regard to scientific know-
ledge, while retaining its legitimacy as an object of scientific knowledge. Thus
Durkheim, who denied any interest in common sense as a set of “pre-concepts”,
makes collective representations a central object for sociology. The whole tradi-
tion of comprehensive sociology, since Weber, values common sense as an object
of study, as Schiitz states: “the objects of thought constructed by the social scien-
tist, in order to grasp social reality, must be based on objects of thought con-
structed by the common sense of men living daily in the social world. In this way,
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the constructions of the social sciences are, so to speak, constructions of the sec-
ond degree, i.e. constructions of constructions made by actors on the social
scene, whose behaviour the researcher must observe and explain according to
the procedural rules of his science” (Schiitz, 1998). Regarding the “common”
we see opposing conceptions based on sharing and “living together” and the refu-
tation of the existence of a “common world” in the name of pluralism of cultures
and natures, relations with living worlds and spiritual worlds, the existence of plu-
riverses (Latour, 2011).

Could it be these two terms are controversial because they refer to realities
relating to human modes of doing or being, spontaneous and shared, whether cog-
nitive or practical? In any case, they favour the projection of representative con-
structs that may be interesting to examine in their genesis and contemporary use.
Working together on the notions of “common” and “common sense” is a way of
studying a representational system, whether in terms of its construction in the sci-
entific world, among groups of researchers, or in terms of its political uses in pub-
lic debates and within political parties.

About common sense

The notion of common sense has a long history (Guenancia, Sylvestre, 2006)
that goes back to Aristotle. The latter considered it a sensitive capacity enabling to
synthesize the various sensations that a subject receives from an object and, and
classified it within practical wisdom, “phronesis”. This conception crossed time,
to be found in H. Arendt (1991, 1995) who considers it a “sixth sense that adjusts
the other five to a common world’. She socializes common sense, by posing that
the reality of the perceived world is conditioned by the recognition that it appears
in a similar way in others. Thus, the subject would exert his or her judgment as
a member of a community, making common sense a general quality of the citizen
(Gadamer, 1996).

In connection with this revival, common sense is today the object of sus-
tained interest on the part of philosophers, sociologists and politicians who refer
to some classical theorizations in philosophy, in particular: in Italy, Vico (1744);
in France, Descartes (1637), Buffier (1704); in England, Paine (1776), or Reid (1785)
who founded the Scottish School of Common Sense, Moore (1925); in Germany,
Kant (1790). In the various theoretical texts, common sense receives contents,
meanings, uses, and obeys principles that vary with times and cultures. It has been
approached either from a typological point of view or from the point of view of its
epistemic characteristics.

From a typological point of view, it can be:

—reduced to the simple fact of sharing;

— located at the origin of the social bond in that it is related to identical moral
values, feelings, similar emotional dimensions;

—rooted in daily experience, and not ideological and thus valued in terms of
expertise knowledge, and partisan spirit;

— referred, on the contrary, to current, vulgar knowledge, as opposed to sci-
entific knowledge;

—underlined in its rationality, its universality, “the first degree of reason” as
Reid wrote in the 18th century, and, as Boudon (2006) now defends it, as the em-
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bodiment of a spontaneous rationality against the relativist current in the social
sciences;

— representing the promise of an ideal of humanity and civility;

— associated with the idea of revolt, with the projection of a rational plan for
the future calling into question the established authorities, as theorized by Paine
who, in the 18th century, adopted a revolutionary posture both in the political
field and in the field of religious beliefs and institutions;

— inducing conformity, to the point of constituting according to Bourdieu
(1980) a “spectacular instrument” of domination.

Conceptually, common sense is distinguished from common knowledge in
that it refers to “social dispositions acquired to think, feel, move, and not to ex-
plicit mental states” (Paternotte, 2017). Several variants have been distinguished
as an epistemic characteristic of a group:

— “propositional” in that it refers to the beliefs of a group;

— “procedural”, in that we study how it is formed;

— “communicative”, in that we consider the way it is transmitted,

— “communautary” in that it refers to one's role within a group.

The diversity of these approaches, as well as the recent orientations of
the reflections on common sense, nowadays leads to the fact that “the very idea
of common sense occupies a central place in political life and in particular in de-
mocracy” to which it “gives its popular face” (Rosenfeld, 2014). As the pillar of
democracy, in that it is “the most political faculty of man” (Arendt, 1991), com-
mon sense also provides the foundation and justification for the defence of
the status quo and traditional values by the conservative and sovereignist right.
It will also serve as a referent for populism, which Lanclau (2008) has shown
to be characterized by the absence of a foundation on doctrinal principles. These
shifts in meaning are due to the fact that notions of common and common sense
are embedded in different and conflicting ideological references. This observation
is an invitation to deepen their study as a space for meeting different types of sci-
entific, political and social representation.

Commons and common goods

The emergence of the term “common”, and its use as a category of social
and political analysis, came later and evolved. Initially, this term was used in
the ecological movement and economic reflection of the 1980s. It was first used
in the plural, the “commons”, in conjunction with that of “common goods”.
It was then extended to digital media, new forms of induced communication,
within social networks, via the Internet and virtual media. Recently it entered
the political and ethical sphere, under the form of “common” in the singular.

The “common goods” refers to material, natural and cultural resources that
are accessible to all, shared in common, not susceptible to private ownership.
But unlike the latter, “commons” are not understood as pre-existing things to be
managed by a community or a group of users. They refer to social relationships
subject to rules of use, sharing or co-production that structure a common man-
agement (Dardot, Laval, 2010, 2014). To this extent, the “commons” are distin-
guished from the “common”, as a “social product” as currently developed by phi-
losophy and the social sciences.
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Although the first uses of the term “commons” date back to Roman antiqui-
ty and the English Middle Ages, the problems concerning it are of recent appea-
rance in the social sciences. They spread from 1968 onwards, following an article
by Harding entitled “The tragedy of commons”, which warned of the harmful
consequences of a collective use of natural common goods, leading to an in-depth
reflection on the governance of common goods (Ostrom, 2010). Moreover,
these issues have been extended to the cultural sphere with the inclusion of
the various arts, audiovisual and digital information and since 2007 to the “know-
ledge commons” to which I have already alluded. It is in this respect that I will
focus on this subject before addressing the notion of common, as it is used in
the social sciences and social philosophy in France.

The “commons of knowledge” (Hess, Ostrom, 2007) refer first and foremost
to the digital forms of storage, sharing and collective access to knowledge and
the social practice they generate. Moscovici referred to them in the text quoted
above. But this text, dating from 2001 and centred on the form of communication
implied by digital resources, could not take into account the contributions of
the stream of study on knowledge commons, covering their supports (the different
types of human collectives), their forms (scientific or profane) and their functions
(scientific, cognitive or political). The field of study for which he called develop-
ment now has contributions that enrich the problem.

While other common goods imply scarcity and are classified into four cate-
gories according to whether their use is exclusive or not, implies or not rivalry,
the commons of knowledge are abundant, accessible to all, do not imply competi-
tion or constraining management, and can give rise to collective actions. This has
led to alternative models of knowledge production in both the scientific and social
spheres. This area is too vast to be explored here and would deserve special treat-
ment, which may be of interest in the future.

Through this process, the treatment of the notion of common has become
autonomous, integrating new connotations, broadening its use, with regard to ob-
jects (libraries, for example), practices of open collaboration (the “crowdsourcing”
specific to cyberspace, for example), or social organizations related to knowledge
and representations (communities of scholars or social movements, for example).
This investment of the common by political and scientific discourses will be
matched by a revival of references to the “popular”, conceived in original terms
where economism and law are replaced by ethics and communication.

Of political and ethical uses of “common”

One of the particularities of the current use of the notion of common lies in
its political and ethical dimensions. On the one hand, it is differentiated from
the notion of the common good in that it is neither a good nor an object,
but a “mobilization”, a political practice of actors who want to organize common
social life (Douce, 2017). On the other hand, it is identified with the ordinary,
the everyday, as it is experienced, thought of in the social environment. Emerson
already said in 1837: “I embrace the common, I explore the familiar, I am at their
feet”. Since 2010, the word “ordinary” has appeared more and more in the wri-
tings of political scientists (Lariviere, Weisbein, 2017). With the identification of
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the common in these terms, the “popular” returns as distinct from, and in opposi-
tion to, order emanating from state and entrepreneurial power, political parties or
dominant groups. It will inspire contemporary social movements such as Occupy
in the United States, Los indignados in Spain, Nuit Debout and Les gilets jauneso-
in France, the Arab Spring, the occupation of Taksim Square in Turkey, claiming
to be part of a common mobilization against political and capitalist oppression.
The common goes so far as to encourage citizen practices, mobilizing skills to
achieve what is good and fair for the community, in a new form of governance.
Thus, some municipalities, such as Barcelona in Spain and Bologna in Italy,
are seeking to lay the foundations for a collaborative city. This movement tends
to expand with the creation in 2016 of a “European Assembly of Commons”.

Finally, the idea of a common approach involves a new vision of the social
(Collomb, 2011). Individuals are no longer thought of as isolated entities that
connect. We no longer talk about interaction but of “intra-action”, according to
the neologism coined by Barad (2007). While interaction presupposes separate
entities before they interact, the concept of intra-action refers to the idea that indi-
vidualities emerge through relationships and from being in relation. There is no
longer a static social state, social relations governed by objective necessity,
but relations in the making. This leads to the proposal of a new psychosociologi-
cal perspective “methodological relationalism” making social relations the prima-
ry entities characterizing individuals and institutions (Corcuff, 2011).

Everything happens as if, in an ideological space where reflection in terms
of class and class struggle, inspired by Marxism, has lost its hold, and where
the alterglobalization movement is losing momentum, the common offered a new
way of talking about social relations and establishing an approach that escaped
liberalism and its avatars — commodification (linked to mercantilism), the power
of multinationals (corporatization) and the expansion of private property (pro-
pertization) — by introducing rules of use, sharing and co-production (Sauvétre,
2014). The call to the common would open a “new age”, with the transition from
critical analysis to the construction of alternative proposals.

It should be noted, however, that for some thinkers (Négri, Hardt, 2009), re-
flection on the common reconnects with a Marxist tradition. With the return of
economic questions (work, poverty, crisis, etc.) would end a “sort of post-marxist
cycle” (Haber, 2010), centred on gender and race relations, involving recognition.
But it should be stressed that this reintroduction of the importance of work gives
way to intersubjectivity. This is based on communication. This new orientation is
particularly represented in the professions of care, maintenance and education,
which are considered as an “expansion of the common” and are classified as im-
material work, or as “production of the common” (Laugier, 2011).

An illustrative example of this process is the “care” which is “the basis
of the concrete manufacture of the common”, conceived as a “city of words”.
This implies a “democratic conversation” giving voice to those in subordinate or
marginalized positions, demanding attention to others, a sensitivity to vulnerabi-
lity and responsibility. All these proposals lead to a new conception of relation-
ships and the social as an organization that unleashes the power of the common,
through communication. Thus, the common, arising with environmental concerns,
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in the void left by the great stories heralding progress, in the bitterness caused by
the failures of liberal democracy, offers itself as a recourse for political con-
sciousness. While it can serve as a mask to cover, in the spirit of the times,
the populist currents of the right and left, it is recognized by the social sciences
as a new form of sociality that brings hope.

Conclusion

Regarding the schools of thought of which a picture has just been sketched,
certainly a very limited and non-exhaustive one, but targeting the pivotal points
in the development of the idea of common, we can only be struck by the coinci-
dence with the lines drawn by Moscovici for the development of our field of re-
search. The rehabilitation of everyday thought, the role of exchange and social
communication, intersubjectivity, reliance of the subject on the Other, etc., meet
central themes in the approach to social representations. Of course, it is regrettable
that no reference is made to the contribution of our field of study, as I had
the opportunity to do with the latest sociological contributions on social thought
(Jodelet, 2018).

But we can only be pleased to note the centrality of our perspective in
the most recent developments in scientific thought on social issues. It remains for
us to contribute to this debate by adjusting the themes of our research to the hot-
test questions of our contemporaneity. More specifically, one could focus on
the place and role of social representations seen both as a product and as an pro-
cess of the common. In examining the social representations of collective social
practices or produced by them, one could examine in greater depth the criteria ac-
cording to which groups are conceived or conceived themselves as common or
communities, the substrate provided by belief systems and ideological options for
the construction of a common vision of social and political reality, the models of
thought and the representations of socio-political practice that result from them.

A final remark concerning the community of study of social representa-
tions. One of the possible side effects of looking at the common issue is to think
about our scientific community. At Moscovici's request, the Serge Moscovici
World Network (Réseau Mondial Serge Moscovici: REMOSCO) was created to
replace the European Laboratory of Social Psychology at the Fondation Maison
des Sciences de I'Homme. Would it not be useful to use this institutional frame-
work to share our knowledge scattered across different countries? In other words,
through our collective collaboration, we can build one of these “knowledge com-
mons” that would allow us to share our knowledge and encourage exchanges be-
tween researchers who often work, in different contexts, on similar problems
and would benefit from the mutual contributions of their colleagues? This spin-off
of our community collaboration could produce innovative scientific effects,
as the symposium from which this book is derived illustrates.
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Annoraunusi. HenaBHee mOSIBIIEHHE COLMANBHBIX M IMOJUTHYECKHX ABUKEHHM, KOTO-
pBIe TPU3BIBAIOT K «3IPaBOMY CMBICIY» (common Sense), ¥ UCIOJIb30BAHUE MOHATHA «00-
mee» (common) B GrIocohUHM M CONMAIBHBIX HayKax WHUIMHPOBAIM HHTEPEC aBTOpa
K PasMBIIUICHUSIM O COLMATIBHBIX W HAyYHBIX MPEACTABICHUAK, KACAIOIINXCS ITHX MOHSITHH.
Bcenen 3a obcyxaeHneM psa MOJUTUYECKHX KOHHOTAIMM TOHSATHH «3ApaBBIA CMBICI) U
«o01ee» OymeT pacCMOTPEHO TMOHATHE, KOTOPOE TECHO CBS3aHO C HUMH, — «COOOIECTBOY
(community). B otHomeHnuu 3toro mousatus C. MOCKOBUCH BBIpaXaeT CICPYKAHHYIO MO3H-
U0, OJTHAKO TpeJiaracT HOBBIA B3MUIAJ Ha KHOEpPCcOoOIIecTBa U BaXKHOCTh, MPHUIABAEMYIO
ad(deKTHBHOCTH B TpyImax coolmiecTBa. PaccMaTpHuBarOTCs JBa OCHOBHBIX CIIOCO0A Tpak-
TOBKH TOHSTHS «3PaBblii CMBICT» B UCTOPUYECKON MEPCIEKTHBE OT aHTHYHOCTH JI0 HAIIMX
qHed. C TUIMOJIOTHYECKON TOYKH 3PEHHSI MPUHATO Pa3inyarh Psii OYCHb Pa3HBIX XapaKTepu-
CTHK, MPUCYIIHX U OOBSICHSIONINX «3APaBbId CMBICI»: Yepe3 CBEJCHHE ero K (PakTy MpocToro
pasjielieHuss MHEHHUI B 00IeCTBE; Yepe3 HCXOAHYIO CONUAIBHYIO OJIM30CTh, CBA3AHHYIO C
UACHTHYHOCTBIO MOPAJBHBIX LEHHOCTEH M SMOIMOHAIBHBIX U3MEPEHUM; Yepe3 YKOpPCHEH-
HOCTB B IIOBCECJHCBHOM OIIBITC, qepe3 €ro A€BaJIbBAIIUIO KaK (l)OpMI)I 3HAHUMA 1O OTHOIILICHUIO K
HayKe; yepe3 MoYepKUBaHUE €ro pallMOHAIbHOCTH; Yepe3 aKICHTUPOBAHUE ero MOTEHIHala
JUTSL BOCCTaHUS M PEBOIONMOHHBIX B3IVIAJ0B WK, HA00OPOT, Yyepe3 TPAKTOBKY €ro Kak WH-
IyIHpyIomero KoHGopMHOCTh B obmecTBe. C KOHIENTYaJbHOW TOUKH 3PCHHS «3JIpaBBIN
CMBICIT» aHAIM3UPYETCS KaK SMUCTEMOJIOTHYECKas XapaKTepUCTHKA I'PYIMIBI B €e CoJIepiKa-
HUH, HOPMHUPOBAHHUH, TIEpeaaye OMbITa U POJH B COMUANBHON CrutoueHHOCTH. COBpeMEHHbBIE
BO33PEHHS MOAYEPKUBAIOT €0 CBSI3b C JIEMOKpaTHel u nomyauzMom. [loHsaTre «obmiee», mo-
SIBHBIIIEECS] B TOCJICJIHEE BPEMs, BCE Yallle BCTPEYACTCS B COYCTAHHWU C TIOHSATHEM «OOIIHe
6mara» (common goods), n3HaYaIbHO (HPOKYCHPOBABUIMMCS HA MaTEPHAIbHBIX peallusiX, Te-
neph Ke — 00beAUHSAIONIMM (HAKThI U MPAKTHKH 3HAHHS, SBISSACH MPEAMETOM OMpEACICHHOMN
obactu — obmiero 3HaHusA. TakuM 00pa3oM, «oOIIee» MOSABISETCS KaK HOBBIA CIIOCO0 Mo/I-
X0J1a K COIMAJIbHBIM OTHOIICHHSIM, YTO COOTBETCTBYET CTPEMJICHHIO BBECTH OTHOIIIEHYECKOE,
ATUYECKOE M TOJUTHUYECKOE M3MEPECHUS B aHAIM3 COIMAIILHBIX MPOIIECCOB U MPOIECCOB H3-
MEHEeHHA. B 3TOM OTHOIICHUH MPU3BIB K UCCIIEIOBAHUIO «OOIIETr0» UMEET CXOJCTBO C MOIXO0-
JIOM COITHAJTBHBIX MPEICTaBICHUH. 3yueHre pa3smuuHbIX HAYYHBIX U OOBIICHHBIX MPEICTaB-
JCHUN O MOHATHUSIX OOLIHOCTH, 3[PABOTO CMBICJIA M OOIIEro MO3BOJSET YCTAHOBHUTH CBSI3H
C HepCHCKTI/IBaMI/I I/I3y‘leHI/IH COIIMAJIBHBIX Hpe}lCTaBHeHI/Iﬁ u 0603Han/ITI) Iyt i HOBBIX
HCCIIEIOBAHUN.

KuaroueBble ci10Ba: colvaibHbIE MMpEACTABJICHUAA, 06HI€€, 3[{paBLII71 CMBICJI, 06IHHOCTL

BaaropapHocTu M ¢puHaHcupoBaHue. ABTop Omaromaput Hukoca Kanammanukuca 3a
MTOMOIITH B TIOAOOPE JUTEpaTypHl, a Takxke JineH Wnpbep n Caamu Jlay 3a BKIag B IEPEBOX
CTaThH ¢ (PPAHITy3CKOTO HA AHTTTUACKUHN SI3BIK.
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Abstract. This paper clarifies a long-standing ambiguity in the notion of social repre-
sentations; it provides a clear operational definition of the relation between social representa-
tion and individual representation. This definition, grounded in the theory of sets, supports
most current empirical investigation methods of social representations. In short, a social rep-
resentation of an object in a population is the mathematical set of individual representations
the individuals of that population have for this object. The components of the representation
are the components used to describe this set, in intension in the mathematical sense of
the term (in contrast with a definition in extension). Statistical techniques, as well as content
analysis techniques, can construct such components by comparison of individual representa-
tions to extract commonalities, and that is what classic investigations on social representations
indeed do. We then answer the question: how come that, in a given culture, individuals hold
individual representations that are so similar to one another?

Key words: social representations, individual representations, installation theory, in-
tersubjective understanding of objects

The intersubjective understanding of objects

Experience shows that members of a population each hold similar individual
representations of many “objects” of their culture. By “objects”, I mean material
objects (chairs, bottles...), material compounds of “things that move together”
(a suit, a fleet ...), conceptual objects (space, time, democracy...) and even hete-
rogeneous compounds that “go together” (city, hospital, dinner...). This can be
easily checked: people are able to name objects properly (“this is a chair’), coope-
rate locally using indexicals (“pass me the salt please”) or even communicate
complicated arrangements of complex objects (e.g. “discharge this patient from
the hospital tomorrow”).

© Lahlou S., 2021
This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License
& https://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
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So, (1) we are able to connect a phenomenon external to our mind (the “ob-
ject”) to a mental structure internal to our mind (the “representation’) that mat-
ches the object in some structural or functional manner, such that the representa-
tion will enable recognition of the object and acting upon it in a relevant manner,
and (2) for a given object, different individuals in each culture appear to each hold
similar representations, to the effect they can communicate and act in a relevant
manner about that object.

Let us call this phenomenon (empirical facts 1+2 above) the intersubjective
understanding of objects as we need a shorthand to discuss the nature of social
representations. That Intersubjective Understanding of Objects (IUO) is not mere-
ly about communication. It comes with the constructivist assumption that partici-
pants refer to “the same Object”. When I say “pass me the salt” to my neighbor at
the dinner table, we both assume that we talk about this little container of white
powder on the table. That seems obvious. Now if I tell my neighbor in the voting
line “please vote for the best candidate for democracy” we realize that the agree-
ment on “What You Think is What I Think” is not so trivial, since my predicate
“best candidate for democracy” can refer to different objects of the world for me
and my fellow citizen in the voting line. Still, intersubjective understanding works
well enough for most everyday objects; and therefore this” psycho-social pact”
that “What you See is What I See” (“the implicit agreement by which the Partici-
pants agree that their respective individual views refer to a single object” (Lahlou,
2006)) is at the root of our social construction of reality, and of the naive realism
that is the implicit assumption behind our everyday life interactions.

While the above IUO may appear obvious as an empirical fact, in practice
that means members of a culture each individually house “similar” mental repre-
sentations for thousands of “objects”; that is remarkable and a priori improbable.
This improbable fact nevertheless grounds our capacity to act as members of
a culture, grounds the IUO. How come we different individuals have similar rep-
resentations? This problem of “common knowledge” and “common sense” has
been theorized extensively by Serge Moscovici and his school, with the concept
of “social representations” since his seminal work (Abric, 1994; Doise, Pal-
monari, 1986; Duveen, Lloyd, 1990; Farr, 1987; Flament, 1994; Herzlich, 1969;
Jodelet, 1989b, 1991; Moscovici, 1961, 1976).

Social representations are:

— “a form of practical knowledge linking a subject to an object” (Jodelet,
1989a; my translation. — S.4.);

— “it is a form of knowledge, socially elaborated and shared, with a practical
aim and contributing to the construction of a reality common to a social set”
(Jodelet, 1989a; my translation. — S.A4.).

These definitions highlight that a social representation has an object,
and a population of subjects using this representation in intentional manner re-
garding that object.

To facilitate the discussion below, let us fix a few definitions:

— the Object of representation is what the representation “is a representation
of”: in practice what the representation stands for in thought or communication.
E.g., the Object of “the representation of psychoanalysis” is: psychoanalysis;

— the Population is the set of individual subjects who use this representation.
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The representation appears “social” in two aspects: in its genesis, as it is so-
cially constructed, and also in that [UO property described above, that it seems,
empirically, to be “common” to all members of a Population who can identify it
as such in practice (“this is the Object!”). In practice, [UO can be built into an em-
pirical test that members of a Population refer to the same Object (Moliner, 1993).

The phenomenon that members of a culture apparently give the same name
to the same “thing”, or connect the same Object to their individual representation,
has often been described as members of a culture “sharing” representations.
In fact, individuals do not “share” the representations, they each merely host simi-
lar individual representations, just as two people wearing the same model of shoes
do not “share” their shoes: they merely each own similar shoes.

Alas the seminal texts on social representations failed to address the onto-
logical issue clearly: there seemed to be no ontological difference between social
representations and individual (mental) representations. In fact, reading them one
could assume that social representations were a specific type of individual, men-
tal, representation: the ones that were “shared”, and by this we should understand
that each individual would house his or her own exemplar of “the” social repre-
sentation, just like at some point in history each good Chinese citizen would have
his/her own copy of Mao’s little red book. This seems acceptable if every indivi-
dual would hold the exact same representation. Then there would be no need to
distinguish individual representation from social representation.

But this it does not fit with the empirical evidence. Different persons do
hold slightly different individual representations of the Object. This seems at first
a detail, but the devil is in the detail. Because what is not exactly identical is onto-
logically different. So, would there be as many social representations as there are
individuals in the Population? Henceforth we do not know what “social represen-
tation” we talk about if there are many different ones. Researchers using the social
representations concept have all, including from the very start Moscovici himself,
been confronted to that problem.

Individual differences in representation

To clarify, let us look more closely at the empirical process of studying so-
cial representations. To analyze social representations (SR) of the Object, what we
collect are individual representations (IR) of the Object. Typically, members of
the Population are asked to describe the Object, through interviews, question-
naires or some other device. The social representation is then usually considered
what is “common” to those discourses collected. Indeed, usually there are many
similarities between the material collected on the various individuals. There are
also some differences. The empirical finding that individual versions of a social
representations are somewhat different must be accounted for since individuals
are supposed to have “the same” social representation. This generated a series of
theoretical responses which were operational in practice but, as I argue below, are
epistemically inappropriate.

Moscovici was the first to encounter the problem of differences in IR. He ad-
dressed that issue by considering there are different types of social representations,
depending on their stage of development. The representations can be Hegemonic,

YEJIOBEK U OBIIIECTBO 317



Lahlou S. 2021. RUDN Journal of Psychology and Pedagogics, 18(2), 315-331

Emancipated or Polemical (Moscovici, 1988), depending on the degree of consen-
sus (in practice: of similarity) of individual representations of the Object among
the Population. Remember the theory initially addressed unfamiliar Objects that
would be made familiar through the construction of a social representation.
For example, when a new Object enters the social field (e.g. Psychoanalysis,
AIDS) there might be some conflicting views in different segments of the Popula-
tion, hence several competing versions of the (“polemical’’) social representation.
But in the end, when the social group has reached some consensual view, the rep-
resentation may become hegemonic (everybody has the same IR). So, the differ-
ences would simply account for SR in the making, fully bloomed SRs would be
hegemonic: everyone hosts the same.

But in fact, there always remain some differences in a Population regarding
an Object, especially according to socio-economic status. Willem Doise came up
with the notion of position taking (Doise, 1986) regarding the Object (“prises de
position”): this may account for the fact that in practice we collect different ver-
sions from different subjects, even for Objects that have been around for a long
time. In other words, for the problem at hand here (but of course that is a carica-
tural interpretation of Doise’s excellent work which sheds important light on the
nature of representations) there would be different representations because there
are different Populations, each having its own perspective. Still, as in the detail
everyone hosts a slightly different representation, there would be in full rigor as
many Populations as individuals?

Another empirical issue occurred. It turns out that even the same person can
mobilize different IR of the Object in different circumstances. For example,
one might exhibit a scientifically correct representation but, in some cases,
use another one (e.g., magical, religious, traditional, etc.) To address this issue,
Moscovici, in his seminal book on social representations, came up with the notion
of “cognitive polyphasia” (Moscovici, 1976. P. 282): the idea that different kinds
of knowledge, possessing different rationalities can coexist in an individual or
a population. That notion, while locally dealing with the empirical facts, raises
serious epistemic issues: if there is polyphasia, which of the various versions “is”
the social representation? Or are there different objects? Interestingly, Moscovici
writes a series of caveats about the limitations of theories in general' and suggests
that much research remains to be done on social representations.

Finally, it was noted empirically that the representations that are given ex-
plicitly by people are in some cases not exactly what they think. Respondents tend
to give investigators “politically correct” versions of the representation — a case of
the desirability bias, and more generally of the responses bias where respondents
tend to tell the researcher what they think the researcher wants to hear (Rosenthal,
1966). For example, respondents would not make explicit that their representation
of the unemployed people includes laziness. Abric and collaborators described
this as the “mute zone” of social representations (Abric, 2003a).This draws our
attention to the idea that what we observe empirically are IR expressed by indi-

! “Une théorie ne recouvre jamais les données empiriques. Elle est débordée et les déborde”
(Moscovici, 1976. P. 289).
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vidual subjects, while “social representations” are a research construct, designed
to address the phenomenon of mutual social understanding (IUO).

In short, the assumption has usually been made that the observables (sub-
jects’ discourse) are of the same nature as the construct (social representation).
This assumption is not explicit in the literature; but it is clear, from the way
the empirical material (usually discourse, or items of discourse) is collected, ana-
lyzed, and directly used into the description of the social representation,
that we act as if these two entities (IR expressed by subjects, and SR constructed
by the researcher) were made of the same epistemic fabric. I will argue here that it
is not the case.

A formal definition of social representations,
and two ways they can be described

As noted above, there is ambiguity in the core texts regarding the epistemic
status of social representations; this has been noted many times, right from the early
days of the theory’s success (Billig, 1988; Jahoda, 1988; McKinlay, Potter, 1987;
Potter, Edwards, 1999; Potter, Litton, 1985; Potter, Wetherell, 1987). The lack or
formalism in the definitions allows looseness in the discussion. The confusion be-
tween individual and social representation has been detrimental to the advance-
ment of the theory. So let us clarify here.

An Individual representation (IR) of an Object O is a symbolic structure that
an individual subject uses to deal cognitively with the Object. This structure
“stands for” the Object in thought, communication and action. A representation
can be embodied (in the form of neural network); it can be projected onto some
medium or support (speech, writing, drawing), etc.

A Social representation (SR) of an object O in the population P is the set of
individual representations of O in the population P. E.g., the social representa-
tion of “Contraception” in the UK will be the full set of all IR of what contracep-
tion is for the members of the British population (a set of more than 60 million IR).

IR and SR are different in nature and logical type. IRs are included in
the SR, but the SR is not an IR. A set cannot be an element of itself. So, no indi-
vidual can “have” a SR, individuals can only have IRs.

Still, as IRs of a given Object in a Population tend to be similar, each indi-
vidual usually does hold an IR that has characteristics similar to the modal or
the mean IRs in the population. I. e. the components of that specific individual’s
IR will usually be similar to those of the other individuals in the population.
E.g. most individuals in the population will know that “contraception” has some-
thing to do with avoiding reproduction when having intercourse, and most people
will be aware of the usual means for this (pill, condoms etc.) But there will be in-
dividual variations in knowledge and attitude, and variations in practice, between
individuals and even for a given individual according to circumstances; there will
also be variations in what people say about it and likely there will be some mute
zones (e.g. depending who subjects talk to); etc.

So how can we describe social representations properly? Mathematically,
in the theory of sets (Cantor, 1874; Halmos, 1974; Runde, 2005) a set can be de-
scribed in intension or in extension. An intensional description defines a set by
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some properties (predicates) of its elements (usually a rule or semantic descrip-
tion; necessary and sufficient conditions). E.g. an intensional definition of “Birds”
could be “Animals with wings”: {x |x € Animals: x has wings}. An intensional
definition of the clients of a Bank B would be the list of holders of an account in
that bank {x | x has an account in Bank B).

An extensional definition explicitly lists all the individual elements of
the set. An extensional definition of the clients of a bank would be the listing of
all the names of these clients. Extensional definitions are accurate and explicit,
nevertheless they usually (unlike for the Bank B case above) become impractical
for large sets. E.g., an extensional definition of birds would be the (very long) list
of all the individual birds on the planet (millions of individuals).

The problem with describing social representations

Social representations, as any set, can be defined in intension or in exten-
sion. In practice, because of the huge size of the sets of human Populations,
SRs are defined in intension. This definition is empirically obtained through sta-
tistical techniques, by inferring the properties of the social representation from
a sample of the set.

Individual mental representations are observable empirically, for instance by
asking a sample of individuals to talk about the object (e.g., “If I tell you ‘Democ-
racy’, what comes to your mind?”’). From this sample one extracts (through con-
tent analysis) a description of the elements of the set of IRs. Then one infers sta-
tistically the intensional definition of the set. For example, the SR of “Studying”
is found by (Lheureux et al., 2008) to contain the following cognitive compo-
nents: Knowledge, Investment, Diploma, Culture, Future, Work, Job, Long term,
University; this is obtained through questionnaires filled in by a sample of stu-
dents. The set (SR) can then be described in intension by these components which
are characteristic of the elements (IRs) of the set.

What is tricky is that, when we describe the SR, we use words to refer to
content traits, just as we do use words when we describe IRs. For example:
“Knowledge”, “Diploma”, “Culture”, “University” are typical components of in-
dividual representations of “Studying”; and it is the same words we use to de-
scribe the components of the social representation of Studying. This is dangerous
because there is a difference in logical type (Russell, 1908; Whitehead, Russell,
1962) between IR and SR; and making confusions between logical types brings
errors and paradoxes.

If we do not distinguish properly, with the right formalism, between the el-
ement (IR) and the set (SR), we may attribute to the SR (the set) properties that
lay in the element (IR), and vice-versa. While for some properties that is not prob-
lematic, for others that is a recipe for disaster. Rom Harré aptly spotted the issue
in a critic of social representation theory (Harré, 1984):

“The weight of an army is a distributive property, while its organization is a
property of the collective. As far as I can see, the concept of représentation so-
ciale is used by the French school as a distributive property of groups”.

Let us illustrate with the analogous problem of the biological species.
We could account for the fact that in the species of Dogs there are small and big
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dogs by saying that the species is Polemical and not Hegemonic, or account for
the fact that not all dogs bark when observed by calling “barking” a mute zone of
the species, etc. But describing the Dog species as a population is a more rigorous
approach because it acknowledges the various factors of diversity in the popula-
tion. We do not need to invent names of properties for the Dog species (the set) to
account for the distribution of some individual characteristics (e.g., size) across
elements of the species (individual dogs).

Defining social representations as the set of individual social representations
is a clean epistemic solution to the problem of the relation between IR and SR.
Interestingly, this theoretical clean-up has little practical implication on the way
social representations research is done, because researchers have in their empirical
practice always acted as if the SR is a set of IR.

Indeed, as said above, when a set is described, it is done so usually in inten-
sion as the list of common properties of the elements of the set (“a Mammal”,
“that barks”, etc.). And in practice social representation specialists do indeed ex-
tract these common properties by comparing individual representations. That is
precisely extracting a representative sample of the set of individual representa-
tions — implicitly acting as if the social representation was that set- and then find-
ing commonalities of the elements of that set, to infer an intensional definition of
the set based on these commonalities.

Nevertheless, this clarification has theoretical implications, and considering
SR as sets it is necessary to take an evolutionary perspective (Lahlou, 2015). In-
deed it is through the variation of individual representations that the social repre-
sentation evolves, just as a natural biological species (e.g. Finches) evolves as
a population through the variation of individuals. That is why this new definition,
which is operational in practice and epistemically appropriate, should be used.
It is also, as we’ll hint below with the theory of the medium (Bachimont, 2004),
essential to understand how the characteristics of the individual influence the op-
eration of the representation and its processing into action.

In passing, our definition clarifies in terms of statistical distribution what are
the different types of social representation — hegemonic vs polemical etc. In heg-
emonic representation the set has little variance, while in polemical representa-
tions there will be subsets of the population that are homogeneous as a subset but
differ markedly from the other subsets. And for “cognitive polyphasia™: a given
individual can have several IRs of the “same” Object, which they use alternatively
according to the circumstances in which the Object appears (e.g., the same person
might use different contraception methods depending on the situation).

A social representation is more than a set of similar representations

The theory of sets brings us useful formalism to distinguish the nature and
logical type of social vs individual representations. Nevertheless it does not do
justice to what a SR is: a SR is more than a set of similar IR. It gathers IR that are
linked both functionally (to their Object) and socially (to their Population).

The IRs that constitute an SR emerged to facilitate action and communica-
tion about an Object of the life-world, among a specific population (e.g. how Bri-
tish people should deal with contraception, how students and teachers should deal
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with education, etc.) That is the intersubjective understanding of objects (IUO)
alluded to in introduction. Therefore, those IR of the same SR all point to the same
empirical phenomenon “out there” and their content is designed for operational
effectiveness of the representation, for practice and communication. Simply said,
representations must “match” reality well enough to enable the Population to deal
efficiently with the Object.

IRs are not independent of each other within the Population. In practice,
as members of the population communicate and cooperate, their IRs crossbreed:
there is discussion, controversy, influence, education. That stirring facilitates ho-
mogeneity of the set of IRs.

These two aspects (functional and social) are intertwined because practice is
a social process. In society, people communicate-and-act all-together-in-the-same-
movement.

To sum up, a SR is a set of IRs which are linked together because they refer
to the same Object in a given Population. They are connected together by the so-
cial practice of that Object in that Population, and they are linked to the Object
and the Population by the process of social construction of the Object, by which
practice continuously reconstructs the Object.

There is inevitably variability between the IRs, within individuals and across
individuals. The variability reflects the different practices which different mem-
bers of the population have with the object, across time and space. Still this varia-
bility is limited by the functional constraints of practice and communication,
as those who actually co-interact with the object must have a minimum of com-
mon ground to interact. These functional restrictions ensure the coherence of
the SR into more than a random set of similar IRs. That is why SR differ from
“memes” (Dawkins, 1976), and more generally why Social Representations theo-
ry is different from the naive approach of “shared” representations, which consi-
ders a set of multiple replicated occurrences of a single representation, “copies”
distributed over a population.

That was a clarification of what has for too long being ambiguity in the theory.
Defining social representations as sets of IRs is consistent with the very spirit of
the concept. In fact, as noted above, all the empirical work on social representa-
tion is implicitly based on the idea that a social representation is a set, of which
the characteristics are obtained by sampling elements (individual representations)
from that set, and describing their characteristics based on what traits they have in
common, which is typically the process of describing a set in intension. Retro-
spectively, the definition of SR as sets of IRs provides solid epistemological
ground for all techniques that describe SR based on surveys on samples of IR —
in fact the immense majority of the studies in the field. So, we do not have to
throw out the baby with the bathwater: most empirical work on social representa-
tions lays on solid epistemic ground — even though the theory was ambiguous.

Why individual representations are similar?

Now we have a proper definition of a SR, we can address the question
behind the intersubjective understanding of objects: how come that, in a given
culture, individuals all hold individual representations that are so similar to
one another?
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Individual representations can be learned by education, by communication
and by practice. In the two first cases, it is obvious that representations are in
some way replicated from one individual to another, and therefore will be similar,
albeit minor losses in translation. Diffusion of IR through these mechanisms
accounts for similarity between individual representations among members of
the same culture (Lahlou, 1996; Sperber, 1996).

But that does not cover all cases. Individuals who have never communicated
may have similar representations. Furthermore, mere communication only pro-
vides theoretical knowledge of the object; but in many cases direct experience is
necessary to support actual practice, as is well known in instruction and training.
Let us now look at construction of representations through practice.

The relation of representation to practice is (under various names and guises)
a major topic in social science. Let us try to summarize in a paragraph what we
know. In society, practices and representations reproduce each other (Berger, Luck-
mann, 1966; Bourdieu, Passeron, 1977; Giddens, 1984). During social interaction,
individuals learn to behave properly (Goffman, 1974; Mead, 1972; Rogoft, 2003;
Schiitz, 1944). They acquire a common knowledge and skills, about local practi-
ces, typical of a culture (Abric, 1994; Bruner, 1999; Durkheim, 1898; Foucault,
1978; Jodelet, 1989b; Moscovici, 1961; Vygotsky, 1986). This knowledge is em-
bodied in individuals and expressed in symbolic form (Barsalou, 2003; Freud,
1895; Karmiloff-Smith, 1992; Lashley, 1951). Then, once embodied, in situation
knowledge and skills, combined with mediating structures distributed in context,
produce practices (Barker, 1968; Cicourel, 1992; Hutchins, 1995; Maturana, Varela,
1980; Pea, 1993; Suchman, 1987).

As we see, the (re)production of representations involves the context and ac-
tion in context; so that is where we must look for an explanation beyond education
and communication.

The short answer to our question is that members of a given Population hold
similar representations because they interact with similar objects (those objects
that make the life-world of that Population). But furthermore there are mecha-
nisms that channel individuals to learn, through similar practice, similar represen-
tations.

Indeed, we could assume that, by trial and error, every individual would
gradually construct, of a given Object, its own IR of that Object. Then,
as all members of the Population interact with the same object, they would in
the end converge. But trial and error is a slow process, and convergence is not
guaranteed. Anyway, investigation shows that is not how things are done.
There are socially constructed devices, “installations”, which channel behavior of
members of a given population into predictable, typical, sequences. These instal-
lations include material affordances that guide action and social mechanisms of
feed-back that reward those who use “proper” representations vs “improper” ones.

Installation theory

In society, individual behavior is predictable. Full grown members of a Po-
pulation know how to behave in standard social situations such as “a dinner”,

2% ¢ 5% ¢ 99 ¢

“at the dentist”, “a flea market”, “a shower”, “an election”, “a tribunal”, “a wed-
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ding”, “a conference”, etc. Sometimes we only know approximately, but when in
situation the context and other people give us enough scaffolding and feed-back
to channel us into the proper behavior. Let us call installations the specific, local,
societal settings where humans are expected to behave in a predictable way
(a dinner, an election, etc.)

Installations consist of a set of components that simultaneously support
and control individual behavior. The components are distributed in three layers:
a) over the material environment (affordances?), b) the subject (embodied compe-
tences) and c) the social space (institutions®, enacted and enforced by other sub-
jects). These components assemble at the time and place the activity is performed.

Installations channel individual behavior. The affordances provide feed-
forward and feedback. Representations and other embodied skills allow the sub-
ject to interpret the objects and the situation. Finally social feed-back funnels be-
havior into what is expected: proper behavior is reinforced by positive feed-back
while improper behavior is extinguished by negative feed-back. Through the so-
cial feed-back (and also the outcome of behavior), operant conditioning takes
place which facilitates embodiment of “what should be done in such situations”.
For a detailed description, see (Lahlou, 2017).

Let us take a simple example: when you take the train, from the moment
you enter the station to the moment you step out of your destination station on ar-
rival, you take very few personal decisions: your behavior is channeled by a series
of successive installations that guide and constrain your actions. You follow the flow.
You still have some choices (which train, which car, which seat), but they are so-
cially constructed. Affordances limit your options: you can only use the doors,
tracks and seats provided. Then again you are limited by conventions (you must
sit on your assigned seat, otherwise someone will ask you to do so). You have
some freedom of action as you seat, but you are mostly supposed to seat quietly.
Etc. In the end, you behave “properly” as a train passenger. Installations channel
behaviors by two complementary mechanisms: constructive and restrictive.
In a constructive manner, they offer, suggest and support specific behaviors.
In a restrictive manner, they prevent some behaviors and repress those consi-
dered inappropriate. This ensures that everyone behaves as expected, a condition
for cooperation. Cooperation is essential in a society, and social representations
are a major instrument for cooperation (Lahlou, 2001). Most peculiar is this instal-
lation makes everyone behave properly, in a similar fashion that fits the cultural
script of travelling by train”, whatever their age, gender, nationality, religion, so-
cial status, personality etc. Therefore, we can see installations can supersede all
classic social, psychological, or economic variables. That is how installations
manage to homogenize representations in a population.

2 “Roughly, the affordances of things are what they furnish, for good or bad, which is what
they afford the observer. ...they are ecological, in the sense that they are properties of the en-
vironment relative to an animal. <...> Affordances do not cause behavior but constrain or control
it” (Gibson, 1982).

3 “[An institution is] a cluster of social usages. It connotes a way of thought or action of
some prevalence and permanence, which is embedded in the habits of a group or the customs of
a people. ...The function of each is to set a pattern of behavior and to fix a zone of tolerance for
an activity or a complement of activities” (Hamilton, 1932).
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Note that IRs are embodied competences about a specific Object. Therefore,
they are part of installations, they are a component of the embodied layer.

The three layers of installations (affordances of the material environment,
embodied competences in the subject, and social regulation by institutions) each
limit and constrain behavior and leave open only some pathways. As the three
layers act simultaneously, the paths that behavior can take are the ones that are
compatible with each of the three layers (what is possible, what is thinkable, and
what is allowed), which leaves only a rather narrow set of possibilities. Further-
more, the redundancy of the layers of determination makes installations very resi-
lient. The resilience comes from the redundant combination of the constraining
power of the three layers of their components. Where one layer of determination
fails to scaffold and control, others may repair. For example, if in the train you sit
by error in the wrong car, someone will likely tell you and point you to the right
seat, as also indicated on your ticket. This means that where the embodied layer
fails, the physical layer (affordances) and the social layer (social feed-back) may
kick-in and repair.

There are many types of social regulation that produce embodiment of skills
that are conform to social expectation: Role and status, Imitation, Conformity and
zeal, Seeking guidance, Instruction and guidance, Influence and persuasion, Vigi-
lante effect, Force and threat (Lahlou, 2017. Pp. 132—159). For a detailed descrip-
tion of how installations construct and reconstruct through practice embodied
competences in general and representations in particular, refer to (Lahlou, 2017.
Pp. 175-289). In short, installations produce similar individual experience, and hence
similar IRs. This similarity is reinforced by communication, often prepared
by education and training. And in return, the representations contribute to rebuild
the installation and the Object, in a chicken-and-egg manner. I have no space to
discuss further that point here.

Individuals learn their IRs through practice. The IR of an Object is built by
the various types of experiences connected to that Object (e.g. one will learn
about Democracy through experiences of votes, collegial discussions, elections
etc.) For many aspects of social life, practice is channeled by installations. So most
these experiences about the Object tend to be channeled by installations; hence the
IR of an Object tends to be constructed by the series of relevant installations pre-
sent in a culture. Because installations are resilient, they induce similar behavior
in all individuals that use them (e.g. all students will get similar experience of
Studying because schools are similar). Of course, education and communication,
through vicariant experience and stories, contribute to organize individual experi-
ence into similar frameworks and to enshrine them into common language and
discourse; but the connection between representation and practice is usually for-
matted by installations and within practice inside in installations. In this perspec-
tive, installations are a distributed formatting system for representation and prac-
tice that imprints similar IR into the members of a given Population.

So, in large scale societies, installations are similar across a society (schools,
airports, etc. are similar across the territory used by the Population). By using
these installations, members of a Population are channeled into standard behaviors,
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and therefore they get similar experience, embodied through operant conditioning,
and hence they embody similar IR.

The embodied aspect of representations is essential for practice because
practice is the articulation of the individual representation in situation,
and this articulation combines components of the bodily support with components
of the context (Lahlou, 1998. Pp. 69-83). In this movement, the subject extracts
from the environment components that match her motives and enacts a behavior
stemming from her representations but adapted to the affordances of the situation.
E.g., a hungry European subject will eat an apple or a sandwich, depending on
what is available; but not a live slug, even though that may be comestible, because
a slug does not match the social representation of “food” in that Culture. The reac-
tion of disgust coming from the bodily medium, as well as the sensation of hun-
ger, coming from the same, are essential in such process.

More generally the consideration of the support medium of the representa-
tion is essential to the understanding of the functioning of the representation be-
cause the nature of the medium does condition the transformation of the structure
into a process.

For such considerations, the theory of the medium (“théorie du support”) by
Bachimont comes handy. It states that (Bachimont, 2004):

— knowledge is the ability to carry out an action for a given purpose (p. 65);

— all knowledge is in its genesis the interpretation and manipulation of a ma-
terial medium (p. 63);

— the material properties of the inscription medium condition the intelligibi-
lity of the inscription (p. 78);

— a thought is a reformulation carried out by the consciousness on the bodily
medium which is the body-subject (p. 77).

For example, the notion of “mute zone” of representations comes from
the fact that there are, in the same bodily medium that hosts the IR of concern,
other IR and cognitive processes that condition and filter the expression of
the representation in each situation. As actions are executed by individuals,
and not by a population, the relevant unit of analysis for the transformation of rep-
resentations into action and vice-versa is the individual, as that is the unit inscrip-
tion of representation and ascription of agency, rather than the Population.
And at this point, using epistemically correct definitions of representations,
whether IR or SR, is essential.

Conclusion

A social representation (SR) is a set of individual representations (IRs) of
an Object by members of a Population of subjects who deal with this Object.
These IRs are similar, and that similarity supports the intersubjective understan-
ding of objects that characterizes a culture. SR are usually described in intension
by listing commonalities of the elements of the set (IRs).

What makes the set a social representation is not merely the similarity of
IRs, but rather the relation of the Population to the Object of the SR, for which
the SR is a functional, constructive instrument.

326 THE INDIVIDUAL AND SOCIETY



Jlany C. Bectnuk PY/IH. Cepust: Ilcuxonorus u neparoruka. 2021. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 315-331

The similarity of IRs in a population is constructed by education and com-
munication, which homogenize IRs, but also by individual practice in relation to
the Object. In large scale societies, practice is channeled by “installations”, local
combinations of components that scaffold and control behavior and experience
into standard paths of action. Members of a culture behave through similar instal-
lations. This generalized channeling of practice constructs similar experiences
across the members of a Population, and therefore contributes to members of
a given culture having similar IRs.

This epistemic clarification has minor implication on the classic methods of
investigation of SRs, which in practice operate by extracting similarities from
a sample of IRs to construct definitions in intension of the SR. That is fortunate
because it means we do not need to throw away the thousands of empirical papers
using social representations theory.

But this clarification has major theoretical implications for the study of the rela-
tion between representation and action. That is because the locus of interpretation of
situations and of agency is the individual subject, not the Population. Therefore em-
bodiment of an IR in a human body, with the physiological and emotional aspects of
that medium must be taken into account, as well as the coexistence and combination
within the body of that specific IR with other IRs and more generally with a vast ar-
ray of cognitive processes. This issue of the nature of the location of the representa-
tion will become more and more relevant as representations get inscribed in more
media empowered with agency, such as robots and other artificial agents.
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AHHOTaALMSI. HpOHCHHeTCH JaBHAA JIBYCMBICJICHHOCTb B TOJIKOBAHUU MOHATUA COLIUA-
AJIBHBIX Hpe,Z[CTaBJIeHI/Iﬁ N Ja€TCA YCTKOC ONCPAIMOHAJIBHOC ONPEACICHUEC OTHOIICHUA MEXK-
Ay «COLNHAJIbHBIM MNPEACTABJICHUEM» U «UHAWUBUAYAJbHBIM MPEACTABICHHUCM)). 9710 onpeac-
JICHNE, OCHOBAHHOE Ha TCOPUHU MHOXECTB, MOAACPKUBACT OOJIBIIIMHCTBO COBPEMCHHBIX 5M-
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MUPUYECKUX METOJIOB MCCIEHOBAaHUA COLMANBHBIX MpeacTaBlieHui. [[pyrumu cioBamu, co-
[UAIILHOE TMPEJICTABICHUE 00BEKTa B MOMYJSIUM — 3TO MaTEMAaTUYECKHi HaOOp MHIUBUIY-
AIBHBIX TIPEJICTABICHHH, KOTOPhIE MHAWBUBI TAHHOM MOIMYIISIIIAA UMEIOT OTHOCHUTEIHHO 3TO-
ro o0bekta. KOMIIOHEHTBI MIPEICTABICHUS TPAKTYIOTCS KaK KOMIIOHEHTBI, HCTIIOJIb3yEeMBbIe TS
OTIMCAHMSI ITOTO MHOXECTBA B MATEMAaTHYECKOM CMBICIIC TAHHOTO TepMHuHA. CTaTUCTHYECKHE
METO/IbI, KaK M METOJ] KOHTEHT-aHaJn3a, MOTYyT CO3/[aBaTh TaKWe KOMIIOHEHTHI ITyTEM CpaB-
HEHUS MHIWBUAYAIBHBIX MPEICTABICHUH ISl U3BJCUCHUsI OOIIUX YEPT, U UMECHHO 3TOMY TIO-
CBSIIICHBI KJIACCUYECKUE HCCIICAOBAaHUS COLMANBHBIX MpeacTaBaeHuil. [Ipeanaraercs oTBeT Ha
BOIPOC: KakK MOJIyYUIIOCh, YTO B KOHKPETHOM KYJIbTYpEe MHAMBHUABI UMEIOT WHIUBUIYaJIbHBIC
MPEACTABIICHNUS, TOXO0XKHE APYT Ha ApyTra?

KinoueBble €10Ba: coLUalbHbIE IPECTABICHNS, UHIAUBUYAIbHbBIE IIPEICTABICHMS,
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Abstract. Social and cultural groups are characterised by shared systems of social ob-
jects and issues that constitute their objective reality and their members' identity. It is argued
that interpersonal interactions within such groups require a system of comprehensive repre-
sentations to enable concerted interaction between individuals. Comprehensive representa-
tions include bits and pieces of the interactant's representational constitution and potential
values and behaviours to reduce possible friction in interactions. On a larger scale, the same
IS true in encounters, communication, and interaction between members of different cultural
groups where interactants need to dispose of a rough knowledge of the other culture's relevant
characteristics. This mutual knowledge is called meta-representations that complement
the actors' own values and ways of thinking. This concept complements Social Representation
Theory when applied to cross-cultural and inter-ethnic interactions.

Key words: social representation theory, intergroup behaviour, cooperation, meta-
representation, interobjectivity, comprehensive representations

Universes of discourse

It is easy to see that two persons speaking different languages and being
from different cultures will not understand each other. Not even speaking the same
language will guarantee that two individuals will be able to converse. If, for ex-
ample, one asked “Can you tell me whether you are the fifth reincarnation of
the holy dog or not?” in English language and the partner understood English,
but not the meaning of 'being the reincarnation of a holy dog', the only rationally
available response to this question would be “I am sorry, but I don't understand”.
In other words the conversation partner would need to reject the question in its
entirety instead of saying ‘yes I am’ or ‘no I'm not’. By rejecting the question as
a whole, the conversation partner refers to the content of the question, that vio-
lates the necessary agreement in any communication to establish a shared space of

© Wagner W., Raudsepp M., 2021
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representations. In the present example it would mean to agree on what a number
of reincarnations means, what a holy dog is, and what these have to do with per-
sons (Wagner, Hayes, 2005).

Something to that effect may a German secondary school teacher have had
in mind, when she discussed the case of Samuel Paty who was murdered by
a Muslim student after having staged a discussion about caricatures of the prophet
Mohammad in class. After the discussion of the Paty murder case a ninth-grade
girl started to weep. When asked why she wept, the teacher may have been left
incredulous, because the pupil did neither weep for the victim, nor for the murde-
rer, who had been shot by police while fleeing, but for the offended prophet
(MENA Research and Studies Center, 2021). This example illustrates a cultural
divide that was not easily bridged despite the shared language of teacher and pupil.
Hence, discursive understanding presupposes a shared system of representations
and attached feelings. This prerequisite of any communication is a truism and
sometimes addressed by the simplified concept of ‘grounding’ (Clark, Brennan, 1991).

In the present text we will discuss the processes that unfold when members
of different groups or cultures attempt to bootstrap communication across their
differences, that is processes that go beyond sharing a language.

Reflexive groups: it takes at least two to tango

It is clear that groups do not live in isolation and in fact, it would be nearly
impossible to imagine an aggregate of people living in a completely isolated
place. Groups usually have neighbours with whom they cultivate economic and
social relations even in places that are as far from each other as Pacific islands.
Such social groups are characterized by their specific group identity, their repre-
sentational system defining their symbolic world, customary behaviours, and so-
cial objects. The concept of a ‘social group’, hence, is co-extensive with an aggre-
gate of people who are aware that there are people outside and beyond their own
group's confines and who maintain a system of identity, social objects, and a sym-
bolic world that is different or even opposite to their own. The awareness of others
being different to a certain degree from one's own compatriots justifies, indeed
necessitates constructing and accentuating an ingroup identity that marks the ag-
gregate of people as a unity. In other words, these people form a reflexive group.

An aggregate of people who identify each other as belonging together and
who engage in attempts to differ from others falls squarely under the epistemolo-
gical term ‘group’. Hence, conceptually a bunch of people to be called a group
presupposes a neighbouring bunch of people, who contrast with certain elements
of their local customs and representational system: Groups only exist in multiples.
As a corollary, the whole of humankind on earth does not constitute a group by
themselves. Humankind could conceptually only be called a group if humans were
confronting some extraterrestrials or interacting with non-human species.

The truism of at least two groups constituting each other is often disregar-
ded in social psychology. A consequence of omitting this precondition is that so-
cial representations are not recognized as being intimately linked to social identi-
ties. Hence, talking about the identity of one group needs mention of the counter-
part group from which it differentiates itself (Tajfel, 1978). ‘Reflexive group’,
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hence, refers to the collective whose individual members' identities are the result
of self-categorization (Turner, Reynolds, 2012). If people categorize themselves
and others as being part of a specific social unit, this unit constitutes a reflexive
group. That is, a group results from the identity processes of its members and its
reflexive character denotes the fact that members can point out to which collective
they feel belonging emotionally and cognitively (Breakwell, 2015). Reflexive
groups are characterized by regular social discourse that enables them to create,
maintain and change their shared social reality, that is the representations, practi-
ces, and social objects. Nominal and therefore non-reflexive groups do not have
this capacity (Wagner, Hayes, 2005).

Groups do not only differ from each other by their name and attached affect
and meaning but also by the way they elaborate the social objects that populate
their social world. This concerns the way they interact with compatriotes and ob-
jects and by the way they represent these objects, which is a social achievement
(Moscovici, 2000; Wagner et al., 2018; Jovchelovitch, 2019). The theory of social
representations is interested in understanding how conversations, mass media,
and contemporary internet media make the members of groups converge in under-
standing a novel and sometimes threatening object or issue (cf. Moliner, Bovina,
2020). This collective activity resembles a process of symbolic coping with
a novelty that threatens the customary way of life (Ben-Asher et al., 2006; Wag-
ner et al., 2002). Naturally, just as individuals think, chat about, and form an im-
pression of their neighbours, groups also converse and deliberate over other groups
that figure in their local universe. In doing so, they will develop a social represen-
tation of the other group's appearance and of what they believe that the other
group's members believe.

We argue that any theoretical approach or research dealing with aspects of
how one group perceives, stereotypes, and treats another group in a friendly or
unfriendly way, needs to be complemented by theorizing and researching
the counterpart group's reverse perceptions, stereotyping, and treatment of the first
group. A research perspective on relations between groups is utterly incomplete if
it does not encompass both poles of the intergroup relationship, that is at least
the two reflexive groups confronting each other (Sen & Wagner, 2005; Putra, Wag-
ner, 2017). Besides the dialogical approach in social representation theory (Markova,
2016) this necessity of mutual foundations in intergroup relations has been frequently
neglected in the past and resulted in often biased and lopsided research. Taking the
intergroup perspective seriously implies a discussion of social identities and the group
members' awareness of the limits of their representations' space of validity.

Concerted interaction and the public

As shown in the introductory remarks, group members identify in relation to
other groups and develop their specific local world and its social objects that may
be more or less different from those of others. The difference from others circum-
scribes the space of where a person's social representations, that is their under-
standing of social objects is valid and where co-members of the group will be able
to engage in effortless communication. That is, notwithstanding the fact that many
human affairs take place in private, the understanding of what commonly tran-
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spires between people in private spheres is potentially accessible to most others;
that is, the potential for understanding is part of the public common-sense even
though the details of a specific private affair between particular persons are not.
Privacy, hence, is not the opposite of the public because both converge in
the symbolic representations that define a group's world. This is also illustrated
by the fact that persons can effortlessly converse about public and private issues,
be that dreams, troubles in personal relationships, or other issues. This is nicely
illustrated in the smooth workings of interactions in the public space (Jovche-
lovitch, 2001). As a consequence, social objects, issues, and institutions are
the objectified instances of a group's system of social representations and one can
say that in smooth interactions the intersubjective is coextensive with the objec-
tive world of a group.

Clearly societies and groups are not homogeneous aggregates of people,
but characterized by hierarchies and divisions that depend on the specific activi-
ties individuals are engaged in. Consequently, not all members of a reflexive
group do, or need to dispose of the same set of representational knowledge. There
is only a subset of socially relevant representations that are required to allow
common interactions between people pertaining to any of the many different fac-
tions and classes of a group or society. For enabling such concerted interactions
the interactants need the repertoir of general social representations and related
courses of action that shape the behavioural fabric of public encounters, but also
a rough impression of the behavioural and representational elements of others
who belong to different societal sub-groups and factions together with their at-
tached repertoir of background knowledge (Wagner, 1995). Conversations,
for example, will only be successful, if each speaker takes account of their coun-
terparts' ‘alternative’ ideas (Gillespie, 2008).

Encounters may require symmetric or complementary actions by the inter-
actants and each of them must have at their disposal a rough impression of the in-
teraction-relevant elements of the other's actions. These are comprehensive repre-
sentations of one's own and another person's interaction space. Such group-
specific representations have been called ‘holomorphic’ to characterise their com-
prehensive character embracing own and others' representations (Wagner, 1995.
P. 128). It must be noted that such comprehensive representations are formed in
a public discourse where everybody is free to participate either as actor or inci-
dentally. If individuals are prevented from participation, for example as the result
of imprisonment or other condition, it means a significant burden for their re-
integration into the group.

The importance of comprehensive representations is shown by research
about professional and organizational socialization. Vocational training only part-
ly consists of imparting functional skills. An equally large part of the training ef-
fort consists of teaching comprehensive representations and behaviours, informal
codes, jargon, role status, and the unwritten standards of performance. These pro-
cesses take place at all levels of an organization and convey to new members of
an institution not only their professional representations and habits, but also those
of their potential interaction partners. The result of such trainings is expected to be
a high level of cultural competence (e.g. Levine, Moreland, 1991; Page, 2005;
Cornelissen, Van Wyk, 2008; Berry et al., 2010).
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Intergroup meta-representations and interobjectivity

Knowing something about the other: meta-representations

Cultural groups may live relatively far from each other, if they, for example
inhabit separate regions, which do not promote everyday contact. Conversely,
such groups may also live in close vicinity, as is the case with ethnic groups living
as a minority in a larger ethnically different majority. This is the frequent situation
in Western countries where people from different cultures, for example in the wake
of colonialism or during more recent migratory movements, settle within Europe-
an countries. In this case minorities and majority populations are separated
by physical as well as symbolic boundaries. They are physical when it comes to
the buildings, practices and behaviours a group maintains to shape its environment
and they are symbolic with regard to the representational system spanning the be-
liefs, values and norms that structure the discourse among members. In other
words, the set of objects and issues that define a group exist side by side with
the set of objects and issues that define other groups. In this situation the groups in
contact are hard pressed to find an arrangement that deflects conflict-prone condi-
tions, that allows mutual co-existence, and that furthers collaborative exchange
across groups and across their objectified representational systems.

The situation of establishing a more or less frictionless collaboration re-
quires a certain amount of mutual understanding. That is a kind of knowledge that
allows to anticipate the likely actions of the culturally distinct member and what
to expect from the other in such everyday situations. Hence we are looking at
a situation where interaction requires to construct a cooperational meaning that
comprises a person’s own action-relevant rules, as well as the rules underlying
the actions of potential co-actors. This is what we call a meta-representation
(Raudsepp, 2005; Wagner, Hayes, 2005; Wagner, 2021).

Meta-representations allow flexible responses to action moves of an inter-
actant that is not intimately known as is often the case in cross-cultural encoun-
ters. Interactants need to reconstruct the socially relevant objects, issues and insti-
tutions that relate to the situation. They orient both actors' social behaviour to-
wards each other so that concerted co-operation preserves and reproduces the so-
cial conditions. If meaningful interchange and practice is to be established ideally
both interactants would maintain mutual meta-representations that reflect the es-
sential aspects of the entire situation including the respective groups. Without mu-
tual meta-representations the actors cannot meaningfully enact the encounter.
Representations and meta-representation are a functional necessity for members of
groups in contact; they are a prerequisite of meaningful interaction.

More often than not groups in contact will take different positions on
the ladder of status. When there are majority and minority populations where
the latter often take a subordinate and less powerful position than the former.
For even, but particularly for encounters of group members with unequal status meta-
representations are crucial. Interactions will involve either similar or complemen-
tary behaviours depending on whether the interactants are facing each other as equals
or act from different hierarchical positions. For example, interaction within a hier-
archy conditions involves complementary behaviour patterns with the superior
and with the subordinate actor. Although different, the patterns of action of those
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involved in the hierarchy complement each other in such a way that they create,
or rather confirm, the social reality of dominance.

Moscovici (1988. P. 221) distinguishes between hegemonic, emancipated
and polemical representations where hegemonic representations are those that
prevail in large parts of a ‘thinking society’ and that are undisputed and emanci-
pated representations exist side by side being shared among groups. Polemical
representations belong to different factions in conflict and are brought to bear in
disputes. Now, even polemical representations arising in conflict and not being
shared among the antagonistic parties need to embrace knowledge from the others
worldview to some degree. The respective meta-representations in a polemic set-
ting are required for debate and argument in antagonistic discourse. Meta-
representations allow to anticipate what can be said and to which effect it can be
said in conflict situations. If parties in conflict did not share a certain degree of
mutual knowledge, even dispute would not work.

The importance of meta-representations that members of one cultural group
construct about another ethnic group is highlighted in the preconditions of violent
conflict. For politicians with an interest in stoking conflict between cultural
groups it is crucial to gain influence on what members of one group think about
the members of the other group. In other words, intergroup conflict crucially de-
pends on the meta-representations that members of a reflexive group construct
about an opposite group. In most of the cases where ethnic groups live side by
side encounters of members of different groups in everyday life are rarely con-
flictual in an ethnic sense. Such encounters are governed by rational considera-
tions from both sides, be it in a situation of conversation, gossip, and small talk,
in a situation of commercial exchange in shopping, or collaboration at a workplace.

The situation changes once overarching political interests are at stake. In In-
dia, the relationship between Hindus and minority Muslims usually does not play
a role in the walks of everyday life. People follow their daily chores that may lead
them to regularly interact with members of the other ethnic group. However, as it
happened repeatedly during the last seventy years, a rising ethno-nationalism
stoked by politicians from, e.g. the Hindutva side, lead people to reconstruct their
image and meta-representation of the outgroup not as fellow humans but as adver-
saries in a struggle for symbolic power and religious dominance (Sen & Wagner,
2005; Sen & Wagner, 2009).

Similar processes are at work in interreligious conflict in Indonesia, where
Sunni-Muslims can develop toxic meta-representations about Ahmadina-Muslims
that may erupt in violence (Putra, Wagner, 2017) and Gagnon's (2004) study of
the Yugoslav war in the nineteen-nineties is a particularly clear example of
an elite's political interests in shaping inter-ethnic meta-representations. During
most of the time that Yugoslavia existed as a multi-ethnic country, inter-ethnic
relations were friendly and supportive. This is illustrated by the high number of
inter-ethnic marriages before the war that started in 1991. In 2006, however,
a survey showed a significant decline of willingness to marry members of an op-
posing ethnic group in most of the new states that emerged (Elcheroth, Reicher,
2017. P. 185). Driven by power interests of the dominant Serb elite, who needed
to shake the mostly peaceful — with the exception of Kosovo — mixed existence of
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ethnic groups in order to secure their power within the Serbian political ranks.
Their way of planting distrust between groups was to create the impression of
others as a source of danger and enmity, partly by staged violence. Which family
father could remain relaxed once the neighbours with their marked ethnic differ-
ence became represented as potential aggressors (Gagnon, 2004)? Another exam-
ple of such a top-down escalation of conflict by promoting negative mutual meta-
representations and incompatible views on the WWII was the so called Bronze
soldier event in Tallinn (Raudsepp, Wagner, 2012).

However, toxic meta-representations can sometimes be defused. Media
campaigns have been successful in post-conflict countries in changing perceived
social norms (Paluck, Green, 2009a, 2009b). Extensive media campaigns which
were designed as social experiments in Rwanda (Paluck, 2009) and Burundi (Bila-
li, 2014; Bilali & Staub, 2017) were targeted at the whole population, aiming
at healing post-conflict trauma and improving intergroup relations. In Rwanda
a radio soap opera script was written in collaboration with local experts and psy-
chologists and tested on different target groups. Then a weekly radio serial depict-
ed the development of conflict between two fictional communities, with vivid
outcomes of the conflict and paths of reconciliation. By showing various wide-
spread representations, the program aimed to change beliefs using didactic mes-
sages and to influence perceived norms and metarepresentations through realistic
radio characters who could speak to audience experiences and function as positive
role models.

Establishing commonality: interobjectivity

Social Representation Theory belongs to the class of theories of social con-
struction. Social representations are constructed in the communications, conversa-
tions, and discourses occurring in groups, be it on a personal basis, through mass
media, or via electronic and social media. The result of such discursive construc-
tions is an organised set of social objects that defines the living world of a group
and its members. The objects populating this local world are characterised
by shared meaning and attached symbolism and they are also represented by
the ways how group members communicate about the social object and how they
behave and interact with regard to the object (Wagner, 2015). In the case of ima-
ginary issues such as deities and other abstract ideas, it is the interaction of group
members that 'materially' enacts the object as a particular pattern of interrelation-
ships. Social objects can be holy places of worship, a wheelchair for a handi-
capped person, the new facts of global warming being the issue in debates and
media reporting, and even large scale social identities that define and delimit
the boundaries of ethnic and other groups (Wagner et al., 2018).

Given the constitutive character of such a system of social objects for
the identity and emotional stability of groups, such systems can rightly be regar-
ded the objective reality of the respective group. Intergroup situations, hence,
can be understood as encounters of two different objectivities, particularly if
we consider ethnic groups and cultures that are prime examples of divergent reali-
ties. The task in intergroup encounters then is to establish a communicative bridge
of mutual understanding between the two objectivities that exceeds mere language
barriers. If the communicative bridging by the help of meta-representations and
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open communication is successful, one can say that the shared understanding con-
stitutes an interobjective space between the respective groups (Moghaddam, 2003;
Harré & Sammut, 2013).

A theoretical analysis of these processes shows that the success of establi-
shing a true interobjective space that allows fruitful interaction and collaboration
is not guaranteed if the value systems of the groups grossly contradict each other.
Establishing interobjectivity requires an openness, a positive and accepting atti-
tude of the opposing group's value system. Contradictive values and norms pose
an ethical obstacle that one or both interactants may not be able to cross. Imagine
a European who upholds the historical values of the enlightenment and of human
rights, who meets a proponent of a slave holder society (e.g. Global Slavery In-
dex, 2018). Accepting the slave holder values of the unequal value of human be-
ings would utterly collide with the European's understanding of human equality
and in fact constitute an identity threat. A similar contradiction applies to the slave
holder person who may be incredulous of ascribing black people the same moral
value as white people (Wagner, 2021).

There are many processes that unfold when members of different groups or
cultures attempt to bootstrap communication across their differences. Bridging
the representational gap between divergent subjects is possible by using two kinds
of resources: metarepresentations, that is obtaining an impression of the other's
identity and representational system as described above, and suitable communica-
tive arrangements such as ritualized interaction, a phatic communication style, and
fitting non-verbal signals (Padilla Cruz, 2010; Krys et al., 2016). Mutual meta-
representations of others’ beliefs are necessary to regulate the content of contact —
either avoiding sensitive issues or negotiating an inter-objective space that is ac-
cessible to both partners. Consequently, the logical chain of interaction between
representatives of divergent objectivities consists of: 1) meta-representations that
are basis for mutual expectations, 2) ritualized communication and phatic com-
munications for initiating and preserving bootstrapping the contact, 3) co-construc-
ting a joint inter-objective field (Wagner, 2021).

Besides logical and conceptual incompatibilities between representational
systems, a successful interaction may be hindered by affective reasons when threat
to one’s identity is felt due to perceived incommensurability of values or moral axi-
oms. Sometimes apparent incommensurabilities may be overcome by certain stra-
tegies leading to successful bootstrapping and benevolent contact, and vice versa —
irrespective of the compatibility of representational systems, it is of course possible
to turn intergroup relations into hostility. That is, if interactants do not intend to es-
tablish interobjectivity, any minimal difference in representations can serve to ra-
tionalise conflict, and highlight ethical or affective incommensurability.

Tentatively we can enumerate conditions of negative contact: First, exclu-
sive metarepresentations, second, constructing alternative representations as 'straw
men' and evoke negative affects, third, a disagreeable style of communication and
lack of respect, fourth, focusing on polemical/controversial social objects and
thereby devaluing any interobjectivity. For example, the rhetorical devices of right
wing populists aim at undermining trust between groups and break liberal consen-
sus. They deny politeness by using a low style rhetorics. They construct malevo-
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lent meta-representations as antithetical construction of the enemy, they generate
mirror-projections, positioning oneself as a moral victim, presenting minorities as
aggressive and as powerful adversaries (Kasekamp et al., 2019).

Discussion and outlook

In the foregoing sections we presented an extension of social representation
theory that appears to be necessary if we apply Moscovici's approach to inter-
group situations. Moscovici himself was not very outspoken about intergroup be-
haviours and to my knowledge did not extensively consider the dynamics of social
representations in the context of group interactions. One such example is his re-
search on active or victim-centred minorities and majority relations (Moscovici
et al., 1994; Moscovici, Pérez, 2007), which in our opinion must be viewed as
the kernel for any intergroup approach in the sense elaborated in our section on
‘it takes two to tango’. We are convinced that applying social representation theo-
ry to reflexive groups makes an intergroup perspective unavoidable and, if we en-
visage encounters and interactions between members of different cultural groups,
there must be a process that allows each individual to develop and build upon
an understanding of the other for successful communication and cooperation.
This process is the formation of meta-representations.

Now, given that meta-representations are crude images of another person's
socio-cultural constitution, their expected behaviour tendencies, and relevant cha-
racteristics, is a meta-representation not simply a stereotype? The so-called stereo-
type content model (Fiske et al., 2002) postulates two dimensions, functional com-
petence (competent — incompetent) and interpersonal warmth (warm — cold).
On an abstract level these dimensions may capture the majority of intergroup ste-
reotyping that can be expected, but it would not be sufficient for basing one's real
interactive behaviour with an opponent on it. Equally, stereotypes are frequently
considered largely wrong and prejudiced with regard to the target group (e.g. Yzer-
byt, 2016). In fact, a largely biased outgroup image constructed primarily accor-
ding to ingroup interests is not a useful guide for establishing a productive inter-
group relationship. This role is taken by meta-representations where the interac-
tants maintain an interest in concerted interaction, communication, cooperation
and where, of course, the opposite and conflictual positions are also possible.

A metarepresentation may be built upon culturally shared fixed stereotypes
about an outgroup and constantly elaborated according to new intergroup experi-
ences including conflicts and agreeableness. Metarepresentations are flexible,
they contain resources both for confrontation and for reconciliation and they can
be intentionally manipulated by the authorities. Intentional formation of metarep-
resentational knowledge occurs in social and transcultural competence training
necessary for individual pre-adaptation in a non-familiar context, and, for exam-
ple, also in the professional training of secret service agents or executives in
transnational companies. Knowledge about the outgroup in different communica-
tive situations, skills of perspective taking, motivation to establish and maintain
contact with members of other groups; these are elements of metarepresentations
that can be deliberately acquired. It should be clear that the workings of meta-
representations are intimately linked to the concept of interobjectivity as well as to
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the communication processes required for bridging the gap between the objective
worlds of two groups. Then there are the ethical pitfalls in meeting members of
other ethnic and religious groups that can easily amount to blocking cooperation
when each other's identity would be threatened by openly accepting the opposite
person's values.

Coming back to the examples presented in the beginning of the article: dis-
cursive non-understanding of a question about reincarnation may be overcome by
a response: What do you mean? Please explain. On a superficial level of non-
understanding on the part of the recipient there is a gap in the cultural knowledge
about a particular belief system of the partner. Perhaps there are representational
barriers that prevent them to ask clarification in the particular communicative si-
tuation? On a deeper level of non-understanding, the partners may be not able to
define the communicative situation; was it a joke? An insult? A rhetorical ques-
tion? Should I understand the question literally or allegorically? What was the con-
text of the encounter, i.e. a joint activity, an inter-personal situation, on the basis
of which a shared reality could be built?

The second initial example concerns misunderstanding the feelings of a per-
son who relies on a non-familiar matrix of affective meanings. It demonstrates
the necessity of intercultural empathy and affective component in metarepresenta-
tions for smooth interaction. These are potentially constructive events (Wagner,
1996. P. 110) that reveal gaps or failures in metarepresentations. Given the wide
field of intergroup relationships we are convinced that besides our present ap-
proach there are still other conceptual developments possible and necessary in
the context of Social Representation Theory.
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Annotanus. ConnansHble U KyJIbTypHBIE TPYIIIHI XapaKTepU3YIOTCS OOIIMMH CHCTe-
MaMH COLUAIBHBIX 00BEKTOB U MPOOIIEM, KOTOPBIE COCTABILIIOT HX 00BEKTUBHYIO PEaIbHOCTh
Y UJICHTHYHOCTh UX YICHOB. MEXIMYHOCTHOE B3aMMOICHCTBUE BHYTPU TaKUX TPYII TpeOyeT
CHCTEMBI BCEOOBEMITIONINX TPECTABICHHIH, 00€CICUYNBAIONINX COTIIACOBAHHOE B3aMMOJICH-
CTBHE MEXIy MHAWBUAAMHE. [IJis1 TOro 4TO0OB YMEHBIINTH BO3MOKHEIE pa3HOTJIacHs MPU B3a-
HUMOJICHCTBHH, BCEOOBEMIIIOIINE MPEACTABICHUS BKIIIOYAIOT B ce0sl (parMeHThI perpe3eHTa-
TUBHOW CTPYKTYPBl B3aUMOJEHCTBYIOLIET0, @ TAKXKE €r0 NOTEHIMAJIbHbIE [IEHHOCTU U IIOBE-
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nenue. B Oomee mmpokoM Mmacmrade TO jK€ CaMoe OTHOCHTCS K OOIICHWIO W B3aUMOJCH-
CTBUIO MEXIY WICHAMH PA3JIMYHBIX KyJIbTYpPHBIX PYIII, I/1€ B3aUMOJEHCTBYIOLIUE JOJKHBI
pacrionaraTb MpPHONIN3UTEIHHBIM 3HAHUEM COOTBETCTBYIOIIMX XapaKTEPUCTUK OPYTOW KyIIb-
TYpBl. JTO B3aMMHOE 3HaHHE HA3bIBACTCS METaNpEACTABICHUSIMH, KOTOPBIE JOMONHSIOT CO0-
CTBEHHBIC IL[CHHOCTH U CHOCOOBI MBIIUICHUS CyOBekTOB. KoHIenuus MerampeacTaBieHUN
JOTIOJHSAET TEOPHUIO COLUAJIbHBIX NPEJCTaBICHUN IPUMEHUTEIBHO K MEXKKYJIBTYPHOMY U
MEXITHUYECKOMY B3aUMOJICHCTBHIO.
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deHOoMEeH KOrHUTUBHOM nonudasnm
B COLMaJIbHbIX NPEeACTaB/IEHUAX O AYLUEeBHOOONbHbIX

T.I1. Emeassinosa', T.B. Hcpaeasn?™

"MucturyT ncuxonorun Poccuiickoi akajeMun Hayk,
Poccuiickaa ®@edepayus, 129366, Mocksa, yr. Apocrasckas, o. 13, kopn. 1
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AnHoTtanusa. OeHOMEH KOTHUTHBHOH moiu(}a3iy pacCMaTpHBACTCsI B KOHTEKCTE perpe-
3CHTAIlMM TICUXMYECKU OOJIBHBIX JIFOJICH pasHBIMH rpynnamu obmectsa. [lonHumaercs mpo-
OremMa oOHapY)KEHUs YCIOBUH aKTyalM3alldl KOTHUTHBHOU monmgasun. Llensro nccnemosa-
HUS CTallM MPOSIBICHHUST KOTHUTHBHON NMONH(A3UU B CTPYKTYPE COIUATBHBIX MPEICTABICHUIMA
(CII) o nymeBHOOONBFHOM B TPYIINaxX MPaBOCIaBHBIX PECHIOHACHTOB U HEBEPYIOMIUX. BriOop-
Ky COCTaBWJIH TTOCJIEIOBATENH MMPABOCIABHOTO Xpuctuanctsa — N = 114 (myxxunns! — 49 uen.,
JKEHIIMHBI — 65 4eln.) u HeBepyromue pecrorieHTsl — N = 113 (Myx4uuHbl — 76 4Yel., >KeHITH-
Hbl — 37 ven.) B Bozpacte 18-23, 40—45, 60—65 neT, MOCTOSHHO MpoXKKBarole B Mockse.
Ha ocHOBHOM 3Tarme uccie0BaHusI UCTIONB30BATNCH aBTOPCKUK ONPOCHUK, pa3padOTaHHBIN
Ha 0a3e pe3yJIbTaTOB MMOMCKOBOTO 3Talla W BKIIOYAIIUN 29 YTBEpKICHUH, IIKala camo-
OLICHKH CTETCHH PEIMIMO3HOCTH, MOIU(HUIUpOoBaHHas mikana «[IcHXomornyeckoil mucTaH-
muny denpeca, MoauPUIMPOBAHHBIA BapuaHT METOMUKN «He3aBepiieHHbIE MPEATOKESHUS,
MPOEKTUBHAs MeToanka Bubbles u G0k Juis moTydeHus COIUabHO-IeMOTpapuIecKoi NH-
(dopmarun. Pe3ynbTaThl HCCIEIOBaHUS TIOKA3aId, YTO SMOLUHOHANEHEIH KoMmoHeHT CII o mymes-
HOOOJIBHBIX TPU Pa3HBIX METOJMKAX OIMPOCa MEHSUI CBOK MOJAIBHOCTh. [Ipu omeHMBaHHUU pe-
CIIOH/ICHTaMH yTBepKaeHui onpocHuka simpo CII obenx rpymmn comepkajo UCKIIIOYUTETHEHO
COYYBCTBCHHBIC B OTHOLICHHH OOJIbHBIX SJIEMEHTHI, @ YTBEPKICHHS, PACKPHIBAIOIIHE HETaTHBHEIC
9MOLUHU (BO3MOXHOCTH 3apayKeHHsI TICUXUUECKUM 3a00JIeBaHUEM UJIM HEOOXOIUMOCTh U30JIs-
MU TICHXHUYECKH OOJIBHBIX OT 00IiecTBa), okaszanuck Ha nepudepun CII1. B To ke Bpems mgaH-
HBIC MTPOCKTHBHBIX METOIUK ITOKA3BIBAIOT, YTO HETATHBHBIA (POH BOCHIPUATHS ITyIIEBHOOOIH-
HBIX 3HAYUMO MpeobiianaeT (M0 CPAaBHEHUIO C TTO3UTHBHBIM) KaK y BEPYIOINIHUX, TaK H Y HEBe-
PYIOIIUX pecroHeHTOB. HeratuBHas penpeseHTanus AyleBHOOOILHOTO HanboJiee BhIpaxe-
Ha B TPYIIIE HEBEPYIOUINX PECIOHICHTOB M TOCTUTAET CAMBIX BBEICOKHX ITOKa3aTeNei B TPym-
ne 60-65-netHux. IlogoOHas aMOMBaJeHTHOCTh PacCMaTPUBAETCA KaK IMPOsBIEHHE KOTHH-
THUBHOW NONM(a3u U KOHKPETHO €€ Pa3HOBUIHOCTH — CEJIEKTUBHOTO TIpeoOaiaHmsl.

KnaioueBble cjioBa: COIMaNbHBIC NMPEACTABICHNS, KOTHUTHBHAS TONU(A3H, TyIIeB-
HOOOJIbHBIE, OOJIBIIME TPYIIIBI 00LIECTBA, IPAaBOCIaBHbIE BEPYIOIINE, HEBEPYIOLIHE

BnarogapHocTu u ¢punaHcupoBanme. VccnenoBanue BBIIOJTHEHO B paMKax roc3aja-
Hug no teme HUP Ne 0138-2021-0010.
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BeBeneHue

MHuoroo6pa3ue TOYeK 3pEHHS Ha OJTHO M TO K€ COIMAIBHOE SBIICHUE WIIH
mporecc B obmiecTBe TpeOyeT He TONbKO MOHUMAHUS U MPHHSITHS, HO U CaMOT0
MPUCTATFHOTO HAyYHOro BHUMaHUs. OJIMH U3 MOJXO0IOB K TOMY (PeHOMEHY OBLIT
npennoxxeH C. MockoBucH B ero auccepranuu Etude de la représentations social-
es de la psychoanalyse. Theése de Doctorat ¢s Lettres, omyOnmkoBanHo# B 1961 1.
AHanu3upys 00CTOSATENbCTBA, COMVIACHO KOTOPBIM JIFO/IU, IPUHAANIEKAIIUE K pa3-
HBIM CJIOSIM OOIIECTBA, MO-Pa3HOMY TPEICTABIISIOT ceOe CYTh ICUXOaHATUTHYEC-
CKOM Teopuu W MPaKTHKH, MOCKOBUCH MPUXOIUT K TUIIOTE3€ O TOM, UYTO «IHHA-
MHYECKOE COCYIIECTBOBAHUE — BMEIIATEIHCTBO WM CHEIHATU3ANNSI — OCOOBIX
MOJaNbHOCTEN 3HAHUS, COOTBETCTBYIOIIUX OMPEIEICHHBIM OTHOIICHHUSIM MEXIY
YEJIOBEKOM M €T0 OKPY)KEHUEM, OIIPEIEISIET COCTOSTHUE KOTHUTUBHOM Mor(a3uu.
Ota runore3a, — ykaspiBaeT MOCKOBHUCH, — OOYKJaeT Hac K O6ojee 00beMHOMY
BHIcHHIO. KOTHUTHUBHBIE CHUCTEMBI JOKHBI TTOHMMAThCS KaK CHCTEMBI IOIBUXK-
HbIe, 2 HEe HAXOJAILIUECS B COCTOSHUU paBHOBecHs» (Moscovici, 1976. P. 286).
Jlaxe «...omHa W Ta K€ Tpynna u, mutatis mutandis, OTUH U TOT € WHIAUBUJI,
CIIOCOOHBI UCTONB30BaTh PA3NUYHbIE JIOTUYECKHE PErHCTpPhl B TeX 00JacTsX, K
KOTOPBIM OHH TIOJXOMST C Pa3HBIX TOYCK 3PCHHUS, C Pa3HOW MH(POPMAIUEH U TIeH-
Hoctsimm» (Moscovici, 1976. P. 286).

CrycTs HECKOJIBKO JECATUIICTHI MOHATHE KOTHUTUBHOM monudazuu oope-
TaeT HOBYIO JKHM3Hb B KOHTEKCTE M3y4eHHs coluanbHbiX mpeactasnenuit (CII) o
3I0pOBBE B TPAIUIIMOHHEIX obmiecTBax (Gervais, Jovchelovitch, 1998; Wagner et
al., 2000; Falade, Bauer, 2018), Bo3o0HOBIsIeMbIX ucTouHUKax sHepruu (Upham,
Johansen, 2020) u np. Tak, B uccienoBanuu Barnepa ¢ xosieramMu M3ydajiuch
MPOTUBOpEY NS, cyliecTBytomue y xuteneit CesepHo-Uuaniickoro ropona [latHa,
MEXTy TPAJIUIMOHHBIM W 3aMaHBIM ITOHUMaHUEM MEHTAIBHOTO HE3/I0POBbS, €T0
stuonoruu u jeuenus. B CII xuteneit cocyniecTByOT COBpEMEHHbBIE NICUXHATPH-
YeCKHe 3HAHUS W TPAJAUIMOHHBIC BEPOBaHUS, KOTOPHIE MPEOOIaTal0T B paMKax
cemeitHoro nuckypca (Wagner et al., 2000). B mociennue roasl mpouCXOAUT TEO-
peTnyeckoe ocMbIciieHne (eHOMeHa «KOrHUTHBHasi noiudasus» (Jovchelovitch,
2008; Provencher, 2011; Jovchelovitch, Priego-Hernandez, 2015; Kumagai, 2015;
Guimelli, Lo Monaco, 2016; Martinez, 2018; Panagiotou, Kadianaki, 2019; Sam-
mut, 2016; Paez D. et al., 2016 u ap.), myOIUKYIOTCS UCCIETOBAaHUS KOHKPETHBIX
nposiieHuit korautuBHOW monudasuu (Falade, Bauer, 2018; Renedo, Jovche-
lovitch, 2007; Upham, Johansen, 2020; Wagner et al., 2000 u ap.), ee cBs3U ¢
KoJutekTuBHOU namsaTeio (Paez D. et al., 2016).

K ¢enomeny xorHutuBHOUN monudazuu ObUT MPEANPUHAT PsIA MOAXOAOB.
TpanchopManMOHHBIMU ~ MPOIIECCAMHU, KOTOPBIM TOJIBEPTalOTCSl  COIMAIBLHBIC
npeacTaBieHus, 00bscHsIN ATOT (heHomeH B. Barnep ¢ coast.: «Konuenryamnu-
3amMss KOTHUTHBHOW MOJIM(a3uy BO3MOXHA TOCPEICTBOM PACCYKICHUH H JTUC-
Kypca, TeTepPMUHUPOBAHHBIX COLUATBHON CUTyalMel, Wik U3ydeHus TpaHcdop-
MAaIMOHHBIX MPOIIECCOB perpe3eHTaTHBHBIX cuctem» (Wagner et al., 2000. C. 308).
3asBIISAIICS U OAXO K 3TOMY (DEHOMEHY KaK K MO3BOJISIFOIIEMY pellaTh BO3HUKA-
rolre THoceoormdeckue rpooiremsl (Provencher, 2011. P. 390), a umenHo, 1iis mmo-
HUMaHUSl KOTHUTUBHOW monuda3uu Kak akTUBHOTO U 3(P(HEKTHBHOrO crocoda
pENICHUS JTIOAbMH HACYIIHBIX KU3HEHHBIX BOIPOCOB.
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OTOT (eHOMEH Hu3ydancs B KOHTEKCTe OCOOEHHOCTEH COBPEMEHHBIX HH-
(hopMaIMOHHBIX TPOIECCOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C TII0OATM3aIMell COBPEMEHHOTO OOIIIe-
CTBa M BeIyIIUX K BOSHUKHOBEHHIO MPUHIMIHAAIBHO HOBBIX KaHAJIOB Ui 0OMeHa
uHpopManuer, 9YTo MPUBOAUT K HEU30€KHOMY COCYIIECTBOBAHMIO PA3JIMYHBIX
tunioB 3HaHUi (Renedo, Jovchelovitch, 2007. C. 786). Pa3BuBast 3TOT MOIXO,
C. VoBuenoBud ¢ coaBTopamu B GoJiee MO3HAX pabOTaX FOBOPAT O TOM, UTO «KO-
THUTUBHAS TOMH(]a3us — 3TO pecypc, KOTHUTUBHBINA aKTUB IS YIIPABJICHUS BapH-
a0eNbHOCTBIO U CIIOKHOCTHIO MEKIPYMIOBBIX OTHOIICHUN, KOHTEKCTOB U KYJb-
typ» (Jovchelovitch, Priego-Herndndez, 2015. C. 171). Kpome Toro, sTumMu aBTO-
pamMu pa3BUBAIOTCS UIEU O CTPYKTYPHBIX 3JIEMEHTaX KOTHUTUBHOM MOnH(a3uu.
[Tonaras, 4to comep»aHue, MPOIECC U SMOIUS — HEOTAETUMbIE acIeKThl COIH-
aIBbHOTO TIO3HAHMSI U COCTOSIHUSI KOTHUTHBHOW mMoNM(pa3uu, aBTOPHI JOMYCKAIOT
(akT coCyIIecTBOBaHHS MPOTHUBOMOJIOXKHBIX W MPOTHUBOpPEYAIIUX JPYT JPYTY
3J€MEHTOB Bcex 3Tux umepenuin» (Tawm xe. C. 172).

ABTOpPBI BBICKa3bIBAIOT MPEIOI0KEHNUE CYIIECTBOBAHUN THIIOB KOTHUTHB-
HOM monuda3uu B COOTBETCTBUU CO CIOCOOAMU B3aUMOJICHCTBHS PAa3ITUYHBIX BH-
JIOB 3HaHUS. JTO «CEJIEKTUBHOE MpeodiagaHue», Korjaa OT/AeIbHbIe CUCTEMBI 3Ha-
HUS COCYIIECTBYIOT M M3BJIEKAIOTCS 10 OTIEIHFHOCTH B PAa3HBIX IMyHKTaX BpeMe-
HU/TIPOCTPAHCTBA; KaK PEaKIMH B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT TPeOOBAaHUI KOHTEKCTa M IS
BBITIOJTHEHUS pa3HbIX QyHKIMHA. «['uOpuanszanus», npu KOTOpoil HECKOIbKO CH-
CTeM 3HAHUS UCTOJIB3YIOTCS OJHOBPEMEHHO U MPOHUKAIOT APYT B APYra, MOPOXK-
Jasi €IMHOE CMEIIaHHOE PeNpPe3eHTAaTUBHOE ToJIe. «3aMelleHney», Korjna ojaHa cu-
cTeMa 3HAaHMS MPEINOYUTAETCS IPYTUM MapalljieIbHBIM CHCTEMaM, 4TO BEAeT K
3aMEIEHUI0  allbTePHATUBHBIX  MPEACTABICHUN  PEMpe3eHTaTUBHOTO  TMOJS.
(Jovchelovitch, Priego-Hernandez, 2015. C. 174). Onupasicy Ha 3Ty Kiaccuguka-
LIUI0, MBI TPEATNOJIOKIIN, YTO U3y4aeMble HAMU COIMAJbHbIE MPEICTABICHUS O
JTYIIEBHOOOJIBHBIX MOTYT MPOSIBIATH 9(PPEKT KOTHUTUBHON MOJH(a3sHuu TUIA ce-
JEKTUBHOTO TpeoOiajaHus, TO €CTh HCIOJIb30BAaHUS Pa3HBIX CHUCTEM 3HAHUS B
3aBHCUMOCTH OT KOHTEKCTA.

B namewm uccnenoBannu GeHOMEH KOTHUTHBHOM MOJMH(a3suu paccMaTpuBa-
€TCS B KOHTEKCTE PENpe3CHTAIMH TICHXUYECKH OOJBHBIX PAa3HBIMH TPYIaMH 00-
niectBa. Ha nmpoTsbkeHnH BEKOB OTHOIIEHUE K MICUXUYECKH OOJNBHBIM PaluKaIbHO
MEHSJIOCh OT AUCKPUMMHALIMU U HEMPUATHS 10 mpoBosriameHus Ouumnmom [1u-
HeJeM NPUHLHUIIOB WX TYMaHHOTO COJEpKaHUs, C MPEeIOCTaBICHUEM CBOOOIBI U
XKU3HEeHHBIX ynoocTB. B XIX-XX Bekax pa3BuBaeTcsi 0COOBIH MOAXOI K pealu-
JUTALUUA TaKuX OOJBHBIX — CO37]aHHe OOJBHUII MO CUCTEME «OTKPBITHIX ABEpEn»,
U TICUXMATPUYECKHX KOJOHUH-ToceneHnid unu oOumH B benbrum, bpurtanum,
@panuuu, ['epmannu u Poccun. B Takux yupexneHusx HeOyiHbIe MallueHThI 10-
JTy4ajii ONpeeNIeHHYI0 CBOOOTY, KWJIM B IPUIOTUBIINX MX CEMbSIX, U BHITOIHSIIN
MOCUJIbHBIE PaOOTHI.

Nzyuas momobuyro mpaktuky, J. XKomme (Jodelet, 1991) oOnapyxuna u
omucana (akT COCYIIECTBOBAHMS B DEIPE3CHTAIMSIX AYIIEBHBIX Ooye3Hel y
MPEJCTaBUTENEH «IIPUEMHBIX CEMEi», ONEeKaBIIUX OOJBHBIX, APXaWIHOTO U CO-
BPEMEHHOI'0 3HAHMSI OTHOCHUTENBHO AYIIEBHOIO HE310poBbsi. HemHOro mosmHee
B. Barnep ¢ coaBTopamu, uzyuas npeactasienus xxutenei CeBepHo-NUHaniickoro
ropoja [laTHa ¥ BO3HUKIINE TPOTUBOPEUHS MEXAY TPAJAULMOHHBIMU U 3aIa/IHbI-
MU TICUXUATPUIECKUMHU MOHATUSAMH MEHTAJIbHOTO HE3J0POBbS, UX ITHUOJIOTHIO U
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JeYeHue, MoKas3alld, YTO KaXIbli M3 JIBYX CHOCOOOB MOHMUMAHHUS MPUMEHUM B
cneurn(pUIECKUX COLUAIBHBIX YCIOBUSAX. ABTOPBI ONPEACTHIN 3TOT (PEHOMEH Kak
«1onn(pa3nuio KOHKYPUPYIOIIUX MPEICTABICHUNA M MX MPHUBI3aHHOCTh K pa3iivy-
HBIM COITMANIBHBIM cpeaam» (Wagner et al., 2000. C. 312).

JlynieBHOE HE3A0POBBE OJTHO M3 HETOHSTHBIX, IMyTAONINX SBJICHUN YeJIOBe-
YECKOIo CyIIECTBOBaHMA. JTa TpeBOXkalas JIroJei chepa KU3HU CO3AAET MOYBY
JUIS CTUTMaTH3alluY, HaKJIaJbIBaeT Ha OOJIBHOIO COLMAIbHOE KJIEHMO U MPUBOAUT
K OTTOP)KEHHUIO ero o0mecTBoM. MeXay TeM yCIEeNTHOCTh COIMAIbHOW ajamnTa-
UM yIIEBHOOOJBHBIX KOPPEIUPYET C MX CEMEWHBIM IOJIOKEHHEM, HAINYUEM
KHJIbs,, pabOTHI M BO3MOKHOCTBIO COLMANIbHBIX KOHTakToB (Wagner et al., 1999;
Melle et al., 2000; Gureje et al., 2005). ¥ manueHTOB, UMEIONIMX padOTy, B OTIIH-
gue OT 0e3pab0THBIX OOJBHBIX, KaK MPABUIIO, CHMIITOMBI MEHEE BBIpaKeHBI (0CO-
OEHHO pPacCTpONCTBO MbINUICHUS, aPEeKTUBHBIE pacCTPONCTBA), BHIIIE YPOBEHb
caMoOIIeHKU M Toka3arenn kadectsa xu3HH (Eklund et al., 2001). OgHako Tpyn-
HOCTb IOJJOOHOM MHTErpalyy sSBHO MPOCIIEKUBAETCS B COBPEMEHHOM OOLIECTBE,
MIPUBOAS K U30JIALUHU OOJBHBIX.

B nureparype akTHBHO 0OCYXKIAIOTCSI COIMATBHBIE UCTOKU M TTOCIIEACTBUS
MCUXWYECKUX 3abosieBaHuil (Hampumep, Leavey et al., 2016). [{ymeBHoe 3ab0ie-
BaHME, B NOHUMaHUU OOBIBATENs, JENaeT 4eJOBeKa CKIOHHBIM K JE€BHAHTHOMY
WIK JIeTMHKBEHTHOMY ToBeleHuto. MimeHnHo Takoil oOpa3 ocsemaercs B CMU,
nHTepHETe U B KMHOUCKyccTBe (Roberts et al., 2013; Rohm et al., 2017; AnaTun-
kuH, AHTOHOB, 2013; EmenbsnoBa, Wcpaensu, 2018), npuBoas K ganbHeWIIei
crurmaruzanuu 6onbHBIX (Duckworth et al., 2003). MoXxHO MPenNOIOKHUTH, YTO
«H30JIMPYIOLIEe» TNPEACTABICHUE CHHUXKAET TPEBOXKHOCTb, IOBBIIIAET YYBCTBO
KOHTPOJIS B IpyHmax 310poBbIX Jtogel (Smith et al., 2017) u MmoxxeT ObITH CBsI3a-
HO CO CTpaxoM mepen 0ONe3HBIO, HEMUHYEMO TNMPHUBOJIS K JUCKPUMHHAIMH [Ty-
meBHOOONBHBIX (Jodelet, 1991).

B sT0i#i CBSI3M mMpaBOMEPHO MOCTaBUTH MpPOOJEMY CYLIECTBOBaHMS (hakTo-
POB, CHIDKAIOIIMX OTTOP)KEHHE IYIMEBHOOONBHBIX B obOmecTtBe. OOCy)marorcs
BOIPOCHI O TOM, HE SIBJISETCS JIN PEIUTHO3HOCTh OJHUM M3 TakuxX (axTopoB?
TpaauumoHHBIE pENUTUHU, BKIIIOYask XPUCTUAHCTBO, 1O MPaBy CYMTAIOTCS MTPOBOJI-
HUKaMHU TYMaHUCTHYECKHUX MOPAIbHO-ITHYECKUX HOPM JJIsl CBOMX IOCIIEIOBaTe-
neit (Donahue, Nielsen, 2005), 4T0, BO3MOXKHO, TPEAONIPEACIISIECT CEIUDUISCKII
TUI OTHOLIEHMS BEPYIOLIEro K rpylmnamM, OTTOpraeéMbIM OOILECTBOM. XpPUCTHAH-
CTBO, OCHOBAaHHOE€ Ha HJEE CAMOIIOXEPTBOBAaHUS, AIbTPyHU3Ma, CIOCOOHO 00Y-
CJIOBJINBATh Y CBOMX IPUBEPKEHIIEB ITpocouuansHoe nosenenue (bparyces u ap.,
1995). D10 yTBep:kKIeHHE HEKOTOPHIMU aBTOPAMHU CUMTAETCS AMCKYCCHOHHBIM,
00CYX/Tat0TCs1 BOTIPOCHL: IEHCTBUTEILHO JIM Bepa B bora siBisieTCs MpeArnoCchUIKOM
HpaBcTBeHHOM *)u3HM (Evans, Lane, 2011; Smith, 2017; Stroope, Baker, 2018).

Mexy TeM B XpUCTHAHCKON TPaAMLIUU U, IPEKIE BCErO, B CHAHONTUYECKHX
EBanrenusix, spko MpociexuBaercs oco00e 4eloBEKOI0Ne: B YaCTHOCTH, «30-
notoe npaBuiio» oT Martdes (Mard. 7: 12), «BTOpas Belnyaiiias 3aloBeIb» —
1r000BB K OIMIKHEMY Kak K camomy cede (Matd. 22: 39) u MonuTBa, MpHU3BIBAIO-
nas Bepyroomux K npomenuto (Matd. 6: 12). Bes mocnenyromas UCTOpHUs XpH-
CTHAHCTBa COJEPKUT TPUMEPHI CIYKECHHs OOJBHBIM M HEMOIIHBIM, PacKpbIBas
TEM CaMbIM, CBOIO MPOCOLMAIBbHYIO MPUPOAY. Tak, ecTh CBUIETEIbCTBA O TOM,
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YTO BO BpeMs MAHJIEMHH YyMbl B Ip€BHEM PuMme XpucTHaHe pelmin OCTaThCs B
ropoze 1 3a00TUThCS 0 OOJIBHBIX, a He 0€XKaTh B CEIbCKYI0 MECTHOCT JIJISl CBOETO
CIACeHMs, YTO JAJI0 MOIIHBIN TOMTYOK K BO3PACTAHUIO aBTOPUTETA XPUCTHAHCTBA.
[Ipennucanust 0co00ro, ryMaHHOTO OTHOLIEHHS, TEPIUMOCTU K TEJIECHOM U 1y-
XOBHOH 00JIe3HH B XpUCTHAHCTBE MOXKHO HaiiTu B bubnuu: «M60 ['ocnoas, koro
To0UT, TOoro HakazbiBaeT...» (EBp. 12: 6-8); «A KTO ckaxeT: «0e3yMHBIN», MOI-
JIEKUT TeeHHe OTHeHHOM...» (Marg. 5: 22). Cama aymeBHas 00Jie3Hb BBICTYMAET
MHOTOTPaHHBIM MMOHATHEM, BBICTYTIAs UJIM KaK pacijiaTta 3a TPeXOBHOCTb, MU KaK
OmarojaTh JUIsl QyIIeBHOTO coxpaHeHus. CrmaceHue AyIIeBHOE Yepe3 MOKasHUe U
mosutBEI (Tobamos, 2004), ocoboe «...MMOHATHE KATOCTH, MUJIOCEPAUS, COCTpa-
JaHWs K YHIDKEHHBIM M ockopOsieHHbIM» (bpatycs u ap., 1995. C. 45) — BaxkHbIit
MOMEHT, (POPMHUPYIOIINI TEPIUMOE OTHOIIEHHE K TYIIEBHOOOIBHBIM B XPUCTH-
AHCTBE BBbIpaKeH cioBaMu enuckona Urnatus (BpsiHYaHMHOBA): «. . .IOBPEKACHHOMY
paccyIKoM...0KaXH MouTeHue, kak oopasy boxwuto». B nmpaBocnaBum BrnonHe 3a-
KOHOMEpPHO TaKoe SIBICHHE, KaK «IOPOACTBOY», MpeACTaBIsioniee co00i 0coObIit
TIOBUT JIFOJIeH, KOTOpbIe «0e3ymMHbl Xpucta paam» (1 Kop. 4: 10).

WccnenoBanus, NpoBEACHHBIE OTEYECTBEHHBIMU aBTOpPaMH, J10Ka3bIBaIOT
CYILLIECTBOBaHHE HETaTUBHBIX aTTUTIOJIOB K NICUXUYECKU OOJIBHBIM U BBICOKOM CO-
UATBHON JUCTaHIMU 10 oTHomeHuto K HuM (boBuna, Ilanos, 2005. C. 116).
AHaJOTHYHbIE PE3yNbTaThl OBLIN MOMTYYEHBI M MPU HCCIEAOBAHUU COLUATBHBIX
NPEICTABICHUNA O MCUXUYECKH O0NbHBIX (Hampumep, Skymenko, 2015). Io pe-
3yabTaTaM Hamwmx uccienoBanuil (Emenbsnosa, 2012), MOXXHO TOBOpPUTH O Je-
KJIapUpyeMOi TOJIEPAHTHOCTH B OTHOUICHHH JYIIEBHOOOJBHBIX KaK HOpME 0011e-
CTBEHHOM >KM3HM, KOTOpas COYETAETCS C OMACEHUSAMH (Hampumep, ¢ TIyOMHHOM
CTpaxoM 3apa’keHHsl MCUXUYECKOH 00Je3HbI0). DTH JaHHBIE MO3BOJIAIOT BBICKA-
3aTh MPEINOJI0KEHNE O CYIIECTBOBAHUHU SBJICHHSI KOTHUTUBHOM monndas3uu B pe-
Mpe3eHTAINH TyIIeBHOOOIbHBIX.

Jns Gonee rmyOoOKOro moHMMaHUsA (DAKTOPOB MPOSBICHHUS KOTHUTHUBHOM
nonudasui 1Mo OTHOLUICHWIO K CTUIMATU3UPYEMBIM TpyIIaM B OOIIECTBE MBI
MPEANPUHSUIA CPAaBHUTENIBHOE MCCIEA0BAHNE COLMAIBHBIX IPYII C pa3HOM MeEH-
TaJbHOCTBIO: MPABOCIABHBIX XPUCTHAH U HEBepyloUX rpaxnaad. envto uccne-
006aHusa CTANH MPOSBICHUS KOTHUTUBHOW Monu(da3uu B CTPYKTYype COLUATBHBIX
npencrasnenuii (CII) o aymeBHOOOIBHOM B IpyMIax MpaBOCIaBHBIX PECHOH/ICH-
TOB U HEBEPYIOIIMX. 3a/1a4u UCCIIEeN0BaHus: 1) BBIIBUTh COEpkKaHUE, CTPYKTYPY
CII o nymeBHOOONBHOM B TpYIax pPECOHAEHTOB-MPABOCIABHBIX XPUCTHAH U
PECTIOHICHTOB-HEBEPYIOIINX; 2) conocTaBUTh conaepkanue CII, oOHapykeHHOE B
OTBETax Ha NpsSMbIE BOIPOCHl aHKEThl ¢ coaepkanueM CII, BBIBIEHHBIM C IO-
MOIIIbIO TEXHUK MMPOEKTUBHOIO MCCIeN0BaHUs; 3) PacKpbITh HaTM4KME pa3IndHbIX
MojanbHocTel B cucteme CII BHyTpHU KaXa0i U3 U3y4aeMbIX TPYIII.

Mpouenypa n metoabl

DMIUPUYECKOE HCCIEA0BAHNE COCTOSIIO U3 JBYX ATANOB: MOUCKOBOTO (ObI-
M TPUMEHEHB MHIUBUIYaJbHOE aHKETHPOBAHUE W TOJIYCTaHIAPTHU3UPOBAHHOE
UHTEPBBIO) U OCHOBHOTO. Ha OCHOBHOM 3Tane uccienoBaHus NPUMEHSJICS aBTOP-
ckuil onpocHUK. OH pa3paboTaH Ha OCHOBAaHUM PE3yJIbTATOB IOMCKOBOTO 3Tara
U BKJIIOYaN B cels 29 yTBepKIEHUH, OLlEHUBAaeMbIX PECHOHJCHTAaMH 1o S5-0ain-
JTBHOM mIKane, rae: 1 — «abCoT0THO He coTIacen»; 2 — «CKopee He coriaceny; 3 —
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«HE YBEpPEH»; 4 — «CKOpee COIJIaceH»; 5 — «IOJHOCTBIO COTJIACEH»; IIKajga CaMo-
OLIGHKHM CTENEHU PEJIMTHO3HOCTH (aBTOpCKas pa3paboTka); Moau(ULIMpPOBAHHAS
mkana «llcuxomornueckoi nucranuum» Pengeca (Feldes, 1976). OnpocHuk co-
nepxut 11 cyxneHuil, BbIpaXkaoIUX OTHOIIEHHE K TyIIEBHOOOJIBHOMY YeJlOoBe-
Ky. [Iunorax mpoBoxwics Ha BeIOopke 45 uenoBek. Ilpemmaranuch cyxaeHus,
Hanpumep, «fI Mor Obl MpUriIacuTh OOJBHOrO K cede B TocTu», «S 3ampetusn Obl
€My UMETh ACTei» W T. I.; MOAU(PUIIMPOBAHHBIM BapuaHT MeToauku «HesaBep-
LICHHBIE MPEIJIOKEHU», BKIIOUABIINNA HE3aKOHUYEHHBIE YTBEP)KIEHHs, pa3pado-
TaHHbIE HA MaTepHaJle aHaJIu3a UHTEPBBIO U JOMOIHIEMBIX PECIIOHAEHTOM CaMo-
croarenbHo. [Ipeanaranoch 3aBeplINTh yTBEpXkAeHUs, Harnpumep, «Eciu Obl s
pelan BOIpOChl MOMOLIM TYIIEBHO OONBHBIM...», «Mou onaceHus HacueT ny-
IIEBHOOOJIbHBIX...», «BOJBIIMHCTBO JIIO/IEH CUUTAET, YTO IyIIEBHOOOJBHBIE...» U
T. I.; IPOEKTUBHAsA MeToAnKa Bubbles ans BeIsBIEHHS IITyOWHHBIX YCTaHOBOK U
CTEpEOTHUIIOB OTHOCHUTEIBHO IYIIEBHOIO HE3/10pOBbi. MeToauka IpelcTaBieHa
CXeMaTHYECKUM H300pakKeHUEM IYIIEBHOOOIBHOTO 4YEJIOBeKa W Tpemsi OJIOK-
cXeMaMH, COoJiepKalIMMHU Borpockl «Uto roBoput?» «Yrto aymaer?», «Uro nena-
eT?»; OJIOK AJisl TIOMY4YeHUS COIUaNbHO-IeMorpadudeckoir nHpopmanuu. OOpa-
00TKa IMOJIy4EHHBIX JaHHBIX MPOBEAECHA C MOMOIIBI0 MporpaMmbl Statistica 10.
beumn mpumenensl kputepuit ¥2 I[lupcona, t-kputepuit CTbrOJ€HTa, TeMaTHYe-
CKHUIl KOHTEHT-aHaJIM3.

Bre1bopky cocTaBWiIM TOCHIENOBAaTENN IPaBOCIABHOTO XPUCTHAHCTBA —
N = 114 (myxuunbl — 49 yen., )KSHIUHBI — 65 Yell.) U HEBEPYIOIIHE PECIIOHIEHThI —
N = 113 (my»X4uHbl — 76 yeln., )KeHIIUHBI — 37 4ell.), B BO3PACTHBIX MHTEpBaslaxX
18-23, 4045, 60—-65 ner (npeacraBuTenn MNOKoJaeHUS X, TOKOJIEHUS Y U MOKO-
JeHus Z), TOCTOSHHO IposKuBatoie B Mockse

Pesyn bTaThbl UCCieaoBaHNA

[TpuMmeHeHne aBTOPCKOTO OMPOCHUKA NS BhIsiBIEeHUS cTpyKTypsl CII o my-
IEBHOOOJILHOM TIO3BOJIMJI HaM BbIAENIUTH neMeHThl CII: simepHble SJIeMEHTHI,
30HY ONM3KYIO K SApY, Mepu(epudecKkue deMEHTh TyTeM mojcdyera Koddhuiu-
eHTa no3uTuBHbIX 0TBeTOB — TCP (Taux categorique positif), mpenIoxKeHHOro
XK.-K. A6pukom (B anantarnuu T.I1. EMenssHoBoit (2006)) nns kaxxaoro u3 29-tu
YTBEPKACHUNA OIPOCHUKA).

n(4) + n(5) 1

TCP(i) = ——

00,

rze n(4) — 4uciio OTBETOB «CKOpee coriacen»; n(5) — YUCIIO OTBETOB «a0COIIOTHO
coriacen»; N — o011ee 4nuciao OTBETOB.

OeMeHThl, uMeroIre Ko3pQUIHUEHTH! BbIle CpeHero 0ojiee 4YeM Ha CTaH-
JApPTHOE OTKJIOHEHHE ObUIM OTHECEHBI K A1py (3HaueHHus BbIlIe 65 B IBYX Ipyl-
Max pecrnoHAEHTOB). DIEMEHTHI, cO 3HaueHusMu ko3 duiuenta or 30 go 65
B TpylIle BEPYIOIIMX PECHOHAEHTOB, OT 28 10 65 B rpymme pecrnoHIeHTOB-
HEBEPYIOIINX OTHECEHbI K 30HE, OJIM3KOH K S/IpY; OCTaJIbHBIE JIEMEHTHI BOILIM B
nepudpepuyeckyro 30Hy CII (3Hauenus ot 1 go 30 B rpymnie BepyrOIUX PeCIOH-
JIeHTOB, OT 1 10 28 B rpymIe pecroHeHTOB-HeBepyrouux). B Tabn. 1 npencras-
nenbl 3HaYeHns kodpduunentoB TCP B 1ByxX rpynmnax pecroHICHTOB.
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Tabnuua 1/ Table 1

Pe3ynbtaTtbl noacyeta KoapdunumeHTa Nno3MTUBHbLIX OTBETOB AJIA KaXAo0ro anemeHTta CI
y npaBocnaBHbix pecnoHaeHToB (M) n Hesepyowmx (H) /
The results of calculating the coefficient of positive answers for each element
of social representations among the Orthodox respondents (O) and non-believers (N)

Ne YTBepxpeHusa / Approvals n/o H/N
1 Penuruns paet 4enoBeky NvLLb NOXHbIE HAAEXAbI / .
L ; 11,5 47,8#
Religion gives people only false hopes

2 B cOBpEMEHHOM MUPE PENUIUS HE HYXHA / 2 g 31.0#
In the modern world, religion is unneeded ! ’

3 Penuvrus He urpaet HUKakom ponu, YenoBek cam TBOPUT CBOIO Cyabby /
Religion plays no role, people themselves create their own destinies

4 Penvirisa okaseiBaeT NoNOKUTENBHOE BNSIHME HA IyXOBHOCTb 1 NMOBEAEHME YenoBeka /
Religion has a positive effect on human spirituality and behavior

34,2# 68,8

79,6 68,8

5 Penuruns nomoraet 6bITb TEPANMBIM K APYT UM OASM / 73.4 46.0%#
Religion helps an individual be tolerant of others ’ ’

6 Penurns nomoraeT cnpaBnsiTbCs C XXM3HEHHBLIMW TPYAHOCTSAMU,
B TOM 4YuUcsie 1 ¢ 60n1e3Hblo/ 77,7 44 3#
Religion helps people cope with life’s challenges, including disease

7 Mcurxmyeckoe 3aboneBaHme — 3TO MUJIOCTb, NMOCIaHHas M36PaHHOMY YeroBeky /

- : 5,8* 1,0*
Mental iliness is a grace sent to the chosen person
8 Mcuxnyeckoe 3abonesaHme Takas e 601e3Hb, Kak U BCe OCTaNbHbIE / 67.4 74 4
Mental iliness is just like all others ’ ’
9 Mcuxmyeckoe 3ab6oneBaHNE MOXET KOCHYTbCS KXA0ro / 81.1 96.1
Mental iliness can affect anyone ’ ’
10 | NMcuxunyeckoe 3aboneBaHne — Haka3aHue 3a 4To-n1Mbo, «<Boxbs kapa» / 21 0* 2 g*
Mental iliness is a punishment for something, ‘God’s punishment’ ’ ’
11 Mcuxunyeckoe 3aboneBaHne UcnelTaHne, JaHHoe Yyenoeeky Co3parenem / 26.3* 9 5*
Mental iliness is an ordeal given to man by God ’ ’
12 MprynHON NcnxnYeckom 6one3HN MoXeT ObITb HACNeACTBEHHOCTb / 822 91.2
The cause of mental iliness can be hereditary ’ ’
13 | 3aboneBaHue NCUxnku — nocneacTeme duamyeckor 601e3H nnn Tpaemsl / 62.9 78.6
il ¢l

Mental iliness is a consequence of a physical iliness or injury

14 | BonesHu NCUXMKN — 3TO pPe3yNbTaT HEMNPaBUILHOro 06pasa Xn3Hu /
Mental iliness is the result of a wrong lifestyle

15 Mcuxunyeckoe 3aboneBaHne MOXET NepeaaBaTbCs OT YENOBEKA K HESI0BEKY /
Mental illness can be spread from person to person

33,9# 46,8#

18,1 13,7

16 | PesynbtaTom xecTtokoro obpalleHms MoXeT ObITb Ncrxmnyeckoe 3abonesaHue /
Mental iliness can be the result of abuse

17 | C6oii B paboTe rofnoBHOro MO3ra MOXET NMPUBECTM K Pa3BUTUIO BONIE3HN NCUXUKN /
A brain malfunction can lead to the development of mental iliness

18 | Ncuxunueckoe 3aboneBaHmne — 3TO pPe3yNbTaT HENPABWUILHOIO BOCMUTAHNUS /
Mental iliness is the result of poor parenting

19 MpWYNHBI BO3HUKHOBEHUS NCUXNYECKOro 3a60/1ieBaHNsA COBPEMEHHOI Hayke
HE N3BECTHbI / 38,5# 26,7*
The causes of mental iliness are not known to modern science

85,5 81,9

82,0 92,5

30,9# 36,5#

20 FocynapcTBo, BUHAHCKPYS NIeYEHNE 1 yXO[, 3a AYLLIEBHOOOIbHLIMU NIOAbMU,
HeceT HeonpasAaHHbIe YObITKWN /

The state, by financing the treatment and care of mentally ill people, incurs un-
justified losses

8,6* 23,5*

21 Ha npakTunke o6WecTBO, Kak NpaBuio, paBHOAYLIHO K Npobsiemam ayLeBHO-
60sbHBIX Nloaen / 67,8 56,7*
In practice, society is usually indifferent to the problems of mentally ill people

22 | OBwecTBO He A0JIXHO NepekaabpiBaTbh HA FOCYAapCTBO 3a00Ty O NCUXmUYe-
CKM BONbHbIX NtoAsX / 34,9# 38,0#
Society should not shift the care of mentally ill people to the state

23 FocynapcTBo 06513aHO 06eCcneynTb LOCTOMHOE Ka4eCTBO XN3HM AyLLIEBHO-
6onbHbIX Ntoaewn / 90,9 79,1
The state is obliged to ensure a decent quality of life for mentally ill people

24 | UuBnnnsoBaHHOe 06LECTBO AO/MKHO NOAAEPXMBATL Takmx 60NbHbIX /

A civilized society should support such patients 93,6 76,8
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OkoHyaHue mabn. 1/ Table 1, ending

Ne Y1BepxpeHus / Approvals n/o H/N

25 | MNoneyeHne Takoro 60/bHOro — 06513aHHOCTb TOJILKO €ro Cembu /
Such patients should be in the care of their own families

26 | [OyweBHOOOMbHbIE IOAM HaCTO HE MOJTyHatoT AOMKHYIO MOAAEPXKY OT roCcyaapcTaa /
Mentally ill people often do not receive adequate support from the state

27 | CoBpeMeHHOoe 06LLEeCTBO AeflaeT Taknx 60bHbIX MapruHanamm /
Modern society makes such patients marginalized

49,4% 56,2#

84,1 69,8

70,7 55,2#

28 Mcuxunyeckn GonbHbIE NOAN HE MPUHOCAT NoJb3y 419 rocyaapcTea
1 OHW €MY He HYXHbI / 22,9* 27,0*
Mentally ill people do not benefit the state; therefore, they are not needed

29 | Takux 60MbHBIX HYXHO 13onnpoBaTtb 06 obLiecTsa /
Such patients should be isolated from society

28,9* 19,2*

lMpumedaHue: NONY>XVUPHbIM KYPCUBOM BblaeneHbl KOadOUUMEHTbI aepHbIX anemeHToB Cl; # — 6nms-
Kas K aapy nepudepus; * — yganeHHas ot aapa nepmbepus.

Note: in bold italics are the coefficients of the social representations core elements; # — the elements
of the periphery close to the core; * — the elements of the periphery far from the core.

OO0muMH AIepHBIMU AJIEMEHTAMU B JIBYX TPYIINaX PECIOHACHTOB SBISIOTCS
YTBEP)KICHHUS O PO DPEIUTuH, Kak (hakTope OOIMIECTBEHHOTO PEryJIHpPOBaHUS
(yrBepknenue 4); 0 MPU3HAHUU AYIIEBHOTO HE3OPOBBS HE OTIUYAIOIIEMCS OT
Ipyrux 3aboneBaHuil yenoBeka (yTBepxaeHus 8, 9); 0 OMOMETUIIMHCKON Mo1eIn
3aboneBanus (yrBepxaeHus 12, 13, 16, 17); 00 0OTBETCTBEHHOCTH roCyAapcTBa B
3amuTe npaB OonbHBIX (yTBepkaeHus 23, 24, 26). Sapo CII pecrnoHaeHTOB-
HEBEPYIOLIUX OTIMYAETCS HAIMYMEM TAaKOrO 3JIEMEHTAa, KaK OTPULIAHUE POJIU pe-
JIUTHU B CyJIbOE UeoBeka (yTBepKIACHHE 3).

OtnnuurensHbiMU yepTamu siapa CII Bepyrommx pecrioHAEHTOB SIBISIOTCS
YTBEPKJICHUSI O POJIM PEJIUTUU B (POPMUPOBAHUU TEPIIUMOCTH K JAPYTHUM, B TIpe-
OJIOJICHUU JKU3HEHHBIX TPYAHOCTEH (yTBepxkaeHus S5, 6); 0 paBHOAYIIMH OOIIe-
CTBa K mpo0ieMaM JTymeBHOOOIBHBIX (yTBepkaeHue 21) u OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 00-
IIeCTBa 32 UX MapruHalIu3anuio (yTBepxkaeHue 27).

CyxneHusi, colepalile HETaTUBHbIE AMOIIMOHAJIbHBIE MEPEKUBAHUS IO
OTHOIIICHUIO K JYIIEBHOOOJHLHOMY — BO3MOXHOCTh 3apa)kKeHUS MCUXHUECKUM 3a-
OoneBanueM (yTBepkIeHHEe 15) wiM HEOOXOIWMOCTh H3OJSALUU TCUXHYECKH
0oJBHBIX OT o0mecTBa (yTBepx)AeHUE 29) — okazanuchk Ha nepudepun CII B 06e-
ux rpymnmnax. Paznuuuit mo maHHBIM wKainbl «lIcMxomorudyeckor aUCTAHIUW»
Qdenneca MeXAY rpynnaMu He 0OHAPYKEHO.

MonudunupoBannas meroanka «He3akoOHUYEHHBIE TPEUIOKCHUS MPUMe-
HAJIACh KaK MPOEKTUBHBIA METOJ C MCIOJb30BaHUEM (DOPMYIHPOBOK, YACTHUHO
CHUMAIOIINX C PECTIOHJCHTOB TPEOOBAHUS «IOJUTKOPPEKTHOCTH» U COIMAIBLHOM
JKENATEeNIbHOCTH. AHAJIN3 3aBEPIICHUN PEII0KEeHUST « BONBIIMHCTBO JTIOJIEH CUU-
TaeT, YTO JYUIEBHOOOJBHBIE...» MOKa3aJl, YTO MOJOKHUTEIbHAs OLEHKAa MPUCYIIa B
IpYyIII€ HEBEPYIOIIUX PECIOHAEHTOB JMIIb B 14,3 % BbICKa3bIBAHMSIX; OTpHILA-
TEJIbHBbIE OLICHKM HEBEPYIOIIUE PECHOHACHTHI NaloT B 59,3 % BbICKAa3bIBaHUSX,
Y HEUTpaJbHbIE IO XapaKTEPy BBICKA3bIBaHUS AEMOHCTPUPYIOT B 26,5 %. B cBorO
ouepellb, BEPYIOLUINE PECTIOHJEHTHI AEMOHCTPUPYIOT IOJIOKUTEIbHBIE OLIEHKH B
35,8% BBICKAa3bIBaHU, OTPULIATEIBHBIN XapaKTep BbICKa3zbiBaHui — B 47,7 %
Clly4yaeB U HeUTpanbHOE oTHOIIeHHe — 16,5 %. WTak, n0oas pecrnoHaeHTOB, MoJja-
raronMX, YTO OOJIBIIMHCTBO JIIOJ€H HETaTUBHO BOCHPUHUMAIOT TCHUXUYECKH
00JBHBIX, OoMbIe monoBUHHI (59,3 %) cpenu HeBepyromux u 47,7 % cpeau Be-
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pytoumx. Ilo aHamorum ¢ 3aKOHOMEpPHOCTSAMH Kay3aJbHON aTpUOYLMH, ITH JaH-
HbI€ MOTYT TOBOPUTH O MPOEKIIMK BOBHE HETATUBHOI'O OTHOILLIEHUS K OOJIBHBIM.

Ananuz npeanoxxeHni «OO6IIECTBO AOIKHO...» MOKa3al, YTO MO3UTHBHBIE
BBICKA3bIBaHUsl BCTPEYAIOTCS B IPYyNIE HEBEPYIOIIUX PECHOHAEHTOB B 27,4 %
cllyyaeB; oTpHuuarenbHble B 35,4 % BbICKa3bIBaHUI M HEUTpAJIbHBIE IO XapakTepy
CYXKJIGHUS HEBEpYIOlne NeMOHCTPUpPYIOT B 37,2 % BhICKa3bIBaHMi. B cBOIO Oue-
penb, BEpYIOUIME PECHOHAEHTHl JE€MOHCTPUPYIOT MOJOXKHUTEIbHBIE CYXIECHUS B
33,9 % BBICKa3bIBaHU, OTpULIaTeNbHbIE B 44 % cilydyaeB, HEUTpaJIbHBIM XapakTep
BbICKa3bIBaHUM cocTaBui 22 %. Takum oOpa3zom, 1071 PECIIOHEHTOB, BbIpaXka-
IOLIUX JKEJIaHHE HAJIO)KUTh OIPaHUYEHUS Ha OOJIbHBIX, U30JMPOBATh UX OT 3/10pO-
BBIX OKa3bIBaeTcs mpeobianaromiei B 00enx rpymnmnax.

AHanu3 3aBeplieHui npeoxeHust «Mou onaceHusl Mo MOBOAY AYLIEBHO-
OOJIbHBIX. ..» ObUI MPOBEJEH ISl YTOUHEHUS COEPKaHHUsI SMOLMOHAIBHOTO KOM-
[IOHEHTa penpe3eHTaluil. B kauecTBe elMHUIBI aHaIu3a ObUIH B3SIThl (DparMeHThl,
OTpa’karollue CTpaxu U ONACeHUs PEeCHOHACHTOB. Tak, «arpecCUBHBIMI TyIIEB-
HOOONBHBIX cuuTaOT 15 % HeBepyrommx pecrioHaeHToB u 11 % mpaBociaBHBIX
XpUCTHAH, «HEMpeacKasyeMbIiMi» uX HasbBatoT 10,6 u 19,3 %, cnocobHbIMEI
«TPUYMHUTH Bpea aeTsm» — 8,9 u 6,4 % cOOTBETCTBEHHO.

Jliis mosryyeHHs: MeHee OMOCPEI0BaHHbIX COLIMANIBHOM JKeNaTebHOCTBIO pe-
3yJbTaTOB ObLTAa TaK)Ke MPUMEHEHa MPOEeKTUBHAsI MeToanKa Bubbles, nanabie xo-
TOpoi 00pabaThIBAIMCh METOAOM TEMaTHYECKOI0 KOHTEHT-aHaJIn3a. AHAIU3UPO-
BaJICs XapakKTep IMPHUIUCHIBAEMOW OOIBPHOMY pedeBOil akTHBHOCTH («UTO ToBO-
put?»), ocobenHocTell ero noseaeHus («4Yro nemaer?»), u arpudyTUpPyEeMOi MEH-
TaJbHON aKTUBHOCTH («YUTo ymaer?»). Pennuku pecrioHAeHTOB AeNUINCh Ha TPU
KaTeropuu: MO3UTHUBHBIE (HAaIpPUMEp: «XKeIaeT BCEM 3/10pOBbs»), HEUTpalbHbIE
(Hamp.: «TO XK€, YTO W OCTaJbHBIC») U HETaTUBHBIC (HAIPUMEP: «OCKOPOIIIETY).
[TonmyuyeHHbIe pe3yabTaThl MOKHO BUIETH B Ta0II. 2.

Tabnuua 2/ Table 2

YacTtoTa BbiCKa3blBaHMI pa3HO MOAaNbHOCTU NO AaHHbIM MeToauku Bubbles,
% OT Yncna onpoLleHHbIX /
Frequency of statements of different modality according to the Bubbles technique,
% of the number of the respondents

Fpynnbi MonoxutenbHbie OTpuuatenbHble HentpanbHbie
pecnoH- BbICKa3biBaHUSA / BbICKa3biBaHUSA / BbICKa3blBaHUS /
AEHTOB / Positive statements Negative statements Neutral statement

Groups of Yo Yo Yo Yro Yro Yo Yo Yo Yro
respondents

roBopuT /| menaet/ | BymMaeT/ | roBopwut /| nenaet/ | aymaet/ | rosoput /| oenaet/ | nymaet/
What What What What What What What What What
hesays | hedoes | hethinks | hesays | hedoes | hethinks | hesays | hedoes | hethinks

Hesepytowme /

Non-believers 12,5 13,5 13,5 49 37,5 43,5 38,5 49 43
MpasocnasHble /

Orthodox 17 13,5 20,5 45,5 38 40 37,5 48,5 39,5
Christians

OO6pamaer Ha ceOs BHUMaHUE MpeoOIaJaHue HETaTUBHBIX M HEHTPATbHBIX
OLIEHOK BCEX HCCIIEJIOBAaHHBIX c(hep aKTUBHOCTU OOJBHOTO KakK B TPYIIE MPaBoO-
CJIaBHBIX, TaK M HeBepyromuXx. [Ipu 7ToM He 00HAPYKEHO CTATHCTUYECKH 3HAYH-
MBIX Pa3JIM4YMid B OIIEHKAX PECIIOHIICHTOB Pa3HOro ypoBHs oOpazoBanus (p > 0,01),
Y TIOJIOBO3PACTHBIX XapakTepucTtuk (p > 0,01).
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O6cyxaeHne pe3ynbTaToB

JBotictBenHocts CII oTHOCHTENHHO AYIHIEBHOOOIBLHOTO ObLIa OOHApYKEeHa
HaMH MPU TIOMOILH, C OTHON CTOPOHBI, aHAJIN3a YTBEPKICHUIH aBTOPCKOTO ONPOCHU-
Ka BeisiBNeHHs conepkanus CII u, ¢ apyroil cTOpOHBI, TPOSKTHBHBIX METOIHK
«He3aBepmennslie npemnoxenus» U Bubbles. CiocoOHOCTh MHANMBUAA U TPYIIIIBI
«HCTIONB30BaTh pa3lInyHble Joruyeckue peructpel» (Moscovici, 1976. P. 286)
npu koHcTpyupoBanuu CII B TaHHOM HCCe10BaHUN BbIpa3uiiach B TOM, YTO 3MO-
uoHaNBHBIH KOMITOHEHT CII 0 mymeBHOOOIBHBIX MPH PA3HBIX METOIUKAX OIPO-
ca MEHsUI CBOIO MOAAIBHOCTh. IIpy OIEHMBAHUU PECTIOHJIEHTAMHU YTBEpPXKICHUI
ornpocHuKa s11po CII 06enx rpymnm coaepkano UCKIFOUYUTEIEHO COTYBCTBEHHBIC B
OTHOIIEHUU OOJIBHBIX JIEMEHTHI, & YTBEP)KACHUS, PACKpbhIBAIOIINE HETaTHBHbIE
HMOIUH (BO3MOXKHOCTh 3apa)KEHHS IICUXUIECKHM 3a00JIEBAaHHEM WM HEOOXOIH-
MOCTb U30JISILUM NICUXUYECKH OOJIBHBIX OT OOILIECTBA) OKa3alUCh Ha mepudepun
CII (tabm. 1).

B TO ke BpeMsl 1aHHBIE TPOEKTUBHBIX METOAMK MOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO HETAaTHB-
HBII ()OH BOCTIPUATHS JYIIEBHOOOIBHBIX 3HAYUMO MPe0diiaaeT (1o CPaBHEHHUIO C
MO3UTHBHBIM) KaK y BEPYIOLIMX, TaK U Y HEBEpPYIOIIUX pecrnoHaeHToB. Heratus-
Has pemnpe3eHTanus AyIIeBHOOOIHFHOTO HamOoJiee BBIpaKEHA B T'PYIIE PECIIOH-
JICHTOB-HEBEPYIOIIMX M JIOCTUIaeT CaMbIX BBICOKHMX IIOKa3zaTelled B TIpyIie
60—65-neTHuX pecrnoHaeHToB. [1og00HYI0 aMOUBaIEHTHOCTh MBI pacCMaTpUBAEM
B pyclie KOHLENIMH KOTHUTUBHON moiudasuu, npossisoneil ceds B odeux co-
[UATBHBIX TPYIINAX ¢ Pa3HON MEHTAIBHOCTHIO (Bepyrolue u HeBepyroue). [1o-
BUJAMMOMY, 37IeCb MbI CTAJKHUBaeMcs ¢ OCOOOH PasHOBUIAHOCTbIO KOTHUTHBHOM
nonugasu — CENIEKTUBHBIM MpeodiiaganrneM. «B 3ToM Thune KOrHUTUBHOMN TTOJH-
(a3uu pasHble CUCTEMBbl 3HAHMS CYLIECTBYIOT Ps/IOM, COXpaHsSs CBOE COJAEpIKa-
HUE, JIOTUKY W SMOIMOHAIBHYI0 Harpy3ky» (Jovchelovitch, Priego-Hernandez,
2015. C. 174). B cayuyae CII o nymeBHOOONBHBIX HaydHas CUCTEMa 3HAHMHU,
MpeArnoararnas MoHUMaHue CyTH 00JI€3HU U TYMaHHOE OTHOIIIEHHE K OOJIBHBIM,
MPOSIBUIIACH B MPSIMBIX OLIEHKAaX YTBEp:KIeHHUH ompocHuKa. [Ipu 3ToM Hanbomb-
masi «MSITKOCTh» B OTHOIIEHHHM K JyIIEBHOOOJHHOMY TMPHCYIIa BO3PAaCTHON
rpynne 18-23 ner B o0eux rpynmax pecroHAECHTOB. ApXaWuHbIE ke, IMOLHUO-
HAJIBHO HACHIIIEHHBIE 00pa3bl «3apa)KCHUs TYNMIEBHBIM HE3JJOPOBBEMY», «arpec-
CHBHOTI'O IIOBEJIEHUS OOJBHBIX» U T. I. OOHAPYKUIIMCH NIPH CHUKEHUU KOHTPOJIS B
pe3yibpTaTax MpPOSKTHBHBIX METOAMK (BO3MOKHO, B KAUeCTBE HE BIOJIHE pediek-
CUPYEMOT0 3aIIUTHOTO MEXaHU3Ma).

Heo0xoanMo OTMETHTB, 4TO, XOTSI ()eHOMEH KOTHUTUBHOM Moy azuu mpo-
SBIISICTCS B TPYIIAX C pa3HOW MEHTaJIbHOCTHIO (IIPaBOCIaBHbIE BEPYIOIUE U He-
BEpYIOIINE), MOKHO BHJETh HEKOTOpPhIE OCOOEHHOCTH €ro JeWcTBHs. B rpyme
BEPYIOIIMX KOTHUTHUBHAs Moiuda3zus NposBisercs B 6osee criaxeHHoH (opme.
VY mpaBOCIIaBHBIX PECMIOHICHTOB Ja)K€ B MPOSKTUBHBIX METOAMKAX OOJIBIIE TIO3H-
TUBHO OKpALICHHBIX PEIUIMK B aJpec AYIIEBHOOOJBHBIX IO JAHHBIM METOIUKU
Bubbles (Tabmn. 2). AnanornuHbie HAOIIOICHUS OTMEYAIOTCS U TI0 JAHHBIM METO-
nuky «He3akoHUeHHBIE MTPEATOKEHUS.

Crout mpu3HaTh, YTO MOAOOHASI IPOTUBOPEYUBOCTh 1 MHOTOTPAHHOCTH pe-
MIPE3EHTAI[IOHHBIX TOJIEH B OTHOLIEHMH MCUXUYECKOTO 370pOBbs U OO0JIE3HU Xa-
pakTepHa ans coBpemMeHHoro oobmectBa (Gervais, Jovchelovitch, 1998; bosuna,
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[Tanos, 2005), u akTyanbHOW 3aqaveil CETOAHS OCTAaeTCs HEOOXOAMMOCTh WHTE-
rpalyy AYyHIEBHOOOJIBHBIX B COLIMYM M TICHXOJIOTHYECKOE MPUHSITHE JIIOACH,
CTpaJaronIfX dTUMH 3a00JI€BaHUSMHU.

3aknyeHue

[TpoGnema pernpe3eHTaIH qyIIEBHOTO HE3/I0POBbS B COBPEMEHHBIM 00IIIe-
CTBC UMECT OUCBUAHBIC MOPAJIBHBIC U CONUAJIbHBIC ACIICKTHI. BOJ'IGSHI), KakK IIOKa-
3BIBAIOT PE3YJbTAThI, 3a4aCTyI0 pPacCMAaTPUBAETCS HE CTOJBKO KakK (pU3NYECKUH,
HO Kak JyXOBHBIH M COIMAIBHBIA HEIYT, CTUTMATU3UPYIOUIHiA 00ibHBIX. OIHAKO
W3 CTaTUCTUKHU MPABOOXPAHUTEIBHBIX OPraHOB M3BECTHO, UTO, JUIIb 4% HaCUIb-
CTBEHHBIX TPECTYIUICHHI COBEpIIaeTCs MyleBHOOOIBHBIMU. HeobxommumocTh
TEPIUMOT0 OTHOUICHHSI K JIOJSM C IMICUXUYECKUMHU 3a00JIeBaHUSIMU UMEET MEePBO-
CTCIICHHOC 3HAYCHUEC OJId UX UMHTCTpPALlUA B O6HI€CTBO. Ho HOI[O6HOI>1 HUHTCrpanmuun
HE MPOUCXOIUT U3-3a aMOMBaneHTHOCTH CTPYKTYyphl CII o GonbHBIX. DTa amMOu-
BaJICHTHOCTh MOJANUTHIBaeTCs AucKypcoM CMM, KoTopbIMU Haca)kJaeTcsi CTpax u
HEJIOBEpUE B OTHOILIEHUHM IyNIEBHOOONBHBIX. TakuM oOpa3om, B oOOIIecTBe
HaOII0JAaeTCsl TMPOTUBOPEYUE MEXKAY HEOOXOIUMOCTBIO OBITh TEPIUMBIM K
«MHBIM» CBOMM YJIEHAM U CYIIECTBYIOUIMMH OMACEHUSIMHU B aJpec MyIIeBHOOOb-
HBIX. B CBsI3M ¢ 3THM 0c000€ 3HaUeHUE PUOOPETAET MPOCBETUTEIBCKAS ICATENb-
HOCTh M MPOABM)KEHUE LIEHHOCTEW T'yMaHW3Ma U TEPNUMOCTH, 4eMy OyAyT CIo-
coOCTBOBaTh Pe3yJIbTaThl JAHHOTO MCCIEAOBAHUS, HAIPUMED, IIPU CO3/IaHUU pea-
OMIUTAIIMOHHBIX MPOTPaMM Ui TyIIEBHOOONBHBIX M YIEHOB UX ceMeid, o0pa3o-
BaTCJIbHBIX IPOrpaMM 110 COIII/IaJ'II)HO-HCI/IXOJ'IOFPI‘I€CK017I p€a6I/IJ'II/ITaHI/II/I 0OJIbHBIX.
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Abstract. The present study is focused on the phenomenon of cognitive polyphasia in
the context of representations of mentally ill people by different groups of society. The authors
put at the forefront the problem of finding the conditions for the actualization of cognitive
polyphasia. The study was aimed at identifying manifestations of cognitive polyphasia in
the structure of social representations (SRs) of the mentally ill in the groups of Orthodox re-
spondents and non-believers. The sample consisted of Orthodox Christians: N = 114 (49 males
and 65 females) and non-believers: N = 113 (76 males and 37 females) in the age ranges 18-23,
40-45 and 60-65 years, permanently residing in Moscow. The survey of the respondents at
the main stage of the research was carried out using: (1) the authors’ questionnaire developed
on the basis of the results of the search stage and including 29 statements; (2) a scale of self-
assessed degree of religiosity; (3) a modified D. Feldes’ Psychological Distance Scale;
(4) a modified sentence completion method; (5) the Bubbles technique and (6) a question pool
for obtaining socio-demographic information. The results showed that the emotional compo-
nent of SRs of the mentally ill changed their modality depending on the survey methods used.
When the respondents evaluated the statements of the questionnaire, the core of SRs in both
groups contained elements that were extremely sympathetic towards the mentally ill,
and the statements revealing negative emotions (the possibility of contracting a mental illness
or the need to isolate these people from society) were on the periphery of their representa-
tions. At the same time, the data of the projective methods showed that the negative represen-
tation background (as compared to the positive one) in relation to mentally ill people signifi-
cantly predominated among both believers and non-believers. The negative representation of
the mentally i1l is most pronounced in the group of non-believers and reaches the highest rates
in the group of 60-65-year-old respondents. We regard such ambivalence as a manifestation
of cognitive polyphasia and, in particular, its variety, i.e., selective prevalence.

Key words: social representations, cognitive polyphasia, the mentally ill, large groups
of society, Orthodox Christians, non-believers
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Abstract. The Jihadi-salafist doctrine which is at the Islamist terrorism origin that
affects several countries since the emergence of 4/ Qaeda in the late 80's, gave birth to the
“Islamic State of Iraq and Sham/Levant” (ISIS/ISIL)! established as a “Caliphate” in 2014.
Despite the ISIS official military defeat in 2019, the Jihadi-Salafist current — whose history
goes back a long way, is currently behind a number of attacks whether collective or indi-
vidual, claimed by known organizations or committed in isolation. In our perspective,
we try to apprehend the attraction power of the Jihadi narrative issue taking the Theory of
Social Representations as a paradigmatic framework. This implies that we don’t consider
the Jihadi current membership as the manifestation of a deviation from normality or opti-
mal rationality, but as the expression of a certain common sense “resonance”. More precise-
ly, and taking the case of the Tunisian context, the success of the Jihadi narrative is ex-
plained by its effectiveness as an interpretive grid and as a guide for action, making it pos-
sible to “re-anchor” a reality lacking in meaning. This hypothesis of a “re-anchoring” im-
plies that anchoring as described by Moscovici as one of the two processes at the origin of
the social representations formation (with the objectification process), could be not only as
a familiarization of the strange by inserting it in an already known pre-existing frame,
but by substituting to the frame itself, a new one, in order to be able to insert familiar ob-
jects which would have lost their sense precisely because of the old frame itself. This hy-
pothesis could offer a theoretical and heuristic perspective allowing the anchoring process
to be conceived as a circular and non-definitive process.

Key words: social representations theory, Djihadi-Salafism, anchoring process,
re-anchoring, Tunisia

Introduction

What is named from 2014, as the “Islamic State of Iraq and Sham/Levant”
(ISIS/ISIL) or DAESH (an acronym formed from the organization's Arabic desig-
nation?) refers to the main face of what is called the organized “global terrorism” af-
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! Terrorist organization banned in Russia.
20 Eely
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ter A/ Kaida had experienced a certain setback. The ISIS proto-State (proclai-
med as a “Caliphate”) has been characterized by a staged violence and by spec-
tacular attacks as mode of action but also as an argument for its propaganda.

Nowadays, even though ISIS has been militarily defeated, in 2019,
the political-islamist current that is at its base, stills manifest through attacks in
different regions in the world. According to statistics®, from the beginning of 2021
and if only the actions of organized groups are considered, it was responsible for
at least 11591 attacks worldwide and concerns the five most deadly organizations.
Many of the attacks are still carried out on behalf organized groups as Taliban,
Boko Haram, ISIS (as an idological current) or A/-Shabaab, but some others are
perpetrated “in the name of Islam” by isolated individuals who do not explicitly
belong to any organized Islamist network. They generally use rudimentary means,
often a bladed weapon and with cries of “Allah akbar” (Allah is the greatest).
Those attacks aren’t claimed by known organizations. According to Kepel (2021),
they are linked to “an atmosphere” of Jihadism (“au djihadisme d’atmosphere”).

The ISIS as a topical “Caliphate” and as a doctrinal current, appears as
the material and concrete place of what terrifies, of what creates disorder and of
what transgresses all known rules of what makes the modern Nation-States and
societies. Concerning the European countries, nor should we forget the role
played by a historical background dating back to the Crusades, and even further,
in the ISIS problem anchoring in a pre-existing imaginary, opposing “East” and
“West”, Islam and Christianity, “civilized” and “barbaric” world, imaginary
which caracterises the theses of authors as Huttington (1993, 1996) using the no-
tion of clash between the vague concept of opposed “civilizations”. In Muslim-
majority countries as Tunisia, Jihadism is officially presented as a deviation from
a “true” Islam, and the Jihadi doctrine as a sham. In short, whether in Europe
or in Muslim-majority countries (as Tunisia, Egypt, etc.), the problem of Islamist
terrorism is apprehended in the dominant discourses through a same reading grid:
that of a break with normality.

Scientific Approaches to the Phenomenon of Jihadi

This has led many scholars from different disciplines to focus on either what
characterizes Jihadi individuals or to examine what it is about Islam itself that
generates islamist violence. Thousands of studies have attempted to identify the
leading factors to the ISIS membership. There are at micro, meso and macro
levels of analysis, ranging from geostrategic to psychological, sociological or po-
litical science. At each of these levels, numerous factors interaction and combina-
tion contribute to the explanation of what is referred to as “violent extremism”
(Ranstorp, Hyllengren, 2013). This shows the phenomenon complexity and the
unresolved difficulty of reaching a solution that could prevent violent actions.

With regard to sociological studies, many of them aim explicitly or implicit-
ly to respond to the urgent need to prevent or counter current membership and re-
cruitment by seeking to identify the living conditions or the individual trajectories

3 Statista. (2021). Number of fatalities due to terrorist attacks worldwide in 2019, by responsible
terrorist group. Retrieved May 29, 2021, from https://www.statista.com/statistics/517683/ten-
most-violent-terrorist-groups-2015-by-number-of-attacks/
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role leading to violent action. However, identifying unambiguously decisive fac-
tors at the general level in the organization membership, seems to be a difficult
task. Neither the degree of poverty nor the education or the origin country religi-
osity level, are determining factors. According to a World Bank report (2016)%,
only the country's overall male unemployment rate seems to correlate with the re-
cruits number, while at the same time, and according to the same report, the majority
say they worked in a trade before joining the organization... According to the report,
another important finding is that recruits “are far from being uneducated or illiterate”.
69% of them report at least a secondary education, only 15% left school before high
school and less than 2% are illiterate. Concerning recruits from the Middle East,
North Africa and South and East Asia, “they are significantly more educated than in-
dividuals from their cohort in their region of origin. Most has attended secondary
school and a large fraction has gone on to study at university”. But what is even more
surprising is their initial relationship to the Islamic religion. With regard to the Mus-
lim religion knowledge, their own assessments of their knowledge of it, show low
levels of knowledge: only 4% consider that they have a confirmed religion
knowledge. The majority (53%) consider their knowledge “basic” and 20% consider
it at the “intermediate” level. In addition, the country religiosity degree is negatively
correlated with the ISIS recruits number. In conclusion, the report states that it is
the combination of the country's high unemployment rate and a high level of educa-
tion which has a high probability of leading to “radical” ideas.

From a psychosocial perspective which considers that the lay thinking is
a study object in itself, and more particularly in the Social Representations Theory
framework (Moscovici, 1961), we consider the Jihadi current attraction exerted
among certain individuals, taking into account the interactions between what the
Jjihadi narrative proposes and what their representations of the context in which
they evolve, echoes it.

But first of all, we must specify that the so-called “radical” ideas belong to
an Islam minority movement, namely Jihadi-Salafism (this shoud’nt be confused
with Salafism®, which can be only “activist” or “quietist”...) as it stands today
(Rougier, 2008), i.e. in a total social and political rupture logic with the Nation-
States model. This is probably the reason why the “Islamist political ideology” as
categorized by many social science authors, is generally described in reference
to the “radicalism” or “radicalization” concepts (as it was already the case for
the anarchist movement in the late 19th — early 20th century or of the far left actions
in the 1970s, in Europe) which Khosrokhavar describes as follows (2014. P. 8)
“the process by which an individual or group adopts a violent form of action, di-
rectly linked to an extremist ideology...” Jihadi-Salafism is characterized by,
among other things, being selective in the sacred references (i.e. the Koran and

* The World Bank. (2016). Economic and social inclusion to prevent violent extremism.
Retrieved November 26, 2018, from https://documents.worldbank.org/en/publication/documents-
reports/documentdetail/409591474983005625/economic-and-social-inclusion-to-prevent-violent-
extremism

5 The root of the word (“Salaf”’, "—lu"), means in Arabic “pious ancestors” or “predeces-
sors” (Rougier, 2008).
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hadiths®) and by the violence use as a mean of establishing the only legitimate po-
litical and social governance model in the eyes of the doctrine. It should be noted
however, that this is a trend whose history is not recent. It dates back to the 8-9th
century AD, i.e. Handbalism (Laoust, 1959; Charnay, 2008), one of the four lead-
ing jurisprudence ("<»") schools that form Sunni Muslim law, founded by 7bn-
Hanbal’ whose primary concern was to restore strict respect for the Koran and the
prophetic tradition (Nader, 1956), in the face of the emergence of new currents of
thinking (particularly that of Mu'tazilites® inspired by the Greek philosophy), and
to disqualify the interpretation of the sacred texts activities designated as “innova-
tion” ("4=x "), which is a pejorative concept in this context. In the 13th century,
Ibn-Taymiyya®, heir to Hambalism, took up the torch and criticized the rationalist
philosophers of the time — particularly /bn-Rochd (Averroes) — whom he consid-
ered heretics and as the “Aristotle religion” followers whose reference framework
is a “polytheistic thinking”; and; secondly, some rites forms that he describes as
“deviant”, such as Sufism'® (a mystic Islam current existing since the 9th centu-
ry)!! which, at that time, began to be organized (Guenon, 1973; Houtsma, Arnold,
Wensinck, 1913-1936), or the saints cult (Massignon, 1975/2010). Then, Abdel-
Wahhab (18th century) gave a new lease of life to the Jihadi-Salafism as in its
current form. He participated in the founding of a Salafist governance characte-
rized by a great rigorism, that of Saudi Arabia (Lage, 2006). From the doctrinal
point of view in relation to his predecessors, Abdel-Wahhab'? introduced the ex-
communication principle ("_sS3") and the idea according to which many of those
who believe they are Muslim are not true ones due to the “idols” they associate
with God ("4_4"). Therefore they are accused by him of polytheism, apostasy or
miscreance. They are literally “those who associate” ("0sS_<"), punishable by
the death penalty. In the 20th century, Qutb'® — a member of the early Egyptian
Muslim Brotherhood — by promulgating violent struggle as legitimate, even com-
pulsory political action against Arab nationalist and socialist regimes and the
“West”, in modern Jihadism (Carré, Seurat, 1983) was one of those who gave new
impetus to the modern Jihadism. At the organizational and active level, Azzam
at the 80’s, then since 2001, Bin Laden, founder of A/ Qaeda, Al-Zawahiri, and,
distinguishing themselves from the latter, Zarkawi and Al-Baghdadi (“Caliph” of
the ISIS) among others, are the main representatives of the Jihadi current (Bé-

¢ The Prophet Mohammed Words and facts compiled in reference works (six in number)
such as that of Al-Bukhart (9th century) known as “Sahih al-Bukhar?” ("s_)\52zaa") or as that of
Muslim (9th century) known as “Sahith Muslim” ("plas gusaa"). ..

" Ibn-Hanbal, A. (1895). “Musnad”. Bulaq.

8 Tenants of Mu tazilism, a Sunni Islam current probably founded by /bn-Ata in the 8th century.

% Ibn Taymiyya, A. (2007). “Al’Aqgida Al Wasitiyya”. Dar Al Muslim.

10 A mystical doctrine of Islam organized in brotherhoods (‘‘G_%"¢).

" Al-Hallaj (9th century) and Ibn-Arabi (13th century) were representatives of the movement.

12 Abdel-Wahhab.  Kitdb ut-tawhid. Retrieved October 28, 2018, from
http://bayt.al.hikma.free.fr/la_croyance/livre unicite.html

13 Qutb, S. (2002). In the Shade of the Qur'an (vol. 30). Retrieved October 20, 2018, from
https://www.kalamullah.com/shade-of-the-quran.html
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nichou, Khosrokhavar, Migaux 2015; Rogozinski, 2017). They have led to the Jihad
globalization while placing it in an apocalyptic perspective. At the same time,
a massive dissemination of Jihadi literature both that from the origins and that
more recent (in particular that of Al-Maqdissi, Abou Qatada, Abou Moussab...) at
the international level, developed through the new communication technologies
and the virtual social networks constituting extremely efficient vehicles for the Jihadi
ideas (Khosrokhavar, 2014).

Since the first work on “Jihadi terrorism” that could be traced back to
Etienne (1987), the thinking of "political Islamism" in which Jihadi-Salafism is
classified, has been decoded, often by applying an analysis in terms of ideology,
by making use of a predefined conceptual framework that in social psychology
refers to general, non-specific mental processes. According to Maher (2017),
Jihadi-Salafism is a political-religious ideology built around five principles: jihad'*
(which literally means “effort” in Arabic and which refers in Salafist-Jihadist doc-
trine to the obligation to armed struggle), the oneness of God'’, the excommunica-
tion'®, the covenant and disavowal'’ (broadly referring to the idea that a Muslim
would only be a Muslim if he disavows non-Muslims), and absolute divine sove-
reignty (which refers to what Salafist literature more precisely refers to in Arabic,
literally, as the "unification of the sovereignty"'®).

In social psychology, the definition of the ideology notion is not without
some difficulties. Those given, are often equivocal, non-operational and question-
able (Roussiau, Bonardi, 2001). The notion refers to the idea of a particular socio-
cognitive system or functioning of “self-explanation” and “self-legitimization”
(Deconchy, 1989. P. 242). In Deconchy's terms (2000. P. 118), it is a “specific
cognitive posture”. According to this author (1989, 1999), it is a coherent system
of reality explanations and representations, based on a conviction among its sup-
porters of the veracity of its content considered as “true”, without any “rational”
verification. It “is as a natural perceiving and explaining framework for events,
that is, as realism... Hence the concept of epistemo-ideology” (Camus, 2004).
It is characterized by making the product of contingencies, as an historical and
logical necessity (Deconchy, 1999. P. 119). Within this conceptual framework,
the ideological explanation system is considered as opposed to an optimal thin-
king system whose prototypical form would be the scientific verification. This con-
ceptual framework — like any theoretical framework — is not exempt from implica-
tions: first, the contents of ideologies are studied only as particularisms; and sec-
ond, the ideology notion refers to an unusual functioning. It is associated with
the orthodoxy notion which according to Deconchy (1971. P. 35), characterizes
an individual who “accepts, and even asks, that his thinking, language and beha-
viour being regulated by the ideological group to which he belongs and in particu-
lar by the group power apparatuses”. Generally, the adherence to Jihadi-Salafist
doctrine is implicitly interpreted as a sort of “madness”, an abnormality, often
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signified by being “out of the ordinary”. This idea is clearly expressed through
certain definitions of Islamist “radicalism”, such as Bernier's (2016), according to
which it is an “unusual way” expression, and may eventually lead to the use of
“non-ordinary means”. The phenomenon analyzes are generally based on two pos-
tulates: that of a clear rupture between an “erroneous” information processing
versus a valid one, an individual rationality versus a collective irrationality,
an optimal cognitive functioning versus a biased one; and a more specific and im-
plicit one (even among social sciences scholars) of a clear limit between a sup-
posed Muslim “ordinary”, “moderate”, “reasonably religious” common sense, and
a “radicalized” way of thinking. The first postulate, an epistemic one, refers to
a “preliminary and fixed conception of what thinking should be” as expressed by
Moscovici (2013. P. 227), i.e. the idea of a norm, that of a “normality” of thin-
king versus a biased one. These are the presuppositions of a dominant cognitivism
in social psychology, undermined by the social thinking paradigm as initiated by
Moscovici (1961, 1976). By introducing common sense knowledge as a legitimate
scientific object in the social sciences, he reintroduces the reflective and symbolic
dimension of human social behavior (Greenwood, 2004, cited by Kalampalikis,
2013. P. 9). The paradigm has also a far-reaching epistemological implication:
rationality is no longer the prerogative of the individual or the scientific thinking;
and it is no longer defined according to the veracity criteria according to an objec-
tive reality. By taking up the legacy of Durkheim and Levy-Bruhl who questioned
the dichotomy made between the modern societies rationality and the “primitive”
societies irrationality, Moscovici (2013. P. 46) affirms that “all that is rational is
social and all that is social is rational”. He refers to “the rationality of popular
knowledge”. He stipulates that social thinking would have its own rationality
whose logic derives from the social situations and which is generated by the social
relations constraints (1961; 1976). It is based on the collective construct of mean-
ings need, in order to act. In this perspective, Jihadi way of thinking can be inter-
preted as a certain “knowledge mode” expression that is contextually determined.
It is an “evaluative knowledge” Beauvois (1984) that makes sense in the eyes of
its members. But before continuing, we should specify that what is expressed here
is a purely epistemological posture which must not be interpreted as a legitimizing
attempt of the Jihadi actions nor the doctrine. What is proposed here is only to
consider this thinking form from its own logic taken in a phenomenological way
and in relation to the particular contexts of its diffusion, in the hope of better un-
derstanding the dynamics of the actions it claims. Given the difficulty of defining
a typical profile! of the violent Jihadi ready to carry out an attack, it is,
in our opinion, towards the Jihadi thinking internal elements and their echoe with
the context, which we must look to find a way of explanation. It is on the basis of
these proposals that we have sought to understand the tremendous attraction and
fascination power the Jikadi thinking exerts on its supporters. As an illustration of
its powerful attraction, a United-Nations experts report?® notes that until August

19°A report title (137 nuances of terrorism, Hecker, 2018) itself, express the impasse by focu-
sing exclusively on what makes individuals and their unique trajectories joining the Jikadi movement.

20 Report submitted to the United Nations Security Council on 23 August 2018. Retrieved
September 26, 2018, from https://documents-dds-ny.un.org/doc/UNDOC/GEN/N18/261/77/pdf
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2018, between 20,000 and 30,000 Jihadis were still fighting in the ISIS ranks
despite the military setbacks it was undergoing. In addition, there are 3000 to
4000 fighters in Libya, as well as those in Southeast Asia and West Africa.
In the Tunisian context which is of particular interest to us, Tunisia has counted
between 2011 (year of the fall of the dictatorship of Ben Ali) and 2018, around
3000 jihadist fighters in Iraq, Libya and Syria, which is proportionally important
considering the 11 million inhabitants, according to the National Commission for
Combating Terrorism (coted by International Crisis Group, 2013%!, 202122). Cur-
rently, about 300 Tunisians still fighting. In addition, Tunisian fellows committed
four attacks in France and Germany in 2016 and 2021.

The Theory of Social Representations as a paradigmatic framework
for the Jihadi narrative analysis

We consider that the internal Jihadi “rationality” and consistency would have
a reality structuring power among those who adhere to it. Thus, in the same way
as an idea formulated by Crettiez (2011), the assumption underlying our reflection
is that of a “resonance” (Snow, Benford, 1988) of the Jihadi narrative as it cur-
rently circulates, with a loss of meaning of the key notions that underlie the col-
lective life in a “modern” Nation-State among the lay thinking in Tunisia as for-
mulated by Ben Alaya (2013). This meaning loss would be the result of the dicta-
torship several decades of Ben Ali’s regime during which the notions of human
rights were used to promote an idyllic image of the country, while the authorities
practiced a violent repression. Since the fall of the regime in 2011. Succeeded an
important social, economic and political crisis and a large part of the Tunisian
State authorities have lost much of their credibility and the confidence of the pop-
ulation due to a disappointment of expectations regarding the restoration of
the rule of law (Ben Alaya, 2015). This is accompanied by a very strong sense of
injustice, humiliation and lack of recognition among young people (Melliti,
Moussa, 2018; Ben Alaya, 2015, Ben Alaya, Ben Ismail, Hanine, 2020). More
importantly, Ben Alaya's work shows that young Tunisians from different back-
grounds, manifest a pragmatic paradox experience in the sense of the Palo Alto
systemic theory of (c. f. Bateson, 1995; Winkin, 1981) due to recurring double-
bind situations in which they face concrete interactions and experiences that total-
ly invalidate the explicit official narratives about democracy, institutions, justice,
equality and human rights. The only issue that remains in a such context is to deny
the reality to which the dominant thinking categories refers. This category thin-
king system is considered by young people as principles that are “imported from
Europe”. In other words, there is a meaning loss of the rule of law notions that are
disabled by concrete experience. It is, in our opinion, in the context of this loss
that the Jihadi narrative imposes its own thinking framework or reading grid.

2! International Crisis Group. (2013). Tunisia: Violence and the Salafi Challenge. Retrieved
June 7, 2021, from https://www.crisisgroup.org/middle-east-north-africa/north-africa/tunisia/tunisia-
violence-and-salafi-challenge

22 International Crisis Group. (2021). Jihadism in Tunisia: A Receding Threat? Retrieved
June 7, 2021, from https://www.crisisgroup.org/middle-east-north-africa/north-africa/tunisia/jihadisme-en-
tunisie-eviter-la-recrudescence-des-violences
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To formalize this, we use the description of one of the Social Representations
formation processes as described by Moscovici (1961; 1976): the Anchoring. This
recourse seems adequate as a social representation is formed facing an “ordinary
experience rupture (which) triggers meanings and explanations search of what
strikes us as strange and disturbing” (Moscovici, 2013. P. 109). However, it should
be noted that in our approach, the anchoring process should concern a “familiar”
object that has become “unfamiliar”; Or more precisely, it should concern what
we thought being familiar and which surprises us for not being in adequacy with
the social interactions reality. It is as if the referents, once anchored in a “moder-
nist” reference framework, had lost their meaning because the framework itself
had become a source of ambiguity and strangeness. In contrast to the anchoring
process as usually described, there would be the adoption of a new framework for
“re-anchoring” the objects that we thought were known and that they have fallen
into the strangeness. The anchoring as defined by Moscivici (1961) is the process
by which pre-existing frameworks of thought are implemented to apprehend nov-
elty. Except that in our concern, the objects are already known and it is the frame
that is new. It would be the substitution of one framework by another to reinter-
pret in a new way, the already existing objects. The aim of anchoring in this case
would not be familiarizing strangeness, but resolving a paradox, re-familiarizing
the “known” that is no longer familiar (which would be in concordance with
Kruglansky and Webster's theory (1996; 1994) of intolerance towards ambiguity
among extremists).

The hypothesis of a re-anchorage process implies that anchoring could be
circular, and could lead to a first period of characterization of the object.
The stigmatization of once-familiar “non-Muslims” in Jihadism could be one of
the origins of this demotion into “being to be killed”. To explain the power of this
imperative to annihilate this “stranger” who is the “miscreant”, “associator to
God” or “heretic”, we can take up the notion of stigmatic anchoring formulated by
Moscovici (2002) who notes: “...his presence [the stranger] is felt... as a disorder
that one cannot ignore. The deficiency we feel is the deficiency of a common world.
More specifically, a loss of familiarity or coherence in the way of being in
the group. This is why the awareness of this loss is an existential problem that af-
fects the whole person” (p. 23).

In view of the above, Jihadi thinking would find its place in contexts where
none of the categorization systems in place among collectives has the power to
integrate key objects that govern the “living together”. Alongside the fundamental
texts of Jihadi-Salafist narrative as it currently circulates, responds in the long
term to the need to give a new meaning to the experienced problems, while offer-
ing keys to exit, presented as effective and definitive. For the “injustices” and “in-
equalities” imposed by “a State that favors only the rich” (Ben Alaya, Ben Ismail,
Hanine, 2020), it substitutes a divine, supra-human right, the just and equitable
nature of which constitutes its very essence concretized by the law of retaliation®.
To the “contempt” shown by “the rich classes” for the “poor classes” (Ben Alaya,
Ben Smail, Hanine, 2020), it imposes a hierarchy based on loyalty to God and
where each person can, by his own faith and conduct (in other words by his own

23 "U"] gn
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means), reach the highest ranks. To a difficulty in projecting oneself into the fu-
ture, he offers an infinite perspective of eternity through a very elaborate eschato-
logical vision and apocalyptic narrative. To the feeling of helplessness in the face
of difficult events and living conditions, he invites the individual to play an active
role not only in his own life, but also in an epic progression of the world and in
the inevitable destiny of the divine will. In a few words, Jihadi thinking restores
in the individual in search of meaning, through his participation in a community
of elected representatives (that of the “true” Muslims)**, a self-glorious image and
a power, which one believes distorted by the failing law of men.

Conclusion

It is by taking into consideration the meanings conveyed by the Jihadi nar-
rative, in correspondence with those existing (or vacant) among the common
sense and in a particular context, that the influence of the Jihadi thinking can be
understood. The implications are multiple. First, an exploration of common sense
thinking as a whole, i.e. extended to a non-Jikadi population, seems useful,
if not essential, to understand the possible relevance of the doctrine to individuals.
Secondly, it means that explicit adherence to Jihadi thinking would not be in total
rupture with the “ordinary” collective social representations, but in a resonance
relationship. Another point should be raised. It is to “ordinary” aspirations that
Jihadi thinking claims to respond. “justice”, “equality”, “equity”, “respect”...
are values to which explicit reference is made by the Jikadi propaganda. Putting
the analyzes made in a radical opposition framework with the “ordinary” refer-
ents, could be a dead end. Nevertheless, it should be noted that in Salafist doctrine
in general, the source of these values and the means to implement them, are con-
sidered as external to the social and to the human and are therefore considered as
absolutely infallible excluding any dialectic.

References

Bateson, G. (1995). Vers une écologie de l'esprit (Vols. I et 11). Paris: Points.

Beauvois, J.L. (1989). La psychologie quotidienne. Paris: Presses Universitaires de France.

Ben Alaya, D. (2013). The Tunisian revolution. An object under construction. Papers on
Social Representations, 22,2.1-2.19.

Ben Alaya, D. (2015). Jeunes et problemes de société-Etude de base 2. Tunis: The National
Youth Observatory & Canada: The International Development Research Centre (Canada).

Ben Alaya, D., Ben Ismail, R., & Hanine, M. (2020). Pensée sociale et extrémisme violent: réson-
nances et résistances, Report, Tunis: The Tunisian Forum for Social and Economic Develop-
ment. Retrieved March 18, 2021, from https://www.ftdes.net/rapports/extremisme. fr.pdf

Bénichou, D., Khosrokhavar, F., & Migaux, P. (2015). Le jihadisme: Le comprendre pour
mieux le combattre. Paris: Plon.

Bernier, G. (2016). Radicalisme. Dichotomie entre croyance et tolérance. Paris: L’Harmattan.

Bruno Etienne, B. (1987). L'islamisme radical. The Muslim West and the Mediterranean Revew,
44, 150-151.

Camus, O. (2004). L'épistémo-idéologie libérale. Normes sociales et processus cognitif. SACO
& MSHS Proceedings (pp. 23-26). Poitiers: Poitiers University.

24 The "Umma" (na_;\“n).

MHOI'OOBPA3UE IMTPOSBJIEHUS COLIMAJIBHBIX TTPEJICTABJIEHUI 371



Ben Alaya D. 2021. RUDN Journal of Psychology and Pedagogics, 18(2), 363-374

Carré, O., & Seurat, M. (1983). Les Freres musulmans (1928—1982). Paris: L’Harmattan.

Charnay, J.P. (2008). Esprit du droit musulman. Paris: Dalloz.

Crettiez, X. (2011a). High risk activism. Essai sur le processus de radicalisation (premicre
partie). Péle Sud, (1), 45-60. https://doi.org/10.3917/psud.034.0045

Crettiez, X. (2011b). High risk activism. Essai sur le processus de radicalisation. Péle Sud,
(2), 97-110. https://doi.org/10.3917/psud.034.0045

Deconchy, J.-P. (1971). L'orthodoxie religieuse. Paris: Ouvriéres Editions.

Deconchy, J.P. (1989). Psychologie sociale. Croyances et idéologies. Paris: Méridien Kincksiek.

Deconchy, J.P. (1999). Psychologie sociale des processus idéologiques. In J.L. Beauvois,
N. Dubois, & W. Doise (Eds.), La construction sociale de la personne (vol. 4, pp. 113—128).
Grenoble: Grenoble University Press.

Deconchy, J.-P. (2000). Les processus idéologiques. In N. Roussiau (Ed.), Psychologie sociale
(pp. 113-120). Paris: Press Editions.

El Karoui, H., & Hodayé, B. (2021). Les militants du djihad. Portrait d 'une generation. Paris:
Fayard.

Greenwood, J.-D. (2004). The Disappearance of the social in the American social psycholo-
gy. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Guenon, R. (1973). Apercus sur l'ésotérisme islamique et le taoisme (vol. 182). Paris: Gallimard.

Hecker, M. (2018). Jihadistes in France face a la justice justice. IFRI studies, Strategic Focus, 79.

Houtsma, M.Th., Arnold, T.W., & Wensinck, A.J. (1913-1936). “Tasawwuf *“. In Brill's First
Encyclopaedia of Islam (vol. VIII, pp. 681-682). Leiden: Brill.

Huttington, S. (1993). The clash of civilizations? Foreign Affairs, 72(3), 22—49.

Huttington, S. (1996). The Clash of Civilizations and the Remaking of World Order. NY:
Simon & Schuster.

International Crisis Group (2013). Tunisie: Violences et défis salafistes, n° 137, Middle East
& North Africa. Retrived June 7, 2021, from https://d2071andvipOwj.cloudfront.net/tunisia-
violence-and-the-salafi-challenge-french.pdf

Kalampalikis, N. (2013). Foreword. In S. Moscovici (Ed.), Le scandale de la pensée sociale
(pp. 7-18). Paris: Ecole des Hautes Etudes en Sciences Sociales.

Kepel, G. (2021). Le prophete et la pandémie. Du Moyen-Orient au djihadisme d’atmosphere.
Paris: Gallimard.

Khosrokhavar, F. (2014). Radicalisation. Paris: Maison des Sciences de I’Homme Editions.

Kruglanski, A.W., & Webster, D.M. (1996). Motivated closing of the mind: “Seizing” and
“freezing”. Psychological Review, 103, 263-283.

Lage, O. de. (2006). Géopolitique de I'Arabie Saoudite. Complexe.

Laoust, H. (1959). Le Hanbalisme sous le califat de Bagdad. Revue Des Etudes Islamiques,
27,67-128.

Mabher, S. (2016). Salafi-Jihadism, the history of an idea. London: Hurst & Company.

Massignon, L. (1975; 2010). La Passion de Halldj. Paris: Gallimard.

Melliti, 1., & Moussa, H. (2018). Quand les jeunes parlent d’injustice. Paris: L’Harmattan.

Moscovici, S. (1961; 1976). La psychanalyse, son image et son public. Paris: France University Press.

Moscovici, S. (2002). Pensée stigmatique et pensée symbolique. Deux formes élémentaires de
la pensée sociale. In C. Garnier (Ed.), Les formes de la pensée sociale (pp. 21-44).
Paris: Presses Universitaires de France.

Moscovici, S. (2013). Le scandale de la pensée sociale. Paris: Ecole des Hautes Etudes en
Sciences Sociales Editions.

Nader, A.N. (1956). Le Systeme Philosophique des Mu'tazila (Premiers Penseurs de ['Islam).
Beyrouth: Les Lettres Orientales.

Ranstorp, M., & Hyllengren, P. (2013). Forebyggande av vdldsbejakande extremism I tred-
jeland. Stockholm: Swedish Defence College.

Rogozinski, J. (2017). Djihadisme: le retour du sacrifice. Bilbao: Desclée de Brouwer.

372 THE DIFFERENTIATED EXPRESSION OF SOCIAL REPRESENTATIONS



ben Anaiisa /] Becthuk PYJIH. Cepus: Ilcuxonorus u neparoruxa. 2021. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 363-374

Rougier, B. (2008). Qu est-ce que le salafisme. Paris: France University Press.

Rougier, B. (2021). Les territoires concquis de I’islamisme. Paris: France University Press.

Roussiau, N., & Bonardi, C. (2001). Les représentations sociales: état des lieux et perspec-
tives. Auderghem: Mardaga Editions.

Snow, D.A., & Benford, R.D. (1988). Ideology, frame resonance, and participant mobiliza-
tion. International Social Movement Research, 1(1), 197-217.

Webster, D.M., & Kruglanski, A.W. (1994). Individual differences in need for cognitive clo-
sure. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 67, 1049—1062.

Winkin, Y. (1981). La nouvelle communication. Paris: Points.

Article history:
Received: 3 April 2021
Revised: 10 May 2020
Accepted: 20 May 2021

For citation:

Ben Alaya, D. (2021). The Jihadi current and the lay thinking: A “re-anchorage”
process hypothesis. RUDN Journal of Psychology and Pedagogics, 18(2), 363-373.
http://dx.doi.org/10.22363/2313-1683-2021-18-2-363-374

Bio note:

Dorra Ben Alaya, Ph.D in Social Psychology, is currently a social psychology lecturer at
the Higher Institute of Human Sciences of Tunis, Tunis El Manar University (Tunis, Tu-
nisia). Her researches are part of the Social Thinking current. As such, she is a member of
the Serge Moscovici Worldwide Network (REMOSCO, Maison des Sciences de I’Homme,
Paris). She has been for many years conducting research in the Tunisian context, with the aim
of understanding the collective socio-cognitive logics underlying the “living together”
foundations, discrimination or violent extremism. E-mail: d.benalaya@gmail.com

DOI 10.22363/2313-1683-2021-18-2-363-374
TeopeTunyeckada ctaTbs

Dxnxagn3am n o6bliaeHHOE MbILUJIeHne:
rmnoTesa npouecca “noBTOpHOro skopeHmna”

J1. ben Anaiist

Tynucckuit yauBepcuteT Dnb-MaHnap,
Tynucckas Pecnybnuka, 1068, Tynuc, yr. Rommana, 0. 94

P« d.benalaya@gmail.com

AnnoTanus. J[OKTprUHA DKUXAAUCTOB-cANa(UTOB, JISKAIIAs B OCHOBE HCIAMUCTCKOTO
TeppoOpU3Ma, MOPA3UBIIET0 HECKOJILKO CTPaH ¢ MOMeHTa nosiieHus: Anb-Kanp! B koHne 1980-x
ronoB, nana Hagano «Mcmamckomy rocymapetBy Mpaka u Jlepanray (UTUJI/MI?), cozmanHOMY
kak «xanmgat» B 2014 roay. HecMoTps Ha opunmansHoe BoeHHoe nopaxenune UI'MJT B 2019
roJy, JKUXaAUCTCKO-caJapUTCKOe TeUeHUE, UCTOPHSI KOTOPOIO YXOIUT KOPHSAMHU B JAJIEKOE
MPOILIOE, B HACTOSAIIEE BPEMS CTOUT 3a PSIJIOM aTak, OTBETCTBEHHOCTh 32 KOTOPBIE B3sUTH Op-
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raHu3alyy WM OJUHOYHBIE UCTIOJIHUTENHU, U pa3BUBaeTca B HampaBieHuu toro, uro K. Ke-
el Ha3bIBaeT «aTMocdepoit Kuxaan3May. B ucciaeqoBaHuM NpEeAIpHHATA MOMBITKA 00BsIC-
HUTb, NOYEMY [DKMXAJAUCTCKUI HappaTHUB HAXOIUT CBOMX CTOPOHHHUKOB, B35B 3a Hapajiur-
MaJbHYIO OCHOBY TE€OPHIO COLMaNbHBIX mpeacraBieHuil C. MockoBucu. Jpyrumu cioBamu,
MPUHAIEAKHOCTD K [DKUXAIUCTCKOMY TCUCHHIO PACCMATPUBACTCS HE KaK MPOSBICHUE OTKIIO-
HEHUS OT HOPMAJIbHOCTH WM ONTHUMAJIBHOM PAllMOHANBHOCTH, HO KaK BBIPAKEHUE OIpere-
JICHHOTO «pe30HaHcay» 31paBoro cmbicna (B monnMmanuu /1. CHoy u P. berdopza). Ecau 06-
paTtuThes K KOHTEKCTy TyHuca, TO yCHeX JAXKUXaJUCTCKOTrO HappaTuBa OOBSCHSIETCS BO3MOX-
HOCTBIO €TO HCIONb30BaHMS B KaueCTBE MHTEPIPETAIMOHHONW CETKH M PYKOBOJCTBA K JEii-
CTBHIO, YTO II03BOJISIET «IIOBTOPHO 3asIKOPUTh» PEAIbHOCTD, JIMIIEHHYIO cMblcia. [Ipeanarae-
Masi THIIOTe3a O «TIOBTOPHOM SIKOPEHUU» (re-anchoring) MOApa3syMeBaeT, 4To SIKOpeHUeE (an-
choring), onncanHoe MOCKOBHCH KaK OIMH U3 JIBYX IMPOILECCOB, JICKAIIUX B OCHOBE (POPMHU-
POBaHUsSI COIMAIBHBIX MPEACTABICHUN (HApsIy C MPOIECCOM OOBEKTHBAIIMM) O YEM-TO HO-
BOM, CTPaHHOM, HE3HAKOMOM, MOXXET MPOUCXOANTH HE TOJBKO IIyTEM BBEIEHHUS HOBOTO 00b-
€KTa B YK€ M3BECTHYIO, PaHEe CYIIECTBOBABIIYIO «PAMKY», HO U KaK 3aMEHa CaMOH «PaMKW» Ha
HOBYI0. B CBOIO OUepens, 3TO MO3BONSET MOMECTUTH 3HAKOMBIE OOBEKTHI, YTPATUBIINE CBOH
CMBICJI KIMEHHO U3-3a CTapod «paMKu», B HOBYIO. BriCka3aHHas TUIOTE3a MOXKET MPEATIOKHUTD
TEOPETUUYECKYI0O M 3BPUCTUYECKYIO MEPCIEKTUBY, MO3BOJIONIYI0 MPEACTaBUTh MpoIecc
«IKOPEHHs» KaK HUKINIECKUI 1 HeOoNpeAeJICHHBIN Ipoliecce.
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Abstract. Twenty years ago, Guimelli and Deschamps (2000) hypothesised the exis-
tence of the mute zone of social representations. According to the authors, certain parts of
the social representations of objects, described as “sensitive”, were not expressed under nor-
mal survey conditions. This fundamental question was curiously addressed very late in litera-
ture on social representations, but has been having significant success within the community
of researchers working in this field since then. This seminal work, which offered a methodo-
logical perspective capable of highlighting such unspoken facts, paved the way for studies
that proposed several theoretical interpretations and new techniques for exploring this ‘mute
zone’. The challenge was twofold: to identify the processes involved and to invent the appro-
priate tools to express the counter-normative contents potentially attached to certain objects of
representation. This article proposes to take stock of these 20 years of research and to antici-
pate new avenues oriented on the one hand on the study of the socio-cognitive processes in-
volved in the mute zone phenomenon, and on the other hand on the proposal of new theoreti-
cal and methodological articulations with other concepts dealing with similar issues.

Key words: mute zone, social representations, (un)masking, social comparison, beha-
viour, power, methodology

Introduction

Would you always tell anyone what you really think about anything?
Of course not — that is why this question has been widely debated in the Humani-
ties and Social Sciences, as it questions the validity of the answers collected when
human individuals are asked about their opinions on certain objects. It mainly co-
vers three facets: the first relates to the ‘always’ and refers to the effects of
the context in which the answers are obtained (for example, the differences be-
tween a situation of anonymity and a situation of visibility). The second (the ‘an-
yone’) concerns the interviewer's influence on the person they are interviewing,
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such as status, gender or ethnicity. The third (the ‘anything”) refers to the effect of
the object about which opinions are sought, with some objects being more ‘sensi-
tive’ than others regarding the norms and values that are attached to those. In ad-
dition to the theoretical issues involved, they also question researchers regarding
the need to develop collection techniques that can best approximate the ‘true’
opinions of the respondents.

In social psychology, these questions have been at the heart of the study of
stereotypes and prejudices. Several methodological options have been considered
in this context in order to get individuals to express attitudes that cannot be ex-
pressed in usual conditions of collection: indirect measures (Fazio et al., 1986),
the bogus pipeline technique (Jones, Sigall, 1971), the randomised response tech-
nique (Warner, 1965; Himmelfarb, Lickteig, 1982), the experimenter effect tech-
nique (Anderson, Silver, Abramson, 1988; Campbell, 1981; Davis, 1997; Fazio et
al., 1995); Finkel, Guterbock, Borg, 1991; Gilbert, Hixon, 1991; Schuman, Con-
verse, 1971; Stangor et al., 2002; Sudman, Bradburn, 1974) or implicit measures
(Fazio, Olson, 2003), the most famous of which is the Implicit Association Test
(IAT; Greenwald, Banaji, 1995). A synthesis about these aspects has been propo-
sed by Albarracin, Johnson and Zanna (2005). It is only recently that research
dealing specifically with social representations has found interest in this question
through the study of what Guimelli and Deschamps (Deschamps, Guimelli, 2002,
2004) referred to as the ‘mute zone’ of social representations. This term refers to
the idea that several elements of the representational field could be ‘masked’ by
individuals with regards to certain objects, and thus made mute as they are not
expressed in a usual context of collection of opinions. This phenomenon had al-
ready been observed by Moscovici (1961) in his seminal research on the represen-
tation of psychoanalysis: some of the elements of psychoanalytic theory were not
mentioned by individuals. This was notably the case for the notion of ‘libido’.
According to the author, this absence was explained by the action of an ambient
value system marked by prohibitions concerning sexuality. In the same sense,
Jodelet (1989) had noticed that certain dimensions of the representation of mental
illness, related to the belief in its contagiousness, were not always verbalised by
individuals. According to the author, this was due to their archaic and anxiety-
provoking character. These examples suggest that if social representations are
globally constructed in conformity with the norms and values of social groups,
they can also sometimes integrate beliefs contrary to these norms and values,
which then become verbally hidden by individuals.

Therefore, with Guimelli and Deschamps, we can hypothesise that by redu-
cing the normative pressure to which the subjects questioned about psychoanaly-
sis or mental illness were subjected, they could have expressed this type of belief.
Several methods were imagined to lift this normative pressure.

Methodological approaches

Three types of procedures have been considered in order to lead individuals
to ‘unmask’ some of their opinions regarding ‘sensitive’ objects: manipulation of
the public vs. private context of responses, normative decontextualization and sub-
stitution technique.
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Private and public context

The manipulation of a context of expression that is anonymous and private
or, on the contrary, visible and public, has been used for a long time outside the re-
search on social representations (e.g., Klein et al., 2003; Klein, Livingston, Snyder,
2005), but it has also been applied to objects that are closely related to the ques-
tions addressed by the work on the mute zone. The aim of manipulating the pri-
vate versus public context is indeed to cause inhibition or, on the contrary, to fa-
cilitate the expression of socially undesirable content (Piermattéo et al., 2014).
In this regard, one can highlight the work done on the expression of prejudice against
African-Americans (Stangor et al., 2002), or the work done on whether or not to
report driving behaviour under the influence of alcohol (Lajunen, Summala, 2003).
From this perspective, the differences highlighted between the private and public
contexts of expression reveal a strategy for managing self-impression (e.g., Goffman,
1959; Kuran, 1995; Lajunen, Summala, 2003). Thus, following the example of
research conducted by Hidalgo (2012), Lajunen and Summala (2003) and Stangor
et al. (2002), the work conducted by Piermattéo et al. (2014) confirms the rele-
vance of manipulating such a context in order to reveal counter-normative aspects
associated with the objects studied. These aspects are always expressed more in a
public context of expression than in a private context. Moreover, the results ob-
served by Piermattéo et al. (2014) prove to be quite consistent with those observed
by Guimelli and Deschamps (2000) concerning gypsies using another methodo-
logical option: the substitution technique.

The substitution technique

This method of exploration of the mute zone is inspired by the identification
paradigm initiated by Jellison and Green (1981). It consists of not soliciting the
expression of participants by their own name, but on behalf of someone else to
whom the participants are asked to substitute themselves in order to respond.
Thus, Guimelli and Deschamps (2000) show that individuals more frequently as-
sociate the terms ‘dirty’ and ‘thieves’ with Gypsies when they have to answer ‘as
the French would do in general’ than when they express themselves personally.
Similarly, the authors (Deschamps, Guimelli, 2004) show that participants are
more likely to agree with the idea that ‘insecurity’ is linked to the suburbs, young
people and/or foreigners, when they express themselves ‘as the French/Swiss
would do in general’ (two populations were interviewed in this study, one French
and the other Swiss), than when they are asked to respond on their own behalf.
This technique has been the subject of several researches involving very diverse
objects such as ‘the North Africans’ (Abric, 2003), ‘the Muslims’ (Flament, Guimelli,
Abric, 2006), ‘the working woman’ (Flament, Guimelli, Abric, 2006), or ‘alcohol’
(Lo Monaco et al., 2009). All confirm the patterns of results initially highlighted
by Guimelli and Deschamps (2000).

Normative decontextualisation

This method consists of manipulating the interviewer’s presentation (Abric,
2003). Flament et al. (2006) show that when individuals are led to express their
representation of ‘Islam’, they express more agreement with the idea that this reli-
gion goes against the democratic values of France when faced with an interviewer
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introducing herself with a French name (‘Céline’) than when faced with an inter-
viewer introducing herself with a name of Maghreb origin (‘Yamina’). At the same
time, individuals express their adherence to socially desirable beliefs when they
feel that it is useful, even if they do not necessarily subscribe to them. For exam-
ple, again in the study conducted by Flament et al. (2006), an individual shows
more agreement with the idea that Islam is a religion of tolerance when confronted
with an interviewer introduced as ‘Yamina’ than when confronted with an inter-
viewer introduced as ‘Céline’. This type of procedure therefore facilitates the ex-
pression of certain socially stigmatised opinions when individuals are faced with
the ‘right’ person, i.e. one who should not or hardly judge negatively the sender
for their opinions. This explains why it has been used in several searches invol-
ving various objects. Thus, with regards to the representation of alcohol, there are
clear differences between a situation where participants think they are responding
to the academic solicitation of a student versus an association for the prevention of
alcoholism among young people (Lo Monaco et al., 2009; Lo Monaco, Guimelli,
2011). In the same vein, responding to an interviewer belonging to the gypsy
community (versus the French community) very strongly attenuates the socio-
representational elements expressed with regards to Gypsies (Piermattéo et al., 2014).

The (de)legitimisation of counter-normative beliefs

Research conducted by Guimelli, Deschamps and Lo Monaco (2010) has
highlighted the relevance of using the legitimisation process (Kelman, 1958,
2001) to study the mute zone of social representations. This research is part of
the lawsuit brought against the weekly newspaper Charlie Hebdo regarding
the publication of Muhammad cartoons, initially published by the Danish daily
magazine Jylland Posten and taken up by the daily newspaper France Soir.
The authors predicted that the legitimacy of a judicial decision could make it pos-
sible to unmask certain counter-normative beliefs. Students were questioned about
the social representation of Muslims in two times: before and after the decision of
Justice, which relaxed the satirical weekly newspaper. The media immediately
seized the issue and celebrated the victory of freedom of expression. Thus, in France,
a wave of information approving such a decision surfaced.

As part of the study and following an inter-subject design, the authors asked
participants to complete a questionnaire using the substitution technique. Some of
the participants had to answer on their own behalf, under standard survey condi-
tions (‘normal’ instruction), while others had to answer the questionnaire as
the French in general (‘substitution’ instruction). Some of the participants were
interviewed prior to the Justice decision and release of the discharge, while some
were interviewed after the decision. During the second phase of data collection,
the authors also asked participants if they were aware of the Court’s decision.

In accordance with the hypotheses formulated by the authors, before the de-
cision of Justice and therefore at the first stage of the research, we observed
the results usually obtained through the manipulation of the instruction of expres-
sion. Indeed, when participants are under the ‘substitution’ instruction, they show
more agreement with the counter-normative aspects related to the social represen-
tations of Muslims (unmasking) than participants under the ‘normal’ instruction
(masking). However, after the announcement of the Court's decision and Charlie
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Hebdo's acquittal, the results reveal a cancellation of this difference, and therefore
show a convergence of responses towards an agreement with the counter-
normative aspects of representation. This result shows that the official position
taken by the courts leads to the legitimisation of the counter-normative beliefs of
representation and, consequently, their unmasking. It corresponds to the results
observed by Kelman in the spring of 1954 when he was pursuing his investiga-
tions on social influence in relation to the desegregation of public schools.

Further analysis of the data also showed that these results were even more
pronounced when they took into account the participants' awareness of the Court's
decision after the trial. In fact, only informed subjects express their agreement
with a counter-normative item, thus unmasking their beliefs in ‘normal’ instruc-
tions. These results are in favour of taking into account the institutional legitimi-
sation of beliefs within the framework of the study of the mute zone of social rep-
resentations.

While all of these studies demonstrate the existence of mute zones about
various representational fields, the question of the socio-cognitive processes in-
volved in this phenomenon has given rise to several hypotheses (Flament, Mil-
land, 2010).

Theoretical interpretations

For some authors (Abric, 2003; Guimelli, Deschamps, 2004; Flament, Mil-
land, 2010; Milland, Flament, 2010), the results observed in the paradigmatic
framework of the mute zone relate to the effect of normative pressure that repress-
es a socially proscribed discourse or encourages a socially prescribed discourse.
Substitution instruction, normative decontextualisation or private context would
make it possible to lift this normative pressure. In other words, expressing oneself
in the place of others, for example, would make it possible to reduce the level of
involvement of the individual who would find themselves somehow freed from
the weight of normative pressure. This would lead them to express more counter-
normative opinions and less pro-normative ones.

This interpretation is supported by several studies on ‘subtle or veiled rac-
ism’, whose expression is much less brutal than that of blatant racism (Pettigrew,
Meertens, 1995). In the same vein, Pérez and Mugny (1993) and several authors
around them (see Falomir-Pichastor et al., 2004), have developed a series of stu-
dies that explore, within the framework of social influence processes, the action of
a ‘non-discrimination norm’, which leads to self-censorship of xenophobic, racist,
homophobic, sexist and other stigmatising discourses. The substitution instruc-
tion, the decontextualisation or the private context would thus lift this interdictory
norm that weighs on the expression of one’s own answers.

However, an alternative explanation has been suggested by Flament and
Rouquette (2003) regarding the substitution instruction effect: the possible trans-
parency of a social representation. For the authors, the French participants know
what most French people think about Gypsies, Islam or the reasons for insecurity.
When they are asked to express themselves in the place of the French population,
they then try to show clear-sightedness. This is shown in a study well known in
the field of racist stereotypes. Devine (1989) used a scale designed to measure
prejudice against the African-American population (considered reliable, at least in
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the United States and at this time), and divided a group of students (Americans of
white ethnicity) according to their level of prejudice (strong or weak). She asked
all participants to write down their knowledge of cultural stereotypes about Afri-
can-Americans and not their personal beliefs: ‘How do you think people see black
people?” The answers show that, no matter how strong their prejudices are,
the stereotype is known to all subjects. This closely resembles the results observed
by Guimelli and Deschamps (2000) about gypsies: as a standard rule, the 26% of
subjects who declare themselves to be ‘thieves’ may be more xenophobic than
the others (although this form of questioning is not conceived to study racism).
But the substitute instruction, which is the exact equivalent of the one used by
Devine, reveals that 64% of respondents are aware of the stereotype that accuses
gypsies of being thieves.

The question of this transparency caused by the use of the substitution in-
struction has been tested experimentally by Guegan, Moliner and Vidal (2013).
Based on work on computer-mediated communications, the authors cross-referenced
the context of expression (i.e., standard vs. substitution) with the data collection
method (i.e., paper/pencil vs. online questionnaire) regarding the social represen-
tation of the Roms. If the collection method affects the responses in standard in-
structions with a greater expression of counter-normative aspects online than in
a paper/pencil situation, the authors observe a stability of the counter-normative
responses in substitution condition regardless of the modality of the collection
method (i.e., paper/pencil vs. online). The results observed in substitution instruc-
tion thus show that the valence scores (i.e., positivity/negativity of responses) are
statistically equivalent in the on-line and paper/pencil conditions. According to
the authors, the stability of the responses produced in substitution instruction re-
veals the intervention of a process of transparency. In addition, measures of ad-
herence/differentiation to the responses expressed, carried out under both standard
and substitution measures, reinforce this interpretation. Indeed, while the online
context should make it easier for participants to admit to adhering to the opinions
that they supposedly just unmasked, the authors observe, in substitution,
that the adherence scores for the reference group's opinion do not differ between
the two collection methods (online vs. paper/pencil).

Finally, a third hypothesis has been put forward to account for the effect of
the substitution instruction: the intervention of an implicit process of self/others
comparison (Chokier, Moliner, 2006; Chokier, Rateau, 2009). By attributing more
socially valued opinions to themselves and more socially devalued opinions to others,
individuals would seek to maintain a positive self-assessment (Tesser, 1988) and
expose themselves to either false consensus bias (Marks, Miller, 1987; Mullen et
al., 1985; Ross, Green, House, 1977) or false uniqueness bias (for a review see
Chambers, 2008) depending on the desirability or undesirability of the opinions
involved. Thus, when participants express themselves about undesirable opinions
or behaviours, they would tend to overestimate the frequency of these opinions or
behaviours in the population (i.e., false consensus effect). The opposite effect oc-
curs with regards to socially desirable opinions or behaviours: individuals tend to
underestimate their frequency in the population (i.e., false uniqueness effect),
thus echoing Codol’s (1984. P. 317) point of view: ‘the more an item is consi-
dered normative by a given subject, the more that subject tends to declare that this
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item characterises them more than the others’ (see also Hardoin, Codol, 1984).
This hypothesis makes it possible to understand why the effect of substitution in-
structions is observed both for objects involving counter-normative responses
(i.e., ‘sensitive’ objects) and for socially valued objects (e.g., objects related to
environmental issues, cf. Chesterman, 2015; Rateau, Chesterman, 2017).

Flament, Guimelli and Abric (2006) will finally summarise the phenomenon
by indicating that individuals always select the expressible aspects of representa-
tion according to the normative stake they perceive in the situation they find
themselves in. In the end, whatever the processes at stake, the context in which
the expression takes place leads the individual to summon what is, in relation to
the object, socially valued and socially devalued.

Whether it is a question of formulating what is inexpressible in a standard
condition, of expressing a certain transparency about undesirable opinions,
or a question of expressing what allows the individual to value themself in rela-
tion to others, it is imperative that the individual knows what is valued or not va-
lued and that they convoke this knowledge in order to provide their answer.
In other words, if the different techniques used, depending on the case, increase
counter-normative responses and reduce pro-normative responses, it is above all
because they highlight what is normatively prescribed and proscribed, they acti-
vate what is socially desirable and undesirable — in short, they determine a form of
recall of what is pro-normative and counter-normative according to the object.

Research perspectives

The issue of behavioural measurement

Few studies have mobilised behavioural measures within the framework of
the study of social masking and the mute zone of social representations. To our
knowledge, only one study has been carried out (Guimelli et al., 2012; Hidalgo,
2012) in the context of a gambling situation (‘prisoner's dilemma’). This study
showed that participating students frequently gambled their first move more com-
petitively than cooperatively when they thought they were playing with a gypsy
partner rather than when they thought they were interacting with a student partner.

As pointed out by Guimelli and Lo Monaco (2016), this work illustrates
the interest that should be taken in behavioural measures when one is interested in
the unsaid aspects of social thought. Clearly, behavioural measures avoid many of
the inconveniences intrinsic to declarative measurement. We therefore believe that
it is necessary to go further within the exploration of these measures in order to
overcome the inherent limitations of social desirability effects. Therefore, it seems
opportune to come back to the work done on the social representations of the gyp-
sy community by modifying the measures carried out. The work conducted on this
representation consisted of asking participants to associate the first words that
came to their mind when the term ‘gypsies’ was evoked. As a reminder, whether
by using the substitution technique (Guimelli, Deschamps, 2000) or by varying
the anonymity versus the visibility of the participants (Piermattéo et al., 2014),
empirical studies have revealed that the term ‘thief” did not appear spontaneously.
Describing gypsies as ‘thieves’ supposes to assign them dishonest intent and
demonstrate all the distrust they are victim of. Moreover, far from being merely
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descriptive, some terms, the word ‘thief” being probably one of them, have a pre-
scriptive dimension (Flament, 1994). Thus, to say that gypsies are thieves presup-
poses the activation of a behavioural prescription such as: ‘gypsies are thieves,
so it is necessary to beware of them’. If such descriptive cognition of a population
is accompanied by a prescriptive dimension of behaviours, it is then possible to glimpse
a path conducive to behavioural measurement. It therefore remains to imagine
an experimental situation activating this prescription. Distrust refers to vigilance
and protective behaviour. Whenever someone we don't trust is standing next to us,
we tend, for example, to move our belongings closer to us. This type of behaviour
is regularly observed in closed spaces such as public transport. It goes without
saying that these attributions of intentions are strongly determined by our system
of thought, as shown by the results highlighted by Allport and Postman (1947)
within the framework of the relay communication paradigm. The transformations
of the message observed in this experiment show the intervention of a body of
knowledge relating to the African-American population in the United States. Be-
cause of their orientation function (Abric, 1976, 1994; Doise, 1973), social repre-
sentations can be considered as playing a role in the anticipation of behaviours.
Consequently, the adoption of protective behaviours on the part of participants
actually confronted with gypsies would potentially show that the latter’s beha-
viours are determined by representational aspects that are not, however, spontane-
ously declared.

Mute zone, social power and disinhibition

In 2003, Keltner, Gruenfeld and Anderson (2003) reported on a model that
predicts a tendency for ‘high power’ individuals to disinhibition and a tendency
for ‘low power’ individuals to inhibition. Disinhibition is part of the social conse-
quences of power and is a modality of approach behaviour. It makes it possible to
break free from social norms. Thus, the priming of a high level of power leads to a
stronger expression of prejudices and an increase in adherence to legitimising ide-
ologies (De Oliveira, Dambrun, Guimond, 2008; De Oliveira, Guimond, Dam-
brun, 2012). Other studies show that those who are primed with ‘high power’ use
stereotypes to qualify those primed with ‘low power’, while the reverse occurs
significantly less (Vescio et al., 2009).

These results are similar to those highlighted by Degraeve (2015) partly de-
voted to the study of the effects of power (high vs. low) in a situation of anonymi-
ty vs. visibility (private vs. public context of expression). The author shows that
participants primed with high power report significantly lower social desirability
scores than participants primed with low power. Indeed, ‘high power’ primed in-
dividuals tend to make more negative judgments about a target in a private con-
text than ‘low power’ primed individuals, but make more positive judgments in
a public context. Degraeve (2015) followed the path of social responsibility acti-
vated in the public context among the ‘high power’ primed individuals but the re-
sults only partially validated his hypotheses. Taken as a whole and in a context of
deprivation of expression, the data show a tendency towards disinhibition and are
encouraging for further investigation of masking and unmasking effects.

Given these different aspects, it seems possible to use this variable in the study
of masking and unmasking. In our opinion, it is from the work carried out by
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Swingle (1970) that it is possible to glimpse some interesting ways of operational-
isation. Within the framework of paradigms such as ‘experimental games’, Swin-
gle (1970) proposes a manipulation of power by manipulating compensation ma-
trices provided to participants. It consists in manipulating the remuneration which
determines a level of power at stake in the relationship between the two players.
This power induction pathway would remove the major limitations inherent in
power activation methods. However, it may be argued that the experimental gam-
bling situation requires a significant number of trials. Nevertheless, the goal here
is not to observe cooperative or competitive behaviours, but to induce a different
level of power between players. In addition, just like the ‘role-playing’ type of
priming methods (e.g., Anderson, Berdahl, 2002; Dubois, Rucker, Galinsky, 2010;
Galinsky, Gruenfeld, Magee, 2003; Maner et al., 2007; Maner, Mead, 2010;
Overbeck, Park, 2001; Richeson, Ambady, 2003), quite common in the context of
power priming, the advantage lies in the fact that only one handover is necessary
in order to place one individual in a situation of high power and the other in a situa-
tion of low power, which is not the case for example with autobiographical recall
(Galinsky, Gruenfeld, Magee, 2003). While this priming method produces satis-
factory results, it is then possible to carry out measurements on a given social
group (Degraeve, 2015) and to systematically explore the effects of power on masking
and unmasking strategies in relation to positions on counter-normative aspects.

Substitution paradigm and attitudinal and behavioural adjustment

As noted above, one of the major effects of the substitution instruction is
that it activates in the participant what is normatively prescribed and proscribed
for the object in question. The question then arose as to whether this pro- or coun-
ter-normative activation might have an effect on participants’ subsequent behav-
iour regarding the object. Much work has indeed shown the role that the activation
of pro- or counter-normative norms can play on behaviour. This is notably the case
with Cialdini's work on normative focus (Cialdini et al., 1990, 1991; Kallgren et al.,
2000; Reno et al., 1993), which shows that when a given situation activates a pre-
scriptive norm, the individual tends to conform to it at a behavioural level. It could
therefore be hypothesised that the activation of a prescriptive norm, induced by
the substitution instruction, would be able to provoke a phenomenon of ‘beha-
vioural adjustment’. In other words, it was expected that, following a substitutive
response, the individual would adjust their behaviour to what is socially desirable.
This is shown by a series of studies conducted on environmental objects (Ches-
terman, Rateau, 2012a, 2012b; Chesterman, 2015, Rateau, Chesterman, 2017).
For example, participants invited to respond to an environmental attitude scale
provide much more negative responses when answering on behalf of the French in
general than when answering on their own behalf. Subsequently, these same par-
ticipants report being more involved in pro-environmental behaviours than others,
whether it be declaring a greater desire to adopt eco-responsible behaviours, in-
stalling dry toilets in their homes, respecting seismic standards in the construction
of their homes, or investing in a shared garden project. This effect goes beyond
behavioural intent alone to guide actual behaviour. For example, individuals who
have responded to an environmental attitude scale with a substitution instruction
are subsequently more likely than others to sign petitions in favour of pro-
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environmental actions and to effectively participate in a clean-up event. In other
words, denigrating others on an environmental dimension seems to activate a pre-
scriptive pro-environmental norm to which participants subsequently adjust their
behaviour. Other work is currently underway on this issue, which opens up prom-
ising paths for research and application.

In the same vein and more recently, a series of research studies using
the substitution paradigm has been conducted on moral judgment (Trémolicre,
Rateau, submitted). The results show that individuals faced with a series of moral
dilemmas under substitution instruction provide more utilitarian answers (i.e., it is
moral to sacrifice the life of an innocent person if this sacrifice saves other lives)
than those faced with standard instructions who are more deontic (i.e., it is not
moral to sacrifice an innocent person, regardless of the positive consequences).
These results, particularly robust as indicated by a meta-analysis applied to a set
of six replications, indicate the existence of a deontic social norm to which indi-
viduals subscribe while they believe others do not conform to that norm. Howev-
er, the subsequent effects on the judgment of others, whether assessing another
participant who allegedly provided deontic vs. utilitarian responses or choosing
between two political candidates, one deontic and one utilitarian, are not apparent.
Again, research must continue in order to refine our understanding of the process-
es and effects of substitution.

Conclusion

Taken as a whole, the elements relating to the assessment and research per-
spectives demonstrate the value of intensifying studies devoted to the expression
of socially desirable and undesirable aspects of social representations. Clearly,
at a time when opinions are expressed more and more rapidly and when digital
social communications are at the heart of concerns, it is more than ever necessary
to understand the mechanisms at play in the expression of these opinions whose
determinants are of an ideological and socio-representational nature. However,
understanding these mechanisms, and therefore the processes, presupposes mas-
tering the reliability of the responses produced or understanding the ways in
which they are expressed. As such, whether at a theoretical or methodological
level, research on the mute zone of social representations has an important politi-
cal and social significance: research makes it possible to grasp the subtleties of the
expression of common sense and reveal the social conditions of this expression.
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Abstract. When we are interested in the image of a social object, we are interested in
what individuals have perceived about that object, the ways in which they have interpreted
those perceptions, and what they think about that object. Fully agreeing with the idea that
the use of iconographic stimuli can enhance the traditional methods and techniques that are
used to study any social representation, in this article, two techniques will be presented.
The first, the prototypical stimuli technique, was proposed in the second half of the 1980s by
Galli and Nigro. The second technique, iconographic stimuli, creatively integrate images and
words in a single tool, was designed more recently to study the social representation of culture
by Galli, Fasanelli, and Schember. Researches here reviewed clearly shows that the image has
the great power to attract to itself the very objects depicted, a power that the word often does
not possess. It is images that make people reflect, help them to think about issues concerning
the fundamental aspects of everyday life. The work here presented, carried out in first person
by the writer, as well as by all the other authors who are concentrating their efforts in this di-
rection, only represents a starting point of reflection. New and more articulated studies will be
able to support with heuristic evidence what so far seems to be configured as a suggestive
hypothesis, which in any case will require a wider and shared interdisciplinary effort.

Key words: social representations, prototypical stimuli, iconographic stimuli, multi-
methods approach

Introduction

As Barale (2009) reminds us, the famous iconologist Aby Warburg was
convinced that the distancing allowed by an image is a prerequisite for the capaci-
ty of reflection. In Warburg’s opinion, thought needs a space — a space between
the self and the object. The creation of distance between the self and the external
world can be described as “the fundamental act of human civilization”, that is,
a kind of interval between the stimulus and the action or a pause between the im-
pulse and the consequent behavior. For Warburg, the loss of this distance between
signified and signifier, between observer and object, identifies the central problem

© Galli 1., Fasanelli R., 2021
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of science or, rather, of the link between art and science, where the latter is always
considered to be at a higher level than the former. As the author himself points out
in the fragments of Symbolismus al Umfangsbestimmung, “The work of art is
the result of the repeated effort, on the part of the subject, to establish a distance
between himself and the object” (Warburg, 1896-1901. P. 23).

Science has always tried to establish a distance between itself and what or-
dinary people do on a daily basis, such as using a pictorial image to identify a dei-
ty or, more recently, looking for a known image to anchor an unknown and dis-
turbing concept.

Serge Moscovici has devoted his scholarly career to understanding this com-
plex interplay between science and common sense. Through the Social Representa-
tions Theory (SRT), he has offered an explanation for this constant and continuous
work, carried out by social groups, aimed at finding the best way to prefigure, or ra-
ther refigure, any attempt to deal with a problem, a cataclysm or, contrarily, a joyful
event for the community. This is what usually happens within the processes of
the naturalization of cognitions, which help make new and unusual notions seem si-
milar to other notions and other scientific names, giving them a “palpable” existence.
Naturalization tends to provide an autonomous figurative model and a status of evi-
dence for the complex reality of “common sense” (Moscovici, 1961. Pp. 316-317).

We often employ vivid images, aware as we are of their explanatory power:
we look for them inside our minds to explain concepts or ideas that, because of
their abstract nature, cannot be easily understood. We are also aware that the use
of an image does not merely ensure the simplification of information, but it fami-
liarizes us with a concept, correlating it with the knowledge that we have learned
through listening in everyday life. Everyday language and common knowledge are
particularly rich in their representational ability, precisely because they assimilate and
complete the transformation from concept to image. The study of images, as pointed
out by Abric (1987), has a long history in the psychological literature, although it
mostly appears as a perceptual model, within which the image is seen as a reflection
of the surrounding world, with a clear separation between subject and object. The in-
terpretation of the image that we present here derives from the concept of representa-
tion and assumes, on the contrary, a constitutive relationship between subject and ob-
ject. In these terms, the image is not a mere reflection of an object but the product of
a complex relationship — whether real or imaginary, objective or symbolic — that
the subject projects onto a specific object (Molinari, Emiliani, 1990).

In reflecting on the relationship between images and collective beliefs, Mo-
liner (2008), inspired by Moscovici (1961), studied the role of icons as identifying
tools of social representation, stating that iconography must be considered the
source, medium, and product of representation. According to Moliner, when we
are interested in the image of a social object, we are interested in how individuals
perceive that object, the ways in which they have interpreted those perceptions,
and what they think about that object. This is why “the notion of image as a phe-
nomenon of collective opinion cannot be unrelated to the notions of visual image,
mental image, and symbolic image” (Moliner, 1996. P. 111). Therefore, as it is,
images must necessarily be part of that small nucleus (central core) of elements
that gives rise to any social representation, as shown by scholars of Aix-en-
Provence University.

392 IMAGES AND MEDIA



Tannu U., @asanennu P. Bectauk PYJIH. Cepust: I[Icuxonorust n negaroruka. 2021. T. 18. Ne 2. C. 391401

According to de Rosa and Farr (2001), although images can be an important
source of communication, scientific thought has often underestimated them, con-
sidering them a harbinger of errors and falsehoods. In the literature, in fact,
the prejudice towards images is demonstrated by the scarce attention given to
them by sociologists and social psychologists — this is a paradox for these disci-
plines in a society where visual information dominates written and spoken infor-
mation in terms of impact. Only in developmental or clinical psychology, and of
course in the psychology of the arts, does attention to figurative language, as well
as to perception, testify to the existence of an interest in alternative forms of lan-
guage to verbalcentrism.

In his comparative study of figurative and visual thinking, for example, Dar-
ras (1998 as cited in Moliner, 2016) proposes a useful taxonomy for classifying
images, focusing on four main types: similis, which have a stronger relationship
of analogy with their object; schémas, are images which take one or more figura-
tive characters of the object, without it being necessary to include all the details
that characterize it; iconotypes, which result in the repeated and recognized use of
a given pattern; pictogrammes, coinciding with an iconotype validated by a com-
munity of users (Darras, 1998. P. 92). These consistently represent the figurative
characteristics of each object, thus identifying the sociological or cultural specific-
ity of individuals. It is important to note that objects represented through dia-
grams, iconotypes, and pictograms do not necessarily belong to the visibly per-
ceptible physical world. This is true, for example, in the graphic representation of
a process (the evolutionary stages of man), a system of relationships (the Catholic
hierarchy), or a phenomenon (the seismogram). In any case, the diagram remains
the only possible way to reproduce an image of the object, since it would be diffi-
cult to produce an analog image, a simile according to the previous terminology
(Moliner, 2016). Reflecting on the relationship between images and collective be-
liefs, Moliner (2008) investigated the role of icons as tools for identifying a social
representation, stating that iconography must be considered a source, means and
product of a representation.

Starting from a reflection on the role that the image can play in overcoming
the bottlenecks of “verbal exclusivity”, we could begin to assert that the same word
“image” contains within itself a wide variety of phenomena. Mitchell (2005) sug-
gests a distinction between two English words: picture and image. In particular,
he points out that picture is an iconographic representation, a particular form of
form. Furthermore, as Moliner (2016) argues, image relates to the concrete objects
that offer themselves to our perception. These objects exist independent of our per-
ceptual identity. As stated by de Rosa and Farr (2001), within the human species,
speech is a privileged channel for defining, objectifying, and constructing reality;
however, reality cannot be defined exclusively through speech: images, sounds, and
behaviors are other ways of generating and communicating 'multiform' (not neces-
sarily complementary and, in some cases, antagonistic) aspects of social representa-
tions. For these reasons, it seems appropriate to explore social representation using
methodologies and techniques that involve the use of iconographic, as well as ver-
bal, stimuli. This is also in line with the constant exposure that complex images
have undergone in recent years, transforming the myriad of icons on our devices,
which identify and summarize objects, processes and emotions.
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From prototypical stimuli to iconographic stimuli

Fully agreeing with the idea that the use of iconographic stimuli can en-
hance the traditional methods and techniques that are used to study any social rep-
resentation, two techniques will be presented below: the prototypical stimuli and
iconographic stimuli used in a series of studies that have taken as their focus
“power” and “culture”.

The first, called the prototypical stimuli technique, was proposed in the se-
cond half of the 1980s by Galli and Nigro (Galli, Nigro, 1989).

At that time, the authors intended to study the social representation of
“power”, but they soon realized that a simple interview would not be enough to
make the interviewees overcome the taboo inherent in the very idea of power.
What was needed was a strategy that could overcome this impasse. This gave rise
to the idea of enriching the interview with the presentation of 6 black and white
photographs (Figure 1), created ad hoc, as prototypical stimuli; three of the photo-
graphs were related to dyadic power relationships (mother/son, husband/wife, doctor/
patient), and three were related to one-to-many power relationships (Pope/believers,
university teacher/students, officer/troop). Each image represented an asymmet-
rical power situation about which respondents were asked to make judgments.

Figure 1. Prototypical stimuli
(Galli, Nigro, 1989)

The descriptions and judgments made about the photographs allowed for
a better understanding of how people represent themselves as either holding po-
wer or being subjected to it, as well as the relationships defined by the power situ-
ation more generally. At the end of the task, the respondents were asked to place
the 6 photographs in hierarchical order from the one that most clearly expressed
power to the one that expressed it the least. The main function of prototypical
stimuli is to make “visible” certain manifestations that help define the object
of representation so that the subjects’ discourse moves from the abstract to the
concrete: prototypical stimuli, in fact, induce subjects to confront specific situa-
tions. This technique can be advantageously used for the collection of both quali-
tative and quantitative information. In fact, prototypical stimuli can be used in
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the course of a qualitative interview, as well as within data collection tools that
involve the use of scalar items. In the first case, the use of prototypical stimuli is
particularly useful, first, because it helps reduce the incidence of those responses
in terms of social desirability, which pollutes even the most sophisticated and
well-structured questionnaires and interviews (Fasanelli et al., 2020; Galli et al.,
2019). Second, by having subjects express their evaluation on any interval scale,
it is possible to reconstruct in a very precise way the “attitude” component of
the social representation one intends to study. Prototypical stimuli undoubtedly
offer the advantage of allowing the transposition of the object of social representa-
tion from the abstract to the concrete. By making the object of representation visi-
ble, it is, in fact, possible to “force” the subject to confront it directly and to be,
in the end, less evasive in expressing him or herself.

The research on power SRs, carried out using prototypical stimuli, was rep-
licated in the first decade of the 2000s in an intercultural project financed by
LEPS and directed by Moscovici, who oversaw the involvement of French, Indo-
nesian, Mexican and Romanian colleagues. In this case, too, the technique showed
its value. However, to avoid Eurocentric bias, the necessity of constructing ad hoc
visual stimuli was highlighted, anchoring those stimuli to the stylistic features re-
lated to phenotypes, settings and ornaments characteristic of the cultures of refer-
ence in the data-construction context. The results of these reflections, impossible
to adequately summarize here, are contained in the text edited by Ida Galli (2008):
“Del potere e di altri démoni”.

The second technique that creatively integrated images and words into a sin-
gle tool was designed by Galli, Fasanelli, and Schember (2018) to study the social
representation of culture. Inspired by prototypical stimuli, this data construction
strategy was named iconographic stimuli.

The iconographic stimuli technique consists of asking a group of indepen-
dent judges to provide a number of icons (functional to the objectives of the re-
search being conducted) that represent, from their perspective, the object of study.
The resulting icons (from physical or telematic archives or from ad hoc creations,
both manual and computerized) are categorized into semantic areas and related
categories using content analysis of the graphic materials. The result of this classi-
fication is then submitted to a group of judges. The judges have the preliminary
task of eliminating all polysemic, duplicate or strongly similar images and, finally,
of choosing the icon that best represents each of the identified semantic areas.
The icons selected to be used as stimuli are those on which at least 70% of
the judges agree. The set of icons thus selected is randomized and integrated into
a questionnaire constructed in line with those used for the analysis of prototypica-
lity and similarity. Basically, the instrument comprises the following: a section
dedicated to the presentation of all the icons, each identified with a letter of
the alphabet (Figure 2); a section dedicated to the explanation, by the participants,
of the motivation that led them to the choice of each specific icon; and a section
dedicated to the classification of the icons in hierarchical order of attributed im-
portance (Fasanelli, Galli, Piscitelli, 2020; Galli, Fasanelli, 2020).

The goal of the iconographic stimuli technique is to explore an object of so-
cial representation using images situated in a communication process. The images
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do not necessarily have the same relationship to the object because they may be
symbolic images, representing one thing and signifying something else. In con-
trast to pictograms, whose relationship to the object merges with the consensual
recognition of certain figurative forms, the symbolic image derives its meaning
from a system of correspondences, which goes far beyond the realm of mere rep-
resentation: “In other words, images are translated and selected by individuals
other than those for whom they are intended” (Moliner, 2016. P. 14).

Among those proposed, choose the first 5

images that in your opinion most represent
CULTURE

Figure 2. Iconographic stimuli
(Galli, Fasanelli, Schember, 2018)

The methodological strategy described above shows the possibility of iden-
tifying the iconographic dimension of each central element, which cannot neces-
sarily be evoked by the participants. Moreover, the use of the subjective choice
motivation within the questionnaire offers the researcher the possibility of clearly
understanding the meaning of each icon associated with the stimulus in a wide
number of cases: when the icon might suggest other meanings, when cases the icon
seems to be completely unrelated to the inducing term, when an icon is used with
a double meaning to understand the articulation of the reasoning underlying its
selection, or when the subjective meaning attributed to the icon itself is the focus.

Concluding remarks

There is a widespread belief that the language of images is more natural and
spontaneous than the language of words and that words are learned, and figures
recognized naturally, but this belief is completely unfounded. Languages, all lan-
guages, are cultural media that allow the senses, affections and intellect to collabo-
rate in the exercising of one’s intelligence. Verbal language and the language of ima-
ges are both legitimately definable as media insofar as they do not merely transcribe
the products of thought but are themselves a thought and the work of thought.
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An image, according to Cacciari (2017), has the great power to attract to it-
self the very objects depicted, a power that a word often does not possess. Civili-
zation has needed, since the beginning of time, physical and, more importantly,
mental representations. Even the most abstract thoughts of humankind need repre-
sentation along a sensitive and aesthetic dimension. It is images that should make
people reflect and help them think about issues concerning the fundamental as-
pects of everyday life.

Jean Frangois Lyotard (2008), in the book Discourse, Figure, argues the need
to integrate words and images to reveal and overcome the deception of a model of
thought and knowledge based only on a language of words. Having at one's dis-
posal a wealth of quality images capable of interacting and collaborating with
words serves mainly to help one look and think about oneself and the world with
greater clarity and lucidity.

Neuroscience studies, as Dallari (2018) points out, have shown the partial
distinguishability of areas of the brain devoted to image processing from those
involved in linguistic processes. However, this does not justify a cultural and epis-
temological separation of the two categories since, from the point of view of
the construction of knowledge, representation, thought and intersubjective rela-
tions, these different areas are interconnected. However, it is precisely scholars
and researchers from the cognitive area who support the superiority of the uni-
verse of images over that of words in the creation of knowledge and representa-
tion in the contemporary world. Gottfried Boehm (2009) uses the term iconic turn
to indicate what he believes is a real change in characterizing the contemporary
world through images.

Psychosocial reflection on these issues includes the work of Moliner (2008),
who argues that the social image of an object is the result of a process of activa-
tion of multiple mental images obtained through sensitive experiences related to
the object through communication with different social groups with which the in-
dividual interacts through different media. The latter, today, are much more nu-
merous than the sources of diffusion evoked by Serge Moscovici in the second
half of the last century. Today, the individual is “captured” by a society governed
by the screen. These screens come in many forms: televisions, computers, tablets
and even smartphones. These new forms of communication, whose “medium is
the message”, are likely to have a major impact on the process of objectification,
giving a collective character to the mental images of social groups. It now seems
difficult to study social phenomena without iconographic techniques. One could,
in fact, reproach the methodologies generally employed that distance themselves
from the object of study. We agree with Moliner when he states that it seems dif-
ficult to avoid using iconographic techniques for studying social phenomena.
Iconographic stimuli, on the other hand, have shown their capacity to unveil
the mental images of social groups, showing new and more fruitful relationships not
only between subject and object but also, above all, between object and concept.
Referring to the seminal work of Moscovici (1961. P. 315), we can say that the
“concept is an intellectual instrument that allows to order a series of phenomena and
to perceive their relations in an approximate and essential way. The relationship of
the concept with reality is neither immediate nor univocal. The leap into the imagi-
nary prepares a fundamental change of status and function. The concept is no longer
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a pure idea or even an image, but an entity. Naturalization draws all its meaning
from this insofar as it gives a full reality to what was an abstraction.”

It seems evident that what has been described so far is nothing more than
a greater and more precise operationalization not only of that generative process
of every social representation, called objectification, but, above all, of the original
intuition of the existence of a figurative nucleus. The process of objectification, as
described by the author of the Social Representations Theory, “seems to break
down into two distinct phases or cover two converging movements: one goes from
theory to its image, the other goes from this to the construction of social reality.
The first phase is that in which the scientific conception, compared to other value
systems and other representations, sees a choice being made between its elements;
their movement to a concrete level is concomitant. The result is certainly not
an aggregation of separate data, but an ordered, coherent and relatively correct
whole. At the end of this stage, the theory is found schematized in a twofold sense
of a complete selection and stylization of its terms. In this way the imaginative
nucleus of a social representation, or figurative model, is constituted... From
the scientific theory to the figurative model, the content is schematized and allows
some concrete elements to be isolated. In turn, these elements are generalized in
a double direction: social, as categories that orient reality, and psychological,
as general forms that reflect reality. These two directions are inseparable” (Mos-
covici, 1961. P. 336).

Italo Calvino (as cited in Dallari, 2018), reflecting on his own work as
a story inventor, writes, “We can distinguish two types of imaginative processes:
the one that starts from the word and arrives at the visual image and the one that
starts from the visual image and arrives at verbal expression”. Calvino also points
out that “in the conception of a story, the first thing that comes to my mind is an
image and for some reason it presents itself to me as full of meaning, even if I do
not know how to formulate this meaning in discursive or conceptual terms... it is
the images themselves that develop their implicit potential, the story they carry
within themselves” (Calvino, 1988. P. 93). For Italo Calvino, thinking words
(to say them, to write them) is a process that constantly dialogues with the visual
image even when it is not visible in the text: a story is often conceived starting
from an image or a series of images born in the author's mind and then generates
images in the mind of the reader or the listener.

The work presented in this article, carried out in first person by the writer,
as well as by other authors focusing their efforts on this direction, show that this
process, admirably described by Calvino, can be completely superimposed upon
the one that common sense, the so-called collective mind, carries out whenever it
has to deal with an unknown and, for this reason, disturbing phenomenon. New
and more articulated studies will be able to support heuristic evidence that thus far
seems to be configured as a suggestive hypothesis, which, in any case, will require
wider and shared interdisciplinary effort.
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AnHoTanus. Korza ncuxonoros uHTEpecyeT oOpa3 COLMANbHOTO 0OBEKTa, OHH U3Y-
Yal0T, YTO JIOAH AYMAIOT 00 3TOM 00BEKTe, KaK BOCIIPUHSIIN €T0, KaK MPOHHTEPIPETHPOBAIH
3T0 BocnpusarHe. [lodHOCTBIO cornamasichk ¢ uaeei o TOM, 4TO MPUMEHeHNe UKOHOTpadmde-
CKUX CTHMYJIOB MOXET YCHJIUTh TPAIULUOHHBIE METOABI, IPUEMBI U TEXHHUKH, KOTOpPhIE UC-
MOJB3YIOTCS ISl U3Y4YEHHs] COLIMAIBHOIO MPECTaBIEHNs, B HACTOSIILEM HCCIIEAOBAHUU aBTO-
PBI IPEACTABUNN ABE TEXHUKH: 1) IPOTOTUMHMYECKUX CTUMYJIOB, IPEII0XKEHHYIO BO BTOPOM
nonoBuHe 1980-x ronos I'ammu u Hurpo; 2) ukoHorpaduueckux CTUMYNIOB, TBOPUECKU HHTE-
TPUPYIONTYI0 00pa3sl M CJIOBA B €IUHBIM MHCTPYMEHT, HeaBHO pa3paboTanHyio amnmm, Pa-
3aHenu U IllemGepoM it M3ydeHHs COLMANBHOTO MPECTABIEHUs O KyabType. Mccnenosa-
HHs1, 0030p KOTOPBIX TPEACTABNIEH B CTAThe, SICHO IEMOHCTPUPYIOT, YTO 00pa3 00IagaeT OrpoM-
HOW MIPUTATATEIHHON CHJIOH, CHIIOH, KOTOPYIO 9acTo HE MMEET CI0BO. MIMeHHO 00pa3sl 3acTaB-
JAIOT JMIOAEH 3aayMaThesl, IOMOTAIOT MM Pa3MbIIUIATh HAJ BOIPOCAMH, KacalomuMuUcs QyH-
JAMEHTAJBHBIX ACIEKTOB MOBCEIHEBHON >KU3HU. IIpeaoskeHHas B cTaThe pa3spaboTKa MyJIbTH-
METOJIMUYECKOr0 MOAX0Aa K MCCIEI0BaHUIO COLMANIBHBIX MPEACTaBICHUN SBJISETCS JMIIb OT-
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CMOI'YT IOAKPETIUTH IBPUCTHUICCKUMU JOKA3aTCIbCTBAMU TO, YTO IMOKA BBIITIAJUT KaK THUIIO-
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MccnepoBaTtenbckaqa ctaTbda

UccnepoBaHne o6pa3a y4eHOro B KOHTEKCTE KOHLUenuum
coumnanbHbIX NpeacTtasneHnin Cepxa MockoBucu

E.A. Boionapckas

WHuctutyT ucropun ectecTBo3HaHus U TexHuku nmenu C.U. BaBunosa PAH,
Poccuiickaa @edepayus, 125315, Mocksa, yr. Banmuiickas, 0. 14

B eavolod@gmail.com

AHHOTaUUsl. AHAM3UPYIOTCS HAYYHO-COLIMATIBHBIN acTieKT (PyHKIMOHUPOBAHHS HAYYHOM
IIKOJIEI, co31aHHoi C. MOCKOBHCH, pa3iudHbIe (POPMBI 3TOTO OOBEANHEHMS: UCCICI0BATEIh-
CKHUI KOJJICKTUB, HAIIPaBJICHUE B HAyKe, HE3PUMBIID KOJUIeIK. PacKkpbiBaeTcst BO3MOKHOCTh
HCCJICO0OBAaHUs COLMAJIBHBIX HpeﬂCTaBHeHI/Iﬁ Yepe3 BKIIFOYCHUEC B JIHaFHOCTPI‘{eCKI/Iﬁ apceHaln
HOBBIX METOJIOB aHAJN3a, B YACTHOCTH, HKOHOTPa(pUIeCKNX TOKyMEHTOB, H300paXCHUH CO-
OUATBHOTO 00BEKTA, YTO CBUIETEIHCTBYET O COBPEMEHHOM dTarle (yHKIIMOHHPOBAHHS HAyd-
Hoit mkonbl C. MockoBucH. B kadecTBe nmpumepa UCCIIeIOBaHUS COIMATIBHBIX MPECTABICHUI
HE TOJBKO uepe3 BepOanbHbIE aCCOLUALNK, HO M Yepe3 PUCYHKH, 00CYXKIAIOTCS PE3yIbTaThl
H3yYSHHs] COLUANBHBIX MPEICTaBICHAN 00 YI€HOM Y MogpocTKoB. Llens mccnenoBanus — BEI-
JieJieHue O0COOEHHOCTEH KaTeropualbHOTO ammapara odpa3za y4eHOro y COBPEMEHHBIX poc-
CHICKHX TTOAPOCTKOB HA OCHOBE MKOHOTpa(uueckoro marepuana. ['umoresa mccienoBaHus
COCTOHT B IIPEIIIOJIOKEHAN O TOM, YTO CHCTEMa COIMAIBHBIX IPENICTAaBICHUI 00 yUeHOM Y
POCCHICKHX TMOAPOCTKOB COJCPIKUT KaK YCTOMYHMBEIC MOKA3aTENU MPUHAIICHKHOCTH YEIOBEKa
K Npo¢ecCHOHATTEHOMY HAyYHOMY COOOIIECTBY, TaK M BapUATHBHBIC KOHTECKCTHBIC HJIEMEHTHI
o0paza y4eHOro, a CTCIEeHb BBIPAKEHHOCTH W COOTHOIICHHE yCTOWYHMBHIX M KOHTEKCTHBIX
AIIEMEHTOB OTPAXKAIOT XapaKTEPUCTUKU UMHDKA YUCHOTO Y OTEYECTBCHHBIX PECIIOHIICHTOB.
B kadecTBe OCHOBHOTO MMArHOCTUYECKOTO MHCTPYMEHTa ObUIA HCIOJB30BAaHA PHCYHOUHAS
metoguka The Draw-A-Scientist Test (DAST), HanpaBiieHHas Ha BBISABICHUE MPEICTaBICHUI
00 Y4CeHOM Ha OCHOBE MKOHOTpaduyeckux accoruanuii. [lodydeHHbIe pHCYHKH aHATH3HPO-
BaJIMCh MOCPEACTBOM KCIEPTHON OIEHKH, JUIs CTATUCTUYIECKOH 00pabOTKU MCIOIB30BAUCH
MIPOIIEAYPEI KOPPEILIIMOHHOTO U (paKTOpHOTO aHajm3a. Y CTAHOBIICHO, YTO Ui POCCHHCKUX
MOJIPOCTKOB XapaKTEPHO B IEJIOM CTEPEOTHITHOE MPEICTABICHUE 00 YUCHOM, CBS3aHHOE C
HCIIOJIb30BAaHUEM OOIIMX MHIUKATOPOB BHEIIHErO OOJHKA, ONPEACIAIONINX MPOPEeCCUOHAT-
HYIO NPHHAAIEKHOCTh M300pa’kaeMoro mepcoHaxa. OOHapyKEHBI Pa3IH4YUs B 4acTOTE HC-
MTOJIF30BAHMS YCTOHUMBBIX M KOHTEKCTHBIX HKOHOTPa(HUECKUX IEMEHTOB pUCYHKOB. [loka-
3aHa BO3MOXKHOCTH MPUMCHEHHS PHCYHOYHON METOJHMKH B KaYeCTBE NTUATHOCTHYCCKOTO WH-
CTPYMEHTA BBISBJICHUS COIMAIBHBIX MIPEICTABICHIH 00 yYCHOM Ha OCHOBE aHAIN3a CMBICIA
00BEKTa Yepe3 ero HKOHOTpapHUECKyr0 (pUKCcaIuio.

KiroueBble cioBa: COHAJIbHBIC MPEACTABIICHUA, HAyUHasA IIKOJAa, UMUK YYCHOIO,
conuraibHas IMCUXOJIOTU HaAYyKH, OTHOIICHUE K HAYKE, I/IKOHOFpa(l)I/I‘{eCKI/Ie JOKYMCHTBI
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BeBeneHue

[Ipennoxennsrii CepxeM MOCKOBUCH COLIMATBHO-TICUXOJIOTMUECKUIA TTOIXO/]
K aHaJlM3y COIHUAIbHBIX (PEHOMEHOB B PaMKaX KOHIICTIIIUU COIUANBHBIX Mpe.-
CTaBJIEHUH MOXXHO CO BCEM TMPABOM OTHECTH K HCCJIEIOBATEIBCKOM IMporpamme
CaMOCTOSITENIbHOW HAy4YHOW MIKOJBI, KOTOpasi CTajla OTIMYUTEIbHON 0COOEHHO-
CTBIO HE TOJBKO (hPAHITy3CKOTO, HO U MHUPOBOTO MHTEIIEKTYyalbHOTO KamuTaia.
I'oBopst 0 Ceprxke MockoBHCH Kak 00 y4eHOM — YUHTeIe, XOTeIOCh Obl 00paTUTh-
Cs K KOPOTKOMY aHaIM3y NWHAMHMKU CO3JaHHOM MM HAy4HOM IIKOJIBI B paMKax
(bpaHIy3cKOl COLMATbHOW TICUXOJOTHH C OMNOPOH HAa HCTOPUYECKYIO PEKOH-
CTPYKIIMIO HCCIIEIOBATEIBCKOW MPOTPaMMbl U COLIMAJILHOM OpraHMU3aIluu Cco00-
LIECTBA YYEHBIX, UCXO/S U3 MPEJJIOKEHHOTO B UCTOPUH TCUXOJIOTUU U HayKOBe-
nennn noaxona (Ympuxus, 2007). 3a 60 et KOHLEMIUS COIUANBHBIX TPeICTaB-
JICHWH BBITIUIA 32 MIPEACIbl U (PPAHITY3CKOM IICUXOJIOTHH, B 32 paMKH, COOCTBEHHO,
MICUXOJOTUYECKON HAYKU. Y MEHUE 3aMHTEPECOBATH, BIJOXHOBUTh UJIEEH, IEPENATH
«JIMYHOCTHOE 3HAHUE» JaKEe B OMOCPEIOBAHHOM OOIIeHHH, 0€3YCIOBHO, OTpaxka-
et macmrad nanoctu C. MockoBucu (I'aBpuiioBa, Ymakos, 2016; [Tonanu, 1985).
B 3amaun naHHOW CTaTbu HE BXOAMUT OINKMCAHWE KOHILENTYAJIbHBIX MOJIOAKEHUI
TEOPHUH COLMANBHBIX MpeAcTaBiIeHUd. OHM XOpOIIO M3BECTHBI B OTE€YECTBEHHOM
nicuxosiorun (onnos, EmenbsinoBa, 1985; Jlonmos, benokpruiosa, 1999; Emens-
sHoBa, 2016; 3ununa, 2017; Moliner, Bovina, 2020; CaukoBa, Ecuna, 2019; Tu-
momunHa, 2017; Farr, 1994; Jodelet. 2015; Monaco, Delouvee, Rateau, 2016; Mo-
liner, Guimelli, 2015; Moliner, Bovina, Juventin, 2019). Ham 6561 X0Ten0CH, Ipexe
BCEr0, OCTAHOBUTHCS HA COLMATbHO-OPTaHU3aIMOHHOM JIOTUKE Pa3BUTHUS JaHHOU
Hay4YHOW IIKOJIbI, KOTOpas Mpolla CTaguu HCCIEIOBATENbCKOTO KOJIJIEKTHBA,
HaIpaBJIEHUs B HAYKE M «HE3PUMOT0» KOJUIEKA.

[TepBoHauaNbHO TApaaUTMa aHATU3a COIMAIBLHO-TICUXOJIOTHUECKON (heHO-
MEHOJIOTUU C OMOPOM Ha CUCTEMY COLMAJIbHBIX MPEACTABICHUN, BBIIBUHYTOU
CepxeM MOCKOBUCH M €r0O MOCTEAOBATENISIMHU, 3aMbIKaIach paMKaMH OpraHU3a-
LUOHHBIX KOHTYPOB J1Ja0OpaTOPHH COLMAIBHON TICUXOJIOrUK BrIciien mKkobl co-
nuanbHbIX Hayk (Moscovici, 2001), 4TO COOTBETCTBOBAJIO XapaKTEPUCTUKAM
IITKOJTBI — MCCIIEI0BATEIHCKOTO KOJUIEKTHBA, WICHBI KOTOPOTo paboTayii Haa pas-
paboTKOM MpeATIOKEHHON PYKOBOIUTENIEM HOBOW UJIEH.

Co BpeMeHeM Hay4Has IIKOJIa — KOJUIEKTHUB CTajla PacIIupsTh CBOM (op-
MaJbHBIC TPAHUIBL. DTO OBLIO O0OYCIOBIECHO KaK Pa3HOOOpa3HeM MpeiiaracMbIX
CepxeM MOCKOBHCH U €r0 YYEHUKAMH UCCIIEI0BATENbCKUX MOMPOrpaMM B paMm-
Kax OOIIel JTMHUM W3YYeHHS COIMANbHBIX MPEICTaBICHUN, TaK U 3HAYUTEIbHBIM
YCUWJICHHEM TPHUKIATHOTO XapaKTepa HAKAIIMBAEMOI'0 TEOPETHYECKOTO 3HAHMS.
[TpoucxoauT BoOBIEUEHHE BCE OOJNBIIETO YHCIA YYCHBIX Pa3HBIX CTpPaH, UCTIOJb-
3YIOIUX OOIIYI0 METOJIOJIOTHIO MCCIEA0BATEIbCKOTO MOMCKA MPU OTPOMHOM Ba-
PUATUBHOCTU MPOOJIEMHBIX 00JIacTel, YTO MO3BOJIMIO HAYYHOM LIKOJIE — UCCIIe-
JI0BaTEJIbCKOMY KOJIJIEKTHBY BBIWTH 32 paMKHU (PPaHIy3CKOM COIMATbHON MICHXO-
JIOTUH, OOBEAMHUTH PA3NIUYHBIE HUCCIENOBATENbCKIE JTa00paTOPUU B OTIEIHHBIX
yHHUBepcuTeTax He Toiabko ®pannum, Ho u Beeil EBpomnbl (Kalampalikis, Jodelet,
Wieviorka, 2019). IlpeBpamenue HayyHo# mkoisl C. MOCKOBHCH B HalpaBJeHUE
B HayKe NOATBEPIAETCSI €€ aKTUBHBIM NPOJBUKEHUEM Yepe3 CUCTEMY MHOIOYKC-
JICHHBIX HAay4YHBIX (POPYMOB, MPHOOPETIINX 3HAYCHHE BAXKHBIX IUCKYCCHOHHBIX
TUTOIIAIOK JJIs1 OOMEHA aKTyaIbHBIMU Pe3yJIbTaTaMH TEOPETUKO-METOI0IOTUIECKOTO
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U MPaKTUKO-OPUEHTHPOBAHHOTO XapakTepa B 00JacTH COIUANIBbHBIX MpecTaBiie-
Hui. O10 U MexayHapoaHas KOH(QEpEeHLHs MO COLUUAIBbHBIM IPEICTaBICHUSIM
(International Conferences on Social Representations (ICSR)), u Mexaynapon-
HbI€ KOHTPECCHI MO COUMAIBHOM TMCHUXOJIOTUU, OpPraHu3yeMmble Accoluamued 1mo
pPacIpoCTPaHEHUIO COIMATBHO-TICUXOJIOTHYECKUX 3HaHui (Association pour la
Diffusion de la Recherche en Psychologie Sociale (ADRIPS)), u netnsas mkona
[0 TeMe COLUAIbHBIX MPEACTABICHUMN JUIsI MOJIOABIX YUYEHBIX B paMKaX €BpOIei-
ckoil cuctemsl noarotoBku B acnupantype (ERASMUS), B xone xotopoit exe-
TOJTHO TIPOUCXOAMT YBIICUCHHE HOBBIX MOKOJIEHUHN COIMABHBIX MICUXOJIOTOB He-
el coluanbHbIX MPeICTaBICHHUM, TPAHCISAIMSI UM HAKOIUICHHOTO OIIbITA, a TaKXKe
PO IPYTUX HAayYHBIX MEPONPUSTUN, CBUAECTEILCTBYIOMINE 00 OpraHU3allMOHHOMN
uHcTUTyunoHanu3anuu uaet C. MockoBucu. CyiiecTByeT oTAenbHas o0pa3oBa-
TeJabHas porpamMma MmoArotoBku B acimpantype (European Ph.D.) B pamkax EB-
poreiickoro coobmecTBa «ConnanbHbIEe MTPEACTaBICHIS 1 KOMMYHUKaIus (Social
Representations and Communication)». be3ycioBHO, MPOMCXOAUT COXpaHEHHE
TpaJuIUU U MPEEMCTBEHHOCTH KaK B IUIAHE MPEJAMETHOTO COAEp>KaHUSI 0a30BBIX
uaeH, Tak ¥ B IUlaHe (POPMUPOBaHUS MPOPECCHOHATBLHON MJAEHTUYHOCTH FOHBIX
YUEHBIX B Ka4eCTBE YJICHOB HAYYHOT'O OOBETUHEHHS M MpPOAOJDKaTeel mpesio-
#eHHbIX C. MOCKOBUCH HaIlpaBJI€HUM aHAIN3a, YTO MOATBEPKIAET BHIITOJIHEHHE
KOTHUTUBHOM U MeJaroruuyeckoi GyHKINI TaHHOW Hay4YHOH IIKOJIOH.

W, nakoHel, TpeTHil BU HAyYHOH IIKOJIBI, KOTOPBIH CTall 0oJiee XapakTepeH
JUISL COBPEMEHHOTO dTamna pa3BuTus uaei Cepska MOCKOBHUCH: IIKOJA — «HE3pH-
MBI KOJUIEK, OTIMYUTEIbHBIM MPU3HAKOM KOTOPOW CTajlo OLIYIIEHUE BKIIIO-
YEeHHOCTU B HEKOTOPHIH OO KPYT €IMHOMBIIIJICHHUKOB — MPOAOIDKaTeNnei uaeit
C. MockoBHuCH B paMKax aHTPOIIOJIOIMH, KYJIbTYPOJOTHH, OJUTOJIOTUH, IKOJIO-
THH U Psiia JPYTUX AUCIUTIINH.

CoBpeMeHHbIH 3Tan pa3BuTUs HaydHOU mikosibl C. MockoBHUCH CBS3aH C
pa3BUTHEM HOBBIX METOJIOB M 00JacTell aHalln3a, C PACCMOTPEHHEM COLIUATBHBIX
NPEICTABICHUNA C OMOPOIl HAa M3y4YEHUE PA3TUYHBIX U300pa3UTEIbHBIX UCTOYHU-
KOB, OTPaKaloIUX CHCTEMY BOCIIPHSITHS COLUAIBLHON peaibHOCTH. PackpbiTHe co-
JepKaHus MIPENCTABICHUM O peaIbHOCTH YEPE3 NIOHUMAaHUS CMBICIIA, 3aJI0)KEHHO-
ro aBTOpPOM B KapTHHE, PUCYHKE U APYTUX UKOHOTpaUUECKUX TOKyMEHTax, OT-
KpBIBA€T HOBbIE BOZMOKHOCTH JJISI U3yUEHHSI IICUXOJIOTUYECKON (DeHOMEHOIOTHH.
Hkonorpaduueckre TOKyMEHTHI — 3T0 paboune MHCTPYMEHTHI JIJIsl UCClie0BaTe-
neii. M3o0paxeHne — 3T0 HE TOJBKO MIUTIOCTpALUsl HAOJIOJCHHUNA, HO U CIOCO0
WCCIIEIOBaHMS U aHalK3a, «OTpaKeHHEe», HaOMI0IeHne peaJbHOCTU. DTO HE Mpo-
CTO maccHBHas (UKCAIMsI PEaIbHOCTH, 3TO KOHCTPYMPOBAHUE PEAIbHOCTH, CO-
31aHre 00BEKTa U3 CUCTEMBI TIpeacTaBineHuit o Hei (Moliner, Guimelli, 2015).

HkoHorpaduueckrue JOKyMEHTHI CTIM MaTepHaiOM Ui MICUXOJIOTHYECKO-
ro aHajlM3a B CBSI3M C TE€M, YTO OHH MO3BOJISIIOT BBISIBUTH HOPMBI, IIEHHOCTH,
yOexIIeHHs JTI0/Iell COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO BPEMEHM, TaK KaK OTPaXKaroT BUICHUE
OTpPEICNIEHHOTO COLMANIBHOTO 00BEKTa, PA3BUTOE B COOTBETCTBYIOIIEM KOHTEKCTE
MEKJIMYHOCTHOI'O B3aUMOJEUCTBUS BHYTPU OINPEACICHHOW COLMAJIbHOU I'PYIIIIbI
(Moliner, 2016). MoxHO TOBOPHUTh O KOMMYHHKAIIUHM, KOTOpas MPOUCXOJHUT B
npoliecce MCCleOBaHus 00pasa, ero MHTEpIpeTalny, TOHUMaHUs CloXKeTa. Xy-
JO)KHUK B KauecTBe KOMMYHHKATOpa BOBJIEKAeT 3pUTEISI B KOMMYHHUKATHBHYIO
CUTYyalluIo, MepeaaBasl TOMy CBO€ BHJIEHUE, IOHHMMAHUE, OTHOLIEHUE K CIOKETY.
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Jlis IpOAYKTUBHOTO OOIEHUsS XYyAOXKHHUKA CO 3pUTeNIeM MperoiaraeTcs Hajiu-
Yhe COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO YPOBHS MOATOTOBKU PELUINEHTA (3pUTENs), €T0 YMEHHE
PacKpbIBaTh CMBICH, IEKOAUPOBATH HHPOPMAIIUIO, TPAHCIUPYEMYIO aBTOPOM.

XyIn0KeCTBEHHOE OOILIEHUE MO3BOJISIET ABTOPY-KOMMYHHUKATOPY JIETUTHCS CBO-
UMM MBICJISIMH, a YEJIOBEKY, BOCIIPUHUMAIOLIEMY MKOHOTpaUUYECKUIl JOKYMEHT,
NPUOOLIUTHCS K OTBITY, KOTOPBIH JajieK OT HEr0 HCTOPUYECKU U reorpaduIecKH.
OO0mieHnst XyJOKHUKA CO CBOEU ayAMTOPUEH TO3BOJISIET MOHATH OCOOCHHOCTH
BOCIIPUSATHUSL CAMOTO XYAOKHUKA, €r0 CUCTEMY MPEICTABIECHUNA U SMOLMOHAIBHO-
OLICHOYHOI'O OTHOIIEHUS K TPAHCIUPYEMON M300pa3uTENbHBIMU CPEICTBAMU MH-
(dbopmanyy, THYHOCTHBIE XapaKTePUCTHKH aBTOpa. [loaToMy mMKOHOTrpaduueckue
JOKYMEHTBI OTKPBIBAIOT Pa3HOOOPa3He 3JIEMEHTOB OOBIIEHHOI'O 3HAHUS OTHOCH-
TEJIBHO ONKCHIBAEMOTO COLIMAIEHO-UCTOPUYECKOTO SBJICHUS.

XapaKkTepHOHN aKTyaJIbHON YEPTOW HAYyYHOM IKOJIBI COL[UAIBHBIX MTPEACTAB-
JICHWH cTalla ee MEeXMPEeAMETHOCTh U MOMUAUCIUILTMHAPHOCTE. MOXHO Goree
MOJPOOHO OCTAHOBUTHCS HA B3aWMOJICHCTBUU STOW KOHIIETIIMU C HAYKOBEICHU-
€M, OJJHUM U3 3JIEMEHTOB KOTOpPOTO SIBJISIETCSl COLIMAJIbHAs INCUXOJIOTHS HayKH,
HalpaBJIEHHAasA, B YaCTHOCTH, Ha MCCJIEAOBAHUE MUMHUIKA YUEHOTO Y PA3IUUYHBIX
COLMAJIBHBIX TPYIII, U Ha ONBITE NPUMEHEHHUS I STOU LEIH UKOHOTPahUIeCKUX
JOKYMEHTOB. UMUK yUEHOr0 MMEET B CBOEH CTPYKTYpE 3HAKOBYIO COCTaBJISIIO-
LIy, HA OCHOBAaHMM KOTOPBIX YEJIOBEK BOCIHPHUHMMAETCS KaK MPUHAIEKALUN K
poeCCHOHATILHOMY HayYHOMY COOOIIECTBY, «PAaCMO3HAETCS» KaK YUEHbIH. BbI-
JIEJIEHbI CIEAYIOIINE OTIUYUTEIbHbIE 3HAKOBBIE CHUCTEMBI MEPCOHAIBHOIO HUMHU-
JDKa Y4EHOTrO: BO-IIEPBBIX, OCOOCHHOCTH HCHOJIb3yEMOI0 YYEHBIMH B MEXIINY-
HOCTHOM OOIIEHUH HAYYHOTO S3bIKA, Ybs JJEKCHUYECKas! CTPYKTYpa OTIMYAETCS OT
OOBIZICHHOTO SI3bIKa, COCTABJISIOIIME MTOKA3aTeNN BepOaIbHOIO UMUJIKA; BO-BTOPBIX,
BU3yaJIbHAsl CUCTEMA, XapaKTepU3YyIOIlas OTIMYUTEIbHbIE OCOOCHHOCTH BHEIIHO-
CTH YYEHOTO M OTpakarollasi CoJlep>KaHhe ero rabuTapHOro MMHJIKA; B-TPETHHX,
3HAKU pEUIEHUs HCCIIeI0BATENbCKUX 3a/ad, OMUCHIBAIOIINE CPEAOBOM MMHIXK
yueHoro (Bonogapckas, 2019).

HckyccTBO Kak cpeicTBO XyI0KECTBEHHOTO OOIEHUs aBTOPa CO 3pUTETIEM,
€ro CHMHUOTHYECKOE COJIep’KaHne B KaYECTBE CUCTEMbI 3HAKOB MOJYEPKUBAIIOCH B
KynbTyposoruu, 3cretuke (IloteGHs, 2007). MkoHorpaduyeckue ITOKYMEHTHI,
HampuMmep M300paKeHHsl YYEHOT0 Ha PUCYHKaX, MOPTPETax, BHICTYHAIOT OMOCpe-
JOBaHHON MMHK(POpMUpYIoneit nHpopManuen s MOHUMaHKS CUCTEMBI COITHU-
JIBHBIX TpeACTaBlIeHUu 00 uccienoBaresne, cHOPMUPOBAHHOM B OOIIECTBEHHOM
CO3HAaHUH, a M3Y4YCHHE WKOHOIpaUUEeCKUX HCTOUYHUKOB, TOCBSIIEHHBIX HAyKe,
ITOMOYET BBISIBUTH OOIIMH KOJI KYJIBTYPHOTO BOCIIPUSITHS ATOI'O COL[MAIbHOTO MH-
ctutyTa. Takoil B3risg Ha 00bEeKT (GopMHUpYeT HaydHBIH 00pa3, COOTBETCTBYIO-
IUI CUCTEME INPEACTaBICHUN CBOEro BpeMeHU. [103ToMy ero MOKHO HCIONB30-
BaTh Kak ciuen snoxu (Mnuzapos, 2016). XKuonuce u ¢ororpadus MOBHIIIAIOT
JOCTOBEPHOCTh MH(OPMALIMU, HA OCHOBE KOTOPOH (OpMHUPYIOTCS COLMAbHbIE
npeAcTaBiaeHus U otHoueHus aoaei (dGanno, 2016; FOpkun, 2016).

CBs13b NICHUXOJIOTUM U UCTOPUU HAyKH, UCKYCCTBA, TATOTEHHE 3TUX JUCIIH-
IUTMH MEXIy cO00M, B3aMMOITPOHMKHOBEHUE CUCTEMBI KaTerOpuil U 00BSICHUTENb-
HbIX MPUHLUIOB HEOJHOKPAaTHO MOJYEPKUBAJIOCH MPEACTABUTEISIMU JaHHBIX
muctuminH (Beirotrckuii, 1998). Konnenims counanbHbIX TPECTaBICHUN CTAaBUT
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nepes; uccienoBaTesaeM BOIPOCHl aHAINW3a MEXaHW3MOB PaclpoCTpaHeHHs (une
propagation) uaeil, MHEHHI 0 HayKe, HAy4YHOM COOOIIECTBE, YUEHBIX.

OO01ecTBEHHOE CO3HAHHME OTpakaeT ONpPEAENIEHHYI0 TUHAMUKY CHCTEMBbI
MPECTaBICHUN 00 ATHX COLUANIBHBIX SIBICHUSAX. I3MeHeHne uMuka HayKu 00y-
CJIOBJIEHO TpaHc(OpMaIueil COnUalbHOW POU yUYEHOTO U OpraHU3alMyd CaMoro
MHCTUTYTA HAayKH, HAIIPUMED, B COBPEMEHHOM acCIEeKTe KOMMEpLUAIN3alii HayqHO-
IO 3HaHMsI, aKTUBHOM Pa3BUTUHU TaK Ha3bIBA€MOTO, «aKaJeMUYECKOT0 KaluTaIu3-
May» U MpeBpallleHus] UCCIEN0BaTeNsl B «KOTHUTUBHOTO NpeanpuaumMaresns» (Ly-
mHa, KynpusiHoB. Unes u peansHOCTb.., 2020a). KomMmeprmanuzanus akajaeMu-
YECKOW M BY30BCKOM HayKH BJIEYET 32 COOOW M3MEHEHHE IIEHHOCTHBIX YCTAaHOBOK
ucclieioBaTeNs, A1 KOTOPOro Hambosee 3HaAYMMbIM MOTHBOM OCYILECTBJICHUS
Hay4YHOI'O IIOMCKA CTAHOBUTCS HE IOJYy4YEeHHE HOBOTO HAy4HOrO 3HAHUS, a Kalu-
TaJIM3alUsl CBOMX HMHTEJUICKTYaJIbHBIX YCHJIMM, MpoAaXka pe3yslbTaToB. YUYEHBIH
HAUMHAET BHICTYNATh B HECBONCTBEHHBIX €My JI0 3TOI'O U OTCYTCTBYIOIIMX B pO-
J€BOM aHcamOje Hay4HOTO KOJJIEKTHBA COLMAIBHBIX POJISIX MapKeTojora, mpo-
JIaBIla, YTO C HEU30€KHOCTHIO MEHSET MOTHBAIMIO HMCCIIEI0BATENbCKOIO Tpyna
(dyumna, Kynpusiaos. Hayxka.., 2020b; Kynpusiaos, 2020).

Hayxka siBnsieTcs He TOJNBKO NMpodeccuoHaNnbHOU chepoil, HO U BaKHBIM
HaIpaBJICHUEM OOIIECTBEHHOW J>KU3HU, OLIEHMBAEMbIM B MAacCOBOM CO3HAHHUH C
MO3ULUU BaXHOCTHU, IPECTUKHOCTH UCCIIEI0BATENBCKOTO TPY1a, COLMAIbHOM po-
JU Y4E€HOTO, B YaCTHOCTH, JJII MOJIOJBIX IOKOJEHUH, Nepesl KOTOPbIMU TOJIBKO
BCTAlOT BOIPOCHI MPOPECCHOHATBHOIO caMooIpeiesieHus. BeposTHo, /Ui FOHBIX
rpaXkJlaH HayKa MOXET pacCMaTpHUBAThCS KaK HOBBIM COLMAJIBHBIA OOBEKT, 3Ha-
HUS 0 KOTOPOM TOJIBKO (POPMHUPYIOTCSI.

[ToHsATHIIHBIE pAMKH TEOPETUKO-METO0JIOTMUECKOro MOAX0/1a K MHTEpIIpe-
TallMi 0OBEKTUBHON pealbHOCTH, 3a/1aHHbIe KOHIIENIHNEel COLMaIbHBIX MPEeCcTaB-
JIEHUH, MO3BOJISIOT 00PaTUTh BHUMAHUE HA OT/EJIbHbIE 3aKOHOMEPHOCTU (OPMHU-
pOBaHMsI KOJUIEKTUBHOI'O 3HaHHS OTHOCUTENIBHO HOBBIX COLIMAJIbHBIX SIBICHUH Ha
OocHOBe MexaHu3Mma sikopenust (I’ancrage). JlaHHbI (eHOMEH HPOSBISETCS BO
BKIJIFOUEHUH COIMAJIBLHOTO O0OBEKTa B XOPOIIO M3BECTHYIO CUCTEMY KOOPAMHAT,
CIIOCOOCTBYIONIYIO TOHMMAHHIO W MHTEpIIpeTaiy HoBoi nHpopmarmu (Farr, 1994;
Moliner, Bovina, Juventin, 2019).

OTO MO3BOJISET, C OJIHOM CTOPOHBI, HAUTHU CXOJICTBO, ACCUMUIIMPOBATH HO-
BYI0 MH(OPMAIMIO B MMEIOILYIOCS CUCTEMY COLMATIBbHBIX MPEICTABICHUH, a ¢ JIpy-
rOi CTOPOHBI, BBIIEIUTh OTIINYMS, TU((HEPEHINPOBATh 3HAHHUE O COLMATIBHOM SIBJIE-
HUU W CO3J1aTh MHYIO CUCTEMY COIMAIIBHBIX TIpeacTaBieHuit o Hem (Jodelet, 2015;
Monaco, Delouvee, Rateau, 2016). OueHp Ba)kHO BBISBISTH TO, KAKUM 00pa3zom
MPOUCXOIUT Kiaccu(UKaIs, KaTeropu3alus paHee HEM3BECTHOTO U €ro BKIIIO-
YeHue B pasjessieMoe Irpymnmnoi 3Hanue. HamoMHuM Tpu 3Tama mporecca sikope-
HUS1, OMHMCaHHbIE B conmanbHOM nicuxonorun (Moliner, Guimelli, 2015). Bo-miepBbix,
(aza mpunuchIBaHUs 3HaUYCHHS M300pakaeMOMy OOBEKTY U COIMAJIBHBIM Ipe.-
CTaBJICHUSAM O HEM JUI 3aKpPEIUIEHHS B PAHEE CYIIECTBYIOLIEM I10JI€ BOCIPUSITHSL.
Bo-BTOpHIX, (ha3a uHTErpanuy B KOTHUTHBHYIO CUCTEMY IIEeHHOCTEH, MHEHUH, OT-
HoleHu#. U, B-TpeThux, (pa3a MHCTpyMEHTAIU3alM1, HA KOTOPOM HOBOE MOHSTHE
CTaHOBUTCSI MTHCTPYMEHTOM ITOHUMaHHMS U YIIPaBJIEHUS OKPY>KaIOLIEel pealbHOCTHIO.

Beinenenue coupanbHbIX MPEACTABIEHUNA HA OCHOBE MKOHOTPA(UUECKUX Ma-
TEpHAIOB MOKET OBITh OCYIECTBIIEHO JABYMsI CIIOCOOAMH: BO-TIEPBBIX, Yepe3 BbI-
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00p BU3yaJIbHBIX AJIEMEHTOB U3 MEPEUHs NpesiaraeMblx, H300paXkarolux u3yya-
€MBIi COIMANBHBIN 00BEKT, H, BO-BTOPBIX, CAMOCTOSTEIIBHOE N300paKEHUE ITOTO
oonekra (Le Moél, Moliner et Ramadier, 2015).

Omnwucanue oOpasza y4eHOTro Y COBPEMEHHBIX MOJPOCTKOB BaXKHO IS OIpe-
JIeNIeHHsI COZlepKaHMsl TMPEeIMETHOM JeATeIbHOCTH HCCeloBaTessl, OTINYUs JaH-
HOTO TUMA TpyJa OT APYrux chep mpu 3HAKOMCTBE ¢ MHpoM mpodeccuii. bomb-
[I0e TPUKIATHOE 3HAYCHHWE TOHUMAHWS CHUCTEMBI TPEICTABICHHH 00 ydeHOM
MOJTBEPHKAACTCS PSIOM HUCCIEOBAaHUSAMH 00pa3a y4eHBIX Y MOAPOCTKOB U3 pas-
HBIX CTpaH MHpa Ha OCHOBE aHAJIM3a PUCYHKOB PECIIOH/IEHTOB MO MeToauke Draw-
A-Scientist Test (DAST) (Bodzin, Gehringer, 2011; Chambers, 1983).

3ToT MeTo ObLI MCIOJIb30BaH NPU U3YyYEHUH MPEICTABICHUNA 00 yueHOM,
cnoxxuBimxcst y 6onee yem 4000 IIKOIBHUKOB Pa3IMYHOTO BO3PACTa B Pa3HBIX
ctpanax mupa (boymmBus, ['penust, Kanana, Komymo6us, CILA, Typuus, [IBenus
u T. a.) (Losh, Wilke, Pop, 2008). PucyHnkn y4acTHUKOB ObUTH MOCBSILEHBI H300-
paKeHUIO (PU3UUECKUX XAPAKTEPUCTHK YUEHBIX, OTIMCAHUIO PA0OYMX YCIOBHIA OCY-
[IECTBJICHUS HAYYHOTO MOWCKA, MaTEPUAOB, HUCIOJIB3YyEMbIX TPHU IMPOBEICHUU
sKcnepuMeHToB (Anastassios, 2018). YyeHoro dacto nzobpaxanu B jaboparop-
HOM XaJIaTe CO CTPAHHBIMU BOJIOCAMHU U B OYKaX, YMTAIOUIETO KHUTU WK paboTa-
tomero B naboparopun (Pawel, Dudek, 2017). HMccrmenoBarenu aenaroT BBIBOJ O
HJIMYUKA JTOCTATOYHON THUIMMYHOCTH HMHIUKATOPOB OTHECEHUs H300pa’kaeMoro
NepcoHaXa K MpoeCCHOHATLHOMY Hay4YHOMY COOOIIECTBY HE3aBHCUMO OT HallU-
oHanpHOM crnienduku pecrioHneHToB (Banchefsky et al., 2016; Meyer, Guenther,
Joubert, 2019).

Boutn BeIzIeIeHbl 7 OCHOBHBIX CTEPEOTUITHBIX HHIMKATOPOB 00pa3a yueHOoro
HE3aBUCHMO OT COLMOKYJIBTYPHOTO KOHTEKCTA, B YACTHOCTH, JIAOOPATOPHBIN Xa-
JaT; OYKH; yCbl WIM O0po/a; CUMBOJIBI UcCen0BaHUN (MIpuOOpsl U 000py0Ba-
HUE); CUMBOJIbI 3HAHUM (KHUTU, KAPTOTEKH); TEXHOJOTUU (HAy4YHBIE MPOIYKTHI);
COOTBETCTBYIOIIHE MOANHCH ((POpMyJIIbl, KOMMEHTAPUH THTIA «IBPUKAY, «5 HAILIEID)
u 1. 11.) (Karthigeyan, Harrell, Wojnowski, 2013). Ho Bblpa)keHHOCTb JaHHBIX HH-
JMKATOPOB MO-PAa3HOMY XapaKTepU3YIOT UMUK YUEHOTO B OT/AEIBHBIX THOKYIIb-
TypHBIX Tpynmnax. Tak, nzo0paxeHue 1ab0paTOpHOro xajnaTa oTpaxkeHo Ha 46,7 %
PUCYHKOB Typeukux nereu, 50,7 % pucyHkoB noapoctkoB u3 bonusuu u 60,9 %
PUCYHKOB TNPUHSBIIMX y4YacTHE B HCCIEJIOBAaHMM pecroHAeHToB u3 KomymbOun
(Jerez, Middleton, Rabaza, 2011; Tiirkmen, 2008). PucoBanue BoJiOC Ha JHIle
YUEHOI'0 B PUCYHKaX YYaCTHHKOB paclpeiesieHO IO CTpaHaM COOTBETCTBEHHO:
naboparopHsiii xanat — 17,4, 25,1 u 24,9 %; ouku — 30,7, 36,6 u 51,1 % pucys-
KOB; MpuOOpsl U obopyaoBanue — 86,1, 75,3 u 77,1 % wn300pakeHUI; CUMBOJIBI
3HaHuil — 51,2, 15,6 u 21,1 %; nayunsie pesynbratel — 45,1, 21,9 u 20,3 % pu-
cynkoB. [loamnucu, Hanpumep, «IBpHKal» n300pakeHsl Ha pucyHkax 45,1 % pe-
cnonaeHToB u3 Typruu, 21,9 % pucynkoB yuactHukoB u3 bonusuu u 20,3 % pu-
CYHKOB NOAPOCTKOB 13 Komymouu.

[ToMMMO THUIUYHBIX WHAMKATOPOB MUMHJIKA YYEHOTO, CXOJHBIX B Pa3HBIX
WCCIIEIOBAHMSX, ¢ TIOMOIIbI0 MeToquku DAST BhIZeNIeHBI Tak Ha3bIBa€MbIE KOH-
TEKCTHBIE 3JIEMEHTBI, XapaKTepHbIE I pa3HbIX HccaenyeMblx rpynn. Cpenu ta-
KHX TOKa3aTeNiell yIOMUHAIOTCS, HallpUMep, IPOCTPAHCTBO pabOTHI YUEHOTO BHE
naboparopuu (mpeanpusTue, JeKuuoHHas ayauropus, jec) (Karthigeyan, Harrell,
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Wojnowski, 2013), kocMOC Kak CUMBOJI HAyKH W T'€HJEPHBINA MOKa3zaTesb (KeH-
1IMHa-y4eHsblil) (Anastassios, Koutsianou, 2018).

Takum oOpa3oM, MPOBEACHHBIM TEOPETUUCCKUN aHAIIW3 TOKA3aJl HaJMIue
YCTOMYMBBIX, TTOBTOPSIONINXCS, UMEIOIINX XapaKTep CTEPEOTHUIa, KaTeropHii
Mpe/CcTaBiIeHU 00 y4eHOM Y MOAPOCTKOB M pa3HooOpa3ue albTepHATHBHBIX,
KOHTEKCTHBIX €IMHUI] OLIEHKHA BH3YaJIbHOTO 00pa3a y4eHOro, YTO TAKXKe HAILIo
CBOE€ MOATBEPXkJACHUE B OCYIIECTBIEHHBIX paHee UCCIIEJOBAHUIX HA POCCHICKON
BbIOOpKE ¢ npruMeHeHneM MeTouku DAST, BHINOTHEHHBIX B JPYTUX KOHTEKCTaxX
(Bonomapckas, Pasuna, ®ponosa, 2017; Volodarskaya, Razina, 2018).

Bbriiien3noxkeHHbIe MONOXKEHUST ONPECTIIN Helb OAHHO20 UCCTe008aHUS,
KOTOpasi 3aKJIF0YaeTCsl B BBISIBJICHUM KaTErOPUAIBHOIO ammapaTta oopaza yuyeHOoro
y COBPEMEHHBIX POCCHUICKHX MOAPOCTKOB, BBIIEISIEMOr0 C IMOMOIIBIO PUCYHOU-
gou metonuku DAST.

T'unome3sa uccnedoganus coctosyia B MPEANOTIOKEHUH O TOM, YTO CHCTEMa
COLIMAJIBHBIX TPEICTABICHUN 00 YYEHOM Y POCCHUHCKHX MOAPOCTKOB COAEPIKUT Kak
YCTOMYUBBIE WHAMKATOPHI MPUHAUIEKHOCTH YEIOBEKa K Mpo(ecCHOHATBHOMY
Hay4YHOMY COOOIIECTBY, TaK U U3MEHUYMBbIE KOHTEKCTHBIE 3JIEMEHTHI 00pa3a y4eHo-
0, a Mepa BBIPAKEHHOCTH U COOTHOIIEHHE YCTONUYMBBIX U KOHTEKCTHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB
OTpaXkaeT 0COOEHHOCTH 00pa3a yueHOro /Uil OTEYECTBEHHBIX PECTIOH/ICHTOB.

MeToabl M Npoueaypa uccnenosaHnd

Buvioopka Bxmouana B cebs 171 moapocTok B Bo3pacte oT 9 go 12 rner,
cpennuii Bozpact —10,5 ner. Cpenu ucnbityembix 88 nesouek (51,7 %) u 83 manbuu-
Ka (48,3 %). Bxitouenue B uccieqoBaHue MOAPOCTKOB CBSI3aHO C TE€M, YTO IpO-
(eccroHanTFHOE CaMOOTNpPEETIEHUE, C OJJHOM CTOPOHBI, €Ille HE CTaJIo I HUX MPUO-
pUTETHOM 3aiaydeil, a ¢ IPyrol CTOPOHBI, TEXHOJIOTHYHOCTh COBPEMEHHOIO MHpa
BKJIIOYAET YeJIOBEKa C paHHMX JIET B HAYYHYIO Cpely depe3 pasHooOpas3Hble MH-
(dhopmarmoHHbIe PECypChl, HOBbIE BHIIBI TPaHCIOPTa (HAIpuUMep, JIEKTPOOYCHI),
OBITOBBIE MPUOOPHI IO TUITY «YMHBIH» JOM U T. 1., 4TO J€JaeT pe3yabTaThl pado-
ThI YYEHBIX TTOBCEIHEBHON peasibHOCTHIO (Perronnet, 2018).

JI1s tocTUKEHUs TOCTAaBJIEHHOW 1I€JM B KAUECTBE OCHOBHOI'O AMAarHOCTHUYE-
CKOTO CpeJICTBa OBLT MCIIOJIb30BaHA PUCYHOUHAs memoouxa The Draw-A-Scientist
Test (DAST). Ucnonb30BaHHBIA PUCYHOUYHBIH TECT SBISETCS MPOEKTUBHBIM, pe-
3yJbTaThl KOTOPOTO OTPAXKAIOT MPOSIBICHUE MPEJCTaBICHUS MOJIPOCTKOB 00 M3-
HaYyallbHO HE YeTKO KOHCTPYHUPOBAHHOM B MHCTPYKIMHU 00OBEKTE — yueHoM. [laH-
HBbI METOJ MPUMEHSJICA HE B LEJSIX KJIMHUYECKOro oOcieoBaHus, Kak 3TO B
OonblIel cTeneHu CBOMCTBEHHO MpOeKTUBHBIM MetoaaM (Benrep, 2003). Meto-
muka The Draw-A-Scientist Test He ObuTa HampaBjeHa Ha JUATHOCTHKY YPOBHS
MHTEJJIEKTYalIbHOTO Pa3BUTHUS MPUHSBIIMX Y4aCTUE B UCCIEAOBAHUHU MOJAPOCTKOB
[0 CPaBHEHHIO, B YAaCTHOCTH, C NMPOEKTUBHOW METOAUKON «PUCYHOK dermoBeka»
(Maxosgep, 2000).

Ilpouedypa uccnedosanusn. Y4acTHUKaM ObLIO TPEJIOKEHO CO37aBaTh
CIIOHTaHHBIE U300paKEHUs, CBA3aHHbBIE C HA3BAHHBIM HCCIIeJJoBaTeNieM 00BEKTOM,
PECHIOHJEHTHI OJIKHBI ObUIM HAapUCOBAaTh YYeHOro. B MHCTpyKUuU He aBajach
KOHKpETH3aIusi 00JIaCTH HAYKU WJIM TEeMbl HCCIe0BaHus. PecCrioHIeHThI JOTKHBI
OBUIN 1aTh UKOHOTpa(pUUECKUE aCCOLUAIIHH.
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[Tony4yeHHble PUCYHKHM OBUIM IPOAHAIM3UPOBAHBI C TIOMOIIBI0 METOJA IKC-
neptHoit oueHku (I'ympikoBa, 2011) ¢ nenbio BbIIENIEHUS €IUHHI] BU3YaJIbHOTO
KOHTEHTA IO MPENJIOKEHHOW KAaTeropHaJIbHOM CXEME M IOCIEAYIOLIUM IoACYe-
TOM COIIACOBAHHOCTH MHEHHS SKCIIEPTOB 00 aJe€KBAaTHOCTU BBIJENIEHHS COIEp-
JKaTEbHBIX KAaTETOPHl Ha pHUCYHKaxX. B KkadecTBe JKCHIEPTOB BBICTYNWIM 5 CO-
TPYAHUKOB (haKyJIbTeTa IMCUXOJIOTMH MOCKOBCKOTO HMHCTUTYTa ICHXOAHAJIN3a,
KAaHIUJATHI TICUXOJIOTHYECKUX HAYK.

DKcrepT IOMKEeH OBbLI ONpEeNeNuTh CTENEeHb BBIPAKEHHOCTH JJIEMEHTa PH-
CyHKa 1o mkaie ot 1 g0 5, rae 1 — MUHHMMAasbHAs CTENEHB, & 5 — MaKCUMaJIbHAs
crenens. [locne yero Obula MpoU3BEIEHA OLIEHKA COIVIACOBAHHOCTU MHEHUH JKC-
MEPTOB MyTeM pacyera ko3 duunenra konkopaanuu Kennamna.

B xauecTBe conepikaTenbHbIX IOKa3aTeNed, MOABEPraBIINXCs JaJIbHEHIIIe-
My aHaju3y, ObUIM BbIOpaHbI BBIIEJICHHBIE B HCCIEJOBAHMIX C NPUMEHEHUEM
JTAaHHOW PUCYHOUYHON METOJMKU CEMb YCTOMYMBBIX MHIWKATOPOB ONMUCAHMS yye-
HOT0, 2 UMEHHO: JJabOpaTOPHBII Xajar, O4YKH, BOJIOCH Ha jule (6opoaa, ycbl, O6a-
KH), CUMBOJIBI HCCJICIOBaHUN (MpUOOpPHI U 00OpYyIOBAaHWE), CHMBOJIBI 3HAHHM
(KHUTH, KapTOTEKH ), OJIUCH, CUMBOJIbI JIOCTHKEHUH.

ONEeMEHTBl PUCYHKOB, HE BKIIIOUEHHBIE B JIAHHBIE OCHOBHBIE IIOKAa3aTElH,
HO OIIOMHHABIIMECS B PA3JIMYHBIX HCCIECIOBAaHUAX C HCIIOJIB30BAHMEM JTAHHOMU
METOJIMKH, OBLIIM pacIpeIeIeHbI 10 AOMOJIHUTEIbHBIM KOHTEKCTHBIM KaTErOpHsIM,
CBHJIETENILCTBYIOIIMM 00 M3MEHUYMBOCTH KOMIIOHEHTOB 00pa3a y4eHoro. JToT OJ0K
KOHTEKCTHBIX KaT€rOpPUHA COCTABHIIM CIEAYIOIUE UHIANKATOPBL: KOMIIBIOTEPHI, T€H-
JIepHBIN TPU3HAK, TOXKUIIOW BO3pAcT, dJIEMEHTHI (DaHTAaCTHUKA, PACOBBIN MPHU3HAK,
HCTOYHHK OMACHOCTH, OBCEIHEBHAS 0/1€%k/1a, YIIbIOKa, paboTa BHE 1abopaTopuu.

CraTucTHYeCcKuil aHaJIN3 TOJYYEHHBIX PE3YyJbTaTOB IPOBOAMICS C IPUME-
HEHHEM TIPOLEAYp KOPPESAIMOHHOTO U (aKTOPHOTO aHAlM3a Ha OCHOBE CTAaTH-
cTU4ecKoi nporpammsel SPSS.

PesynbTaTbl UCCNIEA0BaHNA U UX 0OCYXAEeHne

OcnoBHolt Bonpoc MeTosia DAST kak npoeKTUBHONW METOJUKHU 3aKII0YaeT-
Csl B CTaHAAPTHU3AllMU JIEMEHTOB aHalN3a, a 3HaUUTeIbHAas TPYJHOCTh COCTOUT B
aZIcKBaTHOM MHTeprpeTanuu AaHHbIX (["abuaynuna, 1986).

B mensix ananmza CBSI3M MEXTy WHBApPUAHTHBIMH W KOHTEKCTHBIMH TOKa3a-
TEJIIMU BU3YaJIbHOTO KOHTEHTa 00pa3a yueHbIX ObUI MPOBEJIEH KOPPEISLIUOHHBIN
aHaJIu3 MOJyYEHHBIX B XOJI€ HKCIEPTHOM OLIEHKH IoKa3aTeslell OTHECEHHOCTH.
Jist aToro ObuT paccuutan kodpdunuent koppensuuu [lupcona Mexy BceMu
BU3YAJIbHBIMU KaTeropusiMu aHanu3a. [lokazaHo OTcyTCTBHE CBS3Ell MEXIy YCTOM-
YUBBIMU M KOHTEKCTHBIMM KaT€rOPUSIMH, YTO CBUJETEILCTBYET O MPUHIUIHAIBHO
Pa3IMYHBIX KOHCTPYKTAX, N3MEPSIEMbIX TaHHBIMHU ITOKA3aTEISIMU.

CoOTBETCTBEHHO, MOKHO TOBOPUTH O HAJMYUU B CHUCTEME COLMAIbHBIX
MpeACTaBICHUI 00 YYEHOM Ha PYCCKOS3BIYHOM BBIOOpPKE MOAPOCTKOB Habopa 00-
0COOJIEHHBIX HEMEPECeKaIOUXCsl KATETOPUN BOCTIPUSATHUS YUEHOTO.

Jlanee ObLT IpOBEIEH YKCIIOPATOPHBIN (akTOPHBIN aHanu3 ¢ Varimax-Bpa-
LIEHHEM BCEX MMEIOIIMXCS B aHAJIN3€ KaTeropuaibHbIX 2JIEMEHTOB. B pe3ynbrare
BeIIenieHo 2 dakTopa (KMO = 0,500), KoTOpBIe IO CBOEMY COJCPIKAHUIO COBIIA-
JAl0T ¢ YCTOMYMBBIMU M KOHTEKCTHBIMH COJI€p’KaTeNIbHBIMU 3JIEMEHTaMH 00pa3za
ydeHoro (taou. 1).
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Tabnuya 1/ Table 1
Pe3ynbTaThl PpakTopHOro aHanusa / Factor analysis results

KpuTtepun BocnpuaTtus / Perception criteria dakTopHas Harpy3ka/ Factor load

®akmop 2 (20,9 % oucnepcuu) « Ycmou4dusbiex» / Factor 2 (20.9% variance) “Sustainable”

JNabopaTtopHsblii xanat / Lab coat 479

Ouku / Glasses ,438

Bonochl Ha nuue / Facial hair ,516

CumBonbl nccneposaHuin / Research symbols ,387

CumBonbl 3HaHui / Knowledge symbols ,365

Hapgnucwm / Inscriptions AT74

CumBonbl gocTuxeHnn / Achievement symbols ,568
®akmop 1 (25,4 % ducnepcuu) «KoHmekcmHbie» / Factor 1 (25.4% variance) “Contextual”

KomnbioTep / A computer ,669

Mon / Sex ,484

Moxunon Bo3pact / Elderly age 572

daHTacTuka / Fiction ,556

Pacosbin npusHak / Race ,541

OnacHocTb / Danger ,538

MoBcepHeBHas ogexaa / Casual wear ,520

Ynbibka/ Smile ,659

Pabota BHe nabopaTtopuu / Working outside the lab ,442

PesynbTathl (hakTOpHOTO aHAIM3a MTO3BOJIWIN MTOATBEPANTH HAJTMYKE B TIOJIC
MpeACTaBICHU 00 YYEHOM JIBYX OOJBIIUX KaTeropuid oOpas3a: WHBAPUAHTHBIX H
KOHTEKCTHBIX.

[TomrydeHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl XOPOIIO COTJIACYIOTCSA C JaHHBIMU JPYTHX aBTO-
poB, npumeHsBIIUX MeToauky DAST nns usydenus oOpasza y4eHOTO y MOJPOCT-
KOB U BBIJICJIMBIIUX T€ XK€ YCTONUMBBIE 3JIEMEHThI UMUKA (Anastassios, Koutsia-
nou, 2018; Tiirkmen, 2008). Takum 00pa3oM, BO3MOXHO KOHCTaTHPOBATh, UTO
BBIJICJICHHBIE KaTErOpUU NpPECTaBIeHUH 00 yU4eHOM He BCeTJa CBS3aHBI C 3THO-
KyJIbTYPHBIMH OCOOEHHOCTSIMH PECIIOHJCHTOB U MOTYT pPacCMaTpHUBAaThCS Kak
CXOJIHBIE, OOIIMEe KATErOpHU COIHUAIBHBIX MPEICTABICHHH 00 YYEHOM, CKIIaJIbI-
BaIOIIUECS K TIOJPOCTKOBOMY BO3pacTy.

Jlanee ObUT POBENIEH aHAJIN3 YACTOTHI MPOSIBICHHUS KaTeropuii oOpasa yue-
HOTO Ha OCHOBE IMOJICYETa MPOIEHTHOIO pacilpeneeHus M0 BHIOOPKE HCIBITye-
MBIX. Pe3ynbTaThl IOSBIICHUS TPAIUIIMOHHBIX YCTOMYMBEIX XapaKTEPUCTHK 00pa-
3a YYEHOTO Ha PUCYHKaX MOJIPOCTKOB MPeICTaBICHBI B Ta0M. 2.

Tabnuua 2/ Table 2

YacTtoTa nosiBIeHNs YCTOM4YUBbIX KaTEropuii Ha pUCYHKax pecnoHAeHToB, % /
Frequency of occurrence of stable categories in the drawings of the respondents, %

Kputepun Bocnpustusa / Perception criteria YacTtoTta nosenenus / Frequency of occurrence
CumBonbl uccnenoBaHuii/ Research symbols 67
Oukum / Glasses 44
JNabopaTtopHsbli xanat / Lab coat 36
CumBonbl 3HaHui / Knowledge symbols 32
Hapnwvcw / Inscriptions 28
Bonochkl Ha nuue / Facial hair 23
CumBonbl goctuxeHuin / Achievement symbols 8

BonpmHCcTBO PECIIOHACHTOB HAPUCOBAJIM CUMBOJIBI UCCJIICIOBAHUS B KaUcC-
CTBE HauboJIee 3HAYNMBIX HWHAWKATOPOB IMPHUHAIJIC)KHOCTH YEJIOBEKA K MUPY HAYKH.
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BxutoueHue B pUCyHOK IpUOOPOB, pa3HOOOpa3HOro 000pynoBaHMs, TPOOUPOK U
T. JI. OTPAKAET COJIEPKAHHUE TPEAMETHON NEATENIbHOCTH YYEHBIX B BOCIPHITHU
noJipocTkoB. OcTanbHble TUMUYHBIE MHAMKATOPHI OTPAXKAIOT IMpe/cTaBlIeHUue 00
yueHoM y MeHee 50 % pecroHIEHTOB, YTO MOKET YKa3blBaThb Ha HU3KYIO CTa-
OunbHOCTH Npu3Haka. Ouku u300pakeHsl Ha 44 % PUCYHKOB POCCUICKHX IMOJI-
POCTKOB, B TO BpeMs KaK Ha PUCYHKax pecroHeHTOB 3 KomymOum sTa karero-
pust npeacrasieHa y 51 % ydactHukoB uccienosanus (Jerez, Middleton, Rabaza,
2011). JIaGopaTopHBIii XanaT BXOJUT B CUCTEMY IpenacTaBieHuil 36 % poccusH,
XOTS 3Ta KaTeropus n3odpaxeHa Ha 61 % pUCYHKOB KOTYMOHMICKHUX MOAPOCTKOB.

CuMBOITBI HAYYHBIX 3HAHWW (KHWTH, YepTeXH, OMOIMOTEKa) BXOIAT B CH-
CTeMy NpeAcTaBIeHUH TOIbKO 32 % pOCCUICKUX MOJPOCTKOB, a TypeIKHE y4acT-
HUKH BBIIENWIN 3Ty Kareroputo Ha 51 % umzobpaxenuit (Tirkmen, 2008). Ycbl,
60posa BKIIIOYAIOTCA B 00pa3 y4eHOro TOJIbKO Y 23 % pecrnoHAEHTOB. DTO MOXKHO
OOBSICHATh TE€M, BEPOSITHO, YTO YYCHBIH HE BOCIPHHUMACTCS KaK yMYApPEHHBIH
OTBITOM CTapel, MPHU3HAKAMU BHEIIHETr0 OO0JMKa KOTOPOro Kak pa3 U sBISETCS
PacTUTENLHOCTH HA JIHIIE.

[Tonnucu Ha pucyHkax (Hampumep, «IBpUKa») ecTb y 28 % poccuickux
pecrionieHTOB. CpaBHEHHE C JAHHBIMH JAPYTHX HCCIEIOBAHUI IOKa3bIBAET, YTO
OTEYECTBEHHbIE OJPOCTKH MEHbIIIE, YeM UX cBepcTHUKU U3 bonusuu (50 %) ot-
pakaloT Ha PUCYHKaX MpPOIECC MBIIUICHUS N300pakaeMoro MepcoHa)a Mpu UC-
cnenoBarenbckoM noucke (Jerez, Middleton, Rabaza, 2011).

[Ipu omeHKe YacTOTHI pacrpeneseHus] KOHTEKCTHBIX KaTeropuid MpescTaB-
JeHui 00 y4eHOM OOHapy’>KeHO, YTO Ul OOJIBIIMHCTBA PECIIOHJICHTOB YUEHBIH,
Cyns IO PUCYHKaM, MPUHAJJICKUT K eBporeonHoi pace (94 %) (tabmn. 3). [pen-
CTaBJieHHME 00 yY€HOM KaK O 4eJOBEKE €BPOIEHCKONW BHEUIHOCTH XapaKTEpHO,
Hampumep, 1 Juist Typeukux nojapoctkoB (Tiirkmen, 2008).

Tabnuua 3/ Table 3

YacToTa nogBneHus KOHTEKCTHbIX KaTeropuit Ha pUCyHKax pecrnoHpeHToB, % /
Frequency of occurrence of contextual categories in the drawings of the respondents, %

Kputepun Bocnpusitusa / Perception criteria Yacrtorta nossnenus / Frequency of occurrence
Pacosbin npu3Hak / Race 94
Mon / Sex 72
Ynbibka / Smile 44
Moxwnnon Bo3pacT / Elderly age 35
MoscepHeBHas ogexpaa / Casual clothes 27
PaboTta BHe nabopatopum / Working outside the lab 11
OnacHocTb / Danger 8
daHTacTuka / Fiction 7
Komnblotep / Computer 6

Takxke Ui 3HAYUTEITHLHOTO YHCIA MOJAPOCTKOB BAXKHBIM MPU3HAKOM TPE-
CTaBJICHUS 00 YUEHOM SIBJIsIETCs OTpaxkeHue ero nona. [Ipuuem uz 72 % pucyHKoB
Ha OoJiee yeM IMOJIOBHHE M3 HUX OBbLI M300pakeH y4yeHbI-Myx4unHa. B nccieno-
BaHMX, IPOBEICHHBIX paHee Ha moapocTkax B bomuBum n KomymOuu, ydeHbrit
TaK)Ke acCCOLUUPYETCs ¢ MY>KUMHOU y 89 1 79 % pecroHIeHTOB COOTBETCTBEHHO
(Jerez, Middleton, Rabaza, 2011). UaTEepecHO, 4TO JIBE TPETH PECIIOHICHTOB HE
CUMTAIOT YYCHOTO MOKHIIIBIM YEJIOBEKOM, B TO BpeMs KaK JUISl TYPEIKUX MOAPOCT-
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KOB IMPHOPUTETHBIM SIBISIETCS HM300paKEHUE YUYEHOrO KaK IOXHJIOTO YeloBeKa
(69 % pucynkos) (Tirkmen, 2008). Poccuiickue MOIPOCTKH PEIKO BKIFOUYAIOT B
n300pakeHNe YYEHOI0 CUMBOJIBI OMTACHOCTH (HampuUMep, B3pbIB, oxkap). MoxHO
MIPENIOJIOKUTh, YTO JESTENbHOCTh YYEHOIO HE CBS3BIBAETCS y IMOAPOCTKOB C
HEraTUBHBIMU IIOCJIEICTBUSAMU HCIIOIb30BaHUS HAYYHBIX OTKPBITHHA, TEXHOTEH-
HBIMU KaTacTpodaMu ¥ T. 1. XOTS BONPOCHI COIMATBHON OTBETCTBEHHOCTH Y4Ye-
HBIX 32 IPUMEHEHHE CBOMX HAYYHBIX 3HAHUM CTOUT JOCTAaTOYHO OCTPO B COBpE-
MeHHOM wmupe. Pabora BHe naGopatopum (Hampumep, JIEKIIMOHHAS ayJUTOpPHs)
OoTpakeHa TOJbKO Ha 11 % pHCYHKOB PECIIOHAECHTOB, UYTO YKa3blBA€T Ha INpeEa-
CTaBJICHHE O HAYYHOW JEATENbHOCTH, 3aMKHYTOH paMKaMH CHEIHaJIbHOTO J1abo-
PaTOPHOTO MOMEILEHUS.

Bcero Ha 6 % puCYHKOB OBUTM HapHUCOBAaHBI KOMITBIOTEpHI. IHBIMU CllOBa-
MU, COBpEMEHHbIE MH(POPMALMOHHBIE TEXHOJOTHH HE CBS3BIBAIOTCS B BOCIIPHS-
TUW YYaCTHUKOB UCCIIEIOBAHMS C HAYYHOU AEATENbHOCTHIO. B TO ke Bpems 41 %
TYPELKHX MOAPOCTKOB PUCOBAIIM KOMIIBIOTEPHI IPU N300PAKEHUH YUEHOTO.

Taxum 006pazom, aHaIM3 PUCYHKOB PECIIOH/IEHTOB, pACCMaTPUBAEMBbIX B Ka-
YecTBE UKOHOTpapHUeCKOro JOKYMEHTa, IO3BOJIMII TOBOPUTH O HAJIMYUH B 00paze
YUEHOI'0 YCTOWYMBBIX, TUITMYHBIX 3JIEMEHTOB «PACIO3HaBaHUs» MPO(ecCHOHANb-
HOW MPHUHAAJIEKHOCTH CyObEKTa. YUEHbIH B BOCIHPHUSATHUU MOJPOCTKOB — 3TO,
MpeX/ie BCero, My >KUMHa €BPONEHCKON Hapy>KHOCTH, OKPY>KEHHBIA MpHUOopamMu u
JIpyruM 000pyAOBaHUEM, CUMBOJIM3UPYIOIIUM J1JaOOpaTOpHBIE MCCIEIOBAaHUS U B
OobIIeH CTENeHN XapaKTepHBIM U €CTeCTBEHHBIX HAayK. DTHU KaTeropuu BOC-
MPUATHSI MOKHO OTHECTH B LIEHTPAJIbHYIO 30HY NpPEACTABICHHN 00 ydeHOM.
OcTanbHble XapaKTEpUCTUKHU, BBIIEISIEMblE B paHHEE MPOBEACHHBIX HCCIEN0Ba-
HUSX 3apyOEKHBIX aBTOPOB, TaKkKe 3a()MKCHPOBAHBI HA PUCYHKAX U POCCUHUCKUX
PECIIOH/IEHTOB, YTO YKa3bIBa€T HA BXOKICHUE JAHHBIX KaTeropuil B o0pa3 y4eHo-
IO JJIsl OTE€YECTBEHHBIX MIIAAIINX MOIPOCTKOB. DTO TAKME MHAMKATOPBI, KAK «OY-
KW», «J1a00paTOpHBIN XallaT», «CUMBOJIbI 3HAHUN (KHUIH)», «HAAMUCU HA PUCYH-
KaxX, CBMJETEJIBCTBYIOIIME O HAy4YHOM OTKPBITUW», COCTABISIOLIUE 3JIEMEHTHI
IPYyMNIbl YCTOMUMBBIX MHIUKATOPOB 00pa3a yueHOro, BBIJAEISEMBIX C MOMOIIbIO
Meronukor DAST Ha pa3HBIX Ipynnax pecliOHIEHTOB.

K HM3KOYaCTOTHBIM B M300PaKEHUU POCCHUICKUX MIAAIINX MOJPOCTKOB
OTHECEHBI MHJIMKATOPbI UCCIIEOBATEIbCKUX JTOCTH)KEHUN — HayYHbIE OTKPBITHH,
n300peTeHus], YTO MOXKET YKa3bIBaTh Ha CJ1a00e 3HAKOMCTBO MOAPOCTKOB C KOH-
KpPETHBIMHU pe3yJibTaTaMH padOThl yUEHOTO.

B 1iesiom, nosyueHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl UCHOIB30BAHUS PUCYHOUHON METOJIMKU
DAST Ha poccuiickuil BEIOOpKE MMOJAPOCTKOB, CBUJETENIBCTBYIOT O CXOXKECTH CO-
JiepKaTeNbHbIX KaTEropuil CUCTEMBI MPEICTaBICHUI 00 YYEHOM C JaHHBIMHU pe-
3yJbTATOB MPUMEHEHUS PUCYHOUYHON METOIUKU CPENX MOAPOCTKOB IPYTHUX CTPaH.
JIeHCTBUTENBHO, B UMHJDKE YYEHOI'O BBIACISAIOTCS IBE I'PYIIBI MHIUKATOPOB,
HO M€pa BBIPAXEHHOCTH Ka)kKOr0 KOMIIOHEHTa B BOCIIPUATHH POCCUMCKUX MIIaJ-
LIMX MOAPOCTKOB YKa3bIBaeT Ha cBOeoOpaszue o0pasza yueHoro.

Wrak, aHanu3 u300pakeHUi MOKa3bIBAET HAJIMUYUE JIBYX CaMOCTOSITEIbHBIX
MOJIMHOXECTB HKOHOTpa(UUECKUX acCOIMAIIN, OTPaXKAIOLINX MpeCTaBIeHUE 00
YU€HOM, KaK, TJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM, OCYIIECTBIISIONIETO AeSTEIbHOCTh C J1abopaTop-
HBIM 000pyAoBaHueM. Bo BTOpoM rpaduyeckoM MHOKECTBE yUEHBIH — 3TO MYX-
YUHA €BPOMEHCKON BHEUTHOCTH. TO €CTh MEPBOE MOIMHOKECTBO UKOHOTpadude-
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CKOTO MaTepuajga pacKpblBalOT B IPEICTaBICHUU PECIOHACHTOB COAEpP’KaHUE
MIPEIMETHON JEATEIBHOCTH, a BTOPOE MOAMHOXKECTBO MHIUKATOPOB ONMCHIBAET
BHEIIHOCTh yuyeHoro. Kak ObLIO MOKa3aHO BBINIE C OMOPONM HAa CTATUCTHYECKUE
MIpOLEAYphl aHAJIN3A, ABE CUCTEMBI MHAUKATOPOB UMUIKA YUEHOTO (YCTOMUMBBIE
U KOHTEKCTHBIE) OTPa)KaloT Pa3jIMuYHbIE CUCTEMbl BOCHPUSITHUS YEJIOBEKA HAYKH.
Kaxxmast u3 BeIIENsAEMBIX KAaTETOPHIA BOCTIPUATHS OTACIHHO TpapUUecKu acCoIr-
UpYEeTCsl C yYEHBbIM, HO OTCYTCTBYET LIEJIOCTHBIA YCTOMUMBBIN 00pa3 BHYTpPEHHE
CBSI3aHHBIX MEX]ly COOOM JIEMEHTOB.

WNHbIMU cnoBamu, B IPENCTaBICHUSX MIIAJIINX MOAPOCTKOB BBIACIUIUCH
MIPU3HAKY, SBIIAIOIIMECS WHIMKATOpaMU INPUHAJIEKHOCTH YEJIOBEKAa K HayKe.
Ho net ycroitunBoro Habopa 00s13aTebHbIX IpadudecKn 0TOOpaKaeMbIX JIEeMEH-
TOB KOHCTPYKTa «o0pa3 yueHoro». Hampumep, eciu y nzodpaxaemMoro nepcoHa-
’a ecThb OYKH, TO, BEPOATHO, OH MOXeT ObITh yueHbIM. Ho, eciiu yOpaTh 04KH, TO
00pa3 y4eHoro B MPEeACTAaBICHNN PECIIOHAECHTOB HE pa3pyLIUTCS.

MoskHO yTBEpKIaTh, YTO B MPEACTABICHUAX 00 YUYEHOM y MOJIPOCTKOB HET
OJTHO3HAYHOTro Habopa 00s3aTeNbHbIX MPU3HAKOB paclo3HaBaHMs YelloBeKa Kak
yudeHoro. BeiensieMble kaTeropuy B OOJIbLIEH CTENEHH XapaKTEepU3YIOT CTepeo-
TUITHOE BOCIIPHUATHE YUEHOI0, IpUUYEM U3 00JIaCTH €CTECTBEHHbIX HayK. Mccaeno-
BaTeNy, paboTaroliye, HalpuMep, B COLMOIYMaHUTapHbIX 00J1acTAX, ciabo mpen-
CTaBJICHbl HA PUCYHKAX PECIOHAEHTOB. DTO MOXXET ObITh CBSI3aHO C HU3KOW WH-
(OpMHPOBAHHOCTHIO PECIIOHJICHTOB O COBPEMEHHBIX JIEATENIX HAYKH U HEel0CTa-
TOYHOCTH HarJSAHBIX WJUTIOCTPATUBHBIX MPUMEpPOB oOpas3a ceroans paborarolie-
ro yueHoro. be3ycinoBHO, BBIAEICHHbIE B MCCIEJOBAHUU OCOOEHHOCTH KOJUIEK-
THUBHBIX MEHTAJIBHBIX 00pa30B COIMAIBHON TPYNIBI HOAPOCTKOB OOBEKTHBHUPY-
10TCA BO MHOroM 1oz BiausiHueM CMU, cTaHOBAIMXCA OCHOBHBIM MCTOYHMKaMH
nHpOpMalUU O HayKe M YYEHBIX IPHU HU3KOW MHAMBHIYaJTbHON BOBJIEYEHHOCTHU
LIKOJIbHUKA B CAMOCTOSTEIbHYIO HCCIIEI0BATEIbCKYIO ESTEIbHOCTD.

3aknuyeHue

[To pe3ynbTaTam OCYIIECTBICHHOTO UCCIEIOBAaHHUS MOXKHO C(OPMYIHPOBATH
CJIeIyIONINEe 0OCIIAIOIINE BBIBOIBI.

HccnenoBanue cucTeMbl COLMANBHBIX MPEICTABICHUN C MCHOJIB30BaHUEM
pucyHounoit metoauku The Draw-A-Scientist Test mo3BoinI0 TPOBEPHUTH CHUCTE-
My KaTeropuil n300pakeHusl y4eHOr0 Ha POCCUICKOM BBIOOPKE MOJAPOCTKOB U BbI-
JIENIUTh 0OCOOEHHOCTH 00pa3a YUeHOTO Y OT€UECTBEHHBIX PECIIOH/IEHTOB.

MOo>XHO OTMETHUTH, YTO HCCIIEAOBAaHNE, HAIIPABICHHOE Ha BHIACICHUE WHIM-
KaTUBHBIX KOMIIOHEHTOB UMH/DKA YYEHOTO B PHCYHKaX JETEH, MOKa3allo, YTO MPe-
CTaBJICHHBIE paHee C ucnoib3oBanreM Tecta DAST BoieneHne yCTONUMBBIX M KOH-
TEKCTHBIX TIOKa3aTesiel MPUHAIJICKHOCTH YeJoBeKa K MUPY HayKU TakKe MPUCYT-
CTBYIOT B PUCYHKaX POCCHHMCKHX MOJPOCTKOB. [Ipr 3TOM yacToTa BCTpedaeMoCTH
WHINKATOPOB HMMHUIPKA YYEHOTO B PUCYHKAX POCCHICKMX JeTel yKa3blBaeT Ha
YMEHBIIIEHNE POJIU YCTOMYHMBBIX JIEMEHTOB B UKOHOTpapUIECKO (Gukcamuu 00-
pa3za uccienoBartess, TpeOyIUX TOMOIHUTEIbHOTO U3YYEHHUS.

PesynbTaTel BBISIBICHHS OCOOEHHOCTEH O0Opas3a y4eHOTO y COBPEMEHHBIX
POCCUIMCKHX HIKOJILHUKOB MOAPOCTKOBOIO BO3PACTa YKa3bIBAIOT HA BBICOKYIO CTe-
PEOTUITHOCTh BOCTIPHSITHSL M MHTEPIPETALNU STOW MPOo(ecCHOHANBHOW Chepsl,
KOTOpasi OTpa)kaeTcs B BBIJCICHUHU ABYX CaMOCTOSTENbHBIX MOJIMHOKECTB HKOHO-
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rpaduueckux accounauuit. [lepBoe MOaAMHOXKECTBO OTpa)kaeT MHAUKATOPHI cpe-
JIOBOTO UMHUKa (CUMBOJIBI UCCIIEIOBAHUS), @ BTOPOE MOJMHOXKECTBO HHIMKATO-
POB CBSI3aHO C raOUTapHBIM UMHUKEM YUYEHOTO, B KOTOPOM (PUKCUPYETCS Mpel-
cTaBjieHHEe O BHemHeM ooOyiuke. [logoOHast rpaduyeckast TpaHCIAIUS KOHIICTIIIUN
«UeJIoBeKa 3HAHUS» ONpEeIeNsieT B HEKOTOPOH cTeneHH MHU(OIOTH3UPOBAHHBIN
o0pa3 yueHoro, CKIIaJbIBAIOIIETOCs y MMOJAPOCTKOB.

B o0pa3e y4eHOro OTCYTCTBYIOT XapaKTEPUCTUKH COBPEMEHHOTO MEepHoaa
HCCIIEZIOBATEIIbCKOM NI TETHOCTH, UCTIOIh30BAHUSI BEICOKOTEXHOJIOTUIECKOTO 000-
PYIOBaHMS, MIPEICTABICHHS O COACPKAHUH pelIaeMbIX HAyYHBIX 3a7ad, crienudu-
KH pabOThI B Pa3HBIX HAYIHBIX 00JIACTSIX.

BriBoabl 06 0COOCHHOCTSIX COIMANBHBIX MPEACTaBIEHUN 00 YYEeHOM Yy Co-
BPEMEHHBIX POCCUUCKHUX MOJIPOCTKOB TPeOYyIOT O0Jee MUPOKOTO U BCECTOPOHHE-
ro aHanusza. XOTS OTPaHUYEHUE BBIOOPKH TOJIBKO MJIQALIUMHU TMOIPOCTKAMHU HE
AT OCHOBAHUW NEPEHOCUTDH BBIICIIIEMbIC 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH Ha CTapIIUX IIKOJIb-
HUKOB UJIM CTYJEHTOB, JUIsl KOTOPBIX BOMPOC MOUCKA PabOThl CTAHOBUTCS CYOBEK-
TUBHO 3HAYUMBIM H 00JIee aKTyaJIbHBIM.

Creunguka moxy4eHHbIX pPe3yIbTaTOB MOKET OBITh CBSA3aHA C OTCYTCTBUEM
OJTHO3HAYHOTO MepeBoia Ha3BaHus Metoauku The Draw-A-Scientist Test Ha pyc-
CKUH 513bIK, @ HHCTPYKIMsS DAST conepxana cI0BO «y4eHBIi», KOTOpOe yHOTpeo-
JISIETCSI HA PYCCKOM SI3BIKE B MY>KCKOM POJI€, U MOTJIA HAIEJIUTh PECTIOHIEHTOB Ha
M300pakeHNe TepcoHaka MYXKCKOro moja. Takxke WMHCTPYKIUS, Mpearoiararo-
miasi He0OXOIMMOCTh HAPUCOBATh YUYEHOTO, MOTJIa MPEAONPEACIUTh KOTUIECTBO
nroAel Ha pucyHke. [ToMrMO 3TOro, CIOBO «y4YEHBI» HE OTpa)kaeT B MOJHOM Me-
pe HIMPOKHUI AMarnma3oH HOBBIX BO3MOXKHOCTEH MOCTPOEHUS MCCIEAOBATEIbCKOM
Kapbepbl, OCHOBAaHHOM, a YaCTHOCTH, HA MH(POPMAIIMOHHBIX TEXHOJIOTUAX, UHXKE-
HEpHH, CMEXHBIX TIpodeccusx (Harmpumep, ononHxkenep, IT-Meauk, crenuamucT
1o OMOATHKE H T. 1.).

BaxapiM HampaBiIeHUSIMU JAJIbHEHUINIETO aHATu3a MOXKET CTaTh CPaBHEHHUE
COLIMATILHBIX MPEICTaBICHUNH 00 YYEHOM y MOJPOCTKOB B 3aBUCHMOCTH OT TOTO,
SIBJISIIOTCS JTU MIX POJIUTENHN YUEHBIMH, & Tak)Ke BbIJCIIEHHE 00pa3a y4eHOro ¢ uc-
MoJIb30BaHue pUCyHOUHOI MeToauku DAST B apyrux Bo3pacTHBIX U mpodeccuo-
HaJBHBIX Tpymnnax. B Merogudyeckom miaHe HEOOXOAMMO COYETaTh PUCYHOUHYIO
METOJIMKY C MPOTOTUIIMYECKUM aHAIU30M BepOalbHBIX ACCOIMALIUN, JaBAEMbBIX
PECTIOHACHTaMU Ha CJIIOBO-CTUMYJI «YyUEHBII.

Brigenennbsie 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH 00pa3a YYEHOTO Y IMKOJIBHUKOB MIIAJIIETO
MOAPOCTKOBOTO BO3pacTa MOTYT OBITh YUTEHBI B JajbHEHIIeH mpodopueHTaIu-
OHHOU paboTe [JIsl TOHMMaHUs TeHACHIIUN BHIOOpa HAYKH KaK BO3MOXHOU chepsl
Tpyna. Cucrema COIUANBHBIX MPENCTABICHUNA 00 YUYEHOM Yy MOJOJIBIX JIIOJIEH
orpezenseT BeIOOp mpodeccuu, CBI3aHHOW C HAyKOW, YTO, HECOMHEHHO, CTaBHUT
HOBBIC 3a/1a4d Tepell 00pa3oBaTEIBHBIM MPOCTPAHCTBOM U MPO(EeCCHOHATEHOM
Hay4YHOU Cpeou.

Pa3HoOOpa3HbIe MKOHOTpagUUeCKHe NOKYMEHTHI (MOPTPETHI, (PHIBEMBI, KO-
MUKCBI, MYJIbT(QUIBMBI, KAPUKATYPHI U T. 1.), TPAHCIHPYIOIIKe UHDopMaLuoo 00
YYEHOM, HAyYHOM AESITENIbHOCTH, COCTOSSHUM U TOJOKEHUH HAayKd B OOIIECTBE,
BJIMSIIOT HA MOJIOZO€ MOKOJICHUs, (GOopMHpYsI U OTpaxkasl €ro KOJUIEKTMBHOE 3Ha-
HUE 0 naHHou cepe. Beap, MOMUMO HHIUBUYATEHOW CKIIOHHOCTH K aHAJTUTHYC-
CKOM 1eATeTbHOCTH MOJIPOCTKA, €r0 BHICOKOTO MHTEIEKTYaIbHOTO OTEHIIMANA U
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’KeJlaHHsI IOCTUYb HOBOE, Ha PELICHHE B MOJIb3y BbIOOpA MCCIIE0BATENbCKOM Ka-
pbEpBI OKA3bIBAET BIMSHUE CUCTEMA IIPEJICTABICHUIM MOJIOAOIO YeJI0BeKa 00 yue-
HOM, coJiep)KaTejbHas HAIllOJHEHHOCTh M OLICHOYHAsl ONpPEIEICHHOCTh MMUIXKA
UCCIIeI0BaTEIs.

Pe3ynbTaThl OCYIIECTBIEHHOTO aHAJIM3a COLMANBHBIX MPEICTaBIeHUH 00 yue-
HOM y POCCHUICKHUX MOJPOCTKOB MOKAa3bIBAIOT 3HAYUTENbHbIE BO3MOXKHOCTHU IPH-
MEHEHUS UKOHOTpa(hUIECKUX JOKYMEHTOB Ul U3yUSHHs COLMANIbHBIX MPECTaB-
JEHUH 0 Pa3HOOOPA3HBIX CONMAIBHBIX O0BEKTaX. DTO CBUAETEILCTBYET O IPO-
JIOJDKAIOIIEMCsl pa3BUTUHM Hay4YHOH MIKOJIBI COLMAlbHBIX mpenacTaBieHuil Cepixka
MockoBuCH, BKIIOYEHUH B TUarHOCTUYECKHUI apceHaa HOBBIX METOJAUYECKUX MH-
CTPYMEHTOB, PAaCIIMPEHNUHU HCCIEeI0BATENbCKIX 00JIacTeH.
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Abstract. The article describes the scientific and social aspects of the functioning of
the scientific school created by S. Moscovici, revealing various forms of this association:
a research team, a scientific direction, an ‘invisible’ college. The authors focus on the possi-
bility of studying social representations through the inclusion of new analytical methods in
the diagnostic toolkit, in particular, iconographic documents and images of a social object,
which indicates the current stage of the functioning of S. Moscovici’s scientific school.
The formation of social representations not only through verbal associations but also through
drawings is explored by the authors through the example of how adolescents develop their
social representations of a scientist. The purpose of this study is to highlight the categorical
features of the image of a scientist in modern Russian adolescents, identified using the DAST
drawing technique. The hypothesis of the research is the assumption that the system of social
representations of a scientist among Russian adolescents contains both stable indicators of
a person’s belonging to the professional scientific community and variable contextual ele-
ments of the scientist’s image, whereas the degree of expression and the ratio of stable and
contextual elements reflect the characteristics of the scientist’s image in domestic respon-
dents. The Draw-A-Scientist Test (DAST) technique was used as the main diagnostic tool
aimed at identifying adolescent representations of a scientist based on iconographic associa-
tions.The obtained drawings were analyzed by the expert evaluation method, involving
the procedures of correlation and factor analysis. The results of the study show that Russian
adolescents generally have a stereotypical representation of a scientist associated with the use
of general indicators of external appearance, which determine the professional affiliation of
the character depicted. Differences were found in the frequency of using stable and contextual
iconographic elements of drawings. It has been shown that it is possible to use the drawing
technique as a diagnostic tool for identifying social representations of a scientist based on
an analysis of the meaning of an object through its iconographic fixation.

Key words: social representations, scientific school, image of a scientist, social psy-
chology of science, attitude to science, iconographic documents
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AnHoTanus. Bermpka kopoHaBupyca — II00abHOE COOBITHE, KOTOPOE BBIILIO 32 IIpe-
JIeTIbl HAIOHAIBHBIX TPAHUIL U OXBAaTHJIO BeCh MUp. M3ydeHHe COIMabHBIX TPEJCTaBICHUI O
TIAHAEMUH TIO3BOJISIET BBIIBUTH POOIEMBI, KOTOPHIE CTPYKTYPHPYIOT OMBIT JIFOJCH B KOHKPETHOM
COLIMAIbHOM KOHTEKCTE. JIJ1sl BBISIBIIEHHUS COLMAIbHBIX NPEJICTaBICHUI 0 KOPOHABUpYCeE MpOBe-
JICHO HCCleZioBaHue Ha Tepputopru CBepAsioBCKoi obnactu. Onpoc pecCrnoHeHTOB MPOXOIHI
B iepuon ¢ 11 mapra mo 11 mas 2020 r. COop maHHBIX OXBaTHII JBa 3Tana: 1) korma B Poccun
B IesioM Obu1 moaTBepskaeH 31 ciydaid 3apakernss COVID-19, Ha tepputopun CBeputOBCKON
00JIaCTH TaKHX CIIydaeB elie He ObUIO 3aMKCUPOBAHO; 2) Yucio 3a0oseBInX B CBEpAIOBCKOI
obmactu cocraBisino 1952 gemn., B crpane — 221 344 gen. s c6opa SMIMPUYECKOr0 MaTepuaia
HCTIONB30BAJIMCH METOABI CBOOOAHBIX CIIOBECHBIX aCCONMAIINIA M CEMaHTHIECKOTO MuhhepeHIa-
na (B.®. ITerpenko), Mmerouka orieHKH ncuxuueckoit aktusauu JI.A. Kypranckoro u T.A. Hem-
YHMHA, aHKETHBIA Ompoc. BeIABIEHO, YTO 3HAYMMOCTB MPOOJIEMbI KOPOHABHPYCA B Pa3HBIE TIEPUO-
Jbl BPEMEHU ISl PECIIOHJEHTOB pasinyHa. SIpo npencTaBiieHus SBIAETCS yCTONUMBBIM, COTJIa-
COBAaHHBIM H OTPaKAeT Pe3yIbTaT HHOOPMAHOHHOTO Bo3eicTBUsI CMU — «cMepThY, «ITaHuKay,
ocTaeTcs CTabWIIbHBIM BHE 3aBUCUMOCTH OT BPEMEHH M BOBJICUCHHOCTH B TIAHACMHIO PECTIOH/ICH-
ToB. IloTeHIManbHas 30Ha W3MEHEHUM BBICTYIAET «IIPUPYYEHHEM» 3HAHWH O KOPOHABHpYCE,
olepalyoHaIM3alKel cofepKaHusl PEAICTaBIEeHNs O KOPOHABHUPYCE Ha SI3bIK M3MEHEHHUH B CBOEH
OOBIICHHO JKU3HU — MAaHJEMUsI KOPOHABUPYCA MOHUMAETCS KaK «3MUIEMUs] TPHIIIaY, a BBEICHUE
HEOOXOIMMOCTH CaMOM3OJLIIINN — KaK «KaHUKYIBD), BO3MOXKHOCTD TOOBITH «m1oMay. Ompernee-
HIHE HETOCPEICTBEHHON ah(heKTHBHOM PEaKIMU PECIIOHICHTOB Ha CIIOBO-CTUMYJT «KOPOHABHPYC)
MOKa3aJI0 HAIW4Me 3MOLMOHAJIBHON HAMPSHKEHHOCTH W MpeoOiiaJJaHue HEraTUBHBIX MepeKuBa-
HUIA PECIIOHJICHTOB TP MPEABSIBICHUH TaHHOTO CTUMYIa. [IpoBeneHHOe ucciea0BaHue moKasa-
JI0, 9TO B YCJIOBHSIX MAHIEMHH, BBICTYIAs OCHOBHBIM MCTOYHHKOM HH(OPMAIUHK W CPEICTBOM
kommyHuKauun, CMU 3axatoT HarpaBiieHrne (GOpMUpPOBaHHUS MPEACTABICHHA.

KaueBsble cjioBa: colManbHBIE MPECTABICHNS, COCTOSIHAE 0€30MaCHOCTH, W3OJISIIHA,
maagemust, COVID-19, sMmormoHanbHbBIE COCTOSHHS
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ckoro HayyHoro ¢onaa (mpoekt Ne 16-18-00032-11) «/loBepue u cyObekTUBHOE OIaromoiy-
YHe JINIHOCTH KaK OCHOBA TICHXOJIOTHUECKOH 0€30MaCHOCTH COBPEMEHHOTO OOIIIECTBAY.
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BeBeneHue

CeromHst MUp MEHSETCS, M TpaHC(HOPMHUPYIOTCS MHOTHE MOHATHSA. Oco00
M3MEHEHHS KacaroTcsl MOHUMaHUs HaMu Oe3onacHocTH. Tenepp Joau 3HAI0T, YTO
IIPUKOCHOBEHUE K BellaM, MpeObIBaHuE C APYTUMHM JIFOJbMH U BJIbIXaHHE BO3]lyXa
B 3aMKHYTOM IPOCTPAHCTBE MOXXET ObITh omacHbIM. CTeneHb Ooco3HaHus Oynaer
OTJIMYAThCA y pa3HbIX JIO/IEH, HO OHO HUKOT/Ia HE UCUYE3HET MOJIHOCThIO HU Y KOTO
u3 Tex, kto nepexun 2020 r. CraHeT HOpMaJIbHBIM — YKJIOHUTBHCS OT PYKOIOXKa-
TUSl WM NPUKOCHOBEHUS, KaK M MOCTOsHHas ne3uH¢exkuus pyk. Ilapagokc oH-
naitH-001IeHusT OyAeT YCHJICH: 3TO CO3/1aeT OOJIbIE MUCTAHIMK, HO W OOJbIIe
CBsI3€H, TaK Kak JIOAU OyIyT Jaiie oOmaThCs ¢ TEMH, KTO HaXOIUTCS BCE JANIbIIe
(U3NIECKH U KOTOpPHIE YYBCTBYIOT ce0si B 0€30MaCHOCTH M3-3a ITOW JHCTAHIINU.
Bbenbruiickuit ncuxonor P. XoreHpaa ckasal, 4To «3TO Kak €ciau Obl Mbl 6€3 KOM-
raca BXOJIWIM B HEOTMEUEHHBIE TEPPUTOPUU HOBOTO MCTOPHUYECKOIO IEPHOJA,
JUIsL KOTOPOTO y HAac Bce ellle HeT cJoBa, yToObl Ha3BaTh ero» (Hogenraad, 2017.
P. 2), HO HenB3s OTpULIATH, YTO KIIIOUEBOM MpOoOIEMON sBiILETCS oOecredeHne
6e3onacHocT. CeroJHs, Kak U paHblle, JIIOJU He 3HAIOT, Ie OHU, KTO OHH U TJe
uM MecTo: «HaMm He XBaTaeT KOHUENIMHA, YTOObI YCBOUTH TO, YTO MbI HCIIBITAIII
(Musil, 1990. P. 117).

[To Mepe TOro Kak YHMCIIO CMEPTEH OT 3TOM OOJIE3HH pacTeT BO BCEM MUDE,
CTaHOBHUTCA Bce Oosiee BaXKHBIM IOHMMAHUE BOCIPUATUS KOpOHaBHpYyca oOIle-
cTBOM. Tekymiue NmpaBUTEIBCTBEHHBIE MEPbl BapbUPYIOTCS OT COLMAIBHON Iu-
CTaHIIMM U peKOMeHAaluui 1o rurueHe (Hanpumep, LlIBeuus) 1o moiaHON M30s-
1uuu HaceneHus (Hanpumep, Uranus, U3panns). TeM He MeHee U3 NPOLLIBbIX MaH-
€M MbI 3HaeM, YTO yCIIeX MOJIMTHUKH, HApaBICHHOW Ha 3aMe]jIeHne ObICTPOil
nepesayu BbICOKOMH(EKIMOHHBIX 3a00I€BaHNH, 3aBUCHUT, B TOM YHCIIE U OT TOTO,
HACKOJIbKO TOYHBIE MPEJCTABICHUS JIIOJU UMEIOT O JIMYHOCTHBIX U OOILECTBEH-
HBIX (pakTopax pucka. akTUYECKH, TOBEICHHUE JIOACH MOKET CYIIECTBEHHO BIIH-
aTh Ha pacnpoctpaHenue nangemun (Reluga, 2010; Van Bavel et. al., 2020).
Onenka camoro ¢akTa NaHAEMUH SIBISETCS BaKHBIM YCIOBUEM, ONPENEISIOIIUM
TOTOBHOCTH OOIIECTBEHHOCTH COTPYJIHHYATh M MPUHUMATh 3alllUTHBIE MEPBI AJIs
3mopoBoii moaenu noBeaeHus (Bish, Michie, 2010; Poletti et al., 2011; Rudisill,
2013). JIpyrumu cioBamMu, COITUATIbHBIC TTPEICTABICHHS B TIEPUO/T TAHASMUN UMEIOT
permmaroiee 3HadeHue s 3PGHEKTUBHOTO YIPABICHHS OOIIIECTBOM.

[ManmeMust MeHsIeT MUp, HOBBI BUPYC YK€ M3MEHWIJI HAIlld OTHOIICHUS C
MIPAaBUTEIBCTBOM, C BHEIITHUM MHPOM U JaXKe APYT ¢ APyroM. «JItoam TepstoTcs B
BOZIOBOPOTE COOBITUM, UyBCTBYIOT JaBJIEHUE CO CTOPOHBI OKPY’KAIOIIEr0 MHUpa U
HE YBEpEHbI B CBOEM OyaylieM U 6e30macHOCTH cBoel »xu3Hm» (Zinchenko, Zoto-
va, 2014. P. 51). Hacenenue B OOJIIIMHCTBE CTPaH, 3aTPOHYTHIX NaHIEMHEH, U3-
MEHHJIO CBOIO aKTUBHOCTBH M 00pa3 *xu3HHU. KoJIeKTHBHBIE TIPEACTaBICHUS O Ha-
CTOSIIIEM YK€ U3MEHWINCh. EciM coXpaHUTCs ONacCHOCTh, KOTOPYIO KOPOHABUPYC
MPEJCTABISACT IS 340POBbsl KaK OTAEIBHBIX JIIOAEH, TaKk U JJis 0OIIeCTBEHHOIO
3paBOOXpPAHEHUs, IO OyAyT BBIHY)KJEHBI MEPECMOTPETh cCaMy KOHLEHIHIO
CBOCH JKU3HHU.

Ho, ¢ npyroii cTOpOHBI, KpU3UCHBIE MOMEHTBI TAaK)K€ OTKPBIBAIOT HOBBIE
BO3MOKHOCTH: 0oJiee THOKOE HCIIONBb30BaHUE TEXHOJOTHI, MEHbIIAs MOJspU3a-
LIUs1, TIEPEOLIeHKa MPOCThIX YIOBOIBCTBUI B U3HU. Ha camMom nene upe3Bblvaii-
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HBII 110K, BBI3BaHHBIM MaHAEMHUEH KOPOHABUPYCA, MOXKET MIPUBECTHU K PAAY MO3H-
THUBHBIX TIOCIIEICTBUMA. B 4acTHOCTH, crieHapHil «00IIero Bparay, Koraa o0IecTBO
CTaJIKUBAIOTCs ¢ oOuiei BHemHel yrpo3oi. COVID-19 npeacraBnser HaMm rpo3-
HOT'O Bpara, KOTOpbIM He pa3iInyaeT IBET KOXKH, YPOBEHb J10X0a U ceMeitHOe To-
noxenue. Taxxke, X0Tenoch Obl BEpUTH B TO, YTO COLMATBbHBIE MOTPSCEHUS OyayT
CIOcOOCTBOBaTh 00Jiee KOHCTPYKTHBHBIM MOJIEISIM B3aWMOJICHCTBHS B HAIleM
oO1miecTBe.

[To muenuto I1. CioBuya «pHck He CyIIeCTBYET HE3aBUCUMO OT HAILIEro yMa
u KyaeTypb» (Slovic, 1992. P. 121). JleiicTBuTenbHO, OOJBIION 00BEM HCCIIENO0-
BaHM, IPOBEJICHHBIX 3a MOCIEAHUE ACCATUIIETHS, TOKa3all, YTO BOCHPUSIITHE AU~
JNEMUN SABJISIETCSI CyOBEKTHBHOM TCUXOJOTUYECKONW KOHCTPYKIMEH, Ha KOTOPYIO
BIIUSIIOT KOTHUTUBHBIE, SMOIIMOHAIbHbBIE, COLIMANIbHBIC, KYJIbTYpHbIE U UHAUBHUIY-
albHBIC PA3IUYMs Kak MEXAY JIOAbMH, TaK M MEXIY pPa3HbIMU CTpaHaMU
(Leiserowitz, 2006; Slovic, 2010; Linden, 2015, 2017).

[To cpaBHeHMIO ¢ JpyrUMH OOJACTSIMH HayKHd, HallpUMEp, TAKUMHU KaK KO-
JIOTHSl, CETOJIHS FOpa3l0 MEHbIIE U3BECTHO O TOM, KaK JIFOJAW BOCIPUHUMAIOT pUC-
KH, CBSI3aHHBIE C BOSHUKAOIUMI HH()EKIIMOHHBIMU 3a00eBaHusAMH (Zwart et al.,
2009). BoabIMHCTBO TOKA3aTEIHCTB BOCHPHATHS MaHASMHH ObUIH MOJYYEHBI B
XOJI€ UCCIIEJOBAHUM, ITPOBEEHHBIX BO BpeMs nanaemMuu csuHoro rpunna HINI B
2009 roxy (Prati et al., 2011; Rudisill, 2013; Fischhoff et al., 2018) u BcmbImku
muxopaaku D06ousl (Prati, Pietrantoni, 2016; Yang, Chu, 2018). XoTs 3t1 uccie-
JIOBaHUS BHECIM OOJBIION BKJIAJ B M3YYEHHE OCOOCHHOCTEH BOCHPUSATHS IMaHe-
MU, OTHAKO OHU OCHOBAHBI Ha €AMHUYHBIX U3MEPEHUSX, HE 3aTparuBasi U3MeHe-
HUH B BOCIIPUSATUU MAH/IEMUU BO BPEMEHHU.

ConmanbHble peACTaBICHUS Yallle Bcero (POKyCUpyIOTCsl Ha SBJICHUAX, KO-
TOPBIC CTAHOBATCS MPEAMETOM CITIOPOB, KOH(QIMKTOB, YPE3BBIYAMHBIX CHTYAIMH 1
MEHSIOT KOJUIEKTUBHOE MbllIeHHue B obOmiectBe. ColuanbHbIe MPeICTaBICHUS —
9TO CETH TOHSATHI, 00pa30B M YYyBCTB, KOTOPHIC PA3IAEISAIOTCS MEXIY WICHAMH
obmectBa (Moscovici, 1988). Takxe, coluanbHble MPEICTABICHUS BBIMOIHSIIOT
CTaOUIN3UPYIONLYI0 (QYHKIUIO SMOIMOHANBHBIX COCTOSHUN JIIOJEH B yCIOBHSX
COLIMATbHON HEeCTaOUIBLHOCTH coBpeMeHHOoro oomecTBa (EmMenssinoBa, 2001).

[IpencraBneHuss BO MHOIOM ONMMPAIOTCS Ha COLMOKYJIbTYPHbBIE, UCTOpUYE-
CKHME U TPYIIOBbIE HOPMBI. B KOHTEKCTE MyTaHUIIbI, MOPOKIACHHON MaHIAEMUEH,
JIOAW OPUEHTUPOBAHBI HA BBIPAOOTKY B3aUMOIIOHUMAHUS, KOTOPOE YCTaHABIMBA-
€T MIPOYHBIE OPUEHTHUPHI, C TTOMOIIBI0 KOTOPBIX OHU MOTYT MPUCIIOCOOUTHCS K CH-
Tyauuu. MccnenoBaHus MOKa3bIBalOT, YTO MOUCK OOBSICHEHHM, OOBSACHSAIOIINX
MPUYUHY MPOU3OILIEIIIETO, Yallle CTUMYJIUPYETCS] HETATUBHBIMUA U HEOKUIAHHBI-
mu coObrtusimu (Forsterling, 2001), korna HapymiaeTcsi COCTOsIHUE 0€30MaCHOCTH.
OObsicHEeHHE COLMATBHBIX COOBITUN SBISETCS OJHUM U3 LIEHTPAJIBHBIX MEXaHU3-
MOB, C IOMOIIBI0 KOTOPBIX Mbl OPUEHTUPYEMCS B MUpe. JIt0a1 pU3BaHbI — HESB-
HO KakK COLMaJIbHbIE CYOBEKTHI M SIBHO KaK rpakJaHe — OOBSCHUTH MPOOIEMBI,
¢ KoTopeiMH cTasikuBaetcs obmiectBo (Hewstone, 1989). IlpencraBnennbie 00b-
SICHEHUSI UMEIOT BECOMBIE NOCIEACTBHSI, ONPEIEINSIsl, KTO HECET OTBETCTBEHHOCTh
3a pelieHue npoOsaeM U Kakhue Mepbl CUMTAIOTCS HEOOXOAUMBbIMU 1171s 3Toro. [lo-
3TOMY PacCKpbITHE HEIMPOCTOW 3MUCTEMOJIOTUU COLMANIBHBIX MPOOJIeM SBISETCS
BAJKHEWILIEH 3a/1aueii B IOHUMAHUN COBPEMEHHOM JNEUCTBUTEIILHOCTH.
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[TpoOnembl, THIMYHBIE IS IEPUOJIA, 3aTPArUBaIOIIEro MAHJEMHUI0 KOpOHa-
BUpYcCa, ONIPEAEIAETCS PAIOM OTJIIMYUTENbHBIX YepT.

Bo-nepBbix, 3T0 r1106agbHOE COOBITHE, KOTOPOE BBIILIO 32 MPeJIeNbl Halluo-
HaJIBHBIX TPAHHUI] U OXBATWIIO Bech Mup. Cero st MH(EKIIMOHHBIE O0JIE3HU PACIIPO-
CTpaHAIOTCS 110 IJIaHEeTe HAMHOTO OBICTpee, YeM Korjaa-uoo mpexe. Bempika wiu
sMuAeMUs 3a00JIeBaHUs B OJTHOM YacTH CBETa BCETO JIMIIbL Yepe3 HECKOJIBKO YacoB
CTaHOBUTCS HEMHUHYyeMoH yrpo3oi rae-to enie (IIpentuc, Perinaepc, 2007).

Bo-BTOpBIX, MaHaeMusl Kak MPOLECC, HEBUIUMA M HEJOCTyMHA JUIsl HEMo-
CPEACTBEHHOTO BOCIIPHUATHUSA. «...MaHAEMHsI Hemnpeackasyema. M coBepiieHHO He-
BUAMMA. B oTiiune OT BOMHBI OHA HE MOPOXKIaeT UHPPACTPYKTYPY, HE pa3pylia-
eT 3nanus. OHa aTakyeT TOJbKO kHBoe... OHa CMeTaeT BCe Ha CBOEM IYTH»
(Tunswe, 2016. C. 189).

B-TpeThux, moHMMaHWE MPOUCXOXKICHUSI U PA3BUTHS MMaHIEMUU TpeOyeT
ClielIMabHbIX 3HaHUU. JIFOJM MoJlararoTcs Ha 3KCIEpPTOB, MpaBUTENbCTBO, CMU
JUISL TIOHUMAaHUS U XapaKTepUCTUKU cOOBITHA. [I0CKONIBbKY YeloBEeK HE MOXKET He-
MOCPEICTBEHHO BOCIIPUHUMATH MAacIITaObl U yrpo3bl MaH/IEMHUH, €IUHCTBEHHBIN
Croco0 «y3HaTh» MPoOJIeMy — 3TO IOCPEAHUUYECTBO C APYTUMHU JHOABMH, BKIIOYAs
skcneproB 1 CMU. Oxnako, HEOOXOAUMO YUUTBIBATh TO, YTO KCIEPTHBIE BBI-
CKa3blBaHHUs NEpECMaTpUBAIOTCA, MepepadaThIBalOTCI, a MHOIJA BCTPEUYalOT aK-
tuBHOE comnpotuBieHue (Jovchelovitch, 2008), u 3ToT mporecc 0OyCIOBICH Kak
3HAYUMBIMH COLIMATILHBIMU UHTEPECaMH, TaK U HHIWBUIYaTbHBIMA KOTHUTHUBHBI-
MH uckaxennsamu. Mccnenoanne D. Modde 1 ee KoIter, MOCBSIIEHHOE H3yde-
HUIO OOIIECTBEHHOTO BOCHPUSITHS METULMIUIMHPE3UCTEHTHOTO 30JI0THCTOIO CTa-
¢unokokka (MP3C), ycroiunBoro k GOJIbHUYHON MH(EKIMH BBIABUIO, YTO 00-
HienpuHsAToe MeauuHcKoe 00bsicieHrne MP3C — upe3mepHoe UCTIONB30BAHUE aHTH-
OMOTUKOB — Kak MPaBWJIO, HITHOPUPOBAIOCH B TOJIb3Y OOBSICHEHHM, OCHOBAHHBIX
Ha HJIeAX TPSI3HBIX OONBHUII, IEPCOHAa U CTPYKTYPHBIX mpobiem B Harmonamns-
HOM cimyx0e 3npaBooxpanenus (Joffe et al., 2011). Takum obpa3om, Troau 0Opa-
IIAIOTCSl K HOBOM Mpo6JieMe HE «C YHUCTOTrO JIMCTa», a yepe3 MpU3My CYIIECTBYIO-
X Ha0OPOB MUPOBO33PEHHUM U PENPE3eHTALUN, YTO MIPUBOIUT K OOBSICHEHHSIM,
KOTOpBIE BKJIIOUAIOT 00Jiee MHUPOKHUM KpyT BOIIPOCOB, YeM OOBIYHO BCTPEUAIOTCS B
AKCIIEPTHBIX OI[CHKAX.

Kak nucan ucropuk J[>xoH bappu B cBoeli kaure «Benukuii rpumnii: nctopus
caMoi CMEpPTOHOCHOW MaH/IEMHH B UICTOPUM» — XpPOHUKA Na”aemMuu rpunmna 1918 r.,
B KOTOpOH moru6Jio okojo 50 MIIH 4eJTOBEK BO BCEM MHpPE, — TJIaBHBIN YPOK ATOM
KaTacTpodbl 3aKIOYAETCS B TOM, UTO «T€, KTO Y BIACTH, JOJDKHBI COXPAHSThH JTOBE-
pue oOuiecTBa, U coco0 cAenaTh 3TO — HUYEro He MCKaXkaTh, HUUYTO HE M300pa-
JKaTh C JIy4IlIel CTOPOHBI, HUKEM HE MBITAThCS MaHUITy IpoBaThy (Barry, 2004. P. 461).

B cBsi3u ¢ BbIlIecka3aHHBIM W3YYEHHE COLIMATBHBIX MPEACTABICHUN O MaH-
JIEMHH TIO3BOJISIET BBISIBUTH MPOOJIEMBI, KOTOPBIE CTPYKTYPHPYIOT OIIBIT JIOJICH B
KOHKPETHOM COIIMaJIbHOM KOHTEKcTe. Mano Toro, couuanbHbIe MPeaCcTaBICHUS
HE SIBJISIOTCS «CTaTHYHOW» CTPYKTYpPOH 3HAHUH, a MOAKPEIUISIOTCS] COUUAIbHBIMU
Y DMOIMOHAIFHBIMA MOTHBaMH. L[eHTpanbHOW MOTHBAIIMOHHOW OCHOBOH COIH-
QJIIBHOTO PETPEe3eHTaTHBHOTO Tpoliecca sBisiercs 3amuTa maaoctr (Howarth, 2002).
CornanbHble MPEACTABICHUS <GIBISIFOTCS Pe3yIbTaTOM COLIMAIbHO-KOTHUTHUBHBIX
MIPOLIECCOB, KOTOPBIE JHOAN UCIOIb3YIOT Ul IOHUMaHUS CBOEH collMaIbHOU cpe-
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1l v npuganus eit 3nadenusd» (Moliner, Bovina, 2019). ®yHKkuuu UASHTUIHOCTH
COLIMAITBHBIX PENpPE3CHTAINIA CTAHOBATCS OCOOEHHO OYEBHIHBIMHU, KOTAa COO0IIIe-
CTBO CTaJKHBAETCS C YIPOXKAIOIIUM siBIeHHeM. VccienoBaHus MOKa3bIBalOT, YTO
B TaKOM Cllyyae HapylleHHE COCTOSIHMSI 0€30IacHOCTH YacTO MPOELUpyeTcs Ha
«JIpYTOT0» WM BHEIIHIOK TPYIIITY, TEM CAMbBIM 3allUINas ce0si OT BUHBI UM CHM-
BOJTHYECKOro 3arps3Henus. D. Modde mokasama, kak B pasrap smumemun BUU/
CIINIa cumBonm3anus O0JIE3HU KaK «4yMbI TeeB» CIyKUia U TOro, YTOOBI OT/ia-
JHTH OOJIBITUHCTBO OT CAMOW YTPO3KI M OT €e conraiibHOTO ocyxaeHus (Joffe, 1999).

[To muenuto C. [IpaiixepcT u ee KOJJIET, 011, KOTOPble UMEIH Hermocpe-
CTBEHHBIN JTUYHBIN OMBIT OOIIEHUSI C BUPYCOM, OIIYIIAIOT OOJBIINIA cTpax U Oec-
MOKOWCTBO IO CPAaBHEHHIO C TEMH, KTO HE HMeEJ HETMOCPEICTBEHHOTO OIbITa
(Dryhurst et al., 2020). JIroau, KOTOpbIe TOTYYHWITH HHPOPMAIIHIO O BUPYCE OT Ce-
MBU U JIpy3€i, BOCOPUHUMAIOT OOJIBIIYIO OMACHOCTH M0 CPABHEHUIO C TEMH, KTO
9TOTO HE AeJall. A OmbIT paboOTHl C BUPYCOM ITOMOTAaeT WHTEPIPETUPOBATH CUTYa-
IO Kak 0oJiee KOHKPETHYIO U OoJiee OIU3KYIO K cebe U, TaKUM 00pa3oM, TMOBHI-
[I1aeT BEPOSITHOCTh KOHCTpYKTUBHOTO TIoBeneHust (Trope, Liberman, 2010).

Cy1iecTByIoIIME UCCIEOBAHMS AMHUIEMUIN MOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO, XOTS BOCIIPH-
ATHE OMACHOCTH, CBSI3aHHOM C a3MaTCKUM TPHUIIIIOM, ObUIO BbIlIe B A3UU, YEM B
EBpomne, BocipuHUMaeMbIii pUCK HE ObLT BBICOKMM. ABTOPBI MPEIOIAralT, YTO
3TO CBSI3aHO C MPOILIBIM OIMBITOM 3HAKOMCTBA C MHEMHUEH aTUTUYHOMN IMHEBMO-
HUU, YTO MOBBICUIIO YO€XKIEHHOCTh B TOM, YTO HOBBIE MMAHJEMUU MOKHO KOHTPO-
nuposath (Zwart et al., 2007). [TosTtomy uHpOpMaLus 0 CyLIECTBYIOIIEH OMacHO-
CTH JUJIsl 37J0POBbSI CTAaHOBUTCS HambOosiee >PEeKTUBHON, KOTJ]a OHA BKIIIOYAET B
cebst Mephl, pa3paboTaHHBIC IS 3alIUTHI JTroAeH OoT 3aboneBanus (Witte et al.,
2001; Bish, Michie, 2010). A Bepa B 3()(heKTUBHOCTh PEKOMEHIyEMOTO MOBEIe-
HUS JIJISL 3QIUATHI OT 3a00JICBAHUS SBJIICTCS BAXKHBIMHU MPEIUKTOPOM KOHCTPYK-
THUBHOTO TIOBeZIeHUsI BO Bpems anuaemuii (Bish, Michie, 2010).

JlonrutronHoe uccnenoanre H. bprospa u ero komier nokasaio, 4To y4act-
HUKU ¢ OoJiee BBICOKMM HadyaJlbHBIM BOCHPUSTHEM OMACHOCTH 3a00JIeBaHUS UMe-
JIM TOpa3ao OoJibllle MaHCOB MOMyYUTh MPUBUBKY OT Oose3Hu Jlaiima, yem ydacrt-
HUKU ¢ 0oJiee HU3KUM BOCTIPUSITUEM PHUCKA. A BaKIMHALMS MpUBENa K TOMY, UYTO
JFOM, BaKIIMHUPOBAHHBIC MTPABUIIBHO, CYUTANIN, YTO UX PUCK Oyaylieil nHpeKImn
OBLT HIDKE, YeM Y JII0JIeH, He BakuMHUpOoBaHHBIX (Brewer et al., 2004).

[To muenuto b. ®umxodda u ero Komser, U3y4aBUIuX MOCIEICTBUS JTHXO-
paaku D6ona, cyxaeHus 00 OMacHOCTH 3a00JeTh OBLITH ¢1ab0 CBSI3aHBI C MOJIOM,
BO3pacToM, 00pa3oBaHMUEM, JJOXOJOM MJIM MOJUTHYECKON uaeonorueid. bonee 06-
pa3oBaHHBIC U 0OJie€ COCTOSITENbHBIE PECHOHIEHTHI CUUTANU, YTO PUCKH IS
HACEJICHHS HIDKE; )KCHITMHBI BOCIIPHHUMAIN WX Kak 0oJjiee BEICOKMMHU. boiee mo-
JUTUYECKH KOHCEPBAaTUBHBIC PECIIOHICHTHI CUUTAIOT D00y OoJiee mepenaBaeMoin
Y BBIPAXAIOT MEHBUIYIO MOJIECPKKY MOJIUTHKE OOIIECTBEHHOTO 3/PaBOOXPAHEHHUSI.
B 1ies10M pecrioHIeHTHI TOAepKAIH TPEIOCTaBICHUE YeCTHON U TOYHOUN HH(DOP-
Maln, Jaxe eciim 3ta uHpopmarus 6ecriokont moaeit (Fischhoff et al., 2018).

3a nocinennuii rog B mupe nangemuss COVID-19 uzydaercs Bcemu Hayu-
HBIMH HaNpaBJICHUSIMH, B CTOPOHE HE OcTanach U Mcuxojoruyeckas Hayka. OnHa-
KO B paMKax TE€OpUU COLHUATBHBIX MPEICTAaBICHUI HCCIEIOBAHUA MPOBOAMIOCH
He Tak 1 MHOro. X. [lrcappo u ero Koiiern aHaIM3UPYIOT PaclpOCTPAHEHHOCTh
couManbHbIX npeactaBieHuid o ma"gemun COVID-19 B 17 crpanax Amepukw,
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EBpomnsl u A3um, a Takke UX CBSI3b C BOCHIPUHUMAEMbIM PUCKOM U €ro IPUBS3KON
K COIMANbHO-TIONIUTHYeCKUM yOexaeHnusm (Pizarro et al., 2020). [Icuxonorun u3
@panuuu 1 bpasunuu U3ydaroT IPOLECCHl COLUAIbHBIX KOMMYHHUKALIMA BOKPYT
COVID-19 B cBoux ctpanax (Apostolidis et al., 2020; Justo et al., 2020). K. Cur-
to 1 . JltoOuHra NpoaHaIM3UpPOBAIN COOOIIEHHS I0KHOAPPUKAHCKAX OHJIAIH-
CMMU o commanebix penpeseHtanusx COVID-19 (Sitto, Lubinga, 2020). Y4ensie
n3 Wranuu npoBenu uccienoBaHus, KOTOpble ObUIM HalpaBeHbl HA aHAIU3 CTPYK-
TYpbl U COJEpPKaHUS COLUMAIBHBIX MpeAcTaBieHui o kopoHaBupyce SARS-CoV-2,
yzensisi 0co00oe BHUMAaHHWE COLMAIBHO CKOHCTPYMPOBAaHHBIM 3HAYEHUSM, UTOOBI
MOHsATH, KakuM oOpazoM na"aemusi COVID-19 Oyner ¢popmupoBaTh KOJIJIEKTHBHOE
coznanue B mupe (Coli et al., 2020; Fasanelli et al., 2020; Emiliani et al., 2020).

Brnepssie cnydyan unpekuu COVID-19 Obumn 3aperucTpupoBaHbl Ha Tep-
puropun Poccun 31 ssHBaps 2020 roga, ¥ BUpYC 0O4€Hb OBICTPO PacIIPOCTPAHUIICS
no Bcell crpane (Kamokos, 2020). B CepanoBckoit obsactu Ha KoHell (eBpais
2021 roma 610 BhIsIBICHO Oosiee 77 000 cimydaeB 3apa)k€HUs KOPOHABHPYCHOM
undpexueit (Madopmanuonusiii 6r0IeTeHs.., 2021).

B mae 2020 r. pona «Counym» mpoBen ornpoc cpeau xurenei Exatepun-
Oypra, 4ToObl BBIACHUTb, KAaK OHU MEPEKHUBAIOT NaHJIEMHIO U OOSTCS JIU YK€ BbI-
XoauTh Ha paboty. [To pesynbraTam ucciaenoBanus, 38 % paboTAIOMIUX TOPOKAH
00sIHCh 3apa3uThCsl KOPOHABHUPYcOM Ha pabote. Ilpu 3TOM TpeTh M3 HHUX yxkKe
HaXOJMWJINCh Ha CBOMX PabOYUX MECTax, a OCTalbHbIE WM paboTaIl Ha yJaJICHKE,
WIN BBIHYKJIEHHO He paboTanu. VICIBIThIBAIN CTpECC U3-3a MEPCIIEKTUBBI BBIXO/1A
Ha paboty 47 % Tex, KTo paboTan U3 JI0OMa, TaK KaK BUJEJIU B 3TOM ONACHOCTh
3apakeHMsl.

He ucnbIThIiBaNy omnaceHui MpuMepHO CTOIBKO ke — 39 % paboTaromux ro-
poxxaH. U3 Hux 24 % cuuTanu, 4TO IIAHCHI 3apa3uThCs HEBEIUKH, a 9 % U BoBce
He Bepwin B peanbHOCcTh COVID-19. «MHTEpecHO, YTO TaKUX KOBUA-IUCCHIICHTOB
BIIBOE Ooubllie cpenu Jroael cpemnero Bospacta (34—54 ner — 12 % He BepsT B
KOPOHaBHpPYC), 4YeM cpeliu Oosiee MOJIOABIX U 0oJiee MOXKUIIBIX TopoXkaH (5—6 % B
9THUX rpynmnax). MyX4uHbl TOYTH BIBOE Yallle, YeM KEHIUHbI, OpaBUPYIOT HEBE-
pHeM B KOPOHABHPYC, Yalle 00 3TOM 3asBIAIOT TaKXe KUTENIN TOPOJia ¢ HU3KUM
ypoBHeM o0Opa3oBaHus, pabouune (OTHOLIEHNE HaceneHus.., 2020).

Ilenvio nposedennozo ImMnupuuecKo2o uccie008anus BHICTYIHIO H3yde-
HHUE COIMANIBHBIX MPEICTaBICHUI O KOPOHABUpYyCe B Hayalle TaHJEMHUH Ha TePpH-
topuu CBepanoBckoit oonactu. MccnenoBanue HOCUIIO TOMCKOBBIHM XapakTep.

Jlns peanuzanuu 1enu ObIIM MOCTaBJIEHBI CleAyIOIMe 3adauu: 1) BbISIBUTH
CTENEHb AKTYaJbHOCTH MEPEXUBAHUM HCCIENYEMBIX PECIOHIEHTOB IO IOBOIY
KOpOHaBHpYca; 2) BBIIBUTh CTPYKTYpY NpPEACTaBICHUS O KOPOHABUpYcCe; 3) ompe-
JenuTh (GaKTOpHl, JEKAIIUE B OCHOBE BOCIPUATHUS PECIIOHIEHTAMU HOBOT'O KOPO-
HaBUpyca; 4) ONpeaeuTh MIPEAUKTOPHI YyBCTBa 0€30IAaCHOCTH y PECIIOHICHTOB B
Hayase NaHAeMHUH.

Mpouenypa n metToAabl UCCefoBaHUSA

Ilpouedypa. J1111 BBIABIEHUS COLMAJIBHBIX NPEACTABIEHUI O HOBOM KOpPO-
HaBUpyce ObIJIO MPOBEAECHO HMCCieNoBaHue Ha TeppuTopun CBepasoBckoi olna-
ctu. Onpoc pecrnoHAeHTOB NMpoBoauica B nepuoa ¢ 11 mapra mo 11 mas 2020 .
Taxum oOpa3om, cOOp TaHHBIX IPOXOAUT B 08d Imana:

N30BPAXEHMA 1 MEJITUA 427



Dontsov A.IL., Zotova O.Yu., Tarasova L.V. 2021. RUDN Journal of Psychology and Pedagogics, 18(2), 422-444

1) ¢ 11 no 25 mapma 2020 2. 11 mapra 2020 BcemupHas opranuzaius
3paBooXpaHeHust 00bsiBUIa 0 nmanaeMun koponaBupyca (WHO Director-General's
opening remarks.., 2020). Ha Tot MmoMeHT B Poccuu B 11€710M OBLT MMOATBEPKIACH
31 ciyuait 3apaxxernns COVID-19, na teppuropuu CBepaIoBCKOil 00J1aCTH TaKUX
cirydaeB enie He 0bu10 3adukcupoBano. Koner ganHoro srama otmedeH 25 mapra
2020 r., xorna npesugent PO B.B. [lytun o0bsiBun Hepaboune auu ¢ 30 mapra
2020 r. u mpu3BaJ KUTENEH CTpaHbl K camon3oiisiiuu. Ha TOT MOMEHT BpeMeHU B
cTpaHe ObLI0 3aduKcupoBaHo 658 3a00meBmnX, B CBepIoBCKOM 00mactu — 20 yer.;

2) ¢ 25 mapma no 11 man 2020 2. Ha momeHT 3aBepiiieHUs1 cOOpa JTaHHBIX
OT PECNOHIEHTOB Ha TeppuTopun CBEpIJIOBCKONH 00JacTH €lle COXPaHsUIUChH
OTpaHUYUTENIbHBIE MEpbl (OTMEHA MAacCOBBIX MEPOIPUATHI, MPHOCTAHOBIIEHUE
paboThl MpeanpUATHH, CO3JaHUe YCIOBUH I COLMAIBHOIO TUCTAHLUPOBAHMS,
o0s3aTeNibHas CaMOM3OJISIIMA IS JItoJieil crapiie 65 JeT, MaCOYHBIH pexuM, co-
Ono/leHue CaHUTApHBIX mpaBwi). Yucno 3aboneBmmx B CBepATIOBCKON obiactu
COCTaBJISJIO HA TOT MOMEHT 1952 yenoBeka, B crpane — 221 344 yen.

Ha niepBom 3tane uccnenoBanus cOOp JaHHBIX OCYIIECTBISIICS B OUHOH (hop-
Me, IyTEM OIpoca U NPEabsIBICHUs PECIIOHIeHTaM 0s1aHKOBbIX GopMm. Ha BTopom
JTare opraHu3anus cOopa JTaHHBIX ObLIa M3MEHEHA B CBS3M C BBEJICHHEM OTPaHH-
quTeNbHBIX Mep. st cOopa JaHHBIX OblIa CO3/1aHa JIEKTPOHHAsE opMa, KOTopast
ObuIa pa3MelleHa B CBOOOJHOM JUIsl 3allOJIHEHHsI IOCTyIe Ha pecypcax I'ymaHu-
TapHOro yHUBepcuTeTa. Kpome Toro, ccbuika Ha 3aroHeHHe JaHHON (OpMBbI ObI-
Ja pa3ociiaHa 1o IEKTPOHHON MOoYTe PEeCHOHAECHTaM, paHee MPUHUMABIINM y4a-
CTHE B HCCIIEIOBAaTENILCKUX MPOEKTaxX yHHMBepcuTeTa. Takum oOpa3om, BeIOOpKa
ucclieloBaHus (OPMHUPOBATIACh CTUXUHUHO (ONMpaIIMBAINUCh JOCTYIIHBIE PECIIOH-
JICHTHI, BEIPA3UBIIIHME COTJIACHE HA YYaCTUE B UCCIIEOBAHUM).

Memoouku. Metonamu cOopa SMIMPHUUECKOT0 MaTepuasia BBICTYIHI Me-
TOJI CJIOBECHBIX accoLMaluii, MeToq ceManTryeckoro quddepennuana (B.D. Ilet-
peHKo), «MeTonuka OLEHKU mncuxudeckod aktuBauum» JI.A. Kypranckoro u
T.A. Hemunna, M€TO] aHKETHOTO OTIpOCa.

Jl1s BBISIBIICHUSI ACCOYUAMUBHBIX dJIeMeHmos8, PECTIOHACHTaM Oblia mpei-
JI0K€HA MHCTPYKLHUA: «3aluIINTe BCE acCOIMAlMM, KOTOpble BO3HMKAIOT Y Bac,
KOIJla Bbl CIBIIIMTE «KOpOHaBUpyc»». [locie 3aBeplieHMs MepeuuciieHus] BCexX
BO3HHUKIIMX acCOIMALMil pecroHAeHTaM Oblla JaHa JONOJIHUTENIbHAs MHCTPYK-
musi: «OTMEThTE IJIFOCOM T€ acCOLMALMU, KOTOPbIE COINPOBOXKAAIOTCS MOJI0XKH-
TEJIbHBIMU AMOLUSMH, & MUHYCOM — T€ aCCOLMAIIUH, KOTOPbIE COIPOBOXKAAIOTCS
OTpHLIATENILHBIMU 3MoLUAMU». JlaHHAs MHCTPYKIMs Obula HeoOXoAuMa Ui TO-
CJIEAYIOUIeH OLIEHKU 3MOIMOHAIBHOW HEUTPaJIbHOCTH U TOJSIPHOCTH HCCIEye-
MOTO IIPEJCTaBIECHHs B CO3HAHUU PECIIOH/IEHTOB. ACCOLMATUBHAS METOAMKA IIPEIb-
SIBJISUIACh PECIIOHJIEHTAM B IEPBYIO OUY€pEllb, IIOCIIE HEE NMPEABSABIAICS CEMAHTH-
yeckuii quddepeHmma.

Cemanmuyeckuii ougpgepenyuan B. ®@. Tletpenko Bkmovaer B cedst 41 me-
PEMEHHY0, BBIPAXKEHHOCTh KaX/10il MPUMEHUTENBHO K 00BEKTaM HY>KHO OLICHUTh
o 7-6amibHOM miKane. B kauecTBe 00BEKTOB OLICHUBAHUS BBICTYNHIIU KPYIIHbIE
HEeOJIaronpusTHbIE COOBITHS U SIBICHHS KOJIOIMYECKOT0, SKOHOMHUYECKOT0, COLIM-
aJIbHOTO, TEXHOT€HHOT0 M Tp. XapakTepa, UMEIOINE BIUSHUE Ha MaKpOperuo-
HaJgbHOM ypoBHE. CeMaHTHUYeCKHH auddepeHIman coaepxan clieayonme 00bek-
Thl oleHUBaHUA: «DPUHAHCOBBIA Kpu3Hcy; «Teppopusm», «I'nobaapHOE moTeruie-
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Huey, «Bupyc nmmynHoro aedunura yenoseka (BIUY)», «KoponaBupycey», «ABa-
pus Ha ADC «Dykycuma-1».

[TomydeHHbIe pe3ynbTaThl ObUTH 00PAOOTaHBI C UCIIOJIB30BAHUEM MPOTOTH-
nuyeckoro aHanmsa 1o I1. Bepxecy (Verges, 1992), sMOIIMOHATBEHOTO MHIEKCH-
poBanust accormanuii mo E.E. IIponunoit (Ilponuna, 2002) nnsi OLEHKH HEMO-
cpencTBeHHOM ap()EeKTUBHON peaKkIiy PECTIOHCHTOB Ha CJIOBO-CTHMYI — «KOPO-
HaBUpyc». To ecTh OblIa MpOBEIeHA OLIEHKA YPOBHS HANPSXKEHHOCTH TCUXHUKHU
MpU TPEAbSIBICHUU JAHHOTO CTUMYJa IIOCPEICTBOM OIpENCICHUS HWHIEKCa
HEHUTPaTbHOCTH M WHJAEKCA MOJSIPHOCTH HAa OCHOBE aHajM3a MO3UTHUBHBIX, HEra-
TUBHBIX ¥ HEUTPATBHBIX 3MOIUH, MPUITHCHIBAEMBIX PECIIOHICHTAMH CBOUM acCo-
uuanuaM. Muoexc netimpansnocmu (MIH) ouenusancs no ¢popmyie

UH = HeHTpasbHble acc. — (MIO3UTHUBHBIE acC. + HeraTUBHBIE accC.)

o6lIee YMcJI0 acCouan i

Hnoexc nonspuocmu (UI1) onpenensiics no Gpopmyiie

I/IH IMO3UTUBHBIE aCCOLMALIMHU — HETaTHUBHbBIE aCCOJMALlUH

(MO3UTHBHbBIE ACCOLUAIMHU + HEraTHBHbIE aCCOLUAIMK)

Kpome Toro, mnsi ananm3a accomuaidii ObLT WCIOJIB30BAaH YAacCTOTHBIA M
KOHTEHT-aHaJIM3, KOJMYECTBEHHBIC NaHHbIC ObUTH 0OpaOOTaHBI MOCPEICTBOM MHO-
JKECTBEHHOTO PErPECCHOHHOTO aHaiu3a (METOJ MIaroBoro oroopa), GakTOpHOTO
aHanmu3a ¢ ucnosbzoBanueM SPSS 20.0.

Buvioopka. Ob1iee 4ncio pecrnoHACHTOB, MPUHSABIINX y4acTHE B HUCCIEN0-
BaHuM — 168 yen. Ha nepBom srtane cOopa maHHbIX (rpymnmna 1) ObLIM MOTyYeHBI
pe3yabTaThl 46 PECIIOHICHTOB, Ha BTOpOM (rpynma 2) — 122 pecnionaenTos (Tabi. 1).
['pynmel cpaBHEHUS MO COCTaBY PECMOHACHTOB He mepecekanucb. OTCyTcTBUE
3a00JI€BIINX B CBOEM OKpYXEHUH OoTMeTHiH 55,8 % pecnonaeHTos, 28,8 % —
HE 3HAIOT O TAaKuX ciaydasx u 15,4 % — umMeroT 3a00JIeBIINX B CBOEM OKPYKEHHUH.

Tabnuua 1/ Table 1
XapaktepucTtuku uccnepyemoii Boioopkm / Characteristics of the sample

XapakTtepucTtuka / Characteristic fpynna 1 /Group 1 Fpynna 2 / Group 2
BoapacTt / Age M =445; SD =10,56 M =38,2; SD=13,12
My>xunHbl / Males 30,43 % 31,96 %
KeHwmHbl / Females 69,57 % 68,03 %

Heo0OxoaumMo 0TMETUTh, UTO PECTIOHACHTHI cTapiie 65 jeT cocTaBisaioT 5 %
OT OOIIIEro Yncia BEIOOPKH.

PesynbTaThl

Jlnist Toro 4toObl BBIIBUTH CTENEHb AKTYyaJIbHOCTH MEPEKUBAHUMN PECIIOH-
JIEHTOB I10 MOBOJY KOPOHaBHpYCa PECIOH/IEHTAaM, YYacTBYIOIIMM B MCCIIEIO0BA-
HUH, B TIEpBYIO ouepeab ObuT 3amaH Borpoc «YUto Bac ceituac BosnHyer Gobiie
Bcero?». I[Ipu momomy KOHTEHT-aHaJIn3a MPEACTaBIEHHBIX OTBETOB YAAJIOCh BbI-
SABUTH (PAKTOPHI, BHI3BIBAIOLINE HanOOJbIee OSCIIOKOMCTBO y PECIIOHIECHTOB Ha
MOMEHT ITPOBEICHHS MCCIIeIOBAaHUS (PUCYHOK).
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Puc. BbipaxeHHOCTb pakTopOB, Bbi3blBaOLLMX HANbosbLLee 6eCnoKONCTBO Y PeCNOHAEHTOB
Ha MOMEHT NPOBEAEHMSA nccnenoBaHus, % /
Figure. The Intensity of the factors causing the greatest concern among the respondents
at the time of the survey

OOparaer Ha ce0s BHUMaHHE, YTO JUISl PECHOHJEHTOB MEPBOM M BTOPOH
TpymIibl 00MKMHU (haKTOpaMu SBISIOTCS «KOPOHABUPYCY», «3T0POBBEY, «3I0POBHE
ONU3KUX», «HECTAOUIBHOCTY, U «UHAUBUAYAIbHOE MAaTePHALHOE MOJIOKEHUE).
OnHaKo BBIPAXEHHOCTH JTAHHBIX (DAKTOPOB B TPYIIIAX pa3jvdHA: TI0 MEpEe pa3BH-
THUS TAHJEMUH OoJbIliee OECTIOKONCTBO Y PECIIOH/IEHTOB HAYMHAET BBI3BIBATH CH-
Tyainusi HeCTaOMIIBHOCTH, HESICHOCTH M DKOHOMHUYECKasl CUTyalusi B cTpaHe. B cu-
Tyaluu ke (HaKTUIECKOTO OTCYTCTBHS TposiBieHUN manaemuu (Menee 20 3a0o-
JIEBIIUX BO BCEH 00JaCTH) pECIIOHACHTHI B OOJBIIEH CTETIeHN OECIIOKOSATCS O 3710~
POBBE CBOEM U OJM3KHX JIIOJIeH, CBOEM MaTepuaibHOM MOJIOKEHUU («MaJeHbKas
3apruiaTta», «pacTyT EHbD U Tp.) U aKTyaJbHBIM SIBISIETCS BOMPOC — BBEICHHE
nonpaBok B Koncturynuio P®. [Ipu sToM GecriokoiCTBO 1O MOBOY KOPOHABH-
pyca BeIpaXkaeTcsi TOJIBKO B CAMOM €T0 HAIMYWU: PECTIOHIEHTHI O JaHHOM (haKkTo-
pe 3asBISIOT OJTHOCIIOKHO — «KOPOHAaBUPYC». B TO BpeMs, Kak 1o Mepe pa3BUTH
CUTYallUU PECIOHICHTHI COJEPIKATEIHHO PACIIUPSIOT TAaHHBIA (AKTOP: TMOSIBIIS-
I0TCA «JIIOM, TYJISIONINE Ha YJIHUIE C JeTbMH 0€3 MacoK», «paclpocTpaHeHHe BU-
pyca», «OTCYTCTBHE CPEJACTB 3alUTh». Kpome TOro, co BpeMeHEeM COBEPIIICHHO
BBITIA/Ia€T U3 TOJI1 BHUMaHUS PECTIOHICHTOB BBeJeHHE MonpaBok B KoHcTuTynuio
P®, HO mosBisieTcs OECMOKOWCTBO MO TOBOJY SKOHOMHYECKOW CHUTyallid B
CTpaHe («KaK CTpaHa BBIMJET U3 3TON CUTyallun», «JIEHCTBUS NMPAaBUTEILCTBA IO
CTaOUIM3allU SKOHOMHUKH W TOJJIEPKKE 3PABOOXPAHEHUS», «IKOHOMHUYECKAS
CUTYyallusl B CTpaHe Mocie MaHIEeMUN» U T. [1.).

C moMoIbp0 METOoJa CIIOBECHBIX ACCOLMAIMN PECTOHICHTOB BCEH BBIOO-
podHON COBOKYNMHOCTH (168 dYein.) B X0Je dMIUPHUUECKOTO HCCIICIOBAHUS OBLIO
nmoyrydeHo 537 accouuanuii Ha MOHITHE «KOPOHABUPYC», UTO B CPEIHEM COCTaB-
nget 3,2 acconuanuuu Ha pecnioHaeHTa. CioBapb MOHATHI cocTaBuil 125 paznuy-
HBIX CJIOB M CIIOBOCOYETaHUU. B 30HY sinpa u nmepudepun mpeacTaBieHus: 0 KOpo-
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HaBupyce Bouutn 274 accouuanuu (51 % oT o0Imero uncia acconuaryii, BrICKa-
3aHHBIX PECTIOHIEHTAMH).

AHanu3 coaep)kaHus spa MNPEACTaBICHHUS O KOPOHABHUPYCE CBUICTENb-
CTBYET O TOM, YTO KJIFOUEBBIMHU XapaKTEPUCTHUKAMU TAHHOTO SIBJICHUSI B CO3HAHUU
PECTIOH/ICHTOB SIBJISIFOTCS «OOJIE3HBY, «CMEPTh» U «H30JISIUD (Tad. 2).

Tabnuua 2/ Table 2
CTpykTypa npeacTtasneHus o kopoHaBupyce / The representation structure of the coronavirus

MoHaTua-accoumnaumm (B ckobkax psaom
C KaXblM MOHATUEM yKa3aHbl UX YacToTa
AneMeHTbl CTPYKTYpbI NpeacTaBneHus / BCTPEYAEMOCTU U CpeaHuin paHr) /
Elements of the representation structure Notions-associations (the numbers in pa-
rentheses next to each notion indicate the
frequency of occurrence and average rank)
BonesHb / Disease (39; 1,77)
CwmepTb / Death (33; 2,27)
M3onsaumsa / Isolation (45; 2,40)
OnacHocTb / Danger (29; 1,11)
MaHwuka / Panic (27; 2,11)
Anupgemus / Pandemic (9; 2,0)
Mpvnn / Flu (9; 1,07)
Noxb / Lie (9; 1,54)
Tpeora / Anxiety (10; 2,11)
Crtpax / Fear (21; 3,29)
BecnomoluHocTb / Helplessness (12; 1,20)
Kanwukynel / Vacation (30; 3,22)
Homa / At home (18; 3,33)
Kpusuc / Crisis (18; 3,67)
KapaHTuH / Quarantine (12; 2,50)
BespaboTtuua / Unemployment (12; 3,50)
Macka / Face-cloth cover (9; 4,05)
Puck / Risk (9; 3,67)
Kutain / China (12; 3,75)
BesoTteBeTcTBEHHOCTL / Irresponsibility (9; 4,12)
OrpaHudeHune / Restrictions (12; 4,50)

30Ha aapa couuanbHOro npeacTraBneHus /
Core zone of social representation

MoTeHunanbHas 30Ha U3MEHeHW NpeacTaBneHus /
Potential alteration zone of representation

CoGcTBeHHO nepudepuyeckas cuctemMa nNnpeacTaeneHus /
The actual peripheral system of the representation

30Hy sAapa 00pa3yloT T€ 3JIEMEHTHI, KOTOPhIE UMEIOT BBICOKYIO YacTOTY
BCTpeyaeMoCTH (O0JblIe MeIMaHbl YaCTOThI BCEX BKIIOYEHHBIX B aHAJIN3 acCOLM-
anuil) 1 HU3KUM paHr (MEHbILIE CPEJHETO paHra BCEX BKIIOYEHHBIX B aHAJIMU3 ac-
couuanuii). B 30He sipa pacnonaratoTcsi CTEpEOTUIIBI U IPOTOTHUIIBI, ACCOLUUPY-
fouecs ¢ o0bekToM. ConepkaHue spa COLUANBHBIX MpPEeACTaBICHUN 00ycIoB-
JIEHO UCTOPUYECKUMHU, COLIMAIBHBIMYA U HJEOJIOTUYECKUMH YCIOBUAMH CYILIECTBO-
BaHUs IPYyMIIbI.

[ToreHIManbHYIO 30HY M3MEHEHMs NPEICTABIISIOT DJIEMEHTBI, BAJKHBIE IIO
4acTOTE YNOMMHAHHS WM IO paHry. JTa 4acTh SBISETCS UCTOUHUKOM IOTEHIU-
QIIBHOTO M3MEHEHUS U TpaHCPOPMALIMHU NpeACTaBIeHUs. B 3Ty yacTh BXOIAT dite-
MEHTBI, BbICKa3aHHbIE MEHBUIMHCTBOM, HO B IIEPBYIO OYEpENb, a TAK)KE BBICKA-
3aHHbIE 3HAYUTEIbHBIM YHCIIOM PECHOHJIEHTOB, HO HE B MEPBYIO ouepeas. B me-
pudepruUecKyo CUCTEMY BXOJAT HAaMMEHee Ba)KHbIE aCCOLMALINM, pa3eiseMble
HauOOJIBIIUM YHUCIIOM PECIIOHJEHTOB, T. €. ACCOLAIIMH C BBICOKUM PaHTOM M HU3-
KOW 4aCTOTOM.

HeobxonuMo OoTMETHUTH, UTO COJIEp’KaHUE siipa MPeICTaBICHHUsS 0Ka3alocCh
MIOCTOSIHHBIM ISl TIEPBOM ¥ BTOPOM I'PYIII PECIIOHAECHTOB. TO €CTh BHE 3aBUCHMO-
CTH OT CpPOKa IaHJEMHUH, SJIEMEHTHI SApa MPEJACTABICHUS OCTAIOTCS CTaOMIbHBI-
Mu. OOHapy’KeHbl CIEYIOLIMe pa3Iuyus B JBYX IpyMIax pPECHOHAEHTOB: 3JIe-
MeHT nepudepudeckorl cuctemsl npencraBieHus «Kutait» B 0oiblieil cTeneHn
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XapakTepeH i MepBOi TPyMIbl, a sl BTOPOil — «0e3paboTuIiay, «Ioxb» H die-
MEHT, HEe BOIICIINI B CTPYKTYPY MPEACTABICHUS — «HA0CTIO.

Kpome Toro, Ha OCHOBE aHKETHOTO OMpPOCa PECMOHACHTHI ObLIN MOIEICHBI
Ha TPYMITEI 10 HAIMYHIO 3a00JIEBIINX KOPOHABHPYCOM B UX OKPYKEHHH (MECTO
paboTHI/HETIOCPEACTBEHHOE MECTO MPOoKkUBaHus1). OTBETHIIN, YTO HE UMEIOT 3200-
JIEBLIUX B CBOEM OKpYXeHuH, 55,8 % pecnoHaeHTOB, 28,8% — HE 3HAIOT O TAKUX
ciydasix u 15,4% umeror 3a0051€BIIMX B CBOEM OKpY>KeHUHU. JlanbHeNNi aHamu3
MO3BOJIUJI YCTAHOBUTH, YTO 3JIEMEHTHI MPEJICTABICHUS «PUCK», «O€30TBETCTBEH-
HOCTBY» U «JI0Kb» XapaKTepHBI B OOJbIICH CTENEHU Al PECIIOHIEHTOB, UMEIOIINX
B CBOEM OKPYKEHUH 3a00JICBIINX.

st orieHKHM HemocpeACTBEHHON adGeKTUBHOM peaKIuu PECIOHICHTOB Ha
CJIOBO-CTUMYJI — «KOPOHABHUPYC» OBLIO MPOBEIEHO SMOIMOHATIBLHOE HHJIEKCHPO-
Banue accormanuii (o E.E. [Iponunoit). To ecTh Obl1a mpoBeieHa OLIEHKA YPOB-
HS HalpsHKEHHOCTH TICUXUKH TPU NMPEABABICHUU JAaHHOTO CTUMYJIa MOCPEICTBOM
ornpeeNeHus] MHIeKca HEeUTPaTbHOCTU U MHIEKCA MOJIIPHOCTH.

OnpeneneHue MHIEKCAa HEUTPAIbHOCTU A0 CIEAyIOUIUE PEe3yIbTaThl:
U1t ctumyda «koponasupycy MH = —0,824. [TomydyeHHOe 3HaYUe€HUE UHAEKCA MOKHO
MHTEPIPETUPOBATH KaK MOBBIIICHHYIO CHITY SMOLMNA U TEHACHIHIO K addeKTy y
PECIIOH/IEHTOB B OTHOUICHUN BOCTIPUSITHS HMH M3Y9aeMOTO SIBIICHUS. Y CTAaHOBJIE-
HO, YTO MOJO0OHOE 3MOIIMOHATIBLHO HAIPSKEHHOE BOCIPUATHE MTPUBOJIUT K CHHXKE-
HUIO aJIEKBaTHOCTH OCMBICIIeHUs nony4daemoil nundopmanuu (IIponuna, 2002).
[Ipu sTOM 1UIsl pecCOHIEHTOB Ipynmnbl 1 XapakTepHO Oojiee HampsKEHHOE BOC-
npusitue (MH = —0,862), yem mna pecnonaentoB rpymmsl 2 (MH = —0,786).
Jlna onpeneneHus HalpaBIeHUs JAHHOW SMOIMOHATBHON peakiuu Obul ompene-
JIEH WHJEKC TOJIAPHOCTH sMolui. st ctumyna «koponasupycy WUIT = —0,59,
TO €CTh B OTHOILIEHUU JAHHOTO SIBJICHUS Y PECIIOHJEHTOB MPEBATUPYIOT HETaTHB-
HbI€ YyBCTBA. 3/1eCh OOHapy’KeHa Ta K€ TeHIEHIIUS: y PEeCMOHIEHTOB Tpymibl |
B OTHOIIEHUHM KOPOHABUpPYCAa BO3HUKAIOT 0OJ€e CHIIbHBIE HEraTWBHBIE UYBCTBA
(AIT = -0,72), nexxenu y pecnionaentoB rpynmsl 2 (U1 = —0,46). Ucxoxas u3 cxe-
MBI aHaJIN3a U UHTEPIpPETAlUU Pe3yIbTaToOB, MPEUIOKEHHONH aBTOPOM METOJIUKH
E.E. IIponuHoO#, moJly4eHHbIE JaHHBIE CBUIETENBCTBYIOT O HAIMYNU Y PECTIOH/ICH-
TOB SMOIIMOHAIBHON HANpPSHKEHHOCTH UM MPeo0sIaJaHui HETaTUBHBIX MepexnBa-
HUH, 4TO, IO MHEHHUIO aBTOPAa METOIMKH, COCTABISET CEPhe3HOE MPEIATCTBUE B
aJICKBaTHOM OCMBICIICHUH PECIIOHJIEHTaMH WH(GOpPMAINH, MOTy4aeMoil B OTHO-
LIEHUH U3y4aeMoro oObeKTa, B JaHHOM cllyyae — KOpOHaBUpYyca.

Ha crnenyromem stame aHanu3a Obuia mpoBefeHa (aKTOpU3alMs MacCUBa
JAHHBIX, TIOJTYYECHHBIX TIPU MTOMOIIK ceMaHTu4eckoro auddepennnana. beur mpu-
MEHEH JKCIIOpaTOPHBINA (PaKTOPHBIA aHAU3 METOAOM IJIaBHBIX KOMIIOHEHT C Ba-
puMakc-BpaiieHueM u HopManuzaiueit Kaiizepa. B pesynbrare dakropHoro ana-
JH3a JTAHHBIX COBOKYITHOH BBIOOPKH OBLIO BBIIEICHO 5 (akTOpoB ¢ 00IIeH 00b-
scHeHHOM mucnepcueit — 99,800 %. To ecTh mpH OlleHKe KPYMHBIX HeOIaromnpu-
SITHBIX COOBITHI M SIBJICHUI, UMEIOIUX BIHUSHNUE HA MAaKpOPETHOHATHHOM YPOBHE,
PECTIOHIEHTHI OTUPAIOTCS, TIPEXK/IE BCEro, Ha 5 (hakTopoB. Bee msTh BBIAETICHHBIX
(hakTOpOB ABISAIOTCS OUMONSIpHBIMH. [[1s1 oOecriedeHus] HarJISATHOCTH TIPEICTaB-
JSIEMBIX PE3yJbTaTOB B Tabn. 3 MpHUBEACHBI MEPEMEHHbIE, UMEIOIINe HauOOIb-
nryio (hakTOpHYIO Harpy3Ky B KoM u3 (akropos. [Ipu sToM B pe3ynbTare AaH-
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HOTO aHaliu3a OTCYTCTBYIOT IE€pEMEHHbIe, MMEIOILINe HEe3HauuTeNIbHYI0 (MeHee
0,3) dbakTopHYIO HArpy3Ky IO BCEM IIATH (PaKTOPAM.

Tabnuua 3/ Table 3

daKTOopbl OLLEHKU KPYMHbIX HEGNAronpUATHbLIX COObITUIA U ABNIEHNIA,
UMeloLWmnX BIMSHUE Ha MaKPOPErnoHasbHOM ypoBHe /
Factors for assessing major adverse events and phenomena
having an impact at the macro-regional level

MepemeHHbIe ¢ BbICOKMMU (PaKTOPHbIMU KOOpPAMHATE! A6CKPUMITOPOR
Harpyskamm, sxoasaiune s d)am:op / B NpocTpaHcTBe ¢pakTopa /
Varlabl_es with h!gh factor loadings Coordinates of descriptors in factor space
included in the factor
®akmop 1 (29,416%) «EQuHuYHocmby» / Factor 1 (29.416%) “Singularity”
Aapusi Ha AQC «Dykycuma-1» /
Penoe / Rare 0,965 Fukushima Daiichi nuclear disaster 1,404
EnnHunyHoe / Single 0,913 'nobanbHoe notennenune / Global warming 0,823
Bupyc nmmyHHoro geduupmra yenoseka (BUY) / 0.330
Enuroe / Shared 0.893 Human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) !
VH ' Koponasupyc / COVID-19 ~0,672
Teppopwuam / Terrorism -0,869
YnopsigoyernHoe / Ordered -0,891 PuHaHcoBebIl kpuauc / Financial crisis -1,017
®akmop 2 (26,453 %) «OnacHocmb» / Factor 2 (26.453%) “Danger”
Aapwusi Ha ASC «Dykycuma-1» /
Onachoe / Dangerous 0,911 Fukushima Daiichi nuclear disaster 1,397
Mpy6oe / Rude 0,726 Teppopwuam / Terrorism 0,787
)Kectokoe / Tough 0,698 PuHaHcoBbIN Kpuanc / Financial crisis 0,283
KopoHasupyc / COVID-19 -0,361
MpusitHoe / Pleasant -0.886 Bupyc nmmyHHoro geduupmta yenoseka (BUY) / ~1.016
’ Human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) ’
'nmobanbHoe notennenune / Global warming -1,089
®akmop 3 (21,331 %) «Ycmotiyugocmb» / Factor 3 (21.331%) “Sustainability”
HeorpaHuyeHHoe / Unlimited 0,968 Koponasupyc / COVID-19 1,556
YcToinumBoe / Sustainable 0,634 Teppopwuam / Terrorism 0,358
Aapusi Ha ADC «Pykycuma-1» / 0.113
Fukushima Daiichi nuclear disaster ’
Bupyc nmmyHHoro geduupmta yenoseka (BUY) /
KpatkoBpemeHHoe / Short-term -0,722 Human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) -0,170
nob6anbHoe notennexuve / Global warming -0,345
PuHaHcoBbI kpuaunc / Financial crisis -1,513
®akmop 4 (13,314 %) «EcmecmeeHHocmb» / Factor 4 (13.314%) “Naturality”
Bupyc nmmyHHoro geduupmrta yenoseka (BUY) /
3noposoe / Healthy 0,959 Human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) 1,688
Ynctoe / Clean 0,748 Teppopwuam / Terrorism 0,537
ABapusi Ha ASC «dDykycuma-1» / ~0.026
Fukushima Daiichi nuclear disaster ’
Bonblioe / Big -0,797 ®PuHaHcoBeblli kpuauc / Financial crisis -0,448
Koponasupyc / COVID-19 -0,623
nob6anbHoe notennexuve / Global warming -1,129
®akmop 5 (9,486%) «Omkpbimocmby / Factor 5 (9.486%) “Openness”
CtpacTtHoe / Passionate 0,896 Teppopwuam / Terrorism 1,541
)Kectokoe / Cruel 0,647 no6ansHoe noTenneHuve / Global warming 0,954
Bupyc nmmyHHOro pedpviumra yenoseka (BUY) / _0.384
Human immunodeficiency virus (HIV) ’
. _ Koponasupyc / COVID-19 -0,480
MaccusHoe / Passive 0,790 PuHaHcoBebIl kpuauc / Financial crisis -0,751
ABapusi Ha ASC «dDykycuma-1» / ~0.880
Fukushima Daiichi nuclear disaster ’
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ITockonbKy KIHOYEBBIM IEPEKUBAHUEM B CBS3U C KOPOHAaBUPYCOM Yy pe-
CIIOHJICHTOB BBICTYINUJIO MEPEKUBAHNUE OMACHOCTH («OMACHOCTb» SIBJISIETCS 3Jie-
MEHTOM $i/ipa MPEACTaBICHUs O KOPOHABUPYCE), HEOOXOUMO PacCMOTPETh OCO-
OCHHOCTH JJaHHOTO IMEPEKUBAHUA B NEPUOA NMaHAeMHUH. [l BBISIBICHUS MPEIUK-
TOPOB, 00YCIIaBIMBAIOLINX COCTOSIHME O€30MaCHOCTH Y PECIOHAEHTOB B HEPUOJ
MaHAeMHH, ObUl IPOBEJIEH MHOKECTBEHHBIM PErpecCUOHHBIM aHalu3 (METOA —
11aroBbIil 0TOOpP), pe3yabTaThl KOTOPOrO HpeicTaBieHbl B Tabi. 4. B kauecTBe
HE3aBHUCHMBIX IEPEMEHHBIX BBICTYNWIH CIEAYIOIIHME MEPEMEHHBIE: M0J PECIIOH-
JIEHTOB, BO3PACT PECHOHEHTOB, 00pa30BaHHE PECIOHAECHTOB, IEPHO MAHIEMHUH,
HAJIMYHE/OTCYTCTBHE B HEMOCPEJACTBEHHOM OKPYXEHHH 3a00JIEBIIUX KOPOHABH-
pycoM, a Take ImapaMeTpbl COCTOSHUS PECIIOHIEHTOB (TICUXUYecKasi aKTUBALMS,
WHTEPEC, IMOIMOHANBHBIA TOHYC, HANpsSHKEHHE W KOM(POPTHOCTh — ITOKA3aTeNN
metoauku JI.A. Kypranckoro n T.A. Hemunna). B xadectBe 3aBuUCHMOI mepe-
MeHHOM «HyBCTBO 6€30MacHOCTH» ObUIM MCIOJIB30BaHbl OIIEHKU PECHOHIEHTaMH
CTETIEHH CBOEH 0€30MacHOCTH M0 7-0aIbHOM ILIKaJe.

Tabnuua 4/ Table 4

PerpeccuoHHas mogenb 3aBUCUMO NnepeMeHHo «HyBCcTBO 6e3onacHoCTu» /
Regression model of the dependent variable ¢ Sense of Security’

R CKOppeKTUpPOBaHHbIN R? /

Adjusted R? F MpepukTopsl / Predictors B t p-value
lMcuxnyeckasa aktmeauus /
Mental activation 0,309 3818 0,000
0,324 0,202 8,972

Mepwoa nangemum /

Pandemic period 0,243 2,993 0,003

Mpumeyarue: R® — k03OPULIMEHT AETEPMUHALIMKN, PABHLIN AONE AMCTePCUM NepeMeHHon «4yBcTBO
6e30nacHOCTW», 0OYCNIOBNIEHHO BANSIHUEM HE3ABUCKMBIX NEPEMEHHBIX; F — F ctatnctuka duwepa, oueHu-
BaloLasi 3HA4YMMOCTb YPaBHEHUSI perpeccun; B — ctaHgapTHble KO3GDUUNEHTBI perpeccum, oTpaxatowme
OTHOCUTENbHYIO CTEMEHb BANSHUS KaXAOoro u3 npeavkTtopos; t — OTHOLWEHME HeCcTaHAapTU3MpPOBaHHOIO
KoadpdurumeHTa K CBOel CTaHOAAPTHOW oLnbKe; p-value — BenuyYmMHa p-ypoBHS 3HAYMMOCTW, BEPOSITHOCTb
CJly4aHOCTW NOJTYYEHHOrO peaynbTarta.

Note: R* — the determination coefficient equal to the portion of the variance of the variable ‘Sense
of security’ due to the influence of the independent variables; F — Fisher statistics evaluating the significance
of the regression equation; § — the standard regression coefficient reflecting the relative degree of the impact
of each of the predictors; t — the ratio of the non-standardized coefficient to its standard error; p-value -
the value of the p-level of significance, the probability of the result randomness.

[Honyuennas monens cBuuerenbcTByeT, uyto 20,2 % aucnepcuu nepemeH-
HOW «YyBCcTBO 0e30macHOCTH» OOYCJIOBJIECHBI BIAMSHHUEM TOJBKO IBYX BbIIEJIEH-
HBIX MPEAUKTOPOB: MCHUXUYECKasl aKTUBALMA U nepuoj nanaemuu. [Tpuuem obe
NepEMEHHBIE CBS3aHbI C YyBCTBOM 0O€30IIaCHOCTH MPSIMOM, HE OOPaTHOM CBS3BIO.

OOcyxaeHue pe3ynbTaToB

Pa3zBurne manmeMuu u3MeHseT (OKYC BHUMaHHS PECHOHICHTOB: aKTyajlb-
HBIMU CTAaHOBATCA paHCC HC paCcCMAaTpUBACMBIC HpO6J’IeMBI («3KOHOMI/I“ICCK35I CHu-
Tyalusi B CTpaHe»), a HHbIe, HA000POT YTPAYMBAIOT CBOK aKTyaJIbHOCTh. Y BEIIHU-
YCHUEC 3HAYMMOCTHU IJId HACCJICHHUA 3KOHOMHWYCCKUX BOIIPOCOB B XOJAC IMaHACMUH
OTMEYEHO U B €XKEroJHOM orpoce Stress in America, TpOBOAMMOM AMepUKaH-
CKOHM mcuxonorunueckoi accomnmanueit (Stress in America, 2020). Kpome Toro,
3HAYUMOCTh M CaMOi MPoOJIeMbl KOPOHABUPYCA B Pa3HbIC MEPUO/IbI BPEMEHH IS
PECIIOHICHTOB Pa3JIUYHA.
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[IpencraBieHre 0 KOPOHABHPYCE y MCCIEAYEMOM BHIOOPKHU TIaBHBIM 00pa-
30M C(OPMUPOBAHO B pe3yJbTaTe BO3AEHCTBUS CPEACTB MAacCOBOW MH(pOpMAIUH,
MOCKOJIbKY K MOMEHTY Hauajla UCCIEAOBaHUS Ha TeppUTOpuu Bceil CBepioB-
CKOM o0nacT He ObUTO 3a()UKCUPOBAHO CIIyYaeB 3apaKCHHsI, a K MOMEHTY 3aBep-
meHus: cOopa naHHbIX — 1952 yen. mpu oOmielt yucineHHoctu Hacenenus CBep-
noBckoii obmactu 4 310 681 uen.

AHanmu3upyst CTPYKTYpy MPEACTaBICHUS O KOPOHABHPYCE, MOKHO OTMeE-
TUTh, YTO SJIPO MPEIICTABICHHUS SBJISCTCS yCTOWYHBBIM, COTJIACOBAHHBIM U KaK pa3
OoTpaXkaeT pe3yJsibTaT HHpopMaImoHHOTo Bo3nencTBuss CMU — «cmepTh», «ITaHu-
Ka». JlaHHbIE 3JIEMEHTHI HE MPEACTABICHBI B HEMOCPEJICTBEHHOM ONBITE PECIIOH-
JICHTOB B BHJly OTMEUYEHHOH BBIIIE CTATHUCTUKH 3aboneBanuii B obmactu. [loTen-
[MagbHas 30Ha M3MEHEHUN BBICTYIIAET, KIPUPYUCHUEM) 3HAHUI O KOPOHABUPYCE,
orepaloHaIn3aueil cojepKaHusl MPeICTaBICHNUsI 0 KOPOHABHPYCE Ha SI3BIK M3-
MEHEHHI B CBOEH OOBIIEHHOM KU3HU. Tak, maHAeMHUs] KOPOHABUPYCA IIOHUMAETCS
KaK <«OIMUJIEMUS «TPUIIAY, BBEACHHE HEOOXOIUMOCTH CAMOU3OJISIIIAMA — KaK «Ka-
HUKYJBD), BO3MOXHOCTh MOOBITh «AoMay. [Ipu 3TOM, B JaHHOH kK€ 30HE OMHCHI-
BAIOTCSl DMOILIMOHAJILHBIE MTEPEKUBAHNUS, BEI3BAHHBIC TEKYIIEH CUTyalluen — «Tpe-
BOTa», «CTpax», «OeCHmOMOIIHOCThY. JlaHHBIE TepeKUBaHUS MOTYT OBITH 00Y-
CJIOBJIEHBI COCTOSTHHEM HEW3BECTHOCTH/HEONPEIEIEHHOCTH, KOTOPOE PECTIOH/ICH-
THI B OIIPOCE OTMEYANIM B KadecTBe (pakTopa, BBI3BIBAIOIIETO UX OCCIIOKOHCTBO B
naHHbIE MoMeHT. [lepudepuueckas 30Ha mpencTaBieHHs] KOHKPETH3UPYET, 10-
TIOJTHSIET 30HY MOTEHIIUATHHBIX H3MEHECHHIA.

HeobxonuMo OTMETHTbH, YTO €CNU SAPO MPEICTABICHUSI OCTAETCSl CTaOWIIb-
HBIM BHE 3aBHCHMOCTH OT BPEMEHHM M BOBJIEYEHHOCTH B TMAHAEMHIO PECIIOHCH-
TOB, T. €. BHE 3aBUCMMOCTH OT HAJUYMSI WIH OTCYTCTBUS B OJIDKaWIIIEM OKpYyKe-
HUU PECTOHEHTA 3a00JIeBIINX, TO HMEHHO B 30HE MOTEHI[UAIBHBIX U3MEHEHUHN 1
nepudepruyecKoii MOXKHO OTMETUTh 3TH BapHAIlHH.

HeB03MOKHOCTh CEHCOPHOTO BOCTIPUATHS pUCKa 3a00JIeBaHUs U SMOLOHAITb-
HO OTpHUIATEIHHOE OCBEUICHHWE CPEICTBAMH MAacCOBOM WH(pOpPMAIUUd HOBOTO KO-
poHaBHpyca cHOpMHUPOBAIIO Y PECIIOHJEHTOB COCTOSTHUE SMOIIMOHATBHON Hampsi-
xeHHocTd. OmnpeneneHne HENOCPEICTBEHHON a@eKTHBHON peakIuu pPEeCIoH-
JIEHTOB Ha CIIOBO-CTHUMYJI — «KOPOHABHPYC» MOKA3aJI0 HAJIUYHME dMOLMOHATBHOMN
HaMpsKEHHOCTH U Mpeo0iialanie HeraTUBHBIX MEepeXUBAHUN PECIIOHJEHTOB MPH
MPEeIbIBICHUH JaHHOTO cTuMyJNia. OTHAKO MO Mepe Pa3BUTHS CUTYyalluu JaHHAS
SMOIIMOHANbHAS PEAKIIHsI CMSATYAETCs, U PECTIOHCHTHI, yUYaCTBYIOIIHE BO BTOPOM
JTafe OInpoca, JIEMOHCTPUPYIOT MEHEee HaNpsyKEeHHOE W HEraTHBHOE MepexHuBa-
HUE. DTOT pe3yibTaT HAXOJIUT CBOE MOJTBEPKIECHUE B TOM, YTO OJHUM U3 Ipe-
JTUKTOPOB YyBCTBa O€30MAaCHOCTH PECIIOHACHTOB BO BpeMsl MaHAEMUU SIBIISETCS
MePHOJ] TAaHIEMHUU: C TECYCHUEM BPEMEHHU YYBCTBO OMACHOCTH OCIA0ISIETCS U YCH-
JMBAETCS YyBCTBO O€30MacCHOCTH.

B menom xopoHaBHpPYC BOCIPHUHUMAETCS PECMOHACHTAMHU KaK TMOBTOPSIIO-
iicst (mogoOHBI CBUHOMY TPHIIY, NTHYbEMY TPUIIY H Tp.), HE OYEeHb OIac-
HBIM (paguanus, TeppopusM U (HUHAHCOBBIA KPU3HUC OMACHEE), YCTOWUMBBIM,
HE KPaTKOBPEMEHHBIM, HE BIIOJIHE €CTECTBEHHBIM U UMEIOLIUN CKPBITOE BO3IECH-
cTBUE (KaK pu (UHAHCOBOM KPHU3UCE U BO3JICUCTBUU PaIUAIINN).
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CornacHo pe3ynpTaTaM HCCIEIOBAaHUS, OCHOBOW UyBCTBa 0€30MaCHOCTH B
nepnon IMaHIECMUN BI)ICTynaeT BO3MOXHOCTH pCCHOHI[eHTOB COBepHIaTI) AKTUBHBIC
NCHCTBHS, OCTaBAThCSl aKTHBHBIM. B CBSI3U ¢ 3TUM OTpaHMYCHHE aKTUBHOCTH,
BBEJICHUE JKECTKUX OTPAaHUYUTENBHBIX MEP MOXKET yCHIIMBATh OIIyIleHHue Hebe3-
OIMTAaCHOCTH. BO3MOXKHO, B 3TOM 3aKJIFOYAETCsl MPUYMHA HAPYIICHUH peKUMa ca-
MOM30JIAIINY HAaceJICHHEeM. B TaHHOM IMOBEICHUH TIPOSBIISACTCS MOMBITKA CIIOMHTH
YYBCTBO OINACHOCTH, BO3SHHUKAIOIIEE B pe3ylbTaTe Oe3NeHCTBUS, OTPAaHUYCHUN H
HEBO3MOKHOCTH BIIUSTH HA CUTYyAIUIO, U OOPECTH UyBCTBO 0€30MaCHOCTH.

[TpoBeieHHOE HCCIIEIOBAHUE COYETAI0O B ceOe KOJMYCCTBCHHBIH M Kade-
CTBEHHBIN MOJXOJ K U3YUYCHUIO TpeacTaBieHuid. 11 xoTa ucnonbp3yembie B Uccie-
JTOBAHUHN HpOHGI[ypBI 158 BI)I60pKa HEC 6I>IJ'[I/I paCC'-II/ITaHBI Ha HOHy‘IGHI/Ie JaHHBbIX,
penpe3eHTaTUBHBIX I Poccuu 1 Mupa B 1I€JIOM, HO OHHU MO3BOJISIFOT TPOCIICIUTh
HEKOTOpBIE BaXKHBIE TEHACHIIMH B CTPYKTYpE MPEACTABICHUIN M SMOIIMOHATHHBIX
COCTOAHUAX JIMHHOCTHU B HepI/IOI[ IMIAaHACMHUHN.

[TomydeHHBIE B X0JI¢ UCCIICIOBAHMS PE3yJIbTAThl U C(HOPMHUPOBAHHBIC HJICH
Y BBIBOBI MOJIE3HBI 1711 MIOHUMAHHMSI TOTO, KaK JIFOJIU MEePEKUBAIOT TaKUe dKCTpe-
MaJbHbIE COOBITUS KaK JAaHHAas NaHAeMus. Pe3ynbraTel MOTyT OBIThH MOJIE3HBI PY-
KOBOJIMTEJISIM CHCTEMBI 3IpaBOOXPAHEHUS U IMOJMTHKAM JIJIS JIYUIIIero CorjiacoBa-
HUS UX PEKOMEHJAIUN U PECYpCOB B LIETSAX YIOBICTBOPEHUS MEHSIOIIMXCS TO-
TpeOHOCTEN HaceIeHusl B 00JIaCTU TICUXOJIOTHYECKOTO 3/I0POBbSL.

3akouyeHue

[TpoBeneHHOE MCCIeOBaHME TTOKA3alI0, YTO B YCJIOBUSX MAaHIEMHU, BHICTY-
nasi OCHOBHBIM MCTOYHUKOM MH(OpMAIMK ¥ CPEIACTBOM KOMMYHHKAITH, MacCMe-
1A 3a/1al0T HampasiieHue (GopMHUpOBaHUS MpeacTaBieHuil. M3 moroka cooOmeHuit
MaccMeina 4enoBeK BBIOMPAET TO, UTO €ro OOoJIbIle BCETO BOJIHYET, BKJIAAbIBas M10-
JTydeHHyI0 MH(popMammio B (HOPMHPOBAHHE CBOETO MPEICTABICHUS O KaKOM-THOO
(eHOMEHEe M O KOHKPETHOM cHTyanuu. B CBSI3W ¢ 3TUM HY>XHO OTMETHUTb, UTO
umeHHo CMMU umeroT BO3MOXKHOCTh CO3/JaHUSI Yy HAaceJeHUs1 o0pa3a «IpaBUIIbHO-
r0» TIOBE/ICHUSI B CHTyallu NaHiaeMuu. [Ipu 5ToM HE00XO0IUMO IOMHUTH O TaKOM
rcuxojoruaeckoM (penomene, kak «dhdexT Oymepanray uim «oOpaTHbIi dPherT:
KOTJla 4eJIOBEeKa B YEM-TO YOXKIAIOT CIUIIKOM aKTUBHO, OH HEPEJKO HAYMHAET Be-
puTh B oOpaTHOe. Bece 3TO co3maeT yciaoBus, B KOTOPBIX a0COJIFOTHO TPABHIIbHBIE
MpeayNpeKIeHNs Bpayeil U mpeAcTaBuTeNell CUCTEMbI 3paBOOXPAHEHUS HE Jat0T
s¢dexTa WM JaroT IpsSMO MPOTHBOIOIOXKHBIN 3((DeKT.

[lepcrieKTHBBI MCCIIEIOBAaHUS AAHHOH TEMBI MOTYT OBITH PacCMOTpPEHBI B
HECKOJIBKMX HalpaBJIeHUAX: 1) oOHapykKeHHe OCOOCHHOCTEH MpPEeACTaBICHUMA O
KOpPOHABUpYCE U MEPEKUBAHUN JIMYHOCTU B MEPHUOJI MTAHIEMHUH Y JIUIl, UMEIOIINUX
U HE UMEIOUIUX JAeTel (IMOCKOJIbKY B Onpoce AMEpPUKAHCKOW ICHXOJIOTHMYECKOM
accoIanuy ObUIM BBISIBJICHBI CHEIU(UUECKHE OCOOEHHOCTH y JaHHBIX TPYIII)
(Stress in America, 2020); 2) u3ydeHue ocOOEHHOCTEH NpPeCTaBICHUN 0 KOpOHa-
BUpYCE y JIUI], UMEIOIHUX MPO(ECCHOHATFHBIE 3HAHUA B OOJACTH MEIUIIMHBI U
BHUPYCOJIOTHH B YaCTHOCTH; 3) aHAJIU3 CBS3U MPEACTABICHUIN JIMYHOCTA O KOPOHa-
BUpYCE M CTpAaTeruil ee COBIaJaHUs C TPYJHBIMU CUTYAI[USIMU, 3AIIUTHBIMU TICH-
XOJIOTMYECKIMH MEXaHU3MaMH.
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Social Representations of the Coronavirus
at the Beginning of the Pandemic in Russia
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Abstract. The coronavirus outbreak is a global event that has bypassed national bor-
ders and affected the entire world. Therefore, examining social representations of can reveal
the problems that structure people’s experiences in a particular social context. To identify
social representations of the coronavirus, the authors conducted a survey within the territory
of the Sverdlovsk region. The survey covered the period from March 11 to May 11, 2020.
The data were collected in two stages: at the first stage, there were 31 confirmed cases of
COVID-19 infection in Russia, but no cases had yet been recorded in the Sverdlovsk region;
at the second stage, the number of cases reached 1952 in the Sverdlovsk region and 221 344
throughout the country. The study used the word association tests, The Semantic Differential
Scale (V.F. Petrenko), The Psychic Activation Assessment Methodology (L.A. Kurgan and
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T.A. Nemchin) and the questionnaire survey techniques. The findings showed that the signifi-
cance of the coronavirus problem for the respondents varied in different periods of the pan-
demic. The core of the social representation is sustainable and coherent. It reflects the results
of the media impact: death, panic. It also remains stable regardless of the time and involve-
ment of the respondents in the pandemic. The potential alteration zone serves as a kind of
‘taming’ of knowledge about the coronavirus, the operationalization of the coronavirus per-
ception content into the language of changes in a person’s everyday life — the coronavirus
pandemic is understood as a ‘flu epidemic’ and the need for self-isolation is a ‘vacation’,
an opportunity ‘to stay at home’. Observation of the immediate affective reaction of
the respondents to the trigger ‘coronavirus’ uncovered the presence of emotional tension
and the prevalence of negative experiences in them. The survey also showed that in the pan-
demic, being the main source of information and a means of communication, the media set
trends for developing perceptions.

Key words: social representations, state of security, isolation, the pandemic, COVID-19,
emotional state
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Abstract. In the wake of the unprecedented global COVID-19 lockdowns in 2020,
the Psychology Coalition at the United Nations (PCUN) managed to continue to pursue its
mission, to apply psychological science to global issues at the UN. This two-part report offers
a concise overview of (a) recent PCUN activities in 2020-2021, and (b) the PCUN’s 14th an-
nual Psychology Day at the UN on April 15, 2021, which focused on “Psychological Contri-
butions to Building Back Better in a Post-Pandemic World.”
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Introduction

In 2020, the United Nations was poised to celebrate “UN75,” the joyous
75" anniversary of its formation on June 26, 1945 (www.un.org/en/75). But tra-
gedy soon intervened. On March 11, 2020, after weeks of hesitation, the UN’s
World Health Organization (WHO) declared the novel COVID-19 virus outbreak
in Wuhan, China, as a “global pandemic” (McNeil, 2020). Like the UN itself,
most institutions world-wide quickly “locked down” and cancelled in-person ac-
tivities, to try to cope with this mysterious and deadly new menace.

Early in 2020, New York City became the epicenter of this deadly virus in the
USA, with hospitals overwhelmed by thousands of patients, and refrigerated trucks
nearby to hold the bodies of the deceased. Given this grim backdrop, and the impos-
sibility of in-person meetings, the City’s countless institutions and organizations each
had to decide whether or not to continue operations by shifting to virtual activities.

Psychology Coalition at the United Nations (PCUN)

Over a dozen psychology organizations have been working with the United
Nations during the past 20 years (Takooshian, 2020). Since 2014, about 25-50 mem-
bers of the Psychology Coalition at the UN were meeting (usually one Thursday
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each month) at various New York City locations at or near the UN headquarters
in Manhattan — at City University of New York, Fordham University, or the Sal-
vation Army. In March of 2020, PCUN officers and members voted to shift to
a virtual meeting each month and, if feasible, to take this opportunity to expand
this meeting to participants in regions outside New York.

As aresult, PCUN had a productive year in 2020-2021, in several ways:

— the virtual PCUN monthly meetings expanded, to include visitors from
other cities and even nations;

— PCUN strived to continue its normal activities, such as advocacy state-
ments for diverse UN committees;

—on May 27, 2020, PCUN hosted its first virtual Psychology Day at the UN —
an historic webinar with 1,271 participants from 104 nations;

— also in May of 2020, a new volume appeared on “Psychology in the global
arena,” with 16 chapters featuring the work of many PCUN representatives and
interns (Congress et al., 2020);

— in December of 2020, PCUN voted to sign an agreement with publisher
George Johnson of Information Age Publishing (IAP), to launch a unique new
series of books on behavioral science applied to global issues;

— in spring of 2021, after months of planning, many PCUN members parti-
cipated in a new series of seven global webinars. These webinars brought together
experts from many nations (like Philip G. Zimbardo in the USA, Isabelle Kamariza in
Rwanda, Anjhula Mya Singh Bais in Malaysia, Irina A. Novikova in Moscow, Allyn
Enderlyn in Geneva) to share new information on diverse and timely topics. These
topics included the role of NGOs at the UN, the UN International Day of Happiness,
food insecurity in Africa, “everyday heroes,” human rights and genocide;

— in February of 2021, PCUN adopted a new logo, to include its new and
more precise title, as provided by UN officials: “The Psychology Coalition of
NGOs having Consultative Status with the UN Economic and Social Council;”

— not least of all, PCUN hosted its 14" Psychology Day at the United Na-
tions on April 15, 2021.

Psychology Day at the UN

The first Psychology Day at the UN was in 2007 — focused on the theme of
psychological responses to disasters. Since 2007, this has become an annual tradi-
tion in New York City, with a timely new theme each year (see Table).

These forums have increased in size over the years, drawing over 500 col-
leagues and students to the UN in April of 2019. Though there is no systematic
publication of these lively forums, many are now available on video or in written
summaries. This includes the forums on “Reducing health inequities” (Marcotte,
2015), “Global migration crisis” (Marcotte, 2016), “Promoting well-being” (Fe-
her, 2017), “Climate change” (Richa, Idahosa-Erere, 2018),! “Gender equ[al]ity,”
and “Multilateralism” (Sandanapitchai, Takooshian, 2020).3

'UNPD 2018. http://webtv.un.org/search/11th-annual-psychology-day-at-the-united-
nations/5769788009001/?term=psychology%20day&sort=date

2 UNPD 2019. http://webtv.un.org/search/the-time-is-now-psychological-
contributions-to-global-gender%C2%A0equality-12th-annual-psychology-day-at-the-
united-nations/6030064139001/?term=psychology%20day&sort=date

3 UNPD 2020. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AwZrUpbnZ8¢
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Table
Themes of Psychology Day at the United Nations, 2007-2021

Year Theme
2021 Psychological Contributions to Building Back Better in a Post-Pandemic World

2020  The Multilateralism We Want: Psychological Contributions to Building Bridges Among and Within
Nations

2019  The Time is Now: Psychological Contributions to Global Gender Equ[al]ity
2018 From Vulnerability to Resilience: Using Psychology to Address the Global Migration Crisis

2017  Promoting Well-Being in the 21 Century: Psychological Contributions for Social, Economic
and Environmental Challenges

2016 From Vulnerability to Resilience: Using Psychology to Address the Global Migration Crisis

2015 Reducing Health Inequalities Within and Among Countries: Psychology's Contributions to
the United Nation's Post-2015 Global Agenda

2014 Psychology's Contributions to Sustainable Development: Challenges and Solutions for the Global
Agenda

2013  Psychology and Violence in a Global Context: Antecedents, Consequences and Prevention
2012  Human Rights for Vulnerable People

2011 The Role of Psychology in Achieving Universal Access to Education

2010 Psychology and Diplomacy: Negotiating for Peace and Human Rights

2009 No Psychology Day

2008  Psychology and Social Justice Related to the UN Global

2007 Psychology and Disaster Response

On April 15, 2021, the fourteenth annual Psychology Day at the United Na-
tions drew 1,941 registrants from 97 nations, and over 750 of these participated,
on the theme of “Psychological contributions to building back better in a post-pandemic
world.” In the wake of a year of COVID-19 traumata, this forum engaged five experts
in four nations to address five specialties in psychology that can aid in recovery.*

This 130-minute webinar was in three parts: (a) it began with introductions
by several experts: PCUN President Leslie Popoff, Comfort Asanbe, Janet A.
Sigal, Walter Reichman, and Minister Sully Saneaux of the Dominican Republic;
(b) five experts spoke on their work for 15 minutes each; (c) this was followed by
25 minutes of question-and-answer with the speakers.

This series of five experts were introduced by H.E. Ambassador Richard
Arbeiter of the Permanent Mission of Canada to the United Nations (Figure).

¥ Michael Frese

Figure. Moderator Richard Arbeiter with the five experts, Drs. Molly Byrne (Ireland), Marina Umaschi Bers (USA),
Michael Frese (Malaysia), Charlene Y. Senn (Canada), Thema Bryant-Davis (USA)
(photo from personal archive of authors)

4 UNPD 2021. https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=z9xR-991vEs&t=1329s
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1. Educational psychology. Marina Umaschi Bers, PhD, is Professor and
Chair of the Eliot-Pearson Department of Child Study and Human Development
at Tufts University. She spoke about “Playground and Playpens: The Role of New
Technologies in Learning.” The COVID-19 pandemic has made a huge impact on
the learning experience of children due to the sudden shift towards virtual plat-
forms causing difficulties for children, teachers and parents to navigate these plat-
forms. However, Dr. Bers’ work at DevTech research group is more timely than
ever as it aims to explore how technologies can enhance the learning experience
and influence positive child development based on pedagogical approaches.
By teaching programming languages at an early age, children are engaged in Posi-
tive Technological Development (PTD) that promotes communication, collabora-
tion, community building, content creation, creativity and choice of conduct. The
Coding as Another Language (CAL) approach, developed by Professor Bers, seeks
to examine how learning programming languages can replicate the educational
process for teaching literacy. She further clarified that the ultimate goal of lear-
ning coding/computer science is not to make every child to become a program
developer, but to support young children to develop critical thinking, problem-
solving strategies and collaborative skills to become better global citizens.

2. Social psychology. Charlene Y. Senn, PhD, is Professor of Psychology
and Gender Studies at the University of Windsor. Dr. Senn addressed “Empowering
young women to resist: An evidence-based intervention to reduce sexual violence.”
Sexual assault is a distinctly gendered crime because the majority of victims are
women regardless of age and sexual identity and most perpetrators are men. Alt-
hough many interventions have been implemented in addressing sexual violence
in the past decade, statistics of sexual violence cases have not reduced significant-
ly. Therefore, she emphasized the need of a comprehensive plan for sexual vio-
lence prevention and the critical role of psychological science to analyze the ef-
fectiveness of such interventions. From a social psychological perspective,
she discussed the consequences of cultural messages about the risk of sexual vio-
lence around public environment and stranger risk, and how this perpetuates more
harm. The EAAA (Enhanced Access, Acknowledge, Act) sexual assault resistance
program, founded by Dr. Senn, is a 12 hour, small-group evidence-based interven-
tion. Its goal is to reduce the likelihood that young women experience sexual at-
tack, by decreasing the time to identify the risk cues, reducing the emotional ob-
stacles to take action, and maximizing the chance to use verbal and physical self-
defense tactics. She pointed out that the program has shown promising outcome in
reducing the risk of victimization that ensure its future adoption for different lan-
guages and cultural settings.

3. Industrial-organizational psychology. Michael Frese, PhD, is Professor
of Management at Asia School of Business (Malaysia). He focused on “How
work and organizational psychology can contribute to reduce poverty in develop-
ing countries.” COVID-19 has exacerbated existing inequities and poverty, espe-
cially in developing countries. Poverty should not only be viewed from an eco-
nomic perspective, but also a psychological perspective, to understand the causes
and maintenance of poverty. He also acknowledged the role of societal, political,
historical and environmental factors on poverty reduction. He identified three are-
as where psychology is connected to economic development: (a) working hard
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(effort, persistence, achievement motivation); (b) enterprising and innovating (risk
taking, autonomy, long term orientation); (c) efficient organizing (trust, leadership,
ethical behaviors, team player). Numerous studies have shown that improvement
in these three areas is positively associated with higher entrepreneurial success
and employee performance. He specifically highlighted the impact of personal
initiative — self-starting, future-oriented and proactive mindset — on business per-
formance. His study conducted in Togo, has shown that compared to a traditional
business training model, psychological training based on personal initiative had
positive effects on micro-entrepreneurs from boosting profits and increasing in-
vention of new products, to motivating them to expand their investments. This is
mainly because personal initiative provides tools to tackle challenges, be innova-
tive and unique, and foster better long-term planning for continuous business
growth.

4. Clinical psychology. Thema Bryant-Davis, PhD, is a licensed psycholo-
gist, ordained minister, artist, and Professor of Psychology at Pepperdine Univer-
sity, where she heads Pepperdine’s Culture and Trauma Research Laboratory.
She presented on “Thriving in a post-pandemic world: Clinical implications.”
She started her presentation by acknowledging her identity as an African-descen-
dent woman, since she believes that our identity influences our research, shapes
the questions we ask, and the ways we interpret data. The COVID-19 pandemic
has caused severe acute and chronic mental health problems. Thus, she stressed
the importance of psychological components of recovery and resilience to build
back better. Moreover, the pandemic has disproportionately affected specific pop-
ulation like children, individuals with preexisting health conditions, health care
workers, immigrants, and racially marginalized groups. Since race-based stress
and trauma from police brutality, and racially motivated hate crimes have escala-
ted during the pandemic, it is crucial to address the inequities and injustice as part
of treatment considerations. She further explained that treatments should be sensi-
tive to various cultural and spiritual components beside being evidence-based.
From a holistic approach, treatments should accommodate various techniques such
as mindfulness, self-compassion, healing groups, family and group processing,
expressive arts and resistance strategies. Dr. Davis called for “liberation psycho-
logy” that not only provides coping tools to deal with trauma and oppression,
but also teaches us to resist and dismantle such acts. She concluded by providing
key takeaways for thriving in a post-pandemic world: address trauma and loss,
rebuild community, engage holistic therapies, integrate expressive arts, and dis-
mantle inequities and injustice.

5. Health psychology. Molly Byrne, PhD, is Professor of Health Psycholo-
gy in the School of Psychology at National University of Ireland (NUI) in Gal-
way, and Director of its Health Behaviour Change Research Group. She focused
on “Contribution from health psychology to building back better in a post-
pandemic world.” Understanding and predicting behaviors have become the cen-
ter of health psychological research because many of the leading causes of mor-
bidity and mortality are behaviorally determined. In general, health psychologists
use psychological science to promote health, prevent illness and improve health
care systems. She mentioned, however, health psychology has evolved during this
pandemic, since there is now more focus on translating psychological evidence for
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policy and practice. She provided examples of how health psychologists work
closely with policymakers to inform global pandemic responses, by providing
recommendations and best practices to COVID-19. For example, an international
team of health psychologists released a guideline on addressing pandemic fatigue,
suggesting four key strategies for government to maintain and reinvigorate public
support for protective behaviors: (a) understand people; (b) engage people as part
of the solution; (c) allow people to live their lives but reduce risk; (d) acknow-
ledge and address hardship experienced by the people. She indicated that psy-
chologists have an immense role in pandemic preparedness based on numerous
evidence-based psychological interventions to deal with global health challenges.
She concluded by saying that more funding is needed for psychological and social
research relative to biomedical research and international collaboration is the key
for an effective pandemic response.

This 2021 Psychology Day program was organized by the sedulous PCUN
Program Committee.> It was co-sponsored by 11 psychology organizations,
and supported by three diplomatic missions to the UN — Palau, Mexico, and Do-
minican Republic. A 10-page program for this webinar appears at the UN Psycho-
logy Day website: https://www.unpsychologyday.com/. Those interested in past or
current PCUN activities can check its website, at http://psychologycoalitionun.org/
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AeHb ncuxonorum — 2021 B OOH,
NOCBSLLEHHbIW NOCTNAaHAEMUYECKOMY BOCCTAaHOBJIEHUIO

II. Cangananuryaii’, T. Takymban?®

'Vuugepcurer Pytrepca,

Coeodunennvie LLImamor Amepuxu, 07107, Hotoapk, yn. bepeen, 0. 65
2yuusepcuter PopaxoMm,

Coeounennvie IlImamuvi Amepuxu, 10023, Horo-Hopx, 60-a ya., 0. 113

P takoosh@aol.com

Annortanus. [Tociie Hayana GecnpeneIeHTHOTO r100aTbHOTO JIOKAyHa, CBA3aHHOTO C
nangemueit COVID-19 B 2020 roxy, Koanumus rnicuxonoros B Opranuzanmn OO0beIMHEHHBIX
Hammit (Psychology Coalition at the United Nations, PCUN) cmoria nmpoxokuTh BEIITOTHAT
CBOKO MHCCHIO — HCIIOJIb30BaTh JIOCTHKCHHS TCUXOJIOTMYECKOW HAYKH B PEIICHUH TI00alb-
HBIX TpoOiieM, oocyxnaembix B OOH. B maHHOM HaydHOM peropTraxe, COCTOANIEM U3 JABYX
qacTei, mpencTaBieH Kpatkuii 003op: 1) HemaBrux meponpustuii PCUN B 2020-2021 rr.;
2) 14-ro Exxeronnoro J{us ncuxonoruu B OOH, oprannzoanHoro 15 ampenst 2021 r. npu noj-
nepxke PCUN n mocBsmieHHOTO TeMe «BKian mcuxoJoruu B yiIydIIeHHe BOCCTAaHOBJICHUS B
MOCTIAHAEMUYECKOM MHPE).

KuroueBnie ciaoBa: Opranuzanus O0benuHeHHbIXx Haruii, [leHb ncuxosioruu, Mex-
nyHapoassiii, COVID-19, nenpaButenscTBeHHble opranusanuy, Koanunus ncuxosnoros OOH

Hctopus cratbu:
[Noctynuna B pegaxiuto: 22 anpens 2021 .
[Ipunsra x neyatu: 10 mast 2021 r.
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