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Sciences Nova Southeastern University, Fort Lauderdale, Florida, USA) TouHO 1 eMKO
Ha MpUMepax U3 UCTOPUU MEIULIMHBI TPOUJLTIOCTPUPOBAT MEXaHUKY Tiepepacripenesie-
HUs GJ1ar B MOJIb3Y «CTaTyCa» U «<MMEHU».

DToc HayKu, chopMynupoBaHHbIi P. MepTOHOM, — 3TO HE HpaBbl HAYYHOTO COO0-
1IeCTBa, a HOPMBbI-UJeajbl, HA KOTOpbIe OHO JOJXKHO opueHTUpoBaThecsa (M. TI'. Jlaszap,
Poccuiickuii rocynapcTBeHHBI ruapomMeTeoposoruyeckuii ynusepcutet, Cankr-Ile-
TepOypr). DTO TaK1e HOPMBbI, KOTOPHIE B CETKE STUYECKUX KATErOpUii CJIeNyeT COOTHECTH
C «JIOJDKHBIM», B TO BpeMsl KaK HpaBbl XapaKTEePU3YIOT peajibHOE MOJI0XEHUE 1e] U KOP-
PeIUPYIOT C KaTeropuei «cyiiero». PacxoxaeHue «10JKHOT0» U «CyIIero» (MopaabHOM
MpPakKTUKU, HPAaBOB) — HOPMaJIbHBII c1TOCcO0 (hyHKLIMOHUPOBAHUSI MOPaIU B OOLIECTBE,
OHO HE O3HayaeT ycTapeBaHUsI HOPM U LIEHHOCTel, 00pa3ylolux mpodeccuoHalbHYIO
STUKY COBPEMEHHOI HayKH, HAIIPOTUB, CBUETEILCTBYET O 3HAUMMOCTU MEPTOHOBCKHUX
MPUHIIMITOB KaK PEryJIsITUBHBIX UICaJIOB.

WnTennextyanbHbiit nanamadTt TBopuectBa P. MeproHa ObUT JOMOJHEH JTUYHBIMU
BocriomrHaHusMu H. B. Motpowmunosoii, C. A. Kyrensa, E. 3. Mupckoii, Bocco3gaBIim-
MM He TOJIbKO 00pa3 y4eHOI'o — KJIaCCUKa COLMOJIOTMU HayKH, HO 00pa3 XKUBOTO YeI0Be-
Ka, «Hacrosuero mkeHTIbMeHa» (M. B. Mapinakosa-1llaiikeBu4), upe3BbluaiitHO BHUMA-
TEJILHOTO K CBOMM 3apyOeXKHBIM KOJIJIETaM.

B 1iesiom cienyer npusHaTh, 4YTo cocTosiBiasics ceccust LIIkoibl mMesia mpoayKTUB-
HBII XapakTep, MO3BOJIUJa BBISBUTh HEKOTOPbIE COBPEMEHHbBIC TEHACHLIMU Pa3BUTHS
HayKu, 0COOEHHOCTU ee (PpMHAHCUPOBaHUSI, 0003HAYNUTDL HOBbIE TTPOOJIEMBI AeSITEbHO-
CTU YY€HOTrO0, «00JIeBble» TOYKM OpraHM3allui COBPEMEHHOM HayKu, ONucaTh U3MEHEe-
HUSI B 9TOCE HAyYHOI0 pabOTHUMKA, IIPUBJICYb BHUMaHKE HAYKOBEIOB K €IlI¢ He pellleH-
HBIM BOIIPOCAM.

Kpyrnbiit cton «OcHoBaHue (A) coumMonormu Hayku:
K 100-netuio co aHA poxaeHua Pobepta MepToHa»?

7 mast B Kondepeni-zane EBponeiickoro ynuepcutera (Cankr-IletepOypr) co-
crosiicsl Kpyriiblid ctojl «OcHoBaHue(s1) couuoiorun Hayku: K 100-y1eTuo co AHsSI pox-
nenusi Pobepra MeproHa», OpraHM30BaHHBIN (DaKyJIbTeTOM IOJUTUYECKUX HayK |
couuonorun EYCII6 u dakynsreToM couunonorun I'Y—BIIID (Mocksa). Ha kpyriom
croyie BoicTynuiun: Exkarepuna I'y6a (akyJbTeT MOJUTUUYECKUX HAyK U COLIMOJOTUU
EYCII6), Auapeii. Koxanos (dakynpret counosnoruu I'Y—BIID), Muxaun CokoJioB
(hakynpret nonutudeckux Hayk u counosnoruu EYCIIO), I'puropuit FOauH (dakynbteT
counonoruu I'Y—BIIID) u apyrue ucciaegoBaTesu.

Ha xoHpepeH1IMM 00CyX1a10Ch HECKOJIBKO TEM, UMEIOIINX KaK NUCTOPUKO-TEOPETH -
YECKUU, TaK U MPaKTUYECKUUN XapaKTep:

— TeopeTuvecKue UCTOUHUKHU uaein Pobepra MepTtoHa;

— OCHOBHbIE UHTEPIPETALUU KJITIOUEBBIX BOIIPOCOB 1 MOHSTUI B COLIMOJIOTUU HAYKU
MepToHa U repecMOTp ITUX UHTEPIPETALIUIA;

'TlevaTaercs o Matepuaiam caiita EBporeiickoro yanuepcutera (Cankt-Iletepoypr). URL:
http://www.eu.spb.ru/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=2541&lang=ru
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— peuenuus uneit MeproHa B COIIMOJIOTUM HAYYHOIO 3HAHUS (B TOM YKCJIe B KOH-
CTPYKTHMBUCTCKOI COLIMOJIOTUM HAYKH);

— COBpPEMEeHHOe pa3BUTHE uaeii MepToHa U MePCIEeKTUBBI X UCITOJIb30BaHUS B CO-
LIMOJIOTUY HAYKU.

OtMmeuasnock, uto Pooept Kunr Mepton (1910—2003), OTKpBIBILIMI /11 COLIMOJIOTMH
HayKy TeMy MPU3HAHUS U penyTaluu B aKaleMUYeCKOM MUpE, 32 CBOIO JAOJTIYIO XXU3Hb
MOJIYYMJI BCE MBICTUMbIE CUMBOJIbI TIOYTEHMS KOJUIET, BKJIIOUasl OAUH U3 CaMbIX PEAKUX:
Ha IEeCSITUIETHS €ro UMs CTaJIo STIOHUMOM, YaCThI0 HAMMEHOBAHMUS 11eJ10i HaydHO# 00-
JIacTu («MEpPTOHOBCKAsI COLMOJIOTUSI HayKu»). [1pu aTOM TeopeTnueckue uaeu MepTtoHa
He TOJIBKO MOCTYKUIU TUI0JOTBOPHOM MOYBOM 111 TOCTAHOBKU SMITUPUUECKU ITPOBEpsie-
MBIX TUIIOTE3, HO U CTaJIX OTIIPABHOM TOYKOU 1711 KPUTUYECKOTO 3ariajia HOBOW COLIMOIO-
rum Hayku. CpaBHuBasi ero ¢urypy ¢ T. KyHoMm, cieayeT OTMETUTD He TOJIBKO «I1epeXo/i-
HBIii» XapakTep ero padboT, HO 1 OTPOMHOE MHOXECTBO TOJIKOBAaHUM M MHTEPIPETALINIA,
3a KOTOPBIMM 3a4acTylo camu uaeu P. MepToHa octaioTcsl He3aMedeHHbIMU. BBumy aToro
1IeJIbIO TaHHOW KOH(EPEHIIMHU SIBJISIIOCh CTUMYJIMPOBAHUE UCCIENOBATEIbCKOIO UHTEPE-
ca K KJaCCUYEeCKUM U MaJIou3BeCTHLIM padbotam P. MepToHa, cTpemyieHUe B3MISIHYTh Ha
Hacjenue CoLMoJIora-KiaaccruKa CKBO3b TOJIILY MHTEPIIPETaLIUA.
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The intellectual scenery of R. Merton’s work was supplemented with personal recollec-
tions from N. V. Motroshilova, S. A. Kugel, E. Z. Mirskaya that restored not only the image of
a scientist, a classic of the sociology of science, but the image of a human being, a “real gentle-
man” (I. V. Marshakova-Shaikevich) who had been very attentive to his foreign colleagues.

On the whole, the School’s session was productive, it helped to identify some current
trends in the development of science, the ways of its funding, new issues in the scientists’
work, “sore points” in the organization of modern science, to describe changes in the ethos
of scientists, to attract attention of science scientists to the problems unsolved.

The Round table of the European University
at St Petersburg (EUSP) “Foundations of Sociology of Science:
the 100th Anniversary of Robert Merton”!?

May 7, a Round table organized by the EUSP Department of Political Science and
Sociology and the Department of Sociology of the Higher School of Economics was held at
the EUSP Conference Hall

Robert King Merton (1910—2003) the “discoverer” the meaning of recognition for the
academic world, in his long life he received all of conceivable symbols of respect of his col-
leagues, including one of the rarest: over the decades his name became a part of the title of
an entire academic field (Merton Sociological Science).

However, the theoretical ideas of Merton not only ensured the productive soil for the plant-
ing of empirical examinations of hypotheses, but also became the departure point for the criti-
cal ignition of a new sociological science. Comparing him with Thomas Kuhn, one must notice
not only the “transitional” character of his work, but also the enormous quantity of theories
and interpretations, for which the very ideas of Robert Merton go unnoticed. In response, when
reading Robert Merton has become clearly unpopular, and discussing him very easy, the con-
ference proposes to discuss several topics, stimulating interest (as historical-theoretical, as well
as “practical”), about both the classic and not very well-known works of Merton:

— the theoretical references of the ideas of Robert Merton;

— the basic interpretations of keys questions and understandings in the sociological sci-
ence of Merton and a reconsideration of these interpretations;

— the reception of the ideas of Merton in sociological scientific understanding (particu-
larly in constructivist sociological science);

— the contemporary evolution of the ideas of Merton and the perspectives of its use in
sociological science.

Discussants:

Ekaterina Guba (Department of Political Science and Sociology of the EUSP)

Andrei Kozhanov (Department of Sociology of the Higher School of Economics)

Mikhail Sokolov (Department of Political Science and Sociology of the EUSP)

Grigorii Tudin (Department of Sociology of the Higher School of Economics)

! European University at St Petersburg (EUSP) URL: http://www.eu.spb.ru/index.php?option=
com_content&task=view&id=2541
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