XPOHUKA HAVYHOM XXU3HU

H. A. AmEyiosa, C. A. J]yiimna

XXVI ceccusa MexxayHapoAHOM LWKONbI COLLMONOTUU
HayKu 1 TexHuKku: couunonorua Hayku B XXI Beke
U upenHoe Hacnepue P. MepToHa

1—3 Hos16ps 2010 roma B MasioM KoHpepeHii-3aie CaHkT-IleTepOyprckoro HayYHOro
ueHTpa Poccuiickoil akanemMuu Hayk coctostiack ouepenHast XX VI ceccust MexayHapon-
HOW LLIKOJIBI COLIMOJIOIMH HayKy 1 TexHuKy «Hayka, rexHonoruu, nHHoBanuu B XXI Beke:
B3IJISIZT CKBO3b MPU3MY COLIMOJIOTUW».

Ceccus 0bl1a moaroTonneHa LIeHTpoM COIMOI0T0-HAYKOBEAYECKUX MCCAeI0OBAaHUMI
CIIo® MUET um. C. U. BaBunoa PAH (http://ihst.nw.ru/), CoBeToM 110 HAYKOBEICHUIO
U OpraHu3aly HaydYHbIX ucciaenoBanuii Cankr-IlerepOyprckoro HayuyHoro neHTpa PAH
(http://www.spbrc.nw.ru/), 23 uccienoBaTeIbCKUM KOMUTETOM COLIMOJOTMU HayKu U
TexHosoruit MexayHapomaHoi cornonorndeckoit accorumannu (The Research Committee
on the Sociology of Science and Technology of International Sociological Association —
RC23 of ISA (http://www.dsa-ateneo.net/rc23/).

B paboTe ceccru MpUHSUTN yYacTHe TIPEICTaBUTEIN aKaIeMIUECKIX 1 00pa3oBaTeib-
HBIX YYpeXIEeHUI, HAyYHbIX (DOHIOB, KOHCYJIbTAIIMOHHO-3KCIIEPTHBIX OTIAEIOB U KOOP-
JMMHALIMOHHOTO COBETa 10 AeJIaM MOJIOAEXKM B HAayYHOI M oOpa3oBaTesIbHOI cdhepax Mmpu
Cosgerte nipu [Ipesunente Poccuiickoit @enepanuy mo HayKe, TEXHOJIOTUSIM 1 00pa30Ba-
HUIO: aKaleMUKU, TTpodeccopa, NOLIEHThI, HAyYHbIE COTPYIHUKU, aCTIMPAHTHI U CTYIEH-
Thl. C mepBbIX JIeT cyiiecTBoBaHUs 11IKoje ObUT CBOMCTBEHEH SIPKO BBIPAXKEHHBIN MEX-
ITOKOJICHYSCKUIT XapakTep. HBIHEIIHAS ceccuss — HE MCKITIOUCHME, OMHAKO OTMEJalics
CIBUT BO3PACTHOM 1IKaJIbl B CTOPOHY CTaplIEro BO3pacTta, 4yTo SIBJsIeTCs, MOXalyi, oTpa-
JKeHHeM O0lleit cuTyallui B OTeYeCTBEHHOM HayKe. Becero B paborte ceccru yuacTBOBAIO
6oiee 200 yemoBeK, M3 HUX 4 — aKaIeMUKH 1 WICHBI-KoppecnioHaeHTH PAH (akamemuk
E. b. Anekcanapos, akanemuk H. H. Hukonbckuii, unen-kopp. PAH U. U. Enuceesa,
yneH-Kopp. PAH B. B. Okpenuios); 51 — npodeccopa u 1okTopa HayK; 59 — IOLIEHTHI,
cTapIe HaydHble COTPYIHUKM, KAaHIUIATH HayK; 102 — HayJIHBIC COTPYTHUKM, acIli-
paHTbI, MarucTpol U cTyaeHThl U3 CaHkT-IletepOypra, Mockssl, banamosa, BopoHexa,
Bousrorpana, HoBocubupcka, PeiduHcka. C nokjiagamMu BBICTYTIIIN TaKKe yueHble u3 be-
nopyccun (MuHck), Kazaxcrana (Kaparanna), [Tonbsmm (IToznans), CIIA (®Pnopuna),
Nunuu (denn).
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ITporpamma ceccuu Illkonsl BKIoYana 7 3acemaHuii, Ha KOTOPbIX ObLIO MpeacTaB-
JIeHO 53 mokJtana, ABa 3acedaHus 3a KPYIJIBIM CTOJIOM: TepBoe — «HayKoBemueckue uaeu
P. Meptona B nepcnektuBe XXI Beka. K 100-netuto P. Meprona», BTopoe — «HoBbIe
MEIUIIMHCKIE TEXHOJIOTUH M MX POJIb B PEIICHUN COLIMAIBHBIX TIPOOIEM»

ApPXUTEKTOHMKA BBICTYIIJICHUI BBICTpanBajach BOKPYT TeMaTHdeckoro simpa IIIko-
JIbl — COIIMOJIOTMYECKOI0 aHajau3a COBpeMeHHOU Hayku. B ¢dokyce BHMMaHuUs oKa3a-
JINCh TIPOOJIEMBI B3aMMOJICICTBUS BlIacTU U HaydyHoro coobuiectBa (E. b. Anekcanapos,
A. M. Abnaxeii, SI. M. I'unuHCKMIi), THCTUTYIIMOHAJIBHOM CTPYKTYPBI HAayKU M 0oOpa-
30BaHNs, HAYYHON TTOJUTUKM TOCYIapCTBa, BOCIIPOM3BOICTBA HAYYHO-TIEAATOIMIeCKIX
KaJapoB U uHTesuieKTyasabHoi MoounbHocTH (WM. T'. HexuHa, A. FO. Azo6ens, H. A. Auiey-
noBa, B. M. JlomoBuiikas, C. A. dymuna, 10. 3arBazaun, T. H. Tuxomupona). Cepbes-
HOe BHUMaHUE OBLIO YAEJeHO aHaau3y MHHOBALIMOHHOTO TOTEHIMAaa OTeYeCTBEHHOM
HayKu ¥ mpobiaemMaM ero peanusaunu, ucronb3oBanuio UKT (C. A. Kyrens, A. 5. Byib,
I. Kxanna, E. A. UBanosa, E. 3. Mupckas, . ®. bormaHosa), ncciieqoBaHIIO HOBBIX
TeHICHIIMI B HAYYHOM COOOIIECTBE, O0YCIOBICHHBIX II00ATN3alIMOHHBIMU TIpoliecca-
mu (O. A. Bonkosa, I'. I'. IromentoH, H. M. IluneHko). boabiioit pe3oHaHC MOJYYUIIO
OCBCILIEHNE aKTyaJbHOI TeMbI OLIEHKU 3(b(EeKTUBHOCTH HAYYHOM AeITeIbHOCTU B paMKax
oubmomeTrpudeckoro nmoaxona (M. B. Mapmakosa-I1laiikeBuy).

IMongarHo, yto B rox 100-metust Po6epra K. MeproHa B lieHTpe BHUMaHUS OKa-
3aJINCh TOKJIaIbl, TAK WX WHA4Ye CBSI3aHHBIC ¢ TTpobIeMaTHKO MepTOHMAHEI, a TaK-
ke Kpyrablii cton — «HaykoBenueckue uaen P. Meptona B nepcniektuBe XXI Beka.
K 100-netuto P. MepToHa». MHCTUTYLIMOHAIBHBIM OCOOEHHOCTSIM HayKHu, paccMa-
TpuBaeMbIM B cBeTe uaeir P. MepTtoHa, ObL1 nocBsiiieH nokjag H. B. MoTtpouiuio-
Boit (MuCcTHTYT drmnocoduu PAH, MockBa), BOCIIpUHSITBII ¢ OOJIBIITUM BHUMAaHUEM.
H. B. MoTpoiuunioBa, KOCHYBIIMCH KICTOPUUYECKOTO KOHTeKcTa TBopuecTBa P. MepTo-
Ha, MOAYEePKHYJa aKTyaJIbHOCTh €r0 Ui, B TOM YKCJIe 3HAMECHUTHIX HOPM HayIHOM
pesateabHoCcTH (CUDOS): «KOMIeKTUBU3M», <«YHUBEPCAIU3M», <«HE3aUTEePECOBAH-
HOCThb» M «OPTraHM30BaHHbBIN cKenTUIIM3M». OHa yOequTeIbHO IToKa3aaa, YTO OHU HO-
CST, TIO CYTU, aOCOIOTHOM XapaKTep, TaK KaK MCXOIST M3 CYIIeCTBa caMOil HayIHOM
IeSTeIbHOCTH, TI0 OTHOIIEHWIO K KOTOPOI HAIIMOHAJIBHOCTh, MaTeprabHas BHITOIA U
IpoyYee OKa3bIBAIOTCS HEpEJIEBAaHTHBEIMU 00CTOSATEILCTBAMU. B 3TOM cMEIce hopmy-
JupoBaHue MepTOHOM MpaBUJ HayYHOTO 3TOCAa CPOJHM KaTeropuuyeckoMmy MMIepa-
tuBy U. Kanrta. CieayeT oTMETUTD, UTO TAKOTO poja moaxod K Hacienuio P. MeproHa
B ONpeIe/IeHHON CTEIEHW ITPOTHUBOCTOUT MEWMHCTPUMY MHTEPIIPETALIMA 3TUX HOPM
B OTEUYECTBECHHOI (M HE TOJBKO) COLIMOJIOTUY HAYKH.

M Bropoe BbictymieHue H. B. MoTpoiiunoBoii, B KOTOPOM aHaaIu3UpOBaach
MHTepecHelmas pabora P. MeproHa o couunonoruu Hayku «Dddekt Matdes I1»,
ObLIO MOMUYEPKHYTO aKTyaabHO. OTTaNKUBasCh OT MeTaOpUUHOTO OMOJIeICKOro To-
JIOXKEHUSI «M00 KaXXAoMy MMeEIIllIeMy OyIeT JaHO, U Yy Hero OyneT u3oOuiue, a y He
MMEIOILEro OyIeT B3ATO U TO, YTO OH MMEET», HOKJIAAUYMK IpeAcTaBuia creuudude-
CKHe CTTOCOOBI HaKOIUICHMST TIPEUMYIIICCTB B HayKe M 0XapaKTepHU30Baja 0COOCHHOCTh
MHTEJJIEKTyalbHOI cOOCTBEeHHOCTU. CaMo MOHSITHE HAaKOIJIECHUS MPEeUMYIIEeCTB CBSI-
3aHO C OCOOEHHOCTSIMM BeIeHUSI HAYYHOU NesITeIbHOCTU, TOCTyMa K pecypcaM U Io-
JIY4EHHUSI MAaTEPUAJIBLHOTO U MOpajibHOTO Bo3HarpaxaeHus. H. B. MoTtpoiuuiosa npo-
IEeMOHCTPUpPOBaia, 9YTO COIMAIbHBIC ITPOIIECCHl HAKOIUICHMWS MPEUMYIIECTB B HayKe
JIaJIeK OT COLIMAJIbHOM CITpaBeUIMBOCTH, OTCYCCTBEHHAsT HayKa 3[1eCh — HE MCKII0-
yeHue. B npogomkenue aroit Tembl FO. 3arsazaun (Juri Zagvazdin) (College of Medical
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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



SCIENTIFIC EVENTS

XXVI session of the International School for Sociology
of Science and Technology and the Mertonian Issues

Nap14 A. ASHEULOVA, SVETLANA A. DUSHINA

The XXVI regular session of the International School for Sociology of Science and
Technology “Science, Technologies, Innovations in the 21 Century: Looking Through a
Sociological Lens” was held in the Small conference hall of the Saint Petersburg Scientific
Center of the Russian Academy of Sciences on November 1—3, 2010.

The session was prepared by the Center for Sociology of Science and Science Studies,
Institute for the History of Science and Technology named after Sergey I. Vavilov, St. Pe-
tersburg Branch, Russian Academy of Sciences (http://ihst.nw.ru/); Scientific Council for
Science Studies and Research Management, Saint Petersburg Scientific Center of the Rus-
sian Academy of Sciences (http://www.spbrc.nw.ru/) and the Research Committee on the
Sociology of Science and Technology of International Sociological Association — RC23 of
ISA (http://www.dsa-ateneo.net/rc23/).

Among participants were academic and educational institutions, research foundations.
The Russian President’s Council for science, technology and education was represented by
consultant and expert departments, as well as the Co-ordination council for youth in sci-
ence, technology and education. The academicians, professors, lecturers, researchers, post-
and undergraduate students came to the session. The School, since its very inception, has
attracted participants from all age groups. The recent session was not an exception, though
it saw a shift to older generations, which could be attributed to the general situation in the
Russian science. There were more than 200 participants. Among them were: four academi-
cians and corresponding members of the Russian Academy of Science (RAS) (academician
E. B. Alexandrov, academician N. N. Nikolsky, corresponding members I. I. Eliseeva and
V. V. Okrepilov); 51 professors and doctors of science; 59 senior lecturers, senior research
fellows, candidates of science; 102 research fellows, post- and undergraduates, masters of
science from St Petersburg, Moscow, Balashov, Voronezh, Volgograd, Novosibirsk, Ry-
binsk. The papers were also presented by contributors from Belarus (Minsk), Kazakhstan
(Karaganda), Poland (Poznan), USA (Florida), India (New Delhi).

The session involved seven sittings with 53 papers. There were two round tables:

1). R. Merton’s science-studies ideas from the 21 century perspective. To the 100" an-
niversary of R. Merton’s birth. 2). New medical technologies and their role in solving social
problems.
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Papers were structured around the School’s subject core that is the sociological analysis
of the present-day science. The attention was concentrated on relationship between the au-
thorities and scientific community (E. B. Alexandrov, A. M. Ablazhey, Ya. M. Gilinsky), the
institutional structure of science and education, state science policies, reproduction of aca-
demics, intellectual mobility (I. G. Dezhina, A. Yu. Azbel, N. A. Asheulova, V. M. Lomov-
itskaya, S. A. Dushina, Yu. Zagvazdin, T. N. Tikhomirova). Close attention was paid to the
analysis of the Russian science’s innovation potential and how to bring it into effect, IT ap-
plications (S. A. Kugel, A. Ya. Vul, D. Khanna, E. A. Ivanova, E. Z. Mirskaya, 1. F. Bog-
danova), exploration of the new trends in scientific community that have been brought about
by the globalization processes (O. A. Volkova, G. G. Dumenton, N. 1. Didenko). The au-
dience listened with a vivid interest to Irena V. Marshakova-Shaikevich’s paper on how to
evaluate efficiency of the scientific work with the bibliometric method.

This year marks the 100" anniversary of Robert K. Merton’s birth, so it is only natu-
ral that the attention should focus on the wide range of the Mertonian issues, as well as
the round table “R. Merton’s science-studies ideas from the 21 century perspective. To
the 100" anniversary of R. Merton”. The institutional aspects of science were analyzed by
N. V. Motroshilova (Institute of Philosophy, RAS, Moscow) in the light of R. Merton’s
ideas. In her paper, which was followed with a keen interest, N. V. Motroshilova looked at
the historical context of R. Merton’s work, highlighted the significance of his ideas today,
including those famous scientific norms (CUDOS): communalism universalism, disinter-
estedness, and organized skepticism. She presented plausible arguments that they were actu-
ally of absolute nature that is they originated from the essence of scientific activity to which
the nationality, material advantage, and so on, are irrelevant. In this sense, Merton’s formu-
lation of the ethos of science is similar to I. Kant’s categorical imperative. It should be noted
that this approach to Merton’s legacy runs counter, to a certain extent, to the mainstream
interpretation of these norms in the Russian (not the only one) sociology of science.

In her second talk, N. V. Motroshilova examined “The Matthew Effect 11, R. Mer-
ton’s fascinating work on the sociology of science. Based on the metaphorical biblical state-
ment “For to all those who have, more will be given, and they will have an abundance;
but from those who have nothing, even what they have will be taken away”, the speaker
demonstrated particular ways of how advantages accumulated in science. She also showed
distinctions of the intellectual property. The notion of accumulated advantage is connected
with specific features of scientific work, access to resources, material and moral reward.
N. V. Motroshilova made clear that social processes of the accumulated advantage in sci-
ence were far from social justice, and the Russian science was no exception. This topic was
also illustrated by Yuri Zagvazdin (College of Medical Sciences Nova Southeastern Univer-
sity, Fort Lauderdale, Florida, USA) with his vivid examples from the history of medicine
of how benefits had been redistributed in favor of the status and fame.

The ethos of science formulated by R. Merton is not the mores of the scientific com-
munity but the norms as ideals to be adhered to (M. G. Lazar, Russian State Hydrome-
teorological University, St. Petersburg). These are the norms that within ethical categories
must be correlated with “as should be” whereas the mores reflect the real situation and cor-
relate with the category of “being, reality”. The discrepancy between these “ought” and “is”
(moral practice, mores) is a normal way of how morality functions in a society, it does not
mean that norms and values, which form the professional ethics in the present-day science,
become obsolete; on the contrary, it points to the significance of the Mertonian principles
as the regulatory ideals.
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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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