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o Bisgimupr ATEKCAHIPOBHY

JIIOKTOp (hrstocoCcKUX HayK, mpodeccop, AeKaH (haKyJbTeTa COLIMOJIOTUN
I'ocymapcTBeHHOTO YHUBEpCHUTETA TYMaHUTAPHBIX HayK,

ywieH MeXIyHapomIHOM COLIMOJIOTMYECKOM acCOIMALINH,

MOYETHBII JOKTOP YupexaeHus Poccuiickoir akameMu HayK

HMuctutyra counonoruu PAH, Mocksa, Poccust

Kak mbi ¢ lanuHon AHppeeBoi
BCTYNUAM B Ny6AMUYHYI0 AnCKyccuio ¢ P. MepToHom

C MeproHoM g He ObUT 3HaKOM Oim3ko. Ho Ha KoHrpecce B DBuaHe MBI ¢ [anu-
HOM MuxaiiioBHOM AHApeeBOM BCTYNMUIM ¢ MepTOHOM B IIOJIEMUKY IO €ro JOKJIamy.
B HEeM PobGept MepToH m3nmarai cBOIO WIS O HE3aBUCHUMOCTHU TCOPUIL CPETHETO YPOBHS
(middle range theory) ot MakpoTeopun. MBI ¢ AHIpeeBOil Bo3paxkaal U, B YACTHOCTH,
YTBEPXKIAIH, 9TO POJIeBasT TEOPUS TMIHOCTH OIIPEIEICHHO BIIMCHIBACTCS B CTPYKTYPHO-
(byHKIIMOHAIBPHYIO TeOpHIO oOIIecTBa. Bo3MoxXHA WHas TEOpHUST JTUIHOCTH, TOBOPWIIN
MBI, OIMpAIOIIasics Ha MAapKCUCTCKYIO TEOPUIO, B KOTOPOIT JIMIHOCTh paccMaTpUBaeTCs
KaK CyOBEKT ACSITeILHOCTH. B CBOCIH MesITeIbHOCTH CYObEeKT OCBanMBaeT IIPEIMETHBIN MUP
(pacmipeIMednBacT ero) M TBOPUT HOBOE (OTIpeIMEUNBAET), — TEM CaMBIM TBOPUT U CeOSI.
AnHnpeeBa ccpitanach Ha A. H. JIeoHTBeBa, a s TOBOPHII, YTO poJIeBast KOHIICIIIIAS XOPO-
III0 CXBAaThIBACT amalTAlldi0 MHAWBUAA K JAaHHBIM COLIMAILHBIM YCIIOBHSIM, HO HE IIPO-
LEeCCHI TTPAKTUYECKOTO MPeodpa30oBaHUsI JIMIHOCTHIO YCIOBUM COIMAIBHOTO OBITHS. Po-
6epT MepToH B OTBET Ha HAIIA 3aMEYaHMSI YTO-TO TOBOPIUJI, HO YTO UMEHHO, He TIOMHIO,
TIOMHIO JINIIIb, YTO 3TO OBLIM BIIOJIHE OJIaroxesaTeIbHBIC cJI0Ba. KakoBo ke ObUTIO Hallle
YIWBJICHNE, KOTIa BO BTOPOM M3IaHWM €T0 3HAMEHUTOI paboTHl “Social theory and social
structure” MbI OOHAPYXIIN CHOCKY, B KOTOPOI OH KOHCTATUPYET «MHYIO IMIO3UINI0» OTHO-
CHUTEJIbHO aBTOHOMUH TCOPHIT CPeTHETO paHTa 1 CChUTaeTcsl Ha AHIpeeBy U SlmoBa.
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I did not have personal relationship with Merton. But at the congress in Evian, Galina
Andreeva and I started a dispute concerning his paper where Robert Merton spelled out his
idea that a middle-range theory was independent of a macro-theory. Andreeva and I raised
objections and held, particularly, that the role theory of a personality definitely fit the struc-
tural-functionalist theory of society.
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We said that an alternative personality theory was possible, based on the Marx’ theory
where an individual was treated as a social agent. In his or her actions an agent assimilated
the world of things (pacnpeomeuusaem eco) and created the new (onpedmeuusaem). In so
doing, agents create themselves. Andreeva referred to A. N. Leontiev, and I argued that the
role theory interpreted well the individual adaptation to the existing social conditions, but
did not explain how a personality transformed in practice the conditions of the social reality.
Responding to our remarks Robert Merton was saying something, but I do not remember
what. The only thing was clear that the words were rather well-disposed.

So we were extremely surprised to see a note in his famous work Social theory and social
structure where he mentioned a “different position” on a relative autonomy of the middle-
range theories and referred to Andreeva and Yadov.

Kon Hrops CEMEHOBHY

JIOKTOP (hrstocoCKUX HayK, Mpodeccop, NaBHbI HayUYHbI COTPYIHUK
VYupexneHust Poccuiickoil akageMuu Hayk

WHcTutyTa aTHOJIOrMU U aHTpornoyioruu PAH,

Mocksa, Poccust

BocnomuHaHus o Pobepte MepTtoHe

Pobept MepToH ObLT OZHUM U3 ITEPBBIX BHIAAIOIIMXCS COLIMOJIOrOB XX BeKa, C KOTO-
PBIMU 51 TO3HAKOMMUJICSI IMYHO. BriepBblie 51 yBUae 1 yCbIliaa ero B Havajie 1960-x ro-
noB, korna onu ¢ T. ITapconcom npuesxanu B Jlenunrpan. Ho ata BcTpeua Oblia KoJi-
JIeKTUBHOM. Bosblie Bcero MeHs1 Toraa yauBuia sicHOCTh Jekiuu IlapcoHca, KOTopblii
TOBOPMJI 3HAYUTEIbHO IMPOIIIE, YeM MUcall, U K TOMY Xe OTIMJajcs MpeKpacHbIM Mpo-
u3HoueHueM. HeckonbKo JIeT CIycTs, KOraa Ha KaKOM-TO MEeXIyHapOIHOM KOHIpecce
MHe ObLIO TPYAHO MOHATH peub C. M. JlurceTra u s mpumnucan 3TO MJIOXOU aKyCTHKE,
KTO-TO U3 aMepUKaHCKUX Kosuter o0bsicHuI: «Yemy Bol yausasetech? [TapcoHc mpouc-
XOOUT U3 00TaToit CeMbU, YUYUIICA B JOPOIrOl YacTHOM 1IKoue, a JIuncer — eBpeicKuii
MaJIbuuK U3 bpykianHa, OTKyaa y Hero BO3bMeTCsl Xopollee Mpou3HolIeHe?»

Knuru MeptoHa 51, pazymeeTcsl, YuTaja, OHU ObLIM MHE MHTEPECHbI TJIaBHbIM O0Opa-
30M C TOYKM 3PEHUST METOIAOJIOTMM, OCOOEHHO MHTEPECHO OBLIO pa3rpaHUUYEHUE SIBHBIX
M JaTeHTHbIX PyHKuuMii. Ha coumonornyeckoM KoHrpecce B DBuaHe (1966) Mbl, HaKo-
Hell, CMOIJIM OOMEHSIThCSI HECKOJIbKUMM CJI0BAMM JJUYHO, HO BpEMEHU Ha 3TO OBLIO MaJIo.
ITapcoHc ¢ MepToHOM MpUTIIACKUIU MEHS Ha JJaHY (eIMHCTBEHHAsl BO3MOXHOCTh IMOTO-
BOPUTH BO BPEMsI KOHIpecca), HO Mpelnblayllee 3aceqaHue 3aTsHYJIOCh, S OIo3aall, Tak
4yTO «JJaHYeBanu» MeHs1 monoabie [Turep beprep u Tomac JlykmaH, yemy st ObLI 1axKe paf.
Hx xnura «CouuajibHOe KOHCTPYMPOBAHUE PEabHOCTU» B 3TO BPEMsI TOJIBKO UTO BBIIILIA,
Uy Hac ¢ HUMHU OOHAPYXXUJIUCh HEKOTOPbIE OOIIIME UIEH.

JInyHble KOHTaKThIl ¢ MepTOHOM MTPOAOJIKUINCH BO BpeMsi BceMupHOro commosoru-
yeckoro koHrpecca B Bapne (1970). Korna Bo BpeMsi 3aKJIIOUUTEIbHOTO OaHKeTa S IMyCTUIT
MOAMUCHOM JIUCT, Tipeayaras co3naTth B pamkax MCA WccnenoBaTeabcKuii KOMUTET 110
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