OpraHusauus NncCMxXonorn4yeckon paboTbl

[epsdouna O.M.
MecTO NCHUX0JI0TA B TOCYAAPCTBEHHON M 001eCTBEHHOI
IKCIEepTH3e

Jannasa cmamos sensiemcs omeemom HaA HyxHcovl obujecmea — da
UMEHHO HA HeoOX00UMOCMb 0amb CHYOeHMAaM U KOANe2am-nCUuxono2am
uHpopmayuio u 3HAHUsL 00 OOHOM U3 CAMBIX «MATOPEKIAMUPYEMbIX» (Mm.e.
npaKkmu4ecku 6 neuamu He oceewjaemvix) pasoene HNCUXONoUU —
OpP2aHU3AYUOHHOU NCUXOJOSUU HA MAKPOYPOBHe (UNU KAK HA3bl8AlOm €20
Awmapun u FOOun, 1997 — na «gpynoamenmanvHom» yposHe).

Aemop yyscmeyem c8010 OMEEMCMBEHHOCMb 34 HANUCAHUE MAKOU
cmamsi He MOJIbKO NOMOMY, YMO Yiice NAmvlil 200 Yumaem cmyoeHmam
Gaxyremema ncuxonocuu MI'OIIY xypcol na smy memy, HO npedxicoe 8ce2o
nomomy, 4mo Oblll 3a0elCM808aH 8 CAMbIX NEPBbIX IKCNEPMHBIX pAOOMAax
maxkozo pooa — m.e. ¢ KOHYAa 80CbMUOECAMBIX 20008, KO20d euje HU agmop,
HU e20 Ko/le2u He 3Haau (Kak uzeecmuulil 2epou Monvepa me 3Han, ymo
2060pUM NPO30LL), YMO OHU 3AHUMAIOMCS OP2AHUSAYUOHHOU NCUXON02UEl,
cuumas ceost NCUXo102aMu COYUATbHLIMU.

Cmamobs O0aem B03MOJHCHOCMb NCUXONI02aM (0COOEHHO 3pebim
ACUXOI02AM u ACUXOI02AM-OPSKOHCYIbMAHMAM,), yeuoemuw
3HAYUMENbHOCMb Yoice NPOUOeHHO20 Nymu U  co30amov C80€ pabouee
Mecmo 6 obnacmu «QYHOAMEHMANbHOU 2YMAHUMAPHOU 3KCHEPMU3DLLY
(Awmapun, FOoun, 1997).

Knioueevle cnosa: coyuocymaHumapuas, 2yMaHumapHas, HAyuyHas,
COYUATILHO-NCUXOJIOCUHECKASL aKCnepmu3a, obwecmeeHHas u
20cy0apcmeenHas SKCnepmu3sd, KOMNAeKCHAsl IKCHEPmMu3a.

[ToHATHE ryMaHUTApHON 3KCIEPTU3BI BOLLIO B )KU3Hb IICUXOJIOTOB B

CaMOM KOHIIE€ BOCBMHJIECSITHIX FOJIOB.
1. DkcnepTH3a: rYMAHUTAPHAS, HAYYHAS, COUAIbHAS,
COLMOTYMAHUTapHAs

Kak mnokaspiBaeT aHaliu3 JIUTEpPaTypbl, MPUMEPHO B 3TO K€ BpEMs
paboThl B 00JIACTH SKCHEPTU3bl HAYAINCHh U B JIPYTHX OTpACIsAX HAYKH, B
TOM YHCJIE U CMEXKHBIX C Icuxojoruet (cMm. ombnuorpacduio: Peiimepc,
1990; Hpunze, TrokoB u np. /CounoryManutapHasi skcneptusa, Kpyrisiii
ctoi1,1992/; I'enncaperckuii, FOauu u ap., 1996-1997; Jlykos, 1996).

OnnuM  #W3  TEpBBIX  aBTOPOB, KTO HayaJl aHAJIU3UPOBATH
OMpeieNICHUEe, 1eIM U MPUHIMIBI dKCIEPTU3bI, Ha3BaB €€ Hay4yHOU, ObLI
Huxomait ®enoposuu Pelimepc. B kadecTBe ogHOTrO M3 mepBhIX 0a30BBIX
TpeOOBAHUI BBIIBUTAE€TCSI TaKOe: «OOBEKT JOJDKEH CIYXUTh LEIsIM
Pa3BUTHS MECTHOM SKOHOMUKHU U HAceJIeHUs (B TOM YHCIIE COXPAHEHUSI €T0



3[I0POBbS M YBEIWYEHUS NPOJOJDKUTEIBHOCTH >KW3HU) W JIMIIb 3aTeM
rOCYIapCTBEHHBIM HHTepecam’» (27, ¢. 1). Takoil mpuHOUI (BKyIE C
JIPYTUMH, HU3JI0)KEHHBIMU B TOW XK€ paboTe — HampuMmep, MNPUHIUIIOM
«COLMAJIBHON MeHbl», c. 11, WM npUHIMIAMU «puUCKa 3a00JIeBaHUI
yeyioBekay, ¢. 13; «couuaabHOro pucKa», c.14 u ap.) MO3BOJISIET CUUTATh,
yTo PeiiMepc, Ha3bIBas SKCIEPTU3Y «HAYYHOW», TOBOPUT O TOU KeE
TyMaHUTApHOM (MM COLMOTYMaHUTApPHOI) DKCIEPTHU3E, KaK U BCE JIPyTHE
YIIOMUHAEMbI€ 3€Ch aBTOPbl. MOXHO TakKe CUUTATh, YTO IOJ] HAYYHOU
STOT HCCIENOBATENb MOAPA3yMEBACT MPEKAE BCErO HE3ABUCHMYIO W OT
3aMHTEPECOBAHHBIX CTPYKTYP U BEAOMCTB.

PaccmoTrpum, d9TO NOHMMAOT 1OA TYMaHMTAPHOW DKCIEPTU30U
pa3HbIC aBTOPBI.

ITo A.Y. Xapamy rymaHuTapHas SKCIEpTH3a — 3TO AEATEIbHOCTh 110
0000IIEHHON OLIEHKE «IOCIEACTBUM, KOTOPbIE UMEET UM MOXKET UMETh
JUIs. 4eJioBeKa (JUisi HaceJeHWs pEeruoHa WM TOM HMHOM COLMaIbHOM
TPYIIbI) TO WK UHOE COOBITHE, CIYUYMBIIEECS B MPOILIOM (JaIE€KOM WU
HEJaBHEM), MPOUCXOJAIIEe B HACTOsIIee BpeMsl JIMOO MOTEHUIUATBHO
BO3MOKHOE B 0003pumom Oyaymem» (31, c. 101).

[To Ammmapuny u HOauny (1997), rymanuTapHas SKcepTh3a — 3TO
«CUCTEMAaTHYECKHU OpPraHU30BaHHAS JIEATEIbHOCTh, HANpaBJCHHAs Ha
MPOTHO3UPOBAHUE BHOBb BO3HUKAIOUIUMX Yrpo3 JUIsl 4YEJIOBEUYECKOTO
noteHuuana» (cM. 2). OHa HpOBOAUTCS Uil KOMIUIEKCHOTO aHalu3a
3aKOHOIIPOEKTOB U IPOEKTOB TMOCTAHOBJIEHUNW W PEUICHUNA OPraHoB
UCIIOJTHUTEILHOM BIACTH, [JIi OIEHKUM TEXHUYECKUX HOBILIECTB, JIs
OIIEHKM COCTOSIHUSI (a TakKe JUHAMUKU U3MEHEHHUSI YEJIOBEUYECKOIo
NOTEHIIMaNla CTpaHbl B LEJOM, /IS OIEHKU CYIIECTBYIOUIUX WU
MPOCKTUPYEMBIX TEXHOJIOTUH, B T.4. COIMATILHBIX (HAIIPUMEp, COJIEpKAHUE
TyMaHUTApHOI0 00pa30BaHUs B CpeHEN IIKOJE). ABTOPHI MOIUYEPKUBALOT,
4yTO ObUIO OBl HEBEPHO TPAKTOBATH DKCIEPTU3Y BCSIKONW HOBOM TEXHOJIOTUU
(TEXHOJIOTMM — B IIUPOKOM CMBICIE) KaK OJHOPA30BOE MEPOIPHUATHUE;
HEO0OXO0IMMO CUCTEMATUYECKU OTCIICKUBATH BCE HOBBIE U HOBBIE SIBJICHUS U
3¢ (deKThl, €10 MOpPOXKIaeMble, U OLICHUBaTh BHOBb OOHAPYXUBAIOIIHUECS
BO3MOXHOCTH, TaK K€ KaK U (aKTOPhI BHI3LIBAEMOTO €10 pucKa. Pe3ynbTaTt
TYMaHUTAPHOM 3KCHEPTU3bl HE [JOJDKEH OrPAaHUYMUBATHCA HUTOTOBBIM
3aKJIFOUCHUEM; HE MEHEE BaKEH M €Ill€ OJUH PE3yJIbTaT — YCTAHOBJIICHUE
KaHaJIOB, MO KOTOPhIM W B JaJbHEHIIEM MOXET OCYIIECTBISTHCA
B3aUMOJICHCTBUE, U  (QOPMHUPOBAHUE CaMUX  YYAaCTHHUKOB  3TOrO
B3aMMOJCHCTBUA , OCOSHAIOMIMX M YMEIOIHX HCIONBb30BAaTh €ro
KOHCTPYKTHUBHBIE BO3MOXXHOCTH. B 1enom ke, MO0 MHEHHUIO aBTOPOB,

2 Bpigeneno Hamu. — O.]1.

310 c110BO OH HE YOTPe6IseT: MO0 OHO ellie He BOILIO B MOAY, MO0 yike ce0s CKOMIIPOMETHPOBAIIO
(x 1990 roxy). [TepBoe kaxercs Goliee BEPOSTHBIM.

* T.e. hopMUpOBAHHE rPAKIAHCKHUX TIO3HIMIA Y JTHUHOCTEH, BTAHYTHIX B POLECC.



rYMaHHUTapHas dKCIEepTU3a Moria Obl cTaTh 3(h(PEKTUBHBIM UHCTPYMEHTOM
CTPATETUYECKON M TaKTUYECKOM KOPPEKTUPOBKU BCEH coUuaabHON (U
KyJbTYpHOI) MOJMTUKU TOCYJapCTBa YE€pe3 OLEHKY TIOCYyAapCTBEHHBIX
peurennii, (eaepaabHBIX M PErHOHATBHBIX IPOrPAMM ', MPOEKTOB,
WHULINATUB.

Hopeexckuii  dunocod CkupOex, MO MHEHHUIO OSTUX aBTOPOB,
SBIIFOIIMICS «OTLOM» TEPMUHA «TyMaHUTapHAs SKCIEPTU3a» U OCHOBHBIM
pa3pabOTUYMKOM JIaHHOTO IOHSTHS, pacCMAaTpUBaeT €€ «Kak Mepexoi] OT
TEXHOJOTHYECKON JKCIEPTU3bl K MYJbTH- W MEXIUCLUIUIMHAPHON
IKCIIEPTU3E U Jaiee — K MUPOKOU MyOJIMYHON AUCKYCCHH (LIUT. TIO 2, CM.
takke 30 m 38). [pyrumu cioBaMu, «TyMaHHMTAapHas 3KCIEPTH3a I10
CkupOeKy — 3TO HE TOJIBKO M HE CTOJIBKO MPOIIECC BEIPAOOTKM KOHKPETHBIX
pPELIEHUH, CKOJIBKO HENPEPBIBHBIM W INMUPOKHM IHAIIOT, B XOAE KOTOPOTO
Hapsily ¢ OOOCHOBaHMEM M KPUTHUKOM TEX WM HHBIX Mpeajaraeémbix
pElIeHUII MPOMCXOJIUT TAaKKE TMPOLIECC BBIABICHUS, OOCYXIEHUS U
COrJJacoBaHUsl NOCBHUIOK M LIEHHOCTHBIX MO3ULMNA (HEPEIKO CKPBITHIX,
HEOCO3HABAaEMbIX) PA3JIMYHBIX COLUAIBHBIX Tpynm» (Tam xe). Cruemyet
OTMETUTh, 4YTO A.Y.Xapam TaKKe paccMaTpuBaeT TI'yMaHUTapHYIO
DKCHEPTU3Y KaK JTHAIOT — HAYMHAKOUIUNCSA SKCIEPTHBIM MCCIEN0BAaHUEM U
OTHIOJIb HE 3aKaHYMBAIOIIMICS SKCIEPTHBIM 3akitoueHueM (cum. 31, c. 121-
122). OH BBOAUT TakK€ MOHSITUE TOTOBHOCTH PErMOHA K T'yMaHUTApHOMU
skcneptuze (31, c. 120), KoTopoe mpearnonaraeéT OTBETHYI) aKTUBHOCTb
HaceJIeHUs, BEJIOMCTB, a/IMUHUCTPALIUU U OOIIECTBEHHOCTH.

[IpumepHO B TO K€ BpeMs NPOU3OLIECN IUAJIOT POCCUHCKUX H
dbpaHIly3cKHX  OOIIECTBOBEAOB IO MpOOJEeME  COIMOTYMaHUTAPHOU
skcneptu3bl. Ot0 Ob1  Kpyrmeiii  Cron, mnpoxoAMBHIMKH B paMKax
poccuiicko-ppanity3ckoit koHdepeniuu «llcuxoaHanu3s u Hayku o
yenoBeke» 30 maprta-3 ampens 1992 r. (29, c. 73-81). VYuactHuku
Kpyrnoro Crona BbICKa3bIBajJud OYE€Hb Pa3Hble MHEHMSI KaK 1O HCTOPUHU
COLIMOTYMaHUTAPHON HKCIEPTHU3bI, TaK U MO JCPUHHUIMSAM IKCIEPTU3DI, €€
LEJSAM U IPOLENYPAM.

N IIBapu, mpodeccop dunocopun (Ilapux), mnpeaIoxmI
paccMaTpuBaTh JKCIEPTU3Y KaK COLMOTYMAHHUTapHYI0, €CJIIM 3KCHEPTHI U
YEJIOBEK WJIM COLMANIbHAs TpyNna KaK PECIOHJEHTBI, O KOTOPBIX HY>KHO
HOJyYUTh MH(OPMALIMIO, HAXOIATCSA B TYMaHHBIX OTHOLIEHMsX. [pyrumu
CJIOBAMHM, €CJIA 3KCHEPTHl WMIIYT T'YMAHHBI CMBICI B TOW JESITEIBHOCTH,
KOTOpAst MPOSKTHPYETCS JUIs 3THX pecronaenTos (29, c. 73).”

B.M. Po3un, npomoimkas 3Ty  MBICHb, YKa3blBaeT, 4TO
«COLUMOTYMAHUTAapHYIO 3KCIEPTH3y HYXHO paccMaTpuBarh, C OJHOU

%% Kax 65110 B ciydae ¢ ['ocynapcrBenHol sxcnepTr3oi YepHOOBUTbCKHX mporpamm (1990) — cMm. nanee
1O TEKCTY.

7 Cp. ¢ A.Y Xapamem: «CBepX3a/aua r'yMaHHTapHOI SKCIEPTH3bI — I'yMAHH3aIHs KOH(IMKTHOI
curyarmum» (31, c. 121).



CTOPOHBI, KaK OIHUCAaHWUE CUTyallud, C JPyrod xKe — KaKk Hayajio
WHHOBAIIMOHHOTO Tporieccay (29, c¢. 75). Kak ™Mbl BUIUM, JTaHHOE
Cy)XJICHUE O4YeHb Tepekiukaercs co B3nsiaamu [ CkupOeka u
A.Y.Xapamna.

A.A. TiokoB 100aBisieT, 4YTO OJKCHEpTHU3a TOrJa CTAHOBUTCA
COLMOTYMAHUTApHOM, KOrJa PECHOHJAEHTBl  pPacCMAaTPUBAKOTCS  HE
«OOBEKTHO», a «KaK OOIIECTBEHHbBIE JESATEIHM, MMEIOIINE CBOIO TOYKY
3peHHs, CBOE€ OTHOUIEHHWE K MPOEKTam», M KOrja 3TH TOYKU 3PEHUS U
OTHOIIICHUS DKCIIEPTaMH COOMpArOTCA U YUuThIBarTcs (29, c. 76). Jlpyroe
neno, nodasmsier AHaronuii TIOKOB, 4TO cOOp ITUX MHEHHH (a 3aTEM M UX
pacmugpoBka, yrounser T. [dpunze, c. 80) — BecbMa HEJNETKUW TPyA IO
«TEepEeBOy» 4YeNOBEeKa C OOBIBATEIHCKOW TOYKH 3PEHUS B TIOJOXKCHHE
06IIIECTBEHHOTO ACATENIS , IMEIOIIEro rpaxjanckoe Muenue (29, ¢.77).

B.C.Crenun MOTYEPKUBAET HMCTOPUYHOCTh BOIIpOCa 0
COIMOTYMAHUTAPHOM IKCIEPTU3E: TOIBKO Mocie (POPMUPOBAHUS CUCTEMBI
COLIMAJIbHO-OPUEHTUPOBAHHON JHOEpaIbHOM HIKOHOMHKUA B MEPEAOBBIX
CTpaHax MorjJa BCTaThb Mpo0JieMa COUMOTYMAaHUTAPHOM HKCIEPTHU3HI,
IIOCKOJIBKY ~ OHa  «o0ecrnedyrBaeT  TapMOHHU3ALMI0  YEJOBEUYECKHUX
OTHOULIEHUH, YCTpAaHEHUE COLIMAIbHBIX KOHPIUKTOBY (29, c. 76).

HNutepecHo BeickazanHoe Tamapou Jlpuaze cyaeHue 0 TOM, YTO BO
@paHunu U PoccuM — COBEPLIEHHO pa3HbIM MOAXOJ K JKCIEPTHU3E: BO
@paHnuu OHAa HOCUT apOUTPAKHBIA Xapakrtep (T.e. MPOBOAUTCS B
KOH(MDIIUKTHBIX CUTYaIMsIX), TOrJa Kak B Poccun — xapakTep moakperieHus
COOCTBEHHBIX PEIICHU M CcTaryca OTpPACIeBbIMU BEJOMCTBAMHU W,
COOTBETCTBEHHO, ITPOBOJIUTCS MHOTAA Ja)Xe B MPOILIECCE peaTu3aliu TOro
WIM HMHOrO IMpoekTa (cTpoutenbcTBa, Hampumep) — 29, c. 77. Kak
yka3biBaer B.A.JlykoB (25), mozxe T.M. J[lpumze (cm. 26, c. 205)
BbICKa3ajlach 3a pa3pabOTKy MPUHIMIOB M METOJOJIOTUUA TPOBEIACHUS
KOMILUIEKCHOM AKOCOIMOTYMaHUTAPHON AKCHEPTU3bl. ITOMY, O€3yCIOBHO,
CIIOCOOCTBOBAJI0O TEOPETHYECKOE OCMBICIEHHUE €I CBOEro y4acTus B
MPaKTHYECKUX IKCIEPTU3ax (Hampumep, B 3anopoxckoit, 1989 — cm. nanee

10 TEKCTY).
Jlo cux mop BepHa M IMOTOMY 3aCIy>KHBaeT OCOOOT0 BHUMAaHUS
BbICKA3aHHAs Tamapoii MouceeBHOM Hpunze MBICJIb, 4TO

«TpeArnoaaraeMble K IKCIEPTU3E YIIPABICHYECKUE PEIICHUSI HOCSIT OOBIYHO
BEJIOMCTBEHHO-OTpacieBo  xapakrep. llocneactBusi ke OT  Takux
«peLeHAN o0OpeTaroT Xapakrep COLMAJIbHO-PETHOHAIIBHBIN
(TeppuTopuanbHblid). ...I100aBI ... MOXUHAIOT TOPOKAHE M CEJSHE, YbH
JKU3HEHHBIE MHTEPECHI C BEAOMCTBEHHBIMU HE COBIIA/IAIOT, IIPU TOM, YTO H
KayeCTBY UX JKU3HHU HEPEJIKO I'PO3UT HEMONPABUMBIN ypon» (29, c. 78).

K coxanennto, quanor o COMOTYMAaHUTAPHOM 3KCIEPTU3E IIEN KaK
0 HEKOEM a0CTPAaKTHOM MpeIMEeTe, HE NMPUBOJUIOCH HUKAKUX MPUMEPOB

¥ MoxHO 6GbLT0 6bI CKa3aTh — HAa AKTHBHYIO MPAXIAHCKYIO mo3uimio. O.]]



KOHKPETHBIX OKCIEPTU3, UYTO OE3yCIOBHO 3aTPyJHSECT TOHUMAaHUE W
00Cy>KJ1aeMoro mpeAaMeTa U TOro, HACKOJbKO T€ WM HWHBIC YYaCTHHKU
KOMIIETEHTHbI B JaHHOM BOIIPOCE HE TOJIbKO TEOPETUYECKH, HO U Kak
MPAKTHUKHU.

Heckonbko apyroit moaxon aemMoHcTpupyeT Banepuii AnapeeBuy
JIykoB — OH pa3pabaThIBacT MOHATHE COIMAIBHOM SKCIEPTU3bI, CTaBIIEH
peaMEeTOM yaeOHOro mocobus, u3ganHoro MHcTuTyTOM MOIo1exku B 1996
roay.

«CouuanbHasi 3KcIepTr3a SBISETCS MPOBOJMMBIM CIIEIUATUCTAMU
(3KCIiepTaMH) HUCCIEJOBAHUEM, BKJIOYAIOIIUM AUArHOCTUKY COCTOSIHUS
COIMAIBHOTO 00BEKTa, YCTAHOBIICHHUE JOCTOBEPHOCTH WH(OPMAITUU O HEM
U OKpYXawmlel €ero cpeae, MNPOTHO3UPOBAHHE €ro MOCIEAYHOIIUX
U3MEHEHUM U BIUSHUS HaA JPYyrue ColMalbHble OOBEKTHI, a TaK¥kKe
BBIPAOOTKY PEKOMEHJALMM ISl TPUHATUS YNPABICHUYECKUX PEIICHUN U
COIIMAJILHOTO TPOCKTUPOBAHUSI B YCIOBHSX, KOTJa HCCIEI0BaTeNbCKas
3amaua TpyaHo ¢popmanuzyeMay» (25, ¢. 19). Ilox counanbHbIiMU 00BEKTAMU
B.A. JlykoB mnoHMMAaeT JIOJEH, COIUaIbHbIE OOIIHOCTH, COILIMAJIbHbBIC
WHCTUTYTBl WU TIPOLIECCHI, OpraHU3alMy, COLHUAIBbHBIE LEHHOCTU, WJIEH,
KOHILIETIIUH, HOpPMAaTUBHbIE aKTBhI, npsIMO W KOCBEHHO
npeAycMaTpUBAIOIIME HOPMATHWBHbIE U3MeHEHus, U T.I1. «llepeueHp
COIMAJIBHBIX OOBEKTOB HE JIOJDKEH OBITh 3aKPBIT, TOCKOJIBKY COIMATbHAsS
peanbHOCTh MHOTOOOpa3Ha W HECBOJMMA K HEOOJBIIOMY YHUCITY
XapakTepucTuk. B TO ke BpeMs NpakTHUYECKUE 3aJayd COLMAIBHOU
HKCMIEPTU3bl 3aCTaBIISIIOT €CJAUM HE MCKII0YaTh KAaKUE-TO K3 MHOXECTBa
COIMATBHBIX O0BEKTOB U3 CPEPhl MPOBEACHUSI SKCIIEPTHOTO UCCIICIOBAHUS,
TO MO KpaliHel Mepe MpuaBaTh pa3HbIM O0OBEKTaM pa3HOE 3HaAYeHue» (25,
c. 19).

«llempr0  cOLMaANBHOM  DKCIEPTU3bl  SABJIAETCS  YCTAHOBJICHUE
COOTBETCTBHS JICSTEIBHOCTH OPraHOB TI'OCYJIapCTBEHHOM BJIACTH, APYTHX
COLMAJIbHBIX MHCTUTYTOB COLIMAJIbHBIM HMHTEpECaM TpakJaH U 3ajJadam
COLIMAJIbHOM TIOJIUTUKHM, a Takxke (OPMHUPOBAHUE TIPEIJIOKEHUN TI0
JIOCTHUKEHHUIO 3TOTO COOTBETCTBUS» (25, ¢. 22).

B kauectBe 00BEKTOB conManbHON dKcHepTusbl JIyKOB yka3bIiBaeT
denepanbHble U PETHOHATBHBIC aKThl 3aKOHOATENHCTBA, BEJOMCTBEHHBIC
HOPMAaTUBHbIE aKThl, HOPMAaTUBHBIE IPABOBBIE AKThl OPraHOB MECTHOI'O
caMoynpaBieHus, (QeaepaibHble, PErHMOHATIbHBIE, MECTHbIC COLUAJIbHBIC
nporpaMMbl M MPOEKThl, TOCYJAPCTBEHHbIE KOHIEMIHUK B 00JacTu
COIMATIbHOM MOJUTUKH, KOHLIEMIMU COLIMAIbHBIX UCCIIEI0BAaHUN U Ap. (CM.
c.23)

Kak ykazpiBaer B.A.JIykoB, OCMBICIICHUE UM MOHSATHS COIMAIbHAS
JKCHEPTU3a HAYaJlOCh € paboThl HajJ 3aKOHOM O CEMbE — «B XOJe
pa3paboTku KOHIICTIIUU u MEXaHU3MOB OCYIIIECTBJICHUS
(baMUITUCTUYECKON SKcHepTu3bl Mo 3akazy MwuHcomzamuTtsl Poccuu B



1993-1995 rr.» (c. 4). UMeHHO MO3TOMY MOHATHE COLUATBHON SKCIEPTHU3BI
HECKOJIbKO YK€, 4YeM TIOHSTHE TyMaHUTAPHOW OHKCIEPTU3bI: TepBas
BKJIFOYAET B c€0sl DKCMEPTUPOBAHUE TOJIBKO MPOCKTUPYEMBIX JOKYMEHTOB
HOPMAaTHUBHO-3aKOHOIATEJILHOTO XapaKTepa, TOT1a Kak BTopasi J00aBIseT K
ATOMY €II€ W aHaJu3 CUTyalud NPOECKTUPOBAHUS BEIIECTBEHHBIX
00BEKTOB: CTPOUTENIbCTBA, MEPECTPONKHU, MEPEIIAaHUPOBKH, EMOHTaXa
BIIOJIHE MaTE€pUAJIbHBIX 3aBOJIOB, MOCTOB, ATOMHBIX CTaHIUW, IPU 3TOM
HEPEIKO B CUTYaILUSIX PEAIbBHOTO WM NOTEHIIMAJIBbHOIO PUCKA.

Tak uiu vHaue, MoXxanayil, BCe UCCIEAOBATEIN CXOASTCS B TOM, YTO
ryMaHUTapHas S3KCIEpPTU3a — 3TO HEKas OIEHOYHas (TeopeThdeckas Hu
npaktuyeckas) neareapHocts BO BIIAI'O YEJIOBEKA, ¢ Touku 3peHus
MHTEPECOB YelOoBeKa (KOHKPETHOTO WHIMBUAYyMa WA OTIEIbHBIX
COLIMAJIBHBIX IpyMNm), Ie Bo riaBy yria oueHku crtaButcsis YEJIOBEK,
noHuMaembii ¢ no3uiuii AnsOeprta IlBeiinepa («OmaroroBeHue mnepen
YKU3HBIO») U IPYTUX BEJIMKUX TYMaHHUCTOB.

2. T'ocynapcTBeHHasi U 00LIECTBEHHAS IKCIEPTH3A

Crnenyer ykaszaTh, 4TO JO CEPEIMHBI AEBAHOCTBIX T'OJOB Pa3JEcisATh
AKCIIEPTU3Y Ha TOCYJIapCTBEHHYIO M OOLIECTBEHHYIO CMbICIa HE ObLIO,
MIOCKOJIbKY HE OBl ONpeJIEeIeH CTaTyC OOIECTBEHHBIX KCIIEPTH3.

[Tocne npunstus 3akona Poccuiickoit denepanmmu «OO6 oxpane
OKpyKaromied mnpupoaHoir cpeab» (1994 r.), dakTHUecKH NOSBUIKCH
MPaBOBbIE PAMKHA W IJi1 TOCYJApPCTBEHHOM SKOJOTMYECKON 3KCIEpPTHU3bI
(pazmen V, cr. 35-38), u nnsi 00IIECTBEHHOM YKOJIOTHYECKOW IKCIEPTHU3BI
(ct. 39), XOTs B peanbHON >KU3HU OOILECTBEHHAss UMEHHO HKOJOTHYecKas
HKCIEPTHU3a B HAIIEW CTpaHE MOSIBUIIACH TOpa3/0 paHblle (CM., HAIPUMED,
otueThl 00 H»Komormdeckux skcmeprm3ax CoDCa — Torma poCCHICKOM
obOmiectBeHHOM  opraHuzanuu  ColMaNbHO-2KOJIOTHYECKUI  COI03, B
JKCIEPTU3aX KOTOPOTO HEOJHOKpAaTHO padoTan W aBTOp CTaTbH, WIIU
MEKIYHApOIHOU OpraHu3anuu Fpnmmc”).

HeobxoaumocTh pazfensTh TOCyJapCTBEHHYIO U OOLIECTBEHHYIO
DKCIEPTU3bl BO3HUKJIA C TMpUHATHEM 3akoHa «OO0 HKOJIOTrHYECKOM
akcrieptuse» (1995), rae O6b1a OTMEUEHA TPUHITUITHATBHAS YKEJIaTeIbHOCTh
HE TOJBKO TOCYJIapCTBEHHOM, HO M OOIIECTBEHHOM dKCIIEPTHU3HI.

[Ipumepbl (M mepedeHb) AKCHEPTH3 MOKHO IOCMOTPETh TAKXKE B
cratbe A.Y. Xapama (31, cc. 90-99): on nepeuyuciser mecTHaaAaTh CBOUX
HAYYHO-TIPAKTUYECKUX PAOOT, HEKOTOPHIE M3 KOTOPHIX YIIOMUHAIOTCS M
31ech. be3ycinoBHO, 3TH JBa CHMCKAa OTHIOAb HE HMCUEPIBIBAIOT BCEX
AKCMEPTHU3, TMPOBEICHHBIX 3a MpOUIEAIINEe MoiaTopa aAecsatuietusd. K
COKaJICHUIO, 3aTPYAHEH JOCTYN Ja)Ke K HAa3BAHUSM JKCIEPTH3 U cdepam,
I7Ie OHU MPOU3BOSTCS, HE TOJIBKO K MX TEKCTaM.

2
’ B koHrte 1993 r. ['puHIMC Omy6/IMKOBAI, B YaCTHOCTH, IOKIA] IPYIIIbl CBOMX YKCIIEPTOB 00 HMEBIIHX
MecTo B 1987-1993 rr. neBsHOCTa 1IECTH NONBITKAX BBO3a HA TEPPUTOPHUIO PoccuM omacHbIX 0TXO0B
(HoBoe Bpemst, Ne 38, 1994, c. 33)



Jlns  Oonplield  CTPOMHOCTH  MBJIOKEHUS aBTOp  IOCTapaeTcs
NPUIECPKUBATHCA BECbMa YIPOILEHHOIO (hopMaTra ONUCAHUS HKCIIEPTHU3HI,
KOTOpbI BO MHOroM moBTOpseT U ¢opmar (dopMmy, cXxemy) camoro
SKCIIEPTHOTO 3aKITIOUCHHS :

Ha3anue nskcneptusbl u e€ mnpobOiema; 3akazuuk; OKcrepTHas
rpynna; Bpems mnpoBenenust skcrepTusbl (cpoku); Hcrnonb3oBaHHBIE
MeTobl; X0 3KCIepTu3bl; Pe3ynbTaTel; BoIBOABI 1 pEKOMEHIALINN.

W, no Bo3moxHocTH, IlociaencTBusi 3KCHepTH3bl — B KOTOPBIX,
IPEXJE BCEro, W OoTpaxaercs (IpOsBIAETCS) MECTO Icuxojora. Takue
pazznensl kak Mcnonws3oBaHHas sureparypa W IlpwioxeHus, 3a4acTyro
SBJISIFOIIMECS] COCTABHOM 4YacThlO 3KCHEPTHOIO 3aKIIOUYEHHS, 31ECh
YIOMHHATHCS HE OYIyT.

bonee cnoxxHble M OTpakalollue peaqbHOCTh Oosiee TIIyOOKO U
NoJIHO (hopMaThbl SKCHEPTHBIX 3aKIIOUEHUUA MOXHO YBHJAETH B paloTe
Enenst Cumaxunoit (2003), mnpoaHanu3upoBaBIle HEKOTOpbIE U3
MPUBEJICHHBIX 371€Ch SKCIIEPTU3 C TOUKU 3peHus ux popmara. Pabora Obuia
BBHITIOJTHEHA T10/] PYKOBOJICTBOM aBTOpa CTaThH (CM. Oubnuorpaduro).

3. I'ocynapcTBeHHbIC M 001IECTBEHHbIE IKCIIEPTU3BI: KPATKHE
ONHUCAHMSA CJIyYaeB

Crnenyer OTMETUTh OCHOBHYIO Pa3sHUILy MEXAY IOCYJIapCTBEHHON U
OOIIIECTBEHHOM 3KCIEPTU30i: pa3HUIly B 3akazuuke. [lepByro 3aka3biBaeT
rocy/apcTBO (B pa3HbIX CBOMX HIIOCTAacsiX), BTOPYIO — OOIIECTBEHHOCTD,
BIUIOTh JO WHUUMATUBHBIX TIpynn HaceneHuss. COOTBETCTBEHHO, M
¢uHAHCHPYIOTCS OHM JMOO W3 TOCYJApPCTBEHHOTO Orokera, U0 M3
OOILIECTBEHHOI'O — TONPOCTY, W3 IPUBICYEHHBIX CPEACTB (TPAHTHI,
N0’KEPTBOBAHHUSI, CIIOHCOPCKHUE JIEHBIU U TIP. ).

[TongpoOuee (1 Oosiee CTPYKTYPUPOBAHO) O JAHHOW DKCHEPTHU3E
NoJDKEeH Hanucath caM A.Y. Xapam. KpaTkoe ynomMuHanue €€ pe3yJibTaToB
MOxkHO HaiTu y Hero B (31, cc. 88 u 91), a Takxke B matepuanax BUHUTU
(3, cc. 104-108).

4. I'ocynapcTBeHHasi, 0011eCTBEHHAs1, KOMILJIEKCHbIE U P.
IKCHEPTU3BI: MECTO MCUXO0JIOTA

UYro e Kacaercs poJId IICHXO0JIOTa, TO, MOMHMO YXe MOJIPOOHO
ONMCAaHHOW 3/1€Chb POJIM MCCIIEOBATENSA-IPAKTUKA, OHA MOXeT (W,
BEPOSATHO, OJIKHA) OBITH €I1I€ U POJIbIO IpakJaHUHA.

Heo0xoaumo mog4epKHyTh, YTO POJIb 3TA OYEHb CUIIBHO 3aBUCUT OT
AKTUBHOCTMU no3unuu ncuxosiora (ToOUHee, ICUXOJIOTMYECKON IPYIIIbI:
peaKo, Korjga TIICHMXOJOr BBICTYNaeT B CTOJb KPYIHOMAacCIITAOHBIX
JKCIIEPTU3aX B €IWHCTBEHHOM uucie). M, HaBepHoe, mydine Bcero
AKTUBHOCTh MO3HUIMU TICHUXOJIOTa MOKET OBbITh NPOUJUTIOCTPUPOBAHA Ha
npumepe dkcnepTusbl UepHoObIbCKHUX Mporpamm: A.Y. Xapaiil, KOTOpbId

30 Cp. taxoke ¢ JlykoseiM (25, ¢. 123-124, riaBa « DKCIepTHOE 3aKII0UEHHE): (OpPMA PELCH3HH) 1
Xapamewm (31, c. 118-119).



ABJSUICSL  3aMECTUTEJIEM PYKOBOJIMTENS  COLHUAIBHO-TICUXOJIOTHYECKOM
IpyIIbl, OB HACTOJNBKO YOEIUTENEH JIJIsl BCErO 3KCIEPTHOrO KOJIEKTHBA,
COCTOSIBIIETO M3 BOCBMUJIECATH BOCBMHU 4YEJIOBEK, TPUIALATH ILIECTh M3
KOTOPBIX SBJISUIMCh aKaJE€MUKaMU M JIOKTOpPAMHM HayK, 4YTO, BO-IIEPBBIX,
OCHOBHOHM TEKCT JKCIEPTHOrO 3aKJIFOUEHHS, COCTOSIIIUN U3 BOCBMUAECATU
ctpanull (cM. 3, cc. 14-95) Bkimrouaer B ceOs pasnen «3amMedyaHus u
OPEUIOKEHHUS] 10 COLUAIbHO-IKOJIOTUYECKON 0e30macHOCTH» B COPOK
YEeThIpE CTPaHUIBI (TaM ke, cc. 23-67), MONMHOCThIO Oa3MpyIOMUCI Ha
3aKJIIOYCHUHN COLMAIBHO-TICUXOJIOTHYECKON Ipynnbl. BivsHue conuanbHo-
IICUXOJIOTUYECKOM IPYyMNIbI OLIYIIAETCS U B OCTAIBHOW 4acTH (TOKE OKOJIO
COpOKa CTpaHull) TeKCTa. BO-BTOPBIX, B TOM K€ WU3/IaHUH JIONOJHUTEIBHO
IIOMELIEHO ITOJTHOE 3aKI0YEHNE 3TOW CaMOM COLMAIbHO-TICUXOJIOTHYECKON
IPYIIIbI — ellle TPUALATh CTPAHMI] TEKCTa (TaM xke, cc. 96-126). B-TpeTbux,
3aKJFOYEHUE  DKCHEPTHOM  KOMHUCCUHM  IIOMOIVIO  JIEMCTBUTEIBHO
CKOPPEKTUPOBATh MPOrpaMMbl peadWIUTAlUU JIIOJEH U TEPPUTOPUH,
OKa3aBIIMXCA  MOpaXeHHbIMU  YepHOOBUIbCKOM  KaTacTpodoi: B
JEBSIHOCTBIE rOJibl BBIITOJIHSJIOCH OrPOMHOE KOJIMYECTBO
peadMIIUTUPYIONIUX MPOrpaMM Kak JJisi B3POCJIOrO HACEJICHHs, TaK U IS
JNETCKOr0, KaKk MEIMIIMHCKOr0, TAK M COLMAIBHOr0 Xapakrtepa. OmHOU u3
TaKMX TporpamMm ObuTa ymoMHHaBIIasics Bbimie nesrensHocTh BTK M.U.
bo6neBoit «Borym-lIlcu» — B yacTHOCTH, W TO HU3IAHUIO PE3YJIHTATOB
HAay4YHO-IIPAKTUYECKUX uccienoBannii. M He BHHA TOM 3KCHEPTHOM
KOMHUCCHH, YTO B JBYXTBICSYHBIE TOJbl IPAKTUYECKH BCE JIBIOTHI Yy
4epHOOBUIBLIEB OTHSTHI, @ KOMIIEHCAIIUN OTMEHEHBHI. . .

CyMmupyst cka3aHHOE, CJIEIyeT OTMETUTD, BO-IIEPBBIX, MOSBICHUE B
IOCJIEHUE TISITHAAUATH JIET B HAIEld CTPAaHE IPHUHIMIUAIBHO HOBOW
NEATENIbBHOCTH — JIESITENBHOCTH OSKCHEPTUPOBAHUS PA3IUYHOTO pojaa
IPOEKTOB (B T.4. HOPMOTBOPUYECKHX, & TAK)KE MPOEKTOB CTPOUTEIHCTBA UITU
JEMOHTaXKa — BOEHHBIX, SICPHBIX WM XUMHUYECKHUX IPOU3BOJICTB) Ha
CTaluy TPOCKTUPOBaHUs. BO-BTOpBIX, 3aKa3uMKaMH SKCIEPTUPOBAHUS
MOTYT OBITh KaK IOCyJapCTBEHHBIE (B T.4. BEJOMCTBEHHBIE) CTPYKTYDHI,
Tak W OOIIeCTBEHHbIE (B T.4. WHULMATHUBHBIC TPYIIbl TpaxiaH, KOTO
BIIPSIMYIO KacaroTCs IUIAHUPYEMBIE IEPEMEHBI). B-TpeTbUX, HE3aBUCUMO OT
3aKa3zyuka (rocyJapcTBO MWJIM OOLIECTBEHHOCTh) B OJKCIEPThl BCeria
IPUTJIAIIAIOTCS KOMIIETEHTHBIE CIIELUAIUCTBI, UMEIOUIUE HE TOJIBKO OIIBIT
Y 3HAHUS B TaHHOM 00JIaCTH, HO M ONPE/ICIICHHbII 00IIEeCTBEHHBIH BecC.

[ToaTomMy MecTo mcuxosiora B 000€ro poa SKCIepTH3aX MOXKET ObITh
ONPEIENIEHO CXOIHBIM O0pa3oM: OHO 3aKJIIOYaeTCs HE TOJBKO B POJHU
TEOPETUKA W  HCCIEIOBATENA-TIPAKTUKA, HO W  POJBIO, KOTOpasd
ONpPENEIIAECTCS NPEXKAE BCEr0 YMEHHUEM HAWTH W BBIICIUTH T'PYIMIBI
MHTEPECOB  BCEX  3aJCHMCTBOBAHHBIX B  CHUTyallUd JIL U
IPOJEMOHCTPUPOBATh, YTO HY)KHO CHAENaTh JUIsl TOro, YTOOBI 3alIUTHUTh
BUTAJIbHBIE MHTEPECHl BCEX OOHAPYXEHHBIX TPYNI. ITO MOXKHO




0003HAYUTh TaKXKe KaK poJib HJICOJIOra, MOBOPAUMBAIOIIECTO MPOIECC
DKCHEPTU3BI JULOM K YEIOBEKY — YTO COOTBETCTBYET POJIM IPaKJaHUHA.
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Organization of psychological work

Deryabina O.M
A Psychologist’s Place in the State and Social Expertise

The present article meets the requirements of the society, namely the
necessity to give students and psychologists — colleagues the information and
knowledge about one of the most “less advertised “ (i.e. not published) unit of
psychology which is organizational psychology on the macro level (Ashmarin
and Judin, 1997 call it “fundamental level ).

The author feels the responsibility for writing such an article not only
because she has been delivering special courses on this theme to the students
of the psychology department of MGOPU for five years, but primarily she was
involved in the very first experimental works of the kind since late 80s when
neither the author nor her colleagues knew that they are engaged in
organizational psychology associating themselves as social psychologist (a
well-known Molier’s character didn’t know that he speaks prose).

The article enables psychologists (especially mature psychologists and
consulting psychologists) to see the significance of the previous experience
and establish their own niche in the field of ‘“fundamental humanitarian
expertize” (Ashmarin, Judin, 1997).

Keywords: socio-humanitarian, humanitarian, scientific, social-
psychological expertize; social and state expertize, complex expertize.

The notion of “humanitarian expertize” penetrated the psychologists’
life in the late 1980s.

[.LExpertize: socio-humanitarian, humanitarian, scientific, social.

The analysis of literature shows that about at the same time
investigations in the field of the expertize began in different spheres of science
connected with psychology (cf.the literature: Reimers,1990; Dridze,Tukov
et.al./Sociohumanitarian expetize, Round Table,1992/; Genisaretsky, Judin,
et.al.,1996-1997; Lukov,1996).

It was Nikolay Fyodorovich Reimers who first began analysing the
definition, aims and principles of the expertize and called it scientific. One of
the first basic requirements is the following: “ the object must be subjected to
the goals of development of the local economy and population (including



keeping people healthy and making the life span longer) , and only then — to
the state interests”” (27,p.1). Such principle (together with other principles
written in the same work - for example, the principle of “social value”, p.11,
or the principles “ the person’s risk of being sick,.13; “ social risk”, p.14, etc)
allows to reckon that Reimers mentions about the same humanitarian ( or
sociohumanitarian) expertize calling it “scientific” like all other authors do.
By “scientific” this researcher implies independent from interested structures
and institutions.

Let’s consider different authors’ opinions. According to A.U.Kharashu
humanitarian expertize is the activity of the total evaluation of “consequences
for a person ( the population of the region or a social group) which happened
in the past (early or recent), present or the nearest future (31, p.101).

According to Ashmarin and Judin (1997), humanitarian expertize is “
the systematically organized activity directed to the prediction of new dangers
for human potential” (see 2). It is conducted for the complex analysis of bills,
draft projects and decisions of the executive branch, for estimation of
technical gadgets, for the evaluation of condition ( the dynamics of human
potential changes), of existing and project technologies, including social ones
(for instance, the contents of the humanitarian education at school). The
authors underline that it would be unreasonable to treat the expertize of any
new technology (in a broader sense) as one action; it is necessary to trace new
phenomena and effects made by it, and to assess revealing opportunities, as
well as risk factors caused by the expertise. The result of the humanitarian
expertise mustn’t be limited by the final conclusion; one more result is also
important — it is the establishing channels through which the interaction can be
carried out with the formation of communicators™ realising and using its
constructive opportunities. In the author’s opinion, humanitarian expertize, on
the whole, might have been the effective tool of the strategic and tactical
correction of social (and cultural) state policy by assessing state solutions,
federal and regional programmes™, projects, initiatives.

Norwegian philosopher Skirbek, in our authors’ opinion, is the father of
the term * humanitarian expertise” and the main founder of this notion. He
considers it as “the transition from technological expertise to multi- and
interdisciplinary expertise and further — to a wide public discussion (2,30,38).
In other words, “ humanitarian expertise according to Skirbek is not only the

# Underlined by us.- O.D.
?* ILe. the formation of civil positions of people involved in the process
It was in the case with the State expertizing of Chernobyl programe (1990).



process of making up specific decisions but continuous and full-scale dialogue
during which the process of disclosing, discussing and agreeing hints and
values (often hidden, unconscious) of different social groups take place
alongside with the reasoning and critical notes of supposed solutions”. It
should be emphasized that A.U.Kharash also treats the humanitarian expertise
as a dialogue beginning with the expert investigation and finishing with not
the expert conclusion (see 31, p.121-122). He introduces the term of regional
preparation for the humanitarian expertise (31, p.120), which implies the
feedback of population, institutions, administration and mass media.

Nearly at that time the dialogue of Russian and French scientists
happened on the problem of sociohumanitarian expertise. It was a round-table
discussion  within the frameworks of Russian-French conference
“Psychoanalysis and Sciences About Human Beings” held on March,30 —
April,3 1992. (29, p.73-81). The participants of this round-table discussion
expressed different opinions on both the history of sociohumanitarian
expertise and definitions of the expertise, its goals and procedures.

Eve Schwarts, Ph.D. (Paris) proposed to treat the expertise
sociohumanitarian if experts, a person or the social group as respondents are
in human relationships. In other words experts are searching for the human
meaning in the activity to be projected onto these respondents (29,p.73).

Developing this idea V.M.Rosin underlines that “on the one hand
sociohumanitarian expertise should be considered as the description of the
situation, on the other hand — as the beginning of the innovation process” (29,
p.75). As we can judge, this very opinion is intertwined with G.Skirbek’s and
A.U.Kharash’s points of view.

A.A.Tukov adds that the expertise becomes sociohumanitarian when
respondents are seen not “objectively”, but “ public personalities having their
own opinion, attitudes to these projects” and when these opinions are
compiled and taken into consideration (29, p.76).

Anatoly Tukov stresses that the compilation of these opinions (and their
further decoding, as T.Dridze particularizes, p.80) is rather hard work on
“transferring” a person from common point of view to the position of a public
personality*® having civil opinion (29, p.77).

V.S.Styopin underlines the historic character of sociohumanitarian
expertise: only after the formation of social — oriented system of liberal
economics in developed countries the problem of the sociohumanitarian

** We may say — to the active civil position.



expertise might arise because it “ensures the harmonization of human
relations, elimination of social conflicts” (29, p.76).

Tamara Dridze expressed an interesting opinion that there is a
completely different approach to the expertise in France and Russia: in France
it has the arbitration character (i.e. it is held in conflict situations), whereas in
Russia it holds the character of supporting decisions and the status by branch
departments and, correspondingly, it is held sometimes in the process of
realization of this or that project (for instance, building)- 29,.77. V.A.Lukov
pointed out(25), later T.M.Dridze(26,p.205) was for the development of
principles and methodology of conducting the complex ecosociohumanitarian
expertise. It was facilitated by theoretical thinking of her participating in
practical expertise (for example, in Zaporozhskaya, 1989).

T.M.Dridze’s idea is still true, and therefore the following idea deserves
special attention that ‘“governmental solutions of the expertise have a
department- branch character. The consequences of such “solutions have a
social-regional character...City-dwellers and villagers reap the fruits, their life
principles don’t coincide with official ones, regarding the fact that their life
quality is subjected by irretrievable damage” (29,p.78).

Unfortunately, the dialogue about sociohumanitarian expertise was
about an abstract thing, there were no examples of particular expertise; all
these facts result in misunderstanding of the discussed subject and if the
participants are competent in the question not only in theory, but in practice as
well.

Valery Andreevich Lukov demonstrates another approach. He develops
the notion of social expertise, which became the subject-matter of the
textbook published by the Youth Institute in 1996.

“Social expertise is the research being conducted by specialists
(experts) and comprises the diagnostics of social object condition, maintaining
the true information about it and surrounding environment, prediction of its
further changes and impact on other social objects, and also recommendations
for taking management solutions and social project in terms when the research
task is hard to formulate” (25,p.19). Under social objects V.A.Lukov means
people, social communities, social institutions and processes, organizations,
social values, ideas, concepts, standard acts, directly or indirectly implying
normative changes, etc. “The list of social objects must be incomplete because
the social reality is manifold and it doesn’t lead to a great number of
characteristics. At the same time practical tasks of the social expertise don’t



make us exclude some of many social objects from the sphere of expert
investigation, but pay attention to various objects” (25,p.19).

“The purpose of the social expertise is to bring the correspondence of
government bodies acts and other social institutions with civil social interests,
social politics tasks, and suggestions of attaining this conformity” (25,p.22).

As objects of the social expertise Lukov emphasizes federal and
regional bills, department standard acts, normative judicial self-governing
bodies acts, federal, regional, local social programmes and projects, state
concepts in social politics field, social investigation concepts, etc. (p.23).

V.A.Lukov stresses that he came to realize the notion of “social
expertise” working on the Family Law — “in the course of developing the
concepts and mechanisms of family expertise to order of Social Protection
Ministry of Russia in 1993-199”(p.4). That’s why the notion of “social
expertise” is narrower to some extent than the notion of “ humanitarian
expertise”: the former includes the experimentation only project documents of
the standard- legislative character, whereas the latter adds the analysis of
situations of object projects: building, rebuilding, replanning, dismantling of
pecuniary plants, bridges, nuclear power stations; it often happens in the
situations of real or potential risk.

In any case, all researchers agree that humanitarian expertise is an
estimating (theoretical and practical) activity IN THE NAME OF MEN, from
the point of view of a man’s interests (the particular individual or separate
social groups), where the man is the cornerstone, interpreted from Albert
Schweitzer’s position (“veneration for life”’) and some other humanists.

II. State and social expertise. It should be mentioned that till mid -90s it
was no sense to split the expertise into state and social, for the status of social
expertise wasn’t defined yet.

After the Law of Russian Federation “About Environment Protection”
had come into practice (1994), new judicial frames appeared for the state
ecological expertise (unit V, pp.35-38) and for social ecological expertise
(p-39), though in our real life social ecological expertise appeared much
earlier (see accounts about ecological expertise in Social Economic Union
SEU, where the author worked, and international organization Greenpeace”).

The necessity to differentiate the state and social expertise arose with
the adoption of the law “About Ecological Expertise” (1995), where the
principal significance of not only state, but also social expertise was marked.

" In the late 1993 Greenpeace published the report of its expert group 96 attempts of importing wastes in
Russia in 1987-1993 (New Time,Ne38,1994,p.33).



Examples (and the list) of expertise can be seen also in the article by
A.U.Kharash (31, pp.90-99): he enumerates 16 scientific- practical works,
some of them are mentioned here. It goes without saying, these two lists don’t
exhaust all expertise held for the last 15 years. Unfortunately, the access is
limited to the titles of expertise and spheres of their implementation, not only
to their texts.

To make a sophisticated summary the author tries to stick to rather
simple scheme of describing the expertise, which duplicates the form of the
very expert conclusion™:

The title of the expertise and its problem; The client; Expert group; The
deadline of conducting the expertise; Used methods; The Process of the
expertise; Results; Conclusions and recommendations. And if it is possible,
the consequences of the expertise where a psychologist’s place is reflected.
Such units as Used Literature and Appendix, being the main components of
the expert conclusion, will not be mentioned here.

More complicated schemes of expert conclusions reflecting the reality
deeper can be seen in the work of Elena Simakhina (2003), who analyzed
some of the given expertise from the point of view of their form. The
investigation was done under the supervision of the author of the article (see
the literature).

III. State and social expertise: brief descriptions of cases.

It should be noted the main difference between state and social
expertise: the difference is in the client. The first one is ordered by the state (in
different forms), the second expertise is ordered by the society up to initiative
groups of people. Correspondingly, they are subsidized by either the state or
social budget (grants, donation, sponsor money, etc).

A.U.Kharash wrote the detailed information about this expertise,
which can be found in his works (31, pp.88, 91) and in materials of VINITI (3,
pp.104-108).

IV. State, social, complex and other expertise: a psychologist’s place.

As for a psychologist’s role, it combines both the role of the practical
researcher and a citizen’s role.

It is necessary to underline that this role depends a lot on the active
position of the psychologist (to be more correct, on a psychological group: a
psychologist rarely performs in such large —scale expertise alone). Probably,
the activity of a psychologist’s position may be well illustrated on the sample
of Chernobyl programs expertise: A.U.Kharash, being the deputy director of

8 Cf.Lukov (25,p.123-124, the chapter “Expert conclusion”: the form of the review; Kharash (31,p.118-119).



the social- psychological group, was convinced for all expert group,
comprising 88 people, 36 of them were academicians and Doctors of Sciences,
that, primarily, the general text of the expert conclusion consisting of 80 pages
(3,pp.14 — 95) includes the chapter “Notes and Suggestions on the Social —
ecological Security” of 44 pages (3, pp.23 — 67), based on the conclusion of
the social- psychological group. The impact of the social- psychological group
is perceived in the rest part of the text (about 40 pages). Secondly, the same
publication includes additional conclusion of this very social- psychological
group — more 30 pages (3, pp.96 — 126). Thirdly, the conclusion of the expert
group helped to correct people and territory rehabilitation programs who
suffered in Chernobyl disaster: in the 1990s a great number of rehabilitation
programs were carried out having medical and social character and intended
both for adults and children. One of these programs was above- mentioned
activity of VTK by Bobnyova M.I. “Votum- Psy” who published the results of
practical investigations. And it is not the expert commission fault that in 2000s
all Chernobyl privileges were taken away, and compensations were abolished.

To sum up, it should be noted that, first of all, new activity has emerged
in our country for the last 15 years — expertising different projects (creative,
building and dismantling projects of military, nuclear power and chemical
plants) on the project stage. Secondly, clients of the experiment might be
both state and social structures (including initiative groups of citizens engaged
in the planned changes). Thirdly, despite the client (the state or society),
competent specialists are invited to be experts possessing not only knowledge
and experience but also certain social weight.

Thus, a psychologist’s place in both expertise may be the following: it
is not only theoretical and practical role but also the skill to find and pick out
groups of people involved, in order to demonstrate what is necessary to do to
defend the vital interests of all revealed groups. It can be defined as the role of
ideologist turning the expertise to a man — and it corresponds to the citizen’s
role.
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