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IHOHATHUE «-METOA-CBOPKA»
B METOJOJIOI'MH I KOHA JIO
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Kazanckwuii (ITpuBomkckuit) Gpenepanbublit yauepcutet, Kazaub, Poccus, alslkazan@mail.ru

Annomayusa. 11eipto JaHHON CTaTbU ABJISIETCA YKCIO3ULUA OHATUSA «MeToJ-cOopKay» B MeTogonoruu Jxxona Jlo.
JxoHn Jlo, OpuTaHCKHI COLMOIOT U METOAOJIOT HAyKH, PeACcTaBUTENb JIaHKacTEPCKOM IIKOJIBI aKTOPHO-CETEBOM
teopuu (ACT). OgHaxko OH U3BECTEH POCCUHCKOMY aKaIeMHYECKOMY COOOLIECTBY MEHbIIE, YEM €ro KOJJIeTH —
npencrasutenu [lapmxckoid mkonst ACT Bpyno Jlatyp u Mumens Kaninon. 9To 06cTOATENbCTBO, 110 HALIEMY
MHEHHUIO, TpeOyeT npeonosenus, sepb Jlo genaer ocoOblil BKiIaa B METOAOJIOTHIO COLMANbHbBIX HayK. Oco3HaB
METO/IOJIOTHYECKUI KPU3UC aKTOPHO-ceTeBor Teopun KoHna 20 B., JIo meITaeTcs mpeososieTh €ro mocpeacTBOM
[IEPEOCMBICIIEHUs Hay4YHOTO MeTona. PeanbHOCTh MHOTOOOpa3Ha M U3MEHYMBA, a 3HAYUT, HAJ0 OTKAa3aThCs OT
MIPUTSI3aHUH Ha YHUBEPCAJIbHOCTh 3HAHUS M IPUHATH €T0 JIOKAJbHOCTh U yTHJINTApHOCTh. KBUHTACCEHITNEHN 3TOM
WHTEHIMM CTAaHOBUTCA aBTOpcKoe nousaTHe JIo «MeTon-coopka», IBpUCTUUECKUI MOTEHIIMAI KOTOPOro MPU3HaH
MHOTUMH NPEACTABUTEISIMH COI[UAIBHBIX HAyK (COLIMOJIOTHS, PeIUTHOBeIeHUE, STHOrpadus u 1p.).
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Abstract. The paper aims to research the concept of «method assemblage» in John Law’s methodology. John Law,
a British sociologist, and methodologist of science, representative of the Lancaster School of Actor-Network
Theory (ANT), is less well known to the Russian academic community than his colleagues from the ANT Paris
School, Bruno Latour, and Michel Callon. However, the study of Law’s research papers is necessary because he
makes a special contribution to the methodology of the social sciences. Recognizing the methodological crisis of
Actor-Network Theory at the end of the 20th century, Law tries to overcome it by rethinking the scientific method.
Reality is diverse and changeable, therefore, it is necessary to abandon claims to the universality of knowledge
and accept its locality and utility. The quintessence of this intention is Law’s concept of «method assemblage».
Its heuristic potential has been recognized by many representatives of the social sciences (sociology, religious
studies, ethnography, etc.)
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Ionamue «memoo-coopkay 6 memoodonozuu [ocona Jlo

Beenenune

CoBpemMeHHBIN OpuTaHCKUH prrocod U coruoIor
Hxon Jlo siBisieTcs ocHOBaTeleM aKTOPHO-CETEBOM
teopun (ACT) u npeactaButenem ee Jlankactep-
ckoif mkonel [13, c. 414]. Jlankactepirs! (B UX YHCIIe
3. Momn, M. Axpuy, H. Ans6eprcen, B. Cuarnron u
Ip.), C OTHOW CTOPOHBI, Pa3BUBAIOT HEKOTOPHIE (yH-
JameHTasbHble nosioxxenus [apuxckoit sepcun ACT
(8 mune b. Jlatypa, M. Kammona u np.) [2; 17], a c
JpYroil — BHOCST B TEOPHUIO U HEKOTOPbIE HOBOBBE-
JICHUS: OHU JIeNarT YyIOp Ha BOIPOCHl CEMUOTUKH U
TOTIOJIOTUH, TIPOBOMIAT MHOKECTBO IMITUPUICCKUX HC-
CJIEI0BAaHUH, A TAK)KE PEISITUBU3UPYIOT JIOTUKY pac-
CYXKIICHHS O KIFOUCBOM JISI TAHHOTO HAIPaBICHUS
MOHSTHH «CeThy» [7, c. 33; 5, c. 24—25].

OpnHoM M3 caMbIX IPKUX AEMOHCTpaUUil U OJHO-
BPEMEHHO PE3yJIbTAaTOB 3TON TEHICHIIMU MBICIH
sBJIsieTCs MeTojosiornyeckas cucrema Jx. Jlo, pas-
paborannas uM B Tpakrare «llocme meToma: Gecrio-
PAZOK M colMaIbHAs HayKa» W BKJIIOYArOIas B ceOs
MIPEICTABICHUS O «METO/Ie-COOpKe», «XUHTEPIaH/Ie»
U TPOUCTBEHHOU NMPUPOAE HAYYHOU PEaIbHOCTH.

HcTopuxo-mMeTonosioruyeckue

NMPeANOChIJIKY MOHATUS «MeToI-cOopKa»

[Monstue «metoa-coopka» («method assemblage»)
nosiBisieTcst B paborax JIxk. Jlo kak mombITKa mpe-
OJI0JIETh KPU3NC aKTOPHO-CETEeBOHM TEOPHH, pa3pas-
nBmuiics B koHue XX B. B pesynprare kpuruue-
CKHX «HAMag0K» CO CTOPOHBI HAYYHOTO COOOIIeCTBa
(T. Kommums, C. Mepmu, C.J1. Crap, H. JTu, C. bpa-
yH, [I. Bypase u ap.) cramo oueBugno, uto ACT
MIPOTUBOPEYNBA, TABTOJIOTHYHA, ACCKPUIITUBHA, a
IJIaBHOE — HMIIEpHAINCTHYHA (COequHss B cebe
MIpU3HAKN MEHEKepu3Ma U MakuaBemima) [3].
W ecnu mepBbIe TpU XapaKTEPUCTUKH OOJbIIE Ka-
CaloTCAd BHYTPEHHHUX IOJOXEHUNW Teopuu (mpo-
0JIeMbl OHTOJIOTHYECKOTO CYIIECTBOBAHUSA U CO-
CYIIIECTBOBAHHUS aKTAaHTOB, HAIIPUMED), TO TIOCTETHSII
Bce ke Oonee pynmamentansHa. Kak mummer 06 3ToM
C. Ulxddep, Jlaryp BoccTaHOBMIT «BETNKOTO MUKPO-
Ouoiora B ctatyce aymotBopuay [21, p. 182], vem
METOMOJIOTHYECKH «BBITECHUI», KaK MPOIOIDKAEM
y’K€ MBI, Bc€ BO3MOKHOCTH OOHapyXeHHS U Hccle-
JoBaHUA VMIHOTO, HECTaHIAPTU3UPYEMOTO aKTaHTa.

NmeHHO UHTEHIIMEN PEIeHUS 3TO «BHE-CETEBOID,
kak popmymupyert 3to C. C. Acraxos [2, c. 23], mpo-
OJIEMBI MOXKHO OTHCATh BCE pa3BUTHE (HUITOCOPCKOU
teopun Jl>xona Jlo. [locnenoBarenbHble pa3MblliLIe-
HUs ydeHoro B paborax «A Sociology of Monsters:
Essays on power, technology, and domination»
(1991), «Organizing Modernity: Social Ordering
and Social Theory» (1994), «Regions, Networks
and Fluids: Anaemia and Social Topology» (1994),
«Traduction/Trahison: Notes on ANT» (1997) mpuse-

mu x Harnmcanuio B 2004 r. TpakraTa «After Method:
Mess in Social Science Researchy, Tpancnupyro-
mero crnenuuyeckuit Habop METOTOIOTHIECKUX
yoexaenuit mpicnutens. B Hem Jlo daktuueckn
BO3BpAIIAeTCAd K PACCYyXICHUIM 00 OCHOBAHUSIX
AKTOPHO-CETEBOW TEOPHUH W HACTAMBACT: «COOBITUS
U TIPOIIECCHI» MHpPA «IIPEBOCXOIAT HAITY CHOCO0-
HOCTH MX TIO3HATBY, CIICAOBATECIHHO, «...MUDP B IIEIIOM
OpocaeT BBI30B JIFOOOMY MTOIXO/Y, OCHOBAaHHOMY Ha
uzaee o0mel yrnopanoueHHoctn» [14, c. 22]. duo-
cod yBEepeH: y COBPEMECHHON HAYKU HET U HE MOXKET
OBITH METO/A B KIIACCUYCCKOM €TO MPEACTABICHUH,
HO 3TO OTHIOAB HE 3HAUUT, UTO OT JAHHOTO IMOHSITHS
HaJo OTKa3zarhesa. «MeTom» He Hago OTOpachIBaTh,
€ro HaJjo nepeocMbIciauTh [14, c. 28].

DTOT MyTh MEPEOCMBICICHIS METOIa OTCUECTBCH-
HbIi uccnenonatens W. I1. JlaBbI10B Ha3bIBAa€T «BO3-
poxnenueM metonax [8, c. 20], u npoxoaut ero Jlo,
Pa3MBIIIIISAS CIAEAYIOMMUM 00pa3oM: ydeHBIM He-
00X0IMMO TIepecTaTh UTHOPUPOBATH CIOKHOCTD H
W3MEHYUBOCTH PEANBHOCTH BOOOIIE M COIMAIBHOM
peanbHOCTH, B yacTHOCTH, [14, c. 20—21]; Takxke
HEOOXOAMMO TEePEeCTaTh CTPEMUTHCS K IBPUCTHUC-
CKOW YHUBEPCAJIbHOCTH 3HAHUS, JOCTABLICHCS HAM
B HACJIEICTBO OT eBpomeickoit metadusuku [14,
c. 318—320]; pemreHre B TAKOM CITydae MOXKET OBIThH
JUITH OTHO — TOJYMHUTH HAYUHBI METOJl KAaKOMY-
nu00 KOHKPETHOMY 3aIpocy, HallpuMep, 3ampocy
TYMaHUTAPHBIX HayK.

Ha nepBblii B3MIs1 KaXKeTCsl, UTO 3Ta Onepauus
JleJaeT HOBbIM Hay4yHBIH MeTo] JIo MakcHuMalbHO
HHCTPYMEHTAJIBHBIM, BeIb OH «OBICTPO U Oe3ormac-
HO» IOBOAUT HAC IO HEOOXOIUMBIX 3HAHWH, «CHH-
JKAeT PUCKI» ITOTO IyTH U ITOMOTaeT «OTOpaKoBaTh
noxHbIe TUTIOTE3B |14, ¢. 29—30]. Oxnako MbIc-
JIUTEIIb CONPOTUBIIETCS TOU YTHIIMTAPHOU CTOPOHE
COOCTBEHHOW TEOPWH M BBOJUT B HEE CIEAYyIOMIEE
TpeOoBaHUE: OCO3HAHUE W MPU3HAHUE TEKYyUYEeCTH U
nephOpPMaTUBHOCTH CYIIETO, €T0 JUIIH JOKATHHOTO
SIMHCTBA HE TOJDKHO OCTABaTHCS HA YPOBHE IIEPHO-
MUYECKOTO BOCTIOMUHAHMS YICHOTO 00 3THX 00CTO-
SATENbCTBAX, & TOJDKHO OBITH 3a()UKCHPOBAHO HA IIO-
HSATHIHOM YPOBHE — MTOCPEACTBOM MIEPEOCMBICTICHUS
CIIOBaps «aKTOPOB» M «CETEH» B MHOCKA3aTCIHHOM
kitoue [20, c. 128]. Kak mbl BuguMm, Jlo BBOIUT B Ha-
YYHBIN A3BIK MeTadopy ¥ BHIUT €€ IBPUCTHUECCKUI
MOTCHITMAT B TAKUX HETaTHBHO OIICHMBACMBIX B Ha-
YYHOH Tpanunuu paHHEeEe KauyecTBaX, KaK MATKOCTH
1 THOKOCTB: CO3/1aBasi «IIPOCTPAHCTBO IJIS HEOMpe-
neneauoro» [14, c. 23], metadopa cTaHOBUTCS AA
uccuenoBaTens «boaee THXOW W IMIeApOol BepcHei
meTona» [14, c. 320].

DTy BEpPCHUIO HOBOT'O NMEPEOCMBICIEHHOIO Hay4-
HOTO MeTona cam Jlo Ha3pIBaeT MOHSATHEM «METOJ-
cbopka», KoTopoe, camo Oyayuu mMeTadopoi,
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B KOHIIEHTPUPOBAHHOM BHUJIC CXBATHIBACT M BEIPAXKACT
WHTEHIHIO JIo K ammeropudeckoMy MO3HAHUIO MUpa.

OnpenesieHne MOHATUS «MeETOA-CHOPKAY

Bynyun mopdonornueckn cioXHOW CIOBECHON
KOHCTPYKIIHEH, TIOHATHE «METOA-cOopKa» (axThye-
CKH COCTOUT U3 JIBYX CIIOB (B aHTIIMHCKOM si3bIke JIo
HCIIONB3YEeT YCTOWUNBOE cioBocodeTanue «method
assemblage»), kaxa0oe U3 KOTOPHIX OTCHIJIAET HAC
K KOHKPETHBIM HCTOPUKO-PUIOCOPCKUM HIESAM.
B ymorpebnenun [[x. Jlo ciioBo «MeTomy mogHUMAaeT
B MAMATH YUTATENs KPUTHKY METO/Ia B COBPEMEHHOM
¢unocodum Haykm u Sociotechnical theory (STS),
a TOHATHE «COOPKM» BOCHPOM3BOIUT COOO BecCh
IJIaCT PAacCyXACHUH 00 3TOM (paHIy3CKHUX MOCT-
crpykrypanuctoB K. Jleneza u @. I'arrapu. Mera-
(opugeckoe e COeTMHEHNE IBYX 3THX CEMaHTHUe-
CKHX «IUTACTOBY» 3HAYEHHWH MPUBOJAUT K TOSBICHHIO
y y4eHoro cieayromei aehuannun: «MeTtog-coop-
Ka — 3TO MPOIECC YUPEKICHHUS U U3TOTOBICHHS
ITyYKOB BETBSIINXCS OTHOIICHHH, KOTOPBIE CTyIIa-
10T IPUCYTCTBHE U TOITOMY IPOMU3BOAAT OTCYTCTBHE,
(dopmupys, onocpenys u pasgenss ux» [14, c. 252].

Kax MBI BHIUM, «METO/I-COOPKa» OMpeaenseTcs
Jlo yepe3 aHTOHUMHYECKYIO Tapy «IPUCYTCTBUE» U
«OTCYTCTBHE», COOTHOIIEHNE KOTOPBIX MBICIUTEINb
KOMMEHTHPYET CIEAYIONUM 00pa3oM: MPHUCYyTCTBHE
KOHCTHTYHPYETCS TOCPENCTBOM Heooxomumoro MHo-
r0, IPOSBIAIOMIETOCS B ABYX (OpMax OTCYyTCTBHS;
«SIBJIEHHOE OTCYTCTBHE» IPENCTABIAET COO0H «TO,
YTO OTCYTCTBYET, HO MMPHU3HAHO B KaueCTBE 3HAYH-
MOTO JUTSI TPUCYTCTBHS WM MIPEACTABICHO B HEMY, a
«OTCyTCTBHE Kak MTHAaKOBOCTB» — 3TO TO, YTO «OT-
CYTCTBYET, TIOTOMY YTO yUPEKAaeTCA MPUCYTCTBHEM
KaK HEyMECTHOE, HEBO3MOKHOE MJIH MOJABICHHOE)
[14, c. 326—327, 176—178]. Takum obpazom, unoe
MOXET OBITh MHTEPIPETHPOBAHO KaK «OecKoHed-
HOE pa3BETBJIEHHE MPOIECCOB U KOHTEKCTOB «TaM-
BOBHE», KOTOPBIE OJTHOBPEMEHHO HEOOXOIUMBI IS
TOTO, YTO «3/1€Ch-BHYTPHU» W HEBUIWUMBI TSI HETO»
[14, c. 93].

IIpumeHenune MeToaa-cOOPKU:

kjaaccuueckuit npumep Jax. Jlo

VKe KITacCHIeCKUM IPUMEPOM MPUMEHEHHUS ITHX
aOCTpaKTHBIX paccyxkaeHnit o «method assemblage»
B KOHKPETHBIX OOCTOATEIECTBAX K KOHKPETHBIM KYITb-
TYPHBIM 00BEKTaM SABIISETCS PACIHCAHHBIN caMUM
k. Jlo oOpa3 xopabmsi.

OOBEKTHOCTH KOPAOIIS KaK «IIPOU3BOJHON» HEKO-
TOPOr0 «yCTOMYMBOIO MHOXKECTBA U CETEH OTHOLIE-
Huit» [12, c. 30] yupexaercs, 1o MHEHHUIO aBTOpa,
gepe3 OJHOBPEMEHHYIO «YBA3aHHOCTh OTHOIICHHI»
B TpW KOMIOHEHTa. Bo-mepBhIX, mpucyrcraue (cod-
JICHEHNE MaTepHaTbHBIX 00BEKTOB U penpe3eHTa-

uit): KopalbiIb — 3TO COBOKYIHOCTH HaJN4YECTBY-
omuX GU3NIECKUX AIEMEHTOB (JeTaneil Kopmyca,
MapycoB, MPOJOBOIBCTBHS, YICHOB dKHUIIAXKa U Ip.).
Bo-BTOpEIX, ABIEHHOE OTCYTCTBHE (yMOTYaHHUE 00
3JIeMEHTaXx, MOJApa3yMeBaeMbIX KOHTEKCTOM CyIIe-
CTBOBaHUA 00BEKTA): KOPAOIb — ATO Pe3yIbTaT He-
00XOJMIMOTO OTCYTCTBHSI HEKOTOPBIX OOCTOSATEIHCTB
(HampuMep, MIBIBYIIHH KOPaOIb TPUHIUITHAIHHO
MCKJTIOYaeT M3 ce0s HEeKOTOphIe 00CTOSATENBCTBA, KO-
TOpBIE KOHCTUTYHUPYIOT HEAOCTPOCHHBIN KOpaoib).
W, nakoHel, B-TPETbUX, HHAKOBOCTH (BBIMIACHHE
U3 KYJTIBTYPHOTO KOHTEKCTa): KOpadilb CaMUM CBOMM
CYIIIECTBOBAaHHMEM II0/Ipa3yMeBaeT HEsSBHbBIE U HE Ta-
KH€ YK CyIIeCTBEeHHbIE KOHTEKCTHI (HarmpuMep, omac-
HOCTB IIUHTH JUISI MOPSIKOB WJIM TJIOXHE TPHUBBIYKH
qaeHoB dkumaxa) [1, c. 19—20].

Ha ocHOBaHMY TaKOM JTIOTMKHU MOXHO J1a%€ BBICTPO-
UTH U 00JIee MaCIITa0HYIO TOOTpaduio YHUBEPCyMa.
BossmeMm B kadecTBe mpumepa, Beaen 3a camum Jlo,
kopabmu [lopryrannn y 6eperos Amepukn n Maanu
B XV—XVI BB. Bo-niepBbIX, OHU NPEACTABISIIOT
co060il ¢axTnueckne U HU3NIECKOE NMPHUCYTCTBHE
ITopryranuu B HoBoMm cBere. Bo-BTOpBIX, 3TO npHU-
CYTCTBHE TMOPTYTAIBCKUX KOpaliieit 00yCIOBIEHO NX
OTCYTCTBHEM B JPYTHX reorpapuuecKux pernoHax.
W, HakoHeN, B-TPEThHX, 3TO JK€ MX MPUCYTCTBHE TaM
MO/Ipa3yMeBaeT BBITECHEHNE MOPTYTalIbIlaMH U3 PEru-
OHa UHAKOBOCTH, TO €CTh CBOMX KOHKYPEHTOB B JIUIIE
WCTaHIEB, (hpaHIy30B U TOJUTaHALEB [6, c. 25; 15].

«XMHTepJIaHT» KaK KOHLENTyalbHoe

o0pamJiieHUEe MeToRa-cOOpKH

KonnenTyanbHO MOMONHSAET MOHUMAaHHE «MeE-
TO/Ma-COOPKMY) aBTOPCKOE MOHATHE «XUHTEPIAHI»
(«hinterland»). He BnaBasich B moJieMHIeCKHE aCIeK-
THI ATOTO CJI0Ba, 0003HAYNM BaXKHYIO /IS HamIei
TeMBI B3aMMOCBS3b ATUX ABYX MOHSITHN: XHHTEP-
JaHJ TPEeAIIecTBYeT METOIy-cOOpKe KaKk COBOKYII-
HOCTb BCEX BO3MOXHBIX pealuil U yTBEPXKACHUHU O
peanbHocTu [14, c¢. 331—332]. Tak, XUHTepIaH]
cpaBHuBaercs JIo co cTaHAApTU3UPOBAHHBIM 4YEP-
HBIM SIIIIUKOM, KOTOPBIH «IPOM3BOIUT OTIpEEICH-
HbIE€ KJIACCHI PeaIuil U yTBEPXKACHUM O HUX, HO IIPU
3TOM HE NMPOU3BOAMT Apyrue» [14, c. 75], u 310 ero
YCTPOMCTBO (paKTHUECKH 3a7aeT B JaIbHEHIIIEM BCe
NOTEHIMaIbHbIE TPaeKTOpUU MeTona [16, c. 114].

MeTton-cO6opka ¥ XHHTEpIaHA HE TOXK/IECTBEHHBI
JIpYT IpYyTy, HO MIPOU3BOIAT APYT APYyTa, OJHOBpE-
MEHHO BMECTE YJIacTBYS B PON3BOJICTBE «BHEITHEW»
peanbHOCTH: « XMHTEPIAaH] METOZO0B BBOIUT B UTPY
peanuu, 1 (MOXKHO TIEpEBEPHYTH TaHHOE TIOJIOKEHHE)
9TU peajuy 3aTeM OIPEEIAI0T YCIOBHS BO3MOXKHO-
CTHU JaJIbHEUIIETro ucciegosanus. <...> Hukro He
MOYKET OBITH CJlIeJTaHO peaJbHBIM 0e3 pa3BeTBICHHUN
COOTBETCTBYIOIIEro XuHTepiaauaa» [14, c. 82].
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Cama xe peasibHOCTb, U Juist JIk. Jlo 31O siBsieTcst
HpI/IHHI/IHI/IaJII)HI)IM, «BHCIIHEEC HeHqupHaeMa, I/I36I)I-
TOYHA, aKTUBHAY, MPEACTABISICT COO0H «MHOXKECTBO
KOJIC6HIOHII/IXC$I HOTGHIIPI&HBHOCTCIZ 1 B KOHCYHOM CYC-
Te aOCOIIOTHO HEOTPENEICHHBIN MOTOK» [12, c. 296].

3aki0ueHue

Takum oOpa3zoMm, cBO€0Opa3Hast MITKOCTh B THO-
KOCTh «MeToa-cOopkm» Jlo obopaunBaeTcs ero me-
TOJ0JIOTMYECKUM JOCTOUHCTBOM, UTO HAM IIOMOTaeT
moHATh MeTadopa «mydka» [14, c. 211—212]: mo-
CPEICTBOM «MeTOoJa-COOPKU» MCCIeA0BaTENb, C O/I-
HOHM CTOPOHBI, BBITATHBACT U3 OCCIOPSIOYHON U Xa-
OTUYHOH PEaIbHOCTH IIy4OK OTHOIIEHUI, KOTOPBIN
Croco0eH MHOTO€ OOBSICHUTD, PEKOHCTPYHPOBATH H
WHTETPUpPOBaTh, a C IPyrol — He JaeT cede ocTa-
HOBUTHCS HA OJHOM JIAHHOM «ITy4dKe» KakK Ha CHUTya-
TUBHOM PEIIEHNH U IBUTAETCS K €ro OOHOBICHUIO U
[IEPEOCMBICIICHHUIO.

Tak Jlo ynaercs pemiuTh cpa3zy HECKOJIBKO METO-
JIOJIOTHYECKUX MPOOJIEM TEOPUH HAYIHOTO ITO3HAHUS
BOOOIIE ¥ aKTOPHO-CETEBOM TEOPHUH B YACTHOCTH: BO-
MIEPBBIX, COONIOCTH TEKY4YeCTh PEaNbHOCTH, TO €CTh
BKJIKOUHUTH B CaM METOJ MPEJCTABICHUE O IpaHULaX
€ro MpUMEHEeHUS U 3aUKCHPOBATh 3TO HA TIOHATHI-
HOM ypOBHE; BO-BTOPBIX, TEOPETHIECKH OOBEANHUTH
HPEACTABICHUS O CETH, MOyCax YIOPSJOUYUBaHMUS,
1 TTOTOKaX, KOTOPBIE B Pa3HBIX KOHTEKCTaxX (GpUTypu-

poBanu B pamkax ob6meit Teopun ACT, HO He TO-
3BOJISUIM € BBIUTH U3 METOJOJIOTHYECKOTO KPU3HCA;
B-TPEThUX, BKIIIOUUTh B AKTOPHO-CETEBYIO0 TEOPUIO
npexacTtasieHus o0 VHOM, a 3HAYMT, pEeUIUTh BHE-
CETEeBYIO IPOOIEMy TEOPHH, KOTOpasi CIIyKuia 00b-
€KTOM KPHUTHKH CO CTOPOHBI MHOTHX YYEHBIX-OTIIO-
HEHTOB.

Bonee Toro, /Ix. Jlo HE 0CcTaHABIWBAETCS TOJb-
KO Ha PACCYXkJICHUSIX O IPUPOJE HAYUHOI'O METOJIa B
COLMAJIbHBIX HAayKax U POJU HCCIEN0BaTeIel B CO-
LUaJIbHOM KOHCTpyUpOBaHuM 3HaHus [22, p. XVI],
a UAET Jalblle, 3aTparuBasi LEHHOCTHO-MIOJIUTHYE-
CKH€ TIOCIIEACTBHS MCIIOIB30BAHUS METO1a-COOPKH.
B pamkax Teopun oHTONOTHYECKON moauTUKu [19,
c. 150] Jlo nactamBaeT, 4TO OCMBICIIEHUE METOJA
BCET/la TOJIpa3yMeBaeT OCMBICICHHE U «Crocoba
CYyILIECTBOBAHUS» YEJIOBEKA, TO €CTh TOrO, «KaKHUMHU
BHJIaMH COITMABHON HayKH MBI XOTHM 3aHHUMAaThCSD)
M, COOTBETCTBEHHO, «KaKUMH JIIOABMHU XOTHUM OBITH
U Kak HaMm cienyet xutb» [14, c. 31—32]. Cneno-
BaTEJIbHO, METOJ-COOPKH MPON3BOJUT HE TOJIHKO
«KkoH(UTYypanuu 1 cOOpKH Bemei (a Takke OTYETHI
o Hux)» [14, c. 294], HO U caMy peaTbHOCTH, a He-
JIOBEK-UCCIJIE0BATENb B HEH CaM B KAKOM-TO CMBICIIE
SBIISIETCS MeTooM-cOopkoit [10, ¢. 38—39]. U ge-
JIOBEK KaK METOA-cOOpKa IpeCcTaBiIseT U3 ceds, Ha-
BEpPHOE, CaMBIi CIIOKHBIM M MHOTOTPAHHBIH 0OBEKT
TUISL U3Y9ICHUSI.
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