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Articles

The Evolution of Professional Education at the Votkinsk
and Izhevsk Factories in Retrospect

Olga Yu. Larionova 2: ", Lyubov L. Nizhegorodova P

aVotkinsk branch of Kalashnikov’s ISTU, Russian Federation
bThe Ekaterina the Great Lyceum, Khimki, Russian Federation

Abstract

The article analyzes the dynamics of technical education development in Izhevsk and
Votkinsk from the beginning of the XIX century to the present day: from the mining school to the
university. The complexity of factory technologies has led to a significant increase in the period of
specialist training and the number of subjects studied: from 6 years and 8 academic disciplines in
the early XIX century to 16-17 years (including the secondary education) and more than
100 disciplines by the beginning of the XXI century. A study of the first years of the Izhevsk
mechanical institute and IMI first branch in Votkinsk revealed a deeper cultural connection with
the Bauman Moscow state technical university than previously thought. By establishing the
official patronage links between the country's leading technical university and the newly created
institute in the peripheral region, the government managed to decentralize the training of high-
quality personnel for industrial enterprises and other sectors of the Udmurtia economy.

Keywords: the history of Udmurtia, the history of Izhevsk, the history of Votkinsk,
the Votkinsk plant, technical education, construction engineering in Votkinsk, higher education,
MVTU named after N.E. Bauman, IzhSTU named after M.T. Kalashnikov, Votkinsk branch of
IMI-IzhSTU.

1. BBenenue

C opranuzarueii Borkuackoro (B 1757 T.) u HMxkeBckoro (B 1760 T.) Kejie307eJ1aTeTbHBIX
3aBOJIOB TOSIBIJIACh HEOOXOAMMOCTh B TPAMOTHBIX CIIEIHAJIUCTAX JJIA  OOCITyKUBaHUSA
MIPOU3BO/ICTBA, KOTOpasi CTajla PeayIM30BbIBAThCA Uepe3 HalpaBJIeHHE Ha 3aBOJAbI BBIIYCKHUKOB
Cankr-IletepOyprckoro 'opHOro yHHBEpCHTETa, OCHOBAHHOTO B 1773 TOAY, W TNPUIJIAIIEHUE
WHOCTPAHHBIX crHeruaaucroB. OmHAKO TOMOOHAs TPAKTHKA SBJIIaCh OYEHb 3aTPATHOH |
HeoCTaTOYHO 3(MGEKTUBHON I O0eCTeUueHHsT HYKJ aKTHBHO PAa3BHBAIOIIUXCS ITPOW3BOJICTB,
[I03TOMY OBLIIO PellleHO ePeUTH K MTHOU MOJIeTN peKpyTHHTA. FICTOpUKO-CUCTEMHBIN METO/T II03BOJIHIT
0000IIUTh HAKOIUIEHHBIM HCTOpHUOTpadUUecKUl MaTepuasl O 3apoXKIAEHUU U Pa3BUTUU
00pa30BaTeIbHBIX CTPYKTYP HA TEPPUTOPUHN COBPEMEHHOU Y/IMypTUH, U c(POPMUPOBATH LI€JIOCTHYIO
KapTUHY COOBITUM M IIPOLIECCOB, MPOUCXOAMBIINX B Pa3BUTHU UH:KEHEPHOTO 0Opa3oBaHuUA Ha 6ase
3aBOJIOB OT Hauala XIX B. 70 COBpeMEHHOCTH. B Hay4HbBII 0OOpOT BBOZATCA HOBBIE JOKYMEHTHI,
U3BJIEYEHHbBIE U3 aPXUBOB: peciydsukaHckoro u VkI'TY umenu M.T. KanamHukosa.

* Corresponding author
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2. Pe3ysbTaThl U OOCY:K/I€HHIE

ITepBbie yueGHBIE 3aBeieHUA MPOGeCcCHOHATBHON HATIPABJIE€HHOCTH

Ha teppuTopuu coBpeMeHHOU YAMypTHH UMEHHO Ha BOTKMHCKOM 3aBOjle, KaK OJITHOM W3
Ba)KHEUININX IMPOMBINLIEHHBIX MPeAIpUATHH Poccuiickoll uMmIlepuu, ObBLIM OTKPBITHI IepBast
ropHas mkosia B 1807 roay (B MoxeBcke B 1808 1.), mepBas B [Ipuypasibe TexHUYecKass OUOIHOTEKA
B 1823 rojy, mepBas >KeHCKas THMMHa3WsA B 1902 T. (B MkeBcke B 1917 T.) W IepBas MYKCKas
ruMHasus B 1912 1. (B MikeBcke B 1914 T.). (BacuHa, 2006; AHmakoB, 1985) I'opHas 1mikosa c
TPEXKJIACCHBIM OOyUYeHUEM CTajla MEPBBIM YU4eOHBIM 3aBeIEHUEM, T/I€ JIETH MACTEPOBBIX MOJTyJaIn
He TOJIbKO HadaJibHOe oOpa3oBaHMe, HO U MPOdeCcCHOHAbHbIE HABbIKK. YUEOHBIHN IUIAH ITKOJIBI
cocTos1 U3 8 MUCIHUIUIMH, O0ydyeHHe B KaKJOM KJjlacce IMPOoJIoJiKaioch mo siBa roza (LA VP,
®. 212, Om. 1. [I. 586. JI. 53-53 00., 119-119006.). /Io cTapiiero, Winx «BBICIIETO» Kjacca ITKOJIbI
JIONyCKaJIUCh ~ JIMIIb  caMble  CIIOCOOHbIE W3  YYEeHWKOB, OH  Ha3bIBAJICA  IITKOJIOH
puKa3HocykuTtesiei. Ilocie yenenHoro OKOHYaHUs BBICIIEr0 Kjacca ITKOJIbl MacTePCKUe IETU
MOTJIU IOCITY>KUTHCS JIO TTOCTa KPYITHOTO 3aBOJ/ICKOTO YMHOBHUKA. Tak, ChIH MacTepoBOTO Bacuiuii
CrenanoBuu ['y6aHOB 1799 Trojia POKAEHUs IOCJE€ OKOHYAHHSA MajlOM TOPHOM IIKOJIBI C 14 JIET
HayaJl 3aBOJICKYI0 CIyKO0y, m Ha 1836 roj OH MMesJ UYMH MapKIlehsiepa 9 Kjacca U 3aHUMaJ
JIOJDKHOCTH TUIaBHOTO Oyxranrepa 3aBoga (IITA VP, ®@. 212. Om. 1. /I. 4409. JI. 56 06. — 57).
MacrepoBoii lennc MBanoBud IIymuH cTas yuuTesieM yepyeHus U PUCOBAaHUsA B TOPHOH IITKOJIE,
a 1o3/IHee — MOMOIIHUKOM apXUTEKTOPa B 3aBOJICKOU 4epTEKHOM, ¢ 1848 roga — mpenogaBaTesieM
reorpaduu u rpamMmatuku B OkpykHoMm yuwmawuiie (L[TA YP, ®. 212. Om. 1. /I. 4409. JI. 84;
laeBckuii, 1998). Kaznaueem mipu YrpasyieHun KaMcko-BOTKHHCKOTO OKpyra ctaja Ha 1897 roa u
BBIITYCKHUK TOpPHOU IKobI ®eonemnT BacuinbeBuu [mazeipun 1837 rogma poxkaenus (LITA VP,
®. 236. Om. 1. /1. 63. JI. 501-502; ®. 212. Om. 6. /1. 803).

B 1845 roay Ha BoTkuHCKOM 3aBoje Haudajsiach spa cymocrpoenusa. C 1848 ngo 1903 rr.
MOCTABIIMKOM KBaJIM(UITMPOBAHHBIX KIPOB 11 BOTKMHCKOTO 3aBojia cTasio nepBoe B CpeiHeM
[Ipukambe cpenHee yueOHOe 3aBe/ieHHe — 4-X Ki1accHoe OKPY:KHOe YUUJIUIIE, OPTaHU30BAHHOE B
37IJaHUU IIKOJIbI IpUKa3Hocayxuresel o yia. Koaropckoii (Kuposa, 3). B yumnuine npuaumMann
YCIIEIITHO OKOHYMBIIKUX 3aBOJCKYIO IIKOJIY y4eHHKOB (JlapuoHoBa, 2019; KyTsiBuH, 2006;
laeBckuii, 1998). YueOHBIN MJIaH YUYUIUINA COCTOS U3 13 AUCHUIUINH, BKIOUAas MPAKTHYECKUE
3aHATUA IO CTOJIIPHOMY, CjecapHOMY U Ky3HeuHoMy jaeny (LIT'A VP, ®@. 212, On. 1. /I. 8851.
JI. 14; Henb3un, 2003). IIpenomaBarenamu y4yuauina ObLTM BBIMYCKHUKU lIMIIEpaTOPCKOTO
Kazanckoro yHUBEpPCUTETA CO CTENEHBbI0 KaHAWAAaTa MaTemMaTuueckux Hayk M.B. biawmHOB n
[Terepbyprckoro 'opaoro uactutyra U.I1. KotisipeBckuii, Oyaymuil ympaBuTeIb BOTKHHCKOTO
3aBoga (TaeBckuii, 1998). OKpy:KHOE€ YUYWJIHINE JJIsI MHOTHUX JIeTed MacTEPOBBIX CTaJlo
TPaMILIMHOM JIJIsl IIOCTPOEHUSI YCIIEITHON Kapbhephl: HA 1876 ToJ1 OyXrajaTepoM IJIaBHOW KOHTOPBI
Kamcko-BoTKuHCKUX 3aBO/IOB (TJIaBHBIM) CITY?KUJI 33-JIETHUH T'yOEPHCKHU ceKpeTaphb JIMUTpui
HwukosaeBuu BoCcTpOKHYTOB, CMOTPUTEIEM METAJJIOB 36-7IeTHUH ryOepHCKUH cekperapb Cepreit
Koszpmuu Kyuares (IIT'A YP, ®@. 212. Om. 1. /1. 9111. JI. 15, 27). Ha 1897 roj BBIIYCKHUK YYUIUIIA
1876 roma cenbckuil 0oOBIBaTeNb Asiekcelt BacuibeBuu OBUYMHHUKOB 1860 TO/Ia pOXKAEHUS
paboran crapmum macrepoMm Borkunackoro 3aBoza (III'A VP, @. 236. Om. 1. [I. 53. JI. 135-136;
®. 409. Om. 1. 1. 89. JI. 1). BeimyckHuk OKpy:KHOTO YUMJIMIIA CEJbCKUN OObIBaTe b Bacuiuit
®eonemnToBuu IJ1azpipud 1879 roza pokJeHUs Ha 1916 T. SABJISJICA Ka3HavyeeM 3aBOjia
(r1aBHBIM), a 1918 TOJ BCTPETUJI B YUHE KOJIJIEXKCKOTO aceccopa u cmotputess 3aBoga (L[T'A VP,
®. P- 785. Om. 2. /1. 1. JI. 10 00.; ®@. 212. Om. 6. /I. 803; [TamATHass KHIKKA, 2016). BbITyCKHUKOM
yaminina 1892 royia ObLT BBIIAIONMIMNCA BOTKUHCKHUN KOHCTPYKTOP IIO CYJOBBIM KOpPITycaM U
cyzmoBou TexHuke 3axap BacuibeBnuy CymapokoB 1876 roja pokaeHHs, KOTOPBIH € 1912 IIO
1919 IT. paboTas HAYaJIbHUKOM TEXHHYECKOTO CYAOCTPOUTEJIHLHOTO 0I0po BOTKHMHCKOTrO 3aBOjia
(ITA YP, ®. 409. Om. 1. ZI. 89. JI. 2 06.; votmuseum.ru; /lo6poBosbckuii, 2009, C. 60).
B 1903 rogy Okpy:kHOe y4YHJIHINE OBLIO IPeoOpa30BaHO B 4-KJIACCHOE TOPOJICKOE YUHJIHIIE
(Briciee HauanbHOe yumiuiie) (I'aeBckuii, 1998).

BoTKkuHCKOE MeXaHMKO-TEXHHUYECKOE YUWJIHIINE C IECTHIETHUM KypcoM OOydeHHs ObLIO
OTKPBITO B 1907 TOAy W 3aHUMaJIO 11 y4eOHBIX KOMHAT U OJIHY Jiaboparopuio B HukosaeBckom
Kopmyce 3aBoga. B IkeBcke MeXaHHKO-TEXHHYECKOE YUWJIHINE OBLIO OTKPBITO B 1909 TO1Yy.
ITo ypoBHIO mpodecCHOHATPHON TMOATOTOBKU BBIITYCKHUKUA YYWIHINA CYUTAIUCH OJHUMU U3
JIy4dIINX Ha TOpHO3aBoAckoM Ypase (KyrsaBuH, 2006). MakeTbl TOKapHBIX CTAaHKOB, CJI€CAPHBIN
WHCTPYMEHT, a TaKKe€ UYEPTEKU CEJTHCKOXO3SIMCTBEHHBIX MAIIFH, W3TOTOBJIEHHBIE CTyAEHTaMU
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BOTKMHCKOTO y4uiuia, HOJy4YWId B 1913 rogy 30J0TyI0 MeZaib BcepoccHiiCKON BBICTaBKU.
BeimyckHUK TexHMKymMa 1914 roma [I'puropuit JImutpueBuu JlaBbijoB (1893 1. p.) ObLI
IUIOZIOTBOPHBIM PallMOHAJIN3aTOPOM, 3aBeloBajl IIaPOBO3HBIM I€XOM, C 1925 roja BO3IJIABJIAI
MeXaHUKO-MeTasIIorpaduyecKyio 1abopaTopyuio U OTBeYasl 32 TEXHUYECKUH KOHTPOJIb U3JETHi
BoTtkuHckoro 3aBojia, ¢ 1931 mo 1938 rIT. ObLT HayaJbHUKOM oOTAesa yiaboparopuit (COpokuH,
2003). B HOs16pe 1918 1. 06a 3TH yumsuia ObLIH 3aKPBITHI B CBA3H ¢ ['pak/1aHCKO BOMHOM.

ITepBsie BTY3bI NxkeBcka

ITocie oxoHuaHwsa I'pakJaHCKOW BOWHBI MOJIOZAsl COITMAJIMCTHYECKAs peciybsimka
MMPUCTYIINJIA K BOCCTAHOBJIEHUIO OTPACIHN TKEOTO MaruHocTpoeHus. C 1921 mo 1937 1T. VkeBck
¥ BOTKMHCK ObLIM MMPUYHCIEHBI K Pa3HBIM aJIMUHUCTPATUBHO-TEPPUTOPHUATIBHBIM 00pa30BaHUAM
B CBSI3HM C BOCCTaHHEM B 1918 rojy pabouux BoTkuHCKOTO M MKeBCKHUX 3aBO/IOB MPOTUB BJIACTU
0O0JIBIIIEBUKOB U OopraHu3anueil BorkuHckorr HapogHoit apMum, OHOTO U3 caMbIX 60eCioCOOHBIX
dopmupoBanuii B apmun Kosruaka.

I MOATOTOBKU TEXHUYECKUX KaJIpOB A BOTKMHCKOrO 3aBojia 1 MapTa 1920 T. ObLI
OTKpHIT VHJyCTpUAIBHBIA TEXHHKYM, B 1922 ToAy OH ObLI IEpEeNMEHOBAH B MeXaHUYECKHUH,
a B 1932 I'. — B MAIlTUHOCTPOUTEJIBHBIHN (AIIMXMUHA, 2007). B 1928 rogy B BOTKMHCKOM TeXHUKyMe
BIEPBble Ha Ypaje ObLIO OTKPBITO BeuepHee OT/eJIeHHe, a /0 TeX IOp JIelCTBOBajia TOJIBKO
JHeBHass ¢opma OOydyeHHS TI0 CIEIUAJIBHOCTH  «XOJIOAHAsA 00paboTKa MeTasLIOB»
(/TobpoBosIbCKUH, 2009: 99, 111, 258, 259). B ropoae MkeBcke MHayCTpUATBbHBIN TEXHUKYM OBLIT
OTKPBIT TOJIBKO B 1929 ToAy, B HacTosIee BpeMs 3T0 MkeBckuii MHIyCTpHATbHBIA TEXHUKYM
nmenu Erenusa ®énoposuua [[parynosa (MUT umenn U.®. /I[paryHoBa). A 10 TeX MOP UKEBCKUE
MIOZIPOCTKYU YIUINUCh B BoTKMHCKOM TexHUKyMe. 3a obyueHue stux Aereit TOPOHO BotkuHcka B
1929 TO/y COIJIAaCHO JIOTOBOPY IOJIydHJIO Oosiee mATH Thicssy pyoseit (LIT'A YP, ®. P-370. Om. 1.
. 771. J1. 46).

B 1928 rojty 6bL1 IPUHAT MEPBBIN NATWIETHUN IJIaH pa3BUTHA HapoaHoro xo3siictea CCCP
Ha TepUOJ ¢ 1929 10 1933 TOJ, JJIA BBITIOJIHEHUSA KOTOPOTO OBLJIO penieHo OoTKpbiBaTh BTY3bI u
CCY3bl (BbICIIME TeXHUYECKHWE W CpPEJHHE CIeluaJbHble yueOHble 3aBe/leHHs) Ha 0Oasze Bcex
KPYITHBIX TPEANPUATUI CTpaHbl. EJMHCTBEHHBIM B Te TOZBI HA Ypasie ObUT OTKPBITHIH B 1920 TOAY
Ypasnbckuil MeXaHUKO-MalUTHHOCTPOUTETbHBIN HHCTUTYT (YPasibCKUU MOJTUTEXHUYECKUN UHCTUTYT
umenu C.M. Kupoga, B Hacrosiee Bpems YpdY) (YpdY).

30 OKTAOps 1930 rozma B ropojae MxkeBcke mpu HokcTasib3aBojie ObLUIH OTKPBITHI BhIcIine
TeXHU4Yeckrue Kypcbl — TmepBeiii BTY3 Ha Teppuropuu coBpemeHHoW Yamyptuu (izhevsk-
history.ru). MonymenTanpublii kKopmyc BTY3-komOmnata Ha Bepxneit basapHo#t momaam
(B 1918-1936 rT. yi1. KoMMyHaspHasA, M033Ke — yi. [OpbKOTo, 79) OB ITIOCTPOEH MEHEee UeM 3a JiBa
rojia M OTKPHIT 7 HOAOpS 1932 1. DTO OBUIO TOT/Ia camoe OOJIbIlIOe 3JaHUe Topoja: ydeOHO-
JIabOpaTOPHBIN KOPITyC 3aHUMAJI ILIOIIAb 10500 KB. M. B 3TO 3/1aHME ObLIU MepeBe/IeHbI TaKKe
YacTh MOjpasiesieHnil MHIyCTpUaJbHOTO TEXHHUKYMa U HEKOTOphIe Cy:k0bl MKcTanmb3aBoa,
B TOM 4HCJIe My3el 3aBojia. Briciliee TexHHYeCKOe yueOHOe 3aBe/ieHue pu MKeBCKUX OpPYKEeHHOM
U crajezenareabHoM 3aBogax (BTY3-komOuHAT) AelicTBOBaIO ¢ 01.01.1930 MmO 01.01.1931 IT.,
dareM BTY3 Opu1 npukpemnén k MikeBckomy 3aBoay NO 10 Hapkomara Tsxkenon
npomsbiiieHHoctt CCCP, a ¢ 01.01.1932 1. Ob1 mpeoOpasoBaH B VKeBCKOe OTAeJIEHUE
Ypanbckoro MeTtasuryprudeckoro uHetutyta "Cranp", KOTOPBIM 01.01.1940 Toj/ia TPeKPaTU CBOIO
neareabHocTh (IITA VP, @. P-1052).

I[To maTepuasaM HCTOpHIKA, IPOPEKTOpAa MO 3a0YHOMY U BedepHeMmy oOyuenuio VIMU B
1962-1977 rr. JI.A. [TanTioxuHa (TOJbI XKU3HU 1926-2009 IT.), B 1930 Troxy npu H:kcranb3aBojie
OTKpBUICSA BeuepHUH (uinan JIeHWHIpaJickoro BOeHHO-MexaHmdeckoro uHctutyta (IITA VP,
®. P-1862. Om. 1.; [TauTioxuH, 2004). OgHakKo BoeHHO-MeXaHUUYEeCKUH WHCTHTYT (B HacTosIIee
Bpemsi BI'TY «BOEHMEX» um. /I.®. YcruHoBa) ObLI OpraHM30BaH TOJBKO 26 ¢eBpasis 1932 T.,
Korjga ObLn moamucaH mpuka3d NQ 109 Hapogusim KomuccapoM TSI?KEJIOW HPOMBINLIEHHOCTH
C. Opmxonukunze (BOEHMEX). Panee 5TOT MHCTUTYT Ha3biBasica MexaHUYeCKUM U ObLT CO3/IaH
B cocTtaBe JIGHMHTPA/ICKOTO MeXaHHNYeCKoro yuebHOTro KoMOuHaTa nmocraHoByieHueM [Ipe3uauyma
BCHX CCCP Ne 14 ot 13 utoHs 1930 roga (JIBMI). ITosTomy uadopmarys o mosBIeHun Guiraia
JIEHUHTPAJICKOTO MHCTUTYTA B V3KeBCKe B TOJT €ro 00pa30BaHUs BBITJIAAUT COMHUTEIbHON. O/THAKO
TOYHBIX IAHHBIX O HAUaJIe U OKOHYAHUH JIeSITEJIbHOCTH JAHHOTO YIeOHOTO 3aBeieHUsI OOHAPYKUTH
He ynanock. C 1934 royia Ha BeUepHeM oT/iesieHnu VxkeBckoro ¢rinana JIEeHUHTPaJCKOro BOEHHO-
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MeXaHHYEeCKOTO HHCTUTyTa yumicsa Biagumup HukonaeBuuy HoBukoB (1907-2000 rr.), I'epoit
CoIMaIuCTUUECKOTO Tpyna, reHepaja-mMauop WHKeHEPHO-apTUJLIEPUNCKON CITYKOBI,
IIpencenarens 'octana CCCP, Ilpencenarens BCHX CCCP u 3amectutens Ilpencenatensa Cosera
MunuctpoB CCCP. Ilo ero BOCIIOMUHAHHAM, YJeHAaMH TOCY/IapCTBEHHON 5K3aMeHaIlMOHHOU
komuccuu (I'9K) sBisiiich KpynHBIE ydéHble JIEHHHTpazla BO IJIaBe C JUPEKTOPOM BOEHHO-
MEXaHUYECKOTO HWHCTUTYTA, KOTOpPbIE CIIEIUAJIBHO JJIA STOro Tmpuexaau B VKeBCK U
MMPO3K3aMEHOBAJIM KaXK/IOTO W3 CTYAEHTOB II0 BCEM TeMaM ydeOHOTO IUIaHA CIEeUaTbHOCTH.
K 3ammure AWUIUIOMHBIX HIPOEKTOB OBLIM JOMYIIEHbI TOJIBKO Te, KTO YCIIEITHO BbIJIepKa
MHOTOYAaCOBOH 5K3aMeH. /1 TOJIbKO TPeTh CTY/IEHTOB U3 CAABIINX SK3aMeH MOJIYYMJIN JIUILIOMBI
UH)KeHepOB JIeHWHTPAZICKOTO BOEHHO-MEXaHUYECKOTO WHCTUTYTa, OCTaJIbHbIE TOBAPUIIHA
MPOJIOJKUIN  yuely, YIIyOssasd CBOM 3HAHWA, W 3alUTHIA JUIUIOMBI Ha CJIEAYIOIIUH TOJ
(IITepbaxoB, 2016).

Onun 3a npyruM B MKeBCKe OTKPBIBAJIUCh WHCTUTYTBI: B 1931 TOAY II€/larOTMYeCcKUi
(B HacrosIee Bpems YAl'Y), B 1933 roy MmeaunuHckui (B HacT. Bpems UT'MA) (Yal'y; UTMA).

He BTY3, a CCY3 BoTkuHCKa

IlepBas mombITKa co3gaTh BTY3 B mocénke BoTKMHCK cocTosiack B 1931 romy. Ha Tot
MOMEHT OH TEPPUTOPHATBHO NMPUHA/JIEKAT K YPaIbCKOH obsactu, a rop. MkeBck — k BoTrckoi
apToHOMHOHW oOstactu (BAO). B 1930 romy BOTKWMHCKHMII 3aBOA, IIE€pEIIEs HAa MPOU3BOJICTBO
CJIOKHOW  MAIIIMHOCTPOUTEIbHOU TEXHUKU, TIIOJIyYWB 33JJaHUE OCBOUTH IPOU3BOCTBO
BBICOKOITPOU3BOAUTEIBHBIX YKCKAaBATOPOB U 30JI0TO/I00BIBAIOIIHX /IPAT, CIIOCOOHBIX 3(PHEKTUBHO
WU3BJIEKATh JPArOlleHHbIA MeTa/Ul U3 IecKa Jlake C HU3KUM coziepkanueM 3osiota. C 1927 mo
1930 IT. OBLIA TIPOBEZIEHA PEKOHCTPYKIHMS 3aBOJIa, BBIMYCKABIIEr0O C 1925 TOAA TOJIBKO
CEeJTbXO3TEXHUKY. BbbhlIa co3/1aHa KOHCTPYKTOpPCKas TPYIINA MO SKCKABATOPOCTPOEHUIO W HAYYHBIHA
IEHTP [0 JpaKHOMYy Jeiy. 3aznadamu lleHTpa craso usydeHme paboOTHI Jpar Ha MecCTax
SKCIUTyaTalluy, CO3/laHHe HOBBIX HAyUYHBIX Pa3pabOTOK U YCOBEPIIEHCTBOBAHUU JIparocTpoeHus,
a TakyKe IIOAITOTOBKA WH)KEHEPHO-TeXHWYecKuX KazpoB. Kypatopom lleHTpa cras HadaJabHUK
o6venuHenus «IaB3onoro» A.Il. CepebpoBCcKUid, B 1933—1934 IT. MAIIMTHOCTPOUTEIBHBIA 3aBOJL
U BOTKUHCKHN TEXHUKYM OBUIH YacThi0 3TOr0 obObemauHeHHs. OCHOBHAs YacTh WHXKEHEPHBIX
JIOJDKHOCTEN Ha BOTKMHCKOM 3aBOjle Ha TOT MOMEHT ObLia 3aHATa paboyuMu, 00J1a/IalolUMU
OOJIBIIMM TPAKTUYEeCKUM ONIBITOM, U BBIIYCKHUKAMU MEXaHUKO-TeXHHYECKOTO YUWJIMINA.
B okTs16pe 1931 Troza PYKOBOACTBO MAIIMHOCTPOUTEIBHOTO 3aBOJA IPHU MPAMOM YYaCTHU
CepebpOBCKOTO T0OMIOCH OTKPHITHA B T. BOTKMHCKE YCKOPEHHOTO Kypca MOATOTOBKH WHKEHEPOB
Ha 0ase BeuepHero otaeneHuss Mexanuueckoro TexHukyma (BMT). ITporpamma kypca ObLia
paccumTaHa Ha 2 rojja BeuepHUX 3aHATHH. OfHa rpymnma (30 YesOoBeK) CHelnaaIu3upoBaIach Io
JIparoCcTpoeHuto, apyrasg (20 4YeJOBEeK) — IO XOJIOJIHOH 00pabOTKe MeTa/yIoB pe3aHUEM.
Ha obyueHre HOBBIM CIENHATBHOCTAM INPUHUMAIA PAaOOTHUKOB  3aBOZla, HMEIOIHUX
cpenHeTexHUYeCKOe 0Opa3oBaHMeE U cTaXK pabOThI HA 3aBOJie He MeHee 5 JieT (BoTkuHCKHi 3aBO/I,
1999: 70, 72; [1I06poBOJILCKUM, 2009: 183, 204, 206).

W3-3a HexBaTKU y4yeOHBIX IUIONIA/led B 1931 oAy TEXHUKYMY OBLIIO MPEIOCTaBJIEHO 3/1aHUe
o ys1. Kuposa, 3 — 6sbIBIIIYIO 2)keHCKYI0 TuMHa3uio E.I'. KoTkoBOI, a paHee CTyZeHThI 00yJasIuch B
37JaHUU 3aBOJIOyIpaBJieHusA U HukosaeBckoM Kopiyce 3aBojia. Jlo CUX IOP CYUTAIOCH, UTO 3/IaHUE
ObIBIIEN »KeHCKOM rumMHasuu BortkuHckuil ropcoser nepenas BMT B 1938 roay. B wactHOCTH,
nadopmarusas 006 5TOM pasMelleHa B HcTopuueckux anbbomax BMT u ObLia o3BydueHa Ha
cTpaHullax rasetbl «TpymoBada Baxra» aupektopom BMT B.M. be33BaHOBBIM B 2007 Tromy
(AmrmxMuHa, 2007). OmHAKO HAa OCHOBE JIMYHOTO WCCJIEAOBAaHHA apXWBHBIX (oTorpaduit
BBIITYCKHUKOB TeXHUKyMa B pormax apxuBa BMT um. B.I'. CamoBHUKOBA OBLI ¢/1eJIaH WHOU BBIBO/I:
3nanne ObUIO mpenoctaBieHo BMT mmeHHO B 1931 rofy, T.K. Ha ¢oTorpadusax BBIMYCKHUKOB
TeXHUKyMa 70 1931 roja u3obpaxkasu 3/manue HukosaeBCKOro Kopiyca, a ¢ 1932 roja Hayaiu
pasMemniaTh 3/1aHue 10 yi1. KupoBa, 3, UTO CBUIETETBCTBYET O TOM, UTO HOCJIEAHUN YIEOHBIN TOM
BBIIYCKHUKH 1932 T0O/la YUUJIUCH YK€ B HOBOM 3/[aHUM.

Uurath JieKDUM OBbUIM  TPUIJIAIIEHBI  IPENoAaBaTeN I  YPaJIbCKOTO  MEXaHHUKO-
MAIIMHOCTPOUTENHHOTO HHCTUTYTa (roposx CBepzmoBck) u  BocrouHo-CHOMPCKOTO TOPHOTO
uHcTuTyTa (ropos Mpkyrck). B BoTkuHck ObUTM HampaBJIeHbI JIS MIOCTOSHHOW PabOTHI TJIaBHbBIE
cneruasictel B CCCP mo gparam — wumxkeHepsl: B.II. CepeOpeHHUKOB, BO3IJIABUBIIUU
nparoctpoenue Ha 3aBojzie, A.C. barun (baskoB), Ha3HAYEHHBIN HAYAJIbHUKOM BHEITHUX PabOT 1O
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nparam, u JI.W. AsiekcanapoB — BeAyIUN KOHCTPYKTOP I0 AparaMm u3s rop. [lepmb. Kypc MmoHTaxka
Jpar yutaia npodeccop Mpkyrckoro ropHoro uHeruryra A.I1. CBUpUIOB, IpUEXaBIIUHN 1 9TOTO
Ha 71Ba Mecs1a B BorkuHck (BOoTKuHCKHH 3aBO, 1999: 72, 73; J{06pOBOIBCKHI, 2009: 206).

I'pynma aparocTpouTesiell cocTosiyia U3 20 BOTKUHIEB U 10 YeJIoBeK U3 VIPKyTCKOTO 3aBo/a.
[Tocie OKOHYAHUS TEOPETHYECKOTO Kypca 0e3 OTpbIBa OT IMPOU3BOZICTBA B 1934 TOJY, CTYZEHTHI
3aIUIIA  CBOM  JIUIJIOMHBIE TIPOEKThI B  BBINIEHA3BAHHBIX HMHCTUTyTaX. llepBhIMH
MO/ITOTOBJIEHHBIMU B BOTKMHCKEe WH)KeHepaMH, KOTOpble B 1934 TOJly 3alllUTWIN JUILJIOMHbBIE
paboThI IO ZIPArOCTPOCTPOEHUI0 B YPAJIbCKOM MEXMAIIMHCTUTYTE, CTaIN KMroph AHATOJIbeBUU
JlobpoBosibckuii 1 A.A. XoMsikoB. B 1936 1. aumioMHBIE PpabOThI II0 XOJIOAHOU 0OpaboTKe
MeTaJJIOB B YPAJIbCKOM MOJINTEXHUYECKOM HUHCTUTYTe 3amutuau: [.U. Pazxusun, A.U. Apucros,
A.N. BeictpoB, M.B. Jlaasirun, JI.M. Mensenes, I1.A. MokpymuH, A.E. Crosos, I'.A. PoxxkoB u
A.Jl. IllecrakoB (MeTssakoB, 1983; JI0OpOBOJIBCKU, 2009: 210).

[lepBas 1 enWHCTBEHHAs TPyIIa WHXKEHEPOB — JIparocTpouTesiel, oOydaBIIuxcs Ha Oaze
TeXHUKyMa B 1931-1934 1T. ®ororpadusa Oblia aTpuOyTHpOBaHA [0 CAAYU TOCYJApCTBEHHBIX
5K3aMEHOB: He BCEM IIPeJICTABJIEHHBIM Ha (OTO CTy/IEHTaM yAAJIOCh MOJIYIUTh IUIJIOM UH:KeHepa
(o maHHBIM Ha 1936 rOx). B BepxHEM ps/y IperofaBaTesll — WHKEHEPHI-KOHCTPYKTOPHI (cjIeBa
HaIpaBo): IpeIojaBarejb TEXHUKyMa M HaYaJbHHUK 3aBOJICKOH MeXaHWYeCKOW JiabopaTopuu
I'JI. JaBeinoB, B.II. CepebpennukoB, H.II. CemmaueB, A.JI. Jlo6poBosibckuii u A.Il. KeHur
(PucyHox 1).

Puc. 1. ®oto 1934 1. Apxus BTM

W3BectHblil BOTKUHCKUHI KpaeBes; M.A. JloOpOBOJIbCKUM yTBEp:KJal B CBOEN KHUTE
«BOTKMHCKUI 3aBOj; Ha pyOexke 3MOX (3aMeTKM KOHCTPYKTOpA)», YTO Y4Ywicsad B BOTKHHCKOM
bumase YpasrbCcKoro MexaHMKO-MallMmHOCTPOUTETBHOTO UHCTUTYTA (/I0OpOBOJIBCKHI, 2009, 204,
210, 258; KapmoBa, 2019). OgHaKO HeJIb3sl COIJIACHUTHCS C 3TUM YTBEDPIKAEHHEM: B 1931 TOJIy
COCTOsLJIaCh JIMIIIb MEPBas MOMbITKA co3aaTh BTY3 B mocénke BoTkuHCK (a uX OBLIIO HECKOJIBKO!).
B 1931-1934 rr. B BoTKHMHCKEe Ha Oaze BeuepHEro OTAeJIeHHs TEXHHKyMa IIPOILIA YCKOPEHHBIH
Kypc oOydeHUs 50 CTY/IEHTOB, U3 KOTOPBIX JUIUIOMBI WHKEHEPOB B 1934-1936 IT. B TrOpojie
CsepioBcke (ExkarepuHOypr) MOJydwsad 11 4deoBeK. VIMEHHO B 3TH TOABI TEXHUKYM CTasl
BBINIYCKATh TEXHUKOB-TEXHOJIOTOB, TEXHUKOB-MEXAHUKOB II0 TPOU3BOJICTBY apTCUCTEM U
TEXHUKOB-IPA’KHUKOB-MOHTOXKHUKOB (Bocromuuanmsa, 2007; AmmxMuHa, 2007). Iloxoskas
uctopus B BOTKMHCKe MPOUCXOIMJIa POBHO 3a CTO JIET 0 9TUX cOOBITHH. B Teuenue 1831-1832 1T.
BBIITYCKHUK aKaJEMHH, CTapIIUN Bpad 3aBOJCKOTO TOCITUTAJISA, JOKTOP MEIUIIUHBI U XUPYPTHHU,
cratckuii coBeTHUK CuibBectp ®énopoBuu Tyuemckuit (1792-1868 rr.) moaroroBus Ha 6ase
3aBOJICKOTO TOCHUTAIA 19 JIEKAPCKUX YIYEHUKOB, 10 YEJOBEK U3 KOTOPBIX MOCJIE ITPOBEEHHOTO B
[lerepOypre wucCHBITAHUS Cpa3y MOJYYMJIN JOJDKHOCTH depamepoB (PamkoBekuit, 2014).
Ho HUKTO He TOBOpPHUT O co3JaHMM B Havajie XIX Beka B IMocejke BOTKHMHCKHU 3aBoj drimana
Menuko-xupypruueckoii akagemun CaHkT-ITerepOypra.

3aBofuaHe CIPOEKTHPOBAJIN W IOCTPOWIHM 3 IUIaBydue (aOpUKHU-Apard YBeJIUUYeHHOU
IIPOU3BOIUTEIBHOCTH, CIOCOOHBIE YEpIIaTh I'PYHT € IVIyOMHBI 70 70 MeTpoB. B 1934 romy B
MIPABUTEIBCTBE CTPAHBI PENINJIU MepefaTh AparocTpoeHre MpKyTckoMy 3aBOAy, a B BOTKMHCKe
pPa3BepHYTh HOBOE MPOM3BOJICTBO C IOCTPOMKON HOBOM Bepdu /IS BBHIMIyCKA 3eMJedyeprabHbIX
CHAPSJIOB HOBOTO THIIA, B CBA3H C UEM JaJIbHEUIIIee pa3BUTHE BBICIIETO 0Opa3oBaHus B BOTKHMHCKe
ObL10 IprocTaHoOBIIEHO (/I0OpOBOJIBCKUI, 2009: 209).
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MU .... umenu baymana

ITocne okoHuaHus Benukoit OTeyecTBEHHON BOMHBI Ilepef] CTPAHOM BCTAJIM HOBBIE 33/1a4M.
Koner, cOpOKOBBIX M HAYaJIO NATUJECATHIX TOJIOB O3HAMEHOBAINCH OYPHBIM TEXHUUYECKUM
IporpeccoM, B YIMYpPTUM IOCTPOYUIM JIECATKH HOBBIX OOODOHHBIX 3aBOJIOB U IIPOU3BOZCTB.
22 ¢eBpasia 1952 roza rziasa rocyaapcersa M.B. Cranus nozucasn ocTaHOBJIEHNE [IPABUTEIbCTBA
Cosera MunuctpoB CCCP N¢ 1034 06 06pa30BaHUM BBICIIIETO TEXHUYECKOTO YIEOHOTO 3aBeIeHUs
B ropoae IkeBcke, Kak OJIHOM W3 KpPYIHEHIINX I[EHTPOB IPOU3BOJCTBA U3JEIUN
MAIIIMHOCTPOEHUS U CTPeIKOBOTrO BoopyxkeHus (libussr.ru). VMkeBckuii MeXaHUYECKUI UHCTUTYT
OTKPBLIN Ha 0aze pemMecJieHHOTo ydmauina NO 3 u 06JIaCTHOTO YIIpaBJIeHUs TPYAOBBIX PE3€PBOB,
pacrosaraBmuxcs mo yauie I'opbkoro, 79. BbLI TOJTHOCTPIO PEKOHCTPYUPOBAH YIeOHBIN KOPILYC,
JUI pasMelleHus IMpodeccopCKO-MPenoaBaTeIbCKOTO COCTaBa B TOPOJie OBbLIU BBIAETEHBI
KBapTUpbl. MuHHCTEPCTBO 0OOPOHBI, 3aBO/bI MkeBcka M BOTKMHCKHI MAamIMHOCTPOUTEIBHBIN
3aBOJI Ilepefjaii UHCTUTYTY HeoOXoauMble /Uil o0ydeHUs IpUOOPHI, CTAHOYHOE U JabopaTOpHOe
obopyznoBaHue (ApMaTbIHCKasi, 2006a).

C 2012 roga MxITY HocUT uMs 3HAMEHUTOro opykelHUKa Mwuxawna TumodeeBuya
KanamHukoBa, a B nepBble JecATUIeTUA MKeBCKOTO MeXaHW4YeCKOrO0 MHCTUTYTa K ero MMeHH
BIIOJTHE MOXKHO ObUIO n00aBiATh uMma H.J. baymana. Tosibko He 3a 3acyrd U JIMYHBIE
JIOCTOMTHCTBA MOJIOJIOTO PEBOJIIOIIFIOHEPA, KOTOPBIH, He BBIIMYCTHB U3 PYK KpacHOTro ¢iara, morud
HEJIAJIEKO OT TJIABHOTO 371aHuA VIMmepaTopckoro MOCKOBCKOTO TEXHHYECKOTO yUrIuIna (mo3Hee
MBTY), a kKak HWHCTUTYTa, NPAKTHYECKH «OTIIOYKOBABIIETrOCS» OT MOCKOBCKOTO BBICIIIETO
TeXHUYeCKoro yumtuina (B Hactosiee Bpemsa MI'TY umenun baymana). MacrturyT B M2KeBcKke cTast
oduLIHaIBHBIM IIPABOIIPEEMHUKOM JIYUIINX aKa/IeMUYECKUX TPAAULINHI, CJI0KUBIINXCA B [JIABHOM
TEXHUYECKOM By3e cTpaHbl. MuHHCTEPCTBO BhIcIero oopaszopanus CCCP cnenuasbHbIM MIPHUKA30M
3akpermwio medcerso MBTY um. Baymana nax MoxkeBckuM MexaHmdeckuMm mHctutyToM (L[TA VP,
®. P-1335. Om. 1. [I. 137. JI. 69-70). [I;ia opraHu3anuu By3a B VKeBCK ObLIM HaIpaBJIEHBI
MperojiaBaTesiu MPOCIaBieHHON «baymMaHKW», UMeIIe OOJIBIIIOW OIBIT BeAeHUs HAYIHOU H
y4eOHO-MeToIMuecKO paboThI: JIeKaHbI, 3aBeAyloInue Kadenpamu, KaHIUJAThl HayK U OJIUH
JIOKTOP TEXHUYECKUX HayK, mpodeccop Hukosait BacunbeBrnu Bopobwés. [lo mpuesna B xeBck OH
6bL1 lekaHoM IIT-gakynpreta MBTY um. baymana, a B ro/ibl 3Bakyalii YHUBEPCUTETA B TOPO/L
V>keBcK B 1941-1943 TIT. OBUT OJHUM U3 IpeNnoaBaTesIel mxeBckorl « baymMaHku» U, mapasuiesibHO
C 9TOH JIeATeJIbHOCTHhIO, HAa OJJHOM U3 MKEBCKUX 3aBOJIOB OH CO3/as J1abopaToOpHIio, KOTopas
3aHUMAaJIach KauecTBOM Iienel /iist 0oeBbix MamuH. B MkeBckom nHcTuTyTe H.B. BOpOOBEB 3aHsI
miocT iekaHa MT-dakysibTeta (ApMmaThIHCKast, 2006b; VIKITY).

JupexktopoM By3a 28.04.52 roma ObLI Ha3HAUYEeH KAHAUZAT TEXHUYECKUX HAYK, JIOIEHT
Biragumup IlaBinoBuu OcTpOyMOB, BBIIIYCKHUK TYJIBCKOTO MeXaHWYECKOTO WHCTUTYTAa U JleKaH
aptwuiepuiickoro ¢akynpreta MBTY um. baymana (IIT'A VP, ®. P- 1335. On. 1. /. 1. JI. 19;
MxI'TY). 3amectureniem aupekropa VMW mo yueOHOM W HaydyHOM paboTe cTajl KaHAUAAT
TeXHUYeCKUX Hayk, aoueHT MBTY um. baymana Butanuit Hukanoposuu KypassieB, BO Bpems
BOIHBI OH TaK K€ B YMCJIE H3BAaKyUPOBaHHBIX penoaaBaresneiit MBTY paboran B Uxkescke (IIT'A VP,
®. P- 1335. Om. 1. 1. 6. JI. 122; MxI'TY).

1 CeHTsAOPS 1952 rojia CTYIEHTOB TaK)Ke BCTPeUYaIn 3aBeayomui kadeapoi TeopeTuueckon
MEeXaHUKH K.T.H., IOLeHT Apkajuil AuapusHoBud IOpkuH; 3aBenyoomuil kadeapor XuMuu K.X.H.,
noneHT Astekceit CremaHoBuu BopoOweB; 3aBexyromuii kadeapoit OMJI gomnent HMBan
MaxkcumoBuu bapaHnoB; 3aBenyoomuil kadenpoil Beiciielr MaTeMaTUKU CTapIINH MPeNojaBaTeslb
Jleonuy BacunbeBuu TonkoB; 3aBexyroomuil kadenporn MHO crapmuil npenopaBatens Vpuna
KoHcranTuHOBHA ApHOJIB/IOBA; 3aBeaylolmuil kadenpoil PuU3BOCHUTAHUA U CIIOPTA ACCUCTEHT
Anaronuit Muxaitiopuu I'epacumoB; accucrenT Muxawnn M3paeneBuu JIunkuH; accucteHT Bopuc
BimagumupoBuu Caymikud; accucteHT Iletp Amszgpeesuu IlozyeBckux; accucreHT bopuc
Hukonaepuu ®@wimmMoHoB; 3am. paupektopa mo AXY T.M. JlexxHuH; 3aB. OUOIHOTEKOH
A.T. OKOHHUKOBA; 3aB. KaOMHETOM MapKCH3Ma-JIEeHMHU3Ma cTrapmuii jgabopant H.A. AHzpeeB
(HTAYP, ®. P- 1335. Om. 1. /1. 6. JI. 1, 44).

Jlo cux mop opunraabHO IPU3HAHO, YTO MIEPBBIM HAOOP CcTyZleHTOB Ha 1 Kypc IMU coctaBui
200 uenoBek (istu.ru). OgHako Ha camoMm Jiesie 3T0 He Tak. [Ipmkazom MwuHuctpa Bsicmiero
O6paszoBanusa CCCP N2 370 oT 4 MmapTa 1952 T. ObLJI yCTAHOBJIEH IIJIaH MPUEMA HA 1 KypC JHEBHOTO
OT/IeJIEHUS 200 YeJIOBEK U HA BeuepHee oTzeieHrue — 50 yesioBek (IIT'A VP, ®@. P- 1335. Om. 1. /1. 1.
JI. 10-12). [To3HEE OBLIO PEIIEHO YBEIUYUTD IIEPBBIF HAOOP CTYZIEHTOB U, COTJIacCHO mprkasza MBO
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CCCP N¢? 1202 oT 22 uiojif 1952 T., OH COCTaBUJI 200 4YeJIOBEK HA JIHEBHOE U 100 4YeJIOBEK Ha
BeuepHee oTAeneHusa. lIpukazom gupekTopa Bcecor3HOro 3a0UHOTO MAITMHOCTPOUTEIBHOTO
uHctuTyTa (B3MI) CCCP M.H. IIpoTtacoBa u3 y4eOHO-KOHCYJIbTAIlUOHHOTO IyHKTa B3MU B
r. >keBcke Ha 1 Kypc BeuepHero otaeneHuss UMW OGbuin mepeBeieHBI JIBe TPYIIIBI CTY/IEHTOB:
314eloBeK OBbLIHM IlepeBe/ieHbl NMpUKa3oM N2 324 oOT 6.09.1952 T. U 13 YeJOBEK, paHee
OTYHMCJIEHHBIX 3a HeyIuiaTy 3a obyuenue B BSMU, mpukazom N2 457 or 26.11.1952 1. (IIT'A VP,
®. P-1335. Om. 1. 1. 1. J1.116, 172-173, 221).

TpeboBaHUS K CTy/IeHTaM HOBOTO TEXHUYECKOTO By3a IMPENbSABISINCH CEPhE3HbIE: IOCIIE
3aBepIIEeHUs] ITEPBOM CecCHMU ObLIM OTYHCIIEHBI 4 CTYZ€eHTa JHEBHOTO U 1 CTY/IEHT BE€UYEpPHETO
OT/IeJIEHWH, a HAa 2 WIOJA 1953 roJa Ha 5K3aMEHAIMOHHYIO CECCHI0 OBLIO JIOMYIIEHO TOJIBKO
180 cTyzeHTOB JHEBHOTO OTAEeneHus (92 den. Ha E-dakynprere u 88 uen. Ha MT-dakynbrere) u
87 crynentoB BeuepHero otaenenus (IIIA YP, ®@. P- 1335. Om. 1. /1. 6. JI. 33, 83-84). CemHanuarh
IperojiaBaTesiell, BKJIIOUYAsi COBMECTHTEIEH W MTOYAaCOBUKOB, BeJd OOyYeHHE CTY/IEHTOB II0 JIBYM
CHEIUATBHOCTSAM: «TeXHOJIOTUSI MAIIMHOCTPOEHUsT M MAIIUHBI» (TaK 3aByaJIMPOBAaHO U3
COOOpasKeHUsI CEKPETHOCTH 3Bydasla CIEIHaIbHOCTh «KOHCTpyHpOBaHHE U IPOEKTHPOBAHUE
TSDKEJTBIX apTUIEPUHCKUX cUcTeM») U «OOpaboTKa MeTa/JIOB JIaBJIeHHEM». B TeueHHe mepBOro
y4eOHOTO Tojia IITaT TMpenojaBaTesied IOCTOSHHO TIOMOJIHAJICSA 3a CYET AacCHUpPaHTOB U
BeIllyckKHUKOB MBTY, MAU, YpasibCKOro moJIUTEXHUIECKOTO UHCTUTYTA U JIPYTUX BY30B CTPaHBI.
Kxoumy mnepBoro yuebHOro roma B WMMUM paboramu yxe 31 TMpenofaBaTesib, BKIOYAA
COBMeECTHUTEJIEH M TOYACOBUKOB, U 56 UEJIOBEK y4eOHO-BCIIOMOTATEJIbHOTO U aJMUHUCTPATHBHO-
XO3AMCTBEHHOTO TepcoHasta. [lonmosHAIach MarepruaibHO-TeXHUYecKas 6a3a uaeruryra: u3 MBTY
ObUTH TIPHBE3€HBI MeOesb JJISI OCHAIEHUS YEPTEXKHBIX W MOJIEJIbHBIX 3aJI0B, YUeOHbIE UEPTEXKH,
C TIOMOIIIBIO 3aBOJIOB OBLIM CO37]aHbI MAaCTEPCKHUE: JTUTEHHAs, IepeBooOpabaThIBaloIas, MO/IeJIbHAs,
MeXaHH4JecKasl, CBapoyYHasA. 3a HeoOXOAWMBIMU JJII OOy4eHUs YIeOHBIMHU ITOCOOHAMU ObLI
KoMaHaupoBaH accucteHT b.B. CaymkuH: oiuHHAAIATh By30B MockBbl U JIeHuHrpaza, Kazaunckuii
aBUHALIMOHHBIA HMHCTUTYT W VDKEBCKUU MAaIIMHOCTPOUTENIbHBI 3aBOJiI NPHUHSIA YyYacTHE B
dopmupoBannu 6ubnuoTeku IMoxeBckoro mHCTHUTYTa. M3 32 ThIcAY TOMOB, NepefaHHbix VMU
0e3B03ME3THO, BHAUUTETHHYIO YacTh (OKOJIO 7 THICSY TOMOB) BBIZIESTUIO bayMaHCKOe yUrTHIIIE.

Bcé mnepBoe pecarmierne MBTY wumenu baymana kypupoBasio paboty (akyabTeToB
WxeBckoro wuHctuTyTa: B MBTY coryacoBblBasiuCh yueOHblEe ILIaHBI II0 CHEIUATIBHOCTAM,
npodeccopa MOCKOBCKOTO BBICIIIETO TEXHUYECKOTO YUUIUIIA OIeHUBAJIN KAa4eCTBO BHIIIYCKHUKOB,
BHOCSI COOTBETCTBYIOIIMIE KOPPEKTHUBHI B 00pa3oBaTeJbHBIN Impolecc. Tak, B 1959 TOAy
npejacezaresb ['ocyZlapcTBEHHON 5HK3aMeHAIMOHHOW KoMuccuu FKeBCKOTO MeXaHW4ecKOTO
WHCTUTYTa, A.T.H., mpodeccop MBTY C.JI. AHaHbEB OTMETHJI, YTO <«JAUIJIOMHBIE ITPOEKTHI
CTyAeHTOB MKeBCKOTO MeXaHWYECKOTO MHCTHTYTa B DTOM Tojiy OoJiee 3pesible», a IpeJice/laTesThb
apyrout I'9K, n.1.H., ipodeccop, 3aB. kadeznpoii MBTY A.A. Toso4koB ykaszaj, 4TO «TeMaTHKa
JUIIOMHBIX POEKTOB SIBJISETCS OUYEHb aKTyaJIbHOU, PAJT ITPOEKTOB BBHITIOJIHEHBI 110 KOHKPETHBIM
33JIaHUSAM 3aBOJIOB», U YTO «BBIMYIIIEHHbIE MOJIOAbIE CIEIHAJIUCTBI IMOKa3Iu cebs XOPOIIo
MO/ITOTOBJIEHHBIMHM HWH)KEHEPAMH, CIIOCOOHBIMHU peIllaTh CAaMOCTOSITEIPHO TEXHOJIOTUYECKUE,
KOHCTPYKTOPCKHE U HCC/IeA0BaTebCKHE 3a/jaun Ha 3aBojax, B Kb u HUM» (IITA YP, ©. P-1335.
Om. 1. 1. 99. JI. 15, 16; /1.77. JI. 139). OduruaspHOoro mpukasza o MpeKpaIieHnuio KypaTopcTBa
MBTY umenun Bbaymana He ObLJIO, OHO COLLJIO Ha HET KakK TOJBKO PYKOBOJICTBO bBaymaHKu
ybenoch B CTAOMJIBHO BHICOKOM KAaYeCTBE MOATOTOBKU TEXHUUYECKUX CIIEIIUAIMCTOB B TEUEHUE
psana jyet. B 1962 roay pexkrop MU B.II. OcTpoyMOB BbICKa3aJics Ha 3ace/laHUU YUYEHOTO COBETa
NMU o HeobOxommMocTu okuBjeHHsA Iedckux cBsaszed ¢ MBTY umenu Baymana (IIT'A VP,
®. P-1335. Om. 1. 1. 137. JI. 69-70).

Brimyckauku MU pabGoTtanu He TOJIbKO Ha VkeBckux u BoTkuHCKOM 3aBojie. B 1959 roay
CoBer MunuctpoB PCOCP BBEN mNOpPsAAOK pacHpejieiIeHNsT MOJIOABIX CIENHAJNCTOB IO
MPEANPUATASAM CTPaHBI, COIJIACHO KOTOPOMY BBIIMYCKHUKHA BY30B JI0 KOHIIA 1980-X TOIOB
MOJIyYaId TapaHTHUPOBAHHOE TPY/IOYCTPOMCTBO, OeCIIaTHbIE KBApTUPBl U <«IOJBEMHBIE» —
CTUMYJIUPYIOIIYIO eIMHOBPEMEHHYI0 6e3B03Me3IHyI0 BhILIaTy (L[TA YP, @. P- 1335. Om. 1. /1. 92.
JI.17-18). BeimyckHuku VKEBCKOTO MeEXaHHMYECKOTO WHCTUTYTAa, BKJIOYas ero BoTKUHCKUI
dwruan, g0 koHma 1980-x TOZOB TOJy4YaJqd HANPABJEHUs, B3aKPEIUIAIONINE MOJIOABIX
CIEIMAIFICTOB HA MeCTe Ha3HAYEHHU I 00513aTETbHON OTPAOOTKY B TEUEHHE TPEX JIET.
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IMepBbiii pummaa UMU

B 1953 rogy Ha MaIMHOCTPOUTETHLHOM 3aBo/Ie ObLI 0ObSIBJIEH HAOOp Ha MOATOTOBUTEIbHBIE
KyPCBI JIJIs1 TOCTYIUIeHUs B puiinaa OTKpbIBawIerocsa B Botkuacke nHetuTyTa. OZIHAKO U BTOpAas
MOIBITKA OTKPBITh (PUIMA HWHCTHUTyTa 3acTolopuiachk. B ceHTsabpe 1955 roma, Osaromapst
cozieficTBUI0 BOTKMHCKOTO TOpKOMa HapTHUX U JUpeKTopa Maii3aBosia EHoBka AlipameroBudya
['ynbsiana, B BoTKuHCKE OBLI OTKPBIT YIeOHO-KOHCYIbTAIMOHHBIA IMYHKT BCECOI03HOTO 3a09HOTO
MamuHocTpouTeabHOoro MHCeTHTyTa (YKII B3BMU 1. MoOckBa), paboTaBIIMU HPU OTZAEJEe KaJIpOB
BoTtkuHCKOTO MarmmuHOCTpoUTeAbHOTO 3aBozia (BM3). YuebHas mporpamma Oblia paccydTaHa Ha
3 royia. YKII B3BMU pacnosiokuiu B 3JaHUU MaIllTMHOCTPOUTENIFHOTO TEXHUKyMa 1o yi. Kuposa,
PykoBosuTesiem O6bL1 Ha3HAUeH (110 coBMeCTUTENLCTBY) bopuc I'puropreBuy COpOKHH, 3aBydeM —
Panca MuxaitnoBHa AnsboBa (PKypasnésa). K zauatuam mpuctynuin 75 paboTHukoB BM3 —
BBIIIYCKHUKOB TEXHHKyMa (B TO BpeMs B TEXHHKyMe II0 JTHEBHOU (popMe 0OydaTHCh 4 roja, Io
BeuepHeld — 5 JjieT). [IpoBOAMIN 3aHATHSA MPENoiaBaTeIu TEXHUKYMa, IITKOJI Topoja, keBcKoro
MEXaHUUYECKOTO HWHCTUTYTAa U CIEIUaIUCThl 3aBoAa. KaKAblll CTYAEHT-3a0YHUK IOJIydasl
OecrtaTHO u3 MOCKBBI y4yeOHble MaTepuasbl Ha TeKyIUHA CceMecTp; pa3 B MOJToza
OPTraHU30BBIBAJINCh O030pDHBIE JIEKIIUH, YUTATh KOTOPBIE MPHUE3’KAIH IPENoJaBaTe/I KPYITHbIX
BY30B CTpaHbl, B TOM umncyie u3 Mocksbl (MeT/iaKoB, 1983; Komkapos, 2001).

B 1957 romy BOTKHMHCKMH MalIMHOCTPOUTEJBHBIA 3aBOJ] ObLI OIpPENeIEH BeIyIUM
MPEANPUATHEM /I BBIMyCKa PaKeT OINEepAaTUBHO-TAKTUYECKOTO Ha3HAUeHWsA, W Ha 3aBOJl U3
3iaToycta OBLIIO TIEpEeBEeEHO ITPOU3BOJICTBO PAKETHOW TEXHHKH. B KpaTuaiIiue cpoku ObLia
MMPOBeJieHa PEKOHCTPYKIUSI apTHJUIEPUNCKHUX I1exoB. Ha TOT MOMEHT cocTaB HWHIKEHEPHO-
TEXHUYECKUX PAOOTHUKOB BOTKHMHCKOTO MAIIMHOCTPOUTEIFHOTO 3aBOjia OBbLI CIEAYOIUM: 13 %
WHKEHEPOB, 43,9 % TEXHUKOB U 43,1 % mpakTukoB (MeT/IsKOB, 1983).

17 utoist 1958 roga Ha 6aze YKII Bcecoro3HOTO 3a09YHOTO MAIIMHOCTPOUTEIFHOTO HHCTUTYTA
1 BOTKHMHCKOTO0 MalImHOCTPOUTEIBHOTO TEXHUKYMa ObLIT OTKPBIT BOTKMHCKUI UIHal BEeUepHETo
dakynpreTa MkeBckoro mexanudeckoro wHetutyTa (BOB® UMW) (IITA VP, ®. P-1335. Om. 1.
I.78. JI. 25-26). /lupektropoM ObLJI Ha3HAUEH 3aMECTUTEJh IJIAaBHOTO TEXHOJIOTa BOTKHHCKOTO
MaIlIMHOCTPOUTEJBHOTO 3aBOJIa, BBIMYCKHUK JIEHWHTPAJCKOTO 3a0YHOTO HHAYCTPUAJIBHOTO
u"ctutyta ®orteil ViBaHOBUY MeTiAKOB 1916 roja poOKJeHHUsA, HEYyTOMUMBIN palnoHaIU3aTop,
MIpU3HAHHBIN JIydIINM TexXHOI0roM MunucreperBa Poccuiickoit @eniepanuu.

Ero 3amectureseM 10 XO3AWCTBEHHOM YacTH YTBEPJAWIN JAUpeKTOpa BOTKMHCKOTO
MAaITMHOCTPOUTEIbHOTO TexHuKyMa Hwukosas ITmatoHoBuua ChimtadeBa (II0 COBMECTUTETHCTBY).
H.II. CpimaueBy — 61 TOJl U OH HUMeJ 3a IUIeYaM{d OTPOMHBIA OIBIT OpraHU3aTopa Y4eOHOTO
mporecca B CaMbIX CJIOKHBIX yejIoBHAX. OH  ObLI  OPraHU3aTOpPOM  ITPOGECCHOHATIBHOTO
obpazoBaHus nmpu Mpburckom 3aBojie B CBEPAIOBCKOU 00J1acTH, B OKTAOpe 1931 rojia eMy ObLia
JlOBEpeHa OpraHu3aIisa YCKOPEHHOTO Kypca IO IMOJTOTOBKE WHYKEHEPOB-APAarocTpouTesed Ipu
BOTKHHCKOM TEXHUKYME, a B 1933-M rofly AUPEKTOP MAIIMHOCTPOUTEIBHOTO 3aBoAa M.B. IBaHOB
Ha3HAYWJI €ro JUPEKTOPOM MAaIIMHOCTPOUTEIBHOTO TEXHHKyMa. biarogaps KuUIlydell SHEPTUU
Huxkosnaa IlnaToHOBHMYa [IByX3Ta)KHOe 3/laHUMe TexHUKymMa 1o yia. KupoBa, 3, ObLIO
PEKOHCTPYHPOBAHO B TedeHHe 1938-1939 IT.: HAJICTPOEH TPETHH 3TaK U PACIIMPEHO MPUCTPOEM
no ynune Kuposa Ha 4 okHa. K 1940-My rojty B 3/1aHUM MOSIBUJIMCH 000OPY/IOBaHHbBIE MaCTEPCKUE,
yueOHble U J1abOpaTOpHBIE KJIACCHI, TPOCTOPHBIE AKTOBBIM, (DU3KYJIBTYPHBIN U JBA UEPTEKHBIX
3asa. JIeToM 1941 T. PEKOHCTPYKIUA ObLIa MOJIHOCTHIO 3aBepIleHa. B moaBaIbHOM BBLIOKEHHOM
KUPIIUYOM IIOMEIEHUH CO CBOTYATHIMU TOTOJIKAMHU BBICOTOM OKOJIO IByX METPOB, IIOCTPOEHHOM B
cepenuHe XIX Beka, Ob1T 000py/1I0BaH THP 1A cTyAeHTOB (JIapruoHoBa, 2019; BMT).

3a 25 ngHer Jjera 1958 roma MernakoBeiM M ChIllaueBBIM ObLIa TPOBEAEHA BCs
opraHu3anoHHas paboTa mo co3zaHuio duinana! BpUIO YKOMILIEKTOBAHO Q aKaJeMUYECKUX
TPYIII CTYJIEHTOB C 1 TI0 4 Kypc — 198 CTYyAeHTOB, 117 U3 KOTOPHIX OBLIM HepeBeieHbl U3 yueOHO-
KOHCYJIbTaIlMOHHOTO ITyHKTa BSMU U 73 denoBeka ObLIN OTOOpPAHBI U3 115 aOUTYPUEHTOB ITOCTIE
SK3aMEHAIlMOHHBIX HCIBITAaHUH Ha mepBbid Kypc (B® MxITY, 1958a; BO MxkITY, 1958b;
MertisKOB, 1983).

3anartusa BorkuHckoro ¢unnana BedepHero ¢akysaprera MU npoBoguincek o Beyepam B
CBOOOJTHBIX AyIUTOPHSAX MAIIMHOCTPOUTEIFHOTO TEXHHUKyMa IO ydeOHBIM mporpammam MBTY
uMeHu baymana. OcHOBY mpernojiaBaTeIbCKUX Ka/IpOB B (puinase BedepHero akyinbrera MU
COCTAaBWIN 4 INTAaTHBIX IIpenojaBaresnsa Guwimana (KaHAUIAT HUCTOPUYECKUX  HAYK,
cT. mpenofaBaTenb VBaH BacwiabeBuu IlepeBomukoB, sorneHT Poreir MBanoBHY MeTJISIKOB,
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accucteHTel HwHa AstekceeBHa MoposoBa u Bamentmna IlaBnoBHa HabGepyxuna),
17 copmecTtuTened (BeImyckHUKHA By30B A.B. HoBoxkwioBa, A.fI. KomoreBa u M.B. Bypkosa,
IIpe/ICTAaBUTEIN AJIMUHUCTPATUBHBIX opraHoB Biactu B.M. Ilogneckux u JI.A. ®Enoposa;
npemnojiaBatenu TexHukyma: M.J. Kamycrkuna, B.®. Crpensuos, JI.H. CrosioBa; cnenuaaiucTbl
3aBoga: A.K. Pwibakos, H./I. Penun, B.II. TosoBumu, B.II. IOmxos, B.M. CmeranuH) u
npenoaaBaTe I M>KeBCKOTO MeXaHW4YecKoro MHCTHTyTa: aupekrop MU (¢ 1961 roza pextop)
K.T.H., fonieHT Biagummup IlaBimoBumu OcTtpoymoB; 3am. nupekropa VMU mo HayuHO¥ pabore,
3aB. Kapenpour geraneit mammH u I[ITM, a.1.H., mpodeccop Hukomaii BacuwireBuu BopoOBEB;
TJIAaHTJINBEHIINY MaTeMaTUK, K.(p.-M.H. JIOIIEHT, 3aB. KadeaApou BhICIIEd MaTeMaTHKHu Hwukosan
BukTtopoBuu A3z0esieB (BBIMTYCKHUK MOCKOBCKOTO aBHUAIIMOHHOTO HHCTHUTYTA, ITOCJIE OKOHYAHUSA
acIupaHTypbl B MOCKOBCKOM CTaHKOMHCTPYMEHTAJIBHOM HWHCTUTYTE VYCIEIIHO 3al[UTH
KaHZUJATCKYIO JUCCEPTAINIO, pelInB npobseMy Yaribirnaa-JIy3uHa o TpaHUIAX TPUMEHUMOCTH
TeopeMbl O AuddepeHINaJIBHOM HepaBeHCTBe); K.T.H., JoueHT bopuc Hwukonaeuu Ilynwsra
(mo MU 61 acnmpanToM KyHOBIIIIEBCKOTO HHIYCTPUAIBHOTO WHCTUTYTA); 3aM. JUPEKTOPA
VMU no yuebHoil paboTe, 3aB. Kadenpoll TEOPUHU MEXaHH3MOB, MAIIUH U TEOPETUUIECKOH
MeXaHHKH, K.T.H., JlolleHT Biagumup MogectoBuu fcrpebo (mo VIMU ObL1 mpemopgaBaTresieM
JIeHUHTPAJICKOTO MOJIUTEXHIYECKOTO UHCTUTYTA); 3aB. KadeApOoi TEXHOJIOTUH MAIIUHOCTPOEHUS U
TEXHUYECKUX HU3MEPEeHUH, K.T.H., oneHT bopuc ®enoposuy ®énopos (mo MMU 3am. riiaBHOTrO
TEXHOJIOTa YpajJMalI3aBojia); 3aB. Kadepold CONMPOTHBJIEHUS MaTEPUaIOB, CTapIIUU
npenogaBaTtessb Koncrantnan MuxaiioBua I'puropeeB (10 MMU BBIMYCKHUK U TIPENOaBaTEh
JIeHMHTPaZICKOTO BOEHHO-MEXaHUYECKOTO MHCTUTYTA); 3aBeAyIONINN Kadeapol TPOeKTUPOBAHUS
paauoanmnaparypsl, K.¢p-M.H. AHatosuil VBanosuu JKapaBuH; 3aB. kadeIpoud IPOEKTUPOBAHUA
MaTeMaTUYEeCKUX CUETHO-PEIIaIIUX YCTPOMCTB, € 1960 T. 3aB.KadeApoll TeXHOJIOTUU
npubopocrpoenus (TIIC) Bukrop boprucosuu [umuuoB (mo MU BBIYCKHUK U IIPENO/IABATEIb
MBTY wum. baymana); k.T.H, gouneHT kadp. TM um TMM Buranuii Huxonoposuu >KypasiieB
(mo MU BhITTyCKHUK JIEHUHTPAJICKOTO BOEHHO-MeXaHuuecKoro nHetutyra 1 MBTY um. Baymana,
mpemnosiaBaTesib AkazieMuu MpoM. BoopyxkeHus) (Memisakos, 1983; VaxI[TY). 3tu u gpyrue
npenoyiaBatenn UMW uurtanu Jjieknuu cTyZeHTaM BoTkuHckoro dbuimana, a mpenojaBaTesisiM
IepefaBajIyd OMIBIT IIOCTAHOBKH y4eOHO-METOANYECKOW K BOCIUTATEIBLHON pPabOTHL. YDPOBEHb
mpemnosiaBaHus B epBoM ¢unane MU 6bu1 3a71aH BBICOKHIA!

W>xeBckue mpernozaBaTesy IpHe3:Kajlud B BOTKMHCK Ha >KeJe3HOZOPOKHOM TPAaHCIIOPTe,
HOueBaJIK B rocTuHUINe BM3, KOTOpas HaxoAWJIach Ha TPEThEM STa)Ke 37aHUSA, a HA CJIEAYIOITHH
JIeHb yesskaymu obpatHo. Jlopora ot MikeBcka /1o BoTkmHCKa ObLla B Te TOAbI TPYHTOBas,
HeIpoe3Xasi B JIOXKAb U 0e3 BUIUMOCTU OT KJIyOOB IBLIU B fICHYIO MOTOjy. JIUMIIb B 1974 TOmy
MOsIBIJIaCh aBTOMOOMJIbHAS Tpacca, cBsA3bIBatomasn ropoza Mokepck u Borkuack (MeTisikos, 1983;
BoTkuHcKas raszera, 1999).

B nmepBoe pecarmiaerve ¢uanasa rOTOBWI MO 3aKa3y BOTKUHCKOTO MalIMHOCTPOUTEIHHOTO
3aBO/la TEXHOJIOTOB MAIIMHOCTPOUTEJIBHOIO IPOU3BO/CTBA, PAKETUYUKOB, CIIEIUAJIMCTOB II0
PaZ03JIeKTPOHHBIM YCTPONCTBAM U CBApIIMKOB. B duinane Havanu QyHKIIMOHUPOBATH KypChl
MOBBIIIEHUA KBUTU(UKAIUU WH>KeHEPHO-TEeXHUYECKOTO IepcoHasa BoTtkunaCcKOTO
MAaIIMHOCTPOUTEJHHOTO 3aBojia (IleJIeBOro HazHaueHWsA U 0e3 OTphIBA OT IIPOU3BOJICTBA).
PaboTHrKY 3aBO/Ia NMeJIU BO3MOKHOCTh 00ydaThCs B GUIHale TaKKe U 110 3a04HOU popMme.

HaumHas ¢ mepBBIX 3aIUT JIMTIOMHBIX MMPOEKTOB B 1961 rofy U 7o 1966 roja JUPEKTOp
BOTKHMHCKOTO MalIMHOCTPOUTEIBHOTO 3aBojia Biasumup AjiekcaHZIpoBUY 3€MIIOB, KaK IJIaBHBIN
3aKa34MK CHElUAINCTOB, JJUUYHO BO3IJIABJISAJI TOCYAAPCTBEHHYIO0 JK3aMEHAIIMOHHYI0 KOMUCCHUIO,
B KOTOPYIO BXOJWJIU IJIaBHBIE CHEIMAJIUCTBhl 3aBojia, IpenoaaBareun VMW u BoTkuHCKOrO
dmwmanma UMU (IITA YP, ®. P-1335. Om. 1. /I. 199. JI. 152, 153). Ilo pesysbTaram 3aIur
JIUTIJIOMHBIX IIPOEKTOB CJIEOBAJIN KAJIPOBBIE PellleHNs: BBIIIYCKHUKOB (UInaia cpa3y Ha3HAvYaIu
Ha4YaJIbHUKAMU 1IEXOB, OTEJIOB, BEAYIIIUMU CIEIUAINCTAMU IIPOU3BO/ICTB.

B 1963 rogy BoTkuMHCKUI MaIIMHOCTPOUTEIBHBIN 3aBOJI 3aBEPIIHJI CTPOUTEIBCTBO yUeOHO-
MTPOU3BOJICTBEHHOTO Kopityca dunnana UMU, B pe3ysibTaTe KOTOPOTO 3/IaHUE C IPUCTPOEM CTAJIO
3aHUMATh IeJIbIN KBapTas OT yaunsl JlennHa fo ynuiel Kuposa. [lnomaas 31aHus yBeTUUUIACH C
814 xB. M. 10 2800 KB. M., B TOM YHCJI€E, ydeOHass — cocTaBmwiIa 1312 KB. M. CTy/IeHTbI BeUepHero
dakynpreta VUMY moayymiu ONOJHUTEJIBHO XOPOWIO OOOpY/OBaHHBIE 15 ayAUTOPUUA U
10 jtabopaTtopuii, 9 COyKeOHBIX TMOMeEIIeHUH U KaOumHeThl Ui mpenoaaBateneir (LA VP,
®. P-1335. Om. 1. /1. 205. JI. 124, 135). BOTKMHCKMI MaIImTHOCTPOUTEIPHBIA TEXHUKYM BbIEXaJI U3
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37IaHUA TOJIBKO B HOsAOpe 1977 rojia B CHENUAIbHO IOCTPOEHHOE JjIf Hero 3/aHue Ha Bropom
nmocéJsike 1o aapecy yia. Koposnésa, 20a.

C mepBbIxX JieT 00pa3oBaHUs By3a B BoTkuHCKe Hauasach paboTa IO IMOJATOTOBKE CBOUX
IIpeno/iaBaTesIbCKUX KaZpoB. BplIn HampassieHbl B IesieBylo acnupanTypy Cepreit ®énopoBud
Kaysabun (B 1961 r., Hay4YHBIH PYKOBOJMTENH K.T.H., 3aB. kKad. UMW Bragumup MopaecroBuu
Actpebos), B.®. [lepeBo3uukoB (B 1962 r. MBTY umenu baymana), I'.I. Taticun (B 1963 r.,
3a04Hasi, HAyYHBI pyKoBoAuTeN b 3aB. Kad. Beicmieit marematuku MMMU, n.m.H., npodeccop
Huxkomnait BuktopoBuu Azbener), JIJI. Jlykun u A.B. Tpyxaué (B 1965 r. MUMU), HOpuit
BuranweBuu 'opurikuii (B 1966 . UMUN) (Metsakos, 1983; MkI'TY). K koHIy 1964/65 yueOHOTO
rojia 13 IMITAaTHBIX IIperoaBaTeiel (akyIbTeTa CAATH 0 1-2 KaHAUAATCKUX sk3aMeHOB (L[['A VP,
®. P-1335. Om. 1. /I. 205. JI. 131-132). B 1965 1 1967 rogax MpOILIN IEPBbIE YCIEITHbIE 3aAITUTHI
KaH/IUJIATCKUX JICccepTaluii, MOATOTOBJIEHHBIX B CTeHax (Quwinaja M pellanlluX pasndyHble
33/la4y pakeTHOro IpousBojcTBa Ha BM3: Biagumupa IlaBnosuua KoBasis, pesysbpTaThl ero
pPaboThl HCIOJIB30BAINCH JIJIA PElIeHUs MPAKTUYECKUX 33/1a4 KOHCTPYHMPOBAHUSA M YCTPAHEHUS
Opaka Ipu U3TOTOBJIEHUU cepUlHBIX y3710B, U Cepresa ®enoposuua Kanabuna, 3a roasl paboThl B
dunuase OH BHEC HEOIEHUMBbIH BKJIAJI B pa3BUTHEe TEOPUU U INPAKTUKU IUIyHKEPHBIX
IUIAHETAPHBIX U BOJIHOBBIX 3yOuarhix nepenay (VoxI'TY).

TFocynmapcTBeHHass 5K3aMeHAIlMOHHAs KoMuccus 1966 roza Obuia co3faHa IIPUKA30M
MBuCCO PCOCP No 246-T'K ot 23.10.1965 1. ®oto M.A. Ilumusiea, 1966 r. Ha ¢oro
npenozaBaTesii BoTkuHckoro BeuepHero (akysbreta IMU (csieBa Hampapo): CT. MPENoAaBaTe b
3uHoBUH AndukoBudy Maiiman (cTouT cieBa), cT. mpenojaaBarens Canmuma McemaryioBaa Marak,
JlekaH BeuepHero dakysibTeTra, oneHT Poreit IBanoBuu MeT/IsIKOB. B 1IEHTpe cToJ1a IIpe/iceiaTelNb
komucceny, fupektop BM3 Biiagumup AstekcaHAPOBUY 3€MII0B, HAUAJIBHUK TEXHUYECKOTO OT/Aesa
BM3 Baagucnas MapteiHoBUY lluyHennc, HavasipHUK IIpousBofcTBa BM3  Ajiekcanzp
I'puropbeBuu Byraii (PucyHox 2).

Puc. 2. ®oto U.A. lllunsena, 1966 .

BOTKHMHCKUH 3aBOJ /IO CHX IIOP SIBJISIETCSA OAHUM M3 BOKHEUIIUX MPEANPUATHH 000POHHO-
NPOMBIIIJIEHHOTO KOMIUIEKCa PoccMM M BBIIMYCKAET BBICOKOTEXHOJOTHUYHYIO HPOAYKIUIO, He
MMEIONIYI0 aHaJoroB B Mwupe. BoTkuHckuil ¢uumnan BeuepHero ¢axysibTeTa MKeBCKOTO
MEeXaHWYeCKOI'0 MHCTUTYTa BBIpOC B KpyIHOoe nogpaszgenenue MxkI'TY umenu M.T. KasnamHukosa.
IIpenomaBatenn u acnupaHTel BoTkumHckoro dwinnana UMUM-MkITY 3a 3TH rofpl yCHeuHo
3aIUTIIN 57 KAHIUAATCKUX JUCCEPTALIUU U 11 JOKTOPCKHUX 110 Pa3HbIM HAYYHBIM HAIIpABJICHUAM.
B Hacrosiee BpemMsa 70 % mpernoziaBaresiell UMeIOT HayIHble cTeneHu. Ecau B 1961 rogy yueOHbIN
IUIaH IIOATOTOBKU CIELUAJINCTOB 1 BOTKMHCKOrO 3aBoja BKJIIOYAI 32 JUCHUIUIMHBI, TO B
HaCToOAIee BpeMA OH COCTOUT W3 75 aucnuiuimH. Ha Hawano 2020 roza B creHax BO MxkITY
IIOZITOTOBJIEHO Q203 CIIENUAIINCTA B O0JIACTH TEXHOJIOTMU MAaIIMHOCTPOEHUS, PAKETOCTPOEHUs,
CTPOUTENBCTBA, SKOHOMUKH U IPOTrPAMMHPOBAHUSA, MHOTHE U3 KOTOPBIX YCIEIIHO paboTaloT
[VIABHBIMU CIEIUAINCTaMU B Pa3HBIX O0JIACTAX HAPOJHOIO XO03fHcTBA, (GOPMUDPYA BBICOKUI
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YPOBeHb ITpodeCCHOHATIBHON U KYJIBTYPHOU CpeZibl IPeAIIPUATHN U OpraHu3anuil. 3/1ech yUUINCh
TeHePIbHBIHN JUPEKTOP BOTKMHCKOTO MAIIMHOCTPOUTEIBHOTO 3aBo/ia (1988-1905 IT.) AJIeKCaHAD
NBanoBuu IlanbsiHoB; pektop MkITY mmenm M.T. KanmamuwmkoBa (2007-2017 TIT.) JOKTOP
TeXHUYeCKUX HayK, mnpodeccop bopuc AHaronbeBu4 fAKUMOBUY; TeHepaJbHBIN JAUPEKTOP
000 «3aBog HI'O «TexnoBek» IOpuit Hukosnaesuu IlapamonoB; nBa nupektopa B® MxITY:
B 2006—2017 IT. JOKTOp TeXHUYECKUX HayK, Ipodeccop Asnexcanzp BasentnHoBuu Penko u c
2017 T'. KAHIUJIAT TEXHUUECKUX HaYK, JI01leHT VIBaH AslekcaHApOoBUY /aBBIZIOB.

NMU-NkITY otkpeul emé 3 puamana B YAMypTUH: B 1962 1. B I'71azoBe u Caparyiie,
B 1997 T. B rop. Kambapke. V:keBCKUN MeXaHUYECKUN MHCTUTYT 32 67 JIeT JIeTETbHOCTH BBIPOC B
OJIVH M3 KPYITHENIITUX TEXHUNIECKUX BYy30B CTPAHbI C MOITHON MH(MPACTPYKTYPOH U MOJIYUIUII CTATYC
W:keBCKOT0 rocyjapcTBeHHOro TexHn4Yeckoro yauepcurtera nMeHnn M.T. Kamamuukosa. Cerogusa
B CTPYKType YHUBepcuTeTa 12 (paKyJIbTeTOB, 2 HAy4HO-UCCIe0BATeIbCKUX UHCTUTYTA, 21 HAY4YHO-
IIPOM3BOJICTBEHHBIX IOApAa3JieJlIeHnid U 5 ¢winajioB (B TOM dYuciae B ropoze YalKOBCKHUI
ITepmckoro Kpasi, OTKPBITBIA B 1992 T.). Paboraror 61 kadeapa M 3 AUCCEPTAIMOHHBIX COBETA.
B ynuBepcurere obydaercsa 0Oosiee 22 ThICAY CTYAEHTOB U AacIHUPAHTOB. OcCyIECTBIISAETCS
IIO/ITOTOBKA MHKEHEPOB 10 65 CIIeUATIBHOCTSAM, 0aKaJIaBpPOB — 10 48 HAIMPaBJIEHHUSAM, MAaTUCTPOB
— 10 37 HaIpasJeHUAM. 3aHATUA JUIA CTYJEHTOB BeAyT 105 JOKTOPOB U IHPO(eCcCcopoB;
396 KaH/IU/IATOB HAyK M JIOIEHTOB, CIIEIINAJIUCThl NPEeANPUATHN 0O00POHHOU IPOMBIIIIEHHOCTH.
ITo Bepcun pedTHHrOBOrO areHTcrBa «JkciepT PA» MxI'TY umenu M.T. KajanrankoBa BXOAUT B
PEUTHHT «100 jy4imux By3oB Poccum» (udmpravda.ru; cavit VxI'TY).

3. 3aKJIIoueHue

[IpoBené€HHBIN aHAIN3 CO3/IaHUA MPO(ECCHOHATBHBIX YUeOHbIX 3aBeJ/IeHU TPHU BOTKMHCKOM
u UkeBCKUX 3aBOAAaxX IIO3BOJIMJI COMNOCTABUTh JIMHAMUKY Pa3BUTUA IPOQPeCcCUOHATBHOTO
obpazoBanus ot Hayana XIX Beka 710 coBpeMeHHOCTH. B mocénke mamuHocTpouTesnet BoTkuncke
(c 1935 roma ropox) paHee, ueM B ropoze (¢ 1918 r.) opyKeHHHUKOB KeBCKe OTKPBIBAIIHCH
yueOHble 3aBeZleHUs ¢ IpodecCHOHATBHOM MOATOTOBKOU. Bojiee akTUBHOE pa3BUTHE BBICIIETO
obpa3zoBaHus B I:keBcke ObLIO CBA3aHO € IPUCBOEHUEM T'OPO/y B 1921 r'OJly CTOJIMYHOIO CTaTyca.

YeokHeHNe TeXHOJIOTMH INPOMBIIIEHHOTO IPOU3BOJCTBA IPHUBEJIO K 3HAYUTEIBHOMY
YBEJIMYEHUIO CPOKA MOJATOTOBKM CIENHAINCTa M KOJIMYeCTBa U3ydaeMblX JUCIUIUINH: OT 6 JieT U
8 yueOHbBIX mucHUILIUH B Havasie XIX Beka 10 16-Tu 1 6oJiee JieT (BKJIIOUasi cpeiHee 00Opa3oBaHUeE)
1 OoJsiee 100 AucHUIUINH K Havyainy XXI Beka. B Hamie BpeMsa paboTaTh B BHICOKOTEXHOJIOTHIHOM
CEeKTOpe, KaKUM SIBJISIETCSI COBPEMEHHAs] ITPOMBIIIIEHHOCTh, 0€3 BBICIIETO OOpa30BaHUSA CTAJIO
HEBO3MOXKHBIM!

AHanu3 TepBbIX JIET AeATeJbHOCTH IKeBCKOTO MEXaHWUYeCKOTO WHCTUTYyTa U TEPBOTO
dwmmana UMU B BoTKHHCKe TTO3BOJISET C/lejIaTh BBIBO, O 3HAUNTEIbHOM BiussHuu MBTY umenu
Baymana Ha MOCTaHOBKY B HUX Y4eOHO-METOAUYECKOU U BOCIIUTATETHLHON pabOThI, YTO BBHIABJISAET
6os1ee rIyO0KyI0 KyIbTYpHYIO cBA3b VIKI'TY umenu M.T. KasanmHukoBa ¢ BeAyIINM TEXHUYECKIM
BY30M CTpaHbl, UeM CUHUTIOCh paHee. Uepe3 opraHusanuio nedckux cBsA3edl €O CTOJTMYHBIMU
By3aMHU IIPaBUTEJIbCTBY YAAJIOCh JIeIEeHTPAIN30BaTh IIOATOTOBKY KAa4eCTBEHHBIX KaJpOB JUIA
MIPOMBIIIJIEHHBIX TpeAnpUATUd Yamyptuu. Beimyckauku Borkunckoro ¢wimana MU, xurtenu
HeOOJIBIIIOT0 MPUYPAJIbCKOTO TOPO/a, JOCTUTAIOT BEPIINH B Kapbhepe, PaHee JOCTYIIHBIX TOJBKO
BBIILyCKHUKAM CTOJIMYHBIX BY30B.

B pesysibrare uccieoBaHus ObLTU BHECEHBI YTOUHEHUS B OpUIINATIBHO IPU3HAHHbBIE (DAKThI:
nepBblii HAbOp cryzeHTOB Ha 1 Kypc MMU cocraBuyn 06ojiee 3HAYUTENBHOE KOJHUYECTBO:
He 200 YeJIOBEK, a 300; Troj nepeaayu BOTKMHCKOMY TEXHUKYMY 34aHus 1o yii. Kuposa, 3 Obu1
1931-1, a He 1938-ii; mepBbIM By30M BOTKMHCKA sBideTcsA (puinas BeuyepHero QakysbreTa
M>keBCKOTO MeXaHWUYeCKOTO WHCTUTYTA, CO3JAaHHBIM B 1958 Trojly, U JIpyTUX BY30B paHee B
Borkuncke He 6b110. [Ipe/icTaBIeHHBIN CIIUCOK MEPBBIX MpenoiaBaTeneid BoTkuHckoro ¢uinana
MMMU, B uyucio xoTopbix Bxoauau mpenoaaBarenu MU, skiarouad pektopa B.II. Octpoymosa,
MOKa3bIBaeT M3HAYIBHO BBICOKMN YypOBEHb IIOCTAHOBKU Y4UeOHO-METOIUUECKON U HaydHOU
pabotsl B ¢unuasne, yro nmo3ponwio ¢unnany MU B TeueHue ABYX JECATHIETUU IMOJTHOCTHIO
pemruTs mpobiieMy cOOCTBEHHBIX HAYUHBIX KaJ[POB.

YTouHeHHe JaThl OTKPBITUS U BPEMEHU JleUCTBUA BeuepHero duimana JIeHHHIpajCcKoro
BOEHHO-MEXaHHUYECKOTO HHCTUTYTa Ipu VkcTanb3aBojie TpebyeT 60s1ee riry0OKUX UCCIeOBAaHUH.
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BBOJIIOIII/IH l'IpO(I)eCCI/IOHaJII)HOI‘O OGPaSOBaHI/I}I mpu BoTknHCKOM
u N:xeBCKHX 3aBOJaX B PETPOCIIEKTUBE

Oubra IOpbeBHa JlapuoHnosa 2:*, JIro6oBb JleonngosHa Hrkeropoosa P

a BorkuHckui duman VkI'TY umenn M.T. Kanamnaukosa, Poccuiickas ®emeparus
b ExaTepuHUHCKUH Juteld, XuMkH, Poccuiickas enepanus

AnHOTanuA. B craTbe aHaTU3UPYyeTCA IMHAMUKA PA3BUTHA TEXHUUYECKOTO 00pa30BaHUA B
M>xeBcke 1 BoTkuHcke ¢ Hauasna XIX Beka /10 HAIIUX JTHEH: OT TOPHOU IIKOJIBI 10 YHUBEPCUTETA.
YcoxkHEeHNEe 3aBOACKUX TEXHOJOTUH TPHUBEJO K 3HAUUTEJIBHOMY YBEJIWYEHUIO CpOKa
MOATOTOBKH CIIEIUAJIUCTa U KOJUYECTBAa H3yYaeMbIX AUCIUIUIMH: OT 6 JieT U 8 y4eOHBIX
JUCHUIUTMH B Hadase XIX Beka 70 16-17 Jier (BKIOYas cpefaHee obOpa3oBaHue) U OoJiee
100 gucnuiuinH Kk Hadany XXI Beka. UcciieoBaHue mepBBIX JieT JeATeJbHOCTH M:KeBCKOTO
MeXaHUUYeCKOTO MHCTUTYTa U IepBoro ¢uimana UMU B BoTkuHCcKe BBIABUIO 60Jjiee TIyOOKYIO
UX KyJIbTypHyIO cBA3b ¢ MBTY umenu baymana, yem cuwurtasocsk pasee. IlocpeactBom
YCTaHOBJIEHUSI ODUIUATBHBIX IIe(PCKUX CBA3EN BEAYIEr0 TEXHUYECKOTO By3a CTPaHbI ¢ BHOBB
CO3/IaBaeMbIM  HUHCTUTYTOM B  nepud@epuiiHOM  PperuoHe  IPABUTEJbCTBY  YaJI0Ch
JelleHTPaJIN30BaTh  IIOATOTOBKY  BBICOKOKAQUECTBEHHBIX KaJpOB Jid  [OPOMBINIJIEHHBIX
NpeANpUATUN U APYTUX OTpacjiell SKOHOMUKU Y IMypPTHUH.

KiaroueBsle cJjoBa: wucropua Yamyptuu, ucropuss IMixxescka, ucropus BoTkuHCKa,
BoTKMHCKUI 3aBOJ, TeXHHUYECKOe O00Opa3oBaHUE, [AparocTpoeHre B BOTKWHCKe, BBICIIEE
obpazoBanue, MBTY umenu H.D. baymana, VDKI['TY umenu M.T. KamamuwkoBa, BoTKuHCKUH
prmman UMU-NkITY.
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Abstract

Populations of different societies differ enormously in their average intelligence scores.
Scores of humans from developing countries are lower than those of humans living in advanced
countries. Scores of populations of industrialized countries have been continuously growing for
more than 100 years. These two groups of phenomena are interconnected to each other.
The analysis presented here inserts the psychometric research results, circling around the Flynn
effect, into the context of Piagetian cross-cultural psychology. The results of more than
1.000 empirical enquiries, basing on this comparably smaller twin industry, carried out in the past
80 years, have shown that populations of pre-modern societies are staying on preoperational and
concrete-operational stages and do not reach the stage of formal operations usually. Only
adolescents of modern societies gain the cultural opportunity to develop this stage of abstract
thinking. The both leading theories of intelligence, rightly commented, come to the same
conclusion referring to the relationship of culture and cognition. Both approaches can support each
other. Moreover, the essay combines these insights with notions stemming from ethnology, history,
and sociology. The resulting conclusions are helpful to a better understanding not only of mental
structures but also of the development of culture and social structures.

Keywords: developmental psychology, stage theory, cognitive structures, cross-cultural
psychology, intelligence, Flynn effect.

1. Introduction

This essay aims to accomplish several tasks. First of all, it intends to combine the
psychometric intelligence research with the cognitive-developmental approach. The cognitive-
developmental approach can help to reach a fuller comprehension of the “nature” of intelligence
than the more restricted means of the psychometric tradition allow. Moreover, the cognitive-
developmental approach can deliver a better understanding of the fundamentals and implications
lying behind the diverging levels of intelligence. Secondly, the essay shows that it is useful to
interpret the data stemming from the psychometric tradition as parts of the data the cognitive-
developmental approach presents. More exactly, divergent intelligence scores can be understood as
parts and dimensions of divergent levels of personality development, usually measured by stage
theories that describe the ontogenetic development from infancy over childhood and adolescence
to adulthood. Thus, low intelligence scores are a part of more or less childlike anthropological
stages, whereas higher scores are manifestations of more mature anthropological stages. Thirdly,
the essay tries to deepen the understanding of the relationship between cognition and intelligence
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on the one side and culture and history on the other side. It wants to illuminate the impact of
intelligence or cognitive stages on culture and history, the influence of diverging scores or cognitive
structures on different cultures. The cognitive-developmental approach respectively the Piagetian
cross-cultural psychology (PCCP) delivers the key to base disciplines called Historical
Anthropology, Historical Psychology, mentality research (in the historical disciplines) and micro-
sociology (in social sciences). It provides the deepest notions about “humans”, about humans in
history, about human development in different cultures, about thinking, worldview, and behavior
in pre-modern and modern societies. Forthly, in the past 30 years, I developed a theory program
called “structural-genetic theory program” that intends to apply the empirical results of the
cognitive-developmental approach respectively of the PCCP to social sciences and humanities,
basing on ten books and numerous articles in the meantime. I showed that the history of
humankind, the history of economy, culture, law, sciences, philosophy, religion, morals, and
customs needs to be reconstructed on the basis of the cognitive-developmental approach.
For example, the prevalence of magic, superstition, theology, and irrational customs in pre-modern
societies stem from lower forms of cognition, whereas the rise of higher stages of cognition and
intelligence accounts for the evolution of modern sciences, age of enlightenment, the humanitarian
revolution, democracy and industrial society in the past 300 years. Thus, divergent levels of
intelligence and psyche have played a much bigger role in constituting human’s history than
usually assumed. Fifthly, these notions are crucial in basing several humanities, ranging from
sinology and Egyptology over ethnology and archaeology to history, economy and sociology.
The notions these disciplines have procured in their long history have to be referred to the
knowledge the PCCP respectively the structural-genetic theory programme has accumulated and
then have to be corrected or modified against this new background.

2. Discussion

The historical links between the two paradigms

One hundred years ago, the links between psychometric intelligence research and developmental
psychology were more close than today. For example, William Stern was an important father of
German developmental psychology and intelligence research as well. Jean Piaget, the worldwide most
influential developmental psychologist so far, started his career under the direction of Simon in the
laboratory of Alfred Binet in Paris in 1919. The work with intelligence tests induced him to develop his
stage theory because he wanted to understand the systematically wrong answers of children and the
related phenomenon of rising intelligence in ontogenesis (Piaget, 1976: 24-26).

However, in the following decades the links between these two paradigms weakened
increasingly. Developmental psychology largely remained a child psychology, and intelligence
research surmounted or lost its adherence to the broader frame and deeper fundamentals of
developmental psychology. Intelligence research tried to isolate “intelligence” as a separate,
independent, and closed phenomenon, something that is reducible to the capability to reason.
Despite of the largely separated and divergent paths of both approaches there were some
researchers who still have been emphasizing their correspondences during the whole past century.
Though, they mainly worked out this link by comparing and applying the tests of both traditions,
especially by inserting Piagetian test procedures in those known in the psychometric tradition.
Usually, they overlooked the possibilities the cognitive-developmental approach could offer to
frame and to interpret the phenomenon “intelligence”. Among the researchers who tried to
integrate the two traditions were, for example, Tuddenham (1969), Demetriou, Efklides (1987),
Vernon (1969), Freitag (1983), Gustafsson, Undheim (1996), Sternberg, Rivkin (1979), Mogdil,
Mogdil (1976, vol. VIII: 59 f), and Case, Demetriou, Platsidou, Kazi (2001).

The comparison between the two paradigms is interesting especially with regard to their
respective cross-cultural empirical results. Both approaches discovered specific connections
between intelligence or cognitive stages on the one side and culture on the other side. Against the
results of both theories, pre-modern populations stay on lower stages of cognition and
intelligence, whereas populations, living in modern societies, are characterized by higher scores
or stages. James Flynn recognized as late as 2001 that the rise of intelligence is real and not a
methodological artefact, as he used to believe the two decades before (Flynn, 2006; Flynn, 2007;
Flynn, 2008). However, this insight alone does not procure a full understanding of that what
happened in history with man’s intelligence and psyche.
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The empirical surveys of PCCP of the past 80 years hint to a parallel conclusion, hardening,
deepening, and verifying the results circling around the “Flynn effect”. The evolution of the
adolescent stage of cognition and psyche, the stage of formal operations, is bound to populations
of modern societies only, whereas populations of pre-modern societies remain bound to pre-
operational or concrete operational stages (Dasen, Berry 1974; Dasen, 1977; Freitag, 1983;
Eckensberger, 1979; Poortinga, 1977; Schofthaler, Goldschmidt, 1984; Luria, 1982; Hallpike,
1979; Oesterdiekhoff, 1997—-2020). Thus, the historical evolution of formal operations
corresponds to the growth of intelligence. Additionally, both paradigms evidence that the rise of
modern school systems and curricula, among many other features of modern cultures, has the
biggest stake in causing the increase of intelligence and the origination of formal operations
respectively the adolescent anthropological stage (Oesterdiekhoff, Rindermann 2008). Thus,
the cross-cultural intelligence research, especially the phenomenon of rising intelligence, the
Flynn effect, needs to be embedded in the context of PCCP and structural-genetic theory
programme. Then it is possible to reach a better understanding of divergent intelligence levels of
different populations and of the connections between psyche and intelligence on the one side and
culture and history on the other side.

Culture and intelligence: the empirical results of the psychometric approach

According to Barber (2005: 280), the populations of the listed world regions have following
intelligence scores: Europe (25 nations) 97.48, Africa (17) 70.82, Asia (20) 91.50, North and South
America (15) 87.13, and Oceania (4) 92.25. According to Lynn (2006), the average 1Q of Eastern
Asians is 105, of Europeans 99, of people from India and North Africa 84 each, of people from
Black Africa 67, and the IQ of the Khoisan amounts only 54.

However, these data have only a historical or contemporary nature, not a static, eternal, and
invariable status. They only reveal the present intelligence level of contemporary generations.
The research knows about these populations changes of scores over time and over succeeding
generations. The phenomenon of rising intelligence is liable to all continents and world regions,
liable to many populations, namely to all those, whose living conditions came under modernization
pressure. There must be a strong correlation between the causes behind the phenomenon of rising
intelligence, known as Flynn effect, and the IQ differences between different populations
(Nijenhuis, 2012).

For example, the IQ of the Chinese in their mother country rose from 1936 to 1986
considerably. They gained 22 points on the Raven Progressive Matrices test (Flynn, 1998: 49).
Japanese and Chinese in their respective mother countries had around 1920 an IQ of 77 and 70
respectively, according to the British standard of that time, which was lower than today (Luria,
2002: 42; Sowell, 1994: 160). Children aged 6 to 15 gained 20 points on the Wechsler test in Japan
between 1951 and 1975 (Flynn, 1987: 172-182). The IQ of Chinese and Japanese living in North
America was below that of the Whites in the Sixties and Seventies of the past century, according to
the conclusions of James Flynn (1991), basing on his reanalysis of eleven leading surveys carried
out in the US. According to them, their non-verbal mean IQ was in the 94-101 range, and their
verbal mean IQ in the 90-95 range. However, by the end of the 20t century, Eastern Asians
became more and more successful and outperformed most other ethnic groups, no matter whether
they lived in their original countries Japan, China, Korea, or Taiwan, or as immigrants elsewhere.
Although they are at the moment not superior to white Europeans and North Americans in verbal
ability, they have surpassed them now in most other intellectual skills (Lynn, 2006; Lynn,
Vanhanen, 2002; Chan, Vernon, 1988: 352; Iwawaki, Vernon 1988: 375). Eastern Asians had lower
scores than white Europeans or Americans 50 and 100 years ago, but nowadays the opposite is
true, however, not to the same rate. The Eastern Asians had lower scores than their White
counterparts at least during the first half of the 20t century and also still somewhat later, but the
White people of that time had lower scores than their White descendants and Eastern Asians at
present as well.

The scores of the Russians rose tremendously during the era of communist modernization
(Vernon, 1969: 16, 232). The IQ, measured by Raven’s Matrices, increased by 18 points in
Argentina from 1968 to 1998 and in Israel from 1954 to 1984.

The phenomenon of rising intelligence is also observable among Black people in Africa and
America. The evidence for the rise of scores among American Blacks goes back at least to 1909
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(Huang, Hauser, 1998: 319). During World War I, Blacks from the more developed North of the US
scored 90, from the South 80. At that time, black soldiers from Ohio, Illinois, New York, and
Pennsylvania scored higher than white soldiers from Georgia, Arkansas, Kentucky, and Mississippi.
Black orphans adopted by white families had a mean IQ of 106 (Scarr, Weinberg, 1976; Sowell,
1994: 167). In 1980, Blacks in the United States reached the IQ level of the Whites in 1930 (Neisser,
1998b: 5). A new trend of rising scores among US-Blacks came into being especially after 1965.
Between 1970 and 1985 alone, the Black-White gap in reading competence decreased by about
50 %, in maths by 25-40 %, and in science by 15-25 %. The gap amounts today still for some points
only (Hauser, 1998: 220; Grissmer, 1998: 251, 263). The Black-White IQ difference is comparable
to corresponding differences between Catholics and Protestants in Northern Ireland or Jews from
Western and Eastern Europe in Israel, measured about 40 years ago (Smooha, 1978: 162; Eysenck,
1971: 123; Sowell, 1994: 160; Vernon, 1969: 74).

The phenomenon of rising intelligence among white Europeans goes back to the first days of
intelligence measurement. John Raven, the son of J.C. Raven, who invented the Raven’s
Progressive Matrices, calculated the Briton’s growth of intelligence since the 19%™ centuries.
He took the test scores of persons who were between 25 and 65 years of age in 1942 and compared
them to persons who were between 25 and 65 years of age in 1992. This data basis enabled the
researchers to analyse and to compare persons born in the long time span between 1877 and 1967.
According to the valid adjustment of intelligence scores in 1992 (with Raven’s Matrices) the scores
of 90 % of the Britons born in 1877 are falling under the IQ-level of 75 that is under the level of the
weakest percentages of those who were born in 1967. The rise of the intelligence concerns the total
population and does not consist only of improvements in the weaker groups. The percentages with
the highest IQ in the 19t centuries would be the percentages of today”s bottom level. The groups of
18-32 years of age attained a rise of at least 20 points over the last 100 years, those between
33-67 years of age gained a rise of 30 points (Raven et al., 1993).

Storfer (Storfer, 1990: 89ff) found similar results in the USA. During World War I, the
intelligence of US-soldiers had been systematically measured. While soldiers with German, English
or French origins attained scores above 100 (mean score of US-Americans), soldiers stemming
from Southern and Eastern Europe reached scores only within the eighties. Immigrants, being
tested during World War I, from the Baltic countries, the Balkan, Poland, Russia, Greece, Italy,
Spain, and Portugal had mean scores around 80 (Sowell, 1994: 159; Molnar, 2002: 283f). In those
days, these scores were characteristic to the IQ of inhabitants of the Eastern and Southern
European Countries. These immigrants reached scores of about 55, compared to present-day
adjustments. White US-Americans attained a rise of 25 points between 1918 and 1995 (measured
by the Wechsler-Binet-test). Compared to 1992, the white US-Americans therefore had an average
IQ of 75 in 1918 (Flynn, 1998: 36f). But the immigrants of Eastern and Southern Europe scored
about 20 points below that level. These low scores of 50 to 60 points are nowadays typical for the
weakest countries in Black Africa.

The IQ of immigrants from England, France, and Germany was above 100 in the USA during
World War I, while the IQ of immigrants from backward Southern and Eastern Europe was below
that value. 67 % of US-soldiers from England attained scores over 100, so did 49 % of the Germans,
but only 26 % of the Irish, 19 % of the Russians, 14 % of the Italians, and 12 % of the Polish people
serving in the army (Sowell, 1994: 162). The low performance of these ethnic groups refers to a fact
that the psychologist H. H. Goddard explained in 1913 this way: “These people can not deal with
abstractions.”.

The tests carried out in World War II revealed that the IQ of US-soldiers had risen for
13 points in the time span of about 25 years between the two wars (Tuddenham, 1948). The IQ of
US-citizens of Italian origin was 92 during the third decade of the past century; it rose to 95 in the
forties, and to 100 in the seventies. The IQ of US-citizens stemming from Poland was measured
with 91 in the third decade, grew to 99 in the forties, and reached 109 in the seventies (Sowell,
1994: 166). The rise of the IQ of the Jews of Eastern Europe is most impressing. Most of the
Russian and Polish immigrants had been Jews, measured with scores of around 80 at Ellis island,
about 1910. Within a few decades they succeeded in attaining average scores of about 115 (Pintner,
1931: 453; Sarich, Miele 2004: 231). White US-Americans, living in remote rural areas, continued
to score with around 85 (Sowell, 1994: 163).
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While the IQ of US-Americans rose between 1918 and 1995 for about 25 points (in the above
mentioned tests), to the same amount as the IQ of British people rose from 1877 to 1992, the IQ of
people from Eastern and Southern Europe increased for about 40 points in the past 100 years.
Today, there are no big IQ differences left within white people in Europe, whether they may live in
Western, Eastern, or Southern Europe (Irvine, Berry, 1988; Lynn, Vanhanen, 2002; Lynn, 2006).

The biggest push of intelligence seems to have taken place in the time span between 1945 and
1990, with regard to both Americas, Europe, Russia, Japan, China, and some other world regions.
West German children aged 6 to 15 gained 20 points on the Wechsler test between 1954 and 1981.
On Raven’s Matrices tests, the IQ of Dutch conscripts rose by 21 points between 1952 and 1982.
Between 1949 and 1974 the French achieved a gain of 25 points on the Raven test, and 9 points in
maths and vocabulary (Flynn, 1987: 172-182). That was the time span when the scores of the
Russians, Japanese, Chinese, Koreans, and Americans increased, too.

The proper interpretation of the data induces a clear pattern. A century ago, the higher IQ of
the British people, compared to that of US-Americans, French and German immigrants to the US,
was bound to the advance of modernization in England at that time. The IQ advance of almost
20 points, British, French, and German immigrants had, compared to the immigrants of Southern
and Eastern Europe, completely lies in the context of this connection between the levels of
intelligence and modernization. A century ago, the four advanced countries had developed high
levels of industrialism and had built up a school system encompassing more or less the whole
population. But the other backward European countries were characterized by low levels of
modernization and education (Oesterdiekhoff, 2005; Flynn, 2007). Consequently, after World War
II, the later modernization of Eastern and Southern Europe caused the rise of their populations”
IQ. The same is true with the rest of the world that came under modernization pressure.

This fact fits the phenomenon called the Flynn effect that describes the steady rise of IQ of all
populations from industrialized countries during the past 100 years. The rise of IQ started more or
less with the beginning of industrialization and modernization in the 19t centuries, according to a
widespread opinion (Meisenberg, 2006; Flynn, 2006, Flynn, 2007; Neisser, 1998b; Oesterdiekhoff,
2006; Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a + b; Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a, Oesterdiekhoff, 2012 a + b).

Britons, French, Germans, and North Americans had lower scores (20 to 30 points) one
hundred years ago than today. But Chinese, Japanese, Russians, Eastern and Southern Europeans,
Black Africans, Black Australians, and other ethnicities were even still below that level (again 20 to
30 points), as the measurements of that time had revealed. This implies, that this non-Western
group of backward populations, including Italians, Greeks, Chinese, and Russians, had scores
around 50, compared to present measurement standards. Such scores around 50 are typical for
populations of the weakest countries in Black Africa of today. The IQ of Indians of North and South
America, Australian Aborigines, Khoisan and other Black ethnic groups, and pre-modern
Europeans and Asians typically are falling in the range of 50 to 70 (Irvine & Berry 1988; Lynn &
Vanhanen 2002; Lynn 2006; Vernon 1969; Maistriaux 1955; Biesheuvel 1943; Porteus 1937; Luria
2002). These scores are measured in this range when the peoples of these cultures didn’t stand
much or not at all under modern influences. This is the result of thousands of studies carried out in
the last 130 years since the days of Francis Galton. Therefore, all pre-modern populations must
have been characterized by very low scores in the whole history of mankind, in all cultures and
ethnic groups around the globe.

According to present standards, more than 90 % of the Britons born in 1877 had an IQ of
under 75 (Raven et al. 1993). 90 years ago, Eastern and Southern Europeans showed IQ scores of
more or less 50, compared to present standards. Against the background of these and other data
and considerations we have to assume that even the people of Northwest Europe had such low
scores before the beginning of industrialization and modernization in the 17t and 18t centuries.
We come to the conclusion that the French, English, and Germans had IQ scores of less than 75 in
the 18t century, scores comparable to those of non-European peoples of pre-modern societies
around the globe. The calculations of Raven, won among the globally most advanced country one
100 years ago, do not allow any other consideration. The intelligence of the Britons born in 1877
has the same historical nature as the intelligence of all the other groups mentioned. The hint to the
high standard of school education in England (and France, Germany, and the USA) at that time
suffices to evidence the historical nature both of the British values mentioned and of the superiority
of these Western populations compared to all other populations. The connection between low
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intelligence and pre-modern social structures (especially illiteracy) on the one hand and higher
intelligence and modernity (especially literacy and modern curricula) on the other hand concerns all
populations (Luria, 2002; Vernon, 1969: 42, 219, 232; Barber, 2005: 275; Klich, 1988: 433f;
Oesterdiekhoff, 1997; Oesterdiekhoff, 2000; Oesterdiekhoff, 2006; Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a;
Oesterdiekhoff, 2009b; Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a; Flynn, 2007). Whereas the Eastern Asians had lower
scores than Western Europeans one 100 years ago, they nowadays have usually higher scores,
although the recent generations of Europeans raised their scores tremendously, too! The extremely
severe school system in Asia seems to be the most decisive factor to the prime position of Eastern
Asian people regarding the last decades (Flynn, 1991; Flynn, 1998: 49). Accordingly, test
psychologists saw in the bad schools in China 50 years ago the main cause for the weak results of the
Chinese in Piaget tasks and intelligence tests as well (Goodnow, Bethon 1966: 573ff).

It is quite clear that, in the minds of some laymen or critics, these facts can arouse doubts
upon the reliability and utility of intelligence measurements at all. However, this difficulty to
interpret concerns even the best experts. It is by no chance that James Flynn as late as 2001
acknowledged that the low scores of deceased or pre-modern populations are real and not
methodological artefacts. Low scores up to 75 usually are indicators of mental handicaps — how
could ancient populations then master their lives when outfit by these low levels? Ethnologists,
psychologists, and sociologists before World War II often had no problems to attribute to the so-
called primitives low forms of intelligence. But nowadays (since about 1970) the ideologies both of
the “cultural relativism” and of the “intellectual unity of mankind” dominate more or less within all
humanities and social sciences. Does it mean that the phenomenon of low intelligence of pre-
modern populations verifies the ideas of older generations of scholars concerning the childlike
psyche and intelligence of ancient man? “If we project IQ gains back to 1900, the average 1Q scored
against current norms was somewhere between 50 and 70. If IQ gains are in any sense real, we are
driven to the absurd conclusion that a majority of our ancestors were mentally retarded.” (Flynn,
2007: 9f) But the gains are real, according to his own opinion held since 2001. As long as
psychologists understand the Flynn effect as an anomaly they have no possibility to understand
both the nature of intelligence and rising scores as well. The Flynn effect, respectively the current
interpretation of the history of man’s intelligence, seems to verify leading theories of the
humanities developed in the time span 1800-1970.

The problem is by no means solved when we identify the causes of rising intelligence in
changes of education, nutrition, media, and occupation. The research needs to focus the nature of
(low and rising) intelligence scores and the implications of this phenomenon. Before I start the
discussion about the causes and the nature of intelligence, basing on the psychometric tradition,
I want to present the data won by the PCCP. These data help to gain a better understanding of the
psychometric research. Afterwards, I will resume the discussion mentioned. The reference to data
about pre-modern populations won by research basing on developmental psychology, namely on
Jean Piaget and Alexandr Luria, has supported James Flynn in his understanding of the real nature
of the growth of intelligence. “I want to say that Georg Oesterdiekhoff brought a Piagetian
interpretation of the past to my attention.” (Flynn, 2007: 82). Correspondingly, his book is now full
of hints to the Piagetian cross-cultural results that support his “hard” interpretation of the
psychometric data concerning the low intelligence of pre-modern populations. However, his
position is only harder than previously; it is not really hard, as the quotation in the previous section
already indicates.

Developmental psychology

Developmental or child psychology is not only a theory of intelligence and cognition but a
theory of the overall development of psyche and personality. It describes the development of the
human being from infancy over childhood and adolescence to adulthood. It discloses the growth of
intelligence and cognition as parts of the growth of personality, as parts of the ontogenetic
development of the human being. The ultimate cause to the ontogenetic development of psyche
and personality, including cognition and intelligence, is the physiological development of the brain.
It needs a time span of roughly two decades to attain its mature status (Piaget, Inhelder, 1969;
Case, 1999; Biihler, 1930; Werner, 1948; Kohlberg, 1974).

Jean Piaget, following especially James Mark Baldwin, has delivered the most elaborated
description of ontogenetic development. He divided, as his American forerunner did, the
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ontogenetic development into four stages. The purely practical and visual intelligence of the
suckling characterizes the sensory-motor stage, encompassing the first 18 months of life. The child
of the second stage, the preoperational stage, develops language, reasoning, memories and
anticipations, those capabilities, which separate humans from animals. The third stage, the stage of
concrete operations, originates the possibilities to logical co-ordinations and classifications of
objects, when they are given to the senses. Among humans of modern societies, this stage unfolds
stepwise between their sixth and tenth year of age. The forth and final stage, the stage of formal
operations, develops gradually between the tenth and twentieth year of age. Reflexive, abstractive,
experimental, combinatorial, and hypothetical-deductive reasoning routines and capabilities shape
this stage of adolescent thinking (Piaget, 1950; Piaget, Inhelder, 1969). This stage, which bases the
overall adolescent development of personality, is bound to humans of modern societies only,
as I will disclose and evidence below.

Developmental psychology and stage theory have described that humans attaining higher
stages establish new structures of personality and psyche and overcome the older ones. On each
different stage humans gain new forms of experiencing and interpreting the inner and outer world,
the psychological, physical, social, and moral world. Thus, developmental psychology does not only
describe the growth of intelligence but also the evolution of the material understanding of the
world. Humans on different psycho-cognitive or anthropological stages have different capabilities
and understandings of logic (such as deduction, inference, classification, number), of categories
(such as causality, chance, probability, possibility, necessity), of physics (such as mass, volume,
length, space, time, weight), of social relations (such as perspectives, interactions, self-awareness,
empathy), and morals (such as rules, responsibility, intentions, punishment, shame).

A stage is a structure defined to lower and higher stages as well. A stage is something like a
cognitive cage: persons on a certain stage cannot restore the overcome structures and do not
provide about the higher stages. Humans on different stages are different kinds of humans;
therefore, they are standing on different anthropological stages.

It is impossible to give here an overview on these facts. Therefore, I will present here only
some phenomena to illustrate these coherencies. The difference between sensory-motor and
preoperational stages is self-evident on the first glance: The rise of language in the second year of
life suffices to evidence the evolution of the second stage. I will describe only one experiment,
among hundreds known, namely the test regarding the conservation of volumes, to demonstrate
the evolution of the third stage, the stage of concrete operations. Children of four years of age
understand that the amount of water in two equal glasses with the same water levels is really
identical. When the content of one of the glasses is poured into a longer, but smaller glass, then the
child on the preoperational stage believes that the amount of water has changed. His common
answer is that the volume has increased. When the child, however, gives the right answer, then this
is an indicator to his attainment of the concrete operations. The narrow range of attentiveness,
the inability to focus simultaneously several aspects, and to compensate the observable
impressions by considering all dimensions (length, width, height) account to the non-preservation
of volume. The preoperational child’s thinking is static and irreversible: It cannot go back to the
start of the action to compare the beginning and the result of the pouring. Concrete operations,
however, base on reversibility, on the simultaneity of the consideration both of aspects of objects
and parts of action (Piaget, Inhelder, 1941; Piaget, 1950; Petter, 1975; Mogdil, Mogdil, 1976).

I will present two examples for the formal operations, one, which describes their initial
origination (sub-stage A) and one that characterizes sub-stage B. Children on the concrete level do
not master logical deductions such as syllogisms but only empirical deductions. The mastering of
syllogism demands to combine sentences logically. Two sentences have to be linked in order to find
the solution, of which the first sentence (“precious metals do not rust”) has the nature of a general
judgment and implies the major premise, while the second statement (“gold is a precious metal”)
comprises as a particular statement the minor premise. Children in their first decade of life all over
the world don’t find the right solution that gold as a precious metal doesn’t rust. The more
complicated, contra-intuitive syllogisms, can be solved only by older teenagers and belong to sub-
stage B (Schroder, 1989). The colour or the pendulum task also belong to sub-stage B because they
provide experimental and combinatorial controls. In the pendulum task subjects are given two
different weights and two ropes with different lengths. The only way to find the relevant factor that
accounts for the amount of oscillation is to isolate one factor against all others. Only systematic
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experiments, only the combination of all factors, can evidence the length of the rope as the single
factor (Piaget, Inhelder, 1958).

I just mentioned three tasks among several hundreds used to describe stage development,
intellectual capabilities, and their mental implications and behavior consequences. Children in
modern societies unfold regularly the concrete operations between their sixth and their tenth year
of life, sub-stage A of formal operations between their tenth and fifteenth year of life and sub-stage
B in the following years (but only 30-50 % of modern youths attain B). These three examples can
only offer a small hunch of the insights into the different mental worlds of humans on different
stages developmental psychology has procured. Persons on different psycho-cognitive or
anthropological stages live in completely different worlds and have different resources to think and
to act available.

Piagetian cross-cultural psychology

The cross-cultural application of Piagetian stage theory started roughly 1932 and had its peak
more or less between 1960 and 1990. More than 1.000 tests were applied to hundreds of
ethnicities, milieus, classes, and age groups on all continents. The first conclusion is that even
exotic ethnicities react to the tests and can be measured. Stage theory really describes the universal
human development from infancy to adulthood. , It was found that the responses and explanations
given by the Aboriginal children could be classified without difficulty into the stages described by
Piaget.“ (Dasen, 1974b: 395) “Whenever Piagetian tests are applied in non-Western cultures, the
same stages as those originally described by Piaget are found, but the rate of development is
usually affected by environmental influences.” (Dasen, 1974b: 381) This universality results from
the general trend stemming from the maturation of brain and mind during ontogenesis. Different
cultures nevertheless affect this biological-psychological development, largely by determining the
final stage humans can achieve. Different populations have different possibilities to climb the
ladder, to reach higher anthropological summits respectively psycho-cognitive stages.

Humans in modern societies always complete the concrete operations and reach sub-stage A
of formal operations. However, only 30-50 % acquire sub-stage B (Schroder, 1989: 204f; Mogdil,
Mogdil, 1976, vol. I1I: 149). In France, for example, there was an increase in attaining sub-stage B
from 1967 to 1996 (Flynn, 2007: 31). This implies that the anthropological summit or the
developmental age of modern humans distribute more or less between 12 and 20. All humans of pre-
modern societies develop the sensory-motor and the preoperational stages the way stage theory
predicts. But the stage of concrete operations develops with a time lag of some years or not at all. It is
developed only by a lesser or greater proportion of pre-modern populations and even then only in
specific domains. With regard to the above-mentioned test on the conservation of volume it is usual
among pre-modern populations that only certain percentages reach the stage of concrete operations.
This test alone has been replicated some hundred times among all sorts of ethnicities and milieus
around the world. The percentage of “preservers” distribute between 0 and 100 % of adult humans,
depending on the culture tested. For example, Patricia Greenfield found that 50 % of the illiterate
adult Wolof from Senegal did not master the conservation of volume, whereas the literate adults
succeeded all. Thus, she concluded with regard to the developmental age of the illiterate Wolof: “That
experiment and this one suggest that, without school, intellectual development, defined as any
qualitative change, ceases shortly after age nine.” (Greenfield, 1966: 234).

All other surveys on concrete operations in pre-modern societies hint to the same point and
allow the same far reaching conclusions on the stop of qualitative cognitive changes among illiterate
people across all cognitive tasks whatever questioned. The research showed that, for example, in a
certain population 30 % of people may master task 1, 50 % task 2, 0 % task 3, 70 % task 4, etc.
Therefore, pre-modern populations are usually asymptotically divided in preservers and non-
preservers. Thus, pre-modern populations master this third stage only partially. There are tribes with
nearly absent concrete operations and others with certain percentages of “preservers”, but then
limited to specific domains and contents. For example, while residents of deserts regularly preserve
lengths and spaces but not volumes and weights, the reverse is seen among village dwellers (Dasen,
1984). However, in either case only certain percentages reach the concrete operations.

Adults from hunter and gatherer bands, from illiterate pre-modern peasant societies, from
backward regions in developing countries do not develop the formal operations at all.
The incomplete development of the concrete operations and the total lack of formal operations are
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deeply connected. The less intelligent part of such populations does not acquire neither concrete
nor formal operations. The more intelligent part is just able to perform the concrete operations, at
least partially, but fails at all in reaching the formal stage. The asymptotic development of concrete
operations and the total lack of formal operations belong together (Dasen, 1974a, Dasen, 1974b;
Dasen, 1977; Eckensberger, 1979; Freitag, 1983; Greenfield, 1966; Kohlberg, 1974; Mogdil, Mogdil,
1976, vol. 8; Poortinga, 1977; Schoéfthaler, Goldschmidt, 1984; Werner, 1979; Flynn, 2007; Vernon,
1969; Hallpike, 1979; Oesterdiekhoff, 1997—2020).

Dozens of authors have recognized that these are the main findings of PCCP and have drawn
some relevant conclusions. “According to this evidence, it can no longer be assumed that adults of
all societies reach the concrete operational stage. However, the cross-cultural differences
summarized above are quantitative ones only. It is the rate of development which is in question,
not the structure of thinking. As such, the generality of Piaget’s system is not threatened.” (Dasen,
1974a: 418) “In particular it is quite possible (and it is the impression given by the known
ethnographic literature) that in numerous cultures adult thinking does not proceed beyond the
level of concrete operations, and does not reach that of propositional [formal] operations,
elaborated between 12 and 15 years of age in our culture.” (Piaget, 1974: 309) Moreover, in many or
most of his books Piaget wrote that the primitives do not even acquire the concrete operations but
remain bound to the preoperational stage. “However, formal operational thinking is apparently
absent in many world cultures...” (Chapman, 1988: 98) “En numerosas investigaciones
epistemologicas, Jean Piaget ha senalado las “analogias” entre las concepciones cognitivas y
morales de las sociedades primitivas y el pensamiento en las fases iniciales de la ontogénesis.
Segun €l los niveles del desarrollo ontogenético, del pensamiento matematico-l6gico, asi como de
las categorias elementales del conocimiento o de la moral, se pueden encontrar en el desarrollo
historico de la especie humana.” (Ibarra, 2007: 13)

For example, the so-called primitives usually do not master syllogisms and other forms of
logical deductions, Piaget discovered only among modern teenagers but not among children.
Alexandr Luria was in 1932 & 1933 one of the first to describe these particularities. His book on the
Kashgar people of Usbekistan was a milestone of cross-cultural research.

“Subject: Abdurakhm, age thirty-seven, from remote Kashgar village, illiterate.

Question (Q): Cotton can grow only where it is hot and dry. In England it is cold and damp.
Can cotton grow there?

Answer (A): I don”t know it.

Q: Think about it.

A: I"ve only been in the Kashgar country: I don”t know beyond that...

Commentary: Refusal; reference to lack of personal experience.

Q: But on the basis of what I said to you, can cotton grow there?

A: If the land is good, cotton will grow there, but if it is damp and poor, it won”t grow. If it"s
like the Kashgar country, it will grow there too. If the soil is loose, it can grow there too, of course.

Commentary: Both premises ignored, reasoning conducted within the framework of
conditions advanced independently.” (Luria, 1982: 108)

Luria found the same explanations to the failure of the adults as Piaget himself had given
with regard to children. The Luria following research reported the same phenomenon with regard
to backward illiterate peoples in America, Africa, and Asia. The interview protocols are globally
interchangeable, moreover, the answers of the pre-formal adults resemble those children
worldwide give (Tulviste, 1979: 73-80; Cole, Scribner, 1974; Scribner, 1984; Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a:
73-82). “So it seems correct to state that there may be no theoretic syllogistic reasoning in the
cultures that are strictly traditional.” (Tulviste, 1979: 77)

When the so-called primitives do not even master tasks of sub-stage A, then they will surely
fail referring to the more difficult tasks such as the pendulum task, belonging to B. While 66 % of
white boys and 44 % of white girls after six years of school attendance in Australia mastered the
pendulum task, not one person among a sample of 1.500 people from Papua New Guinea solved
this task. Only a small percentage of university students from Papua New Guinea and Black Africa
were successful in this task (Kelly, 1977: 183).

Thirty years ago, Barbara Freitag (Freitag, 1983: 354) found that 50 % of illiterate teens aged
16, living in Favelas in Sao Paulo, stayed at the border preoperational & concrete-operational stage,
41,6 % were within the concrete stage, and 8,4 % were at the border concrete- & formal-operational
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stage. 59 % of the adolescents in Sao Paulo mastered the first steps of formal thinking after 8 years
of school attendance (see also Fernandez, 2001). Peluffo (1967) showed 45 years ago that only 25 %
of rural adolescents and 20 % of illiterate adult rural residents in Sardinia attained the first steps of
formal thinking, against 55 % of youth stemming from a more middle class background.

80 years of cross-cultural Piagetian research has accumulated fully corresponding results
from different milieus, classes, and ethnicities around the globe. These results follow certain
predictable patterns. Only populations of modern, industrial societies complete the concrete
operations and develop at least sub-stage A of formal operations. Populations of developing
countries are falling behind largely due to bad school curricula (only 59 % of Paulistas with 8 years
of school attendance were at the formal level) or due to illiteracy (91,6 % of illiterate Paulistas were
below the formal level). This result does not only concern Black people in Africa or Papua New
Guinea, people even with European origins in South America, illiterate Asians and Arabians, but
also Europeans living in non-modern social structures. When only 20 % of illiterate Sardinian
adults reach the formal level, 45 years ago, then we can better understand, why illiterate Europeans
not only in Southern Europe but everywhere in Europe, one 100 years ago, reached IQ scores of 50
or 60. Strictly pre-modern populations are always staying on pre-formal stages, whether they have
European, Asian, African, or American origins. There are tribes and huge percentages of
populations staying predominantly on the preoperational stage, other tribes and peoples may stay
more on the concrete level. According, for example, to the surveys mentioned of Luria and Kelly,
there is no formal operational thinking among strictly traditional people as the Kashgar in 1932 or
the Papuans in 1977. Sao Paulo in 1980 or Sardinia in 1967, however, are very different social
settings, partially modern and educated. Therefore, 10 or 20 % even of the illiterates master the
first steps of formal operations. These findings suggest that the stages of operations have originated
during the history of humankind and are not universal and biologically given as language or the
preoperational stage do. Especially the stage of formal operations is a specific phenomenon bound
to modern, educated populations only. Thus, the present modernization of the world is carried and
accompanied by the continuous rise of formal operations around the globe. The cognitive
maturation of mankind unfolds unequally but steadily.

This result concerns all domains of reality and fields of experience regarding all logical,
physical, social, and moral phenomena. It is not restricted to specific areas but encompasses all
parts of thinking and cognition. This implies that pre-modern humans experience themselves,
other persons, society, and physical world in a way different from modern humans. The tests
applied reveal that pre-modern populations around the world largely answer the same way to
questions about logic, physics, social world, and morality as children on preoperational or concrete
operational stages do. More than 1.000 empirical test results carried out in the five continents
evidence that the reasoning of pre-modern populations stays on pre-formal stages with regard to
all topics (Dasen, Berry, 1974; Dasen, 1977; Poortinga, 1977; Eckensberger, 1979; Werner, 1979;
Schofthaler, Goldschmidt, 1984; Mogdil, Mogdil, 1976; Hallpike, 1979, Hallpike, 2004;
Oesterdiekhoff, 1997—2012). Thus, Jean Piaget was right to launch comparisons with primitive
peoples or antiquity when describing the logical, social, physical, and moral cognitions of children,
in most or all of his books.

The ethnologist Christopher Hallpike (1979) was the first to deliver a groundbreaking and
overall interpretation of the empirical surveys of PCCP, nearly 50 years after its beginning.
Beforehand psychologists only applied the tests and collected the data without considerations of
implications and consequences worth to be mentioned. They usually were unable to interpret the
data and unable to understand their relevance. Hallpike showed especially with regard to logic and
physics that humans of primitive societies think in a way that completely corresponds to the facts
developmental psychology has collected with regard to children up to their tenth year of life.
He worked out that ethnology and ethnography highly should depend on developmental psychology
as an indispensable theoretical basis in future. To my opinion, Hallpike was the first scholar in the
history of sciences who brought along a theoretical breakthrough with reference to ethnological
theory since the days of Lucien Lévy-Bruhl, who wrote his outstanding books between 1910 and 1940.

In 1987, I finished a voluminous study that gives an overview on the data about logical,
physical, social, and moral issues, PCCP had collected from its beginning (Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a).
Thus, the overview covers the whole development of cognition, psyche, and personality, not only
certain domains. I took data from bands of gatherers and hunters, tribal societies, and current
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developmental regions, always encompassing the four fields mentioned. Additionally, I applied
these data to those from the historical disciplines, which have dealt with Western antiquity, ancient
India and China. Against this background, I was the first to develop a theory, basing on PCCP,
encompassing all types of societies and all cognitive issues and topics as well. Thus, I could
conclude that really all pre-modern societies stay on pre-formal cognitive stages.

In the meantime, I have written ten books and numerous articles on this subject. I showed
that only the pre-formal structures explain the pre-modern structures of law, manners, morals,
magic, religion, philosophy, sciences, and worldview. Conversely, I worked out that the historical
rise of anthropological stages or formal operations accounts for the rise of sciences, the age of
enlightenment, the humanitarian revolution, emergence of democracy and industrial revolution,
developments, which all took place or started in the Western world during the 18t century. The rise
of formal operations caused the liquidation of superstitions such as belief in magic and witchcraft,
ghosts and ordeals, and originated the disenchantment of the world, the rise of agnosticism and
atheism. We cannot understand the emergence of the modern, industrial society (initially the rise
of the Western world) without this evolution of cognitive structures. Rise of sciences, age of
enlightenment, and humanitarian revolution are largely cognitive developments. Emergence of
democracy and industrialism entails both institutional and cognitive transformations. Therefore,
the conclusion is undeniable that the rise of anthropological summit or the cognitive maturation is the
hand, whereas the five evolutions mentioned are only the five fingers of this hand (Oesterdiekhoff,
2006b, Oesterdiekhoff, 2006d; Oesterdiekhoff, 2007a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2008a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2010;
Oesterdiekhoff, 2012a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b; Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a: 192-205).

Thus, PCCP delivers the basis to reconstruct humanities and social sciences as well; it leads
to a new theory of social change and social evolution basing on a new historical anthropology. My
structural-genetic theory programme has done meanwhile a good deal of the work, which consists
of the combination of PCCP and humanities. But before I present some main findings regarding
this issue, I want to draw some conclusions referring to the tests mentioned in order to answer the
questions put in the preceding chapters.

Causes of rising intelligence and emerging operations

Already the first Piagetian test researchers, as the IQ testers too, identified environmental
factors such as maternal care, nutrition, physical requirements, and education as the decisive
factors affecting cognitive growth (Vernon, 1969: 66; Vernon, 218f, 232; Biesheuvel, 1974: 223;
Greenfield, 1998: 90, 137; Dasen, 1974b; Werner, 1979; Neisser, 1998a; Flynn, 2007, Flynn, 1998:
44). The indulgent and passive patterns of pre-modern mothers can influence intellectual growth
negatively as especially Staewen (1991) worked out very convincingly, but also Adjei (1977), Crijns
(1966), and Parin (1978). But among all factors examined so far it is quite clear that the quality and
quantity of schooling are the strongest factors for the rising IQ scores and operations, too. Illiteracy
or bad curricula are common in pre-modern societies. Compulsory school attendance and the spread
of secondary schools and universities have been part of the modernization process wherever it has
taken place. Compulsory school systems were usual in Europe more or less not before 1900,
in Southern and Eastern Europe still later. The share of high school graduates amounted to 6 % of
their age group in the USA in 1900, 55 % in 1950, and 75 % in 1962 (Herrnstein, Murray 1994: 144).

Illiterate children in Black Africa lose 5 points per year in comparison to schooled children
(Vernon, 1969: 77). “It is virtually axiomatic that formal education has a marked effect on test
performance in the African context. Strong positive relationships between test performance and
the amount of schooling have been found in nearly every African study, regardless of whether it
was conducted within the strictly psychometric or the more experimental cognitive research
paradigms.” (Kendall et al., 1988: 306)

According to Barber (Barber, 2005: 274), length of school attendance explains two-thirds of
the IQ gains. This seems to be a realistic estimation or computation. However, all features of
modern society, from more intelligent parents over school and media to occupational conditions,
have influenced the growth of operations and intelligence. Conversely, whenever these conditions
are missing, human brain and psyche remain on more childlike anthropological stages,
pre-operational or concrete operational stages, and have lower IQ scores.

As modern neurology emphasizes (Singer, 2002), the development of the human brain in
ontogenesis highly depends on environmental influences. Whenever highly demanding
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requirements do not influence brain and psyche, especially in early ontogenesis, and do not follow
stepwise according to an appropriate and fostering curriculum, the development of brain and
psyche is hindered or blockaded. We cannot understand the divergent developmental courses of
modern and pre-modern man without the theory of the “developmental window”, without a theory,
which combines neurology, developmental psychology, and socialisation techniques
(Oesterdiekhoff 2012 a, b). It is the exposure of human being to all influences of modern culture,
from his birth and first years on, which boosts his anthropological summit. Whenever these
external conditions have a traditional or archaic character, humans have no chance to attain higher
scores, stages, or summits (Hallpike, 1979; Staewen, 1991; Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a: 63-111).

Was pre-modern man a child?

Children, exposed to intelligence tests appropriate for adults only, attain lower scores than
adults. Four-years-old children reach scores of more or less 20, eight-years-old children scores of
50, thirteen-years-old teenagers 70, and eighteen-years-old persons finally 100, the mean values of
the (adult) people they belong to (Vernon, 1969: 19). With growing age children are better on these
tests made for adults. Thus, intelligence is a phenomenon that grows continuously during
childhood and adolescence. This implies that children are actually less intelligent than adults.
Intelligence does not exist as a fully developed capacity at birth but is a developing phenomenon.
When brain, psyche, and personality reach their peak after two decades then also intelligence
attains its summit. This fundamental fact alone verifies my thesis that intelligence is a part of the
entire development of psyche and personality and can be isolated only due to methodological
reasons. Additionally, this fact evidences that intelligence research should be a part of
developmental psychology.

Humans with lower than average test scores are behind the normal paths of intellectual
development. It has been common practice in psychometric research to estimate the “mental age”
or the “developmental age” of a person against these comparisons with children”s performance
since the days of Alfred Binet or even before. A mildly retarded person with scores of 70 is said to
be a person that has a developmental age of a thirteen-years-old teenager (Vernon, 1969: 19;
Inhelder, 1944).

Porteus (1937) estimated the IQ of adult Kalahari-Khoisan upon a developmental age of
7,5 years. Illiterate Brazilians were said not to develop above a mental level of seven years of age,
a typical and regular final stage of illiterate, pre-modern human beings. Peoples who do not master
tests at all and do not even understand the procedures of, for example, Raven”s Matrices, peoples
that therefore do not attain even values of 50, stay then on still lower levels. European children
understand the procedure with Raven’s Matrices when they are seven years old; many primitive
tribes do not reach that level and are therefore not testable (Vernon, 1969: 77, Vernon, 142; Freitag,
1983; Crijns, 1966; Maistriaux, 1955: 415; Rindermann, 2008a). Against the background of
psychometric intelligence research we have to conclude that illiterate, pre-modern humans usually
distribute between a developmental age of five and thirteen years of age, more often between five
and ten. Intelligence testers, however, do not measure the anthropological level of personality,
but only the level of intelligence respectively the level of reasoning capabilities. Thus, they could
maintain that pre-modern man yet has the intelligence of a child, but not a childlike personality.
They could restrict the identity of pre-modern man and child solely to the phenomenon of
intelligence.

To deepen the analysis and to solve this problem, it is therefore useful to compare them with
the PCCP data. First of all, there are clear correspondences between the two groups of data with
reference both to pre-modern and modern populations. “Children in non-industrial societies have
been found to score at the lower levels of Piagetian operativity as well as on traditional Western
intelligence tests.” (Mogdil, Mogdil, 1976, vol. VIII: 70) Reversely, when Asians are better than
Whites in IQ tests, then in Piaget tests, too (Mogdil, Mogdil, 1976, vol. VIII: 60). Formal operations
imply the use of deductive and abstract forms of thinking; psychometric research understands with
high intelligence exactly these forms of abstract thinking. Thus, pre-formal reasoning implies a bad
use of abstractions and deductions, that is, a low form of intelligence. Therefore, higher IQ scores
correspond to formal operations and lower scores to pre-formal stages. Scores up to 50 match more
or less to preoperational thinking, scores between 50 and 70 to concrete-operational thinking,
scores between 70 and 105 sub-stage A, and scores above 105 sub-stage B (Inhelder, 1944;
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Anthony, 1965). Therefore, intelligence research supports the facts of PCCP that many populations
have stayed on the preoperational level and many others, for example West Europeans and North
Americans one 100 years ago, more on a concrete-operational level (Flynn, 2007; Oesterdiekhoff,
2009a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b).

Though, the contribution that PCCP respectively structural-genetic theory programme can
offer to the psychometric tradition is quite bigger. When Porteus, Vernon, and others compute the
developmental age of pre-modern or ancient man with seven years, then this result matches to
estimations, which result from PCCP. A person on a completely preoperational level would have a
developmental age of under seven, may be of five or six years. A person on a partial pre-operational
and partial concrete level would have a developmental age of about eight years. A person, on a
completely transformed concrete level, but who did not develop the formal level, would have an
anthropological level of a child of ten years of age approximately. I remind the above-mentioned
surveys: most of them found an asymptotic and partial development of concrete operations in adult
humans living in contemporary or recent developmental regions. This implies, that against the
background of PCCP the computations of psychometric researchers regarding the developmental
age of illiterate adults of traditional milieus are in the right. I remember the cited statement of
Patricia Greenfield, who contended that the illiterate adult Wolof has a developmental age of nine.

When 30 or 50 % of modern humans may stay on sub-stage B, then they have more or less a
developmental age between 15 and 20. When 50 or 70 % of modern humans attain only sub-stage
A, then their developmental age distributes between 10 and 15. When current pre-modern
populations are characterized by half-developed concrete operations, what is the usual case, then
they reach anthropological summits of about eight-years-old children. There are a lot of tribal
societies with still lower summits, as I will describe below more exactly. Thus, we can conclude that
the anthropological summit of modern man has an adolescent or teenager character, whereas the
anthropological summit of pre-modern man has more a childlike character.

Additionally, the data of PCCP encompass greater parts of personality and psyche, all logical,
physical, social, and moral dimensions of world understanding. As PCCP covers the overall
development of psyche and cognition, the determination of a person as standing on a
preoperational or concrete operational level really implies that he or she has an anthropological
summit of a child of six or ten years. Against the fact that the developmental approach also covers
the realities the psychometric approach describes, as evidenced, it is quite clear that the
determination of Porteus or Vernon concerning the developmental age of pre-modern humans is
by no means restricted to reasoning abilities, but encompasses the complete psyche and
personality.

Everything what developmental psychologists found out as characteristics of children aged
4-12 corresponds to the peculiarities ethnographers identified among the primitives. Jean Piaget
himself always hinted to these parallels with regard to all the phenomena he described and
discovered among children of this age. However, there must be differences between the so-called
primitives and children. Children usually do not build churches and cities, windmills and canons,
do not breed cattle, and do not manufacture equipment, clothes, and furniture. Therefore,
Christopher Hallpike (1979) differentiated between quantitative and qualitative aspects of
development. Qualitative development means stage development; quantitative development refers
to the accumulation of knowledge and life experience. An adult primitive man has much more life
experience and knowledge in comparison to a child although they may have the same
anthropological summit or developmental age. A modern child is only one year long eight years
old; a primitive man may have this developmental age 50 years. Against this background both the
common things and differences between children and primitives are understandable. Thus,
primitives and children share the qualitative development but not the quantitative development.
However, the qualitative development respectively the common anthropological summit has an
overwhelming influence on shaping thinking, worldview, and behavior of the primitives, and
therefore on the development of culture and history of mankind.

The notion about the “parallels” between children and primitives is the most astonishing and
fascinating phenomenon in all humanities and social sciences. The parallels are more or less
identities, which result from the fact that the primitives are staying on anthropological stages of
children and are characterized by the same cognitive structures. Thus, the common structures are
not only homologies as Jiirgen Habermas (1976) stipulated but structural identities. Moreover,
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there are no real parallel developments but there is only one development: Pre-modern people are
humans whose development stops somewhat earlier as common among modern people. When
their development stops earlier then they remain bound to children’s structures. The structures
are identical and not only “parallel” or “homolog”.

All humanities and social sciences especially up to 1970 taught about the similarities between
primitive and modern humans. Most scholars did not know that the nature of primitiveness is to
disclose only against the background of the notion about the childlike nature of primitive man.
Thus, they did not know about the true roots of primitiveness. Even if scholars paralleled children
and primitives they usually did not know about the structural identity of primitive man and child,
so for example Wilhelm Wundt, James Frazer, Lew Wygotski or Alexandr Luria. However,
numerous scholars between 1800 and 1970 understood this structural identity at least partially
(Werner, 1948; Stern, 1924; Tylor, 1871; Zeininger, 1929).

Besides, also some scholars of PCCP and intelligence research hint to the childlike nature of
primitive man. These scholars understood more or less that the central interpretation of the test
results has to hint to the childlike nature of primitive man. “Moreover more backward groups
typically fail to progress as far as others along this scale, and though they may develop lower-order
skills which are highly effective for survival, their reasoning capacities remain similar in many ways
to those of younger children, or even regress through lack of appropriate stimulation.” (Vernon,
1969: 215) Robert Maistriaux, exposing Arabian and Black African people to tests such as Raven’s
Matrices or Piaget tests, writes in his excellent study: “En tout cas, le comportement des primitives
semble en tous points semblable a celui des enfants.” (Maistriaux, 1955: 416).

Among the scholars, who understood the childlike nature of primitive man more or less, were
the founder of sociology, Auguste Comte, and Norbert Elias, held to be the last representative of
classical sociology. Moreover, this notion belonged to the centre of their theories. The most
prominent British sociologists one 100 years ago, Herbert Spencer and Leonard Hobhouse, had
some hunch of this phenomenon. Most of the founders of developmental psychology such as
Stanley Hall, James Mark Baldwin, William Stern, Heinz Werner, Jean Piaget, and Karl Zeininger
knew about this fact. Authors such as Hermann Schneider, Karl Lamprecht, Emma Brunner-Traut,
Charles Radding, Felix Kriiger, Friedhart Klix, Donald Le Pan, Jiirgen Habermas, and Suzi Gablik
understood these facts at least partially. Moreover, the contention, primitive man may have a
childlike nature, is to find among uncountable historians, ethnologists, missionaries, voyagers, and
practitioners working in developmental regions for generations. Albert Schweitzer is one of these
thousands experts (Oesterdiekhoff, 1997; Oesterdiekhoff, 2000; Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a;
Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2011b; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b).

Heinz Werner (1948) wrote in 1926 a book that was fully dedicated to the comparison
between children and primitives. This book was a breakthrough with regard to the evidence of the
childlike nature of primitive man because he described the “parallel” developments referring to all
dimensions of personality, not only to cognitive dimensions. He wrote the comprehensive book about
this topic that Piaget should have envisaged but never started to write all his lifetime. Alexandr Luria
(1982) brought along nolens volens the most concise and pregnant evidence to the fact, also he
himself did not understood these implications fully. The next two steps have been especially the
mentioned books of Hallpike and Oesterdiekhoff. Especially Hallpike and Oesterdiekhoff worked out
the consequences regarding theory building in humanities and social sciences.

Cognition and culture of pre-modern societies

I want to show in the chapters 8 and 9 very shortly but concisely that it is impossible to
understand pre-modern and modern humans, moreover, pre-modern and modern societies,
without these notions PCCP and structural-genetic theory programme brought along. Pre-modern
societies are made by humans on lower stages, whereas modern societies directly result from
capabilities humans on higher stages have available. The huge differences between pre-modern and
modern societies largely have to be referred to the anthropological differences mentioned. A full
theory of social change, culture, and history needs to refer to these notions outlined in the previous
chapters. Besides, the following descriptions support and illuminate the theory of the childlike
psyche of pre-modern man. I can present here only very shortly some examples; I recommend
reading my books in order to deepen these insights. I am going to describe the phenomenon of
metamorphosis, animism, trials against animals, magic, ordeals, and religion.
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Karl von den Steinen (1894) reports about Indians of Brazilian rain forest, who persecuted an
escaping slave. As they did not find him they maintained a turtle they found on the way was the
slave, who turned to this animal. Many ethnographers, among them Lucien Lévy-Bruhl (1923, 1971,
1931, 1938, 1983) documented that this belief in metamorphosis belongs to the everyday beliefs to
find in really every primitive society. This standard belief is to find in the everyday understandings
of reality and in religion and magic as well. “Humans of all pre-modern cultures believe humans,
animals, plants, stones, and stars could completely transform their shape, figure, constitution, and
the kind to which they want to belong. A stone can transform to a human or a ghost, a beast can
turn to a star and a human, and a god is able to become a tree or a rock. Every soul has the power
to take another material cloth and can chose among all hulls possible. Every soul can belong to
different kinds, dead matter, plants, animals, humans, stars, and gods, either by own will or by the
magic of other powers.” (Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a: 110) This belief in metamorphosis is the
fundament on which both the myths of creation and the corresponding annual ceremonies of
totemism, vegetation, and creation stand. The ancestors created the world by their transformation
to all objects and beings the cosmos consists of. And the descendants in their religious rites
reproduce this creation of the world annually by their alleged metamorphosis to all phenomena of
the world during their rites (Spencer, Gillen, 1899).

“The fact is, nobody doubts that such things can happen. This kind of belief is very
widespread. Among the Bantu it is quite commonly believed that if a lion or a leopard attacks a
man, it is not an actual lion but really a sorcerer who has transformed himself in order to gain his
end.” (Lévy-Bruhl, 1983: 225) “... when a wolf takes off its skin and reveals himself to be a human
being, any Eskimo will be familiar with that particular transformation: he has met with it time and
again. So such a trifle will not hold him back for a moment. The question will not even arrive in his
mind, because in his repertoire of possibilities this is something too ordinary to hold a challenge.
If we raise the point with him, and supposing he understands what we are questioning, he will be as
much surprised by our doubt as we are by his belief.” (Lévy-Bruhl, 1983: 240)

It would be impossible to convince a person living in a modern culture of the possibilities of
these kinds of transformations, no matter which sorts of brain washing or techniques being used.
However, children by the age of six believe in metamorphosis, too. R. De Vries (1969), for example,
put a dog mask upon a cat”s head and asked children about the identity of the animal. The children
aged four, five or six years believed that the cat turned to a dog. Although they had played with the
cat beforehand, they now feared the “dog”, expected his biting and barking, and surmised the “dog”
would have now skeleton and organs dogs have. Children aged seven and older denied the
possibility of metamorphosis, saying there is a cat outfit by a dog mask only. Other test procedures
found out the same phenomenon. Many child psychologists described the related children”s beliefs
encompassingly. De Vries (1969) and Flavell (1977) regarded the understanding of the invariance of
the species, as the invariance of volume, mass, number, etc., as a part of the establishment of the
concrete operations. Thus, the belief in metamorphosis is a manifestation and dimension of the
preoperational stage. The full belief in metamorphosis is a clear indicator that such a population
stays largely on the preoperational level. If we only knew from the primitives their belief in
metamorphosis, this would be enough to evidence their childlike anthropological nature.

The tendency to animism, anthropomorphism, and personification as a main feature of
children and primitives as well has been in the focus both of ethnology and child psychology since
their beginnings. Although nearly every early child psychologist described children’s animism,
Jean Piaget (1959, 1969) delivered probably the most impressive contribution to the phenomenon.
He evidenced that animistic thinking is the stronger the younger children are. The tendency to
attribute “life” and “consciousness” to dead matter weakens especially after the sixth year of age
and is vanished with ten years among children of industrial societies. Adolescents on the formal-
operational level replace animistic explanations by empirical-causal explanations and develop the
understanding of the cosmos as a mechanical order, ruled by physical regularities. Uncountable
ethnographers and historians have described that primitives regard stones, man-made objects,
mountains, rocks, rivers, clouds, stars, sun, moon, winds, storms, etc. as living beings, even
equipped with some forms of understanding and reasoning, will and personality. They understand
the whole cosmos not as a mechanical order but as a society of persons. The regularity of
phenomena does not result from physical regularities but from the free will of persons, who obey
divine commands. They understand this way the stellar movements, the change of the seasons, the
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“behavior” of rivers and mountains, and incidents such as earthquakes, storms, or floods. “At Kiwai
island the Papuans carry offerings to the harpoon which has killed a dugong for them, in order to
show their gratitude, and also with hope of persuading it to be helpful to them again at some time
in the future. In other places various kinds of requests are directed to tools and implements,
weapons or canoes.” (Lévy-Bruhl, 1983: 111) Thus, the primitives around the world pray and bring
sacrifices to mountains, rivers, rocks, forests, stars, sun, moon, even to the four seasons and to
surprising incidents. They do not only see the things and occurrences as persons, but also often as
gods, who need therefore regular adoration and food.

The animistic worldview dominates the whole pre-modern world around the globe by the
17th century, when the mechanical philosophy in Europe came into being. Mechanical philosophy
and physical sciences started by the removal of the magical-animistic worldview. The evolution of
formal operations accounts for this elimination of animism and for the rise of mechanical
worldview as well, both in the evolution of sciences 300 years ago and in the psyche of adolescents,
living in modern societies. When we only knew from the primitives the phenomenon of animism
this would be enough to evidence their pre-formal and childlike anthropological level. Only
adolescents of modern societies surmount animism, pre-modern adults and pre-modern
philosophies and religions never. (Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a: 211-223; Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a: 96-101;
Oesterdiekhoff, 2012a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b; Piaget, Inhelder, 1958; Piaget, 1975: vol. 8-10;
Piaget, Garcia, 1989; Lévy-Bruhl, 1971).

The tendency to attribute humanlike will, personality, and reason to objects and dead matter,
plants and animals, the tendency to anthropomorphism and personification are parts of animistic
thinking. Primitive peoples around the world tend to attribute reasoning and will to plants (Lévy-
Bruhl, 1971; Lévy-Bruhl, 1938; Lévy-Bruhl, 1931: 43-109). R. Fortune described the deep conviction
of Melanesians regarding willpower and understanding of plants. The Dobu islanders speak to the
yams in order to secure their growing; they regard them as transformed humans, outfit by all
cognitive capacities. “"But’, I said, "how is it yams are persons? Do persons stay still always?”
Alo had his counterstatement. “At night they come forth from the earth and roam about. For this
reason, if we approach a garden at night we tread very quietly... We do not dig the harvest when the
sun is low in the morning. We wait till the sun has mounted. Then we know they are back. If we dig
in the early morning, how should we find yams? Nothing would be there.” This statement proved to
be no spontaneous argument, but a direct statement of traditional belief.” (Fortune, 1963: 107f)

When primitives tend to regard even plants as understanding persons, it is quite clear that
they have enormous difficulties to consider the differences between the cognitive capacities of
humans and animals. Thus, they attribute humanlike willpower, reasoning abilities, language
understanding, and moral responsibility to animals. Edward Evans-Pritchard (1976) showed that
the Azande, a people from Sudan, believe that the termites know everything what happens in the
villages and are therefore able to decide what the humans have done in the past and what they
should do in future. The Azande use to ask the termites, in form of an oracle, about past, present,
and future activities. The termites are partially the masters and judges of the Azande.

Hunters around the world have behaved in a way that is only explainable against the fact that
they really believed the animals would observe their activities, equipped with full human mental
capacities. Before the chase starts magicians ask the animals to come. They promise them a good
future when they agree to arrive to places where they are caught and killed. It is strongly believed
around the world that without magical incantations the animals cannot be caught. Conversely, very
often the hunters try to avoid that the animals experience their intentions. The hunters do not
speak in their settlement where and whom they want to chase. They are afraid the birds could
listen to the talks at the fire or during the walks and could warn the fish in the rivers or the deer in
the forest. Therefore, the hunters talk silently or not at all and take many precautions to lead astray
the observing and surrounding world of animals (Lévy-Bruhl, 1985).

Correspondingly, the attacks of predators are seen as malevolent actions of murderers.
Primitives tend to regard attacks of beasts as criminal actions. Thus, if a person is killed by an
animal the tribesmen tend to avenge the dead by prosecuting either the animal or even his clan or
species. Black Africans crucified killing lions or Native Americans tortured horses of hostile tribes
over hours or days as if they were malevolent and devoted members of them. Primitives tend to
blood revenge both against animals and humans (Lévy-Bruhl, 1971).
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If they have judicial institutions, they bring the animals to courtyard. Animals having
committed a crime such as assassination, theft, destruction of property or kidnapping, are accused
the same way as humans. Animals as accused beings in front of judges, jury, lawyers, and witnesses
— this phenomenon was usual in China, India, Europe, and Africa. This phenomenon was common
in Europe by the age of enlightenment. Mice or rats, which devastated a harvest, were summoned
in the field to appear in courtyard. Pregnant or sick animals received more time to travel to the
courtroom. The judge took the grasshopper, mouse, fly, snake, or whatever in his hand and
announced his judgment. The advocate defended the animal against the accusations. Convicted
animals usually received the same punishments as humans. They were beaten or killed by torture,
decapitation, fire or hanging in front of a great audience. Sometimes the church excommunicated
them as if they had been members of the church without christening beforehand (Oesterdiekhoff,
2009c; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b, Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a: 102-109; Fischer, 2005; Evans, 1906).

There is no doubt that ancient man really believed that animals had a free will to decide,
could reason as humans do, could understand human language, had to obey human laws and moral
codes, and could overtake moral responsibility. “The people recognize animals as moral persons,
with a free will, free to decide whether they want to act this or another way, able to decide whether
to leave fields or not, able to sign and to keep contracts with humans, and apt to carry
responsibility for social institutions and moral values.” (Fischer, 2005: 90, transl. by G.O.)
“The capital punishment of a dumb animal for its crimes seems to us so irrational and absurd that
we can hardly believe that sane and sober men were ever guilty of such folly.” (Evans, 1906: 157).

The misinterpretation of psyche and capacities of animals results from animism and pre-
formal reasoning abilities. Pre-formal reasoning is so weak that it cannot distinguish between the
abilities of humans and animals. Child psychology from its early beginnings showed that children
attribute language, reason, and morals to animals. Humans only on the formal-operational level,
as Piaget (1959) already found out, understand that psyche is restricted only to animals and
humans but not to dead matter and plants, and that reason is an ability liable only to humans.
Iremind the difficulties intelligence research has upon interpreting low scores of pre-modern
people and the Flynn effect. It is clear that peoples must have scores of below 70 in order to be
capable to prosecute animals. This phenomenon is a better indicator of low intelligence scores and
a childlike psyche than anything else. The prosecution of animals evidences not only weak forms of
intelligence but the prevalence of a childlike psyche and personality to every respect and to its
deepest sense possible.

It is impossible to study the culture of pre-modern societies without facing the huge
importance of magic in their everyday life and religious rites. All pre-modern cultures assume that
gods, ghosts, humans, animals, and objects steer by magical influences all occurrences and
regularities happening in the world. The order of the world and the occurrences do not result from
empirical-causal factors, from natural and physical factors, but from mystical factors, which
originate from divinities and magicians using magic. Gods, ancestors, sorcerers, witches, and other
supernatural beings make the daily course of stars, oceans, seasons, rains, storms, epidemics, wars,
droughts, etc. They decide about every single birth and death, every single sickness and recovery,
every single incident and phenomenon, every single luck and mishap, wherever it may happen in
the world. The primitives always hint to god, ghosts, or magicians when a person fails or succeeds,
the sun is too hot or too weak, the cows are sick or fat, or a war brings victory or defeat (Evans-
Pritchard, 1976; Lévy-Bruhl, 1923; Lévy-Bruhl, 1931; Lévy-Bruhl, 1938; Fortune, 1963; Mair, 1969;
Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a: 203-210, Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a: 112-117).

Among hundreds of observable consequences magical beliefs bring along to the everyday life
of primitives, I demonstrate this remarkable influence only upon two examples. Especially in Black
Australia and Papua New Guinea, in Indian America and Black Africa, but also in pre-modern
Europe, China, and India, every death was seen as a murder. The peoples understood every birth
and death as mystical phenomena: Gods or magicians give every birth and take every life. To take a
person’s life means to kill him, either to bring him to hell or to heaven, either to eat him or to
transform him to another species or place. The primitives discuss whether it was god or a human
being who killed the person, who just deceased. In medieval Europe god is mostly the killer, when a
person dies; in Black Africa gods and humans assassinate half of the population each
approximately (Mair, 1969), and in Black Australia or Papua New Guinea humans are said to kill
much more persons than the gods (Lévy-Bruhl, 1931: 165-226; Lévy-Bruhl, 1938; Lévy-Bruhl, 1923;
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Evans-Pritchard, 1976; Fortune, 1963; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b, Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a: 127-132).

When a person dies from old age, heart attack, infection, or accident people ask immediately
who might have been the killer responsible. If they do not know this at once they ask some ordeal.
The ordeal of poison, fire, termites, or whatever announces the murderer. Often the ordeal blames
a close relative, but also neighbours, strangers, or enemies. Sometimes it is enough to punish the
ascertained and guilty person without capital punishment, but very often the person is killed.
Sometimes dozens or hundreds of persons have to take the poison ordeal to evidence their
innocence. Then many persons die due to the poison, as consequence of the death of an old man
who passed away from cancer, heart attack, or whatever. It may happen that the relatives, the clan,
or the tribe of a charged person defends him against the revenging group. Then the death of a
person, who died from an accident, can arouse a war with many casualties. This implies that the
understanding of the death as a mystical phenomenon, of the death as an assassination, leads to
dramatic and fatal consequences. The natural death is understood as assassination. Therefore any
innocent person has to die because he is regarded to be the murderer. Thus, a natural death leads
to an irrational assassination of an actually innocent person. This praxis has largely influenced the
low level of population growth of humankind during most parts of history (Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b;
Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a: 127-132; Lévy-Bruhl, 1923; Lévy-Bruhl, 1931: 165-226).

Developmental psychology from its very beginning described magic as a part of children’s
psyche. Not only the cognitive egocentrism, the lack of categories such as causality and chance, the
animism, etc., but the entire psyche and personality of the child account for the belief in magic.
Developmental psychology described that the belief in magic is stronger the younger the child is.
The belief in magic made by man vanishes largely with the ninth year of life among children of
modern societies. Then children replace magical by empirical explanations (Piaget, 1959;
Zeininger, 1929; Werner, 1948; Stern, 1924; Oesterdiekhoff, 2006c¢; Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a: 112-117;
Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a: 203-210). Ethnography and the historical disciplines evidenced that
primitives never surmount in their lifetime the belief in magic. According to Evans-Pritchard
(1976), for example, there is not one individual among the Azande who doubts into existence and
utility of magic. If we only knew from the ancient peoples their belief in magic and the incredible
consequences of it, this would suffice to evidence their childlike anthropological nature beyond the
slightest doubt.

The belief in the ordeals itself is deeply rooted in children”s psyche. The ordeal by fire, water,
poison, or whatever is one of the main decision instruments in primitive societies, with regard to
experience past occurrences or to plan future activities. Moreover, it has been one of the main
judicial procedures in all pre-modern societies around the globe. There was no pre-modern society
without ordeal practice. The inherent logic was everywhere the same. An accused person has to
take poison, to hold his hands into fire or burning water, or has to face a duel. When he survived
the poison probe or the duel, when he did not burn his hands, then he was cleared from the
charges. Conversely, the beaten, hurt, or killed person was automatically guilty of the charges. This
implies that millions of delinquents came free, whereas millions of innocent persons died, either by
the ordeal itself or by capital punishment, following the failure in the procedure. The people
believed that water, fire, or poison as divine powers themselves know about the truth, or that
divinities influence the procedure.

Developmental psychology found the same assumptions among children largely by their
tenth year of age. Jean Piaget (1932) designated the related belief of children as “immanent
justice”. In his own survey of 1932 in Switzerland, he found that 86 % of the children aged six, 54 %
aged nine and ten, and 34 % aged eleven or twelve surmised that a bridge would collapse, when
escaping children, who had committed a theft, would cross it. Enquiries of PCCP in developmental
regions evidenced the prevalence of immanent justice not only among children there but also
among adults. I demonstrated that the belief in ordeals is completely rooted in immanent justice
and in the psyche of children (Oesterdiekhoff, 2002a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2002b; Oesterdiekhoff,
2011a: 118-126; Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a: 344-367; Oesterdiekhoff, 1997: 93-102). If we only knew
from pre-modern peoples that they use ordeals as official means of proof and conviction this would
be sufficient to evidence their childlike anthropological summit.

In my book about religion I show, following the ideas of Ludwig Feuerbach, that
developmental psychology can explain both religion and the rise of agnosticism and atheism.
Developmental psychology does not explain some aspects and dimensions of religion but the entire
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phenomenon. Religions of tribal societies and civilizations consist mainly of the following subjects:
belief in divine creation of cosmos, world, and humans, belief in divine control over regularities
and occurrences, belief in divine reward and punishment upon humans, belief in sanctions by
worldly incidents and earthly biographies and by staying in paradise and hell after death as well,
belief in a life after death by paradise, hell, metamorphosis, or reincarnation, belief in personal
communication by prayers and sacrifices, and belief in ghosts, ancestor gods, high gods, and
godfather. These core elements of religion are to find in all world religions and tribal religions
around the world (Durkheim, 1965; Eliade, 1974; Frazer, 1994; Oesterdiekhoff forthcoming).

All these core elements of every religion are parts and dimensions of pre-formal and childlike
anthropological stages. The belief ancestor gods created the cosmos by metamorphosis of their
bodies into the whole cosmos or that godfather created the cosmos by charms is childlike in its
deepest sense. Jean Piaget (1959) showed that all small children develop this belief autonomously
and surmount it then by their ninth year of age: It is the original understanding of the human mind
to believe that huge persons created the cosmos as craftsmen build a house or a city. As I already
described, primitive peoples believe not only in the divine origin of the world once upon a time but
also in the divine government through the times. The daily government of all incidents by god,
gods, or ghosts is the daily reproduction of creation or the eternal continuation of creation. This
equation of theology and physics, god and reality, implies the dominance of mystical forces upon
empirical ones. However, this means the dominance of magic over reality. And as child psychology
demonstrated, children by their ninth year of age have this full belief in magic. Further, the belief
in divine rewards and punishments on earth and after death is topmost childlike. It stems from
children’s expectations regarding their parents. Further, the belief in immortality of the soul or in
another life after death results from the cognitive egocentrism of the child. It is a manifestation of a
childlike wishful thinking. Last, but not least, the myths and legends are the main sources that
inform about personalities and biographies of the gods. The peoples believed in their gods because
they were able to create myths and to believe in their dreamy tales as well. Both characteristics
correspond to childlike attitudes regarding myths. Finally, the most important gods in pre-modern
societies are the ancestor gods that are the deceased parents and grandparents. Thus, the adoration
of real relatives and imaginary godfather and other gods corresponds to the tendencies of small
children towards their parents. Obviously, all dimensions of religion express not only childlike
cognitive aspects but moreover a full childlike psyche and personality. True religion and childlike
psyche are two sides of the same coin. My structural-genetic theory programme can nowadays
describe exactly, what Feuerbach could only surmise without having any knowledge of
developmental psychology.

Correspondingly it is evident that the disenchantment and secularisation of the world, the
evolution of agnosticism and atheism, is nothing else than a manifestation of the rise of
anthropological summits and formal operations. There were no atheists among peoples and
intellectuals of the Middle Ages. Though, whenever people gain a developmental age beyond ten
years, then they cannot avoid surmounting religious beliefs. The evolution unfolds from full
religiousness over doubts and uncertainty to atheism. Today, roughly 50 % of the Europeans and
65 % of the Japanese are atheists, and 97 % of the members of the Royal Society of London. It is
obvious that the religious people of today”s most advanced societies occupy intermediary cognitive
levels between our ancestors and the brighter milieus of current society. They only have a rest
religion, not the full, archaic, and vivid religion of the primitives, even not the fundamentalists.
Thus, my structural-genetic theory programme entails a full theory of religion and atheism. It does
not explain aspects of religion; it explains its nature and existence (Oesterdiekhoff, 2007c;
Oesterdiekhoff, 2008b; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b; Oesterdiekhoff,
forthcoming, 2011a: 147-161; Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a: 224-250).

These examples suffice to evidence that the huge differences between pre-modern and modern
humans and societies can only be decoded by developmental psychology, PCCP, and structural-
genetic theory programme. The fact of the lower intelligence and pre-formal stages of pre-modern
man is linked to customs, manners, ideologies, philosophies, religions, sciences, political forms, etc.,
widely divergent from the related phenomena in modern societies. Different stages of intelligence
and anthropological summits account to different cultures, outfit by totally different atmospheres
and practices. I estimate that most intelligence researchers and cognitive psychologists have no idea
of the explanatory possibilities of their tools. Some of them would deny applying these tools to
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domains belonging to ethnology, history, and sociology. It is necessary to combine the ethnological
and religious phenomena mentioned with intelligence and cognitive research.

The rise of modern, industrial society

In Europe, in the early modern times, the second great evolution in human history took place:
the emergence of modern society. This evolution mainly consists of five transformations: emergence
of industrialism, the rise of sciences, the era of enlightenment, the humanitarian revolution, and the
evolution of democracy. These five evolutions took place originally only in the Western World in the
time after 1700, especially after 1750. A comprehensive theory of modernity has to encompass all five
dimensions and not only the economical and technological aspects. Since their early history, social
sciences have been discussing on the role of economic and intellectual components in causing the rise
of the West. Whereas the materialistic positions emphasize the prime role of economics, institutions,
and social conflicts, thus dwarfing sciences, humanism, enlightenment, and democracy to be
secondary phenomena only, cognitive approaches worked out the decisive and causing role of
intellectual processes, thus appreciating all five evolutions to the same rate.

I demonstrated comprehensively that the materialist positions, including Marxian theory,
economic theory of investments, and property rights theory are erroneous, leading astray, and
often contradictious (Pomeranz, 2000; Oesterdiekhoff, 2005; Oesterdiekhoff, 2006d;
Oesterdiekhoff, 2007a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2008a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2009b; Oesterdiekhoff, 2010;
Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a). To find a proper approach instead necessitates considering the five
evolutions mentioned. The phenomena “sciences”, “enlightenment”, and “humanism” are merely
intellectual phenomena, besides intellectual phenomena expressing evolutionary trends.
“Industrialism” and “democracy” are a mixture of intellectual and institutional phenomena.

Jean Piaget and others worked out that the historical evolution of formal operations accounts
for the rise of physical sciences in the 17 century, whereas the previous disciplines, dominated by
magic, animism, and theology, had been liable to pre-formal stages (Piaget, 1975, vol. 8-10; Piaget,
Garcia, 1989; Fetz, 1982; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b;, Oesterdiekhoff, 1997).
The rise of industrialism depends completely on the rise of physical sciences, as, for example,
Margaret Jacob (1997) explained recently.

Additionally, developmental psychology described the transformation from authoritarian
concepts to democratic thinking among children beyond ten years of age. Persons on lower stages
prefer authoritarian forms of government and deny democracy and liberty rights. Jean Piaget
(1932) was one of the first to describe the growth of the idea of democratic forms of legislation
among children. The following developmental psychology supported this notion. I worked out that
the evolution of democracy in Western society corresponds to the ontogenetic evolution. This
implies that the rise of democracy is by no means a product of an accidental coincidence of
circumstances, class conflicts, and institutional hazards but, as the protagonists of enlightenment
themselves rightly maintained, a result of an intellectual evolution (Oesterdiekhoff, 2009a:
261-284, 336-343, Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b; Rindermann, 2008c).

Thus, the five evolutions took place during the same era after 1700. Therefore, they belong to
each other and must be deeply interconnected. Their temporal coincidence cannot be a hazard. All
five evolutions are therefore mainly intellectual evolutions, including “democracy” and
“industrialism”. Against the fact of the rise of anthropological summits for several years, the rise of
formal operations and intelligence, especially in the intellectual elite during this period, it is obvious
that the anthropological rise is the hand, whereas the five evolutions are only the five fingers of this
hand. They are different manifestations of the historically unique anthropological evolution.

There have been some scholars who had hint already to the link between the rise of formal
operations and the emergence of modern society, among them Jean Piaget himself (1975 a, vol. 10)
and Jiirgen Habermas (1976). However, my structural-genetic theory programme detailed this
transformation and worked out a complete theory with this regard. The cognitive transformation of
humankind from childhood to adulthood, initially originated in the West, is the reference point and
the fundament to understand the emergence of modern society. This new theory has procured a
theory of modern society that fulfils the principle of the sufficient reason (Oesterdiekhoff, 2011a:
176-205; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2012b; Oesterdiekhoff, 1997: 249-277,
Oesterdiekhoff, 2006d; Oesterdiekhoff, 2007a; Oesterdiekhoff, 2005; Oesterdiekhoff, 2010).
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3. Conclusion

Psychometric intelligence research, PCCP, and structural-genetic theory programme, rightly
embedded and commented, are coming to the same conclusions referring to the description of the
historical development of human intelligence. Adults of all pre-modern societies around the globe
are characterized by a lower intelligence or by pre-formal types of reasoning, while the increase of
intelligence or the development of formal operations is a new phenomenon in world history, bound
to the development of modern culture.

Developmental psychology, PCCP, and structural-genetic theory programme help to reveal
the full meaning of the results carried out in the frame of the psychometric intelligence research.
The Flynn effect is not an anomaly, as often interpreted, but matches to all data referring to the
relationship of culture and cognition, intelligence research has found out so far. The test scores do
not reflect narrowly limited mental techniques, but they really are a part of an entire cognitive
system, indicators to a certain developmental stage of psyche and personality. Humans, stemming
from different cultures, do not only differ by some scores, expressing some different levels of
reasoning abilities. They differ much more from each other. My theory opens the classical
intelligence research fruitful ways of application and of collaboration with ethnology, history,
sociology, and other social sciences and humanities.

The cognitive-developmental approach, as developed in my structural-genetic theory
programme, is useful in explaining mental core structures of humans living in pre-modern and
modern societies. It delivers a promising theory about “humans”, about the influence of humans,
staying on different anthropological stages, on culture and history. The theory answers to questions
raised in Historical Anthropology, Historical Psychology, mentality research, and micro-sociology.
The new theory program is appropriate in describing basis structures of pre-modern societies such
as magic, religion, superstition, law, morals, manners, and everyday conduct. The approach is
applicable to the explanation of the evolution of modern industrial society and the rise of the West.
It is in the heritage of the classical authors of developmental psychology, classical sociology,
classical British anthropology, the ethnology of worldview of Lévy-Bruhl, and the philosophy of
symbolic forms of Ernst Cassirer. To my opinion, this theory program is appropriate to base and to
unify humanities and social sciences.
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