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NMPOBJIEMA CYBBEKTA B COLUUATIbHOM ITPOrHO3UPOBAHUN
(MOCTHEKJTACCHUYECKNU Nnogxon)

A. 10. Bacunves
YxmuHcKuli 20cy0apcmeeHHbili mexHuveckuli yHusepcumem, ¥Yxma (Poccus)

BsedeHue. Mpun nccnegoBaHMM NPOrHOCTMYECKOrO NapajoKca, U3BECTHOro Kak addekT 3amna, as-
TOP CTONIKHY/ICA C HEAOCTAaTOYHOM BepudUKaumen NOHATUA «CyObeKT NPOrHo3npoBaHMUA» M Heobxoam-
MOCTbIO PaCLUMPEHUA 3TOTO NOHATUA (BK/IOYEHMA B HEFO NOMMMO NPOTrHO3UCTa U Apyrux auu). Mpobne-
Ma cybbeKTa HOCUT Pa3HOYPOBHEBbIM XapakTep. B MeToA010rMYeckoM OTHOLIEHUWN OTCYTCTBME YETKOTO
onpegeneHna cybbekTa NPorHo3MpoBaHUA NPUBOAUT K TPYAHOCTAM B AeMapKauun cybbeKkTa, no3Hato-
LLEero coumanbHyto peasbHOCTb, U cybbekTa, AelcTaytowero B oblwecTse. B To e BpeMAa MHOTME KOH-
Lenumm cybbekTa OTNIMYATCA TYMAHHOCTbIO M BHYTPEHHEW NPOTUBOPEUYNBOCTbIO.

Memodel. MpeasuaeHne Byayuiero (B ero Hay4HoW MMOCTacK) CBA3AHO C @HA/JIM30M CJIOXKHOIO
Cy6beKT-CybbEeKTHOrO B3aMMOAENCTBMA, PA3HOM CTENEHM BOB/IEYEHHOCTU CYOBbEKTOB B MPOrHO3MpyeMblIit
NPOLLECC, MEHAIOLLMMCS XapaKTEPOM UX BAUSHUA M Ha CUTyaLMmio, U Apyr Ha apyra. Hambonee nepcnek-
TUBHbBIM A1 U3yYEHWUA TaKOro PoAa ABNEHWUI NPEACTaBAAIOTCA MOCTHEKNACCUYECKMIA NOAXOA, U CUHepre-
TUYecKan napagmMrma, No3BoNAIOLME U3y4aTb NPobaembl Cy6beKT-CYGbEKTHOrO B3aMMOAEWUCTBUA U BAU-
AHUA CyOBEKTOB Ha NPOTrHO3UPYEMYHO CUTYyaLMIO.

Pesynemameol ucciedosaHus. LLIMpoKkMe BO3MOXKHOCTM A/1 CUHEPreTUYeCcKoro nporHo3vpoBaHUs
No3BO/IAOT JOMONHUTL KNaccuyeckoe onpeaesneHne cybbekTa NporHo3upoBaHUsA, BKAIOUMB B HETO Mpo-
rHO3MCTa, 3aKa3uMKa NPOrHO3a M MHbIX CYOBEKTOB, HEMOCPEACTBEHHO BAWAIOWMX HA NPOrHO3UPYeMblit
npouecc.

3aknoyeHue. B KOHTeKcTe n3ydyeHma adpdekTa damna pacCMOTPEHbl NPUMEpPbLI aHaAM3a NPOrHOCTU-
YeCKMX CUTyaUMit C UCMOSb30BaHMEM MOHATUIHOIO annapata CMHepreTMkW. Tak, ecauM paccmaTpuBaTh
NPOrHO3MPYEMYIO CUTYaLMIO KaK OTKPbITYIO AMHAMMUYECKYIO CUCTEMY, TO MOMEHT MPUHATUA PELLeHUA O
BMeLLaTeNbCTBE B Byayliee MOXKHO ONMUCATb Kak TOYKY BUdypKaumm, a cybbekT-cybbekTHOe B3aumoaemn-
CTBME MOXKHO XapaKTepM30BaTb KaK MPOLLECC CamMOOpraHU3aLmm1, UMeLWnii NpU3HaKM NOCTPOEHUA ca-
MONOAOGHbIX CTPYKTYP, BO3HUKAIOLLMX B XO4€ NEPEKPECTHOrO B3aMMHOro HabatogaeHUa U aHanunsa.

Kntoyesbie cn108a: cybbeKT NpPOrHO3MpPOBaHWA; KAacCMKa; NOCTHEKNaccuKa; apdekt damna; mero-
[,0/10MMA NPOrHO3MPOBaHUA.
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THE PROBLEM OF THE SUBJECT IN SOCIAL PREDICTION (POST-
NONCLASSICAL APPROACH)

Ya. Yu. Vasiliev
Ukhta State Technical University, Ukhta (Russia)

Introduction. While studying the prognostic paradox, known as the Oedipus effect, the author
encountered a lack of verification of the term "subject of forecasting" and the need to expand this
concept (including other persons in addition to the forecaster). The problem of the subject has a
multiple—level nature. In methodological terms, the lack of a clear definition of the subject of forecasting
leads to difficulties in the demarcation of the subject cognizing the social reality and the subject acting in
society. Simultaneously many concepts of the subject are distinguished by vagueness and inherent
inconsistency.

Methods. The foreseeing of the future (according to its scientific image) is connected to the analysis
of complex subject-subject interaction, different degree of involvement of subjects in the projected
process and changing nature of their impact on the situation and each other. The most promising for the
study of such phenomena are the post-nonclassical approach and the synergetic paradigm, which allow
to study the problems of subject-subject interaction and the influence of subjects on the forecasted
situation.

Research results. Wide opportunities for synergetic forecasting allow to complement the classical
definition of the forecasting entity by including the forecaster, the forecast customer and other subjects
directly influencing the projected process.

Conclusion. In the context of studying the effect of Oedipus, examples of prognostic situations
analysis using the conceptual apparatus of synergetic are considered. Thus, if we consider the predicted
situation as an open dynamic system, the moment of making a decision to intervene in the future can be
described as a point of bifurcation, and the subject-subject interaction can be characterized as a process
of self-organization, which has the features of building self-similar structures that arise in the course of
cross-observation and analysis.

Keywords: subject of forecasting; classic post-nonclassic; Oedipus effect; self-destruction and self-
realization of forecasts; forecasting methodology.
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