MBAHOBCKUI I'OCY JAPCTBEHHbII SHEPTETUYECKUIA
YHUBEPCUTET

IVANOVO STATE POWER UNIVERSITY

COJIOBBEBCKHUE UCCJIEJOBAHUS

SOLOV’EVSKIE ISSLEDOVANIYA
SOLOVYOV STUDIES

Boinyck 2(70) 2021
Issue 2(70) 2021



ConoBbéBckue uccaenosanus. Beim. 2(70) 2021

VYupemurens: PI'BOYBO «/IBaHOBCKuIA rocy1apCTBEHHBIH SHEpreTHyeckuil yuusepeurer umenu B.U. JlenuHay

Kypuan uznaercs ¢ 2001 rozna ISSN 2076-9210

PenakunoHHasi KoJIIernsi:
M.B. Maxcumosg (T11. penakrop), a-p ¢uioc. Hayk, r. IBanoso, Poccus

H.U. Feramnues (3aMm. T11. peaakropa), a-p. ¢puinoc. Hayk, r. Cankr-IlerepOypr, Poccus
U A. Eoowuna (3aM. T11. peflaktopa), 1-p KyJibTypoioru, r. Kocrpoma, Poccust
C . Tumapenxo (3aM. i1 penaxkropa), 1-p ¢uioin. Hayk, r. Cankr-IlerepOypr, Poccust
JI.M. MakcumoBa (OTB. CEeKpeTapb peKOJUIeruu), Kau. ¢puioc. Hayk, r. iBanoBo, Poccus
E.M. Amenuna, n-p dunoc. Hayk, r. Mocksa, Poccus
U B. Bopucosa, Hayd. cotp. T. Mocksa, Poccust
Bypmucmpos K.IO., xann. dpuioc. Hayk, r. Mocksa, Poccus
A.I'. I'auesa, n-p ¢unon. Hayk, r. Mocksa, Poccust
H.IO. I'psixanosa, 0-p dunoin. Hayk, r. Cankr-IlerepOypr, Poccust
K.B. 3enxun, n-p uckyccrpoBenenus, r. Mocksa, Poccust
H.B. Kompenes, ct. Hay4. coTp., . Mocksa, Poccust
H.H. Jlemuna, n-p KynpTypoJorud, T. Sipociasib, Poccus
M.B. Meoosapos, xaun. uct. Hayk, r. Huwkuuit Hosropon, Poccust
b.B. Measicyes, xana. ¢puioc. Hayk, T. Mocksa, Poccnst
B.U. Moucees, n-p dunoc. Hayk, r. Mocksa, Poccust
C.b. Poyunckuil, n-p duioc. Hayk, T. Mocksa, Poccust
B.B. Cepbounenxo, n-p ¢punoc. vayk, r. Mocksa, Poccus
E.A. Taxo I'oou, n-p ¢unon. Hayk, . Mocksa, Poccust
0.JI. ®emucenxo, n-p punon. Hayk, r. Cankr-Ilerepoypr, Poccus
JLJL Lykypos, n-p dunoin. Hayk, r. ViBanoBo, Poccust
M IO. Doenvumerin, kana. Gpuioi. Hayk, r. Mocksa, Poccus

MesxayHapoHasi peJaKuHOHHASI KOJLIerHsi:

I''E. Anses, n-p dunoc. Hayk, T. [TontaBa, Ykpanna
P. I'onvom, n-p ¢unon. Hayk, r. MaiiHn, ['epmanus

H.HU. Jumumposa, n-p dhunoc. Hayk, r. Codust, Bomrapus

11. [r6udcon, n-p punocodumn, r. Jlonmon, Benukodpuranus
0. Ban dep 3sepde, n-p punocopun, . Heitmeren, Hunepnan s
A. Kpacuyxu, n-p ¢punoc. Hayk, r. Bpomas, [Tonsima
b. Mapwaove, n-p cnaBsaoBenenus, r. [lapmxk, Opanuns
T. Hemem, n-p ¢uioc. Hayk, T. HL}o-ﬁopK, Coennnennsie [lItaTer AMepukn
A. Onno, n-p dunoc. Hayk, . Kanbspu, Utanus

Aopec pedakyuu.
153003, r. MiBanoBo, yi1. Pabdakosckas, 34, UTDY,
MesxpernoHanbHBIH HaydHO-00pa30BaTeNbHbINH HEHTp uccaenoBanuii Hacaenus B.C. ConoBséBa
CoJ10BbEBCKUI CEMUHAP
Ten. (4932), 26-97-70, 26-97-75; daxc (4932) 26-97-96
E-mail: maximov@philosophy.ispu.ru
http://solovyov-studies.ispu.ru
JKypuan sxmiouen 6 Ilepeuenb 6e0yujux peyeHsupyeMblX HayuHbIX JHCYPHANOS U US0AHULL, PEKOMEHOOBAHHBIX
BAK Munucmepcmesa nayku u svicuie2o oopasoeanus P ons nybnukayuu OCHOBHbIX HAYUHbIX Pe3yIbmamos ouccep-
mayuil Ha COUCKAaHUe YHeHbIX Cenenell OOKmopa U KaHouoama HAyK no Cedyiouum Spynnam CReyuanbHoOChell:
09.00.00 — unocogpckue nayxu, 10.01.00 — numepamyposedenue; 24.00.00 — kynomyponoeus.
Hngopmayus 06 onybIuKoeannvix cmamuax npedocmasnsiemes 6 cucmemy PUHI] coenacrno do2060-
py Ne 580-12/2012 JIO om 13 0dexabps 2012 o. ¢ OO0 «Hayunas snexmponnas 6ubnuomexay. XKypuan sape-
eucmpuposan 6 6ase oannvix Ulrich’s periodicals directory (CLLA).

© M.B. MakcumoB, coctasienue, 2021
© Agrops! crareii, 2021
© ®I'bBOYBO «/BaHOBCKHI TOCYyIapCTBEHHBIN SHEPreTHIeCKUH yHUBepcuTeT uMeHn B.U. Jlenunay, 2021



COJAEPKAHUE

HACJIEJME B.C. COJIOBBEBA: NCCJIEJOBAHUS U ITYBJINKALIIIN

IOpuna H.I'. «BockpecHslie nucema» B.C. ConoBseBa:

OCOOCHHOCTH JAUAIIOTA € UMTATEIIEM ... enenetetentnetenetenentaneeetet et enenene et naenenenenes 6
HUCTOPHUA ®PNTOCODPUN

PaiinoB T.W. Ouepku 1o ucropuu pycckoit ¢punocopuu 50—-60 romos.

Yacte BocbMast / [Toaroroeka k myomukanuu C.C. Unu3zaposa u B.A. KynpusiHosa ...... 20

EpMuyen A.A. Kputnueckue 3aMeTKH K BOIIPOCY
0 «MOCKOBCKOH METAMUBHUCCKOM TITKOIIC ... vevvrensensrenenenseneasaneeneaseneenensenennens 37

OUJIOCODPUA U METOLOJOI'UA TIO3HAHUS
Oppo A. Does a “russian philosophy” exist? The boundaries and nature of a question.. 47

MenoBapos M.B. IIpo6iema npepbIBHOCTH 1 HENPEPHIBHOCTH HCTOPHYECKOrO Mporecca
B PYCCKOM PETTHTHOZHON (DHITOCOMIIT - ... e.eteeeneetee et et e et e et et e et e e eaaenens 68

Nemeth T. Chelpanov: The Psychologist as a Realist Neo-Kantian................... 84
OUJTOCOPUSA U PUITOJIOTI'USL

PoruxoB A.JI. Maprunamu A. Brioka kak CBUAETENBCTBO 00 HCTOPHYECKHX
WCTOYHHUKAX puMedanuii B qpame «Po3a u Kpect». CtaThs ueTBepTas, 3aKiounTenbpHas ...... 114

IIpunosxenue. Beimucka A. bioka 06 ans0UrofcKoM KpecTOBOM TI0X0/1e
U3 COYMHEHU# mo Bceobeit ucropun O. Merepa u @. [lnoccepa /
PacmndpoBka n koMMeHTapun AJL. PBIUKOBA .......o.oiiiiiiiiiiiiii i, 135

OUJTIOCODPUA U KYJIBTYPOJOI'UA

Enommna U.A. Kynerypdunocodus zeca B onHonMeHHO# bece A.H. OctpoBckoro ... 143

HynapeBa M.A. Aniodartuka 11BeTa B pacckaszax b. 3aiitieBa «Mrna» u «benbiii cBeT»:
OHTOJIOTHYECKHN U KYJIBTYPOTOTHYCCKUH ACTIEKT . ..euvvnentnrneneneieneneneneniereeneeneene. . 100

KPUTHUKA U BUBJINOT PA®HUSA

Mpép K.J. [Pen. na:] Caryl Emerson, George Pattison and Randall A. Poole (eds.):
The Oxford Handbook of Russian Rellglous Thought Oxford: Oxford UnlverS|ty Press,
2020. Xxviii + 712 p. .. OO OY PO PRUPRTTPOPRUUPR: i

Mexyes B.B. Jles IllecToB — 110 Ty CTOPOHY HCTHHBI U 100pa.
[Pew. Ha:] Andrea Oppo. Lev Shestov: The Philosophy and Works of a Tragic Thinker. 181
Academic Studies Press, 2020. 420 P. ......vriniiiiiieieee e e

O XXYPHAIJIE «COJIOBBEBCKUE UCCIEJOBAHUSN.........oovveveeeeiieissesie e 190
O IMOJIIMMUCKE HA XXYPHAJI «COJIOBBLEBCKUE UCCJIEJIOBAHUS».................... 192

NHOOPMAIUA JJIS ABTOPOB.........coiiiiiciici it s 192



Solovyov Studies. Issue 2(70) 2021
Founder: Federal State-Financed Educational Institution of Higher Education
«Ivanovo State Power Engineering University named after V.I. Lenin»

The Journal has been published since 2001 ISSN 2076-9210
Editorial Board:

MN. Maksimov (Chief Editor), Doctor of Philosophy, Ivanovo, Russia
I.1. Evlampiev (Deputy Chief editor), Doctor of Philosophy, St. Petersburg, Russia,
I.A. Edoshina (Deputy Chief editor), Doctor of Cultural Studies, Kostroma, Russia
S.D. Titarenko (Deputy Chief editor), Doctor of Philology, St. Petersburg, Russia,
L.M. Maksimova (responsible secretary), Candidate of Philosophy, lvanovo, Russia,
E.M. Amelina, Doctor of Philosophy, Moscow, Russia,
1.V. Borisova, Research Scientist, Moscow, Russia,
K.U. Burmistrov, Candidate of Philosophy, Moscow, Russia,
A.U. Gacheva, Doctor of Philology, Moscow, Russia,
N.U. Gryakalova, Doctor of Philology, St. Petersburg, Russia,
K.V. Zenkin, Doctor of Art History, Moscow, Russia,
N.V. Kotrelev, Senior Research Scientist, Moscow, Russia,
N.N. Letina, Doctor of Cultural Studies, Yaroslavl, Russia,
M.V. Medovarov, Doctor of History, Nizhny Novgorod, Russia,
B.V. Mezhuev, Candidate of Philosophy, Moscow, Russia,
V.I. Moiseev, Doctor of Philosophy, Moscow, Russia,
S.B. Rotsinskiy, Doctor of Philosophy, Moscow, Russia,
V.V. Serbinenko, Doctor of Philosophy, Moscow, Russia,
E.A. Takho-Godi, Doctor of Philology, St. Petersburg, Russia,
O.L. Fetisenko, Doctor of Philology, St. Petersburg, Russia,
D.L. Shukurov, Doctor of Philology, lvanovo, Russia,
M.U. Edelstein, Candidate of Philology, Moscow, Russia.

International Editorial Board:

G.E. Aliaiev, Doctor of Philosophy, Poltava, Ukraine,
R. Goldt, Doctor of Philology, Mainz, Germany,

N.1. Dimitrova, Doctor of Philosophy, Sofia, Bulgaria,

P. Davidson, Doctor of Philosophy, London, United Kingdom
E. van der Zweerde, Doctor of Philosophy, Nijmegen, Netherlands,
Ya. Krasicki, Doctor of Philosophy, Wroclaw, Poland,
B. Marchadier, Doctor of Slavonic studies, Paris, France,
T. Nemeth, Doctor of Philosophy, New York, United States of America

A. Oppo, Doctor of Philosophy, Cagliari, Italy

Address:
Interregional Research and Educational Center for Heritage Studies V.S. Solovyov — Solovyov Workshop
Ivanovo State Power Engineering University
34, Rabfakovskaya st., Ivanovo, Russian Federation, 153003
Tel. (4932), 26-97-70, 26-97-75; Fax (4932) 26-97-96
E-mail: maximov@philosophy.ispu.ru http://solovyov-studies.ispu.ru

The Journal is included in the List of Leading Reviewed Scientific Journals and Publications, which are ap-
proved by the State Commission for Academic Degrees and Titles of the Ministry of Education and Science of the
Russian Federation for publishing the main scientific results of the dissertations on the candidate and doctoral de-
grees for the following groups of specialities: 09.00.00 — Philosophical Sciences; 10.01.00 — Literature Studies;
24.00.00 — Cultural Studies.

Information about published articles is sent to the Russian Science Citation Index by agreement with «Scien-
tific Electronic Library» Ltd. No. Ne 580-12/2012 LO of 13.12.2012. The journal is included into the database of
periodicals “Ulrich’s periodicals directory” (USA).

© M.V. Maksimov, preparation, 2021

© Authors of Articles, 2021

© Federal State-Financed Educational Institution of Higher Professional Education «Ivanovo State
Power Engineering University named after V.I. Lenin», 2021


mailto:maximov@philosophy.ispu.ru

CONTENT

V.S. SOLOVYOV’S HERITAGE: STUDIES AND PUBLICATIONS

Yurina N.G. V.S. Solovyov’s “Sunday Letters”: Aspects of the Author’s Dialogue
WIth the REAOET ........ i, 6

HISTORY OF PHILOSOPHY

Rainov T.1. The Outlines of the History of Russian Philosophy of the 50-60s.
Parts eight / Prepared for Publication by S.S. llizarov and V.A. Kupriyanov................ 20

Ermichev A. Critical Remarks on the Question of a “Moscow School of Metaphysics”.. 37

PHILOSOPHY AND METHODOLOGY OF COGNITION

Oppo A. Does a “Russian Philosophy” Exist? The Boundaries and Nature of a Question ... 47

Medovarov M.V. The Issue of the Continuity and Discontinuity of the Historical
Process in Russian Religious Philosophy ... 68

Nemeth T. Chelpanov: The Psychologist as a Realist Neo-Kantian................... 84

PHILOSOPHY AND PHILOLOGY

Rychkov A.L. A. Blok’s Marginalia on the Albigensian Crusade as an Indication
of the Historical Sources of “Notes” in the Drama “The Rose and the Cross”.
ArtiCle foUr, FINal o, 114

Appendix. A. Blok’s Excerpt about the Albigensian Crusade from the Works
on General History by O. Jager and F. Schlosser /
Transcription and comments made by A.L. Rychkov ...............ccc oo e i ee e, 135

PHILOSOPHY AND CULTURAL STUDIES
Edoshina I.A. The Cultural Philosophy of the Forest in the Eponymous Play

DY AN OStrOVSKY Lottt e e 143
Dudareva M.A. The Apophatic Dimension of Color in B. Zaitsev's Stories “Mist”
and “White Light”: Its Ontological and Cultural ASpects ..............ccoviviiiiiiiiiin.. 160

CRITICISM AND BIBLIOGRAPHY

Mjer K.J. Review of Caryl Emerson, George Pattison and Randall A. Poole (eds.):
The Oxford Handbook of Russian Religious Thought. Oxford:
Oxford University Press, 2020, XXVili + 712 P, ..o 171

Mezhuyev B.V. Lev Shestov — On the Other Side of Good and Truth.
[Review on:] Andrea Oppo. Lev Shestov: The Philosophy and Works

of a Tragic Thinker. Academic Studies Press, 2020. 420 p. .......ovviiiieriniiiiiieiannn, 181
ON “SOLOVYOV STUDIES” JOURNAL .....ccovriirieirinrnrereenenrereeneeseseneesesessenese e s 190
ON SUBSCRIPTION TO “SOLOVYOV STUDIES” JOURNAL.......ccccoviinirirrircrrannnns 192

INFORMATION FOR AUTHORS........coooiiiiiiiicrreesecesrere e s 192



6 Conosvésckue uccnedosanus. Beinyck 2(70) 2021
Solovyov Studies. Issue 2(70) 2021

HACJIEJUE B.C. COJIOBBEBA:
NCCIIEAJOBAHUSA U ITYBJIMKAIIUN

V.S. SOLOVYOV’S HERITAGE: STUDIES AND PUBLICATIONS

VK 821.161.1ConoBnéB
BBK 83.3(2=411.2)5

Haraabs I'ennaabesHa IOpuna

HarmoHanbHbIH HccienoBaTenbckuii MOpIOBCKUi rocyaapcTBeHHbli yHuBepeuteT uM. H.IT. Orapesa,
JIOKTOp (PHUIIONIOTHYECKUX HayK, IOLEHT, mpodeccop Kadeapsl pyCcCKOro si3blka Kak HHOCTPAaHHOTO,
Poccust, Capanck, e-mail: makarova-ng@yandex.ru

«Bockpecnbie nucema» B.C. CosioBbeBa:
0COOEHHOCTH IMAJIOra ¢ YUTATeJeM

Annomayus. Tpennaraercst ananu3 «Bockpecnbix mucem» B.C. ConoBbseBa. PaccMaTpuBaroTcest ocoOeH-
HOCTH aBTOPCKOTO JWAora C YUTAaTelIeM B PaMKax 3TOTO IyOJIHMIMCTHYECKOTO IUKJIA. AKTYaJbHOCTD
TeMbI 000CHOBaHa Ba)KHOCTHIO IIPOU3BEICHUS TSI OCMBICICHHS, C OJHON CTOPOHBI, OCIEIHETO TEKCTa
mcarenst «Tpu pa3roBopa...», ¢ Apyroil — oOIIero HampaBlIeHHsT pa3BUTHs ero myOiuimcTuky. «Boc-
KpECHbIE ITIChMay» CPABHUTEIBHO HEAABHO OKA3allNCh B c()epe BHUMAHHS COJIOBHEBOBEIOB M OCTAIOTCS
MaJio u3y4eHHBIMH. C OMOpO# Ha OCHOBHBIE TIOJIOKEHHS KOHILETIUHU pedeBbIX kaHpoB M.M. baxtuHa
paccMaTpHUBarOTCsl PabOTHI, BXOJSIINE B COJOBBEBCKHI IHMKJI, B KOMMYHHKAaTHBHOM pakypce B He-
CKOJIBKUX TPOCKINIL: aBTOp — afipecar, aBTop — TEeKCT, afpecar — TeKCT. Takoi MoaX0ox SBISETCSI HOBBIM
JUISL COJIOBEEBOBEICHHS M POYKTHBHBIM B CHJIy COBMEIIEHHS B PaMKaxX Hay4HOTO MCCIIEOBaHMS BO3-
MOYKHOCTEH JIMTepaTypOBe/IeHHs U SI3bIKO3HAHUS. B pesynbrare Bocco3maercst obimas cxema BBICTpau-
BaHus1 CONOBBEBBIM-ITYOIMIIMCTOM KOMMYHHUKAaTUBHOTO aKTa C YHTATENIEM, XapaKTepH3YIOTCsI HEKOTO-
pBle 0COOEHHOCTH €ro auajora ¢ ayanTopuei. [lenaoTcs BBIBOIBI O TOM, uTo 1) riaBHOH nensio Coio-
BbEBA IpU IyOnmKkanuu «BockpecHbIX muceM» OblIa OpraHu3anyst PeryIsIpHOTO U MPSIMOTO AUajora C
PYCCKOU YHTAIOIIEH ITyOIHKO#l B CBSI3H C ITUPOKUM KPYTOM OOIIECTBEHHBIX, IIOJIMTHIECKUX, HUIOCOd-
CKUX, PEINTHO3HBIX M HPABCTBEHHBIX BOIPOCOB (CKa3alach Tpamumus «JlHeBHUKA IHCaTeIsD
@®.M. JlocToeBCKOT0); 2) aBTOp NUKJIA PEATH30BBIBAN, TPEXK/IE BCETO, IPOCBETHTENIHCKO-TIPOPOIECKYIO
TBOPYECKYIO cTpaTeruio; 3) Ha npotsbkeHnu 1897-1898 ronos ConoBbeB mo-pasHomy auddepeHnpo-
BaJl YNTATEIbCKYIO MyOJIHKY, KOPPEKTUPOBAI CBOIO MO3UIIMIO0 OTHOCHTEBHO aapecara; 4) BbIOOp *aH-
poBoii popmbl ipou3BeaeHNs (TUCEMO-TIPONIOBE/b) ObLI HE ClIy4acH, 0OOCHOBBIBAJICS XapaKTEpOM pe-
4YeBOW CUTYalllH, YYaCTHUKAMHU JUaJIora, CreluuKoil chepbl 00IeH s, TPEIMETOM PEUU 1 OMPEIeITHII
cBoeoOpasne CTHIISL; 5) CTHIIb COJIOBBEBCKOTO IIMKIA OTIMYAeTCS HEOTHOPOJHOCTHIO, HEPOBHOCTEIO,
B3BOJIHOBAHHOCTBIO. OJTH BBIBOABI TTO3BOJIIIOT SICHEE IPEACTABUTH CHEIH(UKY aBTOPCKOH MO3HUIUH
ConoBbeBa-ITyOIHIICTA, XapaKTep pealn3aliy ero TBOPUIECKUX CTPATETHil.

Kniouegvie crosa: KoHIENIUS peyeBbIX xkaHpoB M.M. baxTuHa, KOMMYHUKAaTHUBHbIA aKT, MyOIUIMCTH-
YECKHUH TEKCT, IMAJIOT, aJipecart, aJ[pecaHT, XKaHp, TBOPUECKasi CTpaTerus, MpeAMET peuH, CTHIb

© KOpuna H.I',, 2021
ConoBbeBckue ucciemoBanus, 2021, Boim. 2, ¢. 6-19.
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IOpuna H.I'. «Bockpecnvie nucoma» B.C. Conogvesa: ocobennocmu ouanoza ¢ uumamenem 7
Yurina N.G. V.S. Solovyov’s “Sunday Letters”: Aspects of the Author’s Dialogue with the Reader

Natalya Gennadyevna Yurina
National Research Mordovia State University, Doctor of Philology, Docent, Professor of the Depart-
ment of Russian as a Foreign Language, Russian Federation, Saransk, e-mail: makarova-ng@yandex.ru

V.S. Solovyov’s “Sunday Letters”:
Aspects of the Author’s Dialogue with the Reader

Abstract. The article is devoted to the analysis of V.S. Solovyov's “Sunday Letters”. Aspects of the author's
dialogue with the reader within the framework of this publicist cycle are considered. The relevance of the
topic is based on the importance of this work for understanding the writer’s last work, “Three Conversations”
and the general direction of the development of his publicist writing. The “Sunday Letters” have relatively
recently come to the attention of Solovyov scholars and remain little studied. On the basis of the main premis-
es of M.M. Bakhtin’s concept of speech genres, the article examines the works included in the Solovyov cycle
from a communicative perspective, highlighting several perspectives: author — addressee, author — text, ad-
dressee — text. This approach is new for Solovyov studies and productive due to the combination of literary
and linguistic-methods of scientific research. As a result, the general scheme of the way Solovyov the publicist
constructs a communicative act with the reader established and some features of his dialogue with the audi-
ence are characterized. The article concludes that 1) Solovyov's main goal in publishing “Sunday Letters” was
to organize a regular and direct dialogue with the Russian reading public on a wide range of social, political,
philosophical, religious and moral issues (reflecting the influence of the tradition of F.M. Dostoevsky’s
“Writer’s Diary”); 2) the author of the cycle primarily implemented an educational and prophetic creative
strategy; 3) during 1897-1898 Solovyov distinguished between various sections of the reading public, cor-
rected his position regarding the addressee; 4) the choice of the genre form of the work (letter-sermon) was not
accidental, it was justified by the nature of the speech situation, participants of dialogue, specifics of commu-
nication sphere, subject of speech and determined the uniqueness of his style; 5) the style of the Solovyov
cycle is characterized by heterogeneity, unevenness, excitement. These conclusions clarify the specifics of the
author's position in the works of Solovyov the publicist, the character of his implementation of creative strate-
gies.

Key words: M.M. Bakhtin's concept of speech genres, communicative act, publicist text, dialogue, ad-
dressee, addresser, genre, creative strategy, subject of speech, style

DOI: 10.17588/2076-9210.2021.2.006-019

[Mybnummcrnyeckuit ki «BockpecHble MUChMay, COCTOSIIMA U3 22 pador,
co3naBaics B.C. ConoBbeBbIM B KOHILIE €T0 TBOpUYECKOro myTH. CTaTbu, BXOASIINE B
Hero, Obuth onyOsrkoBaHbl B 18971898 romax B razere B.II. INaiineOypoBa «Pychy.
Becnoii 1900 roma 12 3 HEX OBUTH MEpEeN3IaHbl B KQ4eCTBE MPHUIIOKEHUS K TTOCIIE -
HeMy (yHIAMEHTATLHOMY ITPOM3BENIEHUI0 mucatels « Tpu pasroBopa o BoitHe, Tpo-
rpecce U KOHIIE BCEMHUPHON HCTOPHH. . ..

«BockpecHbIe MMChMa» CPABHUTEIBHO HEAABHO OKA3aIKCh B chepe BHUMAHUS
COJIOBHEBOBEIOB, XOTs myoOnuicTrka ConoBbeBa, HaunHas ¢ 1990-x ro/ioB, aKTHUB-
HO Tepeu3aBajach’ M uW3ydanach kak B Poccum (pabotel B.U. datromenko u

! Cm.: Conosbe B.C. HanmonanbHerii Bonpoc B Poccun. Bem. 1, 2. BockpecHsie muckMa // ConoBbeB
B.C. JIureparypras kputuka. M.: CoBpemennuk, 1990. C. 292-372 [1]; Politics, Law, and Morality:
Essays by V.S. Soloviev. New Haven: Yale University Press, 2000. 368 p. [2].
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HU. Iumbaesa?, C.B. Pomunckoro® u gp.), Tak u 3a pybexom (I. Tayrt?,
Jix. Kopu6narr®, ®. lann-kaii-cu®, 5. Kpacuukn’ u ap.). AHaIM3Upysi COJOBBEB-
CKM{ IHKJI B paKkypce myOonuucTrdeckux moieMuk koHna XIX Beka, b. Mexyes
CIpaBeIMBO OTMETHJ €ro ocoOYI0 HICHHYI0 Harpy3Ky B coctaBe «Tpex pas3ropo-
POB...»: OHH NPEACTABIUIN B MyOIMIUCTUIECKOM (opMaTe TOT KOPILYC UAEH, KOTO-
PBII OIpeAenui XyA0KECTBEHHOE TIOJIOTHO MOCIEIHEr0 MPO3andecKoro npou3Bee-
Hus punocodad. ITo MOATBEPKIAET aBTOPCKAs MOCIEN0BATENBHOCTh HX PACIIONO-
KCHUSl MIPU BTOPUYHON MyOJIMKAIMM: CHavyala — MUCbMa IOJ OOMIMM Ha3BaHHEM
«Hemuzuga» 00 MCIaHO-aMEepUKAHCKON BOWHE W TOCIENCTBUSX JUIsI TOCYIapcTBa
HAaCUJIBCTBCHHOI'O MPUHYXKACHUA K UCIIOBCIAHUTIO ((Hp&BHHBHOﬁ)) BCpLI, 3aTCM — HC-
ckouibko muceM («Poccus uepes cto e, «O cobnaznax», «COBECTHOCTb HJTU UCTH-
Ha?»), CBA3aHHBIX C BHYTPUTOCYJAaPCTBEHHBIMH MTpodiieMamu (Jiemorpadus, 0coOeH-
HOCTH OOIIECTBEHHOTO MBIIUICHHUS), HakoHel, «llacxanpHble MHCbMay, MOCBALICH-
HBIE OCMBICJICHUIO TYXOBHOTO Pa3BHUTHS UYelOBeUecTBa. Takas o4epeqHOCTh MO3BO-
JIMJIA TIOJIHEE PEaNn30BaTh aBTOPCKUHN 3aMbICeN, HOSCHUTh JIOTHKY Pa3BUTHS MBICIIH
B «Tpex pasroBopax...», JOTMOIHATE BHIBOABL. DakT 0cO00H BaXKHOCTH IS TTO3AHETO
ConoBbeBa BBHIIIEHA3BAHHOTO IMKJIA MOATBEPKAAET aBTOPCKOE 3aMEYaHUE O HEM:
«HexoTtopsie U3 3THX cTaTell MpUHAIISKAT K HanOoJee yIauHOMY, YTO KOT/Aa-Tn00
MHOI0 Hamucado...» [10, ¢. 653].

Takum 00pa3oM, aKTyadbHOCTH 3asBIEHHONH TeMbl 00OCHOBAaHA Ba)KHOCTBHIO
«BockpecHBIX THIcEM» ISl OCMBICIICHHS, C OJJHOH CTOPOHBI, CONOBBEBCKUX «Tpex
PasroBOpPOB...», C APYrod — OOILEro HanpaBieHUs Pa3BUTUS MyOIMIIMCTUKY THCaTe-
ns. Ha ceromHsiHui AeHp MyOMMUIMCTUYECKUN LUK OCTAeTCs Malo HMCCIIEAOBaH-
HbIM KaK B IUIaHE MPOOJIEMATHUKHU, KaHPOBOTO CBOCOOpa3us, SI3bIKOBOI'O O(opmiie-
HUS, TaK U B TUIAHE OTPAXKCHHS aBTOPCKOM MO3MUIMH, CICUU(UKHA peaTu3alil TBOpP-
yeckux ctpateruii ConoBbeBa. Hike paccMOTpUM 3TOT TEKCT B KOMMYHHUKAaTHBHOM
pakypce, npoaHaIM3UPyeM C TOYKH 3PCHHS OCOOCHHOCTEH OpraHHW3alvM ITyOJUIH-
CTOM auajiora ¢ 4YUTaTrcjicM. HpI/I OCMBICJICHUU XYJO0KXECCTBEHHOI'O 1 Hy6J’II/IHI/ICTI/I‘Ie-
CKOTO TPOM3BEIEHHUSA B acCleKTe KOMMYHUKAIMM OCOOEHHO NMPOAYKTHBHA, HAa HAaIl

2Cm.: ®arromenko B.U., um6aes H.U. Bnagnmup Cosnobes — kputuk 1 myonuimct // Cosnosses B.C.
JIuteparypHas kputrka. M.: CoBpemennuk, 1990. C. 5-34 [3].

3 Cm.: Ponmnckuit C.B. Bi1. ConoBbeB M TEOPETHKH HAPOIHHYECTBA: BHIACHEHHE OTHOIIEHHH 10 TIOBOTY
00IIeCTBEHHOTO HJcaia W PO JINIHOCTH B uctopuu // ConoBeeBckue uccienoanus. 2005, Bem. 11.
C. 13-25 [4].

4Cwm.: Gaut G. Can a Christian be a Nationalist? Vladimir Solov'ev's Critique of Nationalism // Slavic
Review.1998. Vol. 57, No. 1. P. 77-94 [5].

5Cwm.: Kornblatt J.D. Vladimir Solov'ev on Spiritual Nationhood, Russia and the Jews // Russian Review.
1997. Vol. 56, No. 2. P. 157-177 [6].

6Cm.: Llann-kaii-cu @. «Pycckas uues» B puiaocodckoii nydmuuuctuke B ConoBbeBa U 1yXOBHAs
curyanus Haurero Bpemenu / ConoBreBckue uccnenosanus. 2005. Beim. 11. C. 66-74 [7].

7 Cwm.: Kpacuuku S1. TIpo6iema pasnena nepkseil 1 XpUCTHAHCKOTO eIMHCTBA B myOmumuctuke B. Co-
nosbeBa // ConoBbeBckue uccnenopanus. 2005. Beimn. 11. C. 87— 97 [8].

8 B. MeskyeB HACTaMBAET HA TOM, 4TO «IBA/IATh BTOPOE MUCHMO OBLIO COBCEM HE TMOCIETHAM H, YTO
Ba)KHO, HE TIOCIIEIHUM, Pa3MEILCHHBIM B razere "Pyce”» [9].
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B3[UISLJ, METONOJIOUs, IpeaaoxkenHas M.M. BaXTuHbIM B paboTe O peueBbIX KaH-
pax®. BaxTUHCKas KOHIIENIUs FeHEpUPYeT BO3MOKHOCTH JUTEPaTypOBEICHHUS U SA3bI-
KO3HAHHS, MO3BOJISET YBUAETh TEKCT 00BEMHO, CPa3y K€ B HECKOIBKHX IIPOCKIUSX:
aBTOp — TEKCT, aBTOP — aJPECAT, aipecar — TeKCT. Takas METOJ0JI0THs KpaiHe PEIKO
HUCIIONB3YyeTCs IPU aHATIU3€ CONOBLEBCKHX Tpom3BeaeHuil (myomumuctuky B.C. Comno-
BbEBA B KOMMYHHMKAaTHBHOM pakypce paccMarpupanu H.I'. Bapanen'®, O.JI. Apucku-
Hall, muTEpaTypHO-KpHTHYECKUE U XyHOXKeCTBeHHbIe TekcThl — H.I. IOpunal?), uro
00ecreunBaeT UCcileJOBAHUI0 HOBU3HY He TOJIbKO 00hEKTA U3yUeHHUs, HO M METO/IA.

Aemop — adpecam (onpedenenue adpecama, asmMopcKol cmpameuil)

JIro00¥ TEKCT-BhICKA3bIBAHUE B 3HAYUTEIILHON CTEIICHHM ONMpEACIsAeTCS aipe-
CAaHTOM M BBICTPAaUBAETCSI C YYETOM BO3MOKHBIX OTBETHBIX pPEaKUUd ajapeca-
Ta.QueBHIHO, YTO TNaBHOM Henbio CosloBheBa mpH myOiauKanuu mukna «Bockpec-
HBIC MTUCbMa» OblIa OpraHu3alysi PETyJISPHOTO MPSIMOTO JUAIIOTa C PYCCKOM uuTa-
o1Iel TyOIMKON B CBSI3W C HIMPOKUM KPYTOM aKTYaJIbHBIX OOIECTBEHHBIX, ITOIUTH-
4ecKuX, (GUIOCO(CKHUX, PENUTHO3HBIX W HPABCTBEHHBIX BOMPOCOB. [Ipemmomoxim,
YTO Ha XapaKTep peajM3aldy 3TOr0 3aMbICJIa MOIJIM IIOBJIUATH HE TOJIBKO 3CXATOJO-
TUYeCKHe HACTpoeHUs 1mo3aHero CoIOBhEBA, B CBS3H C KOTOPHIMH OOCYKIIEHUE JKU3-
HEHHO BaXKHBIX JJI YEJIOBEUECKOIO0 PA3BUTHUS BOIPOCOB CTANO ISl HEFO HACTOSA-
TEJNBHO HEOOXOAMMBIM, HO | mybOiunuctrudeckuid onbir .M. [focToeBckoro, Tpaam-
uus ero «JlHeBHHMKa nucarens». B Hauane cBoel JTUTEpaTypHO-KPUTHUYECKOW Jes-
TEILHOCTH UMEHHO 3TOro aBTopa CoJIOBbEB Ha3BaJl MIPOPOKOM U, HECMOTPS HA U3MeE-
HEHUE B JTAJIbHEHUIIEM CBOETO OTHOILIECHUS K HEKOTOPBHIM HIEAM MHCATENs, TaK U HE
MEPEUSPKHYIT TOCICAYIOIIUMHU MyOTMYHBIMHA BBICTYIJICHUSIMH CBOCH paHHEW OIleH-
ku. JIorm4HO, 9TO K TBOpYEeCcKOMY OmBITY JlocToeBckoro CoJOBBEB IOIKEH OBLI
MIPUCMAaTPHUBATHCS OCOOCHHO BHUMATEIBHO.

[Tucema-Bricka3piBaHusl COJOBhEBA B CHITy MIX ITyOJIIMIIMCTHYECKON TIPUPOIBI,
cdepsl NeATETBHOCTH, B PaMKax KOTOPOW OHH OTJIAIAINCH, TIEPBOHAYAIBHO TIPE-
MOJIaraJii MUPOKUN KPYTr COOECETHUKOB: HAapOJ, COOTEYECTBEHHUKOB, COBPEMEHHU-
KOB. B03MOXHO, HeCTy4alHO JJisl MyOJUKAIMK ObLJIO BRIOPAHO M3JaHHE C CUMBOJIH-

9 Cm.: Baxtur M.M. TIpoGnema pedeBbix xaHpoB // baxtun M.M. JluTepaTypHO-KPHTUIECKUE CTATHH.
M.: Xynox. mut., 1986. C. 428-472 [11].

10 Cm.: Bapanen H.I'. JluckypcuBHEIE M KaHPOBEIE 0cobeHHOCTH TBOpuecTBa B.C. Conosbesa // Coro-
BbeBckue uccnenoanus. 2002. Bem. 2. C. 18-34 [12].

1Cwm.: Ariskina O.L., Yurina N.G. Features of the linguistic personality of V.S. Solovyov-publicist
(speech: “three forces*) // Utopia y Praxis Latinoamericana. 2020. 25 (5). P. 39-50 [13].

12Cwm.: IOpuna H.I'. TBopueckue cTpareruu B autepaTypHoii kputuke B.C. ConosbeBa (Ha MaTepuaie
pabot «Ilo33us ®.U. TrotueBa» u «Pycckue cumBonucThI») // Ounosnorust u Kynsrypa. 2021. Ne 1 (63).
C. 225-230 [14]; FOpuna H.T'. JTureparypHo-XynoxecrBeHHoe TBopuectBo B.C. CosloBbeBa B KOHTEK-
CT€ PYCCKOH CIIOBECHOCTH BTOPOI nosoBUHEI XX Beka (3cTeTHKa, mosTHKa, cTiib). Capanck: M3x-Bo
Mopuos. yu-ta, 2019. C. 59-94 [15].
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yeckuM HazBaHHeM «Pychb». BoobOme ConoBbeB HE 0U€Hb BBICOKO CTaBHJ PYCCKOE
00IIECTBO, CKJIOHHOE K IOJpakaHUIO, HECBOOOAHOE M HecamocTosATenpHoe. Hesa-
JOJIr0 A0 CMEPTU OH MHCAN: «3aryiaaplBas B QyLIy HAILIEro OOIIECTBA, HE YBUIUIIbL
TaM HH SICHOro n00pa, HH SICHOTO 37a... HHU OOry CBeYka HH 4YepTy Kouepra
[16, c. 171]. BmecTe ¢ TeM Henb3s HE OOpaTUTh BHUMAaHHWE HA TO, YTO B IIpoIlecce
oOHapoaoBaHus ceprur «BOCKpPECHBIX MHCeMY aBTOp MO-pazHoMy audQepeHImpoBa
ISl ce0st MyOJINKY, UCKAI «CBOETO» UUTATENSI U KOPPEKTUPOBAJ CBOIO TO3UIHIO OT-
HOCUTENBHO anpecaTa. Tak, B 5-M muchMe OH Ha3bIBall B KaUeCTBE CyObEKTa BOCIIPU-
ATUSI TEKCTA «3PABOI0 PYCCKOTO YUTATEISD, «IEHCTBUTENBHBINA PYCCKUI HApOI» U
«Ty 4acTh PyCCKOTO 00IIeCTBa, KOTOPask 320JHO C HAPOJIOM U Tpe/iaHa ero UCTUHHOM
nosib3e»'®. B 6-M ompenensul uuTaTeNs MpeaeNbHO MMPOKO: PACCYKAAT O «MAJIBIX
CHX», U3 KOTOPBIX «COCTOUT BECH MUP»™. DTO «Ir0/11, HE MMEIONIUE BKYCa K 311y, HE
TMO0SIIMe ero pagu Hero caMoro, HO HeIOCTATOYHO CUIIbHBIE, YTOOBI MIPOTUBUTHCS
€ro MaTepualbHbIM cobMa3HamM»™. IMEHHO IS HUX, MOJIAraeT aBTOP, MOTYT OBITh
MOJIE3HBI €ro pa3MmblnuieHus-noydyeHus. B 10-m nuceMe Cosi0BBEB NMPUIIEI K BBIBO-
Iy, 4TO €ro ajpecaT — PYCCKOE XPUCTUAHCKOE COOOILECTBO, BKJIIOYAIONIEE KaK MH-
TEJUTUTEHIIMIO, TaK ¥ HapoA. B 16-M muckMe aBTOp TOBOPHII O TPEX KATETOPHUSIX CITy-
HIAIOIINX-COOECETHUKOB 10 WX OTHOIICHWIO K UCTHHE: 1) MyXOBHO cliemble, yTpa-
TUBIIME BO3MOXXHOCTh BOCHPUHHMATh HCTUHY B CHJy OOJI€3HH AyIIW; 2) 3psuHe,
BOCIIPHHUMAIOIIIME MCTUHY U CTaparolfecss BBHICTPOUTH XH3Hb B COOTBETCTBHU C
9THM 3HaHUEM; 3) 3psure, KOTOpble BUISAT UCTUHY, HO HEHABUAAT M HE PUHUMAIOT
ee, TaK KaK OHa 00s3bIBACT UX K JEHCTBUIO, KOTOPOIO OHHU HE XOTAT. MITOroBbIH BBI-
Box ConoBbeBa: «He TpeOyercs ymcTBeHHas paboTa HaJ UCTUHOIO AJISl U3OPAHHUKOS
no0pa U 371a, HO OHa TpeOyeTCs JUIsi MHOXKECTBA NPU3BAHHBIX K 0OOPY M OTBJICKae-
MBIX 370M» [17, ¢. 55]. lnsa «ioneit cpeaHnx, MacCUBHBIXY, JIETKO CMYIIAeMbIX U
COMBAEMBIX «C TOJIKY BCAKAMM BOJIKAMH B OBeYbeil mIKype»'® u Obuin HamucaHbl
«BocKkpecHbIe TUCHEMaY.

CoI10BBEB C IOHOIIECKUX JIET COOTHOCHII CBOIO KU3HEHHYIO MHCCHIO C TIPOPO-
yecTBoM 00 uctune'’. B oqnoMm u3 nucem k A.A. ®ety oH nucai: «51, Bipouem, He
TOJIBKO 00 YroXIeHHH, HO 1axke U 00 yOeKIeHNH JIIoAel JaBHO OCTABUII IIOTICUEHHE.
JIOBOJIBHO C MEHS CBUJIETENILCTBOBATh, KaK YMEI0, 00 UCTHHE, B KOTOPYIO BEPIO, U O
JKU, KOTOpyto BIKy» [19, c. 121]. CBoe Ha3HaueHUE OH CTapajcsl pealn3oBaTh de-
pe3 HaydHO-UIOCOPCKHA, MyOIUIUCTHYECKUH, XyIO0KECTBEHHBIH, JIUTEpaTypHO-

13 Cm.: Conosnér B.C. Bockpecubie mucema // Cobpanue counnenuii Brnagumupa Cepreesuua Coro-
BoeBa: B 10 1. T. 10. CII6.: ToB-Bo «IIpocBenienuney», 1914. C. 17-18 [17].

14 Tam xe. C. 19.

15 Tam xe.

16 Cm.: Conosber B.C. Bockpecuble nuceMa / CoGpanue counnenuii Bnagumupa Cepreesuua Coto-
BeeBa: B 10 1. T. 10. C. 55.

17 B kauecTtBe TpaaAuLUi, K KOTOPBIM OKa3aJicsi B 3ToM cBs3u Bocnpuumuus Coinosbes, I1. J[aBuncon
Ha3bIBaeT PYCCKYIO JINTEPATYPHYIO MPOPOYECKYIO TPAAULINI0 M OMOIEHCKYIO TPajWIHIO €BPeHCKOro
npopodyectsa (cm.: Davidson P. Vladimir Solov'ev and the Ideal of Prophecy // Slavonic and East Euro-
pean Revie. 2000. Vol. 78, No. 4. C. 662 [18]).


https://www.jstor.org/action/doBasicSearch?si=1&Query=au%3A%22Pamela+Davidson%22
https://www.jstor.org/stable/4213113?Search=yes&resultItemClick=true&searchText=Solovyov&searchUri=%2Faction%2FdoBasicSearch%3FsearchType%3DfacetSearch%26amp%3Bsd%3D%26amp%3Bed%3D%26amp%3BQuery%3DSolovyov%26amp%3Bacc%3Doff%26amp%3Bwc%3Don%26amp%3Bfc%3Doff%26amp%3Bgroup%3Dnone%26amp%3Bpagemark%3DcGFnZU1hcms9MTg%253D&ab_segments=0%2Fbasic_SYC-5055%2Fcontrol
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KpUTHYSCKHUN (DOpMaThI OOIIEHUsS ¢ COOSCETHUKOM, HCIIOIb30Bal KaK YCTHBIN, TaK U
MUCHhMEHHBIN ero Bupl. HaunHas ¢ mepBhIX MyOJIMIIUCTHYECKUX BBICTYIUICHUH, BhI-
CTpamBas Tojie Auayora ¢ yurareieM, ColOBbEB MCIOIL30BAJI, IPEXkKIAEC BCETO, MPO-
CBETUTEIBCKO-TIPOPOUYECCKYIO CTPATETHIO, YTO Mbl KOHCTATUPOBAIM U TPOUILTIOCTPHU-
poBanu paHee Ha Matepuane ctaTbu «Tpu cuiab»'®, PeueBoii akT opraHu30BHIBAJICS
VM C yYeTOM HEepaBHOIPABHUI COOECETHIKOB, MOTATFHOCTH YPOKa, KOTOPBIHA OIHKEH
OBLT YCBOHTD afpecaT. AlpecaHT-«HACTABHHUKY IMO3UITHOHNPOBAN ce0st KaKk HOCHUTEIs
WCTHHBI, CTPEMUJICS K TMOJTHOTE PACKPBITHS TEMBI, PACCTABIISI CMBICIOBHIC AKIICHTHI.
CooTBeTCTBEHHO mMoOAOWpanach xaHpoBas (opma, 0coObIi crnocod H3IOKESHHUS.
dopmar myOoIUIUCTHYECKOTO O0IIeHus ¢ unTareneM B 1880-e Tompl cTan i Guito-
coa OMHMM W3 OCHOBHBIX. B psijie MOJIEMUYECKHUX CTaTel, COCTABUBIIMX BIIOCIIE/-
CTBHH JiBa BhITycka «HarmonansHoro Bonpoca B Poccuny» (1883—1891 rr.), BeIcTpa-
vBajach W Apyras, WrpoBas, TBOpUECKas cTpaTerus. Vcmomp3ys mpueM HpOHUH,
HaMEKH M HEJI0CKa3aHHOCTh, aBTOP Ipejiarall aapecary-uuTaTeIo TEKCT C JBOMHBIM
CMBICJIOM, TIPUTJIAMIAT K paBHOIPABHOMY AUaNOTy. OTBICKUBAsI OTJCIbHBIC OTTCHKH
ABTOPCKUX MBICIIEH M YyBCTB, YHTATENb TOJDKEH OBUT KPUTUIECKH OCMBICIUTE CO00-
IeHre, TPOaHaTN3NPOBATh CKPHITHIE B HEM CMBICIBI M YCTAHOBUTH B TUAJIOTE C aB-
TOPOM COOCTBEHHYIO UCTHHY. B TmocieHue TO/bI )KU3HU, JOCTUTHYB MHUKA B Pa3BH-
TAW CBOEW TMO33MU U XYI0KECTBEHHO! Ipo3bl, COIOBEEB BO3BPATHIICS K AKTUBHBIM
3aHATHSAM TyONHMIIICTUKOM, OYEBHIHO, U3-3a JIEHCTBEHHOTO €€ XapaKTepa, BO3MOXK-
HOCTH OOIIAThCs ¢ COOECEAHMKOM HAIpsSMYl0, OBICTPO pearupoBaTh Ha OTBETHBIC
PEIUIMKK M U3MEHSIOIIYIOCS CUTYyaluio oOiieHus. Eciu B paHHuil nepuo TBopue-
ckoit gearenpbHOCTH COJIOBBEB YacTO WCIOIB30BAI (POPMY YCTHOTO BBICTYIUICHUS
(Jrlekmms, CIIOBO, peub), TO K KOHITY JKH3HH OH, 0 cBHIeTeNbeTBY D.JI. Pamnosa, cran
TATOTUTHCS OOIIEHUEM ¢ OOJIBIION ayIUTOPUCH: MyOJUYHBIC JICKIIUU: «yTOMIISIIN H
paccTpanBany ero 6oiee, 4eM BCAKUI Ipyroii Tpya»'®. BmecTe ¢ Tem npsamoe obie-
HUE C Pa3sMBIIUISAIONICH W aHATU3UPYIONIeH TeKYyIIyr Xu3Hb myOnukolr CoJOBBEB,
OYEBUHO, CUUTAJI BAXKHBIM M HEOOXOIUMBIM.

Hcnonp3oBanne MPOCBETHTEILCKO-TIPOPOUECKON CTPATETHH B TUAJIOTE C YUTA-
TENbCKOU ayJUTOpHUEH, TNIABEHCTBYIOMIAs MO3MUIMS aBTOPA OTHOCUTENIBHO BBICTpAU-
BaeMOTro JUCKypca, 0€3yCiI0BHO, IpocMaTpuBaroTes B «BockpecHbix mucbmax». Co-
JIOBLEB aBTOPHUTAPHO M3JIAraeT COOCTBEHHBIM B3IJIAI HA YEIOBEUSCKHH IyTh U CO-
BPEMEHHYIO JCHCTBUTEIBHOCTD, MBITAETCS YOCIUTh YNTATEINsA-COOECEIHUKA B CBOCH
MpaBoOTe, OOBSCHUTH CBOIO TOYKY 3pEHHs, BO3ICHCTBOBaTH Ha ajapecara. OOpaTum
BHHMAaHME Ha HA3BaHUS, MMOAYCPKUBAIOIINE TTO3HUIIMIO aBTOPA-TIPOPOKA, TPOCBETHUTE-
15 v nponoBeHUKa: «Hebo mnm 3emisa?», «ClIOBECHOCTh WM UCTUHA?Y, «3a0bIThIC
ypokuy, «Uto Takoe Poccus», «Kenckuit Bompocy, «Boctounsiit Bompocy». OHuU

18Cm.: Ariskina O.L., Yurina N.G. Features of the linguistic personality of V.S. Solovyov-publi-cist
(speech: “three forces*) [13].

19 Pammos D.J1. B.C. Conosbes. Buorpaduueckuii ouepk // Codpanue counnenuii Branumupa Cepree-
Buya ConosbeBa: B 10 1. T. 10. CII6.: ToB-Bo «IIpocsetuenuer, 1914. C. XVII [20].
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MMEIOT KOHCTATUPYIONIUI WU MPOOJIEMHBIA XapaKTep, OTIIMYAITCS (PHIOCO(CKUM
pasmaxoMm. HazBanme mucem 1898 roma («JlyxoBHOE COCTOSIHHE PYCCKOTO Hapojaay,
«Poccust gepe3 cTo JeT») mpsAMo oOpaIeHsl B OyayIee, coiep:KaT JyXOBHOE MPOPO-
4ecTBO. B 11eHTpe 00CyKACHUS — OLICHKH U aHAJIN3 ONPE/ICIICHHOW CUTYaIlUH, XapaK-
TEPUCTHKA JTUYHOCTEH, KOHIEHTPUPYIONINX THIIHYHBIE YePTHI OOIIIECTBEHHOUW TPYTI-
b, BA)KHBIE TEHACHINH. B Ka)KAOM M3 CBOMX BBICKA3bIBAHWN aBTOP, OE3YCIOBHO,
MPOSIBIISICT WHAMBUIYaIbHOCTh, BRIPAKAET CBOM B3IJISA HA MHp, SCTCTHYCCKUE MPH-
CTPaCTHsl, STUYCCKHE MPHUHIUIBL. JTO MPOSIBJISACTCS B BHIOOPE TEMBI, MO3UIUU IO
mpo0JieMe, B 3aMBICIIe U CIIEU(HUKE eT0 pean3allii, SKCIIPECCHH, CTHJIE BBICKA3bI-
Banusi. OIHAKO CaMOBBIpOXKEHHE 37eCh HE sBisAeTca camouenbio. s ConoBbeBa
Ba)KHEE IPYroe — JOHECEHHE UCTUHBI 0 YUTaTeNs, Bo3aeicTBrue Ha Hero. O.JI. Pax-
JIOB OTPEAEIsii 0COOEHHOCTH aBTOPCKOW MO3MINU B «BOCKPECHBIX MHUCHhMaxX» TakK:
«...dUTaTeIh BCE BpPEMs UyBCTBYET, YTO CEPHE3HBIN B30p aBTOpa CICOUT 3a HUM U
CTapaeTcsl YIOBUTh XOTs ObI POOJICCK CO3HAHMS, YTO SAMHCTBEHHO LIEHHOE B KU3HU
— 3TO Bepa B 0€3yCJIOBHOE HAUalo, 3TO JKUBOE PENUrHo3HOEe 9yBcTBOY» [20, c. XX].
Henp3s HE OTMETHTH, YTO B TEKCTAaX COJIOBHEBCKOTO IIMKJIA OTCYTCTBYET aOCOJIOT-
HBIl aBTOPUTAPU3M, OTPAHMYCHHOCTh COOOIICHHMS KOHCTAaTalued CyObEKTHBHBIX
MBICJICH U OIIYIICHMI, KaK, HAI[pUMED, B TTO3AHEH uTepaTypHoil kputuke ColloBbe-
Ba. ABTOp MpU3HAET MPaBO YHUTATENs] HA PABHOICHHYIO PEIUIMKY, KOTOpas MOXET
YBECTH JTMAJIOI B CTOPOHY OT HAMEUYEHHOro MM HamnpasieHus: «[Ipoiry u3BHHEHUS,
YTO pedyb O BAXHOM Jieie, HA4aTyl0 B TPOIUIOM IHUCHME, S MPEPBY CETOMHS...
B Ne 7543 HoBoro BpeMeHH MHE IOCBSIIEHBI BE CTaThu...» [17, c. 14]. YuuTens-
CKO-TIPOPOYECKUN TOH TIEPBBIX COJOBBEBCKUX MYOIHUIIMCTUYECKAX BBICTYIUICHUN
CMSITYaAETCsl, CTAHOBHUTCS 00JIee OTKPBITHIM, JOOpOXKeIaTeabHbIM. Eciin myOaumumcT u
HE BOCIIPMHUMAET cOOeCceIHIKa KaK aOCOJIIOTHO PaBHOIO, TO, 110 KpaiHel Mepe, Ibl-
TaeTCs MPUCITYIIATHCS K HEMY, Tae€T BO3MOXKHOCTh BhICKazatbes («Tpu pasroBopa...»
BBICTPAUBAIOTCS 110 TOMY K€ MPUHIIMITY ).

[Toemuka He OblTa MPHOPUTETHOH 3amadelt «BockpecHsIX mucem». BoT mo-
YeMy UTpOBasi CTPATETHs 3/IECh HE SBISETCS BEIyIEH, UCIONB3yeTcs (pparMeHTapHO.
Tak, pa3obmnayas B nrcbMe «CIIOBECHOCTh WJIM MCTHHA?» TOJTYUCTHHHOCTH HHUIIIIE-
AHCTBA, MOJHOTO YMCTBEHHOTO 3a0ITyX/IeHUsT coBpeMeHHOCTH, COJIOBREB HaMEpEH-
HO BBIOMpAET COIIANIATEIhCKO-YCTYMUUBBIA TOH, ()OPMY CKpBITOM monemuku. OH
MTPOTUBOIIOCTABIISICT HJICK0 «HecuacTHOro Huimey Oubielickod MCTUHE, U 3TO CO-
CEJICTBO MTHOBEHHO INEPEUEPKHUBACT 3aCIyrd HeMelkoro ¢uiaocoda: «...3Ta HCTHHA
0 BBICIIIEM, CBEPXUCIIOBEUYCCKOM Hadaje B HAaC... OblJIa y’Ke€ HE HOBA, KOT/Ia allOCTONy
[NaBny npunuiock Hanomunams ee adunsHam... Termepp Hurre Bo3BecTHN ee Kak
Benmkoe OoTkpbiTHe. Cracnbo n Ha ToMm. Ho BoT Gema: amocrton IlaBen HamomHMIT
apUHSIHAM O BBICIIIEM JIOCTOMHCTBE M 3HAYCHUH YENIOBEKA TOJBKO JJISi TOTO, YTOOBI
ceiyac e yka3aTh Ha JIEUCTBUTEIBHOE OCYLICCTBICHHUE STOTO 8bicuUiec0 B IEUCTBU-
TEJIHHOM TPaBETHUKE, BOCKPECIIEM M3 MEPTBBIX... TOTJAa KaK HOBEWIIEMY MpPOIMO-
BETHUKY CBEpXUEIOBEKa HE Ha YTO yKa3aTh B JEHCTBUTEIHLHOCTH M HEKOTO HA3BATH
[17, c. 29]. Bce B atoit perunke ColloBREBa OTBEUAECT 33/a4aM MOJEMUKH: U UPOHHU-
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yeckoe 0003HaueHHE OMMOHEHTA KaK «HOBEHILETro MpOIOBETHHKA CBEPXUEIOBEKAY,
W KypCHBHOE NOJYEPKHBAHUE 3HAYMMBIX CJIOB, M OOIIAs HMPOHHYECKAas OLCHKa
(«Cnacmu60 m Ha TOM»), I MTHOBEHHOE SI3BIKOBOE CHIDKCHUE, IEPEX0]] Ha pa3roBOp-
HBIH ypoBeHb («HO BOT Oema»). IIpu 3Tom skcmpeccusi 0O0OCHOBaHa HE CTOJBKO
MPEeIMETOM PEUH, CKOJIbKO OTHOIICHHEM K CKa3aHHOMY coOeceHUKOM. SIBHas Mpo-
HUS TIPOSBIISETCS B 0003HaueHnn Hwummme kak «06azenbckoro mpodeccopa», B cpaB-
HEHHHU ero ¢ repoeM ['oronst TeHTeTHHKOBBIM, KOTOPBIA MHCAJl «O TeHepaiax BOo0-
1Ie», B BBICTPAaUBAHUN CHHOHMMHUYECKOTO psiia («KaOMHETHBIN YUCHBIN», «CIUIIKOM
(unonory, «CMeNbslii 1 MHOTOY4YeHBIH Hemeny). CKphIToOe WPOHHUYECKOE CHUKCHHE
MIPOCIIEKUBAETCS B OTACTBHBIX 3aMEUAHMSX: «...JJs1 (puiomora OBITH OCHOBATEIEM
peiIurun TaK X€ HECCTCCTBCHHO, KaK I THTYJIAPHOI0O COBETHUKA 6I)ITI) KOpOoJIEM
ucnanckum»® 1 ap. Bee 3T0 MOABOAMIO K HEOKUIAHHO CEPHE3HOMY 3aKIIFOUEHHMIO:
HE HMCKITI0OYEHO, YTO CBepXUeoBek Hullme o3HaMeHOBan HAa4Yalo CTPAIIHBIX BPEeMEH
JUISL YeJIOBEYECTBa — MPUILECTBUE B MUP aHTUXPHUCTA. TalaHTIMBBIN HeMEeUKUl Qu-
nocod MOT MpeauIyBCTBOBATH CKOPOE HACTYIUICHHE JIOKHBIX €] U 3HAMEHHUH M BbI-
Pa3uTh 3TO TaK, KaK IMO3BOJISITH €T0 BOZMOKHOCTH.

Aemop — mexcm (dcanp, npeomem peyis, KOMNO3UYUS, CIeneHb IKCNPeCcCUBHOCMU)

Bri6op xaHpa BbIcKa3biBaHMs, Kak oTMeyas M.M. baxtun, o6ocHOBBIBaeTcs
CUTYyallMel peueBoro OOIIEHHs, €T0 yYaCTHUKAMH, CIeUPHUKON cepbl oOmeHHs 1
npenmeroM peun. CBou «BockpecHble icbMa» CONOBBEB COOTHEC € KAHPOM IMHUCH-
Ma, TOYHEe, LUKIJIA nuceM. JTa ¢popMa obecrieunBala MAaKCUMaJIbHYIO CTETIeHb OJIn-
30CTH ajpecaTa roBOpALIEMY, TOXOISILYIO0 10 YPOBHS APYKECKOTO OOIIEHHs, Ipel-
MoJIarajio 0co0y OTKPOBEHHOCTh, 0OOCHOBaHHBIN CyOBEeKTHBU3M. B cuity cuHTeTH-
YECKOT0 XapakTepa MyOJIMIUCTUKH, COUETarome B ce0e 00bEKTUBHOCTh HAyYHOTO
WCCIIEI0OBAHMUS, TOKYMEHTA U SMOLHOHAIBHOCTD XYA0KECTBEHHOTO U Pa3rOBOPHOTO
TEKCTOB, KOMMYHHUKAIM B JAHHOM 00JIaCTH TBOPYECKOH AESITEIHHOCTH TpEeAToara-
Jla TOYHOCThH OIPENEeNIeHHsI MOHATHH, JIOTHYECKYI0 OOOCHOBAHHOCTH, JOKa3aTellb-
HOCTB CYXJIEHU, HACBIILIEHHOCTh HH(OpMaLueil, 3aJaHHOCTh 00beMa U TeMIa KOM-
MYHHKAIMH, Pa3HOOOpa3re TPAKTOBOK COOOIIEHHS, CyOBEKTHBHU3M AHajiora (MHTe-
pec aapecara K U3IaHUI0, MPoOJIeMe, aBTOPY).

Eme onHOM XaHpOBON COCTaBISIONIEH, OMpEAETUBIIEH KOMMYHHKaTHBHOE
nojie «BockpecHBIX mHceM», cTalla MPonoBeab (oydeHue, gyxoBHas Oecena). Cuu-
TaeM, 4TO 3TOT aBTOPCKHI BHIOOP ObLIT BO MHOIOM 00OCHOBaH (DakTOM MMEHHO BOC-
KpPECHOr0 OOIIEHHs C MyOIMKOH-«1acTBoi». TpaAULMOHHO LIEPKOBHOE MyOJIMYHOE
BBICTYIUICHHE TPECIIeI0BalI0 NPaKTHUECKUe HH(POPMATUBHO-BOCIIMUTATEIbHBIE LIEIH,
CoJIep>Kajio MOJIEMUKY 110 GOTOCIOBCKMM BOIIpOCaM, HacTaBjeHue. [t TeKcToB 3T0-
ro JKaHpa XapakTEepeH HeOONBIION 00beM, OOMEAOCTYIHBIA S3BIK, 0€3 0COOBIX

20 Cwm.: Comnosees B.C. Bockpecusie mucema // Cobpanue counnennii Branumupa Cepreesuua CoJio-
BeeBa: B 10 1. T. 10. C. 29-30.
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YKpalIeHUH, 3aTEMHSIONIMX CMBIC, OOpalIeHHOCTh K IIUPOKOMY KpYTy Cllyliare-
neit/aurareneii. CTuiaeBble YepTHI IPOMIOBEIN-TIOYUEHHUS MPpOoCcMaTpuBarTcsa B «Boc-
KPECHBIX IMCbMax» B MCIOJIb30BAHUM MECTOMMEHHUH «Mbl», «HauD» («Pa3Be mer HE
3HaeM elle U TOro, YTo UMEHHO yrogHo bory om nac, ot Poccumn? Ecau eme u He
3HAEM, TO OTO — HAWA BUHA, U OT HAC 3aBUCUT €€ W HCIPABUTh...»"'), aHTUTE3BI
(«maneHpkHil 00pa3duK OONBIIOTO HEAOPA3yMEHUs», «YMCTBEHHOE OOTaTCTBO IMpe-
MOYTHUTENIbHEE CKYIOCTH»), IOBTOPOB («...a 3aIPOCHI MBIIUICHUs] OCTaHABIUBAIOTCS
Ha MHUMbIX NCTHHAX, MHUMO JOKA3aHHBIX KAKOK-TO MHUMOIN HAyKOW»?2), peMHUHKC-
HeHmii u3 oubnerickoro tekcra. M.M. baxtun mucan: «llepBoe u mocienHee npea-
JIO’KCHHSI BBICKA3BIBAHHUS. ..3TO, TaK CKa3aTh, MPEJIOKECHUS “TIEpeHEro Kpas’, CTO-
AII1e HETIOCPEACTBEHHO Y CaMOil JTMHUM CMEHBI peueBbIX cyObekToB» [11, c. 461].
OOpatnM BHHMaHWE Ha TO, YTO YyXe IepBas (TJlaBHas) TpaHWIA BBHICKA3HIBAHWS-
nukina obozHaueHa CoOJIOBREBBIM IPHU MOMOIIHM IUTAaThl W3 Berxoro 3amera: «He
no0po Hapoay ObITh omHOMy» (BbiTHE, T1. 2). MHOTHE NHCHEMa-BBICKA3bIBAHUS B
pamkax nwkia (6, 14, 16-e) 3aBepmatorcs OHMONEHCKON NWUTATOW. DTH IUTATHI
(«...1yume ObUTO OBI YETOBEKY TOMY, €CH OBl HaBs3aJH XKEPHOB HA IICI0 €My U
BBepriu ero B Mope» (ot Jlyku, rin. 17)%, «...ecau Bbl BepuTe MoUM cil0BaM, TO
BephTe Jenam, Kotopsie S TBopro» (or Moanna, ri. 10)?%) Hapsamy co cchblikamu Ha
Oubseiickue nerenanl (o Berpeue HMucyca ¢ yueHnkamu nocie Bockpeuienus, o Po-
M€ HEBEPYIOIIEM U Jp.), — CBOETO poja 3HaK JJIs ayTUTOPHH, 0003HAUYEHHE «CBOETO»
YUTATENs], UMEIOIIET0 XPUCTHAHCKOE BEPOUCTIOBEIaHHE.

ConoBbeB-Iy0auIICT TOBOPWII B «BOCKpECHBIX MUChbMaxX» O KU3HH YesIOBEKa B
COLIMyME, 3aTparuBajl MpoOJIeMbl CMbICIIA CYILIECTBOBAHMSA, MICHHBIX 3a0IyKICHUH U
MPOBOKAIIWH, OTHOIIIEHUS] K PEJIMTHH, CYIIIHOCTH MHOTOHAIIMOHAJIBHOTO IIEJIOT0, POJIU
s3bIKa Hapo/ia, HAMOHATLHOTO Tpexa. CMeHa TeMaTuku Oblla 000CHOBaHA, C OJTHOM
CTOpOHBI, CTEIICHbIO BBICKA3aHHOCTH aBTOpa MO MpobiemMe, ¢ Ipyrod — HeoOX0JUMO-
CTBIO PEaK[i Ha OTBETHYIO PEIUIMKY coOecelHMKa. AJIpecaHT J0JbKeH ObLI mpoje-
JIaTh CEPHhE3HYI0 aHAINTHIECKYIO paboTy, 9TOOBI cOOpaTh MaTepral dTON pa3poO3HEH-
HOW OTBETHOW PEIUIMKH, BBISBUTH OOIIee HANpaBICHUE M CMBICI «OTBETa», TaK Kak
TaKoOW OTBET HE BCErJa BhIpaXKaJicsi BEpOaIbHO M KOHKPETHO, Yallle 0TpaXkaics B COOBI-
THSIX TEKyIIel OOLIeCTBEHHOMN KU3HM, MHOT A BHEIITHE HUKAK HE CBSA3aHHBIX C TIOCTaB-
neHHoH npobnemoii. Tak, nepBble ueTbipe U3 «BockpecHbix mucem» («Cembs Hapo-
noBy, «lIpoOyxaenue coBectny», «O pycckoM si3bike», «Uto Takoe Poccusiy) ComoBb-
eBa ObLIM TOCBSAIIEHBI BOIPOCAM BEPOTEPITUMOCTH W BHICTPAMBaHWs MHOT'OHAIIHO-
HAJILHOTO OOIIECTBEHHOT'O OpraHM3Ma I0 3aKOHAM JIyXOBHOTO eiuHcTBa. [Ipu coxpa-
HEHUH OOILIEH TeMBI YK€ 2-€ MUCbMO YYMTHIBAJIO OTBETHBIEC PEIUIMKU ayIUTOPHHU (Te-
MaTHYeCcKH ONM3KHe cTaThil B «PycckoM 00o3pennn», «HoBoM Bpemenuny, «['paxa-

2L Cm.: Conoeres B.C. Bockpecusle muchMa // Cobpanue counnenuii Bnamumupa Cepreepuua Coo-
BoeBa: B 10 1. T. 10. C. 74.

2 Tam xe. C. 72.

2 Tam xe. C. 21.

2 Tam xe. C. 31.
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HUHE). 3-¢ HAaUMHAIOCh C KOMMEHTapHs OTBETa-yIpeKa, omyOomKoBaHHOro B «HoBoM
BpPEMEHN», Ha TIpENbIIYIIEe COJIOBREBCKOE BhICKa3bIBaHHE. MEXKIy MUCHbMaMH, OTKPBI-
BAaIOIIMMHU LIUKJI, OTHOIIEHUE «yTBEPXKICHNUE — IOMOJIHEHHEY; HAaUuHas ¢ 5-TO IHUChMa
(«O Tak Ha3bIBaEMBIX BOMPOCAX»), OTHOIIECHHUE — «BOIPOC — OTBETY.

DKCIPECCUBHBI MOMEHT B «BOCKpECHBIX IHChMAax» OMPEenessuICs OLEHUBAIOIINM
OTHOIIIEHHNEM aJIpecaHTa K MpeaMeTy 00CyXIIeHusI 1 cooeceqHUKY. COJIOBBEB YacTo Tepe-
XOIWII OT CIIOKOHHO-HEUTPAILHOTO TOHA K B3BOJTHOBAHHOMY, SMOLIMOHATEHOMY. JTO 00b-
SICHSIOCH B&YKHOCTBIO TSI HETO TEX MBICTICH, KOTOphIE OH COOOIIAI, MTOJIEMUYECKIM a3ap-
TOM, JIMYHOCTHOM CKJIOHHOCTBIO K MPOHMH. MHOTOYMCIIEHHBIE PUTOPHYECKHE BOCKIINIIA-
Hust ColloBREeBa B paMKax IUKJIA BBITIONHMM pazHyto (yHkimio. Tak, B 11-M miceme Ha
YeThIpe CTPaHMIIBI TEKCTa MIECTh BOCKMIaHMi. Kpome OnaroropeiHoro «Xpucroc Boc-
Kpec!», BBIOPAHHOTO B KAQUeCTBE 3aroJIOBKA, MPHUCYTCTBYIOT BOCKJIMIAHMUS, NEPEeaoIye
WPOHUIO, BO3MYILEHHE, Herogosanue. OHU COUYETAOTCsl ¢ PUTOPUUECKHM BOIIPOCOM HIIU
00ImMM 0003HAYECHHEM TO3MIMK OTIIOHEHTA, WCTIONB3YIOTCS VISl AWATIOTH3allid TEKCTa
(ipu 3TOM COOCTBEHHASI TO3MIIMSL KKABINA Pa3 yCHIMBASTCS SMOIMOHANBHO): «Ho passe
npupona He 6eccmeprHa? Beernammmuii ooman! OHa KaxeTcs 06CCMEPTHOIO TSl BHETITHE-
10 B3ryIsAa. .. »>. CONOBBEB OOBIYHO SICHO OTPAKAT CBOM OMOLMH B CBSI3H C 4YXKHM CJIO-
BoM: «Korna st mpouen 3Ty Tupamy, cTapble, 3arIoXIINe CIaBIHO(IILCKIE YyBCTBA B3bIT-
pamm B cepaue MoemM»”®. Ho B moneMudeckoM 9-M MHChMe, TOCBSIEHHOM HHINIIEAHCTBY,
ABTOp B MEHBIIEH CTENEHH MCIIONB30BAN MPSMbIE BOCKIMLAHUS, SKCIIPECCHs] ByalupOBa-
J1ach, NPOHUYECKOE OTHOIIIEHUE K IIPEIMETY PEUH MPOSIBILUIOCH B CKPBITOH (hopMe.

Aopecam — mexkcm (uoes, cmuis)

Octpo omrymias 6au30cTh KOHIA BpeMeH, ColloBbeB B cBoMX «BOCKpecHBIX
MHChMax» yTBEPKJIall UAEH PEIUTHO3HOCTH, HPAaBCTBEHHOTO OOHOBJIEHUS, COOOPHO-
CTU. ABTOpCKasl MO3MIHS JOXOJMIA 10 ajpecaTa He TOJIBKO 4Yepe3 COBOKYIHOCTh
ABTOPCKHX BBIBOJIOB, HO M 4Yepe3 0cOOyI0 MaHepy HM3IIOKeHHs, WanocTwib. Crenu-
¢duka ampecarta onpenennia HEKOTOPYIO (aMUIbSIPH3ANUI0 CTHIS: TPUCYTCTBUE
JICKCUKH, HaxOAsIIeHcs Mo pedeBbIM 3ampeToM («Myxuk — riym», «baba — my-
pa»?’), CcoeIMHEHHME OTBJICYEHHO-TEOPETUYECKMX CYXKICHMH C  3aylIEBHO-
JPYKECKUMHU, XYI0KECTBCHHbIC  BCTaBKH (CTUXOTBOPHBIC IUTATHI, MOCIOBHIIHI,
OLICHUBAOIIME AUTETHI («pedsuecKasi HILTIO3Hs», «POKOBBIC BOIIPOCHI»), CPABHEHHS
(«IIpuBs3aHHOCTH K MECTHOW POJMHE TaK XK€ Majo HPEMATCTBYET MaTPHOTU3MY...
KaK B MPaBWIBLHON ceMbe JII0OOOBb K MaTepu HE MENIAET U HE COTIEPHUYAET C JIF000-
BBIO K OTIY»*®), MeTadophl («KaXkaa HOBU3HBD), «3EPHO 311a», «CEMS 100pa»), WH-
BEpCHH (K TATPUOTHU3MY PA3MBIUIAIOWEM)», IIaTPUOTOB Jaukyrouux»). CTUIb

% Cwm.: Conosres B.C. Bockpecusle muchMa // Cobpanue counnenuii Bnamumupa Cepreepuua Coo-
BoeBa: B 10 1. T. 10. C. 34.

% Tam xe. C. 16.

27 Tam xe. C. 71.

28 Tam xe. C. 11.
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«BockpecHBIX THCEM» MOXKHO OXapakTepH30BaTh Kak HEPOBHBIN, B3BOJHOBAHHBIM,
HACBHIILIEHHBIH OOJBLIIMM KOJHMYECTBOM PHUTOPUYECKUX BOIIPOCOB M BOCKJIMIAHUI:
«/lng genoBeka, He MOKYMAIOIIETO CBOM TyXOBHBIN XJieO TOTOBBIM B KaKOW-HUOYIb
OyJIOUHOH, a BBIPa0aTHIBAIOLIETO €0 COOCTBEHHBIM TPYJOM, KaKue My4eHUs TIPHUHO-
CUT XOTsl Obl, HAapUMEp, YyBCTBO NarpuoTu3mMal.. B KakoM COCTOSHMM HaXOAUTCS
oredectBo?» [17, c. 72]. ConoBbeB TO MOAYEPKUBAI CBOIO BEAYIIYIO POIb B JHAIIOTE
MPHU TIOMOIIX CMBICIIOBBIX M JIEKCHUECKUX TOBTOPOB, CKBO3HBIX 00pa3oB (Poccus,
Bocrok /3anan, Hapoa-ceMbs, XpUCTHAHCKUN MyTh, Bepa / HEBEpHUE, UCTHHA / JIOKb
/monyucTrHa, XpHUCTOC, XPUCTHAHCTBO / MyCYJIBMAaHCTBO, JIyX / yIlla, BOWHA / MHP),
KYPCUBHOTO BBIICIICHUS, Pa3BEPHYTOTO COMOCTABICHUS WM, HA00OPOT, CXEMaTH3H-
poOBaHUs MaTepHala, TO AaBajl CIOBO COOECEIHHKY, UCIONB3Ysl aBTOPCKYIO HEIOTO-
BOpeHHOCTh: «He cTpaHHO 11, 4TO, MpU3HABasl HAyKy IOBCIOAY, Mbl XOTUM H3IHAThH
€€ U3 TOW 00JIACTH, KOTOPYIO CUATaeM BakHeumer?..» [17, ¢. 24]. ABTop nukia mo-
CTOSTHHO paclIMpsieT KOHTEKCT AMANora, OH MHOTO IUTHPYET KOMMEHTHPYEMBIH HC-
TOYHHK, Pa3BEPHYTO M3J1araeT 0OCTOATENbCTBA Aena. Tak, MUCbMO «JlyXOBHOE CO-
CTOSIHHE PYCCKOTO HapoJla» HAINOJOBUHY COCTOMT M3 LIUTAT, B3SATHIX B OTYETE 00ep-
MPOKYpOpa CB. CHHOJA. [ IaBHBIE UCTOYHUKH «UYKOT0» CJIOBA — TEKCTHI, H3BECTHBIC
MHOTHM, UMEIOIIUE a0COMIOTHBIN TyXOBHBIN aBTOPUTET WM MPU3HAHHYIO 3CTETHYEC-
cKyto nenHocts (npomssenenus A.C. Ilymkuna, A.H. MaiikoBa, B.A. XKykoBckoro,
A.H. Octpogckoro, A.C. I'puboenora, A.K. Tosncroro, H.B. I'orosnst). ConoBbeB uc-
MOJIb30BaJl KakK pa3BEepPHYTbIE LUTAaThl (B OCHOBHOM B MHUCHMax IOJIEMHUYECKON
HaNpaBJIEHHOCTH), TaK M (parMeHThl 4y>KOH (pasbl, MepecKas, CChUIKH. | paHUIIbI
«4YKOT0» CJI0Ba IIPH 3TOM, KakK MPaBUIIO, YETKO 0003Ha4aInCh. Bricka3bIBaHUS OII-
MOHEHTOB YacTO TEPEeaKIEHTHPOBAINCH MPH IMOMOIINM KPAaTKOW OICHKH: «3a Takue
MPaBIMBbIE U TOPSYME CIOBA MHOTO MPOCTUTHCS KH. MelepcKoMy CTpaHHBIX M He-
HY>XKHBIX €ro MpexxHux ciaoB» [17, ¢. 9]. LlutaTel e1MHOMBILIICHHUKOB HE KOMMEH-
THPOBAJIUCH, COOCTBEHHOE MHEHHE HM3JIAarajoch cpa3y e Mociie HUX. Tak «dyxoe»
CJIOBO CTaHOBMJIOCH YacThIO CBOETO.

Taxum o6pazom, «BockpecHsble icbMay CoJI0OBbEBa OTIMYAIOTCS OOLIECTBEH-
HOW 3HaYMMOCTBIO, OTKPBITOCTBIO, YCTAaHOBKOW Ha auanor. CHHTETUYECKHH Xapak-
Tep KaHpPOBOW (QOPMBI MpoH3BeleHHs (MUCHMO-TIPOIIOBEb) OOOCHOBBIBAJICS OCO-
OEHHOCTSIMM pe4eBOi cuTyauuu (000CTpeHHEe MUPOBO33PEHUYECKUX BOIIPOCOB B CBSI-
3M C MEPEXOJHBIM XapaKTepPOM O3IIOXH, YCHJICHHE JMYHOCTHBIX 3CXATOJIOTHUECKUX
HACTPOEHHI, aBTOPCKasi NOTPEOHOCTh B 33yIIIEBHOM Pa3roBOpe C POCCUICKOM umTa-
TENBbCKON aylUTOpHUed O HACYIIHBIX M JYXOBHBIX MPOOIEeMax) W MaclITaOHOCThHIO
KOMMYHHMKAaTUBHOTO 3ambiciia. KOrHUTHBHO-AMIAKTHYECKHE 3a/la4l aBTOpa JTUKTO-
BaJIM JKaHP BBICTYIUICHUS, B KOTOPOM BOCIIPHHUMAIOIIUH KOMMYHUKAHT 00Jaias Obl
cB00O/I0H, OZIHAKO r0JI0C aBTOpa ObLT ObI onpeaesomuM. OHM OpeaSTHIN GOPMBI
CTPYKTYpHPOBaHHUSI MaTepuaa, sI3bIK, CIIOCOObI OpPraHu3allii PEYeBOrO COOOIICHHS
(mpsimoe oOIIeHHEe KOMOMHHUPOBAIOCH ¢ 00Pa3HO-WHOCKA3aTeNbHBIM, SMOLMOHAIIb-
HOE€ — CO CIIOKOMHO-3a[lyLIEBHBIM, BBICOKasl JIEKCHKAa COBMEIIANAcCh C JIEKCHKOH,
HaxoJsIIeHCs Mo/ peyeBbIM 3anpeToM). Kaxknoe u3 nucem-BoickasbiBaHuii CosloBbe-
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Ba HE TOJIBKO OBLIO CBS3aHO C MPEABIAYIIMM, HO U JOIOJIHSIIO, MOSICHJIO CKa3aHHOE
paHee ¢ y4eTOM OTBETHBIX PEIUIMK COOECeIHWKA. Pe3ynbTaThl MyOIUIIMCTHUSCKUAX
BeicTytuieHn#t ConoBheBa B paMKkax IMKiIa «BockpecHble muchMa», 0€3yCIOBHO,
TpeOyIOT nanbHelero uzydyeHus. Heo0xoaum Oosee AeTanbHBIA X aHAIU3 B KOM-
MYHHUKAaTUBHOM pa3pe3e. OHU UHTEPECHBI U C TOUYKHU 3PSHUS IPUCYTCTBUS TPATULIUN
«/IneBHuka nucarenss» ®.M. JlocToeBCKOro, B pakypce MepecedyeHus: KOMMYyHHKa-
THUBHBIX 33j]a4, TIOCTaBJICHHBIX B «BockpecHbIx michbMax u B « Tpex pasroBopax...».
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8. «PeanucTrueckas NoTPeOHOCTh

[ocne HamoIEOHOBCKUX BOWH M JIEKAOPUCTCKOTO ABMIKEHHS, — SIBICHHM, TICH-
XOJIOTHYECKUI CMBICII KOTOPBIX 3aKJIIOYajCid B OCTPOM IOIBEME MATPHOTHUYECKUX
YyBCTB, B YMHOKCHUH U YCHWJICHUH ITOJUTUYECKHUX 3a00T, CTpacTeil U BOJIHEHUH, U KO-
TOpBIE MOTPeOOBaIH, MOATOMY, OT JIFOJEH aneKCaHIPOBCKOW 3MOXH, KOJIOCCALHOTO
HAIPSDKEHUS U Pacxojia TyXOBHBIX CHJI, — €CTECTBEHHO JIOJKHA ObUIa HACTYNUTD MOpa
OT/bIXa, HAKOIUICHUS] HOBBIX CHJI M — KyJbTUBUPOBAHUS LIECHHOCTEH MHOTO, YeM MPex-
ne, nopsinka. KosnekTuBHbIe, 1O MPEUMYIIECTBY, HHTEPECHl X YyBCTBOBaHUS aJIeKCaH-
JPOBCKOTO BPEMEHH, CTECHSBILINE WM BUIOM3MEHSBIINE OoJiee JTMYHBIC, YaCTHBIC U
WHTUMHBIC TPOSIBICHUS AYIIEBHOH XH3HHU, YCTYIWIN TEHEPh CBOE MEPBEHCTBYIOLIEE
MECTO Kak pa3 3THM IocienHuM. VHTepechl MUPOBOW MOJUTHKH, BOIIPOCH ToCyAap-
CTBEHHOTO CTPOMTENHCTBA U IPAKAAHCKOTO ObITa CTYIIEBAJINCh B HUKOJIAEBCKOE LIap-
CTBOBAaHHE TM€peA BONPOCAMU U WHTEPECAMH YaCTHO-XO3SIMCTBEHHBIMHU, JIMYHO-
HPABCTBEHHBIMHU, JINTEPATYPHBIMH, HAYYHBIMU U (HHITOCO(CKUMHU.

B ToM ke HampaBlIeHUM BIHSAI HA OOIIECTBEHHBIC HACTPOCHUSI HUKOIAEBCKUX
BpPEMEH M NPaBUTEJIbCTBEHHBIN pexuM. Omnacasich HOBBIX MOKYIIEHHH Ha CBOIO CyBe-
PEHHOCTh W HEOTPaHWYEHHOCTb, BJACTh MpeceKalla MM Npeaynpexiala BCIKHE
MPOSIBJICHHSI CaMOCTOSITENIHBHOTO HMHTEepeca K OOIIECTBEHHOCTH, Kelas BUJAETh HX
TOJILKO B O(UIMAILHO-OMPEENICHHBIX U TOYHO-PETIaMEHTHPOBAHHBIX M3bSBICHUSIX
BEPHOIIOAJAaHHUYECKUX YYBCTB, a BO BCEM OCTAJIbHOM IMPENINOYHUTAs], YTOOBI KaXKIbIi
IPaXJaHWH 3aMKHYJICS B PaMKax YacTHBIX W JIMYHBIX MHTEPECOB, O BO3MOXKHOCTHU
JIaJIeKUX OT BOMIPOCOB 00 yCTPOICTBE M OXpaHEe OCHOB PYCCKOW OOIECTBEHHOCTH.

OnHux 3THX — OOLIECTBEHHBIX M NPaBUTEIbCTBEHHBIX YCIOBHM OBLIO AOCTa-
TOYHO, YTOOBI COOOIIUTH AYXOBHOHM >KM3HU HUKOJIABCKHUX JECSTHUIIETHH, TaK CKa-
3aTh, «CYOBEKTUBHYIO» OKPACKy W HarmpaplieHHe. A ObUIM U JIPYTHE YCIOBHS, OT pac-
CMOTPEHHS KOTOPBIX MBI 3/1€Ch YKJIOHMMCS, OTPaHMYMBIINCH OOIINM 3aMe4YaHHEM,
YTO OHM JCHWCTBOBAIN B TOM XK€ TyXe€.

Hyuiesnsbiii cknaxg roneii 30—40-X TT. XOpoIIo CXBayeH U BBIPAKEH B CTHUXO-
tBopernn Trotuesa Silentium, marmmcansom B 1833 roxy:

Mouun, cKpbIBaiics ¥ Tau
W uyBcTBa 1 MeuTHI cBOM!
[MTyckaii B qy1nieBHOM TiyOrHe
U Bcxopst u 3aiinyT oHe,
Kak 3Be3/1b1 siCHBIE B HOUM:
JIroOyiics mmu 1 MoTaH!
Kax cepairy Beickaszath ce0s?
JpyroMy Kak MoHsTh Te€0s?
[oiimeT 1 OH YeM ThI KUBEIIH?
MBpIcnb U3pedYeHHas! €CTh JIOXKb.
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B3peiBas, BO3MYTHILB KITHOUH:
[MuTaiicst nmu 1 Mor4au!
Jlyms xuTh B caMmoM cebe yMei:
Ectb nensiii Mup B aylie TBOEH
TanHCTBEHHO-BONIIEOHBIX IyM;
WX 3arnyliiT Hapy>kKHbIA 11y M,
JIHEeBHBIE OCHEAT JTy4H:
Buumaii ux nessro 1 Moryu!

B MenanxonamdeckoM caMOuyBCTBUU TIOTHYEBA BCE OKPAIIMBAIOCH B IIPEyBe-
JINYCHHO-YCPHBIN IIBET, HO U B CAMOI TOT/IAlTHEH JACUCTBUTEILHOCTU OBLIO HE MaJIo
MpPayYHBIX TOHOB, JIOXKHUBIIUXCSI HA TOT CAMBIN TyIIEBHBIA «PUCYHOK», KOTOPBIHA Ma-
CTEPCKHU BOCIIPOU3BEJ B CBOMX CTHXAX Halll reHuanbHbId 1upuk. Kak u TroTues, ero
HWHTEJUIMTEHTHBIC COBPEMEHHUKH BEPHIIA U UYBCTBOBAJIH, YTO «ECTh LIETBIA MUp Ta-
WHCTBEHHO-BOJIIIICOHBIX JTyM», B PEJIMIUH, MMO33UH, Hayke M (Priocopuu — U OHU
yCepaHO TPENaBaNCh XYI0KECTBEHHBIM, HAYYHBIM W PEIUTHO3HO-(DHUIOCOPCKUM
3aHATHAM. VX IyImw, CMSATEHHBIC BOCHHBIMU M MOJUTHYECKUMH T'PO3aMH, CTPEMHU-
JIUCh 3a0BIThCS B MHTUMHOM IEPEKUBAHUN «MHUPHBIX» LIEHHOCTEH, — U coBeT THOT-
yeBa: «llyckaii B mymieBHOH TiTyOMHE W BCXOJIAT W 3alIyT OHE» OBUI UX TITyOOKO-
MTPOYYBCTBOBAHHBIM J103YHTOM. OcCiiabieHHbIe YyBCTBA OOIIECTBEHHOCTH, COYETAsACh
CO CTPEMJICHHEM K CaMOYIJyOJICHHIO, BO30YX/Iadl B HUX MBICIIb, YTO KaXKJbIA KH-
BET, TJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM, B cede 1 co0010, — M UM OBLIH MOHATHBI M OJU3KH COMHEHUS
TrotueBa: «Kak cepamy Beicka3aTh cebs? pyromy kak noHsath Te0sa? [loiimer mu oH
YeM ThI KUBEIIH?». W eclin OHM He pa3Aesisyii MHCHHSI 1103Ta, YTO «MBICITh U3PEUCH-
Has €CTh JIOKb», U OUECHb OXOTHO «HU3PEKAIM» CBOM «MBICIIN», TO B CIIOCO0E, KAaKUM
OHH 3TO Jiejalld, B WX CTapaHWM H3JUTH IYIIy B HMPOYYBCTBOBAHHBIX WU TOPSUYHX
MUChbMaX, KOTOPBIMH OHHM YCEPAHO OOMECHHMBAJIUCh, B 3MOIMOHAIBHO-HACHIIIICHHOM
CJIOre WX JIUTEPATYPHBIX MPOU3BEACHUN U BO BCEM H3SIIIHOM M YIOTHOM OOHXOJ€ MX
JKU3HU KaK OyITO CKBO3UT OMACEHHE, YTO €CJIM BO BCE 3TO HE BIIOKUTH BCEH JyIIH,
MBICITL U3pEUeHHAs 1 BOOOIIEe BeIpakeHHas OyaeT noxbio. Jlronu 30—40-x ro1oB kak
Obl OTKPBUIM MHP MHTUMHO-YEJIOBEUCCKUX IMEPEIKUBAHHUMA, ¥ UX BHUMAHHE, MPUKO-
BaHHOE IIEJIMKOM K YapyIOIIUM MOJIPOOHOCTSIM 3TOTO MHpPA, OTBEPHYIIOCH OT IPYrOro
MHpa, — OT MPEAMETHOU JEHCTBUTEIBHOCTU TEX BEIIEH U pealbHbIX OTHOIICHUH,
Cpenu KOTOPBIX OHHM JKWJIM, BHUMAs JIHUIIb «IIEHHI0» CBOMX «TaWHCTBEHHO-
BOJIIIIEOHBIX TyM» — HACTOJIBKO, 9TO 10 HaOmroaeHmio CanteikoBa-IllenpuHa «camoe
MOHSTHE 0 “peajbHOM” Kak Obl MCUE3JI0 U3 OOIIECTBEHHOTO co3HaHmsI»?. bes comHe-
HUSA, ¥ OTH «TyMBD», U COTMPOBOXKIABIINE UX «IyBCTBa» OBUIA TOXKE YEM-TO «PEaib-
HeIM». Ho 5Ta peanbHOCTh MepeXuBanach TOr/a He KaK TakoBas, a B CBOEM IIEH-
HOCTHOM cMbiciie. Eo Hacmaxaanuch Win orop4aiuch, MHTEPECYACh HE €€ KOHKpET-
HBIM COJCpXaHUEM, a €€ OTHOIICHUEM K JIMYHOCTH, K €€ yIOBICTBOPCHHUIO U YAO-

2 Cm.: Canreixos-1lleapun M.E. Tomexonckas crapura. XKusnb u npukmouenus Hukanopa 3aTparnesHoro.
Canxr-IlerepOypr: m31. Hacx. aBT., 1890. C. 345. (Tounas ccpuika BoccTaHOBIEHa Hamu. — [IpuM. per.)
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BOJIBCTBUIO. B KaXXJTOM OT/IEIHHOM CITy4ae CIpPAIIUBAINA HE O TOM, UTO JICHCTBUTECIIb-
HO, @ O TOM, YTO IICHHO W HACKOJIbKO OHO I[EHHO. 3HAMCHHTAsl B HCTOPUU YMCTBCH-
HbIX TeueHnid 30—40 rr. ¢popmyna: 9To pazyMHO, TO M JIEHCTBUTEILHO, YTO JICHCTBHU-
TEJIBHO, TO U Pa3yMHO — MPEJCTABIISET KaK pa3 MOIBITKY OMPEIEIUTh PEATbHOCTh —
IIEHHOCTBIO M 3aMEHHUTH BOIIPOC O PEATBHOCTH BOIIPOCOM O IEHHOCTH (Pa3yMHOCTH).
dopmyrna 3Ta BIIOJIHE COOTBETCTBOBaja crpemienuro jroaed 30—40 rr. «mapods OT
NEeHCTBUTEIHHOCTI, JaKe OT PEalbHOU JEWCTBUTENIFHOCTH CBOWX MHTHMHBIX ITIE€pe-
*)uBaHUi. Y 1F000MBITHO, YTO U OCBOOOIUBIIKCH OT ONTHMUACTUYCCKON OIICHKU JICH-
CTBUTENFHOCTH, OHU HE PacCTaBAIIMCH 110 OTHOIIEHHIO K HEH C OIIEHOYHOK TOYKOIO
3pEHHUs, a TOJIBKO 3aMEHSIIM €€ NECCUMUCTUYECKOM: Tak beIuHCKUA U MHOTHE €ro
CBEPCTHUKHU 3BOJIOLIMOHUPOBAIIA OT MPU3HAHUS TErelbIHCKON «pa3yMHOU JEWCTBU-
TENBHOCTHY K TIPU3HAHMIO «THYCHOM pacceicKoi AeHCcTBUTENBHOCTIN S,

OnmcanHble YMOHACTPOSHUS CITY>KWJIM OJHOIO U3 TJIABHBIX IPUYNH TOTO yCITe-
Xa, KaKUM MOJIb30BaUCh B 30—40-X IT. y HAC pa3HbIC «UACATMCTUICCKUC) YUCHUS,
0CO0EHHO — TeTeNIbIHCTBO C €r0 TEPEHOCOM MPOOIeMbl 0ObEKTUBHON PEaTbHOCTH B
TJIOCKOCTH 3BOJIIOIMH TTO3HAIOIIETO M OIIEHUBAIOIIETO pasyMa. M, kak HA moadepKu-
Ban ['erenb «0OBEKTHBHOCTH» ITOTO pa3yma, € B HEM BCe-TaKH OBLIO Mallo, TaK Kak
COCPEIOTOYCHHUE MBICIIM HMCKIIOYUTEIBLHO Ha pa3yMe, XOTS Obl U «aOCOIFOTHOMY,
O3HauaeT 3aMeHy BOIPOCa O PEaTbHOCTH BOIIPOCOM O TOM, KaK caM pa3yM U3 c00-
CTBEHHBIX HEIlp CO3/IaeT W MPHU3HAET PEAIbHOCTBIO CBOW IMPOIYKTHI, B KOTOPHIX HA
MEPBBIN TUIAH BBICTYMAET, KOHEYHO, UX «Pa3yMHOCTh». OTCIOJIa U 3HAMEHHUTOE IPH-
3HAHUE JICUCTBUTEIILHBIM TOJBKO — Pa3yMHOro, T.C. YJCTYYHMBaHHE MPOOJIEMbI pe-
AITBHOCTH B TIPO0OIIeMe IIEHHOCTH. Pycckue mokimoHHuKY ['erens, Bce 3TH «HIeaucThl
30-x ronoB», — bakynun, benunackwmii, CtankeBud, ['epiieH u ap., He ABIAACH QHITO-
cobamM B COOCTBEHHOM CMBICJIC, & OTHOCACHh K (WIOCOUH POMAHTHYECKH-
PENUTHO3HBIM 00pa30M, U BOBCE M3TOHSIIN M3 TETebIHCTBA IPOOIEMY PeaTbHOCTH,
3aMEeHss ee BOIPOCAaMH O HOpMaxX W MPUHITUNAX JIMYHOHN KU3HU U TIOBEJCHHUS, — BO-
MIpocaMy O JTOJDKHOM M HEJOJKHOM, MpeKpacHoM U Oe300paznoM. Cpeau 3THX BO-
MIPOCOB TIPOOJIEME «CYIIEro» MouTH He ObuT0 MecTa. U 0TTOTO, «peam3my, OTBOIS-
U MEPBEHCTBYIONIYIO POJIb UMEHHO 3TOW MpoOsieMe, U ObUT OPraHUYECKH UYXK]T
HaImM nepeaoBbim aestensaM 30—40-x romos.

OnHako, C TeYEHHEM BPEMEHHM W OHM JOJDKHBI ObUIH OIILYTUTh «peaMCTHYC-
CKYIO MIOTPEOHOCThY, HE TOJILKO B (hritocoduu, HO U B chepe Beel «oxu3Hm». K aromy
MOOYX /Il TPH CIEAYIOIINE TICHXOJIOTUYEeCKUE MPYKUHBL. — «JIHIb KHUTH B cCaMOM
ce0e yMei» — 3TOT COBET MOXKET ObITh HPHUHST K MCHOJHCHHUIO TOJHKO B HAaYaIbHBIX
CTaUsIX WHTHMHO-3aMKHYTOTO cyiecTBoBanus. Jlesremsm 30-x rofoB ObLIO ecTe-
CTBEHHO CTPEMHTHCS K TAKOMY «OBITHIO» — 3TO ObLIA PEAKIUs MPOTHB MPEKHETO, «OT-
pakeHHOTO» OT JIMYHOCTH, 00pa3a kn3Hu. Ho 1mo mepe Toro, kak OHM AaBajd BBIXOJ U
YIOBIIETBOPEHNE JIMYHO-WHTHMHBIM TIPOSIBIICHUSIM JTYXOBHOM JKHM3HHM, TIOTPEOHOCTD B

3 Boipaxenue B.I'. Benunckoro B ero muckmax. (Peus uaer o muceme B.T. Bemmnackoro B.I1. Borkumy
ot 1 mapra 1841. — IIpumeu. pex.)
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WX MCKIIOUUTEIFHOM KyJIbTHBUPOBAaHHMHU JTOJDKHA OblIa Majgath. A BMECTE ¢ TeM, OHU
JOJDKHBI OBUTH OLyTUTh CO BCEIO CHJIOK0, HACKOJBKO BCSKOE «TBOPUYECTBO I CEOs»
SIBJISIETCA, 110 TOHKOMY HaOmonenuto IloteGHu, u «rBopuecTBoM i apyroro». U mo
Mepe TOro, Kak HMOTpeOHOCTh B JIMYHOM CaMOYJIOBJIETBOPEHHM y HUX Majana, OHU
HauYMHAIN 00pallaTh BHUMaHKUE Ha TO, YTOOBI U «IPYroOi» MOI BOCIIOJIB30BAThCS ILIO-
JaMU UX YEAWHEHHOTo LBeTeHUs. Takum 00pa3oM, OHU MOIy4aly TOJT4YOK K BBIXOAY 32
npesenbl COOCTBEHHOTO S U €r0 MHTEPECcOB, M Iepe] HUMU HauWHaIa OTKPBIBATHCS
MEePCIEKTHBa 0ObEKTUBHON AEHCTBUTEIBHOCTH. DTY 3BOIIIOLHIO TIEPEXKUIIN BCE JeATe-
mu 3040 1r., a ocobeHHO siprko — benmHCKMI U ['eplieH, AEATETFHOCTh KOTOPHIX B
40-x TT. Bce Oombllie U OOJbIIIEe OKpalInBaiach HHTEPECAMU «IPYTroro» M TOH 00beK-
TUBHOM Cpesibl, B KOTOPOH BJIaYMJI CBOE TYCKJIO€ CYILIECTBOBAHUE 3TOT «JIPYToi»: mep-
BOHAYAJILHO KPYXXKOBbIE (PMIOCO(BI, OHU CTAHOBSITCS 3aTEM OOILECTBEHHBIMH EATE-
JISIMU. — DTOMY COJICHCTBOBAJIA U JIpyrasl NpU4MHA. Beskoe AylieBHOE MEepeKUBAHUE
MO CYIIECTBY JIBUTATEIbHO, MOTOPHO: OHO — JIN0O Havajo ABMKEHHS, TMOO 3aTyXaHHe
JBIKCHUS, MO0 aKKOMIIAHEMEHT IJISIIETocs IBIDKCHUS. DTOH CBOEK «MOTOPHOM
CTOPOHOM JyIIeBHAS KU3HB CBA3aHA C OOBEKTUBHON NEHCTBUTENHFHOCTHIO, KOTOpAs U
caMa MpeJCTaBISAET B CYIIHOCTU CHCTEMY JICWCTBUIA, B TOM uucie€ U ABWkKeHU. Ho
OBIBalOT BpEMEHa, KOTJa JIIOAW HCIBITHIBAIOT MOTPEOHOCTh 3aMKHYTHCS HUCKITIOUH-
TEJILHO B MPOLIECCaX COOCTBEHHOW JYILIEBHOW KU3HH, OTPELINBILHUCH OT €€ ABUIaTelb-
HBIX, aKTUBHBIX NpOJI0/uKeHUM. TakoBa Oblia, Kak Mbl BujauM, smoxa 30—40-x rozos.
[lepenoBeie fesTenu TOro BpEMEHH «TAaWJId M YyBCTBA U MEUYTHI CBOM» «B JYIIEBHOU
riyouHe». M oTTOro He 4yBCTBOBAIM OCTPO CBOMX CBSI3€H C OOBEKTHBHOIO JIE€HCTBH-
TesnpHOCTHI0. Ho mMeHHO yriryGnienne B cebs, MHTeHCH(HUKaLUs TyXOBHOM KHU3HH 3a-
CTaBJsUIa UX Bce OOJble W OOJbINE OIIYIIAaTh ABUIATENbHBIA XapaKTep T€X «TauH-
CTBEHHO-BOJIIIEOHBIX TyM», KOTOPBIMH OHM TaK HANPSDKEHHO Haclakaanuch. Chilb-
HOE YyBCTBO, COZIEp>KaTelIbHas MbICIIb, HICKPEHHEE CTPEMIICHHE K Healy — HEM30€KHO
TpeOYIOT aKTUBHOTO MPOJIOKEHUS, IEHCTBEHHOTO BOTIIOIICHHSI.

HauaB ¢ kyJabpTypsl HHTUMHO-CO3€pLATENIbHBIX Onar, moau 30—40-x rojoB ¢
TEYEHHUEM BPEMEHM IOJDKHBI OBUTM MOYYBCTBOBATh CTPEMJICHHE K UX pEealbHOMY
pacmnpoCTpaHeHHIO, K BOIUIOMIEHHUIO B (hopMax OOBEKTHBHOW JeHCTBUTEIBHOCTH, KO-
TOPBIMH OHH paHbllle TpeHedperanu. 1 Ha 3TOM MyTH Mepes HUMU ellle IIHpe pac-
KPBIBAJIUCH TIEPCIIEKTUBBI 3TON JEMCTBUTENBHOCTH, U OHM HAaUMHAJIM MCIIBITHIBATh X
MOTYIIECTBEHHYIO BeNuKyto cuity. Omsate benmunckuit u I'epuen Obun kopudesmu
3TOTO TIYOOKOro OOIIECTBEHHO-TICUXOJIOTHUYECKOTO JIBHXKCHUS, CHIbHEE APYTHX
YyBCTBYS HAPOXKIABIIYIOCS «PEANHCTUIECKYIO MOTPEOHOCTH». — Kak Hamop pedHoro
TEUYEHHUs] BO3PACTAET OT 3amlpylbl, TaK U 3Ta MOTPEOHOCTh TOJIBKO YCHIIMBANACh OT
TOTO, YTO BJIACTh, PEBHHBO OXPaHSBINAS CBOI aOCONIOTHOCTH, BCSYECKU MPEIIST-
CTBOB&JIa aKTUBU3ALUM TYXOBHOHM KU3HHU. A IPaBUTEILCTBEHHBIN PEKUM TOTO Bpe-
MeHH oOmien3BecTeH. OcOOEHHO TSDKKHUM CTal OH, HauumHas ¢ KoHua 40-x ronos, u
MIPOJIOJDKAJICS B TAKOM BHJIE 10 CaMOM KpPBIMCKOM KaMmaHuH. JloXoauso 1o mpecie-
JIOBaHMs «BOJBHOTO 1yXa» B IOBAPCHHBIX KHUTaX M NpadaOyIIKUHBIX COHHUKAX.
BrI3BanHas riryOOKUMH TICHXOJIOTHYECKUMH PUYMHAMH, «pealuCTUYecKas moTpeo-
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HOCTB» TOJIBKO HaKOIUIAJach U KOHIIEHTPUPOBAJIACh MO JABICHUEM 3TOTO peXuMa U
Jana mepBoro OJaronpusITHOrO MOBOJAA, YTOOBI MPOPBATHCS CO BCECOKPYILIAIOIIEH
CHJIOW. — 3aMeTuM, 4TO 3Ta UCIIO/ABOJIb TOTOBHUBIIASICA PEAIUCTHYECKAS PEBOJIIOLIMS
cKazanach yxe B (unocopckoid Mpicinu KoHIA 40-X IT., B 9KOHOMHUYECKUX COYMHE-
HUAX MumoTuHa, nevaTtaBmuxcss B «CoBpeMeHHHKe» U «OTeuecTBEHHBIX 3aIuc-
kax». I'opstanii mokionHuK dunocodun O. Konra, MUTOTHH OBUT OMHAM U3 TTHOHE-
poB mo3uTuBu3Ma B Poccun. A MO3UTHBU3M SIBISICTCA OJHUM M3 CAMBIX PEAUCTHYC-
CKUX (PUIOCOPCKUX TCUSHHUH, KOTIa-T100 CyIECTBOBABIIUX (MIMEEM B BHILy MO3HUTH-
Bm3M «Kypca monoxurensHol ¢punocodum» Konra).

Kpyiienue HuK0Ia€BCKOro OOIIECTBEHHOTO U MOJUTHYECKOTO PEKUMa IOoCie
KprpiMckoli kaMIaHUU 0CIaOHII0 OONBIIYIO YaCTh MPEMSTCTBUN, MEIIABIINX YKPETI-
JICHHIO U POCTY «PEeaTUCTUIYECKOH MOTPEeOHOCTHY», U B OTKPHIBIIECHCS KapTHHE HaIleh
COLIMAIBHON M TOCYHApCTBEHHON CaMOCTOSITEIBHOCTH BCE YCMOTPENH JOCTATOYHO
HIMPOKOE TIOJIE JUIsi CAMON HEOTJIOKHOHN «peabHOI» padoTel. [IpuHsIIMCH U3yYaTh U
00J1MYaTh Hally OOLIECTBCHHYIO JCUCTBUTEIILHOCTh, KaK OHA €CTh, HAXOMS yIIOBJIC-
TBOPEHHE YK€ B IPU3HAHUU €€ (paKTHUECKH-HETOJHOI0 cocTosHus. Bee xoTenu uc-
MPaBUTh €€ BOIHUIOIIUE HEJAOCTATKH, CUNTASICh, OAHAKO, C (PAKTAMH U OIIBITOM.

Ho Tyt 1o ociioxHUNoCh PO3HBIO NOKOJIEHUH. ECIH «OTLbD), H3roJ101aBIIKe-
Csl TI0 «peajibHOW» paboTe, OXOTHO U YCEPAHO MPEAAINCh el, HICKpeHHE cunTas ceOsl B
JOCTATOYHOM CTENEHH «PEaMCTaAMU», TO «IETH», HAIPOTUB, OOIMYAIN B HUX HENIO-
CTaTOYHOC 3HaHHEC [IGfICTBI/ITCJ'IBHOCTI/I U HCYMCHUC CUHHUTATLCA C HCIO HAIJICKAIIUM
oOpazom. M B caMoM jiesie, 31oxa rocro/CTBa «CyObEeKTUBHOTO JAyXa» He Mpoluia Ja-
pom s moaeit 40-50-x rooB, yueneBInX 1 COXPaHUBIINX CIIOCOOHOCTh paboTaTh B
00CTaHOBKE «KaHyHa OCBOOOKIECHHS» M CIEOBABIIMX 32 HUM «BEJHKHUX pedopm». B
X ACATCIBHOCTHU CKa3bIBaJIUCh YCPThHI IIPOLLJIOTO — €I1a00CTh WHHUIIMAaTHUBBbI, pO6OCTI)
MPAaKTHYECKOW MBICIH U ACHCTBUS, HEIIPUBBIYKA K «peajbHOW» paboTe Ha CBETY U B
BUjLy 11esoro odmectsa. Kpome Toro, 6osnbliie CBS3aHHBIE CO CTAPBIM MOPSIKOM KH3-
HU, YEM HUX MOJIOABIC COBPEMCHHUKHN, OHU HE HIJIK TaK K€ JAJICKO, KaK IOCJICIHUEC, B
«OTpULIAHHM» 3TOI'O IMOpsAAKa U 4aCTO OCTaHABJIMBAJIUCh TaM, I'IC 10 MHCHUIO MOJIO-
JeXKH KaK pa3 ¥ HauMHaJach «HacTosmas» padora. OHM KaKAadu YCIIOKOSHHUS U I10-
psnka, ¥ cyMOyp OKpY»Karolled >KU3HH MPOM3BOJAMI Ha HHUX THETYIIee BICUaTIICHUE
«apiMay U cyeTsl. CKOpPO OHM Pa304apOBHIBAIIICH B MPOUCXOMAAIIEM, HE YKIIA/IbIBaB-
LIeMCsI B PaMKH MX MJCaIMCTUIECKU-BOCIMTAHHOIO CO3HAHMUS M OpE3rIMBO OTBOpAUH-
BAJINCh OT BIMSHHUH BPEMEHH, K KOTOPBIM HX HE MOJArOTOBWJIA IPEIIIECTBYIOLIAS
JKU3HB. «S1 BUIET U CIIBIIIAT 3Ty HECUACTHYIO MOJIOAEKE, OOTOTBOPHUBIITYIO [ eprieHa u
bakyHuHa 3a HEMMEHHEM K MOYMTAHUIO HUYETO JIydmiero». Tak pearnpoBan OJuH U3
aBTOPUTETHEWINX «OTHOB» [luporos®. «HeiHemHue KpaiiHue JTuOepasbl, 3anucail B
CBOEM JHEBHHKE JPYroi U3 «OTLHOB», HUKUTEHKO, — CO CBOMM MOBAJIBHBIM OTPHILIAHH-

4 Cwm.: TTuporos H.W. Counnenus B 2 1. T. 2. Bonpocsl xu3Hu. JJueBHUK cTaporo Bpada. Kues: ITupo-
roBckoe ToB-ctBO, 1910. C. 276.



26 Conogvésckue uccredosanus. Boinyck 2(70) 2021
Solovyov Studies. Issue 2(70) 2021

€M U JIECTIOTH3MOM TIPOCTO CTpamIHbD’. Biuskuil k oTiiam, UnuepuH Toxe mucal B
OJTHOM cBoeM TicbMe K ['eprieny: «bpansio xe, boxke moii!... momauTes Pycckas 3em-
ns1. Bce OpaHsTCS, OT Majoro A0 BEIMKOTO, BO Beex cepax, Ha BCeX CTYIEHAX OOIe-
CTBa, BE3/I¢ CIBILUILIEL OJHO U TO K€ — KPUTHKY OecleNbHy0, 0eCTONKOBYI0. TOIIHO
CTaHOBHTCA OT 3T0r0 Xopa»®. K stomy muceMy, Hanedartannomy I'epuenoM B «Komo-
KOJIE», TIPUCOEAVHWINCH ITOTOM, C OTOBOPKaMH, TAKWE BUAHBIC NPEACTaBUTEIH CTap-
mero nokoJyienusi, kak Kasenmun, baocr, H. TrotueB, AunenkoB, TypreneB u Ckpe0-
HULKHi' . «Benopyun», «KeTUeBUKIY, «IUIIHUE JIOIM» — OTBEYAIM MM Ha 3TO «IIe-
Thy», ycramu YepHbimesckoro®, U, 0T4acTH Mo MCHXoI0ru4ecKoMy KOHTPACTY, YIIPaB-
JSFOIIEMY OCOOCHHO Y HAac CMCHOIO IMOKOJICHWH, OTYACTH Oyaronapsi CBEXKECTH H
HETPOHYTOCTH CBOMX CHJI, OTUACTH K€ U MPOCTO IO/ BIMSHUEM 33/10pa MOJIOJCKH, —
«aeT» Opocuich B OOBSTHS CaMOrO KpaiHero «peann3Ma», KOTOPBIM, B TIJa3ax
pa304apoBaHHBIX OTLOB, YAOCTOMIICS TOJBKO HMEHH «HUTHIA3MAY).

Hurnmmsm  50-60-x TOmOB OBUL, B CYIIHOCTH, TOJILKO OOIIECTBCHHO-
TICIXOJIOTHYECKOI0 (DOPMOIO PEANMCTHYECKON «TSTH», OBIAJEBIIeH Mooaexbio. [1o-
MHUMO «OTPHL@HMA», B HEM 3aKIIIOYATIOCH MOJIOKUTEIBHOE SIIPO YCTOMUUBBIX BEPOBaA-
HUH ¥ 9yBCTBOBaHMN. HUTHMIUCTHI BEpHIM B TO, YTO CYHIECTBYET HEKOTOPBIH HE3BIO-
JIEMBIN CTPOH BEICH, SCHBIH, TPOCTOM, U B KOHIIE KOHIIOB, HE BPaXICOHBIN YEIIOBEKY,
€CIIM TIOCTIETHUN CyMEET OBJIQIETh €ro 3aKOHAMH M MPUCIIOCOOUT €ro K CBOMM IO-
TpeOHOCTSIM. DTO BEPOBAHUE JISKAIO B OCHOBE KYJIbTa €CTECTBO3HAHMUSI, KOTOPBIM OT-
n4anoch mMoinojoe nokosneHue 50—60 rr. HampacHo cranu Obl MBI lyMaTh, 4TO OHO
JFOOMIIO IPUPOAY M MHTEPECOBAIOCH €10, KaK TakoBO. JIo 1 TOro BpeMeHu OoJblie
BCET0 MHTEPECOBAINCH YETIOBEKOM, OCOOCHHO YEJIOBEKOM B €0 BHELIHEM OBITHH, CMSI-
TEHHBIM, Xa0THYECKUM M HECUACTHBIM. PSTIOM ¢ HUM, «Kpacoio BEYHOIO CHsIay MpH-
poaa, — BOIUIOLIEHHBIN NOPAJIOK, TApMOHUS U CHOKOWcTBUE. EcTecTBO3HAHUE YapoBa-
JIO YMBI TEM, YTO BBOAMJIO MX B 3TOT CTPOMHBIN MHUp, TIE€ BCE Ka3aJloCh ECTECTBEHHO
YCTPOEHHBIM, TIPOCTHIM U coBepiieHHbIM. OTCIO]a TTaian oTOJeCK U Ha Jieja 4esloBe-
Yeckue, KoTopble ojsiM 50—60-X T0JI0B XOTENOCh YCTPOHUTH CTOJb JK€ COBEPIIICHHBIM
obpazom. U onm Bepwiu eiie, 4To IS 3TOT0 HET HYKIbI KYJIbTHBUPOBATH B cebe 100-
pozereny TroT4eBCKOro Silentium, Hezauem yriyOmiaThes B ceOsi M BBI3BIBATh B «Iy-

5 Cm.: Hukurenko A.B. Most IOBECTL 0 caMOM ce0€ U O TOM, «4EMY CBUJIETEND B KU3HH ObUD». 3all. U
nHeBHUK (1804—1877 rT.). 2-€ U3A., UCTIP. U JOIM. MO PYKOIHCH IOJ PeJ., C MPUMeY., IPEANCI. U aud.
yka3. M.K. Jlemke. T. 1. CII6.: M.B. TTupoxkos, 1904. C. 526.

6 Cm.: Bapcykos H.IT. Xusnb u tpynst M.IL. Tloroguua. Ku. XV. CII6.: Tun-¢gus M. M. Cractonesuya,
1901. C. 255.

" Tam xe. C. 261-268.

8 Dra po3Hb OTHOB U JeTel X0opowo u3noxkena y B. Boryuapckoro B cT. «CTOIKHOBEHHE ABYX TEUECHHMI
oOmecTBeHHON MbICIN» (B ero coopHuke «M3 mpomioro pycckoro odmectsay, 1904 r.) u oceuieHa
ncuxosnorndecku B kaure H. Kotmapesckoro «Kanyn ocBoGoxnenus» (1916 r.) (cm.: boryuapckuit
B.f1. CronkHOBeHHE IBYX TedeHHH oOmecTBeHHOH MbIciu // 113 mpouuioro pycckoro obmectsa. CII6.:
Ku-so M.B. IIupoxxosa, 1904. C. 228-253; Kotmsapesckuit H.A. Kanyn ocBo6oxnenus. 1855-1861.
W3 >xu3Hu uaell 1 HaCTpOEHUH B paauKalbHbIX Kpyrax Toro BpeMeHu. IIr.: Tun. M.M. CracroneBuya,
1916. — IIpumeu. pexn.).
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IICBHOM TITyOWHEY TPU3PAKK JKEITaHHOMN )KHM3HHU, — IOCTATOYHO U3MEHUTH JIMIITh BHEIII-
HHUE YCIIOBHS >KU3HH, YIOPSAAOUUTH €€ OOIIECTBEHHBIH CTPOH M MOCTaBUTH KaXKIOTO
YeII0BEeKa B TaKyl0 OOBEKTHBHYIO OOCTaHOBKY, B KOTOPOW OH HE MOT ObI He OBITh XO-
pormmM, ctai Obl €CTECTBEHHO MPEKPacHbIM, KaK MpeKpacHa Mo CBOeMy I'po3a, IpOuC-
XO/sIIasi 0 3aKOHaM HPHUPOJbI, WM €llle — KPYroBpalleHUe CBETHI, MPaBUILHOCTh
KOTOPOTO TaK BOCXHIIIajia JIFOAEH TOro BpeMeHH. JKu3Hb JomKHA OBITH OJIaroycTpoeH-
HOW MAaIlIMHOM, BBITYCKAIOMIeH JOOpoKadecTBeHHbIE (habpHUKaThl, COPT KOTOPHIX BCe-
LENO 3aBUCUT OT TOrO, KAKOB CMOCO0 MX MPHUTOTOBJICHHS: 3Ta MAallllHA — OOILECTBO,
(habpuKaTel — JTFOM, a COPT MX OMpEJeNsIeTcs opranu3aiei odmecrsa. Tak peanu-
cTrdeckas oTpeOHOCTh obnekanach y Jroaei 50— 60-x rr. B popMy HarypanmsMma, u
OHU TIPUBBIKAJH CMOTPETH Ha CBOIO KHM3Hb M HAa ce0sl caMHX, KaK Ha 00bEKTUBHBIC SIB-
nenust npupozpl. Torna kak uaeanuctsl 30—40-xX TOIOB KO BceMy TOAXOAMIN MPEXKIe
BCETr0 C MEPKOIO MEeHHOCTH — peanmncThl S0—60-X IT. BO BCeM HCKamu MPEXIe BCETO
€CTECTBEHHOCTH. M OTTOrO OHU TpeboBasM OT ceds M APYTrUX NPsIMOTHI U HICKPEHHOCTH
Y CKOpee TOTOBBI OBUIM BO3BOJUTH Ha ceOsi HEOBIBAJILIC BUHBI, YEM PHCOBATHCS KaKH-
MU-HUOYAb coBepiieHcTBaMrA. CTONb PacTpOCTPaHEHHBIA CpPead HUX YTHINTAPH3M
ObUT TMIOOOTBITHEHIIIAM BBIPAKEHHEM WX HATYPaMCTUYECKUX, T.€. PEaTHCTHYECKHX
CKJIOHHOCTeH. Mopanb ujaeanicTiyeckasi OTTaIKHBAJIA UX HE CBOEH BBICOTOO, KOTO-
PYIO OHH BIIOJHE ITOCTUTAJIH, a TEM, YTO B HEll 3aKIIFOYaIHCh a0CONFOTHBIC TPEIIHCca-
HUS, HE3aBUCHMBIE OT CTPOsI MPHPOJBI U Kak ObI BBIAETSIOIIME W3 HErO YeIOBEeKa.
HampoTus, yTunnTtapusm npueiekai ux K cede TeM, 9TO CTaBHJI HpaBCTBEHHBIC HOPMbI
B 3aBHCHUMOCTh OT PEaJIbHON MPUPOJIBI BEIICH, U MPEKIEC BCETO — OT MPUPOIBI KUBBIX
CYIIIECTB, B TOM YHCIIe M YelioBeKa. BceM MM 1Mo mpHupojie, eCTECTBEHHO MPHUCYIIE
CTpeMIIEHHE K COOCTBEHHOH IMOJb3e, M TAKMM O0pa3oM, BCs HAIlla YTHIIUTApHAS HPaB-
CTBEHHOCTh €CTh SIBJICHUE, HE BBIXOZAIIEE U3 PAMOK 3aKOHOB MPUPO/bL. Tak U B HPaB-
CTBEHHOCTH COXPAHSUICS HATypaln3M, KpaiiHss ¢opMma peanu3ma, XapakTepHas JUis
mostonoro noxkosxenus 50—60-x rr.

Urak, peanmctudeckue CKJIOHHOCTH HE 4UYXKIbl 000uM mokoneHusM 50—60-x
TOJIOB, HO Y KaXJIOTO U3 HUX MPOSBIISIIOTCS PA3IUYHO. JTa JBOHCTBEHHOCTH OTPa3H-
nack u B ¢mnocodpun Tex necsatwieruii. [IpoHUKHYTass BOOOIIE pPeaTuCTHUECKUMU
MotuBamHu, Quinocodus 50-60-x rr. pa3BuBaIack B JBYX PycliaX, COOTBETCTBEHHO
PO3HHU «OTIIOB» U «JIeTEH».

dunocodcku OneaHpii HoBuIkmiA, — OTMH U3 OTIIOB, — HECOMHEHHO, OIIYIIajl
CWIBHYIO PEATUCTHYECKYIO TIOTPEOHOCTh, KOTa 3asBIsUI, 4TO «(priocodckas MBICIb
X0YeT B YHMCTOM MBIIIICHUH BOCIIPOM3BECTh M IMOHATH JIECHCTBUTEIBHOCTh CaMy B
cebe, WM MCTMHHO-CYILIEe ObITHE, K KOTOPOMY OTHOCHTCS M cama»’. Ho oH Obu1
CJIMIITKOM €IIIe BO BJIACTH MPOIILIOTO, o obastaueM uaeanusma 30—40-x rogoB, 4ro-
OBl yIOBIIETBOPEHHUE 3TOM peaTCTUIECKONH MOTPEOHOCTH MTOCTaBUTh HA TIOYBY OIpe-

% Cm.: Houukmii O.M. TlocTenenHoe pa3BUTHE APEBHUX (QUIOCOPCKHX yUEHHIl B CBA3U C PA3BUTHEM
si3prgeckux BepoBaHuid. Y. 1. Penmmrus u ¢punocodus npesnero Bocroxa. Kue: Yuusepcurerckas Tu-
norpadus, 1860. C. 9.
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JeNeHUS «ACTUHHO-CYIIETO OBITHSA»: AJISl HEro 3Ta MpobiieMa 3aMEeHsIeTCs] BOIPOCOM
00 UCTHHHO LIEHHOM OBITHH, KOTOPOE OH IMOHMMAaeT OOTOCIOBCKH, T.¢. B Buae bora.
JIBa miara Bmepeq B CTOPOHY peajii3Ma, B COOTBETCTBHH C HOBBIMH BESIHUSIMU; IIar
unu Ooiblle — Ha3ag OT HETO, B IOy HE M3KUTOMY elle MPOIUIOMYy: TakoBa (op-
MyJa peanusma Bcex procodeTByromux «oTioB» 50—60-x rogos. TakoB u Kapnos.
Llenpro MBINUICHUS OH CYWTACT CO3EPLAHME HCTHHBI, KOTOPYIO ONpENessieT MOo-
TEeTeNIeBCKU, KaK COBMAJCHHUE MBICIMMOTO C peanbHbIM. [1oTpeGHOCTh B BO3MOXKHO
MOJTHOM OBJIAICHUH PEAbHOCTHIO OLIYIAETCSI UM C TaKOIO CHJIOK0, YTO, copazMepsis
HAIIM TO3HABATENIFHbBIE CHIIBI ¢ 00BEMOM JICHCTBUTEIBHOCTH, OH OTYaWBACTCS KOTa-
1100 TOCTUTHYTH €e MOJIHOTO Mo3HaHus. Ho oHa BiedeT Hac k cebe, U MBI BCET/Aa
Oy/leM CTpEeMHUTHCS pa3raiaTh BCIO €€ MOJHOTY. TakoB OJIMH MOTHB, SIPKO PEaJIuCTHU-
geckuil. Ho ¢ HUM meperuietaeTcst M €ro ociabisieT Ipyroi, MAeaTnCTUYEeCKH-
oLIeHEHHBIX. [Touemy noHoOe No3HaHuE peanbHOCTH HenocTxUMO? [loToMy uTO «ue-
JIOBEUECKOE MBIIIICHHUE. .. HUKOTIA He caenaeTcss GpopMoio 0e3(OpMEHHBIX MBICIEH
boxwuux...». [Touemy MBI Bce-Taku 0OpedyeHBI TAHYTHCS K MO3HAHHIO JEHCTBHTEIHHO-
ctu? [Totomy, 4TO «IOOYXKIaeMBble CaMOIO YK€ UCTHHOIO» Oy/IeM BCeT/ia CTPEMHUTHCS K
HEH «H B MHOT! Opa3JIMYHBIX COYCTAHUAX 3HAHUI yraablBaTb OTPAXKCHHUA HCI/ICCJ'[CI[I/IMOI\/'I
Boxbeit mpemyapoct...»%. Tak u 31ech npobieMa peanbHOro ObITHS, MyTeM GOro-
CIIOBCKOM MOATAaCOBKU MOHATHH 3aMEHSETCS POOIEMOH IEHHEHIero ObITUS M Halle-
o K HEMY OTHOLICHUA. — MOFYHICCTBCHHEUI peatuCTNYCCKasA HOTpeGHOCTI) SABIIACTCA
OJTHOFO W3 TJIABHBIX OCHOB U CIIaBTHO(IIHLCKOTO MAPOCO3EPIaHUSL.

«[To3Hanue paccymoyHoe, TOBOPUT XOMSKOB, HE OOHMMAeT JIEHCTBHTEIHHO-
CTH TO3HABAEMOTO0... a MKy TEM MBI TOBOPUM IIPO 3Ty NEHCTBUTEIBHOCTH... Ka-
KOE K€ 3TO 3HaHHe, KOTOpOe He ecTh 3HaHHe paccynka? OHO He MMEEeT caMOCTOs-
TEJILHOCTH, OTPEUIEHHOW OT ACHCTBUTEILHOCTU [103HABAEMOI0, HO 3a TO OHO IIPO-
HHUKHYTO BCEIO €ro JeHCTBUTEIBHOCTHIO M pa3syMeeT CaMylo CBSI3b JTOH JEHCTBHU-
TENBHOCTH C JICHCTBUTEIBHOCTHIO €IlIe HEMpPOSBIECHHOTO NepBOHAYaNa; OHO ObeTcs
BCEMU OMEHMSIMU XU3HH, IPUHUMAS OT Hee Bce ee pazHoobOpaswue...». Kazanock Obl,
BOT TJIE Mepe]] HAMH OCHOBA CaMOT0 PeaMCTHUECKOro MUpoBo33peHus. Ho ObicTpo
CIIE[yeT pa3oyapoBaHue. «ITO MOJIHEHIIee pa3BUTHE BHYTPEHHETO 3HAHUS U pa3yM-
HOM 3pAYECTH OBLIO HA3BAHO BEPOIO MO MPEUMYIIECTBY. .. » L. Y 4T0 GBI HH TOBOPWIH
CIIaBTHO(MUIIBI O TO3HABATEIbHBIX (YHKLUSIX 3TOH «BEPHI IO NPEUMYILIECTBY», OHU
HE /JapoM YCBOWJIM €W 3TO Ha3BaHWE: OHA HE MO3HAHWE, a aKT BOJIEBOW OILIEHKH,
HAIIpSDKEHHOE XOTEHUE W OXKUJAHUE He CYIIEro, a nensoro’?, U xorma XOMSKOB,

10 Cm.: Kapnos B.H. Cucremaruueckoe usnoxenue goruku. CIT6.: Tunorpapus Sxosa Tpes, 1856.
C. 79-80. (B uutupyemom T.H. PaiiHOBEIM OTpBIBKE peub UAET O paccynke. — [Ipumed. pen.).

1 Cm.: Xomsxos A.C. Tlo moBofy OTpBIBKOB, HaiineHHbIX B Oymarax W.B. Kupeesckoro // Xomsikos A.C.
[omxoe cobpanue counnennii B 8 T. T. 1. M.: YHuBepcurerckas tunorpadus, 1900. C. 278-279; C. 282.
(Yxa3zanue cTpanuIl nonpasneHo. — [Ipumed. pex.).

12 Tak ompezensieT cymHOCTh penuruo3noi Bepsl Ieddmunr B «@unocoduu penurum» (cm.: Hoffding
H. Religionsphilosophie. Leipzig: O.R. Reisland, 1901. S. 104-106; pyc. nep.: 'epdaunr I'. Pusoco-
¢us penurun. CII6.: T-Bo «O6mectBenHas [Tonp3a», 1912. C. 113-16. — [Ipuwm. pen.).
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HEMHOTO HHXE, OOBSBIISCT OCHOBHBIM MUPOIPABSIIIIUM MPUHITUTIOM «3aKOH JIFOOBNY,
MBI MIPSAMO MEPEXOAUM OT PEATMCTHYECKOTO BOIPOCa O CYHIEM K HACANUCTHYECKON
mpo6sieme nierHoro. [1omoOHBIM e mepexox MBI BUANM U Y APYTOro ciaBsHO(dMIIA,
Kupeesckoro, korga oH, 3asBUB CIIEPBa, YTO «IJIABHBIA XapakTep BEPYIOLIETO MBbIII-
JICHHSI 3aKJII0YAeTCs B CTPEMIICHHH. .. OTBICKATh... BHYTPEHHEE CPENOTOUNE OBITUNY,
OH PacCKpBIBACT 3aTeM COJEPKAHUE DTOTO «CPEJAOTOUHS OBITHS» HE B TEPMHUHAX CY-
IIEero, KaK CJICJ0BAIO OBl PEANHCTY, & TEPMUHAX IIEHHOCTH, KaK Moao0aeT uaeaiu-
CTY: 34€Ch, B 3TOM «CPEJOTOYHH», «pa3yM U BOJIsI, U UyBCTBO, U COBECTb, U TIPEKpac-
HOE, ¥ UICTHHHOE, M YIUBUTEIBHOE, U KEIAHHOE, U CIIPABEAITUBOE, U MIJIOCEPIHOE, U
BECh 00BEM yMa CIIMBAETCS B OJIHO )KHBOE CMHCTBO. . . »3,

[Nonarast B ocHOBY Bemiel «ueto», 1 KOpkeBIY UCTOJNKOBBIBACT €€ peauCTHye-
cku. «He Bmamu rie-To, 3a MpeieiaMy BCSIKOTO BHEIITHETO W BHYTPEHHETO OMbITa JICKHUT
9Ta wjes, B OBy KOTOPOW He ObLIO OBl CBUJCTENLCTBA B MpEIeKaIIeM HAM MUpE.
WneanpHble CBA3M W WACATbHBIC OTHOIICHUS MEXIY BEHIAMU U COOBITHSIMH JIOJIKHBI
OBbITh siBJICHUEM U (hakTOM. TakuMm 00pa3oM, MICK MBI JIOJDKHBI HAXOUTh B JICHCTBH-
TENbHOCTH, KAK HEYTO JIAHHOE, TOJIOKUTEIBEHOE, OTKPBIBAEMOE U Mo3HaBaeMoey. [1pu-
HaJyIekKa 1Mo JieTaM CKopee K MITAIIIEMy, 4eM K cTapiieMy mokoneHuto 50—60-x rosos,
FOpkeBry BBOJMT B CBOE MHPOCO3EpLAHNE MICATUCTHYECKIE MOMEHTBI TOpa3io OCTO-
POKHEE «OTIIOBY», C KOTOPBHIMH €ro cOMMmKaeT o0t xapakTtep ero yoexnenuit. [Toato-
MY, OCTaBasiCh B CYIIECTBE CBOEM IMOHITHEM IICHHOCTHBIM, €r0 «HJes» HE JHIICHA U
PCaTBHOTO COZIEPYKaHMUS: €CIH, C OJTHOM CTOPOHBI, OHA — «pasyMHasi U eIMHUYHAs CYIII-
HOCTB BEIU», TO ¢ Apyroi FOpkeBnd ycMarpuBaeT B HEll «HeuTo OoJiee KM3HEHHOE U
OoJee CyIIECTBEHHOE, YEM MPOCTas JIOTUYECKasi MBICIBY), — OHA «OOHApYKUBaeT cels
MHOro06pa3Ho 1 Gorade, 4yeM Jjoruueckas uaes»** FOpkepud sBiseTcs Kak Obl IEPeXol-
HoU urypoii oT hus1ocoCTBYIOIINX «OTIOB» K «1eTsim» 5S0—60-x rr.

Ho st «netn» dyBCcTBOBaNM ce0sl OECKOHEYHO NAICKUMH U OT HEro, W, elle
OoJyiee, OT HACTOSIIMX, 3AKOPCHEBIIINX «OTIOBY». «J[s MeHs, 3asBIsI, HampuMep,
I[Mucapes, cratbs KOpKeBMYa HanMCaHa HA HEM3BECTHOM sI3bIKE»'°. A 1Mo MoBoIy ciia-
BSIHO(HIBCKON «yMO3pUTENHHONY» (QUIOCOGUU OH XKe Mucall, YTO OHa — «IIycTas
TpaTa yMCTBEHHBIX CHJI, OecliebHasl POCKOIIb, KOTOpast BCET/1a OCTAHETCS HEMOHST-
HOM JUTS TOJIIBI, Hy)XKJAroIencs B HacymHoM xnebe»®. Bonee cephesnblii n cBey-
i YepHbImeBCKAN Jienai TaKou JKe MPEe3pPUTENbHBIHN )KeCT MPEeHeOPEeKEHUS U PaB-
HOOyHmHA K QuiIoco(uu OTHOB, HECMOTPS Ha €€ PeaMCTHUYECKUE MOMEHTHI. «S He
3HAI, MHUCAJl OH IO MOBOAYy cTarbu FOpkeBuva, otmedeHHoi u [lucapeBbM u

18 Cwm.: Kupeesckuit 1.B. Otprisku // Kupeenckuii U.B. TonHoe cobpanne counnenuit B 2 1. T. 1.
1911. C. 275. (Y T.U. PaitnoBa ykazaHo «OTpbIBKKNY», osiBUBIIHECS B 1857 r.» — Hcnp. pen.).

14 Cwm.: IOpkesuu IT.JI. Unes // dKypHan MUHHCTEPCTBA HAPOAHOTO npoceemenus. 1859. U. CIV. Orn.
IL. C. 123-124. (Otx. ottuck, C. 72—73). (Tounas ccpuika Ha JKMHII BoccTanosnena. — [Ipumed. pexn.).
15 Cwm.: Mucapes JI.U. Mockosckue mbiciuren // Tucapes JI.U. Tlonuoe cobpanue counnenmuii B 6 T. T. 2.
CII6.: Tun. T-Ba «O0mmecTBeHHas noib3a», 1894. C. 195. (IlpaBunbHas cebuika BoceT. — [Iprmed. pex.)

16 Cw.: Mucapes J.U. Pycckuii Jlon Kuxor // Tucapes J.1. ITonnoe cobpanue counHenuii B 6 1. T. 2.
CI16.: Tun. T-a «O0uiecTBeHHas ob3ay, 1894. C. 220. ([IpaBunbHas ccbuika Bocet. — [Ipumed. pen.)
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HaIpaBJleHHON MpPsIMO MO ajapecy YepHBIIIEBCKOro, Kak aBTopa “AHTporonoruye-
CKOTO TpuHINMA B Qrtocopun’”, — g He 3HaK0, Kakux JieT KOpkeBHY; eciii OH yKe He
MOJIO/ION YeJoBeK, 3a00THTHCS 0 HeM no3aHo. Ho eciii oH erre MoJiof, 5 ¢ yI0BOIb-
CTBHEM IIpeJIaraio eMy TOT HeOOJBIION 3amac KHHUT, KAKAM pacrojara...». A 4ro
Kacaercst ctarbu FOpKeBmUa, «4 ele He YnTal e, U He MPOoUTYy ee, He MPOUTy U BCe-
T'0 M3BJICYCHHS, HarledaTaHHOTO B “Pycckom BecTHHKe”, a mpodTy B KOPpEKType TOT
OTPBIBOK M3 U3BJIEYEHHS, KOTOPBII OTMETMII 51 Ul BCTaBKU B 3Ty CTaThio. S Bliepen
3HAI0 BCE, UTO 5 MPOUTY B HEM, BCE JI0 MOCIEAHETO CIIOBA, U OYEHb MHOTO€ TIOMHIO
Hau3ycTb. V3BeCTHO, KaK MUIIYTCS 3TH BEIIH, W YTO IMHUIIETCS B 3TUX BEI[aX, — TO
€CTb U3BECTHO 3TO HaM, CEMUHApUCTaM. /[pyrue MoryT c4uTaTh 3TO HOBBIM, — MOT'YT,
HOKaTyH, CYMTATh XOPOIIMM, KaK MM YIOAHO. A MBI 3HA€M, YTO 3TO TaKoe»'’.
«CrutonrHo# psiz 3a0y’KIeHU, B3AThIX y Pruaa u noBeneHHsIx Beroay ad absurdum,
MprOaBKOIO CXOJACTHUYECKOTO HACIEACTBA, XPaHUBIIETOCs B coBpeMeHHOUW KaHTy
yueHol ['epMaHun» — BOT «4TO 3TO TaKOE» Y aBTOpUTETa cTapbix ¢punocodon Kanra,
o omnpenenenuto Tpourkoro. Ho «O6e3cnopHoy, mpubasmsieT oH, B ¢punocoduu Kan-
Ta elle «eCTh ABEe-TPH 3APABBIX MBICIH», a BOT BO BCEH OCTaTbHOW HEMEIKOU (HITo-
cotuu nocne Kanra 1 TOro HET, a €CTh JIUIIb «HJCATH3M, IEPEXOISIINN, HAKOHEI, B
[IaTEHTOBAaHHYIO YEIYyXy, U Pealu3M, KOTOPBIN B IICUXOJIOruU beHeke BbIpasuics, 1o
3amedanuio HanmoBckoro, «10 Bo30yxkaeHus TomHoTe»E, 1 JIaBpoB, yKpaaKkow Ku-
Basi Ha OTIIOB, TPEIOCTABIIACT UACATHCTAM, KaK <«JTFOOUTENSM MPU3PAKOBY, «TOHSITh-
cs1 3a npuspakamMm»®®, u naxe CTpaxoB, BO MHOTOM COYYBCTBOBABIIHMN HIEATH3MY
Kanra u I'erens, oT3bIBasICs HEOJJOOPHUTEIHHO O KpalfHUX HAEATUCTAX U3 OTIOB, «KO-
TOpbIE OTBEPTralOT XM3Hb M MPHU3HAIOT CYIIECTBEHHBIM YTO-TO Apyroe». «Croma oT-
HOCSTCA, OSACHAT OH, KupeeBckuii, A. XOMSKOB U JIpyrue JeicTBUTENbHBIE 3HATOKU
¥ IFOOUTENH MyIPOCTH CBATOMN Pycu»?.

«HoBsie ¢unocodpn» arTecTyrOT CBOW peanw3M CaMbIM JIECTHBIM 00pazoMm.
«KTo Moxer pacCcyxaaTtb CaMOCTOATCIIbLHO, ITOXBAJIAJICA AHTOHOBI/IT-I, Ybs MBICJIb CIIIC
HE COBEPIICHHO MOPaboIleHa MpeAaHusIM cTapor (Gpuiocodpuu, KTo CrocoOeH XOTh
Ha caMoe CKPOMHOE COMHEHHE, — TOT HEOOXOAMMO MOMIET IO IyTH, KaKOW MpoJa-
raroT IJIs YeIOBeKa HOBBIE COBPEMEHHBIE cUcTeMBbl punocopun. B HuX Bee Tak mpo-
CTO U €CTECTBCHHO, MHpP, C €0 ABJICHUAMU, B TOM YHCJIC U YCJIOBEKOM, pacCMaTpu-
BaeTcs, KaK OHM €CTh M KaK Mbl BHJIMM HX Ha CaMOM Jiese, oOpallaeTcs BHUMaHUE
WMEHHO Ha TO, YTO NMPHKOBBIBAET K ce0e MBICIb KaKJO0Tr0; BCAKUN BUANUT B HUX UYTO-

17 Cm.: Yepnbmmesckuit H.I'. [Tonemuueckue kpacotst // Yepnbmmesckuit H.I'. TlonHoe cobpanune coun-
uennit: B 10 1. T. VIII. CII6.: Tunorpadus L. Kpaiiza, 1906. C. 237.

18 Cm.: Tpouukuit M.M. Hemerkas NcUXoOrHs B TEKYIIEM CTOJIETUH. VICTOPHYECKOE U KPUTHYECKOE
uccnenosanue. C npeaBapuTeIbHBIM 04EPKOM YCIEXOB IICUXOIOTHH cO BpeMeHu bakona u Jlokka. M.:
Tumn. Puc, 1867. C. 425; C. 631.

19 Cwm.: Jlaspos I1JI. TIpaktuueckas ¢unocodus erens. CtaThs BTOpas u mocnennss / bubnuoreka
s yrenud. 1859. T. 155. C. 59.

20 Cm.: Ctpaxos H.U. 3nauenue [erenesckoit gpunocoduu B Hactosimee Bpems // Ctpaxos H.W. ®uro-
cogekue ouepku. CII6.: Tum. 6p. [TanTeneessx, 1895. C. 24 u cnexn.
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TO POJIHOE, OJIM3KOE; 3aMEYaeT, UTO TYT JICJIO UIET UMEHHO 00 HEM U O €ro JICHCTBH-
TEJIHHOMW JKU3HU, 3 HE O KAKUX-TO a0CONIOTHBIX MPHUBEICHUAX. A TJIABHOE — TYT HU-
KTO HUKOT/a HE MOTPeOyeT HeeCTECTBEHHBIX KEePTB, OTPEUEHHS OT 3aKOHOB B TPeOo-
BaHMM yMa U MBICTH; IPUHYKICHUM, CTpaxa U HaKa3aHWM HET HUKAKuX... A caMmoe
IJIABHOC — HOBEWINE peajbHBIE CUCTEMBI (PHIOCO(PHUH BIIOJIHE COOTBETCTBYIOT 00-
M CTPEMIICHUSIM COBPEMEHHOTO YeJIOBEKa, HAIPABJICHHIO €T0 MBICIEH K COBOKYTI-
HOMY JBHJKEHHIO BCeX Hayk»?l. ECTeCTBEHHOCTH, HATYpalW3M SBISETCS Mpeodiia-
JIAIOIICH YePTO0 pealiu3Ma «JIeTei», U TpeOOBaHUE «ECTECCTBEHHOCT) MBI HaileM B
TOM WJTH IPYTOM BHUJE V BCEX HX.

Y HEKOTOPHIX HATYPAIU3M MEPEXOIUT MPSIMO B MAaTEPHAIIA3M, TaK KaK ¢ TOUKH
3peHUs TOTJAIIHET0 €CTECTBO3ZHAHUS B €T0 IMOMYJSIPHOM MOHUMAHUHU «IIPUPONA» U
«MaTepuagbHas MPUPOIa» O3HAYAIHM OJHO U TO Xke. [losToMy, peanucTsl MaTepuaiu-
CTHYECKOTO HAIMPaBJICHUS CTaBIIIN ceOe 3a1a4et0 IOKa3aTh, YTO MyIIeBHAs JKU3HD HE
OTJIMYAETCS MO CYIIECTBY OT MaTePUANIbHBIX sIBJICHUH. J[0Ka3bIBANIOCh 3TO OOBIYHO
YKa3aHueM Ha BO3MOXHOCTb HCHPCPBIBHOTO IEPEXOJa OT IMOCICAHHUX K ABJICHUAM
nymeBHOU >km3HU. OHHM KaXyTCS Pa3NUYHBIMHU, — TaK: «IeHCTBUTEIHHO, KOHTPACT
Pa3UTENbHBIN, CKa4yoK OOIBIIOHN, MHcal, Halp., AHTOHOBHY; HO TaKWe JIH eIIe MTYKH
OTMa4yMBacT MPHUPOJIAa, — OHA 033JIaYMBACT HAC elle OOJBIIMMH KOHTPACTAMH U Pe3-
KOCTSIMH; OJTHAKO-b HayKa CMeJI0 00001aia 3TH KOHTPACTHI, U OKa3bIBAIOCH, YTO
OHa MocTymnana HexypHo»?2. «Takxke TOUHO, MPOIOIKAET AHTOHOBHY, MEXK/y BHEII-
HUMH SIBICHHSAMH W CO3HAaHHEM MBI BooOpaxkaeM cebe HEeNpoXOoJuMyio Oe3IHY,
HEHATOJHEHHYIO MYyCTOTY, OECKOHEUHYI0 Pa3HHUILy UMEHHO MOTOMY, YTO MBI HE 00-
palraeM BHUMaHUs Ha T€ MHOTOYHCIIEHHBIE M CIIOKHBIE TIPOIECCHI, KOTOPHIE MTOCPE/-
CTBYIOT MEXIy SBIIEHHEM U CO3HAHHEM, KOTOpPhIe 00pa3yIOT NMPOMEXKYTOUHBIE 3BE-
HbA MCXKAY HUMH, Mbl HC XOTHUM, UJIKM HC YMEEM 3aMCTUTH INOCTCIICHHOCTHU IIEPEXOaa
OT BHEIIHETO K BHYTPEHHEMY, O€peM OJHOBPEMEHHO KpaifHHe TpaHU WM MPEJIebl;
OTTOrO OHH U MOPAXKAIOT HAC CBOMM PE3KUM paszianureM»?>. Takum o6pa3om, Bee sB-
JICHUS «COCTAaBJIAIOT TOJIBKO OJAWH MUP, HO)I‘-II/IHCHHBIfI OIHUM O6H_II/IM 3aKOHaM pas-
BHUTHSI U XKU3HU, TJE OJJHO BXOJWT B APYTOe, HAYAJIO COCAUHSIETCS ¢ KOHIIOM, KOHEIT
BO3BpaIllaeTCsl K Hadaly, a He TepseTcs TNie-TO B TYMaHHOW CHHEBE OECKOHEYHO-
ctu...»?* — Eme panbiie AHTOHOBMYA TAKHME XK€ MBICIU Pa3BHJ UePHBILEBCKUN
MIPUMEHHUTENIBHO K 00JIee Y3KOMY BOIIPOCY — O mpupoje yenoBeka. «[Ipunmumnom ¢u-
J10cO()CKOTO BO33PEHUS HA YEJIOBEUECKYIO KHU3Hb CO BCEMH e¢ (DEHOMEHAMU CITYKUT
BBIpa0OTaHHAs €CTECTBEHHBIMH HayKaMH Ui O CIIMHCTBE YEIIOBEUECKOTO OpraHM3-
Ma, HaOJIIOICHUSIMH (DPU3HOJIOTOB, 300JI0I0B ¥ MEJIMKOB OTCTpAaHEHA BCAKAs MBICIIb O
nyanu3Mme denoBeka. Ounmocodust BUIUT B HEM TO, YTO BHIAT MEIUIIUHA, (HDU3HOIIO-

2L Cm.: Anronosuu M.A. JlBa tuna cospeMenHbIX Quinocodos / CoBpemennuk. 1861. T. LXXXVI.
Otx. 2. C. 363-364.

22 Tam xe. C. 398.

23 Tam xe. C. 399.

2 Tam xe. C. 416.
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T¥sl, XUMHS» U ELIE TO, YTO HUYETO JPYTOro B YeloBeKe HET?. Jlyllia v TENO TONBKO
JIOTMYECKH Pa3IMYHbI, a PeajJbHO — OHM — CTOPOHBI OJTHOTO U TOTO )K€ €IMHCTBA, Ye-
JIOBEYECKOTO OpraHu3Ma. A Tak Kak «(U3UO0JIOTHs U MEAULMHAY» HAXOMAAT, YTO YeJo-
BEUYECKUH OpraHM3M €cTh OYeHb MHOTOCJTIOKHAs XUMHUYecKas KOMOMHALusI, HaX0s-
Iasicsl B OYEHb MHOTOYMCIIEHHOM XMMUYECKOM MPOLECCE, HA3BIBAEMOM KHU3HBIO» 2,
TO MaTEpUAIIBHOE U OPTaHMYECKOE, B YACTHOCTU NCHUXMUYECKOE COCTABIISIOT TOJIBKO
PasInYHBIE CTYNEHH XMMHUYECKOro Tporecca?’. Takum 00pasoM, «IbIXaHHUE, MHTa-
HHUE, KpOoBOoOOpalleHre, BIKEHHE, OIIYIEHUsD 00pa3yIoT «OJHO HEpa3phIBHOE Iie-
110e»%8, YemoBEK HE OTIIMYAETCS MO CYIIECTBY OT KMBOTHOTO. MBICIHT HE TOJIBKO OH,
HO M coDaka, ¥ €CJIi OHa OSXKUT IMPH BUJIC MOJHATON HA HEE MAJIKH, 3TO IIOTOMY, YTO
«y HEW B TOJOBE IOCTPOMIICSA... CHJJIOTH3M» COOTBETCTBYIOIIETO COAEpIKAaHHMAZ,
Pazbupast 53tu Mpicin YepHsimeBckoro, KOpkeBUY MHOTO M OCTPOYMHO BOCIIEBAI ATY
co0aupl0 CHIIJIOTHCTHKY, Npelyiaras B3aMeH ee 0oyee MaTepHaTUCTUYECKUH MeXa-
HU3M Oecco3HaTenbHbIX pedrekcoB. be3 coMHeHHs, OH OKa3ayicsi MpH 3TOM Ooiee
BEPHBIM «BBIPAOOTaHHOM €CTECTBEHHBIMH HAyKaMU UZIEE O CAMHCTBE YEIOBEUECKOTIO
opranuszmay», yeM UYepnbimeBckuil. Ho OH He OLIGHHJI 3TOr0 mpomaxa CBOEro Impo-
TUBHHKA, BOOOIIIE CKJIOHHOTO, 10 HaOmoaeHnto FOpkeBuya, «CIMBaTh U CTIIaXKHBATh
pasHocTH siBieHuit». KOpkeBuu He 3aman cebe BoIpoca, MOYeMy 3TO YpaBHEHHUE SIB-
JIeHUH TPOU3BOAUTCS y UEpHBILIEBCKOTO C JBYX KOHIIOB: CO CTOPOHBI HEOpraHude-
CKOI1 IpUpoBI (BCE — XUMHU3M) U CO CTOPOHBI OPTaHN4ECKON (M KUBOTHBIE MBICIIAT,
a pacTeHUs! — TOJIbKO CTETNEHBIO HIDKE KUBOTHBIX). UEPHBIMIEBCKHUH KaXKIET «ecTe-
CTBEHHOCTH» U BEPHT, YTO €€ MOYKHO HAWTH, JIHIIb yPaBHSAB YEIOBEKa C SBJICHUIMH
HEOPraHMYECKHMMHU U OPraHMYECKUMU: TOJIBKO B 3TOHM CBSI3U YEJIOBEK peasicH, a Hallle
3HAHUE O HEM — PEATUCTUYHO. TeM jKe MOTHBOM PYyKOBOJMIICS, Oe3 coMHeHus, u Ce-
YCHOB, KOTaa, MOJb3ysiACh B CBOUX <<Pe¢me1<cax T'OJIOBHOT'O MO3ra IOHATUEM HEPB-
HoOro pedyekca, crapajics MPeACTaBUTh OYLIEBHYIO KU3Hb, Kak Oojee WIN MeHee
YCIIO)KHEHHBIH, XUMHUKO-pedaekTopHbld Mexanu3M. U TlucapeB ocraHaBiuBajcs Ha
3TOW MaTepHaTUCTUYECKOW KOHLEMIMH MMEHHO B TOHMCKaX «CTPOTOTro0, MOCIEI0Ba-
TEJNBHOTO PEAM3May: MaTepUaln3M MO3BOJIIET HaM OOBEIMHHUTH BECH MHUP C TIOMO-
LIbI0 HEMHOTHX IMOHATUH M 3aKOHOB, OH PE3KO M OIpeesieHHO 0003Ha4YaeT B HEM
TTOJIO’KEHUE YEJI0BEKA M TEM yIOBJIETBOPSET «9KOHOMHUN YMCTBEHHBIX CHII», KOTOpas
U «ECTb HUYTO MHOE, KaK CTPOTHH U MOCIIeI0BATEILHBIN pearu3m».

PeanusM TONBKO YTO PacCMOTPEHHOM IPyMIIBI «IeTel» Ooyee UM MEHee OT-
KPOBEHHO II€PEXOJUT B MaTEPUATIU3M. Y OPYIUX IPEICTABUTEIEH TOTO e MIIaLIe-
ro nokoseHus 50-60 1T. peanmcTHyueckas MOTPEOHOCTh BBIpaKaeTcs Oojee caep-
YKaHHBIM, HO BCE ellle BCTBEeHHBIM oOpa3oM. Cioga oTHOcsaTcs JlaBpoB, Tpoutkuii u

25 Cwm.: Yepnbimenckuit H.I'. Antpononorudeckuii npunmmn B guiocoduu / Yeprbunesckuii H.I'. Tlonnoe
cobpanue counnenuii: B 10 T. T. VI. CII6.: Tunorpadus u Jlutorpadus B.A. Tuxanosa, 1906. C. 194.

2 Tam xe. C. 217.

27 Tam xe. C. 198.

28 Tam xe. C. 218.

29 Tam xe. C. 225-226. (Ccpuka ucnpasnena. Y T.W. Paitnosa nesepuo ykasan T. IV. — [Ipumen. pe.).
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[Totebns1. — Barnsaapl JlaBpoBa HOCAT ABOICTBEHHBIH XapakTep. OH X04eT yaepKaTb
XOpolINe, 0 €r0 MHEHHUIO, CTOPOHBI HJIealn3Ma, OCTaBasCh B OCHOBE PEAJHCTOM.
DTO 3HAYHT, YTO OH HE MpeHeOperaeT mpodIeMoii IIEHHOCTH, XOTS CTapaeTcs IMocTa-
BUTh U Pa3peluTh ee peanuctuaecku. [IpuHiun ero ¢uiocodhuu — «peanabHbIH de-
JIOBEK», a 3aaavya ¢uinocoda — «IOHATH NEHCTBUTENBHOCTB» C TOYKW 3PEHHS STOU
peanbHON eaMHULBIC. JIeHCTBUTENBHOCTD JEIUTCSA y HEr0 Ha OOBEKTHBHYIO, — JEH-
CTBUTEIFHOCTH BHEIIHETO MUPA, — M Ha CYOBEKTUBHYIO, — JEHCTBUTENBHOCTD HAIIIHX
IyLIEBHBIX TepekuBaHuid. UTo KacaeTcs mepBoi, To «duiocodus peanbHOro Mupa
i Qrnmocopust TPUPOIBI, TOBOPUT JIaBPOB, MOXKET. .. 3aKIIOYATHCS JIUIIH B TIpE-
CTaBIICHUU MHUPA, KaK MEXaHUIECKOW CHCTEMBI, CAMbIM TECHBIM 00pa30M MPHMBIKAs
K pe3yJbTaTaM Hay4yHOTO UCCIIEIOBAHUS U KIACCUPHUIUPYSI OObEKTUBHEIC SIBICHUS B
MHpE 10 Mepe UX YCIOKHEHUS, HaurlHas JBMKEHUEM U KOHYAs COLMAIbHBIMU SIBJIE-
Husamu»®!, Takum o6pazom JIaBpoB [JaeT 4acTHYHOE ONpPAaBJaHUE MaTepHAIM3Ma —
Be/lb, IO €r0 COOCTBEHHOMY MPU3HAHHIO, «MEXaHUYECKasi TEOPHUSl MUPay MpPEICTaB-
JAET TOJBKO «0OJiee YTOHYEHHYIO OTpacib MarepuanusMa»’?, Jlns cyObeKTHBHO-
MICUXUYECKON NEHCTBUTENBHOCTHA OH yIEPKUBAET MPUHIUIIBI UACAIN3MA, HO JIOIYC-
KaeT «CKEMTUYECKI», YTO MaTepHaTNCTHYECKasi TOUYKa 3PEHHUS MOXET OBITh pacipo-
CTpaHeHa U Ha 3Ty obJjacTs. Bripodem, HHOT]a OH MEPEHOCUII €€ CI0JIa U «I0TMaTH-
geckuM» o0pa3om. Tak, oH THcal, HampuMep, 9TO UAes «3apOKIAeTCS B MO3TY JTNY-
HOCTH» W YTO 3HAHWE CTAHOBHTCS PEAbHBIM (haKTOPOM IPOTPecca «BO IEPBHIX, B
MO3r'y TOI'0, KTO €r0 YIOTPEOUT B TEXHUKE MJIM B 0000IIEHHON MBICIIH; BO BTOPBIX, B
MO3I'y TOTO CaAMOTO, KTO BBIPabaThIBAET (GaKThl HAYKU» >, A M0JI KOHEI CBOEH KU3HU
JIaBpoB cTan BbIpakaTbCsl B MaTepUATUCTHUYECKOM ayxe eule kareropuunee. «Ko-
HEYHO, 3asBJISUI OH TOT/A, MPUXOJIUTCS MPHU3HATh, YTO OT 3TOr0 OOIIero mporecca
(IBKEHUS) M OT IIepexojia OJTHOM M TOM K€ HEMCTPEOUMO HEPTUU B Ty WIH JIPY-
ryto (opMy 3aBHCHUT M HaOIIIOIaeMOe HAMHU XMMHUYECKOe pasHOOOpa3ue BEIIeCTB,
pacnpezieieHie MUPOB B MPOCTPAHCTBE WM TOPHBIX TIOPOJ] B 3€MHOU KOope, (OpMBI
MaTEpUKOB M OKEaHOB HA 3€MHOW MOBEPXHOCTH, W Pa3IMYHBIE CTYNEHH SBOJIIOIHN
MHUpa OPraHWU3MOB, H BCcE pazHOOOpa3ue MCHUXUYECKUX IMPOIECCOB TOHUMAaHUS, d(¢-
(exTa ¥ BOJIM, COBEPIIAIOIINXCS B YEIOBEUECKUX 0CO0SIX, U, HAKOHEII, COOBITUS UC-
TOPHMH C MX JIPaMaTU3MOM M yBiedeHusMu»>*, — Tpoumkuil aepxkaics peaansMa B
OKpacKe aHTJIMUCKOTO sMmupu3Ma. «DakT», «OMBITY», «HHIYKIUI), «OLTyIIaeMbIi

30 Cwm.: JTaBpos I1.JI. 3a1aun NO3UTHBA3MA U MX PEIIEHHE: TEOPETUKA COPOKOBBIX TOJIOB B HAYKE U Be-
poBanusx. CII6.: Pexn. «Pyc. BorarctBo», 1906. C. 65; JlaBpos I1.JI. [Ipaktudeckas ¢punocodus I'erems.
Cratbs BTOpas U nocieauss // bubmioreka mns arenus. 1859. T. 155. C. 59.

31 Cwm.: JIaspos I1.J1. 3a1aun NO3UTHUBM3MA U UX PEIEHHe: TEOPETUKH COPOKOBBIX TOJI0B B HAayKe U Be-
poBanusx. CII6.: Pen. «Pyc. borarctBoy, 1906. C. 63—64. (Ccpuika ucnpasiena. — [Ipumed. pex.)

32 Cwm.: Jlaspos I1.JI. 3a1a4n NO3UTUBM3MA U UX PELIEHHE: TEOPETUKA COPOKOBBIX TOJOB B HAyKE H Be-
poBanmsx. C. 32.

33 Cwm.: Jlaspos ILJI. Wcropuueckue mucbma. CII6.: Tun-¢us Knobykosa, 1905. C. 96; C. 106.
(Y T.J. PaitHoBa HeBepHO yKa3aHEHI C. 66; c. 76. — [Ipumeu. pen.)

34 Cm.: Jaspos T1.JI. 3aauu MOHMMAHKS HCTOPHH: MPOEKT BBEICHUS B U3YUEHHE IBOJIONUHU YeIOBEYe-
ckoit mpiciii. M.: M3, M. Kosanesckoro, 1898. C. 140-141.



34 Conogvésckue uccredosanus. Boinyck 2(70) 2021
Solovyov Studies. Issue 2(70) 2021

MUP» — BOT HOHSTHS, JISKAIIHE B OCHOBE 3TOTO pean3Ma, a BCe Mpovee — «IaTeHTO-
BaHHas demyxay». lloTebns, HaxomuBmmiicsa mox BiusHueM Kanrta m ['erems (uepes
B. I'ymbomnpaTa) OCTOpOKHEE BCEX CBOUX CBEPCTHUKOB OTHOCHIICS K «MeTa(pHU3MKeY,
B TOM YHCJI€ U PEaTHCTHUECKOW WIIM MarepuanucTudeckoid. Ho u oH monaran, 4to
«JIEHCTBUTEIHLHOE 3HAHUE UIS YEIOBEKA €CTh TONBKO 3HAHHME CYIIHOCTH» >, M MBI
MMO3HAaeM IPEXKJe BCEro CYITHOCTH BHEITHETO MHpA, JJIS HAac MO MPENMYIIECTBY pe-
aJIbHBIE, a OT HUX NEPEXOUM U K BHyTpeHHeMy. «UenoBek oOpariaeTcs BHYTPh ceos
TOJILKO OT BHEUIHHUX MPEIMETOB, MO3HAET ce0sl CHayasa TOJLKO BHE ceOs; BHYTpEH-
HsIS JKU3HB BCET/Ia MMEET /IS YelIOBeKa HEMOCPE/ICTBEHHYIO IIeHY, HO CO3HAeTCs U
YSICHSIETCS TOJIBKO MCHOBOJb M MOCPEACTBEHHO. .. Kaxercs, OyATo mpupoaa uMmo-
HUPYET YeNIOBEKY, KOTOPhIi OCBOOOXKIAETCS OT €€ AaBJICHHUS JHUIIb [0 Mepe TOro,
KaK TIOCPEJCTBOM SI3bIKA ClIaraeT BHEIIHHE SBJICHHS B CHCTEMY U OCMBICITUBACT UX,
CBA3BIBAs C COOBITUAMH CBOEH YIIEBHOM KM3HN» ®.

B 3THX cioBax mpeBOCXOAHO MOJMeUeHa U BbIpaKeHA MPHUBBIYKA HE CTOJIBKO
YeloBeKa BOOOIIEe, CKOJIbKO UMEHHO denoBeka 50—60-X IT. BBIXOMUTH B MBIIIICHAN
He U3 CYOBEKTHUBHBIX, a U3 0oJee Wil MeHee 0OBEKTUBHBIX MOMEHTOB. B HacTosIiee
BpeMs Mbl 3HAaeM, YTO JEHCTBUTEIBHBIM IyTeM NEPBUYHON, MPUMUTHBHOW MBICIH
SBIISIETCS] MTYTh HE OT MPUPOJBI K YENIOBEKY, a OT YeJIOBEKa, OT YeIOBeUECKOr olIiie-
CTBEHHOCTH K Ipupoje’’.

Ho peanmuctuueckas moTpeOHOCTh OblIa Tak CHiIbHA Y Jroaeit 50—60 rr., 9to
OHM O0Opamagy 3TOT HOPMAaJbHBIA MOPSAJOK, BBIABUTAs HA TEPBBIH IJIaH «IIPHPO-
Iy», — He TIOTOMY, BIIPOYEM, YTO OHA — MPHUPOJIa: MOBTOpPSEM, caMa 1o cede, oHa
WHTEpecOoBajia UX Majo, — a MOTOMY, YTO OHa €CTh HEYTO 10 MPEUMYIIECTBY 00b-
EKTUBHOE U peanbHoe. [laxke Takue OCTOPOXKHbIE JII0H, Kak [10TeOHs, ocTaBajnch,
Mo KpaifHel mepe, B 9TOM OTHOIIEHHH — HATYpaJlCTaMH, MPUBEPIKEHIIAMU HATypa-
JUCTHYECKOTO peasn3Ma.

Kak cunpHa ObUTa TIOTPEOHOCTH B pean3Me, MBIl BHJIUM B OCOOCHHOCTH Ha
npumepe CtpaxoBa. [IpuHamiexa, B 00IIeM, K «IETSIM», OH CXOJMJICS OTYACTH U C
«OTIAMW», HallpuMep, B KyabpTe erens. B 1860 roxy oH mucan Takue BOCTOpIKEH-
Hble cnoBa o ¢unocopun eremst: «Cucrtema I'erens mpeacTaBisieT... POCKOLIHBIH
IBETOK W TUIOJ yMa YejoBedeckoro. OHa HOCUT Ha cebe Bce MPU3HAKU TaKOTO JI0-
BEpILICHUS, OHA YIOBJIETBOPSIET BCEM TPEOOBaHMSAM, KaKHE BBITEKAIOT M3 CaMOI0
ctpororo nousTus o gpunocodun», Kazanock Obl, BOT MBICIHTENb, TyK/IbIH peay-
crrudeckuM BestHusM 50—60-X rT. A Mexay TeM, OoJbIlas 4acTh CTaTel, HAMCAHHBIX
uM B 18581865 rr. 1 Bomenmux mo3jaHee B €ro KHUTY «Mup, Kak 1enoe», IpoHuK-
HYTBI UMM JI0 TaKOH cTeneHu, yTo CTpaxoB NpeACTaBIseTCs BO MHOTHX OTHOILIEHHUSAX

35 Cwm.: TloreGust A.A. MbIcib 1 351K, XapbkoB: Tun-¢us «MupHbli Tpya», 1913. C. 125.

36 Tam xe. C. 175.

37 Nmeem B Buy uccnenosanus JliopkxeiiMa 1 Mocca 0 ICHXOIOTUN MPUMUTHBHEIX MPEICTABICHUH 1
kHuru JlropkxeiiMa o pesnuruu u JleBu-bproiis 0 IpUMUTHBHOM MBIIIIICHUH.

38 Cwm.: Crpaxos H.W. 3nauenue rerenesckoil punocopun B Hacrosmee Bpems // Ctpaxos H.W. ®uro-
cockue ouepku. CII6.: Tum. Op. [TlanTeneerix, 1895. C. 14.
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3aMpaBCKUM «HUTHIIMCTOM». OH U caM CBHUJETEIBCTBYET O TOM, YTO MBICIH, U3JIO-
KCHHBIC UM B 3TOH KHUTE, «yBJICKIIN» €T0 «C HEMOOEIMMOIO CHUIIOI0» U UMENH B €r0
IJa3ax «MaTeMAaTHYECKYH0 04EBUIHOCTE» . CPEn 9THX MBICIIEH OIHOKO U3 PYKOBO-
JAIINX SIBISIETCS, HApUMeEp, CIEAYIOLAs: «4YeJIOBEK MOCTOSHHO HIIET BhIXOJa U3
3TOr0 (PeaIbHOTO0 MHPOBOTO) LENOT0, CTPEMHUTCS Pa3opBaTh CBSI3H, COCAWHSIONINE
€ro ¢ 3TUM MHUPOM, IIOPBaTh CBOIO IIYIIOBUHY... HUKTO TOIBKO HE MyMaeT, 4To 3aja-
4a JOJDKHA OBITH PELICHA TEelepb M 37eCh; U YTO BCAKOE IIEPEHECEHHE PELICHUS B
Jpyroe BpeMs U B JPYroe MEeCTO €CTh TOJNBKO 0OMaH, KOTOPBIM MBI caMH ce0sl Te-
mum»*’, B 3Tux cnoBax BeIpakeHa cuibHelmmas Tara CTpaxoBa K pealbHOM Jeii-
CTBUTEJILHOCTH CO BCEMHM €€ HepocTaTKkaMu. M oH 10 Toro ObLT NpHBSI3aH K HEH, 4To
B camMoM CMCPTH, SIBJISIIOHICI\/'ICSI YACIJIOM BCETO KMBOI'0, HAXOJAWJI HEUTO MOJOKHUTECIIb-
Hoe. /111 Hero cMepTh MpeJICTaBIsIeT JaXke «OJHO U3 COBEPILIEHCTB OPraHu3Ma, OJJHO
13 NPEUMYIIECTB X Hall MEPTBOIO Mpuponor. CMepTh — 3T0 (UHAT ONepsl, HOCIEA-
HAA COCHA JpaMbl; KaK XYJIOXCECTBCHHOC IMPOU3BCACHUE HE MOXET TAHYTBHCA 0e3
KOHIIa, HO caMO c000r0 000CO0IseTCs U HAXOIUT CBOM TPAHUIBI, TAK M KU3HB Opra-
HU3MOB HUMEET Npenenbl. B 3ToM BelpakaeTcs UX ITyOOKasi CyIHOCTh, FapMOHUS U
KpacoTa, CBOMCTBEHHAs UX >KH3HW». J[€710 B TOM, UTO BCSIKUM OPraHHU3M €CTh «Opra-
HU3alUs BO BPEMEHW», pacTylias U pa3BuBaromasca. Ho «3To IBMXeHHEe HE MOXKET
uatn 6e3 koHua... IloHATHE O OECKOHEYHOM COBEPILICHCTBOBAHHUH HEBO3MOXKHOY.
«Tak TOYHO, KaK Uil KaKIOr0 OpraHu3Ma €CTh ONpEIeNeHHBIN POCT, U BOOOLIE Tro-
BOps THUII OIMPEACIICHHEE, YEM BLIIIC OPraHru3M, — TaK TOYHO [JIA Ka)XJI0T0 OpraHu3Ma
€CTh 3110Xa COBEPIIEHCTBA, AT0Xa JOCTIKEHHS TOTO Hiealia, K KOTOPOMY HJIET CO-
BEPILIEHCTBOBaHUE opraHm3Ma». C MOCTIKEHHEM 3TOM SMOXHM OpPraHu3M HE MOXKET
pa3BUBATHCA, UATHU BIEPE], U TaK KaK OH HE CTOMT M Ha MECTE, TO MJAET YK€ Ha3ajl.
«Wtak onpsxieHHEe U CMEPTh €CTh HEOOXOIUMOE CIECTBHE OPraHMYECKOro pa3BU-
Tus». «BbICOKOE 1 CTPOHHOE Pa3BUTHE HE TEPIHUT MOHMKEHUS; [I03TOMY ITOHHKEHHE
0o0HapyXHBaeTCsl KaK TParMuecKui ynaap, pa3pyllaromui Bce 3qanue opraausma. C
9TOM TOYKH 3pE€HUA CMCPTh €CTh BEIIMKOC Omaro. JKusup Haria orpaHn4dc€Ha UMCHHO
IIOTOMY, YTO MBI CIIOCOOHBI JOXHUTH 10 T—ICFO-HI/I6Y}1];, YTO MOXEM CTaTh BIIOJIHEC YE-
JIOBEKOM; CMEDPTh K€ HE JIaeT HaM nepexutb cebs»*l. TpyaHo npeactaButh cebe
0oJsbIni anodeos Halel «peanbHOW» ACHCTBUTEIBHOCTH, YeM OCMBICIICHHE 1 OJia-
TOCJIOBJICHHE C €€ TOYKH 3PEHHS CMEPTH, — OCMBICIICHHE U OJIaroCIOBIEHHE HE Tec-
CUMHCTHYECKOE, & HACBIILIECHHOE YyBCTBOM U PaJloCThIO KU3HU. B HEM HaxoauT cBoe
BBICIIIEE BBIPA)KEHUE IHMPOKOE MPUATHE NEHCTBUTEIBHOCTH, KaK OHA €CTbh, peaju-
CTHYECKasi TOTOBHOCTh, CBOMCTBEHHAs JTFOAsIM S0—60-X IT., — )KUTh U YMEPETh «3/1eCh
U TETEph», 1aB KU3HU BCE, UYTO MOXKHO, U B35IB OT HEE BCE — JI0 MTOCIIEAHETO B3/10Xa.
XKuTb, MBICTUTD U YyBCTBOBaTh Tak — Jitoau 50—60-x rr. MOTIIM, KOHEUYHO, HE
TOJIbKO IIOTOMY, YTO IOAYMHSUINCH BJIACTHOHW pEaMCTUYECKOM MOTPEeOHOCTH, HO U

39 Cm.: Crpaxos H.W. Mup xax nenoe. CII6.: Tun. K. 3ameiciosckoro, 1872. C. V.
40 Tam xe. C. IX—X. (B pyxomucu cHocku HeT. Bocer. — ITpumeu. pex.)
41 Tam xe. C. 124-134.
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MOTOMY, YTO B WX JAyIIaX OWJI HEMCCAKACMBIH UCTOYHUK uaeann3mMa. OHU pBaIUCh B
JICHCTBUTEIBHOCTD, «KaK OHA €CTh», OOHAKEHHYIO OT BCEro CyOBEKTUBHOIO; HO OHU
CaMHM OCBENIATN M COTPEBANIN €€ MPOCTOPhI HICATUCTHIECCKUM FOPSHUEM CBOUX JYIIL,
Y OHa, B KOHIIC KOHIIOB, ObLja JUII HUX HE MPOCTO «PABHOMIYIIHOKO MPHPOO», a
MPEKPaCHBIM XPaMOM, YKPAIICHHBIM dMOJIeMaMy YeJIOBEYECKUX IICHHOCTeH. B aTOM
OTHOIIIEHHHU BCE OHU OBUIM 0OJIee MM MEHee «HAecaJIncTaMu», TOJbKO 4acTo Oecco-
3HATEIBHBIMU. MBI OTYACTH BUJIIEIH 3TO, OTYACTH €IIC YBUAUM. TakuM o0pa3oM, uis
B YJIOBJICTBOPECHUHU CBOMX PEATHMCTUYCCKUX MOTPEOHOCTEH TOpas3io Naiblle «OTIIOBY,
auruianucTel 50-60-X IT. mameko He 0CBOOOMMINCH OT MX «Haeann3Ma». OHU TOIBKO
nepepadboTalii ero COOTBETCTBEHHO TPEOOBAHMSIM pean3Ma, B PE3yJIbTaTe Yero OT
«uacaimiMa», KaK CHUCTEMBI, y HUX COXpaHI/IHI/ICB TOJIBKO BCJIHUSA H DOJICMCHTHI,
BKpAIUICHHBIC B PEAIMCTUYECKYI0 OCHOBY. CoXpaHsisi, TAKMM 00pa3oM, MPeeMCTBEH-
HYIO CBSI3b C «OTHAMM», HUTHIUCTBI 50—60-X rT. ObLTH BMECTE C TEM HX MPOIOIDKA-
TCIISIMU, 6OJ'ICC NI MEHEC CaMOCTOSTCIbHBIMU U OT HUX BCC NAJIBIIIC YXOI[I/IBHII/IMI/I.
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Kpurnyeckne 3aMeTKH K BOIIPOCY
0 «MockoBcKoO#l MeTahu3UYECKON IKOIe»

Annomayus. Ananmuzupyercs comepxaHue MoHATHA «MockoBckas MeTadu3HdecKas MIKoJIa», KOTOpoe
obu10 MpemnokeHo C.JI. @pankom B 1932 roxy mis 0003HaYCHUS HHCTHTYLUH HAYaJIbHOTO TPOIBHKE-
HUS PYCCKOM MBICIH K €€ CYIIECTBOBAaHHUIO B (hopMe HaydHOU MeTadu3uku. [TaBHBIMU METOHOJIOTHYe-
cKkuMH ITyTsamMH Takoro aswxeHus C.JI. dpank Ha3an panuonanusM JI.M. JlonatuHa u TpaHCLEHEHTa-
m3m C.H. Tpy6enkoro. Beinenenne nogo6Hoit nacturynun C.JI. @paHkoM oleHHBaeTCsl KaK OJMH U3
SMHU30/I0B TIOWCKA OOUIeH 3aKOHOMEPHOCTH Pa3BHUTHSI PYCCKOM MBICIH — €€ IBIKEHHS K HAy4HO-
cucremaruieckort punocodun. BHOB k ncTOpuKO-PuiaocopckoMy MOHATHIO MOCKOBCKasi MeTadu3u-
yeckasi IMIKoa OOpaTHIICS COBPEMEHHBIH HCCIenoBaTellb pycckoil ¢uiocoduu I'.E. AnsgeB B kuure
«Pycckas ¢unocopus Bokpyr C.JI. Ppanka. Uzdpannasie crateu» (2020 r.) Cornamasce ¢ HHM,
I''E. AnsieB Ha3bIBaeT MpeAIONIaraeéMbIX YIaCTHHKOB IIKOJBI, HCKIrounB u3 ux kpyra B.C. ConoBbeBa
KaK «PeIUrHo3HOr0 MbIcIuTeXs ». Co CCBUIKOM Ha MaTepHalsl xKypHana «Bompocsr ¢unocopun u neu-
xonoruu» U Ha BeicTyruieHus H.S1. I'pora u B.C. ConoBbeBa nokaspeiBaeTcs uto (usiocodckas oopaso-
BaHHOCTb PYCCKOT0 OOILIECTBa, ¥ B YaCTHOCTH (uiocodoB-npodeccrHoHanos, Obuia He TaK 3HAYNTENb-
Ha, YTOOBI MO3BOJIUTH POKACHHUIO IIKOJBI KaK HayKoMeTpuueckoit enunauiisl. mes B Bumy 80—90 romsr
XIX Beka, mpernoyTeHne OTAACTCS Pa3roBOpYy HE O IIKOJIE, a O HaIlpaBJIeHUH QMIOCO(CKUX CUMITATHil
pycckoro obmecTBa K MO3UTHBU3MY M MeTau3NKe, B paMKax KOTOPOTO MPOHUCXOIMI OTOOp TeX Me-
TOJOJIOTHYECKUX ITPHEMOB, KOTOPBIE TIO3BOJISUIN PYCCKOI MBICIIN MPOJABHHYTHCS K HAYIHOH MeTahm3H-
ke. B uncie Tex, KTO HACTOWYMBO MCKaJl Hayall TeopeTudeckoil Gpunocopun, HazeBaetess B.C. ComoBb-
€B C €ro MOCIEAHUMH CTaThsMH. [10kazaHO, YTO MpeAyoKUBIINN MOHITHE MOCKOBCKOW MeTadu3nye-
ckoif mxosel C.JI. @pank cam Janeko He MyHKTYaJleH B €r0 MPUMEHEHHH.
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Abstract. The article analyzes the concept of the “Moscow School of Metaphysics,” an expression pro-
posed by S.L. Frank in 1932 referring to the institutionalization of the initial advancement of Russian
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thought in the form of a “scientific metaphysics.” S.L. Frank held the rationalism of L.M. Lopatin and
the transcendentalism of S.N. Trubetskoy to be the chief methodologies of this movement. S.L. Frank’s
institutional identification is judged to be one episode in the search for a general developmental pattern
within Russian thought — a movement toward a scientific and systematic philosophy. In his book Rus-
sian Philosophy around S.L. Frank. Selected articles (2020) the contemporary investigator of Russian
philosophy, G.E. Alyaev turned his attention to the “Moscow School of Metaphysics” as a historical and
philosophical concept. Agreeing with Frank, G.E. Alyaev names the alleged participants in the school,
excluding V.S. Solovyov considering him a “religious thinker.” Referring to the material in the journal
Problems of Philosophy and Psychology and to the speeches of N.Ya. Grot and V.S. Solovyov, the au-
thor shows that the philosophical education of Russian society, and in particular of professional philos-
ophers, was not at a level that allowed for the emergence of the school as a scientometric unit. With the
final two decades of the nineteenth century in mind, the author prefers to speak not about the school, but
about the direction of the philosophical sympathies of Russian educated society toward either positivism
or metaphysics. Within the bounds of the latter, there took place a selection of methodological tech-
niques that allowed Russian thought to move toward a scientific metaphysics. The author mentions
V.S. Solovyov, with his final articles, as among those who persistently sought the principles of theoreti-
cal philosophy. The author also shows that S.L. Frank, who proposed the concept of the “Moscow Met-
aphysical School,” is far from precise in its application

Key words: metaphysics, positivism, Russian thought, scientific and systematic philosophy, Moscow
Psychological Society, Moscow Metaphysical School, the philosopher S.L. Frank, the spiritualist
L.M. Lopatin, V.S. Solovyov’s philosophy of total-unity
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C.JI. ®paHk — OUH U3 JIYyUYIINX aHAJUTUKOB NPUPOIBI Guiiocoduu, pycckoro
MHUPOBO33PEHHS M BBLAAIOLUIMNCS YYaCTHHK PEJIMTHO3HO-(PHUIOCO(CKOro BO3poKie-
Hus koHIa XIX — nepBrIx AByx aecsatwieTrii XX Beka. OXuaanoch, 4To B MEPCIIEK-
THBE pycckas Gunocodus, BOSBMOKHO, CTAHET COPABHOM C aHTUYHOCTBHIO H HEMEIIKOH
KJIACCUKOM.

B 1932 romy B cOopumke, m3ganaoM B dvecth 60-metmsi H.O. Jlocckoro,
C.JI. dpank nomectni cratbio «Pycckas ¢uocodus, ee xapakrepHasi 0COOEHHOCTh U
3amada». COOpHUK ObLI JOMONHUTENHBIM TOMOM K XypHamy b.B. fxoBenko Der
Russische Gedanke, a ctates C.JI. ®panka Oblia HamHcaHa MO-HEMEIIKU U, CKOpee Bce-
ro, Ut eBporneiickoro unratens. B meit C.JI. ®dpaHk nepBeIM cKa3all O CyIIECTBOBAHUU
MockoBckoii MeTadmzndeckoit mkonbsl 80—90-x romor XIX cronerns u Ha3Bai ee «3a-
MeyaTeJIbHOH MpeecTBeHHUIEH HOBOTO 00pasa pyCCKON MBICIINY, KOTOPBIN 3aKiIroya-
eTcsl B TOTBITKE TIOCPEICTBOM aHAIN3a M KPUTUKH PAIlMOHAIBHOTO MO3HAHMS 00OCHO-
BaTh MeTa(pU3UUECKyI0 PEATbHOCTD H J]aXKe ONUCaTh ee. ABTOp MpelyiaraeMoi 3aMeTKu
BKJIIOUWI 3Ty crarteio B cOopuuk C.JI. ®panka «Pycckoe mmpoBosspenue» (CIIO.:
Hayxka, 1996), a B npuMedaHmsIx K HeH TOSICHIUT, UTO «II0Ka 3TOT TEPMUH HE TIPUBWIICS B
Hallel 0TeYeCTBEHHOM HCTOPUKO-PIITOCOPCKOI Hayken®.

B 2019 r. B u3narensctBe M. Koneposa Beiia kaura npodeccopa I'.E. Ams-
eBa «Pycckas ¢unocodus Boxpyr C.JI. @pankay». [Ipodeccop, Oyayun nmocnenosa-

1 Cm.: @pank C.JI. Pycckoe mupoBosspenue. CIT6.: Hayka, 1996. C. 668 [1].
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tenem C.JI. @panka, XapakTepusys JBHKEHHE PYCCKOW MBICIH OT «3MOIIMOHAIBHO-
MPOTIOBETHUIECKON (POPMBD» K «HAYIHO-CHCTEMATHIECKOI», B CaMOH MOITHOW Mepe
WCTIONB3YET MPEUIOKECHHBIA TEPMUH U IPUCOEANHACTCS K MBICIUTEIIIO B OLIEHKE BbI-
cokoro 3Hauenus MMIILI?. Jlosons unero C.JI. ®panka 10 KpailHOCTH, Ipodeccop
TOBOPHT, YTO €CJIM PYCCKYI0 «HAy4YHO-CHCTEMaTH4eCKylo (uinocopuro» emie mpen-
CTOUT BbIpalOaThIBaTh, TO B (JOpPME «IMOLMOHAIBHO-IIPOIIOBEAHUYECKOW» OHA yXKe
cocrosuachk»®. VI3BUHMM aBTOpY 3TOT PUCKOBaHHBIH Te3uc. [loka OTMETHM, YTO He
tonpko C.JI. @dpank, HO U Apyrue HaM UCTOpUOrpadbl MPU3HABAIM MOCTEIICHHOE
BO3BBILICHUE PYCCKOM MBICIH K TEOPUH, TO €CTh €€ MpeBpalleHHe B COOCTBEHHO (u-
nocoduto. Muoe neno, uyto b.B. SIkOBEHKO CBS3BIBAET TaKOE BO3BBIIICHUE C UMEHA-
mu ILJ. ¥Opkesuua, B. Kynpssuesa-Ilnaronosa, B.C. Conossesa, JI.M. Jlonatuna
u C.H. Tpy0erkoro, To ecTb B ieJIoM co BTOpoi mojoBuHOM XIX Beka, U Tak e Io-
crynaer B.B. 3eHpKOBCKHMIA, oroBapuBasch, uTo Poccus «Oblla TaBHO Ha «IIOpOTE
cucrtem»*. B kuure I'.E. AnseBa HET KOHTEKCTa TOTO SBJIEHHUS, KOTOPOE 0003HAYEHO
C.JI. ®pankom kak MockoBckas Mmeradu3nyeckas mkosna. Ho B Heli maHa cBojka
BhIckasbiBanumii C.JI. ®panka 06 3ToM peHOMeHE (B HOACTPOUHBIX IIPUMEYAHHUSIX ).

B noxnane 1925 rona, npountanHoM B bepnuHckoMm oTaeneHun KaHTOBCKOTO
o6bmectsa, C.JI. ®pank roopun o 80-90-x rogax XIX Beka Kak 0 BpeMEHH POXKICHUSI
MOLIHOTO YXOBHOT'O T€UEHHsI, KOTOPOE, KaK YTBEPKAAI JOKIAIUHK, )KUBET U TIOHbIHE
n o0paszyeT HalMOHAJIBHOE PEIMrHo3HO-puiaocodckoe HarpasieHue. Poaunocs ke
OHO «1oJ Bo3zeicTBueM COIIOBhEBA MM B HEMOCPEACTBEHHOM CONPHUKOCHOBEHHU C
mam»®. Torma xe, npogomkan C.JI. ®park, — B MOCKOBCKOM YHMBEPCHTETE CPEIH
npy3seit ConosbeBa — JLLM. Jlonaruna, C.H. u E.H. TpyOeukux — «3peer HamepeHHe
co3nath (QyHIAMEHTAIBHYIO KOy PycCKol (uocodru, OCHOBHOM 3a1aueii KOTOpoi
CcTao Obl PEO/IOIEHNE TIO3UTHBU3MA U CO3/IaHUE HAYYHOM MeTaQU3UKIm»'.

B crarpe 1930 r. «llamsaru JI.M. Jlonatuaa» MockoBckas metaduzndecKkas
IIKOJIa HE YIIOMHHAETCS, HO aBTOp HAa3bIBAeT «ONECTSIIMNA KPYT MOCKOBCKHX (PHIIO-
cooB (OCTaTOYHO 37]eCh HANIOMHUTh WMeHa Biaaummupa ConoBbeBa U OpaTheB
TpyOenkux), B TpyAax KOTOPBIX BIIEPBbIE BO3HUKIIO TO, YTO MOXKHO B Y3KOM U Ooiiee
TOYHOM CMBICIIE Ha3BaTh Pycckoil punocodueii»n®. C mybmukanumeit 1932 r. B c6op-
Huke, ocesmeHHoM H.O. Jlocckomy, roe C.JI. dpank BrepBbie yHOTPEOWIT 3TO TIO-
HSTHE, YATATEINb yXKE 3HAKOM. DTO TO3BOJISIET HAaM TTOUTH JaJiee.

2 MMIII — MockoBckas MeTaQu3HU4ecKas IKOJIA.

3 Cm.: Ansien I.E. Pycckas dunocodus Bokpyr C.JI. ®panka. Uz6pannsie ctatbn. M.: Mogect Korne-
pos, 2020. C. 434 [2].

4 Cm.: 3enbkoBckuii B.B. Ucropus pycckoii punocoduu. T. 2. Paris: YMCA-Press, 1989. C. 11 [3].

5 Cwm.: Ansies I.E. Pycckas punocodus Bokpyr C.JI. ®panka. U36pannsie crateu. C. 437.

6 IMosanee k umenn B.C. ConosbeBa 6ynyr no6asnensl umena JI.H. Toscroro u H.®. ®enoposa. «I1n
TPH MBICIUTENS MOTYT, TAKUM 00pa3oM, OBITH NPU3HAHBI 3HAYNTEIEHBIMU IPEIICCTBEHHUKAMH pyc-
CKoH penuruo3Hoit meiciu 20-ro Bekay [5, c. 12].

7 Cwm.: ®pank C.JI. Pycckoe mupososspenue. C. 193.

8 Tam xe. C. 422.
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B xnure o I1.b. Ctpyse, k kotopoii C.JI. ®pank npucTynui BCKope Mmocie ero
KoHYHMHEI B 1944 1., MMIII cHOBa yrmoMHHAETCs, HO YXKe IO/ MMEHEM «HAITMOHAb-
HO-pycckoii Metadmzndeckoit mkonbl Jlonatiuaa u Cepres TpyOerkoro». [Ipu stom
C.JI. ®dpask Ha3BIBAaET CBOETO APYra MEPBBIM, KTO «IIPOJIOMUI Opelib B 3aMKHYTOCTH
¢bmocopcKoro Kpyrozopa pycckoil MHTEIUIMTEHLMM» U IIPOBO3IVIACKII IIpaBa MeTa-
¢usnyeckoit MpICTM «1ist GOJIee IMUPOKKMX KPYTOB PYCCKON MHTEMreHimm»’. B to
camoe Bpems, korga CTpyBe «mpoilambIBajl Operb», yIMOMSHYTas HalMOHaIbHO-
pycckasi mKoua, 1o cioBaM Ppanka, «cTosiia 0COOHSIKOM M He TI0JIb30BaNach BIUSIHU-
em»’, Hakonen, Bo «BBeaeHun» K antonorud 1947 r., n30aHHON Ha PYCCKOM SA3BIKE
noj, Ha3BaHueM «l3 ucropun pycckoit ¢unocodckoil Mpicin KoHua XIX u Havana
XX Bexa» (Horo-Mopk, 1964 r.) C.JI. ®pauk cHoBa Bo3BparmaeTcs k duuocodam u3
Mockosckoro yauBepcureTa: «B 90-x rr. 19 Beka ¢unocodsr MockoBckoro yHuBEp-
cureta Jlomatun, C. Tpy6enko#t u H. I'poT nmponosenytoT npaBa MeTadu3uKd U OCHO-
BaHHEM (PHUIOCO(CKOTO KypHasla U 00IIEeCTBA BO3POXKAAIOT HHTEPEC K MCKOHHBIM Tpa-
mnysM procodekoit Mpicm» [5, . 11]. CHoBa nosiBnsiercst «MocKoBcKast MeTadu-
3UYecKasl MIKOJIa» (TEPMHMH BBIIENEH KaBBIUKAMH), KOTOpAs, — aBTOpP MOTYEPKHUBACT
ellle pa3, «ChIpalia 3HAUMTEIBHYIO POJIb B TyXOBHOM Pa3BUTUH CTpaHb» ',

* % *

Uro ke mnpoucxoawsio B pycckor duiocodckoit ku3nu 80-90-x roz0B
XIX Beka, uto nozponmwio C.JI. @panky BeIEIUTh B Hell MOCKOBCKYI0 MeTadu3u-
YECKYIO IIKOJy, C KOTOPOH Havajcs HOBBIH, COOCTBEHHO-(PHIOCOPCKHI MEPUOS pyc-
CKOW MbICIU? A mpou3omesn psijg OONBIIMX U MajbIX COOBITHH, TOPOJUBIINX CBOMM
COBOKYITHBIM JICHICTBHEM TaKO€ sIBJICHHE. Bce 3T COOBITHS COCTOSUIMCH B MOCKBE
(HaBepHOe, u Tomorpadus UMeeT Kakoe-TO 3HadeHue). Ho B Hamiem pacckase mpu
YIOMHHAaHUH 0 MOCKBE — cpa3y K€ BO3HHKAaeT MMs IJIaBHOTO (urypanta ¢puiocod-
ckoit xku3Hu MockBel 80-90x romos H.S. I'pota, xotopoe C.JI. @paHk oguH pa3
YHOMSIHYN B cBoeM 0030pe. MeXay TeM TOJNBKO C ero mepee3na B MOCKBY JIETOM
1886 r. MOXKHO HaYMHATH UCTOPHIO TOro (peHomeHa, koTopblil C.JI. dpaHk Ha3bIBaeT
«MOCKOBCKOH MeTapU3NUECKON IIKOJIOM.

% Ypras C.JI. dpaHka, MOKHO MOHATH, YTO TAKOH MPUOPUTET OH CBSA3LIBAET C MOsBJIeHHEM B 1894 romy
1oHomeckoi kuuru I1.B. Ctpyse «KpuTtnueckne 3aMeTKu K BOIPOCY 00 3KOHOMHUECKOM pa3BuTuH Poc-
cum». Ho, ckopee Bcero, C.JI. @pank umen B Buny ero «[Ipexucnosue» k kaure H.A. Bepnsesa «Cy0s-
EKTHBH3M W WHIUBHIyaTH3M B oOmecTBeHHON ¢umocodum». Kpurmueckuit atioq o H.K. Muxaiinos-
CKOMY, (TIpeauciIoBHe oMedeHo ceHTsI0peM-okTsiopeM 1900 r.) u crathio «K XapakTepHCTHKE HaIIero
¢dunocodekoro pasputus» B coopHuke «[Ipobnemsr naeanmusma» (1902 r.). 3mecy I1.B. Crpyse mpu-
rjanraeT K OCBOCHHIO HAclenus pycckux Meradusukos mocieaneit Tperu XIX Beka. Buumanue k 00-
IIECTBEHHO aKTUBHBIM JHOEpanaM, BOOPYKEHHBIM MeTa(U3HKOH, BEPOSTHO, OTBIEKIO YUTATENs OT
«HALMOHAIBHO-PYCCKOH» MeTa(hU3NKH YHHBEPCUTETCKHX Mpodeccopos.

10 Cm.: @pank C.JI. Bociomunanus o ILB. Ctpyse / ®panx C.JI. Henpountanuoe. .. CTaTby, NuchMa,
BocrioMuHaHUs. M.: MOCKOBCKas ITKOJIa MOoUTHYECKuX uccienoBanunid, 2001. C. 576.

11 Cm.: @pank C.JI. U3 ucropuu ¢rnocodckoii mpican korna XIX u Hauana XX Beka. AHTOJOTHS.
HocMeprHas penaxius B.C. ®pauka. Hero-Mopk, 1964. C. 6.
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Yereproro Hos0ps 1886 r. «Pycckue BeIOMOCTH» OMOBEINANH YHTATENCH O
CIIyXxax B MOCKOBCKOH mpodgeccype: «Mpl cipimany, 9To B MOCKBE UMEETCSI B BUAY
OCHOBAaTh HOBBIM NEPHOAMYCCKHI OpraH, MOCBAIICHHBIA BompocaMm duimocohun u
MICUXOJIOTHHU...» [6, c. 2]. Bckope MOsABUIOCH pa3BepHYTOE MOATBEPKACHHUE TAKUX
ciryxoB. Ho BOT uTo yauBuTensHo. [lenan 310 He KTO-TO U3 MOCKOBCKUX Ipodecco-
POB-CTapOXKHIIOB, a HOBHYOK B uX cpexae, mpod. H.S. I'por, mpuexammmii u3 mpo-
BUHIMAIBHOM Ofecchl U ¢ OCEHH TOJIBKO MPHUCTYNHUBIINHA K 3aHATHSIM B MOCKOBCKOM
yauBepcutere. OH MOATBEPAMII, YTO Pa3rOBOPHI TaKHE OBUIM W MBICIB O TAKOM XKYP-
Hane umeertcs. llpenmomaBatenu Qumocodun B MoCKBe OCO3HaIM MOTPEOHOCTH B
COOCTBEHHOM, HAIIMOHAILHOM IO ()OpPME M YEIIOBEYHOM MO AyXY (PHUI0COPCKOM MU-
poBenenuu. XKypHan OyAeT OTKpHIT st Bcex MHeHHH: «[lycTh KaXKabli, KTO yMeeT
TOBOPUTBL M XOPOMIO TOBOPHT, CKaXKET CBOE cioBo»'?. Ho ymacres mu ocymecTsie-
HHE 3TOT0 3aMbIciia U KOT/1a IMEHHO, B3JIbIXall aBTOP, CKa3aTh €IIe TPYIHO.

ITo stomy cinyuaro B.C. ConoBreB Hamucan cBoemy apyry J.H. LlepreneBy:
«BepHyBIIKMCh W3-3a TpaHMIBI I Hailel B MockBe Lenyro (UIocOPCKyro IIaHTa-
MO, TTIABHBIA 3K3EMIUIIP KOe, ['poT, SBHIICS KO MHE 3HAKOMHTHCS U U3 OeceNbl ¢
HUM 51 yCMOTpeJ MEXIY MPOYMM: a) 4TO OH oOpaliaercst Ha MMyTh UCTUHHBIH, T.€. OT
OTPHLATEILHOTO AMIIUPHU3MA K TOJOKHUTEILHOMY CIIUPUTYaIU3My; 0) 4TO OH IuIa-
MEHEET JKeITaHWeM OCHOBaTh (uurocodckuid xypHam» [8, ¢. 255]. Ilpeanonaramocs,
cooOman nanee ColOBbEB, TAKOE paclpeesieHHe OTIENIOB B XKypHaJe: B YaCTHOCTH,
H.S. I'por Opan Ha ceOs joruky u ncuxojoruto, JI.M. JlonaTuH — UCTOPHIO HOBOM
¢mnocopun u meradusuky, a ConoBbeB — GUIOCOPHIO PETUTHH.

Mexay Tem nonyssipaocts H.5. I'pota B cpeae MOCKOBCKUX MHTEIUIEKTYaOB
Bce Bo3pactaia. B okts0pe cnenytomero 1887 r. H.A. I'poT HaunHaet Bectu 3acemna-
Hus O0mecTBa, a B Gpepasie 1888 1. cranoButcs ero [Ipencenarenem.

C stux ner OOuiecTBO, HauaBIlIee CBOIO HOBYIO JKH3Hb, PEBPALIAETCS B Me-
CTO, TAe cobupanuck, no Beipaxkenuto E.H. TpyGenkoro, «MockoBckue Quaocodsr
pasIMYHBIX MeTaQU3NYECKUX HAMPABJIEHUI»™, EPEHsB 3Ty 3aa4y Y JIONIATHHCKOTO
Kpyxka. Hakonen, B HOSIOpe CIEAYIOIIEro ro/1a, MOsBISIETCS NEPBI HOMEP PYKOBO-
aumoro H.A. I'porom xyprana «Bonpockr ¢unocodun u neuxonorum». o 1918 r.,
KOTJ]a €ro W3JaHue ObLIO MPEePBaHO PEBOJIOIMEH, Ha €r0 CTPAHUIIAX BBICTYIIIIH TPH
MOKOJIEHUs pycckux (uinoco¢os, HaunHas co crapmmx (Hanpumep, B.C. ConoBses,
A.A. Koznos, B.B. Jlecesuy, JI.H. ToscTo#, motom ¢puiocodoB, MpuILeInx B XKyp-
Hau ¢ Hadana HoBoro Beka (C.H. bynrakos, H.A. bepasies, H.O. Jlocckwmii, [1.11. Hosro-
pomreB), u, HakoHer, miaamux (b.B. Bermmecnasnes, M.A. Wnasun, C.U. I'eccen,
B.®. Opu u np.). OOmecTso U penaknus XypHajda Belu OOINbIIyI0 padoTy 00-
IIEKYJbTYPHOT'O 3HAYEHHUS — IIEPEBOJIBI KIIACCHKOB MUPOBOH (uitocoduu, o0Cyxkie-

12 Cm.: Tpor H.A. K Bompocy o ¢unocodckom sxyprane // Pycckue Benomoctn. 1886. 16 HosiOps,
Ne 315.C. 3 [7].

18 Cm.: Tpy6eukoii E.H. U3 npouoro. BocnomMunanust. Y3 myTeBbIX 3aMeToK Gexenna. Tomck: Bogo-
neit, 2000. C. 216 [9].
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HHUE COBPEMEHHBIX MpobieM Guaocopuu 1 NCUXOIOTHUH, OJIEMUKA C OMIIOHEHTAMHU
W3 MUpPA KyJIbTYPbI H TTOTUTHKH.

B navane XX Beka, korna B Poccun Bo3HUKaNa MapTUHHO-TIOJIMTHYECKAS CH-
CTeMa, TO ee pa3Hble JUICPHl U WACONIOTH, pa3padaThiBasi MPOrpaMMbl U OOOCHOBBI-
Bas CBOM OOIIECTBEHHBIE WIEalbl, 0OPAIatOTCs K OMBITY PyccKoi Mbicimu. Conman-
JEMOKpATHI, OOJBIIIEBHUKH, 3CEPHl OCBaMBaIN Hacienue bemuHckoro, YepHbImeBCKo-
ro u JlaBposa. Hanpotus, metaduznka n uaeanusm ObUTH BOocTpeOOBaHBI JrOepana-
mu. Tak B monaHOTE cBoed pycckas ¢uiaocodust oOpeTayia CTaTyC COIUAIBHO-
KyJIBTYPHOTO (paKTopa, W 3TO OBUIO OJHUM W3 Pe3yJIbTaTOB JAEATEIHHOCTH MOCKOB-
ckoro Ilcuxomorndeckoro obOmiecTBa u xypHana ['pora—Jlonaruna. HeobOxomaumas
OCHOBATEIILHOCTh €My OblIa MPUAAHA JAPYTHM OOCTOSTEIBCTBOM — M TOXE MPOAYK-
ToM paboTel MockoBckoro Ilcuxomornyeckoro obmectsa u xyprana ['pora. 11 ne-
kabps 1911 r. O6mecTtBo mpa3gHoBano 30-meTne HAydYHOW W MeAarorn4ecKor mes-
tenpHOCTH JI.M. Jlomatuna. Opranu3atopoB Mpa3IHOBAHUS CMYTHIIO U MOPAIOBAJIO0
OTPOMHOE MHOTOITIOJICTBO MPUIIEIIINX Ha MPa3THUK — MPOGECCOPOB U CTY/IEHTOB,
JUTEPATOPOB M KYPHAIUCTOB, YNHOBHUKOB M BOCHHBIX. JIeTKO morafaTecs, 4TO OHO
OBLIIO BCETO JIMIIb CJICJACTBHEM OOJIBIION MPOCBETUTEILCKON U BOCIIUTATESILHON pa-
0otel OOIIecTBa M XypHana U (HUIOCO(PCKOro B3POCICHUS PYCCKUX; MOCKBHUYH,
HaKOHeIl, OLEHUIIN JTOCTOMHCTBA OTBJICUYEHHON TeopeTHuecKoil ¢mnocodpun u, 3Ha-
YHT, cCaMU IPHOOPENH Hy)KHOe puiocodckoe 3HaAHKE.

Opnnako Bo Bpems, korjga H.S. I'pot mokunaer MepkanTuipHyto Opeccy U 1e-
pebupaercst B MOCKBY, COCTOSIHHUE PYCCKOH (uocodrn ObIJIO COBCEM HE3aBHTHBIM.
H.A. T'pot m ero ToBapuim, 0co3HaBasi 3TO, CTABWIIN TIepel] HOBBIM KYPHAJIOM JIBY-
SIMHYIO 33/1a4y: JalbHIOK — CO3/IaHHe HAIMOHAIBHOH (uinocoduu, u OIMKHIOW —
¢dunocodcroe 0Opa3zoBaHre BCEro 0OIIECTBA, a B OOIIECTBE — HE TOJIBKO TEX, KTO I0-
CBOEMY, Ha CBOW PUCK W CTpaxX HINET «UCTOYHHKH J0Opa W pasyMEeHHs KU3IHI», HO
0COOEHHO €IIe U TeX, KTO HIIET 3TOT UCTOYHHK MPOECCHOHATIBHO, Oyaydn (pHiIoco-
¢dom-cnienmanctoM. HpaBcTBeHHO-BOCTIUTATEBHAS TIporpaMma, oOpalieHHas Ko
BCEM M Ka)JIOMy, — BOT O UeéM HeoJHOKpaTHO TojikoBai H.A. I'por — u B 1886 r., pazs-
SICHAISL CITyXH O HOBOM YpHaJle, M B IepBoM HoMepe ero B 1889 r. u He pa3 nozaHee.

B cratee 1886 1. «K Bompocy o ¢dumocodckom xypHaie» oH mumeT: «Bcero
nevyagbHEH TO, YTO y Hac elle HeAOCTaeT U 3HaHWH B 3Toi obmactu. Hama ¢unocod-
CKasl JIMTepaTypa U caMOCTOsTeNbHAs, 1 nepeBoaHas oequa» [7, c. 3]. B mepBoM Ho-
Mepe KypHalla OH CeTyeT: «Y Hac HeT elle CBOero (HIocOCKOro s3bIKa: HE TOIBKO
¢unocodckue TEpMUHBI HHOCTPAaHHBIE, HO U 0011Iee mocTpoeHne GrmocoPCcKoi pedn y
pycckux nucareneit nunorna nepycckoey [ 10, c. XII]. 3aecs ke, B 3aMETKE 0 XKypHalax
JYXOBHBIX aKajJleMHid, OH TIPU3HAET, YTO MyOJMKyeMble B HUX (HIOCO(CKHE PaboThI —
3TO JIyYIIIEE «I0 KaueCTBY, TO €CTh [0 YYEHOU ApyaullMu» B Haiuei nureparype. He-
CKOJIbKO To3xaHee, B 1890 T., B moneMuke ¢ myOnuiucToM «MOCKOBCKUX BEIOMO-
creit» 10. HukonaeBbM — a OH ynpsiMo TpeOOBall OTKa3aThCs OT «YJIUYHBIX (HI0CO-
(hoB», TO €CTh aBTOPOB JTUOCPAITLHOTO W IMO3UTUBUCTCKOTO Toka, — H.A. I'poT ¢ Tpy-
JIOM OTCTauBaJl MPAaBO Ha PaBHOE OTHOILEHUE KO BCEM, KTO CIIOCOOEH «OPHUTHHAIILHO
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MBICJIUTH M CTPOTO JIOTHMYECKU TIPOBOAUTL CBOM yOexkaenus» 4. Tlotomy, orTBeuas
1O. HuxomnaeBy, oH KkpaiitHe pe3ko xapaKkTepu30Bai O€JCTBEHHOE COCTOSTHUE (HITOCcOd-
CKO# 00pazoBaHHOCTH B cTpaHe: «COBEPIIICHHOTO 3HAHUS (HIOCO(DHN — e HCTOPUN U
3amad4, y Hac, B Poccun, emie BoBce U He ObLIO; camble yYeHbIE pycckue (uiIocodsl,
KOHEYHO, [0 YYEHOCTH CBOEH HEe MOTryT CpaBHHUThCSA HU ¢ Llemnepom, Hu ¢ ByHarom,
HU ¢ bonom m make CrieHcepoMm. Y Hac ele W He ObIIO HacTosmeld ¢prrocodckoit
LIKOJIBL, U BCE MBI, pycckue (pruimocodpl, Mo 4acTh YUCHOCTH «CaMOYYKH», HE HCKIIIO-
4asi 1 npoeccopoB (uocoduu, KOTOpble YIMIUCh QPUIOCOMUH [0 KHUTAM, a He Y
yauTenei, nbo HacTosmwx yuurened ¢uinocoduu y HaC He ObUIO A0 cux mop...» YU
nanee: «... Jluim, nMmeronmx y Hac ydeHele puiiocodckue CTEeleHn — KaKOH-HUOYAb
JIECATOK ¢ HEOOMNBIINM, a JOKTOPOB (unocodur HabepeTcst MecTb-CeMb, Ja U U3 HUX
MTOCTOSIHHO THIITYIIUX B 00JIaCTH CBOETO MpeIMETa TOIBKO TpH-4eThIpe...» [12, c. 3].

Ero monnepxan B.C. ConoBbeB — OBITH MOXKET BCIIOMHHUB 0 «Dmiocodckom
TpexMecsunuke» A.A. Ko3yoBa, OH rOBOpHJ, YTO «KOJUICKTHBHOE (huiocodckoe
W3JIaHKE B CTPOTO ONPEICICHHOM U UCKITIOYUTEIBHOM HANPaBICHUH TaM, TJie (Uio-
codckoe 0Opa3zoBaHHE HAXOIUTCS €I Ha CTaaUU TYMaHHBIX IISTEH W T/ KaKIbINA
MBICJIMTENb €CTh €AMHCTBEHHBIN MOCIE0BATENh CBOCTO HAMPABJICHUS U €MHCTBCH-
HBIA NPENCTABUTENL CBOEH INKOJBDY, COBEPIIEHHO HEBO3MOXHO®. M HECKOIbKO
no3anaee, nogaepkas H.S. I'pora B ero momemuke ¢ myOnunucToM «MOCKOBCKUX
BegomocTei» FO. HukonaeBsiM (a mocnemHuii TpeOOBan M3rHAHUS W3 JKypHAa JIH-
Oepanos u nosutusucToB), B.C. ConoBbeB yoexaan: «B Poccun Bo BCsikoM cityuae,
MBI HYXKJaeMCs He B HCKYCCTBEHHOH IMOJJIEPKKE PA3HBIX, MOTEPSIBIINX KPEAUT «H3-
MOB», U HE B IPEAYMBIIUICHHOM CO3/IaHUM HOBBIX, 3apaHee 0OpeueHHBIX HA Ty XKe
y4acTh, @ €IUHCTBEHHO TOJILKO B PAcIPOCTpaHEeHUH (PriocoCKOro 00pa3oBaHus U B
Pa3BUTHH Pa3yMHBIX U CO3HATEIBHBIX B3TJS0B Ha Bemu...» [13, c. 2]. PykoBoau-
Mmeiid H.A. ['porom xyphai, nosicasin ColloBbeB, «AEHCTBUTENBHO (prmocodCckuil, T.e.
1o-(pUI0COPCKH OTHOCAIIMICS K CYIIECTBEHHBIM BOIPOCaM YKHU3HH M 3HAHUS U yXKe
10 3TOMY CaMOMY CBOOOHBIN OT UCKITFOUNUTEIILHON MPUHAIISKHOCTH K KaKOH-TH00
OTIIETLHOM 1IKOJIEe, KaKOBBIX, BlpoueM, B Poccun u He cymectByet» [13, c. 2]. B
TaKUX YCJIOBHAX pa3bIcKaTh MOCKOBCKYIO MeTa(h)U3NYECKYIO KOy, TO €CTh KaKylo-
T0 unocodhckyro HHCTUTYIUIO (ONM3KYI0 K HAyKOMETPUYeCKO# eauHuIE), ObLIO,
MOKaJlyld, HEOCMOTPUTENBHO. B KOHIIE KOHIIOB Ja)Xe «COJOBHEBCTBO» KaK ILIKOJA Y
HAac HE COCTOSIOCH, XOTSI «COJIOBBEBLIEBY» OBIJIO OUYEHb MHOTO.

B Poccuu B TO BpeMsi «u3MbI», pasymeercsi, ObUIM, HO HE KaK INKOJIbI WA
HaTpaBJICHUsI ¢ TPOPUCOBAHHBIMHE MapajurMaMy, a B popMe TeueHuit 00IIecTBeHHO-
ro co3Hanus. OIHO M3 HUX — HAYYHO-TIO3UTUBHOE, CBSI3aHHOE C KPyraMu JuOepalib-
HOTO HAapOJHHUYECTBA U ero XypHaiamu «Pycckoe GorarcTtBo» u «Pycckast MBICITBY.

14 Cm.: Tpor H.4. Eme o 3amauax xyprana // Bonpocsl ¢punocopuu u neuxosoruu. 1891. Ku. 2 (6).
C.II[11].

15 Cm.: Conoseer B.C. TTucemo k pepakropy. O 3aciyre B.B. Jleceprda mist puimocodpckoro o6pazosa-
Husi B Poccuu // Borpocs! ¢usocoduu u neuxonorun. 1890. Ku. 5. C. 117-123 [13].
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I'pomkas cnaBa W MOMYJSIPHOCTH €0 YK€ B MPOIIJIOM, HO OHO €Il€ HE OTIYCKaeT
MHTEJUIUT €HIINIO, BEPYIOLIYIO B HAYKY U IIpOrpecc.

Hpyroe Tedenne — metadusnaeckoe, OyATO OBl MOJIOIOE, CBA3aHHOE C «JIOTa-
TUHCKHM» KPYKKOM, IpOTOBCKUM OO011ecTBOM U KypHaIOM. OHO BO3HHUKIIO KaK BbI-
pa’keHHE CKEIICHCa B OTHOIIEHUH BCEOOLINX NPUTI3aHUN HAyKH, KOTOPbIE HE MOTJIN
OBITh TapaHTHPOBAHBI €€ JIOTHYECKUM MEXaHH3MOM. XOTEJIOCh OCMBICIEHHOIO ObI-
THSl, U, TECHS TIO3UTHBHUCTOB B «Bompocax ¢unocoduu 1 ncuxonorum», MeTaQu3uK
3aroBOPHJIM B MOJHBIH roJioc.

B otBer Ha HemoyMmeHHe M BO3MyILEHHE, ¢ KakuMH «Pycckoe OoratcTBo» U
«Pycckas Mbicib» BeTpeTuin cBoero cobpata, H.A. I'por Bo Bropom HOMepe «Bo-
MIPOCOBY CTall OTpaBAbIBaThCSA. Eciy Ha cTpanuiax KypHaia mnpeobianarot Metadu-
3MKH, MOSICHSUI PEAAKTOP, TO TOJBKO IMOTOMY, YTO MIMEHHO Takue Gpuiiocodckue Bo3-
3peHHs, UHTEPECHl U CUMIATUU NPeoONafaoT Cpeau COTPYIHHUKOB KypHaia: «Mbl
HE Mmo0upaeM TEHACHIIMO3HOTO MaTepHhalia ¢ LEeNbl0 TPYIINUPOBKU €ro MO U3BECT-
HBIM, TIPEAB3ATHIM yTiIoM 3perHud...» [11, c. II]. MeTtaduzndeckuit TOBOPOT PyCCKO-
IO CO3HaHHUS COMPOBOXKAAICS arpodamnueld pa3mTudHbIX (opM U CrOcoOOB €ro THO-
ceosioruveckoro omnpapaanus. Cpeu HUX HAIUIOCh MECTO Uil HAy4HBIX (opM, 00-
pa30BaBUIMX HAYaJbHYIO CTYNEHb «HAYYHO-CUCTEMaTH4YecKOH Quiocodun», KoTo-
pyto C.JI. ®@pank Bblmenua mox Ha3BaHueM MoOCKOBCKas MeTadu3MUecKas LIKOJIA.
He tonbko Yepnsiesckuii u Ilncapes xBanwinch HaAyKOH, HO U OHA, OJAECpKaHHAS
ycrexaMu o0pa3oBaHUsl U €CTeCTBO3HaHWS B mopedopmeHHoi Poccum, rosopuia
caMa 3a ce0s M pojaoJbKaja BIUATh Ha ¢uiiocoduro. HauaBiiascs npakTrka KOMaH-
JUPOBOK B €BPOIEHCKHE YHHUBEPCUTETHI Ul MOArOTOBKU (priocodckux nuccepra-
U, MTPHOOIIEHUS K ONBITY eBporelckoi Gpuiocodun, nepenie el K HEOKaHTHaH-
CTBY, BHYTPEHHHE TIOJBMKKU B OTEYECTBEHHOM MO3UTUBU3ME® — BCE TOTOBUIIO MOY-
BY IUIs «Hay4HO-cucteMatudeckoi» MMII. Ee muoHeps! BEIOMpa HEMPUBLIYHBIC
CpeAcTBa, 4TOOBI JOOpaThCs 10 «UCTOYHHUKA JA00pa M pasyMEHHUs] HCTHHBD»Y — Palfo-
HanpHOCTH (JL.M. Jlomarmnu), Tpancuennentanmm3ma (C.H. TpybOenkoii), cTpanHOM
cMmecu stunuiMa u nozutuBusMa (H.S. I'pot). Bonee To4HbIM M MOJHBIH PUCYHOK
METOAOJIOTUYECKUX TIOMCKOB «MeTapu3nuecKoro OpaTcTBa», COOMpAoOLIerocs B
[Ncuxonormueckom o0IIECTBE U peAaknuu xxypHana, naet B.H. Unbun: «Breinenenue
TO palyOHAIN3Ma, TO MUCTHIU3MA (T.€. OHTOJIOTUYECKOTO Peann3Ma, TO CIUpUTYya-

16 B sToM cryuae MoXkHO cchuiathes Ha uckMo B.C. ConoBheBa K penakropy «Bompocos ¢unocopun
u ricuxostorun» «O 3acimyrax B.B. Jlecesnua st ¢punocodekoro odbpazoanus B Poccum» (cMm. «Bompo-
csl punocoduu u ncuxonorum». 1890, Ku. 5. C. 117-123). B.B. JleceBud, oniyTuB TYIHKOBOCTH MO3H-
THBUCTCKOTO (heHOMeHanM3Ma obpamtaercs 3a nomoupio Kk Kanty. Bor 3aciyra — Hamio JIBHKeHHE K
THOCEOJIOTHH, KoTopoii He O6bu10 HU y KoHTa, HH y Muis, Hu y ux nocnenosateneil. lanee B.C. Coo-
BbEB T'OBOPHT, YTO THOCEOJIOTHSI — 3TO BCE-TAKH HE NMpPUCTaHb (QHIOCO(CKOro MBIIUICHUS, a, CKOpee,
mumbs 00o3HaueHue ero ¢apsatepa. «...» Cam KaHT Buen B KpUTHLU3ME JHIIb TOJTOTOBUTEIbHYIO
paboty s Oynymeit, HaydHo# (He mormatudeckoit) meradusuku [113, c. 121]. KanT, nonaraer Coio-
BbeB, He npu3Han 061 HU ['eresst, Hu [llonenrayspa... «Ho stuM eme He npeapentaeTcst BONpoc 00 HHOM
Gostee TBepoi n o6ocHoBaHHOH MeTadusuke» (Tam xe). 3auem xe C.JI. Opank u E.I'. AnseB uckimo-
qatoT B.C. ConosseBa u3 MMIII? A ero crateu o «Teoperudeckoii ¢procopun»?
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JU3Ma B PAa3MYHBIX KOMOWHAIMAX M COCTAaBIISIET BCIO TaMMy HIOAHCOB 3TOTO
HampasneHus» [15, c. 492]. K 3toMy oH mo0aBisieT 4epThl «COKPATO-TUIATOHOBOM
TUANCKTUKW». B aToit ToHKO# HIoaHcupoBke C.JI. ®@panHk, Bcerga Npu3HABaBIITHI
ratio KOHCTUTYTUBHBIM MPHU3HAKOM (HIOCOPHH M MCKABIIMA TOYEK €ro KacaHus
HETIOCTIKMUMOTO», FICKYCHO BBIJIEISIET HAWJEHHYIO UM IIKONY KaK CBOIO Ipe[Iie-
ctBeHHHIy. CriezoM To xe fenaet E.I'. Anses.

Pazymeercs, mpaBo uccienoBatenss Ha aOCTparupoBaHUE SIBIACTCS 3aKOHOM
Hay4yHOro noucka. Ho cam tepmuH «MockoBckasi MeTadu3nUecKas IKOJay HYKHO
JaBaTh B KaBbIUKAX, KaK 3T0 ogHaxabl caenan C.JI. OpaHk.

Brpouewm, crieayer caenats oroBopky. Easa nmu @paHk MyHKTyaJIbHO IpHIEP-
XKUBaJICsl ©IMEHH MOCKOBCKasi MeTadu3nuuecKas IIKOJa, CIM HAaXOAWN Ui 3adiHa-
TeJe «HAayYHO-CHCTEMATHYECKOT0» MBIIUICHUs pa3Hble Ha3zBaHus. [lomumo Toro,
OH BOOOIIIE 3aTPYIHSIICS MPOBECTH YETKYIO TPAHUILY MEXKITY PEIUTHO3HON MBICIBIO U
¢unocodueli, B yeM u Npu3HaBaiCS B peleH3nu Ha «Mctopuio pycckolt ¢umoco-
¢um» B.B. 3eHbKOBCKOr0o (0OHa B TMOJHOM CBOEM COJEPXKAaHHWW BOCIIPOM3BEICHA B
kaure [.E. Ansesa). B 1930 r. B Mmanenpkoii 3ameTke «HOOwmmei aByx pycckux Qu-
socodoB» («Pyib». Ne 3058. 16 nexadps 1930 r. C. 3) oH TBepHO 3asABJISACT, YTO PyC-
cKasi cucremMarnieckas (Guiocopus NMpUHSIIA «ocs3aTeNbHbIe (JOPMBI B TBOPUECTBE
B. Conosbesa u JI. JlonatuHay. ITU ABAa UMEHHU OH CTaBUT PSIIOM.
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Does a “Russian Philosophy” Exist?
The Boundaries and Nature of a Question

Abstract. The issue of the existence of a peculiarly “Russian” philosophy has long been the object of
many debates, which soon led to very different and often opposite conclusions. The question is always
the same: Is there an original contribution that Russian authors made to philosophy, in the same way as
with literature, arts, and sciences? What happened to Greek/Western philosophy when cultivated in
“Russian soil”? In order to answer these questions, it is necessary to first carry out a brief examination
of the never-obvious issue of “what being a philosopher means”, i.e. of what generally distinguishes an
intellectual who claims to be a “philosopher” from other kinds of intellectuals or scholars. After this
short but necessary premise, this article will try to sum up some of the classic and modern definitions of
Russian philosophy (from Chaadaev to Evlampiev) and conclude by proposing a personal idea about an
overarching frame of Russian philosophical thought. In my opinion, the latter mostly originates from a
peculiar reception in Russia of Platonism, Idealism and Marxism that ultimately transformed those
views, especially during the Silver Age, into a sort of “integral gnoseology”, which connects “logos”
and “life” in a specifically dialectical way that can be described, pour cause, as “Russian”. This “inte-
gral gnoseology” ultimately conjoins science and humanism in an original way and is capable of open-
ing up to discreet phenomena and to multiple levels of knowledge.

Key words: Russian philosophy, Russian intellectualism, metaphysics, gnoseology, materialism, human-
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CymecTByeT Jin «pycckasi pusiocopus»?
I'panuusl 1 npupoaa Bonpoca

Arnomayus. Bonpoc 0 CyIIecTBOBAHHH CBOCOOpPa3HOW «pycckoi» ¢unocoduu Beerna GbUT MPEAMETOM
MHOTHX CIIOPOB, KOTOpBIC JIETKO HPUBOJMIIM K CaMbIM Pa3HbIM M YacTO MPOTHBOIIOJIOXHBIM BBIBOJAM:
€CTb JIM OPUTHUHAIBHBIA BKJIAJ, KOTOPBI PyCCKUE aBTOPHI BHECIH B (DMIOCO(HIO, KaK 3TO IMPOU3OILIO B
JMTEpaType, UCKYCCTBE M HayKe W YTO CIyYWIOCh C IpedecKoi / 3amamHoi ¢unocodpueil Ha «pyccKoi
semsie»? B mensx mowcka OTBeTa Ha 3TH BOIPOCHI, NMPEAJAraeTcs KPaTKO HCCICNOBaTh HEOUCBHUIHYIO
mpo0JieMy «4TO 3HAuuT OBITH (uirocodoM?», TO €cTb, YTO OOBIMHO OTAMYAET HHTEIIEKTyaua,
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MPETEHAYIONIEro Ha 3BaHue «hunocodar, OT APyruxX BUAOB MHTEIUIEKTYaJOB WK yueHbIX. [Tocie KopoT-
KO, HO HEOOXOAUMON MPEANOCHUIKH MPEANPUHATA MOMBITKa CYMMHPOBATh HEKOTOPbIE U3 KJIACCHYECKUX
U COBPEMEHHBIX OompeleneHuil pycckoil ¢unocopun (ot Yaamaesa mo EmammueBa), 4ToOBI, HaKOHEI,
MIPEIOKHUTE JIMYHBIA B3I Ha BCEOOBEMITIOLICYIO CTPYKTYPY pYcckoil ¢unocodcekoit Miciu. Ipu sTom
JleTaeTcs aKIeHT Ha CBoeoOpasHylo TpaHcdopmarmio B3minoB Ilmatona, 'eremst m Mapkca B Poccun,
0COOEHHO B IEPHOZ cepeOpsSHOr0 BeKa, B CBOETO POJia KMHTETPAITBHYIO THOCEOJIOTHIO», KOTOpas CBS3bIBA-
€T W yIep)KUBAeT BMECTE «JIOTOTHIIBI» U <OKU3HBY B CHEIM(GHIECKH THAJIEKTHIECKOM cMEBIce. [lemaercs
BBIBOJI O TOM, YTO 3Ta «MHTETPAIbHAsi THOCEOJIOTH» B KOHEYHOM HUTOT'€ OPHTUHAIBHBIM 00pa3oM coeu-
HsIeT HayKy ¥ TYMaHU3M H CIIOCOOHA OTKPBITHCS CKPBITHIM SIBICHUSIM ¥ MHOTHM YPOBHSIM 3HAHUSL.

Kniouesvie cnosa: Pycckas punocodusi, pycCKuil HHTEIICKTYalTu3M, MeTap3MKa, THOCCOJIOTHS, MaTe-
pHUanu3M, TyMaHH3M, HHTYHUIHS, UCTUHA, TUIATOHU3M, SITHCTEMOJIOTHS

DOI: 10.17588/2076-9210.2021.2.047-067
Philosophers and “Non-Philosophers”: An Introduction

In searching for the boundaries of Russian philosophy or, to put it differently, in
understanding the reception of Western philosophy in Russia, any scholar or historian
must deal with the troublesome situation of a highly variegated scenario. The main issue,
in this case, is to identify who the “philosophers” in Russia were as well as those who
were not “eligible” for that attribute. From the end of the eighteenth century and over the
subsequent two centuries, there were many authors and movements that to some extent
might well define themselves as philosophical. However, most of them were more likely
to be included as a part of a wider Russian history of ideas or intellectual history rather
than of the “history of philosophy”, properly speaking.

The main question one should ask in this case is whether the term “Russian phi-
losophy” is to be understood as “Russian intellectualism”, the quest for Russian identi-
ty or for any social or political or national ideal, or as the birth of and debate on a
“Russian idea”, or as something different altogether. Not by chance, the histories of
Russian philosophy that were written in the last century often dealt with a wider ques-
tion of a “Russian thought”, whether this were social or political or religious, in order
to not exclude a number of decisive contributions to the Russian history of ideas'.
Talking of a “Russian thought” is certainly more suitable to the nineteenth- and twenti-
eth-century Russian situation than investigating the more or less adequate convergence
of Russian thinkers with a specifically Western philosophical tradition. In any case, the
problem of “where to start?”” with a history of Russian philosophy and of “who to in-
clude?” in the set of a possible Russian philosophical tradition still remains.

! The renowned examples of the works by N.O. Lossky, V.V. Zen'kovsky and G. Florovsky (who even
employs the word “theology” to connote Russian thought) emphasize the religious aspects of Russian
philosophy, whereas — as is easily predictable — the Histories written during the Soviet era as well as
some contemporary Western studies interpret Russian thought mainly as a history of social or political
ideas. This antithesis, “religious vs. social thought”, which somehow matches the classic polarity “Slav-
ophile vs. Westernizing thought”, reflects a longstanding tradition of Russian intellectual history that
surely does not help to focus on the existence of a specifically “philosophical” thought.
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| tried to take a different view of this whole historical question for two rea-
sons: firstly, to highlight and re-evaluate the meaning of the word “philosophy” as
something specific, and secondly to avoid an overly well-trodden path whose story
has already been written many times, and which concerns the difficult and long-
standing issue on the nature of Russian identity as divided between East and West. In
other words, the question is: Is there a specificity peculiar to the word “philosophy”
in Russian thought that should not be confused with “intellectualism” or “national
identity”? This is, in my view, the first problem, which somehow precedes the other
main question: “What are the boundaries and nature of Russian philosophy?”, i.e.
“When or where does it begin?” and “What are its specific contents?”. In such a con-
text, another, more original question may also emerge: “What are the boundaries of
philosophy itself?”. That is to say: What does “being a philosopher” mean? What is
the difference — is there one? — between a philosopher and an intellectual, or a semi-
ologist, an anthropologist, or other, for instance? Were Yuri Lotman or Mikhail
Bakhtin philosophers? Were any of the Marxist or early Socialist theorists philoso-
phers? Were two of the finest intellectuals from the Silver Age, such as Vyacheslav
Ivanov and Mikhail Gershenzon, also philosophers? Was Dmitrii Merezhkovsky a
philosopher? These are only few examples, but the main point is: before discussing
the nature (if there is one) of Russian philosophy, it would be helpful to identify what
a philosopher is and, consequently, who the “Russian philosophers” are. This ap-
proach, in fact, is a necessary premise in the case of Russian philosophy, and indeed
of all philosophy.

In order to avoid the uncomfortable conclusion that any intellectual idea is
“philosophy”, | would tentatively suggest at least a couple of directions on what phi-
losophy is or should be in a stricter sense. The first and most obvious one may be the
following: if one employs the word in accordance with the Western meaning, philos-
ophy is a form of knowledge ascribable to a given tradition starting from the Pre-
Socratic philosophers, following (to name only a few essential authors) with Plato
and Aristotle up to Descartes, Leibniz, Spinoza, Hume, Kant, Schelling, Hegel and so
on. In this regard, practising philosophy or being a philosopher means primarily, but
not exclusively?, relating to that tradition: namely — although this might seem even
too simplistic — “quoting” those philosophical authors and ideas among the main ref-
erences for one’s own work. If one accepts this first requirement, V. Solovyov is in-
deed a philosopher — possibly more than anyone else in Russia — as is N. Berdyaev,
and no doubt also A. Losev, G. Shpet, S. Frank, A. Kojeve, N. Lossky, L. Lopatin,
A. Kozlov, along with others (indeed, all the Neo-Hegelians and Neo-Kantians, such
as for example B. Chicherin, A. Vvedensky, and I. Lapshin), and even an apparently
“anti-philosopher” like L. Shestov, whose lifelong concern was confronting Greek

2 This is more or less the same as affirming that being a medical doctor means “primarily” following the
Western “official” medicine, which does not consider the fact that there are many more ways of being a
medical doctor or of practising medicine. The “primarily”, in this case, is rather an exemplary and regu-
lative way, so to speak, for “clearing the field”.
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philosophy, and Kant, and Hegel, etc.®. By the same token, even some of the most
religiously committed thinkers who constantly confronted the Western philosophical
ideas, such as P. Florensky and S. Bulgakov, surely stand in this category, whereas
other religious thinkers may not entirely fulfil this precondition®. In the Soviet times
of the post-Stalin era there were a number of philosophers who opened Marxist
thought to a new comparison or contrast with Western classic philosophy and dis-
cussed in-depth questions of logic, epistemology and metaphysics: these included E.
Il'enkov and M. Mamardashvili®. As far as the 19" century “social philosophers” are
concerned — from A. Herzen to N. Chernyshevsky, D. Pisarev, and others — the doubt
is actually the same concerning Marx, Engels, Feuerbach, and whether they belong to
the classic Greek-European philosophical tradition, as well as how much they would
consider themselves as “philosophers” in that regard.

The latter question leads, in fact, to the second “strict requirement” for belong-
ing without question to philosophy, which, in my view, is: treating a subject with a
certain (i.e. specific, characterizing, somehow predominant) degree of metaphysics.
The word “metaphysics” can be understood here as a rational approach that is con-
stantly addressed to the essence of things — i.e. the self-definition and search for the
fundamental criterion of truth that makes them what they are — rather than to other
external goals: for example, their use or function (e.g. the understanding of how
things work), or their effectiveness, or the search for conventional laws or classifica-
tion for the sake of classification. After all, if there is a difference between philoso-
phy and other subjects such as sociology or anthropology, or psychology, or even
linguistics and indeed any modern science, this possibly lies in this very issue®.

I used the expression “a certain degree of metaphysics” while being well
aware that a good part of Western modern philosophical tradition defines itself as
explicitly anti-metaphysical. However, such a criticism of metaphysics in the history
of philosophy has been always dealt with as an inner criticism, i.e. a criticism against
a given model of transcendent or transcendental metaphysics in order to unavoidably
develop a new one opposing the latter. Yet, any new response of this kind always
obeys an epistemological criterion that is in search of the ultimate nature of some-

% In my recent work (Lev Shestov: The Philosophy and Works of a Tragic Thinker. Boston: Academic
Studies Press, 2020), | tried to demonstrate precisely Shestov’s adherence, albeit in a critical way, to the
Western classic philosophical tradition.

4 Authors like V. Rozanov, N. Fyodorov or D. Merezhkovsky may not appear as canonical as the others
mentioned above, but that does not exclude the fact that, precisely because of their “unorthodoxy”, they
might be considered to be some of the most original Russian philosophical thinkers.

5 On the destiny of Western and non-Marxist philosophy during Soviet times and on the existence of an
authentic renaissance of philosophical thought, especially during the period of Krushchev’s “thaw”, see
the remarkable study: V.A. Lektorsky-M.F. Bykova, Philosophical Thought in Russia in the Second
Half of the 20" Century. London: Bloomsbury Academic, 2019.

6 This definition does not exclude that those disciplines may deal at times with the question of their
foundation or with the criteria of truth that regulate the analysis of their objects. However, when this
occurs, it is neither the primary focus of those disciplines nor the scope for which they were created. It
is, in fact, a “philosophical analysis” on a specific object of that discipline.
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thing (i.e. the fundamental basis of our knowledge of it), which in more than one way
is still a form of metaphysics. In this respect, any attempt at eliminating metaphysics
in philosophy has been always highly problematic’. This tendency to address one’s
quest for the essential conditions that determine the very possibility of any investi-
gated object is possibly the main feature distinguishing philosophy from any other
intellectual activity®. It is not the only feature, but it is an essential one. In the Greek
philosophical tradition, the Socratic question “ti esti?” (“what is it?”) is that kind of
guestion that is directed at the essence of something, for it is the philosophical ques-
tion par excellence. That question, in fact, never leads to a mere description or ex-
planation of the object, but rather to a deeper investigation of the abstract conditions
and epistemic foundations that allow its very possibility of existence.

To give a few examples, a philosopher of mind investigates the question of
“What is a mind?”; a neuroscientist, on the contrary, is focused on understanding
“How a brain works”. A mathematician is interested in how to conclude a calcula-
tion; a philosopher of mathematics, however, ponders the question “What is the na-
ture of numbers?”. Philosophy, at its core, has always been focused on the essence of
concepts. Of course, there are many views of philosophy and many ways to do it, but
in a strict and classic sense, at the heart of philosophy, there is mainly the “metaphys-
ical issue”, even when a given kind of metaphysics is denied by philosophy itself, as
has been observed before. When Heidegger explores the nature of poetry, he raises
the question “What is poetry?”, not “How does poetry work?”. Or “What must hap-
pen to a prose text to become a poetic text?”. The latter, in fact, is precisely Yuri
Lotman’s point of view in his excellent study on poetry®. Lotman investigates the
way in which poetry becomes poetry. Heidegger, as it were, “stops” at the problem of

" This entire question is actually immense and involves at the same time both absolute relativism and
absolute anti-metaphysics. Already Plato, in disputing with the sophists, maintained that Protagoras’
doctrine of relative truth was technically “self-refuting” as it destroyed itself in its very definition (it is
the so-called peritropé or “table-turning” argument: see Plato, Theaetetus 188c2-171c7). Moreover, as
has been widely discussed in contemporary analytic philosophy (by R. Carnap and A.J. Ayer in particu-
lar), this sort of impossibility of getting rid of itself is part of the very nature of metaphysics, for when
one produces an anti-metaphysical argument, the latter very easily turns out to be a newer form of a
metaphysical proposition. To deny an absolute (metaphysical) criterion of truth, in fact, presupposes at
least a set of equally absolute assertions or requirements that can hardly be considered as “non-
metaphysical” themselves. Wittgenstein, for example, in his attempt at overcoming metaphysics with
his famous “picture theory” of language, eventually fell into a self-referential incoherence (as he
acknowledged in his later works). This does not mean that any rejection of metaphysics is absolutely
impossible, but only that it often and quite easily becomes contradictory.

8 In point of fact, if one encompasses the entire history of Western philosophy even with all its differ-
ences and contradictions, the so-called “problem of metaphysics”, as Aristotle saw it, can be reduced to
the search for an epistemic criterion of truth. In this regard, philosophy is the discipline that searches for
a primary criterion of validity of knowledge. Far from being a “transcendent” issue, speaking of the
essence of something is fundamentally the question “How can | be sure this is true?”, or in other words,
“What is the epistemic/objective/ultimate truth of something?”. For “turning to the essence of some-
thing”, philosophically speaking, means turning to its ultimate and incontrovertible truth.

9 See Y. Lotman, Analysis of the Poetic Text. Trans. by D. Barton Johnson. Ann Arbor (Michigan):
Ardis, 1976.
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what it is. Not by chance, Heidegger — as he admitted himself — could deal only with
those authors, like Holderlin, whose poetry is about poetry itself: that is, a poetry ex-
pressing the nature of poetry™®.

If | follow these two “guidelines”, my conclusion is that in Russia there are in-
deed a certain number of philosophers, and that other intellectuals or writers may not
be strictly included in this group, albeit the latter might perhaps embody the most
original part of Russian thought**. I do not propose to give any “list”, for anything of
this kind (i.e. lists and frameworks) is never historically real, and | am still convinced
that philosophy lies in many more places than | stated before. But this is, at least, an
attempt to ascertain a difference and prevent philosophy from unravelling into an
undefined area of intellectual idea-production. According to this framework — as af-
firmed before: it is not the only one, but it is a classic one —, Solovyov is probably the
first and most meaningful among the Russian philosophers, as Berdyaev also
acknowledged'?, without forgetting the authors who preceded him, such as
G. Skovoroda, P. Chadaaev, and the early Slavophiles A. Khomyakov and, above all,
I. Kireevsky, whose elaboration of Schelling’s late thought contributed decisively to
the project of a “positive” (Slavophile, religious) philosophy in Russia. But Solo-
vyov, most of all, accomplished this project and acted as a point of reference for his
successors and for laying the foundations of a Russian approach to philosophy,
which often contradicted his thought but could never ignore it'3. After Solovyov, all
the thinkers who, in one way or another (in following it or, by contrast, rejecting it),
related to the path he opened up should be legitimately included under the label of
“Russian philosophers”.

10 See the leading idea in Martin Heidegger’s “Hélderlin und das Wesen der Dichtung” (Hélderlin and
the Essence of Poetry): a speech Heidegger held in Rome on 2 April 1936, then subsequently published
in the journal Das innere Reich 1936, vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 1065-1078.

11 As Berdyaev observes in this regard, “the chief figures in Russian religious thought and the religious
quest of the nineteenth century were not philosophers, but the novelists Dostoevsky and Tolstoy. Dosto-
evsky is the greatest Russian metaphysician or rather anthropologist” (N.A. Berdyaev, The Russian
Idea. Trans by R.M. French. Hudson, NY: Lindisfarne Press, 1992, p. 194). In another passage, Ber-
dyaev expresses an even more radical concept: “The greatest Russian metaphysician and the most exis-
tential was Dostoevsky. Unamuno said that Spanish philosophy is contained in Don Quixote. In the
same way we can say that Russian philosophy is contained in Dostoevsky” (ibid., p. 175).

12 |bid., p. 182. Semyon Frank also expressed the same concept: “Solovyov is unquestionably the great-
est of Russian philosophers and systematic religious thinkers” (S. Frank [ed.], A Solovyov Anthology.
Trans. by N. Duddington. London: SCM Press, 1950, p. 9).

13 Themes such as the critique of Western philosophy (mostly understood as “positivism” and “rational-
ism”), the heritage of Platonism, the ideal of an integral knowledge, the philosophical frame of absolute-
ness or unitotality, the myth of a “Russian idea”, the critique of abstract principles and consequently the re-
evaluation of life as opposed to reason, a certain kind of apocalyptic and eschatological view, and the idea
of Godmanhood: these are all Solovyovian motifs which, in one way or another (sometimes by opposition),
spread throughout the entire Russian philosophical tradition. On Solovyov’s relationship with Western
philosophy, see M.V. Maksimov, Vladimir Solovyov i Zapad: nevidimyi continent (Vladimir Solovyov
and the West: The Invisible Continent). Moscow: Prometei, 1998. On the Platonic heritage in Solovyov,
see: M.V. Maksimov, Traditsiya platonizma v metafizike Vladimira Solovyova (The Tradition of Plato-
nism in Vladimir Solovyov’s Metaphysics), in Modernités russes 2015, vol. 15, pp. 93-105.
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Now, the question is: does this group of philosophers that we call “Russian
philosophers” — on the basis of their nationality and of their belonging to an original-
ly Greek and somehow “metaphysical” tradition* — have a common idea of philoso-
phy? Are there any recurrent topics within this group that allow us to speak of the
existence of a “Russian philosophy”, not only in terms of the nationality of its au-
thors but also of a distinct national thought? Is there a “boundary” or a substantial
difference between this Russian philosophy and, for instance, European philosophy?
In short, as is stated in the title of this article: Does a “Russian philosophy” exist?

Western Philosophy and Russia

I am aware that anyone who intends to deal with this topic is entering a sort of
a “minefield”, since a substantial part of Russian intellectual history was dedicated to
such a collective effort for self-definition and, in particular, for self-definition with
strict reference to European thought. As Boris Groys suggested, all Russian intellec-
tual history is overtly shaped through a constant comparison to Europe and, accord-
ing to him, the whole of modern Russian thought is a point of view on Europe®®.
Groys is certainly not the only one to affirm that understanding Europe, in order to
understand Russia, is the central problem of the Russian philosophical tradition, as
well as one of the main problems of Russian literature and Russian culture®®. Any
analysis of this kind would probably start from the day after Russia’s victory in the
war with Napoleon, in 1814, when Russian intellectuals started to reflect on their role
with regard to Europe, and would continue up to the present time'’. This whole topic
is obviously too big to be dealt with in this context.

Many prominent authors, from Chaadaev to the present time, have tried to an-
swer this question on the Russian philosophical identity. Chaadaev’s answer is well
known and is a negative answer®, In many ways, this “negative start” marked the
entire path of Russian philosophy and it acted, as it were, like a “curse” on it, by gen-
erating or reinforcing a sort of “neurosis of distinctiveness” (as Evgenii Barabanov

14 Once again, | employ the adjective “metaphysical” here in the same way as it can be maintained that
the entire Western philosophical tradition, from Plato onwards, is “metaphysical”.

15 This position is also expressed by Boris Groys in his article “Russia and the West: The Quest for Rus-
sian National Identity”, in Studies in Soviet Thought 1992, vol. 43, no. 3, pp. 185-198.

16 Tbid., p. 185. See also Vera Tolz’s opinion: “Since Peter the Great’s reforms "the West" (zapad) had
become arguably the most important ingredient of modern Russian identity” (In W. Leatherbarrow and
D. Offord [eds.], A History of Russian Thought. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2010, p. 197).
17 See on this the classic study by A. Koyré, La philosophie et le probléme national en Russie au début
du XIXe siécle, Gallimard, Paris 1976 (the text was written in 1929).

18 “Every nation has its period of stormy agitation, of passionate unease, of hasty activities. [...] All
societies have gone through such phases. Such periods provide them with their most vivid memories,
their legends, their poetry, their greatest and most productive ideas. [...] But we Russians, we are devoid
of all of this. [...] There are no charming remembrances, no graceful images in the people’s memory;
our national tradition is devoid of any powerful teaching. [...] We live only in the narrowest of presents,
without past and without future, in the midst of a flat calm” (P.Y. Chaadaev, Philosophical Letters and
Apology of a Madman. Knoxville: The University of Tennessee Press, 1969, pp. 35—-36).
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puts it in a critical way'®). At a certain point, the only question regarding Russian
philosophy seemed to be “What can we (Russians) add to European philosophy?” or,
in other words, “What is the difference between us and them?”. But this kind of
guestion, as Chaadaev argued from the very beginning, can only result, over and
over, in a lack of something?.

Leaving aside the fact that such concern for a national identity (or peculiarity)
of thought in other European countries has never been as problematic — which would
possibly confirm Barabanov’s thesis of “originality neurosis” — it is my opinion that
this way of posing the question concealed, from a historical point of view, another
more relevant event that happened in Russia. | am talking about the fact that when
any “original” Western philosophical content, or any Western author, “crossed” the
Russian border, it simply became different from whatever it previously was. If we
take the Western philosophers that had the greatest influence on Russian history and
thought — and | would name the classic triad: Plato-Hegel-Marx — the Russian recep-
tion of these authors radically transformed their thought from what it had been in Eu-
rope into something other. In short: into something “Russian”. These are not the only
authors, of course. There may be many additions to this list: Kant, Schelling and Nie-
tzsche are probably the most obvious. The “Kant case” is particularly interesting in
this respect, since his thought was largely perceived in Russia as “enemy” or as
something antithetical to Russian philosophical sensitivity?!. Therefore, one can ar-
gue that in Russia there was no original production of philosophical ideas, but there

19 E.V. Barabanov, Russian Philosophy and the Crisis of Identity, in Russian Studies in Philosophy
1992, vol. 31, no. 2, p. 48. Barabanov’s comment on this is very harsh: for him, philosophy in Russia
was no more than a pathological mechanism to keep minds in a position of passivity and subjugation.

20 The only result that can be found, in his view, is the unconscious, unrepresentable mode of being that
is alternative to any historicity. With respect to the universal world history, according to Chaadaev, this
“mode of being” is unarticulated, unobjectified and unoriginal. Needless to say, this a-historicity of
Russian identity (i.e. this extra historical and “unformalized” character of Russian culture), which is
nonetheless “full of inner life”, would be the “gist” of later Slavophile reflection.

2L In 1925, Semyon Frank affirmed that “the criticism of Kant’s philosophy and the fight against Kanti-
anism are constant topics of Russian philosophical thought” (cf. S.L. Frank, Russkoe mirovozzreniie
[The Russian Worldview]. St Petersburg: Nauka, 1996 [1% ed. 1926], p. 169; on the same issue, see also
A.N. Kruglov, Filosofiya Kanta v Rossii v kontse XVI1I1-pervoi polovine XIX vekov [The Philosophy of
Kant in Russia at the End of 18™ and First Half of the 19t Century]. Moscow: Kanon + ROOI “Reabili-
tatsiya”, 2009, p. 11). Frank’s opinion is certainly not unbiased, however it is a good representation of a
certain philosophical and religious tendency (see, on this, M.A. Meerson, Put’ against Logos: The cri-
tique of Kant and Neokantianism by Russian Religious Philosophers in the Beginning of the Twentieth
Century, in Studies in East European Thought 1995, vol. 47, nos. 3-4, pp. 225-243, and A. Akhutin,
Sophia and the Devil: Kant in the Face of Russian Religious Metaphysics, in Russian Studies in Philos-
ophy 1991, vol. 29, no. 4, pp. 59-89). The reception of Kant in Russia, especially during the 19™ centu-
ry, is actually more complex and variegated than the religious philosophers’ point of view may express.
In this regard, see: A.l. Abramov — V.A. Zhuchkov, Kant Pro et Contra. Retseptsiya idei nemetskogo
filosofa i ikh vliyanie na razvitie russkoi filosofskoi traditsii (Kant pro et contra. The Reception of the
German Philosopher’s Ideas and Their Influence on the Development of Russian Philosophical Tradi-
tion). St Petersburg: Russkaya Khristianskaya gumanitarnaya Akademiya, 2005; and T. Nemeth, Kant in
Russia: The Initial Phase, in Studies in East European Thought 1988, vol. 36, pp. 79-110.
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certainly was a definite reaction to Western philosophical ideas. The nature and qual-
ity of this “reaction” perhaps reveal more about the identity of the Russian philoso-
phers than the positive contents of their works do. In this regard, what they do not
accept about European philosophy is often more meaningful than what they develop
as their own position.

Thus, if the issue of originality is what matters, one might conclude that per-
haps there is not so much original philosophical content in Russia, but there is un-
questionably a distinct and original way of absorbing philosophy. Philosophy in Rus-
sia is something that involves all human life and aims at including it within an objec-
tive investigation of the truth. It would appear that a subjective point of view on
things, in Russia, cannot easily be dissected. At the same time, unlike what happens
in other similar “humanistic views” in Europe, the fields of this research are not lim-
ited to thought or to an existential approach, but include every cultural aspect of life.
Given all this, an implicit (or sometimes a very explicit) critique of Western logos
emerges, which is probably the main trait and achievement of Russian philosophy as
a whole. It is a philosophy that originated from the West, with an initial “lack” (here
Chaadaev influenced everyone after him), but that eventually turned out to be an in-
strument of critique of the West itself thanks to an enlarged concept of logos.

When Nikolai Lossky, at the end of his History of Russian Philosophy, tries to
sum up the main characteristic features of Russian philosophy, he names the Solo-
vyovian ideal of “integral knowledge??, along with different forms of intuitivism in
epistemology?®. In Lossky’s synthesis, many other references and authors converge:
from the earliest Skovoroda to Chaadaev, to Kireevsky, to Herzen, Solovyov, Roza-
nov, Florensky, Frank and many others, who give different names (sobornost’,
tsel’nost, vseedinstvo, nepostizhimoe etc.) to a concept that is very close to this ideal.
Boris Groys interprets this “integral knowledge” as the “search for unity and univer-
sality not at a level of thought, but of life”?*. Not far from this is Vasilii Zen'kovsky
when he writes that Man and Humanity (their destiny, their meaning, their ways and
the ends of their history) represent the real core of Russian philosophical thought:
i.e. not universe, not matter, and not even God. In this sense, Russian philosophy ap-
pears essentially “anthropocentric” rather than “cosmocentric” or “theocentric”?.
This would seemingly offer a solid reason for the model of wholeness. More recent-
ly, Igor’ Evlampiev confirmed this view by saying that the four main traits of Rus-
sian philosophy are: the quest for the hidden meaning of Christian ideas; the meaning
of human being, on the one hand, and the meaning of history, on the other (the latter
forming together a radical antithesis); and finally a peculiar style of philosophizing

22 Cf. N.O. Lossky, History of Russian Philosophy. London: George Allen and Unwin Ltd, 1952,
pp. 404-405.

23 1bid., p. 403.

2 See B. Groys, cit., p. 186.

25 V.V. Zen'kovsky, Istoriya russkoi filosofii (History of Russian Philosophy). Vol. I. Leningrad: EGO,
1991, p.16.
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that combines rationality with intuition, and logic with arts and literature®. In addi-
tion to this (and actually going much further, almost to the point of dismissing phi-
losophy as such), A. Zamaleev maintains that Russian philosophy produced its own
style, a rhetorical and exegetic one, which never focused on the theory of knowledge
as its primary goal, as European philosophy did?’.

From a historical point of view, Russia certainly welcomed more that kind of, so-
called, metaphysics of “participation” which assumed either a transcendent or an all-
encompassing paradigm (emblematically: Platonism, Neo-Platonism and Idealism) rather
than any other metaphysics of “experience”, which, like Aristotelianism, or all Cartesian-
ism or Empiricism, implied a strong sceptic option at the root of its analysis on human
knowledge?®. This difference between Russia and Europe is also due to a precise histori-
cal path of Russian theology that radically differed from European Christianity. It is very
likely that such an original and fundamental option — let us say, to put it briefly, Neo-
Platonism over Aristotelianism — may also have affected the Russian view on Material-
ism in the 19" century, which, as a “dialectical materialism”, became an all-embracing
materialist ontology: one might well say, a brand-new form of metaphysics contrasting
the traditional form. Thus, the paradigm of unity and, within it, the idea of a fundamental
dialectics of two principles, a higher one and a lower one, is a cultural feature that ap-
peared in Russia long before the philosophical ideas of the 19" century. It is, in fact, a
fundamentally Neo-Platonic paradigm that entered Russia along with Christianity. When
one considers the transition from Medieval Russia to modern Russia and the encounter
with European philosophy, which after the Renaissance largely abandoned that same
paradigm, there may appear to be a conflict.

From the early 1990s up to the present day, there has been a critical re-
thinking of this alleged Russian paradigm of “unity of thought” and on the postulated
existence of a Russian identity. Many contemporary scholars (among others: E. Bar-
abanov, M. Epstein, V. Podoroga, S. Khoruzhy®) imply, mostly in a critical way,
that such a myth created a “system of ideocracy” and a “suicidal quality” to Russian
philosophy. In other words, it created a sort of “slavery” for the Russian culture. Eve-
rything that happened in Russia (from theocracy to Marxism) depended upon this
idealistic effect or “distorted Platonism™, which eventually created a “Plato-
Marxism” (M. Epstein). In a recent survey of these positions (and also an excellent
essay on the contemporary status of philosophy in Russia), significantly entitled The
End of Russian Philosophy, Alyssa De Blasio shows how, after an initial revival of
the Russian religious philosophy in the immediate post-soviet years (the 1990s), in

% I.1. Evlampiev, Istoriya russkoi filosofii (History of Russian Philosophy). St Petersburg: RHGA,
2014, pp. 4-5.

27 AF. Zamaleev, Kurs lektsii po istorii russkoi filosofii (Course of Lectures on the History of Russian
Philosophy). St Petersburg: 1zd. St. Peterburskogo universiteta, 2009, pp. 13-14.

2 As A. Zamaleev rightly observed, the quest for knowledge rather than for truth — where truth is meant
in the broadest sense — was the main goal of this second line of development of metaphysics (see ibid.).
2 For an analysis of Khoruzhy’s critique on Russian religious philosophy, from a religious point of
view, see A. De Blasio, The End of Russian Philosophy. New York: Palgrave MacMillan, 2014,
pp. 129-133.
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the years that followed an ongoing criticism arose about its unfruitfulness and lack of
philosophical dialogue. At the present time, while many contemporary philosophers
in Russia dismiss the value of the experience of Russian religious philosophy, they
also find a new way for philosophy under a renewed concept of “philosopher-
intellectual”, capable of setting up an organized discursive place and of playing a
public role in society, which is exactly what an “essentialist view of Russianness” is
unable to do¥.

I do not wish to enter into the merits of this debate. It does occur to me, howev-
er, that even such radical criticism® ultimately lies within the same paradigm of
thought, as if it were the ultimate idealistic assertion deriving from the same source.
Perhaps — at least, this is my impression — even a complete re-start, away from Plato-
nism (and from the Hegelianism and Marxism that derive from it), would not be neu-
tral, but it would be another idealistic reaction to the same idealistic source. | agree that
Russian philosophy was often merged with ideology (whether national, theocratic, hu-
manitarian, political, or messianic). But a large part of this “end-of-Russian-philosophy
movement” is no different, as it replaces one ideology with another ideology, which
may overvalue some tendencies of Western thought. Labelling Solovyov or Florensky
or Berdyaev as simply “messianic?, “transrational” and therefore “inauthentic philos-
ophers” has the unfortunate consequence of not listening to what they had to say about
a specific problem®. Such an approach does not stay true to the “fact” (i.e. the options
they proposed, which were not just absurd or literary inventions, but authentic epistem-
ic positions). In the same way, affirming that the closeness between philosophy and
literature in Russia results in a less authentic philosophy does not help to see what the
consequences of this proximity are (e.g. a new philosophy, a new literature). Finally,
refusing to accord any philosophical value to Russian philosophy because it is not what
a “real philosophy should be” implies another hidden assumption, i.e. the overrating of
European/Western philosophy in its most logic and positivistic embodiments as the
perfect and only model to aspire to. But that kind of philosophy (i.e. rationalism, em-
piricism and ultimately analytic philosophy) is equally a vast range of varied approach-
es and, at the same time, is only one of the numerous outcomes of Western philosophi-
cal tradition. Why should Russian philosophers be considered “messianic” when au-
thors like Spinoza or Kierkegaard or Nietzsche, or Schopenhauer, or Bergson, or
Heidegger, or even the whole German Idealism are not? Why should a good part of

30 See ibid., pp. 2-5.

31 According to which, it would seem, all Russian intellectual history (whether transcendentalist or ma-
terialistic) was wrong, in that it lacked authentic realism.

32 Although in Slavophile’s and Solovyov’s thought such a claim of a “Russian mission” is certainly appropri-
ate: see, in particular, Solovyov’s work: Three Forces. Moscow: B universitetskoi tipografii, 1877.

3 The case of Florensky is paradigmatic in this regard. As Massimiliano Spano seeks to demonstrate in
his Afterword to the English edition of his 1922 work Mnimosti v geometrii (cf. P.A. Florensky, Imagi-
naries in Geometry. Ed. by Andrea Oppo and Massimiliano Spano. Milan: Mimesis International, 2021),
Florensky’s philosophy of science is anything but a religious or esoteric experiment, but is instead an
authentically epistemological paradigm of knowledge and a modern example for a Platonic “speculative
mathematics”.
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contemporary French philosophy — which is largely merged with literature (in part fol-
lowing precisely the Russian example!) — not be equally “messianic”, “ideologized”,
and “inauthentic? No one would deny the value of these authors who had such a huge
influence on the world culture.

The point is: Western philosophy has had different shapes and models during
its long history. In its wide “array” of forms, there is room for varied and heteroge-
neous positions, although these should certainly keep an epistemic frame of truth, i.e.
the Western logos, as an ultimate scope and boundary. For this reason, in order to
avoid any ideological approach as much as possible, 1 would like to keep my conclu-
sions at an epistemological level, i.e. trying to trace the main characteristic of the
Russian philosophical tradition within the issue of the “knowledge of truth”.

At first glance, Russian thought might seem to be a large inconsistent puzzle,
made of many scattered pieces: religious existentialism, materialism, ontology, dia-
lectics, theology, symbolism, semiotics, culturology and so on. But if one looks at a
number of hidden premises and at the final results of those pieces, the same puzzle
may appear differently. Some of these results, for instance, are: the way in which the
religious frame of sobornost' became a philosophical one with Solovyov and the
subsequent Silver Age philosophers; what kind of materialism the “Russian material-
ism” truly was (i.e. certainly different from the European “historical materialism”);
what kind of science the Russian science from the beginning of the 20" century was
(I am thinking of the Moscow School of Mathematics, or Naturalistic science in the
way scientists like V. Vernadsky or A. Bogdanov approached it); but also how the
“discovery” of Palamite theology impacted the general antinomic view on reality in
Russia and many other examples of this kind concerning, in particular, the social and
humanistic sciences. From such a context, one may deduce that in Russia an extend-
ed and often antinomic idea of logos has been explored and developed®. It is not an
opposite of Western Aristotelian logos, but it does include more objects of reflection
(including arts, literature, culture, myth and religion, to name a few) than the classic
Western logos does. Not only are the objects of this logos “extended”, but so are the
subjects that affect them — as Georgii Florovsky notably argued “It was not merely
‘philosophy in Russia’ [...] but a new "philosophical subject™ %,

In other words, it is imprudent — to say the least — to speak of a “Russianness”
of Russian philosophical thought, as if it were a philosophy that stands apart by vir-
tue of its own different nature (as, for instance, ancient Chinese mathematics did).
But it is historically reasonable to state that the reception of Western philosophy in
Russia occurred with characteristic aspects, which on the one hand include a substan-
tial disregard for Aristotelian logic and Cartesian metaphysics, and, on the other, a
reworking of the Neoplatonic and Hegelian paradigms in a modern form. This, in
very brief terms, generated a new and peculiar way to maintain both a scientific and a
humanistic approach to the knowledge of truth.

34 It is not by chance that this is also an old Slavophile argument.
% G.V. Florovsky, Puti russkogo bogoslaviya (Ways of Russian Theology). Moscow: Institut russkoi
tsivilizatsii, 2009, p. 301.
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A Paradigm of Discontinuity Within the Wholeness

This “extended logos” combining rationality with intuition (Evlampiev) is
what | would call — along with Solovyov and N. Lossky — “integral gnoseology”.
Yet, the “wholeness” or integrality of the paradigm of knowledge — which, as one of
its main results, conjoins science and humanism in an original way — is not sufficient
per se to account for another quality of a typically Russian approach to epistemology,
namely the fact that such an integral form is capable of opening up to discreet phe-
nomena and to multiple levels of knowledge. By means of a dialectical production of
discontinuous antitheses of reality, the logos can more easily embrace a wider spec-
trum of problems. This quest for the discreet and dialectic nature of reality is what |
would also term, in its most epistemological connotation, a “scientific Neoplato-
nism”. Such a definition — which may even sound like a sort of oxymoron — applies
in particular to the so-called “Moscow Pythagoreans*® and indicates a modern form
of metaphysical Neoplatonism that is nonetheless “scientific” in that it is addressed
to an epistemic comprehension of the natural world with the instruments of modern
science. In essence, it is a philosophical view that, in its widest frame, entwines the
thought of a significant number of Russian philosophers as it originates from a his-
torically peculiar reading, which took place in Russia, of Plato (in fact, a “Neoplaton-
ic Plato”), Leibniz, Kant, Schelling, Hegel, and Marx. This tradition ultimately pro-
duced a position of realistic ontologism and dialectical metaphysics and, at least in
some authors, of an “epistemological intuitionism™. The latter is not, however, the
same intuitionism as Brouwer’s — from which it differs essentially due to the nature
of intuition itself¥” — and yet it stands equally opposite to mathematical constructiv-
ism and to Gottlob Frege’s logic, which in more ways can be said to hold the paterni-
ty of contemporary analytic philosophy.

If one takes into account the thought of those Russian thinkers who have been
mentioned so far as being closer to the label of “philosophy”, this openness and interest
towards the discreet nature of reality, in all its levels, is particularly evident. There is no
wonder, then, that the category of integral gnoseology, as understood in this way, led
Russian thought to group into the same epistemological level fields that are otherwise
antithetical, such as science and literature, or existential-subjective humanism and social
sciences, or again (especially in arts and literature) a given view of Christianity and the

3 On this, see L.A. Lyusternik, The Early Years of the Moscow Mathematical School, in Russian Math-
ematical Surveys 1967, vol. 22, pp. 171-211; and S.S. Demidov, N.V. Bugaev i vozniknovenie Mos-
kovskoi Shkoly teorii funktsii deistvitel'nogo peremennogo (N.V. Bugaev and the Birth of the Moscovi-
an School of the Theory of Functions of a Real Variable), in Istoriko-matematicheskie issledovaniya
1985, vol. 29, pp. 113-124.

37 For L.E.J. Brouwer, intuition is a “pure” intellectual intuition and does not involve sensory experience.
On the contrary, for an author like Florensky it is precisely through life experience that it is possible to
have an intuition of numbers. For the same reason, Brouwer — once again, unlike Bugaev and Florensky —
rejects Cantor’s actual infinite, which is not “construable” and eventually leads to contradiction. Floren-
sky’s conception of number and of mathematics can, in fact, accept contradiction as it derives from life
itself, which is superabundance of sense, and can certainly bear and absorb all the contradictions.
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search for a historic-materialistic meaning of life. Russian culture achieved all this — i.e.
keeping together the most different perspectives and even the strongest oppositions —in a
way that European philosophy had scarcely conceived of throughout its history. Un-
doubtedly, many of the achievements of Russian social or historical disciplines, or even
empiric sciences, and most of all a particular way of considerating history and science,
originated from this epistemic context as well as from a specific (dialectic, antinomic)
idea of truth. Russian culture offered a number of clues to recognize this truth. It is, in the
broadest sense of this expression, an “epistemological truth”, in which the point of view
on world knowledge is, in large part, dialectically alternative to a classic, Euclidean, Ar-
istotelian, and Cartesian paradigm®. From differential mathematics to non-Euclidean
geometry, and from iconographic and avant-garde art to Orthodox theology, there are
many fields in which an antinomic or discontinuous “double” was positively theorized by
Russian schools, authors or scientists within a paradigm of integrality of knowledge and
a metaphysics of total-unity. Most significantly, theology is the field where such a “dis-
continuity within the wholeness” was openly and uniquely affirmed, as the two different
“economies” of the Son and the Spirit are what distinctively give Orthodox theology its
huge historical influence on Russian and world culture. In an analogous way, with its
crucial distinction of Being and Essence within the absolute Unitotality, Solovyov’s
thought, perhaps the real, original matrix of all Russian philosophy, provided authors like
Florensky with a general philosophical paradigm of integrality that might well be defined
as the metaphysical background of his philosophy of discontinuity as well as of his phi-
losophy of history. The Russian mind and culture — as Florensky largely maintained in
his works® — has revealed this “discontinuous double”, which finds its raison d’étre in an
original and epistemic shape of truth. The general philosophical views of Sergei
Trubetskoi and Lev Lopatin — two of the most direct disciples of Solovyov — are also a
good example of all this. Sergei Bulgakov’s sophiology also represents an important de-
velopment of Solovyov’s and Florensky’s ideas precisely in placing sophia as a kind of
third being in between Absolute and cosmos: hence his ambiguous but also enriching
notion of the “world-soul” as the living unity of being. Some of the main and most im-
portant conceptions of the Russian philosophers fall under a similar framework, albeit in
an apparent (but not substantial) opposition to Solovyov: for instance, Nikolai Ber-
dyaev’s dialectics of the phenomenic (necessity) and noumenic (freedom) world within
the eschatological aim of the “Russian idea”; and Lev Shestov’s aporetic nature of truth
as divided between “Athens” and “Jerusalem”. The same can be said for Semyon Frank’s
concept of “unfathomable”, Nikolai Lossky’s doctrine of “intuition” or Aleksei Losev’s

38 On the existence of a specific epistemological style of Russian intellectual culture, see B. Pruzhinin, Rus-
sian Philosophical Tradition as a European One: Epistemological Style of Intellectual Culture, in Philosophi-
cal Traditions in Europe (Proceedings of the XXIIl World Congress of Philosophy) 2018, vol. 34, pp. 65-69.
See also B.1. Pruzhinin-T.G. Shchedrina, Antinomizm kak printsip kul turno-istoricheskoi epistemologii, ili
ob odnoi linii preemstvennosti v russkoi filosofii (Antinomicity as a Principle of Cultural-Historical Episte-
mology, or On a Line of Continuity in Russian Philosophy), in Ratsional ‘nost ' i kul ‘tura. K yubileyu Viadimi-
ra Natanovicha Porusa. St Petersburg: Aleteiya, 2013, pp. 139-150.

39 See, on this, my work: Conceptualising Discontinuity. Pavel Florenskii’s Preryvnost' as a Universal
Paradigm of Knowledge, in Russian Literature 2021 (forthcoming).
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theory of “myth”: as all-encompassing and universal concepts, they have an internal,
complex dialectical system, which is often made up of dualistic antitheses*’. Analogous-
ly, during Soviet times, the most relevant philosophers of science (such as B. Kedrov, P.
Kopnin, and M. Omelyanovsky) dealt with the interaction between philosophy and sci-
ence in quite a different way from the modern positivistic attitude that was developed in
the West: i.e. they worked on wider conceptual categories (such as reality, matter, space,
time) and on a systemic structural conception, a whole theory of “reality” and of “activi-
ty”, which combined logic, epistemology, psychology and sociology in the creation of
new knowledge and cognition®.

A special case is represented by Gustav Shpet, a “Husserlian philosopher who
attended Husserl’s lectures in Gottingen for a year. He elaborated the German phi-
losopher’s main problems from a strong Russian perspective, i.e. combining Hus-
serl’s analysis of consciousness with a fundamentally religious Platonism, and yet
not following the Russian sophiological thought. In this way, starting from the Hus-
serlian phenomenology, he managed to develop an original aesthetics and above all a
“hermeneutic phenomenology” that was focused on the problem of knowledge and
language, but also merged with specifically Russian themes and with a Platonic con-
ception of the absolute*?. The Husserlian phenomenology as proposed by Shpet and
by N. Lossky had a short but significant impact in Russia*®. The Soviet revolution
did not allow the development of this process to be seen fully*, but I have reason to
think that many clues might point to a convergence between the late Husserlian phe-
nomenology and Russian philosophy as a whole, the first and foremost among them
being the insufficiency of classic Western logos to grasp the complexity of reality,
which is indeed an adequate premise to the entire Russian philosophy in all its histor-

40 Many more examples of the same kind (i.e. in search of a larger and more dialectical frame to inter-
pret specific problems) could be easily added in extra-philosophical fields: this line of thought can easi-
ly be extended all the way to Mikhail Bakhtin’s critique of ideology as well as his attack on Freud’s
“disembodied” and inauthentic unconscious. Not to speak of Yuri Lotman’s seminal concept of “semio-
sphere”, which, as inspired by Vernadsky’s theories, is the concept that indicates more than any other a
holistic approach to culture and to the meaning of language by means of the primacy of the “whole”,
namely, the semiosphere itself.

41 On the peculiarity of modern Russian philosophy of science as the quest for the interdependence of
various disciplines within a whole heuristic philosophical system, see the section “Philosophy of Sci-
ence” of the volume: V.A. Lektorsky-M.F. Bykova, Philosophical Thought in Russia in the Second Half
of the 20 Century, cit., pp. 117-151.

42 See, on this, in English language, S. Cassedy, Gustav Shpet and Phenomenology in an Orthodox Key,
in Studies in East European Thought 1997, vol. 49, pp. 81-108. An English edition of Shpet’s writings
on “hermeneutic phenomenology” appeared in recent times: see G. Shpet, Hermeneutics and its Prob-
lems: with Selected Essays in Phenomenology. Ed. by Thomas Nemeth. New York: Springer, 2018.

43 See F. Tremblay, Nikolai Lossky’s Reception and Criticism of Husserl, in Husserl Studies 2016,
vol. 32, pp. 149-163.

4 Until the end of the 1950s, the Soviet commentators considered Husserl’s philosophy as irrational or
even “mystical”, and they used to criticize it on a number of points, above all for its investigation of
“essences”. See, on this, T. Nemeth, Husserl and Soviet Marxism, in Studies in Soviet Thought 1975,
vol. 15, pp. 183-196.
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ical forms. The “religious outcomes” of the neo-Kantian group, the late Florenskian
research on culture and language, and a general tendency that from pure mysticism
pointed to culture and language, are only some of the results of the philosophy of
Silver Age that lead one to think of a general paradigm of criticism towards Western
logos. Losev and Shpet are two key-figures, in this respect, for understanding the
ultimate identity (or what it could be) of philosophy in Russia. With their original
interpretation of phenomenology, they are probably the best “missing links” to bridge
the gap between European and Russian philosophical thought, if such a gap actually
exists*®. The same can be said about Kojéve as far as his interpretation of Hegel and
Hegelianism is concerned.

All in all, Russian intellectual culture was capable of shedding new light on
European philosophical movements like Platonism, Kantianism, Hegelianism, mate-
rialism, phenomenology, and existentialism. In this sense, Russian philosophy might
be regarded as an inner and constructive critique with respect to Western thought. By
this, I am not saying that there is an “essential Russian philosophy”, as it were, a gift
for “native Russian adepts”, but | am implying that there are philosophical (i.e. meta-
physical, epistemological, rational) ideas that are “Russian” in that they derive and
find their meaning within a definite Russian historical and theoretical context, which
is undeniably more religiously and idealistically marked than it is in other cultures.
This is true for Russia in the same way as it is true that Pragmatism has its historical
roots in American culture, or Empiricism in modern British culture, and Hermeneu-
tics in contemporary French culture. In the same way, it can be affirmed that modern
Italian philosophy (in particular, from Giambattista Vico onwards) is traditionally
connoted as Historicism and Political thought, whereas Spanish philosophy is in gen-
eral, as Ortega y Gasset famously defined it, a particular kind of existentialism or a
“ratio-vitalism*®. Similarly, an integral approach to the philosophy of knowledge
and of science, and, above all, the definition of this approach in terms of a dualistic
and often antinomic framework, but at the same time a deeply humanistic/literary
approach to philosophy, are characteristic features of the Russian cultural philosoph-
ical background. Perhaps not “inborn” qualities, but cultural elements, yes.
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Pedepar

B cratbe paccmaTpuBaeTcs psii OOMIMPHBIX U HEMPOCTHIX BOMPOCOB, Kacaro-
LIMXCSl CYITHOCTH pycckoi ¢uiocopuu. Hampumep, ecTh i1 B pycCKOW MBICTH
cnerudugeckas 0COOEHHOCTH y clioBa «huiIocopus», KOTOPYIO HE CIeAyeT MyTaTh
C «UHTEJJIEKTYaTU3MOM» WU «HAIMOHAIBHON MAEHTHYHOCThIO»? Kakas pasHuna
W CYIIECTBYET JIM OHA MeXAy (QHI0COPOM M MHTEIUIEKTYyalloM WIH CEMHOJIOTOM,
AHTPOIOJIOTOM WM KeM-To emie? KakoBwl, COOCTBEHHO, TPaHUIIBI PYCCKOU (HIIO-
copun? W HakoHer, uMeeTcs i1 y pycckux (uimocodoB obiiee mpeacTaBieHrue o
¢unocopuu? EcTh U B 3TOW TPYIIE MBICIUTEIICH MOBTOPSIOIIMECS TEMbI, KOTO-
phIC TIO3BOJIMIM OBl TOBOPHUTH O CYIIECTBOBAHUU «PYCCKOH (PUI0CO(UU» HE TOIBKO
C TOYKH 3PEHMS HALMOHAIBHOCTH €€ aBTOPOB, HO U C TOUKH 3PEHHUS HANUYUS OTIH-
YUTETHHONH HAlMOHATBLHOW MbICHH? ECTh M «TrpaHMIla» WIH CYIIECTBEHHOE OTIIH-
4re JaHHOM pycckoil ¢unocodum, Hanpumep, oT eBporeiickoi ¢punocodpun? Cio-
BOM, KaK ¥ ObUTO 0003HaYEHO B 3ar0JIOBKE CTATHHU: CYIIECTBYET JIH «pyccKas puio-
codus»? st Toro 4To0sl pazoOpaThCs CO BCEMH dTUMH MpobiieMaMu, HEOOXOIH-
MO OTBETUTH Ha APYTOH, UCXOAHBIN BOMIPOC: KAaKOBBI IPAHUIBI caMoii (uiocopuu?
To ecTb, uTO 3HAYUT «OBITH PprIOcOGOM»? YCTAaHOBUB Mapy KIACCUUECKUX KpUTE-
pHEB, TO3BOJSIIOIIUX OTJIMYUTH (puiocopuio oT Apyrux obracTeil 3HaHUA, U TPU-
3HAaB, YTO, B COOTBETCTBUU C 3TUMHU KPUTEPUSAMH Psiji PyCCKUX PHI0cOPOB BCe ke
CYLIECTBYET, a TAK)XKE IOCJIe KPaTKOTO U3yUEHUs JaBHUX CIIOPHBIX BOTPOCOB B3aH-
MOOTHOUIEHUH MEXAY PYCCKOM M 3amagHOi MBICIBIO U TEKYIIEH TUCKYCCHU O HUX
B Poccum nccnenoanue oOpamaercst K IOMCKaM OOLIMX KOpHEH pycckoi ¢uiio-
CO(CKOH MBICITH.

®dunocodpus B Poccun — 370 HEUTO, YTO OXBATHIBAECT BCIO YEIIOBEUECKYIO
XKHU3Hb, CTPEMSCh CHENIaTh €€ YacTbi0 OOBEKTHUBHOI'O MCCIENOBaHUS MCTUHBL. [lo-
BUIMMOMY, B Poccuu Henerko npoaHain3upoBaTh CyObEKTUBHYIO TOUKY 3pEHUS Ha
BelIM. YUUTHIBAs 3TO, BO3HHKAET HEesiBHAS (A MHOTJIA M OYEHB SIBHAS) KPUTHKA 3a-
MaJHOTO JIOroca, YTO, BEPOSATHO, U ABISETCS TIaBHON YePTOW M JOCTHIKEHUEM pPycC-
ckoil punmocodun B nenoM. 1o drutocodus, npuineamas ¢ 3amnaaa, ¢ W3HaYaIb-
HBIM «HeJIocTaTkoM» (Kak yrBepxknan [1. Uaanaer), HO KOTOpas B KOHEYHOM HTOTE
MpeBpaTHiiach B MHCTPYMEHT KPUTHKH caMoro 3amaja Ojaroaapsi paclIMpeHHOM
koHnenuuu joroca. Korga Hukonaii Jlocckuil B koHue cBoeit «McTtopuu pycckoit
¢unocodum» npITaeTcst 0000NIMTH OCHOBHBIE XapaKTEPHBIC YePThl pycCcKOU (uiio-
coun, OH Ha3BIBAET COJIOBLEBCKUN MAEAT «LUEIOCTHOIO 3HAHUSY, & TAKXKE PaziInd-
Hble (OpPMBI MHTYUTHBH3MA B THOceosoruu. C HCTOpUUYECKO ToukH 3penus Poc-
cusi, 0e3yCJI0BHO, OOJIbIIIE MPUBETCTBOBAIA TaK HA3bIBAEMYIO MeTa(hH3UKy «coyda-
CTHS», KOTOpas Tpearojaraia JTu00 TPaHCICHACHTHYIO, JTU00 BCEOOHEMITIONTYIO
napagurmy (CUMBOJIMYECKH: TUIATOHU3M, HEOTJIATOHU3M M UAEaN3M), YeM KaKylo-
00 IPyTyI0 METapU3NKY «OIBITa», KOTOpas, MOT00HO apuCTOTEIN3MY, KapTe3u-
aHCTBY WJIM 3MIIMPU3MY, [IOJIpa3yMeBajia CUIbHBIN CKENTUIIM3M B OCHOBE aHaIu3a
YeJI0BeueCcKoro 3HaHus. Takum oOpa3om, mapajurmMa eIMHCTBA U B Hell uaest QyH-
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JAMEHTAJIbHON JIMAJEKTHKH JIBYX Hayajl — BBICIIEr0 W HU3LIETO — 3TO KyJIbTypHas
0cobeHHOCTh, Bo3HUKIIas B Poccun 3amonro no gunocodekux uneit XIX seka. Ilo
CyTH, 3TO NPUHIUIHNAIBHO HEOIUIATOHWYECKas Napaaurma, npumenmas B Poccnro
BMecTe ¢ XpucTHaHCTBOM. Ecim paccmatpuBaTh mepexon oT CpeIHEBEKOBOM K CO-
BpeMeHHO# Poccuu u BeTpedy ¢ eBpomneickoil ¢puocodpueii, KoTopas mocie 3MOXH
Bo3poxneHns B 3HAUNTENBHON CTENEHN OTKA3alach OT TOW K€ MapaJurMbl, MOXKET
BO3HUKHYTHh KOH(IuKT. Ha mepBbIil B3rAn, pycckas MBICIb MOXKET HMOKa3aThbCs
00JIBIION TPOTHBOPEUUBON TOJIOBOJIOMKOM, COCTOAILIEH U3 MHOXECTBA Pa3pO3HEH-
HBIX YacTeH: PEIUTHO3HOIO 3K3HCTCHLIHATN3Ma, MaTeprualn3Ma, OHTOJIOTHH, Tua-
JIEKTHKH, TEOJIOTMH, CUMBOJIN3Ma, CEMUOTHKH, KynpTyposoruu u T.n. Ho, ecnn
paccMOTpPEeTh HECKOJIBKO CKPBITHIX MPEANOCHUIOK M UX KOHEUHBIM pe3ynpTar, oJHa
U Ta € TOJIOBOJOMKa MOXET BBIMJIAJIETh MO-pa3HoMy. DakTHYECKH, U3 TaKOro
KOHTEKCTa MOJKHO CIeNlaTh BBIBOA, YTO B Poccum Oblna mccienoBaHa W pas3BHUTa
paciIipeHHas 1 4acTO aHTUHOMMYECKas 1ies Joroca. OTo He MPOTUBOIIOJIOKHOCTh
3araJlHOMy apHUCTOTEIIEBCKOMY JIOTOCY, HO BKIIIOUAET B ce0s O0bIlIe OOBEKTOB OT-
paxeHus (TakUX Kak MCKYCCTBO, JUTEPATYPY, KYIbTYPY, MU(BI, PEIUTHUI0 U MHO-
roe Jpyroe), 4YeM KJIACCHUECKHH 3amaJHbIi Joroc. «PacmupeHsr» He TOIBKO 00b-
€KTbI 3TOTO JIOTOCa, HO U MpEeAMETHI, KOTOpble Ha HUX BIMAOT. Kak, B 4acTHOCTH,
3ameTun ['eopruit @nopoBckuii, «3T0 OBIIA HE TIpocTO “Grnocodus B Poccun™ ...,
HO HOBBIH “dunocodckuii mpeamer’».

B nenom pycckast HHTeNIeKTyalbHas KyJIbTypa CMOTJIA IPOJIUTH HOBBIM CBET
Ha eBporneiickue QuinocopCckue NBHKEHHS, TaKhe Kak IMJIATOHU3M, KaHTHAHCTBO,
rerenbsiHCTBO, MaTepUuannu3M, (GeHOMEHOIOTHs U SK3UCTeHIaIN3M. B aToM cMbIc-
Je pycckyio ¢GmIocopuio MOXHO paccMaTpuBaTh Kak BHYTPEHHIOI M KOHCTPYK-
TUBHYIO KPUTHKY 3amagHod MbIciad. Ilpm 3TOM, MBI He yTBep)KJaeM, 4TO CyIle-
CTBYET «CYIIHOCTHas pycckas ¢puiiocopus», Kak Obl Jap «ACKOHHO PYCCKUM ajell-
TaMm», a UMEEM B BUAY, YTO CYLIECTBYIOT (huiocodckue (T.e. mMeradusnueckue,
THOCEOJIOTHYECKHE, palliOHAIbHBIE) HJIEH, KOTOPHIE SBISIOTCS PYCCKUMH B TOM
CMBICJIE, YTO OHH MPOWCTEKAIOT W UMEIOT 3HaUeHHE B paMKax KOHKPETHOTO HCTO-
PHUYECKOTO M TEOPETUYECKOTO PYCCKOTO KOHTEKCTA, KOTOPBIA, HECOMHEHHO, BBIpa-
xKeH Ooyiee PeNMruo3HO M HICAJTUCTHYECKH, YeM B IPYTUX KylbTypax. JTo JeH-
CTBUTENHHO Ay Poccum TOYHO Tak ke, Kak SIBISIETCS BEPHBIM, YTO MparMaTu3M
MMEET CBOM UCTOPUYECKUE KOPHU B aMEPHUKAHCKOHN KyJIbTYpE MM SMIIHUPHU3M B CO-
BPEMEHHOI OpUTAaHCKOH KyJIbType, a TePMEHEBTUKA B COBPEMEHHON (hpaHIly3CKOM
KyJIbType. AHaJOTHYHBEIM 00pa3oM, MEJOCTHHIN moaxod K dmiocodhnun 3HAHUS U
HayK{ U, NPEXAE BCEro, ONpENeIeHUE 3TOr0 MOAX0Ja B TEPMHHAX AyalHCTHYE-
CKOH W, 4aCTO, aHTHHOMUYECKOH CTPYKTYPBI, HO B TO )K€ BpeMs I'IyOOKO r'yMaHH-
CTHYECKHH W JUTEPaTyPHBIH MOAX0 K GpHuiIocohuu — Bce ITO XapaKTepHBIC YEPTHI
PYCCKOTO KyJIbTYPHO-(PHIOCOPCKOTO KOHTEKCTa. BO3MOXKHO, 3TO HE «BPOXKIEH-
HBIE» KauecTBa, HO TOYHO 3JIEMEHTHI KYJIbTYpHI.
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IIpo0dJieMa NpepbIBHOCTH M HENPEPHIBHOCTH UCTOPUYECKOTO
NMpouecca B pyCCKoi peJiuruo3Hou pusocopun

Annomayus. PaccmarpuBaeTcst mpo0ieMa MpepbIBHOCTH M HENPEPHIBHOCTU UCTOPUUYECKOTO TIpoLecca B
Hacienuu pycckux ¢umocodos neproit nonoBuHbl XX Beka. CTaBHTCS 3a7a4a PEKOHCTPYKIIUN KOHTEK-
CTa MPEEMCTBEHHOCTH OCMBICIICHUSI KaTerOPHU NMPEPHIBHOCTH IPHMEHHTEIFHO K T'YMaHUTApHBIM M COLIH-
anpHBIM HaykaM B pabotax H.B. Byraesa, B.I'. Anekceesa, [1.A. ®nopenckoro, B.®. Opna, JLII. Kapcasu-
Ha. JlaHHas 3amaya permaeTcss Ha OCHOBE CPAaBHUTEIBHO-UCTOPHYECKOTO METOIa N3YIeHHUS TPYAOB JAHHBIX
¢mnocodoB B KOHTEKCTE UX B3aHMMHBIX BIMSHHN M Pa3BUTHS 3aNaHHBIX TeM. VccneoBaHue MPOBEICHO Ha
OCHOBE CYIIECTBYIoIIEil nctopuorpadpun MocKoBCKo# (HHIIOCOPCKO-MaTEMaTHYECKOH IIKOJIBI, IIPH ATOM
YKa3bIBaeTcs Ha MpoOertsl B 00palieH|H K KaTeropHu MpepbIBHOCTH / HenpepblBHOCTH. Havaio penrenus
nocraBieHHoN Hukonaem ByraeBbiM n Buccapronom AnekceeBBbIM 3aJadd NMPUMEHEHUs TEOPHUH IIpe-
PBIBHBIX (DYHKLHH, apUTMOJIOTHH K HCTOPHUYECKOMY IpOILIECCYy yCMaTpHBaeTcs B TBopuecTBe [lamia
®dopeHckoro, KOTOphIi Mpeycres B 3TOM He cpasy, a auiib nocie 1905 roga. JlokassiBaercs, uto Bia-
IUMHUP DpH paJuKaIn3upoBai MbIcTH DIOPEHCKOT0 W CYMIECTBEHHO IPOABUHYJICS BIIEpE] B OCMBICIIE-
HHUHY TEMBI IPEPHIBHOCTH B HCTOPUYECKOM MpoIecce U Iporpecce denoBedectBa. CyImecTBEeHHOE BHAMA-
HUE yJensercss MpUuYMHaM penpeccuil mpoTMB MOCKOBCKOM IIKOJIBI B COBETCKUi mepuoa. Pemaercs
Borpoc 00 oTHomeHnn JIpBa KapcaBuHa K paccMOTpEHHOI JTHMHUU H3YYEHHS MPEPHIBHOCTH B PYCCKOU
¢dunocodpun. PaccmarpuBaercs MecTo paHHHX M mo3nHuX Tpynos JI. KapcaBuna B uccienoBanuu kare-
TOPUH NPEPHIBHOCTH U HEMPEPHIBHOCTH B MCTOPHH YeNIOBEUESCTBA. B 3aKiIFOUeHUH TOBOPUTCS 00 aKTy-
AJIBHOCTH U BOCTPEOOBAHHOCTH HACHEIMS PYCCKHX (hHI0cO(OB B COBPEMEHHON SMUCTEMOJIOTUH U METO-
JIOJIOTHH UCTOPHH.
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The Issue of the Continuity and Discontinuity of the Historical
Process in Russian Religious Philosophy
Abstract. This article considers the issue of the continuity and discontinuity of the historical process

within the legacy of the Russian philosophers of the first half of the twentieth century. Its main task is to
reconstruct their understanding of the category of discontinuity in relation to social sciences and the
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humanities in the works of N.V. Bugaev, V.G. Alekseev, P.A. Florensky, V.F. Ern, and L.P. Karsavin.
This task is accomplished by carrying out a comparative historical study of the works of these philoso-
phers in the context of their mutual influence and of how the given topics are developed. The research,
which was conducted mainly on the existing historiography of the Moscow School of Philosophy and
Mathematics, identifies a number of lacunae regarding the category of continuity/discontinuity. While
this issue was first raised by Nikolai Bugaev and Vissarion Alekseev, it was Pavel Florensky who sug-
gested a solution to the problem by applying the theory of discontinuous functions used in arithmology
to the historical process. Florensky’s efforts were initially fruitless, however, and it was not until after
1905 that he succeeded in doing so. It has been proven that Vladimir Ern radicalized Florensky’s
thoughts and made significant progress in understanding the topic of discontinuity within the historical
process and the progress of mankind. Considerable attention is also paid to the reasons for the repres-
sions enacted against the Moscow school during the Soviet period. Finally, Lev Karsavin’s relationship
with this line of study of discontinuity in Russian philosophy is clarified and the place of Karsavin’s
early and late works in the study of the category of continuity and discontinuity in the history of man-
kind is also considered. The conclusion of this article deals with the relevance of this legacy of Russian
philosophers in contemporary epistemology and the methodology of history.

Key words: Category of Discontinuity, Nikolai Bugaev’s Arithmology, Pavel Florensky’s Social Phi-
losophy, Vladimir Ern’s Historiosophy, Antinomies in Russian philosophy, Eschatologism of Russian
Religious philosophy, Lev Karsavin’s Metaphysics
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UzBecTHO, uTO TpoOJIeMa MPEPHIBHOCTH W HEMPEPHIBHOCTH, IMOCTABICHHAS
H.B. Byraeseim u passutas I[.A. ®dmopeHckuM, mepepocia U3 MaTeMaTHYECKOW B
obmedunocodekyro. Hecmorpst Ha 3T0 00CTOATENBCTBO M HEMAJIOE KOJIIMUECTBO pa-
60T 1o ucTopun MOCKOBCKOH (HHIT0COPCKO-MATEMATHYECKOM IIKOJIBIY, OCTAETCS TO-
YTH HEU3y4YCHHBIM BOIPOC O TOM, KaKUM 00pa3oM MaTeMaTH4ecKoe IMOHSITHE Ipe-
PBIBHOCTH OBLIO TPAHCIIOHUPOBAHO B 00JacTh (PHIOCOPHN HUCTOPUU M COLMATBHON
¢unocodun 1 K 4eMy 3TO MPHUBEIIO.

MBICIb 0 TIEpeHOCE KaTeropuy NPEephIBHOCTH/HEPEPHIBHOCTH M3 MaTEMaTUKU
B colMoryMaHHMTapHyto chepy BrepBblie Boickazan H.B. byraes B cBoem pedepare,
MPOYUTAaHHOM B MOCKOBCKOM Ilcuxosnorndeckom obmectse 17 okTsiops 1898 roxa.
OH penmTeNnsHO 3asiBUII, YTO pacCMaTpUBaeMbIe UM BOIPOCH O MEpe U YHCIIe SIBIISI-
I0TCS. MHUPOBO33PEHUYCCKUMHM, OOIIMMU Hay4HO-(PHIOCO)CKUMHU, a HE Cyrybo maTte-
MaTHYECKHMH, IIPU BCEM TOM, YTO MaTeMAaTHKy YYEHBIH paccMaTpuBall KaK «MaTh
BCceX HayK>>2. IIpoTuBomnocTaBsiss MaTeMaTUYECKUN aHaln3, UMEIOIINN JIeJI0 C He-
MPEPBIBHBIMU (QYHKIUSIMHA, U apUTMOJIOTHIO, 3aHHUMAIOIIYIOCS MPEPhIBHEIMH (YHK-
uusivu, byraes cpasy nenan w3 JaHHOU anmunomuu (OH ymoTpeOssyT UMEHHO 3TO

1 Cm.: Tonun A.E. Paseutue uneii MockoBckoit huiocodpcko-MareMaTuueckoil mkomsl. M., 2006 [1];
I'paxem JI., Kanrop XK.-M. lmena 6eckoneunoctu. [IpaBauBas ucTopus 0 peIuruio3HoM MUCTHLIU3ME U
MaTeMaTudeckoM TBopuectBe / mep. ¢ aura. A.lO. Bsasemuna. CII6., 2011 [2]; Tpounxkuit B.I1. ®uno-
co¢ust marematuku A.@. JloceBa n npobnems! o6ocHoBanus umsiciaasust / Codust: Anpmanax: Beim. 3:
EBpasuiictBo u A.®. JloceB: Mud u sii0c B pycckoit meiciu. Ya, 2013. C. 277 [3].

2 Byraes H.B. Maremaruka u Hay9HO-(unocopckoe mupocosepuanue // Bornpocsr gpunocoduu u neu-
xonoruu. 1898. Ku. 5 (45). Hosi6ps — nexabps. C. 698 [4].
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CIIOBO) MHPOBO33PEHUYECKHE BBIBOJBI: «BCE MPUBOAMT K MBICIIH, YTO apUTMOJIOTHS
HE YCTYIUT aHAIHU3Y 10 OOMIMPHOCTH CBOETO MaTephaia, 0 OOIHOCTA CBOUX IIPH-
€MOB, 10 3aMeYaTeIhbHON KpacoTe CBOMX pe3yibTaToB. lIpepsIBHOCTH ropasmo pas-
HoOOpa3Hee HeMpepbIBHOCTH. MOXKHO JTaXke cKa3aTh, YTO HEMPEPHIBHOCTH €CTh Ipe-
PBIBHOCTH, B KOTOPOI M3MEHEHHWE HJET depe3 OECKOHEYHO Majble W PaBHBIE MTpOMe-
KyTkm» [4, c. 700]. Anamm3 st byraeBa — 310 mpocTeimmii, IepBbIid yPOBEHB T10-
3HaHUS, APUTMOJIOT S — BBICHIMI.

Y4eHbIi KOHCTaTUPOBAI, 4TO B OMojoruu u conuonoruu B XIX Beke BocTop-
JKECTBOBAJIM TIPEJICTaBICHUS OO0 HBOJIOIMOHHOM, TMOCTENEHHOM pa3BUTHU Yepe3
npupanieHns: 0ECKOHEYHO MAallbIX, B YACTHOCTH, IPUMEHHTEILHO K UCTOPUH — «IIOJT
BJIMSIHUEM HENPEpPBIBHBIX W3MEHEHWI B ObITe, HpaBaxX, OObIYAsX, NMPHUBBIUKAX U
yOEKICHUAX COLMANBHBIX eauHuIN°. Bepy B mporpecc Byraes cumran cienctBuem
pacnpocTpaHeHHs UACH MAaTeMaTHYECKOT0 aHAIIM3a U TIPUTOM IIIarOM HEOOXOAMMEIM,
HO HeJocTaTouHbIM. Ero TpeBoXkwmia ciienasi Bepa MO3UTUBUCTOB B TO, YTO JHOOOE
pa3BHUTHE MO’KHO CBECTH TOJBKO K HEMPEPHIBHBIM ()YHKIMSM U LIEMU MPUINHHOCTH,
0ECIIOKOMIIO NCYE3HOBEHHE TEIICOIOTUH M CBOOOJIBI BONH 13 (PUIOCO(CKON MBICIH.
[To mMuenuto byraesa, cMUpeHHOMYpHE YUYEHBIX JOJKHO MPOSBUTHCS B MpUMEHE-
HUM Havyall apUTMOJIOTHH, KOTOPbIE OH [TOHUMAJl B IyXe MOHA/IOJIOTUH, K O0OIIECTBY,
MPUPOJIE U IIEIOCTHOMY MHPOBO33PEHUI0. XHMUYECKHE BEIIECTBa, OMOJIOTHIECKUE
0co0H, COCTOSIHHSI CO3HAHUSI YeJIOBEKa — BCE 3TO OBLIO AJISt MBICIIUTENS TIPOSIBIICHNS-
MU UHIUBUAYaIbHOCTEH, MEXIy KOTOPBIMHU CYIIECTBYIOT pa3phIBbL: «B counonorun
YeIIOBeKa €CTh CAMOCTOSTENLHBIA COIMANBHBINA JIIEMEHT, U HEMPEPHIBHOCTH HEIIPH-
MeHUMa K OOBSCHEHUIO MHOTHX OOIIECTBEHHBIX SBJICHUH... HempephBHOCTH 00BsIC-
HSIET TOJILKO YaCTh MHUPOBBIX COObITHI» [4, ¢. 710]. [y OOBSICHEHUS TICUXOJIOTUN
4eNoBeKa, CBOOO/IbI €ro MoBeIeH s, pa3BUTHs obmiecTBa byraes npeanaran npude-
raTh K MOJIEISM MPEPHIBHBIX (DYHKIIHHA, B TOM YUCIIEe (DYHKIHH TPOU3BOIBHBIX BEJIH-
YHH, UMEIOIKX (eCIM MPUMEHUTh WX K UCTOpUM) (haKTHUECKH OOpaTHOE JieiicTBUE
BO BPEMEHH, a TAK)Ke K BBITEKAIOIEH N3 HUX TEOPHH BEPOSATHOCTH.

Hannas peus byraesa He cpasy 3aBoeBana npusHanue. Ee xuBoe o0cyxaeHne
(8 crarpsix C.J1. MuxuoBa, M.O. MeHBIITUKOBA U JIp.) HAYHETCS JIUIIb ITOCJIe KOHYH-
Hbl yueHoro B 1903-1904 rogax®. Vuenuk Byraesa B.I'. AniekceeB BCKOpPE PUMEHUT
MOJIOKEHHUS JAHHOW PeYH K XMMHH, OMOJIOTUH U COLIMOJIOTHH, o0parias 0codoe BHU-
MaHHe MMEHHO Ha (YHKLUUH HPOMU3BOJIBHBIX BEJIMYMH KaK OCHOBY JJISI MOHUMAaHUS
CTATHCTHYECKMX TeHAeHumi®. Ho kK ToMy BpeMeHM emie GOJbIIe MPOIBUHYICS B
JaHHOM HamnpasiieHnu I1aBen DopeHCKuii, KOTOPBIH, CTaB CTyAEHTOM MOCKOBCKOTO

3 Cm.: Byraes H.B. Maremaruka u HayuHO-(uocopckoe Mupocosepuanue // Borpocsl Gpunocodun u
ncuxonoruu. 1898. Ku. 5 (45). Host6ps — nexabps. C. 706.

4 Anexcees B.I'. H.B. Byraes u npo6ems! uneammsma MockoBckoil MateMaTudeckoi mxobl. FOphes,
1905. C. 22-28 [5].

5 Tam xe. C. 30-36.
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yHUBepcUTeTa, cpasy ke (ocenpto 1900 roxa) mo3HakoMmics co cTaTheil byraesa u
Hayan paboTy MOJ €ro pyKOBOJACTBOM®,

VBIieueHHBIN HUJieel MOCTPOEHHUS 1IEJTOCTHOIO MUPOBO33PEHUSI HA MaTeMaTHye-
CKoil ocHOBe, DIOPEHCKUI NPUCTYNMWI K CO3JaHHUIO CBOEro IEpBOro OpuS magnum
107 Ha3BaHUeM «llnest IpephIBHOCTHY, IO CUX IOP HE OIyOJIMKOBAaHHOTO (33 MCKIIIO-
YEHUEM IIPEAMCIIOBUS U OTHENbHBIX LUTAT). MOXXHO BBIIENUTH [1Ba 3Tama B padoTe
MoJj010r0 (prnocoda, OCIOKHIBLISHCS] CKENTHYECKUM OTHOILICHHUEM OTLIA K Yepecuyp
MacmTabHoMy 3ambiciy. Ha mepBom stame, ¢ aBrycra 1902 mo nagano 1903 roxa
dnopeHckuii HaMMcal LB psin cTareld, pazsuBatonmx Mbicin H.B. Byraesa u 06-
CYXKIaBIIUXCSI ApYyruMU npeactaButensMu MockoBckoit mikonbsl (JLK. JlaxtuaeiM u
H.H. Jly3uneim). Cpenu HuX — OyIyliue OCHOBHBIC pa3feibl «MHHMOCTEH B reoMeT-
pum» (TIepBble ceMb U3 JIEBATH maparpadoB), cTaTbil 0 QYHKIUAX-PECTPUKTOPAX U O
ceTsIX KpuBbIX. I[lomuepkHeM, 4TO HMEHHO Toraa PIOpeHCKUH MPOIOJIKUII MBICIb by-
raesa u3 peun 1898 roga u nmpuMeHWN ydyeHure o0 GYHKIMSIX MPOU3BOJIBHBIX BEITHYHH
(«TIITOCKOTO JIOCKYTa») K 0OOCHOBaHHIO CBOOOIBI YEIIOBEKA B TPOIIECCE PA3BUTHUS 00-
mectBa. OTKa3bpIBasichb OT JETEPMHHU3MA, HauMHArOMMK (uiocod Beiex 3a cBOUM
HACTaBHUKOM yCMaTpHBal B ()YHKIMOHAIBHBIX 3aBUCHMOCTSX (K TOMY K€ OOpaTHBIX,
IIPA KOTOPBIX Pa3HbIe 3HAYEHUsS HE3aBUCHMON NMEPEMEHHON MOPOXKIAIOT OJUHAKOBBIE
3Ha4YeHust PYHKIMH) KIIF0Y K CBOOOIE BOIH'

Ha Bropowm stane (siero 1903 — Becra 1904 rona), nmocne koHunHbI byraesa, ®io-
PEHCKHII ucall BBITYCKHYIO paboTy o mpepbiBHOCTH NoA pykoBoacTBoM JLK. JlaxTuHa.
Crnenyer mog4epKHYTb, UTO BhICKa3biBaeMasi OTIIOM (DIIOPEHCKOT0 KPUTHKA B 3TO BPEMS
OblIa KOHCTPYKTUBHOM U CIIpaBeIjInBOi. Bo3paxas mpoTHB OECKOHEUYHOIO pa3pacTaHus
TeKcTa paboThl 3a cueT OMONMHOrpadUuecKuX HM3bICKAHWH, MPHIOKEHUH TEOPHUH IIpe-
PBIBHOCTH K (DPU3MYECKMM, XMMHUYECKAM MporeccaM U T.J1., DIopeHCKuii-oTel coria-
I1aJ1csl C CBIHOM B IIaBHOM: «OTell CUMTAall, YTO UMEHHO HJIEsl IPEPHIBHOCTH JIEKHUT MPO-
MacThI0 MEXKIY MHPOBO33PEHHEM €0 MOKOJIEHUS U TE€M, CKa304YHBIM, MHUPOBO33PEHHUEM
4yza, K KOTOpOMY CTpeMITIOCh 5. [1o MHEHHIO 0TlIa, JOKa3aTh B SIBJICHUSIX MPUPOJIBI Tpe-
PBIBHOCTD — 3TO M 3HAYUT Pa3OUTh MMO3UTHBU3M M MPOBECTH B JKU3HB 00patHOe. OH ro-
BOPHJI, YTO 3Ta UJIEsI IPEPHIBHOCTH HAMpPaBJIeHa IIPOTUB TOTO, YTO 3aIHIIAET OH, HO YTO
OH CUMTAET JICJIOM BEJIMYalIIeil B&)KHOCTH CENaTh MONBITKY 00OCHOBATh €€ U MoJiaraeT
MOM IPHEMBI, OTBJIEYEHHO-KOHKPETHbIE, HanOoJee COOTBETCTBYIOIUMH MOTPEOHOCTSIM
Harero BpeMeHm» [7, ¢. 156-157]. Jleno, kak HaM NpeACTaBIseTcs], ObLIO HE CTOJIBKO B
KaTeropuu uyza (mosaHee pa3sutoil A.D. JloceBbIM), CKOJIBKO B MEpexosie K MOHUMa-
HHIO COLMAIBLHOTO PAa3BUTHS YEJIOBEUECTBA KaK CKAUKOOOPa3HOI0, MIPOUCXO/SILETO ITy-
TeM cepun Karactpod. OTh BesiHUA B Hadanie XX BeKa YyBCTBOBAJIHCH ITOBCEMECTHO.
JrobomeiTHO, uTo IlaBenm dopeHCKHiA MPUMEHIIT MX K CO3HAHUIO YEJIOBEKa, paccMar-
pHBas OLTYIIEHHS, BOCHPHUATHS, SMOIINH, JIOTHIECKHEe 0000IIeHNs, TaMsTh, pa3BOCHUE
CO3HAHMS U CaMy CMEPTh KaK PUMEPBI PE3KUX CKAYKOB, Pa3phIBOB B CO3HAHMK®,

6 Cm.: lanomnaukos B.A. Matemarnka Kak KIIF0Y K MEPOBO33penuto // O6peras myTh. [Tasen dnopen-
CKHil B yHUBepcHuTeTCcKHe roasl. B 2 1. M., 2011. T. 1. C. 386—388 [6].

" Tam xe. C.402-410.

8 Tam xe. C. 395.
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B xoHIIe KOHIIOB, BOOPYXHBIIKCH TOT/IA €II¢ MATOU3BECTHON TEOpUel MHOXKECTB
I'eopra Kanropa, ®iaopeHCKUIt TOBEII CBOE TUIUIOMHOE counHeHue 10 409 cTpaHMIT U ¢
OTJIMYHEM 3alUiTII ero B Mapte 1904 roma moa BUIOM TIEpBOi YacTH OyIyIero uccie-
noBaHus («O0 0COOEGHHOCTAX KPUBBIX alreOpandeckux»). COXpaHWIHNCh B PYKOMUCH
Taroke OOJIBIIMHCTBO IJI1aB BTOpoi uyacTH. K coxaneHuro, omyOJIMKOBaTh TEKCT, yxkKe
MOATOTOBJICHHBIN K TE€YaTH, TaK U He yAanoch. M3 yBunesmrero ceet b B 1986 romy
MPEIICIOBUS U3BECTHO, YTO B JAaHHOM Tpye DiIopeHCcKuil yKa3bIBall «HA Psi PUMEPOB
pocTa MOMyJISPHOCTH UJIEH MPEPHIBHOCTH 3a MpeeTiaMi MaTEMaTHKU: TEOPUsT KpucTa-
T3aun B PU3MKe, TEOPHs MyTalluid B OMOJIOTHH, N3yYeHHE CYOIMMUHAIBHOTO CO3HA-
HUS ¥ TBOpYECTBA B ricuxonoruu u ap.»°. ITo cnosam punocoda, nocie JleiOnuma unes
HETIPEpBIBHOCTH CTalla abCOMOTHO TocnoacTByomiei B XIX cronetnu, 1 3ToMy I0TKEH
ObITh monoxkeH Koren ™. Ceputasich Ha I'. KanTopa, ®nopenckuii npoposrnaman: «Ecmm
MBI CTPOHM 00111e€ MUPOBO33PEHHE, UCXOAA U3 TIOHATHH, TO MBI HE UIMEEM HUKAKHX OC-
HOBAaHUI OCTaHABIMBATHCS Ha HEMPEPHIBHOCTH KaK HA OCHOBHOM TPU3HAKE OBITHS ..., a
Ha00OPOT, AOJDKHBI CUUTATh OBITHE MPEPHIBHBIM ..., IOKA He OyJeT MPOMU3BENCH Iepe-
CMOTp 3MIHPHUYECKOro Marepuaina» [8, c. 163]. «Yke MHOTO JIeT 30BeT HaC K TAKOMY
nepecmotpy H.B. Byraes», — ormeuan ®dnopeHckuii, 100aBiisis, 4To B OOIIECTBEHHOM
cdepe TeHAEHIUS TPEKIIOHEHUS TIEpe]] TMIHOCTBIO SBISIETCS «3apE0 HOBOTO, MPEpPHIB-
HOTO MMPOCO3EPLAHKs, XOTS 9aCTO U B KAPUKATYPHO-UCKAKEHHOM (opmen™.

CoBpeMeHHBIE HCCIIEIOBATENN 0TMEYAIOT AMOXAIBHOCTh CIIBHTA, IPOU3BEICHHO-
ro MockoBCKO# MaTematryeckol kool B ¢punocodun. Hanmpumep, A.E. F'ogun cun-
TAeT, YTO KAaTeropHsl TPEPHIBHOCTH Yy byraeBa TOXKJIECTBEHHA KBAaHTOBAHUIO'.
A.H. IlapmmH yka3piBaeT Ha napauieny uaesm OIopeHcKoro o MpepbIBHOCTH Y TaKHUX
BEJYLIMX MHPOBBIX y4eHbIX, kKak A. Ilyamkape, H. Bop, B. Ieiizen6epr, M. Bopu®3.
C.M. TIoNOBHHKHMH HMHTEPNPETHPYET OyraeBCKYI0 TMXOTOMHIO aHam3a (HempephIBHO-
CTH) U apUTMOJIOTHHX (IIPEPHIBHOCTH) KaK PAa3HOBUAHOCTH JTUXOTOMHH I€HEpaIH3UPYIO-
IIETO ¥ MHAUBUIYAIM3UPYIOIIETO TOAXO0/I0B, CTOJb HONYJIsIpHON B (hritocodckux amc-
kyccusx konna XIX — magama XX Bekals. IIpu 3ToM n3 GyraeBCKOro Ioaxoia MOIJIH
OBITH ClIeNIaHbl Pa3IM4Hble BBIBOABI B COLMOTYMaHHTapHOW oOnacTu: HanpuMmep, Bane-
puan MypaBbeB, cieays o JaHHOMY IyTd, K 1920-M romam mpuien K cBoeoOpa3HOM
KOCMHCTCKON COIMAILHOW YTOIMH B JyXe TOCTPOSHHUS! YHHUBEPCAJIBHOTO OOIIeCTBa U
CIIMSIHUS JIFOJIEH B €IMHOM BHEBPEMEHHOM JIesTene™.

9 Cm.: lanomnukos B.A. Matemaruka Kak KIF0Y K MEPoBO33penuto // O6peras myTh. [TaBen dnopen-
ckuii B yHUBepcuTeTckue roasl. B 2 1. C. 398.

10 @ropenckuii I1.A. Beenenue k auccepTanuy «Mzes NpephIBHOCTH KaK 3JIEMEHT MUPOCO3EPLAHHsD //
HcTopuko-mMaTeMaTHuecKue uccieaoBanus: ¢0. crareit. Beim. 30. M., 1986. C. 159-160 [8].

11 Tam xe. C. 164.

2 Cm.: Tomun A.E. Hauana konmmuecTBEHHOM Ky bTyponoruu. M., 2007. C. 130 [9].

13 Cm. xommenrapuii: ®nopenckuii I1.A. Benenue k muccepramun «Maes NpepbIBHOCTH KaK 3JIEMEHT
mupocosepianusi». C. 172-174 [8].

14 Cm.: Honosurkun C.M. ®unocodckuii KoHTEKCT MOCKOBCKOH (GHITOCO(CKO-MaTeMAaTHIECKOI KO-
nb1 // Cotust: Anbmanax: Baim. 1: A.®. Jloces: oiikymeHna mbiciu. Ya, 2005. C. 179-182 [10].

15 Tam xe. C. 187-190.
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@diopeHCKHi BMECTE CO CBOMM HEM3MEHHBIM ToBapHileM B.D. OpHoM momen
B HECKOJIBKO WHOM HarpaBieHuu. Pesomonust 1905 rona, BocnpuHsTas UMH 000MMHU
KaK NpHUMEp KaTracTpo(U4ecKOro, NPEepbIBHOTO Pa3BUTHA OOIIECTBA, MOATOJIKHYJA
IBYX MBICITUTENCH K HAMMCAHUIO YPE3BBIYaHHO CXOXKHUX IO IyXy padoT, MOCTaBUB-
IIMX B IEHTP OOCYXIEHHS MMEHHO MPUMEHEHWE MW NPEPHIBHOCTU K MCTOpUYE-
ckoMy miporieccy. Peus umer o crathiax «O nemu u cmbicie nporpeccani® u «Mnes
KaTacTpopuIecKoro nporpeccan’’ cooTBETCTBEHHO.

[lepBass 13 HuX mpexacraBisieT coboil pedb POpeHCKOTO B (HUIOCOPCKOM
Kpy’kke MOCKOBCKOH AyXOBHOW aKaJeMHH, IPOU3HECEHHYIO MPEAOI0KUTETHHO (!)
B 1905 roay m omyOmmkoBaHHyr Jmmib B 1994 romy. llpenucnosue x Hell BechbMa
3araJIoyHO: MBICIUTENb Ha3bIBaeT JAHHYID peUb YaCThIO «OOJBIIETO COYMHEHUSY.
Wznatensam cobpanust courHeHu DIOPEHCKOro0 0CTAIOCh HEM3BECTHO, KAKOH MUMEH-
HO HEOCYIIECTBIICHHBIN 3aMBbICEN 3[eCh NoapasymeBaica. OQHAKO MBI IpeAroara-
€M, UTO peyb IJIa UMEHHO O JOBEJIEHUH /10 KoHIa «/1eu mpepbIBHOCTH KaK 3JIeMEH-
Ta MHPOCO3EPLAHUS», TIOCKOIBKY 3TOT TpyA DIopeHckuil OyAeT MOCTOSHHO TOMOJ-
HATH HOBBIMH YEPHOBBIMM MaTepHallaMd BIUIOTH A0 Hauyaia 1920-x romos. Ha st0
MPEAIONIOKEHHE HAC HAaBOAUT 3asiBieHHe (uiocoda, 4To B TaHHOH pedr OH BCEro
JIUIIb WUTIOCTPUPYET HAa UCTOPUYECKOM MaTepuaje W3BECTHbIE JIOTHYECKHUE CXEMBI,
0€30THOCHUTENBHO K BOIPOCY MX peasn3allii B KOHKPETHBIX obmiecTBax: «Bcé nemo
B HUX — JUAJEKTUYECKOE PaCCMOTPEHHE U3BECTHBIX NMpuHUMNOBY [11, c. 196]. A 3T
MIPUHIIMITBEI PACCMOTPEHBI UMEHHO B YKa3aHHOM HCCEePTaIIH.

Bocnpunsis ckopee ot byraesa, Hexxenu ot KanTa TepMUH «aHTHHOMUSY,
@dnopeHCKUH B AaHHOW CTaThe BIEPBBIC B CBOEH XKM3HU Pa3BEPTHIBAI MBICIbL 00
OCMBICJIEHUH HCTOPUYECKOrO TPOIEcca B KATErOPHUSX MPEPBIBHOCTH (M HETPEPHIB-
HOCTH Kak ee JacTHoro ciyyasi). [Ipudyem paccMoTpeHue Bompoca Moj TaKuM yIiIoM
3pEHUs OCIIOKHSJIOCH NMPOTUBOIOCTABICHUEM ITOJIMHHOTO E€IMHCTBA YEIOBEYECTBA
KaK 4ero-To CBSI3HOTO W, PUCKHEM CKa3aTb, HEMPEPBIBHOTO €IUHCTBY KaXKyIeMycs,
MHUMOMY. [1o MbIcn POpeHcKoro, nepBas KaTeropus HCTOPHUUECKH MPOSBISIETCS B
TEOKPATUIECKOM, OOTOYEeIOBEUYECKOM THIIE OOIIECTB, BTOPAst — B aHAPXUUECKOM, JTH-
OepaibHOM, YenoBeKoOokeckoM THre. [lepBblil THIT jkenaTesieH, HO HEOCYIECTBUM
M3-3a TPEXOMNaJeHNs U JIOOBH JIIOJEH KO 31Ty, BTOPOM THIT HEXXEJaTeJeH M YHHUUYTO-
JKaeT caM ce0s MpH TOMBITKE peanu3anun. TakuM 00pa3oM, HCTOPUIECKUAN TPOIECC
3aXOJIUT B TYNHK, Pa3pbIBasCh MEXIY ABYMS HEOCYIIECTBUMBIMU NPU AAHHOM NpH-
poJie yenoBeka anpTepHaTHBamMu. ClieJ0BaTENbHO, pa3pelIeHue IPOTUBOPEUUS BO3-
MOKHO TOJIBKO IPH M3MEHEHWH MPUPOJBI YeTIOBEeKa, «HO KaYE€CTBEHHOE M3MEHEHHE
($opMBI SBICHHUS HE MOXKET OBITh IMOCTENEHHBIM; OHO HEMBICIMMO MHaYe, KaK M3Me-
HEHHE IMpepbIBHOE, 0e3 mpomexyTouHblx ctaaui» [11, c. 203]. U3 storo dnopen-
CKUi1 BBIBOIWII HEU30EKHOCTh CKaYKOOOPa3HOro KOHIA UCTOPUU BO BPEMEHH U IIpO-

16 ®dnopenckuit T1.A. O nerm u cMbicne nporpecca // ®nopenckuii LA, Countenns B 4 1. T. 1. M.,
1994. C. 196-204 [11].
17 3pu B.®. Unes karactpoduueckoro mporpecca // Pycckas mpicis. 1909. Ne 10. C. 142-159 [12].
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cTpancTBe. TeM cambIM yTBEpXAaucs KaTracTpOo(UUECKUH XapakTep KOHLA CBETa,
OJHAKO OBUIO OBl HENpaBUJIBHBIM CBOAWUTH CMBICH CTaTbU TOJBKO K 3TOMY. Peub
«O 1enu U cMbICIIe IPOTrpeccay CTajla HEPBBIM OIBITOM IOJTHOLEHHOIO IPUMEHEHUS
APUTMOJIOTHH B LIEJIOM U TEOPUH MPEPBIBHBIX (PYHKIMK B YACTHOCTU K COLMAJILHO-
HUCTOPUYECKOMY IpoLecCy — MNPUMEHEHMs, KOTOPOE paHee JUIIb MPeIBKYIIAIN
H.B. byraes u B.I'. AnekceeB. OqHako OHO OBLIO OCIOXKHEHO HETHITMYHOMN JUIS paH-
Hero PIOpeHCKOro aHTHHOMUEH, B KOTOPOH, BOIPEKH 0KUJIAHUSIM, TEOKPAaTHIECKOE
OO0IIECTBO MOHUMAJIOCH IMOJIOXKHUTENBHO, XOTS OCHOBBIBAJIOCH HA MPUHIIMIIE €AWH-
CTBa, a 3HAYMT, U HempepbIBHOCTH (!), B TO BpeMs Kak aHaApXUIecKoe OOIIecTBO, OC-
HOBaHHOE Ha MPEPBIBHOCTH, BOCIPUHUMAJIOCh OTpHLaTeNnbHO. KOHEUHbI NpephiB-
HbIi ckayok B LlapcTBo HebGecHoe B TakoM cilyuae BBICTYIA] KaK CHHTE3, CHHUMAIO-
LMK TPOTUBOPEYUS] MEX Iy IEPBBIMU U BTOPBIM.

[Tepexnuuka ¢ paccMOTpeHHOM peubto PIOPEHCKOro, KOTOpas OCTalach TOrAa
HEONyOIMKOBaHHOM, SIBCTBEHHO CIBIIMTCSA B peun JpHa «Mnes karacTpodudeckoro
mporpecca», MpoYnTaHHOi B PenmrrozHo-¢pumocopckoM obmectse uM. Bruamummpa
ComnoBbeBa u omy0irkoBanHO# B 1909 roay. Ha mepBsrit B3risin, DpH TOBOPHUT O He-
HIPEPBIBHOCTH: «XPUCTHAHCTBO BCE HACKBO3b IIPOHUKHYTO YYBCTBOM OPTraHUYECKOIO
passutus» [12, ¢. 143]. OnHako cpasy ke BCIEH 3a 3THM, Jiejas OTOBOPKY 00 OTpHIIa-
HHUM OTPaHUYEHHOCTH CEKYJISIPHBIX IIPEACTAaBICHUI 0 mporpecce, ¢puiocod moaseprain
KPUTHKE OJIHO 32 JPYTMM JIMHEMHBIE NPOrPECCUCTCKUE NPENCTABICHUS O HEIPEPHIB-
HOM COBCPHICHCTBOBAHWH YC€JIOBCYECTBA, [IO3HAHUA, MOPAJIA U T. 1. U xotsa SpH BHOBb
MOBTOPSIL, YTO «UCTOPHSI MUpa — TO op2aHuyeckuti porece» [12, c. 149], a koneuHoe
ToprkecTBO [loOpa Hem30exHO, IpH 3TOM OH OOpaIan BHUMaHUE Ha CEPbE3HBIE TPY-
HOCTH B TIpOLIEcCe COIMAIBLHOTO pa3BuTHs. [Ipudem ero ykazaHue Ha HEM30SKHOCTh
peBOJ’IIOHI/Iﬁ IIOJIMTHYCCKHX, COITMAJIBHBIX, B o0ractu HCKYCCTBA WJINW MBICIIN OBLIO OC-
HOBAHO Ha MOBTOPEHUH MbICIH DIOPEHCKOro 0 HEBO3MOXKHOCTH JUIsl OOIIECTBA KUTh
B MHBIX HEBBIHOCHMBIX ycIoBHsX'®, TeM caMbIM [JaBajoch yKazaHue Ha (GakTop mpe-
PBIBHOCTH B TIpOTpecce, XOTsI caM cyOBeKT mporpecca, mo IpHy, 310 LlepkoBb kak nc-
TUHHOE YEJIOBEYECTBO.

Ot 3TOrO Te3rca ocTaHeTcsl MPOUTH OYKBaJIbHO OAWH war 10 yueHus Kapca-
BHHA O YEJIOBEYECTBE KaK BCEEIWHOM CYOBEKTE MCTOPHUYECKOTO Pa3BUTHA, OJHAKO
MBI CieJlaeM aKLEHT Ha MHOM IOBOPOTE MBICIM DpHA, a UMEHHO Ha €ro 3aKJ04Yu-
TENBHOM Pa3MBIIIICHUH O TOM, KaKUMH IYTSMH COBEPIIACTCS COLMAIBHBINA HpO-
T'pe€CC B XpUCTHAHCKOM ITOHMMAaHUH 3TOr0 CJIOBA. Yka3pIBast Ha aHTUHOMHIO BEYHOTO
M BPEMEHHOT0, (uiocod OYKBaJIbHO TMOBTOPSI THIMYHYIO Ui ero apyra diopen-
CKOTO TEPMHUHOJIOTHUIO, yKa3biBas: «l[Ipu3HaTh AOCOJIOTHOE LEHTPOM — 3TO 3HAYUT
Beunoe crienatb 1ebIO JeITETBHOCTH, IPOTEKAIONICH 60 8pemeHu, 6e3yciogHoe cTa-
paThCsl BOIUIOTUTD 68 OMHOCUMENbHOM, becKoHeuHoe OCYIECTBUTh 8 KoHeuHom. 1'o-
BOPUTH 3TO — 3HAYMUT: WIM TOBOPHUTDH SBHYIO HECOOOPa3HOCTh, MU YTBEPKAATh Be-
LI, OT KOTOPBIX JOJDKEH MEePEeBEPHYTHCS BECh MUP. <...> 3HAUUT, BOILIOIIECHHE a0-

18 Cm.: Dpu B.®. Unes karactpoduueckoro mporpecca. C. 150.
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COJIFOTHBIX Hadal B OTHOCHTEJILHOM, BEeYHOT0 BO BPEMEHHOM HEBO3MOXKHO B TaKOM
MIpoLIeCCe pa3BUTHUS BPEMEHHOTO U KOHEYHOT0, OCHOBHOM 4e€pPTON KOTOPOTO SBISIETCSA
HenpepulgHoCcmb. 3HAUNT, Hy>KHO IIPU3HATH: WM BOIUIOLIeHHE AOCOIIOTHOTO B MUPE
KOHEYHOM — €CTh HEBO3MOXKHOCTb M IIyCTash MEYTa, MM K€ HYXKHO MPU3HATh, YTO
MIPOLIECC Pa3BUTHUSI KOHEUHOT'O COBEPILACTCS C nepepuléamis, YTO MPOLECC €CTh JABH-
JKEHWEe He HETpephIBHOE, a npepuvisroe» [12, ¢. 155]. HemocpencTBeHHOE BIUSHHAE HE
npocto aputMosaoruu MIopeHCKoro, HO U KOHKPETHO ero peud «O Lenu U CMbICIe
Iporpecca» B JJaHHBIX CTPOKax IMpeacTaBisercd ouyeBUAHBIM. OHako DpH He ocTa-
HOBMJICS Ha 5TOM M MOIIBITAJICS O-CBOEMY PELIMThH MPOoOJIeMy CHHTE3a HENpephIB-
HBIX U NPEPBIBHBIX MOMEHTOB B HCTOpUUecKoM mpouecce. Kak u dnopeHckuii, nep-
BbIE MOMEHTHI OH CBSI3BIBAET C IMITUPUIECKUM, (peHOMEHATBEHBIM MUPOM, BTOPBIE — C
TPaHCICHJCHTHBIM, HyMEHAIBHBIM: «Bpe3bIBasich B MPOILECCH €CTECTBEHHbBIE, OHU
UX MPEPBIBAIOT, IEPEBOASAT Ha KAUECTBEHHO HOBYIO CTYIIEHb C TeM, 4T00 C 3TOH CTy-
MIEHU 10 U36ecmHO20 TTyHKTa MPOIecC pa3BUBAJICS OISATh HEMPEPHIBHO. DTH MepephI-
BbI UppaIOHAIbHBI, CBEPXITO3UTHBHBI, MUCTUYHBD» [12, c. 156]. ImenHo 31ech OpH
BIIEPBbIC B PYCCKOH PENUTHO3HON (Quiocoduu NPUMEHWT HOHSITHE HPEPHIBHOCTH,
CKa4YKOOOPAa3HOCTH K CMEHE BCEX 3HAUYMMBIX MCTOPUYECKHX 310X, U B 3TOM OH IIO-
men panbiie OIOpeHCKOro, TOBOPUBILETO HANPsAMYIO JHIIbL 00 OJHOM Oyaylem
CKayKe B KOHLIE CBETA.

«Hy>HO 111 TOBOPHTB, HACKOJIBKO JIOIYLIEHUE MPEPHIBHOCTU B HCTOPUUECKOM
Pa3BUTHHU YE€JIOBEYECTBA M3MEHSET BCE B3IJISAABI M NMPEACTABICHUS?» — BOCKIHIIAI
OpH [12, c. 156]. [lo ero MHeHHIO, TPUMEHEHNE KATETOPHH MPEPHIBHOCTH B COIH-
JIBHO-MUCTOPHUECKON cepe peadMINTUPYeT «4y00, TANHCTBEHHOE BMEIATEILCTBO
BelcMX cui». OOmuil BeIBOX (uitocoda Mpu 3TOM OKa3bIBAICS B MOJIB3Y HEOOXO-
JMMOCTH PEBOTIOLMOHHBIX MepeMeH: «JKu3Hb, Kak Mbl IOKa3allk, MOKET ObITh MBIC-
JIMMa TOJIBKO KaK MPOLECC npepbignbli. <...> VICTUHHBIMH U CyLIECTBEHHBIMH TOJIY-
KaMu Bepes ObUIM T€ BEIMYANIINE 2po3bl U pesoNtoyuY 0yxd, T€ 83pblebl IHMY3UA3-
Ma u 6epul, KOTJa SMIIMPUYECKOE U IIOCIOCTOPOHHEE, OyIITysl, B3ABIMAIOCH CTOJb BBI-
COKO, 4TO JIOCTHTAJIO BHICOT HYMEHAIBHOTO, IIOTYCTOPOHHET0 MHUPA U, 3apaxasich e2o
SHEpruei, mepeBopayrBalio B HaleM MHpe Bc€ BBepX AHOM» [12, c. 156—-157]. Ilo-
CIIETHUI BBIBO, HEMBICIUMBIN Ui PIOPEHCKOTO, OTpa)kall paguKain3M DpHa, KO-
TOPBIH JaXke BO BIIOJIHE 3eMHOM peBoonu 1905 roma ObUT rOTOB YBHIETh OTOIECK
Yero-To TpaHCLEHAEHTHOro. M Bce-Taku B KOHIE CBOEH peud DpH BCIOMHHAI PO
OOCIaHHbIA CHHTE3 U 3aKJII0Yall, YTO «B XPUCTHAHCKOM MOHMMaHUM Iporpecca Oy-
Iylee W HACTOsIIee MPEACTAaBIISIETCS MPOIECCOM, B KOTOPOM C BBICHIEH, HpPaLno-
HaJIBHOW TEJICOJIOTHYHOCTHIO B3aUMOACHCTBYIOT JIB€ ()OPMBI Pa3BUTHS: PEPbIBHAS U
HETpEphIBHAS), TIPaBAa, «IPEPHIBHOCTH 3TOI0 NpoIecca MEPBEHCTBYET HAJ €ro He-
IpepBIBHOCTRION [12, ¢. 157—158]. CBepiieHne cCHHTE3a IBYX NaHHBIX aCTIEKTOB DpH
Beieq 3a DIOpeHCKUM BUIEN B KOHLE CBETA, HO C OFOBOPKOM, YTO OH JIOJDKEH CO-
3peTh U3HYTPH, @ U3BHE BBHITTIAACTH KaK BHE3AMTHBIN «MpbloCcOK MUPA U YEIOBEUECTBA
B Abconiomuoe». Tem caMbIM 0depk HCTOprOcOGUr DpHA 00peTan JOTUIECKYIO 3a-
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BEPILIEHHOCTh, CTAB BaYKHOM BEXOH B MPAaKTHUYECKOM NMPHUMEHEHHU BBIBOJIOB Oyraes-
CKO1 apUTMOJIOTHH K COIIMOTYMaHUTapHOH cepe.

K coxanennto, B manbHEHIIX padoTax (Hriocod mouTH He BO3BpaIiaics K JTaH-
HOH TeMe, XOTA OTJaJIeHHbIE OTTOJIOCKH TMPEXKHEH MCTOPHOCO(UH TMPEPHIBHOCTH BCe-
TaK{ MOYKHO yJIOBHTB B TIO3HUX CTaThsax DpHa «IIpupoma Hay4soit mpicin»® u «Mcto-
pust Kak poGiema JIoruku»?’. B 4acTHOCTH, TaM MOKHO BCTPETUTH YIIOMUHAHHME O TIpe-
PBIBHOCTH B chepe METOJIOB Pa3IMUHBIX HAYK, O HEN30€KHOM KaTacTpOPHYECKOM KOH-
LIe ONpPeIENIEHHOT0 TIEpHo/ia HEMPEPHIBHOTO KYMYJIATHBHOIO TIpOTrpecca, a TakkKe O KOH-
11€ MCTOPHH, HECYLIEM CHHTETHUECKOE PACKPBITUE €€ OOIIEr0 CMBICaZL,

besBpemenHas koHunHa OpHa B 1917 rogy He mana BO3MOXXHOCTH €My pas-
BUTH TPAHIMO3HBIN TIOTEHIIMAN cBoeH ¢unocodun 1o xoHua. DiropeHcKuii xKe mocie
3TOr0 CMOT BHOBb BEPHYTHCA K TEOpHUSM mIpepbhiBHOCTU. B 1922 rony oH He TOJIBKO
u3aan «MHUMOCTH B T€OMETPHU»?2, HarmMcaHHbIe eme B 1902 rofay, HO ¥ TOTOBHII K
W3JaHUI0 KHUTY «Yucno kak ¢opMay, JIMIIb IepBbIe JBE U3 YETHIPEX yacTeil KoTo-
poil yBuaenu cBET B HOBeliee BpeMs. Ha mepBbIX e cTpaHUIaX AaHHOIO Tpyna,
HaIMCAHHBIX B OKTsA0pe 1922 rona, huinocod BHOBH MPSIMO CCHUTAJICS HA apUTMOIIO-
ruto byraesa u Ha MpHOPUTET MPEPHIBHOCTH B MUPOCO3EPIIAHUH, TOJIBKO Ha cel pa3s
CBA3BIBANl MPEPHIBHOCTL ¢ (POPMOM, a HEMPEPHIBHOCTE — C 6echOpMEHHOCTHIO?,
[IpruMeHHUTENBHO K HCTOPUYECKOMY MPOLIECCY M3 3TOrO Te3Hca HalpalluBajIkCh Aa-
JICKO MAYIIHUE BBIBOJbI O MNECPUOAM3ALNU IMOXHU U CTPOrux COLHAJIbHBIX Q)opMax,
HanomuHatonme uctopuocopuro K.H. JleontheBa. OnmHako, K COXAaJCHHUIO, TOTNA
DdnopeHcKUi y)ke He UMell BO3MOKHOCTH CAEJaTh BBIBOJIBI B JaHHOM HAIPaBJICHUH.

Kak u3BecTHO, Teopun MOCKOBCKOH MaTeMaTHYECKOH LIKOJIBI, B TOM YHCIIE
BEIpakKeHHBIE B «MHUMOCTSIX B reoMeTprmn» DIOPEHCKOTO U MEPBBIX MOHOTpaQHsIx
A.®. Jlocera, B eproj ¢ 1923 no 1933 roasl ObUIH MOJABEPTHYTH PA3rPOMHBIM pe-
LEH3USIM U TpaBJie B COBETCKOH medatd. KoHKpeTHbIe MpOsBIEHUS 3TONH MIEOJIOTrH-
YECKOM KaMITaHUM, HOCHBIIIEH OeCIpele/IcHTHO BOMHCTBYIONIUI U IpyObIil Xapakrtep,
obun pacemorpersl C.M. TMonoBMHKMHBEIMZ, MOXKHO 10GAaBUThH, YTO BEPINMHON
JAaHHOW TpaBIIM, HAa HAI B3IJIsA, cTasn cOopHUK cTareil «Ha OoprOy 3a nuanexktude-
CKyI0 MaTeMaTHKy» noJ penakuuet O.5. KonpmaHa, B KOJIJIEKTUBHOM NPEAUCIOBUN
K KOTOPOMY KOHCTaTHUPOBaJIOCh, 4yTO «ikoja I{unrepa, byraesa, HekpacoBa nocra-
BWJIa MAaTEeMaTHKy Ha CIyXOy peakUHOHHEHIIero ‘“HayqHo-(pHI0COPCKOro MHUPOCO-
3epuaHus’, a UMEHHO: aHaJM3 C €ro HeNpephIBHBIMH (PYHKIHMAMU KakK CpEICTBO

19 3pu B.®. IMpuposa HayuHoit Mbicu // Borocnosckuii Bectruk. 1914, Ne 2. C. 342-368 (2-s mar.) [13].

2 3pu B.®. Tpobnema uctopuu // XKypran MuHHCTepcTBa HapOAHOTO mpocBemerus. 1917. Ne 6.
C. 314-330 [14].

2L Cwm.: Opu B.®. [Tpupona nayunoii Meiciu. C. 343, 358-361; Opu B.®. [Ipobnema ucropuu. C. 330.

22 @nopenckuii I1.A. MuumocTu B reometpun. M., 1922 [15].

2 Cwm.: ®nopenckuii ILA. ITudaroposst uucna / Onopenckuii I1A. Counnenns B 4 1. T. 2. M., 1996.
C. 632-636 [16].

24 Cwm.: Tonosuakue C. M. PeanprocTh 1920—-1930-X rogoB U «MHHEMOCTH TEOMETPUN» CBAILCHHUKA
IMaBna ®nopenckoro // Codums: Anpmanax: Bem. 1: A. @. Jloces: olikymena meiciu. Yda, 2005.
C. 231-244 [17].
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00pBOBI IPOTHB PEBONIOLMOHHBIX TEOPHI; apUTMOJIOTHIO, YTBEPKIAIOIIYI0 TOpIKe-
CTBO MHMBHIYAIbHOCTH U KaOAIMCTHKH [SIC!]; TEOPHIO BEPOATHOCTEH KaK TEOPHIO
OCCIPUUYNHHBIX SBIICHUH W OCOOCHHOCTEH; a BCE B IIEJIOM B OJIECTSIIIEM COOTBET-
CTBHHU C MPHUHIUIIAMH YEPHOCOTEHHOH ¢uiocodun JlomatuHa — mpaBociaBuem, ca-
MOJICp’KaBUEM M HapoHOCTHIO» [18, c. 6]. Takum 0Opa3om, OOJNBIICBUCTCKHUE UICO-
JIOTH BO TIIaBe ¢ ypoxkeHIleM Benrpuu KonmbMmaHOM, 0HO3HBIM WHUIIATOPOM JIOHO-
COB M pacrpaB HaJ MOCKOBCKHMH MaT€MaTHKaMH, KaJHO CTPEMUBIIUMCS 3aHATH HX
MecTo, ObUTH BIOJHE corjlacHbl ¢ byraeBbiM n DJIOPEHCKUM B OTHOM — B TOM, YTO
BOIIPOC O KaTeTOPHH MPEPHIBHOCTH €CTh BOMPOC MUPOBO33PEHUECKHIA M 00IIE(IITO-
codekmit. [Ipomsonmia cMepTenpHas cXxBaTKa JBYX HECOBMECTUMBIX KapTHH MUpA:
JIeBble KPUTHKHM HACTaWBajd Ha Pa3BUTUH OOIIECTBA MyTEM HETPEPHIBHOW 3BOJIO-
LUK, TPAIUIHOHAIKCTBI OTCTAWBAIM MPUHIMIT MPEPHIBHOCTH U KATaCTPOPUUHOCTH.
B pesynbTare, Kak H3BECTHO, MpenCcTaBUTENN MOCKOBCKOW IIIKOJIBI OBLTH PEMpPEcCH-
poBanbl. [loutu Bce u3 HuX nmoru6diu, 3a uckmodennem H.H. Jlysuna u A.®. Jlocesa,
KOTOpBIE CMOTJIM aJJallTUPOBATHCA K MapKCHCTCKOM TEPMUHOJIOTHH U YMENO MpUMe-
HUTH O(DHAIIMATBHO YTBEPKACHHYIO TUAIEKTHKY K 3alIUTe COOCTBEHHBIX MO3UIIHIA.

OpnHako B COBETCKOM KpUTHKE MOCKOBCKOM MaTeMaTHUYECKOM IIKOJIbI UMEJI0 Me-
CTO ellle OIHO HEOXKUIAHHOE OOCTOSITENILCTBO, HA KOTOPOE CIIe/IyeT 00paTUTh BHUMAHUE.
[IpencraButens Coro3a BoWHCTBYROIMX 0e300kHMKOB B.I'. ®puaman B 1932 romy
HEOXKHIaHHO TIOCTaBWI B oauH psin ¢ ®nopeHckum u JloceBeiM JIpBa KapcaBuna, He
HMMEBIIETO HUKAKKUX (DOPMAJIbHBIX CBSI3€H HU C HUMH, HM ¢ MOCKOBCKMMH MaTeMaTHKa-
Mu BooOIe. Kputrk otHec naBHO BhiciaanHoro u3 Coeerckoro Coro3a (uocoda k uuc-
Ny TeX, KOTOpble «HM3-32 Maxu3Ma OWHINTeHHAa OTKPBUIM JIa3eHKy ISl PEMTHO3HBIX
“n3pickanuil’” Bpone (antazuii dnopeHckoro»?. Benomunn OpuaMaH ¥ HAMHOTO 60-
nee paHHIOO cTaThio Kapcasuna «O cBoOome» (1922 r.), MMEHHO Ha ee OCHOBaHHU OH
06BuHMI punocopa B MuctuimzMe?®. TloueMy e nerepOyprken; KapcaBus, HEKOrIa He
3aHMIMABIIINIICS MaTEMaTHKON U He oOIaBmiics ¢ Kpyrom dIopeHCcKoro, cTall acCoIH-
MPOBAaThCS Y HHUIMATOPOB penpeccuii ¢ MOCKOBCKOW MmIKoJ0i? J{aHHBIH BOMPOC TAJIEKO
HE TPUBHAJICH.

UzBectHO, uyTo KapcaBun ObL1 3HaKoM ¢ Tpyaamu @iopenckoro u gaxe Jloce-
Ba. B wactHOoCcTH, nocne npoureHus: «MHUMOCTEN B reomeTpun» KapcaBuH nucan B
cBoeilt OepnmHCKOM Opormmope 1923 roma: «Bbl 3HAKOMBI, KOHEYHO, C TEOPHUEH OTHO-
cutenbHOCTH. OYeHb MOKa3aTesIbHBI BHIBOABI U3 HEE, KOTOPBIE AENalOTCS M YUEHbI-
MH, U JJaX€ MPOCTO 00pa3oBaHHBIMH JIOABMH. <...> Tenepp MHOTHE CTOPOHHUKH
TEOPUH OTHOCHTEIHHOCTH BO3BpaIIaroTcs K lITonemero u roBopsT, YTO COJHIE XO-
JUT BOKPYT 3eMJIH. <...> MeHsl HUCKOJIBKO HE 3aHMMAaeT MPaBUIBHOCTh T€OLEHTPHU3-
Mma. [locMoTpuTe, ¢ KaKOIO TOPSYHOCTHIO MHOTHE ero 3amumanT» [20, c. 307]. B
crenyiomeM ab3arie Kapcasun ycramu cBoero alter ego («OTma») roBopui 0 HECo-

%5 Cwm.: ®punman B.TI'. Teopust OTHOCUTENEHOCTH U aHTHPENMTHO3HAs mponaranaa. M.: TocynapcTsen-
HOE aHTHUPEIUIHo3HOe n3aatenbeTeo, 1932, C. 20 [19].
26 Tam xe. C. 60.
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IJ1Iacuy ¢ reoueHTpu3smMoM DIopeHcKoro, HO B TO K€ BpeMs Jieall BBIBOJ O HEJOKa-
3yeMOCTH TOW WJIM UHOW «HAy4YHOW» KapTUHBI MUpPA, O TOM, YTO Hallle MpeJCTaBie-
HUE O MIPHUPOJIe OCHOBAHO JIMIITH Ha «IOBEPHN» K €€ 3aKOHaM (2 3TO yXKe COBIIAaJo C
ueHTpanbHol uneei «[Ipupoasl HayuHOU Mbicam» DOpHa). «CoBpeMeHHas (U3UKa
CTPOUTCS Ha TEOPUH BEPOSTHOCTEH, TEOMETPHIO MBITAIOTCS CIENATh OTAENOM (hH3H-
Km», — otMedan nanee Kapcasun [20, c. 308], kak OyaTo HAIpAMYIO ampecysl dnTa-
Tens K paHHUM pabotam DropeHckoro u naxe byraesa o mpepbIBHOCTH.

B tom xe roxy B bepnune Kapcasun nzgan cBorw «@unocoduio uctopum»,
HaIlMCaHHYIO YyTh paHee, emle B Poccun. Yike Ha mepBbIX CTpaHULAX JaHHOTO Tpyda
OH TIPOBO3TJIACHJI CBOE MOHMMAaHHUE PAa3BHTHUS, U3MEHEHHUS! B MPUpPOAE U OOIIecTBe
Kak mpolecca HempepoIBHOTO. [laxe peBononuu B uctoikoBannu KapcaBuna mpen-
CTaBaJM HEMPEPHIBHBIM U3MEHEHUEM COCTOSIHUSL OAHOIO M TOTO ke counyma. OgHa-
KO OBUIO OBl MOCTICNIHBIM JeNaTh OTCIOAA BBIBOA O TOJTHOH MPOTHBOIIOIOKHOCTH
KapCaBUHCKOI'O YYEHHUs B3IUIsAaM IpencraBuTeneii MockoBckoi mikomibl. Pacxoxie-
HHUE 3aKJI0YaIoCh B 3HAUUTEIBLHON CTENEHU B TEPMUHOJIOTUH, BEb HAa TOU K€ CTpa-
Hute (unocod Ha3bIBaN «Pa3beAMHEHHOCTD U MIPEPHIBHOCTHY HEOTHEMIIEMBIMH Yep-
TaMU MMEHHO MPOCTPAHCTBA, a HE BpeMeHU>'. JIaHHBI T€3MC COBMNAJAET C TOUKON
3penust OIopeHcKoro, 3asBICHHON y)Xe B IPEIUCIOBUH K ero «lee mpepbIBHOCTH
Kak 3JIEMEHTa MUPOCO3EPLUAHUS», C TEM paziuyueM, uyTo 1 dropeHckoro nokasa-
TEJNBCTBO MPEPHIBHOCTH T€OMETPHUECKUX, MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX (DUTYp IMpeacTaBiis-
JI0OCh caMbIM TPYJHBIM U MPHUBOAMIIOCH B CaMOM KOHIIE ero padotsl, a KapcaBuH cpa-
3y Ha4YMHAaJ C 3TOr0 MOJIOKEHUS KakK C yxe JokazaHHoro. [IpaBaa, oH oTMevan Tpya-
HOCTBh BOCHPUSATHSI CUCTEMBI KaK €IMHOTO LIEJIOr0 B YCIOBUSAX MPEPHIBHOCTH, Pa3b-
€MHEHHOCTH €€ 3JIEMEHTOB, HO TYT K€ HaXOMJI BBIXO/ B CCHIJIKE HA SHTEIEXUIO 110
Hpuiry, To ecTh Ha Ty camylO TEJIEOJIOTHIO, KOTOPYIO yke byraes mpusbIBai moso-
KUTh B OCHOBY aputMmoJiioruu! Kpyr 3aMKHYyJCS: UCXOAsl U3 IPYTUX MPEANOCHUIOK,
WCIIOJNIB3YS MHYIO TEPMHUHOJIOTHIO M ONUPAACh HA IPYTUX MPEIIIeCTBEHHUKOB, HEeXe-
4 npenctaButenn MocCKoOBCKoM 1mikosibl, KapcaBuH, HECMOTpS Ha OIpPEJIETEHHYIO
HPOHUIO M0 afpecy «MHMMOCTEN B r€OMETPUM», NMPHUILET K TEM KE CAMBIM OCHOB-
HBIM monioxeHusiM. [logoO6Ho TomMy Kak At DIIOPEeHCKOTO HENpephIBHOCTH Oblia
YaCTHBIM CIIy4aeM NPEPHIBHOCTH, aBTOp «Dmiocoduu NCTOPUM» TaKKe yKa3al Ha
MX CHHTE3 B BBICIIEM BCEEIMHCTBE B KOHIIE CBOEro TpyAa: «MBbI yTBEp)KIaeM He
TOJIBKO TIOJTHOE Pa3iIM4ie MOMEHTOB, @ U HENPEPBIBHOE E€AMHCTBO BBIPAXKAIOIIETOCA
B HHX BBICIIETO, T.€. BceenHCTBO» [21, c. 322]. Tlo KapcaBuny, peanmsyercs aHTH-
HOMHSL: Kakaas JudHocTh (1o byraeBy — monazma, mo dIopeHCKOMY — CaMOCTh), B
TOM 4Hce U CUM(OHHYECKHE JUYHOCTH — KOHKPETHBIE MCTOPHYECKHE COLUYMBI,
OJIHOBPEMEHHO SIBJISIETCS U HENPEPBIBHOM, U IPEPBIBHON B CBOEM Pa3BUTHU. Pa3Hble
MOMEHTBI M Ka4decTBYIOT KakK MPOSABIEHUS BceeAMHOTO M, HO MpH 3TOM MOMEHTHI
OTJIEJIEHBI APYT OT ApYyTa, HE SBIAIOTCA NMPUYMHON JpPyT Apyra, a Mepexo] MEXAy

27 Cm.: Kapcasun JLII. ®unocodus ucropuu. CI16., 1993. C. 18 [21].
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HUMHM coBepiuaercst ckaukamu2®, IIpu sTom KapcaBuH oroBapuBaiicsi, 4To UCTOpHYE-
CKasl HayKa MMeeT JIeJI0 MMEHHO ¢ KOHKPETHBIMH MOMEHTaMH, TO €CTh C MPEPHIBHBI-
MU H CTSDKEHHBIMH 00BbeKTaMH. boree Toro, «camo MCTopHdeckoe 3HaHUE €CTh 3Ha-
Hue crskenHoe. CTSHKEHHOCTBIO XapaKTEPU3YeTCsl i METOJ0I0TUs ucTopum»?®, Tem
caMbIM HCTOPHsI IIPEBpaIIacTcsa B HaAyKy O MpepbIBHOM, U KapcaBuH ciiexyet B 3TOM
3a IIpeACTaBUTENIMU MOCKOBCKOM IIIKOJIBI.

[TomyepkHeM, 9TO pedb HUAET HE TOIBKO O eAWHUIHOM 3rmm3one 1923 roma. Kap-
CaBUHCKOE MOHMMAaHHE MCTOPHYECKOro Mpollecca KaK MOCTOSHHOTO MOrHOaHus U POXK-
JCHAS OCTAHETCS HEM3MCHHBIM HAdWHas C €ro CaMbIX paHHUX (rocodckux padoT
(«Tuanorm», «O cBOOOIE») M BILIOTH 0 MOCIEAHHX JIeT xu3Hu («O Bpemenn»)®. Hc-
nonk3yst 00pasel, u3BecTHBIC yke [Inotuny u baanepy, KapcaBun mpuimen k moHnma-
HHIO MCTOPHUYECKOTO Tpoliecca He KaK HeNPEePhIBHOW MPUYMHHO-CIICACTBEHHON LIETIOY-
K, HO KaK TIOCTOSTHHOTO BO3BPAIIEHHS OT KKJO0r0 MOMEHTa (TOYKH) Ha OKPY>KHOCTH B
ee LeHTp, K bory, u 00paTHOTO «pa3MaThiBaHUs» K OKPY)KHOCTH. TeM CaMbIM MbI CTa-
KHBaeMCsl OJJHOBPEMEHHO H C HETIPEPHIBHOCTHIO CYIIECTBOBAHMS JIMUYHOCTH, «HE MO3BO-
JISFOTIEH MHAa4Ye KaK YCIOBHO pa3liararh e Ha 3JIEMEHThI», U C Pa3beIMHEHHOCTHIO, Tpe-
PBIBHOCTBIO €€ MOMEHTOB-Ka4eCTBOBAHUIA L,

CBoero 3aBeplICHUS M HAaUOOJIbIICH SICHOCTH (hDOPMYJIMPOBOK 3Ta MBICIH JI0-
CTHTIIa B IIPEJCMEPTHOM JarepHoM HaOpocke KapcaBuna: «/Ipocmpancmeennocme —
pa3nnine, MPOTUBOCTOSIHUE MOMEHTOB JIMYHOCTH; 8PEMEeHHOCHb — KOHKPETHOE €IHH-
CTBO MHOKECTBa. BpeMeHHOCTh pacKpbIBaeTCs IBOSIKO: 1) KaK MPEXOAUMOCTb BCSIKOTO
MOMEHTa, T.€. TIPEPHIBHOCTh MOMEHTOB W 2) KaK HENPEPHIBHOCTH BCSKOIO MOMEHTA
“q1”. <...> 3) KoHkpeTnsupyrorieecs B aKTe (CamM0)CO3HaHUSA U CBOOOBI, BPEMEHHO-
CTBIO CBOEIO BOCCOEAMHSIONIEEC-upe3-pasbeIMHEHNE HENPEPHIBHO-TIPEPHIBHOE €TUH-
CTBO M €CTh TO, YTO MbI Ha3bIBAEM JIMYHOCTHIO, ‘s’ ¥ OBITHE, M YTO OMPEICIIMMO KaK
KU3Hb-upe3-cMepThb» [25, c. 471-472]. Tem cambiM «camopackpbiTie bora u TBapu B
€€ COBEPIIEHCTBE ABISETC IBYEANHCTBOM IIOKOS U IBHKeHHs: Motus stabilis et status
mobilis, T.e. u IByeMMHCTBOM HENPEPHIBHOCTH M MPEPHIBHOCTH, 0€3 KOTOPOil HEBO3-
Moxkaa Cmepthy» [25, c. 475]. Hannsrit BeiBon KapcaBruHa (B TeKCTe, COCTaBICHHOM
MOCJIE €r0 CMEPTH U3 OTIENBHBIX OTPHIBKOB A.A. BaHeeBbIM) sIBIsICTCS 3aBEpIICHUEM
(dparMeHTapHO HAYaTOro UM B paboTax Havana 1920-x TOIOB OCMBICIIEHHS ITOH TPO-
ONeMbl U BEHYAET €ro JHAICKTHKY aHTHHOMHYHOCTH KaTerOpHil HENpepbIBHOCTH U
NPEPHIBHOCTH, PEATHU3YIOIIMXCA U B MIPUPOJIE, U B CO3HAHWH, U B HCTOPUUECKOM Pa3-
BUTHH OOIIECTBA, WAYILIEM Yepe3 MOCTOSHHOE YMUPAHUE U BOCKPECEHHE.

HaxoHer, XpoHOJIOTHYECKH TOCIIEAHAM MIPHUMEPOM OOpalIeHUs] K KaTerOpHu
MPEPBIBHOCTH / HEMPEPHIBHOCTH y KJIACCHUECKMX pycckux ¢unocopoB XX Beka
MOXHO CUMUTATh MaJlou3BecTHYIO cTathio A.D. Jlocera 1983 rona, B KOTOpoil yTBEp-

28 Cwm.: Kapcasun JLII. ®unocodus ucropuu. C. 322-323.

29 Tam xe. C. 323.

30 Kapcasun JLIT. O cBo6ose // Kapcasun JLII. Mansie counnenus. CI16., 1993. C. 220-235 [22]; Kap-
casuH JLII. O Bpemenu // Apxus JLII. KapcaBuna. Bein. |. Bunbhroc, 2002. C. 132-185 [23].

31 Cm.: Kapcasun JLII. Jluanoru // Kapcasun JLIT. Counnenns. M., 1993. C. 279, 284 [24].
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Kaanock: «Bemb He OOMMCS K€ MBI MPOTUBOIMOJATaTh MPEPHIBHOCTh U HETPEPHIB-
HOCTH W TIPU3HABATH 32 HUMH KaKyIO-TO OTPaHMYEHHYIO, XOTS U BIOJHE PEaTbHYIO
ocHOBY. Ho mis muanekTukyd OHH SIBISIOTCS,, KOHEYHO, TOJBKO abCTPaKTHBIMH IIPO-
THUBOTIOJIOKHOCTSAMH, KOTOPHIE B CBOEM KOHKPETHO-IUAJICKTHUYSCKOM CIMHCTBE 00-
pa3yroT co00i KaTeropuio JBWKEHHA, T. €. TO, YTO OJHOBPEMEHHO M MPEPHIBHO, H
HenpepsiBHO» [26, c. 297]. Tem campbim JloceB pu3bIBaT YHTH OT Ype3MEPHBIX CHM-
MaTUH MPEKHUX PYCCKUX (HUIOCO(OB TOIBKO K MPEPHIBHOCTHU WK K HENMPEPHIBHOCTU
W paccMaTpUBaTh 3TH KaTErOpUH B UX €AWHCTBE. DTO 0COOEHHO Opocanoch B Iiasa,
MIOCKOJIBKY Cpa3y Iocie MpUBeAeHHOW nutathl JIoceB, He Ha3bpIBasi UMeHU DopeH-
CKOTO, 0OpocoBecTHO H3naran uurareidsiM 1980-X TOJ0B OCHOBHOE coAepiKaHUE
«MHHMOCTEH B TEOMETPHN», YTO CaMo T10 ce0e TOT1a BOCTIPUHUMAJIOCH KaK BHI3OB.

Takum o0pazom, yxke H.B. byraes u B.I'. AnekceeB Ha pyoexe XIX—XX Be-
KOB 3arOBOPHIIA O BO3MOXXHOCTH NMPUMEHEHHS apUTMOJIOTUN U TEOPHH MPEPHIBHBIX
(YHKITMI K COLIMOJIOTUU U UCTOPUH, OJTHAKO MEPBBIC MPAKTUUYCSCKUE IIATH B JJTAHHOM
HarpaBjaeHUN ObUIH mpennpuHATH I1.A. ®mopenckum. Ilpu 3ToOM B yHHBEpPCHTET-
CKH€ TOJbI OH HE YCIell PeIINTh JAaHHYIO 3a7ady, OrpPaHHUYMBIINCH BO BBEICHHH K
CBOEMY JMIUIOMHOMY COYMHEHHIO OOeIIaHieM B OyAyIleM JOWTH J0 PacCMOTPEHHS
JAHHOTO Bompoca. JTo obemanue OIopeHCKUH BRIMOIHUI B cBoel peun «O 11enu u
CMBICJIE TIpOrpecca», OKa3aBIlIed HENOCPe/ICTBEHHOEe BIMsHUE Ha pedb B.D. DpHa
«Unes xatacTpouuecKoro mporpecca». JpH CYIIECTBEHHO Pa3BHJ MBICIH, HaMe-
YeHHbIE paHee DIOPEHCKUM, PAJUKATU3UPOBA UX H MPEANpPUHsIT OoJiee SIPKYo To-
MBITKY OCMBICTIEHHSI HCTOPHYECKOTO MPOIEcCca B KATETOPUSIX MPEPHIBHOCTH / HETIpe-
PBIBHOCTH C SIBHBIM IIpeIIIOYTEHHEM NepBoil. B nanpHelimemM DpH Bo3Bpamaics K
JTAHHOMY BOIIPOCY JIMIIb BCKOJIB3b M SMU30MUECKH. T0 k€ caMoe MOXKHO CKa3aTh U
0 MHorooOemaronumx padorax daopeHckoro Havana 1920-x T010B, Ha KOTOPBIE OT-
kiknyncs JLII. KapcaBun. Ero MBICTE B CBOMX MCTOKAaX HHKAK He ObLIA CBsI3aHA C
MockoBckol ¢unocodcko-MaTeMaTHUECKON IIIKOJIOW, HO ¢ 3TOTO BPEMEHHU OH IPH-
o0Iaercs K TaHHOH mpoOiieMaTrke U yxe Bckope B «Dunocodun ucTopum» BHOCUT
CYIIECTBEHHBIN BKJIaJ B MHTEPIPETAIIMIO UCTOPUU B TEPMHUHAX MPEPHIBHOCTH / HE-
MPEPBIBHOCTH, HA C€il pa3 ¢ YKIOHOM B CTOPOHY BTOPOH. DTO 0OCTOSATENBCTBO HE
YKPBUIOCH OT BHUMAHHS COBETCKUX KPUTHKOB, HHUIIUUPOBABIINX PEIIPECCUU IIPOTUB
pycckux QuiocooB-MaTeMaTHKOB W BCeii MOCKOBCKOHM IIKOJIBI W ITOCTABUBIIUX
KapcaBuHna B ouH psii ¢ HUMH. B cBoMX Mmo3aHMX MpousBeneHusx Guiocod 3aBep-
NI OCMBICJIICHUEC KaTeFOpI/Iﬁ IMPEPBIBHOCTHU W HENIPEPBIBHOCTHU, IMPEIIIONKUB UTOI'O-
BYIO BEPCHIO UX BBICIIETO CHHTE3A.

K coxanenuto, Bc€ 00TaTCTBO MOJTYBEKOBOUW HANPSIKEHHON pabOTHI PYCCKHX
¢uocodoB HaJl JAHHOW TPOOIIEMOI Ha JIOJTHE JIECSTUIIETUS] 0KA3aI0Ch MOJT CITYI0M
W HE BJIMSIIO HANPSAMYIO Ha JUCKYCCHU COBETCKUX M 3apYOEKHBIX METOJIOJIOTOB HC-
TOpUH U couuaibHbIX HayK. Jlume A.®. JloceB BmioTh A0 1980-X Tof0B mbITaNCA
UATH B TpexHeM pyciie. J[ake B HOBEHIIMH NEpHON MHOTHUE M3 PACCMOTPEHHBIX
Hamu counnennid H.B. byraesa, B.I'. Amekceera, [1.A. ®mopenckoro, B.®. OpHa,
JLII. KapcaBuHa HU pa3y HE MEepEU3IaBAUCH, @ HEKOTOPEIE paboThl DIOPEHCKOTo 1
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KapcaBuHa 1o TeMe mpepbhIBHOCTH JIO0 CUX MOP OCTAIOTCS B pyKOMHUCAX. Mex1y TeM B
CBETE JIAJICKO 3allIeIIIeT0 CHHTE3a TOYHBIX M T'yMaHUTApHBIX HayK, OYpHOTO pa3BH-
THS MEOKIMUICUILTHHAPHBIX HCCICIOBAHUA U TIPOJIOIDKAIONICHCS aKTHBHOW PabOThI
HccleIoBaTesei B chepe METOM0JIOTUY UCTOPUH U OOIICH SMUCTEMOIOTHH HAyK HO-
Boe oOpallleHUe K He CaMOMY M3BECTHOMY HAIPABIICHUIO MBICIH PYCCKUX Klaccuye-
CKHX (GmI0co(OB MepBOi MOIOBHHBI XX BEKa MOXKET M CETOIHS IMPHUHECTH OOraThie
TUTO/TBI.
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Annotation. This essay explores the writings of Georgij Chelpanov, who recognized the value of both
psychology and philosophy, much to the displeasure of all. Chelpanov only very guardedly expressed
his own philosophical views, which stand, | conclude, in stark contrast with the neo-Kantianisms of both
the Marburg and the Baden Schools. We see that in his earliest writings on spatial perception, he not so
much differs with Kant as saw the matter from a different perspective. Nonetheless, he shares Kant’s
affirmation that the universality and necessity associated with our representation of space affirms its
apriority as a condition of cognition, particularly with respect to mathematics. Chelpanov departs from
Kant in rejecting the exclusive subjectivity of space and time, arguing that there is something in noume-
nal reality that corresponds to our specific representations of an object’s temporal and spatial position.
Otherwise, there is no way to account for their specificity, for why a perceived object is here and not
there. Chelpanov argues this from a psychological viewpoint, but he acknowledges that Kant argues
from a logical viewpoint. Turning to the issue of free will, he, in short, argues for a soft determinism
that is quite consistent with Kantianism, even though Chelpanov’s argument is bereft of the metaphysics
and the architectonic of Kant’s system. In conclusion, although scholars dispute his allegiance to neo-
Kantianism, his philosophical writings demonstrate his subdued advocacy of a neo-Kantianism, albeit
one more akin to the transcendental realism of Riehl and Paulsen.
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YeamaHoB: MCUX0JIOT KaK PC€ATHCT-HCOKAHTHAHCIT

Aunmomayus. Viccnenyrorcst Tpyast ['eoprust UenmanoBa, KOTOPBIHA MpHU3HABaI EHHOCTh KaK IICHXOJIO-
ruu, Tak 1 ¢punocoduu. Gunocopexue B3ransl I'. UenmaHoBa pe3ko KOHTPACTHUPYIOT ¢ HEOKAaHTHAH-
CTBOM KaK MapOyprckoi, Tak 1 0aJeHCKOIl Ko, AHAaNIN3 caMbIX paHHUX pabot I'. Uenmanosa o mpo-
CTPAHCTBEHHOM BOCIIPUSITHH IIOKAa3aJl, YTO OH HE CTOJBKO pacxomurcs ¢ KaHToMm, CKONBKO pasfienser
€ro yTBEPKACHHE O TOM, YTO YHHUBEPCAIbHOCTh U HEOOXOANMOCTbD, CBSI3aHHBIC C HAIIINM MPE/ICTaBICHHU-
€M O IPOCTPAHCTBE, IOATBEPKIAIOT €r0 NPUOPUTETHOCTh KaK YCIOBHE IIO3HAHUS, OCOOCHHO B OTHOIIE-
HUM MaTeMaTUkd. Barnsaasl Yenmanosa paccMaTpuBaroTCs Kak MayLiie oT KaHTa B OTpUIlaHUU MCKITIO-
YUTENBbHON CyOBEKTUBHOCTH NPOCTPAHCTBA U BPEMEHHU. YTBep)KAaeTcs, 4To, corjacHo KaHrty, B HO-
YMEHAJIBHOH PeaTbHOCTH €CTh YTO-TO, YTO COOTBETCTBYET HAIIUM CICIU(PHIESCKIM MPEICTABICHUSIM O
BPEMEHHOM U IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM IIOJIOXKEHHN 00BbekTa. I'. UenmmaHoB apryMeHTUpyeT 3Ty MO3HIHIO C
TICHXOJIOTUYECKOHM TOYKH 3peHHs, HO IMpu3HaeT, 4To KaHT paccyxpaer ¢ Touku 3peHus jgoruku. Oopa-
masicb K BOIPOCY O CBOOOJE BOJHM, OH OTCTAaMBaeT MSATKHN JETCPMHHH3M, BIIOJHE COBMECTHMBIH
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aHCTBY, ero ¢uiocodckue Tpyas! ZEMOHCTPUPYIOT CACp)KaHHYIO 33Ty HEOKaHTHAHCTBA, XOTS U 00-
nee GJIM3KOTO K TpaHCIEHIeHTaIbHOMY peanu3my Prist u [Toncena.
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In the last years of the nineteenth century, a central and heated debate raged
whether psychology was a natural science or a branch of philosophy. Some pondered
whether the introduction of experimentation in studies of the mind would assist our
understanding of philosophical issues, perhaps even solve them. Russian academics
faced these concerns and prospects no less than their colleagues in western Europe
and America. In Imperial Russia, the controversy took on a political and theological
coloring, making an impartial adjudication of the matter difficult, if not impossible.
For some asked the question: if the human mind could be studied by natural means,
would that not strike a blow against the Biblical teaching that the human being was
created in the image and likeness of God? Does not experimental psychology mean
that we can know the Divine by natural, empirical means? Some investigators, torn
between the world of philosophy and that of experimental psychology could not un-
ambiguously choose and preferred to leave their allegiance ambiguous. Chelpanov
was one such scientist.

The Preparatory Years in Kiev

Georgij I. Chelpanov (1862-1936) was born in Mariupol. After completing his
secondary education in 1883 at a local school and allegedly already attracted to stud-
ying psychology, he entered the university in Odessa, where Nikolaj Ja. Grot (1852—
1899) had recently assumed a professorship.* Chelpanov graduated in 1887 and was
recommended to pursue further studies at Moscow University. In a few years, he was
teaching as a nmpuBat-nouenT there, but in 1892 he accepted a position at Kiev Uni-
versity. In the mid-1890s, he went to Germany, where he was able to attend lectures
by Stumpf and Wundt. He defended a maeucmep thesis in 1897, followed by a doc-
toral dissertation in 1904. Most of his writings over many years reflected his deep
pedagogical concerns rather than an attempt to present and to argue for his own phil-
osophical position. This is particularly the case with his first publications. In fact, it

1 Chelpanov wrote years later that upon finishing his secondary education he had to decide which university to
attend. With a firm desire to pursue psychology, Grot’s presence in Odessa was decisive: “All of my sympa-
thies were on the side of N. Ja. Grot”. Yenmanos I".11. Tlamsatu npod. H.S. I'pot / Hukonast SIkoBneBnya
I'pot B ouepkax, BocriomuHauusix U nucbmax. CI16.: Tun. Kymsepes, 1911. C. 188 [1].
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is surprising how little he clearly revealed of his own stance — assuming he had one —
in so many of his own publications.? This reticence, whether deliberate or not, in the
secondary literature surely lies behind the failure to reach a consensus as to
Chelpanov’s relation to Kant and, more specifically, to neo-Kantianism, however
that may be understood.

We cannot possibly hope to survey here all of Chelpanov’s extensive list of
works, many of which are concerned with experimental psychology and as such have
little bearing on the present topic. He also authored a number of purely expository
pieces, explaining the works of others and the latest advancements in scholarship
abroad. In this essay, we shall proceed chronologically as much as possible. In this
regard, in what may well have been the first statement of his relationship to Kantian
philosophy, Chelpanov took up in 1893 a comparatively brief study of inner time-
consciousness. With respect to the age-old problem concerning the nature of time,
Chelpanov thought it most useful to study how we perceive it, i.e., its psychological
nature, how it appears to each of us, rather than objective time. It is strictly from that
point of view that he intended to examine the question. Thus, Chelpanov’s exposition
bears a greater similarity to Husserl’s work on the topic — minus any “transcendental
reduction” — than it does to Kant’s treatment in the “Transcendental Aesthetic”.
Chelpanov made a sharp distinction between what he termed “mathematical time”
and “psychological time”. The former is abstract. Just as we distinguish the mathe-
matical representation of a line from the representation of a line drawn on paper, so
too can we distinguish between the time measured by clocks, “mathematical time”
and our inner awareness of the passage of time, “psychological time”. Contra Kant in
the “Aesthetic”, we cannot think of either space or time as completely empty of rep-
resentations.® Chelpanov wrote, “we can as little intuit time devoid of content as we
can intuit space without filling it with content” [4, c. 48]. Although we may conclude
from this that Chelpanov’s opposition to Kant in this instance is a simple proof that
the former was not a Kantian (or neo-Kantian), it did not appear to Chelpanov that he
was contradicting Kant. For in Chelpanov’s estimation, Kant had in mind not psy-
chological time, i.e., inner time-consciousness, but mathematical time, which is infi-
nite, continuous, and uniform.* Time is subjective and an a priori property of the

2 In a revealing statement of his fundamental outlook presented in a public lecture in 1902, Chelpanov
said, “It would seem most natural in this case to present my own idealistic system. However, since this
presentation of public lectures must be brief, it would have to bear a dogmatic character. ... I will sur-
vey the philosophical constructions that were proposed in the second half of the nineteenth century in
order to show that philosophical thought unavoidably had to pass from positivism to metaphysical ideal-
ism”. Yenmanos I'.1. O coBpemerHbIX (uocopckux Hanpasienusx / moj pea. ['yeras [ner. K.: Tu.
Ierp bapckuii, 1902. C. 4 [2].

3 “In regard to appearances in general one cannot remove time, though one can very well take the ap-
pearances away from time”. Kant I. Critique of Pure Reason / trans. Paul Guyer and Allen W. Wood.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 1997. C. 178-179 (A31/B46) [3].

4 This, of course, flies in the face of several arguments in Kant’s metaphysical expositions of space and
of time, which Chelpanov, however odd it may appear, did not acknowledge.
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mind, but Kant’s idea of time is not what Chelpanov thought he was investigating.
Based, then, on what he wrote, Chelpanov in 1893 was committed to neither an ac-
ceptance nor a rejection of Kantianism.

Chelpanov’s concern with our psychological conception of space, which obvi-
ously consumed a significant measure of his attention, dated back at least to 1884,
when he gave a presentation on «Y4enue o npoctparcTBe y Kanta u B COBpeMeHHOM
ncuxodusnonoruny while still a student. However, Chelpanov’s major work on the
topic was undoubtedly his mazucmep thesis, the defense of which took place in late
October 1896, the opponents at the defense at Moscow University being Grot and
Lopatin.® In the «IIpemucnosue» to this work, Chelpanov wrote that his fundamental
concern was philosophical: the structure and origin of our representation of space.
The choice of topic evokes Stumpf’s own earlier work from 1873 on the psychologi-
cal origin of our representation of space Uber den psychologischen Ursprung der
Raumvorstellung, with which Chelpanov clearly was familiar. The similarity was
unlikely coincidental. In any case, Chelpanov added that he must ultimately address
additional questions: Is the representation of space original or derivative? Is it simple
or compound? He hoped to address the problem of the origin and the structure of
space by means of an analysis of psychological facts and laws. However, the funda-
mental task remained a philosophical problem. The turn to psychology serves merely
as a preliminary, though necessary, investigation in order to prepare for a confronta-
tion with the philosophical problem.

It is not always easy to follow Chelpanov’s presentation with its many distinc-
tions that, in effect, obfuscate rather than help clarify whether he belonged at an early
date to the neo-Kantian camp. It is even more difficult, as a consequence, simply to
determine Chelpanov’s viewpoint. Kant’s theory of space, he acknowledged, is not in
the rigorous sense a psychological theory, but an epistemological one. Since
Chelpanov’s investigation in this work was intentionally of a psychological nature,
we should not be surprised if we were unable to find any textual evidence to support
one position or another in the matter. Fortunately, however, this is not entirely the
case. Chelpanov contrasted genetic or empiricist theories of spatial representation
with nativist theories. Genetic theories hold that the operation of separate mental
processes form the mental representation of space from non-spatial elements in sen-
sation, whereas nativist theories are defined as those that view spatial extension as
sensed just as are other properties of things, such as color.® Chelpanov contended that

5 Many sources place the date of the defense in 1897, without providing a source. One gives it as occur-
ring on 25 October 1896, the year of the publication of the thesis itself. Cm. Py61ios B.B., Ceposa O.E.,
I'ycea E.Il. K 150-netuto co aus poxaenust ['eoprust MBanosuua Yenmanosa // KynbTypHO-
ucropuyeckas neuxonorus. 2012. Ne 1. C. 97 [5].

6 Although he ascribed this position to others, Chelpanov omitted that Kant did not view the representa-
tion of space as comparable to our representation of color. Indeed, several years earlier Chelpanov
wrote, “According to Kant, the intuition of space is a subjective form of intuition similar to qualities of
sensation, to red, to sweetness, to cold”. Yemmnanos E.W. Tenpmronbir kak ¢unocod u mcuxoior // Bo-
npocsl ¢punocodun u neuxonoruu. 1891. Ku. 10. C. 43 [6]. Kant, in contrast, wrote, taste and colors
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Kant’s position belongs among the geneticists, since “he could not recognize the
immediacy of our perception of the spatial quality as did the nativists” [7, ¢. 9n.].”

Chelpanov, indeed, saw Stumpf as criticizing Kant. Space, for Stumpf, is insepa-
rable from sensation. Criticizing Kant’s abstraction argument, a space without qualities,
Stumpf wrote, “One cannot represent space without some quality, e.g., not without color
through our sense of sight, without feelings of contact through our sense of touch. ...
Anyone who actually attempts to carry out Kant’s experiment by eliminating all quali-
ties, particularly all colors, even black and gray, will be left not with space, but with noth-
ingness” [11, ¢. 19-20]. We see here a coincidence with Chelpanov’s earlier statement to
the same effect. In fact, he stated that although he had objections to some parts of
Stumpf’s statement he could not help but admit that Stumpf’s resolution of the problem
had indubitable merits. More than others, Stumpf consistently developed the nativist
principle.® Since Stumpf explicitly distinguished his position from Kant’s, and
Chelpanov, albeit with qualifications, endorsed Stumpf’s, it is becoming unclear on what
basis we could characterize Chelpanov as a neo-Kantian at least in the 1890s. Can some-
one who holds different views than that of Kant as expressed in the Transcendental Aes-
thetic but who is silent on the Kantian tenets be labelled meaningfully as a Kant or a neo-
Kantian? Or is such a judgment, however tentative, premature?

Let us proceed further in Chelpanov’s first publications. Following an earlier
path carefully treaded by Stumpf, Chelpanov characterized the representation of
space, considered quantitatively, as consisting of parts, i.e., that it can be conceptual-
ly broken down or reduced, although we do not consciously see it as such. More im-
portantly, he again affirmed that spatial extension is as much an aspect of a sensation
as is its intensity. As an object, extension has no meaning apart from what is sensed.®
He wrote,

“are not a priori representations, but are grounded on sensation”. Kant I. Critique of Pure Reason /
trans. Paul Guyer and Allen W. Wood. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 1997. C. 161
(A29/B44) [3].

7 He returned again and again to this topic in subsequent years. For example, he wrote in 1903, “Many
think that Kant was a nativist in his theory of space, but this is incorrect. Kant was not interested in whether
the representation of space is acquired gradually or whether it forms an innate property”. Yenmnanos I'.11.
1903. Tcuxonorust u Teopust mo3Hauwst / Bonpocer dunocodun u neuxonorun. 1903. Ku. 67. C. 174 [8].
This assertion is not quite correct. In his 1790 response to Eberhard, Kant wrote that the formal ground of
the possibility of intuiting space is innate, but not the spatial representation itself. Kant I. Theoretical Phi-
losophy after 1781. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 2002. C. 312 (Ak 8: 222) [9]. See also his
1770 Dissertation, Kant I. Theoretical Philosophy, 1755-1770 / trans. and ed. David Walford and Ralf
Meerbote. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. 1992. C. 400 (§15, Ak 2: 406) [10].

8 See Yennanos I'.U. IIpoGiemMa BOCIPUATHS NMPOCTPAHCTBA B CBA3M C YYEHMEM 00 APUOPHOCTH U
BpoxzeHHoctd. Yacts [: [IpencraBnenune npocTpancTBa ¢ TOUku 3peHus ncuxonoruu. K.: Tunorpadus
Kymnepes. 1896. C. 121 [7].

9 Stumpf had earlier made the same point in asking, “Cannot both contents of sensation — space and
quality — be given in an immediate sensation in the same way?”. Stumpf C. Uber den psychologischen
Ursprung der Raumvorstellung. Leipzig: Hirzel. 1873. C. 15 [11].
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I hold the position that extension is just as much a moment of sensa-

tion as is intensity. In general, by “moment” | mean something that

in a given appearance has no independent meaning. For example, the

guality and the intensity of a sensation are moments, because neither

of them can exist independently. They can be conceived separately

from other moments only in abstracto [7, c. 150-151].
It is not clear in this, though, that Chelpanov departed significantly from Kant. The
latter in the second argument of his Metaphysical Exposition asserted the psycholog-
ical impossibility of imaging objects apart from space.'® Chelpanov, however, was
concerned, above all, with the perceiving or sensing of objects. He agreed with Kant
that we can separate spatial extension in thought, i.e., abstractly, from the particular
contents of sensation. Kant’s concern, however, was different from Chelpanov’s, and
as a result we can view Chelpanov not as differing with Kant, but as viewing the
matter from a different perspective. Chelpanov did not disagree, though, with Kant’s
affirmation that the universality and necessity associated with our representation of
space affirms its apriority as a condition of cognition.

Kant’s third argument in the second, or B-edition, of the first Critique holds that

“one can only represent a single space, and if one speaks of many spaces, one under-
stands by that only parts of one and the same unique space” [3, c. 158 (A25/B39)].
Chelpanov alluded to the same point. He asked what do people see when they open
their eyes for the first time. The original object of perception is a general spatial field
populated with separate elements that subdivide, as it were, the spatial field and that the
objects “determine the interrelation of the separate parts of space, their relative posi-
tions, etc.” [7, c. 168]. He added that it does not follow from this — although it may
seem to do so at first — that our awareness of space, i.e., our representation of it, is con-
structed from these separate elements. Chelpanov ever so guardedly opined, writing
that ““in all probability” the formation of our representation of space is not from parts to
whole, but rather just the reverse. He, thereby, added his qualified support for Kant’s
stand that space is not discursive, but a pure intuition. Whereas Kant remained content
without inquiring into the physiological basis for our intuitive representation of space,
others later were not. None, though, could successfully explain space. Chelpanov held
that neither Johann Herbart, Kant’s successor in Konigsberg, nor Wundt could demon-
strate how the representation of extension could arise from non-spatial elements. The
representation of extension cannot be produced from what does not possess extension
any more than can the representation of color be assembled from color-less elements.
In Chelpanov’s eyes, in short, space is underived. “It is impossible to prove that space
is composed of non-spatial elements” [7, c. 378].

10 See Kant I. Critique of Pure Reason / trans. Paul Guyer and Allen W. Wood. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press. 1997. C. 158 (A24/B38-39) [3]. It is admittedly not uncontested that the second argu-
ment asserts a psychological impossibility.
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However, even should we concede the non-reductionist position, one may ar-
gue that the argument establishes only that our representation of space is an a priori
condition of our representation of empirical objects. The argument alone, as Paul
Guyer has more recently pointed out, does not entail the transcendental ideality of
space itself — what space is — without an additional argument that apriority entails
such ideality. Unlike Kant, Chelpanov was usually careful not to confuse our (psy-
chological) representation of space with (“objective”) space itself, though as we just
saw and will continue to see he did not always do so.'*

Chelpanov’s primary interest in the emerging field of experimental psychology
during the 1890s did not totally exclude him from venturing into the philosophical
arena. One such incursion was his contribution to the popular monthly journal Mir
Bozhij [God’s World] on the perennial issue of free will/determinism. Although he
spent far more time discussing Mill than Kant, Chelpanov largely concurred with
Kant’s position, albeit without entering into the complexities of or even assenting to
Kantian idealism. Chelpanov conceded that Kant’s stand was not without contradic-
tions and imprecisions. Nevertheless, its kernel contains an indubitable truth that can
be understood with effort and recognized as correct, although with even greater ef-
fort. Here lies the “kernel” for regarding Chelpanov to be, at least in part, a neo-
Kantian. Thus, let us look a little closer at his view.

Chelpanov in his popular exposition “O cso6oxe Boan” discussed what for
him are the three types of proof in support of free will: (1) the psychological proof,
the thesis of which is that we “feel” the will acts without causes; (2) the metaphysical
proof, the thesis of which is that the will can act originally on the body and, there-
fore, can violate universal causality; and (3) the moral proof, the thesis of which is
that our sense of responsibility for our actions presupposes a free will. We indubita-
bly have such a sense of responsibility, therefore we have a free will.*? Chelpanov
had no need to invoke the physicist’s notion of universal causality. As a psycholo-
gist, he could see that every willful action has a definite motive, and as an experi-
mentalist he would be unable to engage in objective investigations of behavior if he

11 Chelpanov’s book received a rather stinging review in the hands of N. Ja. Grot, who wrote that by
counting Kant as a geneticist in the theory of space Chelpanov obviously revealed his untenable starting
point and the inadequacy of his method as demonstrated by his subjugation of epistemology to psychol-
ogy. Kant’s standpoint was, contrary to Chelpanov’s reading, purely epistemological, not psychological.
I'por H.A. 1896. [Penensus] Yemmanos. [Ipobiema BOCIpHATHS MPOCTPAHCTBA B CBSA3U C YUCHHEM 00
aTPUOPHOCTH ¥ poxaeHHOCTH // Bompocs! dunocodun u ncuxonoruu. 1896. Ku. 35. C. 653 [12]. How-
ever, Chelpanov refused to concede. As we saw, Chelpanov acknowledged that Kant’s standpoint was
essentially epistemological, and in a reply to Grot, he pointed this out. See Uennanos I''Y1. 1897. K Bo-
IPOCY 0 BOCHPUATHH TpocTpancTBa // Bompocs! punocoduu u neuxosnorun. 1897. Ku. 37. C. 278 [13].
Chelpanov also pointed out in this reply that he did not explicitly subordinate epistemology to psychol-
ogy. Rather, “the philosophical problem of space must be examined jointly from both the psychological
and the epistemological viewpoints. ... It seems to me that the elaboration of empirical psychology is, to
a certain degree, just as independent of epistemology as it is of physics and chemistry”. Tawm xe. C. 277.
12 See Yenmanos I'.U. 1897. O cBobone Bomu // Mup Boxwuit. 1897. Ne 11. C. 18 [14].
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denied the link between the will and human action. That we “can more or less pre-
cisely predict human actions” would be impossible if causality did not operate in the
psychic sphere.t® If contingency reigned there, if certain causes did not regularly and
consistently evoke the same actions, psychology would be a useless enterprise.
Chelpanov recognized that this attitude did not amount to a definitive refutation of
the psychological and the metaphysical proofs. However, he stressed that he merely
wished to defend free will by way of the third proof, i.e., the moral proof, and thus
independently of first making a physicist’s determination of whether the will is uni-
formly caused or not.

That we have a sense of responsibility for our actions testifies to our free will
for all practical purposes. Our awareness that we are the true cause of our actions
follows from that sense. Chelpanov held, though, that this is an ethical, not a meta-
physical, proof for the existence within us of a free will. At the same time, responsi-
bility also entails that our actions are subordinate to the law of causality. If our ac-
tions were uncaused, punishment for incorrect behavior would be meaningless. On
the other hand, that we are punished for incorrect behavior shows that society recog-
nizes that individuals can and should control their actions. Chelpanov, in short, ar-
gued for a soft determinism quite consistent with Kant’s teaching even though it is
bereft of much of Kant’s metaphysics and the architectonic of Kant’s system.

Before turning to his philosophical writings intended for a professional audi-
ence, let us turn to one essay published at the beginning of the century that
Chelpanov had intended to introduce Kant to a broad, educated public. Much that he
said in this four-part piece is a simplistic but uncontroversial elaboration of the es-
sential points Kant enunciated in his three Critiques. Nevertheless, Chelpanov made
the rather odd claim — from a Kantian standpoint, that is — that for Kant there is ob-
jectively nothing that corresponds to the concepts of space and time, that “space and
time, as we conceive them, have only a subjective existence” [15, c. 18]. Such a
statement, of course, makes us question how he understood Kant’s transcendental
idealism. In Chelpanov’s eyes, Kant argued for space and time as having not an abso-
lute, but merely a subjective, existence, that “we perceive things not as they are in
reality” [15, c. 22]. Chelpanov did acknowledge that mathematics is an objective sci-
ence in that its objects are the subjective forms of space and time. He concluded from
this that Kant’s theory is, consequently, a subjective idealism, a phenomenalism.
Although today few would so characterize Kant’s position, we must recognize that
Chelpanov here was writing for a lay audience and that apart from whether he “cor-
rectly” depicted Kant’s positions we cannot conclude whether he personally agreed
or disagreed with the positions he attributed to Kant. For this reason, we must pro-

13 See Yenmanos I'.1. 1897. O ceo6oae Bosm // Mup Boxwuit. 1897. Ne 11. C. 46.

14 However we may chafe at some of Chelpanov’s wording, we should not forget that Kant at times
expressed himself in words that conjure a similar impression. For example, he wrote that space and time
are representations, “which dwell in us as forms of our sensible intuition before any real object has even
determined our inner sense through sensation...” [3, c. 428 (A373)].
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ceed cautiously — though that is difficult — concerning what we ascribe either to
Chelpanov’s understanding of Kant or to his own personal standpoint.

Chelpanov was largely silent on the complexities of the synthesizing process in
Kant’s first Critique. He characterized the twelve Kantian categories, i.e., those listed in
§10 (A80/B108), as forms added by consciousness in a manner similar to the way in
which space and time are added to our raw sensations. However simplistic this may
sound, Chelpanov at least expressed his own opinion that this additive process is not psy-
chological, but logical. He expressly noted that in writing of the apriority of space and
time Kant’s interest was in the objectivity of mathematics.’® [15, c. 183].

Chelpanov also in this popular survey of Kant’s thought discussed his ethics
and aesthetics. As we saw above, Chelpanov saw Kant proceeding from a recognition
of the real necessity of the moral law to its presupposition in a free will. “Clearly in
order to submit to the moral law freedom is necessary. Freedom is a necessary condi-
tion for the existence of the moral law itself” [15, c¢. 66]. The ultimate message,
though, was religious. The important point contemporary philosophy was to learn
from Kant is that faith occupies an equal position in our worldview with knowledge.
The world of science and mathematics is not reality in itself, but only an appearance,
whereas the world of religion is the supersensual reality itself

The a priori Understood Psychologically

At the start of the 20" century, Chelpanov published several philosophical ar-
ticles aimed at a technically-sophisticated audience and that alluded to what would
become the central topic of his later thesis. The goal of the first of these essays was
to determine whether there are a priori cognitions or a priori elements of cognition.
He alleged that the simplest approach to the issue is by way of considering the con-
cept of number. Chelpanov sought to show that that concept is a priori, and not ob-
tained from sense experience, this contrary to Mill’s version of empiricism [16, c.
537]. We must admit that Chelpanov’s exposition is admirably lucid, even though his
arguments hardly break new ground. We need not even summarize them here; they
are only too familiar. Few in either his own day sought — or in our day seek — to up-
hold Mill’s philosophy of arithmetic. Of somewhat greater interest, in any case, is
that Chelpanov, having dispensed with Mill’s account, persisted, stating that “we
must seek the origin of the idea of number not in changes in the physical facts, but in
some feature of consciousness itself” [16, c. 548].

For Chelpanov, the concept of number can be traced to an abstraction from
pauses in conscious processes. We obtain the concept through an implicit reflection
on our inner observation of those processes, and not as the empiricists claim through

15 Yenmanos T.U. ®unocopust Kanura. Crates 1-1 (Teoperuueckas dunocodus) / Mup Boxwmit. 1901.
Ne 4. C. 183 [15].
16 Tam xe. C. 70-71.
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observing objects and their qualities. In apprehending two temporally separated
events or items, we apprehend not only those events but also the pauses between the
two apprehensions. Chelpanov held, in short, that we attend to these pauses: “I notice
that in order to perceive two peals of a bell, |1 have to do something different than
when I perceive one peal. ... This difference in the number of pauses of conscious-
ness becomes the source of the idea of number” [16, c. 549].7 | can perceive these
pauses in consciousness regardless of whether the intentional object is empirical or
imaginary, really present or only in my memory. Thus our concept of number has its
origin in an act of reflection. Arithmetical laws have their seat not in the empirical
world, but express only laws of consciousness. Not being, strictly speaking, of empir-
ical origin, arithmetic and the concept of number are a priori and cannot be either
proven or refuted by external sense experience. Since the concept of number is not
derived from something material, it is formal. We also see that conscious processes
play an active role in the formation of arithmetic and that these pauses in conscious
acts are inherently temporal cessations of mental acts. In this way, an inner aware-
ness of time is involved in the formation of arithmetical concepts and laws. Lastly, if
we consider concepts that are logical conditions of experience but that are not de-
rived from experience to be a priori, then the concept of number is, by definition, an
a priori concept. Its content is not obtained from experience, but at the same time we
ascribe numerical properties to experiential objects.®

In summary, Chelpanov’s view of the concept of number shares certain dis-
tinct similarities to Kant’s. Both held it to be a priori, formal, based in inner time-
consciousness, and a condition of experience. For both, counting is a temporal pro-
cess.'® However, Kant — thankfully — failed to emphasize the apparent psychological
process involved in the emergence of number that is so prominent in Chelpanov;
there is also no mention of a synthesizing process. On this basis, we can consider
Chelpanov’s philosophy of arithmetic to be in the spirit of Kant, i.e., neo-Kantian,
were it not for his obvious omission of invoking Kant in any manner therein.

In the second of his two-part study, «O6 ampHOpHBIX 3JIEMEHTaX MO3HAHMS»,
subtitled «IloHsiTHE BpeMeHH, MpUYMHHOCTH, NpocTpaHcTBay, Chelpanov expressed

17 One could possibly reply to Chelpanov noting that in his depiction of the origin of the concept of
number the concept is already presupposed. How could someone “count” the pauses unless that person
already has the concept of a number? Additionally, we must leave aside here a Kantian technical objec-
tion to Chelpanov’s depiction of the origin of number. Namely, by counting the pauses in reflective
consciousness Chelpanov would have us come to an image of a specific number, but the thought of a
number in general “is more the representation of a method for representing a multitude ... than the im-
age itself” [3, ¢. 273 (A140/B179)].

18 The reader, hopefully, will realize this author simply wishes to determine Chelpanov’s position vis-a-
vis Kant, not to defend Chelpanov’s theory of the origin of numbers by means of purely subjective men-
tal operations.

19 Kant, in the Prolegomena, wrote, “Even arithmetic forms its concepts of numbers through successive
addition of units of time, but above all pure mechanics can form its concepts of motion only by means
of the representation of time” [9, c. 79 (Ak 4:283)].
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his own position far more audaciously than previously. He claimed that the concept
of time, along with that of number, is a priori. In other words, there is nothing objec-
tive in the external world that corresponds to time in the way that we can say of a
particular color that there is something, such as a chemical, in an externally existing
object that absorbs all wavelengths of light except that which corresponds to that
color. “There is no doubt that time really exists in our consciousness, but it is also
indubitable that it does not exist in nature, objectively. ... In nature, there objectively
are events or phenomena, the perception of which is merely the occasion for the
emergence of the concept of time” [17, c. 699]. Thus, time is a product of a distinc-
tive activity of consciousness itself. Yet a mere alteration of events or phenomena
would be insufficient for us to have a concept of time. Chelpanov held that the
changes must recur in a regular order, for we must be able to establish a definite con-
nection between the representations of the events. “Therefore, the most characteristic
feature of temporal relations is the representation of succession, i.e., that we conceive
events as following one after another. But the condition just given must be fulfilled
in order for there to be such a representation” [17, c. 703]. Our representation of
temporal succession, while not empirically given, would not arise in consciousness
were it not for what Hume called “impressions”. Objectively, there are only sounds,
color, etc., but no succession. We ourselves create it by connecting individual im-
pressions. The job of psychology is to furnish more information about this connect-
ing process, which, in any case, is subjective, i.e., an activity of consciousness. The
concept of time is a product of reflection.?® The singularity of time, of which Kant
wrote, led him to view time as an intuition.? In this, Chelpanov believed Kant had
inferred incorrectly. We conceive time as singular owing to the fact that all of our
representations refer to a single consciousness. The concept of time is a priori in that,
unlike a posteriori concepts, it is formed on the basis of reflection on inner, con-
scious states alone, whereas empirical concepts are formed on the basis of reflection
on externally given objects.?? The various other properties of time, such as its homo-
geneity, continuity, and infinitude, are explicable from the properties of conscious-
ness itself. Chelpanov believed that although he had shown time to be subjective, and
therefore by his explicit definition psychologically a priori, it is also epistemologi-
cally a priori in the sense that time is a logical condition of cognition. Cognition,
whether of the external or the internal world, is possible only as having a temporal
form. In other words, time is a necessary condition for all cognition.?®

20 Of course, if psychology can provide such information, then the object of that study cannot be tran-
scendental.

21 See Kant I. Critique of Pure Reason / trans. Paul Guyer and Allen W. Wood. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press. 1997. C. 162 (A31-32/B47) [3].

22 Chelpanov, in a 1903 essay «IIcuxonorus u Teopus o3Harwusi», Wrote “Kant did not recognize space and
time to be innate representations. Both are acquired by means of reflection on inner processes” [8, c. 116].

23 Among the many lacunae in Chelpanov’s position here was his collapsing of his own distinction be-
tween the psychological and the epistemological a priori. He did not show that time is a necessary con-
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The concept of causality, likewise for Chelpanov, is a priori. It certainly is not
of empirical origin, since otherwise it would not be necessary and universal. Not be-
ing empirically derived, it cannot be proven empirically to be a law. The law of cau-
sality must be assumed in order for cognition to be possible. Remarkably, Chelpanov
had little to say about its genesis in human consciousness. The same cannot be said
concerning the concept of space. The manifold of sensation is not given in any par-
ticular order; it is simply given. As with temporality, spatial order is created and in-
troduced into the manifold by consciousness itself.

Spatiality is created with the help of the synthetic activity of the

mind, thanks to which there is a binding and an arranging of ele-

ments given from without into one definite whole. Therefore, we can

say that spatial order or, what amounts to the same thing, extension

in general is not affected by the external world, but is a product of

the activity of our consciousness. In this sense, it represents an a pri-

ori element of our cognition [17, c. 729-730].
Chelpanov explicitly differed with Kant when the latter wrote that space is represent-
ed as an infinitely given magnitude.?* For the former, “it would hardly be correct
simply to say that we represent space as infinite” [17, c. 734]. He added that we cer-
tainly cannot represent a particular extension without representing it as part of some
other general and greater spatial container. In this sense, the representation of an in-
finite space is for us something potential. That is to say, we cannot represent some
finite extension without implicitly recognizing as well the possibility of connecting
additional extensions without end. Such is the sole correct sense of Kant’s statement.
Just as we can mentally extend a numerical series at will, so too can we do the same
with spatial extensions. Our representation of space with the attributes Kant recog-
nized is not given to us from externality. It is a subjective construction, and just as
with temporality the formation of our representation of space is a matter for psycho-
logical investigation.

We, surely, can now fault Chelpanov for failing to distinguish our subjective
conceptions of space and time from the space measured by meter sticks and the time
measured by clocks. In particular, Chelpanov egregiously erred in concluding with-
out argument that space and time were purely subjective with nothing corresponding
to them in objectivity. Apart from possible objections, however, we could ask of
Chelpanov how, if geometry is based on a psychologically generated space, there can
be more than one geometry. It is to this topic that Chelpanov turned early in the fol-
lowing year.

dition of the cognition of externality. Moreover, if time is obtained subjectively, how can it be a condi-
tion for subjective events? Criticisms aside, Chelpanov, at least, believed he was upholding Kant’s con-
ception of time, albeit interpreted in a non-transcendental vein.

24 See Kant I. Critique of Pure Reason / trans. Paul Guyer and Allen W. Wood. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press. 1997. C. 159 (A25/B41) [3].
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Much of Chelpanov’s long four-part essay, «Heoreomerpust u ee 3HaueHUE
s Teopun mo3Hauus» (1902), is devoted to explaining what non-Euclidean geome-
try — “neo-geometry” in the parlance of Chelpanov’s day — is and its philosophical
importance as seen by others including, in particular, Helmholtz. Only at the end of
his third installment and in the fourth did Chelpanov proceed to some of his own re-
flections on the topic. As in his previous essay, he held that the a priori is:

(1) that which is not obtained directly by the senses and
(2) a necessary presupposition of experience, understood as perception or
knowledge.?®
That which meets the first condition is psychologically a priori, whereas that which
meets the second condition is epistemologically a priori. Chelpanov maintained there
are some elements in our cognition that are a priori in both senses. But what is the
status of geometric axioms?

Geometric axioms are assertions about the properties of spatial forms that,
considered to be obviously true, are thought not to need formal proof and cannot be
proven. In Kant’s opinion, the apodicticity of geometric axioms is connected to their
involvement with spatiality as a subjective form, i.e., as a form of consciousness.?® If
our representation of space were different — so the charge goes — our geometry would
be different. Euclidean geometry would, then, not describe the external world. If we
would confine ourselves to the surface of a sphere, we would find that there are an
infinite number of lines of the same length through the two points located at each end
of the diameter of that sphere. The sum of the angles of a triangle drawn on a spheri-
cal surface is greater than 180°, etc. From this, someone might conclude that Euclid-
ean geometry is based on one particular possible space and that the various non-
Euclidean geometries are based on other “forms” of space. That we view the world in
Euclidean terms shows that we make our choice of axioms based on experience, that
geometry is empirical, and that its validity is, therefore, no greater than any physical
science. Helmholtz, in an often cited paper from 1876, wrote, “But if we can imagine
such spaces of other sorts, it cannot be maintained that the axioms of geometry are
necessary consequences of an a priori transcendental form of intuition, as Kant
thought” [20, c. 314]. In other words, Helmholtz held that neither geometry nor space
is a priori in Kant’s sense of that term.

Chelpanov, confronted with advances in mathematics, sought to disentangle
our intuition of space from Euclidean geometry. Our representation of space is a
form, and as such need not be conceived as having the specific features that would
bind it to a particular set of geometric relations. Whereas in our (Euclidean) space a
straight line is the shortest distance between two points, in another space the analo-

2 Chelpanov in another psychology text wrote, “concepts that contain elements not obtained from sense
experience are called a priori”. Yennanos I'.M. Kpatkuii noBropHsiii kypc ncuxonorun. M.: «Cotp.
mk.» A. 3anecckoit. 1913. C. 133 [18].

% Yenmanos I'.A. HeoreoMeTpus 1 ee 3HAUEHHE ISl TEOPUH Mo3HaHHUs // Borpock! ¢punocopuu u ncu-
xonoruu. 1902. Ku. 65. C. 1382 [19].
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gous spatial relations, e.g., on the surface of a pseudosphere, would possess other
characteristics.?” Even three-dimensionality is not necessarily tied to our representa-
tion of space. “We can conceive [myslit’] a space that would retain its basic proper-
ties, e.g., externality, homogeneity, continuity, and that would yet not be three-
dimensional” [19, c. 1388]. However, if we cannot say with certainty that space has a
particular character, we cannot say that our geometric axioms — or, for that matter,
any other set — have absolute validity.

Chelpanov contended that some proponents of empiricism (e.g., Helmholtz) ex-
plain the correspondence between the Euclidean axioms and actual spatial relations by
the alleged fact that the former arise under the direct affection of actual space. He re-
plied that all geometrical forms are produced in consciousness and are idealizations.
There are no truly straight lines in reality, only in our thoughts. If our geometrical for-
mations were dependent on empirically given space, they would have an empirical
character. That a geometry can be constructed with absolute consistency demonstrates
its apriority, that its mental construction is not indebted to experience and to a particu-
lar space with certain features. The construction of internally consistent geometries
shows that the concept of space is epistemologically a priori, a condition of cognition
and of perception in general. Although we can acquire the content of geometric axioms
from empirical observations of spatial relations, we need not do so. What is common to
all geometries is that they all invoke an a priori conception of space. If we should seek
more information about this conception, we must determine the characteristics of space
that remain invariable throughout all geometries. While space is essentially dimension-
al, as already mentioned, it need not be three-dimensional. The other essential proper-
ties of space — exteriority, homogeneity, and continuity — are ideal and necessary, since
space is a form of thought. “If we were to strip space of the property of exteriority, it
would cease to be space. Whereas if we strip space, for example, of its three-
dimensionality or its zero curvature, space does not cease to be space but would only
be another type of space” [19, c. 1408]. Chelpanov concluded his study, saying that
although the development of intrinsically consistent non-Euclidean geometries is
commonly thought as proving the non-empirical character of geometrical axioms, he
believed they show that space must be considered a priori in the proper sense. What
this proper sense is, though, is not entirely clear. We can be sure, though, that he saw
his exercise as affirming a Kantian conception of space.

Chelpanov also published a two-part contribution to the popular journal Mup
ooxwuit during the same time period as his long essay on non-Euclidean geometry.
This piece, «OBOIIOLMOHHBINA U KPUTHYECKHH METOJI B Teopuu no3HaHus» (1902), set
out to contrast the naturalistic approach of Herbert Spencer to Kant’s Critical meth-
od. Although it sheds little, if any, additional light on Chelpanov’s philosophical

27 The obvious objection here is that there is no dispute as to the logical admissibility of other geometric
relations. The issue, instead, concerns our representation of space. Do we intuit space as Euclidean? Can
we mentally picture a straight line as not being the shortest distance between two points?
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stance, it does demonstrate his growing realization of a distinction between the natu-
ralistically considered psychological a priori and the transcendental a priori. Now,
more forcefully than previously, he found Kant’s theory of cognition as having noth-
ing to do with the origin of the a priori forms of scientific consciousness. Kant’s
concern is with epistemology, unlike Spencer whose interest was with the genesis
and development of some concept. Epistemology accepts a scientific concept, such
as causality, and asks whether and to what extent it can justifiably be utilized. Psy-
chology, which was Spencer’s concern, on the other hand, has no interest in justifica-
tion. No doubt Kant recognized that the a priori forms and categories of cognition
had a history, but this was of no interest to him.?

It is quite regrettable that Chelpanov, for the most part, did not provide a basis
by which we could state with confidence his own attitude toward what he outlined in
such simple and clear language. He stated that three elements are necessary for cog-
nition: (1) sensations simpliciter; (2) the forms of space and time; and (3) categories,
which are synthesizing forms.?® While we can clearly see Kant behind this assertion,
was this Chelpanov’s view as well? No unequivocal answer is given. Yet, he gave
every indication further on in his discussion that he accepted the Kantian schema just
mentioned. Some who accept a naturalistic interpretation of Kant may argue that ow-
ing to changes in our physiological conditions, the exact nature of our a priori forms
may change in direct response. Chelpanov found such a view to be wrong in that it
presupposes a direct and naturalistic connection between physiological processes and
our epistemological forms of consciousness. In the absence of evidence in support of
this presupposition, “we cannot draw any conclusions concerning the variability of
the forms of consciousness” [21, ¢. 113].2® Whereas the manner of perceiving space
and time may vary, that we conceive space and time as forms does not change.

A Defense of Transcendental Realism

Chelpanov published and defended as a doctoral dissertation in 1904 his prom-
ised work on our perception of space considered philosophically. In it, he reaffirmed
yet again that our conception of space is a priori, ideal, and a subjective form of cogni-
tion. He devoted considerable attention in it to Kant’s theory and in fact repeated much
that he had stated in his two-part article from the previous year. Indeed, a large portion
of the dissertation itself was taken over from the extensive articles he had previously
published and which we have already examined.! For this reason we need not belabor

2 Yennanos I'.U. DBOMIOLMOHHBI ¥ KPUTHYECKUH METON B Teopuu no3Hanus / Mup Boxuii. 1902,
Ne 8. C. 98 [21].

2 Yenmanos .M. DBOMIONMOHHBIN M KPUTHYECKUI METOJ] B TEOpHH No3Hauus // Mup Boxuii.. C. 101.
%0 In this matter, he explicitly invoked the neo-Kantian Friedrich Paulsen in support of his position.

31 The ideas presented in the dissertation’s Chapter 3 stem from [15]; Chapter 4 is largely a reprint of
[8]; the ideas in Chapter 5 stem from Chelpanov [21]; most of Chapter 6 is a reprint with insignificant
changes from Chelpanov [16] and [17]; and, finally, Chapter 7 is largely a reprint of [19].
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our probe into it. Let us look, though, at some of Chelpanov’s discussions that are new
or at least amplify what we have already seen. For example, in his dissertation, he ex-
plicitly contrasted many of the positions he had supported in the past to those offered
by others including contemporaries. One instance of this concerns lvan Lapshin, who,
in the «IIpeaucnosue» (1896) to his Russian translation of William James’s Psycholo-
gy Briefer Course, wrote that the psychological theory of the underived nature of the a
priori is indistinguishable from the epistemological view of the same. Lapshin con-
tended that those who uphold Kant’s epistemological view logically must also hold the
psychological view.3? As we would expect from what we have seen, Chelpanov disa-
greed. For him, the aim of psychology in this matter is to show that extension cannot
be derived from unextended elements, whereas the epistemological enterprise is to
show the impossibility of thinking of unextended objects.®® The viewpoints of psychol-
ogy and epistemology also differ with respect to the concept of necessity. Necessity in
psychology is a statement concerning the constant conjunction of representations,
whereas in epistemology — Kant’s standpoint — necessity has an objective character.
The objects of cognition are seen as bearers of some necessary character. In Kant’s
case, this necessity is introduced by cognition itself.3*

We have seen that to a surprising degree Chelpanov agreed with much of Kant
with respect to space and time. A question that remains and that has haunted Kant-
scholarship since its first days is whether the acceptance of Kant’s arguments con-
cerning space and time necessarily entail his conclusion that space and time are noth-
ing other than the forms of appearances, i.e., transcendental idealism.*® Is it possible
to accept Kant’s arguments and yet hold that although our representations of space
and time are necessarily subjective, there is still something objective, something in-
dependent of us, that corresponds to them? This is the topic of the final chapter in his
dissertation, Chapter 8.

There are some, Chelpanov charged, who reject the existence of things inde-
pendent of consciousness. One such idealist, to use Chelpanov’s terminology, was
Berkeley, who had to turn to God, who interacts constantly with human individuals
to provide us with representations. If we decline to proceed down such a road, we
have no way to explain specific representations that arise in the human mind and of-

32 anmun Wean U. ®unocodckoe 3HaYeHHE ICUXOIOTHIECKUX Bo33penuil JlxeMca. JlxeMc, YUILIbIM.
[Tcuxonorus. (Text Book of Psychology) / mep. U. W. Jlamumun. CII6.: Tun. Coiikuna. 1896. C. 25 [22].
3 Yennanos I'.U. TIpo6iaeMa BOCIIPHATHS POCTPAHCTBA B CBA3M C YUEHUEM 00 allPMOPHOCTH M POMKIE-
Huu. Yacts II: [lpencraBnenue npoctpancTBa ¢ TOUkH 3peHus raoceonorud. K.: Tum. Kymmnepes. 1904.
C. 122n [23].

34 Tam xe. C. 128. Cp. Yenmanos I'.U. 1903. Tlcuxosorus u Teopus nozuanus // Borpocsr Gpunocoduu
u ncuxonoruu. 1903. Ku. 67, C. 178 [8].

% Kant I. Critique of Pure Reason / trans. Paul Guyer and Allen W. Wood. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press. 1997. C. 159 (A26/B42), 163 (A33/B49 [3]).
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ten enough contrary to our wishes without conceding the existence of a transcendent
or at least a transsubjective world.

Chelpanov recognized as Kant’s response to empirical idealism that things do
exist independently of us, but these things provide only the material, or manifold, for
sensations whereas time and space come from our cognitive faculty as forms. The
cause of our sensations, then, is, in Chelpanov’s understanding of Kant, the thing in
itself, which exists independently of our representations. Since the forms of space,
time, and causality are imposed by consciousness onto the material provided by
things, these things themselves can have none of those forms. Thus, Chelpanov al-
leged that Kant and his followers err in recognizing “transcendent” things in them-
selves as the cause of sensations:

The recognition of something transcendent, i.e., something existing

independently of our consciousness, to which the forms of our mind

cannot be applied but which nevertheless must exert an affection on

our consciousness, seems quite incomprehensible. ... This is why

Kantians, in order to retain Kant’s point of view, i.e., in order to rec-

ognize transcendent ‘things in themselves’ as the cause of sensations

and at the same time explain the origin of our cognition, introduce

the concept of an “empirical affection” in contrast to «transcendent

affection [23, c¢. 399-400].%"
Thus, based on these words alone we see that Chelpanov set himself apart from the
“Kantians”. He did not see himself in 1904 as a Kantian transcendental idealist. This
does not mean, however, that Chelpanov must be stricken from the ranks of neo-
Kantianism. Chelpanov, next, launched into an exposition of the “double affection”
theory, which proposes to eliminate the apparent contradiction concerning how a
thing in itself can “cause” my empirical representations by having things in them-
selves causally affect the transcendental ego (or “I””) and empirical objects causally
affect the empirical subject. We need not pursue this issue further, for Chelpanov
again shied away from controversy proclaiming he will not attempt to adjudicate the
merits of the theory.®

36 Yenmanos I'.1. TIpo6aema BOCTIPHATHS IPOCTPAHCTBA B CBA3H C y4eHHEeM 00 alpHOPHOCTH M POK/e-
wun. Yacts 1I: TIpencraBnenne mpoctpancTBa ¢ ToukH 3peHus rHoceonornd. K.: Tum. Kymmaepes. 1904.
C. 397. Such a stand is quite compatible with Kant’s own form of transcendental idealism as against
Berkeley’s empirical idealism. In Kant’s eyes, transcendental idealism is an empirical realism, whereas
Berkeley’s empirical idealism is a transcendental realism. For more on this, see [3, c. 426 (A369)].

37 As his very terminology indicates, Chelpanov confused the transcendent with the transcendental. In
doing so, he fell victim to an illusion utilizing the category of causality beyond its limited immanent
use. See [3, c. 385 (A295-296/B352)].

38 Chelpanov did not shy away, though, from writing that in any case Kant himself did not hold to any
conception of an epistemic noumenal affection, whether it be encased in a theory of double affection or
not. Kant wrote only of “causality through freedom”. Yenmanos I'.11. ITpo6semMa BOCIIPUATHS IPOCTPaH-
CTBa B CBS3H ¢ yueHHeM 00 anpuopHocTH 1 poxiaenun. Yacts II: [Ipexcrasienne npoctpaHcTBa ¢ TOU-
ku 3peHns raoceostoruu. K.: Tun. Kymnepes. 1904. C. 402 [23].
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Chelpanov found that problems regarding the existence of the thing in itself in
no way are resolved with Kant’s “Refutation of Idealism”, as found in the second
edition of the first Critique. Whereas for Chelpanov the true correlate of my repre-
sentations and intuitions should be actual things, things in themselves,* Kant, in the
“Refutation” confused a proof for the existence of things in themselves with one for
the existence of a thing in space. Although he refuted the “problematic idealism” of
Descartes, he should have undertaken to refute idealism in general. If his interest
were sincere, he would have shown that there are things in themselves independent
of our representations of them, which are responsible for things in space. Kant’s “er-
ror in this case is obvious” [23, c. 403].

No doubt some neo-Kantians were — and are — aware of Kant’s problems and
of his failure to prove the existence of independent things in themselves. In order to
uphold Kant’s overall position while avoiding its problems, they re-interpret the
thing in itself not as a distinct entity existing independently of cognition (under the
“two-worlds interpretation”), but as an asymptotic, limiting concept, the result of
lawful sensible connections produced by consciousness. In their eyes, the synthetic
activity of consciousness itself creates its own objects.*® Chelpanov commented that
on this basis these neo-Kantians find they have no need to admit the existence of
some transsubjective world. Chelpanov found such a position insupportable both
philosophically as well as based on Kant’s own texts. He affirmed, on the contrary,
that we must recognize the existence of a transcendent reality that provides the mate-
rial of sensation. We must also account for why in a particular instance causality is
invoked and not some other category or none at all. That causality is invoked on
some occasions and not on others cannot be explained relying solely on subjective
factors. If the connections of sensations were due exclusively to subjective factors,
there would be no compulsory connections and certainly no consistent agreement
between people. “If we did not recognize the existence of a transsubjective reality
with its specific law-governed regularity, it would be impossible to understand why
we must apply in this or that case this or that specific category” [23, c. 407-408].
Chelpanov saw this as a proof, a transcendental proof, of the existence of a transsub-
jective world. However, this by no means entailed the elimination of a transcendental
apperception connecting representations.** Our cognition is the product of an interac-
tion between the regularity of things and the regularity that consciousness introduces
into things. The thing in itself is a correlate of the unity of apperception. Chelpanov
likened the application of categories to the perception of colors, which is also not
entirely subjective. | see the rose as red owing, for one thing, to some complex set of
chemicals in the object, etc., but also owing to something in my visual apparatus that

39 Chelpanov provided no textual support in Kant for this claim. Instead, he referred the reader to sec-
ondary sources, such as Zeller, VVolkert, and Riehl.

40 Chelpanov in this discussion mentioned [24] and [25] in a footnote, but surprisingly not [26].

41 Chelpanov’s imprecision here and elsewhere should not blind us to the essential Kantian point he is
making here.



102 Conosvésckue uccredosanus. Boinyck 2(70) 2021
Solovyov Studies. Issue 2(70) 2021

regularly responds to the reception of the same wavelength of light from the rose.
One or the other could conceivably not be regular, in which case | would not see that
same rose as consistently red.*?

Chelpanov read Kant along these lines and deemed him to be correct. The
former wrote, “For me, it is indubitable that Kant must have recognized the existence
of an objective foundation of space” [23, c. 411]. Therefore, space is the product of
the interaction of two factors. On the one hand, we have consciousness with certain
properties, and on the other hand, we have an objective foundation in the intentional
object with definite properties. Conceivably, this objective foundation in the object is
not itself space, but only an analogue of space comparable to what is responsible for
us seeing something as a particular color. Chelpanov added that we must remain ul-
timately agnostic in this. All we can say is that our representation of space corre-
sponds — much like a symbol — to something existing in exteriority. He denominated
this position as “transcendental realism” as against “transcendental idealism”, which
takes space to be something merely subjective. In transcendental idealism, there is no
accounting for the regular order of a particular given spatial object. There is no ex-
planation why you see my particular books arranged in the same order that | do.
“Therefore, we must recognize the existence of an objective correlate, of a certain
objective foundation of space, in relation to which our concept of space is, in a cer-
tain sense, a reflection” [23, c. 415].

Transcendental realism, or to use the expression he evidently preferred “ideal
realism”, owing to its allowance for ideal elements within a general realist ontology,
was Chelpanov’s own stand. But he also believed it is fully consistent with and can
be found in Kant’s texts. Although Kant wrote that space and time are subjective
forms, Chelpanov believed this must not be understood as implying that they are
found in consciousness in advance [zaranee] of the sensible manifold. He absolutely
rejected the position that space is exclusively subjective.** Were he to do so would
mean transgressing the bounds of empirical reality. He did not concern himself with
what transcendent reality is. He recognized its existence and therefore could not deny
the objective foundation of space. Such are the positions concerning space that
Chelpanov believed Kant espoused and that Chelpanov also held in 1904.

A Neo-Kantian malgré lui

Sergej Trubeckoj, a well-regarded professor of philosophy at Moscow Univer-
sity, suffered a fatal stroke while waiting for a meeting with the minister of education

42 Although this particular example of the color red is taken from Kant, Chelpanov does mention sound
and color. He was especially indebted in this matter to Riehl, whose discussion is quite similar. See
Riehl Alois. Der philosophische Kriticismus und seine Bedeutung fiir die positive Wisenschaft. Zweiter
Band, Erster Theil // Leipzig: Wilhelm Engelmann. 1879. C. 50-65 [27].

43 “Could Kant look on space as something exclusively subjective? It seems to me absolutely not. Kant
thought that the existence of things in space is immediately obvious. This required no proof”. [23, c. 411n].
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in St. Petersburg in September 1905. His sudden death created a vacancy at the Uni-
versity. The academic committee there in the following year invited Chelpanov to fill
the opening, finding him to be the uniquely qualified candidate for the professorship
in philosophy and psychology.* Chelpanov took up his duties in Moscow in
1907 and as customary gave an inaugural lecture in September entitled «O0
OTHOIIEHHH Ircuxoiorun K puaocodum» (1907). Unfortunately for us, the talk cov-
ered little new ground. It largely summarized his view that each discipline needed the
other, a heated topic at the time.

In the years subsequent to his appointment at Moscow University, Chelpanov
devoted himself far more to psychology and in particular to the promotion of experi-
mental psychology than to philosophy. His treatise in 1908 “On the Mind of Animals”
examined to what extent animals can be held to have minds comparable to human
minds. Do they have mental concepts as we do? Do they have faculties of reason and
understanding? Regrettably, Chelpanov failed to address these questions in a manner
that would allow us to draw any additional conclusions that would comfortably allow
us to characterize him as a neo-Kantian. Kant is not so much as mentioned in the pub-
lished papers stemming from this line of inquiry. And also disappointingly, the issue of
whether animals perceive space and/or time as we do received no attention.

In 1909, Chelpanov published a defense of experimental psychology vis-a-vis the
more traditional reliance on introspection as a psychological technique. He defended both
objective and subjective methods, finding that psychology in general will always rest on
self-observation even while relying on objective techniques. This piece hardly dealt with
the issues confronting us here, but it remains interesting to see Chelpanov’s acknowl-
edgement of Husserl at this early date even though that name does not figure prominent-
ly. Evidently consumed with his new duties, his family, and a newly created experi-
mental psychology laboratory, Chelpanov devoted little time to pure philosophy. Psy-
chology, after all, was his chief interest. However, let us look at two works, both of
which went through multiple editions during his lifetime.

Chelpanov’s large, sustained attack on materialism, «Mo3r u myma (1906), was
based originally on public lectures presented in Kiev in 1898-1899. The first edition
of the collected lectures appeared in 1900 and the last edition, the sixth, appeared in
1918. Its masterfully clear and thorough critique of materialism notwithstanding,
much of its concern falls outside the bounds of our topic here. However, Chelpanov
did turn in one of the book’s chapters to space and in another to time. Inasmuch as he
reiterated his stand without substantial modification over the various editions and in
more than one publication, we can conclude that his statements represented his set-
tled conviction. As in his dissertation, Chelpanov likened our representations of
space and time to our sensation of sound and our representation of color. Indeed, they

4 Py6mos B.B., Ceposa O.E., I'ycesa E.IT. K 150-netuto co aus poxaerus ['eoprus Wsanosuua Yern-
naHoBa // KynaprypHo-uctopudeckas ncuxonorus. 2012, Ne 1. C. 98 [5]. The elation which Chelpanov
naturally would have felt with the news of the appointment was tempered if not made bittersweet by the
unexpected death of his wife that same year leaving him with three young children.
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are completely analogous, and like them space and time have a subjective charac-
ter.* Just as other earthly creatures may conceive colors and hear sounds differently
than we do, the very possibility of the construction of non-Euclidean geometries
demonstrates that at least with regard to space, it may have different properties than
we represent it as having in everyday life. That we cannot represent space in some
manner different than we do is itself proof that our representation of it is connected
in the strongest way possible with our psycho-physical organization.

If our organization conditions our representation of space, it is sub-

jective in the sense in which the sensation of a color or a sound is

subjective. Consequently, we must not think that our space is abso-

lute, an existence independent of our subject. ... In this sense, our

space exists only for us, only for our subject. For another conscious-

ness our space would perhaps not exist [28, c. 208; 29, c. 185].
And Chelpanov again reiterated that our representations of space and time, while
subjective, certainly correspond to something in the objective world just as colors do
in the perceived object. This “something”, though, is quite different from our mental
picture of it.*® Time, as we represent it, exists only in our consciousness. Objectively,
i.e., outside the human consciousness, there is no time. If the process of transmission
by which the objective world conveys to us our representation of time were to cease
functioning, time would be eliminated. In such a fairytale world where all living be-
ings otherwise cognizant of time were fast asleep, time would not exist.

As with «Mo3sr u myma», Chelpanov reworked his basic text «Beenenue B
¢unocoduro» (1916) numerous times during his professorial career. Indeed, it went
through seven editions — the last appearing in 1918 — in his lifetime and offered
wide-ranging presentations in remarkably simple language. Chelpanov in this
«Beenenuey reiterated yet again his stand that our concepts of space and time do not
correspond to an objective something such that our concepts would be mere copies or
reflections of that something. Therefore, our concepts are products of the functioning
of our consciousness. Consciousness creates those concepts. Although we conceive
space to be infinite, it, being merely subjective, is not objectively so.#” Chelpanov
also added the “form” of causality to those of space and time. Possibly leading the
reader astray, however, he began mentioning Kant’s name in conjunction with the
position that other forms, such as substance, are created in consciousness by its func-
tioning. In this manner, whether what Chelpanov ascribed to Kant was also his own

4 Yenmanos M. Mosr u ayma. KpuTuka Matepuain3ma ¥ 04epK COBPEMEHHBIX ydeHUH o aymre. K.:
B.A. IIpocsanuenko. 1906. C. 197 [28]. Also YUennanos I'.11. Mo3r u nyma. Kputuka mMatepuanusma u
OYepK COBPEMEHHbIX yueHuit o ayme. M.: Kymnepes. 1912. C. 176 [29].

46 This and what Chelpanov further said regarding time can be discussed ad nauseam with respect to
Kant. Briefly, Kant at one time held that colors are not objective qualities of intuited bodies. Cm.:
[3, c. 161 (A28)]. He then apparently reversed himself in the second edition of the first Critique, saying “the
predicates of appearance can be attributed to the object in itself”. Tam xe. C. 190 (B69). There are many other
facets to the issue Chelpanov raised. What certainly appears to be indubitable is that Kant objected to compar-
ing the ideality of space with “things like colors, taste, etc.”. Tam xe. C. 161 (A29/B45).

4" Yenmanos I'.1. Beenenue B punocopuro. M.: Tloackaska. B.B. Jlymnos. 1916. C. 34 [30].
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position is ambiguous. What he did clearly state is that there are no innate ideas as
such. “There can only be innate capabilities to form these or those ideas” [30, c¢. 53].
Nonetheless, Chelpanov insisted that this is not to be understood psychologically. He
was making no claim about temporal origin, since such a concern would presuppose
temporality. Rather, epistemology accepts a concept as it is already found in science
and seeks to establish its attributes with the aim of determining why and how it is
applied in experience.

Chelpanov also reiterated his position that the forms of consciousness, while a
priori, are symbolic of something in objectivity much like our representation of a color
is symbolic of a certain wavelength of light. We see from this that there is an enormous
difference between a representation and that which evokes it. But we can conclude that
there are things in themselves, though how they “truly” are must remain beyond our
cognitive ability. On the other hand, such talk appears to invoke causality beyond the
bounds of its legitimate use — or at least in Kant’s scheme it does. Chelpanov recog-
nized the issue but apparently preferred to remain agnostic. He recognized that some
have proposed a “double affection”, but he stated that Kant would hardly have found
that to be satisfactory. Whereas Kant did write of another causality, a causality through
freedom, its applicability is only to human action.®® In the end, Chelpanov claimed
agreement with Windelband that the cognized object is a totality of sensations connect-
ed by certain rules.* Further inquiry is essentially pointless, for it would involve exit-
ing the theory of cognition and venturing into metaphysics. We must, in the final anal-
ysis, limit ourselves to saying that our sensations and representations are indicative of
transcendent somethings, which we can never know. These “somethings” in some
manner induce our consciousness to apply particular a priori categories or forms in a
particular instance and not in another. Such a standpoint, Chelpanov’s standpoint, he
now called “critical realism”.*® In his 1913 psychology textbook referenced above, he
elaborated slightly, writing that our certainty in the constancy of elementary physical
laws remains steadfast even though this stand itself remains unproven. In fact, no fac-

48 According to the most technical treatment of “double affection”, transcendent things in themselves
affect the transcendent consciousness in itself while correspondingly empirical things affect my empiri-
cal consciousness. The development of this position took place more recently than Chelpanov’s work,
but he knew of its early formulations. See Yenmnanos I'.11. Beenenue B dunocoduro. M.: TTonckaska.
B.B. dymuos. 1916. C. 86-87 [30].

4 Tam xe. C. 118.

50 Tam ske. C. 120. There is no indication in Chelpanov’s numerous texts that he essentially distin-
guished the various designations he used to characterize his own overall position. Why Chelpanov em-
ployed one particular expression at one time and another expression at another time is unclear. Certain-
ly, the expression “critical realism” had already been attached to the positions of several philosophers
whom he evidently held in high regard such as Riehl, who in effect labeled his stance as a “critical real-
ism”. See Riehl Alois. Der philosophische Kriticismus und seine Bedeutung fiir die positive
Wisenschaft. Zweiter Band, Zweiter Theil. Leipzig: Wilhelm Engelmann. 1887. C. 174 [31]; Also Riehl
Alois. Introduction to the Theory of Science and Metaphysics. London: Kegan Paul, Trench, Triibner, &
Co. 1894. C. 165 [32]. In particular, Wilhelm Wundt, to whom Chelpanov often positively referred, had
used the expression “critical realism” in the very title of his serialized article “Uber naiven und
kritischen Realismus”, which started to appear in 1896.
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tual evidence could disprove the law of causality. This, to Chelpanov’s mind, demon-
strated that the causal law is a presupposition, i.e., a transcendental a priori condition,
of cognition. Furthermore, our apprehension of the incessant change of appearances
given to cognition would be inconceivable if we did not presuppose the persistence of
some unalterable thing grounding these appearances. This ground is called “sub-
stance”. In other words, substances are a necessary presupposition of cognition.%
Chelpanov, in this manner, reiterated Kantian transcendental arguments for the catego-
ries of causality and substance, and thereby again demonstrated his stand that these two
key categories are to be understood as Kant did.

Chelpanov did provide summaries of various ethical theories such as utilitari-
anism and the then-popular views of Spencer and Schopenhauer. These are little
more than perfunctory expositions as required in an introductory survey text. How-
ever, he realized that any talk of morality required some account of responsibility and
that in turn leads to the perennial issue of free will. Being, above all, a psychologist,
Chelpanov recognized that human actions are not totally arbitrary. Not only are many
of our actions determined by some external factor, but we must take into account also
social causes. Our particular will is very much shaped not just by the environment,
but by our past which formed our character. In general, there is a reason we act as we
do. Therefore, in a sense all of our actions are caused and, therefore, necessary in the
sense of being law-governed. Yet, even though our actions are caused we are respon-
sible for them. Chelpanov recognized the unoriginality of this conclusion. Such di-
verse thinkers as Kant and Mill recognized it, but so too did Paulsen and Wundt. “It
is precisely the feeling of responsibility that is the cause of the fact that we consider
the will to be free” [30, c. 473]. We routinely interpret this human feeling as meaning
that externality is not the decisive factor in our choice of action. We decide on a
course of action through a realization of what kind of individual we are, how we un-
derstand our own character, which requires a self-consciousness including an ability
to connect the present with the past. We see from this why animals cannot be held
responsible for their actions. Lacking self-consciousness, they cannot ascribe free-
dom to themselves.>? Only human beings in the natural world are ethical beings.

In the final years of the Imperial Russian regime, Chelpanov devoted little at-
tention to purely philosophical problems. If we except revisions to his introductory
text and a few reviews, his writings at the time, though still significant in number,
belonged to psychology and, to a lesser degree, pedagogy. The psychological insti-
tute that Chelpanov created with generous funds from a non-academic source and
directed until November 1923 was expropriated from him as was his position at
Moscow University. Chelpanov valiantly attempted to defend non-partisan scholar-
ship against official assaults to no avail, of course. During a significant portion of
that decade, he was attached to the ['ocymapcTBeHHast akaaeMusi XyJA0KECTBEHHBIX
Hayk (AXH), where he was able to carry out some psychological investigations.

! Yennanos .M. Kparkuii moropbiii kype mcuxosoruu. M.: «Cotp. mk.» A. 3amecckon. 1913.
C. 135[18]. Cm. [3, c. 300 (A182/B225-226)].
52 Yenmanos I'.W. Beenenue B punocopuro. M.: Ioackaska. B. B. lymuos. 1916. C. 474-476 [30].



Tomac Hemem. HYennanos: ncuxonoe kax peaiucm-neokanmuarney 107
Tomas Nemeth. Chelpanov: The Psychologist as a Realist Neo-Kantian

However, in 1930 he and the remaining staff were let go with the liquidation of
I'AXH, and Chelpanov was forced into retirement.*

In light of the exposition above, the question still lingers: Was Chelpanov a
neo-Kantian? What is clear is that he never referred to himself in print as a neo-
Kantian. Indeed, he distinctly distanced himself from those routinely characterized as
“neo-Kantians” in his writings. In his own Benenue B dunocoduto, he called F.A.
Lange, the celebrated author of the three-volume Geschichte des Materialismus, a
“typical representative of neo-Kantianism”.>* The same characterization can also be
found in Chelpanov’s earlier book «O coBpeMeHHBIX (HHUIOCOPCKUX HAMPABICHUIK)
(1902), in which he also wrote that neo-Kantianism arose in the 1860s and represent-
ed a third form of positivism.>®> One may conclude from this that Chelpanov dis-
tanced himself from neo-Kantianism owing to a difference concerning the viability
of metaphysics as a philosophical discipline. However, he also listed Cohen, Natorp,
Windelband, Liebmann, and even Riehl as representatives of neo-Kantianism, alt-
hough these figures espoused quite different understandings of that general direc-
tion.%® Chelpanov paid the greatest homage, based on references and direct textual
expressions of agreement, to Wilhelm Wundt and Friedrich Paulsen, the latter com-
monly labelled a neo-Kantian.*’

A definitive determination of Chelpanov’s philosophy vis-a-vis neo-
Kantianism is impossible, particularly in light of his many inconclusive statements.
On the one hand, he stated that the “inductive metaphysics” of Wundt and Paulsen
represented the “latest word of contemporary philosophy”. To be sure, Chelpanov
admitted that Wundt’s philosophy contained contradictions on specific points, but

53 Although arguably more information on Chelpanov as an individual and his family is not germane to
our philosophical concerns here, the family story is filled with loss and tragedy. His older brother Va-
silij, to whom he was close in his youth, was executed in 1920 as a representative of the bourgeoisie.
The closing of GAKhN left Chelpanov in a precarious financial position. In 1930, his daughter Natal’ja,
who had married a French diplomatic attaché, was forbidden entry into the Soviet Union, and
Chelpanov never saw her again. In 1933, another daughter, Tat’jana, died. In 1935 his granddaughter
Marina, the daughter of his son Aleksandr, also died, followed shortly afterward in the same year by the
execution of Aleksandr on the fabricated and preposterous charge of conspiring for Germany against the
Soviet government. Chelpanov himself, by this time in rather poor physical condition, was not in-
formed. This and a great deal more biographical information, including the family tree, can be found in
Bouaposa 2.b., Bopo6ses B.C. Manonssectasre crpans! sxu3an I'. Y. Yenmanosa: k 150-neruio co qus
poxnenust // Teopernueckas u skcrepuMeHTanbHas nicuxosorus. 2012. Tom 5, Beim. 3 [33].

%4 Yenmanos I'.U. Beenenne B gpunocoduro. M.: Toxckaska. B. B. lymuos. 1916. C. 271 [30].

% Yenmanos I.U. O coBpeMennbix punocodckux Hanpasiaenusx / nox pea. Iycras lner. K.: Tum.
ITetp bapckuit. 1902. C. 59 [2].

%6 Yenmanos I'.1. Beenenue B dunocopuro. M.: IMoxackaska. B. B. Jlymuos. 1916. C. 283 [30]. In a
logic text from his Kiev years, he wrote, “I affirm that from the logical point of view we have no right to
deny the possibility of metaphysics, i.e., the science of super-experiential cognition. ... I want to show
that cognition in both metaphysics and science is subject to the same laws and that truth is the same in
both science and metaphysics. There certainly can be doubt only concerning the degree of validity of the
cognitions attained by them” [34, c. 157].

57 Beiser Frederick C. The Genesis of Neo-Kantianism, 1796-1880. Oxford: Oxford University Press.
2014. C. 2 [58].



108 Conosvésckue uccredosanus. Boinyck 2(70) 2021
Solovyov Studies. Issue 2(70) 2021

these were unimportant in comparison with the method employed, viz., that Wundt
reconciled natural science with metaphysics thereby moderating the pretensions of
both.%® On the other hand, we saw that he characterized his position as a “critical re-
alism”. Moreover, we saw a repetition of key points in a number of his writings that
qualify him as a realist neo-Kantian. True, even in his own day, Chelpanov’s con-
temporaries struggled to attach a consistent label to his position. Sergej A. Askol’dov
(1871-1945), who later taught at St. Petersburg University, saw Chelpanov’s doctor-
al work as representative of a very qualified form of Kantian Criticism, certainly not
of an orthodox form. On the other hand, Chelpanov, in Askol’dov’s estimation, held
views incompatible with the basic doctrines and most important conclusions of Kant-
ianism. Although Chelpanov allowed for Kantian a priori conditions of cognition —
and thus adhering to this extent to Kantianism — he also claimed that things in them-
selves, despite being unknowable, affect in some manner our experience and, in turn,
our cognition.®® Thus, it is impossible for him to say that things in themselves are
uncognizable.’’ Askol’dov added that if Kant had accepted what Chelpanov allowed,
all of Kant’s conclusions in his first Critique would be imperiled.

Others with a greater familiarity with contemporary German philosophy and
neo-Kantianism, in particular, were not so quick to expel Chelpanov from the neo-
Kantian camp. We should recall, for example, that the principal basis for Askol’dov’s
rejection of characterizing Chelpanov as a neo-Kantian was the latter’s belief in nou-
menal affection. Yet in addition to Paulsen, Alois Riehl, as we saw, unquestionably
held a realist view, writing that “space and time are concepts that have their empirical
and real basis in the manifold of sensations, their ideal foundation in the logical capaci-
ties of our mind” [27, c. 107]. If anything, Chelpanov, with his affirmation of the un-
cognizability of things in themselves, was even more of a Kantian than was Riehl, who
rejected their uncognizability. Also unlike Riehl, for whom the existence of external
objects was a matter of immediate knowledge, something that needed no philosophical
proof, for Chelpanov the need to accept noumenal affection in order to account for ap-
pearances counted as a philosophical proof of that existence.®* Finally, for the last word
on this topic, we turn to Boris Jakovenko, who in an extended essay from 1922 wrote,
“Among the Kantians should also be included G.I. Chelpanov, who in his vast episte-
mological investigations devoted to the problem of space, attempted to provide a
grounding for Critical Philosophy in the spirit of transcendental realism” [37, ¢. 807].%

%8 Yenmanos .M. O coBpeMeHHBIX (QmI0coPCcKuX HampasieHusx / nox pexa. I'ycras [mer. K.: Tum.
Metp bapcknit. 1902. C. 91, 106 [2].

59 Ackombnos C.A. Teopun Hogedinmaro kputuimsma. (ITo moBoxy aByX KHET) // Bompock! gpunocodun
u ncuxoyoruu. 1904, Ku. 74. C. 520-549 [36].

60 Tam »xe. C. 546.

61 Riehl Alois. Der philosophische Kriticismus und seine Bedeutung fiir die positive Wisenschaft.
Zweiter Band, Erster Theil // Leipzig: Wilhelm Engelmann. 1879. C. 186, 18.

62 For the very reason that Askol’dov gave, few would place Chelpanov among the “Kantians”. Thus,
Pustarnakov is correct in writing that Chelpanov cannot be classified as a Kantian and that Chelpanov,
unlike Kant, held metaphysics could be a science “connected with the inductive conclusions of the con-
crete sciences” [38, c. 683]. He is wrong, though, in not recognizing the common elements between
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Chelpanov was a quiet neo-Kantian. That some denied him that label had much to do
with their own narrower understanding of the term.
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Pedepar

MoxHo 1u oxapakTepu3oBath ['eoprust UenmanoBa kak HeokanThaHma? Ecnm
OH OBUT HEOKaHTHAHIIEM, TO KaKMM HEOKaHTHaHIeM oH ObUI? boiee Toro, Kak Mbl
MOXKeM OOBSICHHUTH €ro KPUTHKY B aJipec TeX, Koro B ['epMaHuy 0OBIYHO HA3BIBAIOT
HeokaHTHaHIaMHU? UTOOBI OTBETUTH HA 3TH BOIIPOCHI, B TAHHON CTaThe UCCIEAYIOTCS
pasnuunbie puiocodckue U ncuxonorndeckue counnenus I'. Yenmanosa.

MHorue u3 cambix paHHuX myOnmkaruii . UenmaHoBa MOCBSIIEHBI HAIIEMY
BOCHPHUATHIO TIPOCTpaHCTBa. OJHAKO OH MHTEPECOBAICA W HAIIUM CyOBHEKTUBHBIM
OCO3HAaHUEM TEYCHHUs BPEMEHHU. AHaIH3 HaIlero CyOheKTUBHOTO OIIYIICHHUS BpeMe-
HU W TPOCTPAHCTBA BAXKEH JJIsI HAc. YUEHBIE CETOMHS YacTO TECHO CBSI3BIBAIOT
TpaHCUEHACHTAJIbHBIN naeanu3M KaHTa ¢ ero 3ammuroil anpruopHO IpHUpos! Halle-
ro TpPEeACTaBIEHUS O MPOCTpaHCTBE M BpemeHH. OTcramBan ju YenmaHOB HYHCTO
AIPUOPHBIA XapakTep MPOCTPAHCTBA M BPEMEHH M BMECTE C HUM TPAHCIEHICHTAIb-
HbIM naeanu3M? M BO3MOXKHO JIM 0XapaKTepU30BaTh €ro Kak HEOKAaHTHaHIA?

B ortnmnume ot Kanra, YenmaHoB yTBEp K Aail, 4TO Mbl HE MOYKEM IPEICTABIATh
HU BpeMs, HM MPOCTPAHCTBO JIMLIEHHBIMHU cojepxanus. [lo mMHeHuro YenmaHoBa,
KanT nmen B BuAy HE IICHXOJOTHYECKOE YYBCTBO TE€UEHHUSI BPEMEHH, a MaTeMaTnyie-
ckoe BpeMmsa. B «lIpenucnoBue» k cBoeil maructepckoii nuccepranuu 1896 r. Yenma-
HOB TIKMCaJI, YTO €0 OCHOBHAs 3a00Ta ObuIa (PUI0COPCKON — CTPYKTYpa M MPOUCKOXK-
JICHHE HAILleTo IpeAcTaBlieHus O mpocTtpancTBe. OH HaAEsICs NPOSACHUTH MPodieMy
C TIOMOIIBIO aHAJIM3a IICUXOJIOTHUECKUX (PakToB U 3aK0HOB. OOpalieHue K NCUX0J0-
MU JI0JDKHO OBUIO CTaTh JIMIIB MPEABAPUTEIbHBIM, XOTS U HEOOXOAMMBIM HCCIIE0-
BaHUEM, YTOOBI TOJITOTOBUTHCS K OCHOBATEIBHOMY OOCYXKIeHWIo (uimocopckont
POOIIEMBI.

B Hauane XX Beka UenmaHoB omyOJIMKOBAl HECKOIBKO (pHI0CO(MCKHUX CcTaTeH.
Lenp mepBoro scce 3akiIovanach B TOM, YTOOBI ONPENeNnTb, CYILECTBYIOT JIN alpH-
OpHEBIE 3JIeMEHTHI o3HaHus. O0palnasch K MOHATHIO YHCIa, OH CTPEMHJICS [T0Ka3aTh,
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YTO, BOIPEKH 3MIIUPU3MY, 3TO MIOHATHE AIIPHOPHO, & HE MOIyYEHO U3 YyBCTBEHHOIO
omnbITa. [y YenmanoBa MOHATHE YUCIIa MOKHO MPOCIIEANUTH 0 Tay3 B HAIIMX CO3HA-
TEJHHBIX MPOIEccax.

Takum oOpa3om, B3risiAbl YenmaHoBa Ha MOHATHE YHCIA UMEIOT OIPEEIeH-
HBIe cxojncTBa co B3mmimamMu Kanra. Ob6a cudTaidy 3TO anpHOPHBIM, (GopMatbHBIM,
OCHOBAaHHBIM Ha BHYTPEHHEM CO3HAHUU BPEMCHU YCIOBHEM OIIbITA.

[TonsTue mpuunnHocty y Yenmnanosa, kak 1 'y Kanra, anpuopno. OHo, KOHEU-
HO, HE 3MITUPUYECKOTO MPOUCXOKICHUS, TIOCKOJIBKY B TIPOTHBHOM Cllydae HE ObLIO
Obl HEOOXOIMMBIM W yHHBEpCAIbHBIM. [IpumedartensHo, yTOo UenmaHOB Majo 4TO
CKa3all 0 ero TeHEe3UCe B YEIOBEYECKOM CO3HAHWHU. Uero Hemb3sl CKa3aTh O KOHIIETI-
MU TIPOCTPAHCTBA. YeImaHoB, CTONKHYBIINCH C JOCTIKEHUSIMH MaTEMATHUKH, CTpe-
MUJICSI OTJCNIUTH Hallle MHTYUTHUBHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO OT €BKJIMIOBOM T€OMETpHUH C €€
HabOpOM reOMETPUUECKIX OTHOLICHUH. Bee reomeTpuueckie GoOpMbl POU3BOASTCS
B CO3HAaHUHU W SABIAIOTCA uaeanu3anusMu. Ha camom jene He cCylecTByeT Io-
HACTOAIIEMY MPAMBIX JIMHUH, OHU MPSIMBIE TOIBKO B HAIIMX MBICIAX. ToT (akT, 9aTo
TeOMETPHUS MOXET OBITh TIOCTPOEHa C aOCONIOTHOM MOCIeN0BaTENFHOCTHIO HE3aBH-
CHUMO OT OIIBITa, TIOKA3hIBAET €€ MPUOPUTETHOCTb. MBICIIEHHOE TIOCTPOCHHE TeOMET-
pUH HE 3aBHCUT OT OMBITa U KOHKPETHOTO MPOCTPAHCTBA C ONpeAeICHHBIMU XapaK-
Tepuctukamu. IlocTpoeHre BHyTpeHHE HEMPOTHBOPEUNBEIX T€OMETPHIl ITOKA3hIBACT,
YTO MOHATHE MPOCTPAHCTBA AMUCTEMOIOTUYECKH allPUOPHO, SBJSETCS YCIOBUEM TTO-
3HAHUS U BOCIIPHUATHS B IIEIIOM.

I'. YennmanoB yTBepKIad, 4TO IS TIO3HAHUS HEOOXOIWMBI TPH DJIEMEHTA!
1) MHOTOOOpa3ue B YyBCTBEHHOCTH; 2) (POPMBI IPOCTPAHCTBA U BPEMEHH; 3) KaTero-
pHH, KOTOpBIE SIBJISIFOTCS CHHTE3UpYyommMu Gopmamu. OH OBLT coritaceH ¢ Ooblien
yacTpio yueHus KaHTa B OTHOLIEHHM MpPOCTpaHCTBAa M BpeMeHU. Ho BO3MOXKHO 1n
MPUHATH apryMeHThl KaHTa ¥ B TO e BpeMs yTBEpPKJaTh, UTO, XOTS HAIIM Tpe-
CTaBIJICHUS O MPOCTPAHCTBE U BPEMEHHU 0053aTeIbHO CyOhEKTHBHBI, BCE K€ €CTh UTO-
TO OOBEKTHBHOE, YTO-TO HE3aBUCHUMOE OT HAC, YTO KM COOTBETCTBYET?

B 1904 rony YenmanoB He cuuTan ce0s KaHTHAHCKUM TPAHCICHICHTAIbHBIM
naeanuctoM. OIHAKO 3TO HE 03HAYAET, YTO OH JIOJDKEH OBITh BBHIYEPKHYT W3 PSIOB
HeokaHTHaHCTBA. OH yTBEpKAall, 9TO MBI JOJDKHBI PU3HATH CYIIECTBOBAHUE TPAHC-
IIEHJICHTHOW peabHOCTH, KOTOpas oOecreurnBaeT Marepuan omIyreHuil. Taxke
JIOJDKHA OBITH MPUYWHA, TI0 KOTOPOW KOHKPETHAsI KaTeropusi MPUYMHHOCTH BEHI3bIBA-
€TCSl B HEKOTOPBIX CIy4asiX, a He B APYTrux. TpaHCIEHACHTaIbHBIM peannsM, JOMmyc-
KalIIU{ HAMYMAE HMICATBHBIX DJIEMEHTOB B OOIIEW pealrCcTUYECKOW OHTOJIOTHH,
ObLT coOCTBeHHOM mo3uiuel Yenmanora. [Ipu 3ToM OH cuMTall, YTO 3TO MOJTHOCTHIO
cormacyerca ¢ TekcramMu Kanta m mMoxer ObITh 0OHapykeHO B HHMX. YeImaHoB co
CBOWIM YTBEp)KJIEHHEM O HEY3HAaBa€MOCTH Bellel B cebe ObuT Jake Oosee KaHTHaH-
LIeM, YeM, HalpuMep, aBCTpo-HeMell Aniou3 Puib, OTBepraBInii UX HEY3HABAEMOCTb.

Takum o0Opa3om, ¢ Hamel TOYKU 3peHUs, YenmnanoB ObUT HEOKaHTHAHIIEM, XO-
TS U NPEACTABUTEIIEM PEaTUCTHUECKOr0 HEOKAHTUAHCKOTO Jiareps, B KOTOPBIA BXO-
JIunu Takke Pub u [aynbceH.
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A. Blok’s Marginalia on the Albigensian Crusade
as an Indication of the Historical Sources of “Notes”
in the Drama “The Rose and the Cross”

Article four, final

Abstract. This article considers the problem of the historical sources reflected in Blok’s drama “The
Rose and the Cross”. It demonstrates that Blok’s marginalia in the books of his library serve as an indi-
cation of the unknown literary and historical sources of the “Notes” on the Albigensian crusade in the
drama “The Rose and the Cross”, and can also be used in interpreting the symbolism of this drama.
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Beeoenue

B unTepBhIO TazeTe «bupkeBbie BeqoMocTn» (nekadps 1916 1.) A. Briok cBuze-
TEILCTBOBAJ, «UTO UCTOpUYIECKHe (haKThI necTBril apaMel <«Poza u Kpect»>, mpoBan-
CaJIbCKHE U OPETOHCKHE HA3BaHKs €€ — BEPHBI U JIeHCTBUTENBHBIY!. TeM He MeHee B pa-
6otax psina uccrnenosareneii, B ocooennoctu J. enyapko (1931 r.), B.M. XKupmyn-
ckoro (1964 r., 1977 r.) u E.A. CriuBkuna (2008 T.), ObUTH BEISBICHBI K O0CYKICHBI JI0-
MYIIEHHBIC TOATOM UCKaXeHs 3THX (hakToB. Ecnu nepBoHavanbHO biioka mono3pesaiu
B «COBEPIIEHHO HEIOCTATOYHOM 3HAHMH CPEIHEBEKOBBS»Z, TO MO3/IHEE TEMATHYECKOE
M3y4eHUE JPamMbl MPUBENIO UCCIe0BaTeNeH K BBIBOIY O TOM, uTO «BJIOK mpHaaBa cy-
IECTBEHHOE 3HAYEHHE JOKYMEHTAILHOCTH UCTOPUYECKOTO MATEpUaa CBOEH Ibech»®,
OJTHAKO JTMPUYECKOE BOCIIPOU3BENICHUE aJbOUTONCKOTr0 MH(a» 00YCIOBHIO TaKOE I0-

CTPOCHUE CIOXKETA, '€ «HMCTOPHUYCCKUEC aHAXPOHU3MbI, Pa3yMECTCsa, XYAOKCCTBCHHO

Baaromapaoctn / Acknowledgments. B 3axiroueHre HUKIa aBTOp BBIpaKaeT 0COOYIO MPH3HATENEHOCTH
npexacenarento brokockoit komuccnn PAH, n.¢.1., npod. W.C. TIprxoapko 3a yqacTre ¥ IOMOIIb B Hadaie
9TOH pabOTHI, COTBOPUIECKHE UJIEH M BCET/a 3aCTaBIISIOINE 33 JyMaThCsl KOMMEHTapHH, KOTOPBIE TTOTYIHIIH
OTpaKeHHE U OBUTH Pa3BUTHI B JAaHHOM IIMKJIE, B CBSI3H C YEM ITyOJIMKYEMBIi IIMKIT CTaT BO3MOXKEH Oarozapst
9TOI COBMECTHOH paboTe. ABTOp TarKe NMPUHOCHT CepAedHyro OnaromapHocTh brokosckoit rpymme MPJIA
PAH B nmrie pyxoBouTerns [ pymnmb! o W31aHnro akageMuaeckoro [1omHoro coOpaHnst COUMHEHHH | HceM
A.A. Broka n.¢.H. H.IO. I'psixanoBoii u k.¢.H. A.A. AJekcaHapoBa 3a HEOLIGHUMYIO MOMOIIb B paboTe ¢
nomeramu U pykonucsaiMu A.A. broka, omyOnMKOBaHHBIMU aBTOPOM LIMKJIA B BhImyckax 3(67) 3a 2020 r. u
2(70) 3a 2021 r. xypHana «CoJIOBBEBCKUE HCCIECAOBAHUS». ABTOP TAKKe BBIPA)KaeT CBOIO IIYOOKYIO TpH-
3HATENBHOCTD 32 MO/IEPXKKY CO CTOPOHBI Ipod., 1.¢unoc.H. .U. EBnammnuesa, npod., 1.¢.1. C.1. Tutapen-
ko u wi-kopp. PAH, npod., n.¢.H. A.JI. TonopkoBa, BRIUMTABIINX OT/IENBHBIC CTaThU IMKJIA M BHECIIHX
IIEHHBIE PEKOMEH/AIIMH 10 COBEPIICHCTBOBAHMIO MccienoBaHus, a Take M.C. Edumosoii 3a momonts B
HAyYHOM TepeBOie psiaa (PPaHKON3BIMHBIX IIUTAT M AaHOHUMHBIM PEIIeH3eHTaM JKypHalIa 3a MX 3aMeJaHusI 1
komMeHTapun. Ocobast 6J1aroJapHOCTh KOJUIEKTHBY PEIKOIUIErHH XKypHaa «CONOBbEBCKHE UCCIIEIOBAHUS,
KOTOpBIil TTOMOT MPEOI0JIeTh BCE TPYIHOCTH, CBSI3aHHBIC C ITyONIMKalKel pacirppoBOK PYyKOIHCEH U HX
(baxcumme.

! Bnok A.A. <Wntepsbio o apame «Po3a u Kpect»> // Biok A.A. CoGp. cou.: B 8 . T. 4. M., 1961.
C. 530 [1].

2 Ilenynexo M. O6 ucrounmkax apamel broka «Po3a u Kpect», Slavia (Praha), 1930-1931, vol. 9, issue
1, p. 121 [2].

3 ¥upmynckuit B.M. Jlpama Anekcannpa Broka «Po3a u kpect». Jluteparyprbie ucroannku // JKup-
myHckuil B.M. Teopus nurepatypsl. Ilostuka. Crunucruka. M., 1977. C. 260 [3].



116 Conosvésckue uccredosanus. Boinyck 2(70) 2021
Solovyov Studies. Issue 2(70) 2021

onpasankl...»*. TakuM 00pa3soM, BBISBIEHHE HEM3BECTHBIX PAHEE MCTOPHYECKHX HC-
TOYHHKOB, M3Y4eHHBIX briokoM B niepron paboTter Ha Oyaymeit apamoii «Po3a i Kpect»
(maree — PK), IO3BOJISIET MPOCIIECAUTE TPAHC(HOPMAITHIO 3THX UCTOYHUKOB B CHMBOJIUCT-
CKOM XY/IO’KECTBEHHOM TEKCTE, YTO JAcT HOBBIE, IOKYMEHTAIEHO OOOCHOBAaHHBIE Tep-
MEHEBTHUECKHUE KIIFOUH K «IIOJCITYJHBIMY 3aMbICIIaM aBTOpA.

Oco0OeHHBIN MHTEpEC, 110 HAIeMy MHEHHIO, IPEACTABISIOT MCTOYHMKH, HC-
MoJIb30BaHHBIE BIOKOM /7151 BOCCO3IaHHS PEIMTHO3HO-UCTOPHYECKOTO (DOHA IpamBbl,
JeiCTBUE KOTOPOM MPOMCXOANT B MEPHOJ alIbOMIOHCKOr0 KpecToBoro noxoxa. Kax
opu10 yoeautensHO moka3aHo O.E. JItoOuMoBoO#, «coueTanue 3asiBICHHON ““BHEHUCTO-
PUYHOCTH” C THIATENBHO BBIMMCAHHBIMH HCTOPHUYECKUMH PEATUSMH TI03BOJISIET
MPEIONI0KUTh, YTO BEIOOp MMeHHO 1208 r. — BpeMeHH Havaja KPeCTOBBIX MOX0A0B
MPOTHUB AIbOMTONIIEB — MO3BOJIMII aBTOPY BBICBETUTh HEKOTOPHIE Ba)KHBIC AJISI HETO
KOJUIM3HM TIbeChl. <...> BCleacTBHE 3TOr0 €CTECTBEHHO MPEAIOIOXKHUTh, YTO TeMa
anpOuroiickoro Boccranus B Apame “Poza m Kpect”, 3Byyamas modtu 4to 3a cie-
HOMW, OTTEHSET HEKOTOPbIC HETOBEPXHOCTHBIC CMBICJIBI NPOM3BEICHMS, HENasi ero
3BEHOM B IIENIM HENPEPHIBHBIX Pa3MBILUICHUH Haj HanOosee BaXHbIMH I bioka
mpobaemamu» [5, c. 79, 81].

Penurunozno-punocodckuii KOHTEKCT, B KOTOPOM IO3T BCTPEYAETCS C TEMOU
KaTapoB, ObUI paCCMOTPEH B MEPBOI CTaThe HACTOALIErO IIMKJIA HA OCHOBAaHWU aHa-
nn3a OJIOKOBCKUX MOMET MpH NpouTeHrnn «Dunocodckux Havasl HeTbHOTO 3HAHUS
(1877 r.) na crpanunax 1-ro Toma «CoOpanus counnenuii» Bn. Conosbesa®. Co-
rinacHo Bi. ConoBbeBy, «3Ta peiurus, BO30yAuBIIas NPOTUB ceOS OINHAKOBO BPaX-
Iy KaK PUMCKOH LEpPKBH ..., TaK ¥ (eofaabHOr0 rocynapcTBa, Morudia B MOTOKAX
KpoBU. KpecToBbIi MMOX0J] MPOTUB ALOUTONIIEB OBLI IOCIIEAHUM BaKHBIM aKTOM
o01IIel COI3HOM JIeATeIbHOCTH PUMCKOW LIEPKBU M rocyaapctBay [7, c. 246-247].
Bruta oOcyxeHa runoTes3a 0 3aMMCTBOBAHHUHM psijia UAel U3 3Toro counHeHus B PK,
B TOM YHCJIE O COJIOBBEBCKOM KOHTEKCTE abOUToiCcKoil TeMbl B PK, T/Ie «MOTYT CO-
JIepKAThCS IMUPOKUE TEPMEHEBTUYECKAE BO3MOXHOCTU JUIS TMOHUMAHHS ‘‘TEMHBIX
Mmect” npamel ‘“Poza m Kpect”, B mepBoHaYanbHBIX BepcHsix KOTOpoi ['astan Obun
TECHO CBAI3aH ¢ anbouroiinamm»®. B 3akimouenue ObU10 00EMAHO CIENUATBHO MTOCBS-
THTB 9TOMY BOIIPOCY «OTAENBHYIO pabOTy Ha CTPAHUILAX HACTOSIETO KypHAIa» .

[Ipenyaraemass pabota yTOUHSIET W 3aBepIIAET OUYEPUYCHHBIH TeMaTHYECKHN
KpYT, TIOCKOJIbKY AajibHEHIIee n3yuyeHne TeMaTHIeCKIX MoMeT bioka, oTHOCSIMXCs
K «aJIpOUroiickoMy» McTopuueckoMy (OHY Ipambl, MO3BOJIMIO OOHAPYXHTH PSII
JPYTUX JUTEPATypHBIX MCTOYHHKOB, K KOTOPHIM TO3T OOpallaics MpH HAHCAHUN

4 Cnuskun E.A. Karapckuii Mud o HebecHoM aBoiinnke B apame Anekcanapa bioka «Posa u Kpec» //
Bomnpocer muteparypst. 2008. Ne 4. C. 86, 90 [4].

5 Cm.: Poiukor AJL. «Peiuapb-MoHax» U «Prinapb-ctpannuk»: Bi. Conosbes u npama A. broka «Po3a
u Kpecr» // ConobeBckue uccinenosanus. 2013. Bem. 4(40). C. 173—185 [6]. (3aronoBok craTey Impea-
noxen U.C. TIpuxoapko).

6 Cm.: Tam xe. C. 182.

" Tam xe. C. 183.
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PK n «IIpumeuanuii» k Hell. IX pacCMOTPEHUIO ¥ BO3MOKHOMY OTPaKEHHIO B TEK-
cte PK NOCBSIIEHO HACTOSAILEE UCCIIEA0BaHUE.

Mapeunanuu bnoxa 6 numepamypHvix UCHOYHUKAX
aAnbOULOUCKO20 UCMOPUHECK020 (POHA Opambl

B knaccuueckoM uccnenosanuu apambel PK B.M. XXupMyHckuil ipuiiien K BbIBO-
Iy, 9TO «amnpens—Maii 1912 1. ciemyer cuutaTb TeM IepUo0M, B KOTOPBIHA OIPEIeNsoT-
CSl XapaKTEPMCTUKU W/WINM OCHOBHBIE CHOKETHBIC JIMHHM TJIABHBIX HepcoHaxein®. I1o
BJIAJIETIFYECKAM 3alFICSM Ha THTYJIBHBIX JINCTaX KHHUT OJIOKOBCKOHM OmOnmmoTrekn B.M.
KupmyHCKHii TakKe YCTaHOBHII, YTO TIO3TOM 1S paboThl Hax PK «OONBITMHCTBO KHAT
1o (ppaHITy3cKOMY U TIPOBAHCAILCKOMY CPEIHEBEKOBBIO mprodpeTeHo B [lerepOypre B
mapre — anpene 1912 r.»°. Takum 06pa3oM, OJHUM M3 €TO MEPBLIX TEMATUYECKHUX TPH-
obpertenuii 28 ¢eppans 1912 r. (cornacho 3amucu A. broka Ha mMyTUTyIe KHUrE™Y)
CTAHOBUTCS «YHUBEPCAIBHBIN CIIOBAph 10 UcTopur M reorpadum» M.H. Byite'!, no ko-
TOPOMY TIO3T TIIATENBHO, C MTOMETaMH BBIBEpPSAET MCTOPUYECKHE MMEHA, TOMOHUMBI U
Ha3BaHWs, BBOAWUMBIC B JIMOPETTO CIiEpBa MPEAIONaraeMoi ONephl, B UTOTe CTaBIICH
npamatuyeckor meecor PK. 13 22 nomeuennsix biokom cioBapHbIx crateit 18 mocss-
IIEHBI TPOOJIeMaTHKE, CBI3aHHOM C PK,

N3BecTHO, 9TO KOHEUHOE HAa3BaHKE OBLIO MPUHATO BIIOKOM Ha MO3HEM JTare
paboThI HAJ TPEThel peAaKiuen mbeckl B Hog0pe—aekabpe 1912 r.® OmHako eme Ha

8 Cm.: XKupmynckuii B.M. Jlpama Anekcanapa Bioka «Po3a u Kpect». C. 264.

9 Tam sxe. C. 263. B mae 1912 r. 18 kaur no (paHIy3ckoMy CpPeJHEBEKOBBIO BIOK Takke B3I IS pa-
6oTsI Hag eecoil y E.B. AanukoBa (Tam xe, c. 392).

10 Cwm.: Bubnuoreka A.A. Bioka. Onucanue: B 3 k. JI., 1986. Ku. 3. C. 39 [8]. CornacHo IpeamecTsy-
IOIIEH BIIaJeNbuecKoil Hamucu (CM. TaM jKe), Kak HaMH YCTaHOBJICHO, H3HAYaJIbHO 9Ta KHHUTA IIPUHA/I-
nexaina kaurousaaremo C.B. AXumiapyMoBy, 0JTHAKO TeMaTHYECKHe TOMETHI U 3alMCH Ha TOJISIX PYKOi
A. Biioka He OCTaBJISIIOT COMHEHHH B UX aBTOPCTBE.

1 Bouillet M. Dictionnaire universel d’histoire et de géographie. 28-¢ éd. Paris, 1884. 2040 p. [9].

2 310 crateu B Dictionnaire universel d’histoire et de géographie (cTpaHMIEI M3/aHUS yKa3aHBI B
ckobOkax): Albigeois (Op. cit., p. 36); Armorique, Armorica (Op. cit., p. 113); Arras (Op. cit., p. 116);
Artois (Op. cit., p. 119); Auguis (P. René) (Op. cit., p. 135); Chevaliers (Op. cit., p. 393); Hubert (S.)
(Op. cit., p. 879); Lancelot du Lac (Op. cit., p. 1018); Marie de France, femme poéte du Xllle s. (Op.
cit.,, p. 1173); Montfort (Op. cit., p. 1269 [xes. c16.]); Montfort (Simon, baron, puis comte de) (Op. cit.,
p. 1269 [mpas. c16.]); Rose-Croix (Fréres de la) (Op. cit,, p. 1615); Santiago ou St. Jacques-de-
Compostelle (Op. cit., p. 1680); Toulouse [ropoxa] u Toulouse (Comté de) (Op. cit., p. 1878 [neB. ¢16.]);
Toulouse (Raymond de) (Op. cit., p. 1878 [mpas. ct6.]); Troubadours (Op. cit., p. 1893); Trouvures (Op.
cit., p. 1894). Yersipe crnoBapHble CTaThH, He OTHOCsIMECs K Teme, 31o: Catilina (Op. cit., p. 348),
Danton (Georges-Jacques) (Op. cit., p. 482), Raynal (Guill. Thomas) (Op. cit., pp. 1567-1568), Ségur
Louis Philippe (Op. cit., p. 1719). Crpanuusr 113, 116, 119, 393, 482, 1018, 1173, 1269, 1615, 1680,
1878 momedeHb!I MPOCTHIM KapaHaaom, cTpaHuist 36, 135, 348, 1567-1568, 1719, 1893-1894 — kpac-
HBIM KapasjamioM, a ¢. 879 — cunuM kapannamom. Onucanue nomer bioka B crarse Lancelot du Lac
ObUT0 omyOnuKoBaHO paHee, cM.: PerukoB A.JI. K QpaHKOS3BIYHBIM HCTOYHUKAM MHUCTEPUAIBHOTO CIO-
xera apambl «Po3a u Kpecr» (pomannbiit ki «Jlancenor O3epusbiity) // Anexcanap bnok: Uccneno-
Banus u Marepuaisl. CII16.: «[TymkuHckuid omy», 2020. T. 6. C. 209-210 [10].

13 Cm. mueBmuKoBBIE 3armcu broka: Brok A.A. Jlnenuxu // Biok A.A. Cobp. cou.: 8 8 T. T. 7. M.,
1963. C. 181, 187, 197 [11].
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HaydanbHOW (haze 3TOi padoThl B «YHUBEPCAIBHOM CliOBape...» Ha ¢. 1615 B cTarbe
Rose-Croix (Fréres de la) [OykB.: «Po3bi-Kpecra (Opatbsi)»] biok momdepkuBaet
croBa leur secte paraot étre éteinte aujourd ’hui («mo-BugnMoMy, B HacTosIIee Bpe-
M UX CEKTa yracjia») U CTaBUT Ha IPaBOM I0JIe BOIPOCUTEIbHBIA U BOCKIUIATEIb-
HBII 3HaKW (1M0100Has oTMeTKa B u3nanuu M. Byiie Biiokom Oosiee He moBTOpSIETCS).
B camoii cTaTtbe po3eHKperIepsl, 10 00BIKHOBEHUIO TOTO BPEMEHH, XapaKTepH3yIOT-
Csl KaK «TaiiHOE OOILECTBO MPOCBEIIEHHBIX JIIOJEH, KOTOPBIE CUUTAIH, YTO OHU MO-
I'yT IPOHUKATh B TAallHBI IPUPOJBI C IIOMOIIBIO BHYTPEHHETO CBETA, BIIAIX B OLIMOKH
Marv U alX¥MUH ¥ 3asBHIIH, 4TO 001anaT Gpunocopckum kamaem» . TlockombKy
aBTOpCTBY camoro A. bioka mpuHaaneXuT YHUBEPCUTETCKOE KaHAMIATCKOE COYH-
HeHue 0 pycckom posenkpeiinepe H.U. Hosukose®, Biok, BeposTHO, HE cTanm Obl
OTYEPKHUBATh COJIEPKAHNE CIIOBAPHOM CTAThH, KOTOPOE €MY XOpoIlo u3BecTHO. Oue-
BUHO, YTO bJIOK aKieHTupyeT BHUMaHUEe Ha COMHUTEIBHOM VIS HETO YTBEP)KICHUU
00 «yracaHum» po3eHKpentepcTBa. M3BeCTHO, YTO aKTyalu3alus B CPelie PYCCKHX
cumBonucToB (Bsu. MBanosa, A. benoro, Dmmica u np.) gepe3 A.P. MunIiyioBy po-
3eHKpEeNIepCKON TOCBATUTENBHOM TeMBI 3aTpoHyia U A. biioka, B TOM 4ncie MOBIH-
sjla Ha cojiepikaHue ero gokianga «O COBpEMEHHOM COCTOSIHMH PYCCKOI'O CHMBOJIH3-
ma» (1910 r.)!%. Kpome Toro, mponosenyemsiii 1lITeliHepoM po3eHKpeiiliepoBCKuii
MOCBATHTEIBHBINA IyTh, TMOAPOOHOCTIMU KOTOPOTO OOWIBHO nemwics A. benbiid
crepBa B JINYHOM OOIIIEHHH, a 3aTeM B mepenucke ¢ birokom umenno B 1912 r., npu-
BeJ McclenoBaTeNeil K MpeanoIoKeHUI0, YTO BEIOOPY 3arjaBusl ApaMbl «BO MHOTOM
CIOCOOCTBOBAJI0O UHTEHCUBHOE AMUCTOISIPHOE obuienue ¢ Anapeem bensim Ha mpo-
TSHKEHHM BCETO rofa»'’ u motoMy «3aryiaBue apambl Bioka, B €0 COOTHOIIEHHH €
MCTOPMYECKMM PO3EHKPEMIIEPCTBOM, SABJIAETCS JATIEKO HE CIydalHbIM»®, «0Obenn-
HASL €70 C MOJIEM OOIIEEBPONIENCKOM TOCBATUTENBHON Tpaauimu»'®. MoxHO mpes-
oJoXuTh, uto Tema «Po3bl u Kpecrtay, BcrpeTtuBuncs bioky B cinoBape byiie B
HayvanbHOW (haze paboThl Haj Oymyiiel mbecoil, BbI3Bajla OTKJIMK Ha ero cOOCTBEH-
HBIE BOINPOCHI, OTPAXEHHBIE B PACCMOTPEHHOW MapruHaiuu. Tak WiM WHaue OHa
CBUETEIBCTBYET 00 ymaBIIel Ha MOATOTOBICHHYIO TIOYBY MEPEKINYKE BIUCAHHBIX
B €JIMHBI KOHTEKCT ()paHIy3CKOW BETBH 3alajHOTO d30T€PH3Ma CIOXKETOB, CKA3aB-

14 Bouillet M. Dictionnaire universel d’histoire et de géographie, p. 1615.

15 Cm.: Bnok A.A. Bonotos u Hosukos // Ytpennuii ceer Hukonas Hosukosa / o1B. pea. A.JI. Phiukos,
Hayy. pen. U.C. Ilpuxoapko. M., 2012. C. 172-252 [12]. B xoMMeHTapusIx K MyOJIMKaLlUK JieaeTcs Bbl-
BOJI, YTO paboTa HajJ STUM COUMHEHHEM «IIO3BOJIMIIA TIOSTY MPOBECTH MeXTy coboit 1 HoBHKOBBIM JHd-
Hble mapautermn» (cM.: Perakos A.JL., Jlotapesa JI.J1., Xanrypur FO.JI. Ot Bonorosa x HoBukoBy. 3amer-
k1 00 yHUBepcHuTeTckoM counHeHnH A.A. brioka // Ytpennnit ceer Huxonas Hosukosa. M., 2012. C. 292
[13]). UccnenoBatensiMmu yOemuTeNbHO ITOKA3aHO, YTO OOPAa3HOCTh MACOHCKHX CHMBOJIOB, PUTYaJIOB H
TEKCTOB, 0 KOTOPbIX BJIoK y3Han u3 npounTaHHOW MM JHuTepaTypbl 0 HoBHKOBe-po3eHKpeiiliepe, 0To3Ba-
JIaCh B CTPOKAX €ro CTHXOB U JINTEPATypHOM KpuTHKH (0030p cM.: Tam xe. C. 271-317).

16 Cm. 06 sToM: Porukos A.JL Jloknan A. Bioka o pycckoM cumossMe 1910 roza kak pasBUTHE «MBICIH O
Codun» Bi. Cosnosbesa // IllaxmaroBckuii BecTHuK. M., 2011. Bei. 12. C. 207-231 [14].

17 Tnyxosa E.B. Kontekct 3armasust apamel Anekcannpa Broka «Po3a u kpect» // IllaxmaToBcKuit
BecTHHK. Bpim. 16. M., 2017. C. 290 [15].

18 Tam xe. C. 273.

19 Tam xe. C. 272.
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LIelicsi Ha MTOTOBOM BBIOOpE TOATOM AHAJOTMYHOTO HA3BAaHHS MPOM3BEICHHS W3
IOpyrux pabouux BapuanToB. Tem Ooisee, uTo, Kak ObuT0 MokazaHo JI. Cunapa, «BbI-
6op Jlanrenoka Hauyana XIII B. B kauecTBE OCHOBBI XPOHOTOMNA JPaMbl CBUAETEIb-
CTBYeT JUIA T0ATa Hadano TeMbl Po3el n Kpecrta, T.e. “po3enkpeiiniepcTa’, cBsI3bIBa-
ercd ... C TepPUTOPHEH B IIEPHOJIOM “albOMIONHCKO-KaTapcKoi epecu”»?C.

[Tometsr A. broka B psiie IpyTrux CIOBAapHBIX CTaTEH MPEIOCTABISIOT IJIS HC-
cienoBaTesel Oosiee neTaiabHble JOKYMEHTaJIbHbIE CBUIETENbCTBA. Tak, B «IIpume-
gaann» K PK bnok maet crpaBky o Bosrimace «Cesroit Makos!» (Akr I, cm. II), mo
HalleMy 3aKJIIOYEHUIO OCHOBBIBAKOUIYIOCS Ha «YHUBEpCaJIbHOM cilioBape...» byiie,
MOCKOJIBKY 3aMeTKa bioka conepXKuT oueBUAHBIN NepecKka3 (BIUIOTH 10 COXPaHEHUS
6e3 nepesoa ykasanuii Ha Campus Stellae, 6utBy npu Logrono u Santiago?') coot-
BETCTBYIOIIEH cioBapHOii cTaThy Santiago ou St.-Jacques-de-Compostelle.

Jns HarmsaIHOCTH OCHOBAHUM 3TOrO 3aKJIIOYEHMS] HUXKE MPEACTABJIEHO COIO-
craBnenue Boinepxkek u3 «[Ipumeuanuii» A. broka k PK u cioBapHOii cTaTbu 00
Nakxose KommocrenbckoMm (B HameMm mep. ¢ (paHIy3CKOTO) C BOCIPOHM3BEICHHEM
OJIOKOBCKUX MOTYEPKUBAHUE M OTUEPKOB Ha MOJISX (KOTOpBIE 3[1eCh U Jaliee 0 TeK-
CTy OTOOpakeHbl KypcHBOM). JKUpHBIM mpu(TOM BBIACICHA YaCTh MPUMEYAHUS
broka x PK, xoTopasi, Kak IpeICTaBIsAeTCs, B nepeBoae A. bioka nmpakTuuecku A0-
CIIOBHO OTpakaeT OOJBIIYI0 YacTh IMOAYEPKHYTOIO UM TEKcTa (IIPH COCTABICHUH
MpUMEYaHsl TOIBEPTHYTOTO IEpeKOMIIOHOBKE) (Tabi. 1).

CTpoKu mprMedyaHus O IMyTH MAJIOMHUKOB B Santiago normcanbl biokoM Ha 0CHO-
BaHMH JIPyroro uctounnka — kuuru JK. Bempe «Onmueckue nerenasn?. Ilo cosery E.B.
AnnukoBa, biok oOpartayicst K Heil Jj1s1 COCTaBJICHUsI Mapiipyta beprpana, 1o Croxkery
PK BoIexaBimero mis BCTpeun ¢ «BoiickoM MoHpopa» «Ha Tomozarckyto gopory (La via
Tolosana) — oObIMHbI TyTh MMIMTPHMOB B Santiago ¢ ceBepa»?>, «koTopas BeJa K BEJH-
Yaiiien CBIATHIHE CPETHEBEKOBOTO KaToJIMYecTBa — Xpamy cB. SlkoBa Kammocrenbckoro B
cesepHoil Micnannu. OTcroa U MM 3TOTO CBSITOrO, KOTOPBIM TaK YacTo KISTHETCs rpad

20 Cunapp JI. Studia Litterarum. 2016. Ne 3—4. C. 235 [16].

2L B cBsA3M C 3TUM JIaHHBIE TOTIOHUMBI B CIOBAPHOI CTaThe TAKKE OCTABIEHBI HAMHU 6e3 MepeBoIa.

22 Bédier J. Les legends épiques: Recherches sur la formation des chansons de geste. 4 vols. Paris:
Champion, 1908. Vol. 1 [18].

23 Cwm.: briok A.A. Tpumeuanus k apame «Posa n Kpect». C. 517. Onupasch Ha BBILEYKa3aHHYIO KHUTY
K. Benpe, mamee B sToM mpuMmedaHumn biox mmmer o «“‘myreBogurene mumurpuMos” (Codex
Campostellanus XII Beka; 3aechk 3Hauarcs: Nomes, Saint-Gilles, Saint-Guilhem-du-Désert, Toulouse). B
nocrnenane roapl Bédier B cBoeit kuure (Les Légendes épiques, recherches sur la formation de
schansons de geste, 2 vols, Paris, 1908), cienys ykazanusm Chansons de geste, mpocieu 3TOT yTh 3a
Nomes Ha [Tapmwxk uepe3 Clermonts-Ferrand» (tam ske). Biok mepeckaspiBaeT ClienyIOIINe CTPAHUIII
yka3. cod.: o0 Codex Campostellanus cm. c. 135-136; 06 yka3aHHOM B HEM MapIIPyTE MAJIOMHHUKOB OT
besbe mo Huma no pumckoii gopore Via Domitia u or Huma mo Tysysst em. ¢. 339-340; o mytu uepe3
Knepmon-®eppan cm. c. 345-346; o moruie cB. Makosa cm. ¢. 337-338. Ha ocHoBe 3Tux manHbIX biok
cTpouT myTh beptpana, kotopsiit oT MoHcertopa uepe3 Kapkaccon u besse mo Via Domitia BeIXoauT Ha
Tonozanckyto gopory y Monnense. Mexny Monnense u Humom BepTpan BeTpedaercs ¢ Karoiauue-
cKolt apMmueld, ciuenyroniet u3 Jleona, u nanee, CBEpHYB Ha «IIyTh NHJIMTPUMOBY, depe3 Hum nobupaert-
cs1 1o ropona Kinepmon-®eppan (Clermont-Ferrand), otkyna cnenyer B bperans.
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Ap‘-II/IM6aYT>>24, OTCHO[1a IOYUCPIIHYJT Bbrok u JOINIOJTHHUTCIIBHBIC CBEACHMA O TOM, YTO «OOWH

13 TOPHBIX ITyTeH CEBEPHBIX MAJIOMHUKOB Hposieran 6mm3 Tyimy3s.

Tabnuma 1

®parmenT ¢ nomeramu bioka B cosape M. Byiie?®

U3 «IIpumedanuii» k PK?®

SANTIAGO wm Caumwsaco-de-Komnocmena, Cam-
pus Stellae [nar.: «3Be3nHOE moONe»] B CpenHue Beka:
B Vcnannm (I"amvcnst), T.K. aroctol ObUT orpedeH B
Tamicnu <...> KpacuBblit cobop, cocTosmmii U3 IByX
LepKBeii, TOCTPOCHHBIX OJHA HaJ IPYTOi, U B KOTO-
pom Haxomutcst TpoOHmma CB. MakoBa Crapiiero
<...> ApXHEmICKOINCTBO, KOTOpoe OBUIO MEPBBIM B
Wpun, Oputo mepeHeceHo B 3T0 MecTo okoio 840 r.
npu Anbdonco I, xorma Tyaa ObLI mepeBe3eH mpax
cB. MaxoBa, moxposutens VMcnanuu (HaliieHHbIA B
808 r. enmckonom Teomemupom). Ero marmHckoe
Haspanue Campus stellae mpoucxomut OT uynecHoi
3BE3/IbI, KOTOPasl, Kak TOBOPUT JIETeH/a, yKasaja Ha
MOTWIIy anocToia. [ 0680psm, 4mo HeMHOSUM NO3Jice
(npu Pamupo 1), 6 bumee npu L.ogrono, cam cs. Harkos
6epxom Ha 6eom KoHe 00eparcan nobedy Hao capayu-
Hamu A60 ap-Paxmana 1. Kak 6b1 mo Hu 6vL10, 6cko-
Dpe 20po0 COenancs, Mecmom Camo20 U38eCcmHo20 nd-
JIOMHUYeCmed. .

I'pad u Kanemnan yacTo moMHHAIOT OJHOTO
n3 HauboJiee ITOYNTAEMBIX B MX BPEMsI CBS-
TBIX — anoctosia Makosa Crapmiero, «CBsTo-
ro Makosa Kammnocrensckoroy». Ilpax css-
Toro MHaxoBa, moxposutesnst Hcenmanum,
0b11 nepeBe3en B IX cronernn B Kammo-
CTeJLJI0; JIeTeHJa FOBOPHT, YTO MeCTO JJIs
norpefennsi (B HMCOAHCKOW NPOBHHIINU
lanunun) 6610 yKa3aHO 3Be3/10i; 0TCIOAa
— ums Mecreuka — Campus Stellae; He-
MHOI0 Mo3:Ke, N0 npeganuio, cam Hakos
Ha 0eJIOM KOHe y4acTBOBal1 B OHTBe ¢
maBpamu npu Logrono m mpunec ucnman-
nam mobeny. Bce 3To caenano Santiago
MeCTOM MAaJIOMHMYecTBa He MeHee 3HaMe-
HUTBIM, YeM PuM; o1uH U3 TOpHBIX IyTel
CEeBEPHBIX MAJOMHHUKOB mposeran 6mm3 Ty-
my3bl; Kak pa3 B Hauasne XIII cromerust mo-
cTpauBajics co00p Hal MOTHJION CBSITOrO.

O cB. I'ybepre, ynomunaemoMm B PK, briok numer B npumedanuu: «S. Hubert —
“Apotre des Ardennes” XII Beka, TOKPOBHUTEIH OXOTHUKOBY?', — TAKXKe MPUBOJIA TAHHBIE
U3 IETMKOM UM OTYEpPKHYTO# cioBapHOi crathu byiie: «Hubert (S.), <...> momyumn
tutya anoctona Apaen (d’apotre des Ardennes) <...> HOKPOBHTEb OXOTHHKOB» S,

CroBapHas cTathsi 00 anpOUroinax B u3ganuu byiie coxpaHuiia mouepKuBa-
Hus Biioka, KoTopbie BOCIIPOM3BOISTCS B PYCCKOM TMEPEBOJie: « AJILOMTOUIBI. DTUM
WMEHEM Ha3bIBalOT BcexX epeTukoB tora Opannuu X| u Xl BekoB, yueHns1 KOTOPBIX,
mo 6opIIel 9acTy, OBUIM MPOTIHTAHBI 3a0yKICHUAMHA MaHHXEeB; OHH ObUIN pac-
npoctpanensl B Jlanrenoke u [IpoBaHce u 3aHMMald B OCHOBHOM Iopojia rpadcrsa:
Anp0u (0T KOTOpOro M NOITy4riIu cBoe umsl), besre, Kapkaccon, Tymysa, MonToOaH,
ABUHBOH. <...> AnpOUroiusl Haneauiau ceos uMeneM kagape: [Cathares] (uucteie).

24 Cm.: Kupmynckuit B.M. JIpama Anekcanzpa Bioxa «Po3za u Kpect». C. 286.

2 Bouillet M. Dictionnaire universel d’histoire et de géographie, p. 1680. 31ech u nanee HoMeThl BOC-
MIPOMU3BENCHBI 110 (hoTorpadusiM CTpaHUL U3aHUA U3 MeMmopuanbHol 6ubanoTeku A. bioka u cBepeHsl
¢ ux onucanueM B: bubnmorexka A.A. bioka. Onucanue: Ku. 3. C. 39-40.

% Brok A.A. [pumeuanus k apame «Poza u Kpecr» // Biok A.A. Cobp. cou.: B 8 T. T. 4. M., 1961.
C.510-511 [17].

27 Cwm.: Briok A.A. Tlpumeuanus k apame «Po3za u Kpecr». C. 518.

28 Tam xe. P. 879.
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Hx epech <...> Opu1a OBICTPO MOJABICHA apXHEMUCKONOM MuiaHa, HO yxKe ycliena
3anonoHuth F0xuyo Opaniumo»?,

Haiinennsre B cnoBape byiie nerany, oTHOCAIIINECS K aJbOUTOMCKOMY KPECTOBOMY
noxoxy, ObUTM TIepeHeceHb! bIIokoM B MCTOpHUYECKU KOHTEKCT PK M MCTOJB30BaHbI B
koMMmeHTapusix. Tak, B cioBapHo# ctathe 0 rpadax Tymyssl Paiimyrnax «Toulouse (Ray-
mond de)» Biiok oT4epKUBaET M TOYEPKHUBACT CBEICHHS O OystyiieM aHTaronucte CUMo-
na Mongopa B PK rpade Paiimynne VI Tymysckom™. [Tpusoaumoe asee NoguepKHyToe
Brokom cooOmenne o skenax rpada Tymysckoro (B yTpHpOBaHHOM BHUJIE) C OUCBHITHO-
CTBIO «TIEPEeKOYeBasIo» B perumKy Karenmana o Tom, 94ro rpad PaiimyHn «u1 TpexoBOHUK
K TOMY K€: [ITh )KEH — M HU OJIHOTO 3aKOHHOTO ChIHa..» L, «Bolicka Paiimyniay», — corac-
HO Bylie, COUyBCTBOBABIIIETO aLOUTOMCTBY, ¥, B TOM YKCIIC HA 3TOM OCHOBaHHH, Yy biioka
BKITIOYAOIIUE «TKaYei»-aIbOUTONIIEB, HEOIHOKPATHO yroMuHarotcst B PK2. B koneuHoM
WTOrE, CaM TEKCT 3TOM CJIOBapHOU cTaThu biiok B cokparieHHOM Bune nepeHocut B« Ipu-
MeYaHus» K apame («PaliMyHI»), Kak BUIHO U3 TIPELIaracMoid HIDKE CBEPKH (TalJL. 2).

Tabmura 2

Tekcr ¢ nomeramu bioka B cinosape M. Byiie®

W3 «IIpuMedanuii» k PK

Tynysckuit Tpad <...> P<aimyno> VI «Cmapwiiiy,
CbIH U NpeeMHUK npeovioywezo epagha, poouics 6
1156 2., umen 6yprvie pasnoenacus co Ce. npecmonom
no noeody anvbueolyes, uvell epecu OH He2NACHO
COUYBCmMEoBan: emy npunucanu youticmeo neeama
Ilempa ode Kacmenvho. Jlsa paza ommyuennvlii om
yepkeu (6 1208 u 1211 22.), on evidepoican npogos-
2IAUEHHDIT IPOMUB HE20 KPeCmOsblil HOX00, npuiem
ObLT BLIHYHCOCH OKA3LIBAMb NOOOEPIHCKY IMUM KPO-
GONPONUMHBIM U PA3PYIUUMENbHBIM 6OUHAM U HA
BpeMsl IUUEH CB0e20 NONOJNCEHUs. 8 CIMPAHe, KOMOPYIO
saxeamun Cumon de Mongop (12121218 22.); Ho ¢
KOHYe KOHY08 OH 00epoiicail no6edy HA0 8PANCECKUMU
apMUsIMU, BO36PAMUTICS 8 CBOU GIIAOEHUsL U OCIABAICS
mam 0o ceoell cmepmu (1222 2.), necmompsi Ha Hana-
Oenuss Amopu de Monghopa, ceina Cumona. I'pad
Tysy3ckuit ObUT JKEHAT IITh Pa3, HO OCTABHJI TOJIBKO
JBYX 3aKOHHBIX CBIHOBEH...

Paiimynn VI «Crapsrity, rpad Tymysckuii,
pommics B 1156 r., umen OypHBIE pa3HOTIIA-
CHSL CO CB. NIPECTOJIOM MO MOBOJY aTbOUTOM-
CTBa, KOTOPOMY OH HEIJIACHO COYyBCTBOBAJ,
eMy TpHIicany youiictBo jerara [lerpa ne
KacrenbHo. /IBa pa3a OTIIydeHHBIH OT LiepK-
BH, OH BBIJEPKaJl CTPAIIHYIO PE3HIO, IIECTh
net ObUT B M3rHaHuu (moka Tyiry3o#t mpaBuit
Cumon MoH}op), HO TOTOM BO3BpATWICA U
JI0 CMEPTH MPOJIOJDKAJ BIaAETh IpadcTBOM,
HecMOTpsi Ha HamajxeHus: Amopu MoHdopa
(ceiHa Cumowna). PaitMyHn ObUT jKeHAT MATh
pa3, HO OCTaBWJI TOJNBKO JBYX 3aKOHHBIX
ceiHoBeil. B 1208 roay rpadero Tymysckoe
BMemiano B cebe rpaderBa Keepen, Anbow,

Kapkaccon, Hum, besve, dya u «IIpoBan-

CKUH Map1<1/13aT»35.

29 Cm.: Briok A.A. Tlpumeuanus k npame «Poza u Kpect». P. 36.

30 Tam xe. P. 1878.

31 Briok A.A. Poza u Kpecr // Briok A.A. Co6p. cou.: 8 8 T. T. 4. M., 1961. C. 178 [19].

32 Tam xe, c. 236.

33 Bouillet M. Dictionnaire universel d’histoire et de géographie, p. 1878 (npas. c16.).
34 bnok A.A. ITpumeuanns k apame «Po3a u Kpecr». C. 512-513.

3 ZaxmounTensHas Gpaza npuMedanus Broka SBISETCS KPATKUAM INEPECKA30M U3 MPEIBLIYIIEH CI0-
BapHoii craten «Toulouse (Comté de)», rae roBopurcs, 4To yxe B X B. oA BiaaeHuem rpadersa Ty-
nmy3a «Haxoquinch rpadersa Keepen, Ans6u, Kapkaccon, Hum, besse u @ya. Kpome toro, rpadsr yHa-
cnenosand B X| B. uacte IIpoBaHca, M3BeCTHOrO Kak [lposarnckuii mapkuzamy», cM.: Bouillet M. Dic-
tionnaire universel d’histoire et de géographie, p. 1878.
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BrokoBckoe mpumeuanne «CumoH Monpop» Bo MHOTOM (B IIByX MecCTax —
JIOCITIOBHO) TaKXe TOBTOpsieT cTaThio «MoHdpop» u3 cioBaps M. byite. CrioBapHas cra-
ThSl O MHOTOKPaTHO yIOMHWHaeMoM B PK mpenBoanTesie BOHCKAa KPECTOHOCIEB rpade
Cumone e MoHdope comepkutT MapruHanuio bioka: «rorma cieqoBaT<enbHO™ eMy
66110 0KOITO 50 THY, CBUIETEIBCTBYIONIYIO O BHUMAaHHUH TI03TA K IETAISM, KaCarOIIFIMCS
MCTOPUYECKUX TIEPCOHAKEH IpaMbIee. DTU JeTaau ObUIM TEPEHECEHbI BIoKoM B HCTO-
pPHYECKUI KOHTEKCT MPOU3BEICHUS U HCIONb30BaHbl B KOMMEHTapusax K Hemy. Corio-
CTaBIIEHME ITHX TEKCTOB C ydeToM nomet broka®’ npezcrasneno mwke (tabmn. 3). ®pan-
LIY3CKHIA TEKCT C MapruHanusaMu A. biioka mpuBezieH Ha WDIrocTpauuu 1.

Tabnuna 3

TekcT ¢ nomeramu broka B coape M. Byiie® U3 «[Ipumeyanuii x apame “Poza u Kpecr”»*

MOH®OP (CumoH, 6apoH, notom rpad Moudopt- | Monpop CumoH — cHadana OapoH, HOTOM
CKWIf), 3HAMCHWTBHIM CBOWMH moxofamu mpoTuB | rpad MoHdopTckuii (pomuncs oxono 1160 r.),
anpOmroiIeB, pomwics okono 1160 r., B cemsbe,
HpHHAUIeXKaBIIeld poxy Mondop-1’ AMopu [mpo-
THB TekcTa 3amuchk A. brnoka: «rorma cneno-
BaT<eJILHO™> eMy ObUIo okojo 50 TH»], Tarke
y4acTBOBaJI B KPECTOBOM IIOXOJle, O0BsiBICHHOM B | B 1199 r. yuacTBOBasg B KpECTOBOM IIOXOJC B
1199 r. ®ynpkom ne Hoiiu, u otmmumncs B [lame- | [lanectiHy u ObLT TPO3BaH 3a XpaOpocTh
crure. BosBparsich, Obu1 m30paH OapoHamu B 1208 | «MakkaBeeM» CBOETO BEKa; BO3BPATICH, OBLI
TOJly NPEIBOAMTENEM KPECTOBOTO IOX0ja, CO- | m30paH OapoHaMH MPEIBOIUTENIEM KPECTOBOTO
3BaHHOTO BO PpaHINK NPOTHB albOUTOMIIEB, BO | MOXOAa TPOTHB AIBOWUTOMIIEB; IOXOI STOT
IJ1aBe KOTOPBIX Obw1 PaiiMonn, rpad Tymysckwif. | Hagancs B 1208 roxy,

B smoii naauesnoii eotine on omauuuncsa 0o0.e- <..>

cmblo, HO makdce u dcecmoxkocmvio, Momnghop
saxeamun 6 1209 200y Beszve (20e on nozybun, | B3situe be3be, NMPU KOTOPOM TMANCKUM Jerar
Kak 206opsim, okoao 60 moeicsu uenosex), B3 U | MPOU3HEC HCTOpHYECKHEe cjoBa (cioBa bep-
pazopun KapkaccoH, cpaxkancs B 1213 romy mpu | Tpana, a. III, ci. 1), a morom n Kapkaccona
Mirope ¢ Ilenpo II, colo3HMKOM aTbOWTOMIEB, C | OTHOCHTCA K CIEIYIOUIEMY TOMY.

KOTOPBIM OH OCa)KIaJl 3TOT TOPOI, 0Mmodpan enade-
nua y epaga Tynysckoeo u bvin 6 smom noddepoicar | CUMOH, TPOCIABUBIIMNCS KpaiHEH >KeCTOKO-

nanou Hnnoxenmuem 1. CTBIO BO BpEeMsi albOUTOWCKON BOWHBI, OBLI
Cumon 6v1n youm 6 1218 200y 6powsennvim kamuem | yout (ropasno mo3nHee) yIapoM KaMHS IMpU
npu ocade Tyny3vl, Komopas 6occmana Ha Hezo. ocaze Tyny3sl.

Kak cnegyer u3 comocraBieHusi TEKCTOB, B NpuMeuanusx kK PK biok nodru
JIOCJIOBHO BOCITPOM3BOJUT MOAYEPKHYTHIM UM KOMMEHTapUil U3 «YHHUBEPCAIBHOTO

%6 pubmmoteka A.A. Broka. Ormcanue: Kn. 3. C. 39-40. Banmanwe aBTopa PK K HCTOPHYECKUM JIETa-
JsIM 00 3TOM €ro MepcoHaXke OTPAXKEHO TaKKe B MOMeTax K crathe o maro «Montforty («Montfort»
(Bouillet M. Dictionnaire universel d’histoire et de géographie, p. 1269 [neB. ¢16.]), rae biok otuepku-
BaeT MHOYKECTBCHHBIMH YE€PTaMM CBEICHUS O POJOBOM 3aMKe rpada MoH(op(T)CKOro u noguyepKuBaeT
€ro, BoILe/IIee B TUTYI Ha3BaHue: «M<ontfort>-1" Amaury».

3" MoruepkrBanus Bioka BOCTIPOM3BOMATCS, OTYEPKHYTHIN Ha TIOJISX TEKCT HAOPAH KypPCUBOM.

3 Bouillet M. Dictionnaire universel d’histoire et de géographie. P. 1269 [mpas. c16.] (mepesox
M.C. EdumoBoit).

39 Briok A.A. Tpumeuanus k npame «Posza u Kpecr». C. 512.
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cioBapsi» byiie o Tom, uto Cumon MoHdop, «Bo3BpaTsch, ObLT N30paH OapoHaMu B
1208 rogy mpenBoauTeeM KPECTOBOroO II0xoja...». B pe3ynbrare 3Toro biok omu-
00YHO MPUNKCHIBAET JATHPOBKY Hadana moxona 1208 roay, o 4eMm IUIIET B IPUMe-
gaauu K PK: «Bo3BpaTsicek, ObIT n30pan OapoHAMH MPEABOAUTENIEM KPECTOBOTO TIO-
X0/la TIPOTHB albOMroiueB; moxox 3ToT Hadancs B 1208 roay»*. Onmako Byite
omuOcs U B ToM, uTo MoH}opy npuHaIIexano u3Ha4aaIbHOe PYKOBOACTBO KPEecTo-
BBIM TTOXOJIOM MPOTHB ansouroiines. B neiicrButensaoct MoHpop NpuHsIT KOMaH-
JIOBaHHE CeBepO(PAHILy3CKMM BOWCKOM JIMIIEL CITYCTS MECAI] ¢ ocaabl besne (21-22
mtonst 2009 1.), T.e. B KoHIIe aBrycTa 1209 r., yxe mocne B3situsa Kapkaccona. Herou-
HOCTh ¢ MoH(]OpOM, OUEBHAHO, CBSI3aHA CO CIOBapHOH ctaTtheid byiie o MoHdope,
Ha KOoTOpyro biok ommpaeTcs y)ke B Ha49adbHBIN MepHoa padOThl HaA Oyaymien mpa-
moi*! u mosHee, npu paboTe Hal MPUMEYAHHUAMM.

1269 — - MONT S ! {

1, | (1564), fut reconnu pour duc et transmit le duché a

a, | ses descendants. V. JEAN 1v et v.

e, uoNTFORT (Simon, baron, puis comte de), fametx s RS

t. | par ses expéditions contre les Albigeois, était né vers (o)

‘e | 1160, d'une famille originaire -le Montfort I'Amaury. (wM Z

»- | ITTE @'abord partié de la croisade préchée en 1199 Al

Lﬁ par Foul%ues, de Neuill);i ?I: sc] distingua en Pales- C’Wi g 6-0"‘—
tine. Aprés son retour, il fut élu par les barons, e; ' i

e- 11202, chef de la croisade {ormée%u. Frﬁ‘lkl)g_sﬁgontgé e

is | 1s7AThigenis, qui avaient a leur téte Raymond, comto.

| de_Toulo _qs_éiil se signala dans cette glymrré p‘ﬁr son

3, | courage, mais aussi par sa.cruauté; il s'empara en

e (1209 de Béziers. (ou il fit, dit-on, prés:de 60 000 vic-

's | times), prit et saccagea Carcassonne, battit en 1215

)- | devant Muret Pierre I1 d’ allié des Albigeois,

= qui assiegeait cette ville, dépouilla de ses Etats le

T | comte de Toulouse, et s'en fit investir par le pape

i- | Innocent IIL. Il fut tué dum coup de pierre en assié-

l, | geant Toulouse qui s’était révoltée, 1218. On 1'avaj

e | surnommé le Machabée de son siécle.—Son fils ainé,

Amaury de Montfort, ne sut pas-conserver ses con-

- [ quétes, et fut obligé de les 'céder au roi de France

i- | Louis VIII, qui réunit ainsi le comté de Toulouse it

t | 1a couronne (1226) ; il fut fait connétable en 1231.

a | Dans la suite 1l partit pour la Terre-Sainte, et mou- .

% ‘rut, en 1241, au retour de cette expédition, durant

é

laquelle il était tombé au pouvoir des Musulmans.—
Un autre de ses fils, Simon, joua un grand réle en
Ang]eterre._l V. ci-aprés. :

Wmmoctpatws 1. Mapeunamuu broxa 6 cmamve «Montforty uz « Vuugepcanvhozo cnosapsi no ucmopuu
u ceogpacpuuy M. Byiie (uz ponoose Memopuanvroti 6udnuomexu A.A. broxa ¢ UPJIH PAH (Kam. Ne 94 2/135).

40 Briok A.A. Ipumeuanus k apame «Posa u Kpect». C. 512.

41 Tax, Bnok nuier Bo BTopoil penaxuuu PK: «3Ban u MeHs sxectokuiit Mougop / Tlon opudammy cBoro»
(cm.: Biiok A.A. «Po3za u Kpecr». 13 TekctoB Bropoit penakuuu // biok A.A. Cobp. cou.: B 8 T. T. 4. M.,
1961. C. 492 [20]). Beptpan rosopur ¢ Pemapem-I'psinymee, npoobpasom "asrana, o Mondope, xorna kpe-
CTOHOCLBI Haxo[ITcs y besbe, T.e. 10 ero HazHaueHus B KapkaccoHe npeiBoauTeneM BoMCKa.
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3nech HE0OXOIMMO OTMETUTh, YTO aHAJIOTHYHBIE CBEACHUS OBLIM MPUBEACHBI
u B xaure O. Merepa «Bceobas nctopus», K KoTopoii biok obparmancs 3a Goree
NOJPOOHBIMU CBEIEHUSIMU 110 HCTOPHH aJbOUTOMCKOTO KPecTOBOro Moxoaa (BBIIHC-
Ka bioka u3 370l KHUTH ¥ KOMMEHTapHUX TTpUBEACHBI B [IprtoxeHun).

«Onu meneps 6 bezvey: cuMBOIUYECKUL XApaKmep UCOPpUYecKux oemaiei Opambl

B «3anmckax beprpana, HamucaHHBIX UM 3a HECKOJBKO YacOB 10 CMEPTH»
(1913 1.) A. brnok ot nuiia bepTpaHa nepecka3bpiBaeT 3TOT HE COOTBETCTBYIOIIMIA HC-
TOPUYECKUM peanusim cioxeT: «'pad MoHdop, KOTOPOTO KIanu y HAC B 3aMKE Kak
n30aBHUTENS OT EPETUKOB, OBLI, 1O CIOBaM OKPECTHBIX JKUTEJEH, elle TONbKo B JIu-
oHe»*. 3/1eCh TOSBISAETCS €lle OlHA UCTOPUYECKAs NeTalb — ropoa JIMoH, oTKyaa
BBIIIUIO KPECTOHOCHOE BOMCKO. B peanpHOCTH Aanee OHO IBUHYJIOCH 10 JOJIMHE PEKU
Pona u Bcrynmio B Jlanrenok y ropona bokep, 3ansino Onmsnexamue ropoga Hum n
MoHnenbe, a 3aTeM B35JI0 ITYpMOM ropoja-kpenoctu besbe u Kapkaccon®®. O nep-
BOHaYaJIbHOM MecTe cOOpa KpEeCTOHOCHOTO BOiicka A. BIlok y3HaeT u3 KHUTH HeMell-
xoro ucropuka O. Herepa (cm. Ipunosxenue). Beimucka u3 kuuru Merepa ucroms-
3yetcst biiokom B amanore beptpana ¢ rpadom Apuumbaytom (AKT I, ci1. 4): « bep-
TpaH. MoHdop, ckazanu MHe, Teneps B JInone... — I'pad. <...> Y3HaTh THI eneuib,
6mm3ko i Tenieps / CuMOHa 100JIecTHOE BOMCKO ! »*.

[IpencraBnsercs, 4To, 32 MCKJIIOUYEHHEM HETOYHON IJaTHPOBKH Hadaja alb-
OUTOHCKOTO KPECTOBOTO MOX0/a M YKa3aHHs Ha M3HAYAJIBHYIO BEAYIIYIO posib MoH-
¢dopa B HeM, OONBIIMHCTBO JPYTUX UCTOPUKO-XPOHOJOTMUYECKMX HETOYHOCTEH, Ha
KOTOpbIe OOBIKHOBEHHO M YKa3bIBAET, CO BpeMeH cTaThb Meauenucta [l. llemynpko
«O6 ucrounnkax npamsl bioka “Po3a u erCT”>>45, «HAUBHO-TUAAKTUYECKAS» KPU-
THKa CIIOCOOOB H300paKEHHs B IPAME MCTOPUUECKUX COOBITHIA*®, B nelicTBUTENBHO-
CTH OTPa)Kar0T HAMEPECHHBIH OJOKOBCKHN JIUTEPATYPHBIA TPUEM CHKATHS COOBITHIA
JUTABIIEICS TIOYTH TOJICTOJIETHS] BOMHBI € albOUTONIIaMK — JIJIs1 TPUBJICUEHUS B Jipa-
My €€ TJIaBHBIX CHMBOJIOB, TaKHMX, HanmpuMmep, kak B3aTue besse (1209 r.) mnmu Mon-
cerop (CTaBimmii anbOMroMCKON KpemnocThio ropasno nosanee)*’. O Hux Biok coob-
11aeT MOAJIMHHBIE HCTOpHUYecKre noApoOHocTH B Ilpumeyanusx k PK.

Opnako cnenyer otMeTuth, uyto JI. Illemynpko mepBeiM oTMeTun besbe kak
BaXHBIM HCTOpUUYECKUN Mapkep: «bBJIOK OTHOCUT JEUCTBHUE K SIOXE IMOABICHUS

“2Cwm.: Briok A.A. 3ammcku BepTpaHa, HaNmMCaHHBIE UM 32 HECKOJIBKO 9acoB Jio cMmeptu // Biok A.A.
Co6p. cou.: B8 1. T. 4. M., 1961. C. 524 [21].

4 Cwm. kapTy Ha BKueiike kH.: Biok Anekcannp. Posa u Kpect / Blok Aleksandr. The Rose and the
Cross. M.: Lentp xuuru Pynomuno, 2013 [22].

4 Biok A.A. Posza u Kpecr. C. 179-180.

4 Mlenynpko JI. O6 ncroununkax apamsl bioka «Posa u Kpecto». P. 103138 (8 ocobennoctu P. 130-134).

4 Op. cit. P. 131.

47 O MoHcertope Kak CIMBOJIMIECKOM TOTIOHNME B PK cM. rmaBy «MoHcertop-“MoHCatsBaT” — CHMBO-
ndecKui TornoHnM B ipame “Poza u Kpect”» B pabore: PeraxoB A.JI. Mcroprueckuii U pelUrno3HbIH
¢on npamsr «Po3a u Kpect» B yHHBepcuTeTCKOM Kpyre obmenus u ureHus A. bioxka // llaxmaToBckuit
BecTHUK. Brim. 14. M., 2017. C. 48-53 [23].
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Moudopa B [IpoBance u B3satust besbe, cienoparensHo, k 1209 r. OH, ogHako, He-
CKOJILKO MIPOM3BOJILHO KOMOMHHMPYET MCTOpUUECKUe coObITHs» e, B uacTHOCTH, OCa-
na be3re B PK npuxoauTcs Ha ampelb, a He uionb 1209 . Ha mpumepe 3Toit omm-
0O0YHOHM TAaTHPOBKHM aMEePUKAHCKUI MCCIeA0BaTeNb pycckoil mutepatypsl E.A. CrinB-
KWH IHIIET O KOHTEKCTyaJbHOH HEOOXOAMMOCTH XYHOKECTBCHHOM INepepadOTKu
nucropuueckux peanuii B PK. Ilo croxxery mbeckl beprpan npuBogut ['astana B 3a-
MOK ApunmbayTa oA BHAOM >koHriepa. OnHako, Kak 3aMevaeT CIMBKUH, «COCTS-
3aHUS JKOHTJIEPOB B (eOAalbHBIX 3aMKaxX TPaAMLMOHHO MPOXOIWIH Ha BECEHHEM
npasaHKKe B Hauate Mas»’®. BIIok TmarensHo paboTaeT Haa MoapOOHOCTIMH STOTO
BECEHHETO Npa3gHuKa B PK, B TOM YHCIIE «JeJaeT MOATHYECKUE MEPETOKEHUS TEK-
CTOB TieceH u3 nuccepramun E. AanukoBa “BeceHHss oOpsimoBas mo33us Ha 3amanie
u 'y cnaBsH”. YUToOBl pa3HUK B JpaMe MOT COCTOSIThCS B MEPBBIN ACHb Mast, bep-
TpaH JO0JDKEH BEPHYTHCS U3 TIOE3/IKH Ha CEBEP C XOPOIIeH BecThio, uTo MoHpop yxe
B beswe, u yOenuTh rpada yCcTpOHUTH Mpa3iHUK, MOITOMY KPECTOHOCHOE BOWCKO B
npame broka ocaxnmaet u 6epet besre He B kKoHIle mrons 1209 rona, a B KOHIIE arpe-
1»°°. Takum 06pa3om, BIIOK cO3HATETEHO BHOCHT B CIOKeT PK ¢ ommO04HON JaTh-
POBKOM HECYIIYIO JUISl HETO BaXKHYIO 1 MHOTOCMBICTIOBYI0 CUMBOJIMYECKYIO HATPY3KY
uctoputo B3sATHs beswre. CormacHo BeiBogam E.A. CnuBkuHa, «mpuMedanue brnoka
<...> k cnoBaM beptpana o pesne B besne: “CoObITHE OTHOCUTCSI B JEHCTBUTEIHHO-
ctu k ety 1209 roma” (4, 518) cBUIACTENLCTBYET, YTO XPOHOJIOTUS COOBITUH AJlb-
Ouroiickoii BOWHKI OblIa eMy H3BecTHa. biiok B “Po3e u kpecte” Bcero JMmb mepe-
IPYIIUPOBHIBAET MOUIMHHBIE HCTOPUUECKHE COOBITHS TaK, YTOOBI TOOUTHCS UX IIpe-
JIETBHOM KOHIEHTPAIMK B TECHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE JIPaMbI» L,

Takum oOpazom, B Mu(DOMOITHUECKOM XPOHOTONE PK Bpemsi AJBOUTOWCKHX
BOWH CTYmaeTCs M CTaHOBUTCs (pOPMOIA JpaMaTHueckoro MPOCTPAHCTBA, CBA3aHHOM ¢
3JIEMEHTaMU CaKPaIBHON TONOrpaduu apamsl, TAe COCeIOM 3aMKka ApunMmObayTa OKa3bl-
BaeTCs JIETeHIapHbIii MoHceriop®. BIok B CBOMX NPMMEYaHUAX TOAPOOHO OOBICHSET
KaXJIbIii TOMIOHUM M OHHM, IOCKOJIbKY B OHOMACTUKOHE JIpaMbl OHM CTaHOBSITCS BaXK-
HBIM KJIFOYOM K €€ «CHMBOJMYECKOMY PETHCTPY» M OOBSACHSIOT NPOTHBOCTOSHHE CHIL,
TMIPE/ICTaBIEHHBIX MIEPCOHAXHBIM PsIOM. B 3TOM pakypce ucTopudeckas d1oxa mnoiyda-
€T B OKOHYATETbHOM TEKCTE JIpaMbl HCKITIOYUTEIIHHO BEIBEPEHHOE BBIPAKEHHE.

B mpumedanune o MonHdope biok BcTaBisieT OTCYTCTBYIOIIME B CIOBAapHON
ctatbe byile cBeleHMsI O BBEIEHHBIX B TEKCT JpaMbl KPbUIATHIX CIOBAaxX MarcKoro
jerata AMajbpuKa, Ha KOTOPBIX B 3TOM CBSI3U CJIelyeT OCTaHOBHUTHCS MOIpoOHeEe.

HoxnanpiBass rpady ApunMmOayTy pe3ylbTaThl CBOSH pasBEIKH O JBHKCHUH
«Boiicka MoH(opay, peiliapk bepTpan roBopur mpo «B3stue besbe, pyu KOTOPOM mar-

8 Illenynpko JI. O6 ucrounukax apambl bioka «Posa u Kpecr». P. 130-131.

4 Cwm.: Cnuskun E.A. Karapckuii mud o HeGecHOM aBoliHuke B apame AJsiekcanupa bioka «Posza u
Kpect». C. 89.

%0 Tam e, c. 90.

51 Tam e, c. 90.

52 Cm.: Briok A.A. Poza u Kpecr. C.178.
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CKMIA JIeraT pon3HEC NCTOPHYECKHE clioBa»>: «Onu Teneps B besbe, / XKryT, uzdusaror
xutenei: “Beex pexbre! — / Ckasan nerar: — Focnogs Ceoux y3Haet!”»*. B.M. XKup-
MYHCKHI1 OTMEUAET, C KAKUM «y»KacoM paccKasbiBacT beprpan 00 3THX KpOBaBbIX COObI-
THAX» B be3be, 1 MPUXOINUT K 3aKIII0UEHHIO, YTO cAeNanHoe nainee biokoM nmpuvedanme
K paccka3y bepTpana — «BHeIIHe caep)kaHHOe (paKTHYeCKoe yKa3aHue Ha HCTOPHYESCKHI
HCTOYHUK JIy4IIe BCETO BBIPAKAeT BHYTPEHHEE SMOLMOHATIGHOE OTHOMIEHHE MO3Ta K
3TOMY MCTOPUYECKOMY CBUJIETENLCTBY» . JKUPMYHCKHIT OTMEYAET Takxke, uto «rpad
ApunMbayT B BocTopre oT 3Toro otseta: “Tak uM u Hago! Monomus!!”»%. Tlo xapakre-
puctuke broka, peimaps bepTpan, B Kmiax KOTOpPOro TE€UYET «KPOBb €pPETHKA, [alb-
ouroiina,] kadapa»®’, HanpoTuBs, yBepeH: «Mea MoHnpopa — He B 60xkbeii pyke»°t. On
rojiaraeT, 4to Boicko rpada MoHbopa B be3be «3aHUMAIOCh NIENOM, TIO30PHBIM LIS
XPUCTHaH, 30MBas, 110 HAYIIEHUIO TIATICKOTO JIETaTa, MUPHBIX XKUTeneh» . Takum 06-
pa3oM, MPEACTABISETCSI, YTO BCTAaBKa KPBUIATOTO BBIPAXKECHHsT AMalbpUKa MPU B3STHH
Be3be He TONBKO «BBIpaKAaeT BHYTPEHHEE SMOLMOHAIBLHOE OTHOIICHHE TI03Ta» K COObI-
THUSIM, HO H, COTJIACHO aBTOPCKOMY 3aMBICITY, HECET BKHYIO CHMBOJIMYECKYIO Harpy3Ky,
Ha NCTOPHYECKOM IpHMepe YOSIUTEIbHO OYepurBasi KOHTPACT MEXIy B3IJISAaMy Hep-
COHaKEH Ha JIBYX MOJIFOCAaX APAMBL

Brocnencteum, BecHoit 1919 r., biok nepeHOCHT 3TOT QakT UCTOPUU B3ATHUS
Bbesbe B «Ilnan mpencTaBieHUs») UCTOPUYECKON MesoJpaMbl 0e3 Ha3BaHUs, Halld-
CaHHBIN UM J1s1 mHUIIHIpoBaHHOTO A.M. ['oppkuM mpoekta Hapkommpoca «MHcIe-
HUPOBKA HCTOPUU KYJNBTYPBD» C IOCTAHOBKOHM cepuu «VICTOpUYECKHX KapTHUHY.
3neck biok BeIBOOUT AManbprka B 00pa3se Imanckoro jerara, KOTOpbId, Oy Iydu roc-
TEM B 3aMKE Yy «3apakK€HHOW epechlo» KaTapoB MPOBAHCAIBCKOW TpaduHHU, Tpydo
HapyIIaeT 3aKOHBI TOCTEPUUMCTBA U TPUKA3bIBACT PHILAPSM OKeUb M Pe3aTh BCEX —
rocnop pasbeper cBoux»®.

Crenyer OTMETHTB, YTO 3TOT abOUTOMCKHUN CIOXET TaK)Ke HalleJl OTPaKeHHE
B ¢uiiocodcko-anuyeckoii mosme «Ansouroiinbl» (Die Albigenser, 1842 r.) u3Bect-
HOTO B KPYT'y PYCCKHX cMMBOJIMCTOB (ero mepeBoaui K. bamemonT) «meraduznye-
CKOTO pOMaHTHKa» — aBcTpuiickoro modta H. Jlenay (nact. umst N. Niembsch von
Strehlenau, 1802—1850), koTopbIii H300pa3mil aabOUTOMIIeB Kak OOPLIOB 32 UCTUHY H
CIpaBEJIMBOCTh, BHICOKHE HICajbl YEIOBEUYECTBA. JTa PEBOIIOIMOHHO-OYHTapCKas

53 Cm.: Briok A.A. Tlpumeuanus k apame «Po3za u Kpecr». C. 512.

54 Cwm.: Briok A.A. Poza u Kpecr. C. 207.

55 YKupmynckuit B.M. JIpama Anekcarnpa Broka «Po3a u kpect». C. 314.

% Briok A.A. Po3a u Kpect. C. 208.

5 Brok A.A. (OGbsCHUTENbHAS 3aNMCKa I XyA0KecTBeHHOro Teatpa) // Biok A.A. Co6p. cou.: B 8 T.
T. 4. M., 1961. C. 534 [24].

% Brok A.A. Po3za u Kpecr. C. 201.

59 Briok A.A. 3anucku BepTpana, HalMCaHHBIE UM 32 HECKOJIBKO 4acoB 1o cmeptu. C. 524,

60 Brok A.A. Tlnan npencrasnenus // Biok A.A. Cobp. cou.: B 8 T. T. 4. M., 1961. C. 544 [25]. TIpen-
CTaBIISICTCS, YTO IIPOTOTHIIOM 3TOTO CIOKETa O rpad)uHe MOTIIA IIOCTYKUTh HCTOpUs yOuiicTBa (I10 BoJe
Moudopa) B 1211 r. «gamer 3amka JlaBop» I'mpanbast e Jlopak (Giraude de Laurac) u coxoxenus
MHOJKECTBA 3aIIUTHUKOB 3aMKa, YIIOMSHYyTass B OONBIIMHCTBE COBPEMEHHBIX BIOKY HMCTOYHHMKOB 00
AnpOUrofCKMX BOMHAX U M3BECTHAs HapaBHE CO cjloBaMu abbata AManbpuka.
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HOTa ObLIa BHICOKO OLIGHEHA M KypaTopoM NpoekTa « HCIEHUPOBKU UCTOPHH KYJIb-
Type» A.B. JlyHauapckum, koTopslii emie no Pepomonmu 1917 r. mepesen mosmy
Jlenay u mepBBIM BBENl B COBETCKYIO KPHUTHKY «HCTOPHYECKHE CIIOBA» AMalbpHKa:
«Jlenay He 3a0bIT 3HAMEHHUTOE CIIOBO ab0ata ApHoibaa: “beliTe n KaTOIUKOB U epe-
THKOB, — KaK OBl HM CMEMIANCH 37IeCh UX TPYIIBI, TOCIIOAb OTIEINT CBOMX BEPHBIX
CIIyT Ha TOM CBeTe”, IeHCTBUTENHFHO IPaHAMO3HOE U3peUeHHEe (paHaTHIECKOTO Oe3y-
MU, ¥ BMECTE TAaKOE JIOTMMHOE, TAKOE KAaTONMYeCKu npaBoBepHoe»®.. Tlo 3akmoue-
Huto JlyHauapckoro, «“AnpOMTOMIBI” 3aHUMAOT MO MPaBy MOYETHOE MECTO B Ooe-
BOIi MO33MU pa3yMa, HaleKabl U CBOOOAB»®2. BO3MOXKHO, 3Ta U3BECTHAS ITO3UIIHS
Jlyragapckoro moria crmocoO0CTBOBaTh BO3BpalleHui0 bioka k anpOuUToicKoil Teme
«IInana mpencraBieHnus» B MPOEKTE, HETIOCPEACTBEHHO KypupyeMoM JIyHadapCcKuMm.

PaccmatprBacMBble «MCTOPHUYECKUE CII0BaY MAICKOrO Jierata ¥ MUCTEPIUAHCKOTO
abbara Curo Apnonbna Amanbpuka (i ApHo Amopu, szam. Arnoldus Amalricus,
@pany. Araud Amaury), HbIHE CTaBIIINE «KPbUTATHIMID) KaK CUMBOJI MOPOAUBIIETo MH-
KBU3UIIUIO WICONIOTHIECKOTO TEHOIIN/IA, U3BECTHBI M3 CBHUJICTEIIHCTBA HEMEIKOTO MOHAXa-
nomuauKadna [lesapus [eiictepbaxckoro (1180-1240) B ero amanore «becema o 4dysme-
cax» (oK. 1219-1223 rr.). Cuuraercs, 9to oHH ObUIHM Mpom3HeceHsl 22 uronst 1209 roxa
npu mrypMme kpernoctd besbe, Korma mpejBouTeNy BOMCKa CIPOCHIIN Jierata, KaK OTJIHU-
YUTPH MPABEHBIX OT HENPaBeIHbIX, T.e. KaTOJIMKOB OT epeTrkoB? Ha uto abbart, onaca-
SICh, UTO KaTapbl M3 CTpaxa CMEPTH MPUKUHYTCS KaTOJMKaMH, OTBETHI: «YOuBaiite nx
(Bcex). Tocnonp y3maer ceomx [Caedite eos. Novit enim Dominus qui sunt eius]»®.
MaccoBoe yOHitCTBO AMaibpHK IWHAYHO OMPAB/IAII JOCIOBHON €BAHTEINECKON IUTATOM
(2 Tum. 2:19): «nozuaer T'ocrogs Coux» (Dominus qui sunt eius), ero oTBeT TarKe
siBysiercst mapadpazom Kuueu Yucen 16:5 oubnetickoro [TaTHKHIDKHS.

. Illenyapko B cBOE BpeMsl IIPEAIIOIOAKHUIL, YTO 3TOT OTBET U COMPOBOXKIAL0-
mMe ero KoMMeHTapuu beprpana A. Biok 3aMMCTBOBa M3 W3BECTHOTO MHOTOTOM-
Horo um3manust J[x. Baiiccete «Bceobmias ucropusi Jlanremoka» («Hist. Gén. de
Languedoc, VI, 289»%), onnako stu cioBa Obuin M3BeCTHBI BiioKy paHee, co CTy-
JeHYEeCKUX BpeMeH. Tak, OHM paccMaTpHUBaIOTCs B MEPBOM KHUTe (pyHIaMEHTaJILHO-
ro nocobuss ®. ¢on bernonpaa «Mcropus pedopmaiuu B ['epmanum» (1900 r.),

61 Cwm.: Jlynauapckuit A. Jlenay u ero ¢unocogpckue nosmsl // Jlenay H. daycr. ITosma. CII6., 1904.
C. 1-117 (uur. no: Jlynauapckuii A.B. Cobpanue counnenuit. T. 5. M., 1965. C. 70 [26]). Jlynauapckuii
nocesimaet coobTusaM B JlaBope (cMm. mpumed. 60) ocob6oe Buumanue: «OueHs dddexTHa hpecka “Ile-
Bymka u3 JlaBopa”» (Tam xe. C. 66).

62 Tam xe. C. 70.

63 Caesarius, Dialogus miraculorum, V, 21: «3Hast TI0 IPU3HAHKSM, YTO CMEMIAHBI CPEJH KUTENEH KaTOJH-
KU U epeTUKH, CKa3alu phllapu abbaty: “Uto nenats Ham, Brajgsika? He MoxeM MbI OTIIMUUTE HOOPBIX OT
3nb1x”. Torga ab0ar M ocTanbHBIE, KTO Omacaics, 4To, 00siCh CMEPTH, €peTUKU IPHUTBOPATCA BEPHBIMU
XpHCTHAHAMH, a IOCJIe yXOJa BOMHOB CHOBA BEpHYTCS K €pecH, Kak IroBOpAT, ckazamu: “Bcex yoOeiire,
locnonp 3naer cBoux”. M Tak ObUI0 yOMTO OEcUMCIIEHHOE MHOXECTBO B 3TOM ropone» (cm.: Llesapwuii
[eiicrepbaxckuii. becena o wynecax. Pazgen nsarsiit: O Oecax // Lesapwmii ['eiicrepbaxckuil. Peaueus. Lep-
Kosb. Obwecmeo: Hccnedosanus u nybnuxayuu no meonozuu u peaueuu. 2018. Bem. 7. C. 227 [27].

64 Cm.: Menyawko JI. O6 ucrounukax apamel Bioka «Po3a u Kpect», p. 132. Vimeetcst B BUly U3/aHUE:
Histoire générale de Languedoc: avec des notes et les pieces justificatives par dom C. Devic et dom
J. Vaissete. Toulouse, 1879. Vol. VI, p. 289.
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umeBlIerocs B oubnuorexe brnoka u TmarensHO UM NpomTyaupoBanHoro. Ha crpa-
Hune 11, koTopas cOAepKUT MHOTOUYUCIIEHHBIE MOTUYEPKUBAHUSA U 3aMETKH pPyKOU
A. bnoka («BanpaeHch», «'ycey»), IpUBEICHBI «KpbUIaTHIE CIOBay JieraTa namsl MH-
HokeHtus |l Amanspuka nipu mrypme beswse, BocnencTeuu Bomeamme B npamy PK:
«“belite Bcex HacMepTh’, TpuKaseiBan Jjerar, “Tocrogs 3Haer coux’»®®. Pamee
(ra c. 2) biok 9acTHYHO MOTYEPKUBACT M IEITMKOM OTUCPKUBACT Ha IMOJIsIX cioBa: «Ta-
KuM o0pazoM Pum erwie pa3 mac HapoJpl ¢ JKeJNe3HbIM CKHIIETPOM B PYKE, ¥ TBOPELI 3TOH
cucteMsbl Teppopa, Munokentuii 111...», a Beime (Ha c. 1) 3anuceiBaet: « THHOK<eHTHIZ>
II1. XIII B.»%. DTn Maprunanuyu HarmsaHO JEMOHCTPUPYIOT TOT KOHTEKCT, B KOTOPOM
Biok BoctiprHHMAI CI0Ba NANCKOro Jierara npu mrypme besbe.

B npumeuanuu k pernke beprpana: «OHu teneps B besbe...» biaok onupaer-
Csl Ha LUTHPOBAaHHOE CBUAETENLCTBO Lle3apusa u HeHa3BaHHYIO XpOHHKY: «CoObiTHE
OTHOCHUTCA B AecTBUTENBbHOCTH K JeTy 1209 roma. 3HaMeHUTHIE ClIOBa MPOU3HEC
MarncKuil jerar ApHOIb AMalbpHK; TOCIE 3TOro, TOBOPUT XPOHHUKA, B rOpoJie “He
0CTallOCh HU OJIHOTO YKUBOTO CylIecTBa”; Besbe pasrpabuin u coxrim»®’.

Ot1cyTCcTBHE CCBUIKM HA XPOHUKY OOBSICHSETCS TEM, YTO, KaK HAMH BBLISICHEHO,
bnok B kommeHTapun k croBaMm beprpana «Onu Terieps B besse...» (Axr 111, cir. 1) me-
peckaspiBaeT maparpad «Kpecroeiii moxon mpotuB anpOuroines» crateri M.H. Ilo-
KpOBCKOro «CpeHEBEKOBbIE €peCH U MHKBU3HULIMS U3 MHOrOTOMHON «KHMTH 17151 uTe-
HUS TI0 MCTOPUH CpeaHuX BekoB» (1912 r.), koTopas mMenach B Oubnmoreke 1mosra®,
[TokpoBCKHii MHUIIIET, YTO, KOTAa B cepeune jera 1209 r. Boiicka MoH(popa HoACTy I
K besbe, «...Tonmbl arlots — memMx BOJIOHTEPOB, HAOPAHHBIX W3 MOJOHKOB Hacese-
HUSI, BOPBAJIUCH B TOPOA BCJEH 3a OTCTYNABIIMMHM >KUTeIsIMH be3pe u Hauanu Oe3
pa3bopy OUTH Bcex, KTO MOMAAAJCs MO PyKy; Oojiee OCTOPOXKHbIE CIPAILIUBAIIH JIe-
rata, Kak UM OTJIMYUTH €PETUKOB OT MPaBOBEpHBIX. “beiiTe ux Bcex”, oTBETHI Ap-
Honp: “T'ocriomp y3HaeT cBoux!” <...> “He ocranoch HH OAHOTO >KMBOTO CyIIe-
cTBa”, TOBOPHUT COBpEMEHHBIN XpoHukep. [locne Toro, ropoj orpabuiy U MoI0KIIIH
co Bcex KoHIOB»®®. Kpome o4eBHIHBIX Tapauieneid, npuBoauMas B Tekctax «llpu-
Meuanuit» broka m IlokpoBckoro nurara U3 XpOHHKH/XPOHUKEpa YHHUKaJbHA, T.C.
spisiercss mepeBogoM camoro [lokpoBckoro. Takum oOpa3om, M3 KOHTEKCTa yCTa-
HOBJIGHHOTO HaMH MCTOYHHKA OJIOKOBCKOTO NMpuMedaHus 0 be3be MBI MOXeM ycTa-
HOBHTH, O KAKOW KOHKPETHO XPOHUKE B HEM UET PEUb.

85 Cm.: Benonba ®. Victopus pedopmarmn B epmarmm: B 2 T.: miep. ¢ Hem. T. 1. CTI6., 1900. C. 11 [28].
Cwm.: bubmoreka A.A. brioka. Onmcanue: B 3 kH. J1., 1984. Ku. 1. C. 41 [29].

6 Tam xe. C. 40-41.

67 Cm.: Briok A.A. TIpumeuanus k apame «Po3a u Kpect». C. 518.

68 Cm.: bubnuoreka A.A. bnoka. Onucanue. Ku. 3. C. 230. B yrounstomeii onucanue my6auKaiuu
yKa3aHbl BbIl. 1 U 3—4, CBEICHUSI O BTOPOM BBIITYCKe OTCYTCTBYIOT (cM.: Xoxioa H.A. HoBeie MaTepu-
anel K onucanuio 6ubnuoreku A.A. broka // Exxeronnuk Pykonucuoro oraena [lymkunckoro JJoma Ha
1994 ron. CII6., 1998. C. 323 [30]).

69 Tut. no: IMokposckuii M.H. CpenHeBeKkoBble epecd U MHKBU3ULMS // KHUra [/ YTeHHUs 110 HCTOPUM
CpeHUX BEKOB: B 4 BBIIL / COCT. KpY)XKOM IpenopaBarenet mox pex. IL.I'. Bunorpanosa. 3-e u3n. M.:
Tun.-marorp. T-sa U.H. Kymnuepes u K. 1903. Bem. 2, 4. 1. C. 232 [31].
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B kavecTBe ucTouHUKa U 1MocoOus Mo TemMe «KaTapbD» [10KpOBCKUIT peKOMEeH-
IyeT KHUTU HeMelkoro ucropuka W. Jlénmuarepa (rae He ynomuHaeTcs B3stue be-
3b€) U JMoTepaHckoro ucrtopuka pemuruu Y. [muara «cToprs u TOKTpUHA KaTap-
CKOM M anbouroiickoii cexth» (1849 r.)’°. B mocneHeM M31aHUHU TEKCT TIIABBI 00
ocajie be3be pa3zHUTCS N0 COEPIKAaHUIO ¢ TEKCTOM cTaThu [IokpoBCKOro u He coaep-
XKHUT IPUBOJUMOM UM LIUTATHl, @ B KA4EeCTBE MEPBOMCTOYHUKOB LlIMuaT ucnonssyer
MO3TUYECKYIO0 XPOHHUKY (3MUuecKyro necHs) ['maboma Tynenbckoro, muceMo jerara
Awmanbpuka nane Munokentuto Il (1209 r.), «AnsOuroiickyto ucroputo» [lerpa
CepHENCKOTO U PsiJi BTOPUYHBIX JJOKYMEHTOB'?, HM OJIMH U3 KOTOPBIX HE COIEPKHT B
TOYHOCTH 3aUMCTBOBaHHOU brokom ¢pa3sr. OnHaKo MPOBENEeHHBI HAMU TEKCTOJIO-
rudeckuii ananu3 crathu camoro M.H. TlokpoBckoro nokasai, uto naparpad «Kpe-
CTOBBII TOXOJ MPOTUB ALOUTONIIEBY SIBIISIETCS MEPEBOJHBIM MEPETIOKEHUEM Tapa-
rpada «Pe3ns B besbe» (Le massacre de Béziers) B 4-M ToMe U3BECTHOTO KalUTalh-
HOro Tpyaa (paniry3ckoro ucropuka Aupu Maprena (1810-1883) «Hcropus ®pan-
1UK» 2, COOTBETCTBYIOMIMH MACCa) KHUIM KOTOPOTO MOBECTBYET, UTO «MHOKECTBO
arlots ¥ BOJIOHTEPOB TaK SPOCTHO OPOCHIIMCH Ha TOPOXKaH, YTO OTTECHIIIN HX 00paT-
HO B TOPOJl M PUHYJIMCH TyJAa Beiaen 3a HUMH. <...> “IIpousomina Benuyaiiias pe3Hs
B mupe; <...> [lobeaurenu crpocunu abbata CUTO, KaK OHM CMOTYT OTJIMYaTh epe-
TUKOB OT (MCTHHHO) Bepylomux: “YoeiTte ux Bcex!, — oTBeTHII ApHOJIBA AMANbPHK,
— ybOeiite ux Bcex: bor y3naer cBoux!”. <...> I'opojx pasrpabuiu, MOBCIOIY ITO/0-
KTJIH, U BCEe OBLTIO PAa30pEeHO M COXIKEHO, KaK MBI BCE €IlIe MOKEM BHUJICTh; TAK YTO
TAM He OCTAJOCH HHM OJHOIO KMBOro cyuiecrBa’. <...>” Xpomukep O6pu wim
AnpOepuk TpyadoHTEHCKHMI YTBEpXAaeT, 4TO YOWUTOE HAceJeHHE COCTaBHJIO
60000 uenosex»’.

Caepka repeBo/ia C IMTHPOBAHHBIM BBIIIIE TEKCTOM U3 cTaThbi [IOKPOBCKOTO CBU-
JETEbCTBYET, YTO MOCICHNH OIIMO0YHO NPHUHUMAET NPUBOAMMYI0 MapTeHOM LHUTaTy
3a cBUAETENHCTBO XpoHukepa O0pu Tpyadonrenckoro. B aeiictBurensHOCTH ke AHpU
MapreH yka3blBaeT B IIPUMEUYAHUU K TEKCTY, UTO «OIHCAaHHE pe3HU B be3be B3SATO 13
“Historia de los grans faicts d’armas et guerras de Tolosa” <HanucaHHOW BEKOM I03Ke™>
Y U3 COBPEMEHHOI <COOBITHSAM (...)> IMO3MBI O BOWHE aNbOHUTOMIIEB, MyOIHKaIen Ko-
TOpOif MBI 00s3aHBI T-Hy DOPHAIIO»’®, T.€. MEPBOMY H3IATENIO SIUYECKON MOIMBI-

0 Yyras «Dnamenky», Biaok 0cobo OTMETUI CCHUIKY Ha 3To u3fanue (cM.: Peruxos A.JI. K ¢panko-
SI3BIYHBIM UCTOYHUKAM MUCTEpPHANBHOTO ciokera apaMsl «Po3a u Kpect». C. 191). Brocnencteun
kaure Y. llmunra obpamamice E.B. AanukoB u A. bensrii (M., Hanp.: Arapeit bensrit. Mctopus cra-
HOBJICHHs camMoco3Haromeit aymu. B 2 xu.: Ku. 1. M., 2020. C. 386, 585 (JIH 112:1) [32]).

"1 Schmidt Ch. Histoire et Doctrine de la secte des Cathares ou Albigeois. 2 vols. Paris, 1849. Vol. 1.
P. 228-229 [33].

2 Martin H. Histoire de France depuis les temps les plus reculés jusqu’en 1789. In 19 vols. 4" ed. Paris,
1864. Vol. 4. P. 32-34 [34].

3 B opurunane y A. Mapruna: «La ville pillée, ils y mirent le feu de partout, et tout fut dévasté et briilé,
ainsi qu’on le voit encore maintenant; en sorte qu’il n’y demeura chose vivante» (Ibid. P. 34).

" 1bid. P. 34.

5 1bid. P. 33.
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xponuku ['mnpema Tyzmensckoro (M aHOHMMHOTO TMPOJOJDKEHMS), BUAHOMY (ppaHIry3-
CKOMY HUCTOPHUKY Juteparypsl Kinony dopuanto, omy0IrKoBaBIIEMy €€ IapaJuIeIbHO Ha
OKCHTaHCKOM U (paHIly3CKOM s3blKax mox HasaHueM «lcropusi KpecroBoro moxona
npoTUB anbouroiickux eperukosy (Histoire de la croisade contre les hérétiques albigeois.
Paris, 1837). Bo dpaniry3ckom niepeBoae Popuaiisi mog00HOM MpHBOAMMON MapTeHoM
IUTATHI HET, OJHAKO TpO3amdecKuii paccka3 MapTeHa o pe3He B besne, kak coobmaer
caM aBTOp, SIBJISIETCSI KOHTaMHHAIMEH €ro MepeBOI0B ¢ OKCUTAHCKOTO sI3bIKa JIpEeBHEN
«Mcropun Tymy3ckux BOHH» U anbOuroiickolt xponuku ['mnsoma Tyzaensckoro, ¢ BoJb-
HBbIM TIEPECKA30M KOTOPBIX B UTOre W craikusaercsi A. biok B cratbe IlokpoBckoro.
Takum o0pazom, mof ynomuHaemoii biiokoM B mpumedannu k PK XpOHHUKOH MBI YCIIOB-
HO MOXKEM TIPHU3HATh MCHBITABIINN KOHTAMHHAIMIO M MHOXKECTBO TIEPEBOJIOB MepecKas
COBPEMEHHON COOBITHSAM IOITHYECKOW XpOHWKM [mipoma Tymembckoro (cM. Jiecch
19-23:7)".

Raxnrouenue

B 3akmtoueHne He0OX0IMMO 0CO00 OTMETHUTH, YTO BHUMATEIHHOE IIPOYTEHHE
TEeMAaTHYECKHX MOMET biioKa Mo3BOISIET BO MHOTOM IIPOSCHUTH «BOIIPOC O PEIICBAHT-
HOCTH KOHTEKCTOB: ITPAaBOMEPHO JIM ‘‘BUMTHIBaHWE B OJIOKOBCKUN TEKCT TaKHX MH-
CTEPHOJIOTHYECKUX CMBICIOB, KOTOPBIX B HEM HE MOIJIO OBITH?»'’, TIOCKONBKY 3TOT
BOIIPOC HEM3MEHHO BO3HUKAET MPHU BEIOOPE TE€PMEHEBTUIECKOTO HHCTPYMEHTApUS U
OTIpeIeTICHNH U3BECTHBIX BIOKY MCXOMHBIX TEKCTOB, HEOOXOAMMEBIX JJISI OCMBICIIE-
Husl PK Kak TIbeChl ¢ MUCTEPUANBHBIM TTOCBATUTEIHLHBIM CIOXKETOM, OTHPAIOIIMMCS
Ha ucropuocoduto Bi. ConoBbeBa, U 330TEPUUESCKUM CHMBOJIM3MOM COOBITUI U TO-
HOHUMOB aJILOMIOWCKOro KpecToBoro moxozaa’®. Hacnenys copuiiHyr HCTOPHOCO-
¢uto Bn. ComoBbreBa, B CBOEM IMOCBATUTENFHOM CHMBOJIM3Me PK mipoHN3aHa Tiry0o-
Kol Bepoii brioka B rpsyiiee TyxoBHOE MTPeoOpaKeHne MHUpa 1 YeJIOBEKa, B CBSI3H C
YeM MUCTEPHUATLHBIN CIOKET JApaMbl HECOMHEHHO JOJKEH YUUTHIBATHCS HCCIIEI0BaA-
TeassMu. OH MOXET OBITh OCMBICIIEH KaK HappaTHBHAS TPAHCIO3UIMS B JTUTEPATyp-
HBI TeKCT PK cpeHeBeKOBOI MU(OIOTHIECKON CXEMBI — CBEPXCIOKETA PhIIIAPCKO-
IO «B3BICKAHUS CB. ['paalis», B KOTOPHIA YK€ KaK COCTABJISIOIINE BKIFOUAIOTCS OT-
JICJTbHBIE CUMBOJIUCTCKUE 330TepUUECKHe MUGDOIOTEMBI: aahbOUTorCKas, PO3eHKpEH-

6 Cm.: Twbem Tymenbckuit. TlecHs 06 ANBEGUTONCKOM KPECTOBOM TOXOJIE: Tep. ¢ ipoBaHc. M.: Kaj-
pura, 2010. C. 147-155 [35]. Ot™meTuM, 4TO B APYroit H3BECTHOH XPOHUKE TOTO BPEMEHH, «AJILOUTO¥-
CKas MCTOpUs» IMCTEPIUAHCKOTO MOHaxa-xpoHucra Ilerpa Cephetickoro, Taxke coobmaercst (Hyst.
Alb., XVI): «Statim intrantes, a minimo ad maximum omnes fere necati, tradentes incendio civitatem
[Kax TonpkO OHM BOIILIM, TO HEPEeOMIN MMOYTH BCEX, OT Majia A0 BelHKa, U MpeJald Mokapy ropoa]»
(momp. cm.: Pierre des Vaux de Cernay. Histoire albigeoise. Paris: Vrin, 2012. P. 41-42 [36]). Oanako
3[1€Ch XPOHHCT HE TOBOPHT O NOTOJIOBHOM yOMHCTBE BCEX KUTETEH.

7 Cm.: Tmyxosa E.B. Konrekcr 3armnasus npamel Asekcanpa Bioka «Po3a u kpect». C. 273.

78 O630p COBPEMEHHBIX HCCIIEA0BAHUI MUCTEPHAIILHOIO HOCBATUTENBLHOIO croskera PK cM.: Peruxos AJL
K (paHKOs3BIMHBIM NCTOYHUKAM MHCTEPHAIBHOTO clokeTa apambl «Po3a n Kpect» (poMaHHBIN muKI
«JIancenor Ozepusrity). C. 212-216.
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uepckasi, copuitHas (B ee pa3IMYHBIX MaHU(eCcTAMsIX), oprudeckas, «IaHTOB KOI»
PYCCKOT0 CUMBOJIM3MA U JIP., BHISABIECHHBIE HCCIIEN0BATENSIMU paHee’”,

IIpencraBiaeHHBIN BBIIE aHAINA3 OJOKOBCKMX MaprHHAININ MTOKA3bIBAET, UTO
OTCYTCTBYIOIIIMH B IEPEYHE N3BECTHBIX KHMKHBIX HCTOYHUKOB PK «YHUBEpCATbHBIN
cioBapb...» M. Byiie ObUT mII0IOTBOPHO BOCTpeOOBaH biokoMm B pabote Hany PK u
MpUMEYaHsIME K Hel (B ocooennoctu: Ceamoii Hakos, Cumon Monghop, PaiimyHo,
Onu menepw 6 besve, 1 np.). BoIsIBIEHHBIE TEKCTOIOTHUECKUE NapaJljIea ¢ MpUMe-
yauussMu A. brioka k PK CBUIETENbCTBYIOT, UTO cTaThsi «CpeIHEBEKOBBIE €peECH U
uHkBu3uLUs» ucropuka M.H. ITokpoBckoro, yuenuka B.O. KitoueBckoro u u3Bect-
Horo Menuesncrta akaia. I1.I. BurorpamoBa, mon pemakiiei KoToporo ObLia U3aaHa
HaIMcaHHas Ha XOpOILIeM Hay4YHO-METOI0JIOTHYECKOM YPOBHE TOTO BPEMEHU MHOTO-
ToMHas «KHHUra JUIs 9TeHus 110 MCTOPHMH CPEJHUX BEKOB», HECOMHEHHO TaKkKe MO-
XKeT OBITh BKJIIOYEHA B KPYI MCTOYHHMKOB 10 UCTOPHUHU aIbOHUTOMCKOT0 KPECTOBOTO
moxoJia, K KoTopbsIM npubernyn A. biok B mepuon padotsl Hag PK.

Panee He oOparaBiiye Ha ce0si BHUMaHHE MCCIICIOBATEICH U BBISBICHHBIC
BBIIE Mapajiean MexAy npumedanusmu bioka k PK W coaep)kaHHEeM psiia KHHLD
ero OMOIMOTEKH, BKIIOYAOIINX MAprHUHAINN I03Ta, MO3BOJISIOT IOMOJHUTH UCTOY-
HUKOBeqUecKuil ammapaT K PK. DTH MapruHaiuu BbIlie OBUIM PacCMOTPEHBI U HC-
MTOJIb30BaHbl HAMHM KaK T€pMEHEBTHUYECKH BAXKHBIE TEKCTBHI-NIOCPEIHUKH MEXIY CO-
yuHeHUsIMU 110 uctopun CpenHeBekoBbsl B OuOnnoreke A. bioka u tekctom PK ¢
NPUMEYAHUSIMU K HEH.
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Appendix.
A. Blok’s Excerpt about the Albigensian Crusade
from the Works on General History by O. Jiager and F. Schlosser

Transcription and comments made by A.L. Rychkov

DOI: 10.17588/2076-9210.2021.2.135-142

Brinucka A. Biioka 06 ansouroiiiiax B Padoueti Tetpaau Ne 2 k apame «Po3a u
Kpect» (PK), cnenmannas mostoM B 1912 r. B IllaxmaroBo, Oblna pacmmdpoBaHa
WN.C. IIpuxoapKo npu MOArOTOBKE KOMMEHTApUEB K I0OMIEHHOMY JIBYS3BIYHOMY H3-
JAHUIO JIpaMbl M BIIEPBBIE ONMYOJIUKOBaHA B COCTaBE COINPOBOJUTEIBHOM CTaThU
AL Perukosal k 3TOMy M3naHuI0 63 HEOOXOMMMBIX KOMMEHTAPHMEB U OMOIMOTpa-
¢uueckoro annapara. Hacrosimast myOnukanus ycTpaHseT yKa3aHHbIE HEIOCTATKH
BKJTIOUAET Takke (pakcummie (cM. Winl. 1) 1 KOHKOpJAHC BBIITUCKU C TEKCTAMH JINTe-
paTypHBIX HCTOYHHUKOB, YTO PACKPHIBACT KOHTEKCT KPATKUX 3amuceld bioka u mo3Bo-
JISIET CYIIECTBEHHO YTOUHUTDH NPEAIIECTBYIONIYIO PAcIn(POBKY.

Hcropudeckyio kapTuHy Hadana AnpOHroiickux BoH A. biok BoccraHaBmm-
BaeT Ha OCHOBAaHUHU TPYIOB HeMeUKHX uctopukoB dpuapuxa Kpucroda Illmoccepa
(Friedrich Christoph Schlosser, 1776-1861) u ero nocnenosarens Ockapa Herepa

! Priukos A.JI. Uctopuueckuii GoH W penuruosHas nojomieka apambsl «Posa u Kpecr» // Biok Asek-
caunp. Posa u Kpecr / Blok Aleksandr. The Rose and the Cross. M., 2013. C. 292.

© Prrukor AJL., 2021,
ConoBbeBckue uccnenosanus, 2021, Bei. 2, ¢. 135-142.
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(Oskar Jdger, 1830-1910), mommcaBiero mocieaHne ToMa K (GyHIaMEHTAIbHOM
«Bcemupnoit ucropumn» Hlnoccepa. IlepBblil pycckuil nepeson «BcemupHoi ucro-
pun» ®.K. Ilnoccepa B 18 1. Bhimten B 1861-1863 rr. B m3manuu B. CepHo-
CosioHoBHYa (TIEpBBIC TOMAa OBLIM MOATOTOBJICHHI moxa peaakiuei H.I'. YepHsliies-
ckoro). B 1868 . BEIXOAUT BTOpOE, UCIIPaBICHHOE M3AaHNe «BCceMUPHOM UCTOPHI

B 8 T. B «ToBapumectse M.O. Bombsday.
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B cBoeM kiaccudeckoM uccaenoBannu PK B.M. XKupmyHckuii onsITasncs ycra-
HoBUTh u3nanue Lllnoccepa, kotopeiM briok Mor Bocmosb3oBaThes B 1llaxmaroBo (mo-
CKOJIbKY 3HAUMTENNbHAsI 9acTh IIaXMAaTOBCKOW OMOIHMOTEKH yTpadeHa). OQHAKO B UTOTE
HccreoBareNb OTchllaeT K obouM m3manusiM: «BceemupHas uctopust @. Illnoccepa,
T. 3. Usn. 1-e. CII6., 1863, c. 234-251 (u3n. 3-e. CII6., 1878)»2. B 3T0ii CBA3M HUKE B
OoubnorpadIueckoM ONMCaHWH, KOMMEHTapUsIX U KOHKOp/IAaHCe C yKa3aHWeM JIHaraso-
Ha LUTUPYEMbIX CTPaHHUI] IPUBEICHBI CCHUIKM Ha 00a M3JaHMA MOCBSILIEHHOTO «BpPEMe-
HHU KpecTOBBIX MoxonoB» ToMa Illnoccepa: Ha nepsoe m3nanue B. Cepro-ConoHoBrua
1863 r. u Ha BTOpOE, HcHpaBieHHoe u3nanne «BeemupHoii nctopum» B 8 T. B «ToBapu-
mectBe M.O. Bonbda» 1870 r., manee HeoJHOKPATHO TIEpen3aBaBIIIeecs..

B cBoI0 0uepesib, aBTopetBy Ockapa Ferepa npunaiexur Goree No3aHee U KpaT-
Koe m3nanue «Bceolieil uctopum», MepeBo]; KOTOPOro BIEPBBIC BBILIET HA PYCCKOM
s3pike B 18941895 1. B m3mannu A.®. Mapkca. B 1904 1. TeMm ke u3nmareneM myOauKy-
ercs ucnpasiieHHoe u nononaenHoe J1.3. CnornMcknM n3nanue «BceeoOiuelt ncropum,
KOTOpOE (BEPOSITHO, Kak Oojiee JOCTYIHOE) U yKa3biBaeT B.M. JKupMyHCcKkuii B KauecTBe
rcTOYHMKA BBIMUCOK A. brioka: «Herep O. Beeobras ucropus, 1. 2. Uzg. 2-e. CII6., 1904,
c. 314-315»°. B 1eliCTBUTEIBHOCTH TEKCT 3TOTO MCHPABIEHHOTO NEPen3Ianust (U Mocie-
JIOBABIIIMX 33 HUM) OTJIMYACTCs OT TOro, ¢ KOTOphIM padotan biok. Tak, BMecTo nepeHe-
CEHHOH W3 OpUI'MHAJa COYMHEHHsI JIATMHCKOW TpaHcKpuiuu uMmenu llerpa Bambayca
(Petrus Valdus), xotopyto BbImHchiBaeT biiok, mpuBeieHa OMIMOO4YHAs (paHIy3CKas:
Pierre de Vaux (Ilbep ne Bo)*. TTo31OMy MBI MOXEM YBEPEHHO TOBOPHTH O TOM, YTO B
[ITaxmaToBO B pacropsbkeHuM biioka Haxomwiock MMEHHO nepBoe usnanue «/cropun
CPEAHHMX BEKOB», CO CJIEAYIOIIMX CTPaHULl KOTOPOro bIOKOM crenaHbl BBITHCKH:
Herep O. Bceobuias ucropust: B 4 1. T. 2: icTopys cpeHAX BEKOB / IIep. ¥ JIOIL. MOJ Pell.
ILH. IMoneporo. CII6.: M3a. A.®. Mapkca, 1894. C. 306-319.

Brimucky u3 BTOporo ToMa BBIMIEYKa3aHHOTO COYMHEHHs Mo «Bceobuieii uc-
topum» O. Merepa 0THOCATCS K 3HAYMTENHHO Ooliee OOMIMPHOMY KOJHYECTBY CTpa-
HUI, 4eM ykaszbiBaeT B.M. XXupmyHckuii, 1 oxBaThiBaroT (parmeHTsl naparpadon
«ITama Muanokentuit III. 1198 r.» (Tam xe, c. 306), «HoBwie BessHus. Epecu» (Tam
xe, ¢. 314-315), «3aBoeBanne Koncranturomomns. Maeonoruueckuii Tynuk uueu
KpPECTOBBIX MOX0I0B» U «KpecToBbIil moxon mereit» (Tam xe, ¢. 318), a Takke «Kpe-
CTOBBIIl TIOXOJ IPOTHB EPETHKOBY (TaMm xe, ¢. 319). C ykazannbix crpanun biok me-

2 Kupmynckuii B.M. Jlpama Anekcannpa bnoka «Po3a u kpect». JIuteparypubie uctounuku // XKup-
myHcknit B.M. Teopus mureparypsl. [Tostuka. Ctumueruka. M., 1977. C. 400. Iutnpyemast cchiika
B.M. XupmyHckoro omunbouna u TpedyeT yrouneHus. Kak oTMevanoch Bbllle, B 1-M MU31aHUHM HHTEpe-
copaBmii broka pa3znen Haxogutces He B ToMe 3, a B Tome 7 (CII6., 1863): ykazanubie JKupMyHCKUM
CTPaHULIBI TAKXKE OTCHIIAIOT K MEPBHIM IBYM IJIaBaM paszena «3amagHas EBpora Bo BpeMst MOCIeTHUX
KpecToBbIx moxo10B» He TpeThero, a cenpMoro Toma 1-ro nuzganus B. Cepro-ConoHoBrya.

3 ¥upmynckuit B.M. Jlpama Anekcannpa Broka «Po3a u kpect». JluteparypHbie ucroannku // XKup-
myHckuil B.M. Teopus nurepatypsl. Ilostuka. Ctunucruka. M., 1977. C. 400.

4 Bmecro ITsepa Bambmo (¢p.: Pierre Valdo) omm6ouno ykazano uMs €ro Bpara — XpOHHCTA allbOUTOMN-
ckoro noxoxa [Ieepa e Bo (ne Cepre).
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JlaeT KpaTKHe BBIMKCKH, KacaloUIHecsi KOHKPETHBIX MECT, IMEH U COOBITHIA, KOTOpBIC
HalayT cBoe oTpaxeHue B PK.

CpaBHeHme BBITUCOK ¢ TekcTamu «u3 Herepa u lllnoccepa» mokasbIBaer, uyTo
Biok mpuctynu k usydenmto «Mcropun cpennux Bexos» O. Herepa ¢ «Kuuru tpe-
Theit: OT Hadana KpectoBeix moxomos 1o Pynonsda ['abcOyprekoro». biok HaunHa-
€T KOHCIIEKT HE Cpa3y, a BO3BPALIAETCS HA MEPBBIX MOpPax K INPOYUTAHHOMY M HE
CTOJIBKO KOHCIIEKTHPYET HEepBbIC LUTATHI, IPUBOS UX B COKPALLICHUU CIOBAaMH OpH-
THHAIBHOTO TEKCTa, CKOJNBKO IMEepecKa3blBaeT OCBOCHHBIA TEKCT, O YeM CBUIETEIIb-
CTBYIOT BCTYIHUTEJbHbIE ()pa3bl BHIIMCOK (CM. Aajee B KOHKOPAAHCE BHIMUCOK). bo-
Jiee KOHKpETHBIE W MPHBSI3aHHBIC K TEKCTY KHUTH BBHIMMCKH BIOK HaunWHaeT Jenath
MPUMEPHO C CEPEIHMHBI MOCIEIHEr0 M3 YKa3aHHBIX Bbllle maparpadoB. B Hauane
4eTBepTOi riaaBbl (Ha ¢. 314 mur. u3a.). biaok BcTpeyaercs ¢ ymOMHHAHHUEM HUCTOPH-
yeckoil ponu manel MHHOKeHTHA |l M oOpamaercs k mpeapaymiel riiaBe, 9TOOBI
MpoYecTh 0 HeM mozApoOHee (Ha crp. 306, cM. 00 3TOM Jjaee B KOHKOpIAHCe). 3aTeM
bnok Bo3Bparaercst K IpepBaHHOMY YTEHUIO U I1OCIIEI0BATEIEHO JOBOIUT KOHCIIEKT
«u3 Uerepay» no ucropuu B3stust beswe (Ha c. 319 mur. u3x.).

Amnanu3 BeITUCOK Brioka mokas3pIiBaeT, 4YTo B KOHCHIEKTUPYEMbIX HCTOPUIECKUX
MoCOOUSX €ro MHTepecyeT HadalbHBIN MEPHOJ alTbOUTOHCKOTO KPECTOBOTO MOXO/a.
IpomTynuposas «Mcropuio cpennux Bekos» O. Merepa ot maparpada «Ilana Wu-
nokenTuii III. 1198 r.» 10 coObiTuii B beswbe, binok oOpamaetcst k riaBe «lOxHas
Opannus 1o anpOuroickoit BOWHB B (hyHAameHTansHOM nocobuun @ K. [lnoccepa
Y 3aKaHYMBAeT KOHCIIEKT Ha MEPBON CTpaHUIIE BTOPOH I1aBbl «AJBOUTONCKAs BOM-
Ha» (3TH r1aBbl oyOinKoBaHbl B paszaene VI «3anannas EBpona Bo Bpems nocnen-
HUX KPECTOBBIX MOX0A0B» B 7 ToMe 1-ro u 3 Tome 2-ro m3manwmii). Beero u3 llnoc-
cepa brok xoHcnekTupyet ABe win Tpu ctpaHuibl (c. 111-112 u3 2-ro nznanus wim
c. 236-238 u3 1-To U3gaHuA COOTBETCTBEHHO). | MaBy « AnpOuroiickas BoitHa» bBiok,
o Bceil BEPOSTHOCTH, Jlajiee He YHTAET, TOCKOIbKY HEOOXOIUMEIE CBEJICHUS M yKe
GBLIN JI0 TOTO BEITMCAHBI B KOHCIIEKT U3 COUnHeHus Merepa.

Taxum 00pa3om, 3a CBEICHUSIMU O MPEABICTOPUHN M Hadalle albOMroHCKOro Kpe-
cToBoro noxoza biok crepsa obpamaercs k counnenuo O. Herepa (oueBmHO, KaK K
OoJiee KpaTKOMY U COBpeMEHHOMY, yeM Tpyj ero yuutesst — @. [llnoccepa). Onnaxo,
MO JOCaIHOW CIy4alfHOCTH, Oojiee TOCTOBEPHO HAYalo ajlbOMIOHCKOTO KPECTOBOI'O
noxoza 0bu10 onmcaHo uMeHHo Lllnoccepom B r1aBe « AbOUroNcKast BOMHa.

B cnenmansrom naparpade «KpecToslit moxon npotus epetuko» O. Merep
YTBEPKIaJl, YTO AILOMTOWCKUI KPECTOBBIH IMOXO0Jl M3HAYAILHO COCTOSUICS Onaronaps
«rpady Cumony <MoHpopy> — II1aBHOMY BOXKAIO 3TOTO CTOJIb yronHoro Llepksu
BOMHCKOTO TPEANPUATHS», U «MHOTOYHCIEHHOE BOWCKO cOOpasioch C 3TOIO HEJBIO B
JInone (1209 rox) mox Ha4aILCTBOM pPEBHUTENS Bepbl, rpada Cumona Mongpopm-
cko2o 1 MOHaxa-(haHaTtuka ApHoavoa, HactoaTens aboarctBa Curo (Citeaux), Ha3Ha-
YEHHOTO TAICKUM JieraToM. [IepBbIM KpPYITHBIM BOMHCKHM TOABHIOM OBLIO B3ATHE
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wrypmoM Besbepa»®. Torma kak @. Illnoccep HEOIHOKPATHO YKa3blBal B IJIABE
«AnbOUroiickas BoifHa», 4yTO a00aT «ApPHOJBA CaM B3sUICS MPEABOAUTEILCTBOBATD
9THM OIIOJYEHUEM» H OTBETCTBEHEH 3a 3II0JIesIHUS B be3be, MOCKONBKY «COBEPIICH-
HOE UCTpEOJICeHUE KUTEJIEH U CBUpeNnast IpoCTh, HE MIaUBIIAs HU JKEHIIUH HU JIeTeH,
BO30yAMIM OOLIUI yKac U OTBpalleHne K ab0aTy ApHOIbAY, BHHOBHUKY 3THX 3JI0-
neticte»®. Cornacro Illnoccepy (JIUIIb 4epe3 MecsIl OCIe YIIOMAHYTHIX B PK cOOBI-
Tuii B besne), B3aB KapkaccoH, BHOXHOBUTENb M JyXOBHBIH JIHIEP MOXO0/A TMAIICKUN
neraT ApHoibI AManbpuK oOpaTuiics 3a momoubio k CuMmony ne MoHdopy, «ipu-
COEIUHUBIIEMYCSI K albOUTONCKAM KPEeCTOHOCIaM TONbKO 1o KapkaccoHHOM, HO
BCKOPE CJIETABIIEMYCS TJIABHBIM TEPOEM BOWHBI» .

B PK B0k NPMHAMAET HCTOPHIO alTbOMIOHCKOro KPecToBOro Toxona «1o Here-
py», nenast Mondopa CHMBOJIOM 3TOr0 TIOXO/a, HAYMHAS C €r0 HAuaJbHON TOYKH — BbI-
xona Boiicka m3 JInoHa (o koneOGaHMsIX biioka B MPUHSTHM 3TOTO Pa3BUTHS CIOXKETa,
BO3MOYKHO, CBUJIETENILCTBYET 3HAK BOMPOCA MOCJe BBIMHUCKH O coOpaHuu «Bokcka CH-
MoHa MoHgopTtckoro» B JInone). AMepukanckuii cnaBuct E.A. CnuBkuH (Tionarasi, 4ro
A. Brok Gbut 3HakoMm ¢ counnenusmu H.A. OcoknHa® ¥ MONHOCTBIO O3HAKOMMWIICS C
ansOurorickor TemMarukor B coumHenmu lllnmoccepa) mpemmonoxwi, uro aBtop PK
(UTMILIB TIEPErPYNINUPOBBIBACT MOAIMHHBIE HCTOPHUYECKHE COOBITHS B 33/1a4ax JIpambl, B
CBSI3U C YEM HAMEPEHHO «IIPUHSAJI 3TOT “KOMIAKTHBIM~ BapHaHT» UCTOPUU «IIO Were-
py»°. Ilpencrasnennsiii B [IpUIOKEHNN MEPEYEHb TEMATUIECKUX JIMTEPATYPHBIX HC-
TOYHUKOB BJIOKa TOKa3bIBaeT, YTO XPOHOJIOTHS COOBITHH abOMTOHCKOro KPEeCTOBOTO
MOX0/Ia JICHCTBUTENHHO ObLIa 00CTOSATENHHO M3BecTHA broky. OmHaKko Bce AOCTYIHBIC
€My UCTOYHHUKH MOBTOPSIIOT OMIMOOYHYIO BEPCHIO HCTOPUH Hayala ajJbOMIOMCKOro Kpe-
CTOBOTO TI0XO0J1a, TIpe/icTaBIeHHyio y Merepa'®. ITyGiukyeMble BHITMCKH HE JAIOT OCHO-
BaHMU MpeArosarath, 4To bJIOK O3HaKOMMIICS CO BCEM COJIEP)KaHHWEM IJIaBbl «AJb-
Ourolickas BoitHa» B counHeHnu Llnoccepa, n moromy paccmarpuBaemast E.A. CriuBku-
HBIM (DyHIaMEHTaJIbHAsI MCTOPUYECKAsT HETOYHOCTH Apambl PK MoXeT Takke oObsc-
HThCS (haTalTbHBIM HEBE3CHHEM €€ aBTOpa B BHIOOPE W NMPHOOPETEHUH TEeMaTHUECKON
JIUTEPaTypPHI.

5 flerep O. Beeobmas uctopust: B 4 1. T. 2: Ucropus cpennnx Bekos. CII6., 1894. C. 319.

6 Inoccep ®@.K. Beemupras uctopus: B 8 T. T. 3: Vcropus cpennux Bekos. 2-e u3n. CII6.; M., 1870.
C. 112-113.

" Tam xe. C. 113.

8 HauGornee coBpeMeHHbIE Ha TOT MOMEHT MPEJICTABJICHHS O XO0Jie ATbOUIOHCKOro KPecTOBOTO TOX0a ObLTH
HareyaTaHbl B JByXTOMHOW JuccepraionHHoi MoHorpaduu H.A. Ocokuna «Vctopust anbOUroifiieB u ux
BpeMeHW», oyOnkoBaHHOH B Kazanu, Haiiti kotopyto A. bioky nocoseroBan M. I'epiien3oHn: biok nckan
ee y OyKMHHCTOB, HO He Hamien (moapobHee cM.: Boimucku A. Broka u3 mucceprauuu E.B. Annukosa / moz-
rort. myoi. u kommeHT. A.JL. PerakoBa // ConoBeéBckue nccnenosanus. 2020. Beim. 3(67). C. 126).

9 Cm.: Cnukun E.A. Karapckuii Mu¢) o HeGecHOM nBoiinuke B apame Asiekcanapa bioka «Posa u
Kpect» // Bonpocs! ntutepatypst. 2008. Ne 4. C. 89.

10 Tlo posm Mongopa B ansOMroiickom KpecToBoM mnoxoe A. B0k Takke IpOYes CIOBAPHYIO CTATBIO
Montfort B8 xu.: Bouillet M. Dictionnaire universel d’histoireet de géographie. 28-¢ éd. Paris, 1884.
P. 1269, u crareto M.H. ITokpoBckoro «CpeaHeBEKOBbIE epecH W HHKBU3ULUS» (0OCYKACHHE CM.
B HacT. myouL., c. 128).
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B 3akiroueHne HEOOXOAWMO OTMETUTH, YTO TPHU MEPEBOJE TEKCTOB KOHKOP-
JaHca ¢ pycckoit nopedopmeHHoi opdorpadun B COBpeMEHHYIO B HAITMCAHUH CJIOBA
«kaTapb» (rped. ka0opOg — «IUCTBIi») HaMu Oblla HAMEPEHHO OCTaBleHa OyKBa
CTaporo pycckoro andasura «e» (¢pura), mucaBmascs B TO BpeMsl B 3aUMCTBOBaH-
HBIX U3 TPEYECKOTO S3BIKa CIIOBaX M MPOU3HOCHBIIASCS KaK 3BYK «(», 9TO U MOCITY-
Xuino 1 bioka o4eBUAHBIM OCHOBaHMEM JJISl TPAHCKPUMLUHU «Kadapbl», TepeHe-
ceHHoil B PK.

[Tybnukyemsbrii koncriekT A. brioka «u3 HMerepa u Lllnoccepa» Hammcan ¢uo-
JIETOBBIMH YepHIIaMu. [loMeTsl CHHUM 1 KpacHBIM KapaHIallaMi MOTJIH ObITH BHE-
ceHbl bIOKOM B pyKONHUCH MO3/IHEE.

Texcm evinucku A. bnoxa «uz Hezepa u Illnoccepa»
(MPJIH ®. 654, on. 1, en. xp. 148, 1. 295-295 06.)

<JI. 295. Hayano BeITUCKH 0003HAYEHO KPYKKOM, CHHUH KapaHaanr>

[Ipu Ommwx<aiiieM™> pacCMOTPEHUH HE TPYOHO 3aMETUTh, YTO B Maccax He
OBUIO YK€ TAKOTO CTPEMIICHHSI K KPECTOBBIM I0X0/1aM, KaK CTO JIeT Ha3al, U LEPKOBb
mpuiiarajga Bce yCHJIHs, YTOOBl BHOBb pa3Keydb MOTYXArNIUi KocTep. Momoaoi mamna
— Wunokentnii I1I. Epecu OwicTpo mouniu Buepexn. Kadapet B Tyiyse. Ilposanc,
Jlanrenox, osunt!, Tackons — 3axBaueHbl UMH. CEKTaHTBI B 3aMKaxX MPOIOBELYIOT
0 majgeHuu Aymi, o pobpom u 31moM bore. Crporue BererapbsHIbI, OTBEpr<aii>
Opak, ynorpebi<eHue> Msca — B YHCJIC CEMU CMEPTHBIX I'pexoB. /lyxoBHOE Kperiie-
Hue (consolamentum) uist IpUHATHS B CEKTY (IIPOCTOE BO3JIOXKEHHE PYK Ha TOJIOBY).

B 1167 6mu3 Tynysst B C. @enukce-ge Kapaman y Hux 0b11 co00p.

B 1170 romy B Jluone — Baubaencol (ot Petrus Valdus). Orpumanue
XPUCT<HAHCKUX> YTOAHUKOB, CBSALICHHUKOB. JIOKb — B uuClEe CEMH CM<EPTHBIX>
rpexoB. Besikas kiATBa M BCSIKOE KPOBOIIPOJIMTHE 3anpelieHo. McnopueHHoi Buau-
MO} LIEPKBU U nane nporusonoi<arain> Llepkoss HeBuaumyto.

OcobeHHO MHOTOYHCIIEHHB! — B AlTbOn (0TCiofa A<ibpOHroi>1er) — omac- <JI.
295 00.> Hoe MecTo — rpanuna ['ammuu, Menanun u Utanum.

Ve B 1212 u3 1oxHOM OpaHLMK — «KPECTOBBIN MOX0 AETEil».

Boiicko Cum<ona>Monpoprckoro cobpanock B Jlnone. 712

[epaoiii mTypm — besbe[pa]™®.

1178 — ¢panu<ysckuit> kopons Jliog<oBuk> VII u aHrn<uiickuii™> KOpOJb
I'enp<ux> I npenoCTABISIIOT 1yXOBHON KOMUCCHUU IIPECIEA0BATh EPETUKOB.

Poxep 11, rpad be3ne, Kapkaccona, Ans0u 1 Pase BcTymaeTcst 3a apecTyeMbIX.

WHuHokenTnii cran nano# B 1198.

B mau<ane> XII<I> Beka — Punmunm-ABrycT Gppann<y3CKH> KOPOJb.

(Ot0 — koii-uro u3 Herepa u lllnoccepa — lllaxmaToso.)

1 TroonH — cosp.: ['ueHs.
12 Bomp. 3Hak mocTaBNeH MOBEPX CI0Ba «JIMOHE» KPACHBIM KapaH [allIoM.
13 Besvep — npsimas Tpauckpummus ot ¢p. Béziers, Biok ucnpasnser Ha o6menpunsTyio: Fesve.
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KOHKOP()(IHC evinucok A. bnoka c mexcmamu JaumepamypHblxX UCHMOYHUKO8

1. Boinucku u3 «Bceoowieit ucmopuu» O. Hezepa

Beimucku w3 kauru: HMeeep O. Beeobmas ucropus: B 4 1. T. 2. Ucropus
cpemHux BekoB / mep. u gor. mox pen. I1.H. ITomesoro. CII6.: M3m. A.®. Mapkca,
1894.1V, 623 c.

Ipu 6audic<aiiwem™> paccmompenuu ... Yepko8b NPUIAAIA 6ce YCUIUs, 4moodvl 6HO8b
paszaceysb nomyxaiowuii kocmep <C. 314> «IIpu 6amxaiimeM paccCMOTpPEHHH, paB/a, He TPYA-
HO 3aMEeTHUTb, YTO B 3TOM BO3HHKHOBEHHHU HPOSBHIOCH y)K€ HEUTO MCKYCCTBEHHOE, JICJIAHHOE,
YTO B HEM Y)K€ CHJIBHO CKa3bIBA€TCS DJICMEHT MO3THUUECKUi, U uTO, Kak LlepkoBb, Tak U B 0CO-
OCHHOCTH TJaBa ee, IHHOKeHTHH, IMeNN CBOM 0COOBIe MPUYMHBI HANPSTaTh BCE YCHIHS K IIPO-
BEJICHUIO TOM MBICIIH, KOTOpasi, CTO JIET TOMY Ha3aJ, BbI3bIBaJIa TaKOil OOIIMI U eCTEeCTBEHHBIH
TIOPBIB OTYIIEBICHUI.

Monoooii nana — Unnoxenmuui I11. <C. 306> «... BO3BE/IeH B IIAIICKOE JOCTOMHCTBO O]
umeHeM Hunoxenmus I11. OnapeHHbIi OOMIUPHBIM YMOM TOCYAapCTBEHHBIM, B IIBETE CHJI U pa-
3yma (eMmy ObL0 Bcero 37 JieT), HOBBIH Marma...».

Epecu 6vicmpo nowtnu énepeo ... epanuya annuu, Ucnanuu u Umanuu. <C. 314-315>
«B XII B. Ha 1ore ®paHnuu crajga GBICTPO pacmpocTpaHaTses cekta Kaoapos (mnn Yucmolx);
LEHTPOM ee pacmpocTpaHeHus Ovina Tyaysa: mpu oOLIel, B Macce HapoJa, HEHaBUCTH K JyXO-
BEHCTBY, CEKTa CTajla JieJIaTh ObICTphIE YCIIEXH U BCKOPE OXBaTUJa Bce I0xkHbIe 001actu — Ipo-
BaHC, ['t03HHY, Jlanrenok, ['ackonp. CeKTaHTHI B 3aMKax 0apOHOB MPOIIOBEIOBAIH CBOE CTPaH-
HOE Y4YCeHHE O MaJICHUU Ay, 0 100pom u 310M bore. <...> OHu ObLIM CTpOTUE BEereTapraHibl 1
yrnoTpebieHne Msca B ALY OTHOCHIIM K YUCIY CEMH CMEPTHBIX TPEXOB; Opak OTBEpraiu; MpH-
HATHE B CEKTYy MX COBEPIIAIOCH NYTEM «IyXOBHOIO KpelleHWs» (consolamentum), KoTopoe
COCTOSIJIO B IIPOCTOM BO3JIOXKEHUH PYK Ha IIIaBY KpemaeMoro. Y HUX ObUI, SIKOOBI, BBICIIHN €ITH-
CKOII, HaJ3UpaBIIUil 32 UX OTAENbHBIMU OOIIMHAMHU, U OT 1167 I. 10 Hac JOLUIO M3BECTUE O
toM, 4To B C.-®enukce-ae-Kapaman (65m3 Tymyssr) y <315> Hux coOpaH ObLT HACTOSIIUN CO-
6op. <...> BanvoeHcol, — cexta, ocHoBaHHas B 1170 r. B JIuone tamomHum kynuom Ilempom
Banvoycom (Petrus Valdus) <...>. BanbaeHCB OTpHIAIN 3HAYEHHE CBATBHIX YTOIHUKOB, OTBEP-
raju BO3MOXHOCTb HOJYUYUTb OTHYUCHUE TPEXOB YCPE3 MNOCPEACTBO CBALNICHHUKOB; K YUCITY
CMEPTHBIX TPEXOB OHH OTHOCHJIHM U JIOXKb: BCSKasl KISTBA M BCAKOE KPOBOIIPOJIUTHE BOCIIpEIa-
JIUCh UX 3aKOHOTOJOXEHUSMH. VcropueHHON, Mo X MHEHHUIo, BuAUMoOM LlepkBu, ¢ mamoii Bo
rJiaBe, OHU MpoTHBOMNOJarany L{epkoBs «HeBUANMYIO» <...> OCOOEHHO MHOTOYHMCICHHBI OBLIH
OHH B ropose Anb6u (OTTyJa U caMO HAaUMEHOBaHUE UX AnbOucouyamu), Ha OMACHOM TIpaHH,
oraensBmel ['amnmio ot Ucnannu u Utamuu. . .».

Yowce 6 1212 uz rworcnou @Ppanyuu — «Kkpecmoswlii noxod odemetiy. <C. 318>
«...unokentuit |1l sHEPrUYHO TPOIOIIKAN MPOBOIUTH TY YK€ MBICTh O HEOOXOIUMOCTH BTO-
puuHoro 3aBoeBaHust CB. 3eMJIM U OCBOOOKICHUH CBAIICHHOTO TOpOJia M3-TOJ BIACTH HEBEp-
HBIX, U Tpu nepsble aecsatuietus Xl Bexa Obutn nepenonHeHs MeuyTaHusAME 0 KpecToBBIX ITo-
X0/1aX; 0COOCHHO XapaKTepHO BBIPA3MIIOCh 3TO HACTPOCHHE BPEMEHH B JBYX UPE3BBIYAHHO KY-
PBE3HBIX M3BpalleHusIX <...>: B Kpecmosom noxode demeti 1212 r. 1 B OJHOBPEMEHHO MPOUC-
xouBLIeM nepeom Kpecmosom noxode npomug epemuxos». [§ «KpecToBblii 1moxona netei»]
«MecTtom nefcTBHS 000UX ATHX 0X010B Obl1a FOxHas OpaHius».

Boiicko Cum<ona>Mongopmckoeo ... wmypm Besve[pa]. <C. 319> «Ilocne youenus Ilerpa
KacrenbHo, nanoro pasperieH Obi1 KpecToBbIi 0X0/ TPOTHB €PETHKOB M MHOTOYHCIICHHOE BOHCKO
cobpanock ¢ 37010 Lenbio B JIuone (1209 rox) mon HayanbCTBOM peBHUTENS Bepsl, Ipada Cumona
Monghopmcrozo u MoHaxa-panatuka ApHorvda, HactosTens B abbarcree Cuto (Citeaux), Ha3Ha-
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YEHHOTO MAICKUM JieraToM. [1epBBIM KPYITHBIM BOMHCKUM MOABUIOM OBLIO B3sITHE IITYpMOoM besbe-
pa, Ipu KOTOpoM OecrioiafHo nepeduTo Obu10 He MeHee 20 ThICAY YeIOBEK, COCTaBIISBIINX Hacele-
HHE Topoa.

2. Boinucku us «Bcemupnoit ucmopuu» K. llnoccepa'

[Otn. I.1. FOxxHas @panius 10 anbOuroickoit Boituel] 1178 — ¢ppany<ysckuti> xoponw ...
ecmynaemcs 3a apecmyemvix. <C. 111 (B 1-om m3a.: T. VII. C. 236)>: «B 1178 r. ppanimy3ckuii
xopoib Jltonosuk VII u anrnuiickuil I'enpux |l cornacunuck HauaTh 0OMMMH cUIIaMH UCTpeOie-
HHE aTbOMTONCKUX €PEeTHKOB, HO, K CUYACTHIO, OMIOMHIUINCH BOBPEMs M MPEIOCTaBHIM Hpecieo-
BaHHE 0CO0OH JyXOBHOIM KOMHCCHM, Ha3Ha4eHHOH narmoto <...> Poxep I, rpad beswe, Kapkacco-
HBI, Aitb0u 1 Pase, BeTynuiics 3a MOJATAHHBIX M HA apECT €PETUKOB OTBETHI ...»;

Hunoxenmuii cman nanoti 6 1198. <C. 111 (8 1-om uzn.: T. VII. C. 237)>: «B takom no-
JIOKEHUHU OBbUIM Jiena, Koraa nanoro caenancs Munokentuid 1 (1198 r.), npunsBIIMiics co CBOM-
CTBEHHOI eMy TOPSYHOCTBIO 32 IIPECiIeI0BAaHNE alIbOMTOHIIEBY;

[Ota. 1.2. AnwOuroiickas BoitHa] B nau<are> XII<I> esexa — @uuunn-Aseycm
@dpany<yscxuii> kopoas. <C. 112 (B 1-om m3x.: T. VII. C. 238)>: «unokenruii 111 <...> Hacros-
TEJBHO TPeOOBA OT EMUCKOMNOB 0KHON DpaHunu U kopois Ouiunma ABrycra Haka3zaHus yOuid-
Il ¥ BeJIeNI IPOIIOBEIOBATh KPECTOBBIH IIOXO/ JUIS HCTPEOJICHUS ePETHKOBY.

14 Hymepauus cTpanmil yKaszaHa 1o JABYM U3laHusM, 1ocTynHbiM A. Broky: Ilnoccep @.K. Beemuphas
ucropust: B 18 1. Uzn-e B. Cepno-Cononosuua. CII6.: Tun. U. Orpusko, 1863. T.7: Uctopust cpeanux
BekoB. III. Bpemst kpecroBbix moxoxos. C. 236-238; Illnoccep ®.K. Becemupnast ucropust: B 8 T. 2-¢
obmenoct., uctp. u ymaox. u3nanue. CII6.; M.: M3nanue xauronponasna-rtunorpadga M.O. Bombda,
1870. T. 3: Uctopus cpenunx Bekos. C. 111-112.
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KoctpoMmckoii rocyaapcTBeHHBI YHUBEPCHUTET, JOKTOP KYJIBTYPOJIOTHH, TIpodeccop Kadeapsl HCTOPUH,
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Kyastypduiocodus ieca B 0AHOUMEHHOM Ibece
A.H. OcTpoBckoro

Annomayus. Briepsoie meeca A.H. OctpoBckoro «Jlec» aHamu3upyeTcs B aCeKTe KyIbTypduinocopum,
YTO ONpenesieT ee akTyalbHOCTh. O0O3HaUeHHAs MpoOiieMa HCClIeAyeTcs C MOMOLIBIO IEJIOTo psiaa
METOJIOB, M3 KOTOPBHIX Hauboyee 3HAYMMBIMHU SIBIISTIOTCS QHATUTHYECKUI, MCTOPUKO-KYJIBTYPHBIH MpH
obmeM KymbTyphHIocopCKOM IOAX0Je K IOHUMAaHHIO CYIIHOCTH M CMBICIOBOTO MHOJS (eHOMeHa
«iec». Ha ocHoBe crareil A.A. I'puropbeBa M3nararoTcsi MUPOBO33PEHUYECKHE IPEICTaBICHUS JpaMa-
Typra, oIpe/ie/isieMble KaK OpraHuYecKoe pa3BUTHE XKU3HU ollecTBa. PaccmaTpuBaeTcsi OCHOBHOE 3Ha-
YeHHE ¥ CMBICIIOBOE II0JIe TAKOTO IPHPOJHOTO M KyJIBbTYpPHOTO (peHOMEHa, KaK <«JIec», MPUBOAATCS
Haubosee 3HaYMMBbIe 711 0003HAYEHHOI MPoGJIeMaTHKH TIPUMEPBI U3 aHTHYHOM, UTANIbSHCKOM, HApO/I-
HO# KyJIbTYp, a TAK)XKE CBUJIETEIbCTBA COBPEMEHHHUKOB AipamMaTypra. Beibop mpumepoB 060CHOBaH 3Ha-
HrueM A.H. OcTpOBCKUM MHOCTPAHHBIX S3BIKOB, YTO MO3BOJIMIO €My, B TOM YHCIIC, 3aHUMAThCs Mepe-
BOJYECKOH NEATENbHOCTBIO, a TAKKE M3yYCHUEM IHCATENeM HAPOJHON KYJIBTYphI, YTO HAIIUIO OTpaKe-
HHe B s13bIke U (abynax ero mbec. [loxpoOHO aHanmu3upyercs mbeca «Jlecy, BBISBIISIOTCS BCE CMBICIIO-
BbIE OTTEHKH B HCIOJIb30BAaHUU CJIOBA <U1€C», HX (YHKIUH B XapaKTEPUCTHKE JEHCTBYIOMIMX JIMI], pa3-
BUTHH (adyIbl, HHTPUTH. Y TOYHSIIOTCS QUIOCO(PCKUE M COLMOKYIBTYPHBIE CMBICIBI «Ieca» Kak (eHo-
MeHa pycckoi >xu3HH. CrienMaibHOe BHUMAHHE YIENseTCs CUMBOJIHMCTCKUM TEHJCHIHSM B IIbece, KO-
TOpBIC BIUCBHIBAIOTCS B OOIIME HCKAaHUS BPEMEHH HE TOJIBKO JKH3HH JJpaMarypra, Ho U mo3gHee. Mero-
JIOJIOTHYECKOIT OCHOBOW aBTOPCKUX Pa3MbIIUICHHIT SBISIETCS OHTOJIOTU3M B €T0 YTBEPIKICHHU PEeallbHO-
CTH CKPBITBIX CYLIHOCTEH OBITHS B HX MPEIMETHOM BHIpaKeHUH. Ha 3TOM OCHOBAaHHH OCYIIECTBISIETCS
KypTypduinocodekuit moaxon k mpece A.H. OctpoBckoro «JIec», 4To MO3BOJIHIIO BBISIBUTH BCIO CYMMY
CMBICJIOB B 3HaUYEHUH CJIOBA «IEC», CTPYKTYPHPOBATh 3TH 3HAYCHMSI, ONPEJEINTh UX MECTO B Pa3BUTHH
(babyrbl, MoKazaTh UX Poib B HOPMHUPOBAHMU XapaKTepoB nepcoHaxeil. Kpome Toro, MMeHHO KynbTyp-
¢bunocodekuit moaxo K HEHOMEHY «Iecay MO3BOJMI YBHIACTh CKPBHITHIH CUMBOJIN3M IMbECHI, YTO BIIH-
ceiBaet «Jlecy A.H. OcTpoBckoro B TBOpUecKHe UCKaHHs d1oXH kKoHa XIX Beka.

Kniouesvie cnosa: nec xax MPUPOIHBIN U KyJIBTYPHBIH ()EHOMEH, OpraHHMKa OBITHS, KyIbTyphuIocod-
CHKH MOAXOJ, UCTOPHUKO-KYIBTYPHBIH KOHTEKCT, (padyiia, OHTOIOTH3M OBITHSI, CHMBOJHUCTCKHIE TCH/ICH-
I[UHX B JIpaMe

Enommna U.A., 2020,
ConoBbeBckue uccnenobanus, 2020, Boi. 2, ¢. 143-159.
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The Cultural Philosophy of the Forest in the Eponymous Play
by A.N. Ostrovsky

Abstract. For the first time, “The Forest” by A. N. Ostrovsky is analyzed in the terms of cultural phi-
losophy, which determines its relevance. The problem in question is investigated using a number of
methods, the most significant being the analytical, historical-cultural method using a general cultural-
philosophical approach to understanding the essence and semantic field of the phenomenon of “forest”.
On the basis of the articles by A.A. Grigoriev, the author outlines the worldview of the playwright, de-
fined as the organic development of community life. The main meaning and semantic field of such a
natural and cultural phenomenon as “forest” are considered, and the most significant examples relevant
to the given problem, drawn from ancient, Italian and folk cultures, as well as testimonies from the
playwright’s contemporaries, are brought forward. The choice of examples is explained by
A. N. Ostrovsky’s knowledge of foreign languages, which allowed him, among other things, to be en-
gaged in translation activities, and also to study authors writing about folk culture. All that was reflected
in the language and plots of his plays. The article presents a detailed analysis of “The Forest” and re-
veals all the semantic shades in the use of the word “forest”, their functions in the description of the
characters and the development of the plot. The philosophical and socio-cultural meanings of the “for-
est” as a phenomenon of Russian life are clarified. Special attention is paid to the symbolist tendencies
in the play, which fit into the general pursuit of time, not only in the life of the playwright, but also later.
The methodological basis of the author’s reflections is ontologism, meaning here the reality of the hid-
den essences of being in their objective expression. On this basis, the cultural-philosophical approach to
A. N. Ostrovsky’s play “The Forest” allowed to reveal all the meanings of the word “forest”, to struc-
ture these meanings, to determine their place in the development of the plot and to show their role in the
formation of the characters’ personalities. In addition, it was the cultural-philosophical approach to the
“forest” phenomenon that allowed to see the hidden symbolism of the play, which makes “The Forest”
by A. N. Ostrovsky an object of the research on the late XIXth century.

Keywords: forest as a natural and cultural phenomenon, organic nature of being, cultural and philosoph-
ical approach, historical and cultural context, plot, ontology of being, symbolist tendencies in drama

DOI: 10.17588/2076-9210.2021.2.143-159

Kaxoe xopowee nazsanue!
Kaxoii 3ameuamenvrulii 06paz
pucyemcs 8 oyute uumamens
npu npousnecenuu crosa Jlec!

B.I'. Caxnosckuii. Tearp A.H. OctpoBckoro

VBugnes «Jlec» A.H. OctpoBckoro Ha cuene, U.C. TypreHeB npuzHaeTcs B
nucbeMe K [lonune Buapno, 4To oH O4eHb JIIOOUT 3Ty IbECy, HO HE IOHUMAET, «IIO-
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yeMy oHa HaswiBaercs “Jlec”»!. TlonpoGyem orBetuth Ha Bompoc W.C. Typrenesa,
00paTHBILUCH CHaYana K XyJOKECTBEHHO-MUPOBO33peHueckoi mo3uuuu A.H. Ocrt-
poBckoro, BrepBbie chopMymupoBaHHOW A.A. I'pHrOpbeBBIM, COBPEMEHHHUKOM M
COPAaTHUKOM JIpaMaTypra.

B cratee 1856 roma «O mpaBae U HCKPEHHOCTH B HUCKyccTBe. [Iucpmo K
A.C. X[omsiko|By» AnomtoH ['puroppeB ykaspiBaeT Ha TITyOHHHYIO CBSI3b HCKYCCTBA C
KU3HBIO, HO HE B IUIAHE €€ YCTPOEHUS 10 3a[JaHHBIM HIICOJIOTEMaM, a KaK «BBIPAKEHHE
KU3ZHU»: «...CO3TaHMSI UCKYCCTBA CTOJb K€ KMBBI U CAMOOBITHBI, KaK SIBIICHUSI CaMON
KU3HH, TaK K€ POXKIAIOTCS, a HE JENAI0TCs, KaK POXKIACTCs, a He JIEAeTCsl BCE JKUBOE
[2, c. 63]. IMEHHO ¢ 3THX MO3UIINH, SIBISSCH «BBIPKESHAEM JKU3HN U BMECTE Pa3hICHEHHU-
€M ¥ Opa3yMIIEHHEM KU3HM»Z, TThechl A.H. OCTPOBCKOro — #060€ CIIOBO B JIUTEPATYPE.

Jlec kak siBIEHHE MPHUPOAHOE UACAITHHO BIHCHIBACTCS B COOCTBEHHO YKH3Hb.
Bosnee Toro, 3a Bpems cylecTBOBaHHS YeJIOBEUECTBA «JIEC» CTAJl IOHUMAThCS MHOTO
HIMpe, HEXENN Cyry0o NpupoaHblii eHoMeH. CII0KHbIE OTHOLICHUS SIBICHUS OBITHS
U €ro cofiepkaHus 00pa3yroT CHCTEMY B3aHMOCBS3aHHBIX OOBEKTHBAIUM, HanOoIee
a/IeKBaTHO MIOCTUI'AEMBIX € TIO3ULMH KyIbTyphuiocoduu.

B nannom ciyuae «iec» — 310 (peHOMEH OBITHSA, JAaHHBIN YEJIOBEKY M IMOJTyda-
IOIIMI B MPOLIECCE €ro ASSTEIBHOCTH pa3fiMuHble 00beKTHBaMK. B aHTHYHOM co3Ha-
HHUH «JI€C» TIOHUMAETCS B CYry00 MpaKTHIECKOM MPOSIBJICHUH — Kak Aposa. [loromy B
OJIHO W3 PUMCKHX MOCJIOBHII «JIEC» — TO TO, YTO MCHOBEHHO Hcue3aeT: momento fit
cinis, diu silva. TTepeocMsbiciieHre cioBa «iec» mpou3oiaer B ¢punocodun. Tak, Apu-
crorenb B «MeTaQu3nKe» ONpesenseT ciIoBoM «iec» (VA1) nepsonadasno Bcero’. Jla-
THHCKHUIA aHaJIOT TPeYecKOMy MOHTHIO Materia mpuHamexut L{iepony, KOTopblii B
«YUeHHN aKaJieMUKOB» MBICIUT (M3MKY KaK CIIOXEHHE JBYX Hadal — <«IBIKYIICH
cunbl (effectio) m MaTepuu, co3aBaeMoi 3TOM IBUKYLIEH CHITON»?,

JlanTte yBUIENn B «JI€Ce€» CHMBOJ TPEXOB, OOCTYIAIOIIMX YEJIIOBEKA CO BCEX
cropoH, koraa «del mezzo del cammin di nostra vita / Mi ritrovai per una selva os-

1 Cm.: Cmupnosa JI. Ilpumeuanus k nbece «Jlec» // Octposekuii A H. TlonmHoe cobpaHye COUMHEHUIA: B
12 1. T. 3 / pen. Toma B.S1. JTakumu. M.: VckycctBo, 1974. C. 534 [1].

2 Cm.: Tpuropbes A.A. COBpeMEHHOE COCTOSIHHE JIpaMaTypruu u cieHsl // [puropses A.A. DcTeTnka u
KPHUTHKA / BCTYIIL. CTaThd, cocT., mpumed. A.W. XKypasnesoit. M.: ckyccrBo, 1980. C. 363 [3].

3 B «Merasuduke» Apuctotens yuraeM: «...ET€pav 8¢ Tiiv VANV kai 1O vrokeluevov...» [4, 983a] (8
nepeBosie A.B. KyOurkoro: «1pyroif IpuarHON MBI CUMTaEM MaTEpPHIO U JIGKAIIUH B €€ OCHOBaHUH CYO-
ctpar» [5, c. 23]). Cm. Taxke yrounenue 3toro nepeBona A.B.JleGeneBsim: Jlebenes A.B. «Meradmsuka»
/| ArTnanas ¢umocodust: DHImKIONeqMIecKknit cnoBapk / peaxomr.: ILIL. Taiinenko (mpencenarens),
M.A. Cosonosa (0TBETCTBEHHBIM penakTop) u ap. M.: ITporpecc-Tpamumus, 2008. C. 486-487 [6].

4 Cm.: Huuepon Mapk Tymmii. Yuenue akanemukos / nep. H.A. ®enoposa; KOMMEHT., BCTYIL CTaThsl
M.M. Coxkonbckoit. M.: Unnpuk, 2004. C. 10 [7]. A B roHOomeckoM counHenun «O Haxoxaenum» (De
inventione) LluiepoH, U3HAYAIBHO CChUIASCH Ha APHCTOTEIIS, UCIOIBb3yeT 00a MOHATHS — U JIeC, U Ma-
Tepusi: «...quandam silvam atque materiam universam ante permixtim et confuse exponere omnium
argumentationum...» [8; I, 34] (B BecbMa BUTHEBATOM COBPEMEHHOM IIEPEBOJE: «... CIOBHO HEKOETO
poza ApeBecHBII MaTepual, KOToporo 6epyTcst Bce JOKa3aTeIbCTBay», YTOOBI «HAYYNTh, KAKUM 00pa3oM
Ka>KZIBIIT PO IeN CIIeyeT YKPEIUIATh 3THM O0IIMM criocoboM aprymeHramum [9, c. 40]).



146 Conosvésckue uccredosanus. Boinyck 2(70) 2021
Solovyov Studies. Issue 2(70) 2021

cura, / Che la diritta via era smarrita»®. B pycckux ckaskax «JIec» 3TO BCETa Ipe-
rpajga, KOTOPYIO HYXHO MO0 TPeoa0eTh, IUOO BO3ABUTHYTh, OPOCHB 3a CIIHHY,
HanpuMmep, rpedeHb Al Bosloc, Kak B ckaske «Benpma u ConHuesa cecTpa» U3 co-
opanus A.H. Adanacbesa®. Jlec — HenpeoponMMas nperpasja, GbICTPO €ro He Mpoii-
TH 11O IPUYNHE MHOKECTBA JI€PEBbEB M KyCTApHHUKOB. Jlec Kak TbMa B JpEBHEpYC-
CKOM HMCYHCIIEHHUH HAXOOUT OTpa)keHWe, Hampumep, B ckaske «Penop Bomosuu u
WBan BomoBuu» u3 cobpanus H.E. OnuykoBa: «VY maps Hapoay Kak TEMHOTO
necy»’.

OxpanHa jeca — MOrpaHUYbE MEXKIY MHUPOM JIIOACH M HACENSIOUIMMH JIeC
MUQPOIOTUIECKUMH CYIECTBAMH, CTPEMSIIMMHUCS HAHECTH BpeJ 4eJoBeKy. B ckas-
ke «Bacunmca Ilpexpacnas» u3 cobpanus A.H. AdanacreBa mauexa mepee3xaer B
ZIOM, BO3JI€ KOTOPOTO «OBII APEMYUHii Jiec, a B Jiecy Ha MOJIsTHE CTOsUIa 30yIlIKa, a
B u30ymke xwia 6aba-sira: HUIKOTo K cebe He MOAIyCKala U ea JIFOIeH, KaK I[bII-
1118, Kosia repouns 1o Bojie Ma4yexu oTHpaBiseTcs k 6abe-sre, To el MPUXOAUTCS
UATH «BCIO HOYb M BECh ACHBY», U TOJBKO K CIEAYIOIIEMY YTPY OHAa BBIXOIHUT «HA
MOJISTHKY, TJe CcTosja M30ymika 6a0bI-Aru: 3a00p BOKPYT M30BI M3 YEIOBEYBUX KO-
CTei, Ha 3a00pe TopuaT yepena JIOJACKHEe, ¢ TJa3aMH; BMECTO JBEpeil y BOpOT —
HOTH YeJIOBEYbH, BMECTO 3allOPOB — PYKH, BMECTO 3aMKa — POT C OCTPBHIMHU 3y0a-
mun»°. Baba-sra, )uByIIas B JIECY, CIOBHO €70 OJMIIETBOPSET, ABJIAACH HATJISIHBIM
MPUMEPOM MPOTHUBOCTOSIHUS Jieca U YelIOBeKa, TOTOBHOCTH Jieca MOTJIIOTHTh Yelo-
BeEKa.

Pasmpimuisisi o cymectse 3Tux otHomenui, M.E. 3abenun, ¢ KoTopsiM gpama-
Typr ObUT 3HaKOM, mucail: «YesoBek mpuien B 3TU Jjeca, 0ojoTta (pycckuii). OH
JIOJDKEH OBLT YCTPOHUTHLCS COOOPa3HO YCIIOBHSAM, KaKue TpeICTaBIIsIa MIPUPOAA CTpa-
Hbl. OH JTOJDKEH OBUT cO37aTh ce0e Takoe, a He APYroe KUIMIIE, OJCKIY, HAUTH TIH-
11y, co3zuaTh cebe MpOMBICEN, 3aHSITHE, BEpOBaHHE, YOexaeHHe, 00pa3oBaTh CBOIO
MBICJIb, CBO€ UYBCTBO, BKYCHI 10 TAKMM MMEHHO, a HE JPYI'HM SBJICHUEM JKU3HU U
mpupone» [15, c. 252]. Ilo cymectBy, WU.E. 3ab6enua noaxoauT K «iecy» Kak mpea-
METY KyJIbTyphl B €€ MCXOJHOM 3HAUe€HHHM — «BO3AeNbIBaHHE». lIpeoOpazoBaHHBIN
YEJIOBEKOM «JIEC» CTAHOBUTCS «IOMOMY (JIEpEBHEH, CEIOM, TOPOJIOM) H MOCAKEHHOH
PacTUTENBLHOCTBIO (JIEPEBBSIMHU) BOKPYT HETO HMIIH PSIIOM, TO €CTh «CaJioM» (ITApKOM).
OObpeTaeMble «IeCOM» HCTOPUKO-KYJIBTYPHBIE CMBICIBI (0OBbEKTUBAIMN) PACILIUPSIOT

5 Cwm.: Dante A. La Divina Commedia. Inferno. Roma: Fratelli Spada Editore, 2004. S. 13 [10] (B mepeBoae
J1. MunaeBa: «Korma-To 51 B TOIUHY 3pelbix jeT / B apemyunit nec 3amren u 3a0aymuics. / I[lotepsiH Obi1
npsiMoii 1 BepHbIH cieny [11, ¢. 5]).

6 Cm.: Benpma u Connuesa cectpa // Haponusie pycckue ckasku A.H. Apanacsesa: B 3 1. T. 1 / u3n. noa-
rot. JLT. Bapr u H.B. HoBukos. M.: Hayka, 1984. C. 111 [12].

" Cwm.: ®enop Bomosnu u Vsan Boposuu // Cesepnble ckasku. Coopruk H.E. Onuykosa: B 2 ku. Ku. 1.
CII6.: Tpona TpostoBa, 1998. C. 74 [13].

8 Cm.: Bacumca Tlpexpacnas // Hapommsie pycckue ckasku A.H. Adanacsesa: 8 3 1. T. 1 / u3n. moaror.
JLT. Bapr u H.B. Hoeuxos. M.: Hayka, 1984. C. 128 [14].

% Tam sxe. C. 129.
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€ro OCHOBHOE cozepaHue, GopMUpys CI0XKHOE, MHOTOYPOBHEBOE MOHSTHE, YEM H
Bocnoias3oBanics A.H. OctpoBckuii.

VYke B IEpBOM SIBJICHUU MEPBOI0O JCHCTBUS <«JIECY» BKIIIOYAETCS APaMaTyprom B
coctaB (hadyIbL:

A K c 1o 11 a (27405 6 oxkHo). IIponana Panca ITaBnoBHa nec?

K a p n. IIponanu UBany Ilerpoy. Beé npogaem-c, a uero pagu?

A x c 10 1 a. He xouer, 4T00 HAacIEIHUKAM OCTANOCH; a ACHBTH MOXHO H IYXKHM OT-
nate [16, c. 251].

AKcromia, TieMsHHUTAa | ypMBDKCKOH, BUAXUT B MPOJAXKe Jieca CBOIO OyIyIIyro
00e3/10JIEHHOCTh, U OHA, KaK MBI y3HaeM Jaiiee, He ommobaeTcs. X0Tenoch Okl 00pa-
TUTh BHUMaHHUE Ha peMapKy «IJISIi1 B OKHO», 4epe3 KOTOpOe OHa, CKOpee BCETro, BU-
IUT ACUCTBUTENbBHBIN JIEC — AEPEBbsl, KYCTAPHUK, TPaBbl, U €€ COOCTBEHHOE OyayIee
BIPYT COEOUHSAETCS C 3THUM JIECOM, IpEACTaBas B caMOM MpadHOM cBere. [lanee
WMEHHO C JICHbraMH OT MPOJaXKH Jieca OyAeT CBsI3aH OJMH M3 HIOAHCOB JIpaMaThde-
CKOI KOJUIM3UHM B ’KU3HU AKCIOIIIH.

Uepes «iec» pacKpbIBacTCsl XapakTep ACHCTBYrOMX Jull mbecbl. Hampumep,
I'ypmenkckas mo cmoBaM bomaeBa, «iec mpogaer, CTpOeBOH, OepekeHBIN, TEPBOMY
wiyty»*°. CoBpemennuk A.H. Octposckoro nucarens C.T. Akcakos B «3anuckax py-
xerHoro oxorHuka OpeHOyprckoil ryoepuumn» (1851 r.) BUAMT B Jiece ocobulii mup,
OIMCBHIBAaET Pa3HbIE MOPOJBI IEPEBLEB B YHUKAIBHOCTH «OOIIEH KPacoThl 3€JIEHOTrO,
MOTI'yYero JIECHOTO APCTBa, CBOOOIHO PACTYILETO B CBEKECTH, CyMPAKe U THIIHHE» L,
He 3a0bIBaeT OH 1 0 CTPOEBOM Jiece, PaccKas3bIBasi O €ro cocTaBe U 00beMe, ¢ TPYCTHIO
3ameyast: «M 3TOT Jiec ... 3Ty Kpacy 3eMJd, POXJIaly B 3HOH, *KWIMILIE 3BEpEeH U MTHLI,
Jiec, U3 KOTOPOTO MBI CTPOMM JIOMa M KOTOPBIM TpeeMCsl B JIOJITHE KECTOKUE 3UMBI, —
He OeperkeM MbI B BbIcouaiiieil cterneHu. Mpl OoraThl jecamu, HO OOraTCTBO BBOJIUT
Hac B MOTOBCTBO...» [17, c. 236]. A.H. Octposckuii u C.T. AkcakoB ObIIIM XOpOLIO
3HAaKOMBI, YUTAIN COUMHEHMs apyT Apyra. Ko Bpemenu Hanucanus «Jleca» C.T. Akca-
KOBa Y€ JaBHO He OBUIO Ha 3TOM CBETE, HO UYyTKoMy K clioBy A.H. OcTtpoBckomy
BPSI JIM MOTJIM 3a0BITHCSI €r0 POCKOIIHbBIE ONMCAHMUS JECHOH KpacoThl U Ta 0O0JIb, YTO
WCTIBITHIBAII IACATEIH OT BU/IA JJA’KE OJTHOTO CPYOJICHHOTO JiepeBa.

OO1IeCTBEHHO-TIONUTUYECKUI aCTIeKT B 3HAYCHHH «JIE€Ca» MOJYEepPKUBAETCS
A.N. Kypasnepoit u C.M. MakeeBbIM: ApaMaTyprT «K AEATEIHHOCTH TYPMBDKCKHUX U
BOCMUOPATOBBIX OTHOCHJICSI BIIOJIHE ONpeAeeHHO. <...> Peub Beab MIET HE O Ka-
KOW-TO LMBHUJIM30BAaHHOM JIECOIPOMBILIJIEHHOCTH, JIECHOM XO3SMCTBOBAHUM U T.JI.
<...> Ho pedp 0 pa3opeHHWU M Pa3BOPOBBIBAHUH, MPHOOPETAIOIIEM HAIMOHAIBHBIC
MaciuTaldbl, 1 HIMEHHO XO3iHKa JIECHOrO ToMecThsl | 'ypMBDKCKasl C €€ TOCTBIIHBIMU
MPUXOTAMH, K CBOEH 3eMJIe OTHOCSIIAsACA HE Jydllle, YeM K CBOEH BOCIHUTaHHMIIE

10 Cm.: Octposckmii A.H. Jlec / Octposekuit A.H. TTonxoe cobpanue counnenuii: B 12 1. T. 3 / pen. Toma
B.J1. JlakmmnH. M.: UckyccrBo, 1974. C. 260 [16].

1 Cm.: Akcaxos C.T. 3amuicku pyxeiiHoro oxotauka OpeHbyprekoii ry6eprun. Paspsn IV. Jlec / Akcakos
C.T. Cobpanue countenuit: B 5 T. T. 5/ nox o6ut. pex. C. Marusckoro. M.: ITpasaa, 1966. C. 231 [17].
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Akcrolie, — MPUYMHA U KCTOYHUK 3TOTO 3J1a ¥ BOPOBCTBA B CTPaHE, T€ Jieca v 3eMIIN
Ha T0OpYI0 JOJI0 COCTOSUIM M3 TaKUX BOT MOMECTHH ¢ mx xo3seBamm» [18]. Ho, 3a-
METHUM, He Oy/b «TaKuX BOT MIOMECTHH C MX X035I€BaAMI», B UCTOPHH OTEYECTBEHHON
KYJIbTYpbl HUKOT/1a OBl He MOSBHJIICS (PEHOMEH PYCCKOH ycaabObl, CIIOBECHBI BEHOK
KOTOPOW CO3/1a)T OTHOMINA B cOBEeTCKUX 3acTeHkax A.H. I'ped, BuneBmmii B ycaab-
0ax «IaMSATHUKH HCKYCCTBa W OBITa, MBICIH W O0Opasbl, BIOXHOBIIABIIUE PYCCKYIO
093110, JIUTEPATYpy, My3bIKy, OOLIECTBEHHYIO MbICAb»?. A.H. I'peu cTpemmics
XOTs OBl B CJIOBE COXPAHHUTH MaMsTh O Pa30pAEMON, YHUUTOKAEMOH 3aXBaTUBIINMHU
BIIACTH OOJBIIEBUKAMH yCaIeOHOMN KYIbTYpeE.

B nmpece A.H. OctpoBckoro I'ypMbDKCKas OJHOBPEMEHHO PAacTOUMTENbHA U
COBEpILEHHO PaBHOIYIIHA K JIeCy Kak MpupoaHoMy siBieHuio. OHa, kak u BocmuO-
paToB, «KyIeIl, TOPTYIOIIWA JIECOM», MPOJAET JieC, MpUYeM 3Has, 4TO OH OyneT
CpyOJIeH MMOAYUCTYIO, YTO HA3hIBAETCS HA BHIBO3:

BocmMubpaToB.<...>... BeAb yX 5 JIeC-TO CPyONII U BBIBE3. . .
<...>

I et p (yumaem). ...Ha cpy0 nec B mycromax: ['opemnoit u [lanéHoid. ...
BocmubpartoB. Onu camble-c.

I et p (yumaem). ...n nBe necsatunsl B [Ipi1aeBoii. .. [16, c. 290, 291].

BbezxanocTHO, MEXKIYy NETOM, HUA IJIS 4€ro, KpoMe JCHET, YHUUTOKaeMBbIi
«CTPOEBOM, OepexKEeHBIN» JIEC BHOCUT B APAMATHUYECKYIO KOJUTU3UIO MBECHI 0COOYIO
HOTY, KOTOPYIO MOXHO COOTHECTH C aBTOpCKOW mo3uiueil. Kak cBoiicTBeHHO npa-
MaTypry B II€JIOM, OH BEIpaXXaeT ee omocpeaoBaHHo. Ko BpeMeHN HamucaHus Mbe-
ChI OH Y€ JIaBHO BiiajieeT ycaan0oii [1lenbikoBo, OKpyKEHHOU CO BCEX CTOPOH Jie-
coM. B crathe «/lepeBHs», BKIIOYEHHON B €ro NHEBHUKOBBIE 3amucu 1848 rona,
KOT'/Ia OH BIIEpBBIE Mpue3kaeT B 3TH MecTa, A.H. OctpoBckuit npusnaércs: «U1 to-
r7a Mpupojia MHE JeiaeTcsl MMOHATHEH, Bce MebYailiire MOApPOOHOCTH ... Teleph
OXKUBJISIIOTCSL U MPOCAT BocmpousBeAeHusa. Kaxapli mpuropoyek, Kaxnjaas COCHA,
KaX]IbI M3TH0 PeUKH — 04apoBaTeNbHHI ...» [20, ¢. 359]. YUenoBeky, Tak Tiry0OKO U
TOHKO YyBCTBYIOIIEMY KPacoTy IPHUPOIbI, €€ YHUUTOKEHHE HE MOXKET OBITH 0e3-
pasnuyHo. Ho emy, ckopee BCEro, BaXKHBI J1ake HE COOCTBEHHBIC UyBCTBA WJIH HX
BBIPOKEHUE, a YKa3aHUE Ha caMblil (akT 0e3)KalOCTHOH BBIPYOKHU Jieca, KOTOPHIi
OBLI XapakTepeH OTHIOAb HE TOJbKO it Poccuu. JIpamaTypr mpeactaBui JIUIIb
YaCTHBIN CITy4aii o01iero mporecca.

B sToM mporiecce ecTh ele OauH BaXKHBIM HIOAHC: «JIEC» — HESBHBIM CHMBOJI
TUOEIN KpacoThl B MUPE, TApMOHUHU U panocTd. [loToMy B Tibece HET cuacmiuswblx
JIOJIEH, MOXKET OBITh IO ATOM YK€ MPUINHE aKTEPBI HOCAT hamMitmu, 0Opa3oBaHHBIC
OT CJIOBa «cYacThe»: «<...> oH — HecuacTnuBies, s — CuacT/IUBIICB, U 00a MbIHU-

12 Cm.: Tpeu A.H. Benok ycans6am / BeTyrn. ctaths, kommenT. JL.O. [Tucapbkosoit, M.A. TopsueBoii. M.:
ACT-IIPECC KHHUTI'A, 2006. C. 22 [19].
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LII)I))13. Ho »Ttu cimosa MPOU3HOCUT AKTCP-KOMHKA, Tparuk YTOYHIACT: «HecuacTaus
TOT, KTO YroXxXaaTb U NOoAJIn4aTh HE yMeeT»”.

CuacTbe MEHEE BCEro COOTHOCHUTCS C CBITOCTBIO, 00 3TOM CBUACTCIIBCTBYECT
HUCTOpHUA Hpe6I)IBaHI/I$I C‘IaCTJ’II/IBHeBa Yy CBOUX POACTBCHHUKOB!

CuacTnuBueB. <...> BcraloT B ueTsIpe gaca, 00eIaroT B JeCATh; CIIaTh JO-
JKaTcs B BOCBMOM 4acy; 3a 00eIOM | 3a Y>)KHHOM BOJKH II€H, CKOJIBKO XOYeIlb, ITOCIIe
obemna cnate. 1 Bce B mome momuat, ['enHanuii JleMbstHBIY, TOYHO BEIMEPIH. <...>

Hecuactmusime B. Yero x tede xyumie?

Cuactnusie B OHO TOUHO-C, 51 OBLIIO OTIPABUIICA U TOJICTETH YK€ CTaj, Ja
BIPYT KaK-TO 32 00€0M NMPHUXOAUT B I'OJIOBY MBICIIb: HE YAaBUThCs Jiu MHe? SI, 3HaeTe
JIA, TPAXHYJI FOHOBOﬁ, ‘-IT06 OHa BbIllJIa, IOroJid HEMHOI'O OIIAThL 3Ta MBICJIb, BEYCPOM
omsaTh. Hert, By, 1€J10 MJI0X0, 1a HOYBIO U Oexan u3 okomika [16, c. 278].

Bexatp depe3 OKOLIKO OT CyAbObl — JaBHAA TPAAULIUS PYCCKOW JHUTEpaTyphl,
unymasa ot H.B. I'orons, nonxsauennas A.H. OctpoBckum. He MeHee M3BECTHBIM
SIBIIIETCS] U BOIIPOC O TOM, «KOMY >KHBETCSl BeceJo, BOIbroTHO Ha Pycm». Hekpacos-
CKHE€ MYXHKH, KCTaTH, TAK)KE HE COOTHOCAT MPEACTABICHUE O CYACTHE C CHITOCTHIO,
nHaue UM ganbiue IIposora, rae nosiBiaseTcs cKaTepTb-caMoOpaHKa, He3aueM ObLIOo
Obl UITH. B MporMTHPOBAaHHOM BHIIIE 3MU30JIE M3 MbeChl «Jlec» mouTH Bech Oyay-
it A.I1. UexoB Hepa3BepHyTO ObITHICTBYET .

«bepexeHbli» JIec B €ro NMepBO3JaHHON KpPacoTe COOTHOCUTCS CO CYACTBHEM,
HO 3TOT JIEC YHUUYTOXKAETCS — OCTAKOTCS HEeHbKY B CAMBIX Pa3HBIX CMbICIAX. DTUMO-
JIOTUYECKH CJIOBO «II€Hb» — 3TO «CTBOJI JepeBay, Mpas/ia, ObIBIIETo JAepesa. [lotomy
CJIOBO «IICHBY SIBIISIETCS POACTBEHHBIM CIIEIYIOLIEMY PSAY: «IOCOX, MaJKa, JyOuHa»,
«I10CKay, «Kyda npoB»®. HamoMHio emie pas, 4To 3HAYEHHWE «Kyda JIPOB» SABJIAETCS
OJIHUM M3 CaMbIX JPEBHHUX — BOCXOAUT K aHTM4HOCcTH!!. W, KOHEYHO, OHO MOTIIO
OBITh U3BECTHO JpaMaTypry, MIPeBOCXOAHO BJIAAEBLUIEMY JJATUHCKUM SI3bIKOM €I1Ie CO
BPEMEHHM CBOEH FOHOCTH.

B nuanore ['ypmbixkckoii ¢ BocMuOpaToBBIM OTKpBIBA€TCS €Ille OJ{HA BaxKHAsI
CTOPOHA B 3HAUCHUH CJIOBA «JIEC» — MECTO UCKYILEHUs, TpeXa U €r0 COKPBITHSL:

I'ypmblxkcka s <...>He kynuub 1 y MeHs €llle y4acTOK Jecy?
BocMmub6partoB. [la 9tob yx BaM Bech ero mpoaats. Kyxa Bam ero 6epeds-
To!.. Benp c nmecom, cynmapblIHs, OBEPHUTE JIM, TOJBKO TPEX OIWMH; KPECThIHUIIKU BO-

13 Cwm.: Octporcknii A H. Jlec // Octposckuit A.H. Tonuoe cobparme counnenwmii: B 12 1. T. 3. C. 305.

14 Tam sxe. C. 287.

15 Cm. nompo6uee: Exommna U.A. Tlostuka orpuuanus: Octposckuii, Yexos, abcypausm // AT UexoB u
A.H. Ocrposckuit. Ilo marepuamam Ilsateix mexaynapoaubix CkadreiMoBekux urenuit (Mocksa,
3-5 HosiOpst 2017 1.): ¢6. Hay4. pabdot / Hay4. pea. E.X. CrpensioBa. M.: TLTM um. A.A. Baxpymnna,
2020. C. 359-382 [21].

16 Cm.: @acmep M. DTHUMONOTHYECKHIT CIOBAph PYCCKOTO s3bIKa: B 4 T. / miep. ¢ Hem. u yjomn. O.H. Tpy6a-
yea. T. 1l (My3a-Csit). CII6.: Teppa-A30yxka, 1996. C. 233 [22].

17 Cwm.: Bubuxun B.B. Jlec. CI16.: Hayka, 2011. C. 14-16 [23].
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PYIOT, - cyauch ¢ HUMH. Jlec mouie roposa, BCsIKM Oeryiblid, Besskuil Oposira nmpucra-
HUILE UMEET, Hy U JUIsl MPUCIYTU TOXKe, I JKEHCKoro moina... [ToToMy kak y HuUX
TpUOHOI HHTEPEC U HACUET ATOABI, @ BEIXOANUT COBCEM HAIPOTHB.

I'yp MBIk c Kk as Her, 1 Bech Tenepp He pojaaM; 9TO 3a UMeHHE 0e3 yeca!
HekpacnuBo. MoxeT OBbITh, CO BPEMEHEM... a Thl KylIH 3TOT y4acTOK, 9TO ONMXKe K
roponuy.

Bocmub6parTo B. Xoms g Tenepb ¥ He IPH ACHbraX, a OTYETO K HE KyNHUTb,
KOJIM CXOJTHO TIpojiaBaTh Oyaere [16, c. 262].

MenpKHYBIIUI MOTUB KPacOTHI «JIECa» HUYETO HE MEHSET B 3TOM TOpre. XOTs
0e3 neca ycanp6a TepseT CBOIO MPUBJICKATENbHOCTh, HO AEHBI'Y UIPAIOT PEIIAIOIIYIO
poib — u nec Oynet npoaad. Bonpoc B onHoM — B 11eHe. B 3TOM ke psiny oka3biBaeT-
Csl M LieHa YeNoBeuecKol cys0bl — cyap0bl AKcromu. BocmMubparos cBataeT 3a Hee
CBOETO ChIHA, HO MPH STOM MPOCHUT THICSYKM Ha YETBIPE JIECY HA PaskuBy»'® Gymy-
el cembe. Tak jec u yeaoBedeckas Cyap0a 00bEIUHSIOTCS B LIEHE — YEThIPE ThICS-
yn. Ho I'ypmbpkckast orBeyaer BocmuOpaToBy OTKa3zoM, cOOOMIMB, 4TO AKCHOIIA
yXe npocBaTaHa. [ 3aTeM 0Ha BHOBb BO3BpAI[aeTCs K TEME «JIecay:

I'ypMerxcka 4. <...>IloroBopum o nece. Kymu, Van IlerpoBuu!
BocwMmubparto B. He npu genprax, He npu aeHsrax-c [16, c. 263].

B urore oHH, KOHEYHO, JOTOBOPATCS, OO JEHBI'H BakHee Bcex oomm: ['yp-
MBDKCKas 32 TP THICSIYHM MPOJACT «HA CPYO JIeC», HO MOIYYHUT M3 HUX TOJIBKO JIBE.
BocmubpatoB ee oOMaHeT, OTOMCTHB TakKUM O0pa3oM 3a OTKa3 B CBATOBCTBE, YTO
JIMIIAJIO €T0 BO3MOXKHOCTH 3aII0JIy4HUTh OSCIUIATHO Jieca Ha YEThIPE THICAUM:

BocMmubpartos. <..>Jlec 1y Bac Ky, JCHFCH BaM OTAaJ, BBl MHE PacI-
COYKY /1aJI; 3HAYUT, JIEC MO, a IeHbIu Baid. Teneps NOKJIOH J1a U BOH <...>

Ty p MBI %k ¢ k a 5. Uro ke 310 Takoe? JeHHoit rpabe! Y muBUTENBHOE €TI0, HUYe-
TO-TO MHE B JKMU3HH HE yJaJ0Ch HU KyNHTh, HU NPOJATh, YT00 MEHS He obmaHymu. <...>

[16, ¢. 292].

[IpusHanue B HeyaBIIelCA KU3HU 3BYUUT NPOPOUECKH, HO HUUYEMY HE yUUT
I'ypMBDKCKY!O: OHa TIO COOCTBEHHOH BOJIE BBIMIET 3aMyX 3a HHKUYeMHOro byraHoBa,
KOTOpBIH €€, KOHEYHO, IIPOCTO Pa3oOpUT U, CKopee Bcero, 3ateM Opocut. Ilenbku — 310
cyznp0a He TOJBKO Jieca, HO U €0 BlIa eIl

MotuB nopy0seHHOro jieca OT3BIBACTCsI B HAa3BaHUM ycaibObl |'ypMBIKCKON —
«[lenbku». PsgoM ¢ ykazaTeNbHBIM CTOJIOOM — «IIMPOKHHA, HU3EHHKHU TEHb, 3a
cT0J00M, B TPEYTOJILHUKE MEXAY IOPOraMH, MO BHIPYOKEe MENKUH KyCTapHUK HE
BBILIE YEJOBEYECKOTO POCTa»’® — BOT M BCE, UTO OCTANOCh OT OBIBIIETO 37€CH KO-
raa-tTo seca. lmeHoBaHue ycaapObl CIIOBHO IpEIpEeKaeT Takoe e Oynyliee U

18 Cm.: Octposckuii A.H. Jlec // Octposckuii A.H. ITonHoe cobpanue counnenuii: B 12 1. T. 3. C. 262.
19 Tam xe. C. 268.
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ocraBuiemycs jecy. Cyan0a ueigoBeyeckasi BTOPUT STOMY HeObITHIO, Korga [letp
MpHU3HaeTcs: «S U To yX MO Jecy-TO XOXKY, Jla BCE Ha JIepEBbs MMOCMaTPUBAIO, KO-
TOpBIi cyk mokpemde»®. MOTUB BO3MOXHOTO CaMOyOWiiCTBa (MOBECHTHC HJIH
yTonuTbes) oobenuuseT [letpa u Akcromry, yCHIMBaeT ApaMaTHUYECKUH OTTEHOK
WX Y9YBCTB.

B mrece aBe mapel BiarobnenHsix: [letp m Akcroma, ['ypmeikckas u bynaHos.
DTo xXapakTepHbIil mpueM B apamatypruu A.H. OcTpoBcKoro, HUKOT/Ia HE CTpeMsi-
LIeTocst K OAHO3HAYHOCTH (PalyIibl, cleaysl caMoi KU3HU, COTKAHHOW M3 OTTEHKOB
1 uX cMbIcTOB. [lepennBuaToCTh OBITHA HAaXOIUT 3AE€Ch OTPAXKEHUE B YKa3aHHON
ycinoBHOW mapHOcTH. llpm Bcem paznuumu mapbl 0OBEIUHSET HE TOIBKO MOTHB
Mo0OBH, HO elle U MoTuB AeHer. Y [letpa nu Akciomu HeT TpeOyeMbix oTioM [lerpa
ACHCIKHBIX CPCACTB, ABJIAIONIUXCA HEIIPEMCHHBIM YCIIOBUCM HX )KCHI/ITI)6I>I. Yy pr-
MBDKCKOM, HA000pOT, €CTh ICHBI'H, YTOOBI MPHOOPECTH MYy>Ka B TIOHPABUBIIEMCS €i
MOJIOJIOM 4elloBeKe. B o0oux ciydasx AeHbI'H, a HE YyBCTBa UTPAIOT PEIIAIOUIYIO
pois B xkeHuThOe. OqHako ecTh M pasHuna. Eciou [letp u Akcioma — HEBOJIbHBIC
3aJI0)KHUKHU JICHEeT, TO ['ypMbDKCKas M bynmaHOB BHoONHE OCO3HAHHO MOTHBHUPYIOT
JIeHbraMu CBOIO Oyaymryto cembio. Ho mpamarypr maer emie ofHy mapy — akTep-
CKYIO, TOXeE KpEIKO 3aBA3aHHYIO Ha JeHbraX, BepHee, Ha UX OTCyTcTBUHU. Kpome
TOTO, TOBOPSIIKE (PaMIIINKA aKTEPOB MOJCIYAHO CIOBHO IMPOCHHPYIOT CUTYalluu
BITFOOJICHHBIX Map: HEBO3MOXHOCTh c4acThbs Akctomu u lletpa (Hecuactnusues) u,
Hao0opoT, BO3MOXKHOCTH Opaka ['ypmbixkckoii u Bynanosa (CuactiuBues). Ho 3a-
KOHBI CIICHHYECKOT'0 MCKYCCTBa TaKOBBI, YTO HECUACThE MOXKET OOEpPHYThCS cya-
CThEM W HaoOOpOT, YTO MBI W HaOJIOJaeM B TbeCe, HAMOIHEHHOW CKPBITHIMU
CMBICIIAMU.

3HameHaTeabHas BCTpCYa JIBYX aKTCPOB — TparuvkKa HeC‘-IaCTJ'II/IBI_[eBa n KO-
Muka CYacTIMBIIEBa — MPOU3OUJIET Y CTOJIIOOB-yKa3aTeeil ¢ pacroloKeHHBIM psi-
JIOM TTHEM, HAaIlOMWHAIoImEeM o OBIBIIEM 37eCh paHee liece. Tparuk ycsaercs Ha
II€Hb, & KOMHUK HPUCTPOUTCS PpsiioM. U TyT BBISICHUTCS, YTO TParuk NPUXOAMUTCS
TUIEMSTHHUKOM [ ypMBIKCKOW TIO MY3KY, U OHU OTIPABISIOTCS B ycaab0y «[IeHbKw».

Orta nopora — ot nHs B «[leHpku» — cuMBoMYHa. HecyacTnuBieB oTpaBis-
€TCS Ha BCTPEUy CO CBOEW MPOIUION JKHU3HBIO B 3TUX MECTax, HO /mex MECT yxkKe
JaBHO HET, OCTAJIMCh OAHH IICHBKU. 4! AKTCPY NpUACTCA MMO3HATH BCIO IrOpeYb yTpa-
Thl CBOMX TAWHBIX HAAEX]: YBUIETHCS CO CBOEHU TETKOM, KOTOpPOl OH BCe BpeMs
MochUIaN MOJAPKH, O KOTOPOH AyMall U B KOTOPOH BHJIEN €IUHCTBEHHOI'O POJHOIO
yenoBeka. «[IeHbKu» CHUMBOIM3HPYIOT pa3pylIeHHE CEMEWHBIX CBS3eH, Tparude-
CKYIO TIOTEpPI0 HCKPEHHOCTH POJCTBEHHBIX UYBCTB, a BEllb MMEHHO Ha ceMbe 00Yy-
CTpamBaJIach BCSI pycckas >ku3Hb. CeMbs Oblla OCHOBAaHUEM 3TOH JKHM3HH, O YeM
CBUJETENBCTBYIOT JKUTHSA, MPEACTABIAIONINE HCaTbHBIAH 00pa3 ceMeilHBIX OTHO-
meHni, HarpuMmep xutue [lerpa u @eBpornn Mypomckux. Ho B XVIII croneTnn
XKUTHA YIUTM Ha nepudepuro pycckoro co3HaHusi. B oOpazoBaHHOH wacTu oOuie-

20 Cm.: Octposcxuii A.H. Jlec // Octposckuii A.H. ITonHoe codpanue counnenuii: B 12 1. T. 3. C. 270.
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CTBa MX 3aMEHWJIA JIUTEpaTypa Cyry0o CBETCKOTO COAEpKaHMsA, YTOObI B UTOrE (B
HaIlle BpeMs) NPEBPATUTHCS B TO, YTO PUMJISHE MMeHOoBanM Kak litterae mortuae
(MepTBBIE OYKBBHI).

O cumBonu3me nbecbl A.H. Octposckoro «Jlecy mucan B cBoe Bpemst A.D. Jlo-
CeB, TOHKO [T0JJMEYasi, YTO CUMBOJIM3M 3TOT 3aJI0KEH YK€ CAMUM aBTOPOM B Ha3BAHUH.
Bot nouemy «B “Jlece” OCTpOBCKOTO C TOYKH 3pPEHUS PEATHCTHUECKONW OOpa3sHOCTH
HUKaKuX JIeCOB He m3o0paxkaercsin’l, Ho o necax Hemano ropoputcs. Bompoc 3aximo-
YaeTcs B TOM, K @ K TOBOPHUTCS M 4 T O MoHMMaercs. «Jlec» B cBOeM MpeaenbHOM
0000IIEHNH SIBIISETCSI MBICTHMOW KaTerOpHel, HEKUM JHI0COM YeIIOBEYECKOTO pasl.
Ho umenHo Tak (mpuuem B JEHCTBUTENBHOCTH) BOCIIPUHUMAJ caM JIpaMaTypr CBOE
[{enpIkoBO, OKPYKEHHOE CO BCEX CTOPOH JIECOM, IIPOPE3aHHOE KUBOIMMCHBIMU OBpa-
ramu U CBEpKarouleil Ha coiHue JeHTor peku. OH ye3xan B IllenbikoBo, Kak B Apyryto
JKU3Hb, MIJIYIHO B CBOEU HE3aTCWIMBOCTU M MPOCTOAYIIHOCTH. VIMEHHO 31€ch, B
lensikoBe, oH OyzaeT paboTaTh Haja Mbecoil «Jlecy, monaras 3aKOHYMTH K KOHILY CEH-
1510ps1. [lo pasHBIM OOcCTOsITENBCTBAM TTheca OymeT 3aBepiieHa yxe B Mockse. Ho 3a-
IYMBIBAIaCh-TO, ITOCTENIEHHO CKIaabiBajachk (padyma Oyaymiel Thechl MMEHHO B
[{enbIkoBe, psAAOM C JIECOM, B XOXAECHUH IO €r0 TPONMHKAM, IO IIEJECT JIMCThEB U
TIEHUE TITULL.

Onnako OctpoBckuii He Ob1T 061 OCTPOBCKUM, eciid Obl HE BHIET U APYTHX
OTTEHKOB B IOHUMAaHWH Jieca Kak (eHoMeHa ObiTus. Tak, B pasrosope Hecuactius-
1eBa ¢ gakeeM ['ypMbpkckoit Kapriom oOHapyKuBaeTcs ele 0JTHO 3HaAUEHHUE «JIecay:
«Kakas nama >xu3Hp, cynaps! JKuBem B Jiecy, MOIHUMCS NEHBIO, 1a U TO C JICHBIO»
[16, c. 285]. «Jlec» cUMBOIM3UPYET HENPOXOAUMYIO OPEMYYECTh TEKYIIEH 31ech
4enoBedeckoi Ku3HU. OTTEHOK IPEeMyUYecTH 4eJIOBEUECKOT0 CO3HAHUSA YTaJlbIBaeTCs
B Ma)OCHOM TO3JIpaBieHd MMIIOHOBA, OOpAlIEHHOM K OYAYIIUM JKE€HE M MYXY —
I'ypmbixckoii u BynanoBy, rae 3ByduT MOTHB IpUpoAbL: «Bo3bMeM camble H3SIIHbBIE
coYeTaHusi B MpHUpoOAe, U 4To Mbl BUAUM? CypoBBIA TPaHUT M MEIaHXOIUYECKHUH
TUTIOII, HECOKPYIITMUMBIH Jy0 ¥ HEXKHYIO MOBWINKY. U Teneps nepej HallMMU riiasa-
MU: HENoKoJeOuMas NoO0poJeTeNb, KUTEHCKash MyApPOCTh, YKPEIJICHHAs! OIBITOM, B
CO03€ C HEeXHOMU, MOJIOJION OTpaciibio 01aropoTHOT0 MUTOMHUKa» [16, ¢. 332]. Mu-
JIOHOB CJIOBHO 3a0BIBAET, YTO B MPHPOJC «H3SIIHBIE COYETAHHS» SBISIOTCS €CTe-
CTBEHHBIMH, OTPaXKAIOT MHOT000pasue ee Gpopm.

[Ipencrosiiee 3aMy>KeCTBO HEMOJIOJIOH KEHIIMHBI, TOAALICHCA B MaTepHu Oy-
IylIeMy MYXKY, BBITJISITUT, ¢ TOYKH 3PEHHUSI TOH K€ MPHUPOJIBI, MPOTHBOECTECTBEH-
HbIM. Hukakoi#l 1o6poaereny win MyApoCTH B pemieHNH | ypMBDKCKON HET, KaK HET
HUYEro 0JaropoHOrO B HEJAOYUYHMBIIEMCS IOHLE, KOTOPBIA BUOUT B OyJylied jKeHe
WCTOYHHK JIOXO0JIa, YTO TIO3BOJIUT €My JKUTh Ha IIUPOKYIO HOTY. Jlpemy4ecTh co3Ha-
HUSL 3TUX JIIOJIEH, HE XKEJaroLUX 3ayMaThCsl O NMOCIEICTBUAX UX CO03a, CPOJHU He-
npoxonumomy Jecy. I HecuactnuBnes 3anaercs BonpocoMm: «M B camom nene, Opat

2 Cm.: Jlocep A.@. TTpo6iaeMa cUMBOJIA U PEATMCTHIECKOE UCKYCCTBO / COCT. M IOArOT. Tekcta A.A. Ta-
xo-T'ou u B.IL. Tpouukoro. M.: Pycckiii Mips, 2014. C. 171-172 [24].
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Apxkanuii, 3aueM MBI 3alUTM, KaK MBI [IOTIAIH B 3TOT JIEC, B 3TOT CHIp-ApeMydnii 6op?
3auem Mbl, Oparen, cnyrayau coB U ¢unuHoB? Uto um memats! IlycTs UX KUBYT,
kak uM xouercsa! TyT Bce B mopsinke, Oparell, Kak B Jecy ObITh cienyeT. Ctapyxu
BBIXOJST 3aMYK 332 THMHA3MCTOB, MOJIOZBIEC JAEBYIIKH TOISATCSI OT TOPHKOTO KHUThS Y
CBOMX DPOAHBIX: Jiec, Opartern» [16, c¢. 337]. Ho manmee mpoucxomuT cBoeoOpa3HbIN
KyJnpouT uepe3 uutupoBanue lllwinepa, rae 3BydMT MeuTa «OCTEPBEHUTH NPOTHB
3TOTO aJCKOTO TIOKOJIEHHUSI BCEX KPOBOYKAIHBIX 0OMTaTENEH Necan??, Takum 00paszom,
«JIeC» OKa3bIBAETCSI CHMBOJIOM HE TOJIBKO IpexXa, HO U HaKa3aHHusl.

[Moxanyit, no «Jleca» momoO6HOTO poga paboOTH CO CIOBOM y ApaMarypra He
osu10. CoBceM HecnydaitHo oH mmcan «Jlec» ¢ aBrycra mo cepeauHy AexaOps
1870 roga — oxono msiTH Mecses. HamomHro, 4to Guimkaifime mo BpeMeH! HaIu-
caHMsI beChl 3aHMMAaJIi MHOTO MEHbIIe BpeMeHH: «Ha Bcsikoro Mmyapena J0BOJIBHO
MPOCTOTHI» ObLIa HamrcaHa 3a Mecsl (Hadano ceHtsops 1869-7.10.1869), «bemre-
HBIC JICHI'M» — MEHee 4eM 3a Tpu Mecsna (25.10.1869-18.01.1870), «He Bce xoty
MacieHuiay — okosio Mecsana (10.03. 1871-9.04.1871), «He Obuto HU Tpoina, aa
BIIPYT alTHIH» — 3a monropa mecsana (16.09.1871-13.11.1871). Ilorom cemb mecs-
LIEB MPOMAET OT 3aMbIciia 10 MOJIHOTr0 HanucaHus «TpymoBoro xiebay, HO 3Ta AIH-
TEJIBHOCTh ObUTa OO0YCJIOBJIEHAa pa3HBIMH OOCTOSITENILCTBAMH, 3aCTABIISBIIUMHU
A.H. OctpoBcKOro oTBieKkaTbcst OT pabOThl Hajl MBECOH.

Hymaetcs, «Jlec» 3HamMeHyeT HayaJlo MyTH ApaMaTypra K Ibece «oco0oro
pona» — «becnpunaHHuIey», TEPBbIE 3aJlyMKH KOTOPOW OTHOCSITCS K HOSOPIO
1874 roma, a MOTHOCTHIO Mbeca OyAeT 3aBepiieHa Juimb 17 okTsaops 1878 rona.
Ecin paccmatpuBate «Jlec» B aBmxennn A.H. OcTpoBckoro x HOBBIM ¢opmam
IpaMaTypru4ecKol BbIPA3UTEIBHOCTH, TO BIIOJIHE ONpPaBAAHO IOSBICHHE HECIe-
HUYECKHX DJIEMEHTOB B peMapkax, Ha uTo oOpartwin BauManue FO.B. JlomaHCKHiA.
Ilo ero MHEHHIO, TAKOTO poja PEeMapKU OTPAKAIOT aBTOPCKYIO MO3ULMIO M COIH-
KAIOT Jipamy ¢ 3mocom?. He oTpuuas 3Toro IojioxkeHus, BCe-Taku 00paTuM BHH-
MaHHWE€ Ha HCKOTOPbLIC HIOAHCHI. PeMapKa K €pBOMY Jlef/'ICTBHIO HA4YMHACTCA TakK:
«Ycanp0a I'ypMBIKCKOM, B BEpCTaxX MATH OT YE3JHOTO ropoaa»?t. 3a 5TuM mpeuio-
KEHHEM YraJbIBalOTCS HEBHIMMBIE OUEPTAaHUS IOKa €Ile CYLIECTBYIOILEro Jeca,
KOTOPBIA BUIUT AKcoIIa 4epe3 OKHO. Jlec ecTh To, 4TO peaibHO MOXHO YBUJICTD,
HO OJHOBPEMEHHO JIEC €CTh U TO, YETO0 YBUACTH HECJIb34, KaK HEJIbL3s MPEACTaBUTDh
Ha cleHe XOTs Obl B KaKOM-TO NMpHOIKeHuH. Jaxe ecnu 3agHMK pacmucarhb Jie-
COM, TO 3TO OyJeT BCEeTo JIHMIIb €ro 3HaK, HO HUKAaK He COOCTBEHHO Jjec. M3 pemap-
KH KO BTOPOMY JICHCTBHIO HECIIEHUYHBI clieaytomue hparmeHThl: «Jlec; aBe Henu-
POKHE IOpOTH... <...> ...N0 BBIPYOKE MEJIKHI KYCTApHUK HE BBILIE YEJIOBEUECKOTO

22 Cm.: Octposckuit A.H. Jlec / Octposekuit A.H. Tonnoe co6panue counnenuii: 8 12 1. T. 3. C. 337.

2 Cm.: Jlomanckuii FO.B. HekoTopble HaOMONEHUs Hal peMapkamMu O(QOPMIIEHHS CIEHBI B KOMEIUH
«Jlecy // UlenpikoBckue utenus 2006. B mupe A.H. OctpoBckoro: ¢0. crareit / Hayd. pen., coct. MLA.
Enoumna. Kocrpoma: ABanrtutya, 2007. C. 101 [25].

24 Cm.: Octposckuit A.H. Jlec / Octposckuii A.H. Tonunoe cobpanue counnenuii: 8 12 1. T. 3. C. 250.
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pocra. Beuepnss 3aps»?®. A.H. OcTpoBckuii ObLIT 3HATOKOM TEATPAIBHOTO pEMECIa
Y TIPEeKpacHO MMOHWMAJ, YTO Ha CIIeHE HUKAaK He M300pa3uTh JIBE JOPOTH C KycTap-
HUKOM MEXJTy HUMH (MCKJII0Yasi, KOHEYHO, PICOBAHHEIN 33aTHUK), HE TOBOPS YXKE O
BeuepHell 3ape. U Bce-Taku OH BBOJUT ATOT TEKCT B peMapky. Kak cmpaBeannBo
rogmedaeT FO.B. JlomaHCkHid, B TBE JOPOTH, H 3apsl Mepeaal0T HEKOE TOTPaHUuIHOE
COCTOSIHE MEXIy JHEM W HOYBIO, CBETOM M ThMOM, peIBemas HedTO «CTPaHHOE,
HETIPEJCKa3yeMOE, HETOBIACTHOE YeJoBedeckoil Bone»?®. VHBIMH ClIOBaMH,
BHOBb BO3HHKAaeT HEYTO HESBJICHHOE, YTO O0yiajjaeT, TeM He MeHee, ObiTHeM. Ho
BeJlb TAKOBa MPUPOJA CHMBOJIA, BCET/Ia CBUETEIBCTBYIONIETO0 UMEHHO 00 3TOM.

Kak 3amernna H.W. Umyk-daneeBa, «iec — Kkpacorta U OOraTCTBO CpElIHE-
pycckoi moisiocel Poccun — 31€ch CTAHOBUTCS NMPEAMETOM KYIUIA-NIPOAAXKH, KAaK
oObIKHOBeHHas BemIby [26, c. 159]. CoOCTBEHHO, B TaKOH )K€ CHTYyaIlMH OKaXKETCS
Jlapuca B «becnipuaanauie», B 000MX caydasx pedyb AT UMEHHO O KPacoTe Kak
uaeansHOM obOpase ObiThs. Kpacora gameHa Mupy, HO HE YCBOGHA UM, MOTOMY U
nec, u nozanee Jlapuca moru6HyT. HO 3TO OymeT motom, a moka Jiec emie OBITHIA-
CTBYET B CBOEH MEPBO3IaHHON KpacoTe.

A.H. Octposckuii B mucbme Kk @.A. bypauny nazeiBan «Jlec» cunbuoul nove-
coti?’. OH ¢ OTPOMHBIM Y/IOBOJIBGCTBMEM M C HE MEHBIIHMM YCIIEXOM YHMTAIl €€ B pa3-
HBIX goMax, Oynyuu B IletepOypre. [loman mbecy Ha YBapoBCKYIO MPEMHUIO, KOTO-
poii, yBBI, He monyuni. M geno He Toapko B ToM, 4To B A.H. OcTpoBcKkOM BuaenH
ObITONUCATENS] U KPUTHKA KYNeYecKOW KHU3HU, KaKk He 0e3 OCHOBaHUS YTBEPKIacT-
¢ B 0030pax OTKJIMKOB COBPEMEHHHMKOB Ha 3Ty Ibecy??. IIpocTo MpodYnThIBAEMEIiA
B IheCE CHMBOIIM3M €Ill¢ He ObLT OCBOCH PYCCKOHM KyIBTYpOH W TOJIBKO HaMEYeH,
MOXeET ObITh, uncTo HHTYHUTUBHO A.H. OcTtpoBckuMm B «Jlece». CKpBITBIE CUMBO-
JIU3M TIbECHI CBA3aH C CYIIHOCTHIO CHMBOJIA KaK TAKOBOT'O, KOTOPHIN HE COUMHSAETCS
(kak 3TO OyIEeT B TBOPYECTBE CTapIIMX CHMBOJWCTOB B JIHMIE, HamlpUMep,
B.4. bprocosa), a, mo omnpeaeneHuio Apy>KUBIIETO ¢ mMilagocumBoauctamu [laBna
@opeHcKoro, ABISETCSA, B JAaHHOM Clydae — B «iece». M 31ech MMEeT CMBICT
BHOBBb BCIIOMHUTH cjoBa AmnosuioHa ['puropseBa o ToM, uto nbecsl A.H. OcTpos-
CKOTO CYTb GbIpAdCeHUe U OCMbICAeHUEe KU3HU. A KU3Hb HE 3aMBIKACTCS TOJBKO
TEM, YTO YeJIOBEK CIIOCOOCH BOCIIPHHUMAThL YyBCTBEHHO MU (husmdecku. [lotomy,
3aMevaeT MCCIIeoBaTeNb, «CPEAN COBPEMEHHBIX JINTEPAaTypHBIX sBieHUH ['puro-
pBEB OCOOEHHO BBIAETSUI T€, B KOTOPBIX OOUTAIM MAUHCIMEEHHblE CYUiecmed
(dicu3nb, JcuU3HeHHbI npoyecc, scusvle cunvt), — npamatypruto A.H. OctpoBckoro,

%5 Cwm.: Octposckuii A.H. Jlec / Octpockuii A.H. ITonoe coGpanue counnenuii: B 12 1. T. 3. C. 268.

% Cm.: Nomanckuii I0.B. Hekoropsle HabmoneHus Haj peMapkamMu OQOPMIEHHS CLUEHBI B KOMEIUH
«JIecx. C. 98.

27 Cwm.: Iucemo AH. Octposckoro k @.A. Bypmuny ot 17 anpenst 1871 r. // Ocrposekuii A.H. Tommoe
cobpanune counnenuii: B 12 1. T. 11/ pen. Toma B.SI. Jlakmmu. M.: VckyccrBo, 1974. C. 349 [27].

28 Cm.: Cmupnosa JI. TTpumeuanmus k mbece «Jlec» // Octposekmii A.H. TlonHoe cobpanne courHeHuil: B
12 1. T. 3. C. 535-536; 28, 85-86.
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nosmy “Tumwuna” H.A. Hekpacosa, “JIBopsiackoe rue3no” U.C. Typrenesa, “3a-
nucku u3 MeptBoro goma” .M. [JoctoeBckoro» [29, c. 108].

Jlec xak cumBoI s13p1Ka ucnonsiyercs C.B. MakcnmoBeiM B kKHUTE «KpbLUTaTeie
cioBa» (1899 r.). OcTpoBckuit 1 MakcMMOB OBUTH XOPOIIUMH 3HAKOMIIAMH, X POJ-
HUJI HHTEpEC K KUBOMY (KpbUIATOMY) pycckoMy cioBy. Ho MakcuMoB HaMHOTO Tie-
PEXUI ApaMaTypra U 3acTajl paclBeT CUMBOJIM3MA B OT€UECTBEHHOM KyJIbTYpE, UTO
HaXOJWT CBOH CJEJl B €T0 Pa3MBIIIICHHUSIX: «Y TIIyOJSsCh B IPEMYUHA W POCKOIITHBIN
JieC POAHOTO s3bIKa, OOTaToro, CBEXKEro M SACHOTO, Ha 3TOT Pa3, KOHEYHO, JOBEIOCh
npoOpaThCs UMb 10 OMyILIKE... JII0003HaTeIbHbIE MYCTh HE CKyYalOT TE€M, YTO UM
HNPUOETCS, TI0 IPUMEPY PYCCKOTO MY)KHKA ... YIIIyOUTBCS B JaBHO MPOLIEIIINE Bpe-
MEHa M TMOOBIBaTh B MECTax BechMa MIIyxux W oTAaneHHbIX» [30, ¢. XIV; 31, c. 8].
Ecnu y lante apemyunii 1ec CHMBOIM3UPYET YeJIOBEUECKHe Tpexu, To y MakcumoBa
TaKOM XKe JIeC — CUMBOJI OOMJIUS YCTOMYMBBIX (KPbUIATHIX) BBIPAXKEHUIT, TOBCEMECTHO
ucnonb3yembix. Ho ncropus UX poxkaeHUs MOKPhITa TAMHON, KOTOPast COXPaHSIETCs B
riyOuHax pycckoit ucropuu. [loromy MakCHMOB CTpEMHUTCSI IPEICTABUTH KPBUIATOE
CJIOBO B €r0 HACTOSIIEM M NPOLUIOM OJHOBpeMeHHO. KcTaTu, JTMHIBHCTHI, COBpe-
MEHHUKH MaKCHMMOBa, IMEHHO 3TOT0, CHMBOJIMCTCKOT'O 110 CBOEH CYTH 3aMBICIIA €r0
HE TOHSUTH, TOIBEPTHYB KHUTY pe3Koi KpuTHke. Jlenas nmpu nepenyoauKauyd KHUTH
MaxkcumoBa 0630p 3toit kputhky, H.C. AmrykuH, Oyay4d mycTh M B NPOMIJIOM, HO
BCE K€ MUCATEJIEM, HE MOXET IPOWTH MUMO CHMBOJIA «Jieca»: «YBOJIS yuTaTens “B
JpeMy4Hii U POCKOIHBIN JIeC pOJHOTO ciioBa”’, MakCHMOB, HEPEIKO COMBAsCh C My-
TH, TUIyTaeT 1o stomy secy»?. Tlnyranus asropa, mo meicim H.C. Aumykuna, o0y-
CJIOBJICHBI MCKJIIOUUTEIBHO COUYBCTBEHHBIM OTHOLIEHHEM MaKCUMOBa «K KOPEHHOM
crapuHe»>’ TOCOBETCKOI IEPEBHH.

Korma B 1919 roxy B.I'. CaxHoBckuii Oyner pa3paOarhiBaTh KOHIICIIHIO
«["ociokaza», OH HPUTIACUT B KauyeCTBE HMHTEIUIEKTYyaJIbHOM MOIJEPXKKH MOITOB-
cuMBosIMcTOB Bsu. MBanoBa u 0. bantpymaiituca, a cpeau neec, H30paHHBIX LIS
nocraHoBku, Oyzaer «Jlec» A.H. Ocrtposckoro. [IpeObiBatonieMy Ha TpaHu Obl-
TUsA/HEOBITUSL OOIIECTBY 3Ta Ibeca OpaMarypra OKaKeTcsi co3BydHou. OOIIecTBy,
npeObIBaloIIeMy Ha rpaHu ObITHS/HEOBITHSI, UMEHHO 3Ta Ibeca JpaMaTypra OKaxeT-
cst OITU3KOH.

Mup B CBOMX OCHOBaHHSIX OHTOJIOTUYEH, & TIOTOMY CKPBITBIE CYIITHOCTH OBITHS
CTOJIb )K€ peasibHbl, KaK U UX MpeaMeTHoe BbipaxkeHue. Kynbrypdunocodus nos3so-
JSIeT YBUAETH NMPEIMET B €IWHCTBE OCHOBHOI'O 3HAYCHHUS! U C(HOPMHUPOBABLIMXCS B
pe3ynbpTaTe ero OBITHHCTBOBAHUS CMBICIOB, YTO OTKPBIBAET ITUPOKHE BO3ZMOKHOCTH
B TIpoliecce MOCTHMKEHN HCKycCTBa B IiesioM U apamatypruu A.H. OctpoBckoro B
YaCTHOCTH.

2 Cm.: Amykuna H.C. O xaure C.B. Makcumosa // Kpeutateie ciioBa 1o Tonkosanuto C. MakcumoBa /
nocneci. u npumed. H.C. Amrykuna. M.: TUXJI, 1955. C. 392 [32].
30 Tam xe.
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Anogartuka yeema B pacckasax b. 3aiineBa
«Mraa» u «beJibli cBeT»:
OHTOJIOTHYECKHIl U KYJbTYPOJOTHYeCKUI aCHEeKThI

Annomayus. CraThs npuypodeHa K 140-1eTuio co AHA pOXKIEHHs pyccKoro mucatens b. 3akinesa u
MOCBSIIIEHa anodaTuke PycCKOH XyI0XKECTBEHHOH KyIbTYPHI, a IMEHHO (heHOMEHY I[BETa B paccKas3ax
«Mra» u «benblit cBeT», KOTOphIe BXOAAT B cOOpHUK «benbrit ceT» (1922 1.). [IpousBencHus aHamu-
3UPYIOTCA ¢ KyIbTyphunocopcknx mo3uruid. OOBEKTOM HCCIEIOBAHUS B CAMOM LIMPOKOM CMBICIIE
CJIOBA SIBJISIETCSl amodaThKa CIOBECHOH KYJIBTYpPBI, KOTOpas INpPOSBISIETCS 4Yepe3 TaHATOJIOTHYECKUH
JIICKYPC, INMHUHAJIBHBIE COCTOSIHUS T'€POEB, YTO BEIPAXKEHO aBTOPOM Uepe3 0co0yro nBeronuck. CMepTh
anpuopy arnodaTuyHa, HOT 3TO HE 3HAYHT, YTO MBI HE MOXEM NPHOIM3UTHCS K ee IIOHMMaHHIo. B 1ieH-
Tpe BHUMAHHUS OKa3bIBAIOTCSI KOJIOPATHUBBI «OETbIi» M «4EPHBIi», KOTOPbIE YIOTpeOIsaioTes 3allieBbIM
B JOMHHAHTHOM M CHMBOJIMYECKOM 3HaueHHH: Oelblii cooTHOCUTCs co CBeToM, a 4epHbIid — ¢ ThMOii.
O0a 1BeTa paccMaTpHBAIOTCS C KYJIbTypPHIOCO(DCKUX IMO3WIUH HE TONBKO aXpOMATHYHBIMH, HO U
ano(aTHIHBIMI: YE€PHBIH I[BET BCTYIAET B MapaJirMaTHIECKHE OTHOLIEHHS C OEIbIM, OJyXOTBOPSS €T0,
BBIPAXKAsICh SI3BIKOM aHTPOMOCO(CKOTO YUEHHMS, ¢ KOTOPBIM MHCATeNb ObUT 3HaKOM. OHTOTepMEHEBTH-
YecKkas PeKOHCTPYKIHS IO BBISBICHHIO 9TOCOB JKM3HHM U CMEPTH B YKa3aHHBIX pacckKa3ax IO3BOJISET
MPUONN3UTECS K ano(aTHIeCKOMY TOPU3OHTY PYCCKOM CIIOBECHOW KYNBTYpHI. Pe3ynbTaThl McciienoBa-
HUS 3aKITIOYAIOTCS B LIEJIOCTHOM KYJIBTYpOHIOCO(PCKOM OCMBICICHNH ()eHOMEHa IBeTa B pacckaszax b.
3aitueBa. Benercs nuckyccusi ¢ MHEHHUEM HCCIIeIOBATENe OTHOCUTENBHO TJIaBHBIX 00pa3oB, UX MPUPO-
6l ¥ QYHKOMIA B mpou3BeneHHH. [loyrydeHHbIe pe3ysbTaThl MOTYT OBITh MHTEPECHBI KaK KyJIbTYPOJIO-
raM Ui MOCINeQYIOIIETr0 CONMAaIbHOro-(prIocockoro aHanmmsa (EeHOMEHA I[BETa, TaK M (HIIONIOTaM,
n3ydaromymM nodTuky b. 3aiinera.

Kniouesvie crosa: anmodaruka KynbTypsl, modTHka b. 3aiinesa, antponocodus, 3toc, (eHOMEH IBeTa,
OHTOJIOTHS, TEPMEHEBTHKA, KOJIOPATHUB «OEIblil», KOJOPAaTHB «UEepPHBII
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The Apophatic Dimension of Color in B. Zaitsev's Stories
“Mist” and “White Light”: Its Ontological and Cultural Aspects

Annotation. This article is timed to coincide with the 140th anniversary of the birth of the Russian writer
B. Zaitsev and it is devoted to the apophatic dimension of Russian artistic culture, namely, the phenom-
enon of color in the stories “Mist” and “White Light”, which are included in the collection “White
Light” (1922). The works are analyzed from a cultural-philosophical point of view. The research object
in its widest sense is the apophatic dimension of verbal culture, manifested through a thanatological
discourse and liminal states of the heroes, expressed by the author through a special color. Death is a
priori apophatic, but this does not mean that its meaning cannot be approached. The focus is on the col-
ors “white” and “black”, which are used by Zaitsev in a dominant and symbolic sense: white correlates
with Light, and black — with Darkness. Both colors are considered from cultural-philosophical positions
not only as achromatic, but also as apophatic: black enters into a paradigmatic relationship with white,
spiritualizing it — to use the terms of the anthroposophical teaching, known to the writer. The ontoger-
meneutical reconstruction of the ethos of life and death in these stories allows us to approach the
apophatic horizon of Russian verbal culture. This study gives the reader a holistic cultural and philo-
sophical understanding of the phenomenon of color in the stories of B. Zaitsev. The main images, their
nature and functions in the work are discussed. The results obtained may be of interest both to cultural
scientists for the subsequent social and philosophical analysis of the phenomenon of color, and to phi-
lologists studying the poetics of B. Zaitsev.

Key words: apophatic dimension of culture, B. Zaitsev’s works, anthroposophy, ethos, the phenomenon
of color, ontology, hermeneutics, “white” colorization, “black” colorization
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L{BeT urpaeTr BayKHYIO pOJb KaKB KH3HU OTJAEIHFHOTO YEIOBEKA, TaK U B KYJbTY-
pe 1enoro Hapojaa. B coBpeMeHHOl MHUPOBOM T'yMaHUTapUCTHUKE HAKOMMWJIOCH J10CTa-
TOYHO padOT, B KOTOPBIX OCMBICIISIETCSI BeAyIas POJib IBETA B KYJIbTYpE, M IIBET B HUX
paccMarpuBaeTcsi ¢ Y4eTOM Pa3HBIX TOJXOJIOB: MEXaHHUCTHYECKOro, (heHOMEHOIOTH-
YECKOTO0 M HCTETUKO-(peHOMeHosIornueckoro?. Ilocnemnnii moxxox, Oepymimii cBoe
Hayaso B TpyZAax ['ere, 0cOOCHHO aKTyaJleH CeTOIHs, IOCKOJIbKY LIBET IIPH 3TOM HaJe-
JIIETCS. OHTOJIOTMYECKUM CMBICIIOM. C TaKMX MO3ULMH K HEMY HOAXOIAT B ICUXOJIUHT -
BHCTHKE, JIATEPATYPOBEMUECKMX® M MCKYCCTBOBEIYECKHX HMCCNenoBanusx”’. TeopeTnk
HCKYCCTBa MIBEHIAapckui XyAoKHUK M. VITTeH, BBIABHHYBIIMI CBOIO TEOPHUIO LIBETA,
paccMmarpuBaeT IBET ¢ MeTa(hU3MUECKUX MO3MLMH; y HEro IBET CBA3aH CO CBETOM H

2 Cm.: Mumienbkuna E.B. KOHLENT «CBET — LBET» B 3THONCUXOJMHIBUCTUKE // SIpOCIaBCKuil menaro-
rudeckuit BectHuk. 2010. Ne 1. C. 218 [1].

3 Cm.: Epmakosckas T.A. Crenuduka (QpyHKIMOHMPOBAHUS JIEKCEM MHKPOTIONS «CBET» B XyIOXKe-
crBerHoM nipoctpadcTee b.K. 3aiirieBa / NHHoBauuu B Hayke. 2017. Ne 3(64). C. 52-55 [2].

4 Cm.: Utren U. Uckycctio mpera. M.: JI. Aponos, 2008. 96 c. [3].
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naxe ¢ becygemuocmuio: «LiBera SBISIOTCS N3HAYATBHBIMU TOHATHSIMH, 1ETHMH TIE€p-
BOPOJIHOTO GECIIBETHOTO CBETA M €O MPOTUBOIOIOKHOCTH — OECIBETHON ThMBI»®. Ta-
Kasi aMOMBAJICHTHOCTD 3aCTaBIIIET 33yMaThCsl 00 anmodaTunieckol TPaauiuyd B KyIb-
type. Bcnomaum, Beien 3a H.B. bparunckoit u A.W. IlImannoii-BenukanoBoi, o sB-
JIEHUM CBETA 6euepHe20 U HegeuepHeo, POKICHUH CBETa BO ThMe®, a TakkKe mapajiur-
MaTndeckux oTHomeHusx Ceera u TeMbl. 3nech numem cinoBa «CBet» u «Tbma»
3arJaBHON OYKBBI, TOCKOJIBKY OHH IPEACTAIOT B JOMHUHAHTHOM (LIBETOBOM) M B TIepe-
HOCHOM CHMBOJITYECKOM 3HAUEHUH, YTO B LIEJIOM XapaKTEPHO IS 3CTETUKH U MMOTHKU
MOJEpHM3Ma’, a TaKkkKe Ul aHTporoco(ckoil KoHiemuy 1Beta Pynonsga IllTaiine-
pa®, unocodckue uaen KOTOpPOro MOBIMAIM Ha mpescTaBuTeneii CepeOpsHOro Beka
A. benoro u M. Bomommuna. B Hauane nexanendapnoco XX Beka B NCHXOJIOTHU H
NICUXHUATPHU CTaNa IIUPOKO NMPUMEHATHCS LBETOTEpAINys, U IBET YK€ TOTAa BOCHPH-
HUMAJICA KaK 0COObIH ()eHOMEH KyIbTyphI®.

C 9TOli TOYKH 3peHUs] PACCMOTPUM CBETOITUCH B paccKa3ax M3BECTHOTO IMHUca-
tens Hadaiga XX B. b. 3aiinieBa «Mrma» (1904 1.) u «bensrit cBet» (1921 r.). Lensio
WCCIIEIOBAHUS SBISACTCA KYIbTYpPPuIoco(Cckoe OCMBICIeHUE ano(aTudecKord CTo-
POHBI 0€JIOro W YEepHOTO IBETOB, CBA3aHHBIX B PYCCKOH KYJIbType ¢ OOpa3zamu-
kogamu CBeta v TbMbI. DTH pacckas3bl, HECMOTpPS Ha TO YTO MPUHAIJIEKAT K pa3HbIM
nepuojaM TBOPYECTBA MHCATENs, COCTABISIOT [Ba IIBETOBBIX M CBETOBBIX LIEHTpa
onHoro coopuuka «bemnsrit ceet» (1922 1.). Mccnenoparenu B mocieaHee BpeMst Bce
qaie o0palaTcs K 0COOCHHOCTSIM CEMaHTHKH KOJIOPATHBOB «CHHHI», «OKENTHIN,
«OeNbIii» U «IEPHBIN» B MOITUKE NpousBeaennii b. 3aiinesa', ykaswisas Hepeako Ha
HEOXHJIAHHYIO NPOTUBOIOJIOXHOCTh 3HAYEHUH axXxpOMaTHYECKHX IBETOB (UEpHOE
MBICJIMTCS TIOJIOKUTEIIBHO, a Oelloe MpruodpeTaeT HeraTuBHOE 3HadeHue). Hampumep,
B PYCCKOH CIIOBECHOM KyJIbTYpe CO-IIPOTUBOINOCTABIECHUE KU3HU U CMEPTH BOILIO-
THIIOCH B 00pase ueprozo cornya'l. IMEHHO B TaKOM CBETOBOM 00pase, no.1y0eHHOl
mbMe, BEIpaxkaeTcs, o Mbiciin M. Xaiinerrepa, notacHHoe ObITHE: «OOBIBaTENbCKOE

5 Cm.: Urtten U. Uckycctro nera. C. 10.

6 Cm.: Bparunckas H.B., Illmanna-Bemkxanosa AWM. CeeT BeuepHuii U cBeT HeBeuepHuii // J[pa Benka: ITo-
cesntenre Onbre CemakoBoit. M.: Pycckuii GpoH cozieiicTBrst oOpasoBanuto u Hayke, 2013. C. 73-92 [4].

7 Cm. 06 stoM mozpobHee: 3axaposa B.T., Onauaop JLK. Llser, cBeT U ThbMa B HappaTHBHOI cHCTeMe
ropbkoBckoro mukia «Ilo Pycn» [DnexkrponHsli pecypc] / BectHuk Munckoro ynmsepcurera. 2015.
Ne 4(12). URL: https://vestnik.mininuniver.ru/jour/article/view/97/98# (nara obparuenus: 17.03.2021) [5].
8 Cm.: IItaitnep, P. Cymmocts nBeToB: Tpu nekmuy, npounTannkie B JlopHaxe 6, 7 u 8 Mas 1921 roga,
a Tak)Ke JIEBSTH JIEKIINHA B KaUeCTBE MOIOIHEHUS U3 JIEKIIMOHHOro Haciueaus 1914—-1924 rr. CII6.: Kimro-
uu, 2017. 304 c. [6].

9Cm.: Cepos H.B. Cperonserosas Tepanus (TepaneBTuueckoe 3HaueHUE IBETA: HHPOPMALHSA — LBET —
unremekr). CII6.: Peus, 2001. C. 7 [7].

10 Cm.: Epmakosckas T.A. CeMaHTUYECKas PENPE3ECHTALMSA JIEKCEM MUKPOIIOJIS CUHETO LBETA B MPO3E
b.K. 3aiitieBa / Mup HaykH, KyapTypbl, obpa3oBanus. 2011. Ne 1(26). C. 45-48 [8]; EpmaxoBckas T.A.
CemaHTHUECKHE OCOOEHHOCTH JICKCEM MHUKpOIOJs skenroro nsera B mposze b.K. 3aiimesa / BectHuk
CypryrcKkoro rocyJapcTBeHHOro negarorumdeckoro ynusepeutera. 2011. Boi. 2 (13). C. 6671 [9].

1 Cm.: @enoros O.M. Yepnoe conune Upana Illmenesa / BecTHuk MOCKOBCKOTO YHHBEPCHTETA.
Cep. 9. @unonorust. 2013. Ne 4. C. 93-109 [10].
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MHEHHE BHIUT B TEHH TOJBKO HEXBAaTKy CBETA... TCHb €CTh SIBHOE, XOTS U HEIIPOHH-
1laeMoe CBHUJIETEILCTBO MOTaeHHOrO cBeueHus» [11, ¢. 62]. UuTepecHo mpocieuTs,
KaKUMH KOHHOTAIMSIMH HAITOJHSAIOTCS YEPHBIM 1 OeJbIi 1[BeTa B YKa3aHHBIX paccKa-
3ax. OHTOrepMeHEeBTHYECKAsE PEKOHCTPYKLIUS, HAlleJICHHAS! Ha BHICBEUMBAHUE 3TOCOB
CMEPTH U JKHU3HHU, MOXKET B JAHHOM CJIy4ae OKa3aThCsl IPOJYKTUBHON U MIOMOYb IPU-
OJIM3UTHCS K armopaTHIECKOMY TOPHU30HTY MIPOM3BEACHUI KIacCHKa. ITOC, BCIed 3a
B.Il. OkeanckuMm, OyaeM MOHAMATh IO-XaHAETTEPOBCKH, T.€. KaK MECTO IMpeOhIBa-
HUSl, Ha-CeleHHylo BCEIEHHYI0, KyJIbTyPHO OCBOEHHBIH Tomoc'?. Amodaruky — Kak
(heHOMEH pYCCKON KYJNBTYpHI, TOCKOJIBKY PYCCKHH TyXOBHBIH OIBIT, IO MBICITH
M.H. DmmreiiHa, aBTopa craThil «AnodaTtusm (anodarrka)» u3 [IpoexTuBHOTO DUI-
70coCKOTO CIOBApsi, HOCUT armopaTHIecKuii XapakTep, HO MPH 3TOM MOXKET OBITh
TIOHAT W Pa3bACHEH, MPEANoiaracT HHUIMALUIO ¥ KOHTPOJIb Mepexoaa B Oecco3Ha-
TenbHOE™. Amogaruka — ApeBHeE IOHATHE, BOCXOAIIECE K aHTHYHOMY (GUIOCO(-
CKOMY HAaCJICJMI0, — CETOJHS WpPpaJurpoBaia BO BCE T'yMaHHWTapHBIC MapajuTMBbl:
¢unocodpckue'®, kynpryponoruueckue®®, gpunonornueckue'®. borareiM HCTOYHUKOM
ano(aTtuyecKknx BO33PEHHUH B PYCCKOM KOCMO-TICMXO-JIOTOCE SBISIETCS (POIBKIOP,
KOTOPBI HEPEIKO WHCIUPUPYET XYyI0’KECTBEHHOE aBTOPCKOE CIIOBO. Armodaruka
BCeryia BXoJuia B chepy KyJIbTyphbl, IPOSBIISsA CeOs uepe3 KOHKPETHBIE TOITHICCKUC
Pa3MBINUICHAS, XYJOKECTBEHHOE MBIIUICHNE, BHICTYIAsi CBOETO pOJa arpHOPHBIM
YCIIOBHEM JIJIsl HUX, HO HE JIOTHYECKUM, a Kyabmyponocuyeckum. Anodaruka — ycio-
BHUE TOTPY>KEHHsI B MHOOBITHE B Xy/I0’KECTBEHHOM KocMmoce. K anodartrueckomy ro-
PHU30HTY Hallel JIOTOLEHTPUYHON KYJIBTYphl MOXKHO MPUOIU3UTHCS MMEHHO uepes
JTUTEPaATypy, KOTOpask OJTHOW U3 MEPBBIX TPAHCIUPYIOT, IO MBICIH BEAYIIUX KYIBTY-
posoros coBpemennoctr M.B. Konakosa, A.Sl. ®nuepa, KyJIbTypHbIE CMBICIBI

B nuccepranusx mocienHUX JIET, MOCBALIEHHBIX modTuke b. 3aiinesa, Haxo-
JIUM TIOCIIEIOBATENbHBIA aHanu3 pacckazoB «Mrua» u «benslii ceet»!8, Onnako nu-

12 Cm.: Oxeanckuii B.I1. Dtock! %wusHu 1 cMepTH 'y XoMskosa u [1lomnerrayspa (KyJIbTypONOrHIECKHE pas-
MBIIUTEHNs K 000CHOBaHMIO comocTaBienws) / ConoBbeBckue ucenenosanmst. 2011. Bem. 3(31). C. 127 [12].
13 Cwm.: [MpoexTuBHbIH hunocodckuii cnosaps. CI16.: MexaynapoaHas kadenpa (FOHECKO) no ¢usto-
coun u 3tuke Cankr-Iletep6. Hayunoro nenrpa PAH, 2002. C. 32 [13].

14 Cwm.: Bapasa B.B. ®unocodckas TaHaTos0rus wid anodatudeckas ¢unocodus? / Hayunsle Beno-
Moctu Benroponckoro rocynapcreenHoro ynusepcurera. Cep.: ®unocodus. Cormonorus. IIpaso.
2013. Ne 2 (145). Bem. 23. C. 112-117 [14]; I'ypesnu I1. Crmposa 3. Hayka B ropu3oHTe anodartuky //
dunocodcekas anrpomnonorust. 2019. T. 5, Ne 1. C. 6-25 [15].

15 Cm.: Tpaue B.U. Kynerypdenomen anoparuku «uamextnku muda» A.®. JloceBa B KOHTEKCTE
TOMIOXPOHHO-aKCHOT€HHON MapaJurMbl KyIbTyphl [ DnekTpoHHbIH pecypc] / Kynbrypa kymsTypst. 2019.
Ne 3. URL.: http://cult-cult.ru/cultures-the-phenomenon-of-apophatic-the-dialectics-of-myth-by-a-f-losev
(nata obpamenus: 22.03.2021) [16].

16 Cm.: EnenoBa MLIO. Dcretnka B.A. XKykosckoro B anodaruueckom kourekcre // Jluckyccus. 2012,
Ne 4(22). C. 176-178 [17].

17 Cm.: Kyneryponorus. XX Bek: crnoaps / cocT. u pen. A. 5. Jleut. CII6.: YHUBepCUTETCKAs KHHTA,
1997. C. 251 [18].

18 Cwm.: TlonraBckas E.A. DBomronus XyJI0’)KECTBEHHOTO co3HaHus B TBopuectBe b.K. 3aiinesa: auc. ...
kaHz. ¢uaon. Hayk. M., 2018. 153 c. [19].
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TepaTypoBeAbl OOBIYHO OOJNBIIOE BHUMAaHHE YIENSIOT TBOPUYECKOMY METOJY, BBISB-
JIs1 9KCIPECCUOHUCTUYECKUE AIEMEHTHI B paccKa3ax MUCaTeNs: aHalIU3y HOJBEpra-
eTCsl TIOBEJEHUE TIEPCOHAKEH, UX BHYTpeHHUH MuUp'®. B 3TOM CBA3M CTOMT BCIIOM-
HUTHh M O JOMHHAHTHOW YepTe 3ailIeBCKOr0 TBOPUYECTBA — OE3MMYHOCTHU, «OTCTpa-
HEHHOCTH» B3IVIsIIa CAMOT0 MUCATENS OT TOrO, YTO OH ONUCHIBAeT. FIMEHHO B Takoi
MaHepe CO3/IaHbl PAcCKa3bl C HEOKOHMYPeHHOU KoMmo3uluen «Mrina» u «benbii
cBeT». Takas KOMIO3WLMS, HampuMep, XapakTepHa, MO TOHKOMY HaOJIIOJEHHIO
J.H. Meapuma, 1is yexoBckoii «Crenu»?°. Mbl 3HaeM, Ky/ia 1 3a4eM eJIeT MalbukK
Eropymka B Opudke 1o packajJeHHOH JieTHeH OeckpaiHel CTenr, HO MBI He 3HaeM,
KaK W yem Pa3speliuTcs 3TO MyTELIeCTBUE, KOTOPOE HOCUT, 110 3amedanno M.Y. Jla-
PHOHOBOM, MHUIMAIIMOHHBIA XapaKTep, a MPOCTPAHCTBO CTENHU BHIMOIHSAET QYHKIHN
IPOCTPAHCTBA IIEPEX0Ja, UHAYE ToBOps, cuepmu®:. He CTOMT roBOPUTH, KaK OTHO-
cuicsa 3ailieB K KJIacCHKY, IOCTaTOYHO MpouecTh ero oTpbiBOK «Ilamsatu UexoBay.
3aiflleB OPraHUYHO CBSA3aH C YEXOBCKOW TPaJUIME Ha KAaKOM-TO TITyOMHHOM, a HE
BHEITHEM YPOBHE, 1 3TO OTPA3IOCh B OECCIOKETHOCTH pacckaza «Mriay.

®abya pacckasza JOBOJIBHO MPOCTA: JIOAU AyT PAHO YTPOM, 8 NOIYMbMAX, HA
OXOTY Ha BOJIKa M BO3BpalIalOTCs ¢ 10ObIue K Beuepy. OmHaKo Ui repoeB 3aiiiieBa
Ba)KEH HE CTOJIKO PEe3yJIbTaT — 3arHaTh BOJIKA, CKOJIBKO COCTOSIHUE, KOTOPOE MOXHO
OTIPEETUTh KaK JUMUHAIbHOE, TO €CTh TIOTPAaHUYHOE, B KOTOPOM MPEOBIBAIOT OXOT-
HUKHU. Bo-iepBBIX, CTOUT OOpaTHUTh BHUMaHHE Ha MOAPOOHBIE IIBETOBBIC OMMCAHUS
BPEMEHHU CYTOK, IIPUPOJIbI, CHera: «JleHb TeIlIblii, CBIpOBaTO-TyMaHHbINA. B nanexom
CBUHIIOBHCTOM BO3[[yX€, HaJ[ BBUIE3IINMH U3 MYMHO-0e1020 CHEeTa MATHAMH JIECOY-
KOB TIEPETATUBAIOTCS M JICHUBO BOPOUYAIOTCS XMypble HeOeca, M HA BCEM JIEXKUT 3TOT
TAMHCTBEHHBIH, M2IUCMO-Cu308amblil HAJET yxoosuweli houu» (Kypcus Haur. — J{.M.).
[22, c. 22]. B monyTbMax Ha4MHAETCSI OXOTA, CI[e HE BUHO BOJIKA, HO YK€ YTO-TO
KJIIOKOYET B cepaue reposi: «UTo-To TeMHOE, MpauHO-CIaI0CTPACTHOE MOJKATHIBAET
K cepamy» [22, c. 22]. CocTosHHE TepOsI CO3BYHYHO COCTOSIHHIO MPUPOIBI, aBTOPOM
TOYHO BBIOpaH Yac, KOTJa JOJDKHO CBEPIINTHCS 2laéHoe, — TEPeXOJHOE BpeMms,
BXOKJICHHE B HOBBIH JICHb B IIPEAPacCBETHBIN yac: «/[poxxp mpodupaeT; He X0JI0IHO,
B CYIIHOCTH, HO KaK-TO CYpPOBBI M YIPIOMO NPOHHU3BIBAIOLIN BCErJa 3TH YTPEHHHUE,
3UMHHE TOTynoTeMKmn» [22, c. 21]. Takoe Bpems, mo Habmogenuto JI.C. Brirorcko-
ro, caMoe IMyTarollee U OJHOBPEMEHHO 3HAYMMOE B MUCTHYECKOM OTHOLIEHHH: «lle-
peA caMbIM PacCBETOM €CTh Yac, KOTIa MPUIILIO YXKe YyTPo, HO elle Houb. HeT Hudero
TaWHCTBEHHEE M HETIOHSITHEE, 3araJIouHee ¥ TEMHEe STOTO CTPAHHOTO Mepexo0/1a HOYH
B IeHb» [23, C. 96]. DTOT mepexo B pacckase «Mria» HOCHT amodaTudecKkuii xa-
pakTep, 4TO NPOSBISIETCS. HA [IBETOBOM YPOBHE, HO IIBETA 3/1€Ch AAHBI B [IOJIYTOHAX H

19 Cwm.: Monrasckas E.A. DBosmonus XyI0)KeCTBEHHOTO Co3HaHus B TBopuecTse b.K. 3aiiuesa: auc. ...
kauz. ¢puion. Hayk. C. 20.

20 Cwm.: Mempym JT.H. CrokeTHasi CHTYaIus B PycCKOH Hapo/HO# Jupuke 1 B mponssenerusx A T1. Uexosa //
CrnaBsiHCKHE uTepatypsl U dobkiop. Pycckuii domskiop. JL.: Hayka, 1978. T. XVIII. C. 73-95 [20].

2L Cwm.: JTlapuonosa M. Y. TTosects A.I1. YexoBa «CTemnby B acmekTe TPaIUIMOHHON KyIBTYpEI // Jlecsats
maroB 1o «Crermy. ldyllwild: Charles Schlacks, Jr. Publisher, 2017. C. 74-91 [21].
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HaTIOJIHEHBl CUMBOJIMYECKUM 3HAUYCHHEM, WJIM, BBIPAXKAsiICh aHTPOMOCOPCKUM SI3bI-
KOM, 00YXOMBOPEHbL.

P. llTaitaep (¢ naesmu dumocoda b. 3aiines ObIT 3HAKOM, NMHCATENh HE pa3
MUIIET O BIUSHUM aHTPOMOCO(CKOro ydeHusi Ha TBopuecTBo A. benoro B cBomx
BOCIIOMHHAHHUSIX O COBPEMEHHHMKaX??) pa3paboTall TEOPUIO O CYIIHOCTH L[BETA, IIBE-
Ta-nepedxcusanus, CBA3bIBas YepHOE C 00pa3oM (MMarmHamme) cMepTH, 6enoe — ¢
KU3HBIO U CBETOM: «Henp3s TOBOPUTH O IIBETOBBIX MEpEXUBAHUIX Kak (rmuctep,
nb0 Torga BooOmIe HE NPUNTH K MEpPeKMBAaHUIO IBeTa. <...> YTo uepHOE ecTh
TbMa, — B 3TOM MBI HE COMHEBaeMCs; IOATOMY HaM BEChbMa JIETKO HICHTU(DHIIHPO-
BaTh OEJI0e CO CBETIBIM, CO CBETOM KaK TaKOBBIM. Kopode roBopsi, Kora Mbl IMoj-
HUMaeM Bc€ Hallle pacCMOTpPEHHE B 00JIaCTh OIIYIICHWH, MBI yXe HaXOAUM TaM
r1y0oKyI0 CBsI3b 0e10ro co cBeTom» [0, ¢. 39]. OpHako manee ¢puaocod yka3pIBaeT
Ha 00yXO0MB0peHHblll XapaKTep YepHOTO I[BETa, KOTOPHIM BCTYyMAaeT B MapagurMaTh-
YECKHUE OTHOLICHUS C 6€J'H)IMZ «menno YCPHBIM IITPUXOM, ‘IepHOfI IMOBEPXHOCTBHIO
BBI OJlyX0TBOpsieTe Oeoe» [6, ¢. 42]. UHTepecHO B 3TOW CBSA3HM TO, YTO B pacckasze
b. 3aiinieBa ¢ xapakTepHBIM Ha3BaHHEeM «MTJla» YaCTOTEH MMEHHO OEIbIi IBET:
«l'onro Cepenskoro. llenmnkom, 6e3 g0poru, 3axye0BIBasiCh OT BOJHEHUS, MBI CKa-
4eM 1o Oenomy cHezy, IOJ 3araJlouHO cepbiM HEOOM, Ilie COBCEM HHUTO HE 3BYUHT:
KAITKUH MOHM BBICTpeNl OBLI MOXO0X Ha MIENK MACTyIIbero KHyTa. BEIXOAWT Tak,
OyITO HABAIWIIN B TOPJIOM, IIYCTEIHHOM MECTE MyXJIBIH CIOU Oenoil 6ambl, YTOOBI
pasHbIe YyJlaKy HE MEIaIHu 3ByKaMH 3TOMY HeOy W 3TOH 3emiie, KoTopas Ty/Ja Ts-
mut» [22, ¢. 23]. C KoJopaTHBOM «OEJIbIi» CBSI3aH U MOTHUB OJIMHOYECTBA U OECIIO-
JIE3HOCTH IIOJICKUX NesTHUN: «UTO-TO HOYHOE, KYTKOE, TTOX0Kee Ha Te TAMHCTBEH-
HbIE ympeHHUe NOJYROMeMKHY, B KOTOPBIX MBI €XaJIH CI0JIa, HATIOJIHSAET MO0 JYIIY U
TOJIKAET BIIEPE]I 110 OCJIOMY ITOJIIO 33 HEeHYHCHbIM BOJIKOMY» [22, ¢. 24]. 31ech BaxkHA
KOJIbIIEBass KOMITO3UIIMS, KOTOpas BHIpa3Wiiach JATEHTHO: yTPOM, B IOIYTbMax,
OXOTHHKH OTIPABIISAIOTCS Ha BOJKA, BBEUEPY, B TAKUX XK€ MOIyThMaX, Tepoil HaKO-
HEI| JIOBUT CBOETO HeHYJCHO20 BONKa. B 3TOM W BhIpakaercst anodaTuka noseje-
HUA TEPOos, KOTOpBIfI U CaM YYBCTBYCT BCIO HCHYXHOCTb OXOTbl U HUKYEMHOCTDH
no6sryn. Ho mpo3peBaeT OH 3TO TOJIBKO B MOMEHT MUPOBOH MOJHOYH, Koraa Tema
3arysibIBaeT B €ro riias3a: «MHOTO Mo3ke, KOTrjia BCe B JIOME CHAld, s OTIHPaBUICS
yepe3 LENYK BEPEHUIY IMYCThIX, T'YJIKUX KOMHAT B 3]y ITOCMOTPETH, 3alepTa JIu
OankoHHas ABepb. TOJNKHYB ee, s Bblea Ha OankoH. CHer cnabo Oenen Ha HeM, a
JANbIIe YepHend, KaKk Henepexooumas 6e30na, O€CKOHEUHas OYIIyIomas MIja, TO
CBHUBaBLIAACA BUXPSAMH, TO yAyHIalOomI€ HaJICTaBIIasd CIIEPECIH, C BOEM OXBaTbIBas
BCEro, C TOJIOBBI JI0 IIAAT... MHe He ObLIO Xkajib HU ce0sl, HU BOJIKa, HU CTapyro Ky-
xapky ArpadeHy, HO He ObUIO OBl CTPaHHO U TO, €CJIU OBl B 3TOH O€3/II0IHON ThbMe
sL yBUZEN HemoABIKHOe nnilo Beunoit Houwn ¢ rpy0o BeIpyOI€HHBIMH, ClIETaHHBI-
MU KaK U3 KaMHSI OTPOMHBIMH TJIa3aMH, B KOTOPBIX 5 MPOYeI Obl CHOKOWHOE, BEJH-
4aBoe M PaBHOAYIIHOE oT4asHHue» [22, c. 26]. Dta Tebma HOCUT aMOMBaJICHTHBIN

22 Cwm.: 3aiiies b. Mowu copemennuxu. Jlormon: OPI, 1988. C. 41-43 [24].
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XapakTep, OHa anogamuuna, NOCKOIbKY cBsi3aHa co CBETOM, 0 KOTOPOTO Teporo
HY’KHO JOPacTH.

W3 Tern u B TeHW BO3HUKAET CBET, O Ye€M MOAPOOHO MHUCAT B MOPYOEIKHBIH
nepuo U pycckuii ¢punocop H.A. bepaser, NOBIHUSBIINNA Ha TBOPYESCKYIO MBICITH
b. 3aiineBa: «M13 Ungrund'a, u3 be3nuer poxmaercs cBeT, bor, coBepimaeTcs Teoro-
HUYECKUU TPOIeCC M MCTEKaeT TbMa, 310 KaK TeHb O0XECTBEHHOI'O CBETa. 3J0
MMEeT UCTOUYHHUK HE B poxkJaeHHOM bore, a B ocHoBe bora, B be3ane, uz xotopoi
TEUeT U CBET, U ThMay [25, ¢. 155]. Pacckas «Mriay B 3TOM OTHOIICHUH MPEACTaB-
JIIeT «TeMHBII» CBETOBOH IIEHTP COOPHMKA, HO 3Ty ThMY MOJDKEH IIPEOI0NICTh 3aii-
IIEBCKUH TepOii, TOCKOJbKY OHA SBJISAETCS JIUIIb HEOOXOJUMOCTBIO Ha WHHUIUAIH-
oHHOM TiyTH K CBeTy.

[IpoTHBOIIONIOKHEIN CBETOBOH IEHTP MPEICTaBIICH elle B 0ojiee O0eCCroKeT-
HOM pacckase «benbiii CBeT», IMOCBAIIEHHOM, Ha MEPBBIM B3I, )KU3HU Pa30peH-
HOH peBommoireld MockBsl (IO KpaiiHel Mepe, OOBIYHO HAa 3TOM JENal0T aKIEHT
nccienoBarenn). Pacckas «benplit cBeT», Tak ke Kak M «Mra», mepemaer BHYT-
peHHUE TEPEeKHUBAHUS TEPOS, KOTOPHIA Kak OBl OECIeNhbHO OCMATPHUBAET YIIHIIHI,
mIonaad HoBoi MockBul: «benHas KuU3Hb, Maias KHU3Hb, 4TO O TeOe CKa3aTh, YeM
nopanoBath? He cepnuck u He oOwxkaiics. byaem ckpomueii. Benb ¢ mebe necyco,
THI TIPUHUMAEIb, U CHEXXOK 3UMHUN Ha ApOaTe 3MMHEM TIOCHITIAeT M MEHs, Ja U
Te0s1, BeTep 3aBUBACT M YHOCHUT, BCE YHOCHUT, Pajbl MBI, UJIU HE paas» [22, c. 169].
OpHako 3TO TTOBECTBOBAHHE YK€ HE O YEM-TO KOHKPETHOM (B pacckas3e BOBCE OT-
CyTcTBYeT coObITHE (B «Mriie» XoTs OBl mpejcTaBiIeHa KapTHHA OXOTHI)), a O BCe-
MIPUHSATHH KU3HU, B IIOTOKE KOTOPOH «HeceTcs» repoil. KonopaTus «Oenbrity nme-
€T 3/IeCh U JIOMUHAHTHOE 3HaueHue (Oeblii cHer, Oenas yiuila, 0esas )KHIKOCTh), ’
CUMBOJINYECKOE, HATOIHIETCS OHTOJOTUYECKUM CMBICIOM, COOTHOCSCH CO BCEM
OeJIbIM CBETOM, 3muM CBETOM H neM CBETOM, JOCTYITHBIM U HE OCTYITHBIM OJHO-
BpPEMEHHO g ToHUMaHus reposi: «Hy uTto ke, re ke Apambl, U TOMJICHHS, U
cTpactu cepana, u mo0OBu MeuTanbsi? Kak mycteiHO! Kak nmerxko matu. beroe
He0o, Oenblii CHEr MOpXarolui, Oenas xu3Hb, Oenmas myma» [22, c. 173]. Kpome
TOTO, CTOUT OOpPaTHTh BHUMAaHHE, YTO C OENBIM CBs3aH (PEHOMEH CMepTH, KOTopas
3J1ECh )K€ IPOCTO U THUXO B 3aMLIEBCKON MaHepe «oTropraercs» cMmexoM: «M cpenp
Tpareauu u apca, HEeHbl Ha MOJIOKO, BO3HHU € 00€10M, ouepean B OyJI0YHOH, Cpeab
cMexa, CMEpTH, CJIAJIKNX MUPOKKOB U peBa royiofia MoJbeMIIeT CBOM OOKall, C BU-
HOM, KPOBH MOJOOHBIM. bemnslii e CBET CMYTHO, O€peKHO HAC OCHITIACT KPHUIOM
xmagHeiM» [22, c. 174]. Y1 B 3TOM Tarosie «OChIAeT» MPOCIEKUBAETCS CBA3b pe-
ITHHOTO M HOYMEHAJIBHOTO, 3TOT0 M TOT'O CBETa — OEJBIM MOXET OBITh M CHET, U
CBeT, U cMepTh. B 6emom repoil pacTBopsaeTcs, MO KpaifHel Mepe, Mo 3aMBICITy XY-
TO’)KHUKA CJIOBA, OJDKEH PAaCTBOPHUTHCS W OBITH JOBOJBHBIM XKH3HBIO: «Cynnba?
Taxk uro x. Tepnu, TpyAuCh CIOKOHHO, B 0bnacTu Beicokoil. 1 Haneiica. Meuraii:
00 okeaHax, 0 jajckoM, o HeBegomoM. He Bcerma ke Apdar» [22, c. 174]. Kon-
KpPETHBIN TOMmoc «ApbaT» ¢ ero MmoBCEJHEBHOCTHIO MPOTHBOIIOCTABISACTCA Hegedo-
MoMy, JEXKallleMy 3a MpeAeiaMu TaHHOT0, OTHOCSIIEMYCSl K CakpalbHOM reorpa-
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¢uu (myxa). Ho mpo3peTs 3TH UCTHHBI YEIOBEK CMOXKET JIUIIb B 00pb0E ¢ BOJIIKOM,
KOTOPBI OJHLETBOpPsIET ero alter ego.

[To mbicnn Hemenkoro ¢umrocoda X. Dpaiiepa, «IEITOBEUECKHNA TyX peau-
30BaJI ce0s B M3BECTHBIX 00pa3ax M MOPAAKAaX YyBCTBEHHOro mMupa»?, Tak, uepes
LBET, CBA3aHHBIH CO CBETOM (JI0OOH LIBET CBA3aH CO CBETOM, OCOOEHHO axpoma-
THYHBIC I[BETA), MBI TTOCTUTaeM amodaTuky Kak (PeHOMEH PYCCKOH JIOTOIICHTPHUY-
HOH KynbTypsl. L[BeT — 3TO mposiBinenne anohaTudecKkoro BO BHEIIHEM MHpPE, KaK U
COH, 00Je3Hb, CMEPTb, MHOTHE (PEHOMEHBI KYJIbTYPHl, UMEIOIINE TPAHCIICHICHT-
HYyI0 IPpUpoay. ATo(haTHIHOCTh aXpPOMATHYHBIX IIBETOB, NMPEACTABICHHAS B ITOITH-
Ke paccka3oB b. 3aiinieBa pazHoro meproja, mo3BONSAET MPUOIUZUTHCS U K amoda-
THUYECKOMY FOPU30HTY XYI0KECTBEHHOTO CIIOBA.

IIpencraBnennsle pacckassl, «Mria» U «besblil cBET», OTIIMYAKOTCA APYT OT
JpyTa IBETOBOM raMMoii. OHaKO MX MMMAaHEHTHOE MTPOYTEHHE TTO3BOJISIET BBISBUTH
koHuenuio Ceera 1 ThbMBI, COOTHOCSAIIYIOCS ¢ KOJIOPaTUBAMH «OEIBbIN» U «ISPHBII
Y, IIUPEe, STOCAMHU JKU3HU M CMEpPTH. ThMa (YEepHBIN 1IBET) HOCUT aMOWBAJICHTHBIN
xapakTep y 3aiireBa, oHa amodaTnyHa, HeoOXomMUMa JJIsl TTO3HAHHS CaMOro ceOs U
OKpY’KafoIIero (BHEIIHEr0) MHUpPa, IOCKOIBKY TOJIBKO B ITOTPAHUYHBIA 4Yac, OKa3aB-
IIMCh Ha nopoze OBITHS, TEPOH MOXKET MPEeoNOoJIeTh CBOM HU3MEHHBIC MHCTHHKTBI.
Tompko B 3TOM citydae OeIblid [IBET, BBIPAXKasiCh aHTPOMOCO(PCKUM SI3BIKOM, 00VXO-
meopsiemcsi 1 00peTaeT MOoANMHHOEe 3HaueHne. UepHoi u Oeloil HUTBHIO IIPOIIUTY
cOopHuk «benblii cBeT», 4TO co3laeT oumynieHne anohaTHYHOCTH, sSBJICHUS uepoda-
HHY, BBIPAXkKasich A36IKOM M. Dimane?!, B XyJ0:KeCTBEHHOM KOCMOce 3ailieBa, y Ko-
TOPOTO BO MHOTHX PAacCKa3zaX KHHUTU TOSIBIIIETCS OCTPO MaXHYIUH Oenvlii cHee —
npenBectHUK Jlpyroro (B xaiimerrepoBckoM moHuManun). l[lpencraBisercs, dTo
JanpHelIIee uccieioBanne n30paHHON TEMBI JISKUT B MJIOCKOCTH PaCIIUPEHUs 00b-
eMa JINTEPaTypHOTO MaTepralia, 9TO TIO3BOJHT C OOJbIIeH OCHOBATEIIEHOCTHIO arpo-
OMpoBaTh pa3zpabOTaHHYI0 METOIOIOTHIECKYIO CXEMY.
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main conclusions of the volume.
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Penensupyemas xuura The Oxford Handbook of Russian Religious Thought
BiurouaeT 40 r1aB, KOTOpble ObUIM HamwcaHbl Bemymmmu aBTopamu u3 CHIA, 3a-
nagHoil EBponel u Poccun. M3nanue Takxke COOEPXKHUT PEAAKTOPCKOE BBEICHUE U
npeaucioBue, cocraBienHoe Miapuonom AndeeBbiM, MUTPOTIONUTOM Pycckoii mpa-
BOCIIaBHOH LIepKBU. B KHUTE paccMaTpUBArOTCS TaKue TEMbI, Kak IpaBOCIaHas 1ep-
KOBb M PEJMTHO3HAs KU3Hb, HUTHIIN3M, OOTOMCKATENbCTBO U OOTOCTPOUTENBCTBO,
000xeHHUe, UMSCIIaBHe, TUTEPATypa, My3bIKa U KUHO, ¥ IENbIH psaa ¢puiocodos, 60-
rOCJIOBOB U XYyJO0’KECTBEHHBIX MHcarenel, HaunHas co CpennerekoBbs (Kpemienus
Pycu) u 3akanumBas llepecTpoiikoii, mpu 3ToM HamOOIbIIIee BHUMAHUE YyEISIETCS
XIX u XX BB. Bo MHOTHX TnaBax peus uaet o B.C. ComoBneBe, ero npeamniecTBeH-
HUKaX ¥ MocieoBaTelsX. B memom kHura 0e3ycioBHO HamvcaHa Ha BBICOKOM TPO-
(eccroHaNbHOM YPOBHE M MOXKET OBITh PEKOMEHIOBAaHA LIMPOKOH YHTATENbCKOH
ayJAMTOPHUH, OJTHAKO CaM >KaHp PELEH3UH HE MO3BOJISET IPOBECTU ACTAIBHBIN aHAIN3
BCell pabOTHI, TOATOMY JlaJiee COCPEOTOYMMCS Ha TIIaBaX, MOCBAIICHHBIX PyCCKOMY
pEeNUTHO3HOMY Hiealiu3mMy U, B ocobeHHocTH, B.C. ColoBbEBY: €ro MECTy B pyCCKOM
MBICJIM ¥ TOMY BIIMSIHHIO, KOTOPOE OH OKa3al Ha Hee, COIVIACHO aBTOPaM PELeH3UPY-
eMOoli paboThI.

Ipemmaraemoe «pykosoacteo» (Handbook) mo pycckoit penuruossoii ¢umo-
couu SBISETCS CEroAHS B BBICIIEH CTENEHM akTyalbHbIM. KommuecTBo pabor B
9TOH 00JIacTh B MOCIEAHUE JECATUIIECTHSI — B TOM 4HCie Oiarozaps aBTopaM Hpej-
CTaBJICHHBIX B KHHTE UCCIieIoBaHUi — kak B Poccuy, Tak 1 Ha 3amajie 3HaYUTEIBHO
BO3pocio. PeneHzupyeMoe m3gaHue JaeT BO3MOXKHOCTH IOHSTH OOILEE COCTOSIHUE
JaHHOW MpOOJIEeMaTHKH B HACTOSIIEE BpeMs, HO BMECTE C TeM BO MHOTHX TIJlaBax
MOJKHO TaK)Ke BCTPETHTh HOBBIC OTKPBITHSI M WHTeprperanuu. [JiaBa, HanvMcaHHAs
IMonem Bammmapom (Paul Valliere), o pausiHum pycckoid penuruo3Hoit dunocodun
Ha 3amaiHylo TeoJOoruio B XX B. BJISIETCS TOMY SIpKUM IpuMepoM. Tak ke, Kak U B
Jpyrux cBoMx pabotax, Bammap ¢okycupyercs Ha MUPOBOM OOTOCIOBCKOM KOH-
TEKCTE, YaCThI0 KOTOPOT'O BCET/Ia SIBIISUIACH PYCCKAsi MbICHb, U HAa TOM BIIMSIHUH, KO-
TOpOE OHA OKa3bIBajia Ha ero (JOPMHPOBAHHE.

Jpyrast rmaBa, KoTopasi TaKXKe He IPOCTO CyMMHUPYET YK€ UMEIOLIHecs uccie-
JOBaHMWs, HO U IMpe/ylaraeT HOBblE IEPCIEKTUBBl PACCMOTPEHHUsS, IOCBALICHA
B.C. ConosbeBy (aBTop Exarepuna EBTyxoBa). Camoe OpUTHHAIBLHOE B IMPOYTECHUH
EBTyx0Bo#i ConoBbeBa Kak PETMTHO3HOTO MBICTUTEINS 3aKJII0YaeTCsl, Ha HaIl B3I,
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B TOM, YTO OH MpPEJCTABIIETCS B KauecTBe (uiocoda OKpyKalolled cpeibl, Uaeu
KOTOpPOTO MMEIOT Ba)KHBIE IKOJIOTMYECKHE MUMIUTUKAIMK. LleHTpalbHBIMU TEKCTaMu
ConoBbeBa, UCX0nAs M3 MOJOOHOH HCCIENOBATENbCKOM IEPCIEKTUBBI, CTAHOBATCS
«Bpar ¢ BocTokay, rie pedb UAeT He CTOIBKO O MOHIrojlaX, CKOJIBKO O pacIlMpeHUun
mycTeiad, U «KpacoTa B mpupojie», B KOTOPOM 3aIlMIIAIOTCS IpaBa MPHUPOJIBI U €€
a0CoMOTHAs LEHHOCTh. Pa3nuuHble MUHEpalbl, PACTEHHUS U XKMBOTHBIE 00JIaNar0T
MMOTEHIUAJIOM I YIy4IIE€HUs W TEM CaMbIM IS BEIPAXKCHHS YHUBEPCATIbHON HICH.
[MonoOHas mMoO3ULHKS TaKXKe COTIACYeTCs C TeM 3HaYCHHUEM, KOTOPOE UMEET IS MbIC-
mu ConoBheBa (pU3MUECKUN MHUP.

E. EBryxoBa He paccMarpuBaeT CoJ0BbEBa KaK 330TEPUUECKOrO MUCTUKA, U B
9TOH CBSI3U CTAaBUTCA I10J BOIIPOC TO LIEHTPAJILHOE IOJIOXKEHUE, KOTOPOE 3aHUMAET
tema Coun BO MHOTMX HCCIICIOBAHUSAX, MMOCBSIICHHBIX ero guinocoduu. s aBro-
pa cama Codust sBIsSETCS OAHUM U3 MHOTHX HMHTEJJIEKTYaJIbHBIX HHCTPYMEHTOB, KO-
TOpbIe HCOJb3yeT CONOBBEB ISl TOTO, YTOOBI MOHATH XPHUCTa, BOILIONIEHHE U AO-
COJIIOT, HO BMECTE C TeM 3TOT MHCTPYMEHT HE UIPaeT pelIarolleil pojau B €ro TBOp-
gyectBe. LlenTpansHoit naee pumocopun ConoBseBa, cormacHo EBTyX0BOM, sSBISET-
cs uzest 60rouenoBeyecTBa, T.6. BO3MOXKHOCTE AJ1s bora cTaTh 4enoBekoM, a Ajsl de-
noBeka — ctatb borom Bo Xpucrte. UupiMu cioBaMu, CoJIOBBEB BBIpaXKasl XpUCTHAH-
CKHe JormMathl puiaocoCKuM sS3bIKOM, KOTOPBIN B MEPBYIO O4epelb OBl 3aMMCTBO-
BaH M3 HEMELKOro MIeaju3Ma, IJIi TOro 4TroObl Jydmie HOoHATH uX. [lo MHeHHIO
E. EBTyx0BoIii, mpoun3sBeneHus panHero CooBbeBa MOBECTBYIOT TJIABHBIM 00pa3oM 0O
B3aMMOJICHCTBUM MEXK]y YeJIOBEKOM M AOCOIIIOTOM, KOTOPOE TIOHSITO KaK «TBOpHE-
ckuii mpouecc»’. EBTyXoBa WcCielyeT PaHHHWH, CPEIHMI U MO3IHUK IEPHOALI B
TBOpUecTBe (hrnocoda U MOKa3bIBAET TO, YTO OHA CUUTAET €T0 IJIAaBHBIMH apryMeH-
TaMH B TaKMX padoTax, kak «UreHus o OoroyenoBeyecTBe, IKYMEHHUECKHE TEKCTHI
1880-x rr. (KOTOpBIE B €€ MHTEPIPETAIIMA TOBOPAT HE O MPUHITHUA KATOJIMYECKOU
MO3UILMH, HO O €€ MOHNMAaHWN U YCTPAHEHUH — HACKOJIBKO 3TO TOJIBKO BO3MOYKHO —
pasrpaHUYHUTENBHON JTMHUK MeXTy Bocrounoit u 3anmamHoil 1iepkoBbio) u «Ormpas-
naHue 1o0pa», B KOTopoM COJIOBBEB IBITAETCS aKTyaTH3UPOBATh CYTh XPUCTHAHCKO-
IO y4eHHs Ha COBPEMEHHOM eMy f3bIKe (M 4acTuuHO mosiemusupyet ¢ Humme). He-
CMOTps1 Ha TO, uTo EBTyX0Ba aHanu3upyet Hacieane CoaoBbeBa Clieaysl XpOHOJIOTU-
4eCKOMY NPHHIMITY, OHA MOAYEPKUBACT, YTO pasjelieHue ero ¢uiocodum Ha pas-
JUYHBIE TEPUOABI MOXKET CKPBITh KOHCTaHTHYIO METa(U3WYECKYIO IEPCIEKTHBY,
KOTOpasi MPOXOAMT YEPE3 BCE Er0 TBOPUECTBO. JTa MEPCIIEKTHBA BMECTE C TEM SIBJISI-
€TCsl TBOPYECKHM IPOIIECCOM, B KOTOPOM HUEIOBEK NMPHUHUMAET y4acTHe W BHOCHUT
CBOH BKJIaj B 3aBepuieHue Aena Teopua. LlenrpanbHoii mpobiemoii B «OnpaBianuu
nobpa», coriacHo EBTyxoBoii, siBisercss GpopMyaupoBaHHuEe HOBOM STHKH, KOTOpas

2 Cm.: The Oxford Handbook of Russian Religious Thought / ed. by Emerson C., Pattison G., Poole
Randall A. Oxford: Oxford University Press, 2020. p. 206 [1]. /Tanee ccbUikd Ha 3TO U3JaHHUE JAIOTCS B
TEKCTE B KPYTJIbIX CKOOKax ¢ YKa3aHUEM TOJIBKO CTPAaHMUII.
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caenayia Obl BO3MOXHBIM TIOJJOOHOE 3aBEpIIICHUE — KaK JUIsl JIOACH, TaK M JUIsl BCH
TIPUPOIBL.

Ecmu B rimaBe, HanmcanHo# EBTyx0BO#, m3BecTHas TemMa Codun 3aHMMaeT 10-
CTaTOYHO CKPOMHOE MECTO, TO B HccienoBaHuM Bukropa BolukoBa, MOCBSIIEHHOM
PYCCKOi penurno3Hoit actetnke CepeOpsHOro Beka, OHA, HAIIPOTHUB, BEIXOJWT Ha Tep-
BbIif TuiaH. [lpy dreHWy T71aB HA3BAaHHBIX ABTOPOB IMOMAPS Y YUTATENS MOXET CIIO-
KUTHCS BriedaTieHue, uto Codus 3HaUMMa B MEPBYIO ouepenb it 3cTeTUK COJIOBb-
€Ba, B TO BpeMsl Kak JJIs €ro MeTau3MKH OHa HE UTPaeT TaKoi BakHOU poyn. B uc-
ClIeZIoBaHUM BBIYKOBa MOXKHO 3aMETHTh, UTO 3cTeThdeckne B3risiabl CoJoBheBa HE
CBSI3aHBI UCKIIOYUTEIHFHO C €r0 TEKCTaMH, OTHOCSIIUMUCS K JUCIUIUIMHE 3CTETHUKU
(YUCIIO TAKUX TEKCTOB OBLIO OTHOCHTEJILHO HEBEJIUKO). BayKHYIO poJib 37€Ch UIParoT
Takue Quinocodckre MOHATHS, KaK «BCEEAUHCTBO», «CBOOOIHAS TEYPTHS», a TaKKe
«vudonorema» Cohun, KOTOpas SBIAECTCS KOCMIAYECKIM U XYI0’KECTBEHHBIM TBOpUE-
CKUM MpuHIOUTIOM (p. 364). ABTOp CBSI3BIBACT BCEEANHCTBO C COOOPHOCTHIO U TIOIUEP-
KHBaeT, YTO HJIesl BCeSANHCTBA OTHOCHUTCS K CIeM(PUIECKON PYCCKOM TpaJuIuu, KO-
TOPYIO OH B TIEPBYIO OUYepe/Ib OTOXAECTBISIET HE CO CIABIHO(PHIHLCTBOM, HO C IPABO-
CJIaBHOW JIUTYprued M CBOOOJHBIM y4acTHEM 4YeJOoBeKa B Hel. Mnues o yenoBeueckoM
y4aCTUH JIOTIOJHUTENILHO ycuinBaeTcs mousatueM Coduu, SBISIONICHCS HeanoM, KO-
TOPBIN MPU3BaH BOILIOTUTH B )KU3HB €AMHCTBO 4YelioBedecTBa. [lo3aHee 3Tr AmeMeHThI
MOSIBJISIFOTCS. B PA3JIMYHBIX KOMOMHAIMSX B 3CTETUKE PYCCKOTO PEIMIHMO3HOIO MOJEP-
HU3Ma, WIH, KaK OH Ha3BaH B UCCJICIOBAaHNM BBIUKOBa, B «HEOIPABOCIIABHOI ICTETH-
ke H.A. Bepasesa, I1. ®nopenckoro, C.H. bynrakosa, H.O. Jlocckoro, 1.A. Unbuna u
B.I1. BrimrecnaBiieBa, HaclienMe KOTOPBIX BKIIFOYAET B Ce0sl Cpely MpoUYero OOrociio-
BHE WKOHBI U JOKTPHUHBI O UEJIOBEYECKOM TBOpYECTBE. B memoM B pereH3upyemoi
KHHUTE€ XOPOIIIO BUIHO, HACKOJIHFKO MHOTOTPAHHBIM U B TO K€ BPEMS OTKPBITHIM IS
Pa3IMYHBIX HHTEPIPETANNH sIBIIsieTCsl TBOpUecTBO COJIOBBEBA.

[Ipu 3TOM BaXHO OTAENBHO IMOMYEPKHYTh, UTO paccMaTpuBaeMas KHHUTa He
OTPaHUYMBACTCS TEMHU TEMaMU, KOTOPbIE TPAIULMOHHO OTHOCATCA K PYCCKOMY «pe-
nurHo3HO-humocopckomMy KaHoHy». [IpruMepoM TOro, Kakum 00pa3oM B KHHUTE TIpe-
OJIOJICBAIOTCS TPAJAUIIMOHHBIE JI1 HCTOPUKO-(PIITOCO(CKOTO UCCIICIOBAHUS PYCCKON
PETMIHO3HOI MBICIIM KaTeropuu, siBiisiercst nmpoutenue Panmamnom ITynom (Randall
Poole) tBopuectsa b.H. Unuepuna B cBere Tensma WM. Kanrta u ConoBseBa, KOTOPBIi
OTIPEIETSETCSI aBTOPOM B Ka4eCTBE IMPOEKTA IO CO3aHUI0 «ITHUYECKOTO COoOoOIIe-
CTBa» W PEANHM3AIlMU TPHUHIIAIIOB, 33JJaHHBIX MPAaKTHYeCKUM paszyMoM. [lyn yTBep-
KIACT, YTO paznuuue Mexay KaHToM U pycCKUMU MBICIUTENSIMU, TakuMu Kak Co-
J0BbeB U OpaThs TpyOerkue (KOTOpbIE UMEHHO B STOM CiIydae SBIISIFOTCS, BEPOSITHO,
0oJjiee HAMISLIHOW WILIFOCTpaIe, ueM YnueprH), 3aKI09aeTcss B TOM, YTO TaM, I'1ie
KanT monumMan mMopanbHBIN 3aKOH KaK Heall, PyCCKUE MBICIUTEIN OMUCHIBAIIU €rO,
KaKk AOCOJIOT WM Jaxe Kak OoskecTBeHHbIH mpuHimi (p. 259). B uccnenoBanun
[Tyna YndepuH Taxke MpeCTaBICH B KAUYECTBE PEIMTHO3HOTO MBICTUTENS U Tpea-
niecTBeHHUKa Heowaeanusma (ibid). Buaumo, B 3TOW CBSI3M YMECTHO BCIIOMHHTH
BynrakoBa, KOTOpBIH, COrnacHo apyroMmy aBTopy Kuuru Peryme Ilpamen (Regula
Zwahlen), opueHTHpoBaics Ha MeTahU3NIECKUN HOYMEH, CYIIECTBYIOIINN HE3aBH-
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CHUMO OT 4enoBedeckoro Bocupuarus (p. 278). C aApyroil CTOPOHBI, TSI TAKUX MeTa-
¢u3ukoB, kak CoinoBeeB, i QuiaocodoB mpasa, Takux kak [L.M. Hosroponues,
«IlapcTBo HeGecHOE» Kak yKasbiBaeT Iy, OTKpBLIOCH B (JOpMe «I1apcTBa Henein®,

B3sB 3a 0TIpaBHYIO TOUKY aHAJIN3 PYCCKOI'O PEIMTHO3HOTO UIEATU3Ma, Mpel-
noxeHHplld B pabote [lynma, 3amaguMcsi BOIIPOCOM, O COOCTBEHHO PEIMIHO3HOM B
pycckoit penurnosHoi gunocoduu. B riraBe o pycckoil mpaBocIaBHOW EPKBU U pe-
JIMTHO3HOM >XM3HU B JIOpeBOOLIMOHHON Poccun, Hanucannoi Bepoii IlleBrioBoit, B
KadyecTBE ONpEACICHUS «PENUTH» NpeanaraeTcs cleaymouee: «MeTapu3ndecku u
IUaJIOTMYECKH OPUEHTUPOBAHHOE MHUPOBO33PEHHE, KOTOPOE OXBATHIBAET KAaK MMMa-
HEHTHYIO, TaK ¥ TpaHCUeHJAeHTHYI0 chepb» (p. 38). [lomoOHas medpuHHUIIUS MOXKET
OBITH pacpoCTpaHeHa U Ha BClo KHHUTY B HenoM. K xoniy XIX B. mpencraBinenue o
TOM, 4TO «CcaTaHa W ero Oechl MIEHCTBUTEIHHO CymecTBYIOT» (p. 10), Oonblie He gB-
JSUTOCH TOMHUHUPYIOIIMM, YTO OBUIO XapaKTEePHO IJISl CPEHEBEKOBOTO MEHTAIHUTETA,
ONKMCAaHHOTO B TJaBe, aBTOpoM Kortopoit sBisercs JaBun T'ompadpank (David
Goldfrank). TlomoOHOe mpencTaBiIeHHE TAKXKe SBISUIOCH OCHOBOIOJIATAOIINM B
XVII B., kak 3T0 BUIHO Ha TpUMEpPE KUTHUS NpoTonona ABBakyma. Bmecto 3Toro k
koHIry XIX B. TpaHCIEHIEHTHOE TTOHUMaHHE PENUTHHA OBIJIO JOIMOIHEHO, a B HEKO-
TOPBIX CIy4YasX 3aMEHEHO MMMAHEHTHBIM. TakuM o00pa3oM, pycCKOE PEeIMrHO3HOE
MBILIJICHHE TAaKK€ PEearupoBalio Ha 3alaJHOEBPONEHCKUI MPOEKT MOoAepHa, Jube-
paJIbHBIE M TEOJIOTHUECKHE JOKTPHHBI 3amaja, 4YTo B IEPBYIO OUepeab NPOSIBUIOCH B
nepBoi mosoBrHe XX B. B TEUEHUH HEOMAaTPUCTUKU. B 3T0ii cBs3u [1aBen ["aBpritrok
CpaBHHUBAET B CBOEM HCCIIEIOBAHWU HEOMATPUCTHUECKHIA MTOBOPOT ¢ Teosorueit Kap-
na bapra, koTtopas co3naBasach NpUOIU3UTEIBHO B TO ke BpeMs. OHaKo, KaK yKa-
3piBaeT cam [aBpuiiok, pycckast ¢unocodus CepeOpsiHOro Beka Oblia pelaroiiei
MPEMOCHUTKON TSI BOSHUKHOBEHUST HeomaTpucTuku (p. 531-532). Pycckoe penuru-
03HOE€ MBIIIJICHUE, CTAJI0 ObITh, MOKET SIBIISITHCS XOPOLIEH WILTIOCTpanyeil K Kioyue-
BoMy mosioxkeHuto kauru Yapmnpza Teitmopa «Cekymsipasiii Bek». Cornmacuo C. Tei-
JIOpY, MEPexXo] OT TPAaHCLEHJICHTHOW K MMMaHEHTHOH cHCTeMe LIEHHOCTEH SBIsUICS
TEM, 4TO MPUBEJO K BO3HUKHOBEHHIO CEKYJISIPHOH 3MOXH, I/ie Bepa sIBISIETCS OJHOU
W3 MHOTHX BO3MOXKHOCTEH, a paziauuHble (OpMbI caMOH Bepbl CTAaHOBSTCS JIOITYCTHU-
mbeiMu. Daktuuecku bepasieB B cBoeit pabdote «Mupocosepuanue J{ocToeBCKOroy»
WCTIONIB30BAJI T€ XK€ CaMble MOHSTHS, 4TO M Telnop, — TpaHCIIEHJEHTHOE U UMMa-
HEHTHOE, KOTJja OH ONpeelisij CBO€ COOCTBEHHOE MOHUMAaHKE PETUTUH, IIPOTHUBOIIO-
CTaBJISAS €70 «TPATAUIMOHHOMY» ",

Takum 00pa3oM, TJaBbl PElEH3UPYEMONH KHUTH MOXHO PacCcMaTpHBaTh Kak
MOCTAaHOBKY HENPSIMOT0 BOIPOCA O TOM, BO3MOXKHO JIM OCMBICIISITH PYCCKOE PEJIUTH-
03HOE MBIIUICHUE Yepe3 MPU3MY HappaTHBa O 3alajHOW CEKyJSpU3aIii, KOTOPBIH,
clleZIoBaTeIbHO, JOJDKCH BKIIOUaTh B cebs kak 3amangayro EBpomy, Tak m Poccuro
(unm, MO MeHbLIEH Mepe, PYCCKOE PEIUIHO3HOE MBIIUIEHHE MOTIIO Obl OBITH BKIIIO-
YEHO B MO100HYIO JIOTHKY 3aIlaJHON CEeKyJISIpU3aLnH, €CIIH OBl He OOJBIIEBU3M C €TI0
arem3moM). Mnapuon Andees B mperucIOBUM yKa3bIBaeT Ha TO, YTO «OTIMIUTEIIb-

3 Cm.: The Oxford Handbook of Russian Religious Thought. P. 273.
4 Cm.: Bepnses H.A. Mupocosepuanue Jocroesckoro / ®unocopus TBOPUECTBA, KyJIbTYpPhl U HCKYC-
crBaB 2 T. T. 2. M.: MckycctBo, 1994. C. 49 [2].
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HOM 4epToil pycckoit ¢minocodum, mo kpaiiueit mepe no XVIII B., sBusgercs orcyt-
CTBUE CEeKyJsipHOU Tpaauimm» (p. XixX). 31ech MOKHO ObUIO ObI TIOCTaBUTh KOHTpA-
(hakTUIeCKUit BOIIPOC O TOM, CMOTJIa JTU OBI TIOSIBUTHCS MOA00HAS TpamuIlis 0e3 Tex
BHEIIIHUX CEKYJIAPU3aLUOHHBIX IIPOLIECCOB, KOTOPhIE ObIIIM MHUIMUPOBaHbI [leTpom
Benukum. Kiaccuueckue Tpyasl o cekynsapu3annu — pabotsl Makca Bebepa, Kapna
JléBura, Xanca brymentepra n Yapnbsa Teiinopa® — paccMaTpHBaIoOT €€ Kak pa3BH-
THE, WAyIIee M3HYTPU, U3 CHEUU(UKUA XPUCTUAHCKOTO MHUPOBO33PEHUS, U B STOU
CBSI3U BpsJ JIM UMEIOTCSI OCHOBaHMs MojaraTb, 4TO MpaBOCiIaBUe OBLIO MEHEe IMOJ-
BEP)KEHO CEKYJIIpU3alMy, YeM 3arafHble (JOpMbl XpUCTHAHCTBA, XOTS IOA00HAs IO-
3HUIUS BO MHOTHX CIIy4asiX W SIBIISUIACH HEOTHEMJIEMOW YacThIO MPABOCIABHOTO ca-
MOTIOHUMaHWUsI (BKITIOYasi CIaBsSHO(UIIOB).

Pycckast MpICTIb B I€JIOM M PEJIMTHO3HAsI PYCCKasi MBICIIb B 0COOEHHOCTH Oblia
3aHsTa BOIPOCAMHU, CBSA3aHHBIMH C MJIEHTHYHOCTHIO Kak (QHUIOCOPCKON TpoOIeMOH,
Ha 4TO yKasbiBaia eme bopuc I'poiic®. PerakTophl MUIIYT 0 TOM, YTO «JaXe OIUCa-
HUE OIIMO3HUIUN MEXIY MUCTHYECKHMM BOCTOKOM M pallMOHAIMCTHYECKUM 3arajiom,
KOTOPYIO OCYIIECTBIISUTH CIIaBSHO(QMIIBI, OCHOBBIBACTCSI HA MOHATHUIX M KaTETOPHSIX,
MPHIIEIIINX U3 HEMEIKOTo uaeanu3may (p. XXii). DTo HEBOJILHO 3aCTABIISET BCIIOM-
HUTH TiepBoe unocoduyeckoe muceMo [lerpa YaamaeBa. IMeHHO O HEM W B MEHb-
el CTemeHn O ero MepBOM MHChMEe HIeT pedb B riaBe ['apm XamOypra (Gary
Hamburg), rae ananusupyroTes mectsh nmuceM YaagaeBa Kak LEIOCTHBIH TEKCT, YTO,
KaK HaM Ka)KeTcs, JaeT OPUTHHAIBHYIO MEePCIIEKTUBY OCMBICICHHS TBOPUYECTBA PYC-
ckoro Meiciautens. B uccnepoBannn XamOypra YaamaeB mpeacTtaeT Kak MCTUHHBIHN
PEINUTUO3HBIA MBICTUTEND, @ HE Kak KpUTUK Poccun. Lenpto Yaanaesa, no MHEHHIO
XamOypra, sSBISJIOCH OTKPBITHE HAIIErO CO3HAHUS, KOTOPOE HE CBSI3aHO BPEMEHEM U
MPOCTPAHCTBOM, HABCTPEUY MOPAJIBHBIM 3aKOHAM M «UACAIBHOW XHU3HM TBOpIa»
(p. 115-116). Cornacao XamOypry, «pa3Mmeinuieane YaagaeBa o Tpaguiiuu, Kak o
CO3JIJaHHOM CO3HAaHMH, B KOTOPOM JCHCTBYET CO3HAHHE BEPXOBHOrO TBOpIA, SBISET-
cs1 HauboJiee MHTEPECHBIM BO BeeX (prutocodmueckux mucbmax» (p. 119]. Takum 06-
pa3oM, 4eNIOBEUECKHId pa3yM SIBJISIETCS] OJTHOBPEMEHHO TACCUBHBIM M aKTHBHBIM: OH
CHIOCOOEH JIeHCTBOBATH B COIIACHH C O0XKECTBEHHBIM CJIOBOM M BMECTE C TEM SIBIISI-
eTcs MPUEMHHUKOM OO0XKECTBEHHOTO TBOpeHHs. ['oBops B oOmieM, B IiiaBe, HallUCAH-
Holi XamOyprom, Yaanaes npeicraer Kak «rudpuaHasy Gurypa — npopok, MUCTUK U
3CXaTOJIOTUYECKHA MBICTUTENH (p. 112).

CpaBHuBas nopTtper YaamaeBa, HamucaHHBIM XamOyprowm, ¢ riaBou Ilyma,
MOCBSIIIEHHON ciaBsiHOQWIaM (0JlHA U3 JIBYX TJIaB aMEPHUKAHCKOTO HCCIIEI0BaTENs,
MPEJCTaBICHHBIX B PELEH3UPYEMON KHUIE), MO)KHO OTMETHTh, YTO UMEHHO CJIaBs-
HOQWIBI YICNSUIH HAHOOJbIllee BHUMaHUE MHTEIIEKTYalIbHOU JIEATEIbHOCTH Yello-
Beka. B camolii ke pabore Ilyna Ha mepBoe MECTO BBIXOJIUT HE CTOJBKO TPaaUIH-

5 Cm.Blumenberg H. Die Legitimitit der Neuzeit. Frankfurt am Main: Suhrkamp, 1988 [6]; Lowith K.
Meaning in History: The Theological Implications of the Philosophy of History. Chicago: University of
Chicago Press, 1949 [7]; Taylor Ch. A Secular Age. Cambridge, Mass.: Belknap, 2007 [8];
Weber M. Die protestantische Ethik und der Geist des Kapitalismus. Tiibingen: Mohr, 1934 [9].

6 Tpoiic B. Tlouck pycckoil HanuoHaTBHOW HWaeHTHUHOCTH // Bompoce ¢uiocodum. 1992. Ne 1.
C. 52-60 [3].
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OHHAs JUIA UCClieoBaTeNeH cliaBsHOGUIbCTBA IIpodiema «Poccus—3amany, CKOIb-
KO TeMa B3aMMOOTHOLICHHS Bephl U pazyma. Kak UBan KupeeBckuii, Tak u AJek-
ceil XOMAKOB B KauecTBE CBOET'O MCXOJHOTO IIYHKTa OCPYT OpeaHusyiowyio poib
Bepsl B MHUpe (TOrza Kak cama Bepa SIBJISIETCS MOocjelHel MHCTaHIMeH, obopariaro-
e Hac K 00KecTBeHHOMY). [l 3TUX MBICIUTENEH Bepa TOBOPUT TJIaBHBIM 00pa-
30M HE O J0rMax; OHa SIBISIETCS KOTHUTUBHOW CIIOCOOHOCTBIO B JIIOJSAX, «4aCThIO
UX CTPEMJIEHHS K ILIEIOCTHOCTH», €CJIM 3auMCTBOBaTh (GopmynupoBky Kopun
Omepcen (Caryl Emerson) us ee rimassl 0 Muxaunie baxtune (p. 622).

[Togo6HOE MOHNMaHWE Bepbl, BCTpeUaromeecs y caaBiHO(pMUIOB, ObLIO 3aMM-
CTBOBAHO CJICAYIOIIUM TMOKOJCHHEM PEIIMTHO3HBIX HicanucToB. Hacnenue crass-
HO(MIOB SIBHBIM 00pa3oM IpocMaTpuBaeTcs B Tezaypyce CooBbeBa (K mMpuUMepy,
«IIeTTbHOE 3HaHHEeY»), U TeM 0oJiee MpUMedYaTebHO, 9TO caM (UIocod MPaKTUIECKH
HE YNMOMMHACT CIaBSHOMWIOB HAmNpsiMylo (MMeeTcCs JIMIIb HECKOJIBbKO OTCBHUIOK B
ero panHux ¢unocodckux Tekctax Kk Kupeeckomy u XowmsikoBy). B aToii cBs3u
BbIBOJ Ilyna o ToM, 4TO ciaBsSHOQUIBI OKa3adl «IJIyOOKOEe W [UIMTENbHOE BIIHS-
Hue» Ha TBopuecTBo ConoBbeBa (p. 142), MOKHO YTOYHHTH H JO0OABUTH, YTO 3TO
BIMSIHUE HE ObUIO MpsiMbIM. Jlesio B TOM, YTO MCXOAHBIM ITyHKTOM Uit Mbiciau Co-
JIOBbEBA B IIEPBYIO Ouepeldb SABISUICS HeMeukuid wuzpeanu3Mm. Kak ykassiBaid
E.H. Tpybeukoii B cBoeii kaure o CosioBbeBe, cnaBIHO(UIbCKAs KpUTHKA 3amnana
Ha CaMOM Jelie SBJISJIAch 3amajHOM CaMOKPUTUKON'. OHAKO OLEHHTH CTENEHb
«OpUTHHAIILHOCTHY CIAaBSIHOPWIBCKUX HJEH BCEe-TaKH TPYIHO, XOTS B CBSI3U C HC-
cienoBanueM [lyma MOKHO 3aJlaThCsl BOIIPOCOM, HE BHeEC JIM MMeHHO KupeeBckuii
HauOoJlee BaXKHBIM BKJIAJ B CO3/IaHUE Te3aypyca pycckod ¢miIocopuu u pyccKoro
¢unocockoro AUCKypca, KOTOPBIH MOXXHO HAWTH B COOTBETCTBYIOHIMX Oolee
no3aHuX Tekcrax? C Apyroi CTOPOHBI, MOKHO YTBEpPXKAaTh, YTO paznuueHue Ku-
peesckuM Verstand u Vernunft (pasyma u paccyaka), BBEA€HHOE UM JUIsE TOTO, YTO-
061 muddepeHnupoBaTh KynbTypsl Poccuu u 3anana, ObUIO B JOCTAaTOYHOH Mepe
OpPUTHHAIBHBIM.

B cepun riaB peneH3MpyeMOl KHUTH pacCMaTpUBAIOTCS TAKKe MOCIeI0Ba-
texau CoNloBbEBa, T.€. T, KTO OTKPHITO IPHU3HABAI €r0 B KAYECTBE CBOETO INIABHOTO
MpeIIecCTBEHHIKA U OCHOBBIBAJICS Ha €ro pasmbliuieHusx. [Ipu sTom naHHbIE Ta-
BBI TIOCBSIIIIEHBI KaK OTPE/ICTICHHBIM TeMaM (HalpuMep, Te03UCy, Kak B padore Pyt
Koyrc (Ruth Coates)), Tak u OTIeNbHBIM MBICIUTENSAM. B 3THX riaBax yuTarenb
MOJET BHJETb, KAK CHJIBHO PYCCKOE PEIMIMO3HOE MBILIUIEHHE OBLIO OPHEHTHPO-
BaHHO Ha YeJIOBeKa W 4YeoBedecTBO B 1esioM. OIHAKO | 37IeCh JIOCTATOYHO HIOAH-
COB, KOTOPHIM B HEKOTOPBIX IjaBax yaemseTcs ocoboe BHuManue. K npumepy, no-
Ka3bIBAETCS pasjiMuue Mexay Npu3blBoM [laBina @DIOpEeHCKOro K acke3e B COBpe-
MEHHOM MHpe U Bepoil bepasiera B To, yTo bor B HacTosiiee BpeMsl cTajl 3aBUCUM
0T uenoBedeckoro TBopuectBa. C apyroit cTopoHsl, BynarakoB ObLI MBICIHTEIEM,
¢unocous KOTOporo pa3BUBagach OT BEPhl B TO, YTO XPUCTUAHCTBO U COLIUATIM3M
CIIy’KaT OAHOHM Lienu, K 6ojiee KPUTHUECKOM IO3MLMHU B OTHOLICHUM CEKYJISPHBIX
npoekToB. Peryna LlBaneH xapakTepusyeT ero Kak «IOCTCEKYJISIPHOTO MBICITUTEIIS

" Tpy6eukoit E.-H. Mupocosepuanue Bn. C. Conossea. M.: Tosapumecto Tum. AWM. MamoHTOBa,
1913. C. 58 [5].
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(p- 278), uTo, Ha MO¥ B3IJISII, SBISETCS TJIABHOW YEPTOM BCETO PYCCKOTO PENIUTH-
o3Horo PeHeccanca, mpeacTaBUTeNIn KOTOPOro HaXOJWIHCh B aKTUBHOM OOLICHUN
C CEeKYJIIpHOM KyJIbTypoul. bepaseB npoaenan cxoXuil NyTh OT KAHTUAHCTBA K XpH-
cTHaHCTBY. Kak KaHTHMaHCTBO, TaK M XPUCTHAHCTBO MOAYEPKUBAIOT aOCOIIOTHYIO
LEHHOCTh YeJIOBEeKa, OJTHAKO XPUCTHAHCTBO, KaK ero moHuMmain bepases, mpenmnara-
€T He4To OoJIbIIee M BMECTE C TEM HEYTO 0ojee KOHKPETHOE, Kak 00 3TOM INHUIIET
Amna Cunmkak (Ana Siljak), a umeHHO — GorouenoBeyeckyto GuUrypy, KOTopas siB-
JSieTCs ucmounuxom uaen TnaHocTy (p. 314-315). MHorue u3 Ha3BaHHBIX PYCCKHX
MBICIIUTENEH cunTanu Kareropudeckuili umneparus Kanra ciaumkom aObCTpakTHBIM,
Kak Ha 3T0 ykasbiBaeT @unun byooaiiep (Philip Boobbyer) B cBoeii rnase, mocssi-
menHoi C.JI. ®panky (p. 505). 'oBops B memom, 3TH TJIaBHI B TIOJTHOW Mepe TOKa-
3BIBAIOT, YTO ISl PYCCKHUX PEUTHO3HBIX MbIcIuTeNe Hayana XX B. pelIUruo3Hoe
U (YaCTHMYHO) CEKYJISIpHOE MHPOBO33PEHHUE, CKOpee, MOMONHSIN APYr Apyra, 4eM
SIBJISUTUCH TPOTUBONONOXKHBIMU. Tak, Kk mpumepy, ®@paHk mosarai, 4To pasiuyue
MEX]ly BEpOH M aTEU3MOM 3a4acTyIO IPEYBEIMYUBACTCSA U YTO HEBEPYIOIINE B CBO-
€M MOBEJCHWH YacTO MOTYT pPacCMaTpUBATBhCS KaK BEpPYIOIIME 1O TMPUYHHE HX
cTpemiieHus K uctuhe [8, p. 506]. [loaTomy penurno3Hoe MBIIIIEHNE B 3TOT TIEPH-
O]l 3aHITO HE TOJIbKO MPOTHUBOIMOCTABICHHEM BEphl U pa3yma, Kak 3TO ObUIO B
CPEIHEBEKOBOM CXOJACTHKE, HO U PA3JIMYHBIMU OTTEHKAaMHU BEPbI, YTO YaCTO IMpPHU-
HumMaso ¢gopmy ¢miocopun Abcomora. Kak AeMOHCTPHUPYIOT yKa3aHHBIE TJIABBI
peleH3UpyeMOl KHUTH, 4acTo (uiocodckas AEATENbHOCTh MOTJIA MPUBOJIUTH K
NEePEoLeHKe TPAAULIHOHHBIX OOIOCIOBCKUX MPEIACTABICHUM, HATPUMED, TAKUX, KAK
pOJIb ¥ 3HAUEHHUE OOKECTBEHHON MUJIOCTHE,

Bmecrte ¢ TeM MHOTWE TIaBbl KHUTH TOKa3bIBAIOT HE TOJBKO MPSIMBIE WM
HenpsMbIe Mapajulesd B pa3BUTHH BocToka u 3amana, HO TaKKe CTaBAT BOIPOCHI
00 ux pasznnuusix. Pyt KoyTrc B cBoeM aHanuze ¢eHOMEHa Teo3uca B PyccKoil du-
Jocopun 3aMevaer, YTo, COTIACHO PYCCKOM MBICIH, O00XKEHbE €CTh «HEYTO, UTO
deniaem 4YEJIOBEK, MPOEKT, KOTOPBIA HEOOXOAMMO peain30BaTh M KOTOPBI HE MO-
XeT ObITh peasin3oBaH Oe3 venoBeka. [logoOHOE MOHMMaHKE HAXOJUT CBOE COOT-
BETCTBHE B JUHAMHUYECKOW aHTpomnojorun Bocrounoi nepksm» (p. 252). Teoswuc,
0e3 COMHEHUsI, SIBJIAETCSl BaXXHOHW TEMOH Ui TPaJIWLHMOHHOTO MPaBOCIaBHOIO 0O-
TOCJIOBHUSI, KOTOpas HAXOJHT 3HAYUTEIbHBIH OTKIMK B PYCCKOM DPEIUTHO3HOM
MbIuieHnd CepeOpsHOro Beka MO MPHYMHE CBOEro AMHAMHUYECKOTO MOHWMAaHHS
gejoBeka. (O Haugaje pereniiuyd dTOTO IPEACTABICHUS B PYCCKOW MBICITH B TIEp.
noi. XIX B. cm. rnaBy Ilarpuka Jlammm Muxenscona (Patrick Lally Michelson).)
3TO0 AaeT MOBOJ B KOHIIE NaHHOW pereH3uu o0paTuThes K riase o baxTune, Hanu-
canHoi Kapim DMepcoH, rie naetcs JeTanbHbIi 0030p pa3TuvHbIX HHTEPIpETAINi
Hacnenust baxTWHa Kak XpHUCTHAHCKOI'O MBICIUTEINS, KOTOpPHIE MOSBUIMCH B IIO-
ClIeIHHE ACCATWIETUS. DMEpPCeH yKa3blBaeT, 4TO «B TBOpuecTBe baxTwHa cBOMH
cJen ocTaBMII OOTaThIi XPUCTHAHCKUH moaTekcT (p. 609), HO mMpu >TOM HE 3aHH-
MaeT KaKOH-TO KOHKPETHOH MO3MIMU CPEAM MHOTHUX U MPOTHUBOPEUMBBIX TOUYEK
3peHHs] OTHOCUTENIBHO «XPUCTUAHCKOTO baxTuHa». ABTOp JienaeT BbIBOJ, YTO «OJ-

8 Cm. mompobuee: Mbep K.M. Pycckas penurnossas (uuocopus B ceKylIApHbIA Bek / mep. C HOpB.
A.C. Lpirankosa // Uctopuko-duiocodekuii exeronuuk. 2020. T. 35. C. 263-282 [4].
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HO3HAYHBIA 00pa3 baxTHHa» co31aTh JOBOJBHO CIIOKHO, Kak Ha BocToke, Tak u Ha
3anage (p. 620). OmHakO TPH MOMOINM IUTATHI McciemoBarens Yapnwza Jloka
(Charles Lock) Dmepcen obparaer BHUMaHHWE YUTAaTeds Ha TOT (GakT (WM TI0
KpallHell Mepe yTBEp)KII€HHE), YTO MPaBOCIABHOE XPUCTHAHCTBO — 3TO B MEPBYIO
ouepellb HU 3TUKA U JUYHAS BEpa, HO JTUTYprusd U TauHCTBO. OTCI0a HAM CJeayeT
OBITh OCTOPOXXHBIMH, KOT/Ia MBI MIEPEHOCHUM KATETOPHH, BO3HHKIIHNE B 3alaJHBIX
BEepCHUSAX XPHUCTHAHCTBA, Ha baxTWHA WM THOOOTO APYTOTO PYCCKOTO MBICITHTEIIS.
Bwmecrto storo, baxTuHa MOXHO paccMaTpuBaTh B KAYECTBE MPEICTABUTEINS CEKY-
JIAPU30BAaHHOTO IMPABOCIABUs, BCIOMHUHAS TaKUE BAXKHBIC NJII €r0 MBICIU TEMBI,
KaK BOTIUIOIIEHHBIE CJI0BA, JUATOTUYECKOE OTHOIICHUE SA-IPYTOM, U BCE €T0 ACTETHU-
YecKoe TBOPYECTBO B IejaoM. B 3ToM ciydae, Hacnenue baxtuHa MoxeT OBITh
YCIELIHO COOTHECEHO CO CXEMOM «TpaHCLEHACHTHOE CONtra MMMaHEHTHOE», KOTO-
pas, no MHeHUIO Telnopa, ABISETCS XapaKTEePHOU AJisl CEKYyJIsIpUu3Ma.

Tak wnu MHaye, aHAJIU3 PELIEH3UPYEMOUN KHHMIU IOKa3bIBAET, YTO YUTATEIIO
OyIeT CIOKHO MOJTYYUTh MCUEPIBIBAIOIIEE MPEICTaBICHHE O PYCCKOW PEIUTHO3-
HOW MBICIIH, €CJIH OH COKYCHUPYETCS UCKITFOUUTENLHO Ha TOM, YTO B HEH sBISETCS
crenupUIecKd PYCCKUM M TPABOCITABHBIM. UTOOBI MOHATH PYCCKYIO MBICTH B €€
IIEJIOCTH, YUTATeNb BCeT/a OyneT BBIHYXKIEH oOpamaThcs K 3amaay Kak K M3Bed-
HOMY coceny Poccum u ee mapTHepy mo auanory. Pycckas MpIcib Ha MPOTSKECHUU
MHOTHX BEKOB ObIJIa HACTOJIIBKO 3aMHTEPECOBAaHA CBOEH 3amaJHOMN IMPOTHBOIIOIOXK-
HOCTBIO, YTO €€ HEBO3MOXKHO paccMaTpHUBATh KaK aBTOHOMHYIO, CAMOCTOSTEIHLHYIO
TpaguIuio. DTO U JeaeT €€ CTOJNh IIEHHOW Kak st Boctoka, Tak u s 3amaza.
Ona noOy>k1aeT HAC K OCMBICJIICHHIO TOTO, TJI€ TPOJIeTaeT pa3ieTuTebHAs INHUS —
MEXIY CEKYJSIPHOCTBIO M PEIMTMO3HOCThIO MM Mexy Poccueit u 3anagom. bia-
rogapst The Oxford Handbook of Russian Religious Thought mbr momyunnu He
TOJIBKO HEOOXOAMMBIN MHCTPYMEHT, KOTOPBIH MOMOXET HaM JIy4Ille TIOHATH 3TOT
(eHOMEH, HO W 3aMeuaTeNIbHBINA TOBOJ IS JATbHEHIINX Pa3MbIIUICHUNA HaJ HpO-
0J1eMoit TIO/TOOHBIX pa3JeUTENbHBIX JTHHUM.
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JIsBy lllecToBy B mociieiHHE TOIBI OYEHb BE3ET: BBHIXOAUT HEMAJIOE YHUCIIO
MPEKPACHBIX HCCIIE0BaHNM, OCBAIIEHHBIX €r0 TBOPUYECTBY, puueM U B Poccun, u
3a pyOeKOM, HETIPEPHIBHO HMJIET KPOMOTIIMBas paboTa Mo MyOIHMKaIMh €ro Mapux-
CKOTO apXHBa, PaCKpPBIBAIOTCS TEMHBIE CTOPOHBI ero onorpaduu. B munyBiiee aecs-
TUJIETHE MBI CMOTJIM TIO3HAKOMUTBCA ¢ KoprycoM nepenucku JI. IllectoBa c ero apy-
3bIMH U COBPEMEHHMKaMu: TepeBogunkom Bopucom Illnenepom?, neuxoanannru-
koM Makcom Dittuaronom?, gpunocopom Anonsdom Jlazapessiv®. B 2011 romy BbI-
IIE/IIIKME B CBET JIHEBHUKH NMHUCATENBHULBI BapBapsl Manaxuesoi-Muposuu® Hako-

! Tepenucka JIbea IllectoBa ¢ Bopucom Ilnéuepom / coct. O.M. Tabaunukosa. ITapwx; JoHmoH:
YMCA-Press, 2011.

2 YcueneHne ISl HEHUCIEIUMBIX: OmucronsapHeid auanor JIpBa LllecroBa m Makca DiituHrona. M.,
Bogoueii, 2014.

3 Cm.: «Ycep/IHBIIT TONKOBATENb MECTOBCKON GecriouBeHHOCTH»: Ao Mapkosud Jlasapes. [Tucema.
Crateu o JIeBe lllecToBe. M.: Bomoaeii, 2019.
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Hell MIPOJIMIIU CBET Ha Ty JKU3HEHHYIO KOJITU3UI0, KoTopas nmpusena LllectoBa B KOH-
e 1890-X B mcHXMATPpUIECKyIO KIMHUKY M MpuOM3nuiia K HuimeancTsy. Ha 3anane
BBITIIUIA B CBET HEBIX TpH duiocodckue omorpaduu JIpa Illecrora: JKenenen [1u-
pon®, Martio Bomonta® n Maiikina ®unkenrans’. B Poccun 10CTOlHY0 KOHKYpPEH-
U0 3TUM paboTaMm Moria Obl COCTaBUTH KHHTA COTPYIHHUIBI MHCTHTYTa (hrmoco-
¢un Kcennn Bopoxuxunoit «Jles IllecToB u ero GppaHIy3cKue nocueaoBarean»®,

B o0mieM, 5TOT Baj odeHb KayecTBEHHBIX paboT JenaeT BechbMma MHpoliema-
TUYHOMW MOIBITKY MPOU3HECTH HOBOE CJIOBO O (uitocode, JOBOJIBHO TIIOJIOBUTOM, HO
MIPH 3TOM KakK OyJITO CKOHIICHTPHPOBAHHOM Ha OJHOHN Hiee — HIEe YeIOBEUECKOU
TpareIMd W HECIOCOOHOCTH YENOBEUECKOr0 pasyMmMa dSTy TpareJui0 MOCTUYb U
omnpaszath. LlllecToB BoeBas ¢ pa3ymMoM, IpUYEM, YTO Ba’KHO, BOEBAJ OJJHOBPEMEHHO
1 C Pa3yMOM TE€OPETUYECKIM, U C Pa3yMOM MPAKTHIECKHM — TO €CTh U C HAYKOH, H C
Mopaibio. [lo ero MHEHHUIO, pa3yM U MOpPaib B CHIIy CBOEH YHHBEPCAIIBHOCTH UTHO-
PHUPYIOT CyIb0Y OJHOTO YEeNIOBEKa, OOPEUeHHOTO Ha CMEPTh, HA TParHyecKuil HCXO/
KU3HU, 9aCTO HE MMEIONINA HHU MaJIeHIIero CMbICIa C KaKOH-THOO CBEPXIMIHON
Touku 3peHus. lllecToB roBopwi M THCal Ha 3Ty TEMYy BCIO CBOIO JKH3HbB, IMHCAI
TOJIBKO 00 3TOM, H, Ka3aJIoCh Obl, CKa3aTh YTO-TO INIYOOKOE U OPUTHHAILHOE TIO I10-
BOJIy UCTOKOB €r0 BOCCTaHHS IIPOTUB pa3yMa CIOXHO, CIIMIIIKOM TOHSATHBI 3TH UCTO-
KH JF0OOMY YeNlOBeKy, 3aAyMbIBaroIeMycs 0 cMepT. Ho, okaspiBaeTcs, Bce HE Tak
IIpOCTO, U CaMas NpOoCTasA MBICIIb UMECT MHOKCCTBO JAJICKO HE OYCBHUIHBIX MTPEAIIO-
CBIJIOK, IPOHUKHOBEHHUE B KOTOPHIE MOXET HaM MHOToe coo0mmuTh 1 o lllectose, u o
MIPUPOJIE €T0 PEIUTHO3HOTO OYHTA.

Bo Bcskom ciywae, uranpsHCKOMY wmccienoBaTento Anupea Ommo, aBTOpy
BhIIII/IICH B npolioM roay kauru «Jler lllectoB — punmocodust u Tpyasl Tparuye-
CKOTO MBICUTENS», YAAIoch o4eHb MHOroe’. C IepBOH CTPaHWIbI MCCIIEN0BAHUE
MOpakaeT BHUMATEIBHEUIINM M CKPYIYJIE3HBIM aHAIH30M IPAKTHYECKHA KaKIOTO
BhIIIIEIIero u3-1oj rnepa lllecToBa TekcTa, Kaxa0ro acrekra ero ouorpadumu, oco-
OCHHBIM MHTEPECOM K TEPUIETUSIM B3aWMOOTHOIIEHHH Quiocoda co BceMu TeMu
JIOABMH, O KOM €My IPUXOJUIIOCH NUCATh U C K€M TOBOAMIIOCH OJIM3KO OOIIATHCA.
MHe TUYHO OYeHb HPABSITCS TAKHE MCCIIE0BAHMs, TJ€ HE TOJIBKO MPEANPHUHUMAETCS
aHaJIN3 OCHOBHBIX pa60T MBICJIUTEIIA, HO ¥ JOTOIIHO U3Yy4a€TCd BCEC UM HAallMCAaHHOC,
OpU 3TOM NPUHUMAIOTCS BO BHHUMAaHHE BCE MPOTHBOPEYHS €ro MHPOBO33PEHUS U
KU3HEHHOH MO3HILINN.

OTnenbHOr0 KOMIUTMMEHTA 3aCiIy’KHBaeT TO, KaK aBTOp paboOTaeT ¢ BTOPHU-
HBIMH WCTOYHHUKAMH, B TOM YHCIIE POCCUACKUMH. ABTOp JIEHCTBUTEIHHO BIIAJICET

5 Piron G. Léon Chestov, philosophe du déracinement. Lausanne: L'Age d’Homme, 2010.

6 Beaumont M. Lev Shestov: Philosopher of the Sleepless Night. Bloomshury Academic: 2021.

" Finkenthal M. Lev Shestov: Existential Philosopher and Religious Thinker. N. Y.: Peter Lang Pub-
lishing, Inc., 2010.

8 Boposxuxuna K.B. Jles IllecToB u ero ¢paniy3ckue nocnenoparemu. M.: UOPAH, 2016.
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BceM KopiycoM TekcToB o lllectoBe, koTopsie Beixoaunu B Poccuu u 3a pydexom,
BKJTI0Yasl Te, KOTOpbIe OH BpoJie Obl 3HAaTh ObLT HE 00s13aH, NOO BBHIXOJWIN OHH HE B
aKaJeMHU4YecKux u3gaHusx. He ckporo, Ha MEHs IMPOU3BENO CUIBHOE BIEYATICHUE,
yro A. Onmo He MpPOCTO YHOMSHYN B Oubnnorpadguu eIMHCTBEHHYIO HEOOIBIIYIO
3aMEeTKy aBTOpa 3THUX CTPOK O T€poe KHUTH, HO U CXBATUJI €€ OCHOBHYIO MBICIb, 3a-
MeuaTeIbHO Pa3BHMB €€ B COOTBETCTBYIOIIEM pasjieiie CBOoero mccnenopanus’. Peun
uner o Hameid coBmectHo ¢ K.B. BopoxuxuHoil penmyOonnkanny nepBoro U3 IIeKc-
nupoBckux ouepkoB lllecroBa «I'eopr bpannec o I'amnere», BliepBbIe BRILIEANIETO B
ceer eme noa uaumuanamu JLII. B razere «Kuesckoe cinoBo» B 1895 roayl. Mer
Pa3MeCTHII ATy CTaThl0 Ha OOIIECTBEHHO-TIONUTHIECKOM caiite «Pycckas ideay, u
aBTOP MOT CIIOKOWHO HE 0OpaTUTh BHUMAHUS HH Ha 3Ty PermyOIMKaliio, HA Ha HAITY
BCTYNUTEIbHYIO 3aMETKy, B KOTOpOH MBI Iucaiu, uyto no3uius lllectoBa B 3TOM
paHHEM TEKCTe YK€ 3HAYMTENbHO OTJIMYallach OT TOHW, YTO ObLJIa M3JI0KEHa B Tapa-
rpadax, mocBsmeHHbX [amnety, B nepBoit kaure LlectoBa «lllekcup u ero xpu-
TuK bpangec». Bece noknonnuku IllecTtoBa, KOHEYHO, 3HAIOT, YTO B 3TOM IMEpPBOU
KHUT'€ MBICIUTEIb CTOSUI POBHO Ha TOM caMOW MO3ULUHU, KOTOPYIO ITOTOM B T€UEHHUE
BCEH KU3HU SIPOCTHO OTPULIA, @ UMEHHO Ha TMO3ULUHU CTPOrOd MOPAIH, MOXKHO CKa-
3aTh, KAHTOBCKON Mopasid. CMBICII KHUTH UMEHHO B YTBEP)KJIEHUH CIIACUTENLHOCTU
MOpAJIH: €CIIH Thl BRIOMPAEIIb CBEPXIMYHOE JJOOPO, YKACHI )KU3HH TeOe HE CTPAIIIHEI,
a BOT €CJIM COMTH C MO3ULMH MOpAJIM, TOTAA KU3Hb TEPsSeT CMBICI. ['amieT ¢ ero
BEYHBIMU KOJEOAHHUSMHU U COMHEHUSMH — OTPUIATEIBHOE TMOATBEPKACHUE TOH Ke
ycTaHoBKH, bpyTt u3 tparequn «tOnuit Llezapes» — moaTBEpKACHNE MONOKUTEIHHOE.
lamiieT He HaXOMUT BHYTPH ceOsl HY)KHOWM eMy HpaBCTBEHHOU omopkl, a bpyt oOHa-
pPYXXUBaeT ee B cBoell OophOe 3a cBOOOMY M pecryOiuKy, W TOSTOMY, IO MHEHHUIO
[IlectoBa, uMeHHO bpyT, a He ["'amuiet — uctunHLL repoit [llexcnupa.

[Toznuee, B cratbe 1903 roma, mocBsmeHHON Kak pa3 Tpareauu «tOmuit Le-
3apb» W BIIOCJIEICTBUH BOIIENAIICH B Ka4eCTBE MPIIIOKEHUS K «Arnodeo3y Oecrod-
BeHHOCTH», lllecToB HazoBeT bpyTa <«kepTBOM Mopain», MPUHECEHHOW Ha ee all-
Tapw'?. Toraa, y’ke BCTaB Ha HUILIIEAHCKYIO TIO3UIIMIO, OH OTKaXeT BpyTy — phiapro
JIMYHOTO CaMOOTPEYEHUS — B IOJUIMHHOM Tepou3Me. JTO CTaHET OTYETIMBBIM CBU-
JIETEIHLCTBOM PE3KOI cMeHbI ymMoHacTpoerwuit y [llectoBa. Ho, oka3eiBaeTcs, u Omro
Bcieq 3a HaMu ¢ Kcenueil BopoxuxuHoi Taxke noaudepkuaer, uyro IllectoB yxe
MEHSUICS U paHblue: B cTatbe 1895 rona on craBun ['amieTry B mpsiMyto BUHY TO, YTO
TOT HE MCIIOJIHUI BOMIO OTHa. A oHa Obljla BbIpakeHa ['amiieTy SICHO U HEABYCMBIC-

10 Cm.: Oppo A. Lev Shestov: The Philosophy and Works of a Tragic Thinker. P. 24,

11 JLILL Teopr Bpanuec o amnere / Kuesckoe cioso. 22-ro mek. 1895. PenyGi. Ha caiite «Pycckas
idea» 8 d¢espans 2017 roma / my6n. u Beryn. cr. K.B. Bopoxuxuuoit u b.B. Mexyesa [/
https://politconservatism.ru/articles/georg-brandes-o-gamlete

12 B 1903 romy Illectos mumiet o BpyTe Tak: «BpyT He MOMKET 3HATH STUX HEM3BACHUMBIX HACTAXICHHI —
OH OopeTcst He 3a cels, a 3a HIelo, 32 IPU3PAK, KOTOPEIH Jitoau caenamu borom, Bpyr — He 1ens, a cpen-
CTBO, HE XKpell, a )KepTBeHHOe kuBoTHOe» (muT. 1o: IllectoB JI. Anodeos GecriousenHocTr (OnbIT axo0r-
marrgeckoro Mpmmuienws) // llecros JI. U36pannoe. Y. I. M.: Poccman, 2010. C. 504.)
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JICHHO SIBUBILMMCS €My MPH3PAaKOM, KOTOPBIH MOoTpeOoBai MoKapaTh yOWiIly OTIa,
3ansBiero ero Tpon'®. B kuure 1898 roma mosunms 4yts cmsardaercs: Llectos yxke
He Tpebyer ot ['amiiera cienoBaTh 30By KPOBHON MECTH, TIOCKOJIBKY MEXIY CIEHON
BEPHOCTHIO OTIAaM U TacCUBHBIM coMHeHHneM lllectoB oOHapyskuBaeT BbIOOp bpyTa —
BBIOOP IPOTHB POJOBBIX CBSI3€H C OTLOM B MOJb3Y YHHUBEPCAIHHON MOPAIH, B M10JIb-
3y MOAYMHEHMs BceoOIieMy. DTO OYeHb Ba)XKHBIH CMBICIIOBOM CIOBUI, OH IPOJIMBAET
CBET Ha UCTOKH HIECTOBCKOTO OYHTa MPOTHUB MOPAJIH, 32 KOTOPOU SIBHO MPOCMATPH-
BaeTcsa OYHT HMPOTUB OTIOBCTBA, POTUB PENPECCUBHOMN MaTpUapXalbHOCTU, KaK OBl
ckazamu (Qpeiaucter. K 3T0#1 Teme MbI eme BepHemcs. lloka e ymoBiIeTBOpUMCS
MPU3HATEFHOCTBIO MCCIIEIOBATEINI0, KOTOPBIH 00OpaTHll BHUMaHWE Ha ATOT acleKT
UJICUHON 3BOJIIOIIMU CBOETO Ireposl.

A. Onmo yka3bIBaeT M Ha APYTI'YIO BaXKHYIO A€Tajb, CYIIECTBEHHYIO ISl TOHH-
MaHus TeHe3nca MMMOopanusMa ero repos. Ilponssenenne, B KOTOpOM 3TOT ©UMMOpa-
JU3M OBLIT BIIEPBEIC 3asiBJIeH, — TpakTatr «J{oOpo B yuenun rpada Toncroro m Hun-
me». O0prgHO OH Jatupyercs 1899 romom, XOTs BEIMIEN B CBET JUIIb TOJ CITyCTS B
netepOyprckoit Tumorpadun M.M. CracroneBnya nipu coneiicteun Bi. ConmoBneBa.
Mexny Tem Omnmo oOHapykui1 B apxuBe 0ubmnorekun CopOOHHBI MaHYCKPHUIIT 3TOTO
COYMHEHMS U YBHJE] HA HEM JaTy OKOHYaHMs paboTel — nexadph 1898, Bmecre ¢
TeM, Kak oTMmedaer caM Ommo, B mMae 1899 ronma Ha cTpaHMIIaX KHEBCKOH Ta3eThl
«OKW3Hb 1 HCKYCCTBO» BBIXOAMT B CBET, OUEBHJTHO, IOOUIICHHAS CTAThSI MBICITUTENS O
[lymkune, mo-cBoeMy 3aMeyaTeNbHasi, HO BbIEp)KaHHAs COBEPIIEHHO B HPABCTBEH-
HO Ha3WJATENbHBIX TOHaX mepBoil MoHorpaduu o Llexcrnupe®. Tlomyuaercs, uto
KOPOTKHH MOpalMCTUYECKHH OTpe3ok kn3HHU lllecroBa He Tak-TO W MPOCTO pasze-
JUTH CO BCEH ero mocieayroneld uaeiHoi ouorpadueil Kakoi-To OJHONW PeIINTEIb-
HOW BpEMEHHO uepToil. ABTOp HE JTaeT OTBETa Ha ATy 3arajKy, HO Ha 3TOT CUET eCTh
runore3a: a 4yto eciau lllecToB 3aaymbIBaeT HamucaTh 1B€ KHUTH OJHOBPEMEHHO —
OJIHYy C TO3WIIMU YHUBEPCAIBHON MOpaiH, a JPyrylo — C YCTAaHOBKOM Ha ee MpeoJIo-
neHne. B KoHIle KOHIIOB, B UCTOPUU MHUPOBOU (uitocopuu ObUT OJMH WU3BECTHBIN
MBICIIUTEINb, KOTOPBIA MPUMEPHO TakK MU MOCTYNWI — BHadaje OH HANMCal TPakKTarT,
YTBEPXAABIINHN MPEBOCXOJCTBO J0JTa HAJl YAOBOJIBCTBUEM, a FOJIOM CITyCTS CO3/all
TPaKTaT 0 HEOOXOJUMOCTH OTBEPTHYTh JONT pamu Bepbl. Uto ecnu IllecToB moribi-
Tajcs MOBTOPUTH 3TOT MpueM? MBI ellle AaJuM HECKOJIBKO apryMEHTOB B 0OOCHOBa-

18 (Tparusm nonosxenus Famiera, — mumeT gunocod B craThe 1895 rona, — He B CTpeMIIEHHH GOPOTHCS
¢ OeckoHewHO Ooee CHIIBHBIM, YeM OH CaM IPOTHBHUKOM — MHPOBBIM 3JI0M, OH 00 3TOM U HE JyMaeT.
Ero 3aaua yicnonHuMa: eMy HYXHO yOUTh yOuiilly cBoero otua. Ho B HeM Her j100BH, B HEM HET HC-
TUHHOH Bepbl. OH He JKaXkIeT MIIEHHUs, OH HE YMEET BEPUTh BCEM CBOMM CYILIIECTBOM B CBATOCTb CBOETO
nena. A 6e3 068U, 6e3 Bephl — Ii€ B3SATh CUJI YETIOBEKY ?»

14 Cm.: Oppo A. Lev Shestov: The Philosophy and Works of a Tragic Thinker. P. 14.

15 Cwm.: JLIIL [Ilecros JI.] 3nauenne Iymkuna jis Hamero Bpemer // XKusub u uckycerso 1899. 26
Mmas. Ne 144. C. 1-2; O pannux pa6orax JI. IllecroBa cm.: EpmuueB A.A. Jlo llecrosa... (I'a3eTHbIe
Beictymienuss  JLU.  IlecroBa 1895-1899) //  Bompocer  ¢umocopun. 2016. Ne 11.
http://vphil.ru/index.php?option=com_content&task=view&id=1530&Itemid=52
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HUE 3TOM TUMNOTE3bl, & TTOKa CHOBA OOpaTUMCS K 3aMe4aTeIbHOMY HCCIICJOBAHUIO
A. Ommo.

OTmeTnM, 9TO 3Ty KHUTY OY€HBb IIPUATHO M HHTEPECHO YNUTATh, IOCKOIBKY aB-
TOp BHUMATEJICH K JIETAJSIM, B XOPOIIIEM CMBICIIE PUAUPUYUB K MEJI0OUYaM U HECOCTHI-
KOBKaM B MOCTPOEHUSX CBOETO I'eposi U aOCONIOTHO 00beKTHBEH. K coxkaneHuto, Bce
9TH Ka4ecTBa He MCUYE3al0T, HO UyTh MPUTYIUIIOTCS BO BTOPOH YacTH KHHUTH, KOT/Ia B
pacIopsbKeHUH aBTOpa OKa3bIBaeTCS CO3MaHHAsI UM 0co0asi KOHIICTIIHS TBOPUYECTBA
€ro reposi, uepe3 Mpu3My KOTOPOM OH M HaYMHACT aHAJIM3UPOBATH BCE ACIEKTHI €T0
¢unocodcknx mckaHuil. BeiHYXKAEH MpU3HATh, YTO M caMa 3Ta KOHIEHIIHS Tpe-
CTaBIIACTCS MHE JIOTHYECKU HEIMOCIETOBATENLHON, M KAK METOIOJIOTHIECKUA TTPHEM
OHa, MHE Ka)XETCS, SBHO NPEIATCTBYEeT OOBEKTUBHOMY aHaiu3y. BakHelmiwe, Ha
HaIll B3I, TUTacThl TBOpuecTBa JIbBa IllecToBa aBTOp yAMBHUTEIBHBIM 00pa3oM Iie-
pecTaer 3amedaTh (MOCKOJIBKY OHU HE BIMCHIBAIOTCS B PAMKH KOHIICTIIIAH ), YTO BXO-
JIUT B YIMBUTEILHBIN KOHTPACT C TIEPBBIMU IJIABAMHU KHUTH, TJ€ aBTOP YyBCTBUTEIICH
K 11000 meranu.

B gem cocrout sta KoHIenmusa? CocTouT OHA B TOM, 49TO, IT0 MHeHMIO A. Or1-
no, IllecToB oTX0aMUT OT HHUIIIeaHCTBA K 1920-M rogaM, Korjga oObEKTOM €ro HeHa-
BHUCTH CTAaHOBUTCSI HE MOpajlb, 0 0OphOE C KOTOPO OH 3a0BIBAaET, HO pa3yM, TOYHEE,
3amaHbIi JI0roc, HalIEAIMI CBOE OKOHYATEILHOE BhIpaxkenue B Hayke'®. U ¢ storo
BpemeHH yuurtenem lllecToBa, rIaBHBIM €ro BIOXHOBHTENIEM, 110 MHeHHIO OTTo, SB-
nsieTcst HeoraToHUK IlmotuH, kotopomy LllectoB B 1926 romy mocesitun scce «He-
ucroseie peun. O6 skcrazax I[lnotuna»!’ (oo morom Bouwto B kuury «Ha Becax
Hosay). 1o Maenuro A. Onmo, IllecToB nmoHsuT Benex 3a [I10THHOM, 9TO 3aKOHBI OBI-
THS Y 3aKOHBI JIOTUKH TPEOYIOT CBOETO CBEPXJIOTHYECKOTO OCHOBAHUS, YTO 3eMHAS
MYAPOCTH TPEIIOJIAraeT BBIXOJ 32 €€ MPECIIbl, )KeCTKOr0 0003HaUCHHUS €€ TPaHUII, a
CJIeIOBATEIHHO, MPEATIOIOKEHUS YeT0-TO CBEPXJIOTHUECKOT0, YTO MOXKET OTMEHHTH
MoOBIe 3aKOHBI U (PaKThl pea’dbHOCTH. JloKa3biBas 3TH WUCTHHBI, KAK CUHUTAET WTa-
JIbSHCKUHN HccaenoBaTenb, lllecToB ocTaercs B pamkax 3amaaHon ¢unocodhuu U na-
Ke 3armaHOTO paIlioHaIN3Ma, K UCTOKaM KOTOPOTrO UMEET mpsiMoe oTHomeHue [11o-
TrH. Mnes Onmno noHsTHA — 000 MOCIIe0BATENbHBINA PAIIMOHAN3M JIOJDKEH ToJ1a-
raTh TPAHUIIBI CBOEH MPIIIOKIUMOCTH K PEATbHOCTH, M YMHBIN PAITHOHAIACT BEIIUKO-
JISTTHO CO3HAET 3TU T'PAHUIBI. ITOT TE3HUC 3aMeYaTeNIbHO WILTIOCTPUPYETCS aBTOPOM
Ha TIpUMepe BBICOKOU OIIEHKH pamuoHamucToM ['yccepiiem mocnennux pador Ille-
CTOBa, KOTOPYIO MBI HAXOAUM B IHChMax Hemelkoro ¢puiocodal®. B nenom, kuura
Omnmo MmoCBAIIEHa T0Ka3aTebCTBY TOTO TE3MCa, YTO Pa3yM IOJDKEH BCEra CO3Ha-
BaTh, UTO OH HE BCECHUJICH, YTO MOXKET CYIIECTBOBATh U CYILIECTBYET HEKas TpaHC-
IIEHICHTHAsl €My WHCTAHIUSA, KOTOpasi CIOCOOHA BBECTH OHTOJIOTHYECKOE «UPE3BBI-

16 Cm.: Oppo A. Lev Shestov: The Philosophy and Works of a Tragic Thinker. P. 40.

" Mepras my6mmxarms: [lectos JI. Henctossie Peun (o mosomy skcrazos Ilnotuna) // Bepersr. 1926.
Ne 1. C. 87-118.

18 Cm.: Oppo A. Lev Shestov: The Philosophy and Works of a Tragic Thinker. P. 253.
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YaifHOe M0JIOKEHHE» U OTMEHUTH 3aKOHBI pa3yMa — T€ CaMble «CaMOOYEBHJIHBIE HC-
THHBI», Ha KOTOPBIX HacTauBaj ['yccepiib M IpOTUB KOTOPBIX mporectoBai IllecTos.

A. Ommo 6e3yciioBHO TipaB, U lllectoB myman mmenHo Tak. [IpoGinema B ToM,
yro [llectoB nyman He Toapko Tak. IllecTOB HMKOIZa HE MO3BOJISAT CHSATH 3JIEMEHT
HMMOpaJIU3Ma C €ro BO33PEHHUH, OH HUKOIJa HE JaBajl OCHOBAaHWUW IONAraThk, 4TO
KOH(JIMKT C pacCyIKOM 3aclIOHSIET Ui Hero 0oprOy, Ha caMOM Jiejie, ¢ OCHOBHBIM
MIPOTUBHUKOM BCEH €ro >KM3HM — Mopanblo. HauHeMm ¢ Toro, 4yTo camo monaraHue
HEKUX JIBYX Pa3HBIX PeaIbHOCTEH — HAIMYHOW, 36MHOM U HEOCCHOM, TPaHCIICH/ICHT-
HOH, — HH B KOEM CJIy4ae HE MOKET CUUTAThCS XapaKTepHoU yepToil umenHo [lnotu-
Ha. CyTh HEOIUIATOHM3Ma 3aKJII0YaeTCs OTHIOJb HE B 3TOM, a B YTBEP)KICHUHU OHTO-
JIOTUYECKON OJHOIPUPOAHOCTH Mupo3nanus. Equnoe, YM u lyma, no Ilnoruny, —
3TO pa3HBle KadecTBa OBITHS, HO ATO KadyeCTBAa OJHOTO OBITHS, JIFOOBIE Pa3phIBHI B
3TOM BCEEIMHOM MPOCTPAHCTBE YCIOBHBI M OTHOCHTENBHEI. 371eCh paBUiIbHEE OBLIO
OBl coclaThCsl HA THOCTUKOB, B MPOTHBOBEC HEOIUIATOHMKAM, MOCTYJIMPOBABIIUM
paAMKaIBHBINA Tyaanu3M OBITH, HO CIETaTh 3TO B KOHTEKCTE OJIM30CTH K BO33PEHHUIM
aBTopa «AduH n Hepycanmnmay Kak pa3 HEBO3MOXHO IO TOH MPUYHHE, YTO TIO3THUAN
[[TecToB MOCTOSHHO BOEBal ¢ THOCTUKAaMH, B TOM YHCJE U IO NMPUYMHE OTPHUIIAHUSA
umn Berxoro 3aBera. bonee npaBuinsHEIM B ciydae IllectoBa Obiio OBl yKazaHue Ha
pPaauKaIbHBIA TEU3M, COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY ISl BOXECTBEHHOTO MPOU3BOJIA HET HU-
KaKHX Tperpaj, B TOM YUCIIE U B BHJIE MEPOBOW HEOOXOIMMOCTH, CIIOCOOHOH mocTa-
BUTH BoJie bora oHTOMOrH4YecKuii mpeet.

[llecToB, KOHEYHO, HE THOCTUK U HE IUIATOHUK, OH UMEHHO PaJuKaIbHbIN Te-
nct. Ero madoc oTHIONb HE B CBEPXJIOTMYHOCTH bora, KOTOpyr He oTpuiman Obl U
Hukomaii Ky3anckuii. Ero madoc coBceM B apyrom — B otputianuu teoauien. Co-
rnacHo llectoBy, Gunocodsl orpaHMYMBAOT BceMorymiecTBo bora, moromy 4ro xo-
TAT CUATATh bora «7100pbIM», TOTOMY YTO OHHU XOTST CHATH C Hero oTBETCTBEHHOCTH
3a MHPOBOE 3I10, 3a CTpajganus jJoAel. U TyT nelicTBUTENbHO BOBHUKAET POKOBas TH-
neMMa: 00 MbI IPHHUMAaeM boskecTBeHHOE BceMOorymiecTBo, 100 — boskecTBeHHY10
BceOmarocts. U cam 1llecToB MOCTOSIHHO, pa3sHbIMU IYTSAMH MOABOAS HAC K 3TOH IH-
JieMMe, OZJHO3HAYHO BBIOMPAET BCEMOTYIIECTBO, OCTABIISIA BCEOIArocTb Npe3npaeMoMy
um «bory ¢unocodo u yueHbIx». M, Ha Hall B3MJIsT, UMEHHO B 3TOM — B IIPUOJIHIKE-
HHUH K 9TOH (hyHAaMEHTaIbHOHN allbTEPHATHUBE — M COCTOUT CHJIA IIECTOBCKUX TEKCTOB.

[lecToB, KOHEYHO, HUKOrJa HE mepecTtaBan ObITh HumeanueM. IIpocto B
xpuctuanune Jlrotepe oH yBUIET HMMOPAINCTA TOPa3io Ooiee Mmociea0BaTeIbHOTO,
yem Hwumme. U, BBIOpaB BOT 3TO IIIyOMHHOE JIOTEPOBCKOE XPHCTUAHCTBO «II0 TY
CTOpOHY 2100pa W 371a», OH CTajl BOEBATh C 3allaJIHBIM JIOTOCOM, TO €CTh C POXKACH-
HBIM UMEHHO MOTPEOHOCTHIO B TEOIUIlee MPEACTaBIEHHEM O TOM, YTO BCE 3JI0 Ha
3emiie 00yCIIOBIICHO HAIMYNEM KaKOH-TO BHETIOJIOKHON bory peallbHOCTH, KOTOPYIO
Bor npocto He B cunax oTMeHuTh. MHBIMEU cioBamMu, Bce nHBeKTUBHI lllecToBa mpo-
THUB pazyma — 0OOpOTHas CTOPOHA €ro HUKOIZA HE MPEKpalaBIIETOCs BOCCTaHMS
npoTtuB Mopainu. [Ipobiema He B TOM, 4TO Bor Bbllie 3aKOHOB JIOTHKH, MTpodiIeMa B
ToM, uTo bor Beie 3akoHOB 100pa, OH He TepnuT cymiecTBoBaHUs pagoM ¢ Coboit
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JOOBIX HEOTMEHSIEMBIX MCTHH, KOTOPBIMH MOKHO OBIIIO ObI OOBSICHUTH BCE 3710 B
mupe. Huxonait bepases caumkom rymanusuposan lllecroa, roBops, 4To 11 HETO
Hob6po — aTo mpeameT BeIOOpa bora. ['eopruii ®emoToB OBIT ropazno Ooee MPOHH-
nateneH: bor IllectoBa «Becbma Mano HanoMuHaeT bora M3paunesa: ckopee Bcero
BuIyinyyin MeKCHKaHcKoro manteona»'®. IlpoGnema He TONBKO B TOM, 4To Bor
[lTectoBa cam cBOOOAEH OT MOpAaJM, OH €Ille W He TpeOOoBaTeJeH K JIIOMIAM: OH He
TpeOyeT OT HUX HHYETo, KpOMe BEephl B CBOE BceMorymecTBo. Ommo, cchutasch Ha
Bepnsiesa, mpaBunbHO oTMeuaeT, yTo LllectoB mpu paccMoTpeHnn OUONMEHCKHUX ClO-
JKETOB OTPaHWYMBAETCS JIUIIb pacckazoM o0 MoBe m ABpaame U 3a0bIBaeT, HAIpH-
Mep, 0 Mowucee, KOTOPBIH TIPHHEC CBOEMY Hapoay 3akoH U TpeboBaj ero CTpororo
cobmonenus?’,

HNubsiMu cnoBamu, lllecToB Ben BOTHY MMEHHO C MOpajbl0, U OH HUKOIJla HE
3a0bpBant 0 Huie, KOTOpBIH MEepBBIM MOJApHI ATy MeTapHu3HMUecKyro CBOOOIY OT
Mopanu. Ho, Bo3MoxHO, moMoIs B 60psde ¢ MOpasbio, B 00pe0OE ¢ pernpeccUBHOMN
CWJIOH, IIpeCTaBIsAeMON OTILIOM, IpHUIIa He Todabko oT Humme. U 31ech Bo3HUKaeT
WHTEpECHEHIINIA CrOKeT, cBa3aHHbIM ¢ oTHomeHueM IllectoBa ¢ Keepkeropom.
A. Onmo, KOTOpHIN Tak MOAPOOEH, TaKk 0OCTOSTENEH MPU aHAIN3E BCEX TEPUIICTHHA
B3aumooTHouieHul JI. IllectoBa ¢ €ro COBpEMEHHUKAMH, MOPA3UTEIBHO CKYIl IO
MTOBOJIy TOTO, YTO CBS3BIBAJIO W, TNIABHBIM 00pa3om, pasznmemnsuio lllectoBa n Keep-
Keropa. T0 caMoe CTPaHHOE «CIIETOe TISITHO» BCeH KHUTH. MeXIy TeM B OJTHOM U3
MPUMEYaHUH aBTOp COBEPIIEHHO CIPaBEAJIMBO Ha3biBaeT (akT HezHakomctBa Ille-
ctoBa ¢ Kbekeropom BIUIOTh 710 1928 roza (To ecTh 10 CyAbOOHOCHOTO Pa3roBopa ¢
I'yccepnem, KOTOpBIM W yKa3zajdl PyCCKOMY HMPPAIMOHATUCTY Ha pabOThl JATCKOTO
MBICIHTENS) «HEeOObsIcHUMBIMY (inexplicable)?. B camoM gene ocTaeTcs He SICHBIM,
kak lllecToB, MOCBATUBIINI CBOIO TIEPBYIO KHUTY pa300py BO33pEHHI 1aTCKOTO KpH-
trka ['eopra bpanneca, COOCTBEHHO ¥ OTKPBIBIIETO €BPOIIEHCKOMY YHTATEIIO0 CBOETO
COOTeYEeCTBEHHUKA B KHUTE 1877 rona, Mor He 3HaTh 0 Kbepkerope, nepeBosl KOTO-
poro Bce-Taku mevaraiuch B KoHIe XIX B. B pycckux xypHanax? He 6buto i y He-
ro 0c000¥ MPUYMHBI HE PACTIPOCTPAHSATHCS O CBOEM 3HAHWW TBOPUYECTBA MBICITHTEIIS,
KOTOpBIHA TaK e, KaK U OH, NMHCaJ O] TICEBJJOHMMAaMHU M TakK K€ B OJHOM IPOU3BE-
JE€HUH MOT TIPEBO3HECTH MOpalib, YTOOBI B IPYIOM HEMEIJIEHHO HHU3BEPTHYTH €€ C
neegecrana?

MBI, KOHEUHO, HE MOXEM YTBEPAHUTENBHO OTBETUTH HAa ATOT BOIPOC, HO OJUH
CTpaHHBIA apryMEHT B IOJIb3Y BBIIIE BBICKA3aHHOTO TE3UCA y HAC BCE K€ €CTh. JTO
CBHUJIETENILCTBO OJU3KOT0 3HaKOMOTo (uinocoda, peluruo3HOro MbICIHTENST ApoHa
reitnOepra. B memyapHom ouepke o LllectoBe IllTeiinOepr BCOMHMI O CBOEM
pasroBope ¢ Mmarepbto ¢uiocoda, KoTopas pacckaszaia eMy 00 OTHOLIEHHH €€ MO-
KoitHOrO My»a, otia IllecToBa, K OJTHOMY M3 CaMbIX U3BECTHBIX MIPOU3BEJACHUN JaT-

19 ®denotos I'.I1. Pen. na <Illecros JI. Ha Becax Uosa> // ®enoros I'.I1. Counnenus. T. |. JIuno Poc-
cun. Craten 1918-1930. 2-e u3n. P.: YMCA-PRESS, 1988. C. 318.

20 Cm.: Oppo A. Lev Shestov: The Philosophy and Works of a Tragic Thinker. P. 192

21 Tam xe. P. 186.
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ckoro MeiciuTenst: «Cpeau MHOTOTo Apyroro s ycubiman, — numeT HItelindepr — u
0 TOM, KaKkoe Tiy0oKoe BreuaTiieHue mpoussen Ha oTma IlllectoBa, Mcaaka Mowucee-
Buua IIIBapumana, Tpaktat Kupkeropa o Bepe mpaotiia ABpaaMa U €ro roTOBHOCTU
MpUHECTH B kepTBY ['ocmomy cBoero eqMHCTBEHHOrO JI0OMMOTro chiHa Vcaaka. Jles
HcaaxkoBu4 noimkeH ObUI IEpeaaTh OTIY BECh TEKCT IOYTH A0cioBHO. [locne moinro-
ro pasmymbs oten lllectoBa ckazam: “TBoi HOBBIM Pamm... — mpocToit 1010000...
Bort u3-3a Takux y Hac B KueBe — neno beitnuca. Ecniu ABpaam moxer uz-3a bora
pe3aTh ChIHA, CBOETO MaJlbuMKa, Mo4yeMy ke beilnuc He MoXeT npoinBaTh KPOBb Uy-
xoro Manpuuka, Anapromm FOnmHckoro?” U JleB McaakoBuY MOSICHWI, YTO IO
TOJIKOBAHHUIO €ro OTIa Bech OHOIelickmii pacckasz 006 ABpaame u Vcaake muIb IpUT-
Ya JUIsd BHYIIEHUS JETSIM TaKOTO K€ JOBEpHUS K POIUTENsAM, Kakoe ImpaoTen ABpaaM
npossui k 'ocnogy Bory» 2. Oren Illectosa ymep B 1914 roxy, 3a 14 net mo Gece-
1wl huocoda ¢ ['yccepnem, SK0OBI TO3HAKOMHBIITUM PYCCKOTO MBICIUTEIS C JOCEIe
HEM3BECTHBIM eMy aaTyaHuHoM. Eciu BepuTh LLTeiiHOEpTY 1M ecin Bce-Taku HE CIH-
CBIBaTh €0 CBUIETENBCTBO HA OIIMOKM CTApYECKON MamMsATH (CyIsl IO MHOTOYHCIICH-
HBIM OIMWOKaM B KHUTE, YBBI, HE OE€3yNpedHOH), TO CUTyaIusi PaCKPBIBAETCS IPH-
MepHO TakuM oOpazom. lllecToB, cBsI3aHHBIN C OTLIOM, B TOM YHUCIIE, U y3aMH MaTe-
pHUAIBHOIO JOCTAaTKa, HC MOT' THOUTHU IIPOTUB €r0 BOJIK, HU C TEM, ‘ITO6BI IIPU3HATLCA
B (pakTe KeHUTHOBI HA MPABOCIABHOM NEBYIIKE, HU C T€M, YTOOBI PaccKaszaTh pyc-
CKHMM YHTaTeNsIM 00 OPUIHMHAJIBHOM IPOTECTAHTCKOM MBICIHUTENE, CIHUIIKOM OIac-
HOM 117151 ero Hapoaa. lllecToB mpeanoden A0 BpeMEHH HE 00paIaThesi K TBOPUECTBY
Kbepkeropa, KOTOporo oH npekpacHo 3Hail emie ¢ KoHua XIX Beka UM JyXOBHYIO
CBSI3b C KOTOPHIM OH IIPOHEC Y€pe3 BCIO CBOIO JKM3HB. B 3TOM cMbIciie pa3roBop c
I'yccepnem B 1928 roay u B camoM jiefie oka3ajcs Il HeTO OTKpoBeHHEeM. B oTiu-
9yre OT BCeX PYCCKHX coOeceanukoB lllectoBa, Hemenkwii GpeHOMEHOJOT OBICTPO
pasragain ero «TailHy» — TaifHy COKPBITHSI TOTO, KTO BIOXHOBHI (uiocoda Ha ero
NepBble KHUTH, PUHECHINE €My CIIaBy, KTO IMOJCKa3al eMy HJCI0 Bepbl, 0CBOOOXK-
JaloIIel OT BJIACTH MOPAJIH, OT BIACTH 3aKOHA, MAYIIETO OT OTIIA.

Ho xorna 3akpeiBaTh ria3za Ha Keepkeropa crajio y:xe HEBO3MOXKHO, KOrJja Ha
¢urypy aBTopa «Ctpaxa u Tpeneta» npsimMo ykaszanu LllectoBy u I'yccepis, u Byoep,
PYCCKHUIT MBICTTUTENb BCTYIHII HAKOHEI] B OOPH0Y CO CBOMM «BEYHBIM CITYTHHUKOM.
OH cran ynpekaTbh JaTCKOTO MBICIUTENS B HEJOCTATOYHOM, HE BIIOJIHE OKOHYATENb-
HOM OCBOOOXKJICHHU OT IYT MOPAJH, B TOM, YTO TOT OKA3aJICS CIMIIKOM 3aBUCHUM OT
mobumoro uM CokpaTa M CIUIIKOM HPUBEPKEH «KYIbTy AOOPOBOJIBLHOTO CTpaja-
Hus». Kpepkerop xoren mpuOIM3UTECA K XPHUCTY, MEPEKHUB B CBOEH KM3HH HEUTO
y)KacHOe, HEUTO, BBIBOJISIIIEE €r0 32 KPYT JIFOOBIX HOPSIAOYHBIX JIIOJCH.

OH pemnit, 4TO CTpajJiaHre U €CTh XpPUCTHAHCKasi 00SA3aHHOCTh, HO HE CTpajia-
HHE BO MMs BCEOOLIETO, a OECCMBICIIEHHOE CTpaJaHue, Tpareaus BO UMs Tpareauy,

22 Cwm.: llreiin6epr A. Jpy3bs Moux paHnux net. [lapmk: Cunrakcuc, 1991. C. 241-242.
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TO ecTh Bo uMs abcypaa®®. IllecToB ObLI KaTeropuuecku He cornaceH ¢ Kbepkero-
pOM: CTpajaHhe OTHIOJb HE JOJT, CTpajJaHhe caMo Mo ceOc He MPUOIMKaeT Hac K
bory, xk Hemy npuobmaer Hac TOJIBKO Bepa, TO €CTh Bepa B M30aBIeHUE OT CTpaja-
HU, a 3HAYUT, U HEBEpUE B HAJIMYKME y STHX CTPaJaHUi KaKOro-mubo CMbICIa, Mo-
MHMO TOJTYKA K BEpe.

Ceituac He MecTO BbIpaXkaTh JU4HOE oTHouIeHue K [llectoBy. Ckaxem TOJBKO,
9T0 ero Qurocous B 3TOMY ITyHKTE KaKETCS HaM Jalieko He «Ooubmneiickoi»: B [1u-
cannu bor cioumkom MHOro TpeOyet u oT CBoero HapoJia, ¥ OT Bcex Jiozei, a y Lle-
ctoBa OH He TpeOyeT OT JIoAEH HUYEeT0, KpOME BEpHl B CBOE BCEMOTYIECTBO. MBI
roBopuM He 00 ayreHTHUHOCTH mpouTteHus lllecToBbiM brnbmmu, HO 00 ayTeHTHIHO-
ctu npourenus lectoBa ero uccnenosarenem Anapea Ommo. 1 BOT 3T0 mpouteHue,
YBbI, KQ&XKXETCA HaM CJIMIIKOM OAHOCTOPOHHUM, OTBJICKAIOIIUMCS OT TOT'O BEJIMKOI'O U
Y>KaCHOTO, YTO MOXXHO BBIYHTATh M3 pabOT aBTOpa «Amodeo3a OeCIiOUBEeHHOCTH.
Uro He MelIaeT HaM OYeHb BBICOKO OICHWUTHh KHUTY, KOTOPYIO CJIeTyeT Ha3BaTh OJ-
HUM U3 JIy4IIUX, [TOYTH OOPa3IOBBIX HCCIICIOBAHUN PYCCKON MBICIH MOCICIHErO
BpPEMEHH.

23 «OTTOTO W “*KEpTBA”, €CIU B HEll CIMIIKOM MHOTO JOGPOBOJNBHOTO, HHOI pa3 v He JOXOAHT J1o bora,
Kak jonuia xeprBa Kanna, nmm “necstun” dapucees. Taxas xepTBa, onpaBabBacMasi M BO3BBIIIaeMast
MOpaJIblo, XKEPTBa, TaK CKa3aTh, HA alTape, BO3ABUTHYTOM JIIOAbMHU AJIS YEJIOBEYECKUX, OCIOCTOPOH-
HUX 3aJa4, HOpaXxaeT Hac, KAKETCS HaM ‘“‘dyJoM”, ¥ BCE JK€ OHA BBIBOIMT 3a MpeJesibl MMMaHEHTHOTO,
MOCIOCTOPOHHETO ObITHA. TONBKO HEBONBHAS JKEPTBA, KOTOpas, KaK HEBOJIbHAS, HE IMIPUHOCUT C OO0
4eJ0BEKYy POBHO HUYETro, JAXKE CTONb MPHU3pAvHOro Oiara, Kak TO, YTO Ha3bIBaeTCs MeTau3HUECKUM
YTEIICHUEeM, CIOCOOHA MOABECTH YeJIOBEKa K TeM IIpe/ieNiaM CYyIeCTBOBAHMS, I/le HAUMHAETCS CONPUKa-
CaHWE C MHBIMH MHpaMH, T.€. TyJa, TAe (aHTACTUYECKOEe CTAHOBUTCS PEalTbHBIM, a €CTECTBCHHOE He-
Bo3MOkHEIM». (IllectoB JI. Illects HaGpockoB o Kuprerapme // Revue Etud. Slaves. LV14, 1983.
P. 635).
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Kommro kBUTaHIINKM HEOOXOIUMO BRICKIIATE HA aJIpec PEAKOIUICTHH:
153003, Poccus, r. MBanoBo, yn. Pabdakorckas, 34, UI'DY, Makcumory M.B.,
wim o E-mail: maximov@philosophy.ispu.ru; mvmaximov@yandex.ru

NHOOPMAIMA IJIAA ABTOPOB

Kypuan «Conosvésckue uccneoosanusy eéxniover 6 Ilepeuenv eedywux peyen-
3UPYEMbIX HAYYHBIX HCYPHALO08 U U30aHUU, pekomeHOoosanHbix BAK Munucmepcmea
HayKu u gvicuie2o obpazosanusi P@ 0na nybauxayuu 0CHOBHBIX HAYUHLIX pe3yibma-
moe ouccepmayuii Ha COUCKAHUe Y4envlx cmenerell 00KMopa u KaHouoama Haykx.

Hns myonukanyn B «CoOBBEBCKUX MCCIEAOBAHUSX» IPUHUMAIOTCS HAyYHbIC
CTaThH, 0030Pbl, PELIEH3UHU U IPyTrue MaTeprabl, COOTBETCTBYIOIINE TEMATHKE XXyp-
HaJIa ¥ HAYYHBIM HaNpaBlICHUSIM — GUI0cOPHs, PUIOTIOTHS, KYIbTYpPOIOTHS.

[Tnata 3a myGIMKaLUIO CTAThH B )KypHAJIEe HE B3UMAeTCsL.

AcCTIMpaHTbl, MarucTpaHTbl U CTYACHTHl MPEJOCTABISIIOT HA IPHUCHIIAEMBbIE
CTaThH OT3BIB HAYYHOI'O PYKOBOAUTEIIS.

TPEBOBAHHA K O®OPMJIEHHUIO CTATEM,
HNYBJIUKYEMBIX B ’KYPHAJIE « COJIOBBEBCKHUE UCCJIEJOBAHMU S

1. O6bem crateu — o 1 mar. (40000 3HaKOB ¢ mpobenaMu, BKJIOYask aHHOTA-
IIUIO, CIIMCOK JuTeparypsl u References), peniensuii — o 0,5 .. Texct mpenocTaps-
€TCs Ha 3JIEKTPOHHOM Hocutene B pegakrope WORD 100 1Mo 351eKTpOHHOM mouTte
maximov@philosophy.ispu.ru (daiiier ¢ Matepranamu J0KHBI ObITH Ha3BaHbI 1O (a-
munnn aBTopa). Llpudrt Times New Roman, ¢opmar ctpanunsr A4. Ions: Bepxuee —
1,5 cm; HIKHEE, TIpaBoe U JeBoe — 2 cM. Pa3zmep 6ymaru: mmpuaa — 16,5 cM; BeicoTa —
23,5 cm.

2. Cmpyxmypa cmambvy AOJKHA OBITH CIIEAYIOIIEH:

— B BEpXHEM JieBoM yriy npocrtasisitoress Y /K n BBK;

—uepe3 1.0 uatepBast ®HO aBTOpa/aBTOPOB MOIHOCTHIO (HA PYCCKOM SI3BIKE);
MOJTHOE Ha3BaHHWE MecTa padoThl, 3BaHUS, 3aHMMaeMas JIOJDKHOCTh, CTpaHa, Topof,
(Ha pycCKOM SI3BIKE) U a[pec IEKTPOHHOM MOYTHI aBTOpa, Kerib 9;

— yepe3 1.0 nHTEpBan mevyataeTcsl Ha3BaHWE CTATHU MO LEHTPY, CTPOYHBIMHU
OykBamu, IPUT MOITY>KUPHEIH, KeTIh 13, IepeHoc 3ampenieH (Ha pycCKOM SI3BIKE);

—uepe3 1.0 uatepBan neuaraercs anaoTarws (ot 200 g0 250 cios (1500-1800
3HAKOB 0e3 po0esIoB)), KEeTb 9, KypCHBOM (Ha PYCCKOM SI3BIKE);

—ygepe3 1.0 uaTEpBAI IMeyaTaroTcs KiodeBbie ciaosa (oT 10 1o 15 ciioB), Kerib
9, KypcHBOM (Ha PYCCKOM SI3BIKE).

Janee Bce 9TH e CBEICHUS Jal0TCS Ha aHTIMHCKOM SI3BIKE.
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—gepe3 1.0 uHTEpBAT IMeYaTaeTcs TEKCT CTaThH, KeTiahb 11, MEeKCTpOYHBIN MH-
TepBaJj 1o BCeMY TEKCTY — OIWHApHBIH, OTcTym ab3ana — 1 cM (5 3HaKoB), aBTOMATH-
YeCKH IepEeHOC CJIOB BKIIOYEH, KaBBIYKH 110 BCEMY TEKCTY MIObKO YTIOBBIC, GHYM-
pU yumamaol NCTIONH30BATH KaBBIYKH IPYTOTO BUAA: «...... ”»;

— gepe3 1.0 uHTepBan neuyataercst OMOIUOrpapUUECKHN CIIMCOK Ha PYCCKOM
s3pike (Ha3zBaHue «CHHUCOK JIMTEPaTyph») M CHHCOK JIMTEPATypbl Ha JIATUHHIIC
(ma3Banme References) (BKIIOYAIOT MCTIOIB30BAHHYIO JINTEPATYPY; B OnOmmorpadu-
YEeCKOM OTMCAaHWH YKa3bIBAIOTCS BCE aBTOPHI).

3. Codepoicanue u cmpykmypa aHHOmMayuu.

AHHOTaIUS JODKHA OTPaKaTh OCHOBHOE CMBICIIOBOE COAEPIKAHNE CTAThH U €€
xapakTepuctuky. CTpyKTypa aHHOTAalMU JOJDKHA BKIIOYAThH CIEAYIONIME pa3feibl:
COCTOSIHME BOTIpOca (CTeNeHb U3yYCHHOCTH BOIIPOCa B HAyKe U JIUTepaType, 000CHO-
BaHUE aKTyaJIbHOCTH BHIOPAHHOW TEMbI); MaTEpPHaIbl U METOMbI (Ha KAKOM MaTepHa-
Jie ¥ C TIOMOMIBI0 KaKMX METOJIOB paccMaTpuBaeTcs 0003HaueHHas mpobiema); pe-
3yJNBTaTHl MPOBEIEHHOTO HCCIENIOBaHMs (C HMCIIONB30BAaHUEM TJAaroJbHBIX (HopM U
CIIOBOCOYETAHUI CIEAYIOMIETO THIA: PAaCCMATPUBAIOTCS..., W3TAraroTCs..., YTBEP-
KIAETCA. .., TMPeIIaraercs..., 000CHOBBIBACTCS. ..; UCIIONB3YIOTCS METOMBL..., 000C-
HOBBIBAIOTCSI TIOJOKEHUS! (KOHIETIINU, HJIEH) ..., TAeTCS 0030p ...; PACCMOTPEHBL...,
W3JI0KEHBL..., BBISBICHBL..., IPEIUIOKEHBL...; IaH aHAIU3..., U3JI0XKEeHa TeopHs (KOH-
LIETIIHSA)... ¥ T. 11.); BBIBOJIBL

B ceéa3u ¢ nodeomosxoii sxcypuana K uHOexcuposanuio 6 MesicoyHapoorot uH-
dopmayuonrol ananumuyeckoli cucmeme Sciverse Scopus peoOKoIe2Ust HCYPHAA NPo-
cum yoensimbs 0coboe BHUMaHUe COCABTIEHUI0 AHHOMAYUU 8 COOMBEMCMBUU C 0COOEH-
HOCMAMU 31020 HCAHPA.

AHHOMAYUS HA AH2TIUTICKOM SI3bIKE QONINCHA COCMABTAMbCA C COOMOOEHUEeM 2pam-
MAMUKY U CIUWIUCTNUKY AQH2TULICKO20 A3bIKA, C UCNOIb308AHUEM NPUHAIMON 8 AH2TO0SA3bIY-
HbIX UBOAHUAX CHEYUATbHOU MEePMUHONOSUY, He OOJINCHA BbINOTHAMbBCA NPU NOMOWU A6~
MOMAMUYECKUX NepesooUUKO8 (He 003amenbHO O0MICHA Obimb 00CIO0BHBIM NEPEBOOOM
aHHOMAYUU HA PYCCKOM A3bIKe).

B coomeemcmesuu ¢ mpebosanuamu Scopus, He donyckaemcs @viHeceHUue pas-
BEPHYMBIX KOMMEHMAPUe8 8 CHOCKU, He0OX00UMbLU KOMMEHMAaputi ciedyem 0asambv
6 mexcme cmamv 1UOO 8 CKOOKAX HYMPU MEKCMA.

Kuroyesvie cnosa MOMKHBI OTpaXKaTh OCHOBHOE COJIEPXKAHKE CTaThH; OIpe/ie-
JISATh MPEIMETHYIO O0JIACTh WCCIICIOBAHUS; BCTPEYATHCS B TEKCTE CTAThU (MMEHA
COOCTBEHHBIE, O0OIIUE MOHATHS W OOIICHAYYHbIE TEPMUHBI KIIIOUEBBIMU CIIOBAMH HE
SIBJISTFOTCST ).

4. Tpebosanus x ogopmienuro pazoenoé «Cnucox aumepamypoly u
References.

[Tocne craThut OTACTHEHBIMU pa3aenaMu opopmirsttorcss «CIUCOK TUTEPaTyPhD»
u References (mpudt Times New Roman, xernb 9). B crimcke nmutepatypsl T0JDKHO
OpITh He MeHee 20 rmo3unuii. B ciimcke muTepaTyphl TOJDKHO OBITh He MeHee 20 1mo-
sunuid. I3 Hux He meHee 80% MCTOYHUKOB JIOJDKHBI COCTABIISTH PA0OTHI, OITyOIUKO-
BaHHBIE 3a MOCIETHHUE 5 JIET, €CIIM TaKhe UMeIoTcsl. PekoMeHayeTcs, 4ToObl He MeHee
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30% WCTOYHHMKOB, BKJIFOUCHHBIX B OMOIHOrpaUuecKuil CIIUCOK, COCTABISUTH pado-
ThI, OMyOJINKOBAaHHBIC HA aHIIIMHCKOM U APYTMX MHOCTPAHHBIX si3bikax. Hymepanus
Cnucka numepamypsl ¥ CCBUIKH Ha HEE€ B TEKCTE BBIOJHSIIOTCS Oe3 npumeHenus
A6MOMAMUYECKOll pAcCMano6KU CCHLIOK.

CornacHo TpeboBaHMsIM Scopus, pa3aen References momkeH UMeTh Cieqyro-
LIYIO CTPYKTYPY:

— CCHUIKY Ha HcTOUHMKH ((Sources))

— Collected Works (Cobpanus couunenui)
— Individual Works (Hnousudyanvnvie couunenus)

— CCBUIKH Ha CTaThH B Hay4HbIX KypHaiax (Articles from Scientific Journals);

— CCBUIKH Ha CTaThH B cOOpHMKaxX Hay4HbIX TpymoB (Articles from Proceedings
and Collections of Research Papers);

— ccputkd Ha MoHorpaduu (Monographs);

— CCBUIKH Ha auccepTanuu u aropedepats (Thesis and Thesis Abstracts);

— CCBUIKH Ha 3JIeKTpoHHBIe pecypesl (Electronic Resources)

B 6ubmmorpaduueckom onvicannu B pazzgene References 3armaBust crareit u3
KYPHAJIOB U COOPHUKOB OITyCKAIOTCs (TIPY COXpaHEHHH 3arjaBuil cTareil HeoOXoau-
MO BKJIFOYaTh B ONMCAHUE WX MEPEBOJl Ha aHIIIMICKUIL SI3bIK); OPUTHHAIBHBIC Ha3Ba-
HUSl KHIDKHBIX MCTOYHHMKOB (MOHOTpaduu, COOpPHUKH, MaTepHalibl KOH(EpEeHIHi),
W3/IaHHBIX HA KHPHWJUTUIE, JAIOTCS B TPaHCIUTEpAlMH (KypCHBOM) M Ha aHTIIMHCKOM
s3bIKe (B KBaJpaTHBIX CKOOKax); BHIXOJHBIC JaHHbBIE (TOpO/] (U1l KHIKHBIX W3/IaHHN),
ToM (vol.), Homep (no.), ctpanutsl (pp., p.)) MEPEBOIATCS Ha aHTTMUCKHUHA S3bIK. O0s-
3aTeNbHbIC BBIXOJHBIC TAHHBIE: [UIS CTATei M3 JKYpHAJIOB — IO, TOM, HOMEp, CTPaHH-
I0bI; TSI KHYDKHBIX M3/IaHUH — MECTO M3/aHHs, TOJl, KOJIMYECTBO CTpaHHL. MecTo m3-
naHus, BKitoyass Moscow u Saint-Petersburg, muieTcst moJiHOCTBIO.

[TpumensieTcst oHa CUCTEMa TPAHCIUTEPAIMH, KOTOpasi TOCTYIHA TI0 aapecy
http://translit.ru (B packpbiBaromeMcsi crnucke «BapuaHTbl» BBIOMpacM BapHAHT
BGN). [Ipumepst opopmiienust oudbmrorpadguyueckux onucanuii B pasenax «Crnmucok
nutepatyphl» u References pasmemieHbl Ha caiite sxyprama: http://solovyov-
studies.ispu.ru u Ha CTpaHHILIEe KypHaia Ha caiite Uroy:
http://www.ispu.ru/node/6623

B texcrax, HaOpaHHBIX 1amuHuyeli, ICTIONb3yeTCS BapHAHT KaBbIYEK

5. Ogopmnenue ccoinox. CCbUIKM Ha LUTUPYEMYIO JINTEPATYPY TPH UCIIOIb-
30BaHUH NPAMO20 Yumupoganus (ecii IUTaTa MpPEeACTaBIsIeT co0O0M pa3BepHYTOE,
3aKOHYEHHOE BBICKA3bIBAaHHWE C yKa3aHHEM aBTOPa M MCTOYHHKA IMTAThI) OPOPMIIS-
I0TCS B TEKCTE B KBaJpaTHBIX ckoOkax. Hampumep: B pabore «/Inanekrtuka mudar
(1930 r.) A.®. Jloces numer: «Texcm yumamoui» [1, c. 15] (nepBas uudpa o603Ha-
JaeT MOPSAKOBBEIN HOMep B CIIUCKE JINTEpaTyphl, BTOpast — CTPAHUILY LUTHPYEMOTO
UCTOYHMKA). ECIM MCHONB3yIOTCS TIPHEMBI HenpAMOo20 Yumupoeanus WINA 4acmuy-
Hoe yumuposanue (T.e. OTIACIbHBIE CJOBA, CIOBOCOUYETAHHUS, OOOPOTHI pEyH), TO
cchlIKa O(OpMIISIETCsT KaK MOACTPOYHAas (B TEKCTE — BEPXHHM HHIEKCOM; BHH3Y
CTpaHHIBl gaeTcsa OuOmmorpadudeckoe ONMUCaHWE IMUTHPYEMOTO HCTOYHHKA — TIOJ
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CIUIONTHOW YepTOH, OTHeNsroneii ocHOBHOM TekcT, mpudt Times New Roman,
kernb 9). Hanpumep: 'Cwm.: Uromesa T.B. Pannss mupuka A.A. Bioka (1898-1904):
MO3TUKA peMruo3Horo cumBonm3Ma. M.: ['moban Kom, 2013. C. 15-25 [1]. Tak xe,
KaK IOACTPOYHAsl CChUIKA (BEPXHHMM HHAEKCOM), ODOPMIIIOTCS U A8MOPCKUe npu-
Meyanus.

IIpy NOBTOPHOM CCBUIKE B IOCTPAHUYHOM CHOCKE HCIIOJB3YETCS COKpalleH-
HBIA BapHaHT OMOMMOrpadHUECKOro OMMCAHHUS MCTOYHMKA (IOMYyCKaeTcs COKpallle-
HUE JJIMHHBIX Ha3BaHUM MCTOYHHMKOB; OIyCKAalOTCS BBIXOAHBIE NaHHBIC). Ecim mo-
BTOpHAsI CCHUTKA MIET Cpa3y HIDKE CCHUTKHA ¢ OMOMMorpamuecKkuM ONMHMCaHUEM HC-
TOYHHKA, TO UCIIONIb3YyeTCA caeayromas 3anuch: Tam xe. C. ... .

CcbUIKM Ha 3JEKTPOHHBIE PECYPCHI JOIYyCKAIOTCSl TOJBKO IIPU OTCYTCTBHH HX
«OyMa)KHBIX» aHAJIOTOB, C MPaBWILHBIM yKa3aHUEM aJpeca BeO-CTpaHHUIIbI U ATkl 00-
palieHus K HEll.

6. ABTOpBI cTaTel, MyONUKYEeMBIX Ha SI3bIKE OPUTHHANA (AHTIIMACKOM, HEMEII-
KOM, (DpaHIy3CKOM), MOTIOJIHUTENBHO MPENOCTaBIAI0T pedepar craTbu 00BEMOM
4500 3nakoB 6e3 yuera npodernos (700 cIoB) Ha PyCCKOM SI3BIKE.

7. OtnenbHBIM (BaiiioM TpeaoCTaBIsIeTCs ABTOPCKas CIIpaBKa IO CIIEAYIOMIEH
dopme:

— ®HO noJIHOCTEIO;

— ydc€Has CTCIICHb U YYCHOC 3BAHUC,

— JIOJDKHOCTB, Ha3BaHHE KadeaApsl, OTIeNa, CEKTopa U JIp.;

— Ha3BaHUWe opraHu3aIyy (oJHOE) / MecTa paboThL;

— IOYTOBBIM MHIEKC U aApec OpraHu3almy / MecTa padoThl;

— IIOYTOBBIM MHJIEKC U aApecC ISl IEPEITUCKH;

— TenedoH;

— E-mail.

Peoaxyuonnas xonnecua ocmasnsiem 3a cob6oti npago na pedaKxmupoganue cmamel.
IIpu omknoHeHuy Mamepuanros pyKonucu He 6036paujaromcs.

I'nn. penaxrop, npodeccop Muxaun Bukropoud MakcumoB
E-mail: maximov@philosophy.ispu.ru; mvmaximov@yandex.ru
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