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TBOPUYECKOE HACJIEJIUE BJI. COJIOBBEBA KAK EJJUHBIA TEKCT

(o xaure Stahl H. Sophia im Denken Vladimir Solov'evs — eine dsthetische
Rekonstruktion. Munster: Aschendorff Verlag, 2019)
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Paccmampusaemces monocpaghus uzeecmnoeo ¢ I'epmanuu cneyuanucma no ciagucmuke, uc-
cnedosamens 6 obaacmu aumepamypoeedenusi Xenpuru [llmane «Sophia im Denken Viadimir Solov’evs
— eine Asthetische Rekonstruktiony (2019 2.). O6osnauena 2iaenas mema MOHOPAPUU — CIAHOBIEHUE
u seoaroyusi konyenma « Cogpuuy» 6 meopuecmee Bn. Conosvesa. Obpawjaemcs eHuManue Ha opucu-
HAbHOCMb NOCIE008AMENbHO PEAU3yeMOl A8MOPOM MeNCOUCYUNIUHAPOU CIpameull UCCie008aHUs.
CON0BbLEBCKO20 MBOPYECMEA: U IumepamypHele, u cobcmeento guiocopckue pabomor Bi. Conosvesa
AHANUBUPYIOMCSL ABMOPOM MOHOZPADUU C MOYKU 3PEHUsT MUCIUYECKO20 ONbIMA MbICIUMEs, YMo odaem
603MOJICHOCb, NO MHEHUIO A8MOPd, YUmamsy €20 Uuiocopckue pabomol KAk Xy00orcecmeeHHble mek-
cmbl, a 3mu nocieoHue — Kaxk Qurocogdpckue svickazvieanus. [enaemcs 661600, Ymo nodoOHbLL NOOX00
OKA3bIBACTNCA UPE3BLIYAUHO NPOOYKMUBHBIM, NOCKONbKY CKPYNYIE3HOe UCCIe008anue meKkcmd, CGol-
cmeenHoe punonrocuueckoll Hayke, OONOAHAEMcs u obocawaemcs e2o uiocopceKou unmepnpemayuetl.
Ilpeomemom paccmompenusi okazvi8aemcsi u onpeoensieMoe asmopom MOHopaAgUU CMPYKmypHoe
eouncmeo meopuecmea Bin. Conogvesa, npossnsaoujeecs 6 KOMNO3UYUYU U CMUTUCIMUYECKUX 0COOEHHO-
cmsx e2o0 uocoeKoil npossl, pazeopaiUeaemMoll yepe3 NOCMOosIHHble MepHAPHble U OUHAPHbBIE ONNO-
3UYUU U NPOHUBAHHOU XOaucmudeckumu npedcmasienusmu. Ckpynynesnocms monozpacgpuu X. I[lImanw,
OPUSUHATILHOCTb MEMOO0L02UYECKOT CIMPAmMe2uu, 6HUMAMENbHOCIb K CAMbIM PA3IUYHBIM ACHeKMAM
meopuecmea Bn. Conosvesa noszeonsiom paccmampusams npedcmagientyio pabomy 6 Kaiecmse 00HO-
20 U3 CAMBIX APKUX UCCIe008AHULL CON0BbEECKOU hunocopuu, npeonpunsmeix 6 XXI eexe, umo, 6 c6or0
ouepedw, N0360Jsem 20860PUMb O MOM, YMO AKMUBHAS HEMEYKOAZLIYHAS Peyenyusi MEopHecKo20 Hacle-
ous omeuecmeeHHo20 unocoga, weowas Ha npomsicenuu XX 6., npooondicaemes u 6 mekyujem cmo-
Jlemuu U COXpausiem TUoupyroujue no3uyuu 8 3andoHOM CONI08bE60BEOCHUU.

KmoueBsie crnoBa. gunocogusa Bn. Conogvesa, cogpuonoeus, xonusm, mMelcoUCyuniuHapHas
cmpamezust UCCLe008aHUs, HEMEYKOE CON0BbEBOBEOCHUE, HEOKAHMUAHCTNGO
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mailto:vlavitsidorin@gmail.com
mailto:vlavitsidorin@gmail.com

Cuoopun B.B. Teopueckoe nacneoue Bn. Conogvesa kax eOunwlii mexcm ... 161

Henrike Stahl (2019). The main topic of the study — the coming into being and evolution of the concept
of "Sofia" in Solovyov’s heritage — is indicated. Attention is drawn on the originality of the author's
interdisciplinary research strategy on Solovyov's heritage: both Solovyov’s literary and philosophical
works are analyzed by the author from the point of view of the thinker’s mystical experience, which
gives, in the author's opinion, the opportunity to read his philosophic works as fictional texts, and these
latter as philosophical statements. It is concluded that this approach is extremely productive, since the
scrupulous study of the text, which is characteristic of philological science, has been supplemented and
enriched by its philosophical interpretation. Also considered is the structural unity of VI. Solovyov’s
creativity manifested in the composition and stylistic features of his philosophical prose and revealed in
constant ternary and binary oppositions permeated with holistic conceptions. The scrupulousness of H.
Stahl's monograph, the originality of its methodological strategy, and attention to various aspects of V1.
Solovyov’s heritage allow to consider that work as one of the most striking studies of Solovyov’s philos-
ophy undertaken in the 21st century, which in turn allows to conclude that the active German-language
reception of the creative heritage of the domestic philosopher, which went on throughout the 20th cen-
tury, continues in our time, keeping Germany well ahead in Western Solovyov studies.

Key words: VI. Solovyov’s philosophy, Sophiology, holism, interdisciplinary research strate-
gy, German Solovyov Studies, Neo-Kantianism
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Brnagumup ColloBbEB, HECOMHEHHO, camasi U3BECTHAsl B €BPOINEUCKOM KYJIb-
TypHOM MPOCTpaHCTBE (Urypa B UCTOpHUU pycckol (uiocodun. Hanbonpmmii o1-
KJIMK €70 TBOPYECTBO MOJYYHIIO B ['€pMaHMU: HIMEHHO TaM OHO BBI3BAJIO MHOTOJIET-
HUH HHTEpec Kak B hruitocodckux, Tak u B 6orocinosckux kpyrax. C I'epmanueii cBs-
3aH BBIIAIOUIMICS HAyYHO-MCCIIEIOBATENILCKUI MPOEKT B OOJIACTH COJOBHEBOBEIC-
HUSA, 10 CUX MOp HE UMEIONINN aHAJIOTOB Jaxke B Poccuu, — 9-TOMHOE KpUTHUYECKOE
W3JlaHUe COYMHEHWH MbICTHTENs 1Mo penakiueii B. Jlerrenbayaspa, B. [llunkapcko-
ro, JI. Mromnepa u ap. (1954-1980)'. B pamkax 3TOro npoekra He TOJIBKO ObLI BbI-
MIOJIHEH TMEPEeBO/] U 1TaH KOMMEHTapuii OCHOBHBIX TpousBeaeHuil Bi. ComoBreBa, HO
U TMOSIBUJIUCh MOHOTPa(UU 110 TEM WIHM UHBIM acleKkTaM Gpuiaoco(puu 0TeuecTBEHHOTO
MBICJIMTEIIS: COJIOBBEBCKOM (unocoduu mpasa I'. I'sHens, TekcTonoruu «Onpasaa-
Hus 106pa» b. Bembpuca.? AktuBHbIe m3bickanus e JI. Benwtep, T'. Jlam u psg
JIPYTUX CHEHUAIUCTOB 110 UCTOPHU PYCCKOM KyibTypsl.) OkoHuanue npoekta DGA
(Deutsche Gesamtausgabe), cBSI3aHHOE C YXOA0M U3 )KU3HU WJIN BBIXOJOM Ha aKasje-
MHYECKYI0 MEHCHIO IIPEICTABUTENCH ATOr0 MOKOJEHUS HCCIENOBATENEH PYyCCKOMH
¢dmnocodun, npuseno k Hauaay XXI Beka K yMEHBIIEHHIO HHTCHCUBHOCTH HEMeETI-
KOSI3BIYHBIX WTYyAuR unocopuu Bi. ConoBbeBa, 0HAKO peueniust U HccieqoBa-

! Solowjew W. Deutsche Gesamtausgabe der Werke von Wladimir Solowjew / herausg. Von

W. Szylkarski, W. Lettenbauer, L. Miiller, V. Setschkareff, J. Strauch, E. Wedel. Bd. 1-8, Ergénzungsband.
Freiburg. Miinchen, 1953-1980 [1].

2 Géntzel H. Wladimir Solowjows Rechtsphilosophie auf der Grundlage der Sittlichkeit. Frankfurt am
Mein, 1968 [2]; Wembris B. Der Russische Text der ‘Rechtfertigung des Guten’ von Vladimir So-
lov’ev. Tiibingen, 1973 [3].

3 Wenzler L. Die Freiheit und das Bése nach Vladimir Solov’ev. Freiburg. Miinchen, 1978 [4]; Dahm
H. Vladimir Solov’ev und Max Scheler. Ein Beitrag zur Geschichte der Phdnomenologie im Versuch
einer vergleichenden Interpretation. Miinchen, 1971 [5].
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Hus npoaospkanuck [1. Dnenom, JI. benkunsiM, a B HacTodiee Bpems — P. Pemmkoit,
M. AnbTMaiiepoMm, 4TO MO3BOJISIET TOBOPUTh O HOBEHIIIEM MEPUOJE PELETIUN COJIO-
BbEBCKOro Hacnenus B [epmannu.* K 5ToMy HOBelIIeMy neproy OTHOCHTCS B MHO-
rojetTHee MccienoBanue gunocodekoro TBopuectsa Bi. CoioBbeBa, IpeANPHHATOE
npodeccopom Tpupckoro ynuBepcutera XeHpukoi Llltanb, pe3yiapTaTsl KOTOPOTO
OHa TIpejcTaBWiIa B BhImenme B MroHcTepe B 2019 rony ob6bemHoi MoHOTpadun
«Coodust B mpiciin Bi. CooBbeBa: OMBIT 3CTETHUECKONH PEKOHCTPYKLUUM». ABTOp —
W3BECTHBIN B ['epMaHni CriEMANNCT MO CIABUCTUKE, UCCIENI0BATENb B 00JaCTH JIH-
TepaTypOBEACHUs], YbH MHTEPECHl C CaMOI0 Hayaja €€ HayyHOro TBOpYECTBa ObLIM
CBS3aHbl HIMEHHO C PYCCKOU KyJnbpTypoil: 3amumiennas B 2000 r. auccepranus «Pe-
HECCaHC pO3CHKpeiilepcTBa: MHAIMANUs B poManax AHzapes bemoro “CepeOpsHblit
roay6n” u “IlerepOypr™» GblL1a oTMeueHa npemueii Tpupckoro yuuepcuteTa.’ Pyc-
CKMM cuMmBosM3M, peuenius TBopuecTtBa Hukonas Kyszanckoro B Poccuu, coBpe-
MEHHasl POCCHICKas 033Ms, IOJIbCKAasl TUTepaTypa u Guinocodus, METOAOIOTHS JIU-
TEpaTypOBEAYECKUX UCCIIEIOBAHUN, MECTO PYCCKOM KyJIbTYPhl B UHTEIUIEKTYalbHOU
nucTopur EBpombl, KyJIbTypHas KOMIIApaTHBUCTUKA — BOT TEMbI MHOTOJIETHHUX JIUTEpa-
TYPOBEYECKHX, HCTOPHKO-(PHIOCO(PCKHX, Ky bTyposorunueckux mrymauii X. [lrans.® U

4 Haszaposa O. Hoseiimas peuenuus tBopuectsa Bn. ConosbeBa B I'epmanun: Ilerep Dnen // Conopb-
eBckue uccnepoBanus. 2016. Bem. 3 (51). C. 69-82 [6]; Belkin D. Die Rezeption V.S. Solov’evs in
Deutschland. Tiibingen, 2000 [7]; Belkin D. Giste, die bleiben: Vladimir Solov’ev, die Juden und die
Deutschen. Hamburg, 2008 [8]; Reschika R. Leidenschaft und Transzendenz: Wladimir Sergejewitsch
Solowjows Philosophie der Geschlechtsliebe // Reschika R. Rebellen des Geistes. Neustadt an der Orla.
2014. S. 145-198 [9]; Altmaier M. Vergoéttlichung bei Vladimir Solov’év und Lev Tolstoj: Ein Dialog,
der nie gefiihrt wurde. Wiirzburg, 2014 [10].

5> HeCKONBKMMHU TOAMU TIO3/IHEE HA OCHOBE 3alMIIEHHON AUCCepTaluy Oblia OMyOIMKOBaHa U MOHO-
rpadust: Stahl H. Renaissance des Rosenkreuzertums. Initiation in Andrej Belyjs Romanen ,,Serebrjanyj
golub’“ und ,,Peterburg®. Frankfurt/M. et al., 2002 [11].

© VkaseM TOJBKO HeKoTophle paboTsl: Stahl H. Riuber in Worthdhlen. Velimir Chlebnikovs ,,Kuz-
necik* und ,,Das Heupferdchen® Paul Celans // Literarische Avantgarde. Festschrift fiir Rudolf Neuhéu-
ser. Herausgegeben von Horst-Jiirgen Gerigk. Heidelberg, 2001. S. 190-223 [12]; Ein SchuB} in die
,.Spiegelkugel dieser falschen Welt: Postmoderne und Initiation in Viktor Pelevins Roman ,,Capaev i
Pustota“ // Studia Philologica Slavica: Festschrift fiir Gerhard Birkfellner zum 65. Geburtstag. In 2 Teil-
binden, herausgegeben von Bernhard Symanzik, Miinster, 2006, Teilband 2.S. 683-702 [13]; Camomno-
3HaHWE KakK IyTh MOCBSLICHUs: oOpa3 mHTemmrenta B «CepeOpsiHoM ronyoe» Anapes benmoro u
«Bexn» // «Bexu» B KOHTEKCTe pycckoi KynbTypsl / mox pen. A.A. Taxo-T'oau, E.A. Taxo-T'ogu. M.:
Hayxa, 2007. C. 151-162 [14]; Russland versus Europa? Vasilij Trediakovskijs ,,Stichi pochval’nye
Rossii“ // Die Slaven und Europa. Interdisziplindre Studien. Herausgegeben von Gerhard Ressel und
Henrieke Stahl. Frankfurt am Main, 2008. S. 317-343 [15]; Zum Geleit: Die Slaven und Europa —
Kampf oder Dialog der Kulturen? // Die Slaven und Europa. Interdisziplindre Studien. Herausgegeben
von Gerhard Ressel und Henrieke Stahl. Frankfurt am Main, 2008. S. 3—17 [16]; «Eaunoe» Ilnarona —
KopeHb «He nHoro» Kysanckoro? Crarest Asnekcest JloceBa o Tpakrate «De non aliud» // Bonpocs ¢u-
nocodpuu. 2008. Ne 6. C. 106—121 [17]; C. Bynrakos o YUexoBe 1 COBPEMEHHOM KPH3HCE TyXOBHOCTH //
Bectuuk PY/IH. Cepust: @unocodust. 2011. Ne 4. C. 51-70 [18]; BeckoneuHoe B KOHEUHOM: HHTEPIIPE-
tanus ydenus o6 yme Hukonas Kysanckoro y A.®. Jlocesa / TBopuectBo A.®. JloceBa B KOHTEKCTE
OTEYECTBCHHOU U €BpONeHCKON KynbTypHOU Tpaauuuu. K 120-netuto co JHA poxKICHUS U 25-IETHIO CO
ITHS CMEPTH: MaTepHallbl MeXIyHaponHOH HaydHoH koH(pepenmmn XIV «JloceBckne urenmsa». Y. 1 /
noxa pen. A.A. Taxo-T'onu, E.A. Taxo-T'ogu. M., 2013. C. 106-118 [19]; MHoroumnocracHast MOJieJb
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Ha TPOTSHKEHUH BCETO 3TOTO BPEMEHU MX COCTAaBHOM YacTblo OBbLT M HHTEPEC K TBOP-
gyecTBy Bi. ConoBbeBa, HTOrOM 4ero CTajay CTaTbH PasHbIX JIET, HCCIEI0BATENbCKUE
Pe3yIbTaThl KOTOPHIX BO MHOI'OM M BOLIIIM 3aTEM B MPEICTABIAEMYIO padoTy’.
I'maBnas rema monorpadun X. lllTans — craHOBIEHNWE U SBOJIOLMS KOHLIEITA
«Codumn» B TBopuecTBe Bi. ConoBbeBa, HO mpexae Bcero odpamiaer Ha ceOs BHU-
MaHHE OPUIMHAIBHOCTh MOCIIENOBATEIbHO PEATU3YeMOIl aBTOPOM MEKIUCLUIIINHA-
POl CTpaTeruu HCCIENOBaHUSI COJNIOBHEBCKOTO TBOPUYECTBA, OOOCHOBAHMIO KOTOPOH
MOCBSAIICHA MepBas TiaBa MoHorpaduu. M nurepaTypHbie, 1 COOCTBEHHO (uiocod-
ckue pabotsl By, ConoBbeBa UMEIOT OUH U TOT K€ UCTOYHUK — MUCTUYECKUH OIBIT
MBICJIMTENS, KOTOPbI OH caM paccMaTpuBal Kak cozepuanue boxkectBennoir Co-
¢un, 1 3TOT OOLIMI «3HAMEHATENb» JaeT, 10 MHEHHIO aBTOPa, BOZMOXKHOCTH ITPOYH-
TaTh ero Quuocodckre paboThl KaK XyIOKECTBEHHBIE TEKCTHI, & 3TH MOCIEeIHUE —
Kak ¢unocodckne BbICKa3biBaHHUA. [1010OHBIN MOMX0J] OKa3BIBACTCS UPE3BHIUAITHO
MPOAYKTHBHBIM, IOCKOJIBKY CKPYIYJE3HOE HCCIEJOBAHME TEKCTa, CBOHCTBEHHOE
(bUIIOTIOTHYECKOM HAayKe, JOMOJHICTCS M o0oramaeTcst ero Gpuiocockoi HHTepIpe-
tanueid. 1 o6e yacTu — 9TO Ba’KHO — BBICTYIAIOT PAaBHONPABHBIMHU 3JIEMEHTaMH yKa-
3aHHOW CTpaTervH, MO3BOJIAIONICH, HANpPUMEpP, MPOAEMOHCTPUPOBATH, YTO JUPUKA
ConoBbeBa — He MPOCTO «3epKaio» ero Gpuiaocoduu, JIUIIb ICTETUIECKOE BOILIOIIE-
HUe QUI0CO()CKUX KOHIENTOB, 8 MIMEHHO CaMOCTOSITEIbHBIN, OTACIBHBIN IIyTh K TEM
e caMbIM HJIesIM, KOTOPbIE Pa3BOPauyUBAIUCHh MBICIUTEIEM B COOCTBEHHO (puitocod-
CKUX TEKCTaxX: «...JUTepaTypHbie 1 Qriocodckue TeKcThl COoNIOBbEBA CBS3aHbI IPYT
C JAPYrOM JAHAIOTUYECKUM OTHOIICHHEM: OHHM KpY>KaT BOKPYI OJHOTO M TOTO XKe
OIIBITA U €r0 3HAYCHMS, XOTS U, C OJHOW CTOPOHBI, B PA3HBIX MOJyCax MEPEKHBAHUI
U 1IEJIOCTHO-OMOIIMOHAIBHON WMHTYHUIMHU, & C JIPyTOd — B Pa3jIM4YHOM MOHSATUHHOM

noaTnueckoro cyonekrta // CyObekT B HOBEHIEeH PyCCKOS3BIYHON MOI3MU — TEOPHsS M IMPAaKTHKA / IMOJ
pen. X. llrans, E. EBrpamkuna. bepnun: Peter Lang, 2018. C. 35-55 [20].

7 CM., HanpuMep, MCCIIE0BaHNs, TIOCBAIIEHHBIE coduonornn, «Taiine mporpecca» n «TeopeTnuecKom
¢mnocodpum»: Stahl H. Die intertextuelle Metapher: Das Bild der Trinitdt in Vlad. Solov’evs Mérchen
,,Das Geheimnis des Fortschritts* // Metapher, Bild und Figur. Osteuropéische Sprach- und Symbolwel-
ten. Herausgegeben von Bernhard Symanzik, Gerhard Birkfellner, Alfred Sproede. Hamburg, 2003.
S. 171-192 [21]; ,.Erinnert ihr euch an das Bild des schonen Leibes?“: Aspekte der Sophiologie Vladi-
mir Solov’evs // Vladimir Solov’ev und Friedrich Nietzsche: eine deutsch-russische kulturelle Jahrhun-
dertbilanz. Hg. Von Urs Heftrich, Gerhard Ressel. Frankfurt am Main et al., 2003. S. 341-370 [22];
I'Ho3uc nByenuncTBa. Metamopdosa coduonorun Bi. ConoBeeBa y Anzpes benoro // Bnagumup Co-
noBbeB U KynbTypa CepebpsiHoro Beka: K 150-neturo Bi. ConosseBa u 110-neruro A.®. Jlocea / ox
pen. A.A. Taxo-T'omn, E.A. Taxo-I'omu. M.: Hayka, 2005. S. 264-275 [23]; ,,Ein Band des geistigen
und natiirlichen Lebens*: Béhme und Schelling in der Sophiologie Vladimir Solov’evs // Sprache —
Literatur — Kultur: Studien zur slavischen Philologie und Geistesgeschichte. Festschrift fiir Gerhard
Ressel zum 60. Geburtstag. Hg. Thomas Bruns, Henrieke Stahl. Frankfurt am Main, 2005. S. 553-565
[25]; Wer ist Ich? Vladimir Solov’evs ,,Theoretische Philosophie* (ThP): der Versuch einer erkenntnis-
theoretischen Begriindung christlicher Metaphysik // Zwischen den Lebenswelten. Interkulturelle Profile
der Phianomenologie. Herausgegeben von Nikolaj Plotnikov, Meike Siegfried, Jens Bonnemann. (Sy-
neidos. Deutsch-russische Studien zur Philosophie und Ideengeschichte. Herausgegeben von Alexander
Haardt und Nikolaj Plotnikov. Band 3.) Berlin, 2012. S. 37-68 [25]; Auf den ,,gecheimen Pfaden der
Seele”. Vladimir Solov’evs mystische Lyrik // Coincidentia. Zeitschrift fiir Europdische Geistesge-
schichte. Band 6/1, 2015. S. 245-267 [26].
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odopmiieHnr U TpaHchopMalrm». 8 VKOPEHsss METOIONIOTHIO CBOEH paboThl B pyc-
CKOM (opManu3Me, CTPYKTypalu3Me U TepPMEHEBTHKE, aBTOP ONpEAEsIeT €€ Kak
CTPYKTYPHO-T€PMEHEBTUYECKYI0 MHTEPIPETALNIO, TO3BOJISIIOIIYI0O U y4ecTh OOBEK-
THBHBIE XapaKTEPUCTUKHM TEKCTa KakK MpPeaMeTa aHAIUTHYECKOIO HCCIIEAOBaHUs, U
000CHOBATh HHTEPIPETATUBHBIE BOZMOKHOCTH CYObEKTa STOT0 Mpolecca.

VYkazaHHas MEKXIUCLUUIUIMHAPHAS CTPATErus IPUBOIUT aBTOPa K pe3ysbTaTaM,
O3HaKOMJIEHHE C KOTOPBIMU HOCHT, IOMHMO TIPOYETO, U KpaiiHe yBIEKaTeNbHbIN Xa-
paxtep. IIpuBenem moO0ONMBITHBIN TpUMeEp: BO BTOpol rnase («[ eHe3nuc coduanckoi
MUCTHKH y paHHero CoJOBBbEBa») JMUTEpaTypoBeqYeCKHid U (HUIOCOPCKUI aHaIN3
OJIHOTO U3 U3BECTHEUILUX MO3JHUX CTUXOTBOPEHUHN MbICIUTENS «MUIIbI Opyr, Wib
ThI HE BUULIb. ..» IPUBOJUT aBTOpa K PEKOHCTPYKLIUU BbIPAaXKEHHOH 371eCh B IIOITH-
YECKOM CJIOBE TPEXCTYIEHYATON TEOpUH MUCTHYECKOro rno3Hanus ConoBbeBa. Kax-
nast cTpoda CTUXOTBOPEHUS PACKPBIBAET OIMH M3 IIOCIECAOBATENbHBIX 3TAllOB MHU-
CTUYECKOT0 OIbITa — pa3IMu€HUE MUpPA SIBICHUN U UAEH, CO3EpLIaHUE CKPBITOM rap-
MOHHMH U BOCXOXKJEHHE K enquHoMy. [Ipu 3ToM aBTOp mbITaeTcs mokas3aTb, Kak OCO-
OCHHOCTH TOM WM WHON CTPO(BI — KOMIIO3HULIMS, TAPMOHUS TIACHBIX M JHCCOHAHC
COTJIACHBIX, MCIIOJIb30BAaHUE ONpENeICHHBIX (DOHEM (Hampumep, «0») — OTPaKaroT
co00li KOHIENTyanbHOe cojepxkanue npoussenenns.’ «Ilecus oputosy, «V napuist
MOEH eCTbh BBICOKHMI JBOpEL...», «Bcs B na3ypu ceromHs sBUIACk...» B 3TOW HHTEp-
MPEeTalMy TaKKe MPEICTABISIIOT COOOH TPU acHeKTa COJOBHEBCKON KOHLENIUU MU-
CTHUYECKOTO OIBITA: €CIH MEPBOE CTUXOTBOPEHHE KaK Obl BOIUIOIIAET 3EMHYIO HJIEI0
0 JOCTHKEHHH C TMIOMOIIBIO0 MOJIMTBEHHBIX YCHIIMH Unio mystica, a BTOpoe — FTOBOPUT
0 He0OX0AUMOCTH OJIaroaTy, TO B MOCJIECAHEM MPOU3BEIECHUN 3TH 1Ba MOMEHTA CO-
eauHA0OTCA. [IprueM B KaXXIOM M3 TpeX CIIy4aeB KOHILENTYalbHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO
TEKCTa TECHO CBS3aHO, ¢ TOYKHU 3peHust X. IllTane, ¢ ero KOMIO3ULMOHHON CTPYKTY-
POH 1 JIEKCHYECKUMHU OCOOEHHOCTSIMH.

CrpykTypHOE enuHcTBO TBOpuecTBa Bi. ConoBbeBa nposBiIseTCs] B KOMIIO3U-
IIMOHHBIX U CTHJIUCTHYECKUX OCOOCHHOCTSX ero (huiocodCckoii mpo3sl, pa3BopayrBa-
€MOH Yepe3 MOCTOSIHHBIE TepHapHbIe M OMHApHBIE ONIO3UIMH U IPOHU3aHHON XOJIU-
CTHUUYECKHMMHU IpEJICTaBICHUAMU. JInTepaTypoBeIUeCKUil aHaIU3, PeTPUHUMAEMBIN
ABTOPOM, JIOTIOJHSIETCS TIIATEIbHOW HCTOPUKO-PHIOCOPCKON PEKOHCTPYKIIMEH 3BO-
JIIOLKU CO(UOJIOTHYECKUX TpeacTaBicHui (uocoda B «Dumocodckux Havaiax
LETBHOr0 3HaHus, «Utenusx o borouenoBeuectBey», «Poccun u Beenenckoil nepk-
BU» M €T0 TPUHHUTOJIOTHUH, TO OJIM3KOW K paHHEIEPKOBHBIM IPEJCTABICHUSAM, TSTO-
TEIOMIUM K CYOOPJHUIIMOHU3MY, TO CMEIABIIEHCs cHaYala K BOCTOYHOXPHUCTHAH-
CKOMY, a 3aT€M M K 3alaJHOLIEPKOBHOMY MoHMMaHMIO0 Tpounsl. IIpu sToM nocnen-
Huil TBopueckuii atan Bi. ConosbeBa — 1890-e ronpl — paccmatpuaercs X. LlTans
KaK MepruoI HapssKEHHOTO TTepeocMbICIeHus (rtocooM cOOCTBEHHBIX OoJiee paH-
Hux uneil. Tak, B «Taitne nporpecca» (1897 r.) MeiciuTens, 0600mas B popme xy-

8 Cm.: Stahl H. Sophia im Denken Vladimir Solov’evs: eine dsthetische Rekonstruktion. Miinster, 2019.
S. 24 [27].
9 Cm.: Stahl H. Sophia im Denken Vladimir Solov’evs: eine ésthetische Rekonstruktion. S. 89-92.
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JOKECTBEHHOM CKa3KM CBOIO PAHHIOI «CO(MHUOJIOTHYECKYI0 MOJENb Iporpeccay (so-
phiologische Progressionsmodell), Bo MHOTOM TIepecMaTpuBaeT co(HoIOTHYECKUE
aCTeKTHI CBOeH (prutocodckoit MBICTH, 00JIee CKIOHSSACH K ACXaTOJIOTHH.

IIpu anamuze «TaliHbl nporpecca» MexaucUMILIMHApHBIA nmoaxon X. Illrams
BHOBb MPHUBOIUT K JIOOOMBITHBIM COMOCTaBICHUSIM M HaOironeHusM. C ee TOUKH
3peHus1, caMm BbIOOp Bi. ConoBbeBBIM KaHpa OKAa3bIBAE€TCS HE INPUXOTHIO WM CIy-
YaliHOCTBIO, HO KOHIIENTYaJIbHO OOOCHOBaH: CKa3Ka MOPOXIEHA HE MHIUBHIYANb-
HBIM CO3HaHUEM, HO CYTh CBEPXHHIMBUAYAIbHBIN UCTOYHHUK 3HaHUS. TpUHHUTONOTHA
ConoBbeBa, B CBOIO O4EpElb, ONPENEISCT CTPYKTYPY KOMMEHTAPHUsI, COCTOSLIETO U3
Tpex ab3aleB, KJII0YEBOE MECTO B KOTOPBIX 3aHHMAIOT TPU IJIarojia — «3HaThy, «Be-
PHUTBY», «XOTETh» COOTBETCTBEHHO: «KoMMeHTapuii BeneT oT ‘VicTuHHOTO® (MPHHIM-
na CerHa) gepe3 ‘Kpacory’ (mpurnun Hyxa) k ‘/{o0py’ — npunImmmy OTma, KOTOPBIA
paccMaTpHBaeTCs Kak BaKHENIINiA, Hecymuii Ha ceOe aBa apyrux». ' Ilpu sTom co-
noBbeBckas «TaliHa mporpecca» cpaBHHBAETCA, C OAHON CTOpOHEI, ¢ «Buem» I'oro-
JIs, ¢ IPYTOM — CO CpeHeBEKOBOM JiereHnoi o Xpucrtodope. Eciau mocTynok oxot-
HHUKa U3 COJIOBHEBCKOI CKa3KH OCHOBAH Ha TPEX YyBCTBAX — OJaroroBeHHUH, JKaloCcTu
Y CTBIZIC, TO TOTOJICBCKUI X0Ma IEHCTBYET UCXOIs U3 JIFOOOMBITCTBA, ATOMCTHYSCKUX
yCcTpeMJIeHHH W 4yBCTBa cTpaxa. ['oronb dakTuuecku ocyxaaeT u ¢uiocoduto, u
3CTETHKY, U UCKYCCTBO: OH BHJHT B YEJIOBEKE CKIOHHOCTBH KO 31y, KOTOPOH MOXHO
MPOTUBOIIOCTABUTH JIUILL Oe3ycloBHYIO Bepy. Ha aToM KoHTpacTe Touka 3peHus Co-
JIOBhEBAa CTAHOBUTCS OTYETJIMBEE U sicHee, a «TaifHa mporpecca» B MHTEPIPETAIUH
X. HTane npeBpaiaeTcs B MPOU3BEAEHUE, TOJEMUYECKH 3a0CTPEHHOE 110 OTHOLIE-
HUIO K 0TKa3y ['oromns ot punocodckoro no3HaHUs U KPUTHKYIOLIEE IPOTECTAHTCKOE
MHUPOBO33peHHE XOMBI, IIEHTPOM KOTOPOT'O OKa3bIBACTCS MMPUHIUI sola fide.

B ckazanum o Xpucrtodope, BxoasdiieM B nonyisipHednmi B CpeTHEBEKOBbE
kopiyc Legenda Aurea, s3prdHuK PeripeB paboTaeT Ha pedHOl nepenpaBe U OTHICKH-
BaeT OTIIEJIBHMKA, KOTOPBIA Ha BOIPOC O TOM, KAK OH MOXKET MOCIYKUTb XPHCTY,
MOKa3bIBAET MY OMACHBIN OpOJ M MpeJyIaraeT MOMOTaTh JIIOJISIM, TIEPEHOCS UX Yepe3
Hero. W ofHaX/ipl, MEpEHOCs Ha CBOEU CIMHE MaJEHBKOI0 MaJb4HKa, OH BAPYT YyB-
CTBYET HEBEPOATHYIO TSHKECTh. MaJIbuMKOM OKa3bIBaeTCsl XPHUCTOC, HECYIIIUI Ha ce-
0e Bce TaroThl Mupa. [locne ycrenHol mepenpaBbl PerpeB ObUT KpelieH WM IO
nmeneM Xpucrodop. X. llrans obpamaer BHUMaHue Ha TO, YTo CONOBBEB KaK OBl
MEpENHAYNBAET 3Ty CPEIHEBEKOBYIO JIETEHAY Ha CBOM J1aJl, MPOEKTUPYS TEM CaMbIM
HOBBII XpUCTHAHCKUU uzacal. B ero BapuaHTe HET «COBETHHKA», HET JIOJITOI0 OXKHU-
naHus O1arofiaTv, HET HUKAKKUX JIPYTUX TePOeB — OXOTHUK JielicTByeT Oe3 BHEeNTHeH
MOTHBAIIMHU, TOJIBKO B CHIIy CBOMX BHYTPEHHHUX MOOYXAEHHH, YTO MPU3BAHO MOKa-
3aTh, KakK, JEMCTBYs CBOOOJHO, YEJIOBEK YK€ BHYTpH ceOsi caMOro HaXOAWT IOTEH-
U «HIEAIBHOTO XPUCTUAHCTBAY.

Pexonctpynpys sBomonnio unocodekoit meicin Bin. ConoBbeBa, aBTOp MO-
Horpaduu He MOTJIa MPOUTH U MUMO «Tpex pa3roBOpOB» M 3HAYEHHUS STOTO MPOU3-
BeJICHUS B 00IIeM KOHTEeKCTe TBopUecTBa (husmocoda. C 0aHOI CTOPOHBL, 3Ty paboTy,

10 Cm.: Stahl H. Sophia im Denken Vladimir Solov’evs: eine ésthetische Rekonstruktion. S. 285.
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[0 €€ MHEHHIO, HEeJIb3s1 HE BOCIPUHUMATh KaK ONpEAEIeHHYI0 CAaMOKPUTHKY, CBUJIE-
TENbCTBO 00 M3MEHMBLIEMCS! IOHUMAHUU POJIM M 3aad XPUCTUAHCTBA B MHUPOBOM
nponecce. C Apyroll CTOPOHBI, OHAa HACTaMBACT: «TPHUHUTAPHO-XOJIUCTUYECKAS
CTPYKTypa» TeKCTa, ero npoderndeckuii nadoc NOKa3bIBalOT, YTO 3TO MPOU3BEIACHUE
HE SABJSETCS TMOJIHBIM OTPUIIAHWUEM MPEXKHEH COPHOIOTHYECKONW MPOrpaMMBL: PeUb
UJET, 10 €€ MHEHHIO, HE O Pa3phlBe€ C CO(YUOIOrMUECKONl OCHOBOM TBOPYECTBA Kak
TAKOBOW WM MPHU3HAHHUM €€ MPUHIUNUAIBHON HeyAa4ud, HO 00 ouepeqHoil Tpancgop-
Mallui U KOPPEKTHUPOBKE COJIOBBEBCKON. DTO JEMOHCTPUPYETCS U MHBIM TEKCTOM,
HaIlMCaHHBIM TIPEMEPHO B TO ke Bpems, — «Teoperudeckoir dmmocodueii», rme
KJIIOYEBBIM KOHILIETITOM CTAHOBUTCA Y€ Jloroc. DTOT TEKCT OKa3bIBaeTCsl HE Pa3pbl-
BOM C MPEABLIYIIAM STarioM TBOPYECTBA, & HOBOW MOMBITKOH MHBIM CIIOCOOOM BBI-
MOJTHUTH TIPEKHIOK TEOPETHUECKYIO0 MpOorpaMMmy — 0OOCHOBaTh (HIIOCO(HUIO BCee-
JUHCTBA: HOBBIM 3JIEMEHTOM IPU 3TOM BBICTYIAET JIUIIb CIIOCO0 0O0CHOBAHUS.

Crenyer OTMETHTB, YTO YaCTh MOHOTpa(HU MOCBSIICHA — OTYACTH B MOJIEMH-
ke ¢ A.®. JloceBbIM, HACTAMBABIINM Ha OTCYTCTBHH YErO-TM00 OOIIEro MEXIy CO-
JIOBBEBCKOM MBICIIBIO M HEOKAHTUAHCTBOM — BOIIPOCY U HEOKAHTHAHCKUX BIIMSIHUSIX B
TtBOpuecTBe Bi. ConoBbeBa. YkasbiBas, uto A.®D. JloceB dakTHuecku HE y4yeln B CBO-
el KaTeropu4eckoil OleHKEe HEOTHOPOAHOCTh (heHOMEHa HEOKaHTHAHCKOW (uioco-
¢un, X. ltane neiTaercs q0Ka3ath, YTo Mbicib CooBbeBa 0OHAPYKUBAET OJIU30CThH
K «MeTtaduznyeckomy HeokaHTHaHcTBY» Otrto JImOmanna (1840-1912), I'maeona
mukepa (1840—-1912) u ocobenno Moxanneca ®onpkensra (1848—1930), B rinas-
Holi pabote koToporo «OnbIT u MemuieHne» (Erfahrung und Denken, 1886 r.) BbisiB-
nsitoTes napaivienu ¢ «Teopernueckoit gunocopueit» ConosseBa. I Conosre, u
®donbKeNbT UCXOMIAT — B MIPOTUBOBEC ['ereiito — u3 YnucToi opMaIbHOCTH U HEMPO-
JOYKTUBHOCTH MBIIIUICHUS, KOTOPOE CaMO HE CIIOCOOHO K CO3JIaHHMIO0 4ero-imbo, HO
MOJKET JIMIIb IPOBEPSTH COACPKAHUE, TAHHOE MY M3BHE, YTO CTaBUT BONPOC 00 Oc-
HOBaHUSIX JOCTOBEPHOCTH MbIlIIeHUS. [IpocnexuBanue TMHUNA KOHBEPTEHIMH U AU-
BepreHnuu B uiocodckoii paboTe 000MX MBICIUTENEH MO3BOJISIET aBTOPY CIENATh
BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO CKPBITas TMOJIEMHUKA C HEOKAHTHAHCTBOM WIPACT HE IMOCIETHIOIO
poib B Hanucanuu «Teoperndeckoil puiaocodhum» U enaeT 3ToT HEOOIBIION pa3aes
monorpaduu X. llltams ogHuM U3 HamboJee MPOIYKTUBHBIX HCCIECIOBAHUN TEMBI
HEOKaHTHAHCKOTO BIMSHHS B TBopuecTBe Bi. ConoBbeBa B HAaydHOH JHTEpaType.
[Ipu 3TOM HCXOs1 U3 MPOJABUTAEMOTO Ha MPOTSHKEHUN BCETO HCCIICAOBAHUS TE3UCA O
TOM, YTO XyJOKeCTBeHHasi (hopma MpoU3BeNeHH, cTPyKTypa TeKcToB COJOBbEBa,
OTpaXkaeT W BOIUIOMIAET rirybovaiime Qriocopckre WHTYUIIMU €ro TBOPYECTBA M
MO3BOJISIET PAcCMATPHUBATh MOCIEIHEE B KAUYECTBE €AMHOIO TEKCTa, aBTOP TPAKTYeT
COJIOBBEBCKYIO KOHIIETIIIMIO O TPUEANHON AOCTOBEPHOCTH KAaK €I1le OJJHO CBHUJIETEINb-
CTBO TOT0, YTO B IIO3JHUN IEPHOJ CBOEr0 TBOPYECTBA, B 4aCTHOCTH B «Teoperude-
CKOM (punocopum», OH BEICTYIIAET HE C MPUHIUINUAIEHO HOBOM MPOrpaMMOoii, HO TIbI-
TaeTcs 3aHOBO 0O0CHOBATH NPEXKHUE MeTa(pU3MUECKUE YCTAHOBKH.

OOpamaer Ha ceOs BHUMaHHWE W 3aKJIIOYUTENbHAS TJIaBa MCCIIEAOBAHUS, T10-
CBSILIICHHAs: BOMpPOCY 00 oTHomeHnu coduosnornn CoJoBbeBa K MUCTHYECKON Tpa-
IWLWU: HE UMesl HeTIOCPEICTBEHHOTO 00pasua, MucTrka CoJloBbeBa MPECTABISIET U3
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ce0s1 MPUHIMITMAIEHO HOBOE SIBIICHHE, KOTOPOE, OJJHAKO, CONPUKACAACH C MPEXHEH
TpagulUeil, NPUMBIKAET K CaMbIM PA3JIUYHBIM, 3a4aCTYI0 IPOTHUBOIOJIONKHBIM
HaIlpaBJICHUSIM TyXOBHON HCTOPHH — HEOILUIATOHU3MY, THOCTULIU3MY, YUeHHsIM [{no-
Hucus Apeonaruta, EBarpus [lontuiickoro, Makapus Erunerckoro, Cumeona Ho-
Boro borocinosa, muctuke beme u lllemnunra.

Ckpymynesnocts MoHorpaduu X. Illtams, OpUrHHAIBHOCTH METOJOJIOTHYE-
CKOIl CTpaTeruu, BHUMATEIbHOCTh K CaMbIM pa3lIM4YHBIM aclieKTaM TBopdecTBa Bi
CosoBbeBa MO3BOJISIOT, 110 HAlllEMy MHEHHIO, pacCMaTpuBaTh MPEACTABICHHYIO pa-
00Ty B KauecTBE OJJHOTO U3 CAMBIX SIPKUX MCCIIEOBaHUI COIOBbEBCKOH (hrmocodumu,
npeanpuHATeix B XXI Beke, a 3TO, B CBOIO OYepeb, TO3BOJISIET 3aKIOYUTh, YTO aK-
THUBHAsI HEMEIKOSA3bIYHAS PELEMIHs TBOPUYECKOTO HACIEANsI OTEYECTBEHHOTO (HITO-
coda, mexamas Ha MPoTsHKEHUH XX B., MPOJOIDKACTCS U B TEKYIIEM CTOJETHH U CO-
XpaHseT JUAUPYIOLIUE TO3UINH ['epMaHuy B 3a11aJHOM COJIOBHEBOBEACHHH.
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