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B pybpuke «cTopus pycckoit pumocopun» BHUMAHUIO YUTATEIICH TIpeisia-
raroTcCd CTaTbu, KOTOPLIC OGT’CI[I/IHCHLI MMPOCTPAHCTBCHHO-BPCMCHHBIMU pPaMKaMH,
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MMOCKOJIBKY BCE OHH SIBJISIIOTCSI HCCIICIOBAHUSAMH B 00JIaCTH PycCKO# ¢unocodun
koHra XIX — nawanma XX BB. OHaKo ropa3ao OOJBIIYI0 3HAYUMOCTh IS HAC
IIPEJCTABISAIOT IPyrHe acleKThl 3TOr0 €IMHCTBA — METOA0JIOTHYECKHE U TPpooJIe-
MaTH4yeckue. B TaHHOM ciiydae NeHTMOTHBOM Ui pyOpPHKH MOXET CTaTh BBICKA-
3piBaHre M.A. MacnuHa, Ha HJIed KOTOPOTO ONUpaeTcs B cBoel cratbe «IIpodiema
MHTEJJIEKTYaJIbHBIX ABOMHUKOB B COBPEMEHHBIX MCCIIE0BAHUAX 110 UCTOPUH pyC-
ckoit ¢punocodun (Ha mpumepe pycckoro HapogaudectBa» O. MapxeBckmuii (ITpe-
moB): «Pycckas ¢unocopus sBisieTcs MPEIMETHBIM M MPOOJIEMHBIM IOJIEM IS
JMajiora MUPOBO33pEHUI HE TOJIBKO BHYTPH ce0s1, HO U JJIsl BHEIIHUX HaOJoaaTe-
nel, mpeAcTaBUTeNe UHBIX KyJIbTyp» [1]. JJuanoe mupoeosspenuii B JaHHOM CIIy-
yae — KJII0Y K MOHMMaHHUIO MpeIMeTa UCCIEIOBaHMs U CaMOro MCCIe10BaTes,
MO3BOJISIOIINHN BBISIBUTH aKTYaIbHOCTb T€X MPOOJIeM U IUCKYCCUI, KOTOpPbIE 3aTpa-
TUBAIOT aBTOPBI, @ TAK)KE B 3HAUUTEJIBHON CTETIEHU BBICBETIIUTh CTEPEOTHIIBI U aB-
TOCTEPEOTHUITHI [2], Hen30ekKHO COMPOBOXKIAIOIINE OOy HUCTOPHKO-(pumocod-
CKYI0 PEKOHCTPYKIMIO. IMEHHO MOATOMY MPUCYTCTBHE UCCIel0BaTeNed, MpUHa-
JIeKAIIMX K pa3HbIM TPAAULIUAM U KyJIbTypaM, HO IIPU 3TOM COEIMHEHHBIX OOIIUM
IIPEeIMETOM, Ha Halll B3IJISJ, TAKKE€ MOXKET pacCMaTpPUBAThHCS Kak CBO€OOpa3HBIi
JMaJIOr MUPOBO33PEHMH, OTKPBIBAIOLINI HOBBIE TPaHU U MpoOJIEeMHbIe 001acTH
TPaJULIMOHHBIX JJISl HCTOPUU pyccKol punocopun HampasneHuid. B nannom ciy-
Yyae 3THUM HaIlpaBJICHUEM SBISETCS MpobiieMa CeKyJISPHOW PeMruo3HOCTH, 00b-
€MHSIOIIAs B OJHOM MPOOJIEMHOM MOJI€ TaKUX (PyHIaMEHTAJIbHBIX MBICIUTEIEH,
kak JI. Toncroii, Bsu. IBanoB, A. bemnrblii u A. BBeaeHckuii.

B cratre U.U. EBanamnueBa u H.FO. MareeBoii (Cankt-IleTepOypr)
«IIpuHuyn «Henporusienus 3y Hacunuem» JI.H. ToncToro B KOHTEKCTE pyCcCKOU
penuruno3Hoi ¢punocopun konna XIX — nayana XX Beka» 000CHOBBIBAETCS Mpa-
BOMEPHOCTh U Jja’ke HEU30€KHOCTh UMEHHO PEIMTHO3HOT0 MOHUMaHUs NPUHIINIIA
HENPOTHUBJICHUS 311y B O3AHUX padoTax ToncToro, 4To no3BossieT, 10 MHEHHUIO UC-
ciefoBaTelnel, BIBECTH yueHue ToJICTOro Ha ypoBeHb IITyOOKOro U 1IeJIbHOTO pe-
JIUTUO3HOTO YUEHHUS.

MHoroypoBHEBbII aHalTU3 HEOOIbIIOro NpousBeneHus Bsu. MBanoBa, npen-
npuHsAThIN B cTathe @. Koppano-Kazanckoii (bopno) «CobopHOCTh U TyMaHU3M:
KyJnbTypdunocopckuit ananus scce Bsu. ViBanosa “Jlernon u cobopHoOCTs », AaeT
BO3MO>XHOCTh aBTOPY MaHU(ECTHUPOBATh CMBICIIbI, KOTOPbIE B CBEPHYTOM, IIOPOM
JATEHTHOM COCTOSIHMM, COZEP>KaTCs B TEKCTe. B pesynbrare TEKCTOIOTHYECKOTO
ananmza @. Koppano-KazaHckasi mpuBoIUT HaC K TAKOMY MOHUMaHUIO COOOpPHO-
CTH, KOTOPOE MOKET OBITh YXBau€HO HE B KOHTEKCTE MarkuCTPaIbHOM JIJIsl PyCCKO
MBICIIM  XOMSIKOBCKOM TpajMLIUM, a Tpaauluu, uaymed ot ¢uiocodpuu
bn. AsrycTtusa.

B craree A. llImutt (Tpup) «KoHuenuus «camoco3Haromen Ayum» AHapes
benoro: k cuHTe3y panHel peuenunn Kanra ¢ ydeHHMEM U D30TEpUUYECKON ITPAKTH-
kol llrTaitHepa» mocTaBieHa OCTpOaKTyajbHas MpobiieMa BBISIBICHUS U aHAJINM3a
UEHHBIX OCHOBaHHMH TEKCTOB, COCTAaBIIAIONIMX KOPIYC pycckoil duiocodcekoit
Mmbiciu. Ha npumepe «Mctopun camoco3Haromieit aymm» A. benoro yoeaurenbHo
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J€MOHCTPHUpYETCS HEOOXOTUMOCTh PACCMOTPEHHUSI KaK COOCTBEHHOTO (uiocod-
ckoro (kputuueckoi ¢unocopun Kanrta), Tak u BHepUI0COPCKOrOo KOHTEKCTa
(330Tepuueckoit MmenuTaTuBHOM NpakTuku llTaiiHepa), yTo B UTOre U MO3BOJISET
COJIepKATEIBbHO OMPEIETUTh CYIIIHOCTHBIE 0COOEHHOCTH TEOPUU CaMOCO3HAIOLIEH
TyTIH.

3aBepaet pyopuky uccienosanue I1.A. Bragumuposa (Caparos) «K nucro-
KaM (QOpMHpPOBaHUS PYCCKOIO HEOKAaHTHMAHCTBA: METOAOJIOIMYECKHE OCHOBAHUS
¢mnocopun A.M1. BBeaeHCKOro», B KOTOPOil Tak Ha3bIBaeMasl «kKpUTHUYECKasi METO-
JIOJIOTHUS» MBICIIUTEINS PACCMATPUBAETCS HE TOJIBKO B KOHTEKCTE PYyCCKOr0 HEOKaH-
THAHCTBA, HO U B KOHTEKCTE PEJIMTMO3HBIX UCKAaHUM pycckoil ¢pmiiocopuu Ha py-
6exxe XIX—XX BekoB, NOCKOJIBKY pacrioyiarajia UHCTpyMEHTapueM i pelieHus
po0JIeMbl MO3HAHUS HPPALIMOHAIBHBIX (PEHOMEHOB.

Cnucok nutepatypsbl

[11 Macaun M.A. Pycckas ¢punocodus kak Auajaor MUpoBo33peHuii // Bompock! dhunocoduu.
2013. Ne 1. C. 43—48.

[2] Kupabaes H.C. ®unocodpus B KOHTEKCTEe KIACCHYECKOH apabo-MyCyIbMaHCKOU KYIIb-
TYPHI: K BOITPOCY 00 OCHOBHBIX MOHATHAX U KaTeropusax // Bectuuk Poccuiickoro yHuBep-
cutera ApyKObl HapooB. Cepust: Gunocodus. 2012. Ne 4. C. 111.

In the section “History of Russian Philosophy”, readers are offered articles that
are united by a spatio-temporal framework, since all of them are studies in the field
of Russian philosophy of the late XIX — early XX centuries. However, some other
aspects of this unity, methodological and problematic, are of much greater
significance to us. In this case, the keynote for the section may be the statement of
M.A. Maslin, whose ideas are based on in the article “Problem of intellectual
doubles in contemporary research of Russian history of philosophy (an example of
Russian Narodism)” O. Marchevsky (Presov): “Russian philosophy is a subject
and problem field for a dialogue of worldviews not only within itself, but and for
external observers, representatives of other cultures.” [1]. The dialogue of
worldviews in this context is the key to understanding the subject of the research
and the researcher himself, it allows to identify the relevance of those problems and
discussions that authors touch upon, and to a large extent clarify, stereotypes and
auto-stereotypes that inevitably accompany any historical and philosophical
reconstruction. That is why the participation of researchers of different traditions
and cultures, but at the same time united by a common subject, in our opinion, can
also be considered as a kind of dialogue of worldviews, opening up new facets and
problem areas of traditional directions for the history of Russian philosophy. In this
case, this direction is the problem of secular religiosity, uniting in one problem field
such fundamental thinkers as L. Tolstoy, Vyach. Ivanov, A. Bely and
A. Vvedensky.

The article of LI. Evlampiev and L.Yu. Matveeva (St. Petersburg)
“L.N. Tolstoy’s principle of “non-resistance to evil by violence” in the context of
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Russian religious philosophy of the late XIX — early XX century” substantiates
the legitimacy and even inevitability of a religious understanding of the principle
of non-resistance to evil in the late works of L. Tolstoy. This allows, according to
the researchers, to bring Tolstoy’s teaching to the level of deep and integral
religious teaching.

Multilevel analysis of Vyach. Ivanov’s small work, undertaken in the article
by F. Corrado-Kazanski (Bordeaux), “Sobornost’ and Humanism: cultural
philosophical analysis of Vyach. Ivanov's essay “Legion and Sobornost’” gives the
author the opportunity to manifest the meanings that are in the scaled down,
sometimes latent state, contained in the text. As a result of the textual analysis,
F. Korrado-Kazanskaya leads us to such understanding of sobornost’, which can be
grasped not in the context of A. Khomyakov tradition, which is main for Russian
thought, but in the tradition coming from St. Augustine.

The article by A. Schmitt (Trier) “The concept of Andrei Bely's “self-
conscious soul”: to the synthesis of Kant’s early reception with the teachings and
esoteric practice of Steiner” poses an urgent problem of identification and analysis
of the ideological foundations of the texts that make up the corpus of Russian
philosophical thought. The example of A. Bely’s “History of the self-conscious
Soul” clearly demonstrates the need to consider both his own philosophical (critical
philosophy of Kant) and the extra-philosophical context (Steiner’s esoteric
meditative practice), which eventually allows to determine the essential features of
the theory of the self-conscious soul.

The section is completed by the study of P.A. Vladimirov (Saratov) “To the
origins of the formation of Russian neo-Kantianism: methodological grounds of
A.l. Vvedensky, where the so-called “critical methodology” of the thinker is
considered not only in the context of Russian neo-Kantianism, but also in the
context of the religious searching of Russian philosophy at the turn of the
XIX—XX centuries, since it had the tool to solve the problem of cognition of
irrational phenomena.
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