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The publication of the collection of scientific articles devoted to Niko-
lay Konstantinovich Mikhaylovsky (1842—1904), written by a large team
of 17 scientific centres of Moscow, St. Petersburg, Voronezh, Saratov, Tambov,
Taganrog, Krasnoyarsk, Surgut and Barnaul is a significant event for the scienti-
fic community and all readers interested in the problems of social development.
The significance of the collection chiefly lies in the fact that the personality of
the man who dedicated his life to finding ways to a just social system is memo-
rable, and it has become the subject of significant scientific attention. It is studied
by historians, sociologists, political scientists and philosophers. The consider-
ation of the life and work of the outstanding thinker and public figure through
the prism of interdisciplinary approaches results not only in verifying the factual
material and expanding the source base, but also in methodological synthesis,
in identifying the points of interaction of scientists in posing and solving
the most complicated and apparently unsolvable issue of the ideal model of na-
tional development.

Reflections and search for social justice were the ethical, psychological
and intellectual necessity for Mikhaylovsky. He had a complicated and con-
tradictory life; he was ambiguously perceived by his contemporaries and de-
scendants, including the scientists, who studied his activity and participation
in the social movement. However, he was recognized as an influential thinker
and prominent figure. At his funeral in 1904, N.A. Berdyaev expressed his atti-
tude to Mikhaylovsky in the following way: “Our opponent, friend and father”.
The collection of the articles dedicated to Mikhaylovsky and published under
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the editorship of G.N. Mokshin is thematically divided into three sets of issues,
covering the consideration of the thinker’s life, the analysis of his worldview
and his role in the social movement. The collection is prefaced with an informa-
tive and profound historiographical introduction by G.N. Mokshin who clear-
ly identified both the main research areas in the study of Mikhaylovsky,
and the debatable problems. Summarizing the achievements of historical sci-
ence, the researcher focused on several important “discoveries” of the Populism
studies: Mikhaylovsky’s “reformism”, his role as a “spokesman for the intel-
ligentsia’s self-awareness™, a representative of “liberal socialism” (p. 8).
G.N. Mokshin rightly connects “overcoming the mythologemes of the Soviet
era” with studying Mikhaylovsky’s legacy. “Over the last quarter of a centu-
ry, about twenty theses, eight monographs and training manuals and more than
170 scientific articles have been devoted to Mikhaylovsky. There have been
reprinted his most important philosophical, sociological, literary and publicist
works,” as Mokshin notes (p. 8). It is the populist’s modern bibliography pre-
sented and systematized by G.N. Mokshin which is of particular value in
the collection.

The first section of the collection begins with the generalizing arti-
cle by V.V. Blokhin, in which the thinker’s biography, socio-political activities,
and the basis of sociological system are considered. The author is convinced
that, on the one hand, Mikhaylovsky “was one of the talented creators of
the revolution in Russia, its ideological inspirer, and, on the other hand, a pro-
phet of its destructive trends” (p. 45). It is the issue of love and friendship and
their role in the life of the active participants in the social process raised in
the collection which appears to be new. This problem is considered in the collec-
tion on the example of the thinker’s destiny and provides rich material for study-
ing his character and understanding of the motivation of the actions as well as
the nature of his popularity. It is the article by V.V. Blokhin and O.A. Mylevsky
on the populist’s personal life, his relationship with the writer E.P. Letkova,
his wife, and children which provides the missing data concerning the populist’s
life. The researchers state that “Mikhaylovsky’s personal life, its dramatic and
happy moments is the price which he paid for his public activities (p. 78).

Thematically related to the previous article is G.N. Mokshin’s essay on
the populist’s friendship with S.N. Krivenko. The author traces the features of
this friendship — from the ideological union and joint activities to the funda-
mental differences in the strategy and tactics which emerged in the work of
the editorial board of “Russkoye Bogatstvo” (Russian Wealth). In his article
G.N. Mokshin showed the acuteness of the ideological differences between
the “populists who upheld the principle “everything for the people and through
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the people” and the politicized faction “Russkoye Bogatstvo” (Russian Wealth)
headed by Mikhaylovsky (p. 60). The historical “caliber” of N.K. Mikhaylovsky’s
personality and his significance for the Russian society are vividly shown in
P.I. Talerov’s article, who collected unique information both on the farewell of
the capital’s residents with their idol, and the history of the memorial creation
at the “Literators’ Gangway” of the Volkovo Cemetery in St. Petersburg
(pp- 80—88).

The above-mentioned articles clearly reveal the peculiarity of the current
historiographical situation: N.K. Mikhaylovsky has already become the subject
of the large-scale historical and psychological research. For modern historians,
he is of interest as a living and unique personality, which reflected the emotional
intentions of the time. The thinker’s idea of the priority of an individual as
the goal and means of the progress, which he resolutely defended throughout
his life, paradoxically returned to him in the growing interest in his creative
thought and complicated life.

The second thematic section of the collection is devoted to the conside-
ration of the thinker’s worldview as well as his socio-political views. The ar-
ticle by V.V. Zverev emphasizes the affinity of the thinker’s views to those of
A.L. Herzen and N.G. Chernyshevsky. There is also noted that “Mikhaylovsky’s
socialist ideal was the continuation of Herzen and Chernyshevsky’s ideas”
(pp. 88—112). Simultaneously, the author urges not to exaggerate the influence
P.J. Proudhon’s ideas on Mikhaylovsky’s views. V.V. Zverev’s approach rather
testifies to the complexity and diversity of the sources of the thinker’s doctrine
formation.

In the scientific discourse of the contemporary Populism studies, it is
the populist’s sociological views which occupy an important place. The mate-
rials of the collection deepen our understanding of the complex composition of
the most important ideological and social trends, including the socialist one;
of the depth of disagreements, the diversity of ideas and ambiguity of concepts,
as well as the approaches and conclusions. In the article by R.A. Arslanov and
V.V. Zverev, there was conducted a comparative analysis of the formulas of
progress of P.L.. Lavrov and N.K. Mikhaylovsky. Lavrov belonged to the “revo-
lutionary populists”, whereas Mikhaylovsky — to the populists — reformists. One
cannot but agree with the researchers’ opinion that the populists were united by
the ‘justification of the subjective factor” that permeated its entire socio-political
programme (p. 145). The content of the above-mentioned article is close to that
of the essay by the philosopher A.I. Yudin, who focused his attention on the pop-
ulist’s criticism of Marxism and organicism, and he convincingly showed that
Marxism was critically rethought by Mikhaylovsky from the standpoint of both
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anthropologism and humanism (p. 117). The merit of modern researchers is that
they drew attention to the rational kernel of criticism of Marxism, previously
ignored by the Soviet historiography. The non-Marxist socialists in the person of
Mikhaylovsky, Lavrov, Chernov, Peshekhonov and others considered Marxism
as a doctrine in which man is doomed to be the means, the instrument of imper-
sonal forces, rather than the goal of development. They saw a theory devoid of
ethical foundations.

In general, today it is safe to say that Mikhaylovsky’s sociological sys-
tem has been thoroughly studied by modern scientists, both historians and phi-
losophers. Nikolay Mikhaylovsky’s socio-political views became the subject
of consideration by Yu.A. Zelenin (pp. 148—156), O.N. Kvasov (pp. 169—180),
S.N. Kastornov (pp. 180—197). In many respects, the researchers’ assessments
continue the key historiographical trends. Meanwhile, probably for the first
time, O.N. Kvasov associated “the emergence of extremism of terrorist type in
the country” (with the populist’s indirect influence (p. 178). Given Mikhay-
lovsky’s close connection with “Narodnaya Volya”, one cannot but agree with
such a conclusion. The article by E.K. Prokudina and A.A. Shirinyants deals with
Mikhalovsky’s place in the political culture of the post-reform intelligentsia;
the article seems to be innovative and somewhat unexpected. On the whole,
while agreeing with the authors’ thesis of Nikolay Mikhaylovsky’s “political
realism”, nevertheless, in our opinion, it is difficult to attribute to the political
culture the philosophical concept of “two truths”, which became the basis for
substantiating Mikhaylovsky’s subjectivism (pp. 161—-162).

The third section of the collection includes two interesting articles by
0.V. Konovalova and O.L. Protasova on the genetic relation of the thinker’s
legacy with neo-Populism (pp. 243—258). This trend seems to be very promi-
sing today, as it makes it possible to fully trace the evolution of the Populism
doctrine, its modification, its filling with a broad democratic content. In this
regard, one can agree with the G.N. Mokshin and V.V. Nazarov’s conclusions
that in the 1880—1890s, Mikhaylovsky tried not to confine himself to the narrow
framework of just one ideology; he became a “leader outside the framework”
and expressed the interests of all the democratic forces of the country (p. 241).
T.V. Tsymrina focused her research interest on the discussion on Mikhaylovsky’s
role in “Narodnaya Volya” which has been going on for many years. Among
historians there is still no unity of opinion as to whether he can be regarded
as the ideologist of “Narodnaya Volya”. For the author of the article, it is
the thinker’s affinity to the ideals of “Narodnaya Volya” as well as the ground-
lessness of his attribution to the party members, “and all the more to the inspirers
of “Narodnaya Volya” which are obvious (p. 230). In this section, there
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is M.D. Karpachev’s conceptual article, which emphasizes the sober realism
of Mikhaylovsky’s political assessments and identifies his worldview as the re-
formist one. “...Mikhaylovsky was not a revolutionary. But he was a supporter of
very radical transformations, preferably within the framework of the legitimacy
of that time”, notes M.D. Karpachev (p. 205).

An important feature of the collection is the choice of the consideration an-
gle of N.K. Mikhaylovsky’s personality, his followers, partners and opponents,
the diversity of the ideological field, the peculiarities of literary creativity and
struggle, political life and political culture of the second half of the 19" — early
20" century.

On the whole, the publication of the collection of the articles, written by
recognized researchers — Populism scholars, is a significant historiographical
event. One can assert that today there is a multifaceted, multidimensional, in-
ternally contradictory image of the leader of Russian democracy of the second
half of the 19" century, which at the same time is free from ideological bias.
The accumulation and comprehension of historiographical facts in studying
the thinker’s life is now proceeding in a positive way, and the publication of
the collection is the proof of this. Nevertheless, life itself gives us a lot of fod-
der for further research and exploration. It would be fruitful to consider and ana-
lyse Mikhaylovsky’s conservative views, the criticism of the thinker by L. Tolstoy,
as well as by the representatives of the symbolist aesthetics of the 1890s. Modern
researchers cannot avoid considering the problems of the “sociology of ideas”,
the problems of interaction between the democratic-populist picture of the world
and national peculiarity. Henceforth, N.K. Mikhaylovsky’s activity should be
also considered within the framework of the interaction between the populist
and liberal-democratic discourse. His literary and critical legacy holds a lot of
unexplored issues.
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Wznanune cOopHuka HayuHbIX ctareil o Hukonae KoncrantunoBuue Mu-
xaitmoBckoMm (1842—1904), HanmuCaHHBIX MPEICTABUTEIBHBIM KOJUIEKTHBOM
17 yudenbix Hay4HbIX 1eHTpoB Mockssl, [lerepOypra, Boponexa, Caparona,
Tamb6oBa, Taranpora, Kpacuosipcka, Cypryra u bapHayna, siBnsieTcst 3HaMeHa-
TEIbHBIM COOBITHEM JJIsl HAyYHOW OOIECTBEHHOCTH M BCEX YMTATesel, uHTe-
pecytomuxcs mpodiemMamMu oO0IECTBEHHOTO pa3BUTHUsL. 3HaUYeHHE COOPHUKA BH-
JUTCA, MPEXKIE BCEro, B TOM, YTO JUYHOCTh YEJIOBEKA, OCBATUBILETO JKU3Hb
MOMCKaM MyTeH K CIPaBEIJIMBOMY COLUMAIBHOMY YCTPOMCTBY, OKa3ajaach He3a-
OBITOI ¥ CTasla MPEeAMETOM IIUPOKOTO HAy4YHOTO BHUMaHUs. Ee u3ydaror ucro-
PHUKH, COLUOJIOTH, TIOJUTOJIOTH U (uitocodsl. PaccMoTpeHue )KU3HH U ACSITEIh-
HOCTH BBIJIAIOIIETOCS MBICIUTENS U OOMIECTBEHHOTO JIEATENSI CKBO3b MPU3MY
MEXTUCIUTUTHHAPHBIX TIOJXOJ0B JIAeT HE TOJBKO IPPEKT MEPEeKPEeCTHOM Mpo-
BEpKH (haKTUUYECKOTO MaTepraja U pacuIMpeHus HCTOYHUKOBOM 6a3bl, HO U Me-
TOIOJOTUYECKOTO CHHTE3a, BBISIBIEHUS TOUYEK B3AUMOICHCTBUS YUEHBIX HA ITyTH
MOCTAaHOBKH U PELICHHUSI CIOKHEHIIIETO U, BUIUMO, HEPA3PELUIUMOT0 BOmpoca 00
MJICAJIBHOM MOJIENIN HALIMOHAIBHOTO Pa3BUTHA.

Pa3MpInieHnss 1 MOUCKH COLIMANBHOM CIpaBeIMBOCTU ObuTH anst Mu-
XaMJIOBCKOTO ITHYECKOH, TICHXOJIOTHYECKON M WHTEIUICKTYaIbHOW HEO0OXOIu-
MOCTbIO. OH MPOXKUJ CIIOKHYIO U TMOJIHYIO MPOTUBOPEUHUM KU3Hb, €T0 HEOJ-
HO3HAYHO BOCHPUHUMAJIA COBPEMEHHHUKHU U IMOTOMKH, B TOM YHCJIE U YUYEHBIE,
M3y4YaBIlIME €r0 TBOPUECTBO U MPAKTUYECKOE yyacThe B OOIIECTBEHHOM JIBH-
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YKEHUH, HO €My HE OTKa3bIBAJI B IPU3HAHUH BIUATEIHHOCTU KaK MBICIUTENS U
3HaKoOBOCTH ero umeHu. [Ipomasce ¢ Muxainosckum B 1904 1., H.A. bepasie
CBOE OTHOUICHHE K HEMY BBIPa3WJI CIEIYIOIIUMHU cioBamu: «Ham npoTuBHUK,
JpYyT U OTEL).

[TocBsimennplii MuxaityioBckoMy COOpPHHK CTaTeH, BBIMICAIITUN O pe-
nakuuei ["H. MokmurHa, TeMaTu4ecKu paszienieH Ha TP TPyHIbI IpolieM, 0X-
BaTBIBAIOIUX PACCMOTPEHHUE )KM3HEHHOTO MyTH MBICIHUTENS, aHAJIU3 €r0 MUPO-
BO33PEHUS U €r0 poJib B 00IIECTBEHHOM JBIKeHHH. COOPHUKY NpennociaHo
nH(bOpPMaTUBHOE U TIIyOOKOE HCTOpuorpaguueckoe BBEACHHE, IPUHAICKAIIICE
nepy I"H. Moxkmmuna, eMko 0003Ha4MBIIIEe KAK OCHOBHBIEC HCCIIEI0BATEILCKUE
JUHUM B U3y4eHUH MUXalIOBCKOro, TaK U JUCKYCCHOHHBIE mpobiembl. O600-
I1ast JOCTH)KEHUSI HICTOPUYECKOM HAyKH, HCCIIe0BaTeNb C(hOKYCHPOBa BHUMA-
HUE Ha HECKOJIbKUX BAYKHBIX «OTKPBITHIX» HAPOJHUKOBEACHHUS: «pePOPMHU3IMEN
MuxaiisI0BCKOTo, €ro poJiM Kak «BbIPA3UTEINSI CAMOCO3HAHUSI UHTEJUIUTEHIIUNY,
MpeacTaBuTeNs «udepanbHoro conuanusma (C. 8).

["H. MoOKIIMH CIIpaBeJIBO CBS3BIBACT «IIPEOA0JICHUE MU(OIOreM COBET-
CKOW 3MOXM» C Pa3BUTHEM COBPEMEHHOIO MUXaWJIOBCKOBEACHHUSA. «3a MOCIe-
HIOIO YETBEPTh BeKa HEMOCPEACTBEHHO MUXaiI0BCKOMY OBLIO MOCBSIIIEHO OKO-
JI0 IBA/IIIATH TUCCEPTAIMid, BOCEMb MOHOTpaduil U Yy4eOHBIX IMOCOOMI 1 Oosee
170 nayunbix crareil. Ilepensnansl ero Baxkneimue ¢uiocodckue, ConuoiIo-
TUYECKHUE, JTUTepaTypOBEIUECKUE U MYONUIIUCTHUECKHE TPYAbD, — OTMEYaeT
HaponuukoBen (C. 8). OcoOyro 1EHHOCTh B MPEICTaBICHHOM COOPHUKE MMEET
BBISIBJICHHAs U cucTeMmatusupoBanHas [ H. MoxkmunbiM coBpemenHas 0ubnmo-
rpadusi HApOJHUKA.

ITepBoIit paznen cOopHHKA OTKPHIT oOoOmaromel crarbeit B.B. bioxu-
Ha, B KOTOPOH pacCMOTPEHBI KaK BeXH OMOTrpauu MBICIUTENS, €r0 OOIECTBEeH-
HO-TIOJIMTUYECKOHN JIeATEIbHOCTH, TAK U OCHOBBI €TI0 COLIMOJIOTMYECKOM CUCTe-
mbl. [To yOexxaeHnto aBTopa, ¢ OHOM CTOPOHBI, MUXaTOBCKHMA «OBLIT OTHIM U3
TaJAHTIUBBIX TBOPLOB peBooLUU B Poccun, ee u1eiHbIM BIJOXHOBUTENEM, a C
JPyToil — MPOPOKOM €€ JeCTPYKTUBHBIX TeHAeHuui» (C. 45).

Hosoii mpencraBnsercs mogHsATass B COOPHUKE TeMa O JII00BU U JIPYx)Oe
UX POJIM B KU3HU aKTUBHBIX YYAaCTHUKOB OOIECTBEHHOI'O Mpoliecca. JTa mpo-
Onemaruka paccMOTpeHa B COOpPHHMKE Ha MpUMepe CyAbObl MBICIUTENS U JAeT
Oorarblil MaTepual Ui U3y4eHHsI €ro XapaKkTepa U IOHUMaHusl MOTHUBALIUU I10-
CTYIIKOB, IPUPOJIbI €70 MOMYISPHOCTH.

Henocraronue «IITpuxu K NOPTPETY» HAPOJAHUKA BOCIOJHSIET CTaThs
B.B. bioxuna u O.A. MujieBcKoro o JMYHOM KU3HU TEOPETHKA HAPOJHUYECTBA,
€ro B3aMMOOTHOIIICHUIX ¢ nucarenpHuiieii E.I1. JIeTkoBoii, xxeHoit, neTbMu. Hc-
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CJIe/I0BaTENIM KOHCTATUPYIOT, UTO «JIMYHAs dKU3Hb MUXalIOBCKOIO, €€ ApaMaru-
YEeCKUE M CUACTIIMBBIE MTHOBEHbSI — MEpa TOM LIEHbI, KOTOpas OblIa 3aIulayeHa
UM 32 00I1IeCTBEeHHYIO JesaTeabHoCThY (C. 78).

TeMaTUUeCKH IEPEKIMKAECTCS C NPEAIIECTBYIOIIEH CTAaTbed OYepK
I"H. MokmuHa 06 ucropuu apyx0sr Hapognuka ¢ C.H. Kpuenko. ABTop
MPOCIEKHUBACT «IPAMaTypIrUuio» 3TOU JAPYXKObI, MPOLIENIIeH TPYAHbIH MyTh OT
UJEHHOTO COK3a U COBMECTHOM AEATENBHOCTH K MPUHLIUITMAIBHBIM PACXOXKIe-
HUSIM B CTpATeTUU U TaKTUKe, 0003HAUMBIIUXCS B pabote penakuuu «Pycckoro
OorarctBay. B cBoeii crarbe I.H. MoKInH 1okaszas oCTphIid XapaKkTep UACHHBIX
PACXOXKJIEHUN MEXTY «HAPOJHUKAMH-KYJIBTYPHUKAMW», OTCTAaUBABILIUMU IIPUH-
LU «BCE JJISl HApOJa U MOCPEACTBOM HAPOJa» U MOJIUTU3UPOBAHHON (ppaKiueit
«Pycckoro 6orarctay. [Tocnennroro Bosrmasisit Muxaitnosckuii (C. 60).

Ucropuueckas «macmradbHocTh» audHocTH H.K. MuxainoBckoro u ero
3Ha4YEHUE JJIS1 POCCUICKOTO0 o0IecTBa penbeHo nmokaszansl B ctarse [1.U. Tane-
pOBa, COOPABILIETO YHUKAIbHBIC CBUAETEILCTBA O IPOLIAHUH KUTEJIEH CTOIUIIBI
CO CBOMM KyMHPOM U 00 MCTOPUH CO3JaHMs MeMopHaia Ha «JIuTepaTopckux
MocTKax» BonkoBa kimanouia ceBeproi cronuiibl (C. 80—88).

B cTarbsx, npeacTaBICHHBIX B PELEH3UPYEMOM COOPHHUKE, PaCKPbIBACTCS
cBOeoOpasme cIoKuBIICHCs uctopuorpaduueckoit cutyanun: H.K. Muxaiinos-
CKHUH CTaJl y’Ke MPEAMETOM MACIITAOHBIX HCTOPUKO-TICUXOJIOTHUECKUX HUCCIEI0-
BaHUl. COBPEMEHHOMY MCTOPUKY OH MHTEPECEH B KaUE€CTBE KUBOM U HEMOBTO-
pUMOI MHAMBUAYATBHOCTH, B KOTOPOH, KaKk B (DOKyCe, OTpa3HIIUCh JTyIICBHBIE
MHTEHLUHUHA BPEMEHHU. 3aBET MBICIUTENS O MPUOPUTETE JIMYHOCTU KaK LI U
CpeACTBE Iporpecca, KOTOPbIH OH yOeKICHHO OTCTanBajl Ha BCEM MPOTSIKEHUU
CBOEH KU3HU, NapaoKCaIbHBIM 00pa30M BEepHYJICS K HEMY CaMOMY B BO3pacTa-
IOII[EM UHTEPECE K TBOPUYECKOU JIADOPATOPHUH €TO MBICITH, IETTLHOU, HO CIIOKHOM
JpamMaTypruy ero *Xu3HHU.

Bropoit Temarmueckuii OOk crareil cOOpHHMKA TMOCBSIIICH PaccMOTpe-
HUIO MHUPOBO33PEHUSI MBICIHUTENS U €ro OOLIeCTBEHHO-MOIUTHUECKUX B3IVIs-
noB. B crarbe B.B. 3BepeBa noguepkuBaeTcsi OJIM30CTh MBICIUTENS B3MJIsIaM
A.W. T'epuiiena u H.I. UepHBIIIEBCKOrO, OTMEYAETCS, YTO «COLUUATUCTUYECCKUI
uaean MuxaiioBckoro ObLT MpojobKeHrneM uaei [eprieHa u YepHBIIIEBCKOTO»
(C. 88—112). ABrop mpenocreperaeT OT MPEYBEIUYCHUS BIUSHUAS HA B3TJISIBI
Muxaiinosckoro uaeit I1.K. Ilpynona. [lonxon B.B. 3BepeBa cBuneTenbCTByeT
0 CIIO)KHOCTH M MHOTOOOpa3uu UCTOYHUKOB (hOPMUPOBAHUS TOKTPUHBI MBICIH-
TeJIs ¥ HEOOXOAMMOCTH UX TIIATEILHOTO aHAIH3a.

B Hay4yHOM AMCKypce COBPEMEHHOIO HApOJHUKOBEIECHHS CYLIECTBEHHOE
MECTO 3aHMMAET COLMOJIOTHYECKHE B3IVl HApOJHHUKA. Marepuanbsl cOOpHH-
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Ka yIIyOJNsIIOT HALIM MPEICTAaBICHUS O CJIOKHOM COCTAaBE BaXKHEHINIWX HUICHHO-
OOIIIeCTBEHHBIX TEUCHUH, B TOM YHCJIE M COIUATIUCTUYECKOTO, O TNyOWHE pa3HO-
IJIaCHii, pa3HOOOpa3uy UAECH W MHOTO3HAYHOCTH TIOHATHH, a TaKKe TOAXOAO0B U
BbIBOZI0B. B craree P.A. ApcinanoBa, B.B. 3BepeBa npoBeneH cpaBHUTENbHBIN
anamu3 ¢opmyi nporpecca [1.JI. JlaBposa u H.K. Muxaiinosckoro. Ecin JIaBpoB
MIPUHAJIEKAT K «PEBOJIFOLIMOHHBIM HAPOAHUKAM», TO MUXaiJIOBCKUI — K HapO/I-
HUKaM-peopmuctam. Henb3s He COTNIaCHTLCS ¢ MHEHUEM UCCIIEIOBATENeH, 9To
HApOJHUKOB OOBEIUHSIO «OOOCHOBaHHE CYOBEKTMBHOTO (haKTOpay, MPOHHU3BI-
BABIIIETO BCIO COIMATBHO-TIONUTHYECKYIO MTporpammy Muxaiinosckoro (C. 145).

K wa3zBaHHOU cTaThe COAEPKATEIBHO MPUMBIKAET ouepk ¢uinocoda
AMN. IOnuna. B HeM MocCTaBleH aKUEHT HAa KPUTHUKE HAPOIHUKOM MapKCHU3-
Ma M OpraHUIM3Ma, MOKA3aHO, YTO MAPKCU3M KPUTHUYECKH TMEPEOCMBICIUBAII-
cs1 MuXalJIOBCKUM C TIO3UIMKA M aHTpomoyioru3Ma W rymanusma (ctp. 117).
3acnmyra COBPEMEHHBIX HCCIIEJIOBATENICH COCTOMT B TOM, YTO OHHM OOpATHIIH
BHUMaHHE Ha paHEe WTHOPUPOBAHHOE COBETCKOM HCTOpHOorpaduen parmmo-
HaJbHOE 3€PHO KPUTHUKU MapkcuzMa. HemapkCUCTCKHE COLMaNMCTbl B JIMLE
Muxaiinosckoro, JIaBpoBa, UepHoBa, [lemexonoBa u ap. yBUIEIU B MapKCHU3ME
JTOKTPUHY, B KOTOPO# 4enoBek oOpedeH. OH MOXET ObITh TOJBKO CPEACTBOM,
MHCTPYMEHTOM O€3JIMKUX CHUJI, @ HE LIEJIbI0 pa3BUTHs. B Mapkcu3me oHM pasrmisi-
JIEU TEOPUIO, JTUILICHHYIO 3TUYECKUX OCHOBAHMM.

Couuoniornyeckas cuctemMa Muxaij0BCKOro UCCle10BaHa COBPEMEH-
HBIMHU YYCHBIMH, KaK UCTOPUKAMH, TaKk U (prtocodaMu, BeCbMa 00CTOSITEIIBHO.
OO61ecTBeHHO-TONUTHYECKas mpodneMaTrka B3misigoB H.K. Muxaitnosckoro
crana npexMeroM paccmoTrpenus H0.A. 3enenuna (C. 148—156), O.H. Ksaco-
Ba (C. 169—-180), C.H. Kacropnosa (C. 180—197). Bo MHOTUX OTHOILIEHUSX HX
HCCJIEJIOBATEIbCKUE OIICHKH MPOJI0HKAIOT KITFOUEBBIE HCTOPUOTPAPUUECKHUE JTH-
HUU U TeHaeHIuu. Bmecte ¢ Tem ecth u HOBbIe MOMeHTHI. Tak. O.H. KBacor
CBS3aJ1 C ONOCPEAOBAHHBIM BIMSHUEM HapOJAHHUKA «IIOSIBJIEHUE B CTPAHE IKCTpe-
MU3Ma Teppopuctudeckoro gpopmaray (C. 178). YuureiBas TecHyIO CBsI3b Mu-
xainoBckoro ¢ «HaponHoit Bonei», TpyAHO ¢ TAaKUM BBIBOJOM HE COIIACHUTCA.
Hosaropcku 1 HeCKOIBKO HEO)KHUJaHHO 3By4uT TeMa crarbu E.K. [Ipokynunoit u
A.A. lllupunsHI 0 MecTe MHUXaTOBCKOTO B MOJIMTUYECKON KYJIBType mopedop-
MEHHOM MHTEJUIMIeHIMU. B 1enom, cormamasch ¢ Te€3UCOM aBTOPOB O «IIOJIU-
tuueckoM peanuzme» H.K. MuxaiisioBCKoro, Ha Halll B3IVISIJ, BCE KE TOCTATOY-
HO TPYAHO OTHECTH K MOJUTHYECKON KyibType (HUIoco(CKHii KOHIENT «ABYyX
MPaBI», CTABIIUNA OCHOBOM JIJIi 000CHOBaHMS CyObeKTHBH3MAa MUXaHIOBCKOTO
(C.161-162).

Tpetuit pa3znen cOopHHKa 00OTAIIEH JBYMS MHTEPECHBIMU CTAThSIMU
O.B. KonoBanosoit u O.JI. IIporacoBoil 0 reHETUUYECKON CBS3U HACIEIUS
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MbIcuTeNs ¢ HeoHapoguudecTBOM (C. 243—258). D10 HanmpaBieHHE B CO-
BPEMEHHOM MUXaWJIOBCKOBEJCHUU MPEJACTABIACTCS MEPCHEKTUBHBIM, MO-
CKOJIBKY JA€T BO3MOXXHOCTbh NPOCIEAUTh HE TOJBKO 3BOJIIOLMIO HAPOJIHU-
YECKOW JOKTPUHBI, HO U €€ MOAU(DHUKAIINIO, & TAK)KE HATIOJIHCHUE IIHPOKUM
J€MOKPaTUYECKUM COAEPHKAHUEM.

Moxno cornacurtbes ¢ BeiBogamu [.H. Mokmmna u B.B. Hazaposa o Towm,
4yT1o B 1880—1890-¢ rT. MMXalI0BCKUN CTPEMUIICS HE OTPAHUYMBATH CE0s y3KH-
MU paMKaM¥ KaKoi-To ogHON ujeonoruu. OH CTaHOBHIICS «JIHIEPOM BHE (op-
MaTa» MU CTapajcsl BbIpaKaTb MHTEPECHl BCEX JEMOKPATUYECKUX CHUJI CTPAHBI
(C. 241). T.B. Lipimpuna chokycrpoBaia CBOIO CTAaThIO Ha MPOOJIKAFOIICH-
Cs y’K€ MHOIO JIET JUCKYCCHUU O poiau MHXaNIOBCKOIO B HApOJOBOJIBYECTBE.
o cux nop cpeiu UCTOPUKOB HET €AMHCTBA MHEHUH O TOM, CUUTATh JIU €r0 Uje-
onoroM naptuu «Haponnas Boms». [l aBTopa cTarbyu oueBHIHA Kak OIM30CTh
MBICITUTEIIS UIealiaM HapOJOBOJIBYECTBA, KAaK U HEOOOCHOBAHHOCTH MPUYHUCIIC-
HUS €T0 K WICHaM IMapTHH, «a TeM Oosee K BIoXHOBUTEIAM “HapomHoit Bom™»
(C. 230). Benuaer paznen konnentyansHas crarbsd M./]. Kapnauesa, B koTopoit
MOTYEPKUBAETCSI TPE3BBIM peaiu3M MNOJUTUYECKHX OLICHOK MHUXalIOBCKOIO,
JACTCSl €MKasi OLIEHKa €ro MUPOBO33peHUs Kak pedOpMHUCTCKOTO. «...PeBoro-
noHepoM MuxaiinoBckuid He Obu1. Ho OBLT CTOPOHHMKOM BEChbMa pauKalib-
HBIX PE0OPaA30BAHMUIA, )KEIATETHHO B pAMKaX 3aKOHHOCTH TOTO BPEMEHU», — OT-
mevaeT M./]. Kapnaues (C. 205).

BaxHoii uepToii cOOpHUKA SIBIIIETCS BBIOOP paKypca pacCMOTPEHHS 3HA-
YHUMOM CTOPOHBI, XapakTepusyrouien JnaHocTh H. K. MuxaitnoBckoro, ero okpy-
JKCHWSI, TAPTHEPOB M MPOTHBHUKOB, MHOTOOOpa3usi UICHHOTO IMOJISI, KAPTUHBI
JUTEpPaTypPHOTrO TBOpUECTBAa U OOPbOBI, MPAKTUKU MOTUTUYECKON KU3ZHU U T10-
JIUTUYECKOM KyJIbTYypbl BTOpO# 10a0BuHbI XIX — Hadanma XX B.

B nenom, u3nanue cOOpHHKa cTaTel, MPUHAATISKALIUX [IEPY OTHIOAb HE
CIIy4yalHBIX aBTOPOB, a MPU3HAHHBIX MCCJIEI0BATEICH-HAPOIHUKOBEIOB, SIBIISI-
€TCsl 3HaMEHaTeNIbHbIM HCTOpUorpaduyecKuM coObITHEM. MOXKHO C MOJHBIM
OCHOBaHUEM YTBEPK/IaTh, YTO CETOJHS CJIOMXKHUJICS MHOTOTPAHHBIN, MHOTOMEp-
HBII U OJHOBPEMEHHO CBOOOIHBIN OT UICOTOTUUECKON MPEAB3ATOCTH BHYTPEH-
HEe-IIPOTUBOPEUMBBIN 00pa3 JTuaepa pOCCUMCKON 1EMOKPATHH BTOPOH MTOJIOBUHBI
XIX B. HakoruieHne u ocMmbIciieHHe uctopuorpaduieckux GpakToB B HCCIIEI0-
BaHUU JKU3HHU MBICIIUTEIS CETOIHS UCT B MO3UTUBHOM KITIOYE, U H3/IaHUE I00U-
JeiiHOrO COOpHHKA — TOMY MOJATBEpKJIeHue. TeM He MeHee, cama JKU3Hb JaeT
HaMm OOTaTyro MUNLY IS JaTbHEHIIINX UCCIeIOBAaHUI U TOUCKOB. bbI1o OBl m10-
JIOTBOPHBIM PACCMOTPEHHUE U aHAJIN3 KOHCEPBAaTUBHBIX OLIEHOK MUXaiI0BCKOIO,
KpuTUKH MbIciuTels JI. ToscTeiM, TpeacTaBUTENSIMA CUMBOJIMCTCKOM ACTETUKHU
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1890-x rr. Hukyna He yiTH COBPEMEHHOMY HCCJIEI0BATENI0 OT MPOOIEMAaTUKH
«COITMOJIOTUH UL, TPOOJIEMbI B3aUMOJICHCTBUS JEMOKpPAaTHIECKU-HAPOTHH-
YECKOM KapTUHBI MHUpa ¢ HallMoHaJIbHOU nouBoid. H.K. MuxaitioBckuil 10xKeH
BIIPE/Ib PACCMATPUBATHCS M B paMKax B3aUMOJACHCTBUS HAPOAHUYECKOTO U JIU-
OepanbHO-AEeMOKPAaTUYECKOro AUCKypca. MHOro HeucclieZJIOBaHHBIX BOIPOCOB
TauT B ceOe ero JIMTEpaTypHO-KPUTHICCKOE HACIIC/HE.
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