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OB30P COBPEMEHHBIX
POCCUVMCKMX ICCJIEOIOBAHUM
OUIJIOCODPUY TEPMAHA KOTEHA

U. E. Jlanwun', IO.I. Kapaeoo*

Ob30p oxBamvibaem Hayunvle nydiuxayuu, nocbs-
ujennvle gusrocopuu I'epmana Koeena, enabor Mapoype-
CKOU UKOAbL HeOKAHMUAHCMBA, Komopole ObLaU 10020106~
AeHbl poccutickumu uccaedobamensimu 6 2000 — 2023 ee.
Hecmomps na necomuennuiil abmopumem Koeena cpeou
coBpemeHHbIX eMY pycckux ¢puaocogpob u Hasuuue y
Heeo ydenuxoB u mocaedoBameseil, CuCHEMAMULECKO-
20 u codepxxamenvHoeo ucciedobanus eeo mbopuecmba
6 dopeBortoyuonnoil Poccuu max u He cocmosaocs. B
npeoazaemom 0030pe npeonpuHAmMA NONbIMKA NOKA3AMb
ouebudnbill pocm unmepeca k ¢gpusocogpuu Koeena 6 no-
caeodnior0 uembepms Bexa. Yuerue Hemeyxoeo gpusocogpa,
KuBueeo u mbopubuieeo 8 konye XIX — nauare XX 6.,
0o cux nop Bvi3vibaem xubotl uxmepec y PoCcCUTCKUX
¢husocogpob. O6 smom cBudemervcmbyem mHoxecmbo
MoHoepacpuii, cmametl u 00k4a008, 6 gokyce Komopwvix
— meopus nosnanus Kozena, eeo smuxa u scmemuxa,
NOUCKU 1MoUeK CONPUKOCHOBEHA MeXO0Y XPUCTUAHCKOT
peaueuen u uyoeickoi mpaduyueil, noHuMaxue gu.ao-
copuu KyAvmypel, Bonpoc 0 COOMHOULEHUU MOPALU U
npaba u muoaue opyeue. B 0630pe ocoboe Brumane yoe-
AeHO pabomam, nocBAueHHbIM peyenyuu uiocopuu
Koeena 8 Poccuu, a maxxe Bnepboie onybauxobanHbim
nepeBo0am u apxubHvIM Mekcmam, Komopvle 0bLAU UH-
meepupobBanst 6 Hayurvie o0cyxdeHus cBoeeo Bpemenu,
HO 0CMAAUCy HeonydaukoBanHbIMU U 3a0bimuimu. Mnme-
pec coBpemenHbix poccutickux ucciedobameneil k méop-
uecmBy Kozena ne moavko yxasviBaem na eeo 3Hauerue
044 ucmopuu ¢pusocogpuu, Ho u cbudemesvcmbyem oo
aKmMyasbHocmu eeo uoeil, a Mmakxe o MoM, 4mo nomeH-
yuaz eeo udetl euje 00 kKonya He packpsim. O030p Moxem
CAYXKUMb OpUEHMUPOM 6 U30AHHOU HAYUHOLL AUMEPanty-
pe kax 045 uccaedoBamenett pusocogpuu Koeena, max u

' Poccuiickmit yHUBepCUTeT Ipy>KObI HapOI0B,
Poccns, 117198, Mocksa, yi1. Mukityxo-Maxias, 1. 6.
ITocmynuna 8 pedaxyuto: 28.08.2023 e.
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ANALYTICAL REVIEW

REVIEW OF RECENT
RUSSIAN STUDIES OF HERMANN
COHEN’S PHILOSOPHY

LY. Lapshin', . G. Karagod'

The review covers scholarly publications devoted
to the philosophy of Hermann Cohen, the head of the
Marburg School of Neo-Kantianism, written by Russ-
ian researchers in the period between 2000 and 2023.
Although Cohen commanded unquestioned authority
among Russian philosophers of his time — among them
some followers and pupils — there was no systematic
and substantive study of his work in pre-revolutionary
Russia. The review below attempts to show the evident
growth of interest in Cohen’s philosophy in the last
quarter of the century. The teaching of the German phi-
losopher who lived and worked in the late nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries still attracts lively in-
terest among Russian philosophers today. Witness the
multiple monographs, articles and reports focusing on
Cohen’s theory of cognition, his ethics and aesthetics,
the search for convergences between the Christian reli-
gion and the Judaic tradition, the concept of the philos-
ophy of culture, the relationship between morality and
law and many other issues. The review pays particular
attention to the works on the reception of Cohen’s phi-
losophy in Russia, as well as previously unpublished
translations and archive materials which were part of
the scholarly discourse of his time but remained unpub-
lished and then forgotten. The interest of modern Russ-
ian scholars in the work of Cohen does not only point to
his importance for the history of philosophy, but attests
to the relevance of his ideas whose potential has yet to
be fully revealed. The review may serve as a guide to
the published literature on Cohen for the students of his
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044 Bcex unmepecyroujuxca Heokanmuarcmbom 6 yeaom,
umo 0ydem cnocobcmbobams pasbumuio makoeo Hanpab-
AenuA 6 ghusocodpuu, kak kozeHoBedenue.

Karouebote caoBa: I. Koeen, Hemeykoe HeokaHmu-
ancmbo, pycckoe HeokAHMUAHCMBO, MPaHcy,eHOeHMab-
HaA pusocopus

1. BBeoenmne

I'epman Koren (1842—1918) — omHa 13 KiIto-
ueBbIX (PUTYP B HeMeliKon dpustocodpum pyoexa
XIX—XX BB., ocHOBaTesIb 1 JIMAep MapOyprcKoro
HeOKaHTMaHCTBa. HeokaHTMaHCTBO, BOSHMKHYB B
[epmaHMM, TOCTAaTOYHO CKOPO OOpesIo IOImyJsIsap-
HOCTb U 3a ee IIpefieslaMi. 3aMeTHBIVI MHTepec K
yuenmio Korena nosisuicst B Poccum B iepBoe fie-
catvtetvie XX B. Jlexmim Korena B MapOy pre city-
mam b, A. @oxt, C.JI. Pybunmrertn, b.JI. Ila-
CTepHaK ¥ Jpyrue oTedecTBeHHble usiocodsl,
TICVIXOJIOT M, TIVICaTeIN U TIepeBOIumKy (cM.: [Imu-
Tpuesa, 2007, c. 159—-207). B coBeTckoe BpeMsi MH-
Tepec K HeOKaHTMAHCTBY ITpaKTMYeCcKN COIIesI Ha
HeT: HeOKaHTWaHCTBO, ITpU3bIBaBIllee BEPHYThCS K
nIoMapKcucTckoMy dustocody — KanTy, Bocripu-
HVMaJIOCh KaK IepeXXUTOK IIPOIIIOro.

Hosast BosiHa nHTepeca k Koreny B Poccmmt Bo3-
HVKaeT B IIOCTCOBETCKOe BpeMsl, IIperMYyIliecTBeH-
Ho yxe B XXI cTonernn, 3a nepsele [1Ba gecsaTuIe-
TSI KOTOPOTO ObLIO OITy OJIIMKOBaHO 3HAYMTeSIbHOe
KOJIMYeCTBO MOHOT padpuii, cTaTel1, 0030pOB, Te3M-
COB KOH(epeHINI1, IMOCBAIIeHHBIX TBOPYECTBY
aToro dpwiocoda.

2. Teopws nio3HaHMS,
3TMUKa " puocodpus peanurum Korena

[TpuicTasibHBII MHTEpPEC OTeUeCTBEHHBIX -
710cOpOB BBI3BAJI IIEJIBIVI P TEOPETUKO-IIO3Ha-
BaTeJIbHBIX BOIIPOCOB, KOTOPBIM  IIOCBSIIIEHBI
HanOoJstee unTaeMble TeKCTI KoreHa: mes TpaHc-
1eHleHTasIbHOrO Metona (Kpyrtos, 2000; diyray,
2009; TrotronHaMKOB, 2018a; 20180), moraTHE Oec-
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philosophy and for all those interested in Neo-Kantian-
ism in general, thereby contributing to the development
of such a field in philosophy as Cohen studies.

Keywords: Hermann Cohen, German Neo-Kan-
tianism, Russian Neo-Kantianism, transcendental phi-
losophy

1. Introduction

Hermann Cohen (1842—1918) is one of the
key figures in the German philosophy at the
turn of the nineteenth and twentieth centu-
ries and the founder and head of the Marburg
School of Neo-Kantianism. Neo-Kantianism
sprang up in Germany, but soon became pop-
ular elsewhere. In Russia, Cohen’s teaching
first attracted attention in the first decade of the
twentieth century. Cohen’s lectures in Marburg
were attended by Boris Foght, Sergey Rubin-
stein, Boris Pasternak and other Russian philos-
ophers, psychologists, writers and translators
(see Dmitrieva, 2007, pp. 159-207). In Soviet
times interest in Neo-Kantianism was reduced
to zero: Neo-Kantianism, which called for a re-
turn to Kant, a pre-Marxian, was considered to
be a survival of the past.

A new wave of interest in Cohen in Russia
arose in the post-Soviet period, mainly in the
twenty-first century, whose first two decades
saw the publication of a large number of mono-
graphs, articles, reviews and conference theses
devoted to Cohen.

2. Cohen’s Theory of Cognition,
Ethics and Philosophy of Religion

Russian philosophers focused on a number
of theoretical-cognitive questions which form
the subjects of the most frequently read Cohen
texts: the idea of the transcendental method
(Krouglov, 2000; Dlugach, 2009; Tyutyunnikov,
2018a; 2018b), the concept of infinitely small
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koHeuHO Masibix (CexynmanT, 2010; iyrau, 2009;
2016; beros, 20186; I'lepries, 2023), moHSTHS arIpy-
opu (Imurpmnesa, 20136; Cobosesa, 2020) 1 vcto-
Ka (dBopkmu, 2018), mpocTpaHcTBa 1 BpeMeHU
(Casunizes, [TortoBa, 2022), jiormka 4mcToro rmosHa-
Hud ([Jyxyrayg, 2009; Cokyriep, 2021; 2022), ioHsTIIE
(gayuHoro) mbinuieHus ([diyrag, 2006; 2010; Ce-
MeHoB, 20086; 2022), dpwtocodmst anasora (Coky-
niep, 2008; [IsopxmH, 2020a; 20200).

B monorpadmmn «HayuHast pariroHaIbHOCTE 1
dwocodpckun pasym» I1.IL larimenko mocesaTu-
Jla JIBe TJIaBbl M3JIOKEHUIO KOHIIeHIINY Hay4HO-
O 3HaHM: B MapOyprckoM HeOKaHTMAHCTBe 1 He-
IIOCpeJICTBeHHO B TBOopyecTBe Korena. B Hux oHa
paccMaTpviBaeT HEOKaHTMAHCKYIO TOUYKY 3peHMs
Ha crelMduKy TOUYHBIX M eCTeCTBeHHBIX Hayk,
B YaCTHOCTW M3JIaraeT IpezcrasieHne KoreHa o
TPpaHCIIeHeHTaJIBHOM CUHTe3e ¥ criocobax 00o-
cHoBaHMs HayuHoro sHaHud ([ampenko, 2003). B
MoHorpadpum B.E. CemeHnoBa «[JoMuHMpYyIOIIVe
MapajiurMbl TpaHCIeHIeHTaJIu3Ma B 3alla/JHOeB-
porterickort priocodnii» TaH HOAPOOHBIVI aHAIIN3
MapOyprcKoro TpaHCIeHAeHTaIM3Ma: paccMOTpe-
HBI ITpo0sieMa (PyHKIIMOHAIBHOIO 1 CHICTeMaTive-
CKOTO e[IVHCTBa IT03HaHW, [IOHA T IlepBOHaJdasia
v 6eckoHeuHO Mastoro y Korena (Cemeros, 2012).

CocTosiHMe POCCUVICKMX ¥ MeXIyHapOIHBIX
VICCIIeIOBaHMTI HEOKaHTVAHCTBa B IIeJIOM 1 pu-
socodum KoreHa B 4acTHOCTU B IlepBOe ecATH-
setvie XXI B. HalwIo OoTpakeHWe B AOKJIafax Ha
MeXIyHapOIHOW KOH(epeHIIUN II0 PyCcCKOMY
Y HeMeITKOMy HEeOKaHTWMaHCTBY, IIPOIIeIIel B
MOCKOBCKOM IIe[TarOrm4ecKoM T'OCyHapCTBEHHOM
yHuBepcuTeTe B Mae 2008 1., v mpoaHa/IM31poOBaHO
B 0030pe H. A. [Imutpueson (Imutpuesa, 2009). B
2010 r. o pesyJipraTaM 3TOV KOH(EepeHIINN Bbl-
IIUIa KOJUIeKTUBHasi MoHorpadms «HeokaHTnaH-
CTBO HeMeIIKOe V1 PyCCKOe: MeX/Ty Teopyert II03Ha-
HM VI KPUTUKOV KyJIbTy pel» (HeokanTmancrso.. .,
2010). B ue Ob11v1 011y 0J1KOBaHBI CTaThY KaK POC-
CUTVICKMX, TaK " 3apyOeXXHBIX (B IlepeBojie Ha pyc-
CKI 513bIK) aBTOPOB, aHAJIM3UPYIOIINX OCOOeHHO-
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values (Sekundant, 2010; Dlugach, 2009; 2016;
Belov, 2018b; Pertsev, 2023), the concept of a
priori (Dmitrieva, 2013b; Soboleva, 2020) and
the origin (Dvorkin, 2018), space and time (Sa-
vintsev and Popova, 2022), the logic of pure
cognition (Dlugach, 2009; Sokuler, 2021; 2022),
the concept of (scientific) thinking (Dlugach,
2006; 2010; Semyonov, 2008b; 2022), and the
philosophy of dialogue (Sokuler, 2008; Dvor-
kin, 2020a; 2020b).

Piama Gaidenko’s monograph Scientific Ra-
tionality and Philosophical Reason has two chap-
ters devoted to the rendering of the concept of
scientific knowledge in Marburg Neo-Kantian-
ism, in particular in the work of Cohen. She
examines the Neo-Kantian view of the specifi-
cities of exact and natural sciences, and sets out
Cohen’s teaching on transcendental synthesis
and methods of grounding scientific knowledge
(Gaidenko, 2003). Valery Semyonov (2012) in
his monograph Dominant Paradigms of Transcen-
dentalism in West European Philosophy provides
a detailed analysis of Marburg transcendental-
ism, considers the problem of the functional
and systematic unity of cognition and, finally,
Cohen’s concepts of the prime source and in-
finitely small values.

The state of Russian and international stud-
ies of Neo-Kantianism as a whole and Cohen’s
philosophy in particular in the first decade of
the twenty first century was reflected in the pa-
pers presented at the international conference
on Russian and German Neo-Kantianism, held
at the Moscow Pedagogical State University in
May 2008 and was reviewed by Nina Dmitrieva
(2009). A follow-up to the conference was the
publication of a collective monograph German
and Russian Neo-Kantianism: Between the Theo-
ry of Cognition and Critique of Culture (Griftso-
va and Dmitrieva, 2010). It contains articles by
Russian and foreign authors (the latter translat-
ed into Russian) analysing the particularities of
the perception of Cohen in Russia (Belov, 2010),



ctv BocpusiTys yaenmsi Korena B Poccvm (Bestos,
2010), mpobrieMbl KOTeHOBCKOM rvtocodpum pe-
murvm (Cokysep, 2010), metacdpmsukm (XoJsiblixar,
2010), noruxm (IOmumiep, 2010; iyrau, 2010),
uctopuio passuTusi MapOyprckon mixoisr (Pep-
papm, 2010), a Takke aKTyaJIbHOCTh HEOKaHTMAH-
cTBa ceromHs (Dmess, 2010).

OTuka — pasgenn duaocodpun, KOTOPBI B
(Heo)kaHTMAHCTBe OCIIapyuBaeT y Teopuyu ITO3Ha-
HIs IIepBOe MeCTO IO CBOeV 3HAuMMOCTU [JIs
Bcerl PrI0cOCKOM CUCTeMBl, — WCCIIelyeTcsd B
pabotax B. H. berosa (besos, 20146; Belov, 2015) n
H. A. Imutpueson (Dmitrieva, 2020; 2021). ITpen-
crapieHusiM KoreHa o pgoGpoperenn m 1mpobiie-
MaM 3TMUYECKOro yHMBepcasIi3Ma IOoCB4IIeHa CTa-
b 3. A. Cokynep (Cokyrep, 2019). Bsanmocssi3b
STUKWM U JIOTVIKM aHajm3upyercs B ctatbe B. H. be-
sioBa (besos, 2014a). A. D. KoBpoB HECKOJIBKO ITapa-
rpadpoB cBOeV1 AyiccepTanv IIOCBSATVUT ITpobiieMe
obocHoBaHms cBoOonbl Bosin y Korena (Kospos,
2012). E. A. ®dporosa B cBOMX paboTax paccMaTpu-
BaeT IIpo0sieMy COOTHOIIIEHNSI MOpaJIu U IIpaBa y
Korena (@pososa, 2012; 2013). I'T. KypxmHeH mof-
YepKMBaeT MOPAJIbHO-IIPABOBOV acIleKT B pwIo-
copmm ITUYECKOrO COLMaIM3Ma, SpPKUM IIpen-
CTaBUTesIeM KOTOPOro, II0 €r0 MHEHUIO, SBJISeTCs
Koren (Kypxunen, 2015).

[lo paBHO cioxwusLerics Tpaguaun Koren
cumMTaeTcss OCHoBaTesleM MapOyprckovt IITKOJIbI
HeOKaHTMAaHCTBa, YTO BIIOJIHE OJHO3HAYHO OIIpe-
ZlesIsieT ero MecTo Ha (pritocodpckoM «HeDOCKIIo-
He» py0Oexxa BekoB. OTHaKO 3a IOCIIeTHIE 1eCATI-
JIeTVIS. B VICCTIEIOBATEIILCKOVI JITepaType BMecTe
C TIOCTAaHOBKOW ITPOOJIEMBI, UTO CUMUTATh (PUITO-
COCbCKOT?I KJIaCCUKOVI, HEOTHOKPATHO ITOIHIMAJICS
BOIIPOC O TOM, MOXHO Ji1 oTHecTy KoreHa k ¢pu-
nocodam-ki1accukaM. IIposicHeHIIO COOTBETCTBY-
FOITTMX Te3VCOB TIocBsIeHbl cTtathbi B. E. CemeHo-
Ba 1 B. H. besnosa (Cemenos, 2008a; besos, 20150),
a TakxXe paborta, momrorosieHHas B.H. bero-
BBIM COBMECTHO C UTaJIbSHCKMM WCCIIeloBaTe/IeM
A. I'lomont (Poma, Belov, 2021).
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the problems of Cohen’s philosophy of religion
(Sokuler, 2010), metaphysics (Holzhey, 2010),
logic (Schindler, 2010; Dlugach, 2010), the his-
tory of the Marburg school (Ferrari, 2010), and
the relevance of Neo-Kantianism for the pres-
ent time (Edel, 2010).

Ethics, a department of philosophy which
in (neo) Kantianism vies for supremacy in the
theory of cognition, is the subject of the works
by Vladimir Belov (2014b; 2015a) and Dmitrie-
va (2020; 2021). Cohen’s notions of virtue and
the problems of ethical universalism are exam-
ined in the article by Zinaida Sokuler (2019).
Interconnection between ethics and logic is ex-
plored in Belov’s article (Belov, 2014a). Alexan-
der Kovrov (2012) devotes several paragraphs
in his dissertation to the problem of Cohen’s
grounding of the free will. Elizaveta Frolova
(2012; 2013) discusses Cohen’s approach to the
problem of the relationship between morali-
ty and law. Pavel Kurhinen (2015) stresses the
moral and legal aspect in the philosophy of eth-
ical socialism of which he considers Cohen to
be an outstanding representative.

In accordance with a long-standing tradi-
tion, Cohen is considered to be the founder of
the Marburg School of Neo-Kantianism, which
defines his place in the philosophical “firma-
ment” at the turn of the centuries.

In recent decades, however, researchers,
raising the question of what should be consid-
ered as a philosophical classic, have repeated-
ly doubted whether Cohen can really idered a
classic philosopher. The pros and cons are ex-
amined in the articles of Semyonov (2008a) and
Belov (2015b), as well as Belov’s work in collab-
oration with Andrea Poma of Italy (Poma and
Belov, 2021).

Cohen’s aesthetics is a frequent subject of
Russian research. First and foremost we should
mention the work of Tatyana Akindinova
(1945—2018), devoted to the aesthetic feeling
in Cohen’s texts (Akindinova, 2011; 2013), and
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Ocretnka KoreHa Takke HepeKO CTaHOBUTCH
IIpeIMeTOM VICCIIEIOBAHMII OTeUeCTBEHHBIX Pu-
socodos. IIpexae Bcero ciremyeT yrnoMsiHyTh pa-
6orer T. A. AkmanyHOBOMT (1945—2018), mOCBS-
IIIeHHble PacCMOTPEHMIO 3CTETMYEeCKOr0 4yBCTBa
B TekcTax Korena (Axmuapamuosa, 2011; 2013), a
TaKXXe OIIpeieJIeHNIO MeCTa 3CTEeTUKM B KOreHOB-
CKOVI Teopum KyJIbTYpbl (AxuugMHOBa, 2005; 2010;
2014). E. H. YcTioroa paccMaTpuBaeT BO3MOXKHYIO
cBs3b 3cTeTHKM KoreHa c maesMu Xy10)KeCTBeHHO-
ro apaHrapamsMa Hadasza XX B. (YcTiorosa, 2018).
AHayn3 4yBCTBEHHBIX aKTOB B KOHTEKCTe Heo-
KaHTMaHCTBa I1poBefleH B crarbe V1. M. Merkosa
(Merikos, 2018). T. A. TopsdeBa B cBoeV1 myiccep-
TallUY, aHaJIM3MPYIOIIer KOMIYecKoe B MCTOPUM
MY3BIKM, 0COOOe BHVMMaHWe Y/esseT OCMBICIIe-
HUIO MY3bIKM U 3CTETMYECKOTO B TEOPUM KYJIBTY-
pr1 Korena (I'opsiuesa, 2009).

Onnxa m3 m100ambHBIX 3a71a4, BOSHUKAIOIINX B
TBOpuecTBe KoreHa, cBsg3aHa ¢ IIOVICKOM COIIPU-
KOCHOBEHMVI M CBA3EV MEXIy MYHEVICKOV Tpaau-
yevi ¥ HeOKaHTMAHCTBOM, MEXIY PeIuruen u
dwtocodpmern. Dto mpocTpaHcTBo MbIcii Kore-
Ha MOXXHO CUMTaTh, IOXaIyV, Hanboslee Hoapoo-
HO VCCJIEAOBAHHBIM B POCCUVICKOVI HaAyYHOV JIV-
Teparype. B craresax B.H. berosa (Benos, 2021;
2022a) mpoaHaIM3MPOBaHA SBOJIIONMS B3IJISIOB
Korena Ha peyturuio v ero mombITKM HaTU TOY-
KV COITPVUKOCHOBEHMS MEXIy Mydan3MOM W XpU-
cTraHcTBOM. Erie Heckosibko crareit B. H. berroBa
rocssIteHo BimgHMIO KaHTa Ha dopmumposaHme
npercrapiieHn Korena o penirum (besios, 2018a;
besnos, bepaaukosa, Kaparon, 2021), ero xoHmen-
uuu penurum B npepertax pasyma (besos, 2015a;
2018B) M HEKOTOPBIM PYIMM CMEXHBIM BOIIPO-
cam (besos, 2018r). 3. A. Cokysep B cBomx pabo-
TaxX TakKXXe aHaJIM3MpyeT IIpo0sIeMbl KOHIIEIINN
«penurum pasyma» Korena (Coxyriep, 2008; 2010).
JI.A. KutaeBa B cBoell OyccepTally paccMaTpu-
BaeT COOTHOIIIEHVe 3TUYeCKOrO ¥ PesINIMO3HOrO
B pwtocodpum Korena, metadmsiraeckoe 000CHO-
BaHMe ero rrocopmm permmrum, a Takxke CBsI3b
unen Korena ¢ stukoteosnoruvent Kanra (Kuraesa,
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to determining the place of aesthetics in Co-
hen’s theory of culture (Akindinova, 2005; 2010;
2014). Yelena Ustiugova (2018) explores the
possibility of Cohen’s aesthetics being linked
with the avant garde of the early twentieth cen-
tury. Igor Meshkov (2018) analyses sentient acts
in the context of Neo-Kantanism. Tatyana Go-
ryacheva (2009) in her dissertation exploring
the comical in the history of music, pays partic-
ular attention to the concept of music and the
aesthetical in Cohen’s theory of culture.

One of the global problems arising in Co-
hen’s work is the search for interactions
and links between the Judaic tradition and
Neo-Kantianism, between religion and phi-
losophy. This is arguably the area of Cohen’s
thought that has received the most attention in
Russian scholarly literature. In his articles Be-
lov (2021b; 2022a) traces the evolution of Co-
hen’s views on religion and his attempts to find
points of contact between Judaism and Chris-
tianity. Several other articles by Belov are de-
voted to the influence of Kant on the evolution
of Cohen’s views on religion (Belov, 2018a; Be-
lov, Berdnikova and Karagod, 2021), his con-
cept of religion within the bounds of reason
(Belov, 2015¢c; 20188) and some related ques-
tions (Belov, 2018d). Sokuler (2008; 2010) also
examines Cohen’s concept of “religion of rea-
son”. Liubov Kitayeva (2005) in her dissertation
looks at the relationship between the ethical
and the religious in Cohen’s philosophy and the
link between Cohen’s ideas and Kant’s ethical
theology. Dmitrieva in her latest works (2024a;
2024b) analyses the concept of anthropodicy in
the light of the relationship between the human
being and God as seen by Cohen in comparison
with the treatment of that problem by Kant.

Of the larger works that have been pub-
lished in recent years the monograph, The Phil-
osophical System of Hermann Cohen, by Belov
(2022c) should be mentioned first. It consists of
seven chapters devoted to the key concepts of



2005). IloHsiITMIE @HTPOIIOAMIINIY B CBETe OTHOIIIe-
Hus YesioBeka 1 bora y Korena u B cpaBHeHUN C
IIOCTaHOBKOVI 3TOM mpoOsieMbl y KaHTa aHammsu-
pyeT B cBomx Hopenmx padborax H. A. [Imurpue-
Ba ([Imutpuesa, 2024; Dmitrieva, 2024).

VI3 3HauMTeIBbHBIX IO 00BEMY paboT, BBILIE-
IITVIX B TIOCTIEZTHVIE TOMBI, B TIEPBYIO OUeperlb CIIeTy-
eT o0OpaTnTh BHMMaHMe Ha MoHorpadwio B. H. be-
noBa «Dwtocodcekas cuctema Iepmana Korena»
(bemo, 2022B). Pabora cocTrouT m3 cemu IJIaB,
PacKpBIBAOIINX KITIOUeBble TIOHSTUS (PUIIOCO-
dvn Korena — TpaHCIleHAeHTaIM3M, UaeasInsM,
arpuopmsM — ¥ M3JIaralomix TaKye KITIoUeBble
Halpas/ieHs ero dgpmocodnn, Kak JIOrMKa, 3TH-
Ka, 3CTeTVKa, pvytocoduist pesnrimn.

OT1ebHbIN MHTEpeC y POCCUVICKMX VICCIIeI0-
BaTeJIeVl BbI3bIBaeT B3avMoIIosioxkeHve yueHm Ko-
rena u I'1. Haropna (besos, 2020; Cemenos, 2023), a
Taxke KoreHa 1 3amazmHbIX IIpencTaBuTerient du-
socodmm nuaora — M. byGepa, @. Posenrtiserira,
O.Jlepunaca. 3. A. Cokynep HOCBATWIA HOCIIe-
HeVl TeMe OTHeIbHYyI0 MoHorpadmio — «epmaH
Koren n durocodns nuanora» (Cokysep, 2008).
B Hei1 aBTOp, Aertas akileHT Ha MyHanCTCKUX KOp-
HSX Tpaguimm prtocodckoro amasiora, mccse-
IyeT IipepcTaBieHre KoreHa o B3aIMOOTHOIIIe-
HUW permrnm v pvyiocodpnmt B CBeTe KOHLEIIINN
Iyasiora, IIpeficTaBIeHHON B paboTax yKa3aHHBIX
meicuTestert XX B. V. C. [IBopkuH, paccMaTpuBast
B CBOVIX CTaTbgX KOHIIEIIINM TeX ke aBTOPOB, TaK-
e 0OOHapy>X1BaeT CO3BYYHOCTh MX VeV YUeHUIO
Korena n npenmpuHuMaeT HOMBITKY 00OCHOBAThH
IpUHAAJIEXHOCTh caMoro Korena x dpwtocodpmm
nmasiora ([Isopkms, 2020a; 20206; cm. Takxke: be-
nos, Ilerpos, JlebGenesa, 2018, c. 499—500). Ho-
xiaj V. C. [IBOpKkMHa Ha eXerogHoM Hay4YHOM
ceMmHape «IpaHCIIeHIeHTaIBHBIN [IOBOPOT B CO-
BpeMeHHOV driocodpumm» OB TIOCBSIEH TOHS-
THo Oim3Koro B dpustocodckmx yueHmsx Korena
u JleBunaca (IBopkus, 2022).

Cpenu ropaso MeHee MOMYJISIPHBIX B KOT€HO-
BeIeHUM ITpo0JIeM, KOTOpbIe TeM He MeHee UTPatoT
HeMaJIOBaKHYIO POJIb IIJIs TIOHVMAaHMS MUPOBO3-
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Cohen’s philosophy — transcendentalism, ide-
alism and apriorism — dealing with the key
strands of his philosophy such as logic, ethics,
aesthetics and the philosophy of religion.

A particular area that attracts Russian re-
searchers is the relationship between the doc-
trines of Cohen and Paul Natorp (Belov, 2020;
Semyonov, 2023), as well as between Cohen
and Western representatives of the philosophy
of dialogue, Martin Buber, Franz Rosenzweig
and Emmanuel Levinas. The latter topic is the
subject of the monograph, Hermann Cohen and
the Philosophy of Dialog, by Sokuler (2008). Fo-
cusing on the Judaic roots of the philosophical
dialogue tradition, she looks at Cohen’s notion
of the relationship between religion and phi-
losophy in the light of the dialogue concept
represented in the works of the above-men-
tioned twentieth-century thinkers. Ilya Dvor-
kin (2020a; 2020b), discussing the concepts of
the same authors in his articles, also finds simi-
larities of their ideas with Cohen’s teaching and
attempts to prove that Cohen himself espoused
the philosophy of dialogue (see also Belov, Pet-
rov and Lebedeva, 2018, pp. 499-500). Dvor-
kin’s paper presented at the annual seminar
“The Transcendental Turn in Modern Philoso-
phy” was devoted to the concept of the Close
One in the philosophical works of Cohen and
Levinas (Dvorkin, 2022).

Among the far less popular subjects of Co-
hen studies, which nevertheless play a not un-
important role in explaining Cohen’s world
view, are his ideas about war and peace, which
are the subjects of research by Russian histori-
ans of philosophy (Dmitrieva, 2013a; 2014; Be-
lov, 2016a).

3. Cohen in Russia and in Russian
Of undoubted interest for any student of Co-

hen’s philosophy and Neo-Kantianism in gen-
eral is Belov’s translation of Kant’s Theory of
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3peHueckovt no3uinyn KoreHa, — ero mpepcras-
JIeHVsI O BOVIHE VI MUpe, 4eMy TaKXXe ITOCBATVIIN
CBOU VICCJIEIOBAHMS POCCUVICKIE VICTOPUKU Du-
sococpum (Imutpuesa, 2013a; 2014; besos, 2016a).

3. KoreH B Poccum 1 Ha pyccKoMm si3bIKe

HecoMHeHHBIVI MHTepec IS JIF000T0 1CCIIeIo-
BaTesisi dvtocopum KoreHa 1 HeokaHTMaHCTBa
B 1IeJIOM IIpefCcTaBiisgeT BbIIoIHeHHBIT B.H. be-
soBeIM TiepeBoy], «Teopum onbita KanTta» (Kores,
2012), ogHOrO M3 paHHMX CUCTEMATUYeCKUX TPY-
nos Korena, B KoTopoM OH OpMyJIMpYyeT pfL
KJIFOUeBBIX [JIs1 cBoero BocrpusTus KanTa morsio-
xeHun. Ha pycckom saseike «Teopus onbita Kan-
Ta» BBIIIUIA BIIEPBbIe. DTOMY COOBITUIO U aKTyalb-
HOCTV JTAaHHOV KHUTY TIOCBATMIIA OITHY M3 CTaTen
3. A. Cokynep (Cokyrep, 2013). ITozguee B. H. be-
JIOB TIOATOTOBWJI V1 OITyOJIMKOBAJI TIepeBOMIbI TPex
Masteix pabor Korena (Koren, 2015; 2018; 2019),
IIepBOVI 13 KOTOPBIX ITPEIIOC/IaHO ITpeIyciIoBye
(besos, 2015a). B ero nepeposie m3gaHbl TaKXKe TeK-
CTBI 3apyOeXXHBIX aBTOPOB, IOCBSIIIeHHBIe PUIIO-
codpum Korena (Mynxk, 2015; bepronmno, 2015). B
repeBofie C MTaJIbIHCKOI'0, BbIIIOJIHeHHOM OJIbro
Ilonosom, BeIIIa MOHOrpadmss 0 PrI0CcOdPCKON
cucreme Korena A. Ilomsr (IToma, 2012). B 2002 r.
Obula omyOIMKoBaHa IVIaBa «DCTeTUYeCKOe UyB-
CTBO JIEI00BM» 13 pyHAaMeHTaIpHOrO TpyAda I. Ko-
reHa «OcTeTMKa YNCTOrO 4UyBCTBa» B IlepeBofie
T. A. Axunamnosont (Koren, 2002), B 2018 r. perry-
OIMKaIIMs 9TOrO TeKCTa BBIIIIA C IIPeVICIIOB/eM
nepesogunka (AxmaameOBa, 2018). TloBTOpHAas
nyoimKalus IepeBofia CBUIETeIbCTBYeT O TOM,
uTo wmmen MapOyprcKom IIKOIbI IO-TIPeXHEMY
HaXOJISITCSL B IIeHTpe Hay4YHBIX OVICKYCCUV, IIpO-
J0JKaeTcsl ITpoLiecC IepeoCMbICTIeHIsT HacsIe st
MapOyprckmx KJ1accMKoB, B ToM urciie Korena. ITo
MHeHMio T. A. AKMHAMHOBOW, «drstocodckast cu-
crema I. Korena Oplza Gecripelie/leHTHBIM OITbI-
TOM II@JIOCTHOIO II€peOCMBIC/IeHNSI KaHTOBCKOV
cucTeMbl pryIocoprM Ha OCHOBE HAay4YHOTO 3Ha-
Hus pybexa XIX—XX BekoB, II0O3TOMY OHa C IOJI-

Experience (Cohen, 2012), one of the early sys-
tematic works of Cohen in which he formulated
some provisions that are key for his percep-
tion of Kant. This is the first Russian translation
of Kant’s Theory of Experience. Sokuler (2013)
devoted one of her articles to this milestone
event and the relevance of the book (2013).
Later Belov made and published translations
of three minor works of Cohen (2015; 2018;
2019), with a preface to the first of them (Be-
lov, 2015c). He has also published translations
of foreign authors devoted to Cohen’s philos-
ophy (Munk, 2015; Bertolino, 2015). Olga Pop-
ova has published a translation from Italian of
Poma’s monograph about Cohen’s philosophi-
cal system (Poma, 2012). The chapter “Aesthet-
ic Feeling of Love” from Cohen’s stout volume
Aesthetics of Pure Feeling, translated by Akindi-
nova (Cohen, 2002) was published in 2002. In
2018 the text was published with the transla-
tor’s preface (Akindinova, 2018). The repeat
publication of the translation shows that the
ideas of the Marburg school are still at the cen-
ter of scholarly discussions and the process of
rethinking the heritage of the Marburg clas-
sics, including Cohen, continues. In the opinion
of Akindinova (2009, p. 25), “the philosophi-
cal system of H. Cohen was an unprecedented
experience of a wholesale reassessment of the
Kantian system of philosophy on the basis of
the scientific knowledge at the turn of the nine-
teenth and twentieth centuries. Thus it can safe-
ly be called Neo-Kantian and in the history of
philosophical thought it performed a mission
similar to that which fell to Kant’s philosophy a
century earlier”.

Some works of Russian philosophers consid-
er the reception of Cohen’s Neo-Kantianism in
Russia: Belov (2004; 2016b) attempted to clari-
fy and explain the peculiarities of the percep-
tion of Cohen’s teaching in Russia, above all the
particular attention twentieth century Russian
philosophers paid to his ethical ideas. In ad-
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HBIM IIPaBOM MOXKeT HasbIBaThCsl HeOKaHTVAaH-
CKOVI 1, IO CYIIIeCTBY, OHa BBIIIOJIHMIIA B ICTOPVIV
drI0coPCKOVI MBICIM MUCCUIO, aHAJIOTMYHYIO
TOM, 4TO BhINIasa dusrocodpun Kanra crorerviem
paHee» (AxkmnAMHOBa, 2009, c. 25).

B pspe pabor oreuectBeHHBIX (HIIOCOPOB
paccMaTpuBaeTCsl pelieriinsl KOTeHOBCKOTO He-
okaHTHaHcTBa B Poccum: B.H. besoBsiM 1ipen-
IIPVHSATA MIOMIBITKA IIPOSICHUTD M OOBSICHUTH OCO-
6enHocTy BocpusaTHs ydeHns: Korena B Poccum
(bestos, 2004) 1 mpexxe Bcero ocodoe BHUMaHVE
pycckmx dpmtocodoB XX B. K ero 3TUUECKMM II0-
crpoennsiM (Belov, 2016a). Kpome Toro, B. H. Be-
JIOB TIOATOTOBWI KpaTKum 0030p paboT, m3maH-
HBIX B IIOCJIeAHMe JecsTwieTus B IepmaHum un
CBUIIETEIILCTBYIOIIVIX O OOJIBIIIOM MHTepece K pu-
socodpckont cucteme KoreHa, 4To, 110 MHEHUIO VIC-
CJIeTIoBaTeIIs, IIO3BOJISET TOBOPUTH O BBIIETICHU B
HayKe OTZIeJIbHOTO HaIlpaBjieHMs — KOreHOBerle-
Hus (Belov, 20160). ITponomkast TeMy crierdm-
ku pvtocodpum permmrunt KoreHna, KoTopsin cTpe-
MUTCSL HEIIPOTUBOPEUMBBIM 00pPa3oM COeAVHUTH
MYAEVICTBO M KAaHTOBCKYIO TPAaOMIINIO TPaHCIeH-
ZeHTajIbHOro KputuimsmMa, B. H. benos obparmi-
csl K AVCKYCCUM POCCUTVICKMX yueHUMKOB KoreHa,
ero IocslefioBaresiert ¥ MCcilefioBaTesieli, BO3HMK-
1Ieyt BOKPYT 3TOM YacTu ero puyiocodpckom cu-
cremel [To muenmio B. H. bertosa, Koren 6511 yOe-
XJIeH B HeOOXOIVIMOCTYM PeJIMTVO3HOIO AMasIora,
IIpesnosiaralero pasjnyins CTOPOH, HO omupa-
IOIIerocs Ha 3TUYecKoe eIMHCTBO BCeX Bepoyue-
HUV, KOTOpOe MOXeT OBITb JOCTUTHYTO WMCKITIO-
YUTEIBHO B OOJIacTV KyJIBTYpbl. OCHOBHAs CyIa
HPaBCTBEHHOW KYJIBTYPBl — B TOJIEPAHTHOCTW, a
ee IJIaBHOe cofiepKaHMe, o MHeHMIo Korena, —
3aKOH M crpaseyimBocTh (Belov, 2021). IT. A. Bia-
OVIMUPOB TIPEJIOKIII KpaTKmi 0030p Hamboriee
CUCTeMHBIX TIOJIOKEHUN PYccKmx puiocodos,
YUYEeHUKOB U TIocCiIefioBaTesiert MapOyprckoro u-
socodpa (Brrapmmmpos, 2021).

B pabortax H.A.JIMuTpueBovt paccMaTpviBa-
eTcst postb 3TuKM 1 drtocodprn mcropum Kore-
Ha B BOSHMKHOBEHWM «aHTPOIOJIOTMYECKOrO IT0-
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dition, Belov (2016c) offered a short review of
works published in Germany over the past de-
cades which attest to keen interest in Cohen’s
philosophical system, which, in the author’s
opinion, signals the emergence of Cohen stud-
ies as a distinct area of research. Pursuing the
theme of the peculiarities of Cohen’s philos-
ophy of religion, which sought to unite Juda-
ism and the Kantian tradition of transcendental
critique, Belov turned to the discussion among
Russian disciples of Cohen, his followers and
researchers which was inspired by that part of
his philosophical system. In Belov’s opinion,
Cohen was convinced that there had to be a re-
ligious dialogue, assuming that there are dif-
ferences of opinion but displaying the ethical
unity of all faiths, which can only be achieved
in the field of culture (Belov, 2021a). The main
strength of moral culture is tolerance and its
main essence, according to Cohen, is law and
justice. Pavel Vladimirov (2021) provided a
brief review of the more systemic proposals of
the Russian philosophers, disciples and follow-
ers of the Marburg philosopher.

Dmitrieva (2010) examines the role of Co-
hen’s ethics and philosophy of history in bring-
ing about the “anthropological turn” in Russian
Neo-Kantianism. She explores the concept of a
priori in Cohen and in Russian Neo-Kantianism.
In particular, she deals with Sergey Hessen’s
attempt to explain the “critical opposition” be-
tween Cohen’s “transcendental rationalism”
and Rickert’s “transcendental empiricism”
(Dmitrieva, 2013b). Dmitrieva (2020) also stud-
ied the influence of Cohen’s ethics on the work
of Boris Pasternak.

The article by Vsevolod Vikhnovich (2014)
gives an account of Cohen’s visit to Russia in
1914. Belov (2019) also touched upon some as-
pects of that trip, considered the ideas Cohen
formulated after meeting Russian philosophers
and representatives of Eastern European Jew-
ish communities, and described Cohen’s at-
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BOpOTa» B PYCCKOM HeokaHTMaHcTBe (Dmitrieva,
2010), mccenyeTcs ToHsSITHe «arpuopn» y Kore-
Ha ¥ B PyCCKOM HeOKaHTMAaHCTBe, B YaCTHOCTY I1O-
nbiTka C. V. Teccena pasbsCHUTD «KPUTUYECKYIO
MeX1y
TaJIbHBIM palioHaIM3MoM» KoreHa m «TpaHCIieH-
IeHTaJIbHBIM SMIVPU3MOM» PrukkepTa (IMuTpu-
eBa, 20130). Kpome Toro, [Imutpuesa riccienosasa
BivsiHMe 3TuKM Korena Ha TBOpuectBO b.JI Ila-
crepHaka (Dmitrieva, 2020).

Ob6crosTentberBaM Tocertienmst Korenom Poc-
cum B 1914 r. mocsginena crarbs B. J1. BuxzoBmua
(BuxuoBry, 2014). K HeKOTOpBIM MOMEHTaM TOVI
noes3niku obpaTmrics Takxke B.H. bertos, koTopsin
paccmoTpenn naeu, cdopmysposaHHble Korenom
r1ocsie OOITIeHMS ¢ pocCUiiCKMU prtocodamm 1
IIpeJICTaBUTeIISIMY BOCTOUHOEBPOIIeVICKIIX eBpeVi-
CKMX OOIIMH, a TaKXXe OXapaKTepu30Bajl OTHOIIIe-
Hue Korena k I lepBort MupoBovi BOVIHE, BO MHOTOM
opepeJsIsiBIlleecs ero HojoxeHvieM B [epMaHum
Kak eBped (besos, 2019).

M. A. KoriepoB 0OHapyXimjI B POCCUVICKOM [I0-
PEeBOJIIOIIVIOHHON IIepUOAMKe ¥ OIyOsIMKoBajl
B «KaHTOBCKkOM COOpHUKe» [1Ba HeKposiora Ha
cmepth Korena: M. M. PyOummiTertHa 1 aBTOpa,
CKpBIBIIETOCH Tof, MHMUIMadamu «Bc.P» (Kore-
pos, 2018).

B mepwon, koTopeli oxBaThIBaeT 0030p, BBI-
IIeJT IEeJIBIVE Psifi, apXMBHBIX HyOIMKaluil pyc-
CKMX HEOKaHTMaHIIeB, B TOM YWCJIe CBI3aHHBIX
¢ tBopuectBoM Korena. B 2003 r. H. A. Imutpu-
eBa OIyO/IMKOBaJIa KHUTY, KOTOPYIO COCTaBU-
JIVI COXpaHMBIIMECS B YaCTHOM apXVBe COUMHe-
HuA b. A. @oxTa, NOCBAIIEHHBIE TeOPeTUYeCKIM
U 3CTeTUYeCcK M IIpobrieMaM MapOyprckoro Heo-
KaHTMaHCTBa, B TOM 4WucjIe ero gokiaz «O mocra-
HOBKe OCHOBHOW ITpo0sieMbl scTeTnkn y KanTa 1
Korena B cBsA3M ¢ KpUTMKOV OCHOBHBIX HOHSTU
¥ IPVHLNUIIOB, IpyMeHeHHbIX KaHToM K ee pe-
1IeHMIo», TpounTanHbl B TAXH B 1924 1. B uecTb
200-netnst Kanra (@oxt, 2003, c. 195—262), a Tak-
JKe ero JyiccepTalls, Iipeyiaraolias pa3dop KaH-
TOBCKOI'O TpaHCIIeHJeHTaJIbHOIO MeTofa C OIIo-

IIPOTVIBOIIOJIO’KHOCTb> «TPpaHCLEeH/IeH-
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titude to the First World War which was in
many ways determined by his position as a Jew
in Germany.

Modest Kolerov (2018) discovered in
pre-revolutionary Russia periodicals and pub-
lished in the Kantian Journal two obituaries on
Cohen: one by Moisey Rubinstein and the other
by an author hiding behind the initials “Vs.R.”

The period covered by this review saw the
publication of a whole range of archive mate-
rials of Russian Neo-Kantians, including those
connected with the work of Cohen. In 2003
Dmitrieva published a book containing works
by Boris Fokht (German: Vogt) that have sur-
vived in a private archive and are devoted to
theoretical and aesthetic problems of Marburg
Neo-Kantianism, including his lecture “On
the Approach to the Main Problem of Aesthet-
ics by Kant and Cohen in Connection with the
Critique of the Main Concepts and Principles
Used by Kant to Solve It” delivered at the State
Academy of Art Sciences in 1924 on the occa-
sion of the bicentenary of Kant’s birth (Fokht,
2003, pp. 195-262), and his dissertation which
describes Kant’s transcendental method pro-
ceeding from Cohen’s ideas (ibid., pp. 51-128).
In 2018 she published, by participation of Ju-
lia Yakimenko, the paper by Alexandr Sakket-
ti “H. Cohen’s Doctrine of the Form of Music”
with commentaries (Sakketti, 2017). In 2021 a
long article by Sakketti was published that was
written a century earlier and represents an obit-
uary on Cohen plus a summary of his philoso-
phy. The text, never published before, also with
commentaries and notes, has been prepared by
Dmitrieva (Sakketti and Dmitrieva, 2021). She
also published a 27 June 1918 letter of Cohen’s
widow, Marta Cohen, to his Russian pupil
Sergey Rubinstein. The letter shows a friend-
ly attitude and concern for the addressee who
had experienced in Odessa all the hardship of
the Revolution, the Civil War and Intervention
(Dmitrieva and Levchenko, 2015, pp. 60-63).



pont Ha uneu Korena (Tam xe, c. 51—128). B 2018 r.
H. A. Imutpuesa npu ydactumn IO.H. JIxkumen-
Ko onybnmkosasa nmokiag A.JI Cakkertu «Yue-
Hue I Korena o ¢popMe My3bIKI» ¢ KOMMeHTapu-
amu (Cakxerty, 2017). B 2021 r. BbIntuia Oosbltias
crarbst A.JI. CakkeTTy, HanmcaHHas CTOJIETVIEM
paHbIIle U IIpeICTaBIsAoNIas coborl CBoero pora
HeKpoJIor Ha cMepTh KoreHa 1 omHOBpeMeHHO
ckaroe mn3joxeHe ero drocodpun. Tekct, panee
He ITeYaTaBIINVICs, ITOJATOTOBJIeH K ITyOJIMKaIum
H. A. [IMuTpueBont 1 cHaOXeH IIpeaycIoB/eM U
kommeHTapusiMu (Caxkerty, [Imurtpuesa, 2021).
Ero xe OpUIO OITyO/IMKOBaHO MVCHEMO OT 27 MIOHS
1918 1. BOOBEI (prtocoda, MapTer Koren, x ero
pycckomy yuenuky C.JI. Pybuninrernny. B much-
Me COIeP>KVUTCS CBUIETEIIECTBO ee JIPY>KeCcKOro OT-
HOIIIeHMs 1 3a00ThI 00 ajfpecaTe, IlepeXXyBaBIlIeM
B Opecce Bce TpygHocTu pepormonmy, ['paxman-
CKOVI BOVIHBI 1 MHTepBeHIMM (IMutpuesa, Jles-
uveHKo, 2015, c. 60—63).

Cpoero pofia HeKpoJIOT ¥ OJJHOBpeMeHHO 0030p
dntocodckoro Hacenysi Korena 3a aBTopcTBoM
C.JI. PyOuHIITertHa 13 apxyBa MOCIeTHETO ObLI
onyoimkosaH O.H. bpenyxunon (Pyounireis,
1994) n 3areMm nieperteyaTtaH B COOpHVIKe €ro padoT
«bbrTHIE M1 co3HaHMe. YertoBek 1 Mup» (2003).

Msparernem  3a0bITBIX  pwtocodoB  ObLT
J1. H. CrosnoBuy, OITy OJIMKOBaBIIVT TPyAbI
A. 3. llltentHOepra, KOTOPBIV SBJISJICS TOPSYUM
nounTaresieM Korena v, BojiHe BO3MOXXHO, CBOIO
IIO3UIIVIO B OTHOIIEHUM TeMBl «PycCKOe eBpel-
CTBO» copMUpOBal IIOf, BIVSIHUEM B3IJISIOB
MapOyprckoro HeokaHnTuanua. IlltertHGepr co-
posoxaasl KoreHa Bo Bpems ero susura B Poccriro
B aripesie — Mae 1914 r., u BIOC/IeZICTBUM, B CTaTbe
«[epman Koren kak Boctmrarenns (1842—1918)»,
OH BBICOKO OT3BIBaJICS 00 YCIIMAX MapOyprcKoro
MBICJIUTEJI 10 pa3paboTKe CHUCTeMHOro ITpoeKTa
csoeit prtocodpum (L tertabepr, 2011).

OcoObIvi MHTEepeC y pOCCUVICKMX VCCIIeIoBaTe-
JleVi BeI3bIBaeT BiIMsAHMe ydyeHMs Korena Ha KoOH-
LMY PYCCKMX YyYeHBIX, CpaBHeHUe WX IIOo-
suni.  Ilpn  ananmse  dwiocodckmx  TpyaOB

LY. Lapshin, J. G. Karagod

Olga Bredikhina published a kind of obitu-
ary and review of Cohen’s philosophical lega-
cy by Sergey Rubinstein (1994) from the latter’s
archive, which was later reprinted in the collec-
tion of his works entitled Being and Conscious-
ness. Man and the World (Moscow 2003).

Another publisher of forgotten philoso-
phers was Leonid Stolovich, who published the
works of Aron Steinberg, an ardent fan of Co-
hen who probably formed his position on the
theme of “Russian Jewry” under Cohen’s in-
fluence. Steinberg accompanied Cohen during
his visit to Russia in April-May of 1914. Later,
in an article titled “Hermann Cohen as Teacher
(1842—1918)” he spoke highly of the Marburg
thinker’s efforts to develop a systematic project
of his philosophy (Steinberg, 2011).

Russian researchers have shown particular
interest in the impact Cohen’s teaching had on
Russian scholars, and the comparison of their
positions. In analyzing the philosophical works
of Mikhail Bakhtin, Dvorkin focused on their
ethical aspect (2021), which, he believes, re-
veal Cohen’s influence. Vitaly Makhlin (2010) in
his article “Bakhtin and Neo-Kantianism (Ap-
proaches to the Problem)” looks at the key dif-
ferences between Bakhtin and Neo-Kantianism
in building the first philosophy and shows that
Bakhtin counterposes his first philosophy as the
philosophy of being to the philosophy of cul-
ture. Maya Soboleva (2010) sees similarities in
the way Cohen and Bakhtin construct their phi-
losophy of culture. Cohen’s concept of culture
is also examined in Belov’s article (Belov, 2008),
which predates his translation of Cohen’s paper
“The Sciences of the Spirit and Philosophy” first
published in German in 1913 (Cohen, 2008).

Belov (2013) offers an overall comparison of
the philosophy of history according to Cohen
and Moisey Kagan, and Dmitrieva in her arti-
cle makes a similar comparison between Co-
hen and Nikolay Boldyrev (2016a). Viacheslav
Savintsev and Varvara Popova (2022) com-
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M. M. baxtnna V1. C. [IBOpKMH caeasl  aKLeHT
Ha MX 3TMYeCKOM acIleKTe, B YeM OH BUIUT KOTe-
HoBcKoe BimgHMe (Dvorkin, 2021). B.JI. Maxiun
B cTaTbe «baxTVH 1 HEOKaHTMAHCTBO (IIOZICTYIIBI
K IIpoOsieMe)» IIpoaHaIM3MpoBajl Oa3oBble pac-
xoXaeHMd baxTuHa 1 HeoKaHTHaHCTBa B jejle
IIOCTpOeHMs IepBont prstocodpmm, oKasas, YTO
baxTuH 1mpoTMBONIOCTaBIIgeT CBOIO IIepByIO u-
socodpuro Kak dprtocodpmio ObrTHs dprtocodrm
KyeTypbl (Maxsmis, 2010). M. E. CoboreBa BuanT
ob1riee B rocTpoeHMM drtocodmn KybTypel Ko-
redoM 1 baxtunbiM (CoGorea, 2010). KoreHos-
CKOe TIOHMMaHVe KYJIBTYPbl paccMaTpVBaeTCs U B
crarbe B. H. Bestoa (Bernos, 2008), koTopas mipen-
11IecTBYyeT ero nepesoay pabotel Korena «Hayxu o
nyxe u ¢usocodms», BriepBble OITyOIMKOBaHHOM
ro-Hemeniku B 1913 1. (Koren, 2008).

OmnsiT of1tero cpaBHeHMs PrIT0cOPUM MCTO-
pvm Korema m M. VL. Karana ObUl IpensioxeH
B crarbe B.H. bertoBa (besos, 2013), a Korena u
H. B. bongbeipeBa — B crarbe H. A. [IMutpuesomn
(Amutpuesa, 2016a). B. V1. Casunies u B. C. Io-
II0Ba ITPOBeJIV KOMIIApaTMUBUCTCKII aHaIN3 ABYX
CBsI3aHHBIX HEOKAaHTMAHCKMX KOHLEMIIUI B OT-
HOIIIEHWUY IIPOCTpaHCTBa 1 BpeMeHM — Korena
n VI. VL. JlammmHa — ¥ BBIABVIN HaJIM4dMe CXO-
KX 3IVCTEMOJIOTMYeCKIIX YCTAaHOBOK B CTpeMJle-
HUU yCOBEPIIEHCTBOBATh 3JIeMEeHTHI KaHTOBCKO
dwtocodpun, MCHOIB3ys MX JISL JIOTMYECKOTrO
000OCHOBaHMSI BO3MOXXHOCTEVI Hay4HO-TeOpeTU-
YeCcKOro IO3HaHMS ¥ IPeOoI0JIeHMs TICYXO0JI0r 13-
Ma (Casuniles, [Tonosa, 2022). H. A. [Imutpuesa B
CTaThe, IIOCBAIIEHHOV AVCCepTallIOHHOV pa60Te
C.JI. Py6unmreriaa 1914 r.,, mokasajsa, 4To VMeH-
Ho dwtocodckme maen KoreHa jiexxaTr B OCHOBe
KpUTUYecKon mo3uunum PybuHiTeriHa 110 0THO-
ImeHnIo K Metony leresns m yro PyOumnImTenH B
CBOEM VICCJIEJIOBAaHUM BO MHOIOM IIPOIIOJDKaeT
kpuTuky leresns, nagaryro Korenom (Imutpue-
Ba, 2021).

OpuuM 13 mocsieqHMX Hocstenosaresient Kore-
Ha B Poccvm 6pu1 S VI. Topnua. H. A. [IMutpuesa
BIIepBbIe Oy OJIvKoBasia AoKy1a [opayHa «<AHTpo-
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pared two interconnected Neo-Kantian con-
cepts of space and time — of Cohen and Ivan
Lapshin — to reveal similar epistemological
approaches in that both sought to improve ele-
ments of the Kantian philosophy using them for
logical grounding of the possibility of scientif-
ic-theoretical cognition and for overcoming psy-
chologism. Dmitrieva (2021), in an article about
S. Rubinstein’s 1914 dissertation, showed that
Rubinstein’s critical position concerning Hegel
is based on Cohen’s philosophical ideas, and
that Rubinstein in his study in many ways con-
tinues the critique of Hegel initiated by Cohen.

One of the last followers of Cohen in Rus-
sia was Jacob Gordin. Dmitrieva first published
Gordin’s report “Anthropodicy” in which the
author presents his view of a human being and
human culture proceeding from Cohen’s phi-
losophy and finds, among other things, simi-
larities between the approaches of Cohen and
Vladimir Solovyov to anthropodicy (Gordin,
2016). However, Gordin links anthropodicy
more closely than Cohen with individuality
and the involvement of the individual in the
creation of culture, a clear sign of the influence
of Russian religious philosophers (Dmitrieva,
2015; 2016b; 2024).

4. Conclusion

Cohen’s philosophy has not lost its rele-
vance today and continues to draw the atten-
tion of Russian scholars. Witness the number
of conferences held in recent years: “Hermann
Cohen and Twentieth-Century Culture” (St. Pe-
tersburg, St. Petersburg State University, 22-23
May 2014), “The Marburg School of Neo-Kan-
tianism: Lessons of History” as part of the in-
ternational scientific-cultural forum Philosophy
Days in St. Petersburg (St. Petersburg, St. Pe-
tersburg State University, 21 November 2014),
“Hermann Cohen in the History of the Russ-
ian Philosophy” (Moscow, Peoples’ Friendship



TIO/TVIIes», B KOTOPOM aBTOP BBIBOAUT COOCTBEH-
HOe TIOHVIMaHe YeJIoBeKa M €ro KYJIBTYPBI C OII0-
povt Ha dwtocodekyto cucremy KoreHa, Haxoms,
Cpeny IIpoYero, CXOICTBO B TIOJIXOIAaX K aHTPOIIO-
nwuiiee y Korena u B. C. Cosnosresa (T'opams, 2016).
Onnako Topnuu Tecnee, uem KoreH, cBs3biBaeT
IIporpaMMy aHTPOIOANIIEV C VIHOVBVIYaIbHO-
CTBIO W YYacTVeM JIMYHOCTY B CO3IAHUM KYJIBTY-
PBI, B YeM SIBHO BbIpaykaeTcs BisiHMe Ha [oprinHa
PYCCKMX peInurmo3Heix duiocodos (Dmitrieva,
2015; ImuTpuesa, 20166; ImuTpuesa, 2024).

4. 3akyIroueHme

Owtocodpmsa Korena B Hamm JHM He yTpa-
YMBaeT aKTyaJIbHOCTU ¥ MPOIODKAaeT IPUTATN-
BaTh BHMMaHVE POCCUVICKMX VICCIIeIOBATEIIeN. 00
3TOM CBUJIETEJIbCTBYET KOJIMYeCTBO KOHepeH-
LIVVI, TPOBEeIeHHBIX 3a IOCIIeJHVe HeCKOJIBKO JIeT:
«['epman Koren u xynerypa XX Beka» (Cankt-Tle-
TepOypr, CIIOI'Y, 22—23 mag 2014 r.), «Map0Oypr-
CKag IIIKOJIa HeOKaHTMAaHCTBA: YPOKM VCTOPUIL»
B paMKaxX MeXIyHapOIHOrO Hay4HO-KYJIBTYpPHO-
ro dopyma «Ium dpwmiocodpun B Cankr-Ilerep-
Oypre» (Cankt-Ilerepbypr, CrOI'y, 21 nHoAOps
2014 r), «['epman Koren B mcTopum pycckomt dpu-
mocodpmm» (Mocksa, PYIH / Axamemms KanTn-
a"a bdY mm. V. KanTa, 4—5 mrons 2018 1), kpy-
IJIBIV CTOJI «AKTyasIbHOCTB dpvstocodpum Iepmana
Korena» (Mocksa, PY1H, 25 nosiOps 2021 1.) n mp.
briaromapss ony0rmmkoBaHHBIM 0030paM  KoHe-
PEeHIINIT MOXXHO O3HAaKOMUTBCS C Te3UcaMy IIpo-
3By4YaBILINMX Ha HMX JOKJIaoB (AKMHIOMHOBA, be-
0B, 2015, c. 105—108; besnos, Ilerpos, JleGenesa,
2018; besos, 20220). OTaenpHO TakXe yIIOMSHEM
0030pbI MccrieoBaHmi TBopdecTBa Korena mpo-
IUUIBIX JIeT, IIpe/icTaBIeHHble B cTaTbsax B.H. be-
nosa «CoBpeMeHHBIe VccilefioBaHMs putocodpumn
I'epmana Korena» (besos, 20166) n IO.T. Kaparoz,
«Contemporary Russian Studies of the Life and
Works of Hermann Cohen» (Karagod, 2019). Ta-
KM 00pa3oM, MOXXHO TOBOPUTH O HaOuparoiieM
CWJIy TIpollecce OCMBICIIEHVISI Hacslelvisi MapOypr-
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University of Russia (RUDN) / Academia Kanti-
ana, Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal University,
4-5 June 2018), the round table “Relevance of
the Philosophy of Hermann Cohen” (Moscow,
RUDN, 25 November 2021) and so on. Pub-
lished reviews of conferences contain theses of
the reports (Akidinova and Belov, 2015; Belov,
Petrov and Lebedeva, 2018; Belov, 2022b). Spe-
cial mention should be made of the earlier re-
views of studies of Cohen’s work: the articles
by Belov (2016d) and Julia Karagod (2019). We
have reason to say that the process of assimi-
lating the legacy of Marburg Neo-Kantians, no-
tably Cohen, is gathering pace in Russia. On
the whole we can go along with Vladimir Be-
lov’s opinion that the fundamental philosophi-
cal concept of Hermann Cohen merits being the
subject of a special branch of research, Cohen
studies.
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