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OB30P KPYIJIOI'O CTOJIA
«AKTYAJIBHOCTb ®UNJIOCODPUN
I'EPMAHA KOI'EHA»

B. H. Beaob!

B npedsaeaemom ob630pe kpyesoeo cmoaa, cocmosb-
uieeocs 25 nosbpa 2021 e. 8 Poccuiickom yHuBepcumene
Opyok0bl HAPo0oB, npednpuHama nonvimxa 00sACHUND
oueBUOHbIL pocm uHmepeca k (puaocogpuu HeoKaHmu-
ancmba 6 yesom u x ¢pusococpuu erabvr Mapbypeckoi
wkoavt Heokanmuaricmba I'epmarna Koeena 8 uacmmnocmu.
Vuacmuuxu obcyxoenus 6 cboux Bvicmynienusx noka-
304U, MO Ce200HAWMULL UHMepeC K HeOKAHMuUaHcmey
HOCU He MOABKO U 0axe He CIMOALKO UCOpUKo-¢hulo-
cocpexuil xapaxmep, HO 3akatouaemcs 6 akmyassHoCmu
MHO2UX uletl Mapbypecko2o Heokanmuancmeéa o5 cobpe-
MEHHOTL Meoputl NO3HAHUS, (PUAOCOPUL KYALIYPbl, MU~
Ku u ¢pusocogpuu pesueuu. B xode obcyxoenus ocoboe
0UCKYCCUOHHOe HANpsAXeHue noayqua Gonpoc 0b akny-
AAbHOCHU K02eHOBCKOU meopuu no3Hanus, 6 pyHoamenm
KOMOpotl 3a40)KeHbl A02UtecKue, pPayUuoHALbHble O0CHO-
Banus. IraBuvim umoeom cocmosbBuieeocs 00CYkOeHUs
cmano yoexoernue 6 mom, umo nomeHyuaL MHo2UX uoetl
Koeena euje e packpoim noarocmoto u ecms 6ee ocHoba-
Hus cuumams ux npoBosbecmmuxamu HoBotl husocogpuu,
Komopas 60 MHo2ux c6oux uepmax euje mMoAbKo 3peern.

KaroueBoie caoBa: Koeen, neokanmuarcmbo, kpu-
muueckas puiocodpus, peaueus pasyma, nepbonauaio,
nocmynox, ouaioe

Kpymiemn cton «AKTyasibHOCTB  (prstocodpmm
I'epmana Korena» 6bu1 iposezier 25 HosiOpst 2021T.
Kaderport oHTOI0rMM 1 Teopum nosHaHms PYTH
COBMECTHO C KadeIpovt eBpeVICKOM KYJIETYpPbl
CII6I'Y n LleHTpOoM YHMBEPCUTETCKOTrO IIperofa-
BaHVsI €BPEVICKOV LIVIBVIIVI3ALIVIN T/IepycanV[MCKo-
ro yHMBepCUTeTa B paMKax ceMyHapa I10 HeOKaH-
TMAHCTBY, COCTOSIBIIIETOCS B XOJIe PaOOTHI ITKOJIBI
«Adwmnbl n Vlepycarvm». Berpeua npornuia B cMme-
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REPORT OF THE ROUNDTABLE
“THE RELEVANCE
OF HERMANN COHEN’S PHILOSOPHY”

V. N. Belov!

This report of the roundtable that took place on 25
November 2021 at The Peoples” Friendship University
of Russia (RUDN University) attempts to explain the
obvious growth of interest in Neo-Kantian philosophy
in general and the philosophy of the head of the Mar-
burg School of Neo-Kantianism, Hermann Cohen, in
particular. In their contributions, the participants in
the discussion demonstrated that the current interest in
Neo-Kantianism does not solely or even largely have to
do with the history of philosophy but rather with the
relevance of many of the ideas of Marburg Neo-Kan-
tianism for the modern theory of cognition, the philoso-
phy of culture, ethics and the philosophy of religion. The
course of the discussion highlighted the relevance of Co-
hen’s theory of cognition based on logic and rationality.
The main outcome of the discussion was the conviction
that the potential of many of Cohen’s ideas has yet to be
fully tapped and there are grounds for considering them
to be heralds of a new philosophy which, in many of its
features, is only maturing.

Keywords: Cohen, Neo-Kantianism, critical phi-
losophy, religion of reason, first principle, act, dialogue

The roundtable “The Relevance of Hermann
Cohen’s Philosophy” was conducted by the
Department of Ontology and Theory of Cog-
nition at the RUDN University as part of the
Neo-Kantian seminar jointly with the St. Peters-
burg State University’s Department of Jewish
Culture and the International Center for Uni-
versity Teaching of Jewish Civilization at the
Hebrew University of Jerusalem in the frame-
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B. H. benos

IaHHOM popMare — O4YHO U OHJIaVH. B Hevt mpu-
HSUIM y4yacTye KaK MaCTUTBIe ydeHble, TaK 11 MOJIO-
nple vccitegosarent 3 Poccun, Tepmanum m V13-
panIs.

Wpesi coBMecTHOro oOCYyXaeHMs yKa3aHHOV
TeMBbl POfsIach OTHOCUTEIIPHO HeJJaBHO, a VIMeH-
HO BO BpeMs AVICKYCCHV I10 JOKJIa/ly MTaJIbsIHCKOrO
rpodeccopa, OJTHOTO 13 Be[lyIIVX VccilefoBaTesen
TBOpuecTBa [epmana Korena Anppea ITomsr® «by-
Ay1iee KPUTHUYECKOTo Meain3Ma» Ha O4epeHOM
3aceflaHMV MeXyHapOJHOrO Hay4HOIo ceMIMHa-
pa «Hemerikoe 1 pycckoe HeOKaHTMAaHCTBO» B Poc-
CUVICKOM yHMBepcuUTeTe JpyKObl HApOIOB B OKTSI-
Ope 2021 1., HO IIPETIOCBUIKM IJIsI €e BO3HMKHO-
BEHWSI 3pejIv JaBHO. [1e710 B TOM, YTO CErOIHS MBI
ABJIsIeMCsl He IIPOCTO CBUETesISIMM BO3POXK/IeHWS
VHTepeca K HEOKaHTMAaHCKOMY HallpaBJIeHWUIO
B (pustocodpu, HO HacTosIIero «Oyma» 1ccIIeo-
BaHU 110 HEOKaHTMAHCTBY. V1 3TOT cBoeoOpasHbIN
«pa3BOPOT K HEOKAHTMAHCTBY» MMeeT He IIPOCTO
vcTopuKo-dutocodpcknmt  rogTekcT. HeokaHTn-
aHCKMe UJIeVl pacCMaTpUBarOTCA KaK BIIOJIHE ak-
TyaJsIbHbIe, CTIOCOOHBIE BBICTYIIUTE PrII0coPCKIM
OCHOBaHMeM [IJIsl aHa/IM3a COBPEMEHHBIX COLV-
aJIBHBIX TIPOIIeCCOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C HAYKOV, YeJIoBe-
KOM, OOIIIecTBOM, KyJIbTyport. V maxe cpeny Bee-
ro 3Toro Oyma BeIZIeJIsieTCsl MHTepec K prstocod-
ckomt cucteme KoreHa, yacTmaHO OOBICHSIOMINTI-
Csl VI OTCYTCTBMEM (IIO pa3HBIM, Yallle HOCVBIIVIM
He mtocodcKkmii xapakTep, IIpUUMHAM) TaKOro
VIHTepeca paHee, U CUCTeMaTVYeCKM OCMBbICTIe-
HVeM KaHTOBCKOVI dpustocodmm, IpeyiokeHHbIM
KorenoMm, 1 mHTepecHBIMM CaMOCTOSITEIbHBIMM
MaesMM COBpeMeHHBIX aBTOopoB. OIHUM 13 BaXk-
HBIX 2JIEMEHTOB 3TOrO MHTepeca SIBJIAIOTCS VcCle-
JI0BaHM 110 VICTOPUM PYCCKOTO HeOKaHTVaHCTBa
VI BJIVISIHVSI KOTEHOBCKOTO y4YeHMsI Ha ero PyccKmx
Y4YeHVKOB V1 ITOCJIefloBaTesIeir.

2 B Poccum mmeeTcst TIepeBofT, OIHOV KHUTM IIpodeccopa
(IToma, 2012). CM. TakKe peLieH3MIO Ha APYTYIO €r0 KHUTY:
(beros, 2018).

 JauHBIT (PAKT M €ro 3HaUeHMe IO/ITBepKIaeT COBpe-
MEeHHBIVI HeMeLIKMV VccileroBareib TBopdecTsa KoreHa
I'epT Dperb, Korga ofHy U3 CBOMX CTaTell «AKTyaJIbHOCTh
Korena B coBpemenHom dprtocodmn» HadMHaeT CIIefy-
oM TaccakeM: «HassaHme Moero BBICTyIUIeHMSI Ha-
XOOWTCS B YMBIIUIEHHOM IIPOTMBOPEYMII C IIVPOKO
pacIpocTpaHeHHBIM MHeHVeM OOJIBIIHCTBa B 3TOM 00-
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work of the School “Athens and Jerusalem”.
The meeting took place in a mixed format, part-
live and part-online. Taking part were promi-
nent scholars as well as young researchers from
Russia, Germany and Israel.

The idea of holding a joint discussion of the
above topic was born quite recently during the
discussion at the regular meeting of the interna-
tional seminar “German and Russian Neo-Kan-
tianisms” at The Peoples” Friendship University
of Russia in October 2021 of the paper “The Fu-
ture of Critical Idealism” by Professor Andrea
Poma of Italy,” one of the leading scholars of the
work of Hermann Cohen. But its birth had been
germinating for some time. Most interesting is
the fact that today we are witnessing not just a
revival of interest in Neo-Kantianism, but a ver-
itable boom of Neo-Kantian scholarship. The
implications of this “pivot toward Neo-Kan-
tianism” are not confined to the history of phi-
losophy. Neo-Kantian ideas are seen as highly
relevant and capable of providing the founda-
tion for the analysis of modern social process-
es connected with science, humanity, society
and culture. Even in the midst of this boom, in-
terest in Cohen’s philosophical system stands
out. This is due in part to the lack of such in-
terest (more often than not for non-philosophi-
cal reasons) before the systemic study of Kant’s
philosophy proposed by Cohen and some in-
teresting independent ideas of modern authors.
One important element of this interest is the
studies of the history of Russian Neo-Kantian-
ism and the influence of Cohen’s teaching on
his Russian disciples and followers.?

2 One of the professor’s books has been translated into
Russian (Poma, 2012). See also the review of another
book of his: (Belov, 2018).

* This fact and its significance are corroborated by the
contemporary Hermann Cohen scholar, Geert Edel, who
opens his article “The Relevance of Cohen in Modern
Philosophy” with the following passage: “The title of
my reflections deliberately contradicts the widely held
opinion of the majority on this topic, whereby Neo-Kan-
tianism as a whole, including Cohen, is seen as ‘obso-
lete’. To cite just one example of this majority opinion,



CBoe BBICTYIUIEHMe Be[yINil KPyIJIOro cTosa
B.H. beso6 (PYJH) nHauas ¢ oObsicHEHMS TaKoro,
C ero TOUKM 3peHMs, O4eBMIHOro dakTa, KaK He-
JIOOLIeHKa aKTyaJIbHOCTV KOTeHOBCKOW KOHIIeIl-
LMY TpaHCIeHJeHTaJIbHOVI KpUTHYecKon durio-
copun. OH BBIIEINII ABe IPUYMHBI HEJOOIeH-
Ku: mpuHayiexHocTh Korena k MapOyprekon
IIIKOJIe HeOKAHTMAHCTBA, B CBA3M C YeM ero MM
MHOTVIMM  VICCJIeZIOBaTeIIMY  BOCITPMHVIMAETCs
B «IIIKOJIbHOM» KOHTEKCTe, TOJIbKO Hapsily C VMe-
Hamu I1. Hatopra 1 O. Kaccupepa. Kak pas B nan-
HOM KOHTeKcTe, 110 MHeHwIo B. H. benosa, ciemy-
eT o0palaTh BHMMaHMe Ha HaJIM4Me Cepbe3HbIX
pasHoOIIaCUV BHYTPWU IIIKOJIBI, KOTOPble BblJIVIBa-
JIVCH B IIPOIOJDKMUTEIIbHBIE IVCKYCCUM O JIOTMYe-
CKMX VM MaTeMaTU4ecKMX OCHOBaHMAX (UIIOCOo-
v, mpuHITUIIe OeCKOHEYHO MaJloll BeJIMYMHBI,
TICVIXOJIOT MV, PeJINTVIO3HOM UyBCTBe U T.JI. Bropas
IpuYlMHa CBsi3aHa C Ha3BaHMeM 3TOro HallpasJle-
HMs, VIMIUIMIMTHO IO pa3yMeBafolIM JIVIIb
IIPOOJDKeHMe, pasBuTe — MYCTh M ¢ HEKOTOPbI-
MU TpaHcpopMaMsIMM — KaHTOBCKOI'O IIpOeKTa
dwtocopum. OmHAKO Kak pa3 B pesysibraTe CBO-
nx nccsrenoannii Kanra Koren He TOJIBKO TTOHSIT
BCIO IJIyOMHY, (PyHIaMeHTaIbHOCTh ¥ OIHOBpe-
MEHHO OTKPBITOCTb V1 3BPUCTUYHOCTH KAHTOBCKOT
cucTeMbl dpriocodum, 0CO3HaJI CBA3HOCTE M pas-
savie ee OyKBBI U [TyXa, HO ¥ CMOT 3aJI0OKUTb 3TN
XapaKTepUCTUKI B CBOIO CHICTEMY.

Kpome Toro, B.H. bBestoB ormeTmi, uto ceropn-
Hs B VCCIIeloBaHMsAX TBOpdecTBa KoreHa MoXHO
BBIJIOJINTH JIBa HaIIpaBJIeHMs, OHO M3 KOTOPBIX

JIaCTM, COIJIACHO KOTOPOMY HEOKaHTMAHCTBO B IIEJIOM,
Bnodas Korena, cumraerca “ycrapesmmm”. Ilpuseny
TOJIBKO OIIVH IIPVIMep TOT0, Kak Ha 3TO Te4eHVe CMOTPUT
GospmHCcTBO: [leTep SHNX (B TO BpeMs Hac/leqHUK Kade-
npsl Korena B MapOypre) Ha KoHepeHIIMM 110 MapOypr-
CKOMYy HeOKaHTMaHCTBY, cocTossierica jietom 2002 r.
B Map0Oypre, yrBepxnai, uro dprutocodms Korena mare-
pecHa ik “MapOyprckoMy KpaeBeIuecKoMy My3ero”.
S1 mosarato, TOT (PaKkT, YTO Ha MEXIYHapOIHOV KOHpe-
penrvm “ConparbHas IIaMATh M BJIACTh”, MPOIIeIIet
8—10 oxts6pst 2002 1. B CapatoBe, 1iesast ceKiysi ObuIa
nocssieHa teme “MapOypr n pycckas dprtocodmst”, To
ecTb obcyxmernio drwtocodprm Korena m1 ee pereniim
B Poccum, ofHO3HaYHO CBUIIETEILCTBYET O TOM, UYTO (Pu-
socodsl B coBpeMmeHHON Poccunt mHTepecytoTcs Kore-
HOM, KaK ¥ O TOM, YTO MHeHe OOJIBIIVHCTBA OIIO0YHO.
WM GosprimHCTBO MOXeT ormbathes» (Edel, 2014, S. 98).
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V.N. Belov

The moderator of the roundtable, Viadimir
N. Belov (RUDN University), began his speech
by explaining what he considers to be the ob-
vious fact that the relevance of Cohen’s concept
of transcendental critical philosophy has been
underestimated. He attributes such underesti-
mation to two reasons: first, the fact that Cohen
belongs to the Marburg School of Neo-Kantian-
ism, so that many scholars perceive his name
only in association with the names of Paul Na-
torp and Ernst Cassirer. Belov stressed that in
this context attention should be paid to the ex-
istence of serious disagreements within the
school, which spilled out into lengthy discus-
sions about the logical and mathematical foun-
dations of philosophy, the principle of the
infinitely small value, psychology, the religious
feeling etc. The second reason has to do with
the name of this trend which implies mere con-
tinuation and development (even if with some
transformations) of the Kantian philosophical
project. However, as a result of his Kant stud-
ies, not only did Cohen understand the depth,
the solid nature and at the same the openness
and heuristic value of the Kantian system of
philosophy and become aware of the connec-
tion and difference between its letter and spirit,
but he invested these characteristics in his own
system.

Vladimir Belov also pointed out two trends
in modern studies of Cohen; one of these fo-
cuses on a deeper understanding of Cohen’s
philosophy, the originality of his ideas and con-

Peter Janich (then Cohen’s successor in Marburg) told
a conference on Marburg Neo-Kantianism held in the
summer of 2002 in Marburg that Cohen’s philosophy
presents interest only for the ‘Marburg local histo-
ry museum’. I believe the fact that at the international
conference ‘Social Memory and Power” held in Sara-
tov on 8-10 October 2002 a whole panel was devoted
to the theme ‘Marburg and Russian Philosophy’, that
is, Cohen’s philosophy and its reception in Russia was
discussed, attests beyond doubt that philosophers in
modern Russia are interested in Cohen, and that the
majority opinion is mistaken. Even the majority may be
mistaken” (Edel, 2014, p. 98).



B. H. benos

aKIIeHTVpyeT BHMMaHMe Ha YIJIyOJeHwuy Hallle-
ro IMOHMMAaHMS KOTeHOBCKOM dwiocodpmn, opu-
TMHAaJIBHOCTY ee VIIeVl M KOHIIeIITOB, ee CCTEeMHO-
CTW, a Apyroe IOIUYepKMBaeT 3aJI0KeHHBIe B 3TOV
dmtocodckort cricTeMe BOSMOXKHOCT €€ PasBUTHS
v oborarteHms depes prtocoduro Teres, I'yccep-
i1, H. Tapt™mana, Xanperrepa, [Tipca u gp. Yciios-
HO IIepBOe HallpaBjIeHVie MOXHO OOO3HaUMTh Kak
KoeeHoBedeH e, TIPEIICTaBIIEHHOE TaKVIMV 3aIla/JHbI-
MU vccsremoBatTerrsiMi, Kak A. IToma, X. Xostbiixari,
I'1. ®duoparo, M. Llank, I. Dmernb, BTOpoe — Kak
nocmueokanmuaxcmebo, pasBrBaeMoe B VCCIIeIOBa-
Husx B. dnaxa, K. B. LHanasepa, C. JTrodpTa n np.
3.A. Coxysep (MI'Y) B cBOeM BBICTYIUICHUM
OCTaHOBMJIACh Ha JIBYX Pa3HBIX CMBIC/IaX, KOTOPBIE,
II0 ee MHEHMIO, II0fIpa3yMeBaloTCs, KOrjla pedsb 3a-
XoOUT 00 axTyasbHoCcTM dutocodun [epmana
Korena. Ona ykasajyia Ha TO, 4TO, BO-IIEpBBIX, 3TO
MOXXET OBITh aKTyaJIbHOCTb CaMOI'0 COBPEMEHHOIO
BO3poXxaeHMs Hacrmenys Korena. BaxHocTs 00Opa-
IIIeHVs K KOT€HOBCKVM W/IesIM B ICTOPUKO-PIIO-
codpcKoVT MBICIIVI OOBSICHSIETCSI COBPEMEHHOW Tsi-
roMl K CIIpaBelJIBOCTY, OHO CTUMYJIMPYeTCs XKe-
JIaHVeM BOCCTaHOBUTD VICTOPUYECKYIO CITpaBejIv-
BOCTb, UTO HeJIb3s1 He IIPVBETCTBOBATh. BO-BTOpPBIX,
Korga oOcyXpaeTcss aKTyaJIbHOCTB pustocodpmm
Korena, MoxeT mMeTbCd B BUILy, 4TO pasbubaemvie
UM 10/A0)KeHUA 3HAYVIMBL U IIPOLYKTVUBHBI JIJI1 CO-
BpeMeHHBIX drytocodpckmx auckyccum. [Tpu atom
JOKJIa[IUMK BbIpasiila YBepeHHOCTb B aKTyaJIbHO-
CTVM KOT€HOBCKOM pvyIocopmm peTnurnm Kak «pe-
JIUTUM PasyMa», HO aKTyaJIbHOCTb €O 3IMCTeMO-
sorunt v dpwvtocodnn HayKu HOcTaBula 0L BO-
IIPOC BBUJIYy TOI'O, YTO OBIBIIIee B CBOe BpeMsl CMe-
JIBIM VI MHTEpPeCHBIM B HOBAaTOPCKMX paboTtax Ko-
reHa CeroffHs CTajIo OOIIeNpr3HAHHBIM U TPU-
BUaJIBHBIM OJ1arofaps MOCTHO3UTMBU3MY ¥ B Ka-
KOWI-TO Mepe paJIMKaJIbHOMY KOHCTPYKTWBU3MY.
3aBepias coe BbIcTyIUuIeHMe, 3. A. CoKysiep 11of-
UepKHYyJIa, YTO 0e33aBeTHBIV paIIOHAIIVI3M, ViIle-
aJIV3M U Bepa B 4eJIOBEUeCTBO, [eJlaromye prio-
codmro KoreHa cTosib HeaKTyasIbHOVI 1JIs HAIIIVIX
ITHEVI, POXXIAf0T 0COOYIO HOCTAJIBI VIO TTO TOMY (pu-
JI0COPCKOMY MBIIIUIEHIIO, KOTOPO€e MBI yTpaTUJIN.
M. C. HBopxun (MepycamMMCKuUM yHUBEPCUTET,
CIIBI'Y) B cBOEM BBICTYIIEHMVI CPaBHIII (pry1ocod-
cKkyto nosuyio Korena ¢ ABysikum SIHycoMm, O1HO
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cepts and its systemic character, while the other
stresses its inherent possibilities for develop-
ment and enrichment through the philosophy
of Hegel, Husserl, N. Hartmann, Heidegger,
Pierce and others. The first trend may be called
“Cohen studies”, represented by such West-
ern scholars as A.Poma, H. Holzhey, P. Fi-
orato, M. Zank and G. Edel, and the second
post-Neo-Kantianism, represented by W. Flach,
K.W. Zeidler, S. Luft and others.

Zinaida A. Sokuler (Lomonosov Moscow State
University) pointed out that the term “rele-
vance” with regard to Hermann Cohen’s phi-
losophy may have two different meanings.
First, it may mean the relevance of reviving Co-
hen’s legacy. Cohen’s ideas are relevant in the
light of the modern craving for justice and the
wish to see historical justice restored. This of
course is to be welcomed. Secondly, when the
relevance of Cohen’s philosophy is discussed,
people may mean that the provisions he elab-
orates are significant and productive for mod-
ern philosophical discussions. The speaker
recognised the relevance of Cohen’s philosophy
of religion as “the religion of reason” but called
in question his epistemology and philosophy
of science because what was perceived as bold
and interesting in Cohen’s trail-blazing work in
his time has become universally recognised and
trivial today, thanks to post-positivism and, to
some extent, radical constructivism. Z. Sokuler
concluded by stressing that rationalism without
any caveats, idealism and faith in humanity,
which make Cohen’s philosophy so old-fash-
ioned today, prompt a special kind of nostalgia
for the philosophical thought we have lost.

Ilya S. Dvorkin (The Hebrew University of Je-
rusalem / Saint Petersburg State University) com-
pared Cohen’s philosophical position with
two-faced Janus, with one face looking to the
past and continuing the classical European
philosophy of critical idealism and the oth-
er looking to the future as a pioneer of a new



JIVIIIO KOTOPOTO CMOTPUT B IIPOIIIIOe U IIPOIoIDKa-
eT eBPOIIeVICKYIO0 KJIacCUYecKyro dmiocodpuio —
KPUTWYEeCKUI MieasinsM, a gpyroe — B Oymyiiee
KaK O[IVH W3 3a4MHaresier HoBom dpuiocodmn, BO
MHOTMIX CBOMX 4YepTax ellle TOJIBKO 3perorernt. [o-
KJIaJuMK yKas3aJl Ha CyllleCTBeHHble HOBallUN B Te-
opwm rto3HaHMs KoreHa, cBsi3aHHBIe IIpey/ie BCero
C IIOHMMaHMEeM II03HaHM B KauecTBe JIMHaMIJe-
CKOrO IIpoliecca, IIpeIMeTOM KOTOPOro OKa3bIBaeT-
sl lepBOHavaJio, MCTOK. VI He coryacmicd ¢ MHeHU-
eM 3. A. Cokysiep 0 TOM, YTO KOreHOBCKasl JIOTVIKa
mcTOoKa, vwin nepsoHadaia (Logik der Ursprung),
KoTopyto PoseH11Belir Ha3bIBaeT «HayYHBIM IIO/IBU-
rom», ycrapesa. OH BbIpasisl YBepeHHOCTb B TOM,
uTo nocrasjleHHass KoreHoM 3azaua mocTpoeHms
JIOTVIKV OeCKOHEYHO MaJIbIX OTHIONb He pellleHa
COBPEMEHHOVI HayKOVL ITomBomsa mror CBOEMY BBI-
crymienuio, V1. C. [IBopkuH elle pa3 aKLeHTUPO-
BaJI MBICJIb O TOM, 4TO KoreH y4eJ1 OIbIT KpUTUKNA
KaHTVMAHCTBAa KaK SMIIVIPU3MOM, TaK "I HEMEITKVIM
VIeayI3MOM, BOCCTaHOBVJI 3HAUMMOCTh KaHTMAH-
CTBa M TeopeTudeckovt drstocodpnm, niepedopma-
TUPOBaJI KJIaCCHUEeCKYIO pritocodmro, 0O beIVHIT
ee C yueHueM IIPOPOKOB U B UTOr'e CO31aJI IIperio-
CBUIKV JIJISI HOBOI'O MBIITIICHVASL.

M. E. Coboseba (MapOyprckmuit yHUBEPCUTET,
Ypanmpckumt  rocyapCTBEHHBIVI  YHUBEPCUTET)
B CBOeM JIOKJIajle OTTOJIKHYJIach OT BKJlazla Heo-
KaHTMAHCKMX IIKOJI B TEOPUIO 1IeHHOCTU W Teo-
pUIO KYJIBTYPBI M B JIaJIbHEVIIIeM COCpeloTOun-
J1ach Ha TOVI poJIu, KOTOPYIO Chirpasia dputocodms
Iepmana Korena B pacimmpeHmy KpUTHUKM TO3Ha-
HMS 10 KPUTUKM KyJIbTyphL JJoKIagumk ooparu-
Jla BHMMaHMe Ha TO, YTO MapOyprckmuii HeoKaH-
THaHel], MepeoCMBICIIVIBaeT KaHTOBCKOe a4 priori
B JlyXe BJIVIATEIILHOIO B €ro BpeMsl MCTOPUIIM3Ma,
OpK 3TOM B IIOJIe €ro BHMMaHM MNONafaroT Kak
BHYTpMHay4YHble, TaK VI BHEIIHMe IS HayKW CO-
LIMaJIbHO-MCTOpUYecKme (paKTOpbl, OITpeslesIsio-
e ee pasputTue. Il Ha 3TOM IIyTH, HOTYEepPKHY-
i1a M. E. CoborteBa, «kpuTuKa 1mo3HaHms» KoreHa
dakTrUecKy mpeBpallaeTcs B TEOPUIO HayKu, CO-
JepKalllylo, XOTb U B 3a4aTO4YHOV popMe, MIer0
O 3aBMCHMOCTVM HAy4YHOTO 3HaHMS OT OOIIero
KYJIBTYPHOI'O KOHTEKCTa, 13 4ero, COOCTBEeHHO, VC-
XOIWT U BCs TTocslenytoniad Teopust Hayku V. Jla-
karoca, T.Kymna, I1. ®enepabenna, K. Ilomrepa,
M. Xopkxanmepa, T. AgopHo 1 M. dyxko.
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philosophy which is in many way still germi-
nating. The speaker pointed to some impor-
tant innovations in Cohen’s theory of cognition,
most notably the view of cognition as a dy-
namic process whose abiding object is the first
principle, the source. He challenged Z. Soku-
ler’s opinion that Cohen’s logic of the source
(Logik der Ursprung), which Rosenzweig called
“a scientific feat,” is outdated. He asserted that
modern science is still a long way away from
solving the task, set by Cohen, of building a
logic of infinitely small values.

Summing up his presentation Dvorkin
reiterated his view that Cohen had taken into
account the critique of Kantianism both by
empiricism and by German idealism, restored
the significance of Kantianism and theoretical
philosophy, reformatted classic philosophy and
combined it with the teachings of the prophets to
create prerequisites for new thinking.

Maja E. Soboleva (University of Marburg /
Urals State University), using as a take-off
point the contribution of Neo-Kantian schools
to the theory of values and the theory of cul-
ture, concentrated on the role of Hermann Co-
hen’s philosophy in expanding the critique of
consciousness to the critique of culture. The
speaker paid attention to the fact that the Mar-
burg Neo-Kantian reinterprets Kant’'s a priori
in the spirit of historicism, which was influen-
tial at the time, including in his field of vision
not only internal scientific, but also external so-
cio-historical, factors that determine science’s
development. Following that path, M. Soboleva
stressed that Cohen’s “critique of cognition” ef-
fectively turns into a theory of science contain-
ing, if only in embryonic form, the idea of the
dependence of scientific knowledge on the gen-
eral cultural context, something that informs
the entire subsequent theory of science devel-
oped by Imre Lakatos, Thomas Kuhn, Paul
Feyerabend, Karl Popper, Max Horkheimer,
Theodor Adorno and Michel Foucault.
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Taxke MOKITIATYMK IIpeJIOKWIa OOpaTUTh
BHMMaHVIe Ha TO, UTO KOT€HOBCKYIO KPUTUYECKYIO
TeOPUIO ITO3HAHMS, er0 3TUKY U 3CTeTUKY, TO eCThb
cdepy KyIbTyphbl, MOKHO aHaJIM3MPOBaTh VCXO-
1 I3 TIOHSATWS JIeVICTBISI, KOTZIa IO, «/IeVICTBIeM»
IIOHMMaeTCst IIPom3BOACTBO veroymbo (Handlung
der Erzeugung). OHa oTMeTWIIa 11 TO, YTO B TEOPUM
Korena gBHO pasymyaroTcs Tpy TUIla JeVICTBUAN —
TeopeTUYecKye, MpaKTU4YecKe ¥ 3CTeTUIecKue,
KOTOpBIe MOXKHO OXapaKTepu3oBaThb IIOf] yIJIOM
3peHms Ipollecca M pesyibTrara, a UIMeHHO — He-
MeIIKVVI HeOKaHTVaHell BblJIe/IseT aclleKThl «ev-
cTBuA Kak mporiecca» (Handlung) m «mevicrsus
Kak pesysbTata» (Tun), Klags oTHOIIEHVe MeX-
Oy HOHSTVISIMU «IEVICTBUE KaK ITPOLIeCC» W «Ievi-
CTBUe KaK pe3yJIbTaT» B OCHOBaHVIe JIOTMKM (PyHK-
LIMOHVPOBaHMS BbIZIeJIsIeMBIX MM cpep KYJIbTYPhI.

B 3aBeprrierte M. E. CoOorieBa BbIpasiuiia yBe-
PEHHOCTB B TOM, UTO TeOpMs HayKW, Teopus KyJib-
TypBl, Ouasormdeckas dwiocodpms n puioco-
dua fevicTBus, paspaboTaHHbBIe B paMKax puiIo-
codpckont cucteMbl Korena, MoryT ObITh MHTepec-
HBI I pelleHnsl CeTONHSIIHMX IIpo0dseM, CBs-
3aHHBIX C POJIBIO CyOBbeKTa B Hay YHOM VCCiIeloBa-
HUM, B3aIMOZIeVICTBVIeM HayKM 1 0011ecTBa, oO111e-
CTBa VI LIEPKBIA.

B moxsame B.JI. Maxauna (VIHVIOH PAH) ak-
LIeHT OBUI CIleJIaH Ha CrelyduKe TOro «IiepejioMa
B MBIIIUIEHM», Ha KOTOPbIV yKaszana Opanir Posen-
LIBEVIT, aHa/IM3MUpPys TBopuecTBO Iepmana Korena.
I'To MHeHMIO TOKJIaTUVIKa, «HOBOE MBIITUIeHVIe» Po-
3eHIIBelira CTaJo OTHOBPEeMeHHO Pa3pbIBOM U pas-
BUTVEM IIpeeMCTBeHHOCTU C dwtocoduert ero
yuutesnss Iepmana Korena xak mHuIIMaropa Tak
HasbiBaeMon prtococprm muastora. B.JI. MaximH
HOYepKHYJI, UTO, IO MbIC/IM Posen1isernira (1 gpy-
T'IX «IMaJIorcToB»), KoreH cBovM MOHSTHEM KOp-
peAAyuY BEIIBUHYJI HOBBIV (OTHOCUTeIbHO HoBoro
BpeMeHW) HPVHINII B HOIX0[de K OHTOJIOIMY, aH-
TPOIIOJIOI MV V1 TeOJIOT MW, KOTOPBIVI B IHTepIIpeTa-
1y Toro ke PoseHIiBerira o3HadaeT ciledylolliee:
He OBITVe 11 BpeMs CYIIeCTBYIOT BHyTPM TaK Hasbl-
BaeMOVI BEYHOCTY (M CYIITHOCTM), a CKopee Hao0o-
POT, MeTadpm3MUecKast BEUHOCTD 1 yMO3pUTeIbHAS
CYIIIHOCTb HaXOAATCS BHYTPY KOHKPETHOVI TEMIIO-
pastbHOCTM OBITVS U cOOBITHS McTOpUN. TToaTomy,
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Soboleva drew attention to the fact that Co-
hen’s critical theory of cognition, his ethics and
esthetics, i.e. the sphere of culture, can be an-
alysed proceeding from the concept of action,
“action” being understood as “production of
something” (Handlung der Erzeugung). She also
noted that Cohen’s theory clearly distinguishes
three types of actions: theoretical, practical and
esthetic, which can be characterised in terms of
process and result, i.e. he identifies “action as
process” (Handlung) and “action as result” (put-
ting the relation between the concepts “action
as process” and “action as result” at the foun-
dation of the logic of the functioning of the
spheres of culture he identifies).

In conclusion M. Soboleva expressed confi-
dence that the theory of science, the theory of
culture, dialogic philosophy and the philoso-
phy of action, developed in the framework of
Cohen’s philosophical system, can be relevant
to the solution of current problems connected
with the role of the subject in scientific research,
and the link between science and society, socie-
ty and church.

Vitaly L. Makhlin (INION RAS) focused on
the “turn in thinking” pointed out by Franz
Rosenzweig in analysing the work of Hermann
Cohen. In his view, Rosenzweig’s “new think-
ing” simultaneously marked both a break and
a development of continuity with the philoso-
phy of his teacher, Hermann Cohen, as the ini-
tiator of the philosophy of dialogue. V. Makhlin
stressed that in the opinion of Rosenzweig (and
other “dialogists”) Cohen by his concept of cor-
relation put forward a new principle (relative
to modern times) in approaching ontology, an-
thropology and theology, which, according to
Rosenzweig, means the following: it is not be-
ing and time that exist within so-called eternity
(and nature) but rather the reverse: metaphys-
ical eternity and speculative essence are with-
in the concrete temporality of being and event
of history. Therefore, the speaker argued, the
postulate of Rosenzweig himself, citing Goethe,



OTMeTWWJI JOKJIAJIUVK, U ITOCTYJIaT HOBOTO MBIIIIJIe-
Hus camoro PoseHriBerira co ccouikont Ha V1. B. T'éte
3BYUUT CJIeyIOIIM 00pa3oM: HeOOXOAVMMO «IIpU-
HATb BpeMs Bcepbe3» (Ernstnehmen der Zeit),
a 3HAuYMT, OTKA3aTbCs OT HEIIOMEPHBIX (HedesloBe-
4yecKMx) IMPUTSA3aHUM W MeasioB CyOcTaHIIMalb-
HOTO TIO3HAHWMS B IOJIb3y OOJiee CKPOMHOTO, 3aTO
KOHKPETHOTO «3IpaBOrO CMbICJIa» — MBbIIIJIeHWS
OMHOWEHUAMY «MeXy YeJIOBEKOM U YeJIOBeKOM»
B UX KOHeUHOM (3K3VICTEHIIMaIbHO-VICTOPVYHOM)
OBITII-COOBITIN, B KOTOPOM VMHIVBYIYaJIbHOE CO-
3HaHMe CBOOOIHO B CBOEV IIPUYACTHOCTM TpPaHC-
IIeH/ICHTHOMY.

B Beicrymmenuu M. E. Jlanwuna (PYJH), 3a-
BepIIMBIIIEM paOOTy KPyIJIOro CTOJIa, IIPO3BYydYa-
J1a MBICJIb 00 aKTyaJIbHOCTM VCCIIe[IOBaHMs BOIIPO-
ca O COOTHOIIEHWV PeIUTVO3HOTO M 3TUYeCKOro
B Tpynax Korena. /Iokiagunk rokasas, uro Koren
OTCTarBaeT HeXapaKTepPHBIV He TOJIBKO 115 prto-
codpmm, HO M 1151 Teostormvt XX B. B3IJISAA, IOPOIAVB-
IV Psif] yUeHW, OTKa3bIBAOLIVIXCS OT TPagyLIy-
OHHBIX JJII XPUCTVAHCTBa yTBepXeHu o bore
VI €r0 KauecTBax (IMasleKTidecKasi TeoJIors, «Teo-
sorvg ciaboro bora» . KamyTo), a mmMeHHO — 1I0-
JIOKeHVe O HeMBICJIMMOCTH 3TUKM 0e3 myen bora.
OH TaK>Xe OTMEeTWJI, UYTO B CBOEN IIOCTPOEHHOV Ha
UYHeVICKMX OCHOBaHMAX PeIUIuy pasyma Map-
Oyprckmit HeoKaHTMAHeI] XOYeT COBEPLIUTH [IBU-
JKeHMe, obpaTHOe IpoM3OoIIelIeMy B 310Xy Bos-
POXIIeHVs, KOTopas, XOTs VI He OblIa aTeucTide-
CKOV1, BCe Ke OTOBMHYJIa BOIIPOC HEOOXOIMIMOCTI
bora my1st uestoBeka Ha 3aJHUI IDIaH. DTO O3Hava-
JI0, UTO YeJIOBeUeCKMe KaueCTBa, COCTaBIISIOIIIVIe
yesloBeYecKylo IPUpoy, Te KaudecTBa, KOTOPBI-
MV MBI BOCXMIIIaeMcsl, HaM JIaHBbl, IIPUCYTCTBYIOT
B Hac KakK HeKas JaHHocTh. Y KoreHa ke, 1o MHe-
Huto V. E. JlammmHa, aBTOHOMMS JIMYHOCTY — He
TO, YTO JIaHO, a TO, K 4eMy cJIeflyeT CTPeMUTHCS,
V1 TO, 4YTO ITpONCTeKaeT 13 naeut bora.

B 3axs1roueHme cBOero BBICTYIUIEH N OKJIa UMK
yKasaJl Ha To, 4To B (prstocodpum permmrum Koren
Kak Obl MaHeBpUpyeT MeX[y IIpefonpesesieHyieM
CrimHO3BI M KpallHUM cyObekTmBu3MoM DrixTe.
C oHOVI CTOPOHBI, OH He COIVIalllaeTCs C IIpefICTaB-
neramstMy CITMHO3BI O CBODOJIe BOJIM M €rO ITOHU-
MaHMeM bora Kak 1o cyTu 0e3IM4HOro NpuHIIN-
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sounds like this: it is necessary to “take time se-
riously” (Ernstnehmen der Zeit), hence to give
up excessive (non-human) claims and ideals
of substantive knowledge in favour of a more
modest, but concrete “common sense,” think-
ing in terms of relations “between human and
human” in their ultimate (existential-histori-
cal) being-co-being in which individual con-
sciousness is free in its being involved with the
transcendent.

Ivan E. Lapshin (RUDN University), the last
speaker, stressed the relevance of the study of
the relationship between the religious and the
ethical in Cohen’s works. He demonstrated that
Cohen upholds the view that ethics is unthink-
able without the idea of God, a view unchar-
acteristic not only of philosophy, but also of
theology in the twentieth century, a view that
spawned a number of doctrines that renounce
traditional Christian premises about God and
His properties (dialectical theology, D. Capu-
to’s “weak God theology”). I. Lapshin argued
that Cohen in his religion of reason based on
Judaist foundations, seeks to accomplish the re-
verse of what happened in the epoch of Renais-
sance which, while not being atheistic, pushed
the question of God’s being necessary for man
into the background. This meant that the hu-
man properties that constitute human nature,
the properties we admire, are within us as
something given. With Cohen, in I. Lapshin’s
opinion, the autonomy of the individual is not
what is given but what has to be striven for and
what emanates from the idea of God.

In conclusion, I. Lapshin observed that in his
philosophy of religion Cohen seems to be ma-
noeuvring between Spinoza’s predetermination
and Fichte’s extreme subjectivism. On the one
hand, he disagrees with Spinoza’s notions of
the free will and his understanding of God as
essentially an impersonal principle. On the oth-
er hand, Cohen puts the logic of science above
the question of self-consciousness and person-
al freedom, and not vice versa, as does Fichte.
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na. C gpyrom ctoponsl, Koren nomumHsier jormke
HayKV BOIIPOCHI CaMOCO3HaHWS V1 JIMYHOM CBOOO-
b1, @ He HaoOOpOT, Kak 3T0 0buto y Puxre. Takmm
obpasomM, y Korena, mo muenmto V. E. Jlammmsa,
MBI HaxOAVIM BO3MOXKHOCTB PeJIVTTIN, B paMKaX KO-
TOpOVI AMxoToMus «Memopmaia ITackans» — Bor
AspaamMa, Vicaaka 1 Makosa v bor dwtocodpos
VI yUeHBIX — OKa3bIBaeTCsl IIPeOi0JIeHHOVL.

Baazodapnocmu. Ilybaiukayus Beimosnwena npu
noddepxxe [Ipoepammel cmpamezuteckoeo akademu-
ueckoz20 audepcmba PYIIH.
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Thus in Cohen we see the possibility of a reli-
gion within which the dichotomy of the “Pas-
cal Mémorial” — the God of Abraham, Isaac
and Jacob or the God of philosophers and sci-
entists — is overcome.
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