APXVIB

VK 1(091)

PYCCKWW IMOJIMTUYECKUW KAHT
IIOCJIE JIMUBEPAJIISMA:
C.V1. TECCEH O IOBWJIEE KAHTA
B 1924 TOLY

M. A. Koaepob'

Iorvsyscy 10busreem Y. Kanwma 6 xauecnbe nobooa,
pyccxkutl Heoxanmuaney C.V. T'eccen 6 smuepayuu 6
1924 2. — 0e3 npamvix nosumudeckux 6v160006 — us-
saeaem 63e450 Ha Hacaeoue Beauxozo gpusocogpa co cbo-
ux nosuyui «npaboboeo coyuasucma», Buidoupas 6 e2o
Hacae0uu mo, umo 6 0OKMpUHAX HeMeYK020 COUUANU3-
Ma npedcmaBaaemcs emy nepexubuum kak omxam om
ewje He0aBHez20 pacybema kanmobekux uei 6 HeokaHmu-
ancmBe, max u Kpax mpaouyuoHHo20 AUbeparusMa 1o
umoeam Ilepboit mupoboii 6otinvl. Mecmo nepboii nyoau-
Kayuy mexkcma — pycckas Aubepasvran bepaurckasn ea-
sema «Pyav» — sacmabasem cmompems na mexcm Iec-
ceHa He MoAbKO KaK HA (hOpMAAbHbLIL 0OUACTIHBLTL AKIN, HO
Kax Ha axm, o0paueHHuIl UMeHHO Kk KBasugpuyupoban-
HO AubepasvHol ayoumopuu, 3ac6udemervcmbobabuieit
kamacmpogpy aubeparusma 6 Poccuu.

Karoueboie caoBa: Kanm, wbusen, C.U. Ieccen,
«npaboboii coyuasusm», Heokanmuancmbo 6 coyuarus-
Me, coyuar-1ubepasusm, pycckas sMuepayus

PerryOimKyeMbIit  HVDKe IOOWJIEVIHBIVI TEKCT
Cepresi VMocudosnya Ieccena (mcesm. Sergius,
1887—1950) cizemyeT paccMaTpmBaTh B KOHTEKCTe
PYCCKOVI TPV, IIPVICY TCTBYFOIIEVE BHSTHO Ha
repecedeHM SICHBIX VIHTeJUIeKTyaIbHBIX 3ajiad,
HO TIOJIUTUYECKN IIOTepIIeBIleV TsDKejloe WCTO-
pudeckoe nopaxxkeHue B XX B. ABTOp 3TUX CTPOK,
OJTHAKO, CYMTaeT ee IIPOeKT MOJIUTIYecKy Haroo-
Jlee CIIpaBeJIMBbIM [1JIsI ICTOpUM 1 yciiosuit Poc-
cun. Peub maeT o IpoeKkTe PycCKOro COLyalI-JIv-
Oeparmm3ma, coequHSIONIETO B cebe HOKTPUHBI
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RUSSIAN POLITICAL KANT
AFTER LIBERALISM:
SERGEY HESSEN
ON 1924 KANT JUBILEE

M. A. Kolerov!

Using the Kant jubilee in 1924 as a pretext, Sergey
Hessen, a Russian émigré neo-Kantian, draws no direct
political conclusions but sets forth a view of the great phi-
losopher’s legacy from the position of a “legal socialist”,
selecting from his heritage those parts of German social-
ist doctrines that to his mind experienced a departure
from a recent flowering of Kantian ideas in Neo-Kantian-
ism and the collapse of traditional liberalism in the wake
of the First World War. The fact that the text was first
published in the Berlin-based Russian liberal newspaper
“Rul’”, gives us reason to see it not just as a formal ju-
bilee tribute, but as an act addressed to the qualified lib-
eral audience which witnessed the collapse of liberalism
in Russia.

Keywords: Kant, jubilee, Sergey Hessen, “rule-of-
law socialism”, Neo-Kantianism in socialism, social-lib-
eralism, Russian émigré community

The jubilee text of Sergey I. Hessen (alias Ser-
gius, 1887 —1950) should be considered in the
context of the Russian tradition which has a dis-
tinct place at the intersection of clear intellectual
tasks, even though it suffered a severe histori-
cal setback in the twentieth century. I believe,
however, that its project does more political jus-
tice to the history and conditions of Russia than
any other. I am referring to the project of Rus-
sian social-liberalism which combines the doc-
trines of German “natural right” and “ethical
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HeMeIIKVX «eCTeCTBeHHOIO ITpaBa» U «3TUYeCcKOro
MUHUMYMa»?, PYCCKUX <«IOCTOVIHOTO dYeJIoBede-
CKOTO CYIIeCTBOBaHMS» M «MUHMMYMa J00pa»’.
ITpu 3TOM Ba’kHO TIOYEPKHYTh, YTO aBTOP TeKCTa
C./.Teccen — He IMPOCTO 3aKOHHBIN IIPEICTaBU-
TeJIb TPAAWUIIUM PYCCKOTO COIMas-IbepainsMa,
HO M caM — VIMEeHHO COLMaJIVCT, CBOMMMU Tpy/a-
MU TIOCJTY KMBIIWV PasBUTWIO TEOPUN COLIAIIN3-
Ma I10cJIe ero KaTacTpodrrueckovt mpakTuku B Co-
BeTcKor Poccnm.

B mopesortrorviorHo Poccum cormar-inbepa-
JIM3M B Ha3BaHHOM acriekTe ObUI pyHJaMeHTaIb-
HOo dwtocodckun uccirenosan B Tpyae B.C. Co-
joBeeBa «Ompasmanue godpa» (1897), roe Ovuia
Te3VCHO JaHa WCXO[Hasl IO3UIIMS ISl OLeHKNU
3TOro ABVKeHMs: He[JoCTaTOUueH «B3IJIA[, IIpU3Ha-
IOIINVI, YTO CMBICII XM3HU B ee 100pe, HO IIpU TOM
yTBep>XKIIaoIINT, UTO 3TO J0OPO, KaK JJaHHOe CBbI-
ITle VI OCYIIIeCTBJIeHHOe B HEIIPeJIOKHBIX XKI3HEeH-
HBIX (popMax (ceMbl, OTe4eCTBa, IEPKBI), TPedy-
eT OT ueJIoBeKa JIMIIb IIOKOPHOrO IIpUHATISA, 0e3
BCSIKVX PacCy K[IEHUVI»; «HEeIOCTATOYHOCTh TaKO-
ro B3IJIsiJa» COCTOUT B 3a0BEHUM TOTO, «4TO MICTO-
pudeckyie o0pasbl XIM3HEHHOTo J00pa He MMeoT
BHEIIIHero eVHCTBa ¥ 3aKOHUYEeHHOCTY U IIOTOMY
TpeOyIoT OT uesioBeKa He pOpMaIbHOV ITOKOPHO-
CTW, a OTIO3HAHMS VX 110 CYIIeCTBY VI BHYTPeHHero
COIEVICTBUSA B VX IIpofoIDKaroreMcst pocre» (Co-
nosweB, 2020, c. 12 (Ornasrenue. III)). Ilepen au-
LIOM IIMPOKO ¥ OBICTPO pa3BMBaIOIIerocs collya-
JIVICTUYECKOro IIBVDKeHMsl B EBporie m ocobeHHO
MapKCUCTCKOV colasl-leMoKparun B Iepmanum
n Ascrpo-Benrpun I1. V1. Hosroponmes B Poc-
CUVI IIPOTMBOIIOCTABIII [IBa 0Opasa dprytocodckon
IIpOrpaMMBbl HEMEITKOV YUeHOCTH /1l COBpeMeH-
HBIX TIOJIUTUYeCKMX ABVKeHn: Terests kak BIox-
HOBUTeJIsI MapKC3Ma U colranmiMa n KanTa Kak
BIIOXHOBUTeJIS JIbepasiniMa, XOTS U Pe3loMIpo-
Bajl O «CKOpee BOCIIOJIHEHWM, a He OTpUIlaHUNU

2 Cm. 00 aTout cBsa3n, B wacTHOCTL: (Pevicaep, 1904; ITpu-
ObITKOBA, 2011, . 213 — 340 (ro1. II1)).

3 B GuypKarinmx IvlaHaX aBTopa 9THX CTPOK — IIOITOTOB-
Ka K IIe4aTy y>Ke COCTaBJIeHHOV aHTOJIOIMM PYCCKOTO CO-
Hua-mbepanamsma.
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minimum”,* and the Russian “dignified human

existence” and “minimum good” .’ It is import-
ant to stress that the author, Sergey Hessen, is
not simply a legitimate representative of the
Russian social-liberal tradition, but is himself
a socialist whose works contributed to the de-
velopment of the socialist theory after its disas-
trous practice in Soviet Russia.

In pre-revolutionary Russia social-liberal-
ism received a thorough philosophical ground-
ing in Vladimir Solovyov’s work, Justification
of the Moral Good (1897), which stresses the in-
adequacy of “[t]he view that recognises that
the meaning of life lies in the moral good, but
asserts that this good, as given from above, is
realised in immutable forms of life (family, fa-
therland, church), demands from us submis-
sive acceptance without argument”; this view
is inadequate because it ignores the fact that
“the historical forms of the good in life have no
external unity and finality. These forms, there-
fore, demand from us not formal submission
but their essential identification and intrinsic
assistance for their continuing growth” (Solo-
vyov, 2015, pp. IX-X (Table of Contents. III)).
In the face of the broad and rapidly growing
socialist movement in Europe and especial-
ly Marxist social democratic views in Germa-
ny and Austro-Hungary, Pavel Novgorodtsev
in Russia juxtaposed two philosophical pro-
grammes of German thought for modern po-
litical movements: Hegel as the inspiration of
Marxism and socialism, and Kant as the in-
spiration of liberalism — even though he con-
cludes that contemporary intellectual practice
“rather supplements than negates or excludes
the legacy of Hegel and Kant (Novgorodtsev,
1901, p. 244). On the whole, however, the juxta-
position is not entirely valid because, according
to the slogans and practice of Friedrich Engels,

? See for example: (Reisner, 1904; Pribytkova, 2011,
pp. 213-340 (ch. III)).

? See my anthology of Russian social-liberalism due to
be submitted for publication.
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VIV VICKJTIOUeHUM» Hacsrenus lerensa m Kanra B
coBpeMeHHOVI maertHom IpakTuke (Hosroposmties,
1901, c. 244). Ho B 11€710M 11 IJIaBHOM OH ITPOTMBOIIO-
CTaBWI MX He BIIOJIHE OOOCHOBAHHO, IIOTOMY YTO,
CJIe1ys JIO3YHIY U IIPaKTHKe BTOPOro OTIIa-OCHO-
Baresisd MapkcusMa . DHresbca, BHeCIIero B Umc-
710 P1ITOCOPCKMX ITPENIIECTBEHHVKOB 3TOV JTOK-
TPVHBI VIMeHa KJIaCCMKOB HeMellKov dprtocodpmm
Kanra, @uxre n Teresiss, repmaHcKkue colyasi-e-
Mokparel K. IIImupar, P Irammtep, K. @opren-
Jep M3pAIHO IOTPYAVIINCH Haf, pvIocodpCKUM
IIpUCITOCO0IeHIEM HeOKaHTVMAHCTBA K IIporpam-
Me MapKcM3Ma.

Pano mocturnys anores B passuron Hosropos-
LIEBBIM (B aHTMPEBOJIIOLIVIOHHOM ¥ aHTVCOLIAIIN-
CTUYECKOM [IyXe, JIMIIAIOIIEeM MapKCU3M U KOM-
MYHM3M MOHOIIOIIMY Ha OOphOy 3a COIMaIbHYIO
crpaseyinBocTh)! dopmyste CosioBreBa O IIpaBe
Ha «JOCTOVIHOE 4YeJIoBedecKoe CYIIeCTBOBaHVIe»,
PYCCKMII colas-IndepasnsM peaan3oBail cedsi B
IIVPOKOVI 3KCHAHCUWM B JOKTPUHY KOHCTUTYIIV-
OHHO-JIEMOKPATUYeCcKOl HapTu¥, B IIporpaMmax
YHUBEPCUTETCKIX OOIIeCTBeHHBIX HayK, B pelLlell-
1y odpasiioBoro st Poccryt HeMeIkoro Hacie-
aus HOpakTudeckom duaocopum 1 couya-me-
MOKpaTH4ecKoro pesmsnoHmsma. OpgHakKo Hamo
npu3HaTh, 4To HoBroposies, HecMOTps Ha CBOIO
BBIZIAOIIYIOCS  (pOpMyITy  colMas-inbepasinsma,
Jlajiee He CMOT Pa3BUTh ee B OT/IeJIbHYIO JJOKTPUHY,
MOIYVHVB IJIaBHbIE YCUJIVIS CBOETO 1IeHTPaIbHOIO
Tpyaa «O0 oblIIecTBeHHOM wfIeasie» OIIpOBepyKe-
HVIIO JIIOOBIX POPM coliaI3Ma Kak KOMMyHM3Ma.
To ecTp, 110 CyTH, OH pacIpOCTpaHMII COIAJIbHBIE
yTOUHEHMSI IIPaKTUYeCcKOro vjeasa Jmbepasns-
Ma VMIMEeHHO Ha caM JimbepasmsM, a He Ha ero co-
nmascTdeckre BaoxHoseHMs. [locremosarerns-
HBIVI COLMAJIVCT VI aHAPXO-KOMMYHVICT B TeUeHue
BCe CBOEV XWM3HU (3a VICKJIFOUeHMEeM 3IIM30da C

4 CMm. ouepk «IIpaBo Ha mocTOVIHOEe dYeIOBeYecKoe Cy-
mecrBoBaHme» (Hosroponnes, 1905, c. 214 —222). MHo-
TOYVICJIEHHBIe PeIyOJIMKaIly 3TOrO TeKCTa IIOC/IeIHETO
BpeMeHW OIMPAIOTCS Ha ero IepensIaHye aBTOPOM C 13-
MeHeHusIMM U BMecTe ¢ OoTKiIMKoM V. A. ITokposckoro:
(Hosroponues, 1911). 3geck uuTupyeTcs 1O IIePBOV IIy-
OymKarm.
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the second founding father of Marxism, who
added the names of the classical German phi-
losophers Kant, Fichte and Hegel to the list of
philosophical precursors of this doctrine, Ger-
man social-democrats Karl Schmidt, Rudolf
Stammler and Karl Vorldander played a major
role in adjusting Neo-Kantianism to the Marxist
program.

After reaching an early apogee in Solovy-
ov’s formula of the right to “dignified human
existence”, developed by Novgorodtsev in
an anti-revolutionary and anti-socialist spirit
which denied that Marxism and communism
had a monopoly in the struggle for social jus-
tice),* Russian social-liberalism manifested it-
self in the broad expansion into the doctrine of
the constitutional democratic party, the social
studies curricula of universities, the reception
in Russia of the German heritage of practical
philosophy and social-democratic revisionism.
But it has to be said that Novgorodtsev, in spite
of his outstanding formula of social-liberalism,
tailed to develop it into a fully-fledged doctrine
and devoted his main effort — the book On the
Social Ideal — to refuting all forms of socialism
and communism. In other words, he directed
the social adjustments of the practical ideal of
liberalism toward liberalism itself, and not to-
ward its socialist source. Nikolay Berdyaev,
a consistent socialist and anarcho-communist
throughout his life (with the exception of an ep-
isode with his right-wing liberal Philosophy of
Inequality in the summer and fall of 1918) in a
review of Novgorodtsev’s work as early as the
spring of 1918, on the one hand came to his res-
cue in looking for a synthesis of socialism and
liberalism and, on the other hand, admitted
that Novgorodtsev had not traversed the whole

* See the essay “The Right to Dignified Human Exis-
tence” (Novgorodtsev, 1905, pp. 214-222). Numerous
recent reprints of that text draw on the author’s reprints
with amendments and a review by losif Pokrovsky
(Novgorodtsev, 1911). Quotations here are from the first
publication.



ero IpaBo-ymbepaipHOV «Dytocoduent Hepa-
BeHCTBa» jleta — oceHn 1918 r.), H. A. Bepnsies B
pelieH3um Ha 3ToT Tpyn Hosropomiesa yxe Bec-
Hot 1918 r., ¢ OAHOVI CTOPOHBI, ITPUIIIeI €My Ha I10-
MOIIIb B fleJIe ITOVCKa CMHTe3a colluasIn3Ma 1 jvoe-
pasisMa, HO C APYTOVl — He MOI He IIPU3HaTh, 4YTO
Hosropomiies He mpoliiesI 3TOT I1yTh, IPSIMO OTKa-
3aJIcs ero rponT. beprsies nvicann o Hosropostie-
Be B cpaBHeHMM ¢ HacslenveM b. H. Ynuepnna:

...B oTmmane oT Yndaepuna m/l6epam/13M ero
MOXeT OBITh HAaIlOJIHEH COLMaJIbHO-pedopMa-
TOPCKMM coflepkaHueM. Hosropomiies orpuiiaer
OPUHIIUIINAJIbHYIO TPOTUBOIIOJIIOKHOCTD MEX/TY
HV[6epaHV[3M0M M COIMAJIN3MOM ¥ MBICJIUT COLIV-
ajlbHOe pedopMupoBaHie ob1recTBa B PpaMKax
IIPaBOBOTO rOCYyIapCTBa.

Ho ogHOCTOpOHHOCTB MIeaIMCTIYecKoro JIm-
6epam/[3Ma v vHavBuayanusma I1. Hosropomire-
Ba CKa3bIBa€TCs B TOM, YTO OH He XOYeT IIPV3HaTh
OHTOJIOTMYECKOVI PeaJIbHOCTV TaKMX IIeJIOCTeN
" ODIITHOCTeV, KakK roCcyaapCTBO, HAIMs M T.II.,
M CKJIOHEH CBOIIUTBL MX IeJIMKOM Ha eIMHCTBeH-
HYIO peaJIbHOCTh — JIMYHOCTh. HoBropopaues —
TOCyJapCTBEHHMK, HO II€EHHOCTH TOCyZapCTBa
BBIBOOUT OH WCK/IIOUMTEIHPHO W3 OOINeHWMS W
B3aVIMOJIeVICTBYA JIMYHOCTelt. EMy uy>Kta MBICIIb,
YTO rOCyJapCTBO, HALIMS U T.I1. OOIITHOCTY TaKXe
MOIYT pacCMaTpUBATHCs KaK JIMYHOCTM, obramma-
OIIVIe OHTOJIOTIYEeCKOV peasibHOCTRIO (Beprsies,
2020, c. 429).

Pesormrouimm 1917 ropma m I'pakpmaHckast Bovi-
Ha B Poccum pagmKabHO ITOXOPOHWIIV HOJIUTU-
yecKyie TIepPCIIeKTVBEI colla-Inbepariv3ma, HO B
PYCCKOVI SMUT paLiyV P MOLIHBIVI IMITYJIbC
dopMUPOBaHNIO HOKTPUHBI IeMOKPATIYeCKOro
(To ecTb IPOTMBOCTOAIIEIO KOMMYHWUCTUYECKOV
nukratype B Poccunt / CCCP) conmasnmsma, KOTO-
PBEITI B paBHOM CcTelleHN cpOpMMUpPOBaJIN PyccKue
COIMaI-IEMOKPAThl (MEHBIIIEBVKM) ¥ COLMAJIV-
CTBI-PEBOJIIOLIVIOHEPH], TI03)Ke COCTaBMBIIIVE eJIV-
HBIVI WIOeVHO-TIoNINTrnYecKui Oytok. HawBeicime
dvtocodpckite 0OpasIIbI TOVT HOBOVI COLIMAJIVCT-
YecKoy TpaAguIvN B SMUTPALN IIpefCTaBIeHbI
tpymamu C. V1. Teccena u I /1. I'ypsuya, nonmTu-
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path and flatly refused to follow it. Comparing
Novgorodtsev with Boris Chicherin, Berdyaev
wrote:

[...] as distinct from Chicherin, his liberalism
can be invested with social-reforming content.
Novgorodtsev denies the fundamental differ-
ence between liberalism and socialism and
conceives of social reform in the framework of
a law-governed state.

But P. Novgorodtsev’s idealistic liberalism
and individualism are visible in that he denies the
ontological reality of such goals and communities
as state, nation, etc. and tends to reduce them to
the sole reality of personality. Novgorodtsev is a
statist, but he derives the value of the state solely
from the communication and interaction of
individuals. He shies away from the idea that the
state, nation and similar communities can also
be seen as individualities that have ontological
reality (Berdyaev, 1918, p. 429).

The 1917 revolutions and the Civil War in
Russia put paid to the political prospects of so-
cial-liberalism, but gave the Russian émigré
community a powerful impulse to form a doc-
trine of democratic socialism (as opposed to
the communist dictatorship in Russia/USSR)
to which Russian social democrats (Menshe-
viks) and Social-Revolutionaries (SR), who lat-
er formed a single ideological-political block,
contributed in equal measure. Leading philo-
sophical examples of this new socialist tradition
in emigration are represented by the works of
Sergey Hessen and Georges Gurvitch and po-
litical examples by the founders of, and contrib-
utors to, the major Russian-language socialist
publications abroad: “Sovremenniye zapiski /
Annales contemporaines”, a journal circulated
by the former members of the neo-populist SR
party, Aleksandr Kerensky’s newspapers “Dni”
(“Days”) and “Novaya Rossiya” (“New Russia”)
as well as Pavel Milyukov’s social-liberal news-
paper “Posledniye Novosti” (“Last News”) until
1940 and “Sotsialistichesky vestnik” (“Socialist
Bulletin”) until the beginning of the 1960s. In
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yecKre — TpydaMu cosjaTesierl ¥ aBTOpOB KpyIl-
HeVIIMX COLMaIMCTUYeCKX M3OaHUM PycCKOro
3apyOexpbs: XypHasia OBIBIINX AesiTesiell HeOHa-
ponHMYecKor scepoBckon maptumn «CoBpeMeH-
Hble 3amnmcKm», raser A.d. Kepenckoro «IHm»
u «Hosag Poccusi», a Takxke cormast-noepaib-
vom rasetsl I1. H. MwmiokoBa «ITocitenHme HOBO-
ctm» — 10 1940 1, «ConmaiMcTM4eckoro BecCT-
HUKa» — 10 Havasaa 1960-x rr. B aToM KOHTeKcTe
COOBITHMVI VI IIOHS TV TIOKTpMHA ['ecceHa sicHO mMme-
HOBaJIaCh KaK «IIpaBOBOV COIMa/IM3M». Vcceno-
BaresIb HeokaHTHaHcTBa B. H. bestos, ananmsupys
€ro BTOPOVI IJIaBHBIV TPYZ, B sMmurpaummu «lIpaso-
BOe TOCYZapCTBO ¥ COLIMAIV3M», SICHO OITpeflesInII
IJIaBHBIVI HEPB ero IpoTuBocTossHM ¢ Hosroposn-
ITEBBIM:

BrIHeceHHEBIe B 3aryIaByie IOHSTHS «IIPaBOBOE
TOCYHAApPCTBO» VI «COIVIAJIN3M» aBTOP PabOTHI ITo-
CuMTa] CMHOHVMWYHBIMY, €CJIU TOJIBKO YAaeTcs
TOUTU [0 CyTH Kaxmaoro m3 Hux. CyITHOCTb Xe
ux, 1o MbIciu 'ecceHa, mpoTmBUTCS OOIEepac-
IIPOCTPaHEHHOMY  OTOXK[ECTBJIEHUIO IIe€pBOTO
IIOHATVS C JINOepasIM3MOM, a BTOPOTO ¢ KOMMY-
Hy3MoM. KoMMyHM3M, BKITIOYarommi B cedst ad-
COJTIOTHBIV WMfleasl 4eloBeuecKoro OOIeXMTHs,
€CTb YTOIVSI, HO HYKaK He eCTeCTBeHHas CTyIIeHb
pasBuUTHSA COIMaiM3Ma... [KaK]| «yHMYTOXaro-
IV KOHKPeTHbIe BUBI COIMAJIbHOTO 3J1a IIpa-
BOIIOPSOK»... (beros, 2020, c. 98 —99)°.

Hioxecnenyromumt Teker C. VI Teccena Obin
oIy OJIMKOBaH B OepIIVHCKOV PYCCKOV JInbepastb-
HOVI Ta3eTe ero OTIla — OIHOTO M3 BOXIEN ope-
BOJIIOLIVIOHHOTO Jmbeparmsma V1. B. Ieccena, co-
3HaTesIsi OmHOVI M3 IByX (Hapsmy ¢ «Pycckmmm
BEIOMOCTSIMI») KPYITHEMIIINX JIMOepasIbHbIX Ta-
3eT B ctapoyt Poccun — «Peub». B amurpamum ee
JIOTOTUII OBUI OYeHBb OCTPOYMHO U y3HaBaeMo ITe-
pepucoBaH kak «Pyib». C.VI. Ieccen oTHIONb He
37I0yTIOTPe0JIsJI CBOVIMU POACTBEHHBIMI OTHOIIIe-

° B TOM e cOOpaHMI Hay9HBIX TPYAOB, I7Ie oIy OJIMKOoBa-
Ha craTbs bestosa, conmanmsm ['ecceHa MHOVE pas yIIOPHO
TOJIKYeTCsl He KaK COIMaIM3M, a KaK BCEero JIMIIb 3aBep-
menye craporo ymbepamsma: (Kyskos, 2020). Bumymo,
[7Ie-TO ellle CYIIeCTBYeT Taby Ha VJIen Collmam3Ma.

the context of events and concepts, Hessen’s
doctrine was unequivocally described as “rule-
of-law socialism”. Vladimir Belov, a researcher
of Neo-Kantianism, analysing Hessen’s second
major work written in emigration, The Law-gov-
erned State and Socialism, pinpointed the essence
of his confrontation with Novgorodtrsev:

The author considers “law-governed state”
and “socialism” to be synonyms if one looks
into the essence of both concepts. The essence,
according to Hessen, challenges the widespread
identification of the former concept with
liberalism and of the latter with communism.
Communism, which includes the absolute ideal
of human community, is a utopia, but not a
natural stage in the development of socialism
[...] [as] “a legal order that eliminates concrete
types of social evil [...] (Belov, 2020, pp. 98-99).5

Sergey Hessen’s text published below
first saw the light of day in the Russian liber-
al newspaper of his father, losif Hessen, one of
the leaders of pre-revolutionary liberalism and
founder of the newspaper “Rech” (“Speech”),
one of the two major liberal newspapers in
old Russia (the other being “Russkiye vedo-
mosti” (“Russian Bulletin”)). In emigration, its
logo was wittily and recognisably transformed
into “Rul’” (“Steering Wheel”). Sergey Hessen
did not abuse his kinship with the publisher
of “Rul’”, but this jubilee article on Kant was
one of the longest (if not the longest) in the pa-
per’s history, occupying a whole page of one
issue and a quarter of the following one. Set-
ting forth the popular notions about the devel-
opment of Kant’s ideas, Hessen stressed their
relevance in 1924, after the death of liberalism
in Russia and, in the émigré community, after
it veered politically to the left (Milyukov) or to

* In the collection of papers in which Belov’s article is
published, Hessen's socialism is sometimes stubbornly
interpreted not as socialism, but as merely the crown-
ing of old liberalism, e.g. Kulikov (2020). Apparently,
socialist ideas are still taboo in some quarters.



HUSIMU C T71aBout «PyiIs», HO HacTogImas :oouien-
Hasi cTaThs 0 KaHTe OblTa oueHb (eciIvt He peKopr-
HO) BeJIMKa IO CTaHAApTaM ra3eThl OHa 3aHsJIa
1IeJIYIO TIOJIOCY M3MIAaHWM M YeTBePTh CJIeyIOIIen.
VI3510)XMB TIOITYJISIPHBIV B3IJISI, Ha pa3BUTHe Mzen
Kanra, I'eccen B mTore akiieHTpoBaJl X aKTyaJlb-
HOCTb Terleps, B 1924 ., mocrte cmMepTy Tnbepaiis-
Ma B Poccmm, a B aMurpanmum — mociie ero peskoro
TIOJIUTIYECKOro IojieBeHms (MMITIOKOB) M 1O-
IIpaBeHNs 10 arloJIOTMV IVKTATyPbl I MOHAPXV3-
Ma (IT. b. Crpyse). Ilepen uiioM Takovt KOHUVHBI
CTaporo janbepasi3Ma M Ieper, JIMIIOM CTaHOBS-
merocst B Poccunt Bce Gostee oOMIMPHBIM KOMMY-
HM3Ma B UTOre CBOEro 00viertHoro Tekcra l'eccen
Jlajl CKpBITYI0 popMysly colluasI-inOepainsMa B
€ro IPOTWMBOIIOCTABJIEHNM TOpPAbIHE KOMMYHM3-
Ma: «Dytocodmst TOJDKHA YCTAaHOBUTB Hpedebl
JHobpa, Tak xe kak cam KaHT B cBoe Bpems ycTa-
HOBIJI IpaHUIIB! pasyMa. [Ipobriema 3ta mpemHo-
cwtack Bir. CosoBbeBy, ee Bumes n [JocToeBcKuis,
B 0Opase Ajrerim Kapamasosa kak ObI BOIJIOTVIB-
IIITA )106po Ha BBICIIIEVI CTYIIEHW, ITpeooieBa-
IOIIIeNt 20p0biHio abcoatomupobabuieco cebds obpa»
(c. 169 HacT. u3n.; Kypcus Mont. — M. K).

Korpa I'eccen, mpoXXvB MOJITHY O JIUILIEHNUVI, @ BO
BpeMs Bropon MupoBoV BOVIHBI — CMepTeJIbHOV
OI1acHOCTH, Ooslee KOPOTKYIO, YeM y ero ToBapu-
et o «Jlorocy» ®. A. Crennyna u H. H. by6Ho-
Ba, KV3Hb, CKOHYAJICS, HAa €0 CMepTh OTO3BAJIVICH
KOMIIeTeHTHBIe PycCKye COBpeMeHHVKN. BeiBImm
COLIVaJIVICT-PEBOJTIOIVIOHED, TJTy OOKMT ITpaBOBer] 11
HIOJIMTVYUECKIVI KPUTHUK, TIOCIe BOVIHBI, OHAKO, 3a-
METHO CHABIIMVICS 3aIlaHOV aHTUKOMMYHVICTU-
YeCKOVI pUTOPUKe a30yIHOro (1 OTTOrO BCce MeHee
yOemuTesibHOrO) jIbepansMa, OIUH M3 co3rare-
JIeT1 BeJIMKOro Xy pHasla «CoBpeMeHHBIe 3aIlVICKI»
M. B. Bumagk Hamen g [ecceHa ocoOble ciio-
Ba VM3HYTPU CBOEro HeOMUTCKOro JmbepasbHO-
ro wucnosemauus: «/ s C.VI. TecceHa ocHOBHag
Mziesi COBpeMeHHOrO collMasIi3Ma B “cyBepeHMTe-
Te mpaBa’. [1J1sl Hero coImasm3M ecTh “IIpaBo JInIia
Ha ITpOsIBIIEHVIE CBOEVI XO3SVICTBEHHOV aKTWMBHO-
CTH, T.e. Ha cBOOOTHBIN TPyA ...» (Bummsk, 1950,
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the right to the point of apologias of dictatorship
and monarchism (Petr Struve). Faced with the
demise of old liberalism and with the spread
of communism in Russia, Hessen concludes his
article by giving a formula of social-liberalism
that implicitly challenges the arrogance of com-
munism: “Philosophy should establish the lim-
its of Good just like Kant in his time established
the boundaries of reason. The problem engaged
V1. Solovyov, Dostoyevsky was aware of it,
witness the character of Alyosha Karamazov
which embodies the highest degree of Good
which overcomes the arrogance of Good that has
absolutised itself.” (p. 169 of this issue; my ital-
ics — M.K)).

When Hessen died after a life full of hard-
ship and, during the War, of mortal peril, a life
shorter than that of his Logos colleagues Fyo-
dor Stepun and Nikolai Bubnov, his death drew
comments from competent Russian contem-
poraries. Mark Vishnyak, one of the founders
of the famous journal “Sovremenniye zapiski”,
a former Social-Revolutionary, a profound le-
gal scholar and political critic, who after the
War made noticeable concessions to the West-
ern anti-communist rhetoric of simplified (and
that much less convincing) liberalism, never-
theless found special words from within his ne-
ophyte liberal faith: “For S.I. Hessen the main
idea of modern socialism is ‘the sovereignty of
law’. For him socialism is “the right of the per-
son to manifest economic activity, i.e. to free
labour’[...]” (Vishnyak, 1950, p. 174n**). Vasiliy
Zenkovsky (1951, p. 210) as a historian deter-
mined his place in the philosophical tradition in
a way that shows that Hessen belonged to the
intellectually highest form of socialism amid
the Neo-Kantianism of Heinrich Rickert® (with
influences of Fichte),” valued by the Russian

¢ See Rickert (1903) and translations by S. Hessen:
(Rickert, 1908; 1911). See also Stepun (1951, p. 216).

7 See more on these influences on Russian socialism in
Kolerov (2023a, pp. 8-16). See also Kolerov (2023b), in-
cluding the work The World View and World Views (1912)
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c. 174, mpumeu™*). A B. B. 3eHbKOBCKIUII KaK MCTO-
puorpad orpernevI ero MecTo B prstocodcKorn
TpaAnLI, 13 KOTOPOV SICHO BUIeJIOCk, uTo l'eccen
NpUHAaJIeXal K MHTe/UIEKTYaJIbHO HaVBBICIIIEN
Torga popMe cormaaniMa — HOCpean HeOKaHTH-
aHcTBa Pukkepta’® (c BHymeHusaMmu duxre)’, 11eH-
HOro ¥ 1 pycckmx mMapkcuctos A. M. Bogena n
E. 1. KyckoBont (1 6rm3koro x HUM m3aaTesis dpu-
socodckon aureparypsl . E. 2XKykosckoro) (3ens-
KoBckmi, 1951, c. 210).

Crmcok mureparypel

beao8 B.H. «HeakagemMuueckni» HeOKaHTMAHeL]
C.W. Teccen // Cepren Vocudosiu leccer / mon pe.
B.B. Canosa, T.I. Illegpunonn. M. : POCCIIDH, 2020.
C. 89-103.

bepose6 H.A. [Pew. na:] I1. Horoponues. O6 oOrme-
cTBeHHOM mpeaste. Mocksa, 1917 1. (1918) // Komepos M. A.
ManndecTsl  pycckoro IOJIMTUYECKOrO  MzleasIn3Ma:
I Tpobrnemsr nueanmsma» (1902), «Bexm» (1909), «M3 my-
Oumpp (1918) m mx Hacmegumkn. MuHck @ JInmapuyc,
2020. C. 428—431.

Buwmnax M. B. CBoboma m cortmanvsm // Hosbiz xyp-
Hast (Heto-Vlopk). 1950. T. 23. C. 160—178.

3envrobexuii B. B. C. V1. T'eccen, xax ¢umocod // Ho-
oI XypHa (Hero-Vopxk). 1951. T. 25. C. 209—214.

Koaepo6 M. A. Pepormonyss M XpUCTVAHCKUT COLIMa-
smsM B Poccrn. C. H. Bysirakos B 1904 —1907 rr. Kannams-
rpa : Vza-so BOY um. V. Kanra, 2023.

Kyauxo6 B.b. 3axar nmbeparmmsma (Pycckast Bepcus
Ceprest Teccena) // Ceprent VMocudgosima Teccern / mop
pen. B. B. Canosa, T.I. Hlegpunont. M. : POCCII2H, 2020.
C. 104-118.

HoBeopooyeb I1. M. Kanrt n Terens B X ydeHMsX o
IIpaBe M TOCyHdapcTBe: [lBa TWUIIMYECKMX IIOCTPOEHMS B
obacty prstocodmn mpasa. M. : YHUBepcuTeTCKas TH-
norpadst, 1901.

Ho6zopooyeb I1. M. Opa stropa: 1. Tlepen 3aBecor. 2.
IlpaBo Ha HoCTOVHOe uesloBedYecKoe CyIecTBOBaHVE //
INomnspras 3sesna (CI16). 1905. 30 mek. (Ne 3). C. 210—222.

¢ Cm.: (Puxkept, 1903); niepesompr C. V1. I'eccena: (Puk-
kepr, 1908; Puxkept, 1911). O6 stom cm.: (Crenyn, 1951,
c. 216).

7 O0 3TMX BIOXHOBEHMSIX B PYCCKOM COLMaJIM3Me CM.
nonpobuo: (Konepos, 2023, c. 8—16). Cm. Taxke: (Lle-
MeHT..., 2023), B gacTHOCTM pabory I1. FOmKesmya «Mmn-
poBO33peHMe 1 MUpoBo33peHs» (1912).

Marxists Aleksey Voden and Ekaterina Kus-
kova (and publisher of philosophical literature
Dmitry Zhukovsky, who was close to them).
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