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PYCCKVV HEOKAHTVIAHEILL
O HAPOIHOM ITOJIMTUYECKOM VIEAJIE
B EBPA3SUVCKOWV ITEPCITEKTVBE

H. A. ImumpueBa’

ITosonenuiue abmoxapaxmepucmuxu H. H. Azexcee-
6a o0 eeco He3aBucUMOM OMHOUIEHU K COBpeMEHHbIM eMYy
¢usocogpckum meuenuam 0asu noBod uccaedobamenim
cuumams, 4mo gpusocogpckue ocHobanus e2o Mupobos-
3peHus 0aseKku om HeOKAHMUAHCKUX NPUHYUNoB guio-
cogpcmbBobBanus. Mexoy mem Brnumamenvroe npoume-
Hue eeo dpusocodpckux U nybauyucmuveckux pabom,
a marxoke usyuenue apxubHvix mamepuasob u 2emesuca
eeo 63244008 nosbossem NpuvUCAAML €20 K PYCCKUM
HeOKAHMUAHYAM, MHO2UEe U3 KOMOpbIX wiAu 6 0aibHen-
uiemM codcmbBenHvIMU  UHMeANeKMYAAbHOIMU  NYMAMU,
coxpanss, 00HAKO, PAO 3HAUUMBLX HEOKAHMUAHCKUX pe-
pepenyuni. Obpaujernue Axekceeba k Bonpocy o Hapoo-
HOM noaumuveckom uoeaie o0yci061eHo e2o ybieveHu-
em 6 1920 —1930-x ee. eBpasuticmBom, HO 1n00x00bl K
9Motl meme HAMemuAucs euje 6 nepuod 08yx peboaoyuil
1917 2. u I'paxcoarckoi Botinbl. AHAAUSUPYA MeEKYULYIO
noaumuyeckyto cumyayuro, Asexceef obpamus 6numa-
HUe HA MO, KAK AHApXUYecKue npeonoumenus Hapooa 6
omHoueHuY ynpabaeHus o0uecmBeHHol KUHBI0 U HA-
poOHbLe ke npedcmabienus 0 coyualbHoll «npaboe» cbs-
3ambl ¢ udeeti camodepxaBHotl MOHApXUuL, 0oMUHUpoBab-
uiell Ha NPOMsKeHUU SHAYUMEAbHO020 Nepuoda pyccKoil
ucmopuu u BocnpousBooumort oaxe 8 cayuae HAPOOHO20
oyHma. B c6oux pasmvluiieHuax o pycckom Hapode Asek-
cee8 coedunsem HeOKAHMUAHCKOE Y4eHUe 0 YeHHOCHIAX C
KOHYeNnMyaibHbiMu  YCmanoBKamu  «ncuxoA02u Hapo-
006» (Volkerpsychologie), coxpansabuieir c6oe ausmue Ha
UHMeANeKMYAAbHYI0 HKU3Hb N0 Kpatiteil Mepe 6niomb 00
Bmopoii mupoBoit Botinbl. B saxatouenue noxasana cba3v
Mex0y HeMmeykoA3buHol cmamveil Axexceeba «I[Ipouc-
X0KOeHUe NOAUMUHeCKUX 10ea108 pycckoeo Hapooa»
(1931), nepeBodsr komopon Ha pycckuil U AH2AUTLCKUT
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A RUSSIAN NEO-KANTIAN ON THE
PEOPLE’S POLITICAL IDEAL
FROM THE EURASIAN PERSPECTIVE

N. A. Dmitrieva’

The later self-assessment of Nikolai N. Alekseev
concerning his independence from the philosophical
trends of his time led researchers to believe that the
philosophical foundations of his worldview were remote
from the Neo-Kantian principles of philosophy. And
yet, an attentive reading of his philosophical and public
writings, as well as the study of archive materials and
the origins of his views, warrant the conclusion that
he was among the Russian Neo-Kantians, many of
whom would subsequently follow their own intellectual
paths while, however, preserving some significant Neo-
Kantian references. Alekseev’s focus on the question
of the people’s political ideal was conditioned by his
involvement in the movement of Eurasianism during
the 1920s and 1930s; but there are signs that he was
edging toward this theme already during the period of
the two 1917 Russian revolutions and the Civil War.
Analysing the political situation of the time, Alekseev
drew attention to the fact that the anarchic inclinations
of the people concerning the running of public life, as
well as the people’s views on the social “truth-justice”,
were linked to the idea of autocratic monarchy, an idea
which had been dominant for much of Russian history
and was apparent even in cases where the people
revolted. In his reflections on the Russian people,
Alekseev links the Neo-Kantian doctrine of values with
the principles of “folk psychology” (Vélkerpsychologie)
which influenced intellectual life at least until the
Second World War. In conclusion, I demonstrate the
connection between Alekseev’s German-language
article “The Origin of the Russian People’s Political
Ideals” (1931) — Russian and English translations
of which are included in this issue of the “Kantian
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A3bikU nydaukyromes 6 oannom Homepe «KanmobBckoeo
coopruxa», u mexcmamu 1917 — 1919 ee., nepepaboma-
Hoimu 6 1927 2. 044 xypHara «[Tymp».

KaroueBuie caoBa: H. H. AzexceeB, pycckoe HeokaH-
muancmBo, ncuxosoeus Hapoool, eBpasuiicmbo, noau-
muueckutl udeas, pyccxoe 3apyobesxuve

1. BBegenme.
b1 i Hukostann AtekceeB
HeoOKaHTHMaHIleM?

Purypa pycckoro HeoKaHTMaHIIa-eBpasuiiia
Huxomnas Hwukormaesrua Asiekceea (1879—1964)
CTOWUT, Ha IIePBBIVI B3IJISAZ, B CTOPOHE OT Maru-
CTPaJIbHOTO MYTW, KOTOPBIM IIUIO HeOKaHTWaH-
cTBo. 1 ero crarbgd O MOIUTUYECKMX WjeaIax
pycckoro Haporma (Alexejew, 1931), mepeBon ko-
TOpOVI IyO/IMKyeTcs B JaHHOM HoMepe «KaHTOB-
CKOro cOOpHMKa», TOMY, Ka3ajloch Obl, sSipKoe ITOI-
TBepXXaeHne. HamvcanHas B miepuos; yBjiedeHMs
aBTOpa €BPasuUVICTBOM, OHa BOCITPOM3BOIUT CKO-
pee oOIIVie IPVHLINIIBI «IICUXOJIOTVIV HApPOJIOB»,
yeM HeOKaHTMaHCKMI MeTor. OmHaKo MO Kpari-
Hell Mepe [1Ba 0OCTOATEIIbCTBA 3aCTaBIISIOT yAep-
KaTbCsd OT KaTeTOpWYHBIX CyXaeHun. Bo-mep-
BBIX, Cpe[I}1 eBpa3urilieB ObUIN V1 JIpyTuie aBTOPbI,
BBILLIE/IIIINE 3 HEOKAaHTMAHCTBA, IOHo0HO Bacu-
o DMwibenuy CesemaHy, MM ke oOpalias-
mviecs 7111 0OOCHOBaHMS CBOMIX Pa3MBIIIICHUI
K HeOKaHTMaHCKMM KOHIIeMIINsAM, ITogobHo Bia-
avmupy Huxomnaesnuay Vnsuny (cM., Hanpumep:
Vinbun, 1931). A BO-BTOpPBIX, CTapTOBbIE YCJIOBMS
dmtocodpckoro paspuTrs AsleKkceeBa BeCbMa CXO-
XM C TeMM, B KOTOPBIX IIUIO CTaHOBJIEHVE [py-
I'MX PycCKMX HeoKaHTMaHIleB. Ha BropoM myHKkTe
OCTaHOBITIOCH TIOJTPOOHEe.

BeirmyckHuK  MOCKOBCKOTO  yHUBEPCUTETA,
AJlexceeB TOTOBIII CBOIO AVICCEpPTAIIMIO IO Kade-
Iipe vicropum dpviocodum IrpaBa TOro Ke YHUBep-
cUTeTa B HEOKAHTMAHCKMX IIeHTpaX, B TeueHle
1909—1910 rr. mocetns bepmuacknm, ITenpens-
Oeprckum n MapOyprckmum yHUBEPCUTETHI, ITie
CITyIIIaJI JIEKITVY U Y4acTBOBaJI B ceMMHapax AJIo-

N. A. Dmitrieva

Journal” — and the 1917 —1919 texts reworked in
1927 for the journal “Put’”.

Keywords: Nikolai Alekseev, Russian Neo-
Kantianism, folk psychology, Eurasianism, political
ideal, Russia abroad

1. Introduction.
Was Nikolai Alekseev
a Neo-Kantian?

At first glance, the figure of Nikolai
N. Alekseev (1879—-1964) does not belong to
mainstream Neo-Kantianism, as apparently
witnessed by his article about the political
ideals of the Russian people (Alexejew, 1931),
the translation of which is published in this
issue of the “Kantian Journal.” Written at a time
when its author was carried away by the idea
of Eurasianism, it reproduces more the general
principles of “folk psychology” than the Neo-
Kantian method. But at least two circumstances
caution us against being so categorical. First,
there were other authors who emerged from
Neo-Kantianism, like Vasily E. Sezemann, or
who referred to Neo-Kantian conceptions to
justify their own reflections, such as Vladimir
N. Ilyin (e.g. Ilyin, 1931). Second, Alekseev’s
philosophical background was very similar
to those of other Russian Neo-Kantians. This
second point merits a closer look.

A graduate of Moscow University,
Alekseev worked on his dissertation from the
seat of the University’s Chair in the history
of the philosophy of right, in Neo-Kantian
centres — he visited Berlin, Heidelberg, and
Marburg universities from 1909 to 1910. There
he attended lectures, and took part in the
seminars of Emil Lask (cf. Dmitrieva, 2007,
p- 155), Hermann Cohen, and Paul Natorp
(ibid., p. 197). The dissertation turned out
to be moderately Neo-Kantian, in both its
conception (cf. ibid., pp. 198-200) and execution.
In the preface, Alekseev (1912, p. xiv) himself
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m3a Pwg, Teopra 3ummers, Busbrensma Bumn-
nenbbanma, Omwrs Jlacka ([mwurpuesa, 2007,
c. 155), I'epmana Korena n I'layns Haropra (Tam
xe, c. 197). HuccepTaums moiny4dmiach yMepeH-
HO HEOKaHTWMaHCKOV VI IO CBOEMY 3aMBICITy (CM.:
Tawm xe, c. 198—200), 11 o McioTHeHMIO. B mpeny-
cj10BUM AJleKceeB caM MIMIUIMIIMTHO ITPV3HAeTCs
B IPVBEP)XKeHHOCTN KaK MapOyprcKmM, Tak u Oa-
JIEHCKMM HeOKaHTMAaHCKMM IpuHIMIAM ¢duio-
codpCcTBOBaHMS:

...CMMITaTUM aBTOpa BcelleJIo JIeXaT Ha CTO-
POHe «4VCTOVI JIOTMKI». OIIHAKO $I PacX0oXych €
COBPEMEHHOVI YVCTOVI JIOTMKOV TOTYacC XXKe, Kak
OHa IIepPexXOAUT B OHTOJIOTMIO " MeTaU3MKY.
[evicTBUTEIIbHOCTh, BO BceM OoraTcTBe ee KOH-
KPeTHOTrO cofepyKaHMs, He MOXeT OBbITh BIIOJI-
He BBUIMTA B PaIlVIOHAJILHO-JIOTMYECKVIe CXeMBbI.
HekoTopoe mppanyoHaIpHOe HavdaIo SBJISeTCs
ee KOHCTUTYTMBHBIM MpU3HaKoOM. <...> Moen
OCHOBHOW WJIeen sBJIdeTCd THlaTeIbHasd m/[cb—
depenIMays METOIOB, M IIOTOMY, He OTpuUIlas
«MOpaJIM [I0JIra», IIOCKOJIBKY OHa MIEeT HaBCTpe-
49y 3TOVI TeHIeHIINM, 5 ¢ 0COD0VI OCTOPOKHOCTHIO
OTHOIITYCh K TeM ee (popMaM, KOTOPbIe CO3TaIVCh
IOy BIIMAHMEM Wjeajla palyOHaJIbHBIX HaykK.
ABTOp — He 3TMYeCKUV VHAVBUIYaINCT... Of-
HaKO OCOOBIVI XapaKTep... 0e3ycJIOBHOCTU [Mo-
paJIbHBIX BeJIeHUV| 1 0co0oe OTHOIIIeHVe STUKN
K IIpo0JieMe «VMHIOVBVIYaJIbHOTO» CJIeyeT, 10
MOeMy MHEeHWIO, HaCTOATeJIbHO MOog4epKuBaTh
(Asexcees, 1912, c. xiv).

B myGrnmkarimsx 3Tux jeT MOXXHO HamTu u 60-
Jlee sIBHBIE CBUJETeIbCTBA cuMHaruy AjiekceeBa
K HeokaHTHaHCTBY. Tak, B 1909 . on KpuTnkoBal
crateio Makca Bebepa o Pynoibede IllTammizepe
(Weber, 1907) nmeHHO 3a TO, uTo Bebep, mocrasms
CBOeVl 3ajiauert «pa3BeHYaTb ¥ YHUUTOXUTH IIpO-
TVBHVKa», He CTaJl pacCMaTpPUBaTh «3HadYeHve MIei
IIIramMmmizepa BO BHYy TPeHHEM PasBUTV HOBEVIIIIEN
HeOKaHTWAaHCKOV MBICTIV» VI TeM CaMbIM «OCBODO-
ant cebst OT HeOOXOIVMMOCTY TIOIHSTH BOIIPOC Ha
IOCTaTOUHYIO PrITOCOCKYIO BBICOTY» (AJleKcees,
1909, c. 4). CoBpeMeHHMKaMM OH TOXe BOCIIPVHMN-
MaJicd KakK IpeJicTaB/TesIb HeOKaHTMaHCKOIro Ha-
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implicitly admits his adherence to both the
Marburg and Baden Neo-Kantian principles of
philosophy:

...the author’s sympathies lie entirely on
the side of ‘pure logic’. But I am at variance
with contemporary pure logic when it turns
into ontology and metaphysics. Reality, in
all the richness of its concrete content, cannot
be cast in rational-logical schemes. A certain
element of irrationality is its inherent property.
[...] My core idea is thorough differentiation
of methods, therefore, without denying “the
morality of duty” inasmuch as it endorses this
tendency, I treat with particular caution those
of its forms which have been created under the
influence of the ideal of rational sciences. The
author is not an ethical individualist [...] but the
special [...] unconditional character [of moral
imperatives] and the special relation of ethics
to the problem of “the individual” needs to be
stressed.

Alekseev’s publications of that period offer
still more explicit evidence of his sympathy
toward Neo-Kantianism. Thus, in 1909, he
criticised Max Weber’s article about Rudolf
Stammler (Weber, 1907) precisely because
Weber, having set out to “decrown and
destroy the enemy”, chose not to examine
“the significance of Stammler’s ideas for
the internal development of the latest Neo-
Kantian thought”, thereby “relieving himself
of the need to raise the issue to a sufficient
philosophical height” (Alekseev, 1909, p. 4).
Alekseev’s contemporaries, too, saw him as a
representative of the Neo-Kantian movement
in philosophy. Vladimir I. Vernadsky (1912,
p- 129), reviewing his dissertation, noted that
“Alekseev’s philosophical constructions”
“ultimately go back” to Kant. A year after he
defended his dissertation, Alekseev (1913)
wrote an article criticising Leon I. Petrazycki’s
“psychological theory of right”. This and other
reviews, noted Andrzej Walicki, triggered
in Petrazycki an “anti-Kantian obsession”,



npasJieHns B dpustococdpmm: Brragymup VBaHoBMY
Bepragckuit B pelieH3uM Ha IMCCEPTAIIVIOHHYIO
paboTy 3ameTn1, UTO «(prstocodcKme OCTPOeH s
AJiekceeBa» «B KOHIIe KOHIIOB BOCXoAAT» K KaHTy
(Beprapgckmiz, 1912, c. 129). Ha cienyrormi rof,
1ocsIe 3alllUThl AViccepTary AJjleKceeB Harvicall
CTaTBIO C KPUTUKOW «IICHXOJIOTYECKOV TeOopum
npasa» J1. V1. Tlerpaxkuiikoro (Asekcees, 1913). Dta
U Opyrue pelieH3nM, Kak 3amedaeT AHpkent Ba-
JIALTKUTL, BBI3BaJIN Y TIOCJIETHETO «IIPUCTYII aHTH-
KaHTMaHCTBa», 10CjIe Yero OH «IIPUCTYIIWII K U3Y-
uvennio KaaTa» (Bammrikm, 2012, c. 343).
CummaTtio  AslekceeBa K HEOKaHTVAHCTBY
MOXKHO JJOKYMEHTWHPOBaTh II0 KpaviHell Mepe /10
1919 1. B wacTtHOCTH, B JIEKLMSIX IO IIpaBoOBesle-
HWIO, IIPOYNTaHHBIX MM B TaBpuyeckoM yHMBep-
cutete B 1918/19 yueGHOM TOmY, B CBSI3M C 00OBsIC-
HeHVeM, YTO TaKoe I0pUANYecKmy HOpMaTUBU3M,
OOHapy>XMBaeTCs ero BOCTOP>KeHHBIVI OT3bIB O Pu-
nocodpmm KanTa 11 GajieHCKOro HeoOKaHTVAHCTBA.
Vimmanywnn KaHT B HeM onipefiesisieTcs Kak

TBOpel] OJHOV U3 3aMedaTeIbHenmmx duio-
codpckmx cucreM, BimsiHME Kotoport B XIX Beke
ObUTO HACTOJIPKO 3HAUMUTEIBHO, UYTO He IIOJJIaeT-
s Take IPUOJIM3UTEIbHOMY Y4eTy COBpeMeHHM-
KOB. BosHuKII1a51 BO BTOPOVI ITOJIOBVIHE IIPOIIIOrO
crosteTusi ocobasi IIKOJIa McTosikoBaTestet Kanra,
VI HeOKaHTMaHIIeB, oOpaTwia ocoboe BHMMa-
HMe Ha UJIer0 HOPMBI 1 Ha CBsi3aHHOe C Helo I10-
HATVIe JTI0JDKeHCTBOBaHMs. VImero HOpMbI cieral
LIEHTPOM CIeIVaIbHBIX PWIOCOPCKMX M3bICKa-
HWUV M3BECTHBIVI repMaHCKU pwiocod, onuH
3 BBITAIONIVIXCS HeOKaHTHaHIeB, Bruibren<om>
Bunpjens6any 1 IIKoja ero MHOTOYMCIIEHHBIX
ydyeHukoB. Hexoropsle durmocodckme rumore-
361 Bunpenbsbanma ObUM IIPSIMO 3aMIMCTBOBAHBI
IOpUCTaMU M IIOCITY KWV pr10codCKOV OCHOBOV
JUIS FOPUIIMYecKOro HopMaTvBu3Ma. Tak B3I
Ha IIpaBO KaK Ha HOPMY CBs3asI cedsi C OIIHOM 13
CaMBbIX BJIVISITEJTbHBIX HOBeVIMX prIocodckix
cucteM, — c cucremort KanTa, o KOTOpov c1oxXm-
JIOCh TIpefaHIe, UTo ee ellle HUKOMY He y/1ajoch
onposeprHyTh (Asiekcees, 1919a, c. 33 —34).

B 10 xe Bpemsa yumrens Anekceesa [1aser ViBa-
HoBy4d Hosropopiies, oOcyxmasi ayccepTaliyioH-
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such that he “embarked on a study of Kant”
(Walicki, 1992, p. 282).

Alekseev’s sympathy toward Neo-
Kantianism can be documented at least until
1919. For example, in lectures on the science of
law delivered at Taurida University in 1918/19,
explaining legal normativism, he eulogised
the philosophy of Kant and Baden Neo-
Kantianism. He referred to Kant as

the creator of one of the most remarkable
philosophical systems, whose influence in
the nineteenth century was so vast as to defy
measurement. The school of Kant interpreters,
or Neo-Kantians, which sprang up in the
second half of the last century, drew particular
attention to the idea of the norm and the
related concept of ought. The noted German
philosopher and an outstanding Neo-Kantian,
Wilhelm Windelband, and the school of his
numerous disciples, made the idea of norm the
subject of separate philosophical research. Some
of Windelband’s philosophical hypotheses
were directly borrowed by lawyers and formed
the basis of legal normativism. Thus, the view
of right as norm became linked with one of
the most influential, newest philosophical
systems, the system of Kant, which, as legend
claims, no one has yet disproved (Alekseev,
1919a, pp. 33-34).

At the same time, Alekseev’s teacher,
Pavel Ivanovich Novgorodtsev, in discussing
his disciple’s dissertation, praised his
independence from philosophical authorities
and his determination to move forward: in
Nogorodtsev’s opinion, Alekseev had set
himself the task of a “new synthesis” and
was inspired by “the search for new paths”
(Novgorodtsev, 1913, p. 717). Independence is
clearly visible in Essays on the General Theory of
the State published in 1919, in which Alekseev
(1919b, p. 31n53) extols the importance of
Neo-Kantianism (of the Marburg variety) in
intellectual history: “Particular credit is due
to Cohen’s school for managing to show the
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HYyIO PabOTy CBOero y4eHMKa, XBaJIWJI ero 3a He-
3aBUCUMOCTb OT (PWIIOCOPCKMX aBTOPUTETOB U
JKeJlaHVIe VIZITY BIiepel: 1o MHeHuIo HoBropoyite-
Ba, AJlekceeB B IyccepTallNM IIOCTaBIII cebe «3a-
Jladqy HOBBIX CMHTE30B», €r0 BOOYIIIEBJISJIO «VC-
KaHMe HOBbIX ITyTei» (Hosropomiies, 1913, c. 717).
DTa He3aBUCUMOCTb OTYET/IVIBO IIPOCIIeXVBaeT-
csi B «OuepKax 110 OOIIIENT TeopuM rocydapCTBay,
orryOimmKoBaHHBIX B 1919 T, rie AjtekceeB BBICOKO
OlLleHVBaeT 3HaueHVe HeOKaHTMAaHCTBa (IIpydeM
MapOyprckoro) B MHTe/UIEKTYaIbHOVI VCTOPUMN:
«Ocobovt 3aciyron mkosnsl Korena HyXXHO cum-
TaTh TO, UTO eVl yJaJIoCh MOKa3aTh [JIyOOYariIIyIo
CBSI3b JJAaHHOro ToyIKoBaHMs®* KaHTa ¢ mpeniie-
CTByIOLIeN mcTopument dpuiocodpnn, B 0CobeHHO-
CTHU Xe C VUCTOpUeNn mieav3Ma. 3aMedaTesIbHbIe
yiccilefIoBaHMs aHTUUYHOM utocodumn, B 0cCo-
GerHocTM Xe Ili1aToHa, BhIIIENIIVE 13 MapOypr-
CKOVI IITKOJTBI, OTKPBUIV MHTVIMHOE POICTBO MeX-
Ay IUIAaTOHM3MOM ¥ KaHTMaHCTBOM» (AJjleKcees,
19196, c. 31, npumeu. 53)°. Ho otmasast mormkHOe
dyHIaMeHTaJIbHOCTMI M 3HA4YMMOCTU  (PUIIOCO-
v KaHTa 11 ee HEOKAaHTMAHCKMX MHTepIIpeTa-
1uii, AjlekceeB BBICTYHaeT U C X KPUTUKOM (CM.,
Hanpumep: Tam xe, c. 23).

IMocnienyromme  dusmocodpckme  yBIedeHMUs
BesIM AJlekceeBa OT HEOKAaHTMAHCTBA K eBpasuii-
CTBy " CBOEOOpPa3HOMY SK3VCTEHIIMAIN3MY, HO
HeOKaHTMaHCKas IIpocMaTpuBaeTCs
7 B DoJIee IIO3HMX ero COUMHEHVISIX: B IIOCTaHOB-
Ke Ipo0sieMbl IIEHHOCTEV, BO BHMMaHUM K VCTO-
PUYeCKMM MCTOYHMKAM, B CTparermy oOOCHOBa-
HMSI COOCTBEHHBIX pasMbllyieHN A. .. CITycTs rofpl
caM AJlekceeB TaK OITMChIBAJI CBOE€ OTHOIIIEHVe K
HEOKaHTMaHCKMM (PrIocopcKmM  IIKoiam:  «S1

«3aKBaCKa»

2Peus mmeT 0 TOM, 9TO MapOy Kbl paspadaTbIBasIit Kpy-
TIUYECKYI0 MeTOHOJIOTMIO KaK «(PmIocodCKyo HayKy O
npuHIMIax» (Asrexcees, 19196, c. 23), ctenys 3a KauTom,
KOTOPBIV «CTapasics OOHAPYXUTh IIPUHIIVIIBL, JIeXKalllye
B OCHOBaHWMM TaK Ha3bIBAEMOTI'O UMCTOI'0, MaTeEMaTUYECKO-
ro ectecTBO3HaHMS» (TaMm xe, c. 22).

*3aMedy, UTO 3TO POICTBO OBUIO TEM CYIIECTBEHHBIM MO-
MEHTOM KaHTOBCKOVI (prytocopmm, KOTOPBIN He B ITOCIIeI-
HIOIO OYepelb IIPMBJIEKaI K HeVl PYCCKMUX MBICIIUTEIEN,
mpvdeM Jaxe TeX, KTo oOparmasics Kk KaHTy Kak K cBoeMy
OIIIOHEHTY C IIeJIBIO €T0 OIIPOBEPTHYTh.
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profound links of this interpretation® of Kant
with the preceding history of philosophy,
especially the history of idealism. The superb
studies of ancient philosophy, especially
Plato, that emerged from the Marburg
school revealed the intimate affinity between
Platonism and Kantianism.”®> However,
while giving due to the fundamentality and
significance of Kant’s philosophy and its Neo-
Kantian interpretations, Alekseev also criticises
them (see, e.g., ibid., p. 23).

Alekseev’s subsequent philosophical
pursuits led him from Neo-Kantianism
to Eurasianism, and to a peculiar kind of
existentialism, but the Neo-Kantian undertow
is felt even in his later works: in his treatment
of the problem of values, his attention
to historical sources, in the strategies for
grounding his own reasoning, and so on. Years
later, Alekseev thus described his attitude
to the Neo-Kantian philosophical schools: “I
learned a lot in Marburg, but I did not join
‘the Marburg school” like Vysheslavtsev and
Savalsky; nor did I join the Heidelberg school
[...]. I tried, while borrowing a great deal from
the foreigners (in particular the Germans), to
create our own Russian national philosophy”
(quoted from Dmitrieva, 2007, p. 200). It is
true however that he wrote this many years
after leaving Marburg, when he viewed the
development of his own philosophical views
through the prism of his later Eurasianism.

2. The Problem of the Political Ideal
2.1. The Pre-Eurasian (Kantian) Period

There is no doubt that Alekseev’s turn to the
historiosophical problem of the political ideals

2 This reference is to the fact that the Marburg school
developed its critical methodology as “the philosophical
science of principles” (Alekseev, 1919b, p. 23) following
Kant who “sought to discover the principles underlying
so-called pure or mathematical knowledge” (ibid., p. 22).
It has to be noted that this affinity was not the least
of the features of Kantian philosophy which attracted
Russian thinkers, even those who challenged him.



MHOroMy Hayuwicsi B MapOypre, HO He BolllesI B
“MapOyprckyro mkoiy”, Kak Boresn Beimecsas-
1ieB 11 CaBaJIbCKIMIL; HE BOIIIEJI V1 B IIIKOJTy Tevi/IesIb-
Oeprckyio... S cTpemmsics, 3aMCTBys MHOIO Y
VHOCTPAHIIeB (B YaCTHOCTY, OT HEMIIEB), CO3/IaTh
COOCTBEHHYIO PYCCKYIO HallMOHAJIBHYIO (PUIIOCO-
duto» (umt. no: Imurpuesa, 2007, c. 200). ITpas-
7la, 3T CJIOBA OH IIVICaJI CIIYCTSI MHOTO JIET IIOCIe
orbe3ria 13 MapOypra, korga craHOBJIeHMe COO-
CTBEHHBIX (PVIIOCOPCKIMX B3IJISIOB BUIEIIOCH EMY
CKBO3b IIPV3MY IIOCJIeIYIOIIeTro eBpasuiCTBa.

2. ITpoGsiema IIOIMTMIECKOrO M/ieasia

2.1. JoeBpasuiickuil (kanmuanckuil) nepuoo

ObparieHne AjiekceeBa K VCTOPVOCO(CKO
npobsieMe IOIUTUYECKMX MeasioB PYCCKOro Ha-
pofa COCTOsUIOCh, HECOMHEHHO, B pe3yJIbTaTe Tex
PaAVKIIBHBIX VICTOPUYECKMX COOBITWIL, B KOTO-
PpBle OH OBIT BOBJIEUEH CVIJION OOCTOSITEITBCTB 1 COO-
CTBeHHOro BbIOOpa: PeBpaibckort 1 OKTAOpbCKOT
pesormrotmit 1917 1., I'pa’kmaHCKOV BOVIHBL 1 3MU-
rpaun. [lepBas pedprekcrss 00 3TMX COOBITHSX,
VIX IPUYMHAX Y CJTEICTBYISIX HaIIlIa SIPKO€e OTPaske-
HVIe B €70 CTaThsIX, Oy OJIMKOBAaHHBIX B eXKeHe e/ Ib-
HOM XypHasle «HapomorpascTBo»!, KOTOpBIVI B
1917 r. Havas1 M3gaBaTh «MUCTUYECKUII aHAPXVCT»
I'. V1. YynxoB B MOCKOBCKOVI ITPOCBETUTEITEHOV KO-
Muiccum Ipy BpemerHOM KomuTeTe [ocymapcTBen-
HOVI IyMBI, a Takxe B KHurax 1918 —1919 rr. Muo-
rvie vaen AJlekceeBa 3TVIX JIeT IIOBTOPSIOTCS M3
IyOyMKauy B Iy OJIMKaLINIO, YTO TI03BOJISET CUM-
TaTh WX BBIPaKAIOMIVIMI TIOJIMHHYIO MO3WIINIO
aBTOpa B 3TOT IIepuoll, a He CUIOMUHYTHYIO ITy-
OIIMILIMCTIYUECKYTO PEaKIIVIO «Ha 37100y THS».

B mepBBIX e CTpOYKax CTaThV, OTKpPbIBAOIIEN!
BTOPOVI HOMepP HOBOIO XypHasla, AJiekceeB 3ajia-
eTcs BOIIPOCOM 00 mjieasie PycCKOV PEBOJIIOLINV,
TO €CTh O «CMMBOJIE Bepbl» BOCCTAaBIIIETO HapomIa
(Arexcees, 19176, c. 2). I'lon «Hapomom» OH IIOHM-
MaeT IIpeXK/ie BCero «BeJIMKMM KPecThbSIHCKUM Ha-
POr», KOTOPBIVI BCera ObUI, Kak ItojlaraeT AJleKce-

*O0 sroMm xypHaste cM.: (bormanosa, 2018).
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of the Russian people was motivated by the
radical historical events in which he became
involved by force of circumstance and his own
choice: the February and October revolutions of
1917, the Civil War, and emigration. His early
reflections on these events, their causes and
consequences, were vividly reflected in articles
published in the weekly “Narodopravstvo”
(“The People’s Rulership”),* which was
launched in 1917 by the “mystical anarchist”
Georgy I. Chulkov at the Moscow Educational
Commission under the State Duma Provisional
Committee, as well as in books published
in 1918 —-1919. Many of Alekseev’s ideas in
this period are repeated in publication after
publication, warranting the conclusion that
they reflect the author’s strongly held position
at the time, and were not merely “topical”
comments on current events.

In the very first lines of the article that
opens the second issue of the new journal,
Alekseev (1917b, p. 2) raises the question of
the ideal behind the Russian revolution, i.e.
the rebellious people’s “profession of faith”.
By “the people”, he means first and foremost
“the great peasant folk” which, as he believes,
has always been the subject of Russia’s history
and which has “a great will for power”, as
well as sympathy for the Cossacks’ free forces
(Alekseev, 1917a, p. 6). His focus on the
peasantry generally chimed with the ideas of
those Russian Neo-Kantians (such as Dmitry
O. Gavronsky, Ilya I. Bunakov-Fondaminsky,
and Nikolai D. Avksentiev) who were involved
in the activities of the Socialist Revolutionary
Party that put its stake, above all, in the
peasantry, the largest social stratum in pre-
revolutionary Russia.

Alekseev (1917b, p. 2; 1918, p. 4) is
convinced that the anarchic sentiments
prevalent both in rural and urban Russia
correspond to the very essence of the Russian

* About this journal, see Bogdanova (2018).
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eB, cyOpexToM vicTopum B Poccum v KOTOpBITI iMeeT
«BEJIVIKYIO BOJIIO K BJIACTV» VI CUMIIATUIO K «Ka3all-
KOV BOJIbHMIIe» (Astekcees, 19174, c. 6). Ero dpokyc Ha
KPEeCThSHCTBE B 11€JIOM COOTBETCTBOBaJI ITpeCTaB-
JIHVSIM TeX PYCCKMX HeOKaHTMaHIIeB (HaIrprMep,
. O. TaBponckoro, V1. V1. bynakosa-®oniaMyHCKO-
ro, H.JI. ABKceHTBeBa), KOTOpble NPUHMMaIN aK-
TMBHOE y4acTuie B JedTeJIbHOCTV IapTuu COlLiyia-
JIVICTOB-PEBOJIIOLIVIOHEPOB, OPVEHTVPOBAaHHOM B
IIepByI0 ouepelb Ha KPeCcThsSHCTBO KaK Ha caMoe
MHOT'OUVICJIEHHOE COCJIOBIe ITapckot Poccm.

AjtekceeB yOexmeH, UuTO IIpeoOsafaBliive U
B JIepeBHe, M B TOpofe aHapXudecKre HacTpoe-
HMs OTBEYaroT caMOV CYHIHOCTV PYCCKOro Hapo-
na: «be3rpaHNYHBIV OOIIIeCTBEHHBIV IIPOCTOP, OO-
A3Hb BCSKVIX IIPVHYAMUTEIBHBIX M IIPaBOBbIX POPM
XapaKTepusyeT Hallle coliiajibHOe CO3HaHWe B OT-
JMgue OT 3allafHoro. [laBHO yXke IpPU3HAHO, UTO
MBI TIPUPOXIEHHbIe aHAPXWMCTBL AHapxmus —
9TO Hallla CTuxms...» (Anekcees, 19176, c. 2; 1918,
c. 4). Omnume pycckoro aHapxusMa OT 3arla/fHo-
ro AJsiekceeB BUIUT B CTUXVUIIHOCTY Y1 MaCCOBOCTM
sToro TedeHus B Poccuut (Tam xke), uTo 0OBsicHSIET-
Csl OTCYTCTBMEM Yy OOJIbIlIerl JyacTy Hapoja MOJIN-
TUYECKIMX V1 SKOHOMMYECKMX [IeHHOCTeV, KOTOpble
v POpMUPYIOTCst 0Opa3oBaHVeM, IV BIIUTHI B
PpeINro3HOe MUpoco3epliaHme, KaK y 3amaJHbIX
Hapozos (Asekcees, 19178, c. 13).

PasBuBast TeMy aHapxm3Ma® KaK CTVXWUVIHO

5 CrrertyeT OTMeTHTbh, YTO AJlekceeB ObUI XOPOIIIO 3HAKOM
C HEOKAaHTMAHCKOV KPUTMKOV aHapXM3Ma, IIpejIosKeH-
Homt IITamMMiIepoM, KOTOPEIV, TI0 €r0 MHEHMUIO, TIePBbIM
IIOIHSUT BOIIpoc 00 aHapxm3Me «Ha obIiedrIocodckyro
BBICOTY>» M IIO/IBePT 3TO TeUeHMe «CKOJIbKO-HMOY/ b IIPVIH-
LVIVAJIBHOMY OOCY>KHEHWMIO ¥ IPWHINIVAIBHON KpU-
THKe» (Astekcees, 1909, c. 3 —4; cm.: IllaBeko, 2021, c. 152).
AJleKceeB «He CUMTaJI M3/IVIITHNIM» II0sIBJIeHVie 3Tov Opo-
mrope! HItamMMitepa B Poccnut B Tpex pasHBIX IepeBofiax
(Anexcees, 1909, c. 4): «AHapxmU3M: TeOpUS U KPUTUKa»
(CII6.: Hauaro, 1906), «TeopeTiueckme OCHOBBI aHap-
xm3ma» (M.: CBoOonHast Mmeicsib, 1906) n «Teopms aHap-
xvsMma» (M.: Tpyn n Boirs, 1906). Kpome Toro, ero npyr
" poncTBeHHMK (mrypwmH) bopwmc Ilerposua Bemmecrtas-
11eB OIy0OJIMKOBaJI 3a IIATh JIeT H0 peBosmormii 1917 1. B
cboprmKe B uecTh I'. KoreHa craTbio, McxomHOM IIpo0Ite-
MOV KOTOPOVI HOCIIY>KIMJIO IIPOTHBOpedne, (prkcrupyemoe
VI paOVKaJIbHO «CHVUMaeMoe» B aHapXu3Me, — IIPOTH-
BOpedme MeXy waeeVl ToCyJapcTBa M wjeem Oiara
(Wischeslavzeff, 1912, S. 191).
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people: “Boundless social space, fear of any
coercive and legal forms characterise our social
conscience as distinct from that of the West.
We have long been considered to be born
anarchists. Anarchy is our element [...].” The
difference of Russian anarchism from that of
the West is that, in Russia, it is spontaneous
and more widespread (ibid.), due to the fact
that the vast majority of the people has no
political and economic values which are either
formed by education or are hardwired into
the religious consciousness, as they are with
Western peoples (Alekseev, 1917c, p. 13).
Elaborating the theme of anarchism® as a
spontaneously-formed, folk notion of the ideal
political life, Alekseev (1917b, p. 2; 1918, p. 5)
identifies two “opposite and even hostile”
elements within this notion: “one of them
is an ‘evil” element of rebellion, the other is a
groundless and romantic social idealism”.
The first element is revolt, and is aimed at
liberation from authority and coercion that it
implies. Alekseev takes a very sober view of the
people’s attitude towards political leaders: “For
centuries we were guided by bad shepherds,
such that we think that any leadership and
any authority are inherently evil” (ibid.). No
wonder the negating part of the anarchic ideal

>It has to be mentioned that Alekseev (1909, pp. 3-4)
was thoroughly familiar with the Neo-Kantian criticism
of anarchism by Stammler who, in his opinion, was
the first to elevate the issue of anarchism to “a general
philosophical level”, and to subject this movement to
“a discussion that is at all principled and to principled
criticism” (cf. Shaveko, 2021, p. 152). Alekseev (1909,
p- 4) did not think it was “superfluous” to have this
brochure of Stammler’s published in Russia in three
different translations: Anarchism: Theory and Practice
(St. Petersburg: Nachalo, 1906), Theoretical Foundations
of Anarchism (Moscow: Svobodnaya mysl’, 1906) and The
Theory of Anarchism (Moscow, Trud i volya, 1906). Besides,
five years before the revolutions of 1917, his friend
and relative (brother-in-law), Boris P. Vysheslavtsev,
published in a volume in honor of Hermann Cohen an
article whose starting point was the contradiction that
anarchism flags, and radically resolves, the contradiction
between the idea of the state and the idea of good
(Wischeslavzeff, 1912, p. 191).



cpopMMpOBaBIIIerocsi HApOIHOTO IIpeJICTaB/IeH s
00 mmeasIbHOVI IIOJIMTMYECKOV XKM3HM, AJIeKceeB
BBISIBJISIET B 9TOM ITPEJICTaBIIEHNN [IBa «ITPOTVBO-
TIOJIOKHBIX 1 JaXke BpakaeOHbIx» HadaIa: «OIHO
"3 HUX eCcTh “3710e” Hauasio OyHTapcCTBa, Apyroe
OecrIouBeHHBINT U POMaHTUYECKNMII COLIVaJIbHbBIV
uneanusM» (Asekcees, 19176, c. 2; 1918, c. 5). Ilep-
BOe HayaJlo — OyHm — HaIpaBIeHO Ha 0CBODOO-
KJIeHVe OT BJIaCTU M CBA3aHHOI'O C HeVl IIPUHYX]le-
HU, IpyyeM AJjleKceeB BeCbMa Tpe3BO OlleHNBaeT
OTHOIIIeHe Hapoja K HOJINTUYeCKM PyKOBOIV-
TessAM: «[lypHBble IacThIPV CTOJIETVS PyKOBOIVIIN
HaMl — VI BOT MBI JIyMaeM, 4TO BCSIKOe PYKOBOJI-
CTBO, BCSIKVII aBTOPUTET eCTh Oe3ycJIOBHOe 3710»
(Tam xe). TloaTOMy HeynuMBUTEIIBHO, YTO OTPU-
11aTeJIbHAsI COCTABJILIONIAS aHAPXMYeCKOro viziea-
JIa HallesleHa Ha 130aBjieHve OT JIF000V BJIacTH, OT
BCSIKOT'O aBTOpUTETa. AHaIM3MpPys IpUpORy OyH-
Ta, AJleKceeB TIOKa3bIBAEeT, UYTO €ro YYacTHUKM He
pa3IMYaroT KauecTBO aBTOpPUTETa, ero Ipupony 1
POJIb B YeJIOBEUECKOV — WHAVIBMOYaJIbHOW U 00-
IIeCTBEHHOV — J>XWM3HM, TaK YTO CJIeICTBUMEM WMX
OTKasa OT «aBTOpUTeTa» CTaHOBUTCA OTKa3 OT ca-
MOTO pasyMa:

Hauasio 6e3ycioBHOro GyHTa €CTh UMCTO OT-
PpUIIATeIBbHBIV ¥ TBOPUECKV HUYTOXHBIV ITPVH-
1. YToObl OYHTOBATE CO CMBICIIOM, Ha/IO 3HATH,
6o uma uve OyHTyelIb. ABTOPUTET NPWHIIMIIA
ecTb OoXecTBO IpaBoro OyHTa... <...> PasBe
IIpU3HaHMe aBTOpuTeTa 0ojlee pPa3syMHOTO 4esIo-
BeKa 3aKJIfodaeT B cebe UTO-HMOYIB Tioxoe? U
pasBe 6e3yCJIOBHOMY OTBEP>KeHMIO ITOJIJIEXKNUT aB-
TOPUTET HPaBCTBeHHBIN? <...> ByHTys mpoTus
aBTOpUTeTa BOOOIIle, aHApXWs TeM CaMbIM OyH-
TyeT ¥ IIPOTMB aBTOPUTETa IIOJIOKUTEIIHHOTO,
TBOpuUecKoro (Astekcees, 191706, c. 2; 1918, c. 6).

B miepmion mexxy ®PeBpastbekort 1 OKTSOpbCKOTL
peBormoLvsiMy AJIeKceeB ellle Jiejiesiyl Hamexy,
YTO MO-KaHTOBCKM IOHSITBHIN OOIIeUeIOBEUeCKIVE
pasym (cm.: B 780; KanT, 2006, c. 951) BozoOiamia-
eT 11 IIOMOXKeT Hapo[ly IIpeoIojieTh aHapXJeckoe
«yMOHACTPOEHVIe» U €T TIOCIIECTBS:
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is aimed at getting rid of any rule and any
authority. Analysing the nature of such revolt,
Alekseev (1917b, p. 2; 1918, p. 6) shows that the
rioters fail to discern the quality of authority,
its nature and its role in human — individual
and social — life, as a result of which, in
renouncing “authority”, they renounce reason
itself:

Unconditional revolt is based on a purely
negative principle that is creatively null and
void. To revolt meaningfully you have to
know in whose name you rebel. The authority of
principle is the divinity of the right revolt [...].
What is wrong with recognising the authority of
a more reasonable person? Is moral authority to
be rejected? [...] In rebelling against authority
in general, anarchy also rebels against authority
that is positive and creative.

In the period between the February and
October revolutions, Alekseev still cherished
the hope that universal human reason in the
Kantian sense (cf. KrV, B 780; Kant, 1998, p. 650)
would prevail, and help the people overcome
the anarchic “mindset” and its consequences:

Overcome the “devildom” of anarchy,
recognise that authority is a positive force if
it is based on reason! To recognise this means
to recognise not only the authority of the
inner voice of conscience, but the authority
of another’s counsel, persuasion or ask; even
the authority of power and coercion if reason
speaks with their voice. When the Russian
people realises this, it will bring new light to
the European culture. Its idealism will be active,
creative idealism and not meaningless rioting
against all, not a drive toward bare destruction
(Alekseev, 1917b, p. 3).

This “idealism” is precisely the second,
positive, element of anarchism. It manifests
itself in “love for a human being” and “love for
the people” which underpins the naive faith
in a “social paradise” and “the good forces
of the human spirit” (ibid.). The anarchist is
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Ceepruem «0ecoBCcTBO» aHapXUW, IIPU3HaeM,
YTO aBTOPUTET €CTh ITOJIOKWMTEIbHAS CUIIa, eCIIN
B HeM JIeXUT pasyM. A IpU3HaATh 3TO O3HadaeT
Opuv3HATh HE TOJIBKO aBTOPWUTET BHYTPEHHETO
rojyroca COBeCTU, HO U aBTOPUTET UY>KOT'O COBETA,
yOexmenmns, mpockObl; JaXke aBTOPWUTET BJIaCTU
VI TIPUHYXOEHWs, KOT[a VX TOJIOCOM TOBOPWUT
pasym. Korma pycckuit Hapop, HOVIMET 3TO, OH
BHECET HOBBIVI CBET B €BPOIIEVICKYIO KYJIBTYpPY.
VmeamsMm ero OyzmeT maea3MOM JIeATeIbHbIM,
TBOPYECKVM, a He HWYTOXHBIM OyHTapCTBOM
OPOTHUB BCETO, HE CTpeMJIEHVIEM K TOJIOMY pas3py-
meHvio (Asekcees, 19176, c. 3).

DTOT «udeaiusm» M €CTb BTOPOE, IIO3UTWUB-
Hoe Havaslo aHapxms3ma. OH BbIpa’kaeTcs B «de-
JIOBEKOJIIOOM 11 HapOOII00MI», KOTOPbIe JjIeXaT
B OCHOBE HAWMBHOV BEPHI B «COLIMAJIBHBIVI pav» W
«100pbIe CIIBI YesioBeueckoro myxa» (Tam xe), a
TaKXe B OCHOBe aHapXM4eCcKOro OTKasa OT aBTO-
puTeTa. AHapxuCT yOeXxmeH B NPUHIIMIIVAIbL-
HOM PaBeHCTBe BCeX JIIOZIEVI, VJIVI, eCJIV IIepeBecTi
Ha s13pIK KaHTa, B CIIocOOHOCTVI KaXKIOI'0 YesIoBe-
Ka TI0JIB30BaThCsl COOCTBEHHBIM pa3syMoM 0e3 py-
KOBOJICTBA CO CTOPOHBI KOro-JInbo Ipyroro (cm.:
AA 08, S. 35; Kanr, 2024, c. 48): «... MCTMHHO-CO-
BEpPIIIEHHBIV COIVAIBHBIN COI03 HE MOXET OBIThH
COIO30M BJIACTHBIM. VlgeasibHOe OOIleHVIe HOJIK-
HO OBITh TaKMM, YTO B HEM HeT MeCTa aBTOPUTETY
OIHVIX VI TIOCJTYIIaHWUIO JPYTMX, HeT MecTa BJIacTu
M IIOOYMHEHMIO. AOCOIIOTHBIVI OOIeCTBEHHBIN
uJIeasl eCTh O3TOMY oOOIeHMe Oe3BIacTHOe, VIV
aHapxmudeckoe» (Asiekcees, 19196, c. 167—168).
AjtekceeB yOeamTesIbHO ITOKa3bIBaeT, UYTO TaKOW
vJIeasl TakxXe SIBJIIeTCsl HeraTVBHBIM, IIOTOMY YTO
He COTEepPXXNUT pa3pabOoTaHHOIO IIpeICTaBIIeHVS O
IIPaKTVYECKOV peai3alini 1aen oOIecTBeHHO-
ro paseHcTBa: «DaKTMUecKN Measl YnCToro oes-
BJIACTVSI OOBIYHOE CBO€ BOIUIOILIEHME HaXOOWT B
oTpuULIaHUM TOM (POPMBI BJIaCTBOBaHM, KOTOpasi
VIMEHYeTCs TOCyJapCTBOM, MeUThl )Ke O BeYHOM
CTaTM4YeCKOM paBeHCTBe MH/VBUIIYYMOB OCTaIOT-
cs1, OOBIKHOBEHHO, BeCbMa TYMaHHBIMM ITpeJICTaB-
JIEHVISIMY O KaKOM-TO KOHEYHOM wyzeaste...» (Tam
xe, c. 171).
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convinced that all human beings are equal
in principle, or, to put it in Kant’s terms, that
every person is capable of using one’s own
reason without guidance from anyone else
(cf. WA, AA 08, p. 35; Kant, 1996, p. 17): “[...]
a truly perfect social union cannot be a union
ruled by authority. In ideal communication,
there is no room for the authority of some and
the obedience of others; no room for power and
subordination. Therefore, the absolute social
ideal is a communication without authority,
or an anarchic one” (Alekseev, 1919b, pp. 167-
168). Alekseev shows convincingly that such an
ideal, too, is negative, since it lacks a developed
conception of how the idea of social equality
can be put into practice: “In fact, the ideal of
pure anarchy is usually embodied in negation
of the form of the exercise of power called the
state, while the dreams of eternal static equality
of individuals typically remain very vague
notions of some kind of ultimate ideal [...]”
(ibid., p. 171).

In his course of lectures on the theory
of right delivered at Taurida University in
Crimea, Alekseev thus formulates a scientific
challenge: “to revive the forgotten science of
political ideals” (Alekseev, 1919a, p. 16). In his
view, this area of social studies calls for close
attention: “[...] each historical epoch and each
people, except moribund peoples, have their
own political ideals; and these ideals should
be reasonably identified and formulated”
(ibid., p. 17). Because every people is a subject
of history, Alekseev argues, its political life
should be organised in a way that takes into
account the state and the content of its political
consciousness, since “in its underlying feelings
and experiences the people cherishes what
it considers to be just and true, while the
scientist’s task is to identify and formulate
this political ideal” (ibid). At the same time,
Alekseev marks the methodological framework
for such research, with an obvious reference to



B cBOeM Kypce JIeKITNTI TI0 TEOPUY IIpaBa, IIPo-
unTaHHOM B TaBprdeckom yHUBepcuTeTe B Kpbl-
My, AsiekceeB popMyIMpyeT aKTyaIbHYIO Hayd-
HYIO 3a/jady: «BO3POOUTH II03a0BITYIO HayKy O
HIOJTATUYECKMX myeaiax» (Astekcees, 1919a, c. 16).
DT0 Ta 00s1acTh OOIIeCTBOBEIeH s, KOTOpas Tpe-
OyeT, IO ero MHEHWIO, OCOOEHHO IIPUCTaIbHO-
ro BHMMAaHVS: «...KaXgas VCTOpudecKas 3Ioxa
KasKIIbIVI HapoJl, 3a VICKJIIOYeHVeM HapO[oB YMWU-
paroIIyX, MMEeIOT CBOM ITOJINTIYEeCKIe Vizleaslbl, 1
MJIeasIbl 3TV JIOJDKHBI OBITH Pa3yMHO OIIO3HAHBI U
dopmynmposanbs (Tam xe, c. 17). Vicxoms vix Toro,
YTO VIMEHHO HapOJl SIBJISIeTCsl CyOBEKTOM WCTO-
PV, TS TIOJIMTYECKOV OpraHM3aliy ero Kiu3-
HVI HeOOXOIIVIMO, COIJIacCHO AJIeKCeeBY, YUUTHIBATh
COCTOSIHVIE VI COZIEpKaHVIe ero ITOJIMTIUYECKOTO CO-
3HaHMS, IIOTOMY YTO «B CBOMX IJIyOOKMX 4yBCTBaX
U lepeXMBaHMAX TauT HApoJl, TO, UYTO OH CUMUTAEeT
CIIpaBeIJIIBBIM ¥ VICTVIHHBIM, 3a7lada JKe Y4eHOIro
3aKJTIOYaeTcsl B YMEHUM OIO3HATh 3TOT IIOJIUTH-
yecKmny upgeasl n ero dopmysmposark» (Tam xe).
OnHoBpeMeHHO AjleKceeB yKa3bIBaeT Ha MeTOIO-
JIOTVYecKrie paMKM TaKOro pofa VCCIIeOBAaHU,
SIBHO 0Opariasich K MeTO0IIOr v OaieHCKOTro Heo-
KaHTVAHCTBa, IIpeIIIoIaraolier pasiesieHne Me-
TOHOB Ha mayorpadnyeckrie 1 HOMOTETUYeCKIe:
«Vmeanpl MOXHO OOHapyXXUThb ¥ OMNWCaTh, HO
HeJIb3$ I0KA3aTh MX TaK, KaK MbI JJOKA3bIBaeM Ma-
TeMaT4deckye TeopeMbl» (Tam xe, c. 18). 3aberas
BIIEpell, MOKHO CKa3aTh, YTO B HEMEIIKOS3BIUHON
ctatbe 1931 . OH HpeasIOXWI VIMEHHO onucaHue
HOJIMTUYECKIX M[IeasloB PyCCKOro Hapoya BKyIIe C
IIpOsICHEHEM VX MCTOPUYeCKMX MCTOKoB. OnHa-
KO HAaCKOJIBKO 0OOCHOBAHHO caMoO 3TO 0DOOIeH-
HOe IIOHSTIEe — «IIOJINTUYECKUT Measl Hapoa»,
VIV «HAPOIHBIN iJIear»?

ITocste OKTAOpbCKOV peBOITIOM JIeKCUKa I1y-
OrmmmcTYeckmx crareri AjleKkceeBa 3aMEeTHO W3-
MeHWIaCh:

Mne HauMHaeT Kas3aTbkCsd, YTO TaK Has3blBae-
MBIVI GOJIBIIIEBUCTCKII PeXXMUM CyOcTaHIMaIbHO
ecTb OoJlee opeanuteckas Belllb, YeM HaM 3TO B OC-
JIeTUIeHMM HallleM KaxeTcs. <...>
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the methodology of Baden Neo-Kantianism,
which distinguishes ‘idiographic” and
‘nomothetic’ methods: “Ideals can be identified
and described, but they cannot be proved the
way we prove mathematical theorems” (ibid.,
p. 18). Running ahead, it can be said that in
his 1931 German-language article, he offered
precisely a description of the Russian people’s
political ideals, coupled with the clarification of
their historical sources. But how well-grounded
is the general concept of “the political ideal of
the people”, or the “folk ideal”?

The vocabulary of his public articles saw a
noticeable change after the October revolution:

I am beginning to suspect that the so-called
Bolshevik regime is substantially a more organic
thing than we tend to think in our dazzlement.

[...]

In Bolshevism, to use old philosophical
terms, the people’s soul or at least one of its
elements, finally attained self-awareness and
true national creativity. Whatever one may
say, isn’t there colourful nationality in our
internationalists? Has not Russia at long last
started to speak the language of “Stenka” and
“Emelka”®? The “soul of the people” has found
itself and stands in awe of itself (Alekseev,
1917¢, p. 13).

At first glance, this reference to the
people’s soul and “Emelka’s” language
may seem odd for yesterday’s Neo-Kantian
weaned on German idealism and rigorous
anti-psychologism; but this is only the
first impression if one remembers that the
founders of the main Neo-Kantian schools,
Hermann Cohen and Wilhelm Windelband,
as well as Georg Simmel who was close to
Neo-Kantianism and meant just as much to
Alekseev, started their path in philosophy
with research into “folk psychology”
(Vélkerpsychologie), and published their early

¢This refers to the leaders of the people’s uprisings of the
seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, Stepan Razin and
Emelyan Pugachev.
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B OGosbieBnsme, BeIpakasch CTapbIMmU Pu-
710cOPCKMMIM TepMUHAaMM, J1yIlla HapogHas VIn
10 KpaViHer1 Mepe OfIVH U3 ee 3JIeMeHTOB JIOIUIN
HaKOHeI] JI0 CaMOIIO3HaHMS U [0 HOUIMHHOIO
HaIMOHAaJILHOTO TBOpYecTBa. YTo OBI TaM HM ro-
BOPUTE, & pas3Be 3TOV KPaCOYHOV HallVIOHaJIbHO-
CTV HeT B HallluX MHTepHalMoHaamcTax? Passe
He «CTeHbKIHa» 1 He «eMeJIbKMHa» Pych 3aroso-
pvla HaKOHeL CBOUM sI3bIKOoM? «JlyIa Hapoga»
Halla cebsi — ¥ OCTaHOBWJIACh B CAMOYIIOEHWN
(Asexcees, 19178, c. 13).

OOGparieHrie K HapOAHOM [Iyllle M «eMeJIbKU-
HOMY» SI3bIKY ITpeICTaBJIsIeTCsl Ha IIePBBIVI B3IJIA]L
CTpaHHBIM J1JIs1 BYepalllHero HeoKkaHTHaHIIa, B3pa-
I1IeHHOT0 Ha IT0YBe HeMeIIKOro ujeain3ma 1 CTpo-
roro aHTUIICMXOJIOIM3Ma; OTHAKO TOJIBKO Ha IIep-
BBIVI B3IJIAJ, €CJIV BCIIOMHWUTB, UTO OCHOBaTeIN
IJIaBHBIX HeOKaHTMaHCKux 1Ko, Iepman Koren
n Bwisrensm Bunmennbanm, a Takke He MeHee
3HAUMMBIN 11 AjleKceeBa 1 OJIVM3KMI K HEOKaH-
TUAHCTBY leopr 3uMMmerTh HauvHaJIVI CBOVI IIyTh B
dmtocodrn vccIeIOBaHMSAMM B 00JIaCTY «IICVIXO-
noruy Haponos» (Volkerpsychologie), a mx pan-
HVIe CTaThM BBIITYCKaJIVCh B «KypHarte o IIcmxosio-
'V HApOJIOB 1 Hayke O s13bIke» Mopwiia Jlamapyca
m Xavimasa HreraTasns®. B nepron dpniocodcko-
rO CTaHOBJICHVSI caMOro AJieKceeBa Hadasla BBIXO-
anth 10-TromHas «llcuxonorus Hapomos» (1910—
1920) Busibresibma BynpTa, 3a paboTamu KOTOporo
ArtexceeB CIIefIVUI ¥ Ha KOTOpPBIE CChUIAJICS B CBO-
VX MCCIleloBaHMAX. B dacTHOCTYM, OH IpUMBOOAUT
BYHJITOBCKOe OIlpefiejleHiie HapoJHOro Jiyxa: B
OCHOBE 3TOTr'0 ITOHATUS JIEXKUT MBICIIb, «4TO SI3BIK,
oOBIYan 1 IIPaBo IIPECTABIISIOT COOOVI Hepa3phIB-
HO CBfI3aHHBbIe OPYT C IPYyroM IIpOsiBJIeHWUs CO-

°O cepbe3HocTHM yBIIeueHMs KoreHa «Iicmxosiorvert Hapo-
ZIOB» M O BJIVISTHWUVI STOrO HaIlpaBJIeHWS Ha €ro 3TUKY U
acreTnky cm.: (Beiser, 2018, p. 21—39, 236, 252). O 3Ha-
venvm ugen Jlanapyca n IIterHTass mis 3MMMerns CM.:
(Beiser, 2011, p. 472—479). [1ns Bunnpensbanma oTo yde-
HMe CTaJIo OTIIPaBHBIM IIyHKTOM VIS IIPMHIIUIIVAIBHO-
IO pasJIM4eHns MANorpadieckoro 1 HOMOTETITYECKOTO
MeTomoB. IlepBBIM HOJDKHA ITOJIB30BATBCS «IICVIXOJIOTVS
HapPOIOB», VIV «COLMaIbHAS IICUXOJIOIVS», KaK CO Bpe-
MeHeM IIperoYnTall HasblBaTh 3Ty HayKy Burnens0OaHz,
9TOOBI M30eXaTh accoranmii ¢ Byngrom u ero «Ilcmxo-
storven Hapomos» (Gundlach, 2017, S. 151 —152).

articles in the “Journal of Folk Psychology
and the Science of Language” (Zeitschrift
fiir Volkerpsychologie und Sprachwissenschaft)
brought out by Moritz Lazarus and Heymann
Steinthal.” Alekseev’s formative period as a
philosopher saw the start of the publication of
the ten-volume Vdlkerpsychologie (1910—1920)
by Wilhelm Wundt, whose works Alekseev
followed and cited in his research. In particular,
he cites Wundt's definition of the people’s
spirit, based on the idea that “language
[...], like customs and law, are inseparably
connected manifestations of communal life”®
(Wundt, 1912, p. 65; cf. Alekseev, 1918, p. 89).
This may account for Alekseev’s attention
to Russian proverbs and sayings, an interest
he developed no later than 1923, of which
there is documented proof.” This turn toward
Viélkerpsychologie may have led him to embrace
Eurasianism, the new intellectual movement
which arose in the Russian émigré community
in the early 1920s.

2.2. The Eurasian Period

Alekseev joined Eurasianism in 1926; that
is, not from the very beginning, but before
what became known as “the Clamart schism”
of 1928 —-1929 which split this intellectual
movement into the left (Paris, pro-Soviet) and
right (Prague, Orthodox) (Nazmutdinov, 2017,

7On the seriousness of Cohen’s interest in “folk psy-
chology” and the impact of this trend on his ethics and
aesthetics, see Beiser (2018, pp. 21-39, 236, 252). On the
influence of the ideas of Lazarus and Steinthal on Sim-
mel, see Beiser (2011, pp. 472-479). For Windelband, this
doctrine was the starting point of the fundamental dis-
tinction between idiographic and nomothetic methods.
The former should be used in “folk psychology”, or “so-
cial psychology”, as Windelband eventually preferred
to call this discipline, in order to avoid association with
W. Wundt and his Volkerpsychologie (Gundlach, 2017,
pp. 151-152).

¥“[...]dafi die Sprache|...] wie Sitteund Recht[...] untrennbar
aneinander gebundene AujfSerungen des gemeinsamen Lebens
sind” (Wundt, 1911, p. 60).

?See the final section of this article on p. 168.
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BMECTHOVI XXV3HU Jiiofiert» (Bynnar, 1912, c. 66; cm.:
Agexcees, 1918, c. 89). Otcrona, BEpOSATHO, 1 IIPH-
CTaJIbHOE BHMMAaHMe AJIeKceeBa K IIOC/IOBMIIAM WU
IIOTOBOPKaM PYCCKOTO Hapofia, BO3HMKIIIee, Kak
CBU/IETeJILCTBYIOT JIOKYMEHTBI 3I10X1, He I03[IHee
1923 .7 MOXHO IIPeIIoNIOXNTh, YTO MMEHHO II0-
BopoT K Volkerpsychologie Bositek ero 3arem B HO-
BO€ VHTeJUIEKTyaJIbHOe TeueHe, IOsBUBIIIeeCs B
pycckom smurpanum B Hadaste 1920-x rT., — eBpa-
3UVICTBO.

2.2. EBpasuiickuii nepuood

K eBpasuiictBy AJlekceeB NPUCOeAVHWICS B
1926 1., TO ecTh He ¢ caMOro Hauajia, HO IO TaK Ha-
3p1Baemoro «Kjramapckoro packosa» 1928 —1929 rr.,,
pasfie/IuBIIero 3TO WIeVHOe [BVDKeHMe Ha Jle-
BOe (IIapyKCKoe, ITPOCOBETCKOe) M MpaBoe (ITpak-
CKOe, oOpTofoKcaibHOe) Kpbulo (HasmyTtawhos,
2017, c. 351). AsiekceeB IIpMCOEIVHMIICS K IIPAaBOMY
KpbULy, Bo3IyIaBiiseMoMy Ilerpom HukoraeBiruem
CaBuIIKMM, C KOTOPBIM €T0 CBSI3bIBAJIN JIPYy KecKue
OTHOIIIEHNsI V1 KOTOPBIVI, BEPOSITHO, IIPUBJIEK €T0 B
eBpas3umCTBO (cM. TIompobHee: Tam xe, c. 351—357).

Eme o smurpanmm AjiekceeB BbIZIBUHYJI Te3WC
00 ykopeHeHHOCTU (POPMBI ITpaBJIeHs B TIOJINTH-
4UecKmx IIpeficTaBileHMsIX Hapopa: «OcHoBaHVEM
caMofIep>KaBHOVI BJIaCTV CITy>XKUT He KaKoV-HMOYIb
IOPMAVYecKNI aKT, HO HpaBCTBeHHOe ITpM3HaHVe
IO7IJJaHHBIX, OCHOBAaHHOE Ha MOpaJIbHBIX U peJu-
T'TIO3HBIX Vfleasiax Hapora» (Astekcees, 1918, c. 145).
IIpyMKHYB K eBpasuCTBY, OH BO3BpalllaeTcs K
3TOMY BOIIPOCY B CEpMM CTaTeVl, OITyOJIMKOBaHHBIX
B XypHasle «[IyTe. Opran pycckon pemrio3Hoi
MbICTIV» (ATtekceeB, 1926; 1927a; 192706). Beibopou-
HO cofiep>KaHvie STVX ITy OJIMKaIIV JIETJIO B OCHOBY
ero Hemenkov ctatbu (Alexejew, 1931).

Crarbs «Pycckuii Hapofl I TOCyJapCTBO», OITy-
6imkoBaHHas B asrycre 1927r., Oblyia pesysibra-
ToM TniosleMukm AjtekceeBa ¢ H. A. bepmsieBbim:
AJlexceeB 1oj1araji, uTo opma rocygapcrba Xpu-
cTuaHMHY He Oe3pasnmuHa (Apxkakosckuri, 2000,

7 CM. TIOCJTETHWV Pas[iel HaCTOSIIert CTaThy Ha ¢. 168 —169.
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p. 351). Alekseev joined the right wing led by
his friend Pyotr N. Savitsky, who apparently
introduced him to Eurasianism (for more
details, see ibid., pp. 351-357).

Even before his emigration, Alekseev
(1918, p. 145) put forward the thesis that
the form of government is rooted in the
people’s political attitudes: “The foundation
of autocratic power is not a legal act, but the
moral recognition its subjects, based on the
moral and religious ideals of the people.” After
joining Eurasianism, he revisited this issue in a
series of articles published in the journal “Put’
[The Way], Organ of Russian Religious Thought”
(Alekseev, 1926; 1927a; 1927b). Selected parts
of these publications formed the basis of his
German-language article (Alexejew, 1931).

The article, “The Russian People and the
State”, published in August of 1927, was a
spin-off of Alekseev’s polemic with Nikolai
A. Berdyaev: Alekseev maintained that the
Christian was not indifferent to the form of
government (Arjakovsky, 2000, p. 150; cf.
Alekseev, 1927b), pointing to four components
of the Russian people’s political ideal: “1) the
idea of Orthodox rule-of-law monarchy; 2) the
idea of dictatorship; 3) the idea of Cossack
anarchy; 4) the idea of a sectarian conception
of the state” (Alekseev, 1998b, p. 83). All four
points were later included in the German
article.

In the brochure, On the Ways to the Future
Russia (1927), he claims that the old, pre-
Petrian “intelligentsia preaching the ideals
of Orthodox asceticism” “lacked purely
political ideals” (Alekseev, 1998a, p. 294):
“The religious-moral ideal was understood as
belonging to the sphere of personal morality,
as a personal feat” (ibid., p. 293). This ideal
underpinned the positive political ideal of the
Russian people, the so-called “Moscow truth”
(Alekseev, 1998b, p. 92), in which Alekseev
identifies three components: “the personal,
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c. 150; cm.: Asekcees, 19270), n yKa3ayl Ha YeTkIpe
COCTaBJILIOIIVIE PYCCKOTO HAPOIHOTO IIOJIMTIYe-
ckoro mpaeana: «1) vmaest IIpaBOCIIABHOV IIPaBOBOV
MOHapxuy; 2) mjlest JVKTaTypel; 3) mies Ka3allKou
BOJIBHUIIBL; 4) 11J1es] CeKTaHTCKOIO ITOHVMaHMS TO-
cygapcTsa» (Asekcees, 19986, c. 83). Bce uernipe
ITyHKTa BOIIUIV 3aTe€M B HEMEIIKYIO CTaThIO.

B 6pomrope «Ha myTsax x Oymyten Poccri»
(1927) oH perucTtpupyeT y CTapov, HOIeTpPOB-
CKOVI «VMHTEJUIMI€HIIVN, WCIIOBEIYIOIIEeN uiea-
JIbI IIPaBOCJIABHOTO acKeTM3Ma», «OTCYTCTBUE Ul-
CTO TOJIMTUYECKMX WeasioB» (Ajekcees, 1998a,
C. 294): «Penmmrmo3sHO-HpPaBCTBEHHBIV Veasl IIO-
HMMAJICS TIPeVIMYIIeCTBEHHO KaK OTHOCSIIIMIACS
K cdepe JIMUHOV HPABCTBEHHOCTV, KaK JINMYHBIN
nonsur» (Tam xe, c. 293). Ha sTom npeasie BbI-
CTpamBaJICd Y PyCCKOrO Hapofia IOJIOKUTEeIbHBIN
HOJIUTUYECKUI MOeayl — TaK Has3bIBaeMasl «MO-
CKOBCKasl IipaBra» (Ajrekcees, 19986, c. 92), B xo-
TOpOV AJleKceeB BBISBIISIET TPWU COCTABIISIOIINE:
«AUYHblIl, HPABCTBEHHBIV CMBIC/I», TPeOOBaBIINII
«BHYTpeHHeV! paboThI Hafl CODO00»; «COYUANLHO-I-
KOHOMUYeCKU Il CMBICII», TPeOOBABIIINII «COIJIacOBa-
HMs daKTMUecKoro yKiiajaa XXU3HU ¢ IIpaBuIaMm
eBaHIeJIbCKOIL HI06BT/I>>,' «NOAUMUUECKUT CMBICIT»,
TpeboBaBIIINI «IIpeoOpa3oBaHIsl MOCKOBCKOV MO-
HapxuU¥ B ToCcydapcTBo IIpaBoBoe» (Tam xe, c. 93).
AJlekcees T1071araeT, 4YTO B pe3yJsIbTaTe IIPOHVKHO-
BeHMs B Pocciio «3amaHOro IIpOCBeIleHNs» Te
PYCCKMie JIIOfM, KOTOpBIe «CTaIil VICKaTh JKM3HEeH-
HOVI TIpaB/Ibl», PyKOBOIACTBYSCh €r0 MIesIMMU, «3a-
ObUTM 00 MIeasTe JIMYHOIO COBEPIIEHCTBOBAHMS»
(Astexcees, 1998a, c. 293), 1 3TO TIPMBEJIO K pacxo-
KIIEHWIO MeXIy <« IIpOrpecCHBHOV VHTeJUINIeH-
Ivev» Vi HapOOOM.

HaxoHerl1, Hy>XHO BBISICHUTB, KaKoe copeprKa-
Hue AJlekceeB BKJIAIIBIBAET B IIOHSITHME «HAPOI»,
oIpeziesieHVie KOTOPOrO He BOIIUIO B HEMEITKOs-
3BIYHYIO CTaThlO. AJleKceeB yCTaHaB/IMBaeT eIH-
CTBO, WJIM «POICTBO» MEXY PasHBIMIU CIIOSMU
oO11iecTBa ¥ IIOKOJIEHUSIMU B «VICKOHHBIX CTpeM-
JIEHUSIX PYCCKOV OyIIV», TO €CTh B OTHOIIEHWNU
K IonMTrdeckoMy naeany. Ilo ero MHeHMIo, 3TN
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moral meaning” which demanded “inner work
on oneself”; the “socio-economic meaning”,
which demanded “harmonising the actual way
of life with the rules of evangelical love”; and
the “political meaning”, which demanded “the
transformation of the Moscow monarchy into
a law-governed state” (ibid., p. 93). Alekseev
(1998a, p. 293) claims that, as a result of the
penetration of “Western enlightenment” into
Russia, those Russians who “started seeking life
truth” in accordance with these ideas “forgot
the ideal of personal self-improvement”, which
created a cleavage between “the progressive
intelligentsia” and the people.

Finally, we should clarify the content with
which Alekseev invests the concept of “the
people”, a term which is not defined in the
German-language article. Alekseev posits a
unity, or “kinship” between different social
strata and generations in terms of “the intrinsic
strivings of the Russian soul”, i.e. in the attitude
toward a political ideal. In his view, these
intrinsic strivings are characteristic “not only of
the intelligentsia of the Petersburg period, but
are equally dear to the old Muscovite, educated
and uneducated alike” (Alekseev, 1998b,
p- 83). He gives a clearer definition in the 1927
article, “Eurasianists and the State”: the people
is “a coalescence of historical generations”
(Alekseev, 1998c, p. 182). His programmatic
work “The Theory of the State” (1931) has a
whole chapter devoted to the concept of “the
people” (narod). Its underlying thesis is that
“the people [...] is a psychic being” (Alekseev,
1998d, p. 431). Alekseev then approaches
the concept of ‘nation” by referring to the
organic unity of the people (ibid.), and frames
a definition thus: “A nation is the unified
community of all individuals who, in their own
way, reflect the features of national life in their
circumstances” (ibid., p. 442).

Alekseev (1930, pp. 101-102) sees his own —
Eurasian, normative — political ideal as a



VICKOHHBIE CTpeMJIEHVISI CBOVICTBEHHBI «BOBCE He
OIHOV VIHTeJUIUTeHIINM I1eTepOyprcKoro mepuo-
7la, HO CTOJIb JXKe JIOpOrue CTapOMY MOCKOBCKOMY
1 IIPOCBeIlIeHHOMY, 11 HEeIIPOCBEIIIeHHOMY YeJIoBe-
Ky» (Astekcees, 19980, c. 83). B cTarbe «EBpasmiiiis
U TOCYIapCTBO», TOXe omyOimKosaHHOM B 1927 T,
OH faeT Ooslee WeTKOe OITperiesieHVE: HApOIm —
3TO «COBOKYITHOCTH WCTOPWYECKMX ITOKOJIEHWIT»
(Anexcees, 19988, c. 182). B mporpammMHoOM pabote
«Teopust rocymapcersa» (1931) nernas 11aBa 1ocBs-
II[eHa MTOHSTUIO «Hapor». Ee mcxomHbIt Tesnc —
«Hapom... cyuwecmbo ncuxuueckoe» (Ajlekcees,
1998r, c. 431). Nastee AjiekceeB IOIXOAUT K IIOHS-
TUIO «HalMs» 4depe3 yKasaHMe Ha OpraHui4ecKoe
enuHcTBO Hapoa (Tam xe) 1 dpopmympyer orpe-
nenenve: «Hamms ectb coOOpHOe eIMHCTBO BCex
VHAMBUIYYMOB, CBOEOOPa3sHO OTOOpakaloIinx B
CBOVMIX COCTOSIHMSAX OCOOEHHOCTV HallVIOHaJIbHOV
xm3HM> (Tam xe, c. 442).

CoOcTBeHHBIT —
HBIVI — TIOJIUTUYECKUII meall AJleKceeB BUIUT
B COYeTaHWN JIYUIINX 4YepT Oyp)KyasHOro 1 CO-
HVQJIMCTUYECKOTO OOIIIeCTBEHHOrO YCTPOVICTBA:
«OXpaHa CBOOOIBI» YesloBeKa, KaK B OypiKyasHbIX
o0rriecTBax, 9TO II03BOJISIET ITPOSIBIISTBCS W pac-
KPbIBaTbCSI TBOPYECKOVI aKTMBHOCTM T'pakKia-
HVHa, BOBJIEKalolllell ero B 00llecTBeHHOe CTpPo-
UTEJIbCTBO, M «COIMAJTbHAS TTOMOIIIb»,
yJIydllleHye «MaTepyaIbHbIX YCIIOBU CYIIeCTBO-
BaHWSL JIIOMIEV», K 9eMy CTPeMSITCS COLIMAIIVICTV-
yeckmie obOmecTBa (Asekcees, 1930, c. 101-102; cm.:
3arupnsx, 2020). Crarsio «Pycckmit Hapof,  ToCy-
IapCcTBO» OH TaKXe 3aKaHYMBaeT (POPMYIIVIPOB-
KOV TIOJIUTWYECKOro Mleasla, YUUTHIBAIOIIero vc-
KOHHBIe CTPeMJIeHNs PyccKoro Hapopa: «bymyiree
IPUHAIIIEXUT npabocaabromy npaboBomy eocyoap-
cm@y, KOToOpoe CyMeeT CoueTaTh TBEPIyIO BJIACTh
(Ha4asI0 AMKTATYPhI) C HAPOHAOIIPABCTBOM (HadasIo
BOJIBHUIIBI) M CO CJIY)KEHVIEM COLVIQJIBHOV ITpaB-
ne» (Arekcees, 19980, c. 116).

BriocienictBum  AstekceeB MIpuM3HaJI 3a COBET-
CKVMM OOIIIeCTBEHHBIM YCTPOVICTBOM Ty TOCYHap-
CTBEHHYIO (pOpMY, KOTOPOVI Ha ITPaKTUKe yAaI0Ch

€BPasmVICKNVI, HOPMaTWB-

TO eCTb
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combination of the best traits of the bourgeois
and socialist social systems: the “protection of
freedom” of the human being, as in bourgeois
societies, which stimulates the creative activity
of the individual, involving him or her in the
building of society; and “social support”, i.e.
improvement of “the material conditions of
people’s lives”, the goal that socialist society
seeks (cf. Zagirnyak, 2020). He ends the
article, “The Russian People and the State”,
by formulating the political ideal that takes
into account the traditional aspirations of the
Russian people: “The future belongs to the
Orthodox law-governed state which will manage
to combine firm power (the dictatorship
element) with the people’s rulership (the
element of liberty) and service to social truth”
(Alekseev, 1998b, p. 116).

Later, Alekseev conceded that the Soviet
social system was a state form that had, in
practice, succeeded in overcoming the Russian
people’s anarchic tendencies and provided the
political school which he lacked for such an
achievement. On 11 March 1959, he wrote to
Savitsky from Geneva:

Ilyich! introduced to Marxism a new
interpretation, but it cannot be called
“Eurasian”. His politically genius insight was
that he understood the predilection towards
his political ideal (or rather, to socio-political
programme) of poor, impoverished peoples,
and not peoples who had become rich. [...]
Among American barbarians, Europeanism had
taken on an exaggeratedly farcical character.
Russians are an old people, may God forbid
them to fall into Americanism.

[...] I despise Americanism as a caricature
of Europeanism; I love Descartes and Pascal,
Kant and Hegel; I love the Italian Renaissance,
the Sorbonne and Oxford; I love the category
of moderation as Aristotle’s principal virtue
and contrast it with Russian immoderation,
both that of the intelligentsia and that of the
“schismatics”, which leads to chaos. I think the

10The reference is to Vladimir Ilyich Lenin.
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IIpeosIoJieTh aHaPXWYeCKYI0 TeHJIeHIINIO PYyCCKO-
ro HapoJia, U Ty HOJIUTUYECKYIO IIIKOJIy, KOTOpOU
eMy He xBaTaJlo JjIsl TaKoro IpeoposieHs. Ogus-
Hajuaroro Mapta 1959 r. on nincasn CaBuiikomy 3
KeneBwr:

Vnena® BHeC B MapKCV3M HOBOE VICTOJIKO-
BaHVe, HO «eBPasUIICKIMM» €r0 Ha3BaTb HeJIb3sl.
Ero moymrudecky reHMaJIbHOWM MBICJIBIO OBUIO
TO, YTO OH IOHSUI IIPepacIioI0KeHHOCTb K CBO-
eMy IOJIMTUYeCKOMy njleasly (BepHee, K COI<U-
TBHO->TIONINT<IYIECKOV> IIporpaMMe) OeTHBIX,
HUIIIEHCKMX HapO/0B, a He HapoIoB pa3borares-
mmx. <...> Y aMepuKaHCKMX BapBapoB eBpoIle-
V3M JOCTUI IIpeyBeJINUeHHO aHeKIOTWYecKOoro
xapakrepa. Pycckue — Hapon crapsii, n30asu
bor M BracTe B aMeprKaHM3M.

<...> Ilpesuparo aMepuKaHMU3M KakK aHeK-
IOTMYeCcKoe BBIpaXKEeHNe eBpoIlen3Ma, JII00IIo
Hexapra n Ilackais, Kanra n leress, oo
utanbsHckuin  Peneccanc, Copbonny mu  Ok-
cdopi, 00110 KaTeropuio Mepsl KakK OCHOBHYIO
moOpozeTestb ApUCTOTeIIs U IIPOTUBOIIOCTABIIAIO
pycckoit 0e3MepHOCTH, KaK MHTEJUIMIeHTCKOV,
TaK ¥ «PpacKOJIbHNYbEV», ITPUBOIISAIIEN K XaocCy.
JlyMaro, 4TO COBETCKM PeXUM Hay4dmI PyCCKMUX
Mepe VI TIOPAIIKY KaK OCHOBHOW foOpoperenn u
OTy4WI OT «HeucToBcTBa» («doporoii...», 2017,
c. 376).

3. K ucropun nyoamkanumm crarbu
B )XypHaJle «Bocrounasa Espona»

Beixon B cBer crarbm AstekceeBa «lIpomcxox-
JleHVe TIOJIMTMYEeCKIX 1JieasioB PyCcCKOTro Hapoa»
(Alexejew, 1931) oxBesI cBOEro pofa UTOr IIOYUTH
IISTHaALATUIIETHVIM pa3sMBIIIUIEHMSM Hall TeMOV,
yKa3aHHOV B Ha3BaHUM CTaTb. [lepBble MOTMBBI,
KaK MBI BUIeJIVI, BOCXOMIST K ITyOnmmKanysm 1917—
1918 rt. 0 HapogHOM OyHTe M aHapxmsMme B Poc-
cun. CieayIonmM M0 BpeMeHU IOKYMeHTaJIbHO
MOATBEPXIEeHHBIM yKa3aHMeM Ha IIPOIoDKeHVe
3TOM PabOTHI MOXKHO cuMTaTh NoKjIaf b. I1. Beire-
CJIaBlIeBa, IIPOYMTAaHHBIN B HosOpe 1923 1. B Prime
Ha KOH(epeHIINI, OpPraHM30BAaHHOV WTaJIbgIH-

$meetcs B Bumy Braammmup Viteia JTeHnH.

Soviet regime has given the Russians a sense
of moderation as the main virtue, and turned
them away from “frenzy” (Ermishin and
Nazmutdinov, 2017, p. 376).

3. On the History of the Publication
of the Article in the Journal “Osteuropa”

The publication of Alekseev’s article, “The
Origin of the Russian People’s Political Ideals”
(Alexejew, 1931), summed up, as it were, the
results of almost fifteen years of reflections on
the theme indicated in this article’s title. As we
have seen, early signs appeared in publications
from 1917—18 about the people’s revolt and
anarchism in Russia. The next documented
evidence that this work continued is arguably
the report delivered by Boris Vysheslavtsev
(1995, p. 121n1) in Rome in November of 1923,
at a conference organised by the Italian Eastern
Europe Institute. In it, Vysheslavtsev mentions
Professor Alekseev who had reminded him of
the bylina (heroic epic) about Ilya Muromets,
which is marked by “positive clairvoyance”:
it prophetically presents “the whole picture
of the Russian revolution” (ibid., p. 116). The
same epic, also with a reference to its prophetic
character, is discussed in Alekseev’s article
published in the journal “Put” (Alekseev, 1927b,
pp. 50-51; 1998b, pp. 106, 118n85), and again in
his German article (Alexejew, 1931, p. 324; f.
Alekseev and Dmitrieva, 2025, pp. 192-193).

In 1927, Alekseev gave several lectures
on a similar theme: according to a notice in
the newspaper, “Latest News”, there was to
be given a lecture on “The Political Ideals
of the Russian People” at the Eurasian
Seminar in Paris on 10 January (Anonymous,
1927a). The newspaper “Rul’” announced a
lecture in German, entitled, “Die politischen
Anschauungen des russischen Volkes” (“The
Political Views of the Russian People”), which
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ckuM VHcTuTyTOM BocTounHOmM EBpormsr (Bbirrie-
ciasiies, 1995, c. 121, npumeu. 1). B Hem Berrrec-
JaBlIeB cocJIasicsl Ha Itpodpeccopa AjlekceeBa: TOT
rozickasajl eMy ObuIMHY 00 Viibe Mypowmiie, ko-
Topasi «objIafjaeT IIOJIOKMTEIIBHBIM  SICHOBUJIE-
HVeM» — B HeVl IIPOPOUECKN IIpefiCTaBIeHa «BCS
KapTuHa pycckom pesormonnm» (Tam e, c. 116).
DTOT Xe CIOXeT TakXKe C yKa3aHMeM Ha ero IIpo-
pOYecKuI XapaKTep BbIBefleH B cTaThe AJlekceeBa,
orryOikoBaHHOM B XypHase «[lyTe» (cm.: Ajtek-
cees, 19276, c. 50—51; 19986, c. 106, 118, mpumeu.
85), a 3aTeM 1 B ero HeMeIIKOVI cTaTbe (cM.: Alexe-
jew, 1931, S. 324; cp.: Anekcees, [Imutpuesa, 2025,
c. 192—193).

B 1927 r. AjiekceeB BBICTYNWMJI C HECKOJIBKM-
MM TeMaTH4decKy OJIM3KMMM JIOKJIaJaMu: coryiac-
HO aHOHCY raseTsl «I locsienHme HoBoCcTM», B EBpa-
suvickoM cemmHape B ITapvoke 10 stHBapst moypkeH
ObUT cocTogThCa mokitam «l losmmTaeckre mmeasl
pycckoro Hapopa» (Bectn..., 1927). I'aseta «Pysib»
aHOHCHpOBaJsla JOKJIazl Ha HeMeIKoM si3bIke «Die
politischen Anschauungen des russischen Volkes»
(«ITormmTrraeckmie BO33peHMSI PYCCKOTO HApOma»),
KOTOPBIV ZIOJDKEeH ObLJT ObITh IpounTaH B PycckoMm
Hay4YHOM MHCTUTYTe B bepiune (manee — PHU)
9 despains (1-g nexkums) (B Pycckom..., 1927a) u
16 deppains (2-s nmexius) (B Pycckowm..., 19270) B
paMKax NWKJIa HAyYHO-TIOMYJISPHBIX JIEKIINA,
craproBasliero 24 siHBaps (B Pycckom..., 19278).
Ha 9 n 16 mroHs TaM XXe ObII 3aIUIaHMPOBAH J10-
KJ1ag, «Vlest IMKTaTy pel, AeMOKpaTUW 1 IIPaBOBO-
IO rocy/IapCTBa B IIOJIUTUYECKMX BO33PEeHMSIX pyc-
ckoro Haporma» (Chronik..., 1999, S. 321 (Ne 5225),
322 (Ne 5237)), a Ha 15 mioHss — [OokJIaj Ha He-
mernikoM a3bike: «Die Besonderheit der russischen
Geschichte» («Oco0eHHOCTb PYCCKOV MCTOPWMII»)
(Ibid., S. 314 (Ne 5235)). [IBanmaTe BocbkMOro ges-
paist 1928 1. AjlekceeB BBICTYIIVJI Ha HeMeLIKOM
sa3pIKe ¢ jokiIamoM «Besonderheiten in der rus-
sischen Staatsentwicklung» («OcobGenHocTt B
pasBUTUM pyccKoro rocymapcrsa») (Ibid., S. 345
(Ne 5628)), B KOTOpOM TaK ke MOIJIV 3aTparmBaThCs
BOITPOCHI, ITO3[THee Bollelne B crarbio 1931 ., —
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was to be given at the Russian Scientific
Institute in Berlin (elsewhere RSI) on 9
February (Lecture 1) (Anonymous, 1927b)
and on 16 February (Lecture 2) (Anonymous,
1927c) as part of a series of popular science
lectures that had been launched on 24 January
(Anonymous, 1927d). The lecture, “The Idea
of Dictatorship, Democracy and the Law-
Governed State in the Political Views of the
Russian People”, was scheduled for 9 and 16
June (Schlogel et al., 1999, pp. 321 (Ne 5225)
and 322 (Ne 5237)), and the lecture in German,
“Die Besonderheit der russischen Geschichte”
(“The Peculiarity of Russian History”), was
scheduled for 15 June (ibid., p. 314 (Ne 5235)).
On 8 February 1928, Alekseev gave in German
a lecture on “Besonderheiten in der russischen
Staatsentwicklung” (“Peculiarities the
Development of the Russian State” (ibid., p. 345
(Ne 5628)), which also may have touched on
the issues that would later be included in the
1931 article — for example, the problems of
the establishment and stability of an absolute
monarchy in Russia.

It is not unlikely that the final framework
of the article took shape in the lecture “Die
sozialutopischen Ideale des russischen Volkes”
(“The Social Utopian Ideals of the Russian
People”), which was also given in German on
5 June 1930 (ibid., p. 405 (Ne 6576)).

The name of the German specialist in Slavic
studies who invited Alekseev to write an
article for the Berlin-based journal “Osteuropa”
(“Eastern Europe”) is not known; but it may
have been Otto Hoetzsch (1876—1946), the
founder (in 1925) and chief editor of the
journal until 1935, or some member of his staff.
Besides, Hoetzsch was one of the organisers
of the RSI in Berlin on the German side
and, as mentioned above, Alekseev actively
collaborated with the Institute, including
by giving lectures in German. Hoetzsch

in
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HarpumMep, IIpo0iieMbl 0POPMIIEHVS I YCTOMYV-
BocTi B Poccum abcosTioTHCTCKO-MOHAPXYeCKOro
IIpaBJIeHMsl.

MoOXHO IIpeAIoyIoKUTh, YTO pPaMKM CTaTby
OKOHYaTeJIbHO OINpefenncek B Jokiage «Die
sozialutopischen Ideale des russischen Volkes»
(«CormanbHO-yTOIMYecKe Mieabl pyccKOro Ha-
pona»), mpo3By4dasiiieM Takxe B PHV nHa Hemerr-
koM s13bIke 5 mroHs 1930 1. (Ibid., S. 405 (Ne 6576)).

HensBecTHO, KTO MIMEHHO 13 HEMeLIKMX CJIaBU-
CTOB IpuUryacwiI AjlekceeBa HaIlvicaTb CTaThIO J1JIs
OeprmHCKOro XypHasa «Bocrounas Eepora», HO
MOXXHO HPeNoiIoXNUTh, YTo 3T0 Op1 OTTO XéTu
(1876 —1946), ocHoBatenb (B 19251) n mo 1935 .
IJIaBHBIVI pefakTop XXypHasla, Wi KTO-TO U3 €ro
corpygHuKoB. Kpome Toro, Xéru ObUI OTHVUM 73
opranmsaropos PHVI B beprmte ¢ nHemerikor cro-
PpoHEL a ¢ 3TuM VIHCTUTYTOM, KaK ObUIO IIOKa3a-
HO BBIIIle, aKTVBHO COTpyAHMYal AJleKCeeB, Bbl-
CTyHasi B TOM 4ucJle C JOKJIaJjaMi Ha HeMeIKOM
ga3pIke. Xéru mpopospkan Kypuposate PHIUL 1o
1933 r? 1 Kak BuIle-Tipe3neHT Hemerikoro oOrrre-
CTBa 110 n3y4eHnto Bocrounon Espomnel, 1 B cuity
cobCcTBeHHBIX HayuHbIX MHTepecoB. C 11epBoro mo-
asytennsi pabor H. C. Tpyberikoro, 3a0XmBIINX
OCHOBY HOBOIO TeUeHWsl — eBpasuVICTBa, OH, KaK
IpV3HABaJICA caM, IIpyUcMaTpuUBaIcad «K 3TUM TaK
HasplBaeMbIM “eBpasumiam™» (Hoetzsch, 1925,
S. 3) u maxke HarmmMcaI IIPeANCIIOB/e K HeMeITKO-
My IiepeBofly coumHeHus: TpyOerikoro «Eppomna 1
uesiopeuecTBO» (1920), BBIIIIEMIIEMY B MIOHXeHe B
1922 r,, x0T 1 He pasfesIsl IIOJTHOCTBIO B3IJIAIbI
eBpasuiilleB Ha WCTOPVKO-KYJIBTypPHOe II0JIoXKe-
Hue Poccumt «mexy» EBporioit 1 Asuer, riosarasi,
uro Poccus «ipunagiexut x Espore, B ropasmo
Gortbltiert cTerieHn, YeM K A3, HeCMOTPs Ha Bce
gBJIeHV TlepexofHoro riepuopga» (Ibid., S. 4). beiio
ObI HEeBEpHO yTBepXXaTh, UTO XETY BIIOCIIEACTBUM
yhesIsul IIpeyBeIMueHHO MHOTO BHVIMaHMs eBpa-

9 Cm.: (Unser, 1975, S. 568 —569). O porm XéTtua B opra-
Hy3anym VIHCTUTyTa M ero 3HayeHWN I M3Yy4deHVIsd
PYCCKOVI MICTOPUM U KYJIbTYPbI B ['epManmm eM.: (cM.: Mu-

xasmpueHko, Tkauenko, 2017, c. 96; Pe3Brix, LIpiraHkos,
2022, c. 91—-95).
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continued to curate the RSI until 1933, both
in his capacity as Vice President of the German
Society for the Study of Eastern Europe, and in
pursuit of his own research interests. From the
very first publications of Nikolai S. Trubetzkoy,
which laid the foundation for the new
movement — Eurasianism — as he admitted
himself, he kept a close eye on “these so-called
‘Eurasians’”'?> (Hoetzsch, 1925, p. 3). He even
wrote a foreword to the German translation
of Trubetzkoy’s work, Europe and Mankind
(1920), which was published in Munich in
1922, even though he did not entirely share the
Eurasianists’ views on the historical-cultural
positioning of Russia “between” Europe and
Asia, believing that “Russia, despite all the
appearances of transition, belongs far more to
Europe than to Asia!”* (ibid., p. 4). It would be
wrong to say that Hoetzsch subsequently paid
too much attention to Eurasianism. During
his time as chief editor of the journal, of the
texts written by Eurasianist authors, apart
from Alekseev, we can mention philosopher
Lev P. Karsavin’s article about the essence
of Russian Orthodoxy (1925, vol. 1, no. 2),
and several articles by the jurist Lev M.
Zaitsev on social-legal issues in the Soviet
Union (Anonymous, 1975, pp. A470-A471).
True, the journal included some detailed
coverage of the “Clamart schism” within the
Eurasianist movement and mentioned its
protagonists, including Alekseev (M. v. K.,
1929), and published an article by the poet and
philologist Mikhail G. Gorlin, “Philosophical-
Political Currents in the Russian Emigré
Community”, which focused on Eurasianism

1 See Unser (1975, pp. 568-569). On Hoetzsch’s role
in organising the RSI and its significance for the
study of Russian history and culture in Germany, see
Mikhalchenko and Tkachenko (2017, p. 9), Rezvykh and
Tsygankov (2022, pp. 91-95).

12Cf. “Ich habe eben jene sogenannte ‘Eurasier” im Auge.”
BCf.“[...]Russlandgehdrttrotzaller Ubergangserscheinungen
sehr viel stirker zu Europa als zu Asien!”
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3UNCTBY. B )XypHase «Bocrounas Espona» B iepu-
o7l peaKTopcTBa XéTua M3 TeKCTOB, BBIIIEIIINX
U3-TI0]], IIepa aBTOPOB-eBpasuiiLieB, IOMUMO AJlek-
ceeBa, MOXKHO yKas3aTh TOJIBKO Ha CTaThO PMJIOCO-
da JIeBa ID1aroHosnua KapcasrHa 0 cymiHOCTM
pycckoro mmpaBociasys (1925, T. 1, Ne 2) 1 HecKoiTb-
Ko cTraren 1opucTa JIbBa Monceesiya 3ariiieBa 110
COIIMAJIBHO-ITPaBOBbIM BorpocaM B CoBeTcKoM
Coroze (cm.: «Osteuropa»..., 1975, S. A470—A471).
ITpaBna, mOBOIIBEHO TTOAPOOHO OBIT OcBeleH «Kita-

and its main ideologists: N.S. Trubetzkoy,
P.N. Savitsky, G.V. Vernadsky, L.P. Karsavin,
P.P. Suvchinsky and N.N. Alekseev (Gorlin,
1933, pp. 281-287). Considering the time of its
publication (February 1933) it effectively drew
a line under the movement, and especially its
participation in German intellectual history.
The style in which the Eurasianists, and
Alekseev in particular,
reflections was also not alien to the editor-

structured their

MapCKMUT pacKkoil» B [IBVDKEHVY €BPa3uUIIeB C yIIo-
MVHAHVEM ero ITIaBHBIX IIPOTaTrOHMCTOB, BKITIOYas
AnexceeBa (M. v. K., 1929), a Takxe ory0skoBaHa
CTaThd 1103Ta U dputortora Mmxansia [enprxosraa
TopimmHa «@utocodpcko-TIoIUTIYeCcKe TeueHUs

in-chief of “Osteuropa”. Like the Eurasianists,
he routinely used the conceptual apparatus
of Volkerpsychologie,”* and did not hide his
sympathy for Kant, urging the need for mutual
understanding between the Russian and
German cultures, and the journal’s task in this
respect:

B PYCCKOV 3MUTpaIli», B KOTOPOVI IIperMyIIie-
CTBEHHOe BHMMaHVe ObUIO yIIeJIeHO eBpasuVICTBY
u ero miaBHbIM MaeotoraMm — H. C. TpyOenxomy,
I1. H. CaBunixomy, I.B. Bepnanckomy, JI.II. Kap-

capuny, [L.IL CyBumnckomy wm H.H. AnexceeBy
(Gorlin, 1933, S. 281—-287), a yunTbIBasi BpeMs ee
nyormkarun — despanb 1933 1, oHa, 10 CyTH,
MOABOVIIA UTOI Pa3sBUTWIO 3TOTO JABVDKEHMS U B
0COOEHHOCTV €ro y4JacTMIO B HeMeIIKOV WHTeJl-
JIeKTyaJIbHOVI VICTOPUIA.

CT1151b, B KOTOPOM BBICTParBasIvi CBOV pa3MBbIIII-
JIEHUSI eBPasUILIbl, B YaCTHOCTY AJIeKceeB, TaKxKe
He OBUI 4yXXIl IJIABHOMY perakTopy «BocTounom
EBponer». IlomoGHO eBpasmiiiaM, OH IIPUBBIYHO
I10JIB30BaJICS TIOHATUVIHBIM arrapaToM Volkerpsy-
chologie' v ripu 5TOM IpV3HABAJICA B CUMIIATUN K
KanTy, roBopsi 0 HeoOXOIMMOCTY B3aVIMOIIOHVIMa-
HUs MeX]Jly HeMeIIKOV M PYCCKOV KYJIBTypaMu M
00yCJIOBJIEHHBIX €10 3a7ladax XXy pHaJla:

CompuKOCHOBEHME ¥ CTOJIKHOBEHWE CO CJIa-
BSIHCKVIM, BOCTOYHBIM /Ty XOM JIOJDKHBI ITPOSIBUTE-
s ¢ 0co0OVI CIIION. .. B OOpBb0e 3a MIPOBO33peHIIe

0D pur; DITITITENTH OTMeYaeT, YTO BOCTOPKEHHOE TI03/IpaB-

The contact and confrontation with the
Slavic, Eastern spirit must be strong [...] in the
struggle over worldview and religion, amidst
the intellectual upheavals into which we are
caught up, the contact and confrontation
precisely with the religious forces of the Russian
soul, with that which determines the greatest
works of the poets of the Russian soil [...].

Germany brings to this contact its heritage
and assets in the shape of its rigorous scientific
methodology and its classical, ethical idealism.
“There is no bridge leading from Dostoyevsky
to Kant,” these words of the late Ernst
Troeltsch still ring in my ears. It seems to me
that the problem is always posed incorrectly.
The question is whether a bridge leads from
Solovyov to Kant. We can only be presentient of
the paths into these far distances, quietly open
the gates leading there, but we must recognise
this task, and we sense in it the world mission

sleHMe XétuyeM IpesupenTa Hemerkoro obrecTsa 1o ms-

genmio Bocrounom Espomer @pumpuxa IImuar-Otra
(1860 —1956) ¢ cemumecsTIIIETIEM COAEPXKATIO, TIO CYTH,
«IIpW3HaHMe B IpuBepKeHHOCTN Hekon Volkerpsycholo-
gie» (Epstein, 1975, S. 544).

" Fritz T. Epstein (1975, p. 544) notes that the exalted
congratulations Hoetzsch sent to Friedrich Smidt-
Ott (1860—1956) on his 70" birthday amounted to
“recognition of adherence to a Vélkerpsychologie” (“ein
Bekenntnis zu einer Vélkerpsychologie”).
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VI PeJIUTUIO, B T€X AyXOBHBIX IIOTPACEHNIX, B KO-
TOPbIe MBI HOTIAJIV, — COIIPMKOCHOBEHNE W CTOJI-
KHOBeHVe VMEHHO C PeJIUTMO3HBIMU CYJIaMU
PYCCKOVI oY1, C TEM, YTO OIpenesIsieT Bendari-
LIVie IIPOU3BEAEHNS [I03TOB PYCCKOVI 3eMJIML. ..

B 310 compuxocHoBenme I'epmanus IIPUBHO-
CUT HacJIeIvie Vi JOCTOsIHVIE B BYJIe CBOEVI CTPOrovi
Hay4HOV MeTOIOJIOINI, CBOEro KJIacCuU4ecKo-
ro, 3TMueckoro maeammsMa. «Ot ocToeBcKoro
K KanTy He BereT HMKaKOVM MOCT» — S IO CUX
HOp CJIBIILY 3TV CJI0BA M3 yCT IIOKOVHOT'O DPHCTa
Tpénmpua. MHe KaxeTcs, uTo mpobiieMa Bcerma
CTaBUTCSI HeBepHO. Boripoc B TOM, BefeT JI1 MOCT
ot ConosbéBa Kk KanTy. MbI MOXXeM JIuIIIb IIpe-
4yBCTBOBAaTh ITyTU B 3Ty Aajlb, TMXO OTKPBIBATh
BOPOTa, BeZlyIlyie Tya, HO MBI JIOJDKHBI OCO3HATh
3Ty 3aJa4dy ¥ IIOYYBCTBOBAaTb B HeVl MUPOBYIO
MUCCUIO Halllero Hapojia 1, BO3MOXHO, TakXe
Cpe/ICcTBa I UCLeJIeHVs 3paHeHHOW AyIIn Ha-
mrero Hapopa (Hoetzsch, 1925, S. 6).

TakomMy OCO3HaHWMIO V1 IIOUCKY ITyTU K B3auIMO-
MOHVIMAHMIO JOJDKHA ObliIa, 110 BCEVI BUIMMOCTY,
CJIYXXUTb U CTaThs AJlekceeBa 00 MICTOKax IOINUTH-
YeCKMX MIeasIoB PYyCCKOro Haposa.

Eok okl

B nepeBorie BoccTaHOBJIEHBI ay TEHTUYHBIE PYC-
CKMe ITOCITIOBUITEI ¥ TIOTOBOPKM'. SI3BIK mepeBoma
MaKCVIMaJIbHO IPVOIVIKEH K CJIOBAPHOMY BBIOOPY
AJekceeBa B COOTBETCTBYIOIIVIX PYCCKOSI3BIUHBIX
crarpsix. OOHapy>keHHble (paKTUYecKye OIIMOKM
VICIIpaBJIeHbl ¥ IIPOKOMMEHTMPOBaHbL B Hemerr-
KOSI3BIYHOM TeKCTe BCe IIUTaThI JAlOTCs Oe3 yKa-
3aHMS MICTOYHMKA, TI03TOMY B KOMMEHTapwsIx, Ha-
CKOJIBKO OBLIIO BO3MOXKHO, II0 CTaThbsaM AJiekceeBa
1920—1930-x rr. BOCCTaHOBJIEHBI MICTOUYHWMKM, KO-
TOPBIMM OH ITOJTb30BaJICS VIJIV MOT TIOJTB30BAThCSL.

1 Takol mepeBOIYECKUII BBIOOpP OOYCIIOBIIEH He TOJIb-
KO HaMepeHVeM IIepeBOIYMKa MaKCUMaIbHO BO3MOXKHO
BOCCTAHOBWTbH ay TEHTMYHOCTH TEKCTa, HO 11 HEOOXOIIMO-
CTBIO WCIIPaBUTh HETOYHOCTV KYJIBTYPHO-VICTOPUYECKO-
ro IUIaHa. B wacTHOCTH, B YIIOMSIHYTOVI BbIIlle ObUIIHE 00
Wibe MypoMiie TOBOPUTCS. O TOM, UTO OOVDKEHHBINT KHS-
3eM OOraThIpb CTajl OOCTpeNIMBATD M3 JIyKa 30JI049€HbIe Ma-
KOBKM I1epksert (Asiekcees, [Imutpuesa, 2025, c. 192—193,
202, mpvmeu. 42, 43), a B HEMELIKOM TeKCTe BMECTO MaKoO-
BOK, TO €CTb KYIIOJIOB, — LIIWIN / HaBeplus OalreH
(Turmspitzen) (cm.: Alexejew, 1931, S. 324).

of our people and perhaps also the means to

heal the scarred soul of our people’ (Hoetzsch,
1925, p. 6).

Alekseev’s article on the origins of the
Russian people’s political ideals undoubtedly
was, it would seem, intended to foster this
recognition and search for a path towards
mutual understanding.

%ok ok

The translation restores the authentic
Russian proverbs and sayings.'® Factual errors
have been found, corrected, and commented
on. In the German text, the quotations are not
provided with sources, which is why, as far
as possible, the sources Alekseev used or may
have used have been restored based on his
articles of the 1920s and 1930s.

The research was supported by the Russian
Science Foundation, grant No. 24-18-00651
“Ontology of the Nation in Russian Neo-
Kantianism”, https.//rscf.ru/project/24-18-00651/.

5 Cf. “Die Beriihrung und Auseinandersetzung mit
dem slawischen, 0stlichen Geiste wird auch im Kampf
um Weltanschauung und Religion, in den geistigen
Erschiitterungen, in die wir geraten sind, stark sein miissen,
Bertihrung und Auseinandersetzung eben mit den religidsen
Kriften der russischen Seele, mit dem, was die grofiten Werke
der Dichter russischer Erde bestimmt |...].

Zu dieser Beriihrung bringt Deutschland Erbe und Gut
mit in seiner strengen wissenschaftlichen Methode, seinem
klassischen, ethischen Idealismus. ‘Es fiihrt keine Briicke
von Dostojewski zu Kant’ noch hore ich dieses Wort aus dem
Munde des verstorbenen Ernst Troeltsch. Mir scheint so das
Problem immer falsch gestellt. Die Frage ist, ob eine Briicke
fiihre von Ssolowjow hin zu Kant. Wir konnen nur eben erst
die Wege ahnen in diese Fernen, die Tore leise dffnen, die
dazu fiihren, aber die Aufgabe miissen wir erkennen, und wir
spiiren darin eine Weltmission unseres Volkes und vielleicht
auch Mittel, die wund gewordene Seele unseres Volkes zu
heilen.”

16This choice of translation was prompted not only by the
translator’s wish to restore the authentic text, but also by
the need to correct cultural and historical inaccuracies.
For example, while the story about Ilya Muromets says
that the latter, slighted by the prince, begins shooting
arrows at the gilded church domes (Alekseev and
Dmitrieva, 2025, pp. 192-193, 201n42, 202n43), in the
German text the domes are replaced by tower spires
(Turmspitzen) (cf. Alexejew, 1931, p. 324).
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