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HapexHbii AWM., 3agbsnosa O.0. BnacTb n 06LiecTBO BO BTOpoit 4eTBepTh XIX Beka:

. ccnenoBaHus
0CO0OEHHOCTH B3aUMOZENCTBUS

BTOpOil 4eTBepTH XIX Beka, MCCIEIOBaHBI MX OCOOEHHOCTH M BKIIOYEHHOCTh B MPOCTPAHCTBO
nyonuuHoit  cdepsl  Poccuiickoit ummepun. ABTOpaMH MPEANPHUHATA TOMBITKA YTOYHHUTH
MIPEJICTABJICHHYI0O B HUCTOpPHOrpauu TOYKY 3PEHHs, COTJIACHO KOTOPOW KypC HHKOJIAEBCKOTO
MPABUTENILCTBA HA «IIOCTETICHHOE YCOBEPIICHCTBOBAHME» TOCYAAPCTBEHHOW KHU3HU OO0O03HAUWI
OTKa3 OT BCSIKOTO COTPYAHHYECTBAa ¢ OOpa30BaHHBIM OOILECTBOM, YTO IMPHUBEIO K B3aUMHOMY
OTUYXKJCHHMIO BJIACTH M OOILIECTBEHHOCTH K KOHIy napctBoBaHus Hukomas |. Jlannas nmosuunus
HEJ0CTaTOYHO YYHUTHIBAET COIMOKYJIBTYPHOE COCTOSIHHE U YPOBEHb aMOWILUN MpeacTaBUTeseH
o0IIecTBa B UCCIIEyEeMbI MEPUOJI, KOTOPHIE Bce OOJIBIIEe OCO3HABANHU ce0sl B KAUECTBE aKTHBHOTO
cyOBeKTa 00IIECTBEHHO-TIOIUTHYECKOTO TIporiecca. HecMoTpst Ha cTpeMIIeHHe POCCUNCKUX BlacTen
B niepuoJ npasienust Hukomnas | o0y3aate «paboTy MbICH», ObUTH 0003HAYE€HBI OCHOBHBIE (DOPMBI
B3aMMOJICHCTBUS BJIACTH U OOIIECTBA, MOCPEICTBOM KOTOPBIX HPEACTaBUTENN OOIIECTBEHHOCTH
MOJYYWJIM BO3MOXXHOCTb JIOBOAUTH JO BIACTU CBOE BHUJEHUE IMYTEH pEIICHUS AaKTyalbHbBIX
OOIIIECTBEHHO-TIOMUTHYECKUX TpobaeM. B WX dwucie BBIACIAIOTCS JTUTEpATypHBbIC CAJOHBI U
KPY)KKH, a TakXe TpaJUIMOHHAs MpaKTUKa JUYHBIX IOCIAHUN M MHUCceM Ha uMs rocyaaps. B
1840-e ronmpl Bo3pacTaeT aKTUBHOCTH KOPPECIIOHACHTOB B OIIEHKE MPaBUTEILCTBEHHOW MOJUTUKH
Ha 3amafgHblx oOkpamHax Poccuiickoil umnepun. CBOM MNPEMJIOKEHUS 10 KOPPEKTHUPOBKE
HAI[MOHATILHOW TIOJMUTHKU HAMNpAaBISIOT [PABUTEIBCTBEHHBIE CIIYXKAalllie, JHUTEPATOPhl H
MyOJIUIUCTHI, a MpeACTaBUTENN BiIacTH, B ToM uucie Hukonail I, pearupys Ha HHX, MOOYXIal0T
OOIIECTBEHHOCTh K aKTHBH3ALlMU CBOEH NEATENbHOCTH. YKa3aHHBIE MPEMJIOKEHUS OILEHUBAIOTCS
aBTOpaMH B KadecTBe 3HAYMMOro ¢akropa B MpPOIECCe MOATOTOBKH Kypca Ha pycH(PHUKAIUIO
HAI[MOHATILHBIX OKpauH BO BTOpoii monoBuHe XIX Beka. OOOCHOBAH BBIBOJ[ O TOM, YTO B3TJISABI U
MPEeNIOKEHUs, HUCXOJMBIINE OT TMpeAcTaBUTENed OOIIECTBEHHOCTH, OOO3HAUYMIU KOHTYPHI
BO3MOXXHOWH MOJIETTM B3aWMOJEWMCTBUSI BJIACTU U OOLIECTBA B YCIOBHUSX CaMOJAEpKaBHOU (POpMbI
MIPaBJICHUS.

Knouesvie cnosa: Poccuiickas wumnepus, Hwukomaii |, Bmacte, 0OIIECTBEHHOCTb,
B3aMMO/ICHCTBHE BJIACTH U 00IeCTBa, MyOaudyHas cdepa, HalMOHAIbHAS TIOJTUTHKA.

Abstract. Based on the communicative approach developed by Jirgen Habermas, the article
focuses on the main forms of interaction between power and society in the second quarter of the
19™ century and investigates their features and inclusion in the space of the public sphere of the
Russian Empire. The authors have made an attempt to clarify the point of view presented in
historiography according to which the course of the Nicholaevan government towards “gradual
improvement” of state life marked the refusal to cooperate with educated society, which in its turn
had led to the mutual alienation between power and society by the end of the reign of Nicholas I.
This view does not sufficiently consider the socio-cultural condition and the level of ambitions of
the representatives of Russian society who began to see themselves as an active subject of the socio-
political process in the period under research. Despite the desire of the Russian authorities to control
the “work of thought” during the reign of Nicholas I, the main forms of interaction between the
authorities and the public were outlined. By means of them, members of the public were able to
convey to the authorities their vision of ways to solve pressing socio-political problems. Among
these forms of interaction were literary circles and salons as well as the traditional practice of
personal messages and letters addressed to the sovereign. In the 1840s, correspondents became
more active in assessing government policy on the western outskirts of the Russian Empire.
Government officials, writers and publicists sent their proposals for adjusting the national policy,
and representatives of the authorities including Nicholas | himself responded to them, thus
encouraging the public to intensify their activities. These proposals are assessed by the authors as a
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significant factor in the preparation of the course towards the Russification of national outskirts in
the second half of the 19™ century. The conclusion is substantiated that the views and proposals
emanating from the representatives of the public outlined the contours of a possible model of
interaction between power and society under the conditions of autocratic government.

Key words: Russian Empire, Nicholas I, power, society, interaction between power and society,
public sphere, national policy
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BBenenue

[TouTn TpuauaTuieTHee MpaBiaeHue umieparopa Hukonas I npeacrapisier coboit
BeChbMa IMPOTUBOPEUYMBYIO 310Xy B wuctopun Poccuu. C OJHOH CTOpPOHBI,
MPABUTEIIBCTBO IMPOAOJDKAIO TMOJJACPKUBATH B CTpPaHE BHYTPUIIOJIUTUYECKYIO
MIPOCBETUTENIBCKYIO TEHACHUMUIO Hadaja CTOJETHS, YYUTHIBATH B CBOEH IOJIUTHKE
MOJIOKEHUSI  €BPOIEUCKOM TEOPETUYECKOM MBICIM, YTO MMEJIO CJIEICTBUEM
NPOHUKHOBEHHUE B POCCHI0O HECBOMCTBEHHBIX I CUCTEMbI CaMOJIEP>KaBHOM BJIACTH
Teopuil. B ux ducne cienyer Ha3BaTh M «UJEH0 00IIECTBa», KOTOpas, MO0 MHEHHUIO
M3BECTHOrO ucTopuka Biactu M. ®Dyko, crana B EBpome «OIHUM H3 BEJIUKHUX
OTKpBITHH TTonuTHYeckor Mbiciu koHIa X VIII Bekay. [IpaButenbpcTBa 10IKHBI OBLITH
Tenepb

HE TOJBKO YIPaBJISATh HEKOEH TeppPUTOPUEH M CBOMMHM IMOAONEYHBIMH, HO €Ille U
UMETh JIeJI0 CO CJIOKHOW M CaMOCTOSITEIBbHOM pealbHOCThbIO, KOTOpas o0yanaer
COOCTBEHHBIMM  3aKOHAMH M  MEXaHU3MaMHM  PEaKIuu,  COOCTBEHHOMU
perIaMeHTaNueil 1 COBCTBEHHBIMI BO3MOKHOCTSIME OECIIOpSIIKa .

B Poccuiickoii wummepun, BKIIOUYEHHONW B  OOIICEBPOINCUCKUN  MPOIIECC
dhopmupoBaHus MyOoJIMUYHON chephbl U OOIIECTBEHHOCTH KaK €€ KJIF0YEBOTO JIEMEHTA,
HaOIro/amachk cxoxkas cutyarusa. Ha mpoTsibkenun BTopoi udetBeptH XIX Beka
pycckoe oOpa3oBaHHOE OOIIECTBO OCO3HABANIO CeOsl B HOBOM KauyeCTBE aKTUBHOTO
CyOBeKTa OOIIECTBEHHO-TIOJUTHYECKOTO TIpoliecca, CIIOCOOHOTO MPOTHBOCTOSATH

' ®yko M. VInTenmekTyansl W BIACTh: M3OPAHHBIC MOTMTHYECKHE CTATHH, BBICTYIICHHS M
UHTEpBBIO / mepeBo] ¢ (paniysckoro b.M. Ckyparosa, non obmeii pea. B.II. Bonbmakosa. —
Mocksaa: IIpakcuc, 2006. — Y. 3. - C. 219.
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MPaBUTEILCTBY M HAapaBHE C HUM Yy4acTBOBATh B BBHIOOpPE CTPATETUU DPA3BUTHS
ctpanbl. C Jpyroil CTOpPOHBI, peanu3alusi O3TOM TEHACHUMH OrPaHUYMBAIACH
[IPABUTEIBLCTBEHHOW ITOJIUTUKOM BCECTOPOHHEM TI'OCYJApPCTBEHHOM OIEKU U
aIMUHHUCTPATUBHOTO JIaBJICHUS, MPEMSITCTBOBABIIECH BOBIICUCHHIO IPEICTaBUTENCH
o01ecTBa B 00CYXKeHUE BOTIPOCOB OOIIErOCYAapCTBEHHOTO 3HAYCHHUSI.

VYkazaHHble OCOOCHHOCTH TIO3BOJISIIOT OTHECTH TMPOOJieMy B3auMMOJCHCTBUS
BJIaCTU W 0Opa3oBaHHOro oOOIIecTBa K 4YHUCIy HauOoliee aKTyallbHBIX B
OTEUECTBEHHOMU U 3apy0exkHOM ucTtopuorpaduu, XoTs pa3audyHble EPUOIbl B paMKaXx
«posroro» XIX Beka MOJIb3yIOTCS HEOJMHAKOBBIM BHUMAHUEM HCCenoBarencei. B
ucTopuorpauy HaKOIUIEH 3HAYUTENIbHBINA OIBIT W3YUYEHHUs YKa3aHHOW MPOOJIeMbI B
paMkax OoJjiee MIMPOKON TEMBbI, CBSI3aHHOM C OCMBICIEHUEM Mpoliecca MOJr0OTOBKU U
peanmsaruu poccuiickux pedopm®. TIpi 3TOM GONBIIHHCTBO aBTOPOB CXOAATCS BO
MHEHUHM, YTO BHYTPUIIOJIUTUYECKHI KypC HHUKOJIAEBCKOTO IPABUTEIIbCTBA,
MPENOIAaraBinil «IOCTEIEHHOE YCOBEPIICHCTBOBAHUEY» T'OCYJAPCTBEHHOM KW3HHU,
0003HAYMJI OTKA3 OT BCSAKOTO COTPYIHHYECTBA C 0Opa30BaHHBIM OOIIECTBOM, YTO B
MTOTe MPHBEIO K MX B3aHMHOMY OTYYXKICHMIO K KOHIy mpasineHus Huxomas 1°. B
paMKax JAaHHOrO0 IMOAXOJa 3HAYUTEIbHO MEHbIIE BHUMAHUSA  YACISIETCS

2 Meoywesckuti A.H. Benukas pedopma u monaepuusanusi Poccuu // Poccuiickas ucropus. —
2011. — Ne 1. — C. 3-27; Yoanos C.B. Tlpoonema «Poccust u 3amany rinazamu Hukomnas I (1826 —
nepBas nojioBuHa 1830-x rr.) // HukonmaeBckas Poccus: BiaacTh U 00IIECTBO: MaTepHUalibl KPYTIIOTO
crona, mocesmeHHoro 80-mertuto co aHs poxaeHus W.B. Ilopoxa (CapatoB, 26-27 ampeib
2002 r.) / orBerctBeHHbIi pemakTop O.}FO. AbakymoB. — CaparoB: CapaTOBCKUH YHHBEPCHUTET,
2004. — C. 288-296; Xpucmogopos U.A. «JInbGepanbHbIiA TaTepHATU3MY»: KPECThIHCKUI BOIIPOC 110
n mocine 1861 1. B mureparype u B aAeiicTtButenbHocTH // Tpymbl MHCTHTYTAa pOCCHiicKON
ucropuu. — 2012. — Bwm. 10. — C.115-130; Yepuyxa B.I. AnbpTepHaTUBHas Iporpamma
umnepckoil monutuku Poccum snoxu Benmkux pedopm // Brnacts, obmiectBo M pedopMbl B
Poccun: wucropusi, WCTOYHUKH, WCTOpHOrpadus: wmaTepuainbl Bcepoccuiickoli  HaydHOH
koHdepenrmu (Caunkr-Iletepoypr, 6—7 nexabps 2006 r.) / mox pemakmueii JI.A. Bepounkoi. —
Cankr-Iletepoypr: Oneapuyc Ilpecc, 2007. — C.295-302; Illenoxaes B.B. OcobGeHHOCTH
OTHOIICHUW BiacTU U obmectBa B Poccun: ucrtopust u coBpemeHHoctsh // Kynma muner Poccus?
Brnacte, obmiectBo, nmuunocts / moxa pepakuueit T.U. 3acnaBckoii. — Mocksa: MBIIICOH, 2000. —
C. 10-20; Lincoln W.B. In the vanguard of reform: Russia's enlightened bureaucrats, 1825-1861. —
DeKalb: Northern Illinois University Press, 1982; Monas S. The Third Section. Police and society
in Russia under Nicholas I. — Cambridge (Mass.): Harvard University Press, 1961.

: Muponoe b.H. Conmanbnas ucropust Poccun nepuona nmnepun (XVIII — navano XX B.):
['ene3uc MUYHOCTH, TEMOKPATUYECKOM CEMbU, TPaXkIaHCKOr0 O0IIECTBAa U MMPABOBOTO rOCYAApCTBA.
T. 2. — Cankr-Iletepoypr: Amutpuit bymanun, 1999. — C. 219-220; Illlesuenxo M.M. Koner
onHoro Bemuuusi: Brnacts, oOpazoBanue u rneyaTHoe ciioBo B MmMmepatopckoit Poccuu Ha mopore
OcBoboautensubix pedopm. — MockBa: Tpu kBampara, 2003. — C. 181-182; Oxwmym C.A.
[ToBcenHeBHasl KM3Hb PYCCKOM MHTEITUTEHIIMH OT 3moxu Bemukux pedopm mgo CepebOpsiHoro
Beka. — MockBa: Momogast rBapaus, 2012. — C. 56-57; Field D. Kavelin and Russian liberalism //
Slavic Review. — 1973. — Vol. 32. — No. 1. - P. 60.
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WCCIEOBAHUIO  JIPYITOM  COCTABISAIOLICH  HUKOJAEBCKOW  3MOXHU: OMNBITY W
OCOOEHHOCTSIM B3aMMOJICHCTBUS BJIACTH M OOIIECTBA, BBIABICHUIO OCHOBHBIX (hOpM
BJIACTHO-00IIIECTBEHHOM KOMMYHMKAIIMM ATOro mnepuoja. Takoil moaxo, Ha Hal
B3TJISAZl, HEJOCTATOYHO YYWUTHIBACT TIOJBMIKKH B OOIIECTBEHHOM pPa3BUTHH TOTO
BpeMeHH. XapakTepusys ero ocooenHoctu, b.H. Unuepun npuzHasa, 4To BO BTOPOii
getBepTu XIX Beka «...BCA MBICHAIIAs YacTh PYCCKOTO Hapoja CMOTpesia Ha
MPaBUTEIBCTBO, KAK Ha CBOETO Bparay, Mpu 3TOM PycCKOe 00pa3oBaHHOE OOLIECTBO
COXpaHWIO B ce0€ JKUBYIO MBICIb M JIYXOBHO CO3pEI0 K KOHIY HHUKOJAEBCKOIO
LApCTBOBAHMS . BbickaspiBanue UnmdeprHa 3aUKCHPOBATO CIEIUMHUKY HAHHOTO
JTamna B MPOLECCe CTAaHOBJIEHHUSI OOIIECTBEHHOCTH B Poccuu, COCTOSIIYIO B TOM, UTO
ype3MepHasi ~ TOCYyJapCTBEHHas  OleKa  YCWJIWIa  MOTPEeOHOCTh  PYCCKHUX
MHTEJIEKTYaJIOB B CAMOBBIPAKEHUN U OOCYX JACHUU aKTyaJIbHbIX MPOOJIEM Pa3BUTHUS
CTpaHbl, 4TO ObUIO OOYCIIOBIIEHO HEPa3pEUICHHOCTHIO W KOHCEpBAIUEH «OOJBHBIX)
BOIIPOCOB, a TAK)KE Pa3BUTUEM UYTKOTO OOIIECTBEHHOTO co3HaHus. Mcxos u3 aroro,
LENbI0 HACTOAIIECW CTaThU OIPEIEICHO BBIACHEHUE COCTOSHHUS W TEHACHIUU
Pa3BUTUSI POCCUIMCKOrO0 00pa3oBaHHOTO 00IecTBa BO BTOpoil uetBepTH XIX Beka,
0003HaUEHUE YPOBHS MPUTSI3AHUN €ro MpeJCTaBUTENECH HAa ydacThe B OOCYKJIEHUU
aKTyaJlbHBIX ~ BONPOCOB  TOCYJIapCTBEHHOM TOJUTUKH, B TOM 4YHUCJIE H
MIPABUTEIBLCTBEHHOTO Kypca B OTHOILIEHUU HAIIMOHAIBHBIX OKpauH. B cTaThe Takke
BBIZICJICHBl KaHaJbl BJIACTHO-OOLIECTBEHHOI'O B3aUMOJIEHCTBUSI, OINPEACIUBIINE
dbopmupoBanue Oyayled MOJEa B3aMMOOTHOUIEHUH BIIACTU M OOpPa30BAHHOIO
obmectBa B Poccun Bo BTOpoii monmoBune XX Beka.

OcHoBHas YacTh

[To3umuss  mpencraBuTened  POCCHUCKOTO  OoOmIecTBAa B OTHOIICHUH
00OCHOBAaHHOCTH CBOMX TPUTSA3aHUM HA YydyacTHe B OOCYXKJICHMH 3HAYHUMBbIX
0O0IIIECTBEHHO-TIOJIMTUYECKUX BOMPOCOB ObliIa 00YCIIOBIIEHA CYIIECTBOBABIIMMHU B TO
BpeMs TEOPETHUYECKUMU TPEACTABICHUSIMU 00 ujeaabHOM Tume BiaacTu. O0o3Hauas
ux, myomunuct u uctopuk KHs3b [1LA. Bszemckuii mpusnaBan B 1833 romy, uto
«BEPXOBHAs BJIACTh JOJDKHA OBITh Y HAC BO TJIABE BCAKOM JIESITEILHOCTH M PAa3BUTHUS
CTpaHbl», OJJHAKO, OJTHOBPEMEHHO, 33/1aBAJICSI BOIIPOCOM — 3a4€M € «IpeHeOperarh u
OCTAaBJISITh BHE CBOCW JIEATENLHOCTH DJIEMEHT, Haubojiee TUIOJOTBOPHBIMA
pesyIbTaTaMH — CHIy HHTeIeKTa?»® I[IpaBOMEPHOCTb €ro IMO3UIMH II03IHEE
noaTBepaun b.H. UnuepuH, 1m0 MHEHMIO KOTOPOTIO «TOJBKO TO MPABUTEIBCTBO
IPOYHO, KOTOPOE ONMUPAETCA HA CaMbl€ Jy4YllIME€ B YMCTBEHHOM OTHOIIEHUU CHJIbI

4 Yuuepun b.H. Poccusi HakanyHe aaaunaroro crosnetus. — bepmaun: I'. Ireitnun, 1900. —
C. 12, 169.

> Iwr. no: [Tumemwcon M.H. HeussectHsle NyOJNMIIUCTUYECKHE  BBICTYIUICHHUS
IT.A. Bazemckoro u M.B. Kupeesckoro // Pycckas nutepatypa. — 1966. — Ne 4. — C. 127.
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Hapojaa, TO €CTh Ha €ro MHTEIUTHTeHITHION . PaccmatpuBasi 0COOEHHOCTH TIPOSIBIICHHUS
ATOTO TpaBWJia B caMoOZEpKaBHOM Poccun, OH 3asBILI, YTO YCIOBHEM,
PENIOCTABISIONIUM MOHApXy «0oJjiee TapaHTUW CHPAaBEAJIUBOrO IPABICHUSY,
CJIEyeT CYUTaTh BO3MOXKHOCTh M HEOOXOJUMOCTH BBICIYIIATh MO OOCYXKIAEMOMY
BONPOCY «MHEHHUE HE OJTHOTO CIYYaNHOI0 COBETHUKA-MUHUCTPA, HO TAKKE U MHEHUS
IPYTUX KOMIICTEHTHBIX, BIIOJIHE HE3aBUCHMBIX JIHID» .

Bmecte ¢ TeM, CIIO)KHOCTH B OCYILECTBIIEHUMU 3TUX NPUHLMUIIOB B Poccuiickoi
UMIIEPUU  ONpEeNeNsiiach COCTOSIHUEM U CTENEHbI0 3pesIoCTH  00pa30BAHHOIO
obmectBa B cTpaHe. [lo gaHHOMY BONPOCY MHEHHSI COBPEMEHHHKOB BBITJISISAT
HeonHo3HauHbIMU. B Hauvane XIX Bexka M.M. CnepaHckuidk B NOHCbME K
eBponerckomy MbicauTennro Mepemun beHramy momauepkuBa, 4To CpeAu HACEIICHUS
Poccuiickoit  ummepun  «OoJIbIlIe  BCETO  MOXHO  BCTPETUTh  IOCIYIIHON
BOCITPUUMYHMBOCTH K OJIATOTBOPHBIM JIEUCTBHSIM YMHOTO M PACCYIUTEIHHOTO
HpaBI/ITeJ'ILCTBa>>8. Oco0eHHO TTOKa3aTeIbHBIM BBITJISACIIO TAKOE MOJIOKEHNE Ha (POHE
pPa3BUBAIOLIECHCS AKTUBHOCTUM M TPAXKIAHCKOM camozesTenbHocTH B EBpome. Ilo
MHEHUIO  W3BECTHOrO  MyOJMIMCTa,  WJE0JIora  JBWKEHUS  JEKaOpHUCTOB
H.U. Typrenesa,

OTCYTCTBHUC TI'JIACHOCTH, LApAIICC B POCCI/II/I, HCBO3MOXHO BOO6p33PITI) HU B OJHOH
o o 9
CBPOIICUCKOU CTPAHC .

OcMbIciuBasi MPUYUHBI U PAKTOPHI TAKOM CUTyaIlMU C MO3ULIMU TpeICTaBUTENEH
oOpa3zoBanHoro obmiectBa, [1.A. BszeMcKkuil HECKOJBKO MO3KE 3asBIIsLI, KaK Obl
cornamasich co CrnepaHCKHM, YTO «HAIE€ MPaBUTEIbCTBO CHJIBHO MOCIYIIHOCTHIO
HaIlICIO», OJHAKO YTOUHSJI MPU ITOM, YTO BJIACTH «...HUYETO HE JeNaeT, Na0bl
3aCIy’)KUTh JOBEPEHHOCTH» OOIECTBA, MpeHeOperas «CUJIOK YOEKICHHs, CHUIIO0
HDPABCTBEHHOIO» . CHTYalWsi YCyryO/sulach pacIpOCTPAHHMBIINMCS B BBICIINX
npaBsiuux kpyrax B 1830-e rogpl OTHOIIEHUEM K OOIIECTBEHHOW MHUIIMATUBE, KOT/1a
WX TIPEACTABUTEIM CUHTAIM Yy4YacTHE B OOIIECTBEHHOW JUCKYCCHUU IIIarom,
HECOTJIACHBIM «C JOCTOMHCTBOM MOHAPXHYECKOTO IIPABIICHIS»

6 Yuuepun b.H. Mbicnu o coBpeMeHHOM nojioskennu Poccun // Jluteparypa u xu3Hb. — URL:
http://dugward.ru/library/gosipravo/chicherin_miysli_o_sovremennom.html (mata oGparuenus:
18.04.2021).

! Yuuepun b.H. Mbiciin 0 COBpEMEHHOM IT0J10keHUU Poccun.

® Mur. no: Meinun A.H. Pycckue otHomenust benrama // Bectauk EBpormbl. — 1869. — Ne 4, —
C. 734

r ypeenes H.H. Poccus u pycckue. — Mocksa: OI'H, 2001. — C. 439.

Y Iur. mno: Tuwenvcon M.H. HewnssectHbie NyOJIMIIUCTUYECKHE  BBICTYIUICHUS
IT.A. Bsizemckoro u 1.B. Kupeesckoro. — C. 128.

" Cmacos B.B. Ilensypa B mapctBoBanue mmreparopa Hukomas | // Pycckas crapuna. —
1903. - T. 113. = Ne 2. — C. 306.
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Pe3ynbpTaTroM mogoOHON MONMMTHUKH M3BECTHBIM MyONMIKCT Ha3bIBaJl OTCYTCTBHE
B3aUMOJICUCTBUSI MEXIY IPABUTEILCTBOM M OOIIECTBOM, CBHJIETEIHLCTBOM YEMY
CUMTAJI, HallpUMEP, TOT (aKT, YTO BO BpeMs MOJIbCKoro BocctaHust 1831 rona «Hamry
106e Ty MOIIePKUBATIO JTHIIH Ge3MOJIBHE Hameil medaTiy ~. Co BpeMeHeM 10J00HbIe
OIICHKU 3aKPEMIIUCh B POCCHICKOM OOIecTBeHHOM MHeHuu. O0001mmas ux, aBTop
BHYTpeHHEro 0003peHus anoepabHoro «Becthuka Epornb»y B 1880 1. yTBepkaal,
yTO, HauuHas ¢ [lerpa I,

npeoOpa3oBaHusl B PYCCKOM TOCYJapCcTBE M OOIIECTBEHHOM CTPOE COBEPIIAIHCH
cpeau 0e3MONBUS M — IO KpaHEH Mepe Kaxymerocs: (COXpaHeHa ITyHKTyalus
aBTopa obo3penus. — A. H., O. 3.) — 6e3ydactust obmectBa. OHO HE BBICKA3BIBAIO

CBOCTO MHCHHUSA HU O JOPOTreE, KOTOpOfI CJICAYCT UATU, HX O TOM, YTO YK€ CACIIAHO B

13
OJHAX/IbI BLI6paHHOM HaIlpaBJICHUHA .

Hano npusHath, 4TO TPEACTABUTEIM POCCHUHUCKOTO 0O0pa30BaHHOTO OOIIECTBa
OCO3HAaBaJM YKa3aHHYI0 TMpoOJieMy ¥ Tpeajaraid pa3uvHble BapUaHTHI €€
paspemieHusi. OTMETUM TO 0OCTOATENHCTBO, YTO 3HAYUTEIBHYIO POJIb MPU ATOM OHU
OTBOAWIM MOJUTUKE TpaBurtenbcTBa. [lo wmuenuto ILA. Bszemckoro, B
CJIO’KMBIIUXCS YCJIOBUSX UMEHHO OHO JIOJKHO OBLIO

BJIMATH Ha O6H.I€CTB€HHO€ MHCHHUEC, INIPUHHUMATL Y4YAaCTHC B CIKCIHCBHBLIX CIIOpAX,
BBICTYIIATh B CBOIO 3aIlIUTY, KOT A €ro 06BI/IH$IIOT, OTCTanBaTh CBOU IIpaBa, KOI'/da Ha
HHUX IIOKYIIArOTCA, O6’B€I[I/IH$[TI:- YMBI BOKpPYI' CBOCTO 3HAMCHH, BCCTHU 3a coboi

0oOLIECTBEHHOE MHEHHE, 3TOT0 TalHOI0 CONEPHHKA, TEM Ooyiee BpaKIeOHOro, 4YeMm

14
MEHEE OH OCBEIOMIIEH .

B 1o xe BpeMsi, 3asBJIs1 OH, TOMbBITKA MPABUTENHCTBA MPUAATH OOIIECTBEHHOMY
MHEHHIO «IIPEJOXPAHUTEIBHOE U 3aIIUTHOE HAIIPABIICHUE, IPUBEIAET K HETATUBHBIM
MOCJICACTBHSM, TOCTAaBUT BJIACTh B HEBBITOJHOE MOJOXKEHHE B Ta3ax OOIECTBa, B
KOTOPOM HaGJTI0IaeTCsl YCUINBAIOMANACS «PaboTa MBICIH» .

OTMeueHHass COBPEMEHHUKAMU AKTUBU3ALMS HHTEIUICKTYAJIBHOW AEATEIbHOCTU
00pa30BaHHON YacTH PYCCKOro obliecTBa Hachimaia nyonuuHyo cdepy B Poccuu
3HAaYUMBIMU TPe0Opa30BaTEIbHBIMU UJESIMHU, OPUEHTHUpPOBaja OOIIECTBEHHOCTh HA
KOMMYHHUKAIIMI0O C BEPXOBHOM BJIACTBIO C LEJIBIO KOPPEKTUPOBKU Pa3IUUHBIX

2 Cmacos B.B. len3ypa B uapcroBanne umieparopa Huxomas |. — C. 326.

3 Buyrpennee o603penmue // Becrank Eporst. — 1880. — Ne 3. — C. 400.

1 Hut. mo: [lumrervcon M.M. HeusBecTHble MTyOIUITUCTUYECKUE  BBICTYIUICHUS
IT.A. Bsizemckoro u 1.B. Kupeesckoro. — C. 125.

Y Iur. no: Tuwenvcon MM, HenssectHbie MyOJIMIIUCTUYECKHE  BBICTYIUICHUS
IT.A. Bszemckoro u 1.B. Kupeesckoro. — C. 127.
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aCMeKTOB TOCYNapCTBEHHONW mMonuTUKH. Clenyer OTMETUTh, YTO cama Mo cede
MpaKkTHUKa MPUBJICUYEHHUS BJIACTbIO OOPA30BaHHBIX JIIOJIEH B KayeCTBE KOHCYJIbTAaHTOB
[0 pa3JIMYHBIM AaKTyaJIbHbIM BOIIPOCAM OOIIECTBEHHO-TIOJUTUYECKOTO PA3BUTHUS
CTpaHbl HE sBIsUIach il Poccum HeoObruHOW. Ee Hawamo mpuHATO CBSA3BIBATH C
snoxoii Exarepunsl 1I, onHako Hambojee pacrnpoCTpaHEHHON BBITJSAUT OHA B
XIX Beke. AKTUBHOCTh POCCHUUCKUX MHTEIUICKTYyaJIOB OOBSCHsIACh, C OJHOMN
CTOpPOHBI, pepOpMaTOPCKUM KypcoM AniekcaHipa |, ¢ 1pyroi, pocToM 4YMCIEHHOCTU
00pa30BaHHOW  MOJOJICKH,  CTPEMMBIICHCS  MPUIIOXKUTH K  POCCHUUCKOM
JNEUCTBUTENBLHOCTA 3HAHUSI, MOJYYEHHbIE B €BpPOINEUCKUX yHUBepcureTax. [Ipexne
Bcero, otmetum poab H.M. Kapamisuna, xoroporo FO.C. IluBoBapoB Ha3bIBaeT
MEPBbIM PYCCKUM JIUTEPATOPOM, IIPUCBOMBIIMMY ce0€ MpaBO MOYy4yaTh BJIACTh U
0GIIECTBO H JaXe MPETEHIOBABIIMM Ha POJIb «COBETHHKA HApeii» .

[Tpumep 3HaAMEHHTOrO HcTOpHOrpada He SBISAETCS E€IUHCTBEHHBIM B HCTOPHHU
OTEYECTBEHHON 00IIecTBeHHON MbIciu Hayana XIX B. DTa TeHACHUMA HOTy4YuiIa
MPOJIOJKEHHE BO BTOpOoM uyerBepTd XIX B., 4TO BBIPA3WIOCH B MHOTOYHMCIIEHHBIX
oOpamieHUsIX Ha HUMs Tocyaapsd, Kak B (QopMe JIMYHBIX MOCIaHUN W THCEM,
OTJIOKUBIIMXCS B (POHIAX UMIIEPATOPCKON KAHIIENSIPUU, TAK U B MPAKTUKE OTKPBITHIX
niceM. B 2T0 ke Bpems, HECMOTpPsT HAa BO3pACTaBIIEE CTPEMIIEHUE POCCUMCKHUX
BjacTeil 00y3maTh «paboOTy MBICIW», OBLIM O0O3HAUYEHBI OCHOBHBIE (POPMBI
B3aUMOJICUCTBUSI BJIACTH M OOpPa30BaHHOTO OOIIECTBA, MOCPEICTBOM KOTOPBIX
MPEACTABUTENN OOIIECTBEHHOCTH MOJIYUYUIIU BO3MOXKHOCTh JOBOJUTH IO UMIIEpAaTOpa
COOCTBEHHOE BHJCHHME NYyTEW pElIECHUs aKTyaJbHBIX OOIIECTBEHHO-TNIOIUTHYECKUX
npobnem. B ycnoBusx ¢akrtuueckoro 3ampera llensypueim YcraBom 1828 roma
BO3MOXKHOCTH OOCYXXJIaTb B TII€4aTH BOMPOCHI TOCYJApCTBEHHOW TMOJIUTHUKH,
MOJYYWJIM JajibHEHIllee pa3BUTHUE MNPAKTHUKU JIMYHBIX OOpallleHH K uMIlepaTopy
MOCPEJICTBOM THceM M 3anmucok. Ocoboe MEecTo B 3TOM pAly 3aHUMAIOT MHUCbMa
nexkadpuctoB k Hukomnaro |, cogepskamniue pa3o0IauuTeNbHYI0 XapaKTEPUCTHKY BCEX
«HEYCTPOMCTB» PYCCKOM KHM3HHM. VX aBTOpbl yKa3plBalOT Ha «COBEPLICHHOE
OTCYTCTBHE 3aKOHA U CIPABEAJIUBOCTH B CYAOINPOU3BOJCTBE», OOPEMEHHUTEIbHBIC
HAJIOTH, «CXKaTo€ IMPOCBEUICHUE», «3aIYIIEHHYIO CBOOOIY», a TaKKe Ha MHOTHE
(DMHAHCOBO-YKOHOMHYECKHE TNPOOIEMBbI CTpaHbl'. B 3THX mIHCbMax H3/IOXKeHa
dbopMyna, KOTOpPOil B JajbHEHIIEM CTald IOJIb30BAThCA OOIIECTBEHHBIE NEATENU
snoxu Benukux pedopM: B KpU3HCHBIE MOMEHTBHI «IOJT BEPHOIMOJIAHHOTO €CThb

16 Iusosapos FO.C. O4epku UCTOPUM PYCCKOW OOIIECTBEHHO-TIOIUTHYECKON MbIicau XIX —
nepsoii Tpetu XX cronerus. — Mocksa: UTHMOH PAH, 1997. - C. 32.

Y Mucema [lerpa I'puropseBrnua Kaxosckoro k umneparopy Huxonaro [laBnoBuuy u renepai-
anbplotanty Jlepameny // 13 nucem u nmokazaHuil exkaOpUCTOB: KPUTHKA COBPEMEHHOTO COCTOSHHUS
Poccun u mmaner Oyaymero ycrporictsa / mon pemakiuend A.K. boposnuna. — Cankr-IletepOypr:
WzparensctBo M.IIL. [Tuposxkosa, 1906. — C. 25.
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roBopuTh MoHapxy mpaBay 0e3 MPUKPACKH» M, OCTaBUB IYCThIE KPACHOPEUUBHIC
(passl, PyKOBOICTBOBATHCS OIXHON MCTHHOM .

3HAUUTENbHBIII MacCMB OOpallleHHid K BEPXOBHOM BIIACTU  COCTABJISIOT
AHOHMMHBIC THMCHhMA U 3AMKCKHU, IIEHHOCTh KOTOPBIX OMPEACISIETCS] BO3MOKHOCTBHIO
OTKPBITO BBICKA3aThCS O 3JIO0OHEBHBIX MpoOJIEeMax cTpaHbl. B ogHOM U3 HUX,
COCTaBJICHHOM Ha ums umneparopa Hukonas | B 1848 roay, mo-BUauMomy, MEIKUM
YUHOBHUKOM, IMOJY4YaBUIUM HEOOJIbIIOE >KAJIOBAHbE, COJEPKUTCS oOOpalieHue
IIPECTABUTENIS PYCCKOH OBIIECTBEHHOCTH, HEPABHOAYIIIHOTO K OEICTBUSM Hapoma' .
Ero BomHoBana moBcemecTHass HapoaHas OCAHOCTh, OJHOW W3 MPUYUH KOTOPOW B
oOpaIeHn Ha3bIBAIOTCS «YaCThle MyTEIIECTBHS 32 TPAHUILy 0COO UMIIEPATOPCKOTO
JIBOpa U OCOOEHHO TOCYJaphIHU, 00OTaIAOIINE I/IHOCTpaHIIeB»ZO. JIr0o0ONnBITHO, YTO
CEMb JIET CIYCTs 3Ty ke Temy npojaospkua AWM. I'epueH, cTaThst KOTOPOro normajia B
CBOJIKY areHTYpHBIX JOHeceHni . TakuM 06pa3oM, AHOHHMHOE [IHCHMO O€3BECTHOTO
YUHOBHUKA 0003HAYMIIO OOIIETOCYIapCTBEHHYIO TPOOJIeMy HapoIHON O€IHOCTH,
XOTS W TPENJIOKUIO SBHO HEPaOOTAIOIMMUKA aIrOpPUTM €€ pa3perieHus, BPS JIH
3aMHTEPECOBABILINI LAPS.

BmecTte ¢ TeM, oOIlECTBEHHbIE YasiHUS HE BCErja OCTaBajIUCh 0€3 BHUMaHUS
MoHapiel ocodbl. OTHUM U3 HEMHOTUX TIPUMEPOB MPOIYKTUBHOTO B3aUMOICHCTBUS
MEX/1y BIACThIO U OOIIECTBOM BO BTOpoi yeTBepTH XIX Beka MOXKHO CUUTaTh, HA
Halll B3TJIsiJ, OOCY)KJIEHHE CTaTyca WU METOJOB YINPAaBIECHUS HOBOIPUOOPETEHHBIMU
TEPPUTOPUSIMU HAIMOHAJIbHBIX OKpauH. [IpencraBurenu BiacTd U 0Opa30BaHHOTO
00111ecTBa BRIpAXKAJIM pa3IMYHbIC B3IJISIBI HA JJAHHYIO TTpobIieMy, O0ojee Toro, cpeau
KOPPECTIOHJICHTOB OB  JIIOJIA, pAa3HSAIUECs TO CTENeHH BKIIOYEHHOCTH B
(dhopMHUpOBaHNE TIOJIUTUKU M OTCTAWMBABIINE 3a4acTy0 MPOTHUBOIOJIOXKHBIC MHEHHSI.
Tak, nanpumep, Huxonaii | cuen HeoOXoaUMbIM 0OpaTUTHCA 3a Pa3bsICHEHUSIMU B
CUTyalluM, CkJaabiBaBiieiics B OcT3eiickoM Kpae, K MHHHUCTPY HapOJHOIO
npoceemiennst C.C. YBapoBy u, omHOBpeMeHHO, K akanemuky ['.d. ¢on Ilappory,
owBIIeMy pekTopy Jlepntckoro yHuBepcutera. UM ecnum B JOKIaje MHHHCTpA

'8 IMucemo Anexcanapa Anekcanaposuda bectyxkeBa k umneparopy Hukonato [laBnoBuuy u3
[TerponaBnoBckoit kpenoctu // M3 muceM W TOKa3aHWM JeKaOpPUCTOB: KPUTHUKA COBPEMEHHOTO
cocrosianst Poccum m mmanel Oyaymero ycrpoiictBa. — C. 35; Ilucema Ilerpa ['puropneBuua
Kaxosckoro k nmneparopy Hukonato IlaBnoBuuy u renepan-agprotanry Jlepameny. — C. 19.

% AHoHmMHOe mHCBMO Ha MMs Haps H Ajepbepra o Ge33akoHHW, HapsiieMm B Poccnm,
HUIIETE, MPEACTOSIIECH KPECThIHCKOW pedopMe M 0 3aroBope NMpoTuB 1aps // I'ocymapcTBEeHHBIN
apxuB Poccuiickoit @enepanuu (nanee — APD). — ®@. 109. — Om. 3a. - 1. 68. - JI. 1.

20 Tam xe. — JI. 8 06.

1 Arycreitmme myreurectsennnkn // Komokom. T'asera A.M. I'epuena u H.II. Orapesa:
Bonwnas pycckas tumorpadus. 1857-1867. Jlommon—KeneBa: B 11 BbII. / TmpemucioBue
M.B. Heukunoit u E.JI. Pyanuukoit. — MockBa: AH CCCP, 1962. — ®akcumuwibHOE W31, —
Bem. 1. — C. 89; CBoaku areHTypHBIX JOHECEHMH O MOMYJISPHOCTHM M PacHpOCTPaHEHUU
counnenuii ['epuiena A.U. // TAP®. — ®. 109. — Om. 1. - J1. 85. - JL. 6.
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[peIarajioch pacupoCTpaHUTh B  MPENOJABAHUM W B aJIMHUHHUCTPATUBHBIX
YUPEXKICHUAX, HapsAAy C HEMEUKHM, W PYCCKMM A3BIK, TO AKaJEMUK AaKTHBHO
OTCTauBaj HEOOXOAMMOCTb COXpaHEHUs ocoboro mopsiaka B OcT3eiickomM Kpae,
YKa3bIBasl, 4YTO «CTENEHb Pa3BUTHUS banTUNCKUX IPOBUHLMN BBILIE, YEM B OCTAIBHOU
Poccri»®®. BaKHBIM IITPUXOM JUIsl XapAaKTEPHCTHKH BJIACTH CIIYKHT PE30ITOLHS
Huxkonas | «cornacen» B OTHOLIEHUM JOKIaAa YBapoBa, a TAKKe OJarogapCcTBEHHOE
nuchsMo meda KaHIapMOB, aIpecoBaHHoe akageMuKy Ilappory.”

Crnenyer OTMETUTh M TaKOM MHTEPECHBIN (PAKT, KaK IMOCTENEHHOE PACIIUPEHUE B
roJiel npasienus Hukomnas | kpyra ”HUIMATUBHBIX MOMOIIHUKOB BiacTH. [Iucema u
3alUCKM HAa HMMsI HMMIIEpaTopa COCTaBISUIM TyOepHATOpPbl M IPaBUTEILCTBEHHBIC
YMHOBHUKH, 4YAaCTHBIC JIMIA M JMTEPATOpbl. B dYacTHOCTH, O IIOJIOXKEHUU B
OcT3elickoM Kpae Iucal YMHOBHUK MHHUCTEPCTBA BHYTPEHHHUX [ei, Oyayliui
u3BecTHbll myonmunuct F0.®. Camapun. C ero «llucemamu wu3 Purny,
natupoBaHHbIMU 1848 TOomOM M coaepxkaBmIMMH, O oleHke Oapona Hompge,
«CTPACTHYIO KPUTHKY PYCCKOH MOMMTHKH B OCT3€HCKOM Kpae» ', 03HAKOMHINCH
BUJHBIE 0N 00enx cronaul. Otpearnposai Ha no3unuo Camapuna u caM Hukomaii
|, oOBMHMBIINI MTyOJMIIUCTA B TOM, YTO TOT XOUET «IPUHYKIECHUEM, CUJION ClIEaTh
U3 HEMIIEB pPYCCKHX...» U IOJAHUMAaeT «OOLIECTBEHHOE MHEHHE MPOTUB
IIPAaBUTEIBCTBAa», YTO PACLUEHUBAIOCH [APEM KaK IOJATOTOBKAa K IOBTOPEHHUIO
cobbiTuit 14 nexadbps 1825 ronaZS. [TonoOHas oreHKa CUTyalluU MPEICTABISAETCS HAaM
3aCIyKUBAOLIEH BHUMAaHWE JMIIb B TOM AacleKTe, 4YTO pPYyCU(PUKATOPCKUE
npemnoxkenuss  10.@. CamapuHa coBnajaJii € MHEHHMEM IIHPOKOTO  Kpyra
OOIIECTBEHHOCTH.

JloctaTouHO yOEOUTENHbHO CBUICTEIHLCTBYET OO0 3TOM COJIEP)KAHHUE OJHOU U3
3allUCOK, JaTUpoBaHHbIX 1842 1. W mnoanucaHHbIXx mpokypopoM CeHara
K. Kyry3oBeiM*®. Ero ums HaM He yJanoCh OTHICKATh B IITATAX TOTO YUPEKICHHUS,
YTO, Ha HAll B3[JISA, HE YMalsieT 3HAYCHUs BBICKA3aHHBIX MM MPEIJIOKEHUH,
IIOCKOJIBKY HMX aBTOp IHPEICTABIISICTCS YEIOBEKOM JOBOJBHO OCBEIOMJIEHHBIM H
BeCbMa AKTUBHBIM. OO 3TOM MOKHO CYJIUTH [0 YIIOMHUHAHUSAM aBTOpPa O TOM, YTO
paHee OH y)K€ IUCaJl 3alMCKU O MpoOJeMax YINpaBieHMs 3alaJHbIMU OKpanHaMH,

22 [ut. mo: Mapoapvese M. Ilucema u 3amucku ['eopra @puapuxa I[lappora k ummneparopam
Anexcanapy I u Hukonato 1 // Pycckast crapuna. — 1895, — T. 83. — Ne 4. — C. 217.

2 Mapoapves M. llucema un 3anucku I'eopra @puapuxa Ilappora k umMneparopam
Aunekcannpy I u Hukonaro I. — C. 219.

% Honwoe B.9. YOpuii Camapus u ero Bpems. — Paris: Soc. anonyme impr. de Navarre, 1926. —
C. 44-45.

2 Honvoe B.2. Opuit Camapun u ero Bpemsi. — C. 48.

%% Bammcka 0 HEOOXOAUMOCTH BBECTH BO BCEX ryOepHUsSX M 00JacTsIX HUMIIEPUU PYCCKHUE
opraHu4ecKkue 3akoHbl // Poccuiickuii rocyapcTBEHHBIN UcToprdeckuii apxus (nainee — PTUA). —
®. 1101. = Om. 1. - JI. 66.
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KOTOpBIE, [0 €r0 YTBEPKICHUIO, ObLIIN 3aMEUYEHBI [IapEeM U JIaXKe YaCTUYHO MOTyUNIIH
OTpaXE€HHE B MPABUTEIBCTBEHHBIX pemeHusx. B 1841 r. mpokypop, 1o
COOCTBEHHOMY MPU3HAHUIO, «BO3BBICHJI TOJOC B 3alUTy pycckux» B Pure, B
pe3y/bTaTe 4ero WX paspelidid MPHHHMATh «B COCTAB MECTHOTO IPaXKIAHCTBA» .
[Iporpamma neiictBuii B 3amucke Kyry3oBa cBoaunach K 0OOCHOBAHMIO
HEOOXOJMMOCTH TMPOBEACHUS Kypca Ha pycU(UKAUIO 3amaJHbIX OKpauH,
BBIPAKABILIEMYCSI B TPEIJIOKEHHUSIX «BBECTHM OOIME Hayanga TOCYAapCTBEHHOIO
yIpaBJIeHUs] B TyOepHUSAX U 00JIaCTAX, MOJABIACTHBIX Poccuu, HO UyXIbIX €i JyXOoM
U HapOJHOCTBIO», a TaKXe BBEPATh BBICIIEE YOPABICHUE OKPAWMHAMH
«UCKITIOYUTEIIBHO PyCCKI/IM>>28.

B menom, mpencraBieHHbIE OT MMEHU OOIECTBEHHOCTH MPOEKThl U3MEHEHMUS
NOJIMTUKM B OTHONIEHUMM HAUMOHAIBHBIX OKpauWH JIEMOHCTpUpOBaiu Ooliee
pELIMTENbHBIM, YeM Yy mnpaBuTenbcTBa Hukonas |, HacTpoll Ha peanu3anuio
pycudukaropckoro kypca. Opmnako, oOpamjaer Ha ce0s BHUMaHHE TO
OOCTOATENHCTBO, YTO aBTOPHl HE O0O3HAYaIM TOYHBIX CPOKOB M HE TpeOoBaiu
CKopeimen peanusanuu aaHHoro kypca. B wactHoctn, K. KyTy30B oTkiamabiBal
peanu3alyio CBOEH ImporpamMmbl J0 TeX BpeMeH, korga Poccus «craner
00pa3oBaHHEE TeX HAPOIOB, KOTOPHIC CI0 MOKOPEHB» . [IeCCHMU3M aBTOPA OIXHOTO
U3 TEPBBIX MPOEKTOB MPeoOpa3oBaHUs MOJUTHKUA B OTHOLIEHUH OKPaWH HUMIIEPHH
pazliensiii U JIpyrue NpeicTaBUTeNd oOuecTBeHHOCTH. CHycTs 4YeTBEepTh Beka
HO.®. Camapun B mucbme k Anekcanapy |l ormermn, 4yrto poccuiickoe
PaBUTEIBCTBO «XOTEJIO M XOYeT, 4YTOObl M37aBa€Mble UM 3aKOHBl HMMEIH B
[TpubanTuiickoM Kpae Takylo ke 00s3aTelbHYyI0 CHIly, KaKk U B JIPYIHMX 00JIacTsX
uMIepuu...» Bmecre ¢ TeM, aBTOp MpU3HABAJ, YTO ITH KeJlaHUS ObLUTU pealn30BaHbI
JUIIb YaCTMYHO, Jake HECMOTps Ha TO, 4YTO K OTOMY BpPEMEHH BEKTOD
MPaBUTEIBLCTBEHHON TMOJMTHKU CKJIOHSJICS K CaMbIM paJUKajJbHBIM Mepam II0
MHTErPALIMN 3aTaIHBIX OKPAHH B OOIEHMIIEPCKOE TPOCTPAHCTBO ",

3HauyuMbIM (HAaKTOPOM, OKa3aBIIMM BJIMSHHE Ha B3aUMOJEWUCTBHE BIACTU H
0OIIECTBEHHOCTH BO BTOpOi yeTBepTH XIX Beka, BBICTYNUIIO OBICTPOE pa3BUTHE U
pacmupenue nyonuuHod cdepsl B Poccuu. B astux ycnosusix [1.A. Bszemckuid,
0000111251 JKeJIaHUEe MPEJICTABUTENCH 00IIIeCTBa Y4aCTBOBATh B 0OCYKJICHUHU MPOOIEM
CTpaHbl M WX TOTOBHOCTh K COTPYJAHHMYECTBY C BJIACTHIO, IMPHU3bIBAJ IPABSIIYIO
OIOPOKpATHIO MPUCITYIIATHCS K OOLIECTBEHHOMY MHEHHIO, TIOCKOJIBKY, YKa3bIBal OH,

" Banmcka 0 HEOOXOAUMOCTH BBECTH BO BCEX ryOepHUsSX M 00JacTsIX HUMIIEPUU PYCCKHUE
opranuueckue 3akonsl / PITUA. — @. 1101. - Omn.1. — 1. 66. — JI. 32 06.

%8 Tam xe. — JI. 32.

%% Tam sxe. — JI. 42-42 06.

%0 Camapun FO.®. Bcenonnanueiinee TucbMo K umnepatopy Anekcanapy Hwuxomaesuuay //
Camapun FH0.®. IIpaBocinaBue u HapOAHOCTH / OTBETCTBEHHBIN penakTop O. IlnaTtonoB. — Mocksa:
WuctutyT pycckoil nuBuinuzanuu, 2008. — C. 662.
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«B TOJITIE€ CTOJUYHBIX TOCTUHBIX, B TOJIE TYOCPHCKHUX JABOPSHCKUX CHE3NIOB ... €CTh
CBOH TPUOYHBI, CBOU OIIO3HIHOHHBIC CIOBECHBIC XKYPHAIBY . B naHHOM ciydae,
CKOpee BCEro, HMEIUCh B BHUJY MHOTOYHMCIICHHbIC TUIOMIAJAKU JUJISl «KHUBBIX
JUCKYCCUI», TNPOXOJMBIIMX B IOJYINPUBATHOM IPOCTPAHCTBE JINTEPATYPHO-
bunocopckux  KpPyKKOB, OOILIECTB, CBETCKMX CaJOHOB W B  IIHPOKOM
MHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHOM MOJI€ MyOJIMYHbIX JEKIUNA B YHUBEPCUTETAX, HA TOPKECTBEHHbIX
obenax, rOwiesx, OJaroTBOPUTENIBHBIX MYOJMYHBIX 4YTeHUsX. Ilpu Bcem
MHOTroo0Opazuu GopM 00beAMHEHUS WHTEJUICKTYaJbHBIX CHJI CTpaHbl, OE3YCIOBHBIM
IIPUOPUTETOM CpPEIM HUX MOJb30BAIUCH JHUTEPATYPHBIE KPY>KKM U  CaJOHBI.
OOBACHAIOCH TAaKOE MOJIOKEHUE PAJIOM MPUUKH, OCHOBHON M3 KOTOPBHIX Ha3bIBaJlach
pacrpoCTpaHEHHOCTh JaHHOW (OPMBI OOIIECTBEHHOTO JEHCTBUSI B TPAKTHKE
eBponelickux ctpaH B HoBoe Bpemsi, xorma, mo nandeiM FO. XabGepmaca, oHUM
BBICTYNTAJI BaXXHBIM HWHCTUTYTOM OOIIECTBEHHOW KOMMYHHUKAIIMH, II€HTPAMH
OTHOCHTEJIHO CBOOOIHBIX M KPUTHUECKHX THCKYCCHIA .

CXOnHbIE OLICHKM JIMTEPATypHBIX KPYKKOB M CaJlOHOB IPEACTaBIEHbl U B
OTEUECTBEHHOW 0O0IIecTBEHHOM MbIciau. CyMMUpys UX 3HAY€HHE, COBPEMEHHUK
HukosaeBckoi snoxu K./ KaBenuH yTBepikiai, 4To B HUX «3apOJIUIIOCH U CO3PEJI0
BCE HAIIIe MOCIIEAYIONIEe YMCTBEHHOE JABIKEHHE. .. » > CX0%kee MHEHHE BHICKA3bIBAI
u AU. Komenes, orMeyass Ha MpuUMepe MAEATEIBHOCTH KpY>KKa CIAaBIHO(DUIOB
YCHJIMBAIOUIEECS BIMSIHUE OOIIECTBEHHBIX CTPYKTYP «HE TOJILKO B JIMTEPATYPHOM, HO
U B OOIIECTBEHHOM, Ja)K€ HOJIUTHYECKON IKH3HU Poccun»>*. Bwmecte ¢ TEM,
yKa3aHHbIE CYXACHUs ObLIN CHOPMYIUPOBAHBI B 00JI€€ MO3IHUI MEPUO, B TO BpEMsI
kak B Hayane XIX Beka KpyKKH NpeacTaBUTeNlell 00pa30BaHHOrO OOIIEeCTBA
OLICHHMBAJIUCh KaK HEKHE «0a3uChD» B OOIIEH Macce pPycCKOro Hapojaa, B KOTOPBIX
«COCPEAOTOUMBAIKCH JTYUIIUE YMCTBEHHBIE U KYJIBTYPHBIE CUJIbDY, BHIPA0ATHIBAINCH
«U3SIIHBIE, TIYOOKO MPOCBEIICHHBIC M HPABCTBEHHBIC IMYHOCTH» . Biaromaps
ceoeMy cocraBy, yrBepxkaan K.J[. KasenuH, pycckne Kpy»KKHM M CAJIOHBI 3TOTO
BPEMEHH U «B JIIOOOM €BPOIEHCKOM OOIIECTBE 3aHSAIU Obl MIOYETHOE MECTO U UTPAJIH
OBI BUAHYIO POsiby . OJHAKO YUEHBIH JEIAeT JOCTATOYHO TIeCCHMHCTHYHBIN BBIBO

% Mur. mo: Tuwemcon M.HM. HeussectHsle NyOJIMIIUCTUYECKUE — BBICTYIUICHUS
IT.A. Bszemckoro u 1.B. Kupeesckoro. — C. 128.

%2 Habermas J. The structural transformation of the public sphere: an inquiry into a category of
bourgeois society / translated by Th. Burger and F. Lawrence. — Cambridge: Polity Press, 1989. —
P. 24.

% Kasenun K.JI. T.H. I'panosckuii // Kapenun K.JI. Cobpanne countennit. T. 3. — CaHKT-
[TerepOypr: Tunorpadus M.M. Cracronesuya, 1899. — Ctn6. 1076.

¥ Kowenes A.M. 3armcku // Pycckume memyapsl. V36panubie crpammusl (1826-1856) /
cocrasutens M.U. Tlogonbckas. — Mocksa: [1pasna, 1990. — C. 138.

% Kagenun K.JI. ABIOTbS [Terpona Enaruna // Kasenun K./[. Cobpanue counnenmid. T. 3. —
Cankr-IletepOypr: Tunorpadus M.M. CracroneBuua, 1899. — Ctn6. 1129.

% Kasenun K.JI. ABnotss llerpoBna Enaruna. — Cti6. 1129.

Historia provinciae — xypHan pernoHanbHon uctopum. 2021. T.5. Ne 3
ISSN 2587-8344 (online) 667



HapexHbii AWM., 3asbsnosa O.0. BnacTb n 06LiecTBo BO BTOpoit 4eTBepTH XIX Beka:

ccnenoBaHus .
0CO0OEHHOCTH B3aUMOZENCTBUS

0 TOM, UYTO ATH «BO BCEX OTHOIICHHUSIX 3aMedaTesIbHbIC JIIOJW» B Hayaje CTOJICTHS
OBUIM MaJIO CBSI3aHBI C OOIIECTBEHHOM >KM3HBIO, MOCKOJBKY «BpPAIIAIUCh TOJBKO
MEXy COO0I0 M OCTaBaJIMCh 0€3 BCAKOTO HEMOCPEACTBEHHOTO JCHCTBUS M BIUSHUS
Ha BCE€ TO, YTO HAXOAMJIOCh BHE HX TECHOI'O HEMHOI'OYHCJICHHOTO pr)KKa»37.
VY4eHblid 3asBISIET, YTO, HECMOTPS HA BHINICYKa3aHHbIE (DAKTOPHI, UMEHHO JTHUM
JIIOJISIM, BBICTYIIABIIMM «ITOOOPHUKAMU CBOOOJIHBIX YUPEKICHHI», MEUYTaBIIUM 00
OCBOOOKJICHMHM KPEMOCTHBIX, IMPOBEICHUHM IPeoOpa3oBaHuii B 00pa3oBaTEILHOM,
(huHAHCOBOHM, aJMUHUCTPATHBHON  cdepax, OOIMIECTBO U  IPABUTEIBCTBO
CYIIECTBEHHO 00s3aHbl «ycrnexamu Poccuu B TeUeHHME EBATHAIATOTO BEKa» L,
ITosicHAst cTONB IBHOE NPOTUBOPEYME B CBOMX OLIEHKax, KaBennH, caMm BBICTYIIaBIINN
AKTUBHBIM YYAaCTHUKOM JUTeparypHoro caigoHa A.Il. Emarunoi#i, oTMeyaer, 4To Ha
IPOTSHKEHUU Beero napcrBoBanus Hukomas |

B JIMTCPATYPHBIX KPYKKaX W CaJIOHAX 3ap0iKAajlaCb, BOCIIUTBIBAJIACh, CO3PCBAJIa U

pa3BUBANIACh TOTAA PYCCKas MBICIIb, MOATOTOBIBUIMCH K JIMTEPATYPHOU M HAYYHOU

39
ACATCIIbBHOCTU HAPOKAABIINCCA PYCCKUC ITIOKOJICHUSA .

[ToBbIlIEHHE 3HAYUMOCTH TaKUX OOBETUHEHUN OBLIO CBS3aHO U C LEH3YPHBIMU
YCIIOBHUSIMH, TIPH KOTOPBIX M3/1aTEJIbCKOE JEJI0 U KYPHAIUMCTUKA, HECMOTPSI HA CBOMI
MOCTYTATEIbHBIN POCT, OOYCJIOBJICHHBIA YBEIIMUYCHUEM CJIOSI 0Opa30BaHHBIX JIFOCH
(x 1850-m rogam B Poccum HacuuThIBAIOCH OKOJIO 20 THICSY YEJIOBEK C BBICIIMM
oGpasoBanmeM™’), OBUIH OrpaHHYCHBI B CBOGH HCSATEIBHOCTH 3alpeToM Ha
oOCyXJIeHHe  IIHPOKOrO0  Kpyra  BOIPOCOB,  KacaBIIUXCSA  HE  TOJIBKO
MPABUTEILCTBEHHOM M aJIMUHUCTPATUBHON JEATENHOCTH, HO M Pa3IUYHBIX cdep
oOuiecTBeHHOM *ku3HH. [Ipoliecc camono3Hanus pycckoi 0OIECTBEHHOCTH MPOTEKal
B IIOCTOSIHHOM amneJUBilMM K 3amaJHOEBPONEHCKOMY ONBITY TOCYJAapCTBEHHOIO M
OOIIIECTBEHHOTO  CTPOMUTENIbCTBA, C OOpalleHHWeM K IIEHHOCTAM  3alajHou
LIMBUJIM3ALMN, KOTOpPbIE MpUOOpeTany B OOLIECTBEHHOM cpele JU00 MO3UTHBHBIE,
a1n00 HeraTuBHbIE KOHHOTAMU. OT CaMOMO3HAHHUS PYCCKOE OOIIECTBO MEPENuIo K
OCO3HaHWIO ce0s B KauecTBe AaKTUBHOIO CyOBEKTa, 00JIaJaloliero HE TOJIbKO
BO3MOXKHOCTSIMHM, HO M TIPaBOM BIMSATh Ha pPa3pabOTKy W MPUHATHE BaKHBIX
MOJIMTUYECKUX PELICHUM.

JIOCTMKEHMIO YKa3aHHOM LEIM CHOCOOCTBOBAJIO TO OOCTOSITENBCTBO, UTO
HUKOJIAEBCKasl 3I0Xa CTaja BpPEMEHEM (OPMHUPOBAHUS BBICOKOMPO(PECCHOHATBHBIX
OIOPOKPATUUYECKUX KaJpOB, 00JaJaBIIMX JOCTATOYHBIMU 3HAHUSMU U OMBITOM IS

37 Kasenun K.JI. ABnotss llerpoBna Enaruna. — Cti6. 1129.

38 Kasenun K.Jl. Asnotes IlerpoBra Enaruna. — Cti6. 1129.

3 Kasenun K.Jl. Asnotes IlerpoBra Enaruna. — Cti6. 1115.

0 Orwmym C.A. TIoBceaHEBHAS KI3HB PYCCKOH MHTEIUINTEHIAN OT SMOXH Bemukux pedopm
no Cepebpsinoro Beka. — C. 64.
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IPOBEJCHUSI KOPEHHBIX mpeolOpa3oBaHUil B rocyaapcTBe. bropokpaTel HOBOM
dbopmai ObUTM TOTOBBI PEIIaTh MHOTOUMCIEHHBIE BHYTpeHHUE Mpodiembl Poccuun
B COTPYZHHYECTBE C IPOIPECCHBHBIMU OOIIECTBEHHBIMM JeATeIsIMH . Mx
00BEIUHSIIO HETPUATHE KPETIOCTHUYECTBA U CTPEMIICHHE COJICHCTBOBATh MOHAPXHH
B jiene pepopmupoBanus crpansl. [lo cioBam b.H. Unuepuna, oHu cOCTaBISIN XOTS
M MCHBIIMHCTBO, HO MEHBIIHHCTBO «3HAYMTEIBHOE U mpocBereHHoe» .. «HoBbie
JIOIW» — KPYIHBIE TOCYJApCTBEHHBIE AEATENN CEPEIUHbl — BTOPOW TMOJIOBHHBI
XIX Beka, takue kak J[.A. u H.A. Mumotunsl, A.B. T'onoBuun, M.X. PelitepH,
B.A. Tarapunos, C.W. 3apyanslii ¥ Ap., TOATOTOBUBIINE U PEATM30BABIINE MHOTHE
pedopmaTtopckue mMpoekThl 1860-X T0I0B, — OMNBIT MPAKTHYECKOW pabOTHI |
HEO0OXO/IUMbIE TEOPETHUECKUE 3HAHUSI OOpETalu B TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX YUPEKIACHUSIX
BPEMEH HUKOJAEBCKOTO MPABJICHUS: B MUHUCTEPCTBAX IOCYAapCTBEHHBIX UMYILIECTB,
BHYTPEHHHX JIeJI, FOCTULIMH, MOpCKOM MHHHUCTEPCTBE U BO BTopom oTaeneHuun
Co6cTBennont E.M.B. kanuenspuu.

Crmouenne  nmuOepanbHOM  YacTH  YMHOBHUYECTBA W NPEICTABUTENCH
OOIIIECTBEHHOCTH HAa OCHOBE E€AMHCTBA B3IVISAOB M OOIIEH MPaKTHYECKON padOThI
IPOUCXOJUIIO, B TOM YHUCJE, B paMKaxX JEATEIIbHOCTH CO3JAaHHOTO B 1845 r. mop
Mpe/icenaTenbCTBOM  BeMKOro KHsA3d KoncrantnHa Hukonaesuua Pycckoro
reorpauyecKoro 0OIMecTBa M TPUMBIKABIIETO K HEMY «UHTUMHOTO KPY)KKa»
OpatbeB Mumotnasix ™. B korne 1840-X rooB wieHsl KPY’KKa YCTaHOBWJIM CBS3U C
BEJIMKOKHS)KECKUM CajloHOM Enenbl I1aBOBHBI, B OKpYKEHUE KOTOPOM BXOIUIIN
IpEICTaBUTENId OIOPOKPATUM W OOIIECTBEHHOCTH, OTJIMYABIIMECA JHOepaibHBIMU
B3risimaMu. B Hawvanme 1850-x rIT. moJidTHYECcKass 3HAYMMOCTH CajlOHA BEIIUKOH
KHATHHH CyIECTBEHHO Bo3pocia’. B mepsele romel mpasinenns Anekcangpa |l
BEJIMKOKHSKECKUM caloH Enenbl 11aBIOBHBI MOCTENEHHO CTAHOBWIICS LEHTPOM
00CYX/IeHHS ¥ TTOJATOTOBKY 3HAYMMBIX MOJIUTUYECKUX PELICHUH, BEIPAOOTKA MHEHHM
Y BIIUSIHUSL HA HACTPOEHUS B BepxaxX. DTO 0co00e 3HaUeHHE, KOTOPOE CAJIOH BEITUKOM
KHSITUHU CHITPAJ B OJIMTUYECKOM KU3HU CTPaHbl U B HAJAKUBAHUU B3aUMOJICHCTBUS
BJIACTH U OOIIECTBA, OTMEYAJIM MHOTHE MPECTABUTETN 00IIECTBEHHOCTH. CyMMUpys

"' Kapnaues M.J]. JinGepanbHble BESHUS PYCCKO# GIOPOKPATHH MTOpeOPMEHHOTO BpeMeHH //
Bectauk HBI'Y. — 2008. — Ne 1. — C. 41-50; Richardson C. Konstantin Kavelin and the struggle
for emancipation: A case study of the westerners' role in the foundation of civil society in imperial
Russia. — Pittsburgh: Center for Russian and East European studies, University of Pittsburgh, 2010.

4 Yuuepun b.H. Poccust HakanyHe XX cronerus. — C. 12.

B Muniomun /[.A. BocriomuHanusi reHepai-penpamapiiana rpada Imutpust AjexceeBuya
Mumtotuna, 1843—-1856 / nmox pemaxmumeit JI.I'. 3axapoBoii. — Mocksa: Poccuiickuii apxus, 2000. —
C. 136-137; Cemenos-Tan-Lllanckun I1.11. Dnoxa ocBoOoxaeHUs KpecThsiH B Poccum (1857-
1861 rr.) B BocmomumHanmsx ILII. CemenoBa-Tsu-Illanckoro. T. 1. — Cankr-IlerepOypr:
Tunorpadust MunucteperBa myreit coobmenus, 1911. — C. 13.

4 baxpywun C.A. Benukas xkasruas Enena IlaBnoHa // OcBOOOXIECHNE KPECThSIH: JCATEIH
pedopmsbl: cOopHEK cTaTeil. — Mocksa: Hayunoe cioso, 1911. — C. 137.
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ux, 10.®. Camapun nucan A.O. CMUPHOBOW NOCIIE TOJYYEHHS U3BECTUS O KOHUMHE
BEJIMKOW KHSITUHU, YTO

B €€ JIMIIEC TIPABUTEIHCTBO JHUIIMIOCH HE3aMEHUMOT'O OpraHa, eIMHCTBEHHOTO

opraHa, Kak ObI IIyma, KOTOPBIM OHO COIMPHUKACATIOCh C MBICIAIICIO YaCThIO
45

pyccKoro o0IecTna .

3akioueHue

Onoxa npasnenus Huxonas | nmpencrapnser coboit oauH u3 HanOoJiee CIOKHBIX
NEPUOJOB BO B3aUMOOTHOILIEHHUSX BIIACTH U OOIIECTBEHHOCTH, OTMEYEHHBIH
YCUJIEHUEM OIOpOKPATHUYECKON perjaMeHTallMM BCEX CTOPOH TIOCYyAapCTBEHHOM
KU3HA. Hapsany ¢ 3TuM BiacTh HE paclojaraja HajJaXCHHbIMHM JBYCTOPOHHHUMH
KaHaJaMl KOMMYHHMKAIMK ¢ (opmupyromuMcs oOpa30BaHHBIM — OOIECTBOM.
EnuncTBeHHbIM kaHanoM uHGpopMupoBaHus Biactu sBisiock Il Otaenenue,
TpaHCIUPOBAaBILIEE OOIIECTBEHHBIE HACTPOCHMSI, OTIEJbHBIE Pa3rOBOPHI, CIYXH,
MMEBILIME, C TOYKM 3pPEHUS CaMOJIepKaBHOM BIACTH, HEOJAroHaJeKHYIO
HaIpaBJIEHHOCTb. HECKOJIIBKO MO-MHOMY OLEHHMBAJIM CJIOKHMBUIIEECA IIOJIOKEHUE
MPEICTaBUTENN  OOILIECTBEHHOCTH,  KOTOpble  CTPEMWJIMCh  HCIIOJIb30BATh
aNbTEPHATUBHBIE KAHAJIBI JIOCTYNAa K CaMOJEPKaBHOM BJIACTH, BKJIIOYAs 3aIMCKU U
NUCbMa, B TOM 4YKCJI€ aHOHUMHBIE. TemaTnka mogoOHbIX 0OpalieHui onpeaessiiach
NOHMMAHUEM 3HAYMMOCTH PAa3JIMYHBIX BOIPOCOB TOCYJAPCTBEHHOW  KU3HHU.
O6octpenne B 1840-e rompl mpoOieMbl yOpPaBICHHS 3aMaJHBIMH OKpaWHAMMU
MMIIEPUU TIOJIBUIJIO MPEACTABUTENECH OOIECTBEHHOCTH a/IpeCOBATh UMIIEPATOPY P
IUCEM WU 3alMCOK C OOOCHOBAaHMEM HEOOXOAMMBIX H3MEHEHUH B OKpPaWHHOM
ITOJIMTUKE CaMOJIEPKaBUSL.

Hapsiny ¢ 3TuM, OTCyTCTBHE B CTpaHe MPaKTUKHU 3P(HEKTUBHOTO COTPYAHUYECTBA
HE OTMEHSJIO BHYTPEHHEH TMO3UTHUBHOW pabOThl MO  CaMOOpraHU3allH
OOLIECTBEHHOCTH M BBIPAOOTKE €€ MPEeACTaBUTEISIMU HACWHBIX OCHOBAHUU
BO3MOXKHBIX peopM U MpeIIoKEeHU M0 KOPPEKTUPOBKE OTIECIbHBIX HalpaBICHUM
HAallUOHAJIBHOW TIOJIMTUKHA TIpaBUTENbCTBA. W B HMHCTUTYIIMOHAIBHOM, H B
COJZIEPKATEIIBHOM OTHOIIEHUSAX BO BTOpoM yeTBepTH XIX Beka B cpene pycckoro
00pa30BaHHOI0 00IIECTBA CIOKUINCH BO3MOKHOCTH, a TaK)Ke€ MOSBUIOCH OCO3HAHHE
COOCTBEHHOM FOTOBHOCTH K B3aUMOJICHCTBUIO C MpeAcTaBUTensiMu BiaacTu. Ocoboe
3HaueHue B rojapl napcrBoBaHus Hukonas | npuoOpenu calloHHbIE U KPYKKOBBIE
IPAKTUKU B3aUMOJEHCTBUSA, d(PPEKTUBHOCTh KOTOPBIX OIpPENEIsulach HAJIUYUEM B
psaax poCCUMCKON OIOPOKpATHH IUIESIbl TOCYAAPCTBEHHBIX JIEATENEH, CIIOCOOHBIX U
TOTOBBIX B35Th Ha ce0sf (QyHKUMIO HalaKUBaHUS OOpaTHOM CBSI3U  C

® Camapun FO.®. 1840-1876: Crareu. Bocmommuanms. IlucbMa / COCTaBUTENb
T.A. MenoBuuesa. — Mocksa: Teppa, 1997. — C. 234.
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OOIIECTBEHHOCThIO. Tak BO3HHUKJIA YyHHKalbHas (opMa BIIACTHO-OOIECTBEHHOTO
B3aMMOJEHUCTBUSI — BEJIMKOKHSUKECKME CAJIOHBl UM KpyXKu (Hampumep, Kapenuna—
MunoTHHBIX), AKTUBHO BKJIIOUMBILIMECS B pPa3palOTKy aKTyalbHbIX BOIPOCOB
BHYTPEHHEH MOJUTUKH B LIapcTBOBaHKUE Asekcanpa ll.

(=) ) 7
'ﬁlt,) 'ﬁlt; 'ﬁlt,)

Introduction

The almost thirty-year reign of Emperor Nicholas | represents a very
controversial era in the history of Russia. On the one hand, the government continued
to support the internal political educational trend of the beginning of the century,
taking into consideration the provisions of European theoretical thought in its policy.
This resulted in the spread of theories that were unusual for the system of autocratic
power in Russia. Among them was “the idea of society,” which, according to the
famous French historian and thinker Michel Foucault, became “one of the greatest
discoveries of political thought at the end of the 18" century” in Europe. According
to this idea,

government not only has to deal with a territory, with a domain, and with its
subjects, but that it also has to deal with complex and independent reality that has
its own laws and mechanisms of reaction, its regulations as well as its possibilities
of disturbance.’

A similar situation was observed in the Russian Empire which was included in
the pan-European process of the formation public sphere and the public as its key
element. During the second quarter of the 19" century, the representatives of Russian
educated society discovered themselves in a new capacity as an active subject of the
socio-political process, capable of opposing the government and participating in
choosing the national development strategy on an equal basis with it. On the other
hand, the implementation of this trend was limited by the government policy of
overall state tutelage and administrative pressure, which prevented the representatives
of society from the involvement in the discussion of any issues of national
Importance.

1 M. Foucault, Intellectuals and Power: Selected Political Articles, Speeches and Interviews [in
Russian], pt. 3, transl. B.M. Skuratov, ed. V.P. Bol'shakov (Moscow: Praksis, 2006), 219.
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The above-mentioned features make it possible to consider the problem of
interaction between the authorities and the educated society as one of the most
relevant problems both in Russian and in foreign historiography, although different
periods within the Long Nineteenth Century enjoy unequal attention of researchers.
Historiography has accumulated considerable experience in studying this problem
within the framework of a broader topic related to understanding the processes of
preparation and implementation of Russian reforms.” Most authors agree that the
internal policy of the government of Nicholas I, which assumed a “gradual
improvement” of state life, indicated a refusal of any cooperation with Russian
educated society, which ultimately had led to their mutual alienation by the end of the
reign of Nicholas 1.2 Within the framework of this approach, much less attention is
paid to the study of another component of the Nicholaevan era, namely the
experience and peculiarities of interaction between the government and the public
and the identification of the main forms of communication between them during that
period. In our opinion, this approach does not sufficiently consider the shifts in the
social development of that time. Describing its features, B. Chicherin admitted that in
the second quarter of the 19" century “the intelligent part of the Russian people
viewed the government as their enemy.” At the same time, the educated society in

2 AN. Medushevskii, “The Great Reform and modernization of Russia” [in Russian],
Rossiiskaya istoriya, no. 1 (2011): 3-27; S.V. Udalov, “The ‘Russia and the West” problem through
the eyes of Nicholas | (1826 — the first half of the 1830s) [in Russian], in Nikolas I’s Russia: power
and society: materials of the round table dedicated to the 80™ birthday of I.V. Porokh (Saratov,
April 26-27, 2002), ed. O.Yu. Abakumov (Saratov: Saratovskii universitet, 2004), 288-96;
I.A. Khristoforov, “*‘Liberal paternalism’: the peasant issue before and after 1861 in literature and in
reality” [in Russina], Trudy Instituta rossiiskoi istorii, vol. 10 (2012): 115-30; V.G. Chernukha,
“Alternative program of Russia’s imperial policy in the era of the Great Reforms [in Russian], in
Power, society and reforms in Russia: history, sources, historiography: materials of the All-Russian
scientific conference (St Petersburg, December 6-7, 2006), ed. L.A. Verbitskaya (St Petersburg:
Olearius Press, 2007), 295-302; V.V. Shelokhaev, “Specific features of relations between power
and society in Russia: history and modernity” [in Russian], in Where is Russia going? Power,
society, personality, ed. T.l. Zaslavskaya (Moscow: MVShSEN, 2000), 10-20; W.B. Lincoln, In the
vanguard of reform: Russia's enlightened bureaucrats, 1825-1861 (DeKalb: Northern Illinois
University Press, 1982); S. Monas, The Third Section. Police and society in Russia under Nicholas I
(Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press, 1961).

® B.N. Mironov, Social history of Russia during the period of the empire (18" — early
20™ centuries): Genesis of personality, democratic family, civil society and rule-of-law state [in
Russian], vol. 2 (St Petersburg: Dmitrii Bulanin, 1999), 219-20; M.M. Shevchenko, The end of one
Greatness: Power, education and the printed word in Imperial Russia at the point of Emancipation
Reform [in Russian] (Moscow: Tri kvadrata, 2003), 181-82; S.A. Ekshtut, Everyday life of the
Russian intelligentsia from the era of the Great Reforms to the Silver Age [in Russian] (Moscow:
Molodaya gvardiya, 2012), 56-57; D. Field, “Kavelin and Russian liberalism,” Slavic Review,
vol. 31, no. 1 (1973): 60.
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Russian retained lively thinking and had spiritually matured by the end of the
Nicholaevan reign.* Chicherin’s statement documented the specific character of this
stage in the process of the formation of Russian society, consisting in the fact that
excessive state tutelage increased the need of Russian intellectuals for self-expression
and discussion of the urgent problems of the country’s development. This was caused
mostly by the unresolved and continually postponed *“sore” questions and the
increasing development of sensitive public consciousness. In this regard, the purpose
of this article is to clarify the current state and development trends of the educated
society of Russia in the second quarter of the 19" century, to indicate the level of
claims of its representatives to participate in the discussion of topical issues of state
policy, including the government course in relation to national outskirts. The article
also highlights the channels of power-society interaction that determined the
formation of the future model of the relationship between the government and the
educated society in Russia in the second half of the 19" century.

Main Body

The position of the representatives of Russian society regarding the legitimacy of
their claims to participate in the discussion of significant socio-political issues was
determined by the theoretical ideas of that time about the ideal type of power.
Characterising such ideas, the publicist and historian Prince P. Vyazemsky admitted
in 1833 that “the supreme power should be at the head of all activities and any kind
of development in the country.” However, at the same time, he wondered why it
should “neglect and leave outside of its activities the element giving most fruitful
results, the power of the intellect.”® The validity of his position was later confirmed
by B. Chicherin, who said, “Only that government is strong, which relies on the best
intellectual forces of its people, that is, on its intelligentsia.”® Considering the
peculiarities of this rule manifesting itself in autocratic Russia, he stated that a special
condition to be considered, which provides the monarch with “better guarantees of a
just government,” is the opportunity and the need to hear not only “the opinion of one
occasional adviser minister on the issue under discussion, but also the opinion of
other competent and independent persons.”’

* B.N. Chicherin, Russia on the eve of the 20" century [in Russian] (Berlin: G. Steinitz, 1900),
12, 169.

> Cited in M.l Gillel'son, “Unknown publicistic speeches of P.A. Vyazemskii and
I.V. Kireevskii” [in Russian], Russkaya literatura, no. 4 (1966): 127.

® B.N. Chicherin, “Thoughts on the current situation in Russia” [in Russian], Literatura i zhizn',
accessed April 18, 2021, http://dugward.ru/library/gosipravo/chicherin_miysli_o_sovremennom.
html

” Chicherin, “Thoughts on the current situation in Russia.”
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At the same time, the difficulty in implementing these principles in the Russian
Empire was determined by the state and degree of maturity of the educated society in
the country. The opinions of contemporaries on this issue appear to be very
ambiguous. In a letter to Jeremiah Bentham, a European thinker, dated back to the
beginning of the 19" century, M. Speransky emphasized that among the population of
the Russian Empire “most often one can find obedient susceptibility to the beneficial
actions of the intelligent and reasonable government.”® This situation looked
especially symptomatic against the background of public activity and civic initiative
that was developing at that time in Europe. According to the well-known publicist,
ideologist of the Decembrist movement N. Turgenev,

the lack of publicity that prevails in Russia cannot be imagined in any European
country.’

P. Vyazemsky considered the reasons and factors of such a situation from the
perspective of the representatives of the educated society in Russia. As if agreeing
with Speransky, he declared a little bit later that “our government is strong through
our obedience.” At the same time, he clarified that the government “does nothing to
earn the trust” of society, neglecting “the power of conviction, and the strength of
morality.”!® The situation was aggravated by the attitude towards public initiative in
the highest ruling circles in the 1830s. The representatives of such circles considered
any participation in public discussions a step which did not befit “the dignity of
monarchical rule.”**

The well-known publicist believed the lack of interaction between the
government and the society to be the result of such a policy. For example, this was
illustrated by the fact that during the Polish Uprising of 1831 “our victory was
supported only by the silence of our press.”** Over time, such assessments had
become typical for Russian public opinion. Summarizing them in 1880, the author of
an internal review in the liberal Vestnik Evropy’ [Bulletin of Europe] argued that,
starting with Peter the Great,

any transformations in the Russian state and in its social system took place in the
midst of silence and — at least apparent — indifference of the society. The society did

® Cited in A.N. Pypin, “Russian relations of Bentham” [in Russian], Vestnik Evropy, no. 4
(1869): 734.

% N.1. Turgenev, Russia and Russians [in Russian] (Moscow: OGI, 2001), 439.

19 Cited in Gillel'son, “Unknown publicistic speeches,” 128.

1v/.V. Stasov, “Censorship during the reign of Emperor Nicholas I” [in Russian], Russkaya
starina, vol. 113, no. 2 (1903): 306.

12 Stasov, “Censorship during the reign of Emperor Nicholas 1,” 326.
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not express its opinion either about the road to be taken or about what had already
been done in the chosen direction.*®

It must be admitted that representatives of the Russian educated society were
aware of this problem and offered various options for its solution. Let us note the fact
that they assigned a significant role to the policy of the government. According to
P. Vyazemsky, under the prevailing conditions, it was the government that should

influence public opinion, take part in daily disputes, stand up for itself when it is
being accused, defend its own rights when these rights are violated, unite minds
around its banner, lead public opinion, this secret rival, all the more hostile, the less
well-informed it is.**

At the same time, he claimed that the government’s attempt to give public
opinion a “defensive and protective direction” would lead to negative consequences
and put the government at a disadvantage in the eyes of the society, where “the work
of thought” was growing stronger and stronger.”

The intensification of the intellectual activity of the educated part of Russian
society which was noted by contemporaries saturated the public sphere in Russia with
significant transformative ideas and oriented the public towards communication with
the supreme power in order to correct various aspects of state policy. It should be
noted that the practice of attracting educated people by the authorities as consultants
on various topical issues of the country’s social and political development was not
completely unusual for Russia. It is typical to associate it with the era of Catherine II,
but it became most widely spread in the 19" century. The activism of Russian
intellectuals was explained, on the one hand, by the reformist course of Alexander I,
and on the other hand, by the growth in the number of educated young people who
sought to apply the knowledge acquired in European universities to Russian reality.
First of all, let us note the role of N. Karamzin. Yu. Pivovarov referred to him as the
first Russian writer who “assumed” the right to preach to the authorities and society
and even claimed the role of “adviser to the tsars.”*°

This example of the famous historiographer is not the only one in the history of
Russian social thought at the beginning of the 19" century. This tendency further
continued in the second quarter of the century, which was expressed in numerous
appeals addressed to the sovereign, both in the form of personal messages and letters

3 “Internal review” [in Russian], Vestnik Evropy, no. 3 (1880): 400.

14 Cited in Gillel'son, “Unknown publicistic speeches,” 125.

15 Cited in Gillel'son, “Unknown publicistic speeches,” 127.

1% yu.S. Pivovarov, Essays on the history of Russian socio-political thought in the 19" — first
third of the 20™ centuries [in Russian] (Moscow: INION RAN, 1997), 32.
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deposited in the funds of the imperial chancellery, and in the practice of open letters.
At the same time, despite the growing desire of the Russian authorities to restrict the
“work of thought,” the main forms of interaction between the authorities and the
educated society were outlined. Based on them, members of the public were able to
communicate to the authorities their vision of possible ways of solving pressing
socio-political problems. Under the conditions of actual prohibition to discuss the
Issues of state policy in the press in compliance with the Censorship Charter of 1828,
the practice of personal appeals to the emperor through letters and notes was further
developed. A special place in this series is occupied by the letters of the Decembrists
to Nicholas I, containing an exposing description of all the existing “disorders” of
Russian life. Their authors pointed to “a complete lack of law and fairness in legal
proceedings,” burdensome taxes, “condensed education,” “strangled freedom,” and
also many of the country’s financial and economic problems.'” These letters set forth
a formula that was later used by public figures of the era of the Great Reforms: in
times of a crisis, “the duty of a loyal subject is to tell the Monarch the truth without
any embellishment” and, leaving aside empty eloquent phrases, to be guided only by
the truth.*®

Anonymous letters and notes, the value of which is determined by the opportunity
to speak openly about the country’s topical problems, form a significant collection of
appeals to the supreme power. One of them, written to Nicholas | in 1848 apparently
by a minor official who received a small salary, contains an appeal from a
representative of the Russian public society who was not indifferent to the plight of
the people.™® He was worried about the widespread poverty. Among possible reasons,
the appeal names “frequent trips abroad of persons of the imperial court, and
especially the empress, which are enriching foreigners.”® It is curious that seven

7 «Letters of Peter Grigorievich Kakhovskii to Emperor Nikolas I Pavlovich and Adjutant
General Levashev” [in Russian], in A.K. Borozdin, ed., From letters and testimony of the
Decembrists: criticism of the current state of Russia and plans for the future system (St Petersburg:
Izdatel'stvo M.P. Pirozhkova, 1906), 25.

18 «| etter of Alexander Alexandrovich Bestuzhev to Emperor Nikolas | Pavlovich from the
Peter and Paul Fortress” [in Russian], in A.K. Borozdin, ed., From letters and testimony of the
Decembrists: criticism of the current state of Russia and plans for the future system (St Petersburg:
Izdatel'stvo M.P. Pirozhkova, 1906), 35; “Letters of Peter Grigorievich Kakhovskii to Emperor
Nikolas I Pavlovich and Adjutant General Levashev,” 19.

19 «“Anonimnoe pismo na imya tsarya i Adlerberga o bezzakonii, tsaryashchem v Rossii,
nishchete, predstoyashchei krest'yanskoi reforme i o zagovore protiv tsarya” [Anonymous letter
addressed to the Tsar and Adlerberg about the lawlessness dominating in Russia, poverty, the
impending peasant reform and about the conspiracy against the Tsar]. F. 109, op. 3a, d. 69, I. 1.
Gosudarstvennyi Arkhiv Rossiiskoi Federatsii [State Archive of the Russian Federation] (GARF),
Moscow, Russia.

%% Ibid., I. 8 ob.
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years later the same topic was mentioned again by Alexander Herzen, whose article
was included in the summary of informer reports.?* Thus, an anonymous letter from
an unknown official identified the nationwide problem of widespread poverty,
although it proposed a clearly non-working algorithm for resolving it, which could
hardly interest Nicholas I.

At the same time, public aspirations were not always ignored by the monarch.
One of the few instances of productive interaction between the government and the
public in the second quarter of the 19" century, in our opinion, is the discussion of
the status and methods of management of the newly acquired territories of the
Empire’s national outskirts. Representatives of the authorities and the educated public
expressed different views on this problem. Moreover, among the correspondents
there were people who differed in the degree of involvement in the formation of
politics and often defended opposite opinions. For example, Nicholas | found it
necessary to ask for possible clarifications on the situation in the Ostsee governorates
both the Minister of Public Education Sergei Uvarov and the academician Georg
Friedrich Parrot, former Rector of the University of Dorpat. In the minister’s report, it
was proposed to spread the Russian language along with the German language both
in educational and in administrative institutions. The academician, however, actively
defended the need to preserve special order in the Ostsee region, pointing out that
“the degree of development of the Baltic governorates is higher than in the rest of
Russia.”? An important trait in the characteristic of the authorities was the fact that
Nicholas | put “I agree” resolution on the Uvarov’s report and Parrot received a letter
of gratitude from the chief of gendarmes.*®

Another interesting fact to be noted in this regard is the gradual expansion of the
circle of volunteer assistants to the authorities during the reign of Nicholas I. Letters
and notes addressed to the emperor were drawn up by governors and government
officials, individuals and writers. For instance, Yu. Samarin, an official of the
Ministry of Internal Affairs who later became a well-known publicist, wrote about the
situation in the Ostsee governorates. Prominent people of both capitals got acquainted
with his “Letters from Riga’ dated 1848 and containing, according to Baron Nolde, “a

2L «pAugust travelers” [in Russian], in Kolokol, Newspaper of A.l. Herzen and N.P. Ogarev:
Vol'naya Russkaya Tipografiya. 1857-1867. London—Geneva, is. 1, facsimile edition (Moscow: AN
SSSR, 1962), 8-9; “Svodki agenturnykh donesenii o populyarnosti i rasprostranenii sochinenii
Gertsena A.L.” [Summaries of informer reports on the popularity and distribution of A.l. Herzen’s
works]. F. 109, op. 1, d. 85, |. 6. GARF.

%2 Cited in M. Mardar'ev, “Letters and notes of Georg Friedrich Parrot to the emperors
Alexander | and Nicholas I” [in Russian], Russkaya starina, vol. 83, no. 4 (1895): 217.

23 Mardar'ev, “Letters and notes of Georg Friedrich Parrot,” 219.
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passionate criticism of Russian policy in the Ostsee region.”®* Nicholas | himself
responded to Samarin’s position, accusing the publicist of the intention to turn
Germans into Russians “by coercion, by force” and of setting “the public opinion
against the government.” The Tsar regarded this as a preparation for a repetition of
the events of December 14, 1825.° Such assessment of the situation seems to us
noteworthy only because the Russification proposals of Yu. Samarin coincided with
the opinion of the general public.

The contents of one of the notes dated 1842 and signed by the prosecutor of the
Senate K. Kutuzov are also a convincing piece of evidence of this.”® We could not
find his name in the list of employees of this institution, which, in our opinion, does
not diminish the significance of the proposals he made, since their author seems to be
a knowledgeable and very active person. This can be deduced from the author’s
mention of the fact that he had previously written notes on the problems of managing
the western outskirts. According to him, the notes were noticed by the Tsar and
partially reflected in the decisions of the government. By his own admission, in 1841
the prosecutor “raised his voice in defence of the Russians” in Riga, as a result of
which they were allowed to be accepted “into local citizenship.”?" The program of
action in Kutuzov’s note justified the need to pursue a course towards Russification
of the western outskirts of the Russian Empire. It was proposed “to introduce general
principles of state administration in the governorates and regions which belonged to
Russia but were alien to Russian spirit and nationality” and to entrust higher
administration of the outskirts “exclusively to Russians.”?®

In general, the projects for changing the policy in relation to the national
outskirts, presented on behalf of the society, demonstrated more determination to
implement the Russification course than the government of Nicholas I did. However,
what merits attention here is the fact that the authors did not indicate the exact dates
and did not demand the promptest implementation of this course. In particular,
K. Kutuzov postponed the implementation of his program until the time when Russia
“became more educated than the peoples it conquered.”?® Other members of the

24 B.E. Nol'de, Yuri Samarin and his time (Paris: Soc. anonyme impr. de Navarre, 1926), 44—
45,

2% Nol'de, Yurii Samarin and his time, 48.

% «7apiska o neobkhodimosti vvesti vo vsekh guberniyakh i oblastyakh imperii russkie
organicheskie zakony” [Note on the need to introduce Russian organic laws in all governorates and
regions of the empire]. F. 1101, op. 1, d. 66. Rossiiskii gosudarstvennyi istoricheskii arkhiv
[Russian State Historical Archive] (RGIA), St Petersburg, Russia.

?7 Ibid., 1. 32 ob.

%8 «Zapiska o neobkhodimosti vvesti vo vsekh guberniyakh i oblastyakh imperii russkie
organicheskie zakony” [Note on the need to introduce Russian organic laws in all governorates and
regions of the empire]. F. 1101, op. 1, d. 66, |. 32. RGIA.

% Ibid., 1. 42-42 ob.
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public shared the pessimism of the author of one of the first projects for transforming
the policy towards the outskirts of the Russian Empire. In a letter to Alexander Il a
quarter of a century later, Yu. Samarin noted that the Russian government “had
wanted and still wanted the laws it issued to have the same binding force in the Baltic
region as in other areas of the empire.” At the same time, the author admitted that
these desires were fulfilled only partially despite the fact that by that time the vector
of government policy had been inclined towards the most radical measures aimed at
integrating the western outskirts into the territory of the empire.*

Another significant factor which influenced the interaction between the
authorities and the society in the second quarter of the 19" century was the rapid
development and expansion of the public sphere in Russia. Under these conditions,
P. Vyazemsky summarized the desire of the representatives of the society to
participate in the discussion of the country’s problems and their willingness to
cooperate with the authorities. He called upon the ruling bureaucracy to listen to
public opinion because “in the crowd of the capital’s drawing rooms, in the crowd of
provincial noble congresses. . . there were tribunes and there were oppositional verbal
magazines.”® It is most likely that in this case he meant numerous platforms for
“lively discussions” held in the semi-private space of literary and philosophical
circles, societies, salons, and in the wide intellectual space of public lectures at
universities, at gala dinners, anniversaries, and charitable public readings. With all
the variety of forms uniting the country’s intellectual forces, literary circles and
salons enjoyed an unconditional priority. This situation was explained by a number of
reasons. The main reason was the prevalence of this form of social action in the
practice of European countries in modern times, when, according to Jurgen
Habermas, they acted as an important institution of public communication and as
centres of relatively free and critical discussions.*

Similar assessment of literary circles and salons can be found in Russian social
thought. Summarizing their significance, a contemporary of the Nicholaevan era
K. Kavelin, stated that in them, “all our subsequent intellectual development was
born and matured. . .”* A similar opinion was expressed by A. Koshelev. He noted
the growing influence of social structures on the example of the activities of the
Slavophile circle “not only in literary but also in public, even in political life of

%0 yu.F. Samarin, “Most humble letter to Emperor Alexander Il Nikolaevich” [in Russian], in
Yu.F. Samarin, Orthodoxy and populism, ed. O. Platonov (Moscow: Institut russkoi tsivilizatsii,
2008), 662.

31 Cited in Gillel'son, “Unknown publicistic speeches,” 128.

%2 J. Habermas, The structural transformation of the public sphere: an inquiry into a category
of bourgeois society, transl. Th. Burger and F. Lawrence (Cambridge: Polity Press, 1989), 24.

% K.D. Kavelin, “T.N. Granovskii” [in Russian], in K.D. Kavelin, Collected works, vol. 3
(St Petersburg: Tipografiya M.M. Stasyulevicha, 1899), col. 1076.
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Russia.”** These judgments were formulated in a later period whereas at the
beginning of the 19" century the circles of representatives of the educated public in
Russia were assessed as some kind of “oases” in the general mass of the Russian
people. “The best intellectual and cultural forces were concentrated” in them and
“graceful, deeply enlightened and moral personalities” were developed.® According
to K. Kavelin, due to their composition, Russian circles and salons of that time
“would take an honourable place and play a prominent role in any European
society.”® However, the scholar made a rather pessimistic conclusion that those
people, “remarkable in all respects, had little to do with social life” at the beginning
of the century because “they mingled only among themselves and took no direct
action and had no direct influence on anything that was outside of their small
circle.”® The scholar stated that despite all the factors mentioned above, the credit for
the successes of Russia during the 19" century should be given to these people, as
they acted as “the advocates of free institutions”*® and dreamed of emancipating the
serfs and carrying out reforms in the educational, financial, and administrative
spheres. Explaining such an obvious contradiction in his assessment, Kavelin, who
was an active participant in the literary salon of A. Elagina, noted that during the
reign of Nicholas |

the Russian thought was born, brought up, matured, and developed in literary circles
and salons; the upcoming Russian generations were prepared for literary and
scientific activity there.*

The increase in the importance of such associations was also connected with
censorship. Despite their progressive growth due to an increase of educated people
(in the 1850s, there were about 20 thousand people with higher education in
Russia),* both publishing business and journalism were limited in their activities by
a prohibition to discuss a wide range of issues related not only to government and
administrative activities but also to various spheres of public life. The process of self-
knowledge of the Russian public went on with constant appeals to the Western
European experience of state and social construction and to the values of Western

% A.l. Koshelev, “Sketches” [in Russian], in I.I. Podol'skaya, comp., Russian memoirs.
Selected pages (1826-1856) (Moscow: Pravda, 1990), 138.

% K.D. Kavelin, “Avdot'ya Petrovna Elagina” [in Russian], in K.D. Kavelin, Collected works,
vol. 3 (St Petersburg: Tipografiya M.M. Stasyulevicha, 1899), col. 1129.

% K.D. Kavelin, “Avdot'ya Petrovna Elagina”, col. 1129.

7 K.D. Kavelin, “Avdot'ya Petrovna Elagina”, col. 1129.

% K.D. Kavelin, “Avdot'ya Petrovna Elagina”, col. 1129.

% K.D. Kavelin, “Avdot'ya Petrovna Elagina”, col. 1115.

%9 Eckshtut, Everyday life of the Russian intelligentsia, 64.
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civilization, which acquired either positive or negative connotations in the public
environment. From self-knowledge, Russian society moved on to realizing itself as an
active subject, possessing not only certain opportunities but also the right to influence
the development and adoption of important political decisions.

The achievement of this goal was facilitated by the fact that the Nicholaevan era
became the time for the emergence of highly professional bureaucratic personnel who
had sufficient knowledge and experience to carry out fundamental transformations in
the state. The bureaucrats of the new type were ready to solve numerous internal
problems of Russia in cooperation with progressive public figures.** They were
united by their rejection of serfdom and by their desire to assist the monarchy in the
process of reforming the country. According to B. Chicherin, although they were a
minority, they were still a “significant and enlightened” minority.” These “new
people” — major statesmen of the middle and the second half of the 19" century, such
as D. Milyutin and N. Milyutin, A. Golovnin, M. von Reutern, V. Tatarinov,
S. Zarudnyi and others, who prepared and implemented many reform projects of the
1860s — gained practical experience and the necessary theoretical knowledge in state
Institutions of the Nicholaevan era: Ministry of State Property, Ministry of Internal
Affairs, Ministry of Justice, Naval Ministry and in the Second Section of His Imperial
Majesty’s Own Chancellery.

Consolidation of the liberal part of the bureaucracy and members of the public on
the basis of common views and common practical work took place, among other
things, within the framework of the activities of the Russian Geographical Society,
established in 1845 under the chairmanship of Grand Duke Konstantin Nikolayevich
of Russia, and the “intimate circle” of the Milyutin brothers adjoining it.** In the late
1840s, the members of the circle established ties with the salon held by Grand
Duchess Elena Pavlovna, who gathered around herself representatives of the
bureaucracy and the public distinguished by liberal views. In the early 1850s, the
political significance of the salon of Grand Duchess Elena Pavlovna increased

1 M.D. Karpachev, “Liberal tendencies of the Russian bureaucracy of the post-reform time” [in
Russian], Vestnik NVGU, no. 1 (2008): 41-50; C. Richardson, “Konstantin Kavelin and the struggle
for emancipation: A case study of the westerners’ role in the foundation of civil society in imperial
Russia” (Pittsburgh: Center for Russian and East European studies, University of Pittsburgh, 2010).

%2 Chicherin, Russia on the eve of the 20" century, 12.

* D.A. Milyutin, Memoirs of Field Marshal Count Dmitrii Alekseevich Milyutin, 1843-1856
[in Russian], ed. L.G. Zakharova (Moscow: Rossiiskii arkhiv, 2000), 136-37; P.P. Semenov-Tyan-
Shanskii, The era of peasant emancipation in Russia (1857-1861) in the memoirs of P.P. Semenov-
Tyan-Shansky [in Russian], vol. 1 (St Petersburg: Tipografiya Ministerstva putei soobshcheniya,
1911), 13.
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significantly.* During the first years of the reign of Alexander II, this salon gradually
became the centre of discussion and preparation of important political decisions,
development of opinions and influence on the mood in high spheres. Many members
of the public noted the special role which the Grand Duchess’ salon played in the
political life of the country and in establishing interaction between power and society.
After receiving the news of Grand Duchess’s demise, Yu. Samarin summed up the
common opinion of that period in a letter to A. Smirnova:

with her death, the government lost an irreplaceable organ, the only organ, a kind of
a probe, by means of which it came into contact with the thinking part of Russian
society.®

Conclusion

The era of the reign of Nicholas I is one of the most difficult periods in the
relationship between the government and the public. It is marked by the strengthening
of bureaucratic regulation of all aspects of state life. Along with this, the authorities
failed to establish two-way communication channels with the developing educated
society. The only channel for informing the authorities was the Third Section of His
Imperial Majesty’s Own Chancellery, which broadcast public sentiments, individual
conversations, and rumours, which, from the point of view of the autocratic
government, were unreliable. The representatives of Russian society, who sought to
use any alternative channels of access to autocratic power, including notes and signed
and anonymous letters, assessed the situation somewhat differently. The topics of
their appeals were determined by the understanding of significance of various issues
of state life. The aggravation of the problem of managing the western outskirts of the
empire in the 1840s prompted members of the public to send a number of letters and
notes to the Emperor in order to justify the necessary changes in the border policy of
the imperial autocracy.

Along with this, the lack of effective cooperation in the country did not cancel the
internal positive work on self-organization of the public. Representatives of the
society were developing ideological foundations of possible reforms and proposals
for adjusting certain lines of the national policy of the government. In the second
quarter of the 19" century, the Russian educated society had certain institutional and
functional opportunities and was aware of its readiness to interact with the
representatives of public authority. Salon and circle practices of interaction were of

* S.A. Bakhrushin, “Grand Duchess Elena Pavlovna of Russia” [in Russian], in Emancipation
of the peasants: leaders of the reform: collection of articles (Moscow: Nauchnoe slovo, 1911), 137.

* Yu.F. Samarin, 1840-1876: Articles. Memories. Letters [in Russian], comp.
T.A. Medovicheva (Moscow: Terra, 1997), 234.
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particular importance during the reign of Nicholas I. Their effectiveness was
determined by the presence in the Russian bureaucracy of a number of statesmen who
were capable of and ready to assume the function of receiving feedback from the
Russian public. This is how a unique form of interaction between the government and
the public arose — the grand-ducal salons and circles (for example, Kavelin’s and the
Milyutins’ circles), which were actively involved in the development of topical issues
of Russian national policy during the reign of Alexander I1.

Cnucok JuTeparypbl

Asrycreiimue nyremectBeHHUKH // Komokomn. I'azera A.W. I'epiiena u H.I1. Orapesa: BonpHas
pycckast tumnorpadus. 1857-1867. Jlonmon—XKeneBa: B 11 Beim. Bem. 1 / mnpeaucnoBue
M.B. Heukunoii u E.JI. Pynnunkoii. — Mocksa: AH CCCP, 1962. — ®akcumunsHoe uzz. — C. 8-9.

baxpyuun C.A. Benukas xusruas Enena [laBnoaa // OcBOOOXKIEHUE KPECTBSIH: JEATENN
pedopMel: cOopHUK craTeil. — Mocksa: Hayunoe croso, 1911. — C. 115-172.

Buytpennee o6o3penue // Bectauk EBpormbr. — 1880. — Ne 3. — C. 400-419.

Tunnenvcon M.HM. HewusBectHele mnyOnuuuctuueckue BoicTyruieHus I[1LA. Bszemckoro u
N.B. Kupeerckoro // Pycckas nuteparypa. — 1966. — Ne 4. — C. 120-134.

Enenee @.I1. OuHISHACKUI COBPEMEHHBIM BOIPOC TIO PYCCKUM U (DHHIISTHICKAM UCTOYHUKAM. —
Cankr-IletepOypr: Tunorpadus Topapumecta «O0miecTBEeHHAs MOIb3a», 1891. — 225 c.

Kasenun K.JI. Asnotbs Ilerposra Enaruna // Kasenmun K.J[. Cobpanue counnenwmii: B 4 1. T. 3. —
Cankr-IletepOypr: Tunorpadus M.M. CractoneBuua, 1899. — Ctn6. 1115-1132.

Kasenun K.J[. T.H. I'panosckuii // KaBenun K.J[. CoOpanue counnenuii: B 4 1. T. 3. — CaHKT-
[TerepOypr: Tunorpadus M.M. Cracronesuya, 1899. — Ctn6. 1075-1080.

Kapawsun H.M. Muenue pycckoro rpaxnaanusa [IIucemo Anexcanapy I mo mosoay mpoekra
Boccranosienus [lonbmu] // Kapam3un H.M. O npesneii u HoBo#l Poccun. M36pannas mpo3a u
nyoumucTuka. — Mocksa: XKu3ub u Mbiciib, 2002. — C. 436-438.

Kapamszun H.M. Hosoe npubasnenue // Kapamszun H.M. U3Gpannbie Tpynel. — Mocksa:
POCCIIZH, 2010. - C. 368-3609.

Kapnaues M.J[. JInbepanbHble BesHUS PYCCKOM OrOpOKpaTHH TOpe(OpMEHHOrO BpeMeHHU //
Bectnuk HBI'Y. — 2008. — Ne 1. - C. 41-50.

Kowenes A.M. 3Bamucku // Pycckue wmemyapsl. M30pannbie crpanunsl (1826-1856) /
cocraButenb M.U. Tlogonbckas. — Mocksa: [Ipasaa, 1990. — C. 127-147.

Mapoapves M. Tlucema u 3anmcku ['eopra @punpuxa [lappota k umneparopam Anexcanapy [
u Huxonato 1 // Pycckas crapuna. — 1895. — T. 83. — Ne 4. — C. 191-219.

Meoywesckuti A.H. Benukas pepopma u monepHusanusi Poccuum // Poccuiickast ucropus. —
2011. - Ne 1. - C. 3-27.

Muntomun  J[.A. BocnomuHanus reHepan-genpamapiuana rpada JImutpus AjexkceeBuya
Mumtotuna, 1843—-1856 / mon penakuueit JL.I'. 3axapooii. — MockBa: Poccuiickuii apxus, 2000. —
525 c.

Muponoe b.H. CoumanbHas ucropust Poccun nepuona mmnepun (XVIII — navano XX B.):
['ene3nc TMYHOCTH, JEMOKPATUYECKON CEMbH, IPaXkIaHCKOTO 00IIecTBa U MPABOBOTO rOCYIapCTBa:
B2 1. T. 2. — Cankt-IlerepOypr: Amutpuit bynanun, 1999. — 566 c.

Historia Provinciae — the Journal of Regional History. 2021. Vol.5, no. 3
ISSN 2587-8344 (online) 683



Narezhnyi, A., Zav'yalova, O. Power and society in the second quarter of the 19t century:

Research Specific features of interaction

Honvoe 5.3. FOpuii Camapun u ero Bpems. — Paris: Societe Anonyme imprimerie de Navarre,
1926. — 245 c.

Iusosapos FO.C. O4epku HCTOPUU PYCCKOH OOIIECTBEHHO-TIOJUTHYECKOW MbIciu XIX —
nepBoii Tpetn XX crosnetud. — Mocksa: UHUOH PAH, 1997. - 316 c.

ITucema Ilerpa I'puropreBrua KaxoBckoro k ummneparopy Hukonaro [TaBinoBuuy u renepai-
anwptotanty JleBameBy // I3 nmucem u nokasaHuil 1ekaOpUCTOB: KPUTHKA COBPEMEHHOTO COCTOSHUS
Poccun m muransl Oynymiero ycrporicta / mona penakmueit A.K. boposnuna. — Cankr-IlerepOypr:
WznarensctBo M.IL. [Tupoxkosa, 1906. — C. 1-32.

[IuceMo Aunekcannpa AnexcangpoBuya bectyxeBa k umneparopy Hukonaro IlaBnoBuuy u3
[TerponaBioBckoii kpenoctu // V3 muceM W MOKa3aHWA JEeKaOpPHUCTOB: KPUTHKA COBPEMEHHOTO
cocrostHus Poccun u tuanel Oyaymiero yerpoiictsa / moj penakuueir A.K. bopo3auna. — CaHKT-
[TerepOypr: M3narenscTtBo M.IL. ITupoxkosa, 1906. — C. 35-44.

ITvinun A.H. Pycckue otHomienus: benrama // Bectauk EBpomnsl. — 1869. — Ne 4. — C. 730-788.

Camapun  FO.@. 1840-1876: Crateu. Bocnomunanus. Ilucema /  cocraBHTENh
T.A. MenosuueBa. — Mocksa: Teppa, 1997. — 2804 c.

Camapun FO.®@. Bcenomnanueiniee muchbMo K uMIiepatopy Aunekcanapy Hwukomaesuuy //
Camapun 1O.®. IIpaBocnaBue u HapOIHOCTH / OTBETCTBEeHHBIN penaktop O. [lmaronoB. — MockBsa:
HNucturyT pycckoit nummzaiuu, 2008. — C. 659-674.

Cemenos-Tan-Illancxui I1.11. Dnoxa ocBoboxaeHus: kpectbsiH B Poccun (1857-1861 rr.) B
BocriomuHanusx IL.I1. CemenoBa-Tsu-Illanckoro: B 2 1. T. 1. — Cankr-IletepOypr: Tunorpadus
MunucrepcTBa nyret cooduienus, 1911. — 440 c.

Cmacos B.B. llen3ypa B napcrBoBanue umneparopa Hukomnas 1 // Pycckas crapuna. — 1903. -
T. 113. - Ne 2. - C. 305-328.

Typeenes HH. Poccus n pycckue. — Mocksa: OI'H, 2001. — 743 c.

Yoanos C.B. Tlpobnema «Poccust u 3aman» rmazamu Hukomas [ (1826 — mepBast moioBuHa
1830-x rr.) // HuxonaeBckas Poccusi BracTb M OOIIECTBO: MaTepuaibl KpPYyIJoro cCroia,
nocBsmieHHoro 80-neruto co aus poxkaecnus WM.B. ITopoxa (Caparos, 2627 ampens 2002 r.) /
orBeTcTBeHHBbIN penaktop O.FO. AbGakymoB. — CaparoB: CaparoBckuii yHusepcurter, 2004. —
C. 288-296.

@yko M. VHTemnekTyanbl M BIAcTh: M30paHHbIE MOJUTHYECKHE CTaTbH, BBICTYIUICHUS U
uHTepBbio: B 3 4. U. 3 / mepeBoa ¢ ¢panmysckoro b.M. CkypatoBa. — Mocksa: [Ipakcuc, 2006.
320 c.

Xpucmoghopos U.A. «JIubepanbHBIA TAaTEPHAIU3MY: KPECThIHCKUI BOIIPOC 10 U mocie 1861 1.
B JuTeparype M B neictBurenbHocTH // Tpynbl MHctutyTta poccuiickoir uctopuu. — 2012, —
Bem. 10. — C. 115-130.

Yepuyxa B.I. AnpTepHaTHBHas Iporpamma uUMIEpckod moiauTuku Poccum snoxu Bemmknx

pedopm // Bmacte, obmectBo u pedopmbl B Poccum: mcTopusi, UCTOUHUKU, HUCTOPHOTpA(USL:
marepuansl Beepoccuiickoit HayuHoi koHdepeniuu (Cankr-IlerepOypr, 6—7 nexadps 2006 r.) /
nox penakmueii JI.A. Bepoumnkoii. — Cankt-ITerepOypr: Oneapuyc Ipece, 2007. — C. 295-302.
Yuuepun bB.H. Mpicin o coBpeMeHHOM mojiokeHnn Poccuu // Jluteparypa u xu3Hb. — URL:
http://dugward.ru/library/gosipravo/chicherin_miysli_o_sovremennom.html (mara oOpamenus:

18.04.2021).
Yuuepun b.H. Poccust HakanyHe aBaanartoro cronetus. — bepaun: I'. llTeitnui, 1900. — 180 c.

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History. 2021. Vol. 5, no. 3
684 ISSN 2587-8344 (online)


http://dugward.ru/library/gosipravo/chicherin_miysli_o_sovremennom.html

Narezhnyi, A., Zav'yalova, O. Power and society in the second quarter of the 19™ century:
Specific features of interaction Research

leguenko M.M. Koueny omnoro Benuuwms: Bnacts, oOpa3zoBaHue W I€4aTHOE CJOBO B
Nwmmeparopckoit Poccuu Ha mopore OcBoboautenbHbXx pedopM. — Mocksa: Tpu kBampara, 2003. —
256 c.

Illenoxaeé¢ B.B. OcoOeHHOCTH OTHOIIEHWW BiacTh W obmectBa B Poccum: wucropus u
copemenHocth // Kyma wumer Poccus? Bmactb, o0IIecTBO, JUYHOCTH / TOJ peAaKIUeH
T.U. 3acnasckoi. — Mocksa: MBIIIC3H, 2000. — C. 10-20.

Oxwmym C.A. TloBceqHEeBHAS KU3Hb PYCCKOW MHTEJUIMTCHIIMM OT A10XU Benmkux pedopm 1o
Cepebpsinoro Beka. — Mocksa: Monoaas reapaus, 2012. — 428 c.

Field D. Kavelin and Russian liberalism // Slavic Review. — 1973. — Vol. 32. — No. 1. — P. 59—
78.

Habermas J. The structural transformation of the public sphere: an inquiry into a category of
bourgeois society / translated by Th. Burger and F. Lawrence. — Cambridge: Polity Press, 1989. —
301 p.

Lincoln W.B. In the vanguard of reform: Russia's enlightened bureaucrats 1825-1861. —
DeKalb: Northern Illinois University Press, 1982. — 297 p.

Monas S. The Third Section. Police and society in Russia under Nicholas I. — Cambridge,
Mass.: Harvard University Press, 1961. — 354 p.

Richardson C. Konstantin Kavelin and the struggle for emancipation: A case study of the
westerners' role in the foundation of civil society in imperial Russia. — Pittsburgh: Center for
Russian and East European studies, University of Pittsburgh, 2010. — 53 p.

References

“Avgusteishie puteshestvenniki” [August travelers]. In Kolokol. Gazeta A.l. Gertsena i
N.P. Ogareva: Vol'naya russkaya tipografiya. 1857-1867. London—Zheneva [Kolokol, Newspaper
of A.l. Herzen and N.P. Ogarev: Volnaya Russkaya Tipografiya. 1857-1867. London—Geneva],
11iss., is. 1, foreword by M.V. Nechkina and E.L. Rudnitskaya, facsimile edition, 8-9. Moscow:
AN SSSR, 1962. (In Russian)

Bakhrushin, S.A. “Velikaya knyaginya Elena Pavlovna” [Grand Duchess Elena Pavlovna of
Russia]. In Osvobozhdenie krest'yan: deyateli reformy: sbornik statei [Emancipation of the
peasants: leaders of the reform: collection of articles], 115-72. Moscow: Nauchnoe slovo, 1911. (In
Russian)

Chernukha, V.G. “Al'ternativnaya programma imperskoi politiki Rossii epokhi Velikikh
reform” [Alternative program of Russia’s imperial policy in the era of the Great Reforms]. In Vlast',
obshchestvo 1 reformy v Rossii: istoriya, istochniki, istoriografiya: materialy Vserossiiskoi
nauchnoi konferentsii (Sankt-Peterburg, 6—7 dekabrya 2006 g.) [Power, society and reforms in
Russia: history, sources, historiography: materials of the All-Russian scientific conference
(St Petersburg, December 6-7, 2006)], edited by L.A. Verbitskaya, 295-302. St Petersburg:
Olearius Press, 2007. (In Russian)

Chicherin, B.N. “Mysli o sovremennom polozhenii Rossii” [Thoughts on the current situation
in Russia]. Literatura i zhizn' [Literature and life]. Accessed April 18, 2021.
http://dugward.ru/library/gosipravo/chicherin_miysli_o_sovremennom.html (In Russian)

Chicherin, B.N. Rossiya nakanune dvadtsatogo stoletiya [Russia on the eve of the 20" century].
Berlin: G. Steinitz, 1900. (In Russian)

Historia Provinciae — the Journal of Regional History. 2021. Vol.5, no. 3
ISSN 2587-8344 (online) 685



Narezhnyi, A., Zav'yalova, O. Power and society in the second quarter of the 19t century:

Research Specific features of interaction

Ekshtut, S.A. Povsednevnaya zhizn' russkoi intelligentsii ot epokhi Velikikh reform do
Serebryanogo veka [Everyday life of the Russian intelligentsia from the era of the Great Reforms to
the Silver Age]. Moscow: Molodaya gvardiya, 2012. (In Russian)

Elenev, F.P. “Finlyandskii sovremennyi vopros po russkim i finlyandskim istochnikam”
[Finnish modern question of Russian and Finnish sources]. — St Petersburg: Tipografiya
tovarishchestva “Obshchestvennaya pol'za”, 1891. (In Russian)

Field, D. “Kavelin and Russian liberalism.” Slavic Review, vol. 32, no. 1 (1973): 59-78.

Fuko, M. Intellektualy i vlast': izbrannye politicheskie stat'i, vystupleniya i interv'yu
[Intellectuals and power: selected political articles, speeches and interviews], 3 parts. Part 3,
translated by B.M. Skuratov, edited by V.P. Bol'shakov. Moscow: Praksis, 2006. (in Russian)

Gillel'son, M.l.  “Neizvestnye publitsisticheskie vystupleniya P.A. Vyazemskogo i
I.V. Kireevskogo” [Unknown publicistic speeches of P.A. Vyazemskii and 1.V. Kireevskii].
Russkaya literatura, no. 4 (1966): 120-34. (In Russian)

Habermas, J. The structural transformation of the public sphere: an inquiry into a category of
bourgeois society, translated by Th. Burger and F. Lawrence. Cambridge: Polity Press, 1989.

Karamzin, N.M. “Mnenie russkogo grazhdanina [Pis'mo Aleksandru | po povodu proekta
vosstanovleniya Pol'shi]” [Opinion of a Russian citizen [Letter to Alexander | on the project of the
restoration of Poland]]. In N.M. Karamzin, O drevnei i novoi Rossii. Izbrannaya proza i
publitsistika [About old and new Russia. Selected prose and political essays], 436—38. Moscow:
Zhizn' i mysl', 2002. (In Russian)

Karamzin, N.M. “Novoe pribavlenie” [New addition]. In N.M. Karamzin, Izbrannye Trudy
[Selected works], 368-69. Moscow: ROSSPEN, 2010. (In Russian)

Karpachev, M.D. “Liberal'nye veyaniya russkoi byurokratii poreformennogo vremeni” [Liberal
tendencies of the Russian bureaucracy of the post-reform time]. Vestnik NVGU, no. 1 (2008): 41—
50. (In Russian)

Kavelin, K.D. “Avdot'ya Petrovna Elagina.” In K.D. Kavelin, Sobranie sochinenii [Collected
works], 4 vols., vol. 3, col. 1115-32. St Petersburg: Tipografiya M.M. Stasyulevicha, 1899. (In
Russian)

Kavelin, K.D. “T.N. Granovskii.” In K.D. Kavelin, Sobranie sochinenii [Collected works],
4 vols., vol. 3, col. 1075-80. St Petersburg: Tipografiya M.M. Stasyulevicha, 1899. (In Russian)

Khristoforov, I.A. “‘Liberal'nyi paternalizm’: krest'yanskii vopros do i posle 1861 g. v
literature i v deistvitel'nosti” [‘Liberal paternalism’: the peasant issue before and after 1861 in
literature and in reality]. Trudy Instituta rossiiskoi istorii, vol. 10 (2012): 115-30. (In Russian)

Koshelev, A.l. “Zapiski” [Sketches]. In I.I. Podol'skaya, comp., Russkie memuary. lzbrannye
stranitsy (1826-1856) [Russian memoirs. Selected pages (1826-1856)], 127-47. Moscow: Pravda,
1990. (In Russian)

Lincoln, W.B. In the vanguard of reform: Russia’s enlightened bureaucrats, 1825-1861.
DeKalb: Northern Illinois University Press, 1982.

Mardar'ev, M. “Pis'ma i zapiski Georga Fridrikha Parrota k imperatoram Aleksandru 1 i
Nikolayu I” [Letters and notes of Georg Friedrich Parrot to the emperors Alexander | and
Nicholas I]. Russkaya starina, vol. 83, no. 4 (1895): 191-219. (In Russian)

Medushevskii, A.N. “Velikaya reforma i modernizatsiya Rossii” [The Great Reform and
modernization of Russia]. Rossiiskaya istoriya, no. 1 (2011): 3-27. (In Russian)

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History. 2021. Vol. 5, no. 3
686 ISSN 2587-8344 (online)



Narezhnyi, A., Zav'yalova, O. Power and society in the second quarter of the 19™ century:
Specific features of interaction Research

Milyutin, D.A. Vospominaniya general-fel'dmarshala grafa Dmitriya Alekseevicha Milyutina,
1843-1856 [Memoirs of Field Marshal Count Dmitrii Alekseevich Milyutin, 1843-1856]. Edited by
L.G. Zakharova. Moscow: Rossiiskii arkhiv, 2000. (In Russian)

Mironov, B.N. Sotsial'naya istoriya Rossii perioda imperii (XVIII — nachalo XX v.): Genezis
lichnosti, demokraticheskoi sem'i, grazhdanskogo obshchestva i pravovogo gosudarstva [Social
history of Russia during the period of the empire (18" — early 20™ centuries): Genesis of
personality, democratic family, civil society and rule-of-law state], 2 vols. Vol. 2. St Petersburg:
Dmitrii Bulanin, 1999. (In Russian)

Monas, S. The Third Section. Police and society in Russia under Nicholas I. Cambridge, MA:
Harvard University Press, 1961.

Nol'de, B.E. Yurii Samarin i ego vremya [Yuri Samarin and his time]. Paris: Societe Anonyme
imprimerie de Navarre, 1926. (In Russian)

“Pis’'ma Petra Grigor'evicha Kakhovskogo k imperatoru Nikolayu Pavlovichu 1 general-
ad"yutantu Levashevu” [Letters of Peter Grigorievich Kakhovskii to Emperor Nikolas | Pavlovich
and Adjutant General Levashev]. In A.K. Borozdin, ed., Iz pisem i pokazanii dekabristov: kritika
sovremennogo sostoyaniya Rossii i plany budushchego ustroistva [From letters and testimony of the
Decembrists: criticism of the current state of Russia and plans for the future system], 1-32.
St Petersburg: Izdatel'stvo M.P. Pirozhkova, 1906. (In Russian)

“Piss'mo Aleksandra Aleksandrovicha Bestuzheva k imperatoru Nikolayu Pavlovichu iz
Petropavlovskoi kreposti” [Letter of Alexander Alexandrovich Bestuzhev to Emperor Nikolas |
Pavlovich from the Peter and Paul Fortress]. In A.K. Borozdin, ed., Iz pisem i pokazanii
dekabristov: kritika sovremennogo sostoyaniya Rossii i plany budushchego ustroistva [From letters
and testimony of the Decembrists: criticism of the current state of Russia and plans for the future
system], 35-44. St Petersburg: Izdatel'stvo M.P. Pirozhkova, 1906. (In Russian)

Pivovarov, Yu.S. Ocherki istorii russkoi obshchestvenno-politicheskoi mysli X1X — pervoi treti
XX stoletiya [Essays on the history of Russian socio-political thought in the 19" — first third of the
20™ centuries]. Moscow: INION RAN, 1997. (In Russian)

Pypin, A.N. “Russkie otnosheniya Bentama” [Russian relations of Bentham]. Vestnik Evropy,
no. 4 (1869): 730-88. (In Russian)

Richardson, C. “Konstantin Kavelin and the struggle for emancipation: A case study of the
westerners’ role in the foundation of civil society in imperial Russia.” Pittsburgh: Center for
Russian and East European studies, University of Pittsburgh, 2010.

Samarin, Yu.F. 1840-1876: Stat'i. Vospominaniya. Pis'ma [1840-1876: Articles. Memories.
Letters]. Compiled by T.A. Medovicheva. Moscow: Terra, 1997. (In Russian)

Samarin, Yu.F. “Vsepoddanneishee pis'mo k imperatoru Aleksandru Nikolaevichu” [Most
humble letter to Emperor Alexander 11 Nikolaevich]. In Yu.F. Samarin, Pravoslavie i narodnost'
[Orthodoxy and populism], edited by O. Platonov, 659-74. Moscow: Institut russkoi tsivilizatsii,
2008. (In Russian)

Semenov-Tyan-Shanskii, P.P. Epokha osvobozhdeniya krest'yan v Rossii (1857-1861 gg.) v
vospominaniyakh P.P. Semenova-Tyan-Shanskogo [The era of peasant emancipation in Russia
(1857-1861) in the memoirs of P.P. Semenov-Tyan-Shansky]. 2 vols. Vol. 1. St Petersburg:
Tipografiya Ministerstva putei soobshcheniya, 1911. (In Russian)

Shelokhaev, V.V. *“Osobennosti otnoshenii vlasti i obshchestva v Rossii: istoriya i
sovremennost™ [Specific features of relations between power and society in Russia: history and

Historia Provinciae — the Journal of Regional History. 2021. Vol.5, no. 3
ISSN 2587-8344 (online) 687



Narezhnyi, A., Zav'yalova, O. Power and society in the second quarter of the 19t century:

Research Specific features of interaction

modernity]. In Kuda idet Rossiya? Vlast', obshchestvo, lichnost' [Where is Russia going? Power,
society, personality], edited by T.I. Zaslavskaya, 10-20. Moscow: MVShSEN, 2000. (In Russian)

Shevchenko, M.M. Konets odnogo Velichiya: Vlast', obrazovanie i pechatnoe slovo v
Imperatorskoi Rossii na poroge Osvoboditel'nykh reform [The end of one Greatness: Power,
education and the printed word in Imperial Russia at the point of Emancipation Reform]. Moscow:
Tri kvadrata, 2003. (In Russian)

Stasov, V.V. “Tsenzura v tsarstvovanie imperatora Nikolaya I” [Censorship during the reign of
Emperor Nicholas I]. Russkaya starina, vol. 113, no. 2 (1903): 305-28. (In Russian)

Turgenev, N.I. Rossiya i russkie [Russia and Russians]. Moscow: OGlI, 2001. (In Russian)

Udalov, S.V. “Problema “Rossiya i Zapad” glazami Nikolaya | (1826 — pervaya polovina
1830-kh gg.) [The ‘Russia and the West’” problem through the eyes of Nicholas | (1826 — the first
half of the 1830s)]. In Nikolaevskaya Rossiya: vlast' i obshchestvo: materialy kruglogo stola,
posvyashchennogo 80-letiyu so dnya rozhdeniya 1.V. Porokha (Saratov, 26-27 apr. 2002 g.)
[Nikolas I’s Russia, power and society: materials of the round table dedicated to the 80™ birthday of
I.V. Porokh (Saratov, April 26-27, 2002)], edited by O.Yu. Abakumov, 288-96. Saratov:
Saratovskii universitet, 2004. (In Russian)

“Vnutrennee obozrenie” [Internal review]. Vestnik Evropy, no. 5 (1880): 400-19. (In Russian)

3asiBJIeHHBIN BKJIaJ aBTOPOB: Bce aBTOpHI caenaii SKBUBAJICHTHBIM BKJIAJ B MOATOTOBKY
myOJMKaIuu. ABTOPBI 3asIBIISIOT 00 OTCYTCTBUH KOH(DJIUKTA HHTEPECOB.

Authors’ Declared Contributions: All authors made an equivalent contribution to the
preparation of this publication. The authors declare no conflicts of interest.

Nudopmanus 06 apTopax
Anatonuii UBanoBuu HapexHblii — TOKTOp MCTOpHYECKMX HayK, Ipodeccop, Bemaylui
Hay4yHblii  cortpyanmk, https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0543-2422, ain@sfedu.ru, HOxwubIit
nayunbiii tieHtp PAH, HOxwuwiii denepansusii ynusepcurer (344006 Poccus, Pocros-na-
Jony, np-t Yexosa, 41)
Oxcana OuieroBHa 3aBbsiIOBA — KaHJWJIAaT UCTOPUYECKUX HAYK, MPenojaBaTeb, MIaAIINN
Hay4YHBIH coTpyanuk, https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5219-958X, zavyalova@sfedu.ru, FOxmbrit
nayunbiii tieHtp PAH, HOxusiii denepansusii ynusepcurer (344006 Poccus, Pocros-na-
Jony, np-1T Yexosa, 41)

Information about the author
Anatolii 1. Narezhnyi — Doctor of Historical Sciences, Professor, leading researcher,
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-0543-2422, ain@sfedu.ru, Southern Scientific Center of the
Russian Academy of Sciences, Southern Federal University (41, pr-t Chekhova, Rostov-on-
Don, 344006, Russia)
Oksana O. Zav'yalova — Candidate of Historical Sciences, lecturer, junior researcher,
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5219-958X, zavyalova@sfedu.ru, Southern Scientific Center of the
Russian Academy of Sciences, Southern Federal University (41, pr-t Chekhova, Rostov-on-
Don, 344006, Russia)

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History. 2021. Vol. 5, no. 3
688 ISSN 2587-8344 (online)


mailto:ain@sfedu.ru
http://www.ssc-ras.ru/ru/page459.html/
http://www.ssc-ras.ru/ru/page459.html/
mailto:zavyalova@sfedu.ru
http://www.ssc-ras.ru/ru/page459.html/
http://www.ssc-ras.ru/ru/page459.html/
http://www.ssc-ras.ru/ru/page459.html/
mailto:zavyalova@sfedu.ru
http://www.ssc-ras.ru/ru/page459.html/

Narezhnyi, A., Zav'yalova, O. Power and society in the second quarter of the 19™ century:

Specific features of interaction Research

Cratpst noctynuia B penakiuio 30.04.2021; onobOpena mocne penensupoBanus 13.05.2021;

npuHsTa K myonukanuu 02.06.2021.
The article was submitted 30.04.2021; approved after reviewing 13.05.2021; accepted for

publication 02.06.2021.

Historia Provinciae - the Journal of Regional History. 2021. Vol. 5, no. 3
ISSN 2587-8344 (online) 689



