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Discourse about United Russia in the Post-imperial Context

Annomayus. B n1aHHOW cTaThe MPOBEACHO HCCIENOBaHHE COAEpXkKaHUSA AUCKypca o Exaunoi
Poccun 2000-2008 rr. B KOHTEKcTe cemuoTnyeckoro noaxoaa FO.M. Jlormana. ABTOp npeacTaBuil
naero EnnHoit Poccnn B KadecTBe «IIpOAYKTa» 3BOJIIOLUM MMIIEPCKOIO POCCUHCKOIO CO3HAHUA U
000CHOBAJI TE3UC O TOM, 4YTO JUcKypc o Enmnoil Poccum moxer paccmaTpuBaThcs B KauecTBE
BapHMaHTa HOBOM KYJIbTYPHOW MJIEHTUYHOCTH PoccuM, Tak Kak HalelleH Ha IpPOBEACHHE
MOJIEpHHU3alMK o01iecTBa U (OpMUPOBAHHE BOCIPHUATHS TOCYAAPCTBEHHOM BIAcTH B KauecTBe
BbICILIEH KYJIbTYPHOH IIEHHOCTH, IEPCOHMU(UIIMPOBAHHON B MHCTUTYTaX BJIACTH.

Kniouesvie cnosa: OuHapHas KynbTypa, Auckypc, Enumnas Poccusi, umnepus, KOHLEHIHS
«Mocksa — Tpernit Pum», CCCP.

Abstract. This article investigates the substance of the discourse about United Russia in years
from 2000 to 2008 in the context of the semiotic approach of Yu.M. Lotman. The author introduces
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the idea of United Russia as the “product” of the Russian imperial state’s evolution. The author
argues that the discourse about United Russia can be regarded as one of the options for the new
cultural identity of Russia. Author’s reasoning is that the purpose of this discourse is to modernize
society and offer a new perception of the state authority as the higher cultural value embodied in
government institutions.

Key words: binary culture, discourse, United Russia, empire, “Moscow is the Third Rome”
concept, the USSR

BBenenue

Xots Poccuiickas umnepusi Iepecrtana CyIeCTBOBAaTh (DAKTUUYECKHM B Hayaie
XX B., HEKOTOpPbIE OTEUECTBEHHBIE UCCIEAOBATENIN BUIAT CBSI3b COBPEMEHHOM POC-
CUUCKOW IMBUIIM3AIMM C UMIIEPCKON Tpaguiued B (GUI0co()CKO-KYJIbTYPOIIO-
rudyeckoM acriekte. OtedectBeHHbl usiocod A.C. Axuesep xapakrepuzonan Poc-
CHIO B KOHIIE XX B. KaK «00JbIIIO€ OOIIECTBOY, MPECTaBIIsIIONIee COO0N 00beanHe-
HUE JIOKaJIbHBIX OOIIECTB B (pOopMe rocyjapcTBa Ha OCHOBE aOCTPAKTHOM CHUCTEMBI
IIEHHOCTEH, oXpaHseMon 3akoHOM. «bombiioe oOmiecTBO» (HopMHUpPYETCsS C LENbIO
JaTh aJICKBAaTHBIM OTBET HAa OUYEPETHON INHUBUIM3AIMOHHBIA «BBI30B» (A. TolHON).
Axwuesep, onMpasiCh Ha CBOKO KOHIIENIIAIO COLMOKYJIBTYPHOM 3BOJIIOLINH, ABUKYIIAM
(hakTOpOM KOTOPOM MpU3HABAJ Pa3BUTHE HPABCTBEHHOI'O Hji€alia, MPHUIIIET K BHIBOY,
YTO TJIABHOM 3ajadeil poccuiickoro obmiectBa Ha pyoOeke XX—XXI BB. sBisgercs
MIPEOJIOJICHUE PACKOJIAa MEXy COOOPHBIM M aBTOPUTApHBIM HjeallaMu. Tak Kak ¢
ATOM 3aJaueil pocCUiicKas IMBWIN3ALINS CTAJIKUBAJIACh YK€ HE pa3, AXue3ep COMHe-
BaJICS B OBICTPOM JIEMOKpPATH3aLUU POCCUMCKOTO OOIIECTBA U Mpejiarai KPpUTUHYECKU
OCMBICJIUTh BECh UCTOPUUYECKUH onbIT Poccuu, 4TOOBI HE MOBTOPSATH POKOBBIX OIIIU-
6ok'. Poccuiickuit kyJeryposor B.K. Kantop yrBepxkaaer, 4to uUMIiepus SABISIETCS
HCKJIFOUUTEIIBHO €BPOIEUCKON UAEEH U MPOTUBOIIOCTABIISAET €€ UIe€ BOCTOYHOM JeC-
notuu. KanTtop npemiiaraet cieayroiiee NOHMMaHue UMITCPUM:

UMIIEpUsT — 3TO MOJUTUKO-OOLIECTBEHHOE CTPYKTYpHOE 00pa3oBaHHe, MpeAHa3HAYEHHOE

UCTOpHUEHN A BBEJEHHS B MOJ3aKOHHOE M IUBMIM3ALMOHHOE MPOCTPAHCTBO pa3HOILIE-
2

MEHHBIX ¥ pa3HOKOH(ECCHOHAIbHBIX HAPOJIOB .

C Ttouku 3penus Kanropa, B 3a1a4y UMIIEpUHA BXOJUT OPTraHU3ALNs COLUAIBHOIO
Xa0ca, KOHTPOJIb 3a MEPBOOBITHBIMA MHCTUHKTAMHU B IIpaBoBoM moJje. CorjacHo Ta-
KOM JIOTHKE, K UMIIEpUSIM MOKHO OTHECTH U CBsimeHHyr0 Pumckyro Umneputro, u EC.
B mo6om ncropruyeckoM rocyiapcTBe MOKHO HaOJIOIaTh 3JIEMEHTHI JECIIOTUYECKO-
ro IpaBJIeHUs U UMIIEPCKOro. KpurepueM yCHIIeHUsT HMIIEPCKOIO djIeMeHTa, 1o Kan-

! Axuesep A.C. Poccust kak Gombimoe obuectso // Bompocs! dumocodum. — 1993, — Ne 1. —
C.3-19.

? Kanmop B.K. Caukr-Tlerepbypr: Poccuiickas uMIIepHst IPOTHB POCCHiickoro xaoca. K mpo-
oneme nmmnepckoro cosHanusi B Poccun. — Mocksa: POCCIIOH, 2007. — C. 19.
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TOPY, SABJISAETCSA MOAYMHEHUE BIACTHU 3aKOHY. KaHTOp cumTaer, 4yTo HOpMaabHOE pas-
BUTHE Poccuu BHE MMIIEpUU HEBO3MOXKHO, OJHAKO 3TO JOJKHO OBITH HaJHAIIUO-
HaJIbHOE TOCYAapCTBO, 00bEIUHSIONIEE HAPOIbl HA OCHOBE MJIEH TEPIUMOCTHU K JIpy-
roMy, BbIpaXXKEHHOU B ujeadbHON (hopme B Xpuctuanctse. Axuesep u Kanrop pac-
cMatpuBaiii coObITUsd Hadana XXI B. B Poccuu kak nmepexo/IHbIN MMepuo/i, Kak HOBBIM
BUTOK Pa3BUTHUSI POCCUUCKON IUBWIM3ALMU. 3apyOekHbIe HccienoBarenu JxxepeMu
SnensMan’, Puaapn Maitnc®, Jxepemu Cvur’, Ponansn Cynu®, Jasun Xoddmans',
TakkKe OTMEYalld HaJMYue TMPU3HAKOB  HUMIEPCKOW  (GOpMBI  COLUATIBHO-
MOJIMNTUYECKOTO OBITUS Ha PA3JIMYHBIX dTallaX UCTOPUU POCCUHCKOTO OOIIeCTBa U ro-
cynapctBa. [lo3unus 3apyOeXHBIX aBTOPOB B JIAHHOW CTaThe pacCMaTpPUBATHCS HE
OyJleT, Tak Kak 3Ta 3ajia4ya Jyisi OT/IeJIbHOTO HCCIIeI0BaHUsI.

B nanHoli pabote ObUT ceIaH aKIEHT Ha TaKOM MPU3HAKE UMIIEPUHU, KaK CTPEM-
JICHUE BJIACTH YCTAaHOBUTh MAaKCHUMAJbHYIO (MPEEIbHO HEOTpaHUYCHHYI0) (hopmy
rOCIOJICTBA HaJl OOIIECTBOM B paMKax JUCKYpCa, OCHOBAHHOTO HA MPHUHSTHIX B KOH-
KPETHBIM NIEPUOJ B MEKIYHAPOIHOM CPEIEC MPEACTABICHUSAX O TOCYIAPCTBEHHOM Jie-
TMTUMHOCTUA. B KoHTEKCTE cemuoTnueckoro moaxonaa KO.M. Jlormana o00CHOBBIBA-
€TCs BO3MOXKHOCTh BBISIBJICHUS/KOHCTPYUPOBAHUS KOJIa KyJIbTYpbl, MOCPEICTBOM KO-
TOPOTI'0 MOYKHO MCCIIEIOBATh AUCKYPC KyJbTYphl. I101 KOIOM KyJIbTypbl OH IIOHUMAJI
CTPYKTYPHBIE 3JIEMEHTHI JIOKAJIbHBIX 3HAKOBBIX CUCTEM, a TAKKE IMPUHLMIBI UX MPU-
MEHEHHS B 3TUX cucTeMax. JIOTMaH cuuTall, 4TO BBIABICHUE KOJIA KYJIbTYPhI CO3Ja€ET
JUIS UICCIIEIOBATENSI BO3MOKHOCTh KOHCTPYHPOBAHUSI CEMUOTUYECKON CUTyalluH U3Y-
YaeMOU KyJBbTYpPBI, UTO IIO3BOJISET €My IPUMEHSATh ONPEIACICHHYK WHTEPIpPETALlU-
OHHYIO CXEMY, HaJleJisii COOBITHS TEMU WJIM MHBIMH 3HAYEHUSMU WJIH CMBICIIAMHU.
KynbTypa siBisieTcss uctopuueckuM (PEHOMEHOM, MOATOMY MOXKHO CEpPhE3HO TOBO-
PUTH O CYIIECTBOBAHUMU UCTOPUUECKOW MaMSTH KYJIbTYPbI, & TAKKE O PA3BUTUU KYJIb-
Typbl. COLIMANIbHYIO U KYJBTYPHYIO UCTOPUIO JIOTMaH MHTEpIPETUPOBATI B KOHTEKCTE
uael cuaepreruyeckoro noaxona M. Ilpuroxkuna, a Takke Teopun karactpod XK.JI.
KroBbe. MpicuTesnb cunTai, 4YTo KyJabTypa OCO3HAET ceOsl B CUTYaIlMH KYJIbTYPHOTO
B3pbiBa’. 1101 KY/IBTYPHBIM B3PHIBOM OH [OHHMAI CUTYALHIO, BO3HHUKIIYIO B PE3YiIb-
TaTe B3aUMOJECHCTBUS MEXKIY CEMUOTHUYECKON M BHECEMHMOTHYECKOM PEATBHOCTHIO,
WA CUTyallul0 B3aMMOJICHUCTBUS MEXKIY KYJbTYPHBIMU TPAIULMSAMH, UMEIOIIMMU
Majo o0miero. B MOMEHT KyJIbTypHOTO B3pPbIBA «BKJIFOYAIOTCS T€ MEXaHU3MbI UCTO-

3 Adelman J. The Russian Revolution and Global Empires / Ab Imperio. — 2017. — Ne 2. —
C. 45-52.

* Pipes R. Russia under the Old Regime. — New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1974,

> Smith J. The Soviet State and the Individual / Ab Imperio. — 2002. — Ne 3. — C. 279-284.

6 Suny R.G. The revenge of the past: nationalism, revolution and the collapse of the Soviet Un-
ion. — Stanford: Stanford university press, 1993.

7 Hoffmann D.L. Power, Discourse, and Subjectivity in Soviet History // Ab Imperio. — 2002. —
Ne 3. - C. 273-278.

8 JTomman FO.M. Kynbrypa u B3pbeIB. — Mocksa: ['no3uc; [Iporpecc, 1992. — C. 30.
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PHH, KOTOpbIE JIOJKHEI el caMoil 0OBACHUTb, YTO MPOM3OILION . B 3Toli curyarunu
HCCJIEI0BATENb MOXKET 3aHATh MECTO BHEHIHEro Habmogatens. To, 4To B MPOILLIOM
MPOM30IIIO KaK CIy4alHOCTb, B CO3HAHMM HAOIIOAATeNs] KOHCTUTYUPYETCS Kak 3a-
KOHOMEPHOCTH. JloTmMaH pasnpensan uuero IlpuroxkuHa o HEJIMHEWHOW 3BOJIIOLIUM Ca-
MOOPTraHU3YIOIIEHCSl CUCTEMbI, TOHUMAs MO/ TOYKAMH OU(YypKaIMU «KYJIbTYpHbIE
B3pbIBb». CTaHOBJIEHUE OTHOCUTENBHO YCTOMYMBBIX COCTOSIHUU KyJIbTYypbl JIoTMaH
CBSI3bIBAJ C (POPMUPOBAHUEM SI3bIKA U KOJA KYJIbTYpbl, HA OCHOBE KOTOPBIX CKIIAJbI-
BACTCS TUCKYPC KYJBTYPHL.

Jlorman mnpemiaraer aBa cleHapus KOHCTUTYHPOBAHUs KYJBTYPHOI'O B3pbIBA,
TeopeThueckl 0(hOopMIICHHBIC B BUJI€ OMHAPHON U TEPHAPHON MOJIETH KyIbTYphl. s
OMHApHOM MOJENM KYJbTYpbl XapakT€pHa YCTAaHOBKA HA YHUYTOXKEHHE Oa30BBIX
LIEHHOCTEU «CTapoi» KyJIbTYpbl U 3aMEHY Ha MOJJIMHHBIC [IEHHOCTH «HOBON» KYJIb-
Typbl. buHapHasg MoJenbp OPUEHTUPOBAHA HA PEaIU3alMI0 YTONMYECKOro HJeaya B
KIU3HH PajMKaIbHBIME MeTojaMu'. B TepHapHO#l KyabType Ga30Bble LIEHHOCTH
«CTapoi» KyJIbTYphl IEPEMEIIAOTCS U3 LEHTpa Ha nepudepuro, ocTaBasich MpU3HAH-
HBIMH, HO MEHE€ 3HaYUMbIMU. AOCTpaKTHbIE UJ€abl aJaNTUPYIOTCS K PEaJbHOCTH.
CirercTBUEM ATOTO SIBISAETCS NPU3HAHUE KYJBTYPHOTO ILTIOPAIA3MA, YTBEPKIAAEMOIO
B pPaMKaX COIMAJIBHOrO M TOIMTHYECKOro Kommpomucca''. JIOTMaH paccMaTpuBai
PYCCKYIO KYJIbTYypy Kak OMHapHYI0, KaTaCTPO(PUUECKU MEPEKUBAIOLIYIO KYJIbTYPHBIE
B3pbIBbl. KylbTypHBIN B3pbIB KOHIIA XX B. JIOTMaH CUATAI HCTOPUYECKUM IIAHCOM
st Poccum nmepelTi K TOCTPOEHHUIO TEPHAPHOW MOJIENU KYJIbTYPhI, YIIYCTUTh KOTO-
PBIif 3HAYHIIO OBl CTOJIKHYTHCS C HOBOM «MCTOPUYECKOM KaTaCTpO(poﬁ»lz.

Cnenys noruke JIotMaHa, a TakK€ yUUTBIBAsE TE3UC UCTOPUKOB O TOM, YTO MCTO-
puell MPUHATO Ha3bIBaTh COOBITUS MSATHJIETHEH JaBHOCTH, YCIOBHO MOXHO 3aHATH
MO3ULIMIO BHEIIHETO HAOIIOJATENs 110 OTHOIIEHUIO K OTE€YECTBEHHOM KYJIbTYpe KOH-
na XX — Havanma XXI BB. M paccMaTpuBaTh €€ KaK KYJIbTYpy, MEPEKUBAOIIYIO
B3pbIB, SBISIOLIMNCS «CJIEACTBUEM» WM OTIOJIOCKOM KYJIBTYPHBIX B3PBIBOB IIpPE.I-
IIECTBYIOIINX 3MOX, T.€. «cleacTsuem» pepomtonuu 1917 roga u pedopm Ilerpa 1.
Takum 00pa3oM, MOKHO paccMaTpUBaTh POCCUICKYIO KYJIbTYypy KoHIla XX — Hauaja
XXI BB. B IOCTUMIIEPCKOM KOHTEKCTE. B pakypce peTpOCIeKTUBHOIO BUACHUS B HC-
TOPUU PYCCKOM, M IIMPE OTEYECTBEHHOU, KYyJIbTYPbl MOKHO BBIJEIUThH CIEAYIOIINE
CUTYalluu KYyJbTYpHOTO B3pPbIBA, B KOHTEKCTE KOTOPBIX ObUIH CPOPMHUPOBAHBI TEK-
CTBI, COZIepKalllie 3HaHUE O KOJIe KyJbTyphbl TOTO WJIM MHOTO Mepuoja: GopMHUpoBa-
Hue koHueniuu « Tperbero Pumay» Ha pyoexe XV — XVI BB., uaes Poccuiickoit um-
nepun XVIII B., nnesa Coserckoro rocyaapctsa Hayasna XX B., uaes Enunon Poccun
Havana XXI B. [{esqpt0 1aHHOM CTAaThU SIBJISIETCS UCCIIENOBAHNE B KOHTEKCTE CEMHUO-

? JTomman FO.M. Kynbrypa u B3psIB. — C. 30.

1 Tomman FO.M. Kynwrypa u B3psIB. — C. 258.

" JTomman FO.M. Kynsrypa u B3psiB. — C. 257.

12 Tomman FO.M. Kynbrypa u B3peI1B. — C. 270-271.
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tuueckoro noaxoaa FO.M. Jlormana nuckypca o Enunoit Poccun 2000-2008 rr. B
KaueCTBE «IPOAYKTa» JBOJIIOIUU POCCUUCKOTO HMMIEPCKOTO CO3HAHUS, a TaKKe
000CHOBaHME BO3MOXXHOCTH paccMOTpeHust ujaeu EnunHoit Poccun B kauecTBe Bapu-
aHTa HOBOM KYJIbTYPHOU UACHTUYHOCTH Poccun.

OcHoOBHasl YacTh

Ha pyGexe XV — XVI BB. B pycckoii KynbType odopmisiercs: konuemnuus «Tpe-
tui Pum». Cama koHuenuust opopMiIseTcss Kak B XOJ€ [uajiora ¢ KaToJIn4eckum 3a-
najioM MO BOIPOCY 00 3CXATOJIOTMUECKUX MPOPOUYECTBAX TEX JIET, TAK U B XOJIE JIha-
nora Pycckoil mpaBOCIaBHOM LIEPKBU C KHSDKECKOW BIAacThio. OCHOBHBIE UAEU KOH-
nenuuu «Tpetbero Pumay Obimu uznoxkensl B 1523 r. B «Ilocnanuu Ha 3Be3moyeT-
ueB» nHoka I[lckoBckoro EneazapoBa moHacTeips crapia @unodes, aapecoOBaHHOM
nbsiky M.I'. Mucropro-MyHexuHy, 3mMuccapy MOCKOBCKOTO BEIMKOro KH:3s B lIcko-
Be'"”. Cormacuo ®urodero, HCTHHHOE XPUCTHAHCKOE LAPCTBO IOJKHO MPEACTABIATH
co00l €IMHCTBO MAaTepUAIbHOU U JyXOBHOU cyOcTaniuu. [locne nagenust Buzantuu
MOCKOBCKO€ TOCYIapCTBO OCTAETCS €IMHCTBEHHBIM KPYIHBIM MOJIMTUYECKU HE3aBU-
CUMBIM TPABOCIABHBIM rOCyAapcTBOM. MOCKOBCKO€E apcTBO Puiodeid 0TOXKAECTB-
nsiet ¢ «Tperbum u Ilocneqnum Pumom», rae xpuctuanckas LlepkoBb ooperer Beu-
Hblil okoil. CymectBoBanue «Tperbero Pumay 3aBUCUT OT 00KECTBEHHOTO TepIie-
HHUSI, KOTOPOE, B CBOIO OYEPEb, 3aBUCUT OT HPABCTBEHHOI'O BOCIUTAHUS U JTYyXOBHO-
ro TpeoOpaXkeHHsi XPUCTHAH, M MPEXIE BCEro, «IapCTBYIOMEro» . OOpamasch K
noapoObHOMy aHanuzy nocianuit @unodes, uctopuk H.B. Cunuiipina nenaet BHIBO/I,
yto ®unodel co3man npaBoOCIaBHBIN BapuaHT TeOpuu translatio imperii, COTIIACHO
kotopou «Tperuir Pum» nepeHocurcss Ha CeBepO-BOCTOKIS. JIBa ucropuueckux Impo-
necca, opopmienue aBrokedanuu Pycckoil mpaBocCiaBHON IEPKBU U CTAHOBIICHHE
POCCHUICKOTO CaMOJEpKaBHs, LUIM IMAapajuIeIbHO M B3aWUMHO NPEANOJaraid JIpyr
npyra. UaunnaTtuBa, cBsi3aHHAs C pacHpOCTpPAaHEHHEM XpUCTHAHCTBA Ha Pycwu, Tpa-
JULMOHHO MCXOJWJIA OT BJIACTU. B 3TOM MHOrHWe LIEpKOBHBIE JAEATEIN BUIECINA OCO-
ob1ii boxuit mpomeicen. Ha atot dakt BriepBbie yka3zan B.B. 3eHbkoBCkuii:

TeokpaTudeckasi TeMa XpUCTHAHCTBA pa3BUBaeTcs B Poccuu He B CMBICIIe MpUMaTa JIyXOB-
HOM BJIaCTH HaJ CBETCKOM, KaK 3TO CIY4YHJIOCh Ha 3araje, a B CTOPOHY YCBOEHUSI rocyaap-

1 Kopenesciuii A. Kem u xoraa Gbina «u3obperenay teopust «Mocksa — Tperuii Puv»? // Ab
Imperio. —2001. — Ne 1-2. — C. 121.

4 [Tpunoxxenne Nel. Okono 1523—-1524 r. Ilocnanne MoHaxa nckosckoro EneasapoBa MoHa-
cteipsa Punodes apsixky M.I'. Muciopro-MyHeXuHy ¢ OIpOBEp>KEHUEM aCTPOJIOTUYECKHUX MpeICcKa-
3anuii Huxonas bynesa u ¢ uznoxenuem konnenuuu «Tpersero Pumay // Cununpina H.B. Tpernii
Pum. Ucrtoxu u sBomonus pycckoil cpeaneBekoBoi koHuenuuu (XV—XVI BB.). — Mocksa: Una-
puk, 1998. — C. 336-346.

¥ Cunuyvina H.B. Tpernii Pum. VICTOKH ¥ SBOJIOLMS PYCCKOH CPEIHEBEKOBOI KOHICIIIHIL
(XV-XVIBss.). - C. 327.

2019 « Vol.3 « Ne3 915



RESEARCH http://en.hpchsu.ru

CTBEHHOH BJIACTH CBSIIICHHOW MUCCHH. JTO HE OBLIO IBMKCHHE B CTOPOHY I€3apernanus3ma
— LlepkoBb cama nuIa HABCTPEUy TOCYAAPCTBY, YTOOBI BHECTH B HETO 0JaroJaTHYIO CHITY
ocsdaueHus. Toukoil npuinoxenus [Ipomeicia boxust B UCTOpUU SABJISIETCA TOCYIAPCTBEH-
Has BJIACTb — B OTOM BCSl «TaifHa» BIJIACTH, €€ CBA3b ¢ MUCTHYECKOU chepoit. Ho moTtomy
LIEPKOBHOE CO3HAHUE, Pa3BUBAas TECOKPATUYECKYIO MJCK0 XPUCTUAHCTBA, U CTPEMUTCS Hal-
TH MIYTH K OCBSIIICHUIO BJIaCTU. BiacTk J0/KHA TPUHATH B c€0s1 LIEPKOBHbBIE 3amaun '’

Takum 00pa3omM, rocy1apCTBEHHOE CTPOUTETHCTBO OBLIO OMPaB/IaHO peanu3aliu-
€l HOBOr0 B MCTOPUHU KYJIBTYPHO-HPABCTBEHHOI'O HJI€AJIa B XOJI€ JHAJIOra BJIACTU U
LIEPKBH, BJIACTH U oOmiecTBa. [IpoBeas cemuoTrueckuii aHanu3 KoHuenmuu «MockBa
— Tperuit Pum», FO.M. Jlotman u b.A. YcneHckuil cienany BbIBOJI, YTO 3Ta UAES 1O
camMoil cBoell cyTu Oblia amOuBaneHTHOW. J[aHHas aMOMBAJIEHTHOCTb, C UX TOYKHU
3peHMs, Mpearnojaraiga JIBE PaBHOBEPOSATHBIE INEPCHEKTUBBI KYJIbTYPHOW OPUEHTA-
LW, W, CIEAOBATEIBHO, JIBA BO3MOKHBIX BAapHUAaHTA MUCTOPUYECKOro pa3Butus Poc-
CHIICKOT0 TOCYIapCTBa.

C oxnoii croponsl, oHa (unes «MockBa — Tperuit Pum» — JIL.A. Kntokuna) noapasymeana
CBSI3b MOCKOBCKOT'O TOCYJIapCTBa C BBICHIMMH 1YXOBHO-PEIUTHO3HBIMH LIEHHOCTAMHU. [le-
nas O1aroyecTHe IJIaBHOM 4epTOil U OCHOBOW rocyJapCcTBEHHOM Moy MOCKBBI, njes 3Ta
MOJYEPKHUBAIa TEOKPATUUECKUI aCIIEKT OpUEHTalMK Ha BuszanTuro. B 3ToM BapuanTe uaes
noApa3yMeBaa U300 OT “HeUUCThIX 3eMenb. C apyroit ctoponsl, KOHCTaHTHHONOMB
BOCIIPUHUMAJICS KaK BTOpoW PuMm, T. €. B CBA3aHHOW C 3TUM UMEHEM IOJUTHUYECKON CUM-
BOJIMKE TMOJYEPKHBANIACh MMIEPCKAsl CYIIHOCTh — B BH3aHTHM BUIIEIM MHPOBYIO MMIIE-
pHIO, HACTEIHUILY PUMCKOMN TOCYJapCTBEHHOM Mot .

Tak kak ajs pycckod penuruo3Hoil KynbTypbl XV—XVI BB. XapakTepHO ObLIO
KyJIbTYpHOE MpeolaaHue CUMBOJIU3MA CO3HAHUS HaJ NICUXU3MOM sI3bIKa, TO «(hop-
MHPOBAHUE KYJbTa U CTAHOBJICHHE BJACTH B OTEYECTBEHHOM KYJIbTYPE HAYMHAIOT
0003HaYaThCA OAHOU S3BIKOBOM CprKTypoﬁ»lg. ['apMOHHMYHOE COUETaHUE «CBSILICH-
CTBa» U «IIapCTBa» B JIaHHOW HJee 00ecleuyuBajgoch TEM OOCTOATEIbCTBOM, YTO
«Pum» rcnosib30Basics HE TOJBKO KakK SI3bIKOBOM OOBEKT, HO KaK CUMBOJI, UMMAaHEHT-
HBI CaMOMY CO3HaHMIO, 0003HavaroIuil cam ceds. B kynpType XV—XVI BB. «”Tpe-

1 3envrosckuii B.B. Vctopust pycckoit ¢prnocodun. — Mapmk: YMCA-PRESS, 1989. — T. 1. —
C. 46.

7 Jlomman FO.M., Venencuii B.A. Or3Bykn koHuenuuu «Mocksa — Tpernit Pum» B naeosno-
run Ilerpa IlepBoro // XymoxecTBEHHBIH $3BIK CpPEAHEBEKOBBS / OTBETCTBEHHBIH pPENaKTOP
B.A. KapnymuH. — Mocksa: Hayka, 1982. — C. 238.

' Kuiokuna JI.A. KoncrurynpoBanue MADOIOreMbl HMICPHHE B PYCCKOM KyJIbTYPHOM CO3HA-
HuM (XV-XVI BB.) // MexayHapoaHbIi *KypHal ucciaenoBaHui KynbTypsl. — 2014, — Nel (14). —
C.67.
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Tui PuM” sBIISSICA S3BIKOBOM CTPYKTYPOW, HAaIpsIMyHO0 OTCBUIAIOIIEN K TakOW yHU-
BEPCAIINU KyJIbTYpbI, KaK XPHCTHAHCKAS MMIICPHSD) .

Tparchopmanust uaen «MockBa — Tperuit Pum» B cemuocdepe pycckoi Kyiib-
Typsl XVIII B. cTana ciencrBueM KyJlbTypHOro Auanora ¢ 3amaaom. MHunmatuBa
JIMAaJora UCXOAWIA OT BJACTH, MPOBOJMBIIEN KYJIbTYPHYIO IEPEOPUEHTALMIO C I1€-
JIbI0 OHTOJIOTMYECKH 00OCHOBATh KOHCTPYUPOBAHHE HOBOI'O COLMATIBLHOIO 00pa3oBa-
Hust, Poccuiickont umniepun. B 1721 r. Iletp I mpuHumaet psig HOBBIX TUTYNOB: «M-
nepatop», «Benukuit», «Oten OreuectBay. Kak nokassiBaer b.A. YcneHckuid, TUTYN
«Otenr OTeuyecTBay MMeEN ABOMCTBEHHOE 3HaueHWE. B 3amagHON Tpaguluud TUTYI
«Oren; OteuectBa» (pater patriae) ObUT MOYETHBIM TUTYJIOM PUMCKUX UMIIEPATOPOB.
B koHTEKcTE AONMETPOBCKON KyIbTyphbl TUTYN «Oten; OTedecTBay MOr ObITh IpHUMeE-
HEH TOJBKO K MaTpHapxy’ . Tak KaK Mocie NPHHATHS 3TOro THTYJIA OBUIO YIpas/He-
HO MaTpuapuiecTBo, U MoHapX Obl1 00bsBiIeH «Kpalinum Cynueii» JlyxoBHOI kosie-
MU, TO YKAa3aHHBIM TUTYJ BOCIPUHUMAJCSA B TOM CMbIcie, 4To «llerp BO3rmaBui
1IEPKOBb U OOBABII celst maTpuapXxom» . [TpoBest CeMHOTHUECKHIT aHATH3 MPOH3-
BeneHuil deodana [IpokonoBuya, a TakKe TEKCTOB METEPOYPICKON apXUTEKTYpPhl U
murepatypsl XVIII — XIX BB., JlorMan u YcneHCcKuid AenaroT BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO B
3THX TeKCTax 06pa3 arocrona Iletpa mepeHocutcs Ha 0Opa3 ummneparopa Ilerpa®, a
[TeTepOypr BocripuHUMaeTcs Kak «cBsAToi ropon [lerpa», CBATOCTh KOTOPOTO 3aKIIIO-
yaeTcs B €ro rocynapcTBeHHocTH . Tpanchopmanus konmenuyn «Mocksa — Tpernii
Pum» BbIpasuiacek B TOM, 4TO UAECOJIOTH METPOBCKOM AMOXHU M30paiu B KAUECTBE OpPH-
eHTupa mapagurmy Biactu. @eodan I[Ipokonosuu B «lIpaBae Boau MoHapiei» co-
€IMHSET TEOPUIO OOKECTBEHHOTO MPOUCXOKICHUSI BEpXOBHOM BJIACTH C TEOpUEH ec-
TECTBEHHOI'0 TIpaBa M Teopuen oOmiecTBeHHOTo norosopa. deodan IIpokonosuy yT-
BEpIKJaJl, 4TO BJIACTH MOHApXy JaHa borom m OH OTBEYAaEeT TOJNBKO Iepen borow,
pacIopsKasCh OOIIECTBEHHBIM OmaroM” . YTo6bI 0G0CHOBATH CAMOBIACTHE UMIIEPA-
Topa, Ilerp I co3HarenbHO MOANEPKUBAI CUTYALMIO CEMUOTUYECKOTO JBYSA3bIYMS B
KyapType. [IpoTuBOIIOCTaBIEHHE CTAPbIX U HOBBIX ITOJIMTHYECKUX U I'OCYNAPCTBEH-
HBIX CUMBOJIOB MOKET pacCMaTpUBATHCS MOJEpPHU3ALMEN cTapoil OMHAPHOM CTPYK-
TYpPbI PyCCKOU KYJIBTYPHI.

¥ Kniokuna JI.A. KoncrurynpoBanue MA(OTIOTeMbI HMIIEPHH B PYCCKOM KYJIBTYPHOM CO3HA-
Huu (XV-XVI BB.). — C. 68.

2 Venencruii B.A. DTi01161 0 pycckoit ucropun. — Cankr-IlerepOypr: Az0yka, 2002. — C. 80.

! Venencexuii B.A. D11o1s1 0 pycckoit uctopun. — C. 80.

*2 Venenckuti B.A. DTi0161 0 pycckoit uctopuu. — C. 244,

2 Venenckuii B.A. 0161 0 pycckoit uctopuu. — C. 241.

** Anucumos E.B. TocynapcTBeHHbIe IpeobpaszoBanus i camoaepxkasue Ilerpa I B nepBoit ser-
Beptu X VIII Beka. — Cankt-IlerepOypr: mutpuit bynanun, 1997. — C. 273-275.
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Penurnosnas KynbTypa MOHUMAalach Kak «HEMpPaBUIIbHAN», «HECyIlecTByromas». OqHaKo

oHa ObLIa HCO6XO,Z[I/IMa B Ka4YCCTBC AJIbTCPHATHUBLI, TAK KaK 4CPE3 HCC U IMMOCPCACTBOM HCC

25
OCYHICCTBJIAIACH CBA3b C 3aJaHHBbIM IICPBUYHBIM CUMBOJIOM, <<TpeTbI/IM Pumom» ™.

Unest 06 0co00it MUCCHH «ITAPCTBYIOMIETO» TPaHCHOPMHUPYETCS B UACIO UMIIEpa-
TOPa-IPOCBETUTENSA, A CaM IIPOLIECC MPOCBEIICHUS HHTEPHPETUPYETCS Kak MAEIo,
yrogHoe bory. «3anaa» noHUMalics Kak BPEMEHHBIM M HEJOCTOMHBIN HOCUTEINb LIEH-
Hoctel [IpocBemenus. TeKCThI 3amaiHON KYJIbTYPhl IEPEHOCUIUCH B PYCCKYIO KYJIb-
Typy 0€3 BOCIIPOM3BOJACTBA CEMHOTHYECKON CHUTyalluu, T.€. caMa HOBasi 3HAKOBAas
CUCTEMA UCIIOJIb30BANACh KaK KOJ, KAK CXeMa OpraHu3anuu cooduienus. B curyanun
CEMHOTHYECKOTO PA3NMYECHUS KYJIbTa U KyJIbTYpPbI UAES UMIIEPUU BOCIPUHUMAIIACH
COIIMYMOM aMOMBAJICHTHO: JIMOO KakK CrOCO0 KyJIbTYPHOU CaMOMJACHTU(PUKALIUU, JTU-
00 KaK «4yK0e», UMEIOIee OTPULIATEIbHOE 3HAUEHHE.

Cutyanus cleyrouero KyJabTypHOTo B3pbIBa CBsA3aHa ¢ coOblTuaAMU 1917 1., Ko-
TOpBIE IpUBENU K pacnany Poccuiickoi IMnepun m BO3ZHHKHOBEHHIO HOBOTO TOCY-
napcrtBa, Coerckoro Coroza. Kynerypy Pocculickon Mmmiepun cMeHuna coBeTCKast
KyJbTypa. B coBeTckoil kynbType popmupyercs HOBas KoHIemnusa Biactu. Hapon
MIPU3HABAJICS TBOPIIOM UCTOPUU U CyOBbeKkTOM BiacTu. OHAKO, YTOOBI yepxKaTh 3a-
BOECBAHUSI COLUUAIMCTUYECKON PEBOJIIONMU B YCIOBUSIX BOWHBI U SKOHOMHUYECKOW U
KyJIbTYPHOIH OTCTaJOCTU CTPaHbI, OOJIBIIEBUKN YCTAHOBUJIM JUKTATYpPY IpoOJeTapHa-
Ta, KOTOpas 1o3%ke TpaHc(opMuposanachk B auktatypy KIICC*. Tlapruiinbie uieo-
JIOTH YTBEPKJaJlM, YTO TOJBKO OHHU 3HAIOT, KaK PEalnu30BaThb Ha MPAKTUKE HUIAECU
MapKCcHU3Ma-JICHUHU3MA, YTOOBI CO3/1aTh «HOBBIN COIMYM 0011el cyap0bl». TBOpEeHME
HOBOI'O THIA COLMYyMa IPEAINOJarajlo0 HOBBIA HPABCTBEHHO-KYJIbTYPHBIA WA —
BCECTOPOHHE PA3BHTYIO U SMAHCHUITMPOBAHHYIO JIMUHOCTh . ONHpasich Ha CEMUOTH-
yeckun noaxon Jlormana m YcneHnckoro, JI.I'. MoHMH XapakTepu3yeT COBETCKYIO
KYJIbTYPY KaK pEenpe3eHTaTUBHYIO U MOHOCTUJIIMCTUYECKYIO. Penpe3eHTaTuBHOM OHA
SBJISIETCS] IOTOMY, UTO MPEJCTaBJIsiIa COO0M CXeMy MHTEpPIIPETaIi BCEX COOBITUN U
(haKTOB 4eJIOBEYECKOM UCTOPUM U ObLIa OJTHOBPEMEHHO MHCTPYMEHTOM JIETUTUMU3A-
I[MH CYIIECTBYIOIIErO COUANBHOTO HOPSIKa . MOHOCTUINCTHYECKOI 3Ty KyJIbTYpY
MOHO Ha3BaTh, TAK KaK BCE €€ AJIEMEHTHI 00J1aajii BHYTPEHHEH CBSA3HOCTHIO M aK-
THBHO Pa3elIsINCh, THO0 ACCHBHO NPHHUMAINCH BCEMH WwieHamu obmectsa” . Ho-
BOMY ITOHMMAHHIO BJIACTHM COOTBETCTBOBAJI HOBBIM BapHaHT MOHUMAaHHS TPAHCIEH-

> Knroxuna JI.A. Vizes uMmepnn kak crnoco® GpopMUPOBAHHIS KyIbTypPHOH HAEHTHIHOCTH Poc-
cuu // Yuensle 3anucku [leTpo3aBoickoro rocynapcTBeHHoro yausepcurera. Cepus: OO1iecTBeH-
Hble U TyMaHuTapHble Hayku. — 2013. — Ne 7 (136). - T. 2. - C. 87.

*® Bepm H. Wcropus Coserckoro rocymapctsa. 1900-1991. — Mocksa: MTH®PA-M; Becs
Mup, 1998. — C. 187.

%" Bepm H. icropust CoBerckoro rocymapcrea. 1900-1991. — C. 171.

2 Wonun JLT. Couponorus KynbTypbl. — Mocksa: Jloroc, 1998. — C. 182.

* Homun JI.T. Coupomnorust KynbTyphl. — C. 181-182.
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JEHTHOCTU. BBICIIMI CMBICIT OTOXAECTBIBUICA C IUAECTUYECKUM HPOCTPAHCTBOM —
Wneeit kak TakoBoit. Pycckuit ¢punocod H.A. Bepuses®’ mepBbiM oxapakTepr3oBa
COBETCKOE IOCYJJapCTBO KaK THUIMYHO HACOKpaTHyecKoe. JJOCTHKEeHHe coluann3Ma
OBLITIO OOBSBIICHO JIeJIOM OYIyIIero, Mo3TOMY BCE pecypchl 00IeCTBa ObLUIM HAMpaB-
JIEHBI HA PeaJN3alfi0 UJEU COBETCKOTO IOCYJIapCTBa KaK MOATOTOBKH K ATOMY JIOC-
TrkeHuto. [1o MoHnHy uaes COBETCKOro rocy1apcTBa OCHOBBIBAJIACH HA CIETYIOIINX
MPUHLNNAX: TPUHIIUANE TOTAIBHOCTH, MPUHIIUIIE UEPAPXUU, TPUHIIUIE TEICOJIOTHH.
CoryiacHO MPUHIIUITY TOTAJILHOCTH, BCE COOBITHS CJIEIOBAIO MOHUMATh OJJHO3HAYHO,
B MJICOJIOTUYECKUX TepMuHax. Ha npuHuune uepapxuu ObUIO OCHOBAHO MPaBO I'OBO-
puTh OT nuna MctuHbl, npuHauiexaBuee BoXkA0 naptuu Cranuny. [IpuHuun te-
JICOJIOTHH OPHEHTHPOBAJ HA JOCTIKEHHE COLMATHCTHYECKOTO Heana B OyaymeM’ .
Nmnepckas kynbTypa Poccun u coBpeMeHHas KyjbTypa OypiKya3HbIX TOCYAapCTB
OOBSBIISITUCH «HEMPABWIBHBIMIUY, TaK KaK OIMpPaBIbIBAIM OOIIECTBA COIMATBLHON He-
crpaBeaymBocTH. [IpenmyiecTBa conuanui3ma, MO0 CPAaBHEHUIO C JIPYTHMMU THUIIAMHU
0O1IECTB, NPU3HABAINCH OOBEKTUBHBIMU, OCHOBAaHHBIMU HA PSIJI€ CIEAYIOIUX YOexK-
nenuid. [lpu coumanusMe AOCTUTAETCsl TAPMOHUYHOE COYETAHME YACTHBIX U OOIIUX
MHTEPECOB, MOCTENEHHO MOYKHO YJIYYIIUTh YCIOBHUS dU3HU BCEX YJIEHOB OOIIECTBA.
[TapTuitaeie auaepsl 00J1aJal0T HEMOTPEIIMMOCTBIO, TaK KaK PYKOBOJICTBYIOTCS Tpa-
BUJILHOM WJICOJIOTHEH, a €CJIM AK€ OHU COBEPIIAIOT OMIMOKHU, TO MOCIEIHUE SIBIIS-
FOTCS 0OBEKTUBHBIM MOMEHTOM Ha ITyTH K mporpeccy” . B COBETCKOI Ky/IbType CKiIa-
IbIBaeTCsl cBOeoOpa3zHas «meTau3HKa BJIACTH», OCHOBOM KOTOPOW CIIY>KHT «CakKpa-
TU3anus» JIEATeIbHOCTH NMAapTUHHONW HOMEHKJIATYPbI, MPEXKIE BCEro AESITEIbHOCTH
MapTUIHOTO BOXKJIS, YTO 3aTE€M MPHUBEIIO K 00O0KECTBIICHUIO JIMYHOCTH camoro Cra-
mna’. TakuM 06pa3oM, MPEBPAIeHHe MAPKCUCTCKO-TCHHHCKOM HACONOTHH B KYIIb-
TypHyto npuseno k npespamieHnro KIICC k koHIy ee CylecTBOBaHUS U3 MOJUTHY E-
CKOTO MHCTHTYTa B KynbTypHbIi . KIICC BBINOJNHSIIA POJIb KyIbTYPHOH TOMHHAH-
ThI, BOKPYT KOTOPOW OPTaHU30BBIBAJICS OCTAIBHOW KYJIbTYpHBIM aHcaMOib. OO 00-
IEM FeHETUYECKOM KOJI€ KYJIbTYPbl POCCUMCKON UMIIEPUU U COBETCKOW KYJIBTYPBI
MOKHO TOBOPUTH ycioBHO. Mnest Poccuiickoii mumnepun Obljla OHTOJIOTHYECKH 000C-
HOBaHa, TaK KakK MPOCBEUIEHHOE TOCYAapCTBO MOHMMaNoCch peanuzanued llapcTsa
Bboxnbero Ha 3emie. Maesi cOBETCKOro rocyapcTna, 3asiBJ€HHAsl Kak napajurMa Bia-
CTH HapoJa, 1o CyTH BbIpaxkaina cakpanuzamuto Biactu KIICC.

HoBas poccuiickast kyiabpTypa crana ckiaabiBatbess B 2000-2008 rr., uro ObUI10
CBSI3aHO C JesATeNbHOCThIO mnpe3usiecHTa PO B.B. Ilytuna. COOTBETCTBEHHO TaKkKe

30 beposiee H.A. IcToku 1 cMbIcH pycckoro kommyHnusma. — Mocksa: Hayka, 1990.

3! Wonun JI.T. Couponorust KyabTypsl. — C. 168—169.

32 Honun JI.T. Coupomnorust KyaeTypsl. — C. 186—190.

33 Bonkozonos /1. Tpuymd u tpareaus. [lonmutuueckuit noptper U.B. Cranuna: B 2 ku. Kn. 1.
Y. 2. — Mocksa: AIIH, 1989. — C. 135-136.

3* Honun JI.T. Coupornorust KyaeTypsl. — C. 211.
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dbopMupyeTcsi HOBasi KOHUEMIIMS BJIacTH, KoTopas rnpocMarpuBaetcs B «llocmanusix
[Ipesunentra PO denepanbuomy CoOpaHHIO» TEX JIET, HOHUMAaEMbIX PYKOBOICTBOM
CTpaHbl KaK IWajor BiacTu ¢ HapoAoM. CorjsacHo KOHCTUTYHHH 1993 r. cymHocTh
Biactu B Poccuu cocrout B nemokparuu. [lo IlyTtuny, «ucTouHUKOM OJaronoyyust
u npouBeTaHus Poccun siBiseTcss Hapoay . IIyTHH OTMEdaeT, uTo BIAcTh H HAPOJ
oObequHsET 00Iasi UHTEHLUSI — CTPEMJIEHUE K HOBOMY, K TBOpuecTBY. OJIHaKo Ha-
PO, IO €ro MHEHUIO, 00J1aas MOTEHIMel, He 001aJaeT 3HaHUEeM, KaK pean30BaTh
cBOM moreHiuan. [IpaBoM Ha TBOPUECTBO M 3HAHUEM HCTHHBI OOJIAZAET TOJIBKO

BJIAaCThb.

3aMeTBTe, B KaKHMC BpEMCHA MbI HU KWJIN: B IICPUOABLI PCBOJIIOLIMOHHBIX HOTpSICCHI/If/'I HJIn B
TOJIbl 3aCTOSI — HAM TIOYTH BCET/Ia XoueTcs nepeMeH. [IpaBaa, mpu 3ToM y KakJoro U3 Hac
CBOU TIPE/CTABJICHUS O TOM, KAaKUMH JOJDKHBI OBITh TH IEPEMEHBI, CBOU IPUOPHUTETHI,
CUMIIaTUU W AHTHUIIATUH, CBOM B3TJISBI HA MPOILIOE, HACTOsIIEe U Ha Oyaymiee. ITO mo-
HSITHO, 3TO €CTECTBEHHO: MBI pa3Hble. OHAKO €CTh HEUTO TAKOE, YTO 0OBEINHACT Bcex 0e3
WCKJIFOUCHUS: BCE XOTAT, 4TOOBI 3TO OBUIM MEepeMeHbI K JyumemMy. Ho He Bce 3HAKOT, Kak
3TOrO JOOMTHCA. A MBI C BaMH, T€, KTO COOpajcsi ceroaHs 31ech, B Kpemie, He TOIBKO
00s13aHBI 3TO 3HATH — MBI 00s13aHBI C/IETATh BCE IS TOTO, YTOOBI BEIpA0OTATh TUIAH MpaK-
TUYECKUX JACUCTBHNA. MBI TOJDKHBI CIeTIaTh BCE JUIS TOTO, 4TOOBI yOeauTh B 3 (EeKTHBHO-
CTH 3TOTO IJIaHa TOJIABJISIONICe OONBIIMHCTBO TPaK/IaH CTPAHBI U CENIATh X PeaIbHBIMH

36
COy4YaCTHUKaMU 06Iuero CO3MAATCIIbHOIO IIponecca .

Takum oOpa3oM, BIACTh MPHU3HAECTCS YCIOBUEM CYIECTBOBAHUS M MOHUMAHUS
corrasibHOTO OBITHS. MecTo Poccun B mupe IlyTuHy BUIuUTCS cpenu BEIyIIMX MU-

POBBIX J€prKaB, BepLIaIINX CyIbObl MUpA:

BoeHHbIE 1 BHEIIHENOJUTUYECKHE NOKTPUHBI POCCHM Takke JOJKHBI 1aTh OTBET Ha Ca-
MBIC aKTyaJIbHBIC BOITPOCHI. A MMEHHO: Kak YK€ B HBIHCIIHUX YCJIOBHUAX WU COBMCCTHO C
naptHepamMu 3QPEeKTUBHO OOPOTHCA HE TOJIBKO C TEPPOPOM, HO U C paclpoCTpaHEHUEM
SAJIEPHOT0, XMMUYECKOT0, 0aKTepHOIOrndeckoro opyxus. Kak «racute» coBpeMeHHbIE JIO-
KaJgbHble KOH(MIMKTHL. Kak mpeononeBarh Jpyrue, HOBbIE BBI3OBBI. M, HaKoOHeI, HYKHO
YCTKO OCO3HABAaTh, YTO KIIIOYCBYIO OTBETCTBCHHOCTL 3a HpOTHBOI[GﬁCTBH@ BCEM OTUM YyTI-
po3am, 3a obecrieueHue T100aTbHOW CTAOUIBLHOCTU — OyAyT HECTH BEAyIHe MHPOBBIE
nep:kaBbl. JlepskaBbl, OOJafalolue SASpHBIM OpY)KMEM, MOIIHBIMU phlYaraMu BOEHHO-
MIOJINTUYECKOTO BIMAHMS. BOT mmouyeMy BONpOC MOJEPHHU3ALMHN POCCUICKON apMuUU SIBIIS-
eTcA celvac KpaliHe BaXHbIM. VI OH peasbHO BOJIHYET POCCUNCKOE 061ecTBo’ .

3 Tlocmanme Tlpesunenta PO ®exepansromy Cobpanmio ot 10.05.2006 «ITocmanne Ipesu-
nenta Poccun Brnagumupa Ilytuna ®@enepansnomy CoOpanuto PO» // Odununansaeii cailt Kowm-
nannn Koncynerantllmoc. — URL:  http://www.consultant.ru>documents/cons_doc LAW 60109/

(mata ob6pamenus 30.08.2018).

3% [Mocnanme Mpesunenrta PO denepansromy Cobpanmio ot 10.05.2006.
37 Tocnanue [Ipesunenta PO denepansaomy Cobpanwnio ot 10.05.2006.
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[TpusnaBas Poccuto mupoBoii nepkasoit, [lytun cunraer, 4To HET HEOOXOIUMO-
cTi (HOpMyIHPOBaTh HAIIMOHAJIBHYIO UAe0 Poccuu. DTo 3aHATHE OH CpaBHUBAET C
IIOMCKOM CMBICJIA JKU3HHU, KOTOPBIM MOKHO 3aHMMAThCsl BCEraa U OECKOHEYHO, MO-
3TOMY HE CTOMT TPATUTh HA 3TO BpeMs . IIpe3uueHT 0G0CHOBBIBACT 00BbEIMHEHHE
HapOJ0B B PaMKaX BEJIUKOH JIep:KaBbl HCTOPHUUECKON HEOOXOAUMOCTBIO:

B 10 Xe Bpemst KynbTypHast U JyXOBHAsi CaMOOBITHOCTH €II€ HUKOMY HE Melllajia CTPOUTh
OTKPBITYI0O MUPY cTpaHy. Poccust cama BHeclia OTpOMHBIN BKJIaJ B CTAaHOBIIEHHE OOIIEeB-
porielickoil 1 MUpPOBOM KylbTypbl. Hamia crpana ucropuyecku ¢popmMupoBaigach Kak cO03
MHOTHX HApOJOB U KYJIbTYp. 11 OCHOBY JyXOBHOCTH CaMOI'0 POCCUHCKOTO HapOAa UCIIOKOH

BEKOB COCTABJIsUIA HJIEs OOIIEro MUpa — OOIIEro AJIs Jr0/ei pa3InuyHbIX HAlIMOHAIBHOCTEH

u 1<0quecc1/11713 .

B cBoux nocnanusix Ilytun chopmynupoBasl HEOOXOAUMOCTh PELICHUS CIEAYIO-
IIMX 3aJa4: YKpeIUieHue craryca Poccum B KadyecTBE BEIMKOM MHUPOBOW JEPIKaBBHI,
MOCTPOCHUE TPAKIAHCKOTO OOIIECTBA M TPaKJAHCKUX HMHCTUTYTOB, Pa3BUTHUE Pbl-
HOYHOM SKOHOMHKH, YJIy4YlIIEHHE MaTE€pPUaJbHOTO W COLHUAIBHOIO OJIAromoIydus
IpaKJaH, pa3BuTHEe POCCUM KaKk YHUKAJIBHON [IMBUIIM3ALMH, a TAKXKE Pa3BUTHE UCTO-
PUYECKUX TPaguLNNA, HE KOHKPETU3UPOBAB Kakux nMeHHO. B 2001 r., ¢ nenpro noa-
JepKaHus OOILEro MOJIUTHYECKOro Kypca mpe3uaeHTa, Obuia co3nana naptus «Exgu-
Has Poccusi». DTy mapTuio Helb3sl UIEHTU(PUIUPOBATH M0 KIAaCCOBO-CIIOEBOMY NpH-
3HAKY, XOTSl YWiICHaMH ATOW MapTuu ObUIM COCTOSITENbHBIC JItoau. Beex aTux monein
oObeauHsIa akTyainbHasd nonutuyeckas teMa — «[lnan Ilytunay. [Tostomy «Enunas
Poccus» nonyunna nazanue «naptus Biaactuy. B 2007 r. [IyTruH BO3riaaBui Ciucok
KaHIMJATOB OT MapTUM BO BpeMsl M30MpaTeNbHOW KaMIaHWU B ['OCyIapCTBEHHYIO
Hymy V cossiBa. [Honutonor Cepreii MapkoB oxapakTepu30Ball 3Ty CUTYAIMIO Kak
IIPOLIECC MHCTUTYLMOHAIN3ALUY JINYHOCTH npe3uaeHTa PO:

[TpunsB pelieHne BO3MIABUTH (enepaibHblil criucok naptuu «Eaunas Poccus», Ilytun
OCTaeTCsl B Ka4e€CTBE MOPAJIbHO MOJIUTUYECKOTO JIMJEPA HALUU U €ro IOJIOKEHHE CTaHO-
BUTCS 00Jiee MHCTUTYLMOHAIM3UPOBAHHBIM — OHO 0€3 COMHEHUs Tenepb Oyzaer Ooiee cra-
OWJIbHBIM, 0OJIe€ YETKUM U SCHBIM, IOTOMY YTO Mbl MHOTO TOBOPWJIM, YTO HAJO MEPEXO0-
IUTh OT CTaOMJIBHOCTH, OCHOBAHHOM HA JIMYHOCTH, K CTAOMJIBHOCTH, OCHOBAHHOW Ha MH-

CTI/ITYTB.X40 .

3 Mocnanme Mpesunenrta PO denepansromy Cobpanmio ot 10.05.2006.

3 Mocnanne [Ipesunenta PO denepansuomy Cobpanuto ot 26.04.2007 «Ilocmanme [Ipesu-
neata Poccum  Bmagumupa Ilyruna  ®enepanpHomy  CoOpanuto  P®». -  URL:
http://www.consultant.ru>documents/cons_doc LAW 67870/ (nata obpamierus 30.08.2018).

40 Mapxkos: Ilocne npesunentctBa IlytuH ocranercs nuumepom Haumu // JlenmoBasi rasera
«Barasa». — URL: https://vz.ru/news/2007/10/1/113798.html (nara obpamenus 29.08. 2018).
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3amecturenb pykoBoautens Anmunuctpanuu [Ipesmaenta, nmomoniHuk Ilpe3u-
neuta PO B.JO. CypkoB yTBepkaai, 4TO KOHIEMIHUIO POCCUUCKON JIEMOKpATUH
HEJb3sl TOHUMATh 0€3 ydeTa TUMUYHBIX YEPT PYCCKOM MOJUTUYECKON KYJIbTYpPHI U
PYCCKOTO HAIMOHAJIIBHOTO CO3HaHMs. B pycCcKOM KyJIbTypHOM CO3HAaHUM «CHUHTE3
npeo0iasaeT Haja aHAIM30M, UeaIn3M HaJl MparMaTu3MoM, OOpa3HOCTh HAJl JIOTH-
KOM, MHTYMIMS HaJ PAacCyaKoM, ofliee Haj 4acTHbIM» . CypKOB MPEIIONKUI HC-
MOJIb30BaTh UJCI0 IIEJIOCTHOCTU PYCCKOW KYJBTYPhl B KQU€CTBE aKCUOMBI JIJIsL OIpe-
JICJICHHUsT TTapaMeTpOB peaibHOM moauTuku. Vcxoas w3 NaHHOW KyJIbTYpHOM ycTa-
HOBKHU, OH BBIJIETTUJI TPU OCOOEHHOCTH POCCUICKON MOJUTUYECKON MPAKTUKHU:

Bo-nepBeix, 3TO CTpeMIIEHUE K IMOJUTUYECKON LETOCTHOCTH YEPE3 LIEHTPAIM3ALMIO BIACT-
HbIX QyHKIHH. Bo-BTOpBIX, naeanu3anus 1enei moauTHieckoit 0opbObl. B-TpeThux, mep-
COHU(DUKAINS MTOJUTUIECKUX UHCTUTYTOB. OIATH K€, BCE 3TU BEIlM UMEIOTCS U B APYTUX
MOJUTUYECKUX KYJIbTypaX, HO B HAILIEH HECKOJIBKO CBEPX CpEaHEN Mep1)142

[enTpanu3zanus BracTHbIX GyHKIMA B PD nposiBuiiack B TOM, 4TO OOJIBIIMHCTBO
wineHoB ['ocynapcrBennoi Jymsl 1 CoBera @enepaunu PO sBisunch yaeHaMu map-
i «Enunas Poccusty, Takas ke cUTyalus CI0XKWIach U B MECTHBIX OpraHax Bila-
ctu. O0pa3 Poccun kak rocynapctsa, no MHeHHIO CypKoBa, yJJayHO BBIPA3WJICS B
o0Opaze Xxapu3MaTH4YHOM JTMYHOCTH npe3uaeHTa [lytuna, a nporpamMmma naptun «Enu-
Has Poccus» BocpuHUMAETCs Kak «ILUIaH HyTI/IHa>>43. [lox npeanuszanuen nenen no-
auTudeckoil 60prObl CypKOB MOHMMAJI OPUEHTAIIMIO HA YTOIHIO, YTO C €r0 TOUYKH
3peHHUs, CO3JaeT BAXKHBIN CTUMYI JUisl 00mecTBeHHOro pa3Butus. CypKOB OTpHUIIAT
MECCUaHCKHME KOHIenuu npouuioro: Tpetuit Pum u Tpetuit Matepranmonan. Mnero
MECCHAHCTBa OH MPEJJIOKUI 3aMEHUTh UJIEE MUCCUM POCCUUCKON Haluu, TpeOyro-
el yTOYHEeHHs, HO 0e3yCIIOBHO CBSI3aHHOM ¢ yTBepikKIaeHueMm poiiu Poccum cpemu
IPYTHX MHPOBBIX rocyaapets . OH MOSICHSI, YTO Pedb UIACT O PEaTn3alliy JKeTaHHiT
B OyZlylIeM U MpeJIokKUI CMOTPETh Ha Ipobsiemsl Poccuu «u3 Oyayieroy.

B kauectBe nenorara unen Enunoin Poccun npeanonaranace Poccuiickas ®ene-
pauus B OyAylleM Kak CUJIbHAasi MUPOBasi JepkaBa BO IJ1aBE C XapU3MaTUUHbBIM JIU]IE-
pPOM, TJie TIOCTPOCHO T'PAKIAHCKOE OOIECTBO U JEMOKPATUYECKHUE WHCTUTYTHI B yC-
JIOBHUSIX PBIHOYHOM 3KOHOMHMKH C IPUMEHEHHEM HAYKOEMKUX W WHHOBALMOHHBIX
texHnosoruii. Unes Enunoit Poccun nipencrapiisiyia co00i aMOMBAIEHTHOCTD MPEXKEe
BCETO B KyJIbTypHOM OTHOIIEHUH. C OJHOM CTOPOHBI, BIACTh OPHUIIUAIIBHO MPUJIEP-
KUBAJIACh Kypca Ha JEMOKPATHYECKYIO0 MOJICPHU3AINIO POCCUICKOTO OOIIECTBa, YTO
MPEIIOJIarago ACUESHTPAIN3ALUIO BIACTH, KYJbTYPHBIN IUIKOPAIN3M, COCYLIECTBOBA-

4 Cypkos B. Pycckas monutudeckas KyabTypa. Barasn u3 yronuu. Matepuaiibl 00CyXICHHS B
«HezaBucmMmoit razere». — Mocksa: He3zaBucumas rasera, 2007. — C. 6.

4 Cypros B. Pycckas nonutudeckas KyiabTypa. Baran uz yronuu. — C. 6.

s Cypros B. Pycckas nonutudeckas KyabTypa. B3 uz yronuu. — C. 7.

4 Cypkoe B. Pycckas nonutudeckas KynbTypa. Barmsan uz yronuu. — C. 7.
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HUE€ Pa3JIMYHBbIX JTUCKYPCHUBHBIX MPakTUK. C Ipyroil CTOPOHbI, Onacasich COIUAIBHO-
ro Xaoca BHyTpU HOBOTO OOIIECTBA, a TAKXKE yrPO3bl TEPPOPU3MA U IKCTPEMU3MA U3~
BHE, BJIACTh IJIAHUPOBAJIA COXPAHUTH U 3aKPENUTH 3a Poccuent cratyc CHIIbHOM B BO-
€HHOM OTHOIIIEHHH MHPOBOH jepxaBbl. [loaTomy Biacth odunuanbHo o0bsiBUIa 00
OTCYTCTBUU HAIMOHAJILHOM MJIeH, 00BsIBUIIA ATy 3ajauy AenoMm Oyaymiero. [Toctpoe-
HUE OTKPBITOTO JIEMOKPAaTUYECKOIro OOIIECTBA U YKPEIUIEHUE CTaTyca MUPOBOU Jep-
’KaBbl PACCMATPHUBAIIMCh BJIACTHIO KaK PABHOBEPOSTHbIC BapuaHThl. B [locnanwmsx
npe3ugeHTa Poccust 00bsABIsIACh YHUKAIBHOW CaMOOBITHOM IUBUIM3aIMEH, chop-
MHUPOBABIIECICS HA OCHOBE PYCCKOW MPaBOCIABHOM KYyJbTYypbl U BOOpaBilel B ceOs
Jy4IIue [IEHHOCTU MUPOBOM KyNbTypbl. B 3T0it cB3u B CMU 0c000i1 3HaUNMOCTBIO
CTaJIM HA/ICNIATHCSI UCTOPUUYECKUE COOBITHSI, CIOCOOCTBOBABIINE OOBEAMHEHUIO HAPO-
OB B €IMHOE LICHTPAIM30BAHHOE TOCYAApCTBO: Kpemenue Pycu kHsa3em Bnagumn-
pom, obpaszoBanre MockoBckoro ['ocymapctBa, mpeojosieHne cMyTbl KoHIa XVI —
Hayana XVII BB., pedopmsl Iletpa I, mobena CCCP B Benukoit OTedecTBEHHOM
Boiine. Poccutickas ®@enepanns B TAKOM KOHTEKCTE CTaja MBICIUTHCS 3TAlOM IPO-
TPECCUBHOTO PA3BUTHUSI POCCUMCKON IMBUIN3ALMHA, KOTOPAs IOCTOSIHHO CTPEMUTCS K
MTOCTPOEHUIO OTKPBITOTO OOIIECTBA, HO BBIHYKJI€HA MPEOA0JIEBATh OMACHOCTh BHEII-
HEU yrpo3bl €€ MUPHOMY CYIIECTBOBAaHHUIO. Tak Kak 3asBJICHHbIA uaean Poccun
MIPEANOIarajioch OCYIECTBUTh TOJIBKO B OYyIlIEM, BIACTh OOpaTUIIaCh K CaKkpain3a-
uuu nquckypeca o Equnoit Poccun. Bocnpusatre abcTpakTHOTO Hjieana cTajio BO3MOXK-
HBIM MOCPEACTBOM MEPCOHU(PUKALMHU MHCTUTYTOB BiacTh. OOpa3 CUIBHOTO Xapu3-
MaTUYHOTO TPE3UJICHTa MIC0J0raMy BJIACTH MpoelupoBajcs Ha obpa3 Poccun kak
CWJIBHOM MHPOBOHM JepkaBbl U Ha o0Opa3 maptuu «EnuHoit Poccum» kak «maptuu
BJIACTH.

3akiroueHue

Nnero Enunont Poccun MOXKHO NPEICTABUTH B KAYECTBE «IPOIYKTa» SBOJIOLUN
HMMIIEPCKOTO POCCUMCKOTO CO3HAaHUs. B comepkannu 3TOM UAEU MPUCYTCTBYIOT TE K€
MPU3HAKH, YTO U B APYTUX UMIEPCKUX JTUCKYpPCaX POCCUHUCKOTO CO3HAHUS: YCTaHOB-
Ka Ha MOCTPOEHHE OOIIECTBAa COIMAILHON CIIPABEIJIMBOCTH C OOraToi TyXOBHOM
KYJBTYpOU B OyIIyIIeM; peaan3aius 3TOro MpoeKTa MOXKET ObITh OCYIIECTBIICHA IO/
PYKOBOJICTBOM BJIACTH, TaK KaK 3HAHUEM O MOJEPHH3AIUU JACHCTBUTEIHLHOCTH 00JIa-
Ja€T TOJIBKO BJIACThH; MOCTPOEHUE CUJIBHOTO LIEHTPAJIUM30BAHHOIO rOCyAapcTBa C Le-
JIBIO 3aIUTHI OT BHENTHEW YIpo3bl; YKPEIUJICHHWE BEPhl B aOCTPAKTHBIM Hcal MyTeM
dhopmupoBaHusi 00pa3a CHUIIBHOIO XapU3MaTHYECKOro JIMJepa BJIACTH; YIPOILICHHE
MyTeM MHTEPIPETAlUN 3aUMCTBOBAHHBIX KYJbTYPHBIX UJCH B COOCTBEHHBIX TEPMHU-
HaxX, CBEJICHUS WX K YK€ 3HAKOMOMY KyJIbTYpHOMY MaTepuairy. Takum o0pa3om,
nuckypc o EnumHoit Poccnn MOXeT paccMarpuBarhCs B KAUECTBE BapUaHTA HOBOWU
KyJIbTYpPHOU UIEHTUYHOCTH POoCcuu, Tak Kak HalEJIEH Ha MMPOBEACHUE MOJACPHU3ALINU
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oOmiectBa U (GOPMUPOBAHNE BOCTIPUSTUSI TOCYJAPCTBEHHOM BIIACTH B Ka4e€CTBE BBIC-
1Iei KyJabTYpHOU IEHHOCTH, MEPCOHU(DUIIMPOBAHHON B MHCTUTYTaX BJIACTH.

Introduction

Although in fact the Russian Empire ceased to exist at the beginning of the 20™
century, some Russian researchers see the connection of modern Russian civilization
with the imperial tradition in the aspect of philosophy and culture. Russian philoso-
pher A. Akhiezer described Russia at the end of the 20™ century as a “large society,”
which was an association of local societies in the form of a state based on an abstract
value system protected by law. The “large society” is formed with the aim of giving
an adequate response to the next civilizational “challenge” (Arnold Toynbee). Rely-
ing on his concept of sociocultural evolution (he recognized the development of the
moral ideal as its driving factor) Akhiezer came to the conclusion that the main task
of Russian society at the turn of the 20™ and 21* centuries is to overcome the split be-
tween sobornost and authoritarian ideals. As the Russian civilization had faced this
task more than once, Akhiezer doubted the rapid democratization of Russian society
and offered to critically comprehend the entire historical experience of Russia so as
not to repeat fatal mistakes.' V. Kantor, a Russian culturologist, claims that the em-
pire is an exclusively European idea and opposes it to the idea of Eastern despotism.
Kantor suggests the following understanding of empire:

The empire is a political and social structural entity intended by history to introduce
multi-tribal and multi-confessional peoples into regulatory and civilizational space.’

From Kantor’s point of view, the task of the empire includes the organization of
social chaos and the control over primitive instincts in the legal field. According to
this logic, both the Holy Roman Empire and the EU can be described as empires. In
any historical state, one can observe elements of despotic rule and imperial rule. The
criterion of strengthening the imperial element, according to Kantor, is the subordina-
tion of power to the law. Kantor believes that the normal development of Russia out-
side the empire is impossible; however, it should be a supranational state that unites

" A.S. Akhiezer, “Russia as a Large Society” [in Russian], Voprosy filosofii, no. 1 (1993): 3-19.
2V K. Kantor, St Petersburg: Russian Empire against Russian chaos. To the Problem of Impe-
rial Consciousness in Russia [in Russian] (Moscow: ROSSPEN, 2007), 19.

924 2019 ¢ Vol. 3 « Ne3



http://hpchsu.ru RESEARCH

peoples based on the idea of tolerance to the Other, which is expressed in its ideal
form in Christianity. Akhiezer and Kantor considered the events of the early 21* cen-
tury in Russia as a transitional period, a new stage in the development of Russian civ-
ilization. Foreign researchers Jeremy Adelman,’ Richard Pipes,* Jeremy Smith,’
Ronald Suny,® and David Hoffmann’ also pointed out the signs of the imperial form
of social and political being at various stages of the history of Russian society and
state. The opinion of foreign authors will not be considered in this article, since this is
a task for a separate study.

This study is focused on such a sign of the empire as the desire of the authorities
to establish the maximum (extremely unlimited) form of domination over society
within the framework of discourse based on the ideas of state legitimacy adopted in a
particular period in the international environment. In the context of the semiotic ap-
proach Yu. Lotman justified the possibility of identifying/constructing a culture code
through which cultural discourse can be explored. By culture code he meant the
structural elements of local sign systems, as well as the principles of their application
in those systems. Lotman believed that the culture code identification offers a re-
searcher the possibility of constructing a semiotic situation of the culture under study,
which allowed him to apply a certain interpretational scheme, giving events some
values or meanings. Culture is a historical phenomenon, so one may seriously speak
about the development of culture as well as about the existence of historical memory
of culture. Lotman interpreted social and cultural history in the context of the ideas of
the synergetic approach of 1. Prigozhin and Georges Cuvier’s theory of catastrophes.
The thinker believed that culture becomes aware of itself under the conditions of cul-
tural explosion.® By cultural explosion he understood the situation that arose as a re-
sult of the interaction between semiotic and extra-semiotic reality, or the situation of
interaction between cultural traditions that have very little in common. At the mo-
ment of cultural explosion “those mechanisms of history are turned on that should
explain to it what happened.” In this situation, a researcher may take the place of an
external observer. What happened as an accident in the past is constituted as a pattern
in the mind of an observer. Lotman shared the idea of Prigozhin about the non-linear
evolution of self-organizing system and by the bifurcation points he meant “cultural
explosions.” Lotman associated the emergence of relatively stable states of culture

3 J. Adelman, “The Russian Revolution and Global Empires,” A4b Imperio, no. 2 (2017): 45-52.

* R. Pipes, Russia under the Old Regime (New York: Charles Scribner's Sons, 1974).

> J. Smith, “The Soviet State and the Individual,” 4b Imperio, no. 3 (2002): 279-84.

% R.G. Suny, The Revenge of the Past: Nationalism, Revolution and the Collapse of the Soviet
Union (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1993).

" D.L. Hoffmann, “Power, Discourse, and Subjectivity in Soviet History,” 4b Imperio, no. 3
(2002): 273-78.

® Yu.M. Lotman, Culture and Explosion [in Russian] (Moscow: Gnozis; Progress, 1992), 30.

? Lotman, Culture and Explosion, 30.
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with the formation of the language and the culture code, on the basis of which the
discourse of the culture is formed.

Lotman offers two scenarios for the constitution of a cultural explosion, outlined
theoretically in the form of a binary and a ternary model of culture. The binary model
of culture is characterized by the orientation at destroying the basic values of the
“old” culture and replacing them with the true values of the “new” culture. The bina-
ry model is focused on the implementation of the utopian ideal in life by radical
methods.'’ In ternary culture, the basic values of the “old” culture are shifted from the
center to the periphery, remaining recognized but less significant. Abstract ideals are
adapted to reality. The consequence is the recognition of cultural pluralism affirmed
within the framework of social and political compromise.'' Lotman viewed Russian
culture as a binary one, which catastrophically experienced cultural explosions.
Lotman considered cultural explosion of the end of the 20™ century as a historical
chance for Russia to move to building a ternary model of culture; to miss the chance
would mean to face a new “historical catastrophe.”"?

Following Lotman’s logic and also taking into account the thesis of historians that
it is customary to call the events that happened five years ago history, one may condi-
tionally take the position of an external observer in relation to the national culture of
the late 20™ — early 21 centuries and consider it as a culture experiencing an explo-
sion, which is a “consequence” or an echo of the cultural explosions of previous eras,
1.e. the “consequence” of the Revolution of 1917 and the reforms of Peter the Great.
Thus, one can consider the Russian culture of the late 20™ — early 21* centuries in
post-imperial context. From the perspective of the retrospective vision in the history
of Russian and, wider, national culture, the following cultural explosion situations
can be distinguished, whose context formed the texts containing knowledge of the
culture code of a particular period: the formation of the concept of the “Third Rome”
at the turn of the 15™ — 16™ centuries, the idea of the Russian Empire of the 18™ cen-
tury, the idea of the Soviet state of the beginning of the 20™ century, and the idea of
United Russia of the beginning of the 21* century. The purpose of this article is to re-
search the discourse about United Russia in years from 2000 to 2008 in the context of
the semiotic approach of Yu. Lotman as a “product” of the evolution of the Russian
imperial consciousness, and to justify the possibility for considering the idea of Unit-
ed Russia as an option for the new cultural identity of Russia.

Main body
At the turn of the 15™ — 16™ centuries the concept of the Third Rome was formed
in Russian culture. The concept itself was formed both during the dialogue with the

' Lotman, Culture and explosion, 258.
"' Lotman, Culture and explosion, 257.
12 Lotman, Culture and explosion, 270-71.
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Catholic West on the issue of the eschatological prophecies of those years and during
the dialogue of the Russian Orthodox Church with the princely authority. The main
ideas of the Third Rome concept were set forth in 1523 in the “Epistle to the Astrolo-
gers” by the Elder Philotheus of Pskov, a Yelizarov Monastery monk, addressed to
M. Misyur-Munekhin, a government official and emissary of the Grand Prince of
Moscow in Pskov."” According to Philotheus, the true Christian kingdom must be a
unity of material and spiritual substance. After the fall of Byzantium, the Moscow
State remained the only major politically independent Orthodox state. Philotheus
identified Muscovy with the “Third and the Last Rome,” where the Christian Church
would find its eternal peace. The existence of the Third Rome depends on the divine
patience, which, in its turn, depends on the moral education and spiritual transfor-
mation of Christians and, above all, of “the one who reigns.”'* Referring to the de-
tailed analysis of the epistle of Philotheus, a historian N. Sinitsyna concludes that
Philotheus created the Orthodox version of the translatio imperii theory, according to
which the Third Rome moved to the northeast."> Two historical processes, the design
of the autocephaly of the Russian Orthodox Church and the formation of the Russian
autocracy, went in parallel and presupposed each other. The initiative associated with
the spread of Christianity in Russia was traditionally originated and encouraged by
the authorities. Many of the church leaders saw special Divine Providence in that.
This fact was first pointed out by V. Zen'kovskii:

The theocratic idea of Christianity developed in Russia not in the sense of the primacy of
spiritual power over secular power, as it happened in the West, but in the direction of as-
similating the state authority of the sacred mission. This was not a movement towards
caesaropapism: the Church itself approached the state in order to bring into it the gracious
power of sanctification. The point of the Divine Providence application in history is the
state power — this is the whole “secret” of power and its connection with the mystical
sphere. And that is why, developing the theocratic idea of Christianity, the church con-
sciousness seeks to find ways to sanctify power. The state authority must incorporate the
tasks of the church.'®

1 A. Korenevskii, “By Whom and When was ‘Moscow is Third Rome’ Theory Invented?” [in
Russian], Ab Imperio, no. 1-2 (2001): 121.

'* Appendix no. 1. Ca. 1523—1524. Epistle of Philotheos, the monk of Pskov Eleazarov monas-
tery, to the government official M.G. Misyur-Munekhin with the refutation of the astrological pre-
dictions of Nikolay Bulev and outlining the concept of the Third Rome [in Russian], in
N.V. Sinitsyna, The Third Rome. The origins and evolution of the Russian Medieval Concept (15"
16™ centuries) (Moscow: Indrik, 1998), 336—46.

> N.V. Sinitsyna, The Third Rome. The Origins and Evolution of the Russian Medieval Con-
cept (15"—16" centuries) [in Russian], 327.

1V.V. Zen'kovskii, History of Russian Philosophy [in Russian], vol. 1 (Paris: YMCA-PRESS,
1989), 46.
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Thus, state-building was justified by implementing a historically new cultural and
moral ideal during the dialogue between the authority and the church, the authority
and the society. Having conducted semiotic analysis of the concept “Moscow is the
Third Rome,” Yu. Lotman and B. Uspenskii concluded that that idea was inherently
ambivalent. This ambivalence, from their point of view, suggested two equally prob-
able perspectives of cultural orientation, and, consequently, two possible variants of
historical development of the Russian state.

On the one hand, it [the idea that Moscow is the Third Rome] implied the connection of the
Moscow state with the highest spiritual and religious values. Making piety the main feature
and foundation of Moscow’s state power, this idea emphasized the theocratic aspect of ori-
entation towards Byzantium. In this version, the idea implied isolation from the “unclean”
lands. On the other hand, Constantinople was perceived as the second Rome, i.e., imperial
essence was emphasized in the political symbolism associated with this name — Byzantium
was viewed as the world empire, the heir to the might of the Roman state.'’

As the cultural predominance of the symbolism of consciousness over the
psychism of the language was characteristic for the Russian religious culture of the
15" — 16™ centuries, “the formation of a cult and the establishment of authority in the
national culture began to be designated by the same linguistic structure.”'® The har-
monious combination of “sanctity” and “kingdom” in this idea was ensured by the
fact that “Rome” was used not only as a language object, but also as a symbol that
was immanent to the consciousness and denoted itself. In the culture of the 15"-16"
centuries, the Third Rome was a linguistic structure directly referring to such a cul-
tural universality as the Christian empire.'”

Transformation of the idea “Moscow is the Third Rome” in the semiosphere of
Russian culture of the 18" century resulted from the cultural dialogue with the West.
The dialogue was initiated by the authority which carried out cultural reorientation in
order to ontologically substantiate the construction of a new social formation, the
Russian Empire. In 1721, Peter the Great assumed a number of new titles: “Emper-
or”, “Great”, and “Father of the Fatherland”. As B. Uspenskii points out, the title “Fa-
ther of the Fatherland” had a dual meaning. In the Western tradition, the title Father
of the Fatherland (pater patriae) was a honorary title of the Roman emperors. In the
context of the pre-Petrine culture, the title “Father of the Fatherland” could only be

7 Yu.M. Lotman and B.A. Uspenskii, “Echoes of the “Moscow is the Third Rome” Concept in
the Ideology of Peter the Great” [in Russian], in Artistic Language of the Middle Ages,
ed. V.A. Karpushin (Moscow: Nauka, 1982), 238.

' L.A. Klyukina, “Institutionalization of the Mythologeme of Empire in Russian Cultural Con-
sciousness (15"-16" centuries)” [in Russian], Mezhdunarodnyi zhurnal issledovanii kul'tury,
vol. 14, no. 1 (2014): 67.

¥ Klyukina, “Institutionalization of the Mythologeme of Empire,” 68.
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applied to the patriarch.”’ Due to the fact that after the adoption of this title the patri-
archate was abolished and the monarch was declared the “Supreme Judge” of the
Spiritual Collegium, the title mentioned earlier was perceived in the sense that “Peter
headed the church and declared himself patriarch.”?' Having conducted semiotic
analysis of the works of Theophan Prokopovich and the texts of Petersburg architec-
ture and literature of the 18" and 19™ centuries, Lotman and Uspenskii concluded that
in those texts the image of the Apostle Peter is transferred to the image of Emperor
Peter,”* and St. Petersburg is perceived as the “holy city of Peter” and its holiness lies
in its statehood.” The transformation of “Moscow is the Third Rome” concept was
expressed in the fact that the ideologists of the era of Peter the Great chose the para-
digm of power as a guideline. In “The Truth of the Will of the Monarchs,” Theophan
Prokopovich connected the theory of the divine origin of the supreme power with the
theory of natural law and the theory of social contract. Theophan Prokopovich argued
that the authority was given to the monarch by God and while managing the public
good, the monarch is responsible only to God.** In order to justify the emperor’s au-
tocracy, Peter the Great knowingly supported the situation of semiotic bilingualism in
culture. The juxtaposition of the old and the new political and state symbols can be
considered as modernization of the old binary structure of Russian culture.

Religious culture was understood as “wrong” and “nonexistent”. However, it was needed
as an alternative because communication with the specified primary symbol, the Third
Rome, was made through it and by means of it.*

The idea of the special mission of “the one who reigns” was transformed into the
idea of the enlightener emperor, and the process of enlightenment was interpreted as
a God-pleasing work. The West was understood as a temporary and unworthy carrier
of the Enlightenment values. The texts of the Western culture were transferred to
Russian culture without reproducing the semiotic situation, i.e. the new sign system
itself was used as a code, as a scheme to organize the message. In the situation of se-
miotic distinction between the cult and the culture, the idea of the empire was per-
ceived by the society in an ambivalent way: either as a means of cultural self-
identification, or as something “alien” with a negative meaning.

9 B.A. Uspenskii, Sketches of Russian History [in Russian] (St Petersburg: Azbuka, 2002), 80.

2! Uspenskii, Sketches of Russian History, 80.

22 Uspenskii, Sketches of Russian History, 244.

2 Uspenskii, Sketches of Russian History, 241.

** E.V. Anisimov, The State Transformations and Autocracy of Peter the Great in the First
Quarter of the 18™ Century [in Russian] (St Petersburg: Dmitrii Bulanin, 1997), 273-75.

» L.A. Klyukina, “Idea of Empire as Way of formation Russian Cultural Identity” [in Russian],
Uchenye zapiski Petrozavodskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. Seriya: Obshchestvennye i
gumanitarnye nauki no. 7(136), vol. 2 (2013): 87.
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The situation of the next cultural explosion is connected with the events of 1917,
which led to the collapse of the Russian Empire and the emergence of a new state, the
Soviet Union. The culture of the Russian Empire was replaced by Soviet culture. In
Soviet culture, a new concept of power was being formed. The people were recog-
nized as the creator of history and the subject of authority. However, in order to keep
the gains of the socialist revolution under the conditions of war and economic and
cultural backwardness of the country, the Bolsheviks established the dictatorship of
the proletariat, which later transformed into the dictatorship of the CPSU.?® The party
ideologues argued that they were the only ones who knew how to implement the ide-
as of Marxism-Leninism in order to create “the new society of common destiny.” The
creation of the new type of society presupposed a new moral and cultural ideal, that
of a well-rounded and emancipated personality.”” Based on the semiotic approach of
Lotman and Uspenskii, L. Ionin characterizes Soviet culture as representative and
mono-stylistic. Soviet culture is representative because it was a scheme for interpret-
ing all the events and facts of human history and was at the same time a tool for legit-
imizing the existing social order.”® This culture can be called mono-stylistic because
all its elements have an internal coherence and are actively separated or passively ac-
cepted by all members of society.” The new understanding of power corresponded to
a new version of the understanding of transcendence. The highest meaning was iden-
tified with eidetic space — the Idea as such. Russian philosopher N. Berdyaev’® was
the first to describe the Soviet state as typically ideocratic. The achievement of so-
cialism was declared a matter of the future; therefore all the resources of society were
aimed at implementing the idea of the Soviet state as a preparation for this achieve-
ment. According to lonin, the idea of the Soviet state was based on the following
principles: the principle of totality, the principle of hierarchy, the principle of teleolo-
gy. According to the principle of totality, all events should be understood unequivo-
cally, in ideological terms. The right to speak on behalf of the Truth, which belonged
to the leader of the party, Stalin, was based on the principle of hierarchy. The princi-
ple of teleology focused on the achievement of the socialist ideal in the future.’' The
imperial culture of Russia and the modern culture of bourgeois states were declared
“wrong” because they justified societies of social injustice. The advantages of social-
ism, compared with other types of societies, were recognized as objective, based on
the following beliefs. Under socialism, a harmonious combination of private and

°N. Vert, History of the Soviet State. 1990— 1991 [in Russian] (Moscow: INFRA-M, Ves' Mir,
1998), 187.

2" Vert, History of the Soviet State, 171.

8 1..G. Tonin, Sociology of Culture [in Russian] (Moscow: Logos, 1998), 182.

** Tonin, Sociology of Culture, 181-82.

% N.A. Berdyaev, The Origins and Meaning of Russian Communism [in Russian] (Moscow:
Nauka, 1990).

3 onin, Sociology of Culture, 168—69.
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common interests is achieved, and the living conditions of all members of society can
be gradually improved. Party leaders are infallible, as they are guided by the correct
ideology, and even if they make mistakes, the latter are an objective moment on the
road to progress.’” Soviet culture gave rise to a kind of “metaphysics of authority,”
which was based on the sacralization of the activities of high-ranking party officials
and the party leader in the first place, which resulted in deification of Stalin’s person-
ality.” Thus, the transformation of Marxist-Leninist ideology into cultural ideology
led to the transformation of the CPSU at the end of its existence from a political insti-
tution into a cultural one.”* The CPSU played the role of cultural dominant, around
which the rest of the cultural ensemble was arranged. One can speak about the com-
mon genetic code of the Russian Empire’s culture and Soviet culture only relatively.
The idea of the Russian Empire was ontologically justified because the enlightened
state was understood to be the realization of the Kingdom of God on Earth. The idea
of the Soviet state, declared as the paradigm of the people’s power, essentially ex-
pressed the sacralization of the power of the CPSU.

The new Russian culture began to take shape in 20002008, which was connected
with the activities of the President of the Russian Federation V. Putin. Accordingly, a
new concept of authority was being formed that can be seen in the Presidential Ad-
dresses to the Federal Assembly of those years, which were understood by the leader-
ship of the country as a form of dialogue between the authority and the people. Ac-
cording to the 1993 Constitution, the essence of authority in Russia is democracy.
According to Putin, “the source of Russia’s wellbeing and prosperity is the people of
this country.” Putin notes that the government and the people are united by a com-
mon intention — the desire for the new, for creativity. However, the people, in his
opinion, while possessing potency, do not have the knowledge of how to realize their
potential. Only the authority has the right to creativity and knowledge of the truth.

No matter what times we have lived through, be it revolutionary upheavals or the stagna-
tion years, we have almost always yearned for change. True, each of us has our own idea
of what kind of change we need, our own priorities, our own preferences and dislikes, and
our own vision of the past, present and future. This is natural and understandable, for we
are all different. But there is also something that unites us all without exception: we all
want things to change for the better. But we do not all know how to achieve this. You and
I, all of us present here at the Kremlin today, are not only duty-bound to know how to
achieve this, but are duty-bound to do everything possible to come up with plans for prac-
tical, concrete action. We must do everything we can to convince the majority of our citi-

32 Jonin, Sociology of Culture, 186-90.

3 D.A. Volkogonov, Triumph and Tragedy. Political Portrait of LV. Stalin. Tn 2 Books,
book 1, part 2 (Moscow: APN, 1989), 135-36.

3* Tonin, Sociology of Culture, 211.

3% The Annual Presidential Address to the Federal Assembly, May 10, 2006, accessed August
30, 2018, http://www.consultant.ru>documents/cons_doc LAW_60109/.
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zens that these plans are effective and to genuinely involve them in this constructive pro-

CGSS.36

Thus, the authority is recognized as a condition for the existence and understand-
ing of social being. Putin sees Russia’s place in the world among the leading world
powers that decide the fate of the world:

Russia’s military and foreign policy doctrines must also provide responses to the issues of
today, namely, how to work together with our partners in current conditions, to fight effec-
tively not just terrorism but also the proliferation of nuclear, chemical and bacteriological
weapons, how to settle the local conflicts in the world today and how to overcome the oth-
er new challenges we face. Finally, we need to make very clear that the key responsibility
for countering all of these threats and ensuring global security will lie with the world’s
leading powers, the countries that possess nuclear weapons and powerful levers of military
and political influence. This is why the issue of modernizing Russia’s Armed Forces is ex-
tremely important today and is of such concern to Russian society.’’

Recognizing Russia as a world power, Putin believes that there is no need for
formulating the national idea of Russia. He compares this occupation with the search
for the meaning of life, which is a never-ending pursuit, so one should not waste time
on it.”® The President justifies the unification of peoples within the framework of a
great power with historical necessity:

Having a unique cultural and spiritual identity has never stopped anyone from building a
country open to the world. Russia has made a tremendous contribution to the formation of
European and world culture. Our country has historically developed as a union of many
peoples and cultures and the idea of a common community, a community in which people
of different nationalities and religions live together, has been at the foundation of the Rus-
sian people’s spiritual outlook for many centuries now.>’

In his addresses, Putin formulated the solution of the following tasks: strengthen-
ing Russia’s status as a great world power, building civil society and civil institutions,
developing market economy, improving the material and social well-being of citi-
zens, developing Russia as a unique civilization, and developing historical traditions
without specifying which exactly. In 2001, in order to maintain the general political
course of the President, the United Russia party was established. This party cannot be
identified by the class-stratified characteristics, although the members of this party
were wealthy people. All those people were united by an actual political idea, the so-

3® The Annual Presidential Annual Address to the Federal Assembly, May 10, 2006.

3" The Annual Presidential Address to the Federal Assembly, May 10, 2006.

3* The Annual Presidential Address to the Federal Assembly, May 10, 2006.

3 The Annual Presidential Annual Address to the Federal Assembly, April 26, 2007, accessed
August 30, 2018, http://www.consultant.ru>documents/cons_doc LAW 67870/.
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called Putin’s Plan. Therefore, United Russia was named “the party of power.” In
2007, Putin headed the list of party candidates during the election campaign to the 5™
State Duma. Political analyst Sergei Markov described this situation as the process of
institutionalizing the personality of the President of the Russian Federation:

Having decided to head the federal list of the United Russia party, Vladimir Putin remains
the nation’s moral political leader and his position is becoming more and more institution-
alized; there is no doubt that it will be more stable, express and clear, because we have
spoken a lot about moving from personality-based stability to institution-based stability.*’

Deputy Chief of the Russian Presidential Administration, Assistant to the Presi-
dent of the Russian Federation V. Surkov stated that the concept of Russian democra-
cy cannot be understood without taking into account the typical features of Russian
political culture and Russian national consciousness. In Russian cultural conscious-
ness, “synthesis prevails over analysis, idealism over pragmatism, figurativeness over
logic, intuition over reason, and the general over the particular.”*' Surkov suggested
using the idea of the integrity of Russian culture as an axiom to determine the param-
eters of real politics. Based on this cultural standpoint, he highlighted three features
of Russian political practice.

First of all, this is striving for political integrity by means of centralizing the functions of
the authority. Secondly, this is idealization of the goals of political struggle. Thirdly, this is
personification of political institutions. And again, all these things exist in other political
cultures, but in our culture they are somewhat above the average.*

Centralization of the functions of the authority in the Russian Federation mani-
fested itself in the fact that the majority of the members of the State Duma and of the
Federation Council of Russian were members of the United Russia party; the same
situation existed in the local authorities. According to Surkov, the image of Russia as
a state was successfully expressed in the image of President Putin’s charismatic per-
sonality, and the program of the United Russia party is perceived as the “Putin’s
Plan.”* By idealizing the goals of the political struggle, Surkov meant the orientation
towards utopia, which, from his point of view, creates an important stimulus for so-
cial development. Surkov rejected the Messianic concepts of the past: the Third
Rome and the Third International. He proposed to replace the idea of messianism

4 «“Markov: After the Presidency, Putin Will Remain the Leader of the Nation” [in Russian],
Business newspaper “Vzglyad”, accessed August 29, 2018,
https://vz.ru/mews/2007/10/1/113798.html

V. Surkov, Russian Political Culture. A Glance from Utopia. Materials of the Discussion in
“Nezavisimaya Gazeta” [in Russian] (Moscow: Nezavisimaya gazeta, 2007), 6.

42 Surkov, Russian Political Culture, 6.

43 Surkov, Russian Political Culture, 7.
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with the idea of the Russian national mission which needs clarification but is uncon-
ditionally connected with the establishment of Russia’s role among other world pow-
ers.* He explained that he was talking about fulfilling the desires in the future and
suggested looking at the problems of Russia “from the future.”

As the denotation of the United Russia idea, the Russian Federation of the future
was assumed to be a strong world power headed by a charismatic leader, where civil
society and democratic institutions have been built under the conditions of market
economy using high-tech and innovative technologies. The United Russia idea was
ambivalent primarily in terms of culture. On the one hand, the authorities officially
adhered to the course of democratic modernization of Russian society, which implied
decentralization of power, cultural pluralism, and co-existence of various discursive
practices. On the other hand, fearing social chaos inside the new society and the
threat of terrorism and extremism from the outside, the authorities planned to pre-
serve and secure Russia’s status as a strong militarily world power. Therefore, the au-
thorities officially announced the absence of the national idea and declared this task a
matter of the future. Building an open democratic society and strengthening the status
of a world power were considered by the authorities as equally probable options. In
the Presidential Address, Russia was declared a unique original civilization, formed
on the basis of Russian Orthodox culture and incorporating the best values of the
world culture. In this connection, historical events that contribute to the unification of
peoples into a single centralized state began to be given special importance in the
media: Christianization of Russia by Prince Vladimir, the formation of the Moscow
State, overcoming the Time of Troubles of the late 16" — early 17" centuries, the re-
forms of Peter the Great, and the victory of the USSR in the Great Patriotic War. In
this context, the Russian Federation began to be thought of as the stage of progressive
development of the Russian civilization, which is constantly striving to build an open
society, but is forced to overcome the danger of the external threat to its peaceful ex-
istence. Since the declared ideal of Russia was supposed to be realized only in the fu-
ture, the authorities turned to the sacralization of the discourse about United Russia.
The perception of the abstract ideal became possible through the personification of
the government institutions. The image of a strong charismatic president was project-
ed by the ideologists of power onto the image of Russia as a strong world power and
onto the image of the United Russia party as the party of power.

Conclusion

The idea of United Russia can be represented as a “product” of the evolution of
imperial Russian consciousness. The contents of this idea incorporate the same char-
acteristics as other imperial discourses of the Russian consciousness do: the orienta-
tion towards building a society of social justice with rich spiritual culture in the fu-

4 Surkov, Russian Political Culture, 7.
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ture; implementation of this project can be carried out under the leadership of the au-
thority as only the authority has knowledge of how to modernize the reality; building
a strong centralized state for protection against external threats; strengthening the be-
lief in the abstract ideal by forming the image of a strong charismatic leader of the
authority; simplification by interpreting the borrowed cultural ideas in native terms
and reducing them to the already familiar cultural material. Thus, the discourse about
United Russia can be considered as a variant of the new cultural identity of Russia, as
it aims at modernizing the society and at the perception of the state authority as high-
er cultural value impersonated in government institutions.
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