AHHOTAIMU /| SUMMARIES

MEH lannpo. O He-rOCHOACTBE

Kniouesvle cn08a: CipaBeInBOCTb, TOCIOACTBO, HEe-TOCIIOACTBO, CBOOO/A, pABEHCTBO,
pecypcusm.

B cTaTpe 3amuiiaeTCsa TE3NC O TOM, YTO He-TOCIIOICTBO ABJIAETCA HAVMTYYIINM
OCHOBaHMeEM JJIA CIIPaBeAIMBOCTY 10 CPABHEHNIO C CYIIeCTBYOIMMI albTep-
HatuBamy. OffHa M3 HUX OTBepraeT MOHMMaHMe He-TOCHOACTBA KakK dyH/a-
MeHTa CIIPaBelIMBOCTI, APYTasA COITAIIAETCA C TAKMM ITOHMMaHMeM, HO TPaK-
TyeT He-TOCIIOACTBO MHayYe, YeM aBTOp JIaHHOI cTaTby. IlepByio rpymmy co-
CTaBJISIIOT CTOPOHHMKI PABEHCTBA, C OJHOI CTOPOHBI, ¥ CBOOO/bI — C FPYTOIL.
VIx apryMeHTaM IOCBsIIeHa IIepBas MOJTOBJHA 3CCe. 3aTeM PacCMaTPUBAIOTCA
KOHIIENI[MY He-TOCIIOfCTBA, npefroxenHsle IOprenom Xabepmacom, Mutie-
nem ®yko, Maiiknom Yonuepom, Ksentunom Ckunnepom u Ouunnom Ilert-
TUTOM. ABTOp yKa3bIBaeT Ha MMEIOIIMeCs 3HaYMTeNIbHbIe CXOACTBA, HO 1 Pa3-
HOTJIACKA B MO3MIUAX YKAa3aHHBIX MCCIefOBaTeseil M MeXAy HUMM U cO6-
CTBEHHBIMI B3I/IAfAMM aBTOpa. IIposicHsieTCs, 4YTO MMEHHO CTOUT Ha KOHY
B aJIbTePHATMBHBIX aBTOPCKMM (OPMYINPOBKAX, FabbI IIPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBATh
TIpefIOYTUTENIbHOCTD IPENIOKEHHON KOHIIEIII[MM, ONMpPAIOLIeiics Ha OCHO-
BaHHBII Ha BIACTU pecypcusM (power-based resourcism).

Iax SHAPIRO. On Non-Domination
Keywords: justice, domination, non-domination, freedom, equality, resourcism.

The article defends a view of non-domination as providing a better basis for
justice than the going alternatives. I differentiate it from two kinds of alterna-
tives: those whose proponents reject my claim that non-domination is the bed-
rock of justice and those who agree with me but understand non-domination
differently than I do. The first group divides into partisans of equality, on the
one hand, and of freedom, on the other. Their arguments concern me in the
first half of the essay. Then the conceptions of non-domination put forward
by Jiirgen Habermas, Michel Foucault, Michael Walzer, Quentin Skinner, and
Philip Pettit are examined. There is considerable overlap among these various
views and between them and author’s position, but there are also notable dis-
agreements. It spells what is at stake in the alternative formulations, indicat-
ing why conception offered, rooted in power-based resourcism, is preferable.

Boruc KanyvcTuH. V3meHsmomyecs CBsI3M MeX/Y KallMTaIU3MOM M JE€MOKpPATI-
eit (B Poccun u mMupe)

Kniouesvle cn06a: KallUTaIM3M, eMOKPATH, CIPaBeIMBOCTb, PALMOHAIBHOCTD, CIIO-
co6 IpOM3BOJCTBA, yTHETEHME, COIPOTUBIIEHNE YTHETEHHbIX, MUPOBas CUCTe-
Ma, IleHTp 1 nepudepus.

B crarpe IIPOBOAUTCSA pasanyine MeXAy AByMsA U3DAHAMU COBpeMEHHOﬁ[ poc-
CUIICKOI AEMOKpaTum — €e I[eq)eKTHOCTI)IO n I[I/IC(I)YHKLU/IOHaJIbHOCTI)}O. Ecn
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IepBOe IIOHATHME ONMChIBAET HAPYLIEHM IeMOKpaTuy Kak «MeToza» (Ilymie-
Tep), TO BTOPOe XapaKTepu3yeT ee PaCXOx/eHNe C COLMAIbHOI CIIpaBeInBO-
cTbI0. B oTiMume oT mepBoro, BTopoe ABJIEHME PACKPBIBAETCA KaK «IJI06aIb-
Has» TeHJEHLNsA, 00YCIOBIeHHAs MOYMHEHNEM IEMOKPATUI TOMY HOBOMY
TUITY KaNUTanu3Ma — «(pUHAHCHATN3VPOBAHHOMY KallMTaIu3MY», 3HAKOBBIM
MOMEHTOM CTaHOBJIEHUS U YTBEPXK/[€HMsA KOTOPOTO CTajl HeflaBHMII TaK Ha-
3bIBaeMblit I7T06aIbHBII pUHAHCOBBLIT KPU3KC. B cTaTbe ONMMCHIBAIOTCS XapaK-
TepHbIe YePThI STOTO TUIIA KAIIMTAIN3Ma U er0 OTINYMA KaK OT Be6epOBCKOro
«palOHAIIbHOTO» (COBPEMEHHOr0) KalMTaIM3Ma, TaK U OT MapKCOBOI MOfie-
JIY KallUTaln3Ma B Ka4eCTBe «CI1ocoba Mpon3BOACTBa».

Boris KaprusTIN. Changing Connections between Capitalism and Democracy, in
Russia and Worldwide

Keywords: capitalism, democracy, justice, rationality, mode of production, oppression,
resistance of the oppressed, world system, center and periphery.

The essay explores the distinctions between two major flaws of contempo-
rary Russian democracy — imperfection and dysfunctionality. While the for-
mer notion refers to the violations of democracy as a «method» (alluding to
Schumpeter) the latter one describes democracy’s uncoupling from social jus-
tice. In contrast to imperfection, democracy’s dysfunctionality manifests it-
self as a worldwide tendency driven by democracy’s subjugation to a new type
of capitalism which we call «financialized capitalism». Its huge strides toward
maturity have been recently evidenced by the so-called global financial crisis.
The essay aspires to delineate the crucial features of «financialized capitalism»
and to show its divergence from both Max Weber’s «rational» (modern) capi-
talism and Karl Marx’s model of capitalism as a «mode of production».

I0PreH XABEPMAC, ProHCcUC PVYKYAMA. [pakpanun EBponsl: Tonbko Mud?

Kntouesvie cnosa: EBporia, EBpormeiickuit cor3, KpU3suc, ZEMOKPATHsI, SJIUThI, II06ab-
HbIE yI‘pOSI)I, JETUTUMaNNA, IIpaBa 4€JI0BEKa.

VIHTepBBIO MOCBsAIeHO 06CcyxaeHnio kKaurn 0. Xabepmaca «Kpusuc Espo-
IeICKOTO CO03a». XabepMac paccMaTpuBaeT BO3MOXKHOCTb ITePEOCHOBAHMSA
EC He KaK TeXHOKPaTUYeCKMIl BOIIPOC JIUT, @ KaK Pe3yIbTaT 001IeCTBEHHBIX
me6aToB ¢ 6OIBIINM yYacTeM HaceleHMs. VIcTopust KOHQIUKTOB ¥ IPUMU-
peHmit HapofoB EBpoIbI 11 HacTOAIINIT 9KOHOMIYECKIIT KPUSUC MOTYT, IO €T0
MHEHMNIO, TIOCTY)XUTh ICTOYHMKOM CO3[aHS OOILeil IIOMUTIYEeCKOI KYIbTYPBI.

JORGEN HABERMAS, FrRaNCIs FukuvaMma. The European Citizen: Just a Myth?

Keywords: Europe, European Union, crisis, democracy, elites, global threats, legitima-
cy, human rights.

The interview discusses the most recent book by Jurgen Habermas «The Cri-
sis of the European Union: A Response». Habermas considers the possibility
of re-founding the EU not as a technocratic elite-driven issue but as a result
of public debates with larger participation of the citizens. He believes that the
history of conflicts and reconciliations shared by European people, as well as
the current economic crisis, may well serve as a resource for constructing a
common political culture.

JIavionen 'occMmAH. Vpea Eppomnbt

Kniouesvie cnosa: mopenb EBpOIIbI, eBpOIIeiickoe eANHCTBO, defepaliis, TOCyFapCcTBo,
MaH'bEeBPOIIEU3M.

ABTOp CTaTbM IIPOCJIEKUBAET IepuIeTun «upeu EBpomnsi» B XX Beke, BOIIO-
TUBIIEVICA B peaJbHOCTh EBpoImeiickoro coosa. 9Ta nes COCTaBMUIa TEOPETH-
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geckuit GpoH fHe6aToB, KOTOpble MOXKHO Pe3OMMPOBATh B ONIO3nLMN «defe-
pajbHOE TOCYHApCTBO Vs defepanysa rocyapcTs». Onupasch Ha TAKUX UCTO-
pukoB, kak O. Kaxernxuit wun JX. Cynbe, OH oYepunBaeT MHTE/UIEKTYaIbHbIi
xoHTyp EBpomns or f. Bypkxapara uepes II. Basepu, I. e Peitnonbpa, [I. me
Py>xmona, K. Kypuno mo Takoro sHTysuacra efuHoit EBpomsl, KakuM 6bLI aB-
crpuen Puxapn Kymenxose-Kasepru, Ha ueiiHbIX B3IJIA/aX M HOTUTUIECKIX
ynosaHuaAx (B ToM umucie Ha [uriepa m Mycconmun!) KoToporo aBTop ocTa-
HaBJIMBaeTCsA MofpobHee.

LioNEL GossMAN. The Idea of Europe

Keywords: Model of Europe, european unity, federation, state, Pan-Europeanism.

Even if its constituent members still define particular positions and pursue at
times somewhat independent policies, the EU acts increasingly in important
areas as the unified federal state many have long wanted it to be. It may have
come into being in response to practical problems, and pragmatic considera-
tions are likely to ensure its continued consolidation, but its most committed
champions have also presented it as the realization of an idea, as a longstand-
ing project finally fulfilled. What is the idea that a federal European state can
claim to embody or represent or be animated by? How well do the various ver-
sions of the idea that have been articulated so far fit the current and emerg-
ing reality of the EU? The article focuses on the pan-European movement that
emerged after the unprecedented destruction of World War 1.

OMmuTpuit KPATEYKMH. BocnponsBofcTBO roCyapCcTBa B HEBHIHOCHMBIX JIJISI Ipa-

JKAaH yCIOBUAX

Kntouesvie cnosa: CapTp, Tpynna B CIMAHNUY, peBomonusa, Pope, peBOMOIOHHIN

ypbaHusm.

PeBomonysa paccMaTpUBaeTcs B CTaThbe Kak 00beKT dpumocodckoit pekoH-
CTPYKIMY, JEMOHCTPUPYIOLIE TOCYAAPCTBEHHOE KOHCTUTYUPOBaHUE PEBO-
JOLUM KaK COOBITHA. B KadecTBe 6a30BOro IpyMepa BBIfE/IAETCS HOIBIT-
ka CapTpa omycaTh peBOIIOLNMIO, U306paXas PeBOIOIMOHHbIE TTePeBIIKe-
HYISI ¥ BOJIHEHMs NIapIDKaH BpeMeH (PPaHIY3CKOI PeBONIOLMY B KadeCTBe
MOMEHTOB [MaJeKTNIeCKOTO [ePeX0fja OT CepUaIbHOCTH K «IPYIIIe B CIVA-
Hy». 3aTeM noruka CapTpa COMOCTAaBIAETCA C MCTOPMKO-TEOPETUUECKOI pe-
KOHCTpyKIueir Prope, YTO MO3BOJSET CHENATh HECKOIBKO BBIBOOB OTHOCH-
TeJIBHO BOCIIPOM3BOLCTBA TOCYAAPCTBA B PEBOIOLNI. [OPOJICKIIe PEeBOIIOLIN
IIPOSO/DKAIOT OTCHUIATD K CPEHEBEKOBOMY 06pasy «IIOTUTHKM» KaK «HAYKU
ropofa», FOCIOACTBOBABLIEMY O (GOPMIPOBAHNUS «TOCYFAPCTBEHHOTO MHTe-
pecay, I 3TO OHO U3 MX IIPUHIMINAILHBIX OTPaHNYEHMIL.

DmiTRY KRALECHKIN. Reproduction of the State in Conditions Unbearable for its

Citizens

Keywords: Sartre, group-in-fusion, revolution, Furet, revolutionary urbanism.

310

In the article, «revolution» is considered as a subject of philosophical
reconstruction demonstrating that revolution as an event is constituted by
the State itself. The basic example is the account of the French Revolution by
Jean-Paul Sartre who presented revolutionary movements and uprisings in
Paris as moments of dialectical transition from seriality to «group-in-fusion».
Then the logic of Sartre is juxtaposed with a historical and theoretical account
given by Frangois Furet so as to make some conclusions about reproducing the
State in revolution. City-based revolutions still refer to the Medieval notion of
«politics» as a «science of the City» which prevailed before the «raison d’Etat»,
and this is one of their fundamental limitations.
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Kpeiir KanxyH. Knaccuueckas conyanbHas Teopus u OpaHIfy3cKas peBOJIOLUs
1848 ropa

Kniouesvie cnosa: dpaHifysckas peBOIIOLNs, 1848 TOf, KAIUTAIN3M, Oyp>KyasHas fie-
MOKpaTHs, KIaccoas 60pb6a, counanpHasa Teopus, Orioct Kont, Anekcuc ne
ToxBuib, Kapn Mapkc.

Tpu «oTHa-ocHOBarems» conyonorny — Kont, Mapkc n TokBuiIb — 6p111 CO-
BpeMeHHNKamy DpaHIy3cKoil peBoounu 1848 rofa. MHas TeopeTndeckas
Tpapuuys 6blra npencrasiaeHa IIbepom-XKosedom IIpysoHoM, cTaBIINM CBU-
meteneM coObITHIT 1848 rofa. [laHHas CTaTbs CyMMMPYeT B3IJIAMBI STUX TeO-
peTnKoB-HabIIOfaTeNeil M OTMeYaeT HeKOTOPble KIacCUYeCKie MOTOXKEHMs,
KOTOpBIe COBPEMEHHbIE MCTOPIYECKIE MCCIE[OBAHMsI IIPeAIararT [epecMo-
TpeTh. B cTaThe BBIABUTAIOTCS TPU OCHOBHBIX Teduca: 1. PeBosrorust 1848 roga
OKasajia HelOCPeACTBEHHOe BIMsIHNE Ha OpOpMIIEHNEe KIACCHYECKO! COLy-
AJIbHOI TeOpUY Ha OCHOBaHMY BBIBOJOB (HEKOTOPbIE M3 HUX Celfyac IofBepra-
F0TCS HOBOJI MHTEPIIPETALNN), CAIeTAHHBIX HAOMIOaTeIAMI PEBOIIOLIIOHHBIX
CTOJIKHOBEHMIL. 2. PeBomonus 1848 roga KOCBEHHO IOB/MsIA Ha KJIaccuye-
CKYI0 COLMATbHYI0 TEOPUIO, CIOCOOCTBYsI YIafKy pafnKaabHON (ppaHIys-
CKOJ PeBOIOLMOHHOI Tpagnuuu (B TOM 4MCIe YTOMNYECKOro COLMann3Ma)
[I0CJIe TIOpaXKEHMsI MIOHBCKOTO BOCCTAHMS 1 Iepexofa Biactu k Hamoneony
I1I. 3. Kak npuHafIexxamyM K KJIacCUIecKol TPafuLMu, TaK ¥ COBPEMeHHBIM
VICCTIefOBATENAM He YAANIOCh afleKBaTHO MPEACTABUTD ITTaBHbIE M3MEHEHN
B 9 PeKTMBHOCTY HALMOHAIBbHON MHTErpaLuy, KOMMYHUKALIUN M YIPaBIIe-
HUY, IpOU3OLIeAINe B 1848 TOAY, B OTINYME OT TeX, KOTOPbIe IPOU3OLUIN
B 1789 TOAy; 9TO OBITIO MPAMBIM yKa3aHMEM Ha POCT KJIACCOBOI 6OPbOBI 11 Be-
POSITHOCTD GYAYLIMX PEBOIOLNIT B PAa3BUTBIX KAIIMTAIUCTHIECKUX CTPAHAX.

CrA1G CALHOUN. Classical Social Theory and the French Revolution of 1848

Keywords: French Revolution, the year 1848, capitalism, bourgeois democracy, class
struggle, social theory, Auguste Comte, Alexis de Tocqueville, Carl Marx.

Three of the classic «founding fathers» of sociology (Comte, Marx and Toc-
queville) were contemporary observers of the French Revolution of 1848. In ad-
dition, another important theoretical tradition was represented in contempo-
rary observations of 1848 by Pierre-Joseph Proudhon. The present paper sum-
marizes aspects of the views of these theoretically minded observers, notes some
points at which more recent historical research suggests revisions to these clas-
sical views, and poses three arguments: (1) The revolution of 1848 exerted a di-
rect shaping influence on classical social theory through lessons (some now sub-
ject to revision) learned from observation of the revolutionary struggles. (2) The
1848 revolution influenced classical social theory indirectly by contributing to
the submergence of the radical French revolutionary tradition (along with utopi-
an socialism) after the defeat of the June insurrectionaries and Bonaparte’s coup.
(3) Both writers in the classical tradition and current researchers have failed to
thematize adequately a basic transformation in effectiveness of national integra-
tion, communication and administration which made 1848 in crucial ways much
more akin to 1789 than it was direct evidence for the growth of class struggle and
the likelihood of further revolution in advanced capitalist countries.

Brnapumup MAY. PaspblB HeIpepbIBHOCTI

Kniouesvie cnosa: PEBOMIOLMIOHHAA IIOJINTUKA, MIOCTKOMMYHUCTNYECKAA TPaHC(i)OPMa-
ous, CMe€Ha 9JIUT, C06CTB€HHOCTb, ,E[e(i)O)IT, I/[H(i))IHLU/IOHHaH IIOJINTUKA.

B KOMIIapaTUBUCTCKOM KJII0OY€ B CTAaThE€ ONMCAHBI JVHAMMKAa ¥ OCHOBHbIE
(1)33])1 peBonroOuM C TOYKU 3pEHUA 9KOHOMMYECKON HayKn. AHaJII/ISI/IpyeTCH
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IVHAMUKa PEBOTIOLMOHHBIX IIPOLECCOB, a TAK)Ke 9KOHOMUYECKAs! TIOIUTH-
Ka, KOTOpyIO BbIHy)KHeHI)I OCYmeCTBHHTb peBO]IIOI_U/IOHHI)Ie HpaBI/ITeJII)CTBaZ
nHOIALNMOHHOE GMHAHCUPOBaHMe, [lepepacipefenenne cobCcTBeHHOCTH, Oy-
Ma>kKHO-JeHe>KHast SMUCCYS U T. i. Y TBEPXK/JAETCsI, YTO PEBOIOLNM IIPUBOAAT
K yBeJIMIEHUIO TPAHCAKIMOHHBIX U3JEPIKEK U, KaK Pe3Y/IbTaT, K TOPMOXKEHUIO
TEMIIOB 9KOHOMMYECKOTrO pasBUTHs. JOKa3bIBaeTCs, YTO PyccKast TpaHchop-
Manusa pybexa 80-90-x roffoB XX BeKa B 00IIeM I [[eJIOM UCIIONb3yeT Te XKe
MeXaHU3Mbl 9KOHOMMYECKOI OIUTUKY, KOTOPbIE UCIIONIb30BAUCH APYTUMMU
BEIMKUMU peBonouusamu npouuioro. OfHAKO y Hee eCTh U CBOsI crienyudu-
Ka — 9TO IlepBast IIOJTHOMACIITAGHAsl PEBOIIOLVISI, IPOUCXOASAILAS B YCIOBUAX
KpM3uca VHAYCTPUAIN3Ma 1 IIepeXofia K IOCTUHAYCTPUAIbHOMY O0L1eCTBY.

VLADIMIR MAU. A Break in Continuity

Keywords: revolutionary politics, post-communist transformation, replacement of elites,

property, default, inflationary politics.

The paper describes in a comparative perspective the dynamics and main phas-
es of revolution from the point of view of economics. It analyses the dynam-
ics of the revolutionary processes as well as the economic policy, which rev-
olutionary governments are to proceed: inflationary financing, redistribution
of property, monetary issue etc. The author argues that revolutions cause the
expansion of transaction costs and the economic slowdown as a result. He
demonstrates that the Russian transformation of the late 1980s — early 1990s
generally actuates the same economic policy mechanisms as during the great
revolutions of the past. However there is a specificity in it — this was the first
full-scale revolution to take place under the circumstances of the crisis of in-
dustrialism and the transfer to post-industrial society.

ANEKCAHMP BuKBOB. IIpefcTaBUTeNbCTBO U CAMOYIIOTHOMOYEHNE

Kniouesvie cnosa: yandHaAa MO6I/IJIVI33LU/[$I, TMOJIUTUYECKUT OPpOTECT, IMMOIUTUIECKOE

[IPECTaBUTENBCTBO, CAMOYIIOJTHOMOY€EHE, PEBOJIIOLIOHHDI PaspbiB, CYOb-
€KTHOCTb, COIMaIbHbI€ KIACChI, TAPTUM U MTapIaMEHT, IIOTUTUYECKas TereMo-
HUA, OIpAMas JeMOKpPaTus, OOt MHTepeC, YTOINA, COLMOTOTMYECKOe NH-
TepBbIO, UCCIENOBAHME MUTUHIOB.

B crarbe aHaMM3UPYIOTCA GOPMBI HOIUTUIECKOTO U COLMAILHOTO MIPEfCTaBN-
TeJIbCTBA TPaXk/IaHCKOTO MIPOTECTa Ha MaTepuaje MHTEPBbIO C yYaCTHUKAMM
POCCUITCKMX MUTHHTOB U HabJIIOeHNIT 32 ANHAMIKOI MOOMIm3annu. JlaHHbIe
UCCTIeMOBAHNUSA 3aCTABIAIOT YCOMHUTDCSA B «KPU3MCe» IPUHIUIIOB IIpeACTaBu-
TeJbCTBA, OOHAPYKMBask PasHOOOpasye KOOPAVHALVOHHBIX LIEHTPOB, KOHKY-
PUPYIOLINX 32 HOMNTUYECKNI MaHJaT IPOTECTHOTO ABYDKEHNIS, ¥ TOTOBHOCTD/
>KeJTaHMe 3HAYMTEeIbHOI YaCTy MPOTECTYIOMMX OBITh IpefcTaBIeHHbIMU. Me-
IViTHasI JIOTUKA IIPeACTaBIeHNsI MUTIHIOB, B TOM YJCIIe VX aTpUOYLISL «CPef-
HeMY KJIacCy», IIOIBEPTHyTa KPUTUIECKOMY aHAIN3y OFHOBPEMEHHO C aHAJIN-
30M CYXX/IEHUII JEMOHCTPAHTOB M IIOBECTKOM YIMYHBIX aKLUil C LIeJIbI0 IPO-
BEPUTDb HaJINYMe Y MIPOTECTHOTO JIBVDKEHMU NeliCTBUTENIbHOTO COLMAIbHOTO,
B IIpefiesie PeBOMOIMOHHOTO IpefcTaBUTeNbCcTBa. CTaThsA IOKa3bIBaeT, KaK
yepes paspblB C allapaTHBIMU ¥ FeTeMOHMAIbHBIMU MOJeNAMY IOIUTIYe-
CKOTO JIeMICTBMsI B TEKYIIeN MOOMIM3aLMN Peann3yrTcs HOBble (POPMBI I10-
JIUTUYIECKOI CyOBeKTHOCTH, OCHOBAHHbIE Ha IIPAKTMKAX CAaMOYIIOJIHOMOYe-
HMA Y CAMOMCIBITaHUA. 71 yTOUHEHUA TUIIOJOTUYECKUX Y€PT POCCUIICKOTO
TPOTECTa VCIONb3YIOTCA HeTPUBIMAIbHbIE MEX/YHAPOHbIE COIIOCTaBIEHMU .

ALEXANDER BIkBoOV. Representation and Self-Empowerment

Keywords: street manifestations, political protest, political representation, self-empow-
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erment, revolutionary break, subjectivity, social classes, parties and parliament,
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political hegemony, direct democracy, common interest, utopia, sociological
interview, social movements research.

The article introduces the forms of political and social representation which
were specific to the recent Russian civil protests. The analysis is based on nu-
merous interviews with protesters and observation of evolution of the move-
ment. The data put in to question the frequently referenced «crisis» of repre-
sentation and bring to light a variety of coordination centers set in competi-
tion for a political mandate of the protest movement, as far as a vague will of a
considerable part of protesters to be represented. Media coverage of the street
rallies, including their global attribution to a «middle class», is critically exam-
ined along with the protesters’ own statements and rallies agenda, in order to
check the presence of an actual social or revolutionary representation. The ar-
ticle reveals the way a break with apparatus and hegemonic models of collec-
tive action realized in current mobilization provides it with new (in the Rus-
sian context) forms of political subjectivity based on self-empowerment and
self-test. Non-trivial international comparisons are used in order to specify ty-
pological features of the Russian case.

9pukK CEJNBUH. «Marnueckuil peaansM» peBoIIOLNN

Kniouesvie cnosa: KanyuTaausm, peBOIIOLNS, IIOIUTHYECKAst HAYKa, «<MAarndecKuii pea-
nm3M», ek TonpcroyH, HeonubepaapHas JeMOKPATUsl, <IIBETHbIE PEBO-
JTIOLU».

Kak cBepuIaloTCst peBOJIIOLNY U CBEPIIAIOTCS 1M OHY Boo61e? Vtu Ha caMmoM
mese oHM IpoucxopAr? I[loueMy Teopus peBONIONUY aKTyaJbHa MMEHHO B 3a-
[afHBIX CTPaHaX, KOTOpbIe [IOPa’KAIT BHELIHEro HaGIofaTeNs BUAUMBIM
6maromnonyurem? BakHO 1M MccaefoBaHme KyJIbTYpbl CTPaHbI sl TIOHMMA-
HIS TOTO, TIOYEMY B Heil TPOM30IIUIA MM He IIPOU3OIIIa PEBOJIONNA, @ TAKXKe
HO‘{CMY peBO}IIOLU/[H IIouuIa MMEHHO I10 TOMY HYTI/I, 1o KOTOpOMy nouma? OT-
BeJaeT Ha 9T BOIPOCHI XypHaly «JIoroc» ofyH U3 BefyLINX COBPEMEHHBIX
«TeOpUKOB peBomouyn» Ipuk CenbuH.

Eric SELBIN. «Magical Realism» of the Revolution

Keywords: capitalism, revolution, political science, «magical realism», Jack Goldstone,
neo-liberal democracy, «colour revolutions».

How do revolutions happen? Do they happen at all? Or do they just take place?
Why is the theory of revolution especially topical in the Western countries
that usually surprise external observers with apparent well-being? Does stud-
ying the country’s culture matter for understanding why the revolution hap-
pened or didn’t happen, and why the revolution took exactly the path it did?
All these questions are addressed to Eric Selbin, one of the leading contempo-
rary «theorists of revolution».

Bopuc MEXVYEB. B cropony or PaBercrsa 1 CBo60zb1

Kntouesvte cnosa: pesomnonusi, cB060Aa, CEeKyIsIpU3aLusi, paBeHCTBO, crupanb JHK,
IIporpaMMa pa3BUTHA, KOHEI MICTOPUY, HOBOe HepPaBEeHCTBO.

Crarbsi IpeACTaBiIsieT cO60Il IOIEMIYECKIIT OTBET Ha KPUTHKY drurocodom
bopucom KamycTuHbpiM TeopeTnyeckoit KoHuenuuu kauru «Konuenr «peso-
JIOLVSA» B COBPEMEHHOM IIOJUTUYECKOM JVICKYPCe», BBITYLIEHHOM U3aTeNb-
cTBOM «AneTelis» B 2008 roxy. CornacHo KamycTuny, Bce peBonmonnn pas-
BUBAIOTCA IO CBOEIT JIOTMKe, Y KaXK/I0il 3 HMUX CBOJ OCOOBIN TeHe3MC U CBOM
COOCTBEHHBIIT HeIpefCKasyeMblit ¢puHa. [IaBHBIM yIylieHreM KHUTY (pu-
J0co0( cunMTaeT HEJOCTATOYHOE BHUMAHME ee OCHOBHBIX aBTOPOB K IIpo6iie-
Me «cBO6OpbI». B cTarpe fokaspiBaeTcs, 94TO cBOOOIA He €CThb TO, YTO 06pe-
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TaeT YeJI0BEK, IIePeXMBAOINIL CBOIO IIPMYACTHOCTD K PEBOJIOLNM B MOMEHT
ee HACTYIUIeHNU:A. BKIIOYasACh B PEBOJIOINIO, YeJOBEeK OOpaIjaeTcs 3a IOMO-
b0 K HanboJee MOTYILIeCTBEHHOI 13 BCeX MCTOPUYECKMX CUJI, HAJIesACh Ha ee
TOpXecTBO 1 TpuyMd.

Boris MEZHUEV. Away from the Equality and Freedom

Keywords: revolution, freedom, secularization, equality, DNA helix, political develop-

ment, end of history, new inequality.

The article gives a polemical response to Boris Kapustin’s critic of the ideas dis-
cussed in the volume «The Concept of Revolution in the Contemporary Politi-
cal Discourse», published in 2008 by the Aleteia publishing house. For Kapus-
tin all the revolutions develop according to their own logic, all of them have
their own origin and their own unpredictable end. The most serious disadvan-
tage of the volume according to the philosopher is that its authors pay inade-
quate attention to the problem of «freedom». The article proves that freedom
is not something that man acquires when he becomes a part of the Revolution
at its start. Becoming a revolutionary, he calls on the most powerful force in
the history to help, relying on its triumph.

Bboruc Kanvcrtus. Criop o peBoMOLUN: METOJOTOTNYECKIE PA3BIIIKI

Kniouesvie cnosa: peomronus, Gurocodus NCTOpum, NCTOPUYECKass COLMOTIOTNS, CO-

6bITHE, CBOOOMA, PAaBEHCTBO, JIETUTUMHOCTD — (fie) JIeTUTUMALMs, JeMOKpa-
TnA — feMoKparusanus, lerenb, ToKBIIIb, MapKCU3M.

B crarbe paccMaTpuBaeTCs IPOTUBOIIONIOXKHOCTD drurocodun ncropun u uc-
TOPUYECKOI COLMOIOTHM KaK CIIOCOOOB TEOPETUYECKOTO MbILIIEHNUS B [IeJIOM
U IPUMEHNUTEIbHO K HEeHOMEHY PeBOIOLNYU B YACTHOCTYU ¥ B OCOOEHHOCTH.
9Ta IPOTUBOIONIOXHOCTh PACKPbIBAETCSA MPEX/ie BCEro KaK ONIO3UIINA MeTa-
U TPaHC-MCTOPUYECKIUX IIPUHIMIIOB OPTaHN3aLUM UCTOPUY B pumocobun yc-
TOPUM U «COOBITHA» KaK I[eHTPaIbHON KaTerOPUM MCTOPUIECKON COLIOIO-
UM, IO3BOJIAOIEN ICTOPUOPU3UPOBATD CAMU «3aKOHBI» IBVDKEHMS ICTOPUM,
a TaK)K€ XapaKTePUCTUKM M CBOVICTBA MCTOPMYECKOTO BpeMeHn. IIpoexius
3TOi1 IPOTUBONOIOXXHOCTI Ha CBOOOAY ¥ PaBEHCTBO NMOAYEPKUBAET Pa3jiu-
4l MX OBITHSA B KauecTBe IPAaKTUK (cBO6oa KaK 0CBOOOKIeHNe, PABEHCTBO
KaK COIPOTHBJIEH)E HEPABEHCTBY), OIMCBIBAEMBIX MCTOPIYECKOI COL[MOIOT M-
eif, M B KauecTBe «Mfei» KakK IpeAMeToB Guaocoduy NCTOPUN.

Boris KaPusTIN. A Controversy on Revolution: Methodological Crossroads

Keywords: revolution, philosophy of history, historical sociology, event, freedom, equal-
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ity, legitimacy — (de-) legitimation, democracy — democratization, Hegel, Toc-
queville, Marxism.

The essay focuses on the contrasts between philosophy of history and histori-
cal sociology as modes of theoretical thinking and in their application to the
phenomenon of revolution in particular. In the first place, these contrasts are
disclosed as an opposition between meta- and trans-historical principles of
organization of history typical of (all versions of) philosophy of history and
the category of «event», characteristic of historical sociology, which allows
the historization of the «laws» of history along with the properties of «histor-
ical time». A projection of these contrasts onto freedom and equality reveals
the differences between their existence as practices (of liberation and of resist-
ance to inequality) described by historical sociology and as «ideas» construed
by philosophy of history.
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