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Abstract

The article examines the historiography of the activities of conserva-
tive liberals (primarily legalists) in the early twentieth century on the
basis of scholarly works and political practice. An extensive group of
scholars has emerged that has thoroughly analyzed most trends with-
in liberalism and identified the principal characteristics of Russian
reformist (liberationist) movements. The aim of the study is, on the
basis of extensive historical, philosophical, legal, and political-science
literature, to identify the body of ideas that developed within the lib-
eral jurisprudence of the Russian Empire and to determine the main
viewpoints of contemporary scholars regarding the nature of conser-

vative liberalism.
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Materials and Methods

A significant portion of the works of the leading legalists has been
published, which facilitates the researcher’s task. The use of numer-
ous sources (countless articles and monographs by legalists), together
with modern studies, makes it possible to compare different perspec-
tives on the essence of the movement and to arrive at general conclu-
sions. The application of the problem-chronological and the compar-
ative methodsr enables a comprehensive scholarly analysis.

Results

The term “legalists” refers to an association of liberal dignitaries of
the Russian Empire, primarily drawn from the judicial corps, as well
as legal scholars. The ideology of the legalists may be defined as con-
servative liberalism, while their intellectual inspirations were the
well-known scholars K.D. Kavelin and BN. Chicherin. A stable group
of jurists emerged that was deeply interested in the development of
legality and the rule of law in Russia (“people of legal order”). In the
early twentieth century, legalism experienced a decline and gradual-
ly “dissolved” within new right-wing liberal currents. Historians and
philosophers have carefully analyzed various aspects of the worldview

of the right-wing liberal intelligentsia.

Conclusions

[t must be acknowledged that despite the considerable achievements
made in clarifying the essence and nature of centrist ideologies in the
late Russian Empire, contemporary scholars have generally failed to
connect them with the legal background of the principal ideological
scholars. The legal foundations of the conservative-liberal ideology
of legalism have received little attention, nor was there much effort
to investigate them. Studying scholarly views on the nature of right-
wing liberalism makes it possible to form a new direction of research
that may, in the future, reveal the legal nature of the movement and
identify the legalist component within the broader liberal current.
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Introduction

As the historiographer AN. Egorov rightly wrote, at the end of the
twentieth century historians in Russia had done away with ideo-
logical supervision, and researchers had been granted access to the
country’s archival repositories in order to work with new documents.
At the same time, the best achievements of the Soviet school of liberal
studies were preserved. Russian liberalism was “freed” from its asso-
ciation with the bourgeoisie. The Soviet theory of the liberals’ “fear
of authority” was discarded, and liberals began to be evaluated, if not
positively, then at least neutrally’.

In this work we will attempt to determine the content of the so-
cio-political phenomenon of “conservative liberalism” in the scholar-
ly literature from the 1990s through the 2020s. During this period,
hundreds of scholars appeared in Russian academia who enthusias-
tically began to investigate the previously understudied topics from
the history of Russian public life under the empire. Having examined
many works, we sought to identify different tendencies within conser-
vative liberalism and, above all, to determine to what extent research-
ers succeeded in identifying the juridical current of liberal legalism

' EzopoB A.H. Poccurickmne amnbepassl Hadasra XX B. M BAACTB: MCTOpHUOrpadm-
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within right-wing liberalism. Faced with an enormous body of histor-
ical scholarship, we were compelled to exclude from the scope of our
study many interesting works only indirectly related to the subject
under consideration: other forms of liberalism, Octobrist and Kadet
segments within conservatism and liberalism, and many other adja-
cent studies.

In the present study we will mention only some works connect-
ed with the historiography of liberalism. Not one of the hundreds of
historical surveys — even the specialized studies — has managed to
encompass more than a fraction of the works on liberalism because
of their sheer number. Alongside the excellent works of AN. Egor-
ov, V.G. Kicheev defended a dissertation on the historiography of the
landowner and bourgeois parties. In his works, the definition of par-
ties implied the preservation of the old Soviet approach to evaluating
the empire’s party system. Overall, the scholar adhered to Lenin’s clas-
sification of parties. For example, Kicheev correctly observed that the
classification of the Octobrists within one or another political camp
remains the subject of endless historiographical debate (the author
himself continued to classify them as liberals)*.

A distinctive feature of the synthesis of knowledge in contempo-
rary scholarship is the shift toward the historiography of particular
liberal activities and the biographies of prominent figures. Thus, in
the work of S.\V. Pronkin, governmental constitutionalism during
the years of the First Russian Revolution was examined in detail. Ac-
cording to his findings, legalists (P.A. Kharitonov and others)’ played
a major role in drafting the fundamental law. AN. Egorov has studied
the national question among the liberals®. N.B. Khailova published an

% KuueeB B.I. MeTtoporormst kaaccupuranmm IMOAUTUISCKUX ITAPTUIA U UCTOPU-

orpadust TapAAMEHTCKOMN AesiTeAbHOCTH B Poccun Havasa XX Beka. YaaH-Yaa:
M3p-Bo BocTouno-CrnbmupcKom rocyAapCTBEHHONM aKaA€MUWU KYABTYPBI M WC-
kyccrs, 2009. 111 c.

Iponxun C.B. ITpaBureapcTBeHHBIN KOHCTUTYUMOHAAM3M B Poccmm XVIII —
Hauara XX B. B OTEYECTBEHHOM mcTopuorpadmm: aBroped. AUCC ... AOKT. UCT.
Hayk. M, 2012. 50 c.

Ezopo6 A.H. Poccurickme ambepassl Hadasa XX B. M HAJMOHAABHBIN BOIIPOC:
ncropuorpapudeckne oygerkn // IToAMTUKO-ITPaBOBbIE MPAKTUKM POCCUI-
CKOro Amnbepasmsma B Hadase XX B. Mar-apt MeskayHap. Haya. koud. T. 1. 1. IIL

Opea, 2019. C. 210-220.
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up-to-date historiography of centrist parties’. E.A. Naidenova devoted
a study to DN. Shipov®. N.B. Khailova examined the historiography of
EN. Trubetskoy’. Numerous historiographical essays are contained in
the dissertations and monographs of contemporary authors.

In 1998, V.V. Shelokhaev, analyzing the state of scholarly knowl-
edge about liberalism, formulated several historiographical tasks and
quite logically anticipated that the accumulated knowledge would
pass into a new qualitative stage®. It should be noted that during the
1990s and early 2000s, analytical surveys by Shevyrin continued to
appear, containing up-to-date analyses of the historiography of liber-
alism’. Down to the present day, V.V. Shelokhaev and K.A. Solovyov
continue to formulate contemporary tasks for the study of liberalism
in Russia and largely determine the prospects for the development of
historical scholarship in this field™.

Conferences devoted to liberalism or related themes also continue
to be held: the Muromtsev Readings, Chicherin Readings, Koni Read-
ings, as well as the large annual Tauride (Tavricheskie) Readings in

Saint Petersburg, among others.

Mywxapeba V.M., Xatiro6a H.b. Amnbepaapubmi yentpmsm B Poccmm Havasa
XX B. (mcropuorpaduueckmit acuexr). 4. 1 // CoymaapHsie 1 ryMaHUTApHBIC
naykn. Oreyectsennas u 3apybeskuas amnteparypa. Cepus 5: Mcropwms. 2023.
Ne 2.C.7-28.

Haziidernoba E.A. Cospemennas mncropuorpadus obIjecTBeHHO-TIOAMTUICCKMUX
B3rAsIAOB 1 3eMcKom aestteaprocTn AH. Ilnnosa // Hayka ceroamst. Karoue-
BBIe IIPOOAEMBI 11 IIEPCIIEKTUBBI Pa3BuTist. CO. Hayd. CT. 1o uroram MeskayHap.
Hayd.-1rpakT. KoH}. Cankr-IleTepbypr, 19—20 aexabps 2015 roaa. CIT6.: Pe-
AAKJUMOHHO-M3AaTeAbCKMI eHTpP «Kyabr-nndopm-mrpece», 2015. C. 25-29.
XatiroBa H.b. TToantnaeckme B3rasabl n pesreasuocts EH. Tpybeykoro: mctopn-
orpaduuecknri 063op // I'lpomriroe n Oyayigee anbepasmnsma B Poccun — nrorn
M IePCIEKTUBbI U3YIeHM L. MypOMIJeBCK e YTeHM I BIePa, CeTOAH, 3aBTpa. MaT-abI
Meskaynap. Hayd. koud. Opea: Mzpareasckmi poom «OPAMK», 2021. C. 198—-211.
Illearoxae6 B.B. Pycckmit ambepasmam Kaxk MCTOpHOrpadmuecKkast M UCTOPHUO-
coderast mpobaema // Borrpocst neropun. 1998. Ne 4. C. 26—40.

IleBvpun B.M. Baacts m obrgecTsenHble opranmsagmn B Pocenn (1914—1917).
Anasntnaecknnt 063op. Meropms Poccmn. Cepust anasntnaecknx ob630pos
u cboprmkos. 2003. Ne 1. C. 1-152; [HleGvipur B.M. Pesoaroyun 1917 r.: nepe-
OCMBICACHWME B 3apybeskHOM nctopuorpadun // Poccust m cCOBpeMEeHHBIN MUP.
2007.Ne 1 (54).C. 53-77.

Illearoxae6 B.B., CoaoBvel K.A. TToantnaeckme naprun Pocenn B Hagase XX B. kax
ucropmorpaduueckas mpobaema // Pocenrickas neropus. 2021. Ne 1. C. 139—150.
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In our article we will attempt to determine the current state of
scholarship on the conservative-liberal ideas of the empire and to
establish whether scholars have succeeded in substantiating the ex-
istence of a distinct right-wing liberal juridical current within the
broader liberation movement.

Main Part

In the 1990s, scholars moved toward a free discussion of the es-
sence of the concept of “conservative liberalism”. Several directions
emerged within contemporary Russian humanities in the analysis of
this socio-political ideology and practice of the late empire. The first
direction may conventionally be called “historical”. Within it, hun-
dreds of researchers studied the concepts of “liberalism” and “con-
servatism”. Most of these scholars described the social phenomena of
liberalism, explaining its numerous manifestations, without ascend-
ing to their abstract conceptual understanding. Nearly all histori-
ans (with rare exceptions) attempted carefully to avoid defining the
phenomenon of “conservative liberalism” in the final decades of the
empire’s existence. As a consequence, a gap emerged between under-
standing the essence of the processes taking place and the processes
themselves. In many cases (for example, regarding the Octobrists), this
led to a number of incorrect logical conclusions and errors despite
outwardly accurate descriptions of events. Some historians formed
their own viewpoints; others followed the Leninist scheme; still oth-
ers (the majority), unfortunately, ignored terminology and employed
it without analysis, following widespread interpretive models. Specifi-
cally, researchers as a rule conflated, identified, or confused the terms
“conservative liberalism” and “liberal conservatism”.

The second direction may be called “philosophical”. Within it,
most philosophers and sociologists carefully analyzed the works of
liberal ideologues from Kavelin and Chicherin to Struve. The de-
tailed analysis of the viewpoints of pre-revolutionary scholars led, in
most cases, to scientifically grounded conclusions that often proved
directly opposed to those of historians. It was precisely this group of
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researchers that developed the categorical and conceptual apparatus
of conservative liberalism. They formulated its characteristics, forms,
and content, and also identified its key actors.

The third direction may conventionally be defined as “politologi-
cal”. Within it, political scientists, as well as certain scholars from oth-
er fields (historians, philosophers, and others), approached the topic of
conservative liberalism scholastically, describing it only superficially.

The fourth direction can be defined as “juridical”. Within it,
scholars from various disciplines, primarily legal studies, approached
the problem of conservative liberalism from the standpoint of legal
science. In this direction, we more clearly see the authors’ effort to
demonstrate the influence of the ideas of the rule of law and legal
order on the formation of conservative-liberal ideology.

In our study we will focus only on the “historical” investigations —
that is, works devoted to the emergence of conservative liberalism in
the second half of the nineteenth century and illuminating not so
much the ideology of the movement as its political practices.

The Shelokhaev School

One of the themes that continued from the Soviet period was the
study of the history of party movements in the Russian Empire. In the
1990s, the well-known historian V.V. Shelokhaev began researching
the right-wing liberal party spectrum of the late empire!'!. He high-
lighted the political activism of the Progressive Party during the First
World War, which in some respects went further than the Kadets.
Shelokhaev examined the tactics used by liberal parties in their strug-
gle against the government'2,

IllearoxaeB B.B. ITporpeccucTsl — mapTus IPEAIPUHUMATEACT U MHTCAACK-
tyaros // TToanc. 1993. Ne4. C. 159—164; Cexupurcxuii C.C., IlleroxaeG B.B.
Anbepaansm B Poccun. Ouepru ncropun (cepeanna XIX — naganso XX Bexa).
M.: TTamsatamukm nctopudaeckoin moican, 1995. 286 c.; llleroxaed B.B. Aube-
paapHas Mmopeas nepeycTporictsa Pocecnn. M.: POCCITOH, 1996. 280 c. m mp.
12 Ez2opoB A.H. Poccuiickme anbepaast Hadara XX B. M BAACTB: MCTOpHOrpadmde-

ckue anckyccun. Yeperosery: YepenoBeykui rocyAapCTBEHHBIN YHUBEPCUTET,
2007.C.194—-197.C.197—199.
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The accumulation of quantitative data eventually led to a tran-
sition into a new qualitative stage. During the 1990s—2020s, a se-
ries of collective and individual works appeared within the frame-
work of the “Shelokhaev school”, summarizing the study of political
parties and liberalism over previous decades while also setting new
research agendas. For example, the collective monograph Political
Parties of Russia (2000) was published, in which leading scholars
analyzed, among other things, the work of right-wing liberal parties:
V.V. Shelokhaev studied the Progressists, N.B. Khailova the Demo-
cratic Reformists, and V.M. Shevyrin the Party of Peaceful Renova-
tion. This study presented a concise outline of the formation and cri-
sis of right-wing liberal parties'. It is worth noting that Shelokhaev
and representatives of his school classify the Octobrists as right-
wing liberals. In one of his publications, the author argued that the
Octobrists were a liberal-conservative party, a characterization with
which one may agree. At the same time, he also pointed out that the
Octobrists supported constitutional monarchy, hereditary authority
under all circumstances, opposed parliamentarianism, and upheld
a property-based electoral system. These elements of state organi-
zation significantly contradicted the principles of liberalism. Thus,
the Octobrists were, first and foremost, still a conservative party'?.
In 1996, the first edition of the encyclopedia Political Parties of Rus-
sia: From the End of the Nineteenth Century to the First Third of the
Twentieth Century was published!.

The scholarly school of V.V. Shelokhaev made an important leap
forward by publishing extensive collections of documents relating
to Russia’s political parties and organizations in the early twentieth
century (beginning in 1994). Among other materials, documents

13 TToantmyeckme maprumn Pocenn: ncropust n copemennocts. M: POCCITOH,

2000. 630 c.

IlleroxaeG B.B. AmbepaapnHass mopeab mpeobpasosanmst Poccmm  Hadasa
XX Beka // Kro u xypa crpemutest Bectn Poccnio?.. AKTOPBI Makpo-, Me30-
" MMKPOYPOBHEV COBPEMEHHOTO TpaHCHOPMALMOHHOTO IIpouecca. Marepna-
ApI Bocbmoro meskayHapoaHoro cumnosmnyma. M: MBILICOH, 2001. C. 32—40.

14

15" TToantnueckme maprmm Poccmn. Koney XIX — nepras tpers XX Bexa. DHym-

raomneanst / Ots. pea. B.B. Illeaoxaes. M.: POCCITOH, 1996. 800 c.
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Russian Liberalism. 2010.
From open sources

from centrist parties were published!®. In 2006, the encyclopedia
State Duma appeared, followed by a revised edition in 2008. This
encyclopedia incorporated many excellent articles and biographical
essays concerning the work of the imperial Duma'’. An important
intellectual advance in modern liberal studies was the encyclope-
dia Russian Liberalism (2010). The work was highly detailed and
thoughtfully designed, though, as often happens in large collabora-
tive projects involving many scholars, it was not exhaustive. Certain
aspects of the encyclopedia raise questions. For example, it omitted
important terms from the period under discussion, such as “libera-
tion movement’, “rule of law”, and “conservative liberalism”, and
failed to analyze the activities of the nonpartisan circle within the
State Council. Many prominent liberals were also absent from the

16" TTaptun AeMOKpaTniecknx pedopm, MUPHOTO OOGHOBAEHMS, IIPOTPECCUCTOB.
AoxymenTst u matepuasst 1906—1916 rr. M.: POCCITOH, 2002. 528 c.
TocyaaperBenHas Aoyma Poccnrickon nmnepmn. Dunuraoneans. B 2-x . T. 1. To-
cyaaperserHast ayma Pocenrickon mmrmepun (1906—1917 rr.). M.: POCCITOH,
2006. 767 c; Tocysapcrennas ayma Poccmvickon mmnepmm: 1906—1917.
Oupuraoneans. M. POCCITOH, 2008. 735 c.

17
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authors’ field of inquiry, including A.F. Koni, N.S. Tagantsev, and
A.A. Saburov'®.

In 1994,N.B. Khailova defended a dissertation on the Party of Dem-
ocratic Reforms. This substantial work examined in detail the party’s
formation and political activity. The author analyzed the environment
in which the party emerged, its composition, overall organization, par-
liamentary work, and programmatic content. At the same time, partly
because she did not set such objectives for herself, the author did not
focus on the dominance of lawyers within the party, failed to provide
a precise definition of the party’s ideology, did not situate it in relation
to neighboring parties, and did not emphasize which social groups vot-
ed for it".

The Shelokhaev school continues to produce numerous collec-
tions, reference works, and encyclopedias devoted to social thought in
Russia. Among them are Russia in 1905— 1907%, Russia in 1917, Lib-
eralism in Russia at the Beginning of the Twentieth Century*, and Social
Thought in Russia: From Ancient Times to the Mid-Twentieth Century?.
Of particular interest is the reference guide devoted to the actors of
the liberal movement in Russia*’. It finally began to include figures
who had previously been ignored, including A.F. Koni and others.
At present, it is the most comprehensive biographical reference work
on liberal figures of imperial Russia in terms of the number of names

included.

18 Poccuncknit anbepasnsm cepeamnst XVIII — xHagasa XX Bexa. DHIMKAOIICAMSL.

M. POCCIIBH, 2010. C. 533—535.

Xaviro6a H.b. TTapTia aemokpaTnaeckmnx pepopm: aBToped. AMUCC ... KAHA, MUCT..
Hayk. M, 1994. 30 c.

20 Pocens B 1905—1907 rr. Dagnraoneans. M.: POCCITOH, 2016. 1196 c.

2 Pocens B 1917 roay. Dugukaoneans. M: POCCITOH, 2017. 1095 c.

22 Illearoxae6 B.B. Ambepasmnsm B Poccmn B Havase XX Bexa. M. POCCII®H,
2019.503 c.

ObmyectBennas mpicab Poccnnm: ¢ apesHerimmx BpemeH Ao cep. XX B. B4 1. T. 3:
Ob61yecrBernas mpicab Poccun sropon gerseprn XIX — nagasa XX 8. M.: POC-
CITBH, 2020. 486 c.

Aesitean anbepaspsoro asmskernst B Poccun: cepeamnua XVIII B. — 1917 1.
[6robmbanorpadmaeckmit] cripaBoYHMK M daeKTpoHHas 6asa aanHbIx. M. ITa-
MSITHUKM MCTOpUIecKo Mpican, 2012. 772 c.

19
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Public Thought in Russia.
From open sources

Researchers associated with the school continued intensive work
on detailed descriptions of party movements in Russia in the early
twentieth century. Of interest is the monograph Reforms in Russia
(vol. 3), published in 2016. Presenting a broad panorama of reforms
during the final sixty years of the empire, the authors also assessed
the degree of active participation by various political groups in
Russia’s modernization. Nevertheless, the participation of conser-
vative-liberal groups in this modernization was again scarcely rep-
resented (with the exception of foreign policy)®. A further develop-
ment of the Shelokhaev school’s activity was the publication of the
monograph Social Thought in Russia (2020). The authors sought to
reconstruct the deeper processes taking place within the intellectual
environment at the beginning of the century. A positive scholarly
step was A.A. Safonov’s refusal to assign the Parties of Democratic
Reform and Peaceful Renovation unequivocally to one or another
sector of the liberal camp. Meanwhile, KA. Sokolov quite correctly

25 Pedopmsr B Poccun. C ppesrenmx spemen Ao konya XX 8. B 4 1. T. 3: Bropas
roaosmHA XIX — Havaso XX B. M: POCCII®H, 2016. 765 c.
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classified these organizations as “parties of the center”. Incidentally,
these parties retained BN. Chicherin’s property-based conception of
limited popular representation.

The work also contains an important comparison between the po-
sitions of “conservatively minded liberals” (the Shipovists) and “radi-
cally minded liberals” (the Kadets). The former envisioned the preser-
vation of the monarchy within a constitutional framework, while the
latter regarded monarchy as a merely technical institution that could
be replaced if necessary. This was the line dividing conservative liber-
als from radical liberals?. Nevertheless, in the work under discussion,
the Octobrists were still, by inertia, classified as a liberal party.

In 2022, a new fundamental work, Political Parties of Russia (vol. 2),
devoted to party formation at the turn of the nineteenth and twentieth
centuries, was published. A separate chapter was dedicated to Progres-
sivism. It described the weakness of Progressivism but did not provide
definitions or analyze its ideology. The Octobrists were classified as
liberals. The contribution of legalist figures to the ideology of Russian
liberalism was mentioned only briefly. Of all the liberal parties, ap-
proximately 80% of the text was devoted to the Constitutional Demo-
crats (Kadets)?’.

Among many other works, K.A. Solovyov?® reveals new aspects
of governmental constitutionalism at the turn of the centuries and
examines the nature of interaction between the authorities and so-
ciety on the eve of and during the First Russian Revolution. The re-
searcher successfully uncovers the principal elements of the empire’s
political system. Among other things, he demonstrates the efforts
of high-ranking jurists to establish the rule of law in the country.

26 ObuyecTBeHHAs] MBICAb Poccmit: ¢ ADEBHEMIIMX BPEMEH AO CEPEAMHBI XX B.

B 4 1. T. 3. O6mecTBernas mpicab Poccun ropon uerBeprn XIX — Havasa XX B.
M. POCCII®DH, 2020. C. 150—153, 182, 183, 206, 207, 211, 212, 215, 246—
251,261,290-293, 376, 385.

[Toantnueckne maprmm Poccun. Konen XIX — navaso XX B. B 3 1. T. 2: Anbe-
paasubre maptun. M: POCCIIOH, 2022. C. 26, 52, 97—109, 124, 158-167,
191,192, 246249, 349—-357, 388, 389.

Corobveb KA. CamopepskaBue M KOHCTUTYLMS: IIOAMTHMUECKAS] ITOBCCAHEB-
HOCTb B 1906—1917 ropax. M.: Hosoe antepaTtypHOe obozpenne, 2019. 344 c.

27
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The historian N.D. Postnikov?’ conducts studies of political parties,
including regional research. However, he provides no discussion of
right-wing liberal parties.

An important step in contemporary scholarship was the appear-
ance of Nina Khailova’s dissertation research®. Of course, in a certain
sense, her work is secondary to that of V.N. Seletsky. The researcher at-
tempted to penetrate deeply into the essence of the conservative-liber-
al movement, to understand its nature and substance, and to correlate
it with other components of the liberation movement. Drawing on the
terminology of the Trubetskoy brothers, she began to apply the term
“centrism” more broadly, identifying it with conservative liberalism.
This enabled her to include within centrism not only the Progressists,
but also the members of the Party of Peaceful Renovation, the Demo-
cratic Reform Party, and other small parties.

Having outlined the process of the emergence of “centrism” in
Russia and providing a strong analysis of the causes of the internal
weakness and amorphous nature of right-wing liberal parties, the
scholar demonstrated how the ideology of major figures within the
movement influenced liberalism as a whole and examined in detail
the work of the centrists in the State Dumas. Nina Khailova accurate-
ly portrayed their self-sacrificing way of life and precisely identified
their ethical — and therefore politically flawed — approach to poli-
tics. She also compiled an almost complete brief overview of centrist
public organizations and parties during the final twenty years of the
empire. Khailova observed that during the interrevolutionary period
there were signs of a split within the Progressive Party over the ques-
tion of a future war — between pacifists (M.M. Kovalevsky) and na-
tional liberals (P.B. Struve). Another of her achievements was the fi-
nal rehabilitation of the Peaceful Renovationists and the Progressists,
whom regional historians had repeatedly “buried”, often preferring
not to discuss local branches of centrist parties at all. She also very

2 TMocmuuxo8 H.A. TeppuropuasbHOe pasmelleHne M 9MCACHHOCT OAUTHYE-
ckux maptui Pocenn (1907 — dpespaas 1917). M: MirdopmamoHHO-13AATEAD-
ckoe yrpasaeane MIOY, 2013.325 c.

30 Xatiro6a H.B. Llentpuam B poccumckom ambepasmsme Hadasa XX Bexa. M,
CTI16.: Lenrp rymanntapusix nangmnatus, 2022. 638 c.



179

successfully depicted the activities of the centrists in 1917. We fully
agree with the researcher that the centrist path of Russia’s devel-
opment at that time corresponded to the country’s national needs.
It should be noted that the scholar classified the right-wing liberals
as the center of the liberal camp, rather than the center-right, as we
do. Thus, she continued to regard the Octobrists as right-wing liber-
als and the Kadets as left-wing liberals.

In this way, Nina Khailova closed several historiographical gaps
in our knowledge. She correctly noted that the centrist parties were
the most constitutionalist in orientation. However, she did not ex-
plain the reason for this phenomenon and failed to recognize the
legalist core behind it. She avoided the phrase “legal order”, as well
as the term “conservative liberalism”. In general, she almost always
evaluated the activities of the Progressists positively and did not re-
gard their maneuvers surrounding the Progressive Bloc as an adven-
turist undertaking,

Parties and Organizations in the State Duma and State Council

The organization of right-wing liberal parties has attracted consider-
able scholarly interest.

For example, AV. Gogolevsky?’! argues that the Octobrists should
more properly be assigned to the conservative camp. Among other
things, the scholar examined in detail the projects for electoral laws
and other constitutional acts drafted in 1905 and demonstrated the
role played by jurists in their development.

The most important and still definitive study of Progressivism re-
mains the work of VN. Seletsky. He worked toward this final study
from the 1960s onward. Drawing on extensive material, the schol-
ar reconstructed the entire history of the party from its rise to its de-
cline. Although he remained within a Marxist ideological framework,
he nevertheless created a broad panorama of the activities of the

31 TozoreBexuii A.B. Pycckmii aMbepasmam B ITOCAEAHEE AECSITUAETHUE VUMIIEPUNL:
ouepkn mcropun (1906—1912). CI'16. M3pa-Bo CII6IY, 2002. 227 c.
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conservative-liberal party in Russia during the last ten years of the em-
pire’s existence®. In our view, however, the work lacks an analysis of
the ideology of Progressivism itself. Starting from the party program,
Seletsky analyzed the Progressists’ plans for Russia’s future without ex-
amining the moral and legal aspects of their ideas. Nor did he investi-
gate the Progressists’ concept of a “legal constitutional monarchical
state”, despite the fact that the sources he used contained such material.

Many studies were also devoted to the activity of liberal par-
ties in the imperial State Duma. Particularly notable is the work of
D.V. Aronov. Beginning with a biography of S.A. Muromtsev, the au-
thor soon moved on to the broader activities of liberals in the Duma.
Unfortunately, in his dissertation, he excluded the right-wing liberal
parliamentary groups, focusing instead on the Kadets (except in chap-
ter five). As a result, the legislative activity of liberals in the Duma was
only partially explored?.

The work of V.A. Demin on liberals in the State Duma is distin-
guished by its meticulous analysis of the composition of the Duma
deputies*. For example, the author examined in detail the work of the
commissions in all Dumas. In the First and Second Dumas, lawyers
headed 70% of all commissions, while legalists headed half of them.
The works of V.A. Kozbanenko on the activity of parliamentary factions
in the First and Second State Dumas describe, among other things, the
formation and activity of the Peaceful Renovationist faction®>. A subse-
quent study on the subject was carried out by S.B. Pavlov?®.

Researcher Yu.A. Shestakov undertook a thorough analysis of

parliament’s work (including that of the legalists) in carrying out

32 Ceaeyxuii B.H. ITporpeccmsm Kak OAUTHIECKAS IAPTIUS Y UACTIHOE HaIPaBAE-

HHe B pycckom anbepaansme. M.: Mup xumrn, 1996. 363 c.
3 AporoB A.B. 3akOHOTBOPYECKAS AESITEABHOCTD POCCUIACKMX Anbepanros B ['ocy-
AaperserHon Ayme (1906—1979 rr.). M.: FOpwuer, 2005. 408 c.
3 Aemun B.A. TocypaperBennas ayma Pocemn (1906—1917). M.: POCCITSOH,
1996.216 c.
Kosbanenxo B.A. Ilapturiasie dppaxymn B I n Il FocypaaperBennsix Aymax Poc-
cun, 1906—1907. M.: POCCITOH, 1996. 238 c.
[Ta6ro6 C.5. B3anMOOTHOIIEHMST BAACTHM M A€TaabHOM ommo3uunn (anbepa-
A0B 1 Kpanue npassix) 1900—1907 rr.: aBroped. aAmncc. ... KaHA. UCT. HAYK.

M., 2000. 24 c.
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K.A. Solovyev. Legislative and Executive Power in Russia.
From open sources

judicial reform®” and reform of the local courts during the interrev-
olutionary?® period. K.A. Solovyov devoted considerable attention to
the activity of political parties in the State Duma. In particular, he
closely examined the work of liberal groups in all convocations of
the Duma and identified the main aspects of their interaction with
the government®.

A newer topic was the relationship between the police and the lib-
erals. This subject formed the basis of the 2009 dissertation by L.V. Uly-
anova. Having conducted a strong analysis, the researcher concluded
that the liberals and the police “spoke the same language” — that is,
the language of law. The police generally faced experienced jurists,
against whom it was not easy to fight. The liberals fully utilized state
structures (of which the conservative liberals themselves were a part)

7 lecmaxoB FO.A. CyaebHas pedpopma nagasa XX Bexa n ppaxyun 11 T'ocyaap-

crBernHOM Aymsl. [laxter: TOY BITO FOPTYSC, 2010. 111 c.

Hlecmaxo6 0.A. Obcysrkaenne 3akonompoekTa «O mmpeobpa3oBaHUM MeCT-
noro cypa» B III Tocypapersennon ayme. llaxter: PIBOY BITO FOPI'YOC,
2012.120 c.
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in conflicts with the police®. LS. Rozental studied the activities of pub-
lic clubs in the Russian Empire, including the legalist ones*!.

In his study, S.V. Kulikov attempted to determine the internal
composition of the imperial State Council. V.A. Demin specializes in
the history of the State Council®. In his extensive research, the schol-
ar meticulously identified the composition of party groupings in the
upper chamber. Among other things, he analyzed the “stronghold” of
conservative liberalism — the nonpartisan association circle —iden-
tified party leaders, and cited many vivid statements by legalists (A.F.
Koni, M.M. Kovalevsky, and others) regarding the work of the State
Council®. Closely related in type and character are the works of E.A.
Yurtaeva*.

An important contribution is the work of A.P. Borodin on the ac-
tivity of the imperial State Council between the two revolutions. In it,
the author, among other things, examines the principal groups in the
upper chamber and demonstrates the role of the legalists. Describing
the “left-wing” academic group, Borodin shows how, through the in-
clusion of legalists, it was transformed into a “progressive” bloc. The
author also highlights the influence of jurists in the upper chamber.
For example, lawyers constituted half of the members of the liber-
al-conservative centrist group®.

In the last decade, scholars have continued to study the work of the
chambers of the Russian parliament. A careful quantitative analysis

of the composition of the State Council’s academic group was carried

40 Pozenmarv U.C. «1 Bor obigecrBerHoe mueHbel». Kaybsr B mctopun poc-
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out in the dissertation of S.B. Archegov*. Although the group consisted
primarily of Kadets, it was also supported by certain legalists (“secretly
married to it”, in the expression of D. Grimm). The activity of legalists in
the upper chamber was also reflected to some degree in the dissertation
of Z1I. Alieva?. One may also mention our own works on the subject?.

In a strong monograph, A.P. Degtyarev analyzed the work of depu-
ty groups in the State Duma between the two revolutions. Among oth-
er things, the scholar examined the activities of the Peaceful Renova-
tionist and Progressive factions in the rearmament of the army. In our
opinion, however, the degree of Progressive participation in advancing
defense programs was greater than suggested in the study®.

In the monograph by A.D. Mindlin, the issue of the passage of “Jew-
ish” legislation through the lower chamber was examined in detail®.
Among other things, the work discusses the activities of the Progres-
sists. An expanded account of the legalists’ 50-year struggle to preserve
and expand the rights of the local courts is presented in the research
of A.A. Sorokin.

In 2021, an extensive monograph by A.F. Smirnov on the work of
the State Duma was published (a reissue of the 2010 edition)**. Con-
siderable attention was also devoted there to the Progressists and their

4 Apuezo6 C.b. Axapemmueckas rpymma locypapersenHoro cosera (1906—

1917 11.): MCTOPUKO-ITPABOBOE MCCACAOBAHME: aBTOPEd. AVUCC. ... KAHA. IOP. HAVK.
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parliamentary activity. The work of moderate liberals has likewise
been examined by KA. Solovyov and V.V. Shelokhaev. In their joint
monograph, the activities of the Progressists are presented in a highly
representative and detailed manner®. More generally, KA. Solovyov
undertook an entire series of studies illuminating various aspects of
the activity of parliamentary groups and parties in the State Duma and
State Council®*. Among other things, he compiled numerous biograph-
ical entries on liberals published in encyclopedias and reference works.
AA. Tvanov analyzed how the Progressists interacted in parliament
with right-wing parties during the years of the World War>.

In 2017, F.A. Gaida defended a dissertation that once again, with
additional detail, thoroughly examined the confrontation between the
State Duma and the government in 1910—1917, including the par-
ticipation of the Progressists. The author correctly observes that the
growth in the popularity of the Progressists was driven by voter disap-
pointment in the old parties. Nevertheless, the study does not contrib-
ute fundamentally new data to the history of Progressivism>. Contem-
porary researcher S.V. Kholyaev also discusses the participation of the
Progressists in opposition to the authorities”.

The Press

The history of the liberal press also remains a subject of attention
among modern specialists.
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MAPTHH
TEMOKPATIYECKIX PEGOPY,
MIIPHORO OBHOBIEHHA,
[IPOTPECCICTOR

Howysicnra w marepuaim
1906 —1916 rr.
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Parties of Democratic Reform. A Collection.
From open sources

A.V. Likhomanov® examined the process of revising press legis-
lation during the years of the First Russian Revolution. In Siberia,
a study by V.V. Vorobyov on the regional press was published®.

T.I. Sidnenko has written on Moskovsky Ezhenedelnik (The Mos-
cow Weekly)®.

Several works by Yu.A. Zherdeva on Russian liberalism in 1917
have been published. The author succeeded in tracing the rapid chang-
es taking place within the liberal camp in the spheres of organization,
journalism, war, economics, and other areas. Unlike many other schol-
ars, Zherdeva observed that the liberals failed to unite around the
Kadets (some Progressists remained outside the Kadet Party until the

8 AuxomaroB A.B. AD. Korn B Ocobom coBemanmm Mo COCTABAEHMUIO HOBOTO
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end of 1917), which weakened their position. Her new work marked
a step forward in deepening our understanding of the empire’s moder-
ate press. Among other things, the researcher examined the transfor-
mations of liberal political organizations, debates over liberalism, the
financial and legal status of the press, the principal themes covered in
newspapers and journals, and so forth. Overall, according to the au-
thor, the liberals rapidly radicalized. This also applied to the legalists®!.

At present, a series of works by A.P. Sopova has appeared and
continues to appear concerning the legal status of the press and the
implementation of freedom of the press in the empire at the begin-
ning of the twentieth century®?. The author devoted many pages to
the drafting of the Press Statute and other related acts in 1905%.
This research culminated in a dissertation in 2021. The drafting of
the Press Statute is also discussed in the work of A.Ya. Kodintsev®.

The works of several other contemporary authors are also note-
worthy. An article by EI Orlova was devoted to Russkaya Molva (Rus-
sian Rumor)®. In the works of A.P. Sopova, the history of the empire’s
censorship institutions in the early twentieth century is examined®.

1 JKepdeBa I0.A. TTpecca Kak MHCTPYMEHT IIOAUTUIECKUX TEXHOAOIMI PYCCKOTO
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The Debate over the Fate of Liberal Government
in 1905—1907 and the Struggle Between Parliament
and Government During the First World War

The history of the three rounds of negotiations over the formation
of a responsible ministry during the First Russian Revolution re-
ceived “new life” in modern scholarship. AN. Egorov outlined in
detail the various scholarly viewpoints on this issue. He identified
three principal interpretations regarding the failure of the negoti-
ations over a responsible ministry: the government was to blame,
the liberals were to blame, or both sides were at fault®’. In the end,
Egorov largely agreed with the conclusions of Soviet scholars that,
at that moment, an agreement between the state and the liberals
was impossible. The history of these failed negotiations, drawing on
new sources, was described by LA. Khristoforov®®. The quality of his
work, however, is diminished by the fact that the author effectively
“lost sight” of the right-wing liberals — the “peaceful renovation-
ists”. We also cannot agree with his characterization of the Octo-
brists as a “conservative-liberal party”. In the work of S.V. Shelokha-
ev, a detailed list of participants in the first round of negotiations on
forming a responsible ministry in 1905 was presented; half of them
were legalists®.

Discussion of the relationship between parliament and govern-
ment during the First World War also continued™. As previously
mentioned, V.M. Shevyrin prepared a broad analytical overview of
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the state of scholarship on this topic as of 20037!. In addition to
the works of V.N. Seletsky, the political practices of the Progressists
during the war years were studied by V.V. Shelokhaev’. This well-
known scholar, in particular, confirmed the assumption that mem-
bers of the Progressive Bloc sought to avoid revolution by exerting
pressure on the government and the tsar. In the end, however, the
liberals failed to prevent revolution and instead “rocked the boat™.

In an original study by S.V. Kulikov’, the problems of confronta-
tion between the liberals and the state during the First World War
were reconsidered. The author made an especially active use of the term
“conservative liberals”, perhaps more extensively than anyone else at
the time. He vigorously argued that Nicholas II himself was a conserva-
tive liberal. Through examples involving the activities of Stiirmer and
Shcheglovitov, it becomes clear that what the author meant by “con-
servative liberalism” corresponded, in our understanding, to “liberal
conservatism”. The author constructed a picture of two broad camps:
the parliamentarians (Kadets, Progressists, and left-wing Octobrists),
while the more right-wing groups he labeled “dualists”, nevertheless
also classifying them as liberals. As a result, he arrived at the conclu-
sion: “Thus, governmental liberalism at the beginning of the twentieth
century, dualistic in its essence, was more liberal than social liberalism”.

The culmination of discussions concerning the liberal “assault” on
the authorities during the war years is the study by F.A. Gaida. The au-
thor repeats older narratives about the “absence of a Progressist Par-
ty”, basing this interpretation on the memoirs of four individuals™.
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Yet throughout his work he repeatedly demonstrates the hyperactive
political activity of the Progressists in 1915—1916, while citing Kadets
who spoke dismissively about the “insignificance” of the Progressists.
One of the strengths of the study is that it provides one of the first anal-
yses of the relationships and coordination between liberal groups in
the State Council and the State Duma on the eve of a new revolution.
Discussing the December 1916 elections to the Moscow City Duma,
the author speaks of a Kadet-Progressist victory. In reality, the Progres-
sists alone were victorious. After withdrawing from the Progressive
Bloc, the Progressists abruptly “disappear” from the political scene for
four months (according to the author’s account). What, then, happened
to the Progressists after November 17 The author does not address the
role of the Bureau of the Progressive Bloc in the events of 1916, includ-
ing the active involvement of the empire’s leading legalists.

Liberties

A new topic developed by researchers became the liberals’ struggle
for the implementation of the fundamental freedoms of the subjects
of the empire. In the 1990s, historians, freed from ideological con-
straints, began describing the history of the implementation of free-
dom of conscience in Russia at the beginning of the twentieth cen-
tury’®. At that time, the leading researcher on freedom of conscience
was A.A. Dorskaya. In her studies, the scholar examined in detail the
problem of implementing freedom of conscience in Russia in the ear-
ly twentieth century. She not only analyzed the legal acts concerning
freedom of conscience, but also thoroughly described the process of
their adoption in all convocations of the State Duma and the State
Council. Among other things, the researcher identified the degree of

76 Aopckas A.A. Cobopa coBectm B Poccum: cyapba 3aKOHOIPOEKTOB HayaAad

XX Bexa. Monorpadms. CIT6: M3a-so PITIV um. AW. l'epyena, 2001. 144 c;
Aopcraa A.A. AesTeAPHOCTh KOMMCCHIM IIO BEPOMUCIIOBEAHBIM Borrpocam [o-
cyaapcrseHHon aymsl 111 coseBa (1907—1912) // Taspmueckme ureHMs
2012. AxryaspHble IIPOOAEMBI ITAPAAMEHTAPMU3MA: MUCTOPUSI W COBPEMEH-
HOCTh. MeskayHapopnas nayunas xoudepengms. CI16, 2013. C. 153—162.
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participation of liberal jurists in advancing issues of freedom of con-
science within the State Council of the empire.

In the 21st century, interest in the topic intensified. The number
of studies has been growing rapidly. A large body of works is devoted
to the analysis of legal acts concerning freedom of conscience in the
early twentieth century. Similar studies, for example, have been car-
ried out by A.Yu. Bendin”’.

Established scholars and younger researchers have conducted
their studies within several thematic directions. Many works are de-
voted to the political struggle for the introduction of the principle of
freedom of conscience. For example, F.A. Seleznev described the end-
less process surrounding the passage of the long-suffering law on Old
Believer communities’®. It is also worth mentioning A.S. Tumanova’s
work on the State Duma’s activities in implementing projects con-
cerning freedom of conscience”. The adoption of laws in the sphere
of civil liberties and their legal implementation were also examined
in a study by a group of researchers headed by N.V. Shingareva®.

Interestingly, in most of these works the authors did not mention
the ideological preparation carried out by leading liberals in support
of the transition toward freedom of conscience; they did not reveal the
complexity of passing such bills through the State Council, did not
demonstrate the intensity of public debate in the press on the issue
of freedom of conscience, and did not analyze the work of the com-
missions dealing with these questions. In many works, especially legal
studies, the same texts of legal acts concerning freedom of conscience

are endlessly reproduced.

77 Bendun A.JO. CBoGOAA cOBECTM MAM BEPOTEPIIMMOCTD? | loAEMUKA B POCCHIACKOM
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1914) // Bectanxk Hwskeropopckoro yamsepcutera mm. H.IA. Aobagesckoro.

Meropust. 2008. Ne 1. C. 130—140.
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50 Muxaiiroba H.B., KypoG8 A.H., Koavixaro6 A.B., unzape6a H.B. Paspabor-
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BO BTOpON orosuHe XIX B. — despase 1917 r.). McTopmko-rpaBosoe mnccae-
aosarme. M.: M35-80 Mockosekoro rymaaurapaoro yausepentera, 2008, 156 c.
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In many studies, the struggle for the implementation of free-
dom of the press is mentioned within the broader context of the
liberation movement in Russia®!. The topic of human rights in the
context of liberal practice in the early twentieth century has been
of interest to D.V. Aronov. In his dissertation and a number of oth-
er works, he attempted to conceptualize liberal ideas regarding the
model for Russia’s reorganization®?. A distinctive feature of Aronov’s
works was that he described how the legalists — Kavelin, Chicherin,
and Kovalevsky — developed the theory of human rights in Russia.
Yet Aronov described the subjects’ freedoms themselves through the
prism of the Constitutional Democratic Party, effectively identifying
it entirely with liberalism.

There are relatively few works devoted specifically to the liber-
als’ contribution to the drafting of legislative acts on freedom of con-
science. One such study is the work of LK. Petrovich®. Among the
more recent works, one may highlight the study by M.I. Odintsov and
AS. Kochetova. In it, the authors comprehensively analyze the history
of the struggle for and against freedom of conscience in Russia from
the 1890s to the 1920s. Despite the somewhat essayistic nature of the
work, the authors illuminate the principal problems connected with
the topics they examine. Because they addressed such a broad issue,
however, they were forced, for example, to omit the role of the legalists
and several other political groups in the establishment of freedom of
conscience in Russia. They incidentally failed to mention many au-
thors who debated freedom of conscience and did not explain how bills

concerning freedom of conscience passed through the State Council®.
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Among other studies, our own work on this topic may also be
noted®.

Liberalism and the National Question

Several dissertation studies have also appeared examining the po-
sition of liberal parties on the national question®:. For example,
GN. Bavkunova’s work provides a detailed examination of party
programs regarding the national question. At the same time, the
author excluded the plans and actions of all centrist parties, while,
conversely, describing in detail the program of the Octobrists
(“liberals™).

An important contribution was D.P. Kondratenko’s work on the
relationship between the autocracy, the liberals, and national groups
seeking self-determination. The author thoroughly described the ac-
tivities of liberal parties aimed at softening national policy in the
empire. Yet, for some reason, the liberal parties in his work were
reduced entirely to the Kadets. The researcher scarcely touched
upon the role of the right-wing liberals, although they possessed
their own vision of the national question. The legalists played an
important role in the State Council by resisting legislative projects
that infringed upon the rights of national groups, but the scholar

did not address this topic at all*’. Similar works on the national-state

85 Powour A.B. Crapoobpsiageckmuii Borrpoc B [ocypapersennom Cosete Poccmit-
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HoAuTHIECKHE 1APTHH ]

Poccun

Political Parties of Russia. 1996.
From open sources

structure of the empire have been carried out by N.G. Karnishina®.

Our own studies on this issue may also be noted®.

Of interest is Mindlin’s collection of studies concerning attitudes

toward Jews among the empire’s highest officials and public figures

at the turn of the century”. His book broadens our understanding of

the issue. Nevertheless, it is not without shortcomings. A number of

figures who made significant contributions to Jewish emancipation
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(or, conversely, hindered it) were omitted: A.F. Koni, DN. Milyutin,
G.A. Evreinov, E.F. Turau, and others.

Legal and Governmental Constitutionalism

A popular and relatively new topic at the turn of the century became
the examination of constitutional projects developed by liberals’.
Burdukova, which is important for our study, identified and ana-
lyzed Witte’s approach as that of a conservative liberal. Of interest
also is the careful analysis of the collection From the Depths (Iz Glu-
biny) (1918, a continuation of Vekhi). The collection represents
a deconstruction of conservative liberalism written by conservative
liberals themselves. The mistakes of the right-wing liberals were an-
alyzed, and the impossibility of implementing their projects in Rus-
sia demonstrated. In the scholar’s opinion, P.B. Struve became a di-
rect successor to Chicherin.

Of particular interest is S.V. Kulikov’s publication examining
several constitutional projects developed by the legalists in 19052
These projects formed part of the broader legalist ideology wide-
spread among Russian jurists in the second half of the nineteenth
century. In other works, Kulikov” reveals many new aspects of
governmental constitutionalism at the turn of the century, as well
as the nature of interaction between state and society on the eve
of and during the First Russian Revolution. Within the school of

V.V. Shelokhaev, researchers conducted detailed studies of many

1 BypdyxoBa U.W. CranoBaeHME 1 pasBUTHE KOHCTUTYLIMOHHBIX MACH B Poccum.
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constitutional acts from both the pre-revolutionary and post-rev-
olutionary periods’.

At the beginning of the twenty-first century, several works and
a dissertation by N.R. Golubev appeared concerning the plans of po-
litical figures for the reorganization of Russia. The legalists received
almost no attention there”. The role of the legalists in drafting
the governmental projects of 1905 is examined in detail in S.S. No-
voselsky’s dissertation. This solid study is noteworthy, for example,
because the author was the first to group the principal proposals
concerning the organization of popular representation in Russia at
the turn of the century’®. While agreeing with these models, we nev-
ertheless cannot fail to note that the author omitted the fifth model
(the legalist one): the formation of a legislative body as a separate
chamber of the Senate.

Much has also been written by Z.D. Dinaeva concerning the
constitutionalism of conservative-liberal scholars of the second
half of the nineteenth century’”. Our own study on this topic may
also be noted®s.

At present, S.V. Kulikov continues active work on publishing ma-
terials connected with the drafting of the empire’s Fundamental Law

during the years of the First Russian Revolution®, and highlights the
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role of the legalists in its development. Particularly noteworthy in this
regard is his extensive article published in 2021, which offers per-
haps the fullest analysis in contemporary scholarship of the process
of drafting the constitutional laws of 1905—1906'®. In these works,
the legalists — who constituted nearly half of the commissions and
conferences — are abundantly represented by the author. The scale of
Kulikov’s research is such that one may reasonably expect a culminat-
ing dissertation study.

Regional Studies

In the new phase of development of Russian historical scholarship,
regional historical studies continue to appear. In our work, we consid-
er only those bearing the general title “liberalism in...” There are no
specialized works on the history of the progressist movement in the
provinces.

An important contribution is A.P. Tolochko’s study of party gen-
esis in Siberia at the beginning of the twentieth century, including
liberal organizations. Interestingly, Tolochko did not note that Si-
berian researchers ignored all liberal parties except the Kadets!®'.
A strong study by O.A. Kharus on liberalism in Siberia also appeared.
In particular, while acknowledging the insufficient development of
the topic of twentieth-century liberalism, she attempted to examine
it in detail. Yet not a single word can be found about the Peaceful

Renovationists or the Progressists in Siberia — even though they

paBoBom craryce OUHASIHAUM IIPU IOATOTOBKE OCHOBHBIX IOCYAAPCTBEH-
HbIX 3aKOHOB 1906 1. // TTetepOyprckunt ncropudecknin skypuaa. 2017. Ne 1
(13). C. 126—141; Kyauxo8 C.B. Coboaa cosectn B Poccuitckomn nmepmn
Hauasa XX Beka n koHcTHTygHOoHHAS pedopma 1906 ropa // Hayunsm an-
asor. 2023. T. 12. Ne 9. C. 426—448.
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existed there!®%. Once again, she classified the Octobrists as right-
wing liberals. Likewise, in N.V. Makarieva’s work on the typology
of Siberian liberalism, there was no place for the Progressists'®.

A similar situation developed in the studies of other regional
scholars. For example, the Progressists are only briefly mentioned
in Pl Zhilyaev’s dissertation on liberalism in the Southern Urals!'™.
In VN. Lyusev’s strong work on the liberal movement in the Volga re-
gion, the Party of Peaceful Renovation is not mentioned at all, although
it was precisely in Samara and Saratov that the Party established its
branches!®. In AM. Semenenko’s dissertation devoted to the liberal
movement in the Upper Volga region between the two revolutions,
the Progressists are only mentioned in passing, despite the fact that
they had a considerable number of supporters in Nizhny Novgorod'®.
A rare exception is IN. Matvievsky’s dissertation on liberalism in the
Kostroma Governorate, in which he examined all liberal groups, in-
cluding the Peaceful Renovationists and the Progressists'”’. L.A. Kara-
petyan devoted some attention to the Progressists in the Caucasus!®.

Without mentioning the many regional dissertations indi-
vidually, we can only note that in the overwhelming majority of

works devoted to liberalism (covering the Kazan Governorate, the
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Governorates of Belgorod, Bryansk, Vladimir, Voronezh, Vyatka,
Kursk, Mogilev, Orenburg, Chernigov, Penza, Perm, Saratov, Sama-
ra, Simbirsk, Nizhny Novgorod, Orel, Tambov, Ufa, the Black Sea
region, the entire Urals, Siberia, and others), there was not a single
word about right-wing liberal parties — except that many disserta-
tion authors classified the Octobrists as right-wing liberals. Yet in
Tobolsk, Perm, Orenburg, Nizhny Novgorod, Saratov, Samara, Ufa,
and other provinces there existed permanent and influential groups
(branches) of the Peaceful Renovationists and later the Progressists.
In elections these parties often won. Such neglect is highly strange
and difficult to explain. At times the situation reaches the level of
absurdity. Thus, the researcher YuV. Reyzvikh, while discussing
the Duma activity of N.L. Skalozubov, conceals his party affiliation
(Peaceful Renovationist)!"’.

In 2019, the encyclopedic dictionary Socio-Political Life of Siberia
in the Late Nineteenth and Early Twentieth Century was prepared. This
important publication contains a great deal of useful information
about organizations and figures of late-imperial Siberia. However, it
omitted such a prominent theorist of legalism and conservative liber-
alism as I.V. Mikhailovsky. Nor does it mention that N.L. Skalozubov,
elected to the Third State Duma, was elected as a representative of the
Party of Peaceful Renovation. Nothing at all is said about the branch-

es and groups of Progressists that existed in certain Siberian cities, and
so forth!'°.

Conclusion

In conclusion, it may be said that Russian scholars in the 1990s—2020s
carried out extensive work collecting, processing, and studying new
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archival materials connected with the liberal movement in Russia.
Scholarship has made a substantial step forward. Many terms con-
nected with conservative liberalism have been formulated. A division
of intellectual labor emerged between “philosophers” and “histori-
ans’. The former carefully developed the terminology of conservative
liberalism, while the latter thoroughly illuminated the practices of
conservative liberals.

Scholars continued to develop older themes connected with right-
wing liberalism: terminology and ideology, negotiations over the for-
mation of a responsible ministry, the legalist press, and the liberals’
struggle with the government during the World War. New topics have
come to the forefront: liberal constitutionalism, liberals and the na-
tional question, individual rights and freedoms in liberal thought and
practice, party organization and tactics, parliamentary activity of the
parties, and the activity of legalists in the State Duma and the State
Council. Overall, the subject matter has broadened, and the stud-
ies themselves have become deeper. At the same time, a considerable
number of scholarly works continue to appear that either repeat old
commonplaces about liberalism or contain unscientific information.

The role of jurists in the liberation movement in the empire at the
beginning of the twentieth century remains insufficiently explored,
even though jurists are constantly mentioned in the majority of studies.

In contemporary scholarship, one can observe an undiminished
interest in the topic of liberalism. A significant number of historical
dissertations continue to be defended. Unfortunately, a number of
studies continue to repeat older material, and in some cases judgments
long disproven by scholarship are reintroduced. Old problems that af-
fect a number of scholars also remain. Contentious assertions persist,
such as classifying the Octobrists as liberals, associating the concept
of “liberalism” exclusively with left-wing liberalism, or conflating
conservative liberalism with liberal conservatism, and so forth. There
remains a divergence in the understanding of right-wing liberalism
within the scholarly literature. Philosophical literature carefully ex-
amines the essence of liberal doctrines, whereas historical scholarship
concentrates on liberal practices. For unknown reasons, the two di-
rections generally do not borrow one another’s scholarly discoveries.



200

Overall, however, we may speak of a high level of scholarly discussion.
Several scholarly schools devoted to liberalism exist, numerous con-
ferences are held, and collections and encyclopedias continue to be
published.

[t may be noted that while the legalist movement could be distin-
guished clearly in the period before 1905, after that date it becomes
difficult to define its existence precisely. All elements of the liberation
movement became mixed together and assumed new forms. Yet even
then, individuals and organizations of a legalist orientation still ex-
isted. The ideas of legalism also continued to develop. The ideology of
legalism exerted an enormous influence on the entire liberal move-
ment. Scholars, however, have still not determined the precise role
of the legalists within Russian liberalism. At the same time, in recent
years, certain scholars have come closer to recognizing the existence
of a distinct juridical movement in the late empire. We shall discuss
this in another publication.
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