CTATBHU

K 300-AETUIO UMMAHVUAA KAHTA

VK 1(091)

«PUITOCODDBI BCETTA
bYAYT BOCXUIIATBHCSI KAHTOM...»

H. A. ImumpueBa'?

Temamuxa Homepa, nocBauerroeo 300-1emmeit eo-
doBujute co OHA poxdenus Vmmanyusra Kanma, gpoxy-
Cupyemcs Ha eeo npakmuueckorl gusocogpuu, 8 ocoben-
Hocmu Ha npobaemax c60600s: Boau 6 cBeme Ouckyccuu
xonya XVIII 6., nouamuu uesoBeueckoeo docmouncmba
u eeo ompaxeruu 6 nobceonebrocmu u 6 ocHoBHbIX Npa-
Bobvix doxymenmax Poccutickon Dedepayuu, B03mM0xK-
Hocmu BviBecmu no3umubHvie 00A3aHHOCTIU U3 Kame-
eoputeckoeo umnepamuba, a makxe peseBanmuocmu
kanmoBckotl smuku 8 cobpemennvix peasusx. Bonpoc o
cneyudgpuxe peyenyuu gusocogpuu Kanma 6 Poccuu Ha
npumepe Ccmamovl pycckoeo peAu2uo3Ho20 pusocogpa
Auexces BBederickoeo, nocbawjennon namsamu Kanma,
nomeujer 8 ucmopudeckuil xkonmexcm Bo3HUKHOBeHUA
peyenyuu u ee nocaedyrouen cyovdv 6 XX 6.

KaroueBoie caoba: 300-remue Kawma, npakmuue-
ckas gusocogpus, c6oboda Boau, uesobeueckoe 00CHOUH-
cmbo, MOpasbLHbLIL 3aKOH, (husocopckan peyenyus, pyc-
ckas KaHmuaua

B pearmax nepson werseptnt XXI B. ViMMany-
w1 KaHT, 1moxaiyv, eaquHCTBeHHBI duiocod,
MIPU3HAHHBIV BO BCeM MUpPe TOV MHTeJUIeKTyalb-
HOVI MTHCTAHITVEN, KOTOPas criocoOHa 1aTh opueH-
TUP B OCHOBOIIOJIAraloIIyX BOIIpOCax desloBede-
ckom >xm3HU. HaBepHoe, mosTomy 1pasmHoOBaHMe
ero 300-1eTyst mproOpesIo IOVCTVIHE T7I00aJTbHBIN

! Barrrmiickmit dpeepasibHbI yHVUBepcuTeT vM. V. KanTa,
Poccms, 236041, Kanuaunarpan, yii. A. Hesckoro, 1. 14.

2 MOCKOBCKMM  TIE[JATOTMYECKUT  TOCYAapCTBEHHBIN
yuusepcuret (MIITY),

Poccnst, 119991, Mocksa, yi1. Maas ITuporosckag, 1. 1, crp. 1.
Ilocmynuaa 6 pedaxyuro: 23.04.2024 e.
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ARTICLES

IMMANUEL KANT TERCENTENARY

“PHILOSOPHERS WILL ALWAYS
ADMIRE KANT...”

N. A. Dmitrieva?

The topics of this issue, devoted to the tercentenary
of Immanuel Kant's birth, focus on his practical philos-
ophy, most notably on the problems of free will in the
light of the debates at the end of the eighteenth century;
on the concept of human dignity and its reflection in
daily life and in the main legal documents of the Rus-
sian Federation; on the possibility of deriving positive
duties from the categorical imperative; and on the rel-
evance of Kantian ethics to modern-day realities. The
issue of the reception of Kant’s philosophy in Russia is
also discussed, using as an example the article by Rus-
sian religious philosopher Alexey Vvedensky in the his-
torical context of Kant’s early reception and subsequent
fate in the twentieth century.

Keywords: Kant tercentenary, practical philoso-
phy, free will, human dignity, moral law, philosophical
reception, Russian Kantiana

In the realities of the twenty-first century,
Immanuel Kant is arguably the only philoso-
pher recognised all over the world as an intel-
lectual authority capable of setting benchmarks
on the fundamental issues of human life. This
may be why the tercentenary celebration has
attained a truly global scale, describing which
would be a challenge for future generations of
historians of philosophy. In Russia, the event
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H.A. JImutpuena

MacIITad, orvcaTb KOTOPbIVI CTAaHET HEIIPOCTO 3a-
Hadgert 1171 icTopvka dpuiocodpmy OymyIimx IoKo-
seHnit. B Poccunt 310 coObITIIE OTMeUeHO TIpeXxae
Bcero MexiyHapogHbIM KaHTOBCKMM KOHI'PeCCOM
«MwupoBoe noHATVIE PVIIOCOPII», ITPOIIEAIIVIM C
22 1o 25 anpess 2024 r. B banTurickom denepaiib-
HOM yHuBepcuTeTe uM. V1. Kanrta B KasmmHuHrpa-
ne. B nem mpuHsumm yuactue 6ostee 300 ydeHBbIX,
BBICTYHMBIINX C JOKJIagaMu o dpvtocopum Kan-
Ta, n Ooree 200 ciymatertent m3 Poccum, Asep-
Gavmkana, benapycu, I'epmannn, Janumu, Vipasa,
Upmannuu, Vicnanvm, Vranmm, Kamepyna, Ku-
tas1, Cepbun, CILIA, Y36exncrana n FOAP.

BerpaxeHne «MmpoBoe ToHsTIIE PVIIOCOPUI,
JaBlllee Has3BaHMe KOHrpeccy, KaHT npusonuT B
KOHIIe TlepBont «KpuTukm», B ri1aBe «ApXmTeKTO-
HMKa YMCTOro pasyma». DTO IOHSTHE, COIJIaCHO
Kanry, oTrHOCKMTCS KO Beemt dwtocodpum 1 110A-
pasyMeBaeT crcTeMaTH4decKoe e[IVTHCTBO BCex ee
avcamuinH (A 839—840 / B 867—868; KanT, 2006,
c. 1051). BmecTe ¢ Tem MUpOBOe TIOHSTVIE (PVITOCO-
dun «kacaeTcsl TOro, YT0 HEOOXOIMMO MHTEpeCy-
eT Kaxaoro» (A 839 Anm. / B 867 Anm. Kanr,
2006, c. 1051, mpumed.), — B HeM OOBEIMHSIOTCS
OCHOBHBIE ITPVHIINIIBI CIIPABEIJIVIBOML I OCMBIC-
JIEHHOVI, X0pouieil XXU3HIL OTn IIPUHITUIIBL OITpe-
HeJIAroTCs, corylacHO KaHTy, KOHeuHOV IieJIbio,
I10]T KOTOPOVI OH IIOHMMAeT «BCe ITpeTHa3HAYeHe
yeJIoBeKa», Vccile[lyeMoe MopasIbHOV diocodu-
ent (A 840 / B 868; Karrt, 2006, c. 1051).

Cpenu Bcex dmrtocodpekmx mucrmiuimH KaaT
OTJaeT IPeNMYIIecTBO 3TUKe, II0TOMY 4TO B ¢o-
Kyce ee HaXOUTCS IIPaKTUUeCKU PasyM — yHU-
KaJIbHasl 4ejloBeYecKasl CIIOCOOHOCTH, KOTOPOW
npucyia crernmdndeckass Kay3aJIlbHOCTh, KOIZa
LIeroYKa IIPUYMH U CJIeCTBUT YeJIOBeYeCKMX I10-
CTYIKOB BO3HMKAaeT CIIOHTAaHHO B pasyMe U IIOf-
UMHeTCS He YCJIOBUSM YYBCTBEHHOCTW, a CoD-
CTBEHHOMY 3aKOHY pasyMma (A 539, 555 / B 567, 583;
Kawnr, 2006, c. 703—705, 723). IMeHHO ITpaKTIUe-
CKUL pa3yM M ero MOpasIbHBIN 3aKOH OOOCHOBBI-
BAIOT IIpeHa3HaueHMe dejioBeKa. Vl mMeHHO B
IIPaKTUYeCKOM pa3yMe ¥ ero MopajIbHOM 3aKOHe

was marked first and foremost by the Inter-
national Kantian congress, “The World Con-
cept of Philosophy”. The Congress took place
on 22—25 April 2024 at the Kant Baltic Feder-
al University in Kaliningrad. Taking part were
more than 300 scholars who delivered reports
on Kant’s philosophy, and more than 200 at-
tendees from Russia, Azerbaijan, Belarus, Ger-
many, Denmark, Iran, Ireland, Spain, Italy,
Cameroon, China, Serbia, the USA, Uzbekistan,
and the Republic of South Africa.

The expression “the world concept of philos-
ophy”, which gave name to the congress, was
used by Kant at the end of the first Critique, in
the chapter, “The Architectonic of Pure Rea-
son”. According to Kant, the concept refers to
the whole of philosophy and stresses the sys-
temic unity of all its disciplines (A 839-840 /
B 867-868; Kant, 1998, p. 694-695). At the same
time, the world concept of philosophy “con-
cerns that which necessarily interests every-
one” (A 839n / B 867n; Kant, 1998, p. 695n),
combining as it does the principles of a just and
meaningful, or good, life. These principles, ac-
cording to Kant, are determined by the ultimate
goal, by which he understands “the entire vo-
cation of human beings” which is the subject of
moral philosophy (A 840 / B 868; Kant, 1998,
p. 695).

Among all the philosophical disciplines,
Kant singles out ethics because it focuses on
practical reason, the unique human capacity
marked by a special kind of causality wherein
the chain of causes and effects of human acts is
formed spontaneously in the mind, following
not its sensibilities, but its inherent law of rea-
son (A 539, 555 / B 567, 583; Kant, 1998, p. 536,
544). It is practical reason and its moral law that
form the mission of humankind. It is in prac-
tical reason and its moral law that Kant found
the foundations of human freedom, thus assur-
ing the perennial relevance of his philosophy.



KaHT Haresr ocHOBaHVe 4ejI0BeUeCcKOV CBOOOIHL,
ueM obecrieuns1 cBoevl putocodpun Hemmpexoms-
IO aKTyaJIbHOCTb.

Yuenne Kanra o cBoboe Boim cpasy BbI3Bajlo
OOJIBIIION pe30HAHC Cpenyl ero COBPEMEHHVIKOB.
PassepryBsIasicsa B cepeyne 1780-x IT. IycKyccms
JIAIITh HeJaBHO Oblyla JOKyMEHTMpPOBaHA B [IBYX
TOMONHAIOMMX Opyr Apyra cbopauxax (Kants
Freiheitsbegriff...,, 2021, Kant’s Early Critics...,
2022). OgyH 13 ee 3OM30/0B, CBSI3aHHBIN C IIpefl-
noxennon V. A.X. Yoepuxom n K. Xp.D. Imu-
JIOM TeOopuen «MHTeJINTIMOeTbHOro daTasMar,
aHanmsupyetcd B ctarbe MaHdpena bayma, ripen-
CTaBJICHHOVI B HaCTOsIIleM HoMepe.

KanT cTan nepseIM B MCTOpWUM, KTO OOOCHO-
BaJI M OJJHOBPEMEeHHO OrpaHMYWI CBOOOIY uesIo-
BEUYECKOVI BOJIV IOHVMMAaHVeM TOrO, UTO ITOCTYII-
KV MOpaJIbHBI TOJIBKO TOI7Ia, KOITla COBEPIIAIOTCs
COIJIaCHO TpeOOBaHMIO He 00pauamuscs ¢ Opyeumu
A100bMU MOALKO Kak co cpedcmbBom, Ho Bceeda u kak
¢ yeavto camoti no cebe. CriocOOHOCTH Ka’kKJIoro ue-
JI0BeKa MOIYMHSATE CBOU IOCTYIIKM 3TOMY Tpebo-
BaHMIO siBjIseTcs s KaHTa sSpkuM mokasaresieMm
TOTr'0, YTO YeJIOBeK o0JIajiaeT HeOTheMJIeMOW M HU
C YeM He CPaBHVIMOVI BHYTpeHHel 1IeHHOCThIO —
noctonHCTBOM. IIpr3HaHMe JocTOMHCTBaA YesloBe-
Ka BBICIIIeV 1IEHHOCTBIO B KOHCTUTYLVIAX MHOITIX
CTpaH, a TaKXe MeXIyHapOIHBIMIU OOIleCTBeH-
HBIMM OpraHM3alMsMM (XOTd Obl Ha ypOBHe je-
KJIapaliyii), HecoMHeHHO, BocxoguT K Kanty. He
craym mckmodeHieM n kKoHctuTynumnn CCCP n
Poccuiickonn @eneparn. O TOM, Kakue TpaHC-
dopMaiy UCHIBITHIBAET OHSATYE YeJIOBeUeCcKoro
IOCTOVIHCTBA B OOBIIEHHOM SI3bIKE, B MII€0JIOrIUe-
CKMX AOKTPUHAX M B IOPUINYECKMX JOKYMeHTax
roctcoBeTckont Poccumt 11 Kakoe 3BydyaHMe Iproo-
peTaeT 3TO KaHTOBCKOE IIOHSTVE B COBPEMEeHHOM
CUTYaLUM, PasMBIIIUISET B CBOEV CTaThe Artexcen
Kpyrios.

ITpu BceM 3Ha"YeHMM KaHTOBCKOV 3IMCTEMOJIO-
MU JI9 TIOHMMAaHWMS BO3MOXXHOCTEV uYesioBeue-
CKOTrO IO3HaHMS U IIPU BCeM ee BIIVISTHUM Ha pas-
ButHe dpustocodpun Hoperiero BpeMeHn Impak-
Tndeckast pustocodpms Kanra mrpaia m mpomos-
JKaeT UIpaTh Be[lyllyIo Pojib B IIOHMMaHU YeJIo-

N.A. Dmitrieva

Kant’s teachings on free will resonated im-
mediately with his contemporaries. The dis-
cussion that unfolded in the mid-1780s was
only recently documented in two mutual-
ly complementary collections (Imhof and
Noller, 2021; Noller and Walsh, 2022). One of
its episodes, involving the theory of “intelligi-
ble fatalism” proposed by J. A.H. Ulrich and
C. Ch.E. Schmid, is the subject of an article by
Manfred Baum analysed in this issue.

Kant was the first in history to assert and si-
multaneously limit the freedom of the human
will by stating that human acts are moral only
when they conform with the requirement not
to treat other people as mere means, but always as
ends in themselves. The ability of each person to
subordinate one’s acts to this requirement is,
for Kant, potent proof that man has an inalien-
able and unique inherent value: namely, dig-
nity. The recognition of human dignity as the
supreme value in the constitutions of many
countries, as well as by international non-gov-
ernmental organizations, if only at the lev-
el of declarations, undoubtedly goes back to
Kant. The constitutions of the USSR and of the
Russian Federation are no exception. Alexey
Krouglov, in his article, reflects on the trans-
formations the concept of human dignity is un-
dergoing in day-to-day language, in ideological
doctrines, and in legal documents in post-Sovi-
et Russia, and on the message Kant’s concep-
tion carries in the current climate.

For all the importance of Kantian epistemol-
ogy for understanding the potential of human
cognition, and for all its influence on the devel-
opment of philosophy today, Kant’s practical
philosophy has played and is playing the key
role in our understanding of humankind and
social processes, as Vadim Chaly clearly shows
in his article. Kant admitted in one of his re-
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BeKa I COLIMaIbHBIX ITPOLIeCCOB, UTO sPKO ITOKa3bl-
BaeT B cBoelt ctaTbe Bagym Hassmn. KéaurcOepr-
ckuit purstocod B OAHOV U3 CBOMX 3aMeTOK 1764 —
1765 r1., ciennaHHbIX B KHMre «Habsmronennst Hay,
4yBCTBOM IPEKPacHOIO ¥ BO3BBIIIEHHOI0», ITPU-
3HABAJICS:

CaM ¢ 110 CKJIOHHOCTU WcciIeoBaresib. S vic-
IIBITHIBAIO BCIO K&Ky 3HAHMSA M HEyTOMIMOe
KeJIaHVie IIPOJIBUHYTHCS B HEM, a TaKXKe YIOBJIeT-
BOpPEHMe OT KaKI0To JOCTVDKeHMs. bpUTo BpeMms,
KOrIJla s BepwI, YTO TOJIBKO 3TO MOXeT c/eslaTh
YecTh 4eJIOBEYeCTBY, U IIpesupasl cOposd, KOTo-
PBIVI HUYEro He 3HaeT. Pycco MeHs UCIIpaBuL. ITO
OCJIeIVISIOIIee IIPEBOCXOJICTBO VCYe3aeT, I yIyCh
yBaXkaTb JIIOZIeVL, 1 s Obl cumTasl cedst Oecrioses-
Hee IIPOCTOrO pabouero, ecyivt ObI HE BEPWI, UTO
sTa pedrekcus (Betrachtung) moxer mpwmats
LIEHHOCTb BCEM OCTaJIbHBIM, UYTOOBI yCTAaHOBUTD
npasa uernosedectBa (AA 20, S. 44; Kant, 1994,
c. 372—373; nepesoy, yrouneH. — H. I1.).

Oty pedrekcuio KaHT B f1ajibHerieM paspuil
B yUeHMe O MPaKTUUeCcKOM paszyMme 1 0OOCHOBaJI
JIOCTOMHCTBO 4YeJIoBeKa 13 CIIOCOOHOCTM pasyMa
TaK OIIpe/esIsTh BOJIIO YesloBeKa, YTOObI I10CIIe-
HWUV JaXe B yIIepO CBOMM YaCTHBIM JKeJIaHWSM
VI TIpeAIIOUTeHNsIM CJlefloBajl MOpaJIbHOMY 3aKo-
HY, TO eCTb B CBOMX ITOCTyIIKaX VICXOIWJI U3 paliy-
OHaJIPHO YCTaHOBJIEHHBIX CTaHIApPTOB, 3HAYVMBIX
171 BCex JIrofievt Oe3 MCKITIOUeHMs B CXOXKMX CUTY-
anyax. CoBpeMeHHBIe KaHTOBeIbI BeIyT JIVCKYC-
CHIIO O TOM, MOXKHO JIV M3 KAHTOBCKOVI 3TUKY BbIBe-
CTV TIO3UTVBHBIE KOHKPETHBIe 00s3aHHOCT 1, CO-
OTBETCTBEeHHO, HOBble MOpaJIbHbIe ITpaBuJIa. DTUM
BOITpOCcaM IIOCBAIeHbI cTatby OrvBepa 3eH3eHa
n Camyana Kana.

B poccniickon KysibType, paBHO OT3bIBUMBOV K
Hay4YHBIM CBEpIIeHNMSIM Y HPaBCTBEHHBIM VICKa-
HUAM, M 1 dvtocodprsa KaHTa HaumHas ¢ KOH-
11a XVIII crorteTst momyumim OecriperieleHTHBIN
Pe30HaHC 1 CTaJIi HeOTheMJIEMOVI YacThIO ee VH-
TeJUleKTyaslbHoM Tpagunun. Ilepsoe ynomuna-
Hue KaHTa Ha pycckoM s3pIKe ITpyHaiexuT Hu-
kostaro Muxaniosnuy Kapamsuny (1766 —1826). B
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marks which he made 1764-1765 on the pages
of the Observations on the Feeling of the Beautiful
and Sublime:

I myself am a researcher by inclination. I
feel the entire thirst for cognition and the eager
restlessness to proceed further in it, as well as
the satisfaction at every acquisition. There was a
time when I believed this alone could constitute
the honor of humankind, and I despised the
rabble who knows nothing. Rousseau has set
me right. This blinding prejudice vanishes, I
learn to honor human beings, and I would feel
by far less useful than the common laborer if
I did not believe that this consideration could
impart a value to all others in order to establish
the rights of humanity (BBGSE, AA 20, p. 44;
Kant, 2011 p. 96).

Kant later developed these reflections into
his doctrine of practical reason, deriving hu-
man dignity from reason’s capacity to deter-
mine human being’s will in a way that would
commit us to the moral law even at the expense
of our personal wishes and preferences; that is,
commit us to proceeding from rationally estab-
lished standards that are important for all peo-
ple in similar situations. Modern Kant scholars
are debating whether positive concrete du-
ties, and consequently, moral rules can be de-
duced from the Kantian ethics. Oliver Sensen
and Samuel Kahn have devoted their articles to
these problems.

In Russian culture, which is responsive to
scientific achievements and moral quests alike,
Kant’s name and philosophy, beginning from
the late eighteenth century, have had extraor-
dinary resonance and become an inseparable
part of its intellectual tradition. The first to men-
tion Kant in Russian was Nikolay Karamzin
(1766 —1826). In his best-selling book, Letters of a
Russian Traveler (1791 —1792),> Karamzin recom-

* Letters went through seven editions in Karamzin’s
lifetime.



cBoeM Oecrcerutepe «[IncbMa pycckoro IryTeliie-
crBeHHMKa» (1791-1792)° Kapam3uH pekoMeHIo-
BaJI PyCCKOMY* UMTaTelo «cjIaBHOro Kanra» kak
r71yOOKOro 11 TOHKOTO MBICTIUTEIISE VI KOPOTKO W3-
JIOKWJI €ero OCHOBHBIe 3Tmdeckye uuen (Kapawm-
3uH, 1984, c. 20—21; cm.: Kpyrios, 2024, c. 144 —152;
Dmitrieva, 2022, S. 255, 260, Anm. 6). O ToMm, Ha-
ckorpko Kapamsun 6bu1 BieuatsieH Kantowm, csu-
TIeTeJIbCTBYeT ero IucbMo BruibresisMy ¢on Borib-
noreHy ot 17 ampess 1804 r. 3 Mocksel mocsie 11o-
nydenus usBectus o cmepTtu KanTa (12 dpeppass
1804 r.) m MorarHxa [otdpnna I'eprepa (18 mexaOps
1803 r): «fI McKpeHHe coXXaJiesl O CMepPTV BeJIMKMX
JIIOfIeVI, KOTOPBIX TOJIBKO UTO moTepsiia [epmanms.
Dwntocodrl Beerma Oy 1y T BOCXUIIATHCS Ty OMHO
unent KaHTa, a Ipy3ps JIUTepaTyphl Beceraa OyayT
C yIOBOJILCTBUEM UMTaTh IponsseneHmd [epaepa.
51 cuacTivB, 4TO BUJIEN MX 000OMX, 11 Oy/ly XpaHUTD
ux oOpa3s B 1yOmHax Moen ayiim» (Literarischer
Nachlass..., 1849, S. 422).

ITepsencTteo KapamsmnHa B IIpefcTaBiieHUN
KanTa pycckor myOivike MOXeT OCIIOPUTD, OXKa-
sy, TorbKo Astekcanap Hwkonaesnu Paauines
(1749—1802), xoTopsbIit M3noxwi1 Mbiciin KaHnTa B
csoeM «lIyrerectsun n3 Ilerepbypra B Mocksy»
(1790), e Ha3BIBas, OIHAKO, VX aBTOpPA: OH, IT0 CO0-
CTBEHHOMY BBIpaKeHUIO, «IIOAT1Opni» (Paguiies,
1992, c. 29) y KanTa pasMblieHns o y0omaHoM
VICTIONIb30BaHMUM pa3yMa M COCTOSIHUM HecoBep-
HIeHHOJIeTHsI — B Iepesofe Paguinesa «Hespesio-
CTVI pa3yMa», — BJIOKVB KaHTOBCKMVI ITPOEKT IIPO-
CBellleHMsI B yCTa HEKOero ueJioBeKa, coOOpaBlIIie-
rocs B IletepOypr ¢ mporreHneM o HecrieH3y pHOM
KHurorredataunm B ropozie Topxke (Tam xe, c. 79;
cm.: Karwrys, 2021).

C Tex mop Majylo KTO M3 3HAUUTEJIBHBIX POC-
CUVICKMX MBICTIMTesIen u rvcarestet XIX — Hauva-
ia XX B. obortres1 BHMMaHVeM (PUTypy ¥ yueHMe

3 Ilpwm xm3au Kapamsuna «[Inckma...» BeIIepKasin ceMb
V3ITAQHWTA.

* 11 He TOIBKO PYCCKOMY UMUTATeNIO: elle IPW XU3HU
Kanra tpasesior ObUI IlepeBeieH Ha HeMeLKNUI (aBTOPU-
30BaHHBIVI MepeBof], BhIIIeNI B ABYX M3daHusAX B 1799 n
1802 —1803 rr.) m arrmvickuit (1803) s3pixn. [1pasna, ca-
Momy KaHTy 0oH ocTasicsi, CKopee BCero, HeM3BeCTeH.

N.A. Dmitrieva

mended to the Russian reader* “the celebrated
Kant” as an “acute and profound” thinker and
gave a brief summary of his main ethical ideas
(Karamsin, 1803, pp. 37-40; see: Krouglov, 2024,
pp. 144-152; Dmitrieva, 2022, p. 255, 260n6). We
can get an idea of how impressed Karamzin
was by Kant from the letter dated 17 April 1804
which he sent from Moscow to Wilhelm von
Wolzogen upon receiving the news of Kant’s
death (12 February 1804) and Johann Gottfried
Herder (18 December 1803): “I sincerely regret
the death of the two great men Germany has
just lost. Philosophers will always admire the
profundity of the ideas of Kant and literature
lovers will forever enjoy reading the works of
Herder. I am happy to have seen both of them
and will cherish their image in the depths of my
soul”” (Hase, 1849, p. 422).

Karamzin’s claim to being the first to in-
troduce Kant to the Russian public may be
challenged only by Alexandr Radishchev
(1749—-1802), who rendered Kant’s ideas in
his Journey from St. Petersburg to Moscow (1790),
without, however, mentioning Kant: he con-
fessed (Radishchev, 2020, p. 52) that he had
“filched” Kant’s idea of the public use of rea-
son and “immaturity of reason” (Radishchev’s
translation), putting Kant’s enlightenment pro-
ject in the mouth of a gentleman who was plan-
ning to go to Petersburg with a petition for
censorship-free printing of books in the town of
Torzhok (ibid., p. 157; see Kaploun, 2021).

Since then, few significant Russian thinkers
of the nineteenth and early twentieth centu-

* And not only to the Russian reader: still in Kant's
lifetime the travelogue was translated into German (the
authorised translation was published in 1799 and again
in 1802—1803) and English (Karamzin, 1803). True, it is
unlikely that Kant knew about the book.

> “I'ai bien sincerement regretté la mort des grands hommes
que I’Allemagne vient de perdre. Les philosophes admirérent
toujours la profondeur des idées de Kant, et les amis des lettres
liront toujours avec plaisir les ouvrages de Herder. Je me
félicite de les avoir vus tous les deux, et je conserverai leur
image au fond de mon dme.”

11



H.A. JImutpuena

Kanra (cm.: Kpymios, 2024; 2012). Csoero poma
KyJIbMUHanyer nHrepeca Kk KanTty B opesostro-
mmoHHoM Poccum cranmo 100-retme co mHS ero
cmeptt B 1904 1. DTOMY COOBITHIO V1 HAITMICAHHO-
My B CBSI3M C HUM O4YepKy pycckoro dwiocoda
Asexces VIBaHoBIua Beenerckoro (1861—1913), no
CUIX TIOp OCTaIOIIerocs B TeHV CBOEro M3BeCTHOIO
ogHOodaMwIblla, PYCCKOTO HeOKaHTHaHIla AJlek-
caHpa VBaHosnua Beenenckoro (1856 —1925), mo-
cBdIIeHa crarbs JaBuga PoxmHa.

C navasiom Ilepsort MpoBOVI BOVIHEI V1 IOCIIe-
[IOBaBLIIEVI 32 HEVI PEBOJIIOLIMEVI PYCCKasi KaHTMaHa
He 3aKOHYWIack. XOTs IIOHa4Yaly KaXkeTcsl, 4To B
Cosetckovt Poccuyt Ha 11epBbIVi IUIaH BBILIV CO-
BCceM mpyrue dusiocodckme MMeHa ¥ KOHIIell-
LI1M, COBeTCKasl KaHTMaHa OCTaeTCsl BO MHOI'OM J10
CUX IIOp He HaIIVICAHHOW IJIaBOVI B MCTOPUM PyC-
ckont pustocodpum. Ilpemsapss Oymyrme vicciie-
JI0OBaHMs, MOXHO yTBepXiarb, 4To 200-1eTHMI
1o0wmwienn Kanra ormevasicss B CCCP 3naunTesib-
HO cKpoMHee, yeM B I'epmanum. V3 agyx odpurim-
aJIbHO CyllecTBOBaBIINX B 1924 I. XypHasoB du-
J10cOPCKOro MpoduiIsi Ha 3TO COOBITME OTKIIVK-
HyJIcd TolnbKo oguH — «[lof 3HaMeHeM MapKcus3-
Ma. ExemecsiunbInt dputocodpckmmt m obIiecTBeH-
HO- XYypHaJI». B ero ampebcko-mMarickom Homepe
ObUIN IIOMeIleHbI YeThIpe CTaTh, ITOCBSIIEeHHBIe
Kanry. VIx ToHaJIBHOCTE 3a1aBaJl O4epK HeMeITKO-
ro Mapkcucrta Asrycrta Tanerenimvepa (1884—1948),
B 1924—1928 rr. XuBIIero 1 paboTasirero B Mo-
CKBe. ABTOp HpPeIsIoXiiI 0030p MeponpusaTHil 1
pederi, COCTOSIBIIMXCS W IIPO3BY4YaBIIMX B JeHb
poxgenua Kanra B Iepmannu, u mpmssai Bep-
HYTBCS K «MCTMHHOMY KaHTy»:

I'epmanckasi OypiKyasusi, 0COOEHHO B JIuIle
aKajleMU4ecKoy WHTe/UIMTeHIINN, OTIIPa3IHO-
Basla TOT /IeHb, XOTd 1 0e3 0coOeHHOM TOopKe-
CTBEHHOCTH. Br1ojIHe IOHSATHO, YTO IPM 3TOM Ha
IIePBBIVI IUTAaH BBIIBVHYJICS He CTOJIBKO MCTOPU-
ueckum, T.e. vcTuHHBI, KaHt, ckobko Kanr B
ITOHMMaHNM 1 00paboTKe repMaHCKON OypXKya-
3UV COBpEMEHHOW 3110XM... ['oBopst si3pikom Kan-
Ta, Hallla OypKyasus npasgHoBasia He «KaHra B
cebe», a «KanTa w1t Hac», KanTa s coppemen-
HOVI TepMaHCKoM Oypxyasumn. <...>
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ries have ignored the figure of Kant and his
philosophy (see Krouglov, 2024; 2012). Interest
in Kant in pre-revolutionary Russia peaked in
1904, which saw the centenary of Kant’s death.
David Rozhin’s article is devoted to that event,
and the article written on that occasion by the
Russian philosopher Alexey Vvedensky (1861 —
1913), who remains to this day in the shadow of
his famous namesake, the Russian Neo-Kantian
Alexandr Vvedensky (1856 —1925).

The Russian Kantiana did not end with the
First World War and the Russian revolution
that followed. Although at first glance it may
seem that in Soviet Russia very different phil-
osophical names and concepts came to the fore,
the Soviet Kantiana is in many ways an unwrit-
ten chapter in the history of the Russian phi-
losophy. Anticipating future research, we can
claim that the Kant bicentenary was marked
on a far more modest scale in the USSR than
in Germany. Of the two official philosophi-
cal journals that existed in 1924, only one re-
ferred to the event. It was the philosophical
and socio-economic monthly, Under the Banner
of Marxism. Its April-May issue carried four ar-
ticles devoted to Kant. The tone was set by an
essay from the German Marxist August Thal-
heimer (1884 —1948), who lived and worked in
Moscow between 1924 —1928. The author re-
viewed the events and speeches that marked
Kant’s birthday anniversary in Germany, and
made a plea for a return to the “authentic”
Kant:

The German bourgeoisie, notably the
academic intelligentsia, marked that date,
though without much pomp. Predictably, in
the foreground was not so much the historical,
i.e. authentic Kant, as Kant as understood and
processed by the German bourgeoisie of the
present epoch. [...] To use Kant’s language, our
bourgeoisie celebrated not “Kant in himself”
but “Kant for us”, Kant for the modern German
bourgeoisie. [...]



HpIHe fes1o Jo1UIo 0 TOro, 4To MPUXOIUTCI
«criacaTh» Hacrosiero KaHra ot jilereH/pI 1 I10/-
nenku OypxkyasHbix wumeosioros (Tasbrenmep,
1924, c. 20—21)°.

Ilon, «topenkon» TasipreriMep IIOHMMaJI VH-
Teprperauuy dpuocodpun KaHTa HeokaHTMAaH-
IamMu 1 (peHOMeHOJIOTaMy, a TakKXke MeosioraMmu
Ppa3IMYHBIX ITOJIMTUYECKNX TeUeHUL.

OcrasnbHble cTaThy MpuHaIeXxann Hukoraro
Adpanaceesruy Kapesy (1901-1936) — axTuBHO-
My ydacTHUKY OKTs0pbckovt pesormonim 1917 r.,
B 1924 r. BeIIyCKHUKY VIHCTUTYTa KpacHOM IIpo-
deccypnl

Ho3/lHee pacCTpesITHHOMY B KaHyH bBosbioro

o crenyaibHocT  «Pustocodmst»,
Teppopa, Buxkropy Koncrantunosnay Cepéxnu-
KoBY (1873—1944) — BBIIYCKHUKY IOPUANYECKO-
ro ¢axysnsreta Cankr-IlerepOyprckoro yHmsep-
cuTeTa, MeHbIIeBUKY, B 1924 . nekany dakysibTe-
Ta obmiectBeHHBbIX HayK MI'Y, B 1938 r. pertpeccus-
poBaHHOMY 1 HoruOIeMy B 3akiaodeHnn, u Ilo-
nune CermmmosHe Bunorpanckon (1896—1979) —
ydacTHUIIe Tpa>1<)1ch1<or71 BOVIHBI, CTYI€HTKE Nu-
CTUTYyTa KpacHom rpodeccypsl, B 1937 1. peripec-
cuposaHHoOM, HO B 1940 1. moOuBiIevicss ocBoOo-
XaeHUs (mogpobHee 00 mx cympbax cm.: Kopca-
KoB, 2012, c. 137, 146, 148). OTnepHble CTaTbU IIO-
ABWINCH TaKXXe B XypHalax «KpacHast HOBb» (Tte-
peBont Ha pycckuit ctaTeu J1. Pynama) n «CoseT-
ckoe 11paBo» (3a aBTopcTBoM B. K. Cepéxnnxosa).

B pycckovt sMurpanmm KaHTOBCKUIL I00MIeN
IIporrresn eltle Oojlee He3aMeTHO. Ha maHHBIN Mo-
MEeHT YCTaHOBJIEHO, YTO Ha Hero OTKJIMKHYJIVChH
IlBa PYyCCKMX HeoKaHTHaHIla — VIsan VIBaHo-
By Jlammmme (1870—1952) n Cepren Vocudo-
By leccen (1887—1950) craTbsiMu B PyCCKOSA3BIU-
HOVI IIpecce. JlammH omy6/I1MKoBasl CBOVI OUepK B
mpaxxckon rasere «Oram» (cm.: Jlammmy, 2015), a

> Ta e cTaThsl BBIITUTA B ceHTSOpe 1924 1. B BeHe Ha 51351
ke opurnHaia: (Thalheimer, 1924).

N.A. Dmitrieva

Things have come to such a pass that the real
Kant has to be rescued from legend and forgery
of bourgeois ideologues [...] (Thalheimer,
1924a, pp. 20-21).°

By “forgery” Thalheimer meant the interpre-
tation of Kant’s philosophy by Neo-Kantians
and phenomenologists, as well as by ideolo-
gists of various political currents.

The other three articles were written by
Nikolay A. Karev (1901 —-1936), an active par-
ticipant in the October Revolution of 1917, who
graduated in 1924 from the Institute of Red
Professorship majoring in Philosophy, and was
executed on the eve of the Big Terror; Viktor K.
Seryozhnikov (1873 —1944), a graduate of Law
at St. Petersburg University, a Menshevik, and
Dean of the Moscow University Department
of Social Sciences in 1924, who was arrested in
1938 and perished in a prison camp; and Polina
S. Vinogradskaya (1896 —1979), an active par-
ticipant in the Civil War and student at the In-
stitute of Red Professorship, who was arrested
in 1937 and managed to be released in 1940 (for
more on their fates, see Korsakov, 2012, pp. 137,
146, 148). Isolated articles were also published
in the journals “Krasnaya nov” [“The Red New”]
(the Russian translation of Laszlé Rudas’s arti-
cle) and “Sovetskoye pravo” (an article authored
by Seryozhnikov).

In the Russian emigré community, the Kant
jubilee got even less attention. At this writing
only two Russian Neo-Kantians are known to
have acknowledged it with articles in the Rus-
sian-language press: Ivan Lapshin (1870 —1952)

¢ Cf.”Die deutsche Bourgeoisie in Gestalt besonders der aka-
demischen Intelligenz beging diesen Tag zwar nicht mit be-
sonderem Prunk, aber immerhin, sie beging ihn. Es versteht
sich, daf bei dieser Gelegenheit nicht so sehr der historische,
also der wirkliche Kant in den Vordergrund trat, sondern
der Kant, wie ihn heute die deutsche Bourgeoisie auffafst und
zurechtmacht [...]. Um die Sprache Kants zu sprechen: was
‘unserer’ Bourgeoisie am Herzen lag, war nicht ‘Kant an
sich’, sondern ‘Kant fiir uns’, der Kant fiir die heutige deut-
sche Bourgeoisie. [...]

Es ist heute bereits so weit, daf$ man den wirklichen Kant vor
der Legende und Filschung der Bourgeoisideologen ‘retten’
mufi [...]” (Thalheimer, 1924b., pp. 458-459).
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I'eccen omHy cTaThi0 MOCBATWII Tlefarorvke Kan-
Ta U OIyOJIMKOBaJI B cBOeM XypHasle «Pycckas
IKoJIa 3a pyOesxkxom» (cm.: Ieccen, 2001), a mpy-
I'yI0, HOPTPETUPYIOLIYIO BCIO KAHTOBCKYIO (prasto-
coduto, — B GeprmHCKOM rasere «Pyip» (Sergius,
1924). Ota crarps rotoButcss Momectom Kosepo-
BBIM K ITyOJIMKanum B cjieyrorieM Homepe «KaH-
TOBCKOT'O COOpHMKa».

Ha sTom pycckast KaHTMaHa IIOCIIEPeBOIIIOIV-
OHHOTO Ileproyia He VicuepIibiBaeT cedsd, HO MeHs-
eT CBOVI XapaKTep, IOCTeIIeHHO IIpeBpallasich B
CrelMasM3MpoBaHHYI0 00s1acTh PrI0copCKOro
3HaHWS — POCCUIICKOe KaHTOBeleHWe, VCTOPWs
KOTOPOTO XIIeT CcBomX mcciienioBaTesiert. C camoro
Hayasla CBOeV MHCTUTYya/Iu3alluy — ee YCJIOBHOM
BEXOVI MOXXHO CUMTaTh IIepBble COOpaHMS COUM-
HeHmt KaHTa Ha pyccKOM sI3bIKe® — POCCUVICKVIE
vccienopanus KaHTa ObUIM M OCTaIOTCH YacThIO

MEeXIyHapOTHOrO KAaHTOBEIEHVIS.
Crmcok mureparypel

Teccen C. M. Tlemaroruka Kanra // Teccen C. . Ilena-
rormdeckve couvHenms. Capanck : Kpacubiin OkTsa0ps,
2001. C. 341-353.

Kanm WM. 3ametrxu B xuure «HaOmonenns Hap 4ys-
CTBOM ITPEKPaCHOrO ¥ BO3BBIIIIeHHOro» // Cobp. cod. : B
8 .M. : Hopo, 1994. T. 2. C. 353 —392.

Kanm V. Kpuruka umcroro pasyma (B) // Cou. Ha HeMm.
u pyc. 13. M. : Hayka, 2006. T. 2, u. 1.

Kanm W. Counnenns. 17471777 rr. : 8 2 T. / VIHCTH-
TyT prtocodpun Axagemun Hayk CCCP ; ep. b. A. Dox-
Ta, 1ox, obm. per. b. TO. Crimkepa. M. : TocymapcrserHoe
COLIMaJIbHO-9KOHOMMYeCKoe m3maresiberso, 1940. T. 2
1759—1777 rr.

¢ Tlepsble maru B 3TON paboTte oTHOCATCH K 1936 T., KO-
TOPBIM JlaTMPOBaHbl caMble paHHMe IlepeBolbl boprica
Arnexcangposuda Poxra (1875—1946) B dornme VMucTn-
TyTa dprtocodpvm B Apxuse PAH mwig gsyxToMHOro co-
Opanms mokpuTndeckux counHenni Kanra. [lo Havasia
Benmkon OtedecTBeHHOV BOVIHBI YCIIeJl BBIITU TOJIBKO
BTOpOV ToM 3TOro cobpanms (Kant, 1940).

and Sergey Hessen (1887 —1950). Lapshin pub-
lished an essay in the Prague newspaper “Ogni”
[“Lights”] (see Lapshin, 2015), and Hessen,
one article on Kant’s pedagogy in his journal
“Russkaya shkola za rubezhom” [“Russian School
Abroad”] (see Hessen, 2001), and another in
the Berlin newspaper “Rul” [“Steering Wheel”]
(Sergius, 1924). That article, with a foreword by
Modest Kolerov, is being prepared for publica-
tion in the next issue of the “Kantian Journal”.

The Russian Kantiana of the post-revolution-
ary period does not end there, but its character
changes as it evolves gradually into a special-
ised area of philosophical knowledge — Rus-
sian Kant scholarship — which awaits new
research. From the very beginning of its insti-
tutionalisation — its tentative milestone can be
considered the first collections of Kant’s works
in Russian’ — Russian Kant studies have been
part of international Kant scholarship.
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