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KAHT MM TEHOEPHOE YTHETEHME:
ITOJIOKEHME COCTOATEJIPHBIX
JKEHITIIVMH B XVIII BEKE,
«KOCBEHHOE BJIACTBOBAHWE»
M TEHAEPHASI DMAHCUITAIIVA

H. Canuec-Madpuo'

B cmamve xpumuuecku paccmampubaemcs HeBonb-
Hoe eeHOepHoe YeHemeHue, Aexaujee 6 ocHoBe Kkarmob-
ck0eo anmponosoeuueckoeo u npaboboeo nodxoda k 0o-
mawinemy mpyoy. Iloouepxubaemcs yesecoobpasHocimy
anaiusa kaumoBckux B0o3speHutt Ha penpodykmubHsle
3a0auu 044 6oee 1M0AHO20 NOHUMAHUA UCHOPUUECKOTL
nodoneku cobpementvix 63243006 na smom Bud mpyoa.
s docmusxenus Oannou ueau, Bo-nepbvix, uccaedy-
emcs MHOXecmBeHHOCHb 3HAYeHUN epMUHA «COYU-
asvHoe BaacmBobanue» 6 koHmexcme «AHmponosoeuu
6 npaemamuueckom omHouleHuu». Bo-6mopuix, yoess-
emcs BHuUMAaHUe UCnoAb306anu10 3moeo0 mepmuna 6 ne-
PEHOCHOM CMbicAe NpU ONUCAHUU O0OMAUiHe20 NopsAoKa
6 pasdese «Xapaxmep noaa» YKA3AHHO20 COUUHEHUS.
B-mpemwux, paccmampubatomcsa kaaccoBvie coyuaibivie
npedpaccyoxu, onpedesaoujue Hanpabienue kanmoBeko-
20 AHAAU3A POAU JKeHUUHbL B OYprYA3HOU cembe: maKas
JkeHuyuHa oc6oboxoaemcs om 00A3aHHOCIET 10 YX00Y 3a
Oauskumu u 6ocnumanuto Oemetl 04a200aps HAKONACH-
HbIM cynpyeom cpedcmbam. Haxoney, deaaromces 6v16000!
0 mom, umo 6 cBoem paccyxoeHuu o coyuarbHoll cyde-
exmuocmu skeHuyunsl Kanm cocpedomouubaemcs Ha
npubuseeupoBbanHoM 1NOAOKEHUU COCIOAMENbHBIX KU~
meavnuy, Ipyccuu XVIII 8., npenebpeeas msaeomamu, ¢
KomopuiMu cmasxubasucs 8 mo Bpems 6osee ysa36umvle
epynnbl, 4 maxke HeodX00UMOCHIbIO HAOCACHUS 2PAXOAH-
ckuMu npabamu Kaxooeo uieHa coodujecméa.
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KANT AND GENDER OPPRESSION:
PRIVILEGED EIGHTEENTH-CENTURY
WOMEN, ‘INDIRECT DOMINATION’
AND GENDER EMANCIPATION

N. Sanchez Madrid?

This paper critically addresses the unwitting gen-
der oppression underpinning Kant’s anthropological
and legal approach to domestic labour, highlighting
the helpfulness of his analysis of reproductive tasks for
casting light on some of the historical causes behind
the current view of such labour. With this general aim
in mind, I first address the multiple meanings of the
term “social domination’ as it is used in Anthropolo-
gy from a Pragmatic Point of View. Second, I focus
on the figurative sense Kant assigns to this term in his
account of the domestic order in the section “The Char-
acter of Sex” from the same essay. Third, 1 highlight
the social class biases that determine Kant’s examina-
tion of the role that women play in bourgeois families,
where they are expected to outsource their caregiving
and childrearing tasks thanks to the patrimony their
husbands have accumulated. Finally, I draw some con-
clusions regarding the social agency that Kant consid-
ers available to women, suggesting that his account
prioritises the privileged circumstances of wealthy
women in eighteenth-century Prussia, neglects key
challenges faced by more vulnerable groups in his time,
and fails to support the extension of citizenship rights
to the entire commonwealth.
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H. Canuec-Manpun

1. Beegeume

HecmoTpa Ha TO 4uTO IpakTuyeckas puIoco-
P Kanra He 1o3BosisgeT Ki1accuULIMPOBaTh €ro
KaK TOoOOpHMKa IIpaB JKeHIIVH, IpyMedaTesIbHO
BHIIMaHMe, yjeyisieMoe MM >XeHCKVM CIIOCOOHO-
CTM ¥ OOBIKHOBEHVSIM KaK KJTIOUeBOV XapaKTepy-
CTVIKe VICTOPUV MOpasii M KyisTypsl. Hampumep,
OH MOJIUepKIBaeT CYIIeCTBEHHYIO PasHUILY MeXITy
POTISIMVL JKEHIIIVHBI B «IPa’kIaHCKOM COCTOSTHUVD
Y OpU «BapBapCKOM T'pakKIaHCKOM YCTPOVICTBE»
(AA 07, S. 304; Kant, 20244, c. 362)*. Llemns aTov cTa-
TB — BBIABUTB IPOTMBOPEUNI MEXTy CEKCH3MOM
KaHTOBCKMX 3aMedaHWUV, BCTpedalolyxcsd B ero
AHTPOIIOJIOTMYEeCKMX PabOTax, U €ro 3VUKIYIIVIMCS
Ha MOPaJIbHBIX 1 ITPaBOBBIX OCHOBaHMAX OI00pe-
HVeM 3MaHCUIIAINY ITacCUBHBIX TpaXk[IaH, KOTO-
phle, B 001IeM ciTyJae, «He JOJDKHBI IIPOTUBUTHCS
BO3MOXHOCTW TIepeyITY M3 3TOr0 IacCUBHOTO CO-
cTosHMS B akTuBHOe» (AA 06, S. 315; KanT, 2014,
c. 315), a Takke He 00s3aHBI IIpPVHA/JIeXaTh B Te-
UeHMe BCeyl XM3HM K TOMY COLIMaJIbHOMY KJlaccy,
YacThIO KOTOPOTO OHVI OKa3aJIVICh IO POXKIEHIO".
Jdaxke IIpy HEKOTOPOM CKeNTWYeCKOM OTHOIIIe-
HUM K MaTepriajIbHOV BO3MOXKHOCTV YITyYIlIeHVs
I'Pa’kJaHCKOI'O COCTOSAHIS JKeHIIVH B paMKax KaH-
TOBCKMX BO33pEHMVI, HECOMHEHHBIM OCTaeTCsl TOT
dakT (MHOrOKpaTHO HOIUYepKMBaeMblVl Bapren
(Varden, 2020, p. 107—111)), uTo B cBO€V IIpPOrpaMM-
Hom pabote o mpocserieHMy KaHT viMeeT B BUIY
«BeCh IIPeKPacHBIVI I10J1», IIPUBOLS IIPUIMepP SIBHOIO

2 CM. JTFOOOITBITHEIVI aHaJIN3 JaHHOTO KOHIIENTYaJIbHOTO
pasrpanmdenus y Bapren (Varden, 2020, p. 93—94). Ona
oOpalllaeT BHMMaHe Ha IIpu3HaBaeMoe KaHTOM 3a JKeH-
LIMHAMV «3HaHVe CBeTa», UCIIOJIb3yeMoe VMU I IIOH-
MaHVA TOTO, KaK VX BOCIIPVHVMAIOT ApyTre. DTO 3HaHWe
IIPOTMBOIIOCTABIIAETCS OoJlee OOBEKTMBHBIM HAaBBIKaM,
NPUNNUCHIBAEMBIM MY)KUMHaM, 4be II0JIOKeHMe B 00Jib-
ITIeVI CTeIIeH OIpeiesIsieTCst OOIIeCTBOM.

*Cwm. B pabote Bappen: «[KanTosckne] paccyxnenus ox-
HO3HAYHO VICKJIFOYAIOT BO3MOXKHOCTB IIPUHSATVS TOCyIap-
CTBaMU 3aKOHOB, 3aIIpelaloIX KeHIIVIHAM CTPEeMIUThCS
K aKTMBHOMY I'paXJIaHCKOMY cocTosiHuio» (Varden, 2020,
p. 107). LenupiM 1ipeficTapisieTcs 1 3amedanue Ilacko
0 TOM, UTO «KaHTOBCKMe Paccy’X[IeHWs O CIIpaBejIBO-
CTV M3BECTHBL CBOENI CHCTEMATUYHOCTBIO», HECMOTPS Ha
TO UTO €T0 «IIpeficTaBJIeHNsl O IOMWHMPOBAaHWUN U yT-
HeTeHNI OTKPOBEHHO He CUCTEMATWYHBD», TaK KaK OHU
OOBIYHO YKOpPEHEHBI B TeHIEePHBIX, PACOBBIX U KJIIaCCOBBIX
npenpaccynkax (Pascoe, 2022, p. 53).

1. Introduction

Even if Kant’s practical philosophy does not
make it easy to consider him a champion of civ-
il advancement for women, the attention he de-
voted to exploring female abilities and habits
as a key feature of moral and cultural history
is remarkable. For instance, he stresses the con-
siderable gap between the roles that women
play in ‘developed’ societies as opposed to
‘barbarous’ ones (Anth, AA 07, p. 304; Kant,
2006, p. 205).> In this paper, I hope to shed
light on some of the tensions between the of-
ten sexist remarks in his anthropological writ-
ings, and his moral and legal encouragement to
advance the emancipation of passive citizens,
who are generally expected “to work [their]
way up from this passive condition to an active
one” (MS RL, AA 06, p. 315; Kant, 19964, p. 92),
and thus not remain attached to the social class
into which they are born.? Even if one adopts a
sceptical position towards the material feasibil-
ity of the civil betterment of women on Kant’s
account, it is a fact — as Varden has highlight-
ed in various papers (Varden, 2020, pp. 107-
111) — that he alludes, in such an openly
programmatic work as “What is Enlighten-
ment?”, to “the entire fair sex” as an example

2For an inspiring account of this conceptual breakdown,
see Varden (2020, pp. 93-94), who emphasises the ‘so-
cial knowledge’ that Kant attributes to women, used
to judge how they are perceived by others, in compari-
son with the more objective skills associated with men,
whose corresponding position appears more authorised
by society.

*In this connection, see Varden (2020, p. 107): “[Kant’s]
account explicitly blocks the possibility that just states
can pass laws that make it illegal for women to work
themselves into active citizenship”. I am also particu-
larly indebted to Pascoe’s observations on the fact that
“Kant’s account of justice is famously systemic”, even if
his “accounts of domination and oppression are point-
edly not systemic”, as they are usually embedded in
gender, racial and class biases. See Pascoe (2022, p. 53).



HEeXXeJIaHVsT OOJIBIIMHCTBA CyOBEKTOB SMaHCUIIV-
POBaThCs, CKMHYB C ce0s1 OKOBBI KYJIBTY PHOTO U I10-
JINTUYECKOTO YTHETeHMS*.

B momoOHOV KpUTHMYECKOVI MO3VIIUM ITPOCiIe-
KVBAIOTCS VI OOBMHEHMS B a/jpec My>K4IIMH, KOTO-
pble, Oyay4uyn HacTaBHMKaMU ¥ MYXXbSMU, HECYT
OCHOBHYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a ITPUCKOPOHOe OT-
CYTCTBVIE Y JKEHIIIVIH aBTOHOMMY MBICIIN. B yriomsi-
HyTOM pabote KaHT muIreT v 0 TOM, 4TO MIMEHHO
HACTaBHIKOB VI MEHTOPOB CJIe[lyeT BUHUTD B TPak-
JTAQHCKOVI OTCTAJIOCTY >KEHIIVH, KOTOPBIX JINIIIAIOT
CTOJIb HEOOXOIIVIMOVI YYeHVKY YBEPEeHHOCT B BO3-
MOXKHOCTV SMaHCUIIAINY, [eJlast MX «POOKMMU 1
OTIyIMBasi OOBIYHO OT BCEX JAJIBHEVIIINX IIOIIbI-
ToK» (AA 08, S. 36; KanT, 202406, c. 49)°. He ipoTns-
BOpeua Iefjarorm4eckKMM MeToaM, XapaKTePHBIM
JUUTSI KQaHTOBCKOTO BpeMeHV, JJaHHOe BBbICKa3bIBa-
HVle IIPVHVIMAEeT TParvd4ecKuil OTTeHOK, Oymydn
IIPVIMEHEHO K JKeHIIVIHAM, 4eVl BKJIAJ] B TIOJINTU-
YeCcKyI0 JKVM3HB COOOIIecTBa B KadeCTBe 3aKOHO-
IaTesieli He IIpelycMaTpUBaeTCsi, ITOCKOJIBKY IIO-
IOOHas JIesITeJIbHOCTh CUMTAETCSl IIPepOoraTmBovL
aKTVBHBIX IpakgaH. Hep3upas Ha peryssipHble
ykasaHnst KaHTa Ha SIKOOBI eCTeCTBeHHBIe OTrpaH-
YeHMs, CBOMIAIINE NesITeTbHOCTD JKeHIIMH K [TOMO-
XO3SIVICTBY, IIOJTyYeHVie B3BEIlIeHHOV KapTVHBI €ro
BO33PEeHMI Ha COIMaIbHOE VI IPakIaHCKOe TI0JI0-
JKeHVe JXeHIIMH TpebyeT IOApOOHOro aHasm3a
yTBEP>KIAEHMII, TIOTOOHBIX ITPVBEIEHHOMY BBIIIIE.

B pamkax KaHTOBCKOM pvtocodpmyt aHTpPOIIO-
JIOTVIVI 1 ITpaBa HaJleJIeHVie KeHIIVIH I'PakTaHCKMM
130V paTesTbHBIM ITIPaBOM — HeOHO3HAYHasl TeMa,
B HEKOTOPOM CMBICTIe HeCyIIasi JBOVIHOe TI0CTIaHe.
JKeHIIIMIHBI paccMaTpVBAIOTCS, C OTHOVI CTOPOHBI,
KaK He Ooslee ueM ITacCHBHBIE I'pakIaHe (XOTS U

* IlpencrasisieTcss BaXHBIM OOpaTUTh BHUMaHME Ha
orpeiBOK (AA 08, S. 295; Kanr, 20248, c. 137), rme KanT
PasMBIIUIIET O TOM, YTO «eCTeCTBeHHas» OMOoJIordecKas
1, TIO-BUIMIMOMY, HeIIpeoo/InMas KyJIbTypHasi CyIITHOCTb
JKEHIIMHBI JIAIIIAeT ee IIOJIHOLIEHHOIO IPakKHaHCKOTO
cTaTyca.

5 Bapmen (Varden, 2020, p. 107—108) compoBoxmaer
NPVBEIEHHBINI OTPBIBOK JIIOOOIIBITHBIM ¥ IIOAPOOHBIM
KOMMeHTapweM, IOATBep KIaloM 01arockJIOHHOe OT-
HorreHne KaHTa K «yJIydIneHMIO TpaXkIaHCKOIO COCTOsI-
HWsI» YKEeHIIIVH, ¥ COIIOCTABIISeT er0 BO33PeHMs C MesIMY,
M3JI0)KeHHBIMIM B HOBaTOPCKOV paboTe ero ObIBILIETo CTY-
JleHTa, 3aTeM Apyra ¥ 4acToro coTparesHuka Teomopa
don I'mmmrens (Hippel, 1792; 1979).

N. Sanchez Madrid

of the apparent reluctance of most subjects to
emancipate themselves from the cultural and
political chains that oppress them.*

Moreover, this critical stance seems particu-
larly to blame men, in their roles as tutors and
husbands, as the main subjects accountable
for the regrettable lack of autonomous think-
ing shown by women. To this effect, Kant sug-
gests in the aforementioned text that tutors
and supervisors should be considered guilty
for the civil backwardness of women, as they
take away their pupils’ confidence in their own
possibilities of emancipation, making “them
timid and usually [frightening] them away
from any further attempt” (WA, AA 08, p. 36;
Kant, 1996d, p. 17).° Although this statement
is in line with the pedagogical methods typical
of Kant’s times, it becomes especially tragic in
the case of women, who are never intended to
actively partake in the political agenda of the
commonwealth as co-legislators, a task only
expected of active citizens. Such claims should
be attentively explored in order to sketch a bal-
anced image of Kant’s account of the social
and civil standing of women, even if he often
avows the allegedly natural obstructions that
restrict women to the household.

The civil enfranchisement of women
presents an entangled issue in Kant’s anthro-
pological and legal philosophy, one which
generates a sort of double-bind: women are re-

* Throughout this article, I refer to Kant’s writings ac-
cording to the Akademieausgabe volume order and pag-
ination. My quotes are from the Cambridge editions of
Kant’s works. It is important to consider a well-known
passage in TP, AA 08, p. 295 (Kant, 1996c, p. 295), where
Kant suggests that the ‘natural’, biological, and seem-
ingly inalterable cultural quality of being a woman de-
prives her of full citizenship.

°>Varden (2020, pp. 107-108) provides a stimulating and
detailed comment of the quoted passage as evidence of
Kant’s sympathy for the potential ‘civil improvement’
of women, in reference to a groundbreaking essay by
his former student, friend, and frequent dinner com-
panion, Theodor von Hippel (1792; 1979).
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ITOTEHITMAIbHO O0JIa/jatoIIiie palyiOHaIbHOCTHIO),
a c Ipyrom — KakK HeoTheMJIeMble 3JIeMEHTBHI J10-
MOXO34IVICTB, KOTOpBIe OHVI He B COCTOSIHVVI COLIEP-
JKaTh CAMOCTOSATEJILHO, He Oyayun S3KOHOMMYECKNU
aKTUBHBIMM cyObekTamm. ITpu aTom mpenmoriara-
€TCs, YTO OHVI MOTY'T BECTH JJOMAIITHVe [ieJIa U Jaxke
«BJIACTBOBATBH», HO He «IIPAaBUTh»: 371eCh KaHT mmpo-
BOIWT YeTKYIO IpaHNIly. BilacTByeT ke >keHIIVIHa
HaJl My>keM IIOCPeJICTBOM CIJIBI SMOLIMT 11 coOsIa3-
Ha. [ Tpv1 Bcet CJIOKHOCTY TeperIeTeH s TeM I1071a,
reHJIepa ¥ TpaXJaHCTBa B KAHTOBCKOM aHaJIl3e, B
HJaHHOV paboTe OyleT IIpedIIpyHsiTa IIOIBITKa, C
OITHOVI CTOPOHBI, IIOKa3aTh B3aIMOCBSI3b MEXITy OT-
Ka30M IIpVM3HaBaTh 3a KEHIIIMHAMV IIPaBo Ha I10JI-
HOLIEHHBIV I'Pa’KIAHCKUVI CTaTyC Y BO3IEVICTBIEM
V1e0JIOrYecKMX IIaTTepHOB, B paMKaX KOTOPBIX
JKeHIIIMHBI OKa3bIBAIOTCS CKOBAHHBIMI STUYECKIM
HacwIveM, IIPOVICTEKAIOIMIVIM W3 COOTBETCTBYIO-
mux oOmecTBeHHBIX 00br4aes’. C mpyrovt cTopo-
HBI, OyZieT IIpoaHaIM3pOBaHa IHOCEOsIOruecKast
CJIETIOTa, JIeKallasi B OCHOBEe KaHTOBCKMX BO33pe-
HUV Ha COLVAJIBHYIO POJIb JKEHIIVHBI, a VIMEHHO
€ro IpHOPUTETHOe BHMMAaHME [JOMOXO3SVICTBAM,
HPUHALJIEXAIIM K BBICIIEMY KJIacCy, ¥ IIpeHe-
OpexeHre OIBITOM COILMAJIBHO-PEIPOIYKTMBHO-
T'O TPYy/1a, HAaKOIUIeHHBIM VIHBIMVI TPYTIIIaMVL JJOMO-
xo3savicTB. Ilpencrasisiercs, uyTo manHoe KanTOoM
OIIVICAHVIE CBOVICTBEHHOI'O >KEHIIIMHAM JOMAaIllHe-
ro MHOBeIeHNsI He OXBaTbIBaeT BCe TUIIBI CEMEVICTB,
CYILIECTBOBABIIINX B €T0 BpeMsl, HO yIeJIsieT IIpeu-
MYIIIeCTBEHHOe BHVIMAHUE COCTOSTEIIBHBIM JOMO-
XO3SIVICTBaM, OOJIbIIe HAIIOMVHAIOIIM TO, TI€ MO-

¢ VIHTepecHO COIOCTAaBUTh KAHTOBCKME 3aMedaHMs IIO
IIOBOZly JKEHIIMH C MCTOPWYECKVMU U AMaleKTUIecKn-
MU m3bIcKaHVAMM 1. doH ['mimmess, MMeomymI 11e/Ibi0
yIIydllleHVe TPakKIaHCKOTO COCTOSIHVSA XeHIH. CM.: «B
TOCTVDKEHV TOV BEJIVIKOVI 11eJ1M IIPUPO]Ibl, COIJIaCHO KO-
TOPOVI 4YeJIOBeK IIpeficTaBiIgeT cobov oOpa3 m momobue
cosfateisi, poJib JKEHCKOrO II0jla HeCpaBHMMO CyIIle-
CTBEHHee, YeM MY)XCKOIo, KaK B OTHOIIEHWI COIep Ka-
HWS, Tak U B oTHomeHmm dpopmel» (Hippel, 1979, p. 34).
CwM. taxxe: (Sabourin, 2021a). B ToM ke KIfOUe KaHTOB-
CKIVI TeH/IepHO-IleTepPMHPOBaHHBIN 1jleal KPUTUKYeT
O.JlenueBcka, obpaias BHMMaHMS Ha pabOTBI IOJIb-
CKOW >KeHIIMHBI 110 MMeHM KaposmHa, 1mojryaHOHVIMHO
OITyOJIMKOBAaBIIIeVI HECKOJIBKO CTaTel! B XXy pHale Monitor.
KapormHa cTaBmIa 1Iom cOMHeHVIe OTpaHIdeHe aKTuB-
HOCTM JKEHIIVHBI JTOMAIIIHVM KPyIrOM, BBbIIBUIas KOH-
LIENIMIO  Pa3le/IeHHOIO  COIMaIbHO-PEpOIyKTUBHOTO
tpyda. Cm.: (Lenczewska, 2025).

garded as merely passive citizens despite their
potential rationality, and simultaneously as an
essential part of a household which they can-
not afford, as they are not economically active
agents, yet are expected to administrate and
even ‘to dominate’ — which Kant carefully
distinguishes from the act of ruling — through
the powers of emotion and seduction they
are expected to exercise over their husbands.
Conscious of the complex intertwinement of
Kant’s remarks on sex, gender, and citizen-
ship, I intend, on one hand, to explore the ties
between his refusal to recognise full citizen-
ship for women, and the influence of ideolog-
ical patterns under which they are shackled
by the ethical violence that such social habits
trigger.® On the other hand, I will examine
the epistemic blindness that underpins Kant’s
view of the social role of women, insofar as
he focuses primarily on wealthier households
and neglects the experience of social reproduc-
tion that other types of domestic groups may
contribute. In my view, Kant’s depiction of the
domestic behaviour typical of women does not
encompass all family types of his time, but is
focused on wealthy households, more similar
to the ones that the young Kant served in as
a private tutor than to his own large family,

6]t is interesting to contrast Kant’s anthropological re-
marks about women with the historical and dialectical
efforts of T. von Hippel to improve their civil status.
See Hippel (1979, p. 66): “In fulfilling that great pur-
pose of Nature in which human beings display the
divine image of God, the female sex plays a dispro-
portionately more significant role than the male with
respect to both matter and form.” See also Sabourin
(2021a). Along similar lines, Lenczewska (2025) takes
issue with Kant’s gendered ideal of human develop-
ment by highlighting the work of a semi-anonymous
Polish woman called Karolina, who published some
articles in the Polish journal “Monitor” challenging
the relegation of women to the domestic space by ad-
vocating a more distributed notion of social reproduc-
tive tasks.

10



nonovi KaHT paboTast yacTHBIM yuuTesIeM, 4eM ero
COOCTBEHHOE, COCTOSIBIIIeE V3 OTIIA-IIIOPHMKA, Ma-
TEPV-IIOMOXO3SIVIKY (BEPOSITHO, OOXOIMBIIIeVICs Oe3
TIOMOILIIY CJIYT) 11 ceMu1 OpaTheB 11 cecTep.

Ornmpasich Ha M3JI0KEeHHBIE BBIITIE KPUTITIeCKIe
3aMedaHVs], aBTOPOM B IIepByIO ouepedb OyreT
IIpoaHaIM3MPOBaHa MHOXeCTBEHHOCTh 3HA4eHWU
TEPMVHA «COIVIaJIbHOE BJIACTBOBAHVIE», BCTpeYa-
IOIINXCST B «AHTPOIOJIOTUI B IIparMaTidecKoM
OTHOIIIeHN». BO-BTOpPBIX, Oy/eT paccMOTpeH Iie-
PEHOCHBINI CMBICTI, B KoTopoM KaHT yrorpebiisier
JJaHHBIVI TEPMIUH B Pa3MBIIUIEHMSIX O JOMAIITHEM
HopsifiKe B pasfiesie «XapaKTep I10j1a» YIIOMSHYTOM
paboTbl. B-TpeThix, OyneT maHa olleHKa KJIaCCOBBIM
rpegpaccyakaM, TOBJIMSBIINM Ha pacCy KIeHWs
KaHTa 0 porv KeHIIIMHBI B Oy p)Kya3HOVI ceMbe, ITie
00s13aHHOCTM TIO yXOIy 3a OJIM3KMMM M BOCIIMTa-
HUIO JIeTeVl [elerpyIoTcs Oaromapsl cpefcTBaMm,
HaKOIUIeHHBIM CymnpyroM. Hakower, peraroTcst
BBIBOJIBI O XapaKTepe COLMAJIBHOM CyOBeKTHOCTY,
KOoTOpylo KaHT cumTaeT mpucyIieit XeHIIVHe, O
IIPeVIMYIIIeCTBEHHOM BHVIMAHUV, YIEIeMBIM VM
HIPVBWIETVIPOBAHHOMY IIOJIOKEHMIO COCTOATE Ib-
HbIX XkuTernpHuL, [Ipyccum XVIII B. B yiep0 pac-
CMOTPEHWMIO 3aTPYAHWUTEIBHBIX OOCTOSTEIILCTB
Gortee ys3BUMBIX TPYIIII TOTO BpeMeH!, a TaKxke O
TOM, UTO B €ro paboTax Te3NncC O PacIpOCTpaHeHNN
IPaXIAHCKIMX IIPaB Ha BceX WIEHOB COOOITecTBa He
HaxOIUT JIOJDKHOVI TIOMIJIePXKKIA

2. Kanr o COIIMaJIBHOM BJIaCTBOBaHMM:
aHTpOHOJ'IOI'I/I"IeCKI/Iﬂ Imoaxonq

Ilepen TeM KakK IOrpy3UTHLCS B aHaJIN3 KaHTOB-
CKVIX B3IJIAIOB Ha BJIaCTBOBaHVE KaK COLVIAJIbHYIO
I1aTOJIOT IO, CTOUT c/ieJlaTh HeCKOJIBKO IpeiBapy-
TeJIbHBIX 3aMedaHuil. Bo-TiepBblx, ciiefyeT oTMe-
TUTb, YTO CKJIOHHOCTh K JIOMWHMPOBAaHWMIO HaJl
OPYTMIMM, VIV BJIACTOJIIOOME, MOXET paccMaTpu-
BaTbCs B ITPpAarMarvdeCcKol aHTPOIIOIOrMYeCKOV
IIepCcreKTVBe IIOCTOJIbKY, ITOCKOJIBKY OHa IIPOsiB-
JIsieTcsl B colyaibHOM B3ammMopiericteum. Kak ot-
MeuaeTcs B «JIeKIuax Mo 3TuKe», MpaKTudecKas
dwtocodmst ycTaHaBIVIBaeT CBA3b MeX]y HpaB-
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with a saddler as a father, a housewife moth-
er — probably without the support of domes-
tic servants — and seven siblings.

With this critical framework in mind, I will
first address the multiple meanings of the
term ‘social domination’, as it is used in An-
thropology from a Pragmatic Point of View. Sec-
ond, I focus on the figurative sense that Kant
assigns to this term in his account of the do-
mestic order in the section “The Character of
Sex’ from that essay. Third, I highlight the so-
cial class biases that influence Kant’s examina-
tion of the role that women play in bourgeois
families, where they are expected to outsource
their caregiving and childrearing tasks thanks
to the patrimony accumulated by their hus-
bands. Finally, I draw some conclusions re-
garding the social agency that Kant sees as
being available to women, suggesting that
his account prioritises the privileged circum-
stances of wealthy women in eighteenth-cen-
tury Prussia, neglects the key challenges that
more vulnerable groups faced in his time, and
fails to support the extension of citizenship
rights to the entire commonwealth.

2. Kant on Social Domination:
An Anthropological Approach

Before delving into Kant’s account of domi-
nation as a social pathology, some preliminary
remarks are required. First of all, it is impor-
tant to note that the inclination to dominate
others pertains to a pragmatic anthropologi-
cal standpoint, insofar as it takes place within
a common social interplay. As the Lectures on
Ethics state, practical philosophy links moral
tasks and goals with practical anthropology;
that is, while practical philosophy presents
the rules that guide human moral action, an-
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CTBEHHBIMI 3a/jadaMy ¥ IIPAKTUUECKON aHTpPO-
nosiorviers. To ecTb B TO BpeMsl, KaK ITpaKTude-
cKas dpustocoduisi omvchIBaeT IIPaBiIa, COIVIACHO
KOTOPBIM OCYIIIECTBJISIETCSI HpPaBCTBEHHOe  Jievi-
CTBYe YeJIoBeKa, aHTPOIIOJIOT Vsl 3aHVIMAeTCs «IIevi-
CTBUTEJILHBIM ITOBeleHVieM» jitorteit (AA 27, S. 244;
Kant, 2000, c. 39), 3a4acTyro BeIIBUTasl Ha Ileperl-
HUM IUIaH MX HOpoKM M caboctn. Kpome Toro,
IIpeIMeT aHTPOIIOJIOTMYeCKOro aHaIM3a BO MHO-
TOM IlepeceKaeTcsl C OOJIaCThIO ITPVIMEHEHVIS TICH-
xortorndgeckoro mnonxoga (Louden, 2000; Knowl-
edge..., 2018; Frierson, 2017; Sabourin, 20216). Tem
He MeHee BbizersieMasi KaHToM «HeoOITeThHas
OOIINTETBHOCTD» (B TOM CMBICIIE, B KAKOM OHa pu-
TypupyeT B M3BeCTHOM OTpbIBKe 13 «VImen Bceob-
ITIeTl ICTOPUY BO BCEeMMPHO-T pakKIaHCKOM IIIaHe»)
He IIpeciieyeT 1iejIb IIPpOOYANUTb Y UUTaTesIs UyB-
CTBO HeTofI0BaHMsl, IIOCKOJIBKY IIpaBiIa SKOHOMV-
4ecKOV KOHKYpeHILIVN 1 KOH(IJIVIKTBI YaCTHBIX VH-
TepecoB B KOHEYHOM MTOTe CO3[IAI0T YCTOMYMBYIO
COLMIAJIBHYIO CETh, ITOOIIPSIONTY O T€MOHCTPAIIIIO
VIHIVBUIYaJIbHBIX JOCTOVHCTB U TaJIaHTOB. B Iie-
JIOM 3aj1a¥a aHTPOIIOJIOr MY KakK OJIV3KOVI IITVPOKOV
IIyOJIVIKe OVICHUITIVHBL — yBSI3aTh TEOPUIO HpaB-
CTBEHHOCTV C pPeayIbHBIMM OOCTOSITEJIbCTBAMMU T
OrpaHMYeHMsIMI, KOTOpbIe uJesioBedyeckasi IIpupo-
Ia m obIIecTBeHHAasl XM3Hb HaJIararoT Ha COOIIO-
JleHVie MOPaJIbHBIX 3aKOHOB. Takue orpaHVYeHMs
OYeBMIIHO ITpeofOIVIMBbI Ha YpOBHe MHAVBUIA, U
IJIaBHBIM MHCTPYMEHTOM 3/1eCh CTAaHOBUTCS Pelly-
MocThb cyObekTa. ITput 3TOM OHU MOryT OBITH pe-
3yJIBTaTOM He TOJIBKO UHOUBUOYAAbHLIX pelieHutl,
HO 1 HecnpabediuBocmu cmpyKmyp, 9TO OTKPbIBa-
€T HOBble TepMeHeBTIYeCK/e MepPCIeKTMBEI IIpu
paccMoTpeHMM aHaM3VpyeMbix KanToMm Borpo-
coB. Ilpencrapisercs, uto KaHT OTHOCUT CKJIOH-
HOCTb OKa3blBaTh BJIVISHIME Ha APYTMX JIHOAEN K
KOMIIETEHIIUI «TeXHYeCK-IIPaKTINUeCcKOro pasy-
Ma» (AA 07,S. 271 (§ 84); KarT, 20244, c. 328), B mm-
POKOM CMBIC/Ie COOTBETCTBYIOLLETO 04a20pasymuio.
Ha meuasibHbIE TTOC/IEOCTBUS IESTEIIBHOCTI STOTO
BUZIa pasyMa CJIeflyeT Bo3jlaraTh BUHY U1 3a HeBep-
Hble VHIVBUITyasIbHbIe pelleH s CyObeKTa.

Emre oHa BakHasi XapaKTepUCTIKA aHTPOIIO-
JIOTUV — VCIIOIIb30BaHMe oDOpasa 4YerioBedecKov
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thropology depicts the “actual behaviour” of
human beings (V-Mo/Collins, AA 27, p. 244;
Kant, 1997, p. 42) and often foregrounds their
frailties and shortcomings. Furthermore, an
anthropological examination corresponds in
large part to the scope of a contemporary psy-
chological approach (Louden 2000; Lorini and
Louden, 2018; Frierson, 2017; Sabourin, 2021b).
It should be noted, however, that Kant’s por-
trayal of “unsocial sociability” — in the terms
of a well-known passage from Idea for a Univer-
sal History with a Cosmopolitan Aim — does not
aim to provoke a feeling of indignation in the
reader, insofar as the rules of economic com-
petition and the conflicts of individual interest
are expected finally to construct a sound so-
cial network, one that favours the exhibition
of individual merits and talents. In a nutshell,
the popular discipline of anthropology is in-
tended to bring the theory of morals into con-
tact with the real obstacles and circumstances
that human nature and social life pose for the
compliance with moral laws. Such hurdles are
usually depicted as individually amendable,
possible to overcome through the sheer reso-
luteness of the subject. Yet those same obsta-
cles may well stem not only from individual
choices, but from unfair structures, which would
present new hermeneutical perspectives for
the issues Kant addresses. I consider that Kant
only examines the inclination to exercise influ-
ence over other human beings under the juris-
diction of “technically practical reason” (Anth,
AA 07, p. 271 (§ 84); Kant, 2006, p. 171), which
in a large sense has to do with prudence and
whose regrettable consequences are to blame
for the individual choices of the subject.
Another key feature of anthropology is the
fact that it deploys an image of human socia-
bility that focuses on its collective dimension,
casting light on the power that mimetic behav-



OOIIMTETTBHOCTY B ee KOJUIEKTVIBHOM VMI3MEpPeHN,
OOBSICHSIIOIIEVI CIIOCOOHOCTh YeIoBeKa K MUIMe-
TUYeCKOMY IIOBEJIEHIUIO, a TaKXXe ero HellpusTHe
IIPVICTBDKEHMST ¥ IIpe3peHns, TO eCTb OTTOpXKe-
HVie PO O0BEeKTa COIMAJIBHOTO HEOoIOOpeHMIs.
VIMeHHO «3aIaTOK» YeJIOBEYHOCTM IIpOOyXKiiaeT
TaKie YyBCTBa, KaK PeBHOCTB, 3aBVCTb VI Bpaxk/1eo-
HOCTB, CTUMYJIMpPYIOIIVe CyObeKTa CTPeMUTbCS
K TOMY, YTOOBI «IIpVOOpecT IIPeBOCXOACTBO Hapl
npyrumm» (AA 06, S. 27; Kant, 2024r, c. 106). Kpo-
Me TOro, He MOIKpeIUIeHHBbIVI HpaBCTBEHHBIM 3a-
IATKOM JIMYHOCTM, TAaHHBIV COLIMAJIBHBIV ATall
CBUJIETeILCTBYeT O TOM, YTO Hallleyl CIIOCOOHO-
CTVM K YJIyYIIIeHUIO COCTOSHMSI OOlllecTBa yrpo-
JKaIOT I1aTOJIOIM, HOAIIMThIBaeMbIe COLIVIaIbHBIM
mpocTpaHcTBoM. OUeBMIHO, YTO B paMKax KaH-
TOBCKOI'O ITOIXOHA HOJOOHBIE THUIIBL COLIMAJIBHOIO
TIOBEIEHNS IIPENICTABIISIIOTCS. VICTOYHVKOM HpaB-
CTBEHHBIX IIAaTOJIOTMVI, a He II€PBOVICTOYHMKOM
CTPYKTYPHOV HecIIpaBeIBOCTL.

KanT paccmarpuBaeT CKJIOHHOCTB BJIaCTBOBATh
Ha APYIMMU KaK Xaxoy, KOTopas MOXeT CTaTh
IIPVICKOPOHO CHpachibio, MIIYIey HaKOIUIEHVIS
BJIACTM M CWJIBL, 1aOBI BII€YAT/IATh APYTUX, VI TeM
CaMBIM CXOIHOV C IPYIMMM CTPACTSIMIU — YeCTO-
7I00VeM 1 KOPBICTOJIIOOMEM, a TaKXe C ITIyOOKO
YKOpPEeHEHHOVI B YeJIOBEYeCKOW IIpmpode MCTU-
TeJIbHOCTEIO. OH IIOYepKIBaeT, UTO CKJIOHHOCTD
oOmamarh «IpyrMMy KakK IIPOCTBIMU OPYIOVSIMU
coert Borm» (AA 07, S. 271 (§ 84); KanTt, 2024a,
c. 328) u cTpeMyleHMe «KPYTUTDb AypakaMmm» (AA
07, S. 272 (§ 84); KanT, 20244, c. 328) B ob11ecTBeH-
HOVI )XVM3HW Ha CaMOM Jiejle CKpPBIBAIOT Cj1a00CTh
JesIoBeYeCKOV BOJIV. DTa CKJIIOHHOCTh MOXET IIPO-
ABJISITBCS. TPOSKO: CYyOBEKT MOXET >kKeJIaTh 4ecTy,
BJIACTV WUIM (PVHAHCOBOTO MOTYIIECTBA, OIVIpa-
gCh Ha Makcumul 04a2opasymus B ymepd pasymy
Y MyZIPOCTM, YTOOBI MICTIOJIB30BaTh A PYTVIX JIFOHeN
B cBomx Lessax’. Eciam B mpaxTideckoM Iosefe-

7 CM. 3HaKoBbIVI absar] B «OCHOBOIIOJIOKEHUNM K Me-
tadnsuke HpaBoB» (AA 04, S. 416 Anm.; Kanr, 1997,
c. 127, npumeu.), B koropom KaHT oTMeuaeT 4uTO CBeT-
ckast ymynpensaocts (Weltklugheit) Bcerma gorpkHa crpe-
MUTBCI K TOMY, UYTOOBI CTaTh YaCTHBIM OJIaropasyMueM
(Privatklugheit), mabsl mo mpaBy cumTaTbCs HpPUMEpPOM
OrlaropasyMus, Tak KaK 3HaHVe CBeTa BCerza IIPVHOCUT
BBITOJTy OTIIEIBHOMY CyOBEKTY.
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iour has in human beings and on the great re-
luctance they show to be shamed or despised
by others, i.e. to be the victims of social con-
tempt. It is precisely the “predisposition” to hu-
manity which stokes feelings such as jealousy,
envy, and rivalry, and encourages the subject to
“acquire superiority over others” (Rel, AA 06,
p- 27; Kant, 1996e, p. 75). Moreover, without the
support of a moral disposition to personality,
this social stage confirms that our ability to im-
prove society can be threatened by the pathol-
ogies that the social space serves to fuel. It is
quite evident that the Kantian approach to such
social conduct views it as the source of moral
pathologies, but not as a wellspring of structur-
al injustice.

Kant approaches the inclination to dominate
others as a desire that can become a regrettable
passion, aimed at accumulating strength and
power in order to impress other people and
thus related to other manias, such as the obses-
sion with amassing honours and possessions,
as well as the passion for vengeance which is
so deeply rooted in human nature. He stress-
es that the inclination to possess “others as
mere tools of one’s will” (Anth, AA 07, p. 271
(§ 84); Kant, 2006, p. 171) and the aspiration
“to manage fools” (Anth, AA 07, p. 272 (§84);
Kant, 2006, p. 172) in one’s social life actually
conceals a frailty of human will. This inclina-
tion may be manifested in three directions, in
that the subject might pursue honour, domina-
tion, or economic power, and draws on maxims
of prudence — rather than reason or wisdom —
for using other human beings for one’s own
purposes.” If such an inclination becomes a
regular guideline for the subject’s practical

’See a key passage in GMS (AA 04, p. 416n; Kant, 1996b,
p- 69) in which Kant stresses that Weltklugheit should al-
ways aim for Privatklugheit to be considered an example
of prudence, as this social knowledge must always be
profitable for the individual agent.
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HUM CyOBEKT PerysIsipHO PYKOBOICTBYETCS TaKOV
CKJIOHHOCTBIO, OHa IIpeBpalllaeTcsl B CTPacTh (de-
CTOJII00VIe VIV BJIaCTOJII00ME), MaCKMPYIOIIYIO Ye-
JIoBeYecKue c4abocmu TIOf IIpefIiojiaraeMoe IIcH-
XOJIOTMUecKoe ¥ HpaBCTBEHHOe npeumyujectmbo.
VHBIMM CJTOBaMM, IIOCPEICTBOM IOJOOHOTO COLIV-
aJIbHOTO B3aMMOJIEVICTBUS CyOBeKThI ITBITAlOTCS
ypaBHOBeCUTD OoJiee cjlabble 271eMeHTBI CBOeT! CO-
LIMaJIbHOVI CyObeKTHOCTH, TaKMe KaK 3aBUCVIMOCTb
OT MHEHWMS IPYTUX, CTPaX OKa3aTbCsl B IIOIUMHEH-
HOM IIOJIOKEHMM U XKaXk[la BbIIEIUThCA Ha (PoHe
APYTMX IIyTeM ITyOJIMYHOM HeMOHCTpPAIlUV BBI-
cokomMepms, cvtbl 1 Biiactut (AA 07, S. 272; Kawr,
2024a, c. 329—330).

TemM He MeHee OTCyTCTBUMe OecIIpPUCTPacTHOrO
BHEIITHEro B3IVISa [ejlaeT OYeBVIHBIMIL BOIIMIO-
Illee HeOslaropasyMmie ¥ HeCIIpaBeIMBOCTb, Ha-
MIpaBJISIONIe C1MpPActs K BIIACTBOBAHIIO, KOTOPYIO
KaHT cumraer HEIOCTOMHBIM CIIOCOOOM TOCTU-
KeHMs ycrexa B ceete (AA 07, S. 273 (§ 85); Kanr,
2024a, c. 330). HevicTBUTeIBPHO, B TIOIMOOHOM ITOBe-
HEeHVN KpoeTcs Hapsg3umBas «O0s3Hb, UTO Apyrue
OynyT BiiacTBOBaTh Haj Hamm» (Ibid.; Tam xe), mo-
Oyxmaromast K OyHTy Tex, KTO IIOO3peBaeT B Ta-
KOM oOOpallleH/ 1 HapyllleH/e CBOero 3aKOHHOTO,
IIPUCYILIEro 4esloBeKy IIpaBa Ha cpoOomy. Ilpen-
CTaBJIfeTCs, YTO TaKue CTpeMJIeHVs IecTyIOT pe-
OsiyecKyro TOTpeOHOCTh JOMMHMPOBATh U IIperl-
PacCIIONIOKeHHOCTb OBEIIIeCTBIISTh IPYTMX, UYTO He
CIIOCOOCTBYeT PasyMHOMY COCYIIIeCTBOBaHMIO. B
JIEVICTBUTEIIBHOCTY YeM OoJIbIlle CyObeKT IoIyda-
€T BJIACTV HaJl BOJIEVI APYIVIX, TEM B DoJrblrent cre-
IIeHVI IM OBJIa[IeBAIOT CTPAcTHBIE IIPUTI3aHM €ro
CODCTBEHHOVI CKJIOHHOCTH, a IMEHHO OOS3Hb OKa-
3aTbcd BO BiiacTu apyroro. Takum obpasom, «Bjia-
CTBYIOIINV CyObeKT» He MOXeT B ITOJIHOV Mepe Ha-
CJIAZIUTBCS pe3ysIbTaTaMy CBOero Or1aropasyMHOIO
VI XUTPOYMHOrO ToBefieHNs1. B sirobom ciryuae Kant
yTBepX/IaeT, 4TO CyOBEeKT CIIOCOOeH IpeKpaTuTh
o7I00HOe TIOPOYHOe TIOBelleHVie MCKITIOUMTeIbHO
CWJIOV CBOEVI PeLINTeIbHOCTY, TaK Kak, COIVIAaCHO
€ro BO33peHMsIM, CKJIOHHOCTD K BJIaCTBOBAHMIO He
SIBIISIETCSL CJIEACTBUEM CTPYKTYpPHOV HecIpaBel-
JIMBOCTU. Tak>Ke OH He CBSI3BbIBAET JKeJIaHWe OTHIIX
CyOBeKTOB KOHTPOJIMPOBATE KM3HU APYIVX C OT-
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conduct, it becomes a passion, i.e. a mania —
for honour, for domination, and for power —
which disguises human weaknesses beneath
alleged psychological and moral strengths. In
other words, through such social interplay,
subjects attempt to counteract the weaker fea-
tures of their own social agency, such as their
dependence on the opinions of others, their
fear of subjugation and their desire to stand
out in comparison to others, by resorting to
such means as the public display of arrogance,
force, and power (Anth, AA 07, p. 272; Kant,
2006, pp. 172-173).

However, its lack of any external objective
point of view makes obvious the blatant im-
prudence and injustice that guides this mania
for domination, which Kant does not recom-
mend as appropriate conduct for gaining suc-
cess in the social world (Anth, AA 07, p. 273
(§ 85); Kant, 2006, p. 173). Indeed, such be-
haviour exhibits an obsessive “fear of being
dominated by others” (ibid.), which sparks the
resistance of those who perceive in it a breach
of their legitimate and innate claim to freedom
as human beings. Such inclinations engender
a childish urge to dominate and a tendency
to reify others, which does not contribute to
building a reasonable coexistence. In effect, the
more the subject gains influence over the will
of others, the more he is ruled by the passion-
ate claims of his own inclination, i.e. the fear of
being dominated himself, and thus the ‘domi-
nant subject’ cannot really enjoy the results of
his purportedly prudent and cunning behav-
iour. In any case, Kant argues that a subject is
able to thwart this distorted conduct by sheer
resolution, as he does not trace the inclination
to dominate others to any structural injustice.
Nor does he attribute the eagerness of some



HOITIEHVSIMM  5KOHOMWYECKOTO JIOMVHVPOBaHMSL.
HamnpoTus, oH moguepkuBaeT, 4To yM MHIVBUIA
CITIocOOeH TIOJIOKUTE KOHeT], TOfIOOHOMY TIOBefIe-
HIIO B MEKJIMYHOCTHBIX OTHOIIEHVSIX.

A. Xeylep paccMaTpuBaeT KaHTOBCKUI aHa-
JIN3 TPeXKOMIIOHETHOW Cmpacmu K MaHWUIIYIIU-
POBaHMIO JIPYTUMM KaK IIpefocTepeXxeHne, Me-
Iolllee IIeJIbIO ITpeIOTBpalllaTh HapylleHUs B
oOs1acTy dYesioBedeCcKMX MOTpeOHOCTell, TaK Kak,
COIVIaCHO KaTeropmyeckoMy MMIIepaTVBY, IOTUM-
HeHVe ITPaKTINYeCcKOro MoBefeHms 0e3rpaHIHo-
My YBeJIMUYeHUIO oObeMa KOJIMYeCTBEHHO M3Me-
PUIMBIX pecypcoB Hen30eXXHO MPUBOIUT CyObekTa
K STOMCTMYeCKOMY IIOBe/IeHWIO, He OIlVparolie-
Mycsl Ha KaKye-TOO HpaBCTBEeHHBIE YCTaHOBKU
(cm.: Heller, 1985). IMeHHO Takoe IOJIOKEHVE Be-
ITIeVl KaIlUTasIu3M MOOIIPsIT Ha MTPOTSKeHUN Bee-
ro cBoero mcropudeckoro passutus. Iloctmapk-
CHUCTCKUII TeOpeTMK XeJulep IIpefriosiaraeT, 4To
KaTeropmyecKnil MMIIepaTvB caM 1o cebe ocTa-
TOYeH Il IIpellOTBpallleHNs CHUCTeMaT9ecKo-
'O OBellleCTBJIeHNs YeJIoBeKa, IIOCKOJIbKY TpebyeT
OT cyOBbeKTa OTHOIIEHNS K JIF0OOMY ueJloBeKy He
TOJIBKO KaK K CpefICTBY, HO KaK K CaMOCTOSITeIb-
Hom 1esn. HeyTormmeble >kestaHms1, HoolpseMble
KaIlUTaJICTUYEeCKOVI KYJIETypo, Xejuiep IpoTu-
BOITOCTaBJIsfeT KaueCTBeHHO W3MepuMBIM, 0a3o-
BBIM ITOTPeOHOCTSIM, JIeXKalllVIM B OCHOBE COIIallb-
HO-PerpoIyKTUBHOIO Tpyda. B dacTHOCTHM, OHa
BBIZIEJIsieT TIOTPeOHOCTh B COODITeCTBe, MEXKIINY-
HOCTHBIX OTHOIIIEHWIX, OCMBICJIEHHOM TpPYZe, [10-
cyre ¥ JIMYHOCTHOM pa3BuTun. Ocobasi 1IeHHOCTh
IpOBeIeHHOro XejUlep aHaIn3a TPexcoCTaBHO
cmpacmuy 3aKJIIodaeTcs B TOM, UTO OHa ITpM3HaeT
3a KaHTOBCKOVI KPUTWMKOV COLIMa/IbHOVI KOHKY PeH-
LIV BO3MOXKHOCTB 3aIlyCTUTB ITPOIIECC «PeBOJIIO-
LW TIOBCETHEBHOCTV», CIIOCOOHOV paarKaIbHO
npeoOpasoBaTh II€HHOCTM U YCTaHOBKM OOIlle-
crBa. Ho pgaxke nmpusHaBsasi, uTo, cornlacHo Kanry,
TaKVMW «OCHOBHBIMI HOTPeOHOCTIMU» He CTO-
UT IpeHeOperaTs pagy aMOMIIVT S5KOHOMIYECKO-
ro TOJIKa, IpeJCTaB/IsieTCcsi COMHUTEIBHBIM, YTO

8O0 9KOHOMMUYECKMX aCIIeKTax YIIOMSHYTBIX CTpacTeri,
IIOHMMAaeMBbIX KaK [IaTOJIOrMM CyOBeKTHOCTI B YCIIOBVISIX
KOHKypeHIuy, cM.: (Brosch, 2024, S. 193 —202).
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subjects to control the lives of others to any
dynamics of economic domination. He instead
stresses that the individual mind is capable
of putting a stop to this kind of interpersonal
conduct.?

Agnes Heller (1985) views Kant’s expo-
sition of the threefold mania to manipulate
others as an admonition to prevent disor-
ders in the field of human needs, as accord-
ing to the categorical imperative focusing
one’s practical conduct on the unbounded
increase of quantitative resources would in-
evitably lead the subject to behave as an ego-
istic agent with no moral tenets, a situation
that capitalism has indeed tended to pro-
mote throughout its historical development.
Heller, a post-Marxist theorist, suggests that
the categorical imperative itself would pro-
hibit the systematic reification of human be-
ings, as it demands that the subject treat any
other human being as not only a means, but
as an end in itself. In opposition to the un-
quenchable drives that the capitalist culture
encourages, Heller spotlights needs that she
labels as qualitative and radical, and which
undergird the social reproduction of life.
Among those she mentions are the needs for
community, for human relationships, for sus-
tainable work, for leisure, and for the devel-
opment of personality. I refer briefly here to
Heller’s analysis of Kant’s threefold mania as
it acknowledges the potential of his criticism
of social competition to unleash an ‘everyday
revolution’, capable of deeply transforming
the values and expectations of society. Yet,
even if Kant holds that these ‘basic needs’

8 On the economic features related to these manias,
understood as pathologies of subjectivity exposed to
competition, see Brosch (2024, pp. 193-202).
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€ro aHTPOIIOJIOTYecKyie paboThl MOTYT OTPa3UTh
IJIyOOKyIO0 TpaHCpOpMalMIO 1IeHHOCTel M yCTa-
HOBOK, OIIpeJIesIsIoNINX COLMaIbHYI0 KOHKYpPeH-
myro. HecMoTpst Ha 0coOyio crMIIaTuIO aBTopa K
IIpeJICcTaBIeHHON Xejulep MHTepIpeTanuy KaH-
TOBCKOVI KPUTUKM COLIMaJIBHBIX CTpacTel, B CJle-
AYIOMMX pas[eraXx OCHOBHOe BHMMaHMe Oyzer
yHejleHO OrpaHMYeHMsM, HaKJIajblBaeMbIM Ha
IIpV3HaHMe U 3alUTy pecryOIMKaHCKMM ToCy-
JapCTBOM  COILMaJIbHO-PeITpOyKTUBHOIO Tpy/ia
B KayecTBe «BCeolllero yHMBepCaIbHOIO IIpaBay.
ITpu sToM, cormacHo KaHty, momamHum tpyg, —
3TO HEKOTOPOe MHOXeCTBO HAeVICTBUM U 3ajla4, Ha-
XOLISIIIIMIXCS B 30HE OTBETCTBEHHOCTV >KEHIIMH
VUIV JOMAIIIHeVI ITPUCITyTY, KOTopasl 3aMeliaeT 3a-
JKUTOYHBIX JKEHIIMH B BBIIIOJIHEHUM ITOHO0OHO
HeoOXOIMMOV, HO IIOJIMTUYECKN HeIOOIeHeHHO
paboThL

B aTroMm pasmerie Oblyla IIpeAIIpuHSTA IIOIBIT-
Ka OIIpefeInTh, KakKuM oOpa3oM aHTPOIIOJIO-
rudeckre paborel KaHTa MOryT IpoimTh CBET
Ha pacIpoCTpaHEeHHBINT (PeHOMEH COIasIbHO-
ro JAOMUHMPOBaHMs, yJelsds IpeuMYyIlecTBeH-
HOe BHMMaHUe CKJIOHHOCTM K MaHUIYJISLUN U
OBeIIeCTBJICHUIO JPYTriX, MOOIIpseMOV KalluTa-
JIVICTUYeCKMMYL OOIIlecTBaMM 0 CTafguV TPaHC-
dopmarm B cmpacms. Tem He Menee KaHT pac-
cMaTpuBaeT 3TO dBJIeHVe KaK VHIVBUIyaJIbHbIV
HeIOCTaTOK IPaKTMUeCKOro TojIKa, a He Kak IIpo-
dBJIeHVie CTPYKTYPHOVI HeCIpaBeJIMBOCTH, YTO
Obulo0 OBl OOJIee TOYHBIM €ro oIrpenejieHVeM B
paMKax COBpeMeHHOTO ITOIX0/1a.

3. «kKocBeHHOe BJIaCTBOBaHMe» JKEHIIIMH:
CBUIEeTe/ILCTBO 3HAHMSA CBeTa
WJIV collMasIbHAasl HecIIpaBeaJIMBOCTh
BTOpPOIO YPOBH:A?

KanToBckoe onmicanme obiiecTsa co3fiaeT Kap-
TVHY, B KOTOPOVI CTpeMJIeHMe K 4eCTH, CTpax OKa-
3aTbCSl B IIOAYMHEHHOM IIOJIOKEHWM ¥ SKaKia
3aBUJTHOTO (PVHAHCOBOIO ITOJIOXKEHM ITpeJiCcTaB-
JIIOT YTpo3y /ISl HpaBCTBEHHOTO PasBUTUS de-
JIOBEKa, XOTsl BCe 3TU IMpaKTUYecKye I1aTOJIOrMu

should not be overlooked for the sake of eco-
nomic ambition, I am quite sceptical about
the capacity of his own anthropological writ-
ings to reflect a deep transformation of the
values and expectations that frame social
competition. Although I view Heller’s read-
ing of Kant’s criticism of social passion with
the greatest sympathy, I will focus in the next
sections on the limitations of his reasoning
for making social reproductive labour a “uni-
versal basic right” to be recognised and guar-
anteed by a republican state. Instead, Kant’s
account of domestic labour sees it as a set
of activities and tasks naturally assigned to
women or to the domestic servants who then
supersede wealthy women in such basic and
politically undervalued work.

In this section I have aimed to point out the
ways in which Kant’s anthropological writings
help to shed light on the widespread phenom-
enon of social domination, as they focus on
the inclination to manipulate and reify others
that a capitalist society promotes to the point
of becoming a mania. Even so, Kant character-
ises this as a practical individual fault rather
than a structural injustice, as a contemporary
account might more properly claim.

3. ‘Indirect Domination” by Women:
Proof of Social Knowledge
or a Second-Order Social Disorder?

Kant’s description of society paints a picture
in which eagerness for honour, fear of being
subjugated by others, and ambition for eco-
nomic power threaten a human being’s moral
development, although all of these practical
pathologies might also appear as ‘human all too
human’ tendencies, and thus as understandable
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MOTYT Ka3aTbhCsl «4eJIOBEYeCKVIMI, CIIVIIITKOM YeJIo-
BEUeCKVIMW» HaKJIOHHOCTSIMV I BOCITPVHVIMATBCS
KaK IIpocTuUTeTbHbIe cstabocTi. CTOUT OTMETUTH
TOT paKT, UTO B JaHHOM KOHTeKcTe KaHT ueTko
yKasbIBaeT Ha CyIIIeCTBOBaHIE «VCKyCCTBa BJIa-
CTBOBaTh KOCBEHHO», TpeDOBaHMSM KOTOPOIO CO-
OTBETCTBYIOT TOJIBKO JKEHIIVIHBI U3 IOMOXO3STICTB
BBICITIero Ki1acca’. YToOwl OCTHYB CYTh MCKYCCTBa
KOCBEHHOTO BJIaCTBOBAaHWS HaJl JPyTVMV, HeoO-
XOIVIMO OT/EJIUTH €ro OT COLMAIbHOTO JOMMHM-
pOBaHMs, KOTOpOe 3VDKIeTCd Ha Cujle MHAWBWU/IA,
3aHVMaIOIIero Oosiee BBICOKOe IorioxeHMe. KanT
yTBepXXJlaeT, 4TO TaKoe VICKYCCTBO «He COITPOBO-
XKITaeTCsl HaCvIvieM», TPV 9TOM JKeHIIVHA «yMeeT
BJIaCTBOBaTh HaJl, CBOVIM BEepHOIIO/IJTAHHBIM U iep-
KaThb €ro B OKOBaX IIOCPEIICTBOM €ro COOCTBEHHOW
ckiloHHOCTI» (AA 07, S. 273 (§ 85); KanT, 2024a,
c. 330—331). Taknm oOpa3oM, KeHIIMHA BJIaCTBY-
eT HaJl CBOMM MYyXeM, ITpuberas K «IIperMyIile-
CTBY 04apoBaniisi», 4TO IIOApa3yMeBaeT oIy YeHvie
O00BEKTOM BJIaCTBOBAHWSI HEKOTOPOTO YAOBOJIb-
cTBus. B cxoxmx Tekcrax KanT oTMedaeT, uTo Koc-
BEeHHOe BJIaCTBOBaHMe — siBJIeHMe, OOyCJIOBJIeH-
HOe KaK TeH/IepoM, TaK ¥ COLMaJIbHBIM KJIacCOM,
B TOM CMBICTIe, 9TO He KaK/IbIVl UeJloBeK Y/IOBJIeT-
BOpsieT YCJIOBUSIM, HEOOXOAMMBIM I1jIsl TTOJ00HO-
ro JIOMUHMpOBaHMS. B jr000M cityuae Gosee co-
CTOSATEITbHBIe CBETCKVIE JKeHIIIVHEI «BJIaCTBYIOT» B
ZIOMaIITHeM IIPOCTPaHCTBe, K KOTOPOMY OHW IIpW-
Hajljle)xaT, HO KOTOpoe He BO3IJIABJISIOT, KocBeH-
HbiM 0Dpa3soM, TO eCcTh MOCPeACTBOM BO30yXKae-
MOTO VIMV B MY KUMHAaX IT0JI0BOTO BileyeHw s .
Cormacno KanTy, cTpyKTypHast HecIrpaBeyiv-
BOCTb 3a4acTyIO CO3IaeT IIpeVMYyIIecTBa I ysi3-
BMIMOTO CyOBeKTa, KaK 3TO U IIPOVICXOIUT B CJTydae

° Bortee TIOPOOHEINT aHaT3 3TOTO acTieKTa KaHTOBCKOTO
aHTPOITOJIOTMYECKOro IIOAXoAa K «KOCBeHHOMY BJIacTBO-
BaHWIO» Oy/eT IIpeicTaBIeH B UeTBepTOM pasjesle JaH-
HOW CTaTbU.

10 CTour OTMETWUTB, YTO B KAHTOBCKVMX PacCyXIEHVIsIX
JKEHITVIHA BBICITIETO KJTacca MpMoOpeTaeT MpaBOBOM CTa-
TyC IIOCPE/ICTBOM 3aMY>KeCTBa, M 3TO IOJIO)KeHWe Bellleit
OXXVMBJIEHHO 00OCYXX/1aJIOCh B €0 COOCTBEHHOM MHTeJUIeK-
TyassbHOM KpyTy. ITpn atom Ilacko (Pascoe, 2018, p. 222 —
227) yTBepKaeT, uTo KaHT HacTanBaeT Ha BO3MOXXHOCTM
yIIydlIeHys FPasKIaHCKOrO IT0JI0XKeH s JKeHIIH ITOCpeyl-
CTBOM 3aMYy>KeCTBa U JeJlerMpoBaHs JJOMAIIIHero Tpyja.

N. Sanchez Madrid

frailties. It is worth highlighting the fact that, in
this context, Kant accurately emphasises the ex-
istence of an “indirect art of domination”, the
conditions for which are only met by women
in privileged households.” To grasp the mean-
ing of this art of indirectly dominating others,
it is necessary to distinguish it from social dom-
ination, which is based on the strength of the
person occupying the higher position. Kant ar-
gues that a woman “does not employ force, but
knows how to dominate and bind [her] sub-
ject through his own inclination” (Anth, AA 07,
p- 273 (§ 85); Kant, 2006, p. 173). Thus, a woman
indirectly dominates her husband through
“the advantage of charm” and the attendant
emotions she stirs within him, which presup-
poses that he experiences pleasure in being
dominated. In similar texts, Kant stresses that
such indirect domination is both a gendered
and class-determined phenomenon, in that not
all human beings meet the requirements for ex-
erting it. In any case, the more affluent women
of society exhibit that they ‘dominate” the do-
mestic space to which they belong; not head on,
but indirectly, i.e. through the sexual attraction
they incite in the male sex.'

Kant often sees structural injustices as in-
volving advantages for vulnerable subjects,
as in the case of women.! This has key conse-

? A fuller account of this point on Kant’s anthropological
approach to ‘indirect domination’ can be found in sec-
tion 4 of this paper.

0]t is worth noting that in Kant’s account, privileged
women also acquire a legal status through marriage,
something which would spark lively discussions in his
own intellectual circle. On this issue, see Pascoe (2018,
pp. 222-227), who suggests that Kant attempts to pro-
mote the civil improvement of affluent women through
marriage and the outsourcing of domestic labour.
1See, for instance, his remark that “the provision of na-
ture put more art into the organisation of the female part
than of the male” (Anth, AA 07, p. 303; Kant, 2006, p. 204
(“The Character of the Sexes”)). Yet Kant does not exam-
ine how the “social knowledge” of women is hinged on
the adoption of ‘adaptive preferences’, a phenomenon
which has historically characterised the social behav-
iour of subaltern subjects. The intertwinement of forms
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KeHIIMH'. VI3 3TOro M IIpOVICTEKAIOT OCHOBHBIE
TIOCIIENICTBYSL JIOMAIITHETO «3aTOYeHMS» «IIPeKpac-
HOTO TIOJIa», KakK IIpericTasiiseT nx KaHT B cBoeM
aHaJI3e, KOTOPbIV, POKYCHPYSCh JIVIITh Ha OHOM
COLMAaJTBHOM KJIacce, He MaeT 3asIBJIeHHOIO O0bek-
TMBHOI'O B3IVIsI[IA Ha cutyaryio. KaHT yTBepxiaer,
YTO COCTOSTE/ILHBIM KeHIIMIHAM CBOVICTBEHHA 1.1~
A1030pHas popMa Bi1acTBoBaHW . CIlefIoBaTeIbHO, B
pamMKax KaHTOBCKOVI COLTMaIbHOV drytocodmt Ho-
HOOHBIN BU, CYOBEKTHOCTV He MOXeT OBITh pac-
CMOTpeH B KaudecTBe CJIEZICTBUSI CTPYKTYPHOU He-
crpaBenMBOCTIL. Paccykmast B pycite KaHTOBCKOV
MBICITN, PrIoCcOBI GOJTee ITO3THMX IEPUOLIOB, Ha-
nprMep M. DyKo, JEMOHCTPUPYIOT Ty e THOCe-
OJIOTMUECKYIO CJIETIOTy B BOIPOCaX TeHIIePHOro
JOMMHMPOBAHMS, YTO JIEKUT B OCHOBE TPAIMIIN-
OHHOTO ITPOUTEH NS B3aVIMOIEVICTBISI MEX/1y IT0J1a-
Mmu. [TonTBepkiieHIEM TOMY CITY>KUT CIIETY IOV
OTPBIBOK 3 BBeEHMS K (PPAHITy3CKOMY WM3IAHVIO
«AHTPOMOJIOT MV B IIparMaTiieCcKOM OTHOITIEHVIV:

...0ymyum >xectokomt opMoV B3amMoOmeV-
CTBUSI, OOBEKTVBUPYIOIIEV JXeHIVHY [0 Ipe-
nena, Ie el MOXeT YIrpoXKaTb YHUYTOXeHwe,
PeBHOCTD IIpeJICTaBIIsieT COOO U MpU3HaHNe ee
LEHHOCTVI; HaIpOTWUB, IMEHHO OTCYTCTBUE PEB-
HOCTV HW3BeJIO OBl JKEHIIVHY [0 II0JIOXKeHWs
3aMeHseMoro Tosapa. IlpaBo peBHOBaThH BIUIOTH
1o yOuricTBa — 3TO IIpM3HaHMe HPaBCTBEHHOM
csobope! >xeHmyHbI (Foucault, 2008, p. 26).

LuraTta n3 @yko NPUBOAUTCS IJIA TOTO, UTO-
ObI HOIUEPKHYTH CIIOCOOHOCTH MaTprapXaIbHOrO

1 CM., HarpyUMep, ero 3aMedaHue O TOM, YTO «IIPeLyCMO-
TPUTENIBHOCTh IIPWUPOOBL BJIOXKIUIA OOJIbIIE VICKYCCTBA
B OpPraHM3AIIMIO >KEHCKOW YacTy, YeM B OpTaHM3allVio
Myxckor» (AA 07, S. 303; Kart, 2024a, c. 361; xypcus
mon. — H.C.-M.). Tem He Menee KaHT He paccMarpu-
BaeT 3aBVICVIMOCTb >KEHCKOTO «3HAHWSI CBeTa» OT IIPU-
HATWUS «aAlTUBHBIX IIPENIIOYTeHu» — (eHOMeHa,
KOTOPBIVI MCTOPUYECKM OIIpeIesisiyl COIMaIbHOe IIoBefIe-
HMe VHIVBUIOB, 3aHMMAIOIIVX 0oJlee HU3KYIO IO3MIINIO
B mepapxumn. CBsa3p MeXxay dopMaMy BIIAaCTBOBAHWMS U
pasBUTMEM IPO30PJIMBOCTI He 3aTparvBaeTcsi B KaHTOB-
CKOVI aHTPOIIOJIOTMYECKOV 1 IIpaKTIecKon dprtocodmm
(cm.: Khader, 2011; Hay, 2013). AsTop BhIpaxkaeT Osiaro-
TIapHOCTH OJTHOMY W3 PelieH3eHTOB 3a IIpuBJIedeHle BHI-
MaHM K 3TOMY 0OCTOSTEIIbCTBY .
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quences for his account of the domestic “lock-
down’ of the ‘beautiful sex’, which, by its focus
on a particular social class, is hindered in de-
livering an allegedly objective portrayal. Ac-
cording to Kant, wealthy women display an
illusory form of domination which, as men-
tioned above, prevents this agency from being
viewed as an effect of a structural injustice in
Kant’s social philosophy. In the wake of Kant,
later philosophers such as Michel Foucault
have shown an astonishing epistemic blind-
ness towards the gender domination that un-
derpins a traditional reading of this interaction
between the sexes, as in the following excerpt
from the introduction to his French translation
of Kant’'s Anthropology from a Pragmatic Point of
View:

as [a] violent form of interaction which
objectifies a woman to the point where she
can simply be destroyed, [jealousy] is also
a recognition of her value; indeed, only the
absence of jealousy could reduce a woman to
a piece of merchandise, where she would be
interchangeable with any another. The right
to be jealous — to the point of murder — is an
acknowledgement of a woman’s moral freedom
(Foucault, 2008, p. 43).

I quote Foucault’s account primarily to high-
light how patriarchal domination can over-
shadow the social suffering it entails by means
of the fantasies it projects onto its victims. In-
deed, Foucault goes far beyond Kant's own
stance, as he seems to assess the relationship
between the sexes as a bond in which one of the
agents — always the woman — is willing to put

of domination and the development of a sense of sagac-
ity remains a much neglected blind spot in Kant’s an-
thropological and practical philosophy, which might be
illuminated with the help of interpreters such as Khader
(2011) and Hay (2013). I am grateful to one of the re-
viewers of this paper for calling my attention to this
point.



IOMUHMPOBaHMS KaMyIMpoBaTh IPUUIMHSIEMOe
MM COLMaJIbHOe CTpajaHue PaHTasusMM, IIpoe-
LIVIPyeMBIMM Ha ero epTs. PyKo 3ax0OAUT ropas-
mo masblie, yeM KaHT, paccmarpuBas OTHOIIIe-
HVISI MEXK/Ty TI0JIaMM KaK CBsI3b, B KOTOPOM OfIVIH 113
CyOBeKTOB (11 3TO BCeT/ia JKeHIIIHA) TOTOB PYCKO-
BaTh CBOEVI XXM3HBI0. KpoMe Toro, oH yTBepXmaer,
YTO IIOFOOHBIVI CMEPTESIbHBINT PUCK SIKOOBI yKa-
3bIBaeT Ha «HPABCTBEHHYIO CBOOOIY JKEHIIVHBD»,
B TOVI MEpe B KaKOVI OHa BOCIIPVIHVIMAETCS He KakK
«3aMeHsieMbIV» TOBap, a KaK TOBap, «IIOMJIeXKaIII
3aBOeBaHMIO»'?. B TaKoV MHTepIIpeTaIny He Haxo-
IOWUTCS MeCTa PaBHOIPABHBIM OTHOIIEHVSM BHY-
Tpu pgomoxossvictea. OOVMH 13 €ro WIEHOB [I0JI-
KeH OBbITh HaJleJIeH BJIACTHIO, 11 BO BpeMeHa KaHTa
€CTeCTBEHHBIM 00pa3oM OXMAaoCh, YTO 3TO Oy-
IeT MyXXunHa. VIHade Opak IpuIock Obl Iiepe-
OCMBICTIUTH KaK ITOJTHOILIEHHBIVI IOTOBOP CTOPOH,
o0JIafalonIX paBHBIMM IIPaBaMy Ha yJIOBJIETBO-
PUTENTBHBIVT MEXIIOJIOBOVI B3aVIMOOOMEH, He CTa-
BAIIIMI CBOEM OOA3aTeILHOM IIeJIBLIO PpasMHOXe-
Hye"”, 9TO He MOIJIO OBbITh IIOITYJISIPHOV ViZIeel BO
BpeMmeHa KaHTa, HecMOTps Ha IpVeMJIEMOCTh KOH-
LIETIIIMVI COF03a, CKPEIUIEHHOrO B3aIMHBIM PacIIo-
JIO)KeHVeM, B COBPEMEHHOVI COLVIaIbHOV KYJIBTY-
pe (Pascoe, 2018, p. 232—235). B 3TOM KOHTeKcCTe

120 B3anMOCBsI3M JIFOOBY ¥ PEBHOCTY B KAHTOBCKOM aHa-
ym3e gesioBedecKnx adpdexros mymrer Illymar: «B “An-
tpononorvy” KaHT OTOXIecTBIIseT KOHeI JIEFOOOBHOTO
CTpajaHMs C KOHIIOM caMont Jiro0Bu. Takum oOpasoM oH
CB43bIBaeT HaInmgue IIOOYXKIEHWUN K PeBHOCTH C caMoil
CYTBIO JIIOOBM, IIOApa3syMeBasi, 4To JIOO0Bb KaK TaKOBas
IIpeqIioaraeT 4yBCTBO PEBHOCTU. AOCTpaKTHO OTHOCSCH
K OITaCEHUIO VIV IIPEIYyBCTBIIO TIOTePV BHUMAHVIS VTV
B3aVIMHOCTH JIFOOVMMOTO uejIoBeKa BCJIEAICTBIE €ro yBle-
UeHMs KeM-TO IV 4eM-TO OPyIuM, peBHOcTh y KaHTa
IO CYyTV CBOEVI VIMeeT reHAepPHYI0 IIPUHAIIIeXHOCTb, HO
B OUeHb crelndnaeckoM Kirode. B iepsom mpubivoke-
HUV MOXeT IToKa3aTbcsl, uTo i Kanra (kak 1 dyko) cy-
LIECTBYeT MCKJIIOUNTEIILHO MY KCKasl PeBHOCTb. <...> [Ipu
3TOM He PeBHOCTH KaK TaKOBas, HO IIpaBO PEeBHOBATH SIB-
JIIeTCs IIPeporaTuBoil MyXa. MBI yke OoTMedasu Iapa-
JIOKCJIBHOCTh 9TOTO IIpaBa: PEBHOCTb OIHOBPEMEHHO
yKasbIBaeT Ha IIPUHVIKEHVIe )KeHIIVHBI 11 HEBO3MOXKHOCTb
HW3BEIEHS ee JTO TTOJTOXeHs YTVITUTapHOTO TIpeIMeTa»
(Sumah, 2022, p. 78).

B TevicreutenbHO, KaHT paccmarpusaer Opak Kak KOH-
TpakT B «YueHun o mpase» (AA 06, S. 277—278; KaHr,
2014, c. 211). IlpencrasisieTcs, 9TO MOJOOHBIVI KOHTPAKT
M300WUIyeT IIPelsSTCTBYSMI IS IPakKIAHCKO 3MaHCH-
ALV JKeHIIMH.

N. Sanchez Madrid

her life at risk. Moreover, he argues that such
a deadly risk supposedly hints at a “‘woman’s
moral freedom’, insofar as she refuses to be
considered a mere ‘exchangeable’” object, and
prefers instead to be viewed as a ‘conquerable’
one.”? In such an account, there is no place for
an equal relationship within the household;
one of the partners must wield authority, and
in Kant’s time this was naturally expected to
be the man. Otherwise, marriage would be re-
cast as a full-fledged contract between parties
with an equal right to a reciprocal and satisfy-
ing sexual exchange independent from the aim
of procreation;'® and this was not a promising
idea in Kant’s day, even if it appears to be the
accepted notion of affective union in contempo-
rary social culture (Pascoe, 2018, pp. 232-235).
Given such a context, it is not surprising that
Foucault praises Kant’s capacity to attribute the
agency left to confined subjects to sheer passiv-
ity, it being very probable that they engage in
it to lure more socially powerful agents. In the
eighteenth century, however, the ability to en-
tice the male sex was not open to women of all
social classes, as marriage was not viewed as

120n the link between love and jealousy in Kant’s ac-
count of human affects, see Suma (2022, p. 78): “In his
Anthropology, Kant associates the end of pain of love
with the end of love itself. He thus connects the pres-
ence of jealous impulses to the very essence of love,
suggesting that love inherently involves feelings of jeal-
ousy. Though abstractly referring to the fear or appre-
hension of losing the affection or attention of a loved
one to someone or something else, for Kant, jealousy is
inherently gendered, but in a very specific way. On first
approach, it may seem that, for Kant (and Foucault),
there is no other jealousy except for masculine jealousy.
[...] It is not jealousy as such that is reserved for the
husband, but rather the right to be jealous. We've al-
ready pointed out the paradoxical status of this right:
jealousy signals simultaneously the woman’s reduction
and the impossibility of her reduction to a mere object
of utility.”

Bt is a fact that Kant does address the marriage as a
contract in his Doctrine of Right (MS RL, AA 06, pp. 277-
278; Kant, 1996a, p. 62). My point is that such a contract
involves many drawbacks for the civil emancipation of
women.
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He BBI3bIBAaeT yOuBIIeHMs, 4To PYyKO BOCXBaJIseT
criocobHocTh KaHTa OTHOCMTB Ty Maiyio CcyOb-
€KTHOCTB, YTO OCTaeTCsl y OrPaHMYEeHHBIX B IIpa-
BaX, Ha CUeT ITaCCMBHOCTY, TOYePKMBas BHICOKYIO
BEPOSITHOCTh VICIIOJIb30BAHMS TAaKOW CYOBEKTHO-
CTU IjId coOla3Ha COLUMaIBHO JIOMVHWPYIOMIVIX
cyonbekros. B XVIII B. TeM He MeHee 0OOJIBIIIEHIE
IIpeficTaBUTes eV MY>KCKOTO I10j1a OBIJIO TOCTYITHO
JKEHIIIVIHAM He BCeX COIMAILHBIX KJIIACCOB, TAaK KakK
pellieHe 0 BCTYIIJIeHMM B Opak He IIPMHMAIOCh
10 COOCTBEHHOMY ycMoTpeHmto. HarrpoTus, Takon
COIO3 CUMTAJICSI COLIMAJIBHOM MM SKOHOMIMYECKOV
VIHBECTUIIVEV I 000MX ITapTHEPOB, YTO MIMEJIO
ocoboe 3HaueHMe 1J1s Oyp>KyasHbIx cemerr'. JlaH-
HOe 00CTOSITEIIBCTBO CBOAWT Ha HET YHUBEPCaIb-
HYIO IIeHHOCTh KaHTOBCKMX 3aMe4aHWUM O IIep-
CHEKTVBAaX OIIMCHIBAEMBIX VIM KEHIIIVIH.

Kak g ynomsnysia Bo BBefieHnM, Bapmen npen-
JlaraeT MHTEePEeCHYIO MHTePIIpeTaIIo KaHTOBCKO-
rO CeKCMCTCKOrO aHaJIn3a COLMAJIBHOM CYOBEeKT-
HocTy keHMH (Varden, 2020, p. 90). B wactHOCTH,
oHa mmIrieT, YTo KaHT npu3HaeT 3a KeHIIHAMY
«3HaHWe CBeTa», Dojlee IPO30PIINBOE, Ye€M TO, YTO
CBOVICTBEHHO My>kumHam". Kpome Toro, BHUMa-
HIle, TIPOsiBJIsieMOe MY>KUMHOV K JKeHe ITocjle 3a-
KJIIoUeHMs Opaka, Oynro Obl co3BydHO ¢ Oecrio-
KOVIHBIM CTpeMJIEHVIEM JKE€HBI «ITPEB3OVITVI IPYTTIX
JKEHIITMH IIpesIecTMV VJIV HBIITHOCTBIO» (AA (7,
S. 307, Kant, 2024a, c. 366). Tem He MeHee Iiper-
CTaBJISIETCS], YTO TeH/IepHO-IeTepMIUHIMPOBaHHBIE

¥ Bo MHOTMX M3 cBOMX poMaHOB JDX. OcTMH yKasblBaeT
Ha IIOPOYHOCTb COBPEMEHHO! eVl TUYeCcKOoV paMKM, yBsi-
3bIBaBINEV! JTIOOOBE 1 Opak ¢ PUHAHCOBBIMM BIIOXKEHVIS-
M. [TogobHas cBa3bh yMHOXaJIa MICTOYHUKY CTpafaHuil
VI MY>KYWH, U )KEHIIVH, B 0COOEHHOCTN ITOCJIEIHNX, B KO-
Topbix OcTMH Buesla COUMaIbHYIO TPYIITY, HPUHYX/a-
eMyI0 K 3aKJTIIOYeHMIO BBITOIHOV Opaunom craerku. CM.:
(Hume, 2013; Deyo, 2016).

> CTOUT OTMETUTH, YTO IIPEBOCXOAAIINE CIIOCOOHOCT B
CBETCKOVI XV3HM, KoTophkle KaHT mpusHaeT 3a XeHIIHa-
MM, CBSI3BIBAIOTCH CKOpee ¢ o0J1ajlaHneM MHTeJUIeKTyasIb-
HBIMM IIPOU3BEAEHNMSIMY, YeM C pealbHbIM 3HaKOMCTBOM
¢ Humu. Takum o6pas3oM, B cBeTe JINIITh MMUTHUPYeTCsd Ha-
Ve HeKOTOpPBIX criocobHocTert. CM.: «YTo Kacaercs
YUeHBIX JKeHIIVMH, TO X KHUelU HY>XHbI M OPUMepPHO Tak
Xe, KaK VX 4ACbl, @ IMEHHO, YTOOBI HOCUTD MX M UTOOBI
BCe BUJIeJIN, UTO Yachl Y HMX €CThb, XOTs Yachl 3TV OOBIKHO-
BEHHO CTOST VIV HeBePHO II0Ka3biBaloT BpeMs» (AA 07,
S. 307; Kanr, 2024a, c. 366).
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a decision to be made at one’s own discretion,
but rather as a social and economic investment
for both partners that was crucial for bourgeois
families'* — a circumstance that hinders a uni-
versalisation of the value of Kant’s remarks
about the aspirational horizons of the women
he describes.

As mentioned in the introduction, Varden
(2020, p. 90) has suggested an inspiring inter-
pretation of Kant’s sexist account of women’s
social agency, noting that he assigns to women
a ‘social knowledge” which is shrewder than
that of men.?”® In this same vein, a man’s atten-
tion to his wife after marriage would seem to
harmonise with the wife’s anxiety “to outdo
other women in charm and fashionableness’
(Anth, AA 07, p. 307; Kant, 2006, pp. 208-209).
Yet in my view such a gendered allocation of
social knowledge may be in tune with the ef-
fects of a structural patriarchal domination. In
slightly different terms, women tend to show
a thorough awareness that they are universal-
ly observed as a consequence of the domination
they experience from the cradle to the grave.
Moreover, Kant’s remarks do not hide the sup-
position that any woman would yearn to live as
a man, while “no man, however, would want to
be a woman” (ibid.). Somehow, the Kantian de-

“In many of her novels, Jane Austen held that the eth-
ical framework of her time was wrong, as it tied love
and marriage to economic investment, and such a bond
snowballs the sources of unhappiness for men and es-
pecially for women, whom Austen viewed as a social
set under the pressure of settling an advantageous mar-
riage deal. On this issue, see Hume (2013), and Deyo
(2016),

31t is worth mentioning that the higher social abilities
Kant attributes to women often prioritise the mere pos-
session of intellectual products over a real acquaintance
with them, which leads to the faking of some capaci-
ties as a means to appear in society as really possessing
them. See Anth, AA 07, p. 307 (Kant, 2006, p. 209): “As
concerns scholarly women: they use their books some-
what like their watch, that is, they carry one so that it
will be seen that they have one; though it is usually not
running or not set by the sun.”



pasinumns B 3HAaHUM CBeTa MOT'YT OBITh CBSI3aHBI C
HOCTIeJICTBUAMY  TIaTpUapXaJIbHOIrO CTPYKTYPHO-
ro gomMyHUpoBaHMd. VIHBIMU ciioBaMwM, >KeHII-
HBI, KaK IpaBuIo, OCTPO OCO3HAIOT, YTO HAXOMST-
Cs1 TIOJI, IIPUCTaIBHBIM HaOJIIofieHeM, CyIIecTBYs
OT KOJIBIOEJIVI 1O MOTTUIBI B CUTYallUM IOMUMHE-
Hus. Kpome Toro, B KaHTOBCKMX 3aMevYaHUSIX SB-
HBIM 00pa3oM IIpezIioyiaraeTcs, 9To Jrrodast KeH-
II[/IHA XOTesIa OBl )KMUTh KaK MY>KU/Ha, B TO BpeMs
KaK «HM OOVH MYXYMHa He 3ax0o4ueT ObITh JKeH-
myHo» (Ibid,; Tam >xe). HexkoTopeiM oOpasom
KaHTOBCKOe OITVCaHVe JXeHCKOIO yMa COIepXXUT B
cebe yKaszaHMe Ha HeIpyeMJIEMBIN COLIVaIbHBIN
CTaTYC YKeHIIIVHBI, KOTOPBIV He JKeJlajl Obl IIpriMe-
PUTB Ha ce0si HI OIVH MY>K4MHa. VIcxoms 13 3Toro
MOYKHO yTBEpPX/IaTh, UTO B 1pedrnosazaeMotl 3aum-
HOCMY OTHOIIEHWVI MeXy HapTHepaMu I10 JJOMO-
XO3SIVICTBY, KOTOpPOe, corylacHo KaHTy, He sABiIseT-
Csl TIPOCTPAHCTBOM paBeHCTBa (3TO yTBEpXKIeHMe
OyzeT paccMOTpeHO B CIefyIollleM pasfiesie), co-
KPBITO HAMpuUapxaivHoe eeH0epHoe yeHemenue, Tak
KaK OKMIIAeTCs, YTO JKeHIIVHa OyIeT JOMUHMPO-
BaTh MJIM BJIaCTBOBaTbh VICKJIFOUMTEIBHO Ojiaroma-
A CeKCcyasIbHOVI ITpUBJIeKaTeJIbHOCTY, TepsIoIen
CBOIO CWJIY BCKOpe IIOCIIe JTHSI OpakocodeTaHms ™.
He otBepras npaero BapreH o «3HaHUM cBeTa», KO-
Topoe KaHT mpumnmceiBaeT >KeHIIVHAM B CBOEM
aHa/IM3e TeHjlepa M II0J1a, aBTOP AAHHOW CTaThi
CYMTaET I11eJIecCO00pasHBIM pacCMaTpyUBaTh JKEH-
CKOe BJIaCTBOBaHIe B KadyecTBe «HapylleHMs BTO-
poro ypoBHs» TO €CTh COLIMAJIbHOV I1aTOJIOTMN
(Zurn, 2011), xoTOpass HepenKo IepeceKaeTcs C
rHOCeosIordeckon HecripasemmBocTeio (Fricker,
2007). CoriiacHO M3BeCTHBIM OIVICAHVAM HapyIlle-
Hu1 BToporo yposHd (Honneth, 1995; Zurn, 2011;
Laitinen, 2015; Laitinen, Sarkeld, 2019), manab

16 CM. TTpUBeIeHHBIN BhIITe OTPLIBOK 13 Pyko. KaAT Tak-
JKe COBeTyeT JKeHIIVIHaM He BBIXOIUTD 3aMyK 3a My>KIH
mMIagre ceOs, ITOCKOJIBKY OHM VIMEIOT OOJIBIIYIO II0JIO-
ByI0 criocoOHocTh (Geschlechtvermdgen) (AA 07, S. 308 —
309; Kant, 2024a, c. 368), 4TO MCKIIIOYaeT BO3MOXHOCTh
PEBHOCTY, KOTOPYIO >KEHIMHA HO/DKHA IIpoOyXHaTh B
My>xe. ['mrirerns yrBepxxgaer B cBoeM Tpye «O0 yiryurre-
HUV TPaXkKIaHCKOTO IIOJIOXKEHNS KeHIIVHELD», 9TO JII000T
JeJIoBeK JIOJDKEH paccMaTpMBaThCS JIMIND KaK CPEINCTBO
mocTvokeHMs BeIciix 1ientent (Hippel, 1979, p. 159). Cwm.:
(Sabourin, 2021a, p. 163 —167).
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piction of the female mind suggests an undesir-
able social status that no man would be willing
to accept.

In light of this, it might be affirmed that
the alleged reciprocity of both partners in the
household, which is not a space of equals in
Kant’s view (and I will return to this point in
the next section) conceals a patriarchal gender
oppression, as women are expected to dom-
inate their men simply by dint of the sexual
attraction they trigger, something which usu-
ally does not last very long after the wed-
ding.'* Without at all rejecting Varden’s claim
of the “social knowledge” that women possess
in Kant’s examination of gender and sex, I
would rather suggest that female domination
be explored as a ‘second-order disorder’, i.e.
a social pathology (Zurn, 2011) often inter-
twined with situations of epistemic injustice
(Fricker, 2007). According to a well-known
account of such second-order disorders
(Honneth, 1995; Zurn, 2011; Laitinen, 2015;
Laitinen and Sarkeld, 2019), this phenome-
non points to a social pathology which, de-
spite entailing obvious disadvantages for the
subject, also generates a cognitive dissonance
and a false consciousness that leads her not to
see herself as a victim of social injustice and
exclusion. In other words, the subject under-
going this sort of social pathology tragical-
ly cooperates in the perpetuation of her own
subalternity, insofar as she obtains some sym-
bolic and material (shelter, protection) reward

16 See Foucault's passage above. Kant also advis-
es women not to marry younger men, as these would
have more sexual power [Geschlechtvermdgen] than they
do (Anth, AA 07, pp. 308-309; Kant, 2006, p. 210), and
this would ruin the jealousy that the woman is expect-
ed to arouse in her husband. Hippel claims in On Im-
proving the Status of Women that no human being ought
to be “considered merely as a means to higher goals”
(Hippel, 1979, p. 159). See Sabourin (2021, pp. 163-167).
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deHOMeH yKasbIBaeT Ha COIMAIBHYIO IIaTOJIOT IO,
KOTOpasl, XOTS V1 IMeeT HeTaTVBHBIE TIOC/IeCTBIS
11 cyObeKTa, co3aeT KOTHUTVBHBIV VICCOHAHC
U JIO)KHOe CO3HaHVie, B pe3yJIbTaTe Yero >KeHIIV-
Ha He BOCIIpVUHMMaeT ceds XKepTBOVI COIMaIbHOM
HeCIIPaBeJIVIBOCTH V1 COLIVIAJIBHOTO VICKITIOUEH WS,
VEBIMM Cc710BaMM, CyOBEKT, ITepeXXKMBaIOIINI TI0-
HOOHYIO COLMAJIBHYIO IIaTOJIOIVIO, TParmdecKyM
o0pa3oM BHOCHUT CBOVI BKJIAJl B ITPOJJIEHVE CBOe-
TO TIOMYVMHEHHOTO IIOJIOKEHMVs, MOoJIy4asi HeKoe
CUMBOJIYECKOE ¥ MaTepraibHOe IIOOIpeHie
(KpoOB, 3aITa) 3a IPUHSTIE IIPVICBOEHHOIO eMYy
ITACCVIBHOTO TPak[IaHCKOro craryca. Kpome rtoro,
o7, BJIVISTHVIEM «HApPYILIEHWUsI BTOPOrO yPOBHS»
YIIeMJIEHHBIVI CYOBEKT IIproOpeTaeT HEKYIO BbI-
MBIIIUIEHHYIO CYOBEKTHOCTD («MJUIIO30PHYIO» B
TepMuHOIIOriy KaHTa), IMO3BOJISIONIYIO YCIIEITHO
B3aMIMOJIEVICTBOBATh C OOIIeCTBOM, HEIPY>KeIo0-
HO HaCTPOEHHBIM K I'pyIIIe, K KOTOPOW IIpyHaJl-
nexut cyorekT. Hioke Oynmer mpenmpuHsATa II0-
IIBITKA M3JIOKUTH JAaHHBIV Te3MC Ooiee OIPOOHO.

[TperncraBiseTcs, YTO OIVCAaHVE KEHIIMHBI B
aHTporosIornueckmx Tpyaax Kanra B sHaunTe 16
HOVI Mepe COOTBETCTBYeT OITpeieJIeHIIO CyObeKTa,
IOCTaBJICHHOI'O B HEBBITOIHOE THOCEOJIOIMUYECKOe
Y HpPaBCTBEHHOE TIOJIOKEeHWe, ITOCKOJIbKY JKeH-
IIHA OKa3bIBaeTCs HeCIIOCOOHa WMIeHTuuUIIN-
poBaTh HecIpaBelJIVBble CTPYKTYPbI, IIOOyXIa-
FOIIIVe ee CoIvIalllaThCsl C OTHOIIeHMEM K Hell Kak
MMeroltiert Ooslee HU3KMUM cTaTyc. B obonx ciryya-
X CyOBeKT CUMTaeT eCTeCTBEHHOVI OrpaHWYeH-
HYIO I KOCBEHHYIO CyOBEKTHOCTbH, IIPVBS3aH-
HYIO K IIPOCTPAHCTBY JIOMAIIIHero (OOBsiCHseTCs
3TO OMOJIOTTYEeCKO IIPeIOIpeieTIeHHOCTHIO VIV
IIpeIroylaraeMbIM «XapaKTePOM YKEHCKOTO T10J1a»),
I VIMEHHO 5TO IIOJIOKEHVE Belleyl HONTaJIK/BaeT
JKEHIIVH K TOMY, YTOOBI M3BJIeKaTh IIOJIb3Y 13 CBO-
e ciaboctn’. dparMeHTHI TEKCTOB, B KOTOPBIX
TOBOPUTCS O TeHIePHO-TIeTEPMVHVIPOBAHHOM pas-
rpaHUYeHNV MeXay 6Biacmbobaniem, TTPUICHI-
BaeMBbIM JKeHIIVIHAM, U YnpadieHuem, SIBIISIOIIIM-

7 CTouT OTMETUTH, 4TO, comtacHo KaHTy, BO3MOXHOCTD
KOCBEHHOI'O BJIACTBOBAHMSI OIIpeesIseTCsl CBOVICTBa-
MU renjiepa. Hampumep, B colmajibHOM IIPOCTPaHCTBE
CKPOMHBIT pabounil He VIMeeT CPEJICTB K HaBS3bIBAHWIO
cBoert BOyM Dojlee MOTYITIECTBEHHOMY CyOBeKTY, CBOeMy
padoroparertto.
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from the acceptance of the passive civil status
she is assigned. Moreover, under the influence
of a ‘second-order disorder’, the damaged
subject adopts a sort of fictional agency — ‘il-
lusory’, in Kant’s terms — which allows her
to successfully interact in a society which is
unfriendly towards the social set to which she
belongs. I will attempt in what follows to cast
further light on this claim. In my view, the de-
piction of women in Kant’s anthropological
writings corresponds well with the phenom-
enon of a subject suffering an epistemic and
moral disadvantage, as the woman is incapa-
ble of realising that unfair structures bring
about her own consent to being subordinat-
ed. In both cases, the subject assumes that it
is natural — due to a biological destiny, or to
the alleged “character of the female sex” —
to have limited and indirect agency bound
to the domestic sphere, and it is especially
this which encourages women to find advan-
tage in their weaknesses.'” Textual evidence
of the gendered division between the domi-
nation that women exercise and the rule that
only men can exert also suggests a gendered
division in the mental faculties themselves,
an idea which Kant fully adopts: “Who, then,
should have supreme command in the house-
hold? — for there certainly can be only one
who coordinates all business in accordance
with one end, which is his. I would say, in
the language of gallantry (though not without
truth): the woman should dominate and the
man should govern; for inclination dominates,
and understanding governs” (Anth, AA 07,

71t is worth mentioning that Kant’s account of indirect
domination depends on features of gender, as a humble
male worker would not possess the means to impose his
will over a more powerful subject — his employer, for
instance — in the social realm.



sl IIPeporaTmMBOV My>KUMH, TaKXKe IIpeIosiaraoT
VI OCHOBaHHOe Ha TeHflepe pasrpaHUYeHle MeX-
11y YMCTBeHHBIMM criocobHocTsaMm. KaHT Beeriesio
IIPVHMMAET 3Ty TOUKY 3peHms: «Komy ke B TakoM
cJlydae JOJDKHO IIpMHAa/JIeXaTh B JOMe BepXOBHOe
KoMaHjIoBaHMe? Beb TOJIBKO OMH 4YesioBeK MO-
JKeT IIPUBECT BCe Jiejla B HEM B COIVIACYIOIIYIOCS
C LIeJISIMM [IOMa B3aMMHYIO CBsi3b. — Ha s3bIke ra-
JIAHTHOCTY (/1 BCe ke He BOBCe YIAJISsCh OT UCTH-
HBI) 51 CKa3aJl ObL: JKeHIIHA JT0JDKHA 81acmBobamsy,
a My>XX4mHa — npabums, 100 CKIIOHHOCTD BJIaCTBY-
eT, a paccyniok mpasut» (AA 07, S. 309—310; Kanr,
2024a, c. 368 —369)"8. Kak mokaspIBalOT ITOO0HBIE
oTpbIBKM, KaHT paccMarpmBaeT >XeH BBICIIIEIO
KJIacca yepes IIPU3MY «VJUTIO3MI», OOy KIaoIIert
VX K «BJIACTBOBAHMIO» HaJl CBOVIMIU MYXKbSIMM TIO-
CPelCTBOM CEeKCYasIbHOV IIPWBJIEKATEIIBHOCTI. B
PaMKax 3MIMPUIECKOro IICHIXOJIOTMYECKOro aHa-
JIi3a 3TO OOCTOSITEIIBCTBO YpaBHOBEIIVBaeT MOJI-
yasIBoe IofaBjIeHle, B YCJIOBMSIX KOTOPOIO 3TN
JKEHIIVIHBI XXUBYT W30 THS B [IeHb".

8 DTOT OTPBIBOK MOXHO COIIOCTaBUTH C (pparMeHTaMm
M3 KaHTOBCKMX «JleKumy 1o aHTpOIOJIOrWNn», B KOTO-
PBIX HOYepPKMBAETCS 3aBUCUMOCTH CIIOCOOHOCTEV BJla-
CTBOBATh M MPaBUTH OT reHepa. Cum.: «Bo BracTBoBaHUM
OCTaeTCsl MeCTO HACTPOEHMIM, KOTOPbIM HeT MecTa IIpu
paccynke. My)xdmHa ycTaHaB/IVBaeT JOMAIIIHVe 3aKOHBL,
IIOCPeICTBOM KOTOPBIX OH IIOJDKEH TeM He MeHee yCTpa-
MBaTh BCE TaKMM OOpa3oM, YTOOBI KEHIIMHA BCerga Co-
xpaHsuta aBTopuTeT (Ansehen) BiracTBoBamsA. Tem xe
00pa3oM OOJTBITIMHCTBO rocylapert BIIacTBYIOT, HO MVHM-
cTpbl mipaBaT (AA 25, S. 1193). Takxke cm.: «BrractBoBa-
HVIe IoOMa — [eJI0 JKeHBI, HO yIIpaBJjIeHMe — [IeJI0 My’Ka.
BriacTBOBaHMe MOXeT IIPOVICXOOUTH COOOpa3HO HacTpoe-
HVISIM, HO yIIpaBjleHne — cooOpasHo 3akoHaM. <...> JKeH-
IIMHA CKOpee MOKeT IIPAaBUTh I1eJIbIM TOCYAapPCTBOM, YeM
ZIoMoM, 100 B cTpaHe OHa He IIPaBUT, a JIMIIb BJIACTBYeT, B
TO BpeMs KaK MVHVICTPEI Ipas4tT. Ho ecyii B mome Het HI-
KOT'0, KTO IIPaBUT, TO B OOVHOUYKY OHAa He MOXeT yIIpaB-
JIATh JOMAIITHVM XO03:1cTBOM. JKeHIIMHa BjIacTByeT Hall
MY>K4YVHOVI, HO My>K4MHa yIIPaByIseT JKEeHIIHOV, TaK KakK
CKJIOHHOCTb BJIACTBY€T, a paccymoK IIpasuT. CKIOHHOCTD
yKasbIBaeT 1IeJIM, a pacCydOK CBOLUT MX K Lieyn, cooOpa-
3yromiericss ¢ OjaromorrydmeM. Paccynok HampasisgeT u
CymNAT cooOpa3sHo cBomM IIpaswwIam» (AA 25,5.717 —718).
Y «JuTro3us» UrpaeT KITIOUEBYIO POJIb B OOIIEHWN MeX-
Iy II0JIaMM, COIJIaCHO Bo33peHwmsM KaHTa Ha II0oJI m reH-
Ziep, IIOCKOJIBKY, C OHOV CTOPOHBI, My>K4YMHa BUIWUT B
JKEeHIIHe CyObeKTHOCTh, KOTOPOVI Ta Ha caMOM fieJle He
o0J1azaeT, a JIMIIb OTTa4YMBaeT CBOe II0BefIeHe TaKM 00-
pasoM, 94TOOBI OHO NIPMHOCWIIO IUTOHEI B IIaTpUapXailb-
HOoM obmectBe. C Ipyrov )Ke CTOPOHBI, XOTS KEHIIVIHEI
UYBCTBYIOT ce0st CBOOOHBIMI 1 CIIOCOOHBIMY CTaBUTb I1e-
pern cobort cobcTBeHHBIE 1€V, B peaIbHOCTV OHV JIVIIID
HNPVMHMMAIOT HOPMBI, II03BOJIIONINE VIM BO3BBICUTHCS B
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pp- 309-310; Kant, 2006, p. 211)."® As passag-
es like this confirm, Kant views affluent wives
in terms of an ‘illusion’ that inclines them to
‘dominate’ their husbands through sexual at-
traction, a fact which, in this empirical psy-
chological analysis, works to counterbalance
the silenced oppression they live with daily."
Yet by such an account, Kant relegates women

to fulfilling, at best, an ornamental role in the

8 This passage could be compared to passages from
Kant’s Lectures on Anthropology, which emphasise this
gendered distribution of the capacity to dominate
and to rule. See V-Anth/Mensch, AA 25, p. 1193 (Kant,
2012b, p. 325): “Domination permits moods, which
however do not occur with understanding. Man pre-
scribes the domestic laws, whereby he however must
always arrange everything so that woman retains the
appearance of domination. Thus, most princes domi-
nate, but the ministers govern,” and V-Anth/Fried, AA
25, pp. 717-718 (Kant, 2012a, pp. 246-247): “Domina-
tion in the home is the wife’s affair, but the rule [is]
the man’s [affair]. Domination can occur in accord-
ance with mood, but rule in accordance with law. [...]
A woman can sooner rule an entire kingdom than a
household, for in the land she does not rule, but only
dominates, and the ministers rule. But if there is no
one in the household who rules, then she cannot rule
the household alone. The woman dominates the man,
but the man rules the woman, for inclination domi-
nates and the understanding rules. Inclination pro-
vides the purposes, but the understanding restricts
them to the purpose which agrees with the well-being
[of the household]; it directs and judges it according to
its rules.”

¥ Tusion’ fulfils a key role in the communication be-
tween the sexes in Kant’s account of sex and gender, as
on the one hand men consider women to have an agen-
tial capacity that in reality they do not possess; rather,
they simply adapt their conduct so as to reap the best
fruits within a patriarchal society. On the other hand,
although women feel they are free to set goals of their
own, they in fact only adopt the norms that will make
them rise in the estimation of others. See footnote 10 of
this paper on the “adaptive preferences’ of women. I am
indebted to one of the reviewers of this paper for sug-
gesting that I stress the functionality of ‘appearance’ in
gender interaction in Kant’s anthropological and prac-
tical philosophy.
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Taxmm obpasom KaHT ocTaBiisier 3a XeHITMHa-
MM posib He OoJlee yeM yKpallleHWUs JOMaIITHero
IIPOCTPAHCTBA, TIOTEHIIVAJIEHO YpaBHOBEIIVBATO-
I1yI0 JOMUHMPOBaHMe (He KOCBeHHOoe 1 repdop-
MaTVBHOe, HO JIeFICTBeHHOe 1 He TIofIjIeXalriee 00-
CYXXIeHIIO), KOTOpOoe OHM WCIIBITBIBAIOT Ha cebe
B IIpefieJlax JIOMOXO34VICTBa, a CJlefIoBaTeJIbHO, 1
B ITyOJIMYHOM ITPOCTpPaHCTBe, T7le OHVM He CUlTa-
IOTCS aKTMBHBIMM TpaxaaHamu. Heymamsurens-
HO 1 cjleyioliee yrBepKaeHme KaHTa: «keHIN-
Hy Opak ocBOOOXIaeT; My )X4lMHa TepsieT B Opake
csoro ceodomy» (AA 07, S. 309; KanT, 20244, c. 368),
TaK KaK Ieppasi oOpeTaeT KpOB M 3aIllUTy OT
BHeIIIHelI arpeccuyt, B TO BpeMsl KaK ITOCJIeHU
OTKas3bIBaeTCs OT IIpaBa Ha CBOOOIHYIO IIOJIOBYIO
KV3Hb, KOTOPBIM OOIIeCTBO HaiessieT MY>K4IMH
U B KOTOPOM OTKasblBaeT JKeHIMHaM. B ciemyro-
IIMX pasfiesiax JJaHHOV CTaThy OyayT paccMOTpe-
HBI HEKOTOPBIe KJIACCOBBIe Pas3JIn4vis, JIeXallye B
OCHOBe KaHTOBCKOTO aHaJI3a ITpeJIriojlaraeMoro
HeCOBEePIIIEHHOJIETVS JKEHIIIVIH, TIOCKOJIBKY BO3JIa-
raeMble VIM HaJIeXIbl He MOT'YT OBITh IIepeHeCeHbl
Ha >KeHINVH pabouero Kjlacca, CTpaJarolIyuX OT
IpuUTeCHeHNT Ha paboumx Mmectax. IloHmMMaHMe
o], «KEeHIIVTHAMV» VICKJTIOUVMTEIIBHO OeIbIX eB-
POIIEVICKVIX JKeHIIIMH — ellle O[HO cJlerioe IISTHO
B KQHTOBCKOVI pedpsleKCuy II0 IOBOIY XapaKTepa,
MIPUIVICEIBAEMOTr'0 YKEHCKOMY IOy ™.

4. KaHT 0 penpogyKTMBHOM OpeMeHN:
NyTh K SMaHCHUIIALIY JKeHIIWH MJIN
3aKpenieHne COIMaJIbHOM 3KCILTyaTamum?

l'enepHO-IeTepMUHMPOBAHHBIV ITOIXOM, K 10-
MalllHeMy IIPOCTPaHCTBY, 0OO3HaueHHBII B aH-
Tponosiornn KanTa, He cMmsrdaercs B ero ¢u-

m1azax apyrux. Cm. mpuMed. 10 Kk JaHHOW cTaThe, Te ro-
BOPUTCSL 00 «aJallTMBHBIX IIPEIIIOYTEHNISIX» KEHIIIVIH.
ABTOp BBIpaKaeT 0JIaromapHOCTb OJHOMY M3 pelleH3eH-
TOB, IPEUIOKMBIIIEMY IIOTYePKHYTh PyHKIIMOHAILHOCTD
«Ka@XVIMOCTV» B T€HJIEPHOM B3aMIMOZEVICTBU B TOM BUZIE,
B KOTOPOM OHa IIPEe/ICTAET B aHTPOIIOJIOTMTYECKON U IIPaK-
Traeckont prtocodprm Kanra.

2 TeM caMBIM aBTOP IIPOLOJDKAET OOCYXKIIEHWE «CITEIIBIX
IIITeH» B KaHTOBCKOM HOHMMaHWM IIpocBemenmns, Ha-
gaToe III. Cabypar (Sabourin, 20216, p. 237 —238, 255) u
M. Xycenmmasanerad (Huseyinzadegan, 2018, p. 1—2).

domestic space, which may serve to offset the
domination — not indirect and performative,
but effective and non-negotiable — that they
suffer within the household and consequently
in a public sphere that does not acknowledge
them as active citizens. It does not therefore
seem odd for Kant to affirm that “[w]oman
becomes free by marriage; man loses his free-
dom by it” (Anth, AA 07, p. 309; Kant, 2006,
p- 211), as the former obtains shelter and pro-
tection against external aggressions, while the
latter renounces the sexual license that socie-
ty allows to him, but prohibits to women. In
the next sections of this paper, I will focus on
some of the class traits that underpin Kant’s
account of the alleged immaturity of women,
as the horizon of expectations he describes
could not equally be projected onto work-
ing-class women oppressed by abusive work-
places. Such a view — that the term ‘women’
refers exclusively to white European wom-
en — remains another blind spot in Kant’s re-
flections on the character of the female sex.?

4. Kant on Reproductive Burdens:
An Emancipatory Path for Women
or the Perpetuation of Social
Exploitation?

The gendered account of the domestic
space in Kant’s anthropology is not rectified
by his legal philosophy. On the contrary, the
relegation of women to passive citizenship
seems to hinge on the assumption of their civ-
il immaturity, as human beings who always

2]n this, I continue the project of bringing to awareness
the ‘blind spots” in Kant’s notion of the Enlightenment,
as also pursued by Sabourin (2021, pp. 237-238, 255) and
Huseyinzadegan (2018, pp. 1-2).
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jgocodpmmt TipaBa. Hamporws, o4eBMIHO, dYTO
HU3BeleHVe KeHIIVH 0 COCTOSIHMS ITaCCUBHBIX
Ipak[IaH 3VDKIOETCS Ha MPEeNTooKeHUN 00 mX
rpaXk[IaHCKOM HeCOBEpIIIeHHOJIeTUY, OOBsCHSe-
MOM VX TIOCTOSTHHOVI TIOTPeOHOCTBIO B OIIeKYHe, TO
ectb Myxe?!. COrslacCHO CeKCVCTCKOV JIOTVIKe, W3-
JIOKEHHOV B TPETHhEeN YacTV JaHHOV CTaTby, Kant
CBsI3bIBae€T HECOBEpPIIIEHHOJIETVe B OCYIIeCTBIle-
HVIV OOITIeCTBEHHBIX TPAHCAKITUTI V1 JEJIOBBIX OIle-
paLmit ¢ TOV BJIACTBHIO, KOTOPYIO JKeHIIMHA IMeeT
B JIOMAlIlTHeM IIPOCTPaHCTBe I KOTOPYIO OH 00o-
3HauaeT Kak «IpaBo ciaberiero» (AA 07, S. 209
(§ 48); Kanr, 2024a, c. 259), noasexailiiee yBaxe-
HVIO 1 3all[Te CO CTOPOHBI MY>KCKOro 1osa®?. Ho
«JTOMAIITHSS BJIaCTh» JKEHITMH B 3TOV TPAKTOBKE
yIIpaBJIeHMs IOMOXO3SVICTBOM IIPUBOANUT K TOMY,
YTO K HMM OTHOCSITCSI CO CHUCXOXIeHmeM, a KaHT
HasbIBaeT 1X «DoJlee yeM COBEpPIIIEHHOJIETHVIMIL»
(tibermiindig) B OTHOILIEHWM OOIIEHMs, CUUTasl X
0COOEHHO pasrOBOPUMBBIMI YeJIOBEUECKMIMIL OCO-
Osimm. [1eTicTBUTEITBHO, SI3BIK 3cce «HTO Takoe ITpo-
cBellleHMe?» OyaTo ObI MapoaMpyeT SSKOOBI HEKOH-
TPOJIMIPYeMYIO pedb KeHIIMH, CJIy>Ka ellle OIHMM
IIPVIMEPOM TaTPUAPXAJIBHOTO IOMVHVPOBAHMS,
CBOZISIIETO Ha HeT MX JKeJlaHVe CTaTh BUIIVIMBI-
MU B IyOrmmaHom cdepe. KaHT mprsHaeT, uTo Xe-

2 ToJIbKO B TOM CJIydae, ecIv XeHIIHa COXPaHseT 3a Co-
Gort 1mocste 3aKIoUeHns Opaka cBoe MMYIIeCTBO, ee MO-
JKeT IIPeIICTaB/IsATh HACTaBHUK, OTJIMYHBIVL OT ee MY’Ka,
YTO yKa3bIBaeT Ha TOT ¢akT, uro KauT opuenTipyercs B
CBOVIX aHTPOIIOJIOIMYECKIX 3aMeTKax He TOJIBKO Ha COIV-
aJIbHble 00bIYay, HO ¥ Ha IIPaBOBble HOPMbI CBOETO Bpe-
MeHn, cM.: (AA 07, S. 209 (§ 48); KanT, 20244, c. 259).
2 CM. pacXOZISIIUIICS C 3TUM BBIBOJIOM aHaJIN3 JIOMalllHe-
rO 3aTOYEHMs KEHIIVH, IIpeJIoKeHHbI [ mmmereM: «B
TO BpeMs KaK pacCylIoK M CIIOCOOHOCTb Cy>KIeHs Hada-
JIM pa3sBUBAThCS B My K4MHe O1arofapsi OOIIMPHOCTH €To
cdepbl BIIVAHMS M IIOKA €r0 CHOIIEHMS C OyprKya3sHbIM
oOrriecTBOM ITprioOpeTasv Bcé Ooslee BO3BBIIIEHHYIO (POp-
MY IIOCPeICTBOM OOOOIIeHMs ITaHHBIX IIOHSATWU, IyIla
JKEHIIMHBI YKMMaslach JI0 PasMepPOB ee JIOMOXO03SVICTBa»
(Hippel, 1979, p. 92). O cTpyKTypHBIX M3MeHEeHVSIX, IIpefl-
JlaraeMbIX ['IIIIesieM B ero acce [Ist yJTydIleHis II0JI0XKe-
Hyst KeHIH, rmiieT CabypaH: «Tak Kak XM3HB JKeHIIH
OorpaHMdYeHa IIpelelaMi JJOMOXO3SVICTBA M OHM olJIazia-
I0T Oojlee 4eM CKPOMHBIMV BO3MOXKHOCTSIMM yYacTWS B
00IIIecTBEHHOVI JKM3HV, BO3MOXKHOCTEVI pa3BUBaTh pasyM
HMX Takke MeHbIIle, 4eM y My>XurH» (Sabourin, 2021a,
p. 174). CabypaH oTMeUaeT, YTo, 110 I MIIIIeTio, JKeHIIVIHEL
BBIUTPAIOT OT HaJIM4VIs JKEeHIIMH-Bpaver], JKeHIIH-Cy 1ei
Y JKeHIIMH-TIperiofaBaTesIeil, KOTopble IIPOOYASAT B HIUX
GoJiblliee yBaskeHNe K COOTBETCTBYIOIIMM MHCTUTYTaM.
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require a guardian, i.e. their husbands.”" Ac-
cording to the sexist logic I touched upon in
section three, Kant links this immaturity for
managing public transactions and business to
the power that women achieve in the domes-
tic space, a power that he labels “the right of
the weaker” (Anth, AA 07, p. 209 (§ 48); Kant,
2006, p. 103), which the male sex should re-
spect and protect.”? Yet their ‘“domestic power’
in this account of household administration
causes women to be treated with condescen-
sion, as well as leads Kant to declare them
‘over-mature’ [iibermiindig] as speakers, i.e.
as especially talkative human beings. Indeed,
the language of “What is Enlightenment?” is
phrased so as to mock the allegedly uncon-
trolled speech of women, in another exam-
ple of the patriarchal domination that thwarts
their desire for visibility in the public sphere.
Kant acknowledges that this frustrated de-
sire, brought about by their confinement in
the home, does in fact carry unwanted con-
sequences, as such a lifestyle does not allow
a full-fledged development of humanity in
women. Furthermore, the sections of Anthro-

Z Only in the case that a woman maintains her pos-
sessions after the marriage can she be represented by
a guardian other than her husband, which reveals that
Kant takes not only social habits into account in his an-
thropological remarks, but also the legal norms of his
time. See Anth, AA 07, p. 209 (§ 48) (Kant, 2006, p. 103).
2 See a divergent analysis of the domestic confinement
of women in Hippel (1979, p. 92): “[W]hile understand-
ing and the powers of judgment in the man began to in-
crease through his enlarged sphere of influence, while
his dealings with bourgeois society took on a high-
er form through the generalisation of his concepts, the
soul of the woman shrank more and more into the limits
of her household.” On the structural changes that Hip-
pel endorses in his essay in favour of women, see Sab-
ourin (2021, p. 174): “Since women are confined to the
household and have only very limited opportunities to
take part in public life, they have many fewer opportu-
nities than men to develop their reason”. Sabourin also
points out that Hippel valued the benefits that women
would enjoy from having female doctors, judges, and
instructors, which would inspire them to have more
confidence in institutions.
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JlaHVe, Hey[OBJIeTBOpeHHOe II0 IIpUYMHe orpa-
HUYEHHOCTY AOMAIlIHVM KPyTrOM, B CaMOM jejle
VIMeeT IIeYaJIbHbIe IOCJIeICTBYUS, TaK KaK I10000-
HBIVI 00pa3 XM3HW IIPENsTCTBYeT IIOJIHOIIEHHO-
My PasBUTHUIO B )KEHIIVIHe YeJIOBeYeCKMX KadeCTB.
Bortee Toro, pasaensl «AHTPOMIOJIOTML. ..», TIOCBS-
IIIeHHble TTOCIIENICTBYSAM II0[JOOHOr0 IIpeHeOpeke-
HUSI CIIOCOOHOCTBIO TIO3HAHMS, COep>KaT HaMeK!
Ha HacwIne, jiealllee B OCHOBe TeHIIepHO-TIeTep-
MVHVPOBAHHOTO pacIipezieIeHs BO3SMOXKXHOCTEN
B JIOMAIITHEeM ITPOCTPAHCTBe. BBITh MOXeT, HavOo-
Jlee IIpUIMeYaTesieH B 3TOV CBSI3M OTPBHIBOK, IIOBe-
CTBYIOIIMVI O HaXOJIsAIIeMcs B IIJIadeBHOM I10JI0XKe-
HUY My>Ke, CTaJIKMBAIOIIEMCs C Ype3BblUartHbIMI
JOMAIITHMMV CUTYalMsIMM, TaKMMM KaK IIoXKap.
ITpencrapiisieTcs:  1iesiecooOpasHBIM — YAEJIUTH
BHVMaHWMe 3TOMY PparMeHTY, IIOCKOJIBKY OH KOC-
BEHHO JIEMOHCTpUpYeT TO, Kak KaHT oObscHser
€CTeCTBEeHHBIM II0JIOKEeHVIEM Bellel JKeHCKYIO OT-
BETCTBEHHOCTb 3a YIIpaBjleHVe JOMAITHUMU ie-
s1aMut: «YdeHble OOBIKHOBEHHO OXOTHO IT0O3BOJISIIOT,
uTOOBI MX JKEHBI [Iep>KaJlii MX B HECOBEpPIIeHHO-
JIETVVI B OTHOIIEHWV JIOMAIITHMX PacIIOpsDKeHM.
OnyH norpebGeHHBIN Cpey CBOVIX KHUT YUYeHBIN
Ha KPVMKM CJIYTM O TOM, UTO B OJTHOV 113 KOMHAT I10-
Xap, oTBeTwI: “BbI 3HaeTe, YTO TaKoro pozia Belm
OTHOCSTCS K BeeHMIo Moevt keHbl » (AA 07, S. 210
(§ 48); Kanr, 2024a, c. 260). B aToM ciryuae mosu-
LM MY>KYMHBI-yYeHOr0 3HadyyMa: OH yCTaHaBJIV-
BaeT HeIIpeoIoJIVIMBIV TeHIePHBIN Oapbep MeX1y
VIHTeJUIeKTyaIbHBIM U ITparMaTU4ecKM TPYAOM,
TaK KaK MY)KYMHA, ITOrPY3MBIINIICS B VICCIIeNOBa-
HMS B CBoell O1OJIMoTeKe, HU B KOV Mepe He J0JI-
JKeH OBbITh 03a004eH o01yMy 0a30BbIMI HY KIaMU
IIOMOXO34VICTBA, KaK 3TO CBOVICTBEHHO JKeHIIIVIHAM,
UTO OTHOCUTCS I K COXPAaHHOCTM MaTepyaIbHOV
nHPpacTpykTypbl®. [lpencrasisercs, 4ro gaH-

B CabypaH [aeT CIIeayIonyo MHTEPIPEeTAINIO TAHHOTO
TeKCTa: «Y4eHBIVI, HeCIIOCOOHBIVI CIIPABUTHCA C IOXKapOM
B CBOEM JIOMe 11 00paIaloyiics 110 HOI00HbIM ITOBO/IaM
K JXXeHe, B HEKOTOPOM pPOAe HEeCOBEPIIEHHOIETHUI, YTO
He [IeJIaeT ero TeM He MeHee HeCOBEepPIIEeHHOJIETHVM BO
BCeX MHBIX OTHOINEHMAX. BepoATHO, MOXKHO yTBepXX1aThb,
YTO 3TO He Ta popMa HecOBepIIIeHHOJIeTVs, IIpeofIosie-
BaThb KOTOpylo, comtacHo KaHTy, ciemyer mocpenctsoMm
npocserieHus. IlpencrasiM cebe XXeHy TaKOTO y4eHOro.
MpeI MOXXeT MpeAIIoyIoKNUTh, UTO OHA SIBJIAeTCS COBepIIeH-
HOJIETHEV KaK MMHVIMYM B OTHOM OTHOIIIEHVI: OHa MO-
JKeT CIIPaBUTHCS C OTEHIMAJIBHO YIPOXKAOIIVMI KU3HI
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pology that focus on the effects of the cognitive
faculty neglected in this way contain various
hints of the violence that underpins the gen-
dered distribution of capacities in the domes-
tic space. Perhaps the most striking passage
depicts overwhelmed husbands faced with
domestic accidents such as fires. I suggest
that some attention be paid to this excerpt, as
it shows indirectly how Kant naturalises the
assignment to women of the management of
domestic issues: “Scholars usually are glad
to allow themselves to be kept in immaturi-
ty by their wives with regard to domestic ar-
rangements. A scholar, buried in his books,
answered the screams of a servant that there
was a fire in one of the rooms: “You know,
things of that sort are my wife’s affair’” (Anth,
AA 07, p. 210 (§ 48); Kant, 2006, p. 104). The
role of the male scholar in this text is quite
meaningful, as it establishes an unyielding
gendered border between intellectual and
pragmatic labour: a man devoted to study in
his own library would not to any extent be as
concerned as women are with the basic, com-
mon needs of the household, including the
safety of its material structures.” In my view,
this remark deserves a special mention as it
plainly shows the dependence that a man is
recognised to have on a woman with regard to

2 On the interpretation of this text, see Sabourin (2021,
pp- 245-246): “The scholar who is unable to cope with
his house being on fire and turns to his wife for such
domestic affairs is thus immature in a certain way —
which does not mean that he is immature in all respects.
We can probably safely affirm that this is not the kind of
immaturity Kant is expecting people to escape through
Enlightenment. Indeed, let us imagine the wife of this
scholar. We can assume that she is mature in at least
one way: that of managing potentially life-threatening
domestic situations — which is certainly not the worst
skill to have.” On the different sorts of immaturity
mentioned by Kant, see V-Anth-Mron, AA 25, pp. 1427-
1428 (Kant, 2012c, p. 508).



HOe 3aMedaHMe 3aciIy’KMBaeT BHVMMaHMs VIMeH-
HO IIOTOMY, UTO OHO SIBHBIM OOpa3oM IIOKa3bIBa-
€T, HaCKOJIbKO MYJ)KYMHa, II0 00IleMy MHEHMUIO,
3aBVICUM OT KEHITIMHBI BO BCEM, KacaroIeMcsl Be-
IeHMs IOOMAIIHEero Xo3svicTBa. V 3aBUCUMOCTD
3Ta TaK BeJIVKa, YTO My>K4lMHa CTaBUT IOf, yTPO3y
CBOE JIOMOXO3SIVICTBO VICKJTIOUMTEITLHO M3 HeXeJla-
HVISL TIOTPY>KaThCs B [JOMaIlIHYe fesla®!. YaeHbIv1, O
KOTOpoM TiuireT KaHT, He TOJIIBKO IToJIaraeTcs: Ha
CyOBEKTHOCTB CBOeVI XKeHBI B JJaHHOM acIieKTe, HO
U YTBepXKJIaeT CBOe ITpaBO OCTaBaThCs MOTPY KeH-
HBIM B CBOVI «/IHTeJUIEKTYaIbHBIV TPY/I» HeB3Mpasi
HJ Ha KaKvie ObITOBBIe ITpOo0sIeMBbl.

DTOT OTPBIBOK CBUIETEJILCTBYET B IIOJIb3Y IIpefl-
crapieHnss KaHTa o0 mMHTeIUIeKTyaJIbHOM Tpy[e
Kak o Oosiee JOCTOVIHOM 3aHSATUM, YeM paboTa 110
yXOmy 3a OIM3KMMVI 1 IOMOM, [IeIafoIasl oI
HUV IIPUSATHBIM M IIPUTOOHBIM K IPOXMBAHWIO
MecTtoM. bojiee TOro, MMEHHO OT YKEHIIMHBI OXVi-
JlaeTcsl BBITIOJTHEHVIe TIO0OHOV padoThI, Jake ecyi
JIOMaIITHWU TPy, He IToJTy 9aeT HMKAKOro rpakaaH-
CKOro IIpM3HaHMS. [1eVICTBUTEIIbHO, COBEpPIIEHHO-
JIeTVie XEeHIIMHBI B TOM, YTO KacaeTcs IOTeHI Al Thb-
HBIX Ype3BbIYaHBIX CUTYyaILlU B JJOMOXO3SVICTBE,
HPOTMBOIIOCTABIIAETCA HeCOBEPIIIEHHOJIETVIO MY K-
YMHBI, HECTIOCOOHOT'O pa3yMHO OTpearvpoBaTh Ha
TaKye CUTyaluu ¥ CIipaBUThcd ¢ HumM. KaHToB-
CKOe IIpefiCTaBJIeHMe O IMyOmaHov cdepe TeM He
MeHee He BKJTIOUaeT COBepPIIIEHHOJIeTVIe B BOIIPOCaX
yxofa 3a OJIM3KMMI ¥ JOMOM B OIlpefiesieHue ie-
aJIBHOTO 0Opas3a aKTVMBHOIO TpaXIaHMHA. JTa aH-
TporosIoryecKas IIpeJItofyist MOXeT JIedb B OCHOBY
aHaIM3a PerpogyKTIMBHOrO OpeMeHVI C TOUKM 3pe-
HVIsL KaHTOBCKOM dprstocodm IIpasa.

JOMAIITHVMV CUTYaUysiMI, UTO [JajleKO He XyIIIVV Ha-
BBEIK» (Sabourin, 20216, p. 245—246). O npyrux Bugax He-
coBepIIeHHOJIeTNsI, BelIersieMblx KanToM, cm.: (AA 25,
S. 1427 —1428).

2 Kak ormeuaer Ilacko, B Takux ¢pparmenTax Kaur mrao-
PYIPYeT TOT paKT, YTO 3aBVICMMOCTB IJIaBbI JIOMOXO3SIVICTBA
OT BBIIIOJIHEHVIS JKEHOVI JOMAaIITHEelT pa6OTI>I TIOAITBEPKIIa-
eT HaJIn4ye y aKTUBHBIX I'paXaH IIaCCUBHBIX YepT, UTO
MOIJIO OBl pafVKaJIbHO M3MEeHWUTb Bo33peHms KaHra Ha
rpaxmaHcTBo: «XoTs KaHT HameKaeT Ha “HecoBeplileH-
HoJleTre” [TOMOBJIazieJIblla B TOM, YTO KacaeTcs IOMalll-
HVIX JeJI, HeOOXOIMMOCTB KaK B IIOJOOHOM TPy/[ie, Tak U B
COOTBETCTBYIOIIEM VICTIOIIb30BaHM pa3yMa He CUMTaeTCs
dopMOTt 3aBUCMOCTY B paMKax KaHTOBCKOVI KOHIIETIITN
rpaxmaHcTBa. HarmpoTus, jaHHbBIe 00CTOSATENBCTBA SIBIIS-
FOTCSI TOKA3aTeJIbCTBOM ¥ YCJIOBMEM BO3MOXKHOCTV He3a-
BrcuMoct» (Pascoe, 2022, p. 17).
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domestic management, to the extent of putting
the household at risk though the sheer deter-
mination not to share in domestic tasks.* The
scholar Kant refers to not only trusts the agen-
cy of his wife in such cases, but claims that
it is his right not to be bothered in his “intel-
lectual labour” by the common issues of daily
life. Such an excerpt confirms that Kant views
intellectual activity as a higher task than the
caregiving work which is aimed at making the
home a pleasant and habitable place. More-
over, it is women who are intended to fulfil
the latter role, even if such domestic labour
does not receive any kind of civil recognition.
Indeed, female maturity in dealing with po-
tential domestic accidents is contrasted with
the immaturity of the male in reacting to and
coping with them prudently. Kant’s notion
of the public sphere, however, does not take
into account such maturity in caregiving mat-
ters when defining the ideal image of the ac-
tive citizen. This anthropological prelude may
provide the basis for an account of reproduc-
tive burdens from the standpoint of Kant’s le-
gal philosophy.

Kant’s anthropological writings mirror the
gendered, patriarchal patterns that structured
eighteenth-century bourgeois society. It is a
fact that such patterns often stemmed from le-
gal frameworks that, for instance, defined the

# As Pascoe highlights, it is worth noting that in such
passages Kant does not consider whether the dependence
of thehead of the household on the domestic management
provided by his wife confirms some key passive traits of
active citizens, a view that might have radically changed
Kant’s account of citizenship. See Pascoe (2022, p. 17):
“While Kant nods to the ‘immaturity” of the householder
in domestic matters, his reliance on both this labour and
its attendant use of reason is not mapped as a form of
dependence in Kant’s conception of citizenship; rather,
it is proof of and the condition for the possibility of his
independence.”
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Antpononorngeckre paborsl KanTta orpaxa-
I0T TeHIepHO-IeTepMIHIpPOBaHHbIE, IaTpuap-
XaJIbHble IIaTTePHBl, CTPYKTypupoBaBive Oyp-
xkyasHoe obriectso XVIII B. OueBnmgHO, 4TO TN
MaTTEPHBI 3a9acTyIO IIPOVICTEKAIV W3 IIPaBOBOV
paMKwy, OIIpenesIsBIIeN JTOMOXO3SVICTBO CpermHe-
ro Kjlacca Kak «cooOrriecTBo HepaBHBIX» (AA 06,
S. 283 (830); Kart, 2014, c. 227)*, B KOTOPOM TOJIb-
KO eIVMHCTBEeHHBIVI KOpMWIel MOXeT npabums 1
ynpabaams CBOeVl XeHOW, JIeTbMM ¥ CIIyraMm®,
B TO BpeMsl Kak KeHe I03BOJIeHO B1acmbobamb B
TOM, UTO KacaeTcs JOMAIITHeV paboThI U BeeHMs
JIOMAIITHero x03s1icTBa. TeM He MeHee IapTHepPHI
JIOJDKHBI IIPOMTHM dYepe3 3aKIIoueHne Opaka, sB-
JIAIOIIerocs «OTHOIIeHVeM pabercmba BrlafgeHs»
(AA 06, S. 278 (§ 26); Kanr, 2014, c. 215) B TOM, uTO
KacaeTcst moy1oBovt km3Hu>. CrenoBareslbHO, HaH-
Hble aHTPOIOJIOrYecKye OMVICaHMs OOIIecTBeH-
HOVI XXV3HU U TeOpUN IIpaBa HaxXOAATCs B TECHOM
B3aVIMOZIEVICTBIN, VI CyIIIeCTBYIOIIas MeX1ly HUMM
CBSI3b ITPOSIBIISIETCSI B KAHTOBCKOM OOOCHOBaHWMN
TeHJIEpPHOTO HepaBeHCTBa: OH IOIYePKMBaEeT, YTO
JTIOMOXO34VICTBO IIOZ[pa3yMeBaeT eIVIHCTBO KJIIode-
BBIX I1eJIeVl ero YJIeHOB, YTO BJjIeueT 3a cOOOV II0JI-
JYMHEHVe JXeHBbl, [IeTell 1 CIyT ero miase”. Heko-
TOpbIe ero HalOJIofeHMsl O JIETUTUMAIIUY TaKOro
MIOTUVHEH NS KaXKyTcsl CJTy4altHbIMY, KaK, Hallpy-
Mep, IPVBOLMMOE B «XapaKTepe II0jIa» W IIpel-

% KaHT BbIpaXkaeT CBOM OITaCeHMsI I10 TIOBOY YIIOTpebite-
HUSI TepMIHa societas inaequalis B «3ameTkax K “YueHnto
o rpase”», BUJISL B HEM sIBHOe ITpOTUBOpeune. TeMm He Me-
Hee OpeMs BeJIeHVSI JOMAIITHETO XO3SIVICTBA JeVICTBUTEIb-
HO BHOCUT CBOW BKJIaJ B JIETUTVMALIMIO IOIYMHEHS
cyTu T1aBe moMoxosvictBa. Cu.: (AA 20, S. 467).

26 CTOUT OTMETUTD, YTO BO BpeMeHa KaHTa cy1mecTsoBasm
He TOJIBKO CeMBbI ¢ OIHMM KopMiwiblieM. Hampumep, ce-
MBI, COCTOSIBIIIVIE M3 3aBVICUMBIX paboTHMKOB (Sarti, 2023,
p- 118 —123; Sénchez Madrid, 2025a), BBDKMBaIIN 3a C4YeT
IBYX 11 60JIee KOPMWIBLIEB, CpelVi KOTOPBIX ObUIN V1 JKeHa,
v geTn. YdeT JaHHOTO MCTOPUUYECKOro dakra Mor ObI Cy-
IIeCTBEHHO M3MeHUTh noaxon KaHTa K ceMbe KakK COIU-
JIbHOMY U 5KOHOMMYECKOMY CYyOBeKTy.

¥ ABTOpP BUAUT B KAHTOBCKOW I0PUIIECKOTI Teopuu Opa-
Ka KJIIOUeBYIO YepTy «3aKOHHOIo rocyjapcrsa» Ilacko
(Pascoe, 2018, p. 222 —227).

% Xors KaHT moHMMaeT IrpaKIaHCKUI COX03 KaK ITOIUN-
HeHe TpaK/laH IIPaBUTEJIIO, BJIACTh KOTOPOTrO He IOjIe-
JKUT OCIIAPWMBAHWIO, B CIydae IIyOJIMYHOIO IIpaBa TaKoe
IO/TYMHEHNE JIeJIaeT TPpaX/aaH — I10 KpavHe Mepe, ak-
TUBHBIX Tpak[aH — pPaBHBIMM C TOYKM 3peHus Ipa-
BuTerd. VlHade oOCTOUT [I€10 C HepaBEeHCTBOM WIEHOB
JIOMOXO34VICTBA: IIPEIIoJIaraeTcs, YTO JIVIIb ChIHOBbS
IJIaBBI JOMa (HO He eTo JKeHa, JOoYepVl VIV CIYTVL) MOTYT
JIOCTVYB TI0JTHOTO IPak/IaHCKOT'O COBEPIIIEHHOIIETHS.
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middle-class household as “a society of un-
equals” (MS RL, AA 06, p. 283 (§30); Kant,
1996a, p. 66),” in which only the single-earn-
er breadwinner may rule and govern his wife,
children, and servants,?® while the wife is al-
lowed to dominate the domestic service and the
domestic economy. Nevertheless, the partners
should have, through marriage, “a relation of
equality of possession” (MS RL, AA 06, p. 278
(§ 26); Kant, 1996a, p. 63) in terms of sexual ex-
change.” Thus, the interaction between these
anthropological descriptions of social life and
legal theory is quite intense, with these links
appearing when Kant justifies gender inequal-
ity by highlighting that a “household” implies
that its members share essential ends, which
in turn entails the subordination of all of its
members — wife, children, and servants — to
its head.?® Some of his observations on the le-
gitimation of this subordination seem quite

» Kant states his misgivings with regard to the
expression societas inaequalis in the “Notes in Response
to Bouterwek’s Review of the Doctrine of Right”, as it
involves in his view a plain contradiction. Yet the burden
stemming from the task of maintaining the household
helps to legitimate the subordination of the servant to
the head of the household. See RL/Bemerkungen, AA 20,
p. 467 (Kant, 2016, p. 353).

*#]t is worth pointing out that single-earner families do
not cover all of the models of family that existed in Kant’s
time. For instance, families composed of dependent
workers (Sarti, 2023, pp. 118-123; Sanchez Madrid,
2025a) would require the support of two earners or
more, including the wife and the children — a historical
phenomenon the acknowledgment of which would have
substantially changed Kant’s approach to the social and
economic actor that the family represents.

7] view Kant’s legal theory of marriage as a key feature
of Pascoe’s ‘lawful state” (Pascoe, 2018, pp. 222-227).

% Although Kant understands civil union as the
subordination of citizens to the unopposable ruler of the
state, in the case of public right, such a subordination
transforms the citizens — at least the active ones — into
equal subjects from the ruler’s point of view, which
is not aligned with the inequality of the members of
the household, where only the sons of the head of the
house — and not his wife, daughters or servants — are
expected to attain a full civil maturity.



CTaBJISIIOIIEe PABEHCTBO B JIOMAIITHEM ITPOCTpaH-
cTBe mcTOUHMKOM ccop®. [TpramHbl mOmOOHBIX
BO33pEHNVI MOXXHO HaWITVI B TPeTbeM pasfiesle Te-
OpVM YacTHOTO IipaBa B «YUeHMUM O IipaBe», IIe
KanT nperiyiaraet HoBeJU1y, BKJIFOYEHVE KOTOPOVI B
TeopuIO ITpaBa OyzeT criocobCcTBOBaTh 3allliTe CTa-
TyCa WIEHOB JJOMOXO3SIVICTBA.

Takum 00pa3oM, B paMKax «BEIHO-TMYHOIO
IIpaBa», OCHOBAHHOIO J1j1s1 000X II0JIOB Ha ITPVIH-
II/IIe B3aVIMHOCTV, BO3MOXXHO OOJIaflaTh UeJIoBe-
KOM KaK 8eufbi0, VICTIOJIb3YsI €r0 VICKJIFOUMTEIIHHO
Kak 4uyo (AA 06, S. 276 (§ 22); Kanur, 2014, c. 209)%.
Ho sT0 He oTHOCUTCS K IIpecTyIIHMKaM, JIVIIIB-
IITVIMCSI CBOEVT JIMYHOCTY Y CTaBIIVM «XOJIOITAMII»
(AA 06, S. 358; Kanr, 2014, c. 435). B aTnx dpparmen-
Tax M3 «YdeHus O IpaBe» IIPOBOIMUTCS MBICTB O
TOM, UTO «€CTeCTBEHHOE ITPEBOCXOICTBO» MY KUN-
HBI Ha/l KEHIIIHOW, yTBEPXK/IaeMOe B KaHTOBCKOM
aHaJM3e FOPUIMYECKOrO0 CO03a, BOIUIOIIEHHO-
TO B JIOMOXO3SIVICTBE, 3aBVICUIT OT €r0 «CIIOCOOHO-
CTW... B COHEVICTBMM OOIIMM MHTepecaM JIOMalll-
Hero ObITa» (AA 06, S. 279 (§ 26); KanT, 2014, c. 217).
[TorroGHBINE TIOIXOM K PABEHCTBY IIapTHEPOB FOBO-
PUT O TeJIeoJIOrMYeCcKOM B3IVISiZle Ha JIOMalllHee
€IIVIHCTBO B COOTBETCTBUM C KJIACCMYECKVIM apy-
CTOTEJIEBCKMM OIIpefiesIeHreM, TaHHBIM B «[ losm-
TVIKe»: ODIIIVie MHTEePeChl JIOMOXO34VICTBA He CKJIa-
IBIBAFOTCS IO, BIIVISTHVIEM YCVIJIUVI OTAEITBHBIX €T0
YJIEHOB, HO 3aJIal0TCS ITOCPEICTBOM IIPEBOCXOJIsI-
ITIeVl IHTeJUIEKTYaIbHOV TOOPOJIeTeNIV €ro IJIaBbL.
BaxHO fiepXaTh B yMe 3TO TeJIeOJIOr4YecKoe (a He
dopmatbHOE) orrpenierieHe Opaka 11 JIOMOXO3SIV-
CTBa, TaK KaK OHO B 3HAYMTEIBHOV Mepe hopMm-
PyeT BocIIpusITVie TPYZa IO TOIIEPXKaHUIO 1 BOC-
IIPOV3BOJICTBY IOMOXO3SVICTBA.

B To Bpems xak KaHT BUAUT B JJOMOXO3SVI-
cTBe OOBSICHSIeMOe €eCTeCTBEHHBIM  IIOJIOKEeHVI-
€M Bellell COIMaJIbHOe SIBJIEHVIE, JIETUTVIMUPYIO-
11[ee TeHZepPHOe JOMVHVPOBAHNE, OYEBU/THO, YTO

¥ «160 nipu pabetricinBe IPUTSI3aHWUT IBOVIX JIIOfIEVI, HE MO-
Tymmx obonTvch Ipyr Oes mpyra, cebsurroOme opomuT
OITHV TOJIBKO ccoprl» (AA 07, S. 303; Kant, 202443, c. 361).
¥ KaHT BBIpakaeT COMHEHVIS B TOM, YTO TaKOe HOBOe ITpa-
BOBOe sIBJIEHVe MOXeT CTaTb stella mirabilis («ymguBuTEIIb-
HOVI 3Be3[OVI»), yYKasblBas, YTO HaHHOe IIpelJIoXKeHVe
TIOTIJIEXXWT JlaTbHEVIITIel OlleHKe APYTMU yaeHbIMU (AA
06, S. 358; Kanrt, 2014, c. 435).
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arbitrary, like one from “The Character of the
Sexes” that depicts equality in the domestic
space as a source of quarrelling.” The reasons
for such a point of view can be found in sec-
tion III of the “Theory of Private Right” in the
Doctrine of Right, where Kant suggests an inno-
vation, to be inserted in his legal theory, to bet-
ter protect the status of the human beings that
make up the household.

Thus, the “right to persons akin to rights
to things” is intended to make it possible to
possess a human being as a thing, while us-
ing her or him — as such a right is seen as re-
ciprocal for both sexes — only as a person (MS
RL, AA 06, p. 276 (§ 22); Kant, 1996a, p. 61).%
This excludes criminals who have forfeited
their personalities and could rightfully be-
come bondsmen (MS RL, AA 06, p. 358; Kant,
1996a, pp. 126-127). These paragraphs from
the Doctrine of Right underscore the idea that
the “natural superiority of the husband” in
Kant’s account of the legal unity embodied by
the household depends on “his capacity to pro-
mote the common interest of the household”
(MS RL, AA 06, p. 279 (§ 26); Kant, 1996a,
p. 63). Such an approach to the equality of its
partners discloses a teleological account of do-
mestic unity, following the classical Aristo-
telian definition of this in the Politics, as the
common interest of the household is not un-
derstood to be constructed by the efforts of its
respective members, but by the superior in-
tellectual virtue of the head. It is important to
keep in mind this teleological — and not for-
mal — definition of marriage and the house-
hold, as it would have a deep impact on the

#“[In the equality of claims of two people who cannot
do without each other, self-love produces nothing but
squabbling” (Anth, AA 07, p. 303; Kant, 2006, p. 204).

% Kant expresses his doubts about whether such a new
legal phenomenon may be a stella mirabilis (a “shooting
star”), suggesting that this proposal be open to the
assessment of other scholars (MS RL, AA 06, p. 358;
Kant, 1996a, p. 127).
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OH yJesIsieT IIpeVMYylleCTBeHHOe BHUMaHVe I10-
CTYITHOVI JKEHII[MHAM BBICIIIETO KJlacca ITPUBU-
JIeTvVL  eTleTpoBaTh OpeMs penpomyKTMBHOIO
TpyZa. KaHT momyepkmBaeT 3HaueHMe IIVBVIIV-
3alMIOHHOIO IIporpecca B IOBBIIIEHUN KOMQOPp-
Ta JUISl JKEHIIVH, IOogpa3yMeBas, 4TO KOYeBble 1
HeIVBUIIV30BaHHbIe HApPOHABl OTHOCSTCS K JKeH-
IIMHe KaK K «IOoMalllHeMy XMBOTHOMY» (AA 07,
S. 304; Kant, 2024a, c. 362), BBIIOJIHSAIOLIEMY Tsi-
XKeJIYI0 PaboTy TI0 MoAAep>KaHWIO B JOJDKHOM CO-
cTostHUU «IoMaliHeit yreapm» (Ibid.; Tam xe). Ha
dore 1107100HOTO OOpaIlleHNsT C JKEeHIMHAMM B
«HELVMBIJIV30BaHHBIX» ODIIIeCTBaxX, 00pa3 >KM3HMI
KOTOPBIX MOT OBITH He CTOJIb OTJIVTYEH OT OOBIIeH-
HOCTM pabourix Ki1accoB, KaHT OTKpBITO 000psieT
IIPOr pecCBHOE OCBOOOXKIIEHVIE KEHIITVH BBICITIErO
KJIacca OT OKOB yxora 3a OmmskmMm 1 gomom. Ho
ofI00Has SMaHCUIIALVSA TpedyeT TOro, YTOObI 110-
MallIHVie CJTyTV 000X IIOJIOB (Cpemy KOTOPBIX MOT-
71 OBITH He TOJIBKO OeJIble, HO W IVCKPUMVHUPY-
eMble II0 IIPU3HAKY Pachl CyOBEKTHI) TPYIVIIVCH
B MIHTepecax COCTOSITEIIBHOV YKeHIIVHBI, 3aMeHsIsT
co0OVI TPaIMIIVIOHHYO XKEeHCKYI0 pabouyto cvIy?..

CTouT OTMETUTB, UTO HOMAIITHUI TPYH, CIIO-
COOCTBYeT yKpeIUIEHMIO «KOCBEHHOI'O BJIaCTBOBA-
HVs», KOTOPOMY OBLI IIOCBAIIIEH TPeTUil pasmer,
ITOCKOJIBKY JKEHIIVIHBI BBICIIIErO Kjlacca [eJIerv-
PYIOT CBOVI SIKOOBI €CTeCTBEHHBIVI PelIpOIyKTUB-
HBIVI TPy, YTOOBI ITOCBSATUTD Ceds Mo e p>KaHIIO
B JIOJDKHOM COCTOSHUV VIMYIIECTBA JIOMOXO3SVI-
CTBa, IS 4ero, corracHo KaHTy, oHM gBIISroTCS
B JIOJDKHOVI Mepe coBepireHHOsleTHUMM. Ho Ta-
KOe WJUTIO30PHOE «BJIaCTBOBaHWE» IIperiosiara-
€T, UTO KTO-TO OPYTOV B JTOMOXO3SVICTBE Oepet
Ha ce0sI OTBETCTBEHHOCTD 3a JIOMAIIIHIOI PaboTy,
TPpeOyIOITyI0 OT CJIyI'M KPYIJIOCyTOYHO OBITH Ha-
TOTOBe, TaK KaK IIOZJOOHBINI TPy, HE MOXeT ObITh
orpaHMYeH KOHKPETHBIMM YacaMy, KaK 3TO Jiejla-
eTcs B cirydae locatio conductio operae, TpeOyrorie-
TO OKa3aHWs Ol peiesIeHHO YCITyTV HAaHVIMaTeJTio

1B «3ameTkax K “Yuenuio o mpase”’» KaHT HasbBaer
JKEHIIIH €eCTeCTBEHHBIMI VICTIOITHWUTEISIMM  JTOMaTllTHe-
ro TpyAa, HeoOXOMMMOTo AJIs TIOfJIep>KaHMs XO3SVICTBa,
€CJIVI TOJIBKO JKEHIIVIHA He VIMeeT COCTOSITEJIHHOIO MyXKa
U, CJTETIOBATEITHHO, «MOXKET VICIIONTb30BaTh JIJIsl 3TOTO APY-
rx» (AA 20, S. 465) u He «yTpy>XnaTh cebst BOITpocaMm
Or1aromomyunst momoxossvicTsa» (Ibid.).
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sort of labour associated with guaranteeing its
maintenance and reproduction.

While Kant views the household as a nat-
uralised social phenomenon that legitimates
gender domination, it is clear that he often fo-
cuses on the privileges within the reach of ad-
vantaged women for relieving the burden of
reproductive tasks. He emphasises the role
of civilisational progress in improving the
comfort of women, assuming that nomadic,
barbaric peoples treated “the woman as a do-
mestic animal” (Anth, AA 07, p. 304, Kant,
2006, p. 205), encumbered with exacting chores
in order to maintain the “household belong-
ings” (ibid.). In contrast to the treatment of
women in such ‘uncivilised’ societies, which
could well include the usual lifestyles of the
working classes, Kant openly commends the
progressive liberation of well-off women from
the shackles of caregiving and other domestic
tasks. Yet, for this emancipation to occur, he
assumes that domestic servants of both sex-
es — and probably not only white, but racial-
ised subjects — should toil on behalf of affluent
women to replace the traditional female work-
force.®

It is worth noting that domestic labour un-
dergirds the “indirect domination” I discussed
in section three, as affluent women rely on the
outsourcing of their allegedly natural repro-
ductive tasks so as to dedicate themselves to
the management of the household patrimony,
which Kant considers them mature enough
to administrate. Yet, such a fictional ‘domina-
tion” presupposes that someone else is charged

* Kant’s “Notes in Response to Bouterwek’s Review of
the Doctrine of Right” claim that women are the natural
providers of the domestic labour required to maintain
the household, unless the woman has a wealthy husband
and thus “can make use of others for this purpose” (RL/
Bemerkungen, AA 20, p. 465; Kant, 2016, p. 352) and not
be “troubled to assist with matters of domestic well-
being” (ibid.).



(AA 06, S. 360—361; Kanr, 2014, c. 441). CorytacHO
KanTy, no cpaBHeHMIO C 3aBUCUMBIMI PabOTHM-
KaMV JIOMaIIIHVe CJIyTV B OOJIBITIeVI CTeIIeHN Y3~
BUMBI Ilepef] TUIIMYHBIMU 3JI0yIIOTpeOIeHVSIMA.
Tem He MeHee OT Hero yckoJIb3aeT, UTO TSKeCTb
JIOMAIITHey! palboTHl IIPEVIMYIIECTBEHHO SIBJISeT-
Cs1 pe3yJIbTaTOM TOTO OOCTOSITEIILCTBA, UTO BBITIOI-
HSIOIIVe ee PAaOOTHMUKYM OepyT Ha cebst OeckoHeu-
HBIVI VI3HYPSIOIMIN TPy, OOBIUHO JIOXKAIIIUVICI
Ha xeHIuHe™. To ecte KaHT He ykasbIBaeT Ha
CTPYKTYPHYIO HeCIIpaBelJIMBOCTb JleJlerpoBa-
HMsI OCHOBHOIO PeIpOIyKTMBHOIO Tpyda Oosee
ySI3BUMMBIM T'PYIIIIaM, B pe3ysIbTaTe 4ero ero Teo-
Py CIIpaBelJIMBOCTY M300VIIyeT CJIeNBIMU IIAT-
HaMM. 371ech BaXXHO OTMETWUTH, 4TO aOCOJIIOTHAL
1IeHHOCTb, IIpUIIMChIBaeMast «0JIaromnoiayyqmio 11o-
ManrHero ObITa», IIOPOXKIAeT B KAHTOBCKOV ITpaK-
Trdeckor pwiocopum MaTTepHbI CTPYKTYPHON
HecripaseyiMBocTH. IIpexye Bcero Takoe Oraro-
rojiyume TpeOyeT IIMPOKOro IIpVIMEHeHUs de-
JIOBEYEeCKOro TpyZa M MaTepualbHBIX CpefCTB.
KpOMe TOrO, JIOMAIITHUV TPy BOILIOIIAeT cobom
HepaBeHCTBO MeX[y paOoToraresieM 1 HaeMHbBIM
PabOTHIMKOM, pacIIpocTpaHsIoIIeecs 1 Ha ApyTiie
dopmbl Tpyma. IlpencrasisieTcss BaXXHBIM OOpa-
TUTH BHUMaHVIe Ha JTAaHHOe COOOpa’keHe, TaK KaK
HepaBeHCTBO II0JIOB, I1apsiiiiee, coriacHO KaHTy, B
JIOMOXO3SIVICTBAX, YCIIEITHO ITPOHMKaeT Ha MHOI'Ve
pabounte MecTa, 3acTaBiisid COTPYIHMKOB KepTBO-
BaTb CBOVIMM YaCTHBIMU JXVM3HSIMU U 30pOBbeM
paay TIOBBIIIIEHVIS ITPOVI3BOAMTEIBHOCTY HAHSB-

320 ype3MepHBIX HAarpy3Kax, CBSI3aHHBIX C PEIIPOIYKTB-
HBIM JOMAIIIHMM TPYIOM, CM. HeIABHO OITyOJIMKOBaH-
HyI0 pabotry Mopumn: «KimoueBort MOMEHT 3aK/II09aeTcs
B MI3MEHEHIIX, BBI3BAHHBIX IIOSBJIEHMEM VCIIOJIb3YeMOul
B IIOBCEIHEBHOV >XM3HM OBITOBOV TEXHMKM, a TaKXXe B
IpeBpalleHn IPOAYKTOB, CBA3aHHBIX C SI3BIKOM W OT-
HOIIIeHW:IMY, B TOBapbl Haps/ly C IIpeBpallleHeM B TOBa-
PBI cCaMMX OTHOIIEHWVL. B 3TOM M COCTOUT McTOpMYecKast
TpaHcdopMamysl IPOM3BOACTBEHHOV MapaJWIrMbL: pe-
HNPONYKTMBHBIV TPYH, CTaJl Ipom3BoacTBoM» (Morini,
2020/21, p. 79). O memnoukax gobasieHMs LIEHHOCT, BO3-
HUKAIOIIVIX B paMKax COBPeMeHHBIX VMHIYyCTPWUII yX0ofa,
cm.: (Fraser, 2022, p. 70). @perizep oTMeYaeT, 4TO C TOUKM
3peHVs SMaHCUITALVN 371eCh CYIIEeCTBYEeT IIPOTUBOpEeYNe:
PelpOonyKTIMBHBIN TPYZ, IlepeMelaeTcs OT XeHInH [10-
OasibHOTO CeBepa K >keHryHaM [J1o6aieHOTO Ora, xo-
TOPBIe, B CBOIO OYepeb, BEIHYKIEHBI IlepefaBaTh 3a00Ty
0 COOCTBEHHBIX HETSIX ¥ CTapMKaX KeHIIVHaM, HaXOmsd-
IITVIMCS B ellle Gosiee ysI3BVIMOM IIOJIOKEHA
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with the domestic work of the household, the
very foundation of which is a 24/7 availabil-
ity on the part of the servant, as such work
cannot be restricted to a fixed timeline like
that of a locatio conductio operae arrangement,
whose objective is the delivery of a specific
service required by the employer (MS RL, AA
06, pp. 360-361; Kant, 1996a, p. 128). In con-
trast to such dependent workers, Kant views
the domestic servant as especially vulnerable
to common abuses. Yet he does not grasp that
the burdens of domestic service stem mostly
from the fact that such workers are intended to
assume the arduous, never-ending work that
women have traditionally performed;* that
is to say, he does not point out the structur-
al injustice that stems from allocating repro-
ductive basic labour to more vulnerable social
groups, which saddles his theory of justice
with some significant blind spots. It is worth
noting, in this sense, how the absolute value
attributed to the ‘welfare of the household” en-
tails patterns of structural injustice in Kant’s
practical philosophy. To begin with, such a
welfare requires an extensive use of both hu-
man labour and material means. Moreover,
domestic labour embodies forms of inequali-
ty between employer and employee that even-
tually spreads to other forms of work as well.
This is a point that I would like to highlight, as

2 0On the excesses involved with reproductive domes-
tic labour, see the contemporary account by Morini
(2020/21, p. 79): “The crucial point lies in the shift
produced by the different devices that we use in our
everyday life, and in the transformation of linguistic-re-
lational products into commodities, alongside the mod-
ification of relationships themselves into commodities.
Therein lies the historic change of the productive par-
adigm that has so far unfolded in the sense that repro-
duction has become production.” On the chains of value
stemming from the contemporary industries of care, see
Fraser (2022, p. 70). Fraser notes the inconsistency from
an emancipatory standpoint of the displacement of re-
productive work from the women of the Global North
to those of the Global South, who in turn must place the
caregiving of their own descendants and ascendants in
the hands of women in even more precarious situations.
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VX VX KOMIIaHMiT . YronobieHne pupMbl «ce-
Mbe», HallpyMep, IIOMOTraeT JIETUTUMIPOBATh VIC-
[I0JIb30BaHMe Tpyda HaeMHBIX pabOTHMKOB 3a
IpezieyiaMy pabOYMX YacoB C 11eJIbI0 HOBBIIIeHVIS
nponsBoauTeIbHOCT. Takmm obpasoM, Oymyun
He CTOJIb OTJIMYHBIM OT 3aHSATOCTY Ha OOBIYHOM
pabodeM MecTe, IOMAIITHUT TPYZ, BIOXHOBWII MHO-
JKeCTBO HeoJIMOepaIbHBIX KOHIIETIIVTL, IIOCKOJIBKY
OH sIBJIsIeTCH VleaJIbHOVI (POPMOVI IIPUTBOXKAEHIS
yesioBeKa K paboTe. [1eVicTBUTEIbHO, OT/INYUTe Tb-
HOW 4epToV pOPANCTCKON KYJIBTYPbI TPyZa, BO3-
HVKIIeV B IIOCTKaHTMAHCKWI IIepUoy, SIBJISeTCS,
KaK oTMeudaeT AHEPCOH, TO, YTO «paboTomare-
JIV-ITIPOMBIITJIEHHMKI OCTaBJISIOT 3a coOOovM opu-
AMYecKoe IIpaBoO PYKOBOIWUTH YaCTHBIMU JKV3HS-
MM CBOMIX COTPYAHMKOB» (Anderson, 2017, p. 49),
BBIHOCSI B IyOJIMUHYIO cdepy MHUMYIO JIOTOBO-
PEHHOCTD «He3aBMCUIMBIX» [T€PEroBapyBaOIIVIXCST
cropoH. TakumM obpa3zoM HpomorKaeTcs MpPeKIIo-
HeHMe TepeJ] MHTepecaMy JIOMOXO3SIVICTB M PhIH-
KOB, CTaBsdlllee MX BblIlle Ojaronoiyums cooOrrie-
CTBa KaK BBICIIIEVT OOIIIeV 11eJIM BeeX rpakgaH.

B cBOMX paccyXmeHmsix 0 JaHHOMY IIOBOIY
KaHT mipr3HaeT 11eHHBIV BKJIa, JKeHIIH B COLIV-
aJIbHO-PEeIIPOAYKTUBHBIN TPY[I, JOMOXO3SIVICTB, TO
ecThb VX JIOMalllHee «coBepIlieHHosIeTre» (Brosch,
2024, p. 85). Tem He MeHee BJIaCTV He BMeIllViBa-
IOTCSL B 3Ty CUTYaIIMIO M He CTaBsT Ileper] cobor
11eJIb IIpeoOpa3oBaTh CTPYKTYPHYIO 3aBUCHIMOCTB,
JIeJIAIOIIYI0 JKEHIIVHY «eCTeCTBEHHBIM» yXaXKii-
BaIOIIVIM JIUIIOM B ee ceMbe U KpyTe, cdopMupo-
BaHHOM SMOIIVIOHAJIBHBIMM ITPUBS3aHHOCTSIMIAL.
HeynusutebHO, 4TO KEHIIMHBI BBICIIIErO KJlac-
ca IpedIpUHMMAIOT TIONBITKY CHSTH C ce0si 00s-
3aHHOCTM, KOTOpPBble KaXyTcs MM OOpeMeHUTeIb-
HBIMM, 3KCIUIyaTUpysl paOOTHMKOB W3 HU3IINX
KJIACCOB, OT KOTOPBIX OXMIAETCS BBIIIOJIHEHVIE
«Bce20 00360111020, ITO OTHOCUTCS K OrIaromnoy-
4o JoMattiHero Oerta» (AA 06, S. 360—361; Kanr,
2014, c. 441)*. Cirenys 3a ApyruMy MHTepIIpeTa-

3 YVwIbsMC HPeIOKII JIIOOOIIBITHYIO MHTEPIIPETALIVIO
5TOrO M3MEHEHVs, OCHOBAaHHYIO Ha KaHTOBCKOVI TEOPUN
tpyda (Williams, 2024, p. 12—13).

¥ YiuibsiMC IIpefyiaraeT VMHTEpPeCHBIVI aHaIM3 HepaBeH-
CTBa, IIPUCYIIErO JIOTOBOPY O TPYie, KOTOPBII B KaH-
TOBCKOW (prytocodunt IIpaBa peryjImMpyeT IOMAIIHIOR
pabory (Williams, 2024, p. 12—13). Cm. Taxke ITacko:
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I consider the sexist inequality pervading do-
mestic units in Kant’s view to have successful-
ly spread into a large number of workplaces,
which compel their employees to sacrifice their
private lives and their health to boost the pro-
ductivity patterns of the firm.* To compare the
firm with a ‘family” serves, for example, to le-
gitimate the use of the worker’s labour beyond
the established working timetable in order to
increase productivity. Thus, far from being
separate from the conventional workplace, do-
mestic service has inspired many neoliberal
conceptions of labour as being an ideal form of
attachment to one’s work. Indeed, the Fordist
work culture that emerged in the post-Kantian
period would claim that “industrial employ-
ers retained their legal entitlement to govern
their employees” domestic lives’, according to
Anderson (2017, p. 49), making a public issue
of the alleged agreement of ‘free’ negotiating
parties. My argument here, however, concerns
the continued worshipping of the interests of
households and markets — their placement
above the welfare of the commonwealth as the
highest shared goal of all citizens.

Kant’s reasoning on this issue recognises the
valuable contribution of women to the social
reproduction of the household, i.e. their domes-
tic “maturity’ (Brosch, 2024, p. 85). Neverthe-
less, public authority does not intervene in this
account to transform the structural depend-
ence that makes most women the ‘natural’ car-
egivers of their relatives and affective circles.
Consequently, it is not at all surprising that up-
per-class women should attempt to discharge
tasks they perceive as oppressive by exploit-
ing lower-class workers, who are expected “to
do whatever is permissible for the welfare of the
household” (MS RL, AA 06, pp. 360-361; Kant,

% Williams (2024, pp. 12-13) has developed a stimulat-
ing interpretation of this shift based on Kant’s theory
of labour.



topamu (Morini, 2020/21; Fraser, 2022; Sarvasy,
Longo, 2004; Pateman, Mills, 2007), aBTop BuauT
B JIOMaIITHeM Tpyze He4To, YTO Hen30exxHo OyeT
IIePeHOCUTh OpeMsl ero BBIIIOJIHEHVIS C BBICIIIVIX
coIaIbHBIX TPYIIII Ha Oosiee ysi3BuMeble. Bo Bpe-
MeHa KaHTa mocsieiHme He MMes BO3SMOXKXHOCTY
OTKa3aTbCs OT PAbOTHI, KOTOPYIO IIpeyIaraiv co-
CTOsITeJIbHBIE IOMOXO034TICTBa. Bripouem, Takme oT-
HOIIIEHVISI He PEIKOCTH V1 B HaIlle BpeMsl.

B cBeTe mpuBeIeHHBIX BBIIIE COOOPa’XEHUNI O
JIOMAIITHEM Tpy/ie IIPeICTaBIIseTCs, YTO ero orpa-
HyrgeHVe 00/IacThIO YaCTHOTO IIpaBa B KAHTOBCKOT
dvtocodnn ycyrybiseT obeclieHVBaHMe perrpo-
IOyKTMBHOTO TPyAa ¥ 3aJlad, CBA3aHHBIX C YXOIOM
3a JJOMOM V1 OJIM3KMIMVI, TO €CTh TOT'O €CTECTBEHHOIO
OpeMeHM, KOTOpOe 0becTieueHHBIE CEMbI OKa3bIBa-
I0TCSL B COCTOSTHUM JIeJIernpoBaTh. Takum oOpasoMm,
OTHeCeHMe 3aJa4 II0 yXoiy K 00IacTyi 4acTHOTrO
IIpaBa CO3IaeT OOIIeCTBEHHBIV MOPS/IOK, ITPY KO-
TOPOM TIO[TIOOHasI paboTa IeTervpyeTcs 3aHMalo-
1M O0JIee HM3KOe COITMasIbHOe TIOJIOKeH e Cy0b-
eKTaM, SKCIUIyaTalysl KOTOPBIX YCyryOJisieTcst
OTCTpaHeHVeM VMHCTUTYTa ITyOIMYHOro IIpaBa OT
perympoBaHys OIOOHBIX BOIIpocoB. ITpu sTom
TaKoe JIeJIerVipoBaHle BOCIIPVHMMAETCS KaK pas-
ZlesieHVie OpeMeHV, a He collyaIbHas IPVBIIIEr s
HemHOrnx. He oco3HaBas 11oioOHbIX prickos, KanT
¢ orroOpeHVieM OTHOCUTCS K PEIIeHIO COCTOSITe b~
HBIX JKeHIIVIH IlepefaTh SKOObI JIeXalllyto Ha HVX
OTBETCTBEHHOCTH 3a BBIIIOJIHEHVIE PeIpOIyKTVB-
HOT'O TPy/ia KOPMWINIIAM ¥ JOMAIIHVM CITyram™.

«CTpyKTypuUpysl 3aBUCHIMOCTD MIMEHHO TaK/MM 00pasoM 1
dopmaimsysi ee uepes IyOJIMIHOE IIPABO, MBI BBITECHS-
eM MHQPaCTPYKTYpy CBOOOJIBI, paBeHCTBA M B3anMO3a-
BUCUMOCTY 13 cepsl IyOIIMIHOr0 IIpaBa ¥ Iy OINIHO
BJIACTV B YaCTHBIE OTHOIIICH 3aBUCMOCTI. B 3TOM KOH-
LIETIIVN [1eJIb Ty OJIMYHOrO IIpaBa COCTOUT B (popMaJIi3a-
LIV aCMMMETPUYHBIX OTHOIIIEHWVT 3aBMCUIMOCTV, & TaKXKe
B OrpaHMYeHUN VX [IOTeHI[Mala K SKCIUTyaTallun U J10-
MuHMpoBaHMio» (Pascoe, 2024, p. 24).

% Bosiee ompoOHBINT aHaIN3 1eI0YeK 100aBIeHHO CTO-
VIMOCTM YXOIa ¥ COOTBETCTBYIOIINX yTe4eK TPYHOBBIX
PecypcoB, CBSI3aHHBIX C JIeJIerPOBaHIEM PerIpOyKTMB-
Horo yxopa, cM.: (Pascoe, 2022; Sdnchez Madrid, 202506).
Bompoc o TOM, HecyT JM JKEHIIWMHBI BBICIIEro Kac-
ca «BMHY» 3a COLIMAJIbHOE TOMUHMPOBAHIE, HECKOIBKO
pobsieMaTiueH, IIOCKOJIBKY OHVI TAKKe SIBJISIOTCS XKepT-
BaMM ITaTpUapXaJbHOV CVUCTEMBI, BO3JIaraloIert Ha HIX
YXOJIOBBIe I PeIpOIyKTUBHbBIE 00sI3aHHOCTM. ABTOpP BBI-
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1996a, p. 128).** In the wake of other interpret-
ers, I grasp something inevitable in the nature
of domestic labour (Morini, 2020/21; Fraser,
2022; Sarvasy and Longo, 2004, Pateman and
Mills, 2007) that shifts the burden from high-
er social sets to more vulnerable ones: just as
the latter were powerless to reject the job offers
that wealthy households made in Kant’s time,
we might easily project this same relationship
onto our own.

Considering the above reasoning as regards
domestic labour, its restriction to a private
right in Kant’s legal philosophy contributes
to an undervaluing of reproductive and care
tasks, which are considered a natural burden
that wealthy families should be able to out-
source. Thus, the privatisation of caregiving
bolsters a social order that hands such caregiv-
ing work over to subaltern subjects, whose
exploitation increases as public law over the
management of these issues wanes, and the
arrangement is seen as a shared burden, rath-
er than the social privilege of a few. Far from
grasping such risks, Kant applauds the decision
of wealthy women to relinquish their alleged
reproductive duties to wet nurses and domes-
tic servants.®> Moreover, in the Lectures on An-

¥ Williams provides a helpful account of the inequality
involved in the labour contract ruling domestic service
in Kant’s legal philosophy (Williams, 2024, pp. 12-13).
See also Pascoe (2024, p. 24): “It is also that by structur-
ing dependence in this way, and formalising it through
public law, we displace the infrastructure of freedom,
equality, and interdependence from public law and
public authority to private relations of dependence. The
purpose of public law, in this framework, is to formal-
ise asymmetrical relations of dependence, to check their
capacity for exploitation and domination.”

* For a more full-fledged account of the care chains
and drains ensuing from the outsourcing of reproduc-
tive caregiving, see Pascoe (2022) and Sanchez Madrid
(2025b). Addressing the question of whether wealthy
women are somehow ‘guilty” of a form of social domi-
nation is problematic, as they are also victims of a patri-
archal system that burdens them with the obligation to
fulfil care and reproductive tasks. I am grateful to one
of the reviewers of this paper for making me aware that
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boree Toro, B «Jlexumsax o anTponosornmn» Kanr
BOCXMIIIAeTCSI OOBIKHOBEHMEM (PPaHITy3CKMX BbIC-
X KPYTOB [eJlerpoBaTh >KeHCKIe 3a00Thl, Ta-
Kre Kak BocriTaHmue gerevi. OH BUOeI B 3TOM
OpOsABJICHVIE TTONYMHEHNS CJICIIBIX CTPeMIICHWUN
palVIOHAIBHBIM IIeJISIM*, 9TO Pe3KO KOHTPACTU-
pyeT ¢ ocyX[eHueM HariMa KOPMIWINIL, KOTOpoe
CTasIo OOIIMM MeCcTOM BO BpeMeHa [eresis 1 Mapk-
ca”. CrleztyeT OTMETHUTB, UTO B «DMwmte» Pycco, mo-
CITYy XVBIIIEM OTITPABHOV TOYKOVI IJIsI KAHTOBCKVIX
BO33peHMI Ha Opak v reHJep, Takke ITOpuITaeTcs
IieJIervipoBaHye ¢ IeJIbI0 OCBOOOINUTE obecrieueH-
HBIX JKeHIIMH OT THeTa pelpOayKTUBHBIX 3ajiady.
KaHT penicTBuTeIbHO ITOKa3bIBaeT cebs opuru-
HaJIOM, BBICTYIIasl B 3alllUTy apUCTOKPaTOK, Ilepe-
KJIaZBIBAOIIMX ITOHOOHBIe 3afauym Ha COLaib-
HO Ys3BMMBIX JKeHIIVH. boriee Toro, oH HasbiBaeT
CypporarHoe MaTepUHCTBO pa3yMHOWM TIMIIOTe-
3011, TaK KaK OHO MOXET OCBOOOIAMTH IIPUBIIIEI V-
POBaHHBIVI COLMAJIBHBIVI CJIOVI JXKEHIUVIH OT Hey-
IOOCTB POXKIIEHMS M BOCIIUTAHMS AeTell. [laHHas
TOYKa 3PeHus ABHO IIPOTVMBOPEUYNT OCHOBaM Ye-
JIOBEYeCKOro JIOCTOMHCTBA, 3aJIoKeHHbIM KaHToM
B €ro cOOCTBEHHOM MOpasIbHOM yueHmN. [lyastek-

paxaeT O1arogapHOCTb pelleH3eHTY, 00paTuBIIeMy BHI-
MaHVe Ha HeoOXOIMMOCTh BKJIIOYEHWS 3TOTO BOIIpOca B
AHaJIN3 HEOIHO3HAYHOCTY IIOHSTVS «COLMaIbHOE JJOMMU-
HUpOBaHMe» B KaHTMAHCKOM IIOHVMAaHW, II0 KpaviHel
Mepe B KOHTEKCTe COIMaIbHOIO IIOJIOKEeHNs (VI TPeBOT)
JKeHIMH. YTo KacaeTcs My»XX4MH, cTpax ObITb OOBUHEH-
HBIMVI B TPYCOCTV MOT OBI BbI3BaTh aHaJIOIMYHbIE BOIIPO-
CBI, eCJI COCPeNOTOUNTHCS. Ha TPeBOrax, CBOVICTBEHHBIX
My>K4MHaM — coBpeMeHHMKaM KaHra.

* B 3TOM KIIIOYe CM.: «...BapBapCTBO — OTHMMATh MO-
JIOIHAK Y SKMBOTHBIX, VCIIBITBIBAIOIIVIX K HeMY OOJIBIIYIO
HpwvBs3aHHOCTB. Ho B ci1yuae jtonert IpupoIHble CTpeM-
JIEHMs MOTYT OBITHb ITOJaBJIEHBl W 3aMeIeHbl OPyTVMI
rocpercTBoM pasyma. Hampvivep, ecsit 6b1 2T0 ObUIO BO3-
MOJKHO, TTapVDKaHKa ObI C yJOBOJIBCTBIEM M30aBmyIach OT
OpeMeHM eTOPOXIEHWs, II03BOJIMB LAPYIOVI >KEHIIIHE
BBIHOCWUTD ee TS 3a [I€HbIV, II000HO TOMY Kak Oojlee
8000 meren mepenmatorcs B Ilaprwke Ha BocnMTaHUe BHe
ropopa» (AA 25, S. 585).

% Cm.: «bpuraHok o0OBMHSIIM B “odpaHIryXuBaHUM,
IozipasyMeBasl, 9YTO OHM CJIMIIIKOM 03a00Y€eHBbI CBETCKOV
JKM3HBIO, CITEKTaKJISIMI, CyeTO 1 yBJIeKaTeJIbHBIMI Kap-
TOUHBIMM UTpaMit. <...> ['pynHoe BckapwInBaHie Tpebo-
B&JIO OT JKEHIIMHBI BEIOOpaA IIPUPOIHON MIEHTUYIHOCTY,
CJIeoBaHMS IIPeMCAHHOMY MM IIyTV M OTOXIEeCTBIIe-
HMS ¢ JoMantHuM Obrrom» (Brace, 2002, p. 339 — 340).

thropology, he celebrates the trend prevalent
in French high society of outsourcing female
concerns such as childrearing as a case of su-
perseding blind drives by rational purposes,*
in contrast to the negative view of wet nurses
that was widespread in Hegel’s and Marx’s
time.*” It should also be noted that Rousseau’s
Emil, which was a touchstone for Kant’s view
of marriage and gender, also disavows the out-
sourcing measures aimed at freeing wealthy
women from the pressures of reproductive
tasks. In effect, Kant shows himself to be quite
original in his defence of women who transfer
such tasks to more socially vulnerable women.
He goes so far as to suggest surrogate mother-
hood as a sensible hypothesis, designed to re-
lieve a privileged social set of women from the
inconveniences of childbirth and child rearing,
a point of view in clear contradiction to the ten-
ets of human dignity outlined in his own moral
theory. The dialectical seesaw of domestic and
reproductive labour viewed as something to
be outsourced, or as a set of tasks common to
women of all classes, remains unresolved.®® An

this issue should be included in a detailed account of
the ambiguity of “social domination” in Kant’s view, at
least when one considers the social position (and anxi-
eties) of women. With regard to men, the fear of being
charged with cowardice could stir up similar questions
if one focuses on male anxieties in Kant’s time.

% See, in this direction, V-Anth/Fried, AA 25, p. 585
(Kant, 2012a, 138): “[It i]s barbaric to rob animals of
their young, [when animals] have a great attachment to
them. But with human beings the natural drives can be
suppressed, and in their place others can be invented by
reason; for example a Parisian woman would gladly be
relieved of bearing a child, and let another woman bear
the child for her for money, if it would work, just as also
in Paris upwards of 8,000 children are handed over for
their upbringing abroad.”

¥See Brace (2002, pp. 339-340): “British women were ac-
cused of being ‘Frenchified’, implying that they were
too concerned with society, spectacle, frippery and the
delights of the card table. [...] Maternal nursing re-
quired women to choose an identity grounded in na-
ture, observing a path already mapped out for them and
accepting identification with domesticity.”

%See a similar claim in Pascoe (2017, pp. 611-612): “The
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THYecKoe IIPOTMBOpeYe MeX]Ty JTOMaITHUM U pe-
IPOAYKTMBHBIM TPYHAOM, paccMaTpyBaeMbIM Kak
HeYTO IofljIeXXarriee JeJIerIPOBAHMIO, C OIJHOV CTO-
POHBI, 11 KaK HabOp 3a/1a4, perreHvie KOTOPbIX SB-
JIsIeTCsT 00SI3aHHOCTBIO KeHIIMH BCeX KJIacCoB, —
C JIPyTOVI, OCTaeTCs HepaspelleHHBIM™. AHaim3
BJIVISIHVMS IyOJIMYHOIO IpaBa Ha PaMKy IOH00-
HOVI JIVICKYCCUVI MOXeT OKa3aTbhCsl IUIOOTBOPHBIM
HaITpaBJIeHVeM IJIs JaJIbHEMINVIX VICCIIeTOBaHM,
OIVIPAIOITMIXCST Ha BO33peHMs KaHTa Ha maHHBIT
00IIIeCTBEHHO HeOOXOAMMBIVI BUJI, TPya.

5. 3akiroueHme

B maHHOM cTaThe OblTa ITPEeAIIPYHSTA ITOIBITKA
IIPOJINTE CBET Ha KAHTOBCKMI IIOIXOL, K COLIMAIIb-
HOMY JIOMVMHMPOBaHMIO KaK SBJIEHVIO, OBEILeCT-
BJIAIONIEMY JIPYIMX B TOVI Mepe, B KOTOPOVI OHO
CBOIOWT VIX JIVIIIB K CpeficTBaM, uTo caM KaHT ObL1
CKJIOHEH paccMaTpuBaTh KaK pe3yJsIbTaT BpeIHbIX
IIPUBBIUYEK ¥ HEBEPHBIX pPeIIeHUN OTIeJIbHbBIX
CcyOBeKTOB. B TpeTbeM paszerie pacCMOTPEHO «KOC-
BEeHHOe BJIaCTBOBaHVIe», ITpuIvcbiBaeMoe KaHToM
JKEeHIIVHAM BBICIIIErO KJIacca; OHO ITpelCcTaBIIeHO
KaK CJIe[ICTBYE BBIABVDKEHNA Ha ITepeHWVI IUIaH
IIPeIB34TOro IpeICTaBIIeH s O JKeHCKOM CyOBeKT-
HOCTV, PacKpbIBAIOIIEro reHepHOe yrHeTeHUe,
UTO CJIY>KUT OCHOBOVI MHOI'MIX KaHTOBCKMX TPY/IOB
I10 aHTPOIIOJIOr MY U ITpaBy. Takke yTBepKIaj1och,
4TO IIPUBWIETVPOBaHHAas coLMasibHas rpyIia He
MOXeT HU CUUTATbCA Pelpe3eHTUPYIOIIeN JKeH-
IIVIH KaK YHVMBepCaJIbHBIV KJIacc, HY paccMaTpu-
BaTbCs KakK I10-HACTOAIIEMY SMaHCUIIMPOBaHHas,
Tak Kak B XVIII B. >XeHIIMHaM BBICIIIErO KJlacca

% Cm. noxoxee ytepxpenue y Ilacko: «KanTmaHckoe
deMmHMICTCKOE BUIIeHVIe OYeBITHO OYpP)Kyas3HO: OT/eIThb-
Hble JKEeHIIVHBI MOTYT 0OpecTV He3aBUCHMOCTb depes3
BBIXOJ, Ha PBIHOK TpyJa M jeJlerMpoBaHye JOMallTHero
Tpy/Ja KaK BHYTPY CeMbM, TaK U B paMKaX CepBUCHOV 3KO-
HoMmuKM. OpHako Oe3 amnmapaTa I pafyKaIbHOTO IIe-
peocMBICIIeHMsI CTPYKTY P JIOMalllHero Tpyza u vieasia
He3aBUCHMOCTI 3TO BUeHMe He IpejjlaraeT IyTu OCBO-
OoXxmeHMsI KeHIIMH KaAK KAACCA, IIOCKOJIBKY He3aBWCH-
MOCTP OJTHWMX YKEHITIIH MOXeT OBITh IOCTUTHYTa TOJIBKO
3a CYeT Tpy/a Apyrux xeHmmE» (Pascoe, 2017, p. 611—
612). Cm. Takke: (Sabourin, 20216, p. 255).
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examination of how public law could trans-
form the framework of such a discussion might
thus be a promising line of inquiry stemming
from Kant’s account of this socially necessary
work.

5. Conclusion

In this paper I have attempted to cast some
light on Kant’s approach to social domina-
tion as a phenomenon that reifies others inso-
far as it reduces them to a mere means, which
Kant himself basically viewed as the result
of the bad habits and decisions of individual
agents. In section three, I examined the “indi-
rect domination” that Kant attributes to finan-
cially secure women, which I presented as a
consequence of a biased notion of female agen-
cy, revealing the gender oppression that un-
derpins many of Kant’s anthropological and
legal writings. I also claimed that this privi-
leged social set could neither represent women
as a universal class, nor be regarded as a gen-
uinely emancipated group. Socially and eco-
nomically privileged women in the eighteenth
century embodied a limited sort of independ-
ence, one that involved the oppression of more
vulnerable individuals, both men and women,
who in many European countries were often
racialised subjects. In effect, Kant would en-
courage social emancipation in the domestic
sphere by legitimating, through legal innova-
tions, the social oppression of more precarious

Kantian feminist vision is a squarely bourgeois one, in
which individual women may achieve independence
through entry into the workforce and the outsourcing
of domestic labour both within the household and with-
in a service economy. But, without a framework for rad-
ically rethinking the structure of domestic labour and
the ideal of independence, the Kantian vision offers no
pathway for the liberation of women as a class, since the
independence of some women can only be achieved
on the backs of other women.” On this issue, see also
Sabourin (2021, p. 255).
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ObUIa CBOVICTBEHHA OrpaHMUYeHHasl CTelleHb He3a-
BUCMIMOCTWY, BJIeKYIIIasi 3a OO0V yTHeTeHMe Ooiee
yS3BUMBIX MHVIBUIIOB, KaK MY>KUMH, TaK " >KeH-
IIVH, TIOABEePraBIINXCs K TOMY ke BO MHOTMIX €B-
PpONeViCKMX CTpaHaX AVICKPUMMHALUW II0 Paco-
BOMY IIpM3HaKy. B mervicTBuTesibHOCT KaHT ObLI
rOTOB MOOLIPATH COLMAJIbHYIO 3MaHCUIIALIO B
fgoMalHert cdepe, JErUTUMUPYS ITOCPeICTBOM
IOpUAMYecKX HOBeJI COolMaIbHOe yrHeTeHue
Gostee GessamuTHBIX Tpynil. IlomobHas nermnTu-
Malys yTHeTeHMs JOMalIHVX CIIyT, eVl TSOKKUM
TPyl TeM He MeHee He I103BOJIsUI IIPU3HATh X ak-
TUBHBIMU T'paXKaHaMVi, IIpVBJIeKaeT BHUMaHe K
JII000IBITHOMY (PeHOMEHY «KOCBEHHOT'O BJIaCTBO-
BaH», OCYIIeCTBJIIEMOIrO COCTOSI T IbHBIMM JKeH-
IIVHaAMM B CBOMIX JIOMOXO3dMcTBax. bosee Toro,
OAHHBIVI aHTPOIIOJIOI MTYECKIVI IIOLXOM, MTHOPUPY-
eT >KeHIIVH, XVBYIINX B MHBIX COLVAJIBHBIX yC-
JIOBMSIX, TaK KaK VIX XXM3HSAM U IIOTPeOHOCTSIM HeT
MecTa B KapTVHe 00l111ecTBa, IIpy3BaHHOV HOIep-
JKMBaTh M HaIIPaBJIsATh SMIIVIPUYECKUII IIporpecc
B paMKax KaHTOBCKOVI PecITyOIMKaHCKO TIOBEeCT-
K. HampoTus, BK/IIOYeHVe >KeHIIMH HU3IINX
KJIacCOB B aHaJIM3 JJOMAIIHero IIpoCTpaHCTBa OC-
71abv10 ObI KAHTOBCKOEe CTpeMyleHMe K IiTyOoKov
TpaHcpopMany  COLMAIBHOIO  ITPOCTPAHCTBa,
KOTOPOMY CBOVICTBEHHa VHTepCeKIIVIOHaJIbHas
HeCIIpaBelJINBOCTb Hapsy C ApyruMu popMamm
JOMMHMPOBaHVs, VICKOPEeHIeMBbIMI Iy O/IMYHBIM
IIPaBOM.

Cekcnerckme 3aMewaHus Kanrta mo mosomy
reH/IepHBIX OCOOEHHOCTeVI 11 BefleHMs JIOMalllHe-
rO JIOMOXO34VICTBA BPsifl JII MOXHO IPOUTHOPU-
poBaTh C TOUKM 3peHMs aKTyaJIbHBIX IIpeiCcTaB-
JIEHUVI O COLMAJIbHOV CIIpaBeyIMBOCTU. TeM He
MeHee CTOUT YIOMSHYTH JBa COOOpa’keHMsI, KO-
TOpble MOXXHO Ha3bIBaTh IIPOIYKTMBHBIMU pe-
3yJIBTaTaMV KaHTOBCKOTO aHajIv3a JIOMOXO3SVICTB
BBICIIIEro KJlacca Kak reHpepHo-auddepeHnmpo-
BaHHBIX pabounx MecT. Bo-rrepsbix, KanT kocberno
yxasvlbaem Ha HTepPCEKIIVIOHAIbHYIO HeclpaBe]l-
JIMBOCTB, ITPOVICTEKAIOITYIO M3 TOr0 OOCTOSTeIIb-
CTBa, uTO «cIyXaHkm» (AA 06, S. 283 (§30); Kanr,
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and disadvantaged groups. Such a legitimation
of the oppression of domestic servants, whose
demanding labour still does not qualify them
to be recognised as active citizens, serves also
to highlight the curious phenomenon of ‘in-
direct domination’, which privileged women
were supposed to exert in the household. Yet
women in different social circumstances are
neglected by such an anthropological ap-
proach, as their lives and needs are not taken
into account in the social picture meant to sup-
port and guide the empirical progress of Kant’s
republican agenda. On the contrary, allowing
lower-class women to feature in his account of
the domestic space would run the risk of weak-
ening his ambition to deeply transform the so-
cial realm, with its intersectional injustices and
other forms of domination, which public law is
meant to counteract.

In my view, however, Kant’s sexist ob-
servations on gender and the making of the
household should not fall on deaf ears from
the contemporary perspective of social justice.
I feel that at least two issues should be men-
tioned as a productive outcome of Kant’s ac-
count of the wealthy household as a gendered
workplace. It is, first, worth noting that Kant
helps us indirectly to grasp the intersectional
injustice that arises from the fact that the “fe-
male servants of the house” (MS RL, AA 06,
p- 283 (§30); Kant, 1996a, p. 66) suffer a double
discrimination, as they either have to renounce
having a household of their own, a common
occurrence in Kant’s times, or to place — as is
more usual nowadays — the caregiving of their
own children and households into the hands
of other dependent individuals. Thus, in Kant
we can trace how the outsourcing of caregiv-
ing that was available to wealthy wives in the
eighteenth century fostered the transfer of chil-
drearing and care tasks from wealthy women
to peasants and poor, racialised subjects. Al-



2014, c. 227) cTpapatoT OT 080uHOU 0UCKPUMUHA-
YU, TaK Kak Jmb0 OTKa3bIBAIOTCS OT TOTO, YTOOBI
XUTb COOCTBEHHBIM JIOMOM, YTO OBIJIO OOBIYHBIM
mernioM Bo BpeMeHa KawnTa, 51100, Kak 3TO yarre
CJIy9aeTcs B HAIIIV JTHVI, BEIHYXK/IEHBI IlepeJiaBaTh
paboTy 110 yXOIy 3a CBOMMV AETBMM U JIOMOM JIPY-
MM 3aBUCHMMBIM uHAOMBMOaM. CiiegoBaTesIbHO,
aHaIM3MPYs padoTsl KaHTa, MOXXHO ITPOCIIENNTE,
KaK jeJlernpopaHue 00s3aHHOCTEV 110 yXOMy, JI0-
cryniHoe B XVIII B. cOCTOATENIBHBIM JKeHIIIMHAM,
TIOOIIPSIIO Tlepefady BOCIUTAHWS AeTell M MHBIX
TIOTOOHBIX 3a/1a4 OT O0eCIIeueHHBIX JKEeHIIH Kpe-
CTBhSHAM VI HYXIAIOMIMCS cyOBeKTaM, cTpajas-
IIVM OT PacoBot AUCKprMuHan. HecMoTpst Ha
TO uTO KaHT He cTaBWII IIOZL BOIIPOC JaHHOE sBJIe-
HVIe, IIpeJICTaBIIsABIIIee COOOV KITFOUEBOV 3JIeMEeHT
IIPUCYIIIeV] ITaTprapXaIbHbIM 00IIIecTBaM SKCILTY-
aTalyy, COBpeMeHHBble VHTepIIPeTaToOpbl MOIYT
M3BJIeYb IIOJIB3Y 3 KAHTOBCKOT'O aHaJIV3a CeKCVCT-
CKVX UepT IOMOXO3SVICTB JIsl yIITyOJIeHIs TTIOHVI-
MaHMs VICTOPUYECKMX KOPHeV COBpeMeHHOV pe-
IIPOOYKTMUBHON 3KCIUTyaTalmm I11o6ansHoro IOra
I'obansaEIM CeBepoM.

HeobxommMo oTMeTuUTh, YTO KAaHTOBCKUI aHa-
JIN3 COBPEMEHHBIX eMy 3MaHCUIIVPOBAaHHBIX
JKEHIIIVH y[IeJisieT OCHOBHOe BHVMaHUMe COIIN-
aJIbHO-PEIIPOAYKTMBHOMY TPyay B OypKyasHBIX
JIOMOXO3SIVICTBAX, TPV 3TOM ITOJTYEePKIBAETCS OCO-
0ast eHHOCTh «OOIIMX IIejIer», K HOCTVIKEHWIO
KOTOPBIX JIOJDKHBI CTPEMUTBCS BCE UWIEHBI JJOMO-
xo3avictBa. Ho «o0iriern 11es110» coolIecTsa Kak
TAKOBOI'O, BKJIIOYAsl €r0 <«IIOJ[PYYHBIX JIIOMIEV»
(AA 06, S. 315 (§ 46); Kanr, 2014, c. 313), HO/DKHO
OBITH IIpeBpallleHe Yxoa 3a JOMOM U OJIV3KMMM
B OOIIyI0 OOS3aHHOCTH, 3alMINaeMylo ITyOsmnd-
HBIM IIpaBOM, a He 3aBUCAIIYIO0 OT COLVAJIBHO-
ro craryca mHavBuaa. KpoMe Toro, KaHTOBCKUII
TEKCT JAEMOHCTPUPYeT, UTO B OOCTOSTEeIIbCTBAX,
KOI/Ja pecIy0sIMKaHCKoe TOCyIapCTBO He JKeJlaeT
BMeIIIVBAThCS B BOIIPOCHI, OTHOCSIITMECS K [JOMaIll-
Hell paloTe, KaK TPaaWIIVOHHBIE, TaK ¥ HOBbIE
dopMBI TOMMHMPOBAHMS 1 yTHETeHWs CIUIeTa-
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though he did not raise any issues with this
phenomenon in terms of its being a key dimen-
sion of the exploitation embedded in all pa-
triarchal societies, in my view, contemporary
interpreters may benefit from his analysis of
the sexist features of the household to better
grasp the historical background of the current
reproductive exploitation of the Global South
by the Global North.

It is important to note that Kant’s account
of the emancipated women of his time focus-
es on the social reproduction of bourgeois
households, highlighting the key value of the
‘shared ends’ for which its members ought to
strive. Yet the ‘shared ends’ of the common-
wealth as a whole, including its mere “un-
derlings” (MS RL, AA 06, p. 315 (§ 46); Kant,
1996a, p. 92), should aim to make of caregiv-
ing a common duty to be protected by public
law, and not subject to an individual’s social
status. Moreover, Kant’s texts illustrate that,
when the republican state is reluctant to inter-
vene in matters related to domestic work, both
traditional and newer forms of domination and
oppression swiftly intertwine in a menacing
whirl, hindering the further enlargement of the
right to active citizenship. Kant did not grap-
ple with the understanding of such concepts as
that of a “public burden’; powerful ideological
patterns no doubt made him reluctant to take
such a step. In any case, reframing his account
of domestic labour, and the domination of
women it entails, remains a pending task that
should guide the path of future Kantian inter-
preters with an interest in intersectional and
global justice theory.*

¥ See Davis (1983, p. 139): “What is needed [...] are
new social institutions to assume a good portion of
the housewife’s old duties.” Her claims maintain their
soundness despite the decades that have gone by since
the publication of this essay.
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FOTCs B MOIIIHOM BMIXPe, CHePKVBaroIleM J1ajIbHev-
Iee pacIpocTpaHeHMe IIpaBa aKTMBHOIO I'PaXk-
maHcTBa. KaHT He IIBITAlICS OCMBICJIUTBH TaKue
MIOHATIS, KaK «00IIIecTBeHHOe OpeMsi», UTo 00BsC-
HSIETCS BO3LEVICTB/EM MOIIHBIX MIeOJIOrMYeCKmX
IaTTepHOB. B 11r000M ciTydyae mepeocMbICiIeHIE €T0
aHaJIvi3a JOMAIIHEro TPyda U CBSI3aHHOIO C HUM
JOMVHVPOBaHMs HaJl XeHIIMHaMV OCTaeTcsl He-
peleHHoN 3aja4ders, CTOSIIeN Ieper, 6YIIYIIII/IMVI
nHTeprpetatopamy KaHTa, 3aHMMAaIOMIVIMICA BO-
IpocaMy TeOPUM MHTEPCEKLVIOHAIBHOM W IJIO-
OaJTPHOVI CITPaBEIMBOCTIL".
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