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9TUKA KAHTA B KOHTEKCTE
ITPOCBEIITEHWM

0O0630p XII KaHTOBCKMX UTeHU
(Kammuanarpan, 21—25 anpesns 2019 r.)

H.A. Imumpueba'?, A.C. 3uavbep, B.A. Yaavui,
A.C. KuceaeB, I1.P. BotaodviceBa?

OcBeujero codepixarue 00x1a008 u duckyccuit X1 Kanmob-
CKUX YmeHuil, komopule Obiau opeanusoBarst 6 anpese 2019 e.
HayuHsiM nodpasdeseruem «Axademusn Kanmuana» baimui-
ckoeo ghedeparvrozo ynubepcumema um. Y. Kanma. Tpaduyu-
onno Kanmobckue umenus omauuaicy YHubepcasbHocmsio
memamuxu, oxBamviBasu Bee 001acmu KaHMoBCK020 HACACOUS.
Ha amom pa3 memamuueckum ghokycom xoHgpeperyuu cmaia
npaxmuueckas uAoCopUs, a UMEHHO UCHOPUUECKIe OCHO-
Banus u cobpemennoe 3nauenue smuveckoi muicau Y. Kanma
6 conocmabaenuu ee ¢ OpyeuMu PUAOCOPCKUMY NPOEKIMaMU
snoxu [TpocBeuyerus. [loaxroe BHumarue npu 3mom 6b.40 yoe-
seno peyenyuu smuxu Kawma u IpocBewenus 6 pusocopuu
Poccuu u 3anada. Cneyuaivhvie cexyuu 0viau ombedetivl 00-
cykoeHu1o acnekmob 63aumocBasu npocbemumessckoi Smuku
U ACHemuKy, a makxe MeXOUCYUNAUHAPHBIM 1poDAeMaM HA
cmuike husocodpuu nosumuxu u guiocogpuu 0dpasoBanu,
Bratouas nymu npomubooeticmbus pasiutuHuiM popmam uH-
measexmyaibioeo nopadoujerus. Bosmoxnocmu npumenenus
KAHMOBCKUX IMUUeCKUX NPUHYUNO0B obcyxoaiucs 6 mecHoi
63U ¢ ocmbicaerueM HOBetluiux mendeHyutl paséumus Hayku
u mexHoA0euil. bviio ommeueno, umo unmesrexmyalsHas u
COYUANBHASL KOMMYHUKAMUBHAS cpeda Haieeo BpeMeHu uMeern
Hemao obujeeo ¢ anoxoi IlpocBeujerus, umo deaaem npedao-
OkeHHble 8 my anoxy gpusocodpckue cmpameeut npuUOOHbIMU
044 adanmayuy u pasbumus.

KaroueBuvie caoBa: Kanm, IIpocBewjenue, ucmopuko-gpu-
A0cogpekas peyenyus, 2100a1vHble npodaeMbl coBpemenHoc,
IMUKA HAYKU U MeXHUKU, Yes0Bedeckoe 00CHouncmbo, noaumu-
ueckas payUoHALLHOCb, cOBpeMeHHble 1pobaeMbl 00pasoB8anus.
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KANT’S ETHICS IN THE CONTEXT
OF ENLIGHTENMENT

Report of the 12 Kant Readings Conference
(Kaliningrad, 21—25 April 2019)

N.A. Dmitrieva,'* A.S. Zilber, V.A. Chaly,
A.S. Kiselev, P.R. Bonadyseva®

This review covers the content of reports and discussions
at the 12" Kant Readings Conference held in April 2019 and
organised by the research unit of the Academia Kantiana of
the Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal University, Kaliningrad.
Traditionally, Kant Readings have been thematically univer-
sal, embracing all the areas of Kant’s legacy. This time the
conference focused on practical philosophy, i.e. the historical
grounds and modern significance of Kant’s ethical thought as
compared to other philosophical projects of the Enlightenment
era. Due attention was paid to the reception of the ethics of
Kant and the Enlightenment by philosophers in Russia and
the West. Breakout groups discussed aspects of interconnec-
tion between the Enlightenment ethics and esthetics as well
as interdisciplinary problems at the interface of philosophy
of politics and philosophy of education, including ways to
counter various forms of intellectual enslavement. The pos-
sibilities of applying Kant's ethical principles were discussed
in close connection with the interpretation of the latest trends
in the development of science and technology. It was noted
that the intellectual and social communication environment
of today has much in common with that of the Enlightenment
era, which makes the philosophical strategqy proposed during
that era amenable to adaptation and development.

Keywords: Kant, Enlightenment, historical and philo-
sophical reception, global problems, ethics of science and tech-
nology, human dignity, political rationality, contemporary
problems of education.
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XII KanToBckme 4urteHws Ipouiv B bDY mmMenu
WM. Karra 21-25 anperrs 2019 1. u cobpann Ha Tpex
IJICHAPHBIX W JIEBATYM CEeKIMOHHBIX 3acefaHusx 0o-
siee 110 yuensix n3 20 crpan’. TeMaTnaeckum LIEHTPOM
KOH(pepeHIINM CcTala IIpaKkTrudeckas dpusocodpns Kan-
Ta 11 MbIciIuTesnent sroxu ITpocsemenms. Ocoboe BHU-
MaHMe OBUIO yJeJIeHO PacCMOTPeHMIO IIOTeHIIuasla
3TuKM 1 oOpasosarestbHOV KoHIlermny KaHTa B cBeTe
HOBeVIIINX KOTHUTUBHBIX 1 PrI0c0dCcKO-aHTPOIIOIIO-
IMYeCcKMX VICCIIeIOBaHMM, YTOUHEHMIO 1 TpaHcdopMa-
LVISIM CMBICJIa KJTIOUEBBIX IIOHSITV KAHTOBCKOV STUKM
u nonmtudeckon gputocopun. B doxyce BHMMaHMS
OKa3aJIMCh OTHOIIIEHMS «KMBOTHOE — YeJIOBEK» U «4e-
JIOBEK — MallliiHa», KOTOpBle BIlepBble ObUIN ITpo0ITe-
MaTM3MpoBaHbl B 310Xy Ilpocsemenms. Ha xpyrimom
croite «[IpocBeleHVe cerogHs: BbI3OBEI VI ePCIIeKTV-
BbI» TIO pe3yJsibTaTaM fAokiaga H.A. [Imumpueboi (Mo-
cxobckuti nedaeoeueckutl 2ocyoapcmbBernuiil yHubep-
cumem, Mock8a; Bbasmuiickuii gedepasvhoiil yHubep-
cumem um. WM. Kanma, Kasununepad) obcyxmarcs m3-
MeHYMBBIVI, HO Ha BCex JdTallax CBoero (pyHKIIMOHM-
poBaHMA NPaKTMKO-OPUEHTVIPOBaHHBIVI CMBICIT ITOHSI-
Tns mpocserieHns B Poccuu ¢ nadasza XVIII B. 1o Ha-
yasia XX B., a TaK’Ke BOCIIPOM3BOJICTBO 3TMX Bapyaliui
cMbIciIa B Hadasle XXI B. B HOBOVI MHTeJUIEKTyaIbHOV
cUTyaluuu 1 OOHOBJIEHHOVI KOMMYHMKATMBHOV Cperie.
[BagiiaTe BTOpOro ampess, B AeHb poxaeHus Kanra,
COCTOSJIOCh TOpXKecTBeHHoe 3acefaHue B Kademgpais-
HOM coOope: TPagWIIVIOHHBIVI OPraHHBIV KOHLIEPT U
OTKPHITHIN foky1aj, A.A. I'yceunoba (Uncmumym guio-
copuu PAH, Mock8a) «KanT Ha Bce BpeMeHa. OO 3TmKe
Kanta B 295-10 TOOOBIIMHY CO JHS €ro poXAeHUs», B
KOTOpOM OBbIJIO 0OOCHOBAaHO HeIIpexofsiliee 3HaueHVie
KaHTOBCKOVI 3TMKM KaK «MHOVBUIYaIbHO OTBEeTCTBEH-
HOTO C110c00a OBITHS HeCOBEPIIIEHHOIO Pa3syMHOIO Cy-
IIlecTBa, KaKOBBIM sIBjIsleTcs uertoek» (I'ycertaos, 2019,
c. 6). TopxkecTBeHHOe 3aceflaHVe 3aBepIINIOCh BO3JIO-
JKeHVeM IIBeTOB K MOTMJIe BeJIMKOro KEHUTcOepKIia.

[lepsoe 1leHapHOe 3acefiaHyie OTKPBII OKJIa/,
M. bayma  (Ynubepcumem Bynnepmaas, ITepmanus).
OOparmBmince K TpaHcopMamuy Tpagunuil IUIa-
TOHM3Ma B MopasibHou dvtocodpum Kanra, M. baym
IIpoaHaIM3MpoBal BhICKas3biBaHM:A o Il1aroHe B Tek-
crax Kanra HaumHas ¢ auccepranym 1770 r. v mokasail,
HackosIbko BakHBIM KaHT Haxommsl seiBefeHve Ilia-
TOHOM MOPaJIbHOVI TEOPUM 13 MJIeN, a He U3 CKJIOHHO-
cTeit v ombITa. JIoKagumk obparns BHMMaHMe Ha

* Marepuamsl KoHdepernym cm.: (XII KadTosckme uTeHms,
2019). BunmeomaTepnaribl KOHepeHI M CM. Ha KaHaste Academia
Kantiana B YouTube: https://www.youtube.com/playlist?list=
PLAOR4QMdRX519cwol04vSXdNkAxeKz5Nd
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The 12" Kant Readings were held at the
Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal University (IKBFU)
on 21-25 April 2019 with its three plenary and nine
section sessions attended by more than one hun-
dred and ten researchers from twenty countries.?
The thematic focus of the conference was the prac-
tical philosophy of Kant and Enlightenment think-
ers. Particular attention was paid to examining the
potential of Kant’s ethics and educational concept
in the light of the latest cognitive and philosoph-
ical-anthropological studies, to clarification and
transformations of the meaning of the key concepts
of Kant’s ethics and political philosophy. Attention
was focused on the “animal — human” and “man —
machine” interaction which was first addressed in
the Enlightenment era. The roundtable “Enlight-
enment Today: Challenges and Prospects”, devot-
ed to the results of the report by Nina A. Dmitrieva
(Moscow Pedagogical State University / IKBFU,
Kaliningrad, Russia), discussed the changeable, but
at all stages practically-oriented meaning of the con-
cept of Enlightenment in Russia from the early eigh-
teenth until the early twentieth centuries as well as
the reproduction of these shades of meaning in the
early twenty-first century in a new intellectual situ-
ation and a renewed communication environment.
On 22 April, Kant’s birthday, a gala meeting was
held at the Cathedral with a traditional organ con-
cert and a public lecture by Abdusalam A. Guseynov
(Institute of Philosophy, Russian Academy of Sciences,
Moscow, Russia) entitled “Kant for All Times. On
Kant’s Ethics on the 295" Anniversary of His Birth-
day” explaining the intransient significance of
Kant's ethics as “an individual and responsible way
of being of the imperfect, rational creature that a hu-
man being is” (Guseynov, 2019, p. 7). The gala ses-
sion reached its highpoint with the laying of flowers
on the grave of the great citizen of Kénigsberg.

The first plenary session opened with the pre-
sentation of Manfred Baum (University of Wuppertal,
Germany). Turning to the transformation of the Pla-
tonic tradition in Kant’s moral philosophy, Manfred
Baum analysed references to Plato in Kant’s texts,
beginning from his dissertation of 1770, in order to
demonstrate the importance Kant attached to the
fact that Plato derived moral theory from an idea
and not from inclinations or experience. The speak-

% Abstracts of the Conference see: Dmitrieva and Chaly, 2019.
Conference video materials are accessible on the Academia
Kantiana channel on YouTube: https://www.youtube.com/
playlist?list=PLdOR4QMdRX519cwo0l04vSXdNkAxeKz5Nd



TO, uTo KaHT IepBEIVI U eMHCTBeHHBIN drtocod, Ko-
TOPBIVI B Tapy ¢ «MeTadm3nKoy IPpUPOIb» ITOCTaBUII
«MeTtadm3nKy HpaBoOB»*.

C. bauun (Muaancxuil ynubepcumem, Mmaaus) mpo-
JIOJDKWIT  TJIeHApHOe 3acefjaHye JIOKJIaoM, B KOTO-
POM TIpesCTaBWII MCCIIefIoBaHVe KOHIIeINTa «OObIIeH-
HOe HpaBCTBEHHOE II03HaHVe pasyMa» M ero 3HaueH s
IJTsT MeToma MopastbHOM (portocodpum KaHTa, a Takxe
pazolpas psAn Hamboslee pacIpOCTpaHEHHBIX HeBep-
HBIX TPaKTOBOK 3TOTO KaHTOBCKOIO KOHIIENTa Hadw-
Has ¢ naTepnperaunu I. Cuppxsuka. Cornacho C. ba-
unny, KaHT Buesn sagady MopassHO dustocodpmn B
TPEHMPOBKE CIIOCOOHOCTN (POPMUPOBATh MOPAJIBHEIE
yOexxmieHMs, OlleHMBaTh, 00CYKIaTh, 0OOCHOBBIBATH VX
11, HaKOHell, pyKOBOJICTBOBaThCsl MMM. KaHT He pasme-
JIsJT MHEHMSI O HaJIMYUM OITpeJieJIeHHOro KopIlyca Mo-
PaJIBHBIX MHTYVLWV, pasfaesiseMbIX BCeMU VI XOTs
ObI MHOTIMY MOPaJIBHBIMY CyObekTamm. Takmm obpa-
30M, MOpasIbHBIN panyoHanvsM KanTa rnpeacraii B 110-
KJIaJle KaK OTJIMYHBIV M OT IIPeIIecTBOBABIINX eMy,
VI OT COBpeMeHHBIX BepCUT IIpVMeHeH s pallioHaIIV-
CTWYECKOTo MeToia B 3THKe. B xofie AyicKyccmy HeKoTo-
pBle CIIyIIaTesI BBIPAsWIIVI COMHEHVe OTHOCUTEIIHHO
3pdexTMBHOCTY ONVICAHHOTO MeTO/iA B IIPeOI0JIeH I
IIPOTVMBOPEUNTI, BOSHMKAIOIINX B MHTYMIINAX 3/ paBo-
rO CMBICJIA, & TaK)Ke OTMETVUIM OOJIBIION TOTeHIIal
MOPaJILHOV MHTY VI, KOTOPBIVI BBISIBIISIeT COBpeMeH-
Hasg 3KCIepuMeHTabHas Quiocodms. OrTsevas Ha
otu 3amedaHus, C. bBaunH ykasasl Ha TO, UTO POJIb MO-
PaJIBHOVI MHTYMULIUM IIPU BCeM 3TOM OCTAaeTCs He BIIOJI-
He $ICHOVI M B IOCJIeTHIE OeCATVIIETVS O Hel BedeTCsa
MHOTI'O JIVICKYCCVIVL

A.H. Kpyeno8 (Poccuiickuti eocyoapcmbenHuiii eyma-
Humaphsil yHubepcumem, Mock6a) pencTaBmI CBOIO
TpakTOBKY moHsTHs Gesinnung B Tekctax KaHTa c yde-
TOM VICTOPWN IIOSIBJIEHVS W YIIOTpeOJIeHMs 3TOro Io-
HSTWS, yOeJIVB 0coboe BHUMAaHVeE CMBICIY U IlepeBo-
Iy HeKOTOpbIx cTrxoB Cparennoro [Inicanms, a Takxe
HEKOTOPBIM 3HaYMMBIM (PYIIOCOPCKIIM TPOV3BeIeHN-
4aM BpeMeH HeMenkoro ITpocselieHns: m10KaHTOBCKOV
snoxu. A.H. Kpyrsios mpenjoXxmI eguHBI BapyaHT
repeBoa 3TOro IOHATUS Ha PYCCKMUIL SI3bIK I KpU-
Tdeckont purocodpum KanTa («yMOHacTpoOeHMe»), BbI-
3BaB JAVCKYCCUIO O BO3MOXKHBIX CMBICJIOBBIX KOHHOTA-
LVSAX TaKoro IepeBofa. BelcKasaHHEBIE CITyIIaTesIsIMu
COMHEeHWs KacasInch XapakTepa aKTVBHOCTV MOpasIb-
HOro cyOBeKTa: He HaMeKaeT JIMI «yMOHaCTpOeHVe»
B CpaBHEHWV, HaIlpuMep, C «yOeXjeHweM» Ha Iiac-

* ComepkaHue JOK/Iaja IIOIPOOHO M3JI0KeHO B cTaThe M. bay-
Ma, OITy OJIVIKOBaHHOVI B TeKyIIleM BhIITycKe «KanToBcKOTO cOOP-
auka» (baym, 2019).
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er stressed that Kant was the first and only philos-
opher to couple the “Metaphysics of Nature” and
“Metaphysics of Morals”.*

Stefano Bacin (University of Milan, Italy) con-
tinued the plenary session with a presentation of
the study of the concept of “common moral cogni-
tion of reason” (gemeinen sittlichen Vernunfterkennt-
nis) and its significance for the method of Kant’s
moral philosophy and analysed some of the more
common misinterpretations of this Kantian con-
cept, beginning from the interpretation by Henry
Sidgwick. According to S. Bacin, Kant saw the task
of moral philosophy as training in the ability to
form moral convictions, to assess, discuss and jus-
tify them and, finally, to be guided by them. Kant
did not share the opinion on the existence of a cer-
tain body of moral intuitions shared by all or at least
by many moral subjects. Thus Kant’s moral ratio-
nalism was presented as being different both from
those preceding it and from contemporary versions
of the application of the rationalist method to ethics.
During the course of the discussion some partici-
pants expressed doubt as to the effectiveness of the
proposed method for overcoming the contradictions
arising in the intuitions of common sense and not-
ed the great potential of moral intuition revealed by
modern experimental philosophy. Responding to
these remarks, S. Bacin pointed out that the role of
moral intuition nevertheless remains rather unclear
and has been the subject of extensive discussion in
recent decades.

Alexey N. Krouglov (Russian State University for
the Humanities, Moscow, Russia) presented his inter-
pretation of the concept of Gesinnung in Kant's texts
reviewing the history of the emergence and use of
this concept and giving particular attention to the
meaning and translation of some verses in the Bible
as well as some significant philosophical works
from the time of the German Enlightenment in the
pre-Kantian era. A.N. Krouglov proposed a single
version for the translation of this concept into Rus-
sian in Kant’s critical philosophy (umonastroyeni-
ye) triggering a discussion of the possible semantic
connotations of such a translation. The doubts ex-
pressed by the participants had to do with the char-
acter of the moral subject’s activity: does not the
term umonastroyeniye compared, for example, with
“conviction” hint at passivity and a lack of inde-

* The content of the report is set forth in detail in M. Baum’s
article published in this issue of the journal (Baum, 2019).



H.A. Qmurpuesa, A.C. 3unsbep, B. A. Yansrid u ap.

CMBHOCTb ¥ OTCYTCTBVE CaMOCTOSTEIBHOIO BHIOOpa?
A.H. KpyrJ10B B OTBET HAalIOMHWJI O 3HAUEHUV «yMOHa-
CTpoeHMs» B 3TMKe KaHTa: ITocTyToK /1ajieko He 00si-
3aTeJIbHO JIaKe COBepIIaTh (B 3TOM M CHJIa, 1 C71a00CTh
stuky KaHTa), pesysibTaThl IIOCTyIIKa MOXKHO 3aMe-
HWUTH VIV KOMIIEHCHPOBAaTh YeM-TO JPYIM, B TO Bpe-
Ms KaK caMO YMOHAcCTpOeHVe HITYeM 3aMeHUTH HeJIb34,
OHO CaMoO SIBJISIeTCS MOPaJIbHBIM JIEVICTBVIEM, V1 €T0 OfI-
HOT'O y>Ke BO MHOI'OM JJOCTATOYHO JIJISI [IePBOrO IIara’.
B.E. Cemenob (Mockobckuii eocydapcmbennsiii 10pu-
ouueckuii ynubepcumem um. O.E. Kymaguna, Mock6a)
IIpeCTaBWII B CBOEM [IOKJIafie IJIaBHBbIE OCOOEHHOCTM
TPaHCLHEHIEHTAIBHOVI JeIyKIINI OCHOBOITOJIOXKEHIV
YMCTOro MpakTUJeckoro pasyma B atuke Kanra. 3aja-
Ja 3TOVI AeIyKIIUVI COCTOUT B OOBSICHEHMVI TOTO, KaK/M
o0pa3oM pa3yM MOXeT OIIpeleIATh MaKCHMBI BOJIVL
ITpn obcyxmenun moKIaga ObUIN IIOTHSATHI BOIIPOCHI
0 HEBO3MOXKHOCTM JIOTMYECKOr0 0OOCHOBaHMS CBOOO-
AObl I MOPAJIBHOI'O 3aKOHa, O MOpPaJIbHBIX IEHHOCTAX
¥ YHUBepCaJIbHOCTV MOpPaJIbHOIO 3aKoHa. {oKJIagumK
VI CITyIIIaTesIV COIIACVIINCh B ToM, 4To KaHT momycKat
BO3MOXKHOCTB KaK pallIOHaJIbHOI'O, TaK ¥ TeJIe0JIor -
4yecKoro o0ocHopaHMg Mopasin. Eile omHVM BorrpocoM
CTaJjIo COOTHOIIIeHVIe CBOOOIBI BEIOOPA 11 CBODOIIEI BOJIN
B CBeTe pa3Inyis MOPaJIbHOCTV M JIeTaJIbHOCTHU IIO-
crynxos. [lo muenmro B.E. CemenoBa, cBobora BbIOO-
pa — YacTHBIV CJTy4ait CBOOOIIBI BOJIN, ee IIpOsiBIIeHe.
ITrieHapHBle TOKIIAIUMKN TaKXKe TIPENCTaBVIIV CBOVL
BEpPCIM OCMBICJIEHMSI OCTPBIX COBpEMEHHBIX IIpo0IieM,
o0cy>kfeHme KOTOPBIX He OrpaHWYMBaeTCs paMKaMu
cyrybo drutocodckort Teopumt. [1. Kaatineeavd (Iporun-
eeHckuil yHuBepcumemn, Hudepaarovl) IOCBSITWIIA CBOVL
IOKJIaZl pa3bsCHEHVIIO KAaHTOBCKOI'O 3allpeTa Ha VICIIONb-
30BaHIe KOro-Indo cyrybo B KadecTBe CpercTBa. DTOT
3aIlpeT HallleJI CBOe IIpVIMeHeHVe B OoppOe ¢ pasidg-
HBIMM (pOpMaMM SKCIUIyaTaIlUM JIEIOHEN ¥ ITOCITY KNI
OIIHOVI M3 OCHOB HOKTPVHBI MH(POPMUPOBAHHOIO O-
OPOBOJIBHOIO COrvIacysl B MEOWIVIHCKMX 3TVUKe W IIpa-
Be, OJIHAKO OIIBIT IIOKa3al HeOOXOIVIMOCTh YTOUHEHNIS
sront wnen. Il KisaviHrenpn mnpernaraer cyObeKTHO-
OPVMEHTMPOBAHHBIV IIOIXOI] K IIOHVIMAHVIIO 3TOTO 3a1Ipe-
Ta. YCJIOBMS AOMYCTMMOCTW WCIIOIB30BaHMS MOpasIb-
HBIX CyOBEKTOB 3a/1al0TCs B HEM TaK, YTO IeHTP BHMMa-
HMS CMeIIlaeTcst C COIVIackis MCIIOIb3yeMOro Ha BOITPOC
O TOM, HaCKOJIBKO CaM VICHIOJIb3YIOIINII OPMEeHTUpPYeT
CBOV MaKCVMMBI Ha ITOJTyYeHVe COIVIacsl VICIIONIb3yeMO-
ro. Takum oOpasoM, ToKIamuniia HOTYepKHYIIa aKTB-
HYIO pOJIb MOpPaJIBHOIO CyOBeKTa M ccpopMyIImpoBasia

® TlompoOHee mmo3mIns AOK/IAA4YMKa OTPaXkeHa B €ro CTaThbe
(Kpyrsos, 2019a), Bropast uacTb KOTOPOVI IIyOJIMKYeTCs B TEKY-
1mieM Bhitycke «KanTosckoro coopumka» (Kpyrios, 20196).
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pendent choice? In response A.N. Krouglov recalled
the meaning of Gesinnung in Kant’s ethics: one does
not even need to perform an act (this is a strength as
well as a weakness of Kant's ethics); the results of
an act can be replaced or compensated for by some-
thing else, whereas umonastroyeniye cannot be re-
placed by anything, itself being a moral act and it
alone is in many ways sufficient as a first step.’

Valery E. Semyonov (Kutafin Moscow State Law
University, Moscow) addressed in his presentation
the main features of transcendental deduction of the
principles of pure practical reason in Kant’s ethics.
The task of such deduction is to explain how rea-
son can define the maxims of will. Reactions to the
paper cast doubts upon the possibility of the logi-
cal grounding of freedom and the moral law, and
raised the questions of moral law, moral values
and universality of the moral law. The speaker and
his listeners agreed that Kant allowed for the pos-
sibility both of rational and teleological grounding
of morality. Another question was the relationship
between free choice and free will in the light of the
difference between the morality and legality of acts.
In V.E. Semyonov’s opinion, free choice is a specific
case of free will, its manifestation.

Plenary speakers also presented various
terpretations of burning problems of today whose
discussion is not limited to strictly philosophical
theory. Pauline Kleingeld (University of Groningen, The
Netherlands) devoted her report to explaining Kant’s
ban on the use of any person as a means. The ban
was applied in the struggle against various forms
of exploitation of people and provided one of the
basic principles of the doctrine of informed volun-
tary consent in medical ethics and law. However ex-
perience has revealed the need to clarify this idea.
P. Kleingeld proposed agent-focused account for the
interpretation of this ban. It sets the conditions for
the use of moral subjects in such a way that the fo-
cus is shifted from the consent of the person being
used to the question of the extent to which the user
orients his maxims towards securing the consent of
the person being used. Thus the speaker stressed the
active role of the moral subject and formulated the
problem of enhancing his ethical responsibility. The
questions to the speaker had to do with the applica-
tion of the concept she proposed to labour relations,

in-

5 The speaker’s position is set out in more detail in his arti-
cle (Krouglov, 2019a), of which the second part is published in
this issue (Krouglov, 2019b).



IIpo0JIeMy IIOBBIIIEHVSI €r0 STIYeCKOV OTBETCTBEHHO-
cru. Bompockl K AOKIamumile Kacaanch IpVIMeHeHs
MIPEeIJIOKEHHOTO ef0 KOHIIETITa B TPYIOBBIX W TeHep-
HBIX OTHOIIEHMSX, B BOIIpOCax XM3HM ¥ cMepTi. Ilo-
sunyst KaHTa B oTBeTe Ha 9TV BOIIPOCHI OIpefIesIseTcs,
rio MHeHwo I1. Kitantnrester, cdopMymipoBaHHBIM UM
CBOZIOM 0Os13aHHOCTEVI II0 OTHOLIIEHMIO K caMoMy cele,
KOTOPBIVI, K IIPVIMEpY, He TI03BOJISeT JaTh JOOPOBOIBHOE
coryIacvie Ha HaCMJILCTBEHHOE JIVITIeH Ve ceOst XKM3HA.
C.M. lllean (bocmonckuii koasedx, CILLIA) paccmo-
Tpesta mopaxor nosgHero KaHTa K IOJIMTMKE M WCTO-
pvin 13 y3KO HaIlpaBJIEHHOV, HO MaJIOVM3yYeHHOW Iep-
CHEKTVBBI — IIyTeM aHaJIM3a CHenVUUKN VCIIOIb30-
BaHMA caMyM KaHTOM TepMIMHa «IOJIMTMKa» M BOOO-
111e, ¥ B CMBICITe TIOJIMTUKM Kak McKyccTia. Ilo MHeHmio
C.M. lllem1, normManme KaHTOM TIOIUTUKM BO BTOPOM
CJIydae IIpoJIMBaeT CBeT He TOJIBKO Ha ero IIo3/THee II0-
HSITVIe pecITyOIMKaHM3Ma VI COITy TCTBYIOIIYIO eMy CTpa-
TervIo TIOBOPOTa YeJIOBeUeCKOV VICTOPUN «K JIyYIIIeMy»,
HO 11 Ha TO, KaK M3MeHsJIach POJIb «ITOJIUTVKI» B OOIIIEN
KpuTdeckon cucteme KanTa. doxtagumiia cpokycm-
poBasia BHMMaHMe Ha peHOMeHe pecryOnvKaHv3Ma
ero mHTeprpetary Kanrom B mepuon mo dpamxirys-
CKOVI peBormonuy, rocsze cvepTr Opumprixa Bevikoro
B 1786 1. vt 1oyt BiMstHMEM coObrTmm BOo DpaHtnmy, a 3a-
TeM B nosgHue 1790-e. ITospauin KanT nepeoprieHTHpy-
€TCsI C MeXaHVICTIYeCKOV MHTepIIpeTalyy ToCyaapcTBa
Ha MHTepIIpeTaryIO ero KakK OpraHm3Ma U IIpezjiaraer
rpagypoBaHHYIO I'PpakIaHCKYIO MOJIeJIb, COIJIACHO KO-
TOPOVI «yIIOBJIETBOPEHVE» OT OOIIECTBEHHOI'O YCTPOVI-
CTBa pacrperessieTcs: MeXIy HapolaMy B 3aBUICHMOCTY
OT YPOBHSI PasBUTMS MX «AyXa» VI JOCTVDKVIMO eciIi He
cpasy, To B kKoHeuHoM cyeTe. C.M. [lleju1 ycmaTpuBaeT
VICTOKVI 9TOVI MOJIeJIV B KaHTOBCKOM ITpouTeHmm Pycco 1
TMOTIBITKaX HeMeITKoro dwtocoda permTh 3a1ady IIpy-
MUPEeHVsT MeXIy KOHKYPUPYIOIIVMM IIPUTA3aHVSAMU
Ha CBOOOIY ¥ COBpeMeHHBIM HayIHBIM IIPOIPEeCCOM.
Hoxmam B.A. Yaaoeo (B®@Y um. Y. Kanuma, Karunumn-
epad) ObUI IOCBSIIEH ITPOSCHEHVIO COOTHOIIEHVS I10-
HSATU «9deJIOBeK» U «JeJIoBe4ecTBO» B KOHTeKCTe (huIo-
codpum I'Ipocserienits m B TekcTax camoro KanTa ¢ 06-
ITIeV] 1IeJIbI0 YTOYHWTD TE3VC «JeJI0BeYeCTBO KakK IIejTb»,
MPU3HAHHBIV CETOAHS OHMM U3 IIOCTYJIaTOB I'yMaHU-
CTMUeCcKoro MupoBosspenus. B rekcrax Kanrta B.A. Ya-
JIBIVI OOHAPY)KMBAET YeThIpe OCHOBHBIX CMBICTIA ITOHS-
TS «9eJI0BeYeCTBOY, IBa 113 KOTOPBIX OCOOEHHO BayKHEI
71 TIOCTPOEHVIST KOHIIEIIIV ITPOCBEIIeHIST: SCCeHITN-
AJIMCTCKUVI CMBICII, KOTOPBIVI HAXOOWUT BhIPaskeHVie B I10-
CTYJIMpOBaHUM yYHUBEPCaIbHBIX CBOVICTB Pa3yMHOCTM
I MOPaJIBHOCTY, M II€PCOHAJIVICTCKIMVI, BbIpa>karoIivi-
cs1 B 000CHOBaHMY CBODOITHOV BOJIM ¥ MOPAIbHOM OT-
BETCTBEHHOCTVI JIMYHOCTHU. B TociteHern gacTy JoKIIa-
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gender relations and the questions of life and death.
Kant’s position in answering these questions stems,
according to P. Kleingeld, from the catalogue of
obligations to oneself that he formulated. This cat-
alogue does not, for example, allow voluntary con-
sent to deprivation of one’s life by violence.

Susan Meld Shell (Boston College, USA) consid-
ered the approach of late Kant to politics and histo-
ry from a narrow but little-studied perspective, viz.
through analysis of the specificities of the use of the
term “politics” by Kant himself in general and in the
sense of politics as an art. In S.M. Shell’s opinion,
Kant’s perception of politics in the latter sense sheds
light not only on his later concept of republicanism
and the corresponding strategy for changing human
history “for the better,” but also on the changing
role of “politics” in Kant’s overall critical system.
The speaker focused attention on the phenomenon
of republicanism and its interpretation by Kant un-
der the impact of the events in France during the
Revolution, after the death of Friedrich the Great in
1786 and finally in the late 1790s. Late Kant switch-
es from the mechanistic interpretation of the state
to its interpretation as an organism and proposes a
graduated civil model whereby “satisfaction” from a
social system is distributed among peoples depend-
ing on the level of development of their “spirit” and
is achievable, if not at once, then in the final count.
S.M. Shell saw the sources of this model in Kant’s
reading of Rousseau and his attempts to solve the
problem of reconciling rival claims to freedom and
modern scientific progress.

The report by Vadim A. Chaly (IKBFU, Kalinin-
grad, Russia) was devoted to clarifying the relation-
ship between the concepts of “man” and “mankind”
in the context of Enlightenment philosophy and in
the texts of Kant with the general purpose of clar-
ifying the thesis “mankind as an end”, recognised
today as one of the postulates of the humanistic
worldview. V.A. Chaly found in Kant’s texts four
main meanings of the concept of mankind, two of
which are particularly important for building the
concept of enlightenment. They are the essential-
ist meaning, expressed in the positing of universal
properties of reasonableness and morality and the
personalist meaning, expressed in the grounding of
free will and moral responsibility of the individual.
In the final part of his report V.A. Chaly presented a
critical view of the attempts to stress one of the four
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ma B.A. Yaei mpeIokmI KpUTudeckoe OCMbICIIeHMe
MIOIIBITOK aKIEeHTUPOBaTh TOT VUIVI MHOW M3 YeThIpex
CMBICJIOB KAHTOBCKOI'O IIOHATHUS «dejioBedecTBa» B XX
CTOJIETUI: B COBETCKOM MapKCU3Me, B «TeOPUY CIIpaBe/l-
mmBocTv» [1x. Por3a, a TakKe B HEKOTOPBIX KOHIIETIIIN-
SIX XPUCTMAHCKOI'O M CBETCKOTO IIepCcoHaIM3Ma.

H.A. Henxob (Cogputickuii ynubepcumem, Hoaeapus)
HpesCcTaBUII pe3yJIbTaThl UCCIIeIOBaHs He U3YYeHHO
710 CUX TIOp CBSA3M MeXly AByMs msganmamu «Kpurtu-
KV 9¥CTOTrO pasyMa» ¥ ydacTreM KaHTa B AycKyccmm
0 TpocsereHnn. JJoKIIagumK mpoBesl CpaBHUTEIIbHBIV
aHasm3 ctarby KaHTa 0 IIpocBeleHmy, caTupyaecKomn
cruxotBopHO Gacam VI.O. LgrumsHepa «ObesbsiHa» n
aHOHVIMHOTIO TIVICbMa O IIIaXMaTHOM aBToMare OapoHa
B. o Kemmesniena — 3Tu Tpu npomsBefieHMs IOCIY-
KVWJIVL TIpYIMepaMi STUYeCKMX CIIOPOB O COOTHOIIIeHM M
«UeJyIoBeK — XXMBOTHOe — MarrmHa». 1. A. [leHKoB 00-
paTw1 BHMMaHVe Ha TO, YTO OIPaHMYMBaThLCS M3y YeH -
€M TOJIBKO TeKCTOB camoro KaHTa HeBepHO, TIOCKOJIBKY B
TaKOM CJIy4ae MbI He I10JIy4YaeM IIpeJICTaBJIeHNsI O TOM,
HacKoJIbKO KaHT Kak 3KCIiepT MHTepecoBasicd UaesMu
sroxm [Ipocsertierts v ObUT BKITIOUEH B €€ KOHTEKCT.

OnnH 3 BeIYIIMX IPEeICTaBUTEIEV COBPEMEHHO
aMepVKaHCKOV aHaInTIgecKon dputocodun P. Xanna
(CLIA) B cBOEM [OKIIafIe 3a/gasICs BOIIPOCOM O COOTHO-
IIeHNN OBYyX PalVKaJIbHO Pa3jIMIHBIX CIIOCOOOB BO3-
MOYKHOI'O ITpouTeHMsI TpakTaTa KaHTa o mmpocsereHmm
VI €ro HIpwus3blBa IIOJIB30BAThCSl CBOVIM COOCTBEHHBIM
ymoM. Ilepsbiii criocod, opueHTpoBaHHEIV Ha KanTO-
BBI «Hauasla yUeHWs O IIpaBe», . XaHHa Ha3bIBaeT Heo-
robOcraHCKMM, JIMOepaIbHBIM U TOCYIapCTBEHHIUe-
CKMM, a COOTBEeTCTBYIOIIlee TIOHVIMaH/e TPOCBeIeH s
B II€JIOM VIMEHYET JIauT-BePCHen, IIPMMePOM KOTOPO
cnyxut kHura C. Ilnakepa «IIpocserieHne ceropgHs»
(Pinker, 2018). Bropoiz criocob mpodTeHmd 3a4a10T OpY-
rve sTYecKme counHenms KaHTa, B KOTOPBIX BBICTpa-
MBAIOTCS JOKTPUHBI OeCKOMIIPOMMCCHOV (popMasib-
HOVI "I OPMEHTVPOBAaHHOV Ha aBTOHOMWIO 3TUKM, I10-
CTTOCY/IapCTBEHHOI'0 KOCMOIIOJIUTHU3Ma B y4eHUU O
peymrum, 3ammuTa abCcOIIOTHOV aBTOHOMUM (PUIIOCO-
dum — ¥3 HUX cJleyeT KOHLEIIVS ITPOCBellleH s, ee
XaHHa MMeHyeT paJMKalbHBIM. XaHHa pa3pabaTbiBa-
eT B cBoelt KHure «KaHT, arHOCTUIIU3M U aHapXM3M»
(Hanna, 2018). DTa xoHIeNIIMs HallpaB/IeHa IIPOTUB
JIIO0BIX (POPM MHTEIIIEKTYaIbHOTO TIOPaOOIIeHMs 1
HOJIYepKMBaeT OIaCHOCTh €ro paclpocTpaHeHWs BHY-
Tpu camoro ¢pmtocodckoro dakxysbreTa, KOTopas 3a-
MeTHa CerofHs M KOTOPYyIo He MOr IpeasnaeTs KaHT.
Konrlenmims pagmKaIbHOIO IIPOCBEIIeHNs pa3BuBaeT-
Cs1 TOKJIaJ9MKOM KaK IOIBITKA OCMBICJIUTH OITaCHOCTD
HeoIMOepaIbHOTO CpalllyiBaHMs MWINTAp3Ma, Kall-
TaJla I Macc-Mellyia ¥ HaMeTWUThb IIyTU ITPOTUBOCTOSI-
HMsL 3TOVI OITaCHOCTY CO CTOPOHBI (hrytocodmt.
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meanings of the Kantian concept of “humanity” in
the twentieth century: in Soviet Marxism, in “the
theory of justice” by John Rawls, and several con-
cepts of Christian and secular personalism.

Dimitar A. Denkov (Sofia University “St. Kliment
Ohridski”, Bulgaria) presented the results of research
into the hitherto unstudied link between the two
editions of the Critique of Pure Reason and Kant’s
participation in the discussion of Enlightenment.
The speaker compared Kant’s articles on Enlighten-
ment, the satirical verse fable by Johann Friedrich
Zollner, “Der Affe”, and the anonymous letter about
Wolfgang von Kempelen’s chess-playing automa-
ton. These three works are examples of ethical
arguments on the “man — animal — machine” re-
lationship. D.A. Denkov drew attention to the fact
that it would be wrong to confine oneself exclusive-
ly to the study of Kant’s texts because in this case
we do not get an idea of the extent to which Kant as
an expert was interested in the ideas of Enlighten-
ment and involved in its context.

One of the leading representatives of contem-
porary American analytical philosophy, Robert
Hanna (USA), in his report came to grips with the
question of the relationship between two radical-
ly different methods of reading Kant’s treatise on
enlightenment and his call to use one’s own rea-
son. R. Hanna calls the first method of reading
neo-Hobbsian, liberal and statist, oriented towards
Kant’s “principles of the doctrine of right,” and the
corresponding interpretation of enlightenment as
a whole a light version, as exemplified by the book
by Steven Pinker (2018) Enlightenment Now. Anoth-
er reading is prompted by other ethical works of
Kant which build doctrines of uncompromising for-
mal and autonomously oriented ethics, post-state
cosmopolitanism in the teaching on religion and
the protection of absolute autonomy of philoso-
phy. From this flows the concept of enlightenment
which R. Hanna (2018) calls radical and which he
elaborates in his book Kant, Agnosticism, and Anar-
chism. This concept is directed against any form of
intellectual enslavement and stresses the danger of
its spread within the philosophical faculty which is
relevant today and which Kant could not have fore-
seen. The speaker elaborated the concept of radical
enlightenment as an attempt to interpret the dan-
ger of a neoliberal merger of militarism, capital and
mass-media and to chart the way in which philoso-
phy can oppose this danger.



Cex1voHHBIe 3aceflaHMs KOHPepeHIUM TPOXOIN-
JIVL BO BTOPOVI 1I0JIoBMHe JH:. B cextnm «DTmka Kanra
M ee aKTyaJIbHOCTB» ObUI TeMaTVU3MPOBaH IIVIPOKNIL
KpyT noHsTui 3Tk KaHTa, Takmx Kak JIl000Bb, CBO-
Oor1a, HOCTOMHCTBO, Bepa, MOpasIbHEIe 4yBcTBa. OTKPBI-
Bag cexkuwmio, I1. Punne (Xeavcuucxuii yHuBepcumem,
Qunaanous) mpeacTaswl OorarcTBo 1 pasHooOpasye
colepyKaHMs TIOHATUS «JII000Bb» B coumHeHmsax Kan-
Ta ¥ MoKa3aJjl, KaKyro BaXHocTh KaHT mpuiasas dys-
CTBY JIIOOBU B CBSI3V1 C T€M, UTO 3TWYeCKas XKM3Hb VH-
IVIBUJIOB He OrpaHWYMBaeTcs yBaXeHMeM K Mopaslb-
HoMy 3akoHY. OOcyXIeHMe BOIpoca O POJIM UYBCTB
u ocobeHHo smoumit B 3Tuke KaHTa mpopmorpxmiia
M.3. 3anwe-bopounvon (baipeimcxun yuubepcumenm,
Tepmanus), IOMHSB BOIIPOCKI O HEOOXOAVIMOCTY Iiepe-
OCMBICJIeHMST TPaJUIIIOHHON MHTepIIpeTaluy 3TUKNU
Kanra. Joxiamuniia Iokasasia, YTo B CBeTe HOBBIX pe-
3yJIBTaTOB MccIenoBaHmm «KpuTmkm criocobHoCcTM Cy-
XKIIeHWs» 9yBCTBa IPEJICTAlOT He TOJIBKO KaK Hem30exK-
HOCTB, HO ke KaK yCJIoBVe MopasibHOCTI. M. bpano-
xopcm (Iémmumneenckuil ynubepcumem, lepmanis) Ipo-
aHaJIM3MpPOBajl OCOOEHHOCTY OHSTHS «JOCTOMHCTBO»
y KanTa 1 o6paTiu1 BHMMaHMe Ha Ipo0IeMaTIHOCTh
COBpPEeMeHHBIX IIOMNBITOK IIpVMMeHeHMs 3TOro IIOHS-
st B KaHTOBOM CMBICIIe TP OTKase OT TOW MOpaJlb-
HOVI Teopuy, Ha KOTOPOV OHO IIOCTPOEHO Y puioco-
da. CeoeobpasHoOe peltieHVe 3TOV POOIeMBI IIperlyIo-
Xui1 B cMexxHoM f1okitazie fO. Ilmoavyenbepe (YnuBep-
cumem lassre-Bummendepea, Iepmanus): 9To0bI OTCTO-
AThb TaKyIO IIeHHOCTh, KaK 4ejloBeuecKoe JI0CTOMHCTBO,
He HY>KHO CChIJIaThCs HU Ha CTPOrO MeTadu3mdecKyIo
VIHTepIIpeTall/IO 3TOro IOHATI, HIL Ha YCJIOBHBIV OM-
nupuyeckny akT JIMYHOCTU — IOCTaTOYHO 00pa-
TUTBCS K HaIlleVl CIIOCOOHOCTYI OIpeIeIsiTh cebds ¢ Imo-
MOIIBIO pasyMa. Pazym, KOTOPBIVI IIpU 9TOM MMeeTcsI B
BU/TY, 0OOCHOBaH yMCTBEHHOVI CIIOCOOHOCTBIO deJIoBe-
Ka IMCTaHIMPOBATECS OT CIIyYalIHbIX OOCTOSTEIIECTB U
MOAYMHATECA YHUBEPCaJIBLHOV ITepCIIeKTHBe ITOCTYII-
Ka. KaHT Takylo yMCTBEHHYIO CIIOCOOHOCTPH UesIoBeKa
HasbIBaJI YMCTHIM IPAaKTUYECKVM Pa3yMOM.

DTy TeMy OpoaospKwil Aokitazn B. Kossips: (Bapuab-
cxuil yHubepcumem, Iloavuia): OH oOpaTWI BHUMaHVe
Ha HOMOLIeHTpUYHOCTb 3TukM KaHTa, B KoTOpOvt Ir'yMa-
HV3M OrpaHV4eH TpeboBaHMSAMY MOPaJIBHOTO 3aKOHA I
pacIpocTpaHsieTcsi Ha abCTpaKTHYIO «4eJIOBEYHOCTE»,
HO OTHIO/Ib He Ha MW IPUPOIBI BOOOIIE 11 He Ha MUP
pasHOOOpa3HON YeJIoBeYeCcKoV IIPUPOMbl, UTO Hambo-
Jlee sIPKO BbIPakeHO B OTPUIIaHMM ITpaBa Ha JIOXKb.

M.3. Canmo  (Dedepavnbiii  yHubepcumem  Pu-
0-0e-Kanetipo, Bpasuius) mpemioxwmia HAeTalbHYIO
TPaKTOBKy IIPpo0iIeMbI KpyTa B 0OOCHOBaHMM CBOOOIIBI
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The sections were held in the afternoon. The
section on the ethics of Kant and its relevance ad-
dressed a wide range of concepts in Kant’s ethics
such as love, freedom, dignity, faith and moral feel-
ings. Opening the proceedings, Pdrttyli Rinne (Uni-
versity of Helsinki, Finland) presented the richness
and variety of meanings of the concept of “love”
in Kant’s works and demonstrated the importance
Kant attached to the feeling of love in connection
with the fact that the ethical life of individuals is
not confined to respect for the moral law. The dis-
cussion of the question of the role of feelings and
especially emotions in Kant’s ethics was continued
by Maria E. Zanchet (Bayreuth University, Germany),
who raised the question of the need to reconsid-
er traditional interpretations of Kant’s ethics. The
speaker demonstrated that in the light of the new
results of research into the The Critique of Judgment
feelings are not only inevitable but are a precondi-
tion of morality. Mario Brandhorst (Georg August Uni-
versity Gottingen, Germany) analysed the features of
Kant’s concept of “dignity” and stressed the prob-
lematic character of modern attempts to apply the
concept in the Kantian sense while abandoning the
moral theory on which it is set by Kant. An origi-
nal solution to this problem was proposed in a com-
panion report by Jiirgen Stolzenberg (Martin Luther
University Halle-Wittenberg, Germany): in order to
uphold such a value as human dignity one need not
invoke a strictly metaphysical interpretation of this
concept or a contingent empirical fact of a person. It
is enough to invoke our ability to define ourselves
through reason. The reason referred to is ground-
ed in man’s mental ability to distance himself from
accidental circumstances and to follow the univer-
sal perspective of the act. Kant referred to such men-
tal ability as pure practical reason. The theme was
continued by Wojciech Kozyra (Warsaw University,
Poland): he drew attention to the nomocentricity of
Kant’s ethics in which humanism is limited to the
demands of the moral law and embraces abstract
“humanity,” but not the world of nature in general,
and not the world of diverse human nature as high-
lighted by the rejection of the right to lie.

Marilia Espirito Santo (Federal University of Rio
de Janeiro, Brazil) proposed her detailed interpreta-
tion of the problem of the circle in grounding free-
dom and morality which has not been sufficiently
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VI MOPaJIBHOCTH, KOTOpasi He II0JIydiiIa JIOCTaTOYHOIO
o0BsicHeHMs y camoro KaHTa 11 ocTaeTcst AMCKYCCHOH-
Hovt. A.M. XapumonoBa (Poccutickuil eocyoapcmbennoiil
eymanumapnusitl ynubepcumem, Mock6a) ocBeTvIza cOOT-
HOIIIeHVIe MOPaJILHBIX VI JIOTMYECKVIX KOHHOTAIIVT IT0-
HSATUS «Bepa», 00paTMBIIICh K MAaHYCKpUITY «BeHcKom
JIOTVIKW», VI TIOKa3aJIa, YTO 3TO IIOHATVE II03BOJISeT IIPo-
JIUTH CBET Ha MICTOPUIO POPMIMPOBaHS CAMOI'O ITPOeK-
Ta Kputndeckon dwiocodpnn Kanra. C.JI. Kampeuxo
(Mocxobcxun npaBocaabuoiii uncmumym c. Moanna bo-
eoca06a; TocyoapcmBennviil axademuueckuii yHubepcu-
mem eymanumapHuix Hayx, Mock6a) B cBoeM JOKIIaze
SKCIIINIMPOBAJI KAHTOBCKOE ITOHVMMaHue Te3nca «CBo-
Ooma ecTb OCO3HaHHAS HEOOXOIVIMOCTB», CPaBHWB €ro
¢ TpakTOoBKOV 3TOV MbIc/in y CrimHosbI, Teresiss, Mapk-
ca u DHrenbca. K. basuae (I[luzanckuii ynubepcumem,
Mmaarus) oxapakTrepmsosaia pasIfyuHbIe V3MepeHMs
TeMbI camoro3HaHms B «MeTtadusuke HpaBo» Kan-
Ta ¥ IIOKa3ajla, 94To 3HaHMe ceDsl, CBOMX CIIOCOOHOCTeN
VI IIpefieTIoB BBICTYIIaeT HeOOXOMVIMOVI IIPeIIIOChIIKOV
IJI CaMOCTOATEIbHOIO MBIIIJIeHNs], KOTOpoe MIpaeT
KJIIOUeBYIO POJIb B KaHTOBCKOM KOHIIEIITe IIPOCBellle-
"uda. B.JIL I1a6r08 (Hayuonasvuwil yuubepcumem nu-
wieBuix mexuoaoeui, Kueb, Yxpauna) npemcraBmil CBOXO
HOMBITKY OIIpefesleHNs ¥ 3KCIUIMKAIIMY IIPUHIINIIA
CIIpaBemIMBOCTH, KoTopoMy KaHT B cBOVMX COUMHEHN-
SIX y/esisgeT O9eHb MaJIo BHYMAHWL.

B cexumn «KauT 1 mcropusa stukn IIpocsere-
HWMs1» OBUIV IIOIHATHI BOIIPOCHL O YeJIOBEYECKOV CBO-
Gorie 1 IPVPOIHOV HEOOXOIMMOCTH, O COOTHOIIEHWN
VICTVIHBL U 7100pa, 1130aBIIEHNY OT 3a0JTy KIIEHU U VIC-
apasiieHuy noseneHus. JILA. Kaaunnuxo8 (BQY um.
WM. Kanma, Kaiununepad) mpencTaBmil CBOV B3IVIS/] Ha
yevmst KarTa 1o dpopMimpoBaHIMIO CeKyITapr30BaHHO-
T'O HayYHOT'O MIMPOBO33PeHNs, OCHOBAHHOI'O Ha ITPVH-
IIVIle MaTepraIbHOTO eVHCTBa Mupa. B xome obcyx-
mOeHUs ObUIO cPOPMYIIMPOBAHO HECKOJIBKO ITPMHIIN-
MVaJIbHBIX BOIIPOCOB, B TOM YNCJIe O COOTHOIIEHUN Me-
XaHWMIIM3Ma ¥ TeJleosIorimdeckoro Merona. Ilo MaeHvIIO
IOKJIaJIuMKa, MEXaHVICT9ecKyie MeTOIbI Hay 9HOIO II0-
3HaHWMS UrpafoT y KaHTa MogYMHEHHYIO POJIb (METOIBI
C OrpaHIYeHHOV 00JIaCThIO IIPYMeHeHVst) 110 OTHOIIIe-
HUIO K TeJIeoJIOrMYecKuM ¥ abcormoTHO Oecriepcriek-
TUBHBI B 0O'BSICHEHVIV BOSHVIKHOBEHWS 1 Pa3BUTVIS XKI-
BOVI IPUPOBL [lpyTue BOIIPOCH Kacasich COOTHOIIIe-
uua koHnermin Kanra, I'erenng v Ilesmmara B obiia-
¢t 3TUKM 1 purtocodpum mcropum. J1.A. KanmmHHEMKOB
rokasaji mpemmyiectsa KaHTa B IocTpoeHMm ceKyJis-
pr3oBaHHOV (PVIIOCODWIL ICTOPUN M B CO3IAaHWUM 3TH-
K1, B KOTOPOW MOpaJIb UI'PaeT OIIpedesIsoIIy0 POIb
IIpY OlleHKe CIIpaBelJIMBOCTY IIPAaBOBBIX YCTaHOBJIE-

explained by Kant and remains a moot point.
Alyona M. Kharitonova (Russian State University for
the Humanities, Moscow) spoke about the relation-
ship between moral and logical connotations of the
concept of “faith”, invoking the manuscript of the
Vienna Logic to demonstrate that this concept sheds
light on the history of the emergence of Kant’s pro-
ject of critical philosophy. Sergey L. Katrechko (Russ-
ian Orthodox University of St. John the Divine / State
Academic University of the Humanities, Moscow) in
his report expounded Kant’s concept of “freedom
as conscious necessity”, comparing it with the in-
terpretation of this thesis by Spinoza, Hegel, Marx
and Engels. Cassandra Basile (University of Pisa,
Italy) presented various dimensions of the topic of
self-knowledge in Kant’'s Metaphysics of Morals and
demonstrated that knowing oneself, one’s abilities
and limitations is a necessary prerequisite for inde-
pendent thinking which plays the key role in Kant’s
concept of Enlightenment. Valeriy L. Pavlov (Na-
tional University of Food Technologies, Kiev, Ukraine)
presented his attempt to define and explicate the
principle of justice to which Kant devotes very little
attention in his works.

The section “Kant and the History of the
Ethics of Enlightenment” addressed the questions
of human freedom and natural necessity, the re-
lationship between truth and the good, the shed-
ding of misconceptions and correction of behavior.
Leonard A. Kalinnikov (IKBFU, Kaliningrad, Russia)
spelled out his views on Kant’s efforts to form a
secular scientific worldview based on the principle
of the material unity of the world. In the course of
the discussion several fundamental questions were
formulated, including that of the relationship be-
tween the mechanistic and teleological methods. In
the opinion of L.A. Kalinnikov, mechanistic meth-
ods of scientific cognition in Kant play a subordinate
role (methods with a limited area of application)
in relation to teleological methods and are wholly
unpromising in explaining the emergence and de-
velopment of living nature. Other questions had to
do with the relationship between the concepts of
Kant, Hegel and Schelling in the field of ethics and
the philosophy of history. L.A. Kalinnikov demon-
strated the advantages of Kant in building a secu-
larised philosophy of history and developing an
ethic in which morality plays the determining role
in assessing the justice of legal establishments.
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auit. C.B. JIyeobou (bQY um. W. Kanma, Karununepao)
MIpefCTaBWI WCCIlefIoBaHMe 3TUYeCKVX ITPVHITMIIOB
KanTa B OKpUTIIYecKMT IIepiof], Ha MaTepyasle ero jla-
TUHCKON nyccepTtanum «O6 orHe». M. Pycco (Ynubep-
cumem CasepHo, imaaus) cOrmocTaBmil CeKysIsspr30BaH-
HBIVI aHTPOIIOLeHTPUYHBIVI T'yMaHM3M Hosoro Bpeme-
HM Cc rymaHusMmoM ydeHus KaHrta o moOpomeressix.
J1.D. Kpvuumon (Poccuticxuil yHuBepcumemnm 0pyx0bl Ha-
podob, Mock6a) M3JI0XWIa CBOIO TPAaKTOBKY PasBUTIS
y4eHMs 0 MOpaJIbHOVI Bepe B bora y KanTa 11 1iokasasta
ee CXOJICTBO C ydeHMeM ero copemeHHMKa V1. Ilnane-
nvHra. Tema coOTHOIIEHMSI HPaBCTBEHHOCTU C Pesivi-
rMo3HOM Bepont B bora m OeccmepTme mymn, a Takxke
mpobsieMa IIOCTPOeHMsI aTeMCTIUYeCKO MOpasll B CBs-
31 ¢ aTrkort KaHTa Hamim TpaanIiMoHHO OOITBITION OT-
KJIVIK Y CITyIIIaTesieit IIpy oOCy KaeHMM JoKIa/ia.

K. I'mpubsii-Ilemepcen (Jlondonckasa wixosa 3KOHO-
MUKU U noAumudeckux Hayk, Beaukobpumanus) mpen-
CTaBWJI CpaBHUTEJIbHBIV aHaiu3 nosununt KaHrta u
MeHziesTbcOHa TI0 BOITPOCY O IIpefiesiaX IIPOCBelIeH s
7 CBSI3aHHBIX C 9TMM Ipo0OIeMax 3TWMKW, aHTpPOIIOIO-
vy, dpurtococpum obpasosanms n ucropun. K. Jlonec
(JIonoon, Beauxobpumanus) paccMOTpelIa Iapasijlesii
B ITPOeKTaxX THOCEOJIOIMYecKOV M 3TuU4YecKomn pedop-
Mbl Metadpmsuku y Kanra m Manmvona. T.I. Pymsan-
ueba (beaopycckuii eocydapcmbennwiii yHuBepcumen,
Munck, beaapycs) Tiokasasna, uro l'eresin, momeMmsnpys
¢ KaaTom, crpemmsics o0ocHOBaTh OTCYTCTBYE B 3TOM
MUpe TapMOHUV MeXIy HPaBCTBEHHOCTBIO 1 OJ1aKeH-
crBoM. [Dx. Yoaw (Yuubepcumem Iasse-Bummenbepea,
Iepmanus) vccrenosain pasnmyeHre KaHToM B j1eKIin-
gax 1o 3Tuke 1770-x IT. ABYX BUIOB IPWHIIUIIOB: prin-
cipium diiudicationis, Koroperi KaHT BO3BOIWMII K TEOPI-
M MOPaJIbHOTO UyBCTBa, U principium executionis, BOC-
xopAmmit K Boinbdy m panmoHaamMcTideckov Bepeum
npaxTmyaeckont dutocodpum. C. Apbuo-Dudep (Lyiic-
bypeckuil ynuBepcumem, lepmaniis) MOCBSITUII ITOKJIa
YTOYHEHWIO COOTHOIIEH s KOHIIEIINV CBOOOIBI B (pu-
socodpum Pycco n KanTa, ipefctasis MopanbHYIO -
mocodpmro KanTa Kak IIpofopkeHme 1 pasBUTHe KOH-
TpakTyanusMa Pycco. k. Xoboa (Kamoauueckuii yHu-
Bepcumem J1éBena, beaveus) B cBOeM BBICTYIIJIEHUN pac-
cMoOTpeJl yHoMsiHyToe KaHTOM aHTpoIoorimdeckoe
MpenATCTBIe 1714 mpoekTa IIpocsereniis, a MMeHHO
JIEHOCTH (CKJIOHHOCTH K IIPa3IHOCTM), I PacKpBII CO-
Iep’KaHMe 3TOro peHoMeHa Ha OCHOBE BCEro KOpITy-
ca KaHTOBCKmX coumHeHmm m Jekumn. C.A. Peuwenun
(Vrubepcumem Tapmy, Dcmonus) IpencTaBuil epeoc-
MBICJIeHVIe KPUTUKY OCHOBOIIOJIAraloIIIX MOPasIbHBIX
npuHnynos Kanra @. [IvyuiepoM v mipociier mx
IprMeHeHe, obpaTus ocoboe BHMMaHMe Ha KOHIell-
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Sergey V. Lugovoy (IKBFU, Kaliningrad, Russia) pre-
sented a study of the ethical principles of Kant in
the pre-critical period based on his Latin disser-
tation On Fire. Marco Russo (University of Salerno,
Italy) in his report compared the secularised an-
thropocentric humanism of the modern period
with the humanism of Kant’s teaching on virtues.
Ludmila E. Kryshtop (Peoples’ Friendship University
of Russia, Moscow, Russia) presented her interpreta-
tion of Kant’s development of the teaching on moral
faith in God and demonstrated its similarity to the
teaching of his contemporary, Johann Spalding. The
correlation between morality and religious faith in
God and the immortality of the soul, as well as the
problem of building an atheistic morality in connec-
tion with Kant’s ethics prompted, as usual, a lively
reaction of the audience when discussing the report.

Cristobal Garibay-Petersen (London School of Eco-
nomics and Political Science, United Kingdom) gave a
comparative analysis of the positions of Kant and
Mendelssohn on the question of the limits of En-
lightenment and the related problems of ethics,
anthropology, the philosophy of education and his-
tory. Christine Lopes (London, United Kingdom) anal-
ysed the parallels in the projects of epistemological
and ethical reform of metaphysics advanced by Kant
and Maimon. Tatiana G. Rumyantseva (Belarusian
State University, Minsk, Belarus) demonstrated that
Hegel in arguing with Kant sought to explain the
absence, in this world, of harmony between moral-
ity and bliss. John Walsh (Martin Luther University
Halle-Wittenberg, Germany) looked at the distinction
drawn by Kant in his 1770s lectures on ethics be-
tween two types of principles: principium diiudi-
cationis, which Kant derived from the theories of
moral feeling and principium executionis, which goes
back to Wolf and the rationalist version of practical
philosophy. Sven-Arvid Ender (University of Duis-
burg-Essen, Germany) devoted his report to clarify-
ing the relationship between the concept of freedom
in the philosophy of Rousseau and Kant, presenting
Kant’s moral philosophy as the continuation and
elaboration of Rousseau’s counter-actualism. Jeremy
Hovda (Catholic University of Leuven, Belgium) in his
report drew attention to the anthropological ob-
stacle to the Enlightenment project pointed out by
Kant, i.e. laziness (proneness to indolence) and ex-
plained the content of this phenomenon on the ba-
sis of the entire body of Kant’s works and lectures.
Semyon A. Reshenin (University of Tartu, Estonia) re-
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LU0 3cTeTndeckoro socnintanus y lnmiepa. P.C. Yu-
cmob (puauas MocxoBckoeo eocydapcmberntnoeo yHubep-
cumema mexuosoeuit u ynpabaenus um. K.I. Pasymob-
ckoeo, Kaaununepad) B cBOeM JOKIIazie OXapaKTepu30-
BaJ1 B3rAabpl M. K. MaMapmamsmim Kak IpogosKaTe-
JIs1 3TMYeckort Tpagunum V. Kanra.

Bxitaz B pasBuTHe TeMaTVKM CeKIIVY BHeCIU U Ha-
uyHalomye ydeHble (ctymeHThl): A.C. Kuceseb6 (BQY
um. M. Kanma, Karununepad) IpoaHaIM3MpOBal OC-
HOBHBIE VHTEPIIpeTalNi IOHATIS «eCTeCTBEHHOe CO-
cTosgHMe» y JIokka, OTMeTHB II0CiIe[IHero Kak OffHOIO
3 OCHOBOIIOJIOXKHVKOB ITPOCBETUTEIILCKOVI MOPaJIbHO-
HOJIUTUYeCKOV (pryIocopuyt 1 aBTOPOB HOBOI'O OITpe-
TleJIeHUsI eCTeCTBeHHOro coctosHms. A.A. Epmoaobuu
(beaopycckuii eocyoapcmbennviil ynubepcumem, Mumck,
beaapycs) conocrasiin xoemoronmtisM Kanra i Oux-
Te, TOKa3aB, UTO CBOe TeopeTmdeckoe OodopMIileHVe
KOCMOIOJIUTU3M Kak siBjleHUe smoxu I[Ipocserienmis
HoJIy4wsI OJiarofapsi IOJIMTUKO-IIPABOBOMY IIPOEKTY
000VIX MBICIIVITETIEA.

Cexmmsa «Pemenmmst atukm Kanta m Ilpocse-
meHnsa B Poccmm m Mmpe» OTKpBUIACh JOKJIAZIOM
B.IO. Ilepoba  (Canxm-Ilemepbypeckuii eocydapcmben-
Hblil YHuBepcument), KOTOPLIVI PacCMOTPesI TPU COBpe-
MeHHBIe pafVKaJIbHO Pas3JIMYHble OLEHKV CYyIBbOBI 7
nepcrekTus mpoekra IIpocsemenns 1 copmympo-
BaJI CBOe BUIeHe BO3MOXHOCTY aKTyasIv3alluy Uaen
KanTa cerogusa. A.B. Maaviume (IlpabocaaBuoiii Chs-
mo-Tuxonobcxuil eymanumapuolii ynubepcumem, Mo-
cx6a) Ha ipuMepe Tekctos CB. VinHOKeHTNS (BOprico-
Ba) IOKa3aJl BiMgHMe KaHTa Ha MpaBOC/IaBHYIO XpU-
crostoruto B Poccym XIX B. B. Hubomapy (Ynubepcumem
Iapux IV Copbonna, @panyusa; Ynubepcumem Bynnep-
maas, Tepmanus) BpICKa3ajia IIPeIIOIIOXKeHe O CXOI-
cTBe KOHIIe1 cBoboe! Beprl d.M. [locToeBckoro n
cBobomb! pasyma y Kaura. B./. Yepeonukob (Karunun-
epad) mpocienyl usMeHeHVe obpasa KaHta B mpoms-
BemeHMsIX AHApes benoro. A.I. [Tyuxapckuil (BDQY um.
M. Kanma, Kasununepad) mpencTaBuil KPUTUYECKOe OC-
MBIC/IEHEe CPaBHUTEJIBHOIO aHasIM3a CUCTeM IIpaKTu-
uveckort ¢pmocodpmm Kanrrta m B.C. ConosreBa, 1ipen-
stoxxeHHoro B.H. bprommHkmHEIM Ha OcHOBe paspa-
OOTaHHOM MM «CHCTEMHOVI MOZEINIV apryMeHTaIlV».
T.H. Pe36vix (IlpaBocaabuviii Céamo-TuxonoBcxuil eyma-
Humapwiil yHubepcumem, Mock6a) paccMoTperia poiTb
pocupusaTus 3Tmdeckux mpent Kanra C.JI. @pankom,
IIPOIIEIITVM IYTh J[yXOBHOVI 3BOJIIOI[MM OT MapKCH3-
Ma k uneanmsmy. B.K. CamoxBaroba (Bcepoccuiickas
akademus Gnewinen mopeobau, Mock6a) ipoaHaM3npo-
Basla MO3UTMBUCTCKYIO 1 (PeHOMEHOJIOIMYeCKyIo Kpu-
TnKy KanToBckowt 3TuKM IT.A. CopokmmbmM. Pycckort

interpreted Schiller’s critique of Kant’s fundamental
moral principles, traced their application and drew
attention to Schiller’s concept of esthetic education.
Roman S. Chistov (K.G. Razumovsky Moscow State
University of Technology and Management, Kaliningrad)
in his report examined the views of Merab Mamar-
dashvili as a successor to Kant’s ethical tradition.
Young scholars (students) made their contribu-
tion to the group’s discussions: Alexander S. Kiselev
(IKBFU, Kaliningrad, Russia) analysed the main in-
terpretations by Locke of the concept of “the natural
state”, stressing that Locke was one of the found-
ers of the Enlightenment moral-political philosophy
and one of the authors of the new definition of the
natural state. Arseny A. Ermolovich (Belarusian State
University, Minsk, Belarus) compared the cosmo-
politanism of Kant and Fichte, demonstrating that
cosmopolitanism was formulated theoretically as a
phenomenon of the Enlightenment era thanks to the
political and legal project of these two thinkers.

The section “The Reception of Enlighten-
ment and Kant’s Ethics in Russia and the World”
opened with the report by Vadim Yu. Perov (Saint
Petersburg State University, Russia), who looked at
three modern radically differing assessments of the
future prospects of the Enlightenment project and
presented his vision of the modern actualisation of
Kant’s ideas. Artem V. Malyshev (St. Tikhon’s Ortho-
dox University for the Humanities, Moscow, Russia),
using St. Innocent (Borisov) texts, showed Kant’s
influence on Orthodox Christology in Russia in
the nineteenth century. Veronica Cibotaru (Universi-
ty of Paris-Sorbonne, France / Bergische University of
Wuppertal, Germany) suggested that Dostoyevsky’s
concept of freedom of faith and Kant’s freedom
of reason were similar. Valentin I. Cherednikov
(Kaliningrad, Russia) traced the changing image of
Kant in the works of Bely. Anatoly G. Pushkarsky
(IKBFU, Kaliningrad, Russia) provided a critical in-
terpretation of the comparative analysis of the sys-
tems of practical philosophy of Kant and Vladimir
Solovyov, proposed by Vladimir N. Briushinkin
on the basis of his “systemic model of argumen-
tation.” Tatiana N. Rezvych (St. Tikhon’s Orthodox
University for the Humanities, Moscow, Russia) con-
sidered the role of the perception of Kant’s eth-
ical ideas by Semyon Frank who covered the path
of spiritual evolution from Marxism to idealism.
Varvara K. Samokhvalova (Russian Foreign Trade
Academy, Moscow) analysed the positivist and
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penermimy KanTa ObIIN TOCBSINIEHBI TaKXKe JIOKJIazIbI
yuacTHMKOB Dopyma mosnonsix yueHsix: [.O. Poxun
(BDY um. Y. Kanma, Karununepad) ocBETUII peLIEIIIINIO
@.A. Tonyouackum mmen KanTa o mocTysaTe mpak-
TUYECKOTO pa3syMa — 3TOT CIOXKET IIpeJICTaBIIsgeT OCOo-
ObIT MHTEpeC B KOHTEKCTe OOIIIero HebslaroxesiaTesib-
HOTO OTHOIIeHW: K 3TuKe KaHTa B pycckom penmrios-
Homt pwtocodpun. I1.1. Ymuuxoba (BOY um. V. Kanma,
Kasununepad) paccMoTpesia KpUTHUUYeCKMe 3aMedaHIs
C.JI. ®panka oTHOCHTesIbHO IpescTaBiieHun Kanra
00 ofriecTBe B ero dutocodmm 1 B IaTbHENITEN He-
oKaHTMaHCKoN Tpamnuvn. [1.P. bornadviceba (BDY um.
M. Kanma, Kaaununepad) ipencrasnia aHaJIN3 TIOIIBIT-
kn H.O. Jlocckoro cdopmysmmpoBaTh KaTeropmdecKum
VIMIIepaTuB, BKJIIOYAIOIINUII copepskaTeJIbHOe OIIvica-
HIMe MOpaJI, a He TOJIBKO ee (POPMaTbHBINT KPUTEPUTA.
P.A. Axxae6 (Hacecmanckuii eocyoapcmbennuiil yHubep-
cumem, Maxaukasa) Ha ocHoBe ctarent B.dD. DpHa u
M.M. PyOuHmreriHa o «mwmrapusme» KanTa 1po-
aHaJIU3MPOoBaJl IVICKYCCUIO, pa3BepPHYBIITYIOCS B OTeve-
CTBEHHBIX ITyOmmKamysax 1914—1915 .

OcranpHBIE JOKIIAABI TPETHET CEKITNV KacaICh BO-
IIPOCOB METOHOJIOTUV VIHTEPIIPeTaIlny KaHTOBCKIIX
TEKCTOB M PeleNIni 1aet KeHUrcoeprckoro umsioco-
da 3a npenerramu Poccvm. X. Xatidenpaiix (Ynubepcu-
mem ITaase-Bummenbepea, Iepmanus) ocBeTMII pellen-
VIO KaHTOBCKOTO Y4YeHMs O IIOCTysIaTax Ha pyOexe
XIX—XX BB. mpezncTaBnTesIssMm pryiocodpnyt CpuTya-
TIM3Ma, MaTepuanvsMa 1 HeoKaHTHaHcTBa. A.I. 3a6aiuil
(Amepuxanckuil ynubepcumem KyBeiima, Kyberim) moka-
3as1 BivisiHve KanTa Ha yimbepaibHy 0 Te0sIOr Mo Kepur-
MBI XX B. — HalIpaBpJleHVe, KOTOpoe BO MHOIOM OIipa-
eTcsl Ha KaHTOBCKYIO (PYyIocomIo peTiriy Kak Criocoo
nmemucponormzarumt permrut. A.A. Iuan (Poccuiickuil
eocyoapcmBennviil eymanumapHuiil yuubepcumem, Mo-
cxBa) oxapakTepusoBajia KPUTHKY ITpaKTIdecKon ¢u-
socodpumt  KanTa M. Illestepom, mpomeMOHCTpUpOBaB
ee cwibHble 1 c1abble croponsl. E.M. [lawao6a (KOxc-
Holll hedepasvhuiil YyHubepcumem, Pocmob-na-Iony) BeI-
DIBUHYJIA Te3VC O AMaIeKTMIHOCTY PrIocodcKoro me-
Torga M. dyko u mipericTasiia ero «Vctopnio 6e3ymuis
B KJIACCMUYECKYIO SII0Xy» KaK CBOeoOpasHoOe IIPOHoIIKe-
HVe KaHTOBCKOro IrpoekTa [ Ipocserenmis.

YuactHuk dopyma mononbix yuensix A.C. Luose-
nebcxutl  (Tomckui  eocyoapcmbBernuitl  yHUBepcumenn,
Tomck) mpoaHanmM3MpoBasl MHTepperanyio k. Pos-
30M Kareropwdeckoro mmieparusa KanTa, cdoxycm-
poBaB BHMMAaHIMe Ha IIOHSTUM «CIIPaBeJIMBOCTE» Y
00onx durocodos. [JokIagumK moKasa, 4To cijiabas
CTOPOHAa 3TOV MHTepIIpeTally COCTOUT B ToTepe Poil-
30M YHMBEPCaJIbHOCTY KaHTOBCKVIX TTOJIOKEHUTA.
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phenomenological critique of Kantian ethics by
Pitirim Sorokin. The Russian perception of Kant
was the subject of reports by members of the Fo-
rum of Young Scholars. David O. Rozhin (IKBFU,
Kaliningrad, Russia) examined the perception of
Kant’s postulate of practical reason by Fyodor
Golubinskiy, which is of interest in the context of the
generally cold attitude to Kant's ethics in Russian
religious philosophy. Polina D. Umnikova (IKBFU,
Kaliningrad, Russia) analysed the critical remarks
by Semyon Frank on Kant’s ideas of society in his
philosophy and in the subsequent Neo-Kantian tra-
dition. Polina R. Bonadyseva (IKBFU, Kaliningrad,
Russia) analysed the attempts of Nikolai Lossky to
formulate the categorical imperative to include a
substantive description of morality and not only its
formal criterion. Ruslan A. Akkaev (Dagestan State
University, Makhachkala, Russia), proceeding from
the articles by Vladimir Ern and Moses Rubinstein
on Kant’s “militarism”, reviewed the discussion that
broke out in Russian thought in 1914 —1915.

Other reports at this section dealt with the is-
sues of methodology inthe interpretation of Kant's
texts and his perception outside Russia. Hauke
Heidenreich (Martin Luther University Halle-Wittenberg,
Germany) described the perception of Kant’s teach-
ing on postulates at the turn of the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries by representatives of the philos-
ophy of spiritualism, materialism and Neo-Kantian-
ism. Andrei G. Zavaliy (American University of Kuwait,
Kuwait) showed the influence exerted by Kant on
the liberal theology of twentieth century keryg-
ma, a trend largely based on Kant’s philosophy of
religion as a means of de-mythologising religion.
Anna A. Shiyan (Russian State University for the Hu-
manities, Moscow) shed light on the critique of Kant's
practical philosophy by Sheller, showing its strengths
and weaknesses. Ekaterina I. Shashlova (Southern Fed-
eral University, Rostov-on-Don, Russia) put forward the
thesis on the dialectical nature of the philosophical
method of Michel Foucault describing his Madness
and Civilization as a continuation of Kant’s enlighten-
ment project. Alexander S. Cidzenevskiy (Tomsk State
University, Russia), a member of the Forum of Young
Scientists, analysed the interpretation of Kant’s cate-
gorical imperative by John Rawls, focusing attention
on both philosophers” concept of “justice” showing
that a weakness of this interpretation consists in the
fact that Rawls has lost the universality of Kant's
principles.
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OrtnertbHas ceKIlns, IIOCBAIIEHHAs BOIIPOCaM B3a-
VIMOCBSI3V IIPOCBETHUTEIBCKMX 3TUKM M ICTETUKW,
oTKpbUIack AokianoM M.IO. Cabesvebon (Hayuonaas-
Has axademus wayx Yxpauns,, Kueb, Ykpauna), B xoto-
PoM ObuIn PacKpbITbl OCHOBHBIE ITYHKTBI KaHTOBCKOIT
KOHIIEIIINY TeHMaJIbHOCTI: 3TUM HoHsATMeM KaHT
0003HayaII 11 BBICIIINI YPOBEHb MAacTepPCTBA B HayKe U
VICKYCCTBE, I IIPaKTI4eCcKoe BOIUIOIIEeHVe HPaBCTBEH-
Horo 3akoHa. A.H. Kpwoxo8 (Coyuosoeuueckuii uncmu-
mym PAH, Canxm-Ilemepbype) oOpaTwmiicss K BOIIPOCY
0 TOM, CJIEIIyeT JIV 113 CO3ePLIAHMS IIPEKPACHOIO Co3ep-
ITaHMe J00poreTesTbHOrO 1 Haobopot. X. Jlaixo (VHu-
Gepcumem Typxy, Punaan0us) IPeNIOKVII VICIIONb-
30BaTh IOHSATVE IIPYUINYVS B Ka4eCTBe TOUKM COIIPY-
KOCHOBeHM 3TUKM 1 acteTnkn y Karra. M.B. ['paueba
(Canxm-IlemepOypeckuii eocydapcmbennsiii yHubepcu-
mem) TIpeICcTaBIa IOAPOOHBI aHaIM3 cMeXa B pu-
socodmm KaHTa, 1oKasblBasi YAMBUTENIBHBIN IS CO-
BPEMEHHOCTV Te3VIC O TOM, YTO CMeX JIJISI MBICJIUTe-
JI — SBJIEHMe VICKJIFOUMTEIIBHO IICHXOpU3MOoIIornye-
CKOe, He MMelolllee MOpaJIbHOroO m3Mepenus: y Kanra
HeT 3ampeTHbIX TeM Wi cmexa. A.P. Candpy (Tiobun-
eeHcKkutl yHubBepcumem, lepmanus) vicciemoBal PoOiIb
YYBCTB YHOBOJIBCTBIMA M HEYHOBOJIBCTBIA B 3CTETVIKE
u dpurtocodpvm mpuponsl y Kanra. C. @esoir (Yrubep-
cumem ITaBuu, Mimaius) mpencrasmia B JIOKJIajie CpaB-
HWTeJIbHBIVI aHAJIV3 POJIV UYBCTBA OTBPALLEHNS B 9TH-
ke 1 ocretnke Kanrta m MeHpepcoHa, Iokasas, Ka-
Ky 3T1YeCKYIO POJIb HepBBIVI IIPUIINCBhIBaJI 9YBCTBY
orpparienus. M. /. Konyeb (E®@Y um. U. Kanma, Kaiu-
HuHepad) obpaTwics K yrnoMsiHyTeIM y KanTa resmep-
HBIM PasJIM4YMsIM B BOCIIPUSITY IIPEKPACHOT'O V1 BO3BBI-
merHoro. [x. Momma (I'paycxuii yuubepcumem / Ben-
cxutl ynubepcumem, A6cmpus) ocsetvst yuenve Kanra
00 ormpenessroneri, pedyIeKTUPYIOLIeN 1 IIPaKTIde-
ckovt criocodbHocTr cyxxperus. L. Kaunenep (Iémmun-
eeHckutl ynubepcumem, Iepmanis) paccMOTpeTl pasBu-
Tre B3rIsoB KaHTa Ha pojIb XyIOXXeCTBEHHOV JINTe-
paTypsl B MOPJIBHOM BOCIIUTAHUIL Y PAHHErO JIOKPY-
Trueckoro KaHra ripeo0iaiaeT 103U TUBHBIN B3I, Y
IIO3[JHETO — HACTOPOXXEHHOCTb.

PasHocTOpOoHHe ObUIa IIpefcTaBjieHa pereIs
>Tukn KaHTa B HeOKaHTMAaHCTBe — 3Ta CEeKI[MS OT-
KpbUlack gokitafgoM B.H. beaoBa (Poccutickuii yruBep-
cumem Opyx0sl HapodoB, Mockba) o dpwocodpun pe-
yimrum I. KoreHa Kak HOmIbITKe CHMHTe3a KaHTMAaHCTBA
v uymavsMma. 2. Buomep (Benckuii ynubepcumem, Ab-
cmpus) viccienosaia BiavsaHve naet A.A. Jlanre Ha co-
LaJIVCTIYeCKie MHTepIIpeTaly KaTeropudecKoro
mmmeparmsa Kanra. C. [lana (Bencxuil ynuBepcumenm,
Abcmpus) 1poBeNl CpaBHWUTEIBHBIVI aHAINU3 B3IJIS-

Another section devoted to Enlightenment
Ethics and Aesthetics in Correlation, opened with
a presentation by Marin Yu. Savelieva (National Acad-
emy of Sciences of Ukraine, Kiev, Ukraine), which ex-
amined the main points of the Kantian concept of
genius: Kant used this concept to refer both to the
supreme level of mastery in science and the arts
and the practical implementation of the moral law.
Alexei N. Krioukov (Herzen State Pedagogical Univer-
sity, Saint Petersburg) looked at the question wheth-
er the intuition of good follows from the intuition
of beauty or vice versa. Hemmo Laiho (University of
Turku, Finland) proposed using the concept of de-
cency as the point of contact between Kant’s ethics
and esthetics. Maria V. Gracheva (Saint Petersburg
State University) presented a detailed analysis of
laughter in Kant’s philosophy promoting an un-
likely thesis that laughter for Kant is a purely psy-
cho-physiological phenomenon which has no moral
dimension: Kant has no taboo topics for laughter.
Adrian R. Sandru (Eberhard Karls University Tiibingen,
Germany) explores the role of the feelings of pleasure
and displeasure in Kant’s esthetics and philosophy
of nature. Serena Feloj (State University of Pavia, Italy)
presented a comparative analysis of the role of the
feeling of disgust in the ethics and esthetics of Kant
and Mendelssohn showing the ethical role Kant
ascribed to the feeling of disgust. [van D. Koptsev
(IKBFU, Kaliningrad, Russia) turned to the gender
differences in the beautiful and the sublime men-
tioned by Kant. Giuseppe Motta (University of Graz /
University of Vienna, Austria) dealt with Kant’s teach-
ing on the defining, reflecting and practical capacity
of judgment. Stefan Klingner (Georg August Universi-
ty Géttingen, Germany) considered the development
of Kant’s views on the role of fictional literature
in moral education: early pre-critical Kant takes a
largely positive view while later Kant takes a guard-
ed view.

The Reception of Kant’s Ethics in Neo-Kan-
tianism came in for many-sided discussion. The
section opened with a report by Vladimir N. Belov
(Peoples” Friendship University of Russia, Moscow)
on Hermann Cohen’s philosophy of religion as
an attempt to synthesise Kantianism and Juda-
ism. Elisabeth Widmer (University of Vienna, Austria)
explored the influence of the ideas of Friedrich
Albert Lange on the socialist interpretations of
Kant’s categorical imperative. Stefano Papa (Uni-
versity of Vienna, Austria) compared the views of
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1o Kanra 1 I Korena Ha cooTHoIeHMe pasyMHOCTI
u permmrvm. A.B. [lle6yo8 (Mockobckuil abuayuontbiil
uncmumym, Mock6a) TTpoaHaIM3MpPOBal TOUKY 3pe-
Hus C.J1. PyOuninrerita Ha Bo33penns Korena B KoH-
TeKCTe IIPOo0sIeMbl B3aIMOOTHOLIEHVISI STVIKM W JIOIM-
k. O.10. 36epeba (Baiikarvckuil 2ocydapcmbBenbiil YHu-
Bepcumem, Mpiymck) conocTaBmila KOHIEIINN «IByX
MUPOB» — KYJBTYphl U XusHu — y Il Hatopma u
M.M. baxTrHa 1 nokasasia, B yeM 00a MBICIINTeEIIS BU-
eJIV CrIoCcOOBI OOpeTeHs eMHCTBA STUX [BYX MUPOB.
IT.A. Baadumupo8  (CapamoBexuti  eocydapcmBermulil
yrubepcumem um. H.I. Yepnviuefckoeo) ocBeTUII 0CO-
OeHHOCTV pelLleNIIMI ¥ MHTepIpeTanyy IIpaKTide-
cxom purmocodprm Karra B atmke B.D. Cesemana. 4. [ley
(3aounviii ynubepcumem 6 Xaeetre, [epmanus) mpencra-
BVJI TIOTIXOMBI K PeIlIeHNIO IIpo0IeMBl «IeTepMHAIIN
[IPaKTUYeCKOro», IIOCTABIIEHHOW B 3TUKe OaeHCKo-
ro HeokaHTHaHcTBa. A. [lempac (Cusesckuil yHubepcu-
mem 6 KamoBuyax, IToavuia) TIOKa3ama pasBUTHE IIPO-
cBeTUTeIIbCKOV TMKM KaHTa B 1lee UesI0BEYECKOro
mocromHcTBa y X. Barnepa. IO.B. Ioaybe6a (Cankm-Ile-
mepOypeckuil YyHubepcumem mexHoA02uil ynpabienus u
9KOHOMUKU) IpOCIIenyuIa BimsHMe 3Tk KaHTa Ha 1mo-
HMMaHMe uctopun B. Burgemsbarnom, I. Pukkeprom
u B. Junsreem. M.IO. Saeupnax (bDY um. V. Kanma,
Kaununepad) Ipociie v B COIMaIbHO-PMIIocoCKmxX
B3rsmax M. Bebepa m C.V1. I'eccena mmpopoirkeHme aH-
TUHATY payvicTidecKont javHun 3Tk Kanra. Ydact-
HUK Popyma Monoasix yueHbIX A.A. [oa06un (Poccuil-
ckuil eocydapcmbernuill nedaeoeuneckuil yHubepcumem
um. A.W. Iepyena, Canxm-Ilemepbype) ToKaszas, Kak
>TuKy Kanra mommmamm A. lomenraysp u B. Bun-
Hes1b0aH/I, 1 IPeJITIoIoKIIT BOSMOXKHOCTD CHTE3MPO-
BaTh IPOTVBOIOJIOKHO HaIlpaBJleHHBIE PacCy KIeHVIs
3TVIX aBTOPOB B IIOVMCKAaX peIleHNs aKTyaIbHOW Cerofl-
Hs1 TPOo0JIeMBI CaMOOIIpeie/IeH s JIMIHOCTA.
OrtnenbHas cekumsl ObUIa TOCBAIIEHA COBPEMeH-
HBIM IpoOsieMaM peasnmszanyy npoekTa IIpocsere-
HUs B NMoauTukKe u obpasosanun. JI1.IO. Kopruiaeb
(bDY um. U. Kanma, Kasununepad) mpemyioKXmuI aHa-
JIM3 KaHTOBCKMX Mzler 00 oO0pa3oBaHMM C TOYKM 3pe-
HMSI COBpeMeHHBIX ITpo0sieM: TpaHcdOpMaIys OTHO-
IIeHNS «yIUTeIb — y4eHMK», /IHTepHeT KaK IIpocBe-
TUTEJIbCKasg ¥ aHTUIIPOCBETUTEIIbCKasl Cpera, IIpo-
OrieMa CpefiCTB, Iejlell U KpuUTepues IIporpecca B 00-
pasosanvm. KaHTOBCKas mefrarormaeckasi Teopus C ee
STUYECKMM SIpoM Obljla IIpericTaB/IeHa B 3TOM [IOKJIa-
Ile KaK HeIpexomsInii IyHKT pedepeHInn I Oll-
TUMVICTYeCKOro B3IJIsifla Ha oOpasoBaHme. B moxiame
W.H. I'pugpyoboii (MockoBcxuii nedaeoeuneckuii eocyoap-
cmBennviil ynubepcumem, Mock6a) n I B. Copunon (Mo-
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Kant and Cohen on the correlation between rea-
son and religion. Alexander V. Shevtsov (Moscow
Aviation Institute, Russia) analysed the perception
by Sergey Rubinstein of the views of Cohen in the
context of the problem of the relationship between
ethics and logic. Olga Yu. Zvereva (Baikal State Uni-
versity, Irkutsk, Russin) made a comparative anal-
ysis of the concepts of “two worlds” — culture
and life — by Paul Natorp and Mikhail Bachtin
and revealed how these two philosophers per-
ceived the methods of these two worlds achieving
unity. Pavel A. Viadimirov (Saratov State Universi-
ty, Russia) covered the reception and interpretation
of the practical philosophy of Kant in the ethics of
Vasiliy Sesemann. Jacinto Pdez (University of Hagen,
Germany) presented approaches to the problem of
“determination of the practical” raised in the eth-
ics of Baden Neo-Kantianism. Alicja Pietras (Uni-
versity of Silesia in Katowice, Poland) traced the
development of Kant's Enlightenment ethics in
Wagner’s idea of human dignity. Julia V. Golubeva
(St. Petersburg University of Management Technologies
and Economics, Russia) traced the impact of Kant's
ethics on the perception of history by Windelband,
Rickert and Dilthey. Mikhail Yu. Zagirnyak (IKBFU,
Kaliningrad, Russia) found in the social-philosophi-
cal views of Max Weber and Sergey Hessen the con-
tinuation of the anti-naturalist line in Kant’s ethics.
Alexei A. Golovin (Herzen State Pedagogical Universi-
ty of Russia, St. Petersburg), a member of the Forum
of Young Scientists, showed how Kant’s ethics was
understood by Schopenhauer and Windelband, and
suggested that it was possible to synthesise the op-
posing views of these authors in search of a solution
to the topical modern problem of self-determination
of the individual.

A separate section was devoted to modern
problems of the implementation of the Enlighten-
ment Project in Politics and Education. Leonid Yu.
Kornilaev (IKBFU, Kaliningrad, Russia) proposed
an analysis of Kant’s ideas on education from the
viewpoint of modern problems: transformation of
the “teacher —pupil” relationship, the Internet as
an enlightenment and anti-enlightenment environ-
ment, the problem of the means, goals and criteria
of progress in education. Kant’s pedagogical theo-
ry with its ethical nucleus was presented in this re-
port as an abiding reference point for an optimistic
view on education. In their report Irina N. Griftsova
(Moscow State Pedagogical University, Moscow,
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cxoBckutl eocydapcmbennviil ynubepcumem um. M.B. Jlo-
MOoHO0c06a) ObliIa cpopMyIIipoBaHa 11 000CHOBaHa Mlest
0 TOM, YTO HpaBCTBEHHOE BOCIIMTaHVe JIOJDKHO (POKy-
CUpOBaThCs He Ha Ileperiade CUCTeMBI IIeHHOCTe (KOH-
KypUpPYys C eCTeCTBeHHOV collMasin3ainert), a Ha pas-
BUTHUV CITIOCOOHOCTY 0OOCHOBAHHOTO 1 OTBETCTBEHHO-
ro CyXX[JeHMs II0 BOIpOcaM MOPajIbHOIO XapaKTepa.
@. baean (Ynubepcumem Buaaanoba, CLLIA) obparmics
K IIpo0sIeMe MeTapm3MIecKX OCHOBaHUT IIOJUTVUKA Y
KanTa v IIpemIoxmI Bepcuio pa3BUTHs KOMIIJIEKCHO-
ro noHmnMaHms nonutuku. P. [lackyape (I'paycxui yru-
Bepcumem, A6cmpu s) TI0Ka3asa posIb IyOJIMYIHOIO YIIO-
TpeOsIeHMs pasyMa B IIOJIUTHMKE VI er0 HeOOXOAVIMYIO
CBsI3b C CAaMOAVICITUILIVMHYPpOBaHWeM IrpaxyaH, a C. Ba-
mancebep (Ynubepcumem buavkenm, Auxapa, Typyus)
V3JI0XKMIIA CBOIO BEPCUIO Pas/IMUeHNs Y 3HaYeHWs ITy-
Or1MuHOrO M MHAMBUYyaIbHOTO ITpocserienyst. IO. Ho-
Bommax-Ilopeda (Bvicuias wixosa sxkonomuku 6 Bapua-
e, Iloavuia) IpencTaBuila pacCMOTpeHMe KaHTOBCKOV
KOHIIEIIIIWY ITPOCBelleH s C TO3UIINI (PeMMHMCTCKON
KPUTUKM TIaTPprapxaIbHOCTI: TPV TaKOM B3IVId/Ie B3a-
VIMHO YCVJIMBAIOTCS KOHIIEIIIIMV YaCcTHOTO M ITyOsird-
Horo mpuMeHeHMs pasyMma. K. [lane (E6poneiickui yru-
Bepcumem Daencbypea, lepmanus) obpaTniack K TaKo-
My acIieKTy ITpOCBelleHNs, KaK ceKCyaIbHOe BOCIIMTa-
HIe, KOTOpoe He 00CyKAasioch B ITyOJIMYHBIX IVCKYC-
cusx 0 cepeauHbl ITponuioro Beka. K. ITamne nokasa-
JIa, HaCKOJIBKO Ba’KHBIM KaHT cumTas 3TOT acIiekT B
1LIeJIoM, a TaK)ke paBHOIIpaBye VI OIpefieleHHble CBO-
Oompl B aTON cpepe, B yactHOCTI. A.C. 3usvbep (BOY
um. Y. Kanma, Kaisununepad) M3moXmII BEPCUIO PEKOH-
CTPYKIIMM aHTPOIOJIOIMYEeCKOro M3MepeHMs IOIUTH-
yeckom prstocodpum KaHTa Ha OCHOBe ero MopaIbHO
agTponoornm n dpvnocodpun permrun. M.A. MBanob
(MockoBcxuti aBuayuonHblll UHCHUMYNI) PaccMOTperT
IPaHMIIEI KAHTOBCKOV KOHIIEMIINI CBOOOIHOTO MBIIII-
JIEHUSI C Pas3JIMYHbIX THOCEOJIOIMUeCKIIX, COLMaIbHBIX
VI 3CTeTIYeCKMX CTOPOH. Bompoc 06 ymecTHOCTM KOM-
aTMOVIIN3Ma B OTHOIIEHW Y KaHTOBCKOTO paszie/IeHms
pasyMa Ha 9acTHOe ¥ ITyOIMdHOe OTHSTI B CBOEM JI0-
Kiaje yuyacTHUK Popyma Mostobix ydeHsIx I.C. Cuup-
Ho8 (Canxm-Ilemepbypeckutl eocydapcmbennviii ynubep-
cumem). M. Xammep (Tpupcxuii ynubepcumem, Iepma-
Hus) paccMoTpent yueHme KanTa o mpegpaccykax B
KOHTeKCTe aHaJIoruHbix ydaenuit I. Meviepa, M. Men-
merrbcoHa 1 yueHms O. bakona 00 mmomnax.

Cexnnsa «Hayka, TeXHOJIOTMM M 3TWMKa IIpOCBe-
IIeHWs» OTKpbUIach mokanoM [Dx.C. Topoona (YVHu-
Bepcumem Bumobma Beauxoeo, Kayuac, Jluméa) o 1y-
TSAX IpVIMeHeHMs] KaHTOBCKOI'O MOHSATUS «JIMYHOCT»
B «3TVKe MaIllVH» B CBSI3M C BOIIPOCOM O TOM, CTOUT JIN

Russia) and Galina V. Sorina (Lomonosov Moscow
State University, Russia) formulated and ground-
ed the idea that moral education must focus not on
transmitting a system of values (competing with
natural socialisation) but on developing the capac-
ity to form grounded and responsible judgments
on moral issues. Farshid Baghai (Villanova Universi-
ty, USA) turned to the problem of the metaphysi-
cal foundations of politics in Kant and proposed his
version of developing a comprehensive concept of
politics. Roberta Pasquaré (University of Graz, Austria)
showed the role of public employment of reason
in politics and its necessary link to the self-disci-
pline of citizens, while Saniye Vatansever (Bilkent
University, Ankara, Turkey) presented her version
of the distinction and meaning of public and in-
dividual enlightenment. Justyna Nowotniak-Porgba
(Warsaw School of Economics, Poland) considered
Kant’s concept of Enlightenment from the stand-
point of the feminist critique of patriarchy: this
view mutually reinforces the concepts of private
and public use of reason. Carina Pape (University
of Flensburg, Germany) looked at sex education as
an aspect of Enlightenment that was not the sub-
ject of public discussion until the middle of the last
century. Carina Pape showed how important for
Kant this aspect was as a whole as well as equal-
ity and certain freedoms in this sphere in particu-
lar. Andrey S. Zilber (IKBFU, Kaliningrad, Russia) set
forth his version of the reconstruction of the anthro-
pological dimension of Kant’s political philosophy
on the basis of his moral anthropology and philos-
ophy of religion. Michail A. Ivanov (Moscow Aviation
Institute, Russia) looked at the boundaries of Kant’s
concept of free thinking from various epistemo-
logical, social and esthetic angles. The relevance of
compatibilism with reference to Kant's division of
reason into private and public was addressed by
Grigory S. Smirnov (Saint Petersburg State University,
Russia), a member of the Forum of Young Scientists.
Martin Hammer (University of Trier, Germany) con-
sidered Kant’s teaching on prejudices in the context
of analogous teachings of Georg Friedrich Meier,
Moses Mendelssohn and Francis Bacon’s teaching
on idols.

The section “Science, Technology and En-
lightenment Ethics” opened with the report by
John-Stewart Gordon (Vytautas Magnus University,
Kaunas, Lithuania) on ways of applying the Kan-
tian concept of “personhood” to “machine ethics”
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IIPUIVICBIBATh MHTEJUIEKTYaIbHBIM POOOTaM MOpalb-
Hb cratyc. H.B. lanuesan (Mockobckuil uncmumym
AEKMPOHHOTL MeXHUKU) TTpeficTaBIIa aHa/IN3 KaHTOB-
CKOVI apryMeHTaluM C TOYKM 3peHMs 31CTeMOIorN-
ygeckoro koHcTpyKTuBusMa. O./l. Kypaxuna (Mocko6-
CKUl husuKo-mexHuteckusl UHCIMUMYym) IoKasasa, 4To
Hayka XXI B. mojjonuia K rpaHuilaM peajJbHOCT MUpa
KaK TaKOBOTO, I 3Ta CUTYaIyis BO3BpalllaeT YUeHBIX K
BOIIPOCY O TPaHCIIeH/IEHTaIbHBIX OCHOBAHMSIX OBITVISA
B MVIpe, B TOM 4NCJIe ¥ IIPYMeHMTeIbHO K KaHTOBCKOM
atuke. H.B. 3aiiyeba (Becepoccutickas axademus Gnewren
mopeoBau, MockBa) corocTaBua MOPaIBHBIVI aIllpyo-
pusm KaHta ¢ ero mogepHusanment y 3. I'yccepra m ¢
COBpeMEHHBIMI VICCIIeIOBAHMSIMU  VICTOKOB MOpaJInt
B Onmomnorvm. C.A. Mapmuino6a (Poccutickuti eocyoap-
cmbennviil nedaeoeuneckuti ynubepcumem um. A.W. I'ep-
yena, Canxm-Ilemepbype) M3TI0XKMIa MHTEPIIPETALINIO
testeostoruy KanTa kak npegmera stukn. [.B. [oasan-
cxutt (BOY um. M. Kanma, Karununepad) mokasas, 9To
KaHT 000cHOBaII MOIIEPHWUCTCKM Vifieasl e[V IHOV HOp-
MaTVBHOV pallyIOHaJILHOCTV M IIOCTPOWJI Ha HeM CBOIO
TpakToBKy peHoMeHa Gesymms. B.X. [usvmanob (6QY
um. Y. Kanma, Kasununepad) mpemioxmin (peHoMeHO-
JIOTYEeCKUIT aHaIN3 «HPaBCTBEHHO-3VIETIYECKOVD
rmamsT B pabote KanTa «MbIciv 00 MICTMHHOV OLIeHKe
JKMBBIX CWJL..». YdacTHUIAa DopymMa MOJIOOBIX YUYeHBIX
E.C. T'usopexm (Tomcxuil eocydapcmbennsiii yHubepcu-
merm) IpeJICTaBiIa CBOIO BEPCII0 BO3MOXKHOIO 00OCHO-
BaHs aOOJIMIIVIOHVICTCKON TEOPUW IIpaB XKMBOTHBIX C
ITOMOIIIBI0 HeKOTOPBIX HostoxkeHnt 3Tk Kanra. Cro-
UT OTMETUTH, YTO IOKJIAIbl 3TOV CEKIIUW OTUETIINBO
MIPOIEMOHCTPUPOBAIIVI IEPCIIEKTVBEI KaHTOBCKIIX U B
11eJIOM ITPOCBETUTEITLCKIIX KOHIIeINII 1171 (popMmpo-
BaHWs HOBBIX VM Pa3sBUTHMA CYIIeCTBYIOIINX HaIlpaBJle-
HU B Ppustocopmm.

Eme omHa cexmms Obwta cchopMmpoBaHa st 00-
CYXX[IeHVsI MeTaKOHIIETIIINY paJgMKaJIbHOIO IIPOCBe-
menn. [lo sameiciry P. XanHbI, aBTOpa 3TOV KOHIIEMN-
1MV, KaHTOBCKME Weu IPOCBelleHNs HeoOXOMMMO
pa3BUBaTh C 11eJIbI0 HAMETUTD ITy T ITPOTUBOIEVICTBAS
pasaHBIM PopMaM MHTeJIEKTYaIbHOrO TIopadoItie-
HVISI, 9TOOBI IPeOTBPaTUTh OITAaCHOCTB VIX PacIIpocTpa-
HeHms. Cekuys OTKppUIachk fgokitanoM I1. Kayapx-Jleii-
me (Dedeparvrviil ynubepcumem Munac-Keiipac, bpasu-
AU51), KOTOpasi IToKa3asla B3aMOCBsI3b KaHTOBCKOVI TOY-
KV 3peHVsI Ha HayIHOCTD VI TeHMaIbHOCTh C €r0 KOH-
LIEIITOM MJIeV pasyMa. biInsKie K 9ToV TeMe pasMBIIT-
JIeHMs O 3Ha4eHWMV KaHTOBCKOVI 3CTeTVKM JJIsl IIOHU-
MaHMsI COBPeMeHHOI0 MCKYycCTBa IpezcTasuia B. Qu-
eetipedy (Dedeparvroiii yHubepcumem Munac-Kepaiic,
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in connection with the question whether or not
moral status should be conferred on (artificially)
intelligent non-human robots. Naira V. Danielyan
(National Research University of Electronic Technolo-
gy, Moscow, Russia) presented an analysis of Kant’s
argumentation from the standpoint of epistemo-
logical constructivism. Olga D. Kurakina (Moscow
Institute of Physics and Technology, Russia) showed
in her report that science in the twenty-first cen-
tury was approaching the limits of reality of the
world as such, whereby scientists were thrown
back to the question of the transcendental founda-
tions of being in the world, as well as to Kantian
ethics. Natalya V. Zaitseva (Russian Foreign Trade
Academy, Moscow) compared Kant’s moral aprior-
ism with its modernisation by Husserl and modern
investigations into the sources of morality in biolo-
gy. Svetlana A. Martynova (Herzen State Pedagogical
University of Russia, St. Petersburg, Russia) set forth
her interpretation of Kant’s teleology as the subject
of ethics. Dmitry V. Polianskiy (IKBFU, Kaliningrad,
Russia) demonstrated that Kant substantiated the
modernist ideal of the universal normative rationali-
ty and built his interpretation of the phenomenon of
insanity on that basis. Viadimir K. Gilmanov (IKBFU,
Kaliningrad, Russia) presented his phenomenological
analysis of “moral-eidetic” memory in Kant’s work
Observations on the True Assessment of Living Forces.
Evgenia S. Gizbrekht (Tomsk State University, Russia),
a member of the Forum of Young Scientists, present-
ed her version of a possible grounding of the aboli-
tionist theory of the rights of animals by invoking
some provisions of Kant’s ethics. It has to be noted
that the reports in that section clearly demonstrated
the prospects of Kantian and, more broadly, enlight-
enment concepts for the forming of new and devel-
opment of existing trends in philosophy.

One more section was formed to discuss the
meta-concept of radical enlightenment. Accord-
ing to R. Hanna, the author of this concept, Kant’s
ideas of enlightenment need to be developed in or-
der to find ways to counteract and prevent the dan-
ger of the spread of various forms of intellectual
enslavement. The meeting of the group opened with
the report by Patricia Kauark-Leite (Federal Universi-
ty of Minas Gerais, Brazil), who revealed the inter-
connection between Kant’s views on science and
genius and his concept of the ideas of reason. Re-
flections on a similar topic focused on the signifi-
cance of Kant’s esthetics for understanding modern
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bpasuaus). P. Mep (B®Y um. W. Kanma, Kasununepao)
oOpaTwiIcss K mpobsieMe COBMECTVIMOCTVI KayKyIIevicst
IIpeJIope/ie/IeHHOCTM PpasyMa C Wjeell IIPOCBeleH s
B dustocodpum Kanra. M. bopxec (Dedeparvrviil yHu-
Gepcumem Canma Kamapumnvl, bpasuus) npenjioxmiia
VICIIOJIB30BaTh KaHTOBCKVME KOHIIENIINMY pallViOHaIb-
HOVI peJIUTWN M STIYeCKOV OOIIHOCTY I IIpeoriorie-
HMS KaXXyIerics aHTupenrosHoctn IIpocsemiens.
Ix. O30ae (BauxneBocmounsiii mexnuueckuil yHubep-
cumem, Auxapa, Typyus) npencraBwl aHaJIN3 KPUTH-
ku mpoekTa [Ipocsemenviss @paHKYPTCKOV IITKOIION
" cdopmysmpoBal psj, KOHTpapryMmeHToB. P. Kawuc
(Vnubepcumem I'6unedd-Mepcu, CIIA), onmpasice Ha
pyKommicHoe Hacirenvie KaHTa, IocTapasics OIIpoBep-
THYTB YacTble yIIpeKku B angpec KarTa, KOTOpBIN myicat
00 mcKyccTBe, OyAyum ¢ HUM IIpaKTI4IecK/ He3HaKOM,
¥ TIOKa3aTh 3HaueHe VICKyCCTBa B KOHIIEIITNY IIPOCBe-
menus y Kaura. [I. Xona (3anadno-Kapoaunckuii yru-
Bepcumem, CIIIA) B cBOeM [IOKJIajle TIOCTapaJsiCsi OIIpo-
BepruyTh 00pa3 KaHTa Kak 1130/11pOBaHHOIO OT BHEIII-
Hero Mupa y4eHOro ¥ IIoKa3aTh TO ITTyDOKoe yBake-
HMe, Kakoe KaHT mmTasl 11o oTHOIIeHMIo K pu3iuecKo-
My TpPyay KakK OJHOMY 3 HeOOXOOVMMBIX 2JIeMEHTOB
IOCTVDKEHVS ITO-HACTOSIIEMY ITPOCBEIIEHHOIO COCTO-
auus. b. ['€skan (Ynubepcumem usauHolx uckyccmé um.
Mumapa Cunana, Cmambys, Typyus) BbICKasal mIpe-
II0JIOXKEHEe O TOM, uTo 3asiBiieHve K. Mapkca o 3aBep-
IIEHHOCTV KPUTVKY PeJINTTN, KOTopas A0JIKHA ObITh
HavasioM BCSIKOV KPUTVKM, OTChUIaeT Hac IIpeXkiie Bee-
ro x uaee bora B dpurocodpvm Kaura. A. [Tupnu (Ilko-
Aa nepcnekmubuuix uccaedobanuii um. C6. Aunsi, [Tusa,
Mmaaus) ipencTaBmiI cBoe MCciIeoOBaHVIe OCHOBAHM
colmasbHbIX Ipas y KanTa.

B saximounTenbHOM OWMCKYCCUM OTMEYasioch, UTO
HBIHEIITHYEe COLVaIbHbIe 1 MHTeIJIeKTyasIbHbIe yCIIo-
Bl 00pa3yIoOT HOBYIO TI0 CpaBHeHWMIO ¢ aroxovt [Ipo-
CBeIlleHMsI KOMMYHWKAaTUBHYIO Cpefy, KOTopas BIIVs-
eT ¥ Ha HayKy, ¥ Ha cpeficTBa MacCcoBOVI MHOpMaImm,
¥ Ha CTPYKTYPBI IOBCETHEBHOCTM. YYaCTHUKN JIVICKYC-
CUV COIUIVCH BO MHEHWM, YTO COBpeMeHHas Hay4Hasl
¥ KyJIBTYypHO-3KOHOMMYeCKasl KapTvHa MUpa B TO XKe
BpeMsl BecbMa He3HauWuTeJIbHO OTHa/IniIack OT YCJIo-
um XVIII B., 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO, OIBIT KOMILIEKCHO-
TO OCMBICJIEHWSI €TO pealnii MOXeT OBITh a/lalTipo-
BaH K COBPEMEHHOCTV 1 BOCTpeOOBaH [1JIs1 BEIPAaOOTKI
CTpaTernit «<HOBOT'O ITPOCBeIeHMs». B xome KoHdepeH-
LIV COCTOSTICS IIPOAYKTUBHEI OOMeH KOHIIETIIIVISIMY,
yTOYHEHVe O3V I TUIIOTe3, HaMeueHa BO3MOXKHasI
VHTeTpalusl pe3ysIbTaToB MCCIIeIOBaHNUI B 00pa3oBa-
TeJIbHBIE VI HayYHBIe ITPOEKTBL

art and were presented by Virginia Figueiredo (Fed-
eral University of Minas Gerais, Brazil). Rudolf Meer
(IKBFU, Kaliningrad, Russia) turned to the problem
of compatibility of the apparent predetermination
of reason with the idea of Enlightenment in Kant’s
philosophy. Maria Borges (Federal University of Santa
Catarina, Brazil) proposed using Kant’s concepts of
rational religion and ethical community to overcome
the seeming anti-religious character of Enlighten-
ment. Cenk Ozdag (Middle East Technical University,
Ankara, Turkey) presented an analysis of the cri-
tique of the Enlightenment project by the Frankfurt
School and formulated some counter-arguments.
Robert Clewis (Gwynedd Mercy University, USA), pro-
ceeding from Kant’s manuscripts, attempted to re-
fute frequent criticism of what Kant wrote about art
(since he was practically unfamiliar with it) and to
show the significance of art for Kant’s concept of
enlightenment. Daryl L. Hale (Western Carolina Uni-
versity, USA) in his report tried to refute the percep-
tion of Kant as a reclusive scholar and to show the
profound respect Kant had for physical labour as a
necessary element for achieving a truly enlightened
state. Biilent Gozkan (Mimar Sinan Fine Arts Universi-
ty, Istanbul, Turkey) suggested that Marx’s statement
on the completion of the critique of religion, which
must be the beginning of all critique, refers us above
all to the idea of God in Kant’s philosophy. Alberto
Pirni (Sant’Anna School of Advanced Studies, Pisa,
Italy) presented his research into the foundations of
social rights in Kant’s theory.

The closing discussion noted that present-day
social and intellectual conditions offer a commu-
nication environment different from that of the
Enlightenment era, a difference which influences
science, the mass media and the structure of daily
life. The participants in the discussion agreed, how-
ever, that the present-day scientific and cultural-eco-
nomic picture of the world was not far removed
from the conditions in the eighteenth century and,
accordingly, the experience of comprehensive reflec-
tion on its realities can be adapted to modern day
life and can be useful in working out the strategies
of a “new enlightenment”. During the course of the
conference a fruitful exchange of concepts, clarifi-
cation of positions and hypotheses took place and
ideas were put forward concerning a possible inte-
gration of the results of research into education and
science projects.
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Meponpuamue noddepxaro uz cpedcmé POOU, npo-
exm 19-011-20160 (Hayunvie meponpusmus). Kowcpe-
peHyusa u 0annas nydiukayua 0blAu maxke no00epKa-
Hbl U3 cpedcmb cybcuouu, BvideseHHOT HA peaiu3ayuio
IIpoepammor nobviuierus konxypernmocnocobrnocmu QY
umenu M. Kanma.
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