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KAHT B PYCCKOM ITOJIMIIEMICKOM
TIPABE: HEMU3BECTHBIE CTPAHMIIbBI

II. O. Poxxun'!

Bue noasa spenusa ucmopuko8 pycckou pusocogpuu
ewe ocmaiomca HeonydAuxobarHvie MAamepuatbl, cno-
cobHble Bvicbemaums Heusbecmivle ACNEKMbl peyenyuu
Kkanmobckott gpusocogpuu 6 Poccuu. O0un u3 makux
mamepuarol, nybaukyemuviil 6 NpusoKeHuu K 3mou
cmamuve, 00Hapysxen 6 apxube b. B. Huxoavckoeo, ede oH
pueypupyem nod nasbanuem «Cmamovsa C.B. no nobody
100-remus cmepmu Ummaryusa Kanma. 1904 2.». On
nocBsawen kanmobekoi gpusrocogpuu npaba, UcMoku ko-
mopoil 6036edenvt k Dpanyysckoil pebostoyuu. Kpome
moeo, aémop pyxonucu 3asbasem o bauanuu npaboboi
konyenyuu Kawma na cmanoBarenue Hayxu nosuyei-
ckoeo npabana pegpopmuvt Asexcandpa 1. Haxowey, 00-
pawaem Ha ceds Bnumanue u mo, umo aémop HazviBbaem
Kanma «HayuoHaiucmom no AuuHuIM kauecméam» u 00-
HOBpeMenHO «eeHueM BCeMUPHBIM 10 YUeHUI0», bl udeu
coxpansAm akmyaissHocms cnycms cmo aem. Texcmono-
euyeckutl U UCmopuko-gpus0copckutl aHasUu3 pyKonucu
nosboaus udenmugpuyupobams ee abmopa — UM 0kasa-
cs npocpeccop noauyetickoeo npaba Cankm-Ilemepoype-
ckoeo yHubepcumema C. B. Bedpo8, 00 unmepece xomo-
poeo k cpusocogpuu Karma do cux nop He 0v.10 usbecmHo.
s pexoncmpykyuu nosuyuu Bedpoba no omuouenuio
K xkaHmobBcxoi pusocopuu npaba 6 yesom u ycmarobe-
Hus ee ucmoxo8 paccmampubaromes 632450l e2o Koa1e2
u Hacmabuuxo8 — b.B. Hukoavckoeo, W.E. Andpeeb-
ckoeo u K. A. HeBoauna, npoabubuiux, kaxosii no-cbo-
emy, uxmepec x 63esa0am kéHuecbepeckoeo MbicAume-
4. Taxum obpasom, 6 ¢pusocogpckyro ucmopuoepagpuio
B600amca umena u udeu, paree He yuumovibabuinecs npu
uccaedobanuu peyenyuu gpusocogpuu Karwma 8 Poccuu.

KaroueBvie cro8a: Kanm 6 Poccuu, C.B. Bedpob,
W. E. Andpeebekuil, Pobepm ¢gpon Moaw, K. A. HeBoaun,
b. B. Hukoawckuii, npaboBoe 2ocyoapcmbo, nosuyerickoe
npabo, gpusocopckas peyenyus
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KANT IN RUSSIAN POLICE LAW:
UNKNOWN PAGES

D. O. Rozhin!

Outside the view of historians of Russian philosophy
there are still unpublished materials that can illuminate
unknown aspects of the reception of Kant’s philosophy
in Russia. One piece of such material, which is
published in the appendix to this article, was found in
the archive of B. V. Nikolsky, where it is titled “Article
by S.V. on the Occasion of the Centenary of Immanuel
Kant’s Death. 1904”. It is devoted to Kant’s philosophy
of law, the origins of which are traced back to the French
Revolution. In addition, the author of the manuscript
claims that Kant’s legal conception influenced the
development of the science of police law and the reforms
of Alexander II. Finally, it is interesting to note that
its author describes Kant as “a nationalist in terms of
personal qualities” and “a world genius in terms of
his doctrine”, a doctrine whose ideas had not lost their
relevance a hundred years after his death. Textological
and historical-philosophical analysis has established the
identity of its author. He was S. V. Vedrov, Professor
of Police Law at St. Petersburg University, previously
not known to be interested in Kant’s philosophy. To
reconstruct Vedrov’s position on the Kantian philosophy
of law in general I look at the views of his colleagues
and mentors: B.V. Nikolsky, I.E. Andreyevsky and
K. A. Nevolin, each of whom had in their own way
exhibited an interest in Kant’s doctrine. This introduces
into the history of philosophy new names and ideas
previously ignored in the research of the reception of
Kant’s philosophy in Russia.

Keywords: Kant in Russia, Sergei Vedrov, Ivan
Andreyevsky, Robert von Mohl, Konstantin Nevolin,
legal state, police law, philosophical reception
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B 1904 r. B Poccun mmpoko oTMeuasioch Heop-
nvHapHOe codbiTie — 100 s1eT co nHg cMepT VM-
Manywia Kanrta. Ilo sToMy moBogy cocTostyiich
TOpP)KeCTBEHHBbIe 3aceflaHMs B Pa3IMUHBIX Hayd-
HBIX 00IIecTBax M ObUIN M3IaHbI pa3HOOOpa3HbIe
3aMeTKM ¥ IIyOnmKammmy o KEHuUrcoeprckoM ¢u-
socodpe (cm.: Beepenckum, Poxnn, 2024, c. 150—
153). B apxmBe pyKommcert pyccKoro JimTeparopa,
I03Ta, MOJIMTUYECKOro JedTesIsd M y4eHOro-Ipa-
BoBerla bopuca Bragmmmposnua Hukormbckoro
(1870—1919) (cm. o mem: Epémmun, 2020) xpaHmUT-
Cs1 MaHYCKPUIIT, Ha3BaHHBIV, CKOpee Bcero poH-
nmooOpasosaresieM, Kak «Crarbst C.B. 1o mosomy
100-netuss cmeptnt Vimmanywita Kanra» (Crarbs,
1904). ABTOpCKMIT 3arOJIOBOK COAEPXKUT TOJIBKO
neHb cMepTn KaHTa 1o crapomy v HOBOMY CTHU-
JIIM M yKa3aHue Ha roOmstentHbin rom: «30 sgH-
Bapsa / 12 despana 1904 r». [Tommmo Toro, urto
JAHHBIV TEKCT VIMeeT 3arafl09HoOe aBTOPCTBO — B
KOHIIe PYKOIVCHOTO TeKCTa paMmJIvs aBTOpa Bbl-
MapaHa, OCTaBJIeHbI TOIIBKO MHUIMAITEL «C. B.», oH
IpyMeYaTesIeH ellle 1 TeM, YTO 3[eCh B 3aciIyTy
KaHTOBCKOVI TeOpuI IIPaBOBOIO TOCyIapCTBa CTa-
BATCS pecpopMbl, ITpoBefeHHble AjlekcangpoM II,
B YaCTHOCTV OTMeHa KpeIlOCTHOrO IIpaBa (CM.
HITKe, C. 123).

Cam Huxkonbcknii, B YbeM pacIiopsDKeHUM 10
HeV3BeCTHBIM IPUYMHAM OKas3aslach ITyOiIMKye-
Mas PYKOIIVCh, OB yOeXXIeHHBIM MOHAPXVICTOM
n KoHcepBaropoM, ¢ 1903 r. — wnenom «Pyccko-
ro cobpaums» (cm.: [ImmOupésa, 2019), npuaep-
JKMBAJICS CIaBTHOVITBCKVIX B3IJISIIOB, a MeasloM
pycckoro mpasurestd cunTan He Ajiekcanpgpa I,
a Anekcanppa III, mpoBoaMBIIEro IOJIMTHUKY MO-
Hapxwdeckon peakium (cm.: Croros, 2020, c. 273 —
279). Bmecre ¢ Tem k dwtocodpum y Hukosibeko-
ro Obuio TpereTHOe oTHomeHMe. OH yBiIeKasIcs
uTeHneM PrI0codCKOM JINTEPATypPhl M K KOHITY
JKM3HU coOpart OosIbITyto 6mbIMoTeKy, B KOTOPOW
LeJIbIV IIKadp oTBOAWMIIC 1107, prstocodpckme co-
YyHeHWs, TAe cpeay mpounx 0suIn padors Kan-
Ta, Humre, T'o66ca n Illonenrayspa (Hukosis-
ckxmm, 20156, c. 259).
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In 1904 the centenary of Kant’s death was
marked in Russia on a lavish scale. Gala
meetings were held in various scholarly
societies and various articles were published
about the Konigsberg philosopher (see
Vvedensky and Rozhin, 2024, pp. 150-
153). The archive of manuscripts owned by
Boris V. Nikolsky (1870—1919) (on this person
see Yeryomin, 2020) contains a manuscript
entitled, (apparently by the collector of the
find) “Article by S.V. on the Occasion of the
Centenary of Immanuel Kant’s Death” (S.V.,
1904). The author’s title contains only the date
of Kant’s death according to the Old and New
Styles and an indication of the jubilee year
“30 January / 12 February 1904”. The author
of the text is enigmatically referred to by the
initials “S.V.” Interestingly, the author believes
that the Kantian theory of the legal state was
an inspiration of the reforms carried out by
Alexander II, notably the abolition of serfdom
(see below, p. 122).

Nikolsky, in whose possession the
manuscript in some mysterious way came
to rest, was a convinced monarchist and
conservative and a member of the Russian
Assembly (see Shimbireva, 2019) since 1903. He
was a Slavophile for whom the ideal Russian
ruler was not Alexander II but Alexander III,
who pursued a policy of monarchist reaction
(see Stogov, 2020, pp. 273-279). At the
same time, Nikolsky was an ardent fan of
philosophy. He read philosophical literature
and by the time of his death had amassed a
large library in which a whole bookcase was
devoted to philosophical writings, including
the works of Kant, Nietzsche, Hobbes and
Schopenhauer (Nikolsky, 2015b, p. 259).

In his diary for 1901 Nikolsky, reflecting on
his own juridical views, asked himself, “what
is the essence of my idea?” and answered, “its
philosophical character. Philosophy is the soul
of my law studies” (Nikolsky, 2015a, p. 444).



B cBoem nueBHMKe 3a 1901 . Hukonbckum, pas-
MBIIIUISS. HaJl COOCTBEHHOV IOPVIIINTYIECKOV KOH-
LIeITIIMel], 3aJ1aeTcsl BOIpocoM «V B uem Tj1aBHas
CYILITHOCTb MOeV maen?» 1 oTsedaet: «B ee dpurto-
codpranOoCcTN. Puytocodpmss — JIylIa MOero Impa-
BoBeneHMs» (Hukombckmr, 2015a, c. 444). Monap-
XyrdecKre B3mIsIbl HUKOIIBCKOTO HWCKOIIBKO He
IIPOTMBOPEUVIIN €ro yBJleueHHOCTU dustocodpu-
ev1, TIOCKOJIBKY OH CUMTaJI, YTO «MOHapXWsi Or1aro-
npusTHa dustocodpun, B 9acTHOCTU prstocodpmm
nipaBa. OHa BDKMMaeT 113 CBOOOIHOVI MBICIIV BBIC-
e 00001eHms» (Tam ke, c. 461).

Yo KacaeTcs OTHOIIEHVS K MBICITNTETIO 113 Ké-
Hurcbepra, To B AHeBHMKe 3a 1900 r. Huxonbeckums,
IIpeICTaBIIsIs OOIIYIO XapaKTePVCTUKY CBOMX (-
710cOpCKMX B3IJIAIIOB, yKasblBaeT Ha 3aciryry Kan-
Ta B TOM, UTO M ObUI CHAT CyOCTaHIIMAIbHBIV [Ty-
aJIv3M JIByX OECKOHEUHOCTeV — MaTepum 1 AyXa,
a BMeCTe C TeM AyaIvi3M «si» 11 Mupa. B To xe Bpemst
Hwuxonbckmit Haxommics on, BiavstHueM [llorres-
rayspa, 4To IPOYNUTHIBAETCS B OJTHOM 13 €TO Te3V-
COB, OXapaKTepu3oBaHHOM caM¥uM HukoiabckuM
KaK «3epHO» BCEro ero Mmpopos3peHus: «Pasym
TIO/I3aKOHEeH, TIO3HaHMe 1 CO3HaHMe 3aKOHOMep-
HBL.. <...> ...IIOJ3aKOHHOCTBH, 3aKOHOMEPHOCTb
CO3HaHM IJIaCUT, YTO MUP eCThb IIpefiCTaBIIeHe,
T.e. YTO A — TBOpeL Mupa. <...> beiTne Mupa ectp
ObITMe Halllero A M3HYTPU f; a Hallle A CHapyXu
ecThb ObITHe 1To3HaBaemoro Mupa» (Tam xe, c. 398).
[Tpn 3TOM HuKonmbckmm yTBepXaaeT, 4To oo
3aKOH TIO3HAHMS €CTh «HEeCOM3MEePVMOCTh I03Ha-
Baemoro ¢ Ding an sich» (Tam xe, c. 399), cooTBeT-
CTBEHHO, HECOM3MEPVMOCTDb OBITVS VI ITO3HAHMSL.
HampoTus, coBriaeHme ObITS 1 pasyMa pyCCKU
MBICJIUTEJIb CUMTaeT abcypaoM.

ITpencrasiieHHbIe Ouorpadvdeckie CBedeHs
ITO3BOJISIIOT B HEKOTOPOVI CTEITEHV OOBSICHUTB, I10-
yeMy PYKOIMCh C BOCTOP)KeHHBIMM OT3BIBaMU O
KanTe Moryia okasaTbcsd B apxuBe WiIeHa IIpaBo-
MOHapxudeckort opraHmsaiym. CaM 3TOT dakT
BMeCTe C TeM OOCTOSITEIILCTBOM, UTO COflepyKaHwe
MaHYCKpUIITa ¥MeeT IOPUANYeCKUI KOHTEKCT,
yKasblBaeT Ha CBs3b aBTOpa TeKCTa C HayKoW O
Ipase.
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Nikolsky’s monarchist views were no obstacle
to his enthusiasm for philosophy. Indeed, he
believed that “monarchy favours philosophy,
in particular the philosophy of law. It teases
higher generalisations out of the free thought”
(ibid., p. 461).

As for his attitude to Kant, in his diary
for 1900 Nikolsky, setting forth his overall
philosophical position, credits Kant with
overcoming the substantive dualism of two
infinities, matter and spirit and, at the same
time, the dualism of “I” and the world. At the
same time Nikolsky is under the influence
of Schopenhauer, as witnessed by one of his
theses which Nikolsky considers to be the
“kernel” of his world view: “Reason is the
legal state, cognition and consciousness obey
laws [...] conformity of consciousness to laws
means that the world is representation, i.e. [ am
the creator of the world [...]. The being of the
world is the being of I from within I; our I from
without is the being of the cognised world”
(ibid., p. 398). At the same time Nikolsky
maintains that the overarching law of cognition
is “incommensurability of what is cognised
with the Ding an sich”, and accordingly,
incommensurability of being and cognition.
By contrast, he considers commensurability of
being and reason to be absurd (ibid., p. 399).

The above biographical data go some
way toward explaining why a manuscript
eulogising Kant ended up in the archive of
a member of a right-wing pro-monarchy
organisation. This fact, along with the fact that
the manuscript is placed in a legal context,
points to the author’s connection with legal
science.

One of the clues to the identity of the
manuscript’s author is the mention
the manuscript of the prominent Russian
lawyer and editor of the first eight volumes
of the Brokhaus and Efron Encyclopedic
Dictionary, Professor and Rector of the

in
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OmHoM M3 ITIaBHBIX MOJCKA30K, ITO3BOJISIONINX
VIIeHTUPUIINPOBaTh aBTOpa PYKOIINCH, SIBJISeTCs
yIIOMMHaHVe B Hell M3BeCTHOIO PyCCKOrO IOPHCTa,
penakTopa IepBbIX BOCbMV TOMOB « DHIIVKJIOIeI V-
YecKOro CjIoBapsi», M3[aBaBIIerocs aKI[MIOHePHBIM
obrmectBoM «@D.A. Bpokrays — V1. A. Edppon», ripo-
deccopa 1 pexropa Vmmeparopckoro Cankr-Ile-
TepOyprckoro yHmBepcuTeTa (matee — CIIOY)
MBana Edumosnua Anppeesckoro (1831—1891).
IMocneHmI XapakTepusyeTcss aBTOPOM PYKOIIVICH
KaK «IIOKJIOHHVK pedpopM HIeCTUIECATHIX TOIOB»,
KOTOPBIVI CTPEMWICS «IIPOBECTM ¥ B IIPAKTUKY
PYCCKOro yIIpaBjieHMsl Hadajla IIpaBOBOVI TeOpuM
KanTa, mpumeHeHHBIe K cucTeMe BHYTpPEHHEro
ynpasieHus P. ¢. Monem» (cMm. Huke, c. 123). D10
II03BOJII€T OrPAaHMUNUTH IIOVICK KPYyTOM JINII, KOTO-
pble He TOJIBKO MHTepecoBaIiCh KaHTOBCKOV (pu-
s1ocodpuiers paBa, HO K TOMY ke ObLIV CBSI3aHBI 1 C
Huikomnbsckmm, v ¢ AHgpeesckmm. bosee Toro, nHTe-
pec aBTOpa PyKOINCH K B3[JIsiFlaM Ha IOJINIIeiCKoe
npaso Pobepra dpor Mo (1799—1875) u Auppe-
€BCKOr'0 TT03BOJISIET IIPEIIIONIOKITE, YTO OH CaM MOT
3aHVMAaThCS YKa3aHHOV ITpo0IeMaTIKOV ¥ M3aTh
Kakye-1100 paboThI 1O MOJIMIIEVICKOMY IIpaBy.

Y Annpeesckoro ObllT y4eHUK, YIOCTOEHHBIN
CTelleH) MarwucTpa IOJIMIENCKOro IipaBa, CTaB-
NV BIIOCTIEACTBUY ITPOPeccopoM IOJINIIEVICKO-
ro npasa B CII6Y — Ceprent Bragymmposia Be-
npos? (1855—1909) (cm.: [Tornreros, 1896). ITpu sTom
¢ HyMM ObUT 3HaKOM 1 HWKOIBCKIVL, OHM BMecTe
pabotam B CII6Y. B wactHOCTH, B mHeBHMKax Hu-
KOJIBCKMV yIIOMMHaeT BefgpoBa kak uileHa 3K3a-
MeHAaLVIOHHOVI KOMVICCUM 110 CJIy4Yaro CBOeV Maru-
CTEPCKOVI 3allIUThI, OTHOCH ero K KaTeropui «JINL]
6e3 peuen» (Hukosbckmit, 2015a, c. 141). dpyron
pa3 Huxombckun nmier o Begpose B KOHTeKCTe
IOTOTOBKV CBOEVI BCTYITeJIbHOVI JIEKIIVM TIO ce-
MertHOMY IipaBy B CIIOY B 1899 r.: BUmMMO, OH Xe-

2B ¢onmax Poccurickoro rocymapcTBEHHOTO WCTOPU-
uveckoro apxmsa (Cankr-IleTepOypr) coxpaHwmich JiBa
mucema C.B. Begposa: HeycranosinenHomy sy «l'en-
puxy AntoHosBudy» ot 18.10.1901 r. (P. 1654 (ITosnosro-
Bel). On. 1. [1. 1175) n A.B. Ilosnosuosy ot 19.10.1891 r.
(. 1654. Om. 1. 1. 302). Oba TeKcTa HaIIVICAHBI TEM XK€ I10-
uepkoM, uto 1 «Cratbs C.B. ...», 1 moammcaHbl «BEmpos».
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Imperial St. Petersburg University Ivan Ye.
Andreyevsky (1831—1891). The latter is
described by the author of the manuscript as an
“admirer of the 1860s reforms” who sought to
“apply to Russian government the principles
of Kant’s law theory which R. von Mohl
applied to the system of internal government”
(see below, p. 122). This limits the circle of
persons who were not only interested in Kant’s
philosophy of law, but were connected both
with Nikolsky and Andreyevsky. Moreover,
the interest the author of the manuscript shows
in the views on police law held by Robert von
Mohl (1799 —-1875) and Andreyevsky suggests
that he himself may have been interested in
these problems and published some works on
police law.

Andreyevsky had a pupil who held a
Master’s Degree in police law and later became
a Professor of Police Law at St. Petersburg
University, Sergey V. Vedrov? (1855—1909) (see
Polenov, 1896). Nikolsky was acquainted with
Vedrov, worked with him at St. Petersburg
University. In his diaries Nikolsky (2015a,
p- 141) mentions Vedrov as a “non-speaking”
member of the examination board that awarded
him the Master’s Degree. On another occasion
Nikolsky writes about Vedrov in the context
of preparations for his inaugural lecture on
family law at St. Petersburg University in 1899,
apparently he wanted to discuss the plan of
his speech with Vedrov (ibid., pp. 305-307).
Finally, Vedrov mentions Nikolsky without
any characteristics in connection with the
scandalous defence of a magister’s dissertation
on civil law by Vasily I. Adamovich (ibid.,
p- 333).

2In the collections of the Russian State Historical Archive
(St. Petersburg) there are two letters of S. V. Vedrov: to
an unknown person named “Genrikh Antonovich”
dated 18 October 1901 (RGIA, coll. 1654 (Polovtsovy),
inv. 1, Ne 1175) and to Anatoly V. Polovtsov dated
19 October 1891 (coll. 1654, inv. 1, Ne 302). Both texts are
in the same handwriting as the “Article by S. V. ...”, and
signed “Védrov” (“Vyodrov”).



ja1 o0cyauTh ¢ BeqpoBBIM IJIaH CBOEro BBHICTY-
wteHns (Tam xe, c. 305—307). Haxoner, Benposa
0e3 Kakmx-mbo XapakTepmcTuK HuKombckmm
yIIOMMHAaeT II0 Cjlydalo CKaHJaJIbHOVI Marucrep-
ckom samuTel B. V. AmaMoBuua 110 rpakmaHCcKo-
my npasy (Tam xe, c. 333).

B nonw3y aBropcrBa Beposa kocBeHHO cBuzie-
TeJILCTBYIOT YIIOMVHaHM M OLIeHKV AH/IpeeBCKo-
ro u Mosisi, IBHO HepeK/IMKaroIecs: ¢ TeM, 4TO
Benpos Harvcan B Hekposiore Ha cMepTbh AHJpe-
eBckoro B 1891 1. B HeM oH XapakTepusyeT cBOe-
ro yumTesIsl M HacTaBHMKAa KaK «IIpeJicTaBUTesIs
TIOJIMIIEVICKOV HayKu», 3aHmMasIero B CII0Y ca-
MocToATesIbHYIO0 ¢ 1857 I. Kadepy HoImIIerickoro
ripaBa (Bempos, 1891, c. 1—3). CaMbIM «OOmIMIPHBIM
V1 OCHOBHBIM» TpyioM AHJIpeeBcKoro Beapos cum-
TaeT «[lonuiierickoe IipaBo», M3IAHHOE B JIBYyX TO-
Max B 1870-x IT., r1e B BuUe CUCTEMBI IIpeICTaB-
JIEHBI HavaJla ITOJIMIIEVICKOVI HAayKu, B YaCTHOCTW
IIpoV3BelleH aHasI3 MHOCTPaHHBIX 11 OTeueCcTBeH-
HOTO TIOJIMIIEVICKMX 3aKoHomaTeslbcTB (Tam ke,
c. 9). VI3 jmromevt, OBJIMSIBIIVIX Ha B3IJIAObI AHIpe-
eBckoro, Bengpos Bbigenser KoHcraHTrHa Ajiek-
ceeBya Hesonmmua (1806—1855), mpodeccopa n
IleKaHa ropuaydeckoro daxysisreta CII0Y, cTosis-
IIIerO Y VICTOKOB IopunyecKot Hayku B Poccn, n
[lerpa dasernosrua Kasmeikosa (1808 —1860), mu-
pexropa 1-m1 CankT-IleTepOyprckom rmMHasmmy,
rae yumics AHIPeeBCKUL

VHTepecHa TakXe XapaKTepHUCTVMKa, JaHHas
BempoBbeiM AHIpeeBCKOMY Kak 4eJIOBeKy, y4UeHO-
MY U IOPVCTY:

V. Ed. mpuHamiexan K IpefcTaBUTeIIsSIM
IIPOCBeIeHHOro JmbepamsMa... B monmruke
ero 1ieHsu10 yaeHne Pobepra ¢. Mot n dpwto-
codpcKme TIOJIOXKEHMSI O TOCYHapCTBe IIPaBOBOM,
rIe cBoboma dYesloBeKa HawwIydllle Y KMBaslach
OBl CO CTpOrMMM IIpaBOBBIMM HOpMaMw... JIu-
GepasibHBIE 11 TyMaHHBIe Bo33peHus VIB. Ed. BbI-
paXaymich M B OEVICTBUAX B OOBIIeHHOVI XMU3H;
OH OTHOCWICH KO BCeM JIIO[IsM COYYBCTBEHHO 1
Zlep>KaJICsi CO BCeMM POBHO... MajleHbKoe ero Xo-
34VICTBO CJTY>KIJIO €My IIOBOJIOM Ha ITpaKTUKe I10-
Kas3aTh CBOM yOeXeH!s 00 OTHOIIIEHVISIX MeXITy
conmapHbIMM Ki1accamu (Tam xe, c. 12—13).
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Indirect proofs of Vedrov’s authorship
are his references to and assessments of
Andreyevsky and von Mohl which have clear
echoes of what Vedrov wrote in Andreyevsky’s
obituary in 1891. In it he referred to his teacher
and mentor as “a representative of police
science” who since 1857 was the head of the
chair of police law at St. Petersburg University
(Vedrov, 1891, pp. 1-3). Vedrov considers
Andreyevsky’s two-volume book Police Law,
published in the 1870s, to be “the largest and
most fundamental” work which presents
as a system the principles of police science,
including an analysis of police legislation in
and outside Russia (ibid., p. 9). Of the people
who influenced Andreyevsky most Vedrov
singles out Konstantin A. Nevolin (1806 —
1855), professor and dean of St. Petersburg
University’s Law Department who was one of
the founders of the science of law in Russia,
and Pyotr D. Kalmykov (1808 —1860), principal
of the First St. Petersburg Gymnasium where
Andreyevsky studied.

Vedrov gave an interesting description of
Andreyevsky as a person, scholar and lawyer:

Iv[an] Yef[imovich] was a representative of
enlightened liberalism [...]. In politics, he was
fascinated by the teaching of Robert von Mohl
and the philosophical propositions concerning
the legal state where freedom of the individual
went hand in hand with strict legal norms...
Iv. Yef’s liberal and humanitarian views
manifested themselves in daily life; he treated
all people with sympathy and in an even-
handed manner. His small department gave
him a chance to demonstrate his convictions
about the relations between social classes in
practice (ibid., pp. 12-13).

Vedrov mentions von Mohl not only in the
obituary, but also, for example, in the review
of Vladimir F. Deryuzhinsky’s police law
manual for students. Criticizing the manual,
Vedrov takes issue with the flawed critique of
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Morsg BermpoB yrioMitHaeT He TOJIBKO B HEKPOJIO-
re, HO TaKXe, HaIIpVMep, B pelleH3M1 Ha yueOHoe
rocoOme B. ®. [1IeproXXKMHCKOTrO II0 OJINIIEVICKOMY
IpaBy 1J1s cTyHeHToB. OH oTMedaeT HeyHauHyIo
KPUTMKY B HeM IIOJIMIIEVICKOro IpaBa Mojis, Ko-
TOpOro BempoB XapakTepmsyeT KaK «3alllVTHV-
Ka VHAMBUAYaJIBHOM CBOOOIBI», CTPEMMBIIIErOCs
OPUMUPUTE «CaMOCTOSITEIIbHOE CyIIleCTBOBaHe
HayKV HOJIVLNK ¢ TpeOOBaHMSIMMU TeOPUM IIpa-
BOBOIo rocynapcrsa» (Bemgpos, 1904, c. 5). Yrommu-
HaeT OH 37Iech M OHY 13 KJII0UeBbIX paboT Moris
«Die Polizeiwissenschaft nach den Grundsatzen
des Rechtsstaates» (1832—1834; pyc. niep.: «Hayka
HOJIMIIMY IO HadaylaM IOPUAMYecKOro rocypap-
cTBa», 1871), mepBble Ba TOMa KOTOPOV, IO MHe-
Huio Benposa, 3akimrouaroT B cebe «COBepIIeHHO
3aKOHUeHHOe yuYeHue O IOIUIIMW» 10 TpeM pas-
ZleslaM: TI0 OTHOIIEHVIO K (PU31UecKov JIMIHOCTY,
K JTyXOBHOVI JIMYHOCTY ¥ K My1ecTBy (Tam xe).
B Tom xxe penensum Benpos HasoeT Mosg ogHIM
u3 «kopudees Hayky noymmmm» (Tam xe, c. 6).

Havrtu xe BbIckasbiBaHMs 110 1oBony Kanra B
CouMHeHMIX Bemposa, mpenMyIiecTBeHHO ITOCBS-
IIIeHHBIX PYCCKOMY ITpaBy, MeXXeBOMY V1 TIOJIVIIeVI-
CKOMY TIpaBy ¥ JIECOXpPAaHEHMIO, MHe He YIasIoCk.
Tem He MeHee Orv3kOe 3HAaKOMCTBO ¢ AHIpeeB-
CKMM, XOpolllee 3HaHVe waert Moisd M OpyTrux
HeMeIIKVX IIpaBOBeIOB, HAKOHeIl 3arpaHMYHas
Hay4YHasl KOMaHAMPOBKa, B TOM umiciie’ B [eriens-
Oeprckuit yHuBepcuteT B 1878 —1879 rr., rie Haum-
HaJIo POpMUPOBATECS OIHO 13 HEOKaHTMaHCKMX
Te4YeHWVI, T03BOJIZeT C OOJIBIION BEepPOSTHOCTHIO
IIPeIIONIOKNUTh XOpolllee 3HAKOMCTBO Bemposa
¢ dmocodmert Kanra. B Tenmensbepre Bempos
CJIyIasI JIEKIUM ¥ y4acTBOBaJl B ceMMHapax Ipe-
eMHMKa Mot 1o Kadeipe rocygapcTBOBeIeH s
n Hayku nommvinum VioanHa Kacnmapa brymunm
(1808—1881) 1 mpodpeccopa mommronormm Kap-
na I'ycraBa Anonbda Knanca (1821—1898) (Ioste-
HOB, 1896, c. 134). KanToBCKOE yueHMe 0 rocyaap-
CTBe, 110 yTBepPXIeHWIO biryHwIn, j1eXnuT Ha ToM
JKe OCHOBaHW, YTO M YUeHMe paJViKaIbHOV IIKO-

®Bempos 11ocerriast Takxe bostonso, Bery u ITapuok.
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the police law of von Mohl whom he describes
as “a champion of individual freedom” who
sought to reconcile “the independent existence
of police science with the principles of the
theory of the legal state” (Vedrov, 1904, p. 5).
He cites one of von Mohl’s key works, Die
Polizeiwissenschaft nach den Grundsitzen des
Rechtsstaates (1832 —1834; Russian Translation:
Police Science on the Principles of the Legal State,
1871). Vedrov believes that the book’s first
two volumes represent “a complete teaching
on police” in three aspects: with respect
to the physical individual, with respect to
the spiritual individual and with respect to
property (ibid.). In the same review Vedrov
describes von Mohl as “the luminary of police
science” (ibid., p. 6).

I have not found any references to Kant in
Vedrov’s writings, most of which are devoted
to Russian law, land and police law and forest
conservation. Even so, considering Vedrov’s
close acquaintance with Andreyevsky,
thorough knowledge of the ideas of von Mohl
and other German legal scholars and his study
abroad, including® in 1878 — 1879, at Heidelberg
University, the seat of one of Neo-Kantian
influence, it is safe to say that Vedrov was
thoroughly conversant with Kant’s philosophy.
In Heidelberg Vedrov attended the lectures and
seminars of Johann Kaspar Bluntschli (1808 —
1881) and political science professor Karl
Gustav Adolf Knies (1821—1898) (Polenov,
1896, p. 134). According to Bluntschli (1867,
p- 332), the Kantian doctrine has the same
foundation as the doctrine of the French
radical school, to which he refers Rousseau and
Emmanuel Joseph Sieyes (1748 —1836) (ibid.,
p- 321), namely, “the freedom of individuals”
(ibid., p. 333). He conceded that in Germany
no philosophical doctrine was so widespread
and influential as Kant’s doctrine (ibid., p. 328),
but his own attitude to the Kantian doctrine on

*Vedrov also visited Bologna, Vienna and Paris.



el dpanitysos (biaynunm, 1874, c. 295), x xoTo-
poim oH otHOcUT JKan-’Kaka Pycco 1 DmmaH02714
XKozeda Cuiteca (1748—-1836) (Tam xe, c. 285), —
Ha IIpM3HaHUU «c60000b! omoesvHbix At00eil» (Tam
Xe, ¢. 296). O oTr™meya1, uto B [epmaHMM HY OITHO
dwtocodpckoe yueHme He JOCTUTaIO0 TaKOroO pac-
IIpOCTpaHeHUsI U BJIMSIHMS, Kak ydeHue Kanra
(Tam xe, c. 292), HO ero coOCTBeHHas! TIO3UIIVS T10
OTHOIIIEHUIO K KaHTOBCKOMY y4eHMIO O rocyjiap-
cTBe ObLTa KpuTudeckon: «[Jj1aBHas 3aciyra 3TO-
ro yueHUs — OTpwuliaTesibHasl, IJIaBHBIV He0CTa-
TOK — OTCYTCTBUe MOJIOKUTeIbHOro Anpa» (Tam
xe, c. 311).

V1 HaxoHell, ellle OTHO OOCTOSTEIILCTBO: HECMO-
Tps Ha TO UTO B IyOJIMKyeMOVI HVKe PYKOIIVICH B
TIOJIIVICY OCTaBJIEHBI TOJIBKO MHUIIMAJIBL, a paMu-
JIVISL BBIYEPKHYTa, II0 OYepTaHMSM OYKB MOXHO
pazobpate: C. B.(edpoba).

Bce mipuBeieHHBIe BBIIIIE COOOpaskeHIS TI03BO-
JISIOT C BBICOKOVI CTEIIeHbIO BEPOATHOCTH IIPeIIo-
JIOKWUTB, YTO aBTOPOM IYOJIMKyeMOV PYKOIIVCHU
asisercsa C. B. Benpos. B To e Bpems cpeny mns-
BECTHBIX Ha CETOIHSIITHII JIeHb ero padoT HeT HU
OJIHOVI, B KOTOPOW OBI 3aTparvBasiack KAaHTOBCKAS
dutocodud mpasa WIM APyTVie CTOPOHBI yUeHs
KanrTa. [TosToMy HeoOXonmMo vcciieoBaTh, ObUIN
'y Benpoa moOyauTetbHbBIe MOTHMBBI 1171 HAIIV-
CaHMs KOMIUIMMEeHTapHO-MeMOPVaIbHOIO TeKCTa
o KanTe 1 B ocoberHOCTM 0 ero drtocodmn mpa-
Ba. [1J1s1 3TOrO B IIepBYI0 ouepeib Cile[lyeT IpoaHa-
JM3MpoBaTh OTHoIIeHMe K KaHTy yHMBepcureT-
CKOro HacTaBHMKa Begposa — AHgpeeBcKoro.

Tax, AnppeeBckmuil, B 4aCTHOCTM, YKasblBal,
uto ¢ KoHta XVIII B. dpumtocodmst npasa renaer
3Ha4YMTeJIbHbIE YCIIexyl, KOTOpble CBI3aHBbI CO «3Ha-
MEHUTBIM KEHUTCOeprckmmM mpodeccopom» Kan-
TOM, a TakXke ¢ maesaMyu MoHTeckbsé 1 beHTaMma.
Kanrt, cormracHo AHIpeeBCKOMY, CTal «BeJIVIKVIM
CHICTEMaTM3aTOPOM» «BEeJIMKMX ufer» DpaHITys3-
CKOVI peBoJIoLNy, cpopMupoBaBIller Havdasla pa-
BEHCTBa MeX/1y XXMBYIIVMMN B TOCyIapCTBe JIIO/b-
mu. Vimenno stu unen KaHT BHec B dpmstocodiro
IIpaBa ¥ TOCyHapCTBa KaK «KM3HEHHYIO VICTUHY
U JIOTMYeCKYI0 HeoOXOmMMOCTh» (AHIpeeBCKNTA,
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the state was critical: “The chief merit of this
teaching is negative, and its chief shortcoming
is the lack of a positive nucleus” (ibid., p. 349).

Finally, one more circumstance: although
the manuscript published herein is signed only
by initials, and the name is scratched out, the
outlines of letters can be made out: S.V.(edrov).

All the above considerations make it
possible to claim with a high degree of
certainty that the author of the manuscript
being published is S. V. Vedrov. And yet not a
single one of his known works touches upon
the Kantian philosophy of law or any other
aspects of Kant’s doctrine. All of which makes
it necessary to find out whether Vedrov had
any motives for writing a complimentary
memorial text about Kant, especially about
his philosophy of law. To this end we should
first consider the attitude to Kant of Vedrov’s
university mentor, Andreyevsky.

Andreyevsky pointed out that since the
end of the eighteenth century the philosophy
of law made considerable strides thanks to
“the famous Konigsberg professor” Kant and
to the ideas of Montesquieu and Bentham.
Kant, according to Andreyevsky (1874,
p. 153), was a “great systematiser” of “the
great ideas” of the French Revolution which
articulated the principles of equality of the
people living in a state. Kant introduced these
ideas into the philosophy of law and state as
“the vital truth and logical necessity”. Kant,
Andreyevsky continues, drew the newest
ideas from Montesquieu, Rousseau and the
Encyclopedists, analysed them and “cast his
views in a complete scientific form” (ibid.)
which gave a boost to the study of law in the
nineteenth century.

Andreyevsky goes on to mention the main
aspects of Kant’s philosophy of law. He recalls
that Kant explains the concept of law as “the
relation of the freedom of the individual with
the common freedom of all those who are
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1874, c. 153). KauT, mipomorbKaeT AHIpPEeBCKI,
yepriajl camble cBexwue upgen y MonTeckbé, Pyc-
CO ¥ 3HUMKJIONEANCTOB, IIpOaHaIV3MNPOBaIT UX U
«BBUIVJI CBOV BO33p€HMsS B 3aKOHUEHHOM IIeJIOM
Hay4yHOM» (TaM ke), CMJIbHO ITPOIIBUHYBIIIEM U3Y-
ueHue IpaBa yxe B XIX B.

[anee AHIpeeBCKNIT KOPOTKO YIIOMIMHAaeT OC-
HOBHBIe acIleKThl KaHTOBCKOM dwiocodum mpa-
Ba. B wactHOCTM, pycckuil IpaBoBes] HallOMIHaeT,
uTo ToHsTHe ITpaBa y KaHTa pasbscHsgeTcs yepes
«OTHOILIeHVIe CBOOOIBI OTHEIBHOIO JINila K OOIIer
cBobozie BCeX, COCTABIIAIONINX efIVIHeHe B IOCy-
napctBe» (Tam xe). Camo mpaBo, nuirer AHpe-
eBckmy, KaHT HOHMMaeT KakK yCTaHOBJIeHVIe TaKMX
YCIIOBUVL, «IIPVI KOTOPBIX BOJISL M IIPOVI3BOJI OJHO-
TO MOT'YT OBITH B TAPMOHWM C BOJIEIO I IIPOM3BO-
JIOM JIPYyTMX TIOCPeNICTBOM o0lero n ods3aresn-
HOro 1yis Bcex 3akoHa» (Tam sxe). IlocpencTsom
TaKOro IOHMMaHMs paBa «KaHT pa3bsiCHSET I10-
HSITVe TOCyapCTBa, CYIecTBYIOIIero Ha Hadalax
npasa (Rechtsstaat)» (Tam xe), Tme xapakTepHBbI-
MM YepTaMM SBJISIIOTCS. CBOOOJIA, PaBEHCTBO U Ca-
MOCTOSATEJIBHOCTD J1JIs1 BCeX WIEHOB rocyjiapcTBa.
ITpruem kaHTOBCKOe MHOHsATHe Rechtsstaat, 1o 3a-
MedaHUIO AHIpPeeBCKOro, OBIJIO 3aMIMCTBOBAHO
MorieM 1151 ero yueHWsl O HOJIMIIEVICKOM IIpaBe
(Tam xe, c. 170—171).

O6 otHOmeHMn AHIPEeBCKOrOo K Y4YeHUIO
Mo cBuneresibcTByeT TOT (pakT, YTO OOVIH U3
yueHUKOB AHpapeesckoro, Poctucias VBanoBiy
CemenTkoBckuit (1846—1918), mo mHMIMATHBe 1
IIPY «IIOCTOSIHHOM TOpsYeM y4dacTUi» CBOero Ha-
CTaBHMKa ellle B CTyJeH4YecKye TOofpl cieasl Iie-
peson, Tperbero msmaHus «Polizeiwissenschaft»
Mons (CemenTtkockui, 1871, c. IX). HebespraTe-
pecHo 1 TO, uTO CeMeHTKOBCKMUI CTajl aBTOPOM
IpenCc/IoBNs K IepeBoy Ha pyccKuil a3biK «Pa-
Gouero Borrpoca» @. A. JlaHre, ogHOro 13 IIpenTey
HeOKaHTMaHCTBa, a TaKXXe IIPUHSJI yJacTue B pe-
JaKTUPOBaHMY IOCJIEHMX Tpex IJIaB 3TOro Iepe-
Bozia 11 mpuMedaHmi (CemenTroBckmi, 1892, c. I1I).
CeMeHTKOBCKMVI Ha3bIBaeT JlaHre TeM, KTO B 3Ha-
YMTEJIHOV CTeIeHN YIOBJIeTBOPWII IOTPeOHOCTh
IIPOBECTM «IIOJTHOE ¥ BCECTOPOHHEE VICCIIeOBa-
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united within the state” (ibid.). Kant interprets
law, according to Andreyevsky, as the creation
of conditions “under which the will and
freedom of action of one can be in harmony
with the will and freedom of action of others
through the law that is common and obligatory
for all” (ibid.). Through such interpretation
of law “Kant explains the concept of the state
based on the principles of law (Rechtsstaat)”
(ibid.) of which the characteristic features
are freedom, equality and independence of
all the members of the state. Kant’s concept
of Rechtsstaat, Andreyevsky points out, was
borrowed by Mohl for his doctrine of police
law (ibid., pp. 170-171).

Andreyevsky’s attitude Mohl’s
views is highlighted by the fact that one of
Andeyevsky’s pupils, Rostislav I. Sement-
kovsky (1846 —1918), on the initiative of and
with the “constant ardent participation”
of his mentor while still a student,
translated the third edition of von Mohl’'s
Polizeiwissenschaft (Sementkovsky, 1871,
p- IX). It is also interesting that Sementkovsky
wrote a foreword to the Russian translation of
Friedrich A. Lange’s The Problem of the Worker,
one of the forerunners of Neo-Kantianism, and
took part in the editing of its last three chapters
and notes for it (Sementkovsky, 1892, p. III).
Sementkovsky sees Lange as one of those

to

who contributed to meeting the demand for
a “full and many-sided” investigation of the
labour issue. He reports that he read Lange’s
work while still a student and that it made a
powerful impression on him (ibid., p. II). He
notes that since that time Lange’s ideas, far
from losing their relevance and merits (he gives
special credit to Lange’s idea of social equality),
“ceased to be a bold fantasy of a thinker-
poet” because they have been “vindicated”
by “resolute and pressing demands of reality”
(ibid., p. III).



Hue» pabouero Borrpoca. OH yIIOMMHaeT, 4To 3Ta
paboTa 1Ipon3Beia Ha HETo CYJIBHOE BIledaTsIeH e
B crygeHdeckue roagsl (Tam xe, c. II). C Toro mo-
MEeHTa, II0 ero 3aMedaHuIo, raen JlaHre He TOJIBKO
He yTPaTWJIV CBOeVI aKTyaJIbHOCTY ¥ JJOCTOVHCTBa
(1aBHBIM M3 KOTOPBIX OH HasblBaeT MIEI0 ycTa-
HOBJIEHMSI COLMaJIBHOIO paBeHCTBa MEXY JIIO[Ib-
MM), HO " «IlepecTasiy ObITb cMesion dpaHTasmen
MBICJIUTEIIS-TI03Ta», TIOCKOJIBKY —«OIIPaBHIaIVICh»
«pelInTeIbHBIMI VI HeOTJIOKHBIMI TpeOoBaHMs-
Mu fericTBuTesIbHOCTI» (TaMm e, c. III).

Bosppammasice k AHIpeeBCKOMY, HeOOXOIMMO
TaKKe YIIOMSHYTb ero YOeXXIeHHOCTh B TOM, UTO B
OCHOBaHUe TIOJINIIeVICKOTO ITpaBa JIeT CJIe1y IO
BeiBo KanTa (B dpopMmyimmpoBke AHIIpeeBCKOro,
CO3BYUYHON MesM JlaHre o paBeHCTBe): «HeoOX0-
IVIMOCTB COBEPIIIEHHO PaBHBIX ¥ OIMHAKOBBIX YC-
JIOBUVI J1JIs1 BO3MOXKHOCTY IeVICTBOBATh B rocyzap-
CTBe COOOPa3HO CO CLIOCOOHOCTAMM V1 3HAHVSAMMU
VTV BIleper], K YCOBEpIIIeHCTBOBAHMIO» (AHIIpe-
eBcku1, 1874, c. 154). B cBsi3u ¢ aTmm KanT, no mue-
HIIO AHIPeeBCKOro, yKasblBall «Ha HeoOXomy-
MOCTb pa3pyIIeHMs. .. COCJIOBHBIX IIPUBUIIET ML, &
«CPpeACTBO IJIS JOCTVIKEHMS IeVICTBUTEIIBHBIX TO-
CyapCTBEHHBIX HavdaJl» BUJIE/I B HAPOITHOM IIperl-
craBuTesbeTBe (TaMm xe).

ITomobruyio orenky KanTa MoxHO 0OHapy-
XUTb 11 B O0JIee paHHeM courtHeHUM AHIpeeBCKOo-
ro «Pycckoe rocymapcTseHHOe mpaso» (1866). Ho
31eck, B oTyimune oT «llosmiierickoro mmpasa», AH-
IIpeeBCKUT 3aTparviBaeT He TOJIBKO KaHTOBCKYIO
dwtocoduio mpasa, HO M TeOpMIO TO3HaHMS. B
YaCTHOCTM, PYCCKUI ITpaBOBell KpaTKO IlepecKa-
3pIBaeT cofepkaHue «KpuTHMKM 4YmMCTOro pasy-
Ma» CIJIeAYIOIIVMM yTBepXaeHusaMI: 1) desioBek
He 3HaeT Bellerl caMix 1o cebe, HO TOJIBKO SIBJle-
HUsl; 2) cosepliaHue OOyCJIOBJIEHO OIIHOBPeMeH-
HO MaTepuer, MoJIydyaeMOVl M3 BHEIIHero Mupa,
u dopMOII KaK CIIOCOOHOCTBIO YeIOBeYeCKOro
nyxa; 3) criocobHoCTh nyxa y KanTa gaBarh mMare-
pun popMy — cos3maBaTh IIpefICTaBIeHNs — Ha-
3biBaercsa Verstand (paccymxom); 4) criocoOHOCTB
)Ke CBSA3bIBaTh IIpeficTaBJIeHNs], flejiaTh 13 HUX 3a-
KmoueHnss — Vernunft (pasymom); 5) pasym Tak-
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Going back to Andreyevsky (1874, p. 154),
we should mention his conviction that
police law was based on the following Kant
proposition (as framed by Andreyevsky, it
chimes with Lange’s ideas about equality):
“The necessity of completely equal and similar
conditions of the possibility to act within the
state in accordance with one’s abilities and
knowledge and to move forward toward
improvement.” That is why, Andreyevsky
argues, Kant “urged the need to abolish [...]
social estate privileges” and “saw popular
representation [...] as the means of achieving
real state principles [...]” (ibid.).

This assessment of Kant can be encountered
in Andreyevsky’s earlier work entitled Russian
State Law (1866). But here, unlike in Police Law,
he touches not only on Kant’s philosophy of
law, but also on his theory of cognition. He
sums up the Critiqgue of Pure Reason through
the following propositions: 1) man does
not know the things-in-themselves but only
their appearances; 2) intuition is conditioned
simultaneously by matter received from the
external world, and by form as the capacity of
the human intellect; 3) according to Kant, the
capacity of the intellect to give shape to matter
by creating representations is called Verstand
(understanding); 4) the capacity to connect
representations, to draw conclusions from
them is called Vernunft (reason); 5) reason also
contains ideas through which the human being
“orders human thinking” (Andreyevsky, 1866,
p- 53).

Andreyevsky then proceeds to set forth the
key ideas of the Critique of Practical Reason.
He writes that here Kant shifts his attention
to practical reason which, as distinct from
theoretical reason, does not order knowledge
but induces and directs the human being in
external activities. In Andreyevsky’s opinion,
Kant was looking for something that drives
man to act, but is independent from experience,
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JKe COIEepXXWUT WIIe, IOCPENCTBOM KOTOPBIX OH
IIPVBOINT «B ITOPSJIOK YeJI0BEUYeCKOe MBIIIITEHVIE»
(Argpeesckmuii, 1866, c. 53).

3areM AHIpPEeeBCKUTI TIEPEXOINUT K M3JIOKEHIIO
KJTIOUEBBIX myIert «KpUTUKM IIpaKTUIecKoro pasy-
Ma». 371eCh, IINIIIeT PyCCKMUIL MBICTNTEIh, KaHT Ite-
PeBOINT CBOe BHMIMaHVIe Ha ITPaKTUYeCKIIT pa3yM,
KOTOPBIVI, B OTJINUVe OT TEOPETIIeCKOro, He 3aH-
MaeTcsl yIopsiIouMBaHVeM 3HaHVIS, a TIO0y>KIaeT 11
HaITpaBJIsieT YeJIoBeKa K BHEIITHeVI J1esITeJTbHOCTL.
KanT, o Mpiciii AHIpeeBCKOro, VIcKasl HeUTo, IT0-
Oy>kmaroliee desioBeKa K JesdTeIbHOCTY, HO He3a-
BVCVIMO€ OT OIIBITA, VI HAIIleJI 3TO B HPaBCTBEHHOM
3aKOHe, JTafoIlleM 4eJIoBeKy Oe3ycJIOBHBIE, KaTero-
pyUecKyie TIOBeJIEHNS, TO eCTh B KaTerOprIecKOM
vMIiepatvBe. VIMEeHHO HpPaBCTBEHHBIVI 3aKOH IS
KanTa, mponorpkaer AHIpeeBCKIT, SBJISIETCS OC-
HOBaHVEM 4eJIOBeYeCcKOV CBOOOIbI, TTIOCKOJIBKY OH
TIOBEJIeBAeT UeJIOBEKY CJIefIOBAaTh He BHEIITHeV, HO
BHyTpeHHel1 HeoOxonymocTy. Co3HaHMe YesloBe-
KOM HPaBCTBEHHOIO 3aKOHa IIPVBOAUT YeJIoBeKa
K co3HaHMIO bora Kak ImpuYmHBI CBOOOIBI 11 Oec-
cmeptus nyxa (Tam xe, c. 54).

OT cBOOOTHOrO HPABCTBEHHOIO MMpa, OTMe-
vaeT Anpgpeescknyi, Kant omimgan mup opu-
IMYeCcKNTI, TTie TJIaBHOe BHMMaHVe oOpallieHo Ha
BHEIITHIOIO CTOPOHY HocTyIKa. OTcroa mpaso, co-
riacHo KaHTy, cTpeMuTcs K CO3IaHMIO TaKMX yc-
JIOBUVL, «9TOOBI BOJISL M1 IIPOM3BOJI OTHOTO MOT[J1n]
OBITH B TapMOHMM C BOJIEIO ¥ IIPOM3BOJIOM APYTMX
IIOCPeICTBOM OOIIIero IIJIst BceX M 00s3aTeIbHOrO
3aKoHa. locymapcTBo HEOOXOAMMO MOTOMY MJIs
obecneuenus npab xaxooeo» (Tam xe, c. 55). [Tomo6-
HBle JXKe XapaKTepVCTMKM IIpaBa ¥ TOCydapcTBa
AHnpeeBCKMVI, KakK ObUIO ITOKa3aHO, IIPVBOAWT B
«[Tormnerickom 1pase».

3acinyry KaHTa B oOsacTyt mpaBoBOVI Teopmm
AHIpeeBCcKUTI MIpeCTaBIIsieT CIIedyIomyM obpa-

30M:

Obe paccMmoTpeHHBIE Teopum (pedyb O Teo-
pusax rocygapersa Kanrta n lerens. — JIP))...
SIBVWUIVL OTHOCUTEIIBHO OOBSICHEHVISI TOCyIapCTBa
TPOMATHBIVI IIPOTPECC B TOM, UTO OOBSCHIIIN He-
00XoaMMOCThL obecrieueHmst 0TI IBHOV JIMYHOM
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and he found it in the moral law which gives
man unconditional, categorical commands, i.e.
in the categorical imperative. In Andreyevsky’s
view, the moral law is the foundation of human
freedom insofar as it bids man to follow not
external but inner necessity. The human being’s
awareness of the moral law leads him to God
as the cause of freedom and immortality of the
soul (ibid., p. 54).

Andreyevsky notes that Kant distinguished
the free moral world from the legal world
in which the focus is on the external aspect
of the act. Law, according to Kant, seeks to
create conditions under which “the will and
discretion of one could be in harmony with the
will and discretion of others, owing to the law
that is common and obligatory for all. The state
is necessary to secure the rights of everyone (ibid.,
p- 55). As has been shown above, Andreyevsky
writes about the state and law in similar vein in
Police Law.

Andreyevsky thus assesses Kant’s contribu-
tion to the theory of law:

Both theories [Kant’s and Hegel’s theories of
thestate — D.R.][...] represented huge progress
in that they explained the need to secure
individual freedom against the arbitrariness
of public power and stressed the significance
of man before citizen. [..] these theories,
especially the theory of Kant and his followers,
consigned the state exclusively to the legal
domain, limited state activity to supervision, so
that the rights of the person living in the state
should not be violated, so that all should enjoy
legal protection and safety (ibid., p. 58).

At the same time Andreyevsky points to
a shortcoming in Kant’s theory of the state:
his definition of the state’s goal is too narrow
(ibid.). Here the Russian legal scholar echoes
Mohl’s objection to the position which sees the
state solely as the institution that protects rights
(Mohl, 1866, p. 5).



CBOOOIBI OT IIPOM3BOJIA OOIECTBEHHOV BJIACTH,
yKasaIi Ha 3HadeHMe 4esIoBeKa Ilepel] Tpaxxia-
HVHOM. ...3TV Teopuu, ocobeHHO Teopus Kan-
Ta VI ero IIociIefioBaTesIelt, CaeslaIi 13 Tocyaap-
CTBa MICKITIOUUTEJIBHYIO I0PUANYECKYI0 00JI1acTh,
OTPaHMYIUIN 3a00THI TOCYAaPCTBEHHOV [IeATelIb-
HOCTV VICKJTIOUMUTE/IbHBIM HaOJIfoeHeM, 4To0bI
IIpV3HAHHBIE 3a KVBYIIVIM B TOCy[IapCTBe UeJIo-
BEKOM ITpaBa He OBbUIM HapyIIaeMbl, YTOOBI BCEM
ObUIa TocTaBjIeHa IopUaMdecKas 3ammmTa u 6e3o-
rmacHOCTh (Tam xe, c. 58).

Bmecte ¢ TeM AHIpeeBCcKIII OTMeUaeT, 4YTO eCThb
y KaHTOBCKOVI TEOPWY IOCY/IapCTBa 1 HeJIOCTATOK:
LleJIb TOCyJapcTBa B HeVl IIpesicTaBjleHa CJIVII-
KoM y3Kko (TaM xe). 3mech pycckuit IipaBoBefl, Be-
POATHO, O3By4MBaeT MbICJIb Mosisi 0 HeloJHOoTe
TOVI HO3VULIVIV, COIJIAaCHO KOTOPOW IOCYIAPCTBO CY-
IIIeCTBYeT TOJIBKO KaK yupeXJeHVe JJI 3allThl
pas (Mors, 1871, c. 3-4).

Taxvm obpaszom, AHIpeeBCKII He TOIIBKO II0-
JIOKUTEJIBHO OT3bIBaeTcss o dutocodpmn Ipasa
Kanra, HO 1 cTaBUT ee B CBsi3b C pa3BUTMEM Ha-
YKV TIOJIMIIEVICKOTO IIpaBa BOOOIIe 1 C IOJIMIIEV-
CKMM HIpaBoM MoJisi B 4aCTHOCTM, YTO HAIIUIO OT-
pakeHVIe U1 B ITyOJIMKyeMOV PYKOIIVCH (CM. HVIKe,
c. 122). Henp3st He 3amMeTnTh, UTO caM AHIIpeeB-
CKui1 cBoe oTHolleHMe K KanTty cdopmmposal,
BEPOSATHO, IIOJI BJIVMSIHVEM CBOEro YHVBEPCUTET-
ckoro HactaBHuKa K.A.Hepoimua. ToBoputs o
BJIVISTHUM TI03BOJIeT KaK MUHVMYM TO, YTO AH-
IpeeBckum 1ociie cMeptrt HesonmHa mspan ero
II0JTHOe cOOpaHVe COUMHEHMTA.

HeBormmH pommiicss B ceMbe CBSIIEHHMKA.
OkoHuMB BaTcKkyro myxoBHYIO ceMMHapuio B 1824
I., OH IIOCTYTIMII B MOCKOBCKYIO TyXOBHYIO aKajle-
muto (mastee — MJIA). XKusae Hesormmua pesko
m3MeHMIach B 1828 1. mocsie Be13oBa ero M. M. Crre-
panckuM B CaHkT-IleTepOypr mjis TOro, «4To0bl
HOJIOKMTh OCHOBaHMe Hayk Poccuiickoro rpaso-
BefleHMs» (Anmpeesckuit, 1857, c. VI-VII). B 1829
r. HepoimmH oTnpasiisgercss B 3arpaHUYHYIO KO-
MaHVPOBKY B bepimHCKUM yHMBepcuUTeT, OT-
Kyda Bo3Bpamaercd B 1832 r., B 1835 1. sammina-
eT JOKTOPCKYIO JIVICCepTaIINIO 110 3aKOHOBEIEeH VIO
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Thus, Andreyevsky does not only approve
of Kant’s philosophy of right, but links it
with the development of police law science
in general and with Mohl’s police law in
particular, a position that is reflected in
the manuscript published here (see below,
p. 122). It has to be noted that Andreyevsky
probably formed his attitude to Kant under
the influence of K. A. Nevolin, who was his
mentor at university. At least we know that
after Nevolin’s death Andreyevsky published
his collected works.

Nevolin was born into a priest’s family.
After finishing the Vyatka Orthodox Seminary
in 1824 he entered the Moscow Theological
Academy (elsewhere MTA). His life took a
dramatic turn in 1828 when he was summoned
by Mikhail M. Speransky to St. Petersburg
and tasked with “laying the foundation of the
Russian law sciences” (Andreyevsky, 1857,
pp. VI-VII). In 1829 Nevolin went abroad to
study at Berlin University where he returned
in 1832. In 1835 he defended a doctoral
dissertation on law and was appointed to a
professorship at the University of Kiev (ibid.,
pp- IX-XII). In 1843 he was transferred to the
Civil Law Chair of St. Petersburg University
(ibid., p. XVI).

Nevolin wrote about Kant in his very first
legal work, The Law Encyclopedia (1839 —1840).
The entry on “The History of Philosophy of
Legislation” contains a paragraph entitled
“The Subjective Idealism of Kant and Fichte”.
Nevolin (1857, p. 225) claims that modern
philosophy begins with Kant and defines
Kant’s philosophical position as subjective
idealism because, according to Nevolin, its
supreme principle is subjective thought (ibid.,
p. 416).

He writes that Kant wanted to take a critical
look at the functioning of various capacities
of the mind. As a result of his critique of the
cognitive faculty Kant established that reason
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U TI0JTy4aeT J0JDKHOCTh mpodeccopa B Knesckom
yHusepcutete (Tam xe, c. IX—XII). B 1843 r. on
661 nIepeserien B CITOY Ha kadenpy rpaxian-
ckoro mpasa (Tam xe, c. XVI).

O Kante HeBosymH muineT B OHOM M3 CaMBbIX
IIePBBIX CBOVIX IIPaBOBEIUECKIX COUMHEHUN «DH-
LIVIKJIOITe Vs 3aKOHOBemeHMs» (1839—1840). B ri1a-
Be «Vcropusa dwiocodpun 3aKoHOIATeIbCTBA»
Hesomnmn noceaimiaer s3ragam Kanra naparpad
oz, HasBaHMeM «CyObeKkTuBHBIN naeamsm Kan-
Ta 1 Puxre». OH yKasbiBaeT, uTto ¢ KaHTa Hauu-
HaeTcst dwtocodpust Hopemilero BpemeHm (He-
BosiivH, 1857, c. 225), 1 ompepnesigeT KaHTOBCKYIO
dmtocodpckyro MO3UINIO KaK CyOBeKTUBHBIN
UJieasIn3M, TIOCKOJIBKY, coryiacHo Hepormmy, cyOb-
eKTVUBHasg MBbICJIb B Hell CTAaHOBWUTCH BEPXOBHBIM
HauasioM (Tam xe, c. 416).

KanT, nvmer HesornnH, cTpeMuicss KpuTide-
CKM PacCMOTPETh HAeVICTBYS Pa3JINIHbIX CIIOCOOHO-
cTevt nymn. B pesysibraTe KpUTHKYM IO3HaBaTeIb-
Ho1 criocobHOoCcTV KaHTOM OBLIIO YCTaHOBIJIEHO, YTO
pasyM He criocoOeH ITO3HaBaTh CYIIHOCTD BeIler,
TO €CTh BeIIIVI CaMM IO ceDe, a TOJIIBKO VX SBJIEHV.
«KpuTnka mpakTU4ecKoro pasyMa» pacKpbIBaeT
CIIOCOOHOCTH pa3yMa ycTaHaBJIMBaTh 3aKOHBI I
BOJIVI HEe3aBVICVIMO OT OITbITa, VICITOJIHeHVIe JKe 3TIUX
3aKOHOB, coryilacHo HeBosmHy, ocraeTcs mop Bo-
rpocoM. B mocnennen «Kpurtnke» KaHT «1okyi1ma-
eTcsl» COorylacoBaTh MeXIy CODOV TeopeTHyecKylo
VI TIPaKTUYeCKYIO CIIOCOOHOCTVI TIOCPEICTBOM IIO-
HATUV nerm v ipyanHE (Tam xe, c. 417—418).

ITpenmer 1ipasa, npomopkaer Hesorne, KanT
paccmarpuBaeT B «MeTadm3maecknx HavaIbHbBIX
OCHOBaHMSIX YUeHMs O IIpaBe» — IIepBOV YacTu
«MeTtadmsuky HpaBoB». «[loromHeHneM» 3TOro
counHeHus1 HeBormH HasbIBaeT JIpyrue jaBa KaH-
TOBCKMX TpakTata — «VImes myis BceoOment mcTo-
pUM B BUIaX KOCMOIOIUTIYecKx» 1 «K BeaHoMy
Mupy» (Tam xe, c. 418). Takum obpasom, Heso-
JIMH OBbUT 3HAKOM He TOJIBKO C CoflepKaHueM Tpex
«Kputuk», Ho 1 ¢ pszioM npyrux pador KaHra, 1mo-
CBSIIIEHHBIX IIPaBY U IIOJIUTIIYeCKON prtocodpmm.

Hanee Hepormmu Oosiee mopgpoOHO M3jIaraeT
B3rVIApl KaHTa Ha mpakTtudeckyro dustocodpnio
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is incapable of cognising the essence of things,
i.e. the thing-in-itself, but can only cognise their
appearance. The Critique of Practical Reason
reveals reason’s capacity to establish the laws
of the will independently from experience, but
Nevolin calls in question compliance with these
laws. In the last Critique Kant “takes a shot”
at marrying up the theoretical and practical
capacities by bringing in the concepts of the
end and cause (ibid., pp. 417-418).

Nevolin goes on: Kant addresses the subject
of right in “The Metaphysical First Principles
of the Doctrine of Right”, the first part of The
Metaphysics of Morals. Nevolin considers two
other Kantian treatises, Idea for Universal History
with a Cosmopolitan Purpose and Perpetual Peace
(ibid., p. 418) to be an “addition” to that work.
Thus, Nevolin knew not only the content of
the three Critiques but a number of other works
devoted to law and political philosophy.

Further, Nevolin renders in detail Kant’s
views on practical philosophy and law. Citing
the second Critique he explains the Kantian
concepts of moral law, will, autonomy of will
and the categorical imperative: “Act as if the
maxims of your action were to become through
your will a universal law of nature” (ibid.)
Then, still proceeding from the Metaphysics
of Morals, Nevolin explains the Kantian
distinction between moral and legal right: the
former calls for execution of duty for duty”
whereas the latter calls for external actions to be
congruent with the law, regardless of motives.
The Russian thinker cites Kant’s definition of
right: “Right is the totality of conditions under
which the will of one can be combined with
the will of the other under the universal law
of freedom” (ibid., p. 419) and unpacks it while
briefly describing the terms of the Kantian
philosophy of right such as coercion, inborn
and acquired rights, private and public law



u mipaBo. OH, cchilasich Ha BTOpyIO «KpuTuky»,
Ppa3bsiCHSIeT KaHTOBCKME ITOHSTUSI HPABCTBEHHO-
ro 3aKOHa, BOJIV, aBTOHOMWM BOJIM, KaTeropude-
CKOT'0 MMIIepaTiBa: «IIOCTYIal TaK, YT00 ocoOeH-
HOe ITPaBIJIO TBOEVI BOJIVI MOIJIO OBITH BCeOOIIM
3aKOHOM, T.e. ITIOCTYTIal 110 TaK/M HadajiaM, KOTO-
PpBle ObI MOTTIVI OBITH HavaslaMy JIeITeJTbHOCTY [IJIS
BOJIM BCeX PasyMHBIX cylecTs» (TaMm xxe). 3arem,
orvpasdch yxe Ha «MeTadmsuKy Hpasos», Heso-
JIMH O0BACHAET KaHTOBCKOE pasjIyeHVie MeXIy
HpPaBCTBEHHBIM ¥ IOPUOMYECKVM 3aKOHOIATe Ib-
CTBOM: IlepBOe TpeOyeT «MCIIOJIHEHMS JOJDKHO-
CTV TSI TOJDKHOCTV», B TO BpeMs KaK BTOpoe —
cooOpa3oBaHMs BHEITHMX JIEVICTBUI C 3aKOHOM,
He3aBVCUMO OT IMOOyXmeHwN. Pycckuit MbICin-
TeJIb IIPVBOAUT KAaHTOBCKOE OIlpeiesieHyie TIpaBa:
«...IIPaBO €CTh COBOKYITHOCTH YCJIOBUT, IIPU KOMX
BOJIS OHOTO MOXKeT OBITh COBMeIlleHa C BOJIEIO
IOpyroro Io BceoOImieMy 3akoHY cBoOombl» (Tam
Xe, c. 419) — u pasOupaer ero, a Takke KOPOTKO
XapaKTepu3yeT TaKyie TePMIMHBI KaHTOBCKOV -
jocoduu IIpaBa, KaK IIPUHYXKIEHWe, IIpaBa IIpy-
pOXIeHHble 1 IIproOpeTeHHble, YacTHOe U IIy-
Ommraroe paso (Tam xe, c. 419—420), mocenHMe
IIBa PYCCKMVI ITpaBOBe]] paccMaTprBaeT Oorlee ofi-
pobno (Tam xe, c. 420—435)*.

HaBast oueHky yuenwuio Kanra o mpase, He-
BOJIMH yKa3blBaeT Ha ero JOCTOMHCTBA ¥ HeJo-
cratkit. C OfHOV CTOPOHBI, «HEOTbEeMJIEMBIM II0-
CTOMHCTBOM» KaHTOBCKOIO B3IVISila Ha IIpaBo
Heponua cunTaeT oOOCHOBaHVe MM aBTOHOMUM
BOJIM, odpopmileHMe dustocodpunt IpaBa B caMo-
cTosiTeNIbHYIO0 cdepy dwtocodpum, HpusHaHVe
rocygapcTba HeOOXOAMMBIM [IJIsI OCYILIeCTBIIeHMS
MIen IIpaBa, BBIABVDKEHNME MIIeV eIVHCTBa Yeslo-
Beueckoro popa. C mpyron — HeBoimH KpUTHKY-
et KanTa 3a popmasmism B mpaxTdeckovt gpurio-
codpum: «rokyireHne KaHTa BBIBECTM M3 CBOEro
dopMaTPHOTO Haudasla [IesTeJIbHOCTV BCe IIpak-
TUYecKye 3aKOHBI yMa» OCTaJIoCh Oe3yCIIeNTHbIM
(Tam xe, c. 438). Kpome TOro, pycckmit MBbICIIV-

*Crrermndpmika perteriyv HeBormHBIM KaHTOBCKOTT omTo-
codpum IpaBa 3aciIy>XMBaeT OTHE/ILHOTO MCCIIedOBaHMs,
YTO He BXOIAUT B 3a/jault TAaHHOV CTaThA.
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(ibid., pp. 419-420), along with a more detailed
look at the last two (ibid., pp. 420-435)*.
Assessing Kant’s doctrine of law, Nevolin
points out its merits and shortcomings. On
the one hand, he describes as the “undeniable
merit” of Kant’'s view of right his grounding
of the autonomy of the will, establishment
of the philosophy of law as an independent
sphere of philosophy, recognition of the
necessity of the state for implementing the
idea of right, and the advancement of the idea
of the unity of the human race. On the other
hand, Nevolin criticises Kant for formalism
in practical philosophy: “Kant’s attempt to
derive all the practical laws of reason from
his formal principle of activity” failed (ibid.,
p. 438). The Russian thinker argues that Kant
turns the formal principle of morality into the
principle of immorality. Nevolin challenges
the Kantian distinction between morality and
law (ibid., p. 440). Summing up his critique
of Kant, Nevolin writes: “Kant thereby robs
people of the hope to see some day their society
implement the idea of law and forces them to
recognise as impossible the idea of a perfect
state order and perpetual peace” (ibid., p. 442).
Nevolin’s considerable familiarity with
Kant’s works can be partly attributed to his
study in Germany, but we should not ignore
the fact that during his study at the MTA
philosophical disciplines were taught by
Fedor A. Golubinsky who was thoroughly
familiar with Kant’s philosophical ideas (see
Rozhin, 2021). Students’ notes of some of
Golubinsky’s philosophical lectures have
survived, but they all belong to the time after
Nevolin was expelled from the MTA. The
earliest transcript of Golubinsky’s lectures was
published on the basis of two manuscripts, one

* The specificities of Nevolin's perception of Kant's
philosophy of law merit a separate investigation which
is beyond the scope of this article.
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Testb cumTaeT, uTo y Kanrta dpopmasibHoe Havasio
HPaBCTBEHHOCTM HEIIOCPe[CTBEHHO ITpeBpallia-
eTcsl B HadaJlo Oe3sHpaBCcTBeHHOCTH. Takxke Heso-
JIVIH BBICTYyIIaeT C KPUTUKOV KaHTOBCKOI'O pasiIv-
uveHMsl HpaBcTBeHHOCTH U ItpaBa (Tam xe, c. 440).
PesroMupys cBorO KpUTHKY B azpec Kanra, ol -
meT: «KaHT TeM caMbIM OTHVMMAET Y JIFOZIeVt Hajle-
Iy BUIETh KOI[la-HMOyIb COBepIlIeHHOe B CBOEM
o0IIecTBe OCyIIecTBJIeHMEe VIeN IIpaBa ¥ 3acTaB-
JIgeT VX UeI0 COBepPIIeHHOIo rocy1apCTBEHHOTO
YCTPOVICTBa VI BEUHOI'O MIUpa IPU3HATh Vleelo He-
vcriotHuMo» (Tam xe, c. 442).

HocTtaTouHo nopgpobHoe 3HaKoMcTBO HeBorm-
Ha ¢ counHeHmsgMM KaHTa MoXeT OBITH 0OBsICHe-
HO ero y4eHoV KOMaHAMpPoBKoM B [epMaHuMio, HO
HeJIb3s1 UTHOPMPOBATH TO, UTO BO BpeMs 00y YeHs
Hesormmaa B MIJA dwtocodckme AVCHIMIUIVHEL
npernonasait ®. A. [oiryOmMHCKI, XOPOIIO 3HAKO-
MBI ¢ dpvtocodpckmumu maesmu Kanra (Poxus,
2021). o Hac mouuiv HeKOTOpwle JieKium lorry-
OGuHckoro no duiocodmy, 3anvcaHHble CTyAeH-
TaMV, HO BCe OHM OTHOCSTCSI KO BpeMeHU IIociie
orumciienns Heponmma s MIIA. Camas panHssa
3armck Jiek1nv T'orryOGrHckoro Oblyia omyosvKoBa-
Ha Ha OCHOBe [IBYX PyKOIIVceVl, OflHa M3 KOTOPbIX
npuHagexnTt A.Vl. CMupHOBY 1 gaTupyeTcs
1830 r., a mpyras B.I. Hazapesckomy v oTHOCHTCS
K Havgainy 1840-x rr. (ToyOmnckmiz, 1884, c. 19). B
3TmX JieKuysax TonyOmnckmi yrommHaeT Kanra 1
JlaeT eMy Heo[lHO3Ha4dHble oleHKu: «Kanm Bce pas-
pyuwiua, U Huue2o He co30a4, He nocmpous» (Tam xe,
c. 65). BepositHO, uTo B3mIsAABI [0y OMHCKOTrO MOT-
JIV TaK>Ke IIOBJIMATD Ha MHTepec HeBosinHa K KaH-
TOBCKMM VZIesIM ¥ Ha VX KPUTMUECKOe BOCIIPUS-
TVe, XOTSI HUKaKVX OTCBUIOK K dprstocodpmmt mrpaBa
Kanra B m3manHBIX jekumsax [omyOmHCKoro Msl
He HaVIIeM.

Vtak, MOXXHO yTBep>KJIaTh, YTO MHTepecC K KaH-
TOBCKOV prtocodpmmt TIpaBa ¥ TIOJIOXKMTeIbHAS
ee olleHKa y Bermposa Morim ObITH 00yCIIOBIIEHBI
orHomeHveM K KaHTy AHIpeeBCcKOro, 4bs I03U-
Vs XOTs 1 Obly1a cpopMMpOBaHa MO7, BIVSTHVIEM
HeBonma, HO Bce e SIBHO OT/IMYAETCs OT B3IJISI-
nos v Hesornmaa, n ToiryOuHckoro. B To e Bpems
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of which belongs to A.I. Smirnov and is dated
1830, and the other to Vladimir G. Nazarevsky
and refers to the early 1840s (Golubinsky, 1884,
p- 19). In these lectures Golubinsky mentions
Kant about whom he has mixed feelings: “Kant
has destroyed everything and has not created or
built anything” (ibid., p. 65). Golubinsky’s views
may have influenced Nevolin’s interest in the
Kantian ideas and their critical reception, but
there are no references to Kant’s philosophy of
law in Golubinsky’s published lectures.

To sum up, Vedrov’s interest in and positive
attitude towards the Kantian philosophy may
owe something to Andreyevsky whose attitude
to Kant, although formed under the influence
of Nevolin and Golubinsky, clearly differs from
their position. At the same time, in the absence
of any other known sources that could throw
light on Vedrov’s attitude to Kant’s philosophy,
the manuscript from Nikolsky’s archive may
well be the only source demonstrating Vedrov’s
position on the great Konigsberg citizen.

The text of the manuscript is published
in modern spelling and punctuation. All the
comments belong to the publisher.

Supplement

[Article by S. V. on the Occasion
of the Centenary
of Immanuel Kant’s Death]

30 January /12 February 1904

It is a hundred years since the death of
the greatest German philosopher Immanuel
Kant who was born in Koénigsberg in 1724
(9/22 April)» and lived there all his long life
without leaving it. By a strange irony of fate,
the philosopher who created a critical teaching
on human being’s cognitive faculty, his mind
and reason, suffered from senile dementia



IOpyTvie MCTOYHVKM, KOTOpble MOIJI OBl JeTasib-
Hee PacKpBITh OTHOIIeHMe Bemposa k drioco-
vt KanTa, Ha CeromHAIITHNUI JeHb HEeM3BeCTHBI,
1 BIIOJIHE BO3MOXKHO, UTO ITyOsIKyeMasi HVpKe py-
KOMWVICh 13 apxvBa HUKOIbCKOTO siBjIsieTcsl evH-
CTBEHHBIM VICTOUYHVIKOM, IeMOHCTPUPYIOLIVM II0-
3uIMio Bemposa B OTHOIIEHWUNM 3aciIyT BeJIVKOIO
KEéHMUrcohepxIa.

TexcT pykorvcy myoymKyeTcs B COBpeMeHHO
opdorpadun 1 nyHkryanun. Bce kommenTapun
HIpuHajIeXar Iy oImMKaTopy.

IIpuaoxenue

[Ctarps C. B. o noBoay 100-71eTmsi cMmepTm
MmMmanynna KanTa]

30 smaBaps /12 deBpansa 1904 r.

Cro sieT TOMy Haszaj, yMep BeJMUanIimiz pu-
socod I'epmannm Vimmanywn Kant, ponysiimit-
csi B Kéunrcbepre B 1724 romy (9/22 ampens)' n
Oe3BbIe3THO B HEM IPOXMBIINI BCIO CBOIO JOJI-
I'YIO XM3HB. YMep, II0 CTpaHHOV MPOHUM CYABObI,
dustocod, cozmaBIMT KpUTUYECKOe ydeHMe O I10-
3HaBaTeJIbHOV CIIOCOOHOCTVI YeJIoBeKa, O ero yMe
" pasyMe, BOaB B ciaboymme’. AKageMurdecKast
ero JesITeJIbHOCTh KaK IIpodeccopa 3aKOHYMIIACh
erte B 1795 rony, kak mncatesist okosto 1798 roma, x
KOTOPOMY OTHOCSTCS €ro IIoCiIeiHMe Tpyabr. VI3
CBOErO POIHOrO Topopa 30pKO crednst dpusocod
3a IIPOMCXOOMBIIEV Ha €ro Ijla3ax 3BOJIIOLVeN
3HaHM B 31I0XY J0PeBOJTIOIVOHHY 0 Bo PpaHIm
U 3a IPaKTUYEeCKM OCYIIIeCTBIeHeM OTBJIeueH-
HBIX IIOJIUTUYECKVX HadaJl B PEBOJIIOIVIOHHYIO
snoxy*. KanT B ogHOM cBOeM smiie 0600t ayist
Iepmanum n dwtocodpuro Bossrepa, n sHIM-
KJIOIIE/IVICTOB C VX OIIBITHBIM HarlpaBjieHueM, U
IpaKTU4ecKye MookeHss MOHTECKbE, 1 IT0331-
fo-oymTuKy JKan 2Kaka Pycco®, m cBsizan Bce He-
YMOJIVIMOIO HeMeIIKOIO JIOrmkor®. becromamHas
upoHus depHeVicKkoro dutocoda’ cMeHMUIIaCh Y
KaHTa KpuTHyeckuMm maeaavisMoM, IIPUMUPSIO-
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when he died.? His academic activities as
a professor ended as early as 1795, and as
a writer around 1798 when his last works
were written.” From his native town the
philosopher closely watched the evolution
of knowledge in pre-revolutionary France
and the practical implementation of abstract
political principles in the revolutionary era.”
For Germany Kant combined in his person
the philosophy of Voltaire, the Encyclopedists
with their concentration on experience, the
practical propositions of Montesquieu, and the
poetic politics of Jean Jacques Rousseau,” tying
everything together with relentless German
logic.® Kant exchanged the biting irony of the
Ferney philosopher?” for critical idealism which
reconciles even faithlessness with the demands
of morality and religion since what the mind
cannot explain needs to be assimilated by
faith for the sake of the practical demands of
communal living. Kant tempers the Geneva
citizen Rousseau’s passionate preaching of
political freedom by the requirement of legality
in his ideal legal state and is one of the first to
declare popular representation as a practical
method of determining the common will.®)
Kant in his philosophy modifies the famous
triple definition of the French idea of the state
which previously proudly displayed on its
national banner the grand words liberté, égalité,
fraternité. Man is born free, he enjoys equality
as a subject of the state and independence as its
citizen; fraternity is the natural consequence of
belonging to the human race.'” Without even
touching upon the main tenets of the overall
complicated system of Kant’s transcendental
idealism suffice it to mention his legal and
political significance, which spread far beyond
Germany, to appreciate this powerful brain
which gave a new direction to the whole
political literature. Kant outlined only the
general foundations of the state system
which came to be called the legal state in the
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myM 1 6e3Beprie ¢ TpebOBaHMSMY MOPAJIN U Pe-
JIATUW, TaK KaK HeOOBSICHMMOe U1 yMa JIOJDK-
HO OBITh B CVJIY «KaTe€rOPVYecKOro MMIIepaTyBa»
YCBOEHO BepoI0 paiyi IIpaKTUUeCcKX TpeOoBaHMUT
obmexnTnsa. CTpacTHYIO IIpOIOBEb CBOOOIIBI
TIOJTUTUYECKOV JKeHEeBCKOTO I'paKaaHmHa, Pycco,
KanT cMmsirdaer TpeboBaHMEM 3aKOHHOCTV B CBO-
eM ITpaBOBOM VifieajIbHOM T'OCyIapCcTBe 1 OAVH W3
IIePBBIX YKa3bIBaeT Ha IIPeCTaBUTEeIIbCTBO HApOl-
HOe KaK IIPaKTUYeCKUIT IIpVeM IS HavUTydIero
BBISICHEHVIs1 0011Iert Boin®. BujonsMeHseT B cBoet
durocodckont paspadborke KaHT m 3HaMeHMUTOE
TPOVICTBEHHOe OIlpezieileHne paHIly3CKOVI ToCy-
JapCTBEHHOVI MZIeN, JIocerle TOPIO BO3BBIIIAOIIe-
ecs Ha HaI[MIOHaJIbHOM 3HaMeHM, BeJIuecTBeHHOe
«liberté, égalité, fraternité». CBoOomeH deroBek
OT POXIIEHVI, PaBHOIIPABHOCTBHIO IIOJIB3YeTCS OH
KaK TOIJJaHHBIV TOCyJapCTBa M CaMOCTOSTeIb-
HOCTBIO KaK Ipa’kIaHWH; OpaTCTBO eCcTeCTBeHHOe
CIIETICTBVIE IIPVIHAJIEXHOCTI K POy dYeJloBede-
ckomy’. He kacasice a’ke IJIaBHBIX IIOJIOKEHWVI
o0IIert CJIOKHOWM CUCTeMBI TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIIb-
Horo maeaymsMa KaHta, mocratogHo ykasare Ha
€ro 3HaueHVe B IOPUIVKO-TIOIVTUYECKOM OTHO-
IIIeHNY, J1ajleKo pacIipocTpaHuMBIIIeecs 3a IIpeie-
16l l'epMaHMy, 9TOOBI OLIEHUTH 3TOT MOTYUUM VM,
JaBIIIMTI HOBOE HaIlpaBjIeHVIe BCeVI IOV TUIECKON
murepatype. KanT Habpocast smie obrmve ocHo-
BaHMsI TOCYIapCTBEHHOIO CTPOsl, MOJIyYMBIIEro
B JIUTepaType Ha3BaHMe TOCyHdapcTBa IIPaBOBO-
ro. OcHOBHasI MBICJIb ObLITa IIPOTMBOIIOCTaBIIEHVIE
vzen IpaBa M 3aKOHHOCTVI TOCIIOZICTBY IIPOV3BO-
Jla aJMVHWUCTPATUBHBIX yUpPeXIeHWIT IOJInIIel-
ckoro rocymapcrBa XVIII Beka. Ilpakrmdaeckn
BBECTVI B CHUCTEMY VIIPaBJIeHVS 3TO IIOJIOXKEHVIe
pericss M3BeCTHBIN TIOOMHIeHCKMII ITpodeccop
Pobept por Moss, B 1832 romy BBITYCTUBIIN B
cget ceoro KkHUTY «Die Polizeiwissenschaft nach
den Grundsitzen des Rechtsstaates» («Hayxka
HOJTAIIVY Ha Hadaslax IIPaBOBOIO T'OCYIIapCTBa»).
DTa Teopwsi OTpas3uIach M Ha KJIAaCCUMYECKOM TPY-
ne mpodpeccopa IlerepOyprckoro yHMBepcuTe-
ta V1. E. Aunpeesckoro «[losmiierickoe mpaBo»?,
KOTOPBINT® CTPEMUTCS IPOBECTUI U B IIPAKTUKY

literature. The core idea juxtaposed the idea of
right and legality to the sway of arbitrariness
of administrative institutions of the eighteenth-
century police state.!” The Tiubingen
professor Robert von Mohl had the courage
to introduce this provision in the governance
system. In 1832 he published his book Die
Polizeiwissenschaft nach den Grundsitzen des
Rechtstaates'® (Police Science on the Principles of
the Legal State). This theory was reflected in the
classic work of Professor I. E. Andreyevsky of
Petersburg University, Police Law,” in which
he tries to put into the practice of Russian
governance the principles of Kant’s law theory
applied to the internal governance system by
R. v. Mohl. An ardent supporter of the 1860s
reforms, who was engaged in several efforts
to project them, for example, on thel863
University Charter and liberal legislation on the
press of that same time, Prof. Andreyevsky saw
the new Russian system of internal governance
since the end of the 1860s (the first edition of
his Police Law was published in 1870) as the
beginning of “joint activity of society and
government based on positive laws”."¥ Kant's
theory of the legal state translated itself into
zemstvo and city representation; the principles
of legality were reaffirmed in the reform of the
judiciary by the participation of representatives
of the people’s conscience in criminal trials
by jury. The path charted by Kant’s teaching
on the legal state was embarked on by Russia
already with the publication of the Code of
Laws and the road traversed by our dear
Fatherland is marked by the greatest of all
historical monuments, the emancipation of
serfs on 19 February 1861, the transformations
of zemstvos and cities which were awakened
from centuries of slumber, the participation
of the popular element in the law courts,
uncensored press, abolition of the head tax,
the salt tax and finally the leveling of the male
population in terms of the sacred duty to stand
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PYCCKOro yIipaBjieHMsl Hadajla IIpaBOBOVI TeOpUN
KanTa, mpuMeHeHHBIe K CUCTeMe BHYTpPEHHEro
ynpasienus P . MoreM. Ysiekaromimricss mo-
KJIOHHVK pedOpM IIeCTUAECITBIX T'OO0B, y4acT-
HVK HEKOTOPBIX paboT IO MX IIPOEKTMPOBAHMIO,
HaIlp. OTHOCUTEJIBHO YHVBEPCUTETCKOIO YcTa-
Ba 1863 roma m ymmbepasIbHOrO 3aKOHOAATEIIbCTBA
O IIeyaTy TOro ke BpeMeHM, Ipod. AHIpees-
CKVV BUIEI B HOBOVI PYCCKOVI CHICTEME BHYTPEH-
Hero yIIpaB/IeHMs ¢ KOHIIa IIeCTUIeCSThIX TOHO0B
(mepsoe m3ganme ero «lloymiierickoro mpasa» 1870
rofja) HayaJlo «COBOKYIIHOW [IedTeJIbHOCTU O00-
IIlecTBa ¥ IIPaBUTEIbCTBA, OCHOBBIBAIOIIEVICS Ha
ITOJIOKUTEIBHBIX 3aKoHax»*. Teopwst 1paBOBO-
ro rocynapcrsa KanTa BbUIMIIaCh ITpaKTUUYeCKN B
IIpeJICTaBUTeIIbCTBE 3eMCTBa M ropofia; Hadasla 3a-
KOHHOCTY IOJIy YMJIV HOBO€ TIOTBepXKIeHVe B Cy-
neOHov pedpopMe ¢ yuacTvieM B Cyjie YIOJIOBHOM
IIPVICSDKHBIX TIPeJICTaBITeN eV HapOTHOV COBECTL.
Ha myTh, HauepTaHHBEIVI KAaHTOBCKMM Y4YeHVEM O
rocyjapcTBe ITpaBOBOM, BBICTyIIMIIa Poccms yxe
m3naareM «CBoa 3aKOHOB», 1 IOpOra, B 9TOM Ha-
IIpaBJIEHMVI IPOVIIeHHAs HAIIIVIM JOPOTVIM OTeue-
CTBOM, OTMeUeHa BeJIMYalIIM U3 ICTOPUIEeCKIX
[IaMSATHVMKOB, OCBOOOXIIeHVIEM KpecTbsH 19 des-
pais 1861 roxa, mpeoOpa3oBaHMSIMY 3€MCTBa M TO-
pora, IpoOy XKAeHHBIX'” OT BEKOBOVI CBO€VI CITSTIKM,
ydacTyieM HapOgHOIo jleMeHTa B Cyze, OeclieH-
3y PHOIO TIPeccoro, (PVHAHCOBOI OTMEHOIO IOy
HOVI IIOJIaTV, Hajlora Ha COJIb VI HaKOHel] ypaBHe-
HVEeM BCero HaceJleHUsI MY)XCKOTO B CBSIIIEHHOV
00s13aHHOCTY IPYBIO OTCTAaMBaTh, IIPY OOIIIEV BO-
VMHCKOV IOBMHHOCTY, Ha II0jle OpaHM MHTepechl
OTYM3HBI.

Cro sleT mpomuIo, KakK HaBcerzga YMOJIK/IN Be-
mye ycra dpwiocoda, HauyMoHaIMCTa® 1Mo JIMd-
HBIM CBOVMIM KadecTBaM W IIPMBSI3aHHOCTSIM, HO
TeH!MsI BCeMMPHOIo MO Y4YeHWIO, HO BeyHoe He
yMepJio: cBOOOIHad MBIC/Ib IHOJIeTesla IO BCeMy
Oerty cBeTy M Be3fle, Ifle ObUIM JIIOAV 3HAHWS U
TPYyZa, IIpVHecsIa CBOIO JOJIIO IIOJIb3bI, BBUIMIIACH B
XeJlaHHYI0 popMy.

C. Bfeapos)"”

1904 1.

SIuBaps 16 gH:'".
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up, under universal military conscription, to
defend the interests of the Fatherland in the
battle field.

A hundred years have passed since the
prescient voice fell silent of the philosopher, a
nationalist' in terms of personal qualities and
attachments, but a world genius in terms of
his teaching, but the eternal has not perished:
free thought flew across the wide world and
contributed its share wherever there were
people of knowledge and labor, translating
itself into the desired form.

S.V. tedrovy'®

1904

January 16.1)

Commentaries

U The first date here and in the title of the
manuscript is given according to the ‘Old
Style’, i.e. the Julian calendar, which was used
in Russia until 1918.

2 Early biographies of Kant, written by his
contemporaries who knew him well personally,
amply confirm this fact. Ludwig Ernst von
Borowski (1804, p. 183) wrote the following
about Kant’s condition: “his head was no
longer able to take part in all this chaos. [...].
Nor could he finish his work ‘Transition of
Physics to Metaphysics’ [...]”°, as well as “The
life of our K. [...] ended after a prolonged
period of physical and mental exhaustion”®
(ibid., p. 202). Reinhold Bernhard Jachmann
(1804, pp. 191-193), after one of his visits with
Kant in 1803, confronted the fact that Kant
could not remember him and during the
conversation his thought “faded out”, such
that he could not even finish some simple

5“[...] sein Kopf [war] nicht mehr in der Lage, an dem
Wirrwarr den mindesten Antheil nehmen zu kénnen [...]. Er
konnte auch das lange projectirte Werk ‘Ubergang der Physik
zur Metaphysik’ [...] nicht beendigen.”

¢“Unsers K. Leben [...] endigte sich nach langer Kérper- und
Geistesschwiiche.”
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KommeHnTapmun

!TlepBasg maTa 37mech M B 3aroJIOBKE PYKOIMV-
CM yKa3aHa II0 CTapOMY CTWJIIO, TO €CThb IIO0 FOJIV-
aHCKOMY KaJIeHZIapio, KOTOPBIVI VCIIO/Ib30BaJICs B
Poccrmt mo 1918 roma.

> B parHmx ouorpadmsax Kanra, HanvcaHHBIX
€ro COBpPeMeHHMKaMV, XOPOIIO 3HaBIIMMW €ro
JIMYHO, MOXKHO HaWTU JIOCTATOYHO IOIATBEpXK[le-
Hut 3ToMy dpakry. J1. D. BopoBckm o Takom cocTo-
auvm KaHTa mmcan cremyroliee: «...ero rojioBa
ObuTa GosIbllle He B COCTOSIHMM IIPUHMMATD Jake
MaJleriiee y4dacTue B 3ToM xaoce. <...> OH Takxe
He CMOT 3aKOHUYMUTE cBom Tpyz, “Ilepexon dpwsmkm
K MeTtadmsuke”...» (Panume Ouorpadum..., 2024,
c. 150), a Taxxke: «Kusup Harero K... 3akoHum-
Jlach IIOCJIe ITPOAOJDKUTEIIBHOIO (Pr314ecKoro u
myxoBHoOro uctoreHus» (Tam xe, c. 161). P.b. SIx-
MaH BO BpeMsl O[JHOrO 13 cBomX Bu3nToB K Kan-
Ty B 1803 . cTonkHyJicsa ¢ TeM, urto KanT He cmor
€ro BCIIOMHUTH, a MBICJIb €r0 BO BpeMsl Oecefibl
«3aTyxajla» ¥ OH He MOT Jja)ke HEKOTOpble KOPOT-
K1e IIpefyioxkeHs JosecTu 110 KoHia (Tam xe, c.
278—279). Ho nmpu 3TOM SIxMaH OTMeTWI, 4TO «y
KamnTa He ObUIO 1 cJlefia Ay1IeBHOVI O0JIe3H, a ero
CoCTOsTHIME ObUIO JIVIIIB ITPOsIBIIEHVEM BCe YBeJIu-
YMBaOIIErocsi ocabieHns YMCTBEHHOM CIIOCO0-
HocTw» (Tam xe, c. 280). Taxke SIxmaH yKasbIBaer,
uTO He3agoiro Ao cmeptyt KaHT gBa pasa Bragast
B cocTostHIMe OeccosHarerrpHOCTH (Tam xe, c. 289).
Hamnbostee 06cTOSTETHBHO MTOCIIETHVIE TOBI JKV3HA
Kanra ommcan 2. A. K. Bacmancku. B wactHocTH,
oH BcrnommHaeT, uto KauT emie B 1799 1., korza ero
HeMOIITb Obl/Ta eflBa 3aMeTHa, cka3asr: «[ocmona, s
cTap u cj1ad, BbI JOJKHBI OTHOCUTBCS KO MHe KaK K
pebenky» (Tam xe, c. 312). OnmceiBasi ocseIHe
Hemenu >kmsH KanTa, BacmaHckm orMeuaet, uTo
KanT ObUI He B COCTOSHMY IIOHMMAaTh BbIPaskeH Vs
13 OOBIIEHHOVI JXV3HM, TOBOPWJI MHOCKa3aTeIbHO,
€ro 3aHATUS OBUIM «HeIleTlecoo0pasHbIMI» (Ha-
HIpUIMep, HeCKOJIBKO pa3 3a MUHYTY IlepeBsi3bIBal
IIeVIHBIV IUIATOK), HaKOHeLll, OH IlepecTayl y3Ha-
BaTh Oim3kmx u B dpespasie 1804 r., mrer Bacu-
aHcky, o Kanre «MoxHO ObLIO ObI CKa3aTh, 4ToO 3a
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sentences. But he noted that there was “no
sign of a mental illness and his state was just a
manifestation of growing feeble-mindedness””
(ibid., p. 196). Jachmann points out that shortly
before his death Kant twice fell into a state of
unconsciousness (ibid., pp. 218-219). The most
detailed account of the final years of Kant's
life was given by Ehregott Andreas Christoph
Wasianski. He recalls, for example, that as early
as 1799 when his frailty was barely noticeable,
Kant said: “Gentlemen, I am old and frail,
you should treat me as a child”® (Wasianski,
1804, pp. 51-52). Describing the last weeks of
Kant’s life, Wasianski notes that Kant could
not understand simple everyday expressions,
spoke in circumlocutions, his acts were
“incongruous” (for example, he re-tied his scarf
several times a minute), eventually he stopped
recognising his close ones and in February
1804, Wasianski writes, “one could say about
Kant that he was already half-dead [...] and in
a vegetable state [...]”? (ibid., p. 202).

% The author of the manuscript clearly had
inaccurate data about Kant’s biography. Kant
delivered his last lecture on 23 June 1796, but
in 1798 he was appointed for the eighth time
dean of Konigsberg University’s philosophical
department (see Salikov, Zhavoronkov and
Krouglov, 2024, pp. 498-499). The Contest of the
Faculties, Anthropology from a Pragmatic Point
of View and “On Turning Out Books” (Ueber die
Buchmacherei, zwei Briefe an F. Nicolai) were
published in 1798, but the really last work
published by Kant himself was the afterword
for a German-Lithuanian dictionary (1800) (see
ibid., pp. 499-500).

7“Daher sich bei ihm auch keine Spur von Geisteskrankheiten,
sondern nichts als Geistesschwiiche dufSerte, die sich nach und
nach vermehrte.”

8 “Meine Herren, ich bin alt, und schwach, Sie miissen mich
wie ein Kind betrachte.”

2“[...] so konnte man doch fast von Kant sagen, er sey einige
Tage wvor seinem Ende schon halbtodt gewesen [...]. Er
vegetirte kaum mehr.”



HECKOJIBKO ITHeVl 10 CBOeVl KOHUYMHBI OH ObUI yxe
HaIlOJIOBVHY MepPTB... IIpedbiBasi B pacTUTeIbHOM
cocTogHMM. ..» (Tam xe, c. 369—372).

2y aBTOpa PYKOIWVCHU VIMEJINCh SIBHO HETOY-
Hble Onorpadpuueckme ceemenmns o Kanre. Ilo-
CJIEITHIOIO CBOIO JIeKL Mo KanT mpounTait 23 noHs
1796 r.,, HO B 1798 1. KaHT B BOCBMOVI pas3 cTaJl je-
KaHOM prtocodpckoro dpakyssrera KéHmrcoepr-
CKoro yHuBepcureTa (cM.: Paname Guorpadum...,
2024, c. 498—499). B 1798 r. Opumt m3gassl «Criop
daKysbTeTOB», «AHTPOIOJIOrMS C IIparmMaride-
CKOW TOYKM 3peHms» U «O KHUTOmeIaHnmn», HO
ZIeVICTBUTEJIBHO TIOC/IeHsd paboTa, omyOiImKo-
BaHHasg camMmM KaHToM, — T10ciIeciioBue K HeMell-
KO-IMTOBCKOMY CJIoBapio — ObUIa m3maHa B 1800 1.
(cm.: Tam xe, c. 499—500).

> OtHorenne Kanra xk dpaHITy3ckovt peBoIIio-
LIV HeJIb3sl Has3BaTh OfHO3HauYHBIM. CM. 00 aTOM
niogpobHee: (Kpyrios, 2021; >)KaBoponkos, 2015).

* CormacHO boposckm, KaHT 3HaiT Bce counne-
Hug K. K. Pycco (Panuwme Omorpadmm..., 2024,
c. 147), a B ToCTMHOM ero goMa Bucela TpaBiopa
Pycco (Tam xe, c. 150).

> B srovt Mbiciv Bernpos ¢ OosbIlieit BeposTHO-
CTBIO cjleflyeT 3a AHJpeeBCKMM (cp.. AHJpees-
ckmi, 1874, c. 153).

¢ VImeetcst B Buay Bosbrep, KOTOpBIVI KyIIMII
3eMJIIO C PacIIoIIOkeHHOM Ha Hel roporioM PepHe,
I7ie yCTPOWII CBOIO yca/Iboy.

7 Teopuro mpaBoBoro rocynapcrsa KaHt msiio-
X1 B «Metadmsvke HpaBos» (AA 06, S. 309—342;
Kant, 2014, c. 301—393). Cornacho I Ejummnexy,
KaHT cTasl 0CHOBOIOJIO)KHVKOM COOCTBEHHO Teo-
puM IpaBoBoro rocyaapcrsa (cm.: Exmnaex, 1908, c.
180). KaHT He TOJIbKO 0OpaTiiI BHMMAaHMe Ha BHY-
TPeHHIOIO CB3b TOCyJapcTBa U IMpaBa (3Ta mjes
BCTpeyaslach B VICTOPUY 4eJIOBeYeCKOV MBIC/IN U
710 Hero), HO OCHOBAJI CBOIO TeOPUIO IIPaBOBOI'O I'o-
cyHapcTBa Ha vijiee KaTeropu4ecKoro MMIieparvsa
1 TaK1M 00pa30M yKa3aJl Ha B3aIMHble 00si3aHHO-
CTU BJIaCTeVl ¥ MOJJIaHHBIX, a TakKXe Ha IpUopu-
TeTHOCTB JIMYHOCTY ¥ ee IIpaB II0 OTHOIIEHWIO K
rocy/JapCTBY B KOHKPETHO-IOPUINYEeCKOM IUIaHe.
[Tpyt 3TOM HPUOPUTETHOCTH JIMYHOCTU He HOCUT
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Y Kant’s attitude to the French Revolution
was controversial. For more see Krouglov
(2021) and Zhavoronkov (2015).

% According to Borowski (1804, p. 170),
Kant knew all the works of Rousseau, and a
Rousseau etching hung in Kant’s parlour (ibid.,
p- 176).

9 Vedrov apparently took this idea from
Andreyevsky (1874, p. 153).

) The reference is to Voltaire who bought
land from the town of Ferney and set up his
country estate there.

8 Kant set forth his theory of the legal state in
Metaphysics of Morals (MS RL, AA 06, pp. 309-
342; Kant, 1996, pp. 453-481). According to
Jellinek (1905, pp. 240-241), Kant was the
founder of the theory of the legal state. Kant
did not only draw attention to the intrinsic link
between the state and law (the idea existed
before Kant), but based his theory of the legal
state on the idea of the categorical imperative,
thus pointing to the mutual obligations of the
authorities and the subjects and to the priority
of the individual and his rights vis-a-vis the
state in concrete legal terms. The priority of
the individual is not absolute in conformity
with the categorical imperative: the individual
and the state restrain themselves for the sake
of the common interest. As a result, the citizen
does not only formally obey state laws, but is
engaged in law-making and is thus able and
willing to be responsible for oneself, without
which a legal state is impossible (see Baskin,
pp. 61-62).

% Cf. “The members of such a society who
are united for giving law (societas civilis), i.e.
the members of a state, are called citizens of a
state (cives). In terms of rights, the attributes
of a citizen, inseparable from his essence (as
a citizen), are: lawful freedom, the attribute
of obeying no other law than that to which
he has given his consent; civil equality, that of
not recognising among the people any superior
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abcoJTIOTHOrO XapaKTepa, CJIedysl VMMeHHO KaTe-
TOPVYeCKOMY VIMIIEpaTVBY: VI JIMIHOCTB, I TOCY-
JapCTBO CaMOOT PaHUYMBAIOT cedd /171 BCceoOIIero
mHTepeca. Kak cjieficTBue, rpaxgaHnH He TOJIBKO
dopMaIbHO TIOMUMHSAETCS TOCYHapCTBEHHBIM 3a-
KOHaM, HO VI COy4acCTByeT B 3aKOHOIIATEJILCTBE, B
CVJIY Yero OH CIIOCOOEH 1 TOTOB HECTM OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTB 3a ce0s1, Oe3 4ero HeMBICJIVIMO ITPaBOBOE TO-
cyaapctso (cM.: backmn, 1993, c. 61—62).

8 Cp.: «O0bemmHeHHbIe IS 3aKOHOIATeThCTBA
YJIeHbI TaKOro oOlIrecTBa (societas civilis), T.e. urte-
HBl TOCYApCTBa, HA3BIBAIOTCA €20 2pax0aHaMu
(cives), a HeOTBeMJIEMBIE OT MX CYIITHOCTH (Kak Ta-
KOBOVI) ITPAaBOBbIe aTPUOYThI CYyTh: OCHOBAaHHAs Ha
3aKoHe c600600a KaK0ro He TIOBMHOBAThCS VIHOMY
3aKOHY, KpOMe TOr0, Ha KOTOPBIII OH [IaJI CBOE CO-
rracue; pabercmbo epaxoan — IpU3HaBaTh CTOS-
VM BBIIIe cedsi TOIIBKO TOTO B COCTaBe Hapopa,
Ha KOTO OH VMeeT MOPaJIbHYIO CIIOCOOHOCTH Ha-
JlaraTh Takye ke ITPaBOBble OOS3aHHOCTY, KaKue
3TOT MOXeT HajlaraTb Ha Hero; B-TPeTBUX, aTpu-
OyT Tpa’kHaHCKOW CAMOCIOAMEAbHOCHIU — BO3-
MOXXHOCTb OBITH OOSI3aHHBIM CBOVIM CYIIIECTBO-
BaHMEM 11 cofep>KaHVeM He IIPOM3BOIy KOTO-TO
IPYTOro B COCTaBe HapoJa, a CBOMM COOCTBEHHBIM
IIpaBaM ¥ CWJlaM B KaudecTBe ujleHa OOIITHOCTVI
CJTeNIOBaTeIIbHO, B IIPABOBBIX JlejlaX I'PakIaHCKast
JIMYHOCTB He JI0JDKHA OBbITh IIpeficTaB/IeHa HVIKeM
npyrum» (AA 06, S. 314; Kanr, 2014, c. 311). Cso-
Ooma, cortacHo KaHTYy, ecTh «eIMHCTBEHHOE W3-
Ha4aJIBHOE IIPaBO, IIPVCYIIiee KaKIOMY YeJI0BEKY
B CIWJIy €ro IIPVHAIJIEKHOCTU K 4eJIOBeUeCKOMY
pomy», I B 3TOM IIpaBe 3aJI0KeHO IPUPOXKIEHHOe
paseHcTBO (AA 06, S. 237—238; KanT, 2014, c. 107—
111). Ho mpm sToM, Kak 3ameuaet A.H. Kpymios,
KanT H1 0 KakoM OpaTcTBe peunt B 3TOV CBS3VL He
seneT (Kpyrios, 2014, c. 771). CireoBaTesibHO, BbI-
cKasbIBaHVe BermpoBa o «OparcTBe», cKopee BCero,
SIBJISIETCSI aBTOPCKOV HATSIKKOVI, OCHOBOVI 1JIsT KO-
TOPOVI CJIY’KUT KaHTOBCKOe OIlperiesieHe cBOOo-
mel (AA 06, S. 237, KanT, 2014, c. 107—109).

° BemmpoB 37ech HOITyCKaeT aHaXPOHM3M: ITOHS-
Te nosmierickoro rocynapcrsa (Polizeistaat) (rme
ITOJIVMIIVSL BCECMITbHA, a UeJIOBeK He VMeeT IIpak-
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with the moral capacity to bind him as a
matter of right in a way that he could not in
turn bind the other; and third, the attribute of
civil independence, of owing his existence and
preservation to his own rights and powers as
a member of the commonwealth, not to the
choice of another among the people. From his
independence follows his civil personality,
his attribute of not needing to be represented
by another where rights are concerned” (MS
RL, AA 06, p. 314; Kant, 1996, pp. 457-458).
Freedom, according to Kant, is “the only
original right belonging to every man by virtue
of his humanity”, the right which encapsulates
innate equality (MS RL, AA 06, p. 237; Kant,
1996, p. 393). But, as A.N. Krouglov (2014,
p. 771) points out, Kant does not mention
fraternity in this connection. Consequently,
Vedrov’s reference to “fraternity” is a stretch
based on Kant’s definition of freedom (MS RL,
AA 06, p. 238; Kant, 1996, p. 394).

19 Vedrov here slips into anachronism:
the concept of the police state (Polizeistaat)
(in which the police is all-powerful and the
individual has no rights, hence there is no
supremacy of the law as in a legal state) and
the police state began to be contrasted with
the legal one, according to Kroeschell, in the
Biedermeier period, i.e. after Kant’s death
(Kroeschell, 1993, p. 85). Kant himself saw the
task of the police in ensuring “public security,
convenience and decency” and believed that it
made “the government’s business of guiding
the people by laws made easier” (MS RL,
AA 06, p. 325; Kant, 1996, p. 467). Nevertheless,
Kant’s position, in spite of terminological
inaccuracies, is on the whole presented
faithfully. For example, Kant opposed
violations of the principle of separation of
powers, characteristic of the police state: “[...]
a people’s sovereign (legislator) cannot also
be its ruler, since the ruler is subject to the law
and so is put under obligation through the law



TUYeCKV HMUKAKNX ITpaB, CJIeI0OBATeIIbHO, HEeT Bep-
XOBEHCTBa 3aKOHa, KaK B IIpaBOBOM IOCYZapCTBe),
a TaKXe caMO IIPOTMBOIIOCTaBJIEHME IIOJIMIIEeV-
CKOTO TOCyHapCcTBa IIPaBOBOMY IIOSIBVJIOCH, TIO
mHeHmto K. Kpémemts, B smoxy Owupmepmariepa,
To ecTh nocite cMeptn KanTa (Kroeschell, 1993,
S. 85). Cam KanT 3agauy monmiimm Buesl B TOM,
4yTO OHa «oDecrieunrBaeT OOIIeCTBEHHBIe De30ndac-
Hocmb, cnokoicmbue Vi npuAuyie», VI CAUTalL, 9YTO
OHa «3Ha4yMTeJILHO O0JIeryaeT IIPaBUTEIIbCTBY €ro
3a/avy — PYKOBOOWTH HAapOIOM Ha OCHOBE 3aKO-
HOB» (AA 06, S. 325; KanT, 2014, c. 345). Tem He
MeHee niosuivsl KaHTa, HecMOTpsi Ha TepMMHO-
JIOTMYEeCKYI0 HETOYHOCTB, COIep)KaTeIbHO IIperl-
CTaBJIeHa B I1eJIOM KOppeKTHoO. B wactHOCTH, KaHT
BBICTYTIaJI IIPOTVUB HapyIlleHWs IPUHIIMIIA pasfle-
JIeHWS BJIacTel, HecOOIIoieHie KOTOPOro Xapak-
TepPHO 15l TIOJIINIIEVICKOTO TocygapcTBa: «BracTu-
TeJIb Hapofa (3aKOHOZATelIb), CilefloBaTeIbHO, He
MOXXeT ObITh OJTHOBpeMeHHO npabuimeieM, TaK Kak
IIpaBUTelIb MOMUMHSIETCS 3aKOHY M CBsi3aH UM,
cIlefoBaTesIbHO, [orpaHmyeH] 0pyeum Auyom — Cy-
BepeHoM. <...> Haxoneri, Hu Bi1acTemH rocynap-
CTBa, HVI IIpaBUTeJIb He MOTYT caMu mBopums cyo,
a MOTYT JIMIIb Ha3Ha4YaTh Cy[ell KaK JOJDKHOCT-
HBIX JnI» (AA 06, S. 316—317; KanT, 2014, c. 319).

" ®Don Mosp 3aady IIPaBOBOrO rOCyAapCTBa
BIZIeJI B TAKOM O0ecIieueH 3alUThI V1 IIOfIepXK-
KVI BCeM TIOfI/JaHHBIM, YTOOBI KaXKIBIVI MOT «pa3B-
BaTh BCe CBOVI CVJIBI U IIpeCiIeioBaTh CBOV pa3yM-
HBIe 11eJIV», TO eCTh B CO3IaHMV PaBHBIX IS BCeX
IOPUAMYECKNX yCJIOBUI  AesTeslbHOCTH (Mo,
1871, c. 2). Camo mpaBoBO€ TOCyIapCTBO, COIJIaCHO
Mortio, viMeeT cBOMM OCHOBaHVIEM CBOOOIY Tpak-
JlaHWMHa IIpecsiefioBaTh pasyMHble 1eyin (Tam xe,
c. 15).

' AHZIpeeBCKMII CUMTaeT, YTO 3ajada rocymaap-
CTBa COCTOUT He TOJIBKO B IIPM3HAHWM IIOCPerl-
CTBOM 3aKOHa 3a KaXXIIbIM TIO/IJJaHHBIM IIpaB, HO 1
B CO3[JaHMM IIOCPEICTBOM IIOJIUIIEVICKO esITeITh-
HOCTV yCJIOBUTI ISt ©€30IacHOCTY 1 0J1arococTo-
sauus (Aggpeesckui, 1874, c. 1).

2B pykonmcu 371ech OIMCKa: «KOTOPOrO» BMe-
CTO «KOTOPBIVI».
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by another, namely the sovereign. [...] Finally,
neither the head of state nor its ruler can judge,
but can only appoint judges as magistrates”
(MS RL, AA 06, pp. 317; Kant, 1996, p. 460).

'Von Mohl (1866, p. 4) sees the task of the
legal state in ensuring protection and support
of all the subjects so that each could “develop
his powers and pursue reasonable ends”?, i.e.
create equal legal conditions for all. The legal
state itself, according to Mohl, has as its basis
the freedom of the citizen to pursue reasonable
ends (ibid., p. 15).

12) Andreyevsky (1874, p. 1) holds that the
task of the state is not only legal recognition of
the rights of each subject, but also the creation
of conditions for security and well-being
through police activity.

3 See Andreyevsky (1874, p. III).

) The meaning is unclear because
nationalism as an ideological phenomenon in
Europe began to gain traction only since the
French Revolution, such that it is ideologically
incorrect to call Kant a nationalist. Kant linked
the concept of “nation” (Nation, gens) with
the concept of “people” (Volk, populus) as “the
number of human beings united in a region,
insofar as they constitute a whole” and defined
nation as the people that recognises itself “as
united into a civil whole through common
ancestry” (Anth, AA 07, p. 311; Kant, 2007,
p. 407). Reflecting on the German national
spirit, Kant calls national pride and national
hatred blind instincts used to divide nations
and representing national madness which
should be eradicated and their place should be
taken by patriotism and cosmopolitanism (Refl
1353, AA 15, S. 590—-591). Vedrov probably
uses the word “nationalist” in the meaning of
“patriot”.

) The surname is in brackets and crossed
out as shown.

10#1...] die Ausbildung ihrer simmtlichen Krifte und die
Verfolgung ihrer verniinftigen Zwecke mdglich zu machen
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B Cwm.: (Augpeescknis, 1874, c. I1I).

B pykonvicu 311ech, O4eBUIHO, OIVCKA: «IIPO-
Oy>KIeHHBIMI» BMECTO «IIPOOYKIEHHBIX».

> Yro 3mech mMMeeTcss B BUY, IOHSTh TPYH-
HO. [TocKoyIbKy HamyoHaIM3M KakK WMIeosIoride-
cKoe sBJleHMe B EBporte Hauan Habvpars 060pOTHI
TOJIBKO €O BpeMeHM (DpaHITy3CKOVI PeBOIIOINN,
HasplBaTh KaHTa HAIIMOHAJIVICTOM B WIEOJIOIN-
uecKoM IUTaHe HekoppekTHO. Cam KaHT moHsITHIE
«Harmy» (Nation) cBg3bIBajI C TIOHATVEM «HApO-
na» (Volk), KoTopbIlt TIOHMMaeTcd UM KaK «00be-
IOVHEHHOe Ha HEKOTOPOM ydYacTKe 3eMJIV MHOKe-
cmBo JIIOmeVI, TIOCKOJIBKY OHVI COCTABJISIOT OIHO
ye0e», VI OIIpenesIsul HallMIo KaK Hapof, IIpu3Ha-
IOITVVI ce0s «COeMTHEHHBIM OOIIIVM ITPOVICXOXK/Ie-
HMeM B ITpakaHckoe 11esioe» (AA 07, S. 311; Kawur,
2024, c. 370). B cBoeM pa3sMBIIIUIEHNN O HEMELIKOM
HaIVIOHAJILHOM yXe KaHT Ha3bIBaeT HalVIOHaIb-
HYIO TOPIOCTh ¥ HallVIOHAJIBHYIO HEHaBVICTh CJle-
IBIMI  MHCTUHKTaMM, KOTOPBIE VICIIOIIB3YIOTCS
171 pasfiesieHVs Halu, IIpefIcTaBiIsts codbou Ha-
LVIOHaJIBHOe Oe3yMue, KOTOpoe CilefyeT MCKope-
HUTB, a MX MeCTO, COIJIaCHO MaKCMMaM pasyMa,
JIOJDKHBI 3aHATH IIATPUOTM3M ¥ KOCMOITOJIMTU3M
(AA 15, S. 590—591 (Ne 1353)). BosmoxxHo, Bempos
yIOTpeOIsIeT 3/1eCh CJIOBO «HAIVIOHAJIVICT» B 3Ha-
YeHWW «IIaTPUOT».

16 @amyInis B3siTa B CKOOKM V1 BEIUEPKHYTa, KakK
MIOKa3aHo.

7 Ka"T ymep 12 deBpasis, COOTBETCTBEHHO,
JaHHasl PyKOIVCh ObUIa IOATOTOBJIEHA 3a [IBe He-
meim (maTa HamMcaHMs yKasaHa 110 CTapoOMY CTH-
JII0) IO CTOJIETMSI CO JTHS CMEPTU Vi, BEPOSTHO,
IpefHa3Ha4YaIach [JIsI TIedaTl B IIePUOIUECcKON
IIpecce VIJIVI IJIS1 YCTHOTO BBICTYIUIEHVIS.
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