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. KAHT
B PASTOBOPAX M PASMbBIINITEHW X
H.H. CTPAXOBA

II. A. Oavx086', E. H. Momo8BnuxoBa?,
JI.E. Kycko8a'

Bonpoc o mom, kakoe mecmo 3aHumaru guiocogp-
ckue udeu Kanma 6 pasmviuiienusx pycckozo gpusocogpa
H. H. Cmpaxo6a, ocmaemcs Hedocmamouro uccaedoBan-
HoiM. Mamepuaiom 045 UcHOpuKo-gpui0cogckorl pexoH-
cmpykyuu cneyupuxu peyenyuu Cmpaxobuim ¢puaoco-
puu Kanma nocayxuiu kamaioe domauirett oudsuome-
KU PYccko20 MbLCAUMENS, €20 SNUCHIOAAPHOe Hacledue U
¢usocogpckue mpyos.. Cpedu cobeceonuxof CmpaxoBa
OvLu He moavko ¢husocogpl u ecmecmboucnvimanment,
no u nucameau — D. M. IJocmoebekuu, J1. H. Toacmoti,
A. A. @em, Bo mHo2oM onpedeaubuinie KYAbMYpPHO-CMbLC-
4106011 eopusonm cBoetl snoxu. B mMHoeosemmerl nepenu-
cke ¢ 08yma nocaeonumu y CmpaxoBa ogpopmasica u
pasbubaica cobcmBennuitl 00pas Kanma xax mvicaumens,
0e3 BupmyasvHo20 0uas0ea ¢ KOmMopsvLM He Mokerm 0bib
Bvicmpoena Hu 00HA coBpemennas ghurocogpckas cucme-
ma. Pegpaexcus Cmpaxoba o kanmoBckom cmuie Mbiud-
AeHUS, NPUHAMUE UM KAHMOBCKo20 Kpumuyusma 6 xa-
wecmbe uckoMoil M0oOeAU INUCTNEMOA02UHECKO20 AHAAUSA
6o mHo20M onpedesus ocobeHHOCU €20 cObCmBeHH020
¢husocogpckoeo mbopuecmba, a makxe cmaiy KamMaisu-
samopom B60306H081enus 6 Poccuu unmepeca x kamob-
ckoil pusocogpuu 8 nocaedreir mpemu XIX 6.

KatoueBvie caoBa: Kanm, H. H. Cmpaxob, kpumu-
ueckoe MblulleHie, SNUCTEMOA02USA, chepa paseobopa

BBEJIEHWE

ITpu rirybokoM IiepecMOTpe MCTOPUM PYCCKOM
dwtocodun BaKHEMIIYIO pojib UrpaeT yTOYHe-
HVIe UJIeVHBIX VICTOKOB HacJIeJIVisl 3aHOBO OTKpPhIBa-
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IMMANUEL KANT
IN THE CONVERSATIONS
AND REFLECTIONS
OF NIKOLAY STRAKHOV

P. A. Olkhov,' E. N. Motovnikova,>
L. E. Kuskova'

The place occupied by Kant’s philosophical ideas in
the reflections of the Russian philosopher, Nikolay Stra-
khov, needs further study. The material for a histori-
cal-philosophical reconstruction of Strakhov’s reception
of Kant’s philosophy is the Russian thinker’s home li-
brary catalogue, his correspondence and his own phil-
osophical works. Among Strakhov’s interlocutors were
not only philosophers and natural scientists, but also
writers, including Fyodor Dostoevsky, Leo Tolstoy and
Afanasy Fet, who in many ways determined the cul-
tural and intellectual horizon of the epoch. The many
years of correspondence with the last two writers went
a long way to shape and develop Strakhov’s perception
of Kant as a thinker. Indeed, without a virtual dialogue
with Kant no modern philosophical system can be built.
Strakhov'’s reflections on the Kantian style of thinking,
adoption of Kantian criticism as the model of epistemic
analysis in many ways determined the features of his
own philosophical work and became a catalyst of re-
newed interest in Russia in the Kantian philosophy in
the last third of the nineteenth century.

Keywords: Kant, Nikolay Strakhov, critical think-
ing, epistemology, the sphere of conversation

Introduction

Of key importance for a profound review of
the history of Russian philosophy is the ques-
tion of the ideological sources of the rediscov-
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eMBbIX pycckmx dpustocodos XIX B. 1 rx KOHIIENTY-
aJIbHBIX CBsI3€V1 C eBPOIeVICKMM KiTaccuKamm. Ha-
XOJISICh K HVYIM Topas/io OiIvke BO BpeMeH! U IIpo-
CTPaHCTBe, BJIazies A3bIKaMy IIePBOVICTOYHVKOB 1
VIMesl BO3MOXKHOCTh HeIOCPeJICTBEHHO y4acTBO-
BaTh B CTAHOBJIEHV! PeITyTallu BeIyIIX HeMell-
KX praocodoB, POCCUTICKME MBICIATEIN 3ava-
CTYIO OTHOCWJIVICh K MX WZIesIM TOpasio OpraHud-
Hee, TIpsiMee, VajIoriuHee, YeM Mbl, COBpeMeHHbIe
uccitenobaresi. Huxkosmannm Hukoraesna Crpaxos
(1828—1896) octaBw1 obmMpHOE dutocodckoe
HacJjle[lyie, Ha KOTOpoe He B IOCJIe[IHIOI0 odeperlb
TIOBJIVISIJT BeJIMKMVI KaHTMaHCKI TIepeBOPOT C ero
«0CBOOOXIEHVeM MBIIIIJIeHVs» OT BCSKOrO BHeIII-
HPVHSTVIEM
IIOJTHOVI OTBETCTBEHHOCT 3a HallpaB/IeHVe, MeTO-
JIOJIOTMIO M Pe3yJIbTaThl MbllIeHMs. Tak HoHMMasd
U IIpUMHMMas OrPOMHOCTB 3ajjad paliyoHaIbHO-
ro HayuHoro u dwiocodckoro rnosHaHmsi, Crpa-
XOB IJTyOOKO oropyasicsi IIO3UTUBUCTCKIM TeH/IeH-
LIVSIM COBPEMeHHOro eMy OOIlero HarrpabjieHWs
PasBUTHS HayYHOI'O TIO3HAHWS, CHVDKEHUIO yPOB-

Hero avkKrTara W, COOTBETCTBEHHO,

H$1 HOIHMMaeMBbIX BOIIPOCOB U 3aj1a4, OTKasy yue-
HBIX OT CTpeMJIeHN K TIOCTVDKeHWIO MUpa Kak 1ie-
sioro. DakTryeckn Bce pustocodckoe, HaydHOe U
JIMTepaTypHO-KpUTHYecKoe TBopYecTBO CTpaxo-
Ba, €ro 3HaMEHWTHIVI TaJIaHT ITOHVMaHVA MOXXHO
paccMOTpeTh B pallOHAJIbHOM acIleKTe (pasyMe-
eTcs, He 3a0bIBasi, HO OCTaBJIsig Ha BpeMs B CTOPO-
He ero CyObeKTUBHBIN TaJlaHT, MHTYUIIVIO U TOH-
KUV 3CTeTUYeCKUM BKYC) KaK peaimM3aliio KaH-
TOBCKMX YCTaHOBOK Ha aHaJIUTUYeCKOoe ITPOosiCHe-
HVie IIpefIcTaBIeHN 1 1 00pa30B, PacCcyIOUHBIX I10-
HATWUV, HAYYHO PasBUTHIX KaTerOpuil Y CMHTeTY-
JecKoe CXBaTbIBaHVE JIOKAIIVX B VX OCHOBaHMV
VeV, ViJIeasIoB VI TOrO, YTO BCKOpe ITOCIIe CMePTU
CrpaxoBa ObUIO KaTeropusupoBaHO HeOKaHTMAaH-
cKkovt prstocodmert B HOHATUN «1IeHHOCTeV».
Boripoc o nipucytersum VMimmanywia Kanra B
pasrosopax u pasMbluieHVAx CTpaxoBa OTHOCUT-
Csl K UMCITy MaJIOIIPOSICHEHHBIX . MeXIy TeM He-
OOXOIVIMOCTE €O MCCIIeIOBaHMs BCe VMHTEHCHB-

* OpHO W3 HepBBIX WCCIIENOBaHMII 00 3TOM CM.:

(MorosamMkoBa, Osbxos, 2015).

70

ered nineteenth-century Russian philosophers’
legacy and their intellectual links with Europe-
an classics. Being much closer to them in time
and space, knowing the languages of the pri-
mary sources and having an opportunity to be
directly engaged in the building of the repu-
tations of leading German philosophers, Rus-
sian thinkers perceived their ideas often much
more organically, directly and dialogically than
we modern researchers. Nikolay Nikolayevich
Strakhov (1828 —1896) left a large philosophical
legacy. One of the major influences on this was
the great Kantian revolution with its “emanci-
pation of thought” from any external dictate
and, accordingly, acceptance of full responsibil-
ity for the direction, methodology and results
of thinking. With this perception of the vast-
ness of the tasks of rational scientific thinking
and philosophical knowledge, Strakhov was
deeply chagrined by the positivist trends in the
development of scientific cognition, the falling
level of the questions and tasks and the scien-
tists’” abandonment of the ambition to under-
stand the world as a whole. In fact, the entire
work of Strakhov as a philosopher, scientist
and literary critic, his famous talent for “un-
derstanding” can be seen rationally (without
of course forgetting, but temporarily setting
aside his individual talent, intuition and fine
aesthetic taste) as implementation of the Kant-
ian principles of analysis of representations
and images, rational concepts, scientific catego-
ries and synthetic capturing of their underlying
ideas, ideals and what would shortly after Stra-
khov’s death be categorised by Neo-Kantian
philosophy as “values”.

The question of the presence of Immanu-
el Kant in Strakhov’s conversations and re-
flections is little studied.> And yet the study

> One of the first studies of this is by Motovnikova and
Olkhov (2015).



Hee J1aeT O ceDe 3HATH B COBPEMEHHOVI apXVIBHOV
Y VICTOPUYeCKOV SIVCTEMOJIOTUIU PYCCKOV MBbIC-
. beccnopHo IIpycyTCTBUE aBTOPUTETHOWM [yia-
soryyeckort nosuiyy CrpaxoBa B PryI0cOPCKIIX
noctpoeHnsax @D.M. locroesckoro, A.A. @erta,
JI. H. TosicToro v Apyrux KpymnHbIX PYCCKUX JINTe-
patopos XIX B. [Jarke ITOBepXHOCTHBIVI 0030p MaTe-
PpVasioB, CBUETEIbCTBYIONIVX 00 3TOV ITO3UIINM,
TI03BOJISIeT 3aMeTUTh, uTO CTpaxoB ObUT «I0BEpeH-
HBIM JIMIIOM» (PYI0cOpUM B TIOUBEHHO OPVIEHT-
POBaHHBIX XypHalax «Bpemsi» u «2moxa» OpaTh-
eB JlocToeBcKux, B ny6m/1qH0171 TIOHVIMAOITIe
Kputuke «[IpecTyruienus v HakasaHUs», «Bom-
HBI VI MVPa», B TOJITOBPEMEHHOV YaCTHOVI IIepeTIvi-
CKe M T.II DTa IO3MILIVsS TBOPUYECK! OTpakaslach B
JINTePaTy pHO-XyIOXKeCTBEHHBIX ITPOM3BEHeHSIX
®. M. Jocroenckoro, J1. H. Tosictoro, . V. Craxe-
eBa M Jp., vpoHwmsuposasack B.I1. bypenunbiv,
Jlersiajla BO3MOXKHOV KapHaBaJIBHYIO IIOJIEMUKY C
B. C. ConosbeBbIM, cTaHOBMJIACh YCJIOBMEM ITpO-
JIOJDKUTEJIBHOVI M1 OCHOBaTeJIbHOWM AVCKYCCUW O
JIOKTPVHAJIBHBIX HaCTPOEHMSAX B HapOXIaBIlevi-
cst pwtocodpum Hayku (o [lapsrHe m JapBUHM3-
Me, CIMpUTYyaJIvi3Me, MaTepyaIn3Me) ¥ BO MHOIVIX
JIPYyIMX VHTeJJIeKTyaIbHbIX KOHTeKcTax. OmHako
COOCTBEHHO 3MMCTeMOJIOTTYecKyie KaMepTOHBI [I1-
aJIOrMYecKoro Hadajla pasMBIIIUIEHU 1 pa3roBo-
POB «BCeITOHMMArOIIEro dprtocodar» (10 METKOMY
csioBy A1l I'puropeeBa), KpyT €20 JOBepeHHBIX JIVI],
B (pustocodprm ocTaroTcs MoKa Ha repudepnm mc-
CJlefIoBaTeIbCKOro BHUMaHM. [IpensapurerbHO
JICHO, YTO K 4MciTy 3Tux il oTHocsATes P. [lekapr,
b. Crinuosa, I B. ®. Teresp, A. Illonienraysp u gpy-
ruie, HO, IOXaJIyvi, B IlepByto odepens — V. Kanr.
Obpas Kanra B BbIckasbiBaHMsix CTpaxosa co-
ObITIIEH: He pacrioiarasi aBTOPCKMM 00001IeHeM,
MBI IIOCTOSIHHO BCTpeydaeM ero B HeKOTOPOVI CTO-
pUYecKor M AMayIorMyeckov JVMHAaMMKe MBIITIe-
Hus Crpaxosa. 3a/jaBasich BOIIPOCOM O repMeHeB-
TUYeCKOV PEKOHCTPYKIINUM 3TOro oOpasa, HeoOxo-
OVIMO IIPOSICHUTH COOCTBEHHBIE YCTAHOBKW PYC-
CKOTO MBICJINITEJIS, CMBICJIOBYIO OIIpe[ie/leHHOCTh
€ro JVaJIorM4ecKoy BOJIV — MHTepIIpeTaTUBHBIX
eJIer], CTVWIVCTUYECKMX OCODEeHHOCTel BOCITpUI-
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of this question is an increasingly felt need
in modern archive and historical epistemol-
ogy of Russian thought. Strakhov’s authority
as an important interlocutor of Fyodor Dos-
toevsky, Afanasy Fet, Leo Tolstoy and oth-
er major nineteenth-century Russian writers
is not in question. Even a cursory look at the
relevant materials shows that Strakhov was “a
trusted philosopher” in the Dostoevsky broth-
ers’ nationally oriented journals “Vremya”
(“The Time”) and “Epokha” (“The Epoch”),
in the perceptive public critique of Crime and
Punishment and War and Peace, in long-last-
ing private correspondence etc. His role here
was creatively reflected in the works of Dosto-
evsky, Tolstoy, Dmitry Stakheyev and others,
prompted ironic remarks by Victor Burenin
and a carnival-like polemic with Vladimir
Solovyov and supported a lasting and thor-
ough discussion on doctrinal sentiments in
the nascent philosophy of science (about Dar-
win and Darwinism, spiritualism, material-
ism) and in many other intellectual contexts.
However, the epistemological features of the
dialogic reflections and conversations of the
“all-understanding philosopher” (as he was
aptly called by Apollon Grigoryev), the cir-
cle of his trusted philosophers — these are is-
sues largely waiting to be researched. At this
point we can safely say that this circle includ-
ed Descartes, Spinoza, Hegel, Schopenhauer
and others, but above all Kant.

The image of Kant in Strakhov’s utterances
is event-related: not having the author’s gener-
alised assessment, we constantly come across
Kant in the historical and dialogic dynamics
of Strakhov’s thought; in attempting a herme-
neutic reconstruction of his image we cannot
do without looking at Strakhov’s own position,
the direction of his dialogic will, the goals of
his interpretations and the stylistic features of
his perception and re-interpretation of Kant’s
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STVSL VI IIepeTOJIKOBAaHMS KaHTOBCKMX TPYIIOB,
Mepbl cormacust CTpaxoBa C TeMM MeTOHOJIOIV-
YeCKVMMM OrPaHMYEHMSIMY, KOTOpPbIe COep KasIn
dmnocodckme ropxomsr Kanra.

HomamHssa 6ubiamnoreka H. H. Ctpaxosa

B xadecTBe HEKOTOPOVI BHEIITHEV TOUKI OTCUe-
Ta B VICCIeNOBaHMM KaHTMaHBI CTpaxoBa BIIOJI-
He MOXHO M30paTh ero IOMaIIHIOK OuOsmoTe-
Ky — «yHUMKAaJIbBHOE SIBJIEHVIe B VICTOPVV PYCCKOTO
(v Muposoro) onbrmodnibcTsa» (Hukoraes, 2010,
c. 388)*. OmmH 13 caMbIX KPYITHBIX KHVKHBIX KOJI-
JIeKIIVOHepoB Poccunt v ycepaHbI yUeHBIV-3HITN-
xtonequct, CTpaxoB OTYETIINB VI IIOCIIefIoBaTeIIeH
B cBoeM MHTepece K KaHTy 1 KaHTMaHCKMM MoO-
TVBaM COBPEMEHHOVI €My PYCCKOV CJIOBeCHOCTN. B
ero cobpaHMy IPVCYTCTBYIOT IIPVDKM3HEHHBIE He-
Merikme m3ganms 1780—1790-x rr.: Tpu «Kputnxm»
(mpuyeM «KpuTMKa 4MCTOro pasyMa» B II€PBOM U
BTOpOM Wm3aaHusx), «HabmoneHns Hazl 9yBCTBOM
IIPeKpPacHOro 1 BO3BBIIIIEHHOT0», «CHop dpakyibTe-
TOB», «MeTadm3rKa HpaBCTBEHHOCTV» (IBa M3/a-
HIs, KEHUTCOeprckoe m prokckoe), «Metadmsiae-
CKMe HavaJla eCTeCTBO3HAHWS», TPAKTaThl Ha HpaB-
CTBEHHBIe 1 MOJIUTIYeCKIe TeMbl 1 MeJIKye pabo-
TbI KanTa. Taxoke B OnbrmoTeke CTpaxoBa MMeIVCh
siex1ym 1o pviocodpuu pertrum (Vorlesungen iiber
die philosophische Religionslehre, vizmanve 1834 r) u,
HakoHell, Hemelikve m3ganmsg 1870—1880 rr., B Tom
Y1ICITe HOBbIe M3gaHms Tpex «Kputuk». B ioTHOM
«KaHTVAHCKOM» OMOIMOTEeYHOM psiiy — KHUTT
Kyno ®wimepa (miepsble geTeIpe ToMa ero «lIcto-
pvm Hoomt cprstocodpum» CTpaxoB IiepeBesI U OITy-
OrmkoBasl), B ToM umcite «Knsup KaHTa v OCHOBBI
ero yuenus» (Kant's Leben und die Grundlagen sein-
er Lehre, 1860) 1 «KpuTruka KaHTMAaHCKOM PWIIO-
codpvm» (Kritik der kantianischen Philosophie, 1883).

* Tlepedens KHUT JoMalrHero cobpanms Crpaxosa, Ie-
penanHoro 6ubmmoreke CaHkT-IleTepOyprckoro Vmrre-
paropckoro yHuBepcuTeTa B 1897 r., mocite ero cmepTi,
HacunThiBaeT 5853 myHkTa (Oe3 ydeTa 1y0rIeToB U Xyp-
HastoB). Cwm. 1. 5377 — 11230, pazzen «V3 xaur Huk. Hux.
CrpaxoBa», B AokyMeHTe: (PykommcHbIVI MHBEHTap5b...,
1897).
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works. We must also consider the degree to
which Strakhov agrees with the methodologi-
cal restrictions implied by Kant’s philosophical
positions.

Strakhov’s Home Library

A fitting external reference point in the
study of Strakhov’s Kantiana is his home li-
brary, “a unique phenomenon in the history of
Russian (and world) bibliophilism” (Nikolayev,
2010, p. 388).* One of the most important book
collectors in Russia and a diligent encyclope-
dic scientist, Strakhov had an abiding interest
in Kant and Kantian motives in the Russian lit-
erary scholarship of his time. His collection fea-
tures works by German authors published in
their lifetime in the 1780s and 1790s: the three
Critiques of Kant (including the first and second
editions of the Critiqgue of Pure Reason, Observa-
tions on the Feeling of the Beautiful and Sublime,
The Contest of Faculties, Metaphysics of Morals
(two publications, Koénigsberg and Riga), Meta-
physical Foundations of Natural Science, trea-
tises on moral and political topics and minor
works; lectures on the philosophy of religion
(Vorlesungen tiber die philosophische Religionsleh-
re (1834)) and finally German publications of
the 1870s—1880s, including new publications
of the three Critiqgues. The tightly packed row
of Kantian books comprises books by Kuno
Fischer (Strakhov translated from German and
published the first four volumes of his History
of Modern Philosophy) and includes Kant’s Leb-
en und die Grundlagen seiner Lehre (1860) and
Kritik der kantianischen Philosophie (1883). Stra-
khov’s home library also contained the works
of Wilhelm Traugott Krug, a supporter of crit-

* The list of books in the home collection, passed to the
Library of St. Petersburg Imperial University in 1897
after Strakhov’s death, includes 5853 items (not count-
ing doubles and journals). See no. 5377-11230, section
“From the Books of Nik. Nik. Strakhov” in the docu-
ment: Rukopisnyj inventar (1897).



VKkaxkeM Takke Ha TO, YTO B JIOMAIITHeV OmOIIio-
Teke CTpaxoBa ObUIV ¥ PabOTHI CTOPOHHVIKA KPW-
TUYecKom prstocodpmm B Mepy ee «3IpaBoro CMbIC-
na» Butbresibma Tpayrorra Kpyra, 3aHsasiero xa-
denpy dpumocodpun B Kénurcbepre cpasy mocsie
cveptn Kanra: «Vcropust mpesHent dutocodpriv»
(Geschichte der Philosophie alter Zeiten, 1815), «Cu-
cTeMa TeopeTudeckovt dwtocodum» (System der
theoretischen Philosophie, 1819), «®yHmameHTasb-
Hast dwiocodus» (Fundamentalphilosophie, 1819),
«Cucrema mpakTmueckovt dutocopum»  (System
der praktischen Philosophie, 1819) n «O0mmit crto-
Bapb pryocodckmx Hayk» (Allgemeines Worterbuch
der philosophischen Wissenschaften, 1832).

ITpumeyaresibHO, UTO B pyccKow, Kymaa Oosiee
CKPOMHOVI, YaCTV KaHTOBCKOV OmbrmmoTeyHon
koslektyy CTpaxoBa HalllesI CBOe MeCTO IIepBbIV
OIIBIT BOCCO3aHMsI IOHSTUMHOIO s3blka KaHTa
B PYCCKOM SI3bIKOBOM ITpocTpaHcTBe — «KaHTOBO
OCHOBaHMe [IIsi MeTadmsukmu Hpasos» (1803), 1e-
peserieHHOe 1. A. PybGaHOM, a Takke IlepeBof, Ha
pycckum «Kputuku gucroro pasyma» M. V1. Bra-
nvciasiiesa (1867). 3mech ke MyO/IMYHbIe JIEKITN
A1 Ilytatel «KaHTOBCKMe W aHTMKaHTOBCKVE
vIen o 3Be3IHBIX cucTeMax» (1881), «Dutocodms
KanTa» B. Burnensbanma (1895)°, «Kpurideckmi
0030p II0CTIe[THero Iieproyia repMaHCKON PryIoco-
dvm» M. V. Kapunackoro (1873), «@urocodckmi
palOHa/IM3M HOBEVIIIIEr0 BpeMeHW, KpuTide-
CKIM pacCMOTpeHHBIN ITpodpeccopoMm KaprioBeim»
(1860). YMecTHO BCIIOMHUTB M O IIpefiCTaB/IeHHOM
B OubmoTeke CrpaxoBa coOpaHMY KHUT HEOKaH-
TnaHua A. V1. Beegenckoro: «K Bompocy o crpoe-
Hyn Matepun» (1890), «O mpemernax 1 mpu3HaKax
omy1neseHVss: HoBbI TICHX0-13MOIormaecKmmi
3aKOH B CBS3Y C BOIIPOCOM O BO3MOXKHOCTV MeTa-
Pusukm» (1892), «O Bumax Bephl B ee OTHOIIEHMAX
K 3HaHMIO» (1894).

® Dra xHura nprodpereHa CTpaxoBbIM B IIOCIETHMVI TOT
€T0 XXW3HM, KOT/Ia OH, 3Has, 9TO yMMPaeT OT pakKa, TOpo-
MIMJICs: 3aKOHYUTD PaboTy Hafl, IIoCiIeHer KHUTow (pito-
COPCKMX OYEepPKOB U, OITHAKO, CUeJI HY>KHBIM ITOTIOJTHUTH
cBoe cobpaHme. MOXXHO TTPeIIONOXNUTh, ITO CPeV IIPo-
uero B 3Tov KHUre CTpaxoBa IpwuBJIeKsIa JIOBOJILHO 00-
mmpHas 6ubnmorpadm: «Msmanns counnennn Kanra»,
«[TepeBompl counnennt Kanra», «JInteparypa o Kanre»
(Burpmernbbany, 1895, c. 189 —202).
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ical philosophy to the extent of its “common
sense” who occupied the chair of philosophy
in Konigsberg after Kant’s death: Geschichte der
Philosophie alter Zeiten (1815), System der theore-
tischen Philosophie (1819), Fundamentalphilosophie
(1819), System der praktischen Philosophie (1819)
and Allgemeines Worterbuch der philosophischen
Wissenschaften (1832).

It is noteworthy that the far more mod-
est Russian part of Strakhov’s Kantian collec-
tion includes the first attempt to recreate the
Kantian conceptual language in Russian, i.e.
Kant’s Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals
(1803), translated by Yakov Ruban, and a Rus-
sian translation of the Critique of Pure Reason
(1867) by Mikhail Vladislavlev. Side by side
with the above are the public lectures of Alek-
sandr D. Putyata Kantian and Anti-Kantian Ideas
about Stellar Systems (1881), The Philosophy of
Kant by Wilhelm Windelband (1895),° A Criti-
cal Review of the Latest Period of German Philos-
ophy by Mikhail Karinsky (1873), Philosophical
Rationalism of the Modern Time Critically Exam-
ined by Professor Karpov (1860); the library also
contains a collection of books by the Neo-Kant-
ian Aleksandr Vvedensky: On the Question of
the Structure of Matter (1890), On the Limits and
Signs of Animation: The New Psycho-Physiological
Law in Connection with the Question of the Possi-
bility of Metaphysics (1892) and On Types of Faith
in its Relations to Knowledge (1894).

The content of Strakhov’s home library sug-
gests that he was interested in some aspects of
Kant’s philosophy: first of all, the problems of
transcendental aesthetics, the philosophy of
science and categorial conditions of the pos-

® Strakhov bought the book in the last years of his life
when, knowing that he was dying from cancer, he raced
against time to finish his last book of philosophical es-
says, and yet felt that he needed to add to his collection.
It is also possible that Strakhov was attracted by the
book’s extensive bibliography: “Publications of Kant's
Works”, “Translations of Kant’s Works”, “Literature
about Kant” (Windelband, 1895, pp. 89-202).
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Ilo cocraBy nmomarrHent 6ubiamorekn Crpaxosa
JIETKO 3aMeTUTh, YTO ero MHTepecyeT dpuiocodpns
KaHTa B HeCKOJIBKIIX OCHOBHBIX acIleKTax: IIpex/yie
BCEro Ipo0JIeMbl TPaHCIIeIeHTaJIbHON 3CTETVKY,
dmtocodpryt HaykKm M KaTeropuabHble YCIIOBYS
BO3MOXKHOCTV WMCTOPUM, a TaKXXe BOIIPOCHI, CBS-
3aHHBIe C pa3/IMYHBIMU cdepamMy MOpaJIbHO-pe-
JINTVIO3HOTO OIIbITA U, UTO MeHee sIBHO, IIpOoIleieB-
TUKOVI SI3bIKa VI IIOHSATUVIHOV CTPYKTY POV MBIIII-
nenust KaHTa, B IposicHeHUM KOTOpPOM HYXX7a-
ek cobecemHMKY CTpaxoBa 7 OH CaM.

DNUCTOJISIPHBIE Pa3TOBOPEI
¢ JI. H. TosxcteiM 11 A. A. ®eToMm

Pasymeertcst, moMarirHert 61bOIMOTEKON feio He
OrpaHMYMBaJIOCh; HO «II0ZICOOHBIVI (DOH]I» BIIOJIHE
KpacHOPeYVB, VI OH HaXOIWUT CBOM COOTBETCTBS B
nepermvicke CrpaxoBa ¢ pa3sHBIMM KOPpPeCIIOH/IeH-
TaMu, B ToM 4uciie mpexze Bcero c J1. H. Toscrbim.
Crienys 3a 3TOV IepenycKoV, MOXKHO ITPeJIIIosio-
JKIUTb, YTO BIUIOTH 110 cepenyHbl 1880-x rr. (Ooib-
IIyI0 4acTh cBoeit Xm3HM) Crpaxos Obw1 Oostee
BHMMaTeJIeH K IJIyOMHaM YMCTOro pasyMa, pasoo-
Py «IOCTPOEHWVI 4eI0Be4eCKOro yMa», KOTOpble
naBaym o cebe 3HaTh B pvtocodpum VI-I. Ouxre
n O-VI. Ulervmara, a npexae — y B. CimHo3bI B
IEPCIIEKTUBE «UVICTEVIIIeT MUCTVIKVD: « maBHO
HOIITYCh C MBICJIBIO HaIlMCaTh 3TM CBOM COJIVIKe-
HVISl, Hallp., TIOKa3aTk, uTo [erests 1 CrinHO3a ObUIN
MWCTVIKV, I YTO MVCTMKA €CTh He4YTO, He CMYT-
HOe ¥ HeolIpeJle/IeHHOe, KaK Bcerja IIOHMMAIOT, a,
HaIIpOTMB, caMoe SICHOe U UMCTOe, TaK UTO K Hel
IIPUIXOIIUT BCsIKOe cTporoe MbiiuieHve» (J1. H. Tor-
crom — H.H. Crpaxos..., 2003, c. 756)°. Emie B

¢ Cp.: «Y ognoro ['ererrs Henp3s OBUIO Pa3IMINUTD ABYX

IIePMOIOB: CIIVIIKOM LIeJIbHBIN OBUI yM; HO €ro BooOIe
paccMaTpmMBalOT KakK ITaHTeNCTa 4yTb HE B MaTepuasIn-
CTMYEeCKOM /yXe, Tora KaK OH eCTb YMCTEeVIIINT MUCTUK
u cosmagaeT ¢ baamepomM, MericrepoMm DkrapmoM, AHre-
som Cwiescknm» (JI H. Tocrom — H.H. Crpaxos...,
2003, c. 756). B aTom xxe mmceMe (ocerp 1887 r.) Ctpaxos
B OTBeT Ha BocxuieHHoe paccyxyenue JI. H. Toscroro,
OTKpBIBIIIEro I cebst «KpuTHKy mpakTindeckoro pasy-
Ma», mmeT: «lorpkeH mpusHaThcs, 9ro Kpumuxu Ilpax-
Mmuuecko20 pasyma s He 4duTajl, HO 3HAIO ee cofepkaHue
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sibility of history, the issues concerning vari-
ous spheres of moral-religious experience and,
less obviously, the propedeutics of language
and the conceptual structure of Kant’s thought,
which both Strakhov and his interlocutors
needed to clarify.

Epistolary Conversations
with Leo Tolstoy and Afanasy Fet

Needless to say, things were not limited to
the home library; but the “auxiliary stock” is
telling, as witnessed by Strakhov’s correspon-
dence with different penfriends, including the
most sizeable one with Tolstoy. Following the
correspondence, it is fair to assume that up un-
til the mid-1880s (for most of his life) Strakhov
was more interested in the depths of pure rea-
son, in unpicking from the perspective of “pure
mysticism” “the structures of the human mind”
which were in evidence in the philosophies of
Fichte and Schelling and earlier in Spinoza:
“I have long been nursing the idea of writing
about these similarities, for example, show-
ing that Hegel and Spinoza were mystics, and
that mysticism is not something vague and un-
certain, as it is always thought, but on the con-
trary, something very clear and pure, such that
all rigorous thinking arrives at it” (Donskov,
et al., 2003, p. 756).° As early as 1876 Strak-

¢ Cf.: “Only in Hegel one could not tell the two pe-
riods: he had a mind all of a piece; but then he is in
general considered to be a pantheist almost in the
materialistic spirit. Whereas he is a mystic pure and
simple and is like Baader, Eckhart and Angelus Sile-
sius” (Donskov, et al., 2003, p. 756). In the same letter
of the fall of 1887 Strakhov, responding to Tolstoy’s
excitement at dlscovermg for himself the Crztzque of
Practical Reason, writes: “I have to admit that I have
not read the Critique of Practical Reason, but I know its
content from others, for example, from the detailed
rendering of Kuno Fischer. The turn Kant makes
here is of course highly important; but, as you write,
it is usually ignored” (ibid.). It is a turn toward mys-
ticism, “a pure form of rehglon which “cannot be
learned, it can only be acquired through life. Mean-
while man’s mind is so cluttered with his own con-
structs that the German philosophers struggled to



1876 r. Crpaxos nogeswica ¢ TosICTbIM IJIaHaMM
CTaTbV O IIPOCTPaHCTBe, B KOTOPOV ITpeJIioyarajl
IIOCTaBUTH TIOJ], BOITPOC SMIIMPUYECKUII XapaKTep
TIO3HaHVSI IIPOCTPaHCTBA M JJ0Ka3aTh €ro arpriop-
HOCTbB B JTyxe KaHTOBCKOV «r0TOoBOV (popMbl» (Tam
xe, c. 285). B aT0 xe Bpems CTpaxoB pasMBbIIIIs-
eT o IlejlerojlaraHmm PWIOCOPCKIMX VcciIenoBa-
HU «13 cebdst», U3 cogito, ergo sum: «...3TO Bce-TaKu
TO, YTO s HasblBalo cyObekTmBu3MoM. K uemy Mbl
IOJDKHBI IIPUMTY, JIerasi ce0si MEepKOIO CYIIIeCTBY-
forrero? K Tomy, uToOBI MPM3HATH BCe CYIIIeCTBYIO-
I1lee OITHOPOIHBIM C HaMM ¥ HaM IOHOOHBIM. Vic-
XOfIHasi TOUKa 371eCh OIpesieJIsieT Bce JaIbHerIllee,
1 MBI, OecIipecTaHHO CTPeMsICh K BBIXO/Y, HUKOTIa
He HavizieM ero. Yro Ml IOJIOXKMM CHavasla, TO ca-
Moe BbIHeM ITpy KoHIle» (TaM e, c. 256)’.

ITocnennsas perivka o KaHTe B 3TOM Tiepe-
mvcke — 3a ToJICTBIM B OTBeT Ha pasMblIIIeHVe
CrpaxoBa 0 HEKOTOPOM MUCTUYHOM (PeJIbeTOHM3-
me D. M. JTocToeBcKOro:

Bel roBopure, uTO [1OCTOEBCKMII OIMCBHIBAII
cebsi B CBOMX IreposiX, BOOOpakasi, 4ToO BCe JIIOAM
takue. VI uTo X! pe3ysibTar TOT, UTO faXxe B ITUX
VICKJIIOUMTEJIbHBIX JIVIIaX He TOJIBKO MBI, POZ-
CTBeHHBIe eMy JIIO[IM, HO MHOCTPAHIIbl y3HaoT
cebs, coro aymry. Yem riyOxe 3auepIiHyThb, TeM
ob1iee BceM, 3HaKOMee 11 porHee. — He Topko B
Xy[J0XKeCTBeHHBIX, HO B Hay4HBIX (PMI0COPCKIX

110 YyXMM WM3JI0KeHMsIM, HaIlpyMep, IO IOopobHOMY
nsnoxenyto y Kyno ®ummepa. Tor moBopoT, KOTOPBIV
TyT nernaeT KaHT, KOHEYHO, Ba’keH B BBICIIIEVI CTeIIeHV;
HO OOBIKHOBEHHO, KaK BBI 11 MMITIETe, €ro OCTaBIISIOT Oe3
BHMMaHVSD> (TaM >xe). DTO IMEHHO HOBOPOT B CTOPOHY
MUCTVKH, «9UCTOVI (POPMBI PEJIUTI», KOTOPOV «HEJIb3s
Hay4UThCS, €€ MOYKHO TOJIBKO BEDKITB, IIPUOOPECT KI3-
HBIO. A YeJI0BeueCcKIII YM TaK 3aT POMOXKIEH CBOVIMI cO0-
CTBEHHBIMW IIOCTPOEHVSIMI, UYTO HeMeIlKue priiocodsl,
KaK HU paboTarm, He IpOOWIINCH CKBO3b HMUX, /1a, KaKeT-
51, caMyI JKe TTO0aBWIIV HOBBIX IIOCTpoeHmMin» (TaMm xe, c.
757). Oteet J1. H. Toscroro: «Kak xopormio 1 BepHO Bce,
uTo BeI ImireTe o Kanrte n mucrmkax! Kaxk 051 xoporro
ObUTO HamyicaTb 00 3TOM. 3VDKOyIye OCTaBWIN KaMeHb,
KoT[opbIvi] ToJDKeH OBITh BO IIaBe yrila» (Tam ke, c. 763).
7 B mosmHen HesaKOH4YeHHOV pabore «O BpeMeHM, Uvic-
7e u mipoctpaHcTe» (Crpaxos, 1906) oH yTouHseT onN-
CTeMOJIOTMYecKe TPaHMIIBI BpeMeHN ¥ IIPOCTpaHCTBa
KaK «reoMeTpuyecknx Metadop» allpropHbIX (POpM UyB-
CTBEHHOCT! — BIIOJIHE B COOTBETCTBUM C TeMU IUIaHaM,
KoTopbiM oH Aewics ¢ JI. H. Toserei.
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hov shared with Tolstoy his plan of an article
about space, in which he proposed to call into
question the empirical character of cognition
of space and prove its a priori character in the
spirit of the Kantian “ready form” (ibid., p. 285).
At the same time Strakhov muses about the
teleology of philosophical studies “from within
oneself”, from cogito, ergo sum: “[...] this is, af-
ter all, something I call subjectivism. Where are
we going to end up if we make ourselves the
measure of all things? Concluding that all that
exists is homogenous with us and like us. The
starting point here determines all that follows
and, we, constantly seeking the way out, will
never find it. What we put in we will take out
in the end” (ibid., p. 256)’.

The final remark about Kant in the corre-
spondence belongs to Tolstoy replying to Stra-
khov’s reflections about a mystical strain in
Dostoevsky’s feuilletonism:

You say that Dostoevsky described himself
in his characters, imagining that all people are
like that. And what do we have? The result
is that even in these exceptional people not
only we, who are akin to him, but foreigners
recognise themselves, their soul. The deeper
you scoop the more you find what is common,
familiar, near and dear. — Not only in fiction,
but in scholarly works, however hard he may
try to be objective — be he Kant or Spinoza —
we see, | see only the soul, mind and character
of the writer (Donskov, et al., 2003, p. 913).

Thus we see the resonance and dissonance
of the poetics of the life of Tolstoy, seen anthro-
pologically as “the writing human being”, and

break through them, but seem to have merely add-
ed more new constructs” (ibid., p. 757). Tolstoy’s re-
ply: “All that you write about Kant and the mystics
1s so good and true. It would be a great idea to write
about it. The builders have left a stone which must be
turned into a corner stone” (ibid., p. 763).

7 In a late unfinished work “On Time, Number and
Space” Strakhov (1906) defines the epistemological
boundaries of time and space as “geometrical meta-
phors” of a priori forms of sensibility, quite in line with
the plans he was sharing with Tolstoy.
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COYNHEHVISIX, KaK OBbI OH HM cTapasics OBITh 00B-
extrBeH — Iryckant Kant, myckanm CnimHosa, —
MBI BUVIM, 51 BVDKY AYIILYy TOJIBKO, yM, XapaKTep
uestoBeKa mnmmrytero (Tam xe, c. 913).

Tak mepexkiMKaroTca M He COBIAJAIOT JIPYT C
ApyroM mosTtuka >km3Hu TosicToro, B3dTasi OTHO-
CUTEJIBHO aHTPOIOJIOIMYeCKO TOYKM «desloBe-
Ka IVITYIIEero», VI OHTOJIOrYecKast Io3TKa Xn3-
HEHHOVI IJIyOMHBI MBIIUIEHNS, KOTOPYIO CTpe-
MWJICS IPOsicHUTBH CTpaxos®.

Bropas ponrospemeHHasi mieperniicka, KoTopast
II03BOJISeT IIPOSICHUTDL pasMbliuieHnss CrpaxoBa
o Kante, coctostitace ¢ A. A. @etom. B 1877 1. et
penwics nepeBoanuTh «KpUTUKY 4ucToro pasy-
Ma», 3Had 3apaHee,

4TO 3TO TPy, rpoMaHbint. Ho 3Tom-To ctopoHom
oH MHe 1 yibiOaeTca. — Kyrumo s ceGe cyrre-
CTBYIOIIIMEe K HeMy OOBsICHEeHUs U CcTaHy pabo-
TaTh. MBICIIb IlepeBecT ero poawiIach y MeHs 13
JKeJIaHMS ero M3y4uThb. YK JIydllle 3TOro Hpue-
Ma TpyOHO IpuiayMats. Ilodemy ke He cresiath
TaK, YTOOBI CJIeIbI MOETO M3y4YeHNs OCTaJIiCh Ha
HOJIB3Y M APYyIUM — Kejtaroninm? KoneuHo, MHe
ToponmuThesa Hekyna. Ho nogrsenere Ber 11 B3rIs-
HUTe — TaK JIV MAET JIeJI0 Wi KpuBo. 51 OBl Xe-
Jajl g duUTaTesierl CHaOOWUTh IepeBof, PsioM
HpuUMepoB, I yscHeHMs: TepMuHosorum (ITe-
pericka, 2011, c. 247)°.

@et coBeryerca co CTpaxoBbIM, IIOTOMY YTO
MIOCJIEIHUTI ITepeBesl YeThIpe ToMa «VIcTopum Ho-
Bomt (prstocodpum» Puirtepa (B ToM umciie Tom [V
o KanTe «Yuenme xpurmueckon dprtocodpmm. —
CucremMa 4MCTOrO pasyMa»), a Takke ObUI Iiepe-
BOIUMKOM MHBIX TeKCTOB Hay4YHO-PMI0cOPCKOro
Y eCTeCTBeHHO-Hay4YHOIO0 XapaKTepa, OIBITHBIM
penaxTopoM «BpemeHn», «Dmoxm», «3apu» 1 Apy-
rvX XypHasioB. DeTa B HeMaJIoVI CTeIIeH MHTepe-

8 O perernmm KaHTOBCKOV (PMI0COPUM B TBOPUECTBE
JI.H. Tomncroro cm.: (Kpyrios, 2012, c. 122—159).

% Teme «KanT n1 DeT» moCBsIIIIeHa YacTh I1aBbl 0 TorcTom
B xaure A.H. Kpyrnosa (Kpyrmos, 2012, c. 124—126), a
tarxke MoHorpadms JI. A. Kammmannkosa (KanmHHMKOB,
2016; o B3ammooTHotIeHsIX CTpaxosa, Peta 1 Toscroro
CM., B 9aCTHOCTY, €. 78 —93).
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the ontological poetics of deep thought which
Strakhov sought to explain.?

The second long-lasting correspondence
which offers insights into Strakhov’s reflections
on Kant was with Afanasy Fet. In 1877 Fet de-
cided to translate the Critique of Pure Reason,
knowing in advance that:

this is a daunting task. But this is what ap-
peals to me. I shall buy the existing explications
and get down to work. The idea to translate it
was prompted to me by my wish to study him.
One can hardly find a better method. Why not
make the traces of my study useful to others,
those who wish to use them? Of course, I am in
no hurry. But when you come over take a look
to see if I am doing it right. I would like, for
the benefit of the readers, to provide some ex-
amples to clarify the terminology (Generalov,
2011, p. 247).°

Fet sought Strakhov’s advice because the
latter had translated four volumes of Fischer’s
History of Modern Philosophy (including Volume
4 on Kant, entitled “On Critical Philosophy —
System of Pure Reason”), as well as other sci-
entific-philosophical and natural science texts
and had extensive experience editing “ Vremya”,
“Epokha”, ”“ Zarya” (“Dawn”) and other journals.
Fet was also interested in Kant as an intelligent
writer, a paragon of philosophical writing, and
Strakhov’s response chimed with his main cre-
ative interest:

There is no need to translate the Critique first,
because it has been translated, by Vladislavlev,
the local professor, and published back in 1867.
The translation is very good, though not, of
course, exemplary. Second, if you want my
opinion, I would not like to see you working

8 On the reception of Kantian philosophy in the work
of Leo Tolstoy, see Krouglov (2012, pp. 122-159).

A part of the chapter on Tolstoy in Alexey N. Krou-
glov’s book is devoted to the topic “Kant and Fet”
(Kruglov, 2012, pp. 124-126) as well as L.A. Kalin-
nikov’s monograph (Kalinnikov, 2016; on the rela-
tionship between Strakhov, Fet and Tolstoy see, in
particular, pp. 78-93).



cyer KaHT Kak yMHBIVI IIVICaTesIb, STaKU Tepot
victopum pvocodckort crroBecHOCTH, 1 CTpaxos
BO3pa’kaeT eMy B TOH €ro OCHOBHOMY TBOPYECKO-
MYy MHTEpecCy:

«Kputnky» He HYXHO II€peBOIWUTb, BO-IIep-
BBIX, IIOTOMY, YTO OHa IlepeBelieHa, MMeHHO Biia-
ILVICTIABJIEBBIM, 3[EIIHNM IIpodeccopoM, U M3za-
Ha errie B 1867 r. IlepeBof1 04eHb XOPOILL, XOTS,
KOHEYHO, He 00pasLoBbINl. A BO-BTOPBIX, €CIIN
XOTUTE MOEro JIMYHOTO MHEHMs, TO S He XOTesl
05l BumeTh Bac TpymsmmmMcs Hal, 3TOI0 KHUTOIO.
B cymmnoctn KanT — cKenTmk, m IIpUTOM IJIy-
Oouarmmmr. Ho Tak KakK CKeITUIM3M eCTh 1eJI0
O4YeHb IIPOTMBHOE UeJIOBeUeCcKON MAyIle, TO IIO-
crrenosareny KauTa IpuHSIIICE OBICTPO CTPOUTH
BBICOKVIE 3[JaHMSI Ha BHOBb PaCUMIIIeHHOM MecTe.
OObikHOBeHHO KaHTa 1 NpMHMMAOT 3a TaKoTro
IIOJIOTOBUTEJISE CJIEIOBABIINX 3a HWMM CUCTEM.
Ho Ka#nT, B34TBIVI OTIE/IbHO, H/IYeM He ypaBHO-
BeIIIeHHBIVI, eCTh BOIIPOoC 0e3 oTBeTa, COMHeHIIe
0e3 paspermenms. He syuare s B3gars Hlemmma-
ra «Dwrocodpmro mudonormm» n «dDrtocodrro
OTKpoBeHMs»? YBbI! DTa cucTeMa, SBUBIIAACS B
neyatri B 1856 —58 romax, He mMMesla HUKaKOI'O
ycrexa — ITOCIIe/HS BeJIrKas crcTeMa vjieasins-
Ma! Vi He B34Th jin1 Gostbiinyto «JIoruky» I'erens
(Tam xe, c. 248)?

@eT, KaK M3BECTHO, OTKa3aJicd OT 3aMbICiIa Ile-
pesonnTh KanTa n mpenmouesn B 1879—1880 rr. 11e-
peBecTy «Mup Kak BOJIsI U ITpeficTaBjIeHVe» U B ce-
pennne 1880-x — «O Bojte K npupone» u «O uer-
BEPHOM KOpHe JJ0CTaTOYHOro ocHoBaHMs» A. Io-
nierrayapa. ITo Mepe cBoe1 riepesorueckornt pabo-
ThI OH coBeToBaJIcsi cO CTpaxoBbIM, KOTOPbIV Ha-
yicajl KOpOTKoe HpeucsIoBre K msgaHuio de-
TOBCKOTO HepeBofia «Mmpa Kak BOJIM U IIpeJicTaB-
nenus». Ho nx pasrosop o Kanre mpomorkasics;
B TOM YNCJIe OHUM OOCYXXHaIM IVXOTOMUYECKUI
CTWIb MbIIUTeHWs KaHTa, KOTOPBIM YBJIeKCS U
3HaueHMe KOTOporo IpuMeHuTeslbHO K Kanty
IpeyBeInunl, MO3TUYecKu BooOpaswI M orpa-
Huuwmi1 Pet. B pespanbekom nuceme 1885 r. Crpa-
XOB oTMedaeT IIpuBbIuKy Peta OyaTo ObI «Ha Ma-
Hep KanTa» «paspybaTe MUp Ha HECKOJIBKO OT-
ZIeJIBHBIX 00J1acTel» 1 «CTPOro 3arpeliaTh BCSIKOe
€IIVHCTBO»; OITHAKO
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on this book. Kant is essentially a skeptic,
and a very deep one. But since the human
soul does not like skepticism Kant’s followers
promptly set about erecting all buildings on
the newly-cleared space. Kant is usually seen
as the man who prepared the ground for the
systems following him. But Kant taken alone,
not balanced by anything, is a question without
an answer, doubt without resolution. Would
it not be better to take Schelling’s Philosophy of
Mythology and Philosophy of Revelation? Alas!
This system, which was published in 1856 —
58, had no success — the last great system of
idealism! Or you might take Hegel’s big Logic
(ibid., p. 248)?

Fet gave up the idea of translating Kant
and chose instead to translate Schopenhauer’s
World As Will and Representation in 1879 —1880
and On the Will in Nature and On the Fourfold
Root of the Principle of Sufficient Reason in the
mid-1880s, seeking counsel, as his translation
work progressed, from Strakhov, who wrote a
short foreword to Fet’s published translation of
World As Will and Representation. But their con-
versation about Kant continued; among oth-
er things, they discussed the dichotomy-based
style of Kant’s thinking which carried away
Fet who exaggerated its importance for Kant,
poetically imagined and limited it. In a Febru-
ary 1885 letter Strakhov refers to Fet’s habit of
“cutting the world into several separate areas,
“like Kant” and “strictly forbidding any unity;”
however :

This is a very good device for study, for
logically following through a known point of
view, but not for life. In reality everything is
interconnected and something needs to be done
to rise above division. There needs to be an area
to which man can rise above the state, family,
political economy and even art. However, art
itself belongs to this area, only one needs to
stick to art’s real meaning and explaining this
meaning is the task of the critic at which artists
usually scoff, and so do you as a born poet
(ibid., p. 392).
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3TO OYeHb XOPOIINII IIpVeM TS V3ydeHVs, s
JIOTVYECKOTO VICUePIIbIBAHWS M3BECTHOVI TOUYKMU
3peHNs1, HO — He U XXV3HW. B mevicTBuTebHO-
CTU BCe CBSI3aHO, ¥ KaKMM-HVOYIIb ITPVeMOM HYX-
HO >Xe TIOJHSATBCS Hajl pasmerieHveM. HyxHa 06-
JIaCTh, B KOTOPYIO YeJI0BEK MOXKET ITOIHATECS HaJl
TOCYZapCTBOM, Hall CeMbeI0, HaJl ITOJINTIYECKO0
SKOHOMWMEV ¥ HaXke Haj, MCKYCCTBOM. Bripouem,
VICKyCCTBO IIPVMHAIJIEXUT VIMEHHO K 3TOou 00Ja-
CTV, HO HY)XHO JIVIIIIb B CAMOM VICKYCCTBe ep-
JKaTbCs €ro HACTOSIIero CMBICIIA, ¥ OOBsICHeHe
3TOTO CMBIC/IA VI CTh 3a7lada KPUTUKM — Ha KOTO-
PYI0 Hepenko (BIPKAIOT XyIOKHUKY, BIpKaeTe
v B, Kak ypoxaennsii ost (Tam xe, c. 392).

B mepernmmcke Crpaxosa m Peta copepXuTcs
yTOYHeHMe TOro McTropudeckoro obpasa Kawnra,
KOoTopoMy fosepurics DeT 11 KOTOPOMY, COOCTBEH-
HO, Bo3pa3my1 CTpaxoB, yTOUHSI CBOVL

Emte Bel mmrere, uro «HeT caMOOBITHOIO I10-
Opa 1 3712, @ OHO TOJIPKO VICTOPMUYECKO€e»; HO 3TO
BeJlb BCe paBHO, YTO CKa3aTb — «HeT HU Hewus-
MEHHOV VICTVHBI, HU JDKU, a €CTh TOJIBKO MCTMHA
VI JIOXB McTOpudYecKas». HanpoTus, v nctrHa n
HpPaBCTBEHHOCTb OT BeKa Te JKe 1 OT BeKa [JOCTYII-
HBI 4esioBeKy. Vl BcIloMHMUTe, KTO cTapaicd 3TO
nokasatb? Crapasica Kant, Ha koroporo Bel Tak
mobuTe ccpulaThesd. OH HaIllesl B yMe TBepIble 3a-
KOHBI VI B COBECTV KaTerOpWYecKuil MMITepaTuB.
Ho Brr Gepere KanTa TOJIBKO C OTHOVI CTOPOHEI,
Kak Oepete 1 ero nocirenosarests Lllomenrayspa
(Tam xe, c. 521).

Kputnueckoe mpimieane H. H. Ctpaxosa

Hauana xputiueckoro wmemuleHnss Crpaxo-
Ba 4YacTO VIMEIOT JIMIIb KOCBeHHOe OTHOIIIeHMe K
KaHTy 1 ero cTwIio MbIIUIEHVS U HYXIAIOTCSI B
KOMIUIEKCHOVI TepMEHEBTUYECKON PEKOHCTPYK-
. VIx popmMumpoBaHue IIPOVCXOANIIO B pa3iInd-
HBIX HayYHO-(P1II0cOPCKMX KOHTEKCTax 1 cpepax
oOrmmenmst: ot Oecent B dprstocodpckmx Kitaccax Ko-
CTPOMCKOV CeMVHapUV ¥ IepelycKy Ha Helrpe-
MeHHOM (PPaHIly3CKOM sI3bIKe C HaCTaBHUKOM O.
Hadanamsiom /10 yHMBEpCUTETCKMX PasrOBOPOB,
B KOTOpbIX CTpaxoBy HpeTwI IOBepPXHOCTHBIN
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The correspondence between Strakhov and
Fet clarifies the historical image of Kant which
Fet formed and to which Strakhov objected pro-
posing his own:

You write that there is “no inherent good
and evil, that it is only historical”; but this is
the same as saying that “there is no immutable
truth, or lies, but there is only historical truth
and lies.” On the contrary, truth and morality
are forever the same and are forever accessible
to man. And do you remember who sought to
prove it? It was Kant whom you like to cite so
much. He found solid laws in the mind and the
categorical imperative in conscience. But you
look at Kant only from one side, like you look
at his follower, Schopenhauer (ibid., p. 521).

Strakhov’s Critical Thinking

The origins of Strakhov’s critical thinking are
often only indirectly connected with Kant and
his style of thinking and are in need of a com-
plex hermeneutic reconstruction. They were
formed in various scientific-philosophical con-
texts and communication spheres: from conver-
sations in philosophical classes at the Kostroma
Seminary and correspondence, invariably in
French, with his mentor Father Nathanael, to
university conversations in which Strakhov re-
sented superficial nihilism and was drawn to
the potential of rigorous thinking in the natu-
ral sciences; from the circles which discussed
German philosophy and the “French” largely
belletrisic merriment of “Svetovch” to national
sentiments and ironic semi-authorial masks in
“Vremya”, “Epokha” and “Zarya”, from polem-
ics with Pyotr L. Lavrov about practical philos-
ophy and the avoidance of an argument with
Maxim A. Antonovich about things that should
not be argued about, to Kantian objections to
Pamfil D. Yurkevich, from fruitful discussions
on Western philosophy to carnivalesque po-
lemics about the work of Nikolay Ya. Danile-



HUTVWIV3M ¥ YBJIeKaJIi BO3MOXKHOCTV CTPOIOro
MBIIIUIEHVS B €CTeCTBeHHBIX HayKax; OT KPy>KKOB,
B KOTOPBIX 00Cy>XKa1ack HeMelTkasi pmtocodms, 1
«ppaHITy3CcKOro» OeJUIeTPUCTIYeCKOro, o IIpeu-
MYyIIIecTBY, Becesibs «CBeToda» K IIOUBeHHBIM YMO-
HaCTPOEHMSIM ¥ VIPOHWMYECKVM II0JTyaBTOPCKVM
MackaM Bo «BpemeHn», «Dmoxe» u «3ape», OT HO-
semuky ¢ [1.J1. JTaBpoBbIM 0 TTpakTideckon pmio-
codwm 1 yKJIoHeHM OT criopa ¢ M. A. AHTOHOBU-
yeM O TOM, O YeM He cJIelyeT CIIOPUTh, K KaHTU-
anckum Bospaxenuam [1 [T, FOpkesuay, miomot-
BOPHOMY OOILIEHMIO O KpM3VCe 3aTlaJHOM (PrIoco-
dvnt 1 KapHaBaJIbHOVI TI0JIeMMKe TI0 TOBOY TpPY-
na H. 1. Hamuesckoro ¢ B. C. CortoBbeBBIM, U fTa-
jlee K TIO3IHVM paOoTaM, CBOero poria aKajeMirde-
CKOMY 3aBelllaHII0, COXPaHSIOIIeMYy JIUIIb TOJIV-
Ky vpoHUMN®... VIcToprs KPUTUYECKOrO MBIIIITe-
Hug CrpaxoBa, B KoTopovt KaHT 3aHMMaeT ofrHO 13
HanboJIee CYIIECTBEHHBIX MeCT, ellle TOJIBKO IIV-
mretcst. Ee Hawamm nmvicaTh BHMMAaTETBHBIE K CTVITIO
CTPaxXOBCKOTO MBIIIUIEHVST MJIafIIIe COBpeMeH-
Hukn: B.B. Pozanos, ®.3. [lInepk, FO.H. l'osopy-
xa-Otpok, H. 4. I'pot, Anexcanap V1. Beenenckmit
mn Asexcent V1. Beemernckmin'!.

B «I'maBHOV "yepTe MpmIeHMs» (1866) CTpaxoB
IIpeX/ie BCero yKasbIBaeT Ha HEKOTOPYIO CUITY yMa,
KOTOPYIO CTpPeMWICS IIOKa3aTb — VI IIOKasal —
KaHT: «..yM mMMeeT cijly ominyaTh B CBOMX JIe-
CTBVSIX VICTMHHOE OT JIOKHOTO. .. OBITh caM cele Cy-
IIbeIO M IPeAIVChIBAaTh cCaMoMy cele, UTO [eslaTh
u dero He nernaTh» (Crpaxos, 1895, c. 113). apmMn

10 B wacrHocTH, KHmra CrpaxoBa «O6 OCHOBHBIX TTOHSI-

TUSIX TIcuxosormu u dpusuonorum» (1886), B koropovt oH
chopmymmpoBat  pakTrHeck (PEeHOMEHOIOTMYIECKYIO
KOHIIEIIIIMIO CO3HaHWS KaK YMCTOV MHTEeHIUN CyObek-
TUBHOCTM, IOJIyYWIa HEeCKOJIBKO CEepPBe3HBIX IIOJIOXKMU-
TeJIbHBIX pelleHsnit. CaM aBTOp Hycal IIOJIYIIYTS CBOVM
IPy3bsIM, UTO «3a 3Ty KHUTY MeHs CJIeloBaJIo OBl cejlaTh
TIOKTOpOoM prytocodpun u wieHoM Akamgemun Hayk» (ITe-
permicka, 2011, c. 325, cp.: Tam xe, c. 423 —424 v mp.).

It Tlocie mecarwieTnnt 3a0BeHMs 3Ty pabOTy IIPOHOII-
s H. IT. Ve (Masnsuecknin), B. A. @ateeB 1 pas-
Oy>KeHHBIe VIMI VCCIeIOBaTeNVl, O MHOIOYMCIIEHHOCTI
KOTOPBIX Ha CErOAHAIIHWV AeHb TOBOPUT TaKOW YAVB-
TeJIBHBIN (PAKT: 110 PeMITUHIY ITOCeIeHNI CTPaHMIIBI (CM.:
http://az.lib.ru/rating/hits/) B anexrpoxHom OUbIMIOTE-
ke «Cobpanme wiaccukm» (Lib.ru/Kiaccuka) 3a mocen-
Hui rogg, Ctpaxos oborsan A. V. T'eprieHa.
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vsky with Vladimir S. Solovyov, and further
to his late works, a kind of academic testament
with only a touch of irony..."” The history of
Strakhov’s critical thinking, in which Kant fea-
tures prominently, is only being written now.
A beginning was made by his style-conscious
younger contemporaries Vasily V. Rozanov,
Fedor E. Shperk, Yury N. Govorukha-Otrok,
Nikolay Ya. Grot, Alexandr I. Vvedensky and
Alexey 1. Vvedensky.!

In The Main Feature of Thinking (1866) Stra-
khov stresses the power of reason which Kant
sought to demonstrate and did demonstrate:
“[...] reason has the power to distinguish in
its actions the true from the false [...] to be its
own judge and prescribe to itself what to do
and what not to do” (Strakhov, 1895, p. 113). In
other words, the power of reason has an ele-
ment of absolute value, is a kind of cognitive
metaphor of the unpremised start of thought
activity. “Considering thought in its high-
est manifestation, we should say that it is ab-
solutely free [...]. If it obeyed external laws it
would have been a blind force whose prod-
ucts could not have claimed to be true” (ibid.,
p. 112). Obviously, Strakhov, with some mys-
tical-ontological sense of purpose, interprets
the independence of Kantian “ideas” as “con-
cepts of reason” “to which no object given in
experience can be adequate. They are neither

10" For example, Strakhov’s book On the Main Concepts
of Psychology and Physiology (1886), in which he essen-
tially formulated a phenomenological concept of con-
sciousness as pure intention of subjectivity, garnered
several serious positive reviews. The author himself
half-jokingly wrote to his friends that “this book should
have earned me the titles of Doctor of Philosophy and a
member of the Academy of Sciences” (Generalov, 2011,
p. 325, cf. ibid., pp. 423-424 et al.).

1 After decades of oblivion, this work was continued
by M.P. Ilyin (Malchevsky), V. A. Fateyev and the re-
searchers awakened by them, whose large number is
attested by this striking fact: the rating of visits to Stra-
khov’s page in the electronic library “Sobranie klassiki”,
or Lib.ru/Kiaccuka, during the past year has overtaken
that of A.I. Herzen. See http:/ /az.lib.ru/rating/hits/.
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CJI0BaMV, CWJIa yMa 3aKJIlodaeT B cebe MOMEHT ao-
COJIIOTHOVI LIEHHOCTW, SIBJISIETCSI CBOEro poja KOr-
HUTMBHOV MeTadopovi OecIIpeIIochl/IOYHOrO Ha-
4ajla MBICJITEIIBHOV JesiTelTbHOCTI. «Paccmarpu-
Basl MBIIIIEHVE B BBICIIIEM €TrO ITPOSIBJIIEHVV, MBI
TTOJDKHBI CKa3aTb, YTO OHO aOCOITFOTHO CBOOOIHO. ..
<...>I'loBMHY$CH BHEIITHVIM 3aKOHAM, OHO ObLITO ObI
CJIETIO0 CVJION0, ITPOM3BeleH sl KOTOPOVL He MOIJIN
ObI IMeTh TPUTSA3aHNA Ha 3HaveHMe MCTUHBD (Tam
xe, c. 112). OueBnrzo, CTpaxoB ¢ HEKOTOPOW MU-
CTVIKO-OHTOJIOTMYECKOVI HAaIle/IeHHOCTHIO  VICTOJI-
KOBBIBAET CaMOCTOSITEIIBHOCTh KaHTOBBIX «Mmev»
KaK IIOHSATUM Pa3yMa, «a/IeKBaTHO KOTOPBIM He MO-
JKeT OBITh JaH HVI OIIVIH IIpeIMeT B orbite. OHM —
He co3epraHys (KaK CO3epLaHs IIPOCTPaHCTBA
BpeMeHM) 11 He YyBCTBa (KOTOpBIe MILET yYeHWe O
CYacThbe) — Te VI APyT1e OTHOCSTCA K UyBCTBEHHO-
CTW; UJIeV CYyTh HOHATWS O COBEPIIIEHCTBE, K KOTO-
POMY MOXHO BCe BpeMsl NPUOIIVDKaThCsl, HO TIOJI-
HOCTBIO JIOCTUTHYTh KOTOPOTO HEBO3MOXXHO» (AA
07, S. 199—200; KanT, 1994, c. 225). Tem cambIM, co-
ritacHo CTpaxoBy, «MBIC/Ib OcBOOOIMITIach B KaHTe.
OH HalIlIesI, YTO OHa MOXET BIIOJTHE BiIaieTh cOOOI0,
cama coboro yrpasisiTe» (Crpaxos, 1895, c. 113).
Takoe mposicHeHMe TIPUPOIBI MBIIIJIEHWS, €T0
HETPUBUAIBHOIO  II€HHOCTHO-OCBOOOIMTEIEHO-
ro HaJasla IIperiosaraeT, Kak 3T0 0OOCHOBHIBa-
eT CTpaxoB, JOBOJIBHO OTUET/IVBOE pa3MeXkeBa-
HVe MBIIUIEHMS Y Hay4YHOro IO3HaHMS KakK pas-
JIMYHBIX IIPAKTUK IeJIeriojIaraHmsl, 1 3TO BileYeT
10 KpaviHer Mepe fiBa cyiefcTeud. [lepsoe m3 Hux
OTHOCUTCS K IesITeILHOCTV COOCTBEHHO MHBIIIIIe-
HUS: «...TaK WIM VHa4de, MbI JOJDKHBI TIOJIYYUTh
cybwvexmubnyto 102uky, TO €CTb HayKy, B KOTOPOU
MBICJTb OIVIPAeTCsI TOJIBKO Ha caMylo cedsl, B KOTO-
POVI OHa V3JIaraeT BCe CBOVI 3aKOHBI VI JIBVDKEHVIS
¥ JaeT aDCOIIOTHBIVI METOJ, CBOErO [IeVICTBIIS, 3a-
KJTIOUaIommii B cebe Bce IpyTiie MeTOIbI KaK JacT-
Hble ciaydan. <...> To, 4To g Ha3Bai 37ech CyOb-
eKTMBHOV JIOTMKOV, €CTh TaK HasbIBaeMast 0ua1ek-
muxa» (Tam xe, c. 114). Bropoe moka3seiBaeT, 4TO
MBIIIIJIEHVIE BCET/IA Ybe-TO VI KaKoe-TO 1 IMeeT pe-
UeBYIO Mepy CBO€VI CBOOOIIBI V1 OIIpeIeSIeHHOCTL:
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intuitions (like those of space and time), nor
feelings (like the doctrine of happiness looks
for), both of which belong to sensibility. Ideas
are, rather, concepts of a perfection that we can
always approach but never completely attain”
(Anth, AA 07, pp. 199-200; Kant, 2007, pp. 306-
307). Thereby, according to Strakhov (1895,
pp- 112-113), “thought became free in Kant. He
has found that it can fully be itself, control it-
self”.

Such clarification of the nature of thought, as
its non-trivial, value-liberating element implies,
shows, according to Strakhov, a fairly clear dis-
sociation of thought and scientific cognition as
different practices of goal-setting, and this has
at least two consequences. The first has to do
with the activity of thought proper: “[...] in one
way or another we must arrive at a subjective
logic, that is, a science in which thought relies
only on itself, in which it sets forth all its laws
and movements and offers an absolute method
of its action that contains all the other methods
as particular cases. [...] What I have referred to
as subjective logic is so-called dialectics (ibid.,
p. 114). The second one shows that thought is
always someone’s thought and some kind of
thought and has a speech measure of its free-
dom and certainty:

[...] language, which appears with the first
manifestations of thought, has a descriptive
character, thatis, thecharacterofrepresentations.
Language is replete with images, such that the
most abstract of words have a representational
character. [...] We say, the flow of thought, waves
of soul etc. We cannot avoid these expressions
because the philosophical books which deal
with the thinking of objects and not their
representations, they too are written in the
language of representations. Herein lies one of
the difficulties of understanding them; in them
the language of representations must express
objects that cannot be represented (Strakhov,
2007, 383).



...513bIK, KOTOPBINL 4BJISI€TCS y>Ke IIPU IIePBbIX SB-
JIEHVSIX MBIIIUIeHWs, VIMeeT OIVcaTe/IbHBIV Xa-
paKTep, TO eCcTb XapaKTep IIpeJicTaB/IeHNI. SI3bIK
IpeVcIIoIHeH 0o0pa3oB, 1 camble OTBJIeUeHHBIe
CJI0Ba 10 CBOeMY 3Ha4eHMIO VIMEeIOT CMBICIT ITpef-
CTaBUTEIbHBIN. <...> MpI roBopum — meuerue
MbIciien, foanenue Ty v 1ip. Ham HeBo3MOXXHO
n3beXxaTb 3TUX BBIpaKEHUN; MOTOMy M wio-
codckmre KHUTY, B KOTOPBIX UIET [1eJI0 O MBIIII-
JIEHUV TIpeIMeTOB, a He 00 VX IIpefCcTaBIeHNN,
VI OHV HUIITYTCA SA3BIKOM IIpeficTaBieHn. B aTom
3aK/II0YaeTcsl OfHa M3 IJIaBHBIX TPYIHOCTEN VX
IIOHMMaHN; B HUX 43BIK IIpefCTaB/IeHUN [10JI-
JKeH BbIpaXkaTb He IIpeficTaBjIeMble IIpeIMeTbl

(Crpaxos, 2007, c. 383).

B cBoert kaure «Mup Kak Iiejioe», BbIIIeJIIIen
nepBbIM n3gaHveM B 1872 1., a BTOPbIM — CITyCTs
posHO 20 j1eT, CTpaxoB CHOBa BO3BpalllaeTCs K CIIell-
MdVKe Uesl0BeYecKOro MBIIIUIEHNS: «...MbICIIb He
TepIUT NPUHYXIIEHWUs; el Bce II03BOJIeHO; I
Hee He CYIIIeCTBYeT IeP30CTHU VIV HECKPOMHOCTI»
(Tam xe, c. 381), B TOM umcIle MBICJINTD ITpeCTaB-
JIEHVIE B €0 CBSI3U C SI3bIKOM V1 €0 CMBICJIOBOVI UM~
crore. C aHa/IM30M ITpeICTaBJIeHNV, HaXOIAIIIVIX-
Csl B peueBOM eIVMHCTBe C IOHSATUSAMM U B CUJIY
CBO€VI TI03HABATEJIPHOVI, SMIVIPUYECKOV IIePBIY-
HOCTY JIOBJIEIOIIMX Ha/l STUMU IIOHITUSIMM B Ha-
y4uHOM nto3HaHUM, CTpaxoB, COOCTBEHHO, 11 CBA3bI-
BaeT OCBOOOIMTEIIbHYIO NEPCIEKTUBY «KPUTVKM
uycToro pasyma»: «lIpescrasrieHue, B 13BeCTHOM
CMBICJIe, €CTh IIpOCTeViIlIee ¥ IlepBOHaYaIbHeIIIee
IEVICTBIIE MBIITIJIEHNST; OHO CTOJIb OOBIKHOBEHHO
CTOJIb SICHO, UTO Yallle BCErO ero He 3aMevaroT Kak
0CcODEHHOe IeVICTBIE, — He CUMTAIOT €r0 B UlCiIe
npyrux nposisieHunt yma. Ilosromy onHa 13 Be-
JIMYAVIINX 3aC)TyT OTHOTO M3 BeJIYaniimx pwio-
codos, mmeHHo KaHta, cocTtouT B aHasIM3e IIpesl-
crasiieHus» (Tam xe, c. 378 —379). BaxkxHo, 4TO BO
«Bcert 00JIacTV ecTeCTBEHHBIX HayK» HaloT ceOs
3HaTh IIpeJICTaB/IeHNs O IIPOCTPaHCTBE 1 BpeMe-
HMI, HO «KaK O YeM-TO OCOOEHHOM» O HUX M3BECT-
HO «TOJIBKO M3 SI3bIKa». MeXIy TeM «s3bIK, KMBas
yeJjioBeUecKasl pedb, CTPOUTCS BHYTpPeHHeN CU-
JIOVI HAPOIHOT'O CMBICIIa; B HEM JIeVICTBYIOT ITy0o-
Kue dprtocodpckre Havasia. Iloatomy B g3bIKe cy-
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In his book The World as a Whole, first pub-
lished in 1872 (second edition 20 years later),
Strakhov revisits the question of the special
character of human thinking: “[...] thought
does not tolerate coercion; for thought any-
thing is allowed; nothing is bold or immodest”
(ibid., p. 381), — including the thinking of a
representation in its connection with language
and its semantic purity. Strakhov in fact asso-
ciates the liberating perspective of the “critique
of pure reason” with the analysis of representa-
tions in their speech unity with concepts which
dominates these concepts in scientific cognition
owing to their cognitive, empirical primacy:
“Representation, in a certain sense, is the sim-
plest and the most primary act of thinking; it is
so ordinary and so clear that more often than
not it is not noticed as an act, is not considered
along with other manifestations of reason. That
is why one of the greatest contributions of one
of the greatest philosophers, Kant, is the analy-
sis of representation” (ibid., pp. 378-379). It is
important that representations of space and
time are present in “the whole sphere of natural
sciences”, but we know about them “as some-
thing special” “only from language”. Mean-
while “language as living human speech draws
on the inner strength of the popular mind;
deep philosophical wisdom works within it.
That is why language has such abstractions
as space and time. The spirit of language al-
lows of the question: what is time and space?”
(ibid., p. 380). And one thing more: “everybody
knows space and time — this means only that
everyone knows the representation; but the
question demands from us not only that we
represent them (which is easy and inevitable)
but that we think them, and have a concept of
them” (ibid., p. 381).

The first Russian Neo-Kantian, Vvedensky
(1896, pp. 6-8), saw the main philosophical im-
pact of Strakhov’s work in that:
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IIIEeCTBYIOT TaKye OTBJIeueHMs, KaK IIPOCTPaHCTBO
v BpeMmsi. 1o myxy si3bIKa BO3MOXEH BOIIPOC, UTO
TaKoe IpOoCTpaHCTBO U BpemA?» (Tam e, c. 380).
W errie: «Bce 3HAIOT IIPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMs — 3TO
3HAYUT TOJIBKO, YTO BCe VIX IIPEJICTaBIISAIOT; BOIIPOC
ke TpebyeT He TOro, 9YToOBI MBI VX IIperCTaBIIs-
TV (UTO M JIETKO ¥ Hem30eXHO), a uToObI MBI 00
HVIX MBICJIVIJIV, 9TOOBI COCTaBUIIVI O HVIX TIOHSATVIE»
(Tam xe, c. 381).

ITepsemn pycckum HeokaHTuanell A. V. Bse-
JIeHCKUV BUe]I OCHOBHOe (viocodcKoe 3Hade-
Hute pabot CrpaxoBa B TOM, UTO

BO BCeX CBOMX (PWIOCOPCKMX COUMHEHMSX OH
SICHO MPOBOAWI ¥ O4eHb yOeauTesIbHO MOKa3bl-
BaJI HEeIOCTaTOYHOCTh OIHOTO eCTeCTBO3HaHMs
IS TIOHVIMAHVSL MPOBOTO 11€JI0T0 1 HeoOXom-
MOCTH TIOTIOJIHUTH €CTeCTBO3HaHWe M3ydeHVeM
MBIIIUIeHMS, T.e. pwiocodmert, n Ipu ToM pas-
BUBaolIlerics Ha IouBe OTKpbIToro Kantom xpm-
TUaM3sMa. <...>

...IIpucymmBasce K dprtocodpckmm moTped-
HOCTSM CBOEro BpeMeHM... OH Hallucajl IIpo-
CTO, HO YBJIeKaTeJIbHO W3JIO)KeHHBbIe, a IIOTOMY
BCeM ¥ KaXXIOMY JOCTYIIHble KHWUTY, CYJIbHeN-
M oOpa3oM BO30Y KIAIOIIe MBICIIb YuTaTe-
JI8, NPUHYXO0aoujie ero MBICIUTh (PUI0codCKU
Y TPaKTyIOIlMie O TaKMX KPYIIHBIX BOIIPOCAX, C
Pa3MBIIIUTEHVISI O KOTOPBIX IIOYTH BCe HAUMHAOT
cBoe drtocodckoe passuTne. <...> OH HamMcas
HeCKOJIBKO KHUT, IIpY ITOMOIIM KOTOpBIX B Poc-
CUIN ellle JI0JIroe BpeMs OyIyT OXOTHO HauMHaTh
YUUTBCS MBICJIUTB U KOTOPBIE CTOJIb XKe JI0JIroe
Bpemsi OyayT cumTaTbcd oOpasiamu duiocod-
cKoro m3JtoxeHus. .. (Beemenckui, 1896, c. 6—8).

KOHKpeTHBIVT ~ OHTOJIOIM3M  KPUTWYECKOTO
MeIuIeHs CTpaxoBa, B KOTOPOM IIeJIoe ITpesicTaeT
KaK CMBICJIOBOE HavdasIo MBIIIUIEHNS ¥ HEKOTOpOe
ollIlee ycsIoBYe HAay4YHOTO TIO3HAHWS, He IIPemIio-
JlaraeT 3aMKHYTOCTV; Ha0OOpOT, ero KaHTMAaHCTBO
OOHapYXMBaeT «uUpokutl 00pa3 MBIIIIIEHS, COO0-
PasyIOMINVICS C TOHATUSAMV IIPYTTIX», VI C 3TOVI TOY-
KV 3peHVIsI ICTOPVISt HayK ¥ yTeITeIbHa, I TIIy-
OOKO TIOy4MTeIbHA; OHA, COOCTBEHHO, €CTh VICTO-
Vs ITy TeV1, TT0 KOTOPBIM MJIET yM YeJIOBeYeCcKT, 11,
M3ydas ee, Mbl M3y4aeM BMeCTe VI OCHOBHBIE IIpyie-
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In all his philosophical works he argued
cogently and very convincingly that
natural science alone was not sufficient for
understanding the world whole and that
natural science needed to be supplemented by
the study of thinking, i.e. philosophy based on
criticism discovered by Kant.

[...] sensitive to the philosophical needs of
his time [...] he wrote in a simple and engaging
manner books that reached out to each and
everyone, powerfully provoking the reader’s
thought, forcing him to think philosophically
and treating of such major questions, reflections
on which mark the beginning of everyone’s
philosophical development. [...] He wrote
several books which will long be readily used
in Russia to start learning to think and will
just as long be considered to be exemplars of
philosophical discourse [...].

The concrete ontologism of Strakhov’s crit-
ical thinking, in which the whole forms the
meaning of thought and a general condition of
scientific knowledge does not imply insulation;
on the contrary, his Kantianism presupposes “a
broad mode of thinking coherent with the con-
cepts of others”, and from that point of view
the history of sciences is consoling and deep-
ly instructive; it is in fact a history of the paths
that lead human reason, so that by studying it
we simultaneously study the methods of rea-
son” (Strakhov, 2007, p. 316). In The World As a
Whole, his main work on the philosophy of sci-
ence, Strakhov sees as its main content not “the
picture of the world”, but “an analysis of the
phenomena of nature and the doctrines of the
natural sciences that shows that the world as a
whole is the guiding idea in the study of nature,
the idea toward which the correct development
of science leads inevitably in each concrete
case” (ibid., p. 67). This scientific understand-
ing, which goes beyond its purely cognitive
boundaries, is open to the inexpressible in rep-
resentation, the substantive image, which is not
really reducible to scientific knowledge. Such
is the state of maturing reason, the condition of



Mel yma» (Crpaxos, 2007, c. 316). B kauecTse ri1aBHO-
TO coflep>KaHs CBOEro0 OCHOBHOI'O Tpy/ia o uio-
cocpum Haykm «Mwup Kaxk 11es1oe» CTpaxoB Ha3blBa-
€T He «KapTUHY MVpa», a TaKOV «aHaJIV3 SIBJIEHUI
HIPVPOMIBL U YUeHUTI eCTeCTBeHHBIX HayK, KOTOPBI
IIOKa3bIBaeT, UTO MUp KaK ye/oe ecTh IJIaBHas py-
KOBOZ4IIasl Mes B VCCIeNOBaHWUM IIPVUPOIbL, Ta
MBICJTb, K KOTOPOVI HeOOXOAVMO MPUBOAUT IIpa-
BVUIBHBIV XOJI HayKM B Ka’kKIIOM YacTHOM CJIyvae»
(Tam xe, c. 67). DTO Hay4YHOe TIOHVMaHVe, KOTOpoe
BBIXOIWT Ha CBOV COOCTBEHHO IIO3HaBaTeJIbHBIE
TrpaHMUIIEl, OTKPbIBAeTCsl HEBBbIPA3IMOMY B IIpe]l-
CTaBJIeHUM — TOMY CMBICJIOBOMY 00pasy, uTo K
COOCTBEHHO HayYHOMY ITO3HAHUIO 1 He CBOIVTCS.
TaxkoBo cocTogHMe B3pOCIIEIONIEro yMa, yCJIoBUeM
KOTOpOTro siBJIgeTcs cBoOomHoe KaHToBO iep3HO-
BeHVe — IIpefrioJiaraTh B IIO3HaHWM JIPYTOV Iy Th:

bes comHeHMs, KaXOplli, KTO C VCTMHHO
KaXKIOV 3HaHWMS IIPeIaBajICs V3YUYEeHUIO OIThIT-
HBIX HayK, He pa3 MeuTa/l O pelleHuV BOIIpPO-
COB CaMBbIX rny601<nx, CaMBIX ITPUBJIEKATEILHBIX
w1 yma. KakoBo xe OblBaeT M3ymieHMe, KOITia
OKa3bIBAeTCS, UTO MMEHHO 3TMX BOIIPOCOB U He
peliarT OIbITHBIE HAyKM, YTO B HUX HET Jaxe
HMKAaKOTO crIocoba, HMKaKOV JOPOXKKM K TAKOMY
pemenmro. Ilocsie MHOTMIX M TSKeJIBIX YCVUIINA
Kak He II0YyBCTBOBATh TOPeUN, KOTia MbI BUIVIM,
YTO IIPUXOOUTCS — VUIU IIPUHMUMATD 3a MICTUHY
KaKyIo-HUOYAb cMeayio 2unomesy, VIV JKe BOBCe
OTKas3aTbCs OT peIleHns], K KOTOPOMY MBI CTpe-
MWIVICh, I OCTaThCs B HeBeeHnM. Tak He jTydiiie
JIM Hallepes 3HaTh, UTO IMPUHSATasE HaMy JOpora
He IpmBedeT Hac K IeJIVi, M IHOMCKaTh APYyroro
nytn? (Tam xe, c. 316).

ok ok

IlepeunThiBasi CTpPaxoBCKMe CTaTBV U IIVICh-
Ma, TIpsIMO MJIM KOCBeHHO oTchiIaromme Kk Kanry,
TpyAaHO He npuiiT K BbiBOIy, uro H. H. CTpaxos
He TOJIBKO ITOHSUI ¥ OLIEHWI Mepy CBOOOIIBI MbIC-
mm, oTKpeiTo KaHTOM, mocTapasics IoKasaTb U
OOBSICHUTD 3Ty CUIIy (PVMIIOCOPCKOrO TpaHCIeH-
JleHTaJI3Ma, HO M CTaJl OIHVM U3 HEMHOTMX, KTO
CyMeJI ITPOSBUTH, IPOIYKTUBHO peasn30BaTh ee B
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which is Kantian free daring in presupposing a
different way in cognition:

Without any doubt, anyone who, driven by
a genuine thirst for knowledge, surrendered
him/herself to the study of experimental
sciences, has often dreamt of solving the most
profound and challenging questions. Imagine
the surprise when it turns out that it is these
questions that the experimental sciences do not
solve, that they do not offer any method, any
path toward such a solution. After numerous
and arduous efforts one cannot help feeling
distressed to see that one has either to take
for the truth some bold hypothesis or to give up
attempts at a sought-for solution and remain
innocent. Would it not, then, be better to know
in advance that the road we have chosen will
not lead us to our goal and to look for another
way? (ibid., p. 316).

%ok

Re-reading Strakhov’s books, articles and
letters that hark back directly or indirectly to
Kant it is hard not to conclude that Nikolay
Strakhov did not only understand and appre-
ciate the degree of thought freedom discovered
by Kant and tried to demonstrate and explain
the power of philosophical transcendentalism,
but managed, like very few others, to effective-
ly practise it in his own philosophical thinking,
scientific cognition and literary criticism.
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