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KAHT KAK HEMEIIKVUV TEOPETUK
®PAHITY3CKOWV PEBOJTIOLIVIN:
BO3HVKHOBEHVE JOI'MbI
B MAPKCVCTCKO-JIEHVMHCKOW
DOUIIOCODPUN

A.H. Kpyeao8'

IIpoanasusupobarvr  npuuunsl  BosHukxHoBenus 6
MAPKCUCCKO-1eHUHCKOTL ¢pusocopuu 0oemul o Kanme
Kax HeMeyKkom meopemuxe panyysckoil pebostoyuu, a
matkoke 0aHo 00bACHeHUe OMHOCUTNEAbHO 1030Hell 00eMa-
musayuu ppassl K. Mapxca. IlepBonauarvro nokaswiba-
tomes ucmounuxu, nobausbuiue na Mapxca 6 eeo 63214-
0e Ha Kanma u ¢ppanyysckyio peboatoyuto, — 6 nepByio
ouepeds K. @. baxman u I'. T'eiine. 3amem Brumarue yoe-
Asiemcest momy, 8 xakotl popme cpabreHus kanmobcekoi
¢husocogpuu u ppanyysckotl peBoaroyun umesu mecmo 8
Poccuu 6 dopeBortoyuontoe Bpems 6 neboavuteBucmckorl
cpede (I1. 5. Yaadaeb, B. C. Mexebuu, bpamvsa [Jocmoeb-
ckue, B. @. Dpn, apxuenuckon Huxanop, I1. A. @aopen-
ckutt). ITocae smoeo peus udem o ausnuu ¢ppasst Mapx-
ca HA PYCCKYI0 COUUAL-0eMOKPAMUI0 U KOHKPEMHO HA
borvuiebuxob (I. B. Ilrexanob, B.W. Jlenun, B. M. Illy-
1smuxo6). Hexanonuueckuil cmamyc mesuca Mapkca o
Kanme u ¢ppanyysckoil peboatoyuu 6 Cobemckom Corose
nepBoti nosoBuns. XX 6. demoHcmpupyemcs Ha npume-
pe Ouckyccuu nocae nucema 3. 5. beaeyxozo o mpenvem
mome «Mcmopuu ¢pusocogpuu» (1943). Haxoney, npe-
Bpawenue ppaszsl Maprxca 6 0oemy ¢ mounbiM yKkasanuem
ee ucmounuka guxcupyem nepboe cobemckoe usoarue
couunenuii Kanma 1960-x ee. Ilpuuuroi 01umessHo2o
omcymcmbBus mouHo20 YKa3anus Ha MapkcoBekyio uu-
mamy ABasemcs mo, umo oHa codepxumcs euje 6 «Pu-
A0COGHCKOM Manupecme UCMOpU4eckotl uikoavl npaba»
(1842), xomopwLii omHoCUACA K UOALUCTIUUECKOMY Te-
puody mbopuecmba panneeo Mapxca.

KatoueBvie caoBa: Kanm, cppanyysckasn peboaio-
yus, Mapxc, pycckuil Mapkcusm, coBemckutl Mapkcusm,
mpemut mom «Mcmopuu ¢pusocogpuu», B. . Acmyc
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KANT AS THE GERMAN THEORIST
OF THE FRENCH REVOLUTION:
THE ORIGIN OF A DOGMA

A.N. Krouglov'

The origins in Marxist-Leninist philosophy of the
dogma about Kant as the German theorist of the French
Revolution requires some analysis and I explain how a
phrase of Marx later gave rise to the dogma. I first look
at the sources that influenced K. Marx’s view of Kant
and the French Revolution, above all C. F. Bachmann
and H. Heine. I then examine the form in which Kant’s
philosophy was compared with the French Revolution
in the non-Bolshevik milieu before the 1917 Russian
Revolution (P.Ya. Chaadayev, V.S. Mezhevich, the
Dostoyevsky brothers, V.F. Ern, Archbishop Nikanor,
P. A. Florensky). Then I look at how Marx’s phrase in-
fluenced Russian social democrats and specifically the
Bolsheviks (G. V. Plekhanov, V.I. Lenin, V. M. Shulya-
tikov). I cite the example of the discussion triggered by
a letter of Z. Ya. Beletsky concerning the third volume
of The History of Philosophy (1943) to demonstrate the
non-canonical status of Marx’s thesis on Kant and the
French Revolution in the Soviet Union in the first half
of the twentieth century. Finally, the first Soviet edition
of Kant’s works in the 1960s canonised Marx's phrase
and gave the exact source. The reason why it took so
long to give chapter and verse for the Marx quotation
is that it occurs as early as 1842 in “The Philosophical
Manifesto of the Historical School of Law” which be-
longs to the idealistic period of the early Marx.

Keywords: Kant, the French Revolution, Marx,
Russian Marxism, Soviet Marxism, third volume of
The History of Philosophy, V. F. Asmus

More than a hundred years after the October
1917 Revolution the attitude of those who pre-
pared and carried out the revolution — before
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ITo mporectsum Gosee croreTns mocite Ok-
TAOpbckom peposouyy 1917 . Bompoc o ToM, Ka-
KOBO ObII0 oTHOIIIeHMe K dvtocodpum V. Kanrta 1
OLlIeHKa ee PeBOJIIOIVIOHHOIO MOoTeHIIrala co CTOo-
POHBI TeX, KTO IOAroTaBIMBaJl M COBeplIajl 3Ty
PeBOIIOLINIO — IIpUYeM KaK HaKaHyHe ee I100e-
IIbI, TaK ¥ IIOCJIe Hee, — OCTaeTcsl 10 KOHIIa He Vic-
cJlefioBaHHBIM. TeM, KTO M3ydasl MapKCUCTCKYIO
JIMTepaTypy B HOCIIeIHWe AecATWwIeTus Cylile-
crsoBaHMs CoseTckoro Corosa, IIoJJ00HOe yTBepXK-
JleHVie MOXKeT Ka3aThCsl SIBHOV HaTsKKOWL. VcTou-
HUKOM JIerMTMManmm OypxKyasHom driocodpnn
Kanra B paMkax MapKCHCTCKO-JIeHMHCKOM u-
s10copuM TOTO BpeMeHM OKas3bIBaJIVICh, B IpyOoM
Bune, ne nurarel — K. Mapkca u B. V1. Jlenuna.
Tlociemuamin HOMYEPKHYJI B HAIIVICAHHOV €Ille B
1913 r. crarbe «I'py MCTOUHMKA U TPU COCTaBHBIX
YacTy MapKCH3Ma», UTO TaK Has3blBaeMasl «HeMell-
Kasl Kjlaccuueckasi pustocodmsi» Hapsly ¢ Kilac-
CMYeCKOVI aHITIUVICKOVI TIOJIUTIKOHOMMEN 1 ppaH-
IIy3CKMM YTOIWYEeCKUM COIIMaIN3MOM SBJIsIach
O/IHVIM W3 VICTOYHVKOB V1 COCTaBHBIX YacTel MapK-
cm3ma (Jlenmn, 1973, c. 43). @axkTdeckn JleHnH
JIVIIb Tlepadppasvposait ciiosa d. DHresIbca 13 ero
npenucioBns K pabote «PasBuTme cormanmsMa
OT YTOIMM K HayKe»: «...Mbl, HeMeIIKVie COIIVasIu-
CTBI, TOPIVIMCS TeM, UTO BezleM CBOe IIPOVCXOXK/Ie-
Hue He TosIbKO 0T CeH-CnMona, Pypbe 1 OysHa,
Ho Taxxe 1 oT KanTta, ®uxte u [eress» (DHresnsc,
19616, c. 323; Engels, 1987, S. 188). Vcxons n3 sTon
IIepCcrieKTBbI, «Bcs IIkoia Pertepbaxa, Mapkca
¥ DHrejlbca Ioluia oT KaHTa BjieBO, K IIOJTHOMY
OTPUIIAHMIO BCSAKOIO MleaI3Ma ¥ BCIKOrO arHo-
crunmsma» (Jlermn, 1968, c. 213). BiieBo o3Hauasio
3gech citepytoriee: «MaxucTel KpuTukyoT Kan-
Ta 3a TO, UTO OH Yepecuyp MaTepuaJIViCT, a MbI €ro
KPUTHMKYeM 3a TO, UTO OH — HeJOCTaTOYHO MaTe-
puanuct. Maxvctel kpuTukyroT Kanra cripasa, a
MbI — ciieBa» (Tam xe, c. 207). Pasymeertcs, y Jle-
HVMHa HaXO[WiIcsd C JIeCATOK KPUTUYECKNX U pe3-
KVIX BEIPaKeHWUT! B aJipec KaHTOBCKOV prstocodpmm
(arsocTmmmaMm (Jlenmn, 1968, c. 18, 25, 59), «KanTn-
aHCTBO = MeTadmsmKa» (Jlernn, 1969, c. 98), «kan-
TMAHCTBO = CTapbIii xjam» (Jlernn, 1969, c. 72)),

and after the revolution — to the philosophy
of Kant and the assessment of its revolutionary
potential is still a moot question. This statement
may raise eyebrows among those who studied
Marxist literature in the last few decades of the
Soviet Union. Roughly speaking, the legitimi-
sation of Kant’s bourgeois philosophy within
Marxist-Leninist philosophy is based on two
quotations, one from Karl Marx and the oth-
er from Vladimir Lenin. The latter, in the arti-
cle “Three Sources and Three Component Parts
of Marxism”, written as early as 1913, stressed
that the so-called “classical German philoso-
phy” was one of the sources and component
parts of Marxism along with classical English
political economy and the French utopian so-
cialism (Lenin, 1977a, pp. 23-24). In fact Lenin
just paraphrased Friedrich Engels’s words in
the Preface to Socialism: Utopian and Scientific:
“[...] we German Socialists are proud of the fact
that we are descended not only from Saint-Si-
mon, Fourier and Owen, but also from Kant,
Fichte and Hegel” (Engels, 1989, p. 323). From
that perspective, “the entire school of Feuer-
bach, Marx and Engels turned from Kant to the
left, to a complete rejection of all idealism and
of all agnosticism” (Lenin, 1977b, p. 204). “To
the left’ means the following: “The Machists
criticise Kant for being too much of a material-
ist, while we criticise him for not being enough
of a materialist. The Machists criticise Kant
from the right, we from the left” (ibid., p. 199).
Needless to say, we find a dozen or so sharp-
ly critical remarks about Kant’s philosophy in
Lenin’s works (agnosticism (Lenin, 1977b, p. 26,
33, 63), “Kantianism = metaphysics” (Lenin,
1977¢, p. 109), “Kantianism = old lumber”
(Lenin, 1977¢, p. 383)), however, they may be
set aside when one speaks about the need and
significance of Kant study in the Soviet Union.
Out of the entire legacy of Marx, emphasis
was put on his remark that “Kant’s philosophy
must be rightly regarded as the German theory
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OfTHAKO VX BCe JKe TI03BOJINTEIIPHO ObIJIO BEIHECTV
3a CKOOKV, TOBOPsl O 3HaUYeHMM ¥ HEOOXOIVIMOCTH
nsydenus Kanra B Coerckom Corose.

M3 Bcero xe Hacienusa Mapkca akIeHT cTa-
BIWJICSI Ha €ro 3aMedYaHUM O ToM, Oy/ITo «mioco-
duro KanTa MOXHO TI0 CIIpaBelJIBOCTI CUMUTATh
HeMeITKOV Teopuell (ppaHITy3CKOV PeBOJIIOLIVI
(Mapxkc, 1954, c. 88; Marx, 1981, S. 80). bostee ocTo-
POXeH B OlleHKax ObLI DHIeJIbc, TOBOPUBIIIIL He O
Ka3yaJIbHOVI CBSA3M, & BCETO JIVIIIb O «COITyTCTBOBA-
Hum»: «lonutrdeckont pesormony Bo @paniym
comnyTcTBoBasa dpuiocodckasd pepomonys B Iep-
MaHUW» (DHresibe, 1954, c. 537; Engels, 1981, S. 492).

KaHT xaK OCHOBOIOJIOXXHMK «HeMeIIKOV KJlac-
CIYeCcKom qmnocoqmm», SABJILIOIIEVICI OOHUM W3
TpexX MCTOYHMKOB VI COCTaBHBIX YacTell MapKCU3-
Ma, JVaJIeKTUYeCcKOro M MCTOPUYeCKOro MaTepu-
aJIv3Ma, IIPeJCTaBUBIINIL B 5KOHOMMYECKM OTCTa-
ot TepmaHUM «HeMelIKYIO Teopuio dpaHITys-
CKOVI PeBOJIIONV», — VIMEHHO 3TV KJIVIIEe W CITy-
xum B nosgHeM CoserckoM Coro3e KaHOHMUe-
CKOT1 OOBSICHUTEIIBHOV cxeMovi”. VI ecin yTBepxk-
meHvie JleHMHa O KaHTMaAHCTBe KaK VICTOUHUKE
MapKcu3Ma JIVIIb KOCBEHHO KacaeTcsl IJIaBHOIO
IpefiMeTa JaHHOV CTaTby, TO cjioBa Mapkca 3a-
TparuBaT ero Hapsamyto. Ho uro n KTo asmmch
VICTOYHVKaMM BIOXHOBeHM 111 camoro Mapkca
B ero yTBepXaeHnsax o KanTe 1 dpaHIry3ckor pe-
BOJIFOLIM?

1. MlcTOKM MapKCOBCKOI'O CpaBHEH WS
KaHTOBCKOV pmstocodpmm
" ppaHITy3CKOV PEBOTIOLNN

B osrom wmTepnperanmi Mapke Haxomwl-
Cs TI07], CWIBHBIM BJIMSIHVIEM CBOErO CTapIIero
npyra I. leviie v 1mmpexe Bcero ero Ipomssepe-

2 BripoueM, 110 KpaviHer: Mepe Ha cjioBa Mapkca 0XOTHO
ccputayick U 3a nipemertaMm CCCP, m pgaxe 1o ero
BO3HMKHOBEHM:. [lOCTaTOYHO yIIOMSIHYTh 3HAMEHWTOIO
KaHTOBeZla ¥ CTOPOHHWMKA 3TWMYECKOro COIIMasImM3Ma
K. ®oprnennepa, yrsepxaasiiero, yro Mapkc 1o mpasy
HasbIBaJI HOJIUTUYeCKYIo dpriocodmio KanTa «Hemerxon
Teopuent dpanitysckont pepormouyn» (Vorlinder, 1912,
S. 267 —268).
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of the French revolution” (Marx, 1975, p. 206).
Engels was more circumspect, speaking about
“accompaniment”: “The political revolution of
France was accompanied by a philosophical
revolution in Germany” (Engels, 1975, p. 537).

As the founder of “Classical German philos-
ophy” (one of the three sources and component
parts of Marxism, dialectical and historical ma-
terialism) Kant represented in an economical-
ly backward Germany “the German theory of
the French Revolution” — these clichés were
the canonical scheme in the later Soviet Union.?
While Lenin’s statement about Kantianism be-
ing a source of Marxism touches indirectly on
the main subject of this article, Marx’s words
do so directly. But what and who led Marx to
make his claims about Kant and the French
Revolution?

1. The Sources of Marx’s Comparison
of Kant’s Philosophy
and the French Revolution

In this interpretation Marx is under the
strong influence of his older friend Heinrich
Heine, notably his work On the History of Reli-
gion and Philosophy in Germany (1834-1835). En-
gels also mentions Heine in Ludwig Feuerbach
and the End of Classical German Philosophy (1886)
(Engels, 1990, p. 384) which introduced the
term “Classical German philosophy”. In 1831
Heine claimed that “our German philosophy
is nothing but the dream of the French Revo-
lution” (Heine, 2007a, p. 131). With the Critique
of Pure Reason, according to Heine, “a spiritual
revolution begins in Germany which has the
oddest analogies with the material revolution

2 Incidentally, Marx’s words were readily quoted
outside the USSR and even before it was formed. One
need only mention the famous Kant scholar and advocate
of ethical socialism Karl Vorldander (1912, pp. 267-268)
who maintained that Marx was right in referring to
Kant’s philosophy as “the German theory of the French
Revolution”.
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Hus «K ncropum permrun 1 pwiocodpumn B Iep-
MaHUW» (1834—1835). DHresbc TakXke yIOMMHa-
er Jentne B cBoem countHeHun «JIromsur @ernep-
Dax M KOHeI] HeMeIIKOW KJIacCMYeCKON cpvmoco-
dum» (1886) (DHrensc, 1961a, c. 274; Engels, 1962,
S. 265), KOTOpOe 1 TIOJIOKWIIO Havasio CaMOMY Tep-
MUHY «HeMellKasi Kjlaccudeckas dtocodms». B
1831 r. I'emiHe yTBepkaasl, 4yTO «BCs Hallla HeMell-
Kas dpvtocodms ecTb He UTO MHOe, KaK CHOBUZIe-
Hue ¢paHiy3ckon pepomonum» (levtre, 19580,
c. 154; Heine, 1972a, S. 276). C «KpuTUKO 4MCTOrO
pasyMa», corracHO l'eviHe, «<HauMHaeTCs Ty XOBHas
pesostonys B lepMaHMy, IIpeCcTaBIAIONIAs CBOe-
o0pa3HyIO aHAJIOT IO MaTepVaIbHOV PEBOJIIOIINT
Bo DpaHINM, CTOIb Xe BaXkKHas B IJIa3ax IIyOo-
KOTO MBICTIUTeJIS], Kak 1 Ta. OHa pa3BuBaeTcs 10
TeM e pazaM, 1 MeXKIy 0OeV MV TOCIIOAICTBYeT 3a-
MeyvaTesTbHenImiI mapaviensM» (Ieriae, 1958a,
c. 92; Heine, 19726, S. 255). Bokpyr «Kputukn an-
CTOIO pasyMa» «COCPeHOTOUMIINCh Hamm puio-
codpckme AKOOMHITEI», a ToaToMy lertHe Oe3 Tpyaa
HaxOIUT HapasuiebHyio KauTy jaHocTs: «KaHT
6b11 HammM Pobectibepom» (Tevire, 19586, c. 154;
Heine, 1972a, S. 276). Ho aTrM HeMeIKmv mo3T OT-
HIO/Ib He YOBOJIBCTBOBAJICS:

...ecm ViMmmanymir KaHT, 3TOT Besmkmit pas-
PYLINTeSIb B LIAPCTBe MBICIIV, JaJIeKO IIPeB301e]
cBOVIM Teppopm3MoM Makcumminana PoGecribe-
pa, TO Koe B 4eM OH MMeJI CXOAHbBIEe C HVIM Yep-
TBI, TOOY>KIaoIye K CPaBHEHVIO 000X MyXKerl.
<...> ...Twn mMemradmHa B BBICIIEV CTEeIIeHW BbI-
pakeH B 00oVIX: IIpMporIa IIpeHa3HaumWiIa X K
OTBeIMBaHMIO Kode 1 caxapa, HO CyIpda 3axo-
Testa, 9YTOObI OHM B3BeIIVBA/IV IPYyTHe Belly, U
OIHOMY OpocwiIa Ha BeCchl KOpOJIs, IPyroMy —
bora... VI omn B3Becwwm touHo! (I'etine, 1958a,
c. 97—98; Heine, 19726, S. 260 —261).

Kanr y Ierizie v cam BeICTyHaeT HEKMM Teppo-
PUCTOM, M CO3/1aeT MCTOUYHMK TeppopusMa: «pas-
pyIIMTeIb B MVIpe MBIC/IV» HocpencTBoM «Kas-
ToBOM I'yibOTMHBD (Iertne, 19580, c. 154; Heine,
1972a, S. 276), BOIUIOIIEHME «IyXOBHOIO Teppo-
pv3Ma», C JIMXBOV ITlepeKpPBIBAOIIEro BCAKUI «Ma-

in France, and to which the serious thinker
must assign equal importance. It went through
the same phases, and there is the most remarka-
ble parallelism between the two” (Heine, 2007b,
p- 75). “Our philosophical Jacobins gathered
around the Critique of Pure Reason” — so that
Heine easily finds a personality to match Kant:
“Kant was our Robespierre” (Heine, 2007a,
p- 131). But the German poet went further:

“If [...] Immanuel Kant, the great destroyer
in the realm of thought, far surpassed Maximil-
ian Robespierre in terrorism, the two, on the
other hand, had certain similarities, which in-
vite us to compare them. [...] both demonstrate
to the highest degree the type of the petit-bour-
geois — nature had meant for them to measure
out coffee and sugar, but fate forced them to
weigh other things, and put a God and a King,
respectively, on their scales...

And they found their true weight!” (Heine,
2007b, pp. 79-80)

With Heine, Kant is himself a kind of terror-
ist creating terrorism: “destroyer in the world
of thought” by means of the “Kantian guillo-
tine” (Heine, 2007a, p. 131), an embodiment of
“spiritual terrorism” far exceeding any “ma-
terial terrorism”, “a terrorist in the realm of
philosophy” ([Francke and Hollmer], 2001,
pp. 496-497).

Yet Heine was not the first: his interpreta-
tion of German philosophy arose from Carl
Friedrich Bachmann’s work On the Philosophy
of My Time (1816)°> which draws attention to a

% Perhaps a still earlier source for Heine was the satirical
work of Friedrich Christian Brosse: “Immortality is the
tree of freedom of enlightened reason around which
jubilant and happy people dance the carmagnola. At
a distance Robespierre sitting on the critical throne
takes away his God from the thinking public, and then
in another decree again allows the faltering masses to
believe in God, even coerces them into this by driving
a brain screw of practical faith in reason. One deadly
thrust of the dagger has already been delivered by
Aenesidemus, one oppressor has already fallen! Long
live Aenesidemus and Charlotte Corday. Followers
of Kant! Take off your red caps! We, kind-heartede
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TepUaIbHBIVI TEPPOPU3M», «TEPPOPUCT B IIAPCTBE
dwtococpum» (Mitteilungen, 2001, S. 496 —497).

Onnako u leviHe Bce )Xe He OBUI IIEPBBIM: €r0O
VHTepIIpeTals HeMelKon priocodpmmt BO3HUK-
71a Ha ocHoBe counHenus Kapra @punpuxa bax-
maHa’. B mpomssenennmn «O dwtocodpmm Moero
BpemeHn» (1816) baxmaH ommchiBaeT cTpaHHOe
OOCTOSATEIIBCTBO:  «...COOCTBEHHOE BO3IEVICTBIE
“KpuTukm 4mcToro pasyma’... cobIlajiaeT II0 Bpe-
MeHV C IIepPBbIMU JIBVDKeHVSMY, BO3BEIIaBIIVIMM
@panIiy3ckyoo pesorounio» (Bachmann, 1816,
S. 3). B ommnume ot I'eniHe, baxmaH nipoBoguT Bee
Ke Mapasuiesiy MeXay (PpaHIly3CKOV PeBOJIIOLV-
e n nocienosaregMmu KaHra, a He caMMM Ké-
HUTCOePrcKVIM MBICITVITEIIEM:

...BOSHMKAIOT KPOBaBEWIIIE OWUTBEL, Hay4-
HOe SIKOOMHCTBO TEPPOPV3M, JINTEpaTypPHbIE
y6VII7ICTBa VI THYCHOCTW, VICTMHHO IUIOIIATHBIV
TOH, YeJIOBEK BbUIETaeT 3a BCe I'PaHMIIbI KOHeY-
HOCTH, mojiaraeT ce0st Ha MecTo bora v 3acraBiisi-
€T BO3HMKAaTh BeCh MVP W3 CBOVIX CODCTBEHHBIX
MBICJIEVI, a TPYH, Boo6pa>I<aBmVH71, uTO HaBceria
paspyunwi 1apcTBO JOrMaTu3Ma, IIpOu3Besl U3
CBOero coOCTBEHHOI'O UpeBa CaMbIN 6e3paccy;1—
HBIVI JJOTMaTM3M, KOTOPBIVI Korma-jimbo Buest
Mup» (Bachmann, 1816, S. 4).

Paccyxnenus baxmaHa IOKasbIBarOT, YTO Of-
HVIM W3 TOJIYKOB JIJIg IOIOOHBIX CpaBHeHM pu-
nocodwmm KaHTa ¢ ppaHITy3CKOV peBOJIIOIIMeV I0-
CIJIyXKnjla COMHUTe/IbHas MHTepIIpeTalys Iacca-
Ka 13 IIpeyciIoBrsl KO BTopoMy m3fgaHuio «Kpu-
TUKM 4uCcTOro pasyma» (1787). Ha ocrose sTOMI

* Bo3MoxHO, eltte Ooslee paHHMM MCTOYHMKOM U1 [eriHe
MOTJIO CJIYXUTh caTupudeckoe counHenue d. Xp. Bpocce:
«beccmepTiie — 3T0 IepeBo cBOOOLIBI OCBEIIIEHHOI'O Pa3yMa,
BOKPYT KOTOPOTO PajIOCTHBIE VI OCYACT/IMBIIEHHBIE JIFOIIV
TaHIYIOT KapMaHbOJIy. Boasmt cuamut Ha TpoHe KpUTMKM
PoGecribep, OH 3abupaeT y IOyMalromier IyOJImMKM —
cpoero bora, m mocie 3TOro B APYroM JeKpeTe CHOBa
paspeliiaeT IIPOCTBIM MaccaM — BepUTh B bora, oH maxe
HPUHYKIAeT JIoAeV K 9TOMY BKpy4YMBaHMEM MO3TOBOTO
IIypyla IPakTUYecKoy Bepbl pasyma. CMepTerbHBIV
yaap KMEXKaja y)Xe HaHeCceH DHe3VIeMOM, TUPaH yxKe
nan! Ja sgpasctsytor DHesupgeMm u Illapriorra Koppe!
ITocnegosarern Kawnra! CHmMmMTe ¢ TrOJOBBI KpacHBIe
manku! Mbl, DoOpomOpsmoYHbBIe POSUIVICTBL, BEPUM B
GeccmepTne, B Oeccmeptite!» (Bonsens [Brosse], 1798, S. 31).
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strange circumstance: “[...] the impact of the
Critique of Pure Reason coincides in time with
the early movements that heralded the French
Revolution”* (Bachmann, 1816, p. 3). Unlike
Heine, Bachmann draws parallels between the
French Revolution and Kant followers and not
the Konigsberg thinker himself:

“[...] bloody battles break out, scientific Jac-
obinism and terrorism, literary assassinations
and outrages, a tub-thumping tone, man ex-
ceeds all earthly limits, puts himself in place of
God and makes the whole world emerge from
his own thoughts, and the movement, which
imagined that it had destroyed the kingdom of
dogmatism once and for all, produced from its
own womb the most reckless dogmatism the
world had ever seen”” (ibid., p. 4).

Bachman’s reasoning shows that one of the
impulses for such comparisons of Kant’s phi-
losophy with the French Revolution was a du-
bious interpretation of a passage from the
preface to the second edition of the Critique of
Pure Reason (1787). On the basis of this Kan-

royalists, believe in immortality, immortality!” (cf.
“Unsterblichkeit ist der Freiheitsbaum erleuchteter Vernunft,
um welchen herum die frohen und begliickten Menschen eine
Karmanjole tanzen. In der Ferne sitzt ein Robespier[r]e auf
einem Thron der Kritik, er nimmt dem denkenden Publikum
— seinen Gott, und erlaubt darauf wieder in einem andern
Dekret dem zagenden Haufen — einen Gott zu glauben, ja er
torquirt die Menschen sogar dazu mit der Gehirnschraube des
praktischen Vernunftglaubens. Einen tédlichen Dolchstof$
hat  Aenesidemus bereits vollzogen, ein Unterdriicker
ist schon gefallen! Es leb’ Aenesidemus und Charlotte
Corday! Anhinger Kants! die rothen Miitzen vom Kopf!
wir gutmiithigen Roylisten glauben die Unsterblichkeit, die
Unsterblikeit!”) (Bonsens [Brosse], 1798, p. 31).

* “[...] die eigentlichen Wirkungen von Kant’s Kritik der
reinen Vernunft [...] [sind] gleichzeitig [...] mit den ersten
Bewegungen, wodurch sich die Franzdsische Revolution
ankiindigte.”

5 “[..] es entstehen die blutigsten Kdimpfe, ein
wissenschaftlicher Jakobinismus und Terrorismus, literarische
Todschlige und Schandthaten und ein wahrer Poissardenton,
der Mensch iiberfliegt alle Schranken der Endlichkeit, setzt
sich selbst an die Stelle Gottes, und, ldsst die ganze Welt aus
seinen eignen Gedanken entstehen, und das Werk, welches das
Kénigsthum des Dogmatismus fiir immer gestiirzt zu haben
wihnte, erzeugte aus seinem eignen Schoofle den kiihnsten
Dogmatismus, den je die Welt gesehen.”
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KaHTOBCKOM (pasel baxman yreepxmaer: «4Hro
KanT mbITasics cBoet KpUTUKOV OCYIIECTBUTE B
MeTadpV3MKe TIOJTHYIO PEBOJIIOIINIO, He TIOMJIeXXIUT
COMHEHWUIO, VICXO[IsI M3 €ro COOCTBEHHBIX BBICKa-
3piBaHUT» (Bachmann, 1816, S. 26 —27). braropa-
ps uccienosanuio Xopcra [llpéndepa (Schropfer,
2003) sicHO, 4TO 3TO KaHTOBCKOe cpaBHeHMe ¢ Ko-
niepHukoM (B XVI; Kant, 1994, c. 18) He nMmeeT HU-
yero ob11iero HY ¢ PpaHITy3CKOV PeBOJIIOIIVIENT, HU
C HeJIBYCMBICJIEHHO 3a/IlyMaHHOV U JieKJIapupye-
MOV peBoJIfoLMert B pvtocodpmm, a sBjIseTcs OT-
BeTOM Ha perieH3nio Xpucrtuata [ordpuma [roT-
I1a, HallMCaHHYIO JIBYMs rogamu paHee, B 1785 T,
Ha «OcHoBoIoJIOKeHVe K MeTadusiKe HpPaBOB»
(Schiitz, 1785)*.

B ommnmume or Kanra, VI.I. @uxre coBepien-
HO OCO3HaHHO ITpeTeHJIoBaJl Ha TO, YTO CBOMM
HayKOy4eHIeM copepliaeT B puiiocodpnm peBo-
JIOLUMIO TI0 TIpuMepy dpaHIly3oB: «Mos cucre-
Ma — 3TO HepBas CucTeMa CBOOOIIBL; KaK Ta Ha-
ums [ppaHITy3bl] paspbiBaeT BHEIIHVE IIeIN de-
JIOBeKa, TaK MOs CUCTeMa ITOpBIBaeT OXBaThIBaIO-
IIVie ero IyTHI Belllerl caMux I10 cebe, BHEIITHero
BJIVIIHUS, Y yCTaHaBJIMBaeT ero B CBOeM IIepBOM
OCHOBOIIOJIOKEHUY B KadyeCTBe CaMOCTOSTEIbHON
cymnocT» (Fichte, 1970, S. 298). ITpasna, mapai-
nerm Mexny dpurtocodpuent Kanrta n «gesopranm-
3a1iyert» IoCpeICTBOM PpaHITy3CKOV PeBOJIIOIIN
IIPOBOIWIIVICh 11 paHee — HaIllpumep, B pusiocod-
CKMX XypHaJlaX aHTMKaHTMAHCKOV HallpaBJieH-
HOCTH, M3aBaeMbix VloranHoMm Asrycrom D0ep-
xapaoM (cM.: Anonym, 1794; Anonym, 1795). B xon-
e XVIII B. ®punprx lotmb Kiommrok counumn
Haxe TaKyIo SIUTPaMMY:

VIsmensTE rocyrapcTBeHHOe 371aHVe CTasIvi BO
O®pannym, B 'epmanmmu xe

3aHsINCh TIOIpaKaTeJIbCTBOM, U CTaJIi 3Me-
HSTb CICTEMY 3HaHW, 3aMedaTesIbHO".

* Cm. Taxke mmeeMo Ilroria Kanrty ot 18 despamsa
1785 r. (AA 10, S. 399, Ne 237).

5> «Andernd den Bau des Staates ward man in Frankreich,
in Deutschland / Ahmte man nach, und ward, d&ndernd
ein Lehrgebdu, toll» (Klopstock, 1982, S. 58, Ne 177).

tian phrase Bachmann (1816, pp. 26-27) makes
this claim: “That Kant by his critique tried to
accomplish a total revolution in metaphysics
is not open to doubt on the basis of his own
utterances.”® Horst Schropfer’s study shows
(Schropfer, 2003) that Kant’s 1787 comparison
with Copernicus (B XVI; Kant, 1998, p. 110) has
nothing to do either with the French Revolu-
tion or with the unambiguously conceived and
declared revolution in philosophy, but is a re-
sponse to the 1785 review of the Groundwork of
the Metaphysics of Morals by Christian Gottfried
Schiitz (1785).”

Unlike Kant, Fichte consciously claimed to
have accomplished a French-like revolution by
his teaching: “My system is the first system of
liberty; just as that nation [the French] breaks
man’s external chains, so my system breaks the
fetters of things in themselves, of external influ-
ence and establishes him in his very first prin-
ciple as an independent being”® (Fichte, 1970,
p- 298). True, parallels between Kant’s phi-
losophy and “disorganisation” of the French
Revolution had been drawn before, e.g. in
anti-Kantian philosophical journals published
by Johann August Eberhard (see Anonym,
1794; Anonym, 1795). In late eighteenth centu-
ry Friedrich Gottlieb Klopstock even wrote this
epigram:

In France they changed the structure of the
State and went mad;

In Germany (in imitation) they changed the
structure of some doctrines — and went mad.’

6 “Daff Kant durch seine Kritik in der Metaphysik eine
ginzliche Revolution zu bewirken suchte, ist aus seinen
eignen AeufSerungen unzweifelhaft.”

7 See also letter from Schiitz to Kant of 18 February 1785
(Br, AA 10, p. 399, Ne 237).

8 “Mein System ist das erste System der Freiheit; wie jene
Nation [Frankreich] von den dufleren Ketten den Menschen
losreif$t, reif$st mein System ihn von den Fesseln der Dinge
an sich, des dufleren Einflusses los, und stellt ihn in seinem
ersten Grundsatze als selbstindiges Wesen hin.”

° “Andernd den Bau des Staates ward man in Frankreich,
in Deutschland / Ahmte man nach, und ward, dndernd ein
Lehrgebiu, toll” (Klopstock, 1982, p. 58, No 177).
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A 3 aaBap4 1796 1. HeMelKMII IIvcaTesIb U Xyp-
Hasmct JTronpur @epayHanm 'yOep B aHOHMMHO
OITyOJIMKOBaHHOV BO BIIMSTETEHOM (PpaHITy3CKOM
reyaTHOM opraHe Toro BpemeHm «Le Moniteur
Universel» crarbe mvicasi, uTo 3HaMeHUTHIVT KaHT
npowssesl B IepMaHUM JyXOBHYIO PEeBOJIIOLIVIIO,
nofgoOHy0 peosttoriny Bo dpaniny, nprdeM Ké-
HUTCcOeprcKuil MBICIIUTEIb BBICTYIIWII IIPU 3TOM
CTOPOHHUMKOM  PecITy0JIMKaHCKOTO — yCTPOVICTBa
([Huber], 1796)°.

Tem He MeHee He cilefyeT ymycKaTh U3 BUILY,
YTO TOH IOIOOHBIX CpaBHEHWUVI BO BpeMeHa PeBo-
JIIOLMW M BO BpeMeHa leriHe, paBHO Kak U B pas-
HBIX cTpaHax — BO @paHuwu n B lepmaHum —
HepeIKO ObIJT TIOJTHOCTHIO ITIPOTMBOIOIOKHBIM: «B
HoBerlee BpeMs, — mmcasl Kaprn PosenkpaHil B
cepenune XIX B, — cTajio OYeHb MOMHO Iapajl-
JIeIM3MPOBaTh XOf, PasBUTN HeMeIlKoM puIoco-
dvnt HaumHas ¢ KanTa ¢ dppaHITy3cKom IOIUTH-
KOV " V3 3TOr0 BBIBOAMTDH CJIAaBy HEMEIKOV (1)1/1—
nocodun. Ho Torma (Bo Bpemena Kanrta. — A.K),
O7IHaKO, 3TMM IIOfIpa3yMeBaJsIvi COBCeM MHOe, U I10-
I1I00HOe cpaBHEHVe OBUIO COTIOCTABVIMO C JIOHOCOM
o decmpykmubuoiu mendenyuu...» (Rosenkranz,
1840, S. 355).

2. [TomapKcOBCKMe napasijiesim
KaHTOBCKOV pmstocodpmm
" ppaHITy3CKOV PeBOJIIOLIN
B JOpeBOIIONIOHHON Poccrm

VIsBecTHO 7111 GBUIO B JIOpeBOTIOIIOHHON Poc-
cum 00 3TMX JJOMapKCOBCKMX COIOCTaBJIEHIISIX
KaHTOBCKOM dprytocodpumt 1 PppaHITy3CcKOV peBo-
mortny? C GoJIBIION CUMIIaTHert 00 3TUX cpas-
HeHWsIX, HepeJKo ¢ NpAMBIMM cchbUIkaMmy Ha len-
He, BBbICKa3bIBalOTCA TaKWe pasHble MBICIIUTeIIN,
Kak dpustocodp-sananuuk [1. . Haanaes (Haamaes,
1991, c. 94), nucaresnb M JIUTEpaTyPHBIVT KPUTUK

¢ Anexcuc DWIOHEHKO 3aMe4yaeT B 3TOW CBS3M, UTO
3/1eCh BIIepBBIe ITPOV3BENIEHO CpaBHEHWe (DpaHITy3CKO
peBoITIoIMT ¥ KOTIepHMKaHCKOV pesormonvy  KaxTa
(Philonenko, 1972, p. 265 note).

A.N. Krouglov

On 3 January 1796 the German writer and
journalist, Ludwig Ferdinand Huber, in an
anonymous article in Le Moniteur Universel, an
influential French magazine of the time, wrote
that the famous Kant carried out in Germany a
spiritual revolution similar to the revolution in
France, with the Konigsberg thinker advocating
the republican order ([Huber], 1796)."

Even so, we should not overlook the fact
that during the revolution and Heine’s time
the tone of such comparisons in France was of-
ten the exact opposite of that in Germany: “In
modern times”, wrote Karl Rosenkranz (1840,
p. 355) in the mid-nineteenth century, “it has
become fashionable to draw parallels between
the development of German philosophy, start-
ing with Kant, and French politics and derive
from this the glory of the German philosopher.
But then (during Kant’s time — A.K\) it had a
totally different implication and such compar-
ison was tantamount to a denunciation of a de-
structive tendency [...].”"

2. Pre-Marxian Parallels
between Kantian Philosophy
and the French Revolution
in Pre-revolutionary Russia

Were these comparisons between Kantian
philosophy and the French Revolution known
in pre-revolutionary Russia? Great sympathy
for these comparisons, often with direct ref-
erences to Heine, were expressed by such di-
verse thinkers as the pro-Western philosopher
Petr Ya. Chaadayev (1991, p. 94), the writer
and literary critic Vasily S. Mezhevich (1833,

10 Alexis Philonenko (1972, p. 265n) notes in this
connection that it is the first comparison of the French
Revolution and Kant’s Copernican revolution.

" “In  neuerer Zeit ist sehr beliebt geworden, den
Entwicklungsgang der Deutschen Philosophie von Kant ab
mit dem der Franzdsischen Politik zu parallelisiren und den
Deutschen Philosophen einen Ruhm daraus zu machen. Damals
aber meinte man dies ganz anders und spielte den Vergleich in
das Denuncirende einer destructiven Tendenz [...].”
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B. C. Mexesna (Mexesrry, 1833, c. 396), mosmumm
craBssHOWI B.D. DOpH (OpH, 1991, c. 311) win
IpaBOCsIaBHbIe CBAIIIeHHVKN apxuenvickor Huka-
Hop (Bposkosnu) (Huxanop, 1888, c. 385—386) u
IT. A. ®nopenckun (@nopenckmit, 2007, c. 33—34).
ITepeckas crarsu eiire 00 3TMX napauiesissx Mex-
11y KaHTOBCKOV dprstocodpuert 1 ppaHITy3CcKOV pe-
BOJIIOITVEV! OITyOJIMKOBaJsl B M37laBaeMOM BMecTe C
OpaTom Mruxamaom MuxaiioideM XXypHase
®enop Muxarsiosuy [loctoesckuit (Ievine, 1864).
Hw oguH 13 yHOMSIHYTBIX MBICJIUTESIENI MapK-
CUCTOM He ObUL JInTepaTypHbIVI KpUTHK 1 ITyOIIn-
nyct . V1. IlucapeB HaXogUTCA B paMKaX PyCCKOW
MBICJIV, CKOpee, B TOPIOM OJITHOYeCTBe, KOI7la OH B
1867 r. B cBaA3M ¢ mHTepnpeTtanyent [eriHe rosopur
0 «pebsgecKmx COMVDKEHMSIX» VIV «IIPUSTHOM U
3aTerInBoON BeIAyMKe» (ITncapes, 2005, c. 434).

Ota pebaueckas u sameiiubas Bvl0ymka GOBO-
ZIVTCS IO CBOETO 3aBepIieHns B poMaHe M. A. Ajr-
naHoBa «/lessiToe Tepmuiopa» (1921). ImaBHbII Te-
povt mpomsseneHns — mosogon auruiomar Illra-
astb — 1o nyTu Bo @paHiiuio okosio 1793 r. okasbl-
Baetcs B KénurcOepre, rie Ha yimiie HeOXMIaHHO
BcTpevaeTcs ¢ KaHTOM 11 HauMHaeT ¢ HUM Oecefty.
B nent KanT rosoput pycckomy AuIUIOMary:

Pobecrivep, [lanToH... fI mymaro, oHU HeIulo-
xve jrory. OHM 3a0JTy>KIAr0TCs, TOJIBKO U BCETO:
Io4eMy-To BooOpasmIn cebsi peBOIIIOLVIOHepa-
vn. Passe omu pepormonyionepsr? OHU Takue
)Ke TIOJINTVIKY, TaKye ke MUHVCTPBL, KaK Te, UTO
ObUIM IO HMX, IIPU TIOKOIHOM Koporte JIromosu-
ke. HeMHoOrO j1yuItie miv, ckopee, HEMHOTO XyKe.
W meraroT OHM IIOYTHU TO XK€ caMoe, M XOTST I104-
TU TOTO XXe, V1 AyIlla y HUX ITOYTK Takad xe. He-
MHOTO Xy>e WJIM, CKopee, HeMHOro jyuire... Ka-
KI1e OHI PeBOJIIOLIVIOHEPBI?

— Kro xe HacTosImMe peBOIONIOHEPEI? —
crrpocwt o3agaveHHb [Taans.

— I, — cKa3asI cTapyK Cepbe3HO U paBHOIYIII-
HO, KaK CaMyl0 OOBIKHOBEHHYIO ¥ caMO coOom
pasymeroniyiocs selllb (Aganos, 2002, c. 59).

Csoe HeoObruHOe yTBepxaeHme KaHT apry-
MeHTWpPOBaJl B pOMaHe TaK:
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p- 396), the later Slavophile Vladimir F. Ern
(1991, p. 311) or Orthodox priests Archbish-
op Nikanor (Brovkovich) (1888, pp. 385-386)
and Pavel A. Florensky (2007, pp. 33-34). A
rendering of Heine’s article about these paral-
lels between Kant’s philosophy and the French
Revolution was printed by Fyodor Dostoev-
sky and his brother Mikhail in the journal they
published together (Heine, 1864). None of the
above-mentioned thinkers were Marxists. The
literary critic and public commentator, Dmitry
Pisarev, was perhaps alone in the framework of
Russian thought when in 1867, commenting on
Heine's interpretation, he wrote about “childish
comparisons” and “a pleasant and fanciful in-
vention” (Pisarev, 2005, p. 434).

The childish and fanciful invention is carried to
its limit in Mark Aldanov’s novel The Ninth of
Thermidor (1921). The main character, a young
diplomat by the name of Staal, en route to
France circa 1793, finds himself in Konigsberg,
where he accidentally meets Kant in the street
and engages him in a conversation. Kant says
to the Russian diplomat:

“Robespierre, Danton... I think they are not
bad fellows. They are deluded, that’s all: they
have imagined themselves to be revolutionar-
ies. Are they really revolutionaries? They are
just the same politicians, the same ministers
as there were before them under the late King
Louis. A bit better or, rather, a bit worse. And
they do almost the same and they wish the
same and their souls are almost the same. A bit
worse or perhaps a bit better. They are no rev-
olutionaries.”

“Who are the real revolutionaries?” a puz-
zled Staal asked.

“I am,” said the old man seriously and non-
chalantly as if it was something ordinary that
should be taken for granted (Aldanov, 2002,
p. 59).

In the novel, Kant elaborates his startling
statement:



DTO 0O4eHb pacIpocTpaHeHHOe 3a0IyXKIeHme,
O6yaro Bo dpaHINM ITPOUCXOAUT PEBOJIIOLINSL. . .
[TpusHatock BaM, g caM TaK AyMajl HEKOTOpoOe
BpeMsi U ObUI yBjleueH (PPaHIly3CKMMW COOBITH-
avu. Ho Teriepp MHe coBepIlieHHO siceH oOMaH,
7 4 IOTepsUl K HUM VHTepec. Bo @pannmm ogHa
rpyIIa JIoeVt IpuiiUla Ha CMeHY Apyrov IpyTl-
Ile U OTHsUJIa Y Hee BjlacTb. KoHeuHo, MOXHO Ha-
3bIBaTh TaKylO CMeHy pPeBOJIIOIVeV], HO Beldb 3TO
BCe-TaKM Hecepbe3Ho. Pasymeercs, g 1 Terepb
XeJs1asl Obl, YTOO BO PpaHIIMM CO30aI0Ch IIPaBO-
BO€ TOCYIapCTBO, OoJlee VI MeHee COOTBETCTBY-
rortee maesiMm Monrecksé. Ho, comtacurecs, 31O
Bce He TO... [loueMy 5T oM He HAYHYT PeBO-
JIOIMY € cammx cebs? V1 mmoueMy OHM CUMTAOT
cebs mmocsteoBatessiMu Pycco?.. Pycco, — ckasait
OH C yBaXkeHMeM, — VIMeJI B By COBepIIIeHHO
apyroe. <...>

Topko B MOeM yueHWM — IIOIJIMHHAsg pe-
BOJIIOIINS, PeBOIonMs fyXa. VI moromy cambre
BpeJiHble, caMble OIlacHbIe JIFOJIM 3TO He [laHTOH
v He Pobecribep, a Te, KOTOpBIe MeIIai0T MHe BbI-
CKa3bpIBaTh MOV MBIC/II. Pa3Be MOXKHO 3aIrperniaTh
rponsBenennst Kanra?.. (Tam xe).

[TpriMepoB, MPOTUBOIIOJIOKHBIX 3TOVI TOMUHW-
pyioment criwmsanymu B ayxe IeviHe, B pycckom
amTepaTrype odeHb Masio. CKopee MCKIIIOYeHVeM
OKa3bIBaIOTCs pasMbluieHns B poMane A. H. Tosn-
croro «Xmypoe yrpo» (1941): «...dusmocodpus-To,
JIOTVIKA-TO KOPPeKTUPYIOTCs, KaK CTpennba, BU-
ZIVIMOVI 11€JIBIO, IJTy OOKVIM ITO3HaHVEeM XXM3HEeHHBIX
CTOJIKHOBeHUT... Peposroniniss — 370 Tebe He DM-
Manym Kauth» (Toricron, 1947, c. 33).

TonkoBaHue AjlaHOBa OTIMYAJIOCh OT Hpeq-
IIIECTBYIOIIVIX TEM, UTO, XOTSI OHO V1 OBIJIO HaBeHO
B TOM uuiciie [eliHe, OTHAKO, B OT/IMYMe OT APYTHX
ITOKJIOHHVKOB HEMeIIKOTrO I103Ta, IvcaTesIb OCHO-
BbIBaJICA 3[1eCh Ha 3HAHMM HEKOTOPBbIX KaHTOB-
CKMX ITPOM3BEeHN, BKJIIOYasl Te, B KOTOPbIX CO-
JlepKajIvich KaHTOBCKMe BBbICKas3blBaHMsA O ppaH-
11y3CKOV peBosonny. PaBHbIM 00pa3oM Ha MCTO-
pUI¥ecKmy MaTepuall OlMpaiach M HeKasl peBo-
monyonnsanusa gprtocodpnn Kanra B Poccnm co
croponbl A. VI Tepuiena. OH cpaBHMBaeT BHeII-
Huit ook KanTta n Pobecribepa (I'eprien, 1954,
c. 305), Ho, oxoxe, He Ha ocHOBe [erHe. B «BbI-
oM u tyMax» (1855) Teprien Bciomunaer «Kan-
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“It is a widespread misconception that what
is happening in France is a revolution... I con-
fess that I myself thought that way and was
carried away by the French events. But now I
understand it is all a cheat, and I have lost inter-
est in them. In France one group of people has
replaced another group and has seized power
from it. Of course you can call this change a
revolution, but this is not serious. Surely, I still
would like to see a law-governed state in France
corresponding more or less to the ideas of Mon-
tesquieu. But you would agree, wouldn't you,
that this is not the real stuff?... Why don’t these
people begin the revolution with themselves?
And why do they consider themselves to be
the followers of Rousseau?... Rousseau, he said
respectfully, had something totally different in
mind” [...].

“Only my teaching is a genuine revolution,
the revolution of the spirit. That is why the
most harmful, the most dangerous people are
not Danton or Robespierre, but those who pre-
vent me from expressing my thoughts. How
can you forbid Kant?...” (ibid.).

There are very few voices in Russian liter-
ature that challenge the prevalent Heine-like
stylisation. One such exception is the reflec-
tions in Alexei Tolstoy’s novel A Gloomy Morn-
ing (1941): “[...] philosophy, logic is corrected,
like shooting, by the visible target, deep insight
into life’s clashes... Revolution is not your Im-
manuel Kant!” (Tolstoy, 1947, p. 33).

Aldanov’s interpretation differed from pre-
vious ones because, although it did take its cue
from Heine, among others, unlike other fans
of the German poet, he knew some of Kant's
works, including those which contained Kant’s
remarks about the French Revolution. Like-
wise, Herzen proceeded from historical materi-
al in tending to revolutionise Kant’s philosophy.
He compares the appearance of Kant and Robe-
spierre (Herzen, 1956, p. 295), but it is unlikely
that his words derive from Heine. In My Past
and Thoughts (1855) Herzen (1982, p. 532) recalls
“Kant taking off his velvet cap at the news of the
proclamation of the republic in 1792 and repeat-
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Ta, CHSBIIIETO OapxaTHYIO IIarlouKy IIPV BECTU O
IpoBo3ryiaieHnn pecnyonmkm 1792 roga m mo-
BTOpMBIIIETO “HbIHe oTmyIraemmt”’ CrmeoHa-00-
ronpummia» (lepren, 1957, c. 299; cp. JIk. 2: 29—
32). OH He yKa3aJl HUKaKOrO MCTOYHMKA, OJHAKO
€ro MOXXHO BOCCTaHOBUTE. B periensun Ha 6uorpa-
duro Karra @. B. IllyGepTa 13BeCTHBIVI MCTOPUIK,
Iy OJIMIIVCT, «JIeTOIVICeIl» CBOETro BpeMeHU U IIpe-
KpacCHBIVI 3HaTOK pyccKovt KynbsTypel Kapit Asrycr
®dapuxareH ¢oH DH3e nepefiasl pacckas, CJIbIIIAH-
HbBIM M oKoJ10 1818 1. oT 3HaBmero Kanra ®@pu-
npvixa Asrycra ¢oH llIrsremana:

Korpa uepes rasers! 66010 cooOIIIeHO O IIpO-
Bosmamenuy Opanirysckon peciry6ivku, Kanr,
KOTOPBIVI KO BceM coObITHsIM P paHITy3CcKOV PeBo-
JTIOITVVI OTHOCWJICS C TeIUIBIM yJacTueM, cO cile-
3aMI Ha IJla3ax cKasajl HeCKOJIbKVM CBOVIM JIpy-
3bsIM, Cpefu KOTOphIx ObUT Takke u ITareman:
«Cermgac s mMory ckasaTh, kKak Cumeon: Heine
ormyckaels paba Tsoero, Brambixo, 1o cioBy
TBoeMy, ¢ MUpPOM, ITOCIIe TOTO Kak s BUIeNI 3TOT
ZleHb criaceHMs». 11t Hero Bo D paHITy3CKyIo pe-
BOJIIOIIVIO BIUIEJIVICH BCe BakKHbIE yCTpeMJIeHVs
yeJIoBevYecTBa, ¥ OH Hajlesyics Ha TO, YTO OHW,
IIOYTH ITOTepsIHHBIE B IIPeCTYIUIeHUSIX aHaApXUW,
OyyT criaceHBI CHOBa ITpY Tlepexojie K yIopsiIo-
ueHHOMY NpaBuTesIbcTBy (Varnhagen von Ense,
1843, S. 755; cp. B mHOM penmaxuym: Varnhagen
von Ense, 1869, S. 187).

Oxkasasmv JIv 3Tu JIOMapKCOBCKIe CpaBHeHUS 1
apasuIesivi KaHTOBCKOM dprstocodpmm 1 ppaHITys-
CKOVI PEeBOJIIOLIVV BIIVISHVIe Ha POCCUVICKYIO COLIM-
aJI-1eMOKpaTuIo?

3. Pycckme conmasi-IeMoKpaThl
u B3I1s1bI MapKkca Ha oTHorueHme KaHTa
K paHILy3CKOVI PeBOJTIOIMN

ITponomxas Tpamunum AnpaHosa, A. besoro
1 A. A. briioka (cm.: Kpymios, 2010), aBcTpuiickmi
nposank n gpamarypr Tomac beprxapm B mbece
«Mmmanymn Kant» (1978) onuceiBaer myTerre-
CTBUe KEHUTcOeprckoro dniocoda ¢ Cympyrom m
roryraeM Ha kopabste B Amepuky. OnHO 13 KaH-
TOBCKMX Pa3MBIIIUIEHNI TAe-TO B ATJIaHTUKE 3BY-
YUT B 3TOV IIbece TaK:
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ing, ‘Now lettest Thou Thy servant depart™
He does not indicate the source, but it can be re-
stored. In the review of the Kant biography by
Friedrich Wilhelm Schubert, Karl August Varn-
hagen von Ense, a well-known historian, jour-
nalist, “chronicler” of his time and a connoisseur
of Russian culture, relates an account he had
heard circa 1818 from (Christian) Friedrich Au-
gust von Staegemann who knew Kant:

When the newspapers reported the estab-
lishment of the French Republic Kant, who had
warm sympathy for all the events of the French
Revolution, told several of his friends, among
whom was Staegemann: “Now I can say like
Simeon: ‘Lord, now you are letting your ser-
vant depart in peace, according to your word,
for my eyes have seen your salvation.”” For him
all the important aspirations of mankind were
intertwined with the French Revolution, and
he hoped that these, almost lost in the crimes
of anarchy, would be saved again in the tran-
sition to an ordered government® (Varnhagen
von Ense, 1843, p. 755; cf. in a different edition:
Varnhagen von Ense, 1869, p. 187).

Did these pre-Marxian comparisons and
parallels between Kant’s philosophy and the
French Revolution have an impact on the Rus-
sian Social-Democrats?

3. Russian Social-Democrats
and Marx’s Views on Kant’s Attitude
to the French Revolution

Following the tradition of Aldanov, Andrey
Bely and Alexander Blok (see Krouglov, 2010),
the Austrian novelist and playwright Thomas

12 Cf. Luke 2: 29-32.

B “Als die Stiftung der Franzdsischen Republik durch
die Zeitungen verkiindet wurde, sagte Kant, der allen
Erscheinungen der franzdsischen Ravolution warmen Anteil
gewidmet hatte, mit Trinen in den Augen zu mehreren
Freunden, unter denen auch Stigemann war: ‘Jetzt kann
ich sagen, wie Simeon: Herr, lasse Deinen Diener in Frieden
fahren, nachdem ich diesen Tag des Heils gesehen!” Ihm waren
in die franzdsische Revolution alle wichtige Anliegen der
Menscheit verflochten, und er glaubte diese, in den Griueln
der Anarchie fast verlorenen, durch den Uebergang in
geordnete Regierung wieder gerettet.”
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Bor g cormmanmct

VICTMHHBIV U [IeVICTBUTEJIbHBIV COLTMAaJIVICT
BCe IIpoyee 3a01yXIeHe

VI KoMMyHM3M TOXe

TOJIBKO MOJTHAas OJ1aXb

Mapxkc HerogHIK

A sTOT GenHbINI cs1aboyMHBIN JleHnH
COBepIIIeHHO ITpeBpaTHO MeHs VCTOIKOBaJI
(beprxapz, 1999, c. 273)

OrnpaBraHHBI 1M ObUIM BO3MYILEHNS JIUTepa-
TypHoro KanTa B nbece bepraxapma?

B 3HaumTeIbHOM CTeIIeH M TIO3UIINS PYCCKOV CO-
LIaJI-IeMOKpaTuM IIo oTHoIIeH Mo K KaHTy ompe-
nensiyack 1ByMa dpurypammu — I B. ITnexanoBsim
u Jleanneiv. KanTosckas dpvtocodris saTparvsa-
eTcs B LiesioM psane counHeHm [nexanosa c 1898
1o 1916 r.— B mpuMeUaHMIX K PYCCKOMY IIepeBO-
oy coumHeHMs DHrenbca «JIronsur denepbax n
KOHeIl HeMeIIKOV KJlaccuyeckom dutocodr»
(1-e m3panme — 1892, 2-e m3manme — 1905r), cTa-
Thsax «Konpazn HIMuar nporus Kapriia Mapkca n
®punpuxa DHresbca» (1898), «Marepuaism v
KaHTH3M» (1899), «Cant mporus Kanra wm my-
XOBHOe 3aBelllaHVe T. bepHiiTerHa» (1901), «Eme
o BoHe» (1915), a TaxXKe MIpPeONCIOBUM K KHUTe
A.M. [lebopura «BeefeHne B dvtocodpmro aya-
JIeKTI4YecKoro MarepuaansmMa» (1916). Onaako BO
BCeX 3TVIX MHOTOYMCIIEHHBIX paboTax MHe He U3-
BECTHO HMKaKMX IONBITOK [liexaHoBa cOmmsmTh
HeMellKyIo dwiocodpuio KaHTta 1 dpaHIry3cKyio
pesoitoniio. bostee Toro, B ominume ot JlennHa
[TrilexaHOB MHaue BUJIesI MICTOPUYECKYIO POJIb He-
MeITKOVI KjlaccudecKon dustocodnit: He ee, a Ma-
Tepran3M CIMHO3BI OH paccMaTpvBall B Kade-
CTBe MICTOYHVIKa MapKkcm3Ma (cM.: [ irexaros, 1956a,
c. 386; ITnexanos, 19576, c. 75—76)". B npumevanm-
gIX K COOCTBEHHOMY IlepeBofy DHTrejlbca OH ITOf-
YepKHYJL «...B cBoeri KHure o I'epmanvm [erire ro-
pas3fo OoJIblile pacIpOCTPaHSIeTCs O PeBOJIIOIIVIOH-
HOM, <— OueHb IIpeyBeIMYeHHOe 1M,> — 3Haue-
Hyn KaHTa (ero “Kpurukm umcroro pasyma”), uem
Terersi» (ITmexanoB, 19560, c. 453). HekoTopoe co-

7 Cwm. 00 atom noripobree: (Krouglov, 2018).

73

A.N. Krouglov

Bernhard in his play Immanuel Kant (1978) de-
scribes Kant’s journey to America on board a
ship together with his wife and parrot. One of
Kant’s reflections somewhere in the middle of
the Atlantic goes like this:

I am a socialist

a true and a real socialist

all the rest is delusion
Communism is

also a fad

Marx is a rascal

And the poor feeble-minded Lenin
totally perverted me'

(Bernhard, 1983, p. 633)

Did the literary Kant in Bernhard’s play
have a point?

The attitude of Russian Social-Democrats
to Kant was to a large extent determined by
two figures, Georgy V. Plekhanov and Lenin.
Plekhanov touches upon Kant’s philosophy in
many works written between 1898 and 1916,
in notes for the Russian translation of Engels’s
Ludwig Feuerbach and the End of Classical Ger-
man Philosophy (*1892, 21905), the articles “Con-
rad Schmidt Versus Karl Marx and Frederick
Engels” (1898), “Materialism or Kantianism”,
“Cant against Kant or Herr Bernstein’s Will
and Testament” (1901), “More about the War”
(1915), and the foreword to Abram M. De-
borin’s book Introduction to the Philosophy of
Dialectical Materialism (1916). However, in all
these numerous works I have not found any
attempts to link Kant’s philosophy and the
French Revolution. Moreover, Plekhanov had
a different view of the historical role of Classi-
cal German philosophy than Lenin: he consid-

4 “Ich bin Sozialist

der wahre der tatsichliche Sozialist
alles andere ist ein Irrtum

Und der Kommunismus

ist eine Modetorheit

Marx ein Tunichtgut

Der arme schwachsinnige Lenin
hat mich total mifiverstanden” .
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rocTaBpsieHVie PPaHITy3CKOVI peBOJTIOLNL V1 HeMell-
ko cprstococpun y IlnexaHosa Bce e BCTpedaeT-
Cs1, OfHaKoO Oe3 KOHCTaTallu KaKOro-TO BIIVISHMS
VIV Kay3aJIbHBIX CBs3€el], a CKopee ¢ aKIIeHTOM Ha
OrPOMHBIX pa3inumsx: «Bo @panuym ogHa peBo-
JIIOLIVSL CMeHsJIa IPYTYIOo, HOTpsicasi Y BOJIHYSI BeCh
MUp, a B 3TO BpeMs B IepmaHMM ITpomcxommia
OeckpoBHas Ooprba PrIOCOPCKMX CHCTEM: OTHa
cucTeMa 3aMeHsla Apyryio, — KaHT BbITecHsI
Bosedpa, Puxre BoiTecHs1 Kanta, T'eresrs BbITeC-
Hs1 DuxTe, 1 3Ta 60pbOa TOXKe CTPAIITHO BOIIHO-
Bajla MUp — MUP YUeHBIX U CTY[IeHTOB prtocod-
ckoro dakysbreTa» (ITnexanos, 1928, c. 327).

MHe He M3BeCTHO TakKXe HU €IMHOro oOpa-
meHns Jleamna K murare Mapkca o dutoco-
drm Kanra Kak «Teopumn ¢ppaHITy3CKOV PeBOJIIO-
IMM». BOJIBIeBMKYM, KOTOpble BCe JKe paccyKia-
JIVl Ha TeMBI PeBOJIIOLMM B paMKax TeX MJIV VIHBIX
VICTOPUKO-(P1IT0cOCKIIX CTOIIKOBAHVI, BOOOIIIE
OPVIXOOWIN K pagMKaIbHO MHBIM BBIBOJIAM, He-
XeJi caM MapKc B KOHKPeTHBIX OlleHKaX KaHTOB-
ckomt dvtocopum. Briagymump Muxariosuy Ily-
JIATUKOB B countHeHnM «OmpaBgaHme KarnuTasins-
Ma B 3amagHoeBporterickon dpwiocodmm (ot He-
Kaprta o O. Maxa)» o0bssw1 KaHTta mpencrasu-
TeJleM U BblpasuTesieM MaHydaKTypHOM prioco-
i, TOCKOJIBKY MMEHHO MaHYdaKTypa IIpoliBe-
TaJla B SKOHOMMYECKN OTcTasion IepmaHum Bpe-
MeH KéHurcOeprckoro dpuiocoda. VimeHHo 3ech
Y COHePXKUTCS WMCTOYHMK CXeMaTM4YecKoro IIo-
crpoenns dwiocopun Kanra: «..Bcs “Kpurnka
YMCTOro pa3yMa”’ ecTb He YTO MHOe, KaK yueHle O
TOM, C TIOMOIIIBIO CKOJIb MHOTOpa3/IMYHBIX, PacIIo-
JIO)KeHHBIX B IIOCIIeIOBATEIIBHOM, VepapX1UecKOM
HopsifIKe OpPraHU3aTOPCKUX MHCTAHIUM CyObeKT
IIpeBpalllaeT XaoC BHEIITHero Mypa B HeUTO 1iejIb-
Hoe 1 crpomHoe. KapTnHa CJI0KHOVI OpraHm3sa-
UM MaHYaKTYPHBIX MacTepCKMX BOCITPOU3BO-
nutca B getasisix» (ymarukos, 1908, c. 75—76).
Yepes Tpu roga mocjie Havajla IIEpBOVI PYCCKOV
pesomtoriym Hlynarukos 3assuir: «Obmacte du-
socodpmm — Hacrosmas bactmms OypxkyasHo
veonorviv. [1o cux mop i IITypMa ee CpaBHU-
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ered Spinoza’s materialism and not Classical
German philosophy to be a source of Marx-
ism (see Plekhanov, 1974a, p. 363; Plekhanov,
1976, pp. 72)."° In the notes to his own transla-
tion of Engels he stressed: “[...] in his book on
Germany, Heine dwells far more on the revolu-
tionary significance [which he greatly exagger-
ated] of Kant (his Criticism of Pure Reason) than
of Hegel” (Plekhanov, 1974b, p. 430). Still, Ple-
khanov does occasionally compare the French
Revolution with German philosophy though
he does not write about any influences or caus-
al links, but rather stresses the huge differenc-
es: “In France one revolution followed another,
shaking and agitating the world, whereas in
Germany a bloodless clash of philosophical sys-
tems was taking place: one system was replac-
ing another — Kant was ousting Wolff, Fichte
was ousting Kant and Hegel was ousting Fichte
and this struggle terribly excited the world, the
world of scholars and philosophical students”
(Plekhanov, 1928, p. 327).

Similarly, I am not aware of Lenin ever turn-
ing to Marx’s quotation about Kant’s philoso-
phy as “the theory of the French Revolution”.
The Bolsheviks, insofar as they reflected on
revolution in the framework of various his-
torical-philosophical interpretations, arrived
at conclusions that were radically different
from Marx’s in assessing Kant’s philosophy.
Vladimir M. Shulyatikov in his book Justifica-
tion of Capitalism in West European Philosophy
(From Descartes to E. Mach) declared Kant to be
a representative and proponent of manufacto-
ry philosophy because manufacture flourished
in economically backward Germany during
Kant’s time. Herein lies the source of Kant’s
philosophical schema: “[...] the whole Critique
of Pure Reason is but a teaching about how, with
the aid of diverse organisational instances ar-
ranged in a sequential, hierarchical order, the
subject turns the chaos of the external world

5 For more on this see Krouglov (2018).



TeJIBHO MaJlo cfiejlaHo. VI MOMeHT pelTeITbHOTO
IITypMa elrle He HacTynu1. Ho, Bo BcakoM citydae,
oH mpubmoKaercs. V1 oT Hac, MapKCUCTOB, 3aBU-
cuT ero HacryrwleHue» (Tam xe, c. 148—149). O6-
pallleHMe 3TO O3HaudaeT B TOM umcile pasoliiade-
HVe MeJIKOOyp>KyasHom dwiocodpum Bpoae KaH-
TOBCKOVI KaK Takom dpwiocodnm, KoTopasi Bblpa-
KaeT M 3allIMIIaeT MHTePeCkl Yy KIIbIX KIIaccoB®.
Taxum oGpasom, mormom nmrata Mapkca mmpo
«HEeMeITKYI0 Teopuio (PpaHITy3CKOV PeBOJIIOLIVIT»
cTasIa y>ke I1ociie modepl pesosttorim B Poccum n
B KauecTBe KaHOHWMYECKOVI OKOHYATeIbHO yTBep-
IVIIach JIVIIE TI0CTIe OKoH4YaHMs Beskon Oreye-
CTBEHHOVI BOVIHBIL. DTO SIBHBIM 00pa30M JI0Ka3bIBa-
eT VICTOPWS, IIPUKJIIOUMBIIIAsACS BO BpeMs BOVIHBI C
TpeTbM TOMOM «VIcTopun dprtocodr».

4. KaHT 1 ¢ppaHILy3CcKas peBOIIONMS
B TpeThbeM ToMe
«Mctopum pntocodpmm» (1943)

Ecim obpatuthbcsi K BIMSATENIBHOMY yued-
HUKY [IMaJIeKTUYecKoro Marepuajin3Ma Hada-
na 1930-x rr. nox, pemakiuert M. b. MuTtnna, mMo-
XXeT CJIOKMUTbCS BIledaT/leHVe, 4TO yXKe Torja Ka-
HOHMYecKas OIlleHKa Borpoca o Kanre 1 dpan-
IIy3CKOVI PeBOJIIOLIMY BIIOJIHe CJIOXKMIIack. Tak,
110 OTHOIIEHMIO KO BCell HeMellKovl dpviocodmm
ot Kanra mo I'.B. @. Iereniss B pasperne «/Ictopu-
yecKye KOPHM MapKCU3Ma», CJIe[yIOIeM 3a pas-
nesioM «I'pyt MICTOYHMKA I TPY COCTABHBIX YaCTU
MapKcusMa», yTBepxaaercs: «Kilaccuueckas He-
MellKas dritocodusi IIpopeiBaeT 0L, BIVISIHUEM
Bemnmuxont dpanitysckont pesosonnm Metadpmsu-
yecKmy Tynuk OypskyasHov Teopum. Ho oHa mpo-
peIBaeT MeTapm3MKy Ha udeasucmuyueckoil OCHO-
Be, OTOXIECTBJISISI Pa3BUTHE OBITVS C PasBUTIEM

8 Cp. Ilnexaros o Llymnarukose: «Y Hero BBIXOOUT Tak,
uTo Korga KaHT miicart o HymeHax 1 dpeHOMeHaX, TO OH He
TOJIBKO VIM€JI B BUIY pa3/IN4Hble OOIIeCTBEHHbIe KIIacChl,
HO TakXe — IIO BBbIPaXXEHWMIO CTapyXV-UYMHOBHMWIIBI
I'. Ycrerckoro — “HOpoBwWI B KapMaH~ OJTHOTO M3 3TMX
KJIacCOB, MMeHHO Oypxxyasum» ([Liexaros, 1957a, c. 325).
ITrrexaHoB ccputaeTcs Ha nepcoHaxa I'. V. YcreHckoro B
ero nnpowmsseneHnn «Pasopenne» (1869).
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into something whole and streamlined. The
picture of the complex organisation of man-
ufactory workshops is reproduced in detail”
(Shulyatikov, 1908, pp. 75-76). Three years after
the beginning of the First Russian Revolution
Shulyatikov said: “The area of philosophy is a
veritable Bastille of bourgeois ideology. To date
comparatively little has been done to storm it.
The moment for a decisive storm has not yet
come. But it is certainly approaching. Its arriv-
al depends on us Marxists” (ibid., pp. 148-149).
In a certain way this statement exposes petty
bourgeois philosophy such as Kant’s as a phi-
losophy that expresses and defends the inter-
ests of alien classes.

So, Marx’s quotation about “the German the-
ory of the French Revolution” did not become
a dogma until after the victory of the Russian
Revolution and finally became canonised only
after the end of World War II. This is amply
borne out by the affair with the third volume of
The History of Philosophy during the war.

4. Kant and the French Revolution
in the Third Volume
of The History of Philosophy (1943)

If we turn to the influential early 1930s text-
book, Dialectical and Historical Materialism,
edited by Mark B. Mitin we may get the im-
pression that the canonical view of the issue of
Kant and the French Revolution was firmly es-
tablished by the 1930s. Thus, with regard to the
whole of German philosophy from Kant to He-
gel the section “Historical Roots of Marxism”
following the section on “The Three Sources
and Three Component Parts of Marxism”

16 Cf. Plekhanov (1976b, p. 305) on Shulyatikov:
“According to him, when Kant wrote about noumena
and phenomena, he not only had in mind various social
classes, but also, to use the expression of the old wife
of one of Uspensky’s bureaucrats, he ‘aimed at the
pocket” of one of these classes, namely, the bourgeoisie.”
Plekhanov was referring to a character from Gleb 1.
Uspensky’s book of essays and stories Ruination (1869).
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MBIITUIeHNS» (yayIeKTaecKmit 1 ICTOPVYeCKMT
MatepmainsM, 1934, c. 17). B cBoro odeperp, B pas-
nerte «dyammsm KaHTa 11 coBpeMeHHOe KaHTVaH-
CTBO» Oe3 yKasaHMs Ha3BaHMsl PabOTEI TOBOPUTCSL:
«Mapkc HeapoM HasbiBajl driocodpuio KanTa
“HeMe1IKoV Teopuen (PPaHITy3CKOV PEeBOJTION.
OHa omHOM pyKoOVI cBepraeT Oora, Opyrov CHO-
Ba BO3BOIWT €ro Ha TPOH; OHA IIBITAeTCS OTTOJI-
KHYTBCS OT MJIeasIi3Ma, HO OTIIAThIBAeTCs B yKa-
Ce OT CTOSIIIIETO IIepe] Hevl MaTepuaI3Ma 1 BHOBb
Horpy>kaeTcs B Iy4YMHY MAeaINCTIYeCKIIX CIIeKY-
s (Tam ke, . 63). OmHaKO HavaBIIASICS BOVI-
Ha CYILIeCTBeHHO VM3MeHWIa CUTYalVIO.

B 1943 r. Miucturyt dwiocopum AH CCCP
BBIIYCTWMJI TpeTuit ToM «Vctopum dpuiocodmm»,
O671pIIIast 4acTh KOTOPOro ObUIa IOCBAINEHa Kak
pa3 Hemellkon Ki1accudeckon dvutocodpmnt’. Tom
cofiepkajl KpaTkoe ITpefiyBeroMyieHe «OT petak-
nymn»: «HacTodm ToM BBIXOOUT B CypoBble JHU
Benuxort OTeuecTBeHHOVI BOVIHBI IIPOTUB alliu-
CTCKMX 3aXBaT4YMKOB. 3aTOIMBIIVE MUP B Mope
KPOBU 1 cJjle3 ¢alliCcTCKyie BapBapbl OCKBEPHSIIOT
BCe JIyulllVie MjleaIbl U JIOCTVIKEeHWSI eBPOIIeVICKOV
KyJIBTYpbL I'ps3HBIM caIlloroM pacTonTaylii OHM
ObUIble KYJIBTYpHBle Tpaguuuu lepmanum» (Ot
penakiimmy, 1943). IltaBy o KaHTe B aTOM M3maHmm
Harmca1 B. @. AcMyc, KOTOPBITI HECKOJIIBKMM Me-
csllaMy paHee yke omy0svkoBast oporrropy «®Da-
ImMcTcKasg dabcudmKalysa KiIacCudecKoy He-
MeIIKon putocodpu». DTo HeOOJIbIIIoe COoUlHe-
HVie BO MHOT'OM BOCITPOV3BO T Te3MChl AcMyca 13
ero bostee paHHer ctaTbn «Pustocodckast KyJIbTy-
pa nop cartoroM dparmsmar» (Acmyc, 1936). Acmyc
IpoaosDKmII B Opornrope Takke 1 fesio I K. bam-
MeJid, orryormkoBasiero B 1936 r. crarsio «O da-
mysanum ucropum dwiocodpun B lepmanvm». B
pabore bamMmessi mpuCyTCTBYIOT MHOIOYMCIIEH-
Hble OUTaThl 13 MapKca v DHreJibca, OfHaKO MHTe-
pecyromas Hac 1uTara n3 «Puocodckoro MaHM-
drecTa MCTOpIMUECKON HIKOJIBI ITpaBa» JaHa JINIIb
Kak Iapadpas: «[IporeTapmar MOXeT TOPHUTH-
csl TeM, YTO, HeCMOTpPsI Ha MeNIaHCKYIO OrpaHu-

? Cwm. 06 aToMm nonipobree: (Kpyrtos, 2020).
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makes this claim: “Classical German philoso-
phy, under the influence of the Great French
Revolution, breaks the methodological dead-
lock of bourgeois theory. But it does so on the
idealistic basis, identifying the development of
being with the development of thought” (Mi-
tin, 1934, p. 17). The section “Kant’s Dualism
and Modern Kantianism” claims, without cit-
ing chapter and verse: “It was no accident
that Marx called Kant’s philosophy ‘the Ger-
man theory of the French Revolution’. With
one hand it overthrows God and with the oth-
er again enthrones him, it tries to distance it-
self from idealism, but shrinks in horror in the
face of materialism to plunge again in the mire
of idealistic speculations” (ibid., p. 63). How-
ever, the start of the war brought a significant
change to the situation.

In 1943 the USSR Academy of Sciences” In-
stitute of Philosophy published the third vol-
ume of The History of Philosophy, most of which
was devoted to Classical German philoso-
phy."” The volume contained a short prefato-
ry note “From the Editors”: “This volume is
coming out in the grim days of the Great Patri-
otic War against the Fascist invaders. The Fas-
cist barbarians, who have flooded the world
in a sea of blood and tears, are desecrating the
best ideals and achievements of European cul-
ture. They have trampled down with their dirty
jackboot the former cultural traditions of Ger-
many” (Aleksandrov, et al., 1943). The chapter
on Kant in this book was written by Valentin
F. Asmus, who had several months earlier pub-
lished a pamphlet Fascist Falsifiction of Classical
German Philosophy. This short work is in many
ways a recap of his theses in an earlier article
“Philosophical Culture under the Fascist Jack-
boot” (Asmus, 1936). In the pamphlet Asmus
also picks up the topic of Grigory K. Bammel
who had published an article “On Fascisation
of the History of Philosophy in Germany” in

17" For more on this see Krouglov (2020).



YeHHOCTH U TYIOCTb IPYCCKOV MOHApXWV, HaJlo-
JKMBIIVX CUJIBHYIO ITedaTh Ha dwiocodpuro Kan-
Ta, Ouxre n lerers, B ix dprtocodckmx crcreMax
O6bUT cpopMyITMPOBaHbI UIIeN, IIPOrpeccUBHbBIE
IIJIsL CBOETO BpeMeHV, OTpakaBIIIMie Ha HemelyKoul
noufe vimeornorno Bermkon dppaHITy3cKom peBo-
JTIOITNV, €BPOIIETICKMX Oyp>Kya3HBIX PeBOJIFOLIVIL»
(bammers, 1936, c. 242). B cBoro ouepens, AcMyc B
Oporrope 1942 r. 1B IOTYEPKHYIL: « DTOT UCTO-
prueckum KaHT, amosioreT v mpornaraHanucT pac-
CyZKa, HeMelIKmi TeopeTuk I IpocserieHis 11 Oyp-
JKyasHOVI (bpaHqu»CKor?[ peBostroLM, He HyXXeH
coBppeMeHHOMY dammsmy» (Acmyc, 1942, c. 17).

B rmaBe o Kanre B «VcTopum drtocodpmm»
KpUTHMKa CBefleHa [10 MMHMMYMa, HaCKOJIBKO 3TO
BOOOIIle BO3MOXXHO, XOTSI M IIPUCYTCTByeT KakK B
cobcTBeHHO I71aBe 0 KaHTe, Tak 1 B I71aBe 0 [erete:

Jlygmme ympl I'epmMaHmy HepBOVI IIOJIOBU-
HBl XIX B. He CMOITIM YCTOATH IIPOTWUB HAalVO-
HaJIbHOW HeMeIIKOV CTUXUM — QUIncTepCcTBa.
JIBOVICTBEHHOCTh ¥ TIOJIOBMHYATOCTH KaHTa,
dwmcrepckme depTel ['éTe, KMWIMBBIN HAIIVIO-
HaymsM Duixre, Mpakobecue nosaHero Hlermn-
ra, npexjoHeHue I'eresia meper, peakIIOHHBIM
IIPYCCKMM FOCyJapCTBOM — BCe 9TO ABJICHVS Of1-
HOTO NOPSIKa: JaHb ITOJIUTVYECKOV OTCTaJIOCTH
F'epmanym B ee Groprepckont KocHocTH ([Bpixos-
ckmm?], 1943, c. 301).

Acmyc momuepkmBaeT, uTo ppaHITy3cKas pe-
BOJIIOIINSL CTasla OIHVIM M3 TpeX COOBITMII, Hapy-
IITVBIIIVIX PACIIOPSIIIOK TVIXOVI KM3HY KEHUTCOepr-
ckoro dwmtocoda: «B coberrmsix dpaHirysckont pe-
Bormory KaHT Bujies MOMBITKY MCTOPUMYECKOro
OCYIIIeCTBJIEHNs HOBBIX WJIeasIoB IIpaBa W I'paXk-
JTAHCKOTO TIopsiyTka. KaHT He cKphIBaJI cBOero co-
4yBCTBEHHOI'O OTHOIIIeHMs K IlepesopoTy 1789 T,
a B COYVMHEHWN, TIOCBSAIIEHHOM ITpo0sieMaM IIpa-
Ba, PelIMTEeIbHO OTBeprayl peofasibHble HaciIem-
crBeHHBIe TpuBIITernm» ([Acmyc], 1943, c. 60). On-
HAKO OOCYy>XIIeHIe BOIIPOCOB PEBOJIIOLIVI BEJIOCh
Kanrom B «kpartHe aOcTpakTHOM (priytocodckon
dopme» (TaMm ke), UTO MO3BOIMIIO eMy M30€XaThb
IIpecsIefIOBaHMI CO CTOPOHBI IIPYCCKOTO KOPOJISL.
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1936. Bammel’s work is replete with quotations
from Marx and Engels, but the quotation from
“The Philosophical Manifesto of the Historical
School of Law” is only paraphrased: “The pro-
letariat can be proud that, in spite of the phil-
istine narrow-mindedness and stupidity of the
Prussian monarchy which left a strong imprint
on the philosophy of Kant, Fichte and Hegel,
their philosophical systems formulated the ide-
as that were progressive for their time reflect-
ing on German soil the ideology of the Great
French Revolution, the European bourgeois
revolutions” (Bammel, 1936, p. 242). In turn,
Asmus (1942, p. 17) in his pamphlet merely
stressed: “Modern Fascism does not need this
historical Kant, apologist and propagandist of
reason, the German theorist of Enlightenment
and the bourgeois French Revolution.”

The Kant chapter in The History of Philosophy
keeps critique down to a minimum although
it is present in the chapter on Kant and in the
chapter on Hegel:

The best brains of Germany in the first half
of the nineteenth century could not resist the
national German feature of philistinism. The
duality and ambivalence of Kant, philistine
traits in Goethe, the arrogant nationalism of
Fichte, obscurantism of the later Schelling,
Hegel’s worship of the reactionary Prussian
state — all these are phenomena of the same
order: a tribute to the political backwardness of
Germany and its philistine narrow-mindedness
([Bykhovsky?], 1943, p. 301).

Asmus stresses that the French Revolution
was one of the three events that upset the tran-
quil tempo of Kant's life: “Kant saw the events
of the French Revolution as a historic attempt
to implement the new ideals of law and civil
order. Kant did not hide his sympathy for the
1789 coup and in a work on the problems of
law resolutely rejected the feudal inheritance
privileges” ([Asmus], 1943, p. 60). However,
Kant’s discussion of revolutionary issues had
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Kak m B mipepIay X MapKCUCTCKIIX paboTax,
y AcMmyca, HecMOTPsl Ha MHOT'OUVICJIeHHbIe CHOCKI
Ha KJIaCCUKOB, IIpsiMasi OTChUIKa K paboTe Mapkca
B cjIy4ae oOcyXaeHs: ppaHITy3CKOV PeBOIIOLII
CTpaHHBIM 00pa3oOM OTCYTCTBYeT:

KaHT BBICTyIIaeT KakK «HEMEIKUII TeOPeTMK
dpaHITy3CcKOV peBOTIOINI». DTa XapaKTepUCT-
Ka dwrocopum Kanra, mprnamiexaras Mapk-
Cy ¥ DHIeJIbCy, OUeHb TOYHO OIpesiesisieT CBOeo-
6pa3v1e ncropudeckom ponmu Kanra. Eciu vimen
dpaHITy3cKOT peBOIOUMM IVt codepiKkaniie
npakTmdeckont pmtococdpun Kanra, To mcropu-
yecKas OTCTAJIOCTh HEMEITKOTO 00IIecTBeHHO-TI0-
JIUTUYECKOTO PasBUTW, OTpakeHHas B pa3Bu-
TUM HEeMeIKOVI WeoJIoruy, oOycsIoBmIa cBoe-
obOpasHyo ¢pusocogpckyro popmy, B KOTOPYIO 3TO
comep>xaHme oTIock. OcHOBaHHBIN BO PpaH-
LIV Ha JeVICTBUTEITbHBIX KJIAaCCOBBIX MHTepecax,
dpaniry3ckmit bepaansM IPUHSII B CO3HAHUN
HeMeIIKMX p1I0codOB, BEIpaKaBIIMX MHTEPECk
HEMEIIKOTO OIoprepcTBa, VJUIIO30PHBIV, MVCTU-
durmposanss g, ([Acmyc], 1943, c. 99).

Haxkomner, AcMyc crierimaJibHO OTMeTWJI, YTO
KaHT «HaumcTo oTKasaa NoggaHHBIM B IIpaBe Co-
niporuseHys. [lonoxeHne 3T0, oTpuliaBIiee IIpa-
BOMEPHOCTB PEBOJIIOLIVIOHHOV OOPHOBI, 000CHOBBI-
Basiock y KanTa codpmzmamum, pnmictepcTBo KOTO-
PBIX CIIOCOOHO IIpMBecTM B M3yMileHMe» (Tam xe,
c. 123). Takmm oOpaszom, B «VcTtopum dprtocodprn»,
IIOXKaJTyV1, BIIEpBbIe B pPabOTaX OTeYeCTBEHHBIX
MapKCVCTOB IIPUCYTCTBYET He HAYeTHUYECTBO, a
TIOITBITKA pa300paThcsi B TOM YWCIIe VI B COOCTBEH-
HBIX KAHTOBCKVIX BBICKA3bIBAHMSIX O PPaHITy3CKOM
pesormoumit’’, He KmBast Ha Mapkca 1 DHresibca.

10 B ommmune o pwIocodcKmx paboT, B MCTOPUIECKMX
VICCII[TOBAHVISIX TOTO BpeMeHV MbI MOXKEM BCTPETUTh ITYCTh
VI CKAaTBIVI, HO JOCTaTOYHO ITOJIHBIVI 0030p BBICKAa3bIBAHW
KanTa o ¢dpaHITy3cKOVI peBOIIOINN, a TaKKe ITOIBITKI
PEKOHCTPYKIIMM KaHTOBCKOI'O OTHOIIIEHVISI K PeBOJIIOLIVV,
Y TIpW 3TOM WCTOPUKM TOUYHO YKas3bIBAalOT VICTOYHVIK
mmuratel u3 Mapkca (cm.: Momkosekasg, 1941). B
dwtocodckmnx xe padorax JOMMHMPOBAI VHOW CTWIIb.
Tak, [1ebopnr B crope c JI. V1. Akcenspor (OpTopoxc)
o MaTepuam3Me CIIMHO3BI 00paTMIICs K OIMITOHEHTY CO
cremytomyM IpusbiBoM: «[lycTe Akcenbpos HpuBemer
XOTs ObI OITHY IIUTATy W3 courHeHMV Mapkca, DHrebca,
ITnexanosa, Jlemmua, Koropble mHOATBEpOWIN OB
IIPaBWIBHOCTD ee TOUKM 3peHms» ([deGopun, 1927, c. 20).
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“an extremely abstract philosophical form”
(ibid.), which was one of the reasons why the
Prussian king did not persecute him.

As in his previous Marxist works, Asmus,
in discussing the French Revolution, in spite of
numerous references to the classics, strangely
avoids direct reference to Marx’s work:

Kantis presented as “a German theorist of the
French Revolution.” This description of Kant’s
philosophy by Marx and Engels pinpoints the
peculiar historical role of Kant. While the ideas
of the French Revolution provided the content
of Kant’s practical philosophy, the historical
backwardness of the German social-political
development reflected in the development of
the German ideology provided the philosophical
form in which this content was cast. Based in
France on real class interests, French liberalism
assumed an illusory, mystified character in the
consciousness of German philosophers who ex-
pressed the interests of the German bourgeoisie
([Asmus], 1943, p. 99).

Finally, Asmus stresses that Kant “flat-
ly denied the subjects the right to resist. Kant
bolstered this proposition which denied the le-
gitimacy of revolutionary struggle with soph-
isms whose philistinism is mind-boggling”
(ibid., p. 123). Thus, in The History of Philosophy
we find, perhaps for the first time in the works
of Soviet Marxists, not tired clichés, but an at-
tempt to sort out Kant’s pronouncements about
the French Revolution’ without invoking the
authority of Marx and Engels.

8 As distinct from philosophical works, historical
studies of the time do contain an admittedly brief, but
sufficiently comprehensive, review of Kant’s remarks
about the French Revolution and attempt to reconstruct
Kant's attitude to the revolution, with the historians
precisely indicating the source of Marx quotation (cf.
Moshkovskaya, 1941). A different style prevailed in
philosophical works. Thus, Deborin (1927, p. 20), in a
dispute with Liubov I. Akselrod (Orthodox) on Spinoza’s
materialism, challenged his opponent in this way: “Let
Akselrod cite at least one quotation from Marx, Engels,
Plekhanov or Lenin that would corroborate her point of
view.”



IlepBoHadaibHO 3a BCe TPM TOMa JIAHHOTO W3-
maHMs ObUla mpucykaeHa CrajyHCKas IIpeMus.
Ho B 1944 1. xypHai1 «bosbleBrk» omry0sImKoBail
niocrarosileHvie LIK BKII(6) «O HemoctaTkax m
ombKax B OCBeIIeHMM MCTOPUM HeMelKon du-
sococpmmt koH1ta XVIII 1 Hauasa XIX BB.», cTaBllee
VITOrOM JIOJITOTO pasOmparesibcTBa. [j1s1 aBTOpOB
J1es10 00OIIIIOCH Oe3 perrpeccil, XOTs 3aJHVIM 9VIC-
oM Kommrer no CrajyiMHCKMM OpeMUsIM W JIV-
LIVJI TPETUVi TOM IIPUCYXXIEHHOV paHee Harpa-
L. OO vTor rocratosiieHus 1944 r. miacwr:

...B rnaBax III Toma «Vcropun dprtocodpmrr»,
rocesiiieHHbIX drutocodpmm Kanra, Orixre u [e-
rejis, JaeTcsl OMIMOOYHOe M3JI0KeHVe VCTOPUN
HeMenKom dprtocodpmm, mpeyBeMdmnBalollee ee
3Ha4eHMe, cMas3bIBarolliee MPOTHUBOPeYre MeX/Ty
cucrteMon n MetopgoM dtocodpvm I'eresis, BHO-
cslliee ITyTaHMILy B TOJIOBBI uMTaTesiert. B Tome
He IIOIBEPTHYTHI KPUTVIKE peaKIVIOHHbIe COLI-
aJIbHO-TIOJIUTIYEeCKMe B3IJIA bl HeMelKMX puio-
codos konwa XVIII n mauaa XIX Beka (O Henmo-
cTaTKax m ommbkax..., 1944, c. 19)™.

5. «ApmcToKpaTHdecKasi peaKImsa
Ha Bestnkyro ®@paH1y3cKyro
PpeBOJIIOLINIO...»

PasbuparesibcTBO IO TpeTbeMy TOMY ObIIo
CITPOBOIIMPOBAHO MMCHMOM 3aBeyloliero Kade-
APpOVI IMaJIeKTUYeCKOro 1 MCTOPMYEeCKOro Mare-
puanmsma dutocodckoro daxysibrera MocKos-
ckoro yausepcureta 3. f1. berrenikoro V1. B. Cranm-
Hy. B miceme Oblin cdopMysmipoBaHbl MHOIOYIC-
JIeHHbIe KPUTMYEeCKNe BbIIIaJIbl B a/fpec TpeThero
ToMa «Vctopum dputocodpum». bererrkmit 3ame-
TWI: «VI3 TpeTpbero Toma MbI y3HaeM, 4To puio-
codusi HeMeIKOro KJIacC4eckoro mpeansMa He
MMeJla HMKAaKOro OTHOIIIeHMS K HeMeLIKOU JIev-
CTBUTEJIBHOCTI. DTa dpvsiocodis, 0 MHEHUIO pe-
makiuy, Oblyla obledesiopedeckovt ustocodu-
enn — ¢putocodust, KoTopasl yTBepxiasia B oblile-

1" TeKCT IOCTAHOBJIEHMS ITOATOTOBIWI, KaK HU CTPaHHO,
I'.®. AstekcaHApPOB, OOVMH M3 OCHOBHBIX aBTOPOB y4eO-
HuKa (cM.: Astekcanpos, 20030).
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Initially, all three volumes of this publica-
tion were awarded the Stalin Prize. But in 1944
the journal Bolshevik published a resolution of
the Central Committee of the All-Union Com-
munist Party of Bolsheviks (CC AUCP(B)) “On
the Shortcomings and Errors in Presenting
the History of German Philosophy in the Late
Eighteenth and Early Nineteenth Centuries”,
which was the outcome of a long discussion.
The affair did not lead to the authors” being
victimised, although the Stalin Prize Commit-
tee retroactively stripped the Third Volume of
the prize. The conclusion of the 1944 resolution
read:

[...] the chapters of the third volume of The
History of Philosophy devoted to the philosophy
of Kant, Fichte and Hegel offer an erroneous
rendering of the history of German philosophy
which exaggerates its significance, blurs the
contradiction between system and method
in Hegel’s philosophy, which introduces
confusion in the heads of readers. The
volume fails to criticise the reactionary socio-
political views of the German philosophers
of the late eighteenth and early nineteenth
centuries (Central Committee of the All-Union
Communist Party of Bolsheviks, 1944, p. 19)."

5. “Aristocratic Reaction
to the Great French Revolution...”

The post mortem on the third volume was
provoked by a letter to Stalin by Zinovy Ya. Be-
letsky, the incumbent of the Chair of Dialectical
and Historical Materialism of Moscow Universi-
ty’s Philosophical Faculty. The letter formulated
numerous critical attacks on the third volume of
The History of Philosophy. Beletsky (2003, p. 56)
wrote: “From the third volume we learn that
the philosophy of German classical idealism
had nothing to do with German reality. This

¥ Oddly enough, the text of the resolution was
written by G. F. Aleksandrov (2003b), one of the main
contributors to the textbook.
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CTBe WJeV PeBOIIONNM, CBOOOHBI ¥ IIporpecca»
(bernertkmmi, 2003, c. 56). He mporienr oH 11 MyMo
3HaMeHWTON uTaThl n3 Mapkca: «Ecim yxxe Kant
u I'erestb ObUIM “HeMeIIKMIMU TeopeTUKaMu ppaH-
IIy3CKOM peBosttonnmn’, mo 6 udetHom pasbumuu
Tecenss nonamus u mouxa 3penus, cosoanHvle peBo-
Atoyuonnsim nepebopomom XVIII cmosemus, oxa-
3a4UCb KUBomMBOPHLIM 1eMeHmoM e20 MupoBo33pe-
Hus» (Tam xe, c. 57).

OTHollleHVe HeMeIIKOM KJlaccudecKovt uio-
cocdpum K ppaHITy3CKOV PeBOJTIOLNY BOOOIIIe cTa-
JI0 OOHVIM W3 KJIIOUeBBIX ITyHKTOB ImchMa. Co-
racHo benenxomy, Mapkc v DHresbe mvicas:

«dma Hemenxon dunocopum XVII Beka
TpeboBaHMs IIepBON (PPaHITy3CKOVI PeBOJIIOINN
VIMEIIV CMBICII JIVIIb KaK TpeOoBaHMS “IIpaKkTu-
4Yeckoro pasymMa” BooOIle, a BOJIEV3bSBIICHVS
PEBOJIIOLIVIOHHON  Oyp>Kyasuy IIpeICTaBIIsUIVCh
VIM 3aKOHaMV YVCTOV BOJIV, KaKOV OHa JTIOJDKHa
OBITh, VICTMIHHO 4eJIoBeYecKoVl Bojiell. Bece merto
HeMeIIKMX JINTePaTOpPOB COCTOSUIO B TOM, YTO-
OBI corlacoBaTh CO CBOeV cTaport prIocodcKo
COBEeCTbIO HOBBle (PpaHIly3CKue uaen win, Bep-
Hee, mom, umobsl ycboums cebe ppanyysckue uoeu,
ocmabBasce Ha cBoelt cmapoil gusocockon mouxe
3penus» (T. 5, c. 506)'2. CremoBaTeTbHO, KJTACCUIKM
MapKcm3Ma He CUMUTAIIN, YTO VeV (PpaHITy3CcKO
PEeBOJIIOLIN BBI3BaJIV K XKVM3HV HEMELKYIO Kjlac-
cudeckyto dpwtocoduro. Haobopot, oHm co Beent
CWIOVI TIOJTYePKMBaIV Ty MBICIIb, UTO PpaHILy3-
ckast pwiocodmst Obuta ntepepaboraHa B I'epma-
HUM B MHTepecax HeMeIIKOV IeVICTBUTEIIBHOCTIL.
Onnt mmcanmm, uto dwiocodpns Karnra nemmkom
OTpakKasla IIPYCCKYIO IOHKEPCKYIO [IeVICTBUTEIb-
HocTh. BoTr mx cnosa: «Cocrognne I'epmannmt B
KOHIle IMPOIUIOrO BeKa IIeJIVKOM OTpakaeTcs
B KaHTOBCKOM “KpuTuke mpakTudieckoro pas-
yma”» (1. 4, c. 174)". Dra olleHKa KaHTOBCKOV
dwtocodpnm, maBaemasi MapkcoMm 1 DHTeIbCoM,
HaXOIMTCS, KaK MOXXHO BUJIETh, B IIPSIMOVI IIPO-
TUBOIIOJIOXKHOCTH C OLIeHKOV, IaHHOW 3ToM Pu-
nocodmm Pemakiment Tperbero Toma (berrernkmmz,
2003, c. 58).

12 Benenxnr nutupyet «MaHmdecT KOMMYHUCTIYIECKOTT
maptm» Mapkca v DHresbca.

B Ilurata m3 «Hemenkon wnpeosormm» Mapkca u
DHTesbCa.
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philosophy, in the opinion of the editors, was
a universal human philosophy, a philosophy
which promoted the ideas of revolution, liber-
ty and progress in society.” He did not bypass
the famous Marx quotation: “If already Kant
and Hegel were ‘German theorists of the French
Revolution’, in the development of Hegel the con-
cepts and viewpoint created by the revolutionary
turn of the eighteenth century proved to be a life-giv-
ing element of his world view” (ibid., p. 57).

One of the key points of the letter was the
attitude of Classical German philosophy to the
French Revolution in general. According to Be-
letsky, Marx and Engels wrote:

“For the German eighteenth century phi-
losophy the demands of the first French rev-
olution had meaning only as the demands of
‘practical reason” in general and they saw the
volition of the revolutionary bourgeoisie as the
laws of pure will as it should be, truly human
will. The whole business of the German writers
was to harmonise with their old philosophical
conscience the new French ideas or, rather, to
assimilate the French ideas while adhering to their
old philosophical point of view” (vol. 5, p. 506).°
Consequently, the classic authors of Marxism
did not believe that the ideas of the French
Revolution had given rise to Classical German
philosophy. On the contrary, they argued vehe-
mently that French philosophy was reworked
in Germany in the interests of German reality.
They wrote that Kant’s philosophy entirely re-
flected Prussian Junker reality. Here are their
words: “The state of Germany at the end of the
last century is wholly reflected in Kant’s Cri-
tique of Practical Reason” (vol. 4, p. 174).* This
assessment of Kant’s philosophy, as will read-
ily be seen, is the direct opposite of the assess-
ment given by the editors of the third volume
(Beletsky, 2003, p. 58).

The situation with Hegel and the revolution
was similar, Beletsky argues: “Elsewhere Marx

20 Beletsky is quoting Manifesto of the Communist Party of
Marx and Engels.

2 Quotation from The German Ideology by Marx and
Engels.



CxomabIM 00pasoMm obctosio, o beserkomy,
nesto u c lerestem 1 pepostroniyert: «B gpyrom mecre
Mapkc mmcas, uro leresib CBOIO MHOJIUTUYECKYIO
MyOpOCTh 3alIMCTBOBaJI He W3 umiem paHIlys-
CKOVI peBOJIIOLINY, a U3 CpeIHMX BeKoB: “Bepimn-
HOVI TereJIeBCKOro ToXlecTBa, — Ivcaia Mapke, —
ObUINM, KaK OH caM roBopuJl, cperHue Beka (T. 1,
c. 592)» (bererikmii, 2003, c. 59); «[eresnb momo6HO
KanTy 1 ®uxre He ObIII HY CTOPOHHVMKOM WIEV
Besmxont dpaHITy3cKov peBOITIO Y, HI MIIe0JI0-
roM peposrorny Boobre» (Tam ke, c. 61—62). Pas-
HBIM 00pa3oM 3TO CITpaBeJIBO, coryiacHoO bererr-
KOMY, M J1JIs1 HEMEITKOT'O KJIaCCMYeCcKOro Miieans-
Ma B mestoM: «Kitaccmkm MapKcm3Ma HUKOrAa He
yTBepXKaaau, 4To dpuiocodusi HeMeIIKoro Kiac-
CUYeCcKOro ujleaInsMa BeIpociia 13 ujent Bermkon
dpanIysckot pesomrony, Peqakiys Xe TpeThb-
ero ToMa yTBepXJaeT, 4To 3Ta dwiocodpusd Ile-
JIMKOM BBIpOC/Ia M3 MIIeVl (PPaHITy3CKOV PeBOJIIo-
> (Tam xe, c. 59—60). ITonemnsupys ¢ Tesncom
Acmyca o dpopMe 1 coiepKaHUM KaHTOBCKOM pu-
nocodum, berernkmii crierMaabHO MOTYEPKHYIL:
«Vmean3M HeMelIKMX KJIaCCUKOB OblJI, CJlefloBa-
TeJIbHO, He (pOpMOTI [171s1 BBIpaskeHsl PeBOIIOIN-
OHHBIX VeV, 4 U 10 popMe U 10 CO0ePIKAHUID OH
Abassca udeosoeuetl KoHcepbamubHo HACTPOeHHOU
Hemeyxotl 0ypxyasuu» (Tam xe, c. 65).

B 3aounyro snmcronsgphyio moremMuky c be-
nenkuM Berymwi [T M. AjlekcaHpoB, Hamvicas-
mmit cekpetapsim LIK BKII(6): «B csoem mmceme
T. Besteikuit yTBepxmaeT, 4To “KJIacCUMKM MapK-
cU3Ma-JIeHMHM3Ma He CYMTaIV, uTo maen ppaH-
I1y3CKOVI PeBOJIIOLMM BbI3BaIM K XXM3HWM HeMell-
KYI0 Kilaccmdeckyro dutocodpmio”. C 3Ton nosu-
uyn T. bentenikum xpurukyert III 1. “Vcropun du-
socodpum”, B KOTOPOM JOKasbIBaeTcs: BausHue (a
He “BbI3bIBaHIE K XM3HM , KaK 3TO YTBEpPXK/IaeT T.
bernerxnit) ppaHIiTysckor peBosIrom Ha Kjlaccu-
4yecKyIo HeMellKyIo dutocoduio» (AjeKcaHIpoB,
2003a, c. 83). B mceme AjtekcaHapoBa efiBa JIv He
BIIepBble HaKOHEI-TO OOHapyXXuBaeTcs IIpsaMas

4 Imurara m3 «K Kpuruke rereyreBckomt ¢rrocodmm

mpaBa» Mapkca.

A.N. Krouglov

wrote that Hegel borrowed his political wisdom
not from the ideas of the French Revolution, but
from the Middle Ages: “The pinnacle of Hegel’s
identity’, Marx wrote, “‘was the Middle Ages’, as
he himself said (vol. 1, p. 592)*” (Beletsky, 2003,
p. 59); “Hegel, like Kant and Fichte, was nei-
ther a supporter of the ideas of the Great French
Revolution, nor an ideologist of revolution in
general” (ibid., pp. 61-62). This holds equally,
according to Beletsky, for German classical ide-
alism as a whole: “Marxist classic authors never
claimed that the philosophy of German classi-
cal idealism grew out of the ideas of the Great
French Revolution. But the editors of the third
volume maintain that this philosophy grew
entirely out of the ideas of the French Revolu-
tion” (ibid., pp. 59-60). Challenging Asmus’s
thesis about the form and content of Kant's
philosophy, Beletsky stresses: “The idealism of
the German classics was therefore not a form
of expressing revolutionary ideas, but was in
form and in substance an ideology of the conserva-
tive-minded German bourgeoisie” (ibid., p. 65).

The epistolary polemic with Beletsky was
joined by Georgy F. Aleksandrov (2003a, p. 83)
who wrote to the secretaries of the CC AUCP(B):
“In his letter Comrade Beletsky claims that ‘the
classic authors of Marxism-Leninism did not
believe that the ideas of the French Revolution
had brought to life the Classical German
philosophy’. From that position Comrade
Beletsky criticises Volume III of The History
of Philosophy which argues that the French
Revolution influenced (and did not “bring to life’,
as Comrade Beletsky claims) Classical German
philosophy.” Aleksandrov’s letter, probably
for the first time, contains a direct reference to
the Marx quotation about Kant and the French
Revolution: “Marx and Engels recognised the
influence of the French Revolution on Kant,
Fichte and Hegel. Marx wrote: “The philosophy

2 Quotation from Critique of Hegel’s Philosophy of Right
by Marx.
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ccplIKa Ha nmTary ns Mapkca o Kanre 1 dpan-
IIy3CKOM peBOIIonmi: «Mapkc u DHrenbC npu-
3HaBaiu BIVISIHVE PPaHITy3CKOVI PeBOJIIOLIMM Ha
Kanra, ®uxre m l'eresns. Mapkce nincar: “@utoco-
duro KanTa MOXXHO MO cIIpaBe[lJIMBOCTU CUMUTATh
HeMeIIKOV Teopwell ppaHIly3CKOVI peBOIoIum”
(. 1, c. 198)» (Tam xe). [TockoIIBKY OGOJIBIIHCTBO
KpUTUYeCKMX 3amMedaHuil beserikoro kacasioch
Bce e [eresisi, To AjleKkcaHIpOB CIIelVaIbHO OCTa-
HOBWICA M Ha 3TOM BoIlpoce: ['eresib oTmMeuas1, 4To
«(ppaHITy3cKIUT HapOl IIpY TIOMOIIV CBOEVI PeBo-
JIoLUM cOpoCKII OTATOIAoNINe ero Oe3Xn3HeH-
Hble cyIbl». OH HasBaJl 3Ty PeBOJIIOIUIO «BeJIN-
KOJIEITHBIM BOCXOIOM COJIHIIa», IIpWM3HaBasl, 4TO
«BCe MBICJIAIIVe CYyIllecTBa IIpa3HOBaJIN 3Ty 3I10-
xy» (Tam xe, c. 83—84)". B kauecTBe HEKOTOPO-
ro IIpeBapuUTesIbHOTO MTOra mojieMuku ¢ berterr-
KVM II0 JaHHOV Ipo0sieMe AJieKCaHJIPOB 3asBWIL:
«37ech HeT Hy XX/Ibl OIIpOBepraTh 3acTapesioe 1 He-
BeXXeCTBeHHOe MHeHVe TOB. beslerikoro o Tom, 4To
Kanrt 1 T'eresib He vicripITasIv BIIVSTHMS PEBOJIIOLIV-
OHHBIX MJIeVl. DTOT BOIIPOC JIaBHO pellleH B MapK-
cucTckom snTeparype» (Tam xe, c. 91).

B cBomx mocianmsax bereniknit mpsiMo, a Ajiek-
caH/IpoB KocBeHHO oOparanuck K CraymmHy. bein
JIVL OH BOOOIIIe KOMITETEHTEH B 3TOM CIIOpe ¥ KaK
VIMEHHO OH ITOHVIMaJI «PeIleHHbIVI» B MApKCUCT-
CKOVI JIUTepaType BOIPOC O BIIVSHWUM PeBOJIIOLV-
oHHBIX men Ha KanTa m Terens? 3a McK/IroueHM-
eM ctarent B «[ Ipasre» 1938 1. «O nuarnekTmaeckom
Y ICTOPIYeCKOM MaTepuassMe»'® KaHT mpakTu-
YecK! He YIIOMIMHaeTcs B Ile4aTHBIX COUVMHEeHMSIX
Cranuna. Vimeetcsi cBupertesibcTBO B. A. Pasywm-
HOro, KOTOpOe CerofHs BpsI, JIV1 MOXKHO IIeperpo-
Beputh. CornacHo eMy, okosio 1952 r. Crajma Ha
KBapTVpe ceKpeTapsl ITapTUVHOV OpraHM3aIlun
N®d AH CCCP [. V1. YecHokoBa, y3HaB O ITPOXO-
IsIeM cobeceoBaHMM Teper], KaHIMIATCKIM K-
3amMeHOM 110 «KpuTuKe CIToOCOOHOCTM CY>KAEHIS»,
IIPOVI3HEC:

5 ArekcaHnpos nmMeet B By «PDrtocodpuro mcropumim»
Teress.
16 Cwm. b6oree nosmree msnanme (Cramme, 1945, c. 13).
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of Kant may fairly be considered to be the
German theory of the French Revolution” (vol. 1,
p- 198)” (Aleksandrov, 2003a, p. 83). Because
the majority of Beletsky’s critical remarks were
about Hegel, Aleksandrov dwells on this issue:
Hegel noted that “the French people, through its
revolution, overthrew the burdensome lifeless
forces”. He called this revolution “a magnificent
sunrise” recognising that “all thinking creatures
were celebrating this epoch” (ibid., pp. 83-84).>
As an interim summary of the polemic with
Beletsky on this problem, Aleksandrov declared:
“There is no need to refute the old and ignorant
opinion of Comrade Beletsky to the effect that
Kant and Hegel did not experience the influence
of revolutionary ideas. The issue has long been
settled in Marxist literature” (ibid., p. 91).

In their letters Beletsky (directly) and Alek-
sandrov (indirectly) addressed Stalin. But was
Stalin competent in this argument and what
was his view on the issue of the influence of rev-
olutionary ideas on Kant and Hegel which had
been “solved” in Marxist literature? With the ex-
ception of an article “Dialectical and Historical
Materialism” in “Pravda” in 1938 (cf. Stalin, 1975,
p- 14), Kant is not mentioned in Stalin’s published
works. There exists an account of Vladimir A. Ra-
zymny which it is hardly possible to verify today.
It says that some time in 1952 Stalin, at a gath-
ering in the apartment of Dmitry I. Chesnokov,
secretary of the party organisation of the USSR
Academy of Sciences’ Institute of Philosophy,
when told about an interview preceding a Can-
didate’s exam on the Critique of Judgement, said:

“...Yes, Kant! Everybody says Hegel, He-
gel! I for one was an avid reader of Kant when I
was at the seminary. What do you think of ana-
lytical judgements?” Thinking that the question
was addressed to me I mumbled something
incoherent although I had studied Kant just as
diligently as differential calculus. Disregarding
my babble, Stalin continued to pace the room

% Aleksandrov refers to Hegel's Philosophy of History.



«/[a, Kant! Bce BoT roBopaT — I'eresns, I'eress!
A g BoT B cemuHapum 3aunTbiBasicss Kanrom. Kak
TBI CMOTPUIIL Ha aHAJIUTUYECKVe CYXXIeHMsI?».
ITomymaB, uTO BoIIpoc oOpaliieH KO MHE, 5l 9TO-TO
BITOJIHE Hecypas3Hoe IIPOMBIYaJl, XOTd IITyAUpO-
Bl KaHTa Tak ke ymnopno, Kak auddepeHiy-
aspHOe mcumciieHne. He oOpariasg BHMMaHMs Ha
Momt dpmtocodpckmin sterter, V. B. Craymu nipo-
JoJDKaJI XOIIUTh, M3jlaras CJIOKHeWIIIe yMOIIO-
crpoennst KaHTa, ero KOHIEIINIO HOYMEHOB U
deHOMeHOB. Bapyr, pesko ocTaHOBMBIIVCH, OH
IIOCMOTpeJI Ha MeHsl (Y Hero ObUT yAVBUTEIIbHbIN
B3IJISAZ, — IIPOH3WUTEJIBHBIN, HO C XUTPUHKOM!)
VI CITPOCIIT: «A KaK TBI CMOTpUIITb Ha “KpuTuky
IpakTdeckoro pasyma”’»? KisiHych — s BOOO-
Ile TIOYTYU MUCUe3 B Kpecile, iyMas 1mpo cebs: «He
unTajl. 3Hal0 — TOJIBKO HasBaHMe...» OueBuj-
HO, OTBeTa OT MeHs 1 He Tpebosaock. [TomHIO
JINIITE, KaK, CJIOBHO 0000111as1 pustocodpckme pas-
nymest, VI.B. CranmH peTtaybHO M3jiaraj pwio-
coduro Kanra (MHe moKa3asock Torjja — MUHYT
TPUILIaTh), a 3aTeM IIPOroBOPWII, CJIOBHO BCITy-
IIMBasiCh B BOJIHOBaBIIVE ero MbeICIN: «[la, Kak
3TO BEpHO — pasyM, BoJjsl, sMouun...» (Pasym-
HbI11, 2008, c. 219)Y.

VImeeM v MBI 1€J10 C HEKMM arloOKpudOM M
Xe C TIOZJIVTHHOV VICTOPWEVL, CYAUTD CJIOXKHO.

Co c110B AJleKcaHApoOBa [OIUIO ¥ IIPSIMOe BbI-
ckasbiBaHme CraymmHa 1o MoTmBaMm perreHns LIK
BKTI(6) «O HemocTaTKax v OIInOKax B OCBEIIEH
vcTopun HeMelkon dwiocodpum kona XVIIIL n
Hauvasta XIX BB.» O TOM, KaK CJIe/lyeT B €ro cBeTe
u3JiaraTh rerejieBCcKyio duiocodmro: «Dustoco-
dus lerenrss — 3TO apucTOKpaTHUecKasl peakiiys
Ha Beymikyro @paHITly3cKyIo peBOJIIOLNIO 1 PpaH-
Iy3CKUI MaTepuayimsM» (UUT. 1o: Ovisepmas,
2005, c. 102). HecmoTps Ha TO, uTO 3Ta orieHKa Cta-
JIMHBIM HUT/Ie He ObUIa o11y0JIMKoBaHa, OHa Oblia
IIIPOKO M3BeCTHA B (PMIIOCOCKMX Kpyrax ¥ BOC-
IIpVHMMaIach KaK PyKOBOfsdlIllee yKasaHme. Pe-
3yJIbTaTOM BpeMeHHo 1obenibl besterikoro B crio-
e CTaJio TO, 9TO OH B ITOCTIEITHIE TOIbI BOIHBI 1I0-
OvIcst VICKJTIOUeHMs M3 CHVICKA JIUTepaTypel, pe-
KOMEeHJIOBaHHOW /JI CTYy[eHTOB (PprIocodpcKoro
dakynwsrera MI'Y, craten Jlennna «Tpu ncrounm-
Ka VI TPV COCTaBHBIX YacTy Mapkcu3ma» (Tam xe).

7 Cm. Takke 00 omposepxeHMN arHocTiysMa Kanra y
Craymna: (Lerros, 1940, c. 17).
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expounding Kant’s complicated reasoning, his
concept of noumena and phenomena. Then he
stopped abruptly, and fixed me with his gaze
(his gaze was extraordinary, piercing but also
with a sly twinkle in his eye). “And what do you
think of the Critique of Practical Reason?’ 1 swear
I wished I could disappear in my chair, think-
ing to myself: ‘I haven’t read it. I only know the
title...” Apparently, no answer from me was ex-
pected. I just remember that, as if summing up
his philosophical musings, Stalin was setting
forth Kant’s philosophy (I thought at the time
that he spoke for about thirty minutes) and
then said, as if articulating the thoughts that
agitated him, “Yes, how true — reason, will,
emotions...”” (Razumny, 2008, p. 219).*

It is hard to say whether the story is apocry-
phal or true.

Aleksandrov reports Stalin’s direct remarks
concerning the CC AUCP(B) resolution “On the
Shortcomings and Errors in Presenting the His-
tory of German Philosophy in the Late Eight-
eenth and early Nineteenth Centuries” on how
Hegel’s philosophy should be treated in the
light of the resolution: “Hegel’s philosophy is
an aristocratic reaction to the Great French Rev-
olution and French materialism” (cited in Oiz-
erman, 2005, p. 102). Although it was never
published, Stalin’s opinion was widely known
in the philosophical circles and was seen as a
directive to be followed. As a result of Belet-
sky’s temporary victory in the argument, in the
last war years he succeeded in getting Lenin’s
article “Three Sources and Three Component
Parts of Marxism” dropped from the list of rec-
ommended literature for Moscow University
students of philosophy (ibid.).

6. Post-War Discussions
The controversy did not end in 1944 and

continued for several years after the end of
World War II. The topic of Kant’s attitude to

# On Stalin’s refutation of Kant’s agnosticism see also
Shcheglov (1940, p. 17).
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6. IlocieBoeHHBIE TVUCKYCCUN

Cnop He sakonuwics B 1944 r., ipogorpkasch
erre HeCKOJIBKO JIeT ¥ HOCjIe OKOHYaHMs Bermkon
OreuecTBeHHOV BOMHEL Tema oTHomreHus KaHTa
K ppaHITy3CKOVI PEBOJIIOIMY BHOBb BO3HMKJIA TPV
obcyxmeHny KHUrM AjtekcaHnaposa «VcTopms 3a-
ajiHOeBporierickon  dpvutocodpum» (1946), cocro-
gaiiemMcs B 1947 1. v cipoBOLIMPOBaHHOM HOBBIM
mvceMoM besterikoro x Cranmny. B camon xHwure
AJtexcaHIpoBa XOThb M IIUTUPOBAJIVICH C CHMIIa-
THeVl HeKOTopble oOpasHble dpasel ertne o Kan-
Te (Asekcanapos, 1946, c. 371—372), HO BOIpOC O
pusiHUM Ha KaHTa dpaHITy3cKOi peBOIIonmm
IpakTuyecky He 3arparusasics. [To mbicim aBTo-
pa, eciiv Bo @panumm mocsie 1789 r. umen ceodo-
IIBI, paBeHCTBa 1 OpaTcTBa CITY>KMIIV 1IeJIsIM CO3/1a-
HVIsI HOBOT'O OOITIeCTBEHHOTI'0 IOps/IKa, OoJlee TIpo-
IPeCcCBHOrO 10 CpaBHEHMIO C (peoaIbHBIM, TO B
«orcrasion I'epmanun konna XIX B. — crpane Ha-
CKBO3b IIPOrHMBIIEro peoasiniMa, CTpaHe C KOH-
TPPEeBOIIOLIVIOHHBIM XapaKTepOM TOCIOICTBYIO-
VX KJIaCCOB — WJIe 3TV HallUIM KpaviHe ypoj-
JIVIBOe BBIpakeHMe ¥ peaKlMIOHHOe MCTOJIKOBaHMe
B COLIMJIBHO-TIOJIMTYECKIIX VI STUYEeCKIX BO33pe-
Husix KanTa, @nxre n leremns» (Tam xe, c. 378). Co-
BepIIIeHHO 00OIIIe]I CBOVIM BHVIMaHWEM 3Ty TeMy
VI TJIABHBIVI JOKJIQOAUMK — BEOYIIUW WOeOJIor
A. A. Xpnanos (JKgaHos, 1952).

Beserkmri, He TIPUCYTCTBOBABIINII Ha 3acefla-
HWUY, OIyOJIVKOBaJI CBOIO pedb B IIepBOM HOMepe
TOJIBKO CO3[JaHHOTO XypHasa «Bormpocer durio-
codpum» (1947). 3peck OH B KpUTHMKe KaHTOBCKOV
dutocodpumt maeT eltle Iaibllle, HEXeJI B CBO-
mx mcbMax Cranmay: «Pabora Kanra “Kpurnka
YMCTOro pasyma’, KakK M3BeCTHO, OblyIa HallvicaHa
niepert, Bermikont dppanitysckont pesormonment. Of-
Hako 3Ta paboTa OT Hayasla ¥ 70 KOHIIA Harlpas-
JleHa KaK ITPOTUB PpaHIly3CKOro MaTepuasimnsMa,
TaK ¥ IIPOTUB MeVl PpaHITy3CKOVI PEBOJIIOIINNL. ..»
(benertkmi, 1947, c. 320). Bosee Toro, «kaHTOBCKas
veacTdecKas priocoduis sBUIach TeOpeTy-
4JecKMM OITpoBepKeHMeM uaen peporonyy. OHa

the French Revolution cropped up again dur-
ing the discussion of Aleksandrov’s book,
A History of West European Philosophy (1946),
which took place in 1947 and was provoked by
Beletsky’s new letter to Stalin. Aleksandrov’s
new book hardly touched upon the influence
of the French Revolution on Kant although it
quoted with sympathy some of Heine’s imag-
es of Kant (Aleksandrov, 1946, pp. 371-372).
The author argues that while in France after
1789 the ideas of liberty, equality and fraternity
contributed to the creation of a new social or-
der, more progressive compared to the feudal
order; in “backward Germany of the late eigh-
teenth century — a country of rotten feudal-
ism, a country of counter-revolutionary ruling
classes — these ideas were expressed in an ex-
tremely distorted way and were interpreted in
a reactionary manner in the socio-political and
ethical views of Kant, Fichte and Hegel” (ibid.,
p- 378). The keynote speaker, the leading ide-
ologist Andrey A. Zhdanov (1952), sidestepped
the issue altogether.

Beletsky, who did not attend the meet-
ing, published his speech in the first issue of
the newly-founded journal “Voprosy filosofii”
(“Questions of Philosophy”) (1947). In it he car-
ries his critique of Kant’s philosophy still fur-
ther than in his letters to Stalin: “Kant’s work,
the Critique of Pure Reason, was written be-
fore the Great French Revolution. However,
the work is directed, from beginning to end,
against French materialism and against the
ideas of the French Revolution [...]” (Beletsky,
1947, p. 320). Moreover, “Kant’s idealistic phi-
losophy was a theocratic refutation of the idea
of revolution. It precluded the revolutionary
transformation of society. This was the under-
lying mission of Kant’s philosophy. This was
its ideology. A priorism, the transcendental
method — Kant used all this as an instrument,
a method of his ‘theoretical’ schemes which
justified the invincibility of the Prussian state”
(ibid.). Even though there are some superficial
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3arrpelrraya BO3MOXHOCTb PEBOJTIOIIVIOHHOTO IIpe-
oOpasoBaHmMs obiiectBa. B aToM ObIIIO TITyOOKOE
HasHaueHMe druiocodnn Kanra. B sTom Obita ee
VIEVIHOCTb. AIIPVMOPW3M, TpPaHCIIeH/IeHTaIbHbIN
MeTol — Bce 3T0 cayxwio KaHty mmme cpen-
CTBOM, CIIocoOOM 1j1si ero “reopermyeckmx” IIo-
CTPOEHMV, OITPaBIbIBABIIVIX HEPYIIIVIMOCTD IIPYC-
ckoro rocynapcrsa» (Tam xe). Eciu sxe B pabotax
dpanysckmx dpmocodos 1y Kanra 1 obHapy-
JKMBAOTCS HEKOTOPbIe BHEITHVIE TTapasuIesivi, OHU
HOCAT COBCEM WHOV XapakTep: «DpaHITy3bl BbI-
IOBUHYIIV PEBOJIIOIIVOHHBIE JIO3yHrH, a KaHT mpe-
BpaTwI MX B peakiMoHHbIe» (Tam xe, c. 322). U1
OOIIIVIVL MITOT TTOC/Ie KPATKOT'O pacCMOTPEHVIS [IBY X
niepsbIX «KpuTnk» KaHTa, K KOTOpoMy IIPUXOINUT
besterikmri, Takos:

Pabotsr Kanra «Kpurmka umcroro pasyma»
u «KpuTnka mIpakTideckoro pasyma» — 3TO pa-
O0TEI He abcTpaKTHBIE, HE OTOpPBaHHBIE OT KOH-
KPeTHOVI IeVICTBUTEIIBHOCTI. DTO DOeBble, IOIN-
THU4decKre paboTel, B KoTopbix KaHT TeopeTiue-
CKM 00OCHOBAJI HEOOXOIVMOCTD CYIIeCTBOBAHVIS
IIPyCcaveckoro TrocyapcTBa, HeoOXOIMMOCTh
COXpaHEeHMsl CYIIIeCTBYIOIIEro IOpsIKa BeIler.
B sToM Obu1a mapTumHOCTE pruiocodpmm KaHTa.
®wtocodusa Kanra samminaia HeMeIKyo pe-
aKIIVIO MPOTUB (PPaHITy3CKOVI PEBOJTIOLNY, OHA
3alMIiaia MeaJansM ITpOTUB MaTepuasivsMa,
penuruio npotus Hayku (Tam xe, c. 321).

Opmnaxo B 1947 1. beserikmit co cBOMMM Te3mca-
MM ycIiexa y>ke He VIMeJl.

B Hauasie 50-x IT. HOSBIIAIOTCS HOBBlE PaOOTHI
o Kanre, a B Hagasie 60-x — mepBoe coOpaHme co-
uyHeHV KaHTa Ha pycckoM si3bike. B Opormrope
1955 1. ¢ BHOBB CTaBIIMM KaHOHWMYECKMM Ha3Ba-
HueMm «Hewmerkas kiaccuueckast dpmtocopmss —
OIVH W3 TeOpeTMYecKNX VCTOYHMKOB MapKCH3-
Ma» T. V. OnzepMmaH cHOBa IOAYepKMBaET, 1 CHO-
Ba 0e3 1psiMort muTaThl: «MapKc XapaKTepr3oBail
drtocodro OIHOro M3 IIpefCcTaBUTesIeN HeMell-
KoM KJj1accrueckomt pumstocodpun V1. KaHTa Kak He-
MeIIKYIO TeOpMIO PPaHITy3CKOM PeBOIIOLNI. DTO
ykazaHve Mapkca IIOJIHO IJIyOOdYariIiero CMbic-
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parallels between the works of French philos-
ophers and Kant they have a totally different
character: “The French put forward revolution-
ary slogans while Kant turned them into reac-
tionary ones” (ibid., p. 322). After considering
Kant's first two Critiques Beletsky arrives at the
following conclusion:

Kant’s works, the Critigue of Pure Reason and
the Critique of Practical Reason, are not abstract
works divorced from concrete reality. These
are combative political works in which Kant
provides a theoretical grounding of the existence
of the Prussian state and the need to preserve
the existing state of affairs. This constituted
the partisanship of Kant’s philosophy. Kant’s
philosophy defended the German reaction
against the French Revolution, it defended
idealism against materialism, religion against
science (ibid., p. 321).

However, in 1947 Beletsky’s ideas had no
traction.

The early 1950s saw the publication of new
works about Kant and in the early 1960s the
first collection of Kant’s works was published
in Russian. In the pamphlet under the reinstat-
ed canonical title, Classical German Philosophy is
One of the Theoretical Sources of Marxism, Teodor
I. Oizerman (1955, p. 9) again stresses, with-
out direct quotation, that “Marx characterised
the philosophy of one of the representatives of
Classical German philosophy, I. Kant, as the
German theorist of the French Revolution. This
tenet of Marx carries profound meaning.” The
first volume of Kant’s works (1963) sheds some
light on the strange circumstance of the absence
of a direct reference. In the preface, Oizerman
(1963, pp. 42-43) notes that Marx referred to
Kant’s philosophy as the German theory of the
French Revolution in the article “Philosophi-
cal Manifesto of the Historical School of Law”,
written by a young and non-canonical Marx:
“In 1842 Marx was an idealist; his works of the
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na» (Onsepman, 1955, c. 9). B repom ToMe cobpa-
Hus counHeHm1 KanTa B 1963 1. 3TO cTpaHHOe 00-
CTOSITEJICTBO C OTCYTCTBMEM IIPSAMOVI OTCBUIKM,
IIOXKaJIy V1, BIIepBble IIPUOTKpbIBaeTcs. OvsepMaH
BO BBelleHUM OTMedaeT, uTo pvtocodpus Kanra
ObUIa Ha3BaHa HeMeIIKOV Teopuen ppaHITy3CKOM
pesorrorinm B crarbe «Dytocodckmit Manmdect
VICTOPMYECKOVI IIIKOJIBI TIpaBa», HAIIVICAHHOM ellle
IOHBIM, HeKaHOHM4YecKMM Mapkcom: «B 1842 r.
Mapxkc ObUT elie maeayicToM; B paboTax 3TOro
BpeMeHM JIUIIb HaMedaeTcsd Ilepexo, Mapkca oT
veas3Ma ¥ PeBOJIIOIIMOHHOIO JeMOKpaT3Ma K
MaTepuaIn3My ¥ KoMMyHM3My. OHaKO peBOosIio-
LIMOHHOE, MICTOpUYecKoe Uy The Mosioforo Mapkca
IIOMOITIO €My YBUIETb... MCTOPUYecKN IIporpec-
CUBHBIVI CMBICIT yueHMs KaHTa 1ipu Bcev ero 1po-
TUBOPEUMBOCTY, HEIOC/Ie[I0BaTeIbHOCTY, CKJIOH-
HOCTM K Kommipomuiccy» (Omsepman, 1963, c. 42—
43)8, VI Torpko ¢ aTOro BpemeHm Tesuic o Kanre
KaK O HeMeIIKOM TeopeTVKe (PpaHIly3CKOV peBo-
oy npesparttiaercs B CoperckoM Coro3e Ha He-
CKOJIBKO JIeCSITWIIETUN B YXKe He IO[BepraeMylo
COMHEHWMSIM JIOTMY, TPV 3TOM COOCTBEHHO€e OTHO-
meHve KaHTa K (ppaHITy3CKOV peBOIIOImM 1 00-
CyXIleHVe B ero Tpynaax pmiocodcKmx 1 Iopuam-
YeCcKNX acleKTOB COLVaIbHO-TIOIUTIYECKON pe-
BOJTIOIIMM TaK ¥ IIPOIOJDKAJIV BBI3BIBATh HTEpPEC
JIVIIIB B BUJEe VICKJTIOUeHS.

Crmcok nureparypel

Aunoanob M. A. [lessitoe  tepmupaopa // Anga-
HOoB M. A. Meicsimrens: [esaroe Tepmuaopa. Yepros
MocT. 3arosop. Cearag EjleHa, MasieHbKU1 OCcTpOB. Te-
Tpastorus. M. : 3axapos, 2002. C. 5—196.

Auzexcandpob I @. Vicropust  3allamHOEBPOIIEVICKON
dwnocodpun. M. ; J1. : Vizg-so AH CCCP, 1946.

Auzexcandpob I. @. Ilucwemo I. M. MasileHKOBY u
A.C. lepbaxoBy ot 29 despanst 1944 r. // Kocu-
ueB A. [1. ®ustocodus, spems, monn. BocrmiommHaHMA
¥ pasMBIIUIEHUS AeKaHa PrIocodckoro dakysibTe-
ta MI'Y um. M. B. Jlomorocosa. M. : OJIMA-TTPECC,
2003a. C. 83-91.

8 Cp. TaxKe ¢ pa300pPOM 3TOr0 BEICKA3bIBAHVIS «MOJIOIOTO
Mapxkca» Ge3 TOUHOTrO yKa3aHVsI ICTOYHVKA B JJOBOEHHOT
cratbe (JIymmor, 1930, c. 116 —118).

time have only some signs of Marx’s transition
from idealism and revolutionary democracy to
materialism and communism. However, Marx’s
revolutionary and historical flair helped him to
see [...] the historically progressive meaning of
Kant’s doctrine for all its contradictory and in-
consistent character and the tendency to com-
promise.”? It is only since that time that the
thesis about Kant as the German theorist of the
French Revolution turned, for several decades,
into an unassailable dogma in the Soviet Union,
while Kant’s own attitude to the French Revo-
lution and the discussion of the philosophical
and legal aspects of socio-political revolution
continued to attract only sporadic interest.
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