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V. KAHT M ETO HACJIEIVIE
B BEJIOPYCCKOV ®MJIOCODPUN
COBETCKOTI'O Y1 [IOCTCOBETCKOTI'O
IIEPVIOIOB

T.I. PymanyeBa’

Unmepnpemayus pusocodpuu Kanwma 6 mpyoax
Mmoicaumeneil 0ocobemckoil beaapycu we pas ocBewjaracy
6 pade nybaukayui. Peuv wiaa o snaxomcmBe u ycBoe-
HUU 0CHOBONOAGRAIOWUX UOel ee0 HACAeOUA, A makke 00
auasu3e, nosemuke, a NOpou U pe3kou Kpumuke SMUx
udeil. IlpedcmaBasemcs akmyasbHbIM NPOAHAAUSUPO-
Bamv uccaredoBanus kanmobekoi pusocopu HauUHAA
¢ 1920-x ee. u 0o Hawux Owetl. Iloxasaro, umo cpasy
nocae Okmabpsa 1917 e. u do konya 1930-x ee. Habato-
0aics npoyecc nocmeneHHo20 Yeacanus uxmepeca K yue-
Huto Kanma. Obpawasce 8 smom nepuod k eeo uoesm,
besopycckue abmopsl onucelbaiom u AHAAUSUPYION UX
no npeumyuecmby 6 yuedbHou aumepamype Aubo npu
paccmompenuu uAu, ckopee, kpumuxke 632451008 3anao-
HbIX hu0c0ghoB, skecmo pykoBodcmBYscy AeHUHCKUMU
oyenxamu. B Boennvie u nocaeboentvie 2001 koaurecbo
uccaedobanutl 0bLA0 makxke KpatHe He3HAUUMEAbHLIM,
u moavko ¢ Hauasom Ilepecmpoiiku, koeda Bosnuxaem
HAcmosmeAvHAs nompedHocms 6 HOBOM «npoumeHu»
3anaoxotl gpusocopuu, 6 cmpane pesko Bo3pacmaem uH-
mepec « Hacaeouro Kanma. Ocobulil sxe uccaedobamens-
ckutl Bcnaeck MoxHo 3agpuxcupobams Hauunas ¢ 2004 e.,
00ss61enHoe0 OHECKO eodom Mmmanyura Kanma. C
amoeo Bpemenu 6 beaapycu npoBodumcs pad nocBaujen-
Hoix Kanmy mexoynapoonsix gpopymob, usoatomecs ma-
mepuansl KOHgepeHyutl, Cramsil, 3auuuanmcs ouccep-
mayuu, nybaukyomeca yuebHvie nocobus u m.o. Ilpeo-
cmabaen Kpamkuil aHaiu3 0CHoBHuIx Bexmopob smux
uccaedobaruii cobemckoeo u cobpemerHoeo neprodob.

KaroueBvoie caoba: Karm, besopycckas gpusocogpus,
coBemckuii nepuod, nocmcobemckuil nepuod, 1920 —
1930-¢ ee., Ilepecmpoiixa
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KANT AND HIS HERITAGE
IN BELARUSIAN PHILOSOPHY
OF THE SOVIET
AND POST-SOVIET PERIODS

T. G. Rumyantseva’

The interpretation of Kant’s philosophy by thinkers
in pre-Soviet Belarus has been the subject of not a few
publications. They described the reception of his semi-
nal ideas, the analysis, polemic and occasionally sharp
criticism of these ideas. It is helpful now to look at Kan-
tian studies beginning from the 1920s to the present
time. I will show that immediately after the October
1917 revolution and until the 1930s interest in Kant’s
teaching was waning. When they turned to his ideas
during that period Belarusian authors described and
analysed them primarily in textbooks or when exam-
ining, or rather criticising, the views of Western phi-
losophers, thereby rigidly adhering to Lenin’s assess-
ments. During and after World War II the number of
studies was also very insignificant. It was not until the
beginning of Perestroika that an urgent need was felt
for a new reading of Western philosophy, and inter-
est in Kant’s heritage in the country increased sharp-
ly. A surge of interest was registered beginning from
2004 which was declared “Immanuel Kant Year” by
UNESCO. From that time onward Belarus has host-
ed a number of international forums devoted to Kant,
materials of conferences, articles and textbooks have
been published, dissertations defended etc. The article
reviews the main trends of these studies in the Soviet
and post-Soviet periods.
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BBemenmne

O Tom, kakoe orpaxeHne uen V. Kanra 1o-
Jyawin B Tpydax dpuiocodos gocoseTckon be-
Jlapycy, OTe4YeCTBeHHBIMM aKaJeMUYeCKUMU U
YHVBEPCUTETCKVMY VICCIIe[IoBaTeIsIMM  HallviCaH
ueneln psan craten (Kiepuens, 1981; Illaibke-
By, Jleruving, 2005; Jleravms, Jymuank, 2020).
B HuX, B 9acTHOCTM, ITIOKa3aHO, YTO JIaXke TP OT-
CYTCTBUM VMHCTUTYLMaIN3POBaHHbBIX PopM Pu-
socodpum Oestopycckas MHTeJUIEKTyaslbHasl cpe-
Ia ObUIa OTKpPBITA IS VX BocIpusaTus. [Ipudem
B paMKax 0estopyccKoit pvyTocodpCKOVE MBICIIV MBI
He yBUIVIM TaKOrO >KeCTKOIO HelpuaATHs psiia
mpnent KaHTa, Kak 3T0 HaOJII0[1a710Ch TIOPOV B TOpe-
BOJTIOLIMOHHOM Poccum.

YuuTeiBas, YTO OTHOIIIEHVIE K KAHTOBCKOV MBIC-
JIM HYIKOTTIa He SBJISIOCh CyTy00 BHYTpeHHVM [ie-
sioM (prstococpun, a ObLIO, TI0 citoBam H. B. MoTpo-
IIIVJIOBOVI, «CKOpee, [IOBOJIBHO TOYHBIM OapoMe-
TPpOM, PUKCUPYIOIIVIM He TOJIBKO COCTOSTHVIE KYJIb-
Ty PBl, Ha3peBarolllyie B Hel MI3MeHeHVs], HO U Xapak-
Tep Oostee OOIIVIX COLVAIIBHO-VICTOPMUYECKMX IIPO-
1reccop» (Motponmiosa, 1993, c. 43—44), cienyer,
Ha Halll B3[ISIf, BBIIEJIUTH B UCTOpUI DeJI0pyccKo-
IO KaHTOBe[eHNsI HeCKOJIBKO Pa3/IMYHbIX 3TalloB.
I'Tpu aTOM KaXKIIpIii 3 HUX OTBedaeT 3aIlpocaM Co-
OTBETCTBYIOIIEN eMy VICTOPUYECKOV OOCTAaHOBKM 11
OTJINYaEeTCS O peneJIeHHON cneuVIq:MKor?L

MccnenoBanms pmocodpmn Kanra
B JIOBO€HHBIVI II€PVOLT,
(1920-e — mavaso 1940-x rr.)

B nepwuop, c 1920-x 1 no Havana 1940-x rr. B be-
JIapycy MOXKHO 3apVIKCHPOBaTh IIOCTeIIeHHOe yTa-
caHMe BHMMaHMA K Hacnenuio V. Kanra nio cpas-
HEHWIO C JIOPEeBOJIIOLIVIOHHBIMI J1eCATUIIETVSIMIAL
BripoueM, 3T0 GbUI0 XapaKTepHO 1 17151 BCEVI COBET-
CKOMI (p1II0COPCKOV MBICIIV, YaCTHBIM BbIPaskeH-
eM KOTOpOW CTajI KaHTOBe[IUecKyue MCCiIeioBa-
Hus B peciyoymmke?. Tem He MeHee ciletyeT yIio-

2 Cm. 00 aToM mofrpoOree: (Kpyrmos, 2020, c. 200; MoTpo-
nmwiosa, 1993, c. 50 —51).
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Introduction

The reflection of Kant’s ideas in the works of
Belarusian philosophers before the 1917 revo-
lution has been the subject of a number of arti-
cles by the Academy of Sciences and university
scholars. They show that in spite of the lack of
institutionalised forms of philosophy the intel-
lectual milieu in Belarus was open to these ide-
as. Indeed, in Belarusian philosophical thought
we do not find such a sharp rejection of some
of Kant’s ideas as in pre-revolutionary Russia
(Klevchenya, 1981; Shalkevich and Legchilin,
2005; Legchilin and Dudchik, 2020).

Considering that the attitude to Kant's
thought has never been a strictly internal busi-
ness of philosophy but rather, as Nelly V. Mo-
troshilova (1993, pp. 43-44) points out, “has
been an accurate barometer recording not only
the state of culture and changes in the making,
but the character of more general socio-histori-
cal processes”, we may identify several stages
in what may be called Belarusian Kant scholar-
ship, each stage corresponding to the demands
of the historical situation.

Kant Studies
in the Pre-War Period from the 1920s
until the Beginning of the 1940s

In the period between the 1920s and the be-
ginning of the 1940s interest in Kant’s heritage
was waning by comparison with the pre-rev-
olutionary decades. Indeed, this was true of
all Soviet philosophical thought, of which
Kantian studies in the Belarusian republic?

were one particular manifestation. Even so,

2 For more on this see: (Kruglov, 2020, p. 200; Motroshi-
lova, 1993, pp. 50-51).



MSHYTb O HEOITHOKPATHBIX OOpallleHsIX K UaesiM
HeMelIKoro ¢uiocoda co CTOPOHBI psizia Oestopyc-
CKMX aBTOPOB. Peub uyieT B IepByIo odeperib O pa-
6oTax rpodeccopos bestopycckoro rocygapcrses-
HOTO yHVBepCcUTeTa, KOTOPBI ObUI 00pa3oBaH B
1921 r. DTO HOCTATOYHO KpaTKue MU3JI0KeHUs Pu-
nococdpum KaHTa, ¢ KOTOPBIMU MOXKHO OBUIO O3Ha-
KOMUTBCS B yueOHMKaX V1 O4epKax I10 AVaIeKTide-
CKOMY MaTepuaJsiv3My, B IIOMYJIIPHBIX TOITIA «BBe-
ZleHVSX B HayKy U dpuitocodmro». B atu romer no-
ABJIsIeTCS TaKXKe psIl CTaTell, TIOCBSIIeHHBIX CpaB-
HUTEeIBHOMY aHaIM3y B3IsAoB KaHTa 1 mpyrmx
MblciuTestent — JleviOHma, I'erestst, dppanirysckmx
Marepuasictos XVIII B, mpencrasuTersten mmpo-
KO pacIIpocTpaHeHHOro B Hadasle XX B. B EBporie
HeOKaHTMaHCTBa, a TakXe Oyp)KyasHBIX M[I€0JIO-
roB Tex JieT. PasymeeTcs, 3a peKMM MCKJIIOYeH M-
eM aBTOPbI TAKOI'0 pozia paboT TBepIO NpuIepKu-
BaJIVICh JIEHMHCKMX OlleHOK dntocodpmm Kanra,
KOTOPbIe BOXIb ITposieTapyiaTa IperacTaBuI B CBO-
eM IJ1aBHOM (prstocodckoM Tpyrie «MaTeprasinsm
Y SMIOVPUOKPUTUIIN3M». [Iprt 3TOM TBOPYECTBO, K
nipumepy, I. B. @. Terestst, ocobeHHO ero AyaneKTu-
Ka, OLIEHVBAJIOCh B HVIX TOPA3/I0 BbIITle KAHTOBCKO-
ro. XoTs cJjleryeT OTMeTUTh, uTo caM KaHT mpes-
CTaBaJI B 3TUX paloTax Bce e B KyJa Oojiee BbI-
TOJIHOM CBeTe I10 CpaBHEHMIO C ero HOBeVIIVIMU
TIoCIIefioBaTeIIMI-HeOKaHTMaHIIaMl,  0COOeHHO
TeMM, JIesITeJTbHOCTb KOTOPBIX Obljla MOJIUTUYeCKN
OKpallleHa VIV CBsi3aHa C KOHIIeIIyell HeMapK-
CHICTCKOTO «3TWYECKOr0 COIMasI3May.

Cpenu dpwiocodoB, aHaIM3MIPOBABIIINIX B3IJIS-
nbt Kanra B 1920-e T, otMeTriM mpodeccopos BI'Y
B.H. MBanOBCcKOro (1867—1939), C.JI. Bormedpcona
(1894—1941) u B.D. Beixosckoro (1901—1980). Tax,
VBanosckmiz (c 1929 r. 3amectuTesib pektopa bI'Y)
B pabore «MeTomosornyeckoe BBefieHie B HayKy 1
drtocodpmro» (1923) meMoHCTpUpYyeT ellle HeKOTO-
PYIo cBOOOY OT MAOJIOrMYeCKIX KIIVIIe Tex JleT,
IpUIepXXMBasiCh OOBEKTVBHOTO HayYHOIO aHaJIN-
3a TeopuM IIO3HAHWUS ¥ MeTOHOJIOIMIM HeMellKOo-
IO MBICJIUTEJI, OPraHWYHO BIVICHIBasl €ro jeu B
pasBUTIe eBpoIerickovl Hayku 1 dpvtocodpmmn. OH
IeTaJIbHO ocBelaeT BKiajd, KaHTa B 0OiacTh vic-
CJIefTOBaHMS UeJIOBeUeCcKoro pasyMa, CpaBHUMBas 1
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some Belarusian authors repeatedly turned to
the German philosopher’s ideas. I am refer-
ring above all to the works of the professors
at the Belarusian State University, founded in
1921. These took the form of brief summaries
of Kant’s philosophy in textbooks and essays
on dialectical materialism and the then popu-
lar “introductions to science and philosophy.”
Those years also saw the publication of sever-
al articles devoted to a comparative analysis of
the views of Kant and other thinkers — Leib-
niz, Hegel, the French eighteenth-century ma-
terialists, representatives of Neo-Kantianism
which was widespread in Europe in the early
twentieth century, as well as bourgeois ideol-
ogists of the time. Needless to say, these au-
thors, with rare exceptions, were staunch
adherents of Lenin’s assessments of Kant’s
philosophy which the leader of the proletariat
set forth in his main philosophical work, Mate-
rialism and Empirio-Criticism. Incidentally, He-
gel, especially his dialectics, was rated much
higher than Kant. Even so, Kant in these works
was presented in a much more favourable
light than the latest Neo-Kantians, especial-
ly those whose views were politically tinged
or associated with the concept of non-Marxist
“ethical socialism.”

Among the philosophers who studied Kant
in the early 1920s mentioned should be made
of Belarusian State University professors
Vladimir N. Ivanovsky (1867-1939), Semyon
Ya. Volfson (1894-1941) and Bernard E. By-
khovsky (1901-1980). Thus, Ivanovsky (deputy
rector of BSU since 1929), in his Methodological
Introduction to Science and Philosophy (1923) still
exhibits a measure of freedom from the ide-
ological clichés of those years, providing an
objective scientific analysis of the German
thinker’s theory of cognition and methodolo-
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cTaBsi ero ropasmo sbie /1. FOMa 1 ceHcyanmsMa
aHDJIMVICKOVI ITKOJTBL. OH cumraet, uTto KaHT «re-
PemBUHYII IIEHTP THOCEOJIOTMYeCKMX VICCIIeoBa-
HVVI O IIPOVICXOXKIEH VIV TIO3HAHMS C TICHXOJIOrMYe-
CKMX BOIIPOCOB Ha JIOIMUECKYIO IIpobsieMy cocTa-
Ba ¥ CTPOs HayKM KaK Oe3JINYHOro, JOCTOBEPHO-
ro ¥ o0I1eo0s3aTeIbHOTO, CUCTEMATIYeCKOro Iie-
sioro» (VMBanosckmi, 1923, c. 124). K HemoctaTkam
ero y4yeHns /IBaHOBCKMVI OTHOCUT VCIIOJIb30BaHe
«CTapOoro ¥ IJIOXO IepearoIero CMbIC/» IIOHSATS
anpuopHoe, a Takxe To, 4To Kanra Oosibliie nHTEpe-
coBaJla Bce ke He caMa peaJIbHOCTh, a HayKa. Hy 1,
KOHEYHO, OIlpesie/leHHOe BHUMaHMe IIpY aHaIn3e
ero dpmstocodvvt He MOIJIO He OBbITh YZIeJIeHO 1 «He-
[ICHOVI», TI0 CJIoBaM VIBaHOBCKOrO, «Belly B cebe»,
koTopomt KaHT «3510ynorpediisur» (Tam xe, c. 125).
ABTOp YBUIEI B HEN «OJIemHBIVI OCTATOK cTapomn
vIen cyocTaHIMM KaK 4ero-To OTJIMYHOIO OT “Ka-
yecTB” ¥ JIeXXaIllero B OCHOBE €IMHCTBA M TOXIIe-
CTBa BeIIV U VIZIEV, VIMEBIIIEVT TaKoe OOJIBITIoe 3Ha-
yeHVe Y ApucTOTe Is». VIBaHOBCKIII OIleHVBaeT U
nocsiefiosatesient pustocodpvnt Kanra B I'epmanum,
rosiarasi, YTo 3TO ObUIa «peaKIivisi IIPOTUB €ro Oc-
HOBHBIX WIeV, “IyayleKTIdecKuit” TIoBOPOT», KOT-
Ia «vijest KpUTVIKY [IO3HaHVIS, [TaBIIas Takvie 00JIb-
mvie pesysbsTarel B TedeHue XVIII B, BpeMeHHO Kak
ObI 3X1Ta U [IeHTpaIbHOE BHMMAaHIE ITIePEeHOCT-
Csl Ha JIpyTue mpodrieMbl — Owmosiorvyeckue, oo-
IIleCTBEHHBIE, MIcTOprdeckye HayKm» (Taum xe).
Xapakrepusys 20-e, a 3areM n 30-e IT. B KOH-
TeKCTe VHTepecyIoIerl Hac TeMbl, TPYLHO OTbI-
CKaThb CIleIMajibHble TPYIbI, KOTOpble ObLIN OBl
IOCBAIIeHbl  coOcTBeHHO dmtocodpum  Kamnra,
Haxe yumuTbiBas, uTo 1924 ron ObUT I00VIIEVIHBIM,
Korga orMedasock 200-1eTvie co JHS ero poxiue-
Hud. B Kakoi-To Mepe 3TO MOXHO OOBSICHUTH U
TeM, UTO BCJIe[ICTBME (aIMCTCKOM OKKyHallum
TeppuTopun bestopyccum ps, TeKCToB ObUI IIpo-
cto yrepsiH. Cperyt paboT Tex JIeT, KOTOpbIe Bee ke
yIasoch OTHICKaTh B (poHpax OmbmoTek, criemy-
eT ynoMmsaHyTh Tpyasl C. Sl Borbdcona — neka-
Ha dakysibTeTa HpaBa u xossvictsa BI'Y, akame-
MuKa, a ¢ 1931 no 1938 r. nupekropa VHcTUTYyTa
dumocodprm n mpasa AH BCCP. B onryOimkoBas-
HOM VM Kypce JIeKInit «[IyajleKTiaecKmit Mare-
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gy as an organic part of European science and
philosophy. He offers a detailed description of
Kant’s contribution to the study of human rea-
son, comparing him to Hume and rating him
much higher than Hume and English sensual-
ism. He believes that Kant “has shifted the fo-
cus of epistemological studies on the origin
of cognition from psychological issues to the
problem of the composition and structure of
science as an impersonal, authentic and uni-
versally obligatory systemic whole” (Ivanosky,
1923, p. 124). Ivanovsky is critical, though, of
Kant’s use of the concept of a priori which he
considers to be “old and failing to convey the
meaning” and the fact that Kant was, at the end
of the day, more interested not in reality but in
science. And, of course, he was bound to pay
attention to the “thing-in-itself,” a notion which
Ivanovsky described as “unclear” and which he
thought Kant “abused” (ibid., p. 125). He saw it
as “a pale vestige of the old idea of substance
as something different from ‘properties” under-
lying the unity and identity of thing and idea,
which was so important for Aristotle”. Ivano-
vsky gives his assessment of Kant’s followers
in Germany, arguing that it was “a reaction
against his basic ideas”, “a dialectical turn”
when “the idea of a critique of knowledge that
yielded such spectacular results in the eight-
eenth century temporarily outlived itself, as it
were, and the focus of attention shifted to oth-
er problems — biological, social and historical
sciences” (ibid.)

Characterising the 1920s and then the 1930s
in the context of our topic, it is hard to find
any works expressly devoted to Kant’s phi-
losophy, even despite the fact that 1924 saw
the 200" anniversary of Kant’s birth. Part of
the reason for this may be that some texts had
simply been lost during the Nazi occupation
of Byelorussia. Among the works of the time



prammsm» (1923) Bosredpcor mmompobHO ormichIBa-
eT eBponerickyto ucropuio XVIII B, ynessger ompe-
JleJleHHOe BHVIMaHMe (paHIly3CKOMy MaTepua-
msMy m KaHTy, cumTast Iocsie/lHero CrMMBOJIOM
«JIBOVICTBEHHOVI ICTVHBI», a ero «KpuTnky umcro-
ro pasyMa» — «KHWIOVI, IPOHMKHYTOV IIPOTVBO-
PeTUTMO3HBIMY TeHAeHIIsMM» (Bobdcon, 1923,
c. 71). OpHako B TO XXe caMoe BpeMs OH IIojIara-
eT, 4To «KpuTHKa MpaKkTN4IecKoro pasyMa» IIpef-
CTaBJIseT cOOOVI «Il1ar Has3asly» B 3BOJIIOLM puTo-
codpa. YcTaHOBMB pasiinyrie MeXIy TeopeTude-
CKVMM ¥ IIPpaKTUIecKmM pasymoM, KanT, ro cjioBam
Bornbdcona, «Bockpecwt Tpyn AemnsMma, He3agoll-
TO IIpes] TeM YOUTOro TeopeTUdeCcKUM pa3yMOoM»
(Tam xe, c. 72). BeiBozI, K KOTOPOMY IIPVUXOLWUT aB-
TOp, 3aKJIIOYaeTCsl B YTBep KIIeHM IIPeBOCXOICTBa
«laXke caMBbIX yMepeHHBIX 13 (PpaHITy3CKMX Ma-
TepuaymcTos» nepen Kanrtom, nbo oHM «mryp-
MoBaJIV Hebo ¢ ropasyao OoJIBLIIeV CHIION, HEXeJIn
KanT» (Tam xe). B 3aBepiieHne aBTop KpUTHUKY-
eT BCIO MeaJINCTYecKy 1o prIocoduro, cchlylasgch
Ha KaHTOBCKVe BeIllb B ceOe 1 arHOCTUIIN3M, JIV-
IIaKoIIVie YeJloBeKa BO3MOKHOCTY ITO3HATh MUP.

B 1935 r. Boribdcon HammiIer eltie ofHy pabo-
Ty, B KOTOPOV TaK WIV MHade 3aTPOHeT HeKOTO-
pole acriekTel prstocodpum Kanra, — «Kysbsrypa
VI MeOJIOT VS 3aTHMBAOIIEro KaluTaIu3Ma». JTO
ObIIO yKe JIpyToe BpeMsl, Korja dpusiocodam mpu-
XOAMJIOCh Pe3KO KPUTWMKOBATh «MIEO0JIOrOB YMWU-
paloIIero KanmTaaniMa», IcaTb O TaK Has3bIBae-
MoV «dparm3anyy Oy p)KyasHOV HayKu U M1e0JI0-
I'MV» B KauecTBe OCHOBHOV TeHIEHIINN ee «3arHU-
BaHMs». XapaKTepusys «allicTByOmmx guio-
cod0B, MBITAIOIINXCA MOIEPHU3NPOBATh MHOTe
OTXMBIIIVe, 3aIlJIeCHeBeJIble VifIeV TaBHO IIpOIIIe/-
HIX BpeMeH», Bosibdcon yrommHaeT nmena Kan-
Ta, Teresrs 1 @uxre. Ho oH mosaraet, 4To coBpe-
MeHHBIe MJIe0JIOT «BBUIYIINMBAIOT BCe MMerolllee-
csl B MIX yueHUM Hamboslee peakiyoHHOe». Hasbl-
Basl MX «BeJIMKUMM rstocodpaMyt MOJIOHIOV BOC-
xopsien Oy pXKyasun», a COBpeMeHHBIX OypiKyas-
HBIX aBTOPOB He Ooslee yeM «(pritocoCTBYIOMIN-
MW 3MIUTOHaMM YMMpaIoIero KamnuTaln3Ma», OH
BCe )Xe OThICKMBaeT y KaHTa peakiioHHBIe 3jle-
MEHTBI, 32 KOTOpPbIe «XBaTalOTCs» Y UCIIOIB3YIOT B
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that have eventually been found in library
stocks, were the works of Academician Wolf-
son, Dean of the BSU Faculty of Law and Eco-
nomics and between 1931 and 1938 Director
of the BSSR Academy of Sciences’ Institute of
Philosophy and Law. In his published “Course
of Lectures on Dialectical Materialism” (1923)
Wolfson gives a detailed account of European
history in the eighteenth century and devotes
some space to French materialism and Kant,
describing the latter as the last symbol “of
dual truth” and his Critique of Pure Reason as
“a book permeated with anti-religious tenden-
cies” (Wolfson, 1923, p. 71). At the same time,
he considers the Critique of Pure Reason to be “a
step back” in the philosopher’s evolution. In
establishing the difference between theoretical
and practical reason, Kant, he argues, “has re-
vived the corpse of deism shortly after it was
killed by theoretical reason” (ibid., p. 72). The
author arrives at the conclusion that “even the
most moderate of French materialists” were
superior to Kant because “they stormed the
sky with far greater force than Kant” (ibid.) In
conclusion the author inveighs against all ide-
alistic philosophy, citing Kant’s thing-in-itself
and agnosticism which prevents humans from
cognising the world.

In 1935 Wolfson wrote another work in
which he touched upon some aspects of Kant’s
philosophy, The Culture and Ideology of Decay-
ing Capitalism. Times had changed and phi-
losophers were expected to castigate “the
ideologists of moribund capitalism,” write
about “Fascisation of bourgeois science and
ideology” as the main tendency of its “de-
cay”. Characterising “fascist-leaning philos-
ophers who try to modernise many outdated,
mouldy ideas of bygone times,” Wolfson men-
tions Kant, Hegel and Fichte. But he believes
that contemporary ideologists “ferret out from
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CBOVIX IIEJISIX IIPEeICTaBUTEIIV HOBEVIIIIeT q)r/moco-
v (Bortedeon, 1935, c. 31).

benopycckuM aBTOpOM, CpaBHUTEJIBHO MHOIO
Y 4acTo MMCaBIINM B Te Tofbl 0 KaHTe, ObUI errte
onyH 1podeccop bBI'Y — b. D. Beixosckuit. Kpome
o0s13aTesIbHBIX TOI/ja YUeOHMKOB II0 AMajieKTide-
CKOMY ¥ MICTOPMYECKOMY MaTepuasivi3My OH OCTa-
BIJI OOJIBITION KOPIYC PadOT IO MCTOPUM 3allaf-
HOeBpOIeVicKo (prstocodnnt, ¢ OTHeTIbHBIMU 13
KOTOPBIX, KaK, Hallpumep, ero padorammu o A. Illo-
nteHrayape u C. Kvepkerope, 1 ceromHs padoTaroT
cTyneHTbI-drstocodsl. Keraty, B 3Tux ABYX He-
Gospmx 10 popMaTy KHMUTax M3 cepum «Mblc-
JIVTeJIV TIPOIIJIOr0» OH CPaBHUTEIBHO MHOIO Me-
CTa yJesseT rccjlefjoBaHMIo ment KaHTa Kak Bax-
Horo ncroka dputocodpnu Illonenrayspa, a Takxe
nposoauT napasutent mexay Kanrom n Keepke-
rOpOM B IIOHVMIMaHUW peurum u 3Tukn. OgHaxko
310 Oynet yxe B 1970-e rr. IToka e, B onmchiBa-
eMble HaMU IIpeJIBOeHHble JecATmieTns, beixos-
CKWUVI CTaJI aBTOPOM OJJHOTO M3 IIePBbIX COBETCKMX
y4ebHUKOB 10 dmytocopum — «Ouepk dputoco-
v gmanexTrdeckoro Marepmanmsma» (1930),
KOTOPBIV Bbl/iep>KaJl HeCKOJIbKO m3fgaHuil. B Ha-
crosimiee Bpemsi B HarmonaneHo 61bimoreke be-
Jlapycy MOXKHO O3HaKOMWTBCS C 3TOVI KHUIOVI, W3-
JaHHOV B TOM 4NcJle Ha OeslopycckoM s3bike. [lo-
BOJIBHO OOJIBITION pasyien «Tak Ha3bIBaeMbIl Kpy-
TUIIM3M» OBUI CITeIMaIbHO IIOCBSIIEH (PUIIOCO-
vt KanTa (Berxosckmii, 1930).

ABTOp 1T0COOMS Cpasy IpenyIpeXiaeT YnuTaTe-
JIsL, YTO OH IIpeijlaraeT TOJIBKO CXeMaTYHOe M3JI0-
JKeHVe, «KOPOTKUI ouepk yueHns» Kanra. Ho ripn
3TOM OH He TOJIBKO TlepecKasblBaeT, HO TakKke aHa-
JIM3MIPYeT OCHOBOIIOJIATaoIIe Ve HeMeIIKOro
dustocoda 11 gaet nm orieHKy. Tak, BeixoBckwit rmo-
naraeT, yTo KaHT «pa3Bsi3bIBaeT» B CBOeM y4YeHUN
BCEro OfIVH BOIIPOC — 00 OTHOIIEHMIX CyObeKTa 1
00BeKTa, 4 1 He-sl, MeaINCTYeCKy pelllasi OCHOB-
Hom Borrpoc dprtocodpum (berxosekmiz, 1930, c. 64).
Ynomunuas, uto B «KpuTuke YmcToro pasyma»
Kanr pesko kputukosasi bepkiu u eme pesue —
JIr000V1 Mneain3M, BeIXoBcKML IIOTUEePKMBAET, YTO
3TO 1aJI0 OCHOBaHMs HEKOTOPBIM aBTOpaM He CUM-
TaTh €ro HY WeaJIiICTOM, HY MaTepuaJIiCTOM, a
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their teaching all the most reactionary things”.
Referring to them as “the great philosophers
of the young rising bourgeoisie” and contem-
porary bourgeois authors as merely “philoso-
phising epigones of moribund capitalism” he
still finds some reactionary elements in Kant
which contemporary philosophers “latch on
to” and use for their own purposes (Wolfson,
1935, p. 31).

Another author who wrote frequently and
at length about Kant in those years was BSU
professor Bykhovsky. In addition to the man-
datory writing of textbooks on dialectical and
historical materialism, he left a large body of
works on the history of Western European
philosophy, some of which, e.g. his works on
Schopenhauer and Kierkegaard, are still used
by philosophy students. Incidentally, these two
short books in the “Thinkers of the Past” series
devote considerable space to the ideas of Kant
as an important source of Schopenhauer’s phi-
losophy and draw parallels between Kant and
Kierkegaard in their interpretation of religion
and ethics. However, that would be later, in the
1970s. In the meantime we are still in the 1920s
and 1930s when Bykhovsky wrote one of the
tirst Soviet philosophy textbooks, An Outline of
the Philosophy of Dialectical Materialism (1930),
which went through several editions. The book,
published also in Byelorussian, is available at
the national library of Belarus. A large section
of the book, “So-Called Criticism”, is devoted
to Kant’s philosophy (Bykhovsky, 1930).

Immediately, the author warns the reader
that he offers only a “bare bones” rendering, “a
brief summary” of Kant’s teaching. In fact, he
not only summarises but analyses the German
philosopher’s views and assesses them. Byk-
hovsky argues that Kant in his teaching “untan-
gles” only one issue, the relationship between
subject and object, “I” and “not 1”, resolving
the fundamental question of philosophy in an



TioJ1araTh, YTO OH CTOUT Hazl 00erMY OTHOCTOPOH-
HocTsiMy. OIHAKO aBTOpP KHWUIM CTaBUT BOIIPOC:
Tak J1 3T0? PelrtaeTcs OH BIIOJIHE B JIyXe JIEHVH-
CKMX yKa3aHWV. BbIXOBCKMTI TIMIIIET, YTO HY OJTHO
ydeHue He KOHIIeHTPUpPYeTcsl TaK Ha THOCeOJIOr -
yecKovt IpobsieMaTyKe, KaK KpUTUIIN3M, aHaJIN3H-
PYIOIINII pa3yM 1 YesloBedecKye CIIOCOOHOCTH, ero
BO3MOXXHOCTH, CTPYKTYPhI 11 ocobeHHOCTH. V371a-
ras Jiajiee OCHOBHBIE IIOJIOKeHWsI TeOpuy TI03Ha-
Hus KaHTa, vcciiefioBatesb cripaBejINBO aKlleH-
TUPYeT IepPBOCTEIIeHHOCTEL poJIn CyObeKTa B Hel.
Onnako TakuM oOpasom KanT, o cjioBam aBTopa,
«OITycToIIaeT 00beKT», yMeHblIaeT ero pob B I10-
3HaHWY U IpeBpalaeT cyObeKTa B eHCTBeHHO-
O 3aKOHOJIaTeJIs ¥ TBOopIla 3HaHMsL. BeIxoBckmit He
BUINT IIPV 3TOM CYIIIECTBEHHOIO pasInuis Mex-
ny s3msgamy KanTa v Tak HasbiBaeMbIM (peHOMe-
HaJI3MOM, KOTOPBIVI OIVICHIBAETCSI MM B IIpeIbl-
OyILeVi IJ1aBe oco0Ms. DTO CBA3aHO ¢ KAHTOBCKOV
TPaKTOBKOVI BelllM B cebe, KOTOpasl MpOBO3IJIallla-
eTcd HeMelKMM ritocodoM Hero3HaBaeMom U
HeylocTyItHOM cyObekTy. 1o MHeHMIo BpixoBckoro,
pedb He MeT 0 KaKOM-IM0O0 IyaIICTUYeCKOM pa-
BeHCTBe cyObeKkTa 1 oObekTa. [lyannsm obopaun-
BaeTCs UJIeaIn3MOM, TaK KaK TOJIBKO CyObeKT TBO-
PUT MUpP HayKM, a O0beKT UTpaeT UCKITIOUNUTETbHO
CITy>keOHYIO0 pOJIb; MaTepus IIPY 3TOM CTaHOBUTCS
He OoJlee yeM TBOpeHMEM Jiyxa, a U3yudeHue IIpu-
POIIBI CBOIMUTCS K M3YUeHMIO TIO3HAHMS.

Ho riaBryo omm6ky KanTa berxosckuit BuanT
B IPU3HaAHWUM Helo3HaBaeMOCTVM MMpa, OTpbIBe
3HaHMA OT OOBEKTMBHOV peaJIbHOCTU U ero cyob-
eKTMBU3AIM C TOMOIIIBIO KaTeropum paccyjika
(berxosckmi, 1930, c. 73). OH oOparttiaeT BHMMaHVIE
Ha BHYTPEHHIOIO ITPOTMBOPEYMBOCTh U Herlocsle-
JI0BaTeJIbHOCTh KPUTUIIM3Ma, KPUTUKYET ero 3a
OTPBIB CcoflepKaHMs OT POPMBI, BellleVt OT MX CBsi-
sert. OTMeYaeT OH 1 HecorlacOBaHHOCTD ITpV3Ha-
HVSI CyIIeCTBOBaHWSI OOBeKTVBHOV pealbHOCTHU C
HNPVHIUIIMAIBHBIM OTKA30M ee [03HaBaeMOCTL.

OreHmBas Takoro poga KpUTHKY, CJleflyeT 3a-
MeTUTb, YTO BCe 3TM oOBMHeHM: B agpec KaHTta
yke He pa3 purypmposaau B paboTax ero 3amai-
HOEBPOIIEVICKIX OIIIOHEHTOB, BKJIIOYasl M COBpe-
MeHHUKOB (mtocoda. HeomHOKpaTHO OTMeuasl-
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idealistic manner (ibid., p. 64). Noting that Kant
in the Critique of Pure Reason inveighs against
Berkeley and even more heavily against any
idealism, Bykhovsky stresses that this prompt-
ed some authors to consider him neither an ide-
alist nor a materialist but someone who stands
above both extremes. Is this really so? he asks.
He proceeds to resolve the question very much
in the Leninist way. Bykhovsky points out
that no teaching is so focused on epistemolog-
ical problems as criticism, which analyses rea-
son and human potential, capacities, structures
and peculiarities. Summarising the main pro-
visions of Kant’s theory of cognition, he right-
ly stresses the primary role of the subject in it.
However, in this way, the author argues, Kant
“drains the object of its substance”, diminishes
its role in cognition and turns the subject into
the sole law-maker and creator of knowledge.
Bykhovsky sees no essential difference between
Kant’s views and phenomenalism which he de-
scribes in the previous chapter. He associates
this with Kant’s interpretation of the thing-in-
itself which Kant declares to be unknowable
and inaccessible for the subject. In Bykhovsky’s
opinion, this has nothing to do with a dualis-
tic parity between subject and object. Dualism
turns out to be idealism because only the sub-
ject creates the world of science while the object
plays strictly an auxiliary role; matter becomes
merely the creation of the spirit and the study
of nature is reduced to the study of cognition.
However, the author sees Kant’s main mistake
in his claim that the world is unknowable, the
separation of knowledge from objective reali-
ty and its subjectivation through the categories
of reason (ibid., p. 73). Bykhovsky notes the in-
herent contradictions and inconsistency of crit-
icism and criticises it for separating content
from form and things from their interconnec-
tions. He also notes the discrepancy between
recognition of objective reality and flat rejection
of its knowability.
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cs1 HevicTopmueckuit nofxor, KaHTa K TpakToBke
CcyObeKTa 1 4eJIoBeUecKoro MbIIIIeHVIs, O YeM M-
met 1 beixosckuit. IIpaBoTy cBomx aprymMeHTOB
II0 3TOMY ITOBOJLy OH OOOCHOBBIBAeT ITpV TIOMOITTV
MHOTOYVICIIEHHBIX CCHUIOK Ha pe3yJIbTaThl Vccile-
JIOBaHMS psAfla COBpeMeHHBIX eMy HayK — WHIU-
BU/IyaJIbHOV TICVIXOJIOTMM, TICMIXOJIOTMM HapoIoB
¥ T.II, OTBEPrarllyX alpyvOPHOCTh KaK IIOHS-
TV, TaK ¥ COOTBETCTBYIOIMINX (POPM UyBCTBEHHO-
CTV, a TaKKe ITOKa3bIBAIOIINX X BO3HMKHOBEHe
u dpopMIpoBaHMe B IeTCKOM Bo3pacTe. DTy Kpu-
TUKY KaHTOBCKOI'O yUeHIsI XapaKTepu3yeT CTpeM-
JIeHVe B JyXe TOrJalllHell MAeoJIorn YTBepauThb
€ro B KauecTBe «HeIOoCJIeoBaTeJIbHOTO U 3KJIeK-
TUYHOTO» VleaIn3Ma, IIPOJeMOHCTPUPOBaTh, YTO
HeMeLIKM1 prtocod He ITpeB3o1iesl OfHOCTOPOH-
HOCTb MaTepuaausMa 1 uieannsma. He ynasocs
npeBo3Moub KaHTy, cunraer BeixoBckmmi, v Kpani-
HOCTV SMIIMpPM3Ma M pallyoHasIM3Ma, Tak KaK OH
orpaHMYMII cdepy HayKu JIUIIb 0OJIacThIO SIBjle-
HUM 1 cyOobekTBHBIM MupoM (beixosckumr, 1930,
c. 79). Takoro pofa CMHTe3 IIpMBeJl JINIIb K IOTe-
e HacTosIIIero 00beKTa HayKu, OTPhIBY CO3HAHMS
U pasyMa OT MaTepuasbHOro Mupa. Beison Oesto-
PYCCKOTO aBTOpa 3aKJIIOYaeTcsl B yTBEpXKIeHWUM,
YTO AOCTUYb HOIJIMHHOIO COeAVMHEHMs 3HaHW
C TeopeTMYecKM MBIIIJIeHVeM Ha OCHOBe I03Ha-
HMsI 0OBeKTMBHOV PeasIbHOCTY CMOTY T JIWIIIh yue-
HUsI, KOTOpble CMEHSIOT KPUTUYeCKUT MeasInsM,
HeCITOCOOHBIVI BBITIOJITHUTB cBOM 3a1aunt (Tam xe).
Vmeetcss B Buay lerenib, kotoporo berxoBckmi
CTaBUT Ky/a Bblllle KaHTa, Tak KaK IIepBBIVI CyMerl,
II0 €r0 MHEeHMIO, COXPAaHUTb OOBbEKTVBHYIO peasib-
HOCTb MIpa, 000CHOBaTh OOBEKTMBHOCTD 3HAHWS
Y TIOKa3aTh, YTO MUP CYIIeCTBYeT He3aBUCVIMO OT
HaIllero To3HaHMs Y OH TI03HaBaeM.

B 1933 r. B KHUTe ¢ xapaKTepHBIM JIJIsI TOI'O Bpe-
MeHV HasBaHMeM «Bparum u danbcudukaTopsl
MapKcu3Ma» BBIXOBCKMVI yyKe Topas[o pesue olle-
HuBaeT drutocodmro KaHTa, cHabOXas oport cson
OLIEHKV He cOBCeM OJIarokesiaTesIbHbIMY SITTeTa-
Mu. Ha mHam B3ryzan, aTo Bpsj v 6bU10 00yc/IoB-
JIeHO IlepeMeHO BO B3IIsAax caMoro dgpusocoda
B oTHOMeHMy KanTa u ero yuenmns. Ckopee, peub
vmeT o dopMmpoBaHUM OoIee KeCTKMX OpuI-
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Commenting on this critique, it has to be
noted that all these charges against Kant have
more than once been levelled by his Western
European opponents, including Kant’s contem-
poraries. Kant’s unhistorical approach to the
interpretation of the subject and human reason,
noted by Bykhovsky, has frequently been men-
tioned. He makes his case by citing numerous
examples of research in contemporary sciences:
individual psychology, the psychology of peo-
ples etc., which reject the a priori nature of con-
cepts and corresponding forms of sensibility, as
well as research showing that these arise and
are formed in childhood. This critique of Kant’s
teaching reveals the desire, in the spirit of the
ideology of the time, to declare it to be “incon-
sistent and eclectic idealism” and to demon-
strate that the German philosopher failed to
overcome the one-sidedness of materialism
and idealism. Nor has Kant overcome the ex-
tremes of empiricism and rationalism because
he confined the sphere of science to the domain
of phenomena and the subjective world (ibid.,
p- 79). This kind of synthesis resulted only in
the loss of the real object of science, the divorce
of consciousness and reason from the mate-
rial world. The Belarusian author concludes
that a genuine marriage of knowledge with
theoretical thinking on the basis of cognition
of objective reality can only be effected by the
doctrines which succeed critical idealism which
is not up to its tasks (ibid.). Bykhovsky is re-
ferring to Hegel whom he puts far above Kant
because the former, he believes, has managed
to preserve the objective reality of the world,
ground the objectivity of knowledge and show
that the world exists independently from our
cognition and that it is cognisable.

In a 1933 book under the tell-tale title The
Enemies and Falsifiers of Marxism Bykhovsky
delivers a much more trenchant assessment



aJIbHBIX YCTaHOBOK TI0 OTHOIIIEHWIO K JII00OV He-
MapKCUCTCKOV pvyiocodpmn, IpeonpenesieHHbIX
YVICTO MIEO0JIOrMTUeCKVIMY (2 OTHIOIB yoke He (pnIo-
codpcKkmMM) 3a/1avaMy, CTOSBIIVIMY TIepert aBTOpa-
MU Tex J1eT. Tak, berxoBckumit oOparriaeTcst K HeMerl-
KOMY MBICJITEIIIO B CBA3V C KPUTMKOVI B afipec ero
3MMTOHOB B JIN1le IIPUMKHYBIIIErOo K HeOKaHTMaH-
CTBY aBCTpUIICKOro driocoda, TeopeTrKa TaK Ha-
3bIBA€MOTO aBcTpoMapkcmaMa M. Aptepa. ToT bl
Tasics OObeAMHUTh KaHTMAHCTBO C MapKCU3MOM
IIyTeM JOIIOJIHeHMs 1ocslemHero 3Tukon Kanra u
JIOTMIKO-METOI0JIOTMTYeCKOro 0OOCHOBAaHMSI MapK-
CUCTCKOVI COLIMOJIOTMV C IOMOIIIBIO KaHTOBCKOI'O
KpuTnimsMa, 4to ajist Tex BpemeH B CCCP cunra-
JIOCh abCOJIIOTHO HEIONYCTVIMBIM W MJIeosIoriye-
CKV BpeTHBIM. BBIXOBCKMIT OTMEYaeT, YTO B CBOVIX
HOIBITKAaX «BOCKpecUThb B3IIsAnabl KanTta» Amep
JIeMOHCTPUPYeT «IIOIATHOe ABVKeHve». OH IIbITa-
eTcsd Paso0JIaunTh M JPYTUX 3MUTOHOB, KOTOphIe
yTBepXKaaiam, 4To KaHTy yiasoch BCTaTh «BbIIIIe»
000X OCHOBHBIX HaIIpaBjIeHUil B durtocodum,
3aHATh PUIIOCOPCKYIO TO3UIIVIO, HaXOISAITyIOCs
II0 Ty CTOPOHY MaTepuasvsma U naeamsma (bbr-
xoBckm1, 1933, c. 37). ITpu aToMm, 1o cjioBaM aBTOpa,
OHVI OMVPAIOTCS Ha «9KJIEKTUYHOCTD, MEXEeyMOU-
HOCTB €ro TIO3UIIV», KOTOpasi Ha Jiejie ecTb He 0o-
Jlee yeM Iipymupenye 1 Kkomrpommucc. 1o berxos-
ckoMy, y KaHTa JOMMHMpYyeT MeHHO MieacTy-
yecKas CTOpOHa, TaK KaK OH yTBep)K[aeT BTOpUY-
HOCTB, 3aBVCHMOCTb MUIpa, IIPVUPOJIbl, 00beKTa, Ma-
TepUM IO OTHOIIEHNUIO K CYOBEKTY, MBIIIIJIEHNIO, a
caMa MaTepwus IIpeficTaeT y Hero JIVIIB sIBJIeHeM,
He CyIIeCTBYIOIIVM BHe Halllell YyBCTBEHHOCT.
W x0Ts T71aBHBIM BOITPOCOM KaHTOBCKOV (prytoco-
dun sBiIseTCS BOIPOC O TOM, KaK BO3MOXKHO ITO-
3HaHMe, a He OCHOBHOV Borpoc dpuiocodnm, oH,
1o beIxoBckomy, He MOXXeT MMHOBaTh BoIpoca 00
OTHOIIIEHNMV MBIIIUIeHs K ObiTnio. Vl masee aB-
TOp HBITaeTCs JOKa3aTh, UTO IeHTpasbHasl IIPO-
OrreMa KpUTHIIM3MA TaK VIJIV VIHAJe ITepeceKaeTcs
C OIIHOVI 113 BO3MOXKHBIX (POPMYJIMPOBOK OCHOBHO-
ro Borpoca dpmiocodnnt, a MUMeHHO: KaK OTHOCUT-
sl Hallle MBIIIUIeHVe K OKpy>KarolieMy Mupy. Bbl-
BOJI, ITOBTOPsIeT JICHMHCKYIO OLIeHKY — «OH U Mlea-
JIVICT Y1 MaTepUJIVICT OJHOBPEMEHHO, TI0JIOB/HYA-
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of Kant’s philosophy, using sometimes rather
unfriendly epithets. I do not believe that this
should be attributed to a change in his own
views on Kant and his teaching. Most proba-
bly it has to do with the increasingly intolerant
official attitude to any non-Marxist philoso-
phy, determined by purely ideological and not
philosophical tasks facing the authors at the
time. Thus, Bykhovsky turns to Kant in con-
nection with the criticism of his epigones in
the person of Austrian philosopher and advo-
cate of Austromarxism, Max Adler. He tried
to combine Kantianism with Marxism by sup-
plementing the latter with Kantian ethics and a
logical-methodological justification of Marxist
sociology using Kantian criticism, an approach
considered in the USSR of the time to be abso-
lutely inadmissible and ideologically harmful.
Bykhovsky notes that in his attempts to “res-
urrect Kant’s ideas” Adler was “moving back-
wards”. He tries to expose other epigones who
claimed that Kant managed to rise “above”
the two main trends in philosophy and occu-
py a philosophical position beyond materi-
alism and idealism (Bykhovsky, 1933, p. 37).
They take advantage, Bykhosky believes, of
the “eclectic, wishy-washy position” which,
in fact, is no more than conciliation and com-
promise. According to Bykhovsky, Kant is pre-
dominantly an idealist insofar as he asserts that
the world, nature, object and matter are sec-
ondary to the subject and to thinking. Matter
itself becomes merely a phenomenon that does
not exist outside our sensibility. Although the
main question of his philosophy is how cogni-
tion is possible, this is not the main question of
philosophy as such, and he cannot, according-
to Bykhovsky, sidestep the question of the re-
lation of thought to being. And he proceeds to
argue that the central problem of criticism in-
tersects in one way or another with one of the
versions of the main question of philosophy,
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TeH, KoJ1e0s1eTcsi, arHOCTUK U T.IL», UTO OMSTh-Ta-
KV CBUETEJILCTBYeT O «MexeymounocTu V. Kan-
Ta» (bbrxosckum, 1933, c. 40).

B Hagaste 1940-x BprxoBckmit HanmieT HeOOIIb-
mryro kHury «Meton m cucrema leresis» (1941), B
KOTOPOVI HeCKOJIBKO pa3 Oyaer ymoMsHyT KaHT,
XOTs1 B 11eJIoM paboTa TIocBsiIlleHa aHaJIi3y BKJIazla
T'eress B eBpornierickyto dprstocodprro. AHaIM3MPYs
BOITPOC O ITO3HaBaeMOCTV peaIbHOIo MIpa, O BO3-
MOXXHOCTY OOBEKTVBHOTO, MCTVHHOTO €ro I03Ha-
HMsA, aBTOP CpaBHMBAaeT B3IVISAIbI JBYX HeMeITKMX
MBIc/InTesIel, oTeors Iererto Ooslee 3HaUMIMOe Me-
cTo B prstocodpum, Tak Kak TOT «II€PEHOCUT B HO-
BYIO IJIOCKOCTB 3TOT BOIIPOC, IIPUBEIIINT B TYIIVK
drtocodckoe yuenme Kanra, BEIBOIUT ero Ha IIu-
PpOKMI Iy Th MicTopm3Ma» (beixoBckmii, 1941, c. 11).

Kpartkne ynomuHanms o Kanre mMpl Haxomym
y beixoBckoro B pabore 1947 r. ¢ TakXe O4eHb xa-
paKTepHBIM /I Tex JieT Ha3BaHueM «Mapasm co-
BpeMeHHOV OypyasHon dwiocodpum». Tem He
MeHee Mecto KaHTa 37ech BBITOHO OT/IMYaeT-
Csl OT TaK HasbIBaeMBIX «COBPeMEeHHBIX MpakKoOe-
COB», KOTOPBIX, IIO0 CJIOBaM aBTOpa, «yXe He yI0B-
netsopstoT Kanr, l'eresib, Mmsuib, CrieHcep... oHU
VIIYT BIOXHOBEHVE B CpeJHeBeKOBbIX TpaKTaTax»
(berxosckmi, 1947, c. 11). YVxe B 1970-e rr., Kak oT-
MeyaJIoch BBIIe, BBIXOBCKMV HammIleT [iBe KHU-
I B cepum «MBICIIUTENIN IIPOIIIOrO», B KOTOPBIX
MHOT0 MecTa ynennt dpwiocodpun Kanra 1 xoro-
pBle OTIINYAOTCS COBEPIIIEHHO MHBIM, OoJlee B3Be-
IIIeHHBIM aHaJIV30M B3IJISIZIOB HEMEIIKOTO MBICIIV-
Tesi. Ho aTo Oyper yxe npyrasi amoxa, 115t KOTO-
PpOVI XxapaKTepHBbI JApyTvie OLIeHKM, XOTs IIpeBaJIu-
pyolias pojib JIEHMHCKOV KPUTUKM prstocodpmm
KanTa Oyper maBare o cebe 3HAThH BIUIOTH [0 Ce-
penvabl 1980-x rr. Eciim XXe KpaTko oxapaKTepu-
30BaTh OesIopyccKme pereniyy KaHTMaHCKOro Ha-
CIIefyis IOBOEHHBIX JIET, TO CJleflyeT OTMeTUTD OT-
HOCUTEJIbHYIO cBoOOy mccitemoBanmit 1920-x Ir. u
NPUIIeAIINI 3aTeM VM Ha CMeHY JKeCTKUW Vjle-
oslormyeckuii KOHTpostb 1930-x, oOyciioBIIeHHBIN
VI3BECTHBIMU VICTOPUYECKVIMY peaIVisIMIA
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to wit: how does our thinking relate to the sur-
rounding world? His conclusion regurgitates
Lenin’s view that “he is an idealist and a ma-
terialist at the same time, half-hearted, waver-
ing, and agnostic” etc., which again attests to
Kant’s being “wishy-washy” (ibid., p. 40).

In the early 1940s Bykhovsky wrote a short
book, Hegel’s Method and System (1941). Al-
though it is devoted to Hegel’s contribution
to European philosophy, it refers to Kant sev-
eral times. Looking at the question of the cog-
nisability of the real world and the possibility
of objective and true knowledge of it, the au-
thor compares the views of the two German
thinkers, assigning to Hegel a more significant
place in philosophy because he “transfers to a
new level the issue which led Kant’s teaching
into a dead end, and puts it on the wide road of
historicism” (Bykhovsky, 1941, p. 11).

We find brief references to Kant in Byk-
hovsky’s 1947 book under another tell-tale
title, The Degeneracy of Modern Bourgeois Phi-
losophy. Nevertheless, Kant is given a more
favourable place than the “modern obscuran-
tists” who, the author writes, “are no longer
happy with Kant, Hegel, Mill, Spencer [...],
they draw inspiration from medieval treatises”
(Bykhovsky, 1947, p. 11). In the 1970s, as not-
ed above, Bykhovsky would write two books
in the “Thinkers of the Past” series in which he
devotes much space to Kant’s philosophy and
which offers a totally different, more balanced
analysis of the German thinker’s views. But
that was a different era marked by different at-
titudes, although the prevalence of Lenin’s cri-
tique of Kant’s philosophy would last into the
mid-1980s. To sum up the Belarusian reception
of the Kantian heritage in the pre-war years,
we should note the relative freedom of re-
search in the 1920s which was replaced by the
severe ideological control of the 1930s, caused
by the well-known historical realities.



KaHT B mocsieBoeHHbIE TroabI

(repyion, xpyIIeBCKOVI OTTeNe I
1 1970—-1980-€ rT.)

C nauasniom Benmkonr OTedecTBeHHOV BOVIHBI
KanT ecyim m cTaHOBUTCSI MHTEpeceH, TO TOJIBKO
Kak OIVH U3 IIpeacTaBuTesIeV HeMEeIIKOV KjlacCu-
uveckomt dpntocodpun B 11esioM. B 1943 r. B Mockse
BBIXOIUT 3HaMEHUTHI TpeTumnt ToM «VIctopun
dputocodpum» niop, pepakumen I. B. Aslekcanmposa
(c 1955 1o 1961 1. oH paboTasl B MMHCKe 3aBeyIo-
IIIVIM CeKTOPOM [IajIeKTIYeCKOro U MICTOPUYecKo-
ro MarepuanusMa VMHcTuTyTa dprstocodpmn u mpa-
Ba AH BCCP). Cpenu akTMBHBIX aBTOPOB 1 Opra-
HW3aTOPOB TPEXTOMHMKa ObUI 1 YIIOMVHaBIINT-
cs BeIle mpodpeccop BpIXOBCKMII, Ha3BaHHBIN B
noctanosieHnn LK BKII(0) «O mHemocrarkax u
OIIMOKax B OCBEIIeHUV VICTOPUV HeMeIKom u-
socodmm xoHtia XVIII n Hagama XIX BB.» (cM.: O
HezlocTaTKax..., 1944) omHUM 113 BUHOBHMKOB «He-
IIPaBUJIBHOTO» OCBellleHNs KjlaccudecKon duio-
codmu, Bxitodas n yueHne Kanra. Ero n gpyrmx
aBTOPOB yIIpeKaIl B OOBEKTMBI3ME, 3aTyIIIeBbl-
BaHMM KOHCepBaTWU3Ma, OTCYTCTBUM KPUTUKI pe-
aKIMIOHHOCTV COLMAJIbHO-TIONIUTUYECKX MIIe 1
T.1L., XOTsI B OOJIBIIIEVI Mepe 3TM yIIPeK! OTHOCH-
JIMCh K m3siokeHmio drtocodpmm lerertst m 1lern-
nvHra. OauH 13 BeAyIINX POCCUVICKMX KaHTOBe-
1oB A.H. KpyrioB B cTarbe, IOCBAIIEHHON JIVIC-
Kyccvsam o KanTe Bo Bpemst Besikornt OtevecTBen-
HOVI BOVIHBI, HOZ[pO6HO OIIvicasl, Kak B 3TUX YCJIO-
BUSIX COBeTCKMe pryIocodbl BeJIyl CIIOPBL O PO
KaHTOBCKOM viocodumt B «CTaHOBJIIEHUN Trep-
MaHCKOI'O HallVIOHaJI-CoLMasIi3Ma 1 ero arpeccus-
HOVI BHelltHeV1 oy Tnkm» (Kpyrios, 2020, c. 192).

B mocrieBoeHHBIe TOIBI IIPOLIECC Pa3BUTMS VIC-
criefoBanum dustococpun Kanra B berrapycn Obit
TakKXXe KparHe 3aMeijIeHHbIM. /1 TOJIBKO B TOfBI
XPYIIEeBCKOVI ~ OTTeles HaOrofgaeTcs  obliee
OXMBJIeHVe VHTepeca K ero Hacjle[IMi0 B PecIIy-
6mnuxe, Kak, BrapodeM, 1 B CCCP B nesiom. bertopyc-
CKIV YiTaTesIb 3HAaKOMUTCA € 31aBaeMbiMu B Mo-
ckBe Counaenmsimm KanTa B 1miecTr Tomax, pado-
tamu B. D. Acmyca, A. B. T'yieiru, M. K. Mamapma-
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Kant in the Post-War Years:
The Khruschev “Thaw” Period
and the 1970s and 1980s

With the start of the Great Patriotic War
(World War II) Kant became interesting, if at
all, as a representative of classical German phi-
losophy as a whole. In 1943 the famous third
volume of The History of Philosophy, edited by
Georgij V. Alexandrov (between 1955 and 1961
he would work in Minsk as head of the sec-
tor of dialectical and historical materialism at
the Belarusian Academy of Sciences’ Institute
of Philosophy and Law), came out in Moscow.
One of the active contributors to, and organ-
isers of, the three-volume collection of articles
was the above-mentioned Professor Bykhovsky
who was named in the Resolution of the Cen-
tral Committee of the All-Union Communist
Party of Bolsheviks (1944) “On the Shortcom-
ings and Errors in Presenting the History of
German Philosophy in the Late Eighteenth and
Early Nineteenth Centuries” as one of the cul-
prits of the “wrong” coverage of classical phi-
losophy, including Kant’s doctrine. Bykhovsky
and other authors were reproached for objec-
tivism, blurring of conservatism, lack of criti-
cism of the reactionary socio-political ideas etc.
of those German philosophers, although these
charges would be directed more against Hegel
and Schelling. One of the leading Russian Kant
scholars, Aleksey N. Kruglov (2020, p. 192), in
an article devoted to discussions about Kant
during the Great Patriotic War gave a detailed
account of how in that situation Soviet philos-
ophers were conducting debates on the role of
Kantian philosophy in “the emergence of Ger-
man National-Socialism and its aggressive for-
eign policy”.

In the post-war years the development of
Kant studies in Belarus was also very slow. It
was not until the Khruschev “Thaw” that over-
all interest in his legacy quickened in the re-
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sy, H. B. Morpoumsioson, T. V. Onzepmana,
2.10. Conosreba 1 ap. C cepeamubl 1960-x IT. Ha
dwtocodpckom otaernenun bI'Y HaumHarooT ymTaTh
GostpInon Ky pc «Hemerikas Ki1acciaeckas pmioco-
dws», B paMKax KOTOPOrO B COOTBETCTBYIOIIIEM Bpe-
MeHM KJIIo4e M3JIararoTcs 1 ocHoBHbIe naen Kan-
Ta. BipodeM, o pocTe ypoBHS MM XOTs ObI O ITO-
SBJIEHUN Cepbe3HBIX MCCIIeoBaTeIbCKMX ITy0m-
Kallny, TOCBSIIEeHHBIX (PVIocodnn HeMeIKOro
MBIC/INTeIIS, B pecityOnike, ocobenHo B 1970-e 1T,
TOBOPUTB He IIPUXOAUTCS; B JIyUllleM cilydae 3TO
ObUTIL OTHEeIBHBIe PabOThl, IPUYypPOUeHHbIe K TIa-
MSTHBIM KaHTOBCKMM JaTaM. 1ak, K 250-1eTuro co
IOHs poxaeHus dpusiocoda B IIIaBHOM HapTUIHOM
XypHasle cTpaHbl «KOMMYHWCT» BBIXOOWUT IOOW-
nmeviHasg crathsa  A.C. Kaprmoka « Ipemimectsen-
HUK MapKcucTckon dpvtocodpum» (1974). Ee aBrop,
OIIATH K€ B Jlyxe PUTOPUKM TeX JIeT, OTMedaeT, C
OIHOVI CTOPOHBI, «3HAYUTEIIbHBIVI CJIe[]», OCTaB-
JIeHHBIVI HeMeITKUM pryIocodoM B [Ty XOBHOM pas-
BUTWVI YeJIOBEYECTBa, MINIIIET O HeM KaK 00 OTHOM
V3 POOOHAYAIIBHMKOB KJIACCUYECKOV HEMEeIIKO
dvtocodumt — TeopeTnyecKoro MCTOYHMKA MapK-
CM3Ma, a TaKXe O ero «IJIyOOKMX AMaIeKTIIecKIX
uaedax B JOKPUTUYECKUV Iepyrofl TBOpYecTBa». A
C Opyroi — KPUTWMYECKUI IIePUON KaHTOBCKOV
dwtocodum xapakrepusupyeTcs KakK «3KJIeKTUY-
HBIVI ¥ HEeIIOCIeJOBAaTeIbHbBIVI, ITPVMUPSIOIII
MaTepuaIv3M U maean3M». Kapimrok BbIcKasbIBa-
eT psifl KpUTUYeCcKX 3aMedaHuil B afpec Kanra,
OTMeYasi ero HeCcIIOCOOHOCTh PelINTh II0CTaBJIeH-
Hble IIpoOsIeMbl, HaTh QrIocodckoe OOOCHOBa-
HVe BCeOOIITHOCTM ¥ HeoOXOOVMOCTY MaTeMaT-
KV VI TeOPeTNYeCKOro eCTeCTBO3HAHWS, UTHOPU-
poBaHVIe VIM MCTOPUYECKOVI ¥ KJIacCOBOVI O0YCIIOB-
JIEHHOCTM HOPM MOpaJIii, YTONWYHOCTb BEUHOI'O
MMpa, HeCIIOCOOHOCTh ITOHSTHCS O ITOHVMMAHMS
aHTaroHM3Ma KJIacCoB 1 X 0opb0ObI 11 T.11. I IpaBra,
3aKaHYMBAETCS CTaThsl CBOETO POfia MaHEIPVIKOM
B agpec KaHTa, 6e3 KOTOpOro, Imo cjioBam aBTOpa,
He Obuto Ob1 Duxte, lllesmara, leresss, Mapkca
¥ DHrebca, IPeoIosIeBIIX HeIOCTaTKM KilacCy-
4ecKoVl HeMelIKov ¢pvytocoprnt, OTOpOCHBIIINX ee
VIeosIoryecKyie HacJIOeHMs M BIIUTABLINX IIPO-
rpeccusHble ven KaHTa.
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public and indeed across the whole USSR. The
Belarusian reader becomes acquainted with the
six-volume Works of Kant, published in Mos-
cow, with the works of Valentin F. Asmus,
Arseniy V. Gulyga, Merab K. Mamardashvi-
li, Nelly V. Motroshilova, Teodor I. Oizerman,
Erikh Yu. Solovyov and others. From the mid-
1960s the BSU philosophical department intro-
duced a major course of lectures on “German
Classical Philosophy” which treated Kant’s
ideas in line with the prevailing trends of the
time. Still, there were no grounds for talking
about a growth or even the existence of serious
research publications devoted to Kant in the re-
public, certainly not in the 1970s. At best there
were isolated works, timed for Kant anniversa-
ries. Thus, to mark the 250" birthday anniver-
sary of Kant, Kommunist, the country’s flagship
party journal, carried a jubilee article by Ana-
tolij S. Karlyuk titled “Forerunner of Marxist
Philosophy” (1974). Its author, again deploy-
ing the rhetoric of the time, notes, on the one
hand, that Kant “had left a significant mark” in
mankind’s spiritual development and describes
him as one of the founders of classical German
philosophy, the theoretical source of Marxism
and notes the “profound dialectical ideas in
the pre-critical period of his work”. But, on the
other hand. he describes the critical period of
Kant’s philosophy as “eclectic and inconsistent,
reconciling materialism and idealism”. Kar-
lyuk makes some critical remarks about Kant,
noting his failure to solve the problems raised,
to philosophically explain the universality and
necessity of mathematics and theoretical natu-
ral studies, his ignoring of historical and class
sources of moral norms, the utopianism of the
perpetual peace idea, the inability to under-
stand the antagonism of classes and their strug-
gle etc. True, the article ends with a panegyric
to Kant without whom, the author writes, there
would have been no Schelling, Hegel Marx
and Engels, who overcame the shortcomings
of classical German philosophy, cast aside its
ideological accretions and assimilated Kant’s
progressive ideas.



Cpenn Takoro popma IOOVIIENTHBIX PaOOT BBI-
nensetcs crarbd npodeccopa BI'Y A.C. Kiepue-
Hu «Dutocodpckne mpen Kanra B beropyccum»
(Kinepuens, 1981), nocssimmenHast 200-71eTHiO BbI-
xofa B cBeT «KpuTukm umcrtoro pasyma». Otme-
yasg IpOoTMBOpeunBoCcTh dpriocodpum Kanra, as-
TOP B TO e BpeMs IoJiaraeT, YTO OHa yKe C KOH-
11a XVIII B. HamwIa 6J1aronpuATHYIO COIIMATTBHY IO
" neniHyo 1ouBy B beropyccnu, rae conmaiib-
HO-5KOHOMMYEeCKOe PasBUTMe OCYIIeCTBIISJIOCh B
oCTpot MeosIornyeckor 0oprbe mpoTms deosa-
ausMa U perurun. Jlajiee B cTaThe IIOKa3bIBaeT-
csl, KaK men HeMeIKoro dpwiocoda MHTepIpe-
TUPOBaJIVCh BUIHEVIINMM OeJIopycCKMMM MBIC-
anrerrsiMu XIX B, SBIISIBHIMMMCS B OCHOBHOM
IIPeJICTAaBUTEIIIMM BYX BBICIINIX Y4UeOHBIX 3aBe-
JIeHWVI, eVICTBOBaBIIVX TOI7la Ha TeppuTOpUN
cTpaHbl, — Busenckoro yHusepcutera 1 Ilostorr-
KOV Me3yUTCKOV aKajleMuu. ABTOp KpaTKO BOC-
IIPOM3BOANUT CYTh pas3BepHYBIIEVICS BOKPYT yue-
Hug KaHTa mosileMukm (1o BoIpocaM THOCEOJIO-
T'MM, STUKN 1 COLMasIbHON prytocodmm), KoTopas
B OIIpeieJIeHHOVI Mepe CIIOCOOCTBOBasIa pa3BUTIIO
JOepaIbHBIX MeV ¥ OCIabJIeHMIo BIIVISTHUS Te-
0JIOrMM Ha TeppuTopuu TorgamniHert beopyccmm.

V1 Bce ke IPUMEHUTESIFHO K pa3sBUTUIO OeJlo-
pycckont Meician 1970—1980-x rr. Bpsiz 1M MOXXHO
yTBepXXAaTb O HaJIMUMUU Cepbe3HOro VCCiIeoBa-
TeJILCKOTO MHTepeca K Hacjle[INIo HeMeIIKoro u-
j0coda 1 yXK TeM Oosiee TOBOPUTD O TOCTVKEHWUN
HOIJIVHHO Hay4HBIX pe3yJIbTaToOB B Jlejle ero oc-
MBICJICH VL.

VccemoBaHMsI MOCTCOBETCKOIO IIepmoa

Toseko ¢ Havastom [lepecTporiky, Korga BO3HM-
KaeT HaCTOATeJIbHAs ITOTPeOHOCTh B HOBOM «IIPO-
YTeHUM» KJIAaCCMYecKOM 3aragHomn duitocodmn,
B KoHIIe 1980-x — Hagasze 1990-x IT. B pecriyornm-
Ke CyIIeCTBEHHO BO3pacTaeT BHVMAaHUeE K MIesM
KanTa. OgHMM 13 OCHOBHBIX BEKTOPOB MCCIIEIO-
BaHWI OeJIOPYCCKMX aBTOPOB CTAHOBUTCS IIPO-
O71eMa aKTMBHOCTM CyOBeKTa IO3HaHMs B puio-
copun Kanrta m y mperncraBuTesiell HeMEITKOrO
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Contrasting strongly with such jubilee
works is the article “Philosophical Ideas of
Kant in Belarus” by BSU professor Aleksan-
dr S. Klevchenya (1981), devoted to the 200
anniversary of the publication of the Critique of
Pure Reason. Noting the controversial nature of
Kant’s philosophy, the author writes that it fell
on fertile social and intellectual soil in Belarus
which, beginning from the late eighteenth cen-
tury, was an arena of fierce ideological strug-
gle against feudalism and religion. The article
then proceeds to give an account of how the
German philosopher’s ideas were interpret-
ed by the prominent Belarusian thinkers in the
nineteenth century, who were mainly represen-
tatives of two higher educational institutions,
operating at that time in the country — Vilni-
us University and the Jesuit Academy in Po-
lotsk. The author briefly reproduces the issues
of the polemics which developed around Kant’s
doctrine on the theory of cognition, ethics and
social philosophy, which to a certain extent
contributed to the development of liberal ideas
and weakened the influence of theology in
what was then Belarus.

To sum up, it can hardly be said that this pe-
riod in the development of Belarusian thought
was marked by serious interest in the German
philosopher’s heritage, let alone by significant
results in assimilating it.

Research in the Post-Soviet Period

It was not until the start of Perestroika,
when an urgent need arose for a new “read-
ing” of classical Western philosophy in the late
1980s and early 1990s that interest in Kant's
ideas markedly increased. One of the key di-
rections of research for Belarusian authors be-
came the problem of the activity of the subject
of cognition in Kant’s philosophy and among
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ITpocserienns B 1esioM. ViccrenmyeTcst Takke Tec-
HO CBsI3aHHO€ C HeVl IIOHSITVe TPaHCIeH/IeHTaIb-
HOro KakK Criocoba 00OCHOBaHMS aKTVMBHOW IIPU-
porbl cyOBeKTa; aHaIM3MpyeTcs crenydmKa KaH-
TOBCKOTO pellleHs JaHHOV IIpo0sIeMBbl, CBSI3b €ro
VIHTepIIpeTaly cyObekTa II03HaHMS C THOCEO-
JIOTMUeCKMMM YCTaHOBKaMM HeMeIKux ¢uioco-
doB-TIpocBeTUTEIENT I B TO XK€ BpeMs BBISIBIIS-
eTcs crenndrKa KaHTOBCKOV MBICIIV TI0 CpaBHe-
HVIIO C IIPOCBETUTEIIbCKON Tpanmivent (IpyaHmi-
kui1, 1986). [lanHon mpobriemaTiiKe, HO yxe B Oo-
Jlee pacinpeHHOM opMare, OblTa TIOCBSITIEHA U
BBIIIIEJIIIIAS Ha OeJTOPYCCKOM SI3bIKe MOHOTrpadmist
Toro e apropa (I'pyaHitiki, 2006).

Wccnenopanme mpo0iieMbl aKTMBHOCTU CYOb-
eKTa IIPOHOJDKAeTCS ¥ KOHKPeTM3MpYyeTcs mda-
Jlee Ha OCHOBE PAacCMOTPeHMs MeTapM3MUIecKux
VICTOJIKOBaHMV IIPOCTpaHCTBA ¥ BpeMeHm. [lpum
3TOM OIIpelle/IeHHOe BHVIMaHWe yJelsieTcs aHa-
JIN3y aKTMBHOCTV UMCTBIX (POPM UyBCTBEHHOTO
cosepliaHVs, BelIy B ceOe, SABJIeHN 11 HOyMeHa B
VIX B3aVIMOCBS3V C y4eHVeM 00 allprOpHOCTY Uy B-
crBeHHBIX popMm (Kasapsn, 1990).

IoBBIITIeHHBIVI HTEPeC K aHaJIN3y TaKOro pora
pobsieMaTVKy ObIT BO MHOTOM 00YCIIOBIIEH HOBBI-
MM 3ajiadaMyi, KOTOpble IIOCTaBWIO B TOT TIEPVIOL
reper; oOIIiecTBOBeIaMM TOJIUTIYECKOe PYKOBOZI-
CTBO CTpaHBL Pedb II71a 0 BaXXHOCTY OCMBICTIEHMS
[JTyOVHHBIX MEXaHV3MOB TBOPYECKM aKTVBHOV Ue-
JIOBe"eCKou AesTesibHOCTI. HeciywarHo erre of-
HVUM BEKTOPOM KaHTOBEIYEeCKMX VICCIIeIOBAHMI
Gestopycckmx prIocodoB CTaHOBUTCS BOIIPOC O
CYIITHOCTVI VI POJIVI VIZIeVI B TIO3HAHWV VI IIPAKTHIKE.
DTO TaKXXe OTBeuasIo 3aJjayaM TOro BpeMeHW, Ha-
MeYaBIITMMCS TPAaH/IVIO3HBIM VM3MEHEHWSIM B K3~
HVI CTPaHbl — IIOBBIIIIEHNIO POJIU CYOBEKTVBHOIO
dakTOpa, aKTMBM3ALINN IESTEITBHOCTHOTO ITOIXO-
Jla K OIpeeIeHNIO CyObeKTa KaK ITPaKTIYecKo-
ro ImpeoOpa3oBaresist COLVAJIBHON IeVICTBUTEIb-
HocTy. [lpenmpuHMMAIOTCS IIOMBITKY BBISIBUTH
r7TyOVHHBIE TeopeTudecKye VCTOKNM TaKOoro Jesi-
TEJILHOCTHOIO aHaJjIvi3a MBIIIIEHUS VI CTAaHOBIIE-
HVIS JVAJIeKTUKO-MaTePYaIICTIIYeCKOrO TIOHVIMa-
HUA JIOTUKM B HEMELIKOV KJIaCCMYeCKO (bvmoco-
. C 3TOVI 1eJIBIO MCCIIeyeTCs JIOTYecKoe, pa-

the representatives of German Enlightenment
as a whole. The closely related concept of the
transcendental as a way of asserting the ac-
tive role of the subject is explored; the peculi-
arities of Kant’s solution of the problem and
the link between his interpretation of the sub-
ject of cognition and the epistemological princi-
ples of German Enlightenment philosophers is
analysed and, at the same time, the differences
of Kant’s thought from the Enlightenment tra-
dition are noted (Grudnitsky, 1986). The same
author presented an extended treatment of the
problem in a monograph published in the Bela-
rusian language (Grudnitsky, 2006).

The problem of the active subject was elab-
orated on the basis of metaphysical interpreta-
tions of space and time. Attention was paid to
the analysis of the activity of pure forms of sen-
sible intuition, the thing-in-itself, phenomenon
and noumenon and their interconnection with
the teaching on a priori forms of sensibility (Ka-
zaryan, 1990).

The heightened interest in the above prob-
lems is largely attributable to the new tasks the
country’s political leadership set before social
scientists. It was important to understand the
inner mechanisms of creative human activity. It
is no accident that the issue of the essence and
role of ideas in cognition and practice became
one more area of Belarusian scholars” research.
This met the challenges of the time and the ex-
pected grandiose changes in the country’s life,
i.e. the growing role of the subjective factor,
activity-related approach to the determination
of the subject as a practical transformer of so-
cial reality. Attempts are being made to reveal
the theoretical sources of such activity-relat-
ed analysis of thought and the emergence of a
dialectical-materialistic interpretation of log-
ic in German classical philosophy. To this end
a study has been undertaken of the logical, ra-
tional, objective and true content of the notion
of “idea” with Kant and Hegel as represent-
atives of two poles of German classical ideal-
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IIVIOHAJIbHOe, OOBEKTUBHOE ¥ VICTMHHOCTHOE CO-
JlepkaHue MOoHATHS «uaes» y Kanrta u I'eresrs kak
IIpeficTaBUTeIIel JBYX IIOJIFOCOB HEeMeIIKOIo Kilac-
CMYeCKOro mjieasv3Ma, BBIACHSIOTCA Te II0JIoXKe-
HUS 3TUIX YYeHUV, KOTOpbIe JIeJIafoT BO3MOXKHBIM
rilepexoy;, OT OJHOro K JIpyromy. beuto ripenjioxerno
TaKXe MOHVMaHUe uaen Kak oopMbl caMoV eV
CTBUTEJIBHOCTY, COflep>KaHeM KOTOPOVI SBJISeTCs
CYIIHOCTb YeJIOBEYEeCKOV [1eATeIbHOCTH, IIpeod-
pasyIolIieit 3Ty JeViCTBUTEeIIbHOCTb, — ¥ OTHOBpe-
MeHHO KaK (POpPMBI AesiTeJIbHOCTY, COfepKaHeM
KOTOPOVI SBJISIeTCSI CYIITHOCTD JIeVICTBUTEIIbHOCTY,
TO ecTb O0BeKTVBHas ncTHa (Cemenos, 1987).

Haumnag ¢ 1997 1. Ha GeslopyccKum sI3bIK Iie-
pesonmTcs pazn nponssenenunt Kanra. OgHuM n3
IIepBbIX OBLJI IlepeBesieH ero TpakTaT «OTBeT Ha BO-
poc: uro Takoe I Ipocsemenne?». B nocenyromme
rofel Ha OesfopyccKoM si3bike ObLIv OrmyOrvKoBa-
Hbl «[Iposieromens! Ko Beskovt Oyyiert MeTadpu-
suke» (Kanrt, 2006), a Takxe dparmenTs! n3 «Kpu-
TUKM CTIOCOOHOCTY Cy>XeHMs». B 1998 r. B MuHCKe
BBIXOIIUT B CBeT NepBoe n3gaHue «Hoperiiero dpu-
s10c0dpCKOro cyioBapsi» 1of, pepakient A. A. I'pu-
11aHOBa, B KOTOPOM OOJIBIIIOE MEeCTO 3aHJI KOPITyC
cTaTell, ITOCBSAIIEHHBIX cobcTBeHHO KaHTy M oc-
HOBHBIM pasfiesiaM ¥ HOHATUSAM ero dpwiocodumn.
B aToit nyGiukanym Briepsele B bestapyct Obui Tie-
pecMOTpeH p4fl, TPaAVIIVIOHHBIX MIe0JI0rMYecKmX
CTEpeOTUIIOB W IOAXOAO0B K M3JIOKeHUIO ITIaBHbIX
MIenl MBICJINTeIIS, MOKa3aHa CyTh HEeOKaHTMaH-
CKMX pelenium ero pmiocodckoro Hacienmns, B
ToM umcsie B Poccun 1 berapycn.

B 1999 r. B cBs3u ¢ 275-1eTrieM co OHS poxze-
HusA dutocoda BIiepsble B berapycut cocTossch
HOCBsIIeHHbIe ero TBopdecTtsy XV MexnyHapor-
Hble YTeH!s Ha TeMy «Besmkue mpeoGpasosaTe-
i ecrectBosHaHM: ViMManywt KanT». Ony6mim-
KOBaHHBIE Te3VChI IOKJIa/J0B TIOKa3aIn IIpodarn-
LNV OXBAT TeMaTMKI KaHTOBCKoro Hacyenus (Be-
JIVKVe TIpeoOpa3oBaTesint..., 1999).

B 2000-e rT. Gestopycckue vcciiefioBaTen mpo-
JloJDKasIu obpaltaTbes K TBopdecTBy KaHTa B KOH-
TeKCTe rHoceoyiormyeckoni rematukm. Tak, B 2001 .
ObU1a oy OmkoBaHa KHUra Ipodeccopa H. B. Po-
xmHa «[Ipobriema OOBEKTMBHOV HOCTOBEPHOCTH
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ism, and the provisions of their teachings that
make it possible to move from one to the other
are clarified. The idea was defined as a form of
reality whose content is the essence of human
activity that transforms reality and at the same
time as a form of activity whose content is the
essence of reality, i.e. the objective truth (Se-
myonov, 1987).

Beginning from 1997, several of Kant’s
works were translated into Belarusian. One of
the earliest translations was the treatise An An-
swer to the Question: What Is Enlightenment? The
years that followed saw the publication of Be-
larusian translations of the Prolegomena to Any
Future Metaphysics (Kant, 2006), and fragments
of the Critique of Judgement. In 1998 the first edi-
tion of The New Philosophical Dictionary, edited
by Aleksandr A. Gritsanov, was published in
Minsk, which contained a large body of arti-
cles devoted to Kant and the main elements and
concepts of his philosophy. This publication, for
the first time in Belarus, cleared away some tra-
ditional ideological clichés and approaches to
the presentation of the thinker’s main ideas, ex-
plained the essence of the Neo-Kantian recep-
tion of his philosophical heritage, including in
Russia and Belarus.

In 1999, which marked Kant’s 275" birthday,
Belarus for the first time hosted the 15" Inter-
national Readings on “Great Transformers of
Natural Science: Immanuel Kant”. The pub-
lished summaries of speakers’ papers demon-
strated the broad sweep of Kant’s heritage
(Aporovich, 2006).

In the 2000s Belarusian scholars continued
to invoke Kant in the context of epistemolo-
gy. Thus, 2001 saw the publication of Professor
Nikolaj V. Rozhin’s book The Problem of Objec-
tive Veracity of Knowledge in European Philoso-
phy (from Descartes to Wittgenstein) which, in
explaining the reasons why this problem arose,
analyses, among other things, what the author
calls the “Kantian” problem of objective reality
of knowledge. Rozhin argues that Kant initiated
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3HaHM4 B eBponericko dpumstocodpun (ot P. exap-
Ta 710 JI. Butrenmirerita)», B KOTOpO B KOHTEK-
CTe BBISIBJIEHVSI IIPUUMH BO3HMKHOBEHNSI TaHHON
1po0JIeMbl aHAJIM3UPYeTCs 1 «<KaHTMaHCKasg», Kak
ee Ha3sbIBaeT aBTOpP, IpobeMa OOBEKTVMBHOM [I0-
CTOBepHOCTM 3HaHMs. POXX1H, B 4acTHOCTH, TI0/Ia-
raet, uro uMeHHO ¢ KaHTa OepeT Havasio «HOBas»
npobsieMa OOBEKTVIBHOCTY, II€PEXOMLINasi 3aTeM
B pasjIMuHble ee MOAMMUKaINY, 00yc/IOBJIeHHbIe
drnocodpckmmu naesmu Y. Kyarna u J1. Butren-
IIITeVIHA, TBOPYECTBO KOTOPBIX IIOPOOHO paccMa-
TpuBaeTcs B Kuure (Poxun, 2001).

Emle ogHMM WMHTepecHBIM BEKTOPOM VicCIle-
moBaHUM Oesopycckmx pmiocodoB CTaHOBUTCA
TIaTeIbHasl IIPOpPabOTKa MOHATWUIIHOIO arlrapa-
Ta TPagyLNUN TpaHCLeHIeHTaIbHO-KPUTUYeCKON
dmocodpum. Tax, B paborax A.H.Ilymana Ta-
KOWl TOJIXOJI OCYIIeCTB/IsieTCs B KOHTeKCTe 000-
CHOBaHMSI YCJIOBUVI BO3MOXKHOCTY palliOHAJIBHO-
rO MBIIIJIeHVs, CMeHbl VeasloB Hay4YHOV paliy-
OHAJIBHOCTY, a TakKXe aJIbHeVIIIero pas3BUTU
uien TpaHcleHgeHTan3Ma. OCHOBHOe cofiepika-
Hute ero avcceptarim (2001) yxe B Oortee passep-
HyTOM dpopMaTe HavifleT OTpa’keHue B MOHOI'pa-
dun «TpancuennenTanbHasg dprtocodpms». B nen
aBTOP JaJl KOHLENTYyaJIbHYIO IIeproAn3aliiio oc-
HOBHBIX coflepKaTesIbHBIX OJIOKOB TpaHCIIeH IeH-
TaJIbHOVI pvyiocopum B BuUIle BbIAEJIEHHBIX MM
TpexX MCTOPUYeCK! U MIEVHO CMEHSIONINX JIPyT
Opyra MoOOesen: KJIacCMYeCcKOV, HEKJIaCCYeCKO
" TIocTKIIaccudeckort. OH Takke IOKasal IIpeeM-
CTBEHHOCTb B PasBUTUM AaHHOV (rstocodcKom
TpaguLIUM U SKCIUIMIVPOBAJI CrielidpruecKyro
dopmy dwtocopum, KparmpuIMpyeMyro Kak
TpaHcleHeHTasIbHas (yman, 2002).

W Bce e 0coOBINI BCIIIECK MHTepeca K TBOpUe-
CTBY BeJIMKOIO HeMeITKOro MbIC/InTess B besapy-
e ObpUT MHMIMMpoBaH o0bsaBireHneM IOHECKO
2004 roma rogmom Kanra. besnopycckme vicceno-
BaTe/I Hada/ll aKTMBHO COTpygHWYaTh ¢ VB-
ctutyroM Kanrta npm KaymmHuHrpagckom rocy-
JapCTBEHHOM YHUBEPCUTeTe Ha pofiyiHe Pritoco-
da B KayimHmMHTpase, npeodbpa3oBaHHBIM 3aTeM B
cTpykTypHOe nonpasperienve bODY vm. V. Kan-
Ta — Axagemuio KaHTuaHy 1o Hay YHBIM PyKO-
BOzIcTBOM ITpodeccopa H. A. [ImuTpreBorn.
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the discussion of the “new” problem of objectiv-
ity which was later elaborated by Willard Quine
and Ludwig Wittgenstein, whose work he ex-
amines in detail in his book (Rozhin, 2001).

Another interesting area of research pur-
sued by Belarusian philosophers was a thor-
ough review of the conceptual apparatus of the
tradition of transcendental-critical philosophy.
Thus, Andrej N. Schuman uses this approach
to justify the conditions that make possible ra-
tional thought, change of ideals of scientific ra-
tionality and further development of the ideas
of transcendentalism. The content of his disser-
tation (2001) would be elaborated in the mono-
graph Transcendental Philosophy which offers a
conceptual periodisation of the main substan-
tive blocks of transcendental philosophy into
three successive models: classical, non-classi-
cal and post-classical. He also demonstrated
the continuity in the development of this phil-
osophical tradition and explicated the distinct
form of philosophy qualified as transcendental-
ism (Schuman, 2002).

And yet the biggest surge of interest
in Kant’s work in Belarus occurred when
UNESCO declared 2004 the “Immanuel Kant
Year”. Belarusian philosophers began to active-
ly cooperate with the Kant Institute at the Im-
manuel Kant Baltic Federal University in Kant’s
native Konigsberg (now Kaliningrad), subse-
quently transformed into the Academia Kantiana
under Professor Nina A. Dmitrieva.

A landmark in the intellectual life of the Re-
public of Belarus was the realisation in 2004 of
an international conference co-hosted by the
BSU Faculty of Philosophy and Social Sciences
and the Belarus National Academy of Scienc-
es’ Institute of Philosophy with the support of
the FRG Embassy and the Republic of Belarus
National UNESCO Committee. The conference,
“Kant’s Philosophy and Contemporaneity”,
found great resonance in the country. Taking
part in it were prominent scholars from Rus-
sia (M. N. Gromov, L. A. Kalinnikov, S.L. Ka-



BospmmmimM  coObITMIEM B MHTEIJIEKTYaIbHON
xm3Hu Pecriybimkn Berapyck cTasio mposeie-
HUe B IOOMJIEITHOM TOIy MeXIyHapOIHOV Hayd-
HOV KOoHdepeHIIMM Ha daKyiibTeTe driocopun
u colmanbHbeiX HayK bI'Y coBmecTHO ¢ VHCTUTY-
toMm dpvtocodpnnt HAH Pb m mpu noggepxke mo-
cosiberBa PPT 11 HarmmonasrisHoro kommreta I°b 1o
nenaMm IOHECKO. Kondepennus no teme «Pu-
nmocodpusa V. KaHTa M coBpeMeHHOCTb» BbI3BaJla
OoJIBIIION pe30HaHC B CTpaHe, CTajla COOBITVEM B
ee VMHTeJUIEKTyaJIbHOV XWU3HW. B dopyme mpu-
HSUIM y4acTue BUIHBIe vcciieqosaTesv 13 Poccum
(M. H. I'pomos, JI. A. Kasimanukos, C.JI. Karpeu-
ko, A.C. Konecaukos, A.H. Kpyrios u np.), I'ep-
manuu (E. ®uxkapa), ITonpmm (K. bais, B. Criom-
ckum), JInteer (. Buwmonac), Jlatsum (V1. Buna-
Mae) 1 Ykpanasel (M. IO. Casenbesa, B.JI. ITasros
u ap.). Temaruka [OKJIazioB OxBaTblBajla caMble
pasHble acIleKThl KaHTOBCKOI'O YueHMsl, aKTyalb-
Hble He TOJIBKO JIJISI ero BpeMeHM, HO M B Hallll
nHU. Belyiv mipecTaBiieHBl pe3ysIbTaThl MCCIIeH0-
BaHUM Oesopycckmx ¢uitocodoB, Kacaromyecs
BivsiHMA et Kanra Ha mbicns berapycn n Boc-
TOUHOCJIABSHCKOIO pervioHa B 1IeJI0OM, CBs3el He-
MEITKOVI 1 0eJIOpyCCKOV MBICIN 1 Ap. (cM.: Puto-
codms V. KanTa, 2005). B xauecTtBe cBoero poza
IeBr3a KOHQepeHIINM MOXHO Oblyio Obl ITpuBe-
CTVM Ha3BaHMe JI0KJIa/ia TOIJJallIHero mpesceare-
1151 Poccuiickoro Kaurosckoro oormecrsa J1. A. Ka-
JvHHVKOBa Ha TeMy «[louemy V1. KanT gBigercs
HaIIIIM COBPEMEHHVIKOM?».

B 2000—2010-e rr. OmHMM M3 Ba’KHEVIIIINX BEK-
TOPOB pabOTHI IO OCMBICTIeHMIO Haceaus: KaHTta
CTaHOBUTCA y4eOHO-MeTomm4eckoe obecrieueHye
oOpasoBaTeIbHOrO IIpoliecca, OCOOeHHO IIpyMe-
HUTEJIBHO K PeIeHNIO 3ajiad 10 IIOATOTOBKe Bbl-
COKOITpodpecCrOHaIBHBIX KaJpoB Ha (paKyJibTeTe
drtocodpmnt 1 coumanbabix Hayk BI'Y. Yaureisas
OypHOe pasBuUTVe UCTOPUKO-PVIIOCOPCKOM HayKM
Kak B Poccum, Tak m 3a pyOesxoM, Oestopycckue vic-
cJlefioBaTesIN M IperofaBaTeIn CTaBIN 1epes, co-
Oor1 3amavuy 0OOOIIeHIsI HOBEVIIIIVIX 3HaHWII B 00-
JIaCTV COBPEMEHHOI0 KaHTOBeeHNs, BBIIBUTaio-
II[erocs Ha caMble IlepeioBble PyOeXy MVPOBOV
dwiocodpunt. B cBere sTMX AOCTVKEHUI HOTpe-
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trechko, A.S. Kolesnikov, A.N. Krouglov and
others), Germany (E. Ficara), Poland (K. Bal,
V. Slomski), Lithuania (D. Viliunas), Latvia
(I. Vinamaje) and Ukraine (M. Yu. Savelieva,
V.L. Pavlov and others). The topics of speak-
ers’ papers spanned various aspects of Kant's
teaching which were relevant not only for his
time, but for today as well. The results of stud-
ies by Belarusian philosophers concerning the
influence of Kant on thought in Belarus and the
eastern Slavic region as a whole and the links
between German and Belarusian thinkers etc.
were presented (see: Zelenkov, Rumyantseva,
Liahchylin and Novikov, 2005). The conference
motto might well be the title of the paper by the
then chairman of the Russian Kantian Society,
Leonard A. Kalinnikov: “Why is Kant Our Con-
temporary?”

In the 2000s and 2010s one of the main areas
of effort in interpreting Kant’s legacy was the
methodological support of the education pro-
cess, especially with a view to training profes-
sional cadres at the BSU Faculty of Philosophy
and Social Sciences. Considering the rapid de-
velopment of historical-philosophical studies
in and outside Russia, Belarusian researchers
and teachers set themselves the task of general-
ising the latest knowledge in the field of mod-
ern Kantian studies, which are moving to the
forefront of world philosophy. In the light of
these achievements it was important to write
not only fundamental scientific works, but also
a new type of textbooks that take a broad view
of the essence and significance of the teach-
ing of Kant and his closest followers. Several
works of this kind, published in this country,
explain the content of the basic concepts of his
philosophy, analyse his main works and re-
count the history of their creation. I would like
to mention just some of them. As part of the
scientific and methodological support of the
study course “German Idealism of the Mid-
dle of the Eighteenth and the First Third of
the Nineteenth Centuries” offered at the BSU
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GoBasioch co3aHVie He TOJIBKO HOBBIX (PyHIIaMeH-
TaJIBHBIX HayYHBIX PadOT, HO 11 y4eOHBIX TTOCOOMTI
HOBOTO TWIIa, IITMPOKO OCBELIAOIINX CYTh U 3Ha-
ueHMe yueHms KaHTa 11 ero OrvpKanImimx mociieno-
BaTeslell. B cTpaHe BBIXOOUT psif] TaKOro popa Iy-
OrMKari, B KOTOPBIX pacKpbIBaeTcs cofepKaHie
OCHOBOIIOJIATAOIIVIX TTOHSATUY KaHTOBCKOV (pMIIO-
codpum, TIOIPOOHO aHAIM3UPYIOTCS IJIaBHbIE TPY-
IIbI, OCBeIIaeTCsl ICTOPUS MX CO3JaHMs. YIIOMSHY
JIUIIIb HEeKOTOpble 13 HuX. C I1eJIbI0 HayYHO-MeTo-
IMgecKoro odecriegeHms yueOHoro Kypca «Hewmeri-
Kumt vpeasmsM cepenyabl XVIII — nepsont Tpetn
XIX B.», unTaemoro Ha daxysisTeTe dprtocodpun 1
conmanbHbiX Hayk BI'Y (103 aynuropHBIX Yaca), 1
VICTOPUKO-PUIIOCOCKIMX CHELIKYPCOB J1sI CTYeH-
TOB-(P1I0cO0POB OBbUIN BBIIYIIEHBI ITOCOOVIS IO He-
MeIIKOV TPAaHCIIeHIeHTAJTBHO-KPUTITYECKO (PVIo-
codpmt VI HEMeITKOMY WieaIn3My, B KOTOPBIX 00Tk~
III0e MeCTO 3aHVMAIOT pasesibl, ITOCBSIIIeHHBbIe
dutocodpvm Kanra (Pymsniesa, 2004; 2008; 2015).
B 511 ke rompl B paboTy IO OCMBICIIEHMIO KaH-
TVMAHCKOTO HaCJIeAVs aKTVBHO BKITIOYAIOTCS ITPefl-
CTaBUTEJIVI MOJIOJIOTO TIOKOJIeHMsI OesopyccKuX
durocodpos, MHOrME M3 KOTOPBIX, Oyayun elie
MarmcTpaHTaMy ¥ aclypaHTaMy, IIPOIUIN IITKO-
1y 3HaMeHUThIX KarTOBCKMX uTeHM B KanmmHnH-
rpage. Cpeny Hux A.TO. Hyauuk, O.JI. ITosHsko-
Ba, A. V1. bapxatkos, A.B. EpmosioBud 1 gp., KoTo-
pBle aHAIM3MPYIOT B CBOMX CTaThsIX, AVICCepTaly-
sIX, MOHOrpadmsX pasIvMdHble ACIeKThl YYeHWs
HeMeITKOTO MBICINTeIA. Pe3ysibTaTsl aTx padoT
aKTVIBHO VICIIOJIb3YIOTCSI CETOIHS MOJIOIBIMU IIpe-
roflaBaTesIsIMI, B TOM 4Wcile U B y4eOHOM ITporiec-
ce. Tax, O.JI. Ilo3HsAKOBa OCyIIIecTBIIIa B CBOEV MO-
Horpadpmm TeopeTndecKyIo PeKOHCTPYKIIMIO du-
socodpmm ncropum KanTta B e1MHCTBe aHTPOIIOIIO-
TMYeCKMX VI COLMAITBHO-TIONIMTUYECKMX aCIIeKTOB,
BBISIBUIB CBS3b MEXIy yHMBepcaJIbHBIM XapaKTe-
POM IIPMPOBI YesIoBeKa VI ITOJINTUKO-ITPaBOBBIMU
riporieccamut B oOrrectse (IlosHskoBa, 2015).
OcoObIv1 MHTEpec IIPeCTaBIIAIOT paboTHl, MO-
CBSITIeHHBIE OCMBICTIeHVI0 Haciuenns Kanrta dwu-
socodammt — BeIxofamu 13 bertapycut. B auccep-
Tanuu u psage cratent A. V1. bapxaTrkoBa, K IpuMe-
PY, BBISBIISIOTCS CYIITHOCTD ¥ KJTIOYeBble acTIeKThI
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Faculty of Philosophy and Social Sciences (103
class hours) and historical-philosophical spe-
cial courses for philosophy students, textbooks
have been issued on German transcenden-
tal-critical philosophy and German idealism, in
which sections devoted to Kant’s philosophy
loom large (Rumyantseva, 2004; 2008; 2015).

In the same years, the work on the Kantian
heritage was joined by a young group of Be-
larusian philosophers many of whom, while
still undergraduate and post-graduate stu-
dents, passed through the school of the now
well-known Kantian Readings in Kalinin-
grad. Among them are Andrej Yu. Dudchik,
Ol'ga L. Poznyakova, Anton I. Barchatkou, Ar-
senij V. Yermolovich and others, who in their
articles, dissertations and monographs explore
various aspects of the German thinker’s teach-
ing. The results of this work are being actively
used by new teachers who integrate them into
the teaching process. For example, Poznyakova
(2015), in her monograph, theoretically recon-
structs Kant’s philosophy of history, combin-
ing anthropological and socio-political aspects
and revealing the link between the universal
character of human nature and political and le-
gal processes in society.

Of particular interest are the works by phi-
losophers of Belarusian extraction devoted to
Kant’s heritage. For example, Barchatkou, in his
dissertation and a series of articles, reveals the
essence and key aspects of the reception and
interpretation of Kant’s transcendental philos-
ophy by Solomon Maimon (born in the village
of Zhukov-Borok, now in Minsk region). The
young scholar compares the treatment of the
relationship between sensibility and reason in
the works of Kant and Maimon, reconstructs
Maimon’s critique of the Kantian concept of the
thing-in-itself, reveals the essence of his teach-
ing on space and time compared to the Kan-
tian ideas, explains Maimon’s reinterpretation
of the Kantian theory of analytical judgements
and determines the place of the native of Be-



pelenuy ¥ MHTepIIpeTany TpaHCIeH/IeHTalIb-
Hom dustocopun Kanra B TBopuectse C. Marimo-
Ha, — ypoxeHIia filepeBHM JKykoB-bopok (ceromnsi
MunHckast obracts). Mostozion mcciiefoBaresib 1o-
KasaJl CrielUKy TpaKTOBKV COOTHOIIEHVS Yy B-
CTBEHHOCTMU M paccyzka B paborax Kanrta n Marn-
MOHa, PeKOHCTPYMpOBal 0COOEHHOCTM KPUTUKM
MartMOHOM KaHTOBCKOTO TIOHSITHMS Bellly B ceOe,
BBISIBIJI CYIITHOCTb €r0 YUYeHMsI O IIPOCTPaHCTBe
U BpeMeHU B CpaBHEHWM C KaHTOBCKMMU IIpef-
CTaBJIeHVSIMY, SKCIUIMILIVIPOBAJI CYTh II€PeOCMBIC-
jleHMsi MariMOHOM KaHTOBCKOVI TeOPMY aHaJIUTH-
YecKMX CY>KIAeHMUT, a TaKxKe IToKa3al MecTo U 3Ha-
yeHMe ypoxeHIla berapycu B micTopumn esporeri-
cxkomt dpwtocodum (bapxarkos, 2015). Ilo3nree, B
2018 r., ozt o0rient perraxiivert bapxaTkosa 1 ¢ ero
OoJIBIIION BCTYNWUTENIBHON CTaTkell Ha Oesiopyc-
CKOM s3bIKe BBINIIa aBToOMOrpadms MariMvoHa,
KOTOPBIVI IIOMVMO 3Ha4MTeIbHOro (PrIocodcKo-
ro Hacjle[Iysl OCTaBWI M MeMyaphl, CTaBllIVie YHU-
KaJIbHBIM JIOKyMEHTOM CBO€rO BpeMeHW W BaX-
HBIM VICTOYHVKOM II0 ICTOpMY ObITa 11 HpaBoB Be-
nvkoro Kuspxecrsa JIntosckoro (Marman, 2018).
He ciryuarnno cam KaHT B oHOM 113 cBOMX MViCeM
K M. I'epry oT3bIBajsicsi Upe3BbIYatHO BBICOKO 00
sToM MeIcrmTeste (KanTt, 1994, c. 526).
Beropycckme aBTOphI MyOJIMKYIOT CBOM CTa-
TBY He TOJIBKO B PeCIyOJIMKaHCKMX M3IaHMsAX, HO
U Ha CTpaHMIaX eIVHCTBeHHOIO W3[1aBaeMoro B
crpanax ObiBiiero CCCP nHay4yHOro XypHasia, I1o-
CBAIIIEHHOro pmsiocopmy HEeMEILIKOrO MBIC/ITe-
1 — «KaHTOBCKOro cOOpHMKa», a TakXke Ha cavl-
Te kant-onlineru; akTMBHO yd4acTByIOT B pabo-
Te MexnyHaponHbix KaHTOBCKuMX uTeHUM, Kpy-
mibix crooB B Kaymmmumrpane (PymsiHiesa, Ka-
xeMmakc, 2008; Pymsniiesa, 2010; 2011). ActivpaHTI
BI'Y M.T. llatepauk 1 M. B. PoB60 HeomHOKpaTHO
OpVHMMAJIM ydacTre B paboTe MexayHapomHbIX
JIETHMX IIKOJI MO M3ydeHuo Hacienus Kanrta B
Kammammrpane, a M. B. PoB6o BeicTyTIasa ¢ mokita-
JlaMy Ha MeXIyHapOIHBIX TpaHCIIeH/IeHTaIbHBIX
cemmHapax B Mockse. OHa aKkTMBHO paboTaeT Hajl,
KaHIVIATCKOV OVcCepTalivert, Hme/IKyeT CTaThbl,
TIOCBAIIIEHHBIe IIpo0JIeMe TpaHCIIeHeHTaIbHOIO
cyowvekTa B prtocodpum Kanra. Ero ocytectsiis-
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larus in the history of European philosophy
(Barchatkou, 2015). Later, in 2018, Barchatkou
edited and wrote a long introductory article in
Belarusian for the autobiography of Maimon
who, in addition to a considerable philosophi-
cal legacy, left memoirs which became a unique
document of his time and an important source
on the history of the life and mores of the Grand
Duchy of Lithuania (Maimon, 2018). It is no ac-
cident that Kant himself wrote about that think-
er in highly complimentary terms in his letter
to Marcus Herz (Kant, 1994, p. 526).

Belarusian authors publish their articles not
only in internal periodicals, but also in the only
journal in the former Soviet Union countries
devoted to the philosophy of the German think-
er, Kantovsky sbornik / Kantian Journal, and on
kant-online.ru website. They take an active part
in the International Kant Readings Conferences
and round tables in Kaliningrad (Rumyantseva,
Kazhemaks, 2008; Rumyantseva, 2010; 2011).
BSU post-graduate students Mihail G. Shater-
nik and Marharyta V. Rouba took part in the
Immanuel Kant Summer Schools in Kalinin-
grad, and Rouba made presentations at interna-
tional transcendental seminars in Moscow. She
is writing her dissertation, publishing articles
on the problem of the transcendental subject
in Kant’s philosophy. She is carrying out texto-
logical analysis of original works by early op-
ponents and followers of Kantian criticism with
the aim of reconstructing the conceptual field in
which they placed the concept of transcenden-
tal subject (Rouba, 2020).

In 2021 members of the BSU Chair of Philos-
ophy of Culture submitted for publication the
first part of the second volume of the Antholo-
gy of Philosophical Thought in Belarus in which
much space is given to the texts of Belarusian
authors devoted to the reception and analysis
of Kant’s philosophy in the nineteenth century
(Liahchylin and Dudchyk, 2021). Work is un-
derway on research projects that touch directly
upon important aspects of Kant’s teaching and
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€TCsl, B YaCTHOCTW, TeKCTOJIONMYeCKUT aHaJI3 Opy-
I'MHAaJIbHBIX [TPOM3BeIeHNN CaMbIX paHHMX OIIIO-
HEHTOB U ITocJIejoBaTesieVl KaHTOBCKOTO KPUTUIIV3-
Ma C 11eJIbIO PeKOHCTPYKIIVV TOI'O KOHIIeNITyaJIbHO-
IO I0JIs1, B KOTOpOe MMV ObLIO TTOMeITIeHO TTOHATe
TpaHCIeHIeHTaIbHOro cyobekTa (Posoo, 2020).

B 2021 r. corpymHuKaMmn Kadenpbl dusioco-
dvn xkyneTypbl BI'Y caaHa B meyaTh nepBasi 4acThb
BTOPOrO TOMa IT0coOMs «AHTOJIOrMM Prtocod-
ckovt MbIcin bertapycm», B KOTOpOVI MHOTO BHW-
MaHMs yZeJIeHO, TIOMMMO IIpOdYero, TeKcraM Oe-
JIOPYCCKMX aBTOPOB, TIOCBAIIIEHHBIM pelelini U
a"Haym3y dwiocodpum Kanra B XIX B. (AHTaso-
rist..., 2021). BegeTcs paGota B pamkax Hay4HO-¥C-
CJIeoBaTeIbCKMX TeM, HeIoCpelCTBeHHO 3aTpa-
IMBAIONIVX Ba’kKHBIE acIleKThl YUeHVsl HeMeIIKOro
dwtocoda, ero HopewmilVe peliedIINy 1 UHTEP-
nperaunn. Tak, B TocymapcTBeHHOV mporpaMme
Hay4JHBIX Mccriefopanmi PecrryOmmkm Benapych
(I'TIHW) ma 2021—2025 rr. yTBepXX/JdeHa Tema, I10
KOTOPOWI y>Ke aKTMBHO BefleTcs pabora, — «Kan-
TOBCKUVI MUPHBIVI ITPOEKT KakK PprIocodpcko-Mu-
poBO33peHYeckoe 00OCHOBaHMe 0e30IacHOCTY CO-
BpemeHHoro Mwupa» (T.I. Pymsnnesa, B.H. Ce-
MeHoBa). VcnormauTertn HVIP moctaBuim mieper,
cobovt 11e1b 000CHOBaTh PUITOCOPCKO-MUPOBO3-
3peHYecKUVI CTaTyC ¥ 3HaYeHVie KaHTOBCKOIO M-
HOTO ITpOeKTa 717151 obecriedeH s 0e30I1acHOCTY CO-
BpeMeHHOI'0 Mypa ITyTeM BbIsSIBJIeHVISI MecTa I10JIV-
TUYeCcKMX met dpntocoda B KJlacCCMYecKx 1 HO-
BETIIIVX TeOPeTUIeCKMX KOHIIETIIMSX U ITOAX0max
K o0ecITe4eHMIO MeXIyHapOIHON Oe30I1acHOCTM
(KOCMOTIONMTM3M, 3TaTy3M, IIOCTMOIEPHM3M, Heo-
mbeparisM, HeokoHcepBaTn3M). CTaBUTCS TakkKe
3a7lada BBISIBUTH ¥ OIIpeesINTh JOMMUHUPYIOIIVe
BEKTOPBI ITpaKTidecKon peanmsatym naei Kanra
B COLIMaJIBHO-TIONINTIYecKmX peasmsax XX—XXI Bb.

Taxum obpasom, B HacTosillee Bpems B besa-
pycu copMmpoBaIoch COODIIECTBO MOJIOIBIX VC-
cIlefioBaTesieVt, paboTaromix Ha dakysisreTe du-
nococpum n conmanbHbix Hayk BI'Y, B VHcTUTYTE
dmtocoprt HAH Pb u psane By3oB cTpanbl. OHMI
aKTVBHO 3aHVIMAIOTCS OCMBICJIEHVeM Hacyledys
KanTa B KOHTeKCTe KaK HallMOHaJIbHOW, TaK ¥ IJI0-
OasTPHOVI ITPOOIIEMATMKIT — peLlelIeVt ero Men
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its modern reception and interpretations. The
State Programme of Scientific Research of the
Republic of Belarus (GPNI) for 2021 —2025 con-
tains an item on which work is already in full
swing, “Kant’s Peace Project as a Philosoph-
ical-Worldview Grounding of Security of the
Modern World” (N.G. Rumyantseva, V.N. Se-
myonova). The aim of this project is to ground
the philosophical-worldview status and signif-
icance of Kant’s peace project for security in
the modern world by identifying the place of
the philosopher’s political ideas in classical and
modern theoretical concepts and approaches to
international security (cosmopolitanism, stat-
ism, post-modernism, neo-liberalism, neo-con-
servatism). Another aim is to reveal and define
the dominant vectors of practical implementa-
tion of Kant’s ideas in the socio-political reali-
ties of the twentieth and twenty-first centuries.
Thus, Belarus today has a community of
young researchers who work at the BSU Facul-
ty of Philosophy and Social Sciences and at the
Philosophy Institute of the Belarus Academy
of Sciences and some of the country’s univer-
sities. They are actively engaged in interpret-
ing Kant’s legacy in the context of national and
global problems, the reception of his ideas in
Belarus, “perpetual peace” and the union of
states, the philosophy of law and morals, logic,
methodology and transcendental philosophy.
This shows that the country’s philosophers are
actively preparing to mark the 300" anniversa-
ry of the great German philosopher’s birth, to
which a number of events will be devoted.
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