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JIFOBOBb AKCEJIBPO/ O KAHTE:
OCMDBICJIEHUE
MAPKCUCTCKMX IMCKYCCUM
1920—-1930-x TOOOB B CCCP

T.T. Illedpuna’, 1. O. 1lledpuna®
IO. IlImoavyendepe®

BosBpawjenue x omeuecmbennon gpusocopuu mapx-
cusma be3 samardubanuil, gasbcudpurayuil u ynpouje-
HUTl, 4 MaKxKe NPosCHeHe nepchexmub e2o 0asvHeiuie2o
pasbumus — ocHoBHaa ueseBas ycmanobxka, npubirexa-
towjas abmopckoe BHUMAHUE K UCOPUYECKOMY Mare-
puaausmy. Peus noitdem o nocaedobamervtuye I'eopeus
Basenmumnobuua Iliexarnoba Jlwbobu Vcaaxobre Ax-
ceavpod, obpamubBuieiicss npu paspadomie KOHYeNyuu
ucmopuveckozo mamepuasusma x WM. Kanmy. Onydau-
KkoBanHbvie mpyowL Akceaspod (om panHux cmamet u Ouc-
cepmayuu 0 mupoBossperuu J1. H. Toacmoeo do 3pevix
pabom no ucmopuu Mamepuasusma u guaiocopcro-co-
YU0A02UHECKUX MeKCOoB 0 AumepamypHotl kiaccuke)
u ee anucmoasproe Haciedue (npexoe Bceeo nepenucka
c I. B. IlnexanoBeim) noxaswibaiom, umo nepeocmuicie-
Hue udeit Kanma cmanoBuioce 044 Hee cBoeodpasHbim
opueHmupom 6 «xpumuke Kpumuyusma», Hanpabieu-
HOTL HA 2HOCe0102Uuteckue PacCYK0eHs HeoKaHmuanyes,
C 00HOTI CIOPOHbL, U HA OMmMeuecmBeHHbIX Mblcaumeell,
cmabuiux Ha nymo «udeasusma», — c opyeou. Taxoi
Memoodooeuyeckuii x00 0via pakmunecku npooosxeH
COMpYOHUKAMU CEKIMOpa UCHIOPUHECKO20 MAMepualus-
ma 8 Uncmumyme ¢pusrocodpuu Axademuu Hayx CCCP
(ryxoBooumens B. K. Kease), u, umo ocoberno BaxHo, on
U cec00Hs 0KA3bLBaemcs. aKmyasvHolM 045 OCMbICACHUS
npunyuna ucmopusma 6 omeuecmbennoi gpusocopun u
Hayxe. AHAAUSUPYS MAMepUuasvl OUCKYccutl «0ualexmu-
k08> (0ebopuryel) u «mexanucmob» (K Komopvim Hacmo
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The authors attempt to look back on discussions
of Marxist philosophy and historical materialism in
this country without censoring, obfuscating, or sim-
plifying issues in order to assess the prospects of their
development. They focus on the work of a follower of
Georgy Plekhanov, Lyubov Axelrod, who, in devel-
oping the concept of historical materialism, turned to
Kant. Axelrod’s published works (from early articles
and a dissertation on Tolstoy’s worldview, to her ma-
ture works on the history of materialism and philo-
sophical-sociological texts on literary classics) and
her epistolary legacy (most notably her correspon-
dence with Plekhanov) show that, for her, rethinking
the ideas of Kant was a reference point in the “critique
of criticism” directed at the epistemological reasoning
of Neo-Kantians, on the one hand, and at the Russian
thinkers who had embraced “idealism” on the other.
This was essentially the approach adopted by schol-
ars at the Historical Materialism Department of the
USSR Academy of Sciences (headed by Vladislav Zh.
Kelle) and, even more importantly, this approach is
still relevant to the study of the principle of historic-
ity in philosophy and science in Russia today. An-
alysing the debates between “dialecticians” (headed
up by Abram M. Deborin) and “mechanicists” (with
whom Axelrod is often identified), the authors hold
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npuuucaaom u Akceavpod), aBmopst npoBoosm Mblcab
0 MOM, 4110 ee HAY4HO-PUA0COPCKAS KOHUeN YU Mae-
puasucmuyueckoe0 NOHUMAHUA MPpAOUYUU UCTHOPUIMA
Abusace 6 smucmemoso2uteckom naare coeodpasmvim
casyrouum 36eHom Mexoy 0opeBoatoyuoHHOT mpaou-
yueil «noA0KUMeAbHOU» husocodpuu Ha pycckotl noube
u pearvhuim mapxcusmom 6 CCCP.

Knrouessle ciroBa: mapkcusm, J1io6o6s Axceaspoo,
Kanm, ucmopuveckuii mamepuaiusm, OualeKmuueckui
MAMepuaIusm, GuUA0COPUA UCTOPUL, «MeXAHUCTbL»,
«OUANEKTMUKU»

I'TyTb MapkcucTckon dpvitocodpnmn B CCCP, Bech-
Ma OCHOBAaTeJIbHO IlepeIlyIeTeHHOV C WIe0JIorv-
YeCcKMMM yCTaHOBKaMM, Ype3BbIYalHO CJIOXKEH U
TparmdeH. CMBICIIOBasI COCTaBJIAIONIAs MapKC3Ma
HepuoMyecKyl IlepeKpanBajiach I0f, IIpaKTuye-
CKVe HY>]Ibl, CTaHOBWJIaCh MUIIIEHBIO pasIbcrdm-
LMpPYIOIIet KpUTHMKMY, 3a4acTyl0 UTHOpUpOBalach
u B Poccum, 1 3a pyGexxom. VI Bce 31 mzieostorye-
CKMe «3alllopVBaHMs» W CJIOBECHbIe «3abasIThIBa-
HVs», 3aTPyIHAIOIIVe IIOHVIMaHVe peaIbHOV 3BO-
JIIOIMV MapKcm3Ma B Poccmit Kak MBICTIMITEITBHOTO
HaIlpaBJIeHWs, [1eJIaf0T Ype3BblYaliHO aKTyasIbHOM
3aj1a4y BOCCTaHOBJICHVS OT@YeCTBeHHOV VICTOPUM
MapKCUCTCKOVI MHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHOV TPAL LIV

O JTro0oBu VicaakoBHe AKcerrbpor (1868 —1946)
CerojlHs M3BeCTHO He TaK y>K MHOIO 11 B OCHOBHOM
V3 SHIIMKJIONeINYecKX TeKCTOB. B MapkcucTcKom
VICTOPUKO-(P1IIocodcKOI IMTepaType O Hell Jallie
BCEr0 BCIIOMMHAIOT KakK 00 aBTOpe perieH3nM Ha
paboty B.VI. Jlenuna «MaTepuaiivisM 1 SMIIVPU-
okputnimsM» (Koprysrok, 1991), kak 06 yueHmIie
u niocsienoBaTesibHMLIe I B. ITitexanosa (Pwiatos,
1995; 3opuna, Kymakosa, 2002), kak 0 KpuUTUKe
unent A. A. borganosa (Crpopus, 2021) 11, KoHeu-
HO ke, KaK 00 aKTMBHOV y4YacTHHUIIEe CIIOpa «Me-
XaHWCTOB» U «IUAJIEKTUKOB» (SIxot, 1991; Mapee-
Ba, 2017), OOpoBIIIeViCcs € JTIOOBIMU ITPOSBIICHMSIM
uneanmsMa B dustocodpun (Axcenspon, 1922). B
KoHIle XX — Hauaste XXI cTosieTrs o Hev 3aroBO-
Py eltle ¥ B paMKax TeMbl «KeHIHbI B Ppusto-
codpum» (Baruyros, 1996) 11 B KOHTEKCTe «BEUHBIX»
IIpO0JIEM «PEeJTUTVO3HOCT» M «HAIVIOHAJIV3May,
akTyaymsupys ee crateio «I. beprses n most Ga-
Oymka» (boes, 2005).
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that, in epistemological terms, her scientific-philo-
sophical concepts of the materialist interpretation of
the tradition of historicity is a kind of bridge between
the pre-revolutionary tradition of “positive” philos-
ophy on Russian soil, and Marxism as it existed in
the USSR.

Keywords: Marxism, Lyubov Axelrod, Kant, his-
torical materialism, dialectical materialism, philosophy
of history, “mechanicists”, “dialecticians”

The path of Marxist philosophy in the USSR,
intertwined as it has been with ideological
tenets, is extremely tortuous and tragic. The
gist of Marxism was periodically revised to
suit the exigencies of the day, falsified and of-
ten ignored both in and outside Russia. These
ideological “blinkers”, verbal “muddying of
the waters” that obscure the true evolution
of Marxism in Russia as a trend of thought,
prompt the need to restore the history of the
Marxist intellectual tradition in Russia.

Not much is known about the life and work
of Lyubov Isaakovna Axelrod (1868 —1946);
and what we do know mostly comes from
encyclopaedic sources. In Marxist histori-
cal-philosophic writings she is most frequently
mentioned as a reviewer of Lenin’s book Mate-
rialism and Empiriocriticism (Korgunyuk, 1991);
as a pupil and follower of Georgy V. Plekhanov
(Filatov, 1995; Zorina and Kulakova, 2002); as
a critic of Aleksandr A. Bogdanov (Sidorin,
2021); and of course as an active participant in
the debate between “mechanicists” and “dia-
lecticians” (Yakhont, 1991; Mareyeva, 2017),
and a fierce opponent of idealism in philoso-
phy (Axelrod, 1922). At the turn of the twenti-
eth and twenty-first centuries, she began to be
mentioned in the context of “Women in Phi-
losophy” (Vanchugov, 1996), of the “eternal”
questions of “religion” and “nationalism”, and
of her article, “M. Berdyayev and My Grand-
mother” (Boyev, 2005).



A MexXIly TeM OCMBICTIeHVIe MHTeJUIeKTyaIbHO-
ronytuJ1. VI. AKcenbpoy1 B acIieKTe ee OTHOIIeH VIS
k KaaTy! nospossier oOoratTh Halm IIpefcTaB-
JIEHVSI O PasBUTUM PYCCKOrO MapKCM3Ma VMIMEHHO
KaK PmIocodckoro TedeHMs ¥ IE€PeOCMBICIINTD
IOVICKYCCUM  «MEeXaHVICTOB» W «IVaJIeKTUKOB» B
KOHTeKCTe TpaHcdOopMaIy IpUHIINIIA MICTOPU3-
Ma «IIOJIOKUTEIBHOM» prtocodmi® B KOHIIETI-
LIVIO PeayIbHOrO «MCTOPUYeCKOro MaTepuaIn3Mar»
B 1920—1930-e rr. B CCCP. Bosee Toro, Takont xof,
OTKpBIBaeT /1 HaC MOTMBAIIMIO COBETCKIMX pryIo-
codpoB-mapkcmcToB 1960—1970-x rr.°, ABUTaBIIVIX-
Csi IO YTV, HaMeYeHHOMY, KaK 3TO HU IlapaoK-
castbHO, AKcerrbport. Mel oTnaeM ceGe OTUeT B TOM,
uTO PrIT0COPCKYIO TO3UIIMIO AKCeSIbpor], HMKaK
HeJIb3s Has3BaThb KaHTMAHCKOV, ofHako nmsa Kan-
Ta IIPUCYTCTBYeT B ee IIPOM3BEIEeHMSX Tropasio
yarrie, yeM nms [eressd. VI MOXHO TOJIBKO corJla-
cutecs ¢ H. B. MoTpormioBort B TOM, 4TO «poc-
CUVICKMe KaHTOBCKMe IITYAUN — CKopee IIOBOZ,
117151 GOpeHs 1ev, CTOIIKHOBEHMS “YMO3peHU 1
OTKpOBeHMI1” BOKPYT TeM M Ipo0sieM, TIOMCTIHE
CcyabpOOHOCHBIX KaK 1 Poccmm, Tak v 11711 BCEro
Mupa» (Morpommuiosa, 2006, c. 195).

byayum crypenTkon bepHckoro yHmBepcuTe-
Ta, AKCeJIbpOII IIVicajla Ha HeMEIIKOM SI3bIKe IIVIC-
cepranyio o0 3BOMIOIMV MWpPOBO33peHMs JIbBa
TorcToro. B To ke BpeMsi OHa IlepenvichiBajiach ¢
ITnexanosbM, HaxoauBILIVIMCA B JKeHeBe, 11 IIpak-
TUYECKM B KaKIIOM WX IIVICbMe BO3HMKAJIO MM
Kanra B KOHTEKCTe MAapKCUCTCKOM KPUTVKI HEO-
KaHTMaHCKOV colyasl-neMokparun. [Tpyuuem mis
Axcesibpoy], ObUI MHTepeceH VMMeHHO THOCeOJIO-
TMYeCKMM acleKT KaHTMAHCTBA, ITOCKOJIBKY OHa
cumTaia, YTO HeOKaHTMAHIIBI «3Psi BHIOpOCIIN» y
Kanra «Bemip B cebe». BecHont 1898 r. Akcernbpor
nuiet I IrrlexaHoBy:

* 11 HecTTyuartHO ee MM M Ve OOCYKIAIOTCS B HEIaBHO
nosiuBIIericst MoHorpadum (Kpyriios, 2024, c. 630—636,
643, 645).

O «mronoxurenbHO» drotocodpvm cm.: (Illegprna, Lle-
npuHa, 2022).

®MsI nMeeM B Buy rpexze Bcero B. XK. Keruie u ero xoii-
JIeT 13 ceKTOpa MCTOPMUYECKOro MaTepuanvsMa VHeTuTy-
ta dpwtocodpvm AH CCCP (becena. .., 2014).
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And yet exploring the intellectual journey
of Lyubov Axelrod, specifically her attitude
to Kant,* enables us to enrich our ideas of the
development of Russian Marxism as a philo-
sophical current, and to reappraise the debate
between the “mechanicists” and the “dialecti-
cians” in the context of the transformation of
the principle of historicity of “positive” philos-
ophy” into “historical materialism” in the USSR
in the 1920s and 1930s. Moreover, this approach
gives us insight into the motivations of Soviet
Marxist philosophers in the 1960s and 1970s,°
who, paradoxically, followed the trail blazed
by Axelrod. We are aware that Axelrod’s phil-
osophical position is anything but Kantian; but
Kant’s name crops up in her works more often
than Hegel’s. One can follow Nelly V. Motro-
shilova (2006, p. 195), who believes that “Rus-
sian Kantian studies are more of a pretext for
a contest of ideas, a clash of “theories and in-
sights” over topics and problems that are truly
fateful for Russia and the world”.

As a student at Bern University, Axelrod
wrote, in German, a dissertation on the evolu-
tion of Leo Tolstoy’s views. At the same time,
she corresponded with Plekhanov, who lived
in Geneva, with Kant’s name cropping up in
practically every letter in the context of Marx-
ian critique of Neo-Kantian social democrats.
Axelrod was interested in the epistemologi-
cal aspect of Kantianism because she believed
that Neo-Kantians should not have “scrapped”
Kant’s “thing-in-itself”. In a letter to Plekhanov
in the spring of 1898 she wrote:

*It is no accident that her name and ideas are discussed
in a recent monograph (Krouglov, 2024, pp. 630-636, 643,
645).

> On “positive” philosophy, see T. Shchedrina and
I. Shchedrina (2022).

®We are referring above all to Vladislav Zh. Kelle and
his colleagues at the Historical Materialism Department
of the Institute of Philosophy of the USSR Academy of
Sciences (Pruzhinin and Kelle, 2014).
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OHn <HeOKaHTMAHIIB> 3a0BIBAIOT, UTO OTPU-
1IaTh 3HAYNUT U yTBepXKaaTh. ['paHnIIa TO3HAHVIA
IIpefiroiaraeT XoTb CMYTHOe IIpeJiCTaBJIeHe O
TOM, YTO JIEXKWUT II0 Ty CTOPOHY ee. BHenpocTpa#-
CTBEHHasI 1 BHEBpeMeHHasI «Belllb B cebe» KaHTa,
T.e. Bellb, Haxomamasaca Hurme m Huxkorma, ectnb
BeJIMUaniiast HeJIeIloCTh ¢ KaHTOBCKOW YK€ TOUKW
3peHMs, HeJIeIIOCTh IIOTOMY, UTO MBI, 110 KaHTy,
B CWIy Haler pOpMbI BOCHPUSTUS He MOXeM
VIMeTb HVKAKOIO IIPeJICTaBIeHNs O YeM-TO BHe-
IIPOCTPAaHCTBEHHOM 1 BHeBpeMeHHOM. Ho Kak
ObI HM ObUIa HeJlella KaHTOBCKas «Bellb B cede»,
an und fiir sich, oHa Bce-Taku SBJISIETCS CAMBIM
310poBbIM 3epHOM B cucreMe Kanra. Kak Owbr
KanT H1 oOmmmian BHEIIHMIT MIUp, OH BCe-TaKu
IIpU3HAaBaJI 1 Jake HacTaMBaJl Ha €ro CyIIecTBO-
Baamm (Ilepermicka..., 1934, c. 284 —285).

DTO 3MUCTOJIAPHOE PasMBIIIIIEHVIe COOTHOCUT-
C4ad C TeM, KaK OHa OCMBICJIVIBAaeT B ,ILT/ICCEpTaL[V[VI
MMpOBO33peHne ToICTOoro B KOHTEKCTe KaHTOB-
CKOVI 9TUKWU:

Me1 mpusHaéM, 9TO HPaBCTBEHHOE UYBCTBO U
HpaBCTBEHHOE TI0BeJIeHVe B KOHEUHOM cueTe Jevi-
CTBUTEJILHO 3aK/TIOYAIOTCs B OTPaHTYeHI JIMYHO-
CTV B IIOJIb3y OJIVDKHETO VITH 11€JI0TO, He3aBVICVIMO
OT TOTO, BKJIFOYAET JIVI 3TO OrpaHIIeHVIe MOMEHT
YIOBOJIBCTBUS WIN, KakK yTBepxkiaer KaHt, mo-
MeHT Hey10BOJIbCTBYA. VI3 pakTa cyIiecTBOBaHs
OrpaHITIeHVIs] JIMIHOCTYI, OJHAKO, HMKOVMM o0pa-
30M He CJIeflyeT, YTO ero TpeOyeTcsl BEIBOOUTD U3
KaKoro-mmbo MeTadmsmdeckoro mpuHimma. CKo-
pee, orpaHVYeHye JIMIHOCTY B II0JIb3Y OJIVDKHETro
MOXKeT IPOVCTeKAaTh 13 CTPeMJIEHISI K cCaMOCoXpa-
HEHWIO, C OJTHOVI CTOPOHBI, VI COLIVIaJIBHOIO CyIile-
CTBOBaHMSI — C JAPYTOW, YTO COCTaB/IsI€T OCHOB-
HyI0 mpero yrwmrapuctos’ (Axelrod, 1902, S. 86;
rep. ¢ HeM. V. A. Muxaiuiosa).

7¢“Wir geben zu, dass das sittliche Fiihlen und Handeln in erster
und letzter Instanz wirklich in der Beschriankung der Person-
lichkeit zu Gunsten des Nachsten oder der Gesamtheit besteht,
gleichviel ob diese Beschriankung ein Lustmoment oder, wie es
Kant wissen will, ein Unlustmoment einschliesst. Aus der That-
sache der Existenz der Beschrinkung der Personlichkeit folgt
aber nicht im mindesten, dass diese von einem metaphysischen
Prinzip abgeleitet zu werden braucht. Vielmehr kann die Be-
schriankung der Personlichkeit zu gunsten des Nichsten aus
dem Selbsterhaltungstrieb einerseits und aus dem sozialen Da-
sein andererseits herrithren, was den Grundgedanken der Utili-
tarier ausmacht”.
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They [Neo-Kantians] forget that to deny
is not the same thing as to assert. The limit of
cognition implies at least a vague notion of
what lies beyond it. Kant’s thing-in-itself that is
outside space and time, is Nowhere and Never,
is rank absurdity from Kant’s own point of view
because according to Kant, owing to our form of
perception, we cannot have any notion of what
is outside space and time. But, however absurd
Kant’s thing-in-itself may be, an und fiir sich, it
is still the healthiest kernel in Kant’s system.
However thoroughly he may have stripped
away the external world Kant still recognised
and even insisted on its existence (Plekhanov
and Axelrod, 1934, pp. 284-285).

This epistolary reflection resonates with
what she wrote in her dissertation about Tol-
stoy’s worldview, in the context of Kantian eth-
ics:

We concede that the moral feeling and
moral behaviour consist, in the final analysis,
in constraining the individual in favour of what
is close and whole regardless of whether or
not the constraint brings pleasure or, as Kant
claims, displeasure. But it does not follow from
the fact of the existence of constraint of the
individual that it should be derived from some
metaphysical principle. Rather, constraint of
the individual in favour of a close one may be
prompted by the instinct of self-preservation,
on the one hand, and social being on the
other, which is the key idea of the utilitarians’
(Axelrod, 1902, p. 86).

7 Cf. “Wir geben zu, dass das sittliche Fiihlen und Handeln
in erster und letzter Instanz wirklich in der Beschrinkung
der Personlichkeit zu Gumnsten des Nichsten oder der Ge-
samtheit besteht, gleichviel ob diese Beschrinkung ein Lust-
moment oder, wie es Kant wissen will, ein Unlustmoment
einschliesst. Aus der Thatsache der Existenz der Beschrin-
kung der Personlichkeit folgt aber nicht im mindesten, dass
diese von einem metaphysischen Prinzip abgeleitet zu werden
braucht. Vielmehr kann die Beschrinkung der Personlichkeit
zu gunsten des Nichsten aus dem Selbsterhaltungstrieb ei-
nerseits und aus dem sozialen Dasein andererseits herriihren,
was den Grundgedanken der Utilitarier ausmacht”.



Ho errte o myGrmkanym guccepTaliiy OHa Bbl-
ITyCKaeT B PycCKOM TiepeBofie cTaThio «OMBIT KpH-
TUKIM KPUTHUIIW3Ma», KOTOPYIO Hallycala CHadasIa
Ha HemertkoM. A B 1906 1. 3TOT TekcT Oe3 m3MmeHe-
HWV BOIIIEJI B ee KHUTY «Drtocodckre ouepKim» ¢
YTOUYHSIONIMM KOHIIeNITyasIbHble YCTaHOBKM ITOfI-
3aroyioBKOM «OTBeT PWIOCOPCKUM  KPUTUKAM
VICTOPMYECKOro MaTepuaiansMa». Takum obpasom,
yXe Ha paHHeM 3Talle CTaHOBJIeHUS AKCeJIbPO]]
Kak dprtocoda-mMapkercta nmsg Kanra 1 ero teo-
puis IO3HaHMS ObUIM Y Hee TeCHO CBsi3aHBI C jle-
el ICTOPUYeCcKOro MaTepyain3Ma.

B sToit KkHUTe AKCeIbpor] CTaBUT MOJ COMHe-
HVIe caMVI IIPVHITNIIBI KpUTIdecKou dprtocodnm,
BelyIl[ie ee COBPeMeHHWKOB-HeOKaHTMaHIeB K
UJieaIn3My, ¥ IIOC/Ie[IoBaTeIbHO IIPOBOANUT MBICIIb
0 IPOIyKTUBHOCTY MaTepuaIMCTUYeCKOro ITOHM-
MaHUs UICTOPUML.

Teopwm, xKoTopble comepxar B cebe oueBMI-
HBIe VICTVHBI, JIETKO IO/BePraloTcs ByJIbrapusa-
. K TakmuM TeopmsiM IIpuHajjIeXaT Teopwus
Mapxkca n teopus Kanra. <...> OueBUIHOCTB
BIIVIIHUSA «3KOHOMIYecKoro dakropa» [1aer...
BO3MOYKHOCTB IIOJIyYUTBH ITOBEPXHOCTHOE IIpefl-
CTaBJIeHMe O MapKCU3Me, a 3TO IOBEPXHOCTHOE
IpejicTaBjIeHye JiejlaeT AVleTaHTa ByJIbrapHbIM
IIPOTVBHMKOM 3TOTO CJIOKHOTO ¥ BCeOOBEMITIO-
I11er0 MUPOBO33PEHNS.

Heuro momoGHOe MpPOMCXOOWUT IO OTHOIIIe-
HMIO K cricTeMe KaHTa, TOJIBKO € IIPOTVBOIIOIOXK-
HBIM pe3ysbTaToM. Bcakmm wmHTepecyrommiics
dwrocodmen myuleTaHT 3HaeT M3 Y4eOHMKOB,
MOITYJIAPHBIX JIGKIIWVI, a MHOT/Aa ¥ M3 PaccKas3oB
CBOMX 3HAKOMBIX, uT0 KaHT 1mocTaBmiI B IIeHTp
CBOEeVI CYCTeMBI HayYHBIV OIIBIT U YTO OH IIPOIIO-
BeJI0oBaJl HpaBCTBEeHHBIN OIT. VI He nMes HI Ma-
JIEVIIIIeTO TOHATUS O BHYTPEeHHeM COofep KaHWMU
KanroBon Teopunt omblTa 1 3TUKM, OWIETAHT,
roJiarasich Ha popMasibHbBle OIpefleleHNs, CTa-
HOBUTCSI BYJIbrapHBIM IIpUBep>XKeHIleM KpUTU-
mm3Ma (Axcenspon, 1906, c. 9—10).

Mexmy mpodnm, onvicaHHas €l0 CUTYyallus Ha-
IIOMMHaeT ¥ Hallle COBpeMeHHOe BOCIpusiTie (1
HelpusATve) MCTMaTa (1 B 11eJIOM MapKCUCTCKOM
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However, already before the publication
of her dissertation she had put out a Russian
translation of the article “An Essay in Critique
of Criticism”, originally written in German. In
1906, the text was published in full as part of
her book Philosophical Sketches with a subtitle,
“Answer to Philosophical Critics of Historical
Materialism”. Thus, already at an early stage
of Axelrod’s evolution into a Marxist philoso-
pher, she associates Kant’s name and his theory
of cognition with the idea of historical materi-
alism.

In this book, Axelrod questions the very
principles of critical philosophy which lead her
Neo-Kantian contemporaries to idealism, and
consistently stresses the productiveness of the
materialist view of history.

The theories which contain obvious truths
are prone to be vulgarised. The theory of Marx
and the theory of Kant belong to that category.
[...] Because the impact of the ‘economic factor’
is obvious [...] it is easy to get a superficial
impression of Marxism, and this superficial
impression of Marxism turns a dilettante
into a vulgar enemy of this complex and all-
embracing world view.

Something similar happens to Kant’s system,
only with the opposite result. Any dilettante
interested in philosophy knows from textbooks,
popular lectures, and sometimes from hearsay,
that Kant put scientific experience at the centre
of his system and that he preached moral duty.
Not having the faintest idea of the inner content
of the Kantian theory of experience and ethics,
a dilettante, leaning on formal definitions,
becomes a vulgar adherent of criticism
(Axelrod, 1906, pp. 9-10).

Incidentally, the situation she describes
above is not unlike our present-day recep-
tion (or rejection) of historical materialism
(and Marxist-Leninist philosophy as a whole)
through the prism of the Marxist-Leninist dog-
ma, that is, as human history’s pre-ordained
movement toward a posited goal, an ideal so-
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durmocodnr) cKBO3p HPU3MY ykKe HOrMaTU3MpPO-
BaHHOI'O MapKCM3Ma-JIeHVHM3Ma, TO eCcTh KaK He-
KOV W3HaYa/IbHO 3aJaHHOW CXeMbl IBVDKEHIISA
camov 110 cebe MCTOpUM UeJloBevecTBa K IIpeJrio-
JIOKEHHOW LIelI — K WeajIbHOMY (CIIpaBemIn-
BOMY [JIsI BCex) OOIlecTBeHHOMY ycTpovicTBy. Ho
TOI'JIa HETIOHATHO, KaK K 3TOVI «CXeMe» MOIJIU IIpO-
ABJIATh VHTepec MBICJIUTeI Ha pyodexe XIX—
XX BB. O4eBMITHO, UTO B MOJIE X BHUMAHVISI ObLIV
VIHOVI MapKCWM3M ¥ VHasl KOHLEIIIVS MCTopuye-
cKoro passuTus obmiectBa. K atvm mmesim obpa-
IIaJINCh BeCbMa MHOIVe OTeuecTBeHHble (PrjIoco-
w1 — C.H. bysnrakos, I T. et n gp. ITpuyem nx
VIHTepecoBaIV He TOJIBKO U JJake He CTOJIBKO IIpU-
BJIeKaTeJIbHbIe Vey Oyaylmero obliecTsa, IIpeo-
JI0JIeBaloIIero o4YeBMIHbIe ITOPOKM pealbHO CKJIa-
IBIBAFOIIIErOCs COLIMYMa, HO VI CBSA3b 3TWX MIEN C
aresUIAIier K BHYTpeHHeW ITpeeMCTBEHHOCTU
VICTOPVYEeCKOV TIMHAMVKV OOIIeCTBEHHOIO pasBy-
Tns. OcobeHHO OCTPO 3TOT MCTOPM3M MapKCH3Ma
TOrO BpeMeHU HYXXJaeTcsl B IlepeOCMBICIIEHUN ce-
ropgHs. VI Akcestbpor, OTKpbIBaeT HaM BO3MOXKHOCTh
TaKOrO IIePeOCMBICJIEHVISI CaMVIM OIIBITOM CBOeV
Xm3HM B dputocodpmnt. B 1918 r. ona mpekpartiiaet
PEeBOIIOIIMIOHHYIO J1eATeJIbHOCTD, a IIOTOM ye3)KaeT
B TambOoB (He B ToMck, Kak ommOOYHO yKa3aHO B
HEKOTOPBIX MCTOUYHMKax). TaM oHa muIeT crarbu
VI YnTaeT JIeKIIVN J1JIs HApOIHBIX yUuTesien, Kyp-
CaHTOB ¥ CTY/IEHTOB TOJIBKO UTO OPraHM30BaHHOTO
yHuBepcuteTa. Tak poxnaercsa ee «Kypc ek
10 VICTOPWYECKOMY MaTepuasIi3My», OITyOIIMKO-
BaHHBIVI IIepBOHAYaJIBHO B XypHasle «KpacHas
HOBBb» B 1922—1923 rT. (AKcemnbpon, 1924).

Kak ybexmeHHO 11 BMecTe ¢ TeM ellle JOBOJIBHO
cBODOTHO OHa paccykJ1aeT B JIEKIINsIX 00 OT/Iamnm
CBOEro MOHMMaHMS UCTOPUYECKOr0 MaTepuains-
Ma ot koHnenuuu H. V. Byxapuna (cm.: Byxapus,
1923)... VIHTepecHO M TO, UTO B ee Kypce PsioM
C xpecToMaTuUVHBIMU durypammu Mapkca n Du-
resjbca okKasbiBaroTcs 1 boccros, 1 Buko, 1 MHOrME
npyrue dputocodst. Jlexmm JTro60sm VicaakoBHEI
OTJINYAIOTCA SCHOCTBIO M3jIokeHMs. OHa Kak Oy/-
TO «BUIUT IepeJ] COOOVI 3TOrO CIIyIaTesIs Halllero
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cial system in which all are equal. So why did
it attract the interest of thinkers at the turn of
the nineteenth and twentieth centuries? Clear-
ly, they were looking at a different Marxism
and a different concept of society’s historical
development. These ideas engaged the minds
of many Russian philosophers, among them
Sergey N. Bulgakov, Gustav G. Shpet and oth-
ers. And they were interested not only or large-
ly in the lure of a future society which gets rid
of the obvious flaws of an emerging real socie-
ty, but in the link of these ideas with the appeal
to the inherent continuity of the historical dy-
namics of society’s development. The need for
such reappraisal of the historicity of Marxism
is particularly felt today. Axelrod’s own phil-
osophical career offers such an opportunity.
In 1918, she gives up her revolutionary activi-
ties and moves to Tambov (and not to Tomsk,
as some sources mistakenly claim). There,
she writes articles and delivers lectures to the
teachers, course members and students of the
newly-organised university. Her “Course of
Lectures on Historical Materialism” was first
published in the journal “Krasnaya nov” [“Red
Novelty”] in 1922 —1923 (Axelrod, 1924).

In these lectures, she speaks with convic-
tion and still with relative freedom about the
difference of her concept of historical materi-
alism from that of Nikolay Bukharin (1923).
Interestingly, her course includes, along with
the iconic figures of Marx and Engels, Bossuet,
Vico, and many other philosophers. Her style
of lecturing is remarkably lucid. She seems
“to see in front of her the modern listener ea-
ger to understand the complexities of philos-
ophy of the past and present. She reaches out
to her reader whether she writes an engaging
book about morality and beauty in the works
of Oscar Wilde or unwraps Rickert’s confusing
theory” (State Academy of Artistic Sciences
(GAKhN), 1926, p. 9).



BpeMeHM, JKaXKIIyIIero MOCTUTHYTh CJIIOKHbIe OC-
HOBBI (p1I0COPMI TPOIIIOrO M HACTOAIIero. Ak-
CesTbpoyl, KaK ObI 4yBCTBYeT CBOErO UiTaTesIs. DTO
YyBCTBO UNMTaTesIs HUKOITIA He IIOKMUIAeT ee —
HWIIIET JIVI OHA MHTEPECHYIO KHVDKKY O MOPasIi I
Kpacore B mpomsBefieHrsax Ockapa Yavuibga vim
pasbupaet 3annyTaHHYyIO Teopuio Pukkepra» (JIro-
60Bb VcaakoBHa Akcertppor,..., 1926, c. 9).

B «Kypce nexnun» KanT nossiisieTcst cHoBa, HO
B LIeHTpe BHUMaHMs AKCeJIbpO]l y>Ke He ero Kare-
TOPMYEeCKUTI MMIIepaTyB ¥ He ero «Belllb B cebe»,
HO TeKcT «K BeuHOMY MUpPy».

Benmkast dpanilysckasi peBoJIfolusl OCHOBa-
TeJIbHO BCKOJIBIXHYJIa MBICJISIIYIO MHTeUINIeH-
muto 'epmanvm. ['paHnmnosHble, morpsicarolye
COOBITUS, creslaBIMe, KaK TOIZa BbIpakasInch,
pa3yM OCHOBOV MVPOBOV XXU3HWU, TaJIvi MOTY4YM
TOTYOK K VICTOPWYECKOV MBICIV WM30paHHBIM
yMaM CTpaHBl, KOTOpas, Ka3ajloch, ellle cIiajla
MepTBBIM, HeITPOOYITHBIM CHOM.

ITpexme Bcero Kanr (1724 —1804) u I'epmep
MPOSIBIISTIOT KMBEUINNII VHTEpeC K BOIIpocaM
drtocodpnut rcTopun.

I'lo KanTy, BeuHbIe mjien ImpaBa M CIIpaBesyIn-
BOCTW, SIBJISISICH PETYJIATVIBHBIMY PYKOBOISAIIVIMU
MesiMy, OCYILeCTB/IAIOT B CBOeM MCTOPUYECKOM
pasBuTuM cobomy Hapomos. CBoboga HapoIoB
VI BEYHBII MUP ObUIM OOIeCTBEeHHO-MCTOpUUe-
cxvM mpeanioM Kanra (Akcenspon, 1923, c. 184).

[IpumeuaresnbHa 1 Ta uTarta Kanra, koTropyro
IPUBOAUT AKCeJIbpOl, aKLIeHT Py« BHMaHe Ha
TOM, YTO

B TpakTaTe «K BeuHOMY MUpY», I7le IJIaBHBIM 00-
pa3oM OOOCHOBBIBAIOTCS W Pa3BUBAIOTCS (PIIIO-
COPCKO-MICTOPUYECKYIE B3IJISIBI MBICTIATEIIS, MBI
qyTaeM cyienylolee Ype3BblYaliHO XapaKTepHOe
MecTo:

«Hacraner xorma-HMOyAps BpeMsi, Korma cpe-
IV HapOZIOB 3eMHOTO ITlapa B3aVIMHas BHYTpeH-
Hsis CBsI3b (OoJiee VIV MeHee TeCHasI) JOCTUTHET
TaKVX pa3MepoB, 4YTO HapyllIeHVe IIpaBa B OJHOM
MecTe 3eMHOTO Iapa JIacT cebs IoYyBCTBOBAThH
BO Bcex IyHKTax ero. ITostomy mmes Bcemmp-
HO-TPaX[IaHCKOTO ITpaBa He sIBJIsieTcsl (PaHTaCTI-
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Kant reappears in the “Course of Lectures”,
but this time around Axelrod focuses not on the
categorical imperative and the thing-in-itself,
but on the text about “perpetual peace”:

The Great French Revolution gave a
powerful jolt to the intellectual community in
Germany. The grandiose, breath-taking events
which, to use an expression of the time, made
reason the basis of world life, gave a powerful
impetus to historical thought in the country
which seemed to be in a deep slumber.

First Kant (1724 —1804) and Herder show a
lively interest in issues of philosophy of history.

According to Kant, the eternal ideas of right
and justice, being regulatory ideas, set the
peoples free in their historical development.
The freedom of the peoples and perpetual peace
were Kant's socio-historical ideal (Axelrod,
1923, p. 184).

In quoting Kant, Axelrod tellingly stresses
that

In the treatise Toward Perpetual Peace, in
which Kant mainly grounds and develops his
philosophical-historical views, we read the
following highly characteristic passage:

“The time will come when the (more or
less close) mutual inner connection among the
peoples of the globe grows to the point when
deprivation of rights in one place of the globe
would make itself felt in all its parts. Thatis why
the idea of the world civil right is not a fantastic
or utopian concept of right, but a necessary
complement to the unwritten code of state and
international public human law in general. This
condition alone makes it possible to cherish the
hope for a perpetual peace toward which we
are gradually moving” (ibid.; cf. ZeF, AA 08,
p- 360; Kant, 2006, pp. 84-85).

To outline the contour of the views on the
philosophy of history she held at the time, let
us quote her closing reflections on Kant in the
“Course of Lectures”:
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YeCKVMM WIV YTOIWYeCKMM IIpeJiCTaBIeHeM O
IIpaBe, HO HeOOXOIVIMBIM [IOIIOJIHEHVIEM K HeTlV-
CaHOMY KOJIeKCY KaK TOCyHapCTBEHHOTO, TaK U
MeXIyHapOTHOIO MyOJINYIHOIO YeI0BEYeCcKOTro
mpaBa BooO11ie. TOJIbKO PV 3TOM YCIIOBUN SIBIIS-
eTcsl BO3MOKHOCTB yTeIllaThCsl HaJIeXKI0M Ha 0Cy-
II[eCTBJIEHIIE BEUHOTO MIPa, K KOTOPOMY MBI IT0-
cTerteHHO Ipudmpkaemcs» (Tam xe; cp.: AA 08,
S. 360; Kanr, 1966, c. 279; cp.: Kanr, 2024, c. 180).

YroObl yTOUHUTH OOIIMe KOHTYPBI CIIOXWB-
IIVXCs Y Hee K 9TOMY BpeMeHU BO33peHUN Ha pu-
JIOCOUIO VICTOPUM, IPUBEIeM ee 3aKJII0YNTeIb-
Hoe paccyxzenne o Kanre 13 «Kypca mexrmmi»:

LlertocTHO-emMHOTO (PrITOCOPCKO-MCTOPIYe-
cKoro Bo33peHmss KaHT He [air ¢ TOUKM 3peHMs
€ro Teopuy IIO3HAHWS VI He MOT JaTh. [yammsm
MeXX1y Hello3HaBaeMOV VI HeTIOJIBVIKHOW BeIlbIo
B ceDe 11 He MeHee HEIIOIBVDKHBIMY allPVIOPHBI-
M1 dopmaMy BOOOIIe JIMIITaeT BO3MOXKHOCTU
IIO CYIIEeCTBY OTKPBITh JBVIKYIIlee Havdaslo MCTO-
PUUeCKOro Xofa pasBUTHS. B KoOHeYHOM cyere
dmmocodpmst nctopum Kanra ceoamtes K cyobek-
TUBHO-MeTaPV3MIeCK/M IIOCTPOEHVSIM OTBJIe-
UeHHOTO IIpaBa ¥ OTBJIEYeHHOU MeTadmsiude-
ckom mmen crpasemymsocTi (Axcerrspon, 1923,
c.184).

Kak Buamm, x 1919 r. B KoHLIIENUIMM MCTOpUYe-
CKOro MaTepuasinsMa AKceJIbpo[l MajIo U4To IIoMe-
HSJIOCh CTPYKTYPHO, 3aTO 000raTmsIioch comeprKa-
TEJIBHO VI KOHKPETHO-VICTOPUYECKIA

VIMeHHO wcTOpUYecKoe MOHVMaHWe MaTepu-
aJlM3Ma COCTaBJIgeT IPUHIIUINAIbHOe OCHOBa-
Hie AKCeITbPO]T B CIIOPEe «IMAJIEKTUKOB» U «MeXa-
HUCTOB» U MPOSICHSIeT 0COOEHHOCTh ee TO3UIINUN
B 9TOM criope. HarmoMHMM, 4TO CMBIC/T TIO3UIIUY
AKceribpoyI, B OT/INUMe OT «MEeXaHVCTOB» (K KOTO-
PBIM €ee 4acTO OTHOCHT), B 9TOM CIIOpe OTYeTIIVBO
BeIpasw1 B. @. IlycrapHakoB: «AKcebpor, pasze-
JIsJIa HEeKOTOpBIe Mey TaK Ha3blBaeMOro “Mexa-
HVCTUYeCKOro MOHMMaHMsA  Mupa, HO B CMBICIIe
He TlepeHeceHNs 3aKOHOB MeXaHVKM Ha SIBJIeHVS
HIPUPOIEL, @ HEIIPUSATVS IIPVHIIUIIOB COTBOPEHHO-
CTU MUpa, Tesleosiorum n sutaymsma» (Ilycrapra-
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Kant did not and could not have given
an integral philosophical-historical view
proceeding from his theory of cognition. The
dualism of the unknowable and immobile
thing-in-itself and equally immobile a priori
forms in general precludes the discovery of the
driving force of historical development. At the
end of the day Kant’s philosophy of history boils
down to subjective-metaphysical constructions
of abstract law and an abstract metaphysical
idea of justice (Axelrod, 1923, p. 184).

We see that by 1919, Axelrod’s concept of
historical materialism had not changed much
structurally, but was enriched in terms of con-
tent and historical concreteness.

It is the historical interpretation of material-
ism that underpins and clarifies Axelrod’s po-
sition in the debate between “dialecticians”
and “mechanicists”. It will be recalled that her
position in the argument differed from that of
the “mechanicists” (with whom she is often
identified), a difference succinctly formulated
by Vladimir F. Pustarnakov (2020): “Axelrod
shared some ideas of the ‘mechanistic inter-
pretation” of the world, but not in the sense of
applying the laws of mechanics to natural phe-
nomena, but in the sense of rejecting creativ-
ism, teleology and vitalism.” Mechanicists
rejected the dialectical “technology” of research
that was being foisted upon them and which
demanded rigid adherence to rules formulated
in advance. In essence, the argument between
“mechanicists” and “dialecticians” was about
historicity and differing interpretations of its
nature.

The debate reached its peak over the issue
of Spinozism. Axelrod, following Plekhanov,
saw Spinozism as a concrete historical phe-
nomenon. She did not turn dialectics into an
external force, a scheme imposed upon natural
science. In her article “Nadoyelo!” (“Fed Up!”)
she writes:



KoB, 2020). MexaHMCTBI OTKa3bIBaJIVCh IIPVHVIMATD
HaBSA3bIBAEMYIO IVJIEKTUUYECKYIO «TeXHOJIOIMIO»
VICCJIeTOBAaHM, IIPEATIOJIaraiomyio XecTKoe Cile-
noBaHVe cOpMyJIMPOBaHHBIM 3apaHee IIpaBu-
naM. DaKTUYecKt B OCHOBAaHWUM JIVICKYCCUU «Me-
XaHVICTOB» U «IVIAJIEKTVIKOB» JIEKUT VICTOPW3M, W
CIIOp MIEeT O pasHBIX MHTepIIpeTalyusax ero mpu-
POABL

[ TrKoM AVICKyCCHVE CTaJIVE CIIOPBI O CIIVTHO3VI3ME.
Axkcertbpop Bester, 3a I liexaHOBBIM paccmaTpyiBasia
CIIMHO3M3M KaK KOHKPeTHO-UCTOPpUYecKnt (peHo-
MeH. OHa He IpeBpalasa AVaIeKTVKY BO BHEI-
HIOIO CWJIY, B CXeMY, HaBg3bIBaeMyIo eCTeCTBO3Ha-
Huto. B cratbe «Hamoesio!» ona numet:

ITnexanos paccmaTpusaer Cybcrantyio Criv-
HO3bI C TOYKV 3peHVs HOJIMHHO MICTOPUYECKOTA.
B npusenennon kparkont popmysmposke [ exa-
HOB, Kak 11 Devtepbax, paccMaTpuBaeT CIIMTHO30B-
CKOe yueHe 11071 YIJIOM 3II0XV VU C TOUKM 3peHMs
TOTO 3B€Ha, KOTOPOe OHO COCTaBJIsieT B MCTOPUN
MaTepuasiisMa. Harm e «1masexTikm» cosep-
IITAIOT OOBIYHO CBOVI OIIEHKM He C [IyaJIeKTive-
CKOVI TOYKM 3peHWs], a C UUCTO Memapusuneckoil i
mexanuteckor. OHM pacCcMaTPUBAIOT TO VIV MHOe
ydeHVe ITpOIIIe/IIIero He KakK BbIpaKeHue 3I10XN
1, cjlefloBaTesIbHO, He KaK 3BeHO B ICTOPUYeCKOM
pasBUTUM, a IIyTeM IIPOCTOrO MeXaHWYeCKOro
CpaBHEHMsI €ro C MapKCUCTCKOm duiocodpment
(Akcemnppon, 1927a, c. 172).

OcobeHHOCTH TOUKM 3peHVs AKCeIIbPOLL, B TOM,
YTO OHA paccMaTpwmBala MICTOPV3M W TereJIeBCKU
IIOHSATYIO IMaJIeKTUKY KaK yCJIOBVe KOHKPeTHOIO
HOHMMAHMS SBJIEHUV BO BCEM WMX IIOJIHOTE WU
KOHKpeTHOCTI®. I/l MOXKHO JaXke CKa3aTh, YTO B Me-
TOJIOJIOTTYeCKOM ITJIaHe OHa ITPOoJIoJDKasla JIMHUIO
JIOPEBOJIIOLIVIOHHON <« IIOJIOKIMTEIBHOV»  (PrsIoco-
drm. Takas 1o3mINMs MO3BOJISTIA €M1 paccMaTpu-

8 Kak yrounser IlycrapHakos, «AKceIbpon, ycMaTpyBaIa
3amgady prIocodoB-MapKCHUCTOB He CTOJIBKO B pa3padoT-
Ke pMIIocodCKOM CUCTEMBI, ee OOIIMX IMaTeKTIIecKmX
OPVHLINUIIOB ¥ 3aKOHOB, CKOJIBKO B IPVIMEHEHUM 3TUX
HNPUHLINIIOB K KOHKPETHBIM SIBJIEHVSIM, B KOHKPeTHO-Ha-
YYHOM ITO3HAHWM OVAJIEKTMYeCKMX 3aKOHOB, IPOSBIIA-
TOMUXCA B PasINMYHBIX OOIacTAIX IeVICTBUTETHHOCTV
(ITycrapnaxos, 2020).
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Plekhanov looks at Spinoza’s Substance
from a truly historical point of view. In the
quoted brief formulation Plekhanov, like
Feuerbach, considers Spinoza’s teaching in the
context of the epoch and in terms of its place
in the history of materialism. By contrast, our
“dialecticians” usually make their assessments
not from the dialectical, but from a purely
metaphysical and mechanical point of view. They
see this or that doctrine of the past not as an
expression of the epoch and consequently,
not as a link in historical development, but
by mechanically comparing it with Marxist
philosophy (Axelrod, 1927a, p. 172).

The distinctive feature of Axelrod’s view is
that she considers historicity and Hegelian di-
alectics to be a pre-condition for understanding
phenomena in their wholeness and concrete-
ness.* Methodologically, it can be said that she
continued the pre-revolutionary line of “pos-
itive” philosophy. This position enabled her
to consider a phenomenon not in itself, but in
the context of the historical situation in which
it emerged and developed. She did not impose
modern intellectual schemes on history, but
tried to understand phenomena as historically
emergent. This was the essence of her view on
historical development:

Deborin attempts to establish the difference
between a concrete and an abstract concept.
[...] Such research can be accomplished only
in a concrete historical way, and not by empty
and tedious scholastic reasoning. [...] Lenin
was perfectly right in saying that “the validity
of this side of the content of dialectics must
be wverified by the history of science”. To this

8 Pustarnakov (2020) observes: “Axelrod saw the task
of Marxist philosophers not so much in developing a
philosophical system, its general dialectical principles
and laws, but in applying these principles to concrete
phenomena, in concrete scientific cognition of dialec-
tical laws that manifest themselves in various areas of
reality.”
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BaTh sSIBJICHVIE He caMo I10 cebe, HO B KOHTEKCTE TOV
VICTOPUYECKOVI CUTYyaLlyvi, B KOTOPOV OHO BO3HM-
KaJIo 1 pa3BuBasiocb. OHa He HaBg3bIBaJIa VICTOPWU
COBpEeMEHHBIE €VI MBICJINTEIbHBIE KOHCTPYKIIVIVL,
HO IIbITaJIaCh IIOHSATDH SIBJIEHMS KaK VICTOPVMYECKN
CcTaHOBIIMecs. B 3ToM cocTosia cyTh ee IToHMa-
HVISL ICTOPVMYeCKOT'O Pa3sBUTVSL:

[eGopuH Jej1aeT MOIBITKY yCTaHOBUTH pas-
Jm4are MeXJly KOHKPeTHBIM WM OTBJIEYeHHBIM
noHsATieM. <...> VI BBIIIOJIHEHMEe TaKoro mccie-
JOBaHMs BO3MOXKHO JIUIIb ITyTEM KOHKPerHo-
ucmopuueckum, a He ImyCTbIMM CXOJIaCTUYECKMMM
CKYUYHBIMU pacCyXaeHusaMun. <...> JIenuH coBep-
IMIEHHO CIIpaBe/JIMBO 3aMeydaeT, YTO «IIPaBVITh-
HOCTBb 3TOVI CTOPOHBI COMIEPXKAHMS OMaTeKTUKI
doskna Obims npobepena ucmopueil Hayku». K ato-
My CIIpaBeyIBOMY 3aMedaHuio JleHnHa s mpu-
6aBIIo, YTO — He TOJIBKO MCTOpMeN HayKu, HO 1
ucropuen dpuiocodun M B YaCTHOCTY UCTOPYU-
YeCKMM pasBuTHeM MeTadusuku (AKceabpop,
19276, c. 137 —138).

[yanekTnka BOCIIpMHMMAaIach KaK BHYTpeH-
HUV MeXaHV3M, KOTOPBIVI TIOMVMO JIFOIEV [IBVIKET
VICTOPUIO, KaK CaMOpas3BUTIE, B KOTOPOM JIBVIKe-
HUe IIPOVMCXOOUT KakK Obl camo 1o cebe, «0OBek-
TUBHO». Ho Bemp cyIiecTByeT 1 BOJIS JIIOfieV, KOH-
cTatupyeT Akcenppon u oOparraercs k Kanry,
y KOTOPOTO HaxXOAWUT HPaBCTBEHHBIE YCTAaHOBKU
¥ HaIlpaBJIEHHOCTh K IJIJAaHETAPHOMY €IVIHCTBY.
KanroBckuin oOpas Oymyliero obOiiecTsa ObLl
mpuTsraTesieH j1s1 Akcenbpon 1 I liiexaHosa 1 co-
OTHOCMJICSI C MapKCUCTCKMM MUPOBO33peHueM. V1
KOI7la OHa paccMaTpyvBaeT MICTOPUIO PasBUTHSL 00-
IIIecTBa, TO Bo3Bpalraercs K KaHTy I moHMMa-
HUS 3aKOHOB ¥ AVHAMMKWM WCTOPUM, YIUTHIBas
B VCTOPMYECKOM IIpollecce HPaBCTBEHHYIO CTO-
POHY, «4JeJIOBEYHOCTH» VMCTOPWM, KOTOpPasi IIOTOM
«BbUIeTeJIa» (yJIeTyumiach) M3 WCTMaTa IIOJIHO-
CTBIO (3TO KaK pa3 U AeMOHCTPUPYIOT OVCKYCCUM
1920—1930-x rT.).

Xom pasBUTHS VCTOPUM B MapKCHU3Me Opu-
eHTVPOBAaH Ha [OCTVDKEeHVE HOBOIO Oec-
KJIacCOBOIO — OOIIecTBa, M OBVDKEHVE B 3TOM
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justified remark of Lenin’s I would add, not
only by the history of science, but also by the
history of philosophy, including the historical
development of metaphysics (Axelrod, 1927b,
pp. 137-138).

Dialectics was perceived as an inner mech-
anism that propels history as self-development
without people, in which movement occurs
spontaneously and “objectively”. But, Axelrod
argues, there is also the human will, and here
she turns to Kant, in whom she finds moral pre-
cepts and an aspiration for planetary unity. The
Kantian image of a future society held attrac-
tion for Axelrod and Plekhanov, and resonated
with the Marxist worldview. In considering the
history of society, she relies on Kant in her in-
terpretation of the laws and dynamics of histo-
ry as having a moral aspect, the “humanity” of
history which historical materialism would lat-
er “jettison” (as witnessed by the debates of the
1920s and 1930s).

In Marxism, the course of history is orient-
ed toward achieving a new, classless society,
with movement in that direction being driv-
en above all by dialectics (see Trotsky’s “phil-
osophical notebooks” of 1933 —1935 (Trotsky,
1986, p. 120)). But, in the process, historical ma-
terialism as a scheme sheds morality, replacing
it with economic and political factors.

Incidentally, an attempt to bring the histori-
cal component back into historical materialism
was made by Kelle and his colleagues. Kelle re-
called:

We arrived at the idea of separating ideology
and cognition ourselves, it was not a case of
borrowing something. We put this idea in the
“Lectures on Historical Materialism” (1962).
At the same time I believed that in Marxism
ideology and cognition should coincide. I was
not, of course, the only one to think along these
lines. It was a shared principle. The reason is
that the working class, of which Marxism is the
ideology, is interested in objective cognition



HalTpaBJIeHUV CTUMYJIMPOBaHO IIpeX/ie BCero Jiu-
aJIeKTUKOM (KaK 3TO MBI HaxoAuM B «pniocod-
cknx Tterpamsax» JL . Tpoukoro 1933—1935 rr.
(Trotsky’s Notebooks..., 1986, p. 120)). Ho npwu
3TOM M3 VICTOPMYECKOro Marepuasys3Ma KakK cxe-
MBI VICYe3al0T HpaBCTBeHHbIE YCTAaHOBKM — OHU
ObUIM  3aMeHEHBI SKOHOMMKO-IIOJIVTUYECKIMI
dakTopamm.

Mexay mpoumM, IIOHBITKY BOCCTAaHOBUTH B
VICTMaTe VICTOPUYeCKyI0 KOMIIOHeHTY IIpelnpu-
Hsuv Kermte m ero xommern. Kessie BcriommHaIT:

Mgl camyt TIpUITUI K Wjiee pasiesieHus vye-
OJIOTMY ¥ TIO3HAHMs, 3TO He ObUTO KaKMM-TO 3a-
VIMCTBOBaHMeM. DTa ujesd ObUla ITpoBeieHa HaMu
B «JIeK1IusIx 110 McToprdeckoMy MaTepuaIi3My»
(1962). BmecTe c TeMm s mosarai, 4To B MapKCu3-
Me B IPWHIINIIEe MIeOIOTMs 1 TTO3HaHNMe JT0JDK-
HBI coBNasiaTh. KOHeYHO, He TOJIBKO 1 TaK JyMaJl.
Dto Obul obmmmt npuHimI. CosHnaneHue oOy-
CJIOBJIEHO TeM, YTO paboumit Kjlacc, Uieosioren
KOTOPOTO SBJISIeTCS MapKCM3M, 3alfHTepecoBaH B
OOBEKTMBHOM ITO3HAHMM JeVICTBUTEIIbHOCTH, W
JIO3YHI'M, KOTOPbIe OH BBIJIBUTAET, ero 1j1eosIori-
YyecKyie MPVHIIUIIBI TOXe JIOJDKHBI COOTBeTCTBO-
BaTh peaJbHOCTH. TOIBKO TOrIa MOXHO Oyper
CKa3aTh, YTO HOBOe OOIIeCTBO CTPOWTCS Ha OC-
HOBe Hayku. Ho peanbpHO 5TO He monmy4anocs. V
IO3TOMY 3a/jaya 3aKIoyasiach B TOM, KaKuM 00-
Ppa3oM IIOCTPOUTE JKM3Hb, OPraHM30BaTh XU3Hb,
OpraHM30BaTh CaMy WJIe0JIOTMIO TaKMM 00pa3oM,
9TOOBI OHA COBITazlaa C ITI03HaHMeM, YTOOBI ObUTa
JeVICTBUTEJIbHO HaydHasl WIeoJIorusi, Kak 3TO
npososiaiiaia Teopus. ITpoTusopeune mexmy
TeopueNt M XU3HBIO, TaKUM 00pa3oM, IIOJTydasio
yXe 3puMoe BhIpakeHue B 3TOM pmIocodCKOm
npobrteme (becena. .., 2014, c. 492 —493).

Ora nosuiys ObUIa NIOABEPrHyTa KPUTWKE, U
CeKTOp 3aKppUIN. VIcTopmdeckmil MapKCU3M OKa-
3aJICsl He HY KeH.

3a0bITOVT B COOOIIIECTBE COBETCKIX MapKCHCTOB
1930—1940-x rT. okasamach M AKceIbpomd. XoT,
CyZs IO ee MO3AHMM HNVChbMaM K JIPYTy, My3bIKO-
Bey A. A. AJIBIIIBaHTY, OHa U B IIOCJIeTHVIE TOIIbI C
OOJIBIIION OXOTOVI COTJIalllajIach YMTATh JIEKLIVIVI U
mmcaTh cTaTby MMeHHO o KaHTe, Torma Kak o Iere-
j1e oTKasbIBasiach (IIimorHMKOBa, ITmorHMKOB, Ie-
npviHa, 2024, c. 323).
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of reality and the slogans it puts forward, its
ideological principles should also correspond
to reality. Only then shall we have the right
to claim that the new society is being built on
a scientific foundation. But it did not work in
reality. So, the question was how to build life,
organise life, and organise ideology itself in a
way that it would coincide with cognition, such
that it would be a truly scientific ideology, as
theory declared. The contradiction between
theory and life was thus manifested tangibly
in this philosophical problem (Pruzhinin and
Kelle, 2014, pp. 492-493).

This position met with criticism and the de-
partment was shut down. Historical material-
ism was no longer needed.

Axelrod, too, was forgotten by the commu-
nity of Soviet Marxists in the 1930s and 1940s.
Even so, judging from her letters to a friend,
the music scholar Arnold A. Alshvang, even in
her later years she readily agreed to lecture and
write articles about Kant — though not about
Hegel (Plotnikova, Plotnikov and Shchedrina,
2024, p. 323). As we revisit the subject of histor-
ical materialism today, we rediscover Lyubov
Axelrod’s “archive of the epoch” (but that
would be the subject of another conversation).

Irina O. Shchedrina’s research is an output of
a research project implemented as part of the Basic
Research Program at the National Research Univer-
sity Higher School of Economics (HSE University).
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