KAHT: PRO ET CONTRA

MEXOY KAHTOM "1 MAPKCOM:
ITPOBJIEMA PEBOJIIOIINN
Y AHTOHMO I'PAMIIIN

Ix. Kocnumo!

Pexoncmpyxyus s6oa0uyuu  cyxoenun I'pamuwu o
pycckoil  peboatoyuu  nodpasymebaem noaHoe mnepeoc-
Mbicaerue e2o cobcmbernnoeo omowenus xax k Maprcy,
max u x Kanmy. Voke ecron 1917 e. I'pamuiu npeobu-
des, umo DebBpasvckas peboatoyusa moxem nepepacmu 8
nposemapckyio peboaoyuio, gakmunecku ocyujecmbul
KaHmoBekyo Mopats: moavko 00uecmbo, MNOAHOCHIbIO
0cB000sx0eHHoe 0m YeHemeHus u AKCnayamayuu, nosBo-
AU A100AM 0b11me c60600HbIMU U aBmoHomHbIMU. TTocae
nadenus 3ummneeo 0bopya I'pamwiu nucas, umo peboaio-
yua npousowisa «6onpexu “Kanumary” Mapkca», uiu,
AyHule cxkasams, Gonpexu eeo 0yxBarvHoll uHmMepnpema-
Yuu, pacnpocmpanennoi nosumubUCccKuM MapKCcusMom
Bmopoeo Unmepnayuonara. B xonye 1910-x — wnauase
1920-x ee. I'pamuiu cuuman 6o3moxHvim 045 Vmasuu u
Bceit E6ponsl «cdeaamv kax 6 Poccuu»; oonaxo ¢ 1924 .
OH Hauaa paspabamsibams uxoe Buderue pebosroyuu 6
sanaonom mupe, komopoe 6 «Tiopemmvix mempadax»
peasusobasoce 6 npomubonocmabrenu MmarnebpenHon
Bounwl u Botinbl nosuyuonHou. B mo xe Bpems on pas-
paboman Konuenyuu uesapusma / Oonanapmusma u
naccubnotl peborroyuu, Komopvie 1no360AUAU AHAAUSU-
poBamy makue AbaeHUs, KAK AMEPUKAHUSM U (DAUWUM,
C mMouKy 3peHus KoHcepBamubHOu MoOepHU3AYUL, UAU
peboatoyuu 6e3 peboaroyuu. M Bce xe, umo ocoberHo
Baxcno, I'pamuiu paspabamvibas KOHUENYUO 2e2eMOHUL,
noduepkubas BaxrHocms MoMeHma koHceHcyca 6 bopvbe
3a 3a6oeBarue u yoepxkanue Gracmu. mo omoaIu0 e2o
011 MAPKCUSMA-ACHUHUSMA 111020 BpeMeHu KaK ¢ noAUmU-
4ecKkoil, mak u ¢ meopemureckoil MouKu 3peHus,; Hanpu-
mep, on ombepe «0ecxumpocmHwlil peaitusm» AeHUHCK020
«Mamepuaiusma u SMIUPUOKPUMUYUIMA» B 10Ab3Y
peromenarusma, A6no 3aumcmbobanroeo y Kanma.

KaroueBoie caoba: I'pamwiu, xanmobekas smuxa,
2e2eMOHUA, AeHUHU3M, Mapkcusm, Pycckas peBoaroyus,
meopus NO3HAHUA
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THE PROBLEM OF THE REVOLUTION
IN GRAMSCI
(BETWEEN KANT AND MARX)

G. Cospito’

Reconstructing the evolution of Gramsci’s judge-
ment about the Russian Revolution implies an overall
rethinking of his own relation to Marx as well as to
Kant. Already in the spring of 1917, Gramsci foresaw
that the February Revolution could become a proletari-
an revolution and that this would realise in fact Kant’s
moral: only a society completely freed from oppression
and exploitation would allow people to be free and au-
tonomous. After the fall of the Winter Palace, Gramsci
wrote that the revolution happened “against Marx’s
Capital”, or better, against its literal interpretation as
spread by the positivistic Marxism of the Second Inter-
national. Between the end of the 1910s and the begin-
ning of the 1920s, Gramsci thought it possible for Italy
and the whole of Europe “to do as in Russia”; yet, from
1924, he started elaborating a different vision of the
revolution in the Western World, which in the Prison
Notebooks became a contraposition between a war of
movement and a war of position. At the same time, he
developed the concepts of caesarism/bonapartism and
passive revolution which allowed the analysis of phe-
nomena such as americanism and fascism from the per-
spective of a conservative modernisation, or revolution
without a revolution. Still, and most of all, Gramsci
developed the concept of hegemony, highlighting the
importance of the moment of consensus in the fight for
gaining and maintaining power. This drew Gramsci
quite far from the marxism-leninism of his time, both
from the political and theoretical point of view; for in-
stance, he rejected the “ingenuous realism” of Lenin’s
Materialism and Empiriocriticism in favour of a phe-
nomenalism explicitly drawn by Kant.
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Jx. Kocruro

1. Beegeume

ITepBble HOBOCTM M3 peBOIIOLVOHHON Poccun,
nocTymasive B VTanio, OblIV Heollpe/esleHHbI-
MU Y Iy TaHbIMM, OTYACTY M3-3a 1IeH3Yy Pbl IIPecchl,
y>KecToumBIIIeVics ITocjle BeTyIuleHus Vramum B
IlepByto MupoByIo BoviHY. TeM He MeHee HauMHas
¢ BecHbI 1917 r. MOJIOOOVI )XY PHAJIVICT V1 BOVIHCTBY-
IOLINVA COLIMaINCT AHTOHMO ['paMIii aHaM3Mpy-
eT coObITIEe, KOTOpOe BOM/IET B MCTOpMIO Kak dDes-
pasibckasi pepormonys (oTpeueHne Iaps Huko-
nag 1I u dopmupoBaHe BpeMeHHOro JIdepab-
HO-Oyp>KXyasHoro mpasuTesibcTba KHs34 I E. JIbBo-
Ba), KaK «IIpojleTapcKoe JIeVICTBIIE, KOTOpoe 00si3a-
TeJIBHO JOJ/DKHO IIPUBECTV K COLMAJICTIYEeCKO-
My crporo» (Gramsci, 2015a, p. 255). B ommune ot
@paHIly3CKO PeBOIIOLINI, KOTOpasl BbIpakasia
crenydrueckrie MHTepeckl OAHOro Kiacca (Oyp-
XKyasuu), CTPEMMBIIIETOCS 3aMeHUTb coOov IIpy-
rOVI TOCTIONICTBOBABIINIL Kilace ((peomaIbHyIo apy-
CTOKpaTMIO), peBotons B Poccrm ObIa ocy1iiecT-
BJleHa CeJIbCKOXO3SVICTBEHHBIM 1 ITPOMBIIIIJIEH-
HBIM IIpoJIeTapraToM, IeVICTBOBABIIVM OT VIMeHU
BCEro Hapozia, O YeM CBUeTeIIbCTBOBaIN (00elaH-
HOe€) BBeZIeHIe BCeoOIIero 1301 paTesTbHOrO IIpaBa,
pacIIpoCcTpaHsBIIIerocss M Ha KeHIIUH, U pacTy-
mee BiavsiHVe CoBeToB m OosbiieBuKoB. Cpemnn
HOCJIeTHVIX Havasla BbIpMCOBBIBaThbcsA durypa Jle-
HVHa, KOTOPBIVI TOJIBKO YTO BEepHYJICA M3 SMUTPa-
LWV M OIyOJIMKOBAJI TaK Ha3blBaeMble «AIIpesIb-
CKM€ Te3VIChl», BbICKa3aB B HVX TEOPUIO HeOOXOmy-
MOCTVI BTOPOVI PeBOJIIOLNM 15 TIepexofia K COIV-
arm3My. ['pamimi no-ripexxHeMy HasbIBasI OOJIbIIIe-
BVMIKOB «MaKCMMaJIMCTaMI», CChUIAsiCh Ha TO, YTO
OHM IIpeCTaB/IsiIN OosbiHCcTBO B Poccuiickont
COIIMAJI-AEMOKpaTIYecKOoVl padoyer ITapTum 1 BO-
IUIOMIAJIV «IIpefe/IbHYIO A0 coLyaIi3Ma: MM
HY>XeH bect cotmanmam» (Gramsci, 20156, p. 397).

2. I'pamium v KaHTOBCKas 3TUKa

Kpowme Toro, mo muenwto I'paminm, mocrernen-
HOe yTBepXK[IeHVe IeMOKpaTu/ ¥ pPaBeHCTBa B
Poccun yxe «co3fajio HOBYIO MOPaJIbHYO aTMOC-
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1. Introduction

The initial news from revolutionary Russia
that arrived in Italy was uncertain and con-
fused, in part due to press censorship, which
became more rigid after Italy entered the First
World War. Nevertheless, beginning in the
spring of 1917, the young journalist and social-
ist militant, Antonio Gramsci, analysed what
would go down in history as the February Rev-
olution (the abdication of Czar Nicholas II and
the formation of the provisional liberal-bour-
geois government of Prince L'vov) as a prole-
tarian revolution “which must naturally lead
to a socialist regime” (Gramsci, 1975a, p. 126).
This was because, unlike the French Revolu-
tion, which expressed the specific interests of
one class (the bourgeoisie) which sought to
substitute its rule for that of another class (the
feudal aristocracy), the revolution under way in
Russia was animated by the agricultural and in-
dustrial proletariat acting in the name of the en-
tire collectivity, as testified to by the (promised)
introduction of universal suffrage (also extend-
ed to women) and the growing influence of the
Soviets and the Bolsheviks. Among these the
figure of Lenin began to emerge, who had just
returned from exile and published the so-called
“April Theses”, in which he presented the the-
ory of the need for a second revolution in order
to transition to socialism. Gramsci still referred
to the Bolsheviks as “Maximalists”, with refer-
ence to the fact that they represented the major-
ity in the Russian Social-Democratic Workers’
Party and embodied “the idea of socialism tak-
en to its limits: they wanted socialism in its en-
tirety” (Gramsci, 1975b, p. 132).

2. Gramsci and Kantian Ethics
Moreover, in Gramsci’s opinion the grad-

ual affirmation of democracy and equality in
Russia had already “created a new moral or-



depy», «ycTaHOBIMIIO CBODOY MTyxa Tak e, KaK 1
cBobony Tena» (Gramsci, 2015a, p. 259). B mexoTo-
PBIX OypXKya3HBIX ra3eTax, KaK MHOCTPaHHBIX, TaK
U UTAJIBIHCKIX, COODIIAIOCh, YTO HEeCKOJIBKO de-
JIOBEK, CMIIEBIIVX B TIOPbMaX 3a OOIIeyTroyIOBHbIE
IIPeCTYIUIeHNsI, OTKa3aJIVICh OT CBOOOBI, IIpeJIo-
JKEHHOVI IM VI TIOJIUTUYeCKMM 3aK/II0OYeHHBIM pe-
BOJTIOIVIOHEpaM, ¥ PEIIviIN 0 KOHITa OTOBIBATh
HaKaszaHle B TIOPbMax, KOTOpBIE OHM K& CaMU U
OynyT oxpaHsTb. VI3 sTOro I'pamimm cresasn BbI-
BOJI: «B pyccKovt peBosroLy OOBIYHBIV ITPECTYTI-
HVK CTaJl TeM YeJIOBEKOM, KOTOPOro ITPOIIOBEO-
BaJI TEOPETMK aOCOITFOTHOVI Mopasu VIMMaHyWII
KanT, — uenoBekoMm, KOTOpbIT TOBOPUT: “Heo0s-
gaTHOe HeDO Hallo0 MHOVI, MIMIIepaTuB MOeV COBe-
ctu Bo MHe»? (Ibid.). Tox crycrs, B 1918 1, Ta xe
VMHTepIpeTarys ObUIa IIpVIMeHeHa M K TIOHSTIIO
IIeMOKpaTuy, MBICJIVIMOV KaK «TOYKa Ilepecede-
HWS MOPAJIbHBIX IOKTPUH, KOTOpBIE pa3BViBa-
ek 1o, BivsgHMeM Vimvanywia KarTa, v onm-
TUYECKOV XM3HWU. [JeMOKpatTsi ByJIbrapvsmpyer
9TV JOKTPWHBI, JIeJlaeT X BOMHCTBEHHBIMIL LIS
Hee MBICJIb CTAHOBUTCS JIEVICTBYIEM, OHA CTPEMMUT-
Cs1 BOIUTOTUTB ceDOsl B TTOBCETHEBHO ITpaKTuKe. B
MOPAJIBHOV JOKTPVIHE JIIOIVI PaccCMaTPUBAIOTCS
KaK peasIbHO JIEVICTBYIOIIVE, KaK HecyIlue Ips-
MYIO OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a IIOCJIEZICTBISI CBOVIX [IEVi-
CTBWMVI [IJIs1 OTHOLLIEHWVI, CYIIECTBYIOMINX B YeJIO-
BegeckoM obmiecTBe» (Gramsci, 1982, p. 836).
Tesuc, mompasymeBaeMbINt B 3TVX 3asIBIIEHVSX,
KOTOpBIE, OUEBVIHO, SIBJISIIOTCS YAVIBUTEIIBHBIM,
€CJTVI He IIPOBOKAIIVIOHHBIMV, CTAHOBWTCS ITOHSIT-
HBIM B CBeTe TOro, YTO I'paMIImy HanmImmeT CIycTs
Bortee ueM mecsiTmieTrie B «TOPEMHBIX TETPAIISIX»:
B OOITIeCcTBe TOro BpeMeHM, pas/ieJIeHHOM Ha KJlac-
Cbl, «KaTeropmdeckas dopmyrna Kanra: “Ilocty-
I1avi TaK, 9TOOBI TBOE ITOBEJIeHVIe MOIJIO CTaTh HOP-
MOVI J1JIsI BCeX JIIOTIeV! B IOOOHBIX JKe YCIIOBVSIX »,
eCJIVI «ee aHaJIM3VPOBaTh PEAIVICTYHO, He BBIXO-
IIVUT 3a IperesTbl JaHHOV Cpellbl CO BCEMU ee MO-
PaJIBHBIMVI ITpeIpacCyIKaM VI BAPBAPCKIIMIL OOBI-

2B ma"HOM Citydae I'paminm, cyzs 1o BceMy, TepecKasbl-
BaeT M3BecTHBIV adpopmsm KanTa cBommm cytopamu. B cBsi-
31 C 3TMM IepeBoj], BhICKa3bIBaHMs CleIlaH He Tak, Kak B
m3panvm Kanra 1994 r. (Kaut, 1994, c. 562), a jocioBHO
nio I'pamrt. — Ilpumeu. nep.

149

G. Cospito

der and, in addition to the physical liberty of
the individual, has established the liberty of
the mind” (Gramsci, 1975a, p. 128). It was re-
ported in several bourgeois newspapers, both
foreign and Italian, that a few people who had
been imprisoned for common crimes had re-
fused the freedom offered to them and to the
political prisoners by the revolutionaries and
had decided to finish serving their sentences
in prisons which they themselves would guard
over. From this Gramsci concluded, “The man
who was a common criminal has turned into
the sort of man whom Immanuel Kant, the
theoretician of absolute ethical conduct, had
called for — the sort of man who says: ‘the
immensity of the heavens above me, the im-
perative of my conscience within me’” (ibid.).
One year later (1918), the same interpretation
would also be applied to the concept of de-
mocracy, understood as “the point of contact
between moral doctrines, such as have devel-
oped with Immanuel Kant, and political life.
Democracy vulgarizes these doctrines, makes
them militant: through it thought becomes ac-
tion, seeks to be translated into daily practice.
In moral doctrine, men are actually considered
as agents, as directly responsible for the con-
sequences brought about by their actions in
the relational life of human society” (Gramsci,
1975¢, p. 81).

The thesis implicit in these statements —
which are evidently surprising if not provoca-
tive — becomes clear in light of what Gramsci
would write more than a decade later in his
Prison Notebooks: in the society of that time, di-
vided into classes, “Kant’s categorical formu-
la: behave as you would want everybody else
to behave in the same circumstances”, if “ana-
lyzed realistically [...], is only applicable to a
specific milieu, with that milieu’s moral super-
stitions and barbaric mores; it is a static, emp-
ty formula into which one can pour any actual
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4JasiMIf; 3TO CTaTMYHas, IycTasi popMyria, KOTOPYIO
MOYXHO HaIIOJTHUTB JIIOOBIM aKTyasIbHBIM VCTOPU-
4ecKMM coriepykaHvieM». Takast dpopmysia mapaIok-
CaJIBHBIM 00pa3oM IIPUBOANUT K «OTHOM 13 popM
pesIsSTVMBU3MA W, CJIeOBaTeIbHO, CKENTUIIM3Ma»
(Gramsci, 1977, vol. 2, p. 1035), B HapoHOM HOHU-
MaHUM ITOPOK/IAOIIETO «TPIOVI3M», COITIACHO KOTO-
POMY «KTO yOMBaeT HEBEPHYIO KeHY, CUMTaeT, YTO
BCe OOMaHYyTble MYXbs JOJDKHBI yOuBaTh» (I'pam-
i, 1991, c. 72) u 1. 1.° ['pamImm mMcriomne3syeT m3Me-
HEeHHYIO Bepcmio Tekcrta KaHTa, koTopas B en-
CTBUTEJIBHOCTY BBIIVISIAUT CJIEYIOIIM 00pa3oM:

Takum obBpasom, cyIecTByeT TOJIBKO OJVH-
€MHCTBEHHBIVI KaTErOpmUYeCcKmil VMIIEpaTvB W
IIPUTOM CJIEOYIOIIVVL: NOCIYNAtl MoAbKO N0 MAaAKoU
MaKcume, OMHOCUMEAbHO KOmMOopoul mul 6 mo xe Bpe-
MA MOXKewd XKeaams, umobvl ona cmasa Bceoduyum
saxonoMm. <..> Tak Kak BceoOILIHOCTb 3aKOHa, IO
KOTOPOMY IIPOVICXOISIT JIEVICTBYISI, COCTABIISIET TO,
YTO, COOCTBEHHO, Ha3bIBAeTCs IIPVIPOIOV B CAMOM
o0rreM cMmbIcTIe (1I0 popMe), T. e. ObITHEM Bellier,
IIOCKOJIBKY OHO OIIperieJIeHO II0 BCeoOIIuM 3a-
KOHaM, TO BCEOOIIMI MMIIepaTyB JI0JIra MOT OBl
3By4YaTh TakXKe ¥ CJIeyIOIIM o0pasoM: Iocynail
max, kax ecau 0v. maxcuma mboez2o nobederiis no mbo-
eti Bose 0oaxHa Oblaa cmams Bceobuum 3aK0HOM
npupoder (AA 04, S. 421; Kanr, 1997, c. 143, 145).

OnHako cileffyeT OTMETUTB, UTO TaKasl peJis-
TUBWUCTCKasl ¥ PeAyKIVIOHHasl VHTepIIpeTallus
sty KaHTa ObUTa IOBOJIBHO pacIipocTpaHeHa B
MapKCUCTCKOVI TpauLINI: HalpuMep, ee MOXKHO
HalTV B HecKOJIbKMX TekcTax I. B. Iiiexanosa, omy-
OsmmkoBaHHBIX B KoHITe 1800-x — Hauvaste 1900-x rr.
B scce 00 16cere oH dakTrruecky mvicast:

Ilo ciioBaMm I'eresisi, TakoVl 3aKOH «yKasbIBaeT
JIVIIIB, Yero HeJjlb3s JeJlaTh, HO He TOBOPUT, UTO
cenyeT genarb. OH abcomoTeH He IIOJI0XKNUTe b
HO, a OTpUIIaTeIbHO; OH VIMeeT HeoITpe/le/IeHHbIVI
Wi GecKOHeUHBIVI XapakTep, TOrJla KakK Hpas-
CTBEHHBIVI 3aKOH II0 CBOEMY CYILECTBY JIOJDKeH
OBITH aOCOITIOTHBIM ¥ TIOJIOXUTeIbHBIM. [To3TO-
My HpaBCTBeHHBIV 3aKoH KanTa He nmeeT HpaB-
CTBEHHOTO XapakTepa» (I Ttexanos, 1906, c. 6).

®T1o stov Teme cMm. Takxke: (La Porta, 1990).
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historical content”. Such a formula falls para-
doxically into “a form of relativism and there-
fore of moral scepticism” which, in popular
common sense, gives rise to the “truism” ac-
cording to which “a jealous husband who kills
his unfaithful wife thinks that all husbands
should kill unfaithful wives”, and so on (Gram-
sci, 2011c, pp. 323-324).? Gramsci provides a
modified version of Kant’s text, which in real-
ity reads:

There is, therefore, only a single categorical
imperative and it is this: act only in accordance
with that maxim through which you can at the
same time will that it become a universal law. [...]
Since the universality of law in accordance with
which effects take place constitutes what is
properly called nature in the most general sense
(as regards its form) — that is, the existence of
things insofar as it is determined in accordance
with universal laws — the universal imperative
of duty can also go as follows: act as if the
maxim of your action were to become by your will
a universal law of nature (GMS, AA 04, p. 421;
Kant, 1998, p. 31).

It should nevertheless be observed that
this relativistic and reductive interpretation of
Kant's ethics was quite common in Marxist tra-
dition: for example, it can be found in several of
Plekhanov’s texts, published between the end
of the 1800s and the initial years of the 1900s. In
an essay on Ibsen, he in fact wrote that

in Hegel’'s words, such a law does not
say “what must be willed and done in all
circumstances, but what must not be willed
and done. It is absolute not in a positive sense
but in a negative sense: it is utterly indefinite
or ‘infinite’. Moral law must, according to its
nature, be absolute and positive: for this reason
Kant’s moral law is not moral” (Plekhanov,
1908, pp. 38-39).

20On this topic see also La Porta (1990).



W Bce e s 4yBCTBYIO, uTO I'pamMInt ocosHaBall,
HACKOJIBKO 3Ta MHTEPIIpeTaLVis Jajleka OT IIePBO-
Ha4yaJIbHOTO CMBIC/Ia MOpaJIbHOro mpoekTta Kamn-
Ta, KOTOPBIVI IIPEICTABIISAIICS. €MY, C OIHOV CTOPO-
HBI, CBA3aHHBIM C «COKPaTMYeCKOVI STUKOVI, B KO-
TOpoN “MopasibHass” BOJIS VIMeeT CBOe OCHOBaHUe
B MHTEJUIEKTE, B MYAPOCTM, TaK YTO IIPOCTYIIOK
00yCJI0BJIeH HeBeXXeCTBOM, a IOVCK KPUTUYEeCKOro
3HaHWs SIBJISIETCSI OCHOBOVI BBICIILIEVT MOPasIvi VI
MopaJIu kax maxoBoii», a ¢ APyToV CTOPOHBHI,

C... KOCMOIIOJIUTMYECKUM  ITPOCBETUTEIIb-
CTBOM U KPUTUYECKOV KOHIIEIIIVEN aBTopa... C
drtocodment MHTEIUIUTEHITNY KaK KOCMOIIOJIVI-
Tdeckoro cios. IloaToMy caMm [eVicTBYIOIINI U
eCTb HOCUTeJIb «IIOO0OHBIX YCIIOBUTI», IHAYe TO-
BOp#, X cO3/1aTellb. 3HAUUT, OH «JOJDKeH» Jie-
CTBOBAaTh B COOTBETCTBUM C TeM «00pas3IioM», KO-
TOPBIVI OH XOTeJI OBl BUIETh 0Opas3IoM IS BCexX
JIOfIeVl, B COOTBETCTBUM C TeM TWUIIOM IIVBIUIN3a-
UM, pafy Ipuxoga KOTOPOVl OH TPYAWUTCS VI
IUIS COXpaHeHMsSI KOTOPOWV «COIPOTUBIISIETCS»
pasiararormM ee cwiaM... (I'pamrmm, 1991, c. 73).

Tem He MeHee OCHOBHasI ITpoOOIIEMa 3aKJTIOYAET-
Csl B TOM, YTO /IO TeX IOp, IIOKa CoXpaHsdeTcs Kilac-
COBOe JleJIeHVe, YTHeTeHVe M 3KCILTyaTaliys ITof-
YUHEHHBIX KJTacCOB, HEBO3MOXHO, 3a VICKITIOUeHU-
eM OT/eJIbHBIX CJIy4aeB, IIPelOCTaBUTh 3TUM KJlac-
caM ¥ COCTaBJISTFOIIIVIM VIX VHIVIBUIIAM a6 0HOMUI0,
KoTOpad, 1o KaHTy, sBjIgeTcss OCHOBHBIM YCJIOBU-
eM HpaBCcTBeHHoro nosefeHmns*. OgHaxo [pamrmm
CUMTaJI, YTO BCE M3MEHMTCS, KOra ITOSBUTCS «BCe-
MVIPHBIV KOH(POPMIM3M», KOTOPBIV CTAHET BO3MOXK-
HBIM II0CJIe TIpeKpallleHs pasziesleHis olIecTsa
Ha KJIacChl U HallUM ¥ KOTOPBIVI OH YacTO YIIOMMU-
HaJl, MCHOJIb3ysd (popMysly DHrejibca O «Ilepexo-
Ile 13 LIapcTBa HeOOXOOVIMOCTH B IIapCTBO CBOOO-

¢ Cm., Hampmmep: «VIcTopwsi ITOMUYMHEHHBIX KJIacCOB
o0si3aTesIbHO (pparMeHTapHa W 3MM3oaMYHa... [lomum-
HeHHBIe KJIACCHI IOJIBJIaCTHBI MHUIIMATHBAM TOCIIOfICTBY-
IOITIET0 KJTacca, /Take KOT/Ia OHVI BOCCTAIOT; OHV HaXOIISATCS
B COCTOSTHVVI TpeBOXHOV 000poHBI. [TosTOMy KaKIeIii
cjlefl aBTOHOMHOV WHMITMATVBEI OecrieHeH» (Gramsci,
1977, vol. 1, p. 299—300). DddeKTnBHYIO PeKOHCTPYK-
IIVIFO VICTOPUVI KOHIIENIIIVY aBTOHOMIUY MOXKHO HaWTU Y
®onnecy (Fonnesu, 2014).
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Nevertheless, I feel that Gramsci was aware
of how far this interpretation was from the
original meaning of Kant’s moral proposal,
which appeared to him to be linked, on the
one hand, to “the Socratic ethic, in which the
‘moral” will has its base in the intellect, in wis-
dom, so that wrongdoing is due to ignorance
and the search for critical knowledge is the
basis of superior morality or of morality fout
court” and, on the other, to

the cosmopolitan Enlightenment and the
critical conception of the author, [...] linked
to the philosophy of the intellectuals as a
cosmopolitan stratum. Therefore, the agent is
the bearer of the ‘similar conditions” and indeed
their creator. That is, he ‘must’ act according to
a ‘model” which he would like to see diffused
among all mankind, according to a type of
civilisation for whose coming he is working
or for whose preservation he is ‘resisting’ the
forces that threaten its disintegration (Gramsci,
1971, pp. 373-374).

Nevertheless, the fundamental problem
is that, as long as class division, oppression
and the exploitation of the subaltern class-
es persisted, it would not be possible, except
occasionally, to give these groups, and the in-
dividuals that comprise them, that autonomy
which, for Kant, was the basic requisite for
moral behaviour.? However, Gramsci (2011b,
p- 189) held that this would change once the
“worldwide conformism”, made possible by
the end of society’s division into classes and na-
tions, had been created, to which he often re-
ferred using Engels’” formula of the “transition
from the realm of necessity to the realm of free-

3See, for example, Gramsci (2011b, p. 21): “The history
of the subaltern classes is necessarily fragmented and
episodic [...]. Subaltern classes are subject to the initia-
tives of the dominant class, even when they rebel; they
are in a state of anxious defense. Every trace of autono-
mous initiative, therefore, is of inestimable value.” An
effective reconstruction of the history of the concept of
autonomy can be found in Fonnesu (2014).
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e (Ipamim, 1991, c. 124)°. BHoBb MOXHO Oymer
TOBOPUTH 00 YHVBEpPCAJIbHBIX IIeHHOCTSX, IIpeo-
fiorieBas TeM CaMbIM TOT Pa3pblB MeXly Teopwer
VI IIPAKTMKOVL, O KOTOPOM, IO €r0 MHEHMIO, CBIJIe-
TeJILCTBYeT pacxoXkzeHue «Mexay “KpuTikort um-
croro pasyma’ n “KpuTukon IpakTudeckoro pa-
3yma” 1o Bompocy o bore u penurum» (Gramsci,
1977, vol. 2, p. 1007). B 11iestom I'pamirit cumrasi, 94To
«HEKOTOPBIE aCIIeKThI» MIeJIVCTITYECKIX (PryToco-
dun (BxIrouass KaHTMAHCTBO), KOTOpPbIe KaXKyTCs
CHOPHBIMM VJIVI YTOIIMYHBIMY, «KOTZa OOIeCcTBO
HEITNTCS Ha Pl TPYIIID», «CMOT'YT CTaTh “MCTUHOV
I1ocyie 3Toro repexoma» (I'pamrm, 1991, c. 124).
bortee Toro, B «Ierpagsx» cpaBHeHMe C 3TU-
Ko-nonmuTndeckuM  KaHToM — paccmaTpuBaercs
KPUTWYeCKM ¥ IIOMeIllaeTcs B Ooslee IIMPOKYIO
TeMy IIpojleTapyaTa KaK 3aKOHHOIO HacJIe[qHV-
Ka HeMeIIKOV Kylaccudeckom pviocoduu BBUILY
B3aVIMHOVI TIepeBOAVIMOCTY HaI[VIOHAJIBHBIX KYJIb-
Typ. ['pamimm gacTo pasMbIIUISTI Ha 3Ty TeMY, Ha-
unHas co «commkenns Kanra ¢ Pobecribepom»,
ynomsHyToro «B nvceMe lererra k IleyumHary ot
21 mron 1795 ropa» (I'paminm, 1991, c. 93) u passu-
TOro MapkcoM B J1yxe MCTOPUYeCKOV B3arMOCBsI-
311 Mexxy PpaHITy3CcKOV peBoJIIoLViel], HeMeIIKM
VOeanav3MOM ¥ aHIJIMVICKOM KJIaCcCHMYeCKOV IIO-
JIMT3KOHOMMEV, KOTOpBle Bce TP OBLIV BBIpake-
HMEeM OXMIaHWV BOCXOISIIEV €BPOIIEVICKOV 6yp—
Kyasun. Ha camom pneste, corstacHo I'pamiy, me-
PEeBOAVIMOCTB, XOTS OHA ¥ BO3MOYKHA JIVIIIB B OIIpe-
IleJIeHHBIX IPaHMIIaX KaXXI0ro BeJIMKOIO SA3bIKa 1
HaIMOHAJILHOVI KYJIBTYPBI, SBJISIeTCS yHMKalb-
HOVI IIpeporaTmBout pu.socogpuu npakcuca, pop-
MyJly KoTopom I'paminmy Takke MCIIOIb3yeT [JIs
«I1epeBofia» MCTOPMUYECKOTO MaTepuaIni3Ma, IOf-

> Kak m3BecTHO, 3Ta IMXOTOMMS IPUCYTCTBYeT U B Tpe-
Thert kaure «Kamrana» Mapkea, ogHako B «Terpamsax»
I'paMIM HPUITKCHIBAET €e TOIBKO DHIeJIbCY, IO OTHO-
IIIeHNI0 K KOTOPOMY B JIPYTMX MecTaX OH 3aHWMaeT He-
CKOJTBKO KPWUTUYECKYIO TIO3UITNIO, JlaXke 3asBiIdsd, UTo B
«AHTH-[IfopVHre» «HEeMaJo MCXOIHBIX TOYeK, OT KOTO-
PBIX MOXXHO TIPUMTU K OTKITOHEHWVSIM, AOIYIIeHHBIM B
“Ouepxre” [Byxapunal» (I'pammm, 1991, c. 175) — xuure
«Teopust McTOpUUecKOro MarepuasmsMa. [lomyIIsipHbIT
y4eOHIMK MapKcucTcKom comyoriormm» (1921), xoTopyro
I'pami TofIBepTraeT pe3Kovt KpUTHKe B « [TopeMHBIX Te-
Tpazsx».
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dom”.* Universal values could again be spo-
ken of, thereby overcoming that hiatus between
theory and practice that he saw evidenced in
the difference “between the Critique of Pure Rea-
son and the Critique of Practical Reason on the
question of God and religion” (Gramsci, 2011c,
p- 298). In general, Gramsci (2011b, p. 189) held
that “certain aspects” of the idealistic philos-
ophies (including Kantianism) that appear
disputable or utopian “as long as society is di-
vided into groups [...] could become “truth” af-
ter the transition from one realm to the other.”
Moreover, in the Notebooks the comparison
with the ethical-political Kant is critically ex-
amined and placed within the broader theme
of the proletariat as the legitimate heir to Ger-
man classical philosophy in view of the mutu-
al translatability of national cultures. Gramsci
would reflect often on this topic, starting with
“the comparison between Kant and Robes-
pierre”, mentioned “in a letter of 21 July 1795
from Hegel to Schelling” (Gramsci, 2011c,
pp. 355-356), and developed by Marx in the
historical nexus between the French Revolu-
tion, German idealism and English classical
economics, all three of which were expressions
of the aspirations of the ascendant Europe-
an bourgeoisie. In fact, according to Gramsci,
translatability, though possible only within cer-
tain limits between each great language and
national culture, is a unique prerogative of
the philosophy of praxis, a formula he also uses
to “translate” historical materialism, stressing
the inseparable link between theory and prac-

* As is well-known, this dichotomy is also present in
the third book of Marx’s Capital; however, in the Note-
books, Gramsci (1971, pp. 446-448) attributes it to Engels
alone, toward whom elsewhere he takes a somewhat
critical stance, even stating that in the Antidiihring
“there are many ideas that can lead to the deviations of
[Bukharin’s] Essay”, i.e. his Teorija istoriceskogo materi-
alizma. Populjarnyj ucebnik marksistskoj sociologii (1921),
that Gramsci severely criticises in the Prison Notebooks.



yepKuBasl Hepa3phIBHYIO CBSI3b MEXJIy Teopuen U
IIPaKTVKOV, MBICIIBIO U JievicTBreM’. ToT dakT, uTo
['paMInIV BHOBB IIpeJIOXKIII CBSA3b Mexxly KaHnTom
v OpaHITy3CKOV PEBOJIIOLIVEN], TAKXKe TTopasyMe-
BaeT IepeocMbIciieHe coOprTui 1789 r., B yacTHO-
cTu IBvDKeHMs sitkoOomHIeB. [ Ipasia, B ero paboTax
1917—1918 rr., BCsien 3a HeraTMBHBIM BBICKa3bIBa-
HueM JKopka Coperis B «PasMBIIITIEHNSX O HACK-
> (1905), sitkoOmHCKOe IBVIKeHMe paccMaTpu-
BaeTcs KaK CMHOHMM HacVJILCTBEHHOTO JIeCTIOTM3-
Ma ¥ aOCTPaKTHOrO IIOKTPMHEPCTBa, HEIIOTHOV
UJ1e0JIOT MU B CUJTY ee Oyp)KyasHOro xapakrepa —
KaK YTO-TO, YTO JOJDKHO OBLJIO OBITH ITPOTMBOIIO-
CTaBJIEHO YHMBEPCaIN3My O0sIbIeBKOB. OgHaKO
HaumHas ¢ 1921 1. oH Bce Yallle HogUepKMBaJl CXOMI-
CTBO MEXy [BYMs PEBOJIIOLIVIOHHBIMU IBIIKe-
HUSMY, OT4acTy O1aromapst TOMy, 4TO IIpOYmTall
acce Anbbepa Matwesa «bostbireBrsM 1 sSIKOOMH-
cTBO» (1920). DTN aHAIOrMY HECKOJIBKO pa3 I0sIB-
sr0TCA B «TeTpasisix», re, MOMMMO pelTeIbHO-
CTW ¥ SHepIrUi SKOOWHIIEB, OH OOHAPYXMBaeT MX
(paBHO KakK 11 OOJIBIIEBMKOB) 3aC/Iyry B TOM, UTO
OHI CMOIJIVI OOBEAVHUTH TOPOL, M ITPOBMHIINIO,
NIPVIMUPVIB CTPEeMJIEHNSI TOPOACKMX VI CeTIbCKMX
KJIaCCOB Hapoa, YTO ITO3BOJIVIIO IIPUBS3aTh OXKM-
IaHVIS 3TUX KJIACCOB K Pe3yJIbTaTaM PeBOJIIOIIL.

3mec He MeCTO OOCYXXOaTh ITPaBVJIBHOCTH
rpaMInvaHcKor mHTeprpeTatyy Kanra. 'pamin,
KOHEYHO, He ObUI HI ITpodeccroHaIbHBIM (prto-
codoM, HI [1ake MCTOPUKOM prstocopmm; cKopee,
II0 ero cOOCTBEHHOMY oIpesiesieHNIo JIeHrHa, oH
OBUI «IIOJINTVMKOM, [KOTOpPBIVI| IUIIeT O (PrsIoco-
v (Ipamrrn, 1991, c. 120)°. boree Toro, Kak Mbl
3HaeM, «Terpamm» — 310 pparmMeHTapHas padboTa,
HaIlVICAaHHAs TIOJIMTUYEeCKVM 3aKJIIOUYeHHBIM, KO-
TOPBIN ObUI Cepbe3HO OOJIeH M MMeJl OYeHb Orpa-
HVYeHHBIV JJOCTYTI K KHUTraM 1 Xy pHatam. Kpome
TOTO, OH CTPeMWICS He ITOHVIMATh BOIIPOCH, KO-
TOpble MOIJIM Obl BBI3BATh IIOIO3pEHNE y TeX, KTO
OTBeYaeT 3a TIOPEMHYIO LIEH3Ypy, VIV JaXe Ipu-
BeCTV K TOMY, YTO BJIaCTVI JIIIIAT €0 PaspereHvis

®Cwm., B wactaocTw: (['pamrm, 1991, c. 90—99). O nepeso-
nymocTyt cM.: (Boothman, 2019).

7Cw., HantpuMep: ([pamrn, 1959, c. 344 —450).

851 passwt aTy Temy B pabore (Cospito, 2012).

G. Cospito

tice, thought and action.” The fact that Grams-
ci again proposed the connection between Kant
and the French Revolution also implied a re-
thinking of the events of 1789, in particular the
Jacobin movement. It is true that his writings in
1917 —1918, in the wake of the negative judg-
ment by Georges Sorel in his 1905 work Ré-
flexions sur la Violence, consider Jacobinism as
synonymous with violent despotism and ab-
stract doctrinarism, a partial ideology on ac-
count of its bourgeois character, — something
to be countered with the universalism of the
Bolsheviks. However, beginning in 1921, he
increasingly underscored the similarities be-
tween the two revolutionary movements, in
part thanks to his having read Albert Mathiez’s
essay on Le Bolchévisme et le Jacobinisme (1920).
These analogies appear several times in the
Notebooks, where, in addition to their resolute-
ness and energy, he recognises the Jacobins’ (as
he had the Bolsheviks’) merit in being able to
unite the cities and countryside by reconciling
the aspirations of the urban popular classes and
the rural ones, thereby tying the latter to the
outcome of the revolution.®

This is not the place to discuss the correct-
ness of Gramsci’s interpretation of Kant; Gram-
sci was certainly not a professional philosopher
nor even a historian of philosophy; rather,
to use his own definition of Lenin, he was “a
politician [who] writes about philosophy”
(Gramsci, 2011b, p. 196).” Moreover, as we
know, the Notebooks are a fragmented work,
written by a political prisoner who was serious-
ly ill and had very limited access to books and
journals. Furthermore, he was concerned not
to take up questions that could rouse the sus-
picion of those responsible for prison censor-

®See, in particular, Gramsci (1995, pp. 306-313). On
Translatability see Boothman (2019).

¢See, for example, Gramsci (2011a, pp. 136-139).

71 developed this topic in Cospito (2012).
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fepXarb B Kamepe Oymary m pyuky (Francioni,
2016). Bmecto aT0ro 6610 OBI MHTEPECHO 1 TI0JIe3-
HO PpacCMOTpeTh VICTOUYHMKM 3TOV MHTepIIpeTa-
nyn. C OHOV CTOPOHBI, OHA VICXOOWUT M3 BOCIPU-
ATU KaHTraHcTBa B Vtasimm xkoHiia XIX — Haua-
na XX B. (o1 beprpanno CriaBeHTs! 110 [I>)KOBaHHU
[xeHTNIIE), CrIelpVIKOV KOTOPOTO, B OTJIVIYME OT
OPYTMX IIKOJI €BPOIIEVICKOVI MBICIIV, OblJIa CKJIOH-
HOCTb IIOJYepKMBaTh 3JIeMeHTHI ITpeeMCTBeHHO-
CTV MeXJTy KPUTULIM3MOM W W/ieasIi3MOM B ITpO-
TUBOBEC 37IeMeHTaM aucKoHTrHyuTeTa’. C mpyron
CTOPOHBI, OHa CBsI3aHa V1 C MHTepIIpeTalyen KaH-
TnaHcTBa y [Ibepo Maptunertn. XoTst MapTuHeT-
TV HUKOI7Ia He ITperiofasal B Ty prHCKOM yHUBep-
cutete (rae I'paminm yuwica B Havaste 1910-x rr,
TaK ¥ He OKOHYNB €r0), OH JI0JIT0e BpeMsi OKas3bl-
BaJl BJIVIgHVIe Ha YHVBEPCUTETCKIX ITperiojiaBare-
J1eV1, TIo9epKiBas CyIITHOCTHYIO ¥ ITyOOKYIO 9TH-
KO-PeJINTMO3HYIO0 BIOXHOBJICHHOCTH KaHTOBCKOIO
KPUTHUIIV3MA VI TeOpeTndecKy 00OCHOBBIBasI IIpe-
BOCXOJICTBO ITPaKTMYEeCKOro pasyMa HaJl TeopeTu-
YeCcKMM, ITOCKOJIBKY IIepBbIVI MOXET YJIOBUTH VIC-
TUHHYIO CYIITHOCTb PeayIbHOCTM 3a ee PeHOMEeHO-
JlorvyeckuM ropmsonToM (Bobbio, 1993). B 1925 r.
ero «AHrororusa Kantnana» Ovliia omyoskoBaHa
vsnarebcTBoM «llapaBus», 1 I'paMimm BKITIOUMIT
ee B CIIVICOK KHWI, KOTOpbIe OH XOTeJI IIpoYnTaTh B
TIopbMe. OITHAKO MBI He 3HaeM, YAaJIoCh JIVL eMy ee
KOrja-HuOy1b IOy YU Th.

3. «PeBosronmst nporms “Kanmrana”»

Bepnemcs k 1917 r.,, B 4acTHOCTM K TOMY MOMEH-
Ty, KOIZla, Ka3ajloch Obl, IperckaszaHve ['pamrrm
0 IlepepacTaHMM PYCCKOV PeBOJIIOLNU U3 Oy pXKy-
a3HOW B IIpoJleTapcKyo cObutock. Kak oH mmcas B
HauaJle JJeKadpsi, «peBOJTIOLS OOJIBIIIEBIKOB ObITa
0e3ycIIOBHO YacThIO OOIIert peBOJIIOLNUIM PYCCKOrO
Hapopa» (Gramsci, 20158, p. 617). PakTdecKu pyc-
CKIe PeBOJIIOLVIOHePBl «3aXBaTWIN BJIaCTh, yCTa-

° I Txosarum (Di Giovanni, 1996), Harrpumep, rmogep-
KMBaeT, 4TO B UTAJIbSHCKOV KyJIBType BO3BPAIlleHUIO0 K
l'ereyro HauMHas co BTopom mostoBuHBI XIX B. mpepiire-
CTBOBAJIO M, I10 KpaviHell Mepe Ha OJHOM 3TaIle, COIIPOBO-
K[1aJ10 Bo3ppalieHue K Kanry.
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ship or even lead the authorities to take away
his permission to keep paper and pen in his
cell (Francioni, 2016). It could instead be in-
teresting and profitable to consider the sourc-
es of this interpretation. It derives, on the one
hand, from the late nineteenth-century and
early twentieth-century reception of Kantian-
ism in Italy (from Bertrando Spaventa to Gio-
vanni Gentile), which, unlike other schools of
European thought, tended to underscore the
elements of continuity between criticism and
idealism as opposed to the elements of discon-
tinuity.® On the other hand, it comes also from
Piero Martinetti’s interpretation of Kantianism.
Though he had never taught at Turin Univer-
sity (where Gramsci studied at the start of the
1910s, without ever graduating), Martinetti had
a long-time influence on the faculty, emphasis-
ing the essentially and deeply ethical-religious
inspiration of Kantian criticism and theorising
upon the superiority of practical reasoning over
theoretical reasoning, since the former can cap-
ture the true essence of reality beyond the phe-
nomenological horizon (Bobbio, 1993). In 1925
his Antologia Kantiana was published by Para-
via and Gramsci included it in a list of books he
wanted to read in prison. However, we do not
know if he ever received it.

3. “A Revolution against Capital”

Let us return to 1917, in particular to the mo-
ment when Gramsci’s prediction regarding the
transformation of the Russian Revolution from
a bourgeois to a proletarian struggle seemed
to be taking place. As he had written at the be-
ginning of December, “the Bolshevik revolu-
tion has become a definitive part of the more

8 See, for example, Di Giovanni (1996), which under-
scores that in Italian culture the return to Hegel, begin-
ning in the second half of the nineteenth century, was
preceded and, at least during one phase, accompanied
by a return to Kant.



HOBIJIM CBOIO IOMKTATypy ¥ pa3padaTbIBaioT CO-
HaJIVICTIIYecKie POPMBI, B KOTOPBIX B KOHEYHOM
UTOre JIOJDKHA Oy[eT YCIOKOWUTBCS PEeBOJIIOIINS,
4TOOBI IIPOO/DKATh TapMOHWYHOE pasBuTHe 0Oe3
CJIVIIIIKOM CMJIBHBIX IOTPSICEHMTI Ha OCHOBE BeJIN-
KVIX 3aBO€BaHUTI, IOCTUTHYTBIX K TOMY BpeMeH1»
(Ibid.). DTo ObLIA peBorTIONIIS, KOTOpPAS, IO CJIOBAM
['pamimm, «ocHOBaHa OOJIBIIIe Ha MAEOJIOTVIN, YeM
Ha dpakTax» (Ibid.), HO TIpexxe Bcero — v MMEHHO
3TO CKaHIAJIM3VPOBAJIO €r0 COOCTBEHHBIX TOBAPI-
ITIeV1 IO TapTUY, OT pedpOpMICTOB, TaKMX Kak Kira-
yavio Tpesec, 10 HETPUMUPVIMBIX, TaKMX KaK AMa-
neo bopryra, BKiIIogasi «MapKCucTa YHUBEPCUTET-
ckom Kadpenpol» Pomonbdo Monmoribdo, — oHa
nponsonuia nporus «Kanmrama» Kapra Mapk-
ca WIu, JIydllle cKa3aTb, IIPOTUB ero OyKBaJIbHOM
MHTepIIpeTalyy, KOTopas pacIpocTpaHIach IIo-
CPeIICTBOM IO3UTMBUCTCKOTO MapKcm3Ma Broporo
VHTepHAIIMOHAIA, BUIEBIIIETO B 3TOVI KHUTE «pe-
IITAIOIIYIO JIEMOHCTpaluio paTaIbHOVI HeoOXo-
aymocT popmupoBaHms Oypxkyasum B Poccn,
HaJala KallMTaIMCTUYECKOV 3Pbl, YCTaHOBJIEHVIS
LIMBWIM3AIMY 3allaJHOro o0pasiia, IIpexie 4yeM
IIposieTapuaTr CMOT Obl JTake ITOyMaTh O CBOEM OC-
BOOOX/IEHMM, O CBOMX KJIACCOBBIX TpeDOBaHMSIX, O
cpoent pepoymroriui» (Ibid.). Tlostomy Gosibiiesn-
KV «He “MapKCUCTBI », B TOM CMBICJIE UYTO «OHU He
U3BJIEKJIV U3 TPYy0B MacTepa IOKTpUHY C JIorMa-
TUYeCKMMV I HeoCTIopMbIMM Te3vcamy» (Ibid.,
p. 617—618). Tem He MeHee «OHM XXUBYT MapKCUCT-
CKOVI MBICJIBIO — MBICJIBIO, KOTOpasi HUKOIZIA He
yMUpaeT, KOTopasi IPOAODKaeT UTaIbSHCKYIO U
HeMeIIKYIO MIeaIICTUYeCcKyI0 MBICJIb ¥ KOTOpast
B Mapkce Obljla 3acopeHa TO3UTUBUCTCKUMI V1 Ha-
TypanucTdeckumm Hapoctamm» (Ibid., p. 618).
DTO TOYKa 3peHVIs], B KOTOPOW

BeJIMYANIINM (PAaKTOPOM VCTOPUIN SIBJISIOTCS
He pr6He SKOHOMMYecKre (paxTel, a UejIoBeK,
obiiecTBa Jjrofiert — JIofer;, KOTopble cOrmvxa-
OTCsSL Opyr C OPyroM, MOHUMAIOT IPYyTr OpyTa,
pasBMBAIOT Yepe3 3TV KOHTAKTHI (depe3 IIMBU-
JI30BaHHOCTB) COLIMAIbHYIO ¥ KOJUIEKTUBHYIO
BOJIIO, [IOHMMAIOT 3KOHOMMYecKre pakThl, Olle-
HMBAIOT X ¥ COIVIACYIOT CO CBOEV BOJIeVI, ITOKa
3TO He CTAaHOBUTCS ABVDKYIIEV CHJIOVI 9KOHOMVI-
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widespread revolution of the Russian peo-
ple” (Gramsci, 1975d, p. 123). In fact, the Rus-
sian revolutionaries “have taken possession
of power, they have established their dictator-
ship, and they are developing forms of social-
ism that mean the revolution will finally have
to ease off in order for things to continue har-
moniously without too many great conflicts,
having as its basis everything that has already
been achieved” (ibid.). It was a revolution that,
according to Gramsci, “is based more on ide-
ology than actual events” (ibid.), but above
all — and this is what scandalised his own fel-
low party members, from reformists such as
Claudio Treves to intransigents such as Ama-
deo Bordiga, and including the ‘Marxist of the
university chair’, Rodolfo Mondolfo, — it took
place against Karl Marx’s Capital or, better yet,
against its literal interpretation, which spread
through the positivist Marxism of the Second
International, which saw in it “the crucial proof
needed to show that, in Russia, there had to be
a bourgeoisie, there had to be a capitalist era,
there had to be a Western-style of progression,
before the proletariat could even think about
making a comeback, about their class demands,
about revolution” (ibid., p. 124). Therefore, the
Bolsheviks “are not ‘Marxists’”, in the sense
“they have not used the Master’s works to
draw up a superficial interpretation, dictatori-
al statements which cannot be disputed” (ibid.).
Nevertheless, “they live out Marxist thought,
the one which will never die; the continuation
of idealist Italian and German thought, and that
in Marx had been corrupted by the emptiness
of positivism and naturalism” (ibid.). This is a
view in which

the main determinant of history is not lifeless
economics, but man; societies made up of men,
men who have something in common, who
get along together, and because of this civility
they develop a collective social will. They
understand economic matters, they evaluate
them and adjust them according to their will,
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K11, popMupyIOIIert 00BEKTUBHYIO PeaIbHOCTB,
KOTOpasi >KMBET, IIBVDKETCS, M IpurodpeTaeT Xa-
paKTep KWMIIINEV 3eMHOV MaTepuy, KOTopas
MOJKeT OBbITh HallpaBJIeHa TyZa, Kyda II0XeslaeT
BOJIS M Kak rioxerstaeT Boyrs (Ibid.)™.

VneanmicTideckte Cilefibl 3aMeTHBI B 3TUX U
apyrux paborax Mosomoro I'pamim, KOTOpBI
B cBomx «TeTpajsix» CaMOKPUTUYHO IIPU3HAET,
YTO B TO BpeMsi OH ObUT «HAaCTPOEH KPOUYeaHCKV»
(Gramsci, 1977, vol. 2, p. 1233), a IpOTMBHUKM Ha-
4aJivi OOBMHSTE €T0 B BOJIIOHTApW3Me V1 OeprcoHms-
Me''. OgHaKO HEKOTOPBIM M3 3TUX CJIEIIOB CY KIIeHO
OBLIO OCTaTBCS PA3BUTHIMM U YTOYHEHHBIMM Jake
B ero Ooslee 3pesIoV MBIC/IV, OTHOCSIIEVICS K TIO-
PeMHBIM pacCyXIIeHMSM, B KOTOPBIX ero Iepeoc-
MBbICsTeHVe Mapkca ObUIO OTYacTV CBS3aHO C Iepe-
BOJIOM C HEMEIIKOT'O TaKMX (PyHIaMeHTaIBHBIX pa-
60T, KaK «Tesncer o Deviepbaxe» n «[Ipenyiciiosue
K “K KpuTHKe monmTirdeckon skoHommm » (1859),
BOIIIeIIIIee B aHTOJIOIMIO II0M HasBaHmeM «“Haem-
HbBIVI TpyA 1 Kanutasn”, “K esperickomy Borpocy”
U JIpyrve paHHMe ITpomsBerieHus» («Lohnarbeit
und Kapital. Zur Judenfrage und andere Schrif-
ten aus der Friithzeit») (Gramsci, 2007, p. 743 —828).
W3 «Tesncos» I'paMIny BEIBEII CBOXO KPUTHKY BYJIb-
rapHOro MarepuasvsMa (IOHMMaeMoro Kak IIpo-
CTOe OIIpOBep)KeHMe Weaan3Ma), CBoe yOexie-
HVIe B IIPaKTVKO-OIIePaIiVIOHaIbHOVI IIPVPOTIe JT0-
6011 popMBI 3HaHMS 1 BO B3aIMHOM BJIVSIHUM, CY-
IIIEeCTBYIOIIEM MeXKy YeI0BeKOM ¥ OKpY KaloIert
cperoit. B camom [ierte, B TIepBOM Te3vice MBI UM-
TaeM: «[JIaBHBIVI HEOCTAaTOK BCErO ITPeIIIIeCcTBY-
IOIIero MarepuasMsMa — BKJIodas U dertepba-
XOBCKUII — 3aKJIIOYaeTCs B TOM, UTO IIpefMeT [der
Gegenstand], HeVICTBUTEIIBHOCTb, YYyBCTBEHHOCTH
Gepertcst ToribkO B popMme obbekTa [Objekt], nim B
dopme cozeprianms [Anschauung], a He Kak 4esio-
BedecKasl YyBCTBEHHAs AeSITeIbHOCTb, IpaKTVKa
[Praxis], He cyOBexTMBHO. OTCIOA M IIPOM3OIILIO,
UTO JlesATeJIbHAasi CTOPOHA, B IIPOTUBOIIOIOKHOCTD
MaTepuajn3My, pas3BUBajach WIeaJIn3MOM, HO
TOJTBKO abcTpakTHO» (Mapke, 1955, c. 1).

10371y B3DISIIBL OBUTV BOCIIPVHSITHI M PA3BUTHI [ paMmIti BO
MHOTTIX JIPYTMX paboTax TOro BpeMeHW; CM., HalIpyMep,
crarpio «Hamr Mapke» (1918) B msmarmm (Gramsci, 1984).
1O mortoom I'pamriii em.: (Rapone, 2011).

until it is this which becomes the driving force
of the economy, that which shapes objective
reality and lives and moves; it takes on the
characteristics of a scalding hot sheet of metal,
which can be sculpted in any way they so
choose (ibid.).?

The idealistic traces are evident in these and
other writings of the young Gramsci, who, in
his Notebooks, is self-critical in recognising he
was “tendentially Crocean” (Gramsci, 1995,
p. 355) at that time and whose adversaries be-
gan to accuse him of voluntarism and Bergson-
ism.'® Nevertheless, several of these elements
were destined to remain — developed and
clarified — even in his more mature thinking,
which belongs to his prison reflections, where
his rethinking of Marx was partly due to the
translation from the German of such funda-
mental works as the “Theses on Feuerbach”
and the 1859 “Preface” to the Contribution to
Critique of Political Economy, part of an antholo-
gy entitled Lohnarbeit und Kapital. Zur Judenfra-
ge und andere Schriften aus der Friihzeit (Gramsci,
2007, pp. 743-828). Gramsci derived from the
“Theses” his criticism of vulgar materialism
(understood as the simple overturning of ideal-
ism), his insistence on the practical-operational
nature of any form of knowledge and the rec-
iprocity in the relations of influence between
the human being and the environment. In fact,
in the first thesis we read, “The chief defect of
all previous materialism (that of Feuerbach in-
cluded) is that things [der Gegenstand], reality,
sensuousness, are conceived only in the form of
the object [Objekt], or of contemplation [Anschau-
ung], but not as sensuous human activity, practice
[Praxis], not subjectively. Hence, in contradis-
tinction to materialism, the active side was set
forth abstractly by idealism”. The second the-

9 These views were taken up and developed by Gram-
sci in many other writings from those months; see, for
example, the article Our Marx (1918), now in Gramsci
(1975e, pp. 9-12).

On the young Gramsci see Rapone (2011).
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Broport Tesuc rimacut: «Borpoc o ToM, obrtazmaer
JIV1 4eJIoBeueCcKoe MBIIIUIeH e ITPeIMeTHON VCTIH-
HOCTBIO, — BOBCE He BOIIPOC TEOPU, a IIpaKTIde-
CKMT BOIIpOC. B IIpakTiKe IOJDKeH JOKa3aTh YesIo-
BeK VICTMHHOCTB, T. €. JIeVICTBUTEJIbHOCTb VI MOIIIb,
ITOCIOCTOPOHHOCTE  [Diesseitigkeif] cBoero MBbIIII-
JIeH V. Cnop O OEeVICTBUTEJIbHOCTU WIJIV HeOel-
CTBUTEJIBHOCTV MBIIIJICHVS, M30JIPYIOIIerocs OT
IIPaKTUKY, €CTh YVCTO CXOJIACTUYECKMII BOIIPOC»
(Mapkc, 1955, c. 1-2). B I Ipenmciosum» 1859 r.,
OTHOCSIIIEMCS K 9MCITy paboT, Ha KOTOPBIX ObliIa
OCHOBaHa pacIIpoCTpaHMBIIAsACA B KoHIe XIX —
nepsble JecATuiIeTrs XX B. MexaHUCTUYecKas v
JIeTEPMUHVCTCKAs VHTEPIIpeTamisl MBIIIIeHVIS
Mapxkca, I'pamiy noguepkuBaeT TOT PakT, 4TO
ueosoruyueckyie opMbl, KOTOpbIe IIPOCTO OTpa-
JKalOT MaTepuasIbHyI0 OCHOBY oOOIIlecTBa, IIpe]l-
CTaBJIAIOT COOOVI Ty TePPUTOPUIO, Ha KOTOPOVL Ue-
JIOBEK OCO3HaeT IPOTMBOpedms MeXy IIPOu3BO-
IUTEIBHBIMY CUJIaMM U IIPOV3BOICTBEHHBIMI OT-
HOIIIeHVSIMMY, a 3aTeM paspeliaeT MX.

B xome cBOVIX TIOpeMHBIX Pa3MBIIIJIEHNII OTKa3
['pamMimm ot 71000V MHTEPIPETAIINY OTHOIIIEHI
MeXIy SKOHOMWYECKOV CTPYKTYpOM M HOJIIUTU-
KO-M/1e0JIOrMYeCcKMM HaZICTPOVIKaMy B TOM KJTFO-
4e, UTO IIepBoe SBJIgeTCs [IPUUMHOV BTOPOro, IIPY-
BeJI ero K OTKasy OT ITOJI0OOHOro OIVCaHMS VICTO-
PVIYeCKOro JIBVDKeHWS B BUJe apXUTEeKTYyPHON Me-
Tadopbl 1 K 3aMeHe ero MHOr0(paKTOPHBIM 00bsIC-
HeHVieM COOBITII KaK pe3yJsIbTaTa MHOXXeCTBEeHHO-
r'O VI MEHHIOIIerocsi COOTHOIIeH VS CWJI, B KOTOPOM
«3KOHOMWVIKA TOJIBKO “B KOHEUHOM cYeTe” CITyXKWUT
JBVDKYIIeN IIPy>XXrHoM uctopum» (I'pamim, 1959,
c. 150; cm. Taxke: Cospito, 2016a, p. 3—48).

4. OT maTepuanm3Ma oo ¢peHoMeHasIM3Ma

Teopuist nosHaHMS, IpeXkie BCero B OTHOIIIEHWUN
Toro, yrto ['pamimm ompenenns Kak «yOurmicTBeH-
HyIO» IIpo0JieMy 00 «OOBEKTMBHOV PeaTbHOCTV
BHeITHero Mupa» (1991, c. 168), mpencrasiser co-
G011, O Bcel BepOSITHOCTY, acIleKT HauOoJIbllle-
ro pacxoxaeHus Mexiy duiocoduen mpakcuca
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sis states that “the question whether objective
truth can be attributed to human thinking is not
a question of theory but is a practical question.
Man must prove the truth, i.e., the reality and
power, the this-worldliness [Diesseitigkeit] of his
thinking in practice. The dispute over the re-
ality or non-reality of thinking which is isolat-
ed from practice is a purely scholastic question”
(Marx, 1845, p. 3). In the 1859 “Preface” —
which, moreover, was among the works on
which was founded the mechanistic and de-
terministic interpretation of Marx’s thinking,
which spread from the end of the 1800s to the
first decades of the 1900s — Gramsci empha-
sises the fact that the ideological forms, which
simply mirror the material basis of society, rep-
resent the terrain on which the human being
becomes aware of the contradictions between
the forces of production and the relations of
production and then solves them.

In the course of his prison reflections,
Gramsci’s rejection of any interpretation of
the relations between economic structure and
political-ideological superstructures in terms
of the former’s direct causation of the latter
led him to overcome the same description of
the historical movement in terms of the archi-
tectural metaphor, replacing this with mul-
ti-factor explanations of events as a result of
the multiple and changing relation of forces in
which “the economy is only the mainspring of
history ‘in the last analysis”” (Gramsci, 1971,
pp- 158-167; see also Cospito, 2016a, pp. 3-48).

4. From Materialism to Phenomenalism

The theory of knowledge, above all in rela-
tion to what Gramsci (1971, p. 440) defined as
the “fearsome” question of the “objective re-
ality of the external world”, represents in all
likelihood the aspect of greatest distance be-
tween the philosophy of praxis and Soviet



Jx. Kocruro

VI COBETCKMM MapKCM3MOM-JIeHMHM3MOM"?. ['pam-
IV SIBHO KPUTWMKOBaJI JIOTMaTMYeCKUI MaTepyia-
mmsMm «llonyssiproro odepka» H.VI. byxapuna, a
KOCBEHHO — ¥ «OecXUTPOCTHBIN peaymsm» «Ma-
TepuasI3Ma ¥ SMIOVPUOKpUTUIIM3Ma» B. V1. Jlenn-
Ha (1909), BpaxxebHbIv «HOBOV pusmke» XX B. OH
yTBepXKasl, YTO TaK OTOXIECTBJISeTCS HEKPUTU-
YecKoe MPeJITIoNIoKeH e O peaTbHOM ¥ OOBeKTVIB-
HOM CyIIIeCTBOBaHWI BHEIITHETO MIpa, He3aBVCH-
MOTO OT HaOJTIofIaTesIsl, C TeM, YTO MOKHO HayTH
B OOBIZIEHHOM 3[IpaBOM CMBICJIe, B KOTOPOM OCTaT-
KV apViCTOTEeJIeBCKO-ITTOIIEMEeeBCKIX KOHIIETIITVT
CJIVIBAIOTCS C PEJTUTVIO3HOVI Bepovl B O0XkecTBeHHOe
TBOpeHVe Mypa. DTy Ho3uluIo cam I'paMimm cau-
TaeT yCTapeBIIIert He TOJIBKO C TOUKM 3peHNs pa3By-
Tyt prtocodprm v Haykm XIX m XX BB., HO 1 ¢ TOU-
KV 3peHVIsI TOVI CaMOVI «KOIIEPHMKAHCKOVI PEBOJIIO-
V>, KOTOPYIO COBEpIIIIa KAaHTOBCKask KpUTMKA.
Ot nocyiesiHeVt OH HaMepeBaJiCs [epeHsITh, ITyCThb 1
B IIpo0sIeMaTnaHOM popMe, TOT PeHOMeHaIIN3M, C
KOTOPBIM Yy>Ke VMeJI Jlejio Mostofort Mapkce. I'pam-
M OUIIeT 110 3ToMy Iosofy: «B “Cearom cement-
cTBe” TOBOPUTCS, UTO JIeVICTBUTEJIBHOCTD BCS VIC-
4UepIIbIBaeTCa B SBJIEHMSX VM YTO IO Ty CTOPOHY
ABJIEHNVI HUYero HeT. Tak OHO, KOHEYHO, 1 eCTh»
(Ipamimm, 1959, c. 60). VI mpoporrkaert:

OpHako JIoKasaTh 3TO He TaK-TO JIErKO. YTo
IIpe/ICTaBIISAIOT cobovt siBeHms? ITpencrasisror
JIVI OHV HeuTO OOBeKTVBHOE, UTO CYIIIECTBYeT B
cebe m 111 celst, VUIM XKe 9TO KauecTBa, KOTOPbIe
4eJIOBeK BBIIEIVUI B pe3yJibTaTe OOpbOBI 3a CBOU
IpaKTUJecKne (CTPOUTEIIbCTBO COOCTBEHHOV
SKOHOMIYECKOV >KM3HW) I Hay4Hble VHTEPeCHI,
TO eCTh B pe3yJIbTaTe HeOOXOAVIMOCTV HaWTU B
MUpe HEeKU TOPSIOK, ONMcaTh M Kilaccuduim-
poBaTh BeIM BOKPYT Hac (3Ta HEOOXOOVMMOCTH
TaKXXe CBSI3aHA, KOCBEHHO, C IIPAKTVYECKVIM VH-
Tepecamm, ¢ MHTepecamm Oymyiiero)? Beickasas
yTBepk7IeHVe, 9TO TO, 9YTO MBI II0O3HaeM B Belljax,
€CThb He YTO MHOe, KaK MBI CaMV, HaIlIy HYXXIIbI
VI HalllVl VIHTePeChl, YTO HAIllV [I03HAHWS, HaYe
rOBOPSL, €CTh HaACTponKu (vwm dprutocodnn, He
IIpeTeHIyIoIIyie Ha OKOHYAaTeIbHOCTh, 3aBep-
IIIEHHOCTH), TPYAHO OTKA3aThCSI OT MBIC/IV, UTO
YTO-TO peaJyIbHOE BCe JKe CYIIIEeCTBYET I10 Ty CTOPO-

12006m1yto TpakToBKY Borrpoca cMm.: (Cospito, 2008).
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Marxism-Leninism." Gramsci explicitly criti-
cised the dogmatic materialism in Bukharin’s
Popular Essay, but implicitly also the “ingenu-
ous realism”, hostile to the twentieth-century
“new physics”, of Lenin’s Materialism and Em-
pirio-Criticism (1909). He argued that this iden-
tifies the acritical assumption of the real and
objective existence of the outside world, in-
dependent of the observer, with that found in
popular common sense, in which the remains
of Aristotelian-Ptolemaic concepts merge with
the religious belief in the divine creation of the
world. This is a stance which Gramsci himself
considers outdated, not only in terms of devel-
opments in nineteenth- and twentieth-centu-
ry philosophy and science, but also in terms of
the same “Copernican revolution” achieved by
Kantian criticism. From the latter he intended
to regain, even though in problematic form, the
phenomenalism which the young Marx had al-
ready dealt with. Gramsci (1971, p. 368) writes
in this regard: “In the Holy Family it is said that
the whole reality is in phenomena and that be-
yond phenomena there is nothing, and this is
certainly correct.” However, he continues:

It is not easy to demonstrate. What are
phenomena? Are they something objective,
existing in and for themselves, or are they
qualities which man hasisolated in consequence
of his practical interests (the construction of his
economic life) and his scientific interests (the
necessity to discover an order in the world
and to describe and classify things, a necessity
which s itself connected to mediated and future
practical interests)? Accepting the affirmation
that our knowledge of things is nothing other
than ourselves, our needs and interests, that
is, that our knowledge is superstructure (or
non-definitive philosophy), it is difficult not to
think in terms of something real beyond this
knowledge — not in the metaphysical sense

"' For an overall treatment of the question see Cospito
(2008).



Hy HaIllero Mo3HaHWs, CyIIeCTBYeT He B BuUIe Me-
TapU3MUeCcKOro «HOyMeHa», WIN «HeBeJOMOIro
Gora», WIN «Heo3HaBaeMOIo», a B CMbIC/le KOH-
KpeTHOW, «OTHOCUTEJIbHO HEBETOMOVI» JIeVICTBU-
TEJIBHOCTY, Yero-TO, UTO elle «He II03HaHO», HO
YTO CMOXeT OBITh ITO3HAHO B OJIVH IPeKpacHbIN
JleHb, Korjla «(pu3ndecKyie» 1 «yMCTBeHHbIe» VH-
CTPYMEHTHI JIIOfIeVl CTaHyT OoJlee coBepIIIeHHbI-
MW, TO €CTh KOIZIa M3MEHSTCs B IIPOrPeCcCMBHOM
HaIpaB/IeHMVI COLVIAJIbHbBIE VI TEXHUYECKIEe YCII0-
Byt yestopedecTsa (I'pamrmm, 1959, c. 60 —61).

DTO, O-BUAVIMOMY, VICKJTIOYAET JIIO0YIO JOrMa-
TUYECKYIO WHTepIIpeTalio KaHTOBCKOV «BeI
camor 110 cebe» (Ding an sich), KoTopyro, ka3aocs,
B HEKOTOPOM POJIe IIOATBEPKIasIo ITePBoe M3IaHe
«KpuUTHKI 91CTOro pasyMa» C €ro orpeesieHveM
HOYMeHa KaK «TPaHCIIeH/IEHTaIbHOIO IIpeIMeTa»
(transzendentaler Gegenstand), To ecTb peasrbHO-
CTM (HEeII03HaBaeMoW), JIeXKalllell B OCHOBe SIBJIeHU
(A 235—262; Kant, 20060, c. 309—341), 1 KoTOpyIO
['pamimm Bce >ke paccMaTpmBajl KakK «OOSI3aHHYIO
CBOVIM IIPOVICXOXKIeHVEM “O0BbEeKTMBHOCTY BHEIII-
Hero Mypa’ ¥ TaK Ha3blBAEMOMY I'PEKO-XPUCTV-
aHCKOMy peannsMy (Apucrorens — cB. Poma)»
(Fpamrm, 1959, c. 60). On npenypexxaasl, 4To Bes-
KWV, KTO TIOHSI KOHIIEMIINIO MaTepuy, O KOTOPOM
TOBOPUT VICTOPWYECKUVI MaTepuasii3M, «B 3Haue-
HWVI, BBITEKAIOIEM 13 eCTeCTBEHHBIX HayK» VIV
«B 3HAYEHWV, KOTOpOe eyl IIPUIAIOT BCEBO3MOXK-
Hble MeTapM3MKIU-MaTepuaavcTe (I'paminm, 1991,
c. 192), mpumert ee no ommbke. C 3TOV TOUKM 3pe-
HVISI MOKHO CKa3aTh, 4To ['pamirm vmert B Bumy 60-
Jlee VI MeHee CyTry0o HeraTVBHYIO KOHIIEIIIIVIO
HoyMeHa (Oostee OIM3KYI0 K KOHIIENIIMM IIpefieria,
KOTOpasi BCTpedaeTcss BO BTopoM m3gaHum «Kpu-
K> (B 294—315; Kanr, 20064, c. 391—415)).

Ms1 He 3HaeM, CMOT JIVI OH B TIOPbMe OCYIIle-
CTBUTBH CBOe HaMepeHMe «n3ydaTh KaHTa M TIIa-
TeJIbHO IIepeCMOTPeTh BBIABMHYTEIE VM TIOJIOXKe-
Hus» (Ipamrmm, 1991, c. 66)F; omHako HECOMHEHHO,
YTO, C OIHOVI CTOPOHBI, OH ITPOAOJIKa/I PasMBIIII-
JIATHh HaJ IIpo0JieMaMy, IIOCTaBJIeHHBIMM pas-
MelieHnsMy KaHTa, a ¢ Apyrom — cumuTasl He-

B3 [TokazaTeIbCTBOM B TTOJTB3Y STOTO Te3Vica CITy>KUT MHTe-
pec K yke ouTuposaHHOM «Antologia Kantiana» MapTu-
HeTTU.
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of a “noumenon”, an “unknown God” or an
“unknowable”, but in the concrete sense of a
“relative” ignorance of reality, of something
still unknown, which will however be known
one day when the “physical” and intellectual
instruments of mankind are more perfect, when,
that is, the technical and social conditions of
mankind have been changed in a progressive
direction (ibid.).

This appears to exclude any dogmatic in-
terpretation of the Kantian Ding an sich which
the first edition of the Critique of Pure Reason,
with its definition of the Noumenon as trans-
zendentaler Gegenstand: the reality, (unknowa-
ble) underlying the phenomena, appeared in
some way to corroborate (KrV, A 235-262) and
which Gramsci (1971, pp. 367-368) still viewed
as “a derivation from the ‘external objectivity
of the real’” and from so-called Graeco-Chris-
tian realism (Aristotle, Aquinas)”. He warned
that all those would wrongly embrace this con-
ception who understood the concept of mat-
ter which historical materialism refers to “in
the meaning it has derived from the natural
sciences”, or “in the meaning it has derived
from the various materialist metaphysics”
(Gramsci, 2011b, p. 165). From this point of
view, we could instead say that Gramsci had
in mind a more or less purely negative concep-
tion of the Noumenon (closer to that of a limit
concept, which is found in the second edition
of the Critiqgue (KrV, B 294-315)).

We do not know if while in prison he was
able to follow through on his intention to
“study Kant and re-examine his concepts ex-
actly” (Gramsci, 1971, p. 368);'> however, it is
certain that, on the one hand, he continued to
reflect on the problems raised by Kant’s think-
ing and, on the other, to consider some of his
philosophical innovations as definitive. From

2 Proof to support this thesis is the interest in the al-
ready-cited Antologia Kantiana by Martinetti.



Jx. Kocruro

KOTOpbIe 13 ero prIocoPCKmX MHHOBALIV OKOH-
uvaTesibHbIMI. C 3TOV TOUKM 3peHusl OH JIVCTaH-
LMpOBaJics, IIyCTh U HeIBHO, OT TOCIIONCTBYIOIIEN
MapKCHCTCKOV MBIC/IV, KOTopas, HaumHas ¢ [lie-
XaHOBa 7 BCJIe], 3a DHTeIbCOM, KJIeVMIyIa KaHTOB-
CcKuM peHOMeHasIM3M KakK OypXKyasHyo uioco-
duro, IIPOTUBOIIOCTaBIISAA €My MaTepuaIn3M, Oc-
HOBAaHHBIVI Ha HAOIIOOEHWN ¥ 3[IPaBOM CMBICIIE,
COITIACHO KOTOPOMY «4TOOBI OLIEHWUTBH ITYIVIHI,
Hazo ero checTh»'!. Tem He MeHee crremyeT OTMe-
TUTB, 4TO ccpUIKM I'pamimm Ha KanTa He mompa-
3yMeBaloT ero cONMVDKeHMsI ¢ HeOKaHTMAHCTBOM B
CTPOTrOM CMBICIIe, KOTOpPOe OH MHTEPIIPETVPOBal
KaK peakINIo Ha «TeHIeHIIMIO ByJIbfapHOI'o MaTe-
puanmsMa 1 nosuTususMa» (Ipamirm, 1959, c. 60).
OHM Takke He TIOfIpa3yMeBalOT HMKAKOV TeHIeH-
LWV K CMEITIeHVII0 MapKCH3Ma VI KaHTMAHCTBa (Ha-
4JMHas C TaK Ha3blBaeMOr'o aBCTpOMapKcr3Ma Mak-
ca Amgyiepa 1 OtTo bBayspa), xoropyio I'pamimm
OOBSICHSUI ITOTPEOHOCTBIO HEKOTOPBIX «OdpuIy-
aJIbBHBIX» MapKCUCTOB «HANTM PVII0COPIO, KOTO-
pas BKJIodasia Obl B ceOsi MapKcu3m». BmecTo aT0-
O OH, KaK M UTaJIbSTHCKMI MapKcucT AHTOHMO Jla-
Opworta, camTal, 9TO MapKCU3M CaM II0 cele «sB-
JIsieTCs He3aBVICVIMOV VI OPUTMHAJIBHOM (PIIoCo-
Juern» (Ipamrn, 1991, c. 108), 11€710CTHBIM MIPO-
Bo33peHmeM (Weltanschauung), He Hy>XIaromIM-
Csl HU B KaKOV [IPYTrovi IOMJIePXXKe, KpoMe CBOen
cobcreenHom. CortacHo I'pamiiv, TOJIBKO IpM3Ha-
Hie 3ToV PyHIaMeHTaIbHOV 0COO@HHOCT, KOTO-
pas [ieriaeT MapKCH3M BBIIIIE JTFO00VI IPyTo (PVITO-
codpcKovI JOKTPVHEI, a He IPUBEPKEHHOCTD «TOMY
VIV PyroMy TIociIefoBaTesIo pviocodpmm mpak-
k> (Ipamimm, 1991, c. 188) nmpencrasiisieT cobont
VICTUHHYIO MAapKCUCTCKYIO OpTomokcuio. Heco-
MHeHHO, I'pamim cMor, oTdacTyt Or1aromapsi Ombl-
Ty KaHTMaHCTBa, BBIVITU 32 PaMKM COIIOCTaBJIeHVS
OO0BEKTMBHOIO 3/IeMeHTa (KOTOPBIV OH M3Ha4YaIb-
HO OTOXXIIECTBJISUI ¢ SKOHOMMKO-MaTepyaIbHbIMI
cwIaMU, CTPYKTYpPovi) U CyOBeKTMBHOTO (ITOJIUTH-
KO-1J1e0JIOrMYeCKOro, Ha/ICTPOEYHOro), IIPU3HaB,

4 Cm. y Ilnexanosa (1956a), KOTOpEI, B CBOIO Ode-
penb, IUTUPYeT BBeleHMe DHresbca K KHure «Paspurie
colMasmMsMa OT YTOIUM K HayKe» (DHrelibe, 1962, c. 194).
ITiexaros (19560) paccMaTpmBaeT 11 pa3BMBaeT STV TEMBI
B paboTe «Marepnasmsm Wi KaHTUAHU3M».
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this point of view, he distanced himself, even
though implicitly, from the dominant Marx-
ist school of thought, which, beginning with
Plekhanov and in the wake of Engels, branded
Kantian phenomenalism as bourgeois philos-
ophy, countering it with a materialism based
on common sense observation according to
which “the proof of the pudding is in the eat-
ing”.® Nevertheless, it should be noted that
Gramsci’s references to Kant do not entail any
convergence towards neo-Kantianism in the
strict sense, which he interpreted as the reac-
tion of a “tendency of vulgar materialism and
positivism” (Gramsci, 1971, pp. 367-368). Nor
do they entail any tendency towards a blend-
ing of Marxism and Kantianism (starting with
the so-called austromarxism of Max Adler and
Otto Bauer), which he attributed to the need on
the part of several “official’ Marxists “to find a
philosophy that comprised Marxism”. He in-
stead held, along the lines of the Italian Marx-
ist, Antonio Labriola, “that Marxism is itself an
independent and original philosophy” (Gram-
sci, 2011b, p. 141), an integral Weltanschau-
ung without need of any other support than
its own. According to Gramsci (2011b, p. 156),
only the recognition of this fundamental fea-
ture, which makes Marxism superior to any
other philosophical doctrine, and not the ad-
herence to “this or that disciple of Marx”, rep-
resents true Marxist orthodoxy. What is certain
is that, thanks in part to the lessons of Kantian-
ism, Gramsci was able to go beyond the juxta-
position of the objective element — which he
initially identified with the economic-material
forces, the structure — and the subjective one
(political-ideological, superstructural), recog-
nising that the only possible form of objectiv-

1BSee Plekhanov (1898a) which in turn quotes from En-
gels’ introduction to Socialism: Utopian and Scientific
(Engels, 1892, p. 287). Plekhanov (1898b) takes up and
develops these topics in “Materialism or Kantianism”.



YTO €IVHCTBEHHO BO3MOXHas popMa OOBEeKTVB-
HOCTV TapaHTMPYeTCs MHTePCYObEeKTVBHOCTRIO, a
He CCBUIKOV Ha (IIpefriojiaraeMylo) abCOIIOTHYIO
peastbHOCTB: «OOBEKTMBHOE 3HAauUUT Bcerjga “de-
JIOBEUeCKM OOBEKTMBHOE”, UTO MOXET B TOYHOCTV
COOTBETCTBOBAThL “MCTOPUYECKN CyOBeKTUBHOMY
TO €CTb OOBLEKTMBHOE JOJDKHO OBLIO OBl O3HAYaTh
“Bceobiie cyObekTmBHOE”. 3HaHMe YesloBeKa 00b-
€KTVMBHO, TIOCKOJIbKY TTO3HaHVIe PeasTbHO IS BCETO
YeITI0BeYeCKOrO POIIa, ICTOPUYECKN OO beIVIHEHHO-
IO B €VHYIO CUCTeMy KysbsTypb (I'pammm, 1991,
c. 172). Tem He MeHee peub CHOBa MIET He O CTaTIY-
HOVI KOHIIenIIu ((paKT), a 0 AMHAMIYHOM (IIPOEKT,
KOTOPBIVI HeOOXOAMMO OCYIIeCTBUTE): «boppOa 3a
OOBEKTMBHOCTb. .. I 3TO 1 eCTh Oopbba 3a 00Bey-
HeHVe KyJIBTyPbl pofia uesioBedeckoro» (Tam xe).

5. OT mapkcusma K pnstocodpun mpakcmca

DTO TeopeTudeckoe yriyOreHue I'pamim, ot-
YacT¥ CaMOKPUTWYHOe, TakKXe VMeeT IOJINTIYe-
CKOe 3HaueHVe, TIOCKOJIBKY BJIeUeT 3a coDovr Tiepe-
OCMBICJIeHVe caMoVl Pycckovt peBosTIonyv B CBS3M C
COOBITVSIMM, C KOTOPBIMM OHA CTOJIKHYJIach B Teue-
HVe IBa/IllaTWIeTHero meprora Mexy OKTaopeM
1917 r. vt nepBBIMM IPM3HAKaMM TOT'O, YTO BIIOCIIEI-
cTBum OyzeT omperesieHO Kak craiavHmsM. Harm-
caame «Terpaner», Hadaroe B 1929 r., Ob10 IpepBa-
Ho B 1935 r; omHako ['pamiim ripogormkait cjiequThb
II0 TaszeTaM ¥ Ky pHajlaM 3a COOBITUSMU «BEeJIVIKO-
ro ¥ y>KacHOro Mupa»"® U B KJIIVHVKe, I7ie OH, Oy-
Zly4¥ TIOCTOSHHO B YCJIOBMSX OrpaHWYeHHON CBO-
Gor1bl epeBIKeH Vs, ITPOBeJT IIOCIIeTHIIe TOIBI 10
cBoert cMepTn 27 amperts 1937 1.6 [levicTBUTEIIBHO,
B KoH1Ie 1910-x — mauvaste 1920-x IT. OH, KaK 1 0OJIb-
LIVHCTBO JIUIEPOB MEXIyHapOIHOIO KOMMYHU-
CTUYECKOTO IBVDKEeHWS, ObUI YOeXIeH B BO3MOX-
HOCTW 3KCIIOpTa OOJIBIIIEBUCTCKON PEBOJIIOIMI Ha
3arragi — BO3MOXHOCTU «CaelaTh KakK B Poccrm»,
COIVIaCHO cJioraHy Toro BpemeHu. IlpemioxeHue

1 Dro 3HaMeHWMTOe BBIPaKEeHMe TMOETCKOTO JlaMbl W3
«Knma» P. Kurinra I'pamInm moBropsieT HeCKOJILKO pas
Ha4MHas ¢ PabOT, HANVMCAHHBIX 0 €ro TIOPEMHOIO 3a-
wioueHus (['pammn, 1957).

1600 sToNt mocienHet pase MHTEIUIEKTyaIbHO OMorpa-
v I'pamrm cm.: (Cospito, 201606).

G. Cospito

ity is guaranteed by intersubjectivity and not
by reference to a (supposed) absolute reality:
“What does “objective” mean? Does it not mean
‘humanly objective’” and therefore also human-
ly “subjective’? It follows, then, that objective
means universal subjective. In other words: the
subject knows objectively, insofar as knowl-
edge is real for the whole human race, histor-
ically unified in a unitary cultural system”.
Nevertheless, it is not a case again of a static
conception (a fact), but a dynamic one (a pro-
ject to carry out): “The struggle for objectivity is
thus the struggle for the cultural unification of
the human race” (Gramsci, 2011c, p. 337).

5. From Marxism to Philosophy of Praxis

This theoretical deepening by Gramsci, in
part self-critical, also has political relevance
to the extent it entails a rethinking of the Rus-
sian revolution itself in relation to the events
it encountered during the twenty-year period
between the events in October 1917 and the ini-
tial signs of what would subsequently be de-
fined as Stalinism. The writing of the Notebooks,
which began in 1929, was interrupted in 1935;
however, Gramsci would continue to follow
the events of the “great and terrible world”* in
newspapers and magazines from the clinic in
which he spent, always under limited freedom
of movement, the last years until his death on
27 April 1937.% In fact, between the end of the
1910s and the start of the 1920s, he, like most
of the leaders of the international Communist
movement, was convinced of the possibili-
ty of exporting the Bolshevik revolution to the
West, “to do as in Russia”, according to a slo-

4 This famous expression by the Tibetan lama in
Kipling’s Kim is repeated several times by Gramsci, be-
ginning with the writings predating his imprisonment
(cf. Gramsci, 2014).

On this last phase of Gramsci’s intellectual biography
see Cospito (2016Db).
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HIpeBpaTUTh «(abpIIHbIe COBETB» 3 IPeICTaBN-
TeJIbHBIX OPraHoB IIPO(COI030B B IIEHTPBI pabode-
ro caMoyIIpaBJleHNs, BblB/HYyToe ['pamimm n ero
coaBropamu 1o «Opnuee HyBo» (Ilasmemupo To-
mesaTTH, YMOepTo Teppaumum, Anmxeno Tacka),
ObUIO IIpeJICTaBIIeHO KaK «IIepeBO» (C CAHKIIVN ca-
Moro JleHnHa) cOBETCKOV ITPaKTMKV Ha MUTasIbsH-
cKkyto mouBy. B 1922—-1923 rr. I'paminm vimest Bo3-
MOXXHOCTB HeIOCPe/ICTBEHHO HaOJIIofiaTh 3a Jiesi-
TeJIbHOCTEI0 COBETOB BO BpeMs CBOeV ITOe3IKW B
Poccuro B KauecTBe ITpeicTaBUTeIIsI HENABHO CO-
spanHo KommyHwmcrrdeckon naptum ViHTepHa-
nyonana Virayvm. Tem ne menee yxe B 1924 1. on
Hayajl paspabaTblBaTh VMHOEe BUJIeHVe PEeBOJIIOLN
Ha 3amajie, KOTopoe BbIIeJIsIeT ero B IlaHOpaMe eB-
pomerickoro KOMMyHM3Ma 1 Kotopoe B «leTpaisx»
(momep>xuBaroIX OHbIT «OpayHe HYBO» HO B
TO K€ BpeMsl MOKa3bIBaIOIIMX OCO3HaHVe Hellpu-
MEHVIMOCTH CXeM, KOTOpble ObUIV ObI [IeVICTBEHHBI
TSI BCeX 3TI0X U CTpaH) OyZeT pa3BUTO B TEPMIHAX
IIPOTMBOIIOCTABIIEH NS IIO3VLIMOHHOV BOVIHBI U1 BO-
VIHBI IBVDKEeHM (TaKKe Ha3bIBaeMOV MaHEBPEHHO
BOVIHOVI). DTOVI KBa3VIMVJINTAPVICTCKON JIEKCHKOV
I'pamrmm xoTesn ckasaTh, 4To OKTSIOpbCKasi peBOIIIO-
LIV ABWJIACh TIOCIIeTHVIM 3IIM30JI0M, KOI7la BJlacThb
ObUIa 3axBayeHa MaccaMy ITyTeM «JI00OBOVI aTaK»
Ha roCy/IapCTBeHHYIO CTPYKTYpY (B3ATVie 3IMHero
JIBOPIIA), CTaBIIIeVl BO3MOXKHOVI OJ1arofapst TOMY, 4TO
«Ha BocToke rocyapcTso ObIJI0 BceM, Fpak/IaHCKoe
00111ecTBO OBIIO TOJIBKO 3aPOXKIAIOIIVIMCS W JKeJle-
obpasabeiM» (Gramsci, 1977, vol. 2, p. 866). OgHako,
KaK 3TO TeOopeTndecky NoHmMasl caM Jlenun, a Ha
IpaKTUKe IoKasal IIpoBajl pesoonuii B [epma-
HUM 1 BeHrpum, a Taxxke 3aTsHYyBIIIeecs ITPOABY-
xenme KpacHovt apmun Ha 3anaf, B 1921 1. (pa3s u
HaBcer/la OPOBepPrHyBIIee «[lepMaHeHTHYIO PeBO-
ymonyio» Tporikoro), Oosiee pasBUTBHIM CTpaHaM Ka-
OuUTaICTIYeckov EBpornel TpeboBastiock «1peBpa-
TUTh MaHeBPEHHYIO BOVIHY, TI00€JOHOCHO ITpIMe-
HeHHYI0 Ha Boctoke B 1917 romy, B BOVIHY HO3MIIV-
oHnyto» (I'pamin, 1959, c. 199). INocnenuss npen-
ToJIaraeT JIJTUTETbHYIO U VI3HY PUTEeJIbHY0 O0pr0y
C HeoITpe/ieTIeHHBIM VICXOIOM, YTOOBI 3aBOeBaTh I10-
CTeIleHHO «TpaHIley U KperocTu», IpecTaBJieH-
Hble HAOOPOM MHCTUTYTOB, CTPYKTY P VI OpraHm3a-
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gan of that time. The proposal from him and
his companions in the “Ordine Nuovo” (Palmi-
ro Togliatti, Umberto Terracini, Angelo Tasca)
to transform the “Factory Councils” from un-
ion representative bodies into nuclei of worker
self-government was presented as the “transla-
tion” (authorised by Lenin himself) of the sovi-
ets into the Italian context. Between 1922 and
1923 Gramsci was able to directly observe the
soviets in operation during his trip to Russia as
a representative of the newly-founded Commu-
nist Party International of Italy. Nevertheless,
already in 1924 he began to develop a differ-
ent view of the revolution in the West, which
set him apart in the panorama of European
communism and which in the Notebooks (which
support the Ordinovist experience, but at the
same time reveal an awareness of the inapplica-
bility of schemas that are valid for all eras and
countries) would be developed in terms of the
opposition between a war of position and a war of
movement (elsewhere referred to as a war of ma-
noeuvre). With this military-like image, Gram-
sci wanted to say that the October Revolution
was the last episode involving an acquisition of
power by the masses through a “frontal attack”
against the state structure (the taking of the
Winter Palace), made possible by the fact that
“in the East, the state was everything, civil so-
ciety was primordial and gelatinous” (Grams-
ci, 2011c, p. 169). Nevertheless, as Lenin himself
had understood theoretically, and the failure
of the revolutions in Germany and Hunga-
ry, as well as the stalled advance west by the
Red Army in 1921 had demonstrated in prac-
tice (once and for all refuting Trotsky’s “perma-
nent revolution”), the more advanced nations
in capitalist Europe required “a shift from the
war of manoeuvre that had been applied vic-
toriously in the East in 1917, to a war of posi-
tion, which was the only viable possibility in
the West”. The latter entailed a lengthy and ex-
hausting struggle with an uncertain outcome



LIV (TOCYAApCTBEHHBIX M YaCTHBIX), KOTOpbIe BMe-
CTe COCTABJIAIOT «I'pakIaHCKoe obmrectBo» (I'pam-
1, 1959, c. 200). I'pamitin, B cBOIO ouepers, MHTep-
IIpeTupoBaJl rpakJaHCKoe OOIIeCTBO He B IIPOTH-
BOIIOCTaBJIEHUV TOCYIAPCTBY, a C rerejieBCKOV TOu-
KM 3peHMss — KakK OOHy 13 yHOaMeHTaIbHBIX,
HeOTheMJIEMBIX YacTell TOCydapcTBa, (PaKTIIecKm
«KaK 3TI4ecKoe cofepskaHye rocyaapcrsa» (Gram-
sci, 1977, vol. 2, p. 703—704).

Bortee Toro, Bce ero TIopeMHble pasMBIIIIIEHVIS
ABJIAIOTCA He TOJBKO INPAMBIM Pe3yJIBTaTOM ero
JIMYHOTO IIOpa’keHWsl, KOr/la OH OKa3aJICsl B TIOPb-
Me U OBUI OCyX[IeH PeXVMOM, IIPOTUB KOTOPO-
rO SPOCTHO BBICTYTIaJI, HO TaKXXe TeCHO CBsI3aHbI
C MNopakeHVeM HaIVIOHaJIbHOIO ¥ MeXXIIyHapoyl-
HOro pabovero ABVDKEHMS OT HEVICTBUN peaKIIV-
OHHBIX CWJI: YCJIOBHME, KaK y>ke OTMedasloch, cOm-
Katomlee «Terpanm» ¢ «KoMMyHMCTHYeCKMM Ma-
HudecToMm» Mapkca, KOTOpBIVI — HecjlydanHo! —
Ha4lMHaeTCsl CO 3HAMEHWUTOI'O BbI3bIBAHMS O «IIPU-
3pake KoMMyHM3Ma» (Mordenti, 2007, p. 39). Kpo-
Me TOTr0, OH IepeXXVBaJl Bce OOJIBIIYIO M30JIAIINIO
B COOCTBEHHOV IIapTUM B TO BpeMsi, KOI7a, BbICTY-
Ias ¢ HesIBHOVI KPUTUKOV ellle B mvcbMe 1926 r. B
LlenTpanpHb koMuTeT Poccuiickort KOMMYyHU-
CTUYeCKOVI ITapTHW, OH IIIeJI JaIbiiie. B aToM mice-
Me OH OCTIapVBal METOIbI CTAJITHCKOTO OOJIBIIIVIH-
CTBa, IpenyIpexyas 00 OIacHOCTU paspylIeHVs
e[IVHCTBa PyKOBOJISIIel IPYIIIbI 1, TaKuM oOpa-
30M, PEBOJIIOIIMIOHHOIO Hacjlefusi IIyTeM OT/eJie-
HusA nHTepecoB COBETCKOro rocyjapcrsa OT MH-
TepecoB MMPOBOTrO pabodero nBvoKeHMs. Takmm
00pa3oM OH HeIBYCMBICJIEHHO II0Ka3ajl CBoe Heo-
nobpenme s1o3yHra «Kjacc IIpoTmB Kilacca» U sip-
JIbIKa «corma-pammism» (Gramsci, 2014, p. 369—
376). Ha BHYTpeHHeM (ppOHTe, He OTpHUILIasi IIPO-
I'PEeCcCBHOIO XapaKTepa COBETCKOrO peXkyMa, OH
IpeayIIpeXaasl O prcKax aBTOPUTAPHOV MHBOJIIO-
LIV, OPUTVHAIBHO Y TBOPYECKM WCIIOIB3Ys IIO-
HATYSA 1le3apr3Ma ¥ OOHaIlapTV3Ma, KOTOpbIe II0-
3aMMCTBOBaJI 13 «BoceMHaniiaroro 6promepa Jlym
bonanapra» Mapkca m mprMeHMII Takke K darim-
CTCKOMY peXMMy (OIpeiesisieMOMy VM, BIIpodeM,
KakK popMa perpeccrMBHOIO, a He IIPOrpecCBHOIO

G. Cospito

to conquer one by one “the elements of trench
and fortress”, represented by the set of institu-
tions, structures and organizations (public and
private) that together made up “civil society”
(Gramsci, 2011c, pp. 168-169). Gramsci (2011c,
pp- 20-21), in turn, interpreted civil society not
in opposition to the state but from a Hegelian
perspective as one of the state’s fundamental,
integral parts, in fact “as the ethical content of
the state”.

Moreover, his entire prison reflections are
not only the direct result of his personal defeat,
being imprisoned and condemned by a regime
he had fiercely opposed, but are closely linked
to the defeat of the national and international
workers” movement at the hands of the forces
of reaction: a condition, as has been noted, that
brings the Notebooks closer to Marx’s Manifes-
to, which — not a coincidence — begins with
the famous evocation of “the spectre of com-
munism” (Mordenti, 2007, p. 39). Furthermore,
he was becoming increasingly isolated with-
in his own party at a time when, through his
implicit criticisms as early as his 1926 letter to
the Central Committee of the Russian Com-
munist Party, he went further. In this letter
he contested the methods of the Stalinist ma-
jority, warning against the danger of destroy-
ing the unity of the leadership group and, in
this way, the revolutionary legacy by separat-
ing the interests of the Soviet State from those
of the world workers” movement. Thus he ex-
plicitly revealed his disapproval of the watch-
words of the struggle: “class against class”
and of “socialfascism” (Gramsci, 2014, pp. 369-
376). On the internal front, without denying
the progressive nature of the Soviet regime, he
warned against the risks of an authoritarian in-
volution by making original and creative use
of the concepts of caesarism and bonapartism,
which he borrowed from Marx’s The Eighteenth
Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte and applied also to
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1esapmsMa)’. @aKTIgeckn B 000X CITydasix MOX-
HO HaOJIrofIaTh MOsIBJIEHNe CYUIBHBIX U Xapy3MaTy-
YecKMX JIMYHOCTEV, KOTOpble IpPeCTaBIIsIv CO-
6o (BpéMeHHOe) pellleHie Cepbe3HbIX TOINTIYe-
CKVIX M COLVIaJIBHBIX KOH(IVIKTOB Oraromaps pe-
IIaloIIer IMOoep)KKe BOeHHO-OIOpOKpaTUecKo-
TO amrapara, IIOCKOIbKY «Ha OIperleJIeHHOM 3Ta-
Ile X VICTOPMYECKOro Iy TV COllViaJIbHble I'PYIIIbI
MOPBIBAIOT CO CBOMMM TPaAUIIVIOHHBIMY ITapTWs-
MI», KOTOpPbIe, TaKM 0OpasoM, «Dosibllle He pac-
CMaTpUBAOTCS KakK JIeVICTBUTeSIbHbIe BblpasuTeIn
Kjacca v ero 4dactu. Korjga BO3HMKAIOT Takuye
KPWS3VICh], MOJIOKEeHVe CTaHOBUTCS O4YeHb 3aTpy/-
HUTeJIbHBIM, JlaXe OIlaCHBIM, TaK KaK CO3/laeTcs
BO3MOXXHOCTB JIJIsl paspelleHns 3TUX KPU3KCOB C
IIOMOIIIBIO HACWIIVISl, BOSMOXKHOCTB JIeVICTBUS TeM-
HBIX CWI, MIpeCcTaBJIeHHbIX POBUIeHIIVaIbHbI-
MU JIMYHOCTAMIL .. [lepexor dsileHOB MHOTMX T1ap-
TV TIOZ], 3HaMsI eIVIHCTBeHHOVI ITapTuUM, KOTOpasi C
GOJIBIIINIM yCIIEXOM ITpefICTaBIIseT U BbIpaykaeT I10-
TpeOHOCTY 11eJI0r0 KJlacca, eCTh gBJIeHVe OpraHu-
JecKoe U BIIOJIHe HOPMaJIbHOE, JTake eCJIV OHO OCY-
IIIeCTBJIETCS B Upe3BbIUaliHO OBICTPOM TeMrIle...»
(I'pamimm, 1959, c. 174—175). Tem He MeHee «eciu
paspelieHne Kpusyca He HOCUT TaKOro OpraHu-
YeCKOro xapakTepa, a IIPOVCXOAWT B pesysibraTe
yTBepXKIeH s ITPOBUIeHIIVaIbHOIO BOXK/IS, TO 3TO
CBUIETEJIbCTBYET O CYIIeCTBOBAHMM CTaTYeCKOro
paBHOBeCHsL. .. 3TOT PaKT CBUIETeIbCTBYeT TaKxkKe
O TOM, UTO HM OffHa IpyIllla — HW KOHCepBaTWB-
Hasi, HY IIporpeccuBHas — He o0J1afiaeT CJIov, J10-
CTaTOYHOVI JIJIs 3aBOeBaHMs TI00eIbl, 11 UTO Jaxke
KOHCepBaTMBHas T'PyIllia HYXXJaeTcsl B XO3SVHe»
(I'pamin, 1959, c. 176).

Opnako aHanMTUYecKas KaTeropus, KoTopas
TIOCTEITeHHO CTaJIa IIpeo0sIaiaTh B TFOPEMHBIX pas-
MbinteHnsx I'pamim o XIX n XX BB, — 3TO nac-
cubnas peboaioyus, VIV PEBOJIIOINS Oe3 peBoJIio-
nun. OHa nopgpasyMeBaeT ITPOLIecC MOIepHM3a-
LMV, HaBsI3aHHBIVI TOCIIOACTBYIOIIVIMM KJIaccaMu
VI He COITPOBOXKIAIOIINTICA KaKMMM-TINOO0 13MeHe-
HMSAMM BO BCex aKTMBax OOIIecTBa, KOTOpble Ipu-
3HaBasl I'pamimm. [Ij1g onmicaHmss 3TOro mporecca
OH VICHIOJIB3YeT POPMYIly, 3aMMCTBOBAHHYIO VIM Y

7Ha oty Temy cM.: (Antonini, 2020).
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the Fascist regime (defined, nevertheless, as a
form of regressive rather than progressive cae-
sarism).'® In fact, in both cases one could ob-
serve the emergence of strong and charismatic
personalities that represented the (transitory)
solution to serious political and social conflicts,
thanks to the decisive support of the bureau-
cratic-military apparatus, since “at a certain
point in the course of history, classes become
detached from their traditional parties”, which
thus “no longer represent their class or their
class fraction. This is an extremely delicate and
dangerous crisis because it opens the field to
men who are charismatic or claim to have been
sent by providence.” This occurs “when the
rank and file of one or more parties does not
very quickly go over to another party that bet-
ter epitomises the general interest. The passage
from one party to another is an organic [and
normal] phenomenon”; nevertheless, “when
the crisis is not resolved in this organic manner
but, instead, produces the man sent by provi-
dence, it means that a static equilibrium exists,
it means that no class, neither the conserva-
tive nor the progressive class, has the strength
to win; but it also means that even the conser-
vative class needs a master” (Gramsci, 2011b,
pp. 241-242).

However, the analytic category that grad-
ually came to predominate in Gramsci’s ni-
nenteeth- and twentieth-century analysis from
prison is that of passive revolution, or revolu-
tion without revolution. This entails a process
of modernisation imposed by the dominant
classes without any change in the overall as-
sets of the society recognised by Gramsci. To
describe this process he uses a formula he took
from the moderate Italian thinker, Vincenzo
Cuoco, but “in a slightly different sense from
that which Cuoco intended” (Gramsci, 1971,

16On this topic see Antonini (2020).



yMepeHHOTO MUTaJIbsSHCKOrO MBICTIUTeNIs BruHyeH-
110 Kyoko, HO «B cMBbIcile, HEMHOTO OTJIMYHOM OT
TOrO, KaKoVI OH caM B Hero BKJIafbIBaeT» (['pamii,
1959, c. 346)®: oTMume B CpencTBax, ¢ MOMOIIBIO
KOTOPBIX IPOM3OIUIO oOBenuHeHue Vramwm, u,
TakMM 00pa3oM, B IIPEBOCXO/ICTBE aMepUKaH3Ma
B I100asIbHOM Maciitabe 1 darmsma B Esporie B
Havasie 1930-x rr. OOIIMM 371eMeHTOM B 3TUX JIBYX
deHOMEHAX SBIISETCS TO, YTO, IO MHEHMIO ['pam-
1T, OHM 004, XOTS YaCTUYHO VI IT0-Pa3sHOMY (KeviH-
CMAHCTBO, KOPIIOPATMB3M), OTBEUAOT Ha VICTOPU-
YecKyl0 HeOOXOIMMOCTh 3KOHOMMYECKOro pery-
JMpoBaHMs B pesysibraTe Kpusuca 1929 r, xoto-
pein ['paminm, oTBepras mo0yro popMy KaTacTpo-
dv3Ma, He MHTepIIpeTUpYyeT, B OTINYMEe OT MHO-
T'MX COBPeMeHHBIX MapKCUCTOB, KaK IIpefi3HaMe-
HOBaHVIe HeM30eXXHOro Kpaxa KaryTaI3Ma.
[TopaxxeHre MeXIyHapOOHOIo paboyero OBu-
JKEHVSI OT 3TUX KOHTPPEBOJIIOIIVIOHHBIX CVUT ITPeI-
cTaBiIsIoch ['pamirt oOycIIOBIIeHHBIM He TOJIBKO
SKOHOMWYECKVIMU, TIOJIMTUYECKMMY 1 BOEHHBIMU
daxTOpamm, HO ¥, BO3MOXXHO, ITpeX[ie BCero He-
CIIOCOOHOCTBIO KOMMYHVICTYECKVX [TapTU 3aIlo-
JIy9UTBb VI OCYIIIECTBUTH TeTeMOHMIO ellle /10 TOro,
KaK OHM IOJIy4nJIv BJIacTb. Kopoue rosops, oHU
He ObUIN CITOCOOHBI YCTAaHOBUTH KOHCEHCYC MHaue,
yeM C TIOMOIIIBIO CIJIBL, VI He YMeJIN JIeMOKpaTiJe-
CKM PeryJvMpoBaTh OTHOIIEHMS MeXAy YIIpaBu-
TeJISIMU U yIIpaBiigeMbIMIL. TeM He MeHee reremo-
HVIO HeJIb3sl pacCMaTpMBaTh TOJIBKO KaK ITPOTVBO-
IIOJIOKHOCTD AMKTAType IIposieTapyiara, HO MOX-
HO KaK OfIVIH 13 ee nepe000f (BapviaHTOB), BKJIIO-
YaIoIMINII CYITY ¥ KOHCEHCYC Ha IIpUBIJIerIpOBaH-
HOVI TEPPUTOPUN I'PakIaHCKOro obIecTBa 1, KaK
ObUIO CKa3aHO BBIIIIE, ITPECTaB/ IO OO0 He
OTpwuIlaHVe PEBOJIIOLININ, a «YCJIOBUE W (hopMy pe-
BosTonMM Ha 3amazge» (Mordenti, 2007, p. 64). bo-
jlee TOTO, 2e2eMOHUA TaXke He IIPOTMBOIIOCTABIIS-
€TCsl JIEMOKPATM, eCJIV TOJIBKO OHA He SIBJISIeTCS
CMHOHVIMOM ITapJIaMeHTapy3Ma (OIIbIT KOTOPOIro y
['pamIin, ¢ ero esTeTbHOCTHIO B KauecTBe IIOJIV-
TU9ecKoro bopma v ivaepa, ObUT MHBIM, YeM B 3a-

8B npyrux ciay4asix ['paMImm MCIIONB3yeT ¢ TeM XKe CMbIC-
710M POpMYITy PPaHITy3CKOTO MICTOPUKA VI TIOIUTHKA DI~
rapa Kums «pesomonmg-pecraspamysi» (I'pammm, 1991,
c. 250). Cum. Taxxke: (Crisi e rivoluzione..., 2021).
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p. 49):" first, in the means by which Italian uni-
fication occurred and, thus, in the supremacy
of americanism on a global scale and of fascism
in Europe in the early 1930s. The common ele-
ment in these two phenomena is the fact that,
according to Gramsci, they both respond in
part and in a different way (Keynesianism, cor-
porativism) to the historical need for economic
regulation as a result of the 1929 crisis, which
Gramsci, rejecting any form of catastrophism,
does not interpret, unlike many contemporary
Marxists, as foreshadowing the inevitable col-
lapse of capitalism.

The defeat of the international workers’
movement by these counter-revolutionary forc-
es did not appear to Gramsci as being due sole-
ly to economic, political and military factors,
but also, and perhaps above all, to the inabili-
ty of the communist parties to achieve and ex-
ercise hegemony even before they had gained
power. In short, they were not able to establish
consensus other than through the use of force
and could not manage democratically the rela-
tion between the leaders and those who are led.
Nevertheless, hegemony cannot be seen merely
as the opposite of the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat, but as one of its translations, which in-
cludes force and consensus in the privileged
terrain of civil society and, as has been stated
above, does not represent the denial of the rev-
olution but “the condition and the form of the
revolution in the West” (Mordenti, 2007, p. 64;
tr. G.C.). Moreover, hegemony is not even op-
posed to democracy, provided this is not syn-
onymous with parliamentarianism (of which
Gramsci, in his activities as a political militant
and leader, had a different experience com-
pared to that of the Western nations in the

70n other occasions Gramsci (2011c, p. 252) uses with
the same meaning the formula of the French historian
and politician Edgar Quinet: “revolution-restoration”.
See also Cospito, Francioni and Frosini (2021).
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HaJHBIX CTpaHax BTOPOV HOJIOBMHBI XX B.. Orpa-
HUYeHHOe 130upare/IbHOe ITpaBo, IpeodsiagaHye
VICTIOJTHUTEJIBHOV BJIaCTV HaJl, 3aKOHOATeJIbHO,
LIeH3ypa IIPecchl, OrpaHWdYeHVe I'PakTaHCKIX
IIpaB, ceKcyaIbHasl, pacoBasi, peJIUrio3Hasl, SKOHO-
MIUecKasi M coluyasibHas JUCKPUMMHAIIVS U T. I1.).
Ha camowm fieste, xak mmiiet I'paminm B pabore «[e-
TeMOHV V1 JeMOKPaTVIsT»,

cperyi MHOYKeCTBa IOHVIMaHUV JIeMOKPaTUM
Hanboslee pealMCTUYHBIM ¥ KOHKPETHBIM, Ha
MOVI B3IJISH, SBJISETCS TO, KOTOpOe MOXKHO ITpO-
SICHUTB Yepe3 CBsA3b MeXly J1eMOKpaTuet 1 KOH-
LIeTIIVierl TereMOHMN. B reremMoHmcTcKOM crcTe-
Me CyIIecTByeT JeMOKpaTusi MeX[y BemyIler
TPYIIION ¥ TPYIIamMy, KOTOPBIMU PYKOBOZST,
B TOVI Mepe, B KaKoW [pa3BuTiie SKOHOMWKN ¥,
COOTBETCTBEHHO,| 3aKOHOMATENILCTBO [, KOTOpoe
sBJIsieTCsl BbIpakeHMeM 3TOro passuTys,| Oria-
TOIIPUATCTBYeT [MOJIeKy/IsipHOMY| Tepexosy OT
TPYIII, KOTOPBIMV PYKOBOJIST, K BeyIleVt IpyIl-
te (Gramsci, 1977, vol. 2, p. 1056)*.

6. 3akJIroueHue

I'pamim MHTepHpeTHpyeT IIPOIUIble, HacTO-
diye 1 OyayIue coObITHS B aHTUAETepMUHU-
cTckmx ToHsATHsAX. OTBepras 1000V (PVHAINCT-
CKMVI B3IJISI/], HA VICTOPWIO, OH BHOBb OIIMIPAETCs Ha
KaHTMAHCKVe IIPeIJIoKeHIsl, TI0 CPaBHEHMIO C KO-
TOPBIMI TeJIeoJIorn3M bByxapuHa IpercTabiseT-
Csl 3HAUMUTENTBHBIM IaroM Hasay (Gramsci, 1977,
vol. 2, p. 1056). B 11e;toM ocosHaHMe oO1IeN mpu-
POZIBI YesioBeKa KaK MHAVBVIYaIbHOIO areHTa OT-
HOCUTCS K aHTPOIIOJIOI I, KOTOpasi B HEKOTOPBIX
OTHOIIIEHVISIX MOXET OBbITh OIlperiesieHa, KaK 1 aH-
Tpononorus KaHTa, ¢ npaemamuueckoi mouxu 3pe-
HUA VI B JIIOOOM CJTy4ae 3acTaBJIsieT BCIIOMHUTB CJI0-
Ba dumstocodpa m3 Kénurcbepra o ToM, 4TO «Baxk-
HeVIINT IIepeBOPOT BO BHYTPeHHEM M1Ipe YeJIoBe-
Ka — 9TO “BBIXOJ] €r0 M3 COCTOSIHWS HeCOBepIIIeH-
Hostetnss » (AA 07, S. 229; KanT, 1994, c. 259). DT0
MBIC/IV, 3aBepIlieHNe KOTOPbIX I'paMIy HesBHO
paszernseT (MaJIOBepOsITHO, YTOOBI OH B JIEVICTBVI-

O morsTNM Teremonvm cM.: (Cospito, 2016, p. 49—90;
Crisi e rivoluzione..., 2021).
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second half of the twentieth century: limited
suffrage, predominance of the executive over
the legislature, press censorship, limits to civ-
il rights, sexual, racial, religious, economic and
social discrimination, and so on). In fact, as
Gramsci writes in a work entitled Hegemony and
Democracy:

among the many meanings of democracy,
the most realistic and concrete one, in my
view, is that which can be brought into relief
through the connection between democracy
and the concept of hegemony. In the hegemonic
system, there is democracy between the leading
group and the groups that are led to the extent
that [the development of the economy and
thus] the legislation [which is an expression
of that development] favours the [molecular]
transition from the groups that are led to the
leading group (Gramsci, 2011c, p. 345)."®

6. Conclusion

Gramsci interprets past, present and fu-
ture events in anti-deterministic terms. Reject-
ing any finalistic view of history, he once again
draws on Kantian suggestions, in comparison
with which Bukharin’s teleologism appears as
a significant step backward (ibid.). More gen-
erally, the awareness of the overall nature of
the human being as an individual agent refers
to an anthropology that, in certain respects,
can be defined, like Kant’s anthropology, from
a pragmatic point of view, and which, in any
event, brings to mind the words of the philoso-
pher from Konigsberg, according to which “the
most important Revolution from within the
human being is ‘his exit from his self-incurred
immaturity’” (Anth, AA 07, p. 229; Kant, 2006,
p- 124). These represent thoughts whose com-
pletion Gramsci implicitly shares (it is unlike-

#On the concept of hegemony see Cospito (2016, pp. 49-
90; 2021).



TEJIPHOCTY UMUTaJI 3TM cJI0Ba)”: «YesioBeK IIpen-
Ha3Ha4eH CBOVIM pPa3yMOM K TOMY, YTOOBI IIpe-
ObIBaTh B OOIIECTBe JIIONIEV 11 COBEPIIIEHCTBOBATH
B HEM C IOMOIIIBIO VICKYCCTBa ¥ HayK CBOIO Kl./1b-
mypy, yubuiusobannocms vi mopassHocmv» (AA 07,
S. 324; Kant, 1994, c. 366). Takoe 00I11eCTBO COCTOUT
M3 «MHOXKeCTBa CYIIECTBYIOIINX APYT IIOCIIe IPy-
ra VIV JpyT TOfjle ApyTra JIVIl, KOTOpble He MOTyT
obotimucy ©6e3 MWPHOTO COBMECTHOIO CYIIIeCTBO-
BaHWS VI BMECTe C TeM He MOT'yT M30eXarhb II0CTO-
SIHHOTO IIPOTMBOMAEVICTBUS IPYT IPYTy»; OIHAKO
YeJIOBeUeCKMVl POJI Hall0 pacCMaTpuBaTh He «Kak
37I0¥1, a KaK pojl, PasyMHBIX CyIIeCTB, TIOCTOSTHHO
CTPeMSIINTICS, TIpeoyIosieBas P TCTBI, OT 371a
K 1oopy» (AA 07, S. 331-333; Kant, 1994, c. 373,
375—376). Hns I'pamimm (KOTOPBIT 37eCh WET
nasnpie KanTta n Mapkca) 3TOT Iporpecc mpuBo-
IOWUT K pacliajly HaIlMOHAJIBHOTO OCYIapCcTBa Kak
IIOJTNTUKO-COIMAIBHOTO  BbIpaskeHMsl KaIluTaIu-
CTUYECKOV 3KOHOMVIKM, XOTsI 3TO ITpOM3OMIET B
KOHIIE «VICTOPVMYECKOV 3TI0XM, KOTOpPasi, BEPOSTHO,
IIPOJINTCS BeKa — JI0 TeX Iop, IIoKa He VCUe3HeT
HOJIUTIYEeCKoe OOIIecTBO M YCTaHOBUTCS OOlile-
CTBO ynopsioueHHoe» (I'pamiin, 1991, c. 100—101),
U 5TOT IIpoIiecc OyIeT MPOXOAUTD «depe3 MHOXe-
cTBO pa3, Ha KOTOPBIX MOTYT BO3HUKHYTb Pas3Ind-
Hble pervioHaJIbHble KOMOVHAIIMI OTAEITbHBIX Ha-
IIVOHaIBHBIX rpymn (Ipamiim, 1959, c. 236).
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ly that he had actually read these words):'* “the
human being is destined by his reason to live
in a society with human beings and in it to cul-
tivate himself, to civilize himself, and to moral-
ize himself by means of the arts and sciences”
(Anth, AA 07, p. 324; Kant, 2006, p. 229). Such a
society is made up of “a multitude of persons,
existing successively and side by side, who can-
not do without being together peacefully and
yet cannot avoid constantly being objectionable
to one another”; however, this cannot be con-
sidered “as an evil, but as a species of ration-
al beings that strives in the face of obstacles, to
rise out of evil in constant progress toward the
good” (Anth, AA 07, pp. 331-333; Kant, 2006,
pp- 236-238). For Gramsci (who here goes be-
yond Kant to Marx), this progress will lead to
the breakdown of the nation-state as a polit-
ical-social expression of the capitalist econo-
my, even though this will occur at the end of “a
historical era that will probably last for centu-
ries, that is, until the demise of political society
and the advent of regulated society” (Gram-
sci, 2011c, p. 183), passing “through multiple
phases in which the regional combinations (of
groups of nations) may be of various kinds”
(Gramsci, 1971, pp. 240-241).
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