CTATBHU

OMAOCOONI KAHTA
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CMBICJI 1 ®YHKI VN
IIOHATUA AHTATOHU3MA
B ®MJIOCOPUN KAHTA

B. A. Yaawvut', [1. A. Ko3ao08a', 1. I1. >)Kyko8'

Anmaeonusm npedcmabaen 6 cmamove Kak 00HA U3
Katouebvix kameeoputl pusococpuu Kanwma. Buisbaeno
cmanoBaenue cmbicaa noHAmuA 6 dokpumudeckux pabpo-
max Kanma no namypguiocogpuu noo 6ausnuem Horo-
mona. Kanm npeodoseBaem cmamuueckuil u npoBude-
yuaivHoiil Mmexanuyusm Hotiomona cBoeil koHuenyuerl
OuHamuteckoeo pasbumus BceseHHol U3 ecmecmbentolx
npuvun. Monucmuueckomy u eapmoHudeckomy 6ude-
Hut npeduecmbobabuiux memagpusuueckux (1etlOHU-
UeAHCKUX) U  «MAMEMAMUUECKUX»  (HbIOMOHUAHCKUX)
doxmpur on npomubBonocmabasem nAOPAIUCIUYECKoe
U awmazoHucmueckoe, eOUHCMBeHHOU cule npumske-
HUSL — OYaAusMm CUL NPUMAXEeHUA U 0mmarkubanus.
Pesyavmamom cmarnoBumca cneyucpuueckoe kanmob-
ckoe noHAmue ecmecmBeHHol ucmopuy kak pabumus
Bcenennoil Bo B3aumodeiicmbuu npomubonosokHocmer,
20e denoBeueckas ucmopus Bvicmynaem pacuiuperuem
ecmecmbennon. Qusuueckue pesysvmamo. Kanm 00600-
wjua 6 paspabdomie Memagusuieckoeo pasiutis mexoy
A02udeckoll u peasvtot npomubonosoxrocmamu. Obo-
cHoBarue poau ommarkubanua u npumsKeHus Kax He-
00X00UMBLX NOHAMUL 6 MblULACHUYU 0 MAMEPUL 1Pedso-
KeHo 6 «Memadgpusuneckux Hauaiax ecmecmBosHAHUA».
YmBepiodaemcs, umo smo pasbumue cocmabuao eaybo-
kY10 0CHOBY 045 noaBaeHUA WUPOKo U3BbecmHotl KoHYen-
Yuu «HeobuumesbHou oduumessHocmu» 8 Kanmobcekou
Kpumueckoi gpusocogpuu ucmopuu u nosumuxu. Ilo-
KA3aHO, U110 310 NOHAMUE ABAAENIC HACTIHBIM NPesOM-
Aeruem 00uye20 aHmMaOHUCMUUECK020 MUPONOHUMAHUSA
U He MoXem cuumamocs, kaxk 6 ocHobrHom npunsmo 6
cyujecmByroweil aumepamype, Hecyuecmbernvim u ma-
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THE MEANING AND FUNCTION
OF THE CONCEPT OF ANTAGONISM
IN KANT’S PHILOSOPHY

V.A. Chaly,' D. A. Kozlova,' D. P. Zhukov'

Antagonism, although often neglected, is one of
the key categories of Kant’s philosophy. Its formation
in Kant's pre-critical works on natural philosophy
owes much to the influence of Newton. Kant overcomes
Newton’s static and providential mechanicism with
his concept of dynamic development of the universe
out of natural causes. He challenges the monistic and
harmonious view of preceding metaphysical (Leibnizian)
and “mathematical” (Newtonian) doctrines with
a pluralistic and antagonistic one, the sole force of
gravitation with the dualism of attraction and repulsion.
The resultis the characteristic Kantian concept of natural
history as the development of the universe through
the interaction of opposites whereby human history
is an extension of natural history. Kant generalised
the physical results by elaborating a metaphysical
distinction between logical and real opposites. The role
of repulsion and attraction as necessary concepts in the
consideration of matter is grounded in the Metaphysical
Foundations of Natural Science. This development was
the underlying foundation of the widely known concept
of “unsociable sociability” in Kant’s critical philosophy
of history and politics.

This concept is arguably a particular case of the
general antagonistic worldview and it cannot be

dismissed (as does much of the current literature) as a
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A03HAUUMBIM 00DabaeHueM K KAHMOBCKOMY NoAUMuUYe-
CKOMY PAUUOHAAUSMY U UOCALUSMY.

KaroueBuvie caoBa: anmazonusm, npumsxeue u
ommarkubanue,  «peasvHas — NPOMUBONOAOKHOCL,
«HeoduUmMeAbHAS 00U UNEeAbHOCTIbY, KOHGPAUKI, CHOp,
Bpaxcoa, botina, mup, Hviomon

BBemenmne

KoHMIMKTEL, CITOpbl, BOMHBI MMEIOT IIPVYVIHBI
B INIyOMHAaX 4YesI0OBeYeCKOV IIPUPOIBI VI SBJISIOTCS
HeyCTPaHMMOV YacThIO OOIIIeCTBEHHBIX OTHOIIIe-
Hui. OTHOCKTe IbHas CTaOVIIBHOCTE M OTCY TCTBYIE
B IOCTIE[THVE AeCATVIeTHS KpPyITHOMAaCIITaOHBIX
BOVIH, HaYaBIIIVie Ka3aTbCsl €CTeCTBEHHOV HOPMOVL,
npvBeIn K 3a0BeHNIO 0a30BOr0 OOCTOSTENIbCTBa
aHTaroHmsMa. DTO IIpuaeT aKTyaJIbHOCTb oOpa-
IIeHMIO K KJIacCUYecKmM (pritocodCcKrM JOKTPU-
HaM, ITpeijlaraloiiM OCMbICTIeHVe (peHOMeHa aH-
TarOHM3Ma ¥ MCKYCCTBa YIIPaBJIeHS VIM.

®durocodms KanTa 3acityxmBaeT 0cod0ro BHI-
maHMs. C omHOM CTOPOHBI, B HEVI HAXOLST OLIOPY
HEKOTOpPBIE CVJIbHBIE BEPCUV COBPEMEHHOTO YHVI-
BepcajiM3Ma ¥ MOPasIbHO-TIOJIMTIYECKOTO paliy-
OHaJIM3Ma WIM Weayn3Ma, IpeTeHyIolle Ha
IIpeorIoJIeHVe  YeJIOBEYeCKOV  KOH(IMKTHOCTL.
CymectBa, HazeJleHHBble, corjlacHo KaHTy m co-
BpeMEeHHBIM YHVMBepCcaIiCTaM, CXOIHBIM, OfMHa-
KOBBIM VIV ke OHVM U TeM Ke pa3yMoOM VI
PALIIOHAJIPHOCTHIO, KaJKETCsI, OOpeUeHbI Ha COIJla-
Cvie, CTOUT MM TIOIHATHCS Hafl CITy YalfHBIMM YacT-
HOCTSIMM CBOVIX IIOJIOKEHWII 34 «3aHaBeC HeBeme-
Hust» (. Poris) vt B Iy O61MdaHOe TpOCTpaHCTBO
(FO. Xabepmac). ITpn Takom B3IJIsifie TIpaBwla, Ha
KOTOPBIX OCHOBaH IIOPSIOK, a TaKXe VX MHTep-
IpeTalyi BHyTpeHHe IIPUCYIIN CAaMOMY pasyMy
JIM00 SBJISIOTCS. €r0 HeOOXOIVIMBIM KOHCTPYKTOM,
VI [IeJI0 COCTOUT JIVIIIb B TOM, UTOOBI OCO3HATh VX
CaMOCTOSITEJIPHO VUIVI IIPV TIOMOIIM OoJtee IIpo-
CBEIIIEHHBIX HACTaBHMKOB ¥ VICIIOJIHUTBCI pe-
IIMMOCTM MM CBOOOIHO ciiemoBarh. Ecimm M Kak
TOJIBKO B HEKOTOPBIV MCTOPVMYECKMUTI MOMEHT MBI
HPUXOAMM K YOeXIEeHWIO, 9TO IIpaBuIa BbISABIIE-

minor and insignificant addition to the Kantian political
rationalism and idealism.

Keywords: antagonism, attraction and repulsion,
“real opposition”, “unsociable sociability”, conflict,
discord, enmity, war, peace, Newton

Introduction

Conflicts, discord and wars have deep
roots in human nature and are part and parcel
of social relations. The relative stability and
absence in the past decades of large-scale wars,
which came to be taken for granted, made
people oblivious to this basic circumstance.
This lends added relevance to the classical
philosophical doctrines expounding the
phenomenon of antagonism and the art
of managing it. Kant’s philosophy merits
particular attention. On the one hand, it forms
the basis of some strong versions of modern
universalism and moral-political rationalism
or idealism which claim to overcome human
conflict-tendencies. Creatures endowed,
according to Kant and modern universalists,
with similar, identical or even the same
reason or rationality, seem predetermined
to be in agreement if only they rise above the
contingent details of their situations, look from
behind “the veil of ignorance” (John Rawls) or
enter “the public space” (Jurgen Habermas).
On this view, the rules on which order and
their interpretation is based are inherent in
reason or are its necessary constructs, so that
it merely remains to become conscious of
them independently or under the guidance of
enlightened mentors and to follow the rules.
If and when at some historical juncture we
come to the conclusion that the rules have
been fully revealed or constructed and a solid
enough coalition or an epistemic community of
unbiased rationality has been formed around



HBI VIV CKOHCTPYVPOBaHBI B TIOJTHOTE ¥ I1O ITOBO-
Iy "X VIHTepIpeTauuu cpopMmmpoBasack A0CTa-
TOUYHO IIPOYHAs KOAJIMIIVS VUIN SMVCTeMITYecKoe
COODI1IeCTBO HEIIPEeIB3ATON PAIIOHAIBHOCTY, a
HecoIJIaCHbIe JIUIITb HeJIOCTaTOYHO IOHSAT/IVBBI 1
IIPEAB3STHI, TO «BeUHBIVI MUP» VJIV «KOHeI] VICTO-
pUM» HauMHAeT Ka3aTbCs He PeTyIISTUBHOV Wle-
evl, HO JIOCTVIKVIMOV peaTbHOCTEIO, TpUOJIVKeH Ve
KOTOPOVI MOXKHO ¥ HYXKHO YCKOPUTb He TOJIBKO
13 cooOpakeHUV TI0JIe3HOCTH, HO M U3 TpeboBa-
HUVI MOPaJIbHOTO JI0JIra — ¥ He TOJIbKO yOexiie-
HVeM, HO 1 IIpuHYXaeHreM. Tak B oOmImx yepTax
mcnosb3yercs: dpwiocodusi Kanra B pasamuHbIX
MbepasTbHBIX IIPOrpaMMax: TEOPUN IeMOKpaTy-
uveckoro mupa (M. Hovu, b. Paccert u gp.), 1mle-
pasIbHOM WMHTepHallvoHaam3Me (k. AvikeHOep-
pu v 1p.), HeonnOepaIbHOM MHCTUTYIMOHAJIVI3Me
(P. Koxenta u gp.). Tax >ke ee HOHMMAIOT M VCIIOJIb-
3yIOT OIIIIOHEHTHl COBPEeMEeHHBIX KaHTWaHIIEeB
(P. Karan n op.).

Bmecte c Tem dutocodnst Kanra nmeer u gpy-
T'YIO CTOPOHY, B OCHOBHOM 3a0BITYIO B COBpeMeH-
HBIX IVICKYCCUSIX, XOTS SIBHYIO B KAHTOBCKMX TeK-
crax. [JIs KOMIUIEKCHOTO BbIpakeHWs CMBbICiIa
aTOM cTOpoHbl KaHT mcrosib3yeT MOHSTHE aHTa-
roumnsMa. CJI0BO «aHTaroHmsM» — Antagonism /
Antagonismus, pasjiydaroliyecs TOIBKO dopMort
HaIMCcaHsl, HO He 110 CMBICITy, — ¥ €T0 IIPOV3BO-
IIHBIe BCTPeYalOTCs B Ba/ILIATH IeBsITY TOMaX KaH-
TOBCKOI'O aKa/IeMIYecKOoro coopaHms COUMHEeHMI
OKOJIO Tpex JIeCATKOB pas. [1j1s1 cpaBHeHMs, CJI0BO
«pasym» (Vernunft) u ero mpon3BoaHBIE UCIIOIb3Y-
IOTCSI OKOJIO IISATU ThIcad pas. C cyrybo Kosmde-
CTBEHHOVI TOYKM 3PeHNsI MOXeT II0Ka3aTbCs, YTO
MIOHATYE aHTarOHM3Ma B MbIC/IVE KaHTa He mrpaet
cyiiecTBeHHOM posii. OlHAKO, KaK MBI yTBepXK/ia-
eM, ero CMbICII PyHJaMeHTaJIeH 1 OHO BBITIOJTHSAET
OCHOBOIIOJIAraoNyo (PYHKIMIO B 00beHeHUN
pas/iesioB KaHTOBCKOM drytocodpmm Kak Juaxpo-
HIYECKV, OT JOKPUTNYECKOTO K KPUTUUECKOMY U
IIOCTKPUTUYECKOMY TleprofiaM, TaK U CMHXPOHM-
YecKy JJIsl MeTadpU3UKY, JIOTVIKY, YYeHUs O IIpu-
porie, aHTporosiornm, praocodpryt MICTOPUM 1 T10-
JINTUKWY, STUKU U PrItocopmm pesTurmm.

V. A. Chaly, D.A. Kozlova, D. P. Zhukov

their interpretation (and those who disagree
do so from a crude or biased standpoint) then
“perpetual peace” or “the end of history” come
to be perceived. This is seen not as a regulatory
ideal but as an attainable goal. Its achievement
can and must be expedited not only out of
considerations of utility, but also out of a
sense of moral duty. It is the bidding of moral
duty. This is achieved not only by persuasion
but also by coercion. This is basically how
Kant’s philosophy is used by various liberal
programmes: the theories of a democratic
world (Michael Doyle, Bruce Russett and
others), liberal internationalism (John Ikenberry
and others) and neoliberal institutionalism
(Robert Keohane and others). The opponents
of modern Kantians understand and use it in a
similar way (Robert Kagan and others).

At the same time there is another side
to Kant’s philosophy, largely neglected yet
clearly present in his texts. It centres around
the concept of antagonism. Antagonism/
Antagonismus, words differing only in spelling
but not in meaning, occur in Kant’'s twenty-
nine volumes about thirty times. For the
sake of comparison, the word for “reason”
(Vernunft) and its derivatives occur about five
thousand times. Numerically, it may seem
that the concept of antagonism does not play
a significant role in Kant’s thought. And yet
we maintain that its role is fundamental,
performing as it does the function of linking
the departments of the Kantian philosophy
diachronically from the pre-critical to
the critical and post-critical periods, and
synchronically to metaphysics, logic, natural
science, anthropology, philosophy of history
and politics, ethics and the philosophy of
religion.

This article attempts a comprehensive
description of the meanings and functions
of the Kantian concept of antagonism and



B. A. Yanwiit, JI. A. Koznosa, /1. I1. Xyxos

Llesrp HaIIIeVI CTaThM — MIPEAJIOKNTH KOMIUIEKC-
HOe OIlViCaHMe CMBICJIOB M (PYHKIIMI KaHTOBCKO-
ro MHOHSITUS aHTAarOHM3Ma, a TakXe 0DOOCHOBAThb
€ro IIeHTpasIbHOe ITOJIOKeHVe B KaHTOBCKOV (pu-
stococpmrt. MBI TTOIXOAMM K 3a/jade OIpefIeIeHIst
CMBICIIa M (PYHKIIUT Uepe3 aHaJIN3 VICTOPUN pas-
BUTMS KAHTOBCKVMX B3IVISIOB Ha aHTArOHM3M OT
paHHMX padoT 10 paboT no drtocodpnm cTopnn
1780-x rr., rme 3TO MOHSATHE TIOIydYaeT Hambosee
gdBHOe ¥ 00Cy’kJlaeMoe B COBpeMeHHOW JInTepa-
Type ompeneneHve. OCHOBHOM U HeIIOCPeICTBeH-
HBIVI pe3yJsIbTaT HaIllero MCCiIeJOBaHMs OTHOCUTCS
K dmtocodpmnt OIMTUKN ¥, B YaCTHOCTY, MeX-
IAyHapOIHBIX OTHOIIEHUV, I7e MHTepIpeTalun
KanTta ocobeHHO mM30MpaTeslbHO aKIIeHTUPYIOT
PpallVOHaJIBHO-MIEa/INCTUYECKYI0 CTOPOHY — €ro
dutocopum B yiepO BHepallMOHaIBHO-peasIn-
CTVYECKO.

1. CocTostHMeE MCcCiIeI0BaH ML

B coBpeMeHHBIX KaHTOBCKMX VICCIIEOBAHMISIX
AHTArOHM3M OTOXIECTBJISIETCS C «HeOOIMTe Ib-
HOVI OOIITMTeIbHOCTBIO» V1 MHTePIIpeTUpyeTcs Kak
BpeMeHHOe, CjIyJariHoe IIPeIsiTCTBIe Ha MCTOPU-
4ecKOM MYTU K rereMOHMM pasyMa. VickiroueHne
cocrapiiger KHura I. Cumenca (Siemens, 2024),
corepXkalliasi MOMBITKY HaTb MHOIOCTOPOHHIOKO
VIHTEpIIpeTallMI0 KAaHTOBCKOIO  aHTaroHM3Ma,
OIHAKO 3TO VCCJIefIOBaHMe ITIOCTPOEHO Ha COIIo-
craBireann Kanra m Hurimie m vcxoguT 3 HMLI-
IIIEaHCKOV, a He M3 KaHTMAHCKOV ITepPCIIeKTMBHIL.
Cy1iecTByIOT MccilejoBaHMs JIOIMYeCKOro IIpoTH-
BOpEeUNsi ¥ peayIbHOV IIPOTVBOIIOJIOKHOCT B IIO-
CTMApPKCUCTCKVX AVCKYCCUSAX BOKPYT KOHIIEIIIIN
«aroHasibHOM JeMokpatun» 1. Mydd n 3. Jlak-
1o (Laclau, Mouffe, 2001), omrako B Hux KanT, ero
BUZIeHVIe 11 KOHTEKCT He 3aHVMAIOT CYIIleCTBeHHO-
ro mecta. Eme omHa perteBaHTHas COBpeMeHHas
IVICKyCCHs TIOCBsiIIleHa KaHTOBCKOVI MeTadpm3lKe
IIPVPOE], B KOTOPOVI BayKHBI CVITBL IIPUTSDKEHS
n ortasikuBaHMs (Friedman, 1992; 2013; Howard,
2021; Kant..., 2001; Stan, 2025; Warren, 2010; Wat-
kins, 2013 1 np.), ogHaKO OHA TakkKe He KacaeTcs
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makes a case for its central position in Kant’s
philosophy. We approach the task of defining
the meaning and functions through the
analysis of the evolution of Kant’s views on
antagonism from his early works to the works
on the history of philosophy in the 1780s.
These give a more explicit definition, the one
that is discussed in the modern literature. The
main and most immediate result of our study
has to do with the philosophy of politics, in
particular of international relations where Kant
interpretations selectively stress the rational-
idealistic side of his philosophy at the expense
of the non-rational realistic side.
1. Current State of Studies

Modern Kant scholarship identifies
antagonism with “unsociable sociability”,
interpreting it as a temporary and accidental
obstacle on the historical path towards
hegemony of reason. An exception is the book
by Herman Siemens (2024) who attempts
to look at Kantian antagonism from many
sides but compares Kant and Nietzsche,
proceeding from a Nietzschean and not a
Kantian perspective. There are also studies
of logical contradiction and real opposition
in post-Marxist
concept of “agonistic democracy” (Laclau
and Mouffe, 2001), but Kant’s vision and
context are not central there. Another relevant

discussions around the

modern discussion is devoted to the Kantian
metaphysics of nature in which the forces
of attraction and repulsion are important
(Friedman, 1992; 2013; Howard, 2021; Stan,
2025; Warren, 2010; Watkins, 2001; 2013 etc.),
but it, too, does not cover the other aspects and
general meaning of antagonism.

Let us take a closer look at some notable
interpretations of “unsociable sociability”
as antagonism in the political-philosophical



BOITpOCa O JIPYTMX acrieKTax ¥ obIeM 3Ha4eHuUN
aHTaroHM3Ma.

PaccmoTpuM nogpobHee OCHOBHBIE MHTepIIpe-
TalnMM «HeOOIIUTEIbHOM OOIIMTEeIBHOCTI» KakK
aHTaroHM3Ma B IOIUTUKO-PWIIOCOPCKOV KaHTH-
aHckom jmuTeparype. CoOCTBeHHO MOHATVE aHTa-
TOHIM3Ma pacCMaTPUBAeTCs JIVIIb B HECKOJIBKMX
pabotax. I. Vwibsimc B kHure «lommruyeckas
dwtococpna Kanra» mpemsiaraer KpaTKuil UCTO-
puKO-prIIocoOPCKMIT aHaIN3 reHesnca 3TOro Io-
Hatus y Kaara (Williams, 1983, p. 7—10), ogHaxo
BIIOCJIEZICTBUM 3aKJIl04aeT, YTO OHO IIpeosoJie-
BaeTcsl TeM, YTO YWIIbsIMC Has3blBaeT KaHTOBCKOV
IOKTPVHON «MCTOPUUYECKOTO OIITUMM3Ma», TO eCTh
YBEPEHHOCTbIO B OJIaronpusTHOM /I 4YesloBe-
uvectBa vcxope vcropum (Williams, 1992). B xor-
jekTBHOM MoHorpadmmn «llommTmueckas Teo-
pus Kanra», csspiBatoreit dpviocodpuio Kanra
I COBpeMeHHYIO ITOJIUTOJIOIMIO, eCTh paszierl, IIo-
CBSIIIIEHHBIT «HeOoOIIUTEeIFHO OOIIUTEeIFHOCTI,
OIHAKO CBOAAIINV 3TO gBJIeHVe K 00J1acTt OTHO-
meHun Mexnay wHawsuaamu (Ferguson, 2012).
B monymenTtaribHoM «Kant-Lexikon» (Kant-Lex-
ikon, 2015), HacumTeIBatorieM 2395 crareit, cTaTbi
00 aHTaroHms3Me HeT, XOT eCThb crarbu «HeoOmim-
TeJIbHAsl OOIIMTEIBHOCTE», «BorHa», «[IpormBo-
MOJIOKHOCTB, JIOTMYecKas M peasibHas», «Criop».
Kparkast crarbss 006 aHTaroHmsMme, cocTosIast 13
IIBy X IJIaBHBIX OIIpeziesIeHNi1 aHTaroHmsMa y Kau-
Ta, 0OHAPYKMBaeTCs B CPaBHUTEIILHO HeOOJIBIIIOM
«Kant-Lexikon» P. Anicirepa (Eisler, 1930). X. Dcre-
BeCc B popMaTe CTaTbl paccMaTpuBaeT IpodiieMy
MeTap31MIecKoro aHTaroHn3Ma IIPUpPOIbL U CBO-
Oompl B KaHTOBCKOM prytocodmi, He COOTHOCS
ee C 3TUYEeCKNM, COLVIaJIbHBIM U TOIUTIYeCKIM
YPOBHSIMI 1 He IIPOBOA4 aHaIM3a CaMOro ITOHS-
TUI, KOTOpOe BCTpedaeTcs TOJIBKO B 3ariasum (Es-
teves, 2018).

JoMyHMpYyOMNII B COBpeMeHHOM KaHTWaH-
CTBe PAIVIOHAJIVCTIYECKUT B3IJISA IIPe/ICTaBIIsgeT
A. Byn, yTBepXkziasi, YTO COIJIaCHO «CO3HATeJIbHO-
My ¥ KOJUIGKTMBHOMY» IUIaHY pa3yMa eCcTeCcTBeH-
HBIVI aHTarOHM3M MeXAy JIIOAbMU «OyaeT IIo-
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Kantian literature. The concept of antagonism
proper is the subject only of a few works.
Howard Williams (1983, pp. 7-10) in his book,
Kant’s Political Philosophy, gives a historical-
philosophical overview of the genesis of Kant’s
concept of antagonism, but later states that it is
overshadowed by what Williams (1992) calls
the Kantian doctrine of “historical optimism,”
i.e. the confidence that things will work out
favourably for humankind. The collective
monograph Kant’s Political Theory which
links Kant’s philosophy and modern political
science has a chapter devoted to “unsociable
sociability” but reduces this phenomenon to
the domain of relations between individuals
(Ferguson, 2012). The monumental Kant-
Lexikon, which has 2395 entries, does not
include an entry on antagonism although it
has entries on “Unsociable Sociability”, “War”,
“Opposition: Logical and Real”, and “Dispute”
(Willaschek et al.,, 2015). The comparatively
small Kant-Lexikon of Rudolf Eisler (1930)
has a short entry on antagonism containing
Kant’s two main definions of antagonism.
Julio Esteves (2018) examines in an article the
problem of metaphysical antagonism between
nature and freedom in Kantian philosophy
without relating it to the ethical, social and
political levels and analysing the concept that
only appears in the title.

The rationalist view that prevails in modern
Kantianism is represented by Allen W. Wood
(1991, p. 343) who believes that according to
“a conscious and collective plan” of reason
the natural antagonism between people
“will gradually be overcome, vanquished
by reason’s free concord”. The well-known
Kantian philosopher of law, Arthur Ripstein
(2021, p. 228) asserts the same with regard to
relations between nations: “An international
legal order replaces the private-legal concept
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CTEIIEHHO IIpeofiojieH, TIO0eXIeH CBOOOTHBIM
coracueM pasyma» (Wood, 1991, p. 343). V3BecT-
HBIVI KaHTHaHCKUM dustocod mpasa A. Purnctun
yTBep)XKIIaeT TO JKe CaMoe B OTHOIIIEHN HapOIOB:
MEXYHAPOIHBIVI IIPABOBOV IIOPSIOK 3aMeHseT
«@HTaroHM3M, COOTBETCTBYIOLIMVI BHEIIIHEVI CBO-
Oorte, Orraromapst KOTOPOVI KaXKIbIVI MOXET CoXpa-
HUTB TO, YTO €My IIPMHAIJIeXNT, HO He CII0Cco0 ero
IproOpeTeHMs», «PaIVIOHAJIBHOV Vileel MUPHO-
ro, IIyCTh ¥ He JIPYy>KeII00HOro, BceoOBeMITIONIEro
Coo0IIIecTBa BCcex HAITUIL Ha 3€MJIe», UTO II03BOJIS-
€T paspellaTh CIOPHI «IIVBVWIN30BAHHBIM O0Opa-
30M, Kak ecsii Obl 3TO ObUI CyieOHBIN IIpoliecc, a
He criocoooM BapBapckmum» (Ripstein, 2021, p. 228).
B oreuecTBeHHOW TMTEpaType KaHTMAHCKME pu-
j1ocopcKVie OCHOBaHMS Teopun MeXIyHapo-
HBIX OTHOIIeHM paccMmarpuBalioT E. IO. Buroky-
pos (Burokypos, 2001), A. H. Cammmkos (Canmxos,
2013), A.E. KyTtenuukos 1 B. A. Hanem (KyTen-
HuKoB, Yasemi, 2013). ITpoGiieMy wHTeprpeTa-
i vnent Kanra B CUTYyaIl BOVIHBEI I O BOVIHE
vccienyor H. A. [Imurpuesa (Imutpuesa, 2014)
n A.H. Kpymios (Kpyrmnos, 2020a; 20200). OnHa-
KO aHTarOHM3M B JaHHBIX paboTax CIeIaIbHO
He paccMaTpuBaeTcs. B 11e1oM aHasImM3 cOCTOSHS
KaHTMAHCKMX VCCIIeIOBaHMI TIOKa3bIBaeT IIpeod-
JafjlaHVie  YHUBEPCAIVCTCKO-pallVIOHAJIVCTIIde-
CKOVI IIO3VLINM, IJIsI KOTOPOW «HeOOIIMTeIbHAs
OOIINTEIILHOCTD» SIBJISIETCSI €CJIV He eqMHCTBeH-
HBIM, TO IVIaBHBIM acIIeKTOM aHTaroHM3Ma v JInbo
IIpeorioJieBaeTCsl pa3yMoM, JINOO BOBCe «OKa3bIBa-
eTCsl TeM CII0COO0M, KOTOPBIM ITPOSIBIISIETCS CaM
pasym» (McCloughan, 2003, p. 43).

2. ITousTvie aHTaroHmnsMa B TeKkcrax Kanra

2.1. Xponosoeus ocnoBuvix ynompebarenui
mepmMuHa <AHMa2o0HUIM» U e20 npou3BooHbIX
6 pabomax Kanma

1. (1755) «HoBoe ocBselieHVe TIePBBIX ITPUHIIN-
1oB MeTadpm3ndeckoro nosHaHus». KaHT B mmc-
ceprallyi Ha JIATBIHM VIMeHYeT KPUTMKYeMOro
OIIIOHeHTa «aHTaroHucrom» (AA 01, S. 400, 405).
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of “an antagonism in accordance with outer
freedom by which each can preserve what
belongs to it, but not a way of acquiring”,
with the “rational idea of a peaceful, even if
not friendly, thoroughgoing community of all
nations on the earth”, making it possible for
disputes to be decided “in a civil way, as if by
a lawsuit, rather than in a barbaric way”. In
Russia, Kantian philosophical foundations of
the theory of international relations are studied
by Yevgeniy E. Vinokurov (2001), Alexey N.
Salikov (2013), Alexander E. Kuteinikov and
Vadim A. Chaly (2013). Nina A. Dmitrieva
(2014) and Alexey N. Krouglov (2020a; 2020b)
explore the problem of interpretations of
Kant’s ideas in a situation of war and about
war. However, these works do not specifically
examine antagonism. On the whole, analysis
of the current state of Kantian studies reveals
the prevalence of the universalist-rationalistic
position for which “unsociable sociability” is
the main, if not the only aspect of antagonism
which is either overcome by reason or “reveals
itself to be just the way in which reason itself is
manifested” (McCloughan, 2003, p. 43).

2. The Concept of Antagonism
in Kant’s Texts

2.1. Chronology of the Main Uses
of the Term “Antagonism” and Its Derivatives
in Kant’s Works

1. (1755) The New Elucidation of the First
Principles of Metaphysical Cognition. In his Latin-
language dissertation Kant calls his opponent
“antagonist” (PND, AA 01, p. 400, 405).

2. (1766) Dreams of Spirit-Seer Elucidated by
Dreams of Metaphysics. Antagonism between
theoretical learning and practical wisdom (TG,
AA 02, p. 369).



2. (1766) «I'pe3bl myxoBu/lia, IIOSCHEHHBIE I'pe-
3aMm MeTapV3MKI». AHTarOHWM3M TeOPEeTIYeCKO
YUYeHOCTM ¥ IIpaKTudeckoyt mypapoctu (AA 02,
S. 369).

3. (1772/73) B nexumsix Mo aHTPOMIOJIOT MUY IIPO-
BOIAWTCS aHAJIOIMs MeX[1y MBbIIIIIlaMy-aHTaroHM-
CTaMM U YepeyIoIMICS YMCTBeHHBIMU 3aHsI-
tusimu (AA 25,S. 37, 63; AA 25, S. 286).

4. (1781—1782?) B nexkuysx 110 aHTPOIOIOI U
TI0sIBJIsSIeTCS TeMa aHTarOHM3Ma JJo0pa 1 371a 1 «He-
obmmrrertbHast oOIMTEIIBHOCTE» (AA 25, S. 1199).

5. (1784) «Vpmes BceoOIIeNt MCTOPWUI BO BCe-
MV PHO-TpaX[JaHCKOM IIaHe». [lepBoe 1 OCHOB-
HOe oIlpejiesieHVie IIOHATY aHTarOHW3Ma B CBA3M
C «HeoOmMTEeTPHOV O0mMTETPHOCTEIO» (AA 08,
S. 20) u ero passuTue (S. 22), B TOM 4mcIIe B IIpUIMe-
HeHVM K MeXI1yHapOIHBIM OTHOIIeHMsM (S. 24).

6. (1785) «OcHoBorosioxkeHne K MeTadpu3snke
HpaBOB». AHTaroOHM3M WIN «ecTeCTBeHHas [Iua-
JIEKTVIKa» CKJIOHHOCTEVI M IpenIiCaHmM pa3yMa
(AA 04, S. 405, 424).

7. (1786) «MeTtadmsmueckrie Hadaa eCTeCTBO-
3HaHMs». AHTarOHM3M CWI B MaTepuy KakK IIpu-
YMHa IPOTSHKEHHOCT, OBVDKEHMS 1 B3auIMOfIeli-
creus (AA 04, S. 551, 562, 563).

8. (1793) «O norosopke: “MOXeT ObITB 3TO 11 BEP-
HO B TEOPUM, HO He TOIAMTCS 15l HPaKTUKM ». AH-
TaroHM3M J1rozient B mx cobozie (AA 08, S. 306).

9. (1797) «Metadusvka HpaBob». Ves Mexy-
HapOJTHOTO ITpaBa COAEPXKUT B ceOe ITOHSATYe aHTa-
TOHM3Ma TOCYAapCcTB B COOTBETCTBUM C IIPUHIIN-
mamu BHenrHer: cBoooas! (AA 06, S. 347).

10. (1798) «AHTpOIONOrMs C IIparMaTyecKon
TOUKM 3peHMs». AHTaroHM3M WIN peasibHasi, HO
He JIOT9ecKasi, IIPOTVBOIIOJIIOKHOCTh OOV 1 Ha-
CJIaXIeHWs], YIIOBOJIBCTBUSL WM HeyJIOBOJIbCTBYAS
(AA 07,S. 230—-231).

11. (1798) «Cnop ¢pakysereToB». AHTarOHU3M
orpeziesiseTcs Kak CIIOp CTOPOH, CBSI3aHHBIX JIPyT
C APYTOoM OOITHOCTBIO KOHEUHOV! 11eJIV, U OT/InYa-
etcst oT BovHbI (AA 07, S. 35—36).
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3. (1772/73) In lectures on anthropology an
analogy is drawn between antagonistic muscles
and intermittent mental activities (V-Anth/
Collins, AA 25, p. 37, 63; V-Anth/Parow, AA 25,
p. 286).

4. (1781—1782?) The theme of antagonism
between good and evil and “unsociable
sociability” crops up in lectures on
anthropology (V-Anth/Mensch, AA 25, p. 1199).

5. (1784) “Idea for a Universal History with
a Cosmopolitan Aim”. The first and main
definition of the concept of antagonism in
connection with “unsociable sociability” (IaG,
AA 08, p. 20) and its development (ibid., p. 22),
with reference to international relations (ibid.,
p. 24).

6. (1785) Groundwork of the Metaphysics of
Morals. Antagonism or “natural dialectic” of
aptitudes and prescriptions of reason (GMS,
AA 04, p. 405, 424).

7. (1786) Metaphysical Foundations of Natural
Science. Antagonism between forces
matter as the cause of extension, motion and
interaction (MAN, AA 04, p. 551, 562, 563).

8. (1793) “On the Common Saying: That May
Be Correct in Theory, but It Is of No Use in
Practice”. Antagonism between people in their
freedom (TP, AA 08, p. 306).

9. (1797) The Metaphysics of Morals. The idea
of international law contains the concept of
antagonism between states in accordance with
the principles of outer freedom (MS, AA 06,
p. 347).

10. (1798) Anthropology from a Pragmatic Point
of View. Antagonism or real, and not logical
opposition between pain and enjoyment,
pleasure and displeasure (Anth, AA 07, pp. 230-
231).

11. (1798) The Conflict of the Faculties.
Antagonism is defined as a dispute between
sides which have a shared goal, and is thus
different from war (SF, AA 07, pp. 35-36).

in
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12. (1798) 3amerku Kk «Criopy ¢aKysIbTeTOB».
AHTaroHmsM pasyMa ¥ Bepbl KaK OCHOBa CIIOpa
dmtocodpckoro m TeosIornyeckoro ¢axyIIbTeToB
(AA 23, S. 451, 453)

13. (Ox. 1790—-1803) 3amerku n «Opus postu-
mum». 300pOBbe OIlpeesigeTcss Kak paBHOBece B
aHTarOHM3Me XVM3HEHHBIX CUJI B TeJle XKMBOTHOTO
(AA 15,5.963; AA 22, S. 511). YriommHaeTcs aHTa-
roHm3M pmsmdecknx cwit (AA 21, S. 193, 351; AA
22, S. 609).

OrnperesieHrie aHTaroHM3Ma BCTpeYaeTCs OVH
pa3 (6), BIOC/IECTBMM OHO paclIMpsieTcd yKasa-
HUeM Ha e[VHCTBO KOHEUHOW eIl aHTaroHW-
cTudecknx cropoH (11). 3Haunmble ynoTpeOieHns
TIOHSI TSI MOXKHO CTPYIIIPOBATh BOKPYT HECKOIIb-
KMX TeM. Bo-TilepBBIX, aHTarOHM3M CIJT XapaKTepu-
3yeT dyHIaMeHTaJIbHble IPUPOIHBIE IIPOIIECCH
(7). Hanbornee sisHo KanT nimiier o6 stom B «Me-
TadpV3MUecKX Hadalax ecTecTBo3HaHMs» (1786),
I7le yKasblBaeT Ha «3aKOH AHIMA0HU3MA BO BCS-
KOM B3aMMOZEVICTBUI MaTepuyu Osaromaps OBU-
XeHUIO» (AA 04, S. 562; KanTt, 19946, c. 369), a
BO3MOXXHOCTb JIBVDKEHMSI OOBACHSET OTTaIKMBa-
HUeM U npuTsbkeHneM. HedsHo 3To xe aHTaro-
HUCTUYeCKoe TIOHVMaHVe MaTepun, IBVDKeHUS 1
PasBUTIS COOEPXKUTCS B CaMbIX IIePBBIX paboTax
KanTa 11 cocTaBiisgeT OCHOBY IOKPUTWYECKOM He-
OysspHOM rumnoTessl 1755 1., rae AyanusM oTTal-
KVMBaHMS M IPUTSDKEHMS BBOOWTCS KaK IIpUYMHa
oOpasoBaHMsi HebecHbIX Tell. [IBroKytmasics (pas-
BUBAIOIIAsICs) ¥ MPOTSDKeHHAsI MaTepysl BO3MOX-
Ha Ortarofapsi cmjlaM IIPUTSDKEHMS M OTTaIKMBa-
HVIs, KOTOPBIe IIPeICTaBIIAI0T coO0v Oa30BbINt B
peayIbHOM IIPOTMBOMOJIOKHOCTH. TlosTomMy pan-
HMe HaTypdwIocodpckime padoTbl HeOOXOIMMBI
171 TIOHVIMaHVs ITPOVICXOXKIIEHWS 11 CTAHOBJIEHWS
KaHTOBCKOT'O aHTarOHMCTVYECKOT'O BUIEHVISL, XOTsI
B HVX M HET TEPMMHA «aHTarOHM3M».

ITockosibKy OCHOBHAsi HOBM3Ha Harrei pabo-
TBI COCTOUT B ITpEJICTaBIEHNUN «HeOOIIUTeTbHON
OOIIMTEIPHOCTI» KaK YacTy OOIero KaHTOBCKO-
ro IIOHVIMaHWs IPUPObl, 0O0CHOBaHMe 3TOVI CBsi-
3M COCTaBUT CaMBIVI OOIIVIPHBIN pas3fesl CTaThIL.
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12. (1798) Notes for The Conflict of Faculties.
Antagonism between reason and faith
as the basis of the argument between the
philosophical and theological faculties (VASF,
AA 23, p. 451, 453)

13. (Circa 1790—1803) Notes and Opus
postumum. Health is defined as equilibrium in
the antagonism of life forces in the animal’s
body (HN, AA 15, p. 963; AA 22, p. 511).
Antagonism of physical forces is mentioned
(OP, AA 21, p. 193, 351; AA 22, p. 609).

Definition of antagonism occurs once (6),
later it is broadened by reference to the com-
mon ultimate goal of the antagonistic sides (11).
Meaningful uses of the concept can be grouped
around several topics. First, antagonism of forc-
es characterises fundamental natural processes
(7). Kant writes about it in the most explicit way
in the Metaphysical Foundations of Natural Science
(1786), where he points to “the law of antagonism
in all community of matter through motion”
(MAN, AA 04, p. 562; Kant, 2002, p. 268) and ex-
plains the possibility of motion by repulsion and
attraction. Implicitly, this antagonistic concept of
nature, motion and development is contained in
Kant's earliest works and forms the basis of the
1755 pre-critical nebular hypothesis where du-
alism of repulsion and attraction is introduced
as the cause of the formation of celestial bod-
ies. Moving (developing) and extended matter
is made possible by the forces of attraction and
repulsion which represent the basic type of real
opposition. That is why early works on natu-
ral philosophy are essential for understanding
the origin and evolution of Kant’s antagonistic
vision, even though they do not use the term
“antagonism”. Because the main novelty of our
work is the presentation of “unsociable sociabil-
ity” as part of the overall Kantian understand-
ing of nature, the grounding of this connection
forms the largest part of this article. Second, the
content of the concept of antagonism acquires a
new aspect in Kant’s treatment of the difference
of the real, i.e. physical, opposition from logical



Bo-BTOpBIX, comep)kaHMe IIOHSTMS AHTArOHM3-
Ma oOpeTaeT HOBBIVI acIleKT B KaHTOBCKOVI IIpopa-
OoTke oTmums peastbHOW, TO eCTb cpm3mqec:1<0171,
IIPOTVMBOIIOJIOKHOCTM  OT  JIormueckon. Haxko-
Hell, yeJIoBeUecKast «HeoOIITeIbHast o0nInMTeIb-
HOCTb» CTaHOBUTCS BaXXHBIM YacTHBIM CJIydYa-
eM 00l1ero NpupogHOro aHTaroHu3Ma B paboTax
1780—1790-x 1T. (4, 5, 8, 9, 11). DTO HamboOIIEE OCBO-
eHHasi B COBpeMeHHO JINTepaType YacTb KaHTOB-
CKOVI MTapaJirMBbl, I MBI He OyfieM OINCHIBaTh ee
TIOITPOOHO, HO CBSKEM C OOIIVIM KaHTOBCKMM TIO-
HMMaHVeM IPUPOABI 1 MBIIUIEHNS O Hell. B aTon
CTaTbe MBI MOXKeM JIUIIIb YIIOMSIHY Th BHY TPeHHWU
aHTarOHM3M 4ejioBedecKyx MoTuBoB (6, 10), moro-
My 4YTO ero IofpoOHOe McciiefoBaHVe MOTpedo-
BajIo OBl HOTPYXXeHWMs B KAaHTOBCKYIO 3TVIKY, aH-
TpoHosIormio 1 drsiocoduio peaurmn. Mbl Takxe
He OyzeM KacaTbCsl aHTarOHVCTMYECKNX CIOXKeTOB
B KaHTOBCKOVI TEOpPWUM IIO3HAHMS — B3aVIMOLeN-
cTBUsL pasyMa U Bepbl (12), uyBCTBEHHOCTM U pac-
Cy/[IKa, PelelITUBHOCTY ¥ CLIOHTAaHHOCTY, aHTMHO-
MWYHOCTY pa3yMa, HeCOBIIa[IeHVisI Or paHMUYeHHbBIX
YaCTHBIX TIEPCIIEKTVB VIV B3IJISIIOB Ha MHOT000-
pasue BCero BO3MOXKHOI'O OITbITa, «eCTeCTBEHHO
IVIQJIEKTVIKV», COCTSI3aTeTTBHOCTYI KPUTVIKIL.

2.2. Aumaezonusm cua 8 npupode

dopMmupoBaHMe MHTEIUIeKTyaJIbHOTO Mupa
KanTa npovicxonmio B KOHTEKCTe CTOJIKHOBEHWIS
OMeTu3Ma, BOJIb(O-IeNIOHUIIEBCKON  ITpOrpaM-
MBI ¥ HBIOTOHVAHCTBA. YUUTeNIs U CBEPCTHUKM
KanTa B Kénnrcbepre, 1ocTaTouHO yIajleHHOM OT
1IeHTPOB KOH(POHTAIINN IIeTVCTOB, «MeTadp3u-
KOB» U «MaTeMaTVKOB» B beprvae 1 Xasiste, Obun
3aHSTEL, 110 Cy TV, IIOIBITKAMV CHSITh aHTarOHM3M
nporpaMmm B cuHTe3e (Schonfeld, 2000; Schonfeld,
Thompson, 2014). DToT cuHTe3 IOJDKeH ObLI Co-
XPaHWUTh JIOCTVDKeHMs HBIOTOHMAHCTBA, TO €CTh
TOUHOe MexaH4eckoe 00bsCHeHVe UyBCTBEHHOIO
MIpa, HO TIOMEeCTUTH X B DoJIee MPOKYIO JIero-
HUIIeaHCKYIO0 MeTapV3MUecKyI0 paMKy, OObICHS-
IOIITYIO JIeXKAIITVV 3a SIBJIEHVUSIMY IHTeJUINT 10eIb-
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opposition. Finally, human “unsociable socia-
bility” becomes an important particular case of
general natural antagonism in the works of the
1780s and 1790s (4, 5, 8, 9, 11). Since this is the
best studied part of the Kantian paradigm, we
will not dwell on it at any length but will link
it to the overall Kantian vision of nature. Here
we will merely mention the inner antagonism of
human motives (6, 10) because a detailed study
would require an immersion in the Kantian eth-
ics, anthropology and philosophy of religion.
Likewise, we will not touch upon antagonistic
elements in Kant’s theory of cognition, the inter-
action between reason and faith (12), sensibility
and understanding, receptivity and spontaneity,
the antinomic character of reason, the discrepan-
cy between private perspectives or views on the
manifold of all possible experience, “the natural
dialectics” and adversariness of critique.

2.2. Antagonism of Forces in Nature

Kant’s intellectual world was formed in
the context of the clash between pietism,
the Wolffian-Leibnizian programme and
Newtonianism. Kant’s teachers and co-evals
in Koenigsberg (relatively remote from the
centres of confrontations between pietists,
“metaphysicians” and “mathematicians” in
Berlin and Halle) were essentially engaged
in attempts to sublate the antagonism of the
programmes through synthesis (Schonfeld,
2000; Schonfeld and Thompson, 2014). The
synthesis was to preserve the achievements
of Newtonianism i.e. precise mechanistic
explanation of the sensible world, but place
it in the broader Leibnizian metaphysical
framework which explains the intelligible
world behind the phenomena and overcomes
the limitations of mechanicism. This
framework was to be built into the pietist
religious worldview. Kant tried to give his
own resolution to these fundamental clashes.



B. A. Yanwiit, JI. A. Koznosa, /1. I1. Xyxos

HBIVI MUP ¥ IIPEeOJI0JIeBaoITyI0 OrpaHNYeHHOCTh
MexaHMIM3Ma. A 3Ta paMKa JI0JDKHa Obljla OBITH
BCTPOEHa B MMETUCTCKOe PeJINIMO3HOe MUPOBO3-
3pennre. KaHT MOMBITAJICS JaTh CBOe pa3pellleHie
3TMX (PyHIaMeHTaIbHBIX CTOJIKHOBEeHMI. MeTop,
JeMOHCTpally edVHCTBa aHTarOHMUCTMYEeCKIX
IIPOTMBOIIOIIOKHOCTEVI CTaJl ero ooren dpmrtocod-
CKOVI CTpaTeruer.

KanToBeapl pacxosiTcst B OILleHKaxX Mep BIIVS-
Hus Ha KaHTa By ero riiaBHBIX yauTesier, Oojee
craprero Voransaa [ordpuna Tecke (1704—1772)
u Oosee nspectHoro Maprmna Knyruena (1713 —
1751), omHako oba oHM pabotarmt Hapg dutocod-
cKyMM mpodiieMaMm pmsmky. KHyTIieH mpu sToM
IbITaJICAd J1aTh BOJIbPMAHCKYIO MHTepIIpeTalyio
BCKPBITBIM ¥ OIIVICAHHBIM HBIOTOHMAHIIAMU SIB-
seHMsM, a Tecke couetasr pU3MKY C NMETV3MOM.
B criopax o mocTomMHCTBax 1 HefocTaTKax HbIOTO-
HMAHCKOV IIPOrpaMMBbl YUUTHIBAJIVICE HE TOJIBKO
«MaTemaTnyeckne Hadajla HaTypaIbHOV pulo-
codpum» (1687), HO 1 Goslee OCTyIIHAS W IIVIPe M3~
BeCTHasi — ¥ OT/IMYAIOIIAsCS B psifie BOIIPOCOB —
«Ontuka» (1704/1717) (Massimi, 2011). Dtum xe
rpobsieMaM ObUINM TIOCBSIIIEHBI HEKOTOpBIE OIIbI-
Tl @puapuxa Voranna byka (1722—-1786) u Vo-
ranHa @puspuxa Banrenkammnda (1726 —1758) —
CBepCTHMKOB 11 KOHKypeHToB KaHTa 3a BHUMaHMe
yuuTesien v yHuBepcureTckue mosunmmn (Pozzo,
1993; Schonfeld, Thompson, 2014). Takum oOpa-
30M, CTOJIKHOBEHVIe JIByX IIpOrpaMM [JaJio CTUMYJI
1711 KAaHTOBCKOVI MBICIIV, @ KOHKYPeHIT B aKajie-
MIUEeCKOV cpejle yCuInia ee HallpsDKeHMe.

®durtocodckast 1 HayuyHad Kapbepa Kanra Ha-
yasiack B 1747 1. BCTyIUIGHVIEM B CIIOP O «KMBBIX
CWlax», pasBepHYBIINICS B OCHOBHOM MeXIy
HapTUsAMU JleiOHMIIeaHIIeB 1 KapTe3MaHIleB, HO
3aTparvBaBIINiL VI OCHOBBI HblOTOHMaHCTBa (Wat-
kins, 2013, p. 430). BmecTo TOro 4ToOBI IIpecTa-
BUTb AVICCEPTAIINIO Ha JIATBIHU U 3aBEPIINUTD €l0
obyueHVIe, MOJIOHOV (PMIIOCOd TIOIBITAJICH, ITYCTh
C omo3laHMeM, paspelInTh OTHY U3 IJIaBHBIX Ha-
Typdmtocodpckmx mmpodiiem Toro spemenn (Krom,
2021, c. 128). IToIBITKM CHATH aHTArOHW3M JIEVIO-

The method of demonstrating the unity of
antagonistic opposites became his general
philosophical strategy.

Kant scholars have no consensus as to
the degree to which Kant was influenced by
two of his main teachers, the older Johann
Gottfried Teske (1704—1772) and the better-
known Martin Knutzen (1713 —1751), although
both of them worked on the philosophical
problems of physics. Knutzen tried to give
a Wolffian interpretation to the phenomena
discovered and described by Newtonians
while Teske combined physics with pietism.
The arguments about the merits and demerits
of the Newtonian programme took into
account not only Philosophiee Naturalis Principia
Mathematica (1687), but the more accessible
and better known — and differing in some
issues — Opticks (1704/1717) (Massimi, 2011).
The same problems engaged Kant’s co-evals
and rivals who were seeking the attention of
teachers and university positions e.g. Friedrich
Johann Buck (1722 —1786) and Johann Friedrich
Weitenkampf (1726—1758) (Pozzo, 1993;
Schonfeld and Thompson, 2014). Thus, the
clash of the two programmes gave an impetus
to Kant’s thought while competition in the
academic milieu increased its intensity.

Kant’s philosophical and scientific career
began in 1747 when he joined the argument
which unfolded
mainly between the parties of Leibnizians
and Cartesians, but also touched on the
foundations of Newtonianism (Watkins, 2013,
p- 430). Instead of presenting a dissertation
in Latin the young philosopher tried, albeit
belatedly, to solve one of the main problems
of natural science at the time (Kuehn, 2021,
p- 128). Attempts to sublate the antagonisms
between Leibnizianism and Newtonianism,
mathematised empiricism and metaphysical

about “living forces”
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HVIIeaHCTBA ¥ HBIOTOHMAHCTBA, MaTeMaTM3VIpO-
BaHHOT'O SMIIMPV3Ma 1 MeTadpV3MUecKOoro paro-
HaJIM3Ma COCTaBMIIN OCh pa3BuTs Mbicu KanTa
Ha IPOTSDKEHWMM IIEPBBIX JEeCATVIETUVI TBOpUe-
CTBa 1 OKas3aIn (popMUpyIoLVe BIVIHME Ha KpU-
Tudeckyto dpwiocoduro. B ceoerr nepsont padote
KaHT oTpuIiaeT BHENTHMTI XapaKTep ¥ €IVHCTBEH-
HOCTb CVJIBI IIPUTSDKEHMS U YTBEPXKIIaeT, UTO «Ka-
XJoe Teslo obr1afaeT CyHOCTHOM cvton» (AA 01,
S. 17; Kant, 19948, c. 62). DTa 11o3uL1sg OTKpbIBaeT
BO3MO)KHOCTb IIOCTPOEHUS IUIIOPaICTIYECKON
AHTArOHMCTUYECKOVI KOHIIEIILIVVI CUJL

AHTAarOHMCTUYECKU B3IVIS, Ha YCTPOVICTBO
M pasBUTHMe MUPO3[OaHMs ObUI IIOJIHee pasBep-
HyT Kantom B 1755 . Bo «BceoOmient ecrecTsen-
HOVI VICTOPU I TeOpUM Heba». DTOT TpaKTaT CTal
TIOITBITKOV YCOBEPIIIEHCTBOBATh HBIOTOHVMAHCKYIO
HapagurMy: Tam, rige HetoToH mso6pasmt ycrpo-
eHHYIO0 U nopaepxnsaemyio borom Bceerenmnyio,
KanT mpemioxmwiI CreKyJIsSTUBHYIO TMUIIOTe3y O
ee MMMAaHEHTHOM eCTeCTBEHHOM T'eHe3Vce 1 CTa-
OVUTBHOCTYI Yepe3 aHTarOHM3M CIIL

OpHuM 13 I71aBHBIX ITapagoKcoB Mopesy Hpro-
TOHA, WM3JIOXKEHHOV B «MaTreMaTuyecKkmx Hada-
Jax HaTypaiabHOM dutocodpum» (1687), Obiio
OTCYTCTBME B Hell OObICHEeHMS CTaOVIBHOCTU
Bcesternnon. Ecoim BeestenHass koHeuHa, TO HOeVi-
CTBVIe €IVIHCTBEHHOV CUJIBI BCEMVPHOIO TSTOTe-
HUS JOJDKHO IIPMBECTM K CXJIOIBIBAHMIO MaTe-
PVIVL B pacIIoyIOKeHHOe B IIeHTpe CVjI OeCKOHEUHO
MaJIoe TeJI0 OeCKOHeYHO OOJIBIION IUIOTHOCTY, K
IpaBUTAIIMOHHOMY Kojularicy. Eciam OeckoHeu-
Ha, TO B JIIOOOV ee TOUKe OeCcKOHeuHO OoJIbIlasi
cwIa Oy[eT MIeViCTBOBaTh BO BCeX HAITpaBJIEHVISAX,
YTO [OJDKHO BBI3BaTh I'PAaBUTAIIMOHHBIV Pa3pbIB.
HploToH X0polo IoHMMall 3Ty IIpolieMy M pa-
Hee OOyMBIBaJI B PO «CTaOvuIm3aropa» 3dup
(Newton, 1978), HO B «Hauastax» oTKasasics OT 110-
CTYJIMPOBaHMs 3TOV JIVIIIIHeV CyOCTaHIUM, «HU-
yeM cels1 He riposiBrisitorer» (Heioton, 1989, c. 19).
[TpoGiiemy nonmmanmu m untarenu «Hauas», Ta-
K1e KaK KeMOpwmKckmm Teosor Prvaapn berim
(1662—1742). OTBeyas B IIMcbMax Ha BoIpoc beHT-
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of Kant’s
development in the early

rationalism formed the axis
philosophical
decades of his career and exerted a formative
influence on his critical philosophy. In his first
work Kant denies that the force of attraction
is external and one, claiming that “every body
has an essential force” (GSK, AA 01, p. 17; Kant,
2012a, p. 22). This position makes it possible to
construct a pluralistic antagonistic concept of
forces.

Kant elaborated the antagonistic view of
the structure and development of the universe
in the Universal Natural History and Theory of
the Heavens (1755). The treatise marked an
attempt to improve the Newtonian paradigm:
where Newton described a Universe created
and maintained by God, Kant put forward a
speculative hypothesis of its immanent natural
genesis and stability through antagonism of
forces.

One of the paradoxes of Newton’s model
set forth in Philosophiee Naturalis Principia
Mathematica was that it did not explain the
stability of the Universe. If the Universe is
finite, then the single force of gravitation
should have caused an implosion of matter into
an infinitely small body of great density located
in the centre. If it is infinite, the action of the
same force at any point would be infinitely
great in all directions, causing a gravitational
rupture. Newton was well aware of this
problem and had earlier contemplated ether as
the stabiliser (Newton, 1978), but in Principia
he dropped it as a substance which was “of
no efficacy at all” (see Newton, 1729, p. 28).
The problem was understood by the readers of
Principia such as Richard Bentley (1662 —1742),
a Cambridge theologian. Replying in his letters
to Bentley’s question about the foundations
of stability Newton argued that the universe
was probably infinite and that incontestable
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m 00 ocHOBaHMAX cTaOvIbHOCTY, HBIOTOH yKa-
3bIBaJI Ha BEPOSATHYIO OECKOHEUHOCTh BCeJIEHHO
VI HeCOMHEHHYI0 O0)KeCTBeHHYIO MY pOCTb B pac-
ITOJIOXKEHVIV MaTepui TaKM 00pa3oM, YTOOBI B3a-
VIMHOe IIPUTSDKeHVe OCTaBaJloCh B PaBHOBECUN
(Newton, 1756, p. 2—3). Ilo cyTn, aTo o3Hauaso
IIOCTOSIHHOE YyZleCHOe BMeIlaTeIbCTBO OecKOHeu-
HOVI OO0XKeCTBEHHOW CUJIbI B IOPSIOK IIPUPOLIb,
TaKXke M3HadasIbHO ¥ Cpasy yCTaHOBJIEHHBI bo-
roM, HO Hu Herorony, Hu bentii Takas rumnore-
3a He Ka3asiach mpoosieMaTaHom. OIHO 13 caMbIX
IIePBbIX 1 HEIIPexXOA X JocTvokeHnit KanTa co-
CTOSJIO B PellUTeSIbHOM TpeOOBaHMM W MOIBITKE
cyrybo Hay4HOro, a He TeOoJIOrM4ecKoro oobsCHe-
HMs He TOJIBKO paBHOBecusl HeOecHBIX Tesl, HO U
VIX BO3HMKHOBeHMs. [leBr30M KaHTOBCKOV pusu-
YecKOVI IIPOrpaMMBl, ¥ JOKPUTIYECKOV, V1 KPUTH-
YeCKOV, CTasIO «0atine MHe Mamepuio, u s nocmpor
us nee mup» (AA 01, S. 230; Kanr, 1994a, c. 123).
KanT Hartes1 pecypcsl 1151 CBOMX HOBAaTOPCKMX
nocTpoeHun y camoro HeroToHa, 1 mpexze Bce-
ro B Borpocax x «OnTuke». Bormpocsl mpejicras-
JIsUTVE cODOVI CBOEro pofia 3aBelllaHe BeJIMKOrOo
eCTeCTBOVICIIBITaTel Il B Bue HaOopa mmpoOsieM 1
HaOpOCKOB X BO3MOXHBIX pelieHnV. Meron Bo-
IIpOCOB ObUI He MaTeMaTM4YecKMM, HO CIIeKYJIs-
TUBHBIM, VICIIOJIb30BaBIIVIM TMIIOTe3bl ¥ MBICIIeH-
HbIe 3KCIIepVMEeHTHI BMeCTO U 110 (popMaIv3aliui
(xoporiass HOBOCTB I He BjlajeBlllero TpeOye-
MBIM MaTeMmaTmueckmM arraparom Kanra). Ilo
cytn, HploTOH criesniai 371ech cepuro rumoTeTmye-
CKMX IIIaroB ¥ IPesIoXNI OyayIIyM IIOKOJIeHV-
M IIPOIOJDKUTD TPY/I, TO €CThb IIOIBITaThCA JIey-
LIMPOBaTh U IIPOBEPUTH CJIEACTBYS U3 €ro JI0ra/IoK
v abnykinit. KaHT OblsT O4HMM 113 MHOTMX OT-
KJIMKHYBIIMXCS Ha 3TOT IPU3bIB, HO €ro Ipopa-
0oTKa HBIOTOHOBCKOTO «3aBelllaHMs» OKa3aach
Hanbosee dpurtocodckm riryOOKON M3 TOralHIX
anerepHatus (Brading, Stan, 2024, p. 169—200).
J1y1s1 Halero wmcciefoBaHMs Hambosee cyiile-
CTBEHHO BbICKa3aHHOe HBIOTOHOM B 3aBepIllaB-
meMm KHUTy Bompoce 31 mpwsHanwme TOro, 4ro
cwla TATOTeHWUs VUIU HPUTSDKeHMs MOXeT U He
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divine wisdom had arranged matter in such a
way that mutual action was balanced (Newton,
1756, pp. 2-3). In effect it meant constant divine
intervention in the natural order of things
also established by God initially and at once,
but neither Newton nor Bentley considered
this hypothesis to be problematic. One of the
earliest and intransient achievements of Kant
was the resolute demand for and the attempt
at a strictly scientific and not theological
explanation not only of the balance of celestial
bodies, but of their emergence. The motto of
Kant’s physical program, both pre-critical and
critical, was “Give me matter and I will build
a world out of it” (NTH, AA 01, p. 230; Kant,
2012b, p. 200).

Kant found the resources of his innovative
ideas in Newton, above all in his Questions
on Opticks. The questions were like the
great naturalist’s testament in the shape of
a set of problems and suggestions for their
possible solution. The method of Questions
was not mathematical, but speculative,
using hypotheses and thought experiments
instead of and before formalisations (good
news for Kant who did not have the requisite
mathematical skills). In effect, Newton here
took a series of hypothetical steps, inviting the
future generations to continue the work i.e.
to try to deduce and verify the consequences
of his guesses or abductions. Kant was one
of the many who responded to this call, but
his assimilation of Newton’s “testament”
was philosophically more profound than the
alternatives then put forward (Brading and
Stan, 2024, pp. 169-200).

For our purpose the most important
was Newton’s admission in the concluding
Question 31 that the force of gravitation or
attraction may or may not be, as posited in the
Principia, the only force and that phenomena



ObITh, KaK Hosiarasioch B «Hauasyiax», eqvHCTBeH-
HOVI, UTO sIBJIeHMs YKa3bIBalOT TaKKe Ha JIeVICTBIe
«OTTaJIKMBATETLHOV CUJIBI»:

...-TaK Xe, KaK B ajredpe, TaMm, Ife mcdesa-
IOT ¥ IIpeKpalaioTcsl ITOJIOXUTeIbHbIe KOJIN-
4JecTBa, HAYMHAIOTCS OTpUIIaTeNIbHBIE, TaK U B
MexaHVKe, — TaM, Ije IpeKpallaeTcs IpuTs-
JKeHMe, JIOJDKHa 3acTyIlaTh OTTaJIKMBaTesIbHas
cocobHocTs. CyIecTBoBaHMe TaKOV CIIOCO0-
HOCTHU CJIeflyeT, IO-BUIVIMOMY, U3 OTpaKeHWII
v u3rnbaHum jiyden cseta. V6o B obomx 3Tmx
CITydasix JIyum OTTaJIKMBAIOTCA TeJlaMy Oe3 Herlo-
CPeACTBeHHOIO0 KOHTaKTa C OTpakaloLIVM VJIN
ornbaeMbIM TeJIOM. <...> DTV OTPOMHBIe CKaTus
VI pacHIpeHs KaXXyTcs HETIOCTVDKVIMBIMU, €CITN
BBIMBIIIUISATH ITPYKMHHBIE VI BeTBUCTHIe YacTy-
IIbI BO3/IyXa WIN 3aKpydeHHble B Bupe oOpyua
VI ellle KaKMX-IM00 MHBIX BUIOB, HO 0e3 oTTasI-
kmBaresibHOM bl (HproTon, 1954, c. 299 —300).

Cusle OTTaJIKMBaHMS He HAIIUIOCh MeCTa B ITy-
OrmmuHOM HebecHOV MexaHMKe «Haua» 110 1BymM
npuyrHaM. MeTonorornyecke  CooOpakeHms
TpeboBaIM IIPOCTOTHI, a BBEIEHVIE BTOPOVI CVUIBI
O3Ha4aJIo pafMKaJIbHOe YMHOXeHWe CYITHOCTE.
Teornormaeckme coobpaxkeHms: TpeboBat equH-
cTBa OOXECTBEHHOTO IIOPsJIKa, OCHOBAHHOIO Ha
IIpaBwiIaX, TapaHTUPOBABIINX OT IIPOTUBOpE-
YUl M KOJUIVI3UI, — IIOKa3aTeJIbHO, UTO B 3TOM
CBOEM CTpeMJIEHUN K aOCOJIIOTHOMY €AVIHCTBY
HploTOH-TeosI0r JOXOAMII 10 PelINTEeIbHOTO aH-
TUTPVHUTApU3Ma. DTN 1IBa cooOpakeHWMs ObLIN
TeCHeVIITM 00pa30M CBS3aHBI 1 OIIpeIeIsI Ha-
IpasjieHVs ycvnit HeioToHa B TIocTpoeHMM He-
6ecronn mexanuku (Henry, 2023). B pesysnbrare
«HeraTVBHAas» M JaXke epeTMYecKy OIlacHasl CU-
JIa-TIBOVIHVIK OKa3aJIach BBITECHEHHOV pajyi Kaxy-
IT[eVICS] TAPMOHWY VI 3aBEPIIEHHOCTVI MUPO3ITaHS
B pyKax eIMHCTBEHHOro cyBepeHa. OmHaKO OHa
roHa1o0wIack B «ONTHKe», IpuyeM I 00bsc-
HeHVS He TOJIBKO KOHKPETHBIX, XOTS "1 0a30BBIX,
peHOMEHOB yIIPYTOCTV M OTpakeHms, HO U 00-
ITIeVl CBSA3HOCTY, eIVHCTBa Mupa: «VTak, mpupona
BeChbMa CXOXKa B ceDe caMoVi ¥ OUeHb ITPOCTa, BBI-
[IOJTHAS BCe OOipIive IBVKeHMS HeOecHDBIX Tesl
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might point to the existence of “a repulsive
Power”:

[...] as in Algebra, where affirmative
Quantities vanish and cease, there negative
ones begin; so in Mechanicks, where Attraction
ceases, therearepulsive Virtue ought to succeed.
And that there is such a Virtue, seems to follow
from the Reflexions and Inflexions of the Rays
of Light. For the Rays are repelled by Bodies
in both these Cases, without the immediate
Contact of the reflecting or inflecting Body.
It seems also to follow from the Emission of
Light; the Ray so soon as it is shaken off from a
shining Body. [...] Which vast Contraction and
Expansion seems unintelligible, by feigning the
Particles of Air to be springy and ramous, or
rolled up like Hoops, or by any other means
than a repulsive Power (Newton, 1979, pp. 395-
396).

The public celestial mechanics of the
Principia had no room for the repulsive force
for two reasons. Methodology demanded
simplicity whereas the introduction of a
second force would dramatically multiply the
number of entities. Theological considerations
demanded a wunity of the divine rule-
based order that were a guarantee against
contradictions and collisions. Tellingly, in his
quest for absolute unity Newton the theologian
embraced anti-trinitarianism. These two
considerations were closely linked, determining
Newton’s efforts in building a celestial
mechanics (¢f. Henry, 2023). As a result, the
“negative” and heretically dangerous twin
force was ousted for the sake of seeming
harmony and completeness of the universe in
the hands of one sovereign. However, it was
brought back in Opticks and, what is more, it
was brought back to explain not only concrete
although basic phenomena of elasticity and
refraction, but for the sake of general cohesion
and unity of the world: “And thus Nature
will be very conformable to her self and very
simple, performing all the great Motions of the
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PV TIOMOIIV ITIPUTSKEHWS TATOTeH M, ABJISIONIe-
rocsi IIOCPeTHNKOM MeXAy 3TVMM TejlaMU, U Bce
MaJible IBVDKeHM YacTUIL 3TUX TeJl — IIpY ITIOMO-
LIV HeKOTOPBIX MHBIX IPUTATaTeIbHBIX M OTTaJl-
KVBaTeJIbHBIX CUJI, CBA3BIBAIOLIVIX 3TV YaCTUIIbD
(HeroToH, 1954, c. 301).

Bo «Bceobrert ecTecTBEHHOM VICTOPUV W T€O-
pum HeOa», C YTOUHSIOIIVIM BTOPBIM 3arJIaBUeM «...
vt OnbIT 00 yCTpOVICTBE M MeXaHWYeCcKOM IIpo-
VICXOXK]IEHWY BCErO MUPO3IaHsl, ICTOJIKOBAHHBIX
cooOpasHo npuHumnaMm Heiorona», Kant sBogut
CWIy OTTaJIKMBaHWs, MPAMO ccbUlasch Ha Hbro-
TOHAa, 4Ybs ITO3WIIV, OHAaKO, HMKOITa He 1MeJsia
npunvceiBaeMort KanToM orpesesieHHOCTH:

[TpencTaByB MUIP B COCTOSIHMUM ITPOCTEVIIIIETO
xaoca, s1 OOBSICHWI BEJIMKU TTOPSIOK IPUPOJIBI
TOJIPKO CWIOV MPUTSDKEHWUSI M CUJIOV OTTaJIKV-
BaHMS — J[BYMS CWIaMV, KOTOpPbIE OIVHAKOBO
JIOCTOBEPHBI, OJIVTHAKOBO IIPOCTEI 11 BMECTe C TeM
OIIVHAKOBO ITepBUYHEI 11 BceoOmm. Obe oHM 3a-
VMMCTBOBaHBI MHOIO 13 wtocodpun HpioToHa.
IlepBasi B HacTosilllee BpeMsl €CTb yXe COBEp-
IIIeHHO OecCIIOpHBINT 3aKOH IPMpOIbl. Bropas,
Kotopov ¢dpmsmka HpioToHa, OBITE MOXeET, He B
COCTOSIHMM COOOIINTh TaKyIO )€ OTYETIINBOCTD,
KaK I1epPBOVL, IPUHMMAETCS 3[1eCh MHOIO TOJIBKO B
TOM CMBICJTE, B KAKOM €€ HMKTO He OCITapMBaer, a
VIMEHHO JIJISI MaTEPUI B COCTOSTHMV HaMOOJIbIIIeN
paspeXXeHHOCTH, KaK, HalpuMep, s mapos. Ha
CTOJIb IPOCTBIX OCHOBAHWSIX SI COBEPIIIEHHO eCTe-
CTBEHHO CTPOIO BCIO CBOIO TIOCIIEAYIOIIYIO CHCTe-
My, He JieJ1ast HUKaKMX BBIBOJOB, KOTOPBIE He MOT

ObI caenaTh KaXXIbIi BHUMATEIbHBI duTaTeIh
(AA 01, S. 234 —235; KarT, 19%4a, c. 128).

Cy11iecTBeHHO, UTO [IeVICTBIE 3TUX IIPOTUBOIIO-
JIOKHBIX CUJI Yepe3 MHOXEeCTBO areHTOB olecIte-
JyBaeT eVHCTBO, HOPAIOK M pa3BUTVIe MUPOBOV
«CUCTEMBI CUCTEM» — MBICJIb, Ha KoTopon KaHT
HacTamBaeT 3[1eCh M K KOTOPOVI BepHeTCs CITyCTs
TpUILATh JIeT B cBoeVt pryIocopmm MCTOPUN U TTO-
JIUTUKY. 3Ha4uMMa JIBOVICTBEHHOCTh KaHTOBCKOTO
B3IVIsAla Ha Hen30eXXHO COITyTCTBYIOIIIVIE MUPOBO-
My IIpOLIecCy HOTpPsICeHM, TaKXKe COXpaHVBIIIAsACs
B KPUTUYECKVIX IIPOM3BeIeHMIX:
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heavenly Bodies by the Attraction of Gravity
which intercedes those Bodies, and almost all
the small ones of their Particles by some other
attractive and repelling Powers which intercede
the Particles” (Newton, 1979, p. 397).

In the Universal Natural History and Theory of
Heavens, subtitled “or Essay on the Constitution
and the Mechanical Origin of the Whole
Universe According to Newtonian Principles”
Kant introduces the repulsive force directly,
citing Newton whose position, however, never
had the kind of finality ascribed to it by Kant:

I have, after I placed the world in the simplest
chaos, made use of no forces other than those
of attraction and repulsion to develop the great
order of nature, two forces which are equally
certain, equally simple, and equally original
and universal. They have both been borrowed
from Newtonian philosophy. The former is
now a law of nature that is beyond doubt. The
second, which Newtonian science is unable
to provide with as much clarity as it has for
the first, I will assume here only in the sense
that no one rejects it, namely in relation to the
smallest dispersion of matter as, for instance, in
vapours. It is for these so simple reasons that I
have derived the following system, without any
artifice or consideration of other consequences
than those upon which the attention of the
reader would have arrived by itself (NTH, AA
01, pp. 234-235; Kant, 2012b, p. 204).

Importantly, the effect of these opposite
forces produced by a multitude of agents
ensures the unity, order and development of
the world “system of systems”, the idea Kant
stresses here and to which he would come
back thirty years later in his philosophy of
history and politics. It is important to note
the ambivalence of Kant’s view of the of
upheavals that inevitably accompany the world
processing, an ambivalence that survives in his
critical works:

Let us therefore accustom our eye to these
frightening upheavals as being the ordinary



HpVIyLIVIMCSI JKe CMOTpeTb Ha 3TU CTpall-
Hble pas3pyllleHns Kak Ha OObIKHOBEHHBIe IyTH
npoBuzeHns 1 OymeM B3UpaTh Ha HUX Jaxe C
HEKOTOPbIM YyBCTBOM YHOBJIETBOpeHWMs. [levi-
CTBUTEIPHO, 3TO B HaMOOJIBIIEVI CTEIIeHN COOT-
BETCTBYeT OoraTcTBy npmpomisl. V6o korma Ka-
Kasg-HUOyIb CucTeMa MMpa B TeYeHWe [I0JI'Oro
IIepyoJIa CBOEro CYIeCTBOBAaHMS VcYepliajia BCe
pasHooOpasue, IOCTYIIHOE ee YCTPOVICTBY, KOria
OHa, TaKMM 00pa3oM, CTajla M3JIMIIHVM 3B€HOM
B IIerim GBITI/IH, TOrHa ITPpENCTaB/IsSI€TCA BIIOJIHE
YMeCTHBIM, YTOOBI OHa ChITpajla Ha ClIeHe TeKy-
VX VI3MEHEeHNV BcesleHHOV TI0CTIeHIO POIlb,
11010000 BCAKOVI KOHEYHOVI Bellll, a VIMeH-
HO oTnas1a 1a"b OperHoct (AA 01, S. 319; Kanr,
1994a, c. 210—211).

HeroToH 11 ero mapTus pasaesisiiv, XOTs B OC-
HOBHOM HeITyOJIYHO, PeIUIMO3HbIe 1 Jlae OK-
KyJIBTHBIe yOeXxaeHus cBoero BpemeHm. IIpo-
GrleMy WMCTOPUM OHW pellajivi MUJIJIEHAPUCTCKIA
«HOBBIVI pail M HOBasi 3eMJis» OyayT obecrieue-
Hbl borom mpu mocpesicTse 1epKBM, 3TOT BOIIPOC
NIPUHAJIEXUT 00JIacTV OTKPOBEHWMS W He Hy-
KIIaeTCsd B HayYHBIX OOBICHEHMSIX U CBSI3aHHBIX
C HUMM TeXHWYeCKMX, yIIpaBieHuecKmx, IoJIUTH-
uveckmnx pemtenusx (Jacob, 1976, p. 100-142). Kaur
pelImTeIbHO paccTaeTcs C 3TUM Hacjle[lvieM U Ha-
TypaJIu3upyeT UCTOPUIO, IIPU 3TOM KPUTUKYS U
OorpaHMYVBas CeKYJISIPHBIV MIIJIEHAPVUCTCKUL
SHTY3Mas3M, BIIOCJIEACTBI IIPUBEIIINIL K Pa3HOO-
OpasHbIM VCTOPUYECKNM IIOTPSCEHVISIM.

OnuicpiBast MCTOKM CBOErO BUEHMs, TIOMVMO
Herotona Kant ccpitaercs Ha Dnmkypa, JIykpe-
s, Jleskumnma v Jemokputa (AA 01, S. 226 —227).
OnHako psAIOM € aTOMMCTaMU, OIMCABIIVMMM VIC-
0J1b3yeMyI0 paHHUM KaHTOM KOpPHYCKYJISIPHYIO
OHTOJIOTMIO, OH C IIOJIHBIM IIpaBOM MOT Has3BaThb
DMIIeIOKIIa, 3a/JaBIlero CBOMMM (puIvert 1 Hew-
Ke JyaJIiCTIyYecKoe IIOHMMaHVe 6a30BbIX B3alMO-
JevicTBuyi, v IepakinTa, BBIAEJIVIBIIEIO CUJIy OT-
TaJIKMBaHMS VI KOHCTPYKTVBHYIO POJIb II0JIeMoca’.

2 /HTeIUTIeKTYyasIbHbIe MCTOPUKY, HaumHad ¢ 5. bypxapa-
ta 1 . Hurme, mogyepkmBaror oOIINII aroHaIbHBIN
XapakTep rpedeckoil M PUMCKOV KyJIbTYpbl, YHacjIeo-
BaHHBI EBporion (cMm., Hamp.: (JTopo, 2021)). B sToit rrep-
CIIEKTVBE KAHTOBCKVI aHTar OHVCTIYECKIVI CTPOVI MBICIIV
BBIIJISAIUT He UCKITIoUeHVeM, HO HOPMOVA.
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ways of providence and even regard them with
a kind of appreciation. And indeed nothing
is more appropriate to the bounty of nature
than this. For when, in the long sequence of
its duration, a world system exhausts all the
diversity that its arrangement can encompass,
when it has now become a superfluous link
in the chain of beings, then nothing is more
proper than that it should play the final role in
the play of changes unfolding in the universe
that is given to every finite thing, namely to
pay its dues to transience (NTH, AA 01, p. 319;
Kant, 2012b, p. 270).

Newton and his party shared, albeit mainly
privately, the religious and even occult
convictions of their time. They solved the
problem of history in the millenarian way:
“the new paradise and the new Earth” will
be secured by God through the agency of the
church, the issue belonging to the domain of
faith and not needing scientific explanations
and corresponding technical, managerial and
political decisions (Jacob, 1976, pp. 100-142).
Kant casts aside this heritage and naturalises
history while criticising and restricting the
secular millenarian enthusiasm which would
later lead to various historical upheavals.

Describing the sources of his vision, Kant
mentions along with Newton Epicurus,
Lucretius, Leucippus and Democritus (NTH,
AA 01, pp. 226-227). However, along with
atomists who described the corpuscular
ontology used by early Kant, he may well have
mentioned Empedocles whose Philotes and
Neikos prefigured the dualistic concept of basic
interactions, and Heraclitus who singled out
the force of repulsion and the constructive role
of polemos.? And Kantian pathos, his quoting
of the poetry of Haller and Pope, his spirited

?Intellectual historians beginning from Jacob Burckhardt
and Friedrich Nietzsche stress the general agonal
character of the Greek and Roman cultures which
Europe has inherited (see, for example, Loraux (2002)).
From this perspective Kantian antagonistic mindset
looks not as an exception, but as the norm.
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A KaHTOBCKI 11ad0C, MCIIOIb3yeMble VIM B TeKCTe
LUTaThI U3 cTXoTBOpenHuii lautepa n [oyma, mmo-
3TUYECKN 3apsDKeHHOe ONVCaHMe KOCMMYeCKMX
IIPOIIeccoB, CBETWJI, IJIaHeT Kak OyJITo Bo3Bpallia-
IOT TIOHMMaHVe BCeJIeHHOV OT XOJIOJHOTO MeXa-
HUILIW3Ma B CTOPOHY MMEUUECKMX KOCMOTOHWU
JIOCOKpPaTMKOB — ¥ OJJHOBPEMEeHHO CMellIaioT BIle-
pen, Kk pomaHTHKaM. KaHT HaxoguT criocod cHoBa
Ipe/ICTaBUTh I10CJIe[IOBaTeIbHOCTh (PU3MYecKmX
B3aVIMOZIEVICTBUVI B paMKaxX HappaTuBa O CTaHOB-
JIeHUV TIPUPOABI I BEPHYTH B HUX BbIT€CHEHHBI
MeXaHWIIV3MOM MIMMaHeHTHBIVI CMBICJI, ITPU 3TOM
COXpaHMB Hay4HBble JIocTvokeHws. TlosiBienne ve-
JIoBeUecTBa B POJIM IPOTArOHMCTa Ha 3TOWM KOC-
MWYeCKOV CIieHe B KPUTUMYEeCKMX COUMHEeHNSIX 110
VICTOPUM CTaJIO 3aKOHOMEpPHBIM pasBUTVEM Hap-
paTuBa, HaMeueHHOro Bo «BceoOriiei1 ecrecTBeH-
HOVI VICTOPVVI».

[pyrovt xapakTepHBIVI [IJIsI 3TOTO TeKCTa XOfi,
ITOBTOPSIIOIIMVICSI TIO3/1Hee B KAHTOBCKOM cpvmo-
codpum UCTOPUM ¥ TIOJIUTUKYM, — 3TO TpaKTOBKa
YIIOpSAZIOUeHHOV CBOOOIBI KaK paBHOBECHUS IIPO-
TUBOMEVICTBUIL «...3TV PasJINUHBIM 00pa3oM IIpo-
TUBOJEVICTBYIOLINe APYT IPYyTy OBVKEeHWs, ecTe-
CTBEHHO, CTpeM4TCd K B3aIMHOMY pPaBHOBECHIO,
T.e. K TAKOMY COCTOSIHVIO, IIPVI KOTOPOM OJJHO [1BU-
JKeHVe BO3MOKHO MeHBIIIe MeIllajio Obl IpyToMy.
DTO IIPOVICXOANT, BO-TIEPBBIX, IIOTOMY, YTO YacTU-
116l OrPaHWYMBAIOT JABVDKeHVS JIPYT JIpyTa 0 Tex
TIOp, TIOKa BCe OHM He CTaHYT JIBUIaThCs B OTHOM
¥ TOM Xe HampasjleHuUN...» (AA 01, S. 265—266;
Kanr, 19944, c. 156).

ComocTaBMM 3TO C IIOHMMaHVEM IIPaBOCO-
obpasHocTu B «MeTadmsrike HpaBos» (1797):

«[IpabBvim sBrIsIeTCS JIIOOOV MOCTYTIOK, KOTO-
PBIVT WIN COTJIACHO MaKCUMe KOTOpPOro csobosa
ITPOM3BOJIEHMs] KaXK/I0ro COBMeCTMMa cO CBODO-
JIOVI KaKJTOTO B COOTBETCTBU CO BCOOIITIM 3aKO-
HOoM» (AA 06, S. 230; Kanr, 2014, c. 89).

3aKOH B3aMMHOTO IIPUHYXXIeHVs, HeoOXoam-
MO COIJIACYIOIIErocsl CO CBOOOAOM KakKIOro, KTO
PYKOBOZICTBY€eTCs IIPVHIIUIIOM Bceob1rert cBobo-
IIbI, €CTh KaK OBl KOHCMpYKYUsA YIIOMSHYTOTO II0-

22

description of cosmic processes, stars and
planets seem to take the concept of the universe
away from the cold mechanicism toward
mythical cosmogonies of the pre-Socratics and
simultaneously shift it forward towards the
Romantics. Kant finds a way to represent again
the sequence of physical interactions in the
framework of the narrative of the genesis of
nature and bring back their immanent meaning,
pushed aside by mechanicism while preserving
the scientific achievements. The appearance in
critical works on the history of humanity as a
protagonist on this cosmic stage was a logical
development of the narrative prefigured in the
Universal Natural History.

Another move characteristic of this text,
which would later recur in Kant’s philosophy
of history and politics, is the interpretation of
ordered freedom as balance of counteractions:
“These motions that are in conflict with one
another in many ways, however, naturally
strive to bring themselves into line with each
other, that is, into a state in which one motion
is as little hindrance to the other as possible.
This occurs, firstly, by the particles of one
restricting the motion of the other until they are
all moving in the same direction [...]” (NTH,
AA 01, pp. 265-266; Kant, 2012b, p. 229).

This can be compared with the
interpretation of right in the Metaphysics of
Morals (1797):

“Any action is right if it can coexist with
everyone’s freedom in accordance with a
universal law, or if on its maxim the freedom
of choice of each can coexist with everyone’s
freedom in accordance with a universal law”
(MS, AA 06, p. 230; Kant, 1996c, p. 387).

The law of a reciprocal coercion necessarily
in accord with the freedom of everyone under
the principle of universal freedom is, as it
were, the construction of that concept, that is,
the presentation of it in pure intuition a priori,
by analogy with presenting the possibility



HSITMS YMCTOTO IIPaBa, T.e. II0Ka3 3TOr0 IIOHATIA
B UICTOM CO3€pLIaHUW A priori, 110 aHaJIOTUN C
BO3MOXXHOCTEIO CBOOOIHBIX [ABVDKEHMVI TeJI, TIOI-
YVHEHHBIX 3aKOHY pabercmba deticmbus u npomu-
Bodeiicmbus (AA 06, S. 232; Kanr, 2014, c. 95).

I'paxjaHCKO-TIpaBOBOe COCTOAHME, 3a/Jada yd-
peXIeHus M pasBUTHUSL KOTOPOTO CTOUT Ileper,
4eJIoOBeYeCTBOM B VICTOPWM, SIBJISIeTCS ITPOIIOJIKe-
HUeM Ppa3BUTKs TOpslIKa HIPUPOIbI C TeMU ke
dyHIaMeHTaJIbHBIMI 11 HEOTMEHVIMBIMU CYJIaMU
IIPUTSDKeHMs 1 OTTaJIKMBaHM U C TEeMU XKe MeTo-
JaMy MHXKeHepuy, HalleJIeHHBIMM He Ha MCKope-
HeHVe aHTaroHu3Ma, HO Ha ero yrnopsjodeHue 1
yIIpaBJieHVie VM.

B «®usnyeckonn monamosorum» (1756) Kant
BO3BpalliaeTcs K MbICIIV, UYTO CVIJIbIL ITPUTAKEHWM A
M OTTAJIKMBAHMA COCTABJILIOT HadaJl0 BCeX Jeu-
CTBUT VI MBICJIIMBI TOJIBKO B I1ape:

...HeoOXOJIMIMO, YTO CYIIeCTBYeT ITPVHIIVII
BCeX BHYTPEHHWIX HEeVICTBUV, VUIV JIBVDKYIIast
CWIa, HPUCYILIast SJIeMeHTaM Vi JaXke IPVIIOKeH-
Has BOBHe, 100 OHa BO3IeVICTBYeT 1 Ha BHeIIIHee.
A MeXJy TeM ISl ITpUBeeHN B JIBVDKeHIe CO-
CYIIECTBYIOIIMX 3JIEeMEHTOB Mbl He MoXeM cebe
OPEeCTaBUTD CVJIBIL, KOTOpas He CTPEMUTCS VI
OTTaJIKVMBaTh, WIV NpuBJIeKaTh nx. Ecim, nanee,
OpPEearIoIokKeHa OfHa TOJIbKO OTTAJIKMBAOIIAs
CWIa, TO MOXeT ObITh ITOHSITa He CBSA3b dJIeMeH-
TOB JUISI CJIOKEHWST TeJT, a CKopee paccestHue r1e-
MEHTOB; a IIPpY OTHOV TOJIbKO IPUTSATATEThHO
CuJle IOHSITHA, IIPaBIa, CBsi3b, HO He OIIpeiesieH-
HOe OPUTsDKeHMe 1 IIpocTpaHcTBo. [TosTomy TOT,
KOTOPBIVI B CWIax BbIBeCTM oOa 3TV NPUHIIMIIA
M3 CaMOVI HPWPOABI JIEMEHTOB M IEPBUYHBIX
CBOVICTB, TOT COBEPILIII Ik SICHOTO V3JIOXKEH VIS
BHYTPEHHEVI IIPUPOAbI T/l TPy HeMaJIOBaXKHO-
ro 3HaueHms (AA 01, S. 476; Kanr 19947, c. 315).

[okpuTudecKasi pa3paOOTKa aHTaroHM3Ma
CWI IPUTSDKEHMS U OTTaJIKVBaHWS ITPOHOIDKY-
nack B «MeTadmsmdecKnx HadajaxX eCTeCTBO3Ha-
Hus» (1786). CocTosiBIIMIICA «KOINEPHMKaHCKUT
IIepeBopoOT» O3Ha4dYaJI, UYTO TEII€Pb BHIBOAVTH Havda-
71a TpeOyeTcs He 3 IIPUPOMAEL, a M3 CTPYKTYPHO
OpraHmsanin OIIbITa. Ecim HBIOTOHOBCKas Mexa-
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of bodies moving freely under the law of the
equality of action and reaction (MS, AA 06, p. 232;
Kant, 1996c¢, p. 389).

The civil and legal state humanity is called
upon to establish and develop in history is the
continuation of the development of the order
of nature with the same fundamental and
indefeasible forces of attraction and repulsion
and the same method of engineering aimed not
at eradicating antagonism but at organising
and managing it.

In Physical Monadology (1756) Kant reaffirms
that the forces of attraction and repulsion mark
the beginning of all actions and that they are
conceivable only as a pair:

[...] the force which is inherent in the
elements, must be a moving force, and
one, indeed, which operates in an outward
direction, since it is present to what is external;
and since we are unable to conceive of any
other force for moving that which is co-
present than one which endeavours to repel
or attract; and since, furthermore, if we posit
only the repulsive force, we shall not be able
to conceive of the conjunction of elements so
that they form compound bodies, but only their
diffusion, whereas if we posit only an attractive
force we shall only be able to understand their
conjunction, but not their determinate extension
and space — since all this is the case, we can
already in a way understand that anyone who
is able to deduce these two principles from
the very nature and fundamental properties
of the elements will have made a substantial
contribution towards explaining the inner
nature of bodies (MonPh, AA 01, p. 476; Kant,
1992b, p. 52).

Pre-critical development of antagonism of
the forces of attraction and repulsion continued
in the Metaphysical Foundations of Natural Science
(1786). Now, after the “Copernican turn”,
first principles had to be derived not from
nature but from the structural organisation of
experience. While Newtonian mechanics is



B. A. Yanwiit, JI. A. Koznosa, /1. I1. Xyxos

HMKa IIpeyIaraeT MaTeMaTu3alio ¢deHOMeHOB, a
JeviOHMIIeaHCKas IMHaMMKa oObsicHsieT dpeHOMe-
HBI JIeVICTBYIEM MeTadu3MIecKyX IPUHIIAIIOB, TO
KanT paspopaunBaeT KpuTHyecKoe McciiefioBaHe
YCJIOBUY BO3MOXXHOCTV JIAHHOW B YYBCTBEHHOM
OIIbITe IIPUPOIBI M, B YaCTHOCT, COCTABJISIOIIEN
npupony MaTepun. Matepus ecTb (HeoOXOIMMO
MBICJINTCS KaK) «IIO[IBVDKHOE B IIPOCTPAHCTBE»
(AA 08, S. 480; KanT, 199406, c. 263), 3TO IIpOCTpaH-
CTBO «HatmonHstomee» (AA 08, S. 496; Kant, 19946,
C. 284). Yrobbl «3aHMMAaTh IIPOCTPAHCTBO», MaTe-
pust moyDkHa obrazmaTh «0coOov ABVIKYILEN CH-
son» (Ibid.; Tam xe).

Cwia TpuUTSOKeHMsS eCTh IBVDKYIasi Cula,
6s1arofapsi KOTOpPOV OffHa MaTepusi MOXKeT OBITh
NPVYMHON TpuUOIVDKeHNs K Hell JIPyTuX Mare-
pum (W1, 9TO TO Xe caMoe, Or1arofgapsi KOTOpom
OHa IIPOTVBUTCS OTJAJIEHNIO IPYTX OT Hee).

Cwia oTTajIKMBaHMs ecTb Ta, Oaromapsi Ko-
TOPOV OflHa MaTepusi MOXeT OBbITh IPUYMHON
oTHasIeHNs APyTVX MaTepum OT Hee (WINM, YTO
TO Xe camoe, Ojarogapsi KOTOpPOVI OHa IIPOTH-
BUTCS MPUOIVDKEHNIO OPYTMX MaTepull K Helt).
DTy cwly MBI OydeM MHOIZa Ha3blBaTh TaKXke
TosiKatonien (treidende), a mepByto — TsHyIIeN
(ziehende) cumon. <...>

MBICTMTE MOXKHO JIIIE yKa3aHHBIE [IBe IIBU-
Xymye cwibl MaTepun (AA 04, S. 498; Kant
19946, c. 286 —287).

Cuia OTTaJIKMBaHMS ITO3BOJISIET MaTepUM pac-
ITUPATHCS, «HAIIOJIHSTDH IIPOCTPAHCTBA», €€ MOX-
HO HasBaTb «cwion skcraHcum» (Ibid.,; Tam xe).
DTO M3Ha4YasIbHAs MMMaHEHTHas CWIa, IIpVHa/I-
JIealrasi MaTepuy, IpuYeM KXo M3 ee Ya-
CTeT: Bce OTTAJIKMBAETCS OT BCEro, BCe CTPEMMUTCS
K 3KCITAHCUU 3a CYeT BCero OCTaIbHOro. VIHaMBM-
IAyVPOBAaHHBIE CVUIBL MIMEIOT Pa3JIYHbIe CTEIIeHN
VI OT paHWYMBAIOT APYT ApyTa. DTO BUIIEHVe HaIlo-
MUHaeT rod0craHCcKoe eCTeCTBEHHOe COCTOSIHIIE,
HO pacIIpOoCTpaHEeHHOe Ha BCIO IIPUPOJY, BKJIFOUa-
IOITYIO YeJIoBeKa.

[TpucyTcTBUe CUITBI IPWUTSDKEHMSI OCHOBBIBA-
eTcs Ha cilefyiomeM dakTe: MaTepysi He PacIiv-
psieTcs B IPOCTPAaHCTBe OECKOHEUHO, YTO MMeJIo
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premised on mathematisation of phenomena
and Leibnizian dynamics explains phenomena
by the action of metaphysical principles Kant
launches a critical study of the conditions
of the possibility of nature given in sensible
experience, in particular of the matter which
constitutes nature. Matter is necessarily
thought as “moveable in space” (MAN, AA 08,
p- 480; Kant, 2002, p. 194), “it fills a space”
(MAN, AA 08, p. 496; Kant, 2002, p. 209). “To
occupy a space”, matter must possess “particular
moving force” (ibid.).

Attractive force is that moving force by
which a matter can be the cause of the approach
of others to it (or, what is the same, by which it
resists the removal of others from it).

Repulsive force is that by which a matter
can be the cause of others removing themselves
from it (or, what is the same, by which it resists
the approach of others to it). The latter force
will also sometimes be called driving force, the
former drawing force.

[...] only these two kinds of forces can be
thought (MAN, AA 04, p. 498; Kant, 2002,
p. 211).

The repulsive force enables matter to
expand, “fill its space,”; it can be called
“expansive force” (ibid.). It is the original
immanent force inherent in matter, indeed
in each of its parts everything is repulsed by
everything, everything seeks to expand at the
expense of all the rest. Individual forces have
different measures and limit one another.
This vision is reminiscent of Hobbes’ state of
nature, only extended over the whole of nature
including the human being.

The presence of the attractive force is based
on the following fact: matter does not expand
in space infinitely, as it would if only the force
of repulsion existed. The latter is necessarily
part of the concept of matter which fills the
space differently from the perceiving subject.
The force of attraction is not enough for the



ObI MeCTO II0/1 IeVICTBMEM OIHOV TOJIBKO CVJIBI OT-
tasikvBaHud. [lociienHss HeoOXOOMMO MIPUCYT-
CTByeT B HOHATUM MaTepuy KakK HaIlOJIHSIOIIeN
IIPOCTPAHCTBO CYOCTaHIINY, OTJIIMYHOV OT BOCIIPU-
HUMaIoIero cyonpekTa. Ciryibl HpUTSDKeHMs HeTlo-
CTaTOYHO [JIs OLIyIIeHMsI OObeKTa 1 MOJTyYeHs
oIIpefieJIeHHOTO IIOHATHMS O HeM, OfHa 3Ta CuJjia
103BOJIVIJIA OBI TOJIBKO OIIpeNe/INTh HallpaBJleHle
IPUTSDKEHNS], «IIPUTSITMBAIOIIas TOYKA OCTaBa-
j1ach Obl Hem3BecTHOV» (AA 04, S. 501; KanT, 19940,
c. 301). To ecTb B aHTaroHM3Me CUJI KOHIIENTyalb-
HOe 11, IO-BUIVMOMY, TeMIIOpaIbHO€e IIepBeHCTBO
VIMeeT CIJIa OTTaJIKMBAHMS, XOTsS M3 Halllen 1iep-
CIIEKTMBBI 00€e CVJIBI IeVICTBYIOT OJHOBPEMEHHO 1
nosciofy B mpupopae. KanT mcnonbsyeT moHsTHe
aHTaroHM3Ma, CyMMUPYs 3TU CMBICTIBI BO BCEOO-
II[eM MeXaHWMYeCcKOM 3aKOHe «IIPOTVMBOHEVICTBIS
MaTepuit», Wi lex antagonismi: BCsIKoe B3aMOIeV-
CTBUe coflepXXuT mpoTtusopenicTeue (AA 04, S. 551;
KanT, 19946, c. 355), «3akoH aHmazoHu3Ma» IIpo-
ABJIsieT ce0si «BO BCSAKOM B3aMIMOJEVICTBUM Mare-
puu Griaronapsi nBvokeHMo» (AA 04, S. 563; Kanr,
19946, c. 369).

B nipenyiciioun k «MeTadmsirueckM HadaaM
ecTecTBO3HaHMs» KaHT et ydeHme o mpupore
Ha eCTeCTBO3HaHVIe KaK VccileJIoBaHVIe allPUOPHBIX
IIPVHLIVIIOB 1 3aKOHOB OIIbITa, YTO COCTaBJIsIeT COO-
CTBEHHBIVI IIpe[IMeT ero KHUIY, U MCTOpUYecKoe
ydeHe O IpUpOLIe, BKIIIoUaloIlee OvcaHye IIpu-
pombl 1 ecTecTBeHHYIO mcTopuio (AA 04, S. 468;
Kant, 19946, c. 249). YenoBeueckas mcTopms, pas-
paboTkoit koToport KaHT 3aHST B 3T XKe TOIBI, SIB-
JI€TCs YacThIO eCTeCTBEHHOV 11 HeOOXOIVIMO HOJI-
T1aJ1aeT 107, Te JKe allpVOpHble ITPUHIINIIBL.

AHTaroHmsM obHapyXuBaeTcsl B (PU3MOIIOT N,
eIrie OIHOV YacTHOM 00JIacTy MCCIIeIOBAHIS opu-
ponpl. B sanucax nexkumin Kanra 1o aHTporiosno-
IV, BIEpBble MPOYMUTAHHBIX 3umon 1772—1773
IT., IpoOBefieHa Napaulesib MeXy aHTarOHM3MOM
MBIIIII] ¥ aHTaroHn3MoM yma: «[locTosgHHOe BHU-
MaHMe yromuresasHo. C ymom (Gemiith) mesto 06-
CTOUT TaK e, KaK ¥ C KOHEYHOCTAMM: y KaXK[I0M
MBIIIIIEI €CTh CBOVI aHTaroHMCT, M KOIZa OiHa
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perception of the object and for bringing it
under a concept, this force alone would make
it possible only to determine the direction of
attraction, while “the attracting point would
be unknown” (MAN, AA 04, p. 501; Kant, 2002,
p. 221). In other words, in the antagonism of
forces the repulsive force prevails conceptually
and temporally, although from our perspective
both forces act simultaneously and everywhere
in nature. Kant uses the concept of antagonism,
summing up these meanings in the universal
law of “reaction of matters”, or lex antagonismi:
every interaction contains counteraction (MAN,
AA 04, p. 551; Kant, 2002, p. 258), “the law of
antagonism” manifests itself “in all community
of matter through motion” (MAN, AA 04,
p. 563; Kant, 2002, p. 368).

In the preface to the Metaphysical Foundations
of Natural Science Kant divides the teaching on
nature into natural science as the study of a
priori principles and the laws of experience, the
proper subject of his book, and the historical
study of nature including the description of
nature and natural history (MAN, AA 04,
p. 468; Kant, 2002, p. 183). Human history, with
which he engages in the same period, is part
of natural history and is covered by the same a
priori principles.

Antagonism is present in physiology, another
particular area of natural science. In notes for
Kant’s lectures on anthropology, first delivered
in the winter of 1772—1773, a parallel is drawn
between antagonism of muscles and antagonism
of mind: “Constant attention is tiring. The mind
(Gemiith) stands in the same place as extremities:
every muscle has its antagonist, and when
one muscle is tired the other muscle tenses.
Any activity, even constant use of the finest of
feelings, is tiring”® (V-Anth/Collins, AA 25, p. 37;

*“Eine fortgesetzte Aufmercksamkeit ermiidet. Es ist mit
dem Gemiith, wie mit den Gliedern, wo jeder Muskel seinen
Antagonisten hat, wo der eine ermiidet wird wenn der andre
sich exerciret. Alle Thitigkeit, selbst der anhaltende Gebrauch
der feinsten Sinne ermiidet.”
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MBIIIIIIA yCTaeT, Apyras HamnpsAraercs. JIobas me-
ATEeJIbHOCTb, [lake IIOCTOSIHHOe WCIIOJIb30BaHMe
caMBIX TOHKMX 4UyBCTB, yromsisieT» (AA 25, S. 37;
oM. AA 25, S.63; A 25, S. 286). ITperncrasiieHe 00
aHTaroHM3Me MBIIIL] BCTpedaeTcs, HaIlpuMep, B
IIVPOKO M3BECTHBIX B Te rofbl «OcHoBax pusu-
ortoruu 4esiopeka» (1747) AnpOpexta dpon laie-
pa (1708 —1777), onHoro u3 repoes mosionoro Kan-
Ta. KaHTOBCKMe 1I0371He 3aMeTKI O MeAUIIHe 1
dusmoornm ompenensoT 300poBbe KaK «paBHO-
Becyie B aHTarOHM3Me XXM3HEeHHBIX CVJI KMBOTHBIX
Ter» (AA 15, S. 963), roBopsT 00 «aHTaroHM3Me
muadpparme» (AA 22, S. 511) n T.11. Ilpencrasite-
HIIE O «IIPOTMBOOOPCTBE» B OPraHM3Me /Ty XOBHBIX
VI MaTepyaJIbHBIX CWJI XapaKTepHO 1151 KpUTHKYe-
Mot KarToM «ri3mororndeckort aHTPOIIOIOr
OpHcra [Tnatrepa (1744—1818). ITnataep B «AHB-
TPOHOJIOTUM IJIs Bpauent u dvtocodos» (1772)
Jlake IOIIbITaJICS BbIBECTU M3 (paKTa 3TOro IIpo-
TUBOOOPCTBA JIOTMTYECKUVI IIPVHIIVIT HEIIPOTVBO-
pednisd, BCTYOMB B IIpsIMOe CTOJIKHOBeHMe C KaH-
TOBCKOV OOJIee paHHeV! IIPOrpaMMOVL PasIueHs
JIOTMTYEeCKOVI M peasIbHOVI IIPOTVBOIOJIOKHOCTETA.

2.3. Jloeuueckaa u peasvnas
npomubonosoxunocmu

KanTt wuccienyer mapy HOHATUI —«JIOrMYe-
CKasl ITPOTMBOIMOJIOKHOCTE» WM «peaibHasi IIpo-
TUBOIIOJIOKHOCTE» B «OTIbITe BBeleHUS B u-
JI0cOPUIO TIOHATWUSI OTPUIIATESIBHBIX BeIVMYMH»
(1763). On ncronb3yeT TepMuUHBbI Entgegensetzung,
Opposition, KOTOpble IEePeBOASTCS KaK «IIPOTU-
BOIIOJIOKHOCTbL»;, Repugnanz, InepeBofyMyIo Kak
«HEeCOBMeCTUMOCTb» ¥ CMHOHVUMWYHYIO «IIPOTU-
BOITOJIOKHOCTM». Jlormdeckoe IpoTHMBOpedne OH
obo3HauaeT TepMmmnHOM Widerspruch. KontekcToM
KaHTOBCKOT'O VICCIIe[IOBaHS PasJIMyeHns JIorde-
CKOVI M1 peaIbHOVI ITPOTMBOIIOJIOKHOCTEVI SIBJISA€TCS
yXXe YIIOMSHYTOe HIPOTMBOCTOSIHUE «MaTeMaTy-
KOB» U «MeTadm3ukos». Bormyrommn Kanra so-
IpoC Kacasicsl IIpesiesioB IPYMEeHMMOCTY MaTeMa-
TUYECKX METOJIOB K VICCIIeIOBAaHMIO IIPUPOJIBI, TO
€CTb, TIO CYTH, IIPeIeIIOB CBOAVIMOCTY MeTap3MKI
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cf. AA 25, p. 63; V-Anth/Parow, AA 25, p. 286).
The notion of antagonism of muscles is used in
the then widely known Foundations of Human
Physiology (1747) by Albrecht von Haller (1708 —
1777), of whom the young Kant was an admirer.
Kant’s later notes on medicine and physiology
define human health as “the balance of the
antagonism of the living force of animal bodies”*
(HN, AA 15, p. 963) and speak of “antagonism
of the diaphragm”> (HN, AA 22, p. 511) etc. The
notion of the contradiction within the organism
between spiritual and material forces is present
in the “physiological anthropology” of Ernst
Platner (1744—1818) which Kant criticised.
In Anthropology for Physicians and Philosophers
(1772) Platner even tried to derive from this
fact of contradiction a logical principle of non-
contradiction, thus challenging Kant’s earlier
programme of distinguishing logical and real
oppositions.

2.3. Logical and Real Contradictions
Kant examines the pair “logical opposition”

and “real opposition” in “Attempt to Introduce
the Concept of Negative Magnitudes into

Philosophy” (1763). He wuses the terms
Entgegensetzung, Opposition, which are
translated as “opposition”; Repugnanz,

translated as “repulsion” and synonymous
with “contradiction”. He refers to logical
contradiction as Widerspruch. The context
of Kant’s distinction between logical and
real oppositions is the above-mentioned
confrontation between “mathematicians” and
“metaphysicians”. The question that bothered
Kant had to do with the limits of applicability
of mathematical methods to the investigation
of nature, in effect, the limits to which
metaphysics could be reduced to mathematics,

* “Gesundheit ist das Gleichgewicht im Antagonism der
Lebenskraft thierischer Korper.”
>“diaphragma Antagonism.”



K MaTeMaTuKe, CoflepKaTeIbHOrO MBIIIIIeHUS — K
dopMaTbHOMY, IEVICTBIS — K PacCy>KIeHMIOo, Obl-
TS — K MbluleHnio. KaHt obHapyxmsaeT pyH-
JaMeHTaJIbHOe pasjiynyne IPUHIIUIIOB, OpraHu-
3yIOIIVX MBIIIUIEHVe O MaTeMaTu4ecKux dpopmax
1 O peasibHBIX Bemjax. PopmaibHOE MBIIIIIEHE
HOAUMHEHO MPUHIINIY HeIpoTuBOpedms: KOrI-
Jla «OTHOCUTEJIBHO OHOV ¥ TOVI K€ BeIly HeuTo
OTHOBpEMEHHO ¥ YTBepXKJaeTcsl, I OTPULIAeTCs»,
«CJIeZICTBYIE TAaKOI'O JIOTMUeCKOrO COeJITHeH s eCTh
Huumo (nihil negativum irrepraesentabile [HirdaTO
oTpuliaTe/IbHOe HellpercTasmuMo])» (AA 02, S. 171;
Kant, 1994r, c. 46). MeiuteHne o IIpupoie Hoaun-
HEHO JIPyTOMy HPUHINUITY — HPUHINUITY IPOTU-
BOIIOJIO)KHOCTM — W BCerja COXpaHsieT coleprKa-
TeJILHBIVI MJIVI MaTepyaIbHbIVI KOMIIOHeHT:

ITpoTVBOIIOIOKHOCTh BTOPOTO POIia, peab-
Hasl, COCTOUT B TOM, 4TO /iBa IIpe/I1KaTa OTHOV 1
TOVI JKe BeIIV IIPOTVBOIIOJIOKHBI, HO He TI0 3aKO0-
Hy HPpOTVBOpeurs. 3/1ech TaKXKe OIHO yIIpa3IHsi-
€T TO, 4TO JIpyroe IIojlaraeT; OHAKO CJIeNICTBIIe
[3mecw] HeuTo (cogitabile). Cruta, gBroKyIIas Teo
B OIIHY CTOPOHY, I paBHOE CTpeMJIeHIe TOTO JXKe
TeJla B IIPOTMBOIIOJIOKHOM HaIlpaB/JIeHUM He
HIPOTVBOPEYaT APYT APYTY U B KayeCTBe IpeIy-
KaTOB BO3MOYXHBI B OJTHOM ¥ TOM K€ TeJIe OIIHO-
BpeMeHHO. CJIE[ICTBVE 3TOTO IIOKOVI, KOTOPBIN
ecTb HeuTo (repraesentabile [mpencraBuMoe])
(Ibid.; Tam xe; rrep. yroueH. — Peo.).

31ech BUIHO, UTO 0a30BbIN ciIy4dan peajibHOV
nporusononiokHocTy KauT oOHapyxmBaeT B dpu-
3U4ecKmx cwiax. Jlormueckoe mpoTmBopeydne CBI-
OETEJIbCTBYeT O HEeCOCTOSTE/IBHOCTU  CUCTEMBI
YTBEPXXIEHVV, €CTh HapyIllleHvie HOPMbI, aHOMa-
JIVisl, HO peasibHasl IIPOTVBOIIONIOKHOCTh, Hao0o-
poT, HOpMasibHA. [IpriueM He TOIBKO B CTATUCTU-
YeCcKOM CMBICIIe PacpOCTpaHeHHOCTY B IIPUPOLe,
HO ¥ B CMBIC/Ie HeOOXOIMMOCTV, 00s13aTe/IbHOCTI
1 MblnUteHns o Hen. CraOmimsanms jiormye-
CKOVI CUCTEMBI JOCTUTAeTCs YCTpaHeHVEeM IIpo-
TuBopeuns. CraOmimsanys peasbHOM CHUCTEMBI
IOCTUTAeTCsI pacHoIOKeHeM MHOXeCTBa pa3HO-
HaIIpaBJIeHHBIX CMJT TaK, YTOOBI OHV HEVTPAJIN30-
BeIBaJIV ApyT Agpyra. CoxpaHeHMe CVI M X UICTOY-
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substantive thinking to formal thinking,
actions to reasoning, being to thinking. Kant
points to the fundamental difference of the
principles of thinking about mathematical
forms and about real things. Formal thinking
follows the principle of non-contradiction: “The
opposition consists in the fact that something
is simultaneously affirmed and denied of the
very same thing. The consequence of the logical
conjunction is nothing at all (nihil negativum
irrepraesentabile)” (NG, AA 02, p. 171; Kant,
1992a, p. 211). Thinking about nature follows a
different principle, the principle of opposition,
and always has a substantive or material
component:

The second opposition, namely real
opposition, is that where two predicates of
a thing are opposed to each other, but not
through the law of contradiction. Here, too, one
thing cancels that which is posited by the other;
but the consequence is something (cogitabile).
The motive force of a body in one direction
and an equal tendency of the same body in
the opposite direction do not contradict each
other; as predicates, they are simultaneously
possible in one body. The consequence of
such an opposition is rest, which is something
(repraesentabile) (ibid.).

From this we can see that for Kant real
opposition is due to physical forces. The
logical contradiction means that the system of
propositions is untenable, it violates the norm,
is an anomaly, whereas real opposition, on the
contrary, is normal. And not only in terms of
being contingently omnipresent in nature, but
in terms of its necessity for thinking of nature.
Stabilisation of a logical system is achieved
through elimination of the contradiction.
Stabilisation of a real system is achieved by
arranging the multitude of variously directed
forces in a way that mutually neutralises
them. The preservation of the forces and
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HUKOB IIPV 3TOM €eCThb HeoOXOmyMoe YCJIoBYe
CTaOVJIBHOCTI: OC/Ia0JIeHVe VIV YHUYTOXEHVe
OJTHOTO BeZIeT K pa30asIaHCHPOBKE BCEVI CVICTEMBI 11
ee 00eTHeHIIO, a BO3MOXKHO, U KoJUIaricy. [l xermc
CKOTT omnmchiBaeT IIpycCKOe Hay4yHOe JIeCOBOJ-
CTBO, MOsIBUBIIIeecs OyKBaJIbHO B Te JKe T'Ofbl, 9YTO
VI KaHTOBCKMV TEKCT, KaK BbIpa3sUTesIbHYIO VILIIO-
CTpaLMIO TOTO, YTO IIPOVICXOAUT IIPY JIOTM3alINN
oOpallieHNsI CO CJIOKHBIMYU CHCTeMaMU, XXUBYIIIV-
MM MO TIIPUHIIUITY peaIbHOV ITPOTVBOIIOJIOKHO-
ctu (Scott, 1998, p. 11-22).

Cam KanT nosxe, B «K BeuHomy mupy» (1795),
HaeT COOCTBEHHYIO VIITIOCTPAIIVIO IOV TIUECKON
peasIbHOV ITPOTMBOIIOJIOKHOCTYI B MBICJIEHHOM
SKCIIEpVIMEHTE C «HAPOIOM JIbSIBOJIOB»: «HeOOIIN-
TeJIBHOCTb»-OTTaJIKMBaHVeE U PAI[MIOHAJIBHO CO3Ha-
BaeMasi HeOOXOIVIMOCTB €IVIHOTO IIPaBOBOIO TIOJIS
CIIOCOOHBI IIEJIMKOM €CTeCTBEHHBIM IIyTeM IIpu-
BECT CyTy0O SroVMCTMYecKVMX MHOMBUIOB B CTa-
OvIbHOe I'pakTaHCKO-TIPABOBOEe COCTOsIHVIE — 0e3
BCSIKOTO «IIPOpeXMBaHVS» VIV IPVHYIUTEIHHO-
IO MOPaJIbHOTO «BBIITPSIMIIEHVS» «KPVBBIX TECVIH»
(AA 08, S. 366; KanT, 202406, c. 187, cm.: AA 08, S. 23).
Dra ke MBICJIb BUIHA B ero MeTadope «epeBbeB
B JIeCy», B aHTarOHM3Me PacTyIX IpaMbiMu (AA
08, S. 22; AA 09, S. 448)°. Ecyiut cucteme HaJio mpu-
JaTh ABVDKEHVIE, TO 11 3TO JOCTUTAeTCs pacIIosioxke-
HMeM PasIMYHO [eVICTBYIOIIMX CUJL IIPUMEepOM
TaKOI'O YCTPOVICTBA SBJIETCS MapPYCHBIVI KOpadiib
(AA 02, S. 176177, KanT, 1994r, c. 53). 3agaum Ta-
KOT'0 pofia SIBJISIOTCS. He COOCTBEHHO JIOTTUECKVIMIA,
HO MHXeHEePHO-ITPaKTIYECKVIMVL, VIS VIX PelleHs
HY>KHBI He TOJIBKO PacyeThl, HO TaKXXe HeyCTpaH-
MO JIOKaJIBHOE M HesIBHOE «3HaHMe-KaK», «MeTVIC»,
BOCITOJTHAIOITIee HeIrloJIHYIO JIOTMYHOCTh peasIbHO-
ro. Heobxonymo cyxJieHue 1 [1eVICTBYE, OT KOTOPO-
rO 3HaHVe TaKOro pofia HEOTAENIVIMO 1 B KOTOPOM
TOJIBKO VI MOXKeT BO3HUKHYTb.

ITpumeuaresibHO, uTO KaHT roBopuT 0 IIpeono-
JIEHUM JEVICTBUMV pasHOHAIIPaBJIEHHBIX CUJI, VIC-
TI0JIB3Ysl CJIOBO aufheben, BcTpedaroreecs: Takxe B

* 11 6naromapst atoMy, gobaswm 061 CkotT M Jlao-11351,
CTAHOBSIIVIXCS IIPUTOOHBIMY, «IeTMOVUIBHBIMU» IS
Jlecopy0OB, HO 9TO OTHeJIbHAs ITpobIIeMa.
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their sources is a necessary condition of
stability: a weakening or destruction of one
of them unbalances the whole system, makes
it more primitive and may even bring about
its collapse. The Prussian scientific forestry,
which emerged in the same years as Kant's
text, is discussed by James C. Scott as a striking
illustration of what happens when logic
is made the basis of dealing with complex
systems that live on the principle of real
opposition (Scott, 1998, pp. 11-22).

Kant himself in a later work, Toward
Perpetual (1795), his
illustration of political real opposition in a
mental experiment with “a nation of devils”:
“unsociability,” repulsion and rationally

Peace offers own

understood need for a single legal space can
naturally lead patently egoistic individuals into
a stable civil, legal state without any “weeding”
or coercive “straightening” of “crooked wood”
(ZeF, AA 08, p. 366; Kant, 1996d, p. 335; cf.
IaG, AA 08, p. 23). The same idea is present
in his “trees in a forest” metaphor, in which
antagonism makes trees grow straight (laG,
AA 08, p. 22; Pid, AA 09, p. 448).° If a system is
to be set in motion that, too, is achieved by the
position of variously acting forces: an example
is a sailing ship (NG, AA 02, pp. 176-177; Kant,
1992a, p. 216). Such tasks are not properly
logical, but engineering — practical, calling not
only for calculations, but also inevitably local
and tacit “know-how”, what Scott, following
the ancient Greeks, calls “metis” (metier,
meaning job, work or profession), that makes
up for incomplete logicality of the real. What is
needed is judgment and action from which this
kind of knowledge is inseparable and in which
alone it can happen.

® And thanks to this, Scott and Lao Tzu might add,
become usable and “legible” for wood-cutters, but that
is a different problem.



3HaMeHUTOV (POpMYJIMpPOBKe HaMepeHMs «orpa-
HMYNUTDBH» / «IIPUIIOAHATDH», «OTOABUHYTbH» pa3yM
B iepsont «Kputuke» (B xxx; Kanr, 2006, c. 33) n
O3/THee MCIoIb3oBaHHOe [eresieM. MbICiIb O TOM,
uyto KanTt, a He Terenb, m mMeHHO B «OmnbITE. . .»,
SIBJISIETCSI TIePBOOTKpPBIBaTENIeM 3aKOHa €IMHCTBA
1 GOPBOBI IIPOTMBOIIOTIOKHOCTEVI, YKe BBICKA3bI-
Baslach 1 obocHOBbIBasIachk (ITpoTomormos, 1991) u
3acJIy KMBaeT OT/IeJIbHOIO BHUMAaHWSI.

PasBuToe KanToM pasiune JIorim4yecKkoro mpo-
TUBOpeuns W peasbHOV IIPOTVBOOJIOKHOCTY
VIMeeT JlaJIeKO MIyIye IocsaencTsus. Ecim oHo
IIpUHMMAaeTCs, TO ObITVe He CBOOUTCS K CTPOro-
MY MBIIUIEHUIO B SICHBIX V1 OTUeT/IMBBIX TIOHSATSIX
110 YHMBepCaJIbHBIM IIPMHIIUIIAM, OHO He MOXeT
OBITH IIOJTHOCTBIO PEeITpe3eHTMPOBAHO B MBICIIV
(mmbo, pammKaribHee, perpe3eHTAINs BOOOIIe
SBJISIeTCS JIVIIb HeyaadHon MeTadpoporni), Iper-
JlaraeMble XKM3HBIO 3a/jaull He pellaroTcs OIHUM
TOJIBKO BblumMciieHVeM. IIpusHaB BHepalioHaIb-
HOCTb OBITVS, YXOMSIIEro M3-IIof, AMKTaTa CTpo-
TOro 3HaHMs, scientia, HaM IIPUIETCS IPU3HATD U
JIETUTVMHOCTD HepallVOHAJIBHOrO, HedopMalb-
HOI'O ¥ HEKOIMYECTBEHHOIO MBIIIUIEHVSI, MeTa-
dop, HappaTNBOB, PUTOPUUECKNX (PUTYpP, HedB-
HOI'O, BCTPOEHHOIO, BOIUIOIIEHHOrO IIO3HAHMSL.
Bce aTO cymiecTBeHHO orpaHMYMBaeT HaleXAbl 1
IpeTeH3UN IIpoeKTa Hayku paHHero Hosoro Bpe-
MeHM 1 [IpocBeltieHiss, B TOM 4riciTe Ha/IEXIbI Ha
pellleHVie OHVIMM JIUIIb pallVIOHAJIBHBIMU Cpel-
CcTBaMM IIpO0JIeMbl aHTATOHVICTUYHOCTY YeJIoBe-
YeCKOVI IIPUPOILL.

2.4. Aumaezonusm 6 ueaoBeueckoil ucmopuu

Tortbko 3TOT OOJIBINION ITyTH IIO3BOJISET IIO-
HSTbh OCHOBaHVs HarbosIee IBHOTO 1 pa3BepHYTO-
ro orpesieJieHNs aHTaroHM3Ma, JaHHoro Kantom
B «Viee BceoOIient MCTOPUM BO BCEMMPHO-TpaXk-
JIAaHCKOM IUTaHe» (1784):

Cpe)ICTBO, KOTOPbIM IIpMpOaa II0JIb3YeTCAd
JIsL TOTO, 4YTOOBI 00eCIeunTh Pa3BUTIIE BCEX CBO-
X 3a1aTKOB, — 3TO aAHmMa2oHUu3M MeXy HVMN
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It is worth noting that in speaking about
overcoming the action of multi-directional
forces Kant uses the word aufheben, which also
occurs in the famously articulated intention to
“limit” /“elevate”, or “shift”, or “deny” reason
in the first Critique (KrV, B xxx) and was later
used by Hegel. The idea that it was Kant and
not Hegel who discovered the law of unity and
conflict of opposites in “Attempt...” has been
put forward (Protopopov, 1991) and merits
attention.

Kant’s distinction of logical contradiction
and real opposition has far-reaching
consequences. If it is accepted, being is not
reducible to rigorous thinking in clear-cut
concepts according to universal principles
and cannot be fully represented in thought
(or, more radically, representation is only
an infelicitous metaphor), and the tasks
life springs on us cannot be solved by mere
computation. Having conceded that being
is extra-rational and defies the dictates of
rigorous knowledge, scientia, one is forced to
recognise the legitimacy of the non-rational,
non-formal and non-quantitative thinking, of
metaphors, narratives, rhetorical tropes, of
embedded and embodied cognition. All this
significantly limits the hopes and claims of the
scientific project of the early modern period
and the Enlightenment, including the hopes
of solving the problem of the antagonism of
human nature by rationalistic means alone.

2.4. Antagonism in Human History

Only this long journey enables us to
understand the grounds of the most succinct
and extended definition of antagonism which
Kant gives in the “Idea for a Universal History
with a Cosmopolitan Aim” (1784):
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B OOIIecTBe, ITOCKOJIBKY 3TO B KOHIIe KOHIIOB
CTAaHOBUTCS IMPUYMHOV €ro 3aKOHOCOOOpasHO-
ro mnopsngka. Ilog aHTaroHMsMoM s pasyMero
371ech HeOOIINTEIIbHYIO OOIINTEIbHOCTD JIIOfET,
T.e. X CKJIOHHOCTb COCTaBJISITH 0OIIecTBo (in
Gesellschaft zutreten), koTopas, ogHaKo, cBsi3aHa
C HeIIpepBIBHBIM COIIPOTMBIIEHVIEM, ITOCTOSHHO
TPO3SIIVIM  Ppa3bedVHUTh OOIIEeCcTBO. 3amaTKu
3TOTO SBHO 3aJI0KEHBI B UeJIOBEYECKOV IIPVIPOIe
(AA 08, S. 320; Kanr, 2024a, c. 35).

«YesioBeueckyo MpUpomy» B 3TOM OIIpesesie-
HVV HeBO3MOXXHO IIPABMUJIBHO IIOHSITH, HE YUYNUThI-
Basl, UTO OHa SIBJISIeTCSl YaCThiO IIPVPOIIbI BOOOIIIE,
B KOTOPOW IIOBCEMECTHBI CVJIBL ITPUTSDKEHSL 1 OT-
TaJIKMBaHWVsI, KOTOpasl alipyOpy MBICIIVIMA TOJThb-
KO 4epes3 aHTarOHM3M CIJI, o0ecriednBaroIX pas-
JIM4gue, ABVDKEHMe, CO3[MaHve ITPOCTPaHCTBEHHO
HPOTSDKEHHOCTVI, B KOTOPOV peasIbHbIVI aHTaro-
HV3M He CBOAUTCS K JIOTMYECKOMY ITPOTUBOPEUIIO
V1 He YCTPaHSeTCs JIOTVTUYeCKMMVI CPeICTBaMIL

3peck MoOKaszaTeJleH KOHTPAcT KaHTOBCKOI'O
B3IJISAIa C HBIOTOHVAHCKUM. Y HBIOTOHVIAHIIEB

corrabHasi J00poIeTesIb CTAaHOBUTCS [IJISI Ye-
JIOBEKa «eCTeCTBEHHOVI», a aHTMCOIIMAIBHOE TI0-
BeJleHVe OKas3blBaeTcs OTKIIOHeHVEeM OT HOPMEI
VWIN «HeeCTeCTBeHHbIM». HBIOTOHOBCKast COIN-
ajIbHasl M/Ie0JIOTMs B IIepBYIO Odeperb cumTasia
COIMaJIbHYIO T'PEeXOBHOCTh YeJloBeKa HeecTecT-
BeHHOV. Bi1acTb desioBeKa Haji, MaTepuert CTaBUT
€ro0 B OTHOIIEHNs C OOIIeCTBOM, aHAJIOTMYHBIE
oTHorreHnsM bora ¢ BHermHVM Mypom. [Toro6HO
TOMY, KaK OOXKeCTBeHHasl 0JIaroCTb peryJmpyer
X071, IIPUPOJIbI M CITOCOOCTBYeT BceobIrieMy Osiary,
YeJIOBEeK TAKKe JIOJDKEH IIPOSBIIATH BCEOOIIyIo
COLMAJIBHYIO JOOpoXKeTaTeIbHOCTh. Ero croco6-
HOCTB PeryJIMpoBaTh XOf], BeIlleV II03BOJIIeT eMy
CTPYKTYpUpOBaTh OOIIECTBO TaKuMM o0OpaszoM,
yTOOBI ero (PyHKIMOHMpOBaHMEe MPUBOAWIO K
BceoO1tert rapmonuu (Jacob, 1976, p. 194 —195).

KanT npusHaéT colmaabHbI aHTarOHU3M pas-
HOBUIHOCTb JIeVICTBIS TPUPOIHBIX CVJI IIPUTSIKe-
HUS ¥ OTTaJIKMBaHWs, TO €CTh peaIbHOM ITPOTH-
BOIIOJIOKHOCT. TaKOV aHTaroHM3M OKa3bIBaeTCs
He JIOKAJIBHOV OCOOEHHOCTBIO, HO ITPOsiBJIIEHVEM
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The means nature employs in order to bring
about the development of all its predispositions
is their antagonism in society, insofar as the
latter is in the end the cause of their lawful
order. Here I understand by ‘antagonism’ the
unsociable sociability of human beings, i.e.
their propensity to enter into society, which,
however, is combined with a thoroughgoing
resistance that constantly threatens to break
up this society. The predisposition for this
obviously lies in human nature (IaG, AA 08,
p- 320; Kant, 2007, p. 111).

In this definition “human nature” cannot
be understood correctly without bearing in
mind that it itself is part of nature in which
the forces of attraction and repulsion are
universal, which can a priori be thought only
in terms of antagonism of forces that support
difference, motion, extended space in which
real antagonism is not confined to logical
contradiction and cannot be removed by logical
means.

The contrast between Kantian and
Newtonian visions is revealing: With the
Newtonians

[...] social virtue becomes “natural” to man,
and antisocial behaviour renders him aberrant
or “unnatural”. The Newtonian social ideology
primarily deemed man’s social sinfulness
unnatural. Man’s power over matter places
him in a relationship with society analogous to
God’s relationship with the universe. Just as the
divine goodness regulates the course of nature
and promotes the universal benefit of the
whole, man must also engage in universal social
benevolence. His power to regulate the course
of things enables him to structure society such
that its workings produce a universal harmony
(Jacob, 1976, pp. 194-195).

Kant considers social antagonism to be an
instance of the action of the natural forces of
attraction and repulsion and of real opposition.
Such antagonism is not a local peculiarity, but a
manifestation of the way of arrangement of the



crioco0a yCTPOVICTBa BCEJIEHHOV, BOCXOIISIIEro K
alpuOpPHOMY YCTPOMCTBY pasyMa. IlomobHo cute
Tsarotenms m1st HeroToHa, 11 KaHTa aHTaroHmsm
1 He JIOITyCKaeT, 11 He TpedyeT JabHENIINX 00b-
sgcHeHVi. OHAKO OrpaHMYVBIINCH TOIIBKO 3TUM
IIOHMMaHMeM, MbI OOHapyXuBaeM ceOsi B Mupe
OeccMBICIIEHHBIX CTOJIKHOBEHMVI, Hallla VICTOPMS
OKa3bIBAaeTCsl «pacCKa3aHHOV WIVIOTOM». YCTPOVI-
CTBO pa3yMa TpebyeT paccMaTpuBaTh VCTOPUIO He
TOJIBKO B (PM3MUECKOM, HO ¥ B TE€JIEOJIOrMYEeCKOM
IUTaHe, IIpearionarasl eIVHCTBO 3TUX IUIAHOB,
IIyCTh JJa)ke JIeXKalliee 3a IpeesiaMmyl ITI03HaBaeMo-
ro. B TesreosrormueckoM OTHOIIEHWV aHTAarOHM3M
nepectaeT ObITH abcypraoM u obpeTaeT pojib MH-
CTpyMeHTa IIPUPOIBL 171 TIOOY KIeHMs YesloBeye-
CTBa K BBIXO/LY 13 HECOBEPIIIEHHOJIETVIS ¥ CAMOCTO-
ATeJIBHOMY CTPOUTEJIbCTBY BCeOoDIero ImpaBoBOro
rpakgaHcKoro obrrectBa. Koropoe, cremyer mo-
0aBUTB, cCaMO CITY KUT HOIJIEP>KaHMIO U Pa3BUTIIO
STUYECKOro COOOIIeCTBa.

B cengpmom nontoxxenun «Vpgen...» Kant passu-
BaeT Ipo0JieMy aHTaroHM3Ma B KOHTEKCTe MeXX/Ty-
HapOIHBIX OTHOILLIEHML:

Ta xe HeoOITMTEITLHOCT, KOTOPAasl BEIHYK/Ia-
eT Jjrofent ero [oOrecTBeHHOe PopMmpoBaHe]
co3aBaTh, CIIY>XKUT TaKkKe HMPUYMHON TOTO, UTO
Kaskioe o011iecTBeHHOe pOpMIpOBaHVIe BO BHEIII-
HMX OTHOIIEHWM:X, T.e. KaK T'OCYJapCTBO IIO OT-
HOIIIEHVIO K JIPYTVIM TOCyHAapcTBaM, IOJIb3YeTCs
HeorpaHMYeHHOV CBOOOMION 1, CjlefoBaTelIbHO,
OIIHO TOCYHAApCTBO AO/DKHO OXWIATH OT APYro-
rO Tex )Xe HeNpPUATHOCTeV, KOTOpble yTHeTasIn
OT/HEJIbHBIX JIONIEeVl M BBIHYXKHaJIM MX BCTYIIaTh
B 3aKOHOCOOOpasHOe TIpakKJaHCKOe COCTOSHVIE.
ITpupona, TakM oOpa3oM, BHOBb MUCIIOJIb30Basla
HeY>XVBUYMBOCTh JIIOZEVI, Jake OOJIBIINX COOO-
IIIeCTB ¥ TOCYHAPCTBEHHBIX OPraHM3MOB 3TOTO
polla CylllecTB KaK CPefCTBO [jIsi TOTO, UYTOOBI B
HeyCTpaHVMOM aHTaroHM3Me MeXIy HVMVI Hav-
TM COCTOsSIHME IIOKOs M Oe3orracHocTy. VIHBIMUI
CJIOBaMV, TIOCPEICTBOM BOVIH M Ype3BbIYalTHO
HaITpsDKEHHOVI, HMKOIrIa He ocstabeBarolen Iosi-
TOTOBKM K HVM, IIOCPeJICTBOM HYXXIIbI, KOTOpas
IOJDKHA BCIJIEACTBYIE 3TOTO OIIYIIAThCS B KOHEU-
HOM cYeTe BHYTPM KaXIOro rocyJapcTsa JIaxe B
MIUpHOe BpeMs, IIpuposia IolOykgaeT cHadasla K
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universe, traceable to the a priori structure of
reason. Like the gravitation force with Newton,
Kant’s antagonism does not allow or demand
further explanation. However, if we confine
ourselves to this understanding, we find
ourselves in a world of meaningless collisions
and our history is “a tale told by an idiot”. The
structure of reason commands that we view
history not only in the physical, but also in the
teleological way, assuming the unity of these
plans, even if it lies beyond the cognisable.
Teleologically, antagonism ceases to be absurd
and assumes the role of nature’s instrument
of awakening humanity, taking it out of its
immaturity and inducing it to independently
build a universal law-governed civil society.
Which, it has to be added, itself serves to
maintain and develop the ethical community.

In the seventh proposition of the “Idea...”
Kant elaborates the problem of antagonism in
the context of international relations:

The same unsociability that necessitated
human beings to this is once again the cause
of every commonwealth, in its external
relation, i.e. as a state in reference to other
states, standing in unbound freedom, and
consequently of each having to expect from
the other precisely the ills that pressured
individual human beings and compelled them
to enter into a lawful civil condition. Nature has
therefore once again used the incompatibility
of human beings, even of great societies and
state bodies of this kind of creature as a means
to seek out in their unavoidable antagonism a
condition of tranquility and safety; i.e. through
wars, through the overstrained and never
ceasing process of armament for them, through
the condition of need that due to this finally
every state even in the midst of peace must feel
internally, toward at first imperfect attempts,
but finally after many devastations, reversals
and even thoroughgoing exhaustion of their
powers, nature drives them to what reason
could have told them even without much sad
experience: namely, to go beyond a lawless
condition of savages and enter into a federation
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HeCOBepITIeHHBIM ITOITBITKaM V1 HAKOHeI], — IT0CIe
MHOTVIX OITyCTOIII€HNVI, Pa3pyIIeHUII U JaxKe II0-
cJle TIOJTHOTO BHYTPeHHEero MCTOIIeHM X CWIT —
K TOMY, YTO pa3syM MOT ObI TIOfICKa3aTh MM U 0e3
CTOJIb OOJIBIIIOTO IeYaJIbHOTO OIBITA, a VIMEHHO:
BBIVITV 73 0€33aKOHHOI'O COCTOSIHMS AVIKApei U
BCTYIWUTB B COIO3 HAPOJIOB, I7le KaXkoe, Jake ca-
Moe MaJioe TOCyapCTBO MOIJIO ObI OXXMIATh CBOe
Oe3omacHOCTH 1 IIpaB He OT CBOeV COOCTBEHHO
CWIBI WIV COOCTBEHHOTO ITPAaBOBOTO CYXKIEHIS,
HO VICKJTIOUMTEITbHO OT 3TOTO BEJIMKOTO COI03a Ha-
pornos (Foedus Amphictyonum), or oobenyHen-
HOVI CWIBI M1 OT pellieHNs 110 3aKOHaM 0Obe/I/HeH-
Hov Born (AA 08, S. 24; Kanr, 2024a, c. 39).

KaHT mpomornKmiT 3T pasMBIIUIEHNS O MeX-
AyHApOIHOM aHTaroHW3Me B BBIIIEAINEM depes3
OAMHHAIATH JIeT TpakraTe «K BeuHOMY MUpPy»
(1795). B mpupope oH HaxOAWUT TrapaHTUIO 1714 CBO-
€ro MOJINTUKO-IIPAaBOBOTrO IIPOEKTa BEYHOI'O Mpa:
Hpupona, «BejrKas VMCKYCHMUIIA, CKBO3b MeXaHMW-
UeCKM X0 KOTOPOVI IIPOCMAaTpVBaeTCsl OYeBU]I-
Hasl 11e71ecO00pa3HOCTh», O3BOJISET «BO3HUKHYTh
COIIaCMIO M3 PasHOITIaCKs MeXy JIIOIbMMU ake
mpotus mx Boim...» (AA 08, S. 360; Kant, 20240,
c. 181). Crout 3ameTtuts, uro KaHT ynorpeosiser
31ech TepMUH die Zwietracht, KOTOPBIVI Ha PYCCKUT
sI3bIK MOXKHO IlepeBecTy Kak «pasgop». B «Cmo-
pe dakyisreToB» (1797) KaHT crierimaabHO Ipo-
BOAWT pasiy4aye MeXIy aHTaroHM3MOM WU pas-
IOPOM: «...aHTarOHM3M, T.e. CNMOp ABYX CTOPOH,
CBA3aHHBIX JIPYT C IPyTOM OOITHOCTBIO KOHEYHOV
nermm (concordia discors, discordia concors), — 3TO
He 6o7iHa, T.e. He pacIIpy, BOSHUKAIOIIVE 13 IIPo-
TMBOIIOCTABJICHISI KOHeUHBIX 11es1ert Moezo v To-
€20 y4eHBIX, KOTOpble, KaK ¥ IojuTudeckoe Moe
n TBoe, cocToaT 3 cB0600b M cobcmBennocmu. . .»
(AA 07, S. 35—36; KanT, 20241, c. 279). 3mech Bax-
HO, 4TO aHTarOHM3M He CBOAUTCS K pasopy M BO-
rre. OHM JIVIIB OJIOBVHA aHTAarOHM3Ma, YaCTHOe
IIpOsiBJIEHVIE JIEVICTBYISL YeJIOBEYeCKMX CUJT «OTTall-
KVBaHMs», 00pasyIoIuX 1eJioe C CyIaMy «IIpu-
TSDKeHWUS». B34ThINI caMm 1o cebe, pasmop Iipen-
CTaBJISeT «IIeYaJIbHBIT» 1 OeCCMBICJIEHHBIV OITBIT,
¥V TOJBKO IOHVIMAHMEe IVaJIeKTUYeCKOro eIiH-
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of nations, where every state, even the smallest,
could expect its security and rights not from
its own might, or its own juridical judgment,
but only from this great federation of nations
(Foedus Amphictyonum), from a united might
and from the decision in accordance with laws
of its united will (InG, AA 08, p. 24; Kant, 2007,
p. 114).

Kant continued these reflections on
international antagonism eleven years later
in the treatise Toward Perpetual Peace. He
finds in nature the guarantee for his political-
legal project of perennial peace: “the great
artist nature (natura daedala rerum) from whose
mechanical course purposiveness shines forth
visibly”, allows “concord to arise by means
of the discord between human beings even
against their will” (ZeF, AA 08, p. 360; Kant,
1996d, p. 331). It has to be noted that Kant here
uses the term die Zwietracht, which translates
into Russian as “discord”. In The Conflict of
the Faculties (1797) Kant pointedly draws a
distinction between antagonism and discord:
“[...] this antagonism, that is, this conflict of two
parties united in [their striving toward] one and
the same final end (concordia discors, discordia
concors), is not a war, that is, not a dispute
arising from conflicting final aims regarding
the Mine and Thine of learning” which, “like
the political Mine and Thine, [...] consist[]
in freedom and property” (SF, AA 07, pp. 35-
36, Kant, 1996b, pp. 261-262). It is important
that antagonism is not reduced to discord and
war. These form only one half of antagonism, a
particular manifestation of the action of human
forces of “repulsion” which form a single
whole with the forces of “attraction”. Taken by
itself, discord is “regrettable” and meaningless
experience, and only the understanding of the
dialectical unity of antagonistic sides, often
inaccessible to those involved, more easily
discerned by disengaged spectators, makes
it possible to open “a consoling prospect into



CTBa aHTarOHVCTUYECKMX CTOPOH, BO3MOXXHO, He-
JIOCTYIIHOe y4YacTHMKaM, HO C MeHBIIVM TPYyIOM
pasin4aeMoe HeBOBJIEYEHHBIMY 3PUTEJIIMMY, IIO-
3BOJISIET OTKPBITh «yTEIINUTeIbHYIO ePCIeKTUBY
rpsaymero (Ha KOTOPYIO HeT OCHOBaHMS Hajle-
AThCs, He IIpeITioarasi IjladHa Ipupomsl)» (AA 08,
S. 30; Kanr, 2024a, c. 46).

Brickazannas B «Vpee...» n «K Beanomy Mupy»
KOHIIEIIIV aHTaroHM3Ma KaK «HeOOIINTeTbHOM
OOIIIUTEe/IBHOCT I JIIONe U HapOIoB, CJIy>Kalllen
YCTaHOBJIEHUIO TpakKIaHCKO-IIPaBOBOTO COCTOSI-
HVIS CHaydasla BHYTPY HapOJIOB, a 3aTeM MeX1y Io-
cyAapcTBaMM B 1IeJIsIX CO3JaHMs YCIIOBU [IJIS pe-
ajM3aluy 3aJaTKOB YeJIOBEYHOCTU B VICTOPWUW,
BCTpeuaeTcs 1 B Apyrux padotax duiocoda (AA
08, S. 306; Kaut, 20248, c. 360; AA 06, S. 347; KaHT,
2014, c. 407).

3ak/IroueH1e

Msb1 paccMOTpesit OCHOBHBIE VICTOPITUECKVe
BEXVI CTAHOBJIEHVS KaHTOBCKOTO IIOHSTMS aHTa-
TOHM3Ma ¥ ero PyHKIINM B pasHbBIX pasfiesiax Cu-
crembl. CMBICT ¥ PYHKIIUV He VMCYEPITBIBAIOTCS
HamboJIee WM3BEeCTHOM «HeOOIIMTEeIBHO OOIIN-
TeJIBHOCTBIO», TeM Oojiee IIOHMMaeMOV Kak CIIy-
YariHOCTh, YCTpaHMMas pasyMoM. B mepBbix dur-
sudeckmx paborax 1750-x rr. KaHT passuBaer
moranKy HefoToHa o myasvsme Cysl IPUTSKEHMS
Y OTTaJIKVMBAaHMS BO BCEOOBEMIIIONIYIO CIIEKYIIS-
TVBHYIO TMIIOTE3y O ITPOVICXOXIIEHUW M yCTPOVI-
CTBe BCeJIEHHOW IIeJIMKOM W3 eCTeCTBeHHOIrO
mevicTBus 0a30BBIX aHTAarOHMCTMYECKMX CUIL B
«OmbiTe BBEMIEHS B (PVITOCODVIIO TTIOHSTUS OTP-
IaTeIbHBIX BeymamH» (1763) KanT o0o0maer dpu-
3MUeCKyIO TMIIOTe3y IO YPOBHS MeTadu3ndecKo-
TO IIPVHIINIIA «PeasIbHOVI IIPOTUBOIIOJIOKHOCTV.
Pusnyeckasi OMHAMMKa peabHBIX ITPOTMBOIIO-
JIO)KHOCTEVI He COBITaZlaeT C ITOPSIKOM JIOTVde-
CKMIX PacCy’KIeHWVI VIV BBIYMCIIEHUVI VI He CBO-
IOUTCS K BBISIBJIEHUIO U YCTPaHEHWIO JIOT MTYeCcKIX
nporusopeunit. B 1772—1773 rr. tepMuH «aHTaro-
HW3M» IIOSIBJISIETCS B IIepPBBIX JieKInsax Kanra no
AHTPOIIOJIOr M I OOBSICHEHMS pabOThI MBIIIIL]

V. A. Chaly, D.A. Kozlova, D. P. Zhukov

the future (which without a plan of nature one
cannot hope for with any ground)” (IaG, AA 08,
p- 30; Kant, 2007, p. 119).

The concept of antagonism as “unsociable
sociability” of people and nations articulated
in the “Idea...” and Toward Perpetual Peace
which serves to establish a civil-legal condition
first within nations and then between states to
create conditions for the realisation of human
predispositions in history is enunciated in other
works as well (TP, AA 08, p. 306; Kant, 1996a,
p. 304; MS, AA 06, p. 347; Kant, 1996¢, p. 485).

Conclusion

We have reviewed the historical landmarks
of the evolution of the Kantian concept of
antagonism and its functions in various parts
of the system. The meaning and functions are
not confined to the best known “unsociable
sociability”, especially understood as an
accident that can be remedied by reason.
In the early physical works of the 1750s
Kant develops Newton’s hypothesis about
the dualism of the forces of attraction and
repulsion into an all-embracing speculative
hypothesis concerning the origin and order
of the universe as a whole as the result of the
natural action of the basic antagonistic forces.
In the “Attempt to Introduce the Concept
of Negative Magnitudes into Philosophy”
(1763) Kant elevates the physical hypothesis
to the level of metaphysical principle of “real
opposition”. The physical dynamic of real
oppositions does not coincide with the order
of logical reflections or computations and is
not confined to exposure and elimination of
logical contradictions. The term “antagonism”
first appears in 1772—1773 in Kant's early
lectures on anthropology to explain the work
of muscles and bodily movements. In the
early 1780s Kant brings these meanings into
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¥ TeJIeCHBbIX nBvkKeHmn. B Hauase 1780-x rr. Kaut
[IEPEHOCUT 3TV CMBICIIBI B (PMIIOCOUIO MCTOPUT
Y HOJIUTUKM 11 OOBbsCHeHMs (paKTa «HeoOIy-
TEJIBHOV OOIINTEIbHOCTM» JIIOHeV HapoIoB "
IpefiCTaBleHMs] aHTaroHMW3Ma KaK [IBVDKYyIIen
CUJIBL PA3BUTHS 3a/JaTKOB UeJIoBeYeCcKOro poma. B
3TO ke BpeMs B «MeTadr3ndecknx HadaIax ecre-
crBosHaHMs» (1786) KaHT mcciieqiyeT anpropHble
yCJIOBMS BO3MOXKHOCTW IIPUPOABI M eCTecTBeH-
HOVI VICTOPUNL. OmgHUM M3 Takmx YCIIOBUVL SIBJISI-
eTCsl IIpeJiCTaBIIeH e O IOBVDKYILEVICS M HaTlOJIHS-
IOIIer! IIPOCTPaHCTBO MaTepuy KakK O IIpOAyKTe
HeVICTBUSL CWJI OTTaJIKMBaHWMA W IIPUTSDKEHUS.
KanToBckast JoKpuTMUecKasl IMIIOTe3a I0IydaeT
37lech TpaHCLIeHJIeHTaJIbHOe oOocHoBaHMe. KaHT
IBVDKETCS OT TUIOTE3bI O €CTeCTBEHHOM aHTaro-
HV3Me CVJI K MBICIIV O €T0 CyIITHOCTHOVI BHEJIOI Y-
HOCTM 1 3aTeM K BbIBeIeHIIO alIpYOPHOro cTaTyca
aHTaroHM3Ma B ITIO3HAHWUV IIPVPOBL.

Bce sTm 1mmarm HeoOXOmMMMBI ISt IIOHMMAHIS
CMBICJIA «HEOOIIMTEeILHON OOMIMTEeILHOCTI» KakK
IIPOsIBJIEHNsI aHTaroHM3Ma B 4eJIoBeuecKOo VMCTO-
pum 1 monuTuKe. Bo-TiepBbIX, aHTaroHM3M IIO-
BCeMeCTeH, IIOCKOJIBKY deJloBeduecKasl WCTOpWs
BCTPOeHa BO BCeODIITYI0 eCTeCTBEHHYIO VICTOPUIO,
B pa3BUTHe BCeJIeHHO. BO-BTOPBIX, OH Hellpeosio-
JIVIM, TIOCKOJIBKY IIpeficTaBjleHle IIPUPOIbI 1 ee
VICTOpUM KaK pesysIbTara [IeViCTBMs ITPOTUBOIIO-
JIOKHBIX CWJI €CTh CTPYKTYpHasi, allpyopHasi He-
00XOIVIMOCTB, a He SMIIVpUYecKas CJIy4alHOCTb.
B-TpeTprX, aHTaroHW3M He CHMHOHVIMIYEH HeoO-
IIITEJIBHOCTY, BOVIHE U Pa3gopy, KOTOpPbIe COCTaB-
JIAIOT OJHY W3 €ro JIByX CTOPOH, HO ODo3HauaeT
€IVHCTBO ¥ IIPOTMBOIIOJIOKHOCTh KadeCTBEHHO
Pas3IMYHBIX CWJI, ODO3HAYaeT makske OOIINTEeIb-
HOCTB, MUp 1 cortacue. CaM 110 ceOe aHTarOHV3M
He JIOXb ¥ He MopaJibHOe 3710. Ero Mopasmsarins
BefleT JINIIb K YIIYOJIEHMIO IIPOTMBOCTOSHMS T
IIPeIISITCTBYeT MOHVMAHWMIO ¥ YpaBHOBellVBa-
HIIO MHTepecoB. CKayoK OT CJIOKHOV peasIbHOM
IIPOTMBOIIOIIOKHOCTYL CJI K ee Hen30eXXHO yIIpo-
IIIeHHOMY JIOTMYeCKOMY IIpefICTaBIeHUIO B Tep-
MMHaX IIPOTUBOPEUNIT POXIAeT WIEOJIOrMI0 —

philosophy of history and politics to explain
“unsociable sociability” of people and nations
and represent antagonism as the driver of the
development of the predispositions of the
human race. At the same time, in Metaphysical
Foundations of Natural Science (1786) Kant
explores the a priori conditions of the possibility
of nature and natural history. One such
condition is the idea of matter which moves
and fills space as a product of the forces
of repulsion and attraction. This provides
transcendental grounding of Kant’s pre-critical
hypothesis. Kant moves from hypothesis on
natural antagonism of forces to the idea that it
is essentially outside logic and then proceeds to
deduce an a priori status of antagonism in the
cognition of nature.

All these steps are needed to understand
the meaning of “unsociable sociability” as a
manifestation of antagonism in human history
and politics. First, antagonism is ubiquitous
because human history is built into the total
natural history, the development of the
universe. Second, it is insuperable insofar as
the representation of nature and its history as
the result of opposing forces is a structural a
priori necessity and not an empirical accident.
Third, antagonism is not synonymous with
unsociability, war and discord which constitute
one of its sides, but signifies the unity and
opposition of qualitatively different forces
and also means sociability, peace and concord.
Antagonism in itself is neither a falsity nor a
moral evil. Its moralisation merely leads to the
deepening of the confrontation and obstructs
understanding and balancing of interests. The
leap from complicated opposition between
forces to its inevitably simplistic logical
representation in terms of contradictions
gives rise to ideology, i.e. orientation toward
eliminating the antagonist as the source of
the contradiction. And the claims of one of
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VI OPVIEHTALIVIO Ha yCTpaHeHVe aHTarOHVCTa KakK
VICTOYHVKA TPOTMBOpeYMs. A IIpeTeH3Ms OTHOM
3 aHTArOHVCTNYECKMIX CTOPOH Ha CTaTyC HOCUTe-
JIS VICTVIHBI VI BOIUJIOITIEH VIS ITOJTHOTHI PeaIn30BaH-
HBIX UeJIOBEYeCKVIX 3a/1aTKOB, Ha KyJIBMUHAIINIO 1
3aBepIeHre B CBOEM JIMIIE YeJIOBEYECKOV VICTO-
PV IIPENSITCTBYeT PasyMHOMY AMaIOry O IIPOTY-
BOIIOJIOKHBIX MHTEpecax M paspyllaeT o0sacTy,
B KOTOPBIX CYIIeCTByeT corjlacue. B-ueTBepThlX,
JIeVICTBYIE AHTArOHM3Ma KOMIIEHCUPYeTCsS U Ha-
IIpaBJIsieTCs, HO He YHMYTOXKAeTCs PacCy KAeHVeM
VIJIV JIOTYeCKOV! Jleyibepaliert, OH He YMelllaeT-
Csl B AeMyKTVBHYIO CYICTEMY IIOHSTUV VI IPVHIIV-
110B. BMecTo OKOHUaTesIbHOro (hbyHIaMEeHTaIIVCT-
CKOTO paspellieHns B feuHoM MUPe, aHTarOHM3M
cTabvInsupyeTcs pauIMOVIINCTCKON MHXeHepy-
eVl CIIepXKeK VI IIPOTVBOBECOB, Oa/IaHCOM CyBepeH-
HBIX CVJI MHOXKECTBA aKTOPOB, Uepe3 IOCTOSTHHBIV
Pa3yMHBIVI IV1aJI0T, OPraHM3Y IOV I TIOIIePXKI-
BAIOIIVIVL 04 AUUTLCA MVIP.

Wccaedobanue Bvimosneno npu noddepxxe PHD,
npoekm Ne 25-28-00698 «Paspabomxa kanmuan-
CKOU KOHYenyuu anmaeoHusma u Kpumuka cobpe-
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MeHHbIX uHmepnpemayui “Beuroeo mupa” 6 meopuu
MexO0YHApoOHbIX omHouleHui». Cmpanuya npoex-
ma: https://rscf.ru/project/25-28-00698/.
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the antagonistic sides to be the bearer of
the truth and embodiment of all realised
human predispositions, the culmination and
crowning of human history is an obstacle to
reasonable dialogue on opposing interests,
destroying areas of concord. Fourth, the
effect of antagonism is compensated for and
directed but is not destroyed by reasoning
or logical deliberation, it does not fit into the
deductive system of concepts and principles.
Instead of the final fundamentalist resolution
in eternal peace antagonism is stabilised by
fallibilistic engineering of checks and balances,
equilibrium of sovereign forces of a multitude
of actors, through constant reasonable dialogue
which organises and supports durable peace.

Research supported by Russian Science
Foundation, project Ne 25-28-00698 «Development
of a Kantian Concept of Antagonism and Criticism
of Modern Interpretations of ‘Perpetual Peace’ in
Theory of International Relations», https.//rscf.ru/
project/25-28-00698/.

References

Brading, K. and Stan, M., 2024. Philosophical Mechan-
ics in the Age of Reason. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Dmitrieva, N. A, 2014. The “Perpetual Peace” of Im-
manuel Kant at the Turn of the Centuries and During
the First World War. Prepodavatel XXI vek, 2/1, pp. 46-
61. (In Rus.)

Eisler, R, 1930. Kant-Lexikon: Nachschlagewerk zu
Kants simtlichen Schriften, Briefen und handschriftlichem
Nachlass. Hildesheim: Georg Olms.

Esteves, J., 2018. The Antagonism between Nature
and Freedom in Kant’s Philosophy. In: V.L. Waibel,
M. Ruffing and D. Wagner, eds. 2018. Natur und Freiheit.
Akten des XII. Internationalen Kant-Kongresses. Berlin: De
Gruyter, pp. 1023-1030.

Ferguson, M., 2012. Unsocial Sociability: Perpetual
Antagonism in Kant’s Political Thought. In: E. Ellis, ed.
2012. Kant's Political Theory. University Park: Penn State
University Press.



B. A. Yanwiit, JI. A. Koznosa, /1. I1. Xyxos

Kanm V. OneiT BBefieHMs B PUIIOCOPUIO TOHATUS OT-
punarensHbIX BeamH // Cobp. codu. : B 8 T. M. : Hopo,
1994r. T. 2. C. 41-84.

Kanm WM. @usnaeckass moHamomnorus // Cobp. cod. :
B 8 T. M. : Hopo, 1994, T. 1. C. 313—332.

Kanm U. Kpurnka umcroro pasyma // CobOp. cou. Ha
HeM. 1 pyc. g13. M. : Hayka, 2006. T. 2, u. 1.

Kanm WM. Metadusuxa Hpasos. [lepsasi uacTe. MeTa-
dpusmaeckme meppoHavana ydenus o mnpase // Cou. Ha
HeM. 1 pyc. 3. M. : Kanon-ITimoc, 2014. T. 5, u. 1.

Kanm W. Vigest BceoOIiert MCTOpMY BO BCeMMPHO-Tpak-
maHckoM 11aHe // Cou. 1o aHTponosorny, guiocodum
NOJIMTUKN 1 prstocodpum peruru @ B 3 T. / 101 peq.
H. A. Imutpuesons, A.I. XKasoporkosa, A.H. Kpyriosa,
B. A. Hasoro. Kamuuunrpan : Vsp-so bOY mm. V. Kan-
Ta, 2024a. T. 2 : Cou. no dprtocodpum nonntuxn. C. 31—47.

Kanm WM. K Beunomy mupy // Cod. mo aHTpomoro-
vy, dvmocopnyt TOMMTUKM M PUIocopmm peurum :
B 3 1. / mox pen. H. A. [Imurpueson, A.I. JKaBopoHko-
Ba, A.H. Kpyrmosa, B. A. Hasnoro. Kanmnunrpag, : Vsg-so
BbdY um. M. Kanra, 20246. T. 2 : Cou. o dwstocodwm 11o-
mutukn. C. 159-211.

Kanm W. O morosopke: “MoxeT OBITB, 3TO 11 BEPHO B Te-
opww, HO He rofuTcs st mpakTvky” // Cod. 110 aHTporIo-
siorvm, purtocoduvt TOTTVKY U PVITocodvv pesTUIim :
B 3 1. / mop pen. H. A. [Imurpueson, A.I. JKaBopoHko-
Ba, A. H. Kpymiosa, B. A. Hanoro. Kanmnaunrpap, : Vsg-so
Bb@Y um. M. Kanra, 20248. T. 2 : Cou. o dutocodmm 110-
mutukn. C. 250—361.

Kanm W. Criop daxysisreros // Cod. 1o aHTpONOIO-
ruy, dwiocopun NOIUTUKN ¥ PUIocopum pesturumn :
B 3 1. / mox pen. H. A. [Imurpueson;, A.I. KaBopoHko-
Ba, A. H. Kpyrnosa, B. A. Hasoro. Kaymnaunrpag, : Vsa-so
BOY vm. U. KanTa, 2024r. T. 2 : Cou. o pntococpmmt io-
stk C. 250—361.

Kpyeso06 A. H. Criopst o KanTe Bo Bpemst Bermnkor Ote-
4eCTBEeHHOVI BOVHBIL: B3IJIAL, CITycTs 75 j1eT nocie [ToGempL.
Yacrs I // Borrpocsr dwmrtocodpmm. 2020a. Ne 5. C. 192—209.

Kpyeao6 A. H. Cnoper 0 KanTe Bo Bpem: Beymxort Ote-
4eCTBEHHOVI BOVIHBL B3IVIAL, CIIycTs 75 jieT rociie [Tobemsl.
Yacrs 11 // Borrpocst dwmmmocodmnt. 20206. Ne 6. C. 169—189.

Kymeunuxo6 A.E., Yaavi B. A. IlomTrdeckmne vpen
V. Kanta n coBpeMeHHble TeopeTHUecKye KOHLIeIIIN
MeXIyHapoHo opraHmsanmy // KaHToBckmit mpoekT
BEYHOI0 MMpa B KOHTeKCTe coBpeMeHHOV nonmnTukm. Ka-
nmvHvHTpan : Visn-so BOY v, V. KanTa, 2013. C. 185—194.

Kion M. Kant. buorpadpust. M. : VI, «eso», 2021.

Jlopo H. Paspenenns ropor. 3abBeHve B MaMATH
Adwnn. M. : HoBoe nnteparypHoe 0603penwe, 2021.

36

Friedman, M., 1992. Kant and the Exact Sciences. Cam-
bridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Friedman, M., 2013. Kant’s Construction of Nature: A
Reading of the Metaphysical Foundations of Natural Science.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Henry, J., 2023. Newton’s ‘De Aere et Aethere” and
the Introduction of Interparticulate Forces into His
Physics. Annals of Science, 80(3), pp. 232-267.

Howard, S., 2021. Kant on the Fundamental Forces
of Matter: Why Attraction and Repulsion? Kantian Re-
view, 26(3), pp. 413—433.

Jacob, M. C., 1976. The Newtonians and the English Rev-
olution, 1689-1720. Ithaca, N.Y.: Cornell University Press.

Kant, I, 1992a. Attempt to Introduce the Concept of Neg-
ative Magnitudes into Philosophy. Translated by D. Wal-
ford and R. Meerbote. In: I. Kant, 1992. Theoretical
Philosophy, 1755-1770. Edited and translated by D. Wal-
ford and R. Meerbote. Cambridge: Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, pp. 203-242.

Kant, I, 1992b. The Employment in Natural Philosophy
of Metaphysics Combined with Geometry, of Which Sample 1
Contains the Physical Monadology. Translated by D. Wal-
ford and R. Meerbote. In: I. Kant, 1992. Theoretical Philos-
ophy, 1755-1770. Edited by D. Walford and R. Meerbote.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 47-66.

Kant, I, 1996a. On the Common Saying: That May Be
Correct in Theory, but It Is of No Use in Practice. Translat-
ed by M.]. Gregor. In: . Kant, 1996. Practical Philosophy.
Edited by M.]. Gregor. Cambridge: Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, pp. 279-309.

Kant, 1., 1996b. The Conflict of the Faculties. Translated
by George di Giovanni. In: I. Kant, 1996. Religion and Ra-
tional Theology. Edited by A. W. Wood and G. Di Giovan-
ni. Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 233-328.

Kant, L, 1996¢. The Metaphysics of Morals. Translated
by M. ]. Gregor. In: I. Kant, 1996. Practical Philosophy. Ed-
ited by M. ]. Gregor. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, pp. 365-603.

Kant, I, 1996d. Toward Perpetual Peace. Translated by
M.]. Gregor. In: I. Kant, 1996. Practical Philosophy. Edit-
ed by M.]. Gregor. Cambridge: Cambridge University
Press, pp. 317-351.

Kant, 1., 2002. Metaphysical Foundations of Natural Sci-
ence. Translated by M. Friedman. In: I. Kant, 2002. The-
oretical Philosophy after 1781. Edited by H. E. Allison and
P. Heath. Cambridge University Press, pp. 171-270.



Hviomon M. MaremaTndeckne Hadala HaTypaJIbHOV
dmnocodum. M. : Hayka, 1989.

Hvtomon M. Ontuxa. M. : Hayka, 1954.

IIpomononob 0. K. Hoxputnueckuit Kant o B3anmo-
OTHOIIIEHVSIX JIBYX POJIOB IIpoTMBoIoNioKHOCTeit // Kan-
ToBCckMI cOOpHMK. 1991. Ne 16. C. 147—151.

Casuxo8 A. H. KaHT 11 coBpeMeHHas1 TeOpus MeXIyHa-
ponHbIx oTHOIIeHNVI // BecTHMK BanTuiickoro denepaiis-
Horo yHusepcureta uM. V. KanTa. Cep.: I'ymanuTapHble 1
obmiectenHble Hayky. 2013. Ne 12. C. 97—103.

Brading K., Stan M. Philosophical Mechanics in the
Age of Reason. Oxford : Oxford University Press, Inc.,
2024.

Eisler R. Kant-Lexikon: Nachschlagewerk zu Kants
samtlichen Schriften, Briefen und handschriftlichem
Nachlass. Kant-Lexikon. Hildesheim ; Zurich ; NY. :
G. Olms, 1930.

Esteves |. The Antagonism between Nature and Free-
dom in Kant’s Philosophy // Natur und Freiheit. Ak-
ten des XII. Internationalen Kant-Kongresses / ed. by
V.L. Waibel, M. Ruffing, D. Wagner. Berlin ; Boston : De
Gruyter, 2018. P. 1023 —1030.

Ferguson M. Unsocial Sociability: Perpetual Antago-
nism in Kant’s Political Thought // Kant’s Political Theory:
Interpretations and Applications / ed. by E. Ellis. Univer-
sity Park, PA : Pennsylvania State University Press, 2012.
P. 150—169. https://doi.org/10.1515/9780271059860-008.

Friedman M. Kant and the Exact Sciences. Cambridge,
MA : Harvard University Press, 1992.

Friedman M. Kant’s Construction of Nature: A Read-
ing of the Metaphysical Foundations of Natural Science. Cam-
bridge : Cambridge University Press, 2013.

Henry |. Newton’s ‘De Aere et Aethere” and the Intro-
duction of Interparticulate Forces into His Physics // An-
nals of Science. 2023. Vol. 80, Ne 3. P. 232—267. https://doi.
org/10.1080/00033790.2023.2192721.

Howard S. Kant on the Fundamental Forces of Mat-
ter: Why Attraction and Repulsion? // Kantian Review.
2021. Vol. 26, Ne 3. P. 413—433. https://doi.org/10.1017/
51369415421000042

Jacob M. C. The Newtonians and the English Revolu-
tion, 1689—1720. Ithaca, N.Y. : Cornell University Press,
1976.

Kant and the Sciences / ed. by E. Watkins. Oxford :
Oxford University Press, 2001.

Kant-Lexikon / ed. by M. Willaschek, J. Stolzenberg,
G. Mohr, S. Bacin. Berlin ; Boston : De Gruyter, 2015.

Laclau E., Mouffe C. Hegemony and Socialist Strategy.

Towards a Radical Democratic Politics. 2" ed. L. : Verso,
2001.

37

V. A. Chaly, D.A. Kozlova, D. P. Zhukov

Kant, I, 2007. Idea for a Universal History with a
Cosmopolitan Aim. Translated by A.W. Wood. In:
I. Kant, 2007. Anthropology, History, and Education. Edited
by G. Zoller and R. B. Louden. Cambridge: Cambridge
University Press, pp. 107-120.

Kant, I, 2012a. Thoughts on the True Estimation of Liv-
ing Forces and Assessment of the Demonstrations That Lei-
bniz and Other Scholars of Mechanics Have Made Use of
in This Controversial Subject, Together with Some Prefato-
ry Considerations Pertaining to the Force of Bodies in Gen-
eral. Translated by J. B. Edwards and M. Schonfeld. In:
I. Kant, 2012. Natural Science. Edited by E. Watkins.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 1-155.

Kant, I, 2012b. Universal Natural History and Theory of
the Heavens or Essay on the Constitution and the Mechanical
Origin of the Whole Universe According to Newtonian Prin-
ciples. Translated by Olaf Reinhardt. In: I. Kant, 2012.
Natural Science. Edited by E. Watkins. Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press, pp. 182-308.

Krouglov, A., 2020a. Discussion about Kant during
the Great Patriotic War: The Look 75 Years after the Vic-
tory. Part I. Voprosy Filosofii, 5, pp. 192-209. (In Rus.)

Krouglov, A., 2020b. Discussion about Kant during
the Great Patriotic War: The Look 75 Years after the Vic-
tory. Part II. Voprosy Filosofii, 6, pp. 169-189. (In Rus.)

Kuehn, M., 2001. Kant: A Biography. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Kuteinikov, A.E. and Chaly, V., 2013. Kant’s Politi-
cal Ideas and Contemporary Theories of International
Organization. In: A.N. Salikov, ed. 2013. Kant’s Project of
Contemporary Peace in the Context of Current Politics. Ka-
liningrad: IKBFU Press, pp. 185-194.

Laclau, E., and Moulffe, C., 2001. Hegemony and Social-
ist Strateqy. Towards a Radical Democratic Politics. Second
Edition. New York: Verso.

Loraux, N., 2002. The Divided City: On Memory and
Forgetting in Ancient Athens. New York: Zone Books.

Massimi, M., 2011. Kant’s Dynamical Theory of
Matter in 1755, and Its Debt to Speculative Newtonian
Experimentalism. Studies in History and Philosophy of Sci-
ence, Part A, 42(4), pp. 525-543.

McCloughan, M. ]. B., 2003. Kant’s Theory of Progress.
London: University College London.

Newton, I, 1729. The Mathematical Principles of Nat-
ural Philosophy. Edited by J. Machin. Translated by
A. Motte. Vol. 1. London: B. Motte.

Newton, 1., 1756. Four Letters from Sir Isaac Newton to
Doctor Bentley: Containing Some Arguments in Proof of a
Deity. London: R. and ]. Dodsley.



B. A. Yanwiit, JI. A. Koznosa, /1. I1. Xyxos

Massimi M. Kant’s dynamical theory of matter in 1755,
and its debt to speculative Newtonian experimental-
ism // Studies in History and Philosophy of Science, Part
A.2011. Vol. 42, Ne 4. P. 525—543. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
shpsa.2011.09.008.

McCloughan M.].B. Kant’s Theory of Progress. L. :
University College London, 2003.

Newton . Four Letters from Sir Isaac Newton to Doctor
Bentley: Containing Some Arguments in Proof of a Deity.
L.:R. and ]. Dodsley, 1756.

Newton I. De aere et aethere // Unpublished Scientific
Papers of Isaac Newton. Cambridge : Cambridge Univer-
sity Press, 1978. P. 214—228.

Pozzo R. Kant e Weitenkampf: Una fonte ignorata
dell’Allgemeine Naturgeschichte und Theorie des Himmels e
della prima antinomia della ragion pura // Rivista di Sto-
ria della Filosofia. 1993. Vol. 48, Ne 2. P. 283 —323.

Ripstein A. Kant and the Law of War. Oxford : Oxford
University Press, 2021.

Schonfeld M. The Philosophy of the Young Kant: The
Precritical Project. N.Y. : Oxford University Press, 2000.

Schénfeld M., Thompson M. Kant’s Philosophical De-
velopment // The Stanford Encyclopedia of Philoso-
phy / ed. by E.N. Zalta, U. Nodelman. 2014. URL: https://
plato.stanford.edu/archives/sum2024/entries/kant-
development/ (mata obparmenvis: 20.02.2025).

Scott |.C. Seeing Like a State: How Certain Schemes to
Improve the Human Condition Have Failed. New Haven ;
L. : Yale University* Press, 1998.

Siemens H. Nietzsche and Kant as Thinkers of Antag-
onism: Towards a Philosophy of Conflict. Nietzsche and
Kant as Thinkers of Antagonism. L. : Bloomsbury Aca-
demic, 2024.

Stan M. Kant’s Natural Philosophy. Cambridge : Cam-
bridge University Press, 2025.

Warren D. Kant on Attractive and Repulsive Force :
The Balancing Argument // Discourse on a New Meth-
od: Reinvigorating the Marriage of History and Philoso-
phy of Science / ed. by M. Domski, M. Dickson. Chicago ;
La Salle : Open Court, 2010. P. 193—241.

Watkins E. The early Kant’s (anti-) Newtonian-
ism // Studies in History and Philosophy of Science, Part
A.2013. Vol. 44, Ne 3. P. 429—437. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
shpsa.2012.10.015.

Williams H. Kant’s Political Philosophy. Oxford : Basil
Blackwell, 1983.

* [esaTesIbHOCTb OpraHu3anyy IIpu3HaHa HeXXeJlaTeJIbHOM
Ha Teppuropumn PO.

Newton, I, 1978. De Aere et Aethere. In: I. Newton,
1978. Unpublished Scientific Papers of Isaac Newton. Cam-
bridge: Cambridge University Press, pp. 214-228.

Newton, I, 1979. Opticks: Or a Treatise of the Reflec-
tions, Refractions, Inflections & Colours of Light-Based on
the Fourth Edition London, 1730. New York: Dover Publi-
cations.

Pozzo, R, 1993. Kant e Weitenkampf: Una fonte
ignorata dell’Allgemeine Naturgeschichte und Theorie des
Himmels e della prima antinomia della ragion pura. Riv-
ista di Storia della Filosofia, 48(2), pp. 283-323.

Protopopov, Y., 1991. Precritical Kant on the Rela-
tions between the Two Kinds of Opposites. Kantian
Journal, 1(16), pp. 147-151. (In Rus.)

Ripstein, A., 2021. Kant and the Law of War. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Salikov, A.N., 2013. Kant and Contemporary Theory
of International Relations. Vestnik IKBFU, 12(12), pp. 97-
103. (In Rus.)

Schonfeld, M. and Thompson, M., 2014. Kant’s Phil-
osophical Development. In: E.N. Zalta, ed. 2014. The
Stanford Encyclopedia of Philosophy, Winter 2014. Availa-
ble at: https://plato.stanford.edu/archives/win2014/
entries/kant-development/ (Accessed 20.02.2025).

Schonfeld, M., 2000. The Philosophy of the Young Kant:
The Precritical Project. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Scott, J.C., 1998. Seeing Like a State: How Certain
Schemes to Improve the Human Condition Have Failed. New
Haven: Yale University Press.

Siemens, H., 2024. Nietzsche and Kant as Thinkers of
Antagonism: Towards a Philosophy of Conflict. London:
Bloomsbury Academic.

Stan, M., 2025. Kant’s Natural Philosophy. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press.

Vinokurov, E. Yu., 2001. Kant’s Political Philosophy in
Contemporary Philosophical Discussions on Global Political
Order. Dissertation. Kaliningrad: Kaliningrad Universi-
ty. (In Rus.)

Warren, D, 2010. Kant on Attractive and Repul-
sive Force: The Balancing Argument. In: M. Friedman,
M. Domski, and M. Dickson, eds. 2010. Discourse on a
New Method: Reinvigorating the Marriage of History and
Philosophy of Science. Chicago: Open Court, pp. 193-241.

Watkins, E, ed. 2001. Kant and the Sciences. Oxford:
Oxford University Press.

Watkins, E., 2013. The Early Kant’s (Anti-) Newtoni-
anism. Studies in History and Philosophy of Science, Part A,
44(3), pp. 429-437.

38



Williams H. Kant’s Optimism in his Social and Politi-
cal Theory // Essays on Kant’s Political Philosophy / ed.
by H. Williams. Chicago : University of Chicago Press,
1992. P. 1-14.

Wood A.W. Unsociable Sociability: The Anthropolog-
ical Basis of Kantian Ethics // Philosophical Topics. 1991.
Vol. 19, Ne 1. P. 325—351.

OO0 aBTOpax

Baoum Anexcandpobuu Yaaviil, HOKTOp PrIocodpcKmx
HayK, Ilpodpeccop, purocodckmit paxysbTeT, MOCKOB-
CKWVI TOCYJapCTBeHHBIV yHUBepcuTeT MeHn M.B. Jlo-
MoHOcoBa, Mocksa, Poccrs.

E-mail: vadim.chaly@gmail.com
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7570-3382

Hapes Andpeebna Kosao6a, nonuronormdeckuin ¢a-
KyJIbTeT, MOCKOBCKIVI TOCYyIapCTBEHHBIVI YHVBEPCH-
TeT mMmenm M. B. JTomoHocosa, Mocksa, Poccrs.

E-mail: Daryak.msu@yandex.ru
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0009-0007-8201-3145

Hmumpuii [labarobun 2Kyxo6, dvmocodckmit dpaxystb-
TeT, MOCKOBCKIMVI TOCyJapCTBeHHBIVI YHUBEPCUTET
mMenn M.B. JTomorocosa, Mocksa, Poccis.

E-mail: zhukovdp@my.msu.ru
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0009-0007-7680-6907

):[J'ISI OUTUPOBaHMAA

Yaswi B.A., KosaoBa I.A., Kyxo8 L.II. Cmbicin u
dyHKITMM TIOHATNSA aHTaroHusMa B pustococprm Kan-
ta // KamTosckum cOopumk. 2026. T. 45, Ne 1. C. 7—39.

https://dx.doi.org/10.5922/0207-6918-2026-1-1

© Yasemz B. A., Kosnosa 1. A., XKyxos /1. T1., 2026.

® NPELCTABMEHO /19 BO3MOXHOW MYBAUKALWUW B OTKPLITOM JOCTY-
@ L ME B COOTBETCTBWM C YCNOBUAMWU NULIEH3UW CREATIVE COMMONS
BY ATTRIBUTION (CC BY) (HTTP://CREATIVECOMMONS.ORG/LICENSES/BY/4.0/)

39

V. A. Chaly, D.A. Kozlova, D. P. Zhukov

Willaschek, M., Stolzenberg, ], Mohr, G., and Ba-
cin, S., eds. 2015. Kant-Lexikon. Beriln: De Gruyter.

Williams, H., 1983. Kant’s Political Philosophy. Lon-
don: Basil Blackwell.

Williams, H., 1992. Kant’s Optimism in His Social
and Political Theory. In: H. Williams, ed. 1992. Essays on
Kant’s Political Philosophy. Chicago: University of Chica-
go Press.

Wood, A.W., 1991. Unsociable Sociability: The An-
thropological Basis of Kantian Ethics. Philosophical Top-
ics, 19(1), pp. 325-351.

Translated from the Russian by Evgeni N. Filippov

The authors
Prof. Dr Vadim A. Chaly, Faculty of Philosophy, Lo-
monosov Moscow State University, Moscow, Russia.

E-mail: vadim.chaly@gmail.com
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7570-3382

Darya A. Kozlova, Faculty of Political Studies, Lo-
monosov Moscow State University, Moscow, Russia.

E-mail: Daryak.msu@yandex.ru
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0009-0007-8201-3145

Dmitry P. Zhukov, Faculty of Philosophy, Lomonosov
Moscow State University, Moscow, Russia.

E-mail: zhukovdp@my.msu.ru
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0009-0007-7680-6907

To cite this article:

Chaly, V. A, Kozlova, D. A. and Zhukov, D.P, 2026.
The Meaning and Function of the Concept of An-
tagonism in Kant’s Philosophy. Kantian Journal, 45(1),
pp- 7-39.

https://dx.doi.org/10.5922/0207-6918-2026-1-1

© Chaly V. A, Kozlova D. A., Zhukov D. P, 2026.

® SUBMITTED FORPOSSIBLE OPEN ACCESS PUBLICATION UNDER THE TERMS
@ L AND CONDITIONS OF THE CREATIVE COMMONS ATTRIBUTION (CC BY)
BY LICENSE (HTTP://CREATIVECOMMONS.ORG/LICENSES/BY/4.0/)



