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CTATBHU

OMAOCOONI KAHTA

VK 1(091)

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-

! MOCKOBCKMVI TOCYyHApPCTBEHHBIVI YHVMBEPCUTET VMEHU
M. B. JTomoHocoOBa,

Poccms, 119991, Mocksa, JIlennHckme roper, . 1.
Ilocmynuaa 6 pedaxyuro: 07.11.2025 e.

doi: 10.5922/0207-6918-2026-1-1

ARTICLES

KANT’S PHILOSOPHY

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

! Lomonosov Moscow State University.

1 Leninskie Gory, Moscow, 119991, Russia.
Received: 07.11.2025.

doi: 10.5922/0207-6918-2026-1-1
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B. A. Yanwiit, JI. A. Koznosa, /1. I1. Xyxos

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.
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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
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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



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

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.
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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-
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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
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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]
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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
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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.
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KAHT: PRO ET CONTRA

YK 1(091):160.1

DOOPMAIJIbHA I
N ONTIOCOPCKA JIOTUKA
Y KAHTA M TEI'EJIA

9. Quxapa’

B §26 «Kpumuxu uucmoeo pasyma» Kanm nasviba-
em pasdea «PyxoBodcmbo» «TparcyendenmaisHoil ana-
aumuxu» (A 67—79 / B 91—106) «memagpusuyeckoi
dedykyuen» (MII). MII — kpamxuil, HO npu 5mom yH-
Oamenmarvtslil (U 8 usbecmmoil cmenequ 3020004 HbLIL)
ppaemenm. CoBpementvie uccaedobarus npobodsm Oe-
manvhvie pexoncmpyxyuu M, nporuBaroujue cbem
HA PAO CAOXKHBIX Sk3eeemuueckux Bonpocob, axmubHo
obcyxoaembix Kkak 6 kaaccuueckou, mak u 6 HoBenuiei
peyenyuu MJI. 5 npedaaeato coeaams wiae Ha3ao u o0pa-
mumucs k odbujemy konmexcmy MJI, ee memachurococp-
CKUM U Memajoeudeckum acnekmamu. 5 noaaeato, umo
30ecw Bo3Hukaem Bonpoc, maxoke HAX00AWUILCA 68 yeHmpe
Brumanus eeeesebcko20 npoumenus coombemcmebyio-
wux kaHmoBckux gppazmenmob, — Bonpoc o poau «gop-
MAAbHOU A02uku» 8 husrocopuu u cmanobreHuu guio-
cochekotl r02uKu. S HAUURAIO CMAMbI0 C PACCMOTpPeHUA
noieMuxu no noBody BAuAHUA KaHMOBCKOO YueHUs o0
A02uke HA ucmoputo so2uku. Ilasee anarusupyio npeo-
cmabaennyio 6 «Hayxe r02uxu» eecesebekyio unmepnpe-
mMayuo KaHmoBeKux paccysK0eHuil 0 popmarbHotl A02u-
xe u ucmute (A 57 —60/B 82 — 84; Kanm, 2006, c. 145).
B 3abepuieriue s 0aio kpumuueckyio oyenxy 2ezeseBekoi
Kpumuku npeodnoaazaemoz0 KanmoBckozo «popmarus-
ma». Hecmompsa na mo umo Ieeeav ynpexaem Kanma 8
aAHMUALemu4eckotl mpaxmobxe popm cyxoenuil u xame-
20puaryHvlx hopm, A noxkaswibaro, umo Kanm paxmuue-
cku npeonpurumaem BaxHoulil uiae no nepeocMvicAeHUI0
U nepecMompy cmamyca mpaouuOHHOU A02UKI U 11eM
camvlM 3ax4a0vlBaem ocHoBanus uaocopcKoil A02UKU.

KiroueBble cs10Ba: (popmasvHas A0euka, MpaHc-
yeHOeHmarvHas ao2uka, ¢puaocogpckas soeuxa, Kanm,
Tecenn, 0edyKkyus kameeopuil
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FORMAL LOGIC
AND PHILOSOPHICAL LOGIC
IN KANT AND HEGEL
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In § 26 of the Critique of Pure Reason, Kant calls
the “Leitfaden” section of the Transcendental Analytic
(A 67-79/ B 91-106) “metaphysical deduction” (MD).
The MD is a relatively short, but fundamental (and
somewhat enigmatic) passage. While contemporary
contributions offer detailed reconstructions of the MD,
which also help to settle a series of thorny exegetic
questions much debated in MD’s classic and current
reception, I propose to take a step back and ask about
the general setting of the MD, and about its meta-
philosophical and metalogical implications. 1 believe
that the question of the role of “formal logic” in
philosophy, and in the establishment of a philosophical
logic (something which was at the heart of Hegel’s
interests in reading these Kantian passages), is at stake
here. I begin the paper by examining some controversies
concerning the question of the contribution of Kant’s
thinking about logic to the history of logic. I then turn
to Hegel’s reading of Kant’s thoughts about formal
logic and truth (A 57-60 / B 82-84) in the Science
of Logic. I conclude by critically assessing Hegel’s
critique of Kant’s supposed “formalism”. While Hegel
laments Kant’s anti-alethic treatment of the forms
of judgement and of the categorial forms, I show how
Kant accomplishes, in fact, an important operation of
repositioning and rethinking traditional logic; and, in
so doing, makes a crucial step towards the establishment
of a philosophical logic.
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BBemenmne

B TpamuIiMoHHOV, KOHTMHEHTAJIbHOWM 1 aHa-
JIATUYecKon pmtocodpum ciioBocodeTaHme «pu-
j10codpcKast JIOTMKa» VCTIONb3YeTcs Il 0003Hade-
HVS pa3/IMYHbBIX TUIIOB HOIXOMOB. dMcIMIUINHa,
MMeHyeMasl B COBpeMeHHoM dputocodpmm «puiio-
cocpc.*Koﬂ JIOTMIKOW», HOCUT aHAJIUTUYECKUWM Xa-
pakTep, Oynyum yKopeHeHHOU B Jjioruke I. dpere
u b. Paccerta (D’Agostini, 2001, p. 350, 352—353)2.
OnHako B HBIHEIIHeV aHaJIMTUYecKoy (prsioco-
vt HeT eAVMHOrO yCTOSBIIIETOCS 3HAYeHMs Tep-
MMHa «putocodpckasd JIOrvKa», M B JaHHOM aHa-
av3e s OpUAepXMBAIOCh TPAOVIIVIOHHOTO €ro
IIOHVIMAaHMS®, COIVIACHO KOTOpoMy drtocodckast
JIOTVIKa — 3TO «HayKa 0 popMax ncTuHb». [eresns
BBeJI CJIOBOCOUeTaHMe «driocodckas JIOrmKka» B
dwtocodpckumt obopot (Teresrs, 1990, c. 61), 0bo-
3HAYMB VIM eIVHYIO HAy4YHYIO JIOTVKY, OIepuUpYy-
fo11y1o popmamyt MCTUHBL KaHT ke cumTall CBOIO
TpaHCLIeHIeHTaJIbHYI0 aHaJIUTUKY «JIOTVMKOW VIC-
B> (Logik der Wahrheit) (A 62 / B 87, Kanr,
2006, c. 151).

2Bcrtens 3a Paccertom (Russell, 2009, p. 34 —35) coBpemeH-
Hble riccstenoBaTeny (Sainsbury, 2001, p. 1; Handbook...,
2007, p. 1; Cook, 2009, p. 221) onpenensioT procodcKyro
JIOTVIKYy KaK IIOIBITKY (pOpMasIM3aliiyl eCTeCTBEHHOIO
SI3bIKa, KOTOpasi MOXKET OCYILECTBIIATHCS IIOCPENCTBOM
IIOCTPOEHMs MaTeMaTuU4decKnX MOJeslerl Wi B oIlpele-
JIEHHOVI CTeTleHV WeaTM3UpOoBaHHEIX s3bIKoB. Coryac-
Ho 1. Korumy u JI. Dcrpane-T'oncarnecy, dpwocodckme
JIOTVIKV IIPeZCTaBIIsIOT OO0 «MaTeMaTUudecKye Teopun
C HEKOTOPOW 3aJaHHOVI MHTepIIpeTanuen u obJtacTbIO
npumeHennsi» (Cohnitz, Estrada-Gonzalez, 2019, p. 2).

’ PaccMOTpeHMe MHOTOUYMCIIEHHBIX 3HAUeHWI TepMMHA
«mtocodcKas JIOrMKa» B €ro COBpeMeHHOM yIoTpebiie-
HWUW BBIXOJIUT 3a paMKM JTaHHOU craTtbu. ObcyxmaeHme
COBpeMeHHBIX KOHIIeIINM PrIocodCcKOm JIOTUKI B CO-
TIOCTaBJIEHNV C TpaAuUIVoOHHOV KoHMermivernt cM.: (Ficara,
2021).

*B 1897 r. ®dpere omnpenesil JIOTUKY Kak «HayKy O Hau-
Gostee oOIMx 3aKkoHaX... MCTUHBD (Dpere, 2000, c. 307).
OH mmcait: «IOrm4YecKye 3aKOHBI — 3TO He YTO MHOe, KaK
packpbITe corepKaHms citopa “mctnHHO”. ToT, KTO He
IIOCTUT 3HAUEHNS STOTO CJIOBa BO BCEM €ro CBoeoOpasny,
TOT He MOXXeT IIOHATH U 3a/ady, CTOSIIYIO Ieper, JIOT V-
kov» (Tam ke, c. 288). O6 asleTryeckoM ITOHMMaHWM JIO-
ruky cM.: (D’Agostini, 2011, p. 115—127) u 06 3TOM Xe,
HO B KOHTEeKCTe TPaAWIIMOHHO (PrI10codCKOV JIOTUKH,
cm.: (Ficara, 2021).
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Introduction

The expression “philosophical logic” is
used in traditional philosophy, continental
philosophy, and analytic philosophy to
designate different kinds of approach. The
discipline that, in contemporary philosophy, is
called “philosophical logic” is “analytical” —
it is rooted in Frege-Russell logic (D’Agostini
2001, p. 350 and pp. 352-353).2 But there is no
single meaning of “philosophical logic” in
today’s analytic philosophy. In my analysis, I
assume a traditional notion of “philosophical
logic”.> According to this, philosophical
logic is “the science of the forms of truth”.*
Hegel (2001, p. 22) introduced the expression
“philosophical logic” into philosophical
terminology to designate his unified scientific
logic as concerned with the forms of truth. For
Kant, his Transcendental Analytic is a Logik der
Wahrheit (KrV, A 62 / B 87; Kant 1998, p. 199).

In what follows, I begin by examining some
controversies concerning the question of the
contribution of Kant’s thinking about logic to
the history of logic. Then, after a clarification
of Kant’s notion of “formal” or “general” logic,

2 Following Russell (2009, pp. 34-35), contemporary
authors (Sainsbury 2001, p. 1; Jaquette, 2007, p. 1,
Cook, 2009, p. 221) define “philosophical logic” as the
attempt to formalise natural language, which might
be performed by constructing mathematical models or
more or less idealized languages. For Daniel Cohnitz and
Luis Estrada-Gonzalez (2019, p. 2), philosophical logics
are “mathematical theories with a specific intended
interpretation and application”.

> A presentation of the many acceptations of
“philosophical logic” today would go beyond the
scope of this paper. For a discussion of contemporary
conceptions of philosophical logic vis a vis the traditional
conception, see Ficara (2021).

*In 1897 (now in Frege, 1979, p. 3), Frege defines logic
as “the science of the most general laws of truth”. He
writes “the laws of logic are nothing else than an
unfolding of the content of the word ‘true’ [...]. Anyone
who has failed to grasp the meaning of this word [...]
cannot attain to any clear idea of what the task of logic
is”. For the alethic account of logic, see D’ Agostini (2011,
pp. 115-127); and, in relation to traditional philosophical
logic, Ficara (2021).



3. Guxapa

Hvoke s mpoaHa/IM3Upyro IHOJIEMUKY O BIIN-
AHWM KaHTOBCKMX pa3MBIIIUIEHU O JIOTMKe Ha
VICTOPMIO JIOTMIKW. 3aTeM, II0cjle yTOYHeHWs KaH-
TOBCKOT'O ITOHMMAaHM «(pOPMaIbHON», VIV «00-
IT1evl» JIOTVIKY, 51 0Opalllych K TOJIKOBaHMIO I'eresiem
KaHTOBCKMX pacCyXaeHn 0 popMaJIbHOVI JIOTIKe
nucrture (A 57—60 / B 82—84; Kanrt, 2006, c. 145—
146) B «Hayxke jiorukm». B 3akimtoueHme s mpemnsio-
XKy KPUTWYECKYIO OIIeHKY IerejleBCKOV KPUTUKU
IIpefIroslaraeMoro KaHTOBCKOIO «dopMaIn3Manr.
Hecmorps Ha To uTo I'eresib ycmaTpuBaet y Kanra
aHTMasleTVuecKoe obpaiiieHue ¢ popMaMu CyKie-
HUV ¥ C KaTeroprasbHbIMM (popMaMM, g TIOKaXxy,
kKak KaHT mocpericTBoM MeTadmsiueckon JiemyK-
i (mastee — MJI) (A 67—79 / B 91-106; Kanr,
2006, c. 235) (B paMKax MHTepIIpeTaly, OIparo-
1IIeViCs Ha Psif, IOJIOKeHW, BblaesleHHbIX T. Xénri-
HepoM (cM.. Hoeppner, 2021)) mpennpuHMMaeT
Ba KHBIVI I11ar 10 IIePeOCMBICJIEHWIO U IIePecCMOTPy
cTaryca TpaJgMIVIOHHOV JIOTMKM ¥ TeM CaMBbIM 3a-
KJIa/IbIBaeT OCHOBaHMs PVII0COPCKOVI JIOTVIKIA.

1. KaHT B McTOpMM JIOTUKM

XapakTep KaHTOBCKOIO BKJIaZla B VICTOPUIO U
drtocodnio JIOTMKM OCTaeTcs He BIIOJIHE Oue-
BUAHBIM. [lepBoe 3aTpyaHeHMe CBS3aHO ¢ caMVIM
TEPMMHOM «(pOpMasIbHasI JIOTVIKa», BBEIEHHBIM B
siorvko-gvutocodpckmit odopor Kanrom (A 131 /
B 170; Kanrt, 2006, c. 247; cp.: Scholz, 1931), Ho va-
CTO WCIIOIIB3yeMBIM ¥ [JIsi OOO3HaueHMs JIOTU-
K1, cBsA3bIBaeMovl ¢ mmMeHaMmu [Ix. byns, I. @pere
u b. Paccerta, ¢ KoTopor1, 110 MHEHMIO MHOTMIX aB-
TopoB (B wacTHOCTH, [IX. Torermm (Tonelli, 1994,
p- 2)), «kaHTOBCKasi (popMasibHas JIOrMKa He VMe-
eT Hugero obmiero»°. Kpome Toro, corsiacHo 6osiee

> Yro MMEHHO IIOIpasyMeBaeTcs CerofmHs Iorn «dop-
MaJIbHOW JIOTMKOV» — IIpeIMeT MHOTOYMCIIEHHBIX [IVIC-
kyccunt. K. Trotmsie HoBasc BbIzesisieT 71Ba OCHOBHBIX
3HAUYEeHWMs IIpylaraTeJIbHOro «(OpMaIbHBIN» B CJIOBOCO-
geTaHUN «pOopMasIbHas JIOTMKa»: «OTHOCAIINIICS K dop-
MaM» ¥ «OTHOCSIIUVICS K IIpaBWlaM», HPUBOIS IISITh
vHTeprpeTatiuy ntepsoro n3 Hux (Dutilh Novaes, 2011,
p. 306). P.T. Kyk cBommT 3HadeHMs «dOpMasbHOTO» K
OBYM: «(OPMaJIbHBIV» KaK «OTHOCSIINIACSA K CTPYKTY-
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I turn to Hegel’s reading of Kant’s thoughts
about formal logic and truth (KrV, A 57-60 /
B 82-84; Kant, 1998, p. 197) in the Science of
Logic. I conclude by critically assessing Hegel’s
critique of Kant’s supposed “formalism”. While
Hegel laments Kant’s anti-alethic treatment of
the forms of judgement and of the categorial
forms, I show how Kant, with his “metaphysical
deduction” (further elsewhere: MD) (KrV, A
67-79 / B 91-106; Kant, 1998, pp. 204-212) (on
an interpretation that relies on some points
stressed by Till Hoeppner (2021)), accomplishes,
in fact, an important operation of repositioning
and rethinking traditional logic; and, in so
doing, makes a crucial step towards the
establishment of a philosophical logic.

1. Kant within the History of Logic

The nature of the Kantian contribution
to the history and philosophy of logic is not
completely clear. A first problem concerns the
very expression “formal logic”, introduced
into logical and philosophical terminology by
Kant (KrV, A 131 / B 170; Kant, 1998, p. 267; f.
Scholz, 1931), but also often used to refer to the
logic founded by George Boole, Gottlob Frege
and Bertrand Russell — with which, according
to many authors (among others Giorgio Tonelli,
1994, p. 2) “Kant’s formal logic has nothing to
do”.> Furthermore, according to an “older”

>What exactly is meant by “formal logic” today is the
topic of many debates. Catarina Dutilh Novaes (2011,
p- 306) distinguishes between two basic meanings of
the adjective “formal” in the expression “formal logic”:
formal as pertaining to forms, and formal as pertaining
to rules, whereby she individuates five acceptations of
the first meaning. Roy T. Cook (2009, p. 177) reduces
the different meanings of “formal” to two: “formal” as
“pertaining to the structure of sentences or arguments”
and “symbolic”. Stephen Read (1995, p. 61) underlines
that the use of “formal” as a synonym of “symbolic”,
though common, is inappropriate. Logic is formal when



paHHe ctopuorpadvm jtoruky, Kant okasas Ha
OVCLIUIUIMHY IyOuTepHOe BosfdevicTBue. Hampu-
Mep, [Ix. BeHH cumTasi, 4To cBoel TpaHCLIeHIeH-
TaJIbHOV JIoruKkov KaHT BHec B JIOTMIKY CyMOyp,
CBeJIs Ha HeT IOCTVDKeHMST AprictoTrens v JlentOHY-
11a (Venn, 1971). I'lo muennio M. Hinu V. K. Hua,
MMeHHO KaHT mosioxml Havasio maryoHoMYy IIof-
XOfy K JIOTMKe KaK «CMeCy SMMCTEeMOJIOTUN U Me-
tadpmsukm» (Kneale, Kneale, 1975, p. 10), xapax-
TepHOV 111 HemellKoro upaeaymmsma. K. b. Bonep
BBIZIEJISIET TPY 3Talla B MCTOPUM JIOTUKIL: «1) rpe-
UecKyIo JIOTMKY, 2) CXOJIaCTUYecKyIO JIOTMIKY W
3) MaTeMaTM4ecKyIo JIOTMKy» (Boyer, 1968, p. 633),
nosiHocThio UrHopupyst Kanra. Kpome Toro, mo-
CTaTOYHO PacIIPOCTPAHEHO IIpeJICTaB/IeHe O TOM,
UYTO MHTepec K JIOTMYeCK/M VCUMCIIeHNAM yTac K
xoHIy XVIII B. mmenHo nop eimsinneM Kanra®.
HaxoHel1, KaHTOBCKOe yTBepyK/IeHe, UTO «CO Bpe-
MeHM ApucToTesis [jIorvka] He To3BoiImia cebe
cliesiaTh HY IIaTy Hasad» U «I0 CUX IIOp He cMoIJla
ceJIaTh HY IIIAry BIIepell», a CJIEIOBATEIIBHO, «Ka-
JKeTcs HayKOVI BITOJTHe 3aKOHYEeHHOV 1 3aBeplileH-
Hom» (B VIIL; Kant, 2006, c. 9), TpaguIIMOHHO CUm-
TaeTcs HeBepHBIM (Seebohm, 1995, p. 576)'.

pe IpemyIoKeHNIT VIV apTyMEHTOB» U KaK «CHMBOJIIYe-
ckmin» (Cook, 2009, p. 177). C. Pupx ykasbIBaeT, UTO 4acTo
BCTpeyaroliieecs MCII0JIb30BaHMe CJIoBa «(POpMaIbHBIN» B
3HAYEeHWN «CUMBOJIMYECKUI» HeKoppeKTHO (Read, 1995,
p. 61). Jlormka cdpopmasibHa TOr[a, KOrjga OHa VCIOJIb3Y-
eT OyKBeHHBIe CMMBOJIBI [T TIpefCTaB/IeHs (POpMalTb-
HOV CTPYKTYPBL apIyMEeHTOB, OCTaBJISLsI Ha MeCTe TOJIBKO
JIOTMYecKre BbIpaKeHMsl (JIOTM4YecKyre KOHCTAHTEHI), a
CVIMBOJIVYECKOVI OHa CTAHOBWTCS TOTZA, KOTa 3TW JIOTU-
JecKye KOHCTaHTHI BbIpaxKatoTcest cumsostamm (Ibid.). Co-
riacHo Y. C. [Tupcy, dopmasibHasg JIOTMKa — 3TO «TOT
BV, JIOTVIKM, KOTOPBIVI OKa3al Hanbosiee 3HAYNTEIIbHOE
BIIVISIHVIE Ha IVBVIIV3ALIIO», V1 ee CJIeflyeT IIOHMMAaTb KaK
«HayKy, aHaJIM3upyIollyio Meron» (Peirce, 1989, p. 509 —
510). B sTomt TpakToBKe Jj10TMKa KaHTa IIpeficrasisieTcs B
OostbIiert crereHM (POpMaJIbHOV, YeM aHTUYHAS VI Cpef-
HeBeKoOBas cvuurorvcTideckas jiornka (Ibid., p. 508).

®Cm. maBy 11 B pabore (Capozzi, Roncaglia, 2009). Ee aB-
TOPBI yTBEPXXIAIOT, YTO JaHHAas TOUKa 3peHMs, HEeCMOTPS
Ha ee pacIpOCTPaHeHHOCTE, SBJISETCS OIMOOYHOTL.

7. Jlemanckn (Lemanski, 2023) rokaselBaeT, 4TO KaH-
TOBCKWII Te3VC O JIOTVKe, U3JIOKeHHBI B «KpuTike unm-
croro pasyma» (B VIII), 3agacTyio moHMMaeTcs HeBEpPHO.
CorracHo JlemaHCKM, JaHHOe BBICKa3blBaHVE He OTHO-
CUTCA K VICTOPWN JIOTMIKM ¥ JOJDKHO pacCMaTpyBaThCA
B Oojlee MIMPOKOM MeTapmiIocodpCKOM ¥ MeTaHayIHOM
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historiography of logic, Kant had a disastrous
effect on the discipline. For John Venn (1971),
with his transcendental logic, Kant introduced
confusion, destroying the achievements in logic
of Aristotle or Leibniz. For Martha Kneale and
William Calvert Kneale (1975, p. 10), with Kant
began the deleterious way of practising logic as
“a mixture of epistemology and metaphysics”,
which was typical of German Idealism. Carl
B. Boyer (1968, p. 633) divides the history of
logic into three stages: “(1) Greek logic, (2)
Scholastic logic, and (3) mathematical logic”,
thus completely bypassing Kant. In addition,
it is a relatively common view that, due to the
influence exerted on logic by Kant, interest
for logical calculi vanished at the end of the
eighteenth century.® Finally, Kant’s statement
that “since the time of Aristotle [logic] has not
had to go a single step backwards” and “until
now it has also been unable to take a single step
forward” thus “[it] seems to all appearance to
be finished and complete” (KrV, B VIII; Kant,
1998, p. 106) is usually declared false (Seebohm,
1995, p. 576).

it uses schematic letters to identify the formal structure
of arguments leaving only the logical expressions
(logical constants) in place; it is symbolic when those
logical constants are expressed by symbols (ibid.). For
Charles Sanders Peirce (1989, pp. 509-510) formal logic is
“the kind of logic that has exercised the most important
influence upon civilization”, and is to be understood as
“the science which analyses method”. In this acceptation,
the logic of Kant is “more purely formal logic” than the
ancient and medieval syllogistic logic (ibid., p. 508).
6See chapter 11 in Capozzi and Roncaglia (2009). They
argue that this view, although common, is false.

7Jens Lemanski (2023) shows that misunderstandings
abound on Kant’s thesis on logic in KrV, B VIIL. For
Lemanski, the statement does not concern the history of
logic but is to be read in a broader meta-philosophical
and meta-scientific context. In this light, it is evident that
Kant did not intend to offer a diagnosis pertaining to the
history of logic, but was interested in highlighting the
solidity of logic as the paradigm of the new science he
himself was shaping with the KrV. As a matter of fact,
the KrV is “drenched in formal logic” (Santozki, 2006,
quoted by Lemanski, 2023, p. 243).
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DT  MHTepHpeTanuyu  IIepecMaTpuBaOT-
csi B HemaBHUX ucclenosaHmsx. Kak ormeuaror
M. Kamormm m Ix. Porkanbs, Kaut ocBobommt
dopMaIbHYIO JIOTUKY OT 3KCTPaJIOTMIecKmX (IICH-
XOJIOTTUECKVIX) COOOpPa’KeHMV, CIIOCOOCTBYS TeM
CaMbIM CTaHOBJIEHUIO AVICUMUIUIMHBEL, B KOTOPYIO
IIO3XKe BHeCIIVI 3HauMTeNIbHBIN BKiIag Dpere, Pac-
cernt u byib (Capozzi, Roncaglia, 2009, p. 143). Co-
IJIACHO PEKOHCTPYKIIVSM, IIpefjlaraeMbIM B psifie
HOBaTOPCKVIX ITyOJIMKAIIUM®, KOpnyc A02uteckux
pabor KanTa, a TakXe MHBIE €rO TEKCTBI 1 KOP-
pecnioHfleHIIMsA  yOeAUTeIbHO  IeMOHCTPUPY-
10T, YTO OH OBUI XOPOIIO 3HAKOM C KOMOMHATOp-
HBIM VICYMCIIEHVeM ¥ MOJycaMy CWUIOTM3Ma, a
TaK>ke VCIIOJIb30BaJI AuarpaMMel J1. Drtepa mis
oDo3HaueHMs ITOHITUI, CYXXIOeHVWV Y CVJIIOTM3-
MoB (Lemanski, 2024). KauT onepmposast jivHen-
HeM1 auarpammamu VT JlamOepra, ¢ KOTOpBIM
COCTOSsUI B IIepeIvicKe, ObI 3HAKOM ¢ paboTamm
V. A. don 3ernepa u I ITnokke’ n criocobcTBoBat
IIVPOKOMY PacIIpOCTpaHEeHMIO IIOCMEPTHBIX pa-
6ot JlamOepTa, TakXe MOCBSIIIEHHBIX ayredpan-
uveckomy mcumcitennio (Capozzi, Roncaglia, 2009,
p- 146). CirefoBaTesIbHO, yTBepKAeHe, IIpVBeIeH-
Hoe B «KpuTuke uvncroro pasyma» (B VIII), He mo-
JKeT CYUTATBhCS OJHO3HAYHOM JIOKHBIM. CKopee,
CTOUT yKa3aTb Ha TO, 4To KaHT ycmarpuBail BO3-
MOXKHOCTB IJISI 3aKPBITOVI CVCTEMBI «PacTV BHY-
TpeHHe (per intus susceptionem), HO He BHeIIIHe
(per appositionem) — B oTJIMYMe OT TeJla XXMBOT-

KOHTeKCTe. B 3TovVI TOUKM 3peHns CTAaHOBUTCS OYeBUIIHO,
uto KaHT He cTpeMIIcs IIOCTaBUTh AMarHO3 ICTOPV JIO-
k. OH cTpeMwICs IIOOUepKHYTh YCTOMYIMBOCTD JIOTV-
KM KaK ITapagyrMbl HOBOVI HayKW, CC(DOPMIUPOBAHHON VM
cammM B «KpuTuke 4mcroro pasyma». [lemicTBUTENIBHO,
«KpnTnka anmcroro pasyma» «HaCKBO3b IIpOHM3aHa dop-
MaJIbHOM JIorMKov» (Santozki, 2006, muT. 1mo: Lemanski,
2023, p. 243).

8TTockompKy JIMTEpaTypa, IOoCBsAIeHHas BKlany KanTa B
«popMaIbHYIO JIOTVKY>», CPaBHUTEILHO OOIIMpPHA ¥ KO-
JIMYECTBO TaKMX ITyOIVKaLMi yBEeJIMUMBAETCS IKCIIOHEH-
LVaJIbHO, 311eCh OyayT AaHbI CCBUIKN JIMIIb Ha HECKOJIBKO
HanboJlee 3aMeTHBIX paloT, BBIIIEAIINX B HellaBHee Bpe-
ms (cm.: Capozzi, Roncaglia, 2009; Achourioti, van Lam-
balgen, 2011; Béziau et al., 2024; Lapointe, 2019).

?O 3ernepe cM. «Jloruky @wmmmmm» (AA 24, S. 488). O
ITroxke cm: (Kant, 1889, S. 54). ABTOp BBIpaXkaet Graro-
JapHOCTb aHOHVIMHOMY PeIlleH3eHTY, YKa3aBIIeMy Ha 3TI
IiBa pparMeHTa 13 KaHTOBCKMX JIEKIIVVI I10 JIOTVIKe.
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More recent research is concerned with
a revision of these accounts. As Mirella
Capozzi and Gino Roncaglia (2009, p. 143)
acknowledge, Kant freed formal logic from
extra-logical (psychological) considerations,
thus contributing to shaping the discipline
later developed by Frege, Russell and Boole.
Furthermore, as many groundbreaking works
reconstruct,® Kant’s logic-corpus, as well as
his works and correspondence, provide
evidence that he was well acquainted with
the combinatorial calculus of syllogistic
that he wused Leonhard Euler’s
diagrams to designate concepts, judgments
and syllogisms (Lemanski, 2024); that he
knew the linear diagrams of Johann Heinrich

moods;

Lambert, with whom he corresponded; that
he knew Johann Andreas von Segner’s and
Gottfried Ploucquet’s works;’ and that he
actively promoted the diffusion of Lambert’s
posthumous works, which were also concerned
with algebraic calculus (Capozzi and Roncaglia,
2009, p. 146). In this light, the statement in
KrV, B VIII cannot be seen as straight-out
false. Rather, it must be pointed out that Kant
“envisaged the possibility, for a closed system,
of growing ‘from within’, on a par with living
organisms that grow with no addition of new
parts (KrV, A 832 / B 860; Kant 1998, p. 691).
If this applies to logic one could say that some
growth in logic is possible, although within the
boundaries of a systematic structure” (Capozzi
and Roncaglia, 2009, p. 144).

8Since the literature on Kant's contribution to “formal
logic” is relatively extensive and is exponentially
growing, I limit myself here to quoting only a few, recent
representative works: Capozzi and Roncaglia (2009),
Achourioti and van Lambalgen (2011), Lemanski, Kovak
and Beziau (2024), Lapointe (2019).

® On Segner, see V-Lo/Philippi, AA 24, p. 488. On
Ploucquet, see Kant (1889, p. 54). Thank you to an
anonymous referee for suggesting these two passages
from Kant's lectures on logic.



HOTO, POCT KOTOPOT'O COCTOUT He B IIPVCOEIVIHE-
HVY HOBBIX WieHOB» (A 832 / B 860; Kant, 2006,
c. 1043; mep. yrounen. — Ped.). ITpumenurensHO
K JIOTMKe 3TO O3HauaeT, YTO CYIIeCTBYeT BO3MOX-
HOCTb HEKOTOPOT'O pOCTa ¥ B HeVl, HO JIVIIIb B IIpe-
Iertax cucteMHoV cTpyKTypbl (Capozzi, Roncaglia,
2009, p. 144).

HecmoTpst Ha dpyHIaMeHTaIbHOE 3HaYeH e T10-
CIJIeTHVIX VICCTIeIOBaHMIA [IJIs1 OIleHKM BKiIaza Kan-
Ta B VICTOPMIO JIOTMIKM, COXPaHSeTCsl HeKOTopas
HEesICHOCTb B BOIIPOCe COOTHOIIeHUs dpopMallib-
HOVI M1 TPaHCHEHIeHTaIbHOVI JIOT VKA. B vactn my-
OnMKammy ITPOBOAUTCS UETKOe pasrpaHMUeHVe
dopMaIBHON ¥ TpaHCIIEHIEHTAIbHON JIOTKM,
B Apyrux ¢opMayibHas JIOTMKa MHTePIIPeTUpY-
eTcd 4epe3 IPOTMBOIIOCTaB/IeHVe TpaHCIIeH/IeH-
TaJIbHOV JIOTMKe, a TaKXe MeTapu3MIecKuM U
oHTOJIOrMYecKMM coodpakermsiM. CoracHo Ka-
mouny u Ponkanwee, «y Kanta cymecrsosasa
oITperiesieHHas KOHIIEMIINs 00IIert JIOT KM, KOTO-
PYIO OH IIBITAJICSL M30JIMPOBaTh OT COOCTBEHHO
TPaHCIIeHAeHTIbHOM (prytocodpmi», a «B CBOEM
moHVIMaHMUM JIorMKy KaHT IOIpocTy ycTpaHWII
OHTOJIOTTYeCKOe OCHOBaHVIE JIOTMKY, K pa3odapo-
BaHVIIO MHOT'IX €r0 COBPEMEHHIKOB V1 0oJlee TI03/1-
HUX dwiocodos-maeanvicro» (Ibid.). Onnako c
ydeToM Toro, uto KanT paccMaTpuBaeT dpopmaiib-
HYIO JIOTMIKY B paMKax TpaHCIleHIeHTaIbHOV pu-
710co0UN, UTO OCOOEHHO OTUETIIVBO IIPOSIBIISETCS
B M]I, a TakXe BBUIY pellaroiiert poiy MeTadpm-
3VKM B 00OOCHOBaHMM TPaHCIIEHIeHTaIbHOV JIOT -
KV TOIOOHBIe MHTepIIpeTalii IIPeICTaBIIsSIOTCS
HeJOCTaTOYHBIML.

Ecimt paccMOTpeTh  KaHTOBCKOe — pasiinde-
Hyie OpMasIbHOM ¥ TpPaHCIeHIEHTaIBHON JIO-
TMKM C TOYKM 3peHMs VICTOPUM ero pelerniun
(Wirkungsgeschichte) (D’Agostini, 2000; Stelzner,
Kreiser, 2004), oGHapyXMBaeTCs €ro pellaromnias
POIb B BO3HMKHOBEHUM «(PMII0COPCKON JIOru-
km»'?. O6 sTom mmmyT B. IItessiraep n J1. Kparn-

10 CrroBocoueTanme «drocodckasi JIOTMKa» HEOIHO-
3Ha4HO. S| ompenenyuIa 3HaYeHNe STOrO TepMMHA Ha OC-
HOBe aHa/lM3a, MPeJIOKeHHOTO MHOV B IIPeIbIIyIeM
pasmerte.
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Even if recent works are fundamental for
clarifying the importance of Kant’s contribution
to the history of logic, a certain confusion
concerning the role of the relation between
formal and transcendental logic persists. One
tendency is to stress the neat separation of
formal from transcendental logic, or to interpret
formal logic in oppositional terms with respect
to transcendental logic, as well as metaphysical
and ontological considerations. For Capozzi
and Roncaglia, “Kant had a definite concept of
general logic, which he tried to free from his
own transcendental philosophy” and “with
his idea of logic, Kant simply suppressed the
foundation of logic on ontology, to the dismay
of many of his contemporaries and later idealist
philosophers” (ibid.). Yet, in light of Kant's
treatment of formal logic within transcendental
philosophy, which is especially evident in the
MD, and of the crucial role of metaphysics for
the Kantian foundation of a transcendental
logic, these accounts seem to fall short.

If viewed from the perspective of its
Wirkungsgeschichte (D’ Agostini, 2000; Stelzner
and Kreiser, 2004) the Kantian distinction
between formal and transcendental logic
proves to be decisive for the birth of
“philosophical logic”.?® Werner Stelzner and
Lothar Kreiser (2004, p. 28) stress this point,
but claim that Kant’s distinction between
formal and transcendental logic leads to a
meaning of “philosophical logic” as opposed
to “formal logic”. Franca D’Agostini (2000,
p. 94) reads Kant’s observation in B VIII on
the “completion” of formal logic in the Preface
to the Critique of Pure Reason’s second edition
as a first announcement of the birth of a
philosophical logic distinct from formal logic,
whereby she stresses how the “logic” discussed

0The expression “philosophical logic” is ambiguous. I
have specified the meaning of “philosophical logic” at
the basis of my analysis in the previous section.
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3ep, yTBepXdas, 4YTO KaHTOBCKOe pasJifdeHve
dopMaIbHOV 1 TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHOV JIOTUKY Be-
HeT K «pn1ocodcKovi JIOrvKe» B 3Ha4YeHUN ITPOTH-
BOITOJIOKHOCTHU «(popMaJIbHOV JIoruke» (Stelzner,
Kreiser, 2004, S. 28). ®. [IArocTuHM ycMaTpuBa-
eT B KaHTOBCKOM 3aMeuUaHUM O «3aBepIIIeHHOCTI»
JIOTVIKM U3 IIPeOVCIIOBUSE KO BTOPOMY WM3IaHMIO
«KpnTtnku uncroro pasyma» (B VIII) nepsoe nipen-
BeCcTre poXKaeHms Pry1ocodpCKON JIOTUKM, OT/INY-
Hov1 oT popmatbHON (D’Agostini, 2000, p. 94). ITpu
3TOM OHa IOJYepKMBaeT, YTO «IOTMKa», paccMa-
TpuBaeMas B Oortee mo3mHMX rmocodckmx pa-
OoTax, «3a4acTyIo (1 IOPOVI HeSIBHO) OKa3bIBaeTCs
CKOMITPOMETVIPOBAaHHOV KaHTOBCKMM peIleHIeM,
T.e. POXIeHNeM TpaHCIeH/IeHTaJIbHOW JIOTMKM,
IpV3BaHHOV OT/IMYaThCs (HO HEeM3BECTHO Kak U B
KaKoOVI CTelleHM) OT TeopuM CUJUIorusMa ApucTo-
terrst v lingua characteristica® Jlerormma» (Ibid.).
B mesiom Borpoc o cTereHu M MOHaJIBHOCTY KaH-
TOBCKOTO pasjinyeHmns «(popMasbHOM» ¥ TpaHC-
LIeHIeHTaJIbHOV JIOTMKIM OCTaeTCs IVCKYCCHOH-
HBIM JTake cpenyt KaHTosernos (Wolff, 1984, S. 188).

B nmaHHOM KOHTEKCTe 51 CoIVlacHa C BBIBOIOM
P. lItynemana-Jlaricca, uTto dopmaibHasg JIOru-
Ka — HeOoTheMJleMas 4YacTb TpaHCIeHIeHTalb-
Homt pustocodpum (Stuhlmann-Laeisz, 1976, S. 116)
(xots IlIryneman-Jlavicc He paccMaTpuBaeT MCTO-
PUIO peLleTIIUY 3TOr0 pasjIMdeHus U He YIIIy-
Onslercss B mpobsieMy BO3HMKHOBEeHMs «puIo-
codpckont JToruKm»). TouHee, s mosarao, 4To elie
OflHa MONBITKa mHpouteHMst M/JI MoxeT criocob-
CTBOBATh TIONTBEPXKAEHMIO Te3Vca O ITPOVICXOX-
fgeHuUn PYI0COPCKOV JIOTUKM 13 OOBeIVIHEeHVS
dopmasibHOM M TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHOM JIOTVIKIA
Taxor monxos oueBUIHBEIM 00pa3oM BOCXOOUT K
T'eresro, KOTOPBIVI BIIEpBBIe MCIIOIB30BaJl BBIpake-
Hue «dwtocodckas JIOrMKa» 11 00O3HaYeHMs
eIVHOVI Hay4HOV JIOTMKM, oHepupylomen ¢op-
Mamm mctuHbl (Terests, 1990, c. 61). O paccma-
TpUBaJI CBOIO PUIIOCOPCKYIO JIOTUKY KaK JIOTKY
PpacIMpeHHY0, BKIIOYAOIIyI0 B ceds «dopMaiib-
HYI0» (WIN «MHTeJUIeKTyaJIbHYI0») JIOTMKY, XOTs
VI IIOCPENICTBOM KPUTHUKM TTocstemHen (cm.: Nuzzo,

" «YHUBepcaJIbHBIN SI3bIK» (J1aT.). — [Ipumeu. nep.
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by the subsequent philosophy “is often
(although often inexplicitly) compromised
by the Kantian decision, i.e. by the birth of a
transcendental logic, which is supposed to
be distinct (but nobody knows how much
and how distinct) from Aristotle’s theory
of the syllogism and from Leibniz’s lingua
characteristica”. As a matter of fact, the question
of the grade and modalities of the Kantian
distinction between formal and transcendental
logic is, even among Kant scholars, still
controversial (Wolff, 1984, p. 188).

In this context, I agree with Rainer
Stuhlmann-Laeisz (1976, p. 116): formal logic
is part and parcel of transcendental philosophy
(although Stuhlmann-Laeisz does not examine
the Wirkungsgeschichte of the distinction and
does not deepen the question of the birth of
“philosophical logic”). More specifically, I think
that re-reading the MD is useful for settling the
matter in favour of the thesis that philosophical
logic is born of the unification of formal and
transcendental logic. This approach is openly
influenced by Hegel. Hegel was, in fact, the
first who used the expression “philosophical
logic”, in designating his unified scientific logic
as concerned with the forms of truth (Hegel,
2001, p. 22); and he conceived his philosophical
logic as an extended logic, which includes
(although via a critique of it) “formal” or
“intellectual” logic (cf. Nuzzo, 2023). Although
my account is interested in showing that the
Kantian approach to logic is preparation for
the Hegelian recapture of “formal logic” in
philosophical logic, Hegel would not agree
with my exegetical hypothesis. For Hegel,
Kant presented a notion of forms as unable to
lead to truth, as “only forms” (“Nur Formen”)
and “only an Only” (“nur ein Nur”), and, in
so doing, weakened the role of the formal
dimension in philosophy.



2023). XoTs1 MOSI 11eJTh COCTOUT B TOM, UTOOBI TTOKa-
3aTh, YTO KaHTOBCKMII IIOIXOM, K JIOTMIKe ITOATOTO-
BIJI IOYBY 11715 FerejIeBCKOro BO3BpalieHms «op-
MaJIbHOVI JIOTUKI» B (PMJIOCOPCKYIO JIOTMKY, CaM
Terestb OTBEpr OBI MOIO 3K3€reTIYecKyIO I'MIIOTe-
3y. Ilo muenuro Ieresisi, KanT mpeacrasnl moHs-
e opM KaK HeCrIocCOOHOe IIPMBECTV K VCTU-
He, B KOTOPOM (POPMBI — «TOJIBKO (pOpMBI» («Nur
Formen») m «JI1IIIb HEKOTOPOE TOJIBKO» («nur ein
Nur»), TeM camMbIM 0cj1abuB poiib POPMaILHOIO
u3MepeHus B prstocopuit.

Hirke, mocite mpenBapuTesIbHOIO YTOYHEHVIS
3HaueHMs «POpMasIbHOM», MJIN «OOIIIer» JIOTMKNU
y KaHrTa, 51 paccMOTPpIO reresieBCcKyIo OLleHKY OIIN-
6ok KanrTa, a mastee rokaxy, uro M/I ripercrasiis-
eT cobovt 3ammTy KaHTa ot ypekos [ereris.

2. KanToBcKast nuaes
«dopmMaIbHOV JIOTUKI»

Tepmun «dopmasibHasgs JIOTMKa», IIpemjIo-
xenHbIn Kantom (Scholz, 1931), Bormern B mmpo-
Koe yIoTpeOsieHMe HecKoyibKo mosgHee (Strube,
1973). KaHT u mnocTKaHTHaHCKMe QrIocodbl
MIPeAIIOUNTAIIVI €My TaKye BbIpaKeH!sI, KaK «00-
mag (allgemeine) jiormka» mwim «obmenpuHgTas
(gewohnliche) soruka». B «Jlekumsix no jiorvike»
KaHT nipeicTapiisier meo «o0IIIent JIOTMKI» Ciie-
IYIOIIVM 00pa3zoMm:

Bce B mpupome... IponcXoguT no npabuiam,
XOTSI MBI He BCerJia 3HaeM 3Ty IIpaBwia. — Bopja
majlaeT II0 3aKOHaAM TsDKecTi... Peiba B Bose,
NTHIIA B BO3yXe MBVDKYTCS IIO IpaBilaM. Bes
IIpUpoia, COOCTBEHHO, He UTO MHOE, KaK CBS3b
SBJIGHWII II0 IIpaBWwlaM, VM HWUIJEe HeT 0rmcym-
cmbusa npaBwl. <...> Ho ecim Temepw Bcskoe
II03HaHVe, KOTOpOoe MBI HOJDKHBI 3aIMCTBOBATh
TOJIBKO 01 npeoMemol, Mbl OCTaBVIM B CTOPOHE 1
oOpaTtvM BHMMaHMe VCKIIOYNUTEIIPHO Ha IIPU-
MeHeHVe paccylKa BooOIle, TO MBI OTKPOEM Te
€ro IIpaBiJla, KOTOPBIEe IIPOCTO HEOOXOAVIMBI BO
BCeX OTHOIIIEHMIX V1 He3aBVICUMBI OT BCeX OCOOBIX
0OBEKTOB MBIIIUIEHV, TaK KaK 0e3 HIIX MBI BOBCE
He Mo 061 MBICTIMTE (AA 09, S. 11—12; Kanr,
1980, c. 319—-320)"

12 CuM. Taxke «BeHckylo sormky» (AA 24, S. 790; Kamnr,
2022, c. 195).
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In what follows, after a preliminary
clarification of the meaning of “formal” or
“general” logic in Kant, I address Hegel's
account of Kant’s mistakes, before concluding
by showing how the MD turns out to be a
defence of Kant against Hegel’s accusations.

2. Kant’s Idea
of “Formal Logic”

Although the expression “formal logic”
was introduced by Kant (Scholz, 1931) it
entered into common usage later (Strube,
1973). Kant and post-Kantian philosophers
used, preferentially, other expressions, such
as “general [allgemeine] logic” or “common
[gewohnliche] logic”. In Kant’s Lectures on Logic,
the idea of “general logic” is introduced as
follows:

Everything in mnature [...] takes place
according to rules, although we do not always
know these rules. — Water falls according to
laws of gravity [...]. The fish in the water, the
bird in the air, moves according to rules. All
nature, indeed, is nothing but a combination of
phenomena which follow rules; and nowhere is
there any irregularity. [...] [If we] reflect simply
on the exercise of thought in general, then
we discover those rules which are absolutely
necessary, independently of any particular
objects of thought, because without them we
cannot think at all (Log, AA 9, pp. 11-12; cf.
Kant, 1992, pp. 527-528)."

In this passage, four points that mark the
common background in Kant’s (and Hegel’s)
understanding of “formal” or “general logic”

See also the Vienna Logic (V-Lo/Wiener, AA 24, p. 790;
Kant, 1992, p. 251). Kant’s and Hegel’s works are quoted
following current translations. In some cases, I have
slightly changed the English text to render it closer to
the German original.
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B mamHOM parmeHTe comep)Xarcsl dYeTblpe
IyHKTa, popMupymommx obmmit ¢poH HoHMMa-
HUA «(bopMaanoﬂ», WU «OOIIen», JIOTMKU y
Kanra (1 I'eressi). Jlormueckme ¢opMbI eCTeCTBEH-
Hbl (Na), onu niponykT pedpiekcun (R), oHn yHU-
BepcasibHbI (U) 11 cofepXaT HOpMaTVBHBI KOMIIO-
HeHT (N).

Bcé (Bimrodass HIpupopHBle SBJIEHMS, TaKye
KakK II0JIeT IITUIIBI U IUIaBaHVE PHIOBI) «ITPOVICXO-
IOUT 1o npabuiam, XOTsL MBI He BCeITIa 3HaeM 3TU
npaswia» (Na). Na 1mipepriosiaraeT, 4To JIeVICTBU-
TEJIPHOCTh, PaBHO KaK YeJIOBeYeCKVe MBICTIV W
HeVICTBYMSL, TIOAUYMHSAETCS IIpaBWIaM ¥ OCYIIecT-
BJISIETCSL B COOTBETCTBUM C (popmammt. R yKa3bIBa-
eT Ha TO, UTO JIOTMKa KaK IVCHNIIIVHA BO3HMKAeT
TOITIa, KOITIa 3TW IIpaBiIa CTAHOBSTCS OOBEKTOM
MbInuIeHMs. «O0paTiB BHMMaHVIE VICKJIIOUTE b
HO Ha IIpMMeHeHMe paccyaka BooO1re» (R), MOXXHO
OTKPBITH IIPaBUJIa, «HE3aBUCVIMbIE OT BCeX OCOOBIX
O00BEKTOB MBIIIJIEHNs], TaK KaK 0e3 HMX MBI BOBCe
He MOIJIV ObI MBICTINTE» (N).

3. I'eresteBcKast KpuTHKa
KaHTOBCKOT0 dopMaimn3ma

B pasperte «O moHsTHMM BOOOIIE» TpeThel Ya-
ctu «Hayxm norvkm» «CyObekTrBHas JIOrMKa v
ydeHVie O IIOHATM» [erestb oOpaliraeTcsi K KAaHTOB-
CKVIM 3aMeYaHMsIM 0 (POPMaITBHOV JIOTMIKE 113 BBe-
IeHMs K pasfenty «IpaHcIieHAeHTaIbHas JIOTIKa»
«KpuTtnkm gmcroro pasyma». B gactHOoCcTH, peub
VIEeT O COOTHOIIEHMN JIOTUMKM M McTuHBL «Korma
KanTt (“Kpurnka umcroro pasyma’, crp. 83) Haum-
HaeT 00Cy>XIaTh B OTHOIIIEHVN JIOTVIKV CTapbIN 1
3HaMeHWTBIV BOIIPOC: 110 eCts UCMuHa? OH Ipe-
XKJIe BCETO Jayen HaM, KaK He4TO TPUBUAJIEHOE,
HOMWHaJIBHOe OOBbSICHEeHVIe, TJIacsIlee, YTO MCTU-
Ha eCTb CorvIacyie MO3HAHM C er0 IIPeIMeToM, —
HedpMHUITNIO, MMEIOITYI0 OTPOMHYIO, OoJIee TOro,
BeyTMuaninyo 1eHHocTb» (Hegel, 1969, S. 265—
266; I'ereins, 1972, c. 27).

st Teresst onpenerieHye VICTMHBI B TepMU-
Hax COOTBETCTBVIS MIMeeT VICKJIIOUMTEIIbHYIO BaXk-
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emerge. The logical forms are natural (Na),
they are the product of reflection (R), they
are universal (U), they have a normative
component (N).

Everything (natural events such as the bird’s
flying and the fish’s swimming) “happens
according to laws, even if we are not always
aware of it” (Na). Na implies that reality, as
well as human thoughts and actions, follow
rules and happen according to forms. R tells
us that logic as a discipline arises when we
make those rules the object of our thought. By
“reflecting simply on the exercise of thought
in general” (R), we discover rules that are
“independent of any particular objects of
thought” (U) and absolutely necessary because
“without them we cannot think at all” (N).

3. Hegel’s Critique
of Kant’s Formalism

In the section on the Subjective Logic of the
Science of Logic on the Concept in General,
Hegel recalls Kant’s observations about formal
logic in the Introduction to the Transcendental
Logic in the Critiqgue of Pure Reason. The
question at stake is the relation of logic and
truth: “When Kant in the Critique of Pure Reason
in relation to logic comes to discuss the old and
famous question: what is truth? he first of all
takes for granted as a triviality the nominal
explanation, [according to which truth is] the
correspondence of knowledge with its object —
a definition [which actually has] great, indeed
supreme, value” (Hegel, 1969, p. 265-266;
Hegel, 2010, p. 523).

For Hegel, the definition of truth in terms
of correspondence has “supreme” importance.
The common view (defended by Kant himself)



HOCTb. PactipocTpaHeHHas Touka 3peHms (OTCTa-
MBaeMad M caMuM KaHToM), corslacHO KOTopomt
JI0rvKa, Oymydn popMasIbHOV, «OCTaBJIsSeT B CTO-
POHe BCsIKOe coflepskaHue», Torfa Kak MCTVHa Ka-
caeTcs cofiepKaHMs 1, CJIe[JOBaTeIIbHO, «JOCTAaTOU-
HBIVI V1 B TO YK€ BpeMsl BCeOOIT ITPU3HaK VICTVIHBI
B JJaHHOM cCJIy4ae He Mor Obl ObITh nan» (B 84;
KanT, 2006, c. 147), aBigeTcs BHyTpeHHe IPOTU-
BopeunBort. I'erestb nutupyet Kanra (B 84):

«T6, 9ro XeJaloT 3HaTh, — yKa3bIBaeT jajiee
Kanrt, — 310 bceobuyuii u Beprouii kpumepuil uc-
muHbl 045 BCAK020 NO3HAHUSA; OH TOJDKeH ObUT OBl
OBITH TaKMM, KOTOPBIVI ObUI ObI IIPUMEHUM KO
BCeM 3HaHUSAM, 0e3pas uyHo, kaxoBul ux npeomentsl;
HO TaK Kak, IIOJIb3YysCh TaKUM KpUTepueM, MBI
ombaexaemcs om 6cakoeo codepxkanus TIO3HAHMS
(oT omnowenusn x e2o 00vexmy), MeXAy TeM KakK
UCMUHA KacaeTCsl UMEHHO 311020 CO0epKAHUS, TO
OTCIOfIa SICHO, UTO COBEpPIIIeHHO HeB03MOXKHO VI He-
/1eno CIIpaIlivBaTh O IIPU3HAKe UCUHHOCIU 3111020
codepxanus 3HaHMI>» (Hegel, 1969, S. 266; I'eress,
1972, c. 27 —-28).

Teretb IOBOJIBHO TOYHO IlepeaeT OpPWUIU-
HasibHBIV aprymeHT KanTa (B 82—84; Kant, 2006,
c. 146—147). HasoseMm ero «dopMaIMCTCKIM ap-
rymeHTOM» (PA), KOTOPBIVI MOXKHO Pas3jIoKUTh Ha
CITeyFOIIIVie IIar:

1. VicTmHa — 3TO COOTBETCTBME 3HAHWS €ro
OOBEKTY.

2. To, 9TO MBI MI1IEM [B JIOTMKE], — 3TO YHUBEP-
CaJTbHBIE KPUTEPUV VICTVHHOCTY BCETO 3HAHMSL.

3. YHUBepcasIbHBINI KPUTEPU JOIDKEH OBbITh
TIeVICTBUTEJIEH [1jIsl BCETo 3HaHM: Oe3 pasiueHmst
ero oobeKTa.

4. C mpuMeHeHMeM TaKOro KpuTepus OCyIIecT-
BJISIETCS. a0CTparnpoBaHye OT BCETO COIepPyKaHIs
3HaHMS (B3aVIMOOTHOIIIEHVISI C OOBEKTOM).

5. IlockorpKy mcTrHa KacaeTcsl IMEeHHO JTaHHO-
rO cofep’kaHmsl, CIIpallInBaTh O IIpM3HaKe VCTUH-
HOCTVI 3TOT'O COfIepKaHMs 3HAaHV HEBO3MOXHO 1
HeJTeIIo.

6. [locTaTouHbIe 1 OTHOBPEMEHHO 00IIIvie Kpu-
TepPWUN VICTUHBI He MOT'YT OBITh JaHBL
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according to which logic, insofar as it is formal,
“abstracts away from content” — while truth
“concerns the content”, and thus “a sufficient
and at the same time general criterion of truth
cannot possibly be given” (KrV, B 84; Kant,
1998, p. 198) — is self-contradictory. Hegel
quotes Kant (KrV, B 84):

“What we require to know” Kant goes on
to say, “is a universal and sure criterion of any
cognition whatever; it would be such a criterion
as would be valid for all cognitions without
distinction of their objects; but since with such
a criterion abstraction would be made from all
content of the cognition (relation to its object) and
truth concerns precisely this content, it would be
quite impossible and absurd to ask for a mark of
the truth of this content of cognitions” (Hegel,
1969, p. 266; cf. Hegel, 2010, pp. 523-524).

The original Kantian argument (KrV, B 82-
84; Kant, 1998, pp. 197-198) is reported by
Hegel quite faithfully. I propose to call it the
“formalistic argument” (FA). I summarize its
steps as follows:

1. Truth is the correspondence of knowledge
with the object.

2. What we are looking for [in logic] are
universal criteria of the truth of all knowledge.

3. A universal criterion must be valid for all
cognitions without distinction of their objects.

4. With such a criterion, abstraction would
be made from all content of cognition (relation
to its object).

5. Since truth concerns precisely this content,
to ask for a mark of the truth of this content of
cognitions is impossible and absurd.

6. Sufficient and at the same time general
criteria of truth cannot possibly be given.



3. Guxapa

Terens mosicuser:

31meck O4YeHBb OIIpeJleJIeHHO BBIPAKEHO OOBI-
JleHHOe IIpeJicTaB/ieHVe 0 popMabHOM (PYHK-
LIV JIOTMIKV, VI TIPVIBEJIEHHOE pacCyXIeHVe Ka-
XeTcsi BecbMa yOemmTeribHbIM. Ho, Bo-TIepBBhIX,
cileflyeT 3aMeTUTh, YTO TOA00HOro poma dop-
MaJIbHOe pacCyXieHlre OOBIYHO TaKOBO, YTO B
CBOEM CJIOBECHOM W3JIOKeHMI OHO 3a0bIBaeT To,
4TO OHO CIeIajio CBOeVI OCHOBOVI M O YeM OHO
roBopuT. bbUTO OBI HeJIeIo, CIIBIIVIM MBI, CIIpa-
IIVBAaTh O KPUTEPUWM UCHUHHOCHIU COOepKAHUA
3HaHMS; HO, COIJIAaCHO IIPMBENEHHOV BBIIIE Ie-
pVIHUIIMM, VICTMHY COCTaBJISIET He codepikatile,
a coombemcmbue ero c nousaTueMm (Hegel, 1969,
S. 266 —267; I'erenp, 1972, c. 28).

KanToBckoe (M IIpMBBIYHOE) BO33peHMe Ha
dopMaIbHOCTD JIOTMIKM «3a0bIBaeT TO, UTO OHO
Ceriayio CBOeV OCHOBOVI M O YeéM OHO T'OBOPUT»
(Ibid.; Tam >xe). B ciiemytomem dpparmenTe leresns
OoTMedYaeT, 9YTo popMasm3M, «KaK TOJIBKO OH Bia-
eTcs B pa3bsICHEeHVs], TOBOPUT 00paTHOe TOMY, UTO
oH xodeT cka3zarb» (Ibid.; Tam xe). Ierens vmeeT
B By, uto @A — camonporuBopedue. [evicTsu-
TeJIbHO, HayaB C yTBepXXJeHus 1, cormacHO KOTo-
POMY VICTMHA eCTbh COOTBETCTBIE, TO eCTh KacaeT-
Cs KaK MBIIIUIeHMs, TaK 1 cofepxXaHnsd, PA maee
OTpWUIIaeT 3TO, 3asBJIsis (CM. YTBepXKIeHMe 5), 94To
VICTMHA KacaeTcs JINIIb COflep KaH.

Kpome Toro, Teresb KpuTumKyeT KaHTOBCKVE
BO33peHNs Ha (POPMBI CYXKIeHVIS:

[axe oTHOCSIIMeCS clofia POPMBI, paBHO KaK
Y VX JajIbHeVIINe OIIpererieHNs, M3JIararoTcs
3/1€Ch JIMIIIb KaK OBl MICTOPUYECKN, a He MOfIBep-
raloTCs KPUTUYIECKOMY pa3bopy C LIeJIbIO yCTaHO-
BUTb — VICTVMHHBI JIM OHU B ceDe u wig cebs. Tax,
HarpuMep, ¢opMa IIOJIOKUTEITEHOTO CYKIeHVIS
paccMaTpvBaeTCcs KaK HEYTO BIIOJIHE IIPaBIIb-
Hoe B ce0e, XOTS eIMHCTBEHHO OT COJIeprKaHWMs
3aBVICUT VICTMHHOCTD TaKOTO CyXaeHms. EcTp mn
aTa dopma 6 cebe u 044 cebst popMa MCTUHEL... —
nccitenoBatk 310 1 He nymator (Hegel, 1969,
S. 268; I'erestp, 1972, c. 29).

50

Hegel comments:

Here, the usual conception of the formal
function of logic is expressed very definitely and
the argument adduced has a very convincing
air. But first of all, it is to be observed that it
usually happens with such formal ratiocination
that it forgets in its discourse the very point on
which it has based its argument and of which it
is speaking. It is alleged that it would be absurd
to ask for the criterion of the truth of the content
of cognition; but according to the definition
it is not the content that constitutes the truth,
but the correspondence of the content with the
concept (Hegel, 1969, pp. 266-267; cf. Hegel,
2010, p. 524).

The Kantian (and usual) view about the
formality of logic “forgets [...] the very
point on which it is based and of which it is
speaking” (ibid.). In a successive passage Hegel
observes that formalism, “as soon as it starts
to explain its own position says the opposite
of what it intends” (ibid.). He means, in other
words, that FA is self-contradictory. In fact, it
starts by assuming 1, the very definition of
truth as correspondence, which implies that
truth concerns both thought and content, and
later denies it, in stating 5, i.e. that truth only
concerns content.

Hegel then complains about
treatment of the forms of judgement:

Kant’s

Even here the forms which come up for
treatment as well as their further modifications
are only, as it were, historically taken up; they
are not subjected to criticism to determine
whether they are in and for themselves true.
Thus, for example, the form of the positive
judgement is accepted as something perfectly
correct in itself, the question whether such
a judgement is true depending solely on the
content. Whether this form is in its own self
a form of truth [...] is a question that no one
thinks of investigating (Hegel, 1969, p. 268; cf.
Hegel, 2010, p. 525).



CregoBaresibHO, corytacHo [ererrto, @A He TOIIb-
KO JIOXKeH (BHyTpeHHe IIpOTMBOPeUNB), HO 1 OIla-
CeH: OH He N03BoJIsieT KaHTy 3aaThcst BOIIPOCOM O
IIpaBOMEPHOCTM (POPM ¥ MX IPUMEHVMOCTH K I10-
CTVDKEHMIO MCTMHBL Bompoc, mctmHHEL 11 dop-
MBI, He CTaBUTCS, TaK KaK YTBEPXKIAeTCs, UYTO VIC-
TVHA 3aBUCUT VCKJIIOYMTEIBHO OT COfepKaHIs.

B ynipormentoMm Buze ocHoBHBIe ommOkm Kan-
Ta, coryacHO [ereirro, MOryT OBITH IIpe/ICTaBIICHEI
CJIeyFOLIVIM 00pa3oM:

3axmouenne QA: 6. «[loctaTouHble V1 OHOBpe-
MeHHO OOIITVie KpUTepUY MCTUHBI He MOT'YT OBITh
TaHbD;

Jlormueckue popmel, KoTopble KaHT mcronb3y-
eT Kak «pykosozcTsa» (Leitfaden) mist oTkpbITIS
drtocodpckmx dpopmM, M3IararoTCsl MCTOPUIECKN
11 He TTO[BeprafoTCsl KPUTHKE.

B 1eHTpe reresieBcKoro mHTepeca K WHTEp-
mIpeTaluy JaHHBIX KaHTOBCKMX (PparMeHTOB —
BOIIPOC O poyn «(popMasIbHOM JIOTUKI» B (puIo-
codum 1 CTaHOBJIEHUM (PVIIOCOCKON JIOTVIKM,
IIOHVIMaeMOV1, KaK yKa3aHO BbIIIle, KaK VcCIIeioBa-
Huie (popM MCTUHEL l'eresib BICTYIIaeT ¢ KPUTMKOM
He pOpMaIbHOIO XapaKTepa JIOTVKIM VIV AVCITV-
IUIVHBI TI07], Has3BaHMeM «popMaIbHas JIOTMKa»,
HO popMasMCTCKMX Prytocoduit JIOTMKY, Cylie-
CTBOBABIIIVIX B €r0 BpeMsi, TO eCTb yTBepXKIeHN,
YTO MCTMHA KacaeTcs TOIIBKO coflepkaHms, a dpop-
MaJTbHas JIOTMKa OTBJIEKAETCsI OT JII00Oro comep-
JKaHMs, CJIeioBaTe/IbHO, popMaIbHasl JIOTKa He
VIMeeT HKAKOI'o OTHOIIIeHS K MICTMHe (OHa He MO-
KeT IpeJOCTaBNTh MaTepUaIbHbIVI KPUTEPUIL VIC-
TUHBI). [eresib oTBepraeT Te3VC O TOM, YTO «VICTVHA
KacaeTcs IMEHHO COfIep’KaHWsI», OTMedasi, 9TO VC-
TVHa (B cBOeM 0a30BOM 3HaUEHWN «COOTBETCTBIIE»,
KOTOpOe JIEKUT B OCHOBE JIOTUeCKOV IVICHIVILIV-
HBI) KacaeTcs c6a3u Mexny popMovt 1 comepKa-
HMeM, ¥, TaK KaK JIOr'MKa 1MeeT esio ¢ popMamu,
OHa B IIeJIOM CIIOCOOHA CIIPaBUTBCS C OIIperesie-
HyieM UCTUHBL [T0CKOJIBKY JI0rMKa He IIPUHMMAaEeT
3HaueHVMe POpM KaK caMoO coDOVI pasyMeroreecst
U 3aHMMaeT KPUTHUYECKYIO ITO3UIINIO 10 OTHOIIIe-
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FA is thus not (self-

contradictory) for Hegel, but also dangerous: it

only wrong

prevents Kant from asking about the legitimacy
of the forms in terms of their aptness to grasp
truth. The question of whether the forms
are true is not asked, because truth is said to
“depend solely on the content”.

To simplify and sum up, the principal
Kantian mistakes according to Hegel are:

The conclusion of FA: 6. “Sufficient and at
the same time general criteria of truth cannot
possibly be given.”

ii. That the logical forms, which Kant uses as
the Leitfaden for discovering the philosophical
forms, are only historically taken up, and not
subjected to criticism.

At the heart of Hegel’s interest in reading
these Kantian passages is the question of the
role of “formal logic” in philosophy, and in
the establishment of a philosophical logic in
the acceptation of “philosophical logic” hinted
at above, as an inquiry into the forms of truth.
What Hegel criticises is not the formal character
of logic or the discipline “formal logic”, but
rather the formalistic philosophies of logic of
his time, i.e. the views according to which truth
concerns only the content, and formal logic
abstracts from every content, hence formal
logic has nothing to do with truth (it cannot
provide a material criterion of truth). What
Hegel rejects is the thesis that “truth concerns
precisely the content”. Hegel recalls that
truth (in its basic meaning as correspondence,
a meaning at the very basis of the logical
enterprise) concerns the link between form and
content; and, since logic deals with forms, it
is, in principle, perfectly capable of giving an
account of truth. Insofar as it does not take the
meaning of the forms for granted, and adopts
a critical stance towards them, logic is able to
make forms apt for expressing truth.



3. Guxapa

HUIO K HeMY, OHa CIIOCOOHa czielaTh (POpPMBI IIpU-
TOIHBIMM 1151 BbIpa’keHWs VICTVHBIL.

Haree s njaM KpUTHUeCKylO OLIEHKY reresies-
CKOVl KPUTMKM IIpeAriosaraeMoro KaHTOBCKOTO
«dopmanmsma». HecMoTpst Ha To uTo I'eresib ceTy-
eT Ha aHTuasleTdeckoe oopareHme Kaunra ¢ dpop-
MaMM Cy>XIeHUN 1 KaTeropyaibHeIMM1 (popMamMu,
4 okaxy, 4to B MJ1 KanT npennpuHmMaer fievi-
CTBUTEJIPHO Ba’KHBIV IIAr II0 II€PeOCMBICTIEHVIO
VI IIepecMOTPY cTaTyca TPpagULIVIOHHOV JIOTVIKU U
TeM caMbIM 3aKjlagbiBaeT pyHAaMeHT dpritocod-
CKOVI JIOTVIKV, KOTOpasi BIIOCJIEJICTBUM JISKET B OC-
HOBaHUe yXe rerejleBCKOro Ioaxoya.

4. Metadmnsnveckas geayKums
m 3ammTa Kanra

Ananus M/ npormBaeT cBeT Ha CilefyroIiye
rerejieBCKye BO33PeHMs.

1. B «I'pancuenaeHTabHOM j1orke» KaHT oge-
BUIHBIM 00pa3oM IIpeciiefyeT Liejlb yUpeXaeHs
norvku victunsl (Logik der Wahrheit) (A 62 / B 87;
Kanr, 2006, c. 151), koTopasi TOX/IeCTBeHHa Co3/1a-
HVIO He TOJIBKO HeOOXOIVIMBIX, HO U JIOCTaTOUHBIX
YCIIOBUVL  TIOMJIVIHHOVI VICTVMIHHOCTVI  CYXXIEHWN
(Stuhlmann-Laeisz, 1976, S. 21—34). To, uto Kaunt
HasbIBaeT «(POpPMasIbHOV JIOTMKOV» (TO ecTh 00-
HIeITPUHSATasd TeOpWisk IIOHATU, CY KIIeHW U CUJI-
JIOTMI3MOB, KaK OHa ITpeJicTaB/leHa B JIOIMYEeCKMX
pyxosozcTBax sn0xu KaHTa), 1aeT jmiis Heooxo-
AVIMBIE YCJIOBMS MICTMHBI (3aKOHBI COIVIacHs pac-
CyIKa ¢ caMMM coOOv: 3aKOH HeNpOTUBOpeUns),
TOrfa Kak TpaHCLIeHJIeHTaJIbHOe VICCIIeflOBaHe
IIpefIoCTaBJIsieT HeoOXOOVMble ¥ JOCTaTOYHBIe
YCJIOBUS [IeVICTBUTEIIBHOV VICTVIHHOCTV HaIlIMX
CYXXIeHUT (3aKOHBI COIvIacusl MeXly corlacuieM
paccyzika ¢ caMyuM cOOOVI M peaIbHOCTBIO). Yum-
TeIBas, uto B M/] KauT Bo3sogut (Hoeppner, 2021,
S. 336—364) noHATMe paccyKa OT JIOIMYEeCKOro K
peayIbHOMY, a 3aTeM K BBICIIIEMY, VJIV OObeIIHeH-
HOMY, IIOHVMMaHWIO, OH TeM caMbIM (paKTMUecKmn

In what follows, I critically assess Hegel's
critique of Kant’s supposed “formalism”.
While Hegel laments Kant’s anti-alethic
treatment of the forms of judgement and of the
categorial forms, I show how, in the MD, Kant
accomplishes, in fact, an important operation of
repositioning and rethinking traditional logic;
and, in so doing, makes a crucial step towards
the establishment of the philosophical logic
which will later become the explicit core of
Hegel’s own approach.

4. The Metaphysical Deduction
and Kant’s Defence

On the basis of a consideration of the MD,
these Hegelian views can be discussed.

1. Kant’s explicit
Transcendental Logic is to establish a logic
of truth (Logik der Wahrheit) (KrV, A 62 /
B 87; Kant, 1998, p. 199) which is one and
the same as establishing not only necessary,
but sufficient, conditions of the genuine
truth of our judgements (Stuhlmann-Laeisz,
1976, pp. 21-34). What Kant calls “formal
logic”
judgements, and syllogisms, as presented in
the logic manuals of Kant’s times) only gives
us the necessary conditions of truth (the laws
of the agreement of the intellect with itself:
the Law of Non-Contradiction); while the
transcendental inquiry provides the necessary
and sufficient conditions of the effective truth
of our judgements (the laws of the agreement
between the intellect’s self-agreement and
reality). Given that Kant, with his MD, develops
(Hoeppner, 2021, pp. 336-364) the concept of
the intellect from a logical to a real to a higher
or unified account, Kant factually overcomes
the rigid separation of the formal from the
transcendental dimension, and shows the

aim with his

(the received theory of concepts,
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IIpeorioyieBaeT JKeCTKOe pasfierieHne opMaTb-
HOTO ¥ TpaHCILEHIeHTaJIbHOTO ¥ JeMOHCTPUPY-
€T OpraHM4ecKyIo CBS3b MeXIy JIOTMYeCKVMU U
asieTmuecKnMm popMaMu (MeX1y popMaMi Cyk-
IeHU 1 KaTeropuaabHbIMu popMmamm). OH mo-
KasblBaeT, YTO TpaHClIeHIeHTaIbHOe VcCilefloBa-
Hue Bxatouaem 6 cebs 371eMeHT «(pOopMasIbHOIO.
Kanr mmmer: «Ta ke camasg dpyHKIIMS, KOTopas
IpuaeT eIVMHCTBO Pas3/IMIHBIM IIpe/iCTaBIeH -
SIM 6 00HOM CYxOeHul, COOOIIaeT eqHCTBO TaKKe
Y 9VICTOMY CMHTe3y Pas/IMYHBIX IIPeICTaBIeHNU
6 00HOM co3epyanuU; ITO €IVHCTBO, BEIPa’KeHHOE
B 0011e1 popMe, Ha3bIBaeTCS YVICTBIM IOHSATVEM
paccynka» (A 79 / B 104—105; Kant, 2006, c. 171).
[aHHOe yTBepXaeHMe TIIOpa3yMeBaeT, YTO
aKTBl CYXXIEeHWMs ¥ CUHTe3a CO3epLaHWuil B Po-
JIOBOM OTHOIIIEHMV TOXIECTBEHHBI, ITOCKOJIbKY
IIPeICTaBJIIOT COOOV pa3IMuHBle BUIBL OJHO-
ro u Toro xe pona (Hoeppner, 2021, S. 348). Tou-
Hee roBOps, B M/] paspabaTeiBaeTcs JIMIIb OIHA
KOHIeNINs: B «’yKOBOICTBe» MOHATHE pacCylKa
pa3BepThIBaeTCs 110 HaIlpaBJIeHMIO OT JIOTMYeCcKo-
rO K peaJIbHOMY, a 3aTeM BO3BOIWTCS K BBICIIIEMY
norsatuio (Ibid., S. 348—364). CooTBeTcTBEHHO,
JlaHHas I1aBa IIpecsieflyeT TPy 3a7aqyil: BbIIEINUTD
JIOTMUEeCKYI0 (PYHKIIMIO B IIpoIiecce CYXXOAeHMs,
onpenenmTh KaTeropuiu M IIPOeMOHCTPUPOBATH
COBIIa/IeHVIe TIEPBOVI 1 BTOPBIX. B 3TOM cBeTe TpaH-
CIIeHJIeHTaJIbHasl JIOTMKA He OTXOOuT oT op-

B B pabore T.XémnmHepa TTPOBOANTCS PEKOHCTPYKITVS
M]I, ommparorriasicss B TOM 4Ymcile Ha TeKCThbl, HallCaH-
Here KarToM yxe mocie mepsovt «Kputmkm», a Takxe
Ha apXVBHBIe MaTepwasbl ¥ 3allliCaHHbBIE CTydeHTaMu
KOHCITeKTHI JieKimmt (cM.: Hoeppner, 2021). Tst nanHO-
TO aHa/IM3a 0co0O0e 3HaUeHIe MMEIOT YeThIpe pparMeHTa:
PpeTpoCIIeKTMBHOe OIVcaHVe 3afady MeTadw3IdecKom
nepykoyn (B 159); peTpocrekTvBHOe omyicaHue IIporie-
nypel B pasgerie «O PyKOBOJCTBE K OTKPBITMIO BCEX UM-
CTBIX TIOHATUY paccyaka» (A 299 / B 355—356); pasmen
«O0 anpmOpHBIX OCHOBAHMSIX BO3MOXKHOCTM OIIBITa» B
A-penakiun «TpaHclieHOeHTaIbHOM JedyKIMM KaTero-
pu» (A 95—110); § 15—21 B-pepaxkuvm «TparcreHgeH-
TasbHOM femyKumm» (B 128 —148). [lasiee peus movizier o
THOHVIMaHMM XEMITHEPOM «UVCTOTO IOHSTUS pacCylKa»
KaK OpraHMYecKOTrO eOVHCTBA, O0bemyHsAIoNmero ¢op-
MaJIbHbIE ¥ TPaHCIIeH/IeHTaIbHbIe KOMITOHEHTBL.

E. Ficara

organic connection between the logical and the
alethic forms (between the forms of judgement
and the categorial forms).'> He shows that the
transcendental inquiry includes the “formal”
one. Kant writes: “The same function that
gives unity to the various representations in a
judgment also gives unity to the mere synthesis
of various representations in an intuition,
which, expressed generally, is called the pure
concept of the understanding” (KrV, A 79 /
B 104-105; Kant, 1998, p. 211).

This statement implies that acts of judgment
and synthesis of intuition are generically the
same, in the sense of being different species of
a same genus (Hoeppner, 2021, p. 348). More
specifically, it is one and only one concept,
which is developed in the MD: The Leitfaden is
the development of the concept of the intellect
from a logical to a real to a higher concept (ibid.,
pp. 348-364). Correspondingly, the chapter
has three tasks: namely, to show the logical
function in judging, to show the categories, to
show the coincidence of the two. In this light,
transcendental logic does not depart from
formal logic, or it is not an alternative logic
with respect to formal logic, but rather contains
formal logic, showing under which conditions
it can become a universal, necessary and
sufficient, criterion of truth.

2 Hoeppner (2021) provides a reconstruction of MD,
which also draws on Kant's writings after the first
Critique, as well as notes from his Nachlass and student
transcriptions of lectures. Four passages, in particular,
are of central importance to the analysis: the retrospective
description of the task of the Metaphysical Deduction in
KrV, B 159; the retrospective description of the procedure
in the “Transcendental Guiding Thread to the Discovery
of all Pure Concepts of the Understanding” (KrV, A
299 / B 355-356); the section “On the A Priori Grounds
for the Possibility of Experience” in the A-edition of
the Transcendental Deduction of the Categories (A 95-
110); §§15-21 in the B-edition of the Transcendental
Deduction (B 128-148). In what follows, I focus on
Hoeppner’s emphasis on the “concept of the intellect”
as an organic unity which integrates the formal with the
transcendental component.
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3. Guxapa

MaJIbHOVI VI He BBICTYIIaeT aJIbTepHaTVBHOWM IIO
OTHOIIIEHVIO K HeVi, HO BKJIFOUaeT ee B celsl 1 I10-
Ka3bIBaeT, IIPY KaKMX YCIIOBUSIX OHa MOXeT CTaTh
BCeOOIIVM, HEOOXOOVMBIM ¥ JIOCTaTOYHBIM KpPU-
TeprieM VICTUHBL.

2. He TopKO TpaHCIleHIeHTaIbHas ey KIS,
Ho 11 M/I MMeeT 11e/1610 OKa3aTh «IIPaBOMEPHOCTh
yTBepxaeHus». B MJI paccmaTpuBaercst gokasa-
TeJIbCTBO IPaBOMEPHOCTV YTBEpPXIEHWS O TOM,
UTO MBI 004a0aeM YUVICTBIMV ANPUOPHBIMU TIOHS-
TUSMM, TOIJla KaK TpaHCleHJIeHTasIbHas JIemyK-
L1 OLIeHMBaeT IIPaBOMePHOCTb VX ITPeTeH31 Ha
aTnpropHOe oTHeceHMe K oObekTaM ombita (Ibid.,
S. 26, Anm. 65). IlpencrasiisieTcss, YTO 3TO CO00-
paxeHMe IIpoJIvBaeT CBeT Ha XapaKTepPHBI KaH-
TOBCKMUVI TIOAXOM, K KpUTMUecKon (pyHKIMM du-
stocodpckont Jtoruku. HopMaTuBHO-0pMITdecKmit
KOMIIOHEHT, ITPUCYILINVI CaMOVl IIpUporde OemyK-
Iy, TIpeanosnaraet, ¥To KaHT He IpoCTO «iCTO-
pydecKn m3saraeT» OPMBI CYXKIeHMS VI KaTero-
P11, HO TaK>Ke OCMBICIISIET VX V1 yCTaHaBJIVBaeT X
IpesiesIbl, IToABepras X KpUTUYeCKOMY aHaJIV3y.

3ak/IroueHe

Wrak, s nokasaia, 9YTo, HECMOTPsI Ha OOIIMp-
HBIII ¥ CTPEMWUTEIIBHO PacTyIINUV MacCUB pa-
0ot no soruke KaHTa, coxpaHSeTcs omperierieH-
Hasi HesICHOCTb B OTHOIIIEHWVI TOT'0, KaKyIO POJIb B
VICTOPWV JIOTVIKVI MT'PaeT KaHTOBCKOe pas3IueHie
«(pOpMaIIBHOV» Y TPAHCLIEHIEHTAIBHOV JIOTVIKIA.
B 3TOVI CBSI3M S ITPEIIIONOXKIATIA, YTO TaK HasbIBae-
Mast M/1 miposicHsIeT 3HaueHe JaHHOTO pasjinye-
HWS 1)1 OCHOBAaHMM (PrII0COCKON JIOTMKMY, TI0-
HVIMaeMoVI KaK «JIOrvKa MCTUHBM. Mot momxort
OCHOBBIBAETCS Ha IIPUHILNMIIAX VICTOPUM pelier-
umn (Wirkungsgeschichte) (to ects npemmorara-
€T, YTO BOIIPOC O PVITOCOCKOVE JIOTMIKE KacaeTcst
dwtocodmm, passusasinerics nocte Kanra m noo
e20 BausAnueM) VI BIIOXHOBJIEH HelTocpeicTBeHHO [e-

4 KaHT c4nTall CBOIO TPaHCLIEHIEHTAIbHYIO aHAIUTUKY
«JIOTMKOVI UCTUHBI» (A 62 / B 87; Kanrt, 2006, c. 151).

2. Not only the transcendental deduction,
but also the MD has the aim of showing the
“legitimacy of a claim”. The MD concerns
the proof of the legitimacy of the claim that
we possess pure and a priori concepts, while
the transcendental deduction assesses the
legitimacy of their claim to refer a priori
to objects of experience (ibid.,, p. 26n65).
This shows, in my view, the specifically
Kantian approach to the critical function
of philosophical logic. The normative and
juridical component, which is intrinsic to
the nature of a deduction, implies that Kant
not only “historically takes up” the forms
of judgement and the categories, but also
contemplates and establishes their limits, by
subjecting them to a critical analysis.

Conclusion

I have argued that, despite the extensive
and exponentially growing literature on
Kant’s logic, a certain confusion concerning
the role of the Kantian distinction between
formal and transcendental logic for the
history of logic persists. In this respect, I have
claimed that the so called “MD” clarifies
this distinction’s role in the foundation of a
philosophical logic (in the sense of a “logic of
truth”).”® My approach is wirkungsgeschichtlich-
motivated (the question of philosophical logic
concerns philosophy after and as prompted
by Kant), and is openly influenced by Hegel.
Hegel (2001, p. 23) was, in fact, the first who
used the expression “philosophical logic”,
to designate his unified scientific logic as
devoted to the forms of truth. But it is generally
acknowledged, in different ways, that Kant,
with his idea of a transcendental logic, which
is presumed to be different from formal logic,
opens the way to philosophical logic. The

B For Kant, his transcendental Analytic is a Logik der
Wahrheit (KrV, A 62 / B 87; Kant, 1998, p. 199).
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rejieM. erestb [1eVICTBITEIBHO IePBBIM VCIIOIB30-
BaJI cJIOBOocodeTaHVe «pvtocodpcKas JIOrvKa» I
o0o3HaueHMs pa3paOOTaHHOM VM eIVHOW Hay-
HOVI JIOTMKW, VIMEIOILIeN J1eJ10 C q)opMaMV[ VICTUHBI
(Teresn, 1990, c. 61). OnHakO, HECMOTPS Ha pasiIu-
Uy B IIoAxopax, obiernpusHaHo, yTo KanT cBo-
en maeer TPaHCLEHIEHTAJIbHOV JIOTMKM, OT/INY-
HOW OT (POPMaJIBHOVI JIOTMKM, IIPOJIOKWII ITyTh
dmtocodckon stormke. B cBs3m ¢ 3TMM BO3HMKa-
IOT CJIeyIoIlyie BOIIPOCHL YTO Takoe ¢opmalib-
Has jiorvika it Kanra? 3anoxwt im KanT ceonm
pasideHieM popMaIbHOV M TPaHCIeHIeHTaIb-
HOW JIOTMIKM OCHOBaHMS (PrIocOCKOV JIOTVIKM
(Cxo>1<e171 C «HAYYHOV» «eIVHOVI» JIOTVIKOVI, TMIIO-
TeTdecku mpensioxeHHov lerenem)? Eciam Ha
3T BOIIPOCHI JA€TCs TIOJIOKUTEIIBHBIN OTBET, TO B
yeM VMIMEeHHO 3aKJIlo4aeTcs 3TO pasjideHue? XoTs
JnTepaTypa 1o Jsioruke KaHta BecbMma oOrvpHa,
3TV BOIIPOCHI [I0 CMX TIOp He IOJIYYWIIN CYepIIbl-
Barollero pasbscHeHus. V1 g nokasasia, uro M]I
BHOCUT BKJIaJ B X paspelleHne. HecMoTpsa Ha
kputuky Kanra co croponsr Ieremns, mue mpen-
CTaBJISIETCSl, UTO BOIIPOC O PMIIOCOPCKONM JIOTMKe
(B TeresieBCKOM IIOHVIMaHWMM) HaxXOOWUTCH B lIeH-
Tpe M/I. B M/ KanT onpenenser ycioBus, IIpu
KOTOPBIX BO3MOXKHO COBIIajleHVe TeMbl (popMaiib-
HOI JIOTMIKM (B 0COOeHHOCTM POpM CyXIIeHMIT) 1
TeMbl TPaHCIIeH/IeHTa/IbHON JIOTVIKY, VIV TPaHC-
IleHZIeHTaIbHOM (prytocodpmm (popMbl TTO3HAHS
vctynsl (B 100 / A 75)). M/] 11okasbIBaeT, 4To TeMa
dopMaIbHOV JIOTUKM W ecmb TeMa duiocodpum
(ampropHOe Kak TO, 6e3 uero Mel He MOXXeM 3HaTh
HIYero VICTVHHOIO), VI TeM CaMbIM OOOCHOBBIBaET
drT0cOPCKyIO JIOTMKY KaK JIOTMKY VMCTVHBL.
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questions, in this respect, are: what is formal
logic for Kant? Did Kant, with his distinction
between formal and transcendental logic,
open the way for a philosophical logic (such
as the “scientific” “unified” logic hypothesized
by Hegel)? If so, what does the distinction
exactly amount to? Although the literature
on Kant’s logic is immense, these questions
are still not completely clarified. In this
context, I have argued that the MD factually
contributes to their answers. Hegel’s critique
of Kant notwithstanding, it seems to me that
the (Hegelian) question of a philosophical
logic is at the centre of the MD. In the MD,
Kant presents the conditions under which a
coincidence between the theme of formal logic
(especially the forms of judgement) and the
theme of transcendental logic or transcendental
philosophy (the forms of the knowledge of
truth B 100 / A 75) is possible. The MD tells us
that the theme of formal logic is the theme of
philosophy (the a priori as that without which
we cannot know anything true); and, in so
doing, grounds philosophical logic as the logic
of truth.
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VOK 1(091):111

IVUCKYCCUN
O CYBBEKTVMBHOCTM / OBBEKTMBHOCTM
IIPOCTPAHCTBA VI BPEMEHM Y KAHTA:
OCHOBHBIE IIOAXObI

JI. 0. KopnuaaeB'

IIpocmparncmBo u Bpemsa moeym noHumamsca Aubo
KAK camocmosmestole cyuyHocmu, Aubo kax xauecméa,
npucyujue Bewyam, 1ubo kax kauecmba, npucyujue cyosex-
my. Kanum, kax usBecmno, ymbepxoaem, 4mo npocmpan-
cmbo u Bpems umerom cydvekmubHwLll Xapaxmep; ux 00e-
exmubHas peatsbHoCb UM UCKAIOUAEHICA, Yo npubooum
K cyuecmbenromy paspulBy mexoy nosHawusum cyosex-
mom u nosHabaemotl peasvHocmoto. B uccredoBanusx no
Kkanmobckotl gpusocogpuu nododHbITL 100x00 K onpedee-
HUI OHMOA02UHECKO20 U 2HOCE0A02UUEeCK020 Cmamycol
npocmparcmba u Bpemenu Hepedko nodBepeaemcs Kpu-
muxe. [IpeOnpunumarmcs nonsimxu nposcHeHus o00s-
exmuBHOU CMOpPOHbL NO3HAHUA U NPoDAEMAMUSUPYemCs
UCKATOHUMEAbHOCTTb  CYOBeKMUBUCINCK020 NOHUMAHUSA
npocmparcmba u Bpemenu, umo npubooum K uHmepnpe-
MAyUAM, NelMAUWUMCA pekoHCmpyupobams Hapaoy ¢
cybvexmubHocmuio 00seKmubHbIl KOMNOHeHM 6 NoHU-
Manuu npocmparcmba u Bpemenu 6 xanmobekon guao-
copuu. Leav dannoul cmameu — 0000uumos u cucmema-
mu3upoBams n00xo0sL, omcmaubaroujue ambubasernmmoe
noHumanue npocmparcmba u Bpemenu y Kawma. B xode
uccaedoBanus BvideseHsvl 0CHOBHbIE 100X00bL K peieH1Io
npobaembl coomuouieHus cybsexmubrocmu u 00sexmub-
Hocmu npocmpancméba u Bpemenu 6 pusrocopuu Kanma:
1) nodxod, ymBepxdaroujuil, umo npocmparcmbo u Bpe-
Ms 6 xkanmobexkon pusrocopuu cydvexmubuul moavko 6
2HOCe0N02UHECKOM CMbiCAE, A 6 OHINOA02UHECKOM CMblCAe
oHU 00BeKMUBHO pearvHbl;, 2) no3uyus, ucmoakobviba-
towjas cybsexmubrocms u 00veKmubHOCMb NPOCHpPaH-
cmba u Bpemenu 6 KoHmexcme kaHmobckoeo pasauveHus
MPAHCYEHOEHMAALHO020 UOAAUSMA U  IMIUPUUECKO20
peaiusma; 3) unmepnpemayus, aKyeHmupyowai 6Hu-
Mavue Ha cybvekmubHocmu kax obvekmubHou 3Hauu-
mocmu; 4) cybeexmubro-obsexmubHoe NOHUMAHUE Npo-
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DISCUSSIONS
ON SUBJECTIVITY / OBJECTIVITY
OF SPACE AND TIME ACCORDING
TO KANT: MAIN APPROACHES
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Space and time may be seen either as independent
entities, as properties of things or as properties inherent
in the subject. Kant, of course, maintains that space
and time have a subjective character: he rules out their
objective reality, which leads to a substantial separation
of the cognising subject and the reality being cognised.
This approach to the definition of the ontological and
epistemological statuses of space and time is often
criticised in the studies of Kantian philosophy. Attempts
are made to clarify the objective side of cognition and the
exclusiveness of the subjectivistic conception of space
and time is problematised, leading to interpretations that
try, along with subjectivity, to reconstruct the objective
component in Kant’s understanding of space and time.
This article purports to summarise and systematise
the approaches which stress the ambivalence of Kant’s
conception of space and time. The study identifies the
following main approaches to the problem of the relation
between subjectivity and objectivity of space and time
in Kant’s philosophy: 1) the approach which claims
that space and time in Kant’s philosophy are subjective
only in the epistemological sense whereas ontologically
they have objective reality; 2) the position which
interprets subjectivity and objectivity of space and
time in the context of the Kantian distinction between
transcendental idealism and empirical realism; 3) the
interpretation which stresses subjectivity as objective
validity; 4) the subjective-objective understanding of
space and time. I arrive at the conclusion that subjective-
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cmpancmba u Bpemenu. B saxawouenue nokasano, umo
cybvexmubHo-o0vexmubrvie mpakmobxu KanmoBcko2o
yueHus o npocmpancmbe u Bpemeru 0cHoBaHbL 2Aa6HbIM
00paszom Ha npobaemamusayuu noHAMuUs cyosexmubHo-
cmu, umo Bvipaxcaemcs 6 pacuiupenuu uiu, Haobopom,
CYoKeHUU NOHAMUSA CYy0seKMUBHOCU, €20 YCAOKHEHUU U
uepapxusayuu, ycmanobienuu c6A3u 31moeo NOHAMUSA C
NOHAMUEM SMIUPUUECKOLl PeasbHOCTIU U NOHAMUEeM 00-
We3HAUUMOCTIU.

KatoueBvie caoBa: npocmparcmbo, Bpems, Kanm,
MpancyeHOeHMaAbHAs SCMemuKa, IMNUPUUecKUll pea-
UM

BBenenmne

XopoIo m3BeCcTHBI CileAyromie (parMeHTs
Y3 KaHTOBCKOV TPaHCIIEHAEHTAIbHOV 3CTETVIKIL:
«[IpocTpaHCTBO €CTh He UTO MHOE, KaK TOJIBKO
dopma Beex dBJIEHNV BHEITHVX YyBCTB, T.e. CyOb-
€KTVBHO€ YCJIOBVE YyBCTBEHHOCTV, IIPY KOTOPOM
€IVMHCTBEHHO VI BO3MOKHBI [IJIsI HAC BHEIIIHVIE CO-
sepriaHmMs» (A 26 / B 42; Kant, 2006, c. 99); «Bpems
€CTh JINIIb CyOBeKTMBHOe YCIIOBME HaIllero (de-
JIOBEYECKOT0) Co3epIiaHms (KOTOpoe BCeryia MMeeT
YyBCTBEHHBIVI XapaKTep, T.e. IIOCKOJIbKY MbI ad-
duIMpoBaHbI IpeaMeTaMy) 1 caMo TIo cebe, BHe
cyobekTa, ect HUuTo» (A 35 / B 51; Kant, 2006,
c. 111). VI3 3Tux yTBep>XX[IeHWUI ClelyeT, YTo IIpo-
CTPaHCTBO M BpeMs, IIOHVMaeMble KaK arpuop-
Hble (POPMBI co3epriaHMs, MMeIoT 11t KaHTa wic-
KJIIOUMTEIbHO CyOBeKTMBHBIN xapakTep. CrioBa
«TOJIBKO» M «JIMIIIb» YKa3bIBAIOT Ha 3Ty WMCKITIO-
YUTEIPHOCTE. B 00BeKTMBHOCTY IIPOCTPAHCTBY U
BpeMeHN KaHT OTKasbIBaeT, TO eCTh KaK CAMOCTO-
ATeJIbHbIe, He3aBVICVMble OT CyOBeKTa CYIIHOCTU
OHV He CyIIIeCTBYIOT.

Kaxercs, uro nutnpyemble (pparMeHTHI JT07DK-
HBI YCTPaHWUTH JIIOOble COMHEHMS B CyOBeKTUBI-
CTCKOM IIOHVIMaHWM IIPOCTpaHCTBA ¥ BpeMeHU
y KanTa m mckiouarh OOBEKTUBUCTCKME TpaK-

2 Ha mcxIrogaroIiee CJIOBO «TOJIIBKO» B (POPMYJIMPOBKAX
Kanra ykassiBasm, Harpumep, A. TpernerreHOypr (Tpen-
neneHOypr, 1868, c. 149) n A.Vl. Beemenckun (Bsemen-
ckmi, 18956, c. 94).

objective interpretations of the Kantian doctrine of space
and time are mainly based on the problematisation of
the concept of subjectivity, which is manifested in the
broadening or, on the contrary, the narrowing of the
concept of subjectivity, making it more complex and
hierarchical, establishing a link between this concept
and the concept of empirical reality and the concept of
general validity.

Keywords: space, time, Kant, transcendental
aesthetics, empirical realism

Introduction

Quotes from Kant's “Transcendental
Aesthetic” are well-known: “Space is nothing
other than merely the form of all appearances
of outer sense, i.e. the subjective condition of
sensibility, under which alone outer intuition
is possible for us” (KrV, A 26 / B 42; Kant,
1998, p. 159); “Time is [...] merely a subjective
condition of our (human) intuition (which is
always sensible, i.e. insofar as we are affected
by objects), and in itself, outside the subject, is
nothing” (KrV, A 35 / B 51; Kant, 1998, p. 164).
What follows from these propositions is that
for Kant space and time, understood as a priori
forms of intuition, are entirely subjective. The
words “nothing other” and “merely” point to
this exclusivity.? Kant denies the objectivity of
space and time, i.e. claims that they do not exist
as entities independent from the subject.

The above-quoted fragments would seem
to remove any doubts concerning Kant's
subjectivist concept of time and space and to
rule out objectivist interpretations. But studies
of Kantian philosophy tend to problematise
the subjectivity of space and time. Researchers

2The excluding word “merely” in Kant’s formulation
was pointed out, for example, by Friedrich Adolf
Trendelenburg (1862, p. 162) and Alexey I. Vvedensky
(1895b, p. 94).
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ToBKM. OfHAaKO B VCCIIEIOBAHMSIX 110 KAHTOBCKOV
dwtocodpnn cyOBeKTMBHOCTh IMPOCTPaHCTBA U
BpeMeH! IIOCTOSTHHO ITpobrieMaTmsupyetcs. Vic-
cJlefioBaTe TN JINbO YyTOUHSIOT CaMo ITOHATHE CyOb-
eKTMBHOCTM, JIMOO CTaBAT IO/, COMHEeHVe KaTero-
pudeckyto nosuiinio KanTa 00 MCKIIOUMTEIbHO
CyOBEKTMBHOM XapaKTepe IIPOCTPaHCTBa U BpeMe-
Hu. JlaHHBIE McCIleZIoBaHMSI MOTMBMPOBaHbI Kak
TIOITBITKOV ITPOSICHUTH KaHTOBCKYIO MBICITb, TaK U
CTpeMJIEHVIEM YCTPAHWUTh Pa3pbIB MeXIy IIO03Ha-
HVeM, VMMeIOIIVM aIllpYOpHYIO OCHOBY, M OObek-
TUBHOVI peaIbHOCTBIO. B Takmx mMHTeprpeTarmsx
peub MJIeT He CTOJILKO O KPUTHMKe CyObeKTMBM3Ma
KaHTa, CKOJIBKO O MOIBITKAX ITPOsSICHeHMsI 00bek-
TUBHOVI CTOPOHBI ITIO3HAHM B ero dpwiocodpun. B
JaHHOW CTaThe s MOMBITAIOCh CYCTeMaTU3POBaTh
VMHTepIIpeTaliuyl TpaHCIIeHeHTaIbHOV 3CTeTU-
ku KaHTa, aHammsupyroriye cooTHOIIeHe CyOb-
eKTMBHOCTM ¥ OOBEKTMBHOCTU ITPOCTPaHCTBa U
BpeMeH’. Moe mccieioBaHVe He IIpeTeHIyeT Ha
TIOJTHBIVI OXBAT VIMEIOIIEVICS JINTePaTyphl' 1 orpa-
HUYMBAETCs TOJIBKO CTPYKTY POV TaKMX IIOJIXOI0B
C HEKOTOPBIMM OTChIIKAMV K KOHKPeTHBIM VIHTEeP-
npetarysaM. GopmyspyemMble B CTaThe TIOIXOIEI
0POPMJIIIVCH B XOfIe SIBHOVI VJIVI HesIBHOW JTVICKYC-
CUV MEX]Ty VICCIIeIOBaTeIIAMV Pa3HbIX TPaIIVIL.

CrouT OroBOpuThHCS, 4TO B 0030pe s He aHa-
JVB3UPYIO CIlelaIbHO 1Tpo0sieMy OOBeKTUBHO-
CTV BHeIITHEero Mupa U Bellleyl B cebe, pedb UIeT
TOJIBKO O TIOFXOHax, Kacalomyxcs OOBeKTUB-
HOVI CTOPOHBI IIPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeHM, I03TO-
My OOJIBIIVHCTBO PeaIMCTUYECKMX TPaKTOBOK
yueHusi Kanra ocranyTca B ctopone. B cuty me-
TOIOJIOTMYECKOro pasHooOpasusl paccMaTpiBae-

3He TOJIBKO HNOHSTUI «IITPOCTPAaHCTBO» 1 «BpeM:si», HO U
TTOHATVE O0BeKTMBHOCTHM TpobieMaTvsupyercs y Kan-
ta: «KaHT roBopuT 006 0OBEKTMBHOV 3HAUMMOCTH TIOHSI-
TV, CYXKIE€HW1, CHTEe30B, CO3ePLIaHV, IIPVHIINIIOB VTN
yOexaeHmit; 11 00 00BEKTMBHOM PeayIbHOCTI IIO3HAHMIVL,
IIpeIICTaBJIeH I, BOCIIPYSITIAVL, SIBJIEHVVI, HOYMEHOB, IIPU-
4VH, TPVHINIIOB, neastos u T.4.» (Kiling, 2008, p. 363).

* Ha «obwme myOimkaimi» 10 TpaHCHEeHIeHTaIbHON
acretnke KanTa ykaseisaeT, Hampumep, M. Maptug
(Marti¢, 2022, S. 19). D10 06CTOATENBCTBO HEM3OEKHO BBI-
HyXXIaeT McclefoBarerteit K 6s100poutomy ob30py MMero-
IITVIXCST TIOJIXOJIOB.
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either clarify the concept of subjectivity itself
or question Kant’s categorical assertion that
space and time are exclusively subjective.
These studies are motivated by the attempt
to clarify Kant’s thought and the wish to
eliminate the gap between cognition, which
has an a priori basis, and objective reality.
These interpretations do not so much criticise
Kant’s subjectivism as attempt to clarify the
objective side of cognition in his philosophy.
In this article I will try to systematise the
interpretations of Kant’'s
aesthetic which examine the relation between
subjectivity and objectivity of space and time.?
My study does not pretend to cover the entire
body of the existing literature* and is focused
only on the structure of such approaches with
some references to specific interpretations.
The approaches formulated in the article are
the results of an overt or implied discussion
between researches belonging to different
traditions.

It has to be noted that in my review I do not

transcendental

deal specifically with the problem objectivity
of the external world and things in themselves
but merely consider the approaches which
have to do with the objective side of space
and time, thus putting aside the majority of
realistic interpretations of Kant’s doctrine.
Owing to the methodological diversity of
the interpretations reviewed the concepts of
subjectivity and objectivity will be examined
not only in the general philosophical sense, but
also with due regard for the characteristics of

®Kant problematises not only the concepts of “space”
and “time”, but also the concept of objectivity: “Kant
talks about the objective validity of concepts, judgments,
syntheses, intuitions, principles or convictions; and
about the objective reality of cognitions, representations,
perceptions, appearances, noumena, causes, principles,
ideals, etc.” (Kiling, 2008, p. 363).

*The“profusionof publications” onKant’s transcendental
aesthetic is noted, among others, by Marco Marti¢ (2022,
p- 19). Thus researchers perforce have to be selective.
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MBIX VIHTepIIpeTaluil MOHATUS CyOBeKTMBHOCTI
1 00BEKTUBHOCTM OyyT paccMaTpuBaThCs Kak B
001IedrI0coCKOM CMBICITE, TaK U C YIETOM OCO-
GenHocTert KaHTOBCKOM dpustocodpmm. Obredn-
70copcKoe TIOHVMMaHMe IIpefArioaraeT pasmiesie-
HMe Ha CyOBbeKTMBHOCTb KaK He4TO IIpucyllee
CO3HaHMIO CyObeKTa ¥ O0BEKTUBHOCTh KaK HEYTO
HIpUCyIilee He3aBUCYIMOMY OT CyObeKTa BHEIITHEMY
Mupy. To, 9TO yCIIOBHO MOXXHO Ha3BaTh «KaHTVAH-
CKMM JIOTIOJTHEHVIEM», IIPeIIoiaraeT BblIe/IeHe
CYOBEKTMBHBIX 11 OOBEKTMBHBIX CJIOEB BHY TPU 00-
111epmII0cOPCKOro IIPOTMBOIOCTaB/IeHMSI 00BeK-
TUBHOCTY ¥ CyObeKTVBHOCT.

ITomxompl, obcyxparoriyie CyOBeKTUBHO-00B-
eKTMBHYIO CYIITHOCTb ITPOCTPAHCTBA ¥ BpeMeHU
B dmtocodpum KaHTta, MOXHO pasfenvTh Ha He-
CKOJIBKO T'PYIIIL

CormacHo nepfomy TIOAXOMY, IIPOCTPAHCTBO 1
BpeMsi CyOBeKTMBHBI y KaHTa TOJIBKO B THOCEOJIO-
I'MTYeCKOM CMBICIIe, B OHTOJIOIMTUeCKOM CMBICIIe OH
00BeKTUBHEL [IprMepoM Takoro Imogxoma MOXET
cunraTbed nosunms T. VI. Onsepmana (Ovisepmas,
2009). On nokasbiBaeT, 4To KaHT B pasHbIX pado-
TaX OTChUIAeT K SMITMPVYECKOV PeaIbHOCTH IIPO-
CTpaHCTBa U BpeMeH! IMEHHO B OHTOJIOIMTYeCKOM
CMBICIIE.

Bmopon momxop, TpebyeT TpaKTOBaTh CyObek-
TUBHOCTB ITPOCTPAHCTBA ¥ BpEMEHV B KOHTEKCTe
KaHTOBCKOT'O pa3JIMYeHVs TPaHCIIeHAeHTaIbHOTO
uleayiM3Ma ¥ SMIVPUYECKOro pearsMa U Iojia-
TaeT, YTO SMIIVPUIECKII peari3M IIPOCTPaHCTBa
U BpeMeHM yKa3blBaeT Ha Ha/Inure 00beKTUBHON
CTOPOHBI BHYTpW I03Haromiero cosHanms (Heide-
mann, 2021; Schrader, 1951).

B pamkax mpemveeo mogxona 1oy CyObeKTB-
HOCTBIO ITPOCTpaHCTBa 1 BpeMenn y KanTa rmoHm-
MaeTcsl X OObeKTMBHAasl 3HaYMMOCTh. B manHOM
TIOIXO/le IIOHSITVE CYOBeKTVMBHOCTV 3HAYMTeIb-
HO pacmmpsieTcsi, CyOBeKTMBHOCTb BO3BOIUTCS
B PaHI IIpeJIeIbHOV OCHOBBI OOBbEeKTMBHOCTM. Ta-
KOV TIOIXOfI, ITpeJICTaBJIeH, HaIlpyMep, B TeKCTaxX
b. Tynumnra (Tynumar, 2006), P. Harmma (Chap-
lin, 2022), K.bpunakmana (Brinkmann, 2011),
. H. Pazeesa (Pasees, 2010).

CornacHo uemBepmomy TIOIXOMY, ITPOCTpPaH-
CTBO U BpeMs He TOJIBKO CyOBeKTMBHBI, HO 11 00Bb-
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Kant’s philosophy. The general philosophical
the
subject and objectivity to the external world,

approach attributes subjectivity to
independent from the subject. What may be
called “Kantian addition” singles out subjective
and objective layers within the general
philosophical juxtaposition of objectivity and
subjectivity.

The approaches discussing the subjective/
objective essence of space and time in Kant’s
philosophy fall into several groups.

In the first approach space and time
according to Kant are objective only in the
epistemological sense while being objective
in the ontological sense. An example of this
approach is the position of Teodor I. Oizerman
(2009) who shows that Kant in various works
refers to the empirical reality of space and time
precisely in the ontological sense.

The second approach looks at the subjectivity
of space and time in the context of the Kantian
distinction between transcendental idealism
and empirical realism and holds that empirical
realism of space and time points to the existence
of an objective element within the cognising
mind (Heidemann, 2021; Schrader, 1951).

The third approach equates the objectivity
of time and space according to Kant to their
objective validity. This significantly broadens
the concept of subjectivity and elevates it to the
rank of the ultimate foundation of objectivity.
We find this approach, for example, in the texts
of Burkhard Tuschling (2006), Rosalind Chaplin
(2022), Klaus Brinkmann (2011) and Danil N.
Razeev (2010).

In the fourth approach space and time are
not only subjective, but also objective, which
follows Kant’s clarification of the concepts of
space and time. Examples are the conceptions



eKTVBHBI, 4TO CJIe[lyeT M3 CaMOro KaHTOBCKOI'O
PpasbsCHEHWS IIOHSATVI IPOCTPAHCTBA VI BpEMEHTA.
B xadecTBe IIpVIMEpPOB TAaKOVI ITO3MIIAV MOTYT pac-
cMmaTpuBaThess KoHenuum A. TpennenenOypra
(TpernenenOypr, 1868) 1 A. V1. Beemenckoro (Bse-
neHckui, 1895a; 18950).

Kak MBI yBUIOMM majiee, Bce IlepedniciieHHbIe
TIOJIXO/IBI, OE3yCIIOBHO, ITePeCceKatoTCs APYT C IPy-
rOM, HO aKIIeHTMPYIOT BHMMAaHVE Ha Pas3HBIX
acrreKTax oocy>kKaaeMov IIpoOIeMBbL.

1. ITpocTpaHcTBO M BpeMsl CyOBeKTUBHBI,
HO TOJIBKO B THOCE0JIOTMTYeCKOM CMBbICIIe

CyObexTuBICTCKOE ITIOHVIMaHVe IIPOCTPaHCTBa
U BpeMeHM Oe3 YCIIOKHSIOMINX HIOAHCOB B TIOHW-
MaHWUM CcyObekTMBHOCTM y KanTta mpusomuT X
CyObeKTMBHO-/IeaIICTYeCKOl TPaKTOBKe €ero
dwtocodpum. PagyikaabHBIV IOBOPOT K CYOBEKTY,
OCYIIIeCTBJIEHHBIVI HeMelIKM prjIocodoM, BBI3bI-
BaeT OXMJaeMble TPYAHOCTY, CBI3aHHBIE C 000-
CHOBaHVeM peaJIbHOCTV BHEIITHEero Mypa 1, B 4acT-
HOCTV, IIPOCTPaHCTBa U BpeMeHU B (PU3MUecKoM
cMebicrte. Vickmrodaer i KaHT TTOITHOCTBIO 00bek-
TUBHYIO PeaJIbHOCTh IPOCTPaHCTBA M BpeMeHM?
HecMmoTpst Ha yXe YHOMSIHYTble CyOBEKTMBICT-
cKkme pOpMYJIVIPOBKMY, CCITefIoBaTesIi 00palaoT
BHMMaHMe Ha OIpelle/IleHHYIO0 aMOVMBajIleHTHOCTD
3HauveHWs IIpocTpaHcTBa 1 BpeMeHn y Kanra. Tak,
Hanpumep, T. V. OnsepmaH ykasbeiBaeT Ha TO, 4TO
y KanTa mpocTpaHcTBO M BpeMsi HOHMMAIOTCS
JIBOSIKO: KpUTWYecKn 1 smmmpudeckn. Kpurnye-
CKOe ITOHVMaHVe IIPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeHU IIpesl-
TojaraeT UX CyOBbeKTUBHOCTB «JIVIID IIOCTOJIBKY
(v moTOMY), IOCKOJIBKY OHM allOAMKTUYeCKU Bce-
obrmraer (Omzepman, 2009, c. 10). 3a KpUTHYECKIM
IIOHVIMaHeM CyOBEeKTMBHOCTM CTOUT THOCEOJIO-
rudeckas BCeoOITHOCTD 1 OO BEKTMBHOCTD. DMIIV-
pyryUecKoe e IOHVMaHVie IIPOCTPaHCTBa M BpeMe-
HV ITpeJIIIosiaraeT VX SMIIMPUYEeCcKyIO peaIbHOCTE,
KOIjia «peub UJIET.. O peasIbHbIX yCJIOBUSX, B KO-
TOPBIX MpOTeKaeT 4YesloBevecKas >XV3Hb, B KOTO-
pOVI IPOXWUTBIE JIIOABMU TOIbI (M COOTBETCTBEH-
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of Friedrich Adolf Trendelenburg (1868) and
Alexey I. Vvedensky (1895a; 1895b).

As will be seen below, all these approaches
crisscross with one another while stressing
different aspects of the problem under
discussion.

1. Space and Time Are Objective,
but Only in the Epistemological Sense

The subjectivist interpretation of space
and time without complicating nuances in
Kant’s understanding of subjectivity leads to
a subjective-idealistic view of his philosophy.
The German philosopher’s swing toward
the subject predictably creates difficulties
connected with proving the reality of the
external world, notably of space and time
in the physical sense. Does Kant totally rule
out the objective reality of space and time?
Notwithstanding the subjectivist wording
mentioned above, researchers point out a
certain ambivalence in Kant’s approach to
space and time. For example, Oizerman (2009,
p. 10) shows the duality of Kant’s perception
of space and time: critical and empirical.
The critical approach to space and time
assumes their subjectivity only insofar (and
because) they are apodictically universal. The
critical approach to subjectivity leans on the
epistemological universality and objectivity.
The empirical conception of space and time
stems from “the real conditions in which
humans live, the years lived (childhood, youth,
maturity, old age) being not pure intuitions
but an empirically registered fact (ibid.,
p- 8). In Oizerman’s view, Kant, in positing
ontological subjectivity, “overcomes the one-
sided sequence (or consequent one-sidedness)
of “critical philosophy which all too often
in its interpretation of nature and cognition
comes close to idealism, which Kant resolutely
rejected, like all dogmatic philosophy” (ibid.,
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HO, JIeTCTBO, IOHOCTD, JKM3Hb B3POCJIOrO 4YesIoBeKa,
CTapOCTh) IIPEIICTABIISIOT COOOVT He UMCThIe CO3ep-
LIaHMS, a BIIOJIHE SMIIVpPUYecKr (PUKCUPyeMbIN
daxt» (Tam xe, c. 8). C Touku 3penmst OnzepmaHa,
KanT, npennosaras OHTOJIOTMYeCKyI0 CyObeKTIB-
HOCTB, «IIpeojiojieBaeT OJHOCTOPOHHIOIO ITOCIIefI0-
BaTeJILHOCTh (VJIM IIOC/IeJOBAaTeIbHYIO OTHOCTO-
POHHOCTB) “Kpurtrdeckont dpusocodpmm”, koTopast
CIUIOIIb U PSIIOM B CBOEVI MHTEpPIIpeTaIuy IIpu-
POZIBI M TIO3HAHMS COMVDKAeTCs C CyObeKTVMBHBIM
VIeaIn3MOM, KOTOPBIV PelINTeSIbHO OTBeprasics
KanToMm, Kak 1 BcsgKas JorMarmdeckas puioco-
Pus» (Tam xe, c. 16). Kak Hatypaymict, KanTt He
oTpuilaeT OOBEKTMBHOCTY IIPOCTPaHCTBa U Bpe-
MeHV, HO OTpuIIaeT ee Kak pvyiocod.

Ovsepman ccbUtaeTcss Ha «MeTadmsmdeckie
HavaJla eCTeCTBO3HaHWs», rae KaHT mpusHaer cy-
IIlecTBOBaHMe 3MIIVPUYECKOr0 IPOCTpaHCTBa, He
OTKasbIBasl eMy B TpaHCLIeHIeHTaIbHOV Viflealb-
HocTn. Harmpumep:

Bo BcstkoM oITBITE HEUTO JO/DKHO OITYIIAThCS,
VI 3TO eCThb peajlbHOe [copiepKaHVe]| UyBCTBeH-
HOTO CO3epILaHus, CJIefOBaTeIbHO, IOJDKHO
OBITH OIIyIIIaeMO ¥ IPOCTPAHCTBO, B KOTOPOM
HaM HaJUIeXUT IIOCTUTATh JIBVDKEHMS Ha OIIBITE;
VIHBIMV CJIOBaMW, IIPOCTPAHCTBO HOJDKHO OBITH
0003HaUeHO ITOCPEACTBOM TOTO, UTO MOXET OBITh
IIpeJIMETOM OIIyIIeHNs; TaKoe IIPOCTPaHCTBO,
KaK COBOKYITHOCTb BCeX ITPEJIMETOB OITbITa U KaK
OOBEKT 3TOTO OITbITa, Ha3bIBAETCS IMNUPUUECKUM
npocmpancmbom (AA 04, S. 481; Kanur, 1994, c. 264).

C Touku 3penns OnsepMaHa, «TaKOro poaa am-
oubasenmuocms MoXeT OBITH OxapaKTepu3oBaHa
Kak npomuBopeuubas nociedobamessHocty, KOTO-
pasi IPOTMBOIIOCTABJISIeT Te3VCY aHTUTE3NC, IIPeo-
f071eBasi TeM CaMbIM OJHOCTOPOHHOCTb THOCEOJIO-
IMYeCKMX XapaKTepuCTVK puponel» (OrzepMas,
2009, c. 15). brraromapst IBOVICTBEHHOCT ITIOHVIMa-
Hug KaHTOM 1mpocTpaHcTBa M BpeMeHM pacKpbl-
BaeTcd CyObeKT-0ObeKTHasl Ipupora KaTeropuri,
«KOTOpBle KaK II03HaBaTeJIbHbIe CpeJICTBa, M3Me-
HSIOIIVeCs TI0 Mepe PasBUTHs II03HaHMs, KOHeu-
HO, CyOBeKTMBHBI, HO IO CBOEMY COfep’KaHMIO,
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p. 16). Kant does not deny the objectivity of
time and space as a naturalist, but he denies it
as a philosopher.

Oizerman cites the Metaphysical Foundations
of Natural Science in which Kant admits the
existence of empirical space while not denying
its transcendental ideal character. For example,

In all experience something must be sensed,
and that is the real of sensible intuition,
and therefore the space, in which we are to
arrange our experience of motion, must also
be sensible — that is, it must be designated
through what can be sensed — and this, as the
totality of all objects of experience, and itself
an object of experience, is called empirical space
(MAN, AA 04, p. 481; Kant, 2004, p. 16).

Oizerman (2009, p. 15) argues that “such
ambivalence can be described as contradictory
consistency which opposes thesis with an
antithesis, thus overcoming the one-sidedness
of epistemological characteristics of nature”.
The ambivalence of Kant’s conception of space
and time reveals the subject-object nature of
categories “which are of course subjective
as cognitive tools changing as cognition
develops, but in terms of their content they
are, on the contrary, objective, i.e. they
express that which is inherent in the objective
reality that is independent from cognition
(ibid.) The distinctive feature of this position
is its ontological conviction of the reality of
space and time.” The distinction between
epistemological and ontological optics helps
to solve the problem of space and time being
totally subjective.®

% As distinct, for example, from Henry Allison’s “two-
aspect theory” which discusses the objective side of a
thing while space and time remain subjective. For more
detail, see, e.g., Allison’s response to criticism of the
theory (Allison, 1996, pp. 3-26).

® Valery E. Semenov (2022, p. 30), analysing the
Copernican turn accomplished by Kant, shows that it is
a turn of thought only for ontological purposes because
Kant in carrying out a Copernican revolution does not
rule out that there may be something beyond it: “The



HAITPOTMB, OOBEKTUBHBI, T.e. BBIPAXAIOT TO, YTO
IeVICTBUTEIIBHO IIPYCYIIe He3aBVCVIMOM OT II03Ha-
HMA IIpeMeTHOV peasbHOCTI» (Tam ske). Ocoben-
HOCTBIO JITAaHHOV IIO3MIINM SIBJISIETCSI OHTOJIOIVI-
4yeckasl YBEPeHHOCTh B (PU3MUECKOV PeasTbHOCTI
IIPOCTpaHCTBa 1 BpeMeHI1’. Pa3BeieHvie THOCEOIIO-
TVIYEeCKOVI VI OHTOJIOTMYECKOV OITMKM ITO3BOJISIET
paspelmnThb pobsieMy CyOBeKTMBHOV 3aMKHYTO-
CTV IIPOCTPaHCTBa 1 BpeMeH 1’

2. IIpocTpaHCTBO M BpeMs SMOMpUYeCcKN
peanpHBI, TO eCTh 00beKTMBHBI
KakK (popMBbI cyOBeKTMBHOCTH

C npobszeMort cyOBeKTMBHOCTY / OOBEKTVBHO-
CTV MPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeHW Herocpe/ICTBEHHO
CBA3aHO KAaHTOBCKOE pa3jIifueHVe ITO3WUIIUM SM-
HVPVYECKOro peasi3Ma ¥ TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHOrO
MjeaIn3Ma, C OJIHOVI CTOPOHBI, ¥ SMIIMPUYECKOro
Mlea3Ma M TPaHCIIeHIeHTaJIBHOTO pean3Ma —
c npyron. Beemenme sTmx mosuruit B «Kputn-
Ky UYVCTOrO pasyMa» CBA3aHO C BUJIOM3MeHeHVeM
B Hell KOHIIeNIIMM WIeaIbHOCTU ITPOCTpPaHCTBa
U BpeMeHM, U3JIoKeHHO! B aucceprauum 1770 r.
(em.: Tynwmnr, 2006, c. 525). VgeansHOCTE IpoO-
CTpaHCTBa pacrajaeTcs B mepsovt «KpuTnke» Ha
TpaHCIeH/IeHTaIbHYIO 1ieajlbHOCTh M AMIIVPU-
YeCKyI0 peasIbHOCTb.

KaHT ykasbIBaeT Ha /IBOsiKOe ITOHVIMaHWe IIpo-
cTpaHcTBa 1 BpeMmeHn. Hampumep, paccyxpas o

° B owmmume, HapmMep, OT «IBYXACIEKTHOV TEOPWID»»
I'. Drimcona, B KOTOpow oOcyxkraercs OOBeKTUBHAs
CTOpOHA BeIllM, a IIPOCTPAHCTBO WM BPeMs COXPAHSIOT
CcyObeKkTMBHBI XapakTep. [lompoOHee cM., Hampumep,
OTBeT DJUIVICOHA Ha KpUTHKY 3Tov Teopum: (Allison, 1996,
p. 3—26).

®B. E. CemeHOB, aHa/TM3MUPYs KOTIEPHUKAHCKUI TTIOBOPOT
KanTa, 1okaspIBaeT, 4TO OH SIBJISIETCSI IIOBOPOTOM MBbIC-
JTV TOJTBKO B THOCEOJIOTMYECKMX I1eTIsIX, TToToMY uTo KaHT
COoBepITTaeT KOTIePHMKAHCKYIO PeBOJIIOINIO, HO He VIC-
KJTFOUaeT TOTO, YTO eCTh YTO-TO 3a ee mperesiamu: «Korrep-
HVKaHCKast PEBOJIFONVI (C OTIpeIIeJTEHHOVI TOUKVI 3peHVIs)
TIpeJICTaBIIIeT CODOTO TIOTBITKY COETMHUTE SMITMPU3M U
PpalMOHAIV3M, VIV, VICIIOJIb3YSI COBPEMEHHYTO TePMIHO-
JIOTVIO, — OOBEIVHWUTE STVCTEMOTIOTYECKUT Pealtism U
KoHCmpyKkmubusmM TPV 3aMeTHOM JIOMWHWPOBAHWUW TIO-
creHero» (Cemenos, 2022, c. 30).
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2. Space and Time Are Empirically Real,
i.e. Are Objective as Forms of Subjectivity

The problem of subjectivity/objectivity
of space and time is directly linked with the
Kantian distinction of empirical realism and
transcendental idealism on the one hand, and
empirical idealism and transcendental realism
on the other. These concepts were introduced
into the Critique of Pure Reason because it
changed the concept of ideal space and time,
set forth in the 1770 dissertation (cf. Tuschling,
2006, p. 525). In the first Critique ideality of
space is split into transcendental ideality and
empirical reality.

Kant points to the dual interpretation of
space and time. Thus, reflecting on space he
writes: “We therefore assert the empirical
reality of space (with respect to all possible
outer experience), though to be sure at the same
time its transcendental ideality, i.e., that it is
nothing as soon as we leave out the condition
of the possibility of all experience, and take
it as something that grounds the things in
themselves” (KrV, A 28 / B 44; Kant, 1998,
p. 160). Ditto about time:

Our assertions accordingly teach empirical
reality of time, i.e., objective validity in regard to
all objects that may ever be given to our senses.
And since our intuition is always sensible, no
object can ever be given to us in experience
would not belong under the condition of time.
But, on the contrary, we dispute claim of time to
absolute reality, namely where it would attach
to things absolutely as a condition or property
even without regard to the form of our sensible
intuition. Such properties, which pertain to
things in themselves, can never be given to us

Copernican revolution (from a certain point of view) is
an attempt to combine empiricism and rationalism or,
to use modern terminology, marry up epistemological
realism and constructivism with a noticeable tilt in
favour of the latter.”
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HpocTpaHCTBe, KaHT muImeT: «...MbI yTBepXKJaeM
IMNUPULECKY0 PeasbHOCHb TIPOCTPAHCTBA (B OTHO-
IIIEHVV BCSIKOIO BO3MOYKHOTO OITBITA), XOTS IIPU-
3HaeM MpaxcyeHOeHMAAbHYI0 U0eaibHOCIb €T0, T.e.
YTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO €CTh HUYTO, KaK TOJIBKO MBI OT-
OpacbiBaeM yCJIOBMS BO3MOXKHOCTY BCSIKOTO OITbI-
Ta ¥ IPUHMMAaEM ero 3a He4To JieXXalllee B OCHOBe
Belen cammx 1o cebe» (A 28 / B 44; Kawnr, 2006,
c. 101). Taxxe o BpeMeHM:

...HaIllVl YTBEP>KI€HMS TTOKa3bIBAIOT IMNUPU-
ueckyio peaibHoCcns BpeMeHM, T.e. 00BeKTUBHYIO
3HAYMMOCTh €ro I BCceX ITpeIMeTOB, KOTOphle
KOT/Ia-7T00 MOTYT OBITE JTaHBI HAIIIVIM YyBCTBaM.
A Tak Kak Hallle cosepIiaHVe BceTja 4yBCTBEH-
HOe, TO B OIBbITe HaM HUKOI/Ia He MOXeT OBbITh
JlaH IIpefIMeT, KOTOPhII He ObUT Obl ITOIUMHEH
yctoBuio BpeMenn. HaoGopoT, MeI ocrmapmBaeM
y BpeMeHM BCsIKOe IPUTs3aHye Ha abCOTIOTHYIO
peasIbHOCTb, TaK KaK OHO IIpY 3TOM ObUIO OBl
abCcomOTHO MpUCYyIle BelllaM KaK yCJIOBUe VIIn
CBOVICTBO VX JJake He3aBUCUMO OT POpMBI Hallle-
ro 4yBCTBEHHOTO co3epliaHus. Takme cBOVICTBa,
IIpuCyIIVe BelllaM B cebe, BOOOIe HMKOIMA He
MOTyT OBITh JIaHBI HaM ITOCPEIICTBOM UyBCTB. B
3TOM, CJIefIOBATeIbHO, COCTOUT MPaAHCYeHOeHMAAb-
HAs UO0eaAbHOCHb BPEMEHM, COIVIACHO KOTOPOV
OHO, eCJIV OTBJIEUBbCS OT CYOBEKTVBHBIX YCIIOBUT
YyBCTBEHHOT'O CO3epIlaHVIsl, POBHO HIYETO He 03-
HavaeT VI He MOXeT OBbITh IIPUYMCIIeHO K ITpefiMe-
TaM caMyM 110 ceGe (6e30THOCUTEITFHO K HallleMy
CO3epIlaHMIO) HY KaK CyOcTaHIINsI, HU KaK CBOVI-
crBo (A 35—36 / B 52; Kawnr, 2006, c. 111 —113).

boriee momgpobHOe pasiuyme ueTbIpex IO3U-
LU — TpaHCLeHJIeHTa/IbHbIe WIeaInsM U pe-
aJIn3M, SMIIVIPUYECKe MOeasvi3M U pean3M —
IpOBOONUTCSA B HepBoM u3maHuu «KpuTumkm», B
IJIaBe, TOCBSAIIEHHOV YeTBepTOMY IHapalorv3My
TpaHCIeHAeHTaJIbHOV TIcuXxosiorn. Bo BropoMm
V3IaHUM HeT 3Toro parmMeHTa, HO OCTaJIoCh B
IIOJTHOM O0beMe IIPOsiCHeHVIe SMIIVIPUYeCKOV pe-
aJILHOCTY M TPaHCIeH/IeHTaJIbHOV VIeaIbHOCTY
IIPOCTPaHCTBa 1 BpeMeH1'.

7O0 sMIIMPUYECKOV PeasIbHOCTY U TPaHCLIeHIeHTaIbHO
ViIeaJIbHOCTU IIpocTpaHCcTBa M BpemeHn y KarTa cm.
tarcke: (Melnick, 1989; Schrader, 1951).
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through the senses. In this therefore consists
transcendental ideality of time, according to
which it is nothing at all if one abstracts from
the subjective conditions of sensible intuition,
and cannot be counted as either subsisting or
inhering in the objects in themselves (without
their relation to our intuition) (KrV, A 35-36 /
B 52; Kant, 1998, p. 164).

A more detailed differentiation of the four
positions —
realism, empirical idealism and realism — is
found in the first edition of the Critique in the
chapter devoted to the fourth paralogism of
transcendental psychology. The second edition
omits that fragment, but the clarification
of empirical reality and the transcendental
ideality of space and time is retained in full.”

Space and time are empirically real, but
what does empirical reality refer to? With
Kant, empirical reality does not coincide
with objective physical reality. Empirical
reality precedes experience a priori. Empirical
reality is linked with transcendental ideality.
Transcendental ideality means subjectivity
and empirical reality means objectivity, but
not of space and time as substances, but as
forms of inherent in subjectivity. From that
point of view space and time are nothing
without subjectivity. They are ideal with
regard to things in the world but real with
regard to subjectivity. A priori structures do
exist, but they inhere not in the world but in
consciousness, i.e. forms of intuition are parts
of the objective world. Dietmar Heidemann

transcendental idealism and

holds the view that the combination of
transcendental idealism and empirical realism
makes it possible to avoid sceptical conclusions
concerning the existence of the outer world.
Transcendental idealism considers the objects

7On empirical reality and transcendental ideality of
space and time according to Kant see also Melnick
(1989) and Schrader (1951).



IIpocTpaHCcTBO 1 BpeMsl SMIIVIPUYECKN peaslb-
HBI, HO YTO IIOHVMaeTCs IOl SMIIVPUYECKON pe-
asbHOCTEIO? Y KaHTa smnmprdeckast peaibHOCTb
He COBIIa/IaeT C OOBeKTMBHOM (U3MUYeCKo pe-
aJIGHOCTBIO. DMIIMpUYecKasl peaybHOCTb — 3TO
aIpYOPHOCTD I10 OTHOLIEHWIO K OIBITY. DMIIPU-
yecKasl peaJIbHOCTh B3aMIMOCBSI3aHa C TpaHClIeH-
JIleHTaJIbHOW WJIeaJIbHOCThIO. TpaHClieHIeHTasIb-
Has VeaJIbHOCTh O3HadaeT CyOBeKTMBHOCTH, a
SMIMpUYecKasl peajbHOCTb — OOBEKTMBHOCTD,
HO ITPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeH) He KakK cyOcTaHITuiA,
a Kak dopm, npucymmx cyosexTnsHocTH. C 3TON
TOUYKM 3peHMsl IIPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMsi Oe3 cyOn-
eKTUBHOCTM — Hu4To. OHM MaeaIbHBI 10 OTHO-
IIEHWIO K BelllaM MIpa, HO peaIbHbI 10 OTHOIIIe-
HUIO K CYyOBeKTUBHOCTY. AIIPUOPHBIe CTPYKTY Pl
peayIbHO CyIIeCTBYIOT, HO IIPUCYIIV He MUPY, a
CO3HAHWUIO, TO €CTh (POPMBI CO3epliaHMd — YacTu
o0BeKkTrBHOro Mupa. 1. Xarijieman cumuTaeT, 4To
COBMellleHVe TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHOIO weasin3Ma
VI SMIVIPUYECKOTO peasir3Ma II03BOJIgeT n30eXaThb
CKeNTUYeCKMX BBIBOOB IO MOBOMY CYIIeCTBOBa-
HVs BHEIITHero Mupa. TpaHciieHieHTaIbHbIV Vjle-
aJIn3M IojlaraeT, YTo OObeKThI, ITpeJicTaBsIIeMble B
IIPOCTPAHCTBE ¥ BpeMeHW, — SIBJIeHVIs, a He Belly
caMm 110 cebe. DMIVIPUYECKUTI peasIi3M TOBOPUT,
YTO IIpeJICTaBIeHHbIe OOBEKTHI B IIPOCTPAHCTBE U
BpeMeH! — 3TO peaJIbHble CYIIIHOCTM BHe Hac. «B
TO BpeMs KaK TpaHCLeH[IeHTaJIbHBIN VIeaIn3M
yKasblBaeT Ha CIIOCOOBI, KOTOPBIMI MBI ITpe/iCTaB-
j17eM 0OBeKTBI, TO eCTh Ha TpaHCIIeH/IeHTaIbHbIe
YCJIOBMS HaIlero II03HaHWs OCIIeTHVIX, SMIIPU-
YeCKUI peasi3M Pas3bsACHSET, YTO OOBEKTHI, XOTs
U II03HaBaeMble TOJIBKO ITPU 3TUX YCJIOBUSIX, CY-
IIECTBYIOT HE3aBUCVMO OT Hac B IIPOCTPaHCTBE
u BpemeHn» (Heidemann, 2021, p. 3232)%. Taxum

8 XavimemaH TIOKa3bIBaeT, UTO ITOHATUITHBIE PasTdms,
BBeZleHHble KaHTOM, cTayiM OCHOBOVI ISl COBpPEMEHHBIX
TIMCKyccuit o peanmsMe. KaHT He TOITbKO 1300pest coBpe-
MeHHOe 3Ha4YeHIe TepMIHA «peaji3M», HO TaKXKe CO3/1asl
TeopeTuUdecKyto Tororpaduio $opM peaymsMa, KOTO-
pas 10 cux mop odpopmiIsieT ITIOHMMaHMe PUITOCOPCKMX
BOIIPOCOB, Kacaroluxcs BHerHer pearbHOcTH (Heide-
mann, 2021). PasHooOpasme popm peasmzma CTaHOBUTCS
BO3MOYXHBIM ITOCJIeé KAHTOBCKOTO COBMEITIEHVIS VIleasTin3-
Ma ¥ peasii3Ma, KOTOPbIe ITPeICTaBIISIOTCS OOBITHO Kak
IIPOTMBOCTOSIIIVE TTO3VIIVANL.
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represented in space and time to be phenomena
and not things in themselves. Empirical realism
says that objects represented in space and
time are real entities outside us. “Whereas
transcendental idealism lays out the way
we represent objects, i.e., the transcendental
conditions of our cognition of them, empirical
realism expounds that objects, although
cognisable only under these conditions,
exist independently of us in space and
time” (Heidemann, 2021, p. 3232).®) Thus the
differentiation of transcendental idealism and
empirical realism can be seen as a complication
of the concept of subjectivity. Subjectivity
turns out to be the bearer of inherent realism of
subjects,” and space and time its necessary real
forms.

3. Space and Time Are Subjective,
but Their Validity Is Objective

Some scholars focus attention on objective
validity which Kant held to be a characteristic
of space and time. Speaking about time, Kant
says that “It is only of objective validity in
regard to appearances, because these are
already things that we take as objects of our
senses; but it is no longer objective if one
abstracts from the sensibility of our intuition,
thus from that kind of representation that is

8 Heidemann shows that conceptual distinctions
introduced by Kant provided the basis of modern
discussions about realism. Kant did not merely invest
the term realism with new meaning, but also created a
theoretical topography of the forms of realism which
to this day frames the understanding of philosophical
issues with regard to external reality (Heidemann, 2021).
The diversity of forms of realism became possible only
after Kant combined idealism and realism, which are
usually seen as opposites.

?The Kantian version of realism is the subject of studies
by Paul Abela (2002), Lucy Allais (2015), Kenneth R.
Westphal (2004) and others. An article by Abela (1996)
compares Kant’s empirical realism and the inner realism
of Hilary Putnam.
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oOpa3oM, pas/nMueHMe TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHOIO
Maeas3Ma M SMIIVPUYECKOTO peasi3Ma MOXKeT
MIOHMMAThCSL KaK YCJIOKHEeHUe IIOHSTUS CyOb-
ekTUBHOCTU. CyOBeKTMBHOCTb OKa3bIBaeTCsl HO-
cuTesleM BHYTpPeHHero, IIPUCYIIero cyobeKTaM
peaym3zma’, a IIPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMsl — ero HeoO-
XOIVIMBIMI peayIbHbIMN (popMaMIL.

3. IIpocTpaHCcTBO 1 BpeMsi CyObeKTUBHBI,
a X 3HAUMMOCTh 00beKTHBHa

Psan viccrienoBaresiert akIleHTUpPyeT BHUMaHUe
Ha TaKOVI XapaKTePUCTVKe IIPOCTPAHCTBA W Bpe-
MeHM y KaHTa, KaKk OOBeKTMBHAsl 3HAUYMMOCTE.
Tak, rosops o Bpemenu, KanTt yTBepXkiaet, 4To
«OHO VIMeeT OOBEeKTMBHYIO 3HaYVIMOCTH TOJIBKO B
OTHOIIIEHUM SIBJIEHWVI, IOTOMY YTO VIMEHHO SIBJle-
HVIS CyTh Bellll, KOTOpble MBI IIPMHIIMaeM 3a 1npeo-
Membvl Hawux 4ybcmb, HO OHO y>ke He 0ObeKTUBHO,
ecJIV OTBJIEYBCs OT UyBCTBEHHOVI IIPUPOJIbI Hallle-
rO Co3epliaHs, T.e. OT CBOVICTBEHHOI'O HaM CITOCO-
0a mpezcTaBiIeHs, 1 TOBOPUTD O Beuyax 6oobuje»
(A 34—-35 / B 51; Kanr, 2006, c. 111). Bpems mme-
eT OOBEeKTMBHYIO 3HAUMMOCTb B OTHOIIIEHWN SIB-
JIeHUVI. B OTHOIIeHMM Belleyl BHe YyBCTBEHHOIO
cosepriaHms — OHO Hu4TO. TakmmM oOpasoM, cyOb-
eKTVBHBIe (POPMBI IIPOCTPAHCTBA VI BpeMeHM 00-
JIaJ1af0T OOBEKTMBHOV 3HAYMIMOCTBIO.

MoxHo 3ameTuTh, yTo KaHT noHmMMaeT cy0b-
€KTVBHOCTb IIPOCTPAHCTBA ¥ BpPeMEHW OCOOBIM
obpasoM. CyObeKTMBHOCTh B OOBIIEHHOM IIOHW-
MaHMW MIpearonaraeT, YTo IPOCTPAHCTBO U Bpe-
M4 YHUKAJIbHBI Y KaXXJOr0 KOHKPETHOrO CyOBbek-
Ta, KOXObIVI MHAVIBUIYaJIbHBIV cy61>e1<T co3maeT
npocrpaHcTso M Bpems. Ho KanT mon cyObek-
TUBHOCTBIO IIPOCTPAHCTBA M BpeMeHU ITOHVIMAaeT
CyOBEKTMBHOCTB, IIPEBOCXOISIIYIO BceX KOHKPeT-
HBIX CyOBEKTOB, 3TO HEUTO HaIbIHIVBIIYyaIbHOe
U TpaHccyObekTrBHOe. CyObeKTMBHOe, OHMMa-

?KaHTOBCKOMY BapMaHTY peaIii3Ma IIOCBSIIeHbI VICCIIeNo-
BaHvs 1. AGerer (Abela, 2002), J1. Druranc (Allais, 2015),
K. Becrdassz (Westphal, 2004) n gp. CpaBHeHMIO SMIIN-
pudeckoro peamsMa KaHTa m BHyTpeHHero peaivsMa
X. ITatHoMa 110cBsIeHa crarbst AGertbl (Abela, 1996).

peculiar to us, and speaks of things in general”
(KrV, A 34-35 / B 51; Kant, 1998, p. 164).
Time has objective validity with regard to
phenomena. It is nothing with regard to things
outside sensible intuition. Thus, subjective
forms of space and time have objective
validity.

It will readily be seen that Kant has a
peculiar view on subjectivity of space and time.
Subjectivity commonly assumes that space and
time are unique for each concrete individual,
each individual subject creating space and time.
But Kant sees subjectivity of space and time
as subjectivity that is above all the concrete
subjects, as something supra-individual and
trans-subjective. Understood in this way, the
subjective morphs into the objective while not
becoming objective in the sense of objective
reality and acquires objective validity. For
example, Danil Razeev (2010, pp. 188-189) says
that Kant, “thanks to his ‘revolution in the
mode of thinking’, comes to the conclusion that
the objective is none other than the transformed
subjective. In other words, the objective can be
understood not as something fundamentally
juxtaposed to the subjective, but as a special
product of the subjective.” Subjectivity
becomes the bearer of objective validity”,'® “the
source of objectivity within the immanence of
experience, because it provides a universal
and normative interpretive framework from
within itself” (Brinkmann, 2011, p. 39). The
underlying basis of objectivity does not need
to be certified by any concrete subject or
community of subjects. Objectivity flows from
the universal quality of the thinking I. “The
inherently synthetic unity of apperception is
the foundation of any objectivity”" (Tuschling,

1 Obviously, this interpretation of subjectivity became
the prerequisite of the future philosophy of H. Lotze and
the Baden school of Neo-Kantianism.

" Cf. “[...] die wurspriinglich-synthetische Einheit der
Apperzeption [ist] Grund aller Objektivitit [...].”
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eMoe TaKuM 00pa3oM, HepexonuT yxke B 0bsIacThb
OOBEKTMBHOIO, HO He CTAaHOBUTCS OOBEKTMBHBIM
B CMBICJIe OOBEKTVBHOV peasIbHOCTM, a HadlHa-
er obOmamaTh OOBEKTMBHOWM 3HAUMMOCTEIO. Tak,
Harpumep, . H. Pasees yxkasbiBaet, uto «KaHrT,
Oraromaps OCYILIECTBIIEHHOV MM “peBOJIIOIINI B
criocobe MBIIUIEHMS”, TIPUXOOUT K BBIBOMY, YTO
00sexmubHoe eCTb He UTO MHOe, KaK mpaHcpopmu-
poBarnoe cybvexmubroe. VIHBIMU cJI0BaMM, OObeK-
TMBHOE MOXET IIOHVMATHCS He B KAUeCTBe Yero-ToO
HIPVHIVIINAIBHO IIPOTVBOCTOSIIETO CyOBEKTB-
HOMY, a B KadeCTBe ero (CyOBeKTMBHOI0) 0co0o-
ro npoaykra» (Pasees, 2010, c. 188—189). CyOpek-
TUBHOCTb CTAHOBUTCS HOCUTEIEM OOBEKTVBHOV
3HAUMMOCTUY, «MCTOYHMKOM OOBEKTVUBHOCTU B
VIMMaHEHTHOCTV OITBITa, IIOCKOJIBKY OHa obecrie-
YMBaeT YHWMBEPCAIBHYIO ¥ HOPMaTUBHYIO VIH-
TepIIPeTALVIOHHYIO paMKy M3HYTpPW cedsl caMoi»
(Brinkmann, 2011, p. 39). ®yHmameHTaIbHaAs OC-
HOBa OOBEKTVMBHOCTV He HYXXAeTCd B yJIOCTOBe-
PeHMM KaKMM-T1100 KOHKPETHBIM CYObeKTOM VIV
coobmrecTBoM CyOBbekToB. OOBEeKTVBHOCTD BBITE-
KaeT M3 yHMBEPCAJIBHOIO KadecTBa CyObeKTa Kak
mpicismrero S, «/I3HauaIbHO-CUHTETIUeCKOoe
€IVHCTBO allleplIeNIny eCTh OCHOBaHVe BCSKOM
obwvexTyBHOCTM» (Tymimar, 2006, c. 543). OObek-
TVBHaS 3HA4MMOCTD IIOHVIMAeTCs TOJIBKO B op-
MaJIbHOM OTHoIeHv: «To, 9Té MeTadmsuka 0
KanTa — Taxxe 1 B popMaIbHOM OTHOITIEHUW —
OTHOCWJIA K OOBEKTY, OH IIOVICTVHE OTBOEBHIBAET
y OOBeKTMBHOIO M IIepeHOCUT B 00s1acThb CyOb-
eKTUBHOro. BeZlb Bech CMBICIT TpaHCIIEH/IEHTATb-
HOTO apryMeHTa, B KOHEYHOM cueTe, CBOAMUTCI K
TOMY, UTO B IIpOIlecce ITO3HAHS MBI IIOCTUTaeM He
CTOJIBKO UY’>KII0€ HaM OOBbeKTVBHOE, CKOJIBKO 3Ha-
KOMOe HaM cyObekTBHOe» (Pasees, 2010, c. 189)™.

1Y OueBUIHO, YTO MEHHO TaKasl MHTepIIpeTaIrys cyopeK-
TMBHOCTM CTaJIa IIPeIIOChUIKON Oyaylient dprurocodmn
sHaummMocTi I. JIotiie m bajieHcKon K01kl HeOKaHTaH-
CTBa.

" Cxoxxert mo3uumy IpuaepKuBaics Takke B. @. Acmyc:
«Paspsacaenne KanTa cocTonT B IIpeyIoKeHNM OT/INYATh
IMNUPUUECKYI0 PeasbHOCIb BPEMEHM OT €r0 MIPaHCeHOeH-
MaAbHOL U0eALbHOCTIU. DMAUPUYECKY BPEMS pealbHO. DTO
3HAYMT, YTO OHO COXPAHSET CBOIO OOBEKTMBHYIO 3HAUM-
MOCTb JI BCeX IIPeIMeTOB, KOTOpble KOrga-Inbo MOTyT
OBITH TaHBI HAIIMM 4yBcTBaM» (Acmyc, 1973, c. 191).

69

L. Yu. Kornilaev

2006, p. 543). Objective validity is understood
only in the formal sense: “What pre-Kantian
metaphysics — including in a formal sense —
attributed to the object, he truly reclaims from
the objective and transfers to the domain
of the subjective. For the whole point of the
transcendental argument boils down to the fact
that in the process of cognition we learn not
so much the objective that is alien to us as the
subjective we are familiar with” (Razeev, 2010,
pp. 188-189).12

Objectivity can be interpreted not so much
as independence from the subject as from the
subject’s will. This is the position of Victor
P. Lega (2009, pp. 142-143):

The conventional view is that what exists
outside consciousness is objective and what
exists in and depends on consciousness is
subjective. Hence the identification of the
objective with the material and sensible. In
reality, according to the definition, the objective
is that which does not depend on man’s will
and the subjective is that which does depend on
his will. Therefore, according to Kant, a priori
forms of sensibility, such as space and time,
exist both subjectively and objectively.

Brinkmann notes that subjectivity in Kant’s
philosophy should be seen in two ways because
the bearer of subjectivity in Kant’s philosophy
may be, on the one hand, the universal
transcendental subject and, on the other hand,
an empirical subject. The empirical subject
has many constraints and is prone to err, but
objectivity is possible thanks to the universal
level of subjectivity. Thus, this approach to
interpreting space and time concentrates on
their objective formality. In that respect space

2 A similar view was expressed by Valentin F. Asmus
(1973, p. 191): “Kant's clarification consists in the
proposal to distinguish the empirical reality of time
from its transcendental ideality. Empirically, time is real.
This means that it retains its objective validity for all the
objects which may ever be given our senses.”



JI.1O. Kopnunaes

OOBeKTMBHOCTb MOXKET TPaKTOBAaTbCs KaK He-
3aBVCHIMOCTD He CTOJTBKO OT CyObeKTa, CKOJIBKO OT
Boin cyobekTa. [TogobHas mosuims BcTpedaeTcs,
Hanpumep, y B.I1. Jlern:

CorracHO OOBIIEHHOMY MHEHUIO, OOBEKTVIB-
HBIM CYWUTAETCS TO, YTO CYIIECTBYeT BHE CO3Ha-
HMsA, a CyOBEeKTMBHBIM — TO, YTO CYIIIeCTByeT
B CO3HaAHUM M 3aBUCUT OT Hero. OTcroma OTOX-
IlecTBJIeHVe OOBEKTMBHOIO C MaTepaIbHO-IyB-
CTBEHHBIM. B IeVICTBUTEILHOCTI Xe, COTJIacHO
oIIperiesIeHNI0, OObeKTVBHBIM SIBJISIETCS TO, UTO
He 3aBVICUT OT BOJIVI UeJIOBEKA, a CyOBeKTMBHO TO,
uTo OT ero Boym 3aBucut. [lostomy, mo Kanry,
arpyriopHble (POPMBI YYBCTBEHHOCTH, TaKle KaK
IIPOCTPAHCTBO M BpeMsi, CYLIeCTBYIOT KakK CyOb-
€KTMBHO, TaK M oOBeKTmBHO... (Jlera, 2009, c.
142 —143).

K. bpyHKMaH yKasblBaeT Ha TO, YTO CyObek-
TUBHOCTBb B dwtocodpum KaHTa HyXXHO paccMma-
TpUBaThb JBOAKO, IIOCKOJIbKY HOCHUTeJIeM CyOb-
eKTUBHOCTM MOXeT OBbITb, C OFHOW CTOPOHBI
YHUBEpCaJIbHBINT  TpaHCIIeHJIeHTaJIbHBI  CyOb-
€KT, C APYIoV — SMIIMPUYIECKNI Cy6”beKT. DMIIM-
pUYecKum CyOBbeKT CYJIBHO OrpaHWYeH U CKJIO-
HeH K omIMOKaM, HO OOBeKTMBHOCTH IIPU 3TOM
BO3MOXKHa OJ1arofiapsi YHMBEpPCaJIbHOMY yPOBHIO
cyopekTmBHOCTI. TakmM oOpa3oM, JaHHBIV IIOA-
X0, K TPaKTOBKe IPOCTPaHCTBa M BpeMeHM KOH-
LIEHTPUpPYeTcd Ha MX 00beKTUBHOM (POopMaJIbHO-
cTu. B 5TOM OTHOIIEHMN ITPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMs
KaK yHMBepcaJIbHbIe allpMOPHBIE CTPYKTYPHEI SIB-
JIAIOTCSE OOBeKTUBHBIMY, TaK KaK CTAHOBATCS HO-
CUTEJIAMY YHVBEPCAJIbHOV OOBbeKTUBHOV 3HAYV-
MOCTM, He3aBVUCHMOVI OT KOHKPeTHBIX CyOBeKTOB.

4. IIpocTpaHCTBO M BpeMs He MOTYT ObITh
MCKJTIOUMTEIBHO CyOBbeKTUBHBIMM

OtnenrpHOrO BHMMAaHMS  3aCIyKMBaeT IIOM-
X0fl, KOTOPBIVI OodOopMIIsieTcsd, HalpuMep, B du-
mocodpun Aponbda Tpennenenbypra. Kommen-
TUPYysd TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHyI0 3cTeTuky KamnTa,
TpennenenOypr HacTaMBaeT Ha OMIVOOYHOCTM
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and time as universal a priori structures are
objective because they become the bearers of
universal objective validity independent from
concrete subjects.

4. Space and Time
Cannot Be Only Subjective

The approach represented, for example,
by Trendelenburg merits special attention.
Commenting on Kant’s transcendental
aesthetic, Trendelenburg argues that it is a
mistake to totally exclude the objective side
from sensual cognition. For Kant, experience
is ordered because there are a priori forms
of sensibility. But for Trendelenburg this
is just one of the reasons. The order in
the phenomenal world may be due to the
orderliness of the world itself. Sensibility can
capture something ordered in the world itself.
In Logical Investigations Trendelenburg argues
that recognising the subjectivity of space and
time, it would be a mistake to rule out the
“participation” of things in themselves in these
forms of intuition.” Not only subjectivity must
be prepared for the representation of the thing
in space and time, but the thing itself should
contain the conditions of such spatio-temporal
representation. This is a possible conclusion
if Kant’s reflections are carried through to
the end: “We are not presenting here what
Kant wanted, but stating what turns out to be
actually contrary to his will”** (Trendelenburg,
1862, p. 159). While Kant shows the subjectivity
of space and time by invoking the apodictic
authenticity of science, Trendelenburg notes
that a scientific fact cannot be proved only
through subjectivity. Scientific veracity shows

B3 This is the theme of yet another of Trendelenburg’s
work, “On the Gap in Kant's proof of Exclusive
Subjectivity of Space and Time” (Trendelenburg, 1867).
For more on Trendelenburg’s position in his dispute
with Kuno Fischer on space and time see Demin (2010).
W Cf. “Wir stellen nicht dar, was Kant wollte, sondern wir
sagen, was sich auch gegen seinen Willen ergiebt.”



abCOITIOTHOTO VICKJTIOYeHMSI OOBEKTVBHOV CTOPO-
HBl B UyBCTBeHHOM mno3HaHmu. /g Kanrt mpu-
YlHa yHOPSAIOUYeHHOCTV OIBbITa COCTOUT B TOM,
UTO eCcTh allpyOpHble (POPMBI YYBCTBEHHOCTML.
Ho, ¢ Toukn 3penus: TpennesenOypra, 3T0 TOJIb-
KO oflHa 13 ITpyumH. [Iprunna yropsgmoueHHOCTI
MUpa B SIBJICHUM MOXeT COCTOATh M B YHOPSIO-
YeHHOCTY caMoro Myupa. YyBCTBEHHOCTb B COCTO-
AHVUWM YXBaTUTh HEUTO yIIOpsAIOYeHHOe B CaMOM
Mupe. B «Jlormuecknx mcciiemoBanmsax» TpeHe-
71eHOy pr yTBepXXIIaeT, UTo, IIpr3HaBasi CyObeKTIB-
HOCTb IIPOCTPAHCTBA M BpeMeH, OMIMO0YHO Vic-
KJTIOUaTh «y4dacTye» Bellleyl caMMX 10 cede B 3TMX
dopmax cozeprianmsa’?. He TOIBKO CyOBEKTMB-
HOCTb JTIOJDKHA OBITH TIOATOTOBJIEHA K ITpefICTaBIIe-
HVIIO BeIllV B IIPOCTPAHCTBE 1 BpeMeHM, HO VI caMa
Belllb JI0JDKHA cofepXaTh B cebe ycyIoBus [JIs Ta-
KOI'0 IIPOCTPaHCTBEHHO-BpeMeHHOI0 ITpeJicTaBIle-
Hust. [TogoOHBIN BBIBOL BO3MOXEH, €CJIV I0BECTU
pasmbinuienusa Kanra 0o xoHna: «Msbl m3jiaraem
371ech He TO, uero mMeHHo KaHT xores1, a To, 4To
BBIXO/IUT W3 €r0 OCHOBAHWII JIaXkKe ¥ IIPOTWB €ro
Borm» (Tperpenendypr, 1868, c. 145). Ecim Kant
yepe3 OTChUIKY K amlOfMKTUYecKOV JOCTOBEPHO-
CTV HayKM IIOKas3blBaeT CyOBEeKTMBHOCTb IIPO-
CTpaHCTBa 1 BpeMeHWU, To TpeHmereHOypr 3amMe-
4aeT, YTOo (paKT HayKy He MOXeT OBbITh JOKa3aH
TOJIBKO uepe3 cyOwpeKkTuBHOCTE. Hayunas mocro-
BEPHOCTB yKasbIBaeT Ha BBIXOJ] 3a IIpeiesIbl CyOb-
€KTMBHOCTA.

bynp mpocTpaHcTBO M BpeMs MCKITIOUVITENIb-
HO b popMamMm Cy6”beKTI/[BH01"O ayxa, Torga
MaTeMaTyKa CMoIJIa ObI IIOCTUYb TOJIBKO TO, YTO
JaeTcd B SBJICHMIX Harrer coOCTBeHHOW II03Ha-
BaTEJIbHOCTBIO, a JPYTYyIO IIOJIOBVHY SIBJIEHWUS
IIOHEeBOJIe OCTaBjIsla Obl HETPOHYTOV; B TaKOM
ciTydae ObUta OBl HEBO3MOXKHA MPUMKIIQIHAS Ma-
TeMaTMKa, KOTopas II0TOMY JIMIIb ypa3yMeBaeT
Y TIOKOpsieT ceOe siBJIeHNe, UYTO yMeeT CXBaTUTh

12 TaHHOW TeMe IIOCBsIIleHa elrle ofHa pabora A. Tpen-
nerneHOypra — «O Opelnt B KAHTOBCKOM JIOKa3aTeJIbCTBE
VICKJIFOUNTEIIBHON CyObeKTMBHOCTY IIPOCTPaHCTBa U Bpe-
menm» (Trendelenburg, 1867). Ilogpobuee o mo3uinm
A. TpenpenenOypra u ero criope ¢ K. durmepom 1o Bo-
IIPOCY O IIPOCTpaHCTBe 1 BpeMeHM cM.: (émmn, 2010).
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the way beyond subjectivity.

Were space and time exclusively forms of
the subjective spirit then mathematics would
be able to understand only what is given in
appearances, leaving the other half untouched;
in that case applied mathematics would be
impossible, but it can comprehend and conquer
the phenomenon because it can capture both
elements in it. In becoming phenomena things
submit to the laws of time and space; and if they
obey these forms then this is possible owing
to the nature of things. It is inconceivable that
they could forn a common source with the
forms of space and time unless they were in
some way involved in these forms themselves™
(Trendelenburg, 1862, p. 161).

Trendelenburg criticises the position which
interprets space and time as exclusively
subjective forms of cognition. If space and time
are subjective it does not in any way rule out
their objectivity. “They are both something
subjective. But what prevents them from being
also something objective? Is it not because they
are just as necessary for the spirit as they are for
other objects?”'® (Trendelenburg, 1862, p. 162).
Thus space and time can be not only subjective
but also objective forms of cognition.

According to Trendelenburg, the only source
of the objectivity of space and time is motion.

5 Cf. “Wiiren nun Raum und Zeit nur Formen des subjektiven
Geistes, so konnte die Mathematik nur das erfassen, was an
den Erscheinungen unser eigenes Erkenntnisvermdgen aus
sich hergibt, aber die andere Hiilfte der Erscheinung miisste
sie unberiihrt lassen; es wire also angewandte Mathematik,
welche doch nur dadurch die Erscheinung begreifen und zum
Gehorsam bestimmen konnte, dass sie in ihr beide Elemente
erfasste, unmdoglich. Indem die Dinge zu Erscheinungen
werden, folgen sie den Gesetzen von Raum und Zeit, und
indem sie sich in Raum und Zeit fassen lassen, muss dies ihrer
eigenen Natur nach moglich sein. Es wire nicht denkbar, dass
sie mit den Formen von Raum und Zeit eine Gemeinschaft
eingehen, wenn sie nicht selbst in irgend einer Weise an Raum
und Zeit Theil hétten.”

16 Cf. “Sie sind beide etwas Subjektives. Was verhindert sie
aber zugleich etwas Objektives zu sein? Sind sie vielleicht
nicht gerade darum fiir den Geist nothwendig, weil sie es fiir
die Dinge sind?”
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B HeM obOa 1eMenTa. CTaHOBSACH SIBJIEHVAMM,
BeIlyl ITOMUYMHSIOTCS 3aKOHAaM BpeMeHU W IIpo-
CTPaHCTBA; M €CJIVI OHWM IOCIIYIIHBI 3TNM op-
MaM, 3HaYUT — TaK BO3MOXKHO IT0 COOCTBEHHOV
npupone Bereit. Hempiciimo, 4ToObI OHM BXO-
IOVJIN B CHEJIKY ¢ (popMaMu ITPOCTPaHCTBa U Bpe-
MeHW, He y4acTBY OHV KaK-HMOYIb CaMy B 3TVX
dopmax (Tam xe, c. 148; rep. yrounen. — JI.K.).

TpennenenOypr KpuUTHKYyeT IIO3MIINIO, Tpak-
TYIOIIYIO IIPOCTPAaHCTBO M BpeMsl KaK MCKJIIOUM-
TeJIBHO CyOBeKTMBHBIE (popMbl mo3HaHMs. Ecim
IIPOCTPAHCTBO W BpeMs CyOBbEeKTMBHEL, TO 3TO HU-
KaK He MCKITI0YaeT UX 00BeKTUBHOCTb. «Oba oHM
HedTo cyObekTuBHOe. Ho uTo Mmeraer mm ObITH
BMecTe 1 4eM-TOo oObekTuBHBIM? He moTomy mm
VIMEHHO HeOOXOIVIMBI OHM JIJIsI Ty Xa, YTO Heooxo-
IOVMBI TakXe M A1 Betet?» (Tam xe, c. 149). Ta-
KM 00pa30oM, IPOCTPaHCTBO 1 BpeMsi MOT'yT OBITh
He TOJIBKO CYObeKTVBHBIMY, HO ¥ OOBeKTMBHBIMM
dopmamu To3HaHMSL.

EAvHBIM MCTOYHMKOM OOBEeKTMBHOCTU IIPO-
CTpaHCTBa M BpeMeHU, corlacHO TpenpesieHOyp-
Ty, ABJISIeTCH JIBVDKeHe.

Hackosbko Bemy mpow3onuiv u3 JIBVDKeHV,
HaCTOJILKO OHM HeCyT € cODOVI IIPOCTPaHCTBO KaK
CBOVICTBeHHBIVI, IPUPOXIEHHBII UM yjiesl. Bpe-
M3 He Iepe0pachIBaeTCs B BEIIV 13 BHyTPEHHETO
COCTOSIHVSI Ty IITY; HACKOJIbKO OHU [IBVKYTCS, Ha-
CTOJIBKO B HMX €CTh VI BpeMsI, [1a IIPUTOM eIlle KaK
CcOOCTBEHHBIN MX akT. <...> Ecim nBmkeHme Tak
Ke M3Ha4YaJIbHO IIPVHAIEXWT MBICIIN, Kak V1 ObI-
TUIO, I €CJIV U3 IBVDKEHWS TIPeXX/Ie BCero poamT-
CsI IIPOCTPAHCTBO ¥ BPEMSI, TO B 3TOM U JIEXXWT TO
coracue CyObeKTMBHOTO ¢ 0ObeKTUBHBIM, KOTO-
poe nopyumt osw1o KanT (Tam xe, c. 155—156).

Cxoxast mO3uMIMS IIpefCTaBjieHa B CTaTbe
Autexces VIBanosuya Beemerckoro «Yuenme Kamn-
Ta O IIpocTpaHcTBe» (BBemerckmit, 1895a; 189506)".
Pycckum dutocod Takke ykasblBaeT Ha HeoOo-
CHOBAHHOCTB VICKJTIOUEHNSI B TpPaHCIeH/IeHTa/Ib-

3 Anexcest Beenerckoro (1861 —1913) He crenyet myTaTh
C M3BECTHBIM PYCCKMM KaHTHaHIleM AJjiekcaHnpow Vsa-
HOoBUYeM Beemenckmm (1856—1925). IlogpoOmee cM.:
(Beenencku, Poxun, 2024, c. 154).
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As much as things have originated from
motion, so they carry with them the space as
their inherent, inborn element. Time is not cast
into things from the inner state of the soul; to
the extent that they move they have time within
them, and they have it as their own act [...]. If
motion inheres in thought, like in being, and
if it is above all motion that generates space
and time, herein lies the concord between
the subjective and the objective which Kant
destroyed'’ (ibid., p. 168).

A similar position is presented in the
article “Kant’s Teaching on Space” by Aleksey
Vvedensky (1895a; 1895b)."® The Russian
philosopher, too, objects to the exclusion
from transcendental aesthetic of objectivity
as a property of space. He thinks Kant in the
second edition of the Critique of Pure Reason
hierarchises subjectivity'® into two tiers: one in
the broad and the other in the narrow sense.
Subjectivity in the broad sense includes all
the simple senses, space being one of them,
from the beginning. Subsequently Kant
isolates within subjectivity in the broad sense
subjectivity in the narrow sense in which space,
unlike changeability of individual sensations,

7.Cf. “So weit die Dinge aus Bewegung entstanden sind,
tragen sie den Raum wie ein eigenthiimliches Erbtheil
an sich. Die Zeit wird nicht aus dem inneren Zustand der
Seele in die Dinge hinein geworfen; sondern inwiefern sich
diese bewegen, ist die Zeit darin und ihre eigene That [...].
Wenn die Bewegung ebenso urspriinglich dem Denken, als
dem Sein angehort, und wenn aus der Bewegung Raum und
Zeit zundchst erzeugt werden: so liegt darin jene Harmonie
des Subjektiven und Objektiven, die von Kant gewaltsam
zerrissen wurde.”

8 Alexey Vvedensky (1861 —1913) is not to be confused
with the prominent Russian Neo-Kantian Aleksandr
Vvedensky (1856 —1925). For more detail see Vvedensky
and Rozhin (2024, p. 154).

9 Subjectivity with Kant can also be problematised
chronologically. For example, M. Marti¢ notes that
Kant does not always view subjective space and time
as a priori forms of sensibility. In various periods he
interpreted them as concepts and ideas. For more detail
see Marti¢ (2022).



HOVI 3CTeTVIKe OOBEKTMBHOCTY KaK XapaKTepPUCTV-
K11 ImpocTpaHcTBa. C TOUKM 3peHms BBemeHcKoro,
Kanr Bo BTrOpoM wm3manvm «KpuTmxm dYmcToro
pasyMa» MepapxusupyeT CyOBeKTMBHOCTB', OHa
[IojTy4yaeT y Hero JIBa 3HAUeHMs — B IIMPOKOM
" B y3KoM cMblciie. CyOBbeKTMBHOCTD B IIVMPOKOM
CMBICJIe BKJIIOUaeT B cebs Bce IIPOCThIe UyBCTBEH-
Hble OIIYIIeHVs, M IIPOCTPAHCTBO WM3HAYaIbHO
ObUIO OHVIM M3 3TVIX OLIyIIeHuiL. BriociencTsmm
KanT BHYTpM cyOBeKTMBHOCTH B IIVIPOKOM CMBIC-
Jjle BbIfIeJIsieT CyOBbeKTMBHOCTb B Y3KOM CMBICIIE,
I7le IIPOCTPAHCTBO B OT/IMYVE OT M3MEHUYMBOCTU
VHAVMBUIYaJIbHBIX OIIYIIeHUM HajesseTcss 00-
ImesHauMMOoCTh0P.  OOIIe3sHauMMOCTh Ke, CUM-
TaeT BBemenckuii, yKa3bIBaeT B QosIblliert crerie-
HV Ha OOBEKTVBHOCTH, YeM Ha CyOBeKTVMBHOCTE.
«[IpocTpaHcTBO, TakMM OOpa3oM, 3aHMMaeT VC-
KJIFOUMTEJIbHOe MeCTO: OHO BMecTe U CyOBeKTUB-
HO, ¥ 00BeKTUBHO (“Cy0ObeKTMBHO-O0BeKTMBHO”).
B cpaBHeHMM ¢ HUM CyOBEKTVBHOCTD OIILYIIEHT
€CTh, TaK CKa3aTh, CyOBEKTMBHOCTH BTOPOVI CTelle-
H1. VITaK, B KOHIIe KOHIIOB, npocmparcmbo, no Kaw-
my, Bce xxe cydvexmubro, xomsa u He 6 maxoil cmene-
HU, kax oujyuwenus» (Beemenckmi, 18956, c. 99).
INomxon Tpenpenenbypra m BeemeHCKOro Mox-
HO yCJIOBHO 0OBenuHuTb. OHM HacTaMBalOT Ha
CyOBeKTVMBHO-OOBEKTMBHOM IIOHVMaHWUN  IIPO-

14 ITpoGiemaTm3anms cyobexkTmBHOCTH y KaHTa Moxer
IIPOBOINTBCS M B XPOHOJIOTMYECKOM OTHOIIeHMN. Tak,
HanpuMep, M. MapTid moKasblBaeT, 9TO CyObeKTMBHbIE
HpocTpaHcTBO 1 BpeMsi y KaHTa He Bcerga MOHMMaIVChH
KaK arpropHele pOpMBI YyBCTBEHHOCTI. B pasHble riepu-
OIIbI TBOPYeCTBa HeMelKoro ovytocodpa OHV MOTIJIN TpaK-
TOBaThCS Kak ITOHATVS u mien. [logpobree cm.: (Martic,
2022).

1> BBemeHCKMVI WJUIIOCTPYIPYET CMeIlleHs B IIOHVIMaHN
CcyObeKTMBHOCTHM, oDpalliasich K KOMMeHTapusaM Xarca
@arixmHTrepa, KOTOPHIVI COOTHOCUT KaHTOBCKOE yUeHIe O
IIPOCTPAHCTBE VI BpeMeH C ydeHveM JI0KKa 0 IepBITIHBIX
¥ BTOpMYHEBIX KadecTBax: «CoriacHO JIOKKy, 4yBCTBeH-
Hble KauyecTBa M SMIIMpUYEcKrie OOBEKTBI COOTHOCAT-
csd Kak sBJIeHVe U Belllb B cebe. Tak ke I momoOHbIM
obpazomM cooTHOCsTCs, 110 KaHTy, Bellin B IIpOCTpaHCTBe
C VICTMIHHBIMM BelllaMy, KOTOpble He HaxOISITCS B IIPO-
crpaHcTBe. CremoBarerbHO, vy KanTa He OBUIO HmOCTa-
TOYHOI'O OCHOBaHMS OTBepraTb 3TO CpaBHEHMe C TaK/UM
nadocom. Ecsi 66 0H 106aBmT HEOOXOIVIMBIE OTOBOPKA,
TO MOT OBI CIIOKOVIHO BOCIIOJIb30BaThCS TVIM CpaBHEHVI-
em» (Vaihinger, 1922, S. 364 —365).

L. Yu. Kornilaev

is invested with general validity.* General
validity, Vvedensky believes, points rather
toward objectivity than to subjectivity. “Thus
space occupies an exclusive place: it is at once
subjective and objective (‘subjective-objective’).
By comparison, the subjectivity of sensations is,
as it were, second-rank subjectivity. At the end
of the day space, according to Kant, is subjective,
albeit not to the same degree as sensations”
(Vvedensky, 1895b, p. 99).

The approaches of Trendelenburg and
Vvedensky are similar in that both insist that
Kant’s understanding of space and time is
subjective-objective. By criticising the position
that space and time are exclusively subjective
Trendelenburg and Vvedensky reveal the need
for their objectivity.

Conclusion

Amid the infinite diversity of comments
and interpretations of Kant’s transcendental
aesthetic one can find some studies which
question the common interpretation of space
and time as exclusively subjective forms of
intuition. These doubts have been prompted
by the obvious gap between the subjective

? Vvedensky illustrates shifts in the interpretation of
subjectivity by turning to the comments made by Hans
Vaihinger. Vaihinger (1922, pp. 364-365) compares
Kant’s doctrine of space and time with Locke’s doctrine
of primary and secondary properties: “According to
Locke sensible properties and empirical objects relate
as appearance and things in themselves. According to
Kant, sensible properties and empirical things in space
relate to real things that are not in space in the same or
similar way. So, Kant did not have sufficient grounds
to reject this comparison so vehemently. He could
well have used this comparison if he had made the
necessary reservations” (cf. “Nach Locke verhalten sich
Sinnesqualititen und empirische Objecte wie Erscheinung
und Ding an sich. So oder dhnlich verhalten sich nach Kant
die ganzen Dinge im Raume zu den wahren Dingen, die nicht
im Raume sind. Kant hatte demnach keinen rechten Grund,
jenen Vergleich mit solcher Emphase zuriickzuweisen. Wenn
er die néthigen Cautelen hinzufiigte, konnte er ruhig sich
jenes Vergleiches bedienen”).
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cTpaHcTBa M Bpemenu y Kanra. Kputukys mo-
SULIVIO, TIpeAIoJararonlylo  VCKIIOUNUTEIIbHYIO
CyOBEKTMBHOCTB IIPOCTpaHCTBa 1 BpeMeH, Tpen-
nesteHOypr v BeerieHCKMI BCKphIBaIOT HEOOXOIN-
MOCTbB X OOBEKTVIBHOCTA.

3ak/1roueHve

Cpean GecumciieHHOro MHOrooOpasusi KOM-
MeHTapVieB ¥ WHTepIpeTalluil TpaHCIeH leH-
TaJIbHOM 3cTeTuKy KaHTa MOXHO BBIAEIIUTH PSIL
VICCJIEOBAHMY, CTaBAIIVIX IIOI COMHEHVE PacXo-
JKee TOJIKOBaHMe ITPOCTpaHCTBA M BpeMeHU Kak
VICKJTIOUUTEJIBHO CyOBeKTMBHBIX (popM cosepiia-
Huss. COMHeHMsI BBI3BaHBI OUEBUIHBIM pa3pbl-
BOM MeXIy CyOBeKTMBHBIMI YCIJIOBUSIMV OITBITa
7 0OBeKTVBHOV PeasIbHOCThIO, a TaKke KOHTPVH-
TYUTUBHOCTBIO CYOBEKTMBIUCTCKOTO ITOHVIMaHMs
MIPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeH! B 11ej1oM. PaspbIB cTaHO-
BIITCSI BO3MOXHBIM CHSATbH, KaK MBI BUIEIN, 100
uepe3 KpUTHKY ydeHns KanTa, 11160 depe3s TpaHc-
dopmariuro, 1160 Uepes MposiCHEHVE ero YUeHs.
JleVicTBUTeITLHO JIV ITPOCTPaHCTBO 1 BpeMsi y Kan-
Ta TOJILKO CyObeKTVBHBI?

PaccMoTpeHHbIe B cTaThe IIOIXOIbI, HECMOTpsI
Ha VX XPOHOJIOTMYECKYIO VI MeTOHOJIOTMUYECKYIO
Pa3sHOPOIHOCTH, OOBEIMHSIET OTPUIIATEIIBHBIN OT-
BeT Ha 3TOT Borpoc. [IpryeM oTpuIiaTesIbHbIN OT-
BeT TOJIKpeIUIdeTcs He CTOJIBKO KPUTMKOV VI
TpeboBaHMeM W3MeHUTh dwtocodpuio KamnTa,
CKOJIBKO HOIIBITKaMM ee IIpOsICHUTD. Bee mosmmym
o0beHseT CTpeMIIeH e OO0 pacIIMpPUTB, JIM00
Cy3UTh NOHMMaHMe CyOBeKTMBHOCTM IPOCTpaH-
cTBa U BpeMeHM y KaHTa ¢ 11€JIbI0 BBISIBIIEHUS VX
O00BEKTUBHOCTI: CyOBeKTMBHOCTD, OrpaHYeHHas
IHOCEOJIONMTYeCKMM KOHTEKCTOM, II03BOJIsIeT TOBO-
PpUTB 0 cyOcTaHIIMaIbHOM OHVMaHW M ITIPOCTpaH-
CTBa M BpeMeHW; CyOBeKTMBHOCTB, IIOHVIMaeMasl
KaK alpuOpPHOCTB, TI03BOJISieT BBIAEINUTH OObeK-
TUBHYIO CTOPOHY B CTPYKTYpe CaMoi CyOBeKTB-
HOCTH; IIOHATMe OOIe3sHaunMocT opM Ipo-
CTpaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeHW BBIBOAUT MX 3a ITpeJiesbl
CyOBeKTMBHOCTH; aKIIeHT Ha OO beKTUBHOCT ITPO-
CTpaHCTBa U BpeMeHU He IIPOTUBOPEUNT X CyOb-
eKTUBVCTCKOVI TpakToBKe. CyOBeKTMBHO-00bek-
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conditions of experience and objective
reality, as well as by the counterintuitive
subjectivist understanding of space and time
in general. The gap can be removed, as we
have seen, either through criticising Kant’s
teaching or through a transformation, or
through clarification of his teaching. Did Kant
really consider space and time to be totally
subjective?

The approaches examined in this article,
for all their chronological and methodological
differences, all give a negative answer to this
question. The negative answer is buttressed
not so much by critique or the demand for
changing Kant’s philosophy as by attempts
to clarify it. All the positions have in common
the intention to broaden or to narrow Kant’s
conception of space and time in order to reveal
their objectivity: subjectivity limited by the
epistemological context speaks for substantial
interpretation of space and time; subjectivity
understood as a priori makes it possible to
reveal an objective side in the structure of
subjectivity: the concept of general validity
of the forms of space and time takes them
beyond the limits of subjectivity; emphasis
on the objectivity of space and time does not
contradict their subjectivistic interpretation.
Subjective-objective interpretations of the
Kantian teaching on space and time can
be systematised in accordance with their
underlying principles: problematisation of
the concept of subjectivity, manifested in the
broadening or, on the contrary, narrowing of
the concept of subjectivity, its complication
and hierarchisation; particular attention to the
specific understanding of empirical reality; a
special role of validity.

Study of these approaches may become
an organic part of research into the history of
realistic philosophical systems “in the Kantian
spirit” which try to combine the cognitive
restrictions of critical philosophy and access



TUBHBIE MHTEepPIIpeTaly KaHTOBCKOIO YUeHMUs O
IIPOCTPAHCTBE ¥ BpeMeHM MOTyT OBITh CHCTeMa-
TU3VPOBAHBI B COOTBETCTBUM CO CBOVIMM OCHOBa-
HUAMM: IIpoliieMaTm3alert IOHATUSA CyObek-
TVMBHOCTM, YTO BBIPA’KaeTCs B PaCIIMPEHUN VIV,
HAaoOOPOT, CY)XeHWMV HAaHHOIO IIOHSATWS, €ro yc-
JIO)KHEHWIVI U ViepapXM3aliuyy; 0COOBIM BHUMAHVIEM
K CHeIVpUIecKOMy TTOHMMAHWIO SMIIVIPUYeCKOV
PeasTbHOCTY; 0COOOV POJIBIO acITeKTa 3HAYVIMOCTYA
VI3y4yeHne TaHHBIX TIOJIXOIOB MOXET CTaTh Op-
TaHMYHOM YacThIO VICCJIEAOBAHWMI II0 WCTOPWN
peaTncTIecKmx PryIocOPCKMX CUCTEM «B TIyxe
KanTa», mpITarommxcsd cCOBMECTUTD IIO3HaBaTelIb-
Hble OrpaHMYeHNs KpUTndeckon dviocodpnm 1
IOOCTYI K OOBEKTVBHOV PeasIbHOCTM, — HaIlpy-
Mep, dwiocodnm peaVCTMUeCKOro Hallpasile-
HMs HeoKaHTMaHCTBa (A. Pute, O. Krosibrie), a Tak-
JKe TIOMOYKET JIOTIOJTHUTB COBpeMeHHBIe [IVICKYCCUN
0 pa3HBIX popMax peas3Ma ¥ aHTVUpeasI3Ma B
anmcTeMosIorny. TpakToBKa CyOBEKTMBHOCTY KaK
OOBEKTVIBHOV 3HAYVIMOCTY TI03BOJISIET ITPOSICHUTD
B3aVIMOCBSI3b KAHTMAHCTBA C HEOKAHTVAHCKOW
drtocodmert 3HaUMMOCTH, TJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM ba-
nenckovt mkoiel (I Puxkept, . Jlack), n ¢ Bax-
HBIM [1J1s1 peHOMeHosIornm yuenuem O. I'yccepris
00 00BEKTVBHOCTY KaK MHTEePCYyOBeKTBHOCTIA.

Mccaedobanue Bvinoaneno sa cuem epanma Poc-
cuiickoeo Hayuuozo gonda Ne 24-78-10071 «Ilpo-
cmpancmbo u Bpema 6 Opumanckoil, HeMeyxkou u
pycckoil purocopuu XVII-XIX Bexob», https.//rscf.
ru/project/24-78-10071/.
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to objective reality, for example, the realistic
trend in Neo-Kantianism (Alois Riehl, Oswald
Kilpe), and add to the modern discussions of
various forms of realism and anti-realism in
epistemology. Interpretations of subjectivity
as objective validity helps to clarify the
interconnection between Kantianism and the
neo-Kantian philosophy of validity, mainly
of the Baden school (Heinrich Rickert, Emil
Lask) and with Edmund Husserl’s doctrine
of objectivity as inter-subjectivity, which is
important for phenomenology.

The study was supported by the Russian Science
Foundation, grant Ne 24-78-10071 “Space and
Time in British, German, and Russian Philosophy
of the 17"—19" Centuries”, https://rscf.ru/
project/24-78-10071/.
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VIIK 165.12

9XO VIIEV . KAHTA
B KOHTEKCTE COBPEMEHHbBIX
KOTHUTMBHBIX ICCJIEJOBAHUM

B. A. BaxanoB'

B cmamve npednpunumaemcs nonvimka OCMblCAUMNb
udeu M. Kanma 00 anpuoprom xapaxmepe npocmpar-
cmba u Bpemenu 8 koHmexcme coBpeMeHHbIX KOSHUMUS-
HbIX uccae0obanuil u HetlpoHayku. Vlcxods u3 KaHmuan-
CK020 NOHUMAHUS npocmpancmba u Bpemenu kax gopm
uybembenrocmu  paccmampubaemcs, Kakum o00pasom
OanHble Hellpobuoso2uu nodmbepsxoarm u 00HoBpemeH-
HO MOOUUUUPYIOM KAACCUMecKUTl puiocogpckutl Ha-
mubusm. Ocoboe BHumanue yoessemcsa SMnupuuecku
ycmarnoBaennbiM BpoiK0eHHbIM KOSHUMUBHBIM MeXaHu3-
Mam, makum kax «4ybembBo uucaa» u npeonosazaemoe
«yyBemBo npocmparcmbar, Komopsvie UMeN OHImoze-
Hemuueckue U HelpoHHble 0OCHOBAHUS, AHAAUSUPYIONICS
OMKpLIMUSL HABUAYUOHHBIX CUCTEM Mo32d, BKA0uas
KAemKu «mecma», 4mo nosboisiem 206opums o cyuje-
cmbobanuu GYHKYUOHALLHO ABIMOHOMH020 «2eOMemplU-
ueck020» (a4 He moAvko uucao06oeo) mooyas. Ilokasawo,
41mo 0aHHbITL MOOYAL U2paen KA104eBy1o pob He moavko 6
opuenmavuu 8 pusuneckom npocmparcmebe, Ho u 6 gpop-
Mupobanuy abcmpakmHulx NOHAMUT, CeMAHMUUECKUX
cmpykmyp u coyuarHeix cBaseil. Paccmampubaromea
Oannvle 0 Hezabucumocmu 0a30601 2eomempu1eckoil uH-
MYUYUL om KyAMypHo20 U CeHCOPHO20 onbima, Bkaio-
uas uccaedoBanus npocmpancmbentvlx npeocmabieHus
Y caenvix om poxoerus uHouBuoob. OmaoesvHslil pasdes
nocBawen anaruzy SNARC-agppexma u Bosmoixroz2o
BausnuA xapaxmepa NUCLMeHHOCMU U KOHQUypayuu
wpupmob na npocmpancmbenHo-uucA0Bble U KOSHU-
mubHvle accoyuayuu. Imom gpeHomer 0eMOHCMpUpy-
em B3aumocBasy Bocnpusmusa uuces u Hanpabrenutl 6
npocmparcm@e, komopas 00yca061eHa U KYALMYpPHOIMU
ocobennocmamu: y 100etl ¢ 1e60COPOHHUM NUCLMOM
bosvuiLe HCAq ACCOUUUPYIOMCS C npabBbim Hanpabieru-
em, moeoa Kax y mex, kmo nuuem cnpaba naiebo, sma
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ECHOES OF KANT’S IDEAS
IN MODERN COGNITIVE
RESEARCH

V. A. Bazhanov'

This article examines Kant’s ideas on the a priori
character of space and time in the context of mod-
ern cognitive research and neuroscience. Proceeding
from the Kantian view of space and time as forms of
sensibility, I look at how neurobiological data con-
firm and simultaneously modify classical philosoph-
ical nativism. I pay particular attention to empiri-
cally-confirmed, inborn cognitive mechanisms such
as the “sense of number” and the supposed “sense
of space” which have ontogenetic and neural founda-
tions. I look at discoveries pertaining to the brain’s
navigation systems, including “place” cells, which
point to the existence of a functionally autonomous
“geometric” (and not just a “number”) module. This
module has been shown to play a key role, not only
in one’s orientation in physical space, but also in the
formation of abstract concepts, semantic structures,
and social ties. I examine data on the independence of
basic geometric intuition from cultural and sensory
experience, including research on spatial representa-
tions in born-blind individuals. A special section
is devoted to the analysis of the Spatial-Numerical
Association of Response Codes (SNARC) effect: its
possible influence on the character of the writing sys-
tem, and, conversely, of script configuration on spa-
tial-numerical and cognitive associations. This phe-
nomenon demonstrates an interconnection between
the perception of numbers and direction in space,
which is partly determined by cultural features: peo-
ple with left-to-right writing associate numbers of a
larger magnitude with the right side, while people
who write from right to left have the reverse associa-
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accouyuauua obpamua. Taxum obpasom uesoBeueckue
npedcmabaenus o npocmpancmbe u Bpemenu A6aaw0mcs
Pe3yAbmamom cA0xH020 B3aumodeiicbus BpoxkoeHHbIX
cnocobHocmeil HepBHOLL cucmeMvl U BHeulHe2o KyAbmyp-
Hoeo Bausanus. B saxatouenue yxasviBaemca Ha nepcnex-
mubHocms KOHYyenyuu OUOKYALIMYPHO20 CO-KOHCMPYK-
muBusma, coesacHo komopou BpoxdeHHsle HeUpoHHbLe
CPYKMYpbl U KYAbIMYpHble npakmuku Haxooamcs 6 0u-
Hamuyeckom B3aumodeiicmbuu, umo nosbossem eayoie
NOHAMb CMbICA KAHMUAHCKOT UCCAe008amebcKoll npo-
epammel, peaiusyemoil 6 cobpemenHotl HelpoHayxe.

KatoueBuvie caoBa: xanmuarckas ucciedobamens-
ckas npoepamma 8 veiiponayxe, «uybembo uucaa», «uyb-
cmbo npocmparcmba», MOOYAApHAS Meopus Mo3ed,
MpaHcyeHO0eHmalusm, OUOKYALITYPHbIIL CO-KOHCHIPYK-
mubusm, SNARC-nodobHvle s¢hgpexnvl

HesosmoxHO BOOOpasuTh, YTOOBI PyHK-
LMOHMpOBaHNe Mo3ra / pasyma ObIJIO TOHSATO
BHE IIpefiCTaBJIeHNI1, CBS3aHHBIX C yHIaMeH-
TaJIBHBIMM ~ MaTeMaTUYeCKVIMI  IIPVHIIVIIaMIL.

M. I'pomob (Gromov, 2011, p. 7).

1. BBenenne

Cyxpnenus V. KanTa 00 arpropHoM xapakTe-
pe IIpoCcTpaHCTBa M BpeMeHM XOPOIIO M3BECTHBL.
KanT cunrar, uto «nonsamue npocmparcmba ecmo
4ucmoe cosepyarue... OCHOBHasl popMa BCAKOIO
BHeIIIHero omryieHns» (AA 02, S. 402; KanT, 1994,
c. 298); «xauecTBO IIPOCTPAHCTBA ¥ BPeMeHI. .. 3a-
KJIFOUeHO B MOeM CIIocoDe co3zepIiaHs, a He B 3TMUX
obpekTax cammx 110 cebe» (B 69; KanT, 2006, c. 131).
Taxum oBpaszoM, MPOCTPaHCTBO ¥ BpeMsi TPaKToO-
BasIch KaHTOM He Kak 0OBbeKTMBHBIE CYIITHOCTY,
HO KakK pOpMbl YyBCTBEHHOCTV, 3aJaHHBIe CaMOM
IIPUPOIOVL YeJIOBeYeCKOTO yMa.

Mex 1y TeM 3a IIocjle[THee BpeMs 3T CYXK/IeHWs
KanrTa, ¢ ofHOVI CTOPOHBI, SIBVJIVICH MOIITHBIMU VIM-
ITyJIbCaMW J1JIs IIPOJO/DKeHM KOTHUTWBHBIX VIC-
CJIEIOBAHMUIL, a C JPYTOn — ObUIN IIepecMOTpPEHBI
" pa3BUTHI Or1arogaps TOMY, UTO 15 IIpeficTaBIle-
HVVI O IIPOCTPaHCTBe V1 BpeMeH ! OblyIv OOHapyKe-
HBI [IPOYHBIE (HePOo)OMosIoruecKyie OCHOBaHVIS.
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tion. Thus, human perceptions of space and time are
the result of intricate interactions between congenital
properties of the nervous system and extra-personal
cultural influence. In conclusion, I stress the prospec-
tivity of the concept “biocultural co-constructivism”,
according to which congenital neuron structures and
cultural practices are in dynamic interaction, and
which promises deeper insight into the meaning of
the Kantian research programme as implemented in
modern neuroscience.

Keywords: Kantian research programme in neu-
roscience, “sense of number”, “sense of space”, mod-
ular brain theory, transcendentalism, biocultural
co-constructivism, SNARC-type effects

It is unimaginable that a viable representa-
tion of the brain/mind interface is possible
without being incorporated into a broader
mathematical framework.

M. Gromov (2011, p. 7).

1. Introduction

Kant’s judgements vis-a-vis the a priori
character of space and time are well known.
Kant maintained that “the concept of space is [...]
a pure intuition, [...] it is the fundamental form
of all outer sensation” (MSI, AA 02, p. 402;
Kant, 1992, p. 396); “the quality of space and
time [...] lies in my kind of intuition and not in
these objects in themselves” (KrV, B 69; Kant,
1998, p. 190). Thus, Kant interpreted space and
time not as objective entities, but as forms of
sensibility stemming from the very nature of
the human mind.

Of late, these judgments of Kant’s have, on
one hand, been powerful stimuli for continued
cognitive research and, on the other hand,
come in for reappraisal and development as
“hard” neurobiological foundations have been
discovered for the study of space and time.
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DTU MCcciIe0BaHs TIOKa3aJIl, YTO B pe3yJIbTa-
Te JJINTEIbHOVI, OXBATHIBAIOINEV MUJUIVIOHBI JIET
3BOJIIOIIMM XXVBBIX CHCTEM Ha 3emJle B MX MO3re
Ha OHTOTIeHEeTVYeCKOM yPOBHe, TO eCThb OT CaMo-
ro dakTa poxaeHms, cPOPMMUPOBAIIOCH TAK HA3bI-
BaeMoe «JyBCTBO 4mciIa» (peHoMeH cyOuTarimm,
numerosity), KOTOpOe IIO3BOJISIET CUMYJIBTaHHO
BOCIIPMHVMATh MHOXECTBa IIPeIMeTOB IO IIpU-
MepHO 3—4, TO eCTh KOJINYeCTBO. DTa YHUBepcalb-
Hasi — B CMBICJIe aTpuOyTa paclpocTpaHeHHO-
CTU — CIIOCOOHOCTB XKVMBBIX CHICTEM OCHOBATEJIbHO
oIvicaHa ¥ JOBOJIBHO aKTVBHO M3y4aeTcs B COBpe-
MeHHOV HeVIpoHayKe (IompoOHee cM.: bakaHoB,
2021). Mexay TeM IpercTaBJieHMs O Yuciie opra-
HUYEeCKVM 00pa3oM CBsi3aHBI C IIpeCTaBJIeHNS-
MM O IIPOCTPAHCTBEe?, KOTOPble AHAJIM3UPYIOTCS B
PpasIMYHBIX pasziesiax reomeTpun. JomycTiMo iy,
a MOXeT OBbITb, Ta’ke HeOOXOIVIMO Hapsi/ly C «IyB-
CTBOM UVCJIa» BBECTY IIpefiCTaBJIeHNe O «JyBCTBe
IIPOCTPaHCTBa», KOTOpOe TaKXXe eTepMUHIPOBa-
HO OHTOTeHeTMYeCcKM " KOTOpOe COOTBETCTBYeT
KakK IyXy, TaK 1 OyKBe KaHTMaHCKOV IIPOr paMMBbl
viccJIeIoBaHM B HevipoHayke? Ilomnararo, uto or-
BeT JI0JIKeH I10CIIeIOBATh TIOJIOKUTEIIbHBIV: «dyB-
CTBO IIPOCTPAHCTBa», KaK M «dyBCTBO YNCIIa», CTa-
TyC KOTOPBIX COOTBETCTBYeT IIyXy KaAHMUAHCKOU
uccaedobamensckoi npoepamme 8 Heiponayxe®, —
BpOXJIeHHas ocobeHHOCTh Mosra. IIpasma, mipen-
IIOJIOXKMTEIBHO 3TO OCOOEHHOCTh TOJIBKO YesIoBe-
YecKOro Mo3ra, ecyivi MMeTh B BUIY CIIOCOOHOCTB
OIIepMpPOBaTh B JIETCTBE IIPOCTBIMI, a CO BpeMeHeM
" Bce DoJiee CJIOKHBIMM TeOMeTpPIUYecK MM oOpa-
3aMM ¥ aOCTpaKIusIMy, BOCIIPVHMMATh M IIPU-
MeHITh CUMMeTpudecKre KOHCTpyKumm (Sablé-
Meyer, Fagot et al., 2021; Sablé-Meyer, Benjamin et
al., 2026). Kak 3ameuaeT ofgvH 13 Hambostee Kpym-

21, pasymeetcs, BpemeHu (cM.: Space, Time and Number. ..
2011; Buzsaki, Llinas, 2017).

3 Kaumuanckaa uccaedobamensckas npoepamma B COBpe-
MEHHOVI HeVIpOHayKe IpeciIeayeT 3ajadvy CBsI3aThb MiIen
Kanra 006 amrpropu ¢ (Herpo)OroIormdecKUMI MeXaH3-
MaMW, BCKPBITh 11X PU3MOJIOTMYecKyie OCHOBaHs, B 4acT-
HOCTM ITOKa3aTh, YTO ITpefICTaBJIeHNs] O MIPOCTPaHCTBe U
BpeMeHU 3aBg3aHbl Ha (Hepo)u3MoIorndecKyie CTPyK-
TYPbI ¥ BO3HMKAIOT C POXIEHMeM KMBOTO CyIIecTBa, TO
ecTb 00yci10BIIeHb! oHToreHeTndecku (Dehaene, Brannon,
2011; Khachouf et al., 2013).
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This research has shown that, over the
course of millions of years of evolution on
Earth, the brain, at the ontological level (i.e.,
from birth), has developed a “number sense”
(the phenomenon of subitation, numerosity),
which allows it to simultaneously perceive
sets of about 3-4 objects, i.e. to perceive
number. This universal (in terms of its
spread) capacity of living systems has been
thoroughly described and is being actively
studied in modern neuroscience (for details,
see Bazhanov, 2021). At the same time, notions
of number are organically linked with notions
of space,”> which are explored in various
branches of geometry. Is it possible and
perhaps necessary to introduce, along with
the “number sense”, a “sense of space” which
is also determined ontogenetically and which
corresponds to the spirit — and indeed the
letter — of the Kantian research programme
in neuroscience? I believe the answer is
affirmative: the “sense of space”, like the “sense
of number”, the status of which chimes with
the spirit of the Kantian research programme
in neuroscience,® is an inborn capacity of
the brain. True, this capacity is likely to be
the property only of the human brain, if we
consider the fact that a child can handle simple
but over time more complex geometrical
images and abstractions, perceiving and
making use of symmetrical constructions
(Sablé-Meyer, Fagot, et al., 2021; Sablé-
Meyer, Benjamin, et al., 2026). To quote Misha
Gromov (2011, p. 53) — one of the foremost

2 And, of course, time — see Dehaene and Brannon
(2011b), Buzsaki and Llinas (2017).

* The Kantian research programme in modern
neuroscience aims to link Kant’s a prioriideas with (neuro)
biological mechanisms, to discover their physiological
foundations; in particular, to show that the concepts
of space and time are wired into (neuro) physiological
structures from the birth of a living creature, that is,
ontogenetically programed (cf. Dehaene and Brannon,
2011a; Khachouf, Poletti and Pagnoni, 2013).



HBIX MaTeMaTVKOB coBpeMeHHOcTV Mumia I'po-
MOB, Ubs MBICJIb B JAaHHOV paboTe VCIIOIb3YyeTCs B
KauecTBe anmrpada, «BepPOSATHO, MO3T — 3TO CBO-
€ro poja CKpeITas... MaTeMaTuyecKas MallllHa,
youbumenvro npocmas» (Gromov, 2011, p. 53).

JymMaeTcss, 94TO KaHTMaHCKas MccileioBaTesIb-
CKag IporpamMma B HelIpOHayKe MOXeT ObITb Me-
Tacpopuyecky oImcaHa TIOHATHEeM Tapadpasa,
collep>kaHye KOTOPOro CBsI3aHO C co3laHVieM HeKo-
TOPOTr0 HOBOTO ITPOM3BeleHNs Ha OCHOBE «dy>KOV»
TeMBbL B TaHHOM ciTy4ae B KauecTBe TaKOro IIpO3-
BeJleHIsI BBICTyTIaeT COBpeMeHHas HeVipoHayKa, B
KOTOPOVI CJIBIIIATCS. OTTOJIOCKY TeHMaIBHBIX TIPO-
3pern KanTa 11 lepeocMBIC/IIBAeTCS €r0 JOKTPY-
Ha O «4UMCTOM co3epliaHum». Onmpasich Ha ujen
K. JlopeHila, oqHOro 13 mpealecTBeHHIKOB 3BO-
JTIOITMIOHHOVI 3MVICTEeMOJIOT MY, BbICKa3aHHbIE UM
B CBSI3M C aHAJIM30M KaHTMaHCKMX KaTeropui mo-
sHaHM, Vleryna Pas pestommposai: «[Ipu nepexo-
Iie OT npednucameavHoil snucmemosoeuy Kanra k
SBOJTIOLIVIOHHOVI 0eCKpUnmubHoil 3nucmemosoeun
KaTeropus anpuopHo20 no3HAHUA IIePeoCMbICIIV-
BaeTcsl KaK BPOXJeHHBble (a priori) xoeHumubHoie
MexaHu3Msl VIHAVIBUIQ, KOTOPBIE 3BOJIIOIVOHU-
poBa/II Ha OCHOBE aIlOCTePVOPHOV KOH(MPOHTa-
LMV BUa C OKpy’Karomen cpefion. ...uioreHe-
TUYeCKM arloCTeprOpHOe CTaJl0 OHTOTeHeTNYeCKN
arpuopHbIM» (Rav, 2006, p. 76).

B nacrosi1en crtarbe MbI 0OCyXX/TaeM BO3MOX-
HOCTb MOJIeIVpoBaHMs (PYHKIMOHaa MO3ra B
Ilyxe KaHTMAaHCKOVI MCCIIeI0BaTeIIbCKOV IIPOrpaM-
MBI VI OTMeYaeM, UYTO 3aMeTHBIVI IIporpecc B II0-
HVMaHMM paboTEI Mo3ra ObUI CBsi3aH C OTKPBITH-
€M ero HaBUTAIIMOHHBIX crcTeM. [lajiee Ha OCHOBe
TeopUM MOYJISPHOCTM MO3Ta MBI aHaJM3UpyeM
OCODEHHOCTVI €ro «TeOMeTPUYeCcKOro» MOIYJId,
KOTOPBIVI o0ecIteuynBaeT OpVeHTalnio CyObekTa B
mpocTpaHcTBe. Il HaKOHell, IIpedIIpUHIMaeM II0-
IIBITKY CBSI3aTh MeXaHM3M JIeVICTBVISL 9TOrO MOTYJIs
¢ Tak HasbiBaeMbIM SNARC*-a3¢pdpexTom 11 KoHPM-
rypanmeil VCIOIb3yeMbIX B PasJIMYHBIX S3bIKaX
HIpudTOB 1 CPefCTB PUKCAIUI IIEMEHTOB A3bl-
KOB (HaIrpyMep, HOHATW, CJIOB).

41_[1:)OCTpaHCTBeHHO-‘IVICJ’IOBaﬂ accomals KOI0B OTBETOB.
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mathematicians of our time, whose words
are used as an epigraph to this article — “[...]
apparently, a hidden mathematical machine
[is] in everybody’s brain, an amazingly simple
machine at that”.

The
neuroscience can be metaphorically described

Kantian research programme in
as a “paraphrase”, wherein a new piece of work
is created out of somebody else’s theme. In this
case, the new work is modern neuroscience, in
which echoes of Kant’s insights can be heard,
and in which his doctrine of “pure intuition”
is reinterpreted. Taking his cue from ideas
expressed in connection with an analysis of
the Kantian categories of cognition by one of
the forerunners of evolutionary epistemology,
Konrad Lorenz, Yehuda Rav (2006, p. 74)
sums it up thus: “By passing from Kant's
prescriptive epistemology to an evolutionary
descriptive epistemology, the category of a priori
cognition is reinterpreted as the individual's
inborn (a priori) cognitive mechanisms that have
evolved on the basis of the species” a posteriori
confrontation with the environment. [...]
the phylogenetically a posteriori became the
ontogenetically a priori.”

In this article, I examine the possibility of
modelling the brain’s functioning in the spirit
of the Kantian research programme, noting
that important progress in understanding the
brain is connected with the discovery of its
navigational systems. Then, on the basis of the
theory of the modularity of the brain, I attempt
to link the mechanism of the navigation
module with the SNARC* effect, as well as with
the configuration of scripts used in various
languages and means of recording the elements
of a language (for example, concepts and
words).

*Spatial Numerical Association of Response Codes.
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2. CT0J1Bb 1M Y2K OPOCT MO3I?

Cyxnenue I'pomoBa o «rpocToTe» (PyHKIIMO-
HVMpOBaHMS MO3ra B TEpMMHaX «MaTeMaT9ecKou
MalIIVHB» JOITyCKaeT IeJIbIVI CIeKTP VMHTepIIpe-
tauym. Hamo mosarate, 4To Ipexxje Bcero peub
JOIDKHA MIATU O MOIe/IMpoBaHUM paboThl Mo3ra
IIOCPENICTBOM  JIOTMKO-MaTeMaTudecknx dopma-
73MOB. Takoro pojia IOIBITKY PeAIIPUHIMAOT-
Cs1 IIPVIMEPHO ¢ cepeyHbl XX B. (MofIesIv HelipoH-
HbIX ceTell Makkasioka — ITnTTca, mepcenTpona
PosenOsarTa, pacmpocTpaHeHMsI 32JIeKTPOHHBIX
curHasoB XomKKMHa — XaKcIn 1 T.11,.) V1 10 HacTOsI-
miero speMenn (Manin, 2015; Krdl et al., 2022). I'po-
MOB BBICKa3bIBaeT I'UIIOTe3y O TOM, YTO CYIIIeCTByeT
CBOETO POJia «3IPro-MO3I», KOTOPBIV SIBJISIETCS TI0-
CPeTHVIKOM MeXAy JIeKTpOod3MOIormdecKMm
IporieccaMyi B MO3Te ¥ CO3HaTeIbHBIM (MeHTaIb-
HBIM) X OTpakeHVeM B YeJIOBeUYeCKOM CO3HaHWM
(Gromov, 2018, p. 2). OgHaxo 3Ta ruroTesa roka He
HoJTyYnla CKOJIb-JIMOO COJIMITHOIO 3MIMPIYECKO-
TO IOATBEPXKIeHVISA, I HY OfHA 13 JIOTVIKO-MaTeMa-
TUYECKVX MojleJleVl Bce-TaKy He MOXeT ITpeTeH/Io-
BaTh Ha CKOJIBKO-HVOY/Ib TIOJTHY 0 PEKOHCTPYKIIVIIO
YHKIIMOHMPOBaHN MO3Ta B IUIaHe BOCCO3aHMs
KapTUHBI paOOTHI HEVIPOHHBIX CeTeVl.

3aMeTHBIVI ITporpecc B IIOHVMAHUM MO3Ta OBl
JOCTUTHYT B 00J1acTVi HeMpodu3MOoIOrnum TOoraa,
Korga ObUIM OTKPBITBL OCOOBIE TWIIBI HEVIPOHOB,
OTBETCTBEHHBIE 3a OPVEHTAIIVIO XMBBIX CyIIecTB
B IIPOCTPaHCTBe, 1 IOSgBWIach BO3MOXXHOCTB CO-
CTaBUTb KOTHWUTMBHBIE KapThl (KOOpOVHATHBIE
CeTKM) Mo3ra.

Briepsble 0 cBoero popa IIpOCTPaHCTBEHHBIX
(KOTHUTUBHBIX) KapTax Mo3ra CTaJli TOBOPUTH
emte B 1971 r. (O’Keefe, Dostrovsky, 1971). ITo3xe
ObUTM OOHapy>keHBI IMpaMUIaJIbHbIe (pelreTda-
Thle) HEVIPOHBI, «HEVIPOHBI MeCTa», ITOCPeICTBOM
KOTOPBIX (popMMpyeTcs HaBUTallMOHHAs CricTeMa
Mosra. 3a 3To BbIaoluecs oTkpertve JIx. O'Ku-
dy u cynpyram M.-b. u 5. Mosepam B 2014 1. Op1a
npucyxaeHa HobGesteBckas mmpemus, 11 ero 3Have-
HWMe J171s1 HayKM ITPOIoJDKaeT akKTYBHO 00CyXIlaThb-
cst (em.: Low, Giocomo, 2021; Moser, Furstenberg,
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2. Is Brain All That Simple?

Gromov’s view regarding the “simplicity”
of the brain’s functioning in terms of the
“mathematical machine” lends itself to a whole
spectrum of interpretations. Arguably, it is
above all about the modelling of the brain’s
activities with the aid of logical-mathematical
formalism. Such attempts have been made from
around the middle of the twentieth century
(the neurons of McCulloch-Pitts, Rozenblatt’s
perceptron, Hodgkin-Huxley’s propagation
of electronic signals, etc.) into the present
(see Manin, 2015; Krél, Schumann and Bielas,
2022). Gromov (2018, p. 2) has suggested that
there exists a kind of “ergo-brain”: an interface
between electro-physiological processes in the
brain, and their mental reflection in human
consciousness. However, this hypothesis
needs more substantial empirical proof before
it can claim to give a credible reconstruction
of the brain’s functioning as a map of neuron
networks.

Noticeable progress in understanding
the brain was achieved in neuro-physiology
when special types of neurons, responsible
for the spatial orientation of living beings,
were discovered, making it possible to draw
cognitive maps (coordinateness) of the brain.

Spatial-cognitive maps of the brain were first
mentioned in 1971 (O’Keefe and Dostrovsky,
1971). Later, pyramidic (lattice) neurons,
or “place cells”, which form the brain’s
navigation system, were discovered. This
outstanding discovery earned John O’Keefe,
Edvard Moser and May-Britt Moser the Nobel
Prize (2014), its significance for science still
being actively discussed today (see Low and
Giocomo, 2021; Moser and Furstenberg, 2025).
It was established that the hippocampus
and entorhinal cortex code the configuration
of space with the help of spatio-local and
hexagonal mesh patterns of activity (“place”



2025). Bbu1o ycTaHOBJIEHO, UTO TMIIIOKaMII U 3H-
TOpVHaJIbHAsl KOopa Mo3ra KOAMPYIOT KOH(UIY-
palMIO IIPOCTPAHCTBA C IIOMOIIBIO IIPOCTpPaH-
CTBEHHO-JIOKaJIBHBIX ¥ TeKCarOHaJIbHBIX CeTYAThIX
MaTTePHOB aKTMBHOCTM (COOTBETCTBEHHO KJIETOK
«MecCTa» M KJIETOK «CeTK!»). Te ke obrracTm Mo3ra
OTBeUalOT TaKXXe 3a HeVIPOHHBIE ITpeCTaBIIeHIs
HEITPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX IIaTTEPHOB, CEMaHTVKN
TIOHATUN (KJIETKM «KOHIIEIITOB»). DTO O3HadaeT,
UTO HEVIPOHHBIE BBIUMCINTEIbHbIE MeXaHV3MBI
IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOI'O 3HAHMS M CEMaHTVKM TIOHS-
TUVL B MO3Te B3aVIMOCBsI3aHBblL.

Taxvm 06pa3zoM, MOXKHO CUUTATE, UTO B TIOJIB3Y,
B CYITHOCTM, PUIOCOdCKOV II0 CBOEMY XapaKTe-
PY MIen HaTMBM3Ma, COIJIaCHO KOTOPOV! YesloBeye-
CKUVI PasyM POXIIAeTcsl C BPOXKIEHHBIMU CTPYK-
TypamMu ¥/viav upesiMu, Orarogaps IIporpeccy
COBpEeMEHHOV HeVpOHayKy ObUIN IIpeJIoKeHbI
TIOBOJIBHO 3HauMMBble SMITMPUYecKyie apryMeHThI.
DTa ujes COOTBETCTBYeT AYXY «IICVIXOHEVIPOHHO-
ro MOHWM3Ma», PasiesisieMoro MHOTIMI Hellpoouo-
JIOraMU: COIVIACHO yKa3aHHOV KOHIIETIIINY, VCTOY-
HVKW 4eJI0BeYeCKOro IIOBe[leHs 1 YeJloBeuecKom
MBICJIVI MOTYT OBITB IIPOC/I€XKEHBI BIUIOTH [I0 OIIpe-
JIeJIEeHHOTO MaTepuasIbHOro 0asica, TO ecTb Hei-
POHHBIX CTPYKTY P. KOMIIOHEeHTBI 3TOVI 1ie BKJTIO-
YaloT IIPEeJICTABIIEHS O «KOPHeBbLX» KOZHUMUBHbLX
cucmemax Mosra B pycite MOyJIspHOV Teopmu [1K.
®onopa (Fodor, 1983), passuronn C. Kapu (Carey,
2009). DT mpencTaBiIleHNsT 00eCIIeYMBAIOT BaXk-
Herve (YyHKIINM XUBBIX OPraHW3MOB, CBA3aH-
Hble ¢ 3peKTMBHON afanTaliyer K OKpy>Karomen
cperie M B OIperieJIeHHON CTeleH! K oOydeHMIO.
B umiciio Takoro poma KOrHUTVBHBIX MOAYJIE (Ha-

B wacTHOCTY, OBUIO YCTAHOBJIEHO, YTO B MO3re YeJIoBe-
Ka I HEKOTOPBIX )XMBOTHBIX MMEIOTCS O0cOOble HepBHEIE
KIIeTKM — 3epKaJlbHble HEeVIPOHBI, KOTOpble aKTUBUPY-
FOTCS VIV IIPV BBIITOJIHEHMV KaKOTO-IN00 HeVICTBISL, WIN
IIpy HaOJIOAEHMM 3a TeM, KaK 3TO [IEVCTBVEe COBepIia-
eT KTo-To npyromn. ITpu sToM (pyHKIIMOHAI 3epKaIbHBIX
HeVPOHOB OJiaropapsl HaJIMYMIO BPOXKIEHHBIX CTPYK-
TYP, obecrieumnBaroIIMX MMUTALUIO OBVDKEHUI JIFOLIEV,
KOTOpBIe HabJII0[IaeT uesIoBeK, CYIIeCTBeHHO COKpallaeT
Ppa3pbIB Ha caMOM HM3KOM, (PYHIAMEHTJIBHOM (PU3MO0II0-
I'TYeCKOM yPOBHE MEXIy VHAVBIIOM — HOCUTEIIEM 3TUX
HelipoHOB 1 Apyrumy jmogsMu (Marchetti, Koster, 2014).

V. A. Bazhanov

cells and “mesh” cells respectively). The same
areas of the brain are also responsible for the
neural representation of non-spatial patterns
and semantic concepts (“concept” cells). This
means that the neuron computing mechanisms
of spatial knowledge and concept semantics are
interconnected.

Arguably, therefore, owing to the progress
of modern neuroscience, some weighty
empirical evidence has been presented in
favour of what is essentially a philosophical
idea: a nativism whereby human reason
is born of congenital structures and/or
ideas.” This idea corresponds to the spirit of
“psycho-neuron monism” shared by many
neurobiologists — to wit, that the sources
of human behaviour and thought can be
traced to a certain material base, i.e. neuron
structures. This idea includes the notion of
core cognitive systems of the brain, in line with
the modular theory of Jerry Fodor (1983),
subsequently elaborated by Megan Carey
(2009). These systems support key functions
of living organisms connected with their
adaptation to their environment and, to an
extent, with learning. Such cognitive modules
(also called “neurodynamic
archetypes”) include that fix
the objects within an organism’s field of
vision, instantly determining their number,
supporting the organism’s concrete actions
(including communication with neighbours
and comrades), helping to distinguish “us”
from “them”, and ensuring orientation in space
through the brain’s navigation system (Spelke

sometimes
structures

®In particular, it has been established that the brains of
humans and some animals have special nervous cells
called “mirror neurons” which are activated either in
performing an act, or in observing others perform it.
Mirror neurons have inborn structures which enable the
imitation of others’ movements, significantly diminishing
the disconnect, on the most basic physiological level,
between the bearer of these neurons and other people
(Marchetti and Koster, 2014).
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3bIBaeMbIX WHOITIA TaKke HePOIMHaMUYeCcKy-
MM apXeTUIlaMM) BXOIST CTPYKTYPbl, KOTOpPBIE I10-
3BOJISIIOT (PMIKCMPOBATh OOBEKTHI, MOMaalomiye B
Tojyle 3peHMsl OpraHW3Ma, ¥ MIHOBEHHO oOIlpeJie-
JIATh VX KOJIMYECTBO, OOCITyXMBaTh KOHKpPEeTHBbIe
HEVICTBVSL OpraHM3Ma, OCYIIeCTBJISTh KOMMYHU-
KallMIo C cocellaMM U ToBapuIliamy, viddepen-
LMPOBaTh «CBOMIX» U «dyXXMX», a TakxXe Oyaroma-
sl HABUTAITMOHHOW CHCTeMe Mo3sra obecrieumBaTh
opueHTaumio B mpocTtpaHcTBe (Spelke, Kinzler,
2007; Kinzler, Spelke, 2007). DTu Momysm, cocTas-
JISISL CBOETO pofia «spO» TI03HABATEIBHBIX CIIOCO0-
HOCTeVI, MOT'yT TaK>Ke BBIIIOJIHATh (PyHKLIMM Oasu-
COB KaTeropmsaluy IIproOpeTaeMoro cyOBeKToM
onbiTa. CrlestyeT oOpaTuUTh BHMMaHMe M Ha TOT
daxkT, uTo Te ke 00J1aCTV MO3ra, KOTOPbIe OCYIIIeCT-
BJISIIOT KapTUpoBaHMe (PU3MUeCcKOro MpOCTpaH-
CTBa, 3a/1eVICTBOBAHbI B OpraHM3allMV COIMAIIBHBIX
cBssert. ColmaibHbIV yCIIeX 3aBVICUT He TOJIBKO OT
TOTr'0, C KeM UeJIoBeK 3HaKOM, HO V1 OT TOT'0, HACKOJIb-
KO OH XOPOLIIO IIOHVIMaeT HEBUIVMYIO apXUTEKTY-
PY CBOETO COLVAIBHOTO OKPY KEHSL.

3. MareMaTH4ecKme «MOIyJIM» MO3Tra
B CBeTe MX KOTHUTMBHBIX 0COOeHHOCTe!

Monynu Mosra, cBsi3aHHBIe C BOCIIPUSTVIEM
IIPOCTPaHCTBa, UT'PAIOT IIePBOCTEIIEHHYIO POJIb B
HaBUTalVN YeJIoBeKa TPV ero IBVDKeHUY, ITprdeM
BIIOJIHE B JTyXe IIepeoCMbICJIEHHOTO COBpeMeHHOV
HevtpoHaykov arpropusma Kanra (Vallortigara,
2012, p. 230). Takasg vHTepIpeTalyis I03BOJIIeT
IIPOJINTB HOBBIVI CBET Ha IIPUpPOy HpoTOMaTeMa-
TUYECKOVI TeOMeTPUYEeCKON ¥ apyrdpMeTIIecKom
vaTynivm (Vandervert, 1994, p. 346), paBHO Kak
V1 Ha [JOBOJIBHO PacIIpOCTpaHeHHBIN ()eHOMeH VH-
TYUTUBHBIX OCHOBaHUV KPYIIHBIX MaTeMmaTude-
CKVIX OTKPBITUV VI O3apEeHUIL.

«[eomeTpryecknii» MOAYJIb IIpeTeHyeT Ha
MHOroyHKIIMIOHaJIbHOCTb, ITOCKOJIBKY B OTJIMUlie
OT «UVCJIOBOrO» MOMYJISL IIpeTeprieBaeT JOBOJIBHO
JJINTEJIBHOE pasBUTHE OT POXKICHNS M efiBa JIV He
70 MoMeHTa cMepTu. KoHTypel ero odopmiisiior-
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and Kinzler, 2007; Kinzler and Spelke, 2007).
These modules form the “nucleus” of cognitive
faculties, and may also serve as the basis for
the categorisation of the experience acquired
by the subject. It must be noted that the same
areas of the brain that map physical space
are involved in organising social interactions.
Social success depends not only on whom
a person knows, but also on how well they
understand the invisible structure of their
social environment.

3. Cognitive Features of the Brain’s
Mathematical “Modules”

The modules of the brain connected with
the perception of space play a central role in
navigation when a person is on the move,
quite in the spirit of Kant’s apriorism, though
reinterpreted by modern neuroscience
(Vallortigara, 2012, p. 230). Such interpretation
may shed light on the nature of proto-
mathematical geometric and arithmetic
intuition (Vandervert, 1994, p. 346), as well
as on the fairly widespread phenomenon
of intuitive grounds of major mathematical
discoveries and brainwaves.

The “geometric” module lays claim to
being multi-functional because, unlike the
“numerical” module, it undergoes prolonged
development from birth, almost until death.
Its contours are formed by age five or six,
and it continues to develop according to the
activities and environments encountered
throughout a person’s life (cf. Chiandetti and
Vallortigara, 2008, pp. 143-144; De Cruz and
De Smedt, 2010, pp. 8-10; Izard, Pica, Spelke
et al., 2011, p. 9786; Dillon, Huang and Spelke,
2013, p. 14191; Tooley, Bassett and Mackey,
2021). Thus, we are looking not so much at a
natural process of adaptation as at a learning
and expansion of the functionality of a
geometric module, largely independent of the
cultural context, with ontogenetic structures



CSl TOJIBKO K IISTM-IIIECTVI TOaM POCTa desioBede-
CKOT'O OpraHm3Ma, 1 OH COBEPIIIEHCTBYeTCS B 3aBU-
CVIMOCTM OT IeSITeJIbHOCTVI VI HeIIOCPeICTBEHHOIO
OKPY>KeHMs Ha IPOTSDKEHUV BCeVl KM3HM uesioBe-
Ka (Chiandetti, Vallortigara, 2008, p. 143—144; De
Cruz, De Smedt, 2010, p. 8—10; Izard et al., 2011,
p. 9786; Dillon et al., 2013, p. 14191; Tooley et al,,
2021). Takum obpaszoM, peub MIET He CTOJIBKO O
€CTeCTBEHHOM IIpoIiecce ajaIlTariy, CKOJIBKO 00
oOyueHMNM ¥ pacipeHy QyHKIIMOHAIa Ieo-
MeTPUYeCKOro MOAYJIS B 3HAUMTEIBHOV CTEleHU
He3aBUCUIMO OT KYJIBTYPHOIO KOHTeKCTa, Korja
CTapTOBOV TOYKOVI 3TOTO IIpoliecca cIy’KaT OHTO-
reHeTYecKMe CTPYKTYypbl PellteTuaTsle Hevipo-
HBI, CKOHIIEHTPVPOBaHHBIE B OCHOBHOM B 00J1acTI
TUIIIOKAMITA, «IIPUBS3BIBAIOTCS» K KOHKPETHBIM
TOUYKaM WJIV 00JIaCTSIM IIPOCTPaHCTBA M OTPakaroT
VIX TOIIOJIOTMYeCKVe CBOVICTBA M XapaKTePUCTVKI
(Brown, 2021). Kordwurypaiimm 3Tmx HeIPOHHBIX
ceTell KOPPEIMPYIOT C COCTOSIHVEM (CMMMeETpPU-
erl) OKpY>Kalollero IIpOCTPaHCTBa M XapaKTepoM
HEIOCPeICTBEHHON aKTMBHOCTVI WX HOCUTEIEN
(Krupic et al., 2015, p. 232). C dpwtocodpckont Tog-
KV 3peHMs 3TOT (PpeHOMeH MOXXHO OCMBIC/IVIBATH
B KOHTEKCTe HaTypasIu3/pOBaHHON ¢eHOMeHO-
JIOTUM, a TOYHee, HeMPO(EHOMEHOJIOTMY, IUIOT-
HO VICHOJIB3YIOIIel HeKOTOpble IIpeICTaBIIeHIs
2. T'yccepnsa (cm.: 3aviesa, 3anues, 2017). OpHa-
KO OoJlee TIEPCIIEKTVBHON C SIVICTEMOJIOr MTUECKO
TOUKM 3peHVsI MHe IIPEJICTaBIIsSeTCs Mles], CBSI3aH-
Hasi C 0eAmMeAbHOCHHbIM BU0OM MPaHCyeHOeHmMAAU3-
Ma: BpOXIeHHble MeXaHW3MBbl (HEVIPOHHBIE CeTM)
MOAMUMUIIMPYIOTCS B 3aBUCHMOCTI OT 0COOeHHO-
CTeV Y KOHKPETHBIX YCJIOBVVI BCEVI JXM3HI YeJIoBe-
Ka, YTO yKa3bIBaeT Ha eCTeCTBEHHOe CBOVICTBO IljIa-
crmaHOoCT Mo3ra (baxanos, 2019, c. 46—64).
BocripmsiTiie TIpocTpaHCTBA HENOCPENCTBEH-
HBIM 00pa30M CBSA3aHO C BU3yaJIbBHBIMU CIIOCOOHO-
CTsIMM YestoBeKa. MOXXHO ObIITO OBbI ITPeJIIIONIOKITE,
YTO Y CJIETBIX OT POXXIEHWs JIIOfell TeoMeTpide-
CKMVI MOZYJIb OTCYTCTBYeT, a CTajIo ObITh, OHU He
CrI0cOOHBI  POPMMPOBATh CKOJIBKO-HUOYIb YeT-
K1ie IIpeJICTaBJIeHNs O IPOCTPaHCTBEHHBIX CTPYK-
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serving as the starting point of the process.
Mesh neurons, concentrated mainly in the
hippocampus area, are “tied” to concrete spots
or areas of space, reflecting their topological
properties and characteristics. (cf. Brown, 2021).
The configurations of these neural networks
correlate with the status (symmetry) of the
surrounding space, and with the nature of
the activity of their bearers (Krupic, Bauza,
Burton et al., 2015, p. 232). In the philosophical
idiom, this phenomenon can be viewed in the
context of naturalised phenomenology or,
more precisely, neurophenomenology which
leans heavily on the ideas of Edmund Husserl
(¢f. Zaitseva and Zaitsev, 2017). In my opinion,
however, more promising epistemologically
is the lens of activity-based transcendentalism,
whereby inborn mechanisms (neural networks)
are modified by the character and conditions of
a person’s life, pointing to the plasticity of the
brain (Bazhanov, 2019, pp. 46-64).

The perception of space is directly
linked with a person’s visual faculties. One
might be inclined to think, then, that the
geometric module would be absent in born-
blind people, such that they are unable to
form any clear idea of spatial structures.
This is not so. They have a geometric module
built in ontogenetically, just like sighted
individuals. The core geometric system of the
blind is in some sense amodal, formed as it is
independently of visual experience (Heimler,
Behor, Dehaene et al., 2021, p. 6). Persons who
are blind from birth learn the characteristics
of objects in a tactile way, although generally
not so fully and effectively as sighted persons.
Having said this, history knows outstanding
blind mathematicians — for example, Lev
S. Pontryagin, who lost his sight as an
adolescent, yet achieved outstanding results
in algebraic geometry; and Leonhard Euler,
the great mathematician who went blind due
to a serious cataract, albeit as an adult (for
details, see Jackson, 2002). However, sighted
people, too, not infrequently have problems
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Typax. OmHaKo [aHHOe IIpeIIoTIoKeHVe OIIV-
0OYHO: reoMeTPIYeCKMUII MOAYJIb Y HUX 3a/JaeTCs
OHTOTreHeTUYecK!, KaK M y 3pgumX MHAVBUIIOB.
KopHneBasi reomerpudeckasi cucTeMa y CJIelIbIX B
HEKOTOPOM CMBICJIe aMofiajibHas, (PopMupyIolia-
sICs1 He3aBUCVIMO OT BHM3yasibHOTro orbiTa (Heimler
et al, 2021, p. 6). IlpencrasieHme o mpocTpaH-
CTBEHHBIX XapaKTepuCTUKaxX IIpeIMeTOB y cJle-
IBIX OT POXAeHMs (POPMUPYIOTCH TaKTVIIBHBIM
CrIocoOOM, XOTsi, pa3syMeeTcsi, B 00IlleM ciTydae He
CTOJIb TOJIHO M 3 PeKTUBHO, KaK NPV HaJIMdumn
BI3yaJIbHOrO IToTeHIIMasla. Bripouem, ncropnn ms-
BECTHBI BBIJAIOIIMeCs Cjlellble MaTeMaTUKW: Ha-
npumep, JL.C. TIoHTpArMH, NOTepsBIINI 3peHVe
B IIOZIPOCTKOBOM BO3pacTe, HO TIOJIYUMBIINI BBI-
Jarollyecs: pe3yJibTaTbl B ajlreOpanyeckon reoMe-
Tpun, u JI. Ditep, BeIMKNUY MaTeMaTUK, OcCJIell-
TNV TI0 IPUYVIHE Cepbe3HOV KaTapaKThbl, ITpaB/ia,
y>ke B 3peJioM BospacTe. VI3BeCcTHBI 1 IpyTie Ipu-
Mepbl BIIOJIHE VCIEIIHBIX CJIeIIBIX MaTeMaTV-
KOB (mogpoOnee cm.: Jackson, 2002). Mexny Tem
Y 3psiune JIIOMY YacTO VCIIBITBIBAIOT 3HAUMTEIh-
Hble 3aTpPyAHeHWs IIpY BOCIPUATUU U TeM 0o-
jlee paboTe CO CIIOKHBIMW ITPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIMU
oOpasoBaHmsiMu. [1j1si Hac, BIlpodeM, Ba)KHO, 4TO
IIOJIHOE OTCYTCTBME BM3YyasJIbHOIO OIIbITa He sB-
JIseTCs HeIIpeo0IMMbIM IIPeIIsITCTBIEM [1JId pa-
6oTBI C TeoMeTpudecKMMM HoHsATHUSAMU. [lo-Bu-
AVIMOMY, Ha/Idyie TeOMeTPUYecKOro MOAyIs® B
Mo3re, a TouHee, B rurnmokamrie (Pettit et al., 2022,
p- 328) 1103BOJIsIeT B HEKOTOPOVI CTEIIeHY KOMIIeH-
CUpOBaTh OTCYTCTBVeE TaKOIO Pofia OIbITa ITyTeM
KOHCTPYKIIUV MEHTaIbHBIX MiepapXVil MaTeMaTV-
YecKNMX Mpe[CTaB/IeHUII U3 IIPOCTBIX 3JIEMEHTOB
IOZI0OHO TOMY, KaK IIPOCThIe 3/IeMeHThI KOHCTPYK-
TOpa (Hampumep, JIero) MO3BOJISIOT CTPOUTD eflBa
JIVI He CKOJIb YTOIHO CJIOXKHBIE ITPeIMeTHI.
TeomeTprueckmit MOIyJIb CIIOCOOEH  orepu-
poBaTh IIPOCTENMIIMMU KOH(PUTypalsiMi TuUIla

® Hexoropsle sMImpudecKie HaHHbIE, IIOJTyYeHHble He-
IIaBHO, HaBOJISIT Ha MBICJIb, YTO TeOMeTpIYecKre 1 apud-
MeTuYecKrie HeVPOHHBIE CeTV CBsI3aHBI ITOCPEICTBOM
SI3BIKOBBIX 2JIEMeHTOB OoJlee TeCHO, UeM CUMTaIoCch paHee
(Dehaene et al., 2025, p. 530 —532).
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of perception, especially with complex spatial
entities. What is important here for our
purposes is that a total lack of visual experience
is not an insuperable obstacle to working
with geometrical concepts. Apparently, the
existence of the geometric module® in the
brain — more precisely in the hippocampus
(Pettit, Yap et al., 2022, p. 328) — makes
up, to some extent, for the absence of such
experience by constructing mental hierarchies
of mathematical representation out of simpler
elements, similarly to the way the simple
elements of a Meccano set (for example, Lego)
make it possible to build objects of any degree
of complexity.

The geometric module can operate on the
simplest elements, such as the circular, square,
or rectangular structures often found in cave
drawings of the Neolithic age. Preferences
for such basic shapes are noticeable in these
drawings. Moreover, there are, on the island
of Java, more complicated figures (zigzags)
constructed about 540,000 years ago, while as
early as about 1.8 million years ago, ancients
laid stones in circles, displaying an aesthetic
preference for symmetrical arrangements
(Sablé-Meyer, Ellis et al., 2021, p. 2).
Empirical data show that the V sign is, at the
subconscious level, associated with danger, and
the circle with pleasurable sensations (Larson,
Aronoff and Steuer, 2012, pp. 404-405).

Experiments with the
variously configured lines show that drawings
containing geometrically regular lines against
a background of squares and concentrations of
right angles tend to be detected more swiftly
than other images. This may be because of
the prime importance of the basic human
capacity to operate with recursive syntax

detection of

®Some new data suggest that geometric and arithmetical
neuron nets are more closely connected by language
elements than was previously thought (Dehaene, Sablé-
Meyer and Ciccione, 2025, pp. 530-532).



KpyTa, KBajIpaTa, IIpsMOYTOJIbHBIX KOHCTPYKIINTA,
KOTOPbIe JOBOJIBHO YaCTO BCTPEYAIOTCS B HACKaIb-
HBIX PUCYHKaX, OTHOCSAINMXCS K 3II0Xe HeOoJNTa.
Taxoro poma mpenmodTeHMs 3aMeTHBI NPV aHa-
JIM3e pUCYHKOB. bostee Toro, Ha ocTpose fIBa OblInt
HaViIeHbI [JOBOJIBHO CJIOKHBIE M300paskeHMs (3UT-
3arm), caestaHHble IpuMepHo 540 ThIC. JleT Haszall,
a nopsigka 1,8 MIH JleT Hasaj, JIpeBHVE BbIKJIa-
OBIBAJIVI KAMHW B BUle KPYIOB, IIpUTUeM OueBVI-
HBI 3CTeTUYecKye IIPeIriouTeHs B TI0JIb3y CUM-
MeTpuyecKnx KoHCTpykumit (Sablé-Meyer, Ellis
et al,, 2021, p. 2). IIpm 3TOM, KaK ITOKa3bIBAIOT M-
pyyecKre JaHHbIe, 3HaK V Ha ITOCO3HATETh-
HOM YPOBHE IIPEVMYIIIeCTBEHHO aCCOLIUVPYETCS C
OLIyIIeHVeM yTPO3bl, a KPyIM — C IPUSTHBIMU
omrymieHusMu (Larson et al., 2012, p. 404—405).
DKCIIepVMEHTBI, CBSI3aHHBIE C IIPOIeccaMi Jie-
TeKTUpPOBaHMS (TO ecTh OOHapy>XeHWs) JIMHUII
PasHBIX KOH(UTYpaIii, TOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO PU-
CYHKM, KOTOpBIe COIIep’KaT reOMeTPUYECKN Pery-
JIIPHBIEe JIVHUM Ha (POHE YeTHIPEXYTOJIBHUKOB U
MacCUBOB IPSIMBIX YIJIOB, OOHapPYy>KMBAIOTCS 3Ha-
YUTEIBHO B OOJlee KOPOTKME CPOKM, YeM JIpyTvie
nsobpakeHms. BepodaTHo, 3T0 00ycCII0BIIeHO TeM,
YTO 37IeCh ITIEPBOCTEIIEHHOE 3HaueHle mUrpaeT Oa-
3VICHAS [IJIs JIIOJIEVI CIIOCOOHOCTB OIleprpoBaTh pe-
KYPCUBHBIM CHHTAKCVICOM ¥ KOMITO3VIIVIOHHOVI
cemaHTMKOM (Sablé-Meyer, Ellis et al., 2021, p. 7),
IIpyUeM 3Ta CIIOCOOHOCTB IIpeTeH/IyeT Ha CTaTyC
YHUBEPCATTHHOM, HE3aBMCUMOW OT TTPOVMCXOXK]Ie-
HUsI, KyJIBTYPBI 11 oOpa3oBaHms jofeit. Tak, cko-
POCTh ¥ KauecTBO BOCIIPUSTIS IIPOCTBIX I'eOMe-
TPpUUecKNX rpadKoB He OTVINYAJIVICh ¥ B3POCIIBIX
o0Opa3oBaHHBIX (PPaHITy30B, OIIKOIBHMKOB ¥
IIpeJICTaBUTes eVl TUIEMeH MYHIyPYKYy, oOuTaro-
VX B JPKYHIJISIX AMa30HKV 1 He TOJIBKO He 3Ha-
KOMBIX C 3JIeMEHTApHBIMU aprPMeTUIeCKIMU
oIepalysIM, HO Jake He VCTIOIb3YIOIIVIX YICIIN-
TeJIbHBIe, IIpeBbIIatone Tpu. [Ipororeomerpn-
yecKasi MHTYWIIVS BO BCeX 3TVX IPyIIIax IIpu BOC-
IPVSTUN IPUMUTVBHBIX T€OMEeTPUYUECKIIX JIVMHU
daxTrruecky okasasiach maeHTHUHOM (Amalric et
al, 2017, p. 24—25). AnHajlornuHble pe3yJIbTaThl
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and compositional semantics (Sablé-Meyer,
Ellis et al., 2021, p. 7), a capacity that appears
to be universal, regardless of background,
culture, and educational level. The speed and
quality of the perception of simple geometrical
graphs was the same among educated French,
pre-schoolers and representatives of the
Munduruku tribe of the Amazon jungle, who
live not only without elementary arithmetical
but
exceeding three. In the perception of primitive

operations, without any numerals
geometrical lines, both groups displayed
practically the same level of proto-geometrical
intuition (Amalric, Wang et al., 2017, pp. 24-25).
Similar results were obtained in comparing the
perception of Europeans and representatives
of the Himba tribe living in remote parts of
Namibia (cf. Biederman, 2013).

To understand how people perceive
geometrical figures it is important to take into
account not only the ontogenetic prerequisites
of the process, but also the procedures of
enculturation which “formalize” the systems
and habits pertaining to the handling numerical
and “spatial” representations in the process of
education (Pantsar, 2022, pp. 596-597).

Last but not least, the analysis of geometrical
configurations of neuron nets is very important
for developing advanced artificial intelligence
(AI) models. For example, the use of hyperbolic
geometry methods instead of those based on
Euclidian geometry yields substantial gains in
terms of the power and speed of Al (cf. Joseph,
Meijke and Balay, 2025).

To sum up, nativism, which insists upon the
ontogenetic origin of the numerical and spatial
capacities of human beings, is integrated in the
process of human enculturation, transforming
the natural potential into an actual state.



B. A. Baxxanos

ObUIV TIOJTyUeHBl PV CpaBHEHWUM OCOOEHHOCTeV
BOCIIPUISITVISI €BPOIIEVIIIEB VI IIPEeJICTABITEIeN TITe-
MeHI xmMOa, KOTOpble OOMTAaIOT B OTHAJIEHHBIX
pantonax Hammbwum (cm.: Biederman, 2013).

Mexay TeM I IIOHVMMAHWMS BOCIIPUSTVS
JIIOIBMVI T€OMETPUYeCKIX KOH(PUTY paIii O4eHb
BaKHO YUUTBIBATh He TOJIBKO OHTOreHeTUYecKye
HIPEeAIIOCBUIKV 3TOTO IIPOLIecca, HO M IIPOLIETY PBI
VIHKYJIBTYPaliiiii, OTBETCTBEHHbIe 3a «0dopMITe-
HVe» CHUCTeM VI HAaBBIKOB OIlepalliil C YVCIIOBBI-
MU W <«IPOCTPAaHCTBEHHBIMV» ITPeICTaBIIeHVIs-
MU IO Mepe TIOJIyUYeHNs YeJloBeKOM 0Opa3oBaHMs
(Pantsar, 2022, p. 596 —597).

Hakomer1, aHanmm3s reoMeTprdecKoit KOHUTY-
panuy HepOHHBIX ceTell OYeHb BakeH IIJIs pas-
PpabOTKM ITPOIBVHY THIX MOZIEJIEV! VICKYCCTBEHHOTO
nnresutekTa (VIM). Tak, vcronb3oBaHVe MeTOIOB
ruepOosIMUecKol TeOMETPUNM 10 CPAaBHEHUIO C
MeTOIIaMV, OCHOBaHHBIMV Ha eBKJIVIZIOBOVI TeoMe-
TPWUM, MO3BOJIZET CO3/IaBaTh CYIIIeCTBEHHO Oojlee
MOIITHBIe 1 ObIcTponericTByomye cpercrsa VM
(cm.: Joseph et al., 2025).

Taxmm ob6pa3oM, HaTMBNM3M, HaCTaMBaOIINT Ha
OHTOTeHEeTMYeCKMX OCHOBAHMSIX YVCIIOBBIX M ITPO-
CTPaHCTBEHHBIX 3aJaTKOB YeJloBeKa, MHTEerpupy-
€TCsI C IIpoLIeccaMl ero IIPUOOIIIEHS K KYJIBTYPe,
TpaHChOPMMPYS IPUPOIHBIN IIOTEHIIVaI TI03Ha-
HMS B €70 aKTyaIbHOe COCTOsTHIE.

4. O KoppeasauusX MEHTAJIbHBIX CTPYKTYP
M VIX BbIpa>KeHUMN B sI3bIKe

3HaunTeIbHBIV 00BeM paboThI MO3ra, Kak m3-
BECTHO, MOXXeT C OOJIBIIIeN VJIM MEHBIIEV ITOJTHO-
TO M 3 PEeKTVBHOCTBIO BbIpakaTbCsl B SI3bIKe.
B peasibHOCTM 3TO He OHOHAIIpaBJIEHHBIV IIPO-
11ecc (MO3I' — S3bIK), a JIByHaIIpaBJIeHHBIV, TO eCTh
SI3bIK OKa3bIBaeT ollperiesieHHOe 11, OoJiee TOro, Cy-
IIIeCTBEHHOe BJIMsSIHVE Ha MO3T 1 Ha BBIpakeHUe
aKTVBHOCTV Mo3ra B si3bIKe. VIMeHHO #A3BIK B 3Ha-
UYUTEJILHOM CTelleHU pOpMUpyeT KOHTYPhI «TeM-
noMupa» 4desiopeka. Peub mjieT, BO-IepBBIX, O TaK
HasbiBaeMoM 3ddexkre SNARC — mpocrpan-

4. The Correlation of Mental Structures
and Their Expression in Language

Much of the brain’s work can, with varying
degrees of completeness and effectiveness,
be expressed in language. In reality, it is not
a unidirectional (brain — language) but a
bidirectional process; that is, language exerts
a certain, moreover, substantial influence on
the activity of the brain and on the expression
of this activity. Language goes a long way
to shaping the human “tempo world.” In
this section, we will look, first, at the Spatial
Numerical Association of Response Codes
(SNARC) effect — the spatial correlation of the
number sequence in respondent’s answers —
and, second, at the possible influence of script
configuration on mental activity.

The SNARC effect is that persons who
are used to left-to-right writing, given the
standard numbers sequence (for example, 0
to 10), typically react to smaller numbers on
the computer screen more swiftly with the left
hand, while they react to larger numbers with
the right hand. Representatives of peoples
who write from right to left (Arabic, Hebrew,
etc.) react in the opposite way, i.e. they react
with the left hand more swiftly to larger than
to smaller numbers (Fias, Dijck and Gevers,
2011, p. 142). This effect is manifest already
at the neo-natal age, and in adults for non-
symbolic values (Nemeh, Humberstone et
al., 2018), as in the case of musical rhythm
(Prpic and Fumarola, 2013); and in the general
case there is no meaningful correlation with
the mathematical aptitude of children and
adolescents (He, Nuerk, Derksen et al., 2021). In
procedures involving the automatic generation
of numbers for left-to-right writers, larger
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CTBEHHOVI YVICJIOBOVI acCOIMAITMY KOIOB OTBETOB,
VJIVI, HECKOJIBKO TOYHee, IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOV KOP-
PEJISAINYL YMCIIOBOTO Psifia B OTBETaX PeCIOHIIeH-
TOB, 11, BO-BTOPBIX, O BO3MOYKHOM BJIVISTHMV KOHU-
rypaumm mpvidTa Ha MEHTaIBHYIO aKTVBHOCTb.

SNARC-3¢pdeKT cocToUT B TOM, UTO JIIOAM, KO-
TOpBIe IIPUBBIKJIM IVCATh CjleBa HaIlpaBo, IIpuU
CTQHJIAPTHOM PACIIOJIOKEHWI YVICIIOBOV JIVHUW
(manpumep, ot 0 1o 10) 0ObIYHO Ha MeHbIIINe II0
3HAYeHUIO YNCia, IpeIbsBiideMble Ha SKpaHe
KOMITBIOTEPa, OBICTpee pearnpyoT JIeBO PYKOVA,
yeM Ha OOJIbllIvie — ITpaBOVI PyKoM. Y IIpeficTaBy-
TeJIeVl TeX HapoJIoB, ITle MPVHATO MMcaTh CIIpaBa
HaJleBO (apabCKmil SI3bIK, MBPUT U T.11.), HaOIoma-
eTca oOpaTHasl peaklys, TO €CTb OHWM JIEBOVI PY-
KOV OBICTpee pearnpyloT Ha OOJIbIIIVIe UNCTIa, YeM
Ha MeHbInue (Fias et al., 2011, p. 142). DToT acppexT
IIPOSIBJISIETCSL YK€ B HEOHATaJIbHOM BO3pacTe, a
TaKXKe y B3POCIIBIX IJI HeCMBOJINYECKMX BesIu-
uyH (Nemeh et al., 2018) 1 B cjlydae My3bIKaIb-
Horo putMma (Prpic et al., 2013), u B obiiem cirydae
OH CKOJIBKO-HUOY/Ib 3HAUMMO He KOppeJpyeT co
CTeIIeHbIO MaTeMaT9eCKOVI OfJapeHHOCT JIeTe 1
noppoctkos (He et al.,, 2021). ITpu niporieny pax as-
TOMaTMYeCKOVI TeHepallni uvcesl JIIOIbMU 00ITb-
IIie 4Yyciia IIPeMMYIIeCTBeHHO TI'eHepUpPYIOTCs
IIPVI TIOBOPOTeE TOJIOBHI BIIPABO, @ MEHBIIIVIE — IIPU
IIOBOPOTeE T'OJIOBBI BJIEBO.

OrnperiesieHHYIO pOJIb B MEHTAJIBHOVI aKTWB-
HOCTV MOXeT UrpaTh KOHUTrypalus mpudTOB,
IIPUIMEHSIeMBIX B IIVICBMEHHOCTV Pa3HBIX SI3bIKOB.
IpndT OTHOCKUTCS K BU3YaJIbHBIM CHMBOJIAM, a
VICTIOJTb3yeMble B IIPMTax PasHBIX SI3BIKOB CVIM-
BOJIBI MOTYT PaJVKaJIbHO OT/IMYATBhCH: OT €BpO-
TIEVICKVIX aJI(PaBUTHBIX JI0 a3MaTCKMX HeasipaBUT-
HBIX, OT «JIVTHEVIHBIX» [I0 «OJIOKOBBIX», OT TeX, I7ie
CJIOBa pasfesIsioTcs IIpodeslaMu, A0 TeX, I7ie Bce
CJI0BA MWIITYTCS CJINTHO, B BUJIEe TOPV30OHTAIBHOV
JVHUN WK BepTuKaibHOM 1 T.J1. (Padakannaya
et al., 2022, p. 95). Eciin cyOBeKT dpopmMmpoBasIcs
B OIHOV (CKa’keM, BOCTOYHOVI) KYJIBType C IIpa-
B/JIaMM IIVICBMa CIIpaBa HajleBO, HO 3aTeM OKa-
3aJIcs TIOTPy>kKeH B APYTYIO KyJIBTYpPY C IpaBula-

89

V. A. Bazhanov

numbers tend to be generated with the head
turned to the right and smaller numbers when
the head is turned to the left.

The configurations of scripts used in
different languages may play a role in mental
activity. Script is a visual symbol, and the
symbols used in the scripts of different
languages may differ radically: from European
alphabetic to Asian non-alphabetic, from
“linear” to “block”, from those with and
without spaces between words, from horizontal
to vertical, etc. (Padakannaya, Georgion and
Winskel, 2022, p. 95). If an individual grew
up in one culture (for example, East Asian)
with right-to-left writing, but then found her-/
himself in another culture with left-to-right
writing, this may slow down SNARC effects,
but not cancel them. The same happens when
children who have not yet learned to read look
at comics and pictures in the usual and the
“mirror” positions (Lopiccolo and Chang, 2021,
p. 16).

More recently, experiments have been
conducted to assess the impact of different
the
character of cognitive activities. Attempts to

scripts on human perception and
understand and interpret such experiments
chime with the idea of linguistic relativity
in its weaker version, namely that language
does not determine cognition totally, but
only correlates with the character of cognitive
activity up to a point, providing, as it were, a
prism through which reality is viewed. I am
referring to the script relativity hypothesis
put forward by Hye K. Pae (2022, p. 98).
To simplify things somewhat, Pae submits
that the scripts of alphabetic languages
contribute to the development of analytical
habits in reading, and those of non-alphabetic
languages, to a holistic perception of the text.
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MU IVICbMa CJIeBa HaIlpaBo, 3TO MOXKET 3aMefJIsTh
SNARC-3¢pdexTnl, HO He OTMeHsieT MX. AHaJlo-
TMYHO IIPOVICXOOUT pacCMOTpeHVe KOMMKCOB U
PVICYHKOB, PpacIIOJIOKEHHBIX OOBIUHBIM W «3ep-
KaJIBHBIM» 00pas3oM, IeTbMY, ellle He Hay4VBIIV-
mucs untath (Lopiccolo, Chang, 2021, p. 16).

B nocrieriree BpeMsi IpOBOAVIIVICH SKCITEPVIMEH-
THI ¥ TIO OIIpele/IeHVIO BJIMSIHMS pa3HOro pora
1IprdTOB Ha BOCHPUSTYE YesloBeKa 1 XapaKTep ero
TI03HaBaTeIbHOVI aKTUBHOCTM. [TOIIBITKI OCMBICITe-
HVS ¥ VHTepIIpeTaly TaKoro poza KCIeprMeH-
TOB B KaKOVI-TO CTelleH) II0 J1yXy OJIM3KM M3BecT-
HBIM TIOZIXOaM K OCMBICJIEHVIO VI MHTepIIpeTalm
CIJIeTICTBUI VIV JIMHIBUCTMYECKOV OTHOCUTEIb-
HOCTV B ee cJ1aboV1 Bepcru (SI3bIK He BCeresIo JieTep-
MUHVIpYeT ITO3HaHWe, a TOJIBKO B HEKOTOPOVI Mepe
KOppeIMpyeT C XapaKTepoM IO3HaBaTeIbHO Jiesi-
TeJIBHOCTY, 3ajlaBasi CBOero poza IpusMy, CKBO3b
KOTOPYIO IIPOCMAaTpUBaeTCs peasbHOCTh). Peub
VIIIeT O TUIIOTe3e CBA3aHHOM CO IIpudTaMy OTHO-
cuTenbHOCTH (script relativity hypothesis), Berasu-
Hyton X. ITae (Pae, 2022, p. 98). Ecit HeckobKO
YIIPOCTUTD CUTYaIVIO, TO, 10 MbIcyv Ilae, mrpud-
ThI, CBA3aHHBIe C ajiaBUTHBIMIU SI3BIKAMU, CIIO-
COOCTBYIOT PpasBUTMIO aHAJIUTUYECKMX HaBBIKOB
IIpV YTEHWUY, a CBgI3aHHBle ¢ HeaslpaBUTHBIMU —
XOJIMCTUYeCKOMY BOCIIpUATHIO TekcTa. Hambosee
perbedpHO TaKoro porfa pasndus 3aMeTHbI IIpu
VICTIOJIB30BaHMY OTHVM YeJI0BeKOM IIpudTOB, OT-
JINYAFOIIVIXCSL CBOEV «TOITOJIOTVIEV» — HaIlpUMep,
asipaBUTHBIX 1 HeaslPaBUTHBIX (B BUJIe MepOryIN-
¢oB, IMKTOrpamMM, OpHAMEHTOB WJIN CIIelyab-
HbIx cMBoJIoB) (Vaid, 2022, p. 145—146).

Taxoro poma SNARC-rtonoOHbIe 3¢pdeKTs MO-
I'yT OBITb OOBSICHEHBI B KOHTEKCTe KOHIIEIIIN
OMOKYJIBTY pHOTO CO-KOHCTpyKTUBIM3Ma (baskaHOoB,
2019, c. 65—85). B cBeTe 3TON KOHIIEMITNUY MOXKHO
yTBEpXXaTh, UTO TPaeKTOPWI eCTeCTBEHHOIO pas-
BUTWS MO3Ta U €r0 HaCBIIIIeH Vs CO CTOPOHBI KyJIb-
TYypPbl CaMBbIM TeCHBIM OOpa3oM IleperuieTaloTcs,
TO €CTh ITPOMCXOOUT aKKYJIBTypallysl MO3ra, pas-
BepHyTasl B MICTOPUM XXVM3HW 4YejIoBeKa, 1, B CBOIO
odeperb, HelporeTepMIHAIVIS KyJIbTyPbl, B u-
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These differences stand out in bold relief when
one and the same person uses scripts with
different topologies, for example, alphabetic
and non-alphabetic (hieroglyphics, pictograms,
ornaments, and special symbols) (Vaid, 2022,
pp. 145-146).

Such SNARC-like effects can be accounted
for with a biocultural co-constructivist
conception (Bazhanov, 2019, pp. 65-85). This
suggests that the trajectories of the brain’s
development exposure
to culture are closely intertwined, as the

natural and its
brain is enculturated over a lifetime, while

culture undergoes neuro-determination.
Physiologically, the mechanism of gene-
cultural interaction determination is at work
here. These processes transform both the brain,
demonstrating the prodigious potential of its
plasticity, and culture (consider, for example,
the dynamics of the development of collectivist
and individualistic cultures).

the of SNARC-like effects,
cultural elements such as the conventional
configurations of written language and
common  scripts corresponding
physiological and neuro-physiological
reactions (i.e. preferences in ordering a number
series or group of objects); and the latter

In case

elicit

correlate with the features of concrete cultures
and their artefacts.

5. Conclusion

If the brain, along with the “number
sense”, also has “a sense of space” (as
witnessed by the Nobel Prize-winning
discovery) in the context of the modular
theory, we can posit the existence of a special
geometric module which undergoes changes
over the whole course of a person’s life, and
which is in charge of the perception of spatial



3M0JIOTTYeCKOM acIleKTe O3Hauarollas JeViCTBre
MexaHM3Ma TeH-KYJIBTYPHBIX B3aIMOIEVICTBUIL.
B pesynbrare aTmx mporieccos IpeTeprieBaroT
TpaHcOpMaIMIO ¥ MO3I, JeMOHCTPUPYS yIUBU-
TeJILHBIV IOTeHIIVaJl IVIaCTUYHOCTY, U KYJIBTypa
(ecsiv MeTh B By, HallpyMep, IVMHAMUKY pas-
BUTWS KYJIBTY P KOJIJIEKTMBUCTCKOTO U MHIIVIBUTY-
aJINCTCKOTO BUJIA).

B ciayuae SNARC-miomo6HBIX 3¢ deKToB 31e-
MEHTBHI KYJIBTYPBI B BUJIe IIPVBBIYHBIX 115 JIIOIe
KOH(UTypaluy NVUCbMEHHOIo d3blKa U pacIipo-
CTpaHeHHBIX IITPUQPTOB BHI3BIBAIOT COOTBETCTBY-
Iomye u3MoIoruyYeckrie 1 Hepodu3oIor-
yeckye peakuuy (IIpefiriouTeHNs YIIOopsIoueH s
YICIJIOBOTO psifla MJIM TPYIIl IIpeJIMeTOB), a IIo-
cJIefHVe KOPPeJIMPYIOT C OTJIMYUTEIbHBIMU ITPU-
3HaKaM¥ KOHKPEeTHBIX KYJIBTY P U X apTedaKToB.

5. 3aksIroueHme

Ecii Hapsany ¢ «4yBCTBOM 4MCIIa» MO3LY IIPU-
CyIIle «9yBCTBO IIPOCTPAHCTBa» (0 YeM CBUIeTeIb-
CTByeT M OTKpBbITMe, OTMeueHHOe HobesreBckor
IpeMueri), TO B KOHTEKCTe MOJYJISSPHOV Teopuu
MOXXHO YTBepXXIIaTh HasIdye 0co0Oro reoMeTpu-
YeCKOro MOLYJIsl, KOTOPbIVI Ha HPOTSDKEHWVI BCEV
JKM3HM YeJIoBeKa IIpeTepreBaeT M3MeHeHWs 1 He-
CeT OTBETCTBEHHOCTb 3a BOCIIPMSTME IIPOCTpaH-
CTBEHHBIX (reoMeTpUUecKnx) CTpyKTyp. B meom
TaKOW BbIBOJ], BIIOJIHE COIIPSITaeTCsl C COBPeMeH-
HbIM ITpouTeHMeM upent Kanrta o6 ampuopHOM
(To eCcTh B JaHHOM KOHTEKCTe OHTOIeHeTIYeCKOM)
cTaTyce IIpeICTaBJIeHUI O IIPOCTpPaHCTBe U Bpe-
MeHI, KOTOpble pa3BMBAIOTCS B KAHTMAHCKOW VIC-
cJIejoBaTesIbCKOVl mporpamme. Mosr, a TouHee,
COIIMAJIBHBIVI MO3I BOCIPMHVMAaeT peasIbHOCTb
1PV HeIoCPe[ICTBEHHOM ydacTuy peHOTUIIYe-
cKM popMUpPyeMBIX HEMIPOHHBIX CTPYKTYpP U, B
CBOIO OYepeslb, VCIIBITBIBAeT BIIVISHVE KYJIBTYPBbI,
B KOTOPYIO IOTPY>KeH, ¥ [1eATeJIbHOCTU €ro HO-
cuTelIsl (HesTeJIbHOCTHBIVI TUIl TpaHCLleHeHTa-
mmsMa). SNARC-riooOHbIe 5peKThI ¢ TOUKM 3pe-
HMA Men OMOKYJIBTYPHOIO CO-KOHCTPYKTMBM3Ma
MOXKHO paccMaTpuBaTh B KauecTBe MJIIIOCTpallm
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(geometric) structures. On the whole, this
conclusion resonates with the modern reading
of Kant’s thought about the a priori status
(in this case, ontogenetic) of the notions of
space and time, which are being developed
in neuroscience line with the
research programme. The brain, or rather,
the social mind, perceives reality through
phenotypically-formed neural structures;
and it is influenced, in turn, by the culture in
which it is immersed and the activity of its
bearer (activity-oriented transcendentalism).
From the viewpoint of biocultural co-
constructivism, SNARC-like effects can be

Kantian

understood as a demonstration of the results
of this uninterrupted process, attesting to the
high plasticity of the brain.
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HEOKAHTMAHCTBO

VK 1(091)

ITPABOBBIE OPVUEHTWPbI
TOCYOJAPCTBEHHbBIX PE©OPM:
KAHTOBCKWE MOTWUBbI
B ®NJIOCOPUN C. . TECCEHA

A. C. Buavbep'’

IIpoBooumcs cpaBuumervHolll aHAAU3 UOETIHBIX OC-
HoBanuil nosumuveckux npoexmo6 C.MU. I'eccena u
M. Kanma xax npoexmo8 nosumuueckoeo pasbumus u
mpancgopmayu, a uMeHHo nocmenenHwix pegpopm. Om-
npaBHuimM nyHKmom uccaedoBanus Bvicmynaem npoexkm
«npaboboeo coyuarusma», komopuiil Ieccer Boicmpauban
Kax cunmes HoBoeo aubeparsusma u HoBo2o coyuaruma
cBoezo Bpemenu. OcHoBHot Bonpoc uccaedobanus kaca-
emcsi A6HOU U HesABHOU peyenyuu udei Kanma 6 smom
npoexme. Kanma u I'eccena obvedunsiem ucmopuveckuil
ONMUMU3M U HenpusAmue ymonui, o0Hako A0po guo-
copuu ucmopuu I'eccena — 3mo mpancgpopmayus Heo-
KAHMUAHCKO20 YUEHUs 0 YeHHOCHAX. Dmansl pasbumus
Aubepasusma u coyuasusma Ieccen onpedeasiem 6 coom-
BemcembBuu ¢ duarexmuueckum memooom Lezeas, 8 uem
makoke npocaexubaemcs auanue 6a0eHCK020 HeoKaH-
muancméba. «IIpaBoboii coyuarusm» Leccena couemaem
AubepasvHble YeHHOCMU, a umeHHo npabo u c6ob60dy, c
COYUAAUCTIUYECKUMY YeHHOCTAMU — 0aa20M U paben-
cmbom wancob. Ilorumuueckyto ¢purocogputo Kanma 6
UeA0M MOXKHO OmHecmu K KAACCUHeckoMy Aubeparus-
MY ¢ akyenmom Ha npabo u c6o600y. Odnaxo o Iec-
cena Kanwm cmoum xax 0wl 6 crmopore om aubeparusma
u Bocnpunumaemcs npexoe Beeeo 6 kauecmbe gpusocogpa
Mmopaau, abmopa yuerus o c6obode kax aBMOHOMUU AUY-
HOCHIU, KOMOpYI0 cAedyerm 3auyunuanms 0axe npu coyua-
ausme. Coommowerue npaba u 6aaea Ieccen mpakmyem
unaue, uem Kanm, u 0e3 onopwv. Ha He20, XOMA MOXKHO
00Hapyokumy 603MOXHble TOUKU COAUNKEHUA UX UOel.
Takas e cumyayua Habaooaemcs 6 mpaxmobBke nous-
mutl obuecmBernozo doeoBopa u obujert Boau, kKomopovle
00uHaxoBo BaxcHuvl 045 0boux gpurocogob kax opueHmu-
poL, HO npedcmabaenus 00 ux Bonsoujenuu cyujecmnberHo

! banTuiickmit perepasibHbIN yHUBepcuTeT M. V. KanTa,
Poccms, 236041, Kanuaunarpan, yii. A. Hesckoro, 1. 14.
Iocmynuaa 8 pedaxyuro: 23.10.2025 e.

doi: 10.5922/0207-6918-2026-1-5

NEO-KANTIANISM

LEGAL ASPECTS OF STATE REFORM:
KANTIAN MOTIVES
IN THE PHILOSOPHY
OF SERGEY HESSEN

A.S. Zilber'

This article compares the ideological foundations
of the political projects of Sergey Hessen (Gessen) and
Immanuel Kant as projects of political development
and transformation, i.e. gradual reform. The starting
point is the project of “rule-of-law socialism” which
Hessen saw as a synthesis of the new liberalism and
new socialism of his time. The main question is overt
or covert reception of Kant's ideas in this project.
Kant and Hessen share historical optimism and reject
utopias, but the core of Hessen'’s philosophy of history
is the transformation of Neo-Kantian doctrine of values.
The influence of the Baden school of Neo-Kantianism
can also be traced in the fact that Hessen defines the
stages in the development of liberalism and socialism
in accordance with Hegel’s dialectical method. But
while Hessen's “rule-of-law socialism” combines liberal
values, i.e. law and freedom, with the socialist values
of welfare and equal opportunities, Kant’s political
philosophy on the whole belongs to classical liberalism
which emphasises law and freedom. But for Hessen
Kant, as it were, stands aside from liberalism and is
perceived first and foremost as a moral philosopher,
author of the teaching on the freedom and autonomy
of the individual which should be protected even under
socialism. Hessen interprets the relationship between
right and good differently from Kant, without turning
to him for support, although similarities of their ideas
exist. The situation is similar in the interpretation of
the concept of the social contract and the common will,
which are equally important for both philosophers as
reference points, but their ideas on how to achieve them
differ substantially. A separate section is devoted to the
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A. C. 3ms0ep

omauuaiomes. OmoeavHviil pasdes cmamvi nocBsujen
cpaBHeruto npuHyunob peeyiupobanus omHoueHut coo-
cmBennocmu — 3mo anmucpeodarvrvle mesucs Kanma u
anmumononoucmckue mesucst I'eccena. B demansix npo-
exm «npaboboeo coyuarusma» I'eccena codepxum 6016
wie pasauuuil ¢ udeamu Kawma, nexeau cxoocmb, 00Haxo
MO NPOEKI MOKHO CHUMANb KAHMUAHCKUM 10 0YXY.
Paccmompenue udeit Kanma c mouxu 3penus I'eccena no-
Kasvlbaen, 4mo yeaslil pso NOAOKEHUI NOAUMUUECKOT
usocopuu Kanma cgpopmyaupobar max, 4mo k HuM He
ommocumca 6 noanotu mepe ma xkpumuka, xomopyro I'ec-
ceH BvickazviBaem 6 adpec Kaaccuuecko2o Aubepasusma.

KatoueBvie caoBa: Kanm, T'eccen, npaBoBoii coyua-
AU3M, c60600a, pabericmbo, HeokaHmuarcmebo

BBenenmne

Tema crrpaBeIMBOroO rocyapCTBEHHOIO CTPOsT
sanmnMasia Ceprest VMocudosnua Teccena mocro-
SHHO, HO €ro IJIaBHBbIe COUYMHEeHMs 00 3TOM Ios-
BIWINCH B aMuUrparmi. OTIIpaBHON ITyHKT MOETro
vccrlefioBaHmsl — oOmMpHEI TpakTaT «lIpaBo-
BOe TOCYJapCTBO M COLMAJIN3M», KOTOpbI I'eccen
cobpasl B ITOCIIEBOEHHOe BpeMs M3 CBOWMX CTaTevs,
HarleyaTaHHBIX B XypHajle «CoBpeMeHHBIe 3a-
mvicku» B 1920-e rr., oIyOIMKOBaHHBIV TOJIBKO B
1998 r. Gnaromaps ero yueHmky A. Banmiikomy,
COXpaHMBIIIEMYy PYKOINCh. boibilioe BHUMaHMe B
TpaKTaTe yIeJIsieTcsl MICTOPUW PasBUTHS JInbepa-
JIM3Ma ¥ colMaiM3Ma M Mx cOIVDKeHMs, a TaKxe
KPUTMKe 3TUX HaIlpaBJIeHWUV MBICIN. B Kaxmom
3 Hux leccen Buaesr MHOro IeHHOrO M MCKaJl
«CpegHMII Iy Th» MexXy HuMu (Bamikwmr, 2020,
c. 12). Cumvmarms K aubepann3My OTpaswiach B
MIOHATUN «IIPaBOBO€e TOCYIapCTBO» — HO M COLIMa-
JIMCTUYecKre cuMIiaTum I'ecceH coxpaHsil B Tede-
HIe Bcent Xu3Hu (cM.: bestos, 2020, c. 98—99). Ha-
npumep, B 1917 1. 370 ObUIV CUMIIATUM K IIPAaBOMY
KPbULYy BHYTPM JIEBOTO JIarepsi, a UMEeHHO K «MapK-
cusMmy ITnexanosa» (I'eccen, 20108, c. 786).

CrieKTp MCTOUHMKOB IIpOeKTa «IIPpaBOBOrO CO-
LMaIv3Ma» JOBOJIBHO IIVIPOKNW, Jlake eCiIu Bbl-
HeNsaTh cyryoo dutocodckme mien, Ha KOTOpble
Ieccen onmpasicsi B OLIeHKe WMIAEOJIOTMU U IIOJIV-
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comparison of the principles of property relations, Kant’s
anti-feudal theses and Hessen’s anti-monopoly theses.
On details, Hessen’s project of “rule-of-law socialism”
has more differences than similarities to Kant’s ideas,
but is similar to Kant’s in spirit. An analysis of
Kant’s ideas from Hessen’s viewpoint shows that some
provisions of Kant’s philosophy are formulated in such
a way that they do not fully apply to Hessen’s critique
of classical liberalism.

Keywords: Kant, Sergey Hessen, rule-of-law
socialism, freedom, equality, Neo-Kantianism

Introduction

The theme of a just state system has always
engaged Hessen, but his main works on it were
written in emigration. The starting point of
my study is the voluminous treatise, Political
Freedom and Socialism, which Hessen put
together in the post-war period, containing
articles written for the journal Sovremenniye
zapiski in the 1920s. These were only
published in 1998 thanks to his pupil Andrzej
Walicki who had preserved the manuscript.
Considerable space in the treatise is given to
the history of liberalism and socialism and the
rapprochement between them as well as their
critique. Hessen saw much that was valuable
in each of these trends and tried to find a
“middle road” between them (Walicki, 2020,
p. 12). His sympathy for liberalism shows
itself in the concept of “rule-of-law state”, but
his sympathy for socialism was lifelong (see
Belov, 2020, pp. 98-99). In 1917, for example, he
sympathised with the right wing of the left, the
“Plekhanov Marxism” (Hessen, 2010b, p. 786).

The spectrum of sources of “rule-of-law
socialism” is fairly wide, even if we count
strictly philosophical ideas from which Hessen
proceeded in assessing ideology and politics.
Researchers consider the main sources to be
Paul Natorp’s pedagogy, Heinrich Rickert’s



TUKN. [JIaBHBIMM VCTOYHMKaMM VICCIIeIOBaTesIV
CUMTAIOT CoIMasIbHyIo Tieparoruky I1. Hatopma,
dwinocodpuio nenHocren I. Pukkepra, nmarek-
Ty I.B.®D. Terens, koHIemuio oOIIeN BOJIU
XK.-K. Pycco, a Takke mIen oTe4ecTBeHHBIX MbIC-
smrertent Hadasta XX B. — IL VI Hosropontiesa,
b. A. Kuctsaxosckoro, I. 1. I'ypsuua n mp. (Basmr-
ku1, 2012, c. 492; 3arupnsik, 2017; 2020s; 2025; Ile-
nposuiknit, 2024). B aTom codeTaHMM 3amaHBIX
U PyCCKMX MIeV «IIpaBoBOVI colvamsM» [ecceHa,
no 3aMedaHuio M. A. KortepoBa, siBiisieTcs BbIpa-
JKeHVeM IpoeKTa «pPYyCCKOro COLMasI-Inbepasims-
Ma», KOTOPBIVI CO3/1aBaJics KaK coedVHeHVe HeMell-
KOI'O «eCTeCTBEHHOr'O IIpaBa» C PYCCKUMU VMU
«IOCTOVIHOTO 4eJIOBeYeCKOro CyIIeCTBOBaHMS» U
«MVHUMYyMa J100pa»; Takom mrpoekT Kosepos cum-
TaeT «IIOJINTUYECKM Hamboslee CIIpaBeJIVIBbIM
ny1g vicropun u ycrosuit Poccum» (Kostepos, 2024,
c. 152—153).

CaMm Teccen oTMeuaeT O4YeBMIHBIV IapajOKC:
ero CUMIIATHs K COIMAaJIM3MY COXpaHsyIaCh HECMO-
Tps Ha ero KaHTnaHCTBO (I'eccen, 20108, c. 786). B
«[IpaBoBoM rocymapcTse...» I'eccen orHocuT Kan-
Ta K IpefCcTaBUTeIAM KJIacCMYeCcKOV Teopun JIv-
Oepasi3Ma, HO TIOAPOOHOTrO aHa/IV3a KAHTOBCKOV
nosiTIdeckon pustocodpmnt He mipepyiaraeT (lec-
ceH, 2010x, c. 147). Hackonpko x KanTy oTHOCHTCS
BCs KpuTvKa ['ecceHa B afrpec Kitaccmaeckoro jIvoe-
paim3Ma — octaeTcs orrpocoM. Cepltok Ha KanTa
B «[IpaBoBOM rocygapcTse...» HEeMHOI'O, OH YIIOMMU-
HaeTcsl B IOJIOKUTEJIBHOM KJTIOYe, HO B MOMEHTaXx,
MOYKHO CKa3aTh, METOIOJIOTMUECKIX: KaK TIePBBIT,
KTO YCTaHOBWI pasjiy4due IIpaBa M HpaBCTBEHHO-
cru (Tam xe, c. 252); kak aBTOp yueHUs 00 aBTO-
HOMWI HPaBCTBEHHOCTM, HayKu U McKyccTBa (Tam
Xe, . 147); Kak aBTOp KOHILIEIIINM Men KaK «IIpo-
Gr1embI Oe3 Beskoro pasperttienus» (Tam xe, c. 151)
11y, B 60sIee TOUHOV (POPMYIIMPOBKE, KOHIIEIIIIV
«3aBeJIOMO HepaspelMOov 0 KOHIIA Veu JIMYHO-
ctv 11 oOmmecTBa» (Tam xe, c. 205). B craTre, Harm-
CaHHO K [IBYXCOTJIETUIO CO TH4 poxaeHns KanTa,
T'eccen ananmmsupyet ugen Kanra xak dpniocoda
Mopasti, Ho He mionmnTvku (leccen, 2024): mompo06-
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philosophy of values, Hegel’s dialectics,
Rousseau’s concept of the common will as
well as Russian thinkers of the early twentieth
century: Pavel I. Novgorodtsev, Bogdan
A. Kistyakovsky, Georges D. Gurvitch and
others (Walicki, 2012, p. 492; Zagirnyak, 2017,
20208, 2025; Shchedrovitsky, 2024). In this
combination of Western and Russian ideas
Hessen’s “rule-of-law socialism”, as Modest
A. Kolerov (2024, p. 152) points out, is an
expression of “Russian social-liberalism”,
which blended German “natural right” with the
Russian ideas of “dignified human existence”
and “minimum good”, the project Kolerov
considers to be doing “more political justice to
the history and conditions of Russia than any
other”.

Hessen himself notes an obvious paradox:
his sympathy for socialism was always there in
spite of his Kantianism (Hessen, 2010b, p. 786).
In the Rule-of-Law State Hessen identifies Kant
as a representative of the classical theory of
liberalism but does not offer a detailed analysis
of Kantian political philosophy (Hessen, 2010d,
p. 147). It is still unclear to what extent Hessen’s
critique of classical liberalism applies to Kant.
His references to Kant in the Rule-of-Law State
are few, but they are positive in tone and they
occur at what may be called methodological
moments: as the first to point to the difference
between right and morality (ibid., p. 252); as
the author of the teaching on the autonomy
of morality, science and art (ibid., p. 147); as
the author of the concept of “a problem with
no solution” (ibid., p. 151) or, more precisely,
as the author of the concept of “the problem
of personality and society which can never be
solved to the end” (ibid., p. 205). In an article
written for the Kant bicentennial, Hessen (1924)
looks at Kant as a philosopher of morals and
not politics: he unpacks the Kantian ethics (at
once favourably and critically) and pedagogy
(mainly favourably). Dmitriy E. Samoilov
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HO pa3OupaeT KaHTOBCKYIO 3TUKY (OHOBpeMeH-
HO 11 0JIaTOCKJIOHHO, VI KPUTMYECKN) U TIearorvKy
(mpenmytecTBeHHO Or1arocksioHHo). /1. E. Camorn-
JIOB OTMEYaeT, uTO «BIMsHMe 3TuKu KaHTa Ha
dmtocodpmio 'ecceHa BbIpakaeTcsl B IOHVMaHUM
pycckuM  prstocodoM MOTMBOB HPaBCTBEHHOIO
ITOBEIEHMS], VIV CBOOOIBI VI JIMIHOCTV», XOTS ['ec-
CeH CUMTaJl HEOOXOOMMBIM IIpeooiieTh popMa-
JIV3M KaHTOBCKOI'O MOPaJIbHOI'O 3aKOHO/IaTeJIbCTBa
(Camorrios, 2012, c. 56).

B 5TOM KOHTEKCTe BCTaeT BOIIPOC O TOM, B Ka-
KOM OTHOIIeHMM Haxoparcsa mpen Kanta u Tec-
CeHa, TOUHee, Te KOMIUIEKCHI Ve, 13 KOTOPBIX
HA KOTOPBIX CTPOSITCS TIOTIUTIUECKVIe KOHIIEIIIIN
aTnx dviocodos. Cam leccen 3asiBiiget, 4To yue-
HukoM KaHTa oH OBUI omocpenoBaHHO, Oymydn
HanpsiMylo yudeHukoM Pukkepra (I'eccen, 20108,
c. 825). B cBsa3M ¢ 3TMM 3aj1a4a MOero McciieioBa-
HUS — YTOYHUTD U OIIpelieInTh MecTo maen Kan-
Ta B Tpyaax I'ecceHa o mosmTuiKe, 1714 4ero OymyT
IIpVIBJIeYEHBI €T0 pa3/INYHble COUMHEH IS, He B IT0-
CJIEHIOI0 Oouepelb — Ileflarormyeckye. DTOT IIo-
VICK, IO CyTH, OTBedaeT TOU IIpoliieMe B COBpe-
MeHHBIX VICCTIeJIOBAHMSIX, TIOCBSAIIIEHHBIX PYCCKIIM
HeoKaHTMaHITaM, koTopyro H. A. [Imurpuesa xa-
pakTepusyeT CJIeyIOIIM 00pasoM: «...BOIIPOC
O TOM, UTO M KaK PelVIINPOBaIOCh ¥ MHTEPIIPe-
TUPOBAJIOCh VIMM B KaHTOBCKOWM drtocodmm,
HO-IIpeXXHeMY HYyXJaeTcsl B IposcHeHu» (M-
Tpuesa, 2025, c. 58).

CormtacHo Hambortee ¥3BECTHBIM TPAaKTOBKaM
3BOJIIOIIMM B3MJIsA0B [lecceHa, OH I11eJ1 «OT HeOKaH-
TMAHCTBa K KAHTMAHCTBY, a 3aTeM K IUIaTOHU3MY»
(cm.: Camorwrios, 2012, c. 44). Tem He MeHee Tpeby-
eTCsl HeMaJIo yCUJIUV IO BOCCTAHOBJIEHWIO KOH-
TekcTa BivsiHMS KanTta Ha [eccena st monpo06-
HOT'O COIIOCTaBJIEHMS VIX VeV, KOTOpOe B MTOre
MIO3BOJINT CPOPMMPOBATH OTHOCUTEIIBHO 11€JI0CT-
HYIO KapTVHY COOTHOIIIEHNs], COBIIa/IeHNs 1 pas-
JIVTYIVISL YIX TIOJTATUYeCKX KOHIIeTIIINTA

@urocodpmsi KaHTa comepXUT HOCTaTOYHO
MHOTO V7ieV1, KOTOpble MOIIn Obl BeI3BaTh y Iecce-
Ha JKeJIaHVe aJallTVPOBaTh X K CBOEMY YUEeHMIO.
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(2012, p. 56) observes that “the influence of
Kant’s ethics on Hessen’s philosophy shows
in the Russian philosopher’s understanding of
the motives of moral behaviour, the ideas of
freedom and the individual”, although Hessen
objected to the formalism of Kantian moral
law-making.

This raises the question of the relation
between the ideas of Kant and Hessen, or the
sets of ideas out of which and on which their
political concepts are built. Hessen declares
that he was a pupil of Kant indirectly, while
Rickert was his immediate teacher (Hessen,
2010b, p. 825). My task therefore is to clarify
and define the place of Kant’s ideas in Hessen’s
works on politics. To this end I will draw on
various works, not least works on pedagogy.
This quest is in fact a response to the problem
which Nina A. Dmitrieva (2025, p. 58) recently
described thus: “[...] the question of what and
how they were received and interpreted in
Kant’s philosophy needs further clarification”.

According to the most famous
interpretations of the evolution of Hessen’s
views, he moved “from Neo-Kantianism
to Kantianism and then to Platonism” (cf.
Samoilov, 2012, p. 44). Even so, it is still a
challenge to restore the context of Kant's
influence on Hessen in order to compare their
ideas. This will eventually make it possible
to form a comparatively complete picture of
the relation, similarity and differences of their
political conceptions.

There are a good many ideas in Kant’s
philosophy, which might have made Hessen
want to adopt as his own teaching. For
example, the concept of freedom as the basis of
the principles of law, the concept of republic,
initial “social contract”, common will and
reforms. For Kant “gradual reforms” is the path
of public development to avoid a revolution
(ZeF, AA 08, p. 353; Kant, 1996d, p. 325).
Hessen, too, saw right-wing socialism as the



Harmprmvep, norsATIEe CBOOOIBI KaK OCHOBBI ITPVIH-
LIVIIOB ITpaBa, KOHIIEIIIVS PecHyOsvKy, IepBo-
Ha4yaJIbHOTO «OOIIIeCTBEHHOIO [I0r0BOpa», oOIernt
Bortu 11 pedpopM. Y KanTa «m1ocTereHHBIE pedop-
MBI» — 3TO IIyTh IIOJIMTUYECKOTO PasBUTMS BO W3-
6exxanme pesororium (AA 08, S. 353; Kanr, 20240,
c. 171). I'eccer MBICIIVIT BOIUIOIIEH e ITPOeKTa IIpa-
BOBOT'O COIMaJIM3Ma TOXKe KaK IIyTh ITOCTEeITeHHbBIX
peobpa3oBaHMII, XOTd caMO CJIOBO «pedopMar
BCTpeuaeTcs B €ro TpaKTaTe Bcero eayHoXbL. [To-
Gemra OOJIBITIEBMKOB O3HauasIa IIOpakeHVe ITpoeKTa
PyccKoro corma-mioepanvsMa, Ho Tpyzsl Tecce-
Ha, 110 olleHKe KosiepoBa, OCITy XIiIv «pa3BUTIIO
TeopUM CoLMaIN3Ma» MMEHHO ¢ PVI0codCcKo
CTOPOHBI, B IIPOTMBOIOJIOXKHOCTb €TI0 «KaTacTpo-
drgeckon» mpakTuke B Coserckont Poccun (Ko-
nepos, 2024, c. 153, 155). Tema pedopm obpasyet
yIIOOHYIO KOHIIENITyaJbHYIO paMKy JIJIs CpaBHe-
HUs JIByX Bepcuil MOJIMTHUYecKon duiocodum,
IIOCKOJIBKY B 3TOV paMKe OXBaThIBAalOTCS 1 Ha-
JIMYHOe JaHHOe, I OPUEHTUPEHI Oy1yIiero, 1 mof-
XOJI K peain3aliuy IIPoABVKeHNs B 3T Oymy1iiee.
I D1an gasbHeImero pacCMOTpeH s TeCCeHOBCKOM
KOHLIEIIINIM CTPOUTCS 10 IIPUHIIUITY «OT OOIIe-
ro K 4acTHOMY». B TakoM ke ropsijike KaHTOBCKVie
IIPVHITNIIBI pedOpM M3J1aratoTCs B IIOAPOOHOM MC-
crreposanum K. Jlanrep (1986), Ha koTopoe g Oyy
onvpaTbcd. JlaHrep oTMeuaeT B IIOHATUM pedop-
MBI y KaHTa fBa KJIIO4eBBIX MOMeHTa: pedopMa
IIPOBOMMTCSI IEVICTBYIOILIEVI BJIIACTHIO U HaIlpaBJyie-
Ha Ha BOCCTaHOBJIEHVe eCTeCTBEeHHBIX IIpaB, CO-
I7IaCHO KaHTOBCKOM crcTeMe mipaBa (Langer, 1986,
S. 86). O0b11Me OCHOBEI (priTocodMI rOCyIapCTBa U
npasa 1y Kanra, n y l'eccena ykopenens! B puio-
cocum cTopuM — 3TO TeMa IIepBOoro pasjiesia cTa-
ThI. BTopor 1 TpeTu pasfiesbl HOCBSIIEHb TOMY,
Kak o0a ¢wiocoda BBICTparBalOT OCHOBOIIOJIATa-
IOIIMe IPUHOUIIBL driocodpun IpaBa, KaKUMU
BUIAT MX BOIUIOLIEHWS B IIOJIUTUKE VI B KPUTU-
Ke MJIe0JIOr UM ¥ KaK OCMBICIVBAIOT COOTHOIIIEH e
IIOHSATWV ITpaBa, OJ1ara, cBOOOIEI 11 00MIIeVt Bomn. B
JeTBepTOM pasjiesie IIPOBOAUTCS CpaBHeHMe IIpy-
KJIaJITHOTO acIleKTa oOemnx Teopuyl — IIPUHIIMIIA
COOCTBEHHOCTA.
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path of gradual transformations although the
word “reform” occurs in his treatise only once.
The Bolshevik victory meant the defeat of the
project of Russian social-liberalism. But, as
Kolerov (2024, pp. 153, 155) notes, Hessen’s
works contributed to the “development of
the socialist theory” from the philosophical
side as opposed to its “disastrous” practice
in Soviet Russia. The theme of reform offers
a convenient conceptual framework for
comparing the two versions of political
philosophy because this framework covers the
present given, orientation toward the future
and movement toward that future. My plan
for further examination of Hessen’s concept is
based on the principle “from the general to the
particular”. The same sequence is followed by
Claudia Langer (1986) in the detailed study on
which I will depend. Langer singles out two
key aspects in Kant’s concept of reform: reform
is carried out by the incumbent authorities and
is aimed at restoring natural rights in keeping
with the Kantian system of right (ibid., p. 86).
The general foundations of the philosophy
of state and law, both according to Kant and
Hessen, are embedded in the philosophy of
history, which is the theme of the first part of
this article. The second and third parts are
devoted to how the two philosophers frame the
bedrock principles of the philosophy of law,
how they see their implementation in politics
and in the critique of ideology and how they
see the relations between the concepts of right,
good, freedom and common will. The fourth
part compares an applied aspect of the two
theories: the principle of property.

1. Reforms in Historical Progress
The views of Hessen and Kant on history

are informed with the idea of progress and the
conviction that each new condition of society is
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1. PepopMBI B IcTOpUUIECKOM IIpOrpecce

Bsrrsappr Teccena n Kanra Ha mcropuio 1mpo-
HUKHYTBHI MJIeell IIporpecca u yoexaeHneM B TOM,
4TO KaXkJI0e HOBOEe COCTOsIHMe OOIecTBa IIpeBOC-
XOOUT Ipenbiaylee, Oygyum Oojiee coBepIlieH-
HbIM?. HarpaBrieHmieM 1 pe3yJisTaToM IIporpecca
IS 00OMX MBICJIUTEIEN SIBJISIeTCS. JOCTVIKEHVIe
cBoOompl mmuHocT. Y KanTa miest cBoOombI uet-
KO oIpefesisieTcsl B ee MOJIUTUYeCKOM U IIpaBo-
BoM cMbIciTe (AA 08, S. 22; KanT, 20244, c. 36). 'ec-
CeH IOTUepKIBaeT, YTO caMa KOHIIEITITS CBOOOIBI
VICTOPWYEeCKM V3MeHYMBa 1 He MOXeT TPaKTo-
BaTbCsl KaK aOcoimroTHas n okoHdYaresnbHas (Iec-
ceH, 2010r, c. 530, 533).

Kak KanTt, Tak 1 I'ecceH IIpOTHBOIIOCTaBIISIOT
CBOe yUeHMe O ToCyJapCTBe 1 ITpaBe y TOMYeCKM
npoekTaM. I'ecceH XxapakTepusyeT «yTONM3M» Kak
IIOIBITKY «IIOCTPOUTH W[IeasIbHbIV IIOPSAIOK, He
CYMTasACh C KOHKPeTHBIMM YCJIOBUSIMM MecTa U
BpemeHm» (leccen, 2010z, c. 43), oTpuiias Bce, 4YTO
cs1oxmstock vctopudeckn (Tam xe, c. 45). «YTonm-
sIM HbIHe yXe OoJIbllle HUMKTO He BepUT, B HIX BCe
pasodapoBasIvCh», OTHAKO BOJTHA 3TOTO pa3odapo-
BaHISI MOXXeT BBIHECTV K IPYToV HexXeJlaTeJIbHOM
KpaltHOCTV — OeCHpMHLMITHOMY ¥ Y3KOIIPaKTV-
YeCKOMY OTHOIIEHMIO K IeVicTBuTeTbHOCTH (Tam
xe, c. 43). KanT, o cyTy, Takke BbICTyIIaeT IIpo-
TUB O0eVX 3TUX KparHOCTeVI, XOTs Ha3bIBaeT MX
VHaye: «yTOIM3MYy», Ha MOV B3IJIA[l, Y HEro cOOT-
BETCTBYeT «daHTas3Msd 3K3aJIBTMPOBAHHOIO yMa»
VIV «CJIaIKas MeuTa», CPey IIPYMepPOB KOTOPBIX
HasaHa «Ytomusi» T. Mopa (AA 07, S. 92; Kawr,
2024r, c. 338—339), a OeClTpMHIIUITHOCTY COOTBET-
CTBYET «JIOBKOCTB ITOZICTPaMBaThCS IO, JTFOObIe 00-
crogrerbcTBa» (AA 08, S. 374; Kanr, 20240, c. 196).

2ITpu srom KaHTa, HarmpuMep, He CMyIIAiOT 3aMeJIeHVIS
Iporpecca B Bujle «TeMHBIX BeKOB» B rcTtopun EBporbr;
I7laBHOe, UTO «BJIVSIHVIE PUMJISH Ha BapBapoB» BOOOIIIe
COCTOSUIOCH M UTO JlaKe B IIePMOALI yIlajiKa «BCerjga co-
XPpaHAJICS 3aPOMBIII [IPOCBEIeHVs», KOTOPbIV IIOAroTaB-
JIMBaJ1 CJIeIyIONIYIO CTYIIeHb YJTydllleHsl B TPaKIaHCKOM
YCTPOVICTBE 1 OTHOIIeHMSIX MeXJ1y rocygapcrsamu (AA
08, S. 29—30; Kanr, 20240, c. 45—56).
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superior and more perfect than the one before
it.2 For both thinkers the direction and result
of progress is liberation of the individual.
Kant defines freedom clearly in the political
and legal sense (IaG, AA 08, p. 22; Kant, 2007,
p- 112). Hessen argues that the concept of
freedom itself is historically changeable and
cannot be seen as absolute and final (Hessen,
2010c, pp. 530, 533).

Both Kant counterpose
their ideas of state and law with utopian
projects. Hessen (2010d, p. 43) describes
“utopianism” as an attempt “to build an ideal
order disregarding the concrete conditions
of place and time”, denying all that has been
established historically (ibid., p. 45). “Nobody
believes utopias
disappointed with them”, but the wave of such
disappointment may carry one to the other
undesirable extreme, namely an unprincipled
and narrowly practical attitude to reality (ibid.,
p- 43). Kant is in fact also against these two
extremes although he calls them differently:
instead of “utopianism” he speaks of “the
dreaming of an overstressed mind” or “a
sweet dream”, citing as an example Thomas
More’s Utopia (SF, AA 07, p. 92; Kant, 1996b,
p- 307), and instead of unprincipled attitude
he speaks of the “skill in turning their hand to
everything” (ZeF, AA 08, p. 374; Kant, 1996d,
p. 341).

According to Kant, the meaning of history

" : 7

alim

and Hessen

anymore, everyone is

is determined teleologically as the
which nature sets for the human race and
which consists in the development of all

2Kant, for example, is unperturbed by the slowing down
of progress during the “dark ages” in Europe’s history;
for him what matters is that “influence of the Roman
nation on the barbarians” took place at all and that even
in the periods of decline “there was always left over a
germ of enlightenment”, which prepared the next stage
of improvement in civil order and relations among states
(InG, AA 08, pp. 29-30; Kant, 2007, p. 119).



Cwmpicst ncropum, 110 KaHTy, 3amaeTcst Teseosio-
IMYECKN — YCJIOBHOW «II€JIbIO», KOTOPYIO VIMeeT
IIPVpPO/ia B OTHOIIIEHM YeJIOBEUECKOT0 pofia M KO-
TOpasi COCTOUT B PacCKPBITUN BCeX 3aJaTKOB YeJIo-
BedecTBa (AA 08, S. 18; Kanr, 2024a, c. 32). Takas
dopmMmyIMpoBKa 11e/In CBsA3bIBaeT ee ¢ OeckoHeu-
HBIM ITPOIIECCOM Pa3BUTHSI, KOTOPBIV IO OOJIBIIIEVT
JacTy HEBO3MOXKHO ITpeJicKa3aTh U Jake IIOCTUYb,
XOTS OfHA ITOCTVDKMIMAsI YacTh B HEM eCTb — 3TO
pasBuUTVie MOPAJIBHBIX 3a[1aTKOB Ha HYTU K «Ilap-
cTBy 1ierten» (AA 04, S. 433; Kant, 1997, c. 182). Ta-
KOVI IIyTh XOTSI M OeCKOHeYeH, HO JTaHHYIO YacThb
e victopuy KaHT MBICTIUT BCeresio MOCTVIKM-
MOV1, IIO3TOMY [IBVDKEHVe K 3TOV I1eJ11 TpedyeT 101
HOTO OCO3HaHM. [IBIDKeHMe K «1JapCTBY 1ieiev»
BO3MOYKHO TOJIBKO Yepe3 PasBUTe «KyJIBTYPbI BOC-
IITaHVIS», HO €CTh VI JIpyTasl 4acTh 3aJJaTKOB, ITO/I-
JIeXallX «pacKpbITUIO» MeHee IIpeficKasyemasi:
3TO TO, Uero 4eJIOBEYeCTBO ITOXKeJIaeT ¥ CMOXKET JI0-
CTUYDb B PasBUTUM «KyJIBTYpbl yMeHUs» (AA 05,
S. 431—-432; Kanr, 2001, c. 701). PassuTne KynsTy-
PBI YMeHNs BefleT K TeXHUYeCKOMY IIporpeccy, u
JIOKOMOTVBOM 3TOrO PasBUTMS BBICTYIIAIOT B OC-
HOBHOM BJIaCTOJIIO0VIE, YeCTOIII00VIe 11 KOPBICTOITIO-
Oue, To eCcTb «HeoOIMTe TbHA OOIIINTE IbHOCTD» U
B 11€JIOM COIMAJIBHBIVI aHTarOHM3M, a 3HAYUT, Ta-
KO€e pasBUTIe BO MHOTOM HepallVIOHaIbHO ¥ CITOH-
ta"HHO (AA 08, S. 20; KanT, 20244, c. 35).

HeoOxommmort coctassisomen mporpecca Kaut
CYMTaET He TOJIBKO STIYECKV OIIpefieJIeHHOe «I1ap-
CTBO I1eJIeV», HO U IIOCTVDKMMYIO U B 11€JI0M BIIOJI-
He ITOHSITHYIO YeJIOBEKY «3aJiady» UICTOPUM — JI0-
CTVDKeHMe «Bceobujeeo npaboBoeo epaxdanckozo
obwecmBa» (AA 08, S. 18; Kanr, 20244, c. 36). Ha
TIepBbIVI B3IJIAM, B TeKcTe «VImen BceoOrriernt mcTo-
PYIV BO BCEeMVPHO-TPaKIaHCKOM ITIaHe» TIOHSITe
«3amaur» MasiosameTHo, ogHako 2. HO. CosoBreB
MIOTUePKIMBaeT KIIIOUEBYIO pOJIb, KOTOPYIO OHO
UT'PaeT B CBSI3KE C «IIeJIbI0», BBICTYIIas KaK HeoOX0-
IVIMOe yCJIOBYe IS IBVDKeHMS K IIeJTn. DTa 3afia-
Ya — OpraHm3alys IIPaBOBOrO IOCYAapcTBa, [10-
CTVKEHVE «BCEOOIEero IIpaBoBOroO I'Pa’kIaHCKOrO
oOrriecTBa», B KOTOPOM MaKCHMaIbHasl CBOOoOda
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predispositions of humanity (IaG, AA 08, p. 18;
Kant, 2007, p. 109). This formulation of the goal
implies an infinite process of development
which is largely impossible to predict and
even to fathom although one part of it is
fathomable, and it is the development of moral
predispositions on the way to “a kingdom
of ends” (GMS, AA 04, p. 433; Kant, 1998b,
p. 41). This path may be infinite, and yet Kant
considers this part of the aim of history to be
totally fathomable because movement toward
this goal has to be conscious. Movement toward
“a kingdom of ends” is possible only through
the development of “culture of training”, but
there is another part of predispositions which
needs to be “revealed” and which is less
predictable. It is what humanity may wish and
be able to achieve in the development of the
“culture of skill” (KU, AA 05, pp. 431-432; Kant,
2000, p. 299). The development of the culture of
skill leads to technical progress, the key drivers
of this development being lust for power,
ambition and greed, i.e. “unsocial sociability”
(without which it would have been impossible)
and in general social antagonism, hence such
development is in many ways irrational and
spontaneous (IaG, AA 08, p. 20; Kant, 2007,
p. 111).

Kant holds that a necessary component of
progress, along with an ethical determination
of the “kingdom of ends”, is “the achievement
of a civil society universally administering
right” (InG, AA 08, p. 22; Kant, 2007, p. 112), a
problem of history generally comprehensible
to the human being. On the face of it, the
concept of “problem” in the context of the
“Idea...” is little noticed. However, Erikh Yu.
Solovyov singles it out stressing that, coupled
with the “goal”, it is the necessary condition
of movement toward the goal. The problem
is organising a universal rule-of-law state,
“the achievement of a civil society universally
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COYeTaeTcs C ee CTPOrMM OrpaHMUYeHVEeM CBOOO-
mov npyroro (AA 08, S. 22; Kant, 20244, c. 36, 37),
a TocyJapcTBO CyIIecTBYeT B (popMe peciTy Ok
C IIpeaCTaBUTEIbHOV 3aKOHOIATEIbHOVI BJIACTHIO.
PermiTh 3amavy MOXKHO TOJIBKO JIEVICTBYSI C TIOHW-
MaHVeM, TO eCTh 3aJava JOJDKHA ObITh OCO3HaHa
(Comnosbes, 2005, c. 267), HecMOTpsI Ha TO YTO pe-
IIIeHe 3a1a4ui, PUrypaIbHO BbIpaXkasiCh, HEMHO-
MM MeHee OeCKOHEUHO, YeM JIOCTVDKEeHMe LIeJIV,
IIOCKOJIBKY «ITOJIUTVKA caMa TI0 cebe TpymHoOe mc-
KyccTBO» (AA 08, S. 380; KanT, 202406, c. 204), Bripo-
JeM, KaK ¥ JIOCTVDKEHVE MOPAJIBHOV YVCTOTHI
MOTMBOB NOCTYTIKOB. Tak KaHT ornperernser pany-
OHAQJIBHBIVI CMBICIT TIOJIUTUYECKOV ICTOPUL VI KPU-
TepU IIporpecca.

Y T'eccena ycraHoBKa Ha IIOCTOSIHHBIE U IIOCTe-
IIeHHBle MOJINTUYeCKe IIpeodpa3oBaHMs yYKOpe-
HeHa B ero KOHIIeHIIMM KYJIBTYPHBIX I[IeHHOCTeV
Kak 0e3yCcJI0BHO IIeHHBIX 11esiert. OH paszesigeT Bce
LIeJIVI JIEOZIeVE Ha [IBa BUIA: TIEPBBIV BUI, YeAUu-0aH-
Hocmu — 3TO «3ajady, JOITyCKaloIlye II0JIHOe 1
OKOHYareJIbHOe paspeltieHne» (I'eccen, 1995, c. 33),
a BTOPOVI BUJI, YeAuU-3A0aHUsA — ITO «KYJIBTYpPHBIE
LIEHHOCTW», IIeHHbIe caMU 10 cebe, OHW «10 CaMO-
My cyujecm8by cboemy A6aa10mcea HeucuepnaeMolMu»
¥ TeM He MeHee YaCTUYHO pas3pelIMbIMU IS
Ka)K/I0TO JesIoBeKa, CTPeMSIIIIerocs K X BOIUIOIIe-
Huio (Tam xe, c. 33—34). DTu nem-3a7aHNs KyJIb-
TUBUPYIOTCS Paay HUX cCaMMX, a He TOJIbKO Kak
CpencTBo I ApyTrux ueseit. besycioBHOCTS 11e-
Jlev-3aflaHN SIBJISIeTCsl OOOPOTHOV CTOPOHOM VIX
HecYepIiaeMOCTV, a VX COBOKYITHOCTb COCTaBJIIS-
eT, 1o cs1oBaM lecceHa, cymiecTBo KybTyphl (Tec-
cen, 20107, c. 49). Llenu-3a1anms Kak KyJIbTy pPHBIe
LEHHOCTV MOXXHO OTHECTU K OOIIeCTBeHHBIM IIe-
JISIM, OJHAKO OHM BIIOJIHE COBMECTVMABI C VIHIVB-
myasibHOVI cBobomont (cm.: 3armpHsik, 2025). OgHa
3 TaKMX LEJIeV, «XO3SVICTBEHHAsl JesiTeIbHOCTD,
Oymyum opyameM caMocoxpaHeHMs OOlIecTBa M
CJIy>Ka HeJIsiM JIMYHOro oboralreHns, oo1anaeT u
CaMOJIOBJIEIOIIE! [IEeHHOCTHIO, TIOCKOJIBKY pacIIIvi-
pseT TOCIIOZICTBO 4esloBeKa Hajl mpupono» (Iec-
ceq, 2010m, c. 49). Y Kanra HeTr Orm3Kkoro aHaso-

administering right”, in which “the greatest
freedom” goes hand-in-hand with its being
strictly limited by the freedom of the other
(IaG, AA 08, p. 22; Kant, 2007, p. 112), and the
state exists as a republic with a representative
legislature. This task (Aufgabe) can only be
accomplished consciously (Solovyov, 2005,
p- 267), despite the fact that metaphorically
speaking it is slightly less infinite than the
achievement of the goal since “politics by itself
is a difficult art” (ZeF, AA 08, p. 380; Kant,
1996d, p. 347) like the achievement of the moral
purity of acts. That is how Kant defines the
rational meaning of political history and the
criteria of progress.

With Hessen, the commitment to constant
and gradual political transformations is
embedded in the concept of cultural values as
being unconditionally valid goals. He divides
human goals into two types: the first type is
given ends, i.e. “goals that lend themselves to
complete and final resolution” (Hessen, 1995,
p- 33), and the second type is end-tasks, i.e.
“cultural values” that have intrinsic value and
“are essentially inexhaustible” and yet are
partially achievable for anyone who strives
toward them (ibid., pp. 33-34). These end-
tasks are pursued for their own sakes and
not only as a means toward achieving other
ends. The unconditional character of the end-
tasks is the direct consequence of their being
inexhaustible, and together, Hessen (2010d,
p- 49) believes, they form the essence of culture.
End-tasks as cultural values can be described
as public goals, but they are quite compatible
with individual freedom (c¢f. Zagirnyak, 2025).
One such goal, “economic activity, being an
instrument of society’s self-preservation, and
serving the interests of personal enrichment,
has inherent value because it enhances human
being’s dominance over nature (ibid.). Kant has
no analogue to “end-task” though it is similar
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ra IIOHSTWS «IleJIb-3a/laH1e», XOTsS OHO CXOIIHO C
KaHTOBCKVMMM «11eJIbIO MICTOPUI» B acIleKTe Hewic-
yepIrIaeMOCTH U C «3a/jauert» B acIleKTe VeV IpaBa
Kak I[IeHHOCTIAL.

Konmermmmio nenm-saganms IecceH co3mar B
pasBUTIe HEOKAHTVMAHCKOV TeOPWMM ILI€HHOCTEVr .
Cortacho I. PukkepTy, 11eHHOCTM — 3TO BeuHble
OOBEKTHI, YeJIOBEeK He MOXXET II03HaTh MX BO BCeW
VX IIOJTHOTE, HO CITOCOOEH OITO3HATH 3allevaT/ieHue
LIEHHOCTY B IIpeMeTax IeVICTBUTEIBHOCTU — B
6marax (Puxkept, 1998, c. 23). Kysibsrypa passuBsa-
eTCs1 KaK IIpoIiecc Bce 0oslee COBEPIIIEHHOrO BOILIO-
menns Hennocren. Korma Teccen oObacHseT, uTo
VICTOPWST HEeMbICIIMMa 0e3 «yeHHocmell Hayku, uc-
kyccméba, eocydapcmba, npaba, xosaiicmba, Aexaujux
6 ee ocHoBanuu u desaroujux ee Bnepbuoie B03MOKHOU»
(Teccen, 1995, c. 34), oH ccpUTaeTCs Ha COUMHEHMS
Puxxepra (Tam xe, c. 383). Y KanTa He ObUIO IIO-
nmobHom muidpdepeHIMay Or1ar B CBsI3M co cde-
povi HeMaTepraJIbHBIX 11eJIeVi, HO B «OcHoBax 11e-
narorukm» lecceH xapakKTepusyeT «KYJIBTYpHbIe
LIEeHHOCTW» KaK HeycdepliaeMble 3a7la4dil, KOTOpble
ABIISAIOTCS, «110 ¢jioBy KanTa, “mpobriemamm Ge3
BcsAKoro paspemenus”» (Tam xe, c. 33). OgHaxo
KanT mmier 00 3ToM He B MOPaJIBHO-ITPABOBOM
VIJIVI COLTMAJTbHO-TIOJIMTUYECKOM KOHTEKCTE — 3TO
crtoBa 13 «I'paHCIIeHIeHTaTbHOM AMaJIEKTVKI» 00
SMIIMPUYECKV HeIIPeICTaBMOV tdee aOCOITIOTHO-
ro restoro Bcex siByleHm (B 384; Kanr, 2006, c. 495).

Ieccen pasBuBaeT TeOpUIO I1IEHHOCTeV, CTpe-
MSCh IIPeOoJIeTh ITPOOIeMaTMYHOCTh Prkkep-
TOBa IIOHATMS 1IEHHOCTW: C OIHOVI CTOPOHBI, aKT
OLleHKM TpeOyeT OIo3HaHMsS LIEHHOCTH, C JIpY-
royl — copepkaHue caMOVI 1IIeHHOCTM eJ1Ba JIu II0-
3HaBaeMo. BosHMKaeT BoIIpoc, KakmM o0pa3oM 3Ta
OIleHKa MOXXeT OBbITh pallViOHaJIbHOVI, OCO3HAHHOTA,
OTJIMYHOM OT CyOBeKTMBHOVI MUCTVIKY TIepeXiBa-
Hws (Feccen, 20106, c. 427). T'eccer BBOOWT ITOHSTIIE
«IpeflaHue» — 3TO COBOKYIIHOCTb CYIIeCTBYIO-
IIVIX JOCTVIKEHW TIPOIIJIBIX IIOKOJIEHWTI B BOILJIO-
IIeHNN LIeIn-3aJaHns (TO ecTh IieHHOCTH). [Ipe-

*B wactHocTy, B «OCHOBaX ITeJarorvky» IIpu oIpenerie-
HUM OOHATUA «ucTopusi» ['eccen cienyer 3a Pukkeprom
(Feccen, 1995, c. 383).
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to his “goal of history” in that it is inexhaustible
and to “task” in terms of right as a value.
Hessen developed the concept of end-
task as an extension of the Neo-Kantian
theory of values.®> According to Rickert (1910,
p. 12), values are eternal objects; man cannot
fully understand them, but he can identify
embodiments of value in objects of reality, in
goods. Culture develops as a process of ever
more perfect embodiment of values. When
Hessen explains that history is unthinkable
without “the values of science, art, state, right,
and economy which underpin it and for the
first time make it possible” (Hessen, 1995,
p. 34), he cites the works of Rickert (ibid., p.
383). Kant does not have such a differentiation
of goods in connection with intangible things,
but Hessen in the Fundamentals of Pedagogy
describes “cultural values” as inexhaustible
tasks which, “according to Kant, are
‘problem[s] without any solution” (Hessen,
1995, p. 33). However, Kant writes about it not
in the moral-legal or socio-political context,
these being words from the Transcendental
concerning the empirically
unrepresentable idea of the absolute entirety of
phenomena (KrV, B 384; Kant, 1998a, p. 402).
Hessen develops the theory of values
seeking to overcome the problem with Rickert’s

Dialectic

concept of value: on the one hand, the act of
assessment requires identification of the value
and on the other hand the content of value is
hardly knowable. The question suggests itself,
how can assessment be rational, conscious,
and different from the subjective mystique
of experience? (Hessen, 1912, p. 99). Hessen
introduces the concept of legend meaning the
total body of achievements of past generations
in implementing the end-task (i.e. value).

3 For example, in the Fundamentals of Pedagogy Hessen
follows Rickert in defining the concept of “history”
(Hessen, 1995, p. 383).
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IlaHVe TI03BOJISeT IOHSTh, KaKMM 00pa3oM MOXKHO
Ooslee COBEpIIEHHO BOIUIOTUTH IlejIb-3aIaHVe
B HacTodIieM m OyayimieM. IlomiMHHO peastbHO
TOJIBKO TO 3ajlaHe, KOTOpOe BblpacTaeT M3 IIpefa-
HUS; B CBOIO ouepe[lb, lieJI-3a/laHns [I03BOJISIOT
OCMBICJINTD IIPOILIOe KaK ITpOIecc pasBUTUS VX
sortommeHus (I'eccen, 2010x, c. 57). Takum oOpa-
30M YKpeIUIseTcsl CBA3b 1IeHHOCTel U [IeVICTBU-
TeJIBHOCTY, a (POPMBI V1 HOPSIIKM XXVM3HU Iepea-
IOTCS OT TIOKOJIEHMS K ITOKOJIEHWIO, CBSI3BbIBAST VIX
LIeNbI0 ITpeeMcTBeHHOCTM (cM.: 3armpHsk, 20208,
c. 124-125). «Coxpanums mpenaHve — 3TO 3Ha-
YUT yimy OT Hero B HaIlpaBJIeHUNU 3aJlaHMUs», —
yTBepxaaeT leccen (I'eccen, 2010z, c. 60). VimenHO
IIO3TOMY YTOIM3M, ITOJIaraloIN «3alaHue B II0JI-
HOM OTPBIBE OT XXMBOTBOPSIIIIETO €r0 IIpeIaHIs»,
n1si 'eccena Hempuemsiem (Tam xe, c. 53).

Teccer m300peTaeT cBoe pelieHVe IIPOOIEMBI
CBsI3€V1 IIeHHOCTEeV ¥ IeVICTBUTEeILHOCTI 0e3 oIIo-
pol Ha KanTa. Tema nipeeMcTBeHHOCTM ITpeJICTaB-
neHa y leccena B moHATUM «IpemaHUs» Oorlee
SIBHO U B OoJsiee IIMPOKOM KYJIBTYPHOM CMBICIIE,
ueM y Kanra. KaHT KacaeTcst TeMbl IIpeeMCTBeHHO-
CTU, Korfla o0Cy>KaaeT IIPUHIIUIIBI ITOJIUTIUYeCKON
TpaHcdopMaiiy. OH HacTaBaeT Ha TOM, UTO BO3-
MOKHO yIIpaBJIeHle roCcyJapCcTBOM B JIyXe pecIIy-
OrmvKM TIpu coXpaHeHWM OUIIMaIbHOV MOHAap-
xvm (AA 08, S. 352; Kanr, 20240, c. 171; cm. Langer,
1986, S. 114). I IpeiocTeperas OT HOCIIEIITHOCT B BO-
IUIOIIeHUV TIOJINTUYeCKOro naeasia, KanT nuier,
UTO «OIpOMeTUMBas» pedpopMa MOXET IPUBECTU
K aHapX¥y, IO3TOMY B IIpoBefleHn” pedopM cJle-
IyeT [eVICTBOBaTh IIOCTEIIEHHO, COOOpa30BbIBASICh
¢ OmarompusaTHeiMM oOcTosTertbcTBamMu (AA 08,
S. 373, 378; Kant, 202406, c. 195, 201).

Wrak, B 00I1IeM TIOHMMaHUM UCTOPUM KYJIBTY-
PHBI KaK I1eJIe0OpreHTPpOBaHHOrO ITporiecca y Kan-
Ta " leccena obHapyXMBalOTCs CXOIHBIE yCTa-
HOBKM Ha IIOCTEIIEeHHOCTh ¥ IIPeeMCTBEHHOCTH
PpasBUTMsI, OOHAKO X OCHOBAaHWMS VI TIOHSI TUVHBIN
arrapar pasjin4aroTcsd, W CB43b MeXy B3IVIgia-
Mu Kanta 1 I'eccena — MCKIIFOUMTEIIBHO OIIOCpe-
ZIOBaHHas, depe3 peleNinio 1 TpaHcdOopMaIiio
B3IVIA/I0B HeOKaHTMaHIla PuKkepTa, YbMM y4eHU-
KoM Obut [eccen.
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Legend makes it possible to understand how
to better fulfil the end-task in the present and
future. Only that task is real which grows out
of legend; in turn, end-tasks make it possible
to understand the past as the process of the
evolution of their fulfilment (Hessen, 2010d,
p- 57). This strengthens the link between
values and reality while forms and traditions
of life are handed down from generation to
generation, creating a continuity (cf. Zagirnyak,
2020c, pp. 124-125). “To preserve the legend
means to depart from it in the direction of the
task”, Hessen maintains (2010d, p. 60). That is
why he rejects utopianism, which posits “a task
totally divorced from the life-giving legend”
(ibid., p. 53).

Hessen invents a solution to the problem
of links between values and reality without
leaning on Kant. Hessen represents the theme
of continuity in the concept of legend in a more
overt and in a broader cultural sense than does
Kant. Kant touches on the theme of continuity
when he discusses the principles of political
transformation. He argues that it is possible
to run a state as a republic while officially
preserving a monarchy (ZeF, AA 08, p. 352;
Kant, 1996d, p. 324; ¢f. Langer, 1986, p. 114).
Warning against undue haste in implementing
the political ideal, Kant writes that “premature”
reform may lead to anarchy, which is why
reform should be carried out gradually when
circumstances favour it (ZeF, AA 08, pp. 373,
378; Kant, 1996d, pp. 341, 344).

We see, then, that Kant and Hessen have a
shared view of the history of culture as a goal-
oriented process, both stressing gradualness
and continuity of development, but their
grounding and conceptual tools differ, so that
the connection between their views is entirely
indirect via the reception and transformation of
the views of Rickert, the Neo-Kantian who was
Hessen’s teacher.



2. ITlpaBo m Gmnaro:
Kant n I'eccen o tnbepanmsme

Ecrim yTonmmsM paspbIBaeT CBSI3b MeXIy IIpe-
IaHVeM ¥ 3aJaHVeM, TO KaKasl MIeOIOrMs MOXKeT
HaVTy 9IIIVIM 00pa3oM 00eCIIeunTh VX CBS3b M IIpe-
eMCTBeHHOCTH? [IpaBoBOVI cormanmsM, — OTBeYa-
eT Teccen. B ero mpencraBileHVy 3Ta MI€O0IIOT VS
IIpeoziosieBaeT KPartHOCTY ¥ O PaHMYeHHOCTH JIV-
Oepanmsma M cormaansMa IIyTeM COYeTaHMs MX
OCHOBOIIOJIATAfOIIVIX IIeHHOCTe. [11s tnbepaitis-
Ma TakKoW IIeHHOCTBIO M3Hada/IbHO ObliIa M OcCTa-
eTcs ujes IpaBa Ha CBOOOIHYIO KOHKY PEHIINIO C
PaBHBIMM IIIAaHCAMM (B IIPAaBOBOM OTHOIIIEHW, HO
He B 9KOHOMMYecKoM). 171 cormansMa — viest
Orara, To4Hee, BceoOIIee O1aronomydne.

YroOrl mOKa3aTh MEPCHEKTHBY IIPaBOBOIO CO-
1yamsMa, [ecceH TOCKOHAIBHO aHAIM3MPYeT JIO-
TMKY ¥ MeXaHWMKY 3BOJIIONVM Kak JmbepanisMa,
TaK ¥ COIMAIM3Ma Ha IYTU WX VICTOPUYECKOTO
compkenmsi. OH TOKasbIBaeT, 4To TpaHcdopMa-
1yl Jbepaii3Ma IIPOVICXOfyIa IO, BIIVISTHV-
eM PasBUTUS KalUTAJIVICTUYECKOV 3SKOHOMUK
B HaIlpaBJIeHUV MOHOIOJM3aunin. Passurie xo-
347ICTBa OOHAPYXMJIO Te OIlacHBle TEHIEHIIMN B
KaIuTaan3Me, KOTOpble He ObLIM IIpemyTrajaHbl
JOepayIM3MOM M3HAYaJIBHO — ¥ CTaJIO $ICHO, YTO
nvlepasibHas Mes IpaBa HO/DKHA OBITH OO
HeHa mzieent Onara. [TocienHss Opl1a pagyKaIbHO
cdopMyIIIpoBaHa B paHHEM collnasm3Me, Ho Tec-
CeH HacTavBaeT Ha TOM, YTO B JInOepasm3me o0e-
criedeHne Orlara TOXe M3Ha4YaIbHO IOIpasyMeBa-
JIOCB, TOJIBKO HESIBHO, KaK IIeJIb M CMBICII IIpaBa.
VIToroBeivi cMHTe3 IIpaBa 1 O1ara BO3MOXKEH MIMeH-
HO B HoBoM conmasmsMe (I'eccen, 2010z, c. 236). o
CPaBHEHMIO C Pa3BUTVEM JIOepasI3Ma, MCTOPS
TpaHcdopMaIy cormaaniMa Ooslee CJIOKHas U
oITperiesisieTcs, KakK IIOKas3bIBaeT lecceH, He CTOIIb-
KO VCTOPUYECKMMM OOCTOSITEIIbCTBAMM, CKOJIb-
KO IPpVHIOMIaMI OyaieKTuku. HavambHbIv sTam
pasBUTHA COLMaIi3Ma, a VMMEHHO ero yToIlnJe-
cKy1o popmy, I'eccen HaspIBaeT 6e3yCIIOBHBIM («abd-
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2. Right and Good:
Kant and Hessen on Liberalism

If utopianism severs the link between
legend and tasking what is the ideology that
best ensures their connection and continuity?
Hessen’s answer is rule-of-law socialism.
He believes that this ideology is free of the
extremes and limitations of liberalism and
socialism while combining their basic values.
For liberalism this value has been from the
outset the right to free competition with
equal chances (in legal, not economic terms).
For socialism it is the idea of good or rather,
general welfare.

To prove the validity of the rule-of-law
socialism Hessen provides a thorough analysis
of the logic and mechanism of the evolution
both of liberalism and socialism even as they
draw closer during the course of history. He
demonstrates that liberalism was transformed
under the influence of monopolisation of the
capitalist economy. Economic development
revealed the dangerous tendencies of
capitalism which liberalism had failed to
foresee initially, so that it became clear that
the liberal idea of law had to be complemented
by the idea of the good. The latter was
radically formulated by early socialism, but
Hessen insists that liberalism, too, envisaged
general welfare from the start, but that it was
implicit as the goal and meaning of law. The
synthesis of the right and the good is possible
under new socialism (Hessen, 2010d, p. 236).
Compared to the development of liberalism,
the history of the transformation of socialism
is more complicated, determined, as Hessen
demonstrates, not so much by historical
circumstances as by dialectics. Hessen
describes the early stage of the development of
socialism, i.e. its utopian form, as unconditional
(“abstract”) negation of liberalism (ibid.,
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CTPaKTHBIM») OTpuIlaHVeM Imbepanmsma (Tam
Xe, ¢. 123). 3arem ciIeyIOT ellle [Ba JIMaIeKTH-
YeCcKMX 3Talla PasBUTHS («peasTbHOe» OTPUIIaHVIe
vbepa3Ma B MapKC3Me 1 erO «BBIPOXKIIEHVIe»
B «4ICTOe YHUUTOXeHMe» JIbepaii3Ma B peBo-
monnoHHoM KommyHmsMe) (Tam xe, c. 139; cm.
Takxke c. 164). HakoHer, Ha yeTBepTOM 3Tarie co-
LVaJIN3M JOXOOUT [I0 «IIepepOoXKIeHNs peaIbHOro
OTpUIIAHMS B IIpeoOpakaroliee (yTBepKIarolee)
orpuiia"ue» (Tam xe, c. 191), mpu KoTopom BOMpa-
eT B cebst HeKOTOpble MOMeHTHI Jinbepaiama (Tam
Xe, c. 247).

I.[0.TypBuu mmcasl O «TerejIibstHCKOM OTTeH-
Ke» B dwiocodpun Teccena, mompasymesast ero
«OcCHOBBI HeIarorvkm» (UUT. 110: 3arupHsk, 2017,
c. 32). M.IO. 3arupHSIK OTMedaeT, YTO ¥ CTaHOB-
steHVie snbeparmsMa lecceH ToXe «IIOHMMAeET ViC-
XOfisl M3 OOIIeN 402Ukl pasBUTHS IIpaBa B COOT-
BeTcTBUM ¢ ayanekTuron [.BD. leres» (Tam xe).
VIMeHHO IIyTh pasBUTHMS COLMaIM3Ma MMeeT I
leccena mpmopureT B paccMOTPeHUN WCTOPUN
upeosiornm. lecceH OOBSACHSET, MoueMy 3TalloB
OKasbIBaeTcs YeThIpe, a He Tput: <Y Teresist ecTs 3a-
MedaresbHas ¢opMyJia, Kacarolasicsa CyIecTBa
OTpUIlaHMS: CTAHOBSICh peasIbHBIM, OTBJIeUeH-
Hoe oTpuiiaHue (Verneinung) vimeet mepes, cOO0I0
IBa IyTU — WJIV BBIPOAUTBHCS B YHUUTOXEHVIE
(Vernichtung), v ctate “cHsiTMeM”, “oT™MeHOI”
(Auflehung)...» (Teccen, 2010m, c. 191). Cootser-
CTBEHHO, PeBOJIIOLIVIOHHBIVI KOMMYHW3M OKa3bIBa-
eTCsl «UUCTBIM yHUYTOXeHVeM» (TaM xe, c. 164), a
CTajus «yTBep)K[JaloIlero oTpullaHus» HacTyIla-
eT B IpyIux yuyeHusx, HaunHas ¢ O. Jlaccass c ero
mpeent colyaibHOro rocygapcersa (Tam xe, c. 191).

W3 nubeparmsma 'eccer 3ammcTByeT cBOVI T1aB-
HBIVI KpUTepUTL OLIEHKM pa3BUTHS rocygapcTba 1
IIpaBa — obecIieueHe 1 pacIpenvie cepsl JId-
HBIX IpaB 1 cBobom. [ KanTa sTa cdepa Toxe
Ba)KHA, TIOCKOJIBKY OH BKJIIOYaeT CBOOOAY B TPU-
aZly IPVHIINIIOB, KOTOpbIe JIOJDKHBI OIpefesIsTh
HoJIoKeH Ve rpakIaHHa B TOCyIapCcTBe: cBO0O/a,
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p- 123). Then follow two dialectical stages of
development (“real” negation of liberalism
in Marxism and its “degeneration” into “bare
destruction” of liberalism in revolutionary
communism) (ibid., p. 139, 164). Finally,
at the fourth stage socialism comes to
the negation
“transforming (affirmative) negation” (ibid.,
p- 191), when socialism acquires some features
of liberalism (ibid., p. 247).

Georges D. Gurvitch noted a “touch of
Hegelianism” in Hessen’s philosophy referring
to his Fundamentals of Pedagogy (quoted from
Zagirnyak, 2017, p. 32). Mikhail Yu. Zagirnyak
(2017, p. 32) notes that Hessen, too, interprets

regeneration of real into

the emergence of liberalism “proceeding from
the general logic of the development of law
in line with Hegel’s dialectics”. For Hessen it
is the path of socialism’s development that is
central to the study of the history of ideologies.
Hessen (2010d, p. 313) explains why there turn
out to be four and not three stages of socialism:
“Hegel has a wonderful formula concerning the
essence of negation: by becoming real, abstract
negation (Verneinung) faces an alternative,
either to degenerate into destruction
(Vernichtung) or to be ‘sublated” or ‘cancelled’
(Aushebung).” Accordingly,
communism turns out to be “bare destruction”
(ibid., p. 283), and the stage of “affirmative

revolutionary

negation” is represented in other teachings
beginning from Ferdinand Lassalle’s ideas of
the social state (ibid.).

Hessen borrows from liberalism his main
criterion of assessing the development of the
state and law, and that is the securing and
broadening of the sphere of individual rights
and freedoms. This sphere is also important
for Kant since he includes freedom in the
triad of principles that should determine a
citizen’s position in the state: freedom,



PaBeHCTBO 1 caMocToATeNTbHOCTE! (AA 08, S. 290;
Kanr, 20248, c. 131). I'lo yoexxenmto I'eccena, kitac-
CUYecKUil JIvlOepas3M IOHMMaI olecrieueHve
CBOOOIIBI 11 paBEeHCTBA B HETaTMBHOM CMBICIIE: CBO-
Oomy — Kak 3ampeTr IocsraTh Ha IIPOCTPaHCTBO
CBOOOMIBI IPYTOro, 3alIpeT Ha COBEpIIIeHVe OIIpe-
JleJIeHHBIX IIOCTYIIKOB, a PaBeHCTBO — KaK «OT-
MeHY IPUBUJIETU I OMHVIX IPYIII OOIIecTsa
Y 3aIIpeleHnit IS IPyTX TPy, CBSI3aHHBIX C
ITPOVICXOXKIEHVIEM V1 POIIOM 3aHSI TV MHAVIBUIOB»
(Teccen, 2010z, c. 74). Takoe HoHMMaHVe CBOOOIBI
" paBeHcTBa MBI BuaMM 1 y KanTa, Korga oH nin-
IIeT PO 0043aHHOCTD BJIACTb MMYIINX «HUKOMY
He OTKa3bIBaTh VI HYKOTO He YMaJIATh B €r0 IpaBax
13-3a HeOOpOXKeIaTeIbHOCTY VIV COCTPalaHs
K gpyrum» (AA 08, S. 378; Kant, 20246, c. 202). 'ec-
CeH IOYepKMBaeT, YTO YIIOMSHYyTasi OTMeHa CO-
CJIOBHBIX IIPUBWJIET IV He Oblyla 11715 JInbepasi3mMa
KOHEUHOV! 11eJIbI0: HY>KHO ObIO 0OecrieumnThb 4ecT-
HYI0 KOHKY peHIIVIo. I Tpy 3ToM He cpasy cTasia mo-
HSITHA 3aKOHOMEPHOCTD: M3HadaIbHas KOHKYPeH-
Vs MeXIy JIMIlaMy, paBHBIMM B CBOMX ITpaBax,
BCe JKe He BIIOJIHe paBHasl, IIOCKOJIBKY Ha Hee VIMe-
IOT BJIVISTHVE BCEBO3MOXKHBIE (DAKTOPBI pasiInNyms
B pecypcax, CIIOCOOHOCTSIX M OOCTOSITeIIbCTBAX —
IIpV9eM He TOJTBKO SKOHOMMYECKNX, HO 7 VJIe0JI0-
TMYeCKNX, KOTOpble IIPOsIBIIAIOTCS, HalpuMep, B
LIEHTpax ¥ CuIaxX HeouIMaIbHOTO KJIepuKalb-
Horo BrmsHMS (Teccer, 2010x, c. 88). Beumy aToro
pasiausg Hapsily C IIPaBOBBIM PaBeHCTBOM BO3-
HVKaeT OIPOMHOe 3KOHOMWYECKOe pacCiIoeHVe,
MMeloITlee TeHIEHIIVIO 3aKPeTbhCs, 1 YKe Ha HO-
BOM ypPOBHE yCTaHaBJIMBaeTCs HepaBeHCTBO BO3-
MOXKHOCTeVI, IIpeBpalalliee «3KOHOMIUYECKYIO
60pB0y ABYX JIMI] B OHOCTOPOHHEEe T'OCIIOZICTBO
OIHOTO HaJl COBepIIeHHO O00e3/IMYeHHBIM CyIIle-
crBoBaHMeM Jipyroro» (Tam xe, c. 75). Konkypen-
LIS B pe3yJIbTaTe CHOBA IIpeKpalllaeTcs, MCXOT, ee

* «CamocrogrenpHOCTE» KaHT mpmsonnut B Tpakrate «O
IIOrOBOPKe», a II031Hee, B TpakTaTe «K BeuHOMY MUpY», Ha
MecTo camocmosmesviocmu KaHT 1mocTaBwwi 3a6ucumocis
«BCeX OT €OVHOro OOIero 3akoHoxarerbcTBa» (AA 08,
S. 349; Kanr, 20248, c. 167), uTo MOXHO Ha3BaTb (popMONL
IIPVHIINIIA BEpXOBEHCTBA IIpaBa.
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equality and independence* (TP, AA 08, p. 290;
Kant, 1991, p. 74). Hessen is convinced that
classical liberalism had a negative view of
how freedom and equality should be ensured:
freedom as a ban on encroachment on the
freedom of the other, a ban on certain acts and
equality as “cancelling of privileges of some
groups of society and a ban on other groups
connected with background and occupations
of individuals” (Hessen, 2010d, p. 74). We
find the same interpretation of freedom and
equality in Kant when he writes that the
powers that be should have no right “to deny
anyone his right or to encroach upon it out of
disfavor or sympathy for others” (ZeF, AA 08,
p- 379; Kant, 1996d, p. 345). Hessen stresses
that the ban on social estate privileges was
not the ultimate goal of liberalism, it was
necessary to ensure fair competition. It did
not become immediately apparent that initial
competition between people with equal rights
was not quite fair because it depended on
various differences of resources, talents and
circumstances as manifested, for example,
in the centres and forces of unofficial clerical
influence (Hessen, 2010d, p. 88). Owing to
these differences, along with legal equality,
huge economic stratification arises and tends
to endure, such that at a new level there is
established inequality of opportunities which
turns “economic struggle between two persons
into one-sided dominance of one over a
totally depersonalised existence of the other”
(ibid., p. 75). As a result, competition stops, its
outcome being pre-determined. Mitigating
the stratification, combatting monopolism,

* Kant mentions independence in the article “On the
Common Saying: This May Be True in Theory, but It
Does Not Apply in Practice”, and later in the treatise,
Toward Perpetual Peace, he replaced independence with
“dependence of all upon a single common legislation”
(ZeF, AA 08, p. 349; Kant, 1996d, p. 322), which can be
called a formula of the rule-of-law.
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CTaHOBUTCS 3apaHee IIpeapernteHHbIM. KoppekTu-
POBKa 3TOro paccjioeHus, bopbba ¢ MOHOIIOJV3-
MOM, TTof/iep’KKa HavIMeHee YIadjIMBBIX, oOecrre-
UeHVe YeCTHOVI OOpBObI, OCTABIISIONIEV IITAaHCHI Ha
ycriex o0eynx CTOpOH, — 3TO TpeOyeT y’ke HOBBIX
Mep MOAAEepPXKM, KOTOpble He OrpaHMYMBaIOT-
Cs1 HETaTVBHBIM PaBEHCTBOM Ileper] 3aKOHOM, HO
BKJIIOYAOT IIOJIOKUTEIIBHOE «PaBEHCTBO VICXOIHO-
ro nnyHkTa» (Tam xe), a TouHee, «ITpeIoCTaBjIeHIe
KaXXIOMY JIUITY YCJIOBUVI, COOEVICTBYIOIIVX» IIPO-
JIBVDKEHWIO BIIepes], TI0 O0IIIeCTBEHHOV JIECTHULIE B
Mepy criocobHocTei (Tam xe, c. 83).

mbepanvsm

«MBICJIb, YTO TOCYIAPCTBO IIOJDKHO...

Kiraccmueckmm ITPOBOVII
BO3IEPXKM-
BaTbCS OT IPVUHYOWTEIHHOIO IIPVIBEAEHNS CBO-
VX TIONJAaHHBIX K OIIpefieJIeHHO IIOHVIMaeMOMY
briary» (Tam xe, c. 86). OmHaKo mpemycMOTpeH-
Hasl B KJIaCCMYeCKOM JImbepasm3Me IIOMOIIb OT
rocyapcTBa Py HapyLIeHUsSX cdepwl JIMIHON
CBODOIIBI 3TO
NPUTA3aHUY VIHOVBUOA W COOTBETCTBYIOIIVIX
obsi3aHHOCTeN! TocynapcTsa» (Tam xe, c. 80). Obe-
CIIeYNTB COOITIOfIEHVIe TTpaB IS TeX, KTO aKTyalb-
HO TIOJIB3YeTCs VIMM, ¥ 00eCIiednTh BO3MOXKHOCTD
IIOJIL30BAThCSI UMM — BOT MZesl [O3UTWBHOW CBO-
Oompl B HOBOM JInOepasmaMe. Takas mpiest cBoOo-
IBl, [ONOJIHEHHAs VeeVl COLMAJIBHOIO ypaBHe-
HUS ¥ S5KOHOMIYECKOro OsIarorosiydns, CHOBa
obpeTaeT « IOy IVHHBIVI CMBICJI, TPO3VBIIINIL OBITH
COBCEM yTpadeHHBIM B CVUTY MI3MEHVBITIEVICS K3~
HeHHOVI 00cTaHOBKI» (TaM e, c. 82).

TecceH cumMTaeT, YTO JOIIOIHEHHAas maesi CBOOO-
Bl COOTBETCTBYET TOVI HAaJIBICTOPMYECKOV BBICITIET
CYIIHOCTU Bcert cdeprl JIMYHBIX IIpaB, KOTOPYIO
OH OIIVICBIBAET I10-KaHTOBCKL: JIMYHOCTD «HEIIPO-
HMIIaeMa» IS IPYTOro JINIIA, B TOM UVCITe VI JJIs
rOCy[IapCTBa, «OHa He MOXeT IIPeBPaTUThCS B IIPO-
CTOe Opy/iVie YHOBJIETBOPEHMS UYKMX ITOTpeOHO-
cren» (Tam xe, c. 81). IIpaBo ocraeTcs B eHTpe
CXeMBbI HOBOTO JInOepasiiiMa, a 0671aro CJIyXUT ero
opyomeM «i IIpeciieflyeTcsi TOJIBKO B Mepy IIpa-
Ba», noguepkuBaeT [eccen (Tam xe, c. 87). Crmme-
TPUYHBIM 00pa30M TSI HOBOT'O COIIMaIVI3Ma IJIaB-

«MUHVIMYM ITOJIOKUTEJIBHBIX
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support of the less fortunate, ensuring a
level playing field in which both sides have
a chance of success — all this calls for new
measures of support which are not confined
to negative equality under law but include
affirmative “equality at the starting point”
(ibid.), more precisely, “ensuring for every
person conditions that contribute” to advance
up the social ladder in accordance with his/her
abilities (ibid., p. 83).

Classical liberalism promoted “the idea that
the state must [...] refrain from imposing on
its subjects a certain interpretation of Good”
(ibid., p. 86). However, the state assistance
classical liberalism envisages for those whose
personal freedom has been violated is a
“minimum of positive claims of the individual
and corresponding duties of the state” (ibid.,
p- 80). The idea of positive freedom in new
liberalism is to ensure compliance with the
rights of those who actually enjoy them and to
secure their right to exercise them. Such an idea
of freedom, complemented by the idea of social
levelling and economic well-being, brings back
“the genuine meaning which threatened to be
lost owing to the changed life situation” (ibid.,
p- 82).

Hessen takes the view that the idea
amplified in this way corresponds to the supra-
historical highest notion of the whole sphere of
personal rights which he describes in Kantian
language: the individual is “impervious” for
another person, including the state, “it cannot
turn into a mere tool for meeting others” needs”
(ibid., p. 81). Right remains the focus for new
liberalism while good serves as its tool and “is
pursued only to the extent of right”, Hessen
stresses (ibid., p. 87). Symmetrically, for the new
socialism good remains the main value but the
means of securing it are limited by a value from
the domain of law, viz. the value of freedom
and autonomy of the individual.



HOVI IIEHHOCTBIO OCTaeTcs 0y1aro, HO CpecTBa ero
obecrieueH s OrpaHMYeHBI IPYroVl IIEHHOCTHIO 13
obJstacTyt 1mpaBa, a IMEHHO IIeHHOCTBIO CBOOOIBI 1
ABTOHOMUW JIMYHOCTV.

Y KanTa TemMa 3KOHOMIYECKOTO peryspoBa-
HVIS VI COIIVQJIBHOV TIOAEPXKKI KaK 0OecIieueHst
PaBHBIX BO3MOXKHOCTEV HaXOOWTCS Ha Iepude-
PV €r0 COYMHEHM U JIEKIINTL. MOXXHO BBIIEJINTD
IiBe IPUYMHBIL, 110 KOTOPBIM 1IeHHOCTh Ojlara y
KanTa He MOXeT 3aHSTh BEICOKOE MeCTO.

Bo-nepBuix, Kaut — 0oper] ¢ 3TUKOM 3BIeMO-
am3Ma XVIII crornetnst v ee MOMMTUYECKMIMM BO-
rtoreHvisiMm. ITlocyieHme cocTosuIn, Kak IT0Ka-
spiBaeT O. HO. CosioBbeB, B IBYX IVIaBHBIX aclleKTaxX:
1) HaBOTHEHVIEe MEJIOYHBIX VI OTTOrO HeHaIeXKHBIX
IIpeAIVICAaHN, «KaK CTaTh cYacTIMBBIM» (Corto-
BbeB, 2005, c. 48), 2) maTepHa/MCTCKas oreka ro-
cydapcTBa HaJl MOIIaHHBIMY IOJI, MacKoV 3a00TbI
00 mx Orare (Tam xe, c. 56). Paz6op nepsoro myH-
kTa KanT nposogur B stuke («Kpurtnka mpaktu-
YeCcKOro pasyMa»), pa3dop BTOpOro — B TpaKTa-
Te «OTBET Ha BOIIPOC: UTO TaKOe ITPOCBEIIeHVIE.
Briobasok B TpakTare «K BeuHomy mupy» Kant
IoKasbiBaeT, Kak 3aboTa o Osare rocymapcTsa (B
BUle «TeXHWUYeCKOV» IIPOo0JIeMbl TocyHdapCTBeH-
HOTO 3IpaBOMBIC/IVSI) MacKUpYyeT IpecsiefloBaHe
MHTepecoB y3Koro Kpyra jmil (cm.: AA 08, S. 374,
377; Kant, 20240, c. 196, 200). Bo-8mopbLx, KaHTOB-
CKOe IIOHSTHE TIofIpasyMeBaeT,
YTO HepaBeHCTBO — 3TO TO, YTO HOOYX/IaeT K pas-
suTuio (AA 08, S. 21; KanT, 20244, c. 35). D10 apry-
MeHT IpoTuB cOmmpkeHns KaHTta ¢ cormaimcTu-
YEeCKVIMVL MIESIMIAL

Ho y Kanra mnomgpasymeBaeTcs, MOXHO CKa-
3aTh, 3HaYNMTeJIbHAs 3a00Ta TocyaapcTBa o Oare.
B xaHTOBCKMII apceHasI ee AOIYCTUMBIX U [Jaxke
JKeJIaTEeJTBHBIX CPeICTB BXOAAT, HallpMMep, OITH-
MM3alMs COLMAaIbHON MH@PPaCTPyKTYpbl U IIO-
OyXxIeHue TIpaXiaH K OIpelesleHHBIM BuUOaM
XO3SVICTBEHHOV [eSITEeJIbHOCTV Yepe3 Mephl Ma-
TepUaIbHOTO CTUMYJIMPOBaHMS 3TUX BUIOB Jle-
ATeJIBHOCTY HyTeM CyOCUOuii M TOMY IOI0OHO-
ro (AA 2721, S. 548; cm.: Dierksmaier, 2009, S. 51).

«aHTaroHm3Ma»
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As for Kant, the theme of economic
regulation and social support to secure equal
opportunities is marginal to his works and
lectures. I can point to two reasons which
prevent Kant from awarding a high place to the
good.

First, Kant is a fierce opponent of the ethics
of eudemonism and its political manifestations
and embodiments. These embodiments, as
Erikh Solovyov has shown, were dramatically
manifested in the eighteenth century in two
ways: 1) the flood of trivial and therefore
unreliable prescriptions on “how to be happy”
(Solovyov, 2005, p. 48), 2) paternalistic tutelage
of the state under the guise of concern for the
subjects” good (ibid., p. 56). Kant unpicks point
(1) in ethics (Critique of Pure Reason) and point
(2) in the article “An Answer to the Question:
What Is Enlightenment?”. In addition, in the
treatise Toward Perpetual Peace Kant shows how
pursuit of the interests of a narrow circle of
people is disguised as concern for the good of
the state (in the form of a “technical” problem
of political prudence) (see ZeF, AA 08, pp. 374,
377, Kant 1996d, pp. 341, 344). Second, the
Kantian concept of “antagonism” suggests that
inequality is a driver of development (ZeF,
AA 08, p. 21; Kant, 1996d, pp. 111-112). This is
an argument against ascribing socialist ideas to
Kant.

But Kant envisages considerable state
concern for the good of the people. Kant’s
catalogue of allowable and even desirable
forms of such concern includes, for example,
optimisation of the social infrastructure and
the awakening of the citizens for certain types
of economic activities by giving incentives
by means of subsidies and the like (V-Mo/
Vigil, AA 27.2.1, p. 548; cf. Dierksmaier, 2009,
p. 51). However, these measures are not aimed
at eliminating economic imbalances in the
conditions of entire social estates and classes
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OpnHako 3Ty Mepel He HallpaBJleHbl Ha BbIpaBHU-
BaHMe 3KOHOMMYECKMX AycOaslaHCOB B IIOJIOXKe-
HUU 1IeJIBIX COCJIOBUM M KJIaCCOB B paMKax KaIlu-
TaJINCTUYECKO 3KOHOMMKI — Takas Ipo0ieMa
KanToMm He mopgHMMaeTcs, 3a MCK/IIOYeHVUEM BO-
Ipoca 00 OTMeHe HacJIe[ICTBeHHBIX IIPVIBIJIET T B
COCJIOBHOM CTaTyce ¥ BJjIafleHVN MMYIIIeCTBOM (3Ta
TeMa OCBelllaeTcs B IIOCJIe[IHeM pasfiesle JTaHHOU
cTtarby). KaHT Haxoowi1 ecTecTBeHHBIM pasiindye
cTaryca aKTMBHBIX U ITAaCCMBHBIX I'Pak/IaH B COOT-
BETCTBUM C MX MOJIOKeHMeM B OOIIlecTBe U B 9KO-
HOMMKe 11 COOTBETCTBYIOIIee 3TOMY CTaTyCy orpa-
HIYeHMe 130mpaTesIbHEIX IIpaB. [1o ero ciosam,

BCceoOIllee PaBEHCTBO JIOIEVN B TOCyHdapCTBe
KaK ero IOJTAHHBIX OUeHb XOPOIIIO Y>KMBAETCS C
BeJIVYAVIIIIM HePaBeHCTBOM B KOJIVTUECTBE V1 pas-
Mepax nx obamanms, Oyab To pusmdeckoe 1In
Iy XOBHOE ITPEBOCXOIICTBO [OIHMX]| Hazl APYTMY,
VIV BO BHEIITHMX OJ1arax M B IIpaBax BooOlie (a
VX MOXeT OBbITh OUe€Hb MHOTO) I10 OTHOIIIEHWIO K
OPyIVM; TaK 9TO OJIarOCOCTOSIHVIE OHOTO B 3HA-
YUTEJILHOV CTEeIeHW 3aBUCUT OT BOJIV JIPYTOTO
(GemroOTO OT OOTAaTOrO) M OAMH HOJDKEH IIOHNUM-
HATBCS, a IPYroV eMy IIpuKasbiBaeT (Kak pebe-
HOK IIOYVHSIETCS POAVTEIISM VIV JKeHa MYXY),
OIIVIH CITy>XWUT (KaK IOAEHIINK), JPYTOV eMy IUIa-
T nT.40. (AA 08, S. 292; Kant, 20248, c. 133).

PaccmarpuBass mpobriemy Oemnocty, Kamnrt,
C OIHOVI CTOPOHBI, IOJIaraeT, 4YTO TOCYHapCTBO
JIOJDKHO OKasbIBaTh IIOMOIIL OeTHsIKaM depe3
crielaIbHble (POHIIBL U paciiperiesieHvie CPeriCTB,
IIOJIyYeHHBIX C HaJIOrOB Ha MMYILIECTBO COCTOSI-
TeJIbHBIX IpakaaH. C Apyroi — oH abCOIIOTHO He
IIpeirioyiaraeT HaJIM4msl y TOCyIapCTBa 00s13aHHO-
CTM TIOMOTaTh I'pakJaHaM IIOBBIIIATh CBOVI COLIV-
aJIBHBIN cTaTyc. Te, KTO MOJIy4YnJI HEOOXOOVIMYIO
IIOMOIIIb, JOJDKHBI, coryiacHo KaHTy, 11asiee moBbI-
IIaTh CBOe 0JIarOCOCTOSIHIE CaMOCTOSITEIIBHO, I10-
CKOJIBKY IIapasuTHU4ecKoe CylllecTBOBaHMe I'paXk-
HaH ObUIO OBl «HecIIpaBeJIMBBIM OpeMeHeM» IS
obrmmectBa (AA 06, S. 325—326; KanT, 2014, c. 349).
H. Canues-Magpup, cunraert, yrto 1 Kanra st
paccy>XKaeHMs CBg3aHbl C TEMOV JIMYHOIO CTpeM-
JIeHVs K CUacThIO, TEMOV BbIOOpa Ha CBOe yCMOTpe-
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within the capitalist economy — Kant does not
raise this problem, the sole exception being the
question of abolishing hereditary privileges
of social status and property ownership (the
theme is discussed in the final part of this
article). Kant considered natural the difference
of status between active and passive citizens in
accordance with their position in society and
the economy and restriction of voting rights in
accordance with this status:

This uniform equality of human beings
as subjects of a state is, however, perfectly
consistent with the utmostinequality of the mass
in the degree of its possessions, whether these
take the form of physical or mental superiority
over others, or of fortuitous external property
and of particular rights (of which there may be
many) with respect to others. Thus the welfare
of the one depends very much on the will of
the other (the poor depending on the rich), the
one must obey the other (as the child its parents
or the wife her husband), the one serves (the
labourer) while the other pays, etc. (TP, AA 08,
p- 292; Kant, 1991, p. 75).

Analysing the problem of poverty Kant, on
the one hand, believes that the state should
render assistance to the poor through special
funds and distribution of the money raised by
taxing the property of the well-to-do citizens.
On the other hand, it does not occur to him that
the state is duty-bound to help its citizens to
raise their social status. Having received due
assistance, recipients of such help, in Kant’s
opinion, should thenceforth better themselves
independently because the parasitic existence
of citizens would be “an unjust burdening”
for society (MS RL, AA 06, p. 326; Kant, 1996c,
p- 469). Nuria Sanchez-Madrid (2025, p. 38)
believes that this argument in Kant’s case
has to do with the theme of personal pursuit
of happiness, the theme of choice at one’s
discretion and happiness is the result of success



HIe, a cCaMO CYacThe — pe3yJIbTaT ycIexa Ha KJlac-
CUYecKOM JInbepastbHOM peIHKe (Sanchez-Madrid,
2025, p. 38), KOTOpBIVI, KaK M3BECTHO, He [IaeT ra-
paHTWVI, TPeOys JIMIHOV aKTUBHOCTL.

TaxvMm 00pa3oM, MOXHO clieslaTh BBIBOJ, UTO,
HeCMOTPsI Ha BBICOKYIO IIeHHOCTb IIpaBa B €ro
vbepasIbHOM CMBIC/Ie, KOTOPYIO ITpOBO3IJIallla-
eT Jeccen, oH pacxogutca ¢ KanTtoMm B noHmma-
HUY COOTHOIIIEHNSI CBOOOIBI M paBeHCTBa, a Tak-
JKe COOTHOIIeHNs TIpaBa M Orara. Popmyupys
npuHIMIIBEL pedpopMm, KaHT ocraHasimBaeTcs Ha
paBeHcTBe mpaB. Korma Teccen pasOmupaer Temy
paBeHCTBa IIAHCOB® Ha peam3anuio npas, KauT
BIIOJIHE TIOTIa/iaeT II0f], ero KPUTMKY Kak IIpefl-
CTaBUTEIIb KJIacCUYecKoro mbeparmsma. Purto-
copmnsa KaHTa He comepXWUT IIPeAIIOCBUIOK IS
COMVKeHMS COIMAITMCTIYeCKMX U JIOepaIbHbIX
OpyHOUIIOB. Mogestb 3Bomonyy cornansMa lec-
CeH CTPOWUT Ha IPUHIINIIaX AuaieKTrKu [eresis.

3. O011ecTBeHHBIV JOTOBOP ¥ 00IIasi BOJIA:
VHIOVMBUIBI Y TPYIIIBI

Kak yxe ymommHaocs, KjrrodeBasi Ipo0iemMa
nms leccena B ero aHaimse MCTOPUM VE€OJIOI A
nubepann3Ma ¥ COLMaaM3Ma — 3TO COYeTaHWe
cBOOOIBI ¥ IIpaBa, 3a KOTOpbIe paTyeT Jmbepa-
JIV3M, C PaBEHCTBOM, CITPaBeJIJIMBOCTBIO 1 Or1aroMm,
K KOTOPBIM cTpeMuTcst conmamsm. Korma mHacTy-
IIVJTO BpeMsl pacIiBeTa MOHOITOJIVA V1 XY IIITNIIOCH
TIoJIOKeHVe pabounx, IpeAcTaBUTeNIsIM Jnbepa-
JIM3Ma CTaJlo SICHO, UTO TpedyeTcsl «TapaHTMs OCy-
IT[eCTBJIEHNS IIPaB Ha JIOCTOVHOE CYIIIeCTBOBaHME,
obecrieyeHMs1 KaXkZIOMy CBOOOIBI M PaBEeHCTBa B

5 (DopMyna «paBHbIE IMAHCHI [T KaXXIIOT0» OTHOCUTCA K
yd4eHMIo HoBoro jmbepamsMa (cM.: I'eccer, 2010z, c. 75);
OfHaKo Il 'ecceHa He MeHee BaKHO BCTaTh UYAaCTUIHO
Ha CTOPOHY HOBOIO COLMaIM3Ma B BOIIPOCE PaBEHCTBA,
II03TOMY, CTPOTO TOBOPSI, OH JKeJlaeT OOJIBIIEro, ueM pa-
BEHCTBO IIIAHCOB, a MIMEHHO COYeTaTh «IIPaBO BO3MOXKHO-
CTeVl W IIpaBO paclipelie/leHns OOIIeCTBEHHOro Oriara»,
KaK XapakTepusyioT 370 crpemwsteHne M.IO. 3arupHsik n
H. A. Imurpuesa (3arupssik, [Imutpuesa, 2026, c. 86). T'o-
BOP#I O I'WIIbIIen3Me, ['ecceH XxapaKTepu3yeT COLaIi3M Kak
«IIPaBO JINLIA Ha IPOsBJIeHVe CBOeV X03:ucmbeHHot akmub-
Hocmu, T.e. Ha cBoOomHbI Tpy» (l'eccen, 2010p, c. 234).
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in the classical liberal market, which of course
offers no guarantees and demands personal
effort.

The conclusion suggests itself that in spite of
the high value of right in its liberal sense which
Hessen proclaims, he diverges from Kant on
the issue of the relation between freedom and
equality as well as the relation between right
and good. When Kant formulates principles of
reform Kant stops at equality of rights. When
Hessen examines the problem of equal chances®
to exercise rights, Kant is a legitimate target
of his critique as a representative of classical
liberalism. Kant’s philosophy does not contain
prerequisites of a rapprochement between the
socialist and liberal principles. Hessen’s model
of the evolution of socialism is based on the
principles of Hegel’s dialectics.

3. The Social Contract and Common Will:
Individuals and Groups

As mentioned above, the key problem for
Hessen in his analysis of the history of liberal
and socialist ideologies is the combination of
freedom and law, championed by liberalism
and equality, justice and good championed by
socialism. When monopolies began to flourish,
and the plight of workers worsened, liberals
realised that there needs to be a “guarantee
of the exercise of the right to dignified
living, freedom for everyone and equality in
their new, broader interpretation” (Hessen,

> The formula “equal chances for each” puts the
teaching of the new liberalism in a nutshell (see Hessen,
2010d, p. 75); but for Hessen it is no less important
to partially take the side of socialism on the issue of
equality. Therefore, strictly speaking, he wants more
than equality of chances, to wit, to combine “the law of
opportunities and the law of distribution of the social
good”, according to Zagirnyak and Dmitrieva (2026,
p. 86). Speaking about Guild Socialism, Hessen (2010d,
p. 234) describes socialism as “a person’s right to be
economically active, i.e. to free labour”.
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VIX HOBOM, pacHIvpeHHOM IoHMMaHUM» (Tecces,
20107, c. 79). IlpenmourmtesrbHOM POPMOVI ITpaB-
JIeHUs 11 peaIv3allui 3Tovi rapaHTum lecceH
Tojiarajl JeMOKpaTUIecKyto pecyoinmky. OgHako
cBoboria B Hell — 3TO He IIPsIMOe ydacTie Ipaxk-
JlaH B FOCYZapCTBEHHOV BJIacTH, Kak ObUIO B JIpeB-
HeVl JIeMOKpaTuV, VI He He3aBUCHMOCTb OT 3TOM
BJIaCTM, KaK CYMTAJIOCHh B KJIACCYEeCKOM JInOepa-
ym3Me (Tam xe). [apanTyis cBOOOIBI 1 paBeHCTBA B
HOBOVI JIEMOKPaTVV BbIPAXKaeTCsl, C OJHOVI CTOPO-
HBI, B cTapovi popMyJie: cileflyeT IIpUBIeKaTh V-
POKMe cJIoM Hapoya, 3aHTepecOBaHHBIE B pellle-
HUM 3a7a4, K 3aKOHOIATEJIbCTBY ¥ YIIPABIIEHVIIO
yepe3 paciivipeHne m3duparepHoro mpasa (Tam
Xe, ¢. 79). C mpyroii ke CTOpOHBI, HOBOMY JIOepa-
JIVI3MY TIPUIXOLMUTCS CUUTATHCS C TeM, YTO OOpbOy
MeX]1y cOOOVI BeIly T epyniis TpaXkIaH «pas3INnIHO-
rO COLMAJIPHOTO Beca ¥ 3HadyeHWs», KOTOpble I10-
JIy4aloT CBOe BbIpakeHVe B Pas3/IMUYHBIX COI03ax
SKOHOMMYECKOTO ¥ IOJINTUYECKOTO XapaKTepa,
TOJIBKO C IPYIIIaMV FOCYAAPCTBO CTOUT JIUIIOM K
iy (Tam xe, c. 92). DTV COFO3BI-OOITHOCTY, B TOM
YlICITe HaXOIIIVecss B MeHBIIIVIHCTBE, BEICTYIIAiOT
«HOCUTEJISIMU 00ujux, m.e. 00vexmubHuix VIHTEpe-
COB XO03sIVICTBa U KyJIbTy pbl» (Tam xe, c. 112).

Pomne rocymapcrsa Ieccer BUOMUT B TOM, «4TO-
ObI MPUOOITNTE BCe TPYIIIBL, Ha KOTOpbIe pasie-
JIEHO OOITeCcTBO, K co3maHmio obrert Bonm»® (Tam
xe, c. 93). VmerHbple OINIIOHEHTHI KJIACCIYIECKO-
ro ymbepannsMa pazob1adasiv oOIITyIO BOJIIO Kak
duKIMIO, KaK OOIIHOCTb, KOTOpasi HETOCTVIKU-
Ma, ITOCKOJIBKY HEBO3MOXKHO COIJIAIlleHVe MeXXITy
KJIacCaM¥ C AVaMeTPasIbHO IIPOTMBOIIOIOKHBIMI
nHTepecamn (Tam xe, c. 90). I'eccen ¢ omopornt Ha
ydeHVe TWIBIEVICKOTO COITMasIi3Ma CTPOUT CTY-
[IleH4YaTyio cxeMy dopMupoBaHMs OOIer BOJIN
KaK IIpoliecca OCO3HaHWMS CBEPXIMYHBIX IIeJier,
Ve v 3aa4: OT MHAVBUA K TpyIIme (TWIbaun),
OT I'PyHIBl K OOIIeCTBy B paMKax rocydapcTBa.
OcHoBaHMe COMIAPHOCTY TPYIIIbI, IO MBIC/IN
T'eccena, OTHIONL He MeXaHMYECKOe, ero 00pasyroT
He TOJIPKO OIVMHAKOBBblE VMIHTEPECHL I'PYIIIbI «SB-

®Cwm. Takke: (3armprsk, 2020a, c. 83; 20200).
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2010d, p. 79). For Hessen the preferable
form of such a guarantee was the democratic
republic. However, in it freedom is not direct
participation of citizens in state power, as in
ancient democracy, nor independence from
power, the view taken by classical liberalism
(ibid.). The guarantee of freedom and equality
in the new democracy is manifested, on the one
hand, in the old formula: broad social strata
interested in the solution of problems should
be involved in law-making and governance
by extending voting rights (ibid., p. 79). On
the other hand, new liberalism has to reckon
with the fact that the struggle is waged
between groups of citizens “of different social
weight and significance” which form various
economic and political alliances, and the state
deals directly only with groups (ibid., p. 92).
These alliances and communities, including
minorities, are “the bearers of general, i.e.
objective, interests of the economy and culture”
(ibid., p. 112).

Hessen sees the role of the state in
“involving all the groups into which society
is divided in creating the common will”®
(ibid., p. 93). The opponents of classical
liberalism exposed the common will as
a fiction, a community that is impossible
because there can be no agreement between
classes with diametrically opposite interests
(ibid., p. 90). Hessen, leaning on the ideas of
Guild Socialism, builds a step scheme of the
formation of the common will as a process of
growing awareness of supra-individual goals,
ideas and tasks: from individual to group
(guild), from group to society in the framework
of the state. Group solidarity, Hessen points
out, is not mechanical, it arises not only from
similar interests: groups “are bearers of a
supra-individual task-idea which unites [...] by

6See also Zagirnyak (2020a, p. 83; 2020b).



JISIIOTCSL  HOCUTEJISIMU HEKOTOPOW CBEPXJINYHOM
3afaun-uaen, KoTopas OOBenVHSeT BXOMSIINX
B HUX JIUII... ob'u;Hocmbro CAYXKeHUSA 00HOU U MOl
ke 0bvexmubHo 3a0aue, OOIITHOCTBIO BBITIOITHEHMS
OITHOVI V1 TOVI JKe obrecTBeHHOM PyHKIMM» (Tam
xe, ¢. 103). B mponoimkeHme stont Mbician TecceH
uutupyer Anpu (Xenmpuka) me Mana: «Comnmu-
JIApPHOCTB B CMBICTIe OOIIero KJIacCOBOrO MHTepeca
BO3HMKaeT B coOpaHMN, a He Y cTaHKa Ha daOpu-
Ke» U YKpeIUIgeTcs yepe3 Co3HaHVie OOIITHOCTH CO-
IIM1aJIBHO-2TVYECKOV 1171V, Yepe3 HOBOe IIPaBOBOe
uayBcTBO (Tam xe, c. 378).

OnHaxko nmbeparnm3M oKas3asicsi HeCIIoCOOHBIM
IPUHSTh VIMEHHO 3TOT OOBEIVMHSIONIN IOTeH-
IIVaJI TPYIIIOBBIX 3a/a4 JIJIs1 CAaMOCO3HaHMs OOI1e-
CTBEHHBIX TPYIIII U COIO30B, 11 B 3TOM, IO OIIeHKe
TecceHa, cOCTOUT OrpaHMYEHHOCTH JIOepaIn3-
Ma, Jake B HOBBIX ero popmax. VI3-3a aToro jimbe-
pajiv3M HO-IIpeXXHeMy BOCIIPUMHMMAaeT JIMYHOCTD
KaK aOCOJTFOTHO aBTOHOMHYIO, BHE COJIMIIAPHO-
CTV, VI TAaKOe «MeXaHI4YeCcKoe BO33peHe Ha o0I1e-
CTBO» sIBJIsIeTCs 3a0JTy K/IeHMeM, Kak 3asByisgeT lec-
ceH, rofaepxuBasi MHeHMe J1. [Trorvt v HeKOTOPbIX
Opyrux KpuTukos bepamsma (Tam xe, c. 100).

I'ecceH moguepKMBaeT, YTO TWIIBIEM3M JAOITyCKa-
eT MHOroobpasvie popM BOIUIOIIEHIS, KOTOPBIE CO
BpeMmeHeM OynyT MeHsThCs (Tam xe, c. 228 —230),
¥ TeM He MeHee OH CUMTAaeT ero yxke repson ¢op-
Mo IpaBoBoro coraimsMa (Tam xe, c. 341). Kon-
TypaMu 3TOroO HOpsifiKa OKa3bIBAIOTCH «IIPOMBIIII-
seHHas nteMokpatus» (Tam ke, c. 230), a TouHee,
dopMupoBaHMe «aBTOHOMHBIX, He 3aBUCHMBIX
OT rocyJapcTBa COIO30B ITPOM3BOIMUTEIIEN], CaMo-
YIIPaBJISIOIIVIXCS COITIAaCHO CBOEMY COOCTBEHHO-
My 1ipaBy» (Tam xe, c. 237). ITonoOHble rytbaMsM
KOpIHopaluy — 3TO OpraHuYecKue coro3bl. Tocy-
JIapCTBO IIPV 3TOM MBICJIUTCA KaK KOOPAMHATOP,
Ybsl POJIb COCTOUT B TOM, UTOOBI peryInpoBaTh U
COIVIacOBBIBaTh COIO3HBIE 1 OOIIerocy/1apcTBeH-
Hble OTHOIIIEHWS VI IIpaBOBble HOPMBI. JInyHO-

7Vlpes commabHOrO mpasa y I'eccena npenmosaraer, Kak
ykasbiBaeT M. O. 3arnpHsIK, 4To «MHAWBWU/I MOXeT COCTO-
SITh OJJTHOBPEMEHHO BO MHOTVIX COLMAJIBHBIX OOIITHOCTSIX,
9TOOBI MaKCMMaJIbHO peasi30BaTh COOCTBEHHYIO CBOOO-
ny» (3arupmsik, 2019, c. 125).
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shared commitment to one and the same objective
task, common performance of one and the same
social function” (ibid., p. 103). To bolster his
argument, Hessen quotes Henri (Hendrik) de
Man: “Solidarity in the sense of common class
interest arises in a meeting and not in front of a
machine tool at a factory” and is strengthened
by the consciousness of a common socio-ethical
goal, a new legal awareness” (ibid., p. 378).

to take
advantage of this particular unifying potential
of group tasks for the self-consciousness of
social groups and alliances, which, Hessen
argues, shows the limitations of liberalism,
even in its new forms. That is why liberalism
still perceives the individual as absolutely
autonomous, solidarity. This
“mechanical view of society” is a delusion —
this is what Hessen claims, supporting the
views of Léon Duguit and some other critics of
liberalism (ibid., p. 100).

Hessen stresses that Guild Socialism may
take various forms and may change over time
(ibid., pp. 228-230), and yet he considers it
to be an early form of rule-of-law socialism
(ibid., p. 341). The outlines of this order are
seen in “industrial democracy”, or rather, the

However, liberalism failed

outside

formation of “autonomous unions of producers
independent from the state, self-governing
according to their own laws” (ibid., p. 230, cf.
p. 237). Guild-like corporations are organic
unions. The state is a coordinator whose role
consists in regulating and coordinating the
relations between the unions and the state and
legal norms.” Individuals identify themselves
not as representatives of society as a whole, but
as members of “socio-cultural communities”.
This is how Mikhail Zagirnyak (2020a, p. 85)

7 Hessen's view of social law assumes that “the
individual may simultaneously be a member of many
social communities in order to exercise his freedom to
the maximum” (see Zagirnyak, 2019, p. 125).



A. C. 3ms0ep

CTU MIOeHTUPUIMPYIOT ceOsi He KaK IIpeCcTaBu-
TeJIV BCero oOIecTsa B 11€JI0M, a KaK y4aCTHVUKM
«COIVIOKYJIBTYPHBIX MHOXeCTB» — TaK 0000ImIa-
eT paccyxneHus Ileccena M.IO. 3arnpnsax, 1o-
GaBJIsIst, YTO ITO BaXKHO /718 ITpeoOpa3oBaHMs pas-
JIVTYHBIX MOZIeJIell IIpaBoIopsiiKa (BOZHMKAIOIIVIX
B 9TMX MHOXXeCTBaX) B COITMaJIbHOe eMMHCTBO® (3a-
rupHsK, 2020a, c. 85; cm.: Teccen, 2010z, c. 111, 230).

B cooTBeTcTBUI ¢ HOBOVI POJIBIO COIO30B B I'O-
CyIapcTBe cileflyeT OOIOJIHUTh KjlacCuyecKoe 3a-
KOHOZIaTeJIbHOe OOIIerpakJaHCKoe 11 ITapTUITHOe
IIpeJICTaBUTeIIbCTBO OTPaciIeBbIM IIpeiCTaBUTeIIb-
crBoM’. B wactHoCTH, Citenys 3a J1. droru, Ieccen
BUIUT pellleHre 3TOW 3a7adi B [IBYXIlaJlaTHOV
CHCTeMe ITapJlaMeHTa, B KOTOPOM COYeTaloTCs Ila-
JIaThl Ha OCHOBE «JIMYHOIrO» M Ha OCHOBE «peaJlb-
HOTo» WIN «(PyHKIMOHAJIBHOTO», IIpefICTaBy-
TeJIbCTBA, TIOCKOJIBKY eVHBIV ITapIaMeHT B 11eJI0M
OKasbIBaeTCsl BO MHOIMX BOIIpOCax HeIOCTaTou-
Ho KoMmnereHTeH (Brrackmu, Epmitaes, 2004, c. 46;
cm.: Teccen, 20107, c. 244). D10 yXXe 3HaUMUTeIIbHAS
TpaHcpopMalysg KIacCYecKom ey pecIryosim-
K11, CTOPOHHMKOM KoTopovi OpuT 1 KaHT.

115t TecceHa Ba>KHBI BCe T€ OCHOBBI TTOJIOXKEHVASI
rpakJIaHMHa, KOoTopele Bbersier KaHT: cBOOO-
71a, PaBeHCTBO, CaMOCTOsITelIbHOCTH (AA 08, S. 290;
Kanrt, 20248, c. 131). OgHaxo y I'eccena Ha nmepsom
MecTe CTOSAT cBOOOIA VI paBEHCTBO, IIPUYEM pPaBeH-

$Yt0 KacaeTcs cOIMaIbHOIO eIMHEeHs, TO I Hero He-
JIOCTaTOYHO OITHOVI COJIVITAPHOCTH, B [JOIIOJIHEHVE K He
l'eccen mpemyiarast MCIIOIB30BaTh IIOHSTHE VHTETPALN
(cm.: 3armprsik, 2020a, c. 90).

?A.T. Bitackua 1 A. A. Epmuues nosnaraiot, uto [ecceH
BBICTYIIaeT 3a 3aMeHY KJIaCCMYeCKOTo pasiesleHIs BjlacTeit
PyHKIIMOHAIBHO-OTpac/IeBbIM pasiesleHreM, B KOTOPOM
«3KOHOMIYECKVIE VHCTUTYTHI IOJIY4YatoT IINPOKYIO aBTO-
HOMMIO OT TOCyZIapCTBa U HaUMHAIOT TECHUTD IIPeICTaB-
TeJIbHYIO JleMOoKpaTuio» (Biackun, Epmiraes, 2004, c. 46).
Ha Mot B35/, Takasl TPaKTOBKa JI0BOJIBHO pajiViKayibHa
v unes ['ecceHa KacaeTcs TOIBKO 3aKOHOIATE/ILHOM BiIa-
ctu. OtHaKO 1107100HBIE BOIIPOCH O TPAHMIIAX TVITBIEN3-
Ma BITOJIHe 000cHOBaHHBL COM03bI 00Pa3yIoT «MHOXECTBO
IpyT Ha Opyra HaKIaJbIBAOIIVIXCS VI B3aMIMHO OrpaHM-
YEHHBIX COLMAJIBHBIX IIPABOIOPSIIKOB» — TaK XapakTe-
pusyer oty upeto I1.T. lexposnukuit (Iemposmiikmiz,
2024, c. 330). «I IrropamsmMoM paBOIOPSIKOB» Ha3bIlBaeT
a1y npeto A. Bammiknit (Baymkmz, 2012, c. 524).
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sums up Hessen’s argument, adding that this is
important for transforming various models of
order (arising in these communities) into social
unity® (cf. Hessen, 2010d, pp. 111, 230).

In view of the new role of the unions within
the state the classical civil legislation and
party representation should be complemented
by sectoral representation.” Thus, following
Duguit, Hessen sees a solution to this problem
in the bicameral parliament in which the
chambers are elected on a mixed “personal”
“functional” representation
basis, while the united parliament is often not
competent enough on many issues (Vlaskin
and Ermichev, 2004, p. 46; cf. Hessen, 2010d,
p. 244). This is a significant transformation of
the classical idea of the republic which Kant
supported.

Hessen agrees with the fundamental
principles of civil rights singled out by Kant:
freedom, equality, independence (TP, AA 08,
p- 290; Kant, 1991, p. 74). But he puts first
freedom and equality, equality of chances
and not only rights; solidarity trails the first
two. Independence, with Kant, first has a
touch of meritocracy, which undermines
equality, because of limited voting rights (TP,
AA 08, pp. 291-292; Kant, 1991, p. 75). Second,
according to Kant, independence includes

and “real” or

8 As for social unity, solidarity alone is not sufficient for
it, so that Hessen proposed to complement it with the
concept of integration (see Zagirnyak, 2020a, p. 90).

? Andrey G. Vlaskin and Aleksandr A. Ermichev (2004
p- 47) believe that Hessen wants to see the classical
separation of powers replaced by functional-sectoral
division in which “economic institutions gain broad
autonomy from the state and begin to make inroads on
representative democracy”. I think his interpretation
goes a bit too far because Hessen has in mind only the
legislative branch. That said, such questions about the
limits of Guild Socialism are justified. Unions form “a
multitude of social legal orders that criss-cross and
mutually limit one another”. This is Shchedrovitsky’s
assessment of the idea (Shchedrovitsky, 2024, p. 330).
Walicki (1987, p. 436) calls it “the plurality of legal
orders”.



CTBO He TOJIBKO IIpaB, HO U IIIaHCOB; 3a HUMU CJle-
nyet conuaapHocTb. CaMocTosTestbHOCTD Y KanTa,
BO-TIEPBBIX, COXPaHseT HEKOTOPBIVI HaJleT MePUTO-
KpaTuy, KOTOPBIV IIOApbIBae€T PaBeHCTBO BBUIY
orpaHn4eHUN B m3buparerrbHOM ItpaBe (AA 08,
S. 291-292; Kanr, 20248, c. 132—133). Bo-BTOpBIX,
CaMOCTOATEeIPHOCTh BKJIIOUaeT, 1o KanTty, «ca-
MO3aKOHOIATeJIbCTBO» KaK TaKoe CYXXeHMe WH-
IVBUAYaJIbHOTO pasyMa, B KOTOPOM HpPOsIBJIeT-
csi oblIedesioBevyeckoe eIVHCTBO pasyMa. B aTom
acItleKTe KaHTOBCKAsl WMesI CaMOCTOSTEeITHbHOCTU
KopeHUTCs B upee Pycco 06 oOrert Bojie Kak ro-
j1oce coBecTn. [ecceH oTMe4aeT 3TOT MOMEHT IIpe-
eMcTBeHHOCTH Mexny Pycco m KanToM B TpakTa-
Te «OcHoBbl nerarornkm» (leccen, 1995, c. 70—71),
BBICOKO OLIeHMBas VeI cBOOOIBI KaK aBTOHOMWVA,
nmerorytocs n'y Pycco, ny Kanra. Ho cam I'eccen
He IPUHVIMaeT HY Ty, HU APYTyIO TPaKTOBKY. [11s
Hero CyTh 3aKOHOJaTeJIbCTBa He CTOJIBKO B MH[IV-
BUJIyaIbHOVI aBTOHOMMM, CKOJIBKO B peasi3aliui
TPYHIIOBOV 3aJauu-yzeyt 1 TPYIIIOBBIX MHTepe-
coB. B aTom cMmblIcsie B cpaBHenmn ¢ KanToMm y Tec-
CceHa Ha MeCTO CaMOCTOSTE/ILHOCTI BCTAeT COJIM-
JIapHOCTB, TOUHee, OHA CTAHOBUTCS HEOOXOIVIMOV
HaJICTPOVIKOVI HaJl MHAVBUAYaJIbHBIM BBIOOPOM
pu popMMpOBaHMY TOJIOCA 3aKOHOATeIs.
[eccen oTBOOMT rocymapcTBy pojib apOuTpa,
npugaroiero 6opede Kj1accoB IIpaBoBYIO popmy,
¥ B 9TOM OH BUAUT OTHOBPEMEHHO U «Pe3KMII OT-
X0fl, HOBOro JinbepasmsMa OT KJIaCCUMYeCKOro, U
BEPHOCTb €r0 OCHOBHOMY MOTWMBY IIOCJIETHETO»
(Teccen, 20107, c. 93). Takmum oOpa3om, TapIaMeHT
JIOJDKeH BBICTYIIaTh VMHCTPYMEHTOM HOCTVIKEHVIS
«paBHOBECVSI KJIIACCOBBIX CVJI», HO He «OPYIVEM...
Kj1accoBoro rocrozctsa» (Tam xe, c. 316). B sTom
paBHOBecUM J[JO/DKHa (POPMMpPOBaThCs 00IIas
BOJISI Ha IIyTU «IIOCTEIIEHHBIX IIpeoOpa3oBaHMII
" pedOpMBI OT/EJIBHBIX YKe CYIIeCTBYIOMINX Y-
pexnennin» (Tam xe, c. 72, cm. Taxxe c. 90).
I'ecceH miosiaraet, yToO KJIaCCMYECKWMV M HOBBIV
vbepaiaM O0BeaVHSeT IIOHVMaHVe TOro, YTO
0011125 BOJISI — 9TO He TOTOBas JAHHOCTH IIpu pop-
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“self-legislation,” the judgment of individual
reason in which the general human unity of
reason is manifested. From that point of view
the Kantian idea of independence has its roots
in Rousseau’s idea of common will as the
voice of conscience. Hessen notes this instance
of continuity between Rousseau and Kant in
his treatise on Fundamentals of Pedagogy as a
judgment of individual reason (Hessen, 1995,
pp- 70-71), praising the idea of freedom as
autonomy which is found both in Rousseau
and in Kant. Hessen accepts neither of the
two interpretations. For him the essence of
legislation is not so much individual autonomy
as the implementation of the group task-idea
and group interests. Unlike Kant, Hessen puts
solidarity in place of independence, or rather,
solidarity becomes a necessary superstructure
on top of individual choice in forming the
legislator’s vote.

Hessen (2010d, p. 93) assigns to the state
the role of arbiter which gives legal form to the
struggle between social classes, seeing this at
once as “an abrupt turn of the new liberalism
away from the classical variety and adherence
to the latter’s leitmotit”. Thus, parliament must
be an instrument of “balancing class forces”
but not “a weapon of class dominance” (ibid.,
p. 316). This balance should form the common
will through “gradual transformations and
reform of some existing institutions” (ibid.,
pp- 72, 90).

Hessen notes that classical and new
liberalisms share the view that common will
is not a given in the forming of the parliament,
but neither is it a fiction, being “an assignment
of political action” as well as a “regulator, or
method of ruling” (ibid., p. 90). Common will
is not a fact but a process; it is formed in search
of a compromise between the interests of social
groups (ibid., pp. 90-91).
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MM POBaHWM ITapJIaMeHTa, HO 1 He (PUKIINS, a «3a-
JaHvie HOJIMTUYeCKOro JIeVICTBIS», a TaKXe «pery-
JIATVB, VUIV MeTOf, BiIacTBoBaHMs» (TaMm xe, c. 90).
Ob1ras Bosit — 3T0 He PaKT, HO npoyecc; oHa op-
MUpyeTcs B IIOVICKe KOMITPOMYICCa MeX]1y MHTepe-
camm obmmecTBeHHBIX Tpy1n (Tam e, c. 90—91).

KanT He paspabarbiBajl TeMy TpYIIIOBBIX MH-
TepecoB B CBSA3M ¢ TeMow obrent Bonm™. OH 1of1-
YepKMBaJl, YTO «OOIIasi BOJIS» He paBHA «BOJIe
Beex»!! 1 UTO «OODBemMHeHre BCceX OTHeIBHBIX U
YacTHBIX BOJIb B Hapoje B OHY OOIIYIO BOJIIO» —
3TO MepBOHAYAIBHBIV JJOTOBOP, KOTOPBIV II0 CYTH
SBJISIETCS MIEeVl pasyMa IS CYKIeHMs 3aKOHO-
narensd (AA 08, S. 297, Kanr, 20248, c. 139). Kor-
na I'eccer obcy>kmaeT nyeto oOIIIelt BOJIN, OH CCBI-
7aetcsi Ha Pycco, MOCKOIBKY TOT ObUT IVOHEPOM
B (POpMYJIVIPOBKe ViZIeVl COBIIafieHVIsI OOIert BOIN
«C eCcTeCTBEHHBIMM ITpaBaMm rpaxpaHmHa» ([ec-
ceH, 2010x, c. 90, mpumeu.). [eccen ormpaeTcst Ha
TpakToBKy I.]I. ['ypBiua, kxorma mpuBOONUT Te3ucC
O TOM, YTO «T'OCIIOHCTBO OOILEVt BOIM OBLIO IJIst
Hero [Pycco], B cymiHOCTHM, He yeM MHBIM, Kak “cy-
Gepenumemom npaba”» (Tam xe, c. 106, mpumeu.).
KaHTOBCKyIO perentinio KOHIIEIIINI OOIIIelt BOJIN
Pycco Teccen Toxe oTMedaeT, HO B creluduye-
ckoM atiueckoM koHTekcTe (Ieccen, 2010a, c. 718).

Taxum oOpasoM, KoHIlemusi pecrnyOnuMku y
Kanra n I'eccena mmMeeT cy1ecTBeHHbIE OTIIVYNASL.
Eme crmipHee oTiIMYaroTcs «COIMAAPHOCTB» lec-
CeHa 1 «CaMOCTOSITeJIBHOCTh» IpaxgaH y KanTa.
Vcroxom nioHsTMS 0011ent Bosin y ecceHa city xmT
npexpae Bcero dpwiocodust Pycco, xoTst obrmi
CMBICIT ¥ IIPOLIeCCyasIbHBIVI acleKT mieu oorernt
sosn y Kanra v T'eccena 63kt

B «Crope ¢akxyspTeToB» €CTb CTpaHWMIIBL, Ha KOTO-
peix KanT paccyxmaer o6 mMHTepecax pasHBIX COCIIO-
BUVL: IyXOBEHCTBA, IBOPSHCTBA, a KPOMe TOTO, BBICIIIETO
YYHOBHIYECTBA, Bpader, IOPUCTOB 1 Prrocodos (Kak
mpezcrasuTesieit prtocodpckoro gaxysbTeTa), TO €CTh
TPyTI, Y KOTOPBIX €CTh, MOXKHO CKa3aTh, KOPIIOPATUB-
Hble MHTepeck (cM.: 3wisbep, 2016, c. 41) wim 1o Kpan-
HelI Mepe oIrpenesieHHble oOmye yerpemiernst. Ho Kanr
paccyxmaeT o0 3TOM B CBsI3M C BOIIPOCOM O CBOOOZIe CJIo-
Ba, Hay4YHOV KPUTMKE 1 paBeHCTBe cTaTyca paKyJIbTeTOB
yHamBepcuteta (AA 07, S. 18-23; KanrT, 2024r, c. 260-265).
' KaHT He aKIIeHTVPOBaI 3Ty TeMy, 1 ['ecceH rmmieT o Hemt
CO CCBUIKOVI MMeHHO Ha Pycco.
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Kant did not work on the theme of group
interests in connection with the theme of
common will." He stressed that “common will”
is not the same as “will of all”," and that “a
coalition of the wills of all private individuals
in a nation to form a common, public will” is
the original contract which is essentially ideas
of reason to be judged by the law-maker (TP,
AA 08, p. 297; Kant, 1991, p. 79). When Hessen
discusses the idea of the common will he cites
Rousseau because the latter was a trail-blazer
in forming the idea that common will coincided
with “the natural rights of the citizen” (Hessen,
2010d, p. 90). Hessen leans on the interpretation
of Gurvitch, citing the thesis that “the
dominance of the common will for Rousseau is
essentially “the sovereignty of the right” (ibid.,
p- 106). Hessen (2010a, p. 718), too, notes Kant’s
reception of Rousseau’s concept of the common
will, but he does so in a specifically ethical
context.

Thus, there are essential differences in the
way Kant and Hessen interpret the concept
of the republic. Hessen’s “solidarity” and
Kant’s “independence” of citizens stand still
further apart. Hessen borrowed the concept
of the common will primarily from Rousseau,
even though Kant and Hessen have similar
perceptions of the general meaning and the
processual character of the idea of common
will.

0In Dispute of Faculties there are pages in which Kant
reflects on the interests of various social estates: the
clergy, the nobility and also top bureaucrats, doctors,
lawyers and philosophers (as representatives of the
philosophical faculty), i.e. groups which can be said to
have corporate interests (see Zilber, 2016, p. 41) or at
least certain common wishes. But Kant’s reflections are
connected with the question of freedom of expression,
academic criticism and equality of the status of
university faculties (SF, AA 07, pp. 18-23; Kant, 1996b,
pp. 247-251).

1 Kant did not labour this theme, and Hessen writes
about it citing Rousseau.



4. ®uocodus xo3sarcTBa
Y IIPUMHIUIIBI COOCTBEHHOCTH

CornacHo TecceHy, XO3dVICTBEHHass MMCCHUS
IIPaBOBOrO ColMaiM3Ma COCTOUT B IIPOTUBOJIEV-
CTBUM MOHOIIOJICTaM pajli COXpaHeHWsl YecT-
HOVI KOHKYPeHIIMM, a TaKXXe B yCTpaHeHUN Kparvi-
HUX ¢dopM conmaibHoro HepapeHcTsa. K atomy
yXe Ipulllesl HOBBIVI JIMOepan3M: Halpumep,
KOHIIEMITN «TOCyJapcTBa HapOIHOro OrofkeTa»
. JInovip-I>xopnpka mpengycMarpuiBaiia  CTPOV-
TeJILCTBO COLMaIbHBIX 0ObeKTOB M XXWJIbs 11714 pa-
Oourx, ycTaHOBJIeHVe T'YMaHHBIX YCJIOBUIL TPY-
7la, — OIHVM CJIOBOM, ITOMOIIb HY KIAQFOIIVIMCS.
Taxum oOpasom, x0T U B IIpefieiiax «M3BeCTHON
uepThl», JIMbepasiu3M y>ke BMeIIBaeTCsl BO Bce
cdepbl KyJIBTYPHOM XW3HM, U lecceH IOIOXM-
TeJIbHO OlleHMBaeT IOT0OHY 0 [1edTeJIbHOCTh TOCY-
JlapcTBa KaK MMHVMMYM B colnaibHov cdepe (Tam
Xe, c. 86). OmHOBpeMeHHO C 3TUM OH yTBepX/aeT,
4uTO TpebyeTcs OoJIblliee, YeM «IIOMOIIIb CJTA0OMY»:
M3MeHeHVe OCHOB OTHOIIEHUV COOCTBEHHOCTM.
ITpu HeraTMBHOM ITOHMMAaHMV CBOOOIIBI B KJTacCH-
yecKoM JimbepasvsMe 1jid PYHKIIMOHMPOBaHMA
XO3SVICTBA [I0CTaTOYHO OBIJIO, YTOOBI COOCTBEHHM-
KOM BeIIIM CTaJI TOT, KTO «B COCTOSTHWUV ITPOSIBUTH
MaKCVIMyM ITPOM3BOAMTEIBHBIX CUJI, B HaHHOW
Belly COKphIThIX» (TaMm e, c. 85). Ho mmpu MoHo-
IIOJIM3aLIVY Belllb, 10 CYTH, U3bIMaeTCs M3 KOHKY-
PeHIINY, «IlepecTaeT ObITh MaKCHMaJIbHO-TTPOV3-
BoMTENIbHOM» (TaM ke), 37ech yacTHBIN MHTEpecC
IPOTUBOpeYnT o0IeMy OJ1ary, M coOCTBEHHMK
oOpeTaeT OJJTHOCTOpOHHee TOCIIOZICTBO Ha/l, APyTU-
MU JIUIIaM¥, KOTOpPbIe IIPY 3TOM TepsIIoT JINYHYIO0
asroHOMMIO (TaMm xe, c. 77).

B xi1accrueckom sinbepasinsme yacTHas U 00-
IlecTBeHHass COOCTBEHHOCTh — IIPOTMBOIIOCTAB-
JIATIVICh BBUIY MeXaHWYecKOro IOHMMaHMsS 00-
ImecTBa KaK KOHKYPeHIIMM TI0 ITOBOAY YacTHOW
cobcTeenHOCTN. HOBBIVI JTMbOepansM, 1o OlleHKe
I'eccena, He cMOr OCBOOOAMTECS «OT CJIEJIOB MeXa-
HYeCKOV KOHIIEeMIINYM o0IIlecTBa CBOero Ipejiiie-
CTBEHHMKa» B IIOJIHOV Mepe, II0O3TOMY IpU3HaeT
B COOCTBEHHOCTM TOJIBKO VIHIVBWUIYaIbHBIVI €e
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4. Philosophy of Economy
and the Principles of Property

Hessen (2010d, p. 85) maintained that the
economic mission of rule-of-law socialism was
to counteract monopolists in order to preserve
honest competition and to eliminate extreme
forms of social inequality. The new liberalism
had already realised that: for example, the
concept of “the people’s budget” put forward
by David Lloyd George envisaged the building
of social facilities and housing for the workers,
provision of humane labour conditions, in
short, assistance to the needy. Thus, “up to
a point” liberalism was already interfering
in all the spheres of cultural life, and Hessen
gives a positive account of the state’s activity,
at least in the social sphere (ibid., p. 86). At
the same time he claims that more needs to be
done than “helping the weak”: what is needed
is a change of property relations. According
to the negative freedom interpretation in
classical liberalism it is enough if the owner
is “capable of extracting the maximum
productive forces a thing can yield” (ibid.).
But monopolisation effectively withdraws the
thing from competition, the thing ceasing to
yield maximum productivity (ibid.). Here the
private interest contradicts the common good
and the owner gains one-sided dominance over
other people who lose their personal autonomy
in the process (ibid., p. 77).

In classical liberalism private and public
property were seen as opposites owing to the
mechanical view of society as competition over
private property. The new liberalism, Hessen
argues, failed to fully get rid “of the vestiges
of the mechanical conception of society by its
predecessor”, which is why it sees only the
individual meaning of property (ibid., p. 101).
And this at a time when property, “remaining
private is increasingly socialised, i.e. becomes
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cmbictt (Tam xe, c. 101). VI aTo B TO BpeMs, Kak co0-
CTBEHHOCTD, «OCTaBasICh YacTHOW, Bce Dostee 1 0o-
Jlee COILMAJIN3YyeTCs, T.e. CTAHOBUTCA (PyHKIIVeN
XO3SIVICTBEHHOV XKM3HM 00IriecTBa B 11ejioM» (Tam
Xe, . 98). XoTs «cOOCTBEHHOCTH OIpaBiaHa JIUIIIb
KaK IOIpuIIe JIMIHO cBoboas» (Tam xe, c. 77),
obecriedeHne 3Ton (PyHKIMNM TpebyeT, o cjioBaM
I'eccena, ee mpasosont cormarvsaunu (Tam xe,
c. 102; cm. Taxxke: Kynmxos, 2020, c. 112—113). Ile-
pexor coOCTBEHHOCTN K «KOJUIEKTMBHBIM JIMIHO-
crsim» (Teccen, 20101, c. 102) He o3Havaet yrst Tec-
CeHa ee OrocyAapcTBiIeHNsl, IOCKOJIBKY 3aMeHUTh
BJIaCTh KaIlMTAJIVICTOB Ha BJIACTh OIOPOKpaTOB —
He J1yuitiee pertedue (Tam xe, c. 229).

KanT BBIpakaeT cBou mpeu 1o IIOBOAY ITPUH-
LIUIIOB COOCTBEHHOCTV B JIByX OCHOBHBIX KOHTEK-
ctax. IlepBbIt — 3T0 Oa3oBble MPUHIINIIBL IIpaBa
Ha BJIaJIeHVE BEIbI0 1 B OCOOEHHOCTU 3eMJIeVi,
YTO BayKHO U J1JIs1 YaCTHBIX JIVIL, VI IJISI TOCYapCTB.
Ha 3akoHOIaTeIbHOM yPOBHE pellleHVie BOIIPOCOB
COOCTBEHHOCTM OIIpefiesisieTcsl OOIyM ITPUHIIN-
IIOM IIpaBa, IIPaBOBBIM IIOCTYJIATOM IIPAKTIYECKO-
ro pasyma u upeeit obrent oy IIpu 3ToM, Kak
noscHseT K. JlaHrep, 3akoHOmaTelb OTKa3bIBaeT-
Cs1 OT KpUTEPVEB MaTePVaIbHON CITPAaBeIJIMBOCTI
B IOJIB3Y MIeV aBTOHOMHOIO OajlaHca MHTEepecoB
BOBJIeueHHBIX cTopoH (Langer, 1986, S. 191). Bro-
POV KOHTEKCT — 3TO Oortee YacTHBIV (M HOTYM-
HeHHBIVI IIepBOMY) BOITPOC O COOCTBEHHOCTH, I10-
JIyYeHHOVI IO COCJIOBHBIM IIPVBVJIETVISIM.

B KaHTOBCKOVI KOHIIEIIIIVIM T'Pa’kTaHCKOIO CO-
1032 BEPXOBHBIM COOCTBEHHMKOM 3e€MJIV SIBJISIET-
Csl CyBepeH, COITIaCHO Mjilee OObedVHeHMs YacT-
HOVI COOCTBEHHOCTV «IIOf] BJIACTBIO ITyOJIMYHOrO
BceoOI1Iero Biazienbiia» (AA 06, S. 323; Kant, 2014,
c. 339). IlmaBHast PyHKIMS 3TOVI M€ — pacipe-
IeJTh COOCTBEHHOCTDh He uepe3 arperamuio (M-
NVIPUYECKNI TIepexol] OT YacTel K 1ieJIoMy), a Ha
OCHOBE «HeoOXOomMOoro opMasIbHOTO IIPVHIIN-
a pacnpedeserus» (Ibid.; Tam xe). D10 o3Hauaer,
YTO BCe OOV He CKJIAIbIBAIOTCS, a Kak Obl cyIvBa-
I0TCS B O0IIIee 11e710€e, 113 KOTOPOTO 3aTeM KaKIIbIN
COOCTBEHHVIK IIOJTyYaeT CBOIO AOIIIO. BertemcTsue
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a function of the economic life of the whole
society” (ibid., p. 98). Although “property
is justified only as the domain of personal
freedom” (ibid., p. 77), the performance of this
function requires, according to Hessen, its legal
socialisation (ibid., p. 102; see also Kulikov,
2020, pp. 112-113). Transfer of ownership to
“collective persons” (Hessen, 2010d, p. 102)
does not mean nationalisation of property
because replacing the power of capitalists
by the power of bureaucrats is not the best of
solutions (ibid., p. 229).

There are two main contexts in which
Kant sets forth his views on the principles of
property. The first is the basic principles of the
right to own a thing, especially land, which is
important both for private individuals and
for states. One the legislative level property
issues are governed by the general principle
of law, the legal postulates of practical reason
and the idea of the common will. In this case,
as Langer (1986, p. 191) explains, the legislator
casts aside the criteria of material justice in
favour of autonomous balance of the interests
of the parties involved. The second context is
more specific (and subordinate to the first), it
is the question of property acquired as social
privilege.

In the Kantian concept of the civil union
the supreme owner of land is the sovereign in
accordance with the idea of bringing private
property “under a general public possessor”
(MS RL, AA 06, p. 323; Kant, 1996¢c, p. 466).
The main function of this idea is to distribute
property not through aggregation (empirical
transfer of parts to the whole), but on the
basis of “the necessary formal principle of
division” (ibid.). This means that all the shares
are not added up, but merge, as it were, in a
single whole from which every owner receives
a share. Owing to this, state power which
embodies the common will has the right to



3TOrO TOCyJApCTBEHHAsl BJIACTh, BOIUIOMIAIOIIAS
OOIIy0 BOJIIO, BIIpaBe aHHYJIMPOBATH IIpaBa Ha
BJIaJIeHIe, KOTOpOe ITOCYMTAeT HellpaBOMEPHBIM,
IaXke ecJI OHO BO3HUKJIIO B pe3yJsIbTaTe IlepBOHa-
4JaJIbHOTO IprioOpeteHms. [Ipy 3TOM y BepXOBHOTO
pacriopsiInTesss HeT HUYero CBOero /I 9acTHOrO,
TO €CThb JIMYHOIO BJIafleHNsl, HO OH II0BeJIeBaeT Ha-
POMIOM, TIO3BOJISISE KaXK/IOMY PaCIOpPsKAThCS CBO-
M (AA 06, S. 324; KanT, 2014, c. 341). B cooTseT-
CTBUM € 3TMM IpuHIMIIoM KaHT yTBepXIiaeT, 4To
repefiada 3eMJIM KOpIIOpallyierl VUIM COCIIOBMEM
«TIOCJIEAYIOIIVIM ITOKOJIEHWISIM. .. B VICKJTIOUITEITb-
HOe IT10JIb30BaHVe» HelpaBOMEpPHa; M TaKOoe II0JIb-
30BaHIe MOXeT OBbITH OTMEHEHO C BBIIIJIATOV BO3-
merttieHm (Ibid.; Tam xxe). CocsioBHBIE TPpUBITIET IV
COCTaBJISIOT MEePeXNTOK peomanaMa M TOJKHBI
OBITh IOCTEIIEHHO OTMEHEHBI. DTO OTHOCWUTCS K
COOCTBEHHOCTY PhILIapeV-IBOPsIH U LIePKBU (I1yX0-
BeHCTBa). PasbscHss 3TOT Boripoc, KaHT ccbutaercs
Ha «obrrecTBeHHOe MHeHMe» (AA 06, S. 325; Kanr,
2014, c. 343). Ilpexme ocoboe MOJIOKEHVIE TBOPSH-
CTBa M Iy XOBEHCTBa OI00PSIIOCH BBU/TY MX OCOOBIX
3aCJIyT IHepeq o0IIecTBOM (TOCyZapcTBOM ¥ Hapo-
moM). B ycrioBumsix, korma oOriecTBeHHOe MHeHVe
M3MEeHNJIOCh, CJIeIyeT IIpoBecTy pedpopMy IO OT-
MeHe nipuBwlernii. K. Jlanrep mosicHsieT, 4To 1o,
«oOIIecTBeHHBIM MHeHVeM» KaHT B yueHMm o 11y-
OIMYHOM IIpaBe TIofIpasyMeBaeT BOJII0 Hapoya, TO
ecTb obmryto Bormo (Langer, 1986, S. 174).
CoOcTBeHHO, yXe M oOOIecTBeHHOe MHeHVe
CpenHMX BEKOB, KOTOpOe OBIJIO COITIACHO C IIPW-
BUJIETVISIMY JBOPSIHCTBA VI JIyXOBEeHCTBa, JlaHrep
o0wsBisteT «ommbounbM» (Ibid., S. 175). OgHako
KanT mpenocreperart: upesMepHast IIOCITEIITHOCTD
B pedpopMax oItacHa, OHa MOXXeT IIPUBECTU K pas-
PYIIeHMIO rocyJapcTBeHHOro opranmsma (AA 08,
S. 373; Kanr, 20246, c. 195). /1151 Tex city4aes, Kor-
Jla eCcTb OTHOIIEeHWs BJIaJIeHNs, IIPOTUBOpeYa-
e Ga30BBIM IPVHIIMIIAM IIpaBa, HO MMeIOIIe
TOJITYI0 VICTOPUIO YeCTHOTO (I CBOETro BpeMe-
HVI) TIproOpeTeHNs], He 00sA3aTeIbHO 11 He HY>KHO
IIpeKpalaTh WIN MEHSTh BCE Pa3oM ¥ HeMeIlJIeH-
HO (AA 08, S. 348; Kant, 20240, c. 165, mpumeu.).
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annul the ownership rights which it deems to
be illegitimate, even if the right arose through
initial purchase. The supreme commander has
nothing in private, i.e. personal possession,
but he rules the whole people, allowing each
to dispose of what he owns (MS RL, AA 06,
p. 324; Kant, 1996¢, p. 466). In accordance with
this principle Kant maintains that the transfer
of land by a corporation or a social estate “to
succeeding generations for their exclusive
use” is illegitimate and such use may be
cancelled with the payment of compensation
(MS RL, AA 06, p. 324; Kant, 1996c, p. 467).
Estate privileges are hangovers of feudalism
and should be phased out. This applies to
the property of noble knights and the church
(clergy). Explaining this issue, Kant invokes
“public opinion” (MS RL, AA 06, p. 325; Kant,
1996¢c, p. 467). Formerly, the special status
of the nobility and the clergy was approved
because of their special services to society (the
state and the people). Now that public opinion
has changed, privileges should be abolished.
Langer (1986, p. 174) explains that by “public
opinion” Kant in his teaching on public law
means the will of the people, i.e. the common
will.

Indeed, Langer declares “erroneous”, even
Medieval, public opinion which agreed with
the privileges of the nobility and the clergy
(ibid., p. 175). However, Kant warned that
premature reform was dangerous because it
could lead to the collapse of the state organism
(ZeF, AA 08, p. 373; Kant, 1996d, p. 341). In the
case where relations of possession contradict
the basic principles of law, but have a long
history of acquisition (honest for its time),
there is no need to terminate everything at once
(ZeF, AA 08, p. 348n; Kant, 1996d, p. 321n).
In such cases compliance with the principles
of law can be postponed, pending the time
when the change can happen without adverse
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B Takmx ciryuasix vicrioyiHeHVe ITPUHIIAIIOB ITpaBa
MOXXHO OTCpOYMTH 0 BpeMeHU, Korja IlepeMeHa
BO3MOXXHa Oe3 maryOHbIx mocienctsum. OmHaKO
Ba)XHO, YTOOBI COOTBETCTBYIOIIlee MHEHVE CJIO-
JKMJIOCH TIpeXJe BCero y IIPOCBelleHHOV oOlile-
CTBEHHOCTW, TO €CThb y TeX, KTO II0 JJOJDKHOCTU U
KOMIIETEHTHOCTM CIIOCOO€H BO3IVIABUTH IIPOIiecC
pedopm 1 mpocseltieHnss Hapora. Kant dpopmy-
JIMPYyeT B CBSA3M C 3TUM KOHIIEIIIVIO «I03BOJIAIO-
VX 3aKOHOB», KOTOpasi IIpUMeHMMa K COOCTBEeH-
HOCTW Y TOCYJAPCTB, V1 JIFOIEVL: JII000T IIpaBOBOVI
ITOPSIZIOK JIOJDKEH OBITh OTKPBIT IIJISI COBEpIIIEH-
CTBOBaHMS, I AaJIbHEVIIIero IIPOABVDKeHMS K
IIPaBOBOMY Mjeasly JieraJbHbIMM CpeacTBaMu
(AA 08, S. 347, KanT, 20240, c. 165; AA 06, S. 369;
Kawnr, 2014, c. 467).

KaHT B cBOMX MOHATUIHBIX Y1 MUPOBO33peHYe-
CKMX paMKax eJ1Ba JIVi MOT HPUWTM K VJiee, KOTOPYIO
B IIOJIHOVI Mepe pa3BopaunBaeT [ecceH, — mpee ro-
CYJAapCTBEHHOI'O peryJIMpoBaHMs COOCTBEHHOCTN
HpedIpVHVIMATEIIeVI, VIJIV XO3SAVICTBYIOIIVIX Cy61>-
€KTOB, HaIIpaBJICHHOIO Ha COXpaHeHMe JIMYHOM
aBTOHOMMUM ¥ IIpeoTBpallleHyie paOCKOV 3aBICH-
MOCTM I'paXk[IaH KaK HaeMHBIX PaOOTHMKOB. DTy
uneto Teccen dopmysmpyeT ¢ yueToM TeH/IeH-
LUV PasBUTUS KaIUTAJIMCTVIUECKOV 3KOHOMMKIAL.
OH He ykasbIBaeT, KaKasi COOCTBEHHOCTb JOJDKHa
OCTaTbCs BHE cpepbl IOMYCTVIMOIO M HeoOXomm-
MOT'0 aHTVIMOHOIIOJIBHOT'O pPeryjIMpoBaHusl, — 3TO
3HAYMT, YTO B IIPVHIIVIIE VI TPV HEOOXOIMMOCTI
OHO pacIpOCTpaHseTCs Ha BCIO COOCTBEHHOCTh Ha
CpercTBa IIpOM3BOJICTBA M OKazaHM yciIyr. Kpome
Toro, Ieccen nonnepxusaet naero Jhiona-/Ixop-
IIKa O TOM, 4TO CO3[IaHMe ¥ 00CTyXXnBaHVe 00b-
€KTOB COIIVMAJIBHOTO O0ecItedeHVsI — 3TO MVICCHS
rocynapcrsa. Y KanTa mpegmMeToM paccMOTpeHMs
ObUTM 6a30BBIe IPVHITNIIBL PETYIMPOBAHNMS OTHO-
IIIEHVTI COOCTBEHHOCT, OIMPasiCh Ha KOTOPBIE OH
SKCIUIMIUTHO cOpMYJIMpoBasl yKasaHMs T10 MX
IIPVIMEHEHMIO B BOIIPOCe O COOCTBEHHOCTY IIPVIBU-
JIETVIPOBAaHHBIX COCIIOBMTL. MOXXHO OBITO OBI OCTa-
HOBUTbBCS Ha 3TOM, IIPeAIOIIOKNB, UTO [jajlee 3TO-
ro Borrpoca KanT naru He HamepeH u uyTo [ecceH
rocymTay Obl yKaszaHus KaHTa BecbMa orpaHm-
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consequences. However, it is important that
such an opinion is adopted first and foremost
by the educated public, i.e. those whose status
and competence equip them to lead the process
of reform and enlightenment of the people.
Kant formulates the concept of “permissive
laws” applicable to property of the state and
individuals alike: any legal order should be
open to improvement, further advancement
toward the legal ideal by legal means (ZeF, AA
08, p. 347; Kant, 1996d, p. 321; cf. MS RL, AA 06,
p- 369; Kant, 1996c¢, p. 503).

In his conceptual and worldview frame
of reference Kant could hardly have arrived
at the idea which Hessen unfolds to the full,
i.e. the idea of state regulation of the property
of entrepreneurs, or economic entities aimed
at safeguarding personal autonomy and
preventing hired workers being treated as
slaves. Hessen frames his idea taking due
account of the trends in the development of
the capitalist economy. He does not specify
what kind of property should be exempt
from allowable and necessary anti-monopoly
regulation, which means that in principle and if
necessary it applies to all ownership of means of
production and services. Hessen supports Lloyd
George’s idea that the creation and maintenance
of social security facilities is the mission of
the state. Kant focused on the basic principles
of regulating property relations, proceeding
from which he formulated directions of how
they should be applied to the property of
the privileged estates. One might stop there,
assuming that Kant did not intend to go beyond
this issue and that Hessen would have found
Kant’s recommendations rather limited and
remote from the principles of socialism, like his
suggestions concerning measures to stimulate
economic activity. I will discuss the possibilities
of a broader interpretation of these principles in
the final section.



YeHHBIMM, IAaJIeKVMV OT IIPVMHIIVIIOB COLIVMAaJIN3-
Ma, KaK "M ero Hpe,HJIO)KeHVU{ OTHOCUTEJIBHO Mep
CTVIMynVIpOBaHVIH XO34VICTBEHHO aeATeJ IbHOCT.
K Bo3sMOXxHOCTSM Oortee MIMPOKOV MHTEpIIpeTa-
o 3T1X HpT/IHL[T/IHOB A BepHYCb B 3aKJIIOUMTEJIb-
HOM pasiesie.

3aKkJ/IroueHme

IIpoBeneHHOE CpaBHEHME TTOKa3bIBAET, YTO II0-
JINTUYeCKU HpoeKT lecceHa — IIpaBOBOW CO-
LMajan3M — IIpU JdeTajlbHOM PacCMOTPeHUM CO-
TIePKUT, HOXalyy1, Oosiblile pasInamuit ¢ MaesiMu
KanTra, xexxerrmn cxomcrs. B3mrsabr Kanra 1 I'ecce-
Ha Ha VICTOPUIO KYJIBTYPbI KaK IIPOrpecc CXOXW,
HO He CBsi3aHBI Hampsimylo. Oba dwtocoda 11e-
HST IIpaBoO, HO pacxondarcs B OastaHce cBOOOIEI /
paBeHCTBa M IIpaBa / Orara; IIOHSTHE «CONMIAP-
HOCTb» y [ecceHa KOHTpacTHpyeT ¢ KaHTOBCKMM
MOHSITVIEM «CAMOCTOSATEIIPHOCTE». O0IIIasi BOISI —
veast st obomx purocodos, Ho KaHT BuanT ee
B IIPVHSTUV 3aKOHOB ITap/IaMeHTOM KaK cOOpaHM-
eM paBHBIX MHOVBUAOB, a [eccen — B conmpapHO-
cT1, cOPMUPOBAHHOV OT Y POBHS OOIIIeCTBEHHBIX
IPYII K YPOBHIO Hapona B 1iesioM. KaHT TpeOy-
€T paBeHCTBa I1paB, [ecceH — paBeHCTBa IIAHCOB,
000CHOBBIBasI HEOOXOIMMOCTD aHTUMOHOIIOIBHO-
rO peryampoBaHMsI COOCTBEHHOCTM pagy CoXpa-
HeHVsI aBTOHOMUM Ipak[IaH.

Tepmun «ImbOepan3M» B XOIe MOETO VCCile-
JIOBaHMs BCTpevaeTCs 4allle, UYeM «COLMaJIV3M»,
IIOCKOJIBKY (POKYC BHMMaHMs ObUI HaIlpaBjleH
IIpenMyIecTBeHHO Ha TpaHcdopMmaluio jvoe-
pamzMa. DTo 00yCIIOBIIEHO TeM, UTO ITpeIMeTOM
cpaBHeHMs OpUIM BbIOpaHBI MMeHHO Muen Kan-
Ta, KOTOPBIV IPUHAIJIEXNUT K JIMOepasIbHO Tpa-
IOV TIOJIUTUYECKOM MBICIIN, TaJIeKOM OT CO-
umasvsMa. IecceH, B cBOIO ouepenib, HECMOTpPs Ha
COBpeMeHHBbIe eMy COLlMaICTIYecKye MHTepIpe-
Taly KaHTOBCKMX WIEV B HEOKAHTMAHCTBE, CO-
CTaBMBIIINIE TeUEH Ve TaK HAa3bIBAEMOI'O STMUYECKOr0
cormasnsMa, He oOpaltiasics K 3TMM MHTepIIpeTa-
uysaM. Kpome Toro, B XypHaIbHOVI BepPCUM IIUKIT
crarent ['eccena «[Ipo0Grrema IIpaBoBOTo CoLViaIN3-
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Conclusion

The foregoing comparison shows that
Hessen’s political project of rule-of-law
socialism has more differences in Kant’s ideas
than similarities. Kant and Hessen’s views on
the history of culture as progress are similar,
but not directly connected. Both philosophers
value law, but differ on the balance of
freedom/equality and right/good; Hessen’s
concept of “solidarity” contrasts with the
Kantian concept of “independence”. Common
will is the ideal for both philosophers, but Kant
sees it as the passing of laws by parliament as
a gathering of equal individuals and Hessen
as solidarity formed from the level of social
groups to the level of the people of the state.
Kant demands equality of rights, Hessen
equality of chances, justifying the need for anti-
monopoly regulation of property in order to
preserve the autonomy of citizens.

In my study I use the term “liberalism” more
frequently than the term “socialism” because
I focus on the transformation of liberalism.
This is because I have chosen as the subject of
comparison the ideas of Kant who belongs to
the liberal tradition of political thought, which
is remote from socialism. For his part Hessen in
spite of the socialist interpretations of Kantian
ideas in his time in Neo-Kantianism, which
formed a trend of ethical socialism, ignored
these interpretations. Besides, the journal
version of Hessen’s articles “The Problem of
Rule-of-Law Socialism” is subtitled “Evolution
of Liberalism” although in the treatise, Rule-
of-Law State and Socialism, the texts devoted to
these ideologies are of approximately equal
length.

As regards the desirable and allowable
limits of interference in property matters in
carrying out reforms, this is precisely the
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Ma» VMeeT IIO/I3aroJIOBOK «DBOJIIOLNS JImbepa-
JIM3Ma», XOTs B TpakTaTe «[IpaBoBoe rocymapcTBo
VI COLMAJIN3M» TEKCThI, [IOCBSIIIIEHHbBIE STUM MIE0-
JIOTISIM, TIPUOJIM3UTENIBHO PaBHEI 110 00beMy.

Yro ke KacaeTcs )KeJlaTeJIbHBIX U IOIYCTVIMBIX
PaMOK BMeIlIaTeJIbCTBA B OTHOIIIEHVISI COOCTBEHHO-
CTVI IIpY TIpOBefeHMY pedpOpM, TO 3TO KaK pa3 Ta
pobsieMa, KOTOpasi 0003HaYaeT TPAHUITy MEXIy
mbepasamom n coryanmiMoM. Y Teccena ipmn-
LIVITBL PeryJIMpPOBaHMsl OTHOIIEHUV COOCTBEHHO-
CTV — aHTMMOHOIIOJIbHBIE; B 3TOM IUIaHe OIOPOT
IUIS €TrO BBIBOIIOB CIIYXKUT PasBUTHE II€PEIOBBIX
CTpaH MMpa, XOTS BHVMaHVeE OH Ha 3TOM He ak-
neHTHpyeT. Y KaHTa IprHINIIBI perympoBaHms
COOCTBEHHOCTV — aHTV(eoHaIbHbIE, VI BBITTISIAT
oHV1 Oortee ciepKaHHO.

Kax o0wsicuset I1. I'aviep, TeopeTmueckmn rocy-
JapcTBeHHOe peryJIrMpoBaHe COOCTBEHHOCTH, CO-
IJIaCHO KaHTOBCKMM IIPVHIIMIIAM, He OrpaHM4IV-
BaeTcs IIpeoiojieHNeM IIPVHIINIIOB deorasin3Ma,
KoTopoe ObuIo 11 KaHTa akTyasIbHBIM ITpVIMe-
pom. TlomoGHoe perysmpoBaHye BIIOJIHE BO3MOX-
HO " B APYTMX YCJIOBUSAX, KOI/ja BO3HMKAaeT IVC-
OajlaHC B OTHOIIEHMSIX BIJIAJeHMSI WM 3aHSTUS
JoJpKHOCTer. [lesio B ToM, UTO OTHOIIeHue co0-
crBeHHOCTM, 110 KaHTy, — 3TO OTHOIIeHMe He
MeX/Iy 4UeJIOBEKOM VI OOBEKTOM, HO MeXIy BOJIS-
MU JTFOZIeVL: PYyTIe yBaXkatoT MO0 BOJIIO VICIIOJIb-
30BaTh HEKMII OOBEKT U JeJIal0T 3TO CBOOOIHO, Oe3
npunyxaenus (Guyer, 2000, p. 248, 250). Oxmu-
JaThb CBOOOIHOTO COIIACHSI MOYKHO TOJIBKO IIPW
YCJIOBUM MUHVMAJIBHOV B3aVIMHOCTY WJIVI PaBeH-
CTBa B IIpU3HaHUM IpUTA3aHU ApyT Apyra (Ibid.,
p- 256). DTO He CTOJIBKO 3MIIMPUYECKOe, CKOJIBKO
paliOHaJIbHOEe YCJIOBME: 3aKOHHOCTb IIPUTS3a-
HUI Ha COOCTBEHHOCTH 3aBUCUT OT PallVIOHaJIbHO-
IO JKeJIaHVS APYTMX pa3yMHBIX CYIIIECTB, U «BOJIS
OPYTUX JIIOAeN Jo/DKHA ObITh corjlacoBaHa arpu-
OpM... TO €CTh IOCPEICTBOM MIIEV eIVIHOV BOJIV»,
Kak rvicart cam Kaat (AA 23, S. 308—309). Brape-
Hye cOOCTBEHHOCTBIO IOJDKHO COOTBETCTBOBATH
Pa3yMHBIM IPVHIIVIIAM, KOTOPBIE MOIJIV ObI OBITH
IIPUHSITEI BCEMU I'PakKIaHaM U, VT oO111eri Bosiens,
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problem that marks the boundary between
liberalism and socialism. Hessen’s principles
of regulating property relations have an anti-
monopoly thrust, his conclusions based on
the development of the world’s advanced
countries, although he does not stress this fact.
Kant’s principles of property regulation are
anti-feudal and more reserved.

Paul Guyer explains that theoretically state
regulation of property according to Kant's
principles is not confined to overcoming the
principles of feudalism, which was a relevant
example for Kant. Such regulation is possible
in other conditions as well whenever an
imbalance with regard to ownership and tenure
of official positions arises. The point is that for
Kant the relation of property is a relation not
between man and object, but between human
wills: others respect my will to use an object
and do so freely, without coercion (Guyer,
2000, pp. 248, 250). Free agreement calls for a
reciprocity or equality of mutual claims (ibid.,
p- 256). This is not so much an empirical as a
rational condition: the legitimacy of claims to
property hinges on the rational wish of other
intelligent creatures and “the will of others
must agree a priori [...] i.e., through the idea
of the united will” as Kant himself wrote
(VARL, AA 23, pp. 308-309; cited after Guyer,
2000, pp. 250-251). Property ownership should
comply with reasonable principles all citizens,
or the common will could accept, in line with
the Kantian interpretation of the social contract.
Any wealth can be used on condition that
others would find it reasonable to agree to
(Guyer, 2000, p. 258), and “the possibility of
the rational consent of all to the distribution
of property is a necessary condition of the
existence of property at all” (ibid.). For the state
it means “the duty to provide a certain level of
opportunity to acquire property or equivalent
means of support for the existence” (ibid.).



COIJIaCHO KaHTOBCKOMY TOHVIMaHWIO OOIlecTBeH-
HOTO J0oroBopa. JI100pIM GoraTcTBOM MOXKHO HOJTb-
30BaThCS «IIPV TAKVIX YCIIOBYSIX, TIPV KOTOPBIX AJIs1
Opyrux ObUIO OBI pa3syMHO COITIAaCUTBCS Ha 3TO»
(Guyer, 2000, p. 258), 1 BO3MOXXHOCTb pa3yMHOT'O
coriacusi Bcex Ha paciiperiesieHyie COOCTBeHHOCTM
«SIBJISIeTCsl HeOOXOIVIMBIM YCJIOBVEM CYIIeCTBOBa-
HU1s cobcTBeHHOCTM BooOIIe» (Ibid.). Bce a0 03-
HavaeT J1JIs1 FocyJapcTBa 0043aHHOCTD ITPeoCTaB-
JIITb  «OIIpeeJIeHHbIVI YPOBEHb BO3MOXKHOCTEV
IIJIsl IproOpeTeHMs: COOCTBEHHOCTM VUIM 3KBUBa-
JIEHTHBIX CPeZICTB K cyllecTBoBaHMIO» (Ibid.).

Takast TpakTOBKa BBITJIAIUT CMEJIOV; IO CyTU
Ke OHa OOBSICHSET HPUMEHVMOCTb KaHTOBCKVIX
IIPVHIINIIOB K JIIOOBIM MCTOPUYECKVM YCJIOBMSIM,
a He TOJIBKO K 3I10Xe KJIaCCHYecKoro Jbepasims-
Ma. DTa TpaKTOBKa BcCelleJI0 COOTBETCTBYeT KaH-
TOBCKOMY OOOCHOBaHWMIO IIPVMHLIWIIOB BJIafieHNs,
HO TIO-TIpeXXHeMY BOBCe He BeJleT K COLVa/IN3MYy,
M B OCHOBe ee JISKUT JImbepasibHOe IIpeCcTaB-
JIeHVe O BPOXJIeHHOM IIpaBe Ha cBobomy. C yue-
TOM 3TVX 0a30BBIX IIPMHITNIIOB Hallle IIOHVIMaHe
KaHTOBCKOT'O IIPeICTaB/IeHNsI O IIOCiIeloBaTelIh-
HBIX pedpopMax CTaHOBUTCS Oosiee TIOITHBIM, U Y
Hac eCcTb BCe OCHOBAaHM ITPM3HATE, UTO OHO OpU-
eHTVPOBaHO He TOJIBKO Ha KPaTKOCPOUHYIO, HO U
Ha JIJINTEJIbHYIO IIePCIIEKTBY, IIPITYeM He TOJIBKO
B IIOJIUTVIKO-TIPABOBOM, HO V1 B XO34VICTBEHHO-IIpa-
BOBOM acIieKkTe. VIHBIMM CJI0BaMM, eCIIV CJIe[IOBaTh
oOwsicnenmio Tarepa, To npuHMIBl KaHTa MOX-
HO CYMTaTh OoJlee ONMM3KMMM K IIpeACTaBIeHSIM
TecceHa O perynmMpoBaHUN XO3SVICTBEHHOW K3~
HJI, HO 3TO IIO-IIPe)XHEMY He O3HadaeT IIPsIMOVI
IIpeeMCTBEHHOCT B VIX VZIesX.

HackoiibKo BeJIMKO oTInuMe «IIpaBoBOIroO CO-
LMaIM3Ma» oT uaet KaHTta B acriekTe «paBeHCTBa
IIIaHCOB» — BOIIPOC HerrpocTot. Y KaHTa BcTpeua-
€TCsl 3HAYVIMBIVI Te3VIC C KPUTMKOV «MaTepraIbHO-
rO» IIPVHIINIIA KaK CTPeMIIEHNIS K «(PU3IIeCKOMY
Or1ary» B IIOJIUTUYECKON CTpaTerunm. DTO CBA3aHO
C TeM, YTO apryMeHTHI O «CYacTbe» Hapoja U To-
cydapcTBa — MHCTPYMEHT IaTepHasIi3Ma U CTpa-
Terny IpecsiefoBaHMs MOJIUTUYECKOrO MOTYIIle-
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This
Essentially, it claims that Kantian principles
can be applied to any historical conditions and
not only to the epoch of classical liberalism.
This interpretation fully corresponds to the

seems to be a bold statement.

Kantian account of the principles of possession,
but still does not lead to socialism, since it is
underpinned by the liberal idea of inherent
right to freedom. These bedrock principles
enlarge our understanding of Kant’s idea
of consistent reforms and gives us ample
ground for claiming that it is oriented not only
toward the short-term but also to the long-
term perspective, and not only in the political-
legal, but also in the economic-legal respect. In
other words, if we follow Guyer’s explanation,
Kant’s principles draw closer to Hessen's idea
of economic life regulation, but still it does not
indicate direct continuity between their ideas.
How great is the difference of “rule-of-law
socialism” from Kant’s ideas of “equal chances”
is not an easy question. Kant has a noteworthy
thesis criticising the “material” principle of
the quest of the “physical good” in political
strategy. This is prompted by the fact that
arguments about the “happiness” of the people
and the state tend to be used as an instrument
of paternalism and a strategy in pursuit of
political power. Kant is invariably critical of
such goals, criticism of eudemonism running
through all his reasoning (addressed primarily
to those who make decisions or are involved in
this process or influence their implementation).
Kant’s advice is: rather than pursue happiness
as a material good suffer some deprivation on
the path toward virtue, and then in the end
this path will lead to prosperity, although the
path will be longer (ZeF, AA 08, pp. 378-379;
Kant, 1996d, p. 345). For Hessen paternalism
is unacceptable because it violates the moral
autonomy of the individual. In that sense
Hessen’s socialism is indeed “rule-of-law
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crBa. Takme enm B pustocodpmnt Karara — oObexT
IIOCTOAHHOV KPUTWKM, IO3TOMY KPUTMKA 3BJe-
MOHM3Ma CTajla CKBO3HOVI TEMOVI B €r0 paccyKie-
HUAX (aJIlpecoBaHHBIX B IIEPBYIO Oouepeb TeM, KTO
caM IIpVMHMMAaeT pellleHNs], YJacTByeT B IIpoliec-
ce VX IPUHATHS JTMOO0 OKa3bIBaeT BIIVISTHIME Ha X
vcriosiHeHue). KaHT coseTyeT IipesriouecTb CKO-
periiiient IoroHe 3a CYaCThbeM KakK MaTepraIbHbIM
671aroM HeKOTOpbIe JINIIIeHVsI Ha IIyTu Jo0pome-
TeJIV, I TOrJIa 3TOT IIyTh B MTOre HpuBeIeT K IIpo-
LIBeTaHMIO, XOTs Oyrer Oosee moimrmm (AA 08,
S. 378—-379; Kant, 20246, 201—-202). s Tecce-
Ha MaTepHasI3M HellpyemiieM, IOCKOJIBKY Hapy-
IIIaeT MOpaJIbHYI0 aBTOHOMMIO JIMYHOCTU. B 3TOM
IUTaHe conaniM lecceHa MMeHHO «ITpaBOBOVI» U
OrM3KMII K IPVHIINIIAM JInOepani3Ma; TeM Oosiee
YTO KOHIIEIILIVSI CBOOOIEI JIMYHOCTU — OIMH W3
ITYHKTOB ITpsiMon perentiyn naevt Kanra y Tecce-
Ha, IIO3BOJISIONINIL ¢ OOJIbIIIeN O peIeJIEHHOCTHIO
IIPOCJIEINTD 3BOJIIOLNIO B3IJIAI0B ['ecceHa «OT He-
OKaHTMaHCTBa K KaHTMaHCTBY».

Cmamova nodeomobrena 6 pamkax pearusayuu
npoexma bOY um. U. Kanma «Hao passomom: Poc-
cus u 3anadusliil Mup 8 pycckoil gpusocogpuu».
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socialism” close to the principles of liberalism;
all the more so since the concept of individual
freedom is an instance of Hessen directly
borrowing from Kant. This makes it possible
to trace the evolution of Hessen’s views “from
Neo-Kantianism to Kantianism” with greater
certainty.

The article was prepared as a part of the IKBFU
project “Above the Rift: Russia and the Western
World in Russian Philosophy”.
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