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VK 1(091)

KAHT KAK HEMELIKMUV TEOPETUK
®PAHITY3CKOV PEBOJIFOLIMA:
BO3HMKHOBEHWME [1OTMbI
B MAPKCHICTCKO-TEHMHCKOM
DOUIIOCOPUN

A.H. Kpyeao8'

[poanasusupoBans.  npuuuns, BosHuxHoBenus 6
MAPKCUCTCKO-1eHUHCKOTL ¢husocodpuu doemul o Kanme
KaK HeMeyKoM meopemuxe panyysckoil pebostoyuu, a
makxe 0aHo 00vsACHeHUe OMHOCUNEAbHO 1030Hel 0oeMa-
musayuu gpasst K. Mapxca. IlepBonauairsro nokasviba-
tomca ucmounuxu, nobausbuiue Ha Mapxkca 8 eeo B3eas-
0e Ha Kanma u ¢ppanyysckyio peboatoyuto, — 6 nepByo
ouepeds K. @. baxman u I'. Teiine. 3amem BHumanue yoe-
Asiemcs. momy, 6 xakoil popme cpabrenus kanmobcekoi
¢punocopuu u ppanyysckorl peBoaroyuu umesu mecmo 6
Poccuu 8 dopeboatoyuontoe Bpems 8 neboavuieBucmckoi
cpede (I1. 4. Yaaoaeb, B. C. Mexebuu, bpamus [locmoeb-
ckue, B. @. Dpn, apxuenuckon Huxanop, I1. A. @aopen-
ckutt). Ilocae amoeo peus udem o Gausmuu gppasst Mapx-
ca HA PYcCKYlo COUUAN-0eMOKpAmMuI0 U KOHKPemHo Ha
bosvuebuxob (. B. Ilrexanob, B.V. Jlenun, B. M. Illy-
aamuxob). Hexkanonuueckuii cmamyc mesuca Mapxca o
Kanme u ¢ppanyysckoir pebosroyuu 6 Cobemckom Corose
nepBoil nosobuns. XX 6. demoHcmpupyemca Ha npume-
pe Ouckyccuu nocae nucsma 3. 1. beaeyxozo o mpenvem
mome «Mcmopuu ¢pusrocogpuu» (1943). Haxoney, npe-
Bpawjenue ppaszel Mapkca 6 00emy ¢ mouHviM YKkasanuem
ee ucmounuka uxcupyem nepboe cobemckoe u3daHue
couunenuil Kanma 1960-x ee. Ilpuuunoil 01umenbHo2o
omcymcmBus mouHo20 YKa3anus Ha MapkcoBekyo yu-
mamy abasemcs mo, 4mo oua codepkumcsa euje 6 «Du-
A0COhCKOM Manugpecme UCMOPUHecKotl wKoAbl npaba»
(1842), xomopewiii omHocuAcA k Udeasucmuieckomy ne-
puody mbopuecmba parnnezo Mapxca.

KaroueBvie caoBa: Kanm, cppanyysckas peboaio-
yus, Mapxc, pycckuil MapKcusm, coBemckutl Mapkcusm,
mpemutl mom «Mcmopuu gpusocogpuu», B. . Acmyc

! Poccuyickmv rocy1apCTBEHHBIV Iy MaHUTaPHBIN
YHUBEPCUTET.

125993, Poccmst, Mocksa, Muycckast 11, A. 6.
Iocmynuaa 6 pedaxyuto: 16.04.2021 e.

doi: 10.5922/0207-6918-2021-3-3

KANT AS THE GERMAN THEORIST
OF THE FRENCH REVOLUTION:
THE ORIGIN OF A DOGMA

A. N. Krouglov'

The origins in Marxist-Leninist philosophy of the
dogma about Kant as the German theorist of the French
Revolution requires some analysis and I explain how a
phrase of Marx later gave rise to the dogma. I first look
at the sources that influenced K. Marx’s view of Kant
and the French Revolution, above all C. F. Bachmann
and H. Heine. I then examine the form in which Kant’s
philosophy was compared with the French Revolution
in the non-Bolshevik milieu before the 1917 Russian
Revolution (P.Ya. Chaadayev, V.S. Mezhevich, the
Dostoyevsky brothers, V. F. Ern, Archbishop Nikanor,
P. A. Florensky). Then I look at how Marx’s phrase in-
fluenced Russian social democrats and specifically the
Bolsheviks (G. V. Plekhanov, V. 1. Lenin, V. M. Shulya-
tikov). I cite the example of the discussion triggered by
a letter of Z. Ya. Beletsky concerning the third volume
of The History of Philosophy (1943) to demonstrate the
non-canonical status of Marx’s thesis on Kant and the
French Revolution in the Soviet Union in the first half
of the twentieth century. Finally, the first Soviet edition
of Kant’s works in the 1960s canonised Marx’s phrase
and gave the exact source. The reason why it took so
long to give chapter and verse for the Marx quotation
is that it occurs as early as 1842 in “The Philosophical
Manifesto of the Historical School of Law” which be-
longs to the idealistic period of the early Marx.

Keywords: Kant, the French Revolution, Marx,
Russian Marxism, Soviet Marxism, third volume of
The History of Philosophy, V. F. Asmus

More than a hundred years after the October
1917 Revolution the attitude of those who pre-
pared and carried out the revolution — before

! Russian State University for the Humanities.
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A.H. Kpyrnos

ITo mporectBum Gosee cromerns mocite Ok-
Ta0pbcKon pesormoniy 1917 1. Bormpoc o ToM, Ka-
KOBO ObI10 oTHOIIIeH e K dpvutocodpum V. Kanra 1
OIleHKa ee PeBOJIIOIMOHHOrO IOTeHIasIa co CTO-
POHBI TeX, KTO IOATOTaB/IMBaJl M COBepllasl 3Ty
PeBOIIONINIO — IIpUYeM KaK HaKaHyHe ee I100e-
IIbl, TaK ¥ IIOCJIe Hee, — OCTaeTCs 4O KOHIIa He VC-
cJlefioBaHHBIM. TeM, KTO M3yd4asl MapKCHUCTCKYIO
JIUTepaTypy B MOCIIeTHUe OecATwIeTus Cylile-
crBoBaHms CoBeTckoro Coro3a, ITo00HOe yTBEepPXK-
IIeHVie MOXKeT Ka3aTbhbCs SIBHOV HaTsKKom. VicTou-
HVKOM JIeTUTUMaIU OypxKyasHow drtocodpmm
KanTa B pamkax MapKCHCTCKO-JIEHVHCKOM ¢u-
710copuM TOro BpeMeHM OKasbIBaJINCh, B TpydoM
Bune, e nurarel — K. Mapkca n B. V1. Jlennna.
ITocienHny HOgYepKHYJI B HAIMCAaHHOW ellle B
1913 r. crarbe «Tpu MCTOYHMKA U TPU COCTaBHBIX
JacTy MapKCV3Ma», 9YTO TaK Ha3blBaeMas «HeMell-
Kasl KjlaccudecKasi dpmstocodpmsi» Hapsy ¢ Kiac-
CMYeCKOVI aHIJIMVICKOVI TIOJIMTIKOHOMMeN U ppaH-
IIy3CKMM YTOIIMYeCKUM COIMAaJIM3MOM SBJIsylach
OIHVIM 73 VICTOYHVIKOB VI COCTaBHBIX YacTell MapK-
cm3ma (Jlenwmn, 1973, c. 43). @akTdeckn JleHnH
Ik nepadppasvposat cjioba D. DHresibca 13 ero
npeauciioBns K pabote «Pasurme cormanvsma
OT yTOIMM K HayKe»: «...Mbl, HEMelIK/e COIIVasIV-
CTBL, TOPAVMMCS TeM, UTO BelleM CBOe ITPOVCXOXK]Ie-
Hue He TojIbKO 0T CeH-Cumona, @ypbe 1 OysHa,
Ho Takke 1 ot KanTa, @uxre u eress» (DHTembC,
19616, c. 323; Engels, 1987, S. 188). Vcxons u3 sTon
IepcrieKTBEl, «Bcs IIkorta Pevtepbaxa, Mapkca
1 DHreJjibca Ionula oT KaHTa BjieBO, K IOJITHOMY
OTPUIIAHMIO BCAKOTO MeaI3Ma 1 BCIKOrO arHo-
cryimsMa» (Jlenmn, 1968, c. 213). BieBo o3Hauasio
spgeck citepytomiee: «MaxucTel KpuTukyioT Kan-
Ta 3a TO, UTO OH Yepecuyp MaTepuaJIViCT, a MBI €ero
KPUTMKYeM 3a TO, YTO OH — HeJOCTaTOYHO MarTe-
puanict. Maxuctel KpuTukyroT Kanra cripasa, a
MbI — ciieBa» (Tam xe, c. 207). Pasymeertcs, y Jle-
HVHA HaXOOWICH C JeCSITOK KPUTUYECKMX 1 pe3-
KVX BbIpakKeHUI B ajipec KaHTOBCKOV prstocodpmm
(arsocTmimaMm (Jlennn, 1968, c. 18, 25, 59), «KanTn-
aHcTBO = MeTadmsmka» (Jlernn, 1969, c. 98), «kan-
TMAHCTBO = cTapbli xj1am» (JlerunH, 1969, c. 72)),

and after the revolution — to the philosophy
of Kant and the assessment of its revolutionary
potential is still a moot question. This statement
may raise eyebrows among those who studied
Marxist literature in the last few decades of the
Soviet Union. Roughly speaking, the legitimi-
sation of Kant’s bourgeois philosophy within
Marxist-Leninist philosophy is based on two
quotations, one from Karl Marx and the oth-
er from Vladimir Lenin. The latter, in the arti-
cle “Three Sources and Three Component Parts
of Marxism”, written as early as 1913, stressed
that the so-called “classical German philoso-
phy” was one of the sources and component
parts of Marxism along with classical English
political economy and the French utopian so-
cialism (Lenin, 1977a, pp. 23-24). In fact Lenin
just paraphrased Friedrich Engels’s words in
the Preface to Socialism: Utopian and Scientific:
“[...] we German Socialists are proud of the fact
that we are descended not only from Saint-Si-
mon, Fourier and Owen, but also from Kant,
Fichte and Hegel” (Engels, 1989, p. 323). From
that perspective, “the entire school of Feuer-
bach, Marx and Engels turned from Kant to the
left, to a complete rejection of all idealism and
of all agnosticism” (Lenin, 1977b, p. 204). “To
the left’ means the following: “The Machists
criticise Kant for being too much of a material-
ist, while we criticise him for not being enough
of a materialist. The Machists criticise Kant
from the right, we from the left” (ibid., p. 199).
Needless to say, we find a dozen or so sharp-
ly critical remarks about Kant’s philosophy in
Lenin’s works (agnosticism (Lenin, 1977b, p. 26,
33, 63), “Kantianism = metaphysics” (Lenin,
1977¢, p. 109), “Kantianism = old lumber”
(Lenin, 1977¢, p. 383)), however, they may be
set aside when one speaks about the need and
significance of Kant study in the Soviet Union.
Out of the entire legacy of Marx, emphasis
was put on his remark that “Kant’s philosophy
must be rightly regarded as the German theory
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OJIHAKO VX BCe JKe IIO3BOJINTEIILHO ObUIO BEIHECTN
3a CKOOKVI, TOBOPSI O 3HAUEHMN ¥ HEOOXOIVIMOCTH
nsyyenuns Kanra B Coserckom Corose.

M3 Bcero xe Hacienmsa Mapkca akLeHT cTa-
BIJICA Ha €ro 3aMeuYaHUN O ToM, OyATo «dwioco-
dwuro KanTa MOXXHO 1O CITpaBelJIMBOCTV CYMUTATh
HeMeIIKO Teopuer (paHITy3CKOV PeBOIIOIN»
(Mapxkc, 1954, c. 88; Marx, 1981, S. 80). bostee ocTo-
POXKeH B OIleHKax ObUT DHIeJTbC, TOBOPWBIIIVL HE O
Ka3yaJsIbHOV CBSI3M, a BCETO JIUIIIb O «COIYTCTBOBa-
Hym»: «[Tormmtryaeckon pesorrony Bo OpaHuymn
conyTcTBoBasia ustocodckas pepomonyd B lep-
MaHUW» (DHrenbe, 1954, c. 537; Engels, 1981, S. 492).

KaHT Kak OCHOBOITOJIOKHMK «HEMEIIKOV KJIac-
craeckon pvyiocodpuin», SABIISIOUIEVICS OTHUM W3
Tpex MCTOYHMKOB ¥ COCTaBHBIX YacTell MapKCU3-
Ma, AMaJIeKTYeCKOTO ¥ VICTOPMYECKOrO Marepu-
asIM3Ma, TIPeICTaBUBIINI B SKOHOMIYECKY OTCTa-
ot epMaHUM «HeMeIKyI0 Teopuio (paHITy3-
CKOVI PeBOJIIOLMI», — VIMEHHO 3TV KJIVIIIe U CIIy-
xmm B 1o3gHeM CoerckoMm Coro3e KaHOHMUYE-
CKOVI OOBACHUTEIBHON cxeMom®. VI ecii yTBepXk-
IeHuve JleHMHa O KaHTMaAHCTBe KaK VCTOUYHUKE
MapKcy3Ma JIIIb KOCBEHHO KacaeTcs IJIaBHOTO
IIpeMeTa JIaHHOW CTaThby, TO CJioBa Mapkca 3a-
TparusaioT ero Harpsamyto. Ho uro n kTo sBmsvich
VICTOYHVMKaMU BIIOXHOBeHM I camoro Mapkca
B ero yTreepxxaeHmsax o Kanre u dppanirysckoi pe-
BOJIFOLTVIN?

1. IcTOKM MapKCOBCKOI'O CpaBHEHWsI
KaHTOBCKOW pmstocodpmm
" (ppaHIy3CKOV peBOIIOLNM

B srom wmnTepmperammm Mapkc Haxomwl-
Csl TI0f], CWIBHBIM BJIVSIHVMEM CBOEro CTaplilero
npyra I IenHe n mpexpe Bcero ero Ipowussesie-

2 Brpouem, 1o KpariHet Mepe Ha cjioBa Mapkca OXOTHO
cceutaimck U 3a npemenamm CCCP, m pgaxe 1o ero
BO3HMKHOBEHM:. [lOCTaTOYHO yIIOMSHYTb 3HAMEHWTOIO
KaHTOBela ¥ CTOPOHHMKA 3TWMYEeCKOro CcoLpasIvi3Ma
K. ®oprnennepa, yrsepxmasiiero, yro Mapkc 1o mpasy
Ha3bIBaJI HOINTIYecKyIo dvtocodmro KanTa «HeMerkom
Teopuent dpanitysckon pepormouym» (Vorldnder, 1912,
S. 267 —268).

A.N. Krouglov

of the French revolution” (Marx, 1975, p. 206).
Engels was more circumspect, speaking about
“accompaniment”: “The political revolution of
France was accompanied by a philosophical
revolution in Germany” (Engels, 1975, p. 537).

As the founder of “Classical German philos-
ophy” (one of the three sources and component
parts of Marxism, dialectical and historical ma-
terialism) Kant represented in an economical-
ly backward Germany “the German theory of
the French Revolution” — these clichés were
the canonical scheme in the later Soviet Union.?
While Lenin’s statement about Kantianism be-
ing a source of Marxism touches indirectly on
the main subject of this article, Marx’s words
do so directly. But what and who led Marx to
make his claims about Kant and the French
Revolution?

1. The Sources of Marx’s Comparison
of Kant’s Philosophy
and the French Revolution

In this interpretation Marx is under the
strong influence of his older friend Heinrich
Heine, notably his work On the History of Reli-
gion and Philosophy in Germany (1834-1835). En-
gels also mentions Heine in Ludwig Feuerbach
and the End of Classical German Philosophy (1886)
(Engels, 1990, p. 384) which introduced the
term “Classical German philosophy”. In 1831
Heine claimed that “our German philosophy
is nothing but the dream of the French Revo-
lution” (Heine, 2007a, p. 131). With the Critique
of Pure Reason, according to Heine, “a spiritual
revolution begins in Germany which has the
oddest analogies with the material revolution

2 Incidentally, Marx’s words were readily quoted

outside the USSR and even before it was formed. One
need only mention the famous Kant scholar and advocate
of ethical socialism Karl Vorldander (1912, pp. 267-268)
who maintained that Marx was right in referring to
Kant’s philosophy as “the German theory of the French
Revolution”.
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A.H. Kpyrnos

Husa «K ncropun penmrum u dpwiocodpun B I'ep-
MaHUW» (1834—1835). DHresbC TakXke yIOMMHa-
er JentHe B cBoem counHeHun «JIromsur @Pernep-
Oax M KOHel] HEMEIIKOV KJIacC4ecKom roco-
Jum» (1886) (DHrenbc, 1961a, c. 274; Engels, 1962,
S. 265), KoTOpOe 1 IOJIOXKIIIO HadaJIo caMOMY Tep-
MUHY «HeMellKasi Kjlaccudeckasi dpustocodpris». B
1831 1. TertHe yTBepxK[1aJl, UTO «BCd Hallla HeMell-
Kasi priocoduisi ecTb He YTO MHOe, KaK CHOBVIe-
H1e dpaHiy3ckon pepormonum» (levre, 19580,
c. 154; Heine, 1972a, S. 276). C «KpuTHKOV 94MCTOrO
pasyMa», corriacHO leiiHe, «HaumHaeTcs 1yxOBHas
peBostonys B lepMaHMM, TIpeACTaB/ISIONIAs CBOE-
o0OpasHyI0 aHaJIOI'MIO MaTepyaIbHOV PeBOJIIOLI
Bo DpaHINM, CTOJIb Xe BakKHas B IJIa3ax IIyOo-
KOT'O MBICTINTENIS, Kak 1 Ta. OHa pasBuBaeTcs 1o
TeM Xe pazaM, 1 MeXIy 00eVM TOCIIONICTBYeT 3a-
MedaTeIpHenImI apauiennsm» (lertre, 1958a,
c. 92; Heine, 19726, S. 255). Boxpyr «Kputuku un-
CTOTO pasyMa» «COCPeHOTOUMIIVCH HaIm puio-
codpckme IKOOMHIIBI», a To3ToMy lerviHe Ges Tpyma
HaxonuT HapasulestbHyto KauTty mmaHocTs: «KaHT
Obu1 HatM Pobecribepom» (Tevire, 19586, c. 154;
Heine, 1972a, S. 276). Ho 3TyM HeMeIKuii II03T OT-
HIOZIb He YJOBOJIbCTBOBAJICS:

...ecm Vimmanywt KaHT, 3TOT BeJIMKUIA pas-
pyHmmmTesb B IIapCTBe MBIC/IN, [TaJIEKO ITPEB30IIIesT
cBOUM Teppopm3MoM MakcmMruinasa Pobecribe-
Ppa, TO Koe B 4eM OH MMeJI CXOIHbIe C HUM Yep-
THI, n06y>K,uanu_U/[e K CpaBHEHWMIO 0001X MY>KeV.
<...> ...Tumo merraHmHa B BBICIIIEV CTEIIEHW BBI-
paxeH B oboux: npupoa IrpegHasHavmwIa nux K
OTBellVBaHNIO Kode 1 caxapa, HO cym,6a 3ax0-
Tesla, 4YTOOBI OHV B3BEIMBaIN apyrue Belu, u
OITHOMY 6p0cvma Ha BeChbl KOPOJIs, PpyroMy —
bora... 1 oun B3Becwym Touno! (I'evire, 1958a,
c. 97—98; Heine, 19720, S. 260 —261).

KanT y I'eviHe 11 caM BBICTYIIaeT HEKMM Teppo-
PVICTOM, M CO3[1aeT MCTOYHMK Teppopu3Ma: «pas-
pYIINUTeIb B MVpe MBIC/IV» HocpercTBoM «Kan-
ToBOMI I'yIbOTMHED (TertHe, 19580, c. 154; Heine,
1972a, S. 276), BOIUIOIIEHME «IyXOBHOIO Teppo-
pU3Ma», C JIMXBOVI IIePEKPBIBAOIIIETO BCSIKMUI «Ma-

in France, and to which the serious thinker
must assign equal importance. It went through
the same phases, and there is the most remarka-
ble parallelism between the two” (Heine, 2007b,
p. 75). “Our philosophical Jacobins gathered
around the Critique of Pure Reason” — so that
Heine easily finds a personality to match Kant:
“Kant was our Robespierre” (Heine, 2007a,
p- 131). But the German poet went further:

“If [...] Immanuel Kant, the great destroyer
in the realm of thought, far surpassed Maximil-
ian Robespierre in terrorism, the two, on the
other hand, had certain similarities, which in-
vite us to compare them. [...] both demonstrate
to the highest degree the type of the petit-bour-
geois — nature had meant for them to measure
out coffee and sugar, but fate forced them to
weigh other things, and put a God and a King,
respectively, on their scales...

And they found their true weight!” (Heine,
2007b, pp. 79-80)

With Heine, Kant is himself a kind of terror-
ist creating terrorism: “destroyer in the world
of thought” by means of the “Kantian guillo-
tine” (Heine, 2007a, p. 131), an embodiment of
“spiritual terrorism” far exceeding any “ma-
terial terrorism”, “a terrorist in the realm of
philosophy” ([Francke and Hollmer], 2001,
pp- 496-497).

Yet Heine was not the first: his interpreta-
tion of German philosophy arose from Carl
Friedrich Bachmann’s work On the Philosophy
of My Time (1816)° which draws attention to a

® Perhaps a still earlier source for Heine was the satirical
work of Friedrich Christian Brosse: “Immortality is the
tree of freedom of enlightened reason around which
jubilant and happy people dance the carmagnola. At
a distance Robespierre sitting on the critical throne
takes away his God from the thinking public, and then
in another decree again allows the faltering masses to
believe in God, even coerces them into this by driving
a brain screw of practical faith in reason. One deadly
thrust of the dagger has already been delivered by
Aenesidemus, one oppressor has already fallen! Long
live Aenesidemus and Charlotte Corday. Followers
of Kant! Take off your red caps! We, kind-heartede
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TePUaIBHBIVI TEPPOPV3M», «TEPPOPUCT B HAPCTBE
dwtococpum» (Mitteilungen, 2001, S. 496 —497).

Onnako 1 leviHe Bce xe He ObUI IIEPBBIM: €O
VIHTepIIpeTallusi HeMeITkov prtocodpmm BOSHVK-
Jj1a Ha ocHoBe coumHenus Kapria @puapnxa bax-
MaHa’. B mmponssenennn «O dutocodumt Moero
BpemeH» (1816) baxmaH ommchiBaeT cTpaHHOe
OOCTOATENBCTBO:  «...COOCTBEHHOE BO3MIEVICTBUE
“KpuUTHKM 91CTOro pasyma’... COBIIazIaeT IO Bpe-
MeHW C HNepBbIMU JIBVDKeHWSIMMY, BO3BelllaBIIVIMI
@panIiry3ckyoo pesoronmio» (Bachmann, 1816,
S. 3). B ommimume ot I'eniie, baxman nipoBogmT Bee
e TIapasuiesivi MeXXay (PpaHITy3CKOV PeBOIIOIN-
el 1 mocsiegosaTessimy KaHTa, a He caMuM Ké-
HUTCOePrcKMM MBICTITEIIEM:

...BO3HMKAIOT KpOBaBewIlie OWTBBL, Hayd-
HOe SKOOVHCTBO ¥ TePPOPM3M, JIUTepaTypHbIe
yOwricTBa ¥ THYCHOCTWM, VICTVHHO IDIOIIA/THBIV
TOH, 4€JIOBEK BbUIETA€T 3a BCe I'PaHMIIbI KOHEY-
HOCTW, IToJ1araeT ceds Ha Mecto Bora u 3acTasis-
€T BO3HMKATh BECh MUP M3 CBOMX COOCTBEHHBIX
MBICIIENI, a TPYH, BOOOpakaBIIINIi, YTO HaBCera
paspynnaul LapcTBO JIOrMaTM3Ma, ITPOM3BEII W3
cBOero coOCTBEHHOrO UpeBa caMbIll Oe3paccyp-
HBIVI JOIMaTW3M, KOTOPBIVI KOITA-IN0O0 BIEN
Mup» (Bachmann, 1816, S. 4).

Paccyxmenns baxmaHa IOKa3bIBAIOT, UTO OfI-
HVIM W3 TOJTYKOB TSI TIOTOOHBIX CpaBHeHUM (Hui-
socodpmm Kanra ¢ pparIty3cKovt peBosIroryer mo-
CITy>KMJIa COMHWTeJIbHAS VIHTepIIpeTanys Iacca-
Ka 13 IIPeNCIIoBNs KO BTopoMy m3panmio «Kpu-
TUKW 4ucToro pasyma» (1787). Ha ocnose sTom

* BosMoxHO, emrre Ooslee paHHVM McTOUHMKOM 1 [evie
MOIJIO CJIy>KIUTh caTupudeckoe counHenne d. Xp. bpocce:
«BeccmepTiie — 3T0 IepeBo CBOOOIBI OCBEIIIEHHOIO PasyMa,
BOKPYT KOTOPOT'O PajlOCTHBIE VI OCUACTIIVBIIEHHBIE JIIOIN
TaHIYIOT KapMaHbOJIy. Boaym cuanT Ha TpoHe KPUTUKMU
PoGecribep, oH 3abupaer y gymaromier IyOoymkm —
cpoero bora, 1 mocie 3TOro B ApyroM [eKpere CHOBa
paspeltaer IIpocTbIM MaccaM — BepUTbh B bora, oH 1axe
NPUHYX/IaeT JIIofer K 3TOMY BKpy4MBaHVEM MO3IOBOIO
IIypyna HOpaKTI4ecKOl Bepbl pasyMa. CMepTeslbHBIN
yoap KMEDKajla yKe HaHeceH DHe3WUIeMOM, THpaH yXKe
nait! Ta sgpasctByror DHesupeMm u Ilaprorra Kopre!
IMocnenosaresm Kanra! CHmMMTe C TOJIOBBI KpacHbBIe
manku! Mpl, JOOpOIIOpsIOYHbIE POSUINCTB, BEPUM B
GeccmepTiie, B 6eccmepTne!» (Bonsens [Brosse], 1798, S. 31).
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strange circumstance: “[...] the impact of the
Critique of Pure Reason coincides in time with
the early movements that heralded the French
Revolution”* (Bachmann, 1816, p. 3). Unlike
Heine, Bachmann draws parallels between the
French Revolution and Kant followers and not
the Konigsberg thinker himself:

“[...] bloody battles break out, scientific Jac-
obinism and terrorism, literary assassinations
and outrages, a tub-thumping tone, man ex-
ceeds all earthly limits, puts himself in place of
God and makes the whole world emerge from
his own thoughts, and the movement, which
imagined that it had destroyed the kingdom of
dogmatism once and for all, produced from its
own womb the most reckless dogmatism the
world had ever seen”’ (ibid., p. 4).

Bachman’s reasoning shows that one of the
impulses for such comparisons of Kant’s phi-
losophy with the French Revolution was a du-
bious interpretation of a passage from the
preface to the second edition of the Critique of
Pure Reason (1787). On the basis of this Kan-

royalists, believe in immortality, immortality!” (cf.
“Unsterblichkeit ist der Freiheitsbaum erleuchteter Vernunft,
um welchen herum die frohen und begliickten Menschen eine
Karmanjole tanzen. In der Ferne sitzt ein Robespier[r]e auf
einem Thron der Kritik, er nimmt dem denkenden Publikum
— seinen Gott, und erlaubt darauf wieder in einem andern
Dekret dem zagenden Haufen — einen Gott zu glauben, ja er
torquirt die Menschen sogar dazu mit der Gehirnschraube des
praktischen Vernunftglaubens. Einen todlichen DolchstofS
hat  Aenesidemus bereits vollzogen, ein Unterdriicker
ist schon gefallen! Es leb” Aenesidemus und Charlotte
Corday! Anhinger Kants! die rothen Miitzen vom Kopf!
wir gutmiithigen Roylisten glauben die Unsterblichkeit, die
Unsterblikeit!”) (Bonsens [Brosse], 1798, p. 31).

+ “[...] die eigentlichen Wirkungen von Kant’s Kritik der
reinen Vernunft [...] [sind] gleichzeitig [...] mit den ersten
Bewegungen, wodurch sich die Franzdsische Revolution
ankiindigte.”

5 “[..] es entstehen die blutigsten Kdampfe, ein
wissenschaftlicher Jakobinismus und Terrorismus, literarische
Todschlige und Schandthaten und ein wahrer Poissardenton,
der Mensch tiberfliegt alle Schranken der Endlichkeit, setzt
sich selbst an die Stelle Gottes, und, ldsst die ganze Welt aus
seinen eignen Gedanken entstehen, und das Werk, welches das
Konigsthum des Dogmatismus fiir immer gestiirzt zu haben
wihnte, erzeugte aus seinem eignen Schoofie den kiihnsten
Dogmatismus, den je die Welt gesehen.”
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KaHTOBCKOM (pas3bl baxman yTsepxiaer: «Yto
KanT nprtasics cBoenn KPUTUKOV OCYIIECTBUTDH B
MeTadu3MKe ITOJIHYIO PeBOJIIOLIVIO, He TIO/JIeXKUT
COMHEHWMIO, VICXOISI M3 €ro COOCTBEHHBIX BBICKa-
spiBaHUT» (Bachmann, 1816, S. 26 —27). biaropa-
pst viccrtentopanmio Xopcra Hpéndepa (Schropfer,
2003) sicHO, 4TO 3TO KaHTOBCKOe cpaBHeHMe ¢ Ko-
nepaukoM (B XVI; Kant, 1994, c. 18) He nmeet Hu-
4ero oOIr1ero HY ¢ PpaHITy3CKOVI PEBOJTIOIIVIENT, HIA
C He[IBYCMBICJIEHHO 3aJIlyMaHHOV U JieKJapupye-
MOV peBosIoLent B pvyiocodnns, a sIBjIsieTcs OT-
BeTOM Ha pelleHsnto XpucrtuaHa [ordpuna IlroT-
1la, HallMICAaHHYIO [IByMsI rogamMu paHee, B 1785 T,
Ha «OcHoBorosiokeHVe K MeTadpu3iiKe HpPaBOB»
(Schiitz, 1785)*.

B ommmune or Kanra, VI.I. @uxre cosepiien-
HO OCO3HAHHO IIpeTeHJI0BaJl Ha TO, UTO CBOVIM
HayKOy4eHIeM coBeplaeT B dpuiocodpnm peso-
JIIOLMIO MO IIpuMepy dpanilysos: «Mosi cucre-
Ma — 3TO IepBas CHCTeMa CBOOOIBL, KaK Ta Ha-
1ums [PppaHIily3bl] paspelBaeT BHeIIHVE IIeNN de-
JIOBeKa, TaK MOs CHCTeMa IIOpbIBaeT OXBaThbIBalo-
IIVie ero MyThl Belllell caMiux 1o cebe, BHEIITHEro
BJIVISIHWS, VI yCTaHaBJIVBaeT ero B CBOEM IIepBOM
OCHOBOIIOJIOXKEHUV B KadeCcTBe CaMOCTOSITeJIbHO
cymHoctm» (Fichte, 1970, S. 298). ITpasna, mapas-
sienu Mexny dpvutocodpuent Kanra n «esopranm-
3a1vert» TIOCPeNCTBOM (PpaHITy3CKOV PeBOIIOLIN
IIPOBOAVIIVICH M paHee — Harpumep, B pustocod-
CKMX XXYpHaJlaX aHTMKaHTMAHCKOV HallpaBjleH-
HOCTY, M3gaBaeMbix VloraHHOM ABrycTom D0ep-
xaproM (cM.: Anonym, 1794; Anonym, 1795). B xon-
11e XVIII B. ®pumpwnix lotmd Kiommrok counamn
Jlake TaKyIo SIUTPaMMY:

VI3MeHsITE rocyIapCcTBEHHOE 371aHie CTaJIv BO
Opanunn, B 'epmannm xe

3aHsINCh TIOPaXKaTeJIbCTBOM, U CTaI 3Me-
HSTb CCTEMY 3HaHMWS, 3aMedaTe/IbHO.

* Cm. takke mmceMo Illrorna Kaxry or 18 despara
1785 r. (AA 10, S. 399, Ne 237).

5 «Andernd den Bau des Staates ward man in Frankreich,
in Deutschland / Ahmte man nach, und ward, &ndernd
ein Lehrgebdu, toll» (Klopstock, 1982, S. 58, Ne 177).

tian phrase Bachmann (1816, pp. 26-27) makes
this claim: “That Kant by his critique tried to
accomplish a total revolution in metaphysics
is not open to doubt on the basis of his own
utterances.”® Horst Schropfer’s study shows
(Schropfer, 2003) that Kant’s 1787 comparison
with Copernicus (B XVI; Kant, 1998, p. 110) has
nothing to do either with the French Revolu-
tion or with the unambiguously conceived and
declared revolution in philosophy, but is a re-
sponse to the 1785 review of the Groundwork of
the Metaphysics of Morals by Christian Gottfried
Schiitz (1785).”

Unlike Kant, Fichte consciously claimed to
have accomplished a French-like revolution by
his teaching: “My system is the first system of
liberty; just as that nation [the French] breaks
man’s external chains, so my system breaks the
fetters of things in themselves, of external influ-
ence and establishes him in his very first prin-
ciple as an independent being”® (Fichte, 1970,
p- 298). True, parallels between Kant’s phi-
losophy and “disorganisation” of the French
Revolution had been drawn before, e.g. in
anti-Kantian philosophical journals published
by Johann August Eberhard (see Anonym,
1794; Anonym, 1795). In late eighteenth centu-
ry Friedrich Gottlieb Klopstock even wrote this
epigram:

In France they changed the structure of the
State and went mad;

In Germany (in imitation) they changed the
structure of some doctrines — and went mad.’

¢ “Daf3 Kant durch seine Kritik in der Metaphysik eine
ganzliche Revolution zu bewirken suchte, ist aus seinen
eignen AeufSerungen unzweifelhaft.”

7 See also letter from Schiitz to Kant of 18 February 1785
(Br, AA 10, p. 399, Ne 237).

8 “Mein System ist das erste System der Freiheit; wie jene
Nation [Frankreich] von den dufleren Ketten den Menschen
losreifit, reifst mein System ihn von den Fesseln der Dinge
an sich, des dufleren Einflusses los, und stellt ihn in seinem
ersten Grundsatze als selbstindiges Wesen hin.”

° “Andernd den Bau des Staates ward man in Frankreich,
in Deutschland / Ahmte man nach, und ward, dndernd ein
Lehrgebiu, toll” (Klopstock, 1982, p. 58, No 177).
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A 3 anBaps 1796 1. HeMelKu1V IycarTesIb U Xyp-
Haymvict JTriogsur @epavnany I'yOep B aHOHMMHO
OITyOJIMIKOBaHHOV BO BIIVIATEIIBHOM (PpaHIly3CKOM
reyaTHOM oOpraHe Toro BpeMeHm «Le Moniteur
Universel» ctaTbe mmcas1, uTo 3HaMeHUTHIT KaHT
npomssesl B [epMaHMM TyXOBHYIO PEBOJIIOLIVIO,
ofoOHYI0 peposroriny Bo OpaHIny, IprdeM Ké-
HUTrcOeprcKmil MBICJINTESTb BBICTYIINII IIPU 3TOM
CTOPOHHMKOM  PecIyOJIMKaHCKOIO  yCTpPOVICTBa
([Huber], 1796)°.

TeMm He MeHee He cJleflyeT yIIyCKaTb U3 BUJLY,
YTO TOH HOJIOOHBIX CpaBHEHNVI BO BpeMeHa peBo-
JIIouuu 1 BO BpeMmeHa leriHe, paBHO Kak U B pas-
HBIX cTpaHax — BO ®panuum u B [epmanum —
HepeJKo ObIT TIOJTHOCTBIO ITPOTVBOIOIOKHBIM: «B
Hopevnee BpeMsi, — ncai Kapn Posenkpaniy B
cepenuue XIX B, — cTajio o4yeHb MOOHO Mapal-
JIeJIM3MPOBaTh XOII Pa3sBUTIS HeMeIIKOM (PrjIoco-
vt HaumHas ¢ KanTa ¢ dppaHIry3ckon moiamuTu-
KOV ¥ M3 3TOr0 BBIBOIWUTH CJIaBy HeMelIKon u-
socodpun. Ho Torpa (Bo Bpemena Kanra. — A.K),
OIHAKO, 3TMM IIOfIpa3yMeBasIvi COBCeM MHOe, 1 II0-
1o0HOe cpaBHeHVIe OBIJIO COITOCTaBVMO C JIOHOCOM
o OdecmpykmubBHon mendenyuu...» (Rosenkranz,
1840, S. 355).

2. [lomapKcoBcKMe IapaJsijiean
KaHTOBCKOV pmstocodpmm
" (ppaHIy3CKOV peBOITIOLN
B TopeBoIronoHHOM Poccn

M3BecTHO 111 OBUIO B TOpeBOIIOLIIOHHON Poc-
cuM 00 3TMX HAOMApKCOBCKMX COIOCTaBJIEHMSIX
KaHTOBCKOM ¢ustocodpmmt 1 ppaHITy3CcKO peBo-
ymouyn? C OOJIBIION CUMIIaTHer 00 3TUX cpas-
HeHMX, HePeIKO ¢ IPsIMBIMM cChUIKamMM Ha [ert-
He, BBICKA3bIBAIOTCA TaKMe pasHble MBICIIUTeIIN,
Kak dpvtocod-3anaguuk I1. 1. Haagaes (Yaamaes,
1991, c. 94), mmcaresrb M JIUTEpPaTYPHBIT KPUTUK

¢ Arnexcnc PWIOHEHKO 3amMeuaeT B 3TOW CBSI3W, YTO
37lech BIIepBEIE TIPOW3BEIEHO CpaBHEeHUe PpaHITy3CKOM
peBoJIIOIIMM ¥ KOIIepPHWMKAHCKOV peBosory  KanTa
(Philonenko, 1972, p. 265 note).

A.N. Krouglov

On 3 January 1796 the German writer and
journalist, Ludwig Ferdinand Huber, in an
anonymous article in Le Moniteur Universel, an
influential French magazine of the time, wrote
that the famous Kant carried out in Germany a
spiritual revolution similar to the revolution in
France, with the Konigsberg thinker advocating
the republican order ([Huber], 1796).%

Even so, we should not overlook the fact
that during the revolution and Heine’s time
the tone of such comparisons in France was of-
ten the exact opposite of that in Germany: “In
modern times”, wrote Karl Rosenkranz (1840,
p- 355) in the mid-nineteenth century, “it has
become fashionable to draw parallels between
the development of German philosophy, start-
ing with Kant, and French politics and derive
from this the glory of the German philosopher.
But then (during Kant’s time — A.K.) it had a
totally different implication and such compar-
ison was tantamount to a denunciation of a de-
structive tendency [...].”" "

2. Pre-Marxian Parallels
between Kantian Philosophy
and the French Revolution
in Pre-revolutionary Russia

Were these comparisons between Kantian
philosophy and the French Revolution known
in pre-revolutionary Russia? Great sympathy
for these comparisons, often with direct ref-
erences to Heine, were expressed by such di-
verse thinkers as the pro-Western philosopher
Petr Ya. Chaadayev (1991, p. 94), the writer
and literary critic Vasily S. Mezhevich (1833,

10" Alexis Philonenko (1972, p. 265n) notes in this
connection that it is the first comparison of the French
Revolution and Kant’s Copernican revolution.

" “In  neuerer Zeit ist sehr beliebt geworden, den
Entwicklungsgang der Deutschen Philosophie von Kant ab
mit dem der Franzdsischen Politik zu parallelisiren und den
Deutschen Philosophen einen Ruhm daraus zu machen. Damals
aber meinte man dies ganz anders und spielte den Vergleich in
das Denuncirende einer destructiven Tendenz [...].”

69



A.H. Kpyrnos

B. C. Mexesna (Mexesny, 1833, c. 396), mo3nHmi
crmasgHOowI B.D. OpH (Opn, 1991, c. 311) wn
IIpaBOCIIaBHBIE CBAIIEHHVKM apxvenvickon Hyka-
Hop (bposkosuy) (Huxanop, 1888, c. 385—386) 1
IT. A. ®nopenckuit (Prropenckmit, 2007, c. 33—34).
Ilepeckas crarby I'eviHe 00 TVIX MapaUIessx MexX-
71y KaHTOBCKOVI prytocodpuient 1 ppaHITy3CKOM pe-
BOJIIOITVIEVI OITyOJIMKOBaJI B M37laBaeMOM BMeCTe C
O6paTom Muxamiom MuxarjioyueM XXypHasie
®enop Muxansosuu [loctoesckuit (Teiae, 1864).
Hu omun 13 yHNOMSHYTBIX MBIC/IUTeSIEV MapK-
cucToM He ObUL JIuTepary pHBIVI KPUTUK U 1Ty O11m-
it /1. V1. TTucapes HaxonuTces B paMKax PycCcKOV
MBICJIV, CKOpee, B TOPIOM OIIVTHOYeCTBe, KOIa OH B
1867 1. B cB43u ¢ mHTepIipeTayuert [eriHe rosoput
0 «pebsuecKmx CONMVDKeHMAX» VI «IIPUATHON U
3aTevuInBOVL BhITyMKe» ([Tucapes, 2005, c. 434).

Ota pebaueckan u 3ametaubas 6v.0ymka I0BO-
AWTCS A0 CBOETOo 3aBeplieHns B poMaHe M. A. Aji-
naHoBa «/lessiToe Tepmuopa» (1921). ImaBHbI Te-
povt TipousBefeHMs — Mostofon nuruiomar Illra-
asb — 10 nmyTr Bo @panimio okoso 1793 1. okaswl-
BaeTcs B KénurcOepre, rie Ha yimiie HeOXXUJaHHO
BCTpeuaeTcsd ¢ KaHToM 11 HaumHaeT ¢ HuM Oecerry.
B nent KanT ropoput pycckoMy AuIuIoMary:

PobGecmibep, JanToH... SI mymaro, OHU HeIUIO-
xvie yony. OHM 3a01Ty>KIal0OTCsI, TOJIBKO 7 BCETO:
royeMy-To BooOpasmiIn cebsi peBOITIOIIOHepa-
Mu. PasBe oHm pepormornoHepsr? OHU Takue
Ke TIOJIUTVKY, TaKue ke MUHVCTPBI, KaK Te, UTO
ObUIM 10 HUX, IIPU TIOKOVTHOM KopoJie JIromoBu-
ke. HemHoOroO j1yuIie mim, ckopee, HeMHOTI'O XyXe.
VI mestaroT OHM IHOYTHM TO JKe caMoe, 1 XOTHT I104-
TV TOTO >Ke, M JIyllla y HUX II0OYTK Takas xe. He-
MHOTO XYy>Ke WIN, CKOpee, HEeMHOTO JIyurtte... Ka-
KVe OHVI PeBOJIIOLIVIOHePbI?

— Kro xe HacTogIIME PEBOIOIMOHEPHI? —
crpocit ozafgadeHHbIN [1ITaass.

— 51, — cxasas1 cTapuK cepbe3HO U PaBHOILYIII-
HO, KaK caMyl0 OOBIKHOBEHHYIO ¥ CaMO CO0O¥I
pasyMerontyrocs Belib (Anganos, 2002, c. 59).

CBoe HeoObIuHOe yTBepKaeHMe KaHT apry-
MEHTUPOBaJl B pOMaHe Tak:
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p. 396), the later Slavophile Vladimir F. Ern
(1991, p. 311) or Orthodox priests Archbish-
op Nikanor (Brovkovich) (1888, pp. 385-386)
and Pavel A. Florensky (2007, pp. 33-34). A
rendering of Heine’s article about these paral-
lels between Kant’s philosophy and the French
Revolution was printed by Fyodor Dostoev-
sky and his brother Mikhail in the journal they
published together (Heine, 1864). None of the
above-mentioned thinkers were Marxists. The
literary critic and public commentator, Dmitry
Pisarev, was perhaps alone in the framework of
Russian thought when in 1867, commenting on
Heine’s interpretation, he wrote about “childish
comparisons” and “a pleasant and fanciful in-
vention” (Pisarev, 2005, p. 434).

The childish and fanciful invention is carried to
its limit in Mark Aldanov’s novel The Ninth of
Thermidor (1921). The main character, a young
diplomat by the name of Staal, en route to
France circa 1793, finds himself in Konigsberg,
where he accidentally meets Kant in the street
and engages him in a conversation. Kant says
to the Russian diplomat:

“Robespierre, Danton... I think they are not
bad fellows. They are deluded, that’s all: they
have imagined themselves to be revolutionar-
ies. Are they really revolutionaries? They are
just the same politicians, the same ministers
as there were before them under the late King
Louis. A bit better or, rather, a bit worse. And
they do almost the same and they wish the
same and their souls are almost the same. A bit
worse or perhaps a bit better. They are no rev-
olutionaries.”

“Who are the real revolutionaries?” a puz-
zled Staal asked.

“I am,” said the old man seriously and non-
chalantly as if it was something ordinary that
should be taken for granted (Aldanov, 2002,
p- 59).

In the novel, Kant elaborates his startling
statement:



DTO O4YeHb paclpocTpaHeHHOe 3a0iIyXKIeHue,
Oyaro Bo MpaHINMM ITPOUCXOOUT PEBOJIIOIINSL. . .
[TpusHarock BaM, s caM TaK JiyMaJl HEKOTOpoe
BpeMsi 11 ObUI yBJledeH ppaHITy3CKMMM COOBITH-
avm. Ho Teneps MHe coBepIIleHHO siceH oOMaH,
U g HOoTepsUI K HUM MHTepec. Bo @panumu ogHa
rpylia JIofen IIpulila Ha CMeHY JpYyTrov IpyI-
Ile V1 OTHsJIa Y Hee Bj1acTh. KoHe4HO, MOXXHO Ha-
3bIBaTh TaKylO CMEHY pPeBOJIIOIIVIEV], HO BeIb 3TO
BCe-TaKM Hecepbe3HO. Pasymeercs, s 1 Temepb
Xej1as1 Ob1, uT00 BO PpaHIMM CO3[IaTIOCh IIpaBo-
BOe rocy/1apcTBo, OoJlee VIV MeHee COOTBETCTBY-
forree umeaMm MoHTeckbé. Ho, cormacmurecs, 510
BCce He To... [foueMy 3Ty oIyt He HAUYHYT PeBO-
Jonmm ¢ cammx cebg? V1 moyemy oHU CUMTAIOT
cebs1 mocenosaresamm Pycco?.. Pycco, — ckasart
OH C yBaXkeHMeM, — VIMeJI B By COBEpPIIEHHO
apyroe. <...>

Torbko B MOeM ydeHVMWM — MOMJIMHHAsS pe-
BOJIIOLVS, PeBOJIIONNA fyxa. VI moromy camble
Bpe[Hble, CaMble OIacHbIe JIFOIIN 3TO He [laHTOH
u He Pobecribep, a Te, KOTOpBIe MeIIaoT MHE BbI-
CKasbIBaTh MOV MbIC/IN. Pa3Be MOXHO 3ariperiaTh
npomssenenst Kanra?.. (Tam xe).

[ IprmepoB, TPOTMBOIIOJIOKHBIX 3TOVI JIOMUHV-
pyoment ctvmsaunu B 1yxe leiine, B pycckomt
nuTepaType oueHb Masio. CKopee VCKITIoUeHVeM
OKa3bIBaIOTCA pasmbIluleHns B poMane A. H. Tor-
croro «Xmypoe ytpo» (1941): «...dustocodns-To,
JIOTVIKa-TO KOPPEeKTUPYIOTCs, KaK CTpeibOa, BU-
IIVIMOVI I1JIBIO, T7Ty OOKVIM ITO3HaHVIeM KI3HEHHBIX
CTOJIKHOBeHUT... PeBormroniss — 310 TeOe He DM-
Manyw1 Kauth» (Torcron, 1947, c. 33).

TorkoBaHMe AJilaHOBa OT/IMYAJIOCH OT Hpef-
HIECTBYIOIIMX TeM, UTO, XOTsI OHO V1 OBbIJIO HaBesTHO
B TOM umcile [eriHe, OHaKO, B OT/IUME OT APYTIUX
IOKJIOHHVIKOB HEMeIIKOro I103Ta, IycaTesIb OCHO-
BBIBAJICSL 3[1eCh Ha 3HaHMV HEKOTOPBIX KaHTOB-
CKMX ITpOM3BeIeHNI, BKJIIoUasi Te, B KOTOPBIX CO-
JepKajIiCb KaHTOBCKMe BbICKas3blBaHMs O (ppaH-
IIy3CKOM peBotoium. PaBHbIM 0Opa3oM Ha MCTO-
pvYdecKny Matepuall onvpasiack M HeKas peBO-
mononmsanms dputocodpun Kanra B Poccum co
croporbl A. VI Tepriena. OH cpaBHMBaeT BHeII-
"yt obimmk Kanra n Pobectibepa (I'eprien, 1954,
c. 305), HO, Toxoxe, He Ha ocHOBe [erHe. B «BbI-
joM 1 mymax» (1855) I'eprien BcriommHaeT «Kau-
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“It is a widespread misconception that what
is happening in France is a revolution... I con-
fess that I myself thought that way and was
carried away by the French events. But now I
understand it is all a cheat, and I have lost inter-
est in them. In France one group of people has
replaced another group and has seized power
from it. Of course you can call this change a
revolution, but this is not serious. Surely, I still
would like to see a law-governed state in France
corresponding more or less to the ideas of Mon-
tesquieu. But you would agree, wouldn't you,
that this is not the real stuff?... Why don’t these
people begin the revolution with themselves?
And why do they consider themselves to be
the followers of Rousseau?... Rousseau, he said
respectfully, had something totally different in
mind” [...].

“Only my teaching is a genuine revolution,
the revolution of the spirit. That is why the
most harmful, the most dangerous people are
not Danton or Robespierre, but those who pre-
vent me from expressing my thoughts. How
can you forbid Kant?...” (ibid.).

There are very few voices in Russian liter-
ature that challenge the prevalent Heine-like
stylisation. One such exception is the reflec-
tions in Alexei Tolstoy’s novel A Gloomy Morn-
ing (1941): “[...] philosophy, logic is corrected,
like shooting, by the visible target, deep insight
into life’s clashes... Revolution is not your Im-
manuel Kant!” (Tolstoy, 1947, p. 33).

Aldanov’s interpretation differed from pre-
vious ones because, although it did take its cue
from Heine, among others, unlike other fans
of the German poet, he knew some of Kant's
works, including those which contained Kant’s
remarks about the French Revolution. Like-
wise, Herzen proceeded from historical materi-
al in tending to revolutionise Kant’s philosophy.
He compares the appearance of Kant and Robe-
spierre (Herzen, 1956, p. 295), but it is unlikely
that his words derive from Heine. In My Past
and Thoughts (1855) Herzen (1982, p. 532) recalls
“Kant taking off his velvet cap at the news of the
proclamation of the republic in 1792 and repeat-
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Ta, CHSBIIIEro OapXaTHYIO IIAIlOUKy IIPU BECTU O
npoposryamennn pecnyonmkm 1792 roga m mo-
BTOpUBIIIEro “HbiHe oTmytraemn” CrumeoHa-060-
ronpunmia» (I'epuen, 1957, c. 299; cp. JIk. 2: 29—
32). OH He yKa3aJl HUKAaKOrO MCTOYHMKA, OJHAKO
€ro MOXKHO BOCCTaHOBUTE. B perieHsun Ha Guorpa-
duro Kanra @. B. [llyGepTa 13BeCTHBIN MCTOPUK,
1Ty OJIMIIVICT, «JIeTOIMCEIl» CBOErO BpeMeHU 1 ITpe-
KpPacHBIVI 3HaTOK pyccKovi KyJIsTypel Kaprr ABrycr
@apHxareH ¢oH DH3e Mepeal pacckas, CJIbIIIIAH-
HBI M OoKoJ10 1818 1. oT 3HaBIIero Kanra ®dpu-
npuxa Asrycra ¢on IIraremana:

Korma uepes rasersr 66010 cOOOITIEHO O IIPO-
BosmIameHuy panirysckont pecrryormky, Kanr,
KOTOPBIVI KO BceM coObITvsiM DpaHITy3CcKOVT peBo-
JIOLMY OTHOCWIICS C TEeIUIBIM yJacTyeM, CO cJle-
3aMM Ha IJla3ax CKas3aJl HeCKOJIbKVM CBOVIM JIpy-
3bsIM, Cpelii KOTOPBIX ObUT Takke 1 IlITareman:
«Cenuac s Mory ckaszaTh, Kak Cumeon: Hemme
ortmyckaenrs paba Tsoero, Brampiko, 10 cioBy
TBoemy, ¢ MUpPOM, TTOCJIe TOTO Kak s BUJIesI 9TOT
JleHb criaceHws». 1 Hero Bo @paHITy3CKYIO pe-
BOJIIOLVIIO BIUIEJIVICh BCe BaKHBbIE yCTpeMJIeHs
yeJloBeYecTBa, ¥ OH HajlesyIcs Ha TO, YTO OHW,
IOYTU IIOTepsIHHBIEe B IPeCTYIUIEHUSX aHapXnW,
OyayT criaceHbI CHOBa ITpY Ilepexojie K yIopsiIo-
ueHHOMY ITpaBuTesIbcTBY (Varnhagen von Ense,
1843, S. 755; cp. B nHoM pemakuym: Varnhagen
von Ense, 1869, S. 187).

Okasasu 7v 3Tr JOMapKCOBCKVe CpaBHEHVS 1
apasuiesivi KaHTOBCKOM cprstocodpmmt 1 ppaHITy3-
CKOVI PeBOJIIOLIV BIIVISTHVIE HAa POCCUTVICKYIO COLIV-
aJI-IeMOKpaTuIO?

3. Pycckue conmasi-neMoKpaThl
u B3I71s1Ab1 Mapkca Ha oTHomeHne KaHnTa
K ppaHITy3CKOV PeBOTIOINN

Ilponorpkast Tpagmumm AsmaHoBa, A. beroro
u A.A. biioka (cm.: Kpymios, 2010), aBcTpuiickmi
nposank u gpamMarypr Tomac beprxapm B mbece
«MMmmanymn Kant» (1978) onuceiBaer myTerie-
CTBUe KEHUTcOeprckoro duiocoda ¢ Cyrnpyrom u
rorryraeM Ha Kopabsie B AMepuky. OHO 13 KaH-
TOBCKVX Pa3sMBIIJICHUV Te-TO B ATJIaHTVIKe 3BY-
UUT B 3TOV IIbece TaK:

ing, ‘Now lettest Thou Thy servant depart'2.”
He does not indicate the source, but it can be re-
stored. In the review of the Kant biography by
Friedrich Wilhelm Schubert, Karl August Varn-
hagen von Ense, a well-known historian, jour-
nalist, “chronicler” of his time and a connoisseur
of Russian culture, relates an account he had
heard circa 1818 from (Christian) Friedrich Au-
gust von Staegemann who knew Kant:

When the newspapers reported the estab-
lishment of the French Republic Kant, who had
warm sympathy for all the events of the French
Revolution, told several of his friends, among
whom was Staegemann: “Now I can say like
Simeon: ‘Lord, now you are letting your ser-
vant depart in peace, according to your word,
for my eyes have seen your salvation.”” For him
all the important aspirations of mankind were
intertwined with the French Revolution, and
he hoped that these, almost lost in the crimes
of anarchy, would be saved again in the tran-
sition to an ordered government® (Varnhagen
von Ense, 1843, p. 755; cf. in a different edition:
Varnhagen von Ense, 1869, p. 187).

Did these pre-Marxian comparisons and
parallels between Kant’s philosophy and the
French Revolution have an impact on the Rus-
sian Social-Democrats?

3. Russian Social-Democrats
and Marx’s Views on Kant’s Attitude
to the French Revolution

Following the tradition of Aldanov, Andrey
Bely and Alexander Blok (see Krouglov, 2010),
the Austrian novelist and playwright Thomas

12 Cf. Luke 2: 29-32.

B “Als die Stiftung der Franzdsischen Republik durch
die Zeitungen verkiindet wurde, sagte Kant, der allen
Erscheinungen der franzdsischen Ravolution warmen Anteil
gewidmet hatte, mit Trinen in den Augen zu mehreren
Freunden, unter denen auch Stigemann war: ‘Jetzt kann
ich sagen, wie Simeon: Herr, lasse Deinen Diener in Frieden
fahren, nachdem ich diesen Tag des Heils gesehen!” [hm waren
in die franzdsische Revolution alle wichtige Anliegen der
Menscheit verflochten, und er glaubte diese, in den Griueln
der Anarchie fast verlorenen, durch den Uebergang in
geordnete Regierung wieder gerettet.”
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VICTVIHHBIV U [1eVICTBUTEJIbHBIV COLIMAJIVICT
BCe IIpoyee 3a0iIyXXIeHe

VI KOMMYHW3M TOXe

TOJIBKO MOJIHAas OJIaXb

Mapkc HeromHMK

A sToT GenHbIN cTtTaboyMHBIN JleHnH
COBepIIIeHHO IIPeBPaTHO MeHs MICTOJIKOBaI
(bepuxapm, 1999, c. 273)

OnpasaaHHBI JI ObUIV BO3MYIIEHUS JITepa-
TypHoro KanTa B nibece bepaxapma?

B 3HaumTEIIEHOVI CTErTeH IO3UIINS PYCCKOVI CO-
HyaJI-IeMOKpaTu 1o OTHoIIeHn o K KaHTy orpe-
nesnsisiach aByMd dpurypamu — I B. ITinexaHoBsim
u JlennabivM. KaHToBCKas dpntocodus 3aTparmsa-
eTcs B 11eJIoM psifie counHeHun [linexanosa c 1898
no 1916 r.— B mpMMedaHUSAX K PyCCKOMY IIepeBo-
oy coumHeHMs DHresbca «JIronsur dertepbax m
KOHeIl HeMeITKOVl KlaccudecKkom dutocodpmm»
(1-e mzganme — 1892, 2-e uzganue — 1905r), cTa-
Thax «Konpan muar porus Kapria Mapkca
Dpugprixa DHrerbca» (1898), «Marepmasnvsm v
KaHTU3M» (1899), «Cant npotms KanTa win my-
xoBHOe 3aBelllaHue I. bepuirrertia» (1901), «Eme
o BomHe» (1915), a Takxe IpennCIIOBUM K KHUTE
A.M. lebopuHa «Beenenue B dwtocodrio mua-
JIEKTMYeCcKoro Marepuaamsma» (1916). OgHaxo Bo
BCeX 3TVIX MHOTOYVCIIEHHBIX paboTax MHe He M3-
BeCTHO HUMKaKMX TONBITOK Iliexanosa cOmmsmTh
HeMelIKyI0 dustocodpuro Kanrta 1 dpaHIlysckyro
pesosmroniiio. bostee Toro, B oTiimume ot JleHnHa
IIrtexaHoB MHade BUesl MCTOPUYECKYIO POJIb He-
MeITKOVI KJIaccudeckovt dputocodpum: He ee, a Ma-
TepuasisM CHMHO3BI OH paccMaTpvBall B Kade-
CTBe MCTOYHVKa Mapkcm3Ma (cM.: [ itexaros, 1956a,
c. 386; ITnexanos, 19576, c. 75—76)". B mprmMedanm-
X K COOCTBEHHOMY IlepeBOfy DHrejlbca OH IIOf-
YepKHYIL «...B cBoev1 KHure o lepmanmu 'evire ro-
pasmo GosIbllle pacIIPOCTPAHSETCS O PEBOIIIOIVIOH-
HOM, <— OuYeHb IIpeyBeJIMYeHHOe VM,> — 3Haue-
"1 KanTa (ero “Kpwurukn uncroro pasyma”), yem
T'eresis» (ITnexaros, 195606, c. 453). Hexoropoe co-

7 Cwm. 06 aTtom noxrpobHree: (Krouglov, 2018).
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Bernhard in his play Immanuel Kant (1978) de-
scribes Kant’s journey to America on board a
ship together with his wife and parrot. One of
Kant'’s reflections somewhere in the middle of
the Atlantic goes like this:

I am a socialist

a true and a real socialist

all the rest is delusion
Communism is

also a fad

Marx is a rascal

And the poor feeble-minded Lenin
totally perverted me'

(Bernhard, 1983, p. 633)

Did the literary Kant in Bernhard’s play
have a point?

The attitude of Russian Social-Democrats
to Kant was to a large extent determined by
two figures, Georgy V. Plekhanov and Lenin.
Plekhanov touches upon Kant’s philosophy in
many works written between 1898 and 1916,
in notes for the Russian translation of Engels’s
Ludwig Feuerbach and the End of Classical Ger-
man Philosophy (Y1892, 21905), the articles “Con-
rad Schmidt Versus Karl Marx and Frederick
Engels” (1898), “Materialism or Kantianism”,
“Cant against Kant or Herr Bernstein’s Will
and Testament” (1901), “More about the War”
(1915), and the foreword to Abram M. De-
borin’s book Introduction to the Philosophy of
Dialectical Materialism (1916). However, in all
these numerous works I have not found any
attempts to link Kant’s philosophy and the
French Revolution. Moreover, Plekhanov had
a different view of the historical role of Classi-
cal German philosophy than Lenin: he consid-

14 “Ich bin Sozialist

der wahre der tatsichliche Sozialist
alles andere ist ein Irrtum

Und der Kommunismus

ist eine Modetorheit

Marx ein Tunichtgut

Der arme schwachsinnige Lenin
hat mich total mifiverstanden” .
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rocTaBsIeHVie (PPaHITy3CKOVI PEBOJTIOLIVIVL VI HeMell-
ko cprstocodpun y IlexaHosa Bce e BCTpedaeT-
Cs1, OfHAKO Oe3 KOHCTaTaluM KaKOro-TO BIIVISHMS
VIV Kay3aJIbHBIX CBsI3€1, a CKOpee C aKIIeHTOM Ha
OrpOMHBIX pasimunsix: «Bo dpaHrym ogHa peBo-
JIIOLIVSE CMeHSsIJIa IPYTYIO, IOTpPsicasi U BOJIHYS BeCh
MUp, a B 3T0 BpeMmsi B IepmaHum mpowicxomyia
OeckpoBHas Ooprba PrIIOCOPCKMX CHCTEM: OTHA
crucTeMa 3aMeHsUla Apyryio, — KaHT BbITecHsII
Bosedpa, @uxre BoiTecHsu1 Kanta, T'erens BeITeC-
Hs1 DuixTe, 1 9Ta OOpbOa TOXe CTPAIITHO BOJIIHO-
BaJla MUp — MUP YUYeHBIX U CTY/IeHTOB (prsiocod-
ckoro dakyssreta» (ITnexanos, 1928, c. 327).

Mse He 13BeCTHO TakXe HU eOVHOro obpa-
menus JlennHa kK 1mrate Mapkca o dutoco-
dum Kanra Kak «Teopumu ppaHITy3CKOV pPeBOJIIO-
1VV». DOJIBIIEBUIKY, KOTOpBIE BCe XKe paccy’Kia-
JIVI Ha TeMbI PEeBOJIIOIINM B paMKaX TeX VJIV MHBIX
VICTOPVKO-(PMITOCOPCKIIX MCTOIIKOBAHMTL, BOOOIIIE
HNPUXOAMIIV K PaavKaIbHO MHBIM BBIBOIAM, He-
KesTn caM MapKc B KOHKPeTHBIX OlleHKaX KaHTOB-
ckovt dpvtocodpum. Brragymump Muxariosna Ily-
JIATVUKOB B coumHeHmM «OmpapaaHyie KayTaIn3-
Ma B 3amajHoeBporerickor dputocodpum (ot He-
KapTa 110 O. Maxa)» obbgsiw1 KaHTta mpencrasu-
TeJleM U BblpasuTesieM MaHydaKTypHO dpuioco-
1, ockoIBEKy MMeHHO MaHydaKTypa IIpoIiBe-
Tajla B 3KOHOMMYeCKN OTcTasion Iepmanum Bpe-
MeH KéHurcOeprckoro dpmtocoda. ViMeHHO 371€Ch
U CONEPXUTCS WMCTOUYHMK CXeMaTU4YecKoro IIo-
crpoenus dwtocopum Kanra: «...scs “Kpurnka
YICTOrO pasyMa’ ecTb He YTO MHOe, KaK yueHle O
TOM, C IIOMOIIIBIO CKOJIb MHOTOPa3JIMYHBIX, PacIIo-
JIOKEHHBIX B IIOCJIeZIOBATEIILHOM, VepapX4ecKOM
Hops/IKe OpraHM3aTOPCKUX MHCTAHIUM CyOBeKT
IIpeBpalllaeT XaoC BHEIITHEro Mypa B HEUTO I1ejIb-
Hoe M cTpoviHoe. KapTnHa CJIOXHOW opraHmsa-
UMM MaHYaKTyPHBIX MacTepPCKMX BOCIIPOM3BO-
nutcd B getassax» (Iymarukos, 1908, c. 75-76).
Yepes Tpu ropa mocyie Hadajia IIepBOVI PYCCKOV
pesommtoriym Hlynarukos 3assuir: «Obmacts du-
nocodpum — Hacrosas bactumst OypkyasHou
upeosnorvn. 1o cux mop s MITypMa ee CpaBHU-
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ered Spinoza’s materialism and not Classical
German philosophy to be a source of Marx-
ism (see Plekhanov, 1974a, p. 363; Plekhanov,
1976, pp. 72)."° In the notes to his own transla-
tion of Engels he stressed: “[...] in his book on
Germany, Heine dwells far more on the revolu-
tionary significance [which he greatly exagger-
ated] of Kant (his Criticism of Pure Reason) than
of Hegel” (Plekhanov, 1974b, p. 430). Still, Ple-
khanov does occasionally compare the French
Revolution with German philosophy though
he does not write about any influences or caus-
al links, but rather stresses the huge differenc-
es: “In France one revolution followed another,
shaking and agitating the world, whereas in
Germany a bloodless clash of philosophical sys-
tems was taking place: one system was replac-
ing another — Kant was ousting Wolff, Fichte
was ousting Kant and Hegel was ousting Fichte
and this struggle terribly excited the world, the
world of scholars and philosophical students”
(Plekhanov, 1928, p. 327).

Similarly, I am not aware of Lenin ever turn-
ing to Marx’s quotation about Kant’s philoso-
phy as “the theory of the French Revolution”.
The Bolsheviks, insofar as they reflected on
revolution in the framework of various his-
torical-philosophical interpretations, arrived
at conclusions that were radically different
from Marx’s in assessing Kant’s philosophy.
Vladimir M. Shulyatikov in his book Justifica-
tion of Capitalism in West European Philosophy
(From Descartes to E. Mach) declared Kant to be
a representative and proponent of manufacto-
ry philosophy because manufacture flourished
in economically backward Germany during
Kant’s time. Herein lies the source of Kant’s
philosophical schema: “[...] the whole Critique
of Pure Reason is but a teaching about how, with
the aid of diverse organisational instances ar-
ranged in a sequential, hierarchical order, the
subject turns the chaos of the external world

5 For more on this see Krouglov (2018).



TEJIPHO MaJIo cJielaHo. VI MOMEHT peInmTeIbHOrO
IITypMa elrfe He HacTymvI. Ho, Bo BcIkoM citydae,
oH TpubmKaercs. V1 OT Hac, MapKCUCTOB, 3aBU-
cuT ero HactymuieHue» (Tam xe, c. 148—149). O6-
pallleHre 3TO O3HadaeT B TOM 4WCJle pa3obiiade-
HIe MeJIKOOypXKyas3Hom driocodpunt Bpore KaH-
TOBCKOVI KaK Takowm dpviocodnm, KoTopast BbIpa-
KaeT U 3allMIIIaeT MHTePeChl Yy KIIbIX KJIaccoB®.
Taxum oOpasom, mormomn nmTtara Mapkca mIpo
«HEeMeIIKYIO TeOprIo PpaHITy3CKOV PeBOIIOIIVI»
CTasla y>Ke II0ciIe Iobempl pepormonmy B Poccumt m
B KauecTBe KaHOHWMYECKOV OKOHYATEeIbHO yTBEp-
AVUIack JIVIIB ITocsle okoHYaHMs Bemkon Oreye-
CTBEHHOVI BOVIHBL. DTO SIBHBIM o6pa30M JIOKa3bIBa-
eT VICTOPWS, IIPUKIIIOUVBIIIASICS BO BpeMs BOVIHBI C
TpeTsnM TOMOM «VIcTopun dpmocodrm.

4. KaHT 1 dpaHIIy3CKasi peBOITIOLMA
B TpeTbeM TOMe
«Uctopumn pnnocodpmumn» (1943)

Ecin obparutbes K BIMATEIBHOMY yued-
HUKY AMaIeKTUYeCcKoro Marepuasjmni3Ma Hadva-
sa 1930-x rr. mox, pepakuvert M. b. Mutuna, mMo-
JKeT CJIOKUTBCS BIleyaT/ieHVe, YTO yXKe Torja Ka-
HOHMYecKasi oIleHKa Borpoca o Kanre n dpan-
Ly3CKOV PeBOJIIOIMM BIIOJIHE CJIOXKWMilach. Tak,
110 OTHOIIIEHUIO KO BCell HeMellKov dpviocodpmm
ot Kanra mo I.B.®. lerena B pasgere «Vicropu-
yeckye KOpHM MapKCu3May, CjleflyIolleM 3a pas-
nenoM «Ipy MCTOYHMKa M TP COCTaBHBIX YacTU
MapKcu3Ma», yTBepxaaercs: «Kilaccuueckas He-
MellKass putocodusd MpopbIBaeT MOM BIVSHMEM
Benmukon dpanitysckon pesosony Metadpumsu-
yecKuM Tynuk Oy pxxyasHom Teopun. Ho ona mpo-
pBIBaeT MeTapM3MKy Ha u0eaAucmuieckor OCHO-
Be, OTOXIIECTBJISASI Pa3BUTVE OBITUS C PasBUTVEM

8 Cp. Ilnexanos o LlymnsTukose: «Y HEro BBIXOAUT Tak,
uTo Korga KanT nimcart o HymeHax 1 dpeHOMeHax, TO OH He
TOJIPKO VIMeJI B BULY pas/IN4Hble OOIIeCcTBeHHbIe KIIacChl,
HO TaKkKe — IO BBIP@OKEHWUIO CTapyXWU-UMHOBHVIIEI
I'. Ycnenckoro — “HopoBwiI B KapMaH~ OJHOTO M3 3TUX
KJIacCcOB, MMeHHO Oypkyasumn» (Iliexaros, 1957a, c. 325).
IIzexanos ccputaeTcs Ha nepcoHaxa I'. V1. Ycmenckoro B
ero nnpowmsseneHny «Pasoperre» (1869).
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into something whole and streamlined. The
picture of the complex organisation of man-
ufactory workshops is reproduced in detail”
(Shulyatikov, 1908, pp. 75-76). Three years after
the beginning of the First Russian Revolution
Shulyatikov said: “The area of philosophy is a
veritable Bastille of bourgeois ideology. To date
comparatively little has been done to storm it.
The moment for a decisive storm has not yet
come. But it is certainly approaching. Its arriv-
al depends on us Marxists” (ibid., pp. 148-149).
In a certain way this statement exposes petty
bourgeois philosophy such as Kant’s as a phi-
losophy that expresses and defends the inter-
ests of alien classes."

So, Marx’s quotation about “the German the-
ory of the French Revolution” did not become
a dogma until after the victory of the Russian
Revolution and finally became canonised only
after the end of World War II. This is amply
borne out by the affair with the third volume of
The History of Philosophy during the war.

4. Kant and the French Revolution
in the Third Volume
of The History of Philosophy (1943)

If we turn to the influential early 1930s text-
book, Dialectical and Historical Materialism,
edited by Mark B. Mitin we may get the im-
pression that the canonical view of the issue of
Kant and the French Revolution was firmly es-
tablished by the 1930s. Thus, with regard to the
whole of German philosophy from Kant to He-
gel the section “Historical Roots of Marxism”
following the section on “The Three Sources
and Three Component Parts of Marxism”

16 Cf. Plekhanov (1976b, p. 305) on Shulyatikov:
“According to him, when Kant wrote about noumena
and phenomena, he not only had in mind various social
classes, but also, to use the expression of the old wife
of one of Uspensky’s bureaucrats, he ‘aimed at the
pocket” of one of these classes, namely, the bourgeoisie.”
Plekhanov was referring to a character from Gleb I.
Uspensky’s book of essays and stories Ruination (1869).
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MBIIIUIeHVs» (IyaleKTuecKm 1 MCTOPUYecKm
MarepuanmsM, 1934, c. 17). B coro ouepenip, B pas-
nene «yanmsm KaHTa 11 coBpeMeHHOe KaHTMaH-
CTBO» Oe3 yKas3aHMs Ha3BaHMs PabOTEI TOBOPUTCS:
«Mapkc HepmapoMm HaswelBasl dwiocodpuio Kanra
“HeMeITKOVI Teopuelt PpaHITy3CKOVI peBosTrormi’”.
Ona oxHOI pyKow cBepraer Oora, Ipyrovi CHO-
Ba BO3BOWUT €ro Ha TPOH; OHa IIbITaeTCs OTTOJI-
KHYTBCS OT MJleasii3Ma, HO OTIIaThIBaeTCs B yKa-
ce OT CTOSIIIeTo Tlepet Heyl MaTepyaIi3Ma ¥ BHOBb
IIOrpy>KaeTcs B MyYMHY MAeaIMCTUYeCKNX CIIeKY-
i (Tam xe, . 63). OmHaKO HavaBIIASICS BOVI-
Ha CYILIeCTBeHHO V3MeHMJIa CUTYaIVIo.

B 1943 r. Mnctutyt dutocopumn AH CCCP
BBINYCTWII TpeTunt ToM «Vctopun dutocodpmm»,
O0sIpIIIasl YacTh KOTOPOro OblyIa IIOCBSINEeHa Kak
pa3 HeMelIKov Kitaccydaeckovt dprtocodpumr’. Tom
corlepkasl KpaTkoe IipeysernoMiieHe «OT peTak-
nmm»: «HacTodIm ToM BBIXOOUT B CypOBbIe JTHU
Besnmxont OTeuecTBeHHOVI BOVIHBI IIPOTUB (pallIv-
CTCKMX 3aXBaTYMKOB. 3aTONMBIINE MUP B Mope
KpPOBU 1 cjle3 pallIiCcTCKMe BapBapbl OCKBEPHSIIOT
BCe JTyYITTVe MIeasTbl U JIOCTVIKEHMST €BPOTIeVICKOM
KYJIBTYpbL. I'pSI3HBIM camioroM pacTOHTa/Ii OHU
ObuIble KY/IBTypHBle Tpaguuuu lepmanum» (Ot
penakiiy, 1943). IltaBy o KanTe B aTOM M3manum
Harcasl B. @. Acmyc, KOTOPBIVI HECKOJIBKVIMY Me-
csiIlaMy paHee yKe OITyOrmKoBas1 Opornropy «Da-
IMCTCKasA daibcuduKalys KjIacCu4eckoy He-
MeIKov prtocopum». DTO HeOOJIbIIoe CoumHe-
HVie BO MHOI'OM BOCITPOV3BOI T Te3MChl ACMyca 13
ero bortee panHer ctaTrbn «PusocodcKas KyJIbTy-
pa 1o, cartorom darmsMa» (Acmyc, 1936). Acmyc
IpONOIDKMII B Oporttope Takxke 1 meso I K. bam-
MeJid, oryormkosasiero B 1936 r. crarsio «O da-
mmsanun uctopun dpvuiocodpun B I'epmanmm». B
pabore bamMMmesisi IIpUCyTCTBYIOT MHOTOYMCIIEH-
HbIe UTaThI 3 MapKca 1 DHrejibca, O[JHaKo MHTe-
pecyioras Hac rurara n3 «dustocodpckoro MaHu-
drecTa MCTOpUUECKOVI HIKOJIBI ITpaBa» JaHa JINIIb
Kak Iapadpas: «IposeTapmar MOXeT TOPHUTH-
csl TeM, YTO, HeCMOTpPsI Ha MENIaHCKYIO OrpaHW-

9 Cm. 00 arom mopgpobree: (Kpyrios, 2020).
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makes this claim: “Classical German philoso-
phy, under the influence of the Great French
Revolution, breaks the methodological dead-
lock of bourgeois theory. But it does so on the
idealistic basis, identifying the development of
being with the development of thought” (Mi-
tin, 1934, p. 17). The section “Kant’s Dualism
and Modern Kantianism” claims, without cit-
ing chapter and verse: “It was no accident
that Marx called Kant’s philosophy ‘the Ger-
man theory of the French Revolution’. With
one hand it overthrows God and with the oth-
er again enthrones him, it tries to distance it-
self from idealism, but shrinks in horror in the
face of materialism to plunge again in the mire
of idealistic speculations” (ibid., p. 63). How-
ever, the start of the war brought a significant
change to the situation.

In 1943 the USSR Academy of Sciences’ In-
stitute of Philosophy published the third vol-
ume of The History of Philosophy, most of which
was devoted to Classical German philoso-
phy.”” The volume contained a short prefato-
ry note “From the Editors”: “This volume is
coming out in the grim days of the Great Patri-
otic War against the Fascist invaders. The Fas-
cist barbarians, who have flooded the world
in a sea of blood and tears, are desecrating the
best ideals and achievements of European cul-
ture. They have trampled down with their dirty
jackboot the former cultural traditions of Ger-
many” (Aleksandrov, et al., 1943). The chapter
on Kant in this book was written by Valentin
F. Asmus, who had several months earlier pub-
lished a pamphlet Fascist Falsifiction of Classical
German Philosophy. This short work is in many
ways a recap of his theses in an earlier article
“Philosophical Culture under the Fascist Jack-
boot” (Asmus, 1936). In the pamphlet Asmus
also picks up the topic of Grigory K. Bammel
who had published an article “On Fascisation
of the History of Philosophy in Germany” in

7" For more on this see Krouglov (2020).



YeHHOCTH M TYIOCTb IIPYCCKOVI MOHAPXWMV, Halo-
KMBIINX CUJIBHYIO ITedaTh Ha dpwiocodpuro Kan-
Ta, @uixte u leresns, B x Ppustocodckmx cricremax
ObuT cpopMyITIPOBaHBI MIIeN, IIPOrpecCcUBHBIE
IIJISL CBOETO BpeMeHV, OTpakKaBIIIVie Ha Hemelykoul
noube vpeosnoruo Benukon dpaHItysckoi peso-
JIFOLVIV, €BPOIEVICKIIX 6yp>Kya3Hblx PEBOJTIOLIT
(bammerns, 1936, c. 242). B cBoro ouepens, AcMyc B
Oporrrope 1942 r. JTUIIb TIOMYEPKHYIL: « DTOT UCTO-
praeckvyt KaHT, arosioreT v mporaraHaycT pac-
Cy[Ka, HeMeIIKnit TeopeTuk [ Ipocserenmst u Oyp-
KyasHOM dppaHuyscmﬁ peBortony, He HYXeH
coppeMeHHOMY darmsmy» (Acmyc, 1942, c. 17).

B rmaBe o Kanrte B «cTopun dputocodpmm»
KpWUTMKa CBefleHa 0 MMUHVMMYMa, HaCKOJIBKO 3TO
BOOOIIIe BO3MOXKHO, XOTSI M IIPUCYTCTBYeT KakK B
cobcTBeHHO I1aBe 0 Kanre, Tak 1 B r1ase o [erese:

JIyummme ywmbl 'epmaHwyi mepBovi ITOJIOBU-
Hbl XIX B. He CMOITIM YCTOATBH IIPOTVUB HallMO-
HaJIbHOVI HeMEIIKOV CTUXUM — UINCTepCTBa.
[BoricTBeHHOCTh ¥ TI0JI0BMHYaTOCTh KaHTa,
dwmcTepckme yepTrl ['éTe, KMWIMBBIV HAIMO-
Haym3M Drixte, Mpakobecre nozaHero Hlermma-
ra, npexiIoHeHue ['ereirsi mepen peaxiMIOHHBIM
MPYCCKMM FOCYZapCTBOM — BCe 3TO SIBJIEHVIS OfI-
HOTO HOpsAKa: JaHb IOJIUTUYEeCKOV OTCTaIOCTN
l'epmanmm B ee Oroprepckornt kocHocTH ([bpIxos-
cxkmin?], 1943, c. 301).

AcMyc momuepKuBaeT, uTO (ppaHITy3cKas pe-
BOJIIOIIMSI CTasla OIHVIM U3 TpexX COOBITWII, Hapy-
IIVBIIVIX PACTIOPSIOK TVIXOVI XXM3HWM KEHUTCOepr-
ckoro dpustocoda: «B coOprTmsax MpaHITy3cKo pe-
Bormtory KaHT Buiesr MOIBITKY VMCTOPUYECKOro
OCYIIIeCTBJIEHNSI HOBBIX MJIeasioB IIpaBa M I'Pak-
ITAHCKOTO Iopsika. KaHT He cKpbIBasI cBoero co-
YyBCTBEHHOI'O OTHOIIEHMs K IlepesopoTy 1789 T,
a B COYVMHEHWM, TIOCBSIIIEHHOM ITpo0rieMaM Ipa-
Ba, PELINTEIbHO OTBeprajl eofasbHble HacIIel-
cTBeHHbIe ITpuBIUIernm» ([Acmyc], 1943, c. 60). On-
HaKo 0OCy>KIIeHVe BOIIPOCOB PEeBOJIIOLNI BeJIoCh
KanToMm B «kparviHe aOctpakTHOM (prstocodckont
dopme» (TaM >ke), UTO MO3BOIMIIO eMy M30eXaThb
IIPeCIIeIOBAHNII CO CTOPOHBI IIPYCCKOrO KOPOJISL.
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1936. Bammel’s work is replete with quotations
from Marx and Engels, but the quotation from
“The Philosophical Manifesto of the Historical
School of Law” is only paraphrased: “The pro-
letariat can be proud that, in spite of the phil-
istine narrow-mindedness and stupidity of the
Prussian monarchy which left a strong imprint
on the philosophy of Kant, Fichte and Hegel,
their philosophical systems formulated the ide-
as that were progressive for their time reflect-
ing on German soil the ideology of the Great
French Revolution, the European bourgeois
revolutions” (Bammel, 1936, p. 242). In turn,
Asmus (1942, p. 17) in his pamphlet merely
stressed: “Modern Fascism does not need this
historical Kant, apologist and propagandist of
reason, the German theorist of Enlightenment
and the bourgeois French Revolution.”

The Kant chapter in The History of Philosophy
keeps critique down to a minimum although
it is present in the chapter on Kant and in the
chapter on Hegel:

The best brains of Germany in the first half
of the nineteenth century could not resist the
national German feature of philistinism. The
duality and ambivalence of Kant, philistine
traits in Goethe, the arrogant nationalism of
Fichte, obscurantism of the later Schelling,
Hegel’s worship of the reactionary Prussian
state — all these are phenomena of the same
order: a tribute to the political backwardness of
Germany and its philistine narrow-mindedness
([Bykhovsky?], 1943, p. 301).

Asmus stresses that the French Revolution
was one of the three events that upset the tran-
quil tempo of Kant's life: “Kant saw the events
of the French Revolution as a historic attempt
to implement the new ideals of law and civil
order. Kant did not hide his sympathy for the
1789 coup and in a work on the problems of
law resolutely rejected the feudal inheritance
privileges” ([Asmus], 1943, p. 60). However,
Kant’s discussion of revolutionary issues had
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Kax 1 B mpenpIayix MapKCUCTCKIX padoTax,
y AcMmyca, HecMOTpsI Ha MHOTOUVIC/IeHHbIe CHOCKI
Ha KJIaCCUKOB, ITpsiMasi OTChIJIKa K paboTe Mapkca
B CJTydae obcyXaeHms: PpaHITy3CKOV PeBOJTIOLUN
CTpPaHHBIM 00pa30OM OTCYTCTBYeT:

KaHT BBICTyIIaeT KakK «HEMeIKUII TeOPeTUK
dpaHITy3CcKOV peBOIIIOINI». DTa XapaKTepUCTH-
Ka dpmtocopmm Kanra, npuna/piexarias Mapk-
CYy ¥ DHTreJIbCy, OUeHb TOUHO OIIperiesIsieT CBOeo-
Opasue ncropudeckont porm Kanra. Ecim mpen
dpaHITy3cKOVT peBOJOLMN  HaIVl  COOepxKaAHUe
npakTmdeckont dpmtocodpun Kanra, To ncropu-
YyecKasi OTCTaJIOCTh HEMEITKOT'O OOITeCTBeHHO-II0-
JINTUYECKOTO Pa3BUTKS, OTpakeHHas B pas3BU-
TUWM HeMeIIKOW WMIeosIorny, oOycIoBWIa CBoe-
obpasHyIo ¢husocogpckyo opmy, B KOTOPYIO 3TO
conepxxaHme oTIIock. OcHoBaHHBI Bo dDpaH-
LWV Ha JIeVICTBUTEJIbHBIX KJIaCCOBBIX MHTepecax,
dpaHITy3CcKIiT IMOepaM3M IIPUHSUT B CO3HAHUN
HeMelKMX PmIocod OB, BEIPaKaBIIX MHTEPeCk
HeMeLIKOTO OIoprepcTsa, VWUIIO30PHBIV, MUCTU-
dvmmposansbm By ([Acmyc], 1943, c. 99).

Haxoneri, AcMyc crielyaJpHO OTMeTWI, 4TO
KaHT «HaumcTo oTKasasl NoaIaHHBIM B IIpaBe Co-
nipoTuBsIreHs. [losioxkeHe 3TO, OTpUIIaBIIIee IIpa-
BOMEPHOCTB PEBOJIIOIIVIOHHOV OOPHOBI, 0OOCHOBBI-
Basioch y KaHTa codpmsmamm, pusimctepcTBo KOTO-
PBIX CIIOCOOHO TIpMBecTM B M3yMsleHMe» (Tam xe,
c. 123). Takmm obpasom, B «VcTopum drtocodpmm»,
IIOXKaJIyTI, BIIEpBble B padoTax OTeYeCTBEHHBIX
MapKCVCTOB IIPUCYTCTBYeT He HaueTHWYECTBO, a
TIOIIBITKA Pa300paThCs B TOM UNCTIe VI B COOCTBEH-
HBIX KAHTOBCKVIX BBICKa3bIBAaHVISIX O PPaHITy3CKOM
pesormorym’’, He KuBas Ha Mapkca 1 DHrebca.

10 B ommume ot pmwiocodpckmx paboT, B MCTOPUUIECKMX
VICCIIeIOBaHMSIX TOTO BpeMeHV Mbl MOXKeM BCTPeTUTh ITyCTh
VI CKaThIN, HO TOCTaTOYHO TTOJTHBIN 0630p BBICKa3bIBaHUI
Kanra o ¢dpaHIly3cKoV peBOJIIOINM, a TaKKe ITOIBITKA
PEKOHCTPYKIIMM KaHTOBCKOTO OTHOIIIEHMSI K PeBOJIIOLINM,
VI IIPM 5TOM VICTOPVKM TOYHO YKa3bIBaIOT VICTOYHVIK
umrtaTel M3 Mapkca (cMm.: Momkosckas, 1941). B
dmtocodckmx ke paboTax HOMMHMPOBATI VHOW CTUIIb.
Tak, [1ebopur B crope c JI. /1. Akcenspor, (OpTomokc)
o MarepuaimsMe CHMHO3BI OOpPaTWICSA K OIIIOHEHTY CO
areyionyM mpusbiBoM: «IlycTe Akcerrbpoj HnpuBeeT
XOT¢1 OBI OIIHY OUTATy W3 COUYMHEeHNV Mapkca, DHresbca,
ITrrexanoBa, JleHwHa, KOTOpble IIOATBEPAMIIN  ObI
IIPaBWIBHOCTB €e TOUKM 3peHms» ([deGopun, 1927, c. 20).
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“an extremely abstract philosophical form”
(ibid.), which was one of the reasons why the
Prussian king did not persecute him.

As in his previous Marxist works, Asmus,
in discussing the French Revolution, in spite of
numerous references to the classics, strangely
avoids direct reference to Marx’s work:

Kantis presented as “a German theorist of the
French Revolution.” This description of Kant’s
philosophy by Marx and Engels pinpoints the
peculiar historical role of Kant. While the ideas
of the French Revolution provided the content
of Kant’s practical philosophy, the historical
backwardness of the German social-political
development reflected in the development of
the German ideology provided the philosophical
form in which this content was cast. Based in
France on real class interests, French liberalism
assumed an illusory, mystified character in the
consciousness of German philosophers who ex-
pressed the interests of the German bourgeoisie
([Asmus], 1943, p. 99).

Finally, Asmus stresses that Kant “flat-
ly denied the subjects the right to resist. Kant
bolstered this proposition which denied the le-
gitimacy of revolutionary struggle with soph-
isms whose philistinism is mind-boggling”
(ibid., p. 123). Thus, in The History of Philosophy
we find, perhaps for the first time in the works
of Soviet Marxists, not tired clichés, but an at-
tempt to sort out Kant’s pronouncements about
the French Revolution®™ without invoking the
authority of Marx and Engels.

8 As distinct from philosophical works, historical

studies of the time do contain an admittedly brief, but
sufficiently comprehensive, review of Kant's remarks
about the French Revolution and attempt to reconstruct
Kant’s attitude to the revolution, with the historians
precisely indicating the source of Marx quotation (cf.
Moshkovskaya, 1941). A different style prevailed in
philosophical works. Thus, Deborin (1927, p. 20), in a
dispute with Liubov I. Akselrod (Orthodox) on Spinoza’s
materialism, challenged his opponent in this way: “Let
Akselrod cite at least one quotation from Marx, Engels,
Plekhanov or Lenin that would corroborate her point of
view.”



IlepoHavaIbHO 3a BCe TPM TOMa JIAHHOTO W3-
maHvs Obila mpucykaeHa CTaJvHCKas IIpeMms.
Ho B 1944 1. )xypHai «bosbItieBrK» ormyOiImKoBart
rioctaHositeHne 1K BKII(G) «O Hemoctatkax m
ommbKax B OCBEIIEHUN MICTOPUM HeMelKon -
socodpmm koH11a XVIII n nauasa XIX BB.», cTabllee
MUTOTOM [IOJITOro pasbOmparernscTsa. [1jis aBTOpoB
Ties10 000IIIIOCH Oe3 perpecciit, XOTs 3aJHVM YIC-
oM Komwurer no CrayiMHCKMM IIpeMusiM 1 JIU-
IIVJT TPETUM TOM IIPUCYKAEHHOV paHee Harpa-
mp1. OO mTor rocraxosiieHns 1944 . riracwr:

...B m1aBax III Toma «Vcropum dprutocodpmrr»,
nocBaIeHHbIX prmocodun Kanra, Guxre n le-
rejis, JaeTcsl OIIMOOYHOe V3JIOXKEHVe VCTOPUN
HeMeIIKoM priocodum, IIpeyBemanBaroIee ee
3HaueHIe, CMa3bIBaloIlee IIPOTVBOPeYie MEXITY
cucreMont 1 MeTooM dpwtocodpun Iererts, BHO-
cslree ITyTaHWUITY B TOJIOBBI UMTaTesient. B Tome
He TIO[IBEPTHYTHI KPUTHMKE PeaKI[MIOHHBIEe COIV-
TBHO-TIOJINTIIYECKYIE B3ITISIbI HeMeLKIX PrTo-
codos koHma XVIII n vauvana XIX Beka (O Hemo-
CTaTKax ¥ ommokax..., 1944, c. 19)™.

5. «ApucToKpaTmyJecKasi peaKms
Ha Bestnkyro @paHITy3cKyro
PeBOJIIONNIO. . .»

PasbuparesibcTBO 10 TpeTbeMy TOMY ObLIo
CIIPOBOLIMPOBAHO IIVICBMOM 3aBeflylolero Kade-
JpOVI AMajieKTUYecKoro M MCTOPUYEeCKOro Mare-
puaimsma dwtocodpckoro daxysisreTa MocCKOB-
ckoro yHusepcuteta 3. f1. benenikoro V. B. Cranm-
Hy. B miceme Obtn cdpopMy mvpoBaHbI MHOTOYVIC-
JIeHHBbIe KPUTMYeCKNe BhIIabl B aipec TPeThero
Toma «Vctopum dwocodpum». berrerikui 3ame-
TwI: «VI3 TpeTkero ToMa MbI y3HaeM, 4To (puIo-
coprisi HeMeIIKOro KjIacCUyecKoro mieajansma He
MIMesla HMKAKOro OTHOIIeHMs K HeMeIIKOW Jlevi-
CTBUTEJIBHOCTN. DTa dpvyiocodns, IO MHEHUIO pe-
Jakimy, Oblla obledesiopedeckovt dustocodu-
el — dwiocodusi, KoTopas yTBepXkzasia B oO1re-

1 TeKCT IOCTAHOBJIEHNS ITIOATOTOBIUI, KaK HU CTPaHHO,
I'. ®. AstekcaHpOB, OOWMH M3 OCHOBHBIX aBTOPOB yueO-
HUKa (cM.: AstekcaHapos, 20030).
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Initially, all three volumes of this publica-
tion were awarded the Stalin Prize. But in 1944
the journal Bolshevik published a resolution of
the Central Committee of the All-Union Com-
munist Party of Bolsheviks (CC AUCP(B)) “On
the Shortcomings and Errors in Presenting
the History of German Philosophy in the Late
Eighteenth and Early Nineteenth Centuries”,
which was the outcome of a long discussion.
The affair did not lead to the authors” being
victimised, although the Stalin Prize Commit-
tee retroactively stripped the Third Volume of
the prize. The conclusion of the 1944 resolution
read:

[...] the chapters of the third volume of The
History of Philosophy devoted to the philosophy
of Kant, Fichte and Hegel offer an erroneous
rendering of the history of German philosophy
which exaggerates its significance, blurs the
contradiction between system and method
in Hegel’s philosophy, which introduces
confusion in the heads of readers. The
volume fails to criticise the reactionary socio-
political views of the German philosophers
of the late eighteenth and early nineteenth
centuries (Central Committee of the All-Union
Communist Party of Bolsheviks, 1944, p. 19).”

5. “Aristocratic Reaction
to the Great French Revolution...”

The post mortem on the third volume was
provoked by a letter to Stalin by Zinovy Ya. Be-
letsky, the incumbent of the Chair of Dialectical
and Historical Materialism of Moscow Universi-
ty’s Philosophical Faculty. The letter formulated
numerous critical attacks on the third volume of
The History of Philosophy. Beletsky (2003, p. 56)
wrote: “From the third volume we learn that
the philosophy of German classical idealism
had nothing to do with German reality. This

¥ Oddly enough, the text of the resolution was
written by G. F. Aleksandrov (2003b), one of the main
contributors to the textbook.
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CTBe WeV PeBOJIIOLNY, CBOOOABI 1 IIporpecca»
(berrerikmmt, 2003, c. 56). He mpormen ov 1 Mmmumo
3HaMeHUTON InTaThl 13 Mapkca: «Ecin yxe Kant
u 'erentb ObUTM “HeMeITKVIMY TeOpeTUKaMM (PpaH-
IIy3CKOW peBoyronuu’, mo 6 udetHom pasbumuu
Teeenss nonamus u mouka 3peHus, cos0anHvle peBo-
AoyuonnoM nepeBopomom XVIII cmosemus, oxa-
3a4Uct KuBbomBopHbIM 31eMeHMOM €20 MUupobo3spe-
Hus» (Tam xe, c. 57).

OTHoIlIeHMe HeMeITIKO KJIacCYeCcKOou cpvmo-
codpum K dppaHILy3CKOVI PeBOIIOINY BOODIIIe CTa-
JI0O OIHMM W3 KJIIOYeBBIX ITYHKTOB ImcbMa. Co-
r1acHO besterikoMy, Mapkc 1 DHresIbe mycasi:

«dna memerikon dwmiocodpun XVIII Beka
TpeboBaHMS ITepBOTI (PPaHITY3CKOV PEBOJTIOLN
VIMeJIVI CMBICIT JIVIIh KaK TpeOoBaHMs “IIpakTu-
4yeckoro pasyma” BooOllle, a BOJIeU3bsBIICHNs
PeBOJIIOLIIOHHON Oyp>Kyasun IIpelcTaB/IsUINCh
VIM 3aKOHaMMV 4YVCTOV BOJIM, KaKOV OHa JI0JDKHA
ObITh, UCTMHHO YeJIoBeueckom Bosieit. Bee gesto
HeMelIKMX JINTepaTOpOB COCTOSUIO B TOM, YTO-
OBl corytacoBaThb CO CBOeVI cTapomt dprrocodpckont
COBeCTBIO HOBbIe (PpaHIly3CKMe Ve win, Bep-
Hee, mom, umobvl ychoums cebe hpanyysckue uodeu,
ocmaBasce Ha cBoeil cmapoil pusocogpckoil mouxe
3penus» (1. 5, c. 506)'2. CremoBaTesIbHO, KIIaCCUKU
MapKcu3Ma He CUMUTaIN, YTo Mey (ppaHITy3CcKom
PeBOJIIOLNY BBI3BaJIM K XKM3HM HeMeIKyo Kilac-
crgeckyro dpwtocodpuio. HaobopoT, orm co Beeit
CWJIOV ITOJTYEePKMBaIN Ty MBICIIb, UTO ppaHILy3-
ckasg dpmtocodms O6pu1a IepepaboTana B ['epma-
HVW B MHTepecax HEMELIKO IeVICTBUTEeIIbHOCTN.
Onwm micanm, uto dpwtocodpms Kanra menkom
oTpakasla IIPYCCKYIO IOHKEPCKYIO [IeVICTBUTEIb-
HocTb. BoT mx ciosa: «Cocrostiue I'epmanum B
KOHIle MPOIUIOro BeKa IIeJIMKOM OTpaKaeTcs
B KaHTOBCKOV “KpuTuke IpakTmdeckoro pas-
yma”» (1. 4, c. 174)". Dra oleHKa KaHTOBCKOV
dwrocodpun, naBaemasi MapkcoM 11 DHIeIbCoOM,
HaXOOMTCS, KaK MOXXHO BUETb, B IIPSIMOV IIPO-
TUBOITOJIOXKHOCTH C OLIEHKOVI, [TaHHOW 3TOM qm—
sococpum Pemakiient Tpetbero ToMa (beertkmri,
2003, c. 58).

12 Benenkun nutupyet «MaHMdeCcT KOMMYHUCTIYECKOTT
napTmm» Mapkca 1 DHresbca.

B Ilurata m3 «Hemerkoi wmeorormm» Mapkca u
DHresbca.
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philosophy, in the opinion of the editors, was
a universal human philosophy, a philosophy
which promoted the ideas of revolution, liber-
ty and progress in society.” He did not bypass
the famous Marx quotation: “If already Kant
and Hegel were ‘German theorists of the French
Revolution’, in the development of Hegel the con-
cepts and viewpoint created by the revolutionary
turn of the eighteenth century proved to be a life-giv-
ing element of his world view” (ibid., p. 57).

One of the key points of the letter was the
attitude of Classical German philosophy to the
French Revolution in general. According to Be-
letsky, Marx and Engels wrote:

“For the German eighteenth century phi-
losophy the demands of the first French rev-
olution had meaning only as the demands of
‘practical reason’ in general and they saw the
volition of the revolutionary bourgeoisie as the
laws of pure will as it should be, truly human
will. The whole business of the German writers
was to harmonise with their old philosophical
conscience the new French ideas or, rather, to
assimilate the French ideas while adhering to their
old philosophical point of view” (vol. 5, p. 506).%
Consequently, the classic authors of Marxism
did not believe that the ideas of the French
Revolution had given rise to Classical German
philosophy. On the contrary, they argued vehe-
mently that French philosophy was reworked
in Germany in the interests of German reality.
They wrote that Kant’s philosophy entirely re-
flected Prussian Junker reality. Here are their
words: “The state of Germany at the end of the
last century is wholly reflected in Kant’s Cri-
tique of Practical Reason” (vol. 4, p. 174).* This
assessment of Kant’s philosophy, as will read-
ily be seen, is the direct opposite of the assess-
ment given by the editors of the third volume
(Beletsky, 2003, p. 58).

The situation with Hegel and the revolution
was similar, Beletsky argues: “Elsewhere Marx

2 Beletsky is quoting Manifesto of the Communist Party of
Marx and Engels.

2 Quotation from The German Ideology by Marx and
Engels.



CxomubM oOpasom obcrosiyio, o Bererikomy,
neso u ¢ I'eresteM u pesortroriyient: «B gpyrom mecte
Mapkc nucas, uro leress CBOIO HNOIUTUYECKYIO
MyOpOCTh 3aMMCTBOBaJl He U3 maem dQpaHIlys-
CKOVI PeBOJIIOINM, a U3 Cpe[IHMX BeKoB: “Beprm-
HOVI rereJIeBCKOTrO TOXK/IeCTBa, — mvicai Mapke, —
ObUTIM, KaK OH caM TOBOpWJI, cpelHMe Beka (T. 1,
c. 592)'» (bemnerikm, 2003, c. 59); «[eresnb 1om06HO
KanTy 1 ®@uxte He ObUI HM CTOPOHHMKOM WV
Besmkovt dpaHITy3CcKOVI peBOIIOIN, HI MIe0JI0-
roM pesosrory Booorre» (Tam xe, c. 61—62). Pas-
HBIM 00pa3oM 3TO CIIpaBeINBO, COIJIaCHO berterr-
KOMY, ¥ 1)1 HEMEIIKOTO KJIacCHYeCcKOro Mileasms-
Ma B HestoM: «Kitaccukm MapkcusMa HUKOTa He
yTBepXiasau, uTo priocodns HeMeIlKoro Kjiac-
CMYECKOTO mieasIr3Ma BIpOCiia M3 MIe Bermukon
dpanIysckom pesosonuy, Pegaxiys e TpeTs-
ero ToMa yTBepXIaeT, 4yTo 3Ta dwiocodus Ie-
JIVIKOM BBIpOCJIa M3 MIel PpaHIly3CKOVI peBOJIIo-
> (Tam xe, c. 59—60). Iloremm3upys ¢ Te3ricom
Acmyca o dpopMe 1 coiepKaHMM KaHTOBCKOV pu-
socodpun, berenkmi crenyaabHO MOTYEPKHYIL:
«Vmeanv3M HeMelKMX KJIacCUMKOB OBLI, CJIeoBa-
TeJIbHO, He (pOpMOVI I BBIPa’KeHMs PEeBOJIIOL V-
OHHBIX WUJIeV, 4 U 10 popMe U 10 CO0ePKAHUID OH
ABasaca udeosoeuetl KoHcepBamubro HACMpoeHHO
Hemeyxotl Oypxyasuu» (Tam xe, c. 65).

B 3aounyro smmcronspHyio moremMuky c be-
seukuM Berymn I M. AjtekcanpoB, Harmvicas-
mmm cekpetapsm LIK BKII(6): «B ceoem mmceme
T. Bertelikum yTBepkiaeT, 4To “KJIacCMKM MapK-
cu3Ma-IeHVHM3Ma He CYMTaIM, YTO uien dppaH-
IIy3CKOVI PEeBOJTIOLNY BBI3BAJIV K KM3HU HeMell-
KYI0 Kjlaccuueckyto dpustocodpuro”. C aTovt nosu-
uyu T. benenxkunt xputukyet 111 1. “Vctopun du-
stocodun”’, B KOTOPOM AOKasbIBaeTcs GausAnue (a
He “BbI3bIBaHMe K XXWU3HN , KaK 3TO yTBepXXIaeT T.
Benerknit) dppaHITy3cKor peBoIIrOIMM Ha KJlacCh-
YecKyo HeMeIlKyIo pustocodpnio» (AjieKkcaHIpoB,
2003a, c. 83). B mmcbMe AjiekcaHIIpoBa efiBa JIn He
BIIepBble HAKOHEII-TO OOHApyXXMBaeTcs IIpsiMas

¥ IInurata n3 «K xputmke reresnesckont drrocodpmm

npasa» Mapkca.
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wrote that Hegel borrowed his political wisdom
not from the ideas of the French Revolution, but
from the Middle Ages: “The pinnacle of Hegel's
identity’, Marx wrote, “‘was the Middle Ages’, as
he himself said (vol. 1, p. 592)*” (Beletsky, 2003,
p- 59); “Hegel, like Kant and Fichte, was nei-
ther a supporter of the ideas of the Great French
Revolution, nor an ideologist of revolution in
general” (ibid., pp. 61-62). This holds equally,
according to Beletsky, for German classical ide-
alism as a whole: “Marxist classic authors never
claimed that the philosophy of German classi-
cal idealism grew out of the ideas of the Great
French Revolution. But the editors of the third
volume maintain that this philosophy grew
entirely out of the ideas of the French Revolu-
tion” (ibid., pp. 59-60). Challenging Asmus’s
thesis about the form and content of Kant's
philosophy, Beletsky stresses: “The idealism of
the German classics was therefore not a form
of expressing revolutionary ideas, but was in
form and in substance an ideology of the conserva-
tive-minded German bourgeoisie” (ibid., p. 65).

The epistolary polemic with Beletsky was
joined by Georgy F. Aleksandrov (2003a, p. 83)
who wrote to the secretaries of the CC AUCP(B):
“In his letter Comrade Beletsky claims that ‘the
classic authors of Marxism-Leninism did not
believe that the ideas of the French Revolution
had brought to life the Classical German
philosophy’. From that position Comrade
Beletsky criticises Volume III of The History
of Philosophy which argues that the French
Revolution influenced (and did not “bring to life’,
as Comrade Beletsky claims) Classical German
philosophy.” Aleksandrov’s letter, probably
for the first time, contains a direct reference to
the Marx quotation about Kant and the French
Revolution: “Marx and Engels recognised the
influence of the French Revolution on Kant,
Fichte and Hegel. Marx wrote: “The philosophy

2 Quotation from Critique of Hegel’s Philosophy of Right
by Marx.
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ccplIKa Ha nmTary mns Mapkca o Kanre 1 dppan-
IIy3CKOV peBomronun: «Mapkc m DHresbc npu-
3Habaiu BIVIIHUE (PPaHITY3CKOVI PeBOJIIOLIMIM Ha
KanTa, ®uxte 1 lerestsa. Mapke niican: “@wutoco-
dvro KaHTa MOXHO IIO CITpaBel/IMBOCTV CUMTATh
HeMeIIKOV Teopwell PpaHIly3CKOVI peBOIormm”
(r. 1, c. 198)» (Tam xe). ITocKoIBKY OOJIBIIMHCTBO
KPUTUYECKMX 3aMedaHuil beserikoro kacasioch
Bce e [eresis, To AjleKcaHIPOB cIielajIbHO OCTa-
HOBWJICS 11 Ha 9TOM BoIrpoce: [eresib oTMedas1, 4To
«(paHITy3CcKMI HapoZ, IIpY IIOMOIIY CBOEeVl PeBo-
JIIOLNM cOpOCKIT OTATOIIAONINE ero Oe3XM3HeH-
Hble cyuibl». OH Has3BaJl 3Ty PEBOJIIOLINIO «BeJIV-
KOJIEITHBIM BOCXOZIOM COJIHIIA», IIpVM3HAaBasl, 4TO
«BCe MBICIISAIIE CyIlecTBa IIpa3IHOBaIN 3Ty 3I10-
xy» (Tam xe, c. 83—84)". B kauecTBe HEKOTOPO-
ro IIpefBapUTeIIbHOIO MTOra IojieMuKkn c berterr-
KVIM II0 JaHHOW ITpo0sieMe AJIeKCaHIIPOB 3asBUIL:
«3eck HeT HYXIIbI OIIpOBeprarh 3acTapesioe 1 He-
BeXXeCTBeHHOe MHeHVIe TOB. besiertkoro o TomM, 4To
KanT n l'eresib He vcIIBITaIV BIVISTHVISA PEBOJIIOLIVI-
OHHBIX MJIeVl. DTOT BOIIPOC JaBHO pellleH B MapK-
cuctckom uTeparype» (Tam xe, c. 91).

B cBomx nocitanmsix bererknii mpsiMo, a Aslek-
CaHIpPOB KOCBeHHO oOparranuck K CrammHy. bein
JIV OH BOOOIIIe KOMITeTeHTeH B 3TOM CIIOpe 1 KaK
VIMEHHO OH IOHMMaJl «PelleHHbI» B MapKCUCT-
CKOVI JIUTepaType BOIPOC O BIVISTHUY PEBOJIIOLV-
oHHBIX maert Ha KaxTa u Teresia? 3a mckiiroueHM-
eM ctaTbl B «[IpaBe» 1938 r. «O nuasiekTriueckoM
Y VICTOPUYeCKOM MaTepmassMe»'® KaHT rmpakTu-
YecKy He YIIOMMHaeTCs B IeYaTHBIX COUMHEHMSX
Cranuna. Vimeercst cBumertesibctBo B. A. Pasywm-
HOrO, KOTOpOe CeroHs Bps/l, JIV MOXXHO Heperpo-
Beputh. ComnacHo eMy, okosio 1952 r. Cranun Ha
KBapTHpe cCeKpeTaps MHAPTUVHON OpraHm3aumn
Vd AH CCCP .. YecHoKOBa, y3HaB O ITPOXO-
IsireM coOeceoBaHMM Teper] KaHAMIATCKIM 3K-
3aMeHOM 110 «KpuTuke cIIocOOHOCTM CY>KAEHs»,
IIPOV3HEC:

5 Arnexcarnpos mMeet B Bupy «Dutocodro McTopu»
T'eres.
16 Cm. Gostee nosgaee mspganme (Cranme, 1945, c. 13).
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of Kant may fairly be considered to be the
German theory of the French Revolution” (vol. 1,
p- 198)” (Aleksandrov, 2003a, p. 83). Because
the majority of Beletsky’s critical remarks were
about Hegel, Aleksandrov dwells on this issue:
Hegel noted that “the French people, through its
revolution, overthrew the burdensome lifeless
forces”. He called this revolution “a magnificent
sunrise” recognising that “all thinking creatures
were celebrating this epoch” (ibid., pp. 83-84).%
As an interim summary of the polemic with
Beletsky on this problem, Aleksandrov declared:
“There is no need to refute the old and ignorant
opinion of Comrade Beletsky to the effect that
Kant and Hegel did not experience the influence
of revolutionary ideas. The issue has long been
settled in Marxist literature” (ibid., p. 91).

In their letters Beletsky (directly) and Alek-
sandrov (indirectly) addressed Stalin. But was
Stalin competent in this argument and what
was his view on the issue of the influence of rev-
olutionary ideas on Kant and Hegel which had
been “solved” in Marxist literature? With the ex-
ception of an article “Dialectical and Historical
Materialism” in “Pravda” in 1938 (cf. Stalin, 1975,
p- 14), Kant is not mentioned in Stalin’s published
works. There exists an account of Vladimir A. Ra-
zymny which it is hardly possible to verify today.
It says that some time in 1952 Stalin, at a gath-
ering in the apartment of Dmitry I. Chesnokov,
secretary of the party organisation of the USSR
Academy of Sciences’ Institute of Philosophy,
when told about an interview preceding a Can-
didate’s exam on the Critique of Judgement, said:

“...Yes, Kant! Everybody says Hegel, He-
gel! I for one was an avid reader of Kant when I
was at the seminary. What do you think of ana-
lytical judgements?” Thinking that the question
was addressed to me I mumbled something
incoherent although I had studied Kant just as
diligently as differential calculus. Disregarding
my babble, Stalin continued to pace the room

2 Aleksandrov refers to Hegel's Philosophy of History.



«[1a, Kaut! Bce BoT roBopsT — I'eresp, ['eresin!
A g BOT B ceMmHapwmu 3aunTbiBasicsa Kanrtom. Kax
THI CMOTPUIIIL Ha aHAJIMTUYECKUe CYXIeHWs?».
ITomymas, uTo Bomrpoc obpaliieH KO MHe, 51 4TO-TO
BITOJIHE Hecypas3Hoe IIPOMBbIYajl, XOTs IITyAUpO-
BaI KaHTa Tak e ymnopHO, Kak auddepeHy-
aipHOe ncumciieHre. He obGpariiast BHMMaHMSA Ha
Mom dwtocodpcknit srerntet, VI.B. Craymu 1po-
I0JDKaJI XOIIWUTh, U3jlaras CJIOKHeWIIIe yMOIIo-
crpoennsi KaHTa, ero KOHIIeNIIio HOYMeHOB U
deHomMeHOB. Bpyr, pesko ocTaHOBMBIIVICH, OH
IIOCMOTpeJT Ha MeHs (y Hero ObUT yAMBUTEeIbHBIN
B3IVIA[, — IIPOH3UTEJIBHEIV, HO C XUTPUHKO!)
VI CIPOCWIT: «A KaK Thl cMOTpuIlb Ha “Kputuky
IpakTrdeckoro pasyma”’»? Kigaych — g BooO-
ITe TIOYTU MCYe3 B Kpecsle, ymas mpo cebds: «He
uyTajl. 3Hal0 — TOJIBKO HasBaHMe...» OueBui-
HO, OTBeTa OT MeHs 1 He Tpebosasioch. ITomHIO
JIVIITB, KaK, CJIOBHO 0000111ast pntocodpckme pas-
nymbs, V. B. CraymmH pmeTasibHO m3iarain pwio-
coduro KaHTa (MHe moKa3asIoch TOrjia — MUHYT
TPUILATh), a 3aTeM IIPOroOBOPWI, CJIOBHO BCITy-
IIMBasCh B BOJIHOBaBIIMe ero Melcm: «[a, Kak
3TO BEPHO — pas3yM, BOJI, SMOLMMN...» (Pasym-
ubIit, 2008, c. 219)Y.

VImeeM j1v1 MBI 1€JI0 C HEKMM arloKprdoM mim
Ke C TIOZJIVIHHOV VICTOPVeNt, CYJIUTh CJIOXKHO.

Co cj10B AJleKcaHIpoBa JIONUIO ¥ IIPSIMOe BbI-
ckaspiBaHme CranyHa 110 MoTuBaM perreHms LIK
BKITI(6) «O HemocTaTkax 1 oIInoOKax B OCBEIeHU
vcropun Hemenkon dusocodpun konua XVIIL n
Hauasia XIX BB» O TOM, KaK CJIe[lyeT B €ro ceTe
M3JIaraTh rerejieBckyio duiocodmro: «Dutoco-
dws Terenrs — 3T0 apucTOKpaTHyecKas peakilys
Ha Besmukyro dpaHITy3cKyI0 peBOJIIOIO 1 ppaH-
Iy3CKUi MaTepuaamsM» (Out. 1o: OrvisepMas,
2005, c. 102). HecmoTps Ha TO, uTO 3Ta o1jeHKa Cra-
JIMHBIM HUT/e He Oblila onyOIvKoBaHa, OHa OblIa
HINPOKO M3BecTHa B PUIIOCOPCKMX Kpyrax v Boc-
HpyHMMalach KakK pyKoBofdllee ykasaHue. Pe-
3yJIbTaTOM BpeMeHHOV 1oberpl beserikoro B crio-
pe cTajio TO, YTO OH B IOCJIe[THVIe TOJIbl BOVIHBI J10-
Ouics VICKJTIOUeHMs U3 CIVICKa JIUTepaTypel, pe-
KOMEeH/IOBaHHOW J1JI CTYy/JeHTOB (PprIocodcKoro
daxyserera MI'Y, crareu Jlennna «Tpu rictouHm-
Ka ¥ TpY COCTaBHBIX YacTy MapKcusMa» (Tam xe).

7 Cm. Taxke 00 omposepkeHMM arHocTuysma Kanra y
Craymna: (Iermmos, 1940, c. 17).
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expounding Kant’s complicated reasoning, his
concept of noumena and phenomena. Then he
stopped abruptly, and fixed me with his gaze
(his gaze was extraordinary, piercing but also
with a sly twinkle in his eye). “And what do you
think of the Critique of Practical Reason?’ I swear
I wished I could disappear in my chair, think-
ing to myself: ‘I haven’t read it. I only know the
title...” Apparently, no answer from me was ex-
pected. I just remember that, as if summing up
his philosophical musings, Stalin was setting
forth Kant’s philosophy (I thought at the time
that he spoke for about thirty minutes) and
then said, as if articulating the thoughts that
agitated him, “Yes, how true — reason, will,
emotions...”” (Razumny, 2008, p. 219).*

It is hard to say whether the story is apocry-
phal or true.

Aleksandrov reports Stalin’s direct remarks
concerning the CC AUCP(B) resolution “On the
Shortcomings and Errors in Presenting the His-
tory of German Philosophy in the Late Eight-
eenth and early Nineteenth Centuries” on how
Hegel’s philosophy should be treated in the
light of the resolution: “Hegel’s philosophy is
an aristocratic reaction to the Great French Rev-
olution and French materialism” (cited in Oiz-
erman, 2005, p. 102). Although it was never
published, Stalin’s opinion was widely known
in the philosophical circles and was seen as a
directive to be followed. As a result of Belet-
sky’s temporary victory in the argument, in the
last war years he succeeded in getting Lenin’s
article “Three Sources and Three Component
Parts of Marxism” dropped from the list of rec-
ommended literature for Moscow University
students of philosophy (ibid.).

6. Post-War Discussions
The controversy did not end in 1944 and

continued for several years after the end of
World War II. The topic of Kant’s attitude to

% On Stalin’s refutation of Kant's agnosticism see also
Shcheglov (1940, p. 17).
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6. Iloc;ieBoeHHBIE TVUCKYCCUM

Cnop e 3akoHuwiIcs B 1944 r., ipogosoKasich
ellle HeCKOJIBKO JIeT U ITocjle OKOHYaHMs Bermmkon
OreuectBenHO BoMHBL Tema oTHoeHms Kanra
K ppaHITy3CKOVI peBOJIIOLMY BHOBb BO3HMKIIA IIPU
oOcyxaeHmy KHUrM AjtekcaHaposa «Vctopws 3a-
najiHoeBporierickon  pvtocodpum» (1946), cocro-
gasiieMcd B 1947 I. v cipoBOLIMPOBAaHHOM HOBBIM
rceMoM bernerikoro x Cranmny. B camonn kuwnre
AJtekcaHIpoBa XOTh M IIUTUPOBAJIVICH C CUIMIIa-
TVeVl HeKOTOpble oOpa3Hele ppasel ertre o Kan-
Te (Anekcanzmpos, 1946, c. 371—372), Ho BOIIpoC O
pusHuM Ha KanTta dpaHITysckoi peBosonmm
IIpakTUYecKy He 3arparusasics. [1o meicim aBTo-
pa, ecii Bo @pannmu nocste 1789 r. mmen cBobo-
b, paBeHCTBa ¥ OpaTCcTBa CITy KVJIN IIeJIsIM Co3/ia-
HVISI HOBOT'O OOITIeCTBEHHOT'0 ITOpsI/IKa, OoJiee TIpo-
IPECCUBHOIO II0 CpaBHEHMIO ¢ deofaIbHbIM, TO B
«otcrasnont I'epmanvu konna XIX B. — crpaHe Ha-
CKBO3b IIPOrHMBIIIETO PeoaIn3Ma, CTpaHe C KOH-
TPPEeBOJIIOLIMOHHBIM  XapaKTepOM T'OCIIOICTBYIO-
VX KJIACCOB — WIIeV 3TV HaIlUIM KpaviHe ypor-
JIVIBO€ BbIpakeHVie 1 peaKIIVOHHOe VICTOJIKOBaHVIe
B COLIMaJIBHO-TIOIIMTIYECKIX VI STUYECKMX BO33pe-
Husix Kanra, @uxre n l'eress» (Tam xe, c. 378). Co-
BEpIIIEHHO 00OIIIesI CBOMM BHMMAaHMEM 3Ty TeMY
M IJIaBHBIV [OKJIQA4YMK — BeOYIIVV VIEO0JIOT
A. A. XnanoB (JKnaHos, 1952).

besterikui, He IIPVICYy TCTBOBABIIIMVI Ha 3acea-
HUY, OITyOJIMKOBaJI CBOIO peub B IIEpBOM HOMepe
TOJIBKO CO3aHHOIo XypHasa «Borpocer duio-
codpum» (1947). 3gech OH B KpUTVMKe KaHTOBCKO
dwtocodum et elrie gabllle, HeXeN B CBO-
mx mceMax CraymmHy: «Pabora Kanra “Kpurnka
YICTOro pasyma’, Kak M3BeCTHO, OblIa HamycaHa
niepes;, Bestikont dpaHitysckont pesosoryent. Of-
HaKo 3Ta paboTa OT Havasla ¥ 70 KOHIIA Harlpas-
JleHa KaK IIPOTUB (PpaHIly3CKOro MaTepuasnsMa,
TaK U IIPOTUB naev ppaHIly3CKOVI PeBOJIIOIINNL. . .»
(benerxmit, 1947, c. 320). Bosee Toro, «kaHTOBCKast
yaeacTdecKkas pviocodnis sSIBUIIACh TeOPeTH-
4JecKVM OIIpoBepKeHMeM uaen peporonyy. OHa

the French Revolution cropped up again dur-
ing the discussion of Aleksandrov’s book,
A History of West European Philosophy (1946),
which took place in 1947 and was provoked by
Beletsky’s new letter to Stalin. Aleksandrov’s
new book hardly touched upon the influence
of the French Revolution on Kant although it
quoted with sympathy some of Heine’s imag-
es of Kant (Aleksandrov, 1946, pp. 371-372).
The author argues that while in France after
1789 the ideas of liberty, equality and fraternity
contributed to the creation of a new social or-
der, more progressive compared to the feudal
order; in “backward Germany of the late eigh-
teenth century — a country of rotten feudal-
ism, a country of counter-revolutionary ruling
classes — these ideas were expressed in an ex-
tremely distorted way and were interpreted in
a reactionary manner in the socio-political and
ethical views of Kant, Fichte and Hegel” (ibid.,
p- 378). The keynote speaker, the leading ide-
ologist Andrey A. Zhdanov (1952), sidestepped
the issue altogether.

Beletsky, who did not attend the meet-
ing, published his speech in the first issue of
the newly-founded journal “Voprosy filosofii”
(“Questions of Philosophy”) (1947). In it he car-
ries his critique of Kant’s philosophy still fur-
ther than in his letters to Stalin: “Kant’s work,
the Critique of Pure Reason, was written be-
fore the Great French Revolution. However,
the work is directed, from beginning to end,
against French materialism and against the
ideas of the French Revolution [...]” (Beletsky,
1947, p. 320). Moreover, “Kant’s idealistic phi-
losophy was a theocratic refutation of the idea
of revolution. It precluded the revolutionary
transformation of society. This was the under-
lying mission of Kant’s philosophy. This was
its ideology. A priorism, the transcendental
method — Kant used all this as an instrument,
a method of his “theoretical’ schemes which
justified the invincibility of the Prussian state”
(ibid.). Even though there are some superficial
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3arpelriaja BO3MOXXHOCTb PEBOJIIOIIMIOHHOIO IIpe-
oOpa3soBaHmMs obiiecTBa. B 3TOM OBITIO TITyOOKOE
HasHadyeHMe dpmtocodnn Kanra. B aTom Opita ee
VIIIeVTHOCTb. AIIpHOpU3M, TpaHCILIeHIeHTaJIbHBIN
MeToll — Bce 3TO cIyXxwio KaHrty ymme cpen-
CTBOM, CIIOCOOOM i1 ero “reopervdeckmx” IIo-
CTPOeHMVA, OITpaB/IbIBaBIINX HEPYIIVMOCTb IIPycC-
ckoro rocygapcrsa» (Tam xe). Eciiv ke B paboTax
dpaniysckmx dwocodos 1y Kanra 1 obHapy-
KMBaIOTCSI HEKOTOPbIe BHEIIHVe TTapaulesiv, OHU
HOCAT COBCeM WHOWM XxapakTep: «DpaHIly3bl Bbl-
IBUHYJIV PEBOJIIOLIMOHHBIe JI03yHTH, a KaHT 1mipe-
BpaTwiI X B peakIMoHHBIe» (Tam xe, c. 322). U
OOIIINII TOT ITOC/Ie KPAaTKOI'o pacCMOTPEHMS JIBY X
nepsbix «Kputnk» KaHTta, K KOTOpOMY IIPVIXOAUT
berserikmii, Takos:

Paboter Kanra «Kpurmka gmcroro pasyma»
n «KpuTHnka rpakTndgeckoro pasyma» — 3TO pa-
60TEI He abcTpaKTHBIE, He OTOpPBaHHbBIE OT KOH-
KpeTHOVI 1eVICTBUTEJIbHOCTVI. D10 OOoeBBIe, I10IN-
TUYecKre paboTel, B KoTopsIx KaHT TeopeTiue-
CK11 000CHOBaJI HEOOXOIVMOCTD CYyIIIeCTBOBAHMIS
Ipyccayeckoro rocyjapcTBa, HeoOXOaMMOCThb
COXpaHeHNsI CYILIeCTBYIOIIero IOopsaKa Bellerl.
B stom Oputa mapTuitHOCTE (rmtocodpmm KanTa.
Owocodpusa KaHra samiuinaga HeMelKyO pe-
aKIVIO IIPOTUB (PPaHITy3CKOV PeBOJIIOIINM, OHa
3aluaia MaeajiusM IIPOTMB MaTepuasin3Ma,
peymrmio mpoTus Hayku (Tam xe, c. 321).

Onnaxo B 1947 r. Benerixnii co cBovMmM Te3yca-
MM ycIiexa y>Xe He VIMeJl.

B Hauasie 50-x IT. HOSBIAIOTCA HOBblE PaOOTHI
o Kanre, a B Hauase 60-x — 1repBoe cobpaHme co-
upHeHn KaHTta Ha pycckom ssbike. B Gporrope
1955 r. ¢ BHOBB CTaBIIVMM KaHOHWYECKVM Ha3Ba-
Huem «Hewmerkas Kiaccuueckast dpvtocodpmst —
OAVH M3 TeOpeTMYecKNX VCTOYHUKOB MapKCH3-
Ma» T. V1. OnzepmaH cHOBa IIOYePKMBaeT, 1 CHO-
Ba Oe3 mpsiMovt IMTaThL: «MapKc XapaKTepn3oBaJl
dntocodro OTHOrO M3 IIpefcTaBuTesIel HeMell-
Ko Ky1accrdeckont dpvtococprm V. KaHTa Kak He-
MeIIKYIO TeOpMIo PpaHITy3CKOM PeBOIIOLNI. DTO
ykazaHve Mapkca IIOJIHO TJIyOodYariIiero cMbic-
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parallels between the works of French philos-
ophers and Kant they have a totally different
character: “The French put forward revolution-
ary slogans while Kant turned them into reac-
tionary ones” (ibid., p. 322). After considering
Kant's first two Critiques Beletsky arrives at the
following conclusion:

Kant’s works, the Critigue of Pure Reason and
the Critique of Practical Reason, are not abstract
works divorced from concrete reality. These
are combative political works in which Kant
provides a theoretical grounding of the existence
of the Prussian state and the need to preserve
the existing state of affairs. This constituted
the partisanship of Kant’s philosophy. Kant's
philosophy defended the German reaction
against the French Revolution, it defended
idealism against materialism, religion against
science (ibid., p. 321).

However, in 1947 Beletsky’s ideas had no
traction.

The early 1950s saw the publication of new
works about Kant and in the early 1960s the
tirst collection of Kant’s works was published
in Russian. In the pamphlet under the reinstat-
ed canonical title, Classical German Philosophy is
One of the Theoretical Sources of Marxism, Teodor
I. Oizerman (1955, p. 9) again stresses, with-
out direct quotation, that “Marx characterised
the philosophy of one of the representatives of
Classical German philosophy, I. Kant, as the
German theorist of the French Revolution. This
tenet of Marx carries profound meaning.” The
first volume of Kant’s works (1963) sheds some
light on the strange circumstance of the absence
of a direct reference. In the preface, Oizerman
(1963, pp. 42-43) notes that Marx referred to
Kant’s philosophy as the German theory of the
French Revolution in the article “Philosophi-
cal Manifesto of the Historical School of Law”,
written by a young and non-canonical Marx:
“In 1842 Marx was an idealist; his works of the
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na» (Onsepman, 1955, c. 9). B mepsom ToMe cobpa-
Husg countHeHn KaHTa B 1963 1. 3TO cTpaHHOe 00-
CTOSITEJIBCTBO C OTCYTCTBMEM IIPSIMOVI OTCBUIKM,
TIOXKaJIy Vi, BIIepBble IPUOTKpbIBaeTcd. OvisepMaH
BO BBeIeHUM OTMedaeT, 4To dwiocodpuss Kanra
ObUIa Ha3BaHa HeMeIIKOV Teopuen PpaHITy3CKOM
pesormorinm B crarbe «Dytocodckmit MarMpecT
VICTOPMYECKOV IIIKOJIBI IIpaBa», HAIIMICAHHOV eIre
IOHBIM, HeKaHOHMYecKnM Mapkcom: «B 1842 r.
Mapxkc ObUT ellle maeayicToM; B paboTax 3TOro
BpeMeH! JIIIIb HaMedaeTcsl Iepexon, Mapkca ot
uleaM3Ma ¥ PeBOJIIOIIVIOHHOIO AeMOKpaTu3Ma K
MaTepuaIn3My ¥ KoMMyHM3MY. OIHaKO peBOsIio-
LIMOHHOE, ICTOp1YecKoe 4y The Mosiooro Mapkca
IIOMOIJIO €My YBUJIETh... UCTOPUYeCKM IIporpec-
CUBHBIVI CMBICTT yueHMs KaHTa mpu Bcevl ero mpo-
TUBOPEUYMBOCTY, HeIOCIIe[I0BaTeIbHOCTH, CKJIOH-
HOCTM K KomItpommccy» (OmsepmaH, 1963, c. 42—
43)'8. VI Toipko C 3TOro BpeMeHM Te3uc o KaHte
KaK O HeMeIIKOM TeopeTuKe (ppaHILy3CKOV peBo-
mounn npespartaercs B CopetckoM Corose Ha He-
CKOJIBKO JIeCSATWIETUN B yXXKe He IoJBepraeMylo
COMHEHVISIM JIOT'MY, IIpV 3TOM COOCTBEHHOe OTHO-
menne KaHTa K paHITy3CKOVI PeBOJIIOLUN 11 00-
CyXX[eHMe B ero Tpyaax praocodcKmx v opuan-
YeCKMX acIeKTOB COITMaIbHO-IIOJIUTIYEeCKO pe-
BOJIIOITMV TaK ¥ ITPOJIOJIKaIV BBI3bIBATh MHTEpeC
JIIIIB B BUIE VICKITIOUeH M.
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crarwe (Jlymmos, 1930, c. 116 —118).

time have only some signs of Marx’s transition
from idealism and revolutionary democracy to
materialism and communism. However, Marx’s
revolutionary and historical flair helped him to
see [...] the historically progressive meaning of
Kant’s doctrine for all its contradictory and in-
consistent character and the tendency to com-
promise.”” It is only since that time that the
thesis about Kant as the German theorist of the
French Revolution turned, for several decades,
into an unassailable dogma in the Soviet Union,
while Kant’s own attitude to the French Revo-
lution and the discussion of the philosophical
and legal aspects of socio-political revolution
continued to attract only sporadic interest.
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