OB30Pbl KOHOEPEHIIUN

KAHT M ITPOBJIEMA PEBOJIIOLIMN
OB30P MEXXIYHAPOOHOV KOH®EPEHIIVN
(Kammuamnarpan, 9—10 HosA0ps 2017 1.)!

JL IO. Kopnuiaeb?

B o0630pe npedcmabaerivt 0cobeHHOCU Opeanu3ayuu U ocHob-
Hble udeu MexOyHapoOHot HayuHoil koHgpepenyuu «“Hem npaba
Ha Boccmanue”. Kanm u npobaema pebostoyuu 8 nosumumeckor
¢punocopuu XVIII — XXI 66.». Korpepenyus npowisa 8 barmui-
ckom gpedepasvrom yHubepcumeme umenu Mmmanyusa Kanma
9—10 wnoabps 2017 2. u bviaa nocbaujerna 100-1emremy 106user0
Pyccxon peboaoyuu. Opeanusamopom KoHgpepenyuu Gvicmynuia
Axademus Kanmuana — nayunoe nodpasoeseHue KoOMNapamubHvix
uccaedoBanuii gpusocopuu Poccuu u 3anada npu Uncmumyme
eymanumapvix Hayk bOY um. V. Kanma. B doxaadax, npedcmab-
AEHHbIX HA KOHpepeHyuu, ocHoBHOoe BHuManue 0bLA0 YoeseHo aHa-
Ausy gperomena peboatoyuu om Kanma 0o Hawux OHeil, a maxxe
KoHyenyuam pebosoyuu, noabubuiumca 6 nenocpedcmbenoi xpo-
Hoao2uueckotl bausocmu k Pycckonl peBoatoyuu 1917 2. B 0630pe
npubedero kpamioe codepxarue Beex npo3Byuabuiux Ha KoHge-
peryuu 0ok1ado8 u cocmosabuiuxca duckyccuil 6 coombemembuu
¢ memamuueckumu 010kamu. Kongpepenyus noombepouia, umo
kanmobckue udeu o eocydapcmbe u peboaoyuu ocmaiomcea 6ocmpe-
boBannsimu Bnaoms 00 HacmoAueeo Bpemeni.

Katouebuore caoba: Kanm, meopuu peboatoyuu, Pycckas pebo-
A0 UA, NOHAMUE 20cy0apcmba, npabo Ha conpomubaerie, COONHO-
uienue MOpaAU U NOAUMUKU, npobaema c6o600bL.

B Basrruiickom dpepiepaibiom yHmBepcuTeTe M. V. Kan-
Ta 9—10 HOs6ps 2017 I. Ipoliyia MeXX/TyHapoHas HayYHas
KoH(pepennusa «“Her npasa Ha Bocctanme”. KaaT 1 mmpo-
Orrema pesortroriy B iomtirdeckont dpvuiocodpum XVIII—
XXI BB.». OpranmsaropomM KoH(epeHIIUM BICTyIIMIIa AKa-
Ademus KanTuana — HaydHOe HofpasielieHye KoMIapa-
TUBHBIX McciIefoBanum duiocodum Poccum m 3anaga
npu VIHcTuTyTe ryMaHuUTapHbIX Hayk BOY mM. V1. KanTa,
VHUITNATOPOM — HayJYHBIV AupeKTop Akagemuu KanTu-
aHbI JIOKTOp pumitocodpckmx Hayk, mmpodeccop H.A. [Tmu-
TpuesBa.

B 2017 r. B cBsA3M co cTosleTHMM fo0wieeM Pycckom pe-
oo B Poccym 1 3a pybGeXXxoM COCTOSITIOCh OOJTBITIOe
KOJIMUYECTBO HaydHBIX KoHbepeniuit. OTiamdneM KoHde-
pennyy B Kayimamnrpae crajia McTopmko-duiocodckas
MepCcreKTBa aHajIn3a 3TOro coObITHS 1 caMoro dpeHoMe-
Ha peBoronum. VicxogHast TouKa JMCKYCCUT — KaHTOB-
CKye pasMbluieHns 0 GpaHITy3CcKOVT PeBOJIIoNI. YdacT-
HVMKaM IIPeJICTOSIIIO ITPOCTIeNTh U ITPOaHaIU3UpPOBaTh
TpaHcopManuy Teopunt pesomouuy ot Kaxra 0 Ha-

! Nannuas paboTra mopjepKaHa M3 CpeicTB CyOCHany, BEIIeIeHHO
Ha peaym3aliyio [IporpaMMBl IOBBIIIEHVISI KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHOCTI
BDY vmm. V. KaxTa.

2 BanTuvickuit denepabHbI yHUBepcuTeT MM. V. Kanra, 236041,
Poccns, Kaymmnunrpag, yin. Anexcanjgpa Hesckoro, 1.14.
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CONFERENCE REPORTS

KANT AND THE PROBLEM OF REVOLUTION:
A REPORT
OF THE INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE
(Kaliningrad, November 9—10, 2017)!

L. Yu. Kornilaev?

This report presents the features of the organisation and
the main ideas of the international scientific conference “’No
Right of Sedition’. Kant and the Problem of Revolution in the
18th —21st Century Philosophy.” The conference was held
at the Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal University (IKBFU) in
Kaliningrad on November 9 — 10, 2017 and was dedicated to
the 100th anniversary of the Russian Revolution. The event
was organised by the Academia Kantiana — a research unit
on comparative studies on Russian and Western philosophy
at the IKBFU's Institute for the Humanities. The reports pre-
sented at the conference focused on the analysis of the phe-
nomenon of revolution from Kant to the present day as well
as the conceptions of revolution that appeared around the time
of the Russian Revolution in 1917. The report summarises all
the presentations and discussions that took place at the confe-
rence in accordance with the thematic clusters. The conference
confirmed that Kant’s ideas on the state and the revolution are
still relevant today.

Keywords: Kant, theory of revolution, Russian Revolu-
tion, concept of the state, right of sedition, relation of morality
and politics, problem of freedom.

On November 9—10, 2017, the Immanuel Kant Bal-
tic Federal University (IKBFU) held an international
conference titled “’No Right of Sedition.” Kant and the
Problem of Revolution in the 18" —21¢ Century Philo-
sophy.” The event was organised by the Academia Kan-
tiana — a research unit in Russian and Western philos-
ophy at the IKBFU’s Institute for the Humanities. Prof.
Nina Dmitrieva, the scientific director of Academia
Kantiana, instigated the event.

A plethora of academic events was held in 2017 to
mark the centennial of the Russian Revolution. In Ka-
liningrad, the discussants adopted a historico-philo-
sophical perspective on the phenomenon of revolution
and the events that had taken place in Russia a century
ago. Kant's reflection on the French Revolution was in-
tended as a starting point for the discussion. The par-
ticipants were invited to trace and analyse transfor-
mations in the theory of revolution from Kant to the

! This work was supported from the Russian Academic Excellence
Project at the Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal University.

2 Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal University, 14 Aleksandra Nevsko-
go st., Kaliningrad, 236041 Russia.
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VX [THEeVI, YTOObI IIPOSICHUTD BJIVISTHVIE KAHTOBCKVIX VJIeVI
Ha IIOCJIeAyIolIe KOHIEIINY VI OTBeTUTh Ha BOIIPOC 00
VIX aKTYaJIBHOCTY B HacTosIee Bpemsi. Ocoboe BHMMaHVIE
IIpeAIIoIaraaoch yaeINTh KOHILIEIIVSM PeBOJIIOIIN, I10-
SIBUBILIVIMCSL B HEIIOCPeICTBEHHOV XPOHOJIOIMUeCKOv OIm-
30ctu K Pycckoit pesormonym 1917 .

Ha xoHdepeHIMio crexajnck BelyIye VcciieoBare-
7 13 cemm crpaH (Poccym, berrapycn, Berrpr, [epmanmms,
Wramvm, Hopservim, CIIIA), kotopsle mpericTasisim 11 yHu-
Bepcureros: MI'Y M. M.B. Jlomonocosa, HI1Y-BILD, PITY,
B®Y mm. V1. Kanra, bBesrroponcknit rocygapcTBeHHBIN YHU-
BepcureT, YHUBepcuteT M. M. JTrotepa asiie-BurreHOep-
ra (Tepmanms), Kamdopauiickuin yauBepcuTeT B bepk-
ym (CLHA), beropycckuit rocyapCTBeHHBIV YHUBEPCUTET,
bymanemrckuvt yaMBepcnTeT nM. JIopanma Drsema (Ben-
rpus), Yausepcuret Ilasym (Mrams), Yausepcurer Ociio
(HopBermsi). PertamenT KoH(epeHIIMM IpemycMaTpuBal
BBICTYIUTEHVISI Ha OIHOM M3 Paboumx sI3bIKOB: PYCCKOM, aH-
ITIAVICKOM MJIM HeMelKoM. [IpomyKTuBHasS KOMMYHVKaIIVS
obecrieunBasiach PabOTOV TTePEBOTUVIKOB-CHXPOHVICTOB.
HexoTopble mokstags! ObUIN K Hadaly KOH(epeHLII Iepe-
BeJleHbI IVICBMEHHO ¢ HEMEITKOT'O $13bIKa Ha PYCCKMIL.

Ha oTkppITHM KOH(epeHIUN ¢ TPUBeTCTBeHHBLIM CJIO-
BOM K TOCTSIM WM y9acTHWKaM obOparuimck pekrop bdDY
vm. V. KauTa A.T1. Kitemertes, gupextop VHctuTyTa TY-
MaHUTapHbIX Hayk T.B. LIBuryH m HayudHBIVI AUpPEKTOp
Axanemuu Kantmans! H.A. [IMutpuesa.

IlepBas vacTh KoHPepeHIIMN Oblla MOCBAIIEHa HeIlo-
cpercTBeHHO KaHTy — ero oreHKaM COBpeMEeHHBIX eMy
PEeBOJIIOLVIOHHBIX COOBITNIL, MHTepIIpeTaIliy 1IM IIpaBa Ha
BOCCTaHMe, IIPo0jIeMbl COOTHOIIEHVISI MOPAJIBHOV M IIOJIV-
TH4aecKon pnrocodm.

KaHT 1 pepomonms. [lepsele mBa moKjIama comeprKa-
TEJIBHO IlepeceKaIViCh VI OTYacTM II0JIeMMU3MUPOBaIN IPyT
¢ npyrom. Kak cooTHocsiTcst MopasibHasi aBToHOoMMs Kan-
Ta 11 rocynapcTso? Kak MOXXHO pa3pelInTh KOH(IVKT MO-
PpasIbHOrO 1 momTIdeckoro B dpvtocodpun Kaura? Peiidap
Maauxc (Yuusepcurer Ocio) B mokiaje «KaHTt m Teopun
pesomtorim XVIII Beka» mpensioXkvyI BOSMOXKHBII OTBET
Ha 3TOT BoIpoc. [IJIsL 3TOro, ¢ TOUKM 3peHNns JOK/IaI4NKa,
HeOOXOAMMO OIPaHMYNTE PaMKM MCCIIEIOBaHMS KOHTEK-
croM nonutmdeckmx cnopos XVIII Beka — BpeMeHM, Kor-
na teopw1 KanT. Torma okasbiBaeTcst BOSMOXKHBIM II0Ka3aTh,
uro B3rIsAAel KaHTa ObUIV BIIOJIHE KOHKYPEHTOCIIOCOOHBI
B KOHTEKCTe COBPeMeHHBIX eMy IMCKyccuit. YToOsI 3T0 060-
CHOBATb, HY)KHO CPaBHUTH KAHTOBCKYIO ITO3MIIVIIO C YTVIIV-
TapPVICTCKOVI TeopweVt BorbrancKom kol (I. AxeHBasts,
. Herens6map, X.I. annenmanTess, J1. Xéduep) n cy-
IIIeCTBOBABIIVIMI Ha TOT MOMEHT PecryOJIMKaHCKMMI Teo-
pusivu (J1. X. don 5Iko6, V. B. Dpxapm, V. A. Beprk, K.T. Xeit-
nenpaiix, VL.I. ®uxre). Touka 3peHNs yTUIUTApUCTOB Bpa-
IIIaeTcs IJIaBHBIM 00pa30M BOKPYT ITOHSATVSL MaTepyaIbHOM
BBITOZIBI 11 OO11iero Os1ara. KaHT He IIpyHMMaeT 3Ty TeOpuIo
IO TOVI IIpUYMHE, YTO OHA OCHOBBIBAETCS Ha JIOKHBIX ITPUH-
nmmax. CyacTbe — He IVIaBHBIVI IIPUHIIUII TOCydapcTBa.
KanT 0bU1 OJIM30K K APYrov HO3uUIINY, a MMEHHO K HeMell-
KoM pecItyOimKaHcKou Tpaguimi. Ee ocHOBHBIM ITpUHIIN-
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present day and to examine the current relevance of
Kant’s ideas and the effect they had on later concepts.
The revolutionary conceptions that appeared around
the time of the Russian Revolution in 1917 were to be
the focus of the discussion.

The conference attracted academics from seven
countries — Russia, Belarus, Germany, Hungary, Italy,
Norway, and the USA. The delegates represented elev-
en universities — Belgorod State University, the High-
er School of Economics National Research Universi-
ty (HSE, Moscow), the Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal
University (Kaliningrad), Lomonosov Moscow State
University, the Russian State University for the Hu-
manities (RSUH, Moscow), the Belarusian State Uni-
versity (Minsk, Belarus), the E6tvos Lorand Universi-
ty (Budapest, Hungary), the Martin Luther University
Halle-Wittenberg (Germany), the University of Pavia
(Italy), the University of California (Berkeley, USA),
and the University of Oslo (Norway). The working
languages were Russian, English, and German. Simul-
taneous interpreters ensured effective communication.
Some of the presentations had been translated in ad-
vance from German into Russian.

The conference started with opening address-
es from the IKBFU’s Rector Prof. A.P. Klemeshev,
the Director of the Institute for the Humanities
Dr. T.V. Tsvigun, and the Scientific Director of Acade-
mia Kantiana Prof. N. A. Dmitrieva.

The first part of the conference focused on Kant, his
views on the contemporary revolutionary events, his
interpretation of the right of sedition, and the correla-
tion between moral and political philosophies.

Kant and Revolution. The first two presentations
explored related topics, although taking opposite stan-
ces. What is the correlation between Kantian moral au-
tonomy and the state? How can the conflict between
the moral and the political within Kant’s philosophy
be resolved? Dr Reidar Maliks (University of Oslo) sug-
gested a possible answer in his presentation “Kant and
18" Century Theories of Revolution.” He emphasised
the need to confine investigations to the political de-
bates of the 18" century. Kant’s views prove perfectly
viable in the context of the discussions. Dr Maliks com-
pared Kant’s position with the Wolffian utilitarian the-
ory (G. Achenwall, D. Netellbladt, H.G. Scheideman-
tel, L. Hoffner) and the emerging republican theories
(L.H. von Jakob, J.B. Erhard, J. A. Bergk, K.H. Hey-
denreich, J.G. Fichte). Key to the utilitarian perspec-
tive was the concept of material benefit and the com-
mon good. Kant rejected this theory as resting on false
principles. Happiness is never the foundation of a state.
Kant was inclined to follow the German republican
tradition, which relied on the individual right to free-
dom, i.e., independence from the constraints of another



A.10. Kopunaaes

oM ObUIO MHAMBUyaJIbHOe IIPaBO Ha CBOOOMY, KOTOpas
IIOHMMaeTcs KaK He3aBVCMasi OT Ybero-I100 4acTHOTO BbI-
Gopa. 3aKoHHas BJjIaCTh — He IIPOM3BOJI OTHEIILHOV BOJIN,
a obmast Bosrst. ITpu Beent Ormmsocty Kanty pecrryOimikan-
CKVIX B3IJISIZIOB OH WX BCe JKe ITOJTHOCTEIO He omobpsut. o-
KJIQIYVIK BBIIEIWI [Be IIPUYMHBL, 110 KOTopbiM KaHT Mor
OBITH TPOTMB pecITyONMMKaHCKOV TOYKM 3peHus. Bo-Tiep-
BBIX, IIOCJIEACTBMSI POCIYCKA IIPaBUTEILCTBA IIPVBOISAT
K Hepas3pelMoMy IPOTVBOPEUNIO: eCIIN PacITyIIleHo IIpa-
BITEJIBCTBO, TO HET FOCYAApCTBa, a 3HAYNT, HeT IIpaBa 11 HeT
KOJUIEKTVMBHOIO areHTa — Hapoza, KOTOPBIV He MOXeT He-
CTV OTBETCTBEHHOCTB BHE IIPaBOBBIX CTPYKTYpP. Bo-BTOpPEIX,
€CJIV MBI yTBepXK7laeM, YTO FOCyIapCTBO, KaK M IIpaBUTeIIb-
CTBO, MOXET OBITh PacITyIIeHO, MBI JIOITyCKaeM BO3MOXXHOCTh
CYIIIeCTBOBAHMS HeCIIpaBeJIMBOro TOCyIapCTBa.

P. Maymmmke 1iocTapasics IPOAEeMOHCTPUPOBaTh, YTO
«1purosop» KaHTy Kak IOJTHOCTBIO OTPULIAOIIEMY «KOH-
TecTaTOpHOe IPa’kIaHCTBO»® HecIlpaBeynB. KaHT He cTpe-
MWJICSL caKpaIn30BaTh FOCYHApCTBEHHYIO BJIACTh VI IIOBY-
HOBEHWe€, a aKTVIBHO BXOAVJI B CJIOKHBIE V1 OOIIVPHBIE CIIO-
PBL O TpaHMIIAX JIETUTUMHOCTY TOCYJapcTBa M YCIIOBVSIX
HaCVJIbCTBEHHOTO COIIPOTMBIIEHIS.

Baoum Yaswii (DY vm. V. KanTa) BRICTYIIMIT € TOKITa-
oM «MopasibHbI pajuKaimsM KaHTa IpOTHMB IOIUTH-
4geckoro koHcepparm3Ma KaHTa: OyHTOBaTh Helb3s MOTUN-
HATbCA». 119 MIUIIOCTpaliy CBOMIX PacCy>KIeHUI JTOKIIal-
amK oOpaTwicsa K obpasam Jlesmadpana m Ajexces Kapa-
Mas30Ba KaK «OyIyIIero peBOIIOLMOHepa». Vcroip3oBaHme
91X 00pa30B, ¢ Touky 3peHus B. A. Hasioro, 1o3sosisier 1o-
CTaBUTb BOIIPOC O COYETAaHMUV MOPAJIBHOIO U IMOJINTIYECKO-
IO IUIaHa B KAHTOBCKOV (pry1ocopmm B HYy>KHOM KOHTEKCTe.
JoKJTaJTaMK I10J1araeT, 4To 3aIlpeT Ha aKTMBHOE COITPOTHBIIe-
H¥e BJIacTV HayOoJIee CMJIBHO OTpaskaeT pa3jioM MeXTy KaH-
TOBCKVMI MOPaJIbHOV M HOJIMTUYeCKoN prstocodmert: Mo-
pasibHas dwtocodms Kanra TpebyeT aBToHOMIM CyOBEKTa,
HO ero moymTmdecKast ¢pmitocoduist yTBepKaaeT TeTepoHO-
Mo cyObekTa. TakiM 0Opa3oM, eHTPaIbHBIM OKa3bIBaeTCs
Borrpoc: «[Touemy IrpaBeIHUKY Heslb34d cbecTh JleBracpana?»

B. A. Hase11 paccMOTpest MMeIoITecs CTpaTery OTBeTa
Ha 3TOT Bompoc: aHapxucTckuv (P XaHHa), jnbepasIbHBIV
(K. Kopcraapn), pecriyormkanckum (P. Marnmkc), mmibeparib-
nHo-KoHcepBaTmBHEI (K. @ukiry, K. CapripenanTt). Cam
JIOKJIAJTYMK CKJIOHEH IojlaraTh, YTO B KAHTOBCKOW (PMJI0CO-
v MMeeTCs IPOTMBOpeYNe, VI KAHTOBCKMII 3aIIpeT Ha pe-
BOJTIOITVIIO He CBOOOJIEH OT TeopeTIdecKX ITpobiieM. 3arpeT
Ha PeBOJIIOLINIO VIMeeT BeC VICKJTFOUMTEeIBHO C TOUKV 3peHVIs
sMImpmdeckort anTponosorny. CornacHo Kanry, Mpl, rosta-
raet B.A. Yasemi, He siBj1stieMcs IIpaBeIHMKAMM VIV TIOJTHO-
CTBIO MOpAJIBHBIMM CYIIIeCTBaM, TOTOBBIMI Oe3 HeroIrpa-
BVIMOTO Bpefia [JIsi ce0st «yOuTh 1 checTh» JleBradpaHa.

DTOT Te3NC MOAKPeIUIsieTcss [ByMsl apryMeHTaMIAL
Bo-1iepBbIX, KaHTOBCKasi TeOpUsi CyBepeHuTeTa COIepKUT
IapajIoKc, 110 popMe MOXOXKMIT Ha Iapajiokc Jokera. Cyse-

* DTOT TepMWH VICIIOJIb3y eTCs ISt 0003HAUeHIS «BO3MOXKHOCTH (B
TOM 4MCJIe U ITpe/Iriojiaraollert Hajlndye 3aKOHHBIX ITPOLeyp)
rpaxpgal 3¢peKTUBHO ocrapuBaTh pellleHs BjlacTell, eC OHM
He OTBeyaloT 1x nHTepecam» (Mapew, 2017, c. 117).
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person’s will. Legitimate power is the choice, not of an
individual, but of a common will. Kant sympathised
with republican views, but did not fully embrace them.
Dr Maliks identified two reasons why Kant could have
rejected such views. Firstly, a dissolution of the govern-
ment leads to an unresolvable contradiction. No govern-
ment means no state, therefore, no law and no collec-
tive agent — the people — who can assume responsibil-
ity in the absence of legal structures. Secondly, in sup-
posing that the state — and the government — can be
dissolved, we assert the possibility of an unjust state.

Dr Maliks tried to demonstrate that it was not en-
tirely correct to say that Kant rejected the idea of “con-
testatory citizenship.”® Kant did not consecrate either
state power or obedience. On the contrary, he partici-
pated in comprehensive debates over the limits of state
legitimacy and conditions for non-violent resistance.

Dr Vadim Chaly (IKBFU) gave a presentation titled
“Kant’s Moral Radicalism vs. Kant’s Political Conser-
vatism: Refrain not to Revolt is Right.” To prove his
point, Dr Chaly invoked the image of Leviathan and
that of Aleksey Karamazov — a revolutionary of the
future. These images provided the context for further
discussion about the moral and the political in Kant’s
philosophy. The speaker considers that the ban on re-
volutionary action is a vivid illustration of a rift be-
tween Kant’s moral and political philosophies: Kant's
moral philosophy requires the autonomy of the subject,
yet his political philosophy affirms the heteronomy of
the subject. The central question, then, is: “Why should
a righteous person not feast on the Leviathan?”

Dr Chaly examined possible strategies for answer-
ing this question — anarchistic (R. Hanna), liberal
(C.M. Korsgaard), republican (R. Maliks), and con-
servative ones (K. Flikschuh, C.W. Surprenant). The
speaker stressed that Kant’s philosophy contained
a contradiction and that Kant’s prohibition on re-
volution was not free from theoretical problems. The
ban on revolution is valid only from the perspective
of empirical anthropology. Dr Chaly believes no one
is righteous enough or moral enough in Kant’s terms
to “slay and feast on” the Leviathan without doing
irreparable harm to oneself.

This thesis is supported by two arguments. First-
ly, the Kantian theory of sovereignty contains a para-
dox resembling the liar’s paradox. The sovereign in
the first part of the Groundwork of the Metaphysics of
Morals (1785) is merely a man “in need of a master”
in the Idea for a Universal History with a Cosmopolitan
Purpose (1784). Secondly, one can conduct a thought

® This term is used by researchers to designate the legal
possibility for citizens to contest decisions of authorities
if these decisions do not accord with the interests of the
citizens (see Marey, 2017, p. 117).



peH u3 rieppont yactu «Mertadmsmkm HpaBos» (1785) — 3T0
JIVIIB YeJIOBeK, «HY KHIAIOIINVICA B TOCIIONVHe» 13 «Vmen
BCeOOIIIeV VICTOPUIL BO BCEMMPHO-TPaXKIaHCKOM IIIaHe»
(1784). Bo-BTOPBIX, yMeCTeH MBICIIEHHBIIT 3KCIIEPVIMEHT, TI0-
3BOJIATOITUTI CBECTH K abCy Py KaHTOBCKOe TpeboBaHwMe ab-
COJIFOTHOTO MOAUMHeHM BiIacTi. JHoKIagumK IIpeIIoKil
BOOOpasuTh HapoX KaHTWMAHIIEB, IIONABIIMX IIOf, BJIACTh
«y3ypHaTopa». DTa BJIacTb IIpU3HaeTCsl KaK MUHUMaJIbHOe
TOCyAapCTBO B KaHTMAHCKOM cMbIcite. Hiruto, kpome mpa-
BOCO3HAHM:, He MelllaeT KaHTMAaHIIaM BepHYTbCS B ecTe-
CTBEHHOE COCTOsHIIE V1 Tlepey Y peVTh BJIaCTh, HO OHM IIpe/-
[IOYNTAIOT IIOrIOHY Th, JIVIIITb ObI TOP)KECTBOBAJI 3aKOH.

TakuM oOpasoM, HaIpsDKeHME MeXIy MOpaIbHON
VI TIOJIUTIIYecKon TeopvisiMy KaHTa IOTHOCTBIO YCTPaHUTh
He yJaeTcsi. 3aIlpeT Ha aKTVBHOe COIIPOTVBIIeHIEe He 1Me-
€T «4VICTOro» (popMaIbHOro 0OOCHOBAHWS, a IIOOKPeIlId-
eTCsl TIPYJeHIIMAIbHBIMY, «3MIIVPUYECKVIMI» ¥ TIOTOMY
BEPOSTHOCTHBIMI IIPENOCTEPEXKEHMIMI 00 OITaCHOCTSIX
nocrencTsui. [lo MHeHMIO HOK/IagdyKa, HOIMTIYeCKas
teopusa KanTa momoOHa capkodary, IIocTpoeHHOMY Haf,
Oy prIsiiert peaxIyei «9duCTOVI MOPaIbHO MeTapU3MKI»
C LIeJIBIO CAePXKaTh ee B3PBIBHOV ITOTeHIIVAaI.

P.Manukc 3agai BOOpoOC, HpaBOMEPHO JIVI CUYUTATh
KanTa KOHCepBaTOpOM Ha OCHOBAaHMM €r0 OTKasa B IIpaBe
Ha pesosnouyto. C roukn spenmnsi P. Majinkca, B OCHOBe CBO-
vx B3msioB Ka"T — pedopmarop, mipeiararonimm n3me-
HeHVs Ha OCHOBaHUM pasyMa. B.A. Yasem nosaraet, 9To
KOHCepBaTVBHAasl TEHIEHIINS KaHTOBCKOW MBIC/IVI VMeeT
OCHOBaHIe B ToM e, B ueM Kaps1 ILIMuTT Brziesr ocHoBaHMe
IIJ151 CBOETO aHTPOIIOJIOrMYecKoro meccummsMa. Kant crep-
JKaHHO OLIeHMBaeT 3MIIVPUYECcKIe IepCIIeKTVBBl UesIoBe-
YeCKOro CYIIeCTBOBaHM. DTO JKe XapaKTepHO AJIsl MHOTVIX
KOHCepBaTVMBHBIX MBICTIMTesIelt. OmHAKO He CTOUT UIHOP-
poBaTh JIMbepaIbHYIO COCTABJISAIONIYIO €ro MBICIIN C KPW-
TMKOVI ITaTepHasIM3Ma 1 TpeOoBaHMeM 3aIll/THI IIpaBa.

Bropoit Borrpoc P. Manmkca Kacasicst MBICJIEHHOTO 3KC-
IeprIMeHTa O «BJIaCTU JIbsIBOJIa». B aKcIepriMeHTe MOSBIIs-
€TCsI IbsIBOJI, HaJIeJIeHHBIVI 37I0V1 BOJIeVI, HO KaHTOBCKVIe pac-
CY)XXIEHMS O PEBOJIIOLNI OTHOCATCS He K BOJIe, a K IIpaBy,
K JlerajibHBIM cymHocTaM. C Toukm 3penwms: P. Masikcea,
BBIpa’kKeHVe «BJIaCTh AbsBOJIa» COIeP)KIUT BHYTpeHHee ITpo-
TUBOpeUue, 3Ta BJIaCTb He MOXeT COCTOSThCS, HaCTOJIIBKO
OHa HeCOBepIIIeHHa, VI IbSIBOJI He CMOT OBl ITOJIYYMTh BJIaCTh
HaJ, 00IIIeCcTBOM ¢ caMoro Havasta. B. A. Yasiblit e TpakTyeT
«IbsIBOJIA Y BJIACTV» KaK IOJINTHNYECKYIO CYIIHOCTE, VHIN-
BUIyaJIbHYIO BOJIIO, Y3ypPHVPOBABIIYIO IIpaBO BBICTYIIATh
BOIJIOIIeHVeM OOIIelt BOJIV 1 MCIIOJIB3YIOIIYIO 3TO IIPaBo
LIeJIIKOM B CBOMIX 3MIIMpPUYecKmX Hesrsax. ObsA3aTesIbcTBo
MO UVHATBCS STOVI BJIaCTY IIpoBo3rylamieHo KaHToM Ha 3a-
KJIFOUMTEJIBHBIX CTPaHMIIax «YdeHwus o IIpaBe». Takum 00-
PpasoM, BJIaCTh [IbsIBOJIa OTHOCUTCS CyTy00 K 00IIacTv SMIIN-
PVYeCKOro 1 He CBsi3aHa C MOPAJIBHBIMI IPUTA3AHVISIMIA.

HacrTositee ncropiryeckoe pacciiefoBaHye IPeaIoKnl
Auzexcent Kpyeao8 (PITY) B pokiage «KaHT KaK HeMeLIKIIA
TeOpeTUK (PPaHIly3CKONI PEeBOJIIONNIL BO3HUKHOBEHVE
JIOTMBI B MapKCUCTCKO-JIeHMHCKOM pvtocodprm». B kaue-
CTBe LIeHTPaIbHOV TOIMBI, VICTOPVs KOTOPOV paccMaTpu-
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experiment that reduces Kant’s demand for abso-
lute obedience to absurdity. The speaker asked the
audience to imagine a society of Kantians ruled by
an “usurper.” The usurper’s authority constitutes a
minimal state in the Kantian sense. Nothing, except
for legal consciousness, stands in the Kantians” way
to a better rule. However, they choose to perish in
the name of the law.

Therefore, the tension between Kant’s moral and
political theories cannot be completely eliminated.
The prohibition of active resistance has no “pure” for-
mal justification, but is backed by prudential, “empir-
ical,” and, therefore, probabilistic warnings about the
dangers of consequences. Dr Chaly compared Kant's
theory to a sarcophagus built over the boiling reaction
of the “pure moral metaphysics” in order to contain the
latter’s explosive potential.

Dr Maliks asked whether Kant’s ban on revolu-
tionary action made the German philosopher a con-
servative. According to Dr Maliks, Kant's views
reveal him as a reformer who proposes chang-
es based on reason. Dr Chaly stressed that the con-
servative trend in Kant’s thought was rooted in what
C. Schmitt saw as the ground for his anthropologi-
cal pessimism. Kant was cautious about the empiri-
cal prospects of human existence. This holds true for
many conservative thinkers. However, one should
not ignore the liberal component in Kant’s reflection,
his criticism of paternalism, and his demands for the
protection of rights.

Dr Maliks’s second question concerned the
thought experiment about the “rule of the devil.” The
devil in the experiment is ill-willed. However, Kant’s
reflection on revolution focuses not on will but rather
on law and legal entities. According to Dr Maliks, the
phrase “the rule of the devil” is internally contradic-
tory. This rule is impossible, because it is imperfect,
and the devil could not have come to power in the
first place. However, Dr Chaly interprets “the devil
in power” as a political entity, an individual will that,
pursuing some empirical goals, has usurped the right
to act as a representative of the common will. Kant
advances reasons for the obligation to obey such rule
in the concluding pages of the “Doctrine of Right.”
Thus, the rule of the devil belongs to the realm of the
purely empirical and has nothing to do with moral
claims.

A genuine historical investigation was Prof. Alexei
Krouglov’s (RSUH) presentation “Kant as the German
Theoretician of the French Revolution: The Origin
of the Dogma in Marxist-Leninist Philosophy.” The
speaker examined Marx’s remark about Kant’s philo-
sophy being the “German theory of the French revolu-
tion” (Marx, 1981, p. 80).



A.10. Kopunaaes

Baslach B JIOKJIazle, BBICTYIIaeT 3aMeudaHue Mapkca o ToM,
uTo «pustocodmio Kanta MOXXHO cumTaTh HEMEIIKOV Teo-
puent dpaHitysckon peposrronym» (Mapke, 1955, c. 88).

B BeICTyIDIeHMM OBUI HOCTaBJIEH P VCTOPUYECKN
Ba)KHBIX BOIIPOCOB ¥ IIPEIJIOKEHBI IIOIPOOHBIE OTBETHI
Ha HuX. I7me HaxomsATcs VMCTOKM MapKCOBCKOIO CpaBHe-
Hust putococbun Kanra n dpanirysckont pesosmonmn? Ta-
KyM mcTouHMKoM Obu1 I eiiHe, XOTS MOXHO yCTaHOBUTH
VI €r0 IpeIIecTBeHHVKOB. 3HasIM JI 00 3TVX JOMapKCOB-
CKMX CpaBHeHM:AX B gopesosionyonHovt Poccum? [la, aTo-
My CpaBHEHMIO CUMIIATM3VPOBaIM W IIPSAMO CCBIJIAJIVICH
Ha Jevtre pasHble MbicuTeu 1 mvicarenn: I1.51. Yaamaes,
B.C. Mexesny, B.®. DpH, A.V1. l'eprien n ap. Tak B Poccumn
dopmmpoasicst oOIIMK peBosToloHHOro drtocoda Kan-
Ta. OKaszam JIM 3TV JOPEBOIIOIIVIOHHbBIE CPaBHEHMS BIIV-
sIHVe Ha POCCUVICKYIO collyajl-IeMOKpaTiio? Y OCHOBHBIX
duryp conman-nemokpatun — I.B.IInexanosa, B.V. Jle-
HuHa, B.M. llyisaTKoBa — HeT cpaBHeHMs drytocodpmm
KanTa 1 dppaHILy3CKOVI peBOIIIOIIIAL

Hormovt murata Mapkca IIpO «HEMELKYIO TeOpHUIO
ppaHIIy3CKOVI PEBOIIOINI» CTaIa YKe II0CTIe PeBOJIIOLINI,
a B KayeCcTBe KaHOHMYECKOV OKOHYATeJIFHO yTBepayIach
JIVIIIB T10CJIe OKOHYaHMs Bermkon OTevecTBeHHOV BOVIHEL
Baxmpivn Borpoc sagana mpoxiamumky H.A. JImuTpuesa:
Ha KaKOM OCHOBaHMV BooOIrie Mapkc Hassasl pustocodnio
Kanra Teopuenn ®panirysckovt pesosounn? Vimesocsk
B BUOY TO, 4To KaHT mpeaBocXmUTuII cBoeit dustocodrert
DpaHITy3CKYIO PEeBOJIIOLNIO MJIN UTO OH B CBOEN (OMIIOCo-
dvn ee npoaHanMsMpoBasl MM gaxe onpasaain? C Tou-
KV 3peHNs JOKJIA/IUuMKa, OTBET 3aBUCUT OT MHTEepIIpeTa-
LWV ¥ OTTaJIKMBaThCA HAIO OT APYrOro BOIIpoca: IIoYeMy
Mapxkc rosopuT mmeHHO o Teopun? Ha sompoc I1.B. Pes-
BBIX O TOM, IIodyeMy MMeHHO [eitHe cTan dpopmoobpasyro-
myM PaKTOPOM B POMAHTUYECKOV MHTePIIpeTalni KaH-
ToBCKOM Teopuu pesormorny, A.H. Kpyrios orsernt, uto
y K.®. baxmaHa ects Hamek Ha 3To: KaHT cam cpasHMII
cebst ¢ KonrepamkoM m HasBasl peposrroniioHepoM. Io-Bu-
IVIMOMY, 3TO IIpM3HaHMe KaHTa ero MHTepIlIpeTaTopkl, po-
MaHTUK [eriHe B 4aCTHOCTM, BIOCJIEICTBUM VCIIOIb30BaIV
B COLIMAJIbHO-TIOJIMTMYECKOM KOHTEKCTe.

Pesostrons v Hemenikast pvtocodpmsa koHira X VIII—
XIX B. Bropovi 010K [10KJ1a/10B OBIJT ITOCBSIIIIEH TEME PACIIpo-
CTpaHeHWs M BOCIIpusTIs B HeMellkon dprtocodpmm XIX B.
uaen (DpaHL[y3CKOI7[ PEeBOJTIOLVVL VI IZIEVA Kanra o Hern.

Anmonuno @asvoymo (YHusepcuteT mm. M. JTioTepa)
BBICTYIIWII C T0KJ1afioM «2pxapx, Puxre n nsuiep o mpa-
Be Hapo/la Ha PeBOJIIOLIMIO». ['MIT0Te3a M OCHOBHOM Te3VC
JIOKJIQJTUMKaA COCTOSUT B TOM, UTO WJIesl O IIpaBe Ha PeBOJIIO-
LIVIIO Y TpeX aBTOPOB Hepa3pbIBHO CBs3aHa C pasfesiseMo
uMm o01rert Teopuert cBoOOJIBL. B 1iepBovt wacTu joKiaga
A. @anpayTo COOTHeC HEKOTOpble BhICKasbIBaHMs KaHTa
0 cBODbO7Ie CITOBa C UIIesMV Ha 3Ty TeMy B paboTe V1.I. duxTe
«BocTpeboBaHue oT rocyapert EBporibl cBOOOIIBI MBICIIHAL. . .»
u pabote V1. B. Dpxapria «O rpaBe Hapora Ha PeBOJTIOIION.
Drixte noHuMalt 1ox ITpocsereHmeM KOJJIEKTUBHYIO pa-
6oTy. ParoHaIbHOCTB IIpefiTiosiaraeT Hajadye 0osiee yeM
OJTHOT'O pallVOHaJIBHOIO CYILeCTBa, M IIyTh K palliOHasIb-
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Prof. Krouglov formulated a series of historically
significant questions and proposed detailed answers
to them. Who inspired Marx to draw a parallel be-
tween Kant’s philosophy and the French revolution?
The speaker replied that Marx had been inspired by
Heinrich Heine, although similar thoughts had been
voiced earlier. Were these pre-Marxian parallels
known in pre-revolutionary Russia? They were, many
Russian thinkers and scholars — P.Ya. Chaadaev,
V.S. Mezhevich, V.F. Ern, A.I. Herzen, and others —
either mentioned these parallels or referred to Heine.
This is how the image of Kant as a revolutionary phi-
losopher emerged in Russia. Did these pre-revolu-
tionary parallels affect the Russian social democrats?
The icons of social democracy — G.V.Plekhanov,
V.I. Lenin, V.M. Shulyatikov — did not draw parallels
between Kant and the French Revolution.

Marx’s phrase about the German theory of the
French Revolution turned into a dogma after the revo-
lution and it became canonical after the Great Patri-
otic War. Prof. N. A. Dmitrieva asked the speaker an
important question as to why Marx called Kant’s phi-
losophy a theory of the French Revolution. In other
words, did Kant’s philosophy anticipate the French
Revolution or did Kant analyse or even justify the
revolution in his philosophy? The speaker believes
that the answer depends on the interpretation. One
should rather ask why Marx wrote about Kant’s phi-
losophy in terms of a theory of revolution. P. V. Rez-
vykh asked why Heine had made such a major contri-
bution to the romantic interpretation of Kant’s theory
of revolution. Prof. Krouglov replied that K.F. Bach-
mann had hinted at it — Kant had compared himself
to Copernicus, calling himself a revolutionary. Ap-
parently, this confession of Kant was later used by
his interpreters, such as the romantic Heine, in a so-
cio-political context.

The Revolution and 18%—19* Century German
Philosophy. The second part of the conference focused
on the dissemination and perception of the ideas of the
French Revolution and Kant’s views on the subject in
19* century German philosophy.

Dr Antonino Falduto (Martin Luther University
Halle-Wittenberg) gave a presentation entitled “Er-
hard, Fichte, and Schiller on the People’s Right to
a Revolution.” The speaker’s hypothesis and key
thesis were that all the three authors had linked
the idea of the right of revolution to a general the-
ory of freedom. In the first part of his presentation,
Dr Falduto juxtaposed some of Kant’s statements re-
garding freedom of speech and relevant ideas found
in J. G. Fichte’s Reclamation of Freedom of Thought from
the Princes of Europe (Zuriickforderung der Denkfreiheit
von den Fiirsten Europas) and ]. B. Erhard’s On the Peo-



HOCTVL JIOKUT Yepe3 MHTepCcyObeKTUBHOCTh. Duxre Tpak-
TyeT CBOOOIY MBICJIV TOJIBKO depe3 cBoOomy BooOie. CBo-
Ooma MbIC/IM SABJISIeTCsE OOOCHOBBIBAIOIINIM YCJIOBVEM BO3-
MOXKHOCTV CyIIIeCTBOBaHM: cBOOOTHOro «f». Takoe moHwm-
MaHWe cBOOOIBI cTaHOBUTCA Yy DrixTe SSApOM AJIs OIpaBIa-
HMs IIpaBa Hapoda Ha pesoszronyio. [TomoOro duxre, Dp-
Xap# YTBEPXKIaeT, UTO IIPaBO Ha PeBOJIIOLIVIO Hepa3pbIBHO
CBS3aHO C eCTeCTBEHHBIMVI M HEOTUY KIaeMbIMIU ITpaBaMu
yesioBeka. CBoOoma MbIciIM oDecrieumBaeTcst CBOOOIOV CIJI0-
Ba, UTO, B CBOIO OYepelb, SABJIIETCS HeOOXOMMMBIM YCIIOB-
eM [T peaIv3alliyl 9eJI0BEYeCKOro CYIecTBa KaK pallio-
HaJILHOTO VI HpaBCTBeHHOro. VI3 sToro nonoxenns n Oux-
Te, ¥ DPpXapz, BEIBOASAT IIPaBo Hapoaa Ha PEBOJIIOLIVIIO.

Bo BTOpOI WacTy HokiIama aHaIM3MPOBAIIVICH BO3MOX-
Hble OCHOBaHVIA 1151 TIO3MTMBHOV OLIEHKV ITpaBa Ha peBOJIIO-
LIVIIO B TpeX TeKcTax: «K McIpaBIeHIo Cy KIe I Iy OJIK
o dpaHIry3ckoit peporronyi» (1793) duxre, «O mpase Hapo-
Ila Ha pesosmorvio» (1795) Dpxapma m «[ IricbMa 00 acTeTmde-
CKOM BocMTaHMM derioseka» (1795) Ivmrepa. CpasHeHme
3TVIX TEKCTOB, C TOUKV 3peHsI JOKJIaTuKa, TaKKe YKa3blBa-
€T Ha Hepas3pbIBHYIO CBSI3b TEOPWVI PEBOJTIOLVVL U TIOHSATS
cBoOombL. OcobeHHO 0ueBNTHO 3T0 B paboTax duxre, y Ko-
TOPOTO ITpaBO Ha PEBOJTIOLIVIO BBITEKAET 113 [JOJITa, BBIPaskeH-
HOTO MOPaJIbHBIM 3aKOHOM. Y Hac eCTb IIpaBO Ha PeBOJIIO-
LIVIO, IIOTOMY YTO y HaC eCTh IIPaBo OBITh TeM, KeM MBI Ha ca-
MOM JIeJIe SIBJISIeMCS, & VIMEHHO CaMIIMI CODOVL.

Iemp Pe36vix (HIN1Y BILID, Mocksa) 1ipefcTaBiil JOKIIaz]
Ha Temy: «[1IesITIvHT 11 peBOITIONIS: TOCYAapCTBO KaK Cpefl-
cTBO». Ha mepBeINt B3IJISAM, ITO3MIINA V1.®. B. llleyumrra
B OTHOIIIEHVV PEBOJIIOIM Ka)XKeTCs He BIIOJIHE TI0CIIe/IoBa-
TesIbHOV. DpaHITy3cKas PeBOJIIOIN 1 B IOHOCTH, U B 3pe-
JIble TOZIbI BOCIIPMHMMAJIACh MM CKOpee II03UTVBHO, TOr/ia
Kak peakiiysi Ha pesostorinn 1830 v 1848 rr. Obuta pesko
KpuTudecKkon. Kpurnmdeckyie oLieHKM peBOJIIOLINN Y 3peJIo-
ro n nosgHero [lle/uMHra 0OBIYHO paccMaTpPUBAIOTCS VC-
CJIeNIOBATEIISIMIM KaK «CUIMIITOM ITOJIMTUYECKOro KOHOP-
Mm3Ma». T1.B. Pe3BrIx e MpemIoXvl BBISIBUTh MCTOKM Ta-
KOT'O OTHOIIIEHVSI K PEBOJIIOLIVIY Yepes3 IIPOsICHEHE pellerl-
VIV HEKOTOPBIX KaHTOBCKMX IOHsTUI. Kpome TOro, B BBI-
CTyIIeHMM OBbUIV paccMOTpeHsl paccykaeHms IlesuiviHra
0 TocyZlapcTBe Ha BCex 3TallaX ero TBOpYecTBa.

Bce BoickaseiBanms [1lemvHra 1mo HoJIMTUYEeCKUM BO-
IpocaM vMeIy 0a30BYIO YCTAHOBKY: FOCYIapCTBO paccMa-
TPUBAETCS KaK HECAaMOJIOCTATOYHBIV IIEPEXOIHBIVI VHCTV-
TYT, TIOIJIEKAIINI1 IIPEONOJIeHNIO B XOf€e MCTOPMYECKOro
npotecca. HaunHas ¢ HeGosIbIIOro pyKomnmcHoro oparmes-
Ta «[lepBast mporpaMma CUCTEMbI HEMEIIKOTO Vijieasii3Mar
(TouHOE aBTOPCTBO TEKCTa TaK M He YHAAIOCh YCTaHOBUTB, HO
eCThb OCHOBaHV IojIaraTh, YTO OH SBJISETCS Pe3yJIbTaToM
COBMECTHBIX VIHTEJUIEKTYaJIbHBIX YCVIIUVL KPYXKKa, K KOTO-
pomy npuHanyexamm Llemmmar, Terens m I'énpnepnum),
I'1.B. Pe3BBIX IIpoaHaIM3MpOBaIl MIEJUIMHIOBCKYIE PAa3MBbIIII-
JIEHVs, B KOTOPBIX IIPOCIIEXMBaeTCS (POpMUpOBaHMEe He-
raTMBHON OIIeHKM rocyfapcTsa. HeraTmsHOe OTHOIIEHVE
K TOCYZapCTBy — 3TO He CTOJIBKO IPeIBOCXMUILEHNMe Ve
aHapxM3Ma, CKOJIBKO IIOCIIe[IOBATEIIPHOE PasBUTHE WIIEV
Ppa3syMHO-9yBCTBEHHOV peJIuruu, pasBepHyTor KanTOM
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ple’s Right to a Revolution (Uber das Recht des Volkes
zu einer Revolution). Fichte saw the Enlightenment as
a collective effort. Rationality suggests that there is
more than one rational being and that rationality is
attained through intersubjectivity. For Fichte, free-
dom of thought is indivisible from freedom in gene-
ral. Freedom of thought is an underlying condition
for the possibility of one’s free self. Such an under-
standing of freedom constitutes the core of Fichte’s
justification of the people’s right to a revolution.
Erhard stresses that the right to a revolution is close-
ly linked to natural and inalienable human rights.
Freedom of thought rests on freedoms of speech,
which is a necessary condition for the rational and
moral existence of a human being. Both Fichte and
Erhard derive the right of the people to a revolution
from this assumption.

In the second part of his report, Dr Falduto ana-
lysed possible grounds for positive attitudes to the
right to revolution, which were expressed in three
texts. These are Fichte’s 1793 Contribution to the Rec-
tification of the Public’s Judgement of the French Revolu-
tion (Beitrag zur Berichtigung der Urtheile des Publicums
iiber die franzdsische Revolution), Erhard’s 1795 On the
People’s Right to a Revolution, and Schiller’s 1795 Let-
ters Upon the Aesthetic Education of Man (Briefen Uber
die dsthetische Erziehung des Menschen). A comparison
of these texts, the speaker stressed, revealed a connec-
tion between theories of revolution and the concept of
freedom. This connection is particularly evident in the
works of Fichte, who derived the right of revolution
from duty manifested in the moral law. We have the
right to revolt, because we have the right to be who
we are, namely, ourselves.

Dr Petr Rezvykh (HSE) gave a presentation titled
“Schelling and the Revolution: The State as a Means.”
At first glance, J.F.W. Schelling’s position does not
seem consistent. In his youth and mature years,
Schelling approved of the French Revolution, where-
as his reaction to the revolutions of 1830 and 1848 was
sharply critical. Schelling’s criticism of revolutions,
which he voiced in his senior years, is often interpret-
ed as a symptom of political conformism. Dr Rezvykh
attempted to identify the philosophical origins of
Schelling’s attitude to revolutions and prove that it is
rooted in an original reception of Kantian concepts.
The presentation examined Schelling’s views on the
state expressed throughout his life.

From the very beginning, all of Schelling’s state-
ments on different aspects of political philosophy ex-
pressed the belief that the state is an incomplete tran-
sient institution that has to be overcome in the course
of history. Dr Rezvykh analysed Schelling’s criticism
of the state starting from “The Oldest Systematic Pro-



A.10. Kopunaaes

B TpaKTare «Peyurius B Iipeiesiax TOJIBKO pa3yMa», 1 IIpo-
rpaMMBl 3cTeTrdeckoro socnmranus y Imiepa. B pa-
6oTax 1810—1820-x rr. IlleyMHT IBHO ONMpaeTcs Ha KaH-
TOBCKYIO KOHIIEMIIVIO ABYX — 3MIIMPUYECKOro ¥ VIHTeJI-
JIMTMOeIPHOIO — XapaKTepoB CyObeKTa 1 KiIafeT ee B Oc-
HOBY CBOETO TOJIKOBaHMS IOCyJapcTBa KaK HeOOXOMMMOro
CIJIEICTBIUS PAOMKaIBHOTO 371a, IIPOSIBIISIONIETOCS B peastv-
3aLmyl KOHEYHOV CBOOOIBI B (pOpMe ee OTHaleHMs OT CBO-
ero abCcoITOTHOTO McTouHMKa. B «Dummocodekmx viccrero-
BaHMAX O CYIIHOCTM YeJIOBEYeCKOV CBOOOMBL M CBS3AHHBIX
¢ Hen nipeaMeTax» U «LITyTrapTcKmx JIeKIMsIX» YKpeIrIs-
eTcs Mo3MIVS O TOCyHapcTBe KaK ITOOOYHOM CIIEICTBUW
yTpadeHHOro BHYTPEHHEro AyXOBHOro enmHcTBa. CTpem-
JIeHVe IIPeofosIeTh TOCYIapCTBO IIyTeM PeBOJIIOLN ITpel-
CTaeT KaK BOCIIpOV3BeleHIe Hepa3peliMoro IIpoTuBope-
qy1s1, 0Opa3syIoero BHy TPEHHIOI CYIIHOCTb CaMOrO TOCY-
napcrsa. B nexknmsix 1830—1850-x IT. eHTpoM pasMblIiLie-
a1 [lemHra CTAHOBUTCS TOJIKOBaHVIe IIOHATS 3aKOHa,
B KOTOPOM CHHTE3VPYIOTCS KaHTOBCKOe ydeHVe O KaTero-
pVYecKoM mMMIIepaTvBe ¥ KOHIIEMINs PaayKaaIbHOrO 3Ia.
Cormnacno I1.B. Pessbix, llesmnHr 31eck TpakTyeT rocygap-
CTBO KaK (popMy AeVICTBIS 3aKOHA B yCJIOBVSIX MCTOPUYECKM
CBepIVMBIIIEVICS aKTyaIr3alum 371a. focymapcTso, moHmMa-
eMoe KaK CpefICTBO peasin3alliiii BHyTpeHHell cBOOOIbl, —
3TO OIHOBPEMEHHO ¥ IIPeIISTCTBIE, ¥ HeraTVBHOe yCIIOBE
aTov pearm3anui. B sakimrouenmie I1.B. Pe3Brix paccMoTpern
sammvcn [lleymiHra BO BpeMsl PeBOJIIOLVIOHHBIX COOBITIV
1848 1. 11 ero mepenmucKy ¢ OaBapcKmM KoposieM Makcumu-
ymmanoM II. B xkagecTBe BbIBOMa IPO3BYyYasl TE3NC O TOM, YTO
B COOTBETCTBUN C YCTAaHOBKOV Ha IIOHVMaHVie FOCyapcTBa
Kak cpepcrsa IlleJUIMHr IIPOTMBONOCTABIISET PEBOJIIOLINA
KOHIIEIIINIO OrPaHIYeHsI FOCyJapcTBa KaK TaKOBOIO.

A.TI. Ko3bIpeB 3amasl BOIIPOC O OJIM30CTM II€JUINH-
IMAHCKOTO IIOHMMAaHMS TOCyJapcTBa K THOCTUUYECKOMY.
[evicTBUTeNIbHO, 3TO IpeAIIooXKeHVe BepHO, CYMTaeT
I'1.B. PesBrix. 3aunTepecosanHocTh [leumvHra raocTdge-
CKMMU MUIIesSMU POCIIeXMBAETCs C CaMbIX paHHMX 3TaIloB
TBOPYECTBa, C TIOOMHI€HCKMX TeOJIOTMYIeCKIX Ty

Andpeit Manoanckuii (berroponckuit rocyapcTBeH-
HBII yHUBEPCUTET) BBICTYIIWI C JOKJIaoM «DeHOoMeHOosI0-
v Tpyna u dypus pesosonnn (00 maeanm3Me HOJIUTH-
ueckort Teopun Mapkca) ». B cBoem nioxitazie A.[1. Marvimas-
CKMVI TIBITAeTCs [I0Ka3aTh, UTO Wesl IPOoJIeTapCcKOV PeBo-
JHOIMY ObUIa POIHBIM IETHUINEeM MeaIMCTIYecKon prIo-
cocun, a He MaTepUAINCTIYECKOTO IIOHVMAaHVS VICTOPUIAL
J[oKIamumK IpeyiaraeT o0paTUThCA K MOMEHTY IIOsBIIe-
Hus y Mapkca MaTepraIicT9ecKoV KOHIIEIIIVVI ICTOPU
VI CBA3BIBAET 3TO C M3y4YeHWeM TerejIleBcKov «PeHoMeHOosI0-
UM Ayxa». Mapkc IpeficTaByIseT rerejleBcKyo «DeHoMeHo-
JIOTMIO IyXa» KaK (DeHOMEHOJIOTMIO OTUY KIEHHOIO TPyHa,
e IyX VI TPyZ OAVIHAKOBO CTPEMATCS K CBOOOME, K pas3Bu-
TUIO CBOVX TBOPYECKMX IIOTeHIIN. Bbicimmm deHOMEHOM
¥ IyXa, ¥ TpyHa OKa3blBaeTcs HayKa. BosHMKalOT pe3oH-
HBIe BOIIPOCBHL TaK, MOXXET ObITh, BOBCE He IIOJIMTIYecKas,
a MMEHHO Hay4Has PeBOJIION VIS OTKPBIBaeT JOPOr'Y K «Ilap-
CTBY cBOOOIE»? KaKoBO MeCTO MOIMTUUECKOV PEBOJIIOLIN
Ha JIECTHWMIIE ICTOPVYEeCKOro PasBUT AyXa 1 TpyHa?
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gramme of German Idealism” — a 1796 tract of un-
identified authorship that is usually attributed to
Schelling, Hegel, and Holderlin. A negative attitude
towards the state is not an anticipation of anarchism,
but rather a logical development of a sensible and ra-
tional religion, which Kant described in Religion with-
in the Boundaries of Mere Reason, and of Schiller’s aes-
thetic education. Schelling’s works of the 1810s-20s
are based explicitly on Kant’s concept of the two —
the empirical and the intelligible — characters of the
human being. Thus, the state was defined as a neces-
sary consequence of radical evil manifested in an
exercise of finite freedom — the falling-away from
the absolute source. In the Philosophical Inquiries into
the Essence of Human Freedom and the Stuttgart Private
Lectures, Schelling was developing an idea of the state
as a by-product of the loss of internal spiritual unity.
The aspiration to overcome the state externally, i.e.,
through revolutionary destruction, was interpreted
as the reproduction and entrenching of the irrecon-
cilable contradiction lying at the heart of any state. In
the 1830s-50s, Schelling focused on an interpretation
of the law that combined Kant’s doctrine of the cate-
gorical imperative with the concept of radical evil.
According to Dr Rezvykh, Schelling considered here
the state as the functioning of law amidst materialised
evil. The state, understood as a means for the reali-
sation of the internal freedom of the human being,
is both an obstacle and a negative condition for this
realisation. In his conclusion, Dr Rezvykh examined
Schelling’s notes dated 1848 and his correspondence
with Maximillian II of Bavaria. The speaker stressed
that Schelling had counterposed to revolution limita-
tions imposed on the state.

Dr A.P. Kozyrev asked about similarities between
Schelling’s understanding of the state and gnosticism.
Dr Rezvykh confirmed the viability of the hypothe-
sis. Schelling’s interest in gnosticism is evident in his
earliest works, for instance, the Tiibingen theological
studies.

Prof. Andrey Maidansky (Belgorod State Universi-
ty) gave a presentation on the “Phenomenology of
Labour and the Fury of Revolution (On the Idealism
of Marx’s Political Theory).” He attempted to prove
that the idea of proletarian revolution was a product
of idealistic philosophy rather than of a materialistic
understanding of history. The speaker addressed the
emergence of Marx’s materialistic concept of history
and linked it to the study of Hegel’s Phenomenology of
Spirit. Marx presented Hegel’s Phenomenology of Spirit
as a phenomenology of alienated labour, where spirit
and labour unite in their striving for freedom and for
unlocking creative potential. The supreme manifesta-
tion of both spirit and labour is science. What paves



C omgnovt croponsl, Terens B «DeHoMeHOIOIUN [TyXa»
m300pakaeT PEBOJIIOLNIO KaK «(PYPIIO MCIe3HOBEHVIs», He-
CYIIYIO 3a cOOOV TOJIBKO CMepTh. Mapkcy Obllla M3BecTHa
3Ta HO3MIVS, VI eMy IIPeNCTOsIIO pa3padoTaThb no3umuboe
corepkaHMe IoyMTrdecknx pesostoriui. C Ipyror cropo-
HBI, KallUTaJIMCTIYecKasi (popManysi He MOXKeT OrMOHy Th
PpaHbllle, YeM VcuepriaeT Bce BOSMOKHOCTM PasBUTH IIPO-
V3BOIUTESIbHBIX CMJI Ha MOo4YBe pasfesleHus Tpyda U dacT-
HOVI cOOCTBEHHOCTH. B TakoM ciIydae HOJIMTIYECKAs PEBO-
JIOLMSI COBepIIaeTcsl TOJIBKO B HAIICTPOVIKe 1 He pellaer
Hurgero. Kpome Toro, Hayka CcTupaeT caMmy I'paHWUILy MeXIy
CBOOOTTHBIM U PaboumM BpeMeHeM. [IyXoToMust CcBOGOTHOTO
7 pabo4ero BpeMeHV IPOTMBOPEUYNT MaTepraIVICTIIeCcKO-
My HOHVMMaHWIO MCTOpuN. [JOKJTagumK IojiaraeT, uTo 3Ta
KOHIIEIIIVS yHacslefioBajla CBOVI PeBOJIIOIVIOHHBIN AyX OT
HeMeIIKOVI VeasIiCcTidecKon drtocodpum, M 3TO Hacied-
cTBO HedopMmpoBasio Teoprio Mapkca B Tex IIyHKTaX, I7ie
peds MAeT O MPOJIeTaPCKOV PEBOTTIONVVI 11 OCBOOOXKIEHIN
Tpyaa. Ha ocnopanmm sTux aprymenros A. 1. Manmanckui
ZleJIaeT BBIBOJ, YTO IOIbITKa Mapkca IpupydnTh «yprio»
TIOJIUTUYECKOVI PeBOJIIOIINM ¥ 3aCTaBUTh ee CITYXKUTh BbIC-
IIVM MHTepecaM JeJloBedecTBa IoTepIiesia Kpax, CJIefICTBU-
€M Uero CTajio BEIpoXieHVe yyeHus: MapKkca B ByJIbrapHYO
TICeBIOMapPKCVICTCKYTO JIOTMaTUKy — «MCTMaT».

Hoxnan Xaunepa Kaemme «Kapn IImurt v Kant?
PasmblnuieHns 0 IIpaBe, TOCyJapCcTBe I PeBOJIIOINM» Ha-
4ajicsi ¢ MpeJICTaB/IeHNsl KapTUHBI IIpasgHoBaHM 25-71eT-
Hero o0wiess Kanrosckoro obmecrsa B 1929 r. X. Kitem-
Me OTMeTWI, YTO Ha MEPOLpPUSTIEe CPedy IpodmX ObIv
npursamtensl X. @paep n K. [lImutt, xoTopsle B KaHTOB-
ckoe obrecTBo He Bxoguin. [Tocte 1933 1. oHU «3aKiToUaT
CHIeJIKY C IIbBOJIOM ¥ CTaHYT IJIalllaTasiMy TakK HasblBae-
MOVI KOHCEPBATVUBHOVI PEBOJTIOTI .

X. Krremme oOparmiicss K aHaim3y HaIlMOHAJIVICTH-
YecKoVl KOHIEMIINM TOCyJapCTBa, KOTOPYIO IIpefcTa-
Byl 1IMWUTT, BO-IIepBBIX, B JIOKJIajle Ha KOHIpecce B la-
Jle, TTIe OH VICHIOJIb3YeT mpeto KaHTa o 3ampeTe Ha BoccTa-
HVie, BO-BTOPBIX, B pabore «[ocymapcTBo, OBVIKeHVe, Ha-
poxn. Tpuaga monmmuTmdaeckoro egmHcTBa» 1933 I, KoTOpas
JlaeT JeTKoe IIpeficTaBieHme, nodemy IIIMmTTa Ha3pIBAIOT
«KOPOHOBaHHBIM fopucToM Tperwero permxa». X. Kizemme
B JIeTaJIsIX MOKa3asl, HACKOJIBKO TOIMTIYecKasi KOHIIeTIIVs
IImyTTa IPOTMBOPEYNT KAaHTOBCKVMIM IIPMHIMIIAM. B cBo-
x paccyxpgernsax IIMUTT cTpeMwics JIeTMTUMWUpPOBATh
HaIIVIOHAJI-CONMAJTMCTCKOe TOCYIapCTBO, KOTOpPOe SKOOBI
TIpeoriorieBaeT IMbepaTbHO-IEMOKPAaTITIeCKyIO CXeMy TO-
CyZapCTBEHHOIO YCTPOVICTBA, YHacenosaHHyo 13 XIX B.
OTIMYnTeTEHOV YePTOVL STOVI CXeMbI ObUIO BBeIeHe I10-
HSATUS «€BPEVICKUVL TYX», KOTOPOE OJIMIIETBOPSIJIO JIFOMEV,
BBICTYTIAIOIIMX 3a JMOepaTbHOe KOHCTUTYIIVIOHHOE TOoCy-
napcrso. Kak ciiefcrsue, rosiBusiach mjes TPaKTOBKM TOCY-
TapcTBa KaK MHCTUTYTa, OOJlee He SBIISIOIIErOCS TTOCPer-
HIKOM MeXIy MHTepecaMy VI IIeHHOCTHBIMI yCTaHOBKa-
MW CBOMX T'pak[IaH, a VIMEIOIIEro XapaKTep «IIOIMTIYe-
CKOVI OOIIHOCTM» KaK eIVMHCTBA «IOCYIapCTBa», «IBVKe-
HIS», «Hapoda». HeTpyaHO MOHATH, UTO TaKas TpaKTOBKa
rocy/iapcTBa U MOJIUTUKY AMaMeTpPaIbHO IIPOTVBOIIOIONK-
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the way to the kingdom of freedom? Probably not a
political, but rather a scientific revolution. What is the
role of political revolution in the historical develop-
ment of spirit and labour?

Firstly, in the Phenomenology of Spirit, Hegel pic-
tured the revolution as the “fury of vanishing” that
brings only death. Marx was familiar with this idea
and he had to give a positive content to political re-
volutions. Secondly, the capitalist formation may
perish before it has exhausted all the resources for the
development of productive forces based on the divi-
sion of labour and private property. In this case, a po-
litical revolution extends solely to the superstructure
and it does not solve anything. Thirdly, science erases
the boundary between free time and office hours. The
dichotomy between them contradicts the materialis-
tic understanding of history. According Prof. Maidan-
sky, the latter inherited its revolutionary spirit from
German idealistic philosophy. This inheritance dis-
torted Marx’s theory insofar as it was concerned with
a proletarian revolution and the emancipation from
labour. Based on these arguments, Prof. Maidansky
concluded that Marx’s attempt to tame the “fury”
of political revolution, to subdue it, and to make it
serve the highest interests of humanity had failed. As
a result, Marx’s doctrine degenerated into a vulgar
pseudo-Marxist dogma — the Soviet official version of
historical materialism.

Prof. Heiner Klemme’s presentation titled “Carl
Schmitt or Kant? An Attempt at Some Reflections on
Right, State, and Revolution” began with the show-
case of a picture of the celebration of the 25" anni-
versary of the Kant Gesellschaft in 1929. Although not
members of the Society, H. Freyer and C. Schmitt also
attended the event. After 1933, they “made a deal with
the devil and became the heralds of the so-called con-
servative revolution.”

Prof. Klemme analysed the concept of a nation-
al state, which Schmitt had presented at a congress
in Halle (he invoked Kant’s idea on the ban on re-
volution) and in his 1933 work State, Movement,
People, which gives a clear picture of why Schmitt
is known as the “crown jurist of the Third Reich.”
Prof. Klemme showed in detail how Schmitt’s poli-
tical concept contradicted Kant’s principles. Schmitt
strived to legitimate the national socialistic state,
which had allegedly overcome the 19* century liberal
democratic structure of the state. He introduced the
concept of “Jewish spirit,” which was used to refer to
people who supported the idea of a liberal constitu-
tional state. This gave rise to the idea of a state as an
institution that was no longer a mediator between the
interests and values of citizens but had become a “po-
litical union,” a combination of the state, movement,



A.10. Kopunaaes

Ha IIpaBOBOMY M HonuTudeckoMy ydenmio Kanra. Y Kan-
Ta ITOJINTYMKA U ee 1IeJIb COCTOSIT IIpeXk/ie BCero He B eMH-
CTBe rOCYyapCTBa, a B peajIM3alliy IIpaBa, TO €CTh BOIIO-
IIeHn CBOOOIHOTO ITOPSI/TKa, OCHOBAHHOI'O Ha BCeoOIen
¥ coBMecTHON Bojle. Harmonarr-conmanmcTrckoe rocygap-
CTBO, €CJIV CMOTpPeTb Ha Hero ¢ KaHTOBCKMX MO3UIIUIL, —
3TO, [0 OIIpeesIeHIIO, HelIpaBOBOe IOCyIapCcTBO: Focyaap-
CTBO, caMo cebs pacOpMIIPOBBIBATOIIIee CBOMM XKe 3aKOHO-
naresbcTBoM. Tlo-sumymomy, IIIMUTT B TOM A0OKIIaze, Ko-
TOpbIN OH Ipodes B lajuie B 1929 1, merTascs, ccpiiasdgck Ha
KaHTOBCKV 3aIIpeT Ha BOCCTaHVe, YMEeHBIINTD Ty AVCTaH-
LIVII0, KOTOPasi OTHENISeT ero B3ITIAIbI OT KAHTOBCKMX.

HackoiIbKO cOOTHOCHM KaHTOBCKUM 3aIlpeT C OIIBITOM
toTasmTapHbeIX pexnmo XX 1 XXI BB.? Kitemme pgerraer
BBIBOTI, uTO (prstocodpmst KaHTa He MOXeT OBITH MCITOTB30-
BaHa VIe0JIoraMy «TOTaJIbHOIO TOCYAapCcTBa» B CBOVMIX MH-
Tepecax, B YeM COCTOUT ee HeCOMHEeHHOe ITpeVIMYIIeCcTBO.
Ha Bompoc T. Kpayca 0 ToM, 94TO IIOHVIMAETCS O, TOTaJIV-
TapHBIM pexymoM, X. Kiiemme yTounwmI, uTto peds mmer
O TOTAJIBHOM TOCYAapCTBe, y TpaKAaHMHA KOTOPOro Ha
BCeM ITPOTSKEHMN ero XMU3HY He MOXKeT BO3HUKHYTh [Jake
MBICTIV O AVICTAHLIVIV My HUM U TOCYJapPCTBOM.

Peposnroninst m pycckas pminocodpms. Tperps rpymnma
ZIOKJIaZIOB ObLIa IIOCBSIIIEHA BOCIIPUSTIIO VM OCMBICIIEHVIIO
denomena pesosmronym B Poccumn.

Auexcett Kosviped (MI'Y vim. M. B. JTomoHOCOBa) ITpeficTa-
BIJI TOKJIa], «PesIiriis v peBOJIIOIVS: OIIBIT PYCCKOVI IHTeII-
JreHIMy». J1oksiast ObIJT IIOCBSITIEH OlEHKAM PeBOJIIOLIVIA
1905 m 1917 rT. B pyccKom MHTeJUIeKTyaIbHOVI Cpejie 3TOro
neprofa. OCHOBHBIM IIOCBUIOM [IOKJIafla CTaJIo yTBEpXKie-
Hye 00 WCIIOJIb30BaHWMM PEJIUTMO3HOIO OUCKypca IIpU Oc-
MBICJIEHV PEBOJTIOLIVIOHHBIX TIOTPSICEHMI VIX COBPEMEHHI-
kamn. Ha paHHeM sTare peBosolmny BecbMa pacIipocTpa-
HEeHBbI ITOITBITKY JIETUTUMM3MPOBATh ee Kak «/1eJ10 XPpUcTo-
BO». XPUCTOC ITpeBpalliaeTcs B MJIe0JI0ra COLMaIbHOTO IIPO-
TecTa, «OyHTYIOIIETO YeJIoBeKa», a XPUCTMAHCTBO — B pe-
JINTMIO COLVIAJIBHOV PEeBOJIIOINIL. B BoCIOMMHAHWMAX pyc-
ckmx priocodpoB aBTOpP [I0KJIa/la OTMeTVII Hajlndvie BHY-
TpeHHero KOH(JIVIKTa, B KOTOPOM HaXOOWJINCh VM3Hadallb-
HbIe JyXOBHBIe ey ¢ ITTyOoKo Oe3myXOBHBIM CofepsKaH-
eM Oymyminx coOBITMIL B IOOTBepXXIeHMe 3TOro B BBICTY-
wieHuy nipuBoavumick nutarsl H.A. Beprsiesa, B.@. DpHa,
B.I1. Ceenmmiikoro, E.H. TpyGerxoro, B.JI. ITacTepHaka,
I1.A. ®nopenckoro, A.A. bioka. B saximouenne A.T1. Ko-
3bIpeB yKasall Ha TO, YTO M [JIs OCMBICJIEHMSI COBpeMeH-
HBIX PEBOJIIOLINI 3a4acTyIO VCIIOJIb3yeTCsd PeIVITIO3HBIN
IVICKypc. PeBoIromms 1 cerofHs MBICIIMTCS Kak Ooslee ueM
TIOJINTUYECKTI (DEHOMEH, a B PEBOJIIOLIVIOHHOM  SI3bIKE
IO-TIpe)KHEMY OITaCHO 3KCIUIYaTUPYIOTCH «IIPeIpacCyaKiL»,
OT KOTOPBIX OHA caMa ITPM3bIBAeT OCBOOONTHCSL.

Hoxnagom «“Pepormrorst” 1 “Amnokanuricuc” PosaHoBa:
Me>K[Ty KOHIIOM 11 OOHOBJIEHVEM» TeMY BOCIIPVSATSL PEBOJIIO-
umn B Poccvnt mponorokmn Andpeit Tecas (BDY vm. V. Kan-
ta). OH orMeTns, uto B.B. PozaHOB He sBIIsUICS HM HOJN-
TUYECKVM Ky PHaJIVICTOM, HU IOJIUTUYeCKUM PriIocodoM,
II03TOMY KO BCEM €ro BbICKa3bIBaHVISAM II0 BOIIPOCaM IIOJIN-
TUYECKOr0 HY)KHO OTHOCUTBCS BHUMATEJIbHO, TaK KaK eCTh
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and the people. Obviously, such an interpretation is
the opposite of Kant’s legal and political doctrine. For
Kant, the goal of politics is not the unity of the state
but the rule of law, which is a manifestation of liberal
order based on a common and universal will. From a
Kantian point of view, the national socialist state is,
by definition, an outlaw state — a state whose legis-
lation causes it to disintegrate. Probably, in his 1929
Halle presentation, Schmitt invoked Kant’s ban on
revolution to shorten the distance between his own
views and the Kantian ones.

How can the Kantian ban on revolution be inter-
preted in the context of the 20" and 21¢ century totali-
tarian regimes? Klemme concluded that Kant’s phi-
losophy could not be used by ideologists of the total
state. This is an obvious advantage of the German phi-
losopher’s teaching. Answering Prof. T. Krausz's ques-
tion as to what a totalitarian regime is, Prof. Klemme
specified that, in a total state, citizens could not im-
agine a distance between them and the state at any
point in their lives.

Revolution and Russian Philosophy. The third
part of the conference focused on how the phenome-
non of revolution was perceived in Russia.

Dr Aleksey Kozyrev (Lomonosov Moscow State Uni-
versity) spoke on “Religion and Revolution: The Case
of Russian Intelligentsia.” The presentation addressed
the perception of the 1905 and 1917 revolutions in the
Russian intellectual circles of the time. Dr Kozyrev in-
vestigated how the religious discourse was used in the
interpretations of the revolutionary shocks. In the be-
ginning, there were many attempts to legitimise the
revolution as a work of Christ. Jesus was being turned
into a rebel, an ideologist of social protests, and Chris-
tianity into a religion of social revolution. The mem-
oirs of Russian philosophers betray an internal con-
flict between these spiritual ideas and the unspiritual
events that followed. To prove his point, the speaker
provided quotations from N.A. Berdyaev, V.F. Ern,
V.P. Sventsitsky, E.N. Trubetskoy, B.L.Pasternak,
P.A. Florensky, and A.A.Blok. In conclusion,
Dr Kozyrev emphasised that contemporary revolu-
tions were often analysed through the prism of reli-
gious discourse. A revolution is more than a political
phenomenon and the revolutionary language plays a
dangerous game with the prejudices that it strives to
exterminate.

In his presentation titled “Rozanov’s Revolution
and Apocalypse: Between End and Rebirth,” Dr Andrey
Teslya (IKBFU) stressed that V.V. Rozanov had been
neither a political journalist, nor a political philoso-
pher. Thus, one should be cautious not to draw any
parallel between Rozanov’s completely unrelated
statements. The political revolution did not interest



PVUICK CMeIlIaTh €rO BBICKA3bIBaHWS IPVHIIMIINAIBHO pas-
ymuHoro nopsaka. IlonmTrueckas pesosmolys He Oblia
IIpefIMeTOM OCOOeHHOro MHTrepeca Po3aHoBa, 4TO BIIOJIHE
3aKOHOMEPHO, IIOCKOJIBKY, BO-IIEPBBIX, B LIEHTPe ero BHUMa-
HVISI HAXOHVIIOCH TO, YTO [IJIs1 BHEITHETo B3IJIs/a Olpeierts-
eTcs KaK «OBIT», VI, BO-BTOPBIX, IMEHHO 3TVM — IIOBCEIHEB-
HBIM YCTPOVICTBOM JXV3HV Ha YpOBHe KOHKPETHBIX JIFOTIeN
7 COOOITIeCTB — OITperierisieTcs, corTacHo Po3aHOBY, CMBICIT
VI HarlojIHeHVe MHCTUTYMI. Po3aHOB roBOpIII He CTOJIBKO
O PeBOJIIOINN, CKOJIBKO O TOM, UTO Yepe3 Hee OTKPhIBAeTCs.
B aTOM CBA3M HOKIIaUMK 0OpaTics K pO3aHOBCKIIM OLleH-
KaM coObiTis 1917 . B paboTe «ATIOKaJIMIICVC HAIIIeTO Bpe-
MeHV» V1 cfieJlal BBIBOJI, UTO OHA, HeCMOTPsI Ha Aeu O Kpy-
meHuy Poccry nocsie peBoIIoLN 1 KOHIIE XPUCTMAHCTBa,
ObIJTa ONITVIMVICTVYHOVT B OTHOITIEH Oy TyIIIeTO.

C noxasiom «IlosfiHee ci1aBsHOMWIIBCTBO U BCeMUpPHas
pesosmronys» BRICTYTINII bopuc Mexyed (MI'Y vim. M. B. Jlo-
MOHOCOBa). IlepBbIVi Te3mc, KOTOPBIV OH IOIBITAJICS 000-
CHOBATbh B CBOEM [IOKJIalle, — O HEBO3MOXKHOCTVI 10 KOHIIa
duocodckm BeIpaboTaTh (PYyHAMPOBAHHYIO aHTWPEBO-
JIOLVIOHHYIO TIO3MLMIO. PeBostroryist ToTajibHa, O YeM CBU-
JleTeJIbCTBYeT IapajioKcalbHOe codeTaHMe ITO3IHero cja-
BSIHO(PVIJIBLCTBA VI BCeMMPHON peBosIonui. Pesormons —
BCeryla MIUpOoBas peBOIION VL. ABTOP [IOKJIajia IIPeJIOKII
VICIIOJIB30BaTh T€PMUH «KOHTPMOZEPH», IO KOTOPBIM II0-
HVMAaeTcsl Mes CaKpaJIbHOIO aBTOPUTETa, CaKpasIbHOM
BJIaCTW. B cBA3VI C 3TMM BBIIBUTAIOTCS CIIeAYIOIINe [Ba Te-
3vica: KOHTPMOZIEPH SIBJIseTCS COOBITEM He MeHee peBO-
JIOIIVIOHHBIM, YeM MOJIePH; COBPeMeHHBIV MUP ecTh coue-
TaHMe MOJlepHa ¥ KOHTpMozlepHa. BMecTo cTOJIKHOBeHMS
PpeBOJIIOINM C KOHCepBAaTMBHBIM CTapbIM IIOPSIKOM Ha
TieJIe MMeeT MeCTO IlapaloKCaIbHOe CTOJIKHOBEHVE pa3HbIX
Ppa3sHOHAIIpaBJIEeHHbBIX PEBOJIIOLIVL. AHTVIPEBOJIIOLIVS BCET-
Zla IIOJTy9aeT YepPThl CXOICTBA C COOCTBEHHO PEBOJIIOLIVIENL.
AJbTepHATVBHBIE PEBOJTIOVIOHEPHI TOJDKHBI TakKXKe arlesl-
JMpOBaTh K IIeHHOCTSM CBOOOIBI CJIOBa, COOpaHMs, coBe-
CTW, CChUIAThCSI Ha IIOIIpaHHBIe IIpaBa yejioBeka. B mrore
IeperieTeHie PeBOJIIOINII CTAaHOBUTCS HAaCTOJIBKO Tec-
HBIM, YTO peaKIVMIOHHBIE 1IeJIVi aJIbTepHaTVBHOV PEeBOJIIO-
LMV OKas3bIBAIOTCS 3aCJIOHEHHBIMI M OTCTaBJIEHHBIMM Ha
BTOPOVI IUIaH ee 0CBOOOAMUTEIBHBIMY CPeNCTBaAMIA.

DTOT HapafIoKC PeBOJIIONY OKa3bIBaeTCsl PyHIaMeH-
TaJIbHBIM, IToj1araeT b.B. Mexyes, 1j1st Bcero tedeHms 00-
IIECTBEHHOVI MBICJIV TIOCJIEIHMX Tpex BeKOB, BKJIIOYas
Haitle BpeMsi. Vifes MyupoBow peposroLny Obljla Jaxe y ca-
MBIX KOHCEpPBAaTMBHBIX MBICIIMTEN e Poccuiickom mMiie-
pun. JI10OOmBITHEIM (PaKTOM SBJISIETCS TO, UTO MMITepa-
Topckas Poccust go 1917 r. cama peBOITIOIIVIOHMU3IPYETCS.
o muenmio b. B. Mexyesa, Poccrst x 1915 T. yxe 6blta «Oe-
peMeHHa» Mjleerl MUPOBOV PEeBOJIIOLNM, UTO MOATBepXK/Ia-
eT Te3MC O TOTaJIbHOCTM peBoonyuu. Mup coBpeMeHHOM
LMBWIM3aLMUI TaKXKe IIpeliCcTaBiIseT coboul IapaoKcaslb-
HOe coueTaHVe MOIepHa 1 KOHTPMOIEepHa IIPU BUIVIMOM
TOpKecTBe IepBoro. JIrobas muBmIM3anisa — 3To Ipexie
BCEr0 YKPOIIleHHas peBOJIION IS, II0CTaBIeHHas Ha CIy K0y
VMHTepecaM KOHKPETHOIO COIMajIbHOTO Mops/IKa.

T.T. PymsanIeBa cripocwia JOKJIaIumKa, 4To XKe B CBe-
Te CKa3aHHOIO CJleflyeT CUUTaTh peposoriuent. b. B. Mexy-
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Rozanov much. Firstly, he focused on what would
seem to be everyday routines to an external observer.
Secondly, Rozanov believed that the everyday lives of
people and communities determined the shapes and
contents of institutions. He was preoccupied not with
the revolution itself, but rather with what it was pav-
ing the way for. The speaker considered Rozanov’s
reflection on the 1917 events presented in The Apoca-
lypse of Our Time. Dr Teslya concluded that, although
Rozanov had written about the collapse of Russia after
the revolution and the end of Christianity, the book
was still optimistic about the future.

Dr Boris Mezhuev (Moscow State University) gave
a presentation on “Late Slavophilia and World Revo-
lution.” He advanced a thesis about the impossibility
of a philosophically grounded anti-revolutionary po-
sition. The revolution is universal, of which the para-
doxical union between late Slavophilia and world re-
volution was indicative. Any revolution is world revo-
lution. The speaker proposed the term “counter-mo-
dernity” to refer to the idea of a sacred authority. He
advanced two theses. Firstly, counter-modernity is as
revolutionary as modernity itself. Today’s world is a
combination of modernity and counter-modernity. We
are witnessing not a clash between a revolution and
the old conservative order, but a paradoxical colli-
sion between two differently directed revolutions. All
anti-revolutions resemble the preceding revolution.
Alternative revolutionaries should also appeal to the
values of freedom of speech and conscience and speak
of the violation of human rights. As a result, the revo-
lutions intertwine so closely that the reactionary goals
of the alternative revolution are overshadowed by its
liberating means.

Dr Mezhuev believes that this paradox has been
inherent in the social thought of the last three centu-
ries. The idea of world revolution was voiced by the
most conservative thinkers of the Russian Empire.
Pre-1917 Imperial Russia was becoming increasingly
revolutionary. As early as 1915, Russia was pregnant
with the idea of total revolution. Today’s civilisation
is a paradoxical combination of modernity and coun-
ter-modernity, in which the former in prevalent. Any
civilisation is, in essence, a tamed revolution that has
been conditioned to serve the interests of a certain so-
cial order.

After the presentation, Prof. T.G. Rumyantseva
asked Dr Mezhuev what, in the light of the above,
could be considered a revolution. Making reference
to the theory of revolutionary waves, the speaker ex-
plained that a revolution is any event that brings
about a ripple effect, leading to a series of similar
events in other countries. Everything that spreads is
a revolution and nothing local can be considered one.
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€B 0TOCJIaJI K TeOPUI PEBOJIIOIMIOHHBIX BOJIH W ITOSICHWIL,
YTO PEBOJIIOLMS — TO, UTO IIOPOXKIAeT CePUIO aHaIOI Y-
HBIX BBICTYIUIEHWUV B APYIMX CTpaHax, co3gasasi 3 dexT
3apaxeHUs. Bce, 9TO 1IMeeT TaKo¥ BOTHOOOPA3HEIN Xapak-
Tep, — 3TO PEBOJIIOINS, a TO, UTO MMeeT JIOKaJIbHBIV Xa-
paKkTep, PeBOJIIOIMSAMM CUMTATh HeJIb3s. B 3axroueHve
b.B. Mexyes cresna BBIBOI, O TOM, YTO HEBO3MOXXHO BbI-
paboTaTh KaHTMAHCKM IIOC/Ie0BATeIbHYI0 OOBEKTVBHYIO
ITO3MIIVIIO OLIEHKM PEeBOJIIOLINA.

«Anexcanap Borganos o pesormounu B Poccym u 1my-
TSX TIOCTPOEHMS COLMaI3Ma» — TeMa JoKjaga Tambasl
Pymsanyeboii (bertopycckmii TocygapCcTBeHHBIN YHUBEPCH-
teT). B cBoem BoicTymtennm T. I. PymsiHiieBa octaHOBIMIIaCh
Ha pacCMOTPeHUM Pa3HOIIacul B IIOHMMaHWUY PeBOJIIOIIN
bornmanoBeiM 11 GostbitieBuKamy 40 OKTAOPBCKOV peBOJIio-
LMY, a Takke To3uiym borgaHoBa OTHOCKUTEIBHO IIPUPO-
IbI I CYIITHOCTY peaIbHOrO COLIVaIVI3Ma IIePBBIX decATIIe-
Ty COBeTCKOM BilacTi. ABTOp JIOKJIa/la KOCHYJIach BBIIBU-
HyTOou bBormaHoBBIM IporpaMMBbl OOHOBJIEHWS OOIIIecTBa
Ha COIMaIMCTUYeCKMX Haydajlax M BO3MOXHOCTU (POpMM-
poBaHMs pyHAaAMEeHTaIbHO HOBBIX COLIMAILHBIX CTPYKTYP.
PaspaboTky Takom IporpaMMbl bBormaHos IpenrpuHsia
B CBOeI «BCeoOIIen OpraHM3aIMOHHOV HayKe» — TeKTOJIO-
run. B KoHIIe BBICTYIIIeHNS JOKJIaIUMK IIOIbITajIach OTBe-
TUTb Ha BOIIPOC O TOM, KaKwue yien bormarHosa MoryT ObITh
akTyaJibHbI B HacTosiee spemsd. T.I. Pymsinnesa koHcTa-
THpOBaJla, 9TO TBOpYecTBO bormanoBa JOBOJIBHO TPYZHO
VICCIJIeIOBaTh He TOJIBKO IIOTOMY, UTO MHTepIIpeTalii ero
KOHIIEIIIVIV YPe3BbIYalTHO IIPOTMBOPEUMBEI, HO U IIOTOMY,
YTO II0-Pa3HOMY OIIeHMBAIOTCS OT/eJIbHbIe CTOPOHBI ero
ydenus. PasmeiieHns boriaHoBa o peBosIIonmm 1 ocsie-
PEBOJIIOLIVIOHHOM yCTPOVICTBE IIOKA3bIBAIOT, UTO B €T0 JIVLIe
MBI MIMeeM [IeJI0 C «PpOMaHTUKOM Peportorimm», He criocod-
HBIM IPUHSTH U/IEI0 YAeP)KaHWs BIIaCTV JTI000V TIEHOVI.

Teopusa pesoronyn. YeTsepTrivi OI0K JTOKITAI0B HO-
cy1 B OOJIBIIIEVT Mepe TeopeTHYecKylo HaIrlpaBjIeHHOCTb.
Hoxsapg Tamawa Kpayca (ByganentcKmy yHUBEPCUTET VM.
Jlopanma DTBerra) «PaspaboTrka JIeHVMHBIM KOHLIEIIIIN TO-
cyHapcTBa, OeMOKpaTUV ¥ PeBOJIIOLN» ObUI IIOCBSIIEH
IpeMMYyIIecTBeHHO paccMoTpenuio kHuru B.V. Jlenuna
«[ocymapcTBo 1 peBoimroLys», KOTOpasi OCTaeTcs IO Ceit
ZleHb OITHOVI M3 CaMBIX BJIVIATEIIBHBIX M YMTAaeMBIX B MIUpe
€ro KHUT, HeCMOTPs Ha TO UTO MHOI'Ve ee Miey He oIy Y-
JIV peajIv3alliv B ICTOPUI. DTO CBA3aHO C TeM, YTO KHUTa
cTasia ceoeoOpasHon driocodrert OKTAOPCKON PEBOIIIO-
. Pabora JlennHa Obta He 0 IOOYMHEHMM OOIecTBa
roCyIapCcTBY, a CKOpee Ha00OpOT — O IIOMYMHEHUN IoCy-
ZapcTBa oOIiecTBy. B cBsi3uM ¢ 3TMM B KHUTe CMJIbHA TeMa
CMepTH TocyHapcTBa KaK IIpoliecca «yYHUYTOXKEHMs KITac-
cop». TocymapcTBo, KOTOpOe BOSHMKJIIO B I€PUOLL, PeBOJIIO-
LMY, IIpeJICTaBJIeHO B KHUTe KaK MHCTUTYT IepexXoHOro
Iepuosia, CO3IAlOIINIL YCJIOBMS ISl colMain3Ma IIepBovl
CTYIIeH) Ha IIyTU K KOMMYHW3MY.

JJokJtagumK II0Kas3ajl, YTo, HeCMOTpPsl Ha MMeIOIIyecs
B VICCIJIEMIOBATEITBCKON JINTEPAType ¥ IyONmITuCTIKe Kap-
IVHAJIBHO IIPOTUBOIIOIOKHBIE MHTePIIpeTali o3I
JlennHa — OT MOHApPXMUYECKMX IO JMOepasTbHEIX, B WX
OCHOBe JIOXWUT OfHa ¥ Ta JKe aBTOpUTapHasi puitocodms
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In conclusion, Dr Mezhuev stressed the impossibility
of producing a consistent Kantian position for reflec-
tions on revolutions.

Prof. Tatyana Rumyantseva (Belorussian State
University) gave a presentation on “Aleksandr
Bogdanov on the Revolution in Russia and Paths to
Socialism.” The speaker addressed the differences
between Bogdanov and the Bolsheviks in their un-
derstanding of revolution before the October events.
Another focus was Bogdanov’s position on the na-
ture of socialism in the first decades of Soviet rule.
Prof. Rumyantseva commented on Bogdanov’s prog-
ramme for the socialist transformation of society
and on the possibility of creating entirely new social
structures. Bogdanov attempted to devise such a pro-
gramme in his Tektology: Universal Organisation Sci-
ence. In conclusion, the speaker tried to answer the
question as to which of Bogdanov’s ideas were still
relevant. It is difficult to study Bogdanov’s cuvre,
not only because the interpretations of his concepts
are often contradictory, but also because different
aspects of his teaching are treated very differently.
Bogdanov’s reflections on the revolution and post-re-
volutionary order show that he was a “revolutionary
romanticist” who rejected the idea that power had to
be retained no matter the cost.

Theory of Revolution. The fourth part of the con-
ference focused on theory. Prof. Tamds Krausz (Eotvos
Lorand University Budapest) spoke on “Lenin’s Con-
ceptualization of State, Democracy, and Revolution.”
The presentation addressed Lenin’s book The State
and Revolution, which remains one of the most influ-
ential and popular works of Lenin to this day. How-
ever, not all the ideas explored in it were put into
practice. The book provided a philosophical frame-
work for the October Revolution. Lenin’s work is not
about subordination to the state but rather about a
state that is subordinate to society. The book lays em-
phasis on the death of a state as the process of elimi-
nation of classes. A state that is created by a revo-
lution is presented as a transient institution, a mere
preparation for socialism, and the very first step to-
wards communism.

Prof. Krausz has shown that, although there are
opposite — from monarchist to liberalist — interpre-
tations of Lenin’s position in academic and popular
literature, all of them rely on the same authoritarian
philosophy and politics. Lenin’s idea of the elimina-
tion of the state diverges from that of the anarchist.
When political authority disappears, the relations of
subordination do not vanish all at once. In the vacu-
um that followed the February events, Lenin was pre-
occupied with creating an institutional framework for
the revolutionary class. The word “party” is not used



v nonutuka. Vges JlennHa o JMKBMAauy rocyaapcrsa
pacxommTed v ¢ aHAPXVMCTCKOV KOHIIEIIITVIEVL. C mcuesHoO-
BEHMEeM IIOJIMTUYECKOV, TOCYJapCTBEHHOVI BJIACTVI OTHO-
IIeHVe IOOUMHeHNs He Oy[IeT IIpeKpalleHo HeMelJIEHHO.
B yciosusax sakyyma Biactu nocite ®Deppasts Jlennna 3a-
60TIIT BOTpoc 00 MHCTUTYIIMOHAIBHON 0POPMITeHHOCTU
PeBOJIIOLVIOHHOro Kitacca. HecirydgarHo ciioBo «mmapTmsi»
He durypupyeT B KHMUTe Kak dopma OyyIreit BiIacTu.
st JleHrHa Kjlacchbl I HapTUM yKe He CYIIeCTBYIOT B Teo-
peTudecKy OuepYeHHOM CaMOYIIPaBiIsieMOM COITMasIM3Me.

INocrie OKTAOPsT pa3pbIB MeXAy TeOPeTUUIeCKNM TOpy-
30HTOM «JOCcyIapcTBa 1 peBOTIOIIMYI» V1 PeasIbHBIM IO TH-
YecKVM ITOJIOKeHVeM CIITBHO yBemunrics. ColyaicTirge-
CKas PeBOJTIOLIVIS VI COLIVIAIM3M CTasIvi KOHKPETHO MCTOPU-
YeCKO BO3MOKHOCTBIO 151 yestoBeuecTBa. Ho B 1920-e 1T
«IVMKTaTypa MIpoJleTapyuara» ObUIa IIpeoOpa3oBaHa B «IMK-
TaTypy KoMMmyHMCTII9eCcKoVI mapTum», KOTopas OKa3aslach
B Pe3KOM KOHTpacTe C OPUITHAILHBIMI MAESIMIU PEBOJIIO-
nyoHHoM sernTuManvmn Jlenvna. Ilpasna, omHomapTui-
Has crcTeMa He ObUTa BKiToyeHa B KoHcTnrymyro 1936 . —
3TO IPOWM3OIIIIIO TOJIBKO B 1977 T. TI0CITE M3MeHeHMsI KOHCT-
TYLIWV, YTO, II0 MHEHMIO JOKJIagulMKa, CTajlo AaToi odu-
IVaJIbHOTO OTKa3a OT CaMOYIIPaBJIAIOIIEroCs COIMaIM3Ma.
ITazerve cOBETCKON BJIACTVI TIOKA3aJI0 HECOCTOSITEITBHOCTD
BBIOpAHHOIO IIYTM PasBUTIS TOCYHAApPCTBa, KOTOPBIN OBLI
OYeHb JajIeK OT IlepBOHaYaIbHEIX Mzev JleHnHa.

Ixysenne Kocnumo (Yawmsepcurer IlaBmn) mperncra-
B ToksIaz, «[ IpobrremaTmika pesosroriin y I'pamimm (Mex-
1y KarTom 11 Mapkcom) », B KOTOpPOM IIJIa Pedb O pasMBbIIII-
JIeHmsAX ['paMIIm 0 COOTHOIIEHMVI KAHTOBCKOVI MOPaJIBHO
dustocodpum 11 MapKCHUCTCKOVI TEOPUM PEBOJIIOINM, a TaK-
JKe paccMaTpmBalachk peakmys I'paMinm Ha peBOIIIOIIVIOH-
Hble coObiTis B Poccmm. Ilo muenmio [Ix. Kocmro, B oc-
HOBe OIIeHOK ['paMIIi jIeXXnT Te3uc, SBHO OOHapPYXIMBaro-
mmvics B «[TopeMHBIX TeTpazsix». CortacHo I'pamm, B co-
BpeMeHHOM OOIIIeCTBe, II0fleJIeHHOM Ha KJIaCChl, KaTeropu-
geckumt MMrepatys KaHTa SBJIsieTcs IyCTOV M CTaTUYHOM
popMOVL, KOTOPYIO MOXXHO HAIIOJIHUTBH JIIOOBIM VCTOPU-
4YecKy 3JI000IHEBHBIM copepykaHyeM. I'paMIiy, KOHEYHO,
OUYeHb XOPOIIO ITOHMMaJI, HACKOJIBKO TaKasl MHTepIIpeTa-
LMl JlajleKa OT VICXOJHOTO CMBIC/Ia KaHTOBCKOTO MOpaJsIb-
Horo yuenms. OpHako yHIaMeHTaIbHas IIpodJiemMa co-
CTOUT B TOM, YTO IIOKa CYIIIeCTBYIOT KJIaCCOBbIE pasjInyms
¥ BMecTe C HUMM yTHeTeHMe M 3KCIIyaTallysl HU3IINX
CJI0eB, HeBO3MOYKHO I'pyIIIIaM ¥ MHIMBUIAM peain3oBaTh
Ty aBTOHOMMIO, KoTOopasi, 1o KaHTy, siBjIsleTcsl OCHOBOIIOIa-
raroIM CBOVICTBOM MOPaJIbHOI'O ITOBe/IeHMSI.

B «TropemHbIX TeTpaasgx» ['pamIiim MHOro mojaeMusu-
pyeT ¢ MopasibHO-IoNIUTHYeckuMm uiesimu Kanra. Bak-
HO IIOMHWTB, 4TO I'paminn He ObUI IIpodeccroHaIbHBIM
vcTopukoM dwtocodpun, a «TopemHble TeTpagn» Ipes-
CTaBJISAIOT coOovi (pparMeHTapHOe COUYMHEHWe, HallvcaH-
HOe TsKeJIOOOIPHBIM TIOJIMT3aK/IloueHHBIM. TeM He Me-
Hee MHTepecHO ObUIO OBl 3a/1aThCs BOIIPOCOM 00 MICTOUHM-
Kax Bcex 9Tmx pasMmbliyieHnit. C olHOV CTOPOHBI, TI0JIara-
et /Ix. Kocrinro, 3T0 mTasIbsHCKasI pellernns KaHTaHCTBa
B koHIle XIX — Havasze XX B. (b. CrraBerta 1 [Ix. [xeHTIDI€),
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L. Yu. Kornilaev

in the book to describe the future form of governance.
For Lenin, neither classes nor parties can exist within
theoretically defined and self-governed socialism.

After the October Revolution, the gap between the
theory of The State and Revolution and the actual state
of affairs started to grow. A socialist revolution and
socialism became an actual possibility. However, in
the 1920s, the “dictatorship of the proletariat” turned
into a “dictatorship of the Communist Party,” which
was the complete opposite of Lenin’s original idea
of revolutionary legitimisation. The one-party sys-
tem was not enshrined in the 1936 Constitution. This
happened only in 1977 — the year, according to Prof.
Krausz, when the idea of self-governing socialism
was officially abandoned. The fall of the Soviet rule
showed the inadequacy of the chosen path, which had
diverged dramatically from Lenin’s ideas.

Dr Giuseppe Cospito (University of Pavia) spoke
on “The Revolution in Gramsci (Between Kant and
Marx).” He examined Gramsci’s reflections on the re-
lation between Kant’s moral philosophy and Marx’s
theory of revolution. The speaker addressed Gramsci’s
reaction to the revolutionary events in Russia. Accord-
ing to Dr Cospito, Gramsci based his reflection on the
thesis that had been advanced in the Prison Notebooks.
According to Gramsci, in a class-based society, Kant’s
categorical imperative was an empty and static recept-
acle that could be filled with any urgent content. Of
course, Gramsci understood that such an interpreta-
tion deviated considerably from Kant’s moral teach-
ing. However, the basic problem is that class differ-
ence and ensuing exploitation and oppression of the
lower classes prevents groups and individuals from
exercising their autonomy, which, according to Kant,
is key to moral behaviour.

In the Prison Notebooks, Gramsci questions Kant’s
ideas on morals and politics. Gramsci was not a pro-
fessional historian of philosophy and the Prison Note-
books was a rather fragmentary work produced by a
terminally ill political prisoner. What inspired his
thoughts, however, is interesting. Dr Cospito be-
lieves that Gramsci derived inspiration from the 19"/
early 20" century Italian receptions of Kantianism
(B. Spaventa and G. Gentile), on the one hand, and, on
the other hand, the interpretation of Kant proposed
by P. Martinetti. The famous philosopher from Turin
emphasised the religious and ethical aspects of Kant’s
critique and believed in the priority of practical reason
over the theoretical one, because, according to him,
practical reason captures the true essence of reality be-
yond the horizon of what is shown to us.

Gramsci’s reflection on Kant’s philosophy gave
him a new perspective on the Russian Revolution. He
believed that, with some reservations, the Bolshevik
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c Ipyrovi — mMHTeplpeTanusg KanTa TypruHCKMM drtoco-
dom I1. MapTuHeTTH, KOTOPEIVI TTOUepKMBajl TITyOOKue
PeJINTMO3HO-3TUYeCKMe XO[Abl KaHTOBCKOIO KPUTUIIM3MA
v TNpuOepXuBasics VAeM BepXOBEeHCTBa IPaKTUYeCKOro
pasyMa HaJl TeopeTH4ecKV’M, IOCKOJIbKY ITPaKTUYecKUm
PpasyM criocoOeH yxBaTbIBaTh MCTVIHHYIO CYTh PeaIbHOCT
3a IIpejieJlaMy TOPU30HTOB SBJIEHHOTO HaM MUpa.

Pedpriexcyst I'pamitit B OTHOIIEHMY KaHTOBCKOV (prIo-
cocbym IIPUBOIMT ero K HOBOVI OLieHKe peBostorinm B Poccrm
C y4eTOoM JJaJIbHENIIIero ICTOPUYeCcKOro passuTus. I'pamimn
ObLT yOeXIIeH B TOM, U4TO C OIIpefeIeHHBIMI IIOIIPaBKaMI
GOJIBIIIEBICTCKYIO PEBOJIIOLINIO BO3MOXKHO KCIIOPTHPOBATh
Ha 3anaf. C touku spenus [Ix. Kocriuro, r1aBHOM KaTero-
puient B pasMbiivieHMx ['pammin o codbrTrsx XX B. cTaHO-
BITCs KaTeropusi «I1acCMBHOV PEBOJIIOLIVIV, VIV «PeBOJIIO-
uun 6e3 pesoyoLV». 3HaHME O KOMIUIEKCHOM XapakTepe
yesloBeKa Kak JIeVICTBYIOIero MHAMBIM/IA B O0IIlecTBe OTChI-
JIaeT HaC K KaHTOBCKOVI aHTPOMOJIOT MY, ¥ B COOTBETCTBUN
C HeVl BaYKHEWIINV TIEPEBOPOT BO BHYTPEHHEM MUpe Yesio-
BeKa — 3TO «BbIXOJ], €T0 113 COCTOSIHVISI HeCOBEPIIIeHHOJIeT s,
B KOTOPOM OH HaXOIMTCs II0 COOCTBEHHO BUIHE».

B xome mmckyccum [MOKIagumMK yTOUHWMII, YTO KIIOde-
BBIM B ITO3MIIVM ['paMIIm sIBJIeTcs TO, UTO OH paccMaTpu-
BaeT KaHTOBCKMVI KPUTUIIM3M KaK aJIbTepHATUBY ByJIbrap-
HOMY MaTepua3My.

Hoxitag Ha Temy «KaHT u monmmTudeckye M3MeHeHWs
B IIpefIesIax FPaHNLL pa3yMa: PeBOJIIOLI, pedpOpPMBI 11 “T'psi-
Ioymras geMokparus’» npencrasil Daopuan Ipoccep (Ka-
mdopHUTICKNTT YHUBEpCUTET B bepkim). . ['poccep mo-
KasaJ, uTo co BpeMeH IIpocserrenns durocoduss gacTo
paccMaTpuBaia ceds He TOJIBKO KaK «KPUTMYECKYIOo» IIVIC-
OVUIUIMHY B KaHTOBCKOM CMBIC/Ie, HO ¥ KaK IVCLUIUIVIHY
OITO3HAHMS ¥ OCMBICJIEHVISI KPU3VICOB. DTO BUIHO Ha Mpu-
Mepe Puxre, Hurmre vy Xanperrepa. Vix paOotsl, Hesa-
BVICVIMO OT IIOJIXOZIOB, CTPEMSITCS BbIABUTD KPV3VUCHBIV Xa-
pakTep coBpeMeHHBIX MM 310X. B ceoem poxnaze @. I'poc-
cep cocpefioToumIcs Ha dpusiocodax, KOTOpble paccMaTpi-
BaIOT CYIITHOCTh KpHU3¥ca VI KPU3VICHOIO SIBJIEHNS PeBOJIIO-
LUV BHE 3aBUCKMOCTVL OT 3I0XW. B umciie Takmx dpuioco-
dos U. Kanurt, T./Ixedbdepcon, K. Mapkc, B. benbsamun,
X. Apernr 1 M. dyko. B sTom cBA3M ObUI IIOCTaBIIEH psf,
BOITPOCOB: MOXKHO JIV MPEe/ICTaBUTEL cebe PeBOIIOLVIOHHEIR
BBIXOJIbI 113 HBIHeIIHX Kpu3rcos? Kak MOXXHO onrpelieInThb
«HOBOE» U «CTapoe» PV IOITUTUYeCKMX M3MeHeHVsAX? [ert-
CTBUTENIBHO JIVI B Pe3ysIbTaTe PeBOJIONVV ITPOVICXOUT 00-
HOBJIeHMe cTaporo? B 3axkIroumTesIbHON YacTy BBICTYILIe-
Hus1 ObUIa IIpezicTaBjleHa IIOIbITKa Horpys3uTh uaen Kanrta
B KOHTeKCT pustocodpum 2. Jlesnnaca m K. [Jeppua.

B pesynrraTte @. I'poccep mpmiiies K ciieqyIOIIVIM BbIBO-
JaM. [laxke eciit orpaHUYNTLCA cpeport MOINUTIYECKOrO,
TIOHSATVIE «PEBOJIIOLVIS» BCE PAaBHO OKAa3bIBAETCS JOCTATOU-
HO CJI0KHBIM. O030p MMEeFOIIVIXCs KOHTIETIIIVV PEBOITIOIU
IIOKA3bIBAET, YTO MX HEOTHEMJIEMOVI YePTOV SIBJISIETCSI He-
OIHOPOITHOCTB. MOXHO IPeIoIOKUTE, YTO IIOHSTHE pe-
BOJTIOLIVIV VACIIOJIb3YeTCs JIUIID ISl YKPeIIeHUs OTHeb-
HOVI KOHKPETHOV TeopuM, a He J1jIsl 11eJIOCTHOrO peleHns
1po0semel pesosrornuy. OIHAKO B 9TOV HEOHOPOIHOCTI
MOYKHO BBISIBUTH €AVHYIO CTPYKTYpY, KOTOpas II03BOJIdeT
OTHEJINTE PEeBOJIIOINIO OT APYrux (popM MOIUTIYECKOM
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Revolution could be exported to the West. Accord-
ing to Dr Cospito, key to Gramsci’s reflection on the
events of the 20* century was the category of “passive
revolution” or a “revolution without revolution.” The
idea of the complex nature of a human being as a so-
cial agent is reminiscent of Kant’s anthropology. For
Gramsci, the crucial stage in the inner development of
a human being is the emergence from one’s “self-in-
curred immaturity.”

In the course of the discussion, the speaker stressed
that Gramsci had considered Kant's critique as an al-
ternative to vulgar materialism.

Dr Florian Grosser (UC Berkeley) gave a presenta-
tion titled “Kant on Political Change within the Bound-
aries of Reason: Revolution, Reform, and the Demo-
cracy-to-Come.” According to Dr Grosser, since the
Enlightenment, philosophy has often considered it-
self not only as a critical discipline, in the Kantian
sense, but also as a discipline that identifies, and re-
flects on, crises. This holds true for Fichte, Nietzsche,
and Heidegger. Despite the differences in their ap-
proaches, all three philosophers strived to expose the
critical nature of their times. Among these philoso-
phers are I. Kant, T. Jefferson, K. Marx, W. Benjamin,
H. Arendt, and M. Foucault. This thesis gives rise to
a series of questions. Is there a revolutionary way
out of the current crises? How can the “old” and the
“new” be defined in the course of political changes?
Do revolutions really entail the renewal of the old?
In conclusion, Dr Grosser tried to place Kant’s ideas
into the context of E. Lévinas’s and J. Derrida’s phi-
losophies.

The conclusions drawn by Dr Grosser were as fol-
lows. Even within the boundaries of the political, the
notion of revolution is very complex. A review of the
existing concepts shows that inhomogeneity is intrin-
sic in all of them. The notion of revolution is proba-
bly used only to reinforce a particular theory rather
than to work out a comprehensive solution to the
problem of revolution. However, there is a single
structure to this inhomogeneity and, thus, revolution
can be distinguished from the other forms of political
transformation. At the same time, it is impossible to
identify revolutionary new elements without a retro-
spective analysis. As any other transformation, rev-
olution is characterised by inevitability. The resear-
cher must be cautious when approaching political
transformations and changes that seem to be revo-
lutionary. Dr Grosser believes that revolutions do not
bring anything new. Deep and sustainable changes
and progress must be abrupt and the past must be
left behind. All this is possible in the conditions of
gradual social development.



TpaHcdopMaimn. Bmecte ¢ TeM BO3MOXHOCTH HalITU Ha-
Zle>KHble KPUTEePUI 11715 BBISICHEH S TOT'0, YTO CUMUTATh JIeV-
CTBUTEJILHO PEBOJIIOIIMIOHHO HOBBIM, 03 peTpOCIIeKTYBHO
OTCBUIKM OKa3blBaeTCsl KpaliHe COMHUTeJILHOVL. B peBortio-
IV, KaK ¥ B JTIOOOM JIpyToM Ipeobpa3oBaTesTkHOM ITpOeK-
Te, Beerjia IPUCYTCTBYeT MOMEHT «HeOTBPaTUMOCTI». 3a/1a-
4a 1CCIIeioBaTesIsl — IIOIXOOMUTD C HaJIeXKallell OCTOPOXK-
HOCTBIO K OIleHKaM MHOJIMTUYeCKIX TpaHcpopMaimit 1 m3-
MeHeHUVI, KOTOpble IIPe/ICTaBIISIOTCH PeBOJIIOIVIOHHBIMIAL
C Toukm 3peHMs JOKJIA/IUMKa, B PEBOJIIOIY HIUYEro Ho-
Boro HeT. [7TyOoKme 1 ycTOVaMBEIe TIepeMeHBI U ITporpec-
cBHOe OOHOBJIeHVIe HEBO3MOYKHEI, €CITV OHVI PeasTi3yTOTCs
B BUJIe PE3KOro CKadkKa IIpY paJyKajIbHOM pa3phIBe C IIPo-
nuibiM. OHaKO TaKue OOHOBJIEHVISI BO3SMOXKHBI, €CJIVL OHM
OCYIILECTBJISAIOTCS. B YCJIOBYSIX CTYIIEHYATOro ¥ ITO3TAITHOIO
pasBUTHS OOITeCTBa.

B 1estom xondepeniins, mpomedmas B Kanamnrpa-
Jle, O3BOJINJIA BBISIBUTD BCIO CJIOKHOCTH (peHOMeHa peBo-
JTFOTTVIVI VI HEOOXOAMMOCTE ero (hryTocOPCKOTO OCMBICTIEHVIS
KaK B MICTOPWYECKOVI, TaK V1 B TEOPETIYECKOV IIePCIIeKTIBE.
PesysibraThl viccieoBaHMM, HaIlleIIie OTpaXxeHue B 110-
KJIajlax, IpecTaByIN efIMHYI0 MCTOPUKO-PUIIOCOPCKYIO
IaHopaMmy TpaHcdopMaluy Teopuit pesosronym ot Kan-
Ta 10 Hammx gHe. CocTosiBIieecs: pasHOCTOpPOHHee 00-
Cy>K[IeHVe KaHTOBCKOV TeOPUM PeBOJIIOLNY, KOTopas Ipu
HOrPY>KEeHUN B Pa3IM4Hble KOHTEKCTbI, KaK 0Ka3aJIoch, He
TepsieT CBOell aKTyaJIbHOCTH, CTaHeT, KaK MOYKHO HaJlesITh-
Cs1, OPTaHMYHOVI YacCThIO MEXIYHAPOITHOTO KAHNO0Be0eHU .
Kondepenums nogrsepamia, YTo ¢ TeOPETUUECKON TOY-
KJ 3peHIsl KAHTOBCKMe MIey O TOCyJapcTBe 1 PeBOJIIOLM
OCTaloTCsl BOCTpeOOBaHHBIMM M MOTYT HalTH BOILIONIeHVIe
B COBpeMeHHBIX ITpoekTax Hoboeo [TpocBeujerui’.
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L. Yu. Kornilaev

The conference held in Kaliningrad revealed the
complexity of the phenomenon of revolution and em-
phasised the need to study this phenomenon from both
a historical and a theoretical perspective. The findings
outlined in the presentations built the common his-
torical and philosophical view of the transformation
of the theories of revolution from Kant’s time until
today. The discussion on Kant’s theory — which re-
mains relevant to this day across different contexts —
will hopefully contribute to Kant studies worldwide.
Kant's ideas on the state and the revolution remain re-
levant and they can be used in contemporary New En-
lightenment projects.*
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