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OPrAHU3ALIMOHHbIN KOMUTET

Mpepcepartens Hura mumpueea, 0. ¢b. H., npoceccop MITY,
Hay4HbIV gnpekTop Akagemum KantunaHa

3amectuTens JleoHud KopHurnaes, K. ¢b. H.
npeaceparens Hay4HbIN coTpyaHuK Akagemmnn KaHtnaHa

CoctaB Muxaun 3acupHsik, K. usnoc. H., Hayd. coTp. Akagemun KaHTnaHna
AHOdpeli Bunbbep, mn. Haydy. coTp. Akagemnn KaHTnaHa

Cepeetli Jlyzoeo0li, K. chunoc. H., Oou, CT. Hayy. coTp. AkageMmmm
KaHTnana

Bapeapa [llornosa, K. counoc. H., AoueHT UH-Ta ryMaHuT. HayK

AHamonud lMywkapckud, mn. Hay4. coTp. Akagemun KaHTrnaHa
[Hasud PoxuH, akag. accucteHT Akagemun KaHtnana
AnekcaHOp Kucernes, akag. accucteHT Akagemnn KaHTnaHa
lNonuHa boHadbicesa, akap. accucteHT Akagemum KaHTmaHa

KamepuHa Lllunosckux, akag. accucteHT Akagemumn KaHtnaHa

NMPOrPAMMHbIA KOMUTET

Mpeacepatennb Gopuc Mexyes, K.punoc.H., gou. kadeapbl uCTopum
pycckon dunococgpum MIY nm. M.B. JlomoHocoBa

3amecTutenn Huna Omumpuesa, a. dovnoc. H., npodeccop MM,

npepcenarens Hay4dHbIl gupekTop Akagemun KaHtnana BoY um. U.
KaHTa

CoctaB  3sepm saH dep 3selipde, fokTop hunocodun, npodeccop
HenmeHreHckoro yHuBepcuteta nm. Ce. Pagbona

Anekcel Kosbipes, K. punoc. H., gou., 3am. gekaHa dounocodckoro
dakynsreta MY um. M.B. JlomoHocoBa

®pedepuk Tpembnai, PhD, cT. Hay4. coTp. Akagemun KaHTnaHbl
B®Y nm. U. KaHTa



COOEPXAHUE

Mporpamma KoHdepeHunn
TE3NCbI OOKJTIAOOB

AHamonutl YepHsies (Mockea, Poccus): K Bonpocy O COBpeMeEHHON
peuenumun dunocodckoro Hacneamsa Kanvta u B.C. Conosbesa B Poccun

Anekcel Kosbipee (Mockea, Poccusi): ConoBbeBCKMI B3NS4 Ha pycckoe
npocseLleHune B nekuusix «O xoge pycckoro npoceelleHnsi» 1881 roga

AnekcaHOpa bepdHukosa (Mockea, Poccus): J3Tudeckun wgean
KoHuenuun «ceobogHom Teokpatum» B.C. ConoBbeBa: KaHTUMAHCKM
acnekTt

B
n

BOdyap XKupap (Mapux, ®paHyusi): NOHATNE 3KYMEHM3MA B COYMHEHMUSIX
ConoBbeBa: Mexay KaHTMAHCKOW aHTPOMOMOrM4ecKoW MbICNbIO U
rereneBcKoW crnekynaumnen

®pedepuk Tpembnieti (Cocpus, bonesapusi / KanuHuHepad, Poccus):
MpeogoneHne KaHta ConoBbeBbIM B BOMPOCE O CYyLIECTBOBaHUM
BHellHero Mmmpa 1 Hawem 3HaHuu 3Toro Mmmpa

Bsivecnae CasuHuee (KanuHuHepad, Poccusi): KaHToBckas TemnopanbHas
peuenumsa B TBopyecTBe B.C. ConosbeBa, C.H. Tpybeukoro n H.A. Ipota
(obwee n pasnuuns)

Bnadumup Bbernos (Mocksa, Poccusi): CONoBbEB U PYCCKOE HEOKaHTUAHCTBO:
nctopudeckas cyabba yyeHus MnatoHa

Bopuc Mexyes (Mockea, Poccusi): 3Tuka cTbija BMECTO 3TUKM AOMra: onbIT
NpeofoNneHNst KaHTMaHCTBa

Anekceli Kpyanos (Mockea, Poccus): KpuTuka kaHToBCKOM 3Tukm B. C.
ConoBbeBbiM

Bnadumup CudopuH (Mockea, Poccusi): UmmaHyun KaHT B HpaBCTBEHHOW
dunococdun Bn. ConosbeBa n H.U. Kapeesa: «OnpasgaHve gobpa» u
«Mbicnu 06 0CHOBax HPaBCTBEHHOCTUY

Beepm eaH dep 3selipde (HelivezeH, HudepnaHObi): [JokaHTOBCKasi CyTb
npaktudeckon gpunocodgum B.C. Conosbesa

Beca OdmmuHeH (XenbcuHku, ®uHnsHOuUs): Mbicnb ConoBbeBa B
nocnegHuii NepUoL: «3HUrMaTUYHOE» NpubnuxeHue k KaHty

Bdsapd Ceudepcku (®pubyp, Lleeliyapusi): CamoonpegeneHue u/vnm
peakums Ha ueHHocTb? KaHnTt, ConosbeB, Lenep — u Mappu ®paHkdypTt
— 0 MOparbHOW NcUxonoruu

Tomac Hemem (Hbio-Wopk, CLLA): Octetka y Conoebesa u KawTa:
HorxHa nu kpacoTa COOTBETCTBOBATb MoparnbHoMy bnary?
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NMPOrPAMMA KOH®EPEHLIUN

YETBEPT, 15 HOABPA

8:30-9:00
9:00-9:30

Peructpauusi y4acTHUKOB

Omkpbimue ceMuHapa:

AHdpel Knemeuwes, pextop BOY umenun U. KaHta

Makcum [émuH, n.0. npopekTopa no Hay4yHon paboTe U MHHOBaUUAM
BOY nmenun U. Kanta

TambsiHa LlgueyH, pupektop UHCTUTYTa rymaHuTapHbix Hayk BOY
nmeHn U. Kanta

Hura JMumpuesa, Hay4HbIn aupekTtop Akagemun KaHTnaHa

Cekyus 1 KynbmypHo-ucmopud4eckuli u meopemu4veckull acnekmsnl peyenyuu
Kanma u Conoebeesa e pycckol ¢ghunocoghckoli mpaduyuu

9:30-10:15

10:15-11:00

11:00-11:30
11:30-12:15

12:15-14:00

14:00-14:45

14:45-15:30

15:30-16:00
16:00-16:45

16:45-17:30

MopaepaTtop — Bopuc Bagumosuy Mexyes

AHamonut Bnadumuposuy HYeprsies. K Bonpocy 0 coBpeMeHHOM
peuenummn dpunocodckoro Hacrneansa Kadta n B.C. ConoBbeBa B
Poccun (onbIT peanusaumn NpoaormKaLLMXCs NPOEKTOB
MHOTOTOMHBIX U3aHWUA UX TPYL4OB)

Anekcel lNasnosuy Ko3eipes. ConoBbeBCKMI B3NN HA PyCCKOe
npoceeLyeHmne B nekuusax «O xoge pycckoro npocseLyeHms» 1881
roga

Kocpe-6penk
AnekcaHOpa HOpbesHa bepdHukosa. dTnyeckun ngean B

KOHUenuun «ceoboaHowm Teokpatumny B.C. ConosbeBa:
KaHTUAHCKU acnekT

O6en
MopgepaTtop — 3BepT BaH Aaep 3Benpae

Bdyap Xupap. MNoHATME 3KyMeHM3Ma B COYMHEHMsX ConoBbeBa:
MeXay KaHTUAHCKOW aHTPOMONOrMYECKON MbICIIbIO U rereneBCcKomn
cnekynauunen

®pedepuk Tpembnal. MNMpeogoneHmne KaHta ConoBLEBLIM B
BOMPOCE O CYLLECTBOBAHWUMN BHELLUHEro M1pa v HalleM 3HaHuK
aToro mMupa

Kode-6penk
Bsyecnae Neopesuy CasuHues. KaHToBckasi TemnoparnbHas

peuenums B TBopyecTBe B.C. ConoBbeBa, C.H. TpybeLkoro n
H.A. Mpota (obLwiee n paznu4uums)

Bnadumup Hukonaesuy4 bernos. ConoBbeB U pycckoe
HEeoKaHTWaHCTBO: uctopuyeckas cyabba yyeHus NnatoHa



NATHULA, 16 HOABPA

Cekuus 2: lTpakmu4eckas ¢punocogpussi KaHma u Conoebeea 8 KOHMexKcme

9:30-10:15

10:15-11:00

11:00-11:30

11:30-12:15

12:15-14:00

14:00-14:45

14:45-15:30

15:30-16:00
16:00-16:45

16:45-17:30

17:30-17:40

pycckoli u 3anadHoli ¢ghunocoghuu

MopgepaTop — Anekcen NaBnoBuy KosbipeB

Bopuc Badumosuy Mexyes. OTuka CTblAa BMECTO 3TUKM Aonra:
OnbIT NPEoAoNEeHNs KAHTUAHCTBA

Anekcel Hukonaesuy Kpyanos. Kputuka KaHTOBCKOW 3TUKU
B. C. ConoBbeBbiM

Kodpe-6peik

Bnadumup Bumarnsesuy4 CudopuH. mmaHyun KaHT B
HpaBcTBeHHOW dmnnocodpun Bn. ConosbeBa n H.U. Kapeesa:
«OnpaegaHne gobpa» n «Mbicnn 06 ocHoBax HPaBCTBEHHOCTU»

O6Gep

MoaepaTtop — HnHa AHatonbeBHa [iMmuTpueBa

Beepm saH Oep 3eelipde. [lokaHTOBCKasi CyTb MPaKTUYECKON
dunocodum B.C. ConoBbeBa

Beca Otimmut+eH. Mbicnb ConoBbeBa B NocregHuin nepuog;
«3HUrMaTM4HoE» npubnuxeHune k KaHty
Kodpe-6peik

Bdeapd Ceudepcku. CamoonpeneneHme n/mnu peakumns Ha
ueHHocTb? KaHT, ConoBbeB, Lenep — n MNappu ®paxkdypt
— 0 MOparbHoW Ncuxonoruu

Tomac Hemem. JcTtetuka y ConobeBa u KaHTta: [JormkHa nu
KpacoTa COOTBETCTBOBaTb MoparibHoMy briary? (ckavn us Hito-
WMopka)

3akpbimue ceMuHapa



TE3NCbI

AHaTtonun YepHsieB
(MHecmumym c¢bunocogpuu PAH)

K Bonpocy o coBpemeHHou peuenuun unocodckoro Hacneaus KaHta u
B.C. ConoBbeBa B Poccuu (onbIT peanusauum npoaosxaroLmxcs
NMPOEKTOB MHOIFOTOMHbIX U3g4aHUM UX TPYAOB)

B HacTtoswee Bpemsa B VHcTutyte dunocodun PAH Bepetca pabota
HaZ OBYMsi KPYMHBbIMW Hay4YHO-U3gaTenbCckummu npoektamu: MNMonHoro cobpaHums
counHeHnn n nmcem (MCC) B.C. ConoBbeBa W couvHenu KaHTa Ha
HEMELIKOM W PYCCKOM A3blkax. OTUX MbICcrMTenen cbnmxaeT TO, OHM
NpeacTaBnsoT cobow LeHTparnbHble Urypbl B UICTOPUKN 3anagHOEBPONENCKON
n pycckon dunocodun HoBoro BpeMeHu; B TO e BPEMS, OHM MOTyT ObiTb
npeacTaBneHbl B KayYecTBe aHTMNOOOB, €Cnn BCMOMHWTL peuenuunio KaHTa
PYCCKOW  pEenurmo3Hon  metadm3uKoW, C  TOYKM  3pEeHUs  KOTOPOW
KEHUrchbeprckun MbICANTENb  OKa3blBAETCA BTOPbIM  YMEHOM  OMNo3nLmMm
«Codma wn uept» (A.B. AxytuH)... WHuumatuBa wusgaHus KaHta Obina
NPOAMKTOBaHa HEOBXOAUMOCTBIO TEPMUHOMOrMYECKOrO COBEPLUEHCTBOBAHMS
CTapbiX NepPeBOAOB 1 NPeOoCTaBEHNsT YNTaTEN0 BO3MOXHOCTM 06paTnTbCA K
NepBOUCTOYHNKY Ha £3blke oOpurnHana, a BMecTe C TeM — ¢Bunacb
CBUAETEeNbLCTBOM NpoaomkeHnsa dounocodckoro gmanora Poccun n N'epmanuuy,
oTpaxana dQyHOamMeHTanbHyl0 MNOTPEOHOCTL COXPAHEHUA W YKPENnneHus
CBA3eil pPOCCUNCKOM DUNOCOMCKON KynbTypbl C 3anagHoOeBpPONencKom
MbicnuTenbHon Tpaguuuen. CUMBOMUYHO, YTO B 3TOM POCCUMNCKO-HEMELIKOM
NpoeKkTe MPUHANM y4vacTue cneumanucTel u3 YyHuBepcuteta Mapbypra,
KOTOpbIM C Havana XX B. M3BECTEeH Kak OOMH W3 [flaBHbIX LEeHTPOB
dunocodckoro B3ammogencteus epmaHum mn Poccun. Tybnvkyemble B
KaXOOM TOME COMpOBOAMTENbHbIE CTaTbW HE TONMbKO MPU3BaHbl CRAYXWTb
NUCTOPUKO-PUNOCOCKUM BBEAEHMEM K BOLIEALIUMM B TOM TeKCTam, HO M
pewaTb 3ajayy akTyanusauuu Hacneaums KaHTta, npegnaraTb COBPEMEHHbIN
B3rnsg Ha obcyxgaemble y HEro npobnemei.

CornacHo wnpgeonormn npoekta noarotoBkn [1CC  ConosbeBa,
aKTyanusauumn Hacneaums cunocoda, BKMIOYEHUIO ero uaen B COBPEMEHHYIO
WHTENNEeKTyanbHy0 MOBECTKY AOIPKHO MpedlecTBoBaTb YSCHEHME reHesuca
€ro KOHUenuun, Mx Mecta U 3Ha4YeHUs B UCTOPMU PYCCKOW KynbTypbl U B
KOHTEkCcTe MupoBon unocodpmm. Onpepgensemass 3TOM Lenblo  3agada
COCTOMT B MOArOTOBKE aKageMW4YecKoro W3gaHus, KOTopoe  OOMKHO
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MaKCVMMarbHO MOMHO BKMNOYaTb pedakunv, pasHOYTEHWs, He3aBepLUEHHbIE U
BHOBb HaleHHble npou3BedeHuss. Bce ato, Hapsgy ¢ nogpobHbIM
OCBELLUEHVEM B KOMMEHTApUsX OTKMMKOB COBPEMEHHMKOB Ha TEKCThbI
ConoBbeBa M AONCKYCCUIA BOKPYr HUX, MO3BOMWT yBWAETb €ro Hacnegue He
NPOCTO Kak CymMMy onpeaerneHHbIX unocodem, a Kak UTOr ApamaTuyHOWn
noenHon asonoumm  Mblcnutens.  PeweHne Takom 3apaydn  Tpebyer
BbIMNOSIHEHNSA o6wunpHom NCTOPUKO-GPMNOCOGCKOM paboThl,
apxeorpaguyeckon U TEKCTONOIMYECKON, HaBblkaMW KOTOPOW CerogHs B
Poccun BnagetoT eanHmubl. I ¢ aTMM cBA3aHa He TONbKO OpraHu3alMoHHas
npobrnema: HegocTaToK CreuManmncToB, CMOCOOHBbIX Ha OOMKHOM YPOBHE
3aHMMaTbcsl HayyHon nogrotoBkon [MCC ConoBbeBa, CBMAETENbCTBYET O
TPEBOXHOM CMMMTOME YTPaTbl HAMWU KYyNbTYPHbIX U 3K3UCTEHLMANbHbBIX CBS3EN
C Hacnegmewm, kotopoe obnagaet HOpMaTUBHBLIM 3HAYEHWEM AN POCCUNCKOMN
WOEHTUYHOCTM. YuuTbiBas 3TO, [AEATENbHOCTb rpynnbl  CneuuanucTos,
pabotatowmx Hag lNCC ConoBbeBa, MoOXeT ObiTb OLEHEHa Kak BaKHas
MUCCUSA, MPUYEM HE TOMBKO Hay4yHasl, HO TakkKe U OYXOBHO-KYNbTypHas.

JNlutepaTypa

1. KaHT . CounHeHust Ha HemeLKOM M pycckom s3bikax. T. 1. TpaktaTbl
n ctatbn (1764-1796) / Mop pen. H.B. Motpowwunoson , b. TywnwuHra. M.:
Kamu, 1994

2. KaHT N. CounHeHns Ha HeMeuKOM U pycCKOM fAsblkax. T. 2. KH. 1-2.
Kputnka umctoro pasyma / NMoa pen. H.B. Motpowwunoson, b. TywnuHra, T.B.
Onyray, Y. ®orensa. M.: Hayka, 2001

3. Kant WN. CouyvMHeHns Ha HeMeLKOM W pycckoM s3blkax. T. 3.
OcHoBononoxeHne Kk metaduanke HpasoB. Kputnka npaktuyeckoro pasyma /
Mog pen. H.B. Motpowwunoson, b. Tywnuura, 3.K0. Conosbea, A.K.
CypakoBa. M.: Hayka, 1997

4. KaHt L. CounHeHns Ha HeMeLKOM u pycckom s3blkax. T. 4. Kputuka
crnocobHocTn cyxgeHus. [lepBoe BBegeHne B «Kputuky cnocobHOCTM
cyxgeHusa» / Mog pea. H.B. MoTtpowwunoson, b. Tywnuura, T.b. Onyrad, VY.
®orensa. M.: Hayka, 2006

5. Kant U. CounMHeHua Ha HeMeLKOM K pYcCKOM s3blkax. T. 5. Y. 1.
MeTacmanka HpaBoB, 4acTb nepsas. YdyeHue o npase / [log pea. H.B.
MoTpowmwunoson, b. TywnuHra, A.H. Kpyrnosa, 3.10. ConosbeBa. M.: KaHoH+,
2014

6. ConoebeB B.C. lNonHoe cobpaHne counHeHui n nucem B 20 Tomax.
CounHenwns. Tom 1. 1873-1876. M.: Hayka, 2000

7. ConoBbeB B.C. lNonHoe cobpaHue counHeHun n nucem B 20 Tomax.
CouunHeHnsa. Tom 2. 1875-1877. M.: Hayka, 2000
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8. Conosbes B.C. lNonHoe cobpaHne coumHeHun u nucem B 20 Tomax.
CouunHeHunsa. Tom 3. 1877-1881. M.: Hayka, 2001

9. ConoebeB B.C. lNonHoe cobpaHne counHeHuin u nucem B 20 Tomax.
CoumnHeHuns. Tom 4. 1878-1882. M.: Hayka, 2011

10. AxytuH A.B. Codwma wn uept (KaHT nepeg nuuom pycckomn
penurnosHon metadusukm) // Bonpockl dmnnocodun. 1990. Ne 1. C. 51-69.

Anekcen KosbipeB
(MI'Y um. M.B. JlomoHocoea)

ConoBbeBCKMI B3rns4 Ha pycckoe npocBelleHne
B nekuusix «O xoge pycckoro npocBelueHnsa» 1881 r.

3HameHuTble nekumn B KpeguTHom obLuecTBe, NpodnTaHHble 26 u 28
Mapta 1881 rogy, BOLNM B UCTOPUIO KaK SIpKOe MOMUTUYECKOE BbICTYMNMEHNe
dunocoda, obpaTtmBlierocsi Kk BocwedwemMmy Ha npecton Anekcangpy lll c
npu3bIBOM MOMUMOBaTh NepBOMapTOBLEB — YOuiL umnepatopa AnekcaHgpa
Il. Otor npumsbie Bnmcan wuma B.C.ConoBbeBa B UCTOPUIO PYCCKOrO
ocBoboanTENbLHOrO ABWXKEHUA. BMecTe ¢ npuMbIKalowen K 3TUM YTEHUAM, HO
XpoHoformdeckn npepwecteyowen nekumen  «CMbICIT  COBPEMEHHbIX
CoObITUI», nNpounTaHHOM Ha Bbicwmx xeHckmx kypcax 13 mapTa, nekuuu
ABnslOT  cobol  MpumMep  akTMBHOIO,  COLManbHO  OPUEHTUPOBAHHOMO
xpuctnaHctea. CyllecTBeHeH ToT pakT, 4To B aTOM nekuun ConoBbeB AaeT
OLLeHKY hpaHLy3CKOW peBONIOLUKN U, Ha ee Nnpumepe, coumanbHON peBonoLmum
BoOOLLE, Mpu3HaBasi ee OTHOCUTENbHY MpaBdy B TOM, 4YTO KacaeTcs
yHUYTOXEHUMS pabctBa B dopme ocTtatkoB eoganuama. OpHako
OCOBEHHOCTbIO  COBPEMEHHOINO  PEBOSIOLMOHHOIO  ABWwkeHua ConoBbeB
cuMTaeT TOT (PaKT, YTO «rocnoAcTBYKLLEEe MUPOCO3epLIaHNe OTKa3anocb He
TOMbKO OT TEONOMMYECKMX NMPUHLMMOB, a U OT MeTacdm3myeckon naeu npasa
4YMCTOro pasyma, KoTopas Nnexana B ocHoBe pesontouun <17>89 r.» [6,1,37].
CyllecTByeT MHOXECTBO 3anucen «Jiekumm O MepBOMapToBLAx», Kak
onyOnMKOBaHHbIX, TaK M XPaHALUXCS B pasnUyHbIX apxuBax. HekoTopbie
CMbICMOBbIE Pa3HOYTEHUSI STUX CMUCKOB OyayT NMpeacTaBreHbl B HaCTOSALLEM
poknage. OgHako [O CMX NMOp HeonyOnMKOBaHHOW SABNSETCHA NepBas Nekuus,
npoyntaHHas 26 mapta. IMeHHo Ha doHe naen, BbiCKa3aHHbIX B 9TOW NEKUUK,
NPOSICHAETCA MO3ULUUA feKTopa, 3aHsaTas MM BO BTOPOW, OKOHYMBLUEWCHA
npusbiBoMm K Llapto, n He nosBonmBLUEN NEKTOPY MPOJOIMKUTL U 3aBepLUnTb
HaMeYeHHbIn UMKN u3 Tpex nekumn. B Hen, crnegya powegwen Ao Hac



nporpamme 4teHun, ConoBbeB [faet onpegenenne [lpoceelleHnio un
BblOENseT TPW OCHOBHbLIX dTana ero passutusa B Poccun, HauuHas c
MeTpoBckux pecdopm. OTBET Ha BOMPOC «4TO Takoe npoceellieHne» ConoBbeB
faeT B kKaHTOBCKOM Ayxe: «[llpuBegeHve TeMHblX, 6eccodHaTernbHbIX Havan,
TEeX Hayan, KOoTopble COCTaBMSOT WCTUHY BCEro XMBYLLEro, B CO3HaHWe.
lMpoceelleHHbIM HAapOAOM Mbl Ha3blBaeM TOT, KOTOPbIN 3HAET, B CUIY Yero OH
XMBET, 3HaeT cBoo UCTUHY» [PTAJIN. ©.446. On.2. Eg.1. J1.33]. ConoebeB
nogyepkuBaeT napannenuaMm nyTen eBponewnckoro u pycckoro NMpoceeLleHuns,
CTaBs B CepALeBMHE NMPOCBELLEHMS UOE YENOBEYECKON NIMYHOCTY U Bblaenss
Tpu aTana — MUCTULN3M, TYMaHU3M U HaTypanusm (matepuanunsm). KoHcnekr
nepBOW NeKUUN He SBNSIETCSH aBTOPU30BaHHbIM, HEKOTOPbLIE LMTaThl (M3 NUcem
BenuHckoro) ckpunTopom onyleHsl KU TPebyloT PEKOHCTPYKUUW, OJHaKo
oueHkn, AaBaemble ConoOBbEBbIM  M3BECTHbIM  AEATensM  PyCCKOro
Mpoceewenna — H.N.Hosukosy, B.l.BenvHckomy, npeacTtaBnsoT UHTEPEC B
obLLeM KOHTEKCTE CONoBbLEBCKOrO TBOpPYECTBa U AUCKypca anoxu. B goknage
Oyoer 3aTpoHyTa Takke AeaTenbHocTb ConoBbeBa B KavyecTBe uneHa
Y4uebHoro komuteta MnHMcTepcTBa HAPOLHOIO MPOCBELLEHMS U M0 YCUIMS MO
HEOCyLLECTBMEHHOMY  MPOeKTy  co3daHuss B [leTtepbypre  nepBoro
dwmnocodpckoro obuwiectBa. B noarotoBke 3Toro goknaga MCMONb30BaHbI
apxuBHble MaTtepuvansl, xpaHswmecsa B poHgax PTAIIU (Mockea), PTUA, PO
WPJTN (CaHkT-TeTepbypr).

JIlntepaTypa

1. BbespogHas tO. Bnagumup ConoBbeB 06 aMHUCTUN 1 CMEPTHOW Ka3HW.
/l CtpaHa. 1906. Ne 69. 11 mas.

2. JlykbsiHoB C.M. O Bn. C. ConoBbeBe B ero Morogble rogbl.
Matepuansl k 6uorpacum. B 3 kH. M.: Knura, 1990.

3. MN.W. [Werones N.E.] Cobbitne 1 mapta n B.C.Conosbes.// Beinoe.
1906. Ne 3. C.48-55.

4. PouuHckun C.B. Nekums Bn.ConoBbeBa, npounTtaHHas um 28 maprta
1881 ropa B 3ane KpeguTtHoro obuiectBa // ConoBbeBCKME MCCregoBaHus.
Bein. 1(37). 2013. C. 75-79.

5. CnonHumckun J1. MNMucemo B penakumio. // beinoe, 1907, Ne 3 (15).
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AnekcaHppa bepaHukoBa
(Mlhecmumym c¢bunocogbuu PAH)

ATuyecknit ngean B KOHUeNUMu "cBo6oaHoM TeokpaTun™
B.C. ConoBbeBa: KAHTUAHCKMW acneKkT

Brnunanue noen W. Kadta Ha ctaHoBneHue B3rnsgos B.C. ConosbeBa —
OOBOMbHO CMOXHas, HeOoOHO3Ha4yHasi M MNpOTUBOpPeYMBasi TEMa, aKTUBHO
paspabaTbiBalOWasacs ydYeHbIMW-KAHTOBEJAMU W 3HAToKamy TBOpYecTBa
pycckoro mbicnutens. MHeHve vccnegoBaTenen o CTeneHn 1 xapaktepe 3Toro
BNUSIHUS pasnuyaeTcd KapauvHanbHbIM 06pa3oM: OT MOMHOr0 OTpULAHUA
TakoBoro (B.®. OpH, A.®. Jloces [8; 4]); o Npu3HaHus, ydyeHusa KaHTa ogHom
13 onpegensiowmnx Bex B aBonoumm B3rmsagos ConoBbeBa Ha Kaxaom M3 ee
3TanoB: TeOCOCKOM, TeokpaTtmdeckoMm u teyprudeckom (O.H. Ctpemoyxos,
E.H. Tpy6eukon [9; 7]).

Henb3d He npwusHatb, 4YTO OTHOweHMe camoro ComnoBbeBa K
KaHTUAHCKUM 3TUYECKUM MPUHLMNAM U MOESAM TOXEe MOCTOAHHO MEHSANOCH Ha
KakdOM M3 3TanoB ero TBopyecTBa. Ha mepBom aTane knwo4deBow paboTon,
oTpaxatowen oTtHoweHne ComnoBbeBa K Hacneguto KaHta, Obina ero
JokTopckasa auncceptaums «KpuTuka oTerneveHHblx Hadan» (1880), Ha Gonee
Nno3gHMX 3Tanax — nporpammMHas pabota meicnutensa no atuke «OnpaBgaHune
pobpa» (1897). Brtopon, «TeokpaTUYecKun» uUnmM  «nyoBnuuucTuyecKnin»
nepuod, OCHOBHOMN paboTon KOTOPOro ctan He3akoH4YeHHbIn Tpyg ConoBbeBa
«Uctopus n ByaywHocTe Teokpatumu» (1887), Ha nepBbin B3rMsa, 6bin
cBOOOAEH OT «KaHTMaHckon pedinekcumny». BHumaHue pycckoro cunocoda
30ecb 6bINO cocpenoTodeHo Ha TBopeHuax OTuoB LiepkBu, KaTonmMyecknx m
npoTecTaHTCKMX TeonoroB, a Tawke . lennuHra. Ho Takoe BnevatnexHve
MOBEPXHOCTHO: «KaHTUAHCKME MOTUBLI» MPOSBASAIOTCA 3[4eCb B MOHUMaHWK
ConoBbeBbIM 806006/ B TEOKpaTUYECKOM OBLLECTBE; B €ro PacCyXAeHUsX o
rocygapCcTBEHHOM YCTPOWCTBE, MpaBe, CNpaBedsIMBOCTM W OCHOBHbIX
NpUHUMNax XpucmuaHCcKoU rosiumuku; 0 MecTe U ponn JIMYHOCTU B UCTOPUMU
(HauMHas ¢ BETXO3aBETHOIO NpefaHus u BNnoTb A0 COBpeMeHHbIX ConoBbLEBY
OOLLIECTBEHHBIX peanuit), yesu UCTopun, naeane 6oroyenoBevecTsa, a TaKkke
B uaee MCTOpMYECKOro M obLuecTBeHHoro rpozpecca [Cm.: 1; 2]; atn xe
MOTMBbI HaxOASAT CBOe OTpaxeHue W B nonemuke unocoga no Bonpocy
00beaVHEHUS XPUCTUAHCKMX LIEPKBEW MPOTMB KOHCEPBATMBHO HACTPOEHHOW
uHTennureHummn ton anoxu: A.M. VMeaHuoBa-lMnatoHoBa, N.C. AkcakoBa, H.H.
CtpaxoBa, l.E. ActadbeBa, JI.A. Tuxomuposa, K.H. BectyxeBa-PiomuHa,
reHepana A.A. KupeeBa, M.H. KartkoBa, npaBocnaBHbix OGOrocrnoesoB Wu3
pepakumm xypHana «Bepa u pasym» (T. CtosHoBa, A.l1. LWocTbuHa) wu
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dpaHuy3ckoro cBsWeHHUKa, ©o. Bragumupa [etTte, nepewegwero us
Katonuyectsa B MpaBocnaBme. 3TW OUCKYCCUMU MNOMYYUnn pasBuTME B
panbHenwnx wmnaedax ConoBbeBa O pasrpaHUyYeHUU peanbHoro 6biTva u
HpaBCTBEHHOro Agonra, 4to BnocrneactBum B «OnpaBgaHun pobpa» OH
NpeacTaBnseT Kak «HECOMHEHHYIO 3acnyry» «Bernukoro» dunocoda KaHta
[Cm.: 5; 6]. Kpome copgepkaTenbHon nepeknnykn naen Kanta n ConosbeBa B
KOHTEKCTE KOHUEenuun «CBODOOOHOW TeoKpaTuuy» MOCNedHero HeKoTopble
nccnegosatenu (B 4acTHOCTWU, MOMbCKUMIA y4veHblin AH Kpacuukuin) Haxogdart
TaKkKe X CXo4CTBO B hopMaribHOM MiiaHe, XapakTepuays AaHHYH0 KOHLENUMo
PYCCKOro MbICINMTENSA KaK ero «TpaHcueHaeHTanbHbIn ngeany [3, c. 161].

Takum 06pa3om, MMEHHO B KOHLUEMUUU XPUCTUAHCKOW MOMWUTUKA W
Teokpatum ConoBbeBa €ro uaen okasbiBaloTca Haubonee 6nmMskumm no
CMbICMy 9TMYEecKOM KoHuenuuu KaHTa (XOTS npsiMble CCbINIKM Ha yyeHue
keHurcéeprckoro dounocodga B pabotax ConoBbeBa, OTHOCALUNXCA K JAHHOMY
nepuody, npaktndyeckn otcytctByoT). O cTeneHn aton  «6nm3ocTu»
CBUAOETENbCTBYIOT TaKkKe KpUTUYEcKMe oueHkn Teokpatum CornoBbeBsa,
BbICKa3blBaEMbIE €r0 MOENHbIMU OMMOHEHTaMW: TaK, O4HUM K3 Haumboree
YacTbIX YMNPEKOB, 3BYYaBLUMX B €ro0 agpec M3 YCT MOEONoroB MpaBOCHaBHON
«OXPaAHWUTENBHOW  MOMUTUKM» (B 4YaCTHOCTW, COTPYAHUKOB  XXypHana
XapbKOBCKOW [AyxXOBHOW akagemum «Bepa u pasym») 6bino obBuHeHune B
nporpeccusmMe, a Takke yTBepXAeHue, YTO 3a OCHOBY CBOEro TEOKPaTUYeCKOro
yyeHns ConoBbeB ©OepeT rHoceonornyeckme u oTernedYeHHo-dunocogckme
NPUHUMMBLI N3 CBOMX paHHMX paboT. B uenom e, Henb3d He cornmacuTbCs C
KNaccu4yeckor OLEHKOW 3TUYEeCKMX u TeokpaTtmyeckux uaen ConoBbeBa
(BbickasaHHOW, B 4acTHocTn, E.H. TpyGeukum), xapaktepusyroLlien
npenomneHve ero KoHuenuun GorovyenoseyecTBa B COUMANbHOM MnaHe Kak
«4aneko BbIXOAALWY 32 paMKM» W «MPEOcOOoNeBaloLlylo» KaHTUaHCKoe
aTnyeckoe yvyeHue Teoputio [7, c. 189].
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Edouard Girard
(University Paris-1 Panthéon-Sorbonne)

The concept of ecumenism in Solovyov’s works: between Kantian
anthropological thought and Hegelian speculation

The notion of ecumenism usually refers simply to the collection of
different Christian liturgies under one concept, without affecting the meaning or
the specificity of each liturgy particularly. Under this definition, ecumenism
expresses a formal concept, in the sense that it qualifies its different objects in
an indifferent manner. However, Solovyov seems to have used this word in an
opposite meaning, at variance with this common acceptation. As the Belgian
bishop, Jean Rupp, wrote:

The ecumenism of Slovoyov is “full”. It is not a simple frame. He wants
to change the world through the virtue of Christianism."

This “fullness”, corroborating this desire/intent to “change”, grants to
ecumenism the power of altering reality and, therefore, distinguishes it from its
usual definition. But this notion seems to be both central and unclear in
Solovyov’s works. Understood as an effective agent of change, Solovyov's
ecumenism seems similar — but not identical — to the Hegelian conception of
religion as exposed in the The Phenomenology of Spirit, according to which
“the religion”, initially undetermined, finds in itself the power to represent
figures of absolute self-conscientiousness. Thus, religion, does not present
itself as a formal concept anymore, but on the contrary, as a dialectic, self full-
filling process of unification. However, this acceptation seems to encompass a
hyper speculative connotation, contravening the anthropological ground of

" Jean Rupp, Message ecclésial de Solowiew (Vie avec Dieu, Brussels, 2004).
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Solovyov’s theories. From this perspective, Kantian theory could appear more
convenient to describe it, considering the initial relation to God, or any concept
of pure reason, based on the form of human power of understanding. But it is
opposed by the above-mentioned ability to “change”, as human power of
understanding is defined as a non-temporal concept.

Thus, we may ask ourselves: how can Solovyov’'s acceptation of
ecumenism be grounded on an anthropological relation to transcendence and
remain philosophically determined by the perspective of unity?
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Frédéric Tremblay
(St. Kliment Ohridski Sofia University,
Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal University)

Vladimir Solovyov’s Overcoming of Kant on the Question of the
Existence of the External World and of Our Knowledge of It

In the aftermath of the publication of Vladimir Solovyov’'s magister’s thesis,
The Crisis of Western Philosophy (Kpusuct 3anadHoli ¢punocogiu, 1874),
Konstantin Kavelin reacted with a brochure entitled A Priori Philosophy or
Positive Science? On the Dissertation of Mr. V. Solovyov (AnpiopHas
urnocogpis unu nonoxumernbHas Hayka? no noeody duccepmauiu 2. B.
Conosbsesa, 1875). In this text, Kavelin, who was an opponent of idealism, was
accusing Solovyov of agreeing with Kant's claim that we know only
phenomena. Solovyov responded with an article entitled “The Reality of the

2 First written in french, and published in Paris in 1889.
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External World and the Foundation of Metaphysical Knowledge (Reply to K. D.
Kavelin)” (*O  pgbictButenbHoCTM  BHBLWHATO  Mipa WM OCHOBaHIn
meTadmaunyeckaro nosHaHia (otBbTe K. [. Kasenuny),” 1875), in which he
argued that there is such a thing as a Ding an sich and that knowledge of it is
possible. What had confused Kavelin, he writes, was the claim that “the world
is my representation.” But, “from the fact that the external world as such, that
is, in relation to me as other (because what is external can obviously be such
only in relation to an other), is only my representation [...], it does not follow
that, in itself, without relation to me, that is, not as something external, it does
not have its own reality.”

In fact, he adds, “every phenomenon corresponds to a certain real being,
independent of the representing subject.”? In La Sophia: Principes de la
doctrine universelle, which he wrote in French in 1876 while in Cairo, Solovyov
argues similarly that “[tlhrough external phenomena, we know internal
phenomena, and through the latter, <we know> being.” Two decades later, in
“The Reality of the Moral Order” (“‘ObACTBMTENBHOCTL HPABCTBEHHArO
nopsigka,” 1896), he argues that there are five levels of being: mineral, vegetal,
animal, human, and divine. From these three texts, it is clear that Solovyov
admitted the existence of — and our capacity to know — the absolute
principle, monads, which he associated with atoms, matter, inorganic beings,
organic beings, consciousness, and real relations between these entities. In
this talk, | argue that, although Solovyov has often been mischaracterized as
an “idealist philosopher,” he was in fact both an ontological and
epistemological realist about the external world.
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BsivecnaB CaBuHLUEB
(banmudtckul gpedepanbHbili yHusepcumem um. Y. KaHma)

KaHToBCcKas TemnopanbHas peuenuus B TBopyectBe B.C. ConoBbeBa,
C.H. Tpy6eukoro n H.A. lpoTta (obwwee u pasnuuuns)

Mpes W.KaHta o0 TOM, 4YTO nNPOCTPAHCTBO U BPEMs SABNAIOTCS
anpupHbiMM  opMamMn  YyBCTBEHHOCTM TpaHCUEHAEHTanbHOro cybbekTa
HaJomnro ocraeBanacb CBOeobOpasHOW NapagurManbHOW YCTaHOBKOW Kak Arist
3anagHoOeBPONENCKON, Tak U pycckorm dunocodckux Tpaguumin. Poct
€CTEeCTBEHHOHaY4YHOro 3HaHWS, MeTodonornyeckue nsmeHeHns B punocochum
MU ncuxonorun nocnegHen 4erBeptn XIX- Hay. XX BB. cTann nNpuyMHamu
nepecmotpa n hopMUpoBaHUE HOBbIX AMUCTEMONIOrMYECKUX cTpaTerni. SToT
npouecc Xopowo MpoCMaTpuBaeTcs Ha Mpumepe TBOPYECTBA WAENHO-
TEMaTUYECKM PpPasnUyHbIX, HO 6nmM3kux no Tpaguumm dunocodckoro
apTukynupoBaHust mbicnutenen — B.C. ConosbeBa, C.H. Tpyb6eukoro n H.A.
lpoTa.

MpenctaeneHHble  wunocodbl  MNPOWM  KAYEeCTBEHHYK  LLKONY
YBEYEHUS KaHTOBCKMM TpaHCLEHAEHTanM3MoM, OCTaBMBLUUMM cred B UX
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TBOPYECTBE, OOHAKO KaXAbl U3 HUX B TOW UMM WUHOW CTENEHW CTpemMuncs
npes3onT KaHTa, yTO4HUTL W© nepedopmynuMpoBatb ero 6GasoBble
TemnoparnbHble NMonoXxeHus. bnvxe Bcero Kk kaHTOBCKoW Tpaguumm 6bin B.C.
ConoBbeB, MOHUMAKLLUIA BPEMSA KaK «OCHOBHOE YCNOBME BCSIKOMO KOHEYHOrO
cywectBoBaHua» [ConoBbeB, 1892a, c¢. 367]. He cmoTps Ha 4BHbIN
OHTONOMMYECKUA aKUeHT aToro onpegenexdus, ConoBbeB CTpPor B  ero
3MMCTEMONOIMYECKON  WMHTEpnpeTauMM: a) BpemMss  He  Jonyckaer
AMNNPUYECKOro OBBbACHEHUS (T.e. HEe BbIBOAWUTCS M3 OMbiTa, MOCKOMIbKY Camo
aBnsieTca  (OPMOW  YyBCTBEHHOrO  Mo3HaHud); 6) He nopgaetcs
«pauMoHanbHOMYy oOnpedeneHnio  ero CcywHoctu» (T.e. He BbIBOAUTCSA
nocpeacTtBoM cyxaeHwun). 3ametum, 4to B cTatbe o KaHte B JCBO
copepXarcs Te e pacCyXOeHWs, HO B pa3BEPHYTOM COCTOSIHUN.

C.H. Tpybeukon Takke BblCTpavMBan CBOK Mogernb Ha 6ase KaHTOBCKOro
y4yeHusi, HasbiBad BpeMs «OpMOK» YyBCTBEHHOro onbiTa. lNpn atom ero
KpuTuka KaHTa cBogunacb K HEMNpOSCHEHHOCTW nocnegHuM TepMuHa
«TpaHCUEHAEHTaNbHbI  CYyObEKT». Mo  TpybGeukomy, aaeKBaTHOCTb
NPUMEHEeHNs1 NPOCTPAHCTBEHHbIX U BPEMEHHbIX (POPM YYBCTBEHHOIO NO3HaHUA
BO3MOXHa MNpW YCIOBUM a) MCUXONOMMYECKOW KOHKpeTu3aumm cybbekTa; 0)
00OCHOBaHMSA OHTOMOMMW OYXOBHbIX CBSA3€W MeXAy JoAbMMU, 4YTO OH
XapaKkTepusoBan kak COOOPHOCTb CO3HaHWUSI.

OcobHsikom ctouT C.A. [pOT, NOCBATMBLUUI MHTEpNpeTaLUMM BPEMEHN Y
KaHTa Heckonbko cTtaten. MbicnuTenb yBuaen ABE KOPEHHble «OLUMOKN»
KaHTOBCKOW KOHLUenuuun: 1) «BO33peHMS» O BPEMEHU OH, BCE-TaKW, OnuchbiBan
Kak MOHATWS; 2) npusHan BpeMs TOMbKO «BHYTPEHHen» opmon onbiTa.
YkasaHHble owunbKM oKasanucb  atanbHbIMM - AN HEOKaHTUaHCKOW
NCUXONOrnK, akKLEeHTUPOBAaBLUEN BHUMAHUE HA BHELUHUX hOpMax BOCMPUATUSA,
HO He Ha BHYTPEHHUX NPOSBNEHUAX AYLUN.
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Bnagumunp Benos
(Poccutickuti yHugepcumem 0pyx6bl Hapodos)

Bn. ConoBLeB 1 pycckoe HeOKaHTUAHCTBO:
ucropuyeckas cyabba yvyeHus MNnatoHa

B poknage 6yoyT paccMOTpeHbl TPU CHOXKETHBIX NIMHUM MHTEepnpeTaLmm
y4yeHus MNMnatoHa n HeonnaTtoHW3Ma:

1. TllepBas cBsizaHa C TpaguLMEN PYCCKOW PenuruosHon dunococum u,
npexge Bcero, Bn. ConoBbeBa, a MUMEHHO, TpaauLUusa XpucTMaHusauum
yyeHua NnaToHa 1 HeoNNaToOHUKOB.

2. Bropas cBf3aHa ¢ aHanM3oM no3vuum mMapObyprckmx HeokaHTUaHLEeB
KoreHa 1 Hatopna, koTopble «KaHTOHM3upoBanu» (BbipaxkeHue B.B.
3eHbKoBCKOro) ceoero naToHa.

3. TpeTbsa cloKXeTHass NMHUSA CBsi3aHa C MOMbITKOW OOHOrMo M3 BegyLmnx
pycckux  (punocogoB HEepenurmosHoro HanpasneHus, y4eHuka
Jlocckoro, KoreHa, Hatopna n Kaccupepa, apyra H. Maptmana un Jl.
KapcasuHa B.3. CesemaHa CMCTEMHO pacCcMOTpeTb yyeHue lNnaToHa.

3aKOHOMEPHOCTb «OHTONOIMYECKOro NoBopoTax» B dmunocodpun XX Beka
CesemaH o06ocHOBLIBaeT 0Oonee BbIBEPEHHOW WHTepnpeTauMen aHTUYHOM
dunocodpckon Tpaguuun, Gepylien csoe Havano B dumnocodun Cokpara,
NpodorKalLencs C Ccepbe3HbiIMU U3MEeHeHMsMKM B cucTeme [lnatoHa wu,
HaKoHeL, nomny4yatollen CBOe BMOMHEe OnpeaeneHHbIi U 3aKOHYeHHbI BUO B
yyeHun MNnoTtuHa. Ero ycunue B 9ToM HanpasfeHny, Ha MOW B3rMsg, SABNSeTcs
MOMNbITKON COXpaHWTb 3a AYyXOM MMATOHOBCKOrO WM Aarnee HeomnnaToHOBCKOro
ngeanuama AyxX BMOMHE HaAyyHOM U pauuoHanbHoW  dpunocodun,
npeogonesaroLlen, 0OgHaKo, OrpaHNYEHHOCT TON NTOTMKO-METOAONOMMYECKON 1
OOHOCTOPOHHOCTU, KOTOPbIE OH HaxoauT B MapOyprckoM HeOKaHTUaHCTBe.

[MmaBHbIN HEQOCTATOK B MHTepnpeTauun MNnatoHa n (Heo)nnaTtoHn3ama co
CTOPOHbI Mapbyprckow LIKOMbl pycckui cunocod BuAWT B TOM, YTO OHa
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nNpourHopupoBana OHTONorM4yeckne MoTuBbl B ydeHuu [naToHa, a notomy He
cMornia CUCTEMHO OUEHWTb [AaHHoe y4veHue. [leno B TOM, MO MHEHUIO
CesemaHa, 4TO rHOCEONOrMYeCcKUe N OHTONOMMYECKNE MOMEHTLI B naeanuame
lMnatoHa HepaspbiBHbI W B3aMMHO obycnaenuealT Apyr gpyra. Ecnu
uccregosaTtenb WCKYCCTBEHHO padbeduHseT UX u/vnu pegyumpyer OAuH U3
HUX K APYroMy, OH BbIXONaliuMBaeT caM [OyX MnatoHOBCKOW cunocodun.
Mpuyem T[MnatoH 3gecb BNWcCaH B ONpPedeneHHyl Tpaguuui aHTUYHOW
dumnococum
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Bopuc MexyeB
(Mr'y um. M.B. JlomoHocoea)

OTUKa CTblAa BMECTO 3TUKU Aonra: onbIT npeonofnieHna KaHTuaHCcTBa

Kak n3BeCTHO, MpOeKT co3gaHusa Tpyda O HpaBCTBEHHOW cunocoduun
poguncs y Bn. ConoBbeBa B 1894 rogy nocne ero cobCTBEHHOro oTkasa OT
nepensgaHus B paclumpeHHom Buge «Kputnkm otBrnedeHHbIx Hadan». Cam Bn.
ConoBbeB nucan B NpUMEYaHUUN K cneumanbHOMY NMPUITOKEHUIO K KHUME, YTO
nucan CBOK AOKTOPCKYyK Aucceptaumio 20 neT, Korga «B BOMpPOCaX YMCTO

18



dunocodckmx Haxoguncsa nog npeobnagarowmm BrnvsHMeM KaHta n otyactu
LWoneHrayapa». Tenepb xe HyXHO BbIfNo NMcaTb COBCEM ApYyroe COYMHEHUE.

Moyemy xe BnuaHuve KaHTa yMEHbLUMIIOCh, U B YeM 3TO KOHKPETHO
nposiBunocb? besycnoBHO, rmaBHbIM MOMEHTOM B NPEOAONEHUN KaHTMAHCTBA
CTano HoBOEe NpeacTaBneHne pPyCcCKOro MbICNUTENS O TOM, YTO HPaBCTBEHHas
dunocomsa He CBOAUTCS TOMbKO K aHanmM3y MeX4yenoBeYeCKUX OTHOLLEHUN,
perynupyembix KaHTOBCKMM MPUHUMMOM Jofra WM LWOMEHrayapoOBCKUM
YyBCTBOM cocTpagaHus. O B3anMOOOMONMHUTENBHOCTM 3TUX AOBYX Havan —
pauunoHanbHoro u amnupuyveckoro — Bn. ConoebeB n paccyxgaet B «KpuTtuke
OTBEYEHHbIX Ha4asn» n B YeTbIPEX M3BMIEYEHHbLIX U3 HEE rMaBax, BoweaLlwmnX B
HoByto kHUry. B 1894 rogy Bn. ConoBbeB, 0gHAKO, NPUXoOMT K BbIBOAY, YTO
HpaBCTBEeHHas dwunocodua [OormKkHa Takke BkhdYatb B cebs aHanus
OTHOLLEHNSA 4YeroBeka K camomy cebe — K HM3LWKMM NPUPOAHBLIM Havanam u
BbICLLUMM AYXOBHbIM. OTO NEPBOE 1 rMaBHOE AOMOMHeHne K KaHTy.

Btopoe gonomnHeHve 3aknodaetcs B TOM, 4To, cornacHo Bn. ConosbeBy
1897 ropa, KaHT Onectswe Bbipasun MAEK «YUCTOTbI» HPABCTBEHHONO
Hayana, OfHaKo, HWYero He ckasan npo [ABe Jpyrne wugen — uaewo
«BceeauMHcTBa» [obpa wu wugewo «cunbl» [Jobpa. CobcTBeHHO, KHWra
«OnpaBpaHue [Jobpay» Gbina kak Obl cneynanbHbIM PackpbiTUEM UMEHHO NOEN
BCEEAMHCTBA HPABCTBEHHOIO Ha4arna — ero NpUNoXnUMocTu KO BCEM acnekTam
0oOLLEeCcTBEHHOM U NUYHOM XK3HW. C aTON 3apgadvent, KcTaTtu, CBA3aHO U camo
Ha3BaHWE KHUIKN, Ha KOTOPOM ocTaHaBnueaetcs Bn. Conosbes.

HakoHeu, TpeTbe gononHeHue Kk KaHTy cBA3aHO C npuHUMNom cBoboAbl
BONMM M aBTOHOMUM pa3yma. 3geck Bn. ConoBbeB OOMNOMHAET CBOW NPEXHUI
Mo CYyLLECTBY LUOMEHrayapoBCKUI B3rMs4 Ha cBOOOAY BONWU NnpeanorioXeHnem,
4yTO abcontoTHass ceoboaa BO3MOXKHO TONMbLKO Anst abCcontoTHOro 3ana.
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Anekcen Kpyrnos
(Poccutickuli 2ocydapcmeeHHbIl eyMaHUmMapHbil yHusepcumem)

Kputuka kaHtoeckon 3atuku B. C. ConoBbeBbIM

B. C. ConoBbeB MHOrokpaTtHo oOpaliancs B CBOEM TBOPYECTBE K
pasHbiM BOMpocam u npobremam KaHTOBCKOW 3TUMKM — B MEPBYK odepenpb, B
«OnpaegaHumn gobpax» (1897), Ho Takke n B «Kputuke OTBMEYEHHbIX Havan»
(1880), B sHUMknonegu4yeckon ctatbe 06 M. KaHte (1895), a Takke B nbece
«Anbcumy» (1876-1878) unu pacckase «Ha 3ape TymaHHON toHOCTU...» (1892).
HecmoTpss Ha 71O, 4TO OTHOWweHne ConoBbeBa K KaAHTOBCKOW 3TUKE Ha
NPOTSHKEHUN BCETO ero TBopyecTBa ObiNo ABONCTBEHHBIM — KaK C NPU3HAHWEM
HECOMHEHHbIX 3acnyr KeHurcbeprckoro dwunocoda nepen 3TMKOW  Kak
PUNocomCKkon Haykon, Tak U C PE3KO BblIPaAXEHHOW KPUTUKOM €e 4YMCTOro
«XUMMUYECKOTO» U (popmManbHOrO xapaktepa, — B 3TOM OTHOLUEHUM MOXHO
OBHapYXWUTb N ONpegeneHHyo 3BOMLMI0, B OCOBEHHOCTU B NPOMN3BEAEHUSIX
Tpex nocnegHnx NeT Xn3Hu pycckoro unocoda.

XOT  KaHTOBCKOE  «BblBeEHMEe U1 TpOsikoe  onpegeneHve
KaTeropuyeckoro umnepatveBa danum 9TWKE OCHOBaHWE, paBHOE Mo
[OCTOBEPHOCTM akcMomam Yncton matematukuy (Conosses, B. C. CodnHeHus
B2-XxT. T. 2. M., 21990. C. 473-474), atoro, no ConoBbeBY, B Ny4LlEM Clny4ae
MOXET XBaTUTb NMULb ANA YTBEPXKOEHUS YNCTOTbI, HO HE MOSHOTBI UMW CUfbI
abcontotHoro gobpa. Haubonbwee BHumaHve ConoBbeB yAenseT BTOPOM
hOpMyNMpPOBKE KaTeropMyeckoro umnepatmea, Kotopas C HebonbmMM
BapuauvMsaMu nepefaeTcd MM Ha PYCCKOM A3blke B TakoMm Buae: «delicmasyl
mak, 4mobbl 4esi0ee4ecmeo Kak 8 meoeMm Jluye, mak U 8 Jluye B8CSK020
Opyeoeo ecezla yrnompebnsnocb moborw Kak uenb U Hukoeda KakK MmorbKo
cpedcmeo» (Tam xe. C. 466). BbibpaHHbIn CONMOBbEBBLIM HE OYEHb YOAYHbIN
BapuaHT nepegayv KaHTOBCKOW hoOpMynuUpOBKK, BEPOATHO, NocrnocobcTBoBan
n3BpaLLeHHbIM UCTOMNKOBaHUSAM KaTeropuyeckoro nmneparunesa B Poccum B Tom
CMbICIE, YTO OH KOOI TpebyeT OTHOCUTLCS K OPYroMy «BCEerda Kak K Lenu» u
«HMKOTgA Kak K cpedctBy». HecmoTtpsi Ha 1o, 4to ConoBbeB MoOKa3biBAET
pasHoobpa3Hble CNeaCcTBMS HapyLleHMs KaTeropMyeckoro wumnepatveBa B
crnyyae MHCTpyMeHTanusauuu ApYyroro, camo Heu3bexHoe u HeycTpaHuMmoe
OTHOLLUEHNE K APYroMy B TOM 4WChe Kak K CpedcTBy, KOTOpoe OCOGEHHO
OT4eTNIMBO MokasbiBaeTcsd KaHTom He cTtonbko B «OCHOBOMOMOXEHMM K
MeTadm3nke HpaBOB», CKOMbKO B nekumsx «EctecTtBeHHoe npaBo
PenepabeHa», ocTanock y pycckoro gpunocoda HepacCMOTPEHHBIM.
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OcHoBHOe BHMMaHVWe B poknage OygoeT yOoeneHo CONOBLEBCKOMW
WHTEpnpeTauumn KaTeropuyeckoro umnepatmea KaHTa B ero pasnuyHbIx
dopmynnpoBKax, KpUTUKe «amopdusamay B 3TMKe, HanpsaAMyto Kacatwowlercs J1.
H. Tonctoro, a «kocBeHHO — KaHTa, npobneme Ccy6bLEKTUBHOCTM W
WHAMBUAYANBHOCTU STUKN UMW €€ KOMNEKTUBHOM NPUPOAbI, PONN NMOKONEHWIA 1
YernoBevyecTBa, BO3MOXHOCTM MOpParnbHOro Mporpecca, a Takke Tem
N3MEHEHWsIM, KOTOpble CONOBBLEBCKAS KPUTUKA KAHTOBCKOW 3TWMKM BHOCUT B
COOTHOLLIEHWE feranbHOr0 U MOPanbHOro, a Takke B aBTOHOMMIO BOSU.
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Bnapumup CuagopuH
(MHemumym ¢bunocogbuu PAH)

MmmaHyun KaHT B HpaBcTBeHHOW chunococumn Bn. ConoBbesa u H.W.
KapeeBa: «OnpaBaaHue go6pa» un «Mbicnu 06 ocHoBax
HPaBCTBEHHOCTU»

B koHue 1894 roga Bn. ConoBbeB Havan nyonukawumio cepumn ctaten no
HpaBCTBEHHOW punocodun. Heckonbko net cnyctda — B 1897 rogy — B
[OMOMHEHHOM 1 JopaboTaHHOM BUAE 3TW CTaTbM COCTABUIN OOUH U3 MMaBHbIX
TpygoB dunocoda — «OnpasgaHve pobpa», BTOpOe W3gaHWE KOTOPOro
BbILLNO YXe 4Yepe3 ABa roga. Bmecte ¢ Tem B 1895 rogy nossuncs u nHown
dunocodckun Tpya no 3atuke — «Mbicnn 06 OCHOBax HPaBCTBEHHOCTMW.
MponeromeHbl no atuke» H. V. Kapeesa, Takke cTasiuii NpUMETON BPEMEHU
N 3aBOeBaBLUWIA NPUCTanNbHOE BHUMaHUE WHTENeKTyanbHon nybnmku, o Yyem
CBMAETENbCTBYIOT nocrefosaslune nepeusgaHusa (2 nsg. — 1896 r, 3 uag. —
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1905 r.). BaxHernwen 3agayen, KOTOpyk pewanu oba MmbicnuTens, Obio
NpeofoneHne YTUNUTapuUCTCKUX TeHAeHuMn B 3Tuke, HO u ConoBbeB, U
KapeeB pasnuyHbiM 06pa3om ¢opMynupoBanu 1 paspeLlanu HpaBCTBEHHYIO
npobnemaruky, UMenu BO MHOFOM pasHble YutaTtensckve ayautopun. OgHako
B (POPMYNMPOBKE MOMOXEHWUA HPaBCTBEHHOM punocodmm Anst HUX O0BOMmX
3HaYMTENbBHYIO POnb cbirpana atuka MimmaHymnna Kaxra.

Peuenumsa Bnagumupom ConoBbEBbLIM 3TUKM HEMELKOrO MbICIMTEnNs —
MHOFOrpaHHbIN U CHOXHbIA  NCTOPUKO-cbunococknuin  peHomeH, He pas
CTaHOBMBLUMIACS OOBEKTOM BHMMaHWS uccriegoBaTenen, OTMeYaBLUUX Takue
y3rOBbl€ MOMEHTbI TEMbI, Kak NpobremaTyky HpaBCTBEHHOMO M COLMASIbHOMO
ngeanos y ConoBbeBa u KaHTa, paspelueHne nmmu npobnemsl cBoboabl BOnu,
KpUTUKA pYyCcCKMM UNocodoM KaHTOBCKOro dopmanuama v dyanusma
TEOpEeTUYECKOro M mpakTuyeckoro pasyma u ap. [1; 4; 8]. bes manenwero
npeyBenuM4yeHnss MOXHO ckasaTb, 4To KaHT ocTtaBancs ans Bnagumupa
ConoBbeBa BaxHenwnm «cobecegHukoM» B Bompocax unocodun
HPaBCTBEHHOCTU: HedapOM NOCNeaHu CYEN HeobXOoOuMbIM BKIHOYEHME B
«OnpaBgaHne pobpa» MpUoOXeHWsl, MOCBALWEHHONO 3TUMKE HEMELKOro
mMbicnuTens [10].

CyllecTBeHHOe BnusiHue okasan MimmaHymn KaHT n Ha dumnocodckoe
MUPOBO33peHME H.W. Kapeesa, LieHMBLLETO, no  COOCTBEHHbIM
MHOFOYMCIEHHBIM MPU3HAHUAM, U TEOPUIO NMO3HaHUA KaHTa v ero aTuky gonra
[5; 6; 7]. IMEHHO KaHTOBCKMI KaTeropMyeckun MMmnepaTusB cTan OCHOBOW He
TONMbKO 3TMYECKOW, HO PUNTOCOCKO-UCTopUIEeckon KoHuenumm Kapeesa [3].

Tema B3anmooTHoweHun ConoBbeBa M KapeeBa yxe nogHMmanuchb B
nctopuorpadumn orevecTtBeHHor dunococun. OpHako uccnegoBartenemn
npuenekanu nnmbo Bomnpochl NIMYHBIX OTHOLIEHUA ABYX hnnocodoB, ObiBLUMX
OPY3bSIMW IOHOCTU U COXPaHUBLUMX, HECMOTPSI Ha My0OOKMe pacxoXOeHus no
LUMPOKOMY Kpyry unocodCKMx BOMPOCOB, POBHbIE OTHOLLUEHUS OO CaMoWn
cmepTtn ConosbeBa [9]; NMMOO CHOXKET, CBA3AHHLIN C HAMETUBLUENCA B Hadane
1890-x T, HO TaKk M He pasBepHYBLUENCH B MOMHOW Mepe AUCKYCCUU MO
TEOPETUYECKMM BOMPOCaM MCTOPUYECKON Haykm u npobrnemam cunocodum
ncropun [2].

PaccmoTtpeHve  chOpMynMpoOBaHHbIX  MNPAKTUYECKW  MapanfernbHO
aTmdeckux koHuenuun ConoBbeBa M KapeeBa 4epe3 mpusamy peuenuum umu
aTMkn KaHTa Mno3BONsieT He TOMbKO YrnybuTb MOHMMaHuMe OTHOLUEHWMW AOBYX
dmnococoB M UCTOPUK, NOXKaMyW, CamMoro HacblWweHHOro B UI0COdCKOM
OTHOLWLEeHUN pfecatunetms B pycckon kynbrype XIX Beka, HO U
NpoUNMICTPUPOBaTh PyHOAAMEHTANIbHOE BIUSIHME, KOTOPOE oKasana aTuka
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KaHTa Ha oTeyecTBeHHy dunocoumio B cambiXx pasHoobpasHbiX ee
NPOsIBNEHNAX
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Evert van der Zweerde
(Radboud University)

The Permanent Pre-Kantian Core
of Vladimir Solov’év’s Practical Philosophy

In his article on Kant ¢op the Brokgauz-Efron encyclopedia (1895), VI.
Solov’év makes two claims: first, that ‘the history of human thought [mbicnb]
can be divided into a pre-Kantian and a post-Kantian period, Kant representing
a turning point not simply for German or Western philosophy, but for
philosophy per se, and, second, that Kant did set the agenda for philosophy in
almost every respect, but did not solve [sic!] all of philosophy’s problems:
‘Takas 3aBepLluMTENbHAsA Porb NpuHaanexut KaHty Ha camom gene TOmnbKo B
06nacTn 3TUKM (MMEHHO B «4MCTON» UM hOpMarnbHON e€ YacTu), B NPOYNX XKe
otgenax dwmnocodun 3a HUM OCTaeTCs 3acryra BEenuKoro Bo3byauTens, HO
HUKaK He pelunTens BaxkHenwmx BonpocoB.” There is no doubt that Solov'év
ascribed crucial importance to Kant throughout his career, i.e. from Krizis
zapadnoj filosofii all the way down to Opravdanie dobra: he clearly did. The
question is, however, how Solov'év (who himself was no doubt a “Benukuin
B0o3byaouTenb” with respect to philosophy in Russia) related to the Kantian turn
and to the division of the history of philosophy in a pre- and a post-Kantian
period.

There are many possible ways to approach such a question. My approach
is that of a political philosopher, i.e. neither an ethicist nor a historian of
philosophy, despite the fact that, for me as for Kant and Solov’év, political
philosophy sits next to ethics within what we traditionally call “practical
philosophy.” As a political philosopher, | distinguish three relevant levels of
political philosophy: what a thinker has to say about matters political (law, the
state, justice, etc.), how a thinker relates to “the political” (i.e. that dimension of
reality that makes that there is something like “politics” to begin with; | define
this dimension as the ineradicable, hence permanent and ubiquitous possibility
of both concord and conflict), and, third, the political dimension of philosophy
itself (polemics, discursive strategies, construction of texts, etc.). In my paper, |
emphasize the third level.

Many philosophers go through a critical and self-critical period, but it does
not always lead to a turning point in the history of philosophy. Focusing on
Solov’év’s “philosophical politics,” | try to substantiate the following three
claims: (i) the big and remaining difference between Kant and Solov’év is that
the latter claims access to what the first denies the human mind to be capable
of: knowledge of reality “as it is in itself’ [the Ding an sich, the noumenon, the
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essence]; (i) this knowledge (or insight, or wisdom) can, in post-Kantian times,
no longer be the object of all rational minds, but has to be the exclusive
privilege of some, or even of one (but here, Solov’év is certainly not alone); (iii)
as a result, Solov’év seems forced to construct the source of his wisdom
(concretely: the early text La Sophia, conceived between Krizis and Kritika) in
what we might call “his own unwritten doctrine.” While Kant appears from this
story as one of the pioneers of what Ch. Taylor has labelled the “immanent
frame,” Solov’év becomes a “reactionary” defender not only of transcendence
or a “transcendent frame,” but of The Transcendent itself.
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Vesa Oittinen
(University of Helsinki)

The Last Phase of Solovyov’s Thought:
An ‘Enigmatic’ Rapprochement to Kant

The antipathy towards Kant displayed by most Russian idealist
philosophers is a well-known fact, often noted by researchers. It is not very
difficult to understand its reasons. In the last instance, the negative attitude to
Kant is evoked by the antinomies and problems of the modernisation of Russia
and the impact of modern values on traditional Russian life-forms. Kant was
the “philosopher of modernity” par excellence and thus represented to the
Russian traditionalist thinkers just the way of philosophising which they
rejected. True, the modern world began to emerge in the West already some
centuries before Kant. But although already Descartes displayed in his works
the central characteristics of modern world-view, such as the mind-body
dualism, rejection of Scholastic logics and a focus on gnoseological questions,
it was first Kant who formulated, so to say, on the “existential’ level the
principles of modern life, such as the moral autonomy of the subject and the
idea of a “religion in the boundaries of Reason”.

In their attempts to formulate responses to Kant and the challenge of the
Modernity, the Russian idealists followed two strategies. The first was a simple
rejection of Kant’s ideas, but as this hardly led to convincing results, the other
strategy was to attempt to reshape and assimilate Kantianism so that it would
correspond better to the needs to preserve the traditional Russian culture.
Vladimir Solov’év’s approach to Kant followed this second form of strategy. For
Solov’év, Kant was maybe the most important philosopher of the modern age,
and it was not, according to him, possible to ignore his critique of metaphysics
and traditional forms of philosophy. However, despite his respectful attitude to
Kant, the fact remains, that — as the present-day Russian scholar V. N.
Brjusinikin rightly notes — “the conceptions of the traits of the personality in
Kant's and Solov'év’'s modles of the world were essentially different”.

' B. H. BpowuHuknH, CpasHumerssHoe uccredosaHue 3anadHoeeporelickoll u
pycckou ghuriocogbuu memodam meopuu apeyMeHmauyuu Ha rnpumepe mexkcmos M.
KaHma u B. Conosbesa, in: Mamepuanbl K cpagHUMEIbLHOMY U3YYEHUIO
3anadHoesporielickol u pycckol ¢punocogpuu..., KanuHunrpaa: Usg-so Ky, 2002,
ctp. 30 — 31 (quoted according to: C. A. HuwxHukoB, Teopyecmeo VmmaHyuna
KaHnma e duanoee Kynbmyp Poccuu u 3anada, Mocksa: POCCII3H 2015, cTtp. 45).
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However, in his last work, with the title Theoretical Philosophy, written in
1898 — 1899 and remaining unfinished, Solov’év seems to have changed his
mind concerning Kant. The previous reverent but distancing attitude seems in
this work have receded in favour of an almost complete embracing of Kant’s
ideas. The change is so conspicuous, that the editor of the German edition of
Solov’'év’s works, Wladimir Szylkarski, laments that he “presents us an enigma
which we, unfortunately, cannot solve”.2

Did Solov’év really turn into a more or less full-blooded Kantian in the
last years of his life? In my paper, | attempt to answer to this question by
analysing some of the main theses of Solov’'év’s Theoretical Philosophy.

Solov’év constates at the outset of his work, that the theoretical
philosophy must have its starting-point in itself; the “real principle of pure
thought” consist in that it cannot accept any theses before they have been
scrutinised by the thought istelf”. This sounds to be very much in accordance
with the principles of Kant'’s crirticism and his Copernican revolution.

However, a closer look soon reveals, that Solov'évs idea of human
subjectivity is even in this his last work very different from Kant’'s. For Solov'éy,
the pure subjectivity is above all a phenomenological fact. He does not define,
like Kant, the | or Ego as a Transcendental Apperception. As a consequence,
Solov’évs “egology” focuses on the contents of the subjectivity, not on its pure
form, as in Kant.

Further, towards the end of Theoretical Philosophy, Solov’év defines the
word (cnoBo) as the “proper elemenmt of theoretical thinking”, as the factor
which collects the disparate parts of a consciousness in a whole, a totality. For
Solov’'év thus the “word” fulfils the same functions as the Transcendental
Apperception in Kant.

2W. Szylkarski, Nachwort des Ubersetzers, in: WI. Solowjew, Werke — Deutsche
Gesamtausgabe, Bd. VII, Freiburg im Breisgau: Erich Wewel VIg. 1953, S. 107.
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Edward Swiderski
(University of Fribourg)

“Self-determination and/or response to value? Kant, Solov’év, Scheler —
and Harry Frankfurt — on moral psychology”

Vladimir Solov'év and Max Scheler share at least the following convictions™:

- critical opposition to Kant’s formalist ethics

- a similar conception of an objective moral order (Scheler: objective
values)

- the belief that our experience of values (the good) is primarily affective in
nature: attraction to positive values is tantamount to (spiritual) love

- the belief that insensitivity to value marks the absence of love which in
turn stunts personal growth and self-realization.

Are convictions such as these tenable? Do they provide a plausible picture
of our moral psychology? A main issue is whether the concept of affective
response to an objective moral order offers a satisfactory account of the
human will, whether it correctly identifies the source of normativity in our
evaluations of what to do and how. It is hardly needs repeating that, for Kant,
duty is the ground of the will and the source of normativity. The objection to
Kant, on the part of Solov’'év-Scheler, is that there is far more to the will than
rational self-determination governed by duty. On their view, Kant was ‘blind’ to
love as the engine of the will and therefore to moral perfectibility, possible only
when — for Scheler - we recognize and respond to value (for Solovév: only
when we vanquish the egoism that separates us from our fellows and
participate, with our fellows, in the moral order). The Kantian would respond:
Solov’év-Scheler enjoin us to be heteronomous, to relinquish our sense of
being self-determining, for the sake of an imagined moral order beyond the
pale of anything understanding can attest to.

At least one contemporary philosopher, Harry Frankfurt, would agree with
the Kantian and resist Solov’'év-Scheler. But with a twist that provides an
opportunity for a ‘dialogue’ between Frankfurt and Solov’'év-Scheler. Frankfurt
is alive to the importance of love in any plausible account of our moral
psychology and the ground of normativity. However, for Frankfurt, neither
response to value (Scheler) nor the discovery of one’s true moral nature
(Solov’év), is the right account of love’s role in relation to the will. Instead, we
construct our will if and only we care about something or someone, identify

' The Solov’év-Scheler affinity has been explored in detail by Helmut Dahm.
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with our caring, embrace it wholeheartedly, thereby committing ourselves to
act in appropriate ways to the exclusion of others. What values there may be,
Frankfurt claims, depends on and arises from our caring, from what is
important to us. Rather than sustaining some notion of moral perfectibility love
has all to do with personal integration. The upshot: | cannot love anything
unless | care deeply about myself as a caring self. Will such a moral
psychology do a better job in helping us select a viable ethics?
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Thomas Nemeth
(New York)

Aesthetics in Solovyov and Kant: Must Beauty Parallel the Moral Good?

The focus of my presentation is the aesthetic writings of Vladimir
Solovyov set against the opposing position of the German philosopher
Immanuel Kant when appropriate. Solovyov addressed issues related to
aesthetics both in the 1870s and at the start of his return to philosophy after
nearly a decade engaged in church and national issues. The early Solovyov’s
most extensive comments are found in his “Philosophical Principles.” In that
abruptly halted work, he posited, as it were, without argument, that there are
three fundamental forms of human existence, one of which, namely feeling,
serves as the subjective basis of the sphere of creativity, whose intentional
object (npegmert) is objective beauty (o6bektuBHasa kpacota). Each of the
three spheres — creativity, knowledge, and practical activity — consists of three
historically successive stages subject to what he called a “law of
development.” Without offering either empirical evidence or clear rational
argument, he affirmed in the first chapter of the “Philosophical Principles” that
the three stages in each of the three spheres at least roughly correspond and
that their historical development through the first two stages leading to the
third are at least roughly parallel. What we can see from his brief remarks on
aesthetics is his quite different orientation from that of Kant. Whereas the latter
concerned himself with subjective impression, what an individual considers, or
ought to consider, to be beautiful, the former displayed little regard for the
same. For Kant, an aesthetic object with its beauty provides pleasure for the
observer in that object’'s mere existence. Solovyov does not speak of an
observer’s feeling. For Solovyov, beauty is an inherent quality of the aesthetic
object in itself, but he provided no definite criteria by which we can determine
beauty. In contrast, Kant provided a definition in his third Critique. An observer
perceives an object’s formal purposiveness but cannot represent that purpose.

Solovyov only at the end of his Critique of Abstract Principles turned to
aesthetics where he tells us that the realization of the all-unity in the external,
material world would be absolute beauty. Since this beauty is not present in
our reality, its accomplishment or fulfilment presents an aesthetic task for
humanity. Next came the article “Beauty in Nature” in the newly founded
Voprosy filosofii i psikhologii in late 1889. In it, he still held beauty to be an
objective, not subjective quality inherent in the object. Beauty lies in the
transformation of a thing through the embodying in it of a “supra-material
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principle.” He accorded little room for feeling, affect, and emotion in viewing
nature. Here, we find Solovyov’s significant departure from Kant.
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