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As China and Japan made more and more presence on the stage of international affairs 

towards the end of the 19th century, intellectuals in Russia shew an increasing concern 

with “the rise of the Far East”, an issue that found its expression in the two leading 

cultural thinkers of their times – Konstantin Leontiev and Vladimir Solovyov – who 

envisioned a link between this event and their apocalyptic premonitions. Apart from 

engaging with an intense discussion about the role of Russia in the impending catastrophe 

and the possible universal reconstruction that ensues, both Leontiev and Solovyov also 

paid considerable attention to the role of China, seeing the Middle Kingdom as an active 

factor in the process of world destruction and a leading part of the threat that Asia poses 

to Europe and Russia. The two, however, interpreted this event in different 

historiosophical frameworks that might account for the origin, nature and effect of the 

“rise of China”, and thus formed contrasting judgments of the historical meaning of the 

“Chinese threat”. Having adopted a fundamentally Eurocentric position, Solovyov made 

much use of the idea of kitaizm, which has gained currency in the intellectual and 

academic discourse of the 19th century, and combined it with the concept of Mongolism, 

so as to recall the traumatic experience of the nation and to awaken it to the modern 

“yellow threat”. His universalism, referring essentially to the unity of the Christian world, 

excludes China from history and culture. Leontiev, on the contrary, develops a 

proto‑Eurasianist view by allowing the co‑existence of multiple cultural types and 

stressing their irreconcilability in his theory of history. The ideal of universal integration 

and progress serves as the destructive principle lying at the very opposite of his 

aestheticism, while the Chinese idea becomes an idea that preserves and “cleanses” life 

and culture in his conservatism. The primary sources I would like to examine in this 

paper include Leontiev’s “Byzantinism and Slavdom”, “Letters on the Eastern Issues”, 

Solovyov’s “China and Europe”, “A Short Story of Antichrist”, etc. 

 

 
 


