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  The Idiot
Reddit Chapter Discussions

This ebook contains chapter-by-chapter discussions from the
r/dostoevsky read-along (2020).

Original work by Fyodor Dostoevsky.

The discussions include reader insights, historical context, literary analysis,
and reactions to each section of the book.

About This Collection

Parts: 4

Discussions: 50

Comments: 558

Happy reading!

Chapter 1

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Today
We are introduced to three characters, and two other important ones are mentioned. First is Prince Lev Nikolayevich Myshkin. He suffered from epilepsy for which he was treated in Switzerland for four years. He is on his way to see the Epanchins, since Miss Epanchina's maiden name is also Myshkin (which makes her a distant relation). Myshkin is actually very poor, but not he is not fazed too much about it.
Secondly we have Parfyon Semyonovich Rogozhin. He is on his way to collect an inheritance of millions of roubles. Before this he fled from his father: Instead of trading in bonds as his father requested, he sold them to buy jewellery to impress Nastasya Fillopovna. She was impressed when she heard what Rogozhin did to get her attention. Her patron or suitor (it's unclear at this moment) is Totsky.
Lastly we have Lebedev. He is a gossip and one of those who people who know exactly what other people are up to, their family relations, etc. Rogozhin dislikes him but finds him useful.
These three met on a train bound for St. Petersburg. When Rogozhin left (along with Lebyedev), he told Myshkin to call on him so he can give him better clothes and some money. And so they can meet Nastasya together.
(Let us know how you found the pacing. Was it too much too read? Or maybe you wanted to read more? It's best to change the pacing soon if people want to)
Character list
Chapter list


61 Comments


    
        Widders12 (+2)

        I’m in part two - and consult this as a guide after I read each chapter - to make sure I understood properly. Thank you - well done. So grateful


    


    
        Due-Arachnid-6071 (+7)

        I actually found this first chapter to be relatively hard to follow in its entirety, compared to notes from underground, crime and punishment, and the double. I followed most of it, but when the conversation became very convoluted with many names being thrown around, I was a bit lost. I might go back that part in particular (because that is the only part I struggled with) before moving on, but I really really love the three character's that were present on the train. I especially love the dynamic established between the prince Myshkin and Rogozhin.


    


    
        Niklxsx (+4)

        What immediately stood out to me is how Dostoevsky creates contrast between Myshkin and Rogozhin not only by their opposing personalities, but also in their appearance. Rogozhin has dark hair, fiery eyes, prominent cheekbones and a malevolent smile, whereas Myshkin has bright hair, blue eyes (which are often associated with nativity), sunken cheekbones, and a gentle gaze.
Furthermore Dostoevsky described Rogozhin as Myskin‘s „dark haired neighbour in the sheepskin coat“, which may be a hint that Rogozhin falls into the „black sheep“ archetype, but we‘ll see.
Overall I enjoyed this first chapter quite a lot, and I‘m very grateful to have access to these book discussions even though I‘m 4 years late lol.


    


    
        Background-Bowl7798 (+1)

        Thought the same. Just started reading idiot


    


    
        Individual_Sail246 (+5)

        Woah, crazy coincidence, I started reading The Idiot a few days ago too. I'm glad I'm not the only one 4 years late. Haha.


    


    
        Artistic_Scratch5857 (+3)

        Hallo, ich habe jetzt auch mit dem Buch angefangen😊


    


    
        Niklxsx (+3)

        That’s so cool! Enjoy your reading, my friend :)


    


    
        onz456 (+6)

        I want to share this, from Dostoevsky. A writer in his time, by Joseph Frank:
It is the start of Chapter 40, titled The Idiot:
Writing to a correspondent more than ten years after finishing the Idiot, Dostoevsky remarks, "All those who have spoken of it as my best work have something special in their mental formation that has always struck and pleased me."

The Idiot is the most personal of all his major works, the book in which he embodies his most intimate, cherished, and sacred convictions. Readers who took this work to their hearts were, he must have felt, a select group of kindred souls with whom he could truly communicate.


And on Prince Lev Nikolayevich Myshkin, in particular:
Prince Myshkin approximates the extremest incarnation of the Christian ideal of love that humanity can reach in its present form, but he is torn apart by the conflict between the contradictory imperatives of his apocalyptic aspirations and his earthly limitations.



    


    
        lazylittlelady (+6)

        I’m reading the 1955 Penguin David Magarshack version because it’s what I had lying around the house. I ended up reading the intro Monday and chapter 1 today (already behind!). The intro really fascinated me by painting the backdrop under which this was written- Dostoevsky in exile, his second wife expecting, swamped with gambling debts and writing feverishly multiple versions of this novel to the point of his own health being impacted.
I can already see these themes making their way in the opening chapter! Three strangers on a train and hints of the turmoil to follow.


    


    
        akhil_yj (+6)

        The similarities between Myshkin and Rogozhin are interesting. It might be helpful to keep in mind that both had had some kind of mental illness before the story began: Myshkin had epilepsy, and Rogozhin was in a delirium due to drunkenness (or fever). I don't want to give away anything for first time readers, but reading this in the context of the whole story is fascinating.


    


    
        Rexxzn (+7)

        Happy reading, folks! First Dostoevsky book I read, I enjoyed it very much!


    


    
        Brokenstar12 (+7)

        The pace seems great to me. Lebedev has a kind of attitude that reminds me of Fyodor Pavlovich; he seems quick to jump and laugh at the expense of others. Once the expense is on his end, though, I think his laughing will cease fairly fast. Anyway, I really enjoyed this first chapter.


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        Pacing is fine so far. Not too long of a chapter. Can't wait to get deeper into the novel with everyone.


    


    
        FinancialBullfrog (+5)

        Good intro chapter. I see people talking about the nobles, but I'm more interested in Lebedev. Despite Rogozhin knowing exactly the type of person he is, he still managed to maneuver himself in with their lives. The contrasting personalities between the Prince and Rogozhin is also interesting, and I see a lot of trouble heading for both of them, for different reasons.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+14)

        So far I’ve found this book to be very easy to read compared to the others. Rogozhin reminds me a lot of Dmitri from TBK. He seems to be controlled by his passion for women, and willing to squander money that he doesn’t necessarily have, much like Dmitri.


    


    
        louiseG (+4)

        Yes!


    


    
        jeschd (+5)

        So far this is a dream to read. I just finished some James Joyce this weekend and I think coming back to Dostoevsky reminds me that a complex story told in simple language is much more enjoyable than a relatively simple story told in complex language. I had this same feeling with Crime and Punishment as well.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+3)

        I’ve never read James Joyce. Is he difficult to read?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+14)

        Yes. But with Ivan's focus. That's a dangerous combination.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+4)

        That’s a good point, and I think you’re right, which makes me very excited to see how everything unfolds with him.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+8)

        I think chapter a day is a good pace. Doing more than that may turn some people off and leaving a chapter in middle doesn't feel nice. Pacing is fine I think. Loved the first chapter. I dunno why but I'm kind of attracted to character of Rogozhin. Kind of stole 10000 Rubles from home and bought diamond for a lady he just saw once, love does make a man act like crazy sometimes.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        I saw your other comment, wink wink


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+2)

        I thought it could be a bit spoilery so I thought I should change it. wink wink


    


    
        Ent86 (+10)

        I really liked the start and found it easy to read and follow till now. I also liked the minute character introductions, such as Prince Muishkin's manner of answering questions about himself and being very open and unashamed about his circumstances- suggesting a very simple person who doesn't get offended.
Also, I found Rogojin's question to Muishkin " are you a great hand with the ladies"  towards the end of the chapter very telling of his character. Possessive, inconfident and maybe jealous? 
Just some initial thoughts.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        "Possessiveness" and "jealous". Oh boy are you a prophet.
(I won't say more)


    


    
        [deleted] (+10)

        I've bought two translations for my kindle: McDuff and the Alan Myers translation.
I've read the first couple of chapters of both, and I'm still not sure which I prefer. McDuff is easier to read for sure, but somehow I feel like the Myers translation is more accurate, with more of an impact.
I've read up to chapter 15 of the Myers translation, so until we reach that point I will be testing out the McDuff one instead, hopefully I'll be able to settle on a translation after that. I have a feeling I'll just jump over to the Myers one. One benefit of the McDuff translation is that it's much better annotated, but then again my need to check out every annotation has started to decline, or I've just grown lazier, haha.
We're introduced to Rogozhin and Prince Myshkin. Though I also like this portrayal of him.
I really liked this opening chapter. Dostoevsky paints an uncharacteristically vivid picture of the two men riding the train together. I had expected, half-hoped, The Idiot to be an entire book following a character like The Brother Karamazov's Alyosha. I loved that dude, and I wanted more of him. But Myskhin doesn't really resemble Alyosha at all, at least not yet.
I do like his disregard or ignorance of social decorum though. He's just so disarmingly honest and forthright.
The part of the chapter that stood out to me the most was Dostoevsky's description of the "know-all" type. I found it funny how in our modern times I'm now mostly reminded of the people obsessed by celebrities and that kind of gossip.
And there we have our third character so far, the obsequious, servile man ready to prostrate himself the moment he discovers that one of the young men has suddenly stumbled into wealth.
Rogozhin feels like a very Dostoevsky type character, especially when he revealed that he went from tavern to tavern with the last of his money, drinking himself senseless.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        It's true what you say of him and Alyosha. And that's why I despise it when people say Myshkinis a "Christ" figure. That's not true. Myshkin is good, but a flawed human being. Alyosha comes closest to that ideal.


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        great book! highly recommend the Ignat Avsey translation


    


    
        Walled_Town (+9)

        A Chapter a day I think is a good speed (at least for me anyway) gives me an opportunity to reread the chapter once (or twice).
I enjoyed the first chapter, felt it was a good introduction to the characters and introduced some back story to the Prince and Rogojin. I'm aware I'm properly missing something as this is my first reading of "The Idoit" and I'm still working on understanding the deeper understanding on Dostoevsky's work, which is why I'm excited to be doing this book discussion.


    


    
        KenuR (+5)

        I'm reading in Russian and wondering how easy the English translation is to read? Not going to lie, it's a bit hard to understand some of the dialogue in the original.


    


    
        [deleted] (+2)

        Two terms that I've noticed often in this text that baffle me: "ridiculous" & "original". What Russian words are these translated from? What do those words mean in Russian. Thanks.


    


    
        KenuR (+3)

        Could you give me a full sentence for context?


    


    
        [deleted] (+2)

        From the same translation: chp9 Part1
"Having made money, be it known to you I'll become an original man in the highest degree".


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        From the Pevear/Volokhonsky translation of "The Idiot" :
Chp9 Pt1
"If she rebels, I'll drop her at once and take the money with me. I don't want to be ridiculous; above all I don't want to be ridiculous."
I can also assume that this use of the work "ridiculous" is the same as Dos's short story "The Dream of the Ridiculous Man".


    


    
        KenuR (+2)

        I can't seem to find the original passage that you speak of so it's hard to say what was translated to "ridiculous" in this case.


    


    
        fyodor_mikhailovich (+2)

        FMD's story is: Сон смешного человека, Son smeshnovo cheloveka, so probably smeshnovo


    


    
        KenuR (+2)

        In this case it's closer to "funny" and "laughing stock".


    


    
        fyodor_mikhailovich (+1)

        thanks. To me that shows how ridiculous is an appropriate translation in English.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        The Avsey translation is very smooth!
Does the chapter, in Russian, end with Rogozhin saying Myshkin is a man of God?


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        I had no idea there was an Avsey translation. Just discovered it's not available on kindle :(


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        That's unfortunate! Which one will you read?


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        I'm still not 100% sure which one I will prefer. I think I'll go with Myers.


    


    
        KenuR (+3)

        He calls him "юродивый", which is a bit more specific and not a very common word outside of classic literature I guess.  
Here's what the wikipedia page redirects to 


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        So he called him a holy fool?


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        In the McDuff translation Rogozhin calls him a holy fool, "and such men as you God Loveth".
In the Myers translation he still calls him a holy fool, but says "God loves the likes of you!", though in both translations the official echoes with "Such as these the Lord God Loveth".


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        Then in that case both win over Avsey, at least here. So it seems Rogozhin deliberately tried to sound like a cleric when he said it.


    


    
        KenuR (+2)

        Yes, if that's what it's called.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        They should have used that then!
I can see the Russian connotations with the more conservative Russian Orthodox sects. Along with the pun on Myshkin's mental capabilities.
Both "holy man" (my edition) and "fool" miss out on this.


    


    
        akhil_yj (+3)

        P&V translation has "holy fool" there. In their notes they say "A holy fool (a "fool for God" or "fool in Christ" -yurodivy in Russian) might be a harmless village idiot; but there are also saintly persons or ascetics whose saintliness expresses itself as "folly"".


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        Thank you. So Avsey is clearly in a minority here.
This is very important as this term clearly sets up how the entire book will treat him. Maybe he tried to avoid confusion. "Holy man" is better than "fool", and without footnotes also better than "holy fool", which could be confusing without context.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+7)

        Good bot


    


    
        Shigalyov (+12)

        Man I loved this chapter. I'm not sure why. It's way more focused than the host of characters at the start of Demons. Here we only have three main characters. And such a contrast! Myshkin with his soft, open demeanor. And Rogozhin with his fiery passion and resolve. He reminds me of Stavrogin's focus, but with a lot more energy.
Lebedev, in his turn, reminds me of Liputin from Demons. But we'll see how that goes.
It's worth noting that Rogozhin is still feverish. I did not notice that the first time I read this. Both he and Myshkin are still ill.
This is a fitting end to the chapter:
"If that's so, Prince," Rogozhin exclaimed, "you are truly a holy man, one of God's favoured!"

"God's favoured indeed," the clerk affirmed.



    


    
        DrNature96 (+3)

        Huh. Lebedev in the Myers translation is described as "the official", which sounds superior to "the clerk".
Just read the first chapter, trying to catch up.


    


    
        jfmrmv (+4)

        Thank you for doing this. I found the chapter easy to read and not that long, 1 chapter a day should be fine. In my version, I don’t have that quote to end the chapter. What did Prince said before?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        Why don't you have that? Which translation are you reading?
Lebedev asked if Myshkin had had any relations with women. He said no, and implied that he is a virgin.


    


    
        jfmrmv (+4)

        Eva Martin translation, the one that’s on Project Gutenberg. Rogojin just reply ‘Hm!’ and then say to Lebedeff to come with him. Weird


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        I looked it up. You're right.
That's really weird. Does someone know the reason for this? Were there different manuscripts? I've never seen something like this. And it's such an important statement to leave out!
What does everyone's editions say?


    


    
        Ent86 (+2)

        The edition I have ends with Rogojin telling Lebedeff "Hm, well here you fellow- you can come along with me if you like!"


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        Why would some editions just leave it out? Even a bad translation is better than censoring it.


    


    
        Ent86 (+4)

        Why would they censor the lines?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        That's what I'd like to know


    

Chapter 2

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
We were introduced to Myshkin, Rogozhin and Lebedev on a train heading for St. Petersburg. They spoke about Nastasya Fillopovna. When they arrived Rogozhin told Myshkin to call on him for help, and so they can visit Nastasya together.
Today
Prince Myshkin went to see General Epanchin. When he arrived at his house he spent some time with the valet as he waited to be announced. They spoke about the morality of capital punishment. Near the end Gavrila Ardalionych, a friend of the family, announced him to the general.
New characters
Apart from the valet, the only new characters are General Ivolgin and Gavrila Ardalionych. The general is a self-made man ambition in his 50s, but with tact to know where his place is. He married a woman at around the same age as his, whose small contribution helped to make him successful. He is the father of three daughters: Alexandra, Adelaida, and Aglaya. Alexandra is 25 and likes music, Adelaida is 23 and gifted with painting, and lastly Aglaya - at 20 - is the most beautiful. They are more concerned with books than marriage.
Gavrila Ardialonych is in his late twenties and works for the company (which one?). He is also a friend of the family who often dines with them, and he is allowed to see them at unusual times.
Character list
Chapter list


43 Comments


    
        nombre15_kagura (+3)

        So far I'm loving this. This chapter was only two characters talking but the way Dostoevsky writes makes it exciting. I loved the part where Mishkin talks about the difference between being killed by a person and by the government.


    


    
        knockknock_nemesis (+3)

        i like how the valet grew cynical of the prince because of his politeness and the attire. Can it be said that entiled people are not expected to act politely or talk to the servants with great enthusiasm and interest? Moreover, through the entire episode of prince meeting the general, it is so difficult for everyone to wallow in the fact that someone can just visit for a mere acqaintance without an ulterior motive.


    


    
        OkStop1168 (+4)

        A fellow reader of”The Idiot” in 2025, hello 👋


    


    
        knockknock_nemesis (+1)

        Hello , which chapter are you on?


    


    
        OkStop1168 (+1)

        I’m on chapter 5. You?


    


    
        knockknock_nemesis (+1)

        I just finished chapter 5! Oh how badly i want to see the painting described by the prince. This was an excellent chapter.


    


    
        Far-Tea-9774 (+1)

        Anch'io ma che fatica riconoscere i nomi dei personaggi ogni volta, voi come fate??


    


    
        knockknock_nemesis (+2)

        I don't speak your language but i translated and it seems like you are asking how I remember such complex russian names.
Well it's hard for all of us.
But i usually make it short for example ganya ivolgin becomes GI or just ganya .
It's hard but for someone who is reading russian for the first time it helps me keep track of the characters


    


    
        onz456 (+4)

        I liked this chapter very much because of its humorous nature. The prince, probably knowing full well the awkwardness the valet feels, but not paying attention to it and thus is able to charm the valet, although not entirely able to convince him of the meaninglessness of conventions. It reveals the prince can break the rules, with seemingly no real consequences.
My favorite quote, however, is about the more serious topic the prince talks about, and which also reveals Dostoevsky himself (him being the man who had really endured what the prince describes):
You may place a soldier before a cannon’s mouth in battle, and fire upon him—and he will still hope. But read to that same soldier his death-sentence, and he will either go mad or burst into tears. Who dares to say that any man can suffer this without going mad?



    


    
        lazylittlelady (+5)

        The plot thickens! I really enjoyed this chapter...both the introduction to the Yepanchin family with a lot of foreshadowing and the playful/serious moment with the footman.
This quote about the General and Princess Myshkin :
“...he respected his wife so much, and was sometimes so much afraid of her, that he could be said even to love her” .
The section on the public execution was very personal and fascinating, knowing what we do about Dostoevsky’s history as part of the Pertrashevsky circle.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+12)

        The thing that stuck out the most to me, is how passionate Prince Myshkin became when talking about capital punishment. He seems to believe that there is great value to life. I wonder if he will continue to hold these sentiments throughout the book.


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        I notice this too. But, we must remember, Prince is not a "person", he is a grotesque literary character. Prince doesn't have a modicum of practicality in his body. So, of course, somewhere later in the book we must meet his "foil" who is all for death and annihilation. I think I've figured out this guy, "Dostoevsky".


    


    
        DrNature96 (+3)

        I'm guessing you're good at predicting movies, and then get mad when it's too predictable hahahaha I like the description you gave here


    


    
        [deleted] (+1)

        DrNature96,
You've got my movie viewing habits pinned-down quite well. However, classic lit is not about emotional feelings. It is about relaying important themes & allowing the reader "to see". As a teacher, I see this as why most people can't read classic lit: like Brave New World, we don't want to think we only want to feel.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+3)

        we don't want to think we only want to feel.

This is not wrong per se. But one without the other, either way, I think would be lacking.
Do you teach literature? Which level do you teach at? Your comments here have been very insightful!


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+2)

        My whole family is that way with movies lol.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+3)

        That's good! My dad is like that, skills from studying literature and just keeping a good eye and focusing. My mum on the other hand...


    


    
        FinancialBullfrog (+7)

        As someone in his death anxiety phase, Myshkin's speech about certain death really resonated with me. How timely.
I honestly find Myshkin's straightforward and simple minded attitude very endearing.  And from the looks of this chapter, his charisma isn't just affecting me. Can't wait to see how he interacts with General Epanchin.


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        I know this was said in the chapter but I think it needs to be emphasized how unusual it is for someone to have such a conversation with a servant lol... totally bizarre, I've never seen this in any russian novel I've read. Usually they are invisible and in the background.


    


    
        E-rye (+6)

        This chapter really opened the story up compared to the first, and we get a better introduction of how Myshkin is as a character. He isn't entirely an invalid, as he suggests, but he does have a curious tendency to either ignore, or not understand social norms. I'm interested to see where this goes, because his characterization seems like a peculiar combination of traits that could definitely put him in some awkward situations.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+12)

        One of my favourite chapters because of Prince Myshkin's speech about certain death. Anecdotal, autobiographical for Dostoevsky.
Some observations:
	Hierarchy. Relationship between guest and servant. The servant is shocked that Prince Myshkin was even talking to him. I'm not sure but maybe social hierarchy is a theme here to remember and be mindful of. I have a feeling the servant liked him precisely because Myshkin treated him as a fellow person, not as a servant unworthy of conversation (hinted at by the servant thinking that servants are smarter than their masters take them for, and the servant suspecting Myshkin to either be a vagabond come to beg or a person without self-respect). In the end, I think the servant appreciated how Myshkin treated him. This shows Myshkin's character. Either he does not see himself so highly or he sees past hierarchy.
	Bureaucracy. Going through the secretary before being allowed to announce the arrival of a guest. Again, not sure how this will play out. Could be just another detail. Maybe just describing how high up the social ladder the General is.
	Jazz hands. I can't help but imagine Prince Myshkin talking with his hands a lot but immediately retracting his hands after regaining composure.
	Hope. "To kill for murder is an immeasurably greater evil than the actual crime itself." Prince Myshkin sees that there is more suffering and wrong in condemning a person to certain death based on the mental and emotional impact caused by the absence of hope. Has anyone read Man's Search for Meaning by Victor Frankl? "Those who have a why to live can bear with almost any how." Essentially, he explains that the people who were less likely to survive in the concentration camps during the holocaust were those who had lost hope. This ties in with Myshkin's belief to say that those who died with hope suffered less in the moments before death and those without hope suffered more in the moments before death. I think this is debatable (with all due respect to Dostoevsky and his personal experience; I think this speech is very personal, and thus less of an abstract philosophical debate and more of an anecdote of trauma). Perhaps another factor to consider is lost chance - the loss of your future and anything else you still want to accomplish but cannot. Would you guys rather die with hope or without hope? My criminal law lecturer told us in a lecture, "No matter how many years of practice you've had and how many times you've been through this, you will always feel a chill up your spine and your arms when you hear the court sentence a person to the gallows."



    


    
        Ent86 (+9)

        I like the narrative style and the use of dialogs to bring out Muishkin's character. One thing that I particularly like about him is the sheer honesty of addressing the awkward behavior he is metted out by people. So when the flunkey eyes his bundle, Muishkin doesn't just notice and ignore, he expressed " I see you are still uneasy about me and keep eying my cloak and bundle". Also, he is so so personable - giving complete attention to the one he talks. It shows in the flow of conversation he is able to achieve with everyone untill now. 
" If I had been sitting there now, I should not have had the opportunity of making these personal explanations" 
I am eager to know more about Prince Muishkin.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+6)

        the use of dialogs to bring out Muishkin's character

Yeah I like that Dostoevsky does the "show, not tell" very well here. While it leaves us guessing what Myshkin is like, it also makes him more fleshed out as a character without being limited by pre-defined characteristics.
Also, can I ask which translation you are reading? The dialogue you quote is different from mine. Mine (Alan Myers translation) says "explain everything" instead of "making these personal explanations".


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        Yes. I notice that Idiot employs narrative while Crime&Punishment employs dreams in a dialectic fashion: the narrator can't be left to tell us everything like a Henry James novel. How tiresome would that be?


    


    
        Walled_Town (+15)

        The parts of the chapter where Prince Muishkin talked about the guillotine and how the certainty of death  "must be the most dreadful anguish in the world" during an execution really jumped out at me considering Dostoevsky's own experience. I'm starting see why people say this is his most personal work.


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        I think we get more autobiographical Dos in this novel than anyother...


    


    
        KenuR (+14)

        There is something interesting that happens in these interactions with Myshkin. Everyone who talks to him wants to be mean to him because of certain social cues. They earmark him as stupid and naive and they want to treat him accordingly. The interesting part is in the last moment they want to get that final justification. The angry reaction, the hurt pride. Something that will indicate that they did the right thing. But then Myshkin breaks that expectation with all of his being and forces them to drop all their prejudice and suspicion.


    


    
        [deleted] (+2)

        Prince reminds me of Plato's Socrates: forcing status-driven folk to look inward.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+5)

        If I was the servant, I would definitely want to hear more. I think despite his obvious sense of intelligence, he still gives of the vibes of maybe a child who rambles and speaks to anyone willing to listen.


    


    
        [deleted] (+1)

        Good point. I agree. Readers these days "love", "hate", & "sympathize" with characters(Hollywood-effect). I think this is the last thing Dostoevsky wants. Dos wants us to understand what these grotesque characters are saying and why, and the effect of what they are saying. The Prince is a "pie in the sky-kinda guy". This has to end tragically or with a fall.


    


    
        Ent86 (+7)

        This is an excellent analysis.
But then Myshkin breaks that expectation with all of his being and forces them to drop all their prejudice and suspicion.

Probably why his conversations turn longer with everyone and end up with people spending more time with him than they previously planned for.


    


    
        [deleted] (+7)

        General Yepachin is a cool man. I think it's interesting that he's described as a man that passes for a man with big money, big projects and big connections. As if he isn't actually that kind of man. Maybe that has something to do with his humble beginnings, his poor breeding as they would say. And yet those humble beginnings do impress.
He is a bit of a gambling addict, but unlike Dostoevsky and the characters in The Gambler, he can't stop winning. Still, I expect his gambling to become a thing later in the book.
We also learn of the Generals wife, who is connected to our main character through her bloodline. Though we also learn that their lineage wasn't very wealthy, at least not the last few generations. But the general sticks with her unbegrudgingly still.
Then we meet the daughters. The name of the middle one, Adelaida, comes from the Greek adailos, meaning indistinct or obscure. It was probably chosen on purpose, given how obscure her painting habit is. Nobody knew of her great talent for many years, before someone discovered it by accident.
We get an even clearer look into who the prince is, or how he is, when he meets the clearly hostile valet. But the prince acts as if he doesn't notice any ill-intent at all.
The story the Prince tells of the execution mirrors Dostoevsky's own in many ways. Dostoevsky was to be shot, which is also a horribly quick way to die. Well depending on the accuracy of the firing squad. Still, Dostoevsky still faced that certainty of dead, that clock ticking down that the prince feels so horrible. He even compares it to Christ being in such dread of his "sentence" that he started sweating blood.
On my first read-through of these first few chapters I did not catch onto the fact that Gavrila Ardalionvich was the generals secretary.


    


    
        gothtoaster (+3)

        That’s an excellent observation on Adelaida’s name, something I never thought about myself. I feel that there is some significance in each character’s name, however I haven’t looked into it yet


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        I like the General at first, but his shadow is looking to break-out: he can't live such a structured life upon the order of such high-maintenance women.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+2)

        Can you elaborate how you came to "his shadow is looking to break-out"? This is interesting.


    


    
        [deleted] (+1)

        I just don't think a general with any "heart" will sit around at the beck&call of his high - maintenance female family. Something deep inside him, like Jung's shadow, will show itself. In Dostoevsky nobody is prefect or still.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+2)

        I see. I'm not familiar with Jung's shadow.
In other words, you're saying that he will not be able to keep up this life with such women anymore and eventually protest or have a breakdown against it?


    


    
        [deleted] (+1)

        Yeah, something...


    


    
        Shigalyov (+14)

        I liked this. What's notable is that Myshkin is quick to analyse people's feelings about him. He's not a fool. He is aware of what is acceptable, but just seems to struggle to convey it correctly. He did know he wasn't supposed to smoke right there, for instance, but he asked the question in an ambiguous way. He was also able to address the valet's feelings about him.
The valet himself thought he was "a man with imagination and a reflective mind".
It's important to keep track of Myshkin's mental change.
On capital punishment, if you're new to Dostoevsky you should know that Dostoevsky himself was sentenced to death and reprieved at the last moment. Some of his comrades went insane because of it. So Myshkin's specific explanation of how a condemned man feels up to the last moment is very autobiographical.
Edit: One more thing, it is noted that Miss Epanchin contributed a title to the family. What is meant is that she still has the title of Prince whereas her husband is without any title.


    


    
        [deleted] (+8)

        It's difficult to pin the Prince down. He is aware of a lot of things, but sometimes it seems like he either doesn't care about social protocol, or that he just dismisses it in favor of simply following his intuition about what he ought to do.


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        I agree. I think that's what makes him the author's "idiot" : he's all metaphysics, Godliness and manners, while completely ignoring the practical needs of communal life.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+5)

        Yea he's definitely not an idiot in the sense that he's not observant or aware. He seems very, very perceptive of the people he meets and sees. The information in this chapter show us that he's very intelligent. He's able to empathise and imagine what it's like being a person sentenced to the guillotine; he has thought about it.
He also made a mental remark about Gavrila! How Gavrila probably fakes his smiles and friendly demeanour and is the opposite when he is home by himself.


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        Yep, Prince is a smart dude, but dangerously impractical...


    

Chapter 3

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin arrived at the Epanchins. There he spoke with the valet about capital punishment. At the end Gavrila Ardialonych (Ganya), showed him into the general's room.
Today
The Prince was introduced to General Epanchin. The general basically took Myshkin under his wing, providing him with a job as a calligrapher/letter writer and gave him 25 roubles as a start. He also said Ganya would provide accommodation for him.
Both were shocked that Myshkin knewabout Nastasya. He told them about Rogozhin's intentions. It is implied that Nastasya will tell everyone that night whom she will marry. News of Rogozhin clearly disturbed Ganya.
New characters
It's best to speak of them later, but it's worth noting that a couple characters were hinted at. The first is Nina Alexandrovich, Gavrila's mother. And the general implies that he no longer respects Ganya's father. Ganya also has a sister.
Character list
Chapter list


15 Comments


    
        onz456 (+6)

        In this chapter we really get to know what superpower the prince really has: He is able to charm people without any effort; they view him as harmless, to be pitied perhaps,... He can completely disarm them.
He seemingly agrees with their observation that he is just an idiot.
His fits were so frequent then, that they made almost an idiot of him (the prince used the expression “idiot” himself).

He has faith in life and in himself. This is obvious in the manner he chose to travel to a place where there is no guarantee that he will find someon who will take care of him. (Yet, remarkably, he has been offered help and a roof by at least 2 people now: Rogozhin and the general.)


    


    
        Useful-Shoe (+6)

        In case this hadn't been mentioned yet - Dostoevsky was convicted for antitsarist activities and the tsar gave the order to pardon them just minutes before the execution, while the convicted were already waiting on the execution square. He spent four years in Siberian exile.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+8)

        I didn’t really pick up on much while reading this chapter, but I feel like Myshkin is a very influential person without actually trying to be. The way he so timidly accepted the things that the General was saying, which caused the General to call him back and give him a second chance.
Another thing I seemed to notice, is that Myshkin is one of those people where, upon first meeting them, you immediately feel like you can trust them enough to talk about personal problems either to or around them. I wonder if this will cause him to unwillingly get involved in everyone’s drama later on.


    


    
        [deleted] (+8)

        I moved today, so I didn't have much time to dedicate to reading. I got through the chapter though. But I don't have that much to say. We get a glimpse into Ganya, and what we see isn't very becoming. He wants to be a tyrant of his own family. He's insecure, and he doesn't seem to want to commit to Nastasya Fillipovna, much to the Generals dismay.
And the poor Prince is just sitting there in the corner, working away at his calligraphy while these two men air out their dirty laundry.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+7)

        I actually kind of found that moment funny. I’ve definitely been in a situation where you’re just sitting trying to mind your own business, but people around you are very openly having a somewhat heated conversation about their personal lives. It just makes you think, “Well this is awkward...”


    


    
        DrNature96 (+12)

        Just shooting some ideas. I think we get some insight here into the characters.
	Prince Myshkin put his hat on the table after the General called him back. Another example of him ignoring or being ignorant of social rules. I don't think hats are meant to be put on someone else's table? I think you would put it on a rack or hold it in your hands. Hope someone can correct me on the culture.
	Also, it's Prince Myshkin's lack of ill-intent and good-naturedness that made the General call him back to talk, not the fact that he is related to the General's wife. Another example of Prince Myshkin's effect on people. In Chapter 2, he got the servant to like him.
	The General asked PM what he planned to do for his daily bread and deduced that he was a "philosopher". Not sure but maybe the General meant this sarcastically. The General seems like a money-minded, pragmatic man, no time for philosophy, focused on commerce. If you look on wikipedia, they have a long list of Russian philosophers, many of whom are from the 19th century. My line of thought is this: it's not a normal thing today to respond or think that someone is a philosopher, that's not a normal job or profession. But it seems with so many philosophers in the 19th century, perhaps it was not uncommon to suspect one is a philosopher. In this sense, perhaps even if the General had said this with sarcasm, he might really have meant it.
	PM commented on the General's art materials. "This beautiful thick paper". Beauty. He has an eye for beauty. Also, is there any significance to his description of the scripts he wrote? At the very least, he seems very attracted to the aesthetic beauty of the scripts. All that description! "and a flourish has been permitted - the most dangerous thing of all! A flourish demands rare taste; but if it succeeds, if the proportion should be found, then this script is incomparable, one might even fall in love with it."
	The General's impression of PM regarding money. "I'm saying this from my impression of you". Yes, we can expect the General to know who can be trusted with money. Someone who had no plans of how to make money and came to St Petersburg with some kopecks probably can't be trusted with the General's money. Prince Myshkin has barely any money and yet is in high spirits just walking around meeting people he has never met before but by chance might befriend him. This smells of complete yolo.



    


    
        [deleted] (+5)

        I took the "Oh, so you're a philosopher" as a sardonic remark on the way the prince was speaking. Like calling someone who's doodling an artist. You're not implying that they're an actual artist, I did have to read that part twice the first time I came across it though, trying to figure out how seriously he meant philosopher


    


    
        DrNature96 (+3)

        Oh man the artist because he's doodling is a good comparison. It does sound like that!! Mainly boils down to this boi doesnt know what he's doing to feed himself


    


    
        Shigalyov (+12)

        This is a rather humerous encounter. You can see the general's very practical nature. He's not interested in Myshkin's story. He only wants to know about his intentions, his skills, where he'll live, what he'll do. And yet that might be a good thing as he immediately became Myshkin's patron.
But this strong mind for business also means a lack of care for people's real problems. He had no problem telling Myshkin that he can stay at Ganya's place. Ganya is clearly not too happy about this. And this is after Myshkin brought the bad news about Rogozhin. Poor guy.
What I like is how Myshkin did mind to speak highly of his writing. I still think people are wrong when they say he is "Christ" somehow. But as C. S. Lewis noted, humility is not to think less of yourself than you are. It is to think just as much of yourself as you are. The problems is humans are sinful and always exagerrate. Myshkin acknowledges his weakspots every step of the way, but here also admits his strengths without reservation.
Another hint is given about Rogozhin's ill health. Myshkin says Rogozhin might end up sick in a few days. And he prophesizes that he'll kill Nastasya.


    


    
        [deleted] (+7)

        humility is not to think less of yourself than you are. It is to think just as much of yourself as you are.

I think he said that humility is not to think less of yourself, but to think of yourself less.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        Exactly! I had that quote in mind.
Elsewhere he (or perhaps some other apologist? Chesterton? ) spoke about the seeming contradiction of Christ calling himself humble, as though he's proud of it. But he points out that if it's true, then it's not bad. It's who he is. He doesn't have an exaggerated view of himself. And neither, like a slave, does he think himself worth less than others. Though of course in practice we should consider others more than ourselves.


    


    
        jeschd (+8)

        I read in the introductory comments for my book that Dostoevsky wrote Myshkin to attempt to portray a perfectly beautiful man, whom he does equivocate with Christ. That being said I agree with you that Myshkin is really no idiot and his humility and unassuming nature may be manipulative after all - the way I read it it seemed that he played the general from the beginning to get what he needed, but at the same time he does so with no malice.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+7)

        I agree with you that he has a knack for reading people and softening them somehow...he basically has received help and invitations from everyone he’s met. He both blunders through social etiquette but somehow also glides right into the middle of people’s central concerns and private business.


    


    
        onz456 (+5)

        He both blunders through social etiquette but somehow also glides right  into the middle of people’s central concerns and private business.

Maybe it is because of this blundering he is able to charm people.
He seems to embrace other people's notion of him as an idiot. The perception of him as an idiot sets the bar really low AND also disarms any concerns they might have about him.
When they finally really get to know him, he can easily surpass the low expectations they have at the start.


    


    
        [deleted] (+7)

        When describing Alyosha from The Brothers Karamazov, the narrator does say that he was the kind of person who would not even go hungry if he lived on the streets. People would feed him, take him in, simply because of the sort of aura of goodness he had. At least in that way, Myshkin seems similar. Every character so far has been negatively predisposed to him at the start of their interactions, only to get turned around without knowing what happened,


    

Chapter 4

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin was introduced to the general, who helped to secure him a job and a place to stay. He in turn told the general and Ganya about Rogozhin.
Today
This chapter was spent telling us more about the characters. More is said about the Yepanchin girls. We learn that their parents agreed not to push them into marriage, though their mother is not too pleased with this.
We learned a lot about Nastasya, her history, and the many men who hope to marry her. She is an orphan whose mother died in a fire that burned down his farm. Her father died when he heard of it. Her sister later died as well after Totsky, a neighbour and successful landowner, took them in. He cared for her and gave her a good education. When she became older and heard Totsky wanted to marry someone else she decided to come to St. Petersburg to spite him. At the same time she also cultivated feelings for her in Ganya and even General Yepanchin. She will announce this night whom she will marry. Totsky has also shown an interest in marrying Alexandra, though this is still uncertain.
We also learned more about Ganya. He is the only breadwinner for his struggling family. His mother, Nina Alexandrovna, is respected but not his father. He also has a sister.
General Yepanchin sent a gift to Nastasya. His wife heard of it so he is cautious around her.
Character list
Chapter list


32 Comments


    
        onz456 (+7)

        I fear for  Nastasya's life. There are some sinister undertones in the text... that if she doesn't comply with Totsky plan... there still are other ways of dealing with the situation.
It made me also think about her father. It is mentioned that he was Totsky's neighbour, that he was in debt, that he was superior in family and descent to Trotsky... I wonder whether Trotsky had anything to do with the burning down of the man's house and the death of his wife.
(In my translation Nastasya's father was able to turn around his bad luck and was in good spirits when he left to see his creditor, it is then that his estate was burned down.)


    


    
        lets_clutch_this (+2)

        Wait a second that’s something I didn’t consider. You’re right, this could pop up later


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        That's an interesting thought. Nice catch. I hope it turns up later.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        This was just structurally such a well-crafted chapter! We start to go to lunch and then detour through all the hints given in previous chapters to find out more about Nastasya...albeit through the eyes of Totsky, and then return to lunch having clarified Chp. 3 ‘s interaction between the General and Ganya.
In my version, “...Totsky began straight by telling her of the unbearable agony of HIS (my emphasis) position; he blamed himself for everything and told her frankly that he could feel NO REMORSE for having SEDUCED her because he was an inveterate sensualist and was not responsible for his actions...”.
No wonder he panicked when “Eve” left Eden and showed up in St Petersburg! He never expected his country sin to follow him into society. I definitely think this shows the strength of Nastasya’s character.


    


    
        AstoriaDave (+6)

        Totsky's powerlessness is well drawn - he's weak by nature and he's come up against a ruthless character with reason to hold a grudge.


    


    
        cookie_cheesecat (+9)

        I hope we get something from Nastasya's point of view, because Totsky's is obviously really questionable. He only suspects that she's vengeful because of jealousy, but he doesn't seem to even consider that Nastasya's "darkness" is a consequence of psychological harms he’s done with his sexual abuse. Seems he felt comfortable with getting away with everything because
"...it was obvious that Nastasya Filippovna herself was scarcely capable of doing any harm, for instance, in the legal sense; she could not even cause a significant scandal, because it would always be too easy to limit her. But all that was only in case Nastasya Filippovna decided to act as everyone generally acts in such cases, without leaping too eccentrically beyond measure."
and because that darkness isn't afraid of societal conventions it is now really spooking him.  The whole marry-Nastasya-off scheme as Totsky's way to remedy the situation really drives home how much of a shit he is.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+11)

        Agreed. What's amazing is that we've already seen so many's peoples' perspectives on Nastasya. But we haven't really seen into her soul that much. Only what other people think of it.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+6)

        Ah yes, Nastasya Fillipovna. I can't express how much I love her character. The more you think about her, the more you know about her, the more you feel bad for her, feel sympathy for her.
Her father died when she was pretty young, her mother soon followed. Totsky took care of the sisters, but her sister dies too, leaving her alone. When she got around teen, she got exploited by Totsky when he realized how beautiful shes growing up to be. This happened for multiple years, and then Totsky announced he is going to marry someone else in St. Petersburg, which left her feeling cheated. You can't help but feel sorry for her.
An entirely new and different woman sat before him, between whom and the girl he had left in the country last July there seemed nothing in common.

It's here where she transformed from an innocent girl to this ferocious lady which even Totsky admitted to fear.  A lady who lost everything she had, even her innocence, and is now so full of spite she would ruin herself just to hurt who she hates.
Nastasya Fillipovna was quite capable of ruining herself, and even of perpetrating something which would send her to Siberia, for the mere pleasure of injuring a man for whom she had developed so inhuman a sense of loathing and contempt.

Also, everyone around her seems to fall for her physical beauty, even General Epanchin. He is going to give her pearls for her birthday, Rogozhin gifted her diamonds from stolen money just after seeing her once, she was known for her beauty all over. No one knows or seems to care how she feels inside.
Considering all these things, I can't blame her to act impulsive and crazy all the time. Her acts certainly can't be justified if you think she's completely sane.
Also, Totsky (\~55) asking for hand of one of Epanchin sisters ( 25, 23 and 20) and General Epanchin agrees to it. FeelsBadman. Remind me of the married Afghan characters from Khaleel Hosseini's book where teenage girls marry to man of 40-50 age.
Edit: I'm loving seeing so many different spellings for characters in the discussion. Love guessing who is reading which translation. XD


    


    
        Ent86 (+3)

        I don't understand Nastasya as yet. Also, I don't like the drama around her "yes/no" to marry Gania but I guess this was a thing in those times. To me the characterization of Nastasya comes as a forced whimsical type - maybe I need to read some more chapters to understand her better.
Also, in the version I am reading, the spellings of names are different- Nastasya, Gania and Muishkin. But you all use different spellings. Can someone tell me which version would mine be ( I downloaded from planetebooks and it doesn't mention the translators)


    


    
        albertfinch (+7)

        Looks like the same spellings as mine, I’m reading the Eva Martin translation.
The comments and quotes here are making me realise what a difference the translation makes. For example the sexual implications between Totski/Totsky and Nastasya are more ambiguous in Martin’s. But still there if you read between the lines.
E.g. “her misfortune as a young girl” vs “shameful loss of her maidenhood”


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        All these comments have helped a lot.
The only thing im confused on now is why does the general want Ganya to marry so much? They arent family so it shouldn't affect the general. And especially since its revealed he has feelings for Nastasya too so if anything he wouldnt want them to be married?


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+2)

        General is also passionately attracted to Nastasya's physical beauty. He even is going to gift her pearls on her birthday. Here Dostoyevsky gave hint at some secret deal between him and Ganya.
Totsky had long suspected that there existed some secret understanding between the general and his secretary.

And General had done things like these before as Mrs. Epanchin was kind of accustomed to it. Also, this was the reason why General Epanchin in so rush and unwilling to have lunch with his family as Mrs. Epanchin would have asked for an explanation about such an expensive gift to Nastasya.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+7)

        That's a good question. I don't think the general is motivated by money. I think he sees himself as Ganya's patron. Just as he quickly became Myshkin's patron. Ganya is his secretary and a friend of the family, but still young and with financial difficulties.
And Totsky is a friend as well. And we know how methodological the general can be. So help Totsky out by getting rid of Nastasya by marrying him off to Ganya, helping him in the process. And maybe that way Alexandra will get married to Totsky, a third thing less to worry about. Just a conjecture.
Edit: I wanted to correct my spelling mistake but I thought it too hilarious to change.


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        Ah yes that all makes sense. Especially about Alexendria then marrying Totsky


    


    
        DrNature96 (+7)

        With Totsky calling himself an "inveterate sensualist" who was "unable to control" himself, I think it's pretty obvious that he sexually abused Nastasya Filippovna.
But now, Nastasya is like a guillotine to Totsky, who is afraid of dying such an unnatural death caused by her, and she unfeeling and willing to go all the way to an extremely low point (Siberian exile) - imagine the guillotine swooping down to chop Totsky's neck - to destroy Totsky.
But she's still pretty and manage to get people to like her. Actually, I imagine Lea Seydoux could play her in a movie.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        Actually that might make sense why she's so angry. Usually if a man slept with a girl he had an obligation to marry her. Otherwise he used her like a prostitute or whore. So him considering marriage with someone else would lead to her feeling very angry and insulted indeed.
That would explain her change in character. It seems Totsky has a touch of Svidrigailov in him.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+2)

        Otherwise he used her like a prostitute or whore.

I'm betting that he definitely did... Can infer that this is so. But I am still confused about the marriage. Did she not protest against his advances? Did he make her believe that he loved her? Maybe she believed he loved her... so when she found out he was marrying someone else, she realised it was all fake, he was just using her. (God this is R content, I feel bad typing it.)
Svidrigailov... yes. I wonder if this is the type of story Dostoevsky likes writing, or such things were so common then. I'm inclined to think that it was common. Dickens also wrote content like this in Hard Times, where a character was waiting a few more years for his friend's daughter to be of age so he could marry her. This also happened in a Roald Dahl short story. Not as vile as what Totsky did, but seems things like this were a thing. I assuming these two writers do not simply make things up as they like, maybe I'm completely wrong. Will do a google history check!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        I think she protested against his advances, but only because of her pride. I think if he just asked and she refused she would not have felt used by him - that would have given her agency. A chance to say "no", if you know what I mean.
And I think pedophilia comes up a lot in Dostoevsky's work because he cared deeply about children. And the worst thing imaginable would be a corruption of a pure child spirit. Just an idea. Maybe they were just very common.


    


    
        [deleted] (+6)

        The narrator decides to take a step to the side to tell us about Nastasya's backstory, and it's a tragic one. But Totsky comes to the rescue, although rather creepily. I wonder what made her arrive in St. Petersburg, why the rumors of Totsky getting married set her off, and why/how her personality changed so drastically.
The first time I read through this chapter I didn't read much into Totsky assuming the care of Nastasya, but maybe he did something to her when she was a young girl?
I also wonder what it means that Totsky does not fear public humiliation or being murdered as much as he fears that this would happen to him in such an "unnatural and unpleasant manner"
Totsky wants to move on, and offers her 75 000 rubles to marry. Though, having already included the sum in his will, I'm not sure what the incentive is going to be, or if that was just his way of going "look, I'm totally not just trying to bribe you or anything".
And this causes another sudden shift in Nastasya. I don't understand her at all yet.
Then we learn that Totsky and the General are trying to use the 75k to buy Ganya, to get him to marry so she'll stop bothering Totsky. Did I get that right? But then we learn of a rumor that the general is in love with her also. Oh, and that Ganya actually hates her, and that she's fully aware. Haha, what a confusing mess.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+5)

        Then we learn that Totsky and the General are trying to use the 75k to buy Ganya, to get him to marry so she'll stop bothering Totsky. Did I get that right?

Yeah this is what the General and Totsky were talking about while Prince Myshkin was writing his scripts. The General was shocked by Ganya because Ganya was showing doubt about whether he wants to marry her or not. If Ganya doesn't marry her, the General won't get his portion of the 75k.
The first time I read through this chapter I didn't read much into Totsky assuming the care of Nastasya, but maybe he did something to her when she was a young girl?

I think he sexually abused her. He was attracted to her beauty and... brought her to a little country house... and visited her often... There was no reason to separate her from the family she was living with. He only saw when he came back that she had grown into a pretty teenage girl and he liked her. So the vile man Totsky took her away, with housekeepers to take care of her. Totsky admitted that he had been an "invenerate sensualist". See u/Shigalyov comment below for a clearer admission!


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        Thanks! I didn't catch onto the general being entitled to a portion of the money if they marry.
If he abused her, then her behavior does make much more sense.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+7)

        Dostoevsky is really a master at describing his characters.
I understand now why Myshkin saw suffering in Nastasya's face in her portrait. She lost her entire family in a fire. And we also hear of a softer side to her: she likes music and reading. And she used to be more reserved.
That all these people are crazy about her is funny. Even Yepanchin!
I'm just confused about something. Totsky said he didn't realise who Nastasya was before. And yet is it implied that he slept with her? See the quote:
Finally, even if she were to accept the money [from Totsky], it would not be as compensation for the shameful loss of her maidenhood - for which she was not to blame - but simply as a recompense for a wrecked life

Ganya is also interesting again. I'm unsure about this. So he liked her, but when he realised people were trying to marry her to him he started to hate her? He's clearly very proud despite his humble position. It's strange how certain people, the more they struggle the more proud and vengeful they get.


    


    
        jeschd (+2)

        My interpretation was that Totsky was essentially grooming her to be his wife/mistress but that he lost interest. There are still some unanswered questions related to the "shameful loss of her maidenhood" - one could argue that this could be merely Totsky's keeping/sheltering of her, but I think compared to other outcomes that an orphan could have I think her situation was very good.
Initially I thought, at Nastasya's first blow up related to Tosky's marriage, that it was because she really did expect to marry Totsky and was jealous. Even though she said the opposite, Dostoevsky adds "At least that is how she put it, though she may not have said everything she had in mind"


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        I'm almost certain the "shameful loss of maidenhood" refers to her having sex without being married


    


    
        DrNature96 (+2)

        And we also hear of a softer side to her: she likes music and reading. And she used to be more reserved.

Yeah! She was a sweet girl but was abused by Totsky and then later was bent on revenge against him.
Hey, what translation are you reading? The sexual subject matter is much much clearer in yours that mine (Alan Myers translation).
Anyway, I think Totsky did not see what she could amount to. He remembers that he did see hints of "darkness" in her eyes but ignored them. He didn't realise what she is capable of. Hence, didn't know who she really was.
I'm confused about the Ganya part. It said that he started to hate her after knowing that Totsky and General Yepanchin were "selling her" to him and she was willing to proceed with it.
...Ganya was marrying her for her money, and that he was a blackguard-- envious, intolerant, and vicious, a monster of self-regard; that formerly Ganya sought to conquer Nastasya Filippovna, but when the two friends had made up their minds to exploit this reciprocal passion for their own ends and buy Ganya by selling him Nastasya Filippovna as his lawful wedded wife, he had conceived a poisonous hatred for her. Passion and hatred seemed strangely intermingled in his heart, and although he agreed in the end...to marry the 'awful woman', he swore in his heart to wreak bitter revenge on her for it and 'make her smart'

Why not hate Totsky and Yepanchin instead?? Because she started it? and he can't fight against Yepanchin because Yepanchin is his boss?


    


    
        FinancialBullfrog (+3)

        Yea, this part didn't make much sense to me, especially this "bitter revenge" for  Nastasya Filippovna. It feels like a complete 180. But I'm guessing that once/if he's with her, he's going to quickly change his tune.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        I'm reading Igant Avsey's translation.
I think Ganya feels wounded. He was in love with her without reason, but now his pride is being damaged because of it. So now he hates her.


    


    
        onz456 (+2)

        but now his pride is being damaged because of it. So now he hates her.

I interpreted it thus:  Ganja learned/realised that she wasn't a virgin anymore, because she was sexually abused by Totsky. Somehow he blames the girl, not Totsky.
He might have been in love at first, but now he feels he has been left with damaged goods.
It seems that Russian society at the time didn't really like women who had intercourse without getting married, whether it was through their own fault or not. (cfr. Marie, later on)


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        Wait yes that makes a lot more sense. You're right. It's not the manipulation. It's her sexual reputation.
Now it all makes sense. Thanks.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+3)

        Oh yes! But I thought she wanted a renewal to her life? I don't think she's marrying Ganya for money or some cheap purpose?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        I also thought that, then I realized Dostoevsky was writing from Totsky's perspective. He thinks she wants a renewal. I had to read it three times to realise what the author did.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+5)

        Aw hell naw


    

Chapter 5

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Already on day 5! We're really cruising through this.
Yesterday
We learned more about Nastasya's life. We know she will hold a party that night to decide whom to marry.
Today
The Prince was at last introduced to the Yepanchin family. They interrogated him, asking about his experiences in Switzerland. He had to recount two tales of people sentenced to death. At they wanted to know if he had ever been in love.
Character list
Chapter list


16 Comments


    
        gsaaber (+9)

        Did this passage resonate with anyone else as we enter week #? of global lockdown?
“I spent almost all my time abroad living in a Swiss village; occasionally I went somewhere not far away; what can I teach you? At first I was simply not bored; I started to recover quickly; then every day became dear to me, and the dearer as time went on, so that I began to notice it. I went to bed very content, and got up happier still. But why all that—it’s rather hard to say.”

“So you didn’t want to go anywhere, you had no urge to go anywhere?” asked Alexandra.

“At first, at the very first, yes, I did have an urge, and I would fall into great restlessness. I kept thinking about how I was going to live; I wanted to test my fate, I became restless especially at certain moments. You know, there are such moments, especially in solitude. We had a waterfall there, not a big one, it fell from high up the mountain in a very thin thread, almost perpendicular—white, noisy, foamy; it fell from a great height, but it seemed low; it was half a mile away, but it seemed only fifty steps. I liked listening to the noise of it at night; and at those moments I’d sometimes get very restless. Also at noon sometimes, when I’d wander off somewhere into the mountains, stand alone halfway up a mountain, with pines all around, old, big, resinous; up on a cliff there’s an old, ruined medieval castle, our little village is far down, barely visible; the sun is bright, the sky blue, the silence terrible. Then there would come a call to go somewhere, and it always seemed to me that if I walked straight ahead, and kept on for a long, long time, and went beyond that line where sky and earth meet, the whole answer would be there, and at once I’d see a new life, a thousand times stronger and noisier than ours; I kept dreaming of a big city like Naples, where it was all palaces, noise, clatter, life … I dreamed about all kinds of things! And then it seemed to me that in prison, too, you could find an immense life.”



    


    
        onz456 (+11)

        I like how the real Dostoevsky shimmers through in this chapter: the epilepsy of Myshkin and the ordeals a man goes through after he is informed he is about to die. Both things Dostoevsky experienced in real life.
We also gain insight in how the prince manages to win over people. A lot of people would be extremely distraught if they would be introduced to people they don't know in the same way the prince is introduced by the general to the women. How these women treat him at first is also unbearable for a lot of people. But the prince just takes it in. It doesn't seem to bother him. In effect, after the introduction is over, he slowly gains the upperhand and charms them into liking him:
	First they learn he is not really an idiot. He is a contemplative man, able to hold a conversation on his own. This raises their suspicions about him; "maybe he is a crook".
	Second, he is able to overcome these suspicions without any real effort. In the end they grow very fond of him.

He is not paralysed by the judgment of other people.
This chapter really adds to Myshkin's character and the reader too, grows fond of him.


    


    
        FinancialBullfrog (+10)

        A very vivid description of the last moments of a man's life before he is executed. Dostoevsky managed to be more terrifying in 2 pages than any horror writer I've read, owing it to the fact he has experienced something similar himself.
I wonder: are there any artists that has drawn the suggestion the prince gave to Adelaida?


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        See below!


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+4)

        I think the description of the man whose sentence was commuted the Prince begins with must be very autobiographical. In this chapter we get a real sense of the family dynamics of the three sisters (the number 3 being very symbolic) and their mother, who is both a bit domineering but actually very powerless. The girls obviously get their way and the General  fled without compunction to his romantic intrigue.
I think there is supposed to be an understanding that if Ganya married Nastasya, the General could have her as a mistress which is really despicable. And the pearls obviously show this not your “average” affair to Mrs. Yepanchin.


    


    
        AmazingAlieNnN (+10)

        I really liked this chapter. The first time I could really imagine the setting, the characters, just like a movie.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+9)

        I haven’t gotten a chance to finish the chapter, but I read a bit on my break. I made it to the point about the ass, and I have to say, this is the first time I’ve actually laughed out loud at a book. Looking forward to more moments if there are any. I understand Myshkin’s fondness for asses...


    


    
        usernamenotfound911 (+4)

        Imagine my confusion, I thought he was talking about human body but at the same time couldn't believe it was an appropriate talk, even less in those times. Needless to say English is not my mother tongue. What an ass.


    


    
        Tellus_Delenda_Est (+3)

        Today
In Chapter 5, we learn Prince Myshkin is an ass man.


    


    
        [deleted] (+2)

        I do wonder if the jokes about seeing and hearing an ass work the same way in russian


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+2)

        That’s actually a good point. I guess they would be somewhat connected to the use of the English word ‘ass’...


    


    
        [deleted] (+8)

        Both times the mother was described, I couldn't help but imagine the monster from the movie Mama. The thin face, high forehead, sunken cheeks.
I love how she thinks the prince is such an idiot that he has to wear a bib if he's to be allowed to eat with them. I'm not sure I like the mother or not yet. I did find it funny too that she's so literal that she doesn't understand the difficulty of looking as an artist. She just thinks you have to use your eyes, nothing more to it.
The prince launches into another story, this time almost exactly recounting Dostoevsky's own experience facing the firing squad.
The Prince gives Adelaida a subject: The face of a condemned man a minute before the guillotine falls. I stumbled across this attempt at that subject when googling about the book earlier. I love that art-style.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+14)

        Off topic: I remember a while back I watched this video (8:55) on YouTube about The Idiot. For some reason they only looked at Myshkin's story of the condemned man and ignored the rest of the book. Just by the way. It's hilarious to think about it. Don't worry, they couldn't spoil it even if they wanted to.
I don't like the general anymore. He seemed alright, but he lied to his wife and said Myshkin was almost in tears asking for help.
When they met it is again interesting how they noted that Myshkin is actually in a good state of mind. He's not an idiot. People just keep assuming that because he is so open and good. And at the beginning the mother even spoke about him as an idiot in front of him. It just goes to show how out of touch people could be. But luckily they are better than that.
I like the Yepanchin girls. It seems Alexandra, the oldest, is the most mature. She's more interested in the story and she challenges him on a point or two or encouraged him to continue. She analysed his story about the executed man and realised what it's about. She also agreed with her mother about the other two girls pushing Myshkin on his love-life. And she was the one to realise that he might be hungry.
Adelaida, the artist, is more interested in the romantic side. She wants the picture. She asked him if he had ever been in love.
And Aglaya is strangely the most vindictive. She thought he was an actor pretending to be stupid. And she kept challenging him in a mean way. She said his philosophy isn't better than a miser's and that he sold out Naples for money. She also accused him of having similar sexist views towards women.
Adelaide is therefore the most suspicious, while the rational Alexandra and the vindictive Aglaya are questioning his motives:
"This prince is probably a thorough rogue, rather than an idiot," she whispered to Aglaya.

"You're probably right, I've had my suspicions from the start," Aglaya replied. "It's rather mean of him to act a role. What's he after?"

Though of course by the end he clearly won them over.
And I don't think Aglaya is happy. She does nothing while her sisters do something. And she was surprised by Myshkin's happiness:
"Happy! You know how to be happy?" Aglaya exclaimed.

This is a very important line, brilliantly hidden by Dostoevsky:
"My fits?" the Prince sounded a little surprised. "I don't have many fits these days. But then who knows, they say the climate here will be bad for me."

All in all Myshkin's story about feeling sad at the lake is really relatable. Sometimes it's at the most beautiful events that people (or me at least) become sadder. Sometimes (very rarely) I would go to a wonderful night party or go camp with a family. But it's at that most beautiful moments and places that things feel sad and lonely. And like him you think if you just keep on walking to the end of the world you will come upon life in its entirety.
At times I don't like to read this book. Myshkin becomes too relatable. Not only for the above but also for how people see him, and keep getting the wrong idea of him. If he is who I fear to be then Alyosha is who I want to be.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+6)

        I love that channel (School of Life). I think it's a good basis for explaining the character of Prince Myshkin. Aglaya herself points out that Prince Myshkin lives a happy life because he's able to see the good in any situation. How seeing an donkey made him like being in Switzerland. A donkey! But of course the story of the condemned man did not shape Myshkin into who he is, even if there was some influence. I think Myshkin was that way to begin with, evident from his reaction to the donkey.
But he did learn a lot from the condemned man as well as the man he saw sentenced to the guillotine... I think it helped to shape his view of life.


    


    
        [deleted] (+5)

        Dostoevsky has an incredible ability to make you relate to his characters, and to make you feel understood. I have to admit that I don't feel that way about any of the characters yet though. I didn't reading Demons or C&P either. But Notes and White Nights make up for that in spades.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+5)

        I find Prince Myshkin very relatable. Brings me back to all the times I was called "too nice". "Too nice" doesn't just mean one is nice, it denotes naivety, as if the person would one day be tricked by someone cunning. Even my girlfriend once said my "be good yourself first without it being asked for or reciprocated" view was too simple...


    

Chapter 6

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin was introduced to the Yepanchin family. He told them about his life and the executions he witnessed.
Today
Myshkin told them about a girl he knew in Switzerland, called Marie. She had a very harsh life. She had to work hard, was seduced and abanondoned, and promptly mocked and blamed for her mother's eventual death. Myshkin convinced the children in the village to have pity on her, to the irritation of all the adults.
Character list
Chapter list


14 Comments


    
        [deleted] (+1)

        The story of Marie is my favorite part of the idiot, I think about it every now and then. Like today!


    


    
        simplycurious2 (+29)

        Did anyone else cry reading this chapter? No? Just me?
I was really struck by how simply he tells such a heartbreaking and beautiful story. With such purity.. And exposing so much ugliness about human nature. I cried pretty hard. It was just told in a such a heartfelt way.


    


    
        stelios_0824 (+10)

        Not really cried, but I felt immense pity for her, and quite honestly I even dreamt of at least experiencing giving a person like Marie who was obviously a person with a broken heart, all the love he/she needed as Prince Myshkin did. It's truly heartwarming, and Dostoevsky for the first time touched my heart with this chapter in particular. You know it's one of those things, giving love to those who need it, that give you a sense of meaning in life. There's just something in taking care of another human, and making sure that they never have to feel broken or suffer in any way again, so that you can always see from then on that bright and beautiful smile on their face again or perhaps even for the first time. Holding them close when they're hurt as if you were their angel covering him/her in the feathers of your soft, warm, and gentle wings. I don't know, Dostoevsky really made my heart flutter reading this chapter.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+9)

        This was a really poignant chapter. There is this line that really stuck with me:
“A child can be told everything-everything! I’ve always been struck by the fact that grownups, fathers and mothers, know their children so little. One must never conceal anything from children on the pretext that they are too little and it is too early to know things. What a lamentable and unfortunate idea! And how quick children are to notice that their fathers consider them to be too little to understand, while they understand everything”.
Unlike the grownups in the village, they were able to approach Marie and reconsider their first actions against her and turn hostility to love.
I think there exists a universal love that underpins the sensation of empathy. It is different than romantic love as it is not centered on one person necessarily but can be applied to anyone. A love for humanity. And of course, this leads to sympathy and perhaps affection.


    


    
        [deleted] (+12)

        The prince talking about children is one of the things that in my mind really get across just how good he is, how virtuous he is. Aristotle said that the goal of education is to get the student to like and dislike what he ought. The idea is that the student then, trained in just sentiment will easily find the first principles in ethics. Plato before him said the same. A well trained youth is one who would most clearly see what was amiss in the ill made works of man, and who would most clearly see beauty in what is beautiful, recieving it into his soul and being nourished by it.
This is something C.S Lewis does an incredible job of describing in The Abolition of Man, a book that represents a stark contrast to today's relativistic "everything is subjective, so like whatever you want" approach. The reason I was reminded of all of this is that I don't like children, I just find it awkward to be around them. But I recognize that as a fault within myself, while I see truth in the princes perspective on children.
In this chapter we get to listen along to the tragic story of Marie. When she returns, disgraced, we get one of those bizarre scenes that happens in several of Dostoevsky's books, where everyone collects into the room of some character down on his luck. Same thing happened a couple of times at least in Crime and Punishment with Marmeladov and his wife.
Anyways, as I read on I realize another connection to the ideas of Aristotle and Plato. The Prince, not a learned man by any means, but one who knows what is good, manages to teach the children, to turn them away from their cruel and callous treatment of Marie. His good nature combined with his willingness to act it out is more effective than their schoolteacher could ever be. It's ironic saying this in a book club, but I've come to believe that there is a certain limitation in learning from books, at least if you find yourself unable to live what you learn.


    


    
        onz456 (+7)

        Interesting observations.
In my mind this chapter also reflects something of Socrates' corruption of the youth, wherefore he was sentenced to death by poison.
"Think for yourself, ask questions, don't conform"... The prince's actions seem to reflect this philosophy: how he is able to see through fake smiles, how he reads faces, how he breaks social conventions, how he isn't bothered by social judgment, etc...
The prince shows the kids what to do, rather than tell them; teaching in a lead-by-example kind of way.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+17)

        Who was it that called Myshkin a philosopher? One of the Yepanchin sisters? There are parallels between the charge of the village that Myshkin was corrupting the youth and the charge by Athens that Socrates did the same. Both discussed things considered "improper" by the other adults.
I don't want to spoil the story, but I wonder if there's more to this chapter than I thought the first time I read it. It might be a parallel for future events. Myshkin said he didn't love Marie, but only pitied her. That's something to keep in mind. When does pity become love? How easy is it to distinguish between the two?
And once again we see how sound of mind the Prince really is. He is completely aware of what people think of him. He knows they take as stupidity what he considers to be openness and honesty. There's a real harsh lesson there. Try to speak plainly and honestly with someone and he might think you an idiot. But he admits he used to be an idiot before.
At the end he notably only analyzed two of the sisters and the mother. He ignored Aglaya. I wonder why? And he is right that Adelaida is the kindest. She didn't have suspicions about him like the other two sisters. And she was the most interested in the story for its own sake. Alexandra, though harsher, doesn't show her joy like the others.
Edit: I forgot to mention, isn't "lev" the Russian for "leo" and "lion"? Like "Leo (Lev) Tolstoy"? If so there's an added soft poetry to Myshkin's name. The lion who is so caring.


    


    
        onz456 (+14)

        At the end he notably only analyzed two of the sisters and the mother. He ignored Aglaya. I wonder why?

That's the point: you wondered why. I think everyone who read the last few lines of that chapter, thought "What about Aglaya?" I think it is a technique to capture your attention. I imagine it is also a wonderful seduction tactic... if you pay more attention to the friends of your love interest, she'll be intrigued and will wonder why you ignored her, especially if she is beautiful. Maybe it is a foreshadowing of a possible relationship between the prince and Aglaya. (since now there exists a tension between the both of them, that is absent with the other sisters)

I forgot to mention, isn't "lev" the Russian for "leo" and "lion"? Like  "Leo (Lev) Tolstoy"? If so there's an added soft poetry to Myshkin's  name. The lion who is so caring.

I also saw the link with Socrates' trial and this chapter too; but your mentioning of Lev as lion, maybe opens up another reference.
In many of Dostoevsky's books there is a christlike character; in The Idiot this is obviously prince Myshkin. "The lion who is so caring." made me think of a "lion that looks like a lamb". Both lion and lamb are in Christianity symbols for Jesus Christ. C.S. Lewis also used a lion as a christlike savior figure in his books.
More links with Christ:
	Marie and what happened to her might refer to Mary Magdalene; who was also considered to be a prostitute and therefore shunned. In the New Testament when Jesus embraces her, there is a bit of a scandal. Myshkin is similarly kind to Marie.
	The children and Myshkin's childlike nature. In the bible: " For the Kingdom of God belongs to those who are like these children."
	Myshkin is a rule breaker: aka no regard for social rules; talks to children as if they are adults; embraces the ostracised, etc... Dostoevsky also saw Christ as a rule breaker. In fact, I think he considers it to be one of the key aspects of Christ: the ability to break the rules in order to do good.


*PS: In my translation he is also called Léon by the children in French.Léon is French for lion.


    


    
        cookie_cheesecat (+5)

        Really interesting thought on Marie, I'm gonna bookmark that idea for later, too.


    


    
        [deleted] (+6)

        Good point on the Socrates parallel. I laughed a little when you mentioned Socrates in your comment after I brought up Plato and Aristotle in mine.


    


    
        sergeynik (+5)

        "Mysh" is a mouse in Russian too.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        The lion and the mouse then!


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+17)

        This is a damn good analysis of the chapter. You are doing an awesome job dude. Many of these things I couldn't grasp on my own but now it feels they were right under my nose after reading your comment.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+15)

        Thanks so much man. I appreciate it.
It really helps to read the comments. I would have missed out on the possible inappropriate relationship between Nastasya and Totsky were it not for others here.


    

Chapter 7

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
The Prince told them about Marie. At the end he analysed Adelaida, Alexandra, and their mother.
Today
Myshkin gave his opinion on Agalay. In doing so he compared her to Nastasya, unwittingly bringing Ganya into trouble. Myskin was also made an intermediary between Ganya and Aglaya, having to pass a note between them. It seems Ganya wants her advice on his marriage prospects. Aglaya believes if she tells him not to marry that she would be bound to him.
At the end Ganya and Myshkin went to the former's house.
Character list
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8 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+5)

        My version is “...I’ll make her do what I want yet”.
Oh, Ganya...what a vindictive, openly manipulative and mercenary persona. Aglaya obviously saw through him.
But why did she ask the Prince to return the note instead of handing it back to him herself? If not to implicate the Prince and perhaps scorn Ganya openly.


    


    
        onz456 (+4)

        The 'trick' has worked: the women asked what Myshkin thought of Aglaya's face. He mentioned Nastasya once again. This became the perfect setup to reveal more about Ganya's character. He has become very unlikable after this chapter. Right now I consider him to be the main antagonist. (While still keeping an eye on Tostky though.)
We also see that the prince does stick up for himself, in this case against Ganya. Even though he is stoical when other people consider him an idiot, if they go too far he stops them; Prince Myshkin is not a pushover. His openness and endurance of people's mockery, makes him likable. To some this makes him appear weak, however, and they might seek to prey upon it, when this occurs the prince becomes assertive. Previous, in the Marie story, when he influenced the children to do good and care for someone who is weak, he stayed out of the limelight...and when the villagers started realising he was behind it... it didn't take that long to kick him out of town and he left. Now we see he is not weak himself.
The interaction between Aglaya and Myshkin is also interesting. She seems to trust him now, even though she mocked and doubted him before. I think their relationship will deepen even more. D. created a little bit of tension between them and now they grew closer together: she even warns him about Ganya.
I think it is time for Nastasya to appear. She has been the most intriguing character, but hasn't made an appearance yet.  I wonder how she will act when she meets Myshkin; and vice versa.

My prediction, for now,  is that Ganya will try to use the prince to take his place as a suitor for Nastasya so he can go after Aglaya. I think the prince will go along at first, but I suspect that their rivalry will become deeper as the novel progresses. Maybe Myshkin's role might become that as an errand boy between the different camps, but he will influence the events with his presence... a resemblance to Yojimbo(?)


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        Haha, I'm not sure if the mother is really as similar to the prince as she things she is.
And of course, as if things weren't complicated enough before, now we learn that Ganya has a thing for Adelaida also. But she seems to think it's all about the dowry. Which given what we know about Ganya, might be exactly the case. At least the prince manages to stand up for himself a little at the end there, much to Ganya's embarrassment.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+3)

        Wait, you mean Aglaya, right? Not Adelaida. Don't think he mentioned Adelaida or hinted stuff.
Ganya is horrible. I didn't understand his character the first time I read this lol. But now I see he's a bag of fury and selfishness. Agalya knows his character too. The line she said finally made me understand Ganya. She said to Myshkin, he won't forgive you for giving back the note.
So basically, this Ganya is just mad at everyone who does something against him whether or not they had a real choice in doing or intended to do something to him.


    


    
        [deleted] (+2)

        Oh yeah, I mixed them up!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+11)

        Beauty is very difficult to judge. I'm not ready for it. Beauty is a mystery

We are 7 chapters and 90+ pages into the book. In almost every chapter we are told about Nastasya. And we still haven't been introduced to her. Rogozhin also went off the map.
I don't know how I feel about Ganya. He's clearly very mean and prone to think the worst of people, but he is also suffering a lot. He said of Aglaya that he will "Make her fall into line".
It feels like beating a dead horse, but Mrs Yepanchin again reiterated that Myshkin is no fool. And he himself said so when he argued with Ganya.
Ganya doesn't understand how he could have won Aglaya's confidence. Or that of the others. He suspects some ulterior motive. When Myshkin explained what they spoke about, Ganya dismissed it. He doesn't realise that it is exactly by being open and spontaneous that he won their hearts. Not by crafty words.
That being said, I wonder why Aglaya trusts Myshkin. She has been constantly mean to him.
Yesterday I said I wondered if the story of Marie is a parallel to Nastasya. It reminds of C&P where we uncovered a lot of similarities between Marmeladov's family and Raskolnikov's. Here Myshkin explaining why Nastasya is eery in light of his feelings for Marie:
"Is this your kind of beauty?" she suddenly addressed the Prince

"Yes... this kind..." the Prince replied under some strain.

"That is to say, precisely this kind?"

"Precisely this kind."

"May I know why?"

"In this face... there's a lot of anguish..."



    


    
        DrNature96 (+4)

        "Make her fall into line".

In Myers transalation, he wants to "show her who's master".
"In this face... there's a lot of anguish..."

Myers used the word "suffering" instead of "anguish".
I think Ganya is an annoying and dangerous guy to be with. Aglaya summarised him perfectly when she said to Myshkin that he won't forgive him for returning the note.
Seems Ganya just gets mad with anyone who does something he doesn't agree with, whether or not they had a choice.
Just something fun: I imagine Ganya being played by Tom Hardy in Locke during his rage scenes. Prince Myshkin played by Elijah Wood (bright blue eyes? check).


    


    
        albertfinch (+6)

        Ganya seems like the idiot now alright. As you say, he seems to think affection has to be manipulated, and can’t even conceive of winning it through sincerity.
Even his apology seems pathetic and false to me, as if he was thinking ahead to how the General might react if he heard Ganya had driven away the prince.


    

Chapter 8

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin got involved in the Yepanchin's affairs. He brought Ganya into trouble, and had to relay messages between Ganya and Aglaya.
Today
Ganya and Myshkin arrived at the former's house. He was introduced to his family, notably Ganya's mother, sister, father and brother. Ferdyshchenko and Ptitsyn. Ptitsyn seems to have feelings for Varvara, Ganya's sister. Ganya's family is against his possible engagement with Nastasya. As they argued she herself showed up, and demanded that Myshkin announce her.
Character list
Chapter list


9 Comments


    
        [deleted] (+5)

        I just find if hilarious the Prince being ordered to announce her, and then he actually did it


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+6)

        I’ve finally been able to finish this chapter, it’s funny how being told to stay at home, and not being allowed to go out has somehow made me busier lol.
Nastasya’s entrance caused me to immediately dislike her. When Myshkin is treated poorly, it really makes me feel angry and somewhat protective of him. Like I wish I could say mean things to these people for him.
Edit: organization


    


    
        Ent86 (+3)

        I really liked the stage/scene setting done in this chapter. The discomfort of Gania has been laid out so well that I could feel the pain. I thought that the crampdness of his house represents the lack of space/options in his life too. 
I don't like Gania but all the circumstances are explained so well  that I still feel the pressure he is under and can't help feel a little empathetic. In my experience, sometimes circumstances make people selfish and money minded. 
Can Gania be the contrast to Prince Muishkin? While the Prince remains uncorrupted even in the worst of the circumstance, Gania who is more like any common human being sways as situations become harsher.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+4)

        What a tangled web! Finally, Nastasya makes an entrance and what an entrance!
Varya is an interesting character from what we’ve seen so far...a temper like her brother. It’s interesting how both she and their mother Mrs Ivolgin are upset with Ganya for possibly marrying Nastasya without being in love with her.    Like this is the point that is causing arguments.


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        We meet another few characters in this chapter. Ferdyshenchko seems like a weirdo. I couldn't help but cringe a little as the Prince just hands him the 25 ruble note, all he has in the world. And Ferdyschenchko confirms this by telling the prince to not borrow him any money, though he will ask.
We also meet the general, whom I kind of like. He instantly acts familiar with the prince, and is actually friendly with him from the moment they meet. You can tell that the general has a habit of lying though. More than a habit. I don't even know how to describe that type of person, but their every word seems doubtful, like lying is just as easy as telling the truth.


    


    
        FinancialBullfrog (+2)

        Agree on Ferdyshenchko. He was described as someone who tries "too hard at leaving an impression of originality, but mostly puts people off." Now if you reread his interaction with the Prince again it comes off as more sad  than cringe.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+7)

        A couple things. We already know that both Ptitsyn and Ferdyschshenko are friends of Nastasya. It's interesting that the latter stays with Ganya and the former is a family friend of his.
I can see why Ganya is soo irritated. He has a lot of ambition but has to live in a cramped home. He's unwilling to make the sacrifices needed for success.
It's also interesting how often they speak French. The Yepanchins always speak Russian. This makes Ganya's family sound a bit pretentious. Or as though they try to be more educated and successful than they are.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+2)

        Was French seen as sign of more prestige in Russia back in the days? That would explain so much, not only here but on his other works too. Also Ganya is brushing me off in an uncool way.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+8)

        Yes! French was considered elitist. It's a sign of education and culture. Dostoevsky, later Tolstoy and others helped to give back respect to Russian.
If you read War and Peace you'll see a lot of French usage by the nobility. And in Demons Dostoevsky seems to mock the use of French by the "smart" people as well.


    

Chapter 9

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin arrived at Ganya's place. They argued about Nastasya when she arrived.
Today
Nastasya was introduced to the family, and Myshkin in particular (finally!). She humiliated the general, or rather he humiliated himself in front of her.
Character list
Chapter list


15 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        If the Generals Yepanchin and Ivoglin with Prince Myshkin senior are the past three musketeers (were they?)...I guess current Prince, Ganya and Rogozhin are a messed up version in the present.
I’m getting the sense that Nastasya enjoys taking arrogant, older men down a peg.
I guess some sympathy for Ganya but not too much. Let’s not forget his bad intentions toward Nastasya and his vanity. Not to mention trying to hide and control his family from the woman he might marry that will move in with them?!


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+6)

        Ardalion reminds me of my grandfather who has Alzheimer’s. They’ll read something or watch something, and think it happened to them. I feel kind of bad for him. Also when I read Nastasya’s words I get a big Greshenka vibe...


    


    
        little-armored-one (+2)

        This scene always makes me laugh a bit. I always feel bad for the General with Nastasya egging him on and even worse for Kolya and Nina trying in vain to lead him away. Can’t help but feel a bit of pity for Ganya, unlikeable as he is, for being powerless to stop the scene from unfolding.


    


    
        [deleted] (+5)

        That story cracked me up. He was so close to getting away with it too


    


    
        DrNature96 (+4)

        Nastasya Filippovna seemed like a goddess in the prior chapters but now she seems like a stuck-up, mean woman. General Ivolgin is funny. Ferdischenko seems like a mean guy...
Had to read both chapters 8 and 9 today. Lagging behind because of assignments


    


    
        [deleted] (+10)

        God, Ardalion, the general, walking into the room with a dyed mustache is hilarious. I loved his story about the cigar and the dog. But of course, the general just lifted that right out of a magazine, which embarrassingly, Nastasya had already read.
I almost feel a little bad for Ganya, though his being motivated by status and money does temper that a bit.


    


    
        [deleted] (+2)

        I'll see you a general and raise you a Ferdyshtchenko. Man, the characters in this scenes are crazy. I'm having so much fun these past few days. What a book. Glad I'm reading it with the subreddit.


    


    
        [deleted] (+1)

        Haha, Ferdyshtchenko does seem like a weirdo, that's for sure! I'm glad you're enjoying reading the book with us!


    


    
        DrNature96 (+1)

        Embarassment of the highest degree lol. But dyed moustache though? What colour would he have dyed it? red? Because some old South/Southeast Asian old Muslim men might do that. I don't know about other places haha.


    


    
        [deleted] (+2)

        [empty]


    


    
        AmazingAlieNnN (+6)

        The story of the cigar and the poodle cracked me up bigtime haha! Just imagine that scene happening for real.


    


    
        [deleted] (+5)

        I found todays chapter on YouTube a while ago, from a Russian adaptation. I'm terrible at imagining faces, so I find adaptations like that useful. Plus, it's always cool to see a chapter played out like that.¨
Edit: Of course I forgot to paste the link. Here it is.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        Same here. I often get around this by changing people's hair. So to distinguish between the three Yepanchin girls I made Alexandra blonde, Adelaida silver haired, and Aglaya red-haired. And Nastasya a brunette.
Otherwise everyone would look the same.


    


    
        [deleted] (+2)

        Haha, that works too. I had saved the video until today. Looking at it, I finally understand why the general is so embarrassing. Though, I have to say, Dostoevsky doesn't really lend himself to adaptations very much.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        I'm not sure what to say, except that Nastasya is every bit who we expected she would be.
And who's the new visitor? I'm very tempted to just turn the page and find out. But my guess is on >!Rogozhin!<. Only >!he !<has the motivation to show up there (I put it in spoilers because I realise now that I remember who it was as I've read the book before).
It's interesting that she stopped laughing when Myshkin told her how he knew her. And yet she kept laughing at everyone else.
Although Ganya's behaviour is inexcusable, it's still completely understandable.


    

Chapter 10

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Nastasya arrived at Ganya's home. She humiliated his family.
Today
Rogozhin arrived, along with a host of friends. He called out Ganya and offered to pay him to leave Nastasya. Ganya was so furious that he almost hit Varvara. When Myshkin stopped him, Ganya struck him in the face. Everyone felt pity for him. Myshkin called out Nastasya for her shamelessness. She apologised to Nina Alexandrovna and left. Ganya tried to follow her but came back. Rogozhin left shortly afterwards.
Character list
Chapter list


15 Comments


    
        DrNature96 (+2)

        Was it so common to ask your friend to lend you money? I've seen it in almost every FD book I've read


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        I think it's different because they know Rogozhin is rich. So there's no shame for him to ask for a loan


    


    
        DrNature96 (+1)

        Ohhh yes. Especially for big sums like that. I think there's also maybe some power play here too. I mean, he asked for a loan in front of Nastasya. She could see it like he has no money to pay her and has to ask a friend, but that means the money he gives her is actually his friend's money; but then, she could also see it as he has a power over people to obtain money from them.. just a thought I just had.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        What a chapter of emotional chaos that  crescendos with Ganya slapping the Prince and Nastasya climbing down from her high horse to apologize to Mrs Ivolgin. The Prince is tied even closer to this drama now.


    


    
        [deleted] (+1)

        Damn I felt bad for Ganya here, this couldn't have gone worse for him. Seems not a single person in the whole room respects him on any level especially after all this. Though I also feel bad for Nastasya, shes surrounded by all these weasley, pathetic men.


    


    
        little-armored-one (+4)

        The effect Myshkin has on Nastasya is stunning. His gentle reproach alone causes her to express her regret at her conduct to Ganya’s mother. Nastasya is a type of character that revels in her own misery and ruin, so it was surprising to see a lapse in her resentment.


    


    
        [deleted] (+7)

        What a chaotic scene we got after Rogozhin brought in all of his friends. Neither he or Ganya are doing any favors for themselves. I can't see Nastasya ending up with either of them. Though, I can't really see her with the prince either. Beyond her beauty I don't see what is so appealing. The prince mentioned that he can see suffering in her portrait. And sure, she might have the indefinable quality. But her behavior comes across as pretty obnoxious, just laughing in everyone's faces.
I did like that Rogozhin called Myshkin a sheep after he was hit. It was fitting, given how everyone instantly took pity on him, as if he were an innocent lamb.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+10)

        This was pretty interesting and intense chapter I think. We get to know more about Rogozhin, Myshkin, Ganya and Nastasya all in a single chapter. Nastasya apologizing to Nina Alexandrovna and admiting herself that she actually isn't as wretched creature as she seems. Myshkin being able to read her like a book, how she is truly from inside, her sadness and all seems important too. We saw how much length of craziness Rogozhin is willing to go for Nastasya. Ganya seems so much greedy for the dowry he is going to get after marrying Nastasya that he is willing to let her go after insulting his mother and family, even almost physically hitting Varya too (thank to our dear prince it didn't happened). This all seems pretty intense for a chapter comparatively small.
Also I must be missing something. Why everyone believes Prince to be an Idiot. He seems pretty capable to logical reasoning, he reads people's face and is able to see what they are truly inside, even making a woman as haughty as Nastasya apologize. Is it because of his simple heart, or not acting how usually people expects him to behave conventionally or something else.


    


    
        sverdo (+8)

        I think a major reason for them calling him an idiot is that he doesn't care much for social conventions. He doesn't act or talk in a manner that is deemed proper in those higher circles of Russian society. He has no "bourgeoise-filter", and just says what is on his mind.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        Exactly. They take his mental history coupled with his kindness that proof that he's a fool.


    


    
        kha3rd (+4)

        definitely an emotional chapter!
keep tabs on what you wrote here...


    


    
        Shigalyov (+14)

        Such dramatic chapters are rare for Dostoevsky. So many people, so many stuff! I liked it.
The more I think about Myshkin and Nastasya, the more they remind me of unfulfilled versions of Alyosha and Grushenka. Alyosha gave an "onion" to Grushenka. And Myshkin calling out Nastasya's behaviour made her realise just a little bit that she is not this mean this person in reality. That she apologised to Nina means a lot.
Rogozhin is so fiery. You can easily believe him getting that money. And I believe what he said about protecting people he care for. You don't want to cross him.
Think about it! Poor Myshkin just wanted advice on something, which is why he went to the Yepanchins. Remember, there was this letter or something he wanted to show him. And now he's involved in all of this drama. Like a poor guy falling into a movie.
One more thing, I've just noticed that those who crowded around Myshkin included Rogozhin, Ptitsyn and the General. We don't know a lot about the character of the last two yet. So it's interesting to note that they have some compassion.


    


    
        jfmrmv (+5)

        Loved this chapter, i had to read it yesterday.
I am amazed by your ability to analyze and compare different Dostoevsky works. Something must be up with my memory, i just can't recall any of your references of others books. And i never finished The Idiot, but i read the most part of it before and i have no ideia what's going to happen.
Anyway, i remember of my hate of Nastasya from earlier on and this time i'm trying to understand her better. But still, i just can't have a lot of compassion for her.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+7)

        I agree with you on that.  Many analysis of u/Shigalyov and u/I_am_Norwegian amaze me too. Mods are really doing good job on that ground.


    


    
        [deleted] (+6)

        Thank you!


    

Chapter 11

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Too many things. Rogozhin showed up at Ganya's place with  horde of friends. He further humiliated Nastasya. Ganya tried to hit Varvara, but when Myshkin stopped him, he hit Myshkin instead. Nastasya apologised to Nina and Varya. Rogozhin and Nastasya left.
Today
The aftermath. Kolya and Varya comforted Myshkin in his room. Ganya also apologised. We learn more about his reasoning and why he wants to marry Nastasya. At the end he and Kolya headed to the General.
Character list
Chapter list


15 Comments


    
        Attapravira (+3)

        I wish to understand, why did Ganya say that if he had kissed Myshkin’s hand, would the prince have had made him his enemy afterwords?
And Myshkin replies, It would have been sure to, but not for always. I dont understand what happened here, I would Ganya kissing his hand make him his enemy?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+7)

        In Dostoevsky's books, characters are very sensitive about their pride. Ganya would have resented himself (and by extension Myshkin) if Ganya made himself so low to Myshkin by kissing his hand. At that moment he would have been humble, but when his pride came back he would have regretted it.
Humility taken too far is dangerous for a proud man.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+3)

        Why did Nastasya want to humiliate Ganya though? I don't get this part... I think she also harbors some hate against him. And to answer Rogozhin with the affirmative that she won't be marrying him. What's the matter here..


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        It was mentioned that she knows exactly what Ganya thinks of her. She knows his real plans. She knows he only wants money and wants to sell her to Yepanchin. I think she is playing with him because of it.


    


    
        [deleted] (+11)

        The prince is like the character you play in a video game. Where your character is detached from all the stuff going on with the actual characters of the world. But everyone you meet confides in you within your first meeting, and some way or another a task they need doing naturally arises and you end up doing it for them.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+7)

        Ganya states to the Prince, “...I don’t want to look ridiculous. Above all, I don’t want to be made to look ridiculous “.
But of course, this is exactly what is going to be happening to him, both at home and at work. What kind of life will follow this marriage (besides the supposed windfall)? Gen Yepanchin trying to seduce his wife while he is at the office? His family continually angry at him for throwing away a chance for his own happiness. You definitely get the sense the Ivolgins are still close, even with their issues and they will be unable to accept this situation.


    


    
        [deleted] (+8)

        Last chapter I completely skimmed right over the part where the Prince said to Nastasya
"Aren't you ashamed of yourself? You're not like that, not like the person you pretended to be just now, are you? Is it really possible?"

That's a pretty significant line, and a very big step up from the guy who passively acted as a servant the moment she came in the door.
Ptitsyn apparently knows Nastasya well, and according to Kolya he didn't understand her behavior in the last chapter either. Which puts him in the same club as everyone. That's been the common thread with her since the start of the book, hasn't it? Her behavior, her entire personality constantly changes.
Ganya and the Prince make up very quickly, with Ganya admitting that the prince might not be such an idiot after all.
It's pretty funny that Ganya thinks he's acting nobly here, by being so open about being in it for the 75 000 rubles instead of showering her with "liberal-progressive ideas". The worst part is that there's a truth to what he's saying. He's not deceiving her, which would be the obvious strategy.
The prince calls Ganya an ordinary and weak man after their heart to heart. He didn't say it with ill-intent, but I have a feeling that he could not have said anything else to hurt Ganya more.
It's also interesting that Ganya admits he's something of a "little boy" still. Just like madame Yepachina admitted she was still a child. Just like the Prince was accused of still being a child.

I still feel a little lost trying to understand these characters. Nastasya is an enigma, but also the person who everyone else gravitates around, so it's difficult to see the true nature of what is happening. Ganya too is a complicated character. Vain, and hungry for money and status, but in this chapter he showed another side to himself. At least we're in for a fun chapter tomorrow with the general.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+11)

        Same here, they're always behaving unexpectedly. I don't know how to pin them down to a certain trope, maybe I'm unfamiliar with such characters. Even Rogozhin's group. They were a weird bunch just following to see some action. It's like a high school crowd following the alpha rich guy who's trying to get the hot girl.
Ganya is a mess though... He gets angry too easily and worse, angry at the wrong people. Out of all the people to slap, I believe he should've slapped Rogozhin. But no! He attempts to slap his own sister and then successfully slaps Myshkin! I think Ganya is like that kid who tries to be bigger than what he thinks he is, but he remains a coward so rages against people he knows he can overpower.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+4)

        Aw shit I'm missing the good part. Will catch up when I can!
Edit: Phew. Managed to catch up. Good thing Chapter 10 was short.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+9)

        I realised that the previous chapter was the first time Myshkin really had any agency in the story. Before that he was more of a passive actor being tossed around by everyone. But from no one he would play a more active role.
And just when you want to forgive Ganya he refuses to apologises to Varya and goes off about how he does indeed want to marry Nastasya for money. And he basically called her a slut, but not in so many words:
"There are women who are fit only to be mistresses, and nothing else"

He says he will take control over her and even leave her if it looks bad on him. He is sounding more and more like C&P's Luzhin, but without any real power. And like Luzhin he refuses to believe that Nastasya doesn't really love him at all.
Myshkin pointed out that even if he marries he may not get the money. This aspect of Russian society has always fascinated me. In contrast to some other countries it seems like Russian girls were rarely forced into a marriage. The parents usually arrange them, but only go through with it if their daughters really want it. Maybe this is just the perception of the Russian books I read. The same applies to the dowries. The women often have their own possessions, such as their own farms and so, even after marriage. Does anyone know if this was really the case?
I find Ganya's statement very true but also hilarious:
"Scoundrels prefer the company of honest people".

That's a nice quote and perhaps true. But immediately afterwards he was offended by Myshkin's honesty.

"There goes Ivolgin, King of the Jews!"

I understand the sentiment, but in one swoop Dostoevsky shows both Ganya's arrogance and Dostoevsky's own dislike for Jews. And yet by doing so he shows the irony and hypocrisy of Ganya: he dislikes Jews, but he plans to be exactly like them (in Dostoevsky's view of them).
Ganya also said that General Yepanchin expects Ganya to sell Nastasya to him. Someone a few days ago pointed out that that was the General's desire. I didn't see it, but whoever you are, you were right!


    


    
        [deleted] (+6)

        From all of the Russian books I've read, I've also gotten an impression of gender dynamics that are very different from the black and white historical picture people usually trot out. You see this in Tolstoy too. In Anna Karenina Stepan has to practically beg his wife for permission to sell off some of her forests. In The Brothers Karamazov you have Grushenka who showcases some of the lower-class female independence. She lived alone, worked for herself and saved up money.
I know these are books and not historical documents, but Dostoevsky did write social realism, so if anything, he'd be extra sensitive to the kind of imbalances we're talking about here.
Ganya also said that General Yepanchin expects Ganya to sell Nastasya to him. Someone a few days ago pointed out that that was the General's desire. I didn't see it, but whoever you are, you were right!

How would that work. Ganya marries Nastasya. Nastasya gets the 75k. Then what? It's Totsky's money, right?


    


    
        DrNature96 (+6)

        I think Ganya wants to keep the 75k to himself right? But maybe...well, Gen Yepanchin could take her as mistress while he pays Ganya. That's really insane. What person would agree to that ...
It honestly went over my head that Gen Yepanchin had hopes to "buy" Nastasya from Ganya. I thought it was just a remark from Gen Yepanchin about how cheap Ganya is. But Ganya is definitely very insulted by this. I think with the 75k, he intends to eventually reach a status where he's not of "little consequence" as he put it himself (that Gen Yepanchin sees him of "little consequence").


    


    
        jfmrmv (+5)

        I am not sure about Ganya yet. He is obviously under a lot of stress and nobody seems to really respect him.
We also learn that the Prince might as well be in love with Nastasya too.


    


    
        DrNature96 (+5)

        I'm finding it hard to respect him with the way he's always angry at the people around him... but I think you're right, he's under a lot of stress. Here's a chance to get an easy 75k roubles. Based on what he told Myshkin, it seems he wants to save it up and get himself in better status, which I think is not wrong. The problem lies in having to marry Nastasya when he doesn't love her, and maybe dislikes her, and also the image of him marrying for money (which despite his protest against it, I think he's concerned about it).


    


    
        jfmrmv (+3)

        yes, i agree that the reason why he wants to marry Nastasya is wrong, but we also don't know why she wants to marry him (we don't really know if she wants to marry, but it seems like it) And it doesn't seems to be because of her love.


    

Chapter 12

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Ganya's family comforted Myshkin. Ganya himself also apologised and explained his true intentions with Nastasya. At the end Kolya and Myshkin headed for General Ivolgin.
Today
Myshkin convinced Ivolgin to take him to Nastasya's soiree. On the way Ivolgin convinced him to stop at the home of Marfa Barisovna. Ivolgin fell asleep there. Kolya promptly told Myshkin that Ivolgin lied and doesn't really know Nastasya's location. He decided to take Myshkin himself. On the way Kolya tells Myshkin about Marfa's son, a boy named Ippolit, who suffers from consumption. Nina and Varya try to help Ippolit's family where they can.
Character list
Chapter list


9 Comments


    
        [deleted] (+6)

        How old is Koyla? I thought he was a young teen but I'm guessing he might be older
One thing I'm really starting to feel now is that everything Russia went through... starting around the mid 1800s with the rebellious youth, leading all the way up the revolution. It's because the country had no national identity. What Koyla was saying this chapter... seems the feeling in the air is that everyone is a scoundrel and theres no people to look up to anymore. And I remember when reading Demons Stepan said something like "Russia has never had an original thought". I can see why the youth was so nihilistic. Though this might just be Dostoevskys bias getting through to me. He certainly saw Russia's Russia's identity being attached to the Orthodox Church and saw it as a mistake to drift away from this I think.


    


    
        Possible_Spinach4974 (+2)

        One thing I’m really starting to feel now is that everything Russia went through... starting around the mid 1800s with the rebellious youth, leading all the way up the revolution. It’s because the country had no national identity.

That’s because, as Dostoevsky believed, Russia was not a place but a question. It provokes unsettling questions. It is a place adrift - which explains why it produced 1917


    


    
        practicaljalapeno (+2)

        He is 15.


    


    
        FinancialBullfrog (+5)

        Yea, from the last time we saw Koyla talk, he certainly didn't feel like he was thirteen. His speech feels inline with Myshkin/Ganya than a kid. Even Varya feels younger.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+9)

        Another interesting chapter. This time we get to know General Ivolgin a bit better. As pointed out already, he is a pathological liar, he lies not because he gets something out of it, he just does so & I think believe himself too. Also, his connection with Madame Terentyev is revealed.
Somehow it touches me less, as it concerns my father, while it is HIS mother. That, of course makes a great difference. What is a terrible disgrace to a woman, does not disgrace a man, at least not in the same way. Perhaps public opinion is wrong in condemning one sex, and exusing the other.

These lines from Kolya indicates that their relationship is well known. I like how subtly Dostoyevsky criticizes this discrimination. Also in the next paragraph, he criticizes the so-called high morals shown by society though Kolya. There are terribly few honest people whom one can respect.   He even admits that even Varya helps Ippolit and his family out of pride and to show off, not out of kindness or good heart. This holds true even in present times. These things, these ideas make me introspect.
Edit: We get to know the "human/ normal" side of Prince Myshkin which is cool. Also, Kolya is a real MVP.


    


    
        [deleted] (+8)

        The general is such a weirdo. I think he actually believes his own stories as he is telling them. Otherwise their showing up at some random house doesn't make much sense.
And of course the prince just gives the drunk general all of his money, even after people kept telling him to avoid doing specifically that. We're introduced to a new family who have both suffered under and received help from Ganya's family. By the living room set-up I assume the house hosts gambling and drinking, and that the lady of the house was stupid enough to lend the general money after he ran out. The general promises her the 25 rubles though, haha.
Oh, and turns out Nastasya doesn't live where the general was taking the prince after all. Who could have known. Luckily Kolya is there to save the day. He even asks the prince if he wants to get an apartment with him and another friend, Ippolit. I kind of hope he does, beats living with Ganya & Co.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+17)

        Fun fact: we've read about 140 pages and 12 chapters. Everything so far has happened in a single day. We have spent almost every second with Myshkin. There have been no significant time jumps, like "two hours later" or so. Dostoevsky only skipped some travels, like from the train station to the Yepanchins, or from the Ivolgins to the cafe.
What's the first thing we find the general doing at the cafe? Reading the very same newspaper where he read about the man who threw the dog out of the window. That's a subtle fact that Dostoevsky neatly hides in front of us.
And the general really is a pathological liar. Though he probably deceives himself more than others.
He was annoyed with himself for having been so trusting. In fact his trust extended only in so far as he wanted the General to affect an introduction to Nastasya Fillopovna's even at the risk of provoking some incident..."

It's interesting how impatient and unkind Myshkin was in this chapter, and especially here. He basically wanted to use the general. He also (in contrast to earlier chapters) didn't mind to make a scene to get what he wanted. In a sense he acted like a normal human, but it's clear that he has an obsession to go to the party. This is just a glimpse of an unhealthy side to him. Things like this is why I don't really think Myshkin is a symbol of Christ.
(This is a bit of a tangent, but I am always irritated at this comparison. I know some people say that Dostoevsky wanted to portray a perfectly innocent Christ figure in the character of Myshkin. That may be so, but NONE of Dostoevsky's main characters are ever flat one-dimensional allegories. They are people. They encapsulate many of Dostoevsky's ideas, but they are people first and foremost. Just by the way, apologies for the rant)
One more thing. Myshkin lost 25 roubles in this chapter. That's a lot. I think that's more than an average salary for an average guy at the time? (Correct me if I'm wrong though, I'm really not sure). Even just giving 10 roubles to the general is a hell of a lot.


    


    
        albertfinch (+6)

        Interesting people think the Prince was being impatient and unkind with the General. I didn’t feel that way. The general agrees to take him to the house, then he endures the general getting drunk and monologuing at him for hours, then also indulges two detours. I’d have lost patience well before that! Not to mention he just gave the general 25 roubles too.
But yes it’s a bit odd him asking the general in the first place. I feel there is something going on with the prince that I’m not understanding yet.


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        I noticed the same thing about the impatience of the prince. He really was using the general. He isn't acting terribly or anything, but he's certainly not acting like Christ, haha 😅


    

Chapter 13

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin wasted time trying to get General Ivolgin to introduce him to Nastasya.
Today
Myshkin showed up at her apartment. All the notable people were there: Ferdyschschenko, Ptitsyn, Totsky, General Yepanchin, and Ganya. Along with some other random people. Myshkin told Nastasya that she is perfection itself. Near the end they decided to play a game where they recount their most shameful actions.
Character list
Chapter list


10 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        Possibly the worst parlor game but a great set up for the stories to follow. I also noted Nastasya is “feverish“ ...which seems to indicate a certain passion and irrationality in characters so far. Again the Prince is welcomed into society.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        He was just as surprised at being welcome. It showed how Nastasya is used to entertaining low-lifes.


    


    
        onz456 (+18)

        I want to point to a minor detail in this chapter. Ferdyschschenko referring to the fables of Ivan Krilov... saying that he is the ass and General Yepanchin is the lion in the fable of the Old Lion. (It's an adaptation of Aesop's fable)
The fable of the Old Lion tells of a lion who lost his power because he got old. A bunch of animals arrive to take revenge on him for his past deeds, one among them is a donkey. This reflects what Ferdyschschenko says that he would take revenge at the first sign of weakness. He also names Yepanchin as the lion, meaning that he thinks he lost a lot of his former powers; this could be viewed as an insult. Yepanchin, however, says that he agrees that Ferdyschschenko is an ass; another insult. It tells a lot about their characters.
This is the second time a lion and a donkey are mentioned in close proximity to another. The first time is when Myshkin relates his arrival in Switzerland. He is knocked out of his delirium by the braying of a donkey. The first name of the prince is Lev; which means lion in Russian. This scene however seems to mirror another fable of Aesop; the Lion and the Donkey. In this fable the lion is insulted by the donkey, but upon realising it is just a donkey that does the insulting, he easily ignores the insult. It seems to fit to Myshkin's character. It also made me wonder whether the Prince himself often considers the other party as idiotic? (cfr. Ganya slapping him; a grave insult in Russian society, often resolved in a duel to the death. Myshkin just brushes it of. And while a lot of people consider him an idiot for it, maybe the reverse is true and they are the real idiots...willing to risk their lifes for a mere insult.)
An Ass mocked a Lion who eventually decided to just let the Ass be himself and not give the Ass any further notice. Moral: Don’t bother fighting with fools.



    


    
        i_sadriddinov (+2)

        Great observation!!!


    


    
        Extra_Volume_9903 (+2)

        Fantastic observation!!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        Wonderful! Thanks for the explanation.


    


    
        little-armored-one (+3)

        Thank you for elaborating on this. My copy of The Idiot’s note on this mostly says “lost in translation”... lot of help that was.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        Which copy do you have?


    


    
        [deleted] (+8)

        Favorite line:
"and thought he could seduce her her mainly by comfort and luxury, knowing how easily the habits of luxury are acquired and how difficult it is later to give them up, when luxury gradually turns into necessity."

Normally I like jester characters, but Ferdy is terrible. Jesters are supposed to be witty, not witless. That's what makes them interesting, because they manage to illustrate hypocrisy, lies and contradictions wherever they can be found through their jestering. Undressing the king so to speak. At least that's how the jester archetype usually functions. But Ferdy? Well, we don't really know him yet, maybe he'll redeem himself a little. Though his "game" doesn't bode well. It's a terrible idea, going around the room telling everyone the worst thing you've ever done. But Nastasya loves the idea and people don't dare go against her.
The prince can't help himself and blurts out about how perfect Nastasya is, even if she is pale and skinny. Smooth.
And as if Nastasya wasn't hard enough to nail down already, now she's alternating between laughing hysterically like a maniac and listless silence.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+6)

        There isn't much to analyse. So I'll just make  few notes.
Myshkin had two reasons to see Nastasya: to tell her not to marry Ganya... and because he is clearly smitten with her. This explains his "irrational" behaviour.
On a side note, it's interesting that she is also ill.
It seems the only honest person there aside from Myshkin is Ptitsyn. Why would he be there?
I think Ferdysschshenko keeps calling Yepanchin "Your Highness" to mock the fact that he does not actually have a title. Remember, he is a self-made man. But I have a question: in Russian society, did the husband inherit the title of his wife? Madame Yepanchin is a Princess, does that make him a Prince as well? I think the title at least goes to the children?

"you're not like the others"

- Nastasya

I get a bad feeling about a quote like that!


    

Chapter 14

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin showed up at Nastasya's party. They decided to play a game where everyone recounts their most shameful deeds.
Today
Ferdyschshenko, Yepanchin and Totsky all shared their stories. Nastasya brilliantly used this to showcase her worst deed: asking Myshkin to tell her if she should marry or not. He said she shouldn't marry Ganya. She decided not to, and all but broke off relations with Yepanchin, Totsky and Ganya. At the end Rogozhin showed up.
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        underoverrated (+5)

        I got started late and just caught up. Guess I’m still a chapter behind... Anyway, I’m having a hard time understanding the Ferdeshenko hate?  He strikes me as one of the only honest characters in the room. The General and Totsky are obviously practiced liars, both of them even shrug off the responsibility of the “bad deed” and morph it into something good. Feirdeshenko points out that they cheated and nobody seems to acknowledge it.
 Am I missing the level of formality that’s usually at an event like this? 
 I couldn’t help but chuckle every time they mention originality. They hold it in such high esteem, then belittle everyone who shows some.
If I butcher the names it’s because I’m listening to it on audible.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+5)

        The game ends with Nastasya declaring her independence...gives Totsky his money back, gives the General back the pearls with the instructions “...Give them to your wife”. Her declaration should shame anyone with a modicum of decency, which obviously doesn’t include this crowd! Now the setup with Rogozhin!


    


    
        [deleted] (+5)

        When the beggar lieutenant talks about the superiority of English Boxing.
I think Nastasya almost called the prince an idiot there at the end, trying to explain how he could act so purely.
I thought the Prince confessing his feelings felt a little contrived. But then again, these sorts of feverish declarations of love are pretty standard Dostoevsky. Though I'd expect something like that from a character like TBK's Dmitri, not so much the prince.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        True. I keep feeling like the characters of The Idiot are incomplete versions of those in BK. Those in The Idiot are more broken in a way.


    


    
        onz456 (+20)

        I like this chapter and the next for the deep psychological reveal of the book's heroin. It is the psychology of a victim of abuse trying to regain control and failing(?).

Nastasya's way to freedom
The reason she dumps Ganya (this was imho her plan all along with or without Myshkin), is to break the chains from her past; and to break with the men who are trying to control her now. The marriage is described as a way for her to become a respectable member of society and to provide her with a happy future. That this is a lie should be obvious from previous chapters: the interaction with Ganya's mother and sister (happy?); Ganya's deal with Totsky; Ganya knowing that the general is also after Nastasya; Ganya admitting he doesn't really love her;etc...
By doing this, she opens herself up to become her own woman again. Now it is she who is in charge of her destiny, not those crooks who tried to control her. Two paths seem to open up: the one to salvation; and the one to punishment (doom).
Myshkin represents the path to salvation; Rogozhin is his rival and represents the path to her downfall. (She certainly knows this at the start.) (But that's for the next chapter...)

The game
A lot of readers will probably have grown to severly dislike Ferdischschenko in this chapter.
Strange how it may seem, but I feel that Ferd's story wasn't really that bad. If this is the absolute worst he has done, one could argue that he's not that bad. No, to me he comes more across as socially dumb, more than immoral, as he was the only one who played the game imho truthfully. He gets no credit for that though. In fact his only real 'crime' seems to be that he is unaware that it is better to hide what he has done, not to boast about it; 'you should not mock your victims'.
Nastasya knows the general and Totsky, and she knows what they are up to and what Totsky did in the past to her. They don't acknowledge her and her knowledge. (One of the reasons she won't do anymore what they want her to do.)
- Is the story of the general, who paints himself as someone who helps older women out of guilt of what he once did, really that bad compared to what he is trying to do now to Nastasya? He offered her a pearl necklace. Ganya knew of this; and seemed to be ok with it. He claims to offer Nastasya a respectable way out, but instead tries to buy her like an ordinary whore. He cheats on his wife. He betrays the people he knows. Is his story really worse than what he is planning to do... than what he is already doing? Is what he is planning to do not worse than Ferdischschenko stealing the money and betraying someone he doesn't know?
- Is the story of Totsky, who paints himself as someone who 'saved a marriage', really the worst thing this man has done? He betrays a friend; one could consider it worse than Ferd's story. But it isn't the worst he has done. He groomed a child, '"educated" her in order to better control her', then abused her, then tried to dump her,...
This is the reason Nastasya refuses Ganya; imho she knows the prince will tell her not to marry Ganya. She breaks the cycle of these men using her as an object. Selling her, negotiating amongst eachother to get something from her,... They are the predators, but she refuses to become the prey...
Also note that the public is more shocked about what Nastasya is doing; and not about what she later reveals about Totsky: she was abused by Totsky as a child (we already know this and this is imho already assumed by the crowd; and maybe 'a good girl should accept what happened to her and shut up') But the abuse DID have an effect on her, it is obvious from the fever, her switching between moods, her acknowledgement that she was suicidal, etc...
Totsky seems to be able to get away with his crimes; he can easily brush it off of him... He is clever enough to not acknowledge Nastasya's pain. His first name is Afanasi; it literally means 'immortal'. No matter the evil he does, karma doesn't exist for him, he will survive, he will always be there (that's at least how I view it until now).
The general too has not much to fear; he also seems to get away with his scandals. His wife may be mad, but he can always say he is too busy working.
These two men are the real immoral ones here, but they are clever enough to hide it (unlike Ferdischschenko).
The victim vs the perpetrator
One also must consider the difference between the psychology of a victim and that of the perpetrator.
The perpetrator might not see that what he is doing is wrong, but the victim might still suffer from it.  E.g: What for a rapist is a mere 'ten minutes of pleasure', can become for a victim a lifetime of psychological pain. In a sense the perpetrator might even have forgotten 'the worst' thing he ever did. It is very subjective. A psychopath might stab someone in the eye and go out for a drink later on, but may feel horrible after forgetting to feed his cat for a day. What is the worst thing you have done? Can you really be your own judge?


    


    
        little-armored-one (+3)

        Here is another chapter in which Nastasya is simultaneously  erratic and calculating, where the Prince is suspected of acting so, and where Rogozhin shows up to the surprise of more polite company. At this point, it seems like Nastasya has some sort of plan or end game that the other characters are not yet privy to.


    


    
        practicaljalapeno (+1)

        May I ask what's the point in sharing it everyday? I don't mean anything.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        Sharing what?


    


    
        practicaljalapeno (+1)

        Each parts of the idiot


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        We're doing a book discussion.


    


    
        practicaljalapeno (+1)

        Nice. I'm reading it too. I'm at chapter 4 part 2


    


    
        readtofinish (+4)

        The prince has been in town for a little over 14 hours. That is what I keep thinking about. Would love to divulge but I need to organise my thoughts about this.


    


    
        [deleted] (+6)

        At least Ferdy's game justifies my dislike of him very quickly. He just watched as a maid took the fall for his petty theft. Well, even worse, he tried to get her to confess, pretending to actually care.
I was surprised that the general came out with a genuine story, one where he does actually does something bad. Of course, he does manage to distance himself from that young ensign, and he does redeem himself, much to his own satisfaction. But still, more than I expected in such polite company.
Totsky says that anyone would instantly know their worst action. I'm not sure that I do. Nothing really pops to mind.
Totsky's story is pretty good too. It does sound like something out of a book though.
Then Nastasya gives the Prince the choice of whether she's going to marry or not. Seems a little ironic given how the youngest Yepanchina sister just threw away Ganya's letter because he couldn't make a decision himself. Not sure if there is really a link here though, because while Ganya was motivated by cowardice and a wish of assurance, Nastasya seems more like she's playing a game.
We've now reached the same point that I'd reached when I checked out a couple of translations on my own, and ended up just reading ahead for a couple of hours, something I never do. I think I'll jump over to the Alan Myers translation again just to see how it feels now after having read the McDuff one for a few weeks.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+10)

        A brilliant chapter. I was just as shocked at Nastasya's question to Myshkin as everyone else. I wondered why Dostoevsky would waste time telling the stories of these people. Now she wonderfully uses this as an opportunity to "show" rather than "tell".
There were hints of this before. She told Myshkin he will change his mind of her after the night. And earlier in this chapter she told the General that it's a pity that he's so kind-hearted after all.
Again we are told that Nastasya is in a "feverish" state. It's interesting that she, Myshkin and Rogozhin are all a bit ill.


    

Chapter 15

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Nastasya decided not to marry Ganya at Myshkin's suggestion.
Today
Rogozhin arrived with 100 000 roubles. Myshkin told her not to marry him either, but that he himself will marry her. He revealed that he is actually in Russia to settle an inheritance.
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        lazylittlelady (+6)

        What’s interesting is my version the Prince states...”I shall be marrying an honest woman, and not Rogozhin’s slut”. Which is a bit more explicit. I don’t know how that relates with the actual Russian word used.
What is laughable is the General is ready to ascribe everyone’s rational reactions to sickness. He says Nastasya is “feverish” and says about the Prince “He isn’t raving, is he?...This is a real madhouse”. Where as the exploitation he, Totsky and Ganya were ready to commit/have committed is rational.


    


    
        onz456 (+3)

        The Russian version uses:  "rogozhinskuyu". I think it is meant that she takes on the name of Rogozhin as if she marries him. I do not know whether a  pejorative connotation is meant.
rogozhinskuyu: could be translated as "of Rogozhin".
The Prince says literally: "I take you chestnuyu (=honest), Nastasya Filipovna, not Rogozhinskuyu."
Also note that Nastasya is the first one to use the expression.

In the version I'm reading: it is translated as 'Rogozhin-woman'.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+1)

        Thanks! I was wondering about the original wording...I wonder if it’s about context too re:pejorative?


    


    
        onz456 (+30)

        Looking deeper into the meaning of the names, makes me believe Dostoevsky chose them carefully. It is not clear to me yet, what is significant and what not. But I think Dostoevsky really uses symbols from the bible to give his novel an eerie vibe; a sense of doom. I think he points towards Revelations in the case of The Idiot.
The symbols could foreshadow what is about to happen, but I'll only know whether this is the case after I finished the book. Somehow I get the same vibe from this book as I get from the film series Dekalog by director Krystov Kieślowski. Anyway, here is what I found. Take it with a pinch of salt. It is after all just speculation.

Lev Nikolajevitsh Myshkin:
Lev: = lion.
	This is most likely also a reference to Christ, who was known among early christians as the lion of Judah.
	I think there are also references to Aesop's fables about the lion. Krilov's Old Lion is mentioned, but here the lion is General Epanchin. Myshkin arriving in Switzerland, hearing the braying of a donkey, coming back to himself: Aesop's the Lion and the Donkey(?)
	The word lion is juxtaposed with Myshkin.

Nikolajevitsh: son of Nikolaj (from nico laos: conqueror of the people)
Myshkin:
	Mysh= mouse. It is contrasted with lion. The prince's name translated sounds like "Lion Nikolajevitsh Mousekind". The mouse is considered a lowly animal. It makes me think of the Undergroundman from Notes From Underground; he too mentions a mouse or a rodent crawling in the floor space. Maybe Myshkin will eventually fall from grace too.

But on the other hand maybe the "mouse part" is actually the thing that saves him; cfr Aesop's fable The Lion and the Mouse; how the mouse saves a lion who is trapped, suddenly the mouse becomes more powerful. (Lion=pride vs mouse=humble.)
	"Myshkin" also resembles the Hebrew Mishkan. The mishkan is the tent that contained the Ark of the Covenant, during the Exodus; the tabernacle. Mishkan translates as "God's dwelling place" on earth. Is it a happy coincidence? The name does give the prince yet another layer anchoring him again in biblical narratives.


There is a paradoxical nature to the prince that is also reflected in his name. Is he a lion appearing to be a mouse? OR is it really the opposite? Or is he both? A lion in some instances and a mouse in others. Maybe the prince will disappoint someone, maybe he will really turn out to be an idiot after all?

Nastasya Filippovna Barashkova:
Anastasha = resurrection. An aptly chosen name, since she had to reinvent herself. She turned herself from a scared little girl, victimised by Totsky, into a strong and intriguing woman.
Filippovna = daughter of Filip. (from fil and hippos: lover of horses)
Barashkova: Barashek = lamb. Another biblical connotation and also a possible reference to Christ. Christ was known as a lion, but also as a lamb. In Revelations a beast is mentioned pretending to be a lamb. But it is Christ in the form of a Lamb who breaks the Seven Seals.
Whether Nastasya turns out to be more like the beast or more like christ, is something I think we'll tend to find out later on.
The lamb and the lion feature heavily in the book of Revelations, or the Apocalypse. It gives the entire story a deeper layer and puts it into connection with biblical narratives. I assume that Dostoevsky's early readers, because a lot were christians, really grasped the significance of a deeper meaning behind "the Lion and the Lamb".

Rogozin: Roga = horns.
	It is also a possible reference to the book of Revelations. Horns are also mentioned a lot there; referring to the Beast.
	Horns might point to Rogozin as a devil. But this isn't necessarily the case, since Moses is also represented as having horns. Horns could be seen as similar to a halo. It might have been an early translation mistake; since HORNS an RADIANT are derived from the same Hebrew word 'Kern'.
	Another possibility: putting horns on someone is cheating on them. A hornbearer is a cuckold. This is also true in Russian. It might foreshadow that Nastasya will cheat on Rogozhin, maybe with Myshkin(?).

Aglaya: This is one name that makes me believe that Dostoevsky really thought about how to name his characters. Aglaea is a Greek goddess of beauty. She is the youngest of three daughters of Zeus and the oceanid Eurynome (according to Hesiod). This is exactly the same as the Aglaya in The Idiot.
Aglaea was married to Hephaestus, god of fire and technology, a crippled god. He was cast out from amongst the gods by his mother Hera, because he was disabled.

Totsky: His first name is Afanasi; it means 'immortal'. Put against Anastasha ('resurrection'), it might also give a deeper meaning to the psychology of their relationship.
The victim needs to reinvent herself to psychologically deal with what happened to her. The perpetrator however can keep his earlier psychology intact; the abuse doesn't really affect him that much, he doesn't need to ressurect... he is immortal.

Lebedev, Ptitsyn, Ivolgin: these are also birdnames; swan, bird and oriole.

Belokonskaya: 'Belyy Konskiy' is literally White Horse; another reference to the Book of Revelations (?) I don't know whether Belokonskaya will show up again later in the book in any significant way, but in Revelations the White Horse is the first of 4 horses to appears after the Lamb broke the first of seven seals. According to different interpretations its rider is either Christ or the Antichrist (more accepted by early christians was the former) or Pestilence (a plague sent to earth).

Then I saw when the Lamb broke one of the seven seals, and I heard one of the four living creatures saying as with a voice of thunder, "Come." I looked, and behold, a white horse, and he who sat on it had a bow; and a crown was given to him, and he went out conquering and to conquer.



    


    
        dankbeamssmeltdreams (+3)

        This is awesome!


    


    
        onz456 (+2)

        Thanks.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+7)

        Lebedev, Ptitsyn, Ivolgin: these are also birdnames; swan, bird and oriole.

I've just looked it up. Lebedev's first name, Lukyan, means "light bringer". A light bringing swan, who's such a suck-up? Maybe there's some purity behind his actions.


    


    
        onz456 (+3)

        Interestingly enough, "light-bringer" is also the translation of Lucifer (aka Satan). Although Christ too was referred as such iirc.


    


    
        onz456 (+7)

        It could very well be the case.
Another possibility is that Dostoevsky was being sarcastic.
We'll find out later on.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+6)

        Actually, I think it might just be a reference to him revealing people's character. He enlightens that aspect. I know by the end of the book, without spoiling the details, he revealed the true motivations of one of the characters to that character himself/herself, fulfilling his light-bringing role.


    


    
        practicaljalapeno (+6)

        This information was amazing. Thank you 🙏


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+5)

        That's pretty cool. Really gives new perspective.


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        When the beggar lieutenant talks about the superiority of English Boxing.
I think Nastasya almost called the prince an idiot there at the end, trying to explain how he could act so purely.
I thought the Prince confessing his feelings felt a little contrived. But then again, these sorts of feverish declarations of love are pretty standard Dostoevsky. Though I'd expect something like that from a character like TBK's Dmitri, not so much the prince.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        We're almost finished with Part 1. It has been a heck of a ride so far. The pacing will >!slow down a lot after tomorrow!<.
Who is Darya Alexyevna? I missed her introduction and now I'm not sure who she is.
If there's one thing that stood out, it is Myshkin calling Nastasya honest. I keep coming back to this, but this I think is a good example of that Christian symbolism that Dostoevsky seemingly wanted to portray. Through Christ's sacrifice we are redeemed. We are, in a sense, sinless and holy and righteous. We still do those things, but he has taken the penalty. In a similar vein Myshkin really considers Nastasya to be honest. Though not by taking it on himself. Although he is willing to sacrifice himself for her. He doesn't see her as just a mistress or this or that. His entire statement is powerful, even if the others consider it foolish:
"You, a Prince, taking on Rogozhin's mistress!..."

"I take you for what you are, an honest woman, rather than Rogozhin's mistress, the Prince said.

"I, an honest woman?"

"Yes, you"

---

"I am a nobody, but you have suffered in hell and have emerged unscathed, and that is no mean thing. You have nothing to be ashamed of and there's no reason for you to run off with Rogozhin! You are too excited... You gave Mr. Totsky his seventy thousand back, and mentioned that you'd leave behind all that's here!  No one here present would be capable of doing that. I... Nastasya Filippovna... I love you. I'd die for you, Nastasya Filippovna. I won't have anyone say a word against you, Nastasya Filippovna... If we are poor, I'm going to work, Nastasya Filippovna..."

But as I keep repeating, Myshkin isn't Christ. He is a very human character. And from that angle such an approach to someone he barely knows, already loving her, might be unhealthy to say the least. I read the book before so I'm trying not to spoil it. If you've also read it: >!there really is something very immoral in Myshkin loving Nastasya so much here, only to sort of end up with Aglaya!<.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        Darya is “...a rather sprightly lady of forty, apparently an actress” from Chp.13. She’s not introduced again until she speaks in Chp.14 but in my version she is consistently described as “sprightly” so it must be her lol.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+1)

        I agree with most of the comment but not all. I won't argue with loving Nastasya in such a short amount of time as unhealthy but that's just how Dostoyevsky writes sometime, Roghizin also saw her once and stole 10K rouble for her right? This I believe shows how simple heartedly naive Prince is. This also shows that he is so unconventional to societal norms to the limit of being crazy.
! Also Prince later admits he doesn't love Nastasya romantically but out of pity, of how much she had suffered and still is suffering/punishing herself. He loved Aglaya romantically. Also he tried ran after Aglaya towards the ending of novel but fainting of Nastasya stopped her. It's clear I think that he only stayed with her out of pity and loved Aglaya romantically. It's like there's different kinds of love. You know. That's my opinion. Dunno man. I won't consider that to be immoral. 🤷‍♀️!<



    

Chapter 16

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin asked Nastasya to marry him. He revealed that he too has come into a large inheritance.
Today
Nastasya initially accepted Myshkin's offer, only to run off with Rogozhin anyway. Before that she threw the 75 000 roubles into the fire to get Ganya to humiliate himself trying to save it. He passed out as he tried to leave.
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        nombre15_kagura (+1)

        I love the discussion in this chapter and I can't add anything new. I'm just gonna say that I'm absolutely loving this book and if it keeps going like this it may become one of my favourites. Nastasya is my favourite character right now because of how many layers she has, her past and her self-destructive personality.


    


    
        Extra_Volume_9903 (+4)

        Nastasya denying Mysskin was anti climatic. I never thought Nastasya would end up going with Rogozhin.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+9)

        She could not accept Myshkin's view of herself as a virtuous woman


    


    
        Extra_Volume_9903 (+5)

        It's sort of self-destructive. Feeling sad for Nastasya though. Makes me want to jump on to the next part.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        It definitely is. But this conflict within her right here is why I love this book, as you'll see.


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        Nastasya must see Rogozhin as an absoltuely vile man. Shes thrusting herself in the deepest depths she can find and she chose him, not Ganya. Really Rogozhin is just trying to prostitute her. "He gave you 75,000... I'll give you 100,000 so now you belong to me"


    


    
        little-armored-one (+15)

        “Man is sometimes extraordinarily, passionately in love with suffering” - The Underground Man
“When he has lost all hope, all object in his life, man often becomes a monster in his misery.” The House of the Dead
Nastasya  is very much the female personification of this, choosing to be a “whore”, and going “to the gutter” where she “belongs”. Her self-loathing drives her self destructive behavior, and she lashes out at everyone one around her as she implodes her life, including the prince.
One thing that stood out to me in her rejection of the prince is that while she calls him an idiot, she also says that he was the only man stupid enough to offer her marriage. In her eyes, he is not an idiot due to his lack of social convention, which she seems to appreciate, but his willingness to respect her- love her, even.
In this chapter, Rogozhin stands in admiration as she puts Ganya through a “trial” in which she determines that his vanity is greater than his greed. I wonder if, and when, he will begin to tire of her behavior.


    


    
        onz456 (+23)

        Freedom gained and the road to ruins..
After she dumps Ganya Nastasya is now free again. She can choose her own destiny.
Myshkin represents the path to salvation; Rogozhin is his rival and represents the path to her downfall. (She certainly knows this at the start.)
There are 2 reasons I can think of why Nastasya chooses Rogozhin, instead of Myshkin.
	The road to self-destruction/suicide she was not courageous enough to take when she was younger. She feels she needs to be punished.
	She sees herself as a strong woman now, not needing help and maybe even spiteful towards society in general. Myshkin is a savior of women. This became clear to us in the story of Marie. He also directly showed it to Nastasya by grabbing hold of Ganya's hand when he was about to struck his sister.

She says she dreamed of him as a little girl, a man who would come to save her... maybe Myshkin is that man, but if he is, he arrived too late... she is no longer that little girl.
Maybe she feels she needs to settle her situation herself, the only way she now can, as a 'strong woman' in charge of her own destiny. Maybe she doesn't want to be saved anymore. In a way she became that strong woman by sacrificing the little girl.
He sees the real Nastasya, (the pure one, aka the little girl) the one she herself no longer sees. This threw her of, and we almost started to think that she would choose the prince. At this point, she really really likes him.
If she chooses Myshkin she chooses salvation, but maybe her connection with that little girl who was victimised is already completely lost.

Prostitutes do it for the money
The reveal that Myshkin will inherit money, will for her be an extra reason not to choose him, if she chooses she chooses not for the money; she maybe says she does, but it is to mock her guests. It's the same reason she gives Ganya the 100 000 Rogozin offered her, and why she returns the pearls to the general. In her mind, she is not a whore.
Imo after that reveal she no longer can pick Myshkin, as the public will simply say she chose for the one with the most money; she doesn't want this. Maybe she sees money as a chain to keep her in check.
The Immortal Totsky
Ptitsyn seems to realise that Nastasya punishes herself to indirectly hurt Totsky; hence the remark on how the Japanese deal with insults. But Totsky isn't bothered in the slightest. It shows him to be a man without honor. He easily brushes it off. A true immortal. He even grabs the moment to excuse his former actions; 'it was out of his control, it was Nastasya's fault all along'. A true narcissist.
Recap
So.. in this chapter Myshkin in a way saved Nastasya... from Ganya and a life of pretending... from Totsky's direct influence...from Yepanchin's lust..., but only for Nastasya to cast herself even deeper in self-punishment with Rogozin; a punishment she herself freely chooses... she is free now and uses that freedom, not to save herself but to punish herself even more for the guilt she feels for what someone else did to her... (by paradoxically becoming the whore, just slightly different than what Totsky had in mind: 'an out in the open' depraved woman, rather than the secret concubine of Totsky's friend).
Myshkin, the savior. Nastasya, refused to be saved.
She chooses to become the 'whore', just not a secret one. With the little caveat, that she refuses the money... and this is imo what makes the onlookers think she has become crazy.. ('if you become a whore... better get paid'). To them it doesn't fit and seems crazy, but in Nastasya's psychological make-up it fits perfectly: she craves punishment.
Is she then really free from the chains of Totsky?


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+8)

        I guess my take is Rogozhin for his faults actually has feelings for Nastasya. The Prince is lovely to her, kind but also irrational in his romantic declarations and maybe she can sense that. Maybe that’s part of the self sabotage but after being treated so poorly maybe she has the right to step out with who she likes. By marrying Myshkin, she would be back in a gilded cage of control/respectability, albeit with someone who is not a monster.
In my version, Nastasya notes “...Ruin a babe like that? Why, that’s the sort of thing Mr Totsky would do; it’s he who’s the expert cradle-snatcher!”
Edit: And it’s 100,000 in the fire!


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        This chapter was the best in a while. After reading /u/shigalyov's comment though, I don't think I have anything to add. I'm still not feeling this book. I felt the same way when reading Demons. I think this is why people say you should read The Brothers Karamazov last, haha. It spoils you, keeps you chasing that incredible writing that's not quite there in some of his earlier works.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        Thanks!
And I think we should try some of his other works after this perhaps. Like The House of the Dead. It's so different that it cannot be compared to his other books. Or even Humiliated and Insulted.
I think The Idiot and C&P and Demons are all, in a way, predecessors to BK. But some of his other work stand apart.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+26)

        What a remarkable climax. Everything really built up from the first chapter to this. And everything happened in a single day. What an extraordinary 24 hours or so for Myshkin, Nastasya, Rogozhin, Ganya, and the others!
I said the other day that 35 roubles may or may not be have been common salary at the time. With that in mind, 75 000 roubles are the equivalent of 2100 months of pay. That's 200 years, unless I made a mistake here. So in their context it was probably millions and millions of dollars thrown into the fire. Correct me if I'm wrong on my math.
I like Ptitsyn. He's the only real gentleman there. At the same time I regained my respect for General Ivolgin. He does care for Myshkin as a father. He has some compassion, as Nastasya herself noted. He was just as ensnared by Nastasya's beauty as Myshkin and the others.
I'm beginning to understand Nastasya. She feels guilty for what Totsky did to her. She doesn't feel worthy of someone like Myshkin. In the midst of this mad chapter we actually got a glimpse into her soul. She dreamed of someone like Myshkin to save her and tell her that she's innocent, while on the other hand hoping for someone like Rogozhin to make her revel in her debauchery. There's probably many people out there today who feel guilty for what others did to them.
I think many of us can reality with Nastasya's division. On the one hand you want to be redeemed and declared beautiful and good. On the other you recognize your own evil and you desire to rather go to hell because that's what you deserve.
I know Jordan Peterson is controversial, even here, but what he said comes to mind. "Treat yourself like you would treat others" is I think one of his "rules for life". He said that we are more prone to care for others than ourselves. We would ensure that others take the medication they need, be they our friends or our pets, but we don't care for ourselves as much. He said that this is because we intrinsically think ourselves unworthy of the same goods that we want others to have. This is relevant to Nastasya's own predicament between accepting the good and destroying herself.
Who agrees that Nastasya burned Totsky with this statement?:
"As if I really could bring myself to ruin the life of this innocent child! It's more in the line of Afanasy Ivanovich, fond as he is of minors!"

Now that I think of it, this climax really brought out the souls of everyone else as well. It showed that Ganya does have some resolve isn't really that driven by money. It also showed another sign to Lebyadkin, and his struggling family. He lost his father a week or so ago, but no one cares or even mentioned it. Maybe he is just as private about his own life as he is public about the lives of others.
Nastasya seemed so cruel when she left Myshkin for Rogozhin, but then we were told that she herself had tears in her eyes. And it's as though she tried to convince herself more than Myshkin about why she had to leave with Rogozhin.
Ptitsyn, the only rational one who didn't think Nastasya was mad, made a good parallel between her actions and that of the Japanese killing himself to spite another. It sums up a lot of her character.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+7)

        My take on the General is he is a shrewd man who now has a chance of marrying one of his daughters to money AND a title and possibly controlling the money. Amid his gentle feelings, he didn’t forget the pearls.


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        Great comment!


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+9)

        Great analysis man. Totally agreeing with you on that. How Nastasya refused Prince by saying she can't bring herself to ruin a child. Tears rolling down her cheeks while rejecting him. Accepting that there was a time when she would dream of someone like Myshkin but now she deserves someone like Rogozhin. Also about seeing others' souls too. Brilliant.
Also, I really like how Ptitsyn relates Nastasya's act to Seppuku. That analogy really fits well. She really is on self-sabotage mode kind off. This also kind of reminds me of Katerina Marmeladov from C&P after Semyon's death. She too was on self-sabotage mode along with her little ones.
I would like to add that Prince keep saying that Nastasya's face seems very familiar to him. Like its calling for help. It's just my theory but maybe Prince really understands all her sadness from the first look and sees this as a second opportunity to save Marie from this cruel world who made her suffer. He is "attracted" to Nastasya because of Marie, because of opportunity to help her regain her purity. Also, note that children there believe he loved Marie when he only pitied her and he never cared to correct them. I wonder if the same is true here, that he would go any length to save Nastasya's soul (even to sacrifice himself) from suffering even if others take his pity as love for her. (Though he did say he love her but that may be a way to get a chance to save her). What y'all say?
If that's true is some sense, I think Prince is like Magnet for broken souls. He can't help but attracted to someone who's sad and try to help them. That would make him a bit christ figure, not exactly but a bit closer.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+9)

        he loved Marie when he only pitied her and he never cared to correct them. I wonder if the same is true here, that he would go any length to save Nastasya's soul (even to sacrifice himself) from suffering even if others take his pity as love for her.

;-)  The true question is, does Myshkin himself know the difference between love and pity?
But yes, there's definitely a parallel between Nastasya and Marie. Dostoevsky would not have included Marie's story otherwise. It only remains to be seen whether the parallel will be complete, or diverge at the end.
Our discussions on C&P made me aware of Dostoevsky's use of parallels. I didn't notice them the first time I read The Idiot. With C&P there were striking parallels between Raskolnikov's family and that of Marmeladov's. The author is clearly doing something similar with Myshkin.


    

Chapter 1

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Nastasya basically eloped with Rogozhin, with Myshkin following her. She left the remaining money next to Ganya's passed out body.
Today
A couple of months have passed. We learn that Nastasya, Rogozhin and Myshkin went to Moscow. Myshkin was there fore six months. He wanted to sort out his inheritance. Doing so cost a lot of his fortune. At one point Nastasya left Rogozhin at the altar (for Myshkin?).
Meanwhile the Yepanchins initially refused to talk about Myshkin. But they warmed up to him when it was heard that he made some high-profile connections, in particular with Princess Belokonskaya. By the end he sent a letter to Aglaya through Kolya. Adelaida got married to Prince S., a respectable man. A distant relation of the Prince, Yevgeny Pavlovich, wants to win over Aglaya.
During the same time Ptitsyn married Varvara, Ganya's sister. Ganya himself gave back the money Nastasya left him, and warmed up to his brother Kolya. He also left his position as General Yepanchin's clerk. General Ivolgin was sent to the debtor's prison, to everyone's joy except his wife.
Totsky left with a frenchwoman. Yepanchin predicted that this won't end well.
Character list
Chapter list


4 Comments


    
        onz456 (+11)

        Lion Mousekind
As I said previously, Lev Myshkin to Russians must sound like Lion Mousekind, or Lion Ofmice, the notion of 'a lion among mice' must have been rather obvious.
I already pointed to Notes From Underground, where the Undergroundman compares himself to a rodent. (keep this in mind)
In Dostoevsky's books it is often assumed he uses Christ as a template for some of his characters. I think in The Idiot, this is Myshkin. In Notes From Underground, and this you will find strange, it was the Undergroundman. The UM is a crooked Christ figure, as in the end he refuses the role of savior. He is a negation of what Christ is (this is very obvious in part2, we could still hope in the first part). He is not the Anti-Christ though, as he is too powerless. He knows he can save Lisa, but doesn't. (He is even more cruel, as he 'pretends' that he is going to save her, up to the point he gravely insults her.)
Myshkin on the other hand has shown himself to be capable as a savior: He helps Marie, he stops Ganya from slapping his sister, and he offers Nastasya a way out (she refuses though).
The prince is a lion alright, but I fear he will be dragged down by the mice around him. I have a feeling he is unable to move on from Nastasya, almost forcing himself as her savior even though she doesn't want him to. In trying to save Nastasya, I fear he will go down. The references to the Book of Revelations are just too big imho, to hope for a happy end. It will be an Apocalypse.
Is Christ willing to save those who do not want to be saved? At what cost?
So in Dostoevsky's use of Christ as a template, his heroes don't always fit exactly with Christ: they move along a spectrum, (if this makes sense).
It must look something like this: (rodents) - Undergroundman from Notes (crawling under the floorspace as a rodent) - Lion Mousekind from The Idiot - Alyosha from The Brothers Karamazov (?)-...-Jesus Christ, the real thing.
Now I haven't read The Brothers Karamozov yet, so I might be horribly wrong, but just looking at the name of the characters Alyosha seems to point to Christ: maybe he will be more succesful in saving someone who wants to be saved too (?) I guess those who have read TBK will know whether it is the case or not.
Can a human being follow in Jesus Christ's footsteps? Is it not better to find some middle ground? Save only those who want to be saved. Don't give away your money to conmen. Although he is a likable fellow, these are negative traits in the Prince imho.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+7)

        It felt okay after leaving behind such a big, busy scene at Nastasya’s party to now crave a bit of distance. Get some closure to a few characters and see how time has treated them.
Now I don’t know how other translations handle the after party that night but the “Yekaterinhof orgy” leaves a lot of questions and then learning “Ferdyshchenko moved to some other place three days after Nastasya Filippovna’s party, and soon every trace of him was lost, so that nothing at all was heard of him; it was said that he was drinking somewhere, but no one could be really sure of it”.
Ganya seems to have really turned a page, though at the expense of his health. Adelaida is now to be married to Prince Sh.


    


    
        [deleted] (+5)

        This chapter was quite a grind to get through. I dont know why I find dialogue so natural and easy to read even if its about complex stuff. But pure description I have to concentrate so hard.
For a half a minute I wondered if this Prince S was our Prince returning with a new identifiy and his riches lol... some real Count of Monte Cristo stuff


    


    
        Shigalyov (+13)

        When I read this book before I didn't like this time-jump. It felt too sudden. But now it seems natural enough.
There isn't much to analyse. It reminds me a bit of the earlier chapters of Demons, where you similarly have a host of information thrown at you. But here it is at least necessary. We need to see how everyone dealt with what happened at Nastasya's. Totsky's fate is a logical result of his debased cravings. I don't know if we'll see him again.
I'm happy with how Ganya changed. He seems to have lost his pride.
There is one very important thing that I realised, but it's a major spoiler. So only read this if you seriously want to know how the book ends.>! Nastasya basically left Rogozhin at the altar, and was found soon afterwards by Myshkin (or eloped with him). At the end she will leave Myshkin at the alter, and elope with Rogozhin.!<
The most notable new character is definitely Prince S. Another normal good guy like Ptitsyn.
Yevgeny Pavlovich is an interesting new one. Possibly rich, with a history of conquests. Aglaya clearly doesn't like him:
all the same the parents realized that now was not the time for planning trips abroad. Aglaya herself might possibly not have been at one on this.

She's not stupid. Another major spoiler for the end of the novel: >!Aglaya clearly doesn't like Yevgeny, but at the end she elopes with someone just like him. This is another parallel between this chapter and the end of the book.!<
I think Kolya is in love with Aglaya. That explains why he went to see them so often, and why he was hurt by her words.
She hid Myshkin's letter in Don Quixote. I haven't read it, but it's on my top five must read list. As far as I know it is about a knight who, like Myshkin, is basically a simpleton, but tries to do what is valiant anyway by becoming a pure knight. That's why she laughed at the parallel.
(On a side note, Dostoevsky didn't know Spanish. He probably read Don Quixote in Russian or French. It's just interesting to note. He didn't mind reading translations. We shouldn't mind reading his work in translation)


    

Chapter 2

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
We learned what happened to everyone in the six months after the party at Nastasya's.
Today
Myshkin visited Lebedev. He wanted to know where he could find Kolya, and where Nastasya is. We learn that Lebedev recently lost his wife, and is now looking after his three (four?) children. He was having a dispute with his nephew when the Prince arrived. He agreed to stay with Lebedev in Pavlovsk. They will stay in a dacha rented from Ptitsyn. The Yepanchins and Nastasya are also there.
Character list
Chapter list


7 Comments


    
        onz456 (+8)

        There is a direct quote from the Book of Revelations, chapter 6-5, in this chapter:
A quart of wheat for a denarius, and three quarts of barley for a denarius

This is where the Lamb opens a third seal, and a third rider is introduced. Then Lebedev explains that after this pale horse's rider is Death and that Hell follows it. If this is foreshadowing, I suspect we'll get a murder or a series of murders soon or some other heinous acts. But it could also just be used to paint an overall bleak picture of a world about to change.
I think it is more clear now, that on a 'deeper' level, the story is following the biblical "The Book of Revelations", aka the Apocalypse.
I already mentioned that Prince Myshkin's first name is Lev; which translates as lion (book of Revelations mentions Lion of Judah by which Christ is meant). Nastasya's last name is akin to Barashek which means lamb, also a symbol for Christ. (Chapter 5 in the Book of Revelations introduces the Lamb). "Beloskonkaya" can be translated as White Horse, the horse that appears in Revelations after the Lamb breaks the first seal.
I think references to Revelations is symbolic and is used as some kind of foreshadowing. We'll see later if that's the case. What should already be clear though is that Dostoevsky intertwined his story 'The Idiot' with the biblical Apocalypse. What his reasons were will soon unfold I suspect: whether it is the end of the world, the collapse of society, Myshkin becoming immoral, Nastasya's fall from grace (?)...

One more point:  It is revealed that Lebedev prayed for the soul of a Madame Du Barry, mistress of Louis V and who was executed by beheading (another execution). Lebedev thinks it was undeserved, no matter what she did. (He is imo somehow saying the same thing Myshkin said earlier about executions.) Du Barry was executed in a period during the French Revolution that is called Le Terreur (or The Terror). I think there is a higher significance to this too. At the very least, Lebedev is viewed as 'dualistic' character: he might defend scoundrels before court, but he does care for people, maybe not for the ones we would like, but it shows us he can be very humane...


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+6)

        If we recall Lebedev’s words at the end of Part I - he had a paralyzed wife and 13 orphans. Not quite the scene at the house. We’re off to Pavlovsk to meet up with everyone, I guess.
Is the Prince experiencing a round of oncoming illness or has he been disillusioned by Moscow?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        I like the slower pace for a change. And if memory serves me right it will be (mild spoiler)>! a bit slower !<going forward compared to Part 1. I know for some it's too much of a shift. For me it is more intimate. Remember how in Demons everything was too large-scale. Too many parties and gossips and this and that. Here we are closely knit to a few fine characters. And it's not as smothering as in Crime and Punishment (it felt a bit claustrophobic at times, as Dostoevsky perhaps intended).
Does Eastern Orthodoxy believe in Purgatory? Why would they pray for the dead and talk about limbo if they don't? (And isn't limbo technically in Hell?).
But to come to the story...
It's clear Myshkin is losing his mind a bit. He's absent-minded. He's also easily annoyed, which is unlike him. He seems tired. And what's the first thing that happens when he steps into someone's home? He again gets himself involved in other people's affairs.
All in all Lukyan seems like a good person. He reminds me a bit of Marmeladov. He has many weaknesses but he tries to be good, or to amuse others to distract himself. He doesn't drink as much anymore, lost his wife, has to look after his children alone. And now his nephew comes and demands his help. I'm on Lukyan's side. You could argue that he should help his nephew, but it's not for his nephew to demand it. Just confessing your sins does not entitle you to either help or forgiveness.
With that in mind Lukyan's story of the countess actually makes sense. I'm not really sure what she was executed for? Is he saying the Nuncia committed adultery with her? What makes sense is that no one cares for her and prays for her. She was sinful, and everyone forgot about her. Just maybe Lukyan can emphasise with that. He tries to be good, sometimes, but he's not a good person. And no one really cares for him. Or I'm overthinking his actions.
I just wonder what the significance of the Apocalypse is? I think another commented said that Myshkin might represent the rider on the white horse, probably Christ? I don't know. I've never understood Revelations. And perhaps this is also just overanalyzing.
I know in another post someone spoke about the meaning behind people's names. According to Google, "Lukyan" means light-bringer. I thought it is relevant to him revealing people's characters and motivations, or more base in the sense of throwing light on what everyone is doing. But maybe he sheds light on the Apocalypse? Again, perhaps I'm reading stuff into this.
And Nastasya is more scared of Myshkin than Rogozhin. More scared of being saved than being destroyed. But she doesn't want Rogozhin's corruption either, even though she can't help returning to them both.
It's interesting that Kolya (Nikolai Ardalianovich) visits Nastasya.
Lebedev wanted to imply something about Aglaya. I wonder if Nastasya went to Pavlovsk to talk with Nastasya, maybe with Kolya as the intermediary? Then again, why would Kolya be there? The Ivolgins aren't a position to be there, apart from Varvara (being married to Ptitsyn). Or maybe Kolya went to Nastasya before she left for Pavlovsk.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        PBI I don’t think the same concept of purgatory is accepted by the Eastern Orthodox Church as in Catholicism but you can, of course, pray for the dead.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        But are the prayers going for those in Heaven, Hell, or Purgatory? I'm still new to the concept of purgatory so I'm not sure about this.


    


    
        LeviKnight (+2)

        Maybe late for this but. When we pray, we pray to God directly but we can pray for the souls in pulgatory, for their purification, to Our Lady for her intercesion, Saints, etc. One cannot enter Heaven without being made holly, when we die, we die with vinial sins, or sins that arent capital sins (Capital sins? Straight to hell), but these sins which arent capital still cannot get into heaven, thus pulgatory comes in play. Pulgatory is Heavens hospital where souls are purified before going into Gods grace.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+2)

        I assume they (the dead for whom one prays) would all be in Heaven if they repented or Hell if they are somewhat irredeemable in spirit but there is not a process of purification via Purgatory as such. You might find this interesting to read.


    

Chapter 3

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin went to Lebyadkin to learn about Kolya and Nastasya. He agreed to go with him to Pavlovsk.
Today
Myshkin visited Rogozhin. He told Rogozhin that he never intended to come between him and Nastasya. Rogozhin reveals that she is in love with Myshkin.
Character list
Chapter list


9 Comments


    
        little-armored-one (+8)

        This chapter reminds me of a paragraph from another book.
From The Gambler, Chapter 1: 
And once more now I asked myself the question: ‘do I love her?’ and again I could not answer it, or, rather, I answered for the hundredth time that I hated her. Yes, she was hateful to me. There was moments (on every occasion at the end of our talks) when I would have given my life to strangle her! I swear if it had been possible on the spot to plunge a sharp knife into her bosom, I believe I should have snatched it up with relish.”
When reading that, I asked what sort of woman would ever want to be with a man who loved her like that. We see the answer in Nastasya Fillipovna, whose self-loathing is so great she laughs in the face of the man who would kill her, and yet still may consent to marry Rogozhin precisely because she knows he will murder her.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+8)

        This was a very dark chapter: from the gloominess of Rogozhin’s house, to his father’s portrait as an Old Believer, the knife, etc...so much foreshadowing and symbolism.
I was struck by two lines the Prince and Rogozhin utter:
“Its so dark here” the prince said, looking around the study. “You dwell in darkness,” he added.
And with heavy reminders of Notes From the Underground, Rogozhin says “...She don’t drown herself, because I’m perhaps a hundred times worse than the river. It’s out of spite she’s marrying me- aye, if she marries me, she’ll do it OUT OF SPITE”. ( the last part in italics)


    


    
        readtofinish (+3)

        I was struck by two lines the Prince and Rogozhin utter:

“Its so dark here” the prince said, looking around the study. “You dwell in darkness,” he added.

This line struck me aswell, however my translation uses the word 'gloom'. This way implies that the atmosphere in the room is caused by his negative energy, imho. Whereas 'darkness' implies an external opression.
I love the variation in the translations I notice in the comments. They show another approximation of the essence of Dostoevsky's vocabulary in the novel.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+1)

        Interesting. Thanks for sharing your version. Fascinating differences between meanings. Specifically, dwelling in darkness made me think of Matthew 4:16 - here is a link with various versions of the quote.


    


    
        AnonymousSneetches (+3)

        I've been trying to read this book for almost a year and I thought this situation would be a good way for me to finally finish it. But I think I've identified what loses me: it's all tell and no show. There's no imagery or sense of intimacy with the characters. I dont feel like I'm getting to know any of the characters but just watching them from afar.
Is this just Dostoevsky's style, or is that unique to this book?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        I disagree. The entire Part 1 is all show and no tell. Only Part 2 spends a lot of time describing past events.
What do you mean with show and tell? Maybe I'm just misunderstanding you.


    


    
        AnonymousSneetches (+2)

        It's not very descriptive in a visual or emotional way. Just straightforward recountings of who said what and what happened then. There isn't much depth to the characters (through internal perspective) or scenery.
I know this is just a personal preference of mine.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        Again, in that case Part 1 is all show and no tell.
But regardless, I agree with your preference. Part 2 thus far is more descriptive.
Dostoevsky is usually a master of "showing". Crime and Punishment and BK are good examples.
Edit: I just wonder if your idea of internal perspecctive might be different though. Take Harry Potter. In those 7 books we constantly see what is on Harry's mind. In comparison, in Crime and Punishment part of the mystery is exactly what Raskolnikov is thinking. We are taught a lot about his mood, and we see how irrational he acts. And we learn of his desires. But we don't hear him think specific sentences, to my memory. I don't know if you would consider this "showing" or "telling".


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        I for one like this slower pace. It's more intense.
Myshkin realizes that he is feeling sick like before. In other words, he feels an attack coming on. And he admits that he isn't thinking so straight anymore. What's interesting is that it seems Nastasya is also going crazy.
The more I think about it, the more I believe that - if Dostoevsky intended this symbolism - that she, like us, are forever torn between the beautiful and self-destruction. You have worth and humility on the one hand, and self-hate and destruction on the other. Rogozhin tells Myshkin that she is completely different with each of them. What would seem to her impossible becomes likely when she is with Rogozhin. Who you are with changes who you are.
She can't bring herself to really commit to anyone. She wants to be her own mistress, and it's driving her mad. If there's symbolism in that, it has to be pride. You cannot continue living like that. You have to choose, and you have to commit. Either be good, be humble, and accept forgiveness. Or destroy yourself. But she says she doesn't want to be with Myshkin because she doesn't want to destroy him. And yet it is exactly this that is destroying him. Nastasya is perhaps even more divided in her soul than Raskolnikov.
Dostoevsky is a tiny bit too explicit with all three of the love triangle prophesying how >!Nastasya and Rogozhin's relationships will end up.!<


    

Chapter 4

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)


The Body of the Dead Christ in the Tomb by Hans Holbein (1520-1522)
Yesterday
Rogozhin and Myshkin spoke about Nastasya at the former's home.
Today
They continued to talk. They spoke about God's existence after seeing a painting by Hans Holbein, depicting the dead Christ. At the end they exchanged crosses.
Character list
Chapter list


13 Comments


    
        onz456 (+13)

        Myshkin sees a painting of a dead Christ in Rogozhin's house. A powerful symbol imho.
	Is it a symbol for the point in the story where Myshkin will lose his 'Christlike nature'? He seems to get more and more erratic, fumbling with a knife (at the end of the previous chapter),...
	Or does it tell us something more about Rogozhin's character or motives? There was talk about how he would murder Nastasya...although he 'loves' her. He implies he lost faith by looking at the painting.
	Rogozhin asks Myshkin at this point whethere he is an atheist. Does he believe God is dead?

He answers the question by telling his  4  stories. (cfr. parables)
	His conversation with mr. S., an atheist, and how he got the feeling that he was talking about something else...not to the point... Mr. S. didn't seem to grasp the underlying idea(?), sees the material, but not its spirit(?)
	An terrifying account of a murder... A man kills his friend for a silver watch. Interesting is that just before the murder he asks Christ for forgiveness. He asked forgiveness BEFORE the act. If he knows that what he is about to do is evil, then why still commit the act? He is really only after material gain (the silver), but pretends to safeguard his spirituality(by asking for forgiveness). A total corruption of the idea of forgiveness. A non-believer who only follows the motions to pretend. Calculating.
	The Prince buys a cross from a drunken soldier... Notice how the soldier lied that the cross is silver (implicit is the fact that the soldier thinks that people want material gain, hence claiming it to be silver when it is not; not seeing the symbolic meaning of the cross). The Prince buys it even though he knows it is not made out of silver... to him the true value of the cross lies in something else. At the end the Prince refrains from judging the drunkard... this indicates that although the soldier sold it,deceivingly claiming it to be silver, he still might be a true believer. He merely acted in a way how he perceived the world to be (only interested in the material).
	A young woman making a cross when she sees her baby smiling for the first time. She sees the inherent value and the pureness of a baby's smile. A sinner who asks forgiveness with his whole heart, will be like that child and hence forgiven; if it is clear he isn't just pretending. This woman grasps the the entirety of the idea. A true believer.

One could look at the sequence of the four stories and see how they seem to progress from 'bad' to good.  This might be a surprise to some because the 2nd story is about a murder, and the 1st story is just mr. S. not grasping the deeper nature of things. How can the first one be worse? I think D. wants to say that at least the farmer pretends to honor the deeper nature of things, although deceivingly, he still acknowledges that there is something. The atheist just revels in his ignorance, which to some is worse than murder (?). The murder is only secondary in the story, it doesn't contain the real message. (but I still kind of take slight offense if what I said was the case... the murder and the deceit imho are way worse.)
Imho Dostoevsky here conflates the idea of atheism with the idea of materialism. I think atheists can and do grasp the idea of a deeper meaning behind things; it's just not attributed to God.
The prince exchanges crosses with Rogozhin. A materialist would see this as a clear win for the prince, since Rogozhin's cross is golden. Through the previous account of the prince we know however, that this isn't the reason the crosses get exchanged (from his side). One could also see this as Rogozhin failing as a merchant... but likewise it could also be an indication that R. too now grasps that the symbol of the cross is more valuable than the material. It is said to deepen their friendship.
I wonder whether the exchange of the crosses indicates that they also swapped their burdens. >!\~\~Possible spoilers?:\~\~  Maybe the Prince will now marry Nastasya(?), taking the burden of from R. Or a more sinister possibility... maybe the Prince will murder her(?)... in a way also relieving R. from his burden and in the process saving him. Maybe the Prince takes the guilt, if it turns out R. does kill Nastasya (?), and gets executed for it(?) (would fit with the idea of christ...aka to die for someone else's sins. And explains the foreshadowing of all those executions.)  !<
The expression 'bear one's cross' also exists in Russian (нести свой крест- nesti svoy krest). It means that someone has to endure something difficult. Changing crosses could then mean to help eachother out with each other's burden.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        This is an extremely interesting comment. A lot of flod for thought. The next chapter, and what Myshkin does, gives some credence to what you say here. Please revisit this comment on your next post, and at the end of the book.


    


    
        onz456 (+3)

        I certainly didn't expect what happened in chapter 5. So I might have it wrong.
Spoilers if you haven't read chapter 5: >!The dualism in the prince's name, Lev VS Myshkin, made me suspect that he had to fight internal struggles, his inner demons.  Yet, in chapter 5 the demon turns out to be outside himself. !<
!I thought the Prince would have had some negative aspects to his character that we were unaware of and that went further than his naïve nature, maybe not exactly in a Jekyll and Hyde kind of way, but rather that his naïve nature made him do certain things that went against what we would think of as moral. (not just socially non-conformist, like what we see him do all the time).!<

!I thought him becoming more and more erratic, would turn him into some sort of 'rodent', a lowly figure, but this seems not to have been the case. In fact, the Prince keeps defending Rogozhin against his 'gut feeling'. He has a premonition about what is going to happen: the talk with Rogozhin, playing with the knife, seeing the knife in the shop, seeing eyes following him, etc...  But he denies it... still wanting to see a good side of Rogozhin. All and all, his 'faults' still find their origin in his good nature.!<

!The way he is followed by a demon through the city, made me think funnily enough about Saint Nicholas, a patron saint of children, prostitutes, sailors and merchants. He is celebrated in certain countries in Europe and is accompanied by a demon, called Krampus, or depending on the culture by an evil version of himself. A Zoroastran view of reality: an interplay between a good god and an evil one. The dualism is on the outside. God and the devil. In this case, if Myshkin is the good one,  Rogozhin truly embodies evil. If correct, it will be interesting to see how Myshkin deals with that. !<

!I thought the emphasis would have been more on Rogozhin and Lev becoming friends, not that they would become mortal enemies (at least on the side of Rogozhin). Maybe the prince still sees some good in Rogozhin... even after all this. And in that case there might not be such thing as an evil god (?) It is maybe only so in our perception(?)!<



    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+7)

        Whenever I think of Myskin and Rogozhin together this is the moment it comes to mind. Both exchanging cross. Having mutual respect, Rogozhn's mother blessing Myshkin. >! This and last scene too after Nastasya's final incident. !< I find this scene so powerful. Even Rogozhin admits that he despises Myskin so much that he could kill him but when He is in front of him all that hatred goes away and they are like brothers.
I read somewhere before that Prince has a certain charm that can make the lamb(Nastasya) and the lion(Rogozhin) have harmony among them in his presence but as soon as He is not there, the lion starts to hunt for the lamb. I like the Rogozhin and Myshkin interactions in these past two chapters.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        Agreed. These one-on-ones between the protagonist and heroe are always the best. They are brothers and friends, but rivals and enemies.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+2)

        Frenemies!!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+16)

        Myshkin not minding to be swindled by buying a tin cross encapsulates everything about his character. He knows what that person is doing, even though that person thinks Myshkin is stupid for falling for his tricks. And the Prince still wants to help him.
I don't know what to make of the Christian who slaughtered his friend. There's meaning there somewhere but I'm not smart enough to analyze that.

here's my answer: the essence of a religious experience is not to be conveyed by any arguments, nor misdemeanours, nor crimes, nor atheist doctrines. There's something short of the mark there always, and will continue to be so till the end of time. There's something there that will forever confound the atheists, and will forever continue to be short of the mark.

I can relate to what he says about unbelievers missing the mark constantly. I know the majority of the people in this sub are atheists/agnostics, so forgive me if I'm offensive here (I suppose many feel the same about Christians). It's just that in my experience I feel the same. It's as though there's always something they misunderstood about what I said about God. And that their arguments always miss something.
I still think that arguments, rational logical deductions, are a way to convert someone. But in my experience, maybe I'm just inept, or maybe it's the whole "postmodern" world we live in, I am more and more going the way of Myshkin and Dostoevsky himself. There's something to be said about arguments not working. I think that's one of the central points of Crime and Punishment. Raskolnikov was >!convinced not by reason, but experience!<.
I've been thinking about it a lot. Not everyone cares so much about cold (even if persuasive) reasons for God's existence. They are there, they are just scarce. Many prefer stories and experience. Dostoevsky shows this. Chekhov also wrote a good story, called At Home, about this. The main point is that people often only accept truth if it is dressed up in a good story. We are humans, not computers. As G. K. Chesterton said, our lives are stories, so we can relate more to novels than non-fiction.
I still read apologetics books when I can. And I'm trying to delve into philosophy. But at the end of the day we are people. At the best these arguments are powerful and can help a lot, but they are not enough on their own. Those who care less for them need to be convinced in another way. And those who do care about these arguments, still need to take a leap of faith by actually putting their beliefs into action.
Edit: Of everyone I think C. S. Lewis achieved this balance. (I'm reading The Pilgrim's Regress again at this moment). Reason and faith are not in conflict. If you follow reason you will end in faith. The point is just that as humans we are reluctant to do so, and need something more to motivate us. And when your reason leads to Christ, you still have to take that experiential leap by now accepting him. He should not be stuck in your mind alone.
Apologies if this was a bit off topic. Back to the book:
I like the exchange of crosses. Rogozhin wearing a tin cross, and Myshkin a very valuable gold cross. They are tied together. Although honestly I would have preferred to know more of their experiences and talks in Moscow. I'm not too convinced of their friendship.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+2)

        I think the story of the peasant woman with the child encapsulates your argument. Faith is something you feel not necessarily something you can reason/deduct. It springs naturally from somewhere within at its height.


    


    
        onz456 (+6)

        I don't know what to make of the Christian who slaughtered his friend.

I took the murder to be secondary to the story. The main point, imho at least, is that the person asked for forgiveness BEFORE he committed the heinous act. If he was truly remorseful, he wouldn't have committed the murder in the first place... but he seems to be calculating the outcomes. He believes, or at least suspects something more, so he makes the plea for forgiveness in order to saveguard his 'spirituality', yet it is clear that the silver watch is his main goal. In a certain way, one could say that he is trying to deceive God. He is not an atheist though, because through his actions he acknowledges that there is something, he just doesn't grasp what that is. (I fear D. found the atheist in mr.S. to be worse: he doesn't even acknowledge that there is a deeper side to things.)
Myshkin and the soldier is another level of this: the soldier tries to sell the cross (a meaningful symbol) by appealing to what he believes will make the item more valuable to the Prince: the "material lust" of the buyer. There is no mention of what it means or why he sells it. Just that it is silver. The soldier sees that this is the way the world works. The reason Myshkin doesn't judge him imho is that it isn't clear whether the soldier is knowledgable about the true meaning of the cross. He just tried to deceive a man, maybe he didn't deceive God.
It also drives home the point about the exchange of the crosses. A material viewpoint might suggest that Rogozhin is a bad merchant... exchanging a valuable cross for one of a lesser material. We know from the prince stories however that this is not the case here. Rogozhin, by exchanging the cross AND not caring about the material gain, seems to have gained back a little of his lost faith.

The main point is that people often only accept truth if it is dressed up in a good story.

People often accept lies too, if they are dressed up in a good story. If you want to find the truth yourself you should use arguments and logical reason. Subjective experience could have a place in this too, but you should always be aware of the fact that you might have been deceived by your senses/feelings. Always better to trust logic/rationality. If you try to convince others from the truth however*... arguments and logic don't always work as they should. In rethorics Aristotle explained numerous ways how to convince an audience: rational arguments are only a part of it: ethos and pathos can also be powerful tools. Schopenhauer wrote a splendid little book about it: The Art of Being Right**.

*you also need to realise that what you believe is the truth might be wrong. In debates however, when you keep defending your truth as if it were True.
**You can win a debate even if you are wrong. Or you don't need to be right to win a debate.


    


    
        SubSoleNhilNovum (+3)

        Rogozhin, by exchanging the cross AND not caring about the material gain, seems to have gained back a little of his lost faith

The same could be said about why Rogozhin decides to keep the painting despite the chance of selling it for a good sum:
"In my father's time somebody showed up offering three hundred and fifty roubles for it, and Savelyev, Ivan Dmitrich, a merchant, a great amateur, went up to four hundred, and last week he offered my brother Semyon Semyonych as much as five hundred. I kept it for myself."
(Sorry for commenting on such an old thread)


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        Theres a really good talk on YouTube between Jordan Peterson and Roger Scruton on "apprehending the transcendent" and I think they discuss this whole topic really nicely, as well as it can be discussed. Because they say what you're pointing out here... that's it a feeling that exists beyond logic and reason, and to try and clearly articulate it is almost impossible. But it is a real thing because we've all felt it at some points, in fleeting moments. And they talk about how these moments of transcendence are when we feel connected to something higher than ourselves.


    


    
        Ent86 (+4)

        If you follow reason you will end in faith.

I loved reading your thoughts on the book and faith in general. 
I am more spiritual than religious but was born in a family that practices Hinduism.
  The basic principle in Hinduism too is finding meaning and faith through actions - with no expectations (good or bad).


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+10)

        I consider myself an atheist but something about Dostoyevsky attracts me. Even when he goes in realm of faith and religion. His faith too seems to take a roller coaster journey but during and after his Siberian incident he became a totally devoted Orthodox Christian.
I heard it in some video by some professor that he once said something like even if it is proved that reality is outside faith he would still go with the Christ. That's how deep his devotion is.
This thing I really appreciate even I can't accept it.
Edit: found the lines:
While in prison (where the only book allowed was The Bible) it appears Dostoyevsky began to reemerge as a believer, writing in a letter to Mrs. N.D. Fonvizin:
I believe that there is nothing lovelier, deeper, more sympathetic, more rational, more manly and more perfect than the Savior;...If anyone could prove to me that Christ is outside the truth, and if the truth really did exclude Christ, I should prefer to stay with Christ and not the truth.



    

Chapter 5

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin and Rogozhin spoke about God. At the end they exchanged crosses, and Rogozhin had his mother bless Myshkin.
Today
Myshkin seemingly started to lose his mind. He intended to go to Pavlovsk to see Aglaya, but decided to turn back. Instead he went to Nastasya's home to find out if she's there. He promised Rogozhin he wouldn't try to see her. Rogozhin followed him to his hotel. He tried to kill them, but at that moment Myshkin suffered an epileptic attack. Luckily Kolya was there to help him. He took him to Lebedev. After a few days they went to Pavlovsk.
Character list
Chapter list


3 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+11)

        There is a strange tension in this chapter that mirrors the Prince’s incipient attack and it maybe offers a glimpse into Dostoevsky’s view of his own incidents of epilepsy as also being gifts of creativity that spurred on the writing of this novel.
There is a slow feeling of revelation, of understanding that is horrifying to the prince about Rogozhin’s true intentions.
“But a stranger’s soul is a dark mystery, and a Russian’s soul is a dark mystery- a mystery to many. He had been friends with Rogozhin for a long time, they had been intimate friends, they had been ‘like brothers’- but did he know Rogozhin?”
The end of the chapter was very dramatic.


    


    
        onz456 (+8)

        I like the way Myshkin's mental decline is described: he doesn't want to face what he suspects and what seems to be true... it culminates in him having an epileptic fit at the exact moment he is about to die by Rogozhin's hand. He second guesses himself constantly upon to the point he cannot second guess himself any longer.
Another reference to the Apocalypse is mentioned (Book of Revelations 10) it's the sentence ‘There shall be no more time.’
And sware by him that liveth for ever and ever, who created heaven, and  the things that therein are, and the earth, and the things that therein  are, and the sea, and the things which are therein, that there should be  time no longer:

Myshkin explains that in the moment before an epileptic attack, he can finally grasp the sentence:  ‘There shall be no more time.’”
One can imo view this in two ways...
	One explanation seems to be that time stops. The moment becomes eternal. 'A moment worth a lifetime'. Reference is made to an account of profet Muhammad, another epileptic(?) and how time seemed to stretch for him too.
	Time is cut of, as in "a decision has to be made". God judges in this moment. One could view it that in this moment Rogozhin turns out to be what the Prince all along suspected but couldn't face... he is an evil character. Maybe he is judged in this moment and this moment alone.

The prince survives though. And we do not know yet what his feelings and thoughts are about what happened. We don't even know whether he remembers everything.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+22)

        I loved this chapter. Dostoevsky wonderfully showed the descent into madness. Like when you are tired and reading a book, you don't notice the moments you fell asleep. You don't notice when you lose concentration. He went from joy to depression constantly, struggling to focus, thinking of this then that. Going here, then there. Not realizing how he ended up at certain places. It is all brilliantly described.
I like this:
In truth what a mess, what a shambles, what a mad place is a man's soul!


I love how Myshkin did see real love in Rogozhin's actions. Him simply reading that book showed that he is trying to please Nastasya. There is a relationship there that he wants.

Compassion is the principle and perhaps the only law necessary for the survivival of the whole of mankind.

I like that quote. It reminds me a lot of something Tolstoy said in Resurrection which has stuck with me ever since:
The thing is,” he continued, “that these people acknowledge as law what is not law, and do not acknowledge as law at all, the eternal, immutable law written by God in the hearts of men.

...

It all lies in the fact that men think there are circumstances when one may deal with human beings without love. But there are no such circumstances. We may deal with things without love – we cut down trees, make bricks, hammer iron without love – but we cannot deal with men without it, just as one cannot deal with bees without being careful. If one deals carelessly with bees one will injure them and will one’s self be injured. And so with men. It cannot be otherwise, because mutual love is the fundamental law of human life.

If Myshkin is a Christ figure, then Rogozhin is surely the devil. He keeps referring to him as his demon. Except that Myshkin was tempted, and he gave in to his temptation. He broke his promise. He fell.
Edit: I'm beginning to think that The Idiot is probably the most symbolical of his great works.


    

Chapter 6

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Rogozhin tried to kill Myshkin. He was saved by having an epileptic fit. A few days later he travelled with Lebyadkin to Pavlovsk.
Today
Everyone visited Myshkin at the Dacha: the Yepanchins (with Prince S.), Ptitsyn and Varya, and even Ganya. General Ivolgin, Kolya, and Vera were also there. Near the end the Yepanchin girls and Kolya made a joke about "The Hapless Knight", which had "A.N.B" engraved on his shield (though Kolya noted this should be "A.N.D").
Character list
Chapter list


8 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+4)

        This was a nice change of pace! The scene with General Ivolgin and Aglaya made me smile “...But this time, as luck would have it, he was speaking the truth and, as luck would have it, he had forgotten!” And Mrs Yepanchin always provides entertainment!
Aglaya is in her element!


    


    
        onz456 (+9)

        Through Aglaya Myshkin becomes connected to Don Quixote. Don Quixote was a man who wanted to restore the idea of chivalry, in a time when chivalry had died. His contemporaries didn't understand what he was trying to do and he was considered to be an idiot. The idea of chivalry however is a noble idea. Aglaya is the one who redefines the actions of the prince as not being idiotic, but noble.
This seems to fit somehow with how the Prince views himself as he was mumbling to himself in the previous chapter, but with a caveat... it is still possible that the prince is just a buffoon who has a romantic ideal about women and doesn't know how to close the deal. Not understanding his own desires. His utterances that he is loving out of compassion are then just him trying to present himself as better than he is. (I don't think this is the case though, but maybe I too am already deceived by his charm?)
	Is Myshkin really Christ cast in a different time, where his ideals are outdated and people don't understand him and see his ideals as a weakness, something to exploit. Did Dostoevsky write The Idiot with this idea in mind: How would Jesus Christ be perceived in my own time, where atheism, nihilism, etc,.. run rampant; where kindness is seen as a weakness? Is the Prince really a Don Quixote? (I start to like the Lion between mice - 'meaning' of his name even more...)
	Or is it the contrary, is his 'charm' the reason that his closest contemporaries try to see more in him than there is; trying to make a noble man out of an idiot? Is his pursuit of Nastasya not just the fumbling of an idiot? Does a woman really want to be pitied? Didn't he break his word? I'm not saying he might be a conman, or that he has evil intent... on the contrary. Maybe his childlike manner and charm make people want to like him, redefine what he does and says. Maybe the Prince in that case is more like Chauncey Gardiner from the movie Being There. Only profound, because they really want him to be thus.

Whichever is the case, what is true and very apparant is that Aglaya breaks a lance for Myshkin, even though she is seemingly mocking him:
“There is no silliness about it at all—only the profoundest respect,” said Aglaya, very seriously.

I might be wrong, but I think they will grow closer together.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+9)

        I really like this chapter. Light conversations all around. Everyone having a jolly time. Two moments made me chuckle.
First when Kolya lied to Madame Epanchin about Myshkin's health just to see her reaction when she finds him perfectly healthy. Second when Madame scolded General Ivolgin but then felt pity for him and said him to don't go. When Ivokgin was about to turn back and join them she again said it's fine just go away.
I like change in Ganya, although he left his work at Epanchin's and in no more financially stable as before but he got a proud look, an honest look on him. Guess Nastasya's cruel words did some good in him.


    


    
        freddyconwayshaw (+16)

        It may just be me, but I saw a parallel between the story of Marie that Myshkin tells, and between the actual events of this chapter - in the way that a character who was at first, in Marie’s case positively abhorred and in Myshkin’s case, although not to the extent of Marie, was held at arm’s length and viewed as a fool, is now adored by all these people who come to visit them on their sickbed. Furthermore, the fact that they are able to put aside the differences that they have - with Dostoevsky stating that Lizaveta Prokofyevna in particular has a dislike for some of the visitors - is demonstrative of the effect Myshkin has been able to have on these people - dare I say Christ-like in his unification of people?


    


    
        onz456 (+6)

        This is a wonderful remark.
Myshkin was able to change the children's opinion of Marie too. Yet, he was send away by the villagers for corrupting the youth (cfr Socrates). On the Russian upperclass he seems to have the same power as he has over the kids in Switzerland.
I see a parallel with Nastasya and Marie too. Myshkin stated about both of them that he didn't love them out of lust, but out of compassion or pity. They both were used and dumped by dishonorable men. Both got stigmatized as 'whores' (?) by the public; although Nastasya not so much; Marie though was actively shunned for it by the villagers.
I wonder whether Myshkin will convince the members of the Russian upperclass of 'forgiving' Nastasya for letting herself in with Rogozhin. From the letters ANB in Aglaya's I think he will. She uses the words  "some revelation of pure Beauty", so she seems to think Myshkin follows a noble cause. Remember: he won the Epanchin's heart by telling the story of Marie. At least these women, see his compassion as an admirable asset.
But I somehow think that they do not quite 'get' the Prince.
	In case of Marie, although he said he loved her out of pity, the children still only got convinced because they believed that he loved her in a "I-want-to-marry-her"-kind of way. He didn't correct their error, (although he let Marie know). The kids loved her, because of him. Maybe the Epanchins also suspected he wasn't telling the whole truth about Marie and believed that he was after her(?)
	In case of Nastasya, I think they all presume he is infatuated by her, because of her beauty, and that he loves her in a 'I-want-her-for -myself"kind of way. Just like Rogozhin. This would make Rogozhin his rival in their eyes. But Myshkin said to himself that he wouldn't be able to love her in the way Rogozhin would love her. He loves her out of pity. I don't think the public around him, gets that.

His love is indeed more christlike, in that it isn't motivated by egoistic goals, but out of real compassion for another soul.

dare I say Christ-like in his unification of people?

Myshkin, indeed, is Christ put in another time, another place. But Myshkin is also, very much, a Don Quixote. His ideals seem outdated to those surrounding him (?), and they don't understand him so they mock him or think he is an idiot.


edit:
Also consider this from John chapter 8:
The teachers of the law and the Pharisees brought in a woman caught in adultery. They made her stand before the group 4 and said to Jesus, “Teacher, this woman was caught in the act of adultery. 5 In the Law Moses commanded us to stone such women. Now what do you say?” 6 They were using this question as a trap, in order to have a basis for accusing him.

But Jesus bent down and started to write on the ground with his finger. 7 When  they kept on questioning him, he straightened up and said to them, “Let  any one of you who is without sin be the first to throw a stone at her.” 8 Again he stooped down and wrote on the ground.

9 At  this, those who heard began to go away one at a time, the older ones  first, until only Jesus was left, with the woman still standing there. 10 Jesus straightened up and asked her, “Woman, where are they? Has no one condemned you?”

11 “No one, sir,” she said.

“Then neither do I condemn you,” Jesus declared. “Go now and leave your life of sin.”



    


    
        Shigalyov (+6)

        True! They are like children around him, even though they all view him as the child.
You make a very good point.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        Believe it or not, we're already halfway through Part 2!
This was a fun chapter. Not everything has to be so dramatic. We know allt hese characters so well, so it was fun to see them all together. Especially Ganya, who is much better it seems. By letting go of his pride he improved. Even Aglaya liked him more this way.
Did Lebedev imply that Nastasya wanted to see Myshkin? He also refers to a monster. Myshkin thinks this is a male. Is this supposed to be Rogozhin?
I don't quite understand why Lebedev didn't want people to visit Myshkin?
I'm beginning to like Aglaya. It was funny to see her avoid Yevgeny Pavlovich like that. And her mother wanting to think Myshkin is dying is relatable. Many people only live on drama. You get the idea that they would die of boredom if there weren't any catastrophes in the world.
Then "The Hapless Knight". It's clearly Myshkin:
"Be that as it may, it is quite clear that it had become all one to this hapless knight, who this lady of his might have been or what she might have got up to. Suffice it to say that he had chosen her and put his faith in her 'untainted beauty', and had then gone on to bow down to her for ever more; his glory being that even if she were subsequently declared a felon, he would have to break a lance for her. The poet evidently strove to incorporate into one magnificent representation of some unblemished knight errant, the entire grandiose concept of chivalrous platonic love of the Middle Ages - needless to say, in terms of an ideal. In 'The Hapless Knight' this tendency reached its peak - asceticism. One cannot deny that the ability to harbour such a sentiment presupposes a truly sterling character, and this is by no means to draw too close a comparison with Don Quixote. On the other hand, 'The Hapless Knight' is a Don Quixote, but a serious, not a comical one. At first I failed to understand him and I sneered at him, but now I love the Hapless Knight and, most of all, I respect him for his chivalry and valour."

Major spoiler (only read if you've read the book before): >!it's a pity that she wasn't his "lady". !<I especially like that this knight is a serious character. He has an ideal, he believes in it, and he sticks to hit. Even when it isn't funny.
The A.N.B./A.N.D distinction is important. But it will only be revealed in the next chapter I think.


    


    
        onz456 (+4)

        The A.N.B./A.N.D distinction is important.

I don't get Kolya's correction... put as "AND". I looked at different translations and found that the initials on the shield were AMD. In some of them Kolya's correction was likewise AMD. In some versions of Pushkin's poem it isn't abbreviated and stands for "Ave Mater Dei", the words uttered by the angel Gabriel upon meeting the Virgin Mary: "Hail, [Mary] mother of God."
I get the ANB. Not the AND. In a Russian version I looked through, Kolya's correction is also 'AND', while still using AMD on the shield. Am I to understand that Kolya also didn't really know what the letters meant? Or do those letters (AND) really represent something more?

Then "The Hapless Knight". It's clearly Myshkin:

I think so too.
!From the poem's last lines :!<

	>!Then returning to his castle !<
	>!In far distant countryside, !<
	>!Silent, sad, bereft of reason, !<
	>!In his solitude he died. !<

If this too is Myshkin's fate, it is devastatingly tragic.


    

Chapter 7

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Everyone visited Myshkin at the dacha. Near the end they joked about "The Hapless Knight".
Today
Yevgeny Pavlovich and General Yepanchin arrived. Aglaya nonetheless started to recite Pushkin's poem, with some differences. After that four men arrived, notably including Antip Burdovsky (Pavlishchev's son), Vladimir Doktorenko (Lebyadkin's nephew), and Ippolit. It also included the retired staff captain, Keller (who used to be with Rogozhin). They have some type of quarrel with Myshkin.

Character list
Chapter list


6 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+2)

        I think the interpretation of the poem means Aglaya sees the prince more clearly than he sees himself, perhaps. The description of the nihilists cracked me up. It is interesting to have Pavlischev’s son at this point...will we learn more about Switzerland?


    


    
        [deleted] (+2)

        Antip Burdovsky (Pavlishchev's son),

Who is Pavlishchev again?
Also, Dostoevsky's portrayal of nihilist never fails to make me smile


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        I think Yevgeny sees Myshkin as a rival, and planned for Antip to embarrass him. I like how Aglaya considers herself above him.
According to Avsey's notes, Aglaya's poem is a heavily altered version of Pushkin's poem. For comparison, here is Pushkin's version (Reddit is really awful when it comes to formatting poetry):
Lived a knight once, poor and simple,

Pale of face with glance austere,

Spare of speech, but with a spirit

Proud, intolerant of fear.

He had had a wondrous vision:

Ne'er could feeble human art

Gauge its deep, mysterious meaning,

It was graven on his heart.

And since then his soul had quivered

With an all-consuming fire,

Never more he looked on women,

Speech with them did not desire.

But he dropped his scarf thenceforward,

Wore a chaplet in its place,

And no more in sight of any

Raised the visor from his face.

Filled with purest love and fervor,

Faith which his sweet dreams did yield

In his blood he traced the letters

A.M.D. upon his shield.

When the Paladins proclaiming

Ladies' names as true love's sign

Hurled themselves into the battle

On the plains of Palestine,

Lumen coeli, Sancta Rosa!

Shouted he with flaming glance,

And the fury of his menace

Checked the Mussulman's advance.

Then returning to his castle

In far distant countryside,

Silent, sad, bereft of reason,

In his solitude he died.

It might be explained later on, but I think I understand why Aglaya substitued A.M.D. with A.N.B. Actually, I remember now, having read the book before. So rather wait to see what is meant. If you want to know, if memory serves me correctly it is >!the initials of Nastasya. But that doesn't explain the "N".!<
The reaction to the poem is interesting as well. Madame Yepanchin, being so aloof, failed to see the meaning behind the initials. The General, a practical man, only knows a poem was recited and doesn't care for the meaning behind it.
I wonder why Aglaya is so adamant that Myshkin resolve the quarrel with the young men publicly? Maybe she wants him prove himself in front of Radomsky?
In reaction to Madame Yepanchina he said these people are not Gorsky or Danilov. Danilov murdered a pawnbroker, and probably inspired Crime and Punishment.
I remember a little bit of what comes next. I didn't like it.


    


    
        Rare_Lie_1237 (+1)

        i got the italian version, and there Is clearly written that >!Those initials are Nastasya's One!<


    


    
        onz456 (+2)

        Why does she equate M.D with N.B?
	Is she comparing religious vs worldly desires in an attempt to mock?
	Is she equating MD with NB, because she thinks NB is a noble cause for Myshkin; just like MD was for the poor knight?



    


    
        lazylittlelady (+2)

        I think she might be mocking Randomsky for worldly preoccupation while implying Myshkin is more noble for trying to rescue Nastasya. I think she understands he doesn’t love her, but wants to rescue her.


    

Chapter 8

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Aglaya recited the poem of the "Hapless Knight". At the end Antip Burdovsky, Lebyadkin's nephew (Vladimir Doktorenko), Ippolit and Keller arrived.
Today
Antip claims to be Pavlishchev's son, and thereby the legitimate inheritor of Myshkin's fortune. Keller published an article accusing Myshkin of many improper behaviours. It's worth remembering that Keller said he didn't write the poem at the end. Myshkin responded by saying that Ganya found proof that Antip was deceived by his lawyer and is not Pavlishchev's son. Ganya himself explained it to them at the end. Myshkin did however promise to give him 10 000 roubles in memory of Pavlishchev.
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9 Comments


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        Bloody hell this chapter was a roller coaster.
I think what George Orwell & Jordan Peterson say about socialists is true. When it comes down it the root motivation is not actually compassion for the poor, its resentment of the rich.
But to be fair here, half way through this chapter after the article had iust been read out, I was indeed feeling very sorry for the son and thinking "wow the prince has been a dick here, even if unintentionally". To slave away as a tutor for kopecks supporting your sick mother, while the man your dead father supported recieved millions for nothing, it would hard not to be resentful if this were the case.  I guess the question is how aware of the facts was the son, did he know they were all lies and was happy to pretend ignorance, or was he genuinely duped.


    


    
        rhmati30 (+12)

        Please don't bring Jordan Peters*n into this fine sub


    


    
        [deleted] (+1)

        Please don't bring petty squabbles into this fine sub


    


    
        rhmati30 (+3)

        I'm sorry. I couldn't help myself.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        The nephew’s speech...
“But do you really think us such fools, Prince, as not to understand that we have not a leg to stand on so far as the law is concerned, and that if we were to consider our case from a legal point of view, we have not the right to demand a single rouble from you?...Yes, it is quite true that we did not come cap in hand, we haven’t come as your hangers-on and sycophants, but with our heads held high, like free men, and not with any intention of begging, but with a free and proud demand (you hear, not to beg, but to demand-get that clear!)”
Let’s not forget he has gambling debts and couldn’t get anything out of Lebedev last we saw him. And having met the Prince...along with the pugalist, they assumed it would be easy to extract money from him.
Just for curiosity sake’s, I did search for the Paris chateau des fleures


    


    
        dankbeamssmeltdreams (+9)

        Wow I just read this chapter tonight, and found this subreddit tonight, and this was posted an hour ago. Must be a good sign; I should sub. Great summary!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        The chances of that are pretty slim! Definitely a sign. I hope you stick around!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+10)

        I think Myshkin acted outstandingly civil and gentlemanly. He did appear to try too hard to keep the men calm, but he didn't cut back on his own rights, pointed out all the slander, and he spoke his mind. And every time Myshkin points out the slander and speaks honestly they get so offended. They don't hold to their own nihilist views. It reminds me of today: you have people who are so "with the times" who preach brotherhood and hate on traditional views of morality, but they are the first to get offended, misinterpret your words, and assume the worst about you.
Myshkin proved he is no fool. He can handle tough situations like that. Even though he called himself a fool for making the 10 000 roubles out as a charity.
Madame Yepanchina came across as a bit of a traitor. She should have stood up for Myshkin like her husband. She should not have forced Kolya to read out that article. I wonder how she feels now.
I also wonder what Aglaya and Yevgeny thinks?
Someone wrote that poetry at the end of the article. I remember who, but it would be interesting to see who you think did it.
Remember Part 2 started with Myshkin going to Lebedev. There we got a foreshadowing of this: his nephew claimed the right to Lebedev's financial help, even though he did not have either a legal or moral claim to it. And wasn't he struggling financially? And now in a similar vein these four men know they have no legal footing, but still make a moral claim to the money. And they don't even have a moral claim.
Ippolit is interesting. I wonder why he was part of that group.
u/MMDT is right. It's always funny to see how Dostoevsky treats the nihilists. Here on the one hand the article makes claims of equality and disses on aristocracy, but they are all here to inherit money just like an aristocrat! It's also interesting how the article lies about Myshkin (in contrast to their talks of honour), but when it mentions Pavlischev's alleged affair, it defends it on the basis of the feudal law of the time. Hypocrites.
Besides, I don't think illegitimate children even had a right to inheritance? Am I wrong? Although in War and Peace, wasn't Pierre illegitimate? I can't remember.


    


    
        Koilos (+1)

        Madame Yepanchina came across as a bit of a traitor. She should have stood up for Myshkin like her husband.

Madame Yepanchina is often very immature, but I can kind of understand where she's coming from here. It can be frustrating to deal with someone who exposes themselves to abuse and exploitation, the way that Myshkin tends to do. I think she's probably furious on the prince's behalf and frustrated that he's the sort of person to be receptive to such blatant attempts at manipulation.


    

Chapter 9

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Antip and his friends claimed he was the true inheritor of Myshkin's fortune. Myshkin defended himself against these claims.
Today
Ganya explained to Antip why he isn't Pavlishchev's son. But he did give evidence that Pavlishchev obviously cared for Antip and his mother. Ganya doesn't think anyone was deliberately trying to defraud Myshkin.
A scene erupted. It was avoided by Ippolit who had a change of heart and wanted to talk to Madame Yepanchina. Everyone settled down to hear what he has to say.
Character list
Chapter list


12 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+14)

        To be honest, Mrs. Yepanchin might be my favorite character in this book. She is funny, righteous, reconsiders things easily and changes her mind and is the heart of any scene she is in...occasionally for the wrong reasons! In this one, she brings everyone down to the ground again.
Ganya obviously used his powers for good, so he definitely has evolved as a character.


    


    
        [deleted] (+5)

        yeah she was on fire this chapter. 3 quotes that really made me smile
You didn’t have the good sense to conduct me out of the room earlier. You’re a husband, the head of the family, had I not obeyed you to leave, you should have dragged me, a fool, screaming and kicking out of the room at once.

Society is being condemned for being inhuman and cruel for condemning a fallen girl. But if you admit that society is cruel, it follows that society is causing the girl pain. And if so, how can you yourself expose this girl in newspapers before this very society and expect her not to feel pain?

You’re mad, you people! You’re overreaching yourselves! You’ve no faith in God, you’ve no faith in Christ! Arrogance and pride have possessed you to the extent that you’ll end up devouring one another, that much I predict for you.



    


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        That last quote is a stone cold comeback!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+7)

        We are nearing the end of Part 2 already.
I realised today that Myshkin has a way of changing people's view of him. Many people start out sceptical about him. General Yepanchin, Ganya, Yepanchin's wife, and even their daughters were all very sceptical at first. Even Aglaya's godmother in Moscow. But he won them all over.
The only people who like him from the start are those that are in lesser places of life, like General Ivolgin, Kolya (as a young kid mistreated by his brother), Lebedev, and Nastasya. The only notable exception seems to be Rogozhin. Rogozhin liked him from the beginning. And arguably Ippolit, who despised Myshkin at first despite being close to dying.
Like Christ, the poor and weak crowd around him. The strong ones are the most skeptical.
I thought Myshkin made a good response yesterday. I see now that Ganya's is way better. It's formal, to the point, with little to no insults. In fact it's compassionate.
I particularly enjoyed Lizaveta's tirade against these nihilists. She's an interesting choice for Dostoevsky to use to point out all their hypocrisy and the weaknesses in their ideas. She's not the most intellectual, and jokes often fly over her. But here she was precisely on the mark. I know we've all read it, but I really want to copy out a portion of her critique here to review later::
This would be 'an act of noble desperation' for him, 'a rebellion' or some such rubbish... Bah! Everything's been turned inside out and upside down. You bring up a girl in your family, suddenly she will jump into a droshky on the road, 'Mother dear, I married Boris so-and-so or Ivan other day, goodbye!'. And you would approve of such behaviour, wouldn't you? You'd consider it praiseworthy and natural, I suppose? Women's liberation movement? That boy there," she pointed at Kolya, "argued too the other day that it's a question of women's rights. But even if a mother has been foolish, you should still treat her with respect... Why did you come here with your heads up in the air if to say, 'Stay back, we're coming! Our might is right, and you lot pipe down! We'll rake in all the honours, no matter if we don't deserve them; as for you, we'll treat you like dirt!'

They want to know the truth, they savaged the prince in the article. 'We don't ask, we demand, and don't you expect any gratitude from us, because it's your own conscience you want to salve!' A fine set of morals! But don't you realize if there'll be no grattitude from you, the Prince can also turn around and say he feels no gratitude towards Pavlishchev, because Pavlishchev too did it to salve his own conscience. Whereas all you counted on was precisely this gratitude of his towads Pavlishchev.

After all, the Prince didn't borrow the money from you, it's not you he's beholden to, so what precisely were you counting on if it wasn't gratitude? So how can you stand there and refuse it after all this? This is a madhouse! A society is being condemned for being inhuman and cruel for condemning a fallen girl. But if you admit that society is cruel, it follows that society is causing the girl pain. And if so, how can you yourself expose this girl in newspapers before this very society and expect her not to feel pain? You're mad, you people! You're overreaching yourselves! You've no faith in God, you've no faith in Christ! Arrogance and pride have possessed you to the extent that you'll end up devouring one another, that much I predict for you. Is this not sheer absurdity, bedlam, disarray?



    


    
        conqxxx (+1)

        I really don't get this "fallen girl" story.
Where was this story mentioned or what happened here precisely?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+1)

        Marie? It's in the first few chapters. Myshkin told Adelaida how he had never been in love.


    


    
        conqxxx (+1)

        Chapter list

"You bring up a girl in your family, suddenly she will jump into a droshky on the road, 'Mother dear, I married Boris so-and-so or Ivan other day, goodbye!'. And you would approve of such behaviour, wouldn't you? You'd consider it praiseworthy and natural, I suppose? Women's liberation movement? That boy there," she pointed at Kolya, "argued too the other day that it's a question of women's rights. But even if a mother has been foolish, you should still treat her with respect... (...) A society is being condemned for being inhuman and cruel for condemning a fallen girl. But if you admit that society is cruel, it follows that society is causing the girl pain. And if so, how can you yourself expose this girl in newspapers before this very society and expect her not to feel pain?"

This is referred to Marie's story? So what is this "(...) how can you yourself expose this girl in newspapers (...)" about? This is not mentioned in Myhskin's story about Mary.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+7)

        I read this chapter last night, and I have to say that I was really impressed by Lizaveta. Until now she seemed like kind of an annoying nag, but then at the end when she started going off on the nihilists and pointed out all their hypocrisy, I was just so satisfied that someone finally said something. I think maybe I might be warming up to her.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        The same here! It's even more welcome compared to the previous chapter where, if anything, she made life harder for Myshkin.
By the way, would Monday fit you yo start Orthodoxy? I was thinking of doing it then. But waiting another week should be fine too.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+3)

        I’m totally down to start Monday. I’ll finally have my old shift back at work, and won’t have to be there until 3p.m. So I’ll have all morning to read lol.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        Great! I'll probably make the announcement thread tomorrow. But I'll first hear from the other two who were interested.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+3)

        Nice! I’m excited! I’ve already taken it off my shelf and placed it with The Idiot lol


    

Chapter 10

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Ganya explained Antip's true heritage. Near the end Ippolit wanted to speak with Ms Yepanchin.
Today
Ippolit spoke with her. At the end everyone finally left. Ippolit decided not to say with Myshkin. As the Yepanchin's left, a women in a droshky stopped and spoke with him. Myshkin saw it too. It's still unclear who she is.
Character list
Chapter list


3 Comments


    
        FigReal1522 (+2)

        I don’t understand why lppolit said, he hates myschkin so much. And also why is Mrs Jepanchin upset about the Prince? Can somebody help me?


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+9)

        There was a really dramatic transformation as Ippolit goes from warm to cold feelings and leaves cursing everyone. Like Nastasya he is given an offer for redemption or at least an easement of current burdens but he, too, rejects the Prince’s help. It seems to me Nastasya’s rejection was almost more of her guilt whereas Ippolit’s rejection came from pride.
The chapter ends with Eugene’s IOU’s...I though Radomsky’s name was Yefgeny? But the disreputable ladies in the carriage were clearly talking to him.
The prince’s state of mind and health is low and no wonder with this crowd!
Edit: I realize Eugene and Yefgeny are the same name! Is it supposed to be in French and they are glamorous and disreputable and French...so clearly gambling, carousing and whoring from Radomsky?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+18)

        I like what Ippolit said, but it was too broken to really understand everything he tried to convey.
He seems honest enough. He recognizes the good in both Myskin and Antip. But, interestingly, just like Nastasya he spat on Myshkin's charity when it hurt his pride. He went from being fond of him to being an enemy in a second.
It reminds me of the "Whisp of Two" in BK where the poor father was too proud to admit any help.
His feelings of his death is reltable. Onemoment you are in this garden, the next moment you are gone. I also think he made similar comments to that of Kirillov when he spoke of Christ's blood being spilt. It's an interesting point that some of Dostoevsky's unbelievers respect Christ a lot, but they are hopeless because they know Jesus died for a lie. Few, if any of them, are like modern day neo-atheists who just diss on Christianity in all its aspects.
Keller offered to stay with Ippolit at Myshkin's dacha. That's an interesting offer. So far he had been the most vile of all his friends. And the General, again being the practical man, just suggested that Ippolit should be looked after.
All these people are so concerned with Ippolit's health, even though they know he will die. None of them are concerned with his struggles for finding a reason to live. He said he would have killed himself if he weren't sick. There's no point in trying to keep such a man healthy without first convincing him that he ought to live.
I just still don't get why Lebedev wrote the poem for his article. Like Lizaveta said, Lebedev did that while looking after Myshkin. That's low.
Yevgeny comes across as "that guy" who is always smooth and respectable, but lacks a bit of empathy and depth. He was the only one not bothered by all the events. And his talk of "might makes right" seemed irrelevant. As though it's just something progressive he wanted to say. But at least near the end he was also shocked at what that woman said. So maybe there's more to him than this.
But most interesting of all is Myshkin himself. He is getting weaker and weaker. The things that tire him the most seems to be conflict. Being misunderstood. That affair with Antip made him tired. And remember just before that he had a fit because of Rogozhin. I relate somewhat to that. I realized recently that for Dostoevsky, psychological and personal problems often lead to physical ones. In Humiliated and Insulted you similarly have the protagonist at one point collapsing because of everyone's drama. Or take A Faint Heart. Sensitive and good souls go mad. They can't handle the strain of conflict and they break themselves trying to be good.


    

Chapter 11

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Ippolit spoke with Lizavetta. He parted with Myshkin on bad terms. At the end a woman in a droshky slandered Yevgeny.
Today
The Prince spoke with Adelaida and Prince S., hearing about what's happening in their house. Aglaya fought with her family over Ganya. Keller also told his life story to Myshkin. The Prince even spoke with Yepanchin on his way back from business in St. Petersburg. It seems someone wanted to slander Yevgeny Pavlovich.
Character list
Chapter list


8 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+2)

        This was such a plot twist chapter! Nastasya is back, Aglaya is surrounded by suitors and we can’t get rid of Rogozhin! It does feel like a turning point for the prince from outsider to insider, for better or worse, in this crazy little society! Even Keller is on his way to redemption after instigating the Pavlivschev scandal!
Interesting that Lebedev really hasn’t apologized/explained himself for writing the letter yet. With the prince living in his house...


    


    
        [deleted] (+6)

        Thanks for all these recaps and analysis.  These last two chapters  especially I would be  completely lost without them. In terms of keeping up with all the Russian names I think this is the hardest Russian novel I've read


    


    
        Shigalyov (+6)

        I'm glad you find it useful!
I thought The Idiot has been the easiest in terms of all the different names, compared to his other books. But I think what complicates this one is the use of diminutives, surnames and patronymics constantly.
In the next chapter Ms Yepanchin herself didn't keep up with all the names. She didn't know Nikolai Ardalianovich is Kolya.


    


    
        usernamenotfound911 (+4)

        Characters list has come really handy in several occasions. By the way, maybe you can add somewhere in there Pavlishchev as at least in my case I was oblivious of his name when the whole situation with Burdovsky happened. Thanks for the great inputs!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+1)

        Good idea! I'll do so.


    


    
        [deleted] (+5)

        But I think what complicates this one is the use of diminutives, surnames and patronymics constantly.

Yeah that's it. Also the names are so non-English that I dont really "read" them, its just a visual recognition. Like off the off my head theres an Ivan Fedxxxxxxx,  Yepxxxxx. Whereas in, say, Brothers karamzov the names are all naturally readable in English and so I actually read them. Ivan. Dmitry.  Aloysha. Grushenka.etc. Even "Raskolnikov" rolls off the English tongue quite easily


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        Which translation are you reading? I've found certain spellings of names in some translations to just "look" quite horrible. Like "ivanjitch" or something like that.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+8)

        Wormwood - I'm so glad people pointed out the importance of the Apocalypse in the novel. I missed it completely the other times I read it. In the chapter they are overanalyzing it. Here's the verse:
The third angel sounded his trumpet, and a great star, blazing like a torch, fell from the sky on a third of the rivers and on the springs of water— the name of the star is Wormwood. A third of the waters turned bitter, and many people died from the waters that had become bitter.

And in this chapter we do see bitterness and division creeping in. Aglaya fought with her family. Her poor father doesn't know what is going on. Myshkin himself has grown mistrustful of others, and even of himself.
What was Myshkin's dual ideas? I don't quite understand that.
Keller and Myshkin's talk is the reason I love Dostoevsky so much. Everytime I want to put people into "good" and "bad", it turns out that those bad characters actually have some honesty and goodness in them. Keller is a "bad" guy, but he has sincerity.
It seems Myshkin conquers all his enemies, but without any violence.
Yevgeny was slandered. I think I know why, but I'm afraid I might spoil the reason. I can't remember if I know this because I read the book before years ago: >!Nastasya doesn't want Aglaya to end up with Yevgeny. She wants Myshkin and Aglaya to end up together. !<
I think what Ganya desired to really speak with Myshkin about was Aglaya. Maybe there is something between them which Ganya wished to confess to Myshkin?
This is a good summary of Myshkin's true troubles and his general state of mind:
The Prince was very glad to be finally left alone; he descended from the terrace, crossed the road and entered the park; he needed to think things over and come to a decision. But this decision was not one to be pondered over, but to be taken without reflection: he simply wanted to leave everything behind and go back where he came from, far away from everyone, into complete solitude, now, without saying goodbye to anyone. He felt that if he were to stay there even just a few more days, he'd become sucked into this world irredeemably and his fate would be sealed for ever. But his mind was made up in less than ten minutes  - to flee was impossible, it would be tantamount to cowardice; he was faced with problems which he had no right whatsoever to leave without at least attempting with all his powers to resolve. Turning this over in his mind, he was back in the house even before a quarter of an hour was up.

He is at a crossroads. This is also quite fitting as we are, in this chapter, halfway through the book. He would like to leave everything, but he is not a coward. He is honourable. Like The Hapless Knight or Don Quixote.


    

Chapter 12

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
We learn Aglaya quarelled with her family. It is also proven by Ganya that Nastasya intentionally lied about Yevgeny.
Today
Lizaveta visited Myshkin. They spoke about Aglaya. Ganya seems to be interested in her. And the Prince too! Even though he tried to hide it. At the end she took him with her to Aglaya.
Character list
Chapter list


7 Comments


    
        readtofinish (+2)

        In this chapter, Mrs. Epanchin uses the word 'galimatas' in my translation. It means: confused, meaningless talk. I was wondering how else this word has been translated by others.


    


    
        usernamenotfound911 (+6)

        Do we know the letter the prince wrote to Aglaya? I can't recall about it at least. I really enjoyed this chapter, such a way to finish part two with a cliffhanger


    


    
        Shigalyov (+1)

        The letter is at the end of Part 2, Chapter 1.


    


    
        usernamenotfound911 (+3)

        Ohh I thought there was a newer letter, thank you. I was nice to read it again in any case.
Once you honored me with your confidence. it may be that you have completely forgotten me now. How is it that I am writing to you? I do not know; but I have an irrepressible desire to remind you of myself, and you precisely. Many's the time I have needed all three of you very much, but of all three I could only see you. I need you, I need you very much. I have nothing to write to you about myself. I have nothing to tell you about. That is not what I wanted; I wish terribly much that you should be happy. Are you happy? That is the only thing I wanted to tell you.
Your brother, Pr. L. Myshkin.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        I still love Mrs Yepanchin...she is contrary but knows something about human nature always.
The last thing she says to him about Aglaya after speeding him out of his house to hers is just so typical of her:
“Here’s your wretched hat-come along! Can’t even choose a hat with taste! She did it-she did it after what happened-she did it in a temper, “ muttered Mrs. Yepanchin, dragging the prince after her without for one moment letting go of his arm. “I took your part this morning. I said aloud that you were a fool not to come see us - else she wouldn’t have written such a silly note! A most improper note. Improper for a well-bred, well-brought up, clever, clever girl! I don’t know though”, she went on “perhaps-perhaps-perhaps she was herself annoyed you didn’t come, only she didn’t realize that one shouldn’t write like that to an idiot, for he might take it literally, as he has done...”
But maybe Aglaya knew her mother would grill him...probably a lot came out in the family row...and a contrary note would immediately make Mrs Yepanchin contrary to her original intentions! Which is exactly what happened!!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+7)

        What a fun way to end Part 2! He was literally dragged into a relationship! "You asked for it" when he didn't ask for anything. One moment he's on his own walking around, and the next he is in a relationship with his crush.
Although Miss Yepanchin is so quick tempered she is also very quick to analyze a situation. Myshkin purposely added "brother" to his letter. It's like today where if you say something to a girl which is just a tad bit too deep you will soften it by saying "as a friend" or something like that. You wouldn't add that if what you said was clearly meant as a friend.
And if a girl told me not to see her I would also take that literally and avoid seeing her.
Some other notes:
In Part 1 he promised to marry Nastasya. Now at the end of Part 2 he is with Aglaya. Part 1 was hectic and climactic. Part 2 was far calmer and more personal. Things will change a lot from now on.
We finally understand why Varvara was expelled from the Yepanchins.
It's not clear why Aglaya and Nastasya met and what they agreed on.


    


    
        conqxxx (+3)

        How do you come up with the idea that they are in a relationship after this?
She wrote a letter to him not to come and Miss Yepanchin, after finding out about it, wants Myshkin to visit their home. That’s it?
One could interpret Aglaja’s letter in a way that by saying to Myshkin she wants him to stay away, she actually wants him to come - which still doesn’t mean they are together.


    

Chapter 1

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Ms Yepanchin literally dragged Myshkin to her dacha to see Aglaya.
Today
We learn more about the Yepanchin family and Lizaveta's anxieties about her daughters. There was especially more said about Alexandra.
Myshkin was made to sit with the family, Prince S., Yevgeny, and Kolya (from whom we hear Ippolit has chosen to stay at the dacha). They spoke about the criminal justice system. At the end they decided to take a walk.
Character list
Chapter list


12 Comments


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+8)

        I’m beginning to see the almost “Christ-like” nature of Myshkin. He’s managed to cause the young “nihilists” to almost realize that they’ve behaved poorly towards him by being able to see through them.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+8)

        Dostoevsky does for “respectable families” what Tolstoy does for “happy” ones. I do think Aglaya takes after her mother...quite impulsive and emotional at times. This was an interesting take on politics, crime and redemption, too, and Radomsky’s a bit of a windbag...I can see why Aglaya would drop him.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+12)

        The opening of Part 3 isn't as random as it seems. This feeling that the Yepanchin family isn't quite normal will play a role later on, probably in Part 3 itself.
I liked the characterization of Alexandra. She's just "there" the whole time.
Why did Aglaya cut her hair? Now my whole picture of her has to change. She already looked a bit too similar to Nastasya in my mind.
I can also just imagine how Myshkin should have felt, sitting there, awkwardly, trying to avoid looking at her.
And once again Myshkin shows that he is no idiot but actually more of a philosopher. Remember even Keller was amazed at Myshkin's insight. In this chapter Myshkin agreed to an extent with Yevgeny, but went deeper. And what he says is true. Even for today. The problem is not so much crime being committed. The issue is people who don't acknowledged that they are guilty, but in fact think it is good. Isn't that the whole idea behind Crime and Punishment?
But there is something to be said for Yevgeny's view of liberals too. Especially today, again. There's a type of liberal which just hates everything about his country *cough* America *cough*. I felt a bit too relatable to that kind of liberal about my own country, but I'm sure others will see a mirror image of themselves there.
On a side note, this also reminds me of what Chesterton said in Orthodoxy (which we're gonna start reading today please join). It's that the pessimist critique isn't sincere. There's a kind of sadistic joy, for some people, in pointing out what's wrong with the world.
Yevgeny himself still comes off as a bit condescending. Dostoevsky remarked this openly for the first time. He definitely sees Myshkin as a rival. Yevgeny is a well brought up man, but he is proud and doesn't really care for the feelings of others. Just take a look at him continuing that conversation which no one wanted, and how he mocked Ippolit.
This is both a beautiful and ominous ending to the beginning of Part 3:
"My dear Lev Nikolayevich," Prince S. hurried to interpose tactfully ... "Paradise doesn't come easily on this earth, and as I see it, you have set your sights on Paradise. Paradise is a difficult matter, Prince, much more difficult than your cheery heart can possibly imagine."



    


    
        [deleted] (+2)

        But there is something to be said for Yevgeny's view of liberals too. Especially today, again. There's a type of liberal which just hates everything about his country *cough* America *cough*.

This is exactly what I was going to say after finishing the chapter. The woke left of today goes out of the way to make a point of how awful their country is.
Tbh I did the same many years ago when I went through a brief phase of being woke. This was at least 8 years ago now though. I still remember, on St Geoege's day, making a post on Facebook about how it's all a big farce and how st george wasnt even English. Christ I'm cringing at myself just thinking about it


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        I know your pain. Someone on the internet recently said that every young man has to go through either a libertarian or socialist phase in life and that this is an unbroken law of nature. There's something to it. Some of the ultra-libertarian Facebook posts I made 5 or so years ago still haunt me.
I didn't want to be political, but I also had those people in mind. In that sense, in Yevgeny's view, they aren't really American liberals as they lack allegiance to America. But I've learned the hard way not to bring American politics into online discussions. So if you're a Bernie Sanders supporter, I meant no offence. Dostoevsky is great for all of us. He was an Orthodox Christian, I'm not, and I respect him still. I'm sure people of diverse politics appreciate him as well. Or they should.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+5)

        As an American what you said is very true. There used to be a time where you could believe that your country needed to improve, but still be very patriotic and love that it’s better than it used to be. But now being patriotic is seen as behind the times and frowned upon. That in order to truly improve, you have to completely rewrite the customs and traditions. Unless you’re in Texas, of course, where we kind of got a double dose of that “freedom loving” spirit.


    


    
        underoverrated (+2)

        I noticed the same parallels with today’s America, and I’m guilty of being one of those “maybe we should rethink the system” people. 
  I think it’s because the loudest voices are the ones portrayed the most often. It seems to me like the “everything in the USA’s past has a dark side” liberals are an equal and opposite response to today’s far right in our country, but the vast majority of people are stuck somewhere in the middle and understand it’s more nuanced. 
  I really liked the point about liberal ideas in general being an attack on the status quo. If you took that to the extreme you could see any country fall apart almost immediately. I like to think of politics in broader terms like that and it helps me appreciate both sides when there is so much tendency towards hate being shown.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+1)

        A lot of times I find that both sides are sometimes right and sometimes wrong. You’re absolutely right about how there is a lot of nuance to each and every issue. The thing about “rethinking the system” is that people who believe that way may be right, but my concern is, will we replace it with something truly better, or something that winds up being a different type of problem?


    


    
        underoverrated (+6)

        I like to think of it like evolution itself, and in a way politics are indistinguishable. If we don’t try new things in our ever changing environment we are sure to fail. We constantly have to check which part of the system are foundational and what we should be adapting. It’s interesting that the U.S. has individual states to work some of these things out. To me some of the issues are in the forefront of our conversation only because of the depth of them and the ability to have good arguments on both sides. It’s so interesting to see almost exact parallels in Dostoyevsky’s work from so long ago and realize that these problems transcend time and place. How else would a mechanic from modern day Texas be interested in Russian aristocracy from last century...


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+2)

        I think 2 things that modern Americans tend to forget are the ideas of Federalism, and also that the Constitution includes means to amending it. For the first idea, the States were meant to be, IMO, guinea pigs for new economic and social policies, and considering the second idea, the framers of the Constitution knew that the future would hold certain obstacles, and for our country to not only survive, but also to thrive, we would need to clarify and redefine terms, and add new terms.
I feel that the current sentiment in American society, is to believe that if something isn’t working quite right, then you should just throw it away and buy a new one when really you might just need to do some fixing.
Also, I haven’t learned how to quote on here yet, but considering your last statement, I assume I’m speaking to a fellow Texan?


    


    
        underoverrated (+2)

        I am a fellow Texan. I grew up in rural Oklahoma too so I know the ‘merica mentality well. I actually used to have that mentality, despite my American history course in high school being taught by a wrestling coach who was more interested in whether or not he could beat a shark in combat...


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+2)

        When I was in high school, I used to have that tear it all down mentality in my own way; I was a Secessionist. But, I moved off to the city and met people from other states, and even other countries, and realized that the best thing to do is to stick together and just try and fix things. I’m glad I’ve gotten away from that belief system though. No good could come of it, I think.


    

Chapter 2

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin sat with the Yepanchins, Yevgeny and Prince S. They spoke about criminal justice.
Today
So many things
Aglaya defended Myshkin when he apologised to everyone for who she is. He promised he won't ask her to marry her. Afterwards they went to the park where there's some musical event. Myshkin walked with Aglaya. At one point Nastasya arrived.
She attacked an officer who mocked her. Myshkin protected her by seizing the officer's hands when he wanted to react. Rogozhin took Nastasya away. Aglaya was shocked by this.
Character list
Chapter list


13 Comments


    
        [deleted] (+6)

        I swear if Nastasya was a man she would have been challenged to a duel long ago. She can get away with murder. Hitting a man with a cane must surely be duel worthy (remember in Demons I think Stravrogin was challenged for grabbing someones nose).


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+9)

        It seems to me that Aglaya is beginning to act like Nastasya, especially considering that it’s rumored that she’s become acquainted with her.
Based off of what I know about flirting (which isn’t much), Aglaya telling Myshkin that she comes to the bench and sits alone while everyone is still sleeping sounds like she’s hinting for him to join her.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+7)

        I’m beginning to think that they are using the label “idiot “ for want of a better description for his kind of values and behavior.
Who is the man he noticed in the crowd with a green tie? His attention and thoughts definitely echo chapter 5 before he has his attack. Still, he was able to stop the officer from assaulting Nastasya. Is she mad? Radomsky proves himself dishonorable in this passage and Aglaya witness both his actions with encouraging his friend with the prince and the prince’s bravery. Her reactions in this chapter are definitely on par with some of the best/worst of Mrs Yepanchin!


    


    
        conqxxx (+2)

        At some for me ‘you idiot’ has become ‘you’re so naive’


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        I thought the man must be Rozoghin, I cant think who else it could be


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+8)

        A lot happened in this chapter, and I think this is where we can say for sure Aglaya do fancy the "The poor knight". She stood for her when he was apologizing. Her being anxiously watching the last incident. She saying that she won't marry Prince, and then laughing along with Epanchin sisters was like a school girl having crush on someone. She is just too proud to admit it.
And that part where police came few seconds after the incident was hilarious. That makes me police in 1850s Russia and today isn't that much different.  XD


    


    
        Shigalyov (+10)

        This chapter is why I love Dostoevsky. Sometimes I ask myself what's so special about him. I mean Demons is a bit weird in its structure. And C&P is rather moody. But it's while you read these books that you know why you do it, and it's when you finish him that you know it's good. In Dostoevsky's own fashion, the joy is in the experience.
The Prince is slowly losing it. We know he was ill. And through the whole chapter he wasn't always aware of his surroundings, and who he talked with.
I wonder if he is depressed? He just wants to be alone on his bed, away from everything. This ties in with what he said earlier at the end of Part 2 of just wanting to leave everyone and everything. That sounds like depression. He is "there", but he is not quite "there" either. Everyone seems so far away. He just wants to be forgotten. No one knows what's going on in his soul.
And he is also no coward. He could have left everyone. He also could have left Nastasya. But, just like Ganya and his sister, he rose to the occasion to do what is right.
(Edit: I removed something about Chesterton which I forgot to delete in the first place)
There's something sad but beautiful in that scene of the fight. A woman, disrespected and alone, no on there to help, about to be beaten. Someone said that the story of Marie left an impression on Myshkin. I see it right here.
On other issues...
I think Myshkin is wrong about Yevgeny. He said him blushing shows he is a good man. And that part where Nastasya shocked him was hilarious and a bit sad. But Yevgeny introduced Myshkin to his friend just to make fun of him.
This is the most relatable part of him so far in the entire book. I'm also 24. It's also a bit of foreshadowing for what happens later in the chapter. He knows he doesn't act normally. He is rational like that. But he cannot stop himself when it's too late:
Take no notice, Lizaveta Prokofyevna, I'm not about to have a fit. I'm leaving directly. I know I've had... an unfair deal from nature. I've been a sick man these past twenty-four years, to be sure till the twenty-fourth year since the day of my birth. So put my present state down to my sickness too. I'm leaving directly because, now, rest assured. I'm not blushing, because, let's face it, it would have been odd to blush under he circumstances, don't you think? But I'm not fit for society... This has nothing to do with my self-esteem... I've thought long and hard these past three days, and have decided that I must in all honesty and fairness make a clean breast of it all to you.

There are such matters, such lofty matters, that I must not venture to talk about or I'll make everyone laugh. Prince S. brought this to my attention just now... I haven't the knack of propriety, I don't know when to stop, my words are out of step with my thoughts, and this does not do justice to my thoughts. And therefore I've no right... besides, I'm mistrustful, I...  I'm convinced no one would offend me in this house and everyone loves me more than I deserve, but I know (I know without a shadow of i doubt) that after being ill for twenty-four years, I must surely have been affected in some way. This makes it impossible not to laugh at me...  sometimes... I am right, am I not?"

It's noteworthy that Aglaya's defence of him is the first thing she's said to him.
Remember that park bench Aglaya pointed out. The one she sits on by herself in the mornings.
Everyone calls him an idiot. Even Aglaya.
Oh yes, Keller! The villain became a hero. I love that. I remember something similar in C&P where Luzhin's flatmate exposed him. And in Demons where Lebyadkin was the first to confess.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+3)

        Great analysis yet again. And Myshkin being depressed, why I never thought of that before? It's fits perfectly, it makes so much sense. All that Nastasya incident would definitely do so to him.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+3)

        Dostoevsky’s books remind me of a tv series. There are certain seasons where you’re wondering why you’re still watching the show, but then when the whole series finally ends, you find yourself missing all the characters (even the ones you didn’t like), and you’re glad you stuck with it till the end.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+4)

        Yes, I see what you mean. It's becomes almost a daily ritual to visit and see what characters are up to and when the book ends I feel a bit empty.


    


    
        rhmati30 (+3)

        I feel the same. When I was reading Demons I asked myself "what is Stepan is up to?" and start to read.


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+2)

        I still miss following Alyosha in TBK, and I read that book last September lol.


    


    
        gsaaber (+3)

        Agree TBK demands rereadings.


    

Chapter 3

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin protected Nastasya from a man she attacked.
Today
A duel between Myshkin and that man is very possible. Keller offered to be his second.
Aglaya arranged a rendezvous with Myshkin for the next day. Afterwards in the park he was met by Rogozhin. He revealed that Aglaya has received letters from Nastasya. And that it is Nastasya's aim to get Myshkin to marry Aglaya, which is why she is slandering Yevgeny. Only then will she marry Rogozhin.
Character list
Chapter list


7 Comments


    
        readtofinish (+2)

        I am trying to catchup after a short slump. There is so much happening per chapter in part 3. I write short summaries per chapter for myself and have noticed they are getting longer and longer. I do worry I might be missing important parts in the story. For instance the Prince refers to a letter he wrote recently to Roghozin and I am pretty sure this was not mentioned before. But I might have just read over it without registering it.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        Yeah I don't think it was mentioned before.


    


    
        readtofinish (+1)

        Thanks.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+8)

        As Keller notes to the prince, “But I say, Prince, you caught him by the arms, you know. That’s something no man of honor will put up with, especially in public”.
Whereas whipping an unarmed woman in public is an a-okay honor intact activity!
I think the prince understands his own emotions the least anyway but particularly now!
“He snatched the note out of his pocket and kissed it, but stopped at once and fell into thought:
‘How odd it is! How odd!’ he said a minute later, and there was a note of sadness in his voice. In moments of great joy he always felt sad, he did not know himself why”.
One thing I’ve noticed is that whereas the first part was all about what the men intend to do, this part seems to give all the agency to the women. What are Aglaya and Nastasya up to?
I don’t know if the whole Jesus/devil setup works for me as Rogozhin and the prince are both driven by very human emotions rather than some other unearthly force. If they could get over their own hang ups, they have common cause.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+7)

        One thing I’ve noticed is that whereas the first part was all about what the men intend to do, this part seems to give all the agency to the women. What are Aglaya and Nastasya up to?

That's a very good point. What I liked especially about C&P is the way Dostoevsky gave Dunya and Sonya a lot of influence over the course of the story. It's not as prevalent here, but you make a good point. Nastasya and Aglaya's schemes are what are driving Myshkin so insane.
Myshkin is at least partially a metaphor for Jesus in his love, compassion, honesty and goodness. Rogozhin is the opposite. He is jealous, hates Myshkin without reason, only driven by passion, tries to murder, insults others.
They are not allegories for Christ and the Devil. They remain human characters with human foibles. But they certainly encapsulates many of the elements of their respective supernatural totems (for lack of a better word). It's reminiscent of Demons where, although the people have their own motivations, you get the sense that something else is at work as well.
The other times I read this book and even the beginning of this discussion I also thought the whole Christ metaphor is overblown. I see now I was wrong.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+1)

        I suppose we could consider his health condition as supernatural as it’s impacting his actions as more separate than the earthly characters around him due to his health, attention, memory, etc?
And Rogozhin can truly be said to be possessed by the green eyed monster of jealousy as it prevents him from seeing clearly the motivation of the people closest to him and is consuming     his mind. Although I guess this also could be attributed to his original fever we opened the book with! I feel like a medical analysis would be an interesting layer!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+14)

        I still think Myshkin is depressed. You have these wonderfully happy moments, and then suddenly you are pulled down again. Or vice versa. And it's not incompatible with being in love either, even though this love (as his for Nastasya?) might be unhealthy or not actually love at all.
It's very interesting how in Part 1 and 2 Myshkin knew more than everyone else. He understood what was meant without someone even having to say a word. But now, since Part 3 (since his fit), he is out of touch. He doesn't know what is going on, he doesn't pay attention to the small things anymore, he doesn't know what is serious, and he has moments where time just passes by. People who were formerly shocked at his depth are now shocked at him being unable to be serious. In just this chapter both Keller and Rogozhin recognized that something was wrong.
I like this:
But all this went clean out of his head; all he knew was that she sat before him, and he was looking at her, and what it was they were talking about, made no difference for him whatsoever.

I'm glad that he is actually in love, as Dostoevsky himself clearly pointed out. And what's interesting is that Myshkin himself lacks the introspection to realise this, when he is usually well aware of his own state of mind.
There's something to analyze about Nastasya wanting Myshkin to marry Aglaya. It seems like as long as she has a choice she cannot move on. Myshkin has to make that choice. He has to chose Aglaya over her. Then Nastasya can finally resign herself to a life of suffering and debauchery. Otherwise the option of salvation is always there, and as long as it is there your conscience will always bother you.
Think about it. Imagine, like the pagans of old, you know you have sinned. You know you are sinful. But there's no chance of redemption. In a way that is easier, because the choice is taken out of your hand. You are sinful and that's just it. But when the Gospel comes you suddenly have to make a choice, and as long as that choice is there you are guilty on a whole different level because you can no longer just resign yourself to your own evil. You are consciously rejecting the good, that which will save you from yourself.
I begin to think that Rogozhin is a type of Devil to Myshkin's Christ. But in this story, as I said way back at the beginning, Myshkin isn't Jesus. He clearly has many of that symbolism in him, but he is a man, and he himself is sick and losing his mind and does not know what to do anymore.
This is probably just overanalyzing.

Completely off topic, I realised yesterday that "Lev Nikolayevich" is the same name as Tolstoy's: Lev (Leo) Nikolayevich Tolstoy.


    

Chapter 4

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Aglaya arranged to meet Myshkin the next day. He invited Rogozhin to his dacha.
Today
A surprise birthday party was waiting for them. The guests included the Lebyadkins, Ptitsyn, Ferdyschenko, Ippolit, Kolya, Antip, Yevgeny, Ganya and General Ivolgin. All of them were in the best of spirits. Yevgeny told Myshkin that there won't be a duel after all. Lebyadkin gave a long defence of his theory that railways are Wormwood of the Apocalypse.
Character list
Chapter list


5 Comments


    
        Shigalyov (+14)

        I adore the whole atmosphere of this scene. Everyone is so cordial and happy, almost like paradise. It's amazing to see a number of Myshkin's former and current enemies among them, like Antip and Ganya. At least two others (Lebyadkin and Keller) were part of Rogozhin's former gang. It's striking how wholesome they are with Myshkin compared to with Rogozhin.
My opinion of a whole list of characters have changed so far: Antip, Ippolit, Ganya, Rogozhin (for the worst?), Keller, Lebyadkin. As Avsey says in his summary of the book, Dostoevsky throws you into a madhouse, but he loves everyone there.
Wormwood is the central subject of discussion. I don't quite get it, but I think he means to say that people used to be able to survive excruciating suffering and famines because they were much more closely connected. But with the introduction of railways, far from bringing people together, it tore them apart. He also ominously  prophesies that though they can bring economic good, they can also bring economic doom.
There is definitely some truth to this. Communities who used to stay together for decades or centuries in one spot, are now so mobile that there is no sense of community left. Everyone is away. The economic point is also valid. For some reason I thought of the Ukrainian famine. It was exactly this growing European connectedness, thanks to railways, that helped to bring disaster on Ukraine after being forced to join the Soviet Union. While living as small communities they had their bread, as part of an empire they died of hunger.
I'm not sure what to make of it. In general I still favour greater connectedness and subsequent wealth we gain from it. But I can't deny that this has had at least a partially bad effect on communities and have been used for evil. Hell, coronavirus is one example of how global connectedness which brought wealth to billions are leading to a lockdown of half the world. Does the costs outweigh the benefits? Perhaps not, but "railways" are not wholly good.
As Lebyadkin said, if railways lack spiritual purpose, it can deprive us of our sustenance. Without going too off topic again, there's an economic theory called Distributism (not redistributionism). It was championed by G. K. Chesterton and Hillaire Belloc. I'm not quite convinced by it yet, but what's interesting is that it aims to set up economic institutions in a way that is concordant with our spiritual and social needs. Maybe there's something to it after all.
Show me a force that bonds present mankind even half as strongly as it did in those centuries. And, finally, I dare you to assert that the founts have not weakened and not been polluted under this 'star', under this network in which people have become enmeshed. And do not attempt to put me off with talk of your well-being, your wealth, the infrequency of famines and the speed of transport! Wealth has increased, but our strength has diminished. The bonding force has vanished. Everything has gone slack, all and sundry have become enfeebled!...

Yevgeny's annoying dislike for Ippolit at the end was funny. Ippolit is a weak, poor, unattractive, dying, inarticulate loser. Yevgeny is rich, young, eloquent, and has a good future. Ippolit is everything Yevgeny hates.
And yet Yevgeny does seem to respect the Prince to some degree. Maybe I misjudged him as well? But they still have to talk about something and it may turn out badly.
Rogozhin's behaviour is very striking in light of everyone's merriment. I get the sense that he is empty. He cannot laugh honestly. He cannot be happy like them. He's a shell.


    


    
        [deleted] (+13)

        I think what's changed is the removal of boundaries. In the past your world had boundaries, most likely the small town or village you were in. So there was a distinction between close and far. Your village was close to you and that necessarily gave it some meaning, some distinction. You were tied to it, for better or for worse.
Now we live in a world without boundaries. There is little difference now between travelling next door, to the next city, or to the next country. Everything is close to us. And if everything is close then that means nothing is close. "close" is no longer a concept that exists. Not literally of course, but certainly symbolically. Boundaries are needed to create meaning and value in the world I'd say. I think it's our natural desire to break free from this boundary, but really it's mistake to do so.
I mean for example, in the past we might have had to work hard just to get clean water. So that was a boundary on our day to day life. But that meant, just the act of getting water was meaningful, it gave meaning to our life. And I'm sure the people doing it thought "wouldn't it be nice if we didn't have to do all this work just to drink". So now we've arrived at a point where there's no bound to getting water. Which is good in some ways, but it also means the act has no value. There can be no satisfaction from turning on a tap really.
I guess the ultimate aim of all the nihilists / anarchists... it's the destruction of all boundaries. The train of thought goes something like "freedom is good, boundaries are a restriction on freedom, therefore boundaries are bad". So they identify every possible boundary in our lives and try to do away with them. Religion is a boundary. Marriage and monogamy are boundaries. Body ideals are a boundary. Even gender itself is a boundary. They're certainly right that wed be more "free" without these boundaries but I think they've never questioned if this ultimate freedom is itself a good thing. To me it would just be a sea of Nihilism.
Of course I guess it's a balancing act. One could look at the fact that there's no starvation or struggle for survival in western worlds any more, and say the lack of meaning is a fine price to pay to achieve this.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+1)

        Idk turning on a tap brings a lot of joy to r/HydroHomies! Plus if you get clean water after a life time of carrying buckets of clean water home from a well- it is almost a miracle to see it emerge from a tap in your kitchen. This is not a personal boundary so much as a societal or governmental deficit.
But I agree about your point that unlimited freedom has its disadvantages and problems as expressed by the nihilists. How many layers can you remove before you would like them back?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+1)

        This is a very interesting analysis. Thank you. It's something to think about.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+9)

        You bring up some interesting points...it’s true the world changed with  travel. Cities became bigger, more diverse with economic opportunities and the country side emptied and the social networks that existed there for hundreds of years loosened. The experience of Russia was of its particular flavor, of course, with the collectivization of farms and the Holodomor in the Ukraine later.
Still this quote from Ganya early in the discussion, “ But the universal necessity of living, eating, and drinking and the fullest-scientific, of course-recognition that you will never satisfy those necessities without universal association and solidarity of interests is, I think, a strong enough idea to serve as a basis and as ‘waters of life’ for future generations of mankind”.
If only we had more enlightened leadership...if only history would have gone a bit differently...who knows?


    

Chapter 5

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Everyone basically had a party at Myshkin's dacha. They spoke about Wormwood being railways.
Today
Ippolit read a letter he wrote about his own views on life and death.
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7 Comments


    
        gsaaber (+11)

        This resonated with me. Thought of how this relates to the prince, and how nobody really understands him.
“in any ingenious or new human thought, or even simply in any serious human thought born in someone’s head, there always remains something which it is quite impossible to convey to other people, though you may fill whole volumes with writing and spend thirty-five years trying to explain your thought; there always remains something that absolutely refuses to leave your skull and will stay with you forever; you will die with it, not having conveyed to anyone what is perhaps most important in your idea.”


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        Strange you should say that. It also resonated with me.
Yesterday we were on Chapter 10, and Dostoevsky said something almost identical, but about dreams.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+14)

        This line about Columbus finding the New World was interesting...”Columbus died without having really seen it and, as a matter of fact, without knowing he discovered it. It is life, life that matters alone- the continuous and everlasting process of discovering it- and not the discovery itself!”
So the gift of life is not even what you do with it- learn Greek, discover a continent, make money or not- but it is a priceless gift. Ippolit really touched me in this chapter as his health suffers. I’m intrigued by his reaction to Rogozhin as well! Did he haunt him in his room? Why would he? Or is there something in his eyes Ippolit experienced in a nightmare that shows how far Rogozhin has fallen to the dark impulses that now drive him?


    


    
        Philoctetes23 (+14)

        "What was the point of their perpetual dismal anger (because they were angry, they most certainly were). Whose fault was it they were unhappy and had no idea how to live, though they had up to sixty years of life to look forward to?"
This is why Ippolit is so angered by people who continually complain about life and suffering. Suffering, despair, joy, the journey, struggle, success, all of these things are part of that "continuous and everlasting process of discovering" the gift of life. Although his impending death surely plays a part in it(imo), though he claims it independent, he is angered that people do not value the experience of life in and of itself. The happiness we have everyday simply because we enjoy the gift of life. Those who complain that they "have no mountains of gold like a Rothschild" do not appreciate that they are equal to a Rothschild in that they both have the priceless gift of life (politics and economic inequality discussions aside, of course). Hence the following line "If he's alive, everything is in his power!"


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        Thanks for this. Food for thought.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        In a way, he does have a vista from his illness that can be hard to reconcile with the average worries and troubles but it’s such an important point of view!!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+13)

        Beauty will save the world!
This might just be Myshkin being in love. But I am reminded of The Dream of a Ridiculous Man and especially Stavrogin in Demons. In the latter story it was beauty, in a painting, that opened up Stavrogin's soul to the beautiful and the good,>! and almost saved him!<.
We're halfway through Part 3 already.
I think Ippolit's speech is a parallel to Myshkin's story of the condemned man. This will become apparent very soon. I always wondered why Dostoevsky added that story at the beginning because it didn't pay off later. But I think Ippolit speaking about how he would be content if he could just live is the payoff.
I wonder if Rogozhin really did scare him one night? We know he is willing to do that. Either that or Ippolit also sees him as a type of demon. Which reminds me...
That dream is downright disturbing. Dostoevsky could have written Lovecraftian fiction if he wished. What's the meaning of it, if anything? An otherworldy supernatural being that no one is aware of, except the dreamer and a dog. The dog, although afraid, managed to kill it, but at the cost of its own life. There has to be some relation to Revelations. It sounds familiar, but I can't recall it.
Ippolit is trying to make sense of life. He would be dead before he learned the basics of Greek. Yet we learn stuff we know is of no use, or which we know we'll never finish. Like Ippolit I also often get so angry at people who constantly whine about everything. To Ippolit, the condemned man about to be executed, such ingratitude is an insult to life. That's why he is angry.
Why continue to live then? Why should he live those extra few weeks? He doesn't gain anything by it, because it will all mean nothing after those few weeks.
Somewhat off topic, he also wonders why people don't become rich. Another novel by Dostoevsky, The Adolescent, deals with a man who tries to become just that - a Rothschild - by saving his whole life long (the book is also mostly about other things of course).
He ends by saying that happiness is in the journey and not the end. I disagree with this. But Ippolit isn't done with his speech. So we shouldn't make up our minds about his philosophy just yet.


    

Chapter 6

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Ippolit began to read a letter on his his own life and his view of the meaning of life.
Today
Ippolit continued his speech. He recounted a story of a poor man he helped.
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4 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        I wonder if Rogozhin’s outfit is important in his manifestation in Ippolit’s room? Like Notes from the Underground, there are meditations on the role of Nature being a cruel trick and stronger than even religion. Yet, here the chapter ends with a sort of religious (?) /miraculous appearance of Rogozhin in his role as devil stand in to the tarantula thing, tormenting Ippolit all night, despite the locked doors.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        I missed the connection between the turantula and Rogozhin! It makes sense.
I wonder of the dog is supposed to be Myshkin?


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+8)

        This chapter had interesting short "adventures of Ippolit" kind of vibe and I dig it. I'll be honest at first I was not liking his speech in the last chapter, where he himself questioned if he should continue but now getting his perception is fascinating. He seems cruel and kind at the same time. Saying it's poor man's fault for being poor and smiling at a funeral but also returning that doctors possession and helping him out. I still don't know how to feel about him.
I'm still not sure if he hallucinated about seeing Rogozhin. That would be likely but I can see Rogozhin do something like this too.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+16)

        I think I get Ippolit's view. It's similar to Kirillov's from Demons. He is afraid of that "dark, menacing, mindlessly timeless force which holds sway over everything and pervades us insidiously".
Life is a trick. Nature deceives and erases everything you do. That painting of Christ by Holbein encapsulates this. Here we see Jesus not at his prime, but in a state where nature had its victory over him. It is this force of chaos that Ippolit wants to avoid. His mind playing tricks on him - such as Rogozhin's visit - is reason for him to spite nature by not falling for her games.
Or at least that's what it sounds like. It's unclear whether Ippolit thinks Christ rose from the dead. Kirillov was at least (somewhat?) firm that Jesus was not resurrected. Ippolit's view is even more unclear.
What he says about that old man's good deeds planting seeds reminds me of what C. S. Lewis said in The Weight of Glory:
It may be possible for each to think too much of his own potential glory hereafter; it is hardly possible for him to think too often or too deeply about that of his neighbour. The load, or weight, or burden of my neighbour’s glory should be laid daily on my back, a load so heavy that only humility can carry it, and the backs of the proud will be broken. It is a serious thing to live in a society of possible gods and goddesses, to remember that the dullest and most uninteresting person you talk to may one day be a creature which, if you saw it now, you would be strongly tempted to worship, or else a horror and a corruption such as you now meet, if at all, only in a nightmare. All day long we are, in some degree, helping each other to one or other of these destinations. It is in the light of these overwhelming possibilities, it is with the awe and the circumspection proper to them, that we should conduct all our dealings with one another, all friendships, all loves, all play, all politics. There are no ordinary people. You have never talked to a mere mortal. Nations, cultures, arts, civilization—these are mortal, and their life is to ours as the life of a gnat. But it is immortals whom we joke with, work with, marry, snub, and exploit— immortal horrors or everlasting splendours.

Rogozhin definitely personifies some demonic symbolism in both Ippolit and Myshkin's lives. It's very reminiscent of the devil visiting Ivan Karamazov in BK.


    

Chapter 7

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Ippolit continued with his speech. He told of a poor man whom he helped.
Today
Ippolit finished. As a climax he said he'd kill himself. No one believed it. He then tried, but the gun wasn't loaded.
Afterwards Myshkin went to Aglaya's bench. She met him there.
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9 Comments


    
        swesweagur (+12)

        I really wanted to post about this chapter even if these threads are old. I feel like most of the analysis I read surpasses my own in a lot of chapters, but I feel I get a lot of Ippolit's perspective, even if I don't view myself as being in that boat anymore.
I think Ippolit's mental state entirely explains his behaviour. If you've been close to that dark path before, the condescension of not being in your right mind and being belittled for trying to show people just how low you are when you're calling for help or empathy is a further precipitator of wanting to take action. I think he's more misguided and hurt than malicious and spiteful out of trying to find a way to cope rather than out of sheer antipathy. Keller, I think of my interpretation of reading this, while defending Ippolit's honour also understood this.
As for his motives and this talk of action, I really see lots of parallels between him and the underground man going back to the start of Ippolot's monologue a few chapters ago. One I point out below, a few more superficial ones (like the poor relationship with his schoolfriend Bakhmutov who had influence with his uncle being compared to the man they were celebrating for in part 2 of Notes from Underground) I made some notes on my e-reader about this last chapter too, but this is really not it's strong point. However here, it REALLY seems to be even moreso the case. From the Alan Myers translation.
"Let me tell you that there is a limit to the shame inherent in the realization of one's own insignificance and weakness, beyond which a man cannot go, and at which he begins to take an immense satisfaction in this very shame of his..." Reads entirely like the Underground Man's notes (who also made sure not to correct or rephrase his notes later down). And it's in total congruence with his reasons (as I understand) for wanting to end it: feeling like the world has wronged him, feeling disgusted and shamed by it, feeling pure indignation at this fact - and trying to play one last laugh as retaliation by taking it into its own hands rather than letting nature decide exactly when. It's his way of breaking the natural conclusionary squalor of the underground's world of 2+2=4.
Or maybe I'm misunderstanding both books.


    


    
        clockmaster99 (+3)

        I also understand Ippolit and have intensive potty for him... When everyone strated laughing at him when the gun was missing the "cap" made me so angry and wanting to yell "WHY ARE YOU BEING SO CRUEL TO THIS KID!!" (yes I know he is 18 but still)....
I can see the connection, it's as if the underground man is if Ippolit lives to an old age but maintains his nihilistic bend...


    


    
        Shigalyov (+8)

        Please leave your comments. Even if the OP is old.
It keeps the threads from archiving, and it grows the content for future readers.
I will responded to the content of your comment soon. Just wanted to say this in the meantime.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+10)

        Ippolit’s suicide declaration and attempt was an obvious cry for help but this was the wrong crowd (mostly) for sympathy. Still- to do it at the prince’s birthday party would have been devastating. I feel we are entering a kind of dreamscape now in the book. Where dreams become premonitions and real life a kind of dream.


    


    
        -Django (+6)

        Damn I forgot it was the prince's birthday when he did that. That's a dick move from ippolit


    


    
        Zempro (+8)

        I thought the crowd’s reaction to Ippolit reading in his letter that he decided to end himself was cruel. But even more cruel and pathetic was Ippolit deciding to actually attempt suicide to spite those who thought he was too much of a coward to do it.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+7)

        Wow. Things just took a dark turn. and I love it (I'm observing I generally like darker characters and stories). Ippolit suddenly announced his suicide. That scene felt so real and powerful. Although he failed, I can't deny his attempt was totally legit. I can't understand his motive too. All I can think is his annoyance and anger on people who pity themselves & his disease which he can't do anything about, leaving him feeling powerless. Taking his life before disease do is the only significant act he could do now, to make him feel less insignificant. But that's how depression works no? You can't understand it if you haven't experienced it and when you do experience it, you also get the same. I feel pity for him. This scene will be the scene that'll come to my mind whenever I'll think of Ippolit.


    


    
        stfuandkissmyturtle (+2)

        I think his motive was simply to get pity and acknowledgement. Maybe sympathy is the right word. Also after they all started to laugh at him he probably wanted them to reget it.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+11)

        I realised that I really like Myshkin. I feel for him. He tries to be good but he's not happy at all.
But to get to Ippolit first...  I still don't quite understand why he wanted to kill himself, apart from just "doing one active thing". What did I miss?
But his overall critique is similar to Ivan Karamazov, but just in a weaker form. Especially where he said that if he had the choice he would never have accepted existence on these terms. Though I do wonder how he squares this with what he said about people not appreciating life.
He also feels like he shouldn't be accountable to God because it is unfair to expect him just to submit, and to simply know the unknowable.  "How can I be judged for my inability to comprehend the will and the laws of providence? No, let's just leave religion out of it."
Imagine some real fanatic, like Kirillov or Stavrogin (Demons truly had the strongest characters), imagine one of them wanting to kill themselves but forgetting to load the gun? Or maybe some real person today. There's something really pathetic in it.
I don't know if it is really relevant, but Ippolit reminded me of what Vertue said in C. S. Lewis's book, The Pilgrim's Regress (the Landlord is an allegory for God):
[Virtue:] ‘Don’t you see?’ he said. ‘Suppose there is anything East and West. How can that give me a motive for going on? Because there is something pleasant ahead? That is a bribe. Because there is something dreadful behind? That is a threat. I meant to be a free man. I meant to choose things because I chose to choose them—not because I was paid for it. Do you think I am a child to be scared with rods and baited with sugar plums? It was for this reason that I never even inquired whether the stories about the Landlord were true; I saw that his castle and his black hole were there to corrupt my will and kill my freedom. If it was true it was a truth an honest man must not know.’

Evening darkened on the tableland and they sat for a long time, immovable.

‘I believe that I am mad,’ said Vertue presently. ‘The world cannot be as it seems to me. If there is something to go to, it is a bribe, and I cannot go to it: if I can go, then there is nothing to go to.’

‘Vertue,’ said John, ‘give in. For once yield to desire. Have done with your choosing. Want something.’

‘I cannot,’ said Vertue. ‘I must choose because I choose because I choose: and it goes on for ever, and in the whole world I cannot find a reason for rising from this stone.’


For Myshkin I'll just say what he said. It's the best thing in the book so far:
He recalled now how he had stretched forth his arms into this bright, infinite vault of heaven and wept. He was tortured by the realization that he was a stranger to all this. What kind of a feast, what kind of an eternal magnificent celebration was that, a celebration he had been drawn to for a long time, always, since childhood, and in which he could never participate? Every morning the same bright sun rises; every morning there is a rainbow over the waterfall; every evening the snowy peak of the highest mountain there in the distance on heaven's very edge is bathed in purple iridescence; every tiny mosquito, which buzzes around him in the warm ray of the sun, is part of the glorious ensemble, knows its place, is sure of it and is unspeakably happy; every blade of grass grows and is happy. And all things have their appointed path, and all things can find their way along that path, they go with a song and they come with a song; he alone knows nought, understands nought, neither people, nor sounds; a stranger to all, an alien, a reject. Oh, of course, he could not have said these words then or given voice to his question; he had borne his suffering in mute silence at the time; but now it seemed to him that he had said all this back then after all, and in so many words, and the bit about the mosquito Ippolit had actually taken straight out of his mouth, tears and all. He was sure of that, and his heart for some reason beat all the faster at the thought.

And once again Myshkin had a premonition that something terrible is about to happen. Keep that in mind.
His dream is funny. Imagine dreaming about another girl, and then your girlfriend shows up. "Who were you dreaming about?". But more seriously, I wonder what that says about Myshkin's true desires.
Edit: I wonder if Ippolit's dream got to me. For some reason massive grasshoppers often invade our homes at weird times. I would sit at the PC and hear a strange noise... only to see a massive grasshopper climing my vurtain. Or finding one in my closet.
Last night I dreamt I was throwing some sticky thing at my wardrobe, and it accidentally hit a grashopper on it. But the door was half open. I withdrew the sticky thing, and I noticed the legs of another grasshopper behind the door. Throwing this sticky thing was the only way to keep it away from coming closer. Not that I was close it, but this is just weird.


    

Chapter 8

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Ippolit was basically told to kys. He tried to, but the gun wasn't loaded.
Today
Aglaya met Myshkin at their bench. They spoke about Nastasya and whether they are in love with each other. Aglaya wishes to leave her family.
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5 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+10)

        Maybe Aglaya herself doesn’t know if she wants love or freedom. You can get a sense of the bonds that keep a respectable girl like her both “safe” and trapped by conventions. She would like to run away with the prince but if that outcome can’t occur, she would prefer that both of them throw away a chance for happiness- she married to Ganya and he to Nastasya, although that is from spite rather than anything else...
I love Mrs. Yepanchin was lurking in the bushes during this whole convo...and jumps in at the end.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+14)

        We are nearing the end of Part 3, and the end of the book. I dread the ending. How do you think the book will end? Now will be a good time to start prophesying this.
Remember, the Austrians were on the side of the allies! Myshkin is joking that he dreams of being Napoleon and not fighting him.
Through the whole chapter they refer to each other using their patronymics. But at the end Myshkin only said "Aglaya", at which point she told him not to be familiar with her. It's something small to miss. Compare this with how he speaks about "Ganya" and "Kolya", diminutive names.
So Aglaya feels trapped. She is stuck in her house, and without having freedom she will be stuck with a husband. No chance to explore the world and learn new things. I wonder why Myshkin didn't just agree then and there and just elope with her? I mean I know why, but it would have been an escape for both.
Then again I wonder if Myshkin is exactly the problem. She wants to get away, but she's in love with Myshkin, which means she has to choose between the two? It's unclear.
But we finally know why Myshkin really returned. It was indeed to see Nastasya, even though he denied it at first.
This is a great summary of Nastasya. I quote it in length to reference later:
Perhaps because I really loved you very much. This unfortunate woman is deeply convinced that she's the most irredeemable, the most aberrant creature in all the world. Oh, don't shame her, don't cast stones at her.  She has tortured herself enough by the thought of her own undeserved ignominy! And what is her fault? Oh my God! Oh, she shouts desolately at every convenient opportunity that she admits of no guilt, that she is the prey of other people, the prey of an evil debauchee. But whatever else she may say, rest assured she's the first who doesn't believe a word of it and believes with all her soul that she alone... is to blame.

When I tried to dispel this fog, she'd reach such levels of suffering that my heart will never heal while I continue to recall that awful time. It was as though I had been stabbed through the heart. Do you know why she ran from me? Just so as to prove to me that she is so - fallen. But the worst of it is that she herself was perhaps unaware that it was only to me that she wanted to prove this, whereas she ran because she was inwardly compelled to commit a foul deed, so as to be able to say there and then, 'There I've committed a new outrage, therefore I'm a low-down creature!' Oh, perhaps you may not be able to understand this, Aglaya! Do you realize that in this continual awareness of ignominy, there lies some kind of terrible, unnatural enjoyment like an act of vengeance against someone. Sometimes I succeeded in making her believe that she was again surrounded by light, but she would immediately recant and heap bitter blame upon me that I was exalting myself over her (whereas it never entered my head to do so), and in the end when I proposed to her, she announced that she required no one's self-righteous sympathy, nor help, nor that anyone should elevate her to his own level. You saw her last night - do you really believe that she is happy in that company that it is her kind of society? You've no idea how intelligent and bright she is! I couldn't believe it myself sometimes!"

Here we have more of that symbolism. He wants to save her, but she doesn't want to be saved. She would do foul deeds just to prove to herself how bad she is. And would allow her pride to lie to her by saying that Myshkin just wants to save her to prove his superiority.
This is humanity in a nutshell. We long to be saved but we don't want to accept forgiveness. Take some murders or people who've done bad things. Some really think they do not deserve forgiveness, event though they want it so badly.
Near the end she spitefully told him that he should sacrifice himself for her.


    


    
        Rare_Lie_1237 (+1)

        thank you for all this clear explanations and all the hypotesis you create about what Dostoevskij is trying to say and to express about the behavior of the human being through all of his complex characters. (Sorry for the form, english Is not my native language)


    


    
        nicolett0 (+5)

        Hi! I did not get the Napoleon line. Could you elaborate? What translation is that? Is way more beautiful and articulated than the one I have (Wordsworth classics). Thanks! I have been truly enjoying this discussions!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        It is the Ignat Avsey translation. I highly recommend him.
If I remember correctly, Myshkin was joking by basically saying he wants to be a dictator who fights against Mother Russia.
Many people would make stories about fighting Napoleon. It's quite another thing (for a Russian) to imagine BEING Napoleon.


    

Chapter 9

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin spoke with Aglaya in the park. At the end her mother arrived.
Today
She took him to her dacha. After a short explanation he returned to his home. There Lebyadkin told him that someone stole 400 roubles. He suspects Ferdyshshenko.
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10 Comments


    
        FriendlyReserve340 (+4)

        Wasnt it Ferdyshchenko the one who confessed at Nastasya's birthday in their parlor game to stealing five roubles and some maid or servant gets blamed for it?
Also, let the prince sleep. Everything that has happened since the first part there is atleast some ordeal, he is restless at this point.


    


    
        No_Philosophy_4177 (+2)

        I thought Dostoevsky painted things pretty strongly that the General is the leading suspect of theft. Now explaining the pressure to sort out the marriages to accumulate finances?


    


    
        [deleted] (+6)

        Old sub, but I'm reading through right now. In my translation, it seemed to me that Dostoevsky was trying to make it painfully obvious that Lebedev is manipulating Myshkin, with his constant sarcastic and over the top titles he kept using to address him (most esteemed Prince, kind hearted Prince etc). I get the feeling Lebedev is purposefully riling up Myshkin, or at least not being totally honest, though I have no idea why.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+9)

        Lebedyev's money got stolen and he suspects Ferdeshenko. I kind of believe Ferdy is innocent but wouldn't be surprised if he actually did it. Ferdy is kind of sketchy character after all. I wonder why Dostoyevsky put this robbery bit in mid of so many other things currently going on. What was his motive? Did he wanted to portray how chaotic life is currently for prince? Did he wanted readers to feel sorry for Prince who hasn't got a single break and other keeps pestering him continuously? Myshkin hasn't been himself for a while, I wonder if he's about to have his next attack soon. His current scenario only seems to make that process faster.  I'm excited to see what happens next.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        Same here. I don't know what the meaning of the theft is apart from annoying Myshkin.
But all of this drama might push him over the edge. The question is just "When?".
Hopefully whoever is guilty or declared innocent will influence Myshkin's actions somhow.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+8)

        I liked this quote from Mrs. Yepanchin as they return to the house and the prince bows to take his leave:
“‘We only smiled because the prince bowed so marvellously, Mother,’ Alexandra laughed. ‘Sometimes he bows so clumsily, but now he suddenly bowed just like-Mr. Radomsky’.
‘It is the heart that teaches refinement and dignity, and not a dancing master,’ Mrs Yepanchin concludes sententiously, and went straight up to her room without even bestowing a glance on Aglaya”.
I suppose Ferdyshchenko is a possible suspect due to his story at Nastasya’s party that night...but General Ivolgin is too, of course, and by casting aspersions on Ferdyshchenko...perhaps a red herring!      But I agree- people should let the prince have some sleep!!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+8)

        Myshkin reminds me of Ivan Petrovich from Humiliated and Insulted. He is so constantly caught up in a host of issues that he doesn't have even a moment of rest. And it's getting to him. He can't even sleep without some drama popping up.
I think in just a week or two he was almost killed, had an epileptic fit, moved to the dacha, faced off with Antip, had drama with Aglaya, saw Nastasya, had to defend her physically, almost had a duel, fell in love, saw Rogozhin, had more drama with Aglaya, had drama with Aglaya's mother, and now this robbery.
Nobody really cares for his desires and needs. Apart perhaps from Kolya and Vera.
Who do you think stole the money?


    


    
        Philoctetes23 (+6)

        Nobody really cares for his desires and needs. Apart perhaps from Kolya and Vera.

Least of all, the Prince himself.


    


    
        readtofinish (+5)

        I have noticed that these 2 are also caring for or taking care of Ippolit.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+4)

        Good point.


    

Chapter 10

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

The end of Part 3
Yesterday
Myshkin explained to Lizaveta why he met with Aglaya. Lebyadkin later told him that someone stole 400 roubles. He suspects Ferdyschshenko.
Today
Myshkin saw Nastasya again. She promised not to write to Aglaya again and to leave the town. Rogozhin took her away.
Character list
Chapter list


14 Comments


    
        practicaljalapeno (+3)

        Do you think Nastasya told Rogozhin to kill Myshkin?


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+1)

        No!


    


    
        practicaljalapeno (+1)

        So what motivated Rogozhin to kill Myshkin?


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+3)

        Jealousy. Nastasya didn’t tell him to do it but his blind jealousy drove him to the brink.


    


    
        practicaljalapeno (+2)

        What about cross trading and showing Myshkin to his mother?


    


    
        DoctorExterminatus (+8)

        Imo, it has to do with the previous story of the farmer that killed for companion for his silver watch, but before killing his companion he asked forgiveness to God. Maybe Rogozhin was doing that, he already had the murder in mind, but he wanted to be "clean" with his consciousness, so he traded crossed and asked his mother to bless Mishkin.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+5)

        There is a quote in that chapter than Rogozhin states that he hates the prince every time they are apart but loves him when he meets him again. So I’m torn between interpreting the scene as reconciliation...until the prince goes to Nastasya’s house (as he promised not to do...which probably fanned Rogozhin’s jealousy and rage) and the fact he wanted confirmation of the prince’s goodness through the introduction with his mother, which he got.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+14)

        The last letter about Rogozhin’s house is super eerie. The prince sleepwalks, basically, to the Yepanchin house to see Aglaya. He is disoriented on the time of day. To top it all off, the dream he has been having of Nastasya comes true and they meet.
What is interesting is that, including the letters, there are no names for either Nastasya or Aglaya for most of this chapter, just her/she/the same woman. I agree they probably are “doubles”, one corrupted beyond salvation and one pure. Which is perhaps why the double wedding/murder is particularly horrific.
The section ends with an imagine of Rogozhin’s last parry,
“‘I never thought you’d say “yes”!’ Rogozhin laughed maliciously, and he went away without looking around”.
I mean- if your wedding was inexorably tied to a murder...who would be happy?


    


    
        cookie_cheesecat (+10)

        I was wondering why Nastasya was pushing for Myshkin and Aglaya so hard, especially after the first bits her her letters where she's really gushing over Aglaya's character. But then she gets to a point where she says in one of the letters
"Oh, how bitter it would be for me to learn that you feel shame or wrath becaue of me! That would be the ruin of you: you would at once become equal to me..."
It reminded me of someone in this group in an earlier chapter discussion mentioning the Double (which I haven't read so I may be getting this wrong) and its relevance to characterization in the Idiot in regards to Myshkin and Rogozhin. Does Nastasya see Aglaya as an alternate undamaged version of herself that is fit for Myshkin?


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+10)

        Same here. Although it's clear Nastasya loves Myshkin, she thinks herself to be too much corrupted and fallen to deserve him. For the same reason, she believes pure Aglaya should be with him. But I think pride also comes in her way as Myshkin himself believes she sees that he doesn't love her, just pities her.
Yes I believe that Nastasya-Aglaya & Myshkin-Roghozhin are the "Doubles" of this novel.


    


    
        Zempro (+3)

        I don’t think she’s trying to push for Agaila and Myskin to be together. I think she wants the opposite.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+15)

        I wish the book was finished right now when Nastasya left. Just here. I don't want to read through Part 4. I don't like what's coming. Help.
Anyway...
"...Are you happy or not?"

"No, no, I'm not!" the Prince exclaimed in unutterable grief.

Part 3 ended with a discovery that everyone should know by now: The Prince is unhappy. I'd say depressed, really psychologically depressed. He was only happy with Aglaya. Other than that not at all.
I love Dostoevsky's perceptions of dreams. That there is always something left unexplained. For years at this point I've had two recurring themes in my dreams. One of them is being barefoot in public, often because I forgot taking any shoes. It's extremely uncomfortable for me. I've had one last night. I have an idea of what it means, but I still have them, which means I'm missing something or it's all just nonsense.
I realised something else while walking outside (for the first time in almost 6 weeks). Nastasya respects Myshkin a lot and obeys him in everything. She longs for him. In contrast Aglaya is proud and condescending towards him. Nastasya sees him as a savior, and Aglaya still sees him as an idiot. But both love him.
Nastasya paints an interesting "painting" of Jesus with his hand on a child, looking sad. I don't know what the point of that is. But in light of the ending I wonder if she was thinking of Myshkin. This is especially striking when you realise that just after that she cried at his feet like a child, and he wasn't happy.
And just after that she describes Rogozhin, which I think again is meant to show a contrast. And who is Rogozhin's opposite if not Myshkin? His house is dreary. She said there's a corpse in his house. Strangely that's true! It is Christ's corpse hanging on the wall! No hope, no life, just death.
And she thinks he will kill her.


    


    
        VravoBince (+1)

        What do you think the barefoot motive in your dreams mean? If it's not too personal (which it probably is)


    


    
        itsyaboiscrat (+8)

        I’ve heard a lot of people say the ending is sad, and I’m worried lol.


    

Chapter 1

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin saw Nastasya. She promised not to marry Aglaya and to leave the town.
Today
We learn more about Varvara, Ptitsyn and Ganya. It is revealed that General Ivolgin stole Lebyadkin's money. We don't yet know how they discovered this.
And Aglaya and Myshkin are engaged! Sort of. She didn't technically say yes, but she didn't say no either. They'll marry on the same day as Adelaida. The Yepanchins are planning some kind of event that evening where they'll host a lot of people.
Character list
Chapter list


10 Comments


    
        _berny_ (+1)

        Probably it's a dumb question, but the last sentence of the chapter says :"followed the old man, Nina Aleksandrovna,koljia and ippolit". Who is the old man? there are so many characters that i'm really confused. I tought was Ivolgin, but he is the first person to enter the room.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+2)

        I'm sure it's the General if I remember correctly. He's the only old man in the scene. The only old man in the book, as I've just realized.


    


    
        _berny_ (+3)

        So did I, but the sentence before the last one says: "... the old Ivolgin red from anger, upset, attacked Pticyn." Probably it's a translation error, i'm reading this book in italian.          Thanks anyway you've made me realize that the General is the only old man in the book :)


    


    
        Shigalyov (+1)

        No problem. Which translation are you reading?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+18)

        I've just realized something while lying in bed thinking about Myshkin.
It's is the "bad" people, and often the outcasts, who constantly recognize Myshkin's wisdom and intelligence. Take Keller, Lebyadkin, Ivolgin, Ippolit and Nastasya herself. They are astonished at his goodness and respect him the most.
In contrast the "good" and respectable people tend to see him more as a weird, albeit good, idiot. Aglaya, her mother, the General, Ganya (is he good or bad? But he's respectable), Prince S. They like Myshkin, but they still consider him an idiot.
They don't see the depths of his perception.
Things might change in Part 4. But I just had to write this before going to sleep.


    


    
        CapOk2664 (+5)

        Same with Christ.He often would much rather associate himself with sinners because they were  open-minded and He was an outsider like them.They could see alternative paths but the high priests and the elders rejected Him and wanted Him puth to death because they could only see straight and they saw Jesus as peasant that was strangely good with the Scripture and dangerous to the social order.They followed the law in their own pathetic way


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+5)

        Yeah...there is definitely a sense of apprehension as we begin the last part. I totally missed Ippolit was the son of  General Ivolgin’s mistress. What a tangled web!
I had hoped Ganya had turned a page but I expect we’ll discover that no one has changed for the better and they play out their leopard natures, as it were, spots intact.
I am definitely inspired to do a companion reading list after all those references in the beginning!


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+6)

        The beginning was really good. Made me introspect. Aglaya is an interesting character. I'm not sure what's going on inside her mind. She was saying she going to marry Ganya and now she's engaged to Myshkin. She definitely have feelings for Myshkin but kept on denying it. Maybe she isn't as reliable narrator as other believe or maybe she's a bit naive to understand herself truly. Ganya is bitter but maybe I would be too if I get rejected by such beauties twice, one after another. Jokes apart bit time had passed since the last chapter and a lot happened since then.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+9)

        Please help. I don't want to continue reading the book. It's amazing, but I don't want to relive past trauma.
I love the description of ordinary people in the beginning. I wish Dostoevsky wrote essays like that. Even today I think a lot of us feel like we are wasting our possibilities even while realizing that we do not really have a lot to offer anyway.
What he says about how a lot of fiction is too focused on strange people reminds me a lot of G. K. Chesterton. He said a story of a normal person in an abnormal world is far more exciting than a madman in a normal world. And in a sense that's exactly what The Idiot is. It's about the most normal and best of men in a world full of schemery and judgment. >!And unfortunately the next few chapters will show this!<.
Ganya hates Ptitsyn for not trying to become rich and being content with just another house or two. It's strange that Ganya despises Ippolit when Ippolit feels exactly the same about people squandering their opportunities.
Speaking of which, Ippolit is also in love with Aglaya as some people guessed. It's interesting how in Part 1 everyone was in love with Nastasya. Now everyone is in love with Aglaya.
It's a shame though that Ganya hasn't really changed that much. He seems a bit better, but still very proud. He reminds me again of Chesterton. Chesterton said that humility is practical. Ganya isn't willing to become humble and slowly work himself up. He wants to keep his pride, and by doing so he isn't going anywhere.
And all the while Aglaya would have married him if only he asked her for the right reasons.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+5)

        I'm kind of guy who covers his eyes while watching a horror movie but still leave just a gap between fingers so I can sneak peek. I'm experiencing the same thing now. I'm scared of ending because it's so heartbreaking but still can't wait to reach it because it's so good.


    

Chapter 2

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
We learn that Myshkin and Aglaya are engaged. The Yepanchins will hold a party of sorts to celebrate it. The Ivolgins have family drama. The General stole money from Lebyadkin.

Today
The Ivolgins continued fighting. Ippolit and Ganya also had their own fight. General Ivolgin left them, cursing the house as he did so.
Aglaya wants to see Ganya on an important matter.

Character list
Chapter list


6 Comments


    
        readtofinish (+9)

        Ippolit shreds Gavrila to pieces with his character analysis. The narrator had already told us of the ordinaryness but Ippolit takes it much further.
Another point that struck me is the person with the most say shows the most tenderness. Ptytsin is not willing to throw out anyone despite the disruptions caused.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+9)

        Good points. Ptitsyn is a really honourable man.
Ippolit has the wit to know people's true natures and the spitefulness to point it out.


    


    
        readtofinish (+7)

        In an earlier chapter Aglaya (I think am not sure) told the Prince that he spoke the truth but lacked tenderness. Here we see Ippolit doing the same. A previous post had linked the Prince and Ippolit as doubles, this chapter really punched that up.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+8)

        Also a good point. I again thought Ippolit and Ganya are doubles in their hate for people who waste their opportunities.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+5)

        I feel sorry for General. No offense but he is like a senile old man. Not sure if genuinely lives in his own imaginary world with peoples who didn't really existed or he just makes up these things out of boredom or some greater scheme. Ippolit and Ganya too were more aggressive than they needed to be. Just let the old man live the way he wants to live dude. He sure has been through his whole life, let him have a break.
Ippolit as a pretty shrewd fellow, he sure had the upper hand with the argument against General and then made Ganya feel guilty of his attitude towards him. He seems to be in much better shape and doesn't have any more fits of cough every five minutes.
I don't know how to feel for Ganya. His character arc had moments where I despise him and other times felt sorry for him. He started as a greedy fellow whose only for the money, then had a bit of redemption moment and now he is in his same old proud self again. He doesn't stop General because he cares for him.  He just cares for his reputation and was a bit worried that General will make another scandal. That was his only motive. I kind of understand him but still... not a good guy.
Kolya is definitely my fav Ivolgin character. He is most selfless and pure of them all, maybe even more than the main characters. He tends to get overshadowed a lot.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        Kolya is definitely my fav Ivolgin character. He is most selfless and pure of them all, maybe even more than the main characters. He tends to get overshadowed a lot.

Agreed. He is sort of Myshkin's protege as well. That's probably why he's so selfless. Or he attaches to Myshkin because he is already selfless.


    

Chapter 3

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
The Ivolgins had a fight with themselves and Ippolit. The General left the house in anger. We learn Aglaya wants to see Ganya.
Today
We learn more about the week we skipped at the end of Part 3. Lebyadkin told Myshkin how he discovered the 400 roubles. It is implied the General tried to put the purse back in Lebyadkin's pocket.
Everyone wants to congratulate Myshkin on something.
Character list
Chapter list


2 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+5)

        The episode with the wallet is kind of a litmus test to the quality of human relations. The main words that stood out to me are “pride”, “respect”, “humiliate” and “torment” as two sets of balances that are out of kilter. For example, the General would like respect but instead is tormented by Lebedev’s flaunting of the wallet...let’s not forget that earlier he set out to test Gen. Ivolgin’s resolution and the General obviously failed (or indeed failed initially but then succeeded by returning the wallet). What else does  Lebedev, his best friend at the moment, have to gain? If you add this to the fight this episode indirectly instigated in the Ivolgin household last chapter- based on hints of this incident-you can see why the General is in a bad state of mind.
Is Aglaya capable of using the threat of an engagement with the prince (which we know her family disapproves of) to get something else she wants more—-freedom?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+5)

        Imagine being the last to hear you're engaged. And it's not like Myshkin has lost his reason. He had no reason for thinking that. Many people who commented on an earlier post was just as amazed that he could become engaged "off-screen". Clearly he felt the same! Or did he get engaged and thought no one would notice?


    

Chapter 4

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Lebyadkin told Myshkin about Ivolgin's theft. Everyone congratulated Myshkin on being engaged, without him realizing it?
Today
Ivolgin told a long story to Myshkin about being Napoleon's servant as a boy. He regretted this afterwards. We then cut back to where we stopped in an earlier chapter where Ivolin left the house. Kolya followed him. When they came to sit at an unknown house Ivolgin had a heart attack. He died in Kolya's arms.
Character list
Chapter list


4 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+11)

        Well this was an interesting tribute to Tolstoy and General Ivolgin’s imagination! He was a complicated character- both simple of mind and heart but also flawed and untrustworthy and then he collapses tragically, in the street,of a stroke, his last moments spent apologizing and testing Kolya on his knowledge of Russian literature. What a memorable character though.


    


    
        [deleted] (+14)

        War and Peace seems to have mysteriously omitted the history where a young Russian boy convinced Napoleon to leave, interesting.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+14)

        The end of an interesting man. I completely forgot this would happen. Now I wonder how Kolya and Myshkin will react.
As I read the General's story about being Napoleon's page I also wondered whether Myshkin was doing the right thing to encourage him. On the other hand it would have been wrong to simply dismiss it, like Ganya.
And where did this begin? The theft? It's still not clear why he did it. I wonder if it can be traced back to the Yepanchin girls remembering a true story of the General's life?
Where did Dostoevsky say that the worst of men can have the best of hearts? The House of the Dead? Ivolgin wasn't a bad man, but he definitely had a "faint heart". In contrast Lebyadkin now seems like a worse man than I thought. He was the perpetual prankster and wanted to punish Ivolgin rather than to forgive him like Myshkin urged him to.
It's interesting how little time we've spent with Myshkin these last four chapters. The book is coming to a finish, but we've had a long digression about the Ivolgins. I'm curious to see how this will impact the story.
A bit off topic. I wonder if Ivolgin really understood Dead Souls. He has a knack for lying, so it might be that he didn't really know the book. In context "dead souls" referred to the serfs a man had, who died before a new census was held. The main character, Chichikov, was mentioned earlier in The Idiot if I remember correctly. In the book Chichikov made it is his goal to go around dying these "dead souls" so he can pawn them and get money for real serfs.
Chichikov was actually a bad man and a liar, but I think he would have had a redemption arc (the novel was never finished). So it's quite appropriate that Ivolgin would associate himself with him.


    


    
        Saulgoodman1994bis (+1)

        Chichikov would have never a redemption arc. The book made it pretty clear that he can't help himself.


    

Chapter 5

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
General Ivolgin died in Kolya's arms.
Today
Through some difficulties it was made clearer that Aglaya is in love with Myshkin. She wanted to know if he wants to ask her to marry him. It seems they will, but there's still no absolute certainty. Myshkin is over the moon with happiness.
Ippolit tried to warn him that Ganya sees himself as Myshkin's rival.
Character list
Chapter list


2 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+11)

        What interested me in this chapter was the ending discussion on Stepan Glebov when the prince says to Ippolit :
“... In those days people seem to have been animated by one idea, but now they are much more nervous, more developed, more sensitive- they seem to be animated by two or three ideas at a time- modern man is more diffuse and, I assure you, it is this that prevents him from being such a complete human being as they were in those days”.
Which both sums up modernity and it can certainly be debated if human nature has, in fact,  changed at all with time or has for certain changed with new ideas.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+8)

        There are a few hidden but important statements in this chapter. The first is Myshkin being talkative again. In Parts 2 and 3 he was depressed. Now he's happy.
Belokonskaya, although mentioned previously, now made an appearance. The Yepanchins hold her in high regard.
Ippolit is still annoyed with how vain and selfish everyone are. It's interesting how he tried to disavow his Explanation. It reminds me of a short story by Anton Chekhov, called A Nervous Breakdown. In it a character also had a revelation of life, only to disavow it later. It's worth the read!
In some ways Ippolit is a lot like Stavrogin. Myshkin remarked that Ippolit suffered in writing that letter, and by admitting ridiculous details was also a form of suffering. And this was after Ippolit said he wasn't worthy of his sufferings. Stavrogin similarly wanted to be good, but couldn't help being spiteful.
The whole chapter was funny, until I read this:
And imagine what a pain this Ganya of yours is. He has suggested that of those who listened to me then, three or four would die before me!

Ippolit resents other people's happiness. And Myshkin's answer? "Be on your way and forgive us our good fortune". There's wisdom there. We can be envious until we day, or - if those people insulted us at all in some way - we can just forgive them.


    

Chapter 6

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

And here... we... go...
Yesterday
Myshkin and Aglaya are kinda, sorta, engaged.
Today
This took place in the days leading up to Ivolgin's stroke. The Yepanchin's organized a soiree with a collection of prominent people from "society" to celebrate the engagement. This happened the day after Ivolgin's illness. Myshkin stayed up through the night because of it? Belokonskaya and Yevgeny Pavlovich were at the soiree.
We end with Myshkin perhaps trusting the "society" too much, and about to say something.
Character list
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3 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+10)

        Lebedev has been everywhere doing social mischief like an evil elf. Who hasn’t seen this letter or know about the contents in the younger set (except the prince)? I thought Aglaya detested Nastasya’s letters but it turns out they have still be corresponding! At least Mrs Yepanchin gave Lebedev a good dressing down at her house.
This quote :
“There were people there who had not met for several years and who did not feel anything but indifference, if not dislike, for one another, but who greeted each other now as though they had only met the day before in the most friendly and agreeable company”
Aglaya is right to worry about the prince being thrown to this society of wolves! But what hare brained scheme has she cooked up?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+11)

        So it seems the General pulled a bit of an "Ippolit" on us. He still lives.
What's most striking about Myshkin is that he is not all there. He is abnormally happy at the soiree. And before that he was feverish for nights on end, worried about the party, stayed up all night (?), had to deal with the letter Aglaya sent to Nastasya, and the General's stroke. He took it in a good way, but all of this cannot have a good effect on him.
At the end of the chapter "he felt his spirits rise, akin to euphoria".
When have we seen this combination of depression and intense joy before?
He was still logical and self-aware in the party until the very end, where he began to trust them too much.
I like how Dostoevsky disses on society. They are all a bunch of fakes. I feel too filthy to even add "Prince N." to the character list. This is all in contrast to Myshkin's purity and honesty. Aglaya at least knows this. But it's unfortunate her parents don't.
And even worse, Lizaveta wants that old vain man to marry Alexandra? That's sick. And reminiscent of Nastasya and Totsky.
The whole society thing reminds me of Humiliated and Insulted where the main character had a tense conversation with another "fake" high society man, the villain of the novel. He said something like "The reason I don't move in your so-called "high society" is because, firstly, it bores me, and secondly, it has nothing to offer me!"


    


    
        CapOk2664 (+1)

        I'm currently reading this part..was the same letter Ganea recieved before the same one Lebedev stole?Still a bit confused on the timeline as it jumps.I thought that happened when Ivolghin left the house..weren't the events here set after Ivolghin had he stroke?


    

Chapter 7

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin behaved himself well at the soiree filled with fake people.
Today
Myshkin spoke too much, rambled, broke the vase, and later had an epileptic attack.
Character list
Chapter list


4 Comments


    
        swesweagur (+3)

        This was both extremely painful to read (I thought it was going to get much more awkward if something outside of the ordinary came from the prince), but incredibly, incredibly strong - one of the better chapters in the book and certainly not filler. I had to put my book down out of anticipatory cringe at points, but picked it back up quickly because it was a fun one! Although now I am tired for taking this long to read one chapter...
I haven't read Fathers and Sons (and it'll be on my backlog for my Russian reading after I've read Dostoevsky's core!), but from the little I know about it, the spiel about Russians with a void needing to be filled are "thirsty" for it, so they adopt the most extreme form seems like it would have a tie to my basic understanding of it? As is happening today, some progressive ideals that were cherished decades ago are notched up when people don't have connections to the preexisting social fabric of society. It explains extremism of many kinds in a world where individuals feel atomized and hopeless en masse.
I found the Pavlishchev part quite interesting. I wasn't posting in these threads early on in my read, but I had a feeling towards the end of part 1/beginning of part 2 that we'd hear more from him. There seemed to be a large contrast between Palivschev's charity to Myshkin and Totsky's "charity" to Nastasya which I thought would be expanded upon. I'm not sure how the revelation that he was catholic relates to that, now, though, and Totsky's entire charity was so long ago I'm not sure I can dsicuss it in detail now. Plus even if I could, I am much too tired!


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+9)

        Ivan Petrovich gets annoyed at the prince’s praise of Pavlishchev and subtly hints that there is something not quite...and then the statesman jumps in  with a crumb that Ivan is happy to expand on.
I would say the prince took political stances before but never with this much passion that I suspect this moment to be more autobiographical in nature. It would be Dostoevsky’s view of Europe while in exile and he makes some far-seeing and eerily prophetic charges against the upper classes. We know what happens soon enough.
This quote “For socialism, too, is the child of Catholicism and the intrinsic Catholic nature! It, too, like it’s brother atheism, was begotten of despair, in opposition to Catholicism as a moral force, in order to replace the lost moral power of religion, to quench the spiritual thirst of parched humanity and save it not by Christ, but also by violence! This, too, is freedom through violence. This, too, is union through the sword and blood. ‘Don’t dare to believe in God! Don’t dare to have property! Don’t dare to have a personality of your own! Fraternite ou la mort! Two million heads!’ By their works ye shall know them-as is written”.
Mrs Yepanchin ends the chapter with her usual flair but what is going on with Aglaya?


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+11)

        Not related to this specific chapter but it general. It seems interesting to me how the French language was considered to be the language of the elite class in Russia. And how in a previous chapter General Ivolgin spoke of Napoleon, it seems Russians didn't have bitter relation with French even though they had fought a war against them a few decades ago.
Now back to the current chapter, Prince made some fascinating points (taken from point of view of a very strict orthodox follower). He noted that Atheism to be a child of Roman Catholicism. It seems too specific, more general would be better but it made a valid point that Atheism is born because certain someone was dissatisfied with religion, by their practices, structure of hierarchy, etc. I can imagine that being the case for if not all then most of the time.
Dostoyevsky also correctly predicted about socialism and atheism (especially in Russia). Just a few decades after, things were pretty much what Dostoyevsky was trying to convey. Russians being extreme of anything they do seems legit after that. He really was generations ahead of his time.
I think Dostoyevsky tried to portray himself in Myshkin. They both had epilepsy, both were very strong followers of orthodoxy Christianity and bit phobic to other believes (Prince is phobic of roman catholicism, Dostoyevsky is also considered to be a rigid orthodox and a bit anti-Semitic by some historians) and lastly their philosophy to enjoy every little thing of life.
I think this chapter marks the place where things really start to fall apart. I think Prince felt guilty for not speaking his mind during the Ippolit Confession and that also unconsciously kept Prince speaking, even when he should stop. I think Prince is capable of understanding when to speak and when to not. Its just circumstances forced him so. Things would be so much different if it were anyone but Prince Myshkin. Or even Prince would be fine if certain events hadn't happened to him (if he wasn't epileptic or Ippolit incident hadn't happened). But then would Prince be the same Prince we know and love?


    


    
        Shigalyov (+23)

        There's actually so much to say. I just hope I can type it because my right hand is literally sore from all the typing recently.
Myshkin did lose it a bit in this chapter. He was still rational yesterday. He was refined and knew what to say. He has always known how to be decorous. He has never been unrefined in how he spoke with others. Always honest and on equal terms, which was weird, but never like a fool. Until today. Being unable to stop speaking and ranting on an issue that others clearly don't want to hear about is unlike him.
All of this pointed to an epileptic fit. And coupled with his fever and struggling to sleep and all that...
I used to think that his tirade against Catholicism was unnecessary. But I understand the point now. He said that it gave rise to atheism on the one hand and socialism on the other. G. K. Chesterton, a Catholic, made a similar point. Though he targeted the reformation. In his view the different virtues were separated from each other. They are no longer bound together. You have socialism with one main good - equality - flying around, atheism with the goodness of rebellion (which has a good sense in it), etc. These virtues are no longer united.
Dostoevsky does show some honest sympathy with atheism and socialism, which I missed on earlier readings. They provide a type of meaning to life and, well, a religious impulse which was missing. Socialism tried to replace (Catholic) Christianity by providing an alternative solution to the "yearning of mankind" and being a substitute for religious authority. But instead of grounding it in Christ, it grounds it in force.
The Russians leapt onto atheism and socialism because they provide a seemingly solid ground for action. That's good in its own way (and pretty prophetic). Whatever the Russian finds, it pursues to the end. Whether it takes Catholicism to its extreme, or atheism to its extreme.
They are born of spiritual torment, of spiritual longing, of desperately reaching out for higher goals, for firmer shores; they are born of wanting to retrieve a land they'd lost faith in because they had never been able to fathom it! A Russian can turn into an atheist at the drop of a hat, easier than anyone else in the world! And atheism for the Russians is a matter of faith, of a new religion, and it never occurs to them that it is grounded on nothing. That is the extent of our thirsting!


Myshkin's reaction to the vase being broken could be made into a well directed movie scene. Him just looking at everyone reacting, not hearing anything, seeing Aglaya have pity on him, and then slowly regaining his wits. Like this, though perhaps not that dramatic.
I wonder if this is his whole philosophy of life?:
But my enduring joy lies in my conviction that it is by no means a host of moribund nonentities, but a bunch of thoroughly lively folk! Nor do we need to feel abashed at being ridiculous, am I not right? Because that is the honest truth, we are ridiculous, thoughtless, we have bad habits, we are prone to be bored, we are undiscerning, we are uncomprehending, that is what we're all like, all, you and I and the world and his wife! I take it you are not offended at my telling you to your faces that you are ridiculous? And if that is so, are you in consequence not the stuff of humanity? You know, the way I look at it, it is sometimes quite good to be a touch ridiculous, it is all for the better - we are more likely to forgive one another and to make friends.

One mustn't ever strive to comprehend everything in one go, or claim perfection as the point of departure! In order to reach perfection, one must first learn to plead ignorance! If we make too much haste to understand everything, our understanding will turn out to be flawed.


This as well:
"Listen to me! I know it is not good to speak, best of all is to set an example and make a start... I've already done so... and - and can one really be unhappy? Oh, what does my grief and my misfortune matter if I can bring myself to feel happy? You know, it is beyond me that one can walk past a tree and not feel happy seeing it? How can one talk to a man and not feel happy for loving him? Oh, I wish I knew how to put it better... there are so many wonderful things at every step and turn that even the most disoriented person would find wonderful! Observe a child, observe the rising sun, observe the grass, the way it grows, look into the eyes that look back at you and love you..."

It reminds so much of Chesterton's philosophy. Dostoevsky, or at least Myshkin, is like the man to be executed who realises how good the world is and that every blade of grass is worth living for. Ippolit had the same sentiment, with the only difference being that he despised others for not realising it. Chesterton had a similar view. He once wrote a poem which has stuck with me, which I think really confirms the emotion Myshkin is trying to convey:
By the Babe Unborn
If trees were tall and grasses short,  
As in some crazy tale,  
If here and there a sea were blue  
Beyond the breaking pale,
If a fixed fire hung in the air  
To warm me one day through,  
If deep green hair grew on great hills,  
I know what I should do.
In dark I lie: dreaming that there  
Are great eyes cold or kind,  
And twisted streets and silent doors,  
And living men behind.
Let storm-clouds come: better an hour,  
And leave to weep and fight,  
Than all the ages I have ruled  
The empires of the night.
I think that if they gave me leave  
Within that world to stand,  
I would be good through all the day  
I spent in fairyland.
They should not hear a word from me  
Of selfishness or scorn,  
If only I could find the door,  
If only I were born.
-----
One more thing:
If I had had my way, I'd have thrown out all who were here last night, but him I'd have kept back, because that's the sort of man he is..."

Lizaveta showed her true character here. In the appendix to my edition Avsey notes that Madame Yepanchina is the character most like Myshkin. Them being related is no coincidence.
But I don't quite understand why Aglaya took this remark so harshly?


    

Chapter 8

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Myshkin had an epileptic attack at the soiree.
Today
Ippolit warned Myshkin about a meeting between Aglaya and Nastasya. This happened. At the meeting Aglaya confessed her love for him. Nastasya challenged Myshkin to choose between them. He hesitated, which made Aglaya run away. Before he could run after her Nastasya caught her. They spent the rest of the day in happiness.
Character list
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12 Comments


    
        swesweagur (+4)

        Obviously a fantastic and long chapter. I think I'm only stating the obvious with what I'm about to say (but hey, I'll add my 5 cents anyway).
What an awful position for Myshkin to be put into. He clearly didn't want to make a choice, and even if he loves them both (differently but not different in quantity). The comment about infinite trust not being reciprocated between the Prince and Aglaya is really interesting, and if they allowed him the moment to iron out it all, maybe he would have left peacefully with Aglaya otherwise? She was being rather critical and with somebody that frail, it is a bit mean (even if it was all true). She's incredibly mentally ill. That doesn't mean you should be allowed to behave poorly, but it makes me feel more lenient in how she this should be reacted and fixed. The comments about marrying Rogozhin would have really struck a nerve, since somebody like that really understands it when they're in that position.
I think that's my personality too, reflecting this. In lots of situations, there's no "right". Some situations are just entirely messed up, and it's hard to quantify or qualify what's better or worse. I would have been completely paralyzed in Myshkin's shoes, but his... not kind, but "caring" element of his kindness may have brought him closer to wanting to help Nastasya (again out of pity). I think Nastasya standards make the situation unfair, but Aglaya was unnecessarily nasty. If only they gave him a chance to speak during and let him offer his thoughts that'd maybe soften the blows and defuse things.... Although it was never going to happen.
By the way, whatever happened to Radomsky? What was all that business about wanting to talk after the Prince's birthday... did we ever hear more from that after he postponed the talk and I've just glossed over it, reading it when I was tired?
I think this really shows that personality plays a huge role in personal affairs. I don't think anybody's wrong for how they feel or have acted (in this scene, taken out of context). Aglaya and Nastasya have both been incredibly unfair towards Myshkin before.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+9)

        This was such a juicy chapter and honestly Aglaya set up the meeting to see Nastasya to what? Gloat? Prove the prince’s love? She could have had everything she wanted without this meeting but you know- pride and fall!
She did everything to provoke Nastasya into making her final declaration. Which is puzzling in light of her earlier speech...
“I must also tell you that never in my life have I met a man like him for noble simplicity of mind and for boundless trustfulness. I realized after what he had told me that anyone who wished could deceive him, and that whoever deceived him, he would forgive afterwards, and that is why I fell in love with him...”
He trusted her and followed her, knowing this was going to end badly. Why couldn’t she trust him enough not to do this?
I agree the accusations she made toward Nastasya were cruel and underhand toward a vulnerable and fragile woman who, in fact, wished her well from a distance. With that distance closed in this meeting, the two were oil and water and this could only end in tears.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+6)

        Excellent point on Aglaya not trusting Myshkin!
But now I feel like all the comments here only defend Nastasya. I thought Nastasya was cold for putting Myshkin in that position out of spite.
Actually, now that I think about it, they are BOTH wrong here. Neither of them respect him like they should.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+12)

        I am giving Nastasya a pass because the prince is convinced she is mad (and Aglaya knows this) so if he shows compassion for her is it not out of romantic obligation and she did give Aglaya a chance to leave before throwing down the gauntlet.
In this situation, Aglaya was the instigator of unnecessary conflict. I do have compassion for her though ...she is young and proud and compulsive and she, too, is gambling with her life by choosing the prince. She has lived a sheltered life unlike Nastasya and does not have the nous to see beyond the rumors she heard about Nastasya. But again, Aglaya fails to put her trust in the prince when he’s told her about Nastasya’s past.
Doubt and the role it plays in light of the religious symbolism can be seen in this interplay between Aglaya and Myshkin in this chapter.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+20)

        I can't describe how much I love this chapter. Don't get me wrong, it is heartbreaking and I despise it for it, but that exactly makes it so great. Its ability to force the reader to feel such strong emotions. Even though this book feels so different than his other works(I'll be honest this book feels like soap opera sometimes), this chapter alone can justify The Idiot to be placed as one of his best works. It provides two strong opposite characters justifying their actions. It will definitely divide the reader base to either Aglaya or Nastasya empathizer.  As most of the people seem to favor Aglaya, I'll try to play Devil's Advocate here and justify Nastasya.
Just try to think about characters but without terms like Idiot, Naive, Childlike, etc for Myshkin; Fallen, disgraced, tainted, etc for Nastasya & Pure, beautiful for Aglaya. I believe that's the author's way of forcing readers to see in a fixed way. Is Myshkin really as naive as others believe he is? He constantly shows to have high emotional intelligence and is able to read circumstances pretty well. He knows when others are trying to manipulate him, its just that he doesn't care much about it (Part 2 Chapter 4 Drunker soldier story). It's just that when he is having an epileptic fit he isn't himself.
For Nastasya, I picture as a person with extremely low self-esteem. Hostile, Sensitive to criticism, aggressive, believing one doesn't deserve good, etc are all sign suggesting it. All of her actions can be justified by one of the points above. She once was innocent too (like Aglaya) and dreamt of a guy like Prince, but now she doesn't deserve it. I believe this is the same reason why she wrote letters to Aglaya. She still saw her past self in Aglaya and didn't want Aglaya to end up like her.  These things Myshkin were somehow able to see (which society couldn't, maybe because he doesn't generally follow societal norms) and that explains his kind of obsession with her.  It's easy to hate Nastasya if you see it at glace but her character is very deep, complex, and beautifully written (much deeper than Aglaya imo).
For Aglaya, I love her character. But her character (for me) only brings one thing to the table ultimately, to have a strong character opposite to Nastasya at the climax.
Now for the argument between these two. Its obvious these two don't like each other so discourtesies are to be expected. Things go downhill from the first accusation. I have to side with Nastasya here. At the start, she said that once she believed Aglaia to be perfect. Now her opinion has changed. She also questioned Aglaya's position to judge her character which I find to be a valid point. Society, people who don't exactly know Nastasya had judged her all her life to be disgraced women but people who spent time with her seem to hold a very different opinion (Myshkin, Rogozhin or even her servants in Part I when she was leaving Totsky's house). This was the moment when Nastasya's illusion of purity of Aglaya broke and she starts to spiral down this madness along with Aglaya.
Towards the end, the argument just seamlessly transforms into two women just arguing out of hatred and despise only. It, at last, became just an honor thing, who can exert her influence over Myshkin, who Prince will choose. Here both tried to manipulate Myshkin. These things felt so real I can visualize them while reading.  I think its obvious by the end both were hysterical, especially Nastasya, and her reaction when she finds Myshkin beside her proves it.
Part II and Part III showed how Prince's life would be among the society of reputable people, how his life could've been if he would've chosen Aglaya but the previous chapter proved it is destined not to end well. Now it's only logical to see what happens when he is with Nastasya.
Its brilliant of Dostoyevsky to just focus Part I on Nastasya, then focus Part II & Part III on Aglaya (with just a sprinkle of Nastasya here and there just so we don't forget her). Then just do this all of sudden, making such an emotional impact in readers.
Only one thing is not clear to me, what is Prince doing all along? He loves Aglaya but says he pities Nastasya. Does he really pity Nastasya or he is unable to identify his love for her? Is it even possible to love two persons simultaneously? If only he did choose one explicitly, things would be so much different, but then that's not something I can imagine Prince being capable of, picking either between them.
I think we shouldn't make final opinion on any character or book yet. There is still so much to be discovered it's insane.
On the other note, Vera and Kolya are the real MVP. They are only one who genuinely cares for Myshkin. I would say even Aglaya and Nastasya have just a bit of personal gain (as to satisfy their pride) but Vera and Kolya are real gems. I keep on repeating it because they get overshadowed by Main casts.
Edit: Lizaveta is MVP too. I forgot to include her. My bad.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+8)

        Yes! Don’t forget the redoubtable Mrs Yepanchin!! Great analysis


    


    
        Shigalyov (+7)

        Thanks so much for this. That's why I hate (ie love) this chapter. Nastasya is also a sensitive person.
You brilliantly defended her. We - like society - are too quick to condemn her. And yet like you point out Aglaya is perhaps the bad one here.
You asked whether he could be explicit on who he loved. Earlier in the chapter he explicitly avoided asking himself whether he loved or hated Nastasya.
And I agree on Vera and Kolya. Ganya and Varya disappointed me. Myshkin did so much for them and they kept scheming behind his back to rob him of Aglaya.
And even Lebedev never changed.
Only Vera and Kolya always cared for Myshkin. They are also the most like children, interestingly enough. Vera was so innocent she didn't realize it was bad to be a messenger. And Kolya is literally a child.
And also Lizaveta, who defended him. And Myshkin called her a child.
Thanks for your insights! I needed someone to defend Nastasya.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+8)

        And yet like you point out Aglaya is perhaps the bad one here.

If I'm being honest, I can't point anyone here to be right or wrong. This chapter doesn't feel black/white to me, this chapter was full of grey areas. Everyone and no one is at fault here.
If we take Aglaya, she is about to leave everything for Myshkin. If she hadn't been to Nastasya's this all wouldn't have happened but who's to guarantee Prince-Nastasya thing can't happen again ever. This forces Aglaya to lose her aura of Pure and Beauty to confront Nastasya, to fall to her level. (Also she was too proud and haughty)
For Nastasya, she also is in no position to write letters to Aglaya, trying to match her with Myshkin. Few points made by Aglaya against her are valid also.
Lastly and most importantly Prince. If only he could choose one. But then, this is something which can't be expected by him, to choose one and abandon the other. That's why I said things would've been so much different if it was anyone but Prince.
I can't think of any other way things could've turned out. Aglaya-Prince scenario was destined to repeat incidents of the previous chapter. Nastasya-Prince scenario was also improbable. This feels a sad but deserving scenario.
Also Lizaveta is MVP too. I forgot about her, my bad. Thanks.


    


    
        tristramwilliams (+16)

        I don’t agree that Myshkin chooses Nastasya. It seems to me that he is so compassionate that he is unable to make any choice. He is a man unable to operate with any agenda, and thus is completely vulnerable to the psychological manipulations of others. It just so happens that he ends this chapter with Nastasya, but this is a result of his complete emotional defencelessness, not his love for one over the other. 
For me, the book is about the manipulation, lies and games we all play. Myshkin just brings into relief how we all lie to ourselves and others, make deals, and are unable to love unconditionally.


    


    
        CapOk2664 (+2)

        I think him seeing Nastasya as a child..him being Christ..really it couldn't have happened any other way.It's not anyone's fault, eveyone reacts according to their personality but also everyone bears responsability for what happened.I think the book also shows the flaws of the prince..Bad decisions are better than indecision sometimes.If you don't make choices this is what happens with Aglaya and Nastasya, if you don't tell the truth to old people like Ivolghin out of pity you will hurt their pride and contribute to their ruin


    


    
        Shigalyov (+6)

        I want to agree, but in the same chapter he himself didn't know if he loved Nastasya or not. He asked himself that before the meeting, or rather did not want to ask himself that question.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+11)

        I'll say the same thing I said the first time I read this: I HATE this book. I HATE what Dostoevsky did to Myshkin here. I HATE the fact that he chose Nastasya, in a way. And a part of me hates Myhskin himself. Is he really happy at the end? Or is that just his sickness taking over? He was rational right up to that point. Afterwards he was like a child.
What he did was unfair. Aglaya also suffered, as he noticed too late.
I took another look at u/onz546's evaluation of the symbolism of the names of the characters. I am beginning to think that Aglaya, beauty herself (I thought if anything she represents Love itself) accurately analyzed Nastasya's character. A bit harshly maybe, but also true. Nastasya wants to hate herself and wants to act the mistress. Then again as Dostoevsky says, Nastasya is more sensitive than Aglaya realises. And he notes how Barashkovna means "lamb", and that this could be a lamb to be saved or the beast disguised at the lamb - and we don't know which one she is.
What do we make of all of this? What is everyone's motivation actually?
The main lesson I took from this book the first time is this: Never sacrifice love and hurt those who love you, in order to help someone you do not love.
It's one thing for Myshkin to sacrifice his own life for Nastasya. It's quite another thing for him to save Nastasya at the cost of Aglaya.


    

Chapter 9

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Aglaya and Nastasya met. Myshkin was forced to choose between them. Because he hesitated he ended up with Nastasya.
Today
It is two weeks later. Myshkin and Nastasya have a marriage planned. We hear how everyone reacted. Almost all of his friends were angry.
Yevgeny visited him. He give an excellent analysis of Myshkin's true motivations.
Character list
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11 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+10)

        The fallout continues in this chapter! What a twisted road we’ve traveled so far. I definitely think there is something to Radomsky’s analysis but not everything. I think there is something about loyalty and honor at play, as well. Myshkin first asked for Nastasya’s hand in marriage, lest we forget.
Can someone remind me of the hand in the flame episode that Aglaya proposed to Ganya?
If Aglaya had stayed, I don’t think this would have played out as it did. Then she chose to hide at the Ivolgin’s home, which was the decisive point. On top of that, she also has a fever and was out of action almost immediately so there was no clarity in their relations.
The opening section was actually amusing to me! The rumors were completely mixed up and off the wall!
The pathos is real for the prince. This quote:
“Oh, if Aglaya only knew-if only she knew everything-I mean absolutely everything! For, you see, here one must know everything- that’s the most important! Why is it we can never know everything about another person, when we ought to, when that other person is to blame!...”
But if Aglaya doesn’t understand him, he equally doesn’t understand her and now the chips are in the air to fall where they may.
But does salvation require perfect understanding?
Maybe this IS all about the “woman question” in a way, just more personal than political (if you can even divide those two).


    


    
        Zempro (+7)

        I started to temporarily hate Dostoevsky by here. His honesty was too much for me to bear. The world is cruel and Prince Myshkin, despite being a very good person, is forced by others to make such a hard choice that results in hurting others and himself.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+9)

        I know how you feel. The first time I read this I was angry at Dostoevsky for literally two days. My friends even noticed I wasn't happy. How could he put his poor character in such a position?
That's just a testament to how well he writes them.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+14)

        Myshkin is clearly losing it. He is usually so apt to understnad everything, but in this passage both Ippolit and Yevgeny noticed his lack of focus and being "out of his mind". By the end Myshkin not understanding the gravity of the situation is almost pitiable. This is not the type of person we know. It's like he is so torn between the two women that his mind was lost in the process.
But the pain is real. Poor guy. Yevgeny's analysis is sharp and probably true. Or is it? He seems to say that what drove Myshkin wasn't the feelings, but his ideals. He wanted to save a damsel in distress. It was almost cold to do so out of ideology and not honesty. But what he says here is exactly why I cannot support Myshkin's behviour:
She deserves pity? Is that what you want to say, my good Prince? But for the sake of pity and for the sake of doing her a good turn, was it right to insult another, a noble and spotless girl, to humiliate her in her rival's haughty, hate-filled eyes? What price pity after that? Isn't there a monstrous incongruity in all this?

--

Do you imagine she suffered less than the other one did...?

That's true on the suffering point. We hear a lot about Nastasya pain. What about Aglaya's? Time and again we hear how she fought with her family, how she wants to escape, the idea of marriage, knowing her love had a de-facto affair with another women, and still loves her? She also suffered, not just Nastasya.
This is also crucial for a Christian:
Look here - a women like that was once pardoned in the house of God, but she was not told that she did right, that she was worthy of all manner of praise and respect!

it's one thing to pardon someone's sins. It's quite another to pretend they don't exist:
Yevgeny also points out what we noticed in the very first chapter: both Myshkin and Rogozhin were sick. Myshkin had epilepsy. I recall Myshkin even saying that the weather in Russia won't be good for him.
By the way, all of this it does show Yevgeny's character. He was a little bit condescending to Myshkin at times, but he was upright all the same. And it's clear Yevgeny also respects Aglaya.
And this is the crux it seems of Yevgeny (and Dostoevsky's?) view. That by seeing people in terms of ideals Myshkin did not see them as people. I don't know whether this critique is true or not. I have no idea. But it's a powerful argument:
No, Prince, she wouldn't! Aglaya Ivanovna loved like a woman, like a living being, not like a... disembodied spirit.

What I both love and hate about this book is that Dostoevsky doesn't give you the answer. He doesn't say: "Myshkin is Christ and everything he did was right!". Or "He was a fool for trying to save someone!". We don't know. Or we can only speculate. Is Yevgeny's Dostoevsky giving the final judgment (note the apocalyptic symbolism?). Or is he a representative of Russian society condemning a good man for being good?
If Yevgeny is right, then we are right for thinking Myshkin is - or was - no fool:
I hate it, it even incenses me when... well, someone - calls you an idiot. You are too intelligent to be called so...


I wondered today who exactly Myshkin has saved or helped in this book? Ganya, Varvara, Rogozhin, Lebedev, Aglaya? Who has changed for the better? Perhaps just Kolya? But he was already good before he knew Myshkin. The same goes for Keller.
What a book! It's not done yet, but it leaves you with so many questions.


    


    
        [deleted] (+4)

        it's one thing to pardon someone's sins. It's quite another to pretend they don't exist:

Ive been listening to Roger Scruton a bit recently and he made a good point about this. This is a huge paraphrase but he said a lot of modern day "tolerance" is not really tolerance at all. What it is a breakdown of all individual moral systems, so in the end we`re all just in this big blob where nothing can be judged. Modern day tolerance is to have no disagreements with any people, culture, religion, lifestyle or whatever else. So thats not tolerance, because to "tolerate" something or someone you have to have some disagreements with them in the first place. I mean you wouldnt say you "tolerate" your wife or your friends or a stranger on the street.
So, say, the Christian who declares X, Y and Z are sins (or whatever example one wishes to use), but lives side by side with it anyway, that is "tolerance". But the man who has no value system in the first place and thus can never disagree with anything anyway... this is hailed as tolerance even though its not. Its what you said here... rather than being able to acknowledge what one may consider wrong or a sin, the goal seems to be that we shouldnt consider anything a sin at all


    


    
        Shigalyov (+3)

        Excellent point!
I've heard a couple of people recommending Scruton. Where should I start with him?


    


    
        [deleted] (+3)

        I can't really say, I've only just started "discovering" him. But I watched a long form discussion with Jordan Peterson he did about "transendence" which was good. And he also did a nice little BBC documentary about why beauty is important, basically arguing against this modern notion that anything can be considered art. I did like this one because I've never been able to articulate why some art is just "better" than others even though I strongly felt it to be so.
He's written a load of books though, haven't read any yet but I'll check some out soon enough.


    


    
        albertfinch (+6)

        For me it’s interesting to think about good vs evil behaviour. Help vs harm. I think Myshkin has fundamentally good intentions as he usually treats people as individuals (or ideals - bringing complications) with respect, empathy, understanding. Yet it seems his lack of decisiveness/backbone causes more harm in the end. Obviously for Aglaya but also for Nastasya who is now entering a strange unhealthy relationship with him. And harm ultimately for himself too.
In Buddhist psychology, acceptance of the way things are is encouraged as a noble virtue. Yet an important caveat is that this doesn’t entail submission. If there is an opportunity to help a situation or do less harm, then that is the right course of action. I feel like Myshkin has a good grasp of acceptance but completely falls flat when it comes to standing up with the right action. As someone described yesterday, he’s manipulated so much. Blown around by whatever gust of neurotic wind is currently upon him.
Like you, I wonder if he’s helped anyone at all. If anything he’s caused them all harm by enabling their various neuroses. He’s a total doormat and now I really see why it’s called “the idiot”!
Thanks for all your analysis by the way, it’s really helped me process this “love & hate” book!


    


    
        Shigalyov (+10)

        I appreciate it. But I also feel like I should defend him. Even if what I'm about to say is just playing Devil's Advocate (I don't know myself).
As a Christ-like figure, Myshkin has done well. He has showed them all the light. He has loved and cared. He defended Varya from Ganya, saved Nastasya from Ganya and Rogozhin and defended her honour time and again. He has lost his own reputation and sacrificed his life for her. That's Christian to the core. That's still honourable, regardless of his motivations which he himself doesn't know.
And he has a backbone I'd argue. He stood up to himself in front of Ganya and was always willing to do what is necessary. Think about where he saved Nastasya from that old man and almost fighting a duel over it. He also wanted to leave Russia, but thought it would be dishonorable. If anything, no one has as much guts as he has. No one would sacrifice reputation, love and life for someone else. As Chesterton would say, others don't do not that because of lack of opportunity, but lack of moral will. He wasn't manipulated by anyone to my knowledge. He was usually aware of their schemes. He just didn't mind.
Myshkin is upright and courageous. Even if at the end he failed to help anyone. But I think that's more a mark on the hardness of humanity's heart. That's another Christian message. Christ comes to save, but do we want to be saved? Nastasya is just the embodiment of our own love of pride when offered salvation. Will she - like us - ultimately accept salvation?
I know now I've argued for Myshkin. The only thing that prevents me from liking his decision is the same as what Yevgeny said: it was wrong to sacrifice Aglaya. Self-sacrifice is one thing. Sacrificing an innocent lamb to save someone else is not a good thing.
What a book though!


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+6)

        Excellent analysis as always. I too find myself asking the same question when I think of Myskhin. Was Myshkin driven by his true feelings or his ideals? Did he saw Nastasya as Mary Magdalene needed to be saved, himself as her savior? Is he really as Christ-like as we think? One can make strong points both in favor & against it. Sometimes I think one way, sometimes another. That's the beauty of it, there is no right or wrong answer to most of the questions this book asks. Only one thing is always constant, pity. Every main character, Myshkin, Nastasya, Aglaya, and Roghozin suffered, no suffering less than others.
I think Dostoyevsky's idea of this novel later inspired The Grand Inquisition. In this book, he played with the idea of what a simple-hearted fellow would be like in today's twisted world. And all later used this experience in TBK's chapter.
Presently, I don't think Myskhin can be a truly Christ-like figure because he isn't completely selfless. If he would be selfless, he wouldn't have got so much closer to Aglaya in absence of Nastasya in Part II and Part III. It's like he almost forgot about Nastasya, abandoned her, and completely devote himself to Aglaya. He can be seen as someone closer to a Christ-like than most of the people but not equal. But there is no right or wrong about it. Poor Aglaya just suffering this much because she got involved with "an Idiot".


    


    
        Shigalyov (+6)

        I agree completely.
He definitely has some Christ elements. But at the end of the day - as I said in the very beginning - is a human character. As Yevgeny Pavlovich would say, "not a disembodied spirit".


    

Chapter 10

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
We heard how everyone reacted to Myshkin being with Nastasya. Yevgeny analyzed Myshkin's situation.
Today
We learn more about the time spent between the two. General Ivolgin passed away during that time. The wedding was held, with Keller and Antip as groomsmen. At the end Nastasya eloped with Rogozhin. Myshkin seemingly took it in good faith. He resolved to go after her the next morning.
Character list
Chapter list


3 Comments


    
        lazylittlelady (+6)

        Rogozhin’s eyes continue to haunt both the prince and Nastasya. As does her different moods haunt the prince. Perhaps she has a sliver of belief that things can be differ which keep her going until the evening of the wedding when things become clear. Rogozhin does nothing but look at her...but his haunted, feverish and green eyes recall her to her fate.
“Nastasya Filippovna was really as white as a sheet when she came out, but her large black eyes blazer like burning coals upon the crowd. The crowd recoiled at her look...when suddenly she uttered a cry, and rushed from the front steps into the crowd.All who accompanied here were stupefied  with amazement. The crowd parted before her, and Rogozhin suddenly appeared five or six paces from the steps. It was his eyes in the crowd that Nastasya Filippovna has caught. She rushed up to him, like one demented, and seized both his hands.
‘Save me! Take me away! Anywhere you like-now!’”
Interesting she demands salvation from the one who she fears the most.
Lebedev- I still can’t tell if he wanted to commit the prince out of good or bad intentions. Probably mixed as is his character. One of the most intriguing in many ways, from start to finish.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+8)

        When Ippolit warned about Rogozhin's possible act of revenge, my heart sank. If that happened I'm not sure I would've be capable to continue reading it. For that weird reason, I'm kind of relieved things turn out this way.
I wonder why Nastasya choose to marry Myshkin. Was that a way to torture herself knowing fully the situation she put Mushkin in (whom she loves the most), ruining his life, which would, in turn, ruin her life? As time got closer to the wedding day she grew more and more melancholy and she completely broke on the wedding eve. Or it was her pride which got in her way?
Personally I don't like Doctor's remark on Myshkin's intention of marrying Nastasya. I can see all his points but that's just similar to society judging other without actually knowing the true nature and intention of someone. Or maybe I got too much emotionally invested in all characters.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+12)

        What I noticed is that Myshkin is still unhappy. Apart from certain moments with Aglaya, he was only really happy in Part 1. What do we make of that?
Ultimately Nastasya did not want to be saved. Dostoevsky said this explicitly:
But he [Myshkin] genuinely believed that she was not beyond salvation

He pride stopped it. I hear echoes from Stavrogin (Demons) here. She is unwilling to be humbled enough to marry, unwilling to let go of herself. Or maybe she honestly still thinks she will ruin Myshkin, and that she is beyond salvation? Is it her pride, or her self-contempt? Maybe the latter.
I really like Keller. He is like a classical knight out to fight and defend people's honour. He is a fitting companion for the Hapless Knight. And it seems only he appreciated Myshkin's choice:
...but that it was now obvious the Prince was of an incomparably nobler ilk than all the rest of them put together.

And Lebyedev wants Myshkin declared insane simply for being noble. This is important. If Christ comes down today (not that Myshkin is a complete metaphor for him), would we think he is insane for going through such lengths to save an evil woman? Keller was the only one really with with that, though he preferred Aglaya. He, as a fellow knight, alone understood Myshkin's "knightly" behaviour.
And for that matter the doctor himself was struck with Myshkin's behaviour. Though he thought Myshkin was self-interested. That's another thing. If your philosophy always tries to see self-interest everywhere you will find it, but it won't necessarily be true. It's inhuman. To the very end Myshkin was aware of his own behaviour. Maybe more so than in a long time.  In fact I think Myshkin was very cunning in holding that late night party to throw everyone off. Dostoevsky keeps throwing us hints that Myshkin is not a fool.
I'm just glad Vera got the love she deserved. She is not just another supporting character. Myshkin is aware of her. She is perhaps the kindest of them all.


    

Chapter 11

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Nastasya eloped with Rogozhin on her wedding day with Myshkin.
Today
...
It's best not to say it in words
Character list
Chapter list


6 Comments


    
        swesweagur (+9)

        The painting of the "The Body of the Dead Christ in the Tomb" and the comments about how it makes a man lose his faith seemed to me to be foreshadowing Myshkin's regression to an idiot upon seeing Nastasya and his loss of faith and comprehension of reality.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+11)

        When Madame Bovary was mentioned, if you didn’t understand by now what might happen, this is definitely a clue to no one will be happy at the end.
I think it was actually very poignant and ironic as a closing chapter. From the earlier premonitions like the knife and Zhdanov disinfectant to the sight of her wedding finery scattered around her.
The scene as early morning breaks and they reach a point of almost spiritual and physical union...
“He began trembling again himself, and     again his legs suddenly gave way under him. Quite a new sort of sensation was oppressing his heart with infinite anguish. Meanwhile it has grown light; at last, he lay down on the cushion, as though in utter exhaustion and despair, and pressed his face against Rogozhin’s pale and motionless face; tears flower from his eyes on Rogozhin’s cheeks, but perhaps he no longer noticed his own tears and knew nothing of them...”
All three entered oblivion in a way.


    


    
        onz456 (+8)

        When Madame Bovary was mentioned

I always took Madame Bovary as a metaphor for the danger of ideas (/books). Madame Bovary was an avid reader of romantic pulp fiction and she wanted a life like described in those novels and become a female heroine. She was deeply unhappy in her real life, moreso because of it. It doesn't end well.
Did Nastasya finish the book? Was she aware of the harm that Madame Bovary caused her surroundings. And if so, did she care? Which were the ideas that Nastasya held, that ruined her life? I think Nastasya broke free of conventions. She was abused and the Russian society described didn't know how to handle that on a psychological level, they ignored it; there was no solution other than marriage... She didn't accept it. She became mad.
I wondered whether Nastasya is like Madame Bovary. I think not. She resembles more the heroines from the pulp fiction Madame Bovary read. And Prince Myshkin would be her saviour. And they would live a stormy life happily ever after. Too bad for her, the writer of The Idiot was named Dostoevsky.

If anyone of the characters resembles Madame Bovary, I would think it was Aglaya.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+5)

        Aglaya ‘s unhappy affair with the prince that broke her heart and disappointed her and the marriage with a scoundrel/ false count certainly echoes the story!


    


    
        [deleted] (+10)

        Was wondering why the Prince was so desperately searching for them. But i guess he knew, or at least felt, that the murder was about to happen
What a beautiful yet twisted image to end the story on... these two men lying side by side of the dead girl, united in their unique love for her.
On a more lighthearted note this chapter almost felt like a boys sleepover where youve stayed up way past your bedtime and are trying not to be so noisy that your parents come in and find out


    


    
        Shigalyov (+13)

        So... it's one of those stories where you don't know what will happen, but when it happens you know it couldn't have happened any other way.
Myshkin, Nastasya and Rogozhin all predicted what would happen from the very beginning.
Interestingly, Ganya told Ippolit that three people would die before him. We already have Ivolgin and now... Would Myshkin count as the third?
I'd really not say anything about the actual main events themselves. I feel as though they speak for themselves way better than we could ever put it. Then again, I just have to note that beautiful symbolism of Rogozhin and Myshkin lying together close to her, neither of them willing to give her up, and now finally united in her death. Now neither of them will have her. Rogozhin followed Solomon's advice.
Both of them -  actually all three of them - turned insane. And this is the core, core of the novel: an intelligent, honest, good man, who was taken as a fool - turned into exactly what everyone thought he was. I faintly recall Dostoevsky taking inspiration from this verse, but perhaps not: "When the Son of Man returns, will he find faith on this earth?". In a way I think that to the extent that Myshkin does represent Christ (only to an extent), this novel paints a dark picture of a Man who would die to save another, but will fail and won't be able to live afterwards - just like the picture of Christ in Rogozhin's room.
In fact, if I'm not mistaken, they lied on the floor under that picture. Or was the painting in another place? Someone should paint this scene: the painting of Christ, the two friends laughing, a curtain, and Nastasya's corpse.
Edit: Now that I think about it, it is reminiscent to that wonderfully deep quote by Kirillov in Demons, where he said that in his view Christ himself was mistaken and that his death was nature's ultimate joke. If there's a similarity here, then Myshkin is that joke. That fool.
Someone could make an excellent movie about this.
I did like the fact that Myshkin thought of Vera though. That's a nice touch. One of the last sane thoughts he had was about her.


    

Chapter 12

    Discussion from r/dostoevsky (2020)

Yesterday
Rogozhin>! killed Nastasya!<. He and Myshkin >!went insane!<.
Today
We hear about everyone else. Aglaya eloped with some Polish fraud. Myshkin returned to Schneider. Yevgeny often visited Myshkin. Yevgeny also grew close to Varya in the process. Ippolit died sooner than he expected.
The Yepanchins visited Myshkin near the end.
Character list
Chapter list


12 Comments


    
        Giddypinata (+9)

        Fucking Aglaya.. that ending, I still feel it in my bones, her kind of self-defeating disappointment. Similar to Tony’s behavior in Buddenbrooks by Thomas Mann, you can see it in a different way, that female inclination to be free but also the selfsame female desire to be pure, sacrosanct, firm, and self within the conditioning and in the conditioned way, which would have to be given up.
Ultimately it takes suffering and struggle to break down that pride, both of which Tony and Aglaya, and also Nastasya exhibit, but the pain of life goes too ways. Ultimately when effort turns out to not work, you give it up and relax into who you are and decide to stop giving fucks singlehandedly—but too much success and you continue on that linear road that we think is life but life shows us that it isn’t.
Aglaya was there and not there, but then she failed to fail.


    


    
        Zempro (+11)

        Man, what a tragic book.


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+29)

        The closing words belong to Mrs Yepanchin- I think they are prophetic in so many ways, echoing Dostoevsky’s disillusioned exile but also reiterating what the prince said at the engagement party. It’s the end of an era of history that Dostoevsky foresaw - and Aglaya is sort of the embodiment of a Russia that looks abroad for direction only to be misled. It strengthens my feelings that, for her, the prince was more of an idea of escape than a real romantic attachment.
What an ending! Thank you u/Shigalyov for the discussion.


    


    
        Giddypinata (+4)

        You’re right here-looking outside itself for a means of artifical ‘progress’ ultimately leads to being misled as a consequence. But can you say more? I had a hard time feeling this concretely, both in the Idiot and in Dostoe’s way of capturing it


    


    
        lazylittlelady (+6)

        I think this really harkens back to his early experience in the Siberian work camps, where he was out of the intellectual/literary society which imported the ideas of the West and among the average workers/criminals/etc who wanted none of the nihilism/socialism/ atheism that was circulating among the literati. If you add this first impression made on him and then add his unhappy time in exile in Europe later in life to escape debts, he came back more convinced than ever that Russia needed to look inwards to sort itself out. And certainly there was a lot to do. If you re-read just his speech at the engagement party before the vase goes down- it pretty much sets up the challenges facing Russia as it heads into modernity.


    


    
        onz456 (+19)

        I love all the foreshadowing that went into this novel, it is as if all pieces of the puzzle slip into their place.
I really love the last part of Pushkin's poem and how it reflects Myshkin's fate. He truly is the Poor Knight.
Then returning to his castle

In far distant countryside,

Silent, sad, bereft of reason,

In his solitude he died.

Aglaya's choice of poem is prophetic of Myshkin's fate. Likewise, Nastasya's letter to Aglaya also foreshadows her own fate (Nastasya's). The scene of Nastasya's death was already described to us approx. 150 pages ago...in the letter Nastasya wrote to Aglaya.
I learned that Nastasya's murder was based on a true case that happened in Moscow at the time... The murderer's name was Mazurin, the victim was Kalmikov. He used the same method as Rogozhin to temper the smell of the body (oil cloth and Zhdanov water). Mazurin also was a merchant, and had recently inherited millions, for his crime he was send to Siberia for 15 years,... (all exactly the same as Rogozhin). Mazurin spent months with a dead body in his home however. It is probably this case that Nastasya refers to in her letters to Aglaya. So it might have been more than foreshadowing. In fact, Rogozhin, the fictional character, was aware of the Mazurin case in Moscow and became thus a sort of copycat-killer... as if Nastasya 'instructed' him through her letter (he read them too if you recall)  how she should be killed.
If you look into it, there are other crimes that really happened in Russia at the time that were referred to in The Idiot. Gorsky and Zhemarin are obvious. But also one of the narrations of the Prince about a man murdering his friend over a watch and praying for forgiveness before he did the crime, really happened.
The events that unfolded in these last chapters were truly apocalyptic, imo. All main characters that were developed and we got to know, somehow perished. Myshkin, an idiot... Nastasya dead... Aglaya betrayed and now a religious nut... even Rogozhin, the antagonist, sent away to Siberia... There really is no happy ending... What have we learned?
For Myshkin too, "there shall be no more time." A sentence that appears at least two times in this novel, a clear reference to the Apocalypse. Remember, just before Rogozhin tries to kill Myshkin he suffered an epileptic attack and it is told that it resembles a sort of stopping of time. It is actually a blissful feeling to Myshkin(?), iirc?
The novel not only contains  numerous references to the Book of Revelations aka the Apocalypse, but also contains references to numerous accounts/news items of real life crimes (mostly murders). I think this must have been more clear to a contemporary Russian reader at the time of the book's publication.

Anyway... it was a great read, and I also thoroughly enjoyed other people's perspective on the novel on this subreddit. Lot of thanks to u/Shigalyov for his daily updates.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+8)

        I'm glad you read it. I enjoyed your analyses.


    


    
        onz456 (+8)

        Without this subreddit, I probably would not have read it. I thoroughly enjoyed reading these thoughts others put here.
Admittedly, Brothers Karamazov was already on my list, but now I think I will try to read a few more books by Dostoevsky.


    


    
        Kokuryu88 (+13)

        Wow, these last few chapters were pretty heavy. I can't seem to find words to describe it. I don't know why but when I first read the final chapter, I perceived Aglaya to be Nastasya in the making. She ran away with Polish exile count, which was neither an exile nor count.
Also don't know why but I imagined all main four major characters to go insane in the end. Nastasya wasn't mentally stable as constantly hinted by both Rogozhin and Myskhin. Rogozhin and Myshkin turned insane and I doubt Aglaya's sanity in the last chapter. After rereading it again I'm not sure if it's right but still, I found it interesting the first time.
There still so many things open to interpretation it's crazy. Thanks to you all, u/shigalyov in particular for all the effort, reading it this time was much more fun than when I read it alone.


    


    
        Shigalyov (+17)

        I don't quite understand Lizaveta's statement at the end of everything being a mirage. Can someone explain that?
Yevgeny turned out to be quite a decent guy. I think some of us were simply opposed to him because he was a rival for Aglaya's hand.
Aglay herself was seduced by someone acted like a good knight. It's unclear though whether she is happy with what she has.
Ignat Avsey made a good point on Myshkin and Lizaveta:
They are the only two surviving members of the Myshkin family-significantly, the end of the line. Both are oddities, latter-day dinosaurs, square pegs in their respective round holes, or, to subvert the terminology of the times, "superfluous people". Their departure, which we will mourn, will herald a new dawn, which we hesitate to welcome.

As Avsey also said, neither Myshkin nor Christ can survive in this world.
I think the best way to end this novel is with these poems, first the one by Aglaya and then by Pushkin himself (I prefer the latter):
The Hapless Night - Alexander Pushkin (as adapted by Aglaya Ivanovna Yepanchina)
Once there was a hapless knight,  
Taciturn, withdrawn,  
Pale of visage, in behaviour stern,  
Bold in spirit, generous in thought.
Lo, he had a vision  
Fathomless and bold  
Branding an impression,   
Deep into his soul.
From that moment on, seared to the quick,  
Women he abjured.  
Not a word with any  
Till his grave he vowed to speak.
Round his neck a string of beads  
As a talisman he wound,  
And behind a steely visor's grid  
His face forever hid.
Brimming with unselfish love,  
Faithful to a beatific vision  
N.F.B. in blood  
On his shield he writ.
In the deserts of the East,  
Scaling rocks and dunes surmounting,  
Every Paladin into battle charged  
his lady's name pronouncing:
Lumen coeli, sancta Rosa!  
Was the hapless warrior's cry  
And, like a thunderbolt from high,   
Into battle he did fly.
On returning to his castle keep,  
He survived in strict seclusion  
Always silent, always stern,  
Thus his lonely days drew to a mad conclusion.

The Hapless Knight - Alexander Pushkin
Lived a knight once, poor and simple,  
Pale of face with glance austere,  
Spare of speech, but with a spirit  
Proud, intolerant of fear.
He had had a wondrous vision:  
Ne'er could feeble human art  
Gauge its deep, mysterious meaning,  
It was graven on his heart.
And since then his soul had quivered  
With an all-consuming fire,  
Never more he looked on women,  
Speech with them did not desire.
But he dropped his scarf thenceforward,  
Wore a chaplet in its place,  
And no more in sight of any  
Raised the visor from his face.
Filled with purest love and fervor,  
Faith which his sweet dreams did yield  
In his blood he traced the letters  
A.M.D. upon his shield.
When the Paladins proclaiming  
Ladies' names as true love's sign  
Hurled themselves into the battle  
On the plains of Palestine,
Lumen coeli, Sancta Rosa!  
Shouted he with flaming glance,  
And the fury of his menace  
Checked the Mussulman's advance.
Then returning to his castle  
In far distant countryside,  
Silent, sad, bereft of reason,  
In his solitude he died.


    


    
        onz456 (+9)

        Yevgeny turned out to be quite a decent guy.

I liked his statement that "Aglaya loved the Prince the way a woman loves, not in some abstract (divine) way". (I'm paraphrasing here)  It really sums up the difference between the Prince and the other main characters. Human love is tainted by one's own emotions and expectations... it never is truly pure and divine... the way the Prince seems to love.
As Avsey also said, neither Myshkin nor Christ can survive in this world.

Because they are ideals, on a level unreachable for mere humans(?) The world is organised by humans in order to appease human sentiments. It is clear that someone who doesn't know the social norms, how contrived they might be, will have a hard time getting around. (The entire book is an example of this.) It is all fiction. But not easily brushed aside, especially not if you want to get by. *E.g.: Aglaya wants to be a free woman, and marries with a fraud, she saw marriage as an escape from her family, and in the end she is worse of because of it. Same with Nastasya, she was abused, and thus refused 'help' from her abuser and was worse of because of it. She didn't want to become bound by marriage, and elopes with her murderer. (*In part I feel this contains somewhat of an answer to your next question...)

I don't quite understand Lizaveta's statement at the end of everything being a mirage. Can someone explain that?

	It made me think of ‘Whoso forsakes his country forsakes his God.’  Myshkin's words during his speech in Part 4 chapter 7. Elizaveta's words sound to me like: "to be real a Russian needs to be in Russia." To clothe oneselve with the ficitons of another culture does not work. I do not know whether she is aware that her own norms and conventions are fictions too.
	"A lion in a circus is not a real lion. To be a real lion, is to also roam the savanna and hunt wild prey."
	It reminds me of Heidegger's concept of Thrownness and the struggles this entails.


	Myshkin too is critical of Russians who borrow too much from abroad (katholicism, atheism, nihilism,...). He blames the Russian spirit however, for taking it all too far. Elizaveta seems to blame the outside influence more, than the Russian who is influenced. (if that makes sense)
	She does like Myshkin again in the end... a person without any 'fictions'. (obvious by him breaking social norms and rules, and having no qualms in doing so)
	It seems to me that Dostoevsky was critical of Western culture and its influences on Russia. But it also seems that Dostoevsky himself is crititcal of his own Russian society too.  I really think Myshkin was his idea of a perfect man, who succumbs due to a morally corrupt Russian society.
	Myshkin seems to be a negation of all those 'fictions' (social norms, cultural norms,...). He is critical of Western influence, but he also doesn't care about the Russian social norms. They love him because he might break the social norms, but also doesn't put anything in its place. Cfr. 1. To be a good man, one does not need to know anything of Russian social norms. This is especially obvious if you are not a Russian.  2. To be a good Russian high society figure, one needs to know the Russian social norms.  Myshkin is just a good man, he doesn't 'attack' societal norms as such. Like a child.

I don't know whether this answers your question. It's just my interpretation.


    


    
        [deleted] (+7)

        I don't quite understand Lizaveta's statement at the end of everything being a mirage. Can someone explain that?

"“We got carried away all right, time we came to our senses. All of it, all these foreign countries, the whole of this Western Europe of yours, is just a mirage, and all of us here abroad amount to no more than a mirage either… mark my words, you’ll see for yourselves!”"
Yeah i was looking at it for ages trying to think and i still dont know. Perhaps its alluding to the abandonment of everything traditionally Russian in favor of western values.... but i really dont know
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