COBBITUA

YUYEHWME KAHTA O ITPABE,
3AKOHE 1M CBOBO/JIE.
OB30P II MEXKITYHAPOIHOVI JIETHEV LIIKOJIbI
I10 USYUEHWIO HACJIEOVISI KAHTA

II. P. BonadviceBa’, A. C. Kuceaeb

B ropone Ceetstoropcke KasmHmaTpaackort odnacti
¢ 29 o no 6 asrycra 2018 r. mpomwia Bropas mexmy-
HapojiHasl JITHsIS IIKOJIa 110 M3ydeHuio Hacienus VM-
ManywiIa Karra?. D10 emmHcTBeHHOE B Poccumt exerori-
HOe MepolpuATHe, OObeTMHSIONIee MOJTOIBIX YIEHBIX 13
PasHBIX CTpaH I Oorlee JeTalbHOTO M3ydYeHMs PuIlo-
cocpum Kanra. OpranmsaTopom JIeTHeN IIKOJIbL, KaK 1 B
IPOIUIOM IOy, CTaJIO Hay4YHO-VICCIIEIOBATEeIbCKOe ITOM-
pasmerienvie IIpu VIHCTUTyTe TyMaHUTapHBIX HayK baii-
TUVICKOTO dpefiepaJibHOTO yHUBepcuTeTa menn V. Kan-
Ta — Axagemusa Kantrana. VIHuIIMaTopoM v IJIaBHBIM
OpraHu3aTOpOM IIKOIbI BeIcTymmwla H. A. [Imurpuesa,
npoceccop MOCKOBCKOrO IrocyJapCTBEHHOIO Ilefaroru-
UeCKOTO yHMBepCUTeTa 1 HayUHBIV AUPeKTop AKaJgeMun
Kantnanbst BOY mm. V. KanTa.

JJ1s1 Hay4YHOro pyKOBOJICTBA JIETHEVI IIIKOJION B 3TOM
roxy ObUI IIpuUIvIaIlleH IIpodeccop, IOKTOp druiocodrm
Xanaep Kiremme (YHmBepcurer mm. M. JTtorepa, Tas-
se-BurrenGepr, I'epmanmst), IylaBHBIN COpeaKTOP Xyp-
Hasta Kant-Studien, pykosoaurens KanToBcKoro dpopyma
B T. I'ayute 1 wieH MexXxyHapogHOro Hay4HOIO coBeTa
Axanemym KaaTnansl. B xauecTBe Hay9HOrO accucTeHTa
¥ ThIOTOpa BeIcTymwIa JItogMmta Kpeimrorr —  goreHT
Poccmrickoro yHMBepcuTeTa Apyx0sl Hapomos (PY/IH,
Mocksa, Poccus), crienmarmicr o dowstocodpvm mipasa m
dwiocodpvm permrum V. Kanra. Mosonple vccitenosa-
TeJM, IIpUexaBlllie Ha JIETHIOIO INIKOJIy, HpeAcTaBuIn
JlecaTh YHUBEPCUTETOB 13 JieBATn cTpaH — Poccun, Be-
napycu, I'epmanvn, Kuras, Vispawis, Viagum, Mekcnku,
IMTosprm n CIITA.

ITorpyeHn0 B KaHTOBCKYIO MBICIIb CIIOCOOCTBOBaIIV
He TOJIBKO caM (pOpMaT IIKOJIbl — JIEKIMM OT OIHOIO M3
BeIlyIIVX eBPOIIEVICKIX KaHTOBENOB, CEMMUHAPbI W ThHIO-
TOPWI, HO TaKKe yHUMKaJIbHAs I YYaCTHVKOB BO3MOX-
HOCTb €Xe[[HeBHO ODIIaThCsl ¢ IIperofiaBaTesisMIL U IPyT
C APYyroM, oOCy>K/1aTh IepBOVCTOYHVKN 1 3a/1aBaTh MHTe-
pecytoIIye BOIIPOCH B He(pOPMaIbHOVI 0OCTaHOBKe IT0CITe

! BanTunckuit denepanbHeI yHUBepcuTeT um. V. Kanra,
236016, Kammuvmarpan, yi. A. Hesckoro, 1. 14.
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SUMMER SCHOOL

P.R. Bonadyseva', A.S. Kiselev'

From July 29" to August 6™, 2018, The Second
Immanuel Kant International Summer School was held
in Svetlogorsk, Kaliningrad Region.? This is the only
annual event in Russia bringing together young schol-
ars from different countries for an in-depth study of
Kant’s philosophical legacy. The organiser of this, as
well as of the previous summer school, was the re-
search subunit at the Institute of Humanities of the
Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal University (IKBFU) —
Academia Kantiana. The initiator and chief organiser
of the school was Nina A. Dmitrieva, professor at the
Moscow State Pedagogical University and scientific
director of the Academia Kantiana.

Prof. Heiner F. Klemme (Martin Luther Universi-
ty of Halle-Wittenberg, Germany), chief co-editor of
Kant-Studien, and head of the Kant forum in Halle and
member of the international scientific council of the
Academia Kantiana was invited to be the scientific su-
pervisor and lecturer of the school. Prof. Lyudmila E.
Kryshtop, associate professor at the Peoples’ Friend-
ship University of Russia (RUDN University, Mos-
cow, Russia), a specialist in the Kantian philosophy
of law and philosophy of religion, acted as a scien-
tific assistant and tutor. Young researchers came to
the summer school from ten universities in nine coun-
tries: Belarus, China, Germany, India, Israel, Mexico,
Poland, Russia, and the United States.

The immersion in Kant’s thought was encouraged
not only by the format of the school, i.e., lectures from
one of the leading European Kant scholars, seminars,
and tutorials, but also by the unique opportunity for
participants to communicate daily with professors
and with each other, discuss primary sources, and ask
questions in an informal setting after classes. In addi-
tion, the participants presented their own research at
the conference.

! The Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal University, 14 Nevskogo
St., 236016 Kaliningrad, Russia.
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2 About the First Summer School, see: Kornilaev, 2018.
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saHgaTuin. IToMMo 3TOro, KaxXkIbIin M3 YYaCTHVIKOB IIpeJl-
CTaBIJI CBOVI COOCTBEHHBIN VICCIIeIOBATEeIILCKIIL IIPOEKT 1
3aIIUTWI €ro B IIOCIIeIyIOIIeNt IVICKYCCIUA.

I'71aBHBIE TEMBI JIEKIIVIT VI CEMMHAPOB OBUIV CBSA3aHBI
¢ ngesmmn KaHTa o npase, 3aKoHe 1 cBOOOJIe, KaK 1 OTO-
OpaxeHo B HaszpaHMM MmKoJIbL. Kak mokasain mpodeccop
Kitemme, 3TM KaHTOBCKMe MIeVt BOSHUKIIV B KOHTEKCTe U
TI071, BJIVISIHVMEM TPYAOB IIPENIIeCTBeHHNKOB 1 COBpeMeH-
Huxos Kanra, B wactHocty, C. Ilydenmopda, X. Bosb-
da, XK.-K. Pycco n A. baymraprena. Matepuas j1eKimmi
pasdupaics geTasbHee Ha CeMMHapaXx IIyTeM OOpalieHs
K counHeHmsiM KaHnta — mpexye Bcero kK «OCHOBOIIOIO-
JKEeHMSIM K MeTadm3viKe HpaBoB» 1 K «Metadusnke Hpa-
BOB» — VI JIeTaJIbHOV IIPOpaboOTKM 1X PparMeHTOB, OTO-
OpaHHBIX HayYHBIM PYKOBOIWTEIIEM IIIKOJIBL. YYacTHVKI
OIIperiesIsIvi IJIaBHbIe VeV 3TVX pparMeHToB, PopMyIIn-
poBas Ipo0IeMBI 1 00CY>KIaiIn HesiCHble MecTa. Kaxmast
JIVICKyCCHsI TIOJTydaslachk O4eHb JXMBOVI U aKTyasIbHOV, I10-
TOMY UTO B HeWl CTaJIKMBaJIVICh pasHBbIe MHTepIIpeTaTop-
CKMe TpamuIyy, K KOTOPbIM IIpVHa/IeXXaT MOJIO/bIe VIC-
cIlertoBaTeli. B KoHIle yueOHOro gHs ObUI IpenyCcMOTpeH
0COOBIN BUJT 3aHATUI — TBIOTOPWVI, HA KOTOPOM BMeCTe
¢ JI.D. KppImron ygacTHMKYM BeJI pasroBOp O 3aTpyIHe-
HMSIX, BOITpOcax 1 IpobsieMax, BOSHUKIIMX II0CsIe JIeKITUI
VI ceMMHapa, a 3aTeM II0IIaroBo aHaJIM3MpPOoBaJIM 1 pa3ou-
paym KakapIvt ab3all TeKCTa, IIPeUIOKeHHOro K 00Cy Kie-
HVIIO Ha CJIEAYFOIIVI I€Hb.

ITepBbie Tput IHS 3aHATUV OBUIN TTOCBSIIIEHBI OCHOBO-
T10JIararoIyM ITOJIUTUKO-ITPAaBOBBIM MJIesdM B KAaHTOBCKOV
drtocodpum. B wacTHOCTIM, 0OCYKIINCH BOIIPOCH B3ay-
MO3aBMCVIMOCTM CBOOOZIBI ¥ JOJITa, BO3MOXKHOCTVI KaTero-
PVYeCcKOro MMIIepaTyBa, POJI pa3yMa B KM3HW deIoBeKa.
AHanm3MpoBaJIVICh IIOHATHSA IIpaBa 1 3aKOHa, 100poreTe-
JIVI VI JOCTOMHCTBA, pallyiOHaJIbHOCTU U ITpupopbl. [logHnm-
MaIcst Borrpoc u 00 otHomeHvy KaHTa K ecrecTBeHHOMY
IIpaBy, B TOM YNCJIe IIpaBy Ha XM3Hb. MHOTO BHUMAHMSI
6bu10 yresreHo X. Boinbdy, miaen KoToporo, Kak ItoKasal
apodeccop Kitemme, SBMIIMCE OCHOBOM ITPaKTMUECKON
dwtocodprm Kanra. Kpome Toro, kaHTOBCKMIE MIeM KpaT-
KO CpaBHUBAINCh C 0OoJlee COBpPEMEHHBIMU TEeOPVISIMU
I'. Kerntbzena n FO. XaOepmaca. Ha cemmHapax v TeroTopmm
YYaCTHUKM IIKOJIBI TakKe IbITAJIVICh CaMOCTOSITeIIbHO,
onypasich Ha KaHTOBCKVIE VeV, pa3pellnTh aKTyaIbHbIe
IUIsL COBpeMEHHOro obiectBa pobiemMel. Hanbortee -
TepPecHBIMM CTaIM OVCKYCCUM O JIETUTUMHOCTW TOCY-
JlapcTBa U IpaBe Ha PeBOJIIOIINIO, OTHOIIEHMSX MeXly
KaTeropu4ecKyM VMIIepaTBOM ¥ IO3UTVUBHBIM IIpaBOM,
MOPaJIBHOCTV aKTOB CaMOIIOXKePTBOBaHVIS, a TakKXe CIIO-
COOHOCTM JIIOfIeVI TBOPUTD 3J10.

B saximrounrernbabie mgau stekim X. Kitemme Obutu 1mo-
CBSIITIEHBI KAHTOBCKOVI MHTEPITPeTAIMVI TIOHSTUII YaCTHO-
O ¥ IIyOJIMYHOTO IIpaBa Vi IIOHSATVIS BJIa/IeHVIs.

As suggested by the name of the school, the key
topics of the lectures and seminars were related to
Kant’s concepts of right, law, and freedom. Prof.
Klemme showed how these ideas of Kant emerged
from their historical context and how they were in-
fluenced by Kant’s predecessors and contemporar-
ies, notably Samuel von Pufendorf, Christian von
Wolff, Jean-Jacques Rousseau, and Alexander G.
Baumgarten. The lectures were followed by a detailed
analysis of fragments — from the Groundwork for the
Metaphysics of Morals and Metaphysics of Morals —
chosen by the scientific head of the school. The par-
ticipants identified the main ideas of these fragments,
formulated problems, and discussed obscure passag-
es. The discussions were very lively and of current
interest given the collision of the various interpreta-
tive traditions to which the young researchers belong.
At the end of the school day there were tutorials in
which participants discussed with Prof. Kryshtop dif-
ficulties, issues, and problems that arose during the
lectures and seminars, and then they analysed step by
step each paragraph of the text proposed for discus-
sion the next day.

The first three days of classes were devoted to
fundamental political and legal ideas in Kant’s philo-
sophy. The participants discussed the interdepend-
ence of freedom and duty, the possibility of the cat-
egorical imperative, and the role of reason in human
life. They carefully analysed the concepts of right and
law, virtue and dignity, as well as rationality and na-
ture. Also discussed was the question of Kant's view
of natural law, including the right to life. Much atten-
tion was paid to Wolff, whose ideas, as Prof. Klemme
has shown, were the basis of Kant’s practical philoso-
phy. In addition, Kant’s ideas were briefly compared
with the more contemporary theories of Hans Kelsen
and Jiurgen Habermas. At the seminars and tutori-
als the participants also tried, using Kant’s ideas, to
find solutions to the social problems of the day. Most
interesting were the discussions of the legitimacy of
the state and the right to revolution, the relationship
between the categorical imperative and positive law,
the morality of acts of self-sacrifice, and the capacity
to do evil.

In the final days, Klemme’s lectures were devoted
to Kant's interpretation of the concepts of private and
public law and the concept of ownership.

Particularly interesting was the lecture on the
idea of moral obligation in Kant’s philosophy and his
predecessors. It was mainly concerned with the phil-
osophical systems of Pufendorf and Wolff, the two
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Oco0wIvt MHTepec y ciIyITaTesien BbI3Bajia JIEKIns 00
vfiee MOpaJIbHOrO 00s13aTerbeTBa B prutocodpum Kanra u
€ro IIpelIecTBeHHMKOB. [TpenMyIecTBeHHO peyb IUIA
o dmrocodckmx cuctemax Camyars dpon Ilydennopda
n Xpuctnaza Bonbda, gByx Hamboslee BIVSATEIHBIX Te-
OPEeTHMKOB eCTeCTBeHHOro IIpaBa paHHero ITpocsereHys.
Ob6cyxnenne nmert 3Tnx Pry0codoB OBUIO TIPEITIOKEHO
npodpeccopom Kitemme rst Toro, uTo0sr Hanbosiee 11071-
HO PacCMOTPeTh KaHTOBCKMII IIPVHIIAII aBTOHOMUI B
KOHTeKCTe 0OCYy KIeHVsI KOHKPeTHBIX KOHIIEIILIVI JOJIra,
cymectBoBasImx Ha pybexxe XVII—XVIII sB. X. Kitemme
o0paTiI BHMMaHVe CTyIIaTesTert Ha TO, 9TO K HagaTy 3110-
xu IlpocselieHnsl 3HaYMTEILHO BO3POCIIO CTpeMJIeHue
dwrocodoB K MakCMMM3AIIMM POV PaIMOHAIBHOCTHU
BO BCex cdpepax uesIoBeuecKov XXM3HM, UTO He MOIJIO He
OTpasuThbCA M Ha MHTepIIpeTalyy TaKuX IIOHSITUM, KakK
npaso 1 3akoH. OnHy 13 BaKHBIX 11711 KanTa KoHITermi
npepcrasut [lydenmopd. Ilocaennui eme He mposo-
JIWJI CTPOrO pasjIMdeHns 3aKOHa U IpaBa, HO CUMUTall, YTo
JesloBevecKasi cBOOOJIa OJDKHA OBITH OTpaHWMUYeHa, U ee
MOpaJIbHBIM OTpaHMYeHMeM JI0JDKeH ObITh 3akoH. ITpert-
JIOXKMB CBOe JieJIeHVie 3aKOHOB (Ha dyestoBedecKuit 1 boxe-
CTBEHHBIVI) 1 OIIMCaB CTpeMIeHe CyObeKTa IIOHMAaTh CO-
IeprkaHMe 3aKOHOAaTeIbHOro akTa, ITydennopd obocHo-
BaJl palOHaJIbHOCTh, HEM3MEeHHOCTb U YHUBEePCalbHOCTh
«ITPaBWILHOIO» OrpaHuyeHus. Bonbd nucraHmmpyercs
ot vpew Ilydermopda 1 oObsiBIsSeT pasyM UCTOIHUKOM
ecTecTBeHHOro 3aKkoHa. [Iyist Bosibdpa cBoboriHas Bosrd ge-
JIOBeKa HAIPSMYyIO 3aBVCUT OT PalliOHAJILHOTO 3HaHVA
0 no0pe 11 3j71e — 3TUM 3HaHMEM OH O0JIafjaeT M MCXOMIs
73 HEro HeVICTBYeT. BO3MOXXHOCTH orpaHm4eHVss cBOOO-
ZIbI OJTHOTO YeJIoBeKa JPYIvM, coriacHo Bonbdy, Hamps-
MyIO CBsI3aHa C MpolieccoM Io3HaHus. Ho camoe BaxxHoe
B ero dpwrocodmm B KOHTEKCTe pasroBopa 0 KaHTOBCKOV
IpakTiyeckon gpuiocodum — TO, YTO OH MNUIIIET O BHY-
TpeHHeV MOpaJIbHOCTH, CaMO3aKOHO/aTe/IbCcTBe. B 3aBep-
mreHye cpoent ek mpodeccop X. Kizemme obo3naunt
YHVIKaJIbHBIE XapaKTePVICTVKM KaHTOBCKOV KOHIIEIIIINV
monra. KaaT, kak m Bombd, HaumHaeT oOcyXmeHVe KOH-
HeIMy IOoYMHeHNs JyeJIoBeKa 3aKOHY C ITOHSITUS aBTo-
HOMWM, OJJHAKO BKJIaJ/IbIBA€T B HEro COBEPIIeHHO WMHOV
cMbIcL. [derto B ToM, uTo cBoOoma MpicamTces KanTom ro-
paspo mmpe, yeM Bombdom. CornacHo Kanry, cobona
ZleJIaeT BO3MOXKHBIM MOPaJIbHBIN 3aKOH, MCTOYHMK KOTO-
poro — pasym. KaHTy BaXHO I10Ka3aTh, YTO JIFOAM C IIO-
MOIIIBIO pa3yMa MOIYT CO3/laBaTh 3aKOHBI He TOJILKO IS
camMmx ce0si, TO eCTbh MOpaJIbHBIE 3aKOHBI, HO U1 IUTS TI03Ha-
HVISL IIPUPOIBL, CO3[IaTeIISIMI KOTOPOTI He SIBJISTIOTCSL.

OnyH 13 gHeV MKoJIbl ObUI BRIZIeTIeH IUIS Ipe3eHTa-
Ouy COOCTBEHHBIX MCCIIeNOBATeIbCKMX IIPOEKTOB y4acT-
HVKOB. Beero ObUTO IIpecTaBIeHO TPUHAIIIATH TOKII0B.
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most influential theorists of natural law of the early
Enlightenment. A discussion of the ideas of these phi-
losophers was proposed by Prof. Klemme in order to
consider Kant’s principle of autonomy in the context
of the discussion of specific concepts of duty preva-
lent at the turn of the 17 and 18" centuries. Klemme
paid attention to the fact that by the beginning of the
Enlightenment the desire of philosophers to maxim-
ise the role of rationality in all spheres of human life
had increased significantly. This fact could not but
affect the interpretation of such concepts as those of
right and law. One of the most important conceptions
of law for Kant was developed by Pufendorf. The
latter had not yet made a strict distinction between
law and right, but he thought that human freedom
should be limited by moral restriction, and that the
law must serve as such a restriction. Pufendorf jus-
tified the rationality, invariability, and universality
of the “correct” restriction by proposing his division
of laws in human and divine ones and describing the
subject’s desire to understand the content of the legis-
lative act. Wolff distances his theory from Pufendorf’s
ideas and declares the mind to be the source of nat-
ural law. For Wolff, the free will of a human being
directly depends on the rational knowledge of good
and evil. A person has this knowledge and acts from
it. According to Wolff, the possibility of one person
to limit the freedom of another is directly related
to the process of cognition. But the most important
thing in Wolff’s philosophy in the context of Kant’s
practical philosophy is that he writes about internal
morality, self-legislation. At the end of his lecture,
Prof. Klemme outlined the unique characteristics of
Kant’s conception of duty. Just like Wolff, Kant begins
to analyse the concept of obedience to the law from
the conception of autonomy, but he gives the latter
a completely different meaning. Kant’s conception of
freedom was much wider than that of Wolff. Accord-
ing to Kant, freedom makes possible the moral law,
the source of which is reason. For Kant, it is important
to show that people can, by means of reason, create
laws for themselves which are moral laws, but people
also can create laws for our knowledge of nature, of
which they are not the creators.

One of the days of the school was dedicated to the
presentations of the participants” own research. There
were thirteen presentations in total.

The first group of presentations was devoted to
the analysis of problems and issues in Kant’s philoso-
phy. The discussion was opened by Margarita V. Rovbo
(Minsk, Belarus). The aim of her paper was to identify
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[lepBag rpyria JoKIanoB ObUIa ITOCBSIEHA aHAIN3Y
KaHTOBeUYecKMx IIpobsieM 1 BoIrpocos. VIx obcyxieHue
OTKPBUIOCH BhICTYIUIeHVeM Mapeapumu. Po6oo (Murck, be-
JIapyCh), LIeJIbI0 KOTOPOro OBUIO BBISBUTH CYIIIECTBEHHEIE
0COOEHHOCTV TPAHCIEHIEHTAJIPHOTO CyOBeKTa IIyTeM
COITOCTABJIEHVISI €70 OHTOJIOIMYECKIX M SIUCTEMOJIOT Y-
CKVX XapaKTepPVCTUK CO CBOVICTBAMM CyObeKTa ITO3HaHVIS
B KaHTOBCKOVI TeopeTmdecKo dpvtocodpvm. CHOHMMMIY-
HBI JIV TIOHSATHUS TPaHCIIeH/IeHTaJIbHOTO CyObeKkTa 1 Cy0b-
ekTa nnosHaHwms? [To MHeHMIO mokitamunka, KanT ororesn
OT TPaJVIIMOHHOIO B3IVIAla Ha IIO3HAIOIINI CyOBEKT
PalVIOHAJIEHON TICIXOJIOTIN €TO BPEeMEeHVI, CBS3aB CMBICIT
«CyOBeKTMBHOCTI» CO CMBICJIOM «TpPaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHO-
CTV» B cBoelt putocodum, 1 IOy UMl HOBBIVI TEPMUH —
TPaHCLIEHIeHTAIBHBI CyObeKT, 0OO3HAUYaIOIINII HeIo-
3HaBaeMylo CyOCTaHIIMIO, CIIOCOOHYIO Ha CIOHTaHHYIO
AaKTMBHOCTb, KOTOpasi JIEKUT B OCHOBe cBOOOMBI. VI XoTst
TpaHCLeHAeHTIbHBIN CyOBeKT B Ipolecce ITO3HAHVISA
BBICTyIIaeT B KayecTBe CyObeKTa I BCeX SIBJIEHUN, CaM
OH sIBJIEHMEM 1, KaK CJIe[ICTBIE, TI03HaBaeMbIM OOBEKTOM
ObITh He MOKeT. [109TOMY HeJIb3s1 COCTaBUTD IIapy «TPaHC-
LIEHeHTAIbHBIN CYOBEKT ¥ TpaHCLIeHAeHTAIBHBI 00b-
€KT» B KauecTBe aHajlora COOTBETCTBUS MEX/TY CyOBEKTOM
IIO3HAHMSA 1 0OBEKTOM IIO3HAHVIS, IIOCKOJIBKY TPaHCIIeH-
IeHTaIbHBIV CyOBEKT He MOXKeT COOTBETCTBOBATh HMKAKO-
My 00bexTy. B moxiiajie GpUI0 TIOKa3aHO, YTO MMEHHO 13-3a
ero abcoJIOTHOV HOYMEHaJIbHOCT OIIpelleJIUTh CIIoco0-
HOCTVL 3TOT0 CyObeKTa He IIPeICTaBIIIeTCsl BO3SMOXKHBIM.

B poxmame Kpucmoga Kuma (Jlevmmmr, I'epmanvis)
OBUI ITOCTaBJIeH BOIIPOC 00 3IMCTEMOJIOIMYeCcKOM CTaTy-
ce IIOCTYJIATOB UMCTOrO IIpaKTM4ecKoro pasyma. Kakme
BBIBOZIBI UeJIOBEK VIV IIOCTYJIMPYIOIINIL CyOBEKT MOXeT
cJleJ1aTh OTHOCUTEIIBHO aKTyaJIbHOTO CoflepKaHusl ITOCTY-
JIATOB MICXOMS M3 MX HeobxommmocTn? OcHOBHasI IIpo0iie-
Ma 3aKJIF0YaeTcs B TOM, UTO MCC/IeoBaTeNIN 0 CUX IIOP
CIIOPST O TOYHOM 3HA9eHWN IIOHSTUS «IIOCTysIaT» B pu-
socodpvv KaHTa, offHaKO VMMEHHO ITOCTYJIaThl SIBJISIOTCS
YCJIOBVSIMIL BO3MOXKHOCTM TOCTVDKEHNS BBICIIIEro Ojiara.
ITprrgeM MCKITIOUMTEIIBHO aKTa TOCTYIIMPOBAHISA IS J10-
CTVDKEHMS BBICIIIEro Ojlara HeIOCTaTOYHO, HeoOXOIMMO
aKTyaJIbHO€e CYIIleCTBOBaHVe OOBeKTOB IIOCTYJIaToB. Bos-
HVIKaeT Pe30HHBIVI BOIPOC — TaK BO3MOXXHO JIVI BBICIIIEe
0J1aro 11, COOTBETCTBEHHO, BEpHa JIVI MOPaJIb caMa 110 cebe?
K. Kum, ciienty s 3a uneent Cebactmana 'apaaepa (Gardner,
2011), mpemiaraeT paccMOTpPeTh ABa BO3MOXHBIX B3IJISIA
Ha 3Ty IIpo0JIeMy: peaICTUYeCcKIil, HacTanBaoIINi Ha
peasibHOCTM OOBEeKTa IIOCTyJIaTa M IIPUpPaBHUBAIOLINIA
aKT CO3IaHMs TaKOTO TE€OPETIMIECKOTO IIOJIOKEHNS K aKTy
IO3HaHMS, VI HepeaTMCTUYEeCKIV, OTPULIAFOIIIIL J1I00071
BO3MOYKHBIVI BBIBOJI, O PEasIbHOCT COfIep KaHWs IIOCTyJIIa-
Ta M3 Hero caMoro. be3ycjIoBHO, y KaKIOTo 13 IIOIXOIIOB
OOHapy XMBaIOTCs 3HaUNTEINTbHBIE TTpobiiemsl. [1pu Hepe-
TVCTVYECKOVI TPAKTOBKE €IVHCTBO KAHTOBCKOVI CHICTEMBI
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the essential features of the transcendental subject by
comparing its ontological and epistemological charac-
teristics with the properties of the subject of cognition
in Kant’s theoretical philosophy. Can we understand
the concepts of the transcendental subject and of the
subject of knowledge as synonymous? According to
the speaker, Kant departed from the traditional view
of the cognising subject of the rational psychology of
his time. He associated the meaning of “subjectivity”
with the meaning of “transcendentality” in his philos-
ophy and coined a new expression, namely “transcen-
dental subject,” denoting an unknowable substance
capable of spontaneous activity, which is the basis of
freedom. Although the transcendental subject acts as
a subject for all phenomena in the process of cogni-
tion, he himself cannot be a phenomenon and, as a
consequence, a cognisable object. Therefore, it is im-
possible to make a pair of “transcendental subject and
transcendental object” as an analogue of the corre-
spondence between the subject of knowledge and the
object of knowledge, since the transcendental subject
cannot correspond to any object. Rovbo found that,
precisely because of its absolute noumenality, it is im-
possible to determine the faculties of the subject.

The presentation by Christoph Kiem (Leipzig,
Germany) raised the question of the epistemological
status of the postulates of pure practical reason. What
conclusions can a person or a postulating subject make
regarding the actual content of the postulates based
on their necessity? The main problem is that scholars
are still debating about the meaning of the concept of
postulate in Kant’s philosophy, even though it is the
postulates that are the conditions for the possibility
of achieving the highest good. Moreover, the mere
act of postulation is insufficient to achieve the highest
good; the actual existence of the objects of postulates
is necessary. A reasonable question thus arises: Is the
highest good possible and, consequently, is morality
true in itself? Following the idea of Sebastian Gardner
(Gardner, 2011), C. Kiem proposes two possible ap-
proaches to this problem: a realistic one that insists on
the reality of the object of the postulate and equates the
act of creating such a theoretical position with the act of
knowledge, and an unrealistic one that denies any pos-
sibility of conclusion about the reality of the content of
the postulate. It is obvious that both of these approach-
es are significantly problematic. In the unrealistic in-
terpretation the unity of Kant’s system is threatened,
since the subject is able to suspect that the content of
the postulates may be untrue. But the realistic view,
which was much more convincingly developed in the
paper, does not inspire absolute confidence.



TIoTajiaeT TI0fT YTPO3Y, TTIOCKOJIBKY CyOBeKT criocobeH T1o-
TI03peBaTh, UTO COflepKaHVe TTOCTYIIaTOB MOXKeT OKa3aTh-
sl HeVICTVHHBIM. Ho m pearvicTiraeckmit B3IIIsI, KOTOPBIVT
ObUT Topaszo yoenmTelbHee pasBUT B IOKIIazle, He BHYIIa-
eT abCOITIOTHOV YBEPEHHOCTIA.

Boiiuex Kosvipa (Baprasa, I[TosibIna) mpeicTaBiI TUIIO-
JIOTMFO KaHTOBCKOTO TIOHSATHS BOMN. ViccmemoBaHmro TOfI-
BEpPIJIVICh TaKVe KaHTVaHCKMe TIOHs T, Kak Borst (Wille),
cBoboprHas Boitst (freier Wille), mponsson (Willkiir), mo-
Opag Bona (guter Wille), cearas Bois (heiliger Wille) u
unctas o (reiner Wille). B. Kosbipa yTBepxiaet, uto
BOJISI KaK TaKoBasl — HesICHOe IIOHATVIEe B KAHTOBCKOM (pu-
J10copUML M 9TO TepMeHeBTIYeCK) MBI JoObeMcst O0iIb-
IIIero ycriexa, ecjiv IpeIosioknuM, 4To Bessle, riae Kaur
TOBOPUT O BOJIE KaK TaKOBOVI, OH (PaKTMUIeCKM TOBOPUT O
KOHKPETHOM TIOHSITUY BOIV — OJHOM W3 TIepednciieH-
HBIX BbIIIe. JoKjIamumK oOpaTwil IpucTajIbHOe BHYIMA-
HUe IIpeXje BCero Ha OT/In4ue CBOOOOBI OT CBOOOIHON
Bo. OH OTOXIIECTBWII TIEPBYIO C OetlcimBuimevHotl yMo-
IIOCTUTaeMOV IIPUUMHHOCTBIO U OXapaKTepr3oBasl BTO-
PYIO € TOUKM 3peHms ee B03M0xHOCHY OBITH OIlpemeris-
eMOVI TOJTBKO pasyMoM. Ero aHamms corymacyercs ¢ Takovt
uHTepIpeTaliven nuaen Kanra o ceoborie, cornacHo KOTo-
POVI TOJIBKO Te JEVICTBUS YesoBeKa CBOOOIHEI, KOTOpPbIe
BBITIOJTHSIIOTCS. B COOTBETCTBUM C KaTETOPUYECKUM VIM-
rrepatrBoM. Kpome toro, B. Koserpa obparmiicst x peko
IIPOBOVIMOMY Pas/IMUVIO MeXIy CBOOOTHOV M moOpov
BOJIeVl, a TaKXe K OTHOIIEeHMIO, B KOTOPOM BbIIIIeyTIOMSI-
HYyTble TUIIbI BOJIM HaXOAATCSA K TaKMM BaKHBIM KaHTH-
aHCKVM TIOHSTMSAM, KaK JIONT ¥ MOpasibHasl IIeHHOCTb.
ITo MHeHMIO JIOKJIaJIuMKa, TOT, KTO IIOXOAUT K IIpo0Ite-
Me Boin y KaHTa Kak IpUMUTUBHBI MHIYKTUBWUCT, 00-
pedeH 3abIyAuTBCA B CEMaHTUYECKOM pa3sHOOOpasmm
KaHTOBCKMX TeKcToB. [ToaToMy, coriacHO peKoMeHIainm
B. KoseIper, MBI, Oymyun xopormmmy yaeHnkamu KanTa,
TIOTKHBI TTOIXOANTE K 3TOMY Pa3HO0Opasuio ¢ TIpesiara-
eMBbIM KOHIIEIITyaJIbHBIM aIlriapaToM.

B coobmennn Kana Llaua (Tame-BurrenOepr, Iep-
manug / Kurar) Obuia nocrasiieHa rpo0iieMa aHTPOIIO-
jlormyeckort ocHoBel 3TMKM KaHTta. OueBniHoO, 4TO Yesio-
Bek, ITo KaHTYy, XOTs 11 cyIIecTByeT OIHOBPEMEHHO B ABYX
MMpax, IIpefCTaBiIseT cOOOV /TaleKo He COBepITIleHHOoe pa-
LIMOHaJIBHOE CYIIIeCTBO, BO MHOI'OM IIO[IUY/HEHHOe XVBOT-
HBIM IIOTPeOHOCTSIM W IIPVWPONHBIM CKJIOHHOCTAM. Kak
BO3MOYKHO, B TAaKOM CJIy4ae, 00OOCHOBaTh aHTPOIIOJIOT1Ye-
ckoe yueHve KaHTa 0 TOM, 94TO 4eJIoBeK — palliOHaJIbHOe
CyITeCTBO, He TIpPUHMMasl BO BHUMaHVe SMIIVPUYECKYIO
cTopony ero cyirecrpopanus? Kax Kant crpasisiercs
C IIPONACTBIO MEXIy YYBCTBEHHBIM ¥ PallVIOHaJIBHBIM
acrieKTaMy IIPUPOIBI YesloBeka, KOTopasi Bee JKe JTOIKHa
ObITh efyHOM? IloOOHEIE BOIIPOCH! JIeXKaT B OCHOBE M3~
BECTHOTO B KAHTOBEEHWMH YIIpeKa, OyaTo Obl KAHTOBCKAs
TeOpVsT MOTMBALINN «ITyCTa», ITIOCKOIbKY KaHT sKoObI He
crioco0eH yKasaTh ecTeCTBeHHBbIe MOTWBBI ISl TOrO, YTO-
661 000CHOBATH BO3MOXKHOCTH YeJIOBEUeCKOV ITPUPOJIBI
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Wojciech Kozyra (Warsaw, Poland) presented a ty-
pology of Kant’s concept of will. The following Kant-
ian notions fell under scrutiny: will (Wille), free will
(freier Wille), arbitrary will (Willkiir), good will (guter
Wille), holy will (heiliger Wille), and pure will (reiner
Wille). W. Kozyra argued that will as such is an elu-
sive notion in Kant and that we would be hermeneu-
tically better off if we assumed that, wherever Kant
speaks of the will as such, he is in fact talking about
some specific notion of will — one of those enumerat-
ed above. W. Kozyra mainly focused on distinguish-
ing freedom from free will by identifying the former
with actual intelligible causality and characterising
the latter in terms of its possibility to be determined
by reason alone. His analysis supported an interpre-
tation of Kant’s idea of freedom, according to which
only those actions are free that are performed out of
respect for the categorical imperative. W. Kozyra also
drew attention to an uncommon distinction between
free and good will as well as to a relation in which
the foregoing kinds of will stand to such vital Kantian
concepts as duty and moral worth. He concluded by
saying that whoever approaches the problem of will
in Kant with an attitude of primitive inductivist is
doomed to get lost in the semantic diversity of Kant’s
writings. W. Kozyra thus advised that — as loyal stu-
dents of Kant — we should approach this diversity
with the proposed conceptual apparatus.

The paper by Kang Qian (Halle-Wittenberg, Ger-
many / China) tackled the problem of the anthro-
pological basis of Kant’s ethics. It is obvious that a
human being, who, according to Kant, lives simul-
taneously in two worlds, is far from being a perfect
rational being, as he is in many respects subordinate
to animal needs and natural inclinations. How is it
possible then to justify Kant’s anthropological doc-
trine that a human is a rational being without taking
into account the empirical aspect of his existence?
How does Kant cope with the gap between the sen-
suous and rational aspects of human nature that must
still be united? Such questions are at the basis of a
reproach in Kant studies known as the “motivational
empty charge,” according to which Kant is allegedly
unable to specify natural motives in order to justify
the possibility of human nature to obey a priori mor-
al laws and act in accordance with them. However,
K. Qian thinks that the reproach is ungrounded. As
he showed in his presentation, Kant does not only
postulate the rational nature of human beings as an
absolute value, but also explains how it is possible for
human beings to free themselves from the power of
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MIOAYMHATECS allPVOPHOMY MOPaJIbHOMY 3aKOHY ¥ IIO-
crynarh B cootseTcTBum ¢ HuM. OgHaxo K. LIsHb cunTa-
€T 3TOT HOJIX0[1, HeoOoCcHOBaHHBIM. Kak OH rmokasasi B CBO-
eM fokiage, KaHT He TOIBKO HOCTY/IMIpyeT palyoHasIb-
HYyIO IPpUPOy 4YesloBeKa KaK aOCOJIIOTHYIO II€HHOCTD,
HO U IIOKAa3bIBaeT, KaK YeJIOBeK CII0CO0eH OCBOOOMMTHCS
OT BJIACTM IIPUPOIHBIX CKIIOHHOCTeN. IIpm sToM drto-
cod He TIOMeITIaeT YejloBeKa B 00 beKTUBHBIVI ITPVIPOIHBIV
MUp KaK HeKoe VCKJIIoUeHVe U3 eCTeCTBEHHOIO ITOPsI/IKa,
a popMyIIMpyeT MIe0 caMoVl IIPUPOIBL B COOTBETCTBUM
¢ ujeent desioBeka. Takmm oOpaszoM, TOK/IaUMK ITpOfie-
MOHCTPUPOBaJI, 4TO maest nprponsl y KaHTa vi3HavaaIbHO
ouesyIoBeYeHa 1 MOpaIV31IpoBaHa.

B poxiame [abuda Poxuna (Kaymmwmrpan, Poccrist)
peup Iuia 00 aHTPOIIOIOIMYECKMX IIPOodIeMax IIOIATU-
uveckot putocodpmm Kanra. Bsmrsiy Kanra Ha uertoBe-
YecKylo HPMpPOAYy MOXKHO CMeJIO Has3BaTh «aHTPOIIOJIO-
TVYECKVMM ONTUMM3MOM», HO TPV 3TOM «IIOJIUTIYECKIM
onTrMM3MOM» KaHT He OT/IM4aeTcs. DromusM veIoBeKa,
SBJISTIOIIVIVICS OJTHOV 113 IIPO0JIeM IIOIVTVIKY, MOXET OBITh
IIPeOoJIOJIeH TOJIBKO B IpakiaHCKoOM obirectBe. CooTBeT-
CTBEHHO, ¥ MOpPaJIbHOTO Mieasa, 1o KaHTy, MOXHO g0-
CTVYB JIUIIIb B TPak[aHCKOM COCTOSIHUM, IIOCKOJIBKY TO-
CyHapCTBO MMeeT BO3MOXKHOCTD YCTaHaB/IVBaTh Oapbepel
IUIS IIPOV3BOJIA KaXKIOrO WieHa OOIlecTBa, TO eCTh 3aKOo-
HBI, CITOCOOHBIE pa3BMBaTh MOPAJIbHOE CO3HAHVIE YeIIOBe-
Ka yepe3 yBakKeHIe K I1paBy. [Tprraem MakcvMabHas CBO-
0o/a BHEITHEro 3aKOHOATEIIbCTBA TOJDKHA TapMOHYHO
coueTarthbcs ¢ puHyXIeHneM. OpgHako, coracHo Kanty,
9TOOBI IOCTIYb IPAKIAHCKOIO COCTOSHWMS, HYXKEH CIIy-
YarHbI OIIbIT, Ho6y>1<,ua10u_[vn71 K pasyMHOMY ITO3HaHWIO
arpuOpPHOro MOpasibHOro mpuHIMIa. [lomydaercs ciie-
IyIoIas KapTHHA: KaXKIBIVI YeJIOBEK VIMEeT CIIOCOOHOCTM
(B gacTHOCTM, Pa3syM U €ro IIPVHLINIIBI) I JOCTVDKEHIS
MOpaIbHOrO Measta. Ho 4ToOb! 11X 1CII0Ib30BaTh, HY>KHO
HaXOAUTBCS B TPaKIAHCKOM COCTOSIHUM, TS [TOCTVIDKEHWIS
KOTOPOTO, B CBOIO O4epeb, HyKeH cirydart. [loiydaercs,
9TO OTHVIX IIPVPOIHBIX CIIOCOOHOCTEN YesloBeKa HeloCcTa-
TOYHO IS JIOCTVDKEH VST MOPaJIbHOTO Mjleaia.

[TpoGiema, mocrasieHHas B poxiane Bubexa Kyma-
pa Paoxaxpuwnana (Manunan, VIHOuWE), sakIodaeTcs B
arepytomeM: «Kak MOXeT MMIlepaTuB UMCTOIO pasyMa
CHIOMIBUTHYTh YeJIOBeKa Ha [IeVICTBMe Oe3 IIprbasiieHVIs
KaKMX-7IM00 YyBCTB WIM JKelaHU?» I ee peleHms
B.K. PagxakpwiliHaH IIpeyiaraeT OpUrMHaIbHYIO MOJIeIb
TIByXCTyIIeHYaTOl MOPaJIbHOW MOTWMBALIUV, YYUTBIBA-
IOITer PoJIb yBaKeHMsl K MOPaJIbHOMY 3aKOHY Kak IleH-
TpaylbHOTO (pakTOopa MoTMBauvm. Ha mepsom cTyneHm
VIHTEJUIEKTYJIbHBIVI KOMIIOHEHT VBa)kKeHWs, OCO3HaBas
BBICOYAMIITYIO IIeHHOCTh MOPaJILHOTO 3aKOHa, 00y XIaeT
BOJIIO CBOOOHO IIPMHSATH BBICOYAVIIIYIO MaKCUIMy Mopa-
JIVI, 113 KOTOPOVI BBIBOIISATCS CrienypuaecKyie MaKCVIMBI JTsT
OTHEIIbHBIX CJTydaeB. Ha BTopoit crynenn addeKTrBHbIN
acTIeKT YBaKeHNs K MOPaJIbHOMY 3aKOHY IIOCPeICTBOM
YyBCTB, VICITBITEIBA@MBIX MOPaJILHBIM CyOBEKTOM I10 OTHO-
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natural inclinations. At the same time, Kant does not
place the human being in the objective natural world
as an exception to the natural order, but formulates
the idea of nature itself in accordance with the idea
of human being. Thus, the speaker demonstrated
that Kant’s idea of nature was originally humanised
and moralised.

The presentation of David Rozhin (Kaliningrad,
Russia) was devoted to anthropological problems of
Kant’s political philosophy. Kant’s view of human na-
ture can surely be called “anthropological optimism,”
even though “political optimism” is not something
Kant is known for. Human egoism, being one of the
main problems of politics, can only be overcome in
civil society. Therefore, for Kant, the moral ideal
can only be attained in a civil state, because only the
government is able to create barriers, namely laws,
against the high-handedness of each and every mem-
ber of the society that can help humans develop their
moral consciousness through respect for the law. The
maximum liberty of external laws must at the same
time be harmoniously combined with coercion. How-
ever, according to Kant, a contingent experience in-
ducing to cognise the a priori moral principle ration-
ally is required in order to reach this civil state. Thus,
every human being has certain means (e. g., reason
and its principles) for reaching the moral ideal. But,
in order to use them, one needs to live in a civil state
and, in order to reach this state, one needs to be lucky.
Therefore, the natural faculties of human beings alone
are insufficient for reaching the moral ideal.

The problem raised by Vivek Kumar Radhakrishnan
(Manipal, India) is this: “How could an imperative of
pure reason move a human agent to action without
any admixture of feelings or desires in it?” To solve
this problem, V. K. Radhakrishnan proposes an origi-
nal model of a two-stage process of moral motivation
that takes into account the role of respect for the mor-
al law as a central factor of moral motivation. On the
first stage, the intellectual component of respect, rec-
ognising the supreme value of the moral law, causes
the will to freely accept the highest maxim of morali-
ty, from which the specific maxims suited for particu-
lar cases are derived. On the second stage, the affec-
tive aspect of respect for the moral law through the
experienced feelings of the moral subject towards the
moral law moves the will to freely transcribe the pre-
scriptions of moral duty into concrete actions. Thus,
the feeling of respect for the moral law allows moral
agents to act morally through these two (intellectual
and affective) stages of motivation.



MIEHNIO K MOPaJIbHOMY VIMIIepaTHBY, 100y KIaeT BOJIIO K
CBOOOTHOMY TIpeBpallleHNIO IIPeIMCaHiT MOPaIbHOTO
JlojIra B KOHKpeTHBIe [1e1icTBIs. TakumM oOpa3oM, 4yBCTBO
yBaKeHVISI K MOPaJIbHOMY 3aKOHY II03BOJIIeT MOPa/IbHBIM
areHTaM OJiarofiaps yKazaHHBIM [BYM (MHTeJUIEKTyasIb-
HOM 1 adppeKTMBHOM) CTyIeHsIM MOTUBALUV COBEpIIATh
MOPaJIbHBIE ITIOCTYIIKM.

Céemaana Mapmuinoba (Cankt-IleTepOypr, Poccust)
B CBOEM BBICTYIUIEHWV IIOCTaBiUIa BOIIPOC O 3HAYEHUN
BO3BBIIIIEHHOTO IS IpakTideckon drotocodrm Kaxra.
JIBoVIcCTBeHHAsI HpMUpOIa KaHTOBCKOTO 4ejIoBeKa IIOPOXK-
TlaeT TIpoOIeMy BO3MOXKHOCTVI CYIIIECTBOBAaHWS W JeVi-
CTBUSL pa3yMHOTIO cyObekTa B peHOMeHasIbHOM Mupe. 1o
MHEHMIO aBTOpa AoKilama, KaHT melTaercs oObenvHWUTD
9TW [Ba aclleKTa 4eJjIoBeKa — YyBCTBEHHBIVI U PasyM-
HBII — IIOCPEACTBOM KaTerOpWM BO3BBIIIEHHOIo. Bos-
BBIIIIEHHOE IIpefICTaB/IsieTcs B KaHTOBCKOM dpvtocodmm
KaK 4yBCTBO YIOBOJIbCTBM, COIPOBOXK/IAa€MOIO CTPaxoM
¥ OCO3HaHVeM Oe3rpaHMYHOCTYI IIPUPOABL. VIMeHHO uyB-
CTBO BO3BBIIIEHHOI'O CTAHOBUTCS T€M, YTO IIPOOYXKIaeT B
JeJIoBeKe CBEePXUyBCTBEHHOe, pa3syMHOe, KaK yKa3blBaeT
Kwte [Terés, moggyepkmBas HEOOXOAVIMOCTb TapMOHM3a-
LMW 4YeJIOBeYeCKMX CIIOCOOHOCTeV ¥ IIPUPOIBI ITOCperl-
CTBOM 3CTETVIKM, UTO CO3[aeT yCIIOBVAS IS STVIKIA

Bropas rpymma pgoxiamoB ObUIa ITOCBSIIEHA COIIO-
CTaBJICHVMIO KaHTOBCKMX WIEN C MaesMu Opyrux duio-
copOoB — ero IpenlIecTBeHHIKOB, COBPEMEHHIKOB VTN
r1ocjiefioBaTesIer.

Anexcandp Kucesef (Kaymmmmrpan, Poccnst) pacemo-
TpeJI B CBOeM JIOKJIalle CBSI3b MEXy KaHTOBCKVIM IIOHSTH-
eM abmoHoMuy Vi IIOHATVEM abmapkul y aHTUYIHBIX CTOV-
KOB. B IIepBov1 uacTi HOKITaq9MK Al KpaTKoe M3JI0KeHe
KAaHTOBCKOVI KOHIIEITIINY aBTOHOMMI ¥ CBODOIIbI, yKa3as
Ha To, uro mis KaHra abmonomus, To ecTb CIIOCOOHOCTD
TIpeNChIBaTh cebe perynmpylole AesTeTbHOCTh 3a-
KOHBI, COIJIacOBaHHBIE ¢ KaTerOpuMYecKM MMIIepaTUBOM,
SIBJII€TCS. HeOOXOOVMBIM YCJIOBMEM CBOOOMBI, KOTOpasd
IIOCTVDKMMA TOJIBKO B HEITOIBEP’KEHHOM eCTeCTBEHHBIM
HaKJIOHHOCTSIM MOPaJIbHOM IIOBefleHn. Bo BTopoit yacTu
A. KucerieB paccMOTpesI OCHOBHBIE IIPU3HAKV ITOHSATHS
aémapkus B aHTMYHOM CTOMIIM3Me, YKa3aB Ha CXOXKeCThb U
pasivavs CTOVMYECKOVI aBTapKuUM ¥ KaHTOBCKOVI aBTOHO-
MU, XOTS aBTapKus, B OT/IMYVe OT aBTOHOMI, CBsI3aHa
C IeVICTBUEM B COOTBETCTBUM C 3aKOHOM, KOTOPBIVI pery-
JIMpYyeT He TOJIBKO MOpaIbHbIe IIOCTYIIKV, HO 1 BCe IIPOVIC-
xojisitiee BO BCeJIEHHO, B ccpepe STMKM OHM OKa3bIBalOTCs
KparviHe CXOXKVIMIL.

Pou Pauxepm (Jloc-Armxenec, CILIA / V3pawib) BbI-
CTyIWI C JOK/IaIOM O KpUTMKe KocMoronmTiiMa KaHTta
co croponsl I'eprepa m 'erests, crapasich IToKasaTh, UTO CO-
BpeMeHHBbIe CIIOPBI O HallMOHaJIM3Me 1 KOCMOIIOIINTI3Me
KOPEHSITCS ellle B aHTMYHOV IIPpOo0JIeMaTHKe OTHOIIEHW
TIeJIOTO ¥ YaCTHOTO, JIOCTUTHYBIIIEVI, OJTHAaKO, ITPUMEH-
TeJIHO K IIOJINTHKE V1 ODIIIeCTBY CBOeV ocTperiiiert da3pl
B anoxy ITpocserenmst. [T dprocodpum neropum Kanra

P.R. Bonadyseva, A.S. Kiselev

In her speech, Dr Svetlana Martynova (St. Petersburg,
Russia) raised the question of the significance of the
notion of the sublime (das Erhabene) for Kant’s practi-
cal philosophy. The dualistic nature of the human be-
ing for Kant gives rise to the problem of the possibility
of the existence and action of a rational subject in the
phenomenal world. According to S. Martynova, Kant
is trying to unite these two aspects of human nature —
the sensuous and the rational — through the catego-
ry of the sublime. The sublime is presented in Kant’s
philosophy as a feeling of pleasure accompanied by
fear and an awareness of the infinity of nature. It is
the sublime, according to Gilles Deleuze, that awak-
ens the extra-sensuous and rational faculties of the
human being; it emphasises the need for harmonising
human faculties and nature through aesthetics, which
in turn makes ethics possible.

The second group of presentations was con-
cerned with comparing Kant’s ideas with other phi-
losophers — his predecessors, contemporaries, or
followers.

Alexander Kiselev (Kaliningrad, Russia) examined
the connection between Kant’s concept of autonomy
and the Stoic concept of autarkia. In the first part of
the presentation, the author gave a brief exposition of
Kant’s conception of autonomy and freedom, noting
that for Kant autonomy, i.e., the ability of a person to
prescribe to himself the laws that are consistent with
the categorical imperative and that govern his actions,
are necessary conditions for freedom, which can be
attained only by means of actions fully independent
of natural inclinations. In the second part, A. Kiselev
examined the main features of the Stoic concept of au-
tarkia, drawing attention to the similarities and differ-
ences between the latter and Kant’s concept of auton-
omy. Although autarkia, unlike autonomy, is related
to acting in accordance with the law that governs not
just moral acts, but all the acts in the universe, when
restricted to ethical matters, the two seem to be very
similar.

Roey Reichert (Los Angeles, USA / Israel) gave
a talk on the critique of Kant’s cosmopolitanism by
Herder and Hegel, trying to show that the contempo-
rary arguments between nationalists and cosmopoli-
tans have their origin in the ancient Greek problem of
the relation between the universal and the particular.
When applied to politics, the most crucial phase of this
problem started during the Enlightenment. In Kant’s
philosophy of history, cosmopolitanism, as shown by
Reichert, is the end of human history, which has to
come to such a civil state that replaces ius genitum with
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KOCMOIIOJIMTM3M, KaK II0Ka3bIBaeT Pavixepr, siBisgercs Ko-
HEeYHOV 11eJIbI0 YeJI0BeUeCcKOV VCTOPIN, KOTopasi J10JDKHa
HIPUMTY K TAKOMY I'PaKIAHCKOMY COCTOSIHVIO, B KOTOPOM
KocMonoAumuneckoe npago 3aMeHUT coOoVL npabo HapoOos.
C toukmn 3penns I'eresrst, mpobrieMa KaHTOBCKOVI MOZIeIIN
KOCMOIIOJIUTV3MA 3aKII0YaeTcs B HEBO3MOXKHOCTV HaVl-
TU CHPaBeJIMBOrO MeX/yHapOJHOIO npemopa, Tak Kak
HWKTO He CMOXKeT IIPeof0sIeTh KpalHWUI IUTIOpaI3M II0-
mmTrgeckux coobrects. Kpuruka T'epmepa, Bo MHOTTIX
acrieKTax IIoxoxkas Ha reJIereBCKYIo, IIPUXOANT TeM He Me-
Hee K APYI/M BbIBOJaM: HALWVI, IIPeIOCTaBJIeHHbIe CaMUM
cebe Oe3 ITOIBITKYM VICKYyCCTBEHHO BCTPOUTH VX B HEKOTO-
poe coo0I11ecTBO, HEOOXOAMMO HPUIAYT K MUPHOMY COCY-
IIIeCTBOBAHMNIO, TaK Kak, 110 MHeHIIO ['eprepa, BHyTpeH-
Hee caMOPas3BUTHe JIsl HUX OKasKeTCsl BBITO/THee BOVIHEL

Muxaua Hunusof (Kamvamurpazn, Pocenst) npencra-
BWI B CBOEM JIOKJIaJle KPUTUKY MOPaIbHOM prytocodprm
Kanra ®puagpuxom Hurre. Kak nokasan asrop, Huii-
mie KpuTrKoBal KaHTa 1o AByM IJIaBHBIM OCHOBAHVISIM.
Bo-1tepBBIX, KaHTOBCKast prtocodmsi, 1o MHeHMo Hur-
1Ile, SIBJISeTCS YacThIO XPUCTMAHCKOIO MVUPOIIOHVIMAHVI,
a IOTOMY [JOTrMaTW4YHA, HeCMOTpd Ha 3asgsileHus Kanta
0 «IIpOOYXXIeHUN OT JOrMaTU4YecKoro CHa». Bo-BTOpBIX,
Hurme orpuriaer caMmy MOEe0 eOVHOVI BOJIV, Ha KOTOPOVL
BO MHOIOM ocHoBaHa 3TnKa Kanra. Bmecto atoro Humrme
paccMaTpuBal 4eJIoBeYecKMI IyX KaK COBOKYIIHOCTh OT-
TeJTbHBIX IIPOLIeCCOB, HaIlpaBJIeHHBIX Ha YIOBJIETBOPEHNe
4YyBCTBEHHBIX ITIOTpeOHOCTer YesloBeKa.

Anacmacus JlebedeBa (Mocksa, Poccust) pacckaszaia o
BJIVISTHVIV KaHTOBCKVIX ViZIeVl Ha TeOPMIO ITO3HaHMS, pas3pa-
GoTaHHyIO0 OTeuecTBeHHBIM (prstocodpom A.B. Bernema-
HOM, KOTOPBIV yumjicsi B cBoe BpeMs B MapOypre y Ko-
rera 1 Hatopra. Bermeman, Kak ykasaia aBTop JOKIIaza,
CTapasics IOIOJIHUTh KPUTUUYecKylo drutocodrio Kanra
OHTOJIOTVMYECKOW JauayileKTvKow ['eresisi, B TO Xe Bpemsi Vic-
IpaBJIgsl rerejieBcKyro Metadmsuky. ITpoGriema Teopum
no3Hanmsg Kanra, mo MmuHeHmIo Berimemaria, 3aKk/rouaiach B
TOM, YTO OH He IIOIIeJI [IO KOHIIA, TO eCTh, [I0Ka3aB BO3MOX-
HOCTb MaTeMaTVKI ¥ eCTeCTBO3HaHs, He CTaJl 3a/JaBaThCs
BOIIPOCOM O IIPMpOZe 3HaHVS BOOOIe, YTO B KOHEYHOM
cyeTe IIPVBEJIO ero K Ayay3My ObITVS 1 MbIIIUIeHMS. Bevi-
ZleMaH, KaK ITOKa3blBaeT aBTOp JOKJIalla, OCTAeTCsl ONHMUM
VI3 He3aCJIy>KeHHO 3a0bITHIX 1 ITIOXO M3y9eHHBIX IIpelICTa-
BUTeJIeVt MapOypIrcKoro HeokaHTHaHcTBa B Poccmm.

Hoxtan [oaunwt bonaosiceboil (Karmummrpan, Poccyrs)
ObUT HocBsIeH nHTepnperanyy KaHra, npemyioxxeHHON
aMepUKaHCKMM JIOepastbHbIM rutocodpom [Ixorom Port-
30M. P03 MOJIOXWT B OCHOBY BCeVl CBOEVI TIOINTIYeCKO
TeOPUM CIIpaBeJINBOCTY KAHTOBCKYIO M1e10 aBTOHOMHOTO
cyobekra. I1. boHabICceBa IIpeicTaBIUIa CpaBHEHVIE VIel
00111eCTBEHHOVI CIIpaBeIMBOCTY B CHCTEMaX ABYX prIo-
codoB, a Takke COIIOCTaBWIa VX IIpeJICTaBIeHnsl O CBO-
Oome m meTepMUHAIIMM YejIoBeKa. /1 HeCMOTpsI Ha TO UTO
Por3 MBICTIUT AUCTPUOYTUBHYIO CIIpaBeIUIMBOCTD MHAYE,

ius cosmopoliticum. In Hegel’s view, the problem with
Kant’s model of cosmopolitanism is that it is impossi-
ble to find a just international praefor, because no one
can overcome the extreme plurality of political com-
munities. While Herder’s critique is similar to that of
Hegel’s in many ways, the former reaches a different
conclusion: nations, when left to themselves without
any artificial attempts to include them in a wider soci-
ety, necessarily come to a peaceful coexistence, since,
in Herder’s view, internal self-improvement is more
profitable than war.

Mikhail Shipilov (Kaliningrad, Russia) presented
Friedrich Nietzsche’s criticism of Kant’s moral philo-
sophy. As the author has thoroughly shown in his
presentation, Nietzsche has criticised Kant on two
main grounds. Firstly, according to Nietzsche, Kant’s
philosophy partakes in the Christian worldview and
is therefore dogmatic, despite Kant’s claims that he
was “awakened from his dogmatic slumber.” Sec-
ondly, Nietzsche rejected the very idea of a unified
will, on which Kant’s ethics is grounded. Instead,
Nietzsche considered the human spirit as a set of
distinct processes aimed at the satisfaction of human
carnal needs.

Anastasia  Lebedeva (Moscow, Russia) showed
Kant’s influence on the epistemology of the little
known Russian philosopher Alexander V. Veideman,
who was a student of Hermann Cohen and Paul
Natorp in Marburg. As the presenter has shown,
Veideman tried to add Hegel’s ontological dialectics
to Kant’s critical philosophy and to correct Hegel's
metaphysics at the same time. The problem with
Kant’s epistemology is, in Veideman’s view, that he
did not go to the end, i.e., that after demonstrating the
possibility of the natural sciences and mathematics he
did not question knowledge itself, and that this even-
tually led him to the dualism of being and thinking.
Finally, as Lebedeva has shown, Veideman is still, un-
deservingly, one of the least studied Russian Marburg
Neo-Kantians.

The presentation of Polina Bonadyseva (Kaliningrad,
Russia) was devoted to an interpretation of Kant
made by the American liberal philosopher John
Rawls. Rawls used Kant’s idea of autonomous subject
as a basis for his own theory of justice. P. Bonadyseva
compared the ideas of social justice, freedom, and
determinism in these two philosophical systems.
Despite the fact that Rawls understands distributive
justice differently from Kant, the principles of justice
proposed by Rawls are possible, in P. Bonadyseva’s
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ueM KaHT, IpMHIIMIIBI ClIpaBeIBOCTH, IIpeljlaraeMble
VM, BO3MOYKHBI, [10 MHEHIIO aBTOpPa [10K/1ajia, TOJIbKO eCsIn
MPVHSATL aHTPOIIOJIOrYecKoe MpejicTaBjieHye O uesioBe-
Ke, IIpefyiokeHHoe KaHTOM, TO ecTh ecii MBICIUTH de-
JIoBeKa KaK CBOOOIHOe CyIIeCcTBO, VIMelollee IBOVICTBEH-
HYIO — ¥ PalVOHaJIbHYIO, I UyBCTBEHHYIO — IIPUPOLY.
VI xoT4 poJisyaHCcKyie IPUHINIIBL CIIpaBeIMBOCTH 01 pa-
3yMeBaloT JI00pOBOJIbHOE ITOUMHeHe YeJloBeKa 3aKOHaM
COOCTBEHHOTO pasyMa 1, COOTBETCTBEHHO, KaHTOBCKYIO
TTO3UTUBHYIO CBODOJTY, CyIIIecTByeT ITpobrieMa X MMIIe-
paTuBHOro craTtyca. VI BO3HMKaeT BOIIPOC: MOXKEeM JIV MBI
cunTaTh Posa ycnemHbM mocsiesiopatesiem Kanara?

[TperncraBieHne yyacTHMKaMy COOCTBEHHEBIX ITPOEK-
TOB 3aBePIIMIOCE BBICTyTUTeHMeM D0Hbl Cecuauu Jluccapa-
eu Lebasvoc (JTa-ITac, Mexcrka), KoTopast KOCHYJIaCh TEMBI
aKkostorndeckoro kpmsuca XXI B. Onmpasich Ha BO33peHst
Kanra o deHOMeHe GMOIOrMUecKON KMU3HM, JOKIAIUMK
IpeyIoXKIIa UCIIONIb30BaTh drstocodpmio KanTa Kak oc-
HOBaHMe JId aHajIn3a 1 KOPPeKTUPOBKM COBPeMeHHOTO
9KOJIOTMYECKOTo ITpaBa M 3KOJIOTMYECKOW ITUKM, He 3a-
ObIBasd TakKe 00 apryMeHTaIlUy MpecTaBUTe el KpUTH-
4eCcKOVI TeOpUY, YKa3bIBaBIINX Ha IIPSIMYIO CBSI3b MEXIY
SKOJIOTMYECKMMY TTpOOIeMaMy ¥ KallUTaJVCTIIecKou
VIe0JIOTVIETL.

IperncraBenHble Ha KOHMePeHIIMM 0K Ikl ITpojie-
MOHCTPUPOBa/I HEM3MEHHYIO aKTyaJIbHOCTh KaHTOBCKOW
dwtocodmm 1151 perieHns coBpeMeHHbIX PrI0codCKmx
mpobrreM. A HeCcOMHeHHasl yBJI€YeHHOCTh YYacTHUKOB
IIKOJIBI M3 pa3HBIX CTpaH KaHTOBCKMMM WIIesSMU CBUIe-
TeJILCTBOBaJIa He TOJIBKO O IIMPOKOW reorpadpmm msyde-
HVIS1 KAHTOBCKOTO HacJIeIyis, HO V1 O IIOJIMHHOM MHTepece
Kk Kanry 1 dwrocodckon mpicim ITpocserenms cpeam
MOJIOZIBIX yueHbIX. JleTHss mkona Akagemuy KanTraHbl
bDY mm. V. Kanra no3sosimwia yuyacTHMKaM IprodpecT
IIeHHBIV OIIBIT, 3SHAUVMMBIN JI5 Ja/IbHEeWIIIero npocpeccm-
OHAJILHOTO POCTa: IMO3HAKOMUTBCS C ITpefCTaBUTesISIMI
VHTepPHAIIVOHATPHOTO HayYHOTO COOOIIecTBa M APYT C
JIPYTOM, a TakKe OOCYIMUTE pas/IMuHble pellleHns BOJIHY-
IOIIVIX MX PyHIaMeHTaIbHBIX (PrII0COPCKIX IpobiIeM.

Tperpa jieTHsisl 1mIKona mpovger ¢ 22 1o 28 woid
2019 r. 1 OyzeT moCBAIIIeHa KaHTOBCKVIM IIOHATISAM pasy-
Ma ¥ HayKMH.

Paboma 1ad oanmoti nydaukayueri noodepxana us cpedcmé
cybcuduu, Bvidesennon Ha pearusayuto Ipoepammol noBiienis
xonkypenmocnocodoHocmu bOY um. U. Kanma.

CHmcok IuTeparyphbl

Kopruaaeb J1.10. «Yto s morpkeH menats?» Dtmka ViMMany-
wia KanTa 11 ee akTyanbHOCTb. (O030p MeX/TyHapOIHOV JIeTHe
mkostel) / / Borrpockr dmmmocodpvm. 2018. Ne 6. C. 212 —215.

Gardner S. Kant’s Practical Postulates and the Limit of his
Critical System // Bulletin of the Hegel Society of Great Britain.
2011. Vol. 63, no. 4. P. 187 —215.
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view, only if we accept the anthropological concept
of the human being as it was proposed by Kant, i.e., if
we think of a human as a free being possessing a dual
nature — rational and sensuous — at the same time.
Even though Rawlsian principles of justice imply
that the human being freely subordinates itself to the
laws of its own reason and, consequently, accepting
Kant’s conception of positive freedom, the problem of
the imperative status of these principles still remains.
And so arises the question: was John Rawls a faithful
follower of Kant?

The final presentation was given by Edna C. Liz-
drraga Ceballos (La Paz, Mexico), who addressed the
topic of the 21 century ecological crisis. She proposed
to use Kant’s conception of the phenomenon of bio-
logical life as a basis for the analysis and correction of
contemporary ecological laws and ethics, taking into
account the critical theorists who showed that there is
a direct connection between ecological problems and
capitalist ideology.

The presentations testified of the enduring rele-
vance of Kant’s philosophy for the solution of contem-
porary philosophical problems. And the undoubted
dedication of the participants who came from differ-
ent countries is evidence not only of the widespread
geographical distribution of Kant’s scholarship, but
also of the genuine interest in the ideas of Kant, and
more generally of the Enlightenment, among young
scholars. IKBFU Academia Kantiana's summer school
gave its participants an opportunity to acquire val-
uable experience for their future academic progress:
getting acquainted with other members of the inter-
national academic community and discussing vari-
ous exciting solutions to fundamental philosophical
problems.

The Third Summer School will be held from the
227 to the 28" of July, 2019, and will be devoted to
Kant’s concepts of reason and science.

This publication was supported by the Russian Academic
Excellence Project at the Immanuel Kant Baltic Federal Uni-
versity.
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