OB30P MEXXOYHAPOOHOIO CEMMHAPA
«TPAHCIIEHIEHTAJIBHBIV IIOBOPOT
B COBPEMEHHOW ®MJIOCOPVU-2»
(MockBa, 27—29 anpesis 2017 r.)

C.J1. Kampeuxo'

Ob30p nocBaujen MexOyHAPOOHOMY MPAHCYEHOCHINAALHOMY
cemunapy «Tpancyendenmarvhoiti nobopom 6 cobpemennoni pu-
Aocogpuu-2: xaumobekoe sbaenue, e20 OMMOAORUMECKUT U INU-
cmemuveckuil cmamyc», npoweowemy 27 —29 anpesa 2017 e.
6 MocxBe. 3adauamu cemunapa Ovii0 (1) obcysxdenue cneyupuru
mparcyendenmaisHoeo udeaiusma, (2) ucciedobaniie npupoost 00-
HO20 U3 KAWUeBbIX KAHMOBCKUX noHamuil — sAbaenus — 6 pam-
Kax ocxoBonosazatoweil 045 MpAHCUEHOEHMAAUSMA KOHUEenny-
asvHotl mpuadsl: Beujp-cama-no-cebe (Ding an sich) — abBaenue
(Erscheinung) — npedcmabaenue (Vorstellung), (3) anaiusy xau-
moBcxoeo pasauvenus Abaenus u gpenomena, a makxe (4) nonuma-
Huto Abaenus u gpenomena 6 mpancyeH0eHmaibHol PeHoMeHO0A0-
euu (lyccepav).

KaroueBvie croBa: Kanm, mparcyendenmarsuasn gpuiocodus,
mpancyeHOeHIMalusM, mpancyendenmarvHoiii nobopom, abaenue,
heromen, mparcyendenmaivhas genomeronoaus, I'yccepv.

B pamxax paborter VII Poccuiickoro dumocodckoro
koHrpecca (Yda, 9 oxtsibpss 2015 1) cocTosiyicss KpyTIyIbIv
cTor «Bo3MOXKHa JIMI cOBpeMeHHas TpaHCILIeHeHTaIbHas
durtocodusa?»?, Ha KOTOPOM, B YaCTHOCTH, OBIJIO IIPUHSATO
petteHne 06 opraumsanym B Poccun HayYHBIX CeMMHAPOB,
ITOCBSIIIEHHBIX COBPeMEeHHBIM TpPaHCIIeHeHTaJIbHBIM VC-
CJIeOBaHMAM. DTV ceMMHapbl ObUIN 3aJyMaHbI KaK IIpef-
MeTHOe 00Cy>K/leHVie OCHOBHBIX TeM, IIpo0JieM 1 acTleKTOB
TpaHCIeH/IeHTaIbHON prI0codmy MPUMEHUTEIIHHO K CO-
BpeMeHHBIM ycJIoBMsM. B arrpeste 2016 r. Ov1y1 opranmsobad
VI IIpoBefieH I1epBbiit, a B arpesie 2017 r. — Bropon ceMu-
Hap cepwuy II0f1 oOIIMM HasBaHMeM «IpaHCIIeHeHTasIb-
HBIVI IIOBOPOT B COBpeMeHHO priocodmm».

Iopm, mparcyendenmarvrsiM 10B0pooM 371eCh ITOHU-
MaeTcs 3asiBjeHHBIT KaHTOM B JedpmHMUIIMM TpaHCIIeH-
TleHTasibHOM dpvtocoprm 13 «KpUTHKYM U4MCTOro pasyMa»
cOBue OT M3ydeHMs TIPEIMETOB (3MIIMPW3M) K VCCIIeTIoBa-
HUIO [TpaHCIIeH/IeHTaJIbHEIX] ycitoBuit (A 106) BO3MOXHO-
cTu vix nosHaHu: (A 11-12 / B 25) ¢ mesnbio obocHOBaHMS
VICIIOJIb30BaHMs allpMOPHBIX (popM B ombiTe. TeM caMbIM
KaHTOBCKIV TPaHCIeHIeHTaIM3M BEICTyIIaeT B KadecTBe
HOBOVI ITapa/IUTMBl 1 / VIV «M3MEeHEeHHOI'O MeTOoJ1a MBIIII-
stenms [B MeTadpmsuke]» (B XVIIL, B XXII), npuanmnuats-
HO MEHSIONIMX CTWUJIb IIOCTKaHTOBCKOTO prIocodpcTBo-
BaHWS.

! TocymapcTBEeHHBIVI aKaJeMUYeCKUI YHUBEPCUTET I'yMaHUTapPHBIX
Hayk (CAYTH), 119049, Poccuss, Mocksa, MapoHoBcKmiI 1ep., 1. 26.
Iocmynuaa 6 pedaxyuro 18.12.2017 e.
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2Ha YouTube BeUIOXKEHO BUmeo HOKIamoB u obCyxmeHvst: https://
youtu.be/PKI3HDntpZc

REPORT OF THE “TRANSCENDENTAL
TURN IN CONTEMPORARY PHILOSOPHY 2”
INTERNATIONAL WORKSHOP
(Moscow, April 27—29, 2017)

S. L. Katrechko?!

This is a report of the international workshop «Transcenden-
tal Turn in Contemporary Philosophy 2: Kant’s Appearance, Its
Ontological and Epistemic Status» (April 27 —29, 2017, Mos-
cow), the tasks of which was (1) to discuss the specificity of tran-
scendental idealism, (2) to study the nature of one of Kant’s im-
portant concepts — that of appearance — within the framework
of the essential conceptual triad of transcendentalism: thing in
itself (Ding an sich) — appearance (Erscheinung) — representa-
tion (Vorstellung), (3) to analyse the distinction between Kant’s
concepts of appearance and phenomenon, and (4) to examine the
concepts of appearance and phenomenon in relation to Husserl’s
transcendental phenomenology.

Keywords: Kant, transcendental philosophy, transcenden-
talism, transcendental turn, appearance, phenomenon, transcen-
dental phenomenology, Husserl.

The Seventh Russian Philosophical Congress held
in Ufa on September 10, 2015, hosted a round table en-
titled “Is a Contemporary Transcendental Philosophy
Possible?”? The members of the round table decided
to hold a series of research workshops on contempo-
rary transcendental studies. The workshops were en-
visioned as a discussion on the key topics and prob-
lems of transcendental philosophy. April 2016 saw the
first and April 2017 the second workshop in the series,
which was titled “The Transcendental Turn in Con-
temporary Philosophy.”

Proclaimed in the definition of transcendental phi-
losophy from the Critique of Pure Reason, the transcen-
dental turn is a move from studying objects (empiri-
cism) to examining the [transcendental] conditions
(KrV, A 106) for the possibility of cognising objects
(KrV, A 11—12/B 25). Thus, Kant justified the use of
a priori forms of experience. His transcendentalism be-
came a new paradigm and/or the “new method of
thought [in metaphysics]” (KrV, B XV—II, B XXII),
which had a dramatic effect on the style of post-Kan-
tian philosophising.

On April 22—-23, 2016, the Higher School of Eco-
nomics (Moscow) held the first workshop titled “The
Transcendental Turn in Contemporary Philosophy:
Metaphysics, Theory of Experience, Theory of Con-

! State Academic University for the Humanities (GAUGN), 26 Ma-
ronovskiy Per., 119049, Moscow, Russia.
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2 The video is on YouTube at https:/ /youtu. be/ PKI3HDntpZc
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IlepBbit cemmnap «I'paHCIIeHIEHTAIIBHBIV IIOBOPOT
B coBpeMeHHOM (rytocodr: MeTadmsmKa, Teoprs OIbI-
Ta, Teopwsi Co3HaHM (?)», IIPUYPOYEHHBIV KO [THIO POXK/Ie-
Hus V. KanTa mporrert 22—23 amrpesst 2016 1. Ha 6aze HIY
BHID (Mocksa)’. Ero 3amauert cTaso obcyX/IeHue TpaHC-
IIeH/IeHTaJIPHOTO II0OBOpOTa B pvtocopmm B JInile Tpex
IJIaBHBIX «TPaHCIeHIeHTaIbHBIX» TpaauIinii KaHTUaH-
CTBa ¥ HEOKAHTMAHCTBa (KOHTWMHEHTAJIbHAS TPaIMIINS),
aHaJIMTIYECKOro (AHIVIOCAKCOHCKOI0) KaHTMAHCTBa 1 de-
HoMeHortornm. HaspaHme ceMwHapa BBIpakaeT OOIITyTO
pobrieMaTHKy OOCY K[IeHMs], a UMEHHO — YTO IIpeJiCTaB-
JIseT OO0V TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHBIN IOBOPOT B (PUIIOCO-
dwnt: 3TO HOBas [TpaHCIIeHIeHTasIbHA ]| MeTad131Ka, Teo-
pus ombITa / OHBITHOIO IO3HAHWS (4TO COOTBETCTBYET CO-
BpeMeHHON uytocodpmm HayKM) MiIM Teopus CO3HaHM?
B pabote cemmHapa npuHsu yaacTre Oostee 50 uesiosex,
cpemy HUX — Psifl BefdyIX KaHTOBEIOB 11 (PeHOMEHOJIO-
roB. IIpermMeTHOV TemoVt Ile pBOro 3aceflaHWs CeMMHapa
ObUIO BTOpOE «IIepeoTKphITHe» KaHTa BO BTOPOV II0JIOBH-
He XX B., IIpeX/e BCETO B paMKax aHaJIUTIIecKoi rio-
codpckont Tpaguim (I1. Crpocon, V. Cervtape, [Ix. berner
” [Ip.), 1 0OCyXXJIeHMe OCHOBOITOJIArafoITiero Jijis KaHTOB-
CKOT'O TpaHCIIeH IeHTaI3Ma KOHIIeIITa feuju-camoti-no-ce-
be, 5e3 KOTOPOVI HeJIb3sI BOUTYL B KAHTOBCKYIO (PrII0CcOpIIO
(AIxo0m, 2006, c. 203). Bropoe 3aceraHme ceMmHapa, KOTO-
poe IpoBOAIIIOCHh B popMaTe TeJleMOCTa COBMECTHO C IIe-
TepOyprckuMm KosuleraMu m3 Beicirent penmrmosHo-gpm-
JIOCOPCKOVI IIIKOJIBI, OBUIO IIOCBSIIEHO (heHOMEHOIOIMN
KaK OIHOMY M3 MOJyCOB TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHON (PUIIOCO-
um. Temort TpeThero 3acefTaHMs CeMMHapa CTajla perer-
1yt Hacslenysi KaHTa B KOHTMHEHTaIBHOM (PrI0cOdCKOM
Tpagumyy. Ha 3akmoumTeTbHOM 3acefTaHUyM ceMUHapa,
IHIpolIeIeM B popMaTe «KPYyIJIOro CToJIa»*, 00CYK/IalInch
IIBe OCHOBHBIE TPaKTOBKM KAaHTOBCKOIO TpPaHCIIEHIICH-
TaI3Ma: Teopusi «IBYX MUPOB / OOBEKTOB» VS. TeOpums
«IByX acCIIeKTOB» — VI BO3MOXKHOCTb KOTHUTVBHO-CEMaH-
TUYECKOTO IIPOYTeHMsI KaHTOBCKOV «KpUTMKM 4McTOro
pasyma». ITo pesyisraTam paboTsl ceMmHapa M3gaH cOop-
HUK MaTepuasioB («I'paHCIIeHIeHTaJIbHBIV [IOBOPOT B CO-
BpeMenHOM prtocodpum (1) », 2017), a mOKITagB! yIacTHU-
KOB M 00CY>K/IeHsI BBUIOXKeHBI Ha YouTube®. OTMeTVM Tak-
JKe, 9TO OCHOBHBIE TOKJIaJ9VMKV IIOATOTOBMIIV CTAaThI 1)1
xypHasa «KaHToBcknit coopHmk» (cm.: Xayarwi, 2017; Ka-
Tpeuxo, 20176; XarHa, 2017, Cobosnesa, 2017).

Tonm ciiyers, 27—29 anperts 2017 r.,, Ha 6ase HI1Y BIID
(Mocksa) ObIT IIpOBeIeH BTOPOVI ceMMHap cepum «I'parc-
IIeH/IEHTAJIBHBIVI IIOBOPOT B COBpeMeHHO dvtocodmm (2):
KaHTOBCKOE SIBJIEHVIE, €0 OHTOJIOI VIYeCKIA VI IIVICTEMIIYe-
CKMIL cTaTyc»®. B HeM mpuHsyM ydacte okosio 40 yesroBex.
I'maBHOVI 3a/1a9ert ceMMHapa CTasio o0CysKaeHvie TTPUPOTIEI
KaHTOBCKOI'O $IBJIEHMSI B paMKaX OCHOBOIIOJIATafoITe] [1JIs

> Cum. mporpammy: https:/ /phil.hse.ru/trans n 6oree mogpobHEIT 00-
30p: (Karpeuko, 2018).

*CM. BuUgeo3ammch «Kpyrimoro croma»: https://youtu.be/
Zf9P8poNPlY

> CCBUIKM Ha BUIE03aIINCh TOKIIA/IOB JaHbI B COOpHIIKE MaTepnaios
ceMUHapa.

¢ ITporpammy cm.: https:/ /phil. hse.ru/plc/trans2017
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sciousness (?).” The event marked the anniversary of
the birth of Immanuel Kant.> The workshop discussed
the transcendental turn in philosophy, as manifested
in the three major ‘transcendental’” traditions — Kan-
tianism and Neo-Kantianism (the continental tradi-
tion), analytical (Anglo-Saxon) Kantianism, and phe-
nomenology. The title betrays the focuses of the dis-
cussion. What is the transcendental turn in philoso-
phy? Is it new [transcendental] metaphysics, a theo-
ry of experience/experiential cognition (which is in
agreement with today’s philosophy of science), or a
theory of consciousness? The workshop brought to-
gether over fifty academics — leading Kant scholars
and phenomenologists. The first session of the work-
shop discussed the second ‘rediscovery” of Kant in the
second half of the 20" century, particularly, that with-
in the analytic tradition (represented by P.F. Strawson,
W.S. Sellars, J. Bennett, and others). Another focus
was the essential Kantian concept of the thing in itself,
without which one cannot enter Kant’s philosophy,
as F.H. Jacobi aptly put it (see Jacobi, 1994, p. 336).
The second session of the workshop, which included
a webinar with colleagues from the Saint-Petersburg
School of Religion and Philosophy, considered phe-
nomenology as a modus of transcendental philosophy.
The third session examined the receptions of Kant’s
legacy in the continental philosophical tradition. The
final session was a round table discussion.* It focused
on the two principal views on Kant’s transcenden-
talism — the two worlds / two objects reading ver-
sus the two-aspects reading — and the possibility of
a cognitive-semantic interpretation of the Critique of
Pure Reason. The results of the discussion appeared
in the workshop proceedings (Katrechko, 2017c). The
presentation videos were uploaded to YouTube.’ The
authors of the keynote presentations prepared articles
for the Kantovsky Sbornik (see Howell, 2017; Katrechko,
2017b; Hanna, 2017; Soboleva, 2017).

On April 27—-29, 2017, the Higher School of Eco-
nomics held the second workshop in the series. This
time it was titled “The Transcendental Turn in Con-
temporary Philosophy (2): Kant’s Appearance, its
Ontological and Epistemic Status.” About forty ex-
perts attended the event. The workshop discussed
the nature of Kant’s appearance within the essential
triad of transcendentalism — the thing in itself (Ding
an sich) — the appearance (Erscheinung) — the rep-
resentation (Vorstellung). The first session was a round
table discussion of the ontological and epistemic sta-
tus of appearance in Kant’s philosophy.® The keynote

®The workshop programme is available at https://phil. hse.
ru/trans. For a detailed report, see (Katrechko, 2018).

* The video is available at https:/ / youtu.be/ Zf9P8poNPLY

® The workshop proceedings contain links to the videos.

¢ For a report of the round table, see: Zakharova et al., 2017,
pp. 213 —214.



C. A. Karpeuxo

TpaHCIeHIeHTaIM3Ma KOHIIEIITyaJIbHOV TpUabl: Belllb-
cama-nio-cee (Ding an sich) — siBnenue (Erscheinung) —
npencrasitenme (Vorstellung).

IlepBoe 3acemaHMe, IIOCBSAIIEHHOE OCHOBHOV TeMe ce-
MMHapa — OHTOJIOIMYECKOMY W SIIMCTEMUYEeCKOMY CTa-
TYCYy KaHTOBCKOT'O sIBJIeHVs, — ITPOIUIO B popMare «Kpy-
roro crojia». C OCHOBHBIMU [OKJIaZaMM BBICTYIIVIIV
C.JI. Kampeuxo («<KaHTOBCKOe siBJIeHVIe KaK 00beKTHO-00B-
eKTUBHOe TipefcTaBienue»®) n H. [llmane («DKymeHMYe-
CKMI HOoaxofd, K KaHTOBCKOMY WeayIn3My»). B csoeM mo-
Ki1age Karpeuko paccMOTpest Tpy BOSMOXKHBIE TPaKTOBKM
TpaHCIeH/IeHTaJIbHOM prtocodnm, CBsI3aHHbIe C pa3HbIM
IIOHVIMaHVIEM MpPaHCyeH0eHmaibHoeo c0bued OT IIpegMeTOB
K ycrtoBusM mx nosHaamd (B 25). OH mpuBesI apryMeHTbl
npoTtus deHomeHasmcTckoro (bepkim) 1 HoyMeHaIMCT-
ckoro (ITmaron) mpourenumt KanTa 1 060cHOBaT BO3MOX-
HOCTB PeaIVICT9eCKON TPaKTOBKY TPaHCIIeHIeHTaIN3Ma,
OCHOBaHHOVI Ha KOTHUTVBHO-CEMaHTYeCKOM IIPOYTEHNN
KaHTa, cBA3aHHOM C pellleHMeM [ceMaHTUUeCKOV| npo-
01embl coomBemcmbus MeXIy IIpegMeTaMy U IIpecTaB-
JIeHMSIMM, KOTopasi ObUIa mocTasieHa KaHToMm B mmceMe
K I. Tepriy ot 21 despasst 1771 1. fI6aenie ipy 9TOM TIOHU-
MaeTcs KaK 00sekmHo-00sekmubroe npedcmabaerue Ipen-
MeTa (MJIM BelIV-caMOW-IIO-ce0e), COOTBETCTBYIOIIee He
MeHTaJIbHOMY (CyOBeKTMBHOMY) 00pasy mpernmMeTa, a «ob-
pasy» TIpemMeTa Ha 3KpaHe HEKOTOPOTO (PU3MIECKOro
npubopa, HarmpumMep obpasy 3Be3/sl Testeckore. OHO sIB-
JIeTCs sIBJIeHVeM IIpe[IMeTa, a He TOJIbKO CyOBeKTUBHBIM
TIpeJiCTaBlIeHVeM (Teopusl A84A10u4e20Cs Vs. Teopus AbBie-
Hut). Joxitap H. Illtanra ObUT IIOCBSAIEH OOCYKIEHUIO
IByX OCHOBHBIX COBPEMEHHBIX TPaKTOBOK KaHTOBCKOIO
TpaHCIIeH/IeHTaJIi3Ma: TeOPUM «IBYX MUPOB / 0OBEKTOB»
VS. TEOPUM «IBYX aCIIeKTOB», — VI BO3MOXXHOTO «CIHTE3a»
MexXy HuMu. j1dg 3Toro oH BBOOUT Bocxofsliee K Kyar-
HY IIOHSTHE §-005eK1ma, 9TO TI03BOJIeT eMy 000CHOBaTh CO-
BMECTVMBINT KaK C «MAeHTUPUIVPYIONTNM», TaK ¥ C «He-
VIeHTUPUITUPYIONTM», uTeHneM («identity» and «non-
identity» readings) Te3uc o TOM, UTO XOTs SIBJIeHUS U Be-
IM-caMU-TIO-ce0e STBIISIOTCS pasHBIMM (-00BeKTaMu, HO
OJIHOV ¥ TOVI )K€ BeIIbIO, TaK KaK sBJICHIEe eCThb SBJIeHVe
peru. B mokunane M.J. He66axas «IToHsiTve siBJIeHMS KaK
“marHoro” B Teopum nosHanus Kanrta» Opto oOparieHO
BHMMaHe Ha aMOVMBaJIeHTHOCTh KaHTOBCKOI'O KOHIIEIITa
siBjieHMs ((PeHOMeHa): O HeEM MOXKHO F'OBOPUTBH He TOJIBKO
KaK O SIBJIEHUY BeIl-CaMOV-110-cebe («IaHO» YTO-TO), HO
¥ KaK O SIBJIEHUV CYOBeKTy («IaHOo» KOMY-To). DTa ambu-
BaJICHTHOCTH He II03BOJISIeT CAeJIaTh OHO3HAYHEIN BEIOOP
B [0JIB3Yy TEOPUM ABYX MUPOB MJIV IBYX acIleKTOB, OTHe-
CTM TpaHCIleHIeHTayM3M KaHTa K peanmsMy MM K KOH-
crpykTususmy. VI.J1. HeBBaxkar OCTyIMpyeT, 4TO perrie-
HVie MOXeT ObITh HaV[IeHO, eCI OOPaTUThCA K CeMUOTH-
YecKOMY acIleKTy II03HaHM#, a MMEeHHO K y4eTy KaK MH-
TEHITMOHATBPHOCTHY, TaK ¥ PECTIOHCUBHOCTY YeJI0BeYeCcKOo-
TO CO3HAHMSL.

7 Kparkmnit 0630p «Kpymioro croja» cM.: (3axaposa m ap., 2017,
c.213-214).
8 Cm.: (Karpeuko, 2017a).
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presentations were given by S.L. Katrechko (“Kant’s
Appearance as an Objective-Objectual [gegenstindlich]
Representation”)” and N. Stang (“An Ecumenical Ap-
proach to Kant’s Idealism”). Katrechko considered
three possible interpretations of transcendental philo-
sophy that relate to different interpretations of the
transcendental shift from objects to the mode of cogni-
tion of objects (KrV, B 25). He presented arguments
against the phenomenalistic (Berkeley) and noume-
nalistic (Plato) readings of Kant. Katrechko stressed
the possibility of a realistic interpretation of tran-
scendentalism — an interpretation based on a cogni-
tive and semantic reading of Kant and closely linked
to the solution of the [semantic] problem of the relation
of intellectual representations to objects, which was
formulated in the Herz letter of February 21, 1771.
The appearance is an object-objectual [gegenstindlich] re-
presentation of an object (or a thing-in-itself) that cor-
responds not to the subjective mental representation
of an object but rather to the image of an object as it
appears in an optical device — for instance, the im-
age of a star refracted by a telescope. It is an appear-
ance of the object rather than a mere subjective rep-
resentation (the theory of the appearing versus the theo-
ry of appearances). N. Stang focused on the two princi-
pal interpretations of Kant’s transcendentalism — the
two worlds / two objects reading versus the two-as-
pects reading — and the possibility of synthesising
them. Stang introduced the notion of g-object, which
was made famous by Quine. This made it possi-
ble to advance a thesis — which is compatible with
both “identity” and ‘non-identity’ readings — that, al-
though appearances and things-in-themselves are dif-
ferent g-objects, they are the same thing, since the ap-
pearance is an appearance of a thing. In his presenta-
tion, “The Notion of the Appearance as the Given in
Kant’s Theory of Cognition,” I. D. Nevvazhay stressed
the ambivalence of the Kant’'s concept of appearance
(phenomenon) — it can be considered not only as an
appearance of the thing in itself but also as an ap-
pearance to the subject (as something ‘given’ to some-
one). This ambivalence prevents one from embracing
either the two-worlds interpretation or the two-as-
pects reading, as well as from classifying Kant’s tran-
scendentalism as either a realism or constructivism.
Nevvazhay emphasised that the solution may lie in
addressing the semiotic aspect of cognition, namely,
considering both the intentionality and responsivity
of human consciousness.

Important contributions to the discussion were the
theses sent in by R. Hanna and L. A. Kalinnikov. In
his paper, “Realism, Manifest Realism, and Authentic
Appearances,” R. Hanna investigates whether Kant’s

7 See: Katrechko, 2017a.



CymiecTBeHHBINI BKJIaZ B IocIedyomlee obcyxKie-
HUe BHeCJIV IIpuCJIaHHBle Ha ceMmHap Tesuchl P. Xan-
gel (R.Hanna) un JI.A. KasmuaukoBa. B cBomx Tesmcax
«Peaymizm, oueBMIHBIV peas3M W IIONJIMHHBIE SBJIe-
Hus» (Realism, Manifest Realism, and Authentic Appearances)
P. Xanua cTaBuT BOIIPOC O TOM, YTO KAHTOBCKME SIBJICHNS
IIPEeCTaBIISAIOT COOOV «IIOMJIMHHEBIE», VIV «IIPaBIVIBbIE»,
sBiteHus (authentic or “veridical” appearances) B IpOTUBO-
IIOJIOKHOCTD  BuAMMocTaM, wiv wunosvsam  (“falsidical”
appearances; HeM. Schein). Dto niozpossteT P. XanHe coenaTh
BBIBOJ O TOM, UTO KaHTOBCKVII TPAHCLIEHAHTAIN3M SBJId-
eTcs npamuim nepyenmyaivnsim (direct perceptual) m oue-
Buonsim (manifest) peasmamom. B Tesmcax «fIBeHne HesB-
JIEHHOTO, VUIV [IBa BUfa sBJIeHMs B rHoceostorvm KanTa»
JI.A. KayimHHMKOB oOpalliaeT BHUMaHVe Ha BO3MOXKHOCTb
BBIZIEJTIEHSI [IByX TUIIOB SIBJIEHUTL: A64eHua deticmbuimes-
HO020 0Mbl1MA, JOCTYIIHBIEe HEIIOCPEICTBEHHOMY (4yBCTBEH-
HOMY) BOCHPUSTWIO, U ABAeHUsA B03M0XKHO020 0Nbima, CBS-
3aHHBIE C OIOCPeLYIOIeVt IIPV BOCIIPUSATUN POJIBIO IIPVI-
Oopos (HalprMep, B KBAaHTOBOVI MeXaHWMKe). Bropon Tum
SIBJIGHUVI TIO3BOJISIET paccMaTpuBaTh KAaHTOBCKWMW TpaHC-
LIeHIeHTaJIV3M B KadecTBe TeOpum B03MOXH020 0Nbiind, KO-
TOpas MOXKET BBICTYIIaTh METOHOJIOIVell He TOJIBKO KJIac-
CUY€eCKOVI, HO ¥ COBPEMEHHOVI HayKIL. C moksiagamm Tak-
ke pplctymwin A.D. Cabun («KaHToBcKasg “Beripb B cebe”
B dmtocodpum Anopro») 1 C.M. Kycxoba («IIpumenenve
TpaHCIeHIeHTaJIbHOTO IOAX0a K IIMPOKOMY KJIAcCy $IB-
JleHU»). Bo BTOpoM mokiiazle oOcyxkmasiach TeMa sbie-
HUs A6aenutl M3 KaHToBCKoro «Opus postumum» u sa61e-
Huil 6mopo2o nopa0Ka, K KAKOBbIM, B YaCTHOCTM, OTHOCSITCS
CUIMBOJIMYECKVe 3aIlVICK BbIpaKeHWVI Halllero (Hay4HOro)
s3bIKa. B 3aKiIioueHMe MeXIy BCeMM yYacTHUKAMU CeMVI-
Hapa OblJla opraHM3oBaHa OVCKYCCHSI O KAHTOBCKOV KOH-
LITILIVIVL SIBJIEHVIS.

ITpenMeTHOV TEMOVI BTOPOTO 3ace aHms ([IHSI) ceMIHa-
pa crana «[Ipobrema dpeHomena / apierns y Kanra, I'yc-
cepiIsi M MIX IocileoBaresievi». C OCHOBHBIM IOKJIaIaM
seicTymvuIn H. B. Mompowuaoba («V1. KanT: Mexy “sBiie-
HueM” (Erscheinung) n “denomenom” (Phianomen) — ot
paHHUIX paboT K “KpuTike uncroro pasyma”») u B. /. Moa-
4ano8 («Pa3ymvans 1 TaBTOJIOTMM KaHTOBCKOIO TpaHCIeH-
JleHTasIM3Ma»). B iepBoM 113 HMX J1aH MCTOPUKO-PVITocod-
CKUW ¥ TepMMHOJIOTMYECKMUI aHaJIM3 KaHTOBCKMX KOH-
LIEIITOB «sBJIeHVe» 1 «(peHOMEeH» 11 IIOKa3aHO, YTO OCHOB-
HOe KOHIIeNTyaIbHOe pasjifMune MeXIy HUMW CBS3aHO
C 4yBCTBEHHBIM XapaKTepOM IIe€PBOIO M PacCydOYHBIM Xa-
pakTepoM BToporo. CreslaH Ba)XHBIVI BBIBOZ, O npeomeni-
HOM XapaKTepe KaHTOBCKOIO sBJIEHM:. B cBoeM mokiiaze
H.B. MotpommioBa HaMeTHsIa BaXKHbIe TeMbl KOHIIEIITY-
aJIBHOTO pasianums Mexpy sAbaenuem (Erscheinung) v Gu-
oumocmoio (Schein), a TakKe MeXIy heHOMEHOM VI HOYMe-
nom. B moxstame B.V1. MoruaHoBa ObU1a IOTHSATA CJIOKHAS
TeMa pasianuenns y KaHTa sMOmpudeckoro u TpaHCIeH-
ZIeHTaJIBHOIO [IMCKypca, KOTOpasi B COBPeMEeHHOV 3allajl-
HOW JIUTepaType PUKCUpyeTcs KaK pas3iinane MeXy M-
OV PUYECKON U TpaHCLIeHAeHTaIbHO IlepcrieKTrBamu. To,
YTO B SMIIMPUYECKON IIepCIIeKTVBE BBICTYTIaeT KaK mabnio-

S.L. Katrechko

appearances were authentic or veridical appearances,
as opposed to falsidical appearances (Schein). Hanna
concluded that Kant’s transcendentalism is a direct
perceptual and manifest realism. In “The Appearance
of the Non-Apparent or the two Types of Gnoseolo-
gy in Kant,” L. A. Kalinnikov distinguishes between
two types of appearances — the appearances of ac-
tual experience, which belong to sensible perception,
and the appearances of possible experience, whose per-
ception is indivisible from the use of instruments
(quantum mechanics). The second type makes it pos-
sible to consider Kant’s transcendentalism as a theo-
ry of possible experience — a theory that can provide a
methodology for not only classical but also contempo-
rary science. A.E. Savin gave a presentation on “The
Kantian Thing-in-itself in Adorno’s Philosophy” and
S.M. Kuskova spoke on “The Application of Transcen-
dental Approach to a Wide Range of Appearances.”
The latter presentation discussed the appearances of
appearances from Kant’'s Opus postumum and second
order appearances, which include the symbolic nota-
tions of scientific language expressions. In conclusion,
all the participants engaged in a discussion of Kant’s
notion of appearance.

The second session of the workshop discussed
“The Problem of the Phenomenon / Appearance in
Kant, Husserl, and their Adherents.” The keynote
speakers were N.V. Motroshilova (“Kant Between
the Appearance (Erscheinung) and the Phenomenon
(Phédnomen) — from his Early Works to the Critique of
Pure Reason”) and V.I. Molchanov (“Distinctions and
Tautologies in Kant’s Transcendentalism”). The for-
mer presentation offered a historical, philosophical,
and terminological analysis of the Kant’s concepts
of appearance and phenomenon. The key conceptual
difference between them is rooted in the sensible na-
ture of the former and the intelligible nature of the lat-
ter. Motroshilova emphasised the objectual nature of
Kant’s appearance. The presentation stressed the con-
ceptual difference between appearance (Erscheinung)
and illusion (Schein) and between phenomenon and
noumenon. V.I. Molchanov addressed the distinction
between Kant’s empirical and transcendental discours-
es. Western authors identify it with the distinction be-
tween the empirical and transcendental perspectives.
What seems to be a tautology from the transcenden-
tal perspective (the identity between the object and the
appearance), turns into a distinction between the thing
in itself and the phenomenon, when viewed from the
transcendental perspective. The keynote presenta-
tions were complemented by M. A. Belousov’s speech
on “The Term ‘Transcendental” in Kant and Husserl.”
The speaker concluded that Kant’s appearance is a re-
lation rather than a substance, since, as it was stressed
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A0e2us (TOXJIeCTBO IIpefMeTa M SIBJIeHNS]), B TPaHCIIeH/IeH-
TaJILHOVI IIEPCIIEKTVIBE BEICTYIIAET KaK pasAuyiie MeXAy Be-
IIBI0-CaMOVI-TI0-cebe 1 sBJIeHUeM.

XopomM fooIHeHeM K OCHOBHBIM IOKJIafaM CTajl
mokmnam M.A. beaoycoba  «TepMuH “TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIb-
weit” y Kaara n I'ycceprsa». OOpaimasick K TeMe sIBjle-
HMsI, aBTOP cZesIajl BaKHBIN BBIBOJ, O TOM, UTO « [KAHTOB-
CKoe] sBJIeHMe — 3TO omHouieHue, a He ‘cyocranmnys’ [00b-
€KT, IIpelIMeT]| », IIOCKOJIBKY (KaK Ha 9TO yKa3bIBaJIVl paHee
H.B. Morpommiosa 1 C.JI. KaTrpeuko) «sBjieHMe ecThb TO,
YTO BOBCE He HaXOIUTCS B 00BbEeKTe caMoM IIo cebe, a Bcer-
Zla BCTpevaeTCs B er0 OTHOIIEHNM K CYObeKTY 1 HeOTHeIIN-
MO OT IIpeficTaBiIeHMs 0 HeM» (B 70 mpumed.). Bo Bropon
4JacTy foky1aza M. A. bertoycoB mipoBest opurmHaIbHOe Vic-
cJlefloBaHMe IIPUMeHeHNMs TepMMHa «TpaHCLeHIeHTasIb-
HbI» y I'ycceprisa B ero omymmumn ot Kanra.

Haree ¢ poxitagamm BeicTymviu A.B. @poaob («Mwup
KaK myed B TpaHCIleHieHTasIbHo dpustocodpmm . 'yccepris
u V. Kaura»), A.M. Cepoukob («Denomen n Ereignis»),
J.M. Yuxaueb (<I'paxroBka l'eresrem BooOpaskeHms B “DH-
nuKIIoniennm priocodckmx Hayk~ ¥ BOIIPOC O “TIpeoorie-
Hun” TpaHcueHaeHTanm3Ma Kanrta»), [1.C. Cmpokun («De-
HOMEH C TOUKV 3peHMs ICTOPVN €TI0 BOSHUKHOBEHW: (IIPo-
n3BoACTBa): poTorpadmss m Mmmecuc»). B mociemHem m3
HMX 00cy>K/1a1ach BayKHas 11 O0IIeVt MHTeHIMM ceMMHa-
pa TeMa COOTHeCeHWs TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHBIX KOHIIEIITOB
A6aenus / gpenomena v 0bpasza (B popme Kak BHympeHHUxX
00pa30B IaMsTH, Tak 1 BHeuiHell poTorpadpmn).

OTMeTM TakKe, YTO B XOfIe 0OCYKIeHMsI KaHTOBCKO-
ro TpaHcieHaeHTaan3Ma H.B. Morpommiosa mogH4-
Jla TeMy HeOoOXOOVIMOCTV TePMWHOJIOIMYECKO paboTsl
HaJl OCHOBHBIMV ITOHATMSAMM KaHTOBCKOM «KpuTukm dm-
CTOTO pasyMa» U, B YaCTHOCTM, pa3jINyueHMs TaKMX IIOHI-
TUW, KaK «0O0beKT» (HeM. das Objekt) n «apenmMeT» (HeM.
der Gegenstand), KOTOpBle, HaIIpMMep, TePMUHOIOITYeCK
TPYZAHO PasJIMYMMBI B aHIJIUVICKOV JIeKCUKe (s3bIKe) (Mo-
Tpormiosa, 2017).

Io pesynbraTaMm paboOTHI ceMMHapa M3IaH B 9JIEKTPOH-
HOM Bujle COOPHMK ero Martepmaios («IpaHcIleHIeHTasTb-
HBIVI TIOBOPOT B coBpeMeHHOV dwiocodpun (2)», 2017),
a Takke IIPUHSATO pellleHVe 00 OpraHM3amin 1 IpoBeme-
HUY B MOCKBe TPeThero TpaHCIeHIeHTaIbHOTO CeMITHapa
cepum B arpesie 2018 T.

3axapoba E.C., [Tlopdpupveba C. 1., Yaeanoba JI.H. VIII Mexy-
HapoypiHasi KoHdepenIns «Crioco0b! MBIC/IV, IIYTU TOBOPEHNS.
Xponmka // @wtocodst. XKy pHait Beiciert IIIKOIBI SKOHOM UKV
2017.T. 1, Ne 2. C. 201—-227.

Kampeuxo C.JI1. O630p MeXIyHapOIHBEIX ceMUHapoB «Ipan-
CIIeH/IeHTaJTbHBI TTOBOPOT B COBPEeMEeHHOV (rTocodmm», mpo-
BeleHHBIX B amperte 2016 m 2017 rr. // Bectuux PYOH. Cep.:
Dtocodms. 2018. T. 22, Ne 1. C. 125—130.

Kampeuxo C.JI. KaHTOBCKOe siBJIeHVEe KaK OOBEKTMBHO-00B-
eKTHoe (IIpel1MeTHOe) IpesicTaiieHne // KanToBckmm cOOpHUK.
2017a. T. 36, Ne 3. C. 7—20.

Kampeuxo C.JI. Cenimdprika  KaHTOBCKOTO — TpaHCIIEH/eH-
Tajqm3Ma ¥ ero KOHIIEINT «Belllb-caMa-1io-cebe» // KauToBckuit
cbopumk. 20176. T. 36, Ne 4. C. 68—87.

by N.V. Motroshilova and S.L. Katrechko: the ap-
pearance “is always to be encountered in its relation to
the subject and is inseparable from the representation
of the object” (KrV, B 70, footnote). In the second part
of his speech, Belousov presented an original study of
Husserl’s and Kant’s use of the term ‘transcendental’.
The other speakers included A.V. Frolov (“The World
as an Idea in E. Husserl’s and 1. Kant’s Transcendental
Philosophies”), A.M. Sverdlikov (“The Phenomenon
and Ereignis”), D.M. Tchikhachev (“Husserl’s Interna-
tional of Imagination in The Encyclopaedia of the Philo-
sophical Sciences and the Problem of Overcoming
Kant’s Transcendentalism”), and P.S. Strokin (“The
Phenomenon from the Perspective of the History of its
Emergence (Production): Photography and Mimesis”).
Strokin addressed the relation between the transcen-
dental concepts of the appearance / phenomenon and
images — both images of internal memory and images
of external photography.

When discussing Kant’s transcendentalism,
N. V. Motroshilova addressed the need to revisit the
terminological distinction between the key concepts of
the Critique of Pure Reason — das Objekt and der Gegen-
stand, — which are not easily distinguished in English
(see Motroshilova, 2017).

The results of the discussion appeared in the elec-
tronic proceedings (Katrechko, 2017d). The participants
supported the idea to hold the third transcendental
workshop in Moscow in April 2018.
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