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ITPOCTPAHCTBO V1 BPEMJI
KAK AIIPVIOPHBIE ®OPMbI
B PABOTAX TEPMAHA KOI'EHA
M VIBAHA JIAIIIIIVHA

B.U. Cabunueb,' B.C. IlonobBa’

Heobxooumocmbs nepeocmbicaenus npedcmabienutl
0 cmamyce npocmparcmba u Bpemenu, omueceHHvx 6
napadueme Kanma x anpuopruim popmam uybembero-
cmu, 6 xonye XIX — nauasre XX 6. bvi1a cBssana c gpop-
MmupoBaruem HoBbLX 100x0008 K MemodoA0eUU HAYUHO20
nosHamus. B weokanmuanckou mpaxmobke 3mu no3Ha-
Bamenvrole hopmel 00pemarom 0cobbiti AMUCTEMOA0U-
ueckuil cmamyc, nposabaaace 6 meopemu4eckom noucke
6 xauecmbe «nped3adannbix» ocHobanuti 3Hanusa. Leavio
uccaedoBanus cman komnapamubucmcekuil anaius 06yx
cBasannbix Heokanmuanckux konyenyui — I. Koeena u
V. V. Jlanwuna. Ipu obpawenuu x pusrococpuu Kanma
HAYUHAA €O cmyOdenyeckoil ckamvu Jlanuwiun nocmeneu-
HO NpUX00UM K NOHUMAHUI HACYUfHOCHIU YIMOUHEHUA
u cobepuiencmbBobanus mMpaHcyeHOeHMaIbHo20 Mermooa
Kanma, ouxmyemorl camum pasBumuem HAyuHO20 3HA-
HuA. IIpu amom 6 mbopuecmbe pyccko20 HEOKAHMUAH-
Ua 00HApYKUBAIMCA PEMUHUCYCHY U U 101eMUYecKue
ymouHeHus K cnamuo-memnopaishuim udeam Koeena.
B pesyavmame uccredoBanus Bviabaeno, umo y Koeena
u Jlanwiuna umeiomcsa CX0xue 3NUCHeMOoL02UMeCKUe
ycmanoBxu: cmpemaerue ycobepuieHcmbobams 31emeH-
Mol KaHmoBckou gpusocogpuu, npucnocodbub ux 044 10eu-
ueckoeo 000cHoBanusa 6o3moxHOCHIEN HAYHHO-1eopemu-
4eck020 NO3HAHUA, A MAKKe 1Ppeo0oserns NCUX0A0UM U
pasBums a02uyucmcKuil n00xX00 K Kpumuke no3sHAHUA.
Kaxowiii us abmopoB Bvipadoman cobcmbenmviil «mexa-
HU3M» cBedenus npocmpancmba u Bpemeru K KOM1AEKCY
UHMeANeKMYAAbHbIX NPOYedyp 1o KOHCIpPYupoBaHuio
obwvexma snanus. B konyenyuu Koeena npocmparcmbo u
Bpemsa npedycmanabaubarom A3k HadA00eHUS U PYH-
oupytom Bcaxoe HayuHo-meopemuueckoe mbopuecmbo.
Jlanwiun xe, ykasviBas Ha popmasvivie U co0epKamesb-
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SPACE AND TIME
AS A PRIORI FORMS
IN THE WORKS OF HERMANN COHEN
AND IVAN LAPSHIN

V.I. Savintsev', V.S. Popova'

In the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries
the need to rethink the status of space and time which
Kant considered to be a priori forms of sensibility was
prompted by the emergence of new approaches to the
methodology of scientific cognition. In neo-Kantian in-
terpretation these cognitive forms acquire a special epis-
temological status, manifesting themselves in theoreti-
cal research as “pre-given” foundations of knowledge.
It seems necessary to conduct a comparative analysis of
two interconnected neo-Kantian concepts, of Hermann
Cohen and Ivan Lapshin. Studying Kant’s philosophy
since his student days, Lapshin gradually came to the
conclusion that the need to clarify and develop Kant’s
transcendental method was dictated by the development
of scientific knowledge. Indeed, the works of the Rus-
sian neo-Kantian contain echoes and polemical adjust-
ments of Cohen’s spatio-temporal ideas. Our study has
revealed common epistemological attitudes in Cohen
and Lapshin: the wish to improve elements of Kantian
philosophy, adjusting them to prove the possibility of
scientific-theoretical cognition and of overcoming psy-
chologism and developing the logicistic approach to the
critique of cognition. Each of the two authors developed
their own “mechanism” of reducing space and time to
a range of intellectual procedures for the construction
of the object of knowledge. In Cohen’s account space
and time pre-establish the language of observation and
found all scientific-theoretical work. Lapshin, on the
other hand, in discussing the formal and substantive
features of these categories (the introduction of “axi-
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Hble ocobeHHocmu smux kameeopuil (66edenue «akcuom»
Bpemen, HeobX00UMOCHL KOHKpeMmuU3Ayuu NOoHAMU
Bpemenu u npocmparcmba nocpedcmbom UHbIX Kame-
eopuil), ommeuaen, 4mo ux npumexenue 6 HayuHoM
CYxkOeHUU npednoazaent 3MUCeMOA02UYeCKYI0 3a0aH-
HOCHIb NOHUMAHUA 00BeKMa, UMo, ¢ HAuLel Mouku 3pe-
Hus, Abasemca Bapuanmom peuleHuss 00HOU U MOl e
anucmemoso2uveckorl 3a0auu. Mol nosaeaem, umo Jlan-
wun 6 umoee Bvipadbomar camocmosmessHyO KOHYen-
yuto npocmpancméba u Bpemenu Kax no3HABAMEAbHBIX
opm, coomBemcmByrouyro Oyxy eBponeiickoeo HeOKaH-
muancmba u cobpemeHHoll eMy HAYKU.

Karouebote caoBa: I. Koeern, U.W. Jlanwiumn, Heo-
kanmuarncmbo, npocmparcmbo, Bpems, nonsmue, Kame-
eopus, anpuopHbvie hopmbl, HayUHoe 3HAHUE

1. BBemenmne

ITpoGsiema ocMbICTIeHMSI M YTOUYHEHMS IIOHU-
MaHMs BpeMeHU M IIPOCTPaHCTBa KaK allpyOPHBIX
dopM UyBCTBEHHOCTM CTaBMJIach KaK B 3arla/ Ho-
eBPOIIeVICKOM KaHTMaHCTBe ¥ HeOKaHTMAaHCTBeE,
TakK 1 B poccurickoM. HeobxonmmocTs cBoeobpas-
HOW «peBU3MI» PrII0COPCKOro IIOHMMaHM IIPo-
CTpaHCTBa VI BpeMeHM, Ha Halll B3IV, CBsA3aHa C
psanom teHpenunit. HamomumM, XIX Bek o3HaMme-
HOBaJICSI POCTOM MHOIoo0Opasys 3HMUCTeMOJIOI -
YeCKMX ITOCTPOEHUN U CTpAaTErMVi B €BPOIIEVICKOV
Hay4HOW MBICJIV, YTO IIOTpeboBajIo OTKasa OT Ofl-
HOCTOPOHHOCTW MeXaHMIIVICTCKOTrO IIOIX0/a B VIH-
TeprpeTaly OTOe/IbHBIX ITO3HABaTeJIbHBIX CU-
Tyaluii, Kak 3T0 ObUIO HNPUHATO B (prstocopun
Bropov nosiopuHel XVIII B. DTu nosHaBaTeIbHbIE
TIOAIBVDKKYL TIPOVICXOIVUIVL B CUCTeMe KOOPIVHAT
HaTypaln3Ma / aHTUHATypasi3Ma, HO Jlake BHY-
TPW 3TUX TeHIAEHIINVI CUTyallys BCe YCIIOXKHAIach
¥ BeIBOAMIIa (Pr1s10c0POB K ITOHMMAHUIO TOT'O, YTO
yCBOeHHBIe aBTOpUTeTHI (Hanpumep, Kanra) mo-
JIAIOT WAeV I VIHTepIIpeTauvi, ITPYIIOKIMBIX
K HOBBIM 3MVCTEMOJIOTMYeCKUM «BbI3oBam». VI3-
MeHeHWsI TeOPeTMUYeCKOro 1 ITpaKTUUYecKoro cTa-
Tyca HayKW, pacIlVipeHVe ee IPeIMeTHOIo I10JId
VI METOJIOB, JIICKYCCUW O COOTHOIIIEHMY Hay YHOIO
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oms” of time, the need to specify the concepts of time
and space through other categories), notes that their use
in scientific judgment implies an epistemological given-
ness of the concept of the object. This I see as a variant
of solving one and the same epistemological task. I sub-
mit that Lapshin worked out an independent concept of
space and time as cognitive forms that are congruent
with the spirit of European neo-Kantianism and con-
temporary science.

Keywords: Hermann Cohen, Ivan Lapshin,
neo-Kantianism, space, time, concept, category, a priori
forms, scientific cognition

1. Introduction

The problem of explicating and clarifying
time and space as a priori forms of sensibili-
ty has been raised in both Western European
and Russian Kantianism and neo-Kantianism.
The need to “revise” the philosophical con-
cept of space and time is arguably prompted
by several trends. The nineteenth century was
marked by a growing diversity of epistemologi-
cal theories and strategies in European thought,
which militated against the one-sidedness of
the mechanistic approach to the interpretation
of specific cognitive situations that prevailed in
philosophy in the second half of the eighteenth
century. These cognitive shifts took place in
the naturalism/anti-naturalism system of coor-
dinates, but even within these trends the situ-
ation was becoming more and more complex,
leading philosophers to the conclusion that the
old authorities (e.g. Kant) offered ideas for in-
terpretations that were applicable to the new
epistemological challenges. The changes in the
theoretical and practical status of science, the
broadening of its subject area and methods, dis-
cussion of the relationship between scientific
and philosophical aspects in the cognitive pro-
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” dpurstocodpckoro Havasl B IIO3HaBATeIbHOM IIPO-
llecce TakXKe OKaszaslv BIIVIAHME Ha OOCYXXIeHms
BOITPOCOB IIPOCTPAHCTBa ¥ BpeMeHM KaK yHUBep-
CaJIBHBIX KaTeropuil pas3/INUYHBIX I103HaBaTeIb-
HBIX obsacTernt. Pustocodpam roTpedoBaIOCh BIIV-
caTh JIpeBHMe KaTeropun B KOHTEKCT HOBEVIIINX
HAy4HBIX OOCYXIIE€HMV TaKMM 00pa3oM, 4TOOBI
durocodpua kak BuUA, 3HaHMSA OOperla aKTyallb-
HOe 3By4aHMe 11 TeKYIIIMX HayYHbIX VcCilefloBa-
HUML. Bemb 11 caMa HayKa IepeXmuBajla poXXaeHVe
HeKJIaCCMYeCKOV — pallViOHaJIBHOCTY, ~CUMBOJIOM
KOTOPOV CTaJI PEJIATUBVCTCKIMV MUP «IIPOCTpaH-
CTBa-BpeMeHTI».

B pesysprare movicka ameKBaTHOIO IIpVIMeHe-
HUSL CTPOTMIX U B TO K€ BpeMsl HeOIHO3HauHbIX
U TOOyXHarolx K cBobore CyXIIeHWs ITOHs-
TUV KAaHTOBCKOTO KPUTUIIM3MA IIPOVICXOIIIO OC-
MBICJIEHMe POJIM allpropu3Ma B HapOXIlaBIIer-
Csl HeKJIacCYeCKOV Hay4YHOVI KapTuHe Mupa (CM.,
Harp.: [JImurpuesa, 2013; ITepries, 2015). Tpebosa-
Jlach IepepaboTKa TaKMX IOHSTUM, KaK «OITBIT»,
«co3epIliaHMe», «MBIIIUIeHVIe», «MaTepus», «op-
Ma» U IIp., @ BMeCTe C HVIMM U TeX IIOHSATUI, KOTO-
PpBle COITPOBOXIAIOT V1 pacKpBIBAIOT prytocodpeMbl
npocrpaHcTsa 1 BpeMenn. H. A. [Imurpuesa npu-
BouT mmpumep ¢ . A. JIaHre, KOTOPBIVI CUMTaIT

ry1aBHOM 3aciyrovi KaHTa... maHHyI0 HaMm BO3-
MOXXHOCTB PacIPOCTPaHUTEb MBICJIb O IIPOCTPaH-
CTBe, BpEMEHU 1 KaTeropmsiXx KaK HeOOXOIVMMBIX
dopmMax Halllero cosepraHs 1 paccyaka Ha Ta-
KVie MBICTIUTe/IbHbIe 00pa3oBaHMs, KaK MaTepus,
aroMm, cwia. C Toukn 3penus Jlanre, oHm ecTb
He 4YTO MHOe, KaK «fcnomoeamenshuie BoipaxeHus»
(Pexrep), oOo3HAUATOIIIIE «OMHOULEHU ABACHUTL>
U IIpe/ICTaBIIAIONINe COOON «3aMady meoputl no-
3Hanua» (Immrpuesa, 2007, c. 54).

C TOuKM 3peHMs VICTOPUM SIVICTEMOJION MM 3Ha-
YVIMO TO, UTO OT/e/IbHbIe ITPOCTPaHCTBeHHO-TeM-
IopaJIbHbIe ITIOCTPOEHM MOITIV POPMMUPOBATHCS
KakK IIoJleMiJecKasl peakiys Ha YbM-TO TeOpeTu-
veckme Mopenn. Tak, Harmpumep, B 1871 r. osiBu-
JIVICh Ha CBeT cHavaJla crarbs [epmana Korena «K
cnopy Mexny TpenpenenOyprom n Kyno ®uire-
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cess also had an impact on the debates about
space and time as universal categories in vari-
ous fields of cognition. Philosophers had to put
ancient categories in the context of the latest
scientific discussions in such a way that philos-
ophy as a branch of knowledge would become
relevant to the current scientific research. In-
deed, science itself was witnessing the birth of
non-classical rationality, symbolised by the rel-
ativistic “space-time” world.

The search for an adequate use of rigor-
ous and at the same time open-ended and
thought-provoking concepts of Kantian critique
informed the study of apriorism in the nascent
non-classical scientific picture of the world (see,
for example: Dmitrieva, 2013; Pertsev, 2015). It
was necessary to take a new look at such con-
cepts as “experience”, “intuition”, “thought”,
“matter”, “form” etc. along with the concepts
that accompany and explain the philosophemes
of space and time. Nina A. Dmitrieva (2007,
p. 54) cites the example of Friedrich Albert
Lange who believed that

Kant’s main contribution was [...] to have given
us the opportunity to spread the thought of
space, time and categories as necessary forms of
our intuition and reason to such thought entities
as matter, atom, and force. In Lange’s view they
are “auxiliary expressions” (Fechner) signifying
“relationships of phenomena” representing “the
task of the theory of cognition”.

From the viewpoint of the history of epis-
temology it was important that particular
space-temporal ideas could be expressed as
a polemical reaction to someone’s theoreti-
cal models. For example, 1871 saw first the
publication of Hermann Cohen’s article “On
the Argument Between Trendelenburg and
Kuno Fischer” and then his book Kant’s Theo-
ry of Experience (Kants Theorie der Erfahrung) as



poMm», a 3areM 1 ero KHura «Teopust onerta KanTa»
KakK (pyHIaMeHTasIbHBIVI OTBeT Ha CIIOp O CBOWI-
cTBax IIpocTpaHcTBa 1 Bpemenu y Kanra, 3are-
auaein Kyno @uimepom mn Anonibdpom Tpenjie-
71eHOyproum (cM. moxgpobHee 006 aToM: IMuTpHUeBa,
2007, c. 49—53; Hemun, 2010; [Toma, 2012, c. 27—-38).
B sTovt myickyccuyt mepBbIit OTCTanBal CyObeKTIB-
HYIO COCTaBJIAIOINIYIO POPM ITPOCTpaHCTBa U Bpe-
Menn y Kanrta, a BToport mpumnvcheiBal uM amou-
BaJICHTHYIO ipupony. B ykasanHon kaure Koren,
Uccileiysl cofepXKaHMe «OIbITa» B KaHTOBCKOV
KOHLIEIIINY, TPUHIMUINAIBHO IIO-MHOMY WCTOJ-
KOBBbIBaeT allpropHble (POPMBI YYyBCTBEHHOCTW,
ycMaTpuBas B HUX ITpeXK/ie BCero MHCTPyMeHTaJlb-
HYIO COCTaBJIAIONIYIO ITO3HaBaTeJIbHOM (PYHKIIVM
CO3HaHM TPAHCIIeHAeHTaIBHOrO CyobekTa. Booo-
11e, Kak oTMedaeT Ppeniepuk K. bernsep, «ecsv Obl
MBI CYMMWPOBaJIV B OITHOM IIpefljIoKeHMY 3Haue-
Hyte “Teopun ombita KanTa”, TO 3TO — OTKpBITHE
Korenom TpanciieHieHTa/IbHOTO. .. TpaHcIieHIeH-
TasibHOe 7151 Korena cosraziaeT ¢ alipyopHBIM, TO
€CTh YHUBEPCAJIbHBIMU 1 HEOOXOIVIMBIMM YCIIO-
BUSIMI BO3MOXKHOT'O OITBITa, KOTOPbIe Ha3bIBAIOTCS
“anpropHBIMIT”, IOTOMY 4YTO OHU “HIpeIlecTBY-
I0T” OMBITy (He BO BpeMeHHOM, a B JIOTMTYeCKOM
cMbIcTie)» (Beiser, 2018, p. 56).

Ho, BeposiTHee Bcero, He TOJIBKO JaHHas JVICKYC-
cus crasia 1 Korena vMITyJIbcoM K BbIACHEHWIO
TeOpPeTUYeCcKoro craryca MpoCTpaHCTBa U BpeMe-
HU B TpaHClLIeHIeHTaJIbHOM HapanurMe. [iyOun-
HOVI IIPUYMHOV OCTaBaJIOCh CBOVICTBEHHOE HeOop-
IVHAPHBIM MBICINTEIISIM CTpeMJIeHVe K BhIpaOoT-
Ke COOCTBEeHHOrO, HawJIydIIlero, I1ocjiefoBaTelIb-
HOTO V1 YeTKOro NoHnMaHus KaHTosov snmcreMo-
normyeckomt cricteMbl. Kak ormeuaer B. H. besios,
71 pellleHNs BOIIPOca «CTaHOBJIEHVS V1 pa3sBUTA
KaHTOBCKOTO allpyopy OT IIPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMe-
HM K KaTeropmam mjiy Haobopot» (besnos, 2012,
c. 6) Koren obpamasics 1 x Mmanyckpunram Kan-
ta 1770—1781 1T, 1151 pabOTHI C KOTOPBIMY CIIEIV-
asibHO npuesxast B Kéuurcbepr B 1885 r. Cerogus
It Hac oueBnAHO, uTto Koren marn dpmtocodcko-
My MUPY OJHY U3 aBTOPUTETHBIX MOJIeJIel TIOHU-
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a definitive answer to the arguments about the
properties of space and time in Kant, initiated
by Kuno Fischer and Adolf Trendelenburg (for
more detail see: Dmitrieva, 2007, pp. 49-53; Dy-
omin, 2010; Poma, 1997, pp. 4-13). In this debate
the former upheld Kant’s subjective component
of the forms of space and time, and the latter
argued that they had an ambivalent nature.
In the above-mentioned book Cohen, exam-
ining Kant’s concept of “experience”, offers a
ground-breaking interpretation of a priori forms
of sensibility as primarily an instrumental com-
ponent of the cognitive function of conscious-
ness of the transcendental subject. In general, as
Frederick Beiser (2018, p. 56) observes, “If we
were to summarize in a single phrase the signif-
icance of Kants Theorie der Erfahrung, it would
have to be Cohen’s discovery of the transcen-
dental [...]. The transcendental is for Cohen
co-extensive with the a priori, i.e., the univer-
sal and necessary conditions of possible expe-
rience, which are called ‘a priori” because they
are ‘prior to” experience (not in a temporal but
logical sense).”

Even so, the chances are that it was not this
discussion that prompted Cohen to address the
issue of the theoretical status of space and time
in the transcendental paradigm. The underly-
ing reason was the tendency of out-of-the-or-
dinary thinkers to seek to work out their own,
superior, consistent and clear understanding of
the Kantian epistemological system. Vladimir
N. Belov (2012, p. 6) notes that in order to
solve the question of “the emergence and de-
velopment of the Kantian a priori from space
and time to categories and vice versa” Cohen
studied Kant’s manuscripts of 1770—1781,
for which purpose he travelled to Konigsberg
in 1885. Today it is evident to us that Cohen
gave the philosophical world an authoritative
model of interpreting the link between the sys-
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MaHWs CBSI3U CHCTEMBI KaTeTOpuM C alpyOpPHBI-
MU (popMaMy UyBCTBEHHOCT, IIPVUBES [IJIS 3TO-
ro dyHaaMeHTaJIbHYIO apryMeHTallio, KoTopasi
cama 110 cebe TIproOperIa BECOMBIVI Hay YHO-Teope-
TUYecKnyi cTaryc. [ToaToMy ocoObIvt MHTepec s
PYCCKOTO UMTaTesIs MpescTaBiisieT BOIIPOC O TOM,
KaKOBO MeCTO OTeYeCTBEHHBIX HEOKaHTMAHCKVIX
uHTepnpeTarnii Kantosa mpocTpaHcTBa 11 Bpe-
MeHI Ha 3ToM ¢oHe. Hambosee paspaboTanHyIO
VI OPUTVHAJIBHYIO KOHIIENIINIO ITPOCTPaHCTBA W
BpeMeHN B PYCCKOM HEOKaHTWMAHCTBe IIperIo-
xuit Visan Visanosnu Jlammmna (1870—1952). Co-
TIIOCTaBJIeHVIe ero O3 ¢ ToUuKom 3peHmst Kore-
Ha Ha ITPOCTPaHCTBO 1 BpeMsi, a TaKKe aHaJIU3 ap-
ryMeHTalym JlamiiiHa B IIOCTPOEHMI €T0 CIIaTy-
O-TeMIIOPaJIbHOV KOHIIeNIuu OyzeT IIpeMeToM
HaCTOSIITIeV CTaThA

2. lopn3oHTHBI AMCKypca

«Teopust onbita KaHTa» He TOIBKO MOB/IVSIIA
Ha IOCJIe[IyIoIInI TBopueckuit nyTh KoreHa (aB-
TOP [IBa’KIIbI JJOIIOJIHSUI U Tlepen3iaBasl ee Ha IIpo-
TsDKeHUM Xvi3HM — B 1885 m 1918 rr.), HO crasna
Takke OOpas3oM (IIIKOJION) IIperapyvpoBaHMS U
PpasBUTIS KaHTOBCKVMX WJEV B MeXIyHapOIHOM
HeoKaHTHaHcTBe. Kak mosraraer CkorT Dprap,
KoreHn cumnras, uTo paspuTie 3HaHWUS CTPEMUTCS
KO Bce Oostblient yHMBepcaIbHOCTH. Tpn aTOM Te
3JIEMEHTHI Hay4YHBIX TeOPWV, KOTOpbIe OCTAIOTCS
CTaOVWIBHBIMYM IIPU IOCTPOeHUN Oojlee yHUBEP-
CAJIBHBIX TEOPWV, IPUOIIVDKAIOT VICCIIenoBaTesIent
K CTPOrOCTV YHMBEpPCaIbHBIX (POpMaIbHBIX YCIIO-
Bun omnbiTa (Edgar, 2021). Koren 6bU1 4y TOK K pe-
BOJIIOIIMIOHHBIM VM3MeHeHVsIM B HayKe, B (pU3VKe
Y TJIaBHBIM oOpa3oM B MareMarnke. OH miepecMo-
TpeJl CTPYKTYPYy KaHTOBCKOIO BHEVICTOPVIECKOTO
TPaHCIeHIeHTaJIBHOTO CYObeKTa B CBSI3VI C STUMMU
VI3MeHeHMSIMM, 000OCHOBaB BO3MOXHOCTB IIOCTPO-
eHMs HeKJIaCCMYeCcKOro MaTeMaTM3VPOBaHHOIO
eCTeCTBO3HaHMS M3 OIbITa HAy4YHOIO McCileioBa-
HMs, OTIMYHOIO OT OIbITa B IIOHVIMAaHMM CEHCY-
anmctos (Cokyinep, 2013). 3. A. CokyJiep 1osaraert,
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tem of categories and a priori forms of sensi-
bility, deploying robust argumentation which
itself acquired a scientific-theoretical status.
Against this background, the Russian reader is
sure to be interested to know the place of Rus-
sian neo-Kantian interpretations of space and
time. The most thorough and original concept
of space and time in Russian neo-Kantianism
was proposed by Ivan Lapshin (1870—1952).
The aim of this article is to compare his posi-
tion with Cohen’s views on space and time and
to look into Lapshin’s argumentation in build-
ing his spatio-temporal concept.

2. Horizons of Discourse

Not only did Kant’s Theory of Experience in-
fluence his whole career (he enlarged and pub-
lished newly-edited versions twice, in 1885
and again in 1918), but it became a model
(school) of unravelling and developing Kant's
ideas in international neo-Kantianism. Accord-
ing to Scott Edgar (2022), Kant believed that
knowledge develops toward greater universal-
ity, with the elements of scientific theories that
endure and are subsumed into more universal
theories adding to the rigour of universal for-
mal conditions of experience. Cohen was sen-
sitive to revolutionary changes in science, in
physics and especially in mathematics. He re-
vised the structure of the Kantian extra-histor-
ical transcendental subject in connection with
these changes and grounded the possibility
of building a non-classical mathematised nat-
ural science from the experience of scientific
research, different from the experience as un-
derstood by sensualists (Sokuler, 2013). Zina-
ida Sokuler (2021, p. 381) believes that these
changes prompted Kant to develop his own
theoretical philosophy of science: “The ability
of scientific knowledge to outgrow itself, to as-



YTO 3TU M3MeHeHMs moOyamian KoreHa K Bepa-
60TKe cBOe0Opa3HOV TeopeTIruecKon priocodpmm
Hayku: «BO3MOXHOCTb Hay4HOIO 3HaHUS nepe-
pacmams camoeo ceds, IPUHUMATh HOBbIe (POPMBI
CTaHOBUTCS IJIaBHBIM IIPEIMETOM €T0 pa3MBblIIle-
Hui» (Cokyiep, 2021, c. 381). ITpenstoxennsiin Ko-
TeHOM B3IVISA[, Ha OIBIT KaK CHUCTEMY aIllpVOPHBIX
3HaHUW CTajl pe3yJIbTaTOM €ero BOCIIPUMMYNMBO-
CTV K CTPEMUTEJIbBHOMY Pa3BUTUIO HayKu, B KOTO-
POM Bce OOJIBIITYIO pOJTb HAa4MHAJIV UT'PATh BOIIPO-
CBl OCHOBaHWII MaTeMaTMKM, a TaKXe OTKPBITM
HOBBIX TOPM30HTOB MaTeMaTu3allii eCTeCTBO3-
HaHusA. Ha sTom dpone mpopaboTka Takmx yH-
JlaMeHTaJIbHBIX KaTeropmil, Kak IIpOCTPaHCTBO U
BpeMsi, sIBJIsUIach OOIIe3HaunMon prIocodCKom
3a/1a4eri, yCwIvs II0 PeIIeHnI0 KOTOpOu ObLIM
BayKHBI C TOYKV 3peHVISI MMPOBOTO 3IVCTEMOJIOT -
YecKoro Irporiecca.

Mp1 nos1araeM, 4To pyccKye HeOKaHTMAHITBI BO-
BCe He IOTepsUINCh Ha 3TOM (POHE, UTO OHM 3aHU-
MaroT 0coboe MeCTo B AVCKYy pce BOKPYT aIllpuop3-
ma Kanta. Kak ormeuaer B. H. besos, oru «cmor-
JIV, COXpPaHMUB KpUTMUecKni “myx” HeoKaHTMaH-
CKOT'O y4eHVs, CaMOCTOSITeJIbHO pa3BMBaTh €ro Kak
C TeopeTMYecKMX TO3MIINT, oborarasi HeOKaHTV-
aHCTBO IO3UTMBHBIMM JOCTVDKEHMSIMIU (PeHOMe-
HOJIOTMW, TerejIbsgHCTBa, PeJINIMO3HON PUII0Co-
dum, Tak M C TO3MLINUT MPAKTUUECKNX, IIPUBIIe-
Kasl HeOKaHTMAaHCKYIO MeTOIOJIOI IO 171 aHasIM3a
rearorm4eckKmx 1 MOJIMTUKO-IIPaBOBBIX KOHIIETI-
uni» (bernos, 2020, c. 49). Kputndeckas napagur-
Ma IIpOCTpaHCTBa M BpeMeH! (Kak 1, Hallpumep,
KOHIIEIIIV JIOTMYeCKMX 3aKOHOB) BOCIIPVHMa-
J1aCh PYCCKOVI MBICJIBIO U KaK 4acTh aTpuOyTUBHO-
ro nojsi puIocopcKon 3pyauInM, BCeeBpoIIer-
CKOTO KpyTa OOIeHMsl, ¥ KaK CBOero popa KJIou
K IIOCTPOEHMIO CaMOCTOSTEIIbHBIX (PUIIOCOPCKIIX
y4eHUT, KOTOpble PV 3TOM OKaKyTCsl 3HAaUMMBbI-
MU B IPaKTUYeCKOM CMBICJIe, OyAyT MMeTb OTHO-
IT1IeHVie K Ty XOBHOVI XKV3HV JINUHOCT.

IIpencraBuTen  JIOTMKO-METOIOJIOIMYECKOrO
HaITpaBJIeHMsI OTEUYEeCTBEHHOVI YHWBEPCUTETCKOM
dwtocodry, HeCOMHEHHO, HaxXOOWINCh B Men-
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sume new forms becomes the main subject of
his reflections.” Cohen’s view of experience as
a system of a priori knowledge was the result
of his awareness of the rapid development of
science in which questions of the foundations
of mathematics and the discovery of new ho-
rizons of mathematisation of natural science
played an ever more important role. This
spurred the development of such fundamental
categories as space and time which were im-
portant for the world epistemological process
as a whole.

In our opinion, Russian neo-Kantians were
not lost in this process, having carved out a
special niche for themselves in the discourse
around Kant’s apriorism. As Belov (2020, p. 49)
points out, they “managed, preserving the crit-
ical spirit of the neo-Kantian doctrine, to con-
tribute to its development from the theoretical
point of view, enriching neo-Kantianism with
positive achievements in phenomenology,
Hegelianism and religious philosophy, and
from the practical point of view, bringing in
neo-Kantian methodology to analyse peda-
gogical and political-legal concepts”. The crit-
ical paradigm of space and time (like, indeed,
the concept of logical laws) was perceived by
Russian thought as part of philosophical erudi-
tion, the Europe-wide discourse, and a key to
the development of independent philosophical
teachings which would also have practical sig-
nificance and would be relevant to the spiritual
life of the personality.

The representatives of the logical-methodo-
logical strand in Russian academic philosophy
were undoubtedly engaged in an ideational di-
alogue with Cohen. This is particularly notice-
able if we look at the history of philosophy as
“an archive of the epoch”, as “the sphere of
conversation” (methodological concepts intro-
duced by Tatiana G. Shchedrina (2004; 2008)
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HoM fiasiore ¢ KoreHoM. DTo cTaHOBUTCS 0COOEH-
HO 3aMeTHO, eC/IM paccMaTpyBaTh MCTOPUKO-PU-
JI0COPCKYIO CUTyalIMIO KaK «apXWB 3M0XM», KaK
«cdpepy pasropopa» (3TM MeTOHOJIOTMYecKye II0-
HaTus, BeegeHHble T.I. empuaon (cm.: Hlempn-
Ha, 2004; Hlenpuna, 2008), 3mech Kak HeJb3s KCTa-
). Tortoc Korena 3amasait B aToM dpnstocodpckoM
pasrosope IocjIeIoBaTeIbHYIO U YeTKYIO TOHAIb-
HOCTb Yepe3 BOCIIPUSTYIE KOHILIEMIINT er0 YUYeH!-
KOB (B IIepBYIO ouepeslb 3TO NepesefieHHbIe B Poc-
cum B Havaste XX B. I1. Hatopr n . Kaccupep),
uepe3 CTaXMPOBKM B HEOKaHTMaHCKMUX LeHTpax,
yepe3 TBOPUYECKO-VHTeJUIeKTYaJIbHYIO Cpefly Bpe-
MeHU 1 MecTa. DTU (PaKThl MBI IIPOIOJDKAEM OT-
KpbIBaTh 1 OCMBIC/IVIBATh cerrdac, Bce OoJiee TIOHM-
Magd 3HauMMocTh KoreHa [i1si pycckovi MBICIIV B
cwity ero KoHrenmasbHocTu Kanry. Tak, mampu-
Mep, Ormaromapst apxeorpadmdeckoy 1 KOMMEH-
Tatopckovt pabore H.A. [IMutpueBort Mbl y3Ha-
eM o pabote Ajsekcanapa JIusepuesnua CakkeT-
T, TIocBsAteHHON dpvtocodpnu Korena (Amutpu-
esa, Cakkerry, 2021). ITpryem Kpyr cTaHOBJIEHNS,
oOmieHnst m TpyHoBow AesitenpHOCTM CakeTTn
ObUT OJIM30K 11 BTOPOMY T'epolo Hallleyl CTaTbil —
. V. Jlammmny. B aToit «cdpepe pasrosopa» Obuta
Ba)XHa 1 oOImasg J1000Bb K MY3bIKe, 1 OOIIVe
yuuTesisd, KOJUIer¥, OVICKYCCHMOHHBIE IUIOMIAIKNU
(A. C. JTattmo-Hanwmtesckum, 2.J1. Pazgyos, obrre-
H1e B Putocodckom obrrectse 1ipu IletepOypr-
CKOM YyHUBepcuTeTe), M NyOnIMKalMOHHas Aes-
TesrbHOCTE (Pazytos v CakeTTnt paboTasv B KHUTO-
vsnarebckont apren «Hayka v Hkosta» (Tam xe,
c. 97), kotopas B 1922 r. BBIITyCTMIIa KPYITHEVIIIYIO
paboty Jlammmua «@Putocodnst nM3obpeTeHMs 1
msobpeteHue B dprtocodpur» (Jlammms, 1922)).
V. V. Jlammmmy, 0Ge3yciioBHO, OBLJI 3HAKOM C
IIPOCTPaHCTBeHHO-BpeMeHHoV KoHIeruen Ko-
reHa. bostee Toro, B paboTe «3aKOHBI MBIIIUIEHVIS 1
dopmMbl o3HaHMS», TAe POPMEI IIPOCTPAaHCTBa
BpeMeHV OCMBIC/IMBAIOTCS B HEOKaHTMaHCKOW T1a-
pafurme, IIpUCYTCTBYeT Jlake CKpbITasl IOJIeMU-
Ka Jlammmmaa ¢ KorenoM o ToM, BO3MOXKHO JIVI CUM-
TaTh IPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMsl KaTeropusMu (IIoHs-

100

come in very handy). Cohen’s voice gave a very
consistent and clear tone to this philosophical
conversation through the perception of the con-
cepts of his pupils (most notably Paul Natorp
and Ernst Cassirer who were translated in Rus-
sia in the early twentieth century), through in-
ternships at neo-Kantian centres, and through
being part of the creative intellectual milieu.
As we discover more and more such facts we
become aware of the significance of Cohen for
Russian thought, due to his congeniality with
Kant. Thus, for example, thanks to the arche-
ographic and commentating work of Nina A.
Dmitrieva we learn about the work of Alexan-
der Sakketti (see Dmitrieva and Sakketti, 2021)
devoted to Cohen. Incidentally, Sakketti grew
up, studied and worked in a circle that was
close to the other central figure of this article,
Ivan Lapshin. Important factors in this “sphere
of conversation” were love of music, com-
mon teachers, colleagues, and discussion ven-
ues (Aleksander S. Lappo-Danilevsky, Ernest
L. Radlov, Petersburg University’s Philosoph-
ical Society), and publishing activities (Rad-
lov and Sakketti worked at the publishing artel
“Nauka i Shkola” (“Science and School”) (ibid.,
p- 97) which brought out Lapshin’s main work
Philosophy of Invention and Invention in Philoso-
phy in 1922 (see Lapshin, 1922)).

Lapshin was certainly familiar with Co-
hen’s space-time conception. Indeed, his work
The Laws of Thought and Forms of Cognition,
which explores forms of space and time in the
neo-Kantian paradigm, contains disguised po-
lemics with Cohen about whether or not space
and time can be considered to be categories
(concepts). In answering this question in the af-
firmative and thus challenging Cohen’s view,
Lapshin (1906, p. 58) cites the Marburg philos-
opher: “On the above-quoted words of Renou-
vier (about the possibility of ‘empty” space and



TsiMm). [lostoXXnTeIbHO OTBeYasi Ha 3TOT BOIIPOC
U ocrapvBasi TaKMM oOpa3oM Touky 3peHus: Ko-
rera, Jlammma DpUMBOOUT CIIEAYIONIYIO MBICIIb
MapOyprckoro dwiocoda: «KoreH 10 moBomy
BBILIIEIIPVBEIeHHBIX CJIOB PeHyBbe (0 BO3MOXHO-
CTU «ITyCTOTO» IIPOCTPAHCTBA U «ITyCTOrO» BpeMe-
Hu. — B.C., B.II) 3amedaeT: “...KTO cUMTaeT IIpo-
CTPaHCTBO M BpeMsd KaTeropusiMy, TOT paspyllla-
eT Bechb PyHIlaMeHT TpaHCLIeHIeHTaIbHO CUCTe-
MbI"» (JTarmms, 1906, c. 58). OTMeTnM 31€ech, 9TO B
KOTI'eHOBCKOVI KOHIIETIIINY IIPOCTPaHCTBO U BpeMs
OTJIEJIAIOTCSA OT MOMEHTa UyBCTBEHHOI'O BOCITPUS-
THs. B ero cucreMe OHM M «TUIIBI U CpeACTBa 00-
pa3oBaHMs IPeICTaBIIeHNIT», «IIepBble CTYIIeH! B
yCTaHOBJIeHUM CBsi3ell B cosHaHUW» (Koren, 2012,
c. 153), m NOHATMSA NOJTHOLIEHHBIX OTBJIEYeHHBIX
KOHCTPYKIIUVL. DTO «KOHCTUTYWUPYIOIIVe YCIIOBYS
OIbITa», KOTOpPBle HEVICTBYIOT KakK «dyHIaMeH-
TaJIbHbIe opyaus Hayku» (TaMm xe, c. 268).

31eck MOXKHO 3adpVKCHPOBaTh TaKyIO TUIIOTE3Y:
KaHTMaHCKas MapaJurMa IIpocTpaHCTBa 1 BpeMe-
HM aKTyaJu3upoBaslach Ha HOBOM BUTKe pa3BU-
TV Hay4YHOW palliOHaJIbHOCTU. DTa TeHOeHIIVS
crernasia consmepuMbiMm mzten Korena um Jlarmmm-
Ha Ha TOM OCHOBaHWUM, 9TO 0oba dpumitocoda, cTpe-
MSICh BBICTPOUTB VI OPOPMUTH COOCTBEHHBIE THO-
ceosylormyeckyie KOHIENINM, 1O CYTW, OTTaJIKV-
BaJIVICh OT TIOCTAHOBKW ITPOOJIeMBI COOTHOIIIEHWS
¢deHOMEeHOB JIOTMYeCKOIo ¥ IICHXOJIOIMYecKOro,
YJICTOrO ¥ peasIbHOro 3HaHms. Tak, M3BecTHO, 4TO
rpobrieMa TICMXosIorM3Ma B (prIocopmut JIOTVIKI
CTasla KaMHeM ITpeTKHOBeHMs U IIpeIMeTOM OXe-
CTOYEHHBIX IVICKYCCUVI B €BPOIIEVICKOVI U PYCCKOM
SMVCTEMOJIOT MV BTOPOV HoIoBuHBI XIX — Havasa
XX B. B 210 ke BpeMs BO3HMKaeT HacyIlllHas MO-
TpeOHOCTh B HOBOW He TOJIBKO 3KCIlepyMeHTalb-
HOVI, HO U JIOTMIKO-METOI0JIOrMYeCcKOV IT0JJOCHOBE
ricuxosiorvyeckort Haykn. IloHmmanwme stom cu-
Tyauun JlammmH nepenaeT, HarrpuMep, B padote
«Yro ecTh McTMHA?»: «CoBpeMeHHas r3MKa 1Me-
eT /1eJI0 He ¢ MeTadpu3MUIecKo uieeri MaTepuu, HO
C BOCIIPMHVIMaeMbIM B OIbITe BerecTsoM. CoBpe-
MeHHBIVI aTOM He eCTb YMO3puUTe/IbHas PUKIIS,
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‘empty’ time — V.S., V.P.), Cohen notes: “[...]
those who consider space and time to be cate-
gories are destroying the very foundation of the
transcendental system’.” It should be noted that
Cohen separates space and time from sensi-
ble intuition. In his system they are “types and
means of the formation of representations”?,
and “first stages in establishing links in con-
sciousness”? (Cohen, 1885, p. 84), and concepts
of full-scale abstract constructs. They are the
“constituent conditions of experience”* which
operate as “fundamental tools of science””
(ibid., p. 268).

This warrants the following hypothesis: the
Kantian paradigm of space and time was put
forward at a new turn of the spiral of the de-
velopment of scientific rationality. This ten-
dency made the ideas of Cohen and Lapshin
commensurate on the grounds that both phi-
losophers, seeking to build and form their own
epistemological concepts, proceeded from pos-
ing the problem of the relationship of the phe-
nomena of logical, psychological, pure and real
knowledge. The problem of psychologism in
the philosophy of logic became a stumbling
block and a subject of fierce debates in Euro-
pean and Russian epistemology in the latter
half of the nineteenth and early twentieth cen-
turies. At that same time an urgent need arose
not only for a new experimental, but also a
logical-methodological foundation of psycho-
logical science. There is an awareness of this
situation in Lapshin’s work What is Truth?:
“Modern physics deals not with the metaphys-
ical idea of matter, but with substance per-
ceived in experience. The modern atom is not a
cerebral fiction, but reality. True, we do not yet

2 “[...] Typen und Gestaltungsmittel der Vorstellungen
3...”.[.“] die ersten Stufen [...] in der Herstellung von
Verbindungen im Bewusstsein [...].”

t “[...] constituirende Bedingungen der Erfahrung [...].”

> “[...] fundamentale Werkzeuge der Wissenschaft [...].”
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HO peastbHOCTH. [IpaBma, MBI He BOCHIPUMHMMAEM
HeIIOCPEeICTBEHHO aTOMa, KaK TaKOBOI'0, HO CTPYyK-
Typa BelllecTBa Bce TTyOxe 1 IIyOXKe IOCTUTaeTcst
HaMU OIIBITHBIM ITyTeM. . .» (Jlammmg, 2006, c. 290).
VItak, cTaHOBJIEHVIE HOBOVI HAayYHOV palliOHa/Ib-
HocTu neprofa KoHia XIX — nagaia XX B. Tpe-
GoBaJIo BBIPAOOTKM COOTBETCTBYIOIIVIX MeTaTeo-
peTM9ecK X OCHOBAHWMVI, BJIEKIJIO 3a COOOVI HeoO-
XOIAVIMOCTD BBISICHEHM CTaTyca JIOTMYeCKMX 3aKo-
HOB, COOTHOIIIEHVISI TTI03HaBaTeJIbHBIX PopM, TIpo-
sICHeHVIS TIo3uIIn arrpriopmaMa. [Tapagurma kpu-
TUIIM3Ma OKa3aslach afleKBaTHA 3TVIM SIIMCTEMOJIO-
I'MYeCKVM BBI30BaM, IIOCKOJIBKY «3a/jada KPUTUKI
ITO3HAHMS — BBISICHUTH, Orlaromaps KakumM dJle-
MEeHTaM CO3HaHWs MjeayIbHble 00pa3oBaHMS BbI-
pacTaioT 10 ypoBHSI OOBEKTOB eCcTeCTBO3HaHVIS»
(Cexynmanrt, 2010, c. 222). TeopeTndeckne paspa-
6otkm Korena cpopmmposasnm cBoeoOpasHbI Ka-
HOH MapOyprckoro HeOKaHTVAHCTBa B JIaJIbHEVI-
VX VICCTIEOBAHMSIX 3TVIX BOIIPOCOB.

3. IIpocTpaHCTBO M BpeMsI
B TPaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHOM ONbITe
corsiacHo Koreny

VaTepripeTnpys M KOPPEKTUPYS TpaHCIIeH-
HeHTanM3M KéHurcobeprckoro dutocoda, Koren
dopMupyeT IPUHIIUIINAIBHO HOBOEe OTHOIIIEHe
K OIBITY — OH KOHIIEHTPUpYeT IO3HaBaTe/IbHbIe
ycuivsl He Ha MeTadpM31I4ecKOM OMVCAaHUY, a Ha
BBIPKEHHOM B CTPOTMX W IIOCTIEIOBATeIbHBIX
JEeVICTBMSIX HayyHOM MO3HaHMUW. B ocHoBaHWMU
3TOrO MOIXO0/A JIEXXWUT «TPaHCIIeH/IeHTaIbHbIV Me-
TO» (OH e «PrIT0cOPCKIT MeTOI» U «KpUTIUe-
CKUM MeTO):L»), I peaCTaBIAIOIINT cobor, Kak BEp-
HO oTMeTniI A.A. TIOTIOHHUKOB, «0edykmubHovlil
METO/I, XapaKTep KOTOPOro VIMeeT 3Ha4eHVe HOp-
MBI He IIPOCTO IS YeJIOBEYeCKOrO MBIITIIEHIS,
HO — uTo fAestaeT Korena Korenom — mjist nayu-
H020 MBIIUIEHNS], IIOCKOJIBKY OHO HaIlpaBjleHO Ha
OOBEKTMBHYIO PeayIbHOCTh, YKOPEHEHHYIO B He-
VI3MEHHBIX 3aKOHax omnblta» (TrorroHHMKOB, 2018,
c. 10). CyTp aTOr0 MeTosa COCTOUT B TOM, UTO BCe
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perceive the atom directly as such, but we are
gaining an ever deeper insight into the struc-
ture of substance experimentally [...]” (Lap-
shin, 2006, p. 290). Thus, the emergence of a
new scientific rationality in the late nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries called for the de-
velopment of corresponding meta-theoretical
grounds, and entailed the need to clarify the
status of logical laws, the relationship between
cognitive forms, and clarification of the posi-
tion of apriorism. The criticism paradigm was
able to meet these epistemological challeng-
es since “the task of the critique of cognition
is to determine the elements of consciousness
thanks to which ideal entities grow to the lev-
el of objects of natural science” (Sekundant,
2010, p. 222). Cohen’s theoretical work formed
a kind of canon of Marburg neo-Kantianism in
turther study of these issues.

3. Space and Time
in Transcendental Experience
according to Cohen

Interpreting and adjusting Kant’s transcen-
dentalism, Cohen forms a fundamentally new
attitude to experience: he concentrates cogni-
tive efforts not on metaphysical description,
but on scientific cognition expressed in rigor-
ous and consistent actions. This approach is
based on the “transcendental method” (or “the
philosophical method” and “the critical meth-
od”) which, as Aleksander A. Tyutyunnikov
(2018, p. 10) pointed out, “is a deductive method
whose character has the significance of a norm
not simply for human thinking but — and this
is stated in Cohen — for scientific thinking, inas-
much as it is directed at objective reality root-
ed in the immutable laws of experience”. The
essence of this method is that all the parame-
ters of experience are not given but “assigned”:
if we think about the properties of some object,



IIapaMeTpBl OITbITa He JaHBl, HO «3alaHbl»: eCiIn
MBI pa3MBIIIUISIEM O CBOVICTBaX KaKOro-Imbo o0b-
eKTa, TO, Kak riojiaraet Koren, ero 6a3oBble xapak-
TEPUCTVIKY yKe 3afJaHbl CO3HAHVEM, IHaue MbI He
cMorn ObI TTOCTpOUTE 00 3TOM OOBeKTe HU Of-
HOT'O, [Ja’Ke CaMOro 3JIEMEHTApHOro, CY XKIeHMs, a
CITy>KeOHBIe XapaKTePUCTUKY (TO, YTO COCTaBIISET
Marepwasl IIPOTOKOJIBHBIX IIPeJIOKEHNIL) OepyT-
CsT VI3BHE:

Hwukakovt OIeIT, HMKaKOV OCOOBIN TPeyroib-
HUK He JTOKa)XeT MHe, YTO B KaKIOM TpPeyroJib-
HVKe CyMMa IIByX CTOPOH OOJIbIlle, UeM TpeThs
CTOpOHa: 3TO CJIeJTyeT M3 MOEro COo3epraHus C
IIOCTOBEPHOCTHIO, KOTOPYIO C JaBHMX IIOP TOJIb-
KO He C CMCTeEMaTUYeCKOV ITOCJI€/IOBATEIIbHOCTHIO
BBIZIEITVITN KaK 0Opaser] JIOCTOBePHOCTY, KaK Oove-
BUIHOCTb, KaK JIOCTOBEPHOCTh co3eprjaHus. Moe
cosepliaHvie SBJISIETCS TE€M, YTO IIPUIOTOBIISIET
3Ty mocrosepHocTh (Koren, 2012, c. 186).

Heciryuanino mHorme wucciengosatest pusio-
codckoro Haciienms KoreHa oTMedaroT reHeTu-
YeCKYIO CBSI3b €r0 THOCEOJIOMM C IIJIAaTOHOBCKOV,
I7le XapaKTepVCTUKIM CyIIero He M3BJIeKaloTCs U3
OITbITA, a CXBaTbIBaroTCs B wmmesx. CoOcTBeHHO,
Koren nocsgaiaer monorpaduio «IImaronosckoe
ydeHmne o0 wmIesix M MareMaTVKa» VHTepIpeTa-
LIV IPVIPOZIBI MaTeMaTN9eCcKOro 3HaHMs Kak 00-
pasiia BCSIKOTO TEOPETMUECKOT0 3HaHMS, 0e3 KOTo-
pOro HeBO3MOXKHO ITO3HaHMe Kak TakoBoe. Korena
VMHTepecyeT BOIIPOC O TOM, KaK 4ycTasi HayKa Mo-
XeT OBbITH MO3HaHMEM peaslbHBIX ITpenmeTos (Ce-
kyHaaHT, 2010, c. 220). CirenyeT ynoMsHYTb, YTO
B OCMBICJIeHUM 3Toro Borpoca KoreHom, a Takxke
B KOHCTPYMPOBAaHMV MM COOCTBEHHOTO KpPWUTW-
KO-TTO3HaBaTeJIbHOIO TIOIXOma K 3TOM IIpolrieMe
3BPUCTUYECKYIO POJIb CBIIPajl MeTO, OeCKOHEeYHO
MasbIx (cm.: bestos, 2018; beprornno, 2018; Cekyn-
nanT, 2010). V1 x0Tt B 3TOM IIOIXOfIe IIpOoCcMaTpu-
BaeTCsI CBSI3b C aHTWMYHOW TpaguIyeri, OCHOBOIIO-
JlaralolIyM OCTaeTCsl KPUTWYeCKU B3IJIA[, KO-
TOPBIVI YUUTHIBaeT 3BOJIIOIVIO HayUYHOIO 3HaHMS
U TIO3BOJISIET «BOCIIPENSTCTBOBAThH TOMY, UTOOBI
Teopwsl IO3HAHMS CHOBA ObUIa JIOKHO IIOHSITa B
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then, according to Cohen, its basic characteris-
tics are already assigned by our consciousness,
otherwise we would not be able to form even
the most elementary judgment about this ob-
ject, while the auxiliary characteristics (what
forms the material of protocol sentences) are
drawn from outside:

No experience, no particular triangle can
prove to me that in any triangle the sum of two
sides is larger than the third side: this follows
from my intuition with a certainty which has
long been identified, albeit not with systematic
consistency, as the model of certainty, as
something evident, as the certainty of intuition.
It is my intuition which produces this certainty®
(Cohen, 1885, p. 124).

It is not by chance that many students of Co-
hen’s philosophical legacy note the genetic con-
nection of his epistemology with that of Plato
in which the characteristics of being are not de-
rived from experience, but captured in ideas.
In fact, Cohen devotes his monograph Plato’s
Teaching on Ideas and Mathematics to the inter-
pretation of the nature of mathematical knowl-
edge as a model of all theoretical knowledge
without which cognition is impossible. Cohen
is interested in how pure science can be cog-
nition of real objects (Sekundant, 2010, p. 220).
It should be noted that infinitesimal values
played a heuristic role in Cohen’s thinking on
this question and in his construction of his own
critical-cognitive approach to this problem (see:
Belov, 2018; Bertolino, 2018; Sekundant, 2010).
Although this approach has something of the
antique tradition about it, the key is the criti-
cal view which takes into account the evolution
of scientific knowledge and makes it possible

¢ “Keine Erfahrung, kein einzelner Triangel beweist mir,
dass in jedem Triangel zwei Seiten zusammen grosser sind,
als die dritte: aus meiner Anschauung folgt es mit einer Ge-
wissheit, welche man von jeher, nur nicht mit systematischer
Consequenz, als Muster der Gewissheit, als Evidenz, als An-
schauungs — Gewissheit ausgezeichnet hat. Meine Anschau-
ung ist es, welche jene Gewissheit herrichtet.”
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IICMXOJIOrMUeckoM 3HaueHun» (beprommao, 2018,
c. 76—77). [1ns 3TOrO CiiegyeT IIpOW3BECTV Kpu-
TUKY TICMXOJIOTM3alV allpUOPHBIX POpM IIpo-
CTpaHCTBa M BpeMeHW; MHbIMM cjioBamy, Koren
CTaBUT IIPO0JIeMy IICHXO0JIOrM3Ma B TeOpMY IT03Ha-
HUs, CIIaCTV OT KOTOPOIrO MOXeT IToCjlejoBaTelIb-
HOe IIpoBefieHle IIPorpaMMBbl JIOTUIIM3Ma B MH-
TepIpeTaly Hacjleans Kanra.

CornacHo Koreny, ampuopHble pOpMBI UyB-
CTBEHHOCTV — 3TO TO, YTO IIOPOXKIIAeT «BepHBIe
npenybexaeHmns» dYTO obecriedmBaeTcs Cyllle-
CTBOBaHVIEM Hay4HOV OOBEKTMBHOCTY (B ViIeaTb-
HOM Buzle — B (popMe HBIOTOHOBCKOV MeXaHVIKN
nig KaHTa) 1 oOecrieunBaeT Hay4yHBle yCIIexXy U
OTKpeITHA. V1 BBUITy HEJIOrOBOPEHHOCTM, HEOKOH-
4aTeJIbHOCTY ¥ HedoNoHATOCTV KaHTOBBIX Tpak-
TOBOK VICCJTEJIOBATENIVI «He 3HAIOT IIeHHOCTU IIO-
mobHoro umcroro cosepraHus» (Koren, 2012,
c. 186).

Kak >xe mmpepicTaBiieHbl IIPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMsi
B TpaHCLIeH/JeHTaJIbHOM o11bITe, 110 Koreny? 3asds-
JIgs, 9TO IJIaBHad IIeJIb ero Tpyda — HPOSICHUTH
BCe 3JIeMEHTBI TeOpUM OIIbITa, IpefcTaBjleHHbIe
B KputnimsMme Kanra, Koren rmiaBHBIM 00pasom
OUIIeT O IPOCTPAHCTBE W JIVIIL BCKOJIB3b YIO-
MyHaeT BpeMms. OHTOIOrMYecKasi HelpopaOoTaH-
HOCTB (OTCYTCTBVE OOBEKTMBVICTCKON VUIN CyOB-
eKTUBVCTCKOM IIO3UIINY, CyOCTaHIIMAJIICTCKOIO
VIV PEITSIIVIOHVCTCKOTO TIOIXOIa VI IIP.) OOBSICHS-
eTcs TeM, UTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO M BpeMsi a1 Kore-
Ha — JIMIIb VMHCTPYMEHTHI MbIIUIeHN:A. B oTiu-
upe ot KanTa, nosararorero, 4To rneppas CTyIeHb
MO3HaHVSA HauMHAeTCs C OLIYIIeHWUV, IIpeJcTaB-
JIEHHBIX PacCyKy € IIOMOIIIBIO allpUOPHBIX (PopM
4yBCTBEHHOCTU — IIpocTpaHcTBa 1 Bpemenu, Ko-
reH He IpuAaeT OIIYIIeHWAM Y 4yBCTBEHHOCTU
ceppesHoro 3HadeHus. T. b. [inyrau nmimer:

Ecim MBI IpM3HAiM, 9TO O3HAHMe He Hauu-
HaeTCsl C OIIYIIeHNI1, TO BCe e KaKyIo-TO PoJjib
onn urpator? ComiacHo Koreny, fna, Ho coBceM
He TaKylo, KaKyto mpummceBal M Kanr. Ornry-
IIIeHMsT BOOOIIe B .102uKy IIO3HAHWUSI He BXOISIT,
OHI — HaKaHYHe, B actmemuke, I poJIb X COCTOUT
TOJIBKO B TOM, UTO OHV CBUIETEJIbCTBYIOT, UTO MBI

“to prevent the theory of cognition from be-
ing again falsely understood in the psycholog-
ical sense” (Bertolino, 2018, pp. 76-77). To this
end critique of the psychologisation of a priori
forms of space and time is necessary; in other
words, Cohen raises the question of psycholo-
gism in the theory of cognition, the only rem-
edy for which is consistent adherence to the
programme of logicism in the interpretation of
Kant's heritage.

According to Cohen (1885, p. 124), a prio-
ri forms of sensibility is what engenders “the
right presuppositions”, which is ensured by
scientific objectivity (ideally, in the form of
Newtonian mechanics for Kant) and ensures
scientific breakthroughs and discoveries. Re-
searchers “do not know the value of such pure
intuition”” because Kantian ideas are not fully
explained, are not final and have not been en-
tirely understood.

How are space and time represented in tran-
scendental experience according to Cohen?
While he declares that his main aim is to clarify
all the elements of the theory of experience rep-
resented in Kant’s critical philosophy, Cohen
writes mainly about space and only mentions
time in passing. His argument is ontological-
ly wanting (lack of a stated objectivist or sub-
jectivist position, substantialist or relationist
approach, etc.) because for Cohen space and
time are merely instruments of thought. Unlike
Kant, who believes that cognition begins with
sensations presented to understanding through
a priori forms of sensibility, space and time,
Cohen does not attach much significance to
sensations and sensibility. Tamara B. Dlugach
(2016, p. 149) writes:

If we have conceded that cognition does
not begin with sensations, do they still play
some role? According to Cohen, yes, they do,
but not the role ascribed to them by Kant. In

7 Cf.” Man kennt den Werth einer solchen reinen Anschauung
noch nicht.”
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C YeM-TO CTOJIKHYJIVICh, HO [oTBeTHTE Ha BOHpOC,]
YTO TaKOe 3TO HeUTO, M JakKe IIOCTaBUTh BOIIPOC
00 3TOM HeuyTo OIIyIIeHMs He MOTYT. <...> Ou
yrpekaeT KaHTa B TOM, 4TO B €ro crcTeMe TpaHC-
LeH/IeHTaJIbHBIVI METOJ «KakK ObI cropaeT B OIIy-
meHun» (diyray, 2016, c. 149).

s Korena mpenMeT 3HaHMS KOHCTPYUpPYyeT-
cs1 B MpluieHnn. [Ipyyem MbluieHve BBIIOIHS-
eT JiBe 3aj]a4ll: BO-TIepBbIX, OHO POpMUpyeT CyIIl-
HOCTHYIO CTOPOHY IIpefMeTa, BO-BTOPBIX, BBICTY-
IaeT Kak obpas, BujI mpeaMeTa. B iepsom ciryuae
MBIIIUIEHV® MbICAUN, @ BO BTOPOM — coO3epyaen.
Tax BOT, B IepBoM ciIydae BpeMsi ¥ IPOCTPaHCTBO,
KaK ¥ VHBle XapaKTepUCTUKM eCcTeCTBO3HaHM,
BBICTYIAIOT B KaueCcTBe ITOHSATNV, C IIOMOIIIbIO KO-
TOPBIX MBICIb ITPOU3BOANUT 3HaHMeE, a BO BTOPOM
BpeMsl 1 IIPOCTPAHCTBO — OOpasHble 3JIeMEeHTHI,
criocoOcTByfoIIVe (POPMUPOBAHUIO I1€JIOCTHOTO
obpasa mpemmera.

CraJio ObITE, IPOCTPAHCTBO 1 BpeMs, 1o Kore-
HY, HeKOPPeKTHO HasblBaThb IOHATUSAMU VIV Ka-
teropusiMn. Koren ormeuaet, uro KanT pasnu-
yajl cosepanmsa n dpumocodpckme nmoHaTrs. Kak
OH IMUIIIET, «IIPOCTPAaHCTBO U BpeMsl SIBJIAI0TCS ab-
CTPaKTHBIMM IIOHATUAMM — 3TO €AVHOMAYIIHOe
peleHe, KOTOpOe JlaBaJla JIOKaHTOBCKas duio-
codusi» (Koren, 2012, c. 159). Ho Takast TpakToB-
Ka CTajla OCHOBaHUMeM QyHIaMeHTa/IbHBIX pas-
HOUTeHUV cperin pr1ocodoB OTHOCUTEIBHO BO-
Ipoca O BPOXAEHHOCTV WJIN IIPHOOpeTeHHOCTU
uent mpocTpaHcTBa M BpeMeHn. CumTarh IIpo-
CTPaHCTBO M BpeMsi IIOHATUSMM OIIMOOYHO elrle
VI IIOTOMY, YTO «JIOTMYeCKVe IIOHATUS He MOIYT
OBITH JIOCTATOUHBIMU [1JI1 TOTO, YTOOBI KOHCTPY-
MpOBaTh OMBIT, KOTOPBIVI pa3BepTHIBaeT Coep-
JKaHVe eIVHWYHOIO B CUHTeTUYecKre 3HaHVe»
(Tam xe, c. 182). VTaK, MBI JIVIIIb TIOJIB3yeMCS ITPO-
CTPaHCTBOM ¥ BpeMeHeM KaK ITOHSTUSMM, HO MX
VICTMHHBIVI CMBICJT IJTyOXKe: OHM COCTaBJISIOT KOH-
CTPYKTMBHYIO IIOJIOCHOBY 3HaHMs1. Koren mipezrio-
4pTaeT MCHOIL30BaTh TaKye HavMeHOBaHM:, KaK
«CO3HaHVIe IIPOCTPAHCTBA», «IIPe/ICTaBJIeHIe TIPO-
CTPaHCTBa», YTO HMKaK HeJIb3sd CBeCTU K JIoruye-

V.L Savintsev, V.S. Popova

general, sensations do not come into the logic
of cognition, they are prior, belonging to
aesthetics, and their role consists only in that
they attest that we have encountered something
but they cannot answer the question what this
something is, and indeed sensations cannot
even pose the question about this something.
[...] He admonishes Kant because in his system
the transcendental method “burns up, as it
were, in sensation”.

According to Cohen, the object of knowl-
edge is constructed in thought. Thought per-
forms two tasks: first, it forms the essence of
the object; second, the image, the look of the
object. In the former case thinking thinks and in
the latter case it contemplates. So in the former
case time and space, like other characteristics
of natural science, are concepts with the help of
which thought produces knowledge, and in the
latter case time and space are image elements
that help to form a complete image of the ob-
ject.

Thus, according to Cohen, it would be
wrong to call space and time concepts or cate-
gories. Cohen notes that Kant distinguished in-
tuitions and philosophical concepts. He writes
that “space and time are abstract concepts —
this is the unanimous verdict of pre-Kantian
philosophy”® (Cohen, 1885, p. 91). But this in-
terpretation gave rise to fundamental differenc-
es among philosophers as to whether the ideas
of space and time are inborn or acquired. An-
other reason why it would be wrong to consid-
er space and time to be concepts is that “logical
concepts cannot be sufficient to construct expe-
rience which unfolds the content of the singu-
lar into synthetic knowledge”? (ibid., p. 119). So,
we merely use space and time as concepts, but

8 “Raum und Zeit sind abstracte Begriffe — dies ist die
einstimmige Ldsung, welche die vorkantische Philosophie
gegeben hat.”

? “Die logischen Begriffe konnen daher nicht ausreichend
sein, die Erfahrung, welche den Inhalt des Einzelnen in
synthetischen Erkenntnissen entfaltet, in jenen Entwiirfen zu
construiren [...].”
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CKOMY TIOHSTHIO Hamnpsimyio. ITpu 3ToM, Boripe-
K11 oIleHKe JlarmmiHa o MOHSATUIIHOM CxeMaTv3Me
Korena, xotopsint pasoOiraer ¢niocodos B Bo-
IIpoce O IIPOCTPAHCTBE I BpeMeHV, MOXHO yBU-
IeThb V1 cOVDKaroIIyie X MOMEHTBHI.

4. Bpems 1 IpocTpaHCTBO
B paborax JlammmHa

Kak ormeuaer H. A./IMutpueBa, «HeoKaHTWU-
aHCKVIe fieVl — He B IIOCIIeHIOI0 O4Yeperib, [I0-Bi-
IAVIMOMY, MapOyprckoro HeOKaHTMAHCTBA, — OKa-
3as11 Ha JlamimmHaa cepbesHoe BiivsiHMe. Yoke B I1Iep-
BBIX CBOVX paboTax JIammmH 1ocTaBil BOIIPOC O
TeOpuUM IIO3HAHMS KaK OCHOBe (POPMaIbHOM W,
MO3IHEee, CIMBOJIMYECKOVI JIOTVIKV, a TakKXe — 00
aKTVBHOCTV THOCEOJIOTYeCcKOro cyopeKkTa 1o oT-
HOIIIEHMIO K 00beKTy» (IMmTpuesa, 2007, c. 139).
ITomo6ro Koreny, JIamimmH, ¢ OIHOV CTOPOHBI, OT-
cTamBaeT Kilaccudeckue dpopmysnposkn KaHra o
IIPOCTPaHCTBe U BpeMeHM (HarpuMmep, BCTyIaeT B
CIIOp O «IIyCTOM» IIPOCTPAHCTBe ¥ BpeMeHM), a C
OPYTOM — CTPeMUTCS IlepepadoTaTh OTIIeIbHbIe
TTOJIOXKEHVIS, UTOOBI «yCVUIUTD» KAHTOBCKYIO ITO3V-
LIVIO, ClleJlaB ee IIPUTOHON U J1JId HY>K] HeOKaH-
TUAHCKOM prtocodmm, MCCiIeAyToIeil IJlaBHbIM
o0pa3oM IIpMpOIy Hay4HO-TEOPETUUYECKOro 3Ha-
HM. B 3TOM TIepepalboTKe CrIaTO-TEMIIOpaIbHbIX
3JIEeMEHTOB — W3 allpMOPHBIX (POPM UyBCTBEHHO-
CTU B allpriopHble (POPMBI MBIIIUIEHUST — U POp-
MUpyeTcs coOCTBeHHas KOoHILemys JlammHa.

CriertyeT oTMeTUTB, UTO JIamimmH, MCIIBIThIBaA
rirybokoe mouTeHme K reHuio KaHra, sammmiaer
CMeJIOCTBb M aKTyaJIbHOCTb, TJIIyOMHY KOHIIeIIINM
«OHOTO ™3 OJIarOpPOMHENIINX IIperCTaBUTesIeN
ueJsiopeueckort MeIcI». OH oOpariiaeT BHUMaHVE
Ha TO, YTO COBPEMEHHVIKV-eCTeCTBOVICIIBITATEe N
Ge30CHOBaTEIIBHO OTBEPraloT KPUTUYECKUI Vife-
amsM KaHTa, mmTast cTpacTHYIO aHTUIATUIO K
HeMY, a TI0 CyTV — IIPOCTO OOSATCS ero, HOCKOJIBKY
paccMaTpuBalOT B CBOVMIX HayKaX pasBUTHe OObek-
TOB BO BpeMeHU 1 COCpeJOTOYeHbl Ha 3BOJIIOLIV-
oHHOM mpee. OTcroia HelpuATHe U HeIIOHMMa-

their true meaning lies deeper: they make up
the constructive sub-base of knowledge. Cohen
prefers such terms as “consciousness of space,”
“representation of space” which cannot be di-
rectly reduced to a logical concept. In contrast
to Lapshin, who charges Kant with conceptual
schematism which divides philosophers on the
question of space and time, one can see things
they have in common.

4. Time and Space in Lapshin’s Works

Dmitrieva (2007, p. 139) notes that
“neo-Kantian ideas — not least probably those
of the Marburg neo-Kantianism — exerted con-
siderable influence on Lapshin. Already in his
early works Lapshin raised the question of the
theory of cognition as the basis of formal, and
later, symbolic logic as well as the active role
of the epistemological subject vis-a-vis the ob-
ject”. Like Cohen, Lapshin, on the one hand,
upholds classical Kantian propositions on space
and time (he weighs in on the issue of “emp-
ty” space and time) and, on the other hand, he
tries to rework some propositions to “bolster”
Kant’s position by making it fit the needs of
neo-Kantian philosophy, which studies primar-
ily the nature of scientific-theoretical knowl-
edge. Lapshin’s own conception emerges from
this reworking of spatial-temporal elements
from a priori forms of sensibility into a priori
forms of thought.

It has to be said that Lapshin, who felt great
reverence for Kant’s genius, defends the au-
dacity, relevance and depth of the concept of
“one of the noblest representatives of human
thought.” He claims that contemporary natural
scientists who felt great animus towards Kant,
groundlessly rejected Kant’s critical idealism,
but in reality were simply afraid of him because
in their sciences they studied the development
of objects in time and concentrated on the evo-
lutionary idea. Hence their rejection of and fail-
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HVIe «VJTJTIO30PHOCTV» BPEMEHW, €T0 «IIPU3PAIHO-
ctu» y KanTta. Takoe BocrmpusaTre dpuocodckmx
npent Kanra Jlammme onvceiBaeT ¢ MPOHMYHBIM
HeofoOpenueM: «Ecii Bech Myp II03HaeTCsE HAMM
SV KaK Hallle IIpeficTaBJIeHNe, ecJIi BCe ero
IIpOIUIOe PUCYeTCs Iepen, HaMM JIMIIb KaK psl
HaIlIVX COOCTBEHHBIX IIPeICTaBJIeHNUI B HACTOS-
I11eM, ecJIV IIPOCTPAHCTBO ¥ BpeMsi NOSIBIJIVICh Ha
CBeT JIVIIIb BMeCTe C CO3HaHVIEM, TO KaK/M ke ab-
CypIOM AOJDKHO OBITH M3ydeHVe pasBUTHS Bce-
JIEHHOVI 10 IIOSIBJIEHVSI HA HEVI XMBBIX CYILIECTB U
uestopeka!» (JTammms, 1900, c. 842). Cam oH fatee,
IIPUBHOCS HEKOTOpPbIe MOIIpaBKM B TEOPUIO aIlpy-
OpHBIX POPM UYBCTBEHHOCT, BCSTUECKN 0OOCHO-
BbIBaeT pPeJIeBAaHTHOCTh KaHTOBCKOIO Haciledus
aKTVBHO pa3BMBalOIeVicsl HayKe U 1jlee Hay YHOrO
TBOpPUECTBa, a OeCIIOYBEHHOE OTBep)KeHe KPUTH-
4ecKoro mjieasinsMa MMeHYyeT «TPYCOCTBIO B MbIIII-
seHVV». 1omOOHBIN cTpax Teper MAesIMU «CVIIb-
HeVIIIM 0Opa3oM BiIMseT Ha JIOTMYecKye BBIBO-
ObL.. B cpepe umcTo HayuyHOM MbIcian» (Tam xe,
c. 852). B aToM cTpaxe niepes1 HecoryiacyomyMucs
C CODCTBEHHOVI TOYKOW 3peHMms PuiIocOPCKUMM
KOHIIeITaMM M COCTOUT IIOAJIVIHHBIVI JOrMaTU3M,
KOTOPBIVI y4YeHBIM HY)XHO IIpeofoJieBaTh, PYyKO-
BozricTBYsdch KanToMm. PaccMoTpmm, Kak MMeHHO
pycckuit dviocod Ipepyiarasl akTyalnsupoBaTh
MzIeVt BeJIMKOro KEHUTCOepXKIIa.

Jlanmme obpaliiaeT BHMMaHVe Ha HEKOTOPYIO
CTelleHb HEeIIPOsICHEHHOCTM (PYHKIWUI 1 IPUPO-
IIbI allpropHBIX popM uyBcTBeHHOCTN ¥ KanTa (a
BeJlb T10 3TOMY IIOBOIY HamvcaHa 1 pabota Kore-
Ha). JIarmmmH paccyXmgaeT:

MHe KaXeTcs TakKe, UTO caMa Hepeulunest-
Hocmy KaHTa O mpaBe CyIWUTh O YMCTOM IIPO-
CTpaHCTBe ¥ BpeMeHM XapakTepucTinyHa. OH Kak
ObI TOBOPUT: Ha CaMOM JIeJle CYAUTb O YMCTBIX CO-
3epIlaHMsX, KaK O IIOHSATHSIX, MBI He 1IMeeM IIpa-
BO, HO ITOITpo0yeM, 0 KpaviHeil Mepe, oIInoKa
Oyner Hepesmmka. Ho mpuHmMas Bo BHUMaHMe,
YTO HEeMBICJIMMOCTb IIyCTOTO IIPOCTpaHCTBA U
BpeMeH! KaK OOBLeKTOB OITbiTa COCTaB/IsieT OC-
HoBy «Kpurnkm», uro misa Kanra (oH 3TO 110-
CTOSIHHO TIOBTOPS$ieT) HaJIMYHOCTD OITYITIeHWUN B
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ure to understand the “illusory” character and
“ghostliness” of time in Kant’s account. Lap-
shin (1900, p. 842) describes such perception of
Kant’s philosophical ideas with ironic disap-
proval: “If we cognise the whole world only as
our representation, if all its past is painted be-
fore us only as a series of our own representa-
tions in the present, if space and time appeared
only together with consciousness, how absurd
it would have been to study the development
of the universe before living beings and the
human appeared in it.” Further, making some
adjustments to the theory of a priori forms of
sensibility, he vehemently defends the rele-
vance of the Kantian legacy to the rapid de-
velopment of science and the idea of scientific
creative endeavour, while declaring groundless
rejection of critical idealism to be “cowardice of
thinking”. Such fear of ideas “greatly influences
logical conclusions in the sphere of pure scien-
tific thought” (ibid., p. 852). The fear of philo-
sophical concepts which are at odds with their
own viewpoint constitutes true dogmatism,
which scientists should seek to overcome under
Kant’s guidance. Let us see how the Russian
philosopher proposed to actualise the ideas of
the great citizen of Konigsberg.

Lapshin draws attention to the fact that Kant
does not completely clarify the function and na-
ture of a priori forms of sensibility (note that
Cohen wrote about this, too). Lapshin (1906,
p- 52) reasons as follows:

It also seems to me that Kant’s very indeci-
sion concerning the right to judge about pure
space and time is characteristic. He seems to
say: in reality we have no right to judge about
pure intuitions as concepts, but it's worth an
attempt and, at least, the error would not be
great. But considering that inconceivability of
empty space and time as objects of experience
forms the core of Critique, that for Kant (as he
constantly repeats) the presence of sensibility
in cognition is etwas sehr Positives und ein un-
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O3HaHUM eCTh «etwas sehr Positives und ein un-
entbehrlicher Zusatz»? K MBIIIUIEHNMIO, MbI JOJIK-
HBI JIOITyCTUTb, YTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO 1 BpeMsl CyTh
B CYIITHOCTY TaKuie ke TIOHSTH, KaK VI KauecTBO,
KOJIMYEeCTBO, IPWYMHHOCTB, CyOCTaHIIMAIb-
HOCTB, T.e. — Bvicuiue poobl, kamezopuuy TIO3HAHWS,
a He wucmole cosepyanus (Jlammmn, 1906, c. 52).

Yro xe noby>xaet JlanmmiHa MBICIUTE BpeMs
VI IIPOCTPAHCTBO KaK KaTeropwmu, NoHsaTusA? Pyc-
cKmmt pustocod comocTapiIsieT MX C IOHSATWUSIMM,
KOTOpBIe B IIPMHIINIIE He VIMEIOT «dyBCTBEHHOIO
cybcTpaTta» — Hampumep, «KadeCTBa» WIIM «3BY-
Ka BooOIe». Beskuit pas mx mpuMeHeHve TpeOy-
eT KOHKpeTu3allm (TaKoe-TO KauyecTBO, TaKOVI-TO
3BYK 1 T.11.). To ke, o MHeHwto JlamimiiHa, mpovic-
XOIAUT W C MOHATUSAMM IIPOCTPAHCTBA ¥ BpeMeH:
«BCsIKasl MHTYUIIMS ITIPOCTPAHCTBa U BpeMeHU, —
HOUIIEeT OH, — eCThb TOJIBKO WJUIIOCTpAILs IIpo-
crpaHcTBa U BpeMeHm» (Tam e, c. 51). Ho mouemy
ke KaHT oTHOCWMIICS K HUM JIMIIIb KaK K arpuop-
HBIM popMaM cosepriaHms? Jlamnmme ycmaTpuBa-
eT 37Iech NCUX0A02UtecKyto OMMOKy KEéHurcOepr-
ckoro Melcurestd. /g KaHTa 4yBCTBEeHHOCTD
(4McThIe OIIyIeHMs) caMy IO ceOe TIOMBICIIUTD
HEBO3MOXKHO: Ka’Kflas KaTeropwisi, «OTpelleHHas»
OT YyBCTBEHHOIO coOfepXaHUus, — «PUKIWs».
YroObl IOABICKATh COOTBETCTBYIOIee UyBCTBEH-
HOe corepKaHMe MBICJIVIMOMY IIOHSTUIO, HeoO-
XOIVIMBI «IIOCPEIICTBYIOIIVE 3BeHbs» MeXIy pac-
CYZAKOM ¥ 4YBCTBEHHOCTBIO — (POpPMBI BpeMeHU
¥ mpocTpaHcTBa: «[Ipu mocpencTse amnmpereHcUmn
BO BpeMeHI MbI MOXKeM HaIJIS[IHO MJUIIOCTPUPO-
BaThb KaTeropuio KOJIMYeCTBa, IIOCTPOUB UUCAO;
ol1yIIeHue, obraaroliee peaJbHOCTBIO BO BpeMe-
H1, OyIeT 11 Hac WITIOCTPUPOBATh KaTeropuio
kauecmba...» (Tam xe, c. 53).

Ho, eciim «BcMOTpeTbcs» B CUTyalLMIO MBIIII-
JIEHVISI 3TOrO IOCPeIHNYeCTBa, TO BpeMs caMo I10

2 JlammmH 37eck cChUTaeTcs Ha KaHTOBCKYIO «AHTpO-

IIOJIOTMIO C IParMaTHUYecKOV TOYKM 3PeHMs»: «...dyB-
CTBEHHOCTb — HEYTO OYeHb IIO3UTUBHOE W CIIy>KUT
HeOoOXOIVIMBIM JIIsI [IO3HAHMS [JOTIOJIHEHVEM K PacCyHod-
HoMy npercTasiieHnio» (AA 07, S. 141 Anm.; KanT, 1994,
c. 157, npumen.).

entbehrlicher Zusatz'" to thinking, we should as-
sume that space and time are essentially no dif-
ferent from such concepts as quality, quantity,
causality, substantiality, i.e. the highest genera,
categories of cognition, and not pure intuitions.

What causes Lapshin to think of time and
space as categories, concepts? He compares
them to concepts which in principle have no
“sensible substratum,” e.g. “quality” or “sound
in general.” Each time they are used they have
to be specified (such and such quality, such
and such sound, etc.). Lapshin argues that the
same thing happens to the concepts of space
and time: “each intuition of space and time, he
writes, is merely an illustration of space and
time” (ibid., p. 51). Why, then, did Kant consid-
er them to be merely a priori forms of intuition?
Lapshin discerns here Kant’s psychological mis-
take. For Kant, sensibility (pure sensations) per
se is inconceivable: a category divorced from
sensible content is a “fiction”. To find corre-
sponding sensible content for the concept being
thought, there have to be “mediating links” be-
tween understanding and sensibility, i.e. forms
of time and space: “Through apprehension in
time we can vividly illustrate the category of
quantity by forming a number; a sensation that
is real in time would illustrate the category of
quality [...]” (ibid., p. 53).

However, if we take a closer look at the situ-
ation of thinking this mediation, time by itself,
as Lapshin demonstrates, is not pure intuition:
in it the concept is separated from sensibility,
like in any category (time and space as such
and as characteristics of concrete processes).
Kant’s psychological mistake, Lapshin argues,
consists in the following;:

10" Lapshin quotes Kant's Anthropology from the Pragmatic
Point of View: “[...] sensibility is something very positive
and an indispensable addition to ideas of the under-
standing [...]” (AA 07, p. 141n; Kant, 2007, p. 251n).
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cebe, Kak meMoHCTpupyeT JlammmH, He ecTh Un-
CTOe co3epliaHMe: B HeM IIOHSTHEe OT[eJIeHO OT
YyBCTBEHHOCT, KaK M B JIIO0OV KaTeropuu (Bpe-
M M IIPOCTPAHCTBO KaK TaKOBble U KaK XapaKTe-
PVICTVIKM KOHKpPEeTHBIX ITporieccos). [Icuxosozuye-
ckasn ommmbka KanTta, Kak mojraraer Jlammmms, 3a-
KJTIOUAEeTCs B TOM, UTO

BCSIKO€ UNCTOe CO3epliaHvie eCTh TOJIbKO npubau-
JKeHue K HeIPeCTaBUMOMY WleaTy-IIOHSTHUIO,
HO IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIE IIOHSTHMS BCETO JIerde
CMeIaTh C IMPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIMW VHTYVIIVISMY,
IIOTOMY YTO B TIOCJIETHVX UyBCTBEHHAas IIPVIMeCh
TaK MaJia, YTO MOXeT OBITh MBICJIEHHO OTOpOIITe-
Ha Kak quantité négligeable Ge3 Bcsxoro ymiep-
6a mpu mop3oBaHVM NOHsATHEM. Ho He Toiibko
¢ dmmocodckort, HO JTaxe M C IPaKTUUECKON
TOYKV 3PEeHVISI OTOXXECTBIIEHIE VIHTYMLIVIV I ITO-
HSTVSL HEIOITyCTMIMO, KaK 3TO MOXXHO BUIETH 13
reoMeTpUYecKnX COPWU3MOB, ONMPAIOIIVXCS Ha
HepepHbI yepTex (Tam xe, c. 54).

K coxarnenmio, Kant, nmpencrassomnimin cebe
MUP Bellel «depe3 IIOCPeNCTBO 3peHMs», He yUell
CTOJIb 3HAYMMOTrO IICUXOJIOTMYecKoro adpdeKra u,
B TIOMICKax SMIIMPUYECKOV TOYHOCTY, BOCIIPUHSII
IIpOCTpPaHCTBEHHBIE 1 BpeMeHHble ITOHATUS Kak
cosepriaTesibHble (POPMBL

JlanmmH Xe VICXOOWUT U3 MIeN, YTO IPOCTpaH-
CTBO ¥ BpeMsl — IIOHSITMSI, C TIOMOIIBIO KOTOPBIX
Halll pacCyIoK (popMyJIpyeT CyXK[IeHMs O CBOV-
CTBax IPeIMeTOB BHeIIIHero ¥ BHy TPeHHero Mupa.
3aMeTnM, 9To pyccKkomy driocody Ge3pasimaHo,
C KaK1MM PU3MYeCKMMY CpeflaMy VIMeeT J1eJI0 I10-
3HAIOIIUVL ITPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMs — CyObeKTUB-
Hble VIHCTPYMEHTBI MBIIUIeHNs, cPOpMUPOBaH-
Hble B CO3HaHWMM 4YeJloBeKa ITpY IepBbIX OIbITaX
KOHTaKTa C BHEIITHUM MUpPoM. Bo BcsaxkoM cirydae,
KakK mosiaraeT JIammmmHs, Ipy KOHTaKTe C SBJIeHN-
dAMU CO3HaHMe B KaueCTBEHHBIX U KOJIMYeCTBeH-
HBIX OIIeHKaXx y’Ke VICXOIIUT U3 Cofep KaHMs 3TUX
noHsATUMN. BeposiTHee Bcero, Kak u B cJIyvae C reo-
MeTpUYecKMIM akcroMaMu EBkinza, 3T moHs-
TUS VIMEIOT MHTYWUTUBHOE ITPOVICXOXKeHue, 00b-
SCHUTD VX SMIIVIPUYeCcKye ICTOKM IIpodsieMaTiy-
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Any pure intuition is merely an approximation
to an unrepresentable ideal-concept, but
spatial concepts are the easiest to be confused
with spatial intuitions because the sensible
element in the latter is so small that it can be
mentally cast aside as a quantité négligeable
without any damage in using the concept. But
the identification of intuition and concept is
inadmissible not only from the philosophical,
but even from the practical point of view, as
will be seen from geometrical sophisms based
on a wrong drawing (ibid., p. 54).

Unfortunately, Kant, who sees the world of
things “through sight,” overlooked such a sig-
nificant psychological effect and, in search of
empirical accuracy, perceived spatial and tem-
poral concepts as forms of intuition.

Lapshin, by contrast, proceeds from the
idea that space and time are concepts with
the help of which our reason formulates judg-
ments about the properties of the objects of the
external and internal world. Let us note that
the Russian philosopher does not care what
physical environments the cognising subject
is dealing with: space and time are subjective
instruments of thinking formed in a person’s
consciousness at the first exposure to the exter-
nal world. In any case, Lapshin believes, when
exposed to phenomena consciousness already
proceeds from the content of the concepts in its
qualitative and quantitative assessments. Most
probably, as in Euclidean geometrical axioms,
these concepts have an intuitive origin, the ex-
planation of whose empirical sources is prob-
lematical. I believe that Lapshin follows the
Greek mathematician in describing the univer-
sally obligatory and obvious characteristics of
time as “axioms.” The axioms for time are as
follows: 1) the flow of events is uninterrupt-
ed; 2) events are irreversible; 3) events cannot
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Ho. Kak HaM TyMaeTcsl, MMeHHO BOCJIef], IpeuecKo-
My MaTeMaTMKy oOleoOs3aTeIbHble ¥ OYeBU/I-
Hble XapaKTepuCTVKM BpeMeHM JlamH Ha3bIBa-
€T «aKCYoMaMM». DTV aKCVOMBI JIS BpeMeHM Ta-
KOBBI: 1) HEITpepbIBHOCTE TeYeHMsl COOBITU; 2) X
HeoOpaTMMOCTB; 3) X HEeIIOBTOPSeMOCTh; 4) HeOT-
HeJIVIMOCTb BpeMeHHBIX IIepeMeH OT MOeTO eI/ HO-
ro cozHaHMs (Tam xe, c. 109). PaccmoTpnM mx dop-
MynvpoBku y Jlammmaa.

1. Henpepuvibrocms meuenusa codvimuil. B man-
HOM CJIydae, KaK MbI 3aMeTwiIu, dusiocod mu-
IIIeT He O BpeMeH!, a 00 0COOeHHOCTSIX BOCIIPUS-
TUS «Te4eHMs» COOBITUIL: OHM IJIOTHO IIPUTHAHBI
OPYT K OPYrY, TaK UTO B VIX CMEHe OTCYTCTBYIOT
«IIpOo0eIBI» U «IIyCTOTHI». DTa JaHHAs HaM Hellpe-
PBIBHA MOCIIeIOBAaTeIBHOCTD COOBITH U €CTh TO,
4TO, C TOUKM 3peHMs JlamimHa, MbI MOXeM CBS-
3aTh C IIOHATVEM «BpeMsi». CileflyeT OTMeTUTb, 4YTO
3Ta aKCHOMa He MOXET OBITh IPUHSATa KaK CaMo-
oueBMIHas TaHHOCTb. TaK, COBpeMeHHBIN VCCle-
nosaresib A. C. 3arikoBa pa3paOaTbIBaeT KOHIIEII-
LIVIIO, TOBOPSIIYIO O IPUHIINIIE JIOTOJTHUTEIIHHO-
CTVL MeXIy HeIIPepBIBHOCTBIO M IVICKPETHOCTHIO
CO3HaHM4 BO BpeMeHM (cM.: 3avikoBa, 2021). Mox-
HO B3IJIIHYTh M Ha COBpeMeHHUMKOB JlamimmHa,
KOTOpBIe JIOIYCKasIv AVCKPeTHOCTh BpemeHN. Ha-
npumep, H. O. JIoccknii K KayecTBeHHBIM Xapak-
TePVCTMKAM BpeMeH! OTHOCUT, C OTHOVI CTOPOHBI,
€r0 «CIUIOIIHOCTB» (OCYILeCTBIIEHVE ITIOCTOSHHON
CMeHBI MOMEHTOB Oe3 paspbIBOB), a C APYyrovt —
€ro pa3apo0IeHHOCTD, TO €CTh IIpeJICTaBJIeHle O
TOM, YTO «Ka>KIBIVI CJIEOYIOMIVIVI MOMEHT €CTh He-
YTO HOBOE II0 CPaBHEHMIO C IPeAdbIIyIIVMU MO-
MeHTaM1», «HeIlTpepbIBHasl VCYe3aeMOCTh»
(JToccxmiz, 1995, c. 291). B obriem, 3Ta akcroma BO-
BCe He IIpeJICTaBJIgeTCsl BCeM MHTYUTUBHO CaMOO-
YeBUITHOVL.

Hasee, 1o Jlammmny, BpeMsi 1 IIPOCTPaHCTBO,
OyOyum MHOHATUAMM, HeIpenCcTaBUMBbl, II03TO-
My HPUMEHWUTESIBHO KO BpeMeHN HaM TpelyeTcs
AVHaMMYecKas «/IIIOCTpalys»: «KadecTBeHHas
CMeHa ONIYIIeHWUV WIN ABVDKeHNe, T.e. M3MeHe-
HMe IPOCTPaHCTBEHHBIX OTHOIIeHM» (Jlammms,
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be repeated; 4) temporal changes are insepa-
rable from my indivisible consciousness (ibid.,
p- 109). Let us examine Lapshin’s treatment of
these characteristics.

1.The flow of events is uninterrupted. As we
have noticed, he writes not about time but
about the perception of the “flow” of events:
events are closely packed together, there are no
“gaps” or “empty spaces” between them. The
continuous sequence of events given to us is,
in Lapshin’s opinion, what we can associate
with the concept of “time.” It has to be noted
that this axiom cannot be taken as self-evident.
For example, Alina S. Zaikova (2021), a con-
temporary scholar, is developing a theory of
the principle of complementarity between the
continuity and discreteness of consciousness in
time. Some of Lapshin’s contemporaries, too,
believed that time could be discrete. For ex-
ample, Nikolai O. Lossky (1995, p. 291) names
among qualitative characteristics of time, on
the one hand, its “uninterruptedness” (con-
stant succession of moments without a break)
and, on the other hand, its fragmentation, i.e.
the notion that “every moment is something
new compared with preceding moments,” i.e.
“constant disappearance”. The bottom line
is that the axiom is anything but intuitively
self-evident.

Further, according to Lapshin (1906, pp. 109-
110), time and space, being concepts, cannot
be represented, so that with regard to time
we need a dynamic “illustration”: “qualita-
tive change of sensations or movement, i.e. a
change of spatial relations”. However, time
can be divided into components: present (ideal
moving boundary), past and future. But essen-
tially the link between the past and the future,
the continuity of time is established on account
of the coexistence with space. In this argument
Lapshin proceeds from Cohen, pointing out
that the latter sees the present as a moment of



1906, c. 109—110). BmecTe ¢ TeMm BpeMms, M3Mepsie-
MOe paBHOMEPHBIM JBIVDKEHEM, MOXeT ObITh pas-
JleJIeHO Ha COCTABJISIONIVe — HacTosIee (Maealb-
Had TIO[IBVDKHAs TpaHMIIa), IIpolioe 1 OymyIiee.
Ho, 1o cyTu mesa, 3Ta cBA3b IpoIUIoro u Oymy-
I1Iero, HeITpephIBHOCTh BpeMeHW yCTaHaB/IMBaeTCs
Gr1aromapsi COCyIIeCTBOBAaHMIO C IIPOCTPAHCTBOM.
B sTrom aprymente Jlammmn onmpaerca Ha Kore-
Ha, yKa3blBasi, YTO HEMELIKMVI MBICJIUTeJIb paccMa-
TpViBaeT HaCToOsIllee KaK MOMEHT ITPOCTpPaHCTBa.
be3 cocytecTBoBaHMS B HACTOLIIEM IIpOLIIE/IIIIee
1 OyayIiiee r’UIIOTETUYECKM MOIJIV ObI TIOMEHSATh-
Csl MeCcTaMM, HO VX COCYIIIeCTBOBaHVe B IIPOCTPaH-
CTBe 3a/IaeT IIPVBBIYHBIV HaM IIOPSIOK XOzIa COObI-
tun (Tam xe, c. 112). JlanmmH IprMBOONUT CIIEKTP
pas3IuHbBIX, IIOPOV IIOJIIAPHBIX, ITPEeICTaBICHUN
O PeasIbHOCTY ¥ MHTeJIJIEKTyaJIbHOV IIPU3PavHO-
ctu BpeMeHn. CaMm OH, KOHEYHO, 32 PeasIbHOCTh 1
VMHCTPYMEHTaIBHOCTh 3TOro moHsTusA. OH aKTy-
aJIM3VpyeT 1iBa B3aMIMOOOYCIIOBJIMBAOLIVIX CBOVI-
CTBa — «IIOCIIEIOBATEIIBHOCTE» W «OJHOBPEMEH-
HOCTb», UTO JaeT BO3MOXXHOCTb, C OTHOVI CTOPOHBI,
co3epraTh (MBICJIUTB) CMEHSIEMOCTD SIBJIEHWU, a C
IPyTroll — COOTHOCUTD MX APYT C APYyroM (Harpu-
Mep, IIPOIIIOe C HACTOSIINM, Jabbl OIpenesTnThb
VIX TeMIIOPaJIbHBIV CTATYC).

2. Heobpamumocms co0bimuii. DTa akcroMa J10-
HIOJTHSeT IpeApayInyto. Ee HasHaueHne — 130a-
BUTHb OT MHTEJUIEKTYaIbHBIX VJUTIO3UI CyOBbeKTa
MO3HAHVIS, [TOJIATaIOIIero, YTO BOJIEBOVI aKT CIIOCO-
OeH mpeorioyieBaTh 3aKOHBI JeTepMuHanmi. Tak,
HaIpriMep, MOXKHO IIpOCMaTpyUBaTh IUIEHKY KIHO-
JIEHTBI B OOpaTHOM HaIlpaBJIeHUN (IIpVIMep OYeHb
HOIYJISPHBIVI B 3al1aITHOEBPOIIEVICKOVI M PYCCKOW
dwtocopum xonna XIX — Hauama XX B) u 1y-
MaTb, YTO VMMeelllb /IeJI0 C BU3yaJIbHBIM CilydaeM
oOpatHoro nerepmmHM3Ma. OgHAKO, KaK IIAIIET
JlammmmH, «370ech BOBCe HET oOpaliieHmst COObITNT,
a TOJIIBKO 00pa30BaHVie HOBBIX PSIZIOB COOBITIIA, OT-
YacTV CXOOHBIX C IIPEeXHVMM 10 COAEPKaHWIO U
MUaymmx B oopatHoM mopsifike. Takas MinIocTpa-
1118, KaK " VWUIIOCTPALS YeTIPEXMEPHOTO IIPO-
CTPAHCTBA IPOEKIVISIMI M3 HETO B TPeXMEPHOE,
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space. Without coexistence in the present the
past and the future hypothetically could swap
places, but their coexistence in space establishes
the habitual course of events (ibid., p. 112). Lap-
shin cites a range of different, sometimes polar,
notions of the reality and intellectual elusive-
ness of time. He himself, of course, plumps for
reality and instrumentality of this concept. He
stresses two mutually-conditioning properties:
“sequence” and “simultaneity,” which enables
him, on the one hand, to contemplate (think)
the succession of phenomena and, on the other,
to relate them to one another (e.g. the past with
the present in order to determine their tempo-
ral status).

2. Events are irreversible. This axiom comple-
ments the previous one. Its purpose is to rid
the subject of cognition of the intellectual illu-
sion that an act of will can overcome the laws
of determination. For example, one may run a
film in reverse (a popular example in Western
European and Russian philosophy in the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries) and
imagine that you are watching a case of reverse
determinism. However, Lapshin writes: “There
is no reversal of events here, but only the for-
mation of new sequences of events, partly sim-
ilar to the former ones in content but moving
in the reverse order. Such an illustration, like il-
lustrating a 4D space by projections from it into
a 3D space can only have a symbolic meaning”
(ibid., p. 113). Irreversibility of time has a prio-
ri logical grounds, which Lapshin attempts to
explain in the spirit of Aleksander I. Vveden-
sksy’s logicism: first, in the logical process of
thought proof always precedes the conclusion;
second, the laws of non-contradiction and iden-
tity demand irreversibility of time because the
law of non-contradiction does not apply to the
work of consciousness, which is designed in a
different way (memory cannot work with re-
versible time, etc.), the law of contradiction is
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MOXeT MMeTb JIVIIb CUMBOJIMYeCcKOoe 3HadeHVe»
(Tam xe, c. 113). HeobpaTmmocTs BpeMeHM 1IMeeT
1of;, cobOVI arprOpHbIe JIOTMYecKre OCHOBaHUH,
ueMy JlammmH mbITaeTCS CTPOUTH OOBSCHEHWS B
nyxe jorvumsMa A. V1. BeereHcKoro: Bo-TIepBBIX,
B JIOTIYeCKOM ITpollecce MBIITUIEHMS JTI0Ka3aTeIb-
CTBO BCerzia IIpeIecTBYeT BBIBOMY, BO-BTOPBIX,
caMV 3aKOHBI HEIIPOTMBOPeUs 1 TOX/eCTBa Tpe-
OyIoT HeoOpaTMMOCTV BpeMeHM, IIOCKOJIBKY K pa-
OoTe co3HaHMS, YCTPOEHHOIO MHBIM 00pasoM (c
00OpaTMMBIM BCIISITh BpeMeHeM HeBO3MOXKHa pado-
Ta IaMSTU U T.IL.), 3aKOH IIPOTMUBOpeUns Helpu-
MeHVM, U MBI TepsieM BCSKUI (PyHIaMeHT paiiy-
oHasibHOCTH. [loaToMy cama «MbIciIb 00 oOpaTwm-
MOCTV BpeMeHU 3aKJlodaeT B cebe JIOrMuecKylo
HesteniocTh» (Jlammmmn, 2006, c. 301). Crenyet 3a-
METWUTb, YTO IIPU pa3BepPTBIBAHUN 3TUX OOBACHe-
HUY JIammMH TOCTOSTHHO YBs3bIBaeT MeXIy CO-
G011 apryMeHTBI OT JIOTMYEeCKMX ¥ IICHXOJIoriye-
CKMX aKTOB ITPOTeKaHVsI MBIIIIJIeHVs], OHW COTIJla-
CYIOTCA MeXIy coOOVI B OOBACHUTEIBHOV CHUJIe.
31eck MOXKHO KOHCTaTMPOBaTh TUIIMYECKYIO uep-
Ty HEKOTOPBIX PYCCKMX YHVBEPCUTETCKIX THOCE-
0JIOTOB: IIBITAsICh BCAYECKM OTMeXeBaThCs OT IICH-
xonmormsMa  (A. V1. Beegenckmir, H. O. JIocckum,
H. A. Bacumibes, C.VI. Ilosapuun, I.I. IImer n
7p.), OOBMHSISI B HEM CBOVIX OIIIIOHEHTOB, OHU CaMU
OBUIM CKJIOHHBI YBJIEKATBCS TICHIXOJIOIMTYECKVIMM
TeMaMV B KOHTEKCTe ITIOCTAHOBKI TeOpeTIYecKIX
drmocodpckmx mpodrem.

3. HenoBmopsemocms cobvimutl. 3pecs Jlammma
BBICTyIIaeT IIPOTVB MeTadpM3MKOB, MOJIararoinX,
YTO B VICTOPMYECKOV IIepCIIeKTBe BO3MOXKHBI CO-
ObITMVIHBIE TIOBTOpeHMS. [J1aBHBII OOBEeKT Ha-
nagoxk — @. Huie, HeBepHO YCBOMBILN VIJIEHO
IOma 06 aOcoTroTHOV TOBTOPSIEMOCTYI MUPOBOTO
npotiecca. [laxe B Tex ciIydasix, Tie BpeMs IUIOTHO
YBSI3bIBAa€TCS C IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIMY OOBeKTaMM,
3TOVI TIOBTOpsieMOoCTN HeT. Tak, onvpasich Ha Ipu-
Mep xumuka 1 ¢pustocoda B. D. Ocranbia, Jlan-
ITMH pasMBIIUILeT O IIMKINYeCKUX TeoMeTpide-
ckmx oowvekrtax (Jlammmmy, 1906, c. 114—115). He-
MIOBTOPSIEMOCTBb BO BpPeMeHU peajln3yeTcsi U B 00-
JIaCTM TIO3HaBaTeJIbHBIX ITpakTuK. OOpalnasck B
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inapplicable, and the foundation of rationality
is lost. Therefore the very “thought of revers-
ibility of time is logically absurd” (Lapshin,
2006, p. 301). It should be noted that in elabo-
rating these explanations Lapshin constant-
ly links logical and psychological arguments
which are coordinated in their explanato-
ry power. This reveals a typical feature char-
acteristic of some academic epistemologists:
eager to dissociate themselves from psycholo-
gism (A. Vvedensky, N. Lossky, N. Vasilyev,
S. Povarnin, G. Shpet and others) and level-
ling this charge against their opponents, they
themselves were prone to be carried away by
psychological themes in raising theoretical phil-
osophical problems.

3. Events cannot be repeated. On this point,
Lapshin challenges the metaphysicians who
maintain that events can repeat themselves
in the historical perspective. The main tar-
get of attacks is Nietzsche, who misconstrued
Hume’s idea about absolute recurrence of the
world process. There is no recurrence even
when time is closely bound up with spatial
objects. Thus, citing the example of the chem-
ist and philosopher Wilhelm Ostwald, Lapshin
(1906, pp. 114-115) reflects on cyclic geometric
objects. Likewise, time is not repeatable in the
field of cognitive practices. Invoking the same
ideas again and again in our thoughts, Lapshin
believes, we deal each time with reprocessed
past in the current present.

4. Temporal changes are inseparable from my
single consciousness. In the framework of this
“axiom” Lapshin argues that consciousness has
access only to that which is cognised in time.
“Whether the law of contradiction is applicable
to what is outside the world-representation, to
time “in itself”, remains unknown. Meanwhile
failure to understand that the sphere of con-
sciousness, the significance of the law of con-



MBICJISIX K OJJHUM ¥ TeM >Ke MIesiM, MbI, KaK HoJIa-
raet JlammmH, BCSIKM pa3 MMeeM JIeJIo C Ilepepa-
GOTaHHBIM HPOIUIBIM B aKTyaJIbHOM HACTOSIIIEM.

4. Heomdeaumocms BpemenHbiX nepemeH o eou-
H020 M0€e20 CO3HAHUSA. B paMKax 3TOV «aKCMOMBD»
JlammimMH oTMedaeT, 4TO OCO3HAHWMIO IIOIIAeTCs
JIVIIIB TO, UYTO CO3HAETCs BO BpeMeH. «[ Iprytoxmm
JI 3aKOH HPOTUBOpedMs K TOMYy, — HuIeT du-
j10c0d, — UTO HaXOOWUTCS BHe MUpa-IIpeicTaBIe-
HVIs, KO BpeMeH! “B cebe”, ocTaeTcs HeM3BEeCTHBIM.
Mexny TeM HelTOHMMaHWe TOro, 4TO cdepa co3Ha-
HVSI, 3HAYMMOCTY 3aKOHA ITPOTVBOPEUNS M aKCU-
OM BpeMeHM 04 HAC O[IHA U Ta e, BeZleT K T0JI0-
BOKPY KUTeJIbHBIM ITPOTUBOpeusiM MbIC/IN» (Tam
Xe, c. 115).

Bo-miepBbIX, MBI BCcTpeuaemcs 31ech € [OCTa-
TOYHO WMHTEpPEeCHBIM pasrpaHUUeHVeM BpeMeHU
Ha «BpeMs I Hac» U «BpeMsi B cebe», UTO OTCHI-
JIaeT K MBICIIV, UTO «BpeMs B ceOe» ecThb IJINTeIb-
HOCTB, OOYCJIOBJIVBAIOIIasl CYIIeCTBOBaHME «Be-
et B ce0e», KOTOpPbIe HAXOISTCS BHE IIOJISI BO3-
MOYKHOI'O OITbITA. YIIOMSIHEM 3[1€Ch, UTO 3HaAMEH-
T yumrens Jlammmaa, A. VI BeemeHckui, o0-
palasgch K BOIIPOCY O CYITHOCTV BpeMeHM, IIoJIa-
ras1, uto KaHT ommbasicss MMeHHO B TOM, YTO IIPO-
CTPaHCTBO U BpeMsi caMM 110 cebe He CYIIeCTBYIOT.
Ecrim KaHT, MoJ1, cunTaeT Mup Belen caMux II0
cebe cBOOOIHBIM OT BpeMeHV, TO B TaKOM MUpe
ycYe3aeT IIPUUYMHHAS 3aBUCVIMOCTD OHVIX COOBI-
vt oT Apyrux. Cam BBemeHCKmIT 0OOCHOBBIBAIT
HeoOXOAMMOCTb JAOIYIeHsI BpeMeH! B MUpe Be-
el caMiMX 1o cebe 1 IojIaraji, 4To 3TO HeoDXo-
ZIVIMO JUTSL pelrieHs IIpo0sieMbl CBOOOIBI BOJIN, a
TaKXXe IJIs1 pa3pabOTKM BOIIPOCOB ITPAKTMYIECKO
dwtococpum (cMm.: Beemerckmri, 1901). Kak MbI Bu-
nviM, JlammmH ycBOWJI 3T pe3yJIbTaThl CTapIile-
ro KaHTMAHIIA, a TakKXXe ero Maeo KPUTUIeCKOro
JIOTUIIM3Ma, VICXOLISIIIIEro M3 PacCMOTPEHMsI ecTe-
CTBEHHOVI 11 HOPMATMBHOVI IIPVPOLbL JIOTMYIECKVIX
3aKOHOB.

Bo-BTOpBIX, «Bpems i1 Hac», TaK e KakK U
IIPOCTPAHCTBO, COIIPOBOXIIAeT IeVICTBYME 3aKO-
HOB MBIITUIeH M. JIarmmH 5T0 000CHOBBIBAET TakK:
«Ecimm Bech MaTepwmasl, HaJl, KOTOPBIM OIlepupy-
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tradiction and time axioms for us is the same,
leads to dizzying contradictions of thought”
(ibid., p. 115).

First, we encounter here a rather inter-
esting distinction between “time for us” and
“time in itself,” which suggests that “time in
itself” is duration, conditioning the existence
of “things in themselves” which are outside
the field of possible experience. Let us note
that Lapshin’s famous teacher, Vvedensky,
speaking about the essence of time, believed
that Kant was wrong in thinking that space
and time do not exist by themselves. If Kant
thinks that the world of things in themselves
is free of time the causal dependence of some
events on other events disappears. Vvedensky
(1901) himself held that time must be present
in the world of things in themselves in order
to solve the problem of free will, and to tackle
questions of practical philosophy. We see that
Lapshin took on board the results of the older
Kantian as well as his idea of critical logicism
based on the natural and normative nature of
logical laws.

Second, “time for us,” like space, accom-
panies the operation of the laws of thought.
Lapshin (1906, p. 97) grounds it in the fol-
lowing way: “If all the material handled by
our thinking [Lapshin studies feelings, voli-
tion, abstractions and other mental states from
the perspective of contemporary psycholo-
gy. — V.P, V.S.] is perceived as extended it
is obvious that the supreme laws of our think-
ing are based on spatial synthesis”. For exam-
ple, it is impossible to understand the equation
even in the purely analytical judgment A=A
(i.e. apply the identity law) without a spa-
tial synthesis relating the letters on the right-
hand and the left-hand sides of the equal sign.
The law of non-contradiction also presuppos-
es some ideas of incompatible properties giv-



B. . Casunues, B. C. ITonosa

eT Hallle MblluleHMe (a Jlammme paccMarpuBaeT
YyBCTBOBaHMS, BOJIEHME, aOCTpakUMM ¥ ApyTiie
MICVIXMYECKMe COCTOSIHMS C TOUKV 3peHUsl COBpe-
MeHHOM eMy Ticuxosiorun. — B.C., B.I1) co3HaeTcs
IIPOTSDKEHHBIM, TO, OYEBIIIHO, VI BEPXOBHBIE 3aKO-
HBI HalIllero MBIIIIEHVIS OIVPAIOTCs Ha IIPOCTPaH-
CTBeHHBIN cuHTe3» (Jlammmn, 1906, c. 97). Hampu-
Mep, HeBO3MOXKHO YCBOWUTB TOXIECTBO Jlake B Yu-
CTO aHAJIMTUYECKOM CyXaeHUn A = A (To ecTb
IIPVIMEHUTD 3aKOH TOXIeCTBa), He IMes IIPOCTPaH-
CTBEHHBIVI CMIHTe3 B COIIOCTaBJIeH OyKB C IIpaBovt
Y JIEBOVI CTOPOHBI 3HaKa paBeHCTBA. 3aKOH «He-
IIPOTMBOpEeUNs» TaKXe IIpefIiojiaraeT HayIndye
HeKIX IIpeJICTaBJIeHNI O HeCOBMEeCTVIMBIX CBOVI-
CTBax, KOTOpble JAlOTCs B BOCHIPUATUN, BOCIIOMU-
HaHMM, SMOLIMSIX, 3HaKax. JIaIlmH mejaer Bax-
HBIVI BBIBOJI: BCSIKOE TI03HaHVe TpeOyeT IIpoCcTpaH-
CTBEHHOW VJITIOCTPALV HOHSTH. Takke 3aKOHBI
MBIIIJIEHMS HaXOISITCS B OOSI3aTeIHLHOWM CBSI3U C
VIHTYWIIVIeVl ITPOCTPaHCTBA ¥ BPeMeHIL: «...VIMeH-
HO TpexMepHOe ITPOCTPAaHCTBO W BpeMsl, Hapsly
C APYTMIMM KaTeropusiIMM, COCTaBJIAIOT Ty OCHOBY,
Ha KOTOPOVI IIOKOSITCS CaM¥ Halllyl 3aKOHBI MBIITI-
JIeHMs B HAIIIeV JKMBOVI MBIC/IV, 0O OHU IIOKOSIT-
Csl Ha MHTYUIIMW, a MHTYUTWBHas HarISIHOCTD
IpefroiaraeT MMeHHO TpexMepHOe IIpOCTpaH-
ctBo» (Tam xe, c. 301). 3akoH HelpoTMUBOpeUNs,
HaIlpumMep, Ioflpa3yMeBaeT, YTO MbI COIIOCTaBIgeM
IpeaMeTHl B OIITHO ¥ TO K€ BpeMsl, OH OlleHVBaeT
COCTOsTHVE CO3HaHMS BO BpeMeHM. JlarmmmH Berer
3a CBOMM yumTesIeM BBefleHCKIIM cumTaeT, 4ToO Mbl
He MOXKeM 3HaTh, IIPVJIOKVIMBI JIV 3aKOHBI JIOT VKM
BHE IIPeJICTaBJIEHNTI, KO «BpeMeHM B cebe» (cM. 00
3TOM, Hatp.: bpomckmii, 2013, c. 249—-251).

5. O0mzee v pa3anunsa
B CIIaTMO-TeMIIOPaIbHBIX KOHI eIV X
Korena m JlanmmmHa

WTak, MBI paccMoTpesii 0a3oBble UepThI IIPO-
CTpaHCTBEHHO-TeMNopasIbHbIX KoHnenumii Ko-
rera n JlarmmmHa. Kak oOrree B paboTtax HeokaH-
TVIAHIIEB HpO‘IVITBIBaETCﬂ CTpeMHeHVIe ,I[eMapKVI-
poBaTh IIPOCTPAHCTBO ¥ BpeMsl OT 00JIacTy dyB-
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en in perception, reminiscences, emotions, and
signs. Lapshin draws an important conclusion:
all cognition calls for a spatial illustration of a
concept. Such laws of thought are necessari-
ly linked with the intuition of space and time:
“I...
along with other categories, that forms the ba-
sis on which rest our laws of living thought,
for they rest on intuition, and intuitive visi-
bility presupposes three-dimensional space”
(ibid., p. 301). For instance, the law of non-con-
tradiction assumes that we compare objects at
one and the same time, it assesses the state of
our consciousness in time. Following his teach-
er, Vvedensky, Lapshin believes that we can-
not know whether or not the laws of logic are
applicable outside representation to “time in
itself” (see on this, for example, Brodsky, 2013,
pp. 249-251).

] it is three-dimensional space and time,

5. Common and Differing Features
in the Spatio-Temporal Concepts
of Cohen and Lapshin

We have examined the main features of Co-
hen’s and Lapshin’s conceptions of space and
time. Both seek to demarcate space and time
from the area of sensible cognition. They both
deny any possibility of psychologising the cri-
tique of cognition and adhere to logicism, with
each consistently promoting it in his own way
(Lapshin’s vision of logicism as the reflection
of logical procedures and laws was undoubt-
edly influenced by Vvedensky). Both thinkers
proceed from the idea of the “givenness” of pa-
rameters of experience, one of the forms of the
subject’s rational activity. Space and time are
interconnected categories. It can be said that
time is a category that structures space. This is
how Lapshin (1906, p. 112) sums up and com-
ments on Cohen’s view of the present:



CTBEHHOrO MO3HaHMS. VIX oObenuHseT oTpuiia-
Hyle BCSIKOVI BO3MOXKHOCTV IICVIXOJIOTV3VIPOBAHWAS
KPWUTVIKV TIO3HAHVIS 1 ITPUBEP)KEHHOCTb JIOT VI3~
My, rocjieioBaTeJIbHOE IIPOABIVIKEHVIE KOTOPOI'o
oOr1ajaeT cBoeoOpasyeM y KaXk[Ioro m3 puiioco-
¢os (B cityuae JlamnimHa Ha ero BueHVe JIOTV-
IIM3Ma Kak pedpiekcum JIOTMYecKmx IpoLeayp u
3aKOHOB, HECOMHEHHO, OKas3aJl BJIVsIHVe BBereH-
ckmri). Oba MBICIIUTEIIS. MICXOISAT M3 MIEeN «3a/iaH-
HOCTVI» TTapaMeTPOB OITbITa — OTHOM M3 POPM pa-
IIVIOHAJIBHOVI [IesiTeJIbHOCTY cyObekTa. [TpocTpan-
CTBO U BpeMsl — B3aVMOCBSI3aHHBIE KaTerOpwin.
MoxHO Htaxke ckasaTb, UTO BpeMs — KaTeropws,
CTPYKTypUpYIOIias IpocTpaHCTBO. JlarH Boc-
IIPOV3BOINUT V1 KOMMEHTHUpYeT B3ILsipl Korena Ha
HaCTosiIIee CIIeAyOIM 00pa3oM:

Hacrosee ectes momenm npocmpancmba. Ha-
CTosiIllee eCThb COXpaHeHMe TOro, 4To 0e3 Hero
IIOrpy3wIock OBl B IpoIefiee. DTO coXpaHe-
Hue (Festhaltung) ocymecTsisier cocyrecTsoBa-
Hre (Beisammen), mpexjie Bcero COBMeCTHOCTB
(Zusammen) mpocTtpaHcTBa. Ha mouse 3Toro
cocyIecTBOBaHMs 0OpasyeTcsi HOBOe COOTHOIIIe-
Hue Mexyy Al u A2. DTu 311eMeHThI ObUIN OBI IO
BpeMeHV TOJIBKO ITPOIIEIIM V1 Oy Iy M WiIu,
cobcTBeHHO TOBOPs, MOITIN ObI 0003HauYaTh 1 00-
patHOe. Terepp y HIX BO3HMK HOBBIVI IIYHKT OT-
HOIIIeHNVI, BO3HMK/Ia HOBasi cdepa OTHOIIEHs
(Tarmmmian, 1906, c. 112).

Jlammmmme oTMedaeT 31ech, UTO B IPOCTPaH-
CTBe COOBITMVI IIPOIIIOe OT Oyayllero OoThesseT
HaCTosIIee, He MO3BOJISS MM CIIUThes. «Hactost-
I1lee» M «COCyIIleCTBOBaHe» (IIpOIIOro u Oymy-
I1Ier0) CYTh [IBa TOHSTH, 0003HAYAIOIINX, IIO €ro
MHEHWIO, OTHO U TO Xe IIPOsiBJIeHVie MBIIIIEHVS:
OHO — C TOYKM 3peHWs BpeMeHU, a JIpyroe —
npoctpaHcTBa. OgHaKO He COBCeM SICHO, YeM B-
JISIeTCsI HacTosIIIIee caMo I10 ceDe, TO eCcTh ¢ Kade-
CTBEHHOW TOYKM 3peHMA. MoXeT i OHO, Kpome
dyHKUMM pasgerieHns, 0003HaYaTh CTaHOBsIIIee-
cs1? Ha marmr B3Iy, BoIze/ieHre CTaHOBSIIErocs
Ha ¢poHe BO3MOXKHOTO ¥ CTaBIIIEro ecThb yXe aKT
pedrieKTHpyIolIero co3HaHMs, Torjga Kak B Jiall-
IITMHCKOVI KOHIIETIINY «s1» He pedpriekcupyer. «5I»
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The present is a moment of space. The present
is preservation of what would have sunk
into the past without it. This preservation
(Festhaltung) is effected by the coexistence
(Beisammen), above all the compatibility
(Zusammen) of space. This co-existence gives
rise to a new relationship between Al and A2.
These elements would have been, time-wise,
only the past or the future, or, indeed, could
have meant the reverse. Now they have a new
point of relations, a new sphere of relations.

Lapshin stresses that in the space of events
the past is separated from the future by the
present, preventing them from merging. “The
present” and “coexistence” (of the past and the
future) are two concepts which, in his opin-
ion, signify one and the same manifestation of
thinking: one from the viewpoint of time and
the other from the viewpoint of space. How-
ever, it is not quite clear what the present is it-
self from the qualitative point of view. Can it,
apart from the function of separation, signify
what is emerging? I believe that isolation of the
emergent against the background of the possi-
ble and what has emerged is already an act of
reflecting consciousness, whereas in Lapshin’s
conception the “I” does not reflect. In Lapshin
the “I” is at the intersection of cognitive flows
and logical functions that ensures the quality of
the passage of information. On this Cohen and
Lapshin are extremely close.

There are differences, however. In Cohen’s
conception the emphasis is on space as the log-
ical principle of relating concepts, and in Lap-
shin’s works space and time are balanced. In
interpreting the Kantian concept they both
broadened and adjusted the functions of space
and time. Time, in the concrete manifestations
of rationality, can be used only within the lim-
its of the above-cited axioms, which ensures the
rigour of the philosophical statement. Lapshin
believes that in the reality of thought (includ-
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y JlammnHa — mepeKkpecThbe Io3HaBaTeJIbHBIX T10-
TOKOB V1 JIOTMUeCKVIX (PyHKIINTI, oOecriedrBaloliee
KauecTBO IIpoXOXaeHMs MHPopManmu. B sTom
niorxopl Korena v JIamimmiHa mpeesibHO OIM3KM.
Opnnako ecte 1 pasnuns. B xornenmum Ko-
reHa aKIIeHT JlejIaeTcsl Ha IIPOCTPaHCTBe Kak JIo-
IMYeCKOM IHPUHIINIE COOTHEeCeHMs TIOHSTUM, a
B JIAIIIIMHCKMX paboTax IIPOCTPaHCTBO M BpeMs
ypaBHOBeIlleHEL. VIx mo3HaBaTeIbHble (PYHKIIVN
IpV WMHTepIpeTanyl KaHTOBCKOV KOHIIEIIINM
ObUIM pacIIMpeHbl M yTOYHeHBL Bpems B KOH-
KPeTHBIX IIPOSIBJIIEHMSIX PallVIOHAJIBHOCTY MOXeT
OBITB VICIIOJIB30BAHO JIUIIE B IIpesiesiaxX BhIIIepu-
BeJIEHHBIX aKCMOM, YTO obecriedmBaeT CTPOrOCThb
durocodpckoro BeickasbiBaHMs. IIpu sTOoM, 1O
MBbIC/IV JlammmmiHa, ITPOCTPAHCTBO I BpeMsi, SIBJIs-
4Ch TIOHSITUMHBIMY KOHCTPYKTaMU, B peaIbHOCTH
MBIIIIIeHNs (B TOM uwuciie M Putocodckoro) He
MOT'yT OBITH aOCOJIIOTHO JIMIIIEHBI COIepKaTeslb-
HOCTW ¥ KOppeJIsiiuy ¢ BepOasim3aliyiert, C s3bl-
KOM. B 3TOM KOHTeKCTe MHTepecHO, YTO, TPaKTys
TIOHSITHE KaK JIormdecKyto dpopmy, Jlanmma mpu-
HepXXMBaJICs CoflepKaTesIbHOIO JIOTMYeCcKOro TofI-
xofla ¥ KpUTMKOBasI 00beMHBIVL. DTO BUIHO U3 €r0
cratey o sioruke otHomeHut C. V1. ITopapHuHa:
«[ToHsiTMIE €CTh HeUyBCTBEHHOE eIVMHCTBO, XOTS
HeoOXOIMMO KOPPeJISITUMBHOE CO CjIoBaMM, oOpa-
3aMm 1 yysBcTBaMw» (Jlammmmn, 1917, c. 44). Ilo-
3TOMY-TO IIPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMs KaK ITOHSTHUS,
TO €CTb (POPMBI (KaTeropymm) MbIIJIeHNs, COIIpO-
BOX/Iasl ero peasIbHYIO paboTy, 0OsI3aTesIbHO OKa-
3bIBAIOTCS HEIYCTHL V1 XOTS OHM He MOTyT OBbITh
IOJTyYeHBI 13 UyBCTBEHHOTO COMlepP)KaHMs OITbITa,
HO OHV OT 3TOT'0 COIePKaHMs HEOTIEJIVIMBL, «OHV
He YICTBIe co3epliaHmsl, XOTs Ooslee IPyTMX KaTe-
roput IIpuoOJIVIKaIOTCA K TaKOBBIM, a TOJIBKO IIO-
HSTWS, KaTeropmy MBICIM, KOTOpble HUKOITa He
IaHbI B cozeprianmn» (Jlammmg, 1906, c. 58).
Koren — TpaHcIieHIeHTaIbHBIV JIOTMIIVCT, TIO-
TOMY 4YTO KPUTHMKA IIO3HAaHMS pacCMaTpyuBaeTcs
VM KaK TpaHCIIeHIeHTaJIbHas JIoruka (cM.: besios,
2018, c. 69). Kak ormeuaet 3. A. Cokyiep, «m1ado-
COM KOTeHOBCKOM (prsocopum sIBJIseTcs aBTOHO-
Must amcToro MeluieHns» (Cokyrep, 2021, c. 381).
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ing philosophical thought) space and time, be-
ing conceptual constructs, cannot be absolutely
stripped of content and of correlation with ver-
balisation, i.e. language. In this context, it is in-
teresting that in treating the concept as a logical
form, Lapshin adhered to the substantive log-
ical approach and criticised the three-dimen-
sional approach. This is clear from his article on
Povarnin’s logic of relations: “The concept is a
non-sensible unity, although necessarily corre-
lating with words, images and feelings” (Lap-
shin, 1917, p. 44). That is why space and time
as concepts, i.e. forms (categories) of thought,
in accompanying its real work, are never emp-
ty. Although they cannot be obtained from the
sensible content of experience, they are insepa-
rable from this content, “they are not pure in-
tuitions, although they are closer to them than
other Categories, but are merely concepts, cate-
gories of thought which are never given in intu-
ition” (Lapshin, 1906, p. 58).

Cohen is a transcendental logicist because he
considers the critique of cognition to be tran-
scendental logic (see Belov, 2018, p. 69). As
Sokuler (2021, p. 381) observes, “the pathos of
Cohen’s philosophy is the autonomy of pure
thought”. Pure thinking cannot have any oth-
er origin than itself. Thus, for example, Cohen
(1885, p. 104) stresses that “I can think space
without objects precisely in scientific abstrac-
tion, for example in order to highlight geom-
etry, and attain all the more surely the object
on this path”." According to Cohen, space and
time cannot be defined by the empirical condi-
tions of their use; on the contrary, theoretical
concepts predetermine the language of obser-
vation and ground scientific experience. Thus,
the forms of thought must not assume any con-

' “Denken aber kann ich den Raum ohne Gegenstinde, nim-
lich in wissenschaftlicher Abstraction, etwa um die Geome-
trie zu beleuchten, und auf diesem Wege um so sicherer zum
Gegenstande zu gelangen.”



Uncroe MBIIIUIeHVe He MOXeT MMeTh HMKAaKo-
ro Hadasla, KpoMe camoro cebs. Tak, Hanpumep,
Koren nomuepkmBaeT, 4TO «MBICJIUTh IIPOCTPaH-
CTBO 51 MOTY ¥ 0e3 IIpeIMeTOB, IMEHHO B Hayd-
HOM abcTpaKIIny, YTOOBI BBICBETUTH TeOMeTPUIO,
M Ha 3TOM IyTu Oojlee oIpeieJIeHHO 0OUTbCs
npenmerta» (Koren, 2012, c. 170). CortacHo Kore-
HY, IPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMs KaK IIOHATWS He MO-
I'yT OIpeNesIaThCsd SMIIVPUUECKUMY YCIIOBUSMM
VX TIpYIMEeHeHs; HalIpOTWB, CaMVI TeOpeTIdecKie
HOHATNS IIpeIyCTaHaB/IMBaIOT SI3bIK HAOJIIOIeH s
¥ PYHOMPYIOT Hay4HBIN ONBIT. TakmuM obpasom,
dopMBI MBIIIITIEHNS He AOJDKHBI IIPVHMMATh HU-
KaKoro cofep>kaHusi Kak gaHHocTu. Koren orcra-
MBaeT IIPOAYKTUBHOCTD MCKJTIOUMUTEIIEHO YMCTOrO
MBIIITIeHns. B aToM Borrpoce oH Goriee KaTeropu-
yeH, yeM JlammmH. VI Bce XXe OHM CXOOSITCS B He-
HPUSTUN IICUXOJIOTICTCKMX TpaKToBOK KaHToBOTI
CXeMBI [IO3HaHWS, B TOM, YTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO V1 Bpe-
MsI He MOT'YT OBbITh 3a/IMCTBOBaHBI 113 BHEIITHVIX SIB-
JIEHWVI, He MOT'YT OBbITh ITOJTy YeHBI ITy TeM abcTpak-
IIVIVI U3 CYMMBI OIIBITHBIX JaHHBIX. Harir onsIT He-
JIOCTaTOYeH [IJIsi CO3aHMsl IIPOCTpaHCTBa U Bpe-
MeH, TIOTOMY YTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO ¥ BpeMsl caMu
OIIpeziesIAIOT Halll OIIBIT.

E1tte omHMM MOMeHTOM, cOIIVIKaOIIM paccMa-
TpuBaeMbIX HaMu (PprIt0codoB, ABIISETCS BHUMA-
HVe K peayIbHOV VCTOPUM TIO3HAHWMS M IOIBITKA
COEeMHUTD allpUOpPHBIe CTPYKTYPBI CyOBeKTa I10-
3HaHMS C ero VMCTOPMYECKOV BOBJIEUeHHOCTBIO B
craHoBjleHVe n pasBuTue Hayku. 3. A. Cokyiiep
3aMeydaeT, uTo KoreH BoBce He Jiej1aeT OXmgaeMo-
IO OT HETO «IOMYIIeHs BHEVICTOPMYECKOrO He3-
MEeHHOI0 CyOBbeKTa, VIV CO3HaHMs, CTPYKTypa Ko-
TOPOTO TIpeioIpesiesiieT Bce JaIbHerlee VCTO-
puueckoe passutue» (Cokyitep, 2013, c. 158). VI Ko-
reH, v JlammmH OeCTBYIOT KaK MCTOPUKYM Hayd-
HO-1I10cOPCKOVT MBICIIN, B KOTOPOVI KaXk/10€e 3Ha-
Y/IMOe 3BeHO HeCJTyJartHO, M IIPU3HAIOT, UYTO B pas-
BUTUW HayKN eCTb OObeKTMBHbIe (DyH/1aMeHTaIb-
HBbIe CBSA3VI, OCHOBaHEM KOTOPBIX SIBJISIeTCS allpy-
OpHasi crielndpriKa yesIoBe4ecKoro ro3HaHms. Bor
1oYeMy BOIIPOC O IIPOCTPaHCTBe U BpeMeHU B
CTPYKTYype MHO3HaHMs BBIBOAUTCA Y HUX Ha IIep-
BBIVI IUIaH VI TpeOyeT JIeTaIbHOTO Pa3bsCHEHVIS.
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tent as a given. Cohen upholds the productivity
only of pure thinking. Cohen is more categor-
ical on this issue than Lapshin. Even so, they
both reject the psychological propositions of
Kant’s scheme of cognition in that space and
time cannot be borrowed from external phe-
nomena, cannot be obtained through abstrac-
tion from the sum of experiential data. Our
experience is not sufficient to create space and
time because space and time themselves deter-
mine our experience.

Another feature the two philosophers share
is their attention to the real history of cognition
and the attempt to combine a priori structures
of the subject of cognition with historical in-
volvement in the emergence and development
of science. Sokuler (2013, p. 158) notes that Co-
hen, contrary to expectation, does not “assume
an unhistorical immutable subject or conscious-
ness whose structure predetermines all further
historical development”. Both Cohen and Lap-
shin act as historians of scientific-philosophical
thought in which no significant link is acciden-
tal, and recognise that there are objective fun-
damental connections in the history of science
that are based on a priori features of human
cognition. That is why they give prominence to
the question of space and time in the structure
of cognition as the question which calls for a
detailed explication.

At the end of the day, they sought to create
a normative portrait of a scientific human, cre-
ator of scientific-theoretical knowledge, whose
work is informed with “oughtness”. Without
it, it is impossible to think the idea of a human
being as a unified whole because both Lapshin
and Cohen reveal underlying links of cognitive
apriorism, logicism, science-centricity with eth-
ics and anthropology (for more Cohen thinking
on this see Dmitrieva, 2010; 2021). Establishing
these correlations is a major and interesting re-
search topic.
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Ilo cytu nerna, dwiocodsl xesanu cdopmm-
poBaTh HOPMATUBHBIV IOPTPeT UeJIoBeKa-y4eHo-
ro, cosgaTesisi Hay4HO-TEOPETMUYECKOro 3HaHMUS,
B paboTe KOTOPOro Hem30bIBHO IIPUCY TCTBYET MO-
ayc gorpkeHcTBoBaHMA. ITOMBICTIUTE MIeI0 «enu-
HOro 4eJjIoBeKa» 0e3 3TOro HeBO3MOXKHO, IIOTOMY
B KoHmermax JlammnmHa m KoreHa sBHO umTa-
IOTCSI IJIyOMHHBIE CBsI3M II03HaBaTeILHOTO arpu-
opv3Ma, JIOTMIIV3Ma, HayKOIIEHTPM3Ma C 3TUKOM
¥ aHTporosiorven (nogpobHee 06 3tom y Korena
cm.: Dmitrieva, 2010; Imutpwuesa, 2021). YcraHOB-
JIEHVIe 9TVIX KOPPEeJISINII — OT/HeIIbHAs OOJIbIIas
VI IHTepecHas TeMa /1151 ICCIIeZIOBaHsL.

6. 3ak/IroueHme

CoBpeMeHHOe PyCCKOMY V1 HeMEIIKOMY HeOKaH-
THMaHIAM eCTeCTBO3HaHVe OIleprpoBajio HOBBIM B
CpaBHEHMM C KaHTOBCKOV IIapaguIrMOVi ITOHVMAa-
HIeM IpocTpaHCTBa-BpeMeHN. OgHaKO 3TO [OHM-
MaHVe ObUIO JOCTUTHYTO Or1aromapsi KpUTUII3MY
KaHTa, B KOTOpOM IPOCTPaHCTBO U BpeMs Hepas-
PBIBHO YBSI3bIBAJIVICh C TEOPETIUECKOVI PabOTO ITO-
3HaroIero cyobekra. Tem cambIM, Kak miret Jlar-
IITIH, «O0HAPY>KMBaeTCs X Hepa3pbIBHAS JIOTVIde-
CKas KOppeJIsiiys: abCOTIOTI3M OHATUI CMeHs-
eTcs persaTuBusMom» (Jlamms, 1906, c. 166 —167).
Korena m Jlammmmra oO0wbemmuHsieT oOIITHOCTD IIN-
CTEMOJIOIMYeCKOVI 3a71adil: OCYIeCTBIIeHVIe IIejla
KaHTa B BuIe KpUTVKNM COBPEeMEHHOV VM 5MIIV-
pucTckom dpvstocodn HayKy, IIpeTeH/yIoIIeit Ha
VICKJTIOUMTEIIbHY 0 MOHOIIOJIVIIO B OOBSICHEHMVI Me-
XaHM3MOB POCTa HAay4YHOrO 3HaHWs; IpopaboTKa
dyHIaMeHTa/IbHOrO IOHSATUITHOTO KapKaca 3Ha-
HVS, KOTOPbIVI B HOBOVI HEKJIACCMYECKOW parivio-
HaJIBHOCTV I103BOJIIeT KOHCTPYMPOBaTh OOBEKTHI
viccrIeZIoBaHs, 0OecTieunBaeT CIIOCOOHOCTh Teope-
TVYECKOr'0 MBIIIIJIEHNSI CO30aBaTh MaTePUIO Hay K
VI 1aBaTh 3BPVICTVIYECKVIE pe3ysIbTaThbl, OTTAa/IK/Ba-
ACh OT CAMOI'0 UMCTOTO MBIIIJIEH V.

baaeodapnocms. Iannoe uccaedobarue Boinoa-
HeHo npu noddepxxe PODU, npoexm Ne 19-011-
00302a «Temnopaivhvie pasmoiuienus 6 pycckoul
purocopuu XIX—XX 66.: onvim pexoncmpyxkuyuu u
aKmMyasu3ayus».
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6. Conclusion

The natural sciences at the time of the
neo-Kantians used a different space-time para-
digm than Kant in his time. However, this new
paradigm was achieved thanks to Kant’s cri-
tique in which space and time were inseparably
linked with the work of the cognising subject.
This, Lapshin (1906, pp. 166-167) writes, “re-
vealed their inseparable logical correlation:
relativism replaces absolutism of concepts”.
Cohen and Lapshin had a common epistemo-
logical task: promoting Kant’s cause through
critique of contemporary empirical philoso-
phy of science which claimed a monopoly in
explaining the mechanisms of the growth of
scientific knowledge; and developing a funda-
mental conceptual framework of knowledge
which, in a new non-classical rationality, makes
it possible to construct research objects and en-
ables theoretical thinking to create the matter of
science and deliver heuristic results proceeding
from pure thinking itself.
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