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IVUCKYCCUN
O CYBBEKTVMBHOCTM / OBBEKTMBHOCTM
IIPOCTPAHCTBA VI BPEMEHM Y KAHTA:
OCHOBHBIE IIOAXObI

JI. 0. KopnuaaeB'

IIpocmparncmBo u Bpemsa moeym noHumamsca Aubo
KAK camocmosmestole cyuyHocmu, Aubo kax xauecméa,
npucyujue Bewyam, 1ubo kax kauecmba, npucyujue cyosex-
my. Kanum, kax usBecmno, ymbepxoaem, 4mo npocmpan-
cmbo u Bpems umerom cydvekmubHwLll Xapaxmep; ux 00e-
exmubHas peatsbHoCb UM UCKAIOUAEHICA, Yo npubooum
K cyuecmbenromy paspulBy mexoy nosHawusum cyosex-
mom u nosHabaemotl peasvHocmoto. B uccredoBanusx no
Kkanmobckotl gpusocogpuu nododHbITL 100x00 K onpedee-
HUI OHMOA02UHECKO20 U 2HOCE0A02UUEeCK020 Cmamycol
npocmparcmba u Bpemenu Hepedko nodBepeaemcs Kpu-
muxe. [IpeOnpunumarmcs nonsimxu nposcHeHus o00s-
exmuBHOU CMOpPOHbL NO3HAHUA U NPoDAEMAMUSUPYemCs
UCKATOHUMEAbHOCTTb  CYOBeKMUBUCINCK020 NOHUMAHUSA
npocmparcmba u Bpemenu, umo npubooum K uHmepnpe-
MAyUAM, NelMAUWUMCA pekoHCmpyupobams Hapaoy ¢
cybvexmubHocmuio 00seKmubHbIl KOMNOHeHM 6 NoHU-
Manuu npocmparcmba u Bpemenu 6 xanmobekon guao-
copuu. Leav dannoul cmameu — 0000uumos u cucmema-
mu3upoBams n00xo0sL, omcmaubaroujue ambubasernmmoe
noHumanue npocmparcmba u Bpemenu y Kawma. B xode
uccaedoBanus BvideseHsvl 0CHOBHbIE 100X00bL K peieH1Io
npobaembl coomuouieHus cybsexmubrocmu u 00sexmub-
Hocmu npocmpancméba u Bpemenu 6 pusrocopuu Kanma:
1) nodxod, ymBepxdaroujuil, umo npocmparcmbo u Bpe-
Ms 6 xkanmobexkon pusrocopuu cydvexmubuul moavko 6
2HOCe0N02UHECKOM CMbiCAE, A 6 OHINOA02UHECKOM CMblCAe
oHU 00BeKMUBHO pearvHbl;, 2) no3uyus, ucmoakobviba-
towjas cybsexmubrocms u 00veKmubHOCMb NPOCHpPaH-
cmba u Bpemenu 6 KoHmexcme kaHmobckoeo pasauveHus
MPAHCYEHOEHMAALHO020 UOAAUSMA U  IMIUPUUECKO20
peaiusma; 3) unmepnpemayus, aKyeHmupyowai 6Hu-
Mavue Ha cybvekmubHocmu kax obvekmubHou 3Hauu-
mocmu; 4) cybeexmubro-obsexmubHoe NOHUMAHUE Npo-
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DISCUSSIONS
ON SUBJECTIVITY / OBJECTIVITY
OF SPACE AND TIME ACCORDING
TO KANT: MAIN APPROACHES
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Space and time may be seen either as independent
entities, as properties of things or as properties inherent
in the subject. Kant, of course, maintains that space
and time have a subjective character: he rules out their
objective reality, which leads to a substantial separation
of the cognising subject and the reality being cognised.
This approach to the definition of the ontological and
epistemological statuses of space and time is often
criticised in the studies of Kantian philosophy. Attempts
are made to clarify the objective side of cognition and the
exclusiveness of the subjectivistic conception of space
and time is problematised, leading to interpretations that
try, along with subjectivity, to reconstruct the objective
component in Kant’s understanding of space and time.
This article purports to summarise and systematise
the approaches which stress the ambivalence of Kant’s
conception of space and time. The study identifies the
following main approaches to the problem of the relation
between subjectivity and objectivity of space and time
in Kant’s philosophy: 1) the approach which claims
that space and time in Kant’s philosophy are subjective
only in the epistemological sense whereas ontologically
they have objective reality; 2) the position which
interprets subjectivity and objectivity of space and
time in the context of the Kantian distinction between
transcendental idealism and empirical realism; 3) the
interpretation which stresses subjectivity as objective
validity; 4) the subjective-objective understanding of
space and time. I arrive at the conclusion that subjective-
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cmpancmba u Bpemenu. B saxawouenue nokasano, umo
cybvexmubHo-o0vexmubrvie mpakmobxu KanmoBcko2o
yueHus o npocmpancmbe u Bpemeru 0cHoBaHbL 2Aa6HbIM
00paszom Ha npobaemamusayuu noHAMuUs cyosexmubHo-
cmu, umo Bvipaxcaemcs 6 pacuiupenuu uiu, Haobopom,
CYoKeHUU NOHAMUSA CYy0seKMUBHOCU, €20 YCAOKHEHUU U
uepapxusayuu, ycmanobienuu c6A3u 31moeo NOHAMUSA C
NOHAMUEM SMIUPUUECKOLl PeasbHOCTIU U NOHAMUEeM 00-
We3HAUUMOCTIU.

KatoueBvie caoBa: npocmparcmbo, Bpems, Kanm,
MpancyeHOeHMaAbHAs SCMemuKa, IMNUPUUecKUll pea-
UM

BBenenmne

XopoIo m3BeCcTHBI CileAyromie (parMeHTs
Y3 KaHTOBCKOV TPaHCIIEHAEHTAIbHOV 3CTETVIKIL:
«[IpocTpaHCTBO €CTh He UTO MHOE, KaK TOJIBKO
dopma Beex dBJIEHNV BHEITHVX YyBCTB, T.e. CyOb-
€KTVBHO€ YCJIOBVE YyBCTBEHHOCTV, IIPY KOTOPOM
€IVMHCTBEHHO VI BO3MOKHBI [IJIsI HAC BHEIIIHVIE CO-
sepriaHmMs» (A 26 / B 42; Kant, 2006, c. 99); «Bpems
€CTh JINIIb CyOBeKTMBHOe YCIIOBME HaIllero (de-
JIOBEYECKOT0) Co3epIiaHms (KOTOpoe BCeryia MMeeT
YyBCTBEHHBIVI XapaKTep, T.e. IIOCKOJIbKY MbI ad-
duIMpoBaHbI IpeaMeTaMy) 1 caMo TIo cebe, BHe
cyobekTa, ect HUuTo» (A 35 / B 51; Kant, 2006,
c. 111). VI3 3Tux yTBep>XX[IeHWUI ClelyeT, YTo IIpo-
CTPaHCTBO M BpeMs, IIOHVMaeMble KaK arpuop-
Hble (POPMBI co3epriaHMs, MMeIoT 11t KaHTa wic-
KJIIOUMTEIbHO CyOBeKTMBHBIN xapakTep. CrioBa
«TOJIBKO» M «JIMIIIb» YKa3bIBAIOT Ha 3Ty WMCKITIO-
YUTEIPHOCTE. B 00BeKTMBHOCTY IIPOCTPAHCTBY U
BpeMeHN KaHT OTKasbIBaeT, TO eCTh KaK CAMOCTO-
ATeJIbHbIe, He3aBVICVMble OT CyOBeKTa CYIIHOCTU
OHV He CyIIIeCTBYIOT.

Kaxercs, uro nutnpyemble (pparMeHTHI JT07DK-
HBI YCTPaHWUTH JIIOOble COMHEHMS B CyOBeKTUBI-
CTCKOM IIOHVIMaHWM IIPOCTpaHCTBA ¥ BpeMeHU
y KanTa m mckiouarh OOBEKTUBUCTCKME TpaK-

2 Ha mcxIrogaroIiee CJIOBO «TOJIIBKO» B (POPMYJIMPOBKAX
Kanra ykassiBasm, Harpumep, A. TpernerreHOypr (Tpen-
neneHOypr, 1868, c. 149) n A.Vl. Beemenckun (Bsemen-
ckmi, 18956, c. 94).

objective interpretations of the Kantian doctrine of space
and time are mainly based on the problematisation of
the concept of subjectivity, which is manifested in the
broadening or, on the contrary, the narrowing of the
concept of subjectivity, making it more complex and
hierarchical, establishing a link between this concept
and the concept of empirical reality and the concept of
general validity.

Keywords: space, time, Kant, transcendental
aesthetics, empirical realism

Introduction

Quotes from Kant's “Transcendental
Aesthetic” are well-known: “Space is nothing
other than merely the form of all appearances
of outer sense, i.e. the subjective condition of
sensibility, under which alone outer intuition
is possible for us” (KrV, A 26 / B 42; Kant,
1998, p. 159); “Time is [...] merely a subjective
condition of our (human) intuition (which is
always sensible, i.e. insofar as we are affected
by objects), and in itself, outside the subject, is
nothing” (KrV, A 35 / B 51; Kant, 1998, p. 164).
What follows from these propositions is that
for Kant space and time, understood as a priori
forms of intuition, are entirely subjective. The
words “nothing other” and “merely” point to
this exclusivity.? Kant denies the objectivity of
space and time, i.e. claims that they do not exist
as entities independent from the subject.

The above-quoted fragments would seem
to remove any doubts concerning Kant's
subjectivist concept of time and space and to
rule out objectivist interpretations. But studies
of Kantian philosophy tend to problematise
the subjectivity of space and time. Researchers

2The excluding word “merely” in Kant’s formulation
was pointed out, for example, by Friedrich Adolf
Trendelenburg (1862, p. 162) and Alexey I. Vvedensky
(1895b, p. 94).
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ToBKM. OfHAaKO B VCCIIEIOBAHMSIX 110 KAHTOBCKOV
dwtocodpnn cyOBeKTMBHOCTh IMPOCTPaHCTBA U
BpeMeH! IIOCTOSTHHO ITpobrieMaTmsupyetcs. Vic-
cJlefioBaTe TN JINbO YyTOUHSIOT CaMo ITOHATHE CyOb-
eKTMBHOCTM, JIMOO CTaBAT IO/, COMHEeHVe KaTero-
pudeckyto nosuiinio KanTa 00 MCKIIOUMTEIbHO
CyOBEKTMBHOM XapaKTepe IIPOCTPaHCTBa U BpeMe-
Hu. JlaHHBIE McCIleZIoBaHMSI MOTMBMPOBaHbI Kak
TIOITBITKOV ITPOSICHUTH KaHTOBCKYIO MBICITb, TaK U
CTpeMJIEHVIEM YCTPAHWUTh Pa3pbIB MeXIy IIO03Ha-
HVeM, VMMeIOIIVM aIllpYOpHYIO OCHOBY, M OObek-
TUBHOVI peaIbHOCTBIO. B Takmx mMHTeprpeTarmsx
peub MJIeT He CTOJILKO O KPUTHMKe CyObeKTMBM3Ma
KaHTa, CKOJIBKO O MOIBITKAX ITPOsSICHeHMsI 00bek-
TUBHOVI CTOPOHBI ITIO3HAHM B ero dpwiocodpun. B
JaHHOW CTaThe s MOMBITAIOCh CYCTeMaTU3POBaTh
VMHTepIIpeTaliuyl TpaHCIIeHeHTaIbHOV 3CTeTU-
ku KaHTa, aHammsupyroriye cooTHOIIeHe CyOb-
eKTMBHOCTM ¥ OOBEKTMBHOCTU ITPOCTPaHCTBa U
BpeMeH’. Moe mccieioBaHVe He IIpeTeHIyeT Ha
TIOJTHBIVI OXBAT VIMEIOIIEVICS JINTePaTyphl' 1 orpa-
HUYMBAETCs TOJIBKO CTPYKTY POV TaKMX IIOJIXOI0B
C HEKOTOPBIMM OTChIIKAMV K KOHKPeTHBIM VIHTEeP-
npetarysaM. GopmyspyemMble B CTaThe TIOIXOIEI
0POPMJIIIVCH B XOfIe SIBHOVI VJIVI HesIBHOW JTVICKYC-
CUV MEX]Ty VICCIIeIOBaTeIIAMV Pa3HbIX TPaIIVIL.

CrouT OroBOpuThHCS, 4TO B 0030pe s He aHa-
JVB3UPYIO CIlelaIbHO 1Tpo0sieMy OOBeKTUBHO-
CTV BHeIITHEero Mupa U Bellleyl B cebe, pedb UIeT
TOJIBKO O TIOFXOHax, Kacalomyxcs OOBeKTUB-
HOVI CTOPOHBI IIPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeHM, I03TO-
My OOJIBIIVHCTBO PeaIMCTUYECKMX TPaKTOBOK
yueHusi Kanra ocranyTca B ctopone. B cuty me-
TOIOJIOTMYECKOro pasHooOpasusl paccMaTpiBae-

3He TOJIBKO HNOHSTUI «IITPOCTPAaHCTBO» 1 «BpeM:si», HO U
TTOHATVE O0BeKTMBHOCTHM TpobieMaTvsupyercs y Kan-
ta: «KaHT roBopuT 006 0OBEKTMBHOV 3HAUMMOCTH TIOHSI-
TV, CYXKIE€HW1, CHTEe30B, CO3ePLIaHV, IIPVHIINIIOB VTN
yOexaeHmit; 11 00 00BEKTMBHOM PeayIbHOCTI IIO3HAHMIVL,
IIpeIICTaBJIeH I, BOCIIPYSITIAVL, SIBJIEHVVI, HOYMEHOB, IIPU-
4VH, TPVHINIIOB, neastos u T.4.» (Kiling, 2008, p. 363).

* Ha «obwme myOimkaimi» 10 TpaHCHEeHIeHTaIbHON
acretnke KanTa ykaseisaeT, Hampumep, M. Maptug
(Marti¢, 2022, S. 19). D10 06CTOATENBCTBO HEM3OEKHO BBI-
HyXXIaeT McclefoBarerteit K 6s100poutomy ob30py MMero-
IITVIXCST TIOJIXOJIOB.

61

L. Yu. Kornilaev

either clarify the concept of subjectivity itself
or question Kant’s categorical assertion that
space and time are exclusively subjective.
These studies are motivated by the attempt
to clarify Kant’s thought and the wish to
eliminate the gap between cognition, which
has an a priori basis, and objective reality.
These interpretations do not so much criticise
Kant’s subjectivism as attempt to clarify the
objective side of cognition in his philosophy.
In this article I will try to systematise the
interpretations of Kant’'s
aesthetic which examine the relation between
subjectivity and objectivity of space and time.?
My study does not pretend to cover the entire
body of the existing literature* and is focused
only on the structure of such approaches with
some references to specific interpretations.
The approaches formulated in the article are
the results of an overt or implied discussion
between researches belonging to different
traditions.

It has to be noted that in my review I do not

transcendental

deal specifically with the problem objectivity
of the external world and things in themselves
but merely consider the approaches which
have to do with the objective side of space
and time, thus putting aside the majority of
realistic interpretations of Kant’s doctrine.
Owing to the methodological diversity of
the interpretations reviewed the concepts of
subjectivity and objectivity will be examined
not only in the general philosophical sense, but
also with due regard for the characteristics of

®Kant problematises not only the concepts of “space”
and “time”, but also the concept of objectivity: “Kant
talks about the objective validity of concepts, judgments,
syntheses, intuitions, principles or convictions; and
about the objective reality of cognitions, representations,
perceptions, appearances, noumena, causes, principles,
ideals, etc.” (Kiling, 2008, p. 363).

*The“profusionof publications” onKant’s transcendental
aesthetic is noted, among others, by Marco Marti¢ (2022,
p- 19). Thus researchers perforce have to be selective.
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MBIX VIHTepIIpeTaluil MOHATUS CyOBeKTMBHOCTI
1 00BEKTUBHOCTM OyyT paccMaTpuBaThCs Kak B
001IedrI0coCKOM CMBICITE, TaK U C YIETOM OCO-
GenHocTert KaHTOBCKOM dpustocodpmm. Obredn-
70copcKoe TIOHVMMaHMe IIpefArioaraeT pasmiesie-
HMe Ha CyOBbeKTMBHOCTb KaK He4TO IIpucyllee
CO3HaHMIO CyObeKTa ¥ O0BEKTUBHOCTh KaK HEYTO
HIpUCyIilee He3aBUCYIMOMY OT CyObeKTa BHEIITHEMY
Mupy. To, 9TO yCIIOBHO MOXXHO Ha3BaTh «KaHTVAH-
CKMM JIOTIOJTHEHVIEM», IIPeIIoiaraeT BblIe/IeHe
CYOBEKTMBHBIX 11 OOBEKTMBHBIX CJIOEB BHY TPU 00-
111epmII0cOPCKOro IIPOTMBOIOCTaB/IeHMSI 00BeK-
TUBHOCTY ¥ CyObeKTVBHOCT.

ITomxompl, obcyxparoriyie CyOBeKTUBHO-00B-
eKTMBHYIO CYIITHOCTb ITPOCTPAHCTBA ¥ BpeMeHU
B dmtocodpum KaHTta, MOXHO pasfenvTh Ha He-
CKOJIBKO T'PYIIIL

CormacHo nepfomy TIOAXOMY, IIPOCTPAHCTBO 1
BpeMsi CyOBeKTMBHBI y KaHTa TOJIBKO B THOCEOJIO-
I'MTYeCKOM CMBICIIe, B OHTOJIOIMTUeCKOM CMBICIIe OH
00BeKTUBHEL [IprMepoM Takoro Imogxoma MOXET
cunraTbed nosunms T. VI. Onsepmana (Ovisepmas,
2009). On nokasbiBaeT, 4To KaHT B pasHbIX pado-
TaX OTChUIAeT K SMITMPVYECKOV PeaIbHOCTH IIPO-
CTpaHCTBa U BpeMeH! IMEHHO B OHTOJIOIMTYeCKOM
CMBICIIE.

Bmopon momxop, TpebyeT TpaKTOBaTh CyObek-
TUBHOCTB ITPOCTPAHCTBA ¥ BpEMEHV B KOHTEKCTe
KaHTOBCKOT'O pa3JIMYeHVs TPaHCIIeHAeHTaIbHOTO
uleayiM3Ma ¥ SMIVPUYECKOro pearsMa U Iojia-
TaeT, YTO SMIIVPUIECKII peari3M IIPOCTPaHCTBa
U BpeMeHM yKa3blBaeT Ha Ha/Inure 00beKTUBHON
CTOPOHBI BHYTpW I03Haromiero cosHanms (Heide-
mann, 2021; Schrader, 1951).

B pamkax mpemveeo mogxona 1oy CyObeKTB-
HOCTBIO ITPOCTpaHCTBa 1 BpeMenn y KanTa rmoHm-
MaeTcsl X OObeKTMBHAasl 3HaYMMOCTh. B manHOM
TIOIXO/le IIOHSITVE CYOBeKTVMBHOCTV 3HAYMTeIb-
HO pacmmpsieTcsi, CyOBeKTMBHOCTb BO3BOIUTCS
B PaHI IIpeJIeIbHOV OCHOBBI OOBbEeKTMBHOCTM. Ta-
KOV TIOIXOfI, ITpeJICTaBJIeH, HaIlpyMep, B TeKCTaxX
b. Tynumnra (Tynumar, 2006), P. Harmma (Chap-
lin, 2022), K.bpunakmana (Brinkmann, 2011),
. H. Pazeesa (Pasees, 2010).

CornacHo uemBepmomy TIOIXOMY, ITPOCTpPaH-
CTBO U BpeMs He TOJIBKO CyOBeKTMBHBI, HO 11 00Bb-
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Kant’s philosophy. The general philosophical
the
subject and objectivity to the external world,

approach attributes subjectivity to
independent from the subject. What may be
called “Kantian addition” singles out subjective
and objective layers within the general
philosophical juxtaposition of objectivity and
subjectivity.

The approaches discussing the subjective/
objective essence of space and time in Kant’s
philosophy fall into several groups.

In the first approach space and time
according to Kant are objective only in the
epistemological sense while being objective
in the ontological sense. An example of this
approach is the position of Teodor I. Oizerman
(2009) who shows that Kant in various works
refers to the empirical reality of space and time
precisely in the ontological sense.

The second approach looks at the subjectivity
of space and time in the context of the Kantian
distinction between transcendental idealism
and empirical realism and holds that empirical
realism of space and time points to the existence
of an objective element within the cognising
mind (Heidemann, 2021; Schrader, 1951).

The third approach equates the objectivity
of time and space according to Kant to their
objective validity. This significantly broadens
the concept of subjectivity and elevates it to the
rank of the ultimate foundation of objectivity.
We find this approach, for example, in the texts
of Burkhard Tuschling (2006), Rosalind Chaplin
(2022), Klaus Brinkmann (2011) and Danil N.
Razeev (2010).

In the fourth approach space and time are
not only subjective, but also objective, which
follows Kant’s clarification of the concepts of
space and time. Examples are the conceptions



eKTVBHBI, 4TO CJIe[lyeT M3 CaMOro KaHTOBCKOI'O
PpasbsCHEHWS IIOHSATVI IPOCTPAHCTBA VI BpEMEHTA.
B xadecTBe IIpVIMEpPOB TAaKOVI ITO3MIIAV MOTYT pac-
cMmaTpuBaThess KoHenuum A. TpennenenOypra
(TpernenenOypr, 1868) 1 A. V1. Beemenckoro (Bse-
neHckui, 1895a; 18950).

Kak MBI yBUIOMM majiee, Bce IlepedniciieHHbIe
TIOJIXO/IBI, OE3yCIIOBHO, ITePeCceKatoTCs APYT C IPy-
rOM, HO aKIIeHTMPYIOT BHMMAaHVE Ha Pas3HBIX
acrreKTax oocy>kKaaeMov IIpoOIeMBbL.

1. ITpocTpaHcTBO M BpeMsl CyOBeKTUBHBI,
HO TOJIBKO B THOCE0JIOTMTYeCKOM CMBbICIIe

CyObexTuBICTCKOE ITIOHVIMaHVe IIPOCTPaHCTBa
U BpeMeHM Oe3 YCIIOKHSIOMINX HIOAHCOB B TIOHW-
MaHWUM CcyObekTMBHOCTM y KanTta mpusomuT X
CyObeKTMBHO-/IeaIICTYeCKOl TPaKTOBKe €ero
dwtocodpum. PagyikaabHBIV IOBOPOT K CYOBEKTY,
OCYIIIeCTBJIEHHBIVI HeMelIKM prjIocodoM, BBI3bI-
BaeT OXMJaeMble TPYAHOCTY, CBI3aHHBIE C 000-
CHOBaHVeM peaJIbHOCTV BHEIITHEero Mypa 1, B 4acT-
HOCTV, IIPOCTPaHCTBa U BpeMeHU B (PU3MUecKoM
cMebicrte. Vickmrodaer i KaHT TTOITHOCTBIO 00bek-
TUBHYIO PeaJIbHOCTh IPOCTPaHCTBA M BpeMeHM?
HecMmoTpst Ha yXe YHOMSIHYTble CyOBEKTMBICT-
cKkme pOpMYJIVIPOBKMY, CCITefIoBaTesIi 00palaoT
BHMMaHMe Ha OIpelle/IleHHYIO0 aMOVMBajIleHTHOCTD
3HauveHWs IIpocTpaHcTBa 1 BpeMeHn y Kanra. Tak,
Hanpumep, T. V. OnsepmaH ykasbeiBaeT Ha TO, 4TO
y KanTa mpocTpaHcTBO M BpeMsi HOHMMAIOTCS
JIBOSIKO: KpUTWYecKn 1 smmmpudeckn. Kpurnye-
CKOe ITOHVMaHVe IIPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeHU IIpesl-
TojaraeT UX CyOBbeKTUBHOCTB «JIVIID IIOCTOJIBKY
(v moTOMY), IOCKOJIBKY OHM allOAMKTUYeCKU Bce-
obrmraer (Omzepman, 2009, c. 10). 3a KpUTHYECKIM
IIOHVIMaHeM CyOBEeKTMBHOCTM CTOUT THOCEOJIO-
rudeckas BCeoOITHOCTD 1 OO BEKTMBHOCTD. DMIIV-
pyryUecKoe e IOHVMaHVie IIPOCTPaHCTBa M BpeMe-
HV ITpeJIIIosiaraeT VX SMIIMPUYEeCcKyIO peaIbHOCTE,
KOIjia «peub UJIET.. O peasIbHbIX yCJIOBUSX, B KO-
TOPBIX MpOTeKaeT 4YesloBevecKas >XV3Hb, B KOTO-
pOVI IPOXWUTBIE JIIOABMU TOIbI (M COOTBETCTBEH-
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of Friedrich Adolf Trendelenburg (1868) and
Alexey I. Vvedensky (1895a; 1895b).

As will be seen below, all these approaches
crisscross with one another while stressing
different aspects of the problem under
discussion.

1. Space and Time Are Objective,
but Only in the Epistemological Sense

The subjectivist interpretation of space
and time without complicating nuances in
Kant’s understanding of subjectivity leads to
a subjective-idealistic view of his philosophy.
The German philosopher’s swing toward
the subject predictably creates difficulties
connected with proving the reality of the
external world, notably of space and time
in the physical sense. Does Kant totally rule
out the objective reality of space and time?
Notwithstanding the subjectivist wording
mentioned above, researchers point out a
certain ambivalence in Kant’s approach to
space and time. For example, Oizerman (2009,
p. 10) shows the duality of Kant’s perception
of space and time: critical and empirical.
The critical approach to space and time
assumes their subjectivity only insofar (and
because) they are apodictically universal. The
critical approach to subjectivity leans on the
epistemological universality and objectivity.
The empirical conception of space and time
stems from “the real conditions in which
humans live, the years lived (childhood, youth,
maturity, old age) being not pure intuitions
but an empirically registered fact (ibid.,
p- 8). In Oizerman’s view, Kant, in positing
ontological subjectivity, “overcomes the one-
sided sequence (or consequent one-sidedness)
of “critical philosophy which all too often
in its interpretation of nature and cognition
comes close to idealism, which Kant resolutely
rejected, like all dogmatic philosophy” (ibid.,
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HO, JIeTCTBO, IOHOCTD, JKM3Hb B3POCJIOrO 4YesIoBeKa,
CTapOCTh) IIPEIICTABIISIOT COOOVT He UMCThIe CO3ep-
LIaHMS, a BIIOJIHE SMIIVpPUYecKr (PUKCUPyeMbIN
daxt» (Tam xe, c. 8). C Touku 3penmst OnzepmaHa,
KanT, npennosaras OHTOJIOTMYeCKyI0 CyObeKTIB-
HOCTB, «IIpeojiojieBaeT OJHOCTOPOHHIOIO ITOCIIefI0-
BaTeJILHOCTh (VJIM IIOC/IeJOBAaTeIbHYIO OTHOCTO-
POHHOCTB) “Kpurtrdeckont dpusocodpmm”, koTopast
CIUIOIIb U PSIIOM B CBOEVI MHTEpPIIpeTaIuy IIpu-
POZIBI M TIO3HAHMS COMVDKAeTCs C CyObeKTVMBHBIM
VIeaIn3MOM, KOTOPBIV PelINTeSIbHO OTBeprasics
KanToMm, Kak 1 BcsgKas JorMarmdeckas puioco-
Pus» (Tam xe, c. 16). Kak Hatypaymict, KanTt He
oTpuilaeT OOBEKTMBHOCTY IIPOCTPaHCTBa U Bpe-
MeHV, HO OTpuIIaeT ee Kak pvyiocod.

Ovsepman ccbUtaeTcss Ha «MeTadmsmdeckie
HavaJla eCTeCTBO3HaHWs», rae KaHT mpusHaer cy-
IIlecTBOBaHMe 3MIIVPUYECKOr0 IPOCTpaHCTBa, He
OTKasbIBasl eMy B TpaHCLIeHIeHTaIbHOV Viflealb-
HocTn. Harmpumep:

Bo BcstkoM oITBITE HEUTO JO/DKHO OITYIIAThCS,
VI 3TO eCThb peajlbHOe [copiepKaHVe]| UyBCTBeH-
HOTO CO3epILaHus, CJIefOBaTeIbHO, IOJDKHO
OBITH OIIyIIIaeMO ¥ IPOCTPAHCTBO, B KOTOPOM
HaM HaJUIeXUT IIOCTUTATh JIBVDKEHMS Ha OIIBITE;
VIHBIMV CJIOBaMW, IIPOCTPAHCTBO HOJDKHO OBITH
0003HaUeHO ITOCPEACTBOM TOTO, UTO MOXET OBITh
IIpeJIMETOM OIIyIIeHNs; TaKoe IIPOCTPaHCTBO,
KaK COBOKYITHOCTb BCeX ITPEJIMETOB OITbITa U KaK
OOBEKT 3TOTO OITbITa, Ha3bIBAETCS IMNUPUUECKUM
npocmpancmbom (AA 04, S. 481; Kanur, 1994, c. 264).

C Touku 3penns OnsepMaHa, «TaKOro poaa am-
oubasenmuocms MoXeT OBITH OxapaKTepu3oBaHa
Kak npomuBopeuubas nociedobamessHocty, KOTO-
pasi IPOTMBOIIOCTABJISIeT Te3VCY aHTUTE3NC, IIPeo-
f071eBasi TeM CaMbIM OJHOCTOPOHHOCTb THOCEOJIO-
IMYeCKMX XapaKTepuCTVK puponel» (OrzepMas,
2009, c. 15). brraromapst IBOVICTBEHHOCT ITIOHVIMa-
Hug KaHTOM 1mpocTpaHcTBa M BpeMeHM pacKpbl-
BaeTcd CyObeKT-0ObeKTHasl Ipupora KaTeropuri,
«KOTOpBle KaK II03HaBaTeJIbHbIe CpeJICTBa, M3Me-
HSIOIIVeCs TI0 Mepe PasBUTHs II03HaHMs, KOHeu-
HO, CyOBeKTMBHBI, HO IO CBOEMY COfep’KaHMIO,
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p. 16). Kant does not deny the objectivity of
time and space as a naturalist, but he denies it
as a philosopher.

Oizerman cites the Metaphysical Foundations
of Natural Science in which Kant admits the
existence of empirical space while not denying
its transcendental ideal character. For example,

In all experience something must be sensed,
and that is the real of sensible intuition,
and therefore the space, in which we are to
arrange our experience of motion, must also
be sensible — that is, it must be designated
through what can be sensed — and this, as the
totality of all objects of experience, and itself
an object of experience, is called empirical space
(MAN, AA 04, p. 481; Kant, 2004, p. 16).

Oizerman (2009, p. 15) argues that “such
ambivalence can be described as contradictory
consistency which opposes thesis with an
antithesis, thus overcoming the one-sidedness
of epistemological characteristics of nature”.
The ambivalence of Kant’s conception of space
and time reveals the subject-object nature of
categories “which are of course subjective
as cognitive tools changing as cognition
develops, but in terms of their content they
are, on the contrary, objective, i.e. they
express that which is inherent in the objective
reality that is independent from cognition
(ibid.) The distinctive feature of this position
is its ontological conviction of the reality of
space and time.” The distinction between
epistemological and ontological optics helps
to solve the problem of space and time being
totally subjective.®

% As distinct, for example, from Henry Allison’s “two-
aspect theory” which discusses the objective side of a
thing while space and time remain subjective. For more
detail, see, e.g., Allison’s response to criticism of the
theory (Allison, 1996, pp. 3-26).

® Valery E. Semenov (2022, p. 30), analysing the
Copernican turn accomplished by Kant, shows that it is
a turn of thought only for ontological purposes because
Kant in carrying out a Copernican revolution does not
rule out that there may be something beyond it: “The



HAITPOTMB, OOBEKTUBHBI, T.e. BBIPAXAIOT TO, YTO
IeVICTBUTEIIBHO IIPYCYIIe He3aBVCVIMOM OT II03Ha-
HMA IIpeMeTHOV peasbHOCTI» (Tam ske). Ocoben-
HOCTBIO JITAaHHOV IIO3MIINM SIBJISIETCSI OHTOJIOIVI-
4yeckasl YBEPeHHOCTh B (PU3MUECKOV PeasTbHOCTI
IIPOCTpaHCTBa 1 BpeMeHI1’. Pa3BeieHvie THOCEOIIO-
TVIYEeCKOVI VI OHTOJIOTMYECKOV OITMKM ITO3BOJISIET
paspelmnThb pobsieMy CyOBeKTMBHOV 3aMKHYTO-
CTV IIPOCTPaHCTBa 1 BpeMeH 1’

2. IIpocTpaHCTBO M BpeMs SMOMpUYeCcKN
peanpHBI, TO eCTh 00beKTMBHBI
KakK (popMBbI cyOBeKTMBHOCTH

C npobszeMort cyOBeKTMBHOCTY / OOBEKTVBHO-
CTV MPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeHW Herocpe/ICTBEHHO
CBA3aHO KAaHTOBCKOE pa3jIifueHVe ITO3WUIIUM SM-
HVPVYECKOro peasi3Ma ¥ TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHOrO
MjeaIn3Ma, C OJIHOVI CTOPOHBI, ¥ SMIIMPUYECKOro
Mlea3Ma M TPaHCIIeHIeHTaJIBHOTO pean3Ma —
c npyron. Beemenme sTmx mosuruit B «Kputn-
Ky UYVCTOrO pasyMa» CBA3aHO C BUJIOM3MeHeHVeM
B Hell KOHIIeNIIMM WIeaIbHOCTU ITPOCTpPaHCTBa
U BpeMeHM, U3JIoKeHHO! B aucceprauum 1770 r.
(em.: Tynwmnr, 2006, c. 525). VgeansHOCTE IpoO-
CTpaHCTBa pacrajaeTcs B mepsovt «KpuTnke» Ha
TpaHCIeH/IeHTaIbHYIO 1ieajlbHOCTh M AMIIVPU-
YeCKyI0 peasIbHOCTb.

KaHT ykasbIBaeT Ha /IBOsiKOe ITOHVIMaHWe IIpo-
cTpaHcTBa 1 BpeMmeHn. Hampumep, paccyxpas o

° B owmmume, HapmMep, OT «IBYXACIEKTHOV TEOPWID»»
I'. Drimcona, B KOTOpow oOcyxkraercs OOBeKTUBHAs
CTOpOHA BeIllM, a IIPOCTPAHCTBO WM BPeMs COXPAHSIOT
CcyObeKkTMBHBI XapakTep. [lompoOHee cM., Hampumep,
OTBeT DJUIVICOHA Ha KpUTHKY 3Tov Teopum: (Allison, 1996,
p. 3—26).

®B. E. CemeHOB, aHa/TM3MUPYs KOTIEPHUKAHCKUI TTIOBOPOT
KanTa, 1okaspIBaeT, 4TO OH SIBJISIETCSI IIOBOPOTOM MBbIC-
JTV TOJTBKO B THOCEOJIOTMYECKMX I1eTIsIX, TToToMY uTo KaHT
COoBepITTaeT KOTIePHMKAHCKYIO PeBOJIIOINIO, HO He VIC-
KJTFOUaeT TOTO, YTO eCTh YTO-TO 3a ee mperesiamu: «Korrep-
HVKaHCKast PEBOJIFONVI (C OTIpeIIeJTEHHOVI TOUKVI 3peHVIs)
TIpeJICTaBIIIeT CODOTO TIOTBITKY COETMHUTE SMITMPU3M U
PpalMOHAIV3M, VIV, VICIIOJIb3YSI COBPEMEHHYTO TePMIHO-
JIOTVIO, — OOBEIVHWUTE STVCTEMOTIOTYECKUT Pealtism U
KoHCmpyKkmubusmM TPV 3aMeTHOM JIOMWHWPOBAHWUW TIO-
creHero» (Cemenos, 2022, c. 30).
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2. Space and Time Are Empirically Real,
i.e. Are Objective as Forms of Subjectivity

The problem of subjectivity/objectivity
of space and time is directly linked with the
Kantian distinction of empirical realism and
transcendental idealism on the one hand, and
empirical idealism and transcendental realism
on the other. These concepts were introduced
into the Critique of Pure Reason because it
changed the concept of ideal space and time,
set forth in the 1770 dissertation (cf. Tuschling,
2006, p. 525). In the first Critique ideality of
space is split into transcendental ideality and
empirical reality.

Kant points to the dual interpretation of
space and time. Thus, reflecting on space he
writes: “We therefore assert the empirical
reality of space (with respect to all possible
outer experience), though to be sure at the same
time its transcendental ideality, i.e., that it is
nothing as soon as we leave out the condition
of the possibility of all experience, and take
it as something that grounds the things in
themselves” (KrV, A 28 / B 44; Kant, 1998,
p. 160). Ditto about time:

Our assertions accordingly teach empirical
reality of time, i.e., objective validity in regard to
all objects that may ever be given to our senses.
And since our intuition is always sensible, no
object can ever be given to us in experience
would not belong under the condition of time.
But, on the contrary, we dispute claim of time to
absolute reality, namely where it would attach
to things absolutely as a condition or property
even without regard to the form of our sensible
intuition. Such properties, which pertain to
things in themselves, can never be given to us

Copernican revolution (from a certain point of view) is
an attempt to combine empiricism and rationalism or,
to use modern terminology, marry up epistemological
realism and constructivism with a noticeable tilt in
favour of the latter.”
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HpocTpaHCTBe, KaHT muImeT: «...MbI yTBepXKJaeM
IMNUPULECKY0 PeasbHOCHb TIPOCTPAHCTBA (B OTHO-
IIIEHVV BCSIKOIO BO3MOYKHOTO OITBITA), XOTS IIPU-
3HaeM MpaxcyeHOeHMAAbHYI0 U0eaibHOCIb €T0, T.e.
YTO IIPOCTPAHCTBO €CTh HUYTO, KaK TOJIBKO MBI OT-
OpacbiBaeM yCJIOBMS BO3MOXKHOCTY BCSIKOTO OITbI-
Ta ¥ IPUHMMAaEM ero 3a He4To JieXXalllee B OCHOBe
Belen cammx 1o cebe» (A 28 / B 44; Kawnr, 2006,
c. 101). Taxxe o BpeMeHM:

...HaIllVl YTBEP>KI€HMS TTOKa3bIBAIOT IMNUPU-
ueckyio peaibHoCcns BpeMeHM, T.e. 00BeKTUBHYIO
3HAYMMOCTh €ro I BCceX ITpeIMeTOB, KOTOphle
KOT/Ia-7T00 MOTYT OBITE JTaHBI HAIIIVIM YyBCTBaM.
A Tak Kak Hallle cosepIiaHVe BceTja 4yBCTBEH-
HOe, TO B OIBbITe HaM HUKOI/Ia He MOXeT OBbITh
JlaH IIpefIMeT, KOTOPhII He ObUT Obl ITOIUMHEH
yctoBuio BpeMenn. HaoGopoT, MeI ocrmapmBaeM
y BpeMeHM BCsIKOe IPUTs3aHye Ha abCOTIOTHYIO
peasIbHOCTb, TaK KaK OHO IIpY 3TOM ObUIO OBl
abCcomOTHO MpUCYyIle BelllaM KaK yCJIOBUe VIIn
CBOVICTBO VX JJake He3aBUCUMO OT POpMBI Hallle-
ro 4yBCTBEHHOTO co3epliaHus. Takme cBOVICTBa,
IIpuCyIIVe BelllaM B cebe, BOOOIe HMKOIMA He
MOTyT OBITh JIaHBI HaM ITOCPEIICTBOM UyBCTB. B
3TOM, CJIefIOBATeIbHO, COCTOUT MPaAHCYeHOeHMAAb-
HAs UO0eaAbHOCHb BPEMEHM, COIVIACHO KOTOPOV
OHO, eCJIV OTBJIEUBbCS OT CYOBEKTVBHBIX YCIIOBUT
YyBCTBEHHOT'O CO3epIlaHVIsl, POBHO HIYETO He 03-
HavaeT VI He MOXeT OBbITh IIPUYMCIIeHO K ITpefiMe-
TaM caMyM 110 ceGe (6e30THOCUTEITFHO K HallleMy
CO3epIlaHMIO) HY KaK CyOcTaHIINsI, HU KaK CBOVI-
crBo (A 35—36 / B 52; Kawnr, 2006, c. 111 —113).

boriee momgpobHOe pasiuyme ueTbIpex IO3U-
LU — TpaHCLeHJIeHTa/IbHbIe WIeaInsM U pe-
aJIn3M, SMIIVIPUYECKe MOeasvi3M U pean3M —
IpOBOONUTCSA B HepBoM u3maHuu «KpuTumkm», B
IJIaBe, TOCBSAIIEHHOV YeTBepTOMY IHapalorv3My
TpaHCIeHAeHTaJIbHOV TIcuXxosiorn. Bo BropoMm
V3IaHUM HeT 3Toro parmMeHTa, HO OCTaJIoCh B
IIOJTHOM O0beMe IIPOsiCHeHVIe SMIIVIPUYeCKOV pe-
aJILHOCTY M TPaHCIeH/IeHTaJIbHOV VIeaIbHOCTY
IIPOCTPaHCTBa 1 BpeMeH1'.

7O0 sMIIMPUYECKOV PeasIbHOCTY U TPaHCLIeHIeHTaIbHO
ViIeaJIbHOCTU IIpocTpaHCcTBa M BpemeHn y KarTa cm.
tarcke: (Melnick, 1989; Schrader, 1951).
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through the senses. In this therefore consists
transcendental ideality of time, according to
which it is nothing at all if one abstracts from
the subjective conditions of sensible intuition,
and cannot be counted as either subsisting or
inhering in the objects in themselves (without
their relation to our intuition) (KrV, A 35-36 /
B 52; Kant, 1998, p. 164).

A more detailed differentiation of the four
positions —
realism, empirical idealism and realism — is
found in the first edition of the Critique in the
chapter devoted to the fourth paralogism of
transcendental psychology. The second edition
omits that fragment, but the clarification
of empirical reality and the transcendental
ideality of space and time is retained in full.”

Space and time are empirically real, but
what does empirical reality refer to? With
Kant, empirical reality does not coincide
with objective physical reality. Empirical
reality precedes experience a priori. Empirical
reality is linked with transcendental ideality.
Transcendental ideality means subjectivity
and empirical reality means objectivity, but
not of space and time as substances, but as
forms of inherent in subjectivity. From that
point of view space and time are nothing
without subjectivity. They are ideal with
regard to things in the world but real with
regard to subjectivity. A priori structures do
exist, but they inhere not in the world but in
consciousness, i.e. forms of intuition are parts
of the objective world. Dietmar Heidemann

transcendental idealism and

holds the view that the combination of
transcendental idealism and empirical realism
makes it possible to avoid sceptical conclusions
concerning the existence of the outer world.
Transcendental idealism considers the objects

7On empirical reality and transcendental ideality of
space and time according to Kant see also Melnick
(1989) and Schrader (1951).



IIpocTpaHCcTBO 1 BpeMsl SMIIVIPUYECKN peaslb-
HBI, HO YTO IIOHVMaeTCs IOl SMIIVPUYECKON pe-
asbHOCTEIO? Y KaHTa smnmprdeckast peaibHOCTb
He COBIIa/IaeT C OOBeKTMBHOM (U3MUYeCKo pe-
aJIGHOCTBIO. DMIIMpUYecKasl peaybHOCTb — 3TO
aIpYOPHOCTD I10 OTHOLIEHWIO K OIBITY. DMIIPU-
yecKasl peaJIbHOCTh B3aMIMOCBSI3aHa C TpaHClIeH-
JIleHTaJIbHOW WJIeaJIbHOCThIO. TpaHClieHIeHTasIb-
Has VeaJIbHOCTh O3HadaeT CyOBeKTMBHOCTH, a
SMIMpUYecKasl peajbHOCTb — OOBEKTMBHOCTD,
HO ITPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeH) He KakK cyOcTaHITuiA,
a Kak dopm, npucymmx cyosexTnsHocTH. C 3TON
TOUYKM 3peHMsl IIPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMsi Oe3 cyOn-
eKTUBHOCTM — Hu4To. OHM MaeaIbHBI 10 OTHO-
IIEHWIO K BelllaM MIpa, HO peaIbHbI 10 OTHOIIIe-
HUIO K CYyOBeKTUBHOCTY. AIIPUOPHBIe CTPYKTY Pl
peayIbHO CyIIeCTBYIOT, HO IIPUCYIIV He MUPY, a
CO3HAHWUIO, TO €CTh (POPMBI CO3epliaHMd — YacTu
o0BeKkTrBHOro Mupa. 1. Xarijieman cumuTaeT, 4To
COBMellleHVe TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHOIO weasin3Ma
VI SMIVIPUYECKOTO peasir3Ma II03BOJIgeT n30eXaThb
CKeNTUYeCKMX BBIBOOB IO MOBOMY CYIIeCTBOBa-
HVs BHEIITHero Mupa. TpaHciieHieHTaIbHbIV Vjle-
aJIn3M IojlaraeT, YTo OObeKThI, ITpeJicTaBsIIeMble B
IIPOCTPAHCTBE ¥ BpeMeHW, — SIBJIeHVIs, a He Belly
caMm 110 cebe. DMIVIPUYECKUTI peasIi3M TOBOPUT,
YTO IIpeJICTaBIeHHbIe OOBEKTHI B IIPOCTPAHCTBE U
BpeMeH! — 3TO peaJIbHble CYIIIHOCTM BHe Hac. «B
TO BpeMs KaK TpaHCLeH[IeHTaJIbHBIN VIeaIn3M
yKasblBaeT Ha CIIOCOOBI, KOTOPBIMI MBI ITpe/iCTaB-
j17eM 0OBeKTBI, TO eCTh Ha TpaHCIIeH/IeHTaIbHbIe
YCJIOBMS HaIlero II03HaHWs OCIIeTHVIX, SMIIPU-
YeCKUI peasi3M Pas3bsACHSET, YTO OOBEKTHI, XOTs
U II03HaBaeMble TOJIBKO ITPU 3TUX YCJIOBUSIX, CY-
IIECTBYIOT HE3aBUCVMO OT Hac B IIPOCTPaHCTBE
u BpemeHn» (Heidemann, 2021, p. 3232)%. Taxum

8 XavimemaH TIOKa3bIBaeT, UTO ITOHATUITHBIE PasTdms,
BBeZleHHble KaHTOM, cTayiM OCHOBOVI ISl COBpPEMEHHBIX
TIMCKyccuit o peanmsMe. KaHT He TOITbKO 1300pest coBpe-
MeHHOe 3Ha4YeHIe TepMIHA «peaji3M», HO TaKXKe CO3/1asl
TeopeTuUdecKyto Tororpaduio $opM peaymsMa, KOTO-
pas 10 cux mop odpopmiIsieT ITIOHMMaHMe PUITOCOPCKMX
BOIIPOCOB, Kacaroluxcs BHerHer pearbHOcTH (Heide-
mann, 2021). PasHooOpasme popm peasmzma CTaHOBUTCS
BO3MOYXHBIM ITOCJIeé KAHTOBCKOTO COBMEITIEHVIS VIleasTin3-
Ma ¥ peasii3Ma, KOTOPbIe ITPeICTaBIISIOTCS OOBITHO Kak
IIPOTMBOCTOSIIIVE TTO3VIIVANL.
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represented in space and time to be phenomena
and not things in themselves. Empirical realism
says that objects represented in space and
time are real entities outside us. “Whereas
transcendental idealism lays out the way
we represent objects, i.e., the transcendental
conditions of our cognition of them, empirical
realism expounds that objects, although
cognisable only under these conditions,
exist independently of us in space and
time” (Heidemann, 2021, p. 3232).®) Thus the
differentiation of transcendental idealism and
empirical realism can be seen as a complication
of the concept of subjectivity. Subjectivity
turns out to be the bearer of inherent realism of
subjects,” and space and time its necessary real
forms.

3. Space and Time Are Subjective,
but Their Validity Is Objective

Some scholars focus attention on objective
validity which Kant held to be a characteristic
of space and time. Speaking about time, Kant
says that “It is only of objective validity in
regard to appearances, because these are
already things that we take as objects of our
senses; but it is no longer objective if one
abstracts from the sensibility of our intuition,
thus from that kind of representation that is

8 Heidemann shows that conceptual distinctions
introduced by Kant provided the basis of modern
discussions about realism. Kant did not merely invest
the term realism with new meaning, but also created a
theoretical topography of the forms of realism which
to this day frames the understanding of philosophical
issues with regard to external reality (Heidemann, 2021).
The diversity of forms of realism became possible only
after Kant combined idealism and realism, which are
usually seen as opposites.

?The Kantian version of realism is the subject of studies
by Paul Abela (2002), Lucy Allais (2015), Kenneth R.
Westphal (2004) and others. An article by Abela (1996)
compares Kant’s empirical realism and the inner realism
of Hilary Putnam.
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oOpa3oM, pas/nMueHMe TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHOIO
Maeas3Ma M SMIIVPUYECKOTO peasi3Ma MOXKeT
MIOHMMAThCSL KaK YCJIOKHEeHUe IIOHSTUS CyOb-
ekTUBHOCTU. CyOBeKTMBHOCTb OKa3bIBaeTCsl HO-
cuTesleM BHYTpPeHHero, IIPUCYIIero cyobeKTaM
peaym3zma’, a IIPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMsl — ero HeoO-
XOIVIMBIMI peayIbHbIMN (popMaMIL.

3. IIpocTpaHCcTBO 1 BpeMsi CyObeKTUBHBI,
a X 3HAUMMOCTh 00beKTHBHa

Psan viccrienoBaresiert akIleHTUpPyeT BHUMaHUe
Ha TaKOVI XapaKTePUCTVKe IIPOCTPAHCTBA W Bpe-
MeHM y KaHTa, KaKk OOBeKTMBHAsl 3HAUYMMOCTE.
Tak, rosops o Bpemenu, KanTt yTBepXkiaet, 4To
«OHO VIMeeT OOBEeKTMBHYIO 3HaYVIMOCTH TOJIBKO B
OTHOIIIEHUM SIBJIEHWVI, IOTOMY YTO VIMEHHO SIBJle-
HVIS CyTh Bellll, KOTOpble MBI IIPMHIIMaeM 3a 1npeo-
Membvl Hawux 4ybcmb, HO OHO y>ke He 0ObeKTUBHO,
ecJIV OTBJIEYBCs OT UyBCTBEHHOVI IIPUPOJIbI Hallle-
rO Co3epliaHs, T.e. OT CBOVICTBEHHOI'O HaM CITOCO-
0a mpezcTaBiIeHs, 1 TOBOPUTD O Beuyax 6oobuje»
(A 34—-35 / B 51; Kanr, 2006, c. 111). Bpems mme-
eT OOBEeKTMBHYIO 3HAUMMOCTb B OTHOIIIEHWN SIB-
JIeHUVI. B OTHOIIeHMM Belleyl BHe YyBCTBEHHOIO
cosepriaHms — OHO Hu4TO. TakmmM oOpasoM, cyOb-
eKTVBHBIe (POPMBI IIPOCTPAHCTBA VI BpeMeHM 00-
JIaJ1af0T OOBEKTMBHOV 3HAYMIMOCTBIO.

MoxHo 3ameTuTh, yTo KaHT noHmMMaeT cy0b-
€KTVBHOCTb IIPOCTPAHCTBA ¥ BpPeMEHW OCOOBIM
obpasoM. CyObeKTMBHOCTh B OOBIIEHHOM IIOHW-
MaHMW MIpearonaraeT, YTo IPOCTPAHCTBO U Bpe-
M4 YHUKAJIbHBI Y KaXXJOr0 KOHKPETHOrO CyOBbek-
Ta, KOXObIVI MHAVIBUIYaJIbHBIV cy61>e1<T co3maeT
npocrpaHcTso M Bpems. Ho KanT mon cyObek-
TUBHOCTBIO IIPOCTPAHCTBA M BpeMeHU ITOHVIMAaeT
CyOBEKTMBHOCTB, IIPEBOCXOISIIYIO BceX KOHKPeT-
HBIX CyOBEKTOB, 3TO HEUTO HaIbIHIVBIIYyaIbHOe
U TpaHccyObekTrBHOe. CyObeKTMBHOe, OHMMa-

?KaHTOBCKOMY BapMaHTY peaIii3Ma IIOCBSIIeHbI VICCIIeNo-
BaHvs 1. AGerer (Abela, 2002), J1. Druranc (Allais, 2015),
K. Becrdassz (Westphal, 2004) n gp. CpaBHeHMIO SMIIN-
pudeckoro peamsMa KaHTa m BHyTpeHHero peaivsMa
X. ITatHoMa 110cBsIeHa crarbst AGertbl (Abela, 1996).

peculiar to us, and speaks of things in general”
(KrV, A 34-35 / B 51; Kant, 1998, p. 164).
Time has objective validity with regard to
phenomena. It is nothing with regard to things
outside sensible intuition. Thus, subjective
forms of space and time have objective
validity.

It will readily be seen that Kant has a
peculiar view on subjectivity of space and time.
Subjectivity commonly assumes that space and
time are unique for each concrete individual,
each individual subject creating space and time.
But Kant sees subjectivity of space and time
as subjectivity that is above all the concrete
subjects, as something supra-individual and
trans-subjective. Understood in this way, the
subjective morphs into the objective while not
becoming objective in the sense of objective
reality and acquires objective validity. For
example, Danil Razeev (2010, pp. 188-189) says
that Kant, “thanks to his ‘revolution in the
mode of thinking’, comes to the conclusion that
the objective is none other than the transformed
subjective. In other words, the objective can be
understood not as something fundamentally
juxtaposed to the subjective, but as a special
product of the subjective.” Subjectivity
becomes the bearer of objective validity”,'® “the
source of objectivity within the immanence of
experience, because it provides a universal
and normative interpretive framework from
within itself” (Brinkmann, 2011, p. 39). The
underlying basis of objectivity does not need
to be certified by any concrete subject or
community of subjects. Objectivity flows from
the universal quality of the thinking I. “The
inherently synthetic unity of apperception is
the foundation of any objectivity”" (Tuschling,

1 Obviously, this interpretation of subjectivity became
the prerequisite of the future philosophy of H. Lotze and
the Baden school of Neo-Kantianism.

" Cf. “[...] die wurspriinglich-synthetische Einheit der
Apperzeption [ist] Grund aller Objektivitit [...].”
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eMoe TaKuM 00pa3oM, HepexonuT yxke B 0bsIacThb
OOBEKTMBHOIO, HO He CTAaHOBUTCS OOBEKTMBHBIM
B CMBICJIe OOBEKTVBHOV peasIbHOCTM, a HadlHa-
er obOmamaTh OOBEKTMBHOWM 3HAUMMOCTEIO. Tak,
Harpumep, . H. Pasees yxkasbiBaet, uto «KaHrT,
Oraromaps OCYILIECTBIIEHHOV MM “peBOJIIOIINI B
criocobe MBIIUIEHMS”, TIPUXOOUT K BBIBOMY, YTO
00sexmubHoe eCTb He UTO MHOe, KaK mpaHcpopmu-
poBarnoe cybvexmubroe. VIHBIMU cJI0BaMM, OObeK-
TMBHOE MOXET IIOHVMATHCS He B KAUeCTBe Yero-ToO
HIPVHIVIINAIBHO IIPOTVBOCTOSIIETO CyOBEKTB-
HOMY, a B KadeCTBe ero (CyOBeKTMBHOI0) 0co0o-
ro npoaykra» (Pasees, 2010, c. 188—189). CyOpek-
TUBHOCTb CTAHOBUTCS HOCUTEIEM OOBEKTVBHOV
3HAUMMOCTUY, «MCTOYHMKOM OOBEKTVUBHOCTU B
VIMMaHEHTHOCTV OITBITa, IIOCKOJIBKY OHa obecrie-
YMBaeT YHWMBEPCAIBHYIO ¥ HOPMaTUBHYIO VIH-
TepIIPeTALVIOHHYIO paMKy M3HYTpPW cedsl caMoi»
(Brinkmann, 2011, p. 39). ®yHmameHTaIbHaAs OC-
HOBa OOBEKTVMBHOCTV He HYXXAeTCd B yJIOCTOBe-
PeHMM KaKMM-T1100 KOHKPETHBIM CYObeKTOM VIV
coobmrecTBoM CyOBbekToB. OOBEeKTVBHOCTD BBITE-
KaeT M3 yHMBEPCAJIBHOIO KadecTBa CyObeKTa Kak
mpicismrero S, «/I3HauaIbHO-CUHTETIUeCKOoe
€IVHCTBO allleplIeNIny eCTh OCHOBaHVe BCSKOM
obwvexTyBHOCTM» (Tymimar, 2006, c. 543). OObek-
TVBHaS 3HA4MMOCTD IIOHVIMAeTCs TOJIBKO B op-
MaJIbHOM OTHoIeHv: «To, 9Té MeTadmsuka 0
KanTa — Taxxe 1 B popMaIbHOM OTHOITIEHUW —
OTHOCWJIA K OOBEKTY, OH IIOVICTVHE OTBOEBHIBAET
y OOBeKTMBHOIO M IIepeHOCUT B 00s1acThb CyOb-
eKTUBHOro. BeZlb Bech CMBICIT TpaHCIIEH/IEHTATb-
HOTO apryMeHTa, B KOHEYHOM cueTe, CBOAMUTCI K
TOMY, UTO B IIpOIlecce ITO3HAHS MBI IIOCTUTaeM He
CTOJIBKO UY’>KII0€ HaM OOBbeKTVBHOE, CKOJIBKO 3Ha-
KOMOe HaM cyObekTBHOe» (Pasees, 2010, c. 189)™.

1Y OueBUIHO, YTO MEHHO TaKasl MHTepIIpeTaIrys cyopeK-
TMBHOCTM CTaJIa IIPeIIOChUIKON Oyaylient dprurocodmn
sHaummMocTi I. JIotiie m bajieHcKon K01kl HeOKaHTaH-
CTBa.

" Cxoxxert mo3uumy IpuaepKuBaics Takke B. @. Acmyc:
«Paspsacaenne KanTa cocTonT B IIpeyIoKeHNM OT/INYATh
IMNUPUUECKYI0 PeasbHOCIb BPEMEHM OT €r0 MIPaHCeHOeH-
MaAbHOL U0eALbHOCTIU. DMAUPUYECKY BPEMS pealbHO. DTO
3HAYMT, YTO OHO COXPAHSET CBOIO OOBEKTMBHYIO 3HAUM-
MOCTb JI BCeX IIPeIMeTOB, KOTOpble KOrga-Inbo MOTyT
OBITH TaHBI HAIIMM 4yBcTBaM» (Acmyc, 1973, c. 191).
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2006, p. 543). Objective validity is understood
only in the formal sense: “What pre-Kantian
metaphysics — including in a formal sense —
attributed to the object, he truly reclaims from
the objective and transfers to the domain
of the subjective. For the whole point of the
transcendental argument boils down to the fact
that in the process of cognition we learn not
so much the objective that is alien to us as the
subjective we are familiar with” (Razeev, 2010,
pp. 188-189).12

Objectivity can be interpreted not so much
as independence from the subject as from the
subject’s will. This is the position of Victor
P. Lega (2009, pp. 142-143):

The conventional view is that what exists
outside consciousness is objective and what
exists in and depends on consciousness is
subjective. Hence the identification of the
objective with the material and sensible. In
reality, according to the definition, the objective
is that which does not depend on man’s will
and the subjective is that which does depend on
his will. Therefore, according to Kant, a priori
forms of sensibility, such as space and time,
exist both subjectively and objectively.

Brinkmann notes that subjectivity in Kant’s
philosophy should be seen in two ways because
the bearer of subjectivity in Kant’s philosophy
may be, on the one hand, the universal
transcendental subject and, on the other hand,
an empirical subject. The empirical subject
has many constraints and is prone to err, but
objectivity is possible thanks to the universal
level of subjectivity. Thus, this approach to
interpreting space and time concentrates on
their objective formality. In that respect space

2 A similar view was expressed by Valentin F. Asmus
(1973, p. 191): “Kant's clarification consists in the
proposal to distinguish the empirical reality of time
from its transcendental ideality. Empirically, time is real.
This means that it retains its objective validity for all the
objects which may ever be given our senses.”



JI.1O. Kopnunaes

OOBeKTMBHOCTb MOXKET TPaKTOBAaTbCs KaK He-
3aBVCHIMOCTD He CTOJTBKO OT CyObeKTa, CKOJIBKO OT
Boin cyobekTa. [TogobHas mosuims BcTpedaeTcs,
Hanpumep, y B.I1. Jlern:

CorracHO OOBIIEHHOMY MHEHUIO, OOBEKTVIB-
HBIM CYWUTAETCS TO, YTO CYIIECTBYeT BHE CO3Ha-
HMsA, a CyOBEeKTMBHBIM — TO, YTO CYIIIeCTByeT
B CO3HaAHUM M 3aBUCUT OT Hero. OTcroma OTOX-
IlecTBJIeHVe OOBEKTMBHOIO C MaTepaIbHO-IyB-
CTBEHHBIM. B IeVICTBUTEILHOCTI Xe, COTJIacHO
oIIperiesIeHNI0, OObeKTVBHBIM SIBJISIETCS TO, UTO
He 3aBVICUT OT BOJIVI UeJIOBEKA, a CyOBeKTMBHO TO,
uTo OT ero Boym 3aBucut. [lostomy, mo Kanry,
arpyriopHble (POPMBI YYBCTBEHHOCTH, TaKle KaK
IIPOCTPAHCTBO M BpeMsi, CYLIeCTBYIOT KakK CyOb-
€KTMBHO, TaK M oOBeKTmBHO... (Jlera, 2009, c.
142 —143).

K. bpyHKMaH yKasblBaeT Ha TO, YTO CyObek-
TUBHOCTBb B dwtocodpum KaHTa HyXXHO paccMma-
TpUBaThb JBOAKO, IIOCKOJIbKY HOCHUTeJIeM CyOb-
eKTUBHOCTM MOXeT OBbITb, C OFHOW CTOPOHBI
YHUBEpCaJIbHBINT  TpaHCIIeHJIeHTaJIbHBI  CyOb-
€KT, C APYIoV — SMIIMPUYIECKNI Cy6”beKT. DMIIM-
pUYecKum CyOBbeKT CYJIBHO OrpaHWYeH U CKJIO-
HeH K omIMOKaM, HO OOBeKTMBHOCTH IIPU 3TOM
BO3MOXKHa OJ1arofiapsi YHMBEpPCaJIbHOMY yPOBHIO
cyopekTmBHOCTI. TakmM oOpa3oM, JaHHBIV IIOA-
X0, K TPaKTOBKe IPOCTPaHCTBa M BpeMeHM KOH-
LIEHTPUpPYeTcd Ha MX 00beKTUBHOM (POopMaJIbHO-
cTu. B 5TOM OTHOIIEHMN ITPOCTPAHCTBO U BpeMs
KaK yHMBepcaJIbHbIe allpMOPHBIE CTPYKTYPHEI SIB-
JIAIOTCSE OOBeKTUBHBIMY, TaK KaK CTAHOBATCS HO-
CUTEJIAMY YHVBEPCAJIbHOV OOBbeKTUBHOV 3HAYV-
MOCTM, He3aBVUCHMOVI OT KOHKPeTHBIX CyOBeKTOB.

4. IIpocTpaHCTBO M BpeMs He MOTYT ObITh
MCKJTIOUMTEIBHO CyOBbeKTUBHBIMM

OtnenrpHOrO BHMMAaHMS  3aCIyKMBaeT IIOM-
X0fl, KOTOPBIVI OodOopMIIsieTcsd, HalpuMep, B du-
mocodpun Aponbda Tpennenenbypra. Kommen-
TUPYysd TpaHCIIeHIeHTaIbHyI0 3cTeTuky KamnTa,
TpennenenOypr HacTaMBaeT Ha OMIVOOYHOCTM
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and time as universal a priori structures are
objective because they become the bearers of
universal objective validity independent from
concrete subjects.

4. Space and Time
Cannot Be Only Subjective

The approach represented, for example,
by Trendelenburg merits special attention.
Commenting on Kant’s transcendental
aesthetic, Trendelenburg argues that it is a
mistake to totally exclude the objective side
from sensual cognition. For Kant, experience
is ordered because there are a priori forms
of sensibility. But for Trendelenburg this
is just one of the reasons. The order in
the phenomenal world may be due to the
orderliness of the world itself. Sensibility can
capture something ordered in the world itself.
In Logical Investigations Trendelenburg argues
that recognising the subjectivity of space and
time, it would be a mistake to rule out the
“participation” of things in themselves in these
forms of intuition.” Not only subjectivity must
be prepared for the representation of the thing
in space and time, but the thing itself should
contain the conditions of such spatio-temporal
representation. This is a possible conclusion
if Kant’s reflections are carried through to
the end: “We are not presenting here what
Kant wanted, but stating what turns out to be
actually contrary to his will”** (Trendelenburg,
1862, p. 159). While Kant shows the subjectivity
of space and time by invoking the apodictic
authenticity of science, Trendelenburg notes
that a scientific fact cannot be proved only
through subjectivity. Scientific veracity shows

B3 This is the theme of yet another of Trendelenburg’s
work, “On the Gap in Kant's proof of Exclusive
Subjectivity of Space and Time” (Trendelenburg, 1867).
For more on Trendelenburg’s position in his dispute
with Kuno Fischer on space and time see Demin (2010).
W Cf. “Wir stellen nicht dar, was Kant wollte, sondern wir
sagen, was sich auch gegen seinen Willen ergiebt.”



abCOITIOTHOTO VICKJTIOYeHMSI OOBEKTVBHOV CTOPO-
HBl B UyBCTBeHHOM mno3HaHmu. /g Kanrt mpu-
YlHa yHOPSAIOUYeHHOCTV OIBbITa COCTOUT B TOM,
UTO eCcTh allpyOpHble (POPMBI YYBCTBEHHOCTML.
Ho, ¢ Toukn 3penus: TpennesenOypra, 3T0 TOJIb-
KO oflHa 13 ITpyumH. [Iprunna yropsgmoueHHOCTI
MUpa B SIBJICHUM MOXeT COCTOATh M B YHOPSIO-
YeHHOCTY caMoro Myupa. YyBCTBEHHOCTb B COCTO-
AHVUWM YXBaTUTh HEUTO yIIOpsAIOYeHHOe B CaMOM
Mupe. B «Jlormuecknx mcciiemoBanmsax» TpeHe-
71eHOy pr yTBepXXIIaeT, UTo, IIpr3HaBasi CyObeKTIB-
HOCTb IIPOCTPAHCTBA M BpeMeH, OMIMO0YHO Vic-
KJTIOUaTh «y4dacTye» Bellleyl caMMX 10 cede B 3TMX
dopmax cozeprianmsa’?. He TOIBKO CyOBEKTMB-
HOCTb JTIOJDKHA OBITH TIOATOTOBJIEHA K ITpefICTaBIIe-
HVIIO BeIllV B IIPOCTPAHCTBE 1 BpeMeHM, HO VI caMa
Belllb JI0JDKHA cofepXaTh B cebe ycyIoBus [JIs Ta-
KOI'0 IIPOCTPaHCTBEHHO-BpeMeHHOI0 ITpeJicTaBIle-
Hust. [TogoOHBIN BBIBOL BO3MOXEH, €CJIV I0BECTU
pasmbinuienusa Kanra 0o xoHna: «Msbl m3jiaraem
371ech He TO, uero mMeHHo KaHT xores1, a To, 4To
BBIXO/IUT W3 €r0 OCHOBAHWII JIaXkKe ¥ IIPOTWB €ro
Borm» (Tperpenendypr, 1868, c. 145). Ecim Kant
yepe3 OTChUIKY K amlOfMKTUYecKOV JOCTOBEPHO-
CTV HayKM IIOKas3blBaeT CyOBEeKTMBHOCTb IIPO-
CTpaHCTBa 1 BpeMeHWU, To TpeHmereHOypr 3amMe-
4aeT, YTOo (paKT HayKy He MOXeT OBbITh JOKa3aH
TOJIBKO uepe3 cyOwpeKkTuBHOCTE. Hayunas mocro-
BEPHOCTB yKasbIBaeT Ha BBIXOJ] 3a IIpeiesIbl CyOb-
€KTMBHOCTA.

bynp mpocTpaHcTBO M BpeMs MCKITIOUVITENIb-
HO b popMamMm Cy6”beKTI/[BH01"O ayxa, Torga
MaTeMaTyKa CMoIJIa ObI IIOCTUYb TOJIBKO TO, YTO
JaeTcd B SBJICHMIX Harrer coOCTBeHHOW II03Ha-
BaTEJIbHOCTBIO, a JPYTYyIO IIOJIOBVHY SIBJIEHWUS
IIOHEeBOJIe OCTaBjIsla Obl HETPOHYTOV; B TaKOM
ciTydae ObUta OBl HEBO3MOXKHA MPUMKIIQIHAS Ma-
TeMaTMKa, KOTopas II0TOMY JIMIIb ypa3yMeBaeT
Y TIOKOpsieT ceOe siBJIeHNe, UYTO yMeeT CXBaTUTh

12 TaHHOW TeMe IIOCBsIIleHa elrle ofHa pabora A. Tpen-
nerneHOypra — «O Opelnt B KAHTOBCKOM JIOKa3aTeJIbCTBE
VICKJIFOUNTEIIBHON CyObeKTMBHOCTY IIPOCTPaHCTBa U Bpe-
menm» (Trendelenburg, 1867). Ilogpobuee o mo3uinm
A. TpenpenenOypra u ero criope ¢ K. durmepom 1o Bo-
IIPOCY O IIPOCTpaHCTBe 1 BpeMeHM cM.: (émmn, 2010).
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the way beyond subjectivity.

Were space and time exclusively forms of
the subjective spirit then mathematics would
be able to understand only what is given in
appearances, leaving the other half untouched;
in that case applied mathematics would be
impossible, but it can comprehend and conquer
the phenomenon because it can capture both
elements in it. In becoming phenomena things
submit to the laws of time and space; and if they
obey these forms then this is possible owing
to the nature of things. It is inconceivable that
they could forn a common source with the
forms of space and time unless they were in
some way involved in these forms themselves™
(Trendelenburg, 1862, p. 161).

Trendelenburg criticises the position which
interprets space and time as exclusively
subjective forms of cognition. If space and time
are subjective it does not in any way rule out
their objectivity. “They are both something
subjective. But what prevents them from being
also something objective? Is it not because they
are just as necessary for the spirit as they are for
other objects?”'® (Trendelenburg, 1862, p. 162).
Thus space and time can be not only subjective
but also objective forms of cognition.

According to Trendelenburg, the only source
of the objectivity of space and time is motion.

5 Cf. “Wiiren nun Raum und Zeit nur Formen des subjektiven
Geistes, so konnte die Mathematik nur das erfassen, was an
den Erscheinungen unser eigenes Erkenntnisvermdgen aus
sich hergibt, aber die andere Hiilfte der Erscheinung miisste
sie unberiihrt lassen; es wire also angewandte Mathematik,
welche doch nur dadurch die Erscheinung begreifen und zum
Gehorsam bestimmen konnte, dass sie in ihr beide Elemente
erfasste, unmdoglich. Indem die Dinge zu Erscheinungen
werden, folgen sie den Gesetzen von Raum und Zeit, und
indem sie sich in Raum und Zeit fassen lassen, muss dies ihrer
eigenen Natur nach moglich sein. Es wire nicht denkbar, dass
sie mit den Formen von Raum und Zeit eine Gemeinschaft
eingehen, wenn sie nicht selbst in irgend einer Weise an Raum
und Zeit Theil hétten.”

16 Cf. “Sie sind beide etwas Subjektives. Was verhindert sie
aber zugleich etwas Objektives zu sein? Sind sie vielleicht
nicht gerade darum fiir den Geist nothwendig, weil sie es fiir
die Dinge sind?”
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B HeM obOa 1eMenTa. CTaHOBSACH SIBJIEHVAMM,
BeIlyl ITOMUYMHSIOTCS 3aKOHAaM BpeMeHU W IIpo-
CTPaHCTBA; M €CJIVI OHWM IOCIIYIIHBI 3TNM op-
MaM, 3HaYUT — TaK BO3MOXKHO IT0 COOCTBEHHOV
npupone Bereit. Hempiciimo, 4ToObI OHM BXO-
IOVJIN B CHEJIKY ¢ (popMaMu ITPOCTPaHCTBa U Bpe-
MeHW, He y4acTBY OHV KaK-HMOYIb CaMy B 3TVX
dopmax (Tam xe, c. 148; rep. yrounen. — JI.K.).

TpennenenOypr KpuUTHKYyeT IIO3MIINIO, Tpak-
TYIOIIYIO IIPOCTPAaHCTBO M BpeMsl KaK MCKJIIOUM-
TeJIBHO CyOBeKTMBHBIE (popMbl mo3HaHMs. Ecim
IIPOCTPAHCTBO W BpeMs CyOBbEeKTMBHEL, TO 3TO HU-
KaK He MCKITI0YaeT UX 00BeKTUBHOCTb. «Oba oHM
HedTo cyObekTuBHOe. Ho uTo Mmeraer mm ObITH
BMecTe 1 4eM-TOo oObekTuBHBIM? He moTomy mm
VIMEHHO HeOOXOIVIMBI OHM JIJIsI Ty Xa, YTO Heooxo-
IOVMBI TakXe M A1 Betet?» (Tam xe, c. 149). Ta-
KM 00pa30oM, IPOCTPaHCTBO 1 BpeMsi MOT'yT OBITh
He TOJIBKO CYObeKTVBHBIMY, HO ¥ OOBeKTMBHBIMM
dopmamu To3HaHMSL.

EAvHBIM MCTOYHMKOM OOBEeKTMBHOCTU IIPO-
CTpaHCTBa M BpeMeHU, corlacHO TpenpesieHOyp-
Ty, ABJISIeTCH JIBVDKeHe.

Hackosbko Bemy mpow3onuiv u3 JIBVDKeHV,
HaCTOJILKO OHM HeCyT € cODOVI IIPOCTPaHCTBO KaK
CBOVICTBeHHBIVI, IPUPOXIEHHBII UM yjiesl. Bpe-
M3 He Iepe0pachIBaeTCs B BEIIV 13 BHyTPEHHETO
COCTOSIHVSI Ty IITY; HACKOJIbKO OHU [IBVKYTCS, Ha-
CTOJIBKO B HMX €CTh VI BpeMsI, [1a IIPUTOM eIlle KaK
CcOOCTBEHHBIN MX akT. <...> Ecim nBmkeHme Tak
Ke M3Ha4YaJIbHO IIPVHAIEXWT MBICIIN, Kak V1 ObI-
TUIO, I €CJIV U3 IBVDKEHWS TIPeXX/Ie BCero poamT-
CsI IIPOCTPAHCTBO ¥ BPEMSI, TO B 3TOM U JIEXXWT TO
coracue CyObeKTMBHOTO ¢ 0ObeKTUBHBIM, KOTO-
poe nopyumt osw1o KanT (Tam xe, c. 155—156).

Cxoxast mO3uMIMS IIpefCTaBjieHa B CTaTbe
Autexces VIBanosuya Beemerckoro «Yuenme Kamn-
Ta O IIpocTpaHcTBe» (BBemerckmit, 1895a; 189506)".
Pycckum dutocod Takke ykasblBaeT Ha HeoOo-
CHOBAHHOCTB VICKJTIOUEHNSI B TpPaHCIeH/IeHTa/Ib-

3 Anexcest Beenerckoro (1861 —1913) He crenyet myTaTh
C M3BECTHBIM PYCCKMM KaHTHaHIleM AJjiekcaHnpow Vsa-
HOoBUYeM Beemenckmm (1856—1925). IlogpoOmee cM.:
(Beenencku, Poxun, 2024, c. 154).
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As much as things have originated from
motion, so they carry with them the space as
their inherent, inborn element. Time is not cast
into things from the inner state of the soul; to
the extent that they move they have time within
them, and they have it as their own act [...]. If
motion inheres in thought, like in being, and
if it is above all motion that generates space
and time, herein lies the concord between
the subjective and the objective which Kant
destroyed'’ (ibid., p. 168).

A similar position is presented in the
article “Kant’s Teaching on Space” by Aleksey
Vvedensky (1895a; 1895b)."® The Russian
philosopher, too, objects to the exclusion
from transcendental aesthetic of objectivity
as a property of space. He thinks Kant in the
second edition of the Critique of Pure Reason
hierarchises subjectivity'® into two tiers: one in
the broad and the other in the narrow sense.
Subjectivity in the broad sense includes all
the simple senses, space being one of them,
from the beginning. Subsequently Kant
isolates within subjectivity in the broad sense
subjectivity in the narrow sense in which space,
unlike changeability of individual sensations,

7.Cf. “So weit die Dinge aus Bewegung entstanden sind,
tragen sie den Raum wie ein eigenthiimliches Erbtheil
an sich. Die Zeit wird nicht aus dem inneren Zustand der
Seele in die Dinge hinein geworfen; sondern inwiefern sich
diese bewegen, ist die Zeit darin und ihre eigene That [...].
Wenn die Bewegung ebenso urspriinglich dem Denken, als
dem Sein angehort, und wenn aus der Bewegung Raum und
Zeit zundchst erzeugt werden: so liegt darin jene Harmonie
des Subjektiven und Objektiven, die von Kant gewaltsam
zerrissen wurde.”

8 Alexey Vvedensky (1861 —1913) is not to be confused
with the prominent Russian Neo-Kantian Aleksandr
Vvedensky (1856 —1925). For more detail see Vvedensky
and Rozhin (2024, p. 154).

9 Subjectivity with Kant can also be problematised
chronologically. For example, M. Marti¢ notes that
Kant does not always view subjective space and time
as a priori forms of sensibility. In various periods he
interpreted them as concepts and ideas. For more detail
see Marti¢ (2022).



HOVI 3CTeTVIKe OOBEKTMBHOCTY KaK XapaKTepPUCTV-
K11 ImpocTpaHcTBa. C TOUKM 3peHms BBemeHcKoro,
Kanr Bo BTrOpoM wm3manvm «KpuTmxm dYmcToro
pasyMa» MepapxusupyeT CyOBeKTMBHOCTB', OHa
[IojTy4yaeT y Hero JIBa 3HAUeHMs — B IIMPOKOM
" B y3KoM cMblciie. CyOBbeKTMBHOCTD B IIVMPOKOM
CMBICJIe BKJIIOUaeT B cebs Bce IIPOCThIe UyBCTBEH-
Hble OIIYIIeHVs, M IIPOCTPAHCTBO WM3HAYaIbHO
ObUIO OHVIM M3 3TVIX OLIyIIeHuiL. BriociencTsmm
KanT BHYTpM cyOBeKTMBHOCTH B IIVIPOKOM CMBIC-
Jjle BbIfIeJIsieT CyOBbeKTMBHOCTb B Y3KOM CMBICIIE,
I7le IIPOCTPAHCTBO B OT/IMYVE OT M3MEHUYMBOCTU
VHAVMBUIYaJIbHBIX OIIYIIeHUM HajesseTcss 00-
ImesHauMMOoCTh0P.  OOIIe3sHauMMOCTh Ke, CUM-
TaeT BBemenckuii, yKa3bIBaeT B QosIblliert crerie-
HV Ha OOBEKTVBHOCTH, YeM Ha CyOBeKTVMBHOCTE.
«[IpocTpaHcTBO, TakMM OOpa3oM, 3aHMMaeT VC-
KJIFOUMTEJIbHOe MeCTO: OHO BMecTe U CyOBeKTUB-
HO, ¥ 00BeKTUBHO (“Cy0ObeKTMBHO-O0BeKTMBHO”).
B cpaBHeHMM ¢ HUM CyOBEKTVBHOCTD OIILYIIEHT
€CTh, TaK CKa3aTh, CyOBEKTMBHOCTH BTOPOVI CTelle-
H1. VITaK, B KOHIIe KOHIIOB, npocmparcmbo, no Kaw-
my, Bce xxe cydvexmubro, xomsa u He 6 maxoil cmene-
HU, kax oujyuwenus» (Beemenckmi, 18956, c. 99).
INomxon Tpenpenenbypra m BeemeHCKOro Mox-
HO yCJIOBHO 0OBenuHuTb. OHM HacTaMBalOT Ha
CyOBeKTVMBHO-OOBEKTMBHOM IIOHVMaHWUN  IIPO-

14 ITpoGiemaTm3anms cyobexkTmBHOCTH y KaHTa Moxer
IIPOBOINTBCS M B XPOHOJIOTMYECKOM OTHOIIeHMN. Tak,
HanpuMep, M. MapTid moKasblBaeT, 9TO CyObeKTMBHbIE
HpocTpaHcTBO 1 BpeMsi y KaHTa He Bcerga MOHMMaIVChH
KaK arpropHele pOpMBI YyBCTBEHHOCTI. B pasHble riepu-
OIIbI TBOPYeCTBa HeMelKoro ovytocodpa OHV MOTIJIN TpaK-
TOBaThCS Kak ITOHATVS u mien. [logpobree cm.: (Martic,
2022).

1> BBemeHCKMVI WJUIIOCTPYIPYET CMeIlleHs B IIOHVIMaHN
CcyObeKTMBHOCTHM, oDpalliasich K KOMMeHTapusaM Xarca
@arixmHTrepa, KOTOPHIVI COOTHOCUT KaHTOBCKOE yUeHIe O
IIPOCTPAHCTBE VI BpeMeH C ydeHveM JI0KKa 0 IepBITIHBIX
¥ BTOpMYHEBIX KadecTBax: «CoriacHO JIOKKy, 4yBCTBeH-
Hble KauyecTBa M SMIIMpUYEcKrie OOBEKTBI COOTHOCAT-
csd Kak sBJIeHVe U Belllb B cebe. Tak ke I momoOHbIM
obpazomM cooTHOCsTCs, 110 KaHTy, Bellin B IIpOCTpaHCTBe
C VICTMIHHBIMM BelllaMy, KOTOpble He HaxOISITCS B IIPO-
crpaHcTBe. CremoBarerbHO, vy KanTa He OBUIO HmOCTa-
TOYHOI'O OCHOBaHMS OTBepraTb 3TO CpaBHEHMe C TaK/UM
nadocom. Ecsi 66 0H 106aBmT HEOOXOIVIMBIE OTOBOPKA,
TO MOT OBI CIIOKOVIHO BOCIIOJIb30BaThCS TVIM CpaBHEHVI-
em» (Vaihinger, 1922, S. 364 —365).

L. Yu. Kornilaev

is invested with general validity.* General
validity, Vvedensky believes, points rather
toward objectivity than to subjectivity. “Thus
space occupies an exclusive place: it is at once
subjective and objective (‘subjective-objective’).
By comparison, the subjectivity of sensations is,
as it were, second-rank subjectivity. At the end
of the day space, according to Kant, is subjective,
albeit not to the same degree as sensations”
(Vvedensky, 1895b, p. 99).

The approaches of Trendelenburg and
Vvedensky are similar in that both insist that
Kant’s understanding of space and time is
subjective-objective. By criticising the position
that space and time are exclusively subjective
Trendelenburg and Vvedensky reveal the need
for their objectivity.

Conclusion

Amid the infinite diversity of comments
and interpretations of Kant’s transcendental
aesthetic one can find some studies which
question the common interpretation of space
and time as exclusively subjective forms of
intuition. These doubts have been prompted
by the obvious gap between the subjective

? Vvedensky illustrates shifts in the interpretation of
subjectivity by turning to the comments made by Hans
Vaihinger. Vaihinger (1922, pp. 364-365) compares
Kant’s doctrine of space and time with Locke’s doctrine
of primary and secondary properties: “According to
Locke sensible properties and empirical objects relate
as appearance and things in themselves. According to
Kant, sensible properties and empirical things in space
relate to real things that are not in space in the same or
similar way. So, Kant did not have sufficient grounds
to reject this comparison so vehemently. He could
well have used this comparison if he had made the
necessary reservations” (cf. “Nach Locke verhalten sich
Sinnesqualititen und empirische Objecte wie Erscheinung
und Ding an sich. So oder dhnlich verhalten sich nach Kant
die ganzen Dinge im Raume zu den wahren Dingen, die nicht
im Raume sind. Kant hatte demnach keinen rechten Grund,
jenen Vergleich mit solcher Emphase zuriickzuweisen. Wenn
er die néthigen Cautelen hinzufiigte, konnte er ruhig sich
jenes Vergleiches bedienen”).
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cTpaHcTBa M Bpemenu y Kanra. Kputukys mo-
SULIVIO, TIpeAIoJararonlylo  VCKIIOUNUTEIIbHYIO
CyOBEKTMBHOCTB IIPOCTpaHCTBa 1 BpeMeH, Tpen-
nesteHOypr v BeerieHCKMI BCKphIBaIOT HEOOXOIN-
MOCTbB X OOBEKTVIBHOCTA.

3ak/1roueHve

Cpean GecumciieHHOro MHOrooOpasusi KOM-
MeHTapVieB ¥ WHTepIpeTalluil TpaHCIeH leH-
TaJIbHOM 3cTeTuKy KaHTa MOXHO BBIAEIIUTH PSIL
VICCJIEOBAHMY, CTaBAIIVIX IIOI COMHEHVE PacXo-
JKee TOJIKOBaHMe ITPOCTpaHCTBA M BpeMeHU Kak
VICKJTIOUUTEJIBHO CyOBeKTMBHBIX (popM cosepiia-
Huss. COMHeHMsI BBI3BaHBI OUEBUIHBIM pa3pbl-
BOM MeXIy CyOBeKTMBHBIMI YCIJIOBUSIMV OITBITa
7 0OBeKTVBHOV PeasIbHOCThIO, a TaKke KOHTPVH-
TYUTUBHOCTBIO CYOBEKTMBIUCTCKOTO ITOHVIMaHMs
MIPOCTPaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeH! B 11ej1oM. PaspbIB cTaHO-
BIITCSI BO3MOXHBIM CHSATbH, KaK MBI BUIEIN, 100
uepe3 KpUTHKY ydeHns KanTa, 11160 depe3s TpaHc-
dopmariuro, 1160 Uepes MposiCHEHVE ero YUeHs.
JleVicTBUTeITLHO JIV ITPOCTPaHCTBO 1 BpeMsi y Kan-
Ta TOJILKO CyObeKTVBHBI?

PaccMoTpeHHbIe B cTaThe IIOIXOIbI, HECMOTpsI
Ha VX XPOHOJIOTMYECKYIO VI MeTOHOJIOTMUYECKYIO
Pa3sHOPOIHOCTH, OOBEIMHSIET OTPUIIATEIIBHBIN OT-
BeT Ha 3TOT Borpoc. [IpryeM oTpuIiaTesIbHbIN OT-
BeT TOJIKpeIUIdeTcs He CTOJIBKO KPUTMKOV VI
TpeboBaHMeM W3MeHUTh dwtocodpuio KamnTa,
CKOJIBKO HOIIBITKaMM ee IIpOsICHUTD. Bee mosmmym
o0beHseT CTpeMIIeH e OO0 pacIIMpPUTB, JIM00
Cy3UTh NOHMMaHMe CyOBeKTMBHOCTM IPOCTpaH-
cTBa U BpeMeHM y KaHTa ¢ 11€JIbI0 BBISIBIIEHUS VX
O00BEKTUBHOCTI: CyOBeKTMBHOCTD, OrpaHYeHHas
IHOCEOJIONMTYeCKMM KOHTEKCTOM, II03BOJIsIeT TOBO-
PpUTB 0 cyOcTaHIIMaIbHOM OHVMaHW M ITIPOCTpaH-
CTBa M BpeMeHW; CyOBeKTMBHOCTB, IIOHVIMaeMasl
KaK alpuOpPHOCTB, TI03BOJISieT BBIAEINUTH OObeK-
TUBHYIO CTOPOHY B CTPYKTYpe CaMoi CyOBeKTB-
HOCTH; IIOHATMe OOIe3sHaunMocT opM Ipo-
CTpaHCTBa ¥ BpeMeHW BBIBOAUT MX 3a ITpeJiesbl
CyOBeKTMBHOCTH; aKIIeHT Ha OO beKTUBHOCT ITPO-
CTpaHCTBa U BpeMeHU He IIPOTUBOPEUNT X CyOb-
eKTUBVCTCKOVI TpakToBKe. CyOBeKTMBHO-00bek-
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conditions of experience and objective
reality, as well as by the counterintuitive
subjectivist understanding of space and time
in general. The gap can be removed, as we
have seen, either through criticising Kant’s
teaching or through a transformation, or
through clarification of his teaching. Did Kant
really consider space and time to be totally
subjective?

The approaches examined in this article,
for all their chronological and methodological
differences, all give a negative answer to this
question. The negative answer is buttressed
not so much by critique or the demand for
changing Kant’s philosophy as by attempts
to clarify it. All the positions have in common
the intention to broaden or to narrow Kant’s
conception of space and time in order to reveal
their objectivity: subjectivity limited by the
epistemological context speaks for substantial
interpretation of space and time; subjectivity
understood as a priori makes it possible to
reveal an objective side in the structure of
subjectivity: the concept of general validity
of the forms of space and time takes them
beyond the limits of subjectivity; emphasis
on the objectivity of space and time does not
contradict their subjectivistic interpretation.
Subjective-objective interpretations of the
Kantian teaching on space and time can
be systematised in accordance with their
underlying principles: problematisation of
the concept of subjectivity, manifested in the
broadening or, on the contrary, narrowing of
the concept of subjectivity, its complication
and hierarchisation; particular attention to the
specific understanding of empirical reality; a
special role of validity.

Study of these approaches may become
an organic part of research into the history of
realistic philosophical systems “in the Kantian
spirit” which try to combine the cognitive
restrictions of critical philosophy and access



TUBHBIE MHTEepPIIpeTaly KaHTOBCKOIO YUeHMUs O
IIPOCTPAHCTBE ¥ BpeMeHM MOTyT OBITh CHCTeMa-
TU3VPOBAHBI B COOTBETCTBUM CO CBOVIMM OCHOBa-
HUAMM: IIpoliieMaTm3alert IOHATUSA CyObek-
TVMBHOCTM, YTO BBIPA’KaeTCs B PaCIIMPEHUN VIV,
HAaoOOPOT, CY)XeHWMV HAaHHOIO IIOHSATWS, €ro yc-
JIO)KHEHWIVI U ViepapXM3aliuyy; 0COOBIM BHUMAHVIEM
K CHeIVpUIecKOMy TTOHMMAHWIO SMIIVIPUYeCKOV
PeasTbHOCTY; 0COOOV POJIBIO acITeKTa 3HAYVIMOCTYA
VI3y4yeHne TaHHBIX TIOJIXOIOB MOXET CTaTh Op-
TaHMYHOM YacThIO VICCJIEAOBAHWMI II0 WCTOPWN
peaTncTIecKmx PryIocOPCKMX CUCTEM «B TIyxe
KanTa», mpITarommxcsd cCOBMECTUTD IIO3HaBaTelIb-
Hble OrpaHMYeHNs KpUTndeckon dviocodpnm 1
IOOCTYI K OOBEKTVBHOV PeasIbHOCTM, — HaIlpy-
Mep, dwiocodnm peaVCTMUeCKOro Hallpasile-
HMs HeoKaHTMaHCTBa (A. Pute, O. Krosibrie), a Tak-
JKe TIOMOYKET JIOTIOJTHUTB COBpeMeHHBIe [IVICKYCCUN
0 pa3HBIX popMax peas3Ma ¥ aHTVUpeasI3Ma B
anmcTeMosIorny. TpakToBKa CyOBEKTMBHOCTY KaK
OOBEKTVIBHOV 3HAYVIMOCTY TI03BOJISIET ITPOSICHUTD
B3aVIMOCBSI3b KAHTMAHCTBA C HEOKAHTVAHCKOW
drtocodmert 3HaUMMOCTH, TJIaBHBIM 00pa3oM ba-
nenckovt mkoiel (I Puxkept, . Jlack), n ¢ Bax-
HBIM [1J1s1 peHOMeHosIornm yuenuem O. I'yccepris
00 00BEKTVBHOCTY KaK MHTEePCYyOBeKTBHOCTIA.

Mccaedobanue Bvinoaneno sa cuem epanma Poc-
cuiickoeo Hayuuozo gonda Ne 24-78-10071 «Ilpo-
cmpancmbo u Bpema 6 Opumanckoil, HeMeyxkou u
pycckoil purocopuu XVII-XIX Bexob», https.//rscf.
ru/project/24-78-10071/.
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to objective reality, for example, the realistic
trend in Neo-Kantianism (Alois Riehl, Oswald
Kilpe), and add to the modern discussions of
various forms of realism and anti-realism in
epistemology. Interpretations of subjectivity
as objective validity helps to clarify the
interconnection between Kantianism and the
neo-Kantian philosophy of validity, mainly
of the Baden school (Heinrich Rickert, Emil
Lask) and with Edmund Husserl’s doctrine
of objectivity as inter-subjectivity, which is
important for phenomenology.

The study was supported by the Russian Science
Foundation, grant Ne 24-78-10071 “Space and
Time in British, German, and Russian Philosophy
of the 17"—19" Centuries”, https://rscf.ru/
project/24-78-10071/.
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