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B nacmosawjee Bpema pacmem unmepec kak k Kau-
moBckotl KoHyenyuu usocopuu, max u k cobpemen-
HOU Memacgpusocopuu,, NOHUMAEMOLL Kax ¢pusocogpckoe
uccaedobarue ¢pusrocogpuu, ee yeaeil, 3a0ay, o0sex1mob,
cmpykmypol, npakmuxu u memodob. Kanm ue Brocus
6xnada 6 memacgpusocogputo kax coBpemerHy0 OUCyu-
NAUHY, HO €20 AHAAU3 11020, 41O makoe ¢puiocodus u
Kak oA 00/XHA OCYU,eCBAAMbCS, MOKe 0bimb 01mox-
Oecmbaen c 00uUMY MeMAMU U NpobaeMamu, cocmabas-
rouwumu uccaedoBamensckoe nose memagpusococpuu. He-
Komopbie u3 acnexmob konyenyuu gpusrocogpuu Karnma u
ee Memacgpu.s0cogpckoe 3Hauerue AAAMCA npeoMemamu
coBpemerHbIX OUCKYCCUTI — MAKCOHOMUS (husocodpui,
COOMmHOUleH e IMNUPUUECKOT U HeAMNUPULECKOLl ¢hu0-
cocpuu, coomuouienue puiocopuu u ucmopuu gpuaoco-
huu, KoHyenmyarvHoLil anaius, 0edykmubHoe paccyxoe-
Hue, ghusocogpckue pasHoAACUSL.

KaroueBuie croBa: Kanm, memagpurocogpus, gpuio-
copus ¢pusocogpuu, onpedesenue gpurocogpuu, Oucyu-
nAuna, 0baacmo uccae006anus, KOHUeNmyasvHolll aHa-
AU3, Ucmopus gpusocogpuu

«MeTtaduiiocodusi» 1Mo MeHbIIEN Mepe C
1960-x rr., mocsle ee mHepBOro yHOMMHaHWSA KaH-
tnaneM K.JI Penmaromsmom  (Reinhold, 1803,
S. 28), — aro0 HasBaHWMe ucciedobamensckoli 004a-
cmu v Oucyunauxs B paMkax dprstocodpun. Ee anb-
TepHaTVBHOe Ha3BaHMe — «dwtocodmsi drioco-
dum» (Raatzsch, 2014). ITonoOHO ToMy Kak HaTyp-
dwtocodpus, durtocodpns Mopanu, dutocoduis
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KANT AND METAPHILOSOPHY

INTRODUCTION TO ‘KANT
AND METAPHILOSOPHY’

M. Lewin'

There is a growing interest in both Kant’s concep-
tion of philosophy and contemporary metaphilosophy,
understood as philosophical inquiry into philosophy, its
aims, purpose, subjects, structure, practice and meth-
ods. Kant has not contributed to metaphilosophy qua
contemporary discipline, but his direct analyses of what
philosophy is and how it is to be done can be identi-
fied with general subjects and problems constituting
the research field of metaphilosophy. Several aspects of
Kant’s conception of philosophy and its metaphilosoph-
ical value are the subject of current debates, such as the
taxonomy of philosophy, relation between empirical and
non-empirical philosophy, relation between philosophy
and its history, conceptual analysis, deductive reason-
ing and philosophical disagreement.

Keywords: Kant, metaphilosophy, philosophy of
philosophy, definition of philosophy, discipline, research
field, conceptual analysis, history of philosophy

‘Metaphilosophy” is at least since the
1960s — after its first mention by the Kantian
K.L. Reinhold (1803, p. 28) — a name of a re-
search field and discipline within philosophy.
Alternative names are ‘philosophy of philos-
ophy’ and ‘Philosophiephilosophie’ (Raatzsch,
2014). Just as the philosophy of nature, moral
philosophy, philosophy of science etc. have
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M.P. JleBun

HayKM U T.JI. IMelOT COOCTBEeHHBIe OrpaHNYeHHbIe
olrtacTu mccitenoBaHms, dpvtocodmst dprtocodpmn
doxycupyeTcst Ha TaKyx BoIIpocax, Kak «4To Takoe
dmrocodms?», «KakoBbI OOBEKTHI, BOIIPOCHL 1 Me-
Toabl prtocodpum?», «Kak csazaHa dprtocodmst ¢
vicropuent prutocodun?», «Kak Hy>KHO OTHOCUTBCS
K PasHOOOPas3Io 1 pasHOIIACKISIM B (PrII0comn?»,
«Kax sryurtie saHmMMaTbest pviocodpuent?», «EcTs
rporpecc B dprutocodmin?», «Kaxoso Oymytiee -
socopumn?» u T.1a. OcBoeHMe WCCIIeIOBaTeIbCKO-
ro 1osis MeTadmsiocodun TpedyeT orrperiesieHHON
«IVCUUIUIVHBD>. Bo-TiepBbIX, He clemyeT WM3JINII-
He pacT4rvMBaTh IIOHSTYE MeTadriiocodpunt — OHa
He SBJISeTCs «CYHepOVCIMUIUIVNHON», a OrpaHNYM-
BaeTcs YIIOMAHYTBIMU ¥ ITOAOOHBIMY M BOIIpOCa-
MU ¥ AVICKY PCHBIMY KOHCTPYKIIMAMW. Bo-BTOpBIX,
IS VICCJIEOBAHVS V1 TQJTBHEVIIIIETO Pa3BUTIS CBO-
eVt KoHIlenmm dpvtocodprm Heobxommma Criocoo-
HOCTB (paayKasIbHO) IOBeprarb COMHEHWIO CO0-
CTBeHHBle (puryIocodpcKme IIPeariochUIKM. B-Tpe-
TBIX, MeTadumsiocodusd IepecTaeT CyIeCcTBOBaTh
KaK JIVICIIVIUIVHA, KOTTIa Of[Ha 13 AVICKY TUPYIOIIVIX
CTOPOH IIpeTeH/IyeT Ha eMHCTBEHHYI0 POpMy Me-
Tadpyiocodny, UTHOPUPYS ajIbTepHaTUBHBIE TOY-
K1 3peHMs. YdacTvie B MeTadpvJIOCOPCKMX [IViC-
Kyccusix TpeOyeT coOsofeHms MPVHINUIIOB YHU-
BepCaIbHOCTV VI MHKITIO3MBHOCTM, TO €CThb IIOIbI-
TOK BBIpaOOTaTh OOIIe3HaUMMOe ITOHMMaHVe u-
nocodvm Oe3 HelmpaBOMepPHOro VCKJIoueHMs du-
710cOPCKVIX areHTOB, HAIIPABJIEHNVI, TPAAUIIAT V1
npenMeTHBIX obracrent (Lewin, 2023, S. 73 —86).
IlocienHre ABa IyHKTa, Ka3aoch Obl, pacxo-
a4Tcsd ¢ BbicKasbiBaHMeM KaHta: «YTBepxkieHue,
4TOo [0 NOsiBIeHNsl KpUTUdeckon dumitocodpunt He
CYILIeCTBOBaJIO HUKAKOM (pryiocodpmmi, 3ByUnT BbI-
COKOMEpPHO, CeOsIIo0MBO M YHUYVDKUTEIIBHO IS
TeX, KTO He OTKa3aJICs ellle OT CBOVIX CTapBIX CU-
CTeM. ..HO TaK KaK C OObeKTVBHOVI TOUKM 3peHMs
MOXKET CYIIIeCTBOBaTh TOJIBKO OIIVIH YeJIOBeYeCKMI
pasyM, To He MOXeT CYIIIeCTBOBaTh ¥ MHOIMX (pu-
socodpuit..» (AA 06, S. 206—207; Kanr, 1994, c. 227).
Ero orset Ha MeTadmiocodpckum sorpoc «Cyiiie-
CTBYeT JIV TOJIBKO OfHa MJIVI MHOTO dvstocopmin?»

their own limited fields of research, the philos-
ophy of philosophy focuses on such questions
as: ‘What is philosophy?’; “What are the sub-
jects, questions, and methods of philosophy?’;
‘What is the relation between philosophy and
its history?’; ‘How should we deal with philo-
sophical diversity and disagreement?’; “How
can we do philosophy better?’; ‘Is there pro-
gress in philosophy?’; “What is the future of
philosophy?” etc. The exploration of the meta-
philosophical research field demands a certain
‘discipline” from the explorers. Firstly, meta-
philosophers should not unnecessarily stretch
the conception of metaphilosophy — meta-
philosophy is not a ‘superdiscipline’, it is lim-
ited to the mentioned and similar questions
and discourse formations. Secondly, an ability
to (radically) question one’s own philosophi-
cal background is required in order to examine
and further develop one’s picture of philoso-
phy. Thirdly, metaphilosophy ceases to exist
as a discipline, if one of the debating parties
claims metaphilosophy for itself and ignores
alternative views. Participating in metaphilo-
sophical debates requires alignment to both
universality and inclusivity, i.e. it attempts to
develop a generally valid understanding of
philosophy without unrighteous exclusion of
philosophical agents, directions, traditions and
subject areas (see Lewin, 2023, pp. 73-86).

The last two points seem to be at odds with
Kant’s statement: “It sounds arrogant, conceit-
ed, and belittling of those who have not yet
renounced their old system to assert that be-
fore the coming of the critical philosophy there
was as yet no philosophy at all. [...] Yet since,
considered objectively, there can be only one
human reason, there cannot be many philos-
ophies [...]” (MS, AA 06, pp. 206-207; Kant,
1996, p. 366). His answer to the metaphilosoph-
ical question, “Is there only one or many phi-
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IIpeJITioiaraeT, YTO 4eJIOBeUeCcKMUI pasyM — 3TO
asibdpa 1 oMmera prstocodn, ee BBICIINI MHCTPY-
MeHT 11 00beKT (Lewin, 2021, p. 304—306). OnHaxo
peasibHOe MHOroo0Opasme rIocodpckmx IIpoek-
TOB C pa3/IMYHBIMIU TeMaTUYeCKUMIU OpVieHTalV-
AMU ¥ MOHMMAaHMeM pa3yMa ¥ pallViOHaJIbHOCTHU
He MOXeT OBITh BIVCAHO B 3Ty KOHKPETHYIO Kap-
THHY duaocodpun. B xadecTBe ajibTepHATUBHON
TOUKM 3peHVs MOXXHO ObLIO Obl yTBep)KIaTh Hepe-
AyLIUPYeMOCTh MHOXeCTBeHHOCTM dustocodmi,
HO KaHT, moxoxe, He cTaJI Bcepbe3 paccCMaTpuBaTh
U pa3BMBaTh TPETUV BapyaHT: CyIIeCTBYeT TOJIb-
KO ofiHa drytocodnsl, a BHYTPY Hee — MHOXKeCTBO
Pa3sHOOOPa3sHBIX CUMHXPOHHO COCYIIECTBYIOIINX,
KOH(JIMKTYIOMINX, KOHKYPUPYIOIIVX ¥ B3aVIMO-
JOTIOTHSIIONIVIX TPaaVIIVIVI, HallpaBJIEHU, IIIKOJI
Y IBVIXKEHUTA.

C TOuKM 3peHMsl COBpeMeHHOV MeTadusioco-
dum Bce TpM BapmaHTa SBIISIOTCS IOMYCTVMBIM
JIoTIOJIHeHVieM K MeTadmyIocodpCcKOMy JIUCKYPCY.
OpHaxko KaHTOBCKMII OTBET Kak Obl OTpuIlaeT 3Ty
KOHIIEITNIO, VIV, BbIpaXkasich TOUHee, He IIpesl-
ycMmarpuBaeT ee. TepmuH «veTadpmtocodms» TeM
He MeHee aHaAXPOHMYECK! IIPUMEHUM K OIpeje-
JleHHBIM YacTaM dpwtocodpmm Kanra — x TeM ya-
CTSIM, KOTOpBIe MOT'YT OBITh MIEHTUPUIIMPOBAHbI
COBpeMeHHBIMI MeTadmyiocodpaMyt KaK IIPUBHO-
csIIvie BKJIAZ B Hallle o0lIllee MOHMMaHVe WIIo-
codmn. KaHT He BHec BKJIafia B MeTapvyI0copuIo
KaK AVCIIUIUIVMHY, HO BHEC ero B VCCilefloBaTelIb-
cKoe 11071e MeTadpryIocopmm — 1 TOJIIBKO OT Hac 3a-
BVICUT, XOTVIM JIVI MBI, YTOOBI €r0 MBICJIb VIMeJIa Ka-
KOe-JIN0O 3HaueHVe B COBPeMeHHBIX AVICKYCCUSX.
HericTBUTEIPHO, OIHOV 73 HBIHENTHMUX TEeHIeH-
LIV SIBJIsSIeTCA VICTOpU3aliyis MeTapriocopum my-
TeM M3ydeHus1, HarmpuMep, Metadpniocodumn lere-
n4 (The Relevance..., 2022; Theunissen, 2014) v
Humrre (Nietzsche’s Metaphilosophy..., 2019). A6-
CYPOHO yTBepXKaaTh, 4To driocodsl g0 1960-x rr.
He PasMBIIUIUIN 0 PrItocodmm 1 UTO X KOHIIell-
LIV HeJIb3sl CUMUTATh PallViOHaJIBHO JIOCTYITHBIMU
Y HOTeHIMaJIBHO XOPOIIVMMM MJIV JTaKe JIy4Ilu-
MM BapyaHTaMy OHMMaHMs Prytocopmm.

M. Lewin

losophies?” presupposes that human reason is
the alpha and omega of philosophy, both its
ultimate tool and subject (see Lewin, 2021a,
pp.- 304-306). Yet the actual diversity of philo-
sophical projects with different topical focuses
and understandings of reason and rationality
cannot be subsumed under this particular pic-
ture of philosophy. One could argue for the ir-
reducibility of the plurality of philosophies as
the alternative view, but Kant seems not to se-
riously discuss and elaborate on the third op-
tion: there is only one philosophy, but many
diverse synchronically co-existing, conflicting,
competing, and complementary traditions, di-
rections, schools and movements within it.
From the outlined perspective of contem-
porary metaphilosophy, all three options are
valid contributions to the metaphilosophical
discourse. Yet the Kantian answer seems to
negate this conception, or, formulated more
accurately, to not have it available. The term
‘metaphilosophy’ is nevertheless anachronis-
tically applicable to specific parts of Kant's
philosophy: to those parts that can be iden-
tified by contemporary metaphilosophers as
adding a value to our general understand-
ing of philosophy. Kant did not contribute to
metaphilosophy qua discipline, but he did con-
tribute to metaphilosophy’s research field —
and it is up to us to decide whether we want to
make his thought-playing any part in contem-
porary discussions. Indeed, one current trend
is toward historisation of metaphilosophy
by exploration of e.g. Hegel’s (Illetterati and
Miolli, 2022; Theunissen, 2014) or Nietzsche’s
(Loeb and Meyer, 2019) metaphilosophy. It is
absurd to claim that philosophers did not think
about philosophy before the 1960s and that
their conceptions cannot be considered ration-
ally available and potentially good or even:
better options to understand philosophy.



M.P. JleBun

SApibIk «MeTadmTocodmsi», Kak ¥ JII000M Apy-
TOVI SIPJIBIK, MOXKET OBITh HEITPaBVIIBHO VICIIOIB30-
BaH 1 HEIIPaBWIBHO MOHAT. Harpyumep, Korza oH
VICTIOJIB3YeTCsI JIUIITh B KadecTBe IIpUBJIeKaloIero
BHUMaHMe HeoJIOrM3Ma, He OTpPa’kalollero ajek-
BaTHO coflep>kaHMe TeKCTa, IV KOrfia JpeBHerpe-
JecKoe CJIOBO 1meta TIOHMMaeTcs KaK «Hajl», UTO He
COOTBETCTBYeT HI YIIOTPeOJIeHIIO TepMITHA «MeTa-
dwtocodpmsa» Ha IIpoTsKeHMUM ocsteqHmx 50 JieT,
HI MHor006pa3VHo 3HAUYEeHUW CJIOBa mieta, TaKmx
KaK «MeXITy», «C», «r1ociie» (Lewin, 2023, S. 1-9), B
TO BpeMsI KaK ydeHble 4acTo Mo pa3yMeBaoT IIpo-
CTO 3HaueHMe «0». BelpakeHne «meTadmzocodris»
KOPPEKTHO MCIIOIb30BaTh, €CJIV OHO YKasbIBaeT Ha
KaKoe-I100 OTHOIIIeHVie K 0003HaueHHOV 00J1acTm
viccieioBaHMs /v guciuiuiviHe. Takve dop-
MyJIMPOBKM, Kak «MeTadmiocodpus Kanra» v
«KanT 1 Meradwiocodpuia», JalOT MOHATH MHTep-
IIPeTaTopy, YTO aHaJIM3 ¥ OOCY)KIeHVe KOHIIeII-
unn dusocodpun Kanra mpussaHbl cpoKycmpo-
BaThCsd Ha OJJHOM OYeHb CHeldIuecKkoM acIieKTe
ero ¢gpmtocodnnt, OHM MOTYT BBIVITU 3a PaMKM y3-
KVIX VICTOPUYECKMX U 3K3eTeTUYeCKMX JUCKYCCUT
VI B TOVI VIV IHOM (POpMe COIIPUKOCHYTBCS C CO-
BpeMeHHOV MeTadniocodpckort Mbiciipio. Harrpo-
TVB, B COOpHMKe MaTepmasiop OmVHHAIIIATOrO
MexxayHaporHoro KaHToBckoro koHrpecca «KaHt
n dutocodprsi B KOCMOIIOIIUTIYECKOM CMBICIIE»
(Kant und die Philosophie..., 2013), cocTosBiire-
rocst B ITuse B 2010 1, roe wacTaHO 00CyXaIach
KoHIermsa dpwiocodpum Kanrta, TepMuH «MeTa-
dutocodrs» ObUT YIOMSHYT TOJIBKO OVH pas.
MHoroe 3aBUCUT OT BBIOOpa 3BPUCTITYECKOTO TIOI-
x0fla K KaHTOBCKOVI KOHIlenmu dprtocodmn, HO
MeTadwiocodpckasd ¥ VCTOPUKO-IK3ereTmdecKast
IepCHeKTUBBI CKopee IOMOJIHSAIOT, YeM MCKJIIoYa-
10T ApyT Apyra. OgHaKo Ipy CTPOro KOHCepBaTVB-
HOM B3IVIg/le Ha KoHIleniuo dpwiocodpun Kanra
VIV Ha ero pustocoduio B 1iesioM IpuzieTcs 0o-
POTBCS ¢ BBICKa3bIBaHMSIMM caMoro KaHTa o cooT-
HomleHUM dusocodpun M uctopum priocopun
B KOHIIe nepBont «Kputnkm», B «3aMeTKax O IIpo-
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The label “metaphilosophy’ can be mis-
used and misunderstood just as any other la-
bel. For example, when it is used simply as an
attention-seeking neologism that does not ad-
equately reflect the content of a text or when
the Ancient Greek word ‘meta’ is under-
stood as ‘over’, which neither does justice to
the use of the term “metaphilosophy’ for over
the last 50 years nor to the variety of mean-
ings of ‘meta’, such as ‘between’, ‘with’, and
‘after’ (see Lewin, 2023, pp. 1-9), while schol-
ars often simply intend ‘about’. The expres-
sion ‘metaphilosophy’ is used correctly, if it is
to indicate any kind of relation to the outlined
research field and/or discipline. Such formu-
lations as ‘Kant’s metaphilosophy” or ‘Kant
and metaphilosophy” let the interpreter know
that the analysis and discussion of Kant’s con-
ception of philosophy is meant to focus on one
very specific aspect of his philosophy; they
have the potential to step outside the narrow
historical and exegetical debates and get in
touch in some form with contemporary meta-
philosophical thought. By contrast, only one
contributor to the proceedings of the Elev-
enth International Kant Congress held in Pisa
in 2010 that partially discuss Kant’s concept of
philosophy — entitled Kant and Philosophy in
a Cosmopolitan Sense (cf. Bacin, et al., 2013) —
mentions the term ‘metaphilosophy’ once.
Much depends on the choice of heuristic per-
spective on Kant’s conception of philosophy,
but metaphilosophical and historical-exeget-
ical perspectives are rather complementary
than mutually exclusive. However, a rigorous-
ly conservative view of Kant’s conception of
philosophy or his philosophy in general will
have to struggle with Kant’s own words on
the relation between philosophy and its his-



rpecce B MeTaVI3MKe» V1 JIEKIIVSIX 10 JIOTVIKE. XOTs
9K3ere3a pabor KaHTa ecTb «OOBEKTVBHO... ITO-
3HaHMe pa3yMa, Bce e CyObeKTMBHO OH[a] Tomb-
KO MCTOpIUecKoe Io3HaHMe» (A 836 / B 864; Kanr,
2006, c. 1047): «OcHOBaHHBIE Ha pa3yMe IIO3HAHS,
MMeloIIVie OOBeKTVBHBIN XapaKTep (T.e. MOTyIIye
IIepBOHAYaJIbHO BOSHUKHYTH TOJIBKO 13 COOCTBEH-
HOTO pasyMa 4YeJIOBeKa), JIMIIIb B TOM CJIydJae Mo-
I'yT Ha3bIBaTbCA STVM IMEeHeM TaKXKe C CyObeKTIB-
HOVI CTOPOHBI, €CJIVI OHV TIOYePIIHYTHI 3 BCeoO-
VX VICTOYHMKOB PasyMa, a IMEHHO U3 IIPVHIIV-
II0B, OTKYJla MOXXeT BO3HMKHYTh TaKXe KPUTMKa
U Jaxe oTpullaHMe M3ydaemoro» (A 836—837 /
B 864—865; KanT, 2006, c. 1047—1049).

3aHsaTre dprtocoduer — «OCHOBaHHOe Ha pas-
yMe Io3HaHVe... 13 TIoHSTum» (A 837 / B 865; KaHr,
2006, c. 1049) — g KanTta He cBOOUTCS K aHAJIN3Y
TOrO, YTO OH VIMeJI B BUY TIOI TeMU VIV MHBIMU
MIOHSATUSAMY B 3TOV VIV APYIVIX IUTaTaX, XOTs Ta-
Kasi OOBEKTMBHO pallVioHaJIbHasl, HO CyObeKTUBHO
UCTOpIrYecKasi paboTa, Oe3ycsI0BHO, BakHa /15 [10-
CTVDKEHMS OIlpeie/IeHHBIX K3ereTUYecKnX 1 Te-
opeTmdeckmx 1esiert. Priocodsl MOryT o0ydaTh-
Cs1 VI VICIIBITBIBATh BIIVISTHVIE VICTOPVYECKOro ITO3Ha-
HUA Pritocodpckmx MMpom3BeIeHmiI, HO 3aHsTHe
durocodpuert B HOIKHOM (0OBEKTMBHO- 1 CyOB-
eKTVBHO-PaIVIOHAIBHOM) CMEBIC/Ie TpeOyeT Haiib-
HEeVIIIIEro HOCTVDKEHMSI IIO3HaBaTeIbHOV aBTOHO-
mum. HekoTopble coBpeMeHHBIe VICCIIeOBATEIV,
Harpumep Periep (Rescher, 2014, p. 98—110; 2021,
p- 5—7) n Yuneamcon (Williamson, 2018, p. 98—
110), marorre cxoXxme OTBeTHI Ha MeTadvtocod-
ckum Borpoc «Kak cBsizaHbl (prytocodvist M MICTO-
pust pustocoprn?», B 5TOM OTHOLIEHMY OKasbIBa-
10Tcs Ovike kK KaHTy, ueM panykaibHO MCTOpide-
CKV OPMEHTVPOBAaHHbBIE KAHTOBCKVIE SK3€TeThI.

Yemy coBpemeHHBIe MeTapMII0COPBI MOT'Y T Ha-
yuntbea y KaHTa 11 1ioueMy 1M cilefTyeT OBJIafleTh
«VICTOPUYeCKMM II03HaHMeM» KaHTOBCKOW KOH-
nenyy dputocopnn? YToObl OTBETUTH Ha 3TN
BOITPOCHI, HEOOXOVIMO IIpeX[Ie BCEro CIIPOCUTH
ce0s1, uTO Takoe MeTadprstocod kit BKita. 1o mmo-

M. Lewin

tory at the end of the first Critique, in Jottings
for the Progress of Metaphysics and lectures on
logic. Although the exegesis of Kant’s work is
“objectively [...] certainly a rational cognition,
subjectively it is still merely historical” (KrV,
A 836 / B 864; Kant, 1998, p. 693): “Rational
cognitions that are objectively so (i.e., could
have arisen originally only out of the reason
of human beings themselves), may also bear
this name subjectively only if they have been
drawn out of the universal sources of reason,
from which critique, indeed even the rejection
of what has been learned, can also arise, i.e.,
from principles” (KrV, A 836-837 / B 864-865;
Kant, 1998, p. 693).

Doing philosophy — doing “rational cogni-
tion [...] from concepts” (KrV, A 837 / B 865;
Kant, 1998, p. 693) —, for Kant, does not
amount to analysis of what Kant has meant by
the not readily clear concepts in these or other
quotations, although this objectively rational
but subjectively historical work is unquestion-
ably important in order to meet certain higher
exegetical and theoretical ends. Philosophers
can be trained and influenced by histori-
cal cognition of philosophical works, but do-
ing philosophy in the proper (objectively and
subjectively rational) sense requires further
reaching cognitive autonomy. Some contempo-
rary scholars, e.g. Rescher (2021, pp. 5-7; 2014,
pp- 98-110) and Williamson (2018, pp. 98-110),
who give similar answers to the metaphilo-
sophical question, “How are philosophy and
the history of philosophy related?”, seem in
this regard to be closer to Kant than radically
historically oriented Kant exegetes.

What can contemporary metaphilosophers
learn from Kant and why should they acquire
‘historical cognition” of Kant’s conception of
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HSTHBIM IIPMYVHAM BapMaHT «3TO TO, YTO aBTOP
caM cumTaeT MeTadprI0cOPCKMM BKJIaZIOM» B CITY-
yae ¢ Kantom He momxomut. HeoOxommm memap-
KaIlMOHHBIVI KPUTEPU, ITO3BOJIAIOIINTY OIIpere-
JINTB, Kakue Teopun KaHTa MOXXHO cuMTaTh MeTa-
drtocodpckmmm. Kax s yxe yTBepkaa B ApyTux
paboTax, Teopus sBisieTcs MeTadmI0COPCKO B
TOM CJIy4ae, eCJIM OHa SKCIIIVIIUTHO VIJIV IMILIV-
LIUTHO, HO OYeHb SIBHO, TOBOPUT O drstocodmm,
Torma Kak ¢puitocodckme Teopum B Oostee mim-
POKOM CMBICTIE MOTYT OBITH IIOCBSAIIEHBI JIIO0OV
npyron dwiocodckont mpobreme (Lewin, 2021,
p- 294—296; 2023, p. 79—80). Ecyint He gentaTh 3TOrO
pasiams, To Jrobast prtocodpckas Teopus Oyer
OTHOBPEeMEHHO ¥ MeTapvII0COPCKOVI, TIOCKOIIBKY
BCe, UTO JieslaeT pumstocod, Ooree it MeHee M-
IUIUIIUTHO O pryiocopmm — OHO OTpakaeT oIpe-
nejleHHYyI0 duiocodcekyro Kaptuny u ¢on. Ilo-
3TOMY JIydllle BCero HauMHATh (@ MOXeT OBbITh, 1
3aKaH4YMBaTh) C OSKCIUIMIIUTHBIX BBICKA3bIBAHWI
VICTOPWYECKOV JIMYHOCTI O pvtocodpmm — u Ta-
KVIX BbICKa3bIBaHMI y KaHTa MOXXHO HavITV HeMa-
0. B pabore «Metadurocodus Kanra» s oobe-
OVHWII X B TO, uTOo KaHT Ha3bIBaeT «HecoBepIIIeH-
HBIM OITpezieJIeHVieM» IV «IKCIUIVKAIIVEV» IT0-
HATHS prstocodm:

Dwiocoduss  ecTb IMCKYPCHMBHOE —paliyo-
HaJIbHOe IT03HaHMe I0Cpe/IcTBOM MoHATui. OHa
npezicTaBiIsieT cobort Jmbo HecucTeMaTHU4YecKoe
paccyxaeHne, JmMOO CIOCOOHOCTb IOCTUTATh
pasJIMyHble I1eJIM, CTPeMICh K CUCTeMaTUIHOCTI
VI JIOTMYeCKOMY COBEepPIIeHCTBY mIocodCKo-
TO 3HaHWS, YIOPSIOYEeHHOTO B COOTBETCTBUN C
npuHIMamMn. CrcreMa TakuxX 3HaHUM 3aciTy-
JKMBaeT HasBaHMA prwiocodm, ecsmv OHa SBJIeT
cobort cTpemsleHMe K MYyApPOCTU, PYKOBOIVIMOE
BBICIIMM O71aroM (HPaBCTBEHHOCTD U COITYyTCTBY-
IOlTlee eVl cuacThe) KakK ee KOMIIacOM ¥ BOIIpoca-
MU, KOTOpBIe MHTepecyIoT Kaxoro. OHa cyiie-
cTByeT 1100 B popMe IOIJIMHHON HayKU pasy-
Ma (amcrast pwtocodust), mbo B popMe panu-
OHaJIBHOV HayKM (aMIIMpudeckas pmiocodsi).
XoTsT equMHCTBeHHAs! MCTMHHAS pritocodmst sB-
JISI€TCS JIUIITh aPXUTEKTOHMYECKOV Mjieen HayKu,
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philosophy? To answer these questions, one
should first ask oneself what a metaphilo-
sophical contribution is. For obvious rea-
sons, the option, “what an author considers a
metaphilosophical contribution” does not work
with Kant. A demarcation criterion is needed
to decide which theories in Kant can count as
metaphilosophical. As I have argued elsewhere,
a theory is metaphilosophical insofar as it is
explicitly, or in a very obvious way implicitly,
about philosophy, while philosophical theories
in the broader sense can be on any other philo-
sophical subject (see Lewin, 2021a, pp. 294-296;
2023, pp. 79-80). If one does not draw this dis-
tinction, any philosophical theory would at the
same time be a metaphilosophical, because any-
thing a philosopher does is more or less implic-
itly “about philosophy’ — it reflects a certain
philosophical picture and background. One
does best if one starts (and maybe even ends)
with a historical figure’s explicit statements
about philosophy — and one finds many of
such statements in Kant. In “Kant’s Metaphi-
losophy”, I have combined them to what Kant
calls “imperfect definition” or ‘exposition” of the
concept of philosophy:

Philosophy is discursive rational cognition
from concepts, and either a non-systematic
reasoning or a skill to reach different ends,
striving toward systematicity and logical
perfection of philosophical knowledge
ordered according to principles. A system
of such knowledge deserves the name of
philosophy if it is a pursuit of wisdom,
oriented by the highest good (morality and
corresponding happiness) and questions that
interest everyone. It has either the form of a
proper science of reason (pure philosophy) or
of a rational science (empirical philosophy).
Although the one true philosophy is a mere
architectonic idea of a science, which is



KOTOpasi HUTZle He JJaHa i1 concreto, KpUTMIeCKast
dmmocodms, cunTasgch MCTVHHOW, MOXeT OBITh
ee OJIVDKamIIMM 3KTUIIOM, TIOCKOJIBKY OHa Ipu-
3HaeT pa3yM aOCOJIIOTHBIM YCIJIOBVEM W ITpeliMe-
toM pwiocodpumn. Ee kpuTraeckmit aHaIms vme-
€T CBOVIM IHPOAYKTOM SICHYIO METOIOJIOTUIO W
dpwtocodmro dprmocodpum (Levin, 2021, p. 308).

Cy1iecTByeT elrle LeJIbIVI PsAZl TeM U «KOHIIETI-
TyaJIbHBIX 3HaKOB» (cM.: Ibid., p. 307, mpumeu. 110),
KOTOpBle He paccCMaTpMBAIOTCA B JAaHHOV 3KCIIO-
3ULMM SKCIUIMIMTHO. Hampumep, ynomsnyTas
BBIIlle ITpo0sleMa COOTHOIIeHUs duiocodpumt ¢
ucTopuen dwiocopun, a Takxke C yuUpexaeHns-
MU, IIpOCBeIlieHVeM ¥ ITIONyJISpHON riocodm-
eV, YWIN KaHTOBCKasi IporpaMMHasi KOHIIeIIIIVs
(TpaHClLIeHIeHTasIbHON)  Prtocoduys, KOTOPYIO
JaXke MOKHO CpaBHUTb C MeTOI0JIOT VeVl MCCIIeio-
BaTeJIbcKMx IporpaMm Jlakaroca (Jlesum, 2021).

[lepBrle ABe cTaTbM M3 YeTBIpeX, OOBEIVHEH-
HBIX 11071, 3arosioBKoM «KaHT 1 MeTadmstocodms»
B TeKyIieM HoMepe «KaHTOBCKOro cOOpHMKa», Io-
CBAIIIEHBI Cpa3y JBYM TeMaM, KOTOpble 4 3aTparu-
Basl B «Metadustocopun Kanra». Dpnecmo B. Tap-
cus B pabore «Hmcras m Heuwmcras dputocodpus
B Metadwiocodpmn Kanra» mpemiaraer nompo0d-
HBIVI aHa/IM3 KaHTOBCKOI'O pasrpaHMYeHUs «du-
CTOV» M «HEYWMCTOW» («IIPUKJIAJHOV», «3IMIIPU-
4ecKov») pustocodun 1 yTBepXKaaeT, UTO «Hedl-
cTas» pustocodust sABJIgETCS MHCTPYMeHTaIbHO
3Ha4YMMOVI ¥ He3aMeHVMOV YacTbio dprstocopum
Kanra. B nonemuke mexuy Tumomu Yusvsamcorom
u mHoul «KaHT 11 aHaIM3» paccMaTpyBaeTCs ITOHSI-
THe «KOHIIeNTYaJIbHOTO aHasI3a» KakK Hajjlexa-
mero dputocodpckoro Metora y Kanra u B 1iesiom
00cCy>KI1aeTcs VICTIOIb30BaHVIe SIPJIBIKOB B (PrI0Co-
dum, a TakKe B3I YIIIbSIMCOHA Ha (AHAJIUTH-
4ecKyro) pvtocodrio 1 aHaIm3.

Iaena Quxapa v Janusre Munxun pacimipgioT
IpeAIIecTByIolee pacCMOTpeHVe MeTadusIoco-
dvn KanTa B 1Byx oTHomeHusix. @ukapa B pado-
Te «TpaHClIeHIeHTaIbHAS IeMYyKIIMS KaTeropuii
Kak dprtocodckoe J10Ka3aTe/IbCTBO» aHaJIU3UpPYeT
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nowhere given in concreto, critical philosophy
can hold-to-be-true to be its closest ectype
as it has recognized reason as the absolute
condition and subject matter of philosophy.
Its critical analysis gives a clear methodology
and philosophy of philosophy (Lewin, 2021a,
p. 308).

There is a number of other topics and “con-
ceptual marks’ (see ibid., p. 307n110) that
are not explicitly covered by this exposition,
such as the above-mentioned problem of re-
lation of philosophy to its history, but also
to institutions, enlightenment, and popular
philosophy or Kant’s programmatic concep-
tion of (transcendental) philosophy, which
can even be compared with Lakatos” method-
ology of research programmes (see Lewin,
2021b).

The first two of the four papers bundled un-
der the title “Kant and Metaphilosophy” in the
current issue of the Kantian Journal take up on
two topics that I have brought up in “Kant’s
Metaphilosophy”. Ernesto V. Garcia, in “Pure
and Impure Philosophy in Kant’s Metaphi-
losophy”, offers a detailed analysis of Kant’s
distinction between ‘pure’ and ‘impure’ (‘ap-
plied’, ‘empirical’) philosophy and argues that
‘impure’ philosophy is instrumentally valu-
able and an indispensable part of Kant’s phi-
losophy. The debate between me and Timothy
Williamson, “Kant and Analysis”, picks up
on ‘conceptual analysis” as the proper philo-
sophical method in Kant and discusses, more
generally, the use of labels in philosophy and
Williamson's view of (analytic) philosophy and
analysis.

Elena Ficara and Daniel Minkin expand the
previous discussion of Kant’'s metaphilosophy
in two respects. Ficara, in “The Transcenden-
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KaHTOBCKYIO U TereJleBCKyI0 KOHIIEIIIWM TpPaHC-
LIeHIeHTaJIbHOM / CIIeKYJIATUBHOV IeAyKIMM KaK
dopMBI TOMIMHHO PVIIOCOPCKOTro paccy KIeHMs.
MwuHKMH B cTatbe «KaHT — CTOpOHHUMK MeTadu-
J10CO(PCKOro CKenTuIIM3Ma?» MccileyeT BOIIpoC O
TOM, sBJigeTcs v KaHT ckenTMKOM MO OTHOIIIe-
HUIO K pustocodnm Kak palyioHaJIbHOMY IIpefl-
IPUSATHIO.

®urypa Kanra in abstracto — ogHa 13 KpyI-
HeWIIMX U Hanbollee BIMATENIBHBIX B (prsioco-
. Ero obpas dpustocodnm 3acityxmBaeT U3y de-
HM KaK BecbMa IOYy4YMUTeJIbHBIV IIpUMep B UCTO-
pvn dpwtocodum. Yersipe cTaThy, IIpecTaBiIeH-
Hble B pasnere «KaHT 1 MeTadmitocodns», oKa-
3BIBAIOT i1 concreto, IoyeMy COBpeMeHHBIM MeTa-
dmtocodpam MoxkeT OBITH MHTEPeceH B3I Kan-
Ta Ha dviocodpmto. ITockonbky MeTadmiocodpms
SIBJISIETCSI HE TOJIBKO COBPEMEHHOVI OVICLIVITIIVHOV,
HO ¥ VICCIIeZIOBATeILCKON 00JIacThio, KAHTOBCKVIE
MeTadmI0copcKme BOIIPOCHI M MaTepuasibl Bce
elle «He MOKVMHYJIV VCCIIeIOBATeIbCKOTO IIOJI»:
Kak cjleflyeT Kjaccuduiyposarh duiocodpuro n
MOYKHO JIV pa3jIindaTh SMIVPUYECKYIO V1 HESMIIN-
prueckyto dpustocodpnio? SBrisieTcs v KOHLIETY-
aJIbHBIVI aHAJIN3 HaJIeXalliM MeTOIOM (prIoco-
v 1 Kak MBI aHaJIM3MpyeM MoHATUA? YTO Ta-
Koe ¢ustocodckoe mokasaTesrbcTBo? [louemy 3a-
HUMaTbcd dprstocodrent MMeeT CMBICIT, HECMOTPS
Ha pasHoIJIacysi BHYTpU Hee?

CpomMu MaTeprasiaMy Mbl HajleeMcsl TIOCOfIevt-
CTBOBATh HaJbHEVIINM wccaegoaHusM o Kan-
Te 1 MeTadmtocodmm. «KaHTOBcKMM COOpHMK»
OXMIaeT HOBBIX MaTepuaJioB, B KOTOPBIX KOHIIeII-
st prtocodpnn Kanra OymeT paccMaTpmBaThest
B MICTOPMYECKOVI, 9K3ereTNYeCKOV VI COBpPeMeHHO
MeTadvI10cOPCKOVI ITePCIIEKTBAX.

baaeodapnocmu. Moa paboma Had pasdesom
«Kanm u memagpusocodpus» u danrvim B6ederuem
Obiau no0deprxarsl U3 cpedcmb npoepammusl cmpa-
meeutecko20 akademuueckoeo Audepcmba «[Ipuopu-
mem 2030» 6 baamuiickom ¢pedepasvHom yHubepcu-
meme um. V. Kanma.
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tal Deduction of Categories as Philosophical
Proof”, analyses Kant’s and Hegel’s concepts of
transcendental /speculative deduction as forms
of a genuinely philosophical reasoning. Minkin,
in “Kant als metaphilosophischer Skeptizist?”,
explores the question of whether Kant consid-
ers scepticism with respect to philosophy as a
rational enterprise.

Considered in abstracto, Kant is one of the
major and most influential figures in philoso-
phy — his picture of philosophy is worth being
studied as a highly educative example from the
history of philosophy. The four contributions
to “Kant and Metaphilosophy” exemplify in
concreto, why contemporary metaphilosophers
may be interested in Kant’'s view of philoso-
phy. As metaphilosophy, besides being a con-
temporary discipline, is also a research field,
the Kantian metaphilosophical questions and
contributions are still ‘not off the field: How
should we taxonomise philosophy and can we
distinguish between empirical and non-em-
pirical philosophy? Is conceptual analysis the
proper method of philosophy and how does
one analyse concepts? What is a philosophical
proof? Why is doing philosophy legitimate in
spite of disagreement?

With our contributions, we hope to foster
further research on Kant and metaphilosophy.
The Kantian Journal welcomes further contribu-
tions that discuss Kant’s conception of philoso-
phy in historical, exegetical and contemporary
metaphilosophical perspectives.

Acknowledgements: My work on the section
‘Kant and Metaphilosophy’ and this introduction
was supported by the Russian Federal Academic
Leadership Programme Priority 2030 at the Imma-
nuel Kant Baltic Federal University.



Crmcok IuTeparypsl
Kanm WM. Metadpmsuka apasos // Cou. : B 8 T. M. :
Yopo, 1994. T. 6. C. 224 —543.

Kanm WM. Kpurmka dmcroro pasyma. 2-e msm. (B) //
Cou. Ha Hem. n pyc. 3. M. : Hayka, 2006. T. 2, u. 1.

Jle6un M.P. TpanciieHfeHTanbHas drutocodpust Kak
Hay4HO-VICCIIefIoBaTesIbcKasl mporpamMmMa // KanTosckmi
cboprmk. 2021. T. 40, Ne 3. C. 93—126. doi: 10.5922/0207-
6918-2021-3-4.

Kant und die Philosophie in weltbiirgerlicher Absicht:
Akten des XI. Kant-Kongresses 2010 / hrsg. von S. Bacin,
A. Ferrarin, C. La Rocca, M. Ruffing. Berlin ; Boston :
De Gruyter, 2013. doi: 10.1515/9783110246490.

Lewin M. Kant’s Metaphilosophy // Open Philosophy.
2021. Vol. 4, Ne 1. P. 292—310. doi: 10.1515/0pphil-2020-0190.

Lewin M. Metaphilosophie als einheitliche
Disziplin. Berlin : Springer & Metzler, 2023. https://doi.
org/10.1007/978-3-662-66704-0.

Nietzsche’s Metaphilosophy. The Nature, Method, and
Aims of Philosophy / ed. by PS. Loeb, M. Meyer. Cam-
bridge : Cambridge University Press, 2019. https://doi.
org/10.1017/9781108381338.

Raatzsch R. Philosophiephilosophie. 2. Aufl. Wies-
baden : Springer VS, 2014. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-
658-04436-7_1.

Reinhold K.L. Beytrége zur leichtern Ubersicht des Zu-
standes der Philosophie beym Anfange des 19. Jahrhun-
derts. Hamburg : Friedrich Perthes, 1803. Bd. 6.

Rescher N. Metaphilosophy: Philosophy in Philosophi-
cal Perspective. Lanham : Lexington Books, 2014.

Rescher N. Philosophy Examined. Metaphilosophy in
Pragmatic Perspective. Berlin ; Boston : De Gruyter, 2021.
https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110747386.

The Relevance of Hegel’s Concept of Philosophy: From
Classical German Philosophy to Contemporary Metaphi-
losophy / ed. by L. llletterati, G. Miolli. L. ; N.Y. ; Dublin :
Bloomsbury Academic, 2022.

Theunissen B. Hegels Phianomenologie als metaphil-
osophische Theorie. Hegel und das Problem der Vielfalt
der philosophischen Theorien. Eine Studie zur systemex-
ternen Rechtfertigungsfunktion der Phdnomenologie
des Geistes. Hamburg : Meiner, 2014. doi: 10.28937/978-
3-7873-2720-1.

Williamson T. Doing Philosophy: From Common Cu-
riosity to Logical Reasoning. Oxford : Oxford University
Press, 2018.

15

M. Lewin

References

Bacin, S., Ferrarin, A., La Rocca, C. and Ruffing,
M., eds. 2013. Kant und die Philosophie in weltbiirgerlicher
Absicht: Akten des XI1. Kant-Kongresses 2010. Berlin & Bos-
ton: De Gruyter. https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110246490.

Illetterati, L. and Miolli, G., eds. 2022. The Relevance
of Hegel’s Concept of Philosophy: From Classical German
Philosophy to Contemporary Metaphilosophy. London,
New York & Dublin: Bloomsbury Academic.

Kant, I, 1998. Critique of Pure Reason. Edited and
translated by P. Guyer and A. Wood. Cambridge: Cam-
bridge University Press.

Kant, 1., 1996. The Metaphysics of Morals. In: 1. Kant,
1996. Practical Philosophy. Edited by M.]. Gregor, trans-
lated by A.W. Wood. Cambridge: Cambridge Universi-
ty Press, pp. 353-604.

Lewin, M., 2021a. Kant’s Metaphilosophy. Open Phi-
losophy, 4(1), pp. 292-310. https://doi.org/10.1515/0p
phil-2020-0190.

Lewin, M., 2021b. Transcendental Philosophy as
a Scientific Research Programme. Kantian Journal,
40(3), pp. 93-126. https://doi.org/10.5922/0207-6918-
2021-3-4.

Lewin, M. 2023. Metaphilosophie als einheitli-
che Disziplin. Berlin: Springer & Metzler. https://doi.
org/10.1007/978-3-662-66704-0.

Loeb, P.S. and Meyer, M., eds. 2019. Nietzsche’s Meta-
philosophy. The Nature, Method, and Aims of Philosophy.
Cambridge: Cambridge University Press. https://doi.
org/10.1017/9781108381338.

Raatzsch, R., 2014. Philosophiephilosophie. 2. Auflage.
Wiesbaden: Springer VS. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-
3-658-04436-7_1.

Reinhold, K.L., 1803. Beytrige zur leichtern Uber-
sicht des Zustandes der Philosophie beym Anfange des 19.
Jahrhunderts. Volume 6. Hamburg: Friedrich Perthes.

Rescher, N., 2014. Metaphilosophy. Philosophy in Philo-
sophical Perspective. Lanham: Lexington Books.

Rescher, N., 2021. Philosophy Examined. Metaphi-
losophy in Pragmatic Perspective. Berlin & Boston: De
Gruyter. https://doi.org/10.1515/9783110747386.



M.P. JleBun

OO0 aBTOpPE

Muxaua PomanoBuu JIe6un, moxrop dpumocodpnn, Axa-
memmsa Kantmana, bamrmiicknin qae,uepaanbH?I YHU-
BepcuteT M. V. KanTa, Kanmmunnrpan, Poceust.

E-mail: michael.lewin.di@gmail.com
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5097-5725

O nepeBogumke

Hoauna Pycaanobua JleBun, maructp durtocodmn,
banturicknit penepanbab yHMBepcHTeT MM. V. Kan-
ta, Kaymmaunrpan, Poccrs.

E-mail: PBonadyseval@kantiana.ru
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-2388-5441

HJ’IH OUTUPOBaHMAL

JleBun M.P. Beemenmne B pasmen «KaHT 1 metadmio-
copmsa» // Kanmrockmm coopumk. 2023. T. 42, Ne 3.
C. 7-16.

doi: 10.5922/0207-6918-2023-3-1

© Jlesnx M.P, 2023.

;’i':***’i“A‘-)fff NPEJCTABNEHO A/19 BO3MOXHOW NYBIMKALWUM B OTKPbITOM AOCTY-
| / ME B COOTBETCTBUW C YCNOBUAMMU NULEH3UN CREATIVE COMMONS
ATTRIBUTION (CC BY) (HTTP://CREATIVECOMMONS.ORG/LICENSES/BY/4.0/)

16

Theunissen, B., 2014. Hegels Phinomenologie als meta-
philosophische Theorie. Hegel und das Problem der Vielfalt der
philosophischen Theorien. Eine Studie zur systemexternen
Rechtfertiqungsfunktion der Phinomenologie des Geistes.
Hamburg: Meiner. https://doi.org/10.28937/978-3-7873-
2720-1.

Williamson, T., 2018. Doing Philosophy: From Com-
mon Curiosity to Logical Reasoning. Oxford: Oxford Uni-
versity Press.

The author
Dr Michael Lewin, Academia Kantiana, Immanuel
Kant Baltic Federal University, Kaliningrad, Russia.

E-mail: michael.lewin.di@gmail.com
ORCID: https://orcid.org/0000-0002-5097-5725

To cite this article:

Lewin, M., 2023. Introduction to ‘Kant and Metaphi-
losophy’. Kantian Journal, 42(3), pp. 7-16.
http://dx.doi.org/10.5922/0207-6918-2023-3-1

© Lewin M., 2023.

SUBMITTED FORPOSSIBLE OPEN ACCESS PUBLICATION UNDER THE TERMS
AND CONDITIONS OF THE CREATIVE COMMONS ATTRIBUTION (CC BY)
LICENSE (HTTP://CREATIVECOMMONS.ORG/LICENSES/BY/4.0/)



